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Foreword

Two previous surveys in this series
were also carried 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 information
collected in previous years, enabled
the Justice Department to fulfill re-
quirements 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 criminal 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 determining 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
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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.

%‘ M. (dmé

Jan M. Chaiken, Ph.D,
Director




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 fingerprints 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 accuracy 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,

Central Reposltory: T:.z 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
Department 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 CGriminal 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 justice system, All data in CHRI systems
are usually backed by fingerprints of the record
subjects to provide positive identification, State
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legislation varies concerning disclosure of criminal
history records for noncriminal justice purposes.

Data Quality: The extent to which criminal history
records arc 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 ¢oncemns
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,

Felony or Serious Misdemeanotr: The category
of offenses for which fingerprints and criminal history
information are accepted by the FBI and entered in the
Bureau’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 (lll); An “index-
pointer” system for the interstate exchange of criminal
history records. Under I, 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 (SIDs) from each State
holding information about an individual, Search
inquiries from criminal justice agencies nationwide are
transmitted automatically 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 process is
entirely automated and takes approximately five
seconds to complete, If a hit is made against the Index,
record requests are made using SIDs or FBI Nurabers
and data are automatically retrieved from each
repository holding records on the individual and
forwarded to the requesting agency. At present, 25
States participate in IIl 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 Federal/State record requests. If extended to cover
noncriminal justice inquiries, as planned, the 111
system would ¢liminate the need for duplicate
recordkecping at the Federal and State level since it
would no longer be necessary for the FBI to maintain
records on State offenders, At present, 11 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 Identlfication Index (lll) Compact;
An interstate and Federal/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 sysiem would be overseen by n
policymaking council comprised of representatives of
the Federal and State governments, as well 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 fora
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 record dissemination, since most
States do not currently authorize dissemination 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
records. 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
cxpected 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 legislaturcs,

Juvenile Justice Records: Official records of
juvenile justice adjudications, Most adult criminal
kistory record systems do not accep:t such records,
which are frequently not supported by fingerprints and
which usually are confidential under State law,
Pursuant {o an order dated July 15, 1992, the FBI now
accepts, and will disseminate, juvenile records on the
same basis as adult records, States are not required to
submit such records to the FBI, however.

Glossary viii

Master Name Index (MNI): A subject
identification index maintained by criminal record
repositories that includes names and other identifiers
for all 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 pusposes as presale fircarm
checks, crirninal investigations or bailsetting, MNIs
may include “felony flags,” which indicate whether
record subjects have arrests or convictions for felony
offenses,

Natlonal 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 telecotnmunications
lines maintained by the FBI, Local agencies and
officers on the beat can access the State control
terminal via the State law enforcement network.,
Inquiries are based on name and other nonfingerprint
identification, Most criminal history inquiries of the
III system are made via the NCIC telecommunications
system, NCIC data may be provided only for criminal
justice and other specifically authorized purposes. For
criminal history searches, this 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 presale firearm checks are included
as criminal justice uses.

Positlve Identlification: Identification of an
individual using biometric characteristics which are
unique and not subject to alteration, Basically, in
present usage, the terr refers to identification by
fingerprints but it may also include identification by
retinal images, voigepyints 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, social security
card or drivers license, Because individuals can have
identical or similar names, ages, etc., identifications
based on such characteristics are not reliable,
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Note to Readers; This is a
report of the results of the
Brady Act/Child Protection
Act Survey 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 results 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 o 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 cv:tain criminal
history information
management tasks, For these
and other reasons,
comparisons between the data
sets may not be as accurate o
reflection of the Nation's
criminal history records as the
current data standing alone,

In addition, with the exception
of Teble 24, the survey
responses are as of December
31, 1993, The offective date
of the Brady Handgun
Violence Prevention Act was
February 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 record
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 will be referred to as
“States™; American Samoa, the
District of Columbia, Guam,
Puerto Rico, the Trust Territory
of the Pacilic and the Virgin
Islands will be referred to as
“territories”, “Nation” refers
colléctively 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 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 relating to
the timetables that were
established by the Attorney
General to comply with the
mandates of the Brady Handgun
Violence Prevention Act. (Sce
discussion in "Methodology"
section, infra.)

Survey of Criminal History Information Systems, 1993

Major Findings

Level of automation of master
name indexes and criminal
history files

Overview of 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, Oregzon, Rhode
Island, Texas, Utah, Washington
and Wyoming) and Pucrto Rico
have fully automated ¢riminal
history files and master name
indexcs,

+ Forty-three States and Pucrto
Rico have fully automated master
name indexes, The Trust
Territory of the Pacific and the
Virgin Islands do not maintain
master name indexes, Guam
doces not currently maintain a
central criminal records
repository,

« Four states (Maing, New
Mexico, Vermont and West
Virginia) and four territorics
(American Samoa, Guam, the
Trust Territory of the Pacific and
the Virgin Islands) have no
automated criminal history files,

Introduction » Page 1




« Four territories (American
Samoa, Guam, the Trust Territory
of the Pacific and the Virgin
Islands) maintain totally manual
criminal history information,

Automation of master name index
and criminal history file, 1993
(Table 4):

+ Of those States maintaining
partially automated criminal
history files, when an offender
with a prior manual record is
arvested, 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,

Level of disposition reporting

Overview of State criminal
history record systems, 1993
(Table 1);

s Sixtcen States (Alabama,
Alaska, Jowa, Maine,
Massachusetts, Michigan,
Montana, New Jersey, North
Caroling, North Dakota, Rhoede
Island, South Carolina, South
Dakota, Utah, Vermont and
Wyoming) representing
approximately 19% of the
Nation's population (based on 56
Jjurisdictions) 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,

+ Atotal of 21 States
representing approximately 29%
of the Nation's population and
32% of the Nation’s criminal
history reeords, report that 70%
or more arrests within the past
five years in the criminal history
database have [inal dispositions
recorded,
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* A total of 26 States and Puerto
Rico, representing approximately
41% of the Nation's population
and 40% of the Nation's criminal
history records, report that 60%
or more arrests within the post
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 finat
dispositions recorded, Eighteen
States and Puerto Rico report that
70% or more arrests in the entire
criminal history database have
{inal dispositions recorded.
Twenty-two States and Puerto
Rico report that 60% or more
arrests in the entire criminal
history database have finat
dispositions recorded,

Number of final 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 of State criminal
history record systems, 1993
(Table 1);

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

» Twenty-four States collect
sufficient data which would
permit them to flag at least some
previously unflagged felony
convictions,

Timeliness of trial court
disposition data

Average number of days to
process disposition data
Submitted to State criminal
ﬁs)&ary repository, 1993 (Table

« The average number of days
between the final court
dispositions and receipt of that
information by the State criminal
history repositories is 39, ranging
from less than one day in New
York to 158 days in Indiana, The
majority of jurisdictions receive
the data between 20 and 60 days.

« The average number of days
between receipt of {inal trial court
dispositions and entry of
disposition data into the crim:nal
history databases is 41, ranging
from O in States where
dispositions are entered either
dircctly by the courts or by tape
to 540 in West Virginia, The
rajority of States enter the data
in 10 days or less.

