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Foreword 

Two previous surveys in this series 
were also canied out by SEARCH 
for the Bureau of Justice Statistics 
and covered the years 1989 and 
1992. This year's survey, in addition 
to updating the same infOlmation 
collected in previous years, enabled 
the Justice Department to fulfill re­
quirem~nts of the Brady Handgun 
Violence Prevention Act and the 
Child Protection Act of 1993. Based 
on the information collected in the 
survey, the Attorney General estab­
lished timetables for each state 
to participate in the national comput­
erized systems that will enable gun 
dealers and other authorized users 
to carry out instant background 
checks. 

Computerized versions of 
fingerprint-based "rap" sheets 

are playing increasingly important 
roles in critninal justice processing 
of offenders, including identifying 
perpetrators of crimes from latent 
fingerprints, making bail and 
pretrial release decisions, deter­
mining which defendants are subject 
to "three strikes" laws, making 
appropriate sentencing decisions, 
and detennining conditions of 
correctional supervision or release. 
Non-criminal uses of criminal 
history records include background 
checks for employment, licensing, 
security clearances, and determining 
eligibility to purchase firearms. 
Under provisions of the Child 
Protection Act, as amended by 
the Violent Crime Control and 
Law Enforcement Act of 1994, 
these records are also used to assure 
that unsuitable persons are not given 

Survey 0/ Criminaillislory In/ormation Systems, 1993 

positions of trust involving children, 
the elderly, or the disabled. 

To achieve a workable and depend­
able national system requires that 
all states achieve high levels of 
coverage, completeness, accuracy, 
and accessibility of their criminal 
record systems. The results of this 
survey provide quantitative infor­
mation for monitoring progress 
toward these goals, and the Bureau 
of Justice Statistics hopes they will 
help in developing comprehensive 
state plans that most effectively 
achieve the goals. 

Jan M. Chaiken, Ph.D. 
Director 
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Glossary of terms 

Automated Fingerprint Identification System 
(AFIS): An automated system for searching 
fingerprint files and transmitting fingerprint images. 
AFIS computer equipment can scan fingerprint 
impressions (or utilize electronically transmitted 
fingerprint images) and automatically extract and 
digitize ridge details and other identifying 
characteristics in sufficient detail to enable the 
computer's searching and matching components to 
distinguiSh a single fingerprint from thousands or even 
millions of fmgerprints previously scanned and stored 
in digital form in the computer's memory. The 
process eliminates the manual searching of fingerprint 
files and increases the speed and accumcy of ten-print 
processing (arrest fingerprint cards and noncriminal 
justice applicant fingerprint cards). AFIS equipment 
also can be used to identify individuals from "latent" 
(crime scene) fingerprints, even fragmentary prints of 
single fingers in some cases. Digital fingerprint 
images generated by AFIS equipment can be 
transmitted electronically to remote sites, eliminating 
the necessity of mailing fingerprint cards and 
providing remote access to AFIS fingerprint files. 

C,?ntral Repository: T!..2 database (or the agency 
housing the database) which maintains criminal 
history records on all State offenders. Records include 
fingerprint files and files containing identification 
segments and notations of arrests and dispositions. 
The central repository is generally responsible for 
State-level identification of arrestees, and coramonly 
serves as the central control terminal for contact with 
FBI record systems. Inquiries from local agencies for a 
national record check (for criminal justice or firearm 
check purposes) are routed to the FBI via the central 
repository. Although usually housed in the 
Departm~nt of Public Safety, the central repository 
may in some States be maintained by the State Police 
or some other State agency. 

CrimInal History Record Information (CHRI) 
or Criminal History Record Information 
System.' A record (or the system maintaining such 
records) which includes individual identifiers and 
describes an individual's arrests and subsequent 
dispositions. Criminal history records do not include 
intelligence or investigative data or sociological data 
such as drug use history. CHRI systems usually 
include information on juveniles if they are tried as 
adults in criminal courts, but in most cases do not 
include data describing involvement of an individual in 
the juvenile jl!c:tice system. All data in CHRI systems 
ore usually backed by fingerprints of the record 
subjects to provicle positive identification. State 
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legislation varies concerning disclosure of criminal 
history records for noncriminal justice purposes. 

Datil Quality: The extent to which criminal history 
reconts are complete, accurate and timely. The key 
concern in data quality is the completeness of records 
and the extent to which records include dispositions as 
well as arrest and charge information. Other concerns 
include the timeliness of data reporting to State and 
Federal repositories, the timeliness of data entry by the 
repositories and the readability of criminal history 
records. 

F(~/ony or Serious Misdemeanor: The category 
of offenses for which fingerprints and criminal history 
information are accepted by the FBI and entered in the 
Burcau's files, including the III system. Serious 
misdemeanor is defined to exclude certain minor 
offenses such as drunkenness or minor traffic offenses. 

Interstate Identification Index (III): An "index~ 
pointer" system for the interSk'lte exchange of criminal 
history records. Under III, the FBI maintains an 
identification index to persons arrested for felonies or 
serious misdemeanors under State or Federal law. The 
index includes identification information (for example, 
name, date of birth, race, sex, etc.), FBI Numbers and 
State Identification Numbers (SlOs) from each State 
holding information about an individual. Search 
inquiries from criminal justice agencies nationwide are 
transmitted automat.ically via State 
telecommunications networks and the FBI's National 
Crime Information Center (NCIC) 
telecommunications lines. Searches are made on the 
basis of name and other identifiers. The proe·ess is 
entirely automated and takes approximately five 
seconds to complete. If a hit is made against the Index, 
record requests are made using SlDs or FBI NUlobers 
and data are automatically retrieved from each 
repository holding records on the individual and 
forwarded to the requesting agency. At present, 25 
Stmes participate in III and the system operates for 
criminal justice inquiries only. Responses are provided 
from FBI files where the State originating the record is 
not a participant in III. Participation requires that the 
State maintain an automated criminal history record 
system capable of interfacing with the III system and 
capable of responding automatically to all interstate 
and Fedeml/State record requests. If extended to cover 
noncriminal justice inquiries, as planned, the III 
system would eliminate the need for duplicate 
recordkceping at the F('.deral and State level since it 
would no longer be necessary for the FBI to maintain 
records on SUIte offenders. At present, III ensures 
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higher quality criminal justice responses because, in 
most cases, reply data are supplied directly by the 
State from which the record originates. 

Interstate Identification Index (III) Compact: 
An interstate and Federa1/State compact designed to 
facilitate the exchange of criminal history data among 
States for noncriminal justice purposes and to 
eliminate the need for the FBI to maintain duplicate 
data about State offenders. Under the compact, the 
operation of this system would be overseen by 1\ 
policymaking council comprised of representatives of 
the Federal and State governments, as weU as system 
users. The key concept underlying the compact is 
agreement among all States that all criminal history 
information (except sealed records) will be provided in 
response to noncriminal justice requests from another 
State - regardless of whether the information being 
requested would be permitted to be disseminated for a 
similar noncriminal justice purpose within the State 
holding the data. (That is, the law of the State which 
is inquiring about the data - rather than the law of 
the State which originated the data - governs its use.) 
In some cases, ratification of the compact will have 
the effect of amending existing State legislation 
governing interstate rocord dissemination, since most 
States do not currently authorize dissemina,tion to all 
of the Federal agencies and out-of-state users 
authorized under the compact. At present, noncriminal 
justice inquiries are handled by the FBI from its files 
of voluntarily contributed State arrest and disposition 
rCCljrds. This requires that the FBI maintain duplicates 
of State records and generally results in less complete 
records being provided, since FBI files of State records 
are not always complete due to reporting deficiencies. 
The FBI cannot abandon the duplicate records without 
a formal compact, however, since subsequent failure of 
a State to continue participation after cessation of the 
FBI's State offender files would jeopardize future 
noncriminal justice services to the Federal and State 
agencies that now rely on those files. The compact has 
been approved by the U.S. Attorney General and it is 
expected that it will be considered by the U.S. 
Congress in 1993 or 1994. After Congressional 
approval, the compact will be submitted for 
ratification by State legislatures. 

Juvenile Justice Records: Official records of 
juvenile justice adjudications. Most adult criminal 
hIstory record systems do not accept such records, 
which are frequently not supported by fingerprints fIDd 
which usually arc confidential under State law. 
Pursuant to an order dated July 15, 1992, Ule FBI now 
accepts, and wilt disseminate, juvenile records on the 
same basis as adult records. States Me not required to 
submit such records to the FBI, howeve.\,. 
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Master Name Index (MNI): A subject 
identification index maintained by criminal record 
repositories that includes names and other identifiers 
for aU persons about whom a record is held in the 
systems. As of 1992, almost all State MNIs were 
automated and included almost 100 percent of record 
subjects in the repositories. The automated name index 
is the key to rapidly identifying persons who have 
criminal records for such puxposes as presa\e firearm 
checks, criminal investigations or bailsetting. MNIs 
may include "felony flags," which indicate whether 
recOl'd subjects have arrests or convictions for felony 
offenses. 

National Crime Information Center (NCIC): 
An automated database of criminal justice and justice­
related records maintained by the FBI. The database 
includes the "hot files" of wanted and missing persons, 
stolen vehicles and identifiable stolen property, 
including firearms. Access to NCIC files is through 
central control terminal operators in each State that are 
connected to NCIC via dedicated telecommunications 
lines maintained by the FBI. Local agencies and 
officers on the bent can access the State control 
terminal via the State law enforcement network. 
Inquiries are based on name and other non fingerprint 
identification. Most criminal history inquiries of the 
ill system are made via the NCIC telecommunications 
system. NCIC data may be provided only for criminal 
justice and other specifically autllorized purposes. For 
criminal history searches, Ulis includes criminal 
justice employment, employment by Federally 
chartered or insured banking institutions or securities 
firms, and use by State and local governments for 
purposes of employment and licensing pursuant to a 
State statute approved by the U.S. Attorney General. 
Inquiries regarding presaIe fl1'eat1Tl checks are included 
as criminal justice uses. 

Positive Identification: Identification of an 
individual using biometric chamcteristics which are 
unique and not subject to alteration. Basically, in 
present usage, the leW refers to identification by 
fingerprints but it may also include identification by 
retinal images, voh:eprints or other techniques. 
Positive identification is to be distinguished from 
identification using name, sex, date of birth, etc., as 
shown on a document subject to alteration or 
counterfeit such as a birth certificate, socinl security 
card or drivers license. Because individuals can have 
identical or similar names, ages, etc., identifications 
based on such characteristics Me not reliable. 
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Note to Readers: This is a 
report of the results of the 
Brady Act/Child Protection 
Act Sutvey of State Criminal 
History Information Systems. 
In some of the tables that 
follow, data from earlier data 
quality surveys is included. 
caution should be used in 
drawing comparisons between 
the rC5ults of earlier surveys 
and the survey reported here. 
Since the last national data 
quality survey, the U.S. Justice 
Department has continued to 
implement assistance 
programs dedicated to 
improving criminal history 
records. As a result, States are 
continuing to focus new or 
additional resources on the 
condition of their records and 
in many cases, simply know 
more about their records today 
than in the past. A number of 
State repositories have also 
suffered fiscal cutbacks and 
have had to shift priorities 
away from c .. :tain crimlnal 
history information 
management tusks. For these 
and other reasons. 
comparisons between the data 
sets may not be as accurate a 
reflection of the Nation's 
criminal history records as the 
current data stallcUng alone. 

In addition, with the exception 
ofTe.ble 24, the survey 
responses arc as of December 
31, 1993. The effective date 
of the Brady Handgun 
Violence Prevention Act wus 
Feblunry 28, 1994; therefore, 
the responses reported here do 
not reflect changes in policies 
or practices that may have 
been implemented in 1994 
pursuant to the Brady Act. 

Introduction 

This report is based upon the 
results from a survey conducted 
of the administrators of the State 
criminal history reeord 
repositories in March 1994. 
Fifty-six jurisdictions were 
surveyed, including the 50 States, 
American Samoa, the District of 
Columbia, Guam, the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, 
the Trust Territory of the Pacific 
(Republic of Palau) and the U,S. 
Virgin Islands. Responses were 
received from all 56 jurisdictions. 
Throughout this report, the 50 
states win be referred to as 
UStates"; American Samoa, the 
District of Colum bia. Guam, 
Puerto Rico, the Trust Territory 
of the Pacific and the Virgin 
Islands will be referred to as 
Uterritories". lINation" refers 
collectively to both the states and 
territories. 

In addition, the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation provided 
information relating to the 
number of fingerprint cards and 
dispositions received by the FBI 
during 1993 and the number of 
criminal history records of the 
States participating in the 
Interstate Identification Index 
system UlIlt are maintained by the 
State criminal history repositories 
and U1C number of records 
maintained by the FBI for Ule 
Sk'ltes. Additional information 
was obtained from the 
Department of Justice relating to 
the timek'lbles that were 
established by the Attorney 
General to comply with the 
mandates of the Brady Handgun 
Violence Prevention Act. (See 
discussion in "Methodology" 
section, infra.) 
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Major Findings 

Level of automation of master 
name indexes and criminal 
history files 

Overview 01 State criminal 
history record systems, 1993 
(Table 1): 

• Forty-eight States, the District 
of Columbia and Puerto Rico 
have automated at least some 
records in either the criminal 
history record file or the master 
name index. 

• Nineteen States (Alabama, 
Colorado, Florida, Georgia, 
Hawaii, Indiana, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, 
Montana. Nebraska, Nevada. 
New Hampshire, Oregon, Rhode 
Island, Texas, Utah. Washington 
and Wyoming) and Puerto Rico 
have fully automated criminal 
history files and master name 
indexes. 

• Forty-three States and Puerto 
Rico have fully automated master 
name indexes. The Trust 
Territory of the Pacific and the 
Virgin Islands do not maintain 
master name indexes. Guam 
dO(ls not currently maintain a 
central criminal records 
repository. 

• Four sk'ltes (Maine, New 
Mexico, Vermont and West 
Virginia) and four territories 
(American Samoa, Quam, the 
Trust 'ferritory of Ute Pacific and 
the Virgin Islands) have no 
automated criminal history files. 
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• Four territories (American 
Samoa. Guam. the Trust Territory 
of the Pacific and the Virgin 
Islands) maintain totally manual 
criminal history information. 

Automation o/master name index 
and crimlnal history file, 1993 
(Table 4): 

• Of those States maintaining 
partially automated criminal 
history files, when an offender 
with a prior manual record is 
arrested. the prior manual record 
is subsequently automated in 22 
Stales. In the District of 
Columbia, only the new 
information is automated. In 
Alabama and Kansas, the prior 
mnnual record is automated only 
if it complies with a cut-off date. 

Level of disposition reporting 

Overview 0/ State crz'minal 
history record systems, 1993 
(Table 1): 

• Sixteen States (Alabama. 
Alnska, Iowa. Maine, 
Mnssachusetts, Michigan, 
Montana, New Jersey, North 
Carolina, North Dakota, Rhode 
Island. South Carolina, South 
DakOk'l, Utah, Vermont and 
Wyoming) representing 
approximately 19% of the 
Nation's population (based on 56 
jurisdictions) and 20% of the 
Nation's criminal history records, 
report that 80% or more arreStS 
within the past five years in the 
criminal history database have 
final dispositions recorded. 

• A total of 21 States 
representing approximately 29% 
of the Nation's population and 
32% of the Nation's criminal 
history records. report that 70% 
or more arrests within the past 
five years in the criminal history 
database have final dispositions 
recorded. 
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• A total of26 States and Puerto 
Rico, representing approximately 
41 % of the Nation's population 
and 40% of the Notion's criminal 
history records, report that 60% 
or more amests within the past 
five years in the criminal history 
database have final dispositions 
recorded. 

• Overall, the figures are lower 
when arrests older than five years 
are considered. Ten States and 
Puerto Rico report that 80% or 
more arrests in the entire criminal 
history database have final 
dispositions recorded. Eighteen 
States and Puerto Rico report that 
70% or more arrests in the entire 
criminal history database have 
final dispositions recorded. 
Twenty-two Statcs and Puerto 
Rico report that 60% or more 
arrests in the entire criminal 
history database have final 
dispositions recorded. 

Number o//inal dispositions 
reported to State criminal history 
repository, 1993 (Table 3): 

Thirty-six states, the District of 
Columbia and Puerto Rico 
provided data on the number of 
final dispositions reported to their 
criminal history repositories 
indicating that over 4.85 million 
final dispositions were reported 
in 1993. The responding 
jurisdictions represent 
approximately 72% of the 
Nation's population. 

Level of felony flagging 

Overview 0/ State criminal 
history record systems, 1993 
(Table 1).' 

• Thirty-seven States and Puerto 
Rico currently flag some or all 
felony convictions in their 
criminal history databases. 

• Twenty-four States collect 
sufficient data which would 
permit them to flag at least some 
previously un flagged felony 
convictions. 

Timeliness of trial court 
disposition data 

A verage number 0/ days to 
process disposition data 
submitted to State criminal 
history repository. 1993 (Table 
13).' 

• The average number of days 
between the final court 
dispositions and receipt of that 
information by the State criminal 
history repositories is 39, mnging 
from less than one dav in New 
York to 158 days in Indiana. The 
majority of jW'isdictions receive 
the data between 20 and 60 days. 

• The average number of days 
between receipt of final trial court 
dispositions and entry of 
disposition data into the crim!nal 
history databases is 41, mnging 
from 0 in Stales where 
dispositions are entered either 
directly by the courts or by tape 
to 540 in West Virginia. The 
majority of States enter the data 
in 10 days or less. 

• Tw~.nty-eight States and Puerto 
Rico indicate that they have 
backlogs in entering disposition 
data into 1.I"Ie criminal hislory 
daU\basc. 
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Participation in the Interstate 
Identification Index (Ill) 

State participation in the 
Interstate Idefllification Inde.x 
(l/I), 1993 (Table 26): 

• As of December 31,1993,29 
States (Alaska, California, 
Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, 
Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Illinois, 

Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, 
Montana, Nevada, New Jersey. 
New York, North Carolina, North 
Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
Oregon, Pennsylvania, South 
Carolina, South Dakota, Texas. 
Utah, Virginia, Washington and 
Wyoming) reported that they 
currently participate (contribute 
arrest information to be used in 
the Index) in the Interstate 

Criminal history records maintained by States and the FBI 
60 
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Source: BJS, Survey of Criminal History Information Systems, 1993, and FBI data 

Identification Index (III), The 
remaining 21 States, American 
Samoa, the District of Columbia, 
Guam, Puerto Rico, the Trust 
Territory of the Pacific and the 
Virgin Islands did not participate. 
The 29 States include the 12 
largest States in the Nation and as 
a whole account for 74% of the 
Nation's population. 

~-------------------------------------------------------~ 
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Presale record checks on 
potential firearm purchasers 

Procedures/or presale criminal 
history record checks on 
potential firearm purchasers, 
1993 (Table 21): 

• Twenty-two jurisdictions 
(California, Connecticut, 
Delaware, Florida, Hawaii, Idaho, 
Illinois, Indi~ma, Iowa, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, 
Misst~uri, Nebraska, New Jersey, 
New York, Oregon, Tennessee, 
Utah, the Virgin Islands, Virginia 
and Wisconsin) conducted 
records checks of their State 
criminal history repository in 
connection with the sale of 
firearms prior to the effective 
date of the Brady Handgun 
Violence Prevention Act (public 
Law 103-159, November 30, 
1993; effective February 28, 
1994). In addition, since Guam 
does not currently maintain a 
central criminal history records 
repository, checks conducted 
there consisted of fingerprints 
being submitted to the proper 
authority for a records checks 
through the FBI. Colorado began 
an instant check system in 1994. 
All 24 of these jurisdictions ~ave 
been approved by the Bureau of 
Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms, 
U.S. Treasury Department as 
having laws that qualify as 
alternatives to the five-day 
waiting period requirement of the 
Brady Act. (59 Federal Register 
140, p. 37534, July 22. 1994). 

• Ten States, Guam and the 
Virgin Islands requiied criminal 
history records checks on 
purch3Sers for all firearms. Eight 
States required checks for 
handgun purchases only; New 
York rl',quired checks for 
handguns and other specially 
designated categories, while 
Maryland required checks for 
other fircanns. 

• Thirteen States & Quam 
required waiting periods priur to 
the purchase of the firearm. The 
number of days required ranges 
from one day for long guns and 
three days for handguns in 
Illinois to an indefinite period in 
New Jersey, where potential 
pUl'chasers are required to wait 
until both State and Federal 
fingerprint checks can be 
completoo. In New York, a 
period of up to six months is 
permitted. In Guam, at least 30 
dnys are required and up to 60 
days are permitted. 

• The number of pres ale checks 
for firearms conducted by 
jurisdictions in 1993 ranged from 
160 in the Virgin Islands to 
642,200 in California. 

• Twenty States and the Virgin 
Islands checked their own State 
criminal history repository 
records. Other databases checked 
include the National Crime 
Information Center (NCIC) 
records (16 States and the Virgin 
Islands); the Interstate 
Identification Index (18 
jurisdictions); FBI-Criminal 
Justice Information St"i dces 
records (3 States and Guam); 
State mental health records (5 
States); civil restraining order 
files (7 States); probation status 
and/or conditions of probation 
(10 States); parole status and/or 
conditions (9 States); pretrial 
release and/or conditions (7 
States); and Immigration and 
Naturalization Service records (1 
State). In addition, four States 
augment their criminal history 
records checks with checks of 
other databases: California 
checks specified juvenile 
offenses; Illinois procedures also 
requi!e a determination that the 
potential pUt-.::~ser is not a "clear 
and present danger" to himself or 
others and a determination that 
the individual is not wanted in the 
State of Illinois; Maryland also 
checks court disposition records; 
and Utah '::hecks the statewide 
warrant database. 
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Search methods used in 
conducting record checks on 
potential firearms purchasers, 
1993 (Table 21): 

• Four States ar:a Guam require 
fingerprint chec~s under some 
circumstances. Guam and New 
York use fingerprints for all 
checks. In New Jersey, all 
applicants must submit 
fingerprints; although, some 
denials are possible on the basis 
of the name check alone. 
Fingerprints are also used in 
Oregon if no identificatioD is 
made on a name check. In 
Hawaii, fingerprint checks are not 
used to deny the initial purchase, 
but may be used to retrieve 
firearms sold to ineligible 
persons. 

Additional findings 

Status of State criminal history 
files 

Overview 0/ State criminal 
history record systems, 1993 
(Table1): 

• Forty-six States and three 
Territories have master name 
indexes which contain names of 
all record subjects in the criminal 
history file. The Trust Territory 
of the Pacific and the Virgin 
Islands do not currently maintain 
a master name index. 

Number 0/ subjects (individual 
offenders) ill State criminal 
history file, 1993 (Table 2): 

• Over 47.8 million cdminal 
history records were in the 
criminal history files of the State 
criminal history repositories on 
December 31,1993 (individual 
offenders may have records in 
several states). 
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• -Seventy-nine percent of the 
criminal history records 
maintained by the State criminal 
history repositories are 
automated. Approximately 9.4 
million records, or 20% of the 
records are not automated. 
Approximately 1 % of the records 
were not categorized by manual 
and automated. 

• Seven States (Kansas, Maine, 
Mississippi, New Mexico, North 
Dakota, Vermont and West 
Virginia) and five territories 
American Samoa, the District of 
Columbia, Guam, the Trust 
Territory of the Pacific and the 
Virgin Islands) have fewer than 
30% automated criminal history 
files. 

Automation 0/ master name index 
and criminal historyfile,1993 
(Table 4): 

• The 50 States and two 
territories have automated at least 
some records in either the 
criminal history record file or the 
master nanle index. In two of 
those jurisdictions, Maine and 
West Virginia, a portion of the 
master name index has bcen 
automated, but was currently not 
available for use. 

• Four territories, American 
Samoa, Guam, the Trust Territory 
of the Pacific and the Virgin 
Islands have no automated 
criminal history information, 
either a master name index or 
criminal history files. 

• Forty-three States and Puerto 
Rico have fully automated master 
name indexes. Twelve 
jurisdictions do not have fully 
automated master name indexes. 
Of those twelve jurisdictions, 
seven States and the District of 
Columbia have partially 
automated master name indexes. 
The Trust Territory of the Pacific 
and the Virgin Islands do not 
maintain master name indexes. 
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• Of those jurisdictions 
maintaining partially automated 
criminal history files, when an 
offender with a prior manual 
record is arrested, the prior 
manual record is subsequently 
automated in 22 States. In the 
District of Columbia, only the 
new information is automated. In 
Alabama and Kansas, the prior 
manual record is automated only 
if it complies with a cut-off date. 

Data required by State law to be 
submitted to State criminal 
history repository, 1993 (Table 
5): 

• Thirty-one States and the 
District of Columbia require 
prosecutors to report to St.1te 
criminal history repositories their 
decisions to decline prosecution 
in criminal cases. In Michigan, 
arrest fingerprints are submitted 
after the prosecutor's decision to 
charge a crime punishable by 
over 92 days. 

• Forty-thr~ States and the 
District of Columbia require 
felony trial courts to report the 
dispositions of felony cases to the 
St.1te criminal history repository. 
In North Dakota, the reports are 
made by the prosecutors' offices 
in lieu of the courts. 

• State prison admission on 
felony cases must be reported to 
the State criminal history 
repository in 38 States and three 
territories. State prison release 
information on felony cases must 
be reported to the State criminal 
history repository in 35 States 
and tllree territories. 

• Admission data on felons 
housed in local correctional 
facilities must be reported to the 
State criminal history repository 
in 25 States. Release data on 
felons housed in local 
correctional facilities must be 
reported to the State criminal 
history repository in 17 States. 

• The reporting of probation 
information is mandated in 30 
States, the District of Columbia 
and Puerto Rico while 33 States, 
the District of Columbia and 
Puerto Rico require the reporting 
of parole information. 

Arrest records withjingerprints, 
1993 (Table 6): 

• During 1993, over 6.4 million 
arrest fmgerprint cards (or 
electronic substitutes) were 
submitted to the State 
criminal history npositories. 

• ThLrty-seven States and the 
District of Columbia, 
representing 81 % of the nation's 
population, have records that are 
100% fingerprint-supported. In 
12 States and two territories, less 
than 100% of the arrests in the 
criminal history fIles are 
fingerprinted-supported. In 
Guam, Kentuckj, the Trust 
Territory of the Pacific and the 
Virgin Islands, the inquiry 
regarding fingerprint-supported 
criminal history files was either 
not applicable or the percentage 
was unknown. 
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Completeness of data in State 
criminal history repository 

Notice to State criminal history 
repository of release of arrested 
persons without charging, 1993 
(Table 7): 

• More than half of the 
jurisdictions (34 States and the 
District of COlumbia) require law 
enforcement agencies to notify 
the State criminal history 
repository when an arrested 
person is released without formal 
charging but after the fingerprints 
have been submitted to the 
repository. In Michigan and 
North Carolina, police must 
release or charge a suspeet prior 
to sending fingerprints to the 
St.ate criminal history repository. 

• Little information was reported 
on the percent of fingerprint 
submissions for which the 
repository is notified that the 
arrestee has not been charged. 
What information is available 
indicated a significant variance 
throughout the States rnnging 
ffOm as low as less than 1 % in 
Alabama to as high as 100% in 
the District of Columbia. 

Disposition data 

Completeness of prosecutor and 
court disposition reporting to 
State criminal history 
repository, 1993 (Table 8): 

• Seventeen States (Alabama, 
Alaska, Connecticut, Kansas, 
Maine, Massachusetts, 
Minnesota, New Hampshire, New 
Jersey, North Carolina, Oregon, 
Rhode Island, South Carolina, 
South Dakota, Utah, Vermont 
and Virginia) report that final 
felony trial court dispositions in 
80% or more of the cases in their 
States are received by the State 
criminal history repositories. 
Five of those States (Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, Oregon, Rhode 
Island and South Carolina) 
estimate that they receive notice 
in 100% of the cases. 

• A total of 23 States, or six 
additional States (Delaware, 
Hawaii, Idaho, Montana, 
Nebraska and Washington) report 
that final felony trial court 
dispositions in 70% or more of 
the cases in their States are 
received by the State criminal 
history repositories. 

• A total of 27 States, or four 
additional States (Colorado, 
Kentucky, Oklahoma and 
Pennsylvania), report that final 
felony trial court dispositions in 
60% or more of the cases in their 
States are received by the Slate 
criminal history repositories. 

• A total of 31 States, or four 
additional States (Arkansas, New 
York, Texas and Wisconsin), 
report that final felony trial court 
dispositions in 50% or more of 
the cases in their States are 
received by the State criminal 
history repositories. Florida 
receives 30·50% of the cases. 
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• Of the respondents indicating 
that there is either a legal 
requirement for prosecutors to 
notify the State criminal history 
record repository of declinations 
to prosecute or where the 
information is reported 
voluntarily,3 Stutes 
(Massachusetts, New Jersey and 
Vermont) estimate that they 
receive notice in 80% or more of 
such cases. Only Massachusetts 
estimates that notice is received 
in 100% of the cases. 

• Only eight States were able to 
estimate the number of 
prosecutor declinations received. 
The numbers ranged from 2,800 
in Minnesota to 10,600 in Illinois. 

Policies/practices of State 
criminal history repository 
regarding modification offelony 
convictions, 1993 (Table 9): 

• Expungements: Twenty States 
and three territories have statutes 
that provide for the expungement 
of felony convictions. In six 
States and Puerto Rico, the record 
is destroyed by the State criminal 
history repository. In Maryland, 
the record is retained for two 
years, then destroyed. In 
Washington, the record is either 
destroyed or returned to the 
submitting agency. In 10 States 
and the Virgin Islands, the record 
is retained with the action noted 
on the record. Vermont returns 
the record to the court; Utah seals 
the record; Ohio returns the 
record to the submitting agency; 
the District of Columbia removes 
the information from the criminal 
history record and forwards all 
supporting documentation to the 
U.S. Attorney's Office; Rhode 
Island maintains the records in a 
separate area and considers them 
inaccessible except under limited 
circumstances; and Tennessee 
forwards the information to the 
FBI. In Massachusetts, the 
record is retained with the action 
noted and se!Hed. 
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• Setting aside of convictions: 
Forty States and two territories 
have statutes which provide for 
setting aside felony convictions. 
In two States. the record is 
destroyed. In 30 States and 
Puerto Rico, the record is 
retained with the action noted 
only. Vermont returns the record 
to the court; in Oregon, the record 
is sealed; in Minnesota, the 
record is retained with the action 
noted and also sealed; the District 
of Columbia removes the 
information from the criminal 
history record and forwards all 
supporting documentation to the 
U.S. Attorney's Office; Rhode 
Island maintains the records in a 
separate area and considers them 
inaccessible except under limited 
circumstances; and in New York, 
the fingerprints are destroyed, but 
the text if) retained. 

• Pardons: Almost all of the 
jurisdictions (50 States and five 
territories) have statutes that 
provide for the granting of a 
pardon. In 38 States and three 
territories, the criminal history 
record is retained with the action 
noted. In three States (Arizona, 
Connecticut and South Dakota), 
the record is destroyed. In 
Maryland, the record is retained 
for two years, then destroyed. In 
Utah, the record is sealed. 
Vermont returns the record to the 
Governor's Office. In Colorado, 
the information is removed from 
the file; the District of Columbia 
removes the information from the 
criminal history record and 
fOlwards all supporting 
documentation to the U.S. 
Attorney's Office; Rhode Island 
maintains the records in a 
separate area and considers them 
inaccessible except under limited 
circumstances. In Tennessee, 
although the State law provides 
for pardons, none have been 
received by the repository. 
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• Restoration of civil rights: 
Forty-four States and four 
territories have legal provisions 
for the restoration of a convicted 
felon's civil rights. In the 
majority of those jurisdictions (34 
States and two territories), the 
record is retained with the action 
noted. In two States (Arizona 
and South Dakota), the record is 
destroyed. In Maryland. the 
record is retained for two years. 
then destroyed. In Utah, the 
record is sealed; the District of 
Columbia removes the 
information from the criminal 
history record and forwards all 
sU::::1orting documentation to the 
U.S. Attorney's Office; Rhode 
Island maintains the records in a 
separate area and considers them 
inaccessible except under limited 
circumstances. In Tennessee. 
although the State law provides 
for restoration of civil rights. 
none have been received by the 
repository . 

Correctional data 

Fingerprinting of incarcerated 
offenders and linkage to records 
maintained by State criminal 
history repository, 1993 (Table 
10): 

• In 35 States and the District of 
Columbia. there is a legal 
requirement (State statute or State 
administrative regulation having 
the force of law) that the State 
prison system must fingerprint 
admitted prisoners and send the 
fingerprints to the State criminal 
history repository. 

• About half of the jurisdictions, 
a total of 24 States and the 
District of Columbia. have the 
same legal requirement for 
reporting by local jails. 

• In the 41 jurisdictions where 
State correctional facilities are 
legally required to report 
information or the information is 
reported voluntarily. the majority 
of jurisdictions (35 States) 
estimate that in at least 90% of 
the cases. admission information 
is reported to the State repository. 
Twenty-eight of those States 
estimate that 100% of the 
admissions are reported to the 
repository. Six States estimate a 
reporting rate of less than 90%. 
ranging from 86% in Indiana to 
less than 5% in New York where 
correctional information is 
updated on-line and fingerprints 
are requested only when an on­
line match cannot be made. 

• For reporting from local jails 
where required by law or 
completed voluntarily, five States 
report that 90% or more of the 
admissions are reported to the 
State repositories. Five States 
report rotes of 50-70%, and an 
additional four States report rates 
of less than 50%. 

• In 42 States and the District of 
Columbia, fingerprints received 
from State and local correctional 
facilities are processed by the 
State criminal history record 
repository to establish positive 
identification of incarcerated 
offenders and to ensure that 
correctional information is linked 
to the proper records. 

Probation and parole data in 
State criminal history repository, 
1993 (Table 11): 

• Of the 35 States where 
reporting of probation data is 
legally required or voluntarily 
reported, six estimate that 100% 
of the cases in which pl'Obation is 
ordered are reported to the State 
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criminal history repository. An 
additional five States report that 
in at least 50% of the cases, the 
State criminal history repository 
receives probation information. 
Seven States and two territories 
report that information is 
received in less than 50% of the 
cases. 

• Eleven States where reporting 
of parole data is legally required 
or voluntarily reported, estimate 
that parole information is 
reported in 100% of the cases. In 
additional four States, parole 
information is reported in 80% or 
more of the cases. Five States 
and Puerto Rico report receiving 
parole information in less than 
20% of the cases. 

Timeliness of data in State 
criminal history repository 

-Arrests 

Average number of days to 
process arrest information 
submitted to State criminal 
history repository, 1993 (Table 
12): 

• The average number of days 
between arrest and receipt of 
arrest data and fingerprints by the 
State criminal history repositories 
is 15, runging from less than one 
day in the District of Columbia 
(where the Metropolitan Police 
Department is both the repository 
and the arresting agency) up to 
between 14 to 90 days in Oregon. 
The majority receive the data in 
15 days or less. 

• The average number of days 
between receipt of fmgerprints by 
the State criminal history 
repository and entry into the 
master name index by the State 
criminal history repositories is 
22, ranging from 0 to one day in 
North Dakota to 180 days in 
Mississippi. The majority of 

. jurisdictions enter the data in 10 
days or less. 

• The average number of days 
between receipt of fingerprints 
and entry of arrest data into the 
criminal history databases is 26, 
ranging from less than one day in 
Delaware, the District of 
Columbia and North Dakota to 
180 days in Mississippi. The 
majority of jurisdictions enter the 
data in 10 days or less. 

• Thirty States and three 
territories indicate that they have 
backlogs in entering arrest data 
into the criminal history database. 
The number of person-days to 
clear the backlogs range from two 
days in Alaska to clear an 
estimated 400 unprocessed or 
partially processed fingerprint 
cards to 10,858 person-days to 
clear an estimated 262,000 
unprocessed or partially 
processed fingerprint cards in 
California. 

-Disposition data 

Average nwnber of days to 
process disposition data 
submitted to State criminal 
history repository and current 
status of backlog, 1993 (Table 
13): 

• The average number of days 
between the occurrence of a fmal 
felony court disposition and 
receipt of the disposition data by 
the State criminal history 
repositories is 39, ranging from 
less than one day in Delaware 
and the large, urban courts in 
New York up to between 120 to 
190 days in Kentucky. The 
majority receive the data in 30 
days or less. 
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• The average number of days 
between receipt of disposition 
date by the State criminal history 
repository and entry into the 
criminal history database by the 
State criminal history repositories 
is 41, rang.iug from 0 in Maryland 
and Massachusetts to 540 days in 
West Virginia. The majority of 
jurisdictions enter the data in 30 
days or less. 

• Twenty-eight States and Puerto 
Rico indicate that they have 
backlogs in entering disposition 
data into the criminal history 
database. The number of person­
days to clear the backlogs range 
from seven days in Iowa and 
Kentucky to 3,125 person-days to 
clear an estimated 777,000 
unprocessed or partially 
processed disposition forms in 
California. 

-Admission to correctional 
facilities 

A verage number of days to 
process correctional admission 
dala submitted to State criminal 
history repository, 1993 (Table 
14): 

• The average number of days 
between the admission of 
offenders to State correctional 
facilities and receipt of the 
information by the State criminal 
history repository is 22, ranging 
from less than one day in 
Delaware to between 90-100 days 
in Louisiana. Most States receive 
the information in 30 days or less. 

• The avera£;3 number of days 
between the admission of 
offenders to local jails and receipt 
of the information by the State 
criminal history repository is 17, 
ranging from five days in 
Michigan, North Carolina and 
South Carolina to between 42·56 
days in Virginia. All 
jurisdictions, excepl Virginia, 
receive the information in 30 
days or less. 
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• The average number of days 
between receipt of correctional 
admissions information by the 
State criminal history repository 
and entry into the criminal history 
databases is 21, ranging from less 
than one day in Delaware to 
approximately 200 days in 
California. All but three 
jurisdictions enter the information 
in 30 days or less. 

• Twenty-one States indicate that 
they have backlogs in entering 
the correctional information into 
the criminal history databases. 
The number of person-days to 
clear the backlogs range from two 
in Pennsylvania to clear an 
estimated 700 unprocessed or 
partially processed custody­
supervision forms to 7,863 
person-days to cleer an estimated 
188,000 unprocessed or partially 
processed custody-supervision 
forms in California. 

Procedures to improve data 
quality 

Procedures employed by State 
criminal history repository to 
encourage complete arrest and 
disposition reporting, 1993 
(Table 15): 

• Nineteen States and two 
territories generate lists of arrests 
with missing dispositions as a 
means of monitoring disposition 
reporting. 

• Thirty-two States and two 
territories report using field visits 
to encourage complete arrest and 
disposition reporting. 

• Thirty-two States and 
American Samoa generate form 
lellers as a method of 
encouraging complele arrest and 
disposition reporting. 
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• TIle method most used to 
encourage complete arrest and 
disposition reporting is telephone 
calls conducted by 39 States and 
four territories. 

• Other jurisdictions report using 
training, audits, special projects, 
electronic contact, pursuing 
legislative and administrative 
changes, and returning the 
information to the submitting 
agency as methods to encourage 
complete arrest and disposition 
reporting. 

Linking of arrests and 
dispositions 

Methods used to link disposition 
information to arrest/charge 
information on criminal history 
record. 1993 (Table 16): 

• Thirty-four States and the 
District of Columbia utilize 
methods for linking disposition 
information and arrest/charge 
information which also permit the 
linking of dispositions to 
particular charges and/or specific 
counts. 

• All jurisdictions but two 
(Guam, the Trust Territory of the 
Pacific) report using at least one 
of the following methods for 
linking disposition information 
and arrest/charge information on 
criminal history records, and 
nearly every jurisdiction indicates 
their use of multiple mechanisms 
to ensure linkage. The figures 
presented below, consequently, 
greatly exceed the total number 
of jurisdictions responding to this 
survey. 

- Thirty-three Stales and three 
territories employ a unique 
tracking number for the 
individual subjeet. 

- Thirty-six States and three 
territories use a unique arrest 
event identifier to link disposition 
and arrest/charge information on 
S tate criminal history records~ 

- Twenty-three States and three 
territories utilize a unique charge 
identifier in linking disposition 
and arrest/charge information. 

- Thirty-eight States and two 
territories use the arrest date, 
while 39 States and four 
territories use the subject's name 
as a method to link disposition 
information with arrest/charge 
information. 

- Thirty States and four territories 
report using the subjeet's name 
and the reporting agency's case 
number as the mechanism to link 
disposition information and 
arrest/charge information. 

- Individual jurisdictions also 
report using methods such as the 
court case number, the Criminal 
Justice Information System case 
number, unique constructs of 
numbers and fingerprint 
verification. 
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Procedllresfollowed when 
linkage cannot be made between 
cOllrt or correctional information 
and arrest information in the. 
criminal history database, .1993 
(Table 17): 

• Forty-six States and four 
territories report that they 
sometimes receive final court 
dispositions that cannot be linked 
to arrest information in the 
criminal history record database. 
The jurisdictions vary 
considerably in the percentage of 
court dispositions that cannot be 
linked to arrest cycles in the 
criminal history database, ranging 
from less than 1 % in Nevada to 
99% in Colorado. Three States 
(Massachusetts, Ohio and 
Wyoming) and the District of 
Columbia report that all final 
court dispositions can be linked 
to the arrest cycle in the criminal 
history database. 

• Thirty-eight States and two 
territories report that they 
sometimes receive correctional 
information that cannot be linked 
to arrest information in the 
criminal history record database. 
The percentage of correctional 
dispositions that cannot be linked 
to arrest cycles in the criminal 
history database range from 1 % 
in Colorado and South Dakota to 
100% in California. Ten States 
and two territories report that all 
correctional dispositions can be 
linked to the arrest cycle in the 
criminal history database. 

• The jurisdictions use a variety 
of procedures when a linkage 
cannot be established. Eleven 
States create "dummy" alTest 
segments from court disposition 
records; six States create 
"dummy" court segments nem 
custody records; nine States and 
Puerto Rico enter court 
information into the database 
without any linkage to a prior 
arrest; 16 States and Puerto Rico 
enter custody information into the 
databas(~ without any linkage to a 
prior court disposition; 23 States 
and the Virgin Islands do not 
enter the unlinked court 
information; seven jurisdictions 
do not enter unlinked custody 
information; and 14 States and 
American Samoa utilize other 
procedures, sueh as contacting or 
returning Ule information to the 
originating or contributing 
agency or using temporary or 
pending files until a match can be 
established. 

Other data quality procedures 

Strategies employed by State 
criminal history repository to 
ensllre accllracy of data in 
criminal history database, 1993 
(Table 18): 

• In order to prevent the entry 
and storage of inaccurate data and 
to detect and correct inaccurate 
entries in the criminal history 
database, a large majority of the 
jurisdictions, a total of 47 States 
and three territories complete a 
manual review of incoming 
source documents or reports. 

• OUler methods used most 
frequently inclUde computer edit 
and verification programs 
employed by 43 States and two 
territories; and manual review of 
transcripts before dissemination 
performed .in 2S States and 
American Samoa. 
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• Manual double-checking before 
data entry is completed in 22 
States and American Samoa. 

• Nineteen States the District of 
Columbia perform random 
sample comparisons of the State 
criminal history repository files 
with stored documents. 

• Eleven States and the District 
of Columbia generate error lists 
which are returned to the 
reporting agencies. 

• Fifteen jurisdictions use 
various methods, such as periodic 
audits ofreporting agencies or of 
the repository and comparison of 
data in the criminal history 
database to fingerprint 
information. 

Audits 

Alldit activities of State criminal 
history repository, 1993 (Table 
19): 

• Forty-five States and two 
ten'Hories maintain transaction 
logs to provide an audit trail of all 
inquiries, responses and record 
updates or modifications. 

• Less than half of the 
repositories, a total of 22 States 
and the District of Columbia, 
report that the State criminal 
history repository or some other 
agency performed random sample 
audits of user agencies to ensure 
accuracy and completeness of 
repository records and to ensure 
that Ule agencies comply with 
applicable laws and regulations. 
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Data quality audits 0/ State 
criminal history repository, 1993 
(Table 20): 

• During the past five years, an 
audit of the State criminal history 
repository's database (other than 
ongoing systematic sampling) has 
been conducted in 33 States and 
two territories to determine the 
level of accuracy and 
completeness of the criminal 
history file. 

• Of the jurisdictions where 
audits have been performed, in 27 
States and the District of 
Columbia, another agency 
conducted the audit; in fiv~ States 
and Puerto Rico the repository 
conducted its own audit; and in 
one jurisdiction the audit was 
conducted with a combination of 
an outside agency and the 
repository. 

• In 30 of. the jurisdictions (29 
States and the District of 
Columbia) where audits were 
conducted, changes were made as 
a result of the audit to improve 
data quality of the records. In 
three jurisdictions, chanq;cs were 
underway prior to the audit or are 
currently in the planning stage. 

• Twenty-seven States and three 
territories have data quality audits 
planned or scheduled for the next 
three years. 

• Forty-five States and five 
territories have initiatives 
underway at the repository or 
contributing agencies to improve 
data quality. Initiatives include 
audit activities (28); automation 
changes (38); disposition or arrest 
reporting enhancements (37); 
felony flagging (23): fingerprint 
enhancements (32); agency 
interfaces (34): legislation (19); 
plan development (27); 
establishment of task 
forces/advisory groups (24); 
implementation or improvement 
of tracking numbers (23): and 
training (38). 
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Presale criminal history record 
checks on potential firearms 
purchasers 

Purchasers determined :0 be 
ineligible to purc/:asefirearms in 
alternative States, 1993 (Table 
22): 

• Of the jurisdictions reporting 
the total number of purchasers 
determined to be ineligible, the 
denials ranged from 7,540 in 
Florida to 11 in the Virgin 
Islands. 

• The factor resulting in denial 
most frequently was a 
disqualifying conviction. This 
accounted for 7,200 of the denials 
in Florida. Other reasons for 
denials were: under indictment 
for a disqualifying crime; fugitive 
from justice; unlawful user of or 
addicted to controlled substances; 
adjudicated mental defective or 
committed to a mental institution; 
illegal alien; under age; invalid 
permit; non-resident; firc."U'ms 
that were being purchased were 
stolen; dishonorable discharge 
from the armed services; and 
exceeded the lawful handgun 
limits. 

• About one-third of the 
jurisdictions took some form of 
action against the individual at 
the State level. Other 
jurisdictions may have taken 
action at the local level. Types of 
action included seeking issuance 
of a warrant; providing 
information to State or local 
prosecutors or law enforcement 
authorities; providing information 
to Federal prosecutors or law 
enforcement authorities; and 
providing the information to 
other requesting criminal justice 
agencies. 

Costs 0/ implementing and 
operating programs/or presale 
criminal history record checks on 
potential firearm purchasers, 
1993 (Table 24): 

• Of the jurisdictions conducting 
presale records checks in 1993 
that were able to specifically 
quantify start-up costs of their 
progmms, the costs ranged from 
$200 expended in South Dakota 
for training to $7,500,000 in 
California. 

• Programs that are not fee­
supported or that the fees do not 
totally support the program are 
generally supplemented by the 
operating budgets or geneml 
funds of the jurisdiction. 

Search methods used in 
conducting criminal history 
checks on potential firearm 
purchasers, 1993 (Table 25): 

• Almost all jurisdictions have 
minimum data elements which 
must be submitted to conduct the 
records search. Nineteen States 
and Guam conduct records 
checks on firearms purchasers 
based on name and date of birth 
or name only. Eight States 
conduct searches based on name, 
sex and date of birUI. Eleven 
jurisdictions augment name, sex 
and date of birth information with 
ruce. Eight addItional 
jurisdictions (seven States and the 
District of Columbia) require 
some combination of name and 
date of birth with mce, sex, 
Social Security Number, driver's 
license number, originating 
ugency number, or password. 
Two jurisdictions, New York and 
'Puerto Rico also require 
fingerprints. 
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• All but five of the jurisdictions 
(two States and three territories) 
use a computer-based soundex 
searching capability. This 
enables the computer to identify 
likely candidates based on the 
phonetic sound of the name, 
rather than only the spelling. 

• The statutes in 13 States and 
two territories authorized the 
release of information to 
individual firearms dealers, 
although in three jurisdictions, 
the information was released to 
in-state firearms dealers only. 

• The statutes in 28 States 
permitted giving "sale approval" 
or "no sale" information directly 
to firearms dealers; although nine 
States restricted this information 
to in-state firearms denIers only, 
while one State authorized the 
release only to out-of-state 
firearms dealers. 

U.S. Attorney General's 
estlmated goals/timetables for 
crlminal history record sharing 
in a national instant background 
check system, 1994 (Table 26): 

• Up to 25% of all current and 
shareable records (records 
available through the Interstate 
Identification Index (III» will be 
available in 51 jurisdictions (47 
States and four t<'lrritories) no 
later than December 1998; the 
records in the remaining five 
jurisdictions will be available no 
later than December 2000. A 
total of25 States currently share 
at least 25% of their records 
through III. 

• Up to 50% of all current and 
shareable records will be 
available in 45 States and four 
territories no later than December 
1998: the records in the 
remaining seven jurisdictions will 
be available no later than 
December 2000. A total of 17 
States currently s~are at least 
50% of their records through III. 

• Up to 75% of all current and 
shareable records will be 
available in 35 States and four 
territories no later than December 
1998; the records in the 
remaining 17 jurisdictions will be 
available no later than December 
2000. A total of nine States 
currently share at least 75% of 
their records through m. 
• Up to 80% of all current and 
shareable records will be 
available in 31 States and three 
territories no later than December 
1998; the records in the 
remaining 22 jurisdictions will be 
available no later than December 
2000. A total of seven States 
currently share at least 80% of 
their records through m. 
• One hundred percent of all 
current antl shareable records will 
be available in nine States no 
later than 'December 1998; 100% 
of the r('cords in the remaining 47 
jurisdictions will be available no 
later than December 2000. One 
State (Virginia) currently shares 
100% of its records through III. 

Fingerprint cards and 
dispositions received by the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation. 
1993 (Tab./e 27): 

• Over 4.6 million fingerprints 
were received by the FBI in 1993. 
Of that number, almost 4.2 
million were for criminal justice 
purposes., and approximately 
414,000 were for noncriminal 
justice purposes. New York 
submitted the highest number of 
both criminal justice (503,500) 
and noncriminal justice (54,200) 
fingerprints. Florida was a 
participant in the National 
Fingerprint File in } 993, and 
therefore submitted only the rust 
fingerprint card of an individual 
to the FBI. 

Survey of Criminal lIistory Information Systems,1993 

• Almost 2.7 million final 
dispositions were received by the 
FBI in 1993, with Georgia 
submitting the highest number 
(825,000). Twelve States 
(Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas, 
Delaware, Georgia, Missouri, 
Montana, New York, Ohio, South 
Dakota, Virginia and Wyoming) 
submit most dispositions by tape 
with Nebraska also scheduled to 
begin tape submissions in 1994. 

Criminal history records of 
Interstate Identification Index 
(Ill) participants maifllained by 
the State criminal history 
repository and the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, 1993 
(Table 28): 

• Approximately 12.4 milIion III 
records are indexed with the 
State's identification (SID) 
pointers. Over 3.8 million 
records are maintained by the FBI 
for the States. Only 18% of the 
total records available through III 
in 1993 were maintained by the 
States. 
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[xplanalor), Noles for "able 1 

The notl\1 below e~pand on the data In Table 1. Tho explanatory InformaUon WII provided by the respondent. 

Note: Percentagel and numben tepOl1ed all' results of esUmalca. 
Numben have been rounded 10 the ncarest 100. Percentages ha"e been 
rounded to the nearest whole number. The numben In the column 
"Number of subjects (Individual offenders) In Stale criminal history file' 
appl)' only to the criminal his lOry file, 1n~ludlng part1ally aUlOmatcd 
rue!, and do /lQ1 bl~ludc the mUler namo Index. Fmai dlsposlUons 
Inolude releJIf.,~ by police without ~har~lng, decllnaUon 10 proceed by 
proseCUlOt, or fmaimal coun disposition. 

• SUIe Is fully manual. 

Nol a vaUable. 

NA Not applicable. 

t Flag Is sel when arrest Information Is en\enld. 

t t Flag is set when convi~tlon information Is enlered. 

* • Flag Is let both It arrest and convicUon. 

aFigure Includes adults and subjects under 18 yean of age. 

bPlgure rcp~ents s\lbjects as of March 25, 1994, 

cPor an arrest to be counled II having a final disposlUon, each count 
associaled with thai arrest mUSI have. final disposlUon, 

dManual records totaling \.5 million will require review to delennlne It' 
there i:I arrest and convicUon data present and it it 1$ al 11,0 felony lovq!. 

cPenorlJl chargC<\ with certain mlJdcmeanon uc notlnc\udcd In th~ 
master namo Index (MNl). 

fOuam is not currently automated and hu no eentral .. rlmIn;l r«;ol.\h; 
repository. 

gTho delinquent dlaposition rale is based only on those C8S\'.S ~ctu~l1}' 
entered Into the offender-based traruactlonlcomputcrized crimlnalltistory 
system (ODTS/CCU). It docs not Include arrest cases never entered, 110f 
doea illnclude penal summons type court eUei. Allhough the law 
provides for tho fll1gerprlntlng of -orr~.nders convicted vi. penal 
summons, many cares are novor ordered down for processing. The 
I1awaU Criminal JUIUCC Data Cenler Is aware that this S{luaUon ma~ 
represent a major gap in conviction Infonnation carried on ODTS/CCH. 
Efforts to add~s thll&e, however, especially In the area of Psmily Coun 
cases (which Include child abUSe offenses) awail the availability of 
ro~euret1ll and tho res\rtlctUfC of ODTS/CCl-I. 
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hAllsubjeClS with dales of birth of 1920 or later are automated. 

IVlguro represents subJocts 81 of March 28, 1994. 

JFlnal dispositions that are received on coun abstra~14 are not supponed 
by fingerprlnu and are med alphabetically In a holding me. They are 
t1icir own Index and are not currently In the MM. 

kplngorprlnt-supponed subjects are In an automated MN1th.tl~ lIot 
cample\e or accurale at this time. 

"I'he fI.ag is generated on an ad hoc basis when an Inqui,¥ Is made 
against the me. 

mFiguro is for the five-year period of 1988-92. 

nFiguro Is IS of February 4, 1994. 

~ags lro Ict only on automated records. 

PThc severity of the original c/r.ar" Is aet When arrcstlnfonnatlon Ia 
entered. 

qThe MN1 docs not Include manual records. 

rSubjects with dates of birth prior 10 1940 iro In manual record. unleu a 
mgger event caU'eI convenlon. 

'Response applies to felonles only. 

t Although nagging haa nat yet begun, a data field la avallablo at the 
arrest, proaeculOr and court levell to IdcnUfy fdony offenses. 

Ii An MNlII not currently maintained. 