» Twenty-eight States and Puerto
Rico indicate that they have
backlogs in entering disposition
data into the criminal history
database,
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Participation in the Interstate
Identification Index (XII)

State participation in the
Interstate Identification Index
(11), 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,
Ultah, Virginia, Washington and
Wyoming) reported that they
currently participate (contribute
arrest information to be used in
the Index) in the Interstate

Identification Index (IIT), 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,

Criminal history records maintained by States and the FBI
e “Total tecords
40 A
2 L Records avallablethrough i * | 2.
o At
0 e \.\‘
1989 1992 1993
*Interstate Identification Index
Sourca: BJS, Survey of Criminal History information Systems, 1893, and FBI data
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Presale record checks on
potential firearm purchasers

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

» Twenty-two jurisdictions
(California, Connecticut,
Delaware, Florida, Hawaii, Idaho,
Illinois, Indiana, Towa, Maryland,
Massachusetts, Michigan,
Missouri, 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 have
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 required criminal
history records checks on
purchasers for all firearms, Eight
States required checks for
handgun purchases only; New
York required checks for
handguns and other specially
designated categories, while
Maryland required checks for
other fircarms,

« Thirteen States & Guam
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
Iltinois to an indefinite period in
NMew Jersey, where potentiai
purchasers are required to wait
until both State and Federal
fingerprint checks can be
completed, In New York, a
period of up to six months is
permitted. In Guam, at least 30
days are required and up to 60
days are permitted,

« The number of presale 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 Su: vices
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
requize a determination that the
potential puichaser 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 zhiecks the statewide
warrant database.

Survey of Crirtnal History Information Systems, 1993

Search methods used in
conducting record checks on
potential firearms purchasers,
1993 (Table 21):

« Four States ard G3uam require
fingerprint checks 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 identification 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 of State criminal
history record systems, 1993
(Table 1):

« Forty-six States and three
Territories have masteér 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 of subjects (individual
offenders) in State criminal
history file, 1993 (Table 2);

+ Over 47.8 million criminal
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 récords
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 of master name index
and criminal history file, 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 name index, In two of
those jurisdictions, Maine and
West Virginia, a portion of the
master name index has been
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
Sh

« Thirty-one States and the
District of Columbia require
prosecutors to report to State
criminal history repositories their
decisions to decline prosecution
in criminal cases, In Michigan,
arrest fingerprints are submitted
after the prosecutar’s decision to
charge a crime punishable by
over 92 days,

+ Forty-three States and the
District of Columbia require
felony trial courts to report the
dispositions of felony cases to the
State criminal history repository.
In North Dakota, the reports are
made by the prosecutors’ offices
in licu 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 three 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 with fingerprints,
1993 (Table 6):

* During 1993, over 6.4 million
arrest fingerprint cards (or
electronic substitutes) were
submitted to the State

criminal history rapositories.

« Thirty-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, Kentucky, 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 Coiumbia) 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 suspect prior
to sending fingerprints to the
State 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 ranging
from 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 State
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 repositorics. Florida
receives 30-50% of the cases.

Survey of Criminal History Information Systems, 1993

« 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 States
{(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,

Policieslpractices of State
criminal history repository
regarding modification of felony
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; Qhio 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 arca and considers them
inaccessible except under limited
circumslances; and Tennessee
forwards the information to the
FBI, In Massachusetts, the
record is retained with the action
noted and sealed.
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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 i5 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
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, 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
suzporting documentation to the
U.S. Attomney'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
requiremnent (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
ardmissions 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 rates of 50-70%, and an
additional four States report rates
of less than 50%.

s 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.

Prabation 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 probation 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
renorted in 100% of the cases. In
additicnal 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, ranging 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 fingerprints 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,

—Dispaosition data

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

+ The average number of days
between the occurrence of a final
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, rangiiig 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

Average number of days to
process correctional admission
data 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 average 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
Jjurisdictions, excep; 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 ot
partially processed custody -
supervision forms to 7,863
person-days to clear 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 gencrate lists of arrests
with missing dispositions as a
mcans of monitoring disposition
reporting,

s 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
letters as a method of
encouraging complete arrest and
disposition reporting,
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 The 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 States and three
territorics employ a unique
tracking number for the
individual subject,

~ Thirty-six States and three
territories use a unique arrest
event identifier to link disposition
and arrest/charge information on
State 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 subject’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,

Survey of Criminal History Information Systems, 1993




Procedures followed when
linkage cannot be made between
court 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-cight States and two
territorics report that they
sometimes receive correctional
information that cannot be linked
to arrest information in the
critninal 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" arrest
segments from court disposition
records; six States create
“dummy” court segments ficm
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
database 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, such as contacting or
returning the information to the
originating or contributing
agency or using temporary or
pending files until a match can be
cstablished,

Other data quality procedures

Strategies employed by State
criminal history repository to
ensure accuracy 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,

+» Other methods used most
frequently include computer edit
and verification programs
employed by 43 Staies and two
territories; and manual review of
transcripts before dissemination
performed in 25 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 of reporting agencies or of
the repository and comparison of
data in the criminal history
database to fingerprint
information,

Audits

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

+ Forty-five States and two
territories 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 the agencics comply with
applicable laws and regulations.
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Data quality audits of 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 five 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
aresult of the audit to improve
data quality of the records. In
three jurisdictions, changes 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
territorics 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 /o be
ineligible to purchase firearms 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; firearms
that were being purchased were
stolen; dishonorable discharge
from the armed scrvices; 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 of implementing and
operating programs for 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
programs, 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 general
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, Ninetcen States
and Guam conduct records
checks on firearms purchasers
based on name and date of birth
or name only, Eight States
conduct scarches based on name,
sex and date of birth, Eleven
jurisdictions augment name, sex
and date of birth information with
race. Eight additional
jurisdictions (seven States and the
District of Columbia) require
some combination of name and
date of birth with race, sex,
Social Security Number, driver's
license number, originating
agency number, or password,
Two jurisdictions, New York and
Puerto Rico also require
fingerprints,
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o 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 statuies 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 dealers only,
while one State authorized the
release only to out-of-state
firearms dealers.

U.S, Attorney General's
estimated goalsitimetables for
criminal history record sharing
in a national instant baciground
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 territories) no
later than December 1998; the
records in the remaining five
jurisdictions will be available no
later than December 2000, A
total of 25 States currently share
at least 25% of their records
through III,

» Up to 50% of all current and
sharcable 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 share at least
50% of their records through 111,

» 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 III,

» 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 III,

* One hunsred percent of all
current and shareable records will
be available in nine States no
later than December 1998; 100%
of the records in the remaining 47
jurisdictions will be available no
later than December 2000, One
State (Virginia) currently shares
100% of its records through I1I,

Fingerprint cards and
dispositions received by the
Federal Bureau of Investigation,
1993 (Table 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 wasa
participant in the National
Fingerprint File in 1993, and
therefore submitted only the first
fingerprint card of an individual
to the FBI,
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* Almost 2,7 million final
dispositions were received by the
FBIin 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
(IIl) participants maintained by
the State criminal history
repository and the Federal
Bureau of Investigation, 1993
(Table 28);

 Approximately 12.4 million III
records are indexcd 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 avaitable through III
in 1993 were maintained by the
States,
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Explanatory Notes for Table 1

The notes below expand on the data in Table 1, The explanatory information was provided by the respondent,

Note: Pcmmtug::nd numbers reported are results of estimaies,
Numbers have rounded to the nearest 100, Percentages have boen
rounded 1o the nearest whole number, The numbers in the column
"Number of subjects (individual offenders) in State criminal history file"
;Eply only to the criminal history file, including partially automated

es, and do not includo the master name index, Final dispositions
include releacs by police without charging, declination to proceed by
prosecutor, or final trial court disposition,

* State is fully manual,

+++  Not available,

NA  Not applicable,

+ Flag is set when arreat information Is entered,

tt Flag is set when conviction information is entered,

LA Flag is set both at arrest and conviction,
8Figure includes adults and subjects under 18 years of age,
bFigurc represents subjects as of March 23, 1994,

For an arrest to be counted us having a final disposition, esch count
agsociated with that arrest must have a final disposition,

dManual records totaling 1.5 million will require review to determine if
there i3 arrest and conviction data present and if it is at tho felony love!,

®Porsons charged with contain musdemeanors are not included in tno
master name index (MNI),

fGuam is not currently automated and hag no central odmingd regords
repository.