"TaW figuro Includes applicants and corrections-based records. 

wApproximately 50% is automated, with complete aUtomation estimated 
for December 1994. 
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Table 11 Ov~rvlcw or State criminal history ncord aya\ema, 1\193 

Pm:tntof Fully Number of subjecta Pm:cnt of &m:s1JI in daubaso Syatem has 
reconl automated (individual offenders) in which havc filial dispositions System /lags infonnatlan to 
subjects in mallet ~D.I hill.llO: filg W;!lrd~ subjects with Idcntlfy 
mallet namc AllCIIta within felony un/lagged felony 

SUta name indox Indcx Total Automated AU am:ata past 5 YUlI convictions convictions 

Total 47,833,600 37,723,900 

Ala~ma 100% Yeti 1,800,000 1,800,000 60% 80% AU·· 
Alaal:a 100 Yea 184,300 134,300 84 86 Alltt 
American SamOll 100 No· 10,800~ 0 

'490 'sio Arizona 100 Yeti 612,900 370,900b AU-· 
Arkanus 100 No 448,000 183,000 15 SO Somett Some 

California 100% Yea 5,316,900 3,816,900 47% Somottd 
Colorado 100 Yea 612,700 612,700 13% 13 Some·· All 
COllOccticUt 100 Yea 681,000 
Delaware 100 Yea 245,900 179,900 5S 67 Somc 
District of 80c No 497,900 142,900 30 10 
Columbia 

Florida 100% Yea 2,729,000 2,729,000 48% 3~% Somc" Some 
aeOt~a 100 Yea 1,532,100 1,532,100 62 62 AUtt 
Guam 100 No· NA NA NA NA NA NA 
HawaU 100 Yell 318,300 318,300 87g 76 AUtt 
Idaho 100 Yea 138,700 91,201l 27 40 AlItt 

Ulinois 92% Yeah 2,558,0001 2,358,0001 52% 5\% AlI-~ 
Indiana 100 Yeti 1,241,800 1,241,800 12 12 Some 
Iowa 100 Yes 367,\00 242,700 95 100 AlItt 
Kanus 100 Yell 627,400 171,'100 20 30 Some Some 
Kentucky 100 No 39 6S 

Louiaiana I~?f ~~ 1,338,800 667,700 30% 25% Samett AU 
Maino 300,000 0 90 1)7 

AU1 
Somc 

Maryland \00 Yea 834,100 834,100 
Maaaachulctts 100 Yeti 2,000,000 2,000,000 95 100 Sarno 
Michigan 100 Yes 970.400 970.400 72 84m Some 

Minooaata 100% Yes 258,300n 193,200n Somett AU 
Miulssippi 100 No 368,000 26,000 Somett Some 
Missouri 100 Yea 673,900 502,500 6\% 57% AUttO 

Montanl 100 Yeti 108,900 108,900 85 80 Alit 
Nebraska 100 Yeti 138,000 138,000 70 74 Alltt 

Nnvada 100% Yea 130,300 130,300 41% 42% P AU 
No,w Hampshire 100 Yes 180,600 180,600 75 75 Some" All 
New Ieney 80q Yes l,508,800 1,208,800 90 a5 Alltt 
Now Mexlco 100 Yeti 230,000 0 25 27 Alltt 
New York 1J7q Yea 4,314,200 3,767,100 83 "/S All 

North Carolina 100% Yes 560,400
1 

514,900
1 

87% 90% SomG 
North Pakota 100 Nor 216,000 S8,OOO 92+ 86 SomGtt 
Ohio 100 No 1,700,000 808.000 38.50 35·50 Sarno" Sarno 
Oklahoma 100 Yes 582,200 315,200 20·25 20·25 SomGtt ScmG 
Orogon 100 Yea 699,900 699,900 71 SomGtt 

Pcnnlylvanla 100% Yes 1,462,700 803,600 73% 64% SomGttO 

Puerto Rico 100 Y~4 78,500 78,500 86 69 Alit 
Rhodo bland 100 Yea 199,000 199,000 S6 925 Somott 
South Carolina 100 Yes 737,200 672,400 70 80 Somott Some 
South Dakota 100 Yea 128,600 71,100 60 80 Sarno 

Tennessee 100% Yea 600,000 193,000 AU" 
Tex .. 100 Yea 4.504,1(1) 4,504,100 43% Somet Some 
Trust Territory of 

NAu NAtU the Pacifio 6,500 0 50 50% 
lJtah 100 Yes 276.300 276,300 52 80 Alit 
Vcnnolll 100 Yes 135,000 0 70 96 Some 

Virgin !allnds NAu NAoU 13,700 0 
Virginia 100% Yea 921,100 694,700 All 
Washington 100 Yea 677,OOOY 677,000 75% 68% Alll 
We.,t Virginia \00 NoW 375,000 0 
Wisconsin 100 Yes 6U,l00 434,600 S8 Somott Sorno 
WYOming \00 Yet. 72,200 72,200 79 82 Somett Somo 
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Expilinatory Notes for Table 2 

The nolea below expand on the data in Table 2. The explanatory Wonnation was provided by the respondent. 

Note: In 1989. data were not reponed from American Samoa, Guam, the 
Trust Territory of the Pacific lIllil the Virgin Islands. In 1992, data were not 
reponed from American Sarno., Guam and the Trust Territory of the Pa~ific. 
Except for Mansas, Idaho, Massachusetts, Mlasouri, Puerto Rico and Utah, 
for which corrected data were submitted, the dat4 in the columns for 1989 
were taken from Bureau of Justice Statistics, Cri"unal Justie, l'n/o",..Iltion 
Policy: Sumy ofCritrUnallILrtory In/ormaJion Syst,ms (March 1991), 
Table 2. Except. for Indiana, Pennsylvania, Utah, Washington and West 
Virginia, for which corrected data were submitted, the data in the columns 
for 1992 were taken from Bl'reau of Justice Statistics, Criminal Justie, 
In/ormation Polir,y: SwvlY ofCritrUnallILrtory In/ormationSyst'IrIS,l992 
(November 1993), Table 2. 

aFigure includes adullS and subjects under 18 }'o:at!I of age. 

b Figure represents subjects IS of March 25, 1994. 

'1.11e total number of mes decreased due to elimination of reeords of 
deceased subjects and purged records. 

dThtl toU! number of criminal history flies decreased due to purging of old 
and duplicate reconls, as well .. civil flies that erroneousl}' were glV<:I1 
criminal identification numbers. 

~e decrease from 19921a a result of two factors: (1) the California 
Department of Justice ~rged and continues to pUll\e recorda meeting 
specified criteria: and (2) the cstimato of manual cnminal records flucl\lalea 
15 mom knowledge Ia gained about the system; there is no wall to determine 
an exact COUllt of the manual reeonls. 

fThe dr,crcasc in total mes was the reault of excluding traffic files thll were 
assumed included in the 1989 figure. 

gFigure replllsents subjects IG of March 28, 1994. 

hTho number of subjccts in tho criminal history file decrease.;!.-: ! 993 for 
two l'C4sons: (1) State law requires removal of aU arrests without oop<lSltions 
arler four years, and (2) a 'presumed dead" flIe was purged using age 70 
(rather thin age 80). 
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iMom accurate Wonnation is now avaUable. Previous rcspooses were 
based on estimalea. 

hne estimated number of rcrords remained the same for 1992 and 1993 
for two reasons: (I) there w~s a 8.9% decrease In the number ofpcrsons 
arxe.,ted from 1992to 1993; and (2) In the course of implementing 
automation, n:conls of subjects over age 80 were purged. 

leThe number of subjects in the criminal history flIe shows a decrease for 
1993 because the 1992 response included noncriminal Identification 
subjects In addition to the criminal record subjects. 

IFigure Is as of February 4, 1994. 

mThe number of subjects In the State criminal history file has decreased 
since 1992 because the 1992 number reflected all automated records. 
jackets and Index canis containing criminal offenses. Since that time, the 
State criminal history repository has been aggressively cOllverti'lg Its 
manual records held In jackets and Index cards. Many of the Ir.dex cards 
do not meet the criteria of a criminal offense. Since the actualnumher of 
crlmlnal offenses appearing on Index cards Ia unknown. the repI'lSitory 
elected to rcpon the actual number of automated records only fer 1993. 
Reconl conversion is expected to be complete in 1995. 

nThe decrease In the number of subjects In the criminal history flle from 
1992 to 1993 is the result of removing records of non·Ohio offenses, 
misdemeanors and subjllCts presumed dead from the databll!c, 

°Total figure Includes applicants and corrections·based rcrords. 

PMore accurate information is now avaUable. 
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Table 2: r-:umber or subjects (Individual olTenders) In Stale criminal hillary me, 1989, 1992 and 1993 

Number of IlUbJec~ in ","-"ual 
Percent change Number of ,ubjCCL, in Illd 1III!.lIllilcd fil~, 1223 

mlDlIIIICd 11lI!.'!lIlilcd lil~ ManWil A\ltcmatcd Perc:1:II1 Qf 1111Qmll~ fiI~ IOIQIIIIiI~ 
Slate 1989 1992 Toul file file 1989 1992 1993 1989·92 1992,93 

Total 42,476,400 47,307,900 47,833,600 9,426,900 37,723,900 77% '/9% 11% 1% 

Alabama ),000,000 1,300,000 1,800,000 0 1,800,000 SO% 100% 100% 30% 38 
Alaska 143,000 180,500 184,300 50,000 134,300 86 72 73 'l:I 2 
American Samoa 10,800~ 10,8~ 0 0 NA NA 
Arizona 742,100 631,000 612,900 242,000 370,900b 39 54 60 .150 ·3 

.' A!kansas 480,000 417,600 448,OQll 265,000 183,000 0 32 41 .ISd 7 

I::alifomia 4,500,000 4,675,400 5,316,900 1,500,000 3,816,900 67% '/9% me 4% 14% 
Colorado 489,000 575,700 612,700 0 612,700 100 100 100 18 6 
I~onnccticut 401,400 648,700 681,000 58 58 

~ 5 
Delaware 600,000 237,300 245,900 66,000 179,900 83 67 73 
Distrlctof 4'l:1,OOO 456,100 497,900 355,000 142,900 0 22 29 7 9 Columbia 

Gorida 2.4'l:1,900 2,671,700 2,729,000 0 2,729,000 !>".i% 100% ,'()% 10% 2% 
Georgia 1,055,000 1,445,000 1,532,100 0 1,532,100 100 100 • ~l> 37 6 
Guam NA NA NA 0 NA NA 
Hawllli 'l:I0,500 309,600 318,:100 0 318,300 100 100 100 14 3 
Idaho 105,000 132,300 138,700 47,500 91,200 30 57 66 26 5 

ntino'-a 2,152,300 :.!,cl93,200 2,55 8,()()()8 200,000 I! 2,358,()()()8 86% 88% 92% 16% 3% Indiana 670,000 1 ,241 ,800 h 0 1,241,800 10 91 100 10 
rowa 300,000 377,000 367,100 124,400 242,700 43 60 66 26 -3 
Kansas 520,000 599."00 627,400 455,500 171,900 3 23 'l:I 15 5 
Kentucky 535,100 530,:'!;J 72 79 ·1 

Louisiana 1,449,000 1,591,500 1,33R,8~ 671,100 667,700 33% 36% SO% 10% ·16% 
Maine 'l:IO,OOO 300,000 300,000 300,000 0 0 0 0 \1 0 
Maryland 649,300 1,050,900 834,I00k 0 834,100 69 54 100 62 ·21 
Mass~chu.setlS 2,260,000 2,500,000 2,000,000 0 2,000,000 21 100 100 11 ·20 Michigan 771,800 939,900 nO,400 0 970,400 100 100 100 22 3 

Minnesota 190,600 232,500 258,3001 65,1001 193,7.00 1 61% 68% 75% 22% 11% Mississippi 350,000 350,000+ 368,000 342,000 '.6,000 0 7 7 S Missouri 593,000 647,700 673,900 171.400 502,500 81 73 75 32 4 Montana 86,000 107,100 108,900 0 108,900 100 100 100 25 2 Nebraska 3:JO,OOO 124,000 138,000 0 138,000 40 94 100 ·59 11 

NeVada 31,300 102,800 130,300 ~ 130,300 100% 100% 100% 228% '11% New Hampshire 155,000 253,900 180,600m 0 180,600 93 68 100 39 ·29 NcwJersc)' 1,090,200 1,187,400 1,508,800 300,00(, 1,2~,8oo 77 83 80 9 'l:I New Mexico 207,000 201,000 230,000 230,000 0 0 0 0 ·3 14 NewYotk 3,812,100 4,123,400 4,314,200 547,100 3,767,100 82 88 87 8 5 

North Carolina 432,800 529,800 560,400 4S,Soo 514,900 83% 87% 92% 22% 6% North Dakota 202,000 212,900 216,000 8 158,0008 58,()()()S 21 25 'l:I 5 1 Ohio 2,315,700 2,444,400 1,7oo,~ ~92,000 808,000 25 34 48 6 ·30 OkJahcma 500,000 600,000 582,200 267,OCXJ 315,200 33 60 54 20 ·3 Oregon 548,500 661,800 699,900 0 699,900 100 100 100 21 6 

Pennsylvania 1,265,800 1,414,500 1,462,700 659,100 803,600 39% 51% S5% 12% 3% PucrtoRlco 45,400 64,100 7B,5oo 0 78,500 100 100 100 45 22 Rhodo Island IS6,900 186,700 199,000 0 199,000 100 100 100 19 7 South Carolina 572,900 695,900 737,200 64,800 672,400 87 90 91 21 6 SouthDalcota 144,000 125,000 128,600 57,500 71,100 0 56 55 ·13 3 

Tennessee 500,000 590,000 600,000 407,000 193,000 0% 28% 32% 18% 2% Texas 3,789,500 4(l,77,7oo 4,504,100 0 4,504,100 99 100 100 13 5 Trust Territory of 
the Pacific 6,500 6,500 0 0 NA NA Utah 210,300 258,600 276,300 J 'l:I6,300 77 100 100 23 7 VermOlIl 118,000 130,OO!l 135,000 135,000 0 0 0 0 10 4 

Virgin l!lands 11,300 13,700 13,700 0 0% 0% NA 21% Virginia 744,000 874,500 921,100 226,400 694,700 S6% 70 75 18% S Washington 474,100 623,300 677,000 0 0 677,000 100 100 100 31 9 West Virginia 650,000 375,0001' 375,000 0 0 0 0 
Wisconsin 491,000 474,800 611.100 176,500 434,600 S5 liS 71 17 29 Wyoming 62,000 67,100 72,200 0 72,200 84 100 100 8 8 
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Explanatory Noles for T.bl~ 3 

The nOlee below GlIpaml on the data in Table 3. The GlIplanalory Infonnatiat was provided by the tupOndcnt, 

Nole: Pinal dispollitioni include tcicase by folice withoul charging, 
declination 10 proceed by proecculor. or !ina trial court disposition. 
PcrccnllgCII anil numbcl1 reported arc result.s of esllmales. Numbers have 
been rounded 10 the nearesl 100. Pclcentages have been rounded 10 the 
nearesl whole number, E~cept for Oklahoma. Puerto Rico. South 
Carolina and Utah. for which co=tcd data were submillcd. the dala for 
1989 arc liken ftan Bureau of Justice Statistics. Criminal Ju.r/ice 
lIt/orma/ioll Policy: Sur oily of Criminal History Ift/orma/ioll Systems 
(~.~..rch 1991), Table 3. Except for Dclawatc, Iowa, Puerto Rico, South 
Carolina, Ulah and Wsahington. for which correcled data were 
submitlcd, tile dlla for 1992 Ire taken ftan 13ureau of Justice Statistica, 
Criminal Ju.r/ic. Ift/ormarioll Policy: Survey of Criminal History 
lft/o/'ifUltioll Sys/.ms, 1992 (November 1993). 'l'able 3. 

Not avaUable. 

NA Not applicable. 

'The number of reported dispollitions decreased from 1992 due to 
personnel shortagea. 

~is figure includes ISS [2001 releases by pollce without charging and 
15,000 prosC(1ulor declinallons; fmal trial court dlsoositions currently 
are not reported to the repository. • 

cFigurc reprcscnta the number received as of April 11. 1994. 

dGuam currently does not have a central criminal records tcpOsitory. 

~e number of fmal dl..positions reported in 1993 declined from Ihe 
number reported in 1992 because special ,Projecls were undertaken in 
1992 to address the large backlog of dclfnquenl dispositions. Since 
then. the cfforta have resulted in I levcling Off of the number of reported 
diapolitions. and thUi. a decline in 1993. 

(Ouring 1993, the Slate reposilory concentraled on Stale'S Attorneys' 
filing charges, In 1994. the focus was changed to court dispositions. 
Since January I. 1994. a lotal of 489.013 court dispositions have been 
posted 10 the databaac. 
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gprom 1989·1992. couna noled a dc:c:male in cascload. although 
Unifollll Crime RepolU indicated an inCIUlO in crime. 

hThe figu:n: for 1992 Is atypical due to a rcconIs improvement projecl 
which resulled ill a higher number of dispositiats during the period. 

iPolice release and prosecutor declinations are reported on the anesl card. 

jMore accuyale information Is now avaUablC; the 1992 figure includes a 
backlog. 

kThe dCC!Clse in I'C(>Orted dispositions is due to implementation of 
procedun-s thaI rcstnct the classes of misdcmcanol1 accepted by the Slale 
reposilory. 

Ine 1992 figure rcprcsenta the ,;:aUection and clearing of a backlog of 
dispositions of ICSlIcr offenacs from the town and village courts; 
therefore, the 1993 figure shows a decline from 1992. 

mThe decrease in dispositions il believed to be attributable 10 design 
problems in a new automated judiclal reporting system; disposition 
reporting was halled for a perind of time belween 1992·93 10 com-oCt the 
problems. 

nAnesl and prosecution dispositions currently Arc not indc:l.ed by 
disposition IYPO. 

orhe number of reported dispositions decreased dllring this pe6iX1 due 
to pcr1onne1 shortagca. 

p A significant blcklog dcveloPlld in 1993 due tl) delays in providing 
and receiving reporting forma from contributors. 
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Table 3: Number of nnal dlapolilUolII reported to State criminal history repository, 1989, 1992 and 1993 

Nllmbm: II! di31lwllilJl5 XIlIlIlIlc.d em:s:CDI ~hAD2c 
State 1989 1992 1993 1989·92 1992·93 

Alabama 35,000 192,000 449% 
Alaska 40,800 26,400 31,300 ·35 19% 
Ammcan Samoa 
Arizona 112,SQQ 112,200 117,500 ·<1 5 
Atkansas 7,000 18,000 157 

California 850,000 1,011,300 1,100,000 19% 9% 
Colotado 

135,300a Connecticut 142,900 139,800 ·2 ·3 
Delaware 57,000 70,000 80,OOOb 24 154 
Distrlct of Columbia 13,600 15,200 12 

Florida 110,000 173,400 162,OOOc 58% 
Georgia 260,000 545,003 
Guam NA NA 
Hawaii 54,800 56,000 51,7000 2 ·8 
Idaho 20,000 19,300 ·4 

Illinois 135,000 149,000 95,600f 11% ·36% 
Indiana 20,000 44,600 123 
Iowa 23,000 35,000 54,200 52 54 
Kansas 28,900 41,300 34,300 43 17 
Kentucky 6,000 

Louisiana 30,000 21,100 21,400 -30% 1% 
Maino 30,000 27,800g 29,000 ·7 4 
Maryland 436,600 500,100 14 
Massachusetts 270,000

1 
300,000, II 

Michigan 78,800 307,400 1 178,100" 

Minncao\a 
Mississippi 

45,000 103,000 60,0001 129% 

Missouri 65,100 
Montana 9,600 26,20~ 
Nebraska 12,400 25,900 23,00 109 ·11 

Novada 20,000 29,700 48% 
New lUmpahlrc 31,000 
New Serae)' 200,000 250,000 260,000 25 4% 
New Mexico 2,600 9.800 11.100

1 
277 13 

New Yolk 443,000 500,000 3C3,500 13 23 

North Carolina 60,000 65,000 , .. 8% 
North Dskota 4,000 6,200 6,500 55 5% 
Ohio 65,000 
Oklahoma 15,000 15,000 15,000 
Oregon 36,900 

Pennsylvania 74,200 219,000 203,700m 195% ·7% PuerIC Rico 20,100 24,800 24,300 23 ·2 
Rhodo IIland 10,000 
South Carollna 103,700 183,100 212,600 77 16 
South Dakota 

Tcnncascc 
"il Texas 
'" Trust Territory of the 

Pacif'_: 0 
Ul:.il 17,100 18,900 17,800 11% ·6% 
Vermont 18.700 20,000 

Virgin Islands 
Virginia 141,600 228,100 211,500 61% ·7% Washington 172,500 157,800 

:840 
·9 West Virginia 38,000 6,000 

Wlsconaln 58,800 90,000 99,000 54 10 
Wyoming 6,000 9,000 6,600P 50 ·27 
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Explanatory Notci for Tablc 4 

The notcs below expand on the data in Table 4. The explanatory infonnatioo was provided by the respondent. 

Note: Except for PuCItO Rico. for which additional infounauon haa been 
submlttcd. the data in the columns for 1989 are taken from Bureau of 
Justice Statistics, Criminal Justicc Jr{onnaliofl Policy: SUTY.y of 
Criminal History Ir{ormation Systems (March 1991). Table 4. Except 
for Alabama. Mississippi And Pennsylvania, for which corrected data 
were submitted, the data for 1992 are taken from Bureau of Justice 
Statistics, Criminal Justice Jr{ormatiofl Policy: SUTYey 0/ Criminal 
IIistory Ir{ormatiofl Syst'lIISs, 1992 (November 1993), Table 4. 

• State is fully manual. 

Not available. 

NA Not applicablo. 

aPrior manual record is automated if the neVi arrest has occurred since 
1985. 

b Allautomatcd records and approximately 50% of the manual records arc 
contained in an automated master name index (MNI). 

COnly the new arrest infounation is automated. 

d'l'he new infonnatioo is added to the manual file. 

orraffie and mlsdemeanor cascs arc not included in the MNI. 

fA backlog of arrest cards for second/subsequent arrests were awaiting 
entry into the automated criminal history file. 

gAll subjects with dates of birth of 1920 or laler arc automated. 

hOnly new arrest infonnation since July 1, 1993 is automated at this 
time due to Jack of penoMoi. 

Inte manual file b nol in the automated MNI. 

j Approximalely 20.000 namcs, name derivalivcs and alines h"·,, been 
entered inlo 4 temporary, abbreviated automued MNI; however, the MNl 
is not usable at thIJ time for a name lcareh. 
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kpingerprint'lupported subjects arc in an automated MNI that is not 
complete or accurate at this time. 

IThere arc 760,000 records that al'C automated; however, a backlog 
consisting of 80,000 recorda is not yet on the MNI. 

mRccords automated since 1989 arc in the automated MNI; prior records 
arc completely manual • 

n Adding all records onto the alltomated MNl is in process. 

o Although the criminal history database that Is 'Jtillzed in Nebraska is 
Iully automated, there are approximately 6,000 partially automated 
records that arc in the process of being deleted. 

POnly those with a date of birth of 1940 and later are included in the 
automated MNI. 

qThe automated MNI contains aU arrest subjects since 1972. 

ITIJe record is automated only llpon a requcst for the record. 

s Automated file wu Initiated in 1987. It contains only felonies and 
related misdemeanors. 

tRespondent is undertaking Itt ongoing data entry program to fully 
automate the MNI. 

uIf an offendcr'~ prior fmgerprint recorda was of poor quality, il was not 
2utomated; upon receipt of AFIS (Automated Fmgerprint Identification 
System) qu~llty fmgerprints, the record will be automated. 

vAn MNl is not maintained currently. 

w Approximately 50% La automated with complete automation estimated 
for December 1994. 
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Table 41 Automation or muter name Index and trlmlnal hlltory me, 1989, 1992 and 1993 

Prior manual record is 
Mu~ 1WU!2 iogllJ!, illlllmXlllgd ~II billllD! filg illlIlllmIlgd 1III!IDlIIgd I[ IIIIGld!:I illll·I~lgd 

SIIIO 1989 1992 1993 1989 1992 1993 1989 1992 1993 

Alabama Yes Yes Yes Partial Partial Partial Yes Yes Yes· 
Mulea Yes Yes Yes Partial Partial Partial Yes Yes Yes 
Ammcan Samoa No· No· 
Arizona Yes Yes b Yes b Partial Partial Partial Yes Yes Yes 
Atkins .. Partial Partial Partial No Putia1 Partial Yes Yes 

California Yes Yes Yes Partial Partial Partial No No No 
Colondo Yes Yea Yea Yes Yes Ye8 
COMCCtitllt Yes Yes 'Ita Partial PartIal Partial Yea Yes Ycs

d DcIawll'G Partial Yes Yes Partial Partial Partial Noo Noc No 
District of Columbia PartIal Partiale Partlale No Partial Partial Noc Noo 

Florida Yea Yes Yes Partial Yes Yes Yes 
Georgia Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Guam No· NA 
Hawaii Yes Yes Yes Yea Yea Yea 
Idaho Yes Yes Yea Yes Partialf Partial Yes Yes 

lllinois Partial Yes Yesg Partial Partial PartIal Yes Yes Yes 
Indiana Yes Parll.wlc Yea Partial Partial Yea Yes Yes 
Iowa Yea Yes Yes Partial Partial PartIal Yes Yea ~jt Kanus Yes Yea Yea Pa.rtial Partial PartIal No Yea 
Kentucky Partial PartWi Partial i Partial PartIal Partial Yea Yes Yes 

Loulsilna '1011 ~~ Yes PartIal Partial PartIal Yes Yes Yes 
Maine No PlIfIialk No No No 
Maryland Yes Yea

l 
Yea Partial Partial Yes NoS 

Mlluchuletta Yes Yes Yes Partial Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Michigan Yes YCI Yes Yes Yes Yes 

MiMcaota Yes Yes Yes Partial Partial Partial No NoS Yes 
Mississippi No Partlal Partialm No PartIal Partial No 
Missouri Yes Yes Yes Partial Partial Partial Yes Yes Yes 
Montana 'lei Yea Yes Yea Yes Yes 
Nebraska PartIal Partialn Yes Plllial Partial Yeso Yes Yes 

Nevada Yes Yea Yes Yes Yea Yes 
New Hampahire Yes Yes Yea Partial PlIfIial 'Ita Yea Yea 
New 1ersey Yea Yes Yea Partial Partial Partial Yea Yes Yes 
New Mexico Yea Yea Yea No No No 
New Yodt YC4i Yea Yea Partial Partial Partial Yea Yes Yes 

North Cuclina Yes Yea Yes PlIfIial Partial PartIal Yea Yes Yes 
North Duota Partial PartialP PlIfIialP Partld PartIal PartIal YC4i Yes Yes 
Ohio Partial Putblq Partlalq Partial Partial Partial No No No 
Oklahoma Yea Yea Yea Partial Partial Partial Yes Yes Yea 
Oregon Yea Yea Yes Yes Yea Yes 

Pennsylvania Yea Yea Yes Panial Panial Panial Yes Nor 
Puerto Rico Yea Yea Yes 'lees YcsS Yes 
Rhodc Island Yes Yes Yes Yea Yea Yea 
South Carolli.a Yes Yes Yes Panial PartIal Partial Yes Yes Yea 
South Dakota Yea Yes Yea Partial Partial Partial Yea Yes Yes 

TeMcslcc Partial Partialt Yea No Partial Partial Yes No 
TexIS Yea Ycs Yes Partial Yc$ Yc:s Yes Yesu Yesu 
Truat Tmrltol}' of the 

NAv Pac!fic No 
Utah Yes Yes Yea Partial Yea Yes Yes 
Vennont Yea Yes Yes No No No 

Virgin Islands NAt NAt NAt No No· 
Virginia Yea Yea Yes PaniAl Panial Pani.l Yea yO! Yea 
Washington Yea Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
West Vlrgini. No No Partialw No No No 
Wisconsin Yes Yes Yes Panial Paltial Partial Yes Yes Yes 
Wyoming Yes Yea Yes Panial Yes Yes Yes 

Survey of Criminal History Information Systems, 1993 Data Tables • Page 23 



Expikilllor)' Notes for Table 5 

The noies below expand on the data in Table S. The explanatory infonnation was provided by the respondent. 

a Admission infonnation only. 

~o District of Columbia law directs the Metropolitan Police DcpUlnlent 
(the criminal history repository) to show this infonnation and to keep a 
record of cases thaI the prosecutor declines 10 prosecute. 

cUnder the Districl of Columbia law, the rcpodtory II required 10 keep a 
record of fmal dispositions. 

dUndcr the Dbtrlcl of Columbia law, the reposilory is required 10 keep I 
record of the admission and release of sentenced felona. 

eNo central criminal history record repository is maintained currentl)'. 

fTho charging agency has the obligation 10 notify the repository of the 
disposition of every arrest, including no complainl by the prosecutor. 

Bny statuto, arrest fmgcrprints arc lubmltted artcr!he prosecutor's 
decision to charge a crime punishable by OYer 92 days. The proaocutor's 
decision is provided on the arrest fmgcrprinl card; declinations are not. 

Survey of Criminal /-lis/ory Information Systems, 1993 

hThc fmgcrprinl requirement was repealed in 1993. Release and 
admlnioo infonnation is now reported via a computer to computer 
inlc!flC<l, 

IAU action, Including prosecutor actioo, is reported ... final disposition 
by the Administrative Officc of tho Courts. 

3ProlOCUtorl report final court dlspositons in lieu of the courts. 

kPumlan\ \0 statutory IllI1C11dmcnt, effective September I, 1994. 

INane of the actions is r"'luircd by law to be reported; however, the 
courts do voluntarily report felony dispositions. 

mReleaso infonnation only. 
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Table 51 Data required b, State taw $0 be IIIbmltted to Stale crtlalllDltllaory NpIIIIkJrJ, 1_ 
0.(1 ttfV1lmI. Ip be lubmlltQd !P TQ!QIitmia 

Felony dllpoeitlOlll 
Prccccutar by COUl'll with AlkIliasillltmJaa of !1IIm. Probatim I'ucIe 

SIa\C doc1in.tionI fclOllY juriJdictlm S'* priIOIII LocalJailI iafonnation infOlDl8li.'II1 

Alabama X X X 
Alaska 
Amarican Samoa 
Arizcma X X X X X X 
Atkanlll X X X X X X 

California X X X X X 
Colorado X X X X- X X 
COMCCticul 
D<-lawam Xb X Xd X X 
District of Columbia X :xc X X X 

floridA X X X X X 
Georgi, X X X X X 
Glwnc 

Hawaii X X X X X X 
Idaho X X X X 

l1llnol. X X X X X X 
indian. X X X- X X 
Iowa X X X ;x4 X X 
Kanl .. X X X X X X 
Klllllucky X X X X X 

Loulliana Xc X X X X 
Mmlnc X X 
MAryland X X X X X X 
MA'"Chuletli 
Michigan g X X 

MiMCiota X X X X X 
Millllllppi X Xa X X 
MII.ouri X X X X X 
Montana X X 
Nobrub X X X X 

Nevada X X 
NowHam~ X 
NewlC1lt)' X X X' X' X X 
NflwMo!lllo if X' 
NawYorlc X X X' 

North Carolina Xl 
~j X X 

North Duoll X X X X X 
Ohio 

Xk 
X

k ~k X X X 
Oklahoma X 
Ol'Cgon X 

PonlUylvanla X X X X X X 
PumIA Rico 
Rhode blandl X X X 

South Carolina X 1<' 
South Dakota X X ~~ X X X 

Tcnncueo X' X' 
Tuu X X X X X 
Trual Tcnilory of tho 
Paci.fic X 
Ulah X X X X X 
Vennonl X X X 

Virsin Island. 
VIrginia X X X X 
Wa.hinglon X X Xm X X 
Weal Virginia X X X X X 
Wilcon.in X X X X X 
Wyoming X X X X X X 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 6 

'The notes below cxpant! on the data in Table 6, The explanatory infonnation was provided by the respondent. 

Note: Percentages and numbers rcp<>rted are results of estimates, 
Nu.nben have been rounded to the 'nearest 100. Percentages have been 
rounded to the nearest whole number. Thototai number of arrest 
fmgerprint cards submitted to State criminal history repositories in 1989 
Ind In 1992 was calculated using the mid-point of tho range where a 
range appears In the underlying data, Except as noted in the 
"Explanatory Notes", arrest Information is reported to all State criliunal 
history repositories by fmgerprint cards only. Except for Louisiana, 
Maryland, MOl\!.na, Utah and Wisconsin, for whitli corrected data were 
submilled, thc nlla In the columns for 1989 are taken from Bureau of 
Justice Statistics, CrimilUJl Justice III/ormation Policy: Survey of 
CrimilUJ/ History Ir{ormation Systems (March 1991), Table 6. llxccpt 
for Louisiana, PIIerto Rico and Utah, for which corrected data were 
submitted, the data In the columns for 1992 are taken from Bureau of 
Jwtice Statistics, CrimilUJ/ Justice Ir{ormarioll Policy.. Survey 0/ 
CrimilUJ/l/isrory Ir{ormalioll Systems, 1992 (November 1993), Table 6. 

Not available. 

NA Not applicable. 

a A change in procedure now allows the usc of a court disposition as an 
arrest document when no arrest fingerprint card is received. 

b Arrest Information is reported by fmgmprint cards, terminal and court 
Judgments. 

CState law andlor poUcy does not ~uire lrl'CIlt Information to be 
supported by fingerprints; arrest information is entered from fll1al 
dispositions and from criminal sumrnonses which arc not supported by 
fingerprints. 

d All disseminated arrests arc fll1g~rint·based, with the exc~~ion of in­
house backings at the California Department of Corrections (CDC). 
Those booklngs ar« hased on a hook-up to the original fingerprints 
submitted by CDC. Dummy IUTC8ts arc not disseminated and arc 
considered statistical data only, not c:rimlnal history data. 

"Due 10 resource constraints, submission of certain fmgerprints have 
been discouraged; these Include IlUbscquC:1t traffic arrests from the t~me 
agency (driving under tho Influence, Iiil and run, vehicular homicide 
excepted), and fallure to appear and/or contempt of court when 
fingerprints were submittcil for the original chargcs, 

f Arrest Information Is reported on fingerprint cards and 00 uniform arrest 
reports which may not fuclude fingerprints. 

gArrest Information is reported by fll1gerprint cards and crlnllnal 
SUmmonses. 

hIn some caseS of minor offenses, State law and/or !':OUcy docs nol 
require information to be supported by fingcrprintsj information Is 
entered from criminal summonses that are not supported by fingerprints. 
The decrease In the pereent of arrest events In tho criminal history me 
from 1989 is the re:luit of more accurate figures based on a data quality 
audit. 

Ll11c Metropolitan Police Dcpartment also serves IS the central repooitory 
for criminal records for the DL~trict of Columbia; 
fll1gerprintlng, therefore, Is performed by tho Police DcpartmenL 

JFigure is fot fiscal yoar 1989 ratllet than calendar year 1989. 

k Arrest information is reported by ~ hlld copy of the arrest rep:lrt. 

lRepository no longer receivcs fll1gerprlnt cards fot nonscrious charges. 

mNo central criminal history record repository Is maintained currently. 
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n Arrestlnformatlon Is report,ed by terminal. 

Dno small pcrcenta.S,tl of arrests that are not sup~rted by fingerprints aro 
usigned State Identificatloll numbers with Q "U' (unknown) prefix. This 
allows for easy Identification of these e;l:ceptions. Unsupponed arrests 
sometimcs occur when an offender is hospitalized, or refuses, or for some 
other reason, is unable to be printed. 

P Arrest Information is reported by fingcrpti<lt cards, terminal, final 
di'poslt!ons, FBI abstracts and other docunlents. 

qArrest Infonnation b entered from fmal dispositions and criminal 
summonses which arc not supported by fingerprints; cases handied In 
other ways, such as diversion agreements, Arc aillo unsupported. 

r Approximately 70% of ail penons charged with I criminal offense aro 
summoned to appear In court rather than being arrested. In 1987, the 
fll1gerprint law was changed to providc thpt persons being summoned In 
addition to thooc arrested are to be fll1~erprinied. Prior to the chango, the 
law mandated that a porson had to be In custody charj!ed with the 
commission of a ~rime" 10 be fingerprinted. Training IS ongoing to bring 
the submission rate Into compUancc. 

sArren Information is entered from criminal summonses which are not 
supported by flngelprints. 

tAlthough arrests are fingerprint-supported, the arrests are not linked to 
tho case cycle; therefore, the criminal history me is not fll1gcrprint. 
supponcd. 

uPre-1968 arrests are supported by FBI fll1gerprints. 

v Arrest Infonnation is reported by fll1gerprint cards and court abstratts. 

wThe decrease In fingerprint cards submitted was due to a decrease In 
criminal arrests. 

xNcw York law requires that the fll1gerprints associated with sealed 
records must be purged. 

y Arrests for "not sufficient funds" checks are entered with only an Indel!. 
fingerprint. 

zFlgurc is lower than reported In 1989 and 1992 because the 1993 
figure does not Include applicant cards, II did the 1989 and 1992 
figures. 

II A 3()"35% non-compliance rate for mandl1ed fingerprinl card 
submL~sions is under review. 

b~o fll1gerprint system is maintained currenUy, 

cc Arresllnfonnatlon is reported on an arrest/custody fonn which need not 
be accompanied by fingerprints. 

ddROIponse is bued on the results of an audit. 

co Arresl Information is entered from fmal dispositions and citations 
which are not supported by fll1gcrprinll. The State regUlations requiring 
fll1gerp,ints also are not criforcCd. 

fr Arrest Informatioo is entered from arrest forms submitted to the Records 
Bureau by the Police Department. Fingerprints arc taken and retained In 
llie Forensic Dureau, 
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Table 6: Arrcat record. with nnaerprlnlll, 1989, 1992 and 1993 

NWlIbcr of am:st fmgerprint. clltds Percenl Percent P=t of arrest events In criminal 
nlbmlll!l!llll SIlII\! ~'IimiDDI bi~IIIO: Ill12Q3illlQ: !11wIiL- Wn&L- bi3l~ rll~ 11m IIll fil1l1~ll!riDl-~IlI1Q[\!l!I 

S~1e 1989 1992 1993 1989-92 1992-93 1989 1992 1993 

To~1 6,012,400 6,255,800 6,466,000 4% 3% 

Alabama 292,900 197,200 192,300 ·33% ·2% 100~ 99%8 99% 
Alaska 15,900 12,000 14,000 ·25 17 75 39 39 
American Samoa <lOOc 
Arl~ona 101,900 110,000 114,800 8 4 100 100 100 
Arkanus 23,000 32,400 36,000 41 11 100 100 100 

CaUfornia 1,000,000 1,100,000 1,100,000 10% 0% 100% 100%d 100% 
Colorado 137,000 130,700 129,000 _50 ·1 100

f 
100 100 

Connecticut 97,100 114,000 115,000 17 1 75 100
h 

100 
Delaware 40,000. 50,000 44,700 25 ·11 9Sg 90 90 
District of Columbiai 10,0001 42,700 41,800 327 ·2 95k 100 100 

Florida 585,400 507,0001 500,600 ·13% ·1% 100% 100% 100% 
Oeorgla 330,000 346,500 350,000 5 I 100 100 100 
Ouamm NA NA '9Sn 

NA 
Hawllil 52,700 52,600 53,200 -<I 1 100 <1000 

Idaho 27,300 28,200 34,300 3 22 100 100 100 

Ullnois 200,300 404,800 336,700 102% ·17% 100% 100% 100% 
Indiana 46,400 52,300 50,400 13 -4 100 100 100 
lowa 30,000 47,300 53,100 58 12 100 100 100 
Kansas 46,800 62,100 64,500 33 4 70·75P 0-65 80Q 
Kentucky 22,500 41,300 84 98 100 

Louisiana 135,900 134,400 154,700 100% 100% 100% 
Maino 6,500 7,300 5,500 12% ·25% 30r 30r 30r 

Maryland 103,000 105,300 162,400 .31 54 100 100 751 

Massachusetts 50,000.55,000 60,000 65,000 9·20 8 01 ot ot 
Michigan 116,800 124,100 1\ 4,800 6 ·7 100 100 100 

Minnesota 26,500 35,600 40,000 34% 10% 100% 100% 100% 
Mississippi 9,000 8,400 9,000 ·7 7 100 100 100 
ML~souri 92,000 91,900 89,500 -<1% .3 100 100 100 
Montana 13,300 26,000 95 100 100 100 
Nebraska 13,700 18,500 16,500 35 ·11 100 100 98u 

Nevada 36,300 53,700 49,600 48% ·8% 100% 100% 100% 
New Hampshire 9,300 20,100 .isw 25.35v 50 100 
New Jersoy 145,700 123,300 110,900 ·10 100 100 100 
New Mollico 26,200 33,600 34,800 28 4 98 100 100 
NewYorlc 520,100 496,500 492,900 ·5 ·1 90 99 70~ 

North Cuotina 63,200 75,OQO 76,300 19% 2% 100% 100% 100% 
North Duota S,OOO 7,000 7,200 40 3 100 100 94Y 
Ohio 114,500 140,900 149,200 23 6 100 100 100 
Oklahoma 60,000 59,500 46,000~ -<I ·23 100 100 \00 
Oregon 92,100 106,000 91,400 15 ·14 \00 100 100 

Pennsylvania 166,700 168,100 143,700 1% .15%" 100% 100% 100% 
Puerto Rico 15,800 7 17 
Rhodo Island 30,000 :/.5,000 100 100 100 
South Carolina 154,400 161,900 167,300 5 3% 100 100 100 
South Duota 17,600 20,000 19,000·20,000 14 0 100 100 100 

Tennesseo 75,000 90,000 83,200 20% ·8% 100% 100% 100% 
Te~u 398,400 450,000 581,400 13 29 \00 100 100 
Tnut Territory of tho 

NAllb Pacifio NA NA 
U~h 35,200 42,500 44,400 21 4 100 100dd 100 
Vermont 9,000 7,000 5,000 ·22 -29 35.40cC 20 2Sce 

Virgin blands 300 NAif NA 100% NA 
Virginia 110,000 134,100 136,400 22% 2% 100% 100 100% 
Waahlnglon 131,600 160,600 168,300 22 5 \00 100 100 
West Virginia 37,200 100 100 100 
Wisconsin 78,600 96,500 100,000 23 4 100 100 100 
Wyoming 11,100 10,100 9,800 ·9 ·3 100 \00 

Survey a/Criminal History Information Systems, 1993 DatIl Tables • Page 27 



Elplana1or7 NoW for Table 7 

Tho notCII below Oltpand on the dlta in Tlble 7. Tho Oltplanltory information WII provided by the rcapondcnL 

Note: PercentagCl reported 11'0 mlu111 of eatiml!CI. ~ fot Dcla"'1l'O, 
Florida, Louialanl, Puerto Rico, Utah, Vermont and WUhington, for 
which com:c:ted dlta WOl'O albmillod, the dlta in the colllllUUl for 1989 
11'11 taken from BuJ'IIIu of 11111ice StatiatiCI, Cru,u/la/ JlI8lic, III/OrtftlJlioll 
PoUcy: Sun.y ofCrimJlIa/ History Irr/o",",tioll Sy#IfIU (Maid! 1991), 
Table 7. Bleept for DclI..,1l'O, Floridl, Louialana, Utah and Vermont, for 
which corrected dlta W01'O IUbmiUed, the data in the columns for 1992 
11'0 taken from BuJ'lllu of 1ustice Statiatic., Cru,ull4/ Junic. lII/orrMlioll 
Policy: Sun,y of Cri"ulla/ HI3/Qry III/OrrMlioll SyM./fU, 1992 
(November 1993), Table 7. 

Not Ivailable. 

NA Not appllcable, 

"The figul'O rcfiecll an estimate of tho number r./:,ivld by tho StaIB 
IIlpository. 

buoth tho fmgorprinting and tho fJ.!ln, of charges 11'0 pezfcaud .t tho 
lime unit. 

eNo central criminal history repodtory Is maintainod cum:ntly. 
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cinte number of IUch C .. CI l'Ofioct IXIly theae Ictually reported and 
entered in tho l'qlOIitory. It i. unknown how mlny of \liOle euCi W01'O 
not reported or crronocualy reported; thorofol'll 1 pcrcontage il 
unlvail.ble. 

ono la.., roquirCllotal Oltpungement of rocoxdllhat reault from an 
acqluttal or clianlsn\, "No chargCl filed" Is COJIrldQ'C(\ a dlsmill1li thu., 
no .tatiltics oWL 

fpollce mUll roI01I1O or charge an individual ~for. lending fingcrprlnll 
10 the l'qlOIitory. 

gNotiflcllion I. ICCfllll'U,hcd by diapositlon fomll. 

hpollce dcpartmen'~ do report diapositions. 

INo fingerprint .y.ten, b maintained c:um:ntly. 

JAm:st Infonnation Is Clltercd from meat fonn'lUbmiucd 10 the Records 
BUJ'IIIu by tho Pollce Department. Fmgorprinll arc taken and retained in 
tho Porcrilie BuJ'lllu. 

Survey a/Criminal History In/ormation Systems, 1993 

I 



Table 71 Notice to Slale criminal hillory rtpoallory 0( release of arl'elted pel'lon.t without charalna. 19119, 1992 and 1993 

Pcn:cnt of lingctpnnt 
lubmluions for which 

If an Irrestee iJ nlll charged aftet lubmlulon of repository is notified that 
llullGnldnll, SlIIa II~ ~1I1rs:1 DQl.ifi~II.iQD Q[ [Ql!OIilllQ Numlls:!: II["IIZ 11mIl" bu DIlIll!:cn ~bl[1I1ll1 

State 1989 1992 1993 1993 1993 

Alabama Yes Yea Yes <1'11> 
Aluh No No No 
American Samoa No 
Arizona No Yea Yea 
Arkanus No No Yea <1 

California Yea Yes Yes 125,OOOa 
Colorado Yes Yes Yea <5% 
Connecticllt No No No 
Dclawue Yea Yes Yea 
District of Columbiab Yea ISS 100% 

Florida Yea Yea Yea 
Cleorg!a YIII Yea Yea 
QuamC NA NA .~~d H&waU Yea Yea Yes 13,100d 
Idaho Yea Yea Yes 

Illinois Yes Yes Yea 1,300 
Indiana Yea Yes Ya 
Iowa Yes Yea YeaD 

Kansas Yea Yes Yea 
Kentucky No Yea 

Louisiana Yes YC'4 Yea 
Maine Yes Yea Yes b 
Maryland Yea Yes Yea 
Mlluch~elt. No No No 
Michigan Yea Yea 

Minnesota. Yes Yea Yea 
Mluiulppl No No No 
Missouri No No Yea 
Montana Yea Yes Yea 
Nebraska Yes Yes Yes 

Nevada Yes Yes Yes 
New Hampshire No No No 
New Jelley No No No 
New Mcllico No No No 
New York No Yes No 

Nonh Cl.ro\lnaf No No Yes 
Nonh Duota Yea Yes Yes 
Ohio No No YesS 
Oklahoma No No No 
Oregon No No Yes 

Pennsylvania Yea Yea Yes 
Puerto Rico No No NOh 
Rhode Island No No No 
South Carolina No No No 
South Da.kot. Yes Yes Yes 5% 

Tennessee No No No 
Tex .. No Yes Yes 
Trust Territory of the 

NAi Pacific NA NA 
Utah Yes Yes Yes 
Vermont No No No 

Virgin bland. No NAJ NA NA 
Virginia No No No 
Washington No Yes Yes 
West Virginia Yes Yes No 
Wisconsin Yes Yes Yes 
Wyomlns Yes Yes Yes 

Survey o/Criminaillistory In/ormation Systems, 1993 Data Tables • Page 29 



Ellplanatory Notes for Table 8 

Tha notea below expand on tho data In Table! 8. Tho I)xplanatory Infonnauon WII provided by the respondent. 

NolCI: Percentage! and numbers :qxmed are rcaulta of eatimalea. 
Numbers havo been rounded to tho nearcat 100. Percentages have been 
rounded 10 the nCircal wholo number. Except for Delaware, Puerto Rico 
and Utah. for which com:cted data WCI'ClllUbmiued, tllo dati In tho 
columns for 1989 are taken from Bureau of Justice Statistics, Crimil'1tl/ 
Just/c. III/ormatioll Policy: Survey 0/ Criminal History Informatioll 
Sys/ems (Mareh 1991), Table 8, Except for Arkanaas, Delaware, Iowa, 
Puerto Rico. South Carolina and Utah, for which cortCCted data wr.rc 
submitted, the! dlta In the! columns for 1992 a\'1l taken from Bureau of 
Justice Statistics, Criminal Justie, Informatioll Policy: Survey of 
Criminal /lis/ory Informatioll SYS/'MS, 1992 (November 1993). Tal'to 8. 

Not avaUable. 

NA Not applicable. (Not required to be submitlCld.) 

aBascd on the inConnation retained by tho repository, this number 
cannot bo dctcnnincd. 

bpending legislation wiu require reporting oC prosecutor declination I. 

cPending IcgLslation will require reporting of fclony trial court 
dispositions. 

dThe figure reflects an estimate of the number "e,j~,d by the repository. 

eDispositions are not received on 30-40% if all uresti. It is unknown at 
what level the final disposition occurred. 

fProilCcutors' position Ls that a declination is not a disposition; therefore, 
d~linations are not reported. 

gin 1989, the rcpOlitory WII receiving 100% oC aU dLspolitions that 
had occurred In tho automated District COUrt 1)'lteml; these dilposltions 
were placed in the automated dilpositilln "Pending Posting" file, but 
they lacked sufficient clementa to match them with arrest record~, The 
estimate for 1992 reflec\.! the number of di&positions reported that do 
m.tch arrests. 

hpercenllge cstimate Is as of April 1994, 

!.rhe response Is bUed on more accuralCl Infonnation avaUable to the 
repository, 

J Approidmately 47% of all fclony arresta without dispositions arc over 
one YCir old. 

kNo central criminal hLstory records repository is malnlllncd currently. 

IFigure represents all Clles, not JUst felonies, 

mFigure was determined by a data qUIUty baseline audit. 

nMore accurate Infonnation was avall.b,le. The State repository is 
working with the courts tl) improve I'ql<lrting of dispositions. 

Page 30 • Data Tables 

Dtho rcaponse for 1992 WII an estimate; the 199J response is bued on 
the results of a blscillne audit. 

Pnte law requ!rca total e~pul1gement of \'CCords thlt result from an 
acquiuaI or diamlssal. "No cliargel filed" is considered a dismiss ali 
thr.iefore. no IlItistics exlat. 

qThe char~ing Igency haft the rcapQnsibiUty to notify the repositorY. of 
the dispoSition of every Ul'CSt, InQludlng IhOllC whCI'Cl no complRlnt Is 
filed by the prosecutor, 

fFlfty.one percent of the 1993 IllTCSts have fll1d dispositions. 

sMore accurate Infonnation WII Iv.Uable. 

tBy administrative regulation, faUure oC the pl'Olccutor to notify the 
repository of action on the caso within 30 days after the arrest results In 
the case being closed and considered nol filed, 

lI-t'he decrease In diaposltlons In 1993 from 1992 resulted when a major 
cO!lIributor, SI. Loull Police Department, atopped reporting diapositions 
for the courtl. The courts did not pick up th" reporting when llie Police 
Department stopped, The Stlte criminal history repository is currenUy In 
the proccss of obtaining the dispositions from the courts. 

vThrough an Interpretation of thl:l existing stalUte, It has been determined 
that the statute docs not require that final court dispositions be submitlCld 
to the repository. 

wPercentago reprcsenll final disposition. for 1993 felony arresta received 
II of February IS, 1994. 

It All action, including prosecutor action, la reported II final dispositions 
by the Administrative Office of the Courts. 

YDuc \0 manpower requirements, tho preject for obtaining missing 
diapositions WII luspended for I few YCiri. The repository currenUy is 
working on way' to obtain the missing dispositions, 

zThe decline Is due to large contributora who are no longer reporting and 
lome who are working toward eiectronlc reporting. 

uDecline In dispositions rccoivcd is due \Q a peraonnelshortlgc, 

bbF1gurc reflects the percent of dispositions reported In 1987; more 
current figures WCI'Cl unavaUable. 

cCInfonnation is provided by County Clerkl of Court, 

ddln 1992, this requirement WlB nllaliyely new, 

cene total number Is not available; 346 cases WCI'Cl reported to AprU 
1994, 
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Table 81 Com pie ten, .. or proucutOf and court eIl.pOIltlon reporllna to Slate criminal hlitory rOpoillofy, 11189, IIl\ll and 1993 

Numbctof 
IlI'01CCUIO~ 
ijgcHnlllons 

Percent of cues In which State criminal l.Istery ~t~~ l. notified of: 
Pmteculgr declillltlQDI CIDa! ~ III court dlapwltloos 

State 1993 1989 1992 1993 1989 1992 1993 

Alabama <1% <1% ... 30% 20% 90% 
Alaska NA a a 85 90 90 ... 
American SII1101 NA NA 
Arizona 

NAb Arkan .. , Is <1% 35 62° 5S 

California 84'OO~ 85% c 47% ,. ~%f • '~%f ... 
Colorado <15% 100 O·I%g 60 
Conn~cticul NA NA NA 100 100 100 
Dc\awlJ'Q , " ... 60 72 72 
District of Columbia 15,000 0 SO 5 

florida 60% 80% 50% SO% 30.50%h 
Oeorgia 100 90+i 85 90+ •• .J 
Ouamk 

's',900d 
NA 

S'OI' 
NA 

HawaU 74 
Idaho 100 NA 80 7Im 70 

JUlnol. 10,600d 50% 68% 50% 52% 
Indiana 50 55 NA 75 30·40n 12%0 
Iowa t. tP NA NA 98 98 
Kanus 35·40 ... 80 
Kcntu~ly NA 100 NA 75·S0 90 60 

Louisiana 50% 30% 50% 50% 
Maine <I ••• q 1% 100 99 99% 
Maryland 100 82 100 
Massachll,ells NA NA 100 too 100 98 100 
Mlchlgan NA 64 70 •. • t 

MIMosota 2,800 70% 40%' 99% 99% 98% 
Mississippi 30 NA NA 25 NA NA 
Mluouri 9,400 so 5.101 10~ 60 68 3Su 
Monlana NA , .. 80 70 73 
Nebruka 100 NA 50 75 75 

Nevada 90% 75% 65% 50% 
New Hampshlro NA NA NA 80 80 80% 
New Jersey 3,000 90 90 95% 95 95 90 
New Mellico 

9:2~od 
NA 5 2 5 ISv 10 

New Yolle 59w 

North Carolina NA 85% ... 11. 93% 8S%y 90% 
North Dakota 80% ... ... 80 90 
Ohio NA NA NA 55 35z 35 
Oklahoml NA NA NA 80 601& 60 
Oregon NA NA NA 60bb 100 100 

Pennsylvania ... 80% 65% 65% 65% 
Puerto Rico NA NA NA NA 14% 18 17 
Rhodo bland NA I NA 100 
South Cuolln. 80 1000e NA 100 98 100 
South Dakota I 5% 75 60·75 81 

Tenrlessco NA N~%dd ~.~dd 5% 35·40% NA 
Telln 0% 40 40dd SO 
TMt Territory oC Iho 
Pacifio ... NA 30% 
Utah 0 45 64% 5S% 60% 91% 
Vermont 100 94 95 100 94 95 

Virgin Ialand$ NA 35% NA 
Virginia NA NA NA 95% 96 96 
Washington 40% 7 75·80 78% 
W~I Virginia 85 75% NA 8S 75 
Wisconsin NA S8 
Wyoming ell 60 80 60 80 ... 
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~lIplanalory Note. ror Table 1I 

The nolcs below e~pand on !he data in Table 9. The explanalory infonnalion was provided by !he tespondent. 

t 1 ll.ecord II destroyed by Siale criminal history [C!)Ository. 
2 Rc.:ord Is retained with acllon noted on !he recoid, 
3 Record Is returned to !he court. 
4 Record II sealed. 
S No action Is laken. 
6 Record is returned to submitting a,Sency. 
7 Record Is returned 10 !he Govemor I Office. 
S Other 

Not available. 