BThe delinquent disposition rats is based only on those cases actuslly
entered into the offender-hased transaction/computerized criminal history
system (OBTS/CCH). It does not include amest cases never entered, nor
does it include penal summons typs court cases, Although the law
provides for the fingerprinting of offenders convicted via penal
summons, many: cares are nover ordered down for processing, The
Hawaii Criminal Justico Data Center ia aware that &is sit\mﬁm ma
represent 4 major gap in conviction information carried on OBTS/(X,CH.
Efforts to address these, however, especially in the area of Family Court
cases (which include child abuse offenses) awsit the availability of
rarources and the restructure of OBTS/CCH,

hay subjects with dates of birth of 1920 or later ara automated,
il?'igum represents subjocts as of March 28, 1994,

IFinal dispositions that are received on court abstracts are not supported
by fingerprints and are filed nlphabeticull& in a holding file, They are
their own index and are not currently in the MNI.,

kFingmpxim-uuppcxwd subjects are in an automated MNI that is not
completo or accurats at this time,

Whe flag is rﬁcncnud on an ad hoc basis when an inquiry is made
against the file,

MFigure is for the five-year period of 1988.92,
NFigure is as of February 4, 1994,
OFlags aro st only on automated records,

PThe severity of the original charge is set when arrest information is
ent 3

9The MNI docs not include manual records,

TSubjects with dates of birth prior to 1940 are in manual records unless a
trigger event causes conversion,

SRespanse applies 1o felonles only,

‘Although flagging has not yet begun, a data field Is availabla at the
arrest, prosecutor and court lovels to identify felony offenses,

“An MNI is not cusrently maintained,
¥Pusa} figure includes spplicants and corrections-based records,

WApproximately 50% is automated, with complete automation estimated
for December 1994,
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Table 13 Overview of State criminal history record systems, 1993

Percentof  Fully Number of subjects Percent of errests in database System has
record sutomated (individual offenders) in which have final dispositions System flage information to
subjects in  maser i subjects with  identify
master name Arcsts within -~ felony unflagged folony

State name index  index Total Automated All arrests pest 5 years convictions convictions

Total 47,833,600 37,723,900

Alabama 100% Yes 1,800,000 1,800,000 60% 80% Alls«

Alagka 100 Yes 184,300 134,300 84 86 Alltt

Amecrican Samoa 100 No* 10,8002 0 i Ty

Arizoms 100 Yes 612,9000 370,900° 49° 53° Allse

Arkansas 100 No 448,000 183,000 15 50 Somett Some

California 100%  Yes 5,316,900 3,816,900 o 47% Somet1d

Colorado 100 Yes 612,700 612,700 13% 13 Soma** All

Connecticut 100 Yes 681,000 ex e var

Delaware 100 Yes 245,900 179,900 55 67 Some

District of 80° No 497,900 142,900 30 10

Columbia

Florida 100% Yes 2,729,000 2,729,000 48% 3% Some** Some

Georpia 100 Yes 1,532,100 1,532,100 62 62 Alltt

Guam 100 No* NA NA NA NA NA NA

Hawail 100 Yes 318,300 318,300 378 16 Alltt

Idaho 100 Yes 138,700 91,200 27 40 Alltt

Iinols 92%  Yes 2,558,000! 2,358,000! 52% 51% Allre

Indiana 100 Yes 1,241,800 1,241,800 12 12 Some

Towa 100 Yes 367,100 242,700 95 100 Allt

Kansas 100 Yes 627,400 171,900 20 30 Some Some

Kentucky 100 No Ve ves 39 65

Louisiana IO%T: Yei 1,338,800 667,700 30% 25% Somett All

Mains [ No 300,000 0 90 97 Some

Maryland 100 Yes 834,100 $34,100 re Ve Al

Massachusetts 100 Yes 2,000,000 2,000,000 95 100 Some

Michigan 100 Yes 970,400 570,400 72 g4 Soms

Minnesota 100% Yes 258.300“ 193,200" Ve Ve Somett All

Mississippi 100 No 368,000 26,000 o oy Somett Some

Missouri 100 Yes 673,900 502,500 61% 57% Allt3°

Montana 100 Yes 108,900 108,900 85 80 All}

Nebraska 100 Yes 138,000 138,000 70 14 Alltt

Nevada 100% Yes 130,300 130,300 41% 42% P All

New Hampshire 100 Yes 180,600 180,600 15 75 Soma** All

New Jeray 809 Yes 1,508,800 1,208,800 90 85 Al

New Mezxico 100 Yes 230,000 0 25 27 Alltt

New York 479 Yes 4,314,200 3,767,100 83 15 All

North Carolina 100% Yes 560,400 514,900 87% 90% Some

North Dakota 100 Nof 216,000! 58,0000 92+ 86 Somett

Ohio 100 No 1,700,000 803,000 38450 35.50 Some** Some

Oklahoma 100 Yes 582,200 315,200 20-25 20.25 Somett Some

Oregon 100 Yes 699,900 699,900 s " Somett

Pennsylvania 100% Yes 1,462,700 803,600 73% 4% Some}t®

Puerto Rico 100 Yes 78,500 78,500 86 69 Allt

Rhode Island 100 Yes 199,000 199,000 56 928 Somett

South Carolina 100 Yes 737,200 672,400 70 80 Somett Some

South Dakota 100 Yes 128,600 71,100 60 80 Sorne

Tennessco 100% Yes 600,000 193,000 e . Aljss

Toxas 100 Yes 4,504,100 4,504,100 43% e Some Some

Trust Ternitory of

the Pacifis NAY NAY 6,500 0 50 50%

hah 100 Yes 276,300 276,300 52 80 All¥

Vermont 100 Yes 135,000 0 70 96 Some

Virgin Islinds NAY NA*Y 13,700 0 e .

Virginia 100% Yes 921,100 694,700 . Vs Al

Washington 100 Yes 677,000" 677,000 75% 68% Al

West Virginia 100 No¥ 375,000 0 . Ve

Wisconsin 100 Yes 611,100 434,600 vex 58 Somott Some

Wyoming 100 Yed 72,200 72,200 79 82 Soms Some
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Explanatory Notes for Table 2

The notes below expand on the data in Table 2, The explanatory information was provided by the respondent,

Note: In 1989, data were not reported from American Samoa, Guam, the
Trust Territery of the Pacific and the Virgin Islands, In 1992, data were not
reported from American Samoa, Guam and the Trust Territary of the Pacific,
Except for Arkansas, Idaho, Mussachusetts, Missouri, Puerto Rico and Utah,
for which corrected data were submitted, the data in the calumns for 1989
were taken from Bureau of Justice Statistics, Criminal Justice Information
Policy: Survey of Criminal History Information Systems (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 Bureau of Justice Statistics, Criminal Justice
Information Policy: Survey of Criminal History Information Systems, 1992
ovember 1993), Table 2,

*Figure includes adults and subjects under 18 ysars of age.
bFigum represenits subjects as of March 25, 1994.