NA Not applicable. 

-Information is removed from the file. 

b1uveniles only. 

cUpon cxpungcment or a pardon only. 

dPurauant to District of Columbia law, oxpungcmenla and let asldcs are 
granted only for cascs !hal faU under !he Youth Rehabilitation ACI and 
Drug (Misdemeanor P045CSIIOlI) Title. Th\l restoration of an individual's 
civil rights would follow luch ruOO!!I. Pending legillQtlon would give 
!he Mayor of !he District of Columbia broader au!harity for granting 
oxpungemcnts and setting asido of convictions. 

I>l'he repository removC4 !he information from lite criminal history record, 
gathera all supporting documentation and forwards all to !hI) U.S. 
Attomoy'l Office for fmal disposition. 
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fThe Mayor of 1\10 Dlatrict of Columbia hal UmIted au!honty to grant 
pardons. 

gNo central criminal hutory l'CpOIIltory is maintained cumntly. 

hSlate law docs not provide for cxpungements, but coum have inherent 
IU!horily to ordr..r a record expunged; in mch caSC4, the record il 
dcstroycHI. 

lrhe record is retained for IWO years, then destroyed. 

hoe offender'. ilingcrprintl are destroyed, but !he teXt data lJ retained. 

kThe information II deatroycd only if the offender Is also pardoned. 

'Records are maintained m • leparate area and are inacccsilble und"" and 
to all (,xccpt in very lliniled clrcumstanccs. 

mu received, !he information Is forwarded to !he FBI. 

IINOIle have been received. 
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Table 91 Policies/practices or Stale criminal history repOlillory regardlns modlOcatlon or relony convictions, 1993 

EllZIlDllllIIImIJ Scl·I§ld~ l3D1ros BC1IQIlIi!lD !I[ Ch~iI BliUlIS 
S\.al.claw How recorda S\.al.claw How 1'CC000ds How records S\.al.claw How records 
providcafor U'(I treated by provides for are treat.cd by S\.al.claw ani treat.cd by providea for are rr:-~t.cd by 
cxpungoml2ll S\.ale criminal ICI·asldca Slal.c criminal providea for Slalll criminal restoration SIAI.c criminal 
of I'Glony hislory of CGlony hillory pardons oC hislory of fGlons' civil hlslory Slalf,\ convictions repo.iloryt convictions rcpositoryt fclons reposltoryt rights reposiloryt 

Alabama Yes Yes 2 Yea 2 Yes 2 Alaska Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 
Amo-.ican Samoa Yes 
Arizona Yes 1 Yea I Yes I Arkansas Yea 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 

California Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Colorado Yes 2 Yes Sa Yes 
Connecticul 

Yesb 2b 
Yes 1 

Delaware 
~:r 2 YesD 2 Dismcl of Columbia Yeld Se Yesd SO SO Yesd Se 

Florida Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Georgia Yes 2 Yes 2 Guamg NA NA NA NA Hawllii 
Ih 

Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Idaho Yes 2 Yea 2 Yes 2 

lllinoia Yes 2 Yes 2 Yea 2 In dl lila Yes Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Iowa Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 
Kans~s Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes ? Kenlucky Yes 

Louisiana Yea 2 Yes Yes Yo., 
Maine 

1,21 
Yes 2 Yes 2 

Maryland Yes Yes Yes 1,2i Yes 1,21 
MllllchuscllA Yes 2,4 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Michigan Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 

Minnesota Ih Yes 2,4 Yes 2 Yes 2 Mississippi Yea 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Missouri Ves 2 Yes 2 Yes 5 Montana Yes 2 Yes 2 Ncb aslta Yes 2 Ves 2 Yes 2 

Nenda Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 New Hampshlrc Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yc.q 2 New JCi1CY Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 New Mexico 
8J 

Yes 2 Yes 2 NewYoIk Yes Yes 2 Yes 2 
North Carolina Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 North Dakota Yes 2 Yes 2 Ohio Yes 6 Yes Yes Yes Oklahoma Yes 2 Yes 2 Oregon Yes 4 Yes 2 Yes 2 

Pennsylvania Yes 11: Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Puerto Rico Yes II Yes 2( Yes 21 Yes 2 Rhode Island Yes S Yes 8 Yes 8 Yes 81 
South Carcllr.a Yes 2 Soulh Dakota Yes 2 Yes Yes I Yes 

Tennessee Sm Yes n Yes n ... . .. lexas Yea 1 Yes 2 YC$. 2 Ye., 2 Trust Territory of the 
Pacific Yes 2 Yes 2 trtah Yes 4 Yes 2 Yes 4 Yes 4 Vermont Yes '3 Yes 3 Yes 7 

Virgin Islands Yes 2 Yes 2 "ell 2 VirginlJ Yes ? Yes 2 Yes 2 Washington Yes 1,6 Y~ 2 Yes 2 Yes S West Virginia Yt.s 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Wisconsin Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Wyoming Yes 2 Yes 2 Ye., 2 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 10 

The notes below Cllpand on the data in Table 10. The explanatory infonnalion was provided by the respondent, 

Note: lbe figures in the coolumns represent the estimated percent of 
fingerprint cards received from State prisons and local jails both in States 
where D Jegal requirement exists to fmgerprint incarcerated Individuals 
and send the fml\crprints to the repository and inn States where the 
procc4ure Is ~amed out voluntarily. The absenCf: of a response indicates 
that the infonnation Is neither mandated by a State legal ~uirement nor 
is it voluntarily submitted. Percentages are rounded to the nearest whole 
number. 

Not avaUable. 

NA Not applicable. 

au fingerprint cards are received from corrections, they are processed; 
there Is no link, however, between corrections and the criminal history 
database. 

h-rhere are no local jaUs in Delaware. 

cThe State repository and the Department of Correctioos are working on 
a project to electronlcaUy enter the corrections data into the rcpository 
database. 
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dApproximately 43,000 custooial fmgerprints were received in 1993. 

eNo central criminal history repository Is maintained currently. 

fThere Is no legal requirement to submit fingerprints; the Department of 
Corrections has a policy to do so. 

gFingerprints are required for felons only. 

hOnly when on-line data could not be matched were fmgerprints 
requested by the State repository. 

IFingerprints are submitted If they have not been taken provlously by an 
arresting agency. 

JNo fingerprint system is maintained currently. 

kThe Virginia Department of Corrections has eliminatcd local jaU 
classification of inmates. 
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Table 10: Fingerprinting or Inearcerated oITendera ft.ld IInuae to reeords maintained by State criminal history rep08ltory, 1993 

Repository uses 
Law t1lqu!rcs fmgerprinting tingerprints to make 
of admitted prisoners and Percent of admitted prisoners for positive 
SCIldiDi fiDIiCIllDnlS III Il:IlIlSilllO: ~lllsitllO: reccim fmKcIP~ identification and to 

link correctional data 
State Stale prisons Local jails State prisms Local jails with propc:r records 

Alabama Yes 100% Yes 
Alaskaa 
American Samoa 
Arizona Yes Yes 
Atkansss Yes Yes 100 60% Yes 

California Yes Yes 99% Yes 
Colorado Yes Yes 70 99% Yes 
Connecticut 

NAb Delaware Yes 100 Yea 
District of Columbia Yea Yea Yea 

Florida Yea c 
"'d 

Georgia Yes , .. Y~.s 

Guamc NA NA NA NA NA 
Hawaii 
Idaho Yes 100% Yes 

llIinols Yes Yes 100% Yes 
Indiana Yes Yea 86 58% Yea 
Iowa Yea Yes 99 Yes 
Kansas 100 100 Yes 
Kentucky Yes Yes 85 60 Yes 

Louisiana 100?" Yes 
Maine 99 5% Yes 
Maryland Yes 100 Yes 
Massachusctl! Yes Yes 100 50 Yes 
Michigan Yes 100 Yes 

Minnesota Yes Yes 100% 0% Yes 
Mississippi Yes 100 
Missouri Yes 100 Yes 
Montana Ye~g 100 Yes 
Nebraska Yes Yes 95 Yea 

Nrvada 100% 
New Hampshire 100 Yes 
New Iersey Yes Yes 100 80% Yes 
NewMe~co Yes Yes , '~5h 

Yes 
New Yolk Yes Yes 

Nortn Carolina Yes Yes 100% 100% Yea 
North Dakota Yes Yea 100 25 Yes 
Ohio Yes 100 Yes 
Oklahom~ 100 Yes 
Oregon 100 Yea 

Pennsylvania 95% Yes 
Puerto Rico 
Rhode Island 
South Carolina Yes 99 98% Yea 
South Dakota Yea Yes 100 95 Yea 

Tennessee Yea Yes! 100% Yea 
Texas Yes 100 Yes 
Trust 3crritory of tho 
Pacifi NA NA NA NA NA 
Utah Yea 100 Yes 
Vcmlont Yea Yes 100 Yes 

Virgin Islands 
15%k Virgil:la Yes Yes 85% Yes 

Washington Yes Yes 90 Yes 
West Virginia Yes 
Wisconsin Yes Yes 68 Yes 
Wyoming Yes Yes 100 Yes 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 11 

Tho notea below expand on the data In Table 11. The cltplanllory .information was provided by the respondent. 

Note: '1M figures reported In Ihis table are from Stales In which there is 
• lell&l requirement that probation/parole information must be rel,>Orted to 
th~ Stale Criminal hislory reposilory or States where the informaum i.! 
voluntarily reported. The absence of a respmso Indicates that the State 
neither Mtuutorily mandates that the information ill reportr.d nor Is the 
information voluntarily reported. See Table 5 for States which have a 
legal ""!uircment that probatim/parl)le Information must be reported tl) 
the repository. Percentages reported are the results of estimates. 
Percentages are rounded to the nearest Whole number. Except for 
Mississippi and Puerto Rico, for which corrected data were sulxnitted, 
the data lit the columns for 1989 are taken from Bureau of Justir.e 
Statistics, Criminal Ju.rtic~ In/ormatioll Policy: Survey of Criminal 
Hinol1ln/omaatioll Systems (March 1991), Table 11. Except for 
ManIas, Missouri and .Puerto Rico, for which corrected data were 
IUbrnitted, the data in the column~ for 1992 are taken from Bureau of 
lUISticc Statistics, Criminal Justic~ III/ormalioll Policy: Survey of 
CriMinal Hislol1ll1/ormatioll Systems, 19m (November 1993), Table 
II. 

Not avail.ble. 

NA Not applicable. 
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aThe first figure represents information relating 10 admission to 
~upervlslon; the second figure represents information relating to release. 

~o central criminal history repository Is maintained currently. 

cThe response for 1992 was an estimate; the 1993 rClSponse is based on 
the results of a baselioe audit. 

dResponst' is based on the results of a baseline audi\. 

~e State repository receivC8 infOlmation on admissions to but not 
releases from probation. 

rThc percentage is estimated due to inability to determine all probation 
orders assigned in 1993. 

Survey 0/ Criminal IUs/ory In/ormation Systems, 1993 



Table 111 Probation and parole dalilin State criminal history replllltory, 1989, 1992 and 1993 

Pcrct:/lt of CRIC! where .dmlo,lou to aud ",leu" from mpet'Yj.lm j. rr.ponw tg rr.pg!itpry 

~I!IIiS!D Parole 
State 1989 1992 1993 1989 1992 1993 

Alabama 100% 100% 
Alaska 
Amtrican Samoa 
Arlzona 0 0% 0 
Adcansas 10% 30 30 100% 98 90% 

California 85% 100% 
Colorado 0 <1% <10% 100 100% 100% 
Connecticut 
Dcla ..... arc 100 100 100 100 lao 100 
Disuict of Columbia 0 0 0 100 0 

Florida 85% 85% 
Geo~1 100 90/10%a 100 90/2%a 
Guam NA NA 
Hawaii 0% 
Idaho 0 0 0% 0 0 

ll1inois 50% 0% SO% i6%c Indiana 75 60% 1 60% 
Iowa 0 0 
Kanus 98 100 100 90 100 
Kentucky 100 100 80 100 100 80 

Louisiana 98% 100% 100% 95% 100% 100% 
Mainc 
Maryland 40 100 40 100 
M .... chusctts 100 100 100 100 
Michigan 

Minnesota 99% 85%d 7S% 99% 85%d 
Mississippi 0·10 

'SOc 
0-10 

Missouri 100 50 100 99 100% 
Montana 
Nebraska 50 45-50 100 98 

Nevada 
New Hampshlrc 
New Jersey 40% 80% 90% 90% 80% 80% 
Nuw Mexico 
New Yodc 100 100 

North CaroUna 100% 100% 100% 100% 
North Daleota 100 100% 100% 100 100 100 
Ohio 50 SO 95 95 
Oklahoma 10 10 
Oregon 25 25 

Pennsylvania 90% 90% 
Puerto Rico 16 48% 1% 2 5% 2% 
Rhode Island 
South Carolina 100 100% 98% 
South Daleota 80 80 80 98 95% 95 

Tcmnessec 
SOf Te" .. 50% 50% 100% 100% 100% 

Trust Tenitory of the 
Pacific 
Utah 75 100 
Vermont 10 IS 50 60 

Virgin Isla nds 
Virginia 
Washington 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Weat Virginia 85% 90 90% 90 
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 10 10 10 100 100 100 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 1Z 

The notes below expand pn the cbta in Table 12. The explanatory infonnation was provided by the respondent. 

Note: Numbcrw and percentages have been rounded to the nearest 
whole number. Numbcrw of unprocessed or partially proceued 
fmgcrprint cards have been rounded to the nearClt 100. 

Not avallable. 

NA Not applicable. 

'There is no legal rcqulrement for reporting arrest and flllgcrprint 
infonnatlon 10 the repository. 

bDala is for 1991. 

cProcessing time II due to a large backlog resulting from budget cuts; 
nonnal processing time is 30 days. 

dFiguIO rcpl'Cllents the number II of October I, 1994. It is estimated 
that tllis II a four-month backlog; 72 hours II the goal. 

«>nu, figuro would include processing all archival arrests; for CUnu\1 
workload, 80 day, II nceded to process the backlog. 

fIn moat ClSes, arrcsta arc entered into the system by tho courts at the 
time of the arrest. 

gBecauso tho courts enter the arrest information at the timo of the arrest, 
an arrest is started in the system beforo a fmgel}lrint card II received; 
thorofoIO, there II • backlog of entering fingerprint cards but not arrest 
text data. 

hThere II no bacldog in the processing of manual arrest flllgcrprint 
cards. There is a backlog in entering corrections to arrest Information 
into the automated system that supports the fmgC!print cards. 

iWithin 2-3 days, arrest data II entered into a ',mporary me and Is 
avallabla on-Uno. Within 14-20 days, it II moved to pc.nnanent status. 

JNo central criminal history rcpoaltory II maintained currently. 

kArrcaI flllg~t cards and arrest data arc received anu processed 
differently. In addillon, there is a substandal difference lit timo and in 
th6 percent of totallubmlttals between Honolulu and the other counties. 
The average time in 1993 between the occurrenco of an IUl'CSt and receipt 
of the flllg~rints for Honolulu was 7-10 days. This accounts for 71 % 
of the Statc's fingerprinl and arrest infonnation. The average time in 
1993 between the occurrence of an arrest and receipt of the flllgerprint. 
for othera countica in tho State was 24 days. The Other counties 
.ccount for 29% of the State's fingerprint and meat information. The 
Ivcrago time in 1993 between the occurrence of an urcst and receipt of 
tho arrest information for HOJ10lulu was 3-4 days. The average time in 
1993 between the OC~'llrrcnce of an arrest and receipt of ar:rcst 
information for othClll countica in the State WII 7-14 days. 
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Icum:ntly the State repository procesaca fingerprint cards to the FBI for 
only onll small agency. Since this represents a very lmaU percentage 
(3%) of all arrests in the State, the repoaitory liable to procea! these 
within one day. This docs not reflect the projected turnaround time for 
flllgC!priJ1l card processing when the rcpoaitory becomea a single source 
contributor. 

ml-he August 1992 dlta qUality bascUne audlt showed that ncarly 1 % 
of actual arrests aro not entered into the State cdminal history repository. 
In addition, there aro approximately 1,100 "Neighbor Island" arrests that 
are missin~ meal flilgC!print cards and have not yet been I?roccssed for 
identificauon purposes. The backlog of arrests, thorofore, 18 at least 
1,100 records. Th~ effort to research these missing arrests is extranely 
labor intensive; the person-days reported to clear the backlog is an 
estimate. 

nFigure reflects number of unproccased flllgerprint cards as of April I, 
1994. 

"The amount of days to cUmin ate the backlog is unknown, but it II 
expected to be eliminated by summer 1994. 

p Arrest data received in the Conn of arrest fmsCl}lrint cards arc entered 
into the automated, temporary criminal history record me within two 
days of receipt. The namea &nd aliasea arc placed in thc master name 
indell at that time. The fmgcrprint cards aro then placed in a backlog for 
tingC!print scarch/identification processing. A, of December 31, 1993, 
approXimately 43,000 fmgerprint cards were awaiting proccssing. 

qNo fmgerprint system is maintained ourrcnlly. 

~This figure docs not include person-days needed fOf_processing the 
new receil."" The backlog is the result of automated flllgel}lrint 
l\'en'"f~auon system (AFlS) conversion. 
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Table 12: Average number of days to process arrest data submitted to State criminal history repository and current status of backlog, 1993 

Percent of daily 
Nwnberof am:sta in SUte 

Average Average nwnber of days arresting represent~ by Number of 
number of days between receipt of fingerprints agencies arresting Baclclog of unprocessed Of Nwnberof 
between arrest lod s;n~ Il[ diiA will: reporting arrest agencies entering data partially person-days 
and receipt of data by reporting by into criminal processed needed to 
arrest data and Master name Criminal history automated automated histofY flI1gerprint eliminate 

State fingetprints index database means mcsns database exists cards backlog 

Alabama 10 5 5 No 
Alaska 15 3-25 2 Yes 400 2 
American Samoaa NA NAb NA Yes 
Arizona 14 11 llb Yes 11,400 49 
Arkansas 7 110 110 Yes 9,000 180 

California 7·30 1500 150c Yes 262,000d 10,858 
Colorado 8 2 15 Yes 40,000 3,4600 

Connecticut 7-10 120 120
f 

Yes 28,000 120 
Delaware 5 45 0-1 61 100% 

Yeah 
•. ,8 60 

District of Columbia <I I <1 23 100 30 

Florida 3-10 2-31 2_31 No 
Georgia 4 3 3 No 
Gu.nll N~ NAt NA 
Hawaii I 71% Y~ 1,100 150 
Idaho 30 5 5 Yes 6,000 500 

lllinois 2 49% Yes 49,400n 0 

Indiana 7 14 14 Yes 11,000 870 
Iowa 10 1 5 Yes 500 7 
Kansas 10·30 90+ 90·180 Yes 50,000 400 
Kentucky 21 30 30 Yes 3,000 10 

Louisiana 30 I 1 Yes 50,000 
Maine 14 1 3 Yes 300 14 
Maryland 14 15 15 No 
Massachusetts 14 14 Yes 80,000 
Michigan 10 10 Yes 4,500 10 

Minnesota 20 1 2 No 
Mississippi 180 180 Yes 
Missouri 23 2·3 2·3 No 
Montana 18 I 3 No 
Nebraska 14 16 16 No 

Nevada 10 2 2 No 43,000P 350 
New Hampshire 10 I 1 No 
Now 1ersey 14.21 I 1 No 
Ne:w Mexico 12 4 4 No 
Ne:w Yode <7 <7 <7 18 58% Yes 12,100 30 

North CaroUna 5 5 No 
North Do.kota 7·10 0·1 0·1 No 
Ohio 12 6 6 Yes 2,500 4 
Oklahoma 14 <60 <60 Yes 12,500 30-45 
Oregon 14·90 14 14 Ye:, 9,000 140 

Pe:nnsylvania 42 42 Yes 18,500 451 
Puerto Rico Ye., 
Rhode Island 30 IS 15 No 
South Carolina 5 20 20 No 
Soulh Dakola 5·10 I 1 No 

Tennessee Yes 7,500 792 
'fexlS 10 10 10 No 
Trust Territory of the: 
P.cifioq NA NA NA 
Utah 10 5 5 Yes 2,000 14 
Vermont Yes 1,200 18 

Virgin Island,a NA NA NA 
Virginia IS 2·4 5·7 No 
Washington 18 14 29 Yes 11,700 80 
West Virginia 10 10 Yes 3,000 60 
Wisconsin 29 3 86 Yes 33,000 958r 
Wyoming 10 7-10 7-10 Yes 530 10 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 13 

The notcs below expand on the data in Table 13. The explanllory information was provided by th6 rcspondent. 

Note: Numbers and percentages have been rounded to the nelrc:5\ 
whole number. Numbers of unprocessed or parually processed 
disposition forms have been rounded to the nearest 100. 

'Not avaUable. 

NA Not appUcable. 

aFigure represents 61 counties. 

~o legal requitement ewts mandating the reporting of felony court 
dispositions to the repository. 

CFigurc represents the aversge number of days for 1992. 

d AU felonr disposition data la reported by automated means by the 
State Administrative Office of the Courts. 

eAll disposition reporting is to be done via on-line reporting to the 
State criminal history repository. Pc»tlng to the criminal hlatory record 
is done monthly. 

fAn automated update occurs every 24 hours. 

gOata is r.ntcred promptly upon receipt from the cout\!!o 

hNo central criminal history repository is maintained currently. 

iThe court disposition backlog l'III1ectl! the number of delinquent court 
charges that the State repository identifies through ongoing delinquent 
moniloring programs; the repository dOC'.s not receive court forms, per 
se, for the purpose of data entry. 

jThe information Is placed into a holding me on the same day It is 
received; it is added to the record when the recerd Is inquired UPOll or 
retumed to the me If no fingerprint-supported me ewts. 
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kCourt data is reported by tape and inserted into the database. 

IAll courts (13) report by disketto to tho Statn Court Administrato!', 
Office; the State repository then receives the information by automated 
means from the State Court Administrator's Office. 

mGcncrally information is received withln 24 hours from the urbanllarge 
automated courts whioh account for most of the felony trial courts. 

"InfOlmation is entered immediately. 

°Backlog consists of manual dispositlons. 

PAll courts report through one system. 

qResponse ~pplles to felonies only. 

rProcesslng for daily mail is 10 days; I pre-edsting backlog is bclng 
reduced wough a special project. 

~e State repository has agreements with counties repi' ItIQltin(t "2% of 
the dispositiorls to report electronically; the! implemcnW\IJl. is 111 
process and is expected to be completed In OecClmber ! 99\ 

tAlthou(th no legal requirement exists for reporting felony cOllrt 
dispositiOns, those that are voluntarily reported are received in IS days 
and accoUnt for about 30% of the felony court dispositions entered. 

UFlgutCI represents the percentage of the total dispositions receivr~. 

vThe reporting by automated mcatls is a teat project. 

wThc backlog also includes misdemeanor cas ea. 

~This fig,ure docs not inolude! person-da),s nceded for processing the 
new recCiptS. 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 14 

The nOles below expand on the d'ta in Table 14. '!be e~planatory Wonnation was provided by the rr.spondent. 

Note: Nwnbcrs and ~cnt3ges have been rOllnded to the nearesl h-rhe figure l'Cfers 10 the Stale Dcpanment of Corrections. 
whole nwnbcr. Numbers of unprocessed or partially processed custody-
supervision reports have been rounded to the nearest 100. IFigure reflects average days for 1992. 

• No le$al requ!rcrnent mandates thQ reporting of the Wonnation 
10 the Stile cnminal history repository. 

Not available. 

NA Not applicable. 

aEffectivG February 1994. correctional data is received from the 
r C1Iartmenl of Corrections (DOC) every two weeks; it is unknown holY 
"ften the DOC databue Is updated. 

!>rhe entry delay is caused by a large backlog resUlting from budget 
cuts. 

~e dolay is in submission oC fmgerprints: alltomated reports are 
current daily. 

dFjgure refers to state·level releues. 

e>:!'hcre are no local jails in Dclawart.. 

fThe conllCtional Cacilities enter their data into the database intmcdlatcly; 
so tho State re!'OSilory hu on·line access to the Wonnation. 
Fingerprint cards are received at lhe repository after the inConnation is 
entered into the system. 

gThe Stato repository Ind the Department of Corrections are working on 
a projoct to enter the corrections data into the repository electronically. 
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!The infonnllion is placed into the me jacket on the date received. The 
record is not updated until il is inquired upon. 

knto figure refers to State facilities anI)', 

IThe number totals several hundred thllusand. 

mThe information is reccived intmcdialoly when entered on-line. If 
iUlg'.'rprints are requested when an on-line data match cannot be made. 
tho time increases to approximately 21 days. 

nFigure represents One state·level agency: local jails do not report on­
line. 

a Althou~h there is no Icgal requ!rcrnent to submit the infonnation. 
when it IS submitted. the avcl1Ige tinle to enter the infonnation into the 
criminal history database Is 30 days. 

PThc nwnbcr of perl\OI\-d8Ys to elimin.tc tho entire criminal history 
record infonnation backlog of InConnation and fUlgerprints from all 
agencies is 792: tho nUnlDer of person-days to eliminate the corrections 
backlog alone is unknown. 

qThe ftrst figure represenls the number of days to process fmgerprint 
Wor.mation; the second figure represents tho nwnlicr of days 10 pro~ess 
disposition data. 
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Table 14; Average number or days to proew correc:tlonal admIssIon data lIubmltted 10 Slale crlmmal hblory repository and current stKIWI or 
backloll. 1993 

P=entof 
Avcngc admissionl 
number of atatus change! 
days release 
between activity 
receipt of Number of occurring in Number of 
correctional correctional Statc Backlog of unprocessed or 

Average number of d~YI between data and agencies represenled by enlering partially NUnlherof 
admlSJIion of offender and receipt entry inlo currently agencies correctional processed person· days 
II! dalA [mm: criminal reporting by reporting by data inlo cuslody- needcd 10 

history aUlomatcd aUlomatcd criminal history supervision elln1inale 
Statc Statc prisons Loc4\ jails dalabase means means database reports backlog 

Alabama 5 NA* 5 100% No 
Alaska· NA NA 
American Samoa* 
Arizona a • No .,' .. , 
Arkansas 14 14 30 Yes 

California 30 30 >200b 
100%d 

Yes 188,000 7,863 
Colorado >90c 10 30 Yes 450 S 
Connecticut* 

<If <If Delaware NAe 19 100 No 
Districi of Columbia NA· 1 No 

Florida ... g 
1h Georgia 10 NA" 3 100% No 

Guam" 
Hawaii 

331 Yes 8.500 161 
Idaho NA· Yes 

nunols No 
Indiana 32 7 Yes 
Iowa 3 No 
Kansas 3-5 90+ Yes 1.000 100 
Kentuoky 30 30 10 Yes 1,000 4 

LouJaiana 90-100 NA" 'if Yes 2.000 
Maine \0 NA" No 
Maryland No 
MassachusetlS 20 20 2 9 72% No 
Michigan 10 5 10 Yes 

Minnesota 23 23 2 10k 100% Yes I 600 '" Miuisaippi Yes 
Missouri 3-S No 
Montana· NA NA 
Nebraska 20 15 4 12 90 No 

Nnvada 10 NA* 10 No 
New Hampshire" 
Now Jersey 14 14 30 60% Yes 100 3 
Now Mollico 4 No 
New Yolk NM 0·21m In lOa Yes 

North Carollna 15 5 5 No 
North Dakot4 7 30 1·5 No 
Ohio 20 15 30 Yes 
Oklahoma S NA* 2 No 
Oregon· NA NA 300 Yes 800 5 

POrlnsylvanla • NA NA NA Yes 700 2 
Puerto Rico NA NA NA 
Rhode Island NA NA NA 
South Carolina 5 5 20 No 
Soulh Dakota 30 S-IO 2·5 No 

Tenncsaco Yea 2,000 .. ,p 
Texas 3 NA* 2 No 
Trust Territory of the 
PaclJlc ~ NA" I No 
Utah NA· 30 No 
Vemlont" NA NA 

Virgin Islands· NA NA 
Virginia 42·56 42·56 S 100% No 
Washington 30 I No 
West Virginia 14 14 28 Yes 2S0 5 
Wisconsin 29 86/126q Yea 
Wyoming 7·10 10 Yes 
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Explanalory Notl!$ tor Table 15 

The noles below expand on the dQla In T,ble IS. Tha oxplanatol}' information was provided by the respondmt. 

• Legislation/adminhttativc changca 
b Training 
C Spe.(:ial proJeet 10 obtain dtspositions 
d Return to submitting ,smcy 
c Audiling 
f Conta~~ courts electronically 

SD!sposition rnoniton"lg is condueted only for felonies. 

hpisposltions arc provided 10 the ~sllol}' after a request (usually in 
wrillm form) Is initiated by private cItizens seekinS cririJinal record 
checks. 

inc State criminal hlstol}' repositol}' is In the process of doing a 
"follow.up" program by county. 
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J All of the above procedures have been employed previously or arc 
under considerAtion but cannot be maintained willi current personnel. 

kNo central criminal hlstol}' repositol}' is malntailled currently. 

IDcllnq\lmt disposition report monitoring began lanual}' I, 1994. 

mNew electronic programs are bein~ dcwelQped to /mplemmt proced= 
to mcourago complete arrest and dISposition reporting. 

nDcUnqumt disposition ~rt mOni. taring. lis not currently done, but 
such procedures are • part of the computerized criminal hL,t01}' 
enhancements that are still to be Implemented. 

°Slato reposltol}' is currently developing the capability to gmeratc 
computer lisl!! of musing disposition •. 
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Table lSI Procedures employed by Slate criminal history repolltory 10 encourRgo tompleto arrest and dUpoIltion reporting. 11193 

Li~ta of I1l'QI\a with 
no dlspoaltlons 
SCl1ente<l to monitor 

State dllpoaition Rporting Field vulta Fonn lettcr& Telephone CIUS Other 

Alabama X8 X X 
Alaska 
American Samoa X X X X Xa 
Arizona X X 
Arkans .. X X X X 

California X X X Xb 
Colorado X X X Xb 
Connecticut X X 
Delaware * X X X 
District of Columbia 

Florida I Xi X XC 
Geor~" 
Guam 
nawaii X X X 
Idaho X 

Illinoll X X X X 
Xb Indian~ X X X 

IOWI ~ X X Xd 
Klnu. X X X 
Kentucky XC 

Louldanam 
Xb Maino X X X 

Maryland X X X XC 
Massachusett. X X 
Michigan X 

MlnnC.lota X X X Xb•e 
Minlnlpp! 
Mllaouri X X Xb 
Montana X X X ~ Nebraska X X X X 

Nevada X X X 
New lIampahin: X X 

Xb New Jcne)' X X X X 
Now Mexico X X 
New Yode X X X X 

North Carolina X X X X Xf 
North Dakota X X X X 
Ohio X X X 
Oklahoma X X 

Xb ORgon X X X X 

Pennsylvania X X Xb 
Puerto Rico X X X 
Rhode Island X X 
South Carolina X X X 
South Dakota X X X X 

Tennes.ee Xb 
Teul n X X X 
Trual TerritOr)' of the 
Pacilic 

Xb Utah X X X X 
Vermont X 

Virgin blands X 
Virginia 0 X X X 
Wuhlngton X X X X Xb,e 
Weal Virginia 
Wisconsin X 
Wyoming X X X X 
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Explanatory N~tc8 for Table 16 

The noles ~Iow cxpand 011 toe dalll in Table 16. Tho explanatory infonnation was provided by the respondent. 

Note: Repositories were asked to list aU methods wlllco may be utilized 
to link disposition infonnation. Matching of several items of 
infonnation ms)' be used to confmn that the appropriate link is being 
made. Also, If infonnation of ono type is missing, repositories may 
look to other types of Infonnation ~ontained 011 the disposition report. 

·Mcthod(s) utilized by the repository for linking disposition 
infonnation snd arrest/charge infonnation also permit the linking of 
dispositions to particular charges and/or specific counts. 

aName and court case number. 

bCourt case number. 

c Arre.'lting agency snd booking number. 

dThc State ~sitory uses a number constructed of tho unique arrest 
oventldcntifier, the arrest datc and the originating agency Identifier 
(ORI). 

CCrimlnal Justice) Infonnation System (CJIS) case number. 
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fTho SllIto repository uses a number thu Is a combination of thCl unique 
individual tracking number and the date of arrest. 

IINo centr.l criminal history repository Is malnlllined cUtn.'Iltly. 

hOate of birth. 

IoRI number. 

JSllIte Identification (SID) number and agency case number and SID alld 
arrest number. 

kThe SllItc repository compares aU dalll reported on the disposition fonn 
again8t aU data rccei'!ed on tho fingel'print card. 

ICaso number is optional. 

mNo linking capability currently e!lists. 
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T",ble 161 MethodJ used to link dlJpoelUon InronnaUon to arre.tleharae Inronnallon on crlmllUll hlltory reeord, 1993 

Unique 
mck.ing Name and 
numbcrfof reporting 
Individual Unique UI'CIt Unique charge agency ClIO 

Stal(, lubjO()\I event Idenlifiar identifier Anutdale SubJoc:t name number Other 

Atabama" X X X X ~ Alaak. X X X X X 
American Samoa X X X X X X 
Arizona· X X X X 
Arkansllli" X X X X X 

CWfornia X X X X X X ~ Colorado" X X X 
Connecticut" X X X 
Delaware" X X X X X X 
District oC Columbia" X X X X X X XC 

Florida" X X X X X X 
XC Ooofgia$ X 

au.rng 
Hawaii~ X X X X X 
Idaho X X X X X 

nunois X X 
Indiana· X X X X X 
Iowa" X X X X 
Kalls .. * X X X X 
Kentucky" X 

Loulsian.· X X X 
Maino· X X X X X 
Maryland· X X 
Ma .. achusolts" X X X X 
Michigan X 

Ml.,neso(a X X X Xh 
Mlsslsalppi X X X 
Missouri" X X X X X 
Montln.· X X X X X X 
Nobruka· X X X X 

Novada" X X X 
New H~mpshlrc X X X 

Xl Nowlmoy· X X X X X 
Now Mexico X X X X 

XJ New York" X X X X 

North CaroUna X X X X 
N/3rth Dakota" X X X X X 
Ohio X X X X 
Oklahoma X X X X X X 
Orogon· X X 

Pennsylvania X 
Puerto Rico X X X X X X 
Rhodc Island X X X X X 
South Carolloa. X X X X 
South Dakola X X X X X X 

Tennessee X X ~ 
Xk 

TCllls· X X X X X 
TnlIt Terrilory oC the 
Pacific"l 
Utah· X X X X X X 
Vermont· X X X 

Virgin Islands X 
Virginia· X X X 

XIt Washington· X X X X X X 
West Virginia. X X X X 
Wisconsin· X X X X 
Wyoming· X X X X X X 

Survey of CrimJnal History Inj.:J;'mation Systems, 1993 Data Tables • Page 47 



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

Explanatory Notes ror Table 17 

The notea below expand on the data in Table 17. The explanatory infonnation was provided by the reapondent. 

Noto; Numben and pctCentagea reported arc results of eatimaLca. 
NumbCIll have been rounded to the neareat 100. Percentages have been 
rounded to the ncareat whole number. 

Not available. 

• All data received can be linked • 

aDilIpositions are cross·matched through criminal cue and police 
numbon. 

~nfonnation is entcred temporarily into a separato databasOl 
(Nonfmgerprint·based ArreSt and Dispositioll [NFAD] File). 

'1nc infonnation remains suppressed until linkage can be made. 

rlnis figure is thll result of a backlog; the nonnal percentage would be 
10%. 

"Infonnation is placed into a "temporary" automated disposition me to 
malch with latc arriving arrest reports. 

fA manua! me is maintained. Infonnation is kept in the subject's Jaclr.et. 
When Infonnation is matched, it is added to the automated me. 

gNo ccn!-'\ criminal history repository is maintained currently. 

hInfonnation is placed into a pending me. 
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iThe submitting agency ill contacted. 

jInfonnation is retumed to the submitting agency. 

kCnstody infonnation is entored onto the rap sheet, and the court name 
and docket number ani included. 

"rhe unlinked court data arc computerized for linking to ureat data 
when processed; the unlinked court records are not accessible to the 
field. 

mDummy segments may be created only if fmgcrprints are on file. 

nCorrectional infonnation is not linked to al'\'CSt infonnation. 

orwo attempts are m.,de to link the disposition; if no arreat fingerprinta 
are found, the correctional fmgcrprinta arc used. 

PThia procedure is used if the court submission includes fmgcrprinta 
that can be linked to an existing criminal history. 

qNo linking capability currently exists. 

r Co!lIt and correctional data must have fingerprints. 
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Table 17: Procedures rollowed when linkage unnot be made betw~n court or correctional InrormaUon /\lid ureat Information In thll crlmlnlll hlstoq 
database, 1993 

c.:Il:lIIC I 'dllmml/' mCIlIlICilI 
Coun Enter infonnation EstUr.lted disp05itions received which 

A=st disposition without linbgc to Enter no infonnation '1UI/J!21 ~ liIlll;!l!IllIlmoI1fW.1iG iIl[Q1IlI1Ioi1ll 
assumed assumed IlWIl~batKC dllA wllbclIllillklKC Percc:nt 
from fran From From Num~al of final Num~of Pm:entof 
court correctional From cOlTCClional From correctional fmal court court comctionaJ COITCClicnal 

State disposition data coona agl'.l1ciCi coona agenclca OIhcr dis pOliti on a dispoaitions dilpoddon. disposition. 

Alabama X X <10% 
Alaska X .. .. 
American Samoa Xa 
Arizon. X Xb 
Arkansas XO XC 2,000 42% 400 10 

California X X 327,000 50%d 108,000 100% 
Colorado Xtl 99 1 
Connecticut X Xf 5 7 
Delaware 5 ... 
District of Columbia .. .. .. .. 
Florid. X 
Georgi. 
Guamg 11.100 28% 

Hawaii X 
Idaho X X 

Illinois Xh .. 
Indiana Xl 30% ... 98% 
Iowa X X xl 5 .. • 
Kansll X X X 
Kentucky X X 15 5 

Louisiana X xl 10% • .. 
Maine X Xk 70 
Maryland X X .. . ... 
Massachusetts X .. .. S.600 18% 
Michigan X X Xl 28.900 16 

Minnesota X X 
Mississippi ... . .. 
Missouri X 4% .. • 
MonlanA X 
Nebraska X X 4.000 22 2,300 18% 

Nevada X xi <1% .. 
New Hampshire X X 15.500 60 .. .. 
New Jersu)' Xm Xm XC XO 

xi 
20.000 10 1,000 5% 

New Mexico X X 
New York X X 

North Carolina X 2,400 3% n n 
North Duota ... 10 10% 
Ohio X .. .. 
Oklahoma X ... 
Oregon X 8·12 .. 
Pennsylvania X XO 58,800 29% 
Puerto Rico X X 
Rhode Island X 
South Carolina X X X 7 .. 
South Dakota X X 5 1% 

Tennessee X X 
Toxas xP 
Trust Territory of the) 
Pacificq 
Utah X 38% 
Vennont X 

Virgin Islands X 1% .. .. 
Virglnla X X 
Wuhlnstor. X X X Xr 1,900 2 
West Virginia X X xl 
Wisconsin X X 5,600 6 290 6% 
Wyoming .. • .. • 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 18 

The notes below expand on the data in Table 18. The explanatory infonnation was provided by the respondent. 

IOpentor identification numbers are embedded in every record to 
identify and track errors. 

b Audit procedures are employed. 

C Audit procedures are bei.ng tested. 

dNo central criminal history repository is maintained currently. 

°Key verification. 

fEnsure compatiblo tracking numbers. 

gMissing infonnation is obtained from courts and arresting agoncies via 
telephone to ensure compiclc and accurate records. 

Page 50 • Data Tables 

h A complete quality control function exists on all criminal history 
entries. 

!computer reconciliation of computerized criminal history data is 
perfonned with contributing agencies' databases. 

iComputer comparison is made with the FBI computerized criminal 
history records. 

k All data is dual entered. 

~wo verifications are made of the fmgerprlnl Identification. 

mOata purge lists are returned to lIata entry open.tors for correction. 
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Table 18: StrategIes employed by SlIIte crImInal history repository to ensure accuracy or data In criminal hlltory database, 1993 

Random 
Dample 

Manual review comparisons of 
Manual review Manual of criminal Slate criminal 
of incoming double- record history Error lists 
SOUIlle checking Computer edit transcripts repository files retumed 10 
documents or before or after and verification before with stored reporting 

SlDte reports data entry programs dissemination dooumenl.S agencies Other 

Alabama X X X X 
Alaska X X X X 
American Samoa X X X 
Arizona X X X 
Arkansas X X X X 

CaUfornia X X X 
Colorado X X X X Xa 
Connecticut X X X X X 
Delaware X X X X X 

Xb District of Columbia X X X X X 

Florida Yo X X XC 
Georgi! X X X 
Guam 
Hawaii X X X X X 
Idaho X X 

Illinois X Xe 
Indiana X X 
Iowa X X X Xf 
Kansas X X X X 
Kentucky X X X 

Louisiana X 
Maino X X X X xg 
Maryland X X X X X 
Massachusetts X X X 
Michigan X X X 

Minnesota X X X 
Missiasippi 
Minouri X X X X X 
Montana X X X 
Nebraska X X X 

Nevada X X X Xh 
Now Hampshire X X 
New Jersey X X X X Xb 
Now Mexico X X X 
New YOlk X X X X Xi 

North Carolina X X X X 
North Dltko!a X X 
Ohio X X X ~ Oklahoma X X X Xb Oregon X X X X 

Pennsylvania X X X X X Xl 
Puerto Rico X X Xm 
Rhode Island X X 
South CaroUna X X X 
South Dakota X X X X X 

Tennessee X X X 
Texas 
Trust Territory of the 
Pacific 

X X X 

Utah X X X X X X 
Vermont X 

Virgin Islands 
Virginia X X X 
Washington X X X X 
West Virginia X X X 
Wisconsin X X X X 
Wyoming X X X X X 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 19 

The notC4 below expand on the data In Table 19. The explanatory infolmation was provided by the respondent. 

Note: Except for Wisconsin for which correctCII data was subminCII, the 
data in the columns for 1989 are taken from Bu~u of Justice Statistics, 
Criminal Justice In[ormaliOfi Policy: Survey oj Criminal History 
In/ormatioll Systems (March 1991), Table 18. The data in the columns 
for 1992 are taken from Bureau of Justice Statisties, Criminal Jus/ice 
Informatioll Policy: SUnlIY 1)[ Criminal History In/orma/ioll Systems, 
1992 (Novemh!o:t 1993), Table 19. 

Not available. 

aLog is maintained for inquiries only. 

b AU inquiries are logged: updates are liml\ed to the 1m transaction. 

cRandom sample audits were schedule" to begin in February 1994, 
re.10Urces permitting. 

dResources to conduct audits has been limited. 

ene expungement process, however, was audited for 1990·92. 

(Since June 30, 1992, the Georgia Crime Infonnatioo Center (GCIe) 
auditors have had to reduce the scope of their audita to sawfy National 
Crime Information Cenicr (NCIC) audit frequency requirements. 

gND central criminal history repository is maintained currently. 

hAudita were completed In conjunction with the baselin" audit 
completed in August 1992. 

IRecord tranuction log only. 

JAU court records are compared with arrest Information, and any 
inconSistencies are resolved before entry on the rap sheet. If preblems 
occur frequently with a particular department, a VISit to provide training 
is recommended. 
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k A formal audit was not conducted; an agency was provided assistance 
on improving Its procedures. 

IIn·house audits only. 

mRandom sampling is conducted daily on Incoming fmgerprint card 
submissions; specifio agenciC4 are not isolated. 

nVery limited. 

o A transaction log is maintained for one year on aU Inquiries, 
responses, etc. on ov!l!)'_ message crossing the Tennessee Enforcement 
Information System (fillS). This capability will be e~l'anded In the near 
future with a total replacement of the State mC4sage SWitch system. 

PExcept for modifications. 

qLogs are maintained for inqlliries and responses only. 

rField staff works with agencies on data quallt)'. 

sUser agencies are on a four·yr.ar aUditing oycle. nata quallty is one 
component of the audit. 

~Thc flfl\t dato representa the last audit of disposition reportlng; the 
second date represents tho last audit of arrest reporting. 

"The fust date rcpfC4COts the time period for the audit of disposition 
reporting; the second date reprcsenta the time period for tho audit of 
arrest reportlng. 
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Table 191 Audit activities of State criminal hlatory npolltory, 1989, 1991 and 1993 

Tranlllction logl maintained to Random umplo audits IlC uacr 
provido audit trall of inqumea, agenciol conducted \0 enmro data 
~gS01, tll~IlDl lII!!Il!III, mll!!ifiglll!!DI I,UlIllll! IDd ~!!mI!IiID~G Mill II~I Period of time 

Stalo 1989 1992 1993 1989 1992 1993 Dalo o( lalt audit covered by audit 

Alabama Yes Yesa Yes
b 

Yes Yes No 
AI,sk. Yes Yes Yea No No No 
American Samoa No No 
Arizona Yea Yes Yes No No No 
Arkanul No Yes Yes No Yes No 

California Yea Yes Yes YC:I Yes No 
Colorado Yes Yes Yes Yes Yea Yesc Fob 1994 1 year 
Connoctlcut Yea Yes Yns Yes Yes Yes

d Delaware Yes Yes Yes No Yes No 
Dlstrlct of Columbia Yes Yes Yes No YCI Yes Oct 1993 Jan·Juno 1993 

Florida Yes Yes Yes No No Noo 
Oeorgla Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Ni 
Gulrng 

y'C:Sh Hawaii Yes YC5 Yes No Yes Aug 1992 Jul 1991·Jan 1992 
Idaho Yea Yes Yes No No No 

Illinois Yea Yes Yes No YC5 Yea 
Indiana Yes Yes Yes No No Yes 1993 1992 
Iowa Yes Yes Yes No No No 1994 lalt 3 years 
Kanus No Yes Yes Yes Yes No 
Kentucky No Yes Yes No y", No 

Louiliana ~~ Yes, ~~ ~~ ~~ ~~ 1993 1990·92 
Maine yeti-
Maryland Yes Yea Yes No Yes Yes 1992 1991 
Mllllchusctta Yea Yea Yea No No No 
Michigan Yes Yea Yea No No No 

Minnesota Yes Yes Yes No No Yeak Jan 1994 2 years 
Missislippi No No No ~~ No No 
Missouri Yea Yes Yea No No 
Montana Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 1993 
Nebraska Yes Yea Yea No No No 

NCV4da Yes Yea 1;."cs No No No 
New Hampshire Yes Yes Yes No No No 
New Jeney No Yes Yes Yes Yea Yea ongoing 1989 
New Mexico Yes Yes Yes No No No 
New Yode Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Aug 199~ Jan 197()'Sep 1988 

North Caro11na Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes ongoing 
North Dskota Yes Yes Yes Yes Yesl Yes 1990 1988·90 
Ohio Yes Yes Yes YC5 Yes Yes last 5 years 
Oklahoma No No Yes No No No 
Oregon Yes Yes No No Yes Mar 1994 1989·93 

Ponnsylvania Yes Yes Yes Yes ycaffi Yes 
Puerto Rico Yes Yes No No 
Rhodo Island No No No No No No 
South Caro1Ina YC5 Yes YC5 No No YC5n 
South Dakota Yea Yes 'Yes Yes Yes Yes May 1993 1988·9;!. 

Tennessco Yes Yeao No No Yr4 Yes 
Te~1S Yes Yesp Yeaq No Nor Nor 
Trust Territory of the 
Pacifio No No 
Utah Yes Yes YC5 YC5 Yes Yes 
Vcrmoot YC5 Yes Yesq No No Yes Jul 1993 1990 

VirgIn Islands No No No No 
Virginia Yes Yes Yes Yes Yea Yess ongoing hit 4 years 
Washington Yes YC5 Yes Yes Yes Yes Dec 1993 Jan 1991·Dec 1993 
West Virginia YC5 Yes Yes No No No 
Wisconsin YCI YC5 Yes No No No 
Wyoming YC5 YC5 Yes No No Yes Dec 93/Nov 1992t 1993/Scp 1993u 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 20 

The nOlea below expand on the data in Table 20. The explamtory infonnation was provided by tlte respondent. 

t 

Not available. 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 

Audit/audil functions/procedures 
Automation conversion(redesign/enhllJlceIMnta 
Disposition/mcst reorting procedures/enhancements 
Felony flagging 
Fingerprint card/system convcmon/enhancemf.tlts 
Inw.r-agency/local agency intcrfaco 
Legislation 
Plan/strategy development 
Task force/advisory group establishment 
Tracking number implcmentation/improvcments 
Training seminars/pOlicy and procedures manuals 
Other 

'Electronic capture of criminal justice information at tho locallevcl 

bInstallation of improved imaging (photo) system 

CU!ternal controls 

dNo central criminal histcry repostory is currently maintained. 

~c first time period is for the period covered for repository reconls; tho 
second time period is for the period covered for .-eporting rates. 

fIdentifying "child abuse" information pllmlant to the National Child 
Protection Act of 1993 
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gThe State repository is in the process of stratogy development. 

hMajor redesign of the compUicrized criminal history system in New Jersey 
WII$ undertaken prior to the audit. 

i The audit is c\lITCZltly under n:view for appropriate action. 

jIn addition to this audit that determined the rate of missing felony 
dispositions for tho past five years and the foilow-up measures in which 
95'10 of the dispOl'lltioos were loc.ted and added to the State computori7.ed 
criminal history systom, many ongoing procedures help to ensure the quality 
of data maintained by the State repository. All new records (40%) are sent 
to contributors via tclccommunlcalions Ie9uesting verification of the 
accuracy of the rap sheet. The unified jUdlcia1systcm reports dispositions 
directly to th!> Stato rcpo.!itoryj repository staff then contact arresting 
19encics if there are no f1l1gcrprints. No OIltside agency has conducted an 
audit because ail funds Were dedicated to becoming a full participant in the 
Intorstate Identification Index and intorfaclng electronically with the court 
systom, both of which have synchronization procedures guaranteeing high 
data quality standards. 

kRegional hearings are being conducted on current system enhancements. 

~e enlirc rccordkeeping system is being organized, and a f1l1gerprint 
procedure of ail arrests is being implemented. 

m Other changes as dictated by the Virginia Task Force workp!an. 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 21/\ 

The nOles below expand 00 the dauln Table 21A. The explanatory Infonnatloo Wll provided by the respondent, 

• 

t 

Note: St.atca appearing In thia t.able have been designated by the 
Bureau of A1oohol, Tobacco and Fueanns, U.S. Treasury 
Department, as Sutca that currently have law~, that qualify LS 
alternatives to the fivo-day waiting ~od ~ents of the Bndy 
Handgun Violence Prevention Act (Public Law 103-159, November 
30,1993).59 FftUraIR'lIisl.r 14O,p. 37534 (July22,1994). 
Numbers for fueanns checko have bcCn rounded to the nearest 10. 

Prior to the sale of the handgun, a crlmlnelrecorda check of the 
potentlel pun:ha_ ia conducted using an illStalll _ ch.ck 
system. 

2 Prior to the sale of the handgun, a name cho:clc of the potential 
purchaser is conducted that is not an Instlnt name chcck. 

3 Prior to the sale of the handgun, the potential plllChascr must 
submit an applieatlon and fmgC!prints to the appropriate 
IUthOrity. 

4 Prior to the sale of the handgun, the potentid purchaser must 
obt.aln a pennit (Fireann Ownc:n Identification Card) that is 
fmgcrprint verified. 

5 Prior to the sale of the handgun, the potential purchaser must 
obtain a pennit that is ballt'.d upal a name sealCh only, 

A All firearms 
H Handguns ooly 
o Other fin:anns 

~Up to 24 houI' is pcnnittcd if the Instant check doea nOl respond, 

b Instant cho:clc system did nOl begin until 1994. 

c Except shOlguns and antiques, 

d The waiting period applies to handguns only, 

II At least 30 days ue requIred, but nOl more th~n 60 days. 

f The Honolulu Pollce Department docs nOl utilize information derived 
.from an FBI flllgcrprint check to deny. p!I!Illit. This is due In part to the 
length of time to proccas the fingcrpnnts. TIle check, however, is utilized as 
a basis for retrieval of fueanns from those Individuals prohibited from 
ownCI'Wp. 

g The purchaser is requlrcd to weit three days when purchasing a handgun 
and one day when purchuing a loog gun. 

h All chcc" are oonducted through the counly sheriffs' offices, so totals are 
nOl avallable at the SUte repository level. The St.ate I'qXlsilory can 
determine the nurnbet' of times that purpose code "F" (for fltC&nns checks) 
was used. For 1993, the toW wu 9,579; however, a number of factoI' 
could akew the number, Including the use of another puIpOse code for. 
flIC4tmS check, dupllcate inquiries 00 the same pcrson, and Inability of the 
system to distinguish inquiries for ·pcrmlts to carry" from inquil:ies for 
·pcnnits to purchase". 
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i Chcc" arc conducted for asnult weapons and for some handguns 
approved by the Handgun Review Board. 

j Prior to issuing • license to purchase a hand~, • cnrnlnal Wstory record 
check is conduCted by the loCal rollce or sheriff's department, depending 
upon the pun:hascr'1 residency. The purcheer is thm n:qulrcd 10 return to 
t1ie local agency and have the handgun "inspccted"{rcgislCrcd. All dala 00 
thll sale and registration is forwarded to and Indexed iii the Sl4te crintlnal 
=ord. repository, 

k Guns 30 Inches or less In length arc considered handguns In MicWgan. 

I Figures represent the IclUllI purchases made or altempted to be made; 
more may liavt: been approVed but never purchased. 

m Chcck$ are made by UICllocal sheriffs' dcpar1ments, and the outcome of 
the chcck$ is not 1'qXli1cd to the Stale repository. 

n Figur'CI repl'CSent the chcckl conducted by the St.ate repository; since the 
handgun pennit checks are l!II'fonned by local law enforcement, there is no 
way to mc:asure aU of the ciim1nal history checks conducted for purchase of 
handguns. 

o Potential !lUrch MCl'S arc required to wait until both • State and I Federa! 
illlgcrprinl check can be compl~.ted. 

p Figure represents mime chw conducted for the puipOllc renewals only. 

q Up to six months arc pcnnittcd for the Initial pennit invcatlgatlon. 

r Criminal history record checks arc also cooducted for the purchase of long 
guns in Nt:w York City. 

S The figure repre.,ents the total number of flllgcrprint checks conducted for 
the p,urchasc of fltC&tmS; breakdowns for approvals and denials are nOl 
available. 

I AIlc:ast two days are required, but not more tllan five days. 