®The total number of files decreased dus to elimination of records of
deceased subjects and purged records,

9Thetotal number of criminal hixu‘:'a' files decreased due to purging of old
and duplicate records, as well as civil files that erroncously wers given
criminal identification numbers,

®The dccrca:ef gxo:q 1992 is un’ xes‘;xll of ﬁt,\‘vo factors: (1) the d(shliforpin
Department of Justice and continues to purge records mectin
specified criteriay and 5;'510 stimats of K cxﬁmiml d ﬂugcmms

More accurate information is now available, Previous responses were
based on estimates,

JThe estimated number of records remalned the same for 1992 and 1993
for two reasons: (1) thers was a 8,9% decrease in the number of persons
arrested from 1992 to 1993; and (2) in the course of implementing
automation, records of subjects over age 80 were purged,

XThe number of subjects in the criminal history fils shows a decrease for
1993 because the 1992 response included noncriminal identification
subjects in addition to the criminal record subjects,

Ipigure is as of February 4, 1994,

MThe number of subjects in the State criminal history file has decreased
since 1992 becanse the 1992 number reflected all antomated records,
Jackets and index cards containing criminal offenses, Since that time, the
Stats criminal history repository has been aggressively converting its
manual records held in jackets and index cards, Many of the irdex cards
do not mect the criteria of a criminal offense. Since the actual number of
criminat offenses appearing on index cards is unknown, the repisitory
elected to report the actual number of automated records only far 1993,
Record conversion is expected to be complete in 1995,

NThe decreass in the number of subjects in the criminal history file from
1992 to 1993 is the result of mmovlnj; records of non-Ohio offenses,
fsd bjects pr dead from the database,

as moye knowledge is gained about the system; there is no way to determine
an exact count of the manual records,

The decreass in total files was the result of excluding traffic files that were
assumed included in the 1989 figure,

BFigurs represents subjects as of March 28, 1994,

e number of subjects in the criminal history file decroased i 1993 for
two reasons: (1) State law requires removal of all arrests without dispositions
after four years, and (2) a "presumed dead” filo was purged using age 70
(rather than age 80).

rs and subj P

OTotal figure includes applicants and corrections-based records,

PMore accurate information is now available,
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Table 2; Number of subjects (individual offenders) In State crlminal history file, 1989, 1992 and 1993

Number of subjectz i» sanual

Number of subjects in Percent change
Manual Automated X .

State 1989 1992 Total file file 1989 1992 1993 198992 199293
Tol 42,476,400 47,307,900 47,833,600 9,426,900 37,723,900 % ™% 1% 1%
Alsbama 1,000,000 1,300,000 1,800,000 0 1,800,000 S0 100%  100%  30% 38
Alaska 143,000 180,500 184,300 50,000 134,300 86 2 7 2 2
American Samoa e e 10,8002 10,800; 0b e vee 0 NA NA
Arizor 742,100 631,000 612,900 242,000 370900 39 54 60 159 3
Askansas 480,000 417,600 448,000 265,000 183,000 0 2 4 .15 7
{2aliformia 4,500,000 4,675,400 5,316,900 1,500,000 3,816,900 % % TR 4% 14%
Colorado 489,000 575700 612700 0 612,700 100 100 100 18 6
{Connecticut 401,400 648,700 681,000 v o 58 58 . 62 5
Delaware 600,000 237,300 245,900 66,000 179,500 83 67 e sof
District of 427,000 456,100 497,900 355,000 142,900 0 2 29 7 9
Columbia
Florida 2,427,900 2,671,700 2,729,000 0 2,729,000 o%  100% %% 10% 2%
Georgia 1,055,000 1,445,000 1,532,108 0 1,532,100 100 100 ) 3 6
Guam NA NA NA 0 NA NA
Hawali 210,500 309,600 318,500 0 318240 100 100 100 14 3
Idaho 105,000 132,300 138,700 47,500 91,200 30 57 66 2% 5
Tilinofs 2,152,300 4,493,200 2,558,0008 200,0008 2,358,0008 6 8% N%  16% %
Indiana 610,000 ver 1,241,800 0 1,241,800 10 91 100 10 .
Towa 300,000 377,000 367,1001 124,400 242,700 4 0 66 26 3
Kansas 520,000 599.500 627,400 455,500 171,900 3 2 27 15 5
Kentucky 535,100 530,93 . . e 7 ) e - o
Louisiana 1,449,000 1,591,500 1,338,800% 671,100 667,700 N X% 0% 0% -16%
Maine 270,000 300,000 000 300,000 0 0 0 0 1 0
Maryland 649,300 1,050,900 834,100% 0 834,100 ) 54 100 62 21
Massschusetts 2,260,000 2,500,000 2,000,000 0 2,000,000 21 100 100 1 .20
Michigan 771,300 939,900 970,400 0 970,400 100 100 100 2 3
Minnesota 190,600 232,500 258,300! 65,100 193200! 6% 6% % 0m% 1%
Mississippi 350,000 350,000+ 368,000 342,000 26,000 0 7 7 s 5
Missour 593,000 647,700 613,900 171,400 502,500 81 7 75 32 4
Montans 86,000 107,100 108,900 0 108,900 100 100 100 25 2
Nebraska 330,000 124,000 138,000 0 138,000 40 94 100 .59 1
Nevada 31,300 102,800 130,300 a 130,300 100%  100%  100%  228% 0%
New Hampshire 155,000 253,900 180,600™ 0 180,600 93 68 100 39 .29
New Jersey 1,090,200 1,187,400 1,508,800 300,00(: 1,208,800 m 83 80 9 27
New Mexico 207,000 201,000 230,000 230,000 0 0 0 0 3 14
New Yok 3,812,100 4,123,400 4,314,200 547,100 3,767,100 82 88 87 8 5
North Carolina 432,800 529,300 560,400 45,500 514,900 8% W NR 2% 3
North Dekota 202,000 212,900 216,0008 158,008 58,0008 21 25 2 5 1
Ohio 2,315,700 2,444,400 1,700,000" ¥92,000 808,000 25 M 48 6 230
Oklahoma 500,000 600,000 582,2001 267,000 315,200 EX) 60 54 20 a
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 % S1% 5% 12% 3%
Puerto Rico 45,400 64,100 78,500 0 78500 100 100 100 45 2
Rhods Islend 156,900 186,700 199,000 0 199,000 100 100 100 19 7
South Carolina 572,900 695,900 737,200 64,800 612,400 87 90 91 21 6
South Dakota 144,000 125,000 128,600 57,500 71,100 0 56 55 .13 3
Tennessea 500,000 590,000 600,000 407,000 193,000 0% B’k 2w 18% %
Texas 3,780,500 4,277,100 4,504,100 0 4,504,100 ) 100 100 13 5
Trust Temitory of
the Pacific ‘or v 6,500 6,500 0 er e 0 NA NA
Uuah 210,300 258,600 276,300 2 276,300 m 100 100 23 7
Venmont 118,000 130,000 135,000 135,000 0 0 0 0 10 4
Virgin Islands . 11,300 13,700 13,700 0 s 6 0% NA A%
Virginia 744,000 874,500 921,100 226,400 694,700 5% 10 5 18% 5
Washington 474,100 623,300 677,000° 0 677,000 100 100 100 3l 9
West Virginia 650,000 ‘e 375000P 75,000 0 0 0 0 . v
Wisconsin 491,000 474,800 611,100 176,500 434,600 55 68 N 17 29
Wyoming 62,000 67,100 72,200 0 72,200 (] 100 100 8 3
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Explanatory Notes for Table 3

The notos below expand on the data in Table 3, The explanatory information was provided by the respondent,

Note: Final dispositions include release by police without charging,

oclination to proceed by prosccutor, or final trial court disposition,
Percentages and numbers reported are results of estimates, Numbers have
been rounded to the nearest 100, Percentages have been rounded to the
nearest whole number, Except for Qklahoma, Puerto Rico, South
Carolina and Utah, for which corrected data were submitted, the data for
1989 are taken from Bureau of Justice Statistics, Criminal Justice
Information Policy: Survey of Criminal History Information Systems
(M.zch 1991), Table 3, Except for Delaware, lowa, Puerto Rico, South
Carolina, Utah and Washington, for which corrected data were
submitted, the data for 1992 are taken from Bureau of Justice Statistics,
Criminal Justice Information Policy: Survey of Criminal History
Information Systams, 1992 (November 1993), Table 3,