" 
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Table 21AI Procedures for presale c.\'lmlnal hldory record cileeks on potential n!'ellrm purchasers by Slales with "alternative". symtems, 1993 

Typea of ~IIllI!m:!I[ omnn m"k~, 1223 
ti.reums EiuIlClllnOI,hCl:u ~omamcs;k3 State Eligibility practices •• Waiting period nlguiatedt Approved Denied Approved Denied 

Califomla 2-Non-instant name checlc IS A 635,690 6,sog Colorado I-Instant name checlc a H 
Connecticut 2-Non-instant name checlc 14 A 44,770 .'1!J7 Del.wam I·Instant name checlc ~d AC 

14,170 500 Florida I-Instant name checlc A 311,380 7,538/ 
180 pending 

Guam J.Fmgerpnnt checlc 3O-6Oe A 3,650 40
f Hawaii 4-Pcrmit 14 A 5,000 0 7,730 197 Idaho I.Instant name checlc 

lllinois I-Instant name checlc and 1-3g A 202,780 1,160 
5-Pennit (name-based) 

Indian. 2-Non-instant name check 7 H 123,150 ~ Iowa Hnstant name check and 3 H 
5-Pcnnit (name-based) 

MlI)'land 2-Nol.1-instant name check 7 d 35,000 m Masllchuscus 5-Pennil (name-based) 
~ 3,2001 MIchigan 5-Permil (namc-basedY 108,020 Mluourl 2-Non-instant name checlc m 

Nelmslca 5-Pcrmit (name-based) H 3,090 1851 

indefinite 0 
28,12OP 

510 pending n NewlC11ey 3-Pingerpr!nt checlc Qnd A 24,730 900 49 5-Pennit (name-based) 

NewYoDt 4-Pctmlt lsoQ I~Or 'J9,67OS 
Oreaon J.Fmgerpnnt checlc 15 H 50,850 264 Tennessee S-Pcrmit (name-based) 15 A 
Utah I-Instant name check 0 H 

Virgin ldands 2 and 3 • Other approvals A 150 11 
VirgWa 

and 4-Pennit 
I-Instant check A 211,140 1,739 Wisconsin I-Instant name check 2-st H 41,'150 308 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 2m 
The notes below expand on the data in Table 218. The explanatory infonnation was provided by the n:spondent. 

Note: States al'pcaring In this table have been designated by tho 
Bureau of Alcohol. Tobacco and Fireall'l\s. U.S. Treasury 
Department. as States that currently have laws that qualify as 
altematiws to the live-day waitin~ period requimnenls of tho 
Brady Handgun Violence I'rcIvenUon Act (Public Law 103-159, 
Novcmbcr30, 1993). 59 FttUTlll Resister 140, p. 37534 (July 22, 
1994). NumbclS for fll'ClllI'I\s checks have been rounded \0 tho 
nearest 10. 

N .. NamC) check 
F .. Fingerprint check 

BProcedun:s require that privale commitmenlli, as well as commltmenlli 10 
State mental facilities, bc included in the check. 

b Specified juvenile offenses ato also included in the check. 

C Procedures also require • detctmlnation that the potential purchaser is not 
a "cle.ar and pn:senl danger" to himself or others and that the potential 
purchaser ia not "wanted" in the State of lllinoia. 

d Courts _til also checJced for diaposition Information. 

C The statewide warrant database is also checked. 
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Table 2101 Data clemen" Rnd databuea !lied ror preaale record checka on pclenUal nrearm pur(huel'1l by States w~th "alternative"· systems, 1993 

DATABASES CHECKED 

Probation! 
Natlooal SIJItc CivU parole! 

nata c1emenls used in Sisto Crime Intentatc mental restraining pretrial 
acan:h of c:rlminAI repository Infomlatlon Identificatloo FBI-CJIS health oo:\cr releasc 

Suto history database records Center Index files rccords files INS sta~ Other 

Callfomla Name,OOB N N N Na N N N'> 
Colorado N N N N N 
Coooecticut Namc,OOB N N 
DclawllIO Name, DOB, SSN, N N N 

Dr.Uc. 

Florida Name,ooB, race, N N N N 
s~,SSN 

Guam Name, fingc:zprints F,N 
lIawaii Fmgctprints if F,N N F N 

no name Identificatloo 

Idaho Name,OOB N N N N 
Winol.s Name,DOB N N N ~ 
Indiana Name,OOB N 
Iowa Name,OOB N N N 

~ Maryland Nanle, DOB, SSN, N N N N N N 
Dr.Uc. 

Massachusctll Name,OOB N N N N N 
Michigan Namc,OOB N N N N 
Mlsaourl 
Nebraska Namc,OOB N N N 
NcwJcrse;v Name,DOB, F,N N N F F 

fing('l'(!!in\! 

NewYodc Fingctprlnts F F N F 
Orcgoo Fingctprlnll if 110 F N N N' N N 

name Idcntificatloo 

Tenncsscc Namc,OOn N 
UUh Namc,ooB N N N N 
Virgin Wands Name,OOB N N 
Viisirua Name,OOB N N N N N 
Wiscoosin Name,DOB N N N 
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Explanalory Nol('S ror 'l'able 22 

The notes below expand on the data in Table 22, The explanatory information WII provided by the respondent. 

• Note: States appearing in this table have been designated by the Bureau 
of Alcohol, Tobacco and Fm:arms, U,S. Treasury Departmenl. as States 
thai cun-ently have laws th.1 qualify as alternative:! to the five-day waiting 
period requirements of the Brady Handgun Violence l'rovention Act 
(Publio Law 103-159, November 30,1993). 59 F,thral R'8isllr 140, p. 
37534 (July 22, 1994). 

•• Information was received from Slate-level repository. Additional 
information aVailable from local "Chief Law Enforcement Officers" 
(CLEO's) may not be included on this table. 

Not available. 

t F .. Fcdcral 
S .. State!Local 

cUpon request, liat of "nonapprovats" is provided to (I'~er criminal justice 
agencies, 

d The altcrnatlve system was approved by the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco 
and Fucarms in July 1994. 

e information is provided only if th= is an outstanding wamnt. 

f Figure repreaents potcntlal purchasers who were ineligible because their 
pcnnlts were invalld-il.g., expired, revoked, etc., including revocations due 
to felony convictlons. 

B Figure includes potcntlal purchasers who were ineligible because they 
were non-residents (3), under 21 (3), or because the rtrcarms were stolen 
(144). 

h The llternative system WII not implemented untl11994. 
bColorado's altematlve system was not Implemented unI111994. Under both 
the pre-Brady system and the altematlvo system,sale approvals have been i Figuro includes potcntlal purohasers who wenl ineilB.ible because they 

l.rigurc rcprcsenta potcntlal porohuers who wenl ineligible because they 
were under age. 

gnnted in 92% of the elSe:! and denials have o«:urrcd in 8% of the cases, were dishonorably discharged from the armed services (1), or because they 
attempted to exceed the lawful handgun ll..uts (264), 
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Table 211 Purchuen delennlned to be lnelllllblt 10 purchue nreannlln ''alternative''. States, 1993 

Potential purc:huCl'lI determined 10 be inciligNc 
Action taken by Stale l~sitotY re~arding 
pun:hasen dclcnnined 10 be inciliglbleU 

Provided 
infonnation 10 

Adjudicated Foderall 
Unlawful mental Statc/looal 
USCIB or defective or prosecution No action 

Dlsqualifying addicted to committed 10 Soogbt or law taken by 
con victionsl conuolled mental illegal iuuancc of c:nf orce. (,::0 t Stale 

Stale 'rotal indictment Fugitives mbstances inatitution aliens Other • WIC'lIlt IUthOritiCllt Other rq>06itory 

Califoml 
Coloradot 6~09 50Ui 429 219 a S,F 

Connecticut 297 X Delaware 468 32 S 

Florida 7,s38 7;11)0 321 17 Xc 
Guam 40 39 1 X 
H~w1 197 X Idaho SC 

illinois 1,160 63 l,on f 
Indiana 45 45 
Iowa 
Matyland m 
Ma~~achusctta 
Michigan 3;11)0 
Miuourl 
Nebraska 185 185 S,1:1 

Ncw]eney 949 949 X 
NewYodc 
Oregoo 264 IM/S 5 IS08 
Tennessech 

X 

Utahh 
X Virgin IIlanda 11 6 4 I 

26S i X Virginia 1,739 1,1481270 47 S 4 
Wiaconsin 308 308 X 
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Explanatory Notcs ror Table 23 

The notes below e~pand on the data In Table 23. The explanatory Infonnation was provided by the respondent. 

• Note: States appcarln~ in thIa table have ~n designated by the 
Bureau of Alcohol, TOiJacco and Fucanns, U.S. Treasury 
DCJ!artment, as States that are subject to the Federal five-day waiting 
(,enod requirements of the Brady Handgun Violence Prevention Act 
(Public Law 103-159, November 30, 1993). 59 Federal ~e8i.rter 
140, PI', 37533-34 (July 22, 1994). 

•• Infonnltion was received from State-level rcpoIIilory. Additional 
inronnatior: available fran local "Chief Law Enforcement omcen" 
(CLEO's) may not be included on thIa table. 

t F" Federal 
S=Statc/Local 

Not available. 

• Local law enforcement agencies conduct the checks; therefore, 
the Infonnation is not available at the State repository level. 

a "Brady checkc· are proccs.~ed by individual county and local law 
enforcement agencies. !Agislation was passed that transferred the 
responsibility to a Handgun Clearance Center to be established within 
the Arlzooa Department of Public Safety; implementation detalb were 
not available at the time the survey response was completed. 
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b Additional potential I'urchasera may have been found incUgible as a 
result of checking databases other than tho State repository database. 

c Although Rhode Island docs operate in compliance with the Brady 
Act, the State has for some lime applied a mandatory seven-day waiting 
period on the purchase of all firearms, During that tirne, local law 
welcoment conducts checks of criminal history recorda. During 1993, 
a total of 10,325 checks were conducted of which 201 potential 
purchases were denied. 

d Local authorities abo are notified if the potential purchaser has a Slate 
or National Crime Infonnation Center (NCIC) warrant outstanding. 

e Background checks are not done currently. 
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Table 231 Presale crImInal hIstory record chec'" by States subject to the Federal waltlna perlod-, February 2S • March 18, 1994 

Action taken by Statc repository 
rcgudinS purehaacn dctcnnlncd to be 

incligiblcu 
Numbcrof 
crlminal rcconl 

Numbcrof Nurnbcrof background Provided 
crlminal rcconl crlminal rcconl checks infonnation 
background background rcsultingin to FcdcraI/ 
chccks checks resulting approvals to Numbcrof State/local 
conducted for in denials to proceed with applications prosecution or No Iction 
purchase of purchase purchasc of pending law enforcement taken by 

State handguns handguns handguns procening authoritieat State rcpoailory 

Alabama· X· 
Alaska 1,448 51 1,394 3 x-
American Samoa 0 0 0 0 X 
Arizona-· X· 

Arkansas 950 \I 631 310 X 
District of 
Columbia 30 X 
Georgia 9,213 X 
Kansas 1,628 71 1,557 0 S,F 

Kentucky 3,823 138 3,685 0 S,F 
Louisiana· 

lOb 
X· 

Mainc 1,554 0 0 X 
Minnesota· X· 

Mississippi X 
Montana· X· 
Nevada 2,416 29 2.387 0 S,F 
New Hampshire X 

New Mexico 1,272 26 1,246 0 S 
North Carolina 12,000 X· 
North Dakota 428 13 413 2 F 
Ohio 3,604 38 3,566 0 S 

Oklahoma· X 
Pennsylvania X 
Puerto lUco :: :c Rhode Island F 

South Carolina 4,305 190 4,102 13 SU 
South Dakota· X· 
Texas 53,395 X· 
Trust Tenitory of 
the PacificO 

Vennont 600 F 
Wuhlngton* X· 
West Virginia 16 S 
Wyoming 1,050 33 1,013 4 X· 
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Explanatory Notes ror Table 24 

The notes below expand on the data in Table 24, The explanatory infonnation was provided by the respondenL 

Note: Since data reported is as of 1993, costs of Implementing the 
Brady Handgun Violence Prevential I\ct (citation) which became 
effective February 28, 1994, are na1.included, Start-up costs hive been 
rounded to the nearest $100, 

• Includea costs for personnel, equipment, facilities. training and 
other costs spwificd by respondents, 

t Revenues generated from fees coven the costs of operating the 
program, 

• •• Not avallable, 

• Programming costs, 

b No start-up costs were included because the program has been in placo 
since before 1970. and no figures tnI avdlable. 
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c Dealen pey $100 annually as an access fcc to criminal history record 
infomlation, 

d Figure represents the fcc charged by the Puerto Rico Pollce 
Department for a license application. 

e Figure represents expenditure for training and education of chief law 
enforcement officen regarding implementation of "Brady" background 
checks. 

f No system currently exists for conducting background checks, 
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Table 14: Coat ollmplementinll and operatinll proarallll ror presale crImInal hlslory record checka on potential firearm pur(huera, 1993 

Gun check 
considered 
criminal 
justice (Cl) or 

Fees charged by noncriminal Funding sources for 
Il<Il!l~illlO: III 'IlDdll~1 a"tkb justice activity programs not supported 

State Start-up CO<Ita- Name Fingerprint (NCJ) by fuunn ICSfCh fees 

Alabama 
Alaska 
Amcricln Samoa 

$10:000· 
Cl,NCJ 

Arizona CJ 
Arkansas 9,400 $15 $15 NCJ State General Fund 

California $7,500,000 $14t CJ 
Colorado 105,700 12t Neither 
Connecticut CJ 
Delaware 120,000 CJ State General Fund 
District of Columbia 5 2,50 CJ Opentlng budget 

Florida $638,600 $8t CJ 
Georgia 
Guam 

'~ , Hawaii CJ City, county revenues 
Idaho 153,800 c NCJ 

IllInois $249,499 $2t CJ 
Indiana CJ 
Iowa CJ 
Kansas CJ 
Kentucky 103,000 

Louisiana 
Maine $2,500 NCJ 
Maryland CJ State PoUCl) budget 
Musachusetts Cl 
Michigan Cl Other syatcm user fees 

Minnesota CJ 
Mississippi 
Missouri Cl 
Montana 
Nebnska $3t Cl 

Nevada $123,000 $15t NCJ 
New Hampshire Cl 
New lersey 8t $12t NCJ 
New Mexico CJ 
New Yodc SO NC] 

North Carolina Cl 
North Dakota 
Ohio $15+ NCJ 
Oklahoma 
Ore8on $I,SOO,OOO C1 

Pennsylvania 
$50d 

C] 
Puerto Rico 
Rhode Island 
South Carolina $383,300 S+ CJ 
South Dakota 200e 

NCJ 

TcnnCilscc $24 NC] 
TexIS Cl 
Trust JcrrllDrY of the 
Pacifi 
Utah $34,000 SSt Cl 
Vmnoot NCl General Fund 

Virgin Islands $9 Cl Gencnl Fund Virginia $343,700 2 rJ Oencnl Fund Wuhington CJ 
West Virginia 100.000+ CJ 
Wisconsin 270,900 8t CJ 
Wyoming 
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Explanalqry Noles ror 'fable 2S 

The notes below expand on the data In Table 25. The explanatory infonnation w~s provided by the respondent. 

Not available, C Originating agency Identification number. 

a In.stale fll'Cann dealers only. d Out-of.state fll'Cann dcalelll only. 

b Currently the local pollee departments process fueanns pcnnlts. The existing e Soundex Is not used for "Brady" checks. 
Stale law on fircanns does not explicitly allow such notification infonnation to 
be given directly to a fircann, dealer. In Hawaii, however, conviction f No ml~lcr name Index. is maintained currently. 
infonnation Is considered a public record; therefore, dealers appear to be able 
to receive notification based on a felony conviction. Communication of other 
bases for disqualification would require legal clarification. 
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Table 25; Search methodt! \lied In conducting criminal hlatory checks on potential t1relll"m purchuel'l, 1993 

SOllndex can Stale law penn1ta S\.alc law pcnnita giving 
Minimum data clementa rcql1ircd be used in giving felony conviction "laiC approval"rno sale" 

S\.alc 10 Ic:lrch mlltM name index nllMlcuch information 10 firearm dealer information 10 firearm dealer 

Alabama Name, scx, race, DOD, SSN Yes No Yes' 
Ala&ka Name Yes No No 
American Samoa 
Arizona Name,DOD Yi:S No Yes 
Arkansas Name, sex, DOD Yes No Yes 

Californi: Name, sex, DOD Yes No Yes 
Colorado Name, sex, race, DOD Y.lS No Yesa 

Connecticul Name,DOD Yes Yesa Yesa 

Delaware Name, sex, race, DOD, dr. lic., SSN Yea No Yes 
Districl of Columbia Name, sex, race, DOD, SSN Yes Yes No 

Florida Name, leX, race, DOD Yes No Yesa 

Georgia Name, sex, race, DOD Yes No No 
Guam Name, DOD No 

N~G Hawaii Name, sex, DOD, SSN Yes No 
Idaho Name, DOD Yes No Yesa 

Illinois Name, DOD Yes 
y;'a 

Yea' 
Indiana Name,DOD Yes Yeaa 

Iowa Name,DOD Yes No No 
Kansas Name, sex, DOD Yes Yc:s Yes 
Kenlucky Name, sex, nee, DOD, SSN Yes Yes Yes 

Louisiana Name, sex, race, DOD Yes Yes- Yes 
Maine Name,DOD Yes Yes No 
Maryland N:me, sex, race, DOD Yes No Yes' 
Massachusells Name,DOD Yes No No 
Michigan Name, lex, race, DOll Yes Yes Yes 

Minnesola Name, sex, DOD, password, ORlo , 
purposo code YM No No 

Mississippi 
Missouri Name, DOD Yes No No 
Monllna Yes Yes YC41 
Nebraska Name, sex, race, DOD, SSN Yes No Yes 

Nevada Name, sex, DOD Yes Yes Yes 
New Hampshire Namc,DOD Yes No No 
Now lersey Namc, DOD, SSN Yes No No 
New Mexico Name,DOD Yes Yes Yes 
New York Namc, ~ex, DOD, flllgcrprinls Yes No No 

North Carolina Name, IICX, race, DOD Y~.s No Yr.sd 
North Daleola Name,DOD Yes No No 
Ohio Name, DOD, SSN Noe No No 
Oklahoma Name, sex, DOD Yc.~ 
Oregon Namc,DOD Yes No No 

Pennsylvania Namo,DOD No Yes Yes 
Puerto Rico Name, DOD, sex, race, SSN, flllgcrprirllS Yes No No 
Rhode Island 

y~. Soulh Carolina Namc,DOD Yes No 
Soulh Daleola Name, 50X, DOD Yes No No 

Tennessee Name, ICX, race, DOD Yes No No 
Texas Name, sex, race, DOD Yes No No 
Trust Territory oC the 

NAr NAr Pacific No No 
Utah Name, sex, DOD Yes No Yes 
Vorrr.\1lt Name,DOB Yes No Yes 

Virgil, Islands NAr No Yes· No 
Virginia Namc, sex, race, DOD Yes No Yes 
Washinglon Namc,DOD Yes Yes Yes 
Wesl Virginia N.mc,DOD No No No 
Wisconsin Name, sex, race, DOD Yes Yes Yea 
Wyoming Name, sex, DOD Yes No No 
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Explanatory Notes (or Table 26 

The notes below expand Oil th<, data in Table 26. The explanatory lnfonnation was prov\ded by the respondent. 

Note: Records arc considered to be CllITCnt and shullable if the 
jumdi~tiol\ is a member of the FBI Interstate Identification Index (ill) 
and the records of Il'tCst within the preceding five years contain 
dispositions of thooe am:sts. Guam and the Trust Territory of the 
Pacific did not provide estimatt:ll of the date of entry into the III 
system. Listed date1 am based on the goal of December 2000. 
American Samoa provided only an estimated date of entry into m. 
Intcnnediate goalJ arc based 00 thia date and the goal December 
2000. 

X • Goal has been achieved. 

Page 68 • Data Tables Survey of Crimillaillistory III/ormation Systems. 1993 



Table 26: U.s. Attorney General', «>tllm.ted Iloals/tlmetable. for criminal history record aharlnll In a nillonal Instant background check system, ] 994 

Month Ind year MaDIh IDd ~CIX ill ~hl~b Ibe IIC[l:CIlI a[ 111 Qlaml IDd abmiblc w:allls i~ III he ulan: 
Stilll will ~II 

StalCl m participant Up to 25% 50% 75% 80% Full participant 

Alabama Dec 95 Dec 95 Dec 95 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 
Alaska X X X X X Dec 00 
American Samoa Ja .. 95 Mar 96 Mar 97 Mar 98 Mar 99 Dec 00 
Arizona M~.'96 Dec 96 Dec 96 Doo 96 Dec 96 Dec 00 
Arklnsas Feb 95 Jan 96 Apr 97 Doc 98 Jun 99 Dec 00 

California X X X Dw 98 Dec 98 Dec 00 
Colorado X Jan 97 Ian 98 Jul 98 Scp 98 Jan 99 
Connecticut X X X lun 95 Jun 95 lun 99 
Dclawaro X X X Dec 96 Dec 97 Dec 99 
District of Columbia Dec 9S Dec 9S Dec 96 Dec 97 Dec 98 Dec 99 

Florida X X Dec 95 Dec 98 Dec 00 Dec 00 
Georgia X X X Dec 98 Dec 00 Dec 00 
Guani Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 
Hawaii Di>CJ99 Dec 99 Dec 99 Dec 99 Dec 99 Dec 00 
Idaho X X Jan 96 Ian 97 Ian 98 Dec 00 

Illinois X Jan 97 Jan 97 Jan 97 Aug 97 Aug 98 
Indllna Jun 95 Jun 95 Iun 95 Jun 95 Jun 95 Dec 9S 
Iowa Jul 95 lul 9S lul 95 Jul95 Jul 9S lui 99 
Kansa. Jln 98 Jln 98 Jln 98 Jan 98 Jan 98 'an 98 
Kentucky Jln 96 Jan 96 Jln 96 Jan 97 Jan 98 Jan 00 

Louisiana Dec 96 Dec 96 Dec 96 Dec 96 Dec 96 Dec 96 
Mahul Jftn 96 Ocl98 Oct 99 Oct 00 Oct 00 Dec 00 
Maryland Dec 97 Dec 97 Dec 97 Dec 97 Dec 97 J)-,c 00 
Mallachuselta Dec 98 Jun 99 Jun 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 
Michigan X X X X X Dec 00 

Minnesota X X X Dec 9S Dec 96 Dec 99 
Mississippi Dec 98 Dec 98 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 
Missoun X X Dec9S Dee 99 Dec 99 Dec 00 
Montana X X X X Dec 96 Dec 00 
Nebraska Jun 96 Jun 96 Dec 96 Dec 97 Dec 98 Dec 00 

Novada X X Dec 94 Dec 95 Jul 97 Dec 00 
New HampahirCI Dec 94 Dec 94 Dr.c 94 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 
New Jcraey X X X X X Dec 99 
New Meldeo Dt:.cOO Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 
New York X X X X Jun 9S Dec 00 

North CuoUna X X X X X Dec 00 
North Dakota X Dec 95 Dec 97 Dec 99 Dec 00 Dec 00 
Ohio X X Dec: 95 D((I96 Dec 97 Dec 98 
Oklahoma X D((I96 Dec 97 Dec 98 Dec 99 Dec 99 
Oregon X X Dec 98 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 

PClnn.ylvanla X X X Dec 96 Dec 97 Dec 99 
Puerto Rico Jan 96 Jan 96 Jan 96 Jan 96 Jan 96 DccOO 
Rhode Island Dec 98 Dec 98 Dec 98 Dec 98 Dec 98 Dec 98 
South Carolinl X X X X X Jan 98 
South Dakota X X Iun 98 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 

Tennealcc Oct 97 Oct 97 Dec9~ Dec 00 DCll 00 DccOO 
Tcx .. X X X Jun 98 Jun 98 Dec 00 
Trust Tcnitory of the 
P'MC Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 
Utah X X X Dec 96 Dec 97 Dec 00 
Vermont Jun 96 DCll98 Dec 98 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 

Virgin Islands Dec !i8 Dec: 98 Dec 98 Dec 98 Dec 98 Dec 00 
Virginil X X X X X X 
Wuhington X Jun 95 Jun 95 Jan 96 Dec 96 Dec 99 
Weal Vltfnnia Dec 96 Dec 96 Jan 98 Jan 99 Jan 00 Jan 00 
Wiseons n Jun 96 Jun 96 Jun 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 
Wyoming X X X X X DQC 97 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 27 

'The notes below expand on the data in Table 27. 'The explanatory Infonnatlon was provided by the respondent. 

Note: 'The information In this IlIblc was provided by the Criminal 
Justice Infonnation Services Division, FBI. Nwnbcrs have been 
rounded to the nearest 100. 

• Moat dispositions arc received by IlIpe submissions. 

L ___ p_ag_e 70 • Data Tables 

a Florida is a participant In the National Fingerprint File and submits 
only the Ilrst fmgerprint card of an Individual to the FBI. 'Tht'i number 
of fingerprint cards submitted to the FBI, thcrcf(lrc, is subsllInually less 
that tlie number received by the SllIte criminal history repository for 
processing. 

b As of 1994. Nebraska became a machine readable SllIte reporting 
dispositions by tape. 
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Table 271 Flnaerprlnt carib and dbpoiltlolll r~elved by the Federal Bureau of InveatlllaUon, 1993 

NIImw D[ fiDII~ll!tiny w:~I:tGJIl!llIhQ Ell. 122J Number of final 
dispositions 

Criminal justice Noncriminal received by the 
State pUrpOllCl Justice purpoaCi FBI, 1993 

Total 4,192,500 413,800 2,770,200 

Ala~ma 61,30;) 2,600 62,800' 
Alaska 10,600 1,400 1,700 
Ammcan Samoa 
Am!!na 72.700 9,500 59,600' 
Adeanlls 21,700 2,500 70,400' 

CaUfomla 426,800 40,400 412,900 
Colorado 110,400 5,300 100 
Connecticut 31,600 10,500 8,600 
Dclawaro 12,000 2,100 15,400' 
District of Columbia 30,600 21,500 9,400 

Florida 206,900· 22,200 1,200 
Georgia 335,600 10,700 825,000" 
Guam 1,200 2,800 
Hawall 14,600 6,000 3,100 
Idaho 21,000 5,200 100 

nIinoi. 303,100 9,300 13,400 
Indiana 32,300 4,000 11,400 
Iowa 34,500 1,100 46,500 
Kansas 41,600 1,800 23,100 
Kentucky 30,900 1,000 10,100 

Louisiana 73,700 4,400 8,000 
Maino 3,800 200 1,100 
Maryland 136,000 9,200 4,300 
Massachusetts 16,300 2,200 700 
Michigan 87,200 16,400 300 

Minne~ota 49,400 1,300 700 
Mississippi 20,200 4,500 4,800 
MisSOUri 67,200 5,300 96,300' 
Montana 13,600 400 168,300' 
Nebraska 11,000 900 1,000b 

Nevada 37,900 2,400 1,100 
New Hampshlro 9,200 600 5,700 
New Jelley 112,900 32,000 400 
~:ew Mexico 33,400 1,900 8,000 
New Yode 503,500 54,200 232,900· 

North Carollna 70,100 8,000 100 
North Dakota 3,600 0 2,400 
Ohio 126,800 3,800 82,600' Oklahoma 29,100 2,600 9,000 
Oregon 56,000 14,400 83,300 

PennsylVania 156,100 6,400 69,300 
Puerto Rico 4,500 0 
Rhode Island 7,800 300 3,400 
South Carolina 132,100 6,600 2,700 
South Dakota 15,000 300 116,100' 

TennentI' 60,800 5,900 19,700 
Tex .. 276,100 27,700 61,500 
TlUSt Temtor}' of the 
Pacific 
Utah 17,600 1,100 1,200 
Vermont 3,900 200 1,700 

Virgin Islandll 1,100 0 
Virginia 108,900 8,200 64,100 
Washington 98,400 28,400 118,700' 
West Virginia 11,000 400 7.000 Wisconsin 32,100 3,200 13,100 
Wyoming 7,100 500 5,900' 
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Explanatory Notcs ror Table 28 

Tht'> notea below oltpand on the data In Table 28. Tho explanatory Infonnatlon WI' provided by the respondent. 