«vs  Not available,
NA  Not applicable,

®The number of reported dispositions decreased from 1992 due to
personnel shortages,

D his figure includes 155 [200] releases by police without charging and
15,000 prosecutor declinations; final trial court dispositions currently
are not reported ta the repositary,

CFigure represents the number received as of April 11, 1994,

dGuam currently does not have a central criminal records repository,

©The number of final dispositions reported in 1993 declined from the
number reported in 1992 because special projects were undertaken in
1992 to address the large backlog of delinquent dispositions, Since
then, the cffons have resulted in & levellnag off of the number of reported
dispositions, and thus, a decline in 1993,

fDuring 1993, the State repository concentrated on State's Attomays'
filing charges, In 1994, the focus was changed to court dispositions.
Since January 1, 1994, a total of 489,013 court dispositions have been
posted to the database,

BFrom 1989-1992, courts noted a decroase in cascload, although
Uniform Crime Reports indicated an incresse in crime,

B he figure for 1992 is atypical due to a records improvement project
which resulted in a higher number of dispositions during the period,

iPol.it:e release and prosecutor declinations are reported on the arrest card.

jMom accurate information is now available; the 1992 figure includes a
backlog.

The decrease in reported dispositions is due to implementation of
procedures that restrict the classes of misdemeanors accepted by the State
repository.

Yhe 1992 figure represents the collection and clearing of a backlog of
dispositions of lesser offenses from the town and village courts;
therefore, the 1993 figure shows & decline from 1992,

™MThe decrease in dispositions is belicved to be attributable to design
problems in a new automated judicial reporting system; disposition
mp%xlting was halted for a period of time between 199293 to correct the
problems,

PArrest and prosecution dispositions currently are not indexed by
disposition type,

OThe number of reported dispositions decreased during this peyied due
to personnel shortages,

PA significant backlog developed in 1993 due to delays in providing
and receiving reporting forms from contributors,
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Table 3: Number of final disposltions veported to State criminal history repository, 1989, 1992 and 1993

Number of di .
Stats 1989 1992 1993 1989-92 1992.93
Alabama 35,000 192,000 Ve 449% s
Alaska 40,800 26,400 31,300 -35 19%
Amezgican Samoa e ves ‘e ‘ee i
Arizona 112,500 112,200 117,500 <1 5
Arkansas 7,000 18,000 e 157 Ve
California 850,000 1,011,300 1,100,000 19% 9%
Colorado ver Ve s ies e
Connecticut 142,900 139,800 135,300 -2 -3
Delaware 57,000 70,000 80,000 24 154
District of Columbia e 13,600 15,200% e 12
Florida 110,000 173,400 162,000° 58% en
Georgia 260,000 Ve 545,003 ‘e e
Guam o Ve NA Ve NA
Hawaii 54,800 56,000 51,700° 2 -8
Idaho ‘es 20,000 19,300 Ve -4
Ilinois 135,000 149,000 95.60()f 11% -36%
Indiana 20,000 44,600 Ve 123 e
Towa 23,000 35,000 54,200 52 54
Kansas 28,900 41,300 34,300 43 17
Kentucky 6,000 e Ve ) Ve
Louisiana 30,000 21,100 21,400 <30% 1%
Mains 30,000 27,8008 29,000 -7 4
Maryland 436,600 500,100 AN 14 v
Massachusetts Ve 270,000 300,000, e 11
Michigan 78,800 307.400h 178,100% e Ve
Minnesota 45,000 103,000 60,0004 129% e
Mississippi b ve Ve vae ve
Missouri N Ve 65,100
Montana 9,600 Ve 26,200 vea Ve
Nebraska 12,400 25,900 23.000" 109 <11
Nevada 20,000 29,700 Ve 48% e
New Hampshire vee s 31,000 ves e
New Jersey 200,000 250,000 260,000 25 4%
New Mexico 2,600 9,800 11,100 277 13
New York 443,000 500,000 383.500l 13 23
North Carolina 60,000 65,000 Ve 8% Ve
North Dakota 4,000 6,200 6,500 55 5%
Ohio 65,000 Ve “oa Ve s
Oklahoma 15,000 15,000 15,000 o s
Oregon s e 36,900 Ve Vs
Pennsylvania 74,200 219,000 203,700™ 195% 1%
Puerto Rico 20,100 24,800 24,300 23 -2
Rhode Island vt vee 10,000 Ve e
South Carolina 103,700 183,100 212,600 11 16
South Dakota i s Ve Ve s
Tennesses Ves vee Ves e
Texas Ve Ve va vay
Trust Territory of the

Pacif.s Ve ves 0 res e
Uta 17,100 18,900 17,800 11% 6%
Vermont 18,700 ves 20,000 e s
Virgin Islands Vee Vs Yy Vee
Virginia 141,600 228,100 211,500 61% 1%
Washington e 172,500 157,800 v 9
West Virginia 38,000 6,000 aa ~-84° e
Wisconsin 58,800 90,000 99,000 54 10
Wyoming 6,000 9,000 6,600P 50 -27
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Explanatory Notes for Table 4

The notes below expand on the data in Table 4, The explanatory information. was provided by the respondent.

Nots: Except for Puerto Rico, for which additiona) information has been
submitted, the data in the columns for 1989 are taken from Bureau of
Justice Statistics, Criminal Justice Information Policy: Survey of
Criminal History Information 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 Justico
Statistics, Criminal Justice Information Policy: Survey 'tl)f Criminal
History Information Systemss, 1992 (November 1953), Tsble 4.

he State is fully manual,

+vs  Not available,

NA  Not applicable,

;I;rsigr manual record is automated if the new arrest has occurred since

DAL sutomated records and approximately 50% of the manual records are
contained in an automated master name index (MNI),

®Only the new arrest information is automated,
dThe new information is added to the manual file,
CTraffic and misdemeanor cases are not included in the MNI,

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

BAll subjects with dates of birth of 1920 or later are automated,

hOnly new arrest information since July 1, 1993 is automated at this
time due to lack of personnal.

Ihe manual file ik not in the automated MNI,

j.i\pprmt.imnlely 20,000 names, name derivatives and aliases have been
entered into a temporary, abbreviated automated MNI; however, the MNI
is not usable at this time for a name search,

kFingerprim-mpponed jects are in an ted MNI that is not
complete or accuraie at this time,

l'l'ht:m are 760,000 records that are automated; however, a backlog
consisting of 80,000 records is not yet on the MNI,

MRecords automated sinco 1989 are in the automated MNI; prior records
are completely manual,

PAdding all records onto the automated MNI is in process,

OAlthough the criminal history databuse that is “stilized in Nebraska is
fully automated, there are apprg?iér;ialely 6,000 partially antomated
ng Anluted

records that are in the p

POnly those with a dats of birth of 1940 and later are included in the
automated MNI,

9The sutomated MNI contains all arrest subjects since 1972,
*The record is automated only upon a request for the record,

SAutomated file was initiated in 1987, It contains only felonies and
related misdemeanors,

tRc:spcndt:nl is undertaking an ongoing data entry program to fully
sutomate the MNI,

YIf an offender's prior fingerprint records was of poor quality, it was not
automated; upon receipt of AFIS (Automated Fingerprint Identification
System) quality fingerprints, the record will be automated,

YAn MNI is not maintained currently,

wAf)};croximlwly 50% is automated with complete automation estimated
for December 1994,

.

Page 22 « Data Tables

Survey of Criminal History Information Systems, 1993




Table 4 Automation of master name Index and criminal hlstory flle, 1989, 1992 and 1993

1992

1992

Prior mamual record is

State 1989 1993 1993 1989 1992 1993
Alabama Yes Yes Yes Partial Partial Partial Yes Yes Yes?
Alacka Yes Yes Yes Partial Partial Partial Yes Yes Yes
American Samoa ves “es Ng* Ve “ea No* e e

Arizona Yes Yes b Yes b Partial Partial Pastiat Yes Yes Yes
Arkansss Partiznl Partial Partial No Partial Partial Yes Yes
Califomnia Yes Yes Yes Partial Paxidal Partial No No Ne
Colorado Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Connecticut Yes Yes Yes Pantial Partial Partial Yes Yes Yes
Delaware Partial Yes Yes Partial Panisl Partial No® No® Nod
District of Columbia  Partial Pertial® Partial® No Partial Partial No® No®
Florida Yes Yes Yes Partial Yes Yes Yes

Georgia Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Guam s Ve No* e i NA

Hawaii Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Idaho Yes Yes Yes Yes Partiat§ Partial Yes Yes
llinois Pastial Yes YesB Partial Partial Partial Yes Yes Yes
Indiana Yes Partinl® Yes Partial Partial Yes Yes Yes

Towa Yes Yes Yes Partial Partial Partial Yes Yes Yei’l
Kansas Yes Yes Yes Pantial Partial Partial No Yes No
Kentucky Partial Partial! Partial} Parial Partial Pantial Yes Yes Yes
Louisinna Yes Yes Yes Partial Partial Pastial Yes Yes Yes
Maine No Partiall PantialX No No No

Maryland Yes Yes Yes Partial Partial Yes Ve Na®

Massachusetts Yes Yes! Yes Fartial Yes Yes Yes Yes

Michigan Yes Yes Yez Yes Yes Yes

Minnesota Yes Yes Yes Partial Partial Partial No No® Yes
Miasissippl No Partial Partial™ No Pantial Partial o No
Missourd Yes Yes Yes Partial Partial Partial Yes Yes Yes
Montans Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Nebraska Partial Partial” Yes Partial Partial Yes® Yes Yes

Nevada Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

New Hampshire Yes Yes Yes Partial Pantial Yes Yes Yes

New Jemsey Yes Yes Yes Partial Partial Partial Yes Yes Yes
New Mexzico Yes Yes Yes No No No

New York Yes Yes Yes Partia] Partial Partial Yes Yes Yes
North Carolina Yes Yes Yes Partial Partial Partial Yes Yes Yes
Nonth Dakota Partial PartinlP PartialP Partial Partial Partial Yes Yes Yes
Ohio Partial Partial? Partiald Partial Partial Pantial No No No
Oklahoma Yes Yes Yes Partial Partial Partial Yes Yes Yes
Oregon Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Pennsylvania Yes Yes Yes Panial Partial Partial Yes No'
Puerto Rico Yes Yes Yes Yea® Yes® Yes

Rhode Island Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

South Carolina Yes Yes Yes Partial Pariial Partial Yes Yes Yes
South Dakota Yes Yes Yes Partial Patiial Partial Yes Yes Yes
Tennesseo Pastisl Partial* Yes No Partal Partial Yes No
Texas Yes Yes Yes Partial Yes Yes Yes Yes! Yes*
Trust Territory of the

Pacific e e NAY Ve vie No Vi oo

Utah Yes Yes Yes Partial Yes Yes Yes

Vemmont Yes Yes Yes No No No

Virgin Islands NA NA! NA! ves No No*

Virginia Yes Yea Yes Parntial Partial Partial Yes Yes Yes
Washington Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

West Virginia No No Partint¥ No No No

Wisconsin Yes Yes Yes Partlal Partial Panial Yes Yes Yes
Wyoming Yes Yes Yes Partlal Yes Yes Yes
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Explisnatory Notes for Table §

The notes below expand on the data in Table 5, The explanatory information was provided by the respondent.

8 Admission information only,

BThe District of Columbia law directs the Metropolitan Polico
(the criminal history repository) to show this information and to keep a
record of cases that the prosecutor declines to prosecuts,

®Under the District of Columbia law, the repotitory iz required to keep a
record of final dispositions,

dUnder the District of Columbia law, the reposi is roquired
S pository is to keep a
record of the admission and release of sentenced felone. P

®No central criminal history record repository is maintained currently,

fThe charging agency has the obligation to notify the repository of the
disposition of cvery arrest, including no complaint by the prosecutor,

BBy statute, arrest fingerprints arc submitted after the prosccutor's

decision to charge a crime punishable by over 92 days. The prosecutor’s

decision is provided on the arrest fingerprint card; declinations are not.

artment

Rhe fingerprint requirement was repealed in 1993, Release and
gdmi;sicn information is now reported via a computer to computer
interface,

iAll action, including prosecutor action, i reported as a final disposition
by the Administrative Office of the Counts,

IProsccutors report final court dispositons in lieu of the courts,
Kpurmuant 1o statutory amendment, offective September 1, 1994,

INone of the sctions is zequired by law to be reported; however, the
courts do voluntarily report felony dispositions,

MRelease information only,
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Table 8t Data required by State law to be submitted to State criminal hldory repasitory, 1999

Felony dispositions
Prosecutor by courts with

Admission),
Sute declinations  felony jurisdiction  State prisons Local jails information

Probation

Parcie

information

Alabama

Alaske
American Samoa
Arizona
Axrkansas

Californis

Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware

District of Columbia

>

X X

HWH MM M

o

Florida

Georgis
Guam®

Hawaii

Idaho

L

Ilinois
Indiana
Towa
Kansas
Kentucky

Ead

Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Maassachusetts
Michigan

Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nabraska

S MMM M M K MMM MNK AM KK

o

Nevada

New Hampshise
New Jemey
Naw Motico
Naw Yok

North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon

HR X W

»
[

%
L] ><><r><>‘<_.>< MO XXM K M MMM MMMMM MK XM MK XX KX
>i_>€><>< o2

E

Pennsylvania
Puerto Rico
Rhode Istand!
South Carolina
South Dakota X

O]
252 XX

Tennecssoe
Texas X X
Trust Territory of the

Pacific

Utsh X
Vermont

Virgin Islands
Virginia

Washington X
West Virginia

Wisconsin

Wyoming X

Fo k]
KX Mg

HH MMM
R RN
3

MX XX

MMM M

H

%%

H X

HH R

b

Moo OHMHHH KX K 3]

o

o

o

»x

RN

o HH bk PO MK MM MM MM KM MK KX

b

e
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Explanatory Notes for Table 6

'The notes below expand on the data in Table 6, The explanatory information was provided by the respondent,

Note: Percentages and numbers reposted are results of estimates,
Numbers have gct.n rounded to the nearest 100, Percentages have been
rounded to the nearest whole number, The total number of arrest
fingerprint cards submitted to State criminal history repositories in 1989
am? in 1992 was calculated using the mid-point of the range where a
range appears in the underlying data, Except as noted in the
"Explanatory Notes", arrest information is reported to all State crirainal
history repositories by fingerprint cards only, Except for Louisiana,
Maryland, Mon‘ana, Utah and Wisconsin, for which corrected data were
submitted, the daia in the columns for 1989 are taken from Burean of
Justice Statistics, Criminal Justice Information Policy: Surveg' oé
Criminal History Information Systems (March l99li Table 6, Except
for Louisiana, Puerto Rico and Utah, for which corrected data were
submitted, the data in the columns for 1992 are taken from Bureau of
Justice Statistics, Criminal Justice Information Policy: Survey of
Criminal History Information Systems, 1992 (November 1993), Table 6.