Note: The infonnatlon In this table was provided by tho Crlmlnal • Stato was not a 'iII participant by December 31. 1993. but hIS since 
Iustlce Infonnatlon SllI'Vicea Division. FBI. The numbers have been becomtl one. 
rounded to the nearest 100. 'The Infonnation is not applicable to Statea 
that are not currently participating In III, and Ihlltufore, the cells for no-
participant States are blank. 
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Table 28: Criminal hlltory rec:ordl of Int~l'1tate IdentlnulJon Index (IU) parllclplllu maintained by the Stale criminal hl.tory repoliltory and lhe 
Federal Bureau of Inve.lJaAllon, 1993 

m records indexed with Percent of total recorda 
the Stato', identification m records mainulned availablo tIuou~ m Stale (SID) pointers by tho FBI for tho Stato maintained by 0 Stato 

Total 12,449,700 3,891,700 

Alabama 
Alask. 11,800 55,600 18% 
American Samoa 
Arizona 
Ark.n ... 

Callfomla 2,124,300 607,800 78% 
Color.do 246,600 92,300 73 
Connecticut 91,100 97,400 48 
Ddawaro 41,000 47,700 46 
District of Columbia 

Florida 1,555,500 231,700 87% 
Georgi. 1,117,800 68,700 94 
Gu&ni 
Hawail 
Id.ho 64,800 20,800 76 

Dlinoil 18,300 959,800 2% 
Indi.na 
low. 
Kan.u 
Kentucky 

Loulalilt. 
M.lno 
Maryland 
MUllchu.ettl 
MichigAn 503,600 42,300 92% 

MlnncaOtA 156,400 19,600 89% Milllulppi 
182,200 133,600 S8 Milloun 

Montan. 20,500 41,100 33 
Nebruka 

Nev.d. 3,500 181,1500 2% Now H.mpahlnl 
New Jersey 706,300 49,000 94 New Mexico 
Now York 1,672,700 64,800 96 

North CaroUna 424,800 21,700 9_$% 
North Dakota· 
Ohio 504,200 76,000 87 Oklahom.-
Oregon 268,100 13,200 95 

Penn3ylv'nl, 
Puerto Rico 

467,200 243,900 66% 

Rhode Island 
South Carolin. 495,800 29,800 94 South Dskota· 

Tcnne .. ec 
Te~ .. 1,359,000 109,500 93% Truat TerritOr)' or tho 
Pacific 
Utah 14,200 123,100 10 Vermont 

Vilgin IsI.nd. 
Virginia 337,000 190,500 64% Wuhlngton 31,800 357,800 8 
Weat Vfrfn'da 
WI,con. n 
Wyoming 31,200 12,500 71 
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Methodology 

This report is based upon the 
results from a survey conducted of 
the administrators of the State 
criminal history record 
repositories in March 1994. A 
total of 56 jurisdictions were 
surveyed, including the 50 States, 
American Samoa, the District of 
Columbia, Guam, the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, 
the Trust Territory of the Pacific 
(Republic of P8lau) and the U.S. 
Virgin Islands. Responses were 
received from all 56 jurisdictions. 

The three-part survey instrument 
consisted of 9B questions, many 
of which were multi-part. The 
survey was designed to colleet 
comprehensive data in 14 topical 
areas, as follows: 

• current quality and quantity of 
records in the criminal history 
databases: 

• hardware and software 
capabilities and needs: 

• State repository search methods 
and policies regarding current 
procedures for performing 
crimh'lal history checks for 
firearms purchases: 

• ability of State repositories to 
participate in a system in which 
convicted felons are uniquely and 
easily identified by some form of 
a targeted database; 

• level of fmgerprint-supported 
arrest reporting to the Stat~ 
repositories and the process.lng 
and timeliness of the information 
that is entered into criminal 
history record datnbascs: 

• level of prosecutor-reported 
information in criminal. history 
databases; 

• level and timeliness of 
dispt1sition reporting by the 
courts to the State criminal 
history repositories; 
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• types and timeliness of 
information reported to the State 
criminal history repositories by 
State and local conectional 
facilities; 

• level of probation/parole-related 
information in State criminal 
history databases: 

• extent to which the records in 
State criminal history databases 
contain final disposition 
information; 

• ability of the State repositories 
to link reported disposition data 
to arrest data in State criminal 
history record databases: 

• level of audit activity in the 
States and the strategies employed 
the State repositories to ensure 
accuracy of the data in the 
criminal history record databases; 

• arrest and disposition reporting 
mtes relating to child abuse 
crimes; and 

• participation of the States in the 
Interstate Identification Index and 
the National Fingerprint File. 

In addition, the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation ptovided 
information relating to the 
number of tingerprint cards and 
dispositions recdved by the FBI 
during 1993 and the number of 
cdminal history records of the 
States participating in the 
Intetstate Identification Index 
system that are maintained by the 
State criminal history repositories 
and the number of records 
maintained by the FBI for the­
States. Additional information 
was obtained from the 
Department of Justice rolating to 
the timetables that were 
established by the Attorney 
General in compliance with the 
mandates of tllO Brody Handgun 
Violence Prevention Act 

Following the receipt of the 
responses, all data were 
automated. Extensive telephone 
follow-up was undertaken. 
Survey respondents were then 
reque',ted to respond to particula..r 
questions relating to the current 
data compared to data from earlier 
surveys. Respondents were also 
permitted a final review of the 
data after it was placed in the 
tables that appear in this report. 

Numbers and percentages shown 
in the tables were rounded. In 
most cases, numbers were 
rounded to the nearest 1 ~ 
Percentages were rounded to the 
nearest whole number. 

In the nnnlyses of the tables, 
averages and totals were calcldated 
using the mid-point of the range 
where ranges appeal' in the 
underlying data. In instances 
where the result is .5, when it 
followed an even number, the 
number was rounded down to the 
even number (e.g., 4.5 became 
4): in instances where the .5 
followed an odd number, the 
number was rounded up to the 
next even number (e.g., 1.5 
bccame2). 

Data reported for 1983 and 1984 
were taken from Bureau of Justice 
Statistics, Technical Report: 
State Criminal Records 
Repositories (October 1985). As 
shown in the tables in this report, 
the numbers were Mundcd to the 
nearest 100. Data tcportcd for 
1989 was taken from Bureau of 
Justice Stntistics, Survey 01 
Criminal flistory Inlormation 
Systems (Murch 1991), Oata 
reported fo.l' 1 Q92 was taken from 
Bureau of J\'lsuce Statistics, 
Survey al Crimina/ flistory 
Inlarmatio'l Systems, 1992 
(November 1993). 

Survey 01 Crimina/History Inlormation Systems, 1993 



.----------~------------------~--------------~----------------------------------------------------'~~------
ureau of Justice 
tatistics reports 

Revised January 1995) 

all toll-free 800-732-3277 to order BJS 
eports, to be added to one of the BJS 
lalling lists, or to speak to 1;\ reference 
peclallst In statistics at the t:lureau of 
ustlce Statistics Clearinghouse, 
.0. Box 179, Annapolis ,Junction, MD 
0701-0179; or fax orders to 410·792-
358. For drugs and crime data, call the 
rugs & Crime Data Center & Clearing­
ouse, 1600 Research Blvd., Rockville, 
o 20850, toll-free 800-666-3332. 

JS maintains these mailing lists; 
Law enforcement reports 
Federal statistics 
Drugs and crime data 
Justice expenditure and employment 
Privacy and security of (,rlmlnal histories 
nd criminal Justice Info'fToation policy 
BJS bulletln~ and ",").:111: reports 
Statfl felony courts 
Corrections 
National Crime Victimization Survey 
Sourcebook of Criminal Justice 

'taUs tics (annual) 

Ingle cop las of reports are frae: use title 
nd NCJ number to order. Postage and 
and ling are charged for bulk orders 
f sfngle reports. For single copies of 
ultlple titles, up to 10 titles are free: 

1-40 titles $10: more than 40, $20: 
ibrarles call for special rates. 

ubllc-usa tapes, disks, and CD-ROM's 
f BJS data sets and other criminal Justice 
ata are available from the National 
rchlve of Criminal Justice Data (formerly 
JAIN), P.O. Box 124~" Ann Arbor, MI 

18106 (toll-free 800-999-0960). 

atlonal Crime VictlmJiatJon 
urvey 
lo"mce betweef, Intimates: Domestic 
Violence. NCJ·149259, 
11/94 
,WS redesign: 
Pless release, NCJ-151169. 10,94 
Fect sheet, NCJ·151170, 10/94 
Quostlons and answers, NCJ-151171. 10/94 
Technical background, NCJ·151172, 10/94 
rlmlnal Victimization III \he U,S,: 
1973-92 trends, NCJ·147006, 8/94 
1992 (IInal), NCJ.145125, 4/94 

lolent crIme; Selocted findings, 
NCJ·147488,4/94 

Iderly ~rlmo victims: Selected findings, 
NCJ·141180, 3/94 

lolonco against women, NCJ-145325. 1194 
Ighllghts frohl 20 vears of sUrveying crime 
Victims: 191;)'92, NCJ·144525, 10/93 
rime and oldor Amerlcanslnformallon 
package, NCJ·140091, 4/93, $15 

Corrections 
BJS bulla/ins and spec/al r'i1ports 

Capltnl punishment 1993, lIICJ 150042, 
12/94 

Prlsonorsln 1993, NCJ·147036, 6/94 
Women In prison, NCJ·145321, 3/ij4 
HIV In U,S, prisons and lolls, NCJ·143202, 

0/93 
Drug entorcement and treatment 

In prisons, 1990, W)J-134724, 7/92 
Violent State prisoners and their victims, 

NCJ-124133,7/90 
Prison rule violators, NCJ-120344, 12/89 
Rocldlvlum at prisoners released In 1983, 

NCJ-l1il261,4/89 
Drug use and crime: State prison Inmata 

survey, 1906, NCJ-111940, 7/08 
Time served In prison and on pa:ole, 1904, 

N CJ·1 08544, 12/87 
Protlle ot State prison Inmates,190S, 

NCJ-l09926,1/88 
Imprisonment In tour countries, 

NC,j-l03967,2/87 

Correctional populations In the U.S.: 
1992, NCJ-146413, 1/95 
1991, NCJ-142729, 8/93 

Prisoners at midyear 1994, NCJ·151168, 10/04 
Comparing Foderal nnd State prison 

Inmates,199i, NCJ-145864, 10/94 
Pro tile ot Inmates In the U,S, and In England 

and Wales,1991, NCJ.145863, 10/94 
National Corrections Reporting Program: 

1992, NCJ-145862, 10/94 
1991, NCJ·145861, 2/94 

Survey ot State prison Inmatos, 1991, 
NCJ·136949,5/93 

Censuo 01 State and Federal correctional 
tacilitles, 1990, NCJ.137003, 6/92 

Prisons and prlsonorsln the United States, 
NCJ-137002,4/92 

State and Fedolallnstitutlons, 1926-88: 
Raco of prlsonors admitted, NCJ-125616, 

6/91 
Historical st611stics 011 prisoners, 

NCJ·l11098, 6/88 

Census of Jails and survey 
of Jail Inmates 
BJS bulletins and speCial reports 

Jallinmates,1992, NCJ·143264, 8/93 
Drunk driving: 1909 Survey at Inmates 

of Local Jail! NCJ·134128, 9/92 
Women In Jail, 1989, NCJ·l~4732, 3/9? 
Drugo and loll Inmates, NCJ-130836, 8/91 
Profile ot lallinmates, 1989, 

NCJ-129097,4/91 
Popu!atlon density In local Jails, 1988, 

NCJ-122299, 3/9u 

Conous ot local lolls, 1980: 
Summary and methodology, vol,l, 

NCJ·127992,3/91 
Data tor Individual Jails In the Northeast, 

Midwest, South, West, volo, II-V, 
NCJ·130759-130762,9/91 

Census ot local Jails, 1983: Selected 
tlndlngs, vol. V, NCJ·112795, 11/88 

Probation and parole 
BJS bulletms and spec/at reports rime Victimization In city, ~uburban. 

and rural tlroae, NCJ.135943, 6/92 Probation alld perole: 
chool crime, NCJ.131645, 9191 1993 (press reloase), NCJ-149730. 9/94 
eenage Victims, NC.j.l:l8129, 5/91 19~2, NCJ-146412, :1/94 
~ho Nation's two crime measures: Uniform J 

t 

Crime Reports Be the NCS, NCJ·12270S, 4/90 uvenlle corrections 
Ictlmlzatlon and toar ot crime; World ChUrlren In custody: Census ot public and 
perspectivas, ~CJ.93a72, 1105, $9.15 prlvato luvenlle detontlon, corroctlnnal, 

he Na.tlOnal Crhuo Survey: Working papers, and sheltor taclllties 1975-05 NCJ.114065 
Vol. I, History, NCJ·753i'4, 8/82 6/89 " , 
Vol. II, MethodoloilY, NCJ·90307,1/0S,$990 Survey 01 youth In custody, 1907 (spoclal 

JS Cf/mo data bf/ots reporl), NCJ·113385, 9/88 

I 

Young black malo victims, NCJ.147004, ~ 
12/94 r;;xpendlture and employment 
Violence /,rld thoft In tho workplaco, . 

NCJ.140199 7/94 Justlcoe~pendlture and employment: 
Child rape vlcilms, 1992, NOJ.147001. 6/04 1990 (BJS bullelln), NCJ·135777, 9/92 
Crime and neighborhoods, NOJ.147005,0I94 1900 (full report), NCJ·125619, f/91 
Guns end crime: Handgun victimization, Justlco varlablo paBs·through data, 1990: 

tlrearm seU-detense, and IIrearm tholl. Anti-drug abuse tormula grants (BJS 
NCJ,147003,6/94 leeMlcol reporl). NCJ·13301b 3192 

Carlacklng, NCJ·147002, 3/94 
Costs 01 crime to vfctlms, NCJ.14580S.2/g4 Drugs and crime 

SJS bulletllls 
'Criminal vlcllmlzatlon 1992, NCJ·144776, 

11/03 
I Crime and tho Nation's householdc, 1992, 

NCJ·t.!3288, 9/93 

9JS spoClal ropolls 
Black victims, NCJ·122SG2, 4/00 
Hispanic Victims. NCJ-120S07, 1/90 
Motor vohlclo theil, NCJ·l099iS, 3/88 
Robbery vlcUmo, NCJ·l046aG, 4/87 

Stalo drug resources: 1994 nallonal 
dlrecttlry, NCJ·147700, 10/04 

Drugsend cr:me locto,l~93, NCJ'14G~4G, 8/94 
Drllgs, crime, and the lusllce system: 

A notional report, ~~CJ·1336S2. 5193 
Technical appondlx, NCJ·139578. 0103 

Calalog 01 oelected Federal publiCAtions 
on 1II0gai drug nnd alcohOl abuse, 
NCJ·j39S6:! 6/93 

Courts 
8JS bulletins 

Protrlol release ot felony defendants 
1992, NCJ-148018, 11/94 

Felol)Y sentences In State courts 
1992, NCJ·151167, 1/95 
1990, NCJ·140186, 3/93 

Prosecutors In State courts 
1992, NCJ.145319, 12193 
1990, NCJ-134500, 3/92 

Criminal defense tor the poor, 1986, 
NCJ·112919,9/08 

BJS speC/ill reports 
Felony sentences In tho United States, 

NCJ-149017,10/94 
Murder In tam Illes, NCJ·143498, 7/94 
Murder In large urean counties, 1988, 

NCJ·140614.3/93 
Rilcldlvlsm ot felons on probptlon. 

1986-09, NCJ·134177, 2/92 
Felony coso processing In State courts, 

1986, NCJ·121 753, 2/90 

Felony detendants In largo urban countlasl 
National Prot rial Reporting Program 
1992, NCJ-148B26, 11/94 
1990, NCJ-141872, 5/93 

National Judicial Reporting Program 
1990, NCJ·145323, 12/93 
1900, NCJ-135045, 1/93 

Felons sentenced to probation In State 
courts,1988, NCJ·1240'14,l1190 

Felony detendants In large urban counties, 
1900, NCJ·122385, 4/90 

Felony laws of 50 StatoD nnd the Dlstrlcl ot 
Columbla,1906, NCJ·l050G6, 2108, $14.00 

State court model statlsticnl dictionary: 
Supploment, NCJ·98326, 9/05 
1st edition, NCJ·62320, 0/80, $10.60 

Criminal history records 
SUI,'qy ot criminal history Intormallon 

sysi~:ms, 1903, NCJ·140951, 1/05 
Notional Criminal Wstory l'T1provement 

Program annoUncemp.ilt, NCJo15117:J, 12194 
Uso and management 01 criminal history 

record Intormatlon: A comprehensive 
report, NCJ·143501, 11/93 

Report of the Nallonol Task Force on 
Criminal History Record Disposition 
Re"ortlng, NCJ-13S836, 6/92 

Allornoy Goneral's progl'am tor Improving 
the Notion's criminal history records: 

BJS Implementation status report, 
NCJ-I34722,3/92 

Identifying telons who attempt to 
purchase tlrearms, NCJ·144393, 10/89 

Idontlfylng porsons, other than telons, 
Who ollemptto purchase firearms, 
NCJ·123050, 3/90, $990 

Assosslng completeness and accuracy 
ot criminal history record Intormotlon: 
Audit guide, NCJ·133651, 2/92 

Forensic DNA analysis: Issues, 
NCJ.126567,6/91 

Statutes requiring usa ot crhnlnal history 
record Informadon, NCJ·129096, 6/91 

Orlglnall'l,'Jrds of entry, NCJ·125626, 1/91 
Straterl'ns tor Imptovlng data quality, 

NCJ·115330,5/e9 
Public accossto criminal history rocord 

Information, NCJ·111458,11IBO 
Juvenile records and recordkoeplng 

systems, NCJ-112615. 11188 
Automated Hngo/prlntldentitlcatlon 

systems! T2chMIogy and policY Issues, 
I~CJ-10434I, 4/87 

Criminal Justice "hot" ii!~s, tlC.) lQ1850, 
12/86 

e~port witness manual, NCJ·77927. 9/01. 
$11.50 

BJS/SEARCH contorenco proceodlngs: 
National conteronce CiI1 c,'lmlnal hlslory 

rer-ord Inlorm:;ll::~. Brady and beyond, 
~:;,J·151263,1I95 

National con terence on c"holnalluatlce 
bulletin b\)(\rd systems, NCJ·145327, 
2194 

National conterence on Improving the 
quality ot criminal history Informallon, 
NCJ·133532, 2192 

Criminal Justice In the 1990's: The fUture 
of Inlormation management, 
NCJ.121697. 5/90, $7.70 

Juvenllo and adult records: Ono system, 
one rocord? NCJ·114047, 1100 

Open VB. conlldentlal rocords, 
NCJ,113560, 1/08, $770 

Compendium 01 State privacy and security 
logl5latlon: 

1994 ovorvlow, NCJ·151262, 1/95 
1994 tull repot! (1 ,SOOpp, microfiche $2. 

hard copy, NCJo15162J, $104),1/05 

Law Enforcement Management 
and Administrative Statistics 
LEMAS,1990; Dala for Individual agencies 

with 100 or more olllcera, NCJ-134436, 9/92 

BJS !;!Ullelins and spec/al reports 
Federal law oliforcoment officers, 1993, 

NCJ·151166,1/95 
Census 01 State and local law enforcement 

agencies 1992, NCJ·142972, 7/93 
Dru g entorcement by police and sheriffs' 

departments,1990, NCJ·134505,.S/92 
Statfl and locol police departments, 1990, 

NCJ.133264,2192 
SherUts' departments, 1990, NCJ·133283, 

2192 
Polico dep~rtmonts In large Cities, 1987, 

NCJ·119220, 0/09 
Protllo ot State and locstlaw enlorcemant 

agoncles, 1987, NCJ·113949, 3/89 

Pederal justice statistics 
Federal drug case processing, 1985-91, with 

preliminary data tor 1992, NCJ·144392, 3/94 
Federal criminal case processlng,1902.91, 

with preliminary data tor 1992, 
NCJ·144526, 11/93 

Compendium ot Federallustice statistics: 
1990, NUJ·143499, 9/93 

FederaJ offenses and offenders 
BJS bulletins and spaCial reports 

Pretrial releoso of Fedoralfelony 
dofendants,1990, NCJ·145322, 2/94 

Prosecuting criminal enterprises, 
NCJ·142524,11/93 

Federal sentencing In tral1sltlon,1986-90, 
NCJ·134727,6/92 

Immigration oltenees. NCJ·124546, 8/90 

General 
8J$ bulletins and specllll reports 
Tr~cklng ollonders, 1990, NCJ-148200, 7/94 
BJS telephono contacts, '94, NCJ-143707, 

11/93 

BJS discussion papers: 
Sentencing In tho Federal courts: Does 

race mailer? The transition to 
sentencing gUidelines, 1966-90 

Summary, NCJ-14533Z. 12/93 
Full report, NCJ-145228, 12/93, $5 

Pertormance moasures tor the criminal 
lus\lcfl systom: Papers trom the BJS­
Princeton Prolect, NCJ-143505, 10/93 

Local prosecution ot organized crime: 
Uso 01 State RICO statutes, NCJ·143502, 
10/93 

Felony sontenclng and Jail characteristics, 
NCJ·142523,6/93 

Sourcebook ot crlmlnollustlce statis\lcs, 
1993, NCJ·140211, 9/94, $6 
1992, NCJ-143496, 9/93, $6 

Enhancing capacities and controntlng 
controversies In crlmil1al Justice: 
Proceedings ot a BJS/JRSA conteronce, 
NCJ'145318,8/94 

BJS FY 1994 program plan, NCJ·148138, 6/94 
Firearms and crimes ot vlolen~e: Solocted 

findings, NCJ·146044, 2/94 
Incident-Based Reporting Sydem: 

Demonstrating tho operational utility ot 
Incldenl·based data tor local crlmo 
"nalysls: Tacoma, Wash., and New 
Bedford, Maas., NCJ-145660. 6/94 

Using NIBRS data to analyze violent crime 
(Tochnical Reporll, NCJ·144785, 11193 

Dlrocto:y 01 autom~ted crlmlnallus!lce 
Intormallon aystelos,1993: Vol, 1, Law 
entorcement, NCJ·142645,9/P3, $S 
Vol. 2, Corrections, courts, prCt~atlonl 
parole, prosecution, NCJ'1~2646, 9/93, $4 

Publlcallons of BJS, 1985-89· 
Mlcrotlcho library, PR030014, 5/00, $190 
Blbllngraphy, ,'B030013, 5/90, $17.50 

Publications ot BJS, 1971-84: 
Microfiche library, PR030012, 10/86, $203 
I3lbllogrophy, TB030012, 10/66, $17.50 

Report to tho Nallon on crlmo and Justlco: 
Second edition, NCJ·105508, 6/68 
Technical appendiX, NCJ-l 12011. B/86. $8.40 

See order form 
on last page 
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Please put me on the mailing list for: 

[ 1 Current BJS Publications Catalog 

[J Law enforcement reports-
National data on State and local 
police and sheriffs' departments: 
operations, equipment, personnel, 
salaries, spending. policies. and 
programs 

r I Federal statistics - Federal case 
processing: investigation through 
prosecution, adjudication. sentencing, 
incarceration 

U Drugs and crime - Sentencing and 
time served by drug offenders. drug 
use at time of crime by jail inmates 
and State prisoners. and other quality 
data on drugs. crime. and law 
enforcement 

To be added to any BJS mailing 
list, please fill in this page and 
fax \0 (410) 792·4358 or fold. 
stamp. and mail to the address 
below. 

You will receive an annual 
renewal card. If you do not 
return It. we must drop you 
from the mailing list. 

[J Justice expenditure and employ· 
ment - Spending and staffing by 
Federal/Stateliocal governments and 
by function (police. courts, correc­
tions. etc.) 

[J Privacy and security of criminal 
history information and Informa 
tion policy - New State legislation; 
maintaining and releasing Intelligence 
and investigative records; data quality 

[ I BdS bulletins & special reports­
Timely reports of the most current·· 
justice data 

U State felony courts - Defendant 
demographics and criminal history; 
pretrial release. prosecution. adjudi­
cation, and sentencing; State felony 
laws; Indigent defense 

Name: __ _ 

Title: ____ . __ _ 

fJ Corrections reports "- Results of 
sample surveys and censuses of Jails, 
prisons, parole, probation, and other 
corrections data 

[] National Crime Victimization 
Survey reports - The only ongoing 
national survey of crime victims 

U Sourcebook of Criminal JustlC9 
Statistics (annual) - Broad-based 
data from 150+ sources (400+ tables, 
100+ figures, subject Index, anna 
tated bibliography, addresses of 
sources) 

[] Send me a slgnup form for the 
NIJ Catalog (free 6 times a year), 
which abstracts both private and 
government criminal justice publica­
tions and lists upcoming conferences 
and training sessions in the field. 

Organization: ___ . _________________ _ 

Street or box: _______ • __ _ 

City, St':lte. ZIP: .. ' _______ _ 

Daytime voice phone: ( __ ) Fax no: ( __ )_. ___ _ 

INTERNET address: _. ________________ _ 

I am interested in receiving BJS reports electronically: __ yes __ no 

I am interested in receiving BJS reports on CD-ROM: __ yes __ no 

To O!'der copies of recent 
BJS reports. attach a list 
of titles and NCJ order 
numbers. Criminal justice interest: ______ _ 

U.S. Department of Justice 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 
Washington, D.C. 20531 

Title and organization if home _______________ . ______ _ 

address is used above ____________________ _ 

Bureau of Justice Statistics Clearinghouse 
P.O. Box 179, Dept. BJS 
Annapolis Junction, MD 20701·0179 

Placf,' 
first-class 

stamp 
here 



Want on-line access to 

The Automated Index of 
Criminal Justice Information Systems? 

Then call the SEARCH-BBS! 
916/392-4640 

What Is the SEARCH-BBS? 
The SEARCH·BBS is an 
electronic bulletin board 
system available free to 
criminal justice profession· 
als nationwide' It's a 
national forum and 
communications network 
that gives you access to on· 
line databases, an events 
calendar, downloadable 
software, indispensable 
justice publications. 
electronic mail message 
areas, and the Internet • 
The SEARCH·BBS is a 
service of SEARCH, The 
National Consortium for 
Justice Information and 
Statistics, and is funded by 
the Bureau of Justice 
Statistics, U.S. Depmtment 
of Justice 

On-line Access to the 
Automated Index 
Selecting hardware and 
software for your agency 
can be a complex and 
frustrating task • The 
SEARCH·BBS helps by 
providing on·line access to 
the Automated Index of 
Criminal Justice Information 
Systems, a database 
containing profiles of 
automated criminal justice 
agencies and descriptions 
of computerized information 
systems designed specifi· 
cally for use by justice 
agencies' The Automated 
Index database enables 
you to quickly identify public 
domain and commercial 
software systems that meet 
specific needs, and to 
identify agencies with 
practical experience with 
those systems • Agencies 
and vendors can update the 
Automated Index with 
information about their 
organizations and software 
products 

How to Reach Us 
Any justi\:e professional 
with a computer, a modem 
and a communications 
package can reach the 
SEARCH·BBS 24 hours a 
day, 7 days a week' The 
SEARCH·BBS supports 
modems of 1200, 2400, 
4800 and 9600 bits per 
second (v.32 and v.42 
compatible) 

1. Set your system 
parameters to: 

./ 8 data bits 

./ 1 stop bit 

./ Nopmity 

2. Dial 916/392-4640 

3. Log on to the SEARCH· 
BBS 

The menu·driven system is 
easy to use. and first· time 
callers may register on·line 

For more inlorma!ion, call SEARCH of 916/392-2550 
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Questions about drugs 
and crime? 

Call 1-800-666-3332 

Drugs & Crime Data Center 
& Clearinghouse 
1600 Research Boulevard 
Rockville, MD 20850 

Official Business 

To order this report 
or ask about other BJS 
crime and justice data: 

Call1-800-732-32n 

Bureau of Justice Statistics 
Clearinghouse 
Box 6000 
Rockville, MD 20850 

Or call the BJS section of the 
NCJRS electronic bulletin board 
for the latest data releases: 

1-301-738-8895 

U.S. Department of Justice 
Office of Justice Programs 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 

Penalty for Private Use $300 r
······ ...... , ... ~ .. 
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