»oo Not available,
NA  Not applicable,

8A change in procedurs now allows the use of a court disposition as an
arrest document when no arrest fingerprint card is received,

bAn'cst information is reported by fingerprint cards, terminal and court
Jjudgments,

CState Jaw andfor policy does not require smest infonmation to be
supported by fingerprints; arrest jnformation is entered from final
dispositions and from criminal summorses which are not supported by
fingerprints,

dAlI disseminated arrests are fingerprint-based, with the exception of in-
house baokings at the Califomia Department of Corrections {CDC).
Those bookin%ga based on a hook-up to the original fingcrprims
submitted by . Dummy arrests are not disseminated and are
considered statistical data only, not criminal history data,

®Duc to resource constraints, submission of certain fingerprints have
been discouraged; these include subsequent traffic arrests from the zame
sgency (driving under the influence, hit and run, vehicular homicide
excepted), and failure to appear and/or contempt of court when
fingerprints were submitted for the original charges,

fArrest Information s reported on fingerprint cards and on uniform arrest
reports which may not include fingerprints,

BArrest information is reported by fingerprint cards and criminal
summonses,

hln somne cases of minor offenses, Stato law and/or policy does not
require {nformation to be supported by fingerprints; information is
entered from criminal summonses that are not supported bﬁlﬁnge rints,
The decrease in the percent of arrest events in the criminal history file
froéxii 1989 iz the result of more accurate figures based on a data quality
audit,

i’I‘hc.s Metropolitan Police Department also serves as the central repository
for eriminal records for the District of Columbia;
fingerprinting, therefore, s performed by the Police Department.

JFigum is for fiscal year 1989 rather than calendar year 1989,
kArrest information is reported by & hard copy of the arrest repart.
chposi(ory no longer recelves fingerprint cards for nonseriolis charges,

MNo central criminal history record repository is maintalned currently,

P Arrest information is reported by temminal,

°The small percentage of arrcsts that ars not su Poncd by fingerprints arc
assigned Stats identitication numbers with a "U" (unknown) prefix, This
allows for casy identification of these exceptions. Unsupported arrests
sometimes occur when an offender is hospitalized, or refuses, or for some
other reason, is uriable to be printed,

PArrest information is reported by fingerpiint cards, terminal, final
dispositions, FBI abstracts and other docunients,

9Arrest information is entered from final dispositions and criminal
summonses which arc not supported by fingerprints; cases handled in
other ways, such as diversion agreements, are also unsupported,

¥Approximately 70% of all persons charged with & criminal offense are
summoned to appear in court rather than being arrested, In 1987, the
ﬁngcxprim law was changed to provide that persons being summoned in
addition to those arrested are to be fingerprinted. Prior o the change, the
law mandated that a person had to be "in custod‘{nchargcd with the
commission of a crime” to be fingerprinted, Training 15 ongoing to bring
the submission rate into compliance.

8Arrest information {s entared from criminal summonses which are not
supported by fingerprints,

‘Mlhough arrests are fingerprint-supported, the arrcsts are not linked to
the case cycle; therefore, the criminal history file is not fingerprint.
supported,

YPre.1968 arrests are supported by FBI fingerprints,
YArrest information is reported by fingerprint cards and court abstracts,

WThe decrease in fingerprint cards submitted was due to a decrease in
criminal arrests,

*New York law requires that the fingerprints assoclated with sealed
records must be purged,

YArests for "not sufficient funds” checks are entered with oaly an index
fingerprint,

ZFigure is lower than reported in 1989 and 1992 because the 1993
tﬁgum does not include applicant cards, as did the 1989 and 1992
igures,

3% A, 30.35% non-compliance rate for mandated fingerprint card
submissions is under review,

bbNo fingerprint system is maintained currently,

S Arreat information is reporied on an arrest/custody form which need ot

:

be sccompanied by fingerprints,
ddRcaponse is based on the results of an audit,

€€ Arvest information 18 entered from final dispositions and citations
which are not supported by fingerprints. The State regulations requiring
fingerprints also are not enforced,

fff‘mcst information is entered from arrest forms submitted to the Records
Burcau by the Police Depanment, Fingerprints are taken and retained in
the Forensic Bureau,

Page 26 » Data Tables

Survey of Criminal History Information Systems, 1993




Table 6: Arrcst records with fingerprints, 1989, 1992 and 1993

Number of arrest fingerprint. cards Percent Percent Percent of arrest events in criminal
i i i ghange__ i int:

State 1989 1992 1993 1989.92  1992-93 1989 1992 1993
Total 6,012,400 6,255,800 6,466,000 4% %
Alabama 292,900 197,200 192,300 -33% 2% 100% 99%* 99%
Alaska 15,900 12,000 14,000 .25 17 75 39 39
American Samoa s Ve o e oy . Cee <100°
Arizona 101,900 110,000 114,800 8 4 100 100 100
Arkanaas 23,000 32,400 36,000 41 11 100 100 100
Califomia 1,000,000 1,100,000 1,100,000 10% 0% 100% 100%4 100%
Colorado 137,000 130,700 129,000 -5° -1 100 100 100
Connecticut 97,100 114,000 115,000 17 1 75 100 100
Delawars , 40,000, 50,000 44,700 25 11 958 9oh 90
District of Columbia® 10,0000 42,700 41,800 327 -2 95k 100 100
Florida 585,400 507,000! 500,600 13% 1% 100% 100% 100%
Georgla 330,000 346,500 350,000 5 1 100 100 100
Guam™ ces ver NA e NA v e NA
Hawai 52,700 52,600 53,200 <1 1 9gn 100 <100°
Idaho 27,300 28,200 34,300 3 22 100 100 100
Titinois 200,300 404,800 336,700 102% 11% 100% 100% 100%
Indiana 46,400 52,300 50,400 13 -4 100 100 100
Towa 30,000 47,300 53,100 58 12 100 100 100
Kansas 46,800 62,100 64,500 33 4 70.75P 0-65 804
Kentucky 22,500 41,300 84 98 100
Louisiana 135,900 134,400 154,700 . cen 100% 100% 100%
Maine 6,500 7,300 5,500 12% -25% 30" 307 307
Maryland 103,000 105,300 162,400 31 54 100 100 758
Massachusetts 50,000-55,000 60,000 65,000 9.20 8 ot ot ot
Michigan 116,800 124,100 114,800 6 7 100 100 100
Minnesota 26,500 35,600 40,000 4% 10% 100% 100% 100%
Mississippi 9,000 8,400 9,000 7 7 100 100 100
Missouri 92,000 91,900 89,500 <1% -3 100 100 100
Montana 13,300 26,000 Ve 95 o 100 100 100
Nebraska 13,700 18,500 16,500 as 11 100 100 ogh
Nevada 16,300 53,700 49,600 48% 8% 100% 100% 100%
New Hampshire 9,300 ‘o 20,100 ., ves 25-35Y 50 100
Now Jersey 145,700 123,300 110,900 -15% .10 100 100 100
New Moxico 26,200 33,600 34,800 28 4 93 100 100
New York 520,100 496,500 492,900 -5 -1 90 99 70%
North Carolina 63,200 75,000 76,300 19% 2% 100% 100% 100%
North Dakota 3,000 7,000 7,200 40 3 100 100 94Y
Ohio 114,500 140,500 149,200 23 6 100 100 100
Oklahoma 60,000 59,500 46,000% ) 23 100 100 100
Oregon 92,100 106,000 91,400 15 -14 100 100 100
Pennsylvania 166,700 168,100 143,700 1% 15938 100% 1006 100%
Puerto Rico 15,800 7 17
Rhode Island 30,000 vos 25,000 oo s 100 100 100
South Carolira 154,400 161,900 167,300 3% 100 100 100
South Dakota 17,600 20,000 19,000-20,000 14 0 100 100 100
Tennesses 75,000 90,000 83,200 20% 8% 100% 100% 100%
Texas 398,400 450,000 581,400 13 29 100 100 100
Trust Territory of the e
Pacific NAbR NA NA
Utsh 35,200 42,500 44,400 21 4 100 100 100
Vermont 9,000 7,000 5,000 .22 .29 35.40°%¢ apdd a5¢e
Virgin Islands or 300 NAT e NA e 100% NA
Virginia 110,000 134,100 136,400 22% 2% 100% 100 100%
Washington 131,600 160,600 168,300 22 s 100 160 100
West Virginia 37,200 ver . vl . 100 100 100
Wisconsin 78,600 96,500 100,000 23 4 100 100 100
Wyoming 11,100 10,100 9,800 9 3 100 100
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Explanatory Notes for Table 7

The notes below expand on the data in Table 7, The explanatory information was provided by the respondent.

Note: Percentages reported aro resulls of estimates. Except for Delaware,  O1hg number of such cases rofloct only theae sctuall red and
Floride, U’“ililﬂ'c’momo Rico, Utah, Vormont and Washington, for entered in the repository, It is unlmovgn how many gfmc cages were
which corrected data were submiited, the data in the columns for 1989 not reported or crronecusly seported; therefore & percontage is

are taken from Bureau of Justice Statistics, Criminal Jusiice Information  ungvailable,
Policy: Survey of Criminal History Information S (March 1991),

Table 7. Ex:ﬂ:t for Dolaware, Florida, Louisiana, Utah and Vermont, for ®The law

which corected data wers eubnitod, the da in the column for 1992 [utres total expungement of records that result from an

are taken from B of Justd , Cr 1 Justice Information acquittal or dismissal, "No charges filod" is considered a dismissal; thus,

Policy: Survey of Criminal History Information Systems, 1992 no statistics oxist.

(November 1993), Table 7. f . R
Police must release or charge an individual before sending fingerprints

++v  Not available, to the repository,

NA  Not applicable, 8Notification is sccemplished by disposition forms,

*The figure reflects an estimato of the numbex received by the Stata Bpolice departments do report dispositions,

repository,

i
‘No rint systen) is maintained currently,
bBath the fingerprinting and tho filing of charges are performad at the fingerprint sys * ¥

same unit, 'LAnut iﬁ’fﬁm‘ggﬁ is entored from ll;mt forms mbn:::ed to ctlhc Rgc:;d;
urcau o artment. Fingerprints are and retained in
No central criminal history repository is maintained currently, the Fommiy ¢ Bumﬁ? b BeP “
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Table 7t Notlce to State criminal hlstory repository of release of arrested persons without charging, 1989, 1992 and 1993

Percent of fingerprint
submissions for which
If an arrestoo {2 not charged after submission of repository is notified that
z \ Number of
Stato 1989 1992 1993 1993 1993
Alabsma Yes Yes Yes Vi <1%
Alasks No No No
American Samon et ies No
Arizona No Yes Yes ‘e e
Atkansas No No Yes Yo <l
California Yes Yes Yes 125,000* Ve
Colorado Yes Yes Yes ver <5%
Connecticut No No No
Delaware Yes Yes Yes s Ve
District of Columbia® Yes 155 100%
Florida Yes Yes Yes Ve )
Georgia Yes Yes Yes Vs e
Guam® Cee Vo NA NA NA
Hawall Yes Yes Yes 13,1004 g
Idaho Yes Yes Yes Vi o
Illinois Yes Yes Yes 1,300 Y
Indisna Yes Yes Yes Vi ee
lowa Yes Yes Yes®
Kansas Yes Yes Yes ooy )
Kentucky No Yes
Louisiana Yes Yes Yes Ve e
Maine Yes Yes Yes e b
Maryland Yes Yes Yes es cee
Massachugetts No No No
Michigan Yes Yes e v
Minnesota Yes Yes Yes Ve e
Mississippi No No No
Missouri No No Yes Ve N e
Montana Yes Yes Yes Ve ves
Nebraska Yes Yes Yes
Nevada Yes Yes Yes e s
Now Hampshire No No No
New Jervey No No No
New Mexico No No No
New York No Yes No
North Carotinal No No Yes Ve Ve
Neorth Dakota Yes Yes Yes ‘e Ve
Ohio No No YesB ves .
Oklahoma No No No
Oregon Mo No Yes Vs Cee
Pennsylvania Yea Yes Yes s e
Pueno Rico No No No
Rhode Island No No Nob
South Carolina No No No
South Dakota Yes Yes Yes i 5%
Tennessee No No No
Texas No Yes Yes o ‘e
Trust Terrdtory of the
Pacific - s Nal NA NA
Utah Yes Yes Yes e e
Yermont No No No
Virgin Islands ver No NAS NA NA
Virginia No No No
Washington No Yes Yes ves ey
West Virginta Yes Yes No
Wisconsin Yes Yes Yes e vee
Wyoming Yes Yrs Yes oee e

Survey of Criminal History Information Systems, 1993 Data Tables « Page 29




Explanatory Notes for Table 8

The notes below expand on the data in Table 8, The explanatory information was provided by the respondent,

Note: Percentages and bers reported are results of estimates,
Numbers have rounded to the nearest 100, Percentages have been
rounded to the nearest whole number, Except for Delaware, Puerto Rico
and Utah, for which corrected data were submitted, the data in the
columns for 1989 are taken from Bureau of Justice Statistics, Crimiral
Justice Information Policy: Survey of Criminal Mistory Information
Systems (March 1991), Table 8, Except for Arkansag, Delaware, lowa,
Puerto Rico, South Carolina and Utah, for which corrected data were
submitted, the data in the columns for 1992 are taken from Bureau of
Justice Statistics, Criminal Justice Information Policy: Survcg of
Criminal History Information Systems, 1992 (November 1993), Tatic 8,

v»+ Not available,
NA  Not applicable, (Not required to be submitted,)

2Based on the information retained by the repository, this number
cannot be determined, ¥ e repostiont,

chnding legislation will requiro reporting of prosecutor declinations,

©Pending legislation will require reporting of felony trial court
dispositions,

4The figure reflects an cstimats of the number réceived by the repasitory,

®Dispositions are not received on 30-40% if all arrests, It is unknown at
what level the final disposition occurred,

fprosecutors’ position is that a declination is not  disposition; therefore,
declinations are not reported,

8In 1989, the repository was receiving 100% of all dispositions that
had occurred in the automated District Court systems; thess dispositions
were placed in the automated disposition "Pending Posting" file, but
they lacked sufficient elements to match them with arrest records, The
estimate for 1992 reflects the number of dispositions reported that do
mitch arrests,

hPcrccnugo estimate is as of April 1994,

Mhe response is based on more accurate information available to the
repository,

Jl‘.pproximmwly 47% of all felony arrests without dispositions are over
one year old.

¥No central criminal history records repository is mainteined curremty,
lFigure roprosents all cases, not just felonies,
MFigurs was determined by a data quality baseline audit,

"Mare sccurate information was availabie. The State ropository Is
working with the courts 1o improve reporting of dispositions.

OThe response for 1992 was an esti
the results of a baseline audit,

PThe law roquires total expungement of vecords that result from an
scquittal or dismissal, "No charges filed" is considered & dismissal;
therefore, no statistics exist,

y the 1993 resp is based on

9The charging agency has the responsibility to notify the repository of
the disposition of every arrest, including those where no complaint {s
filed by the prosscutor,

"Fifty-one percent of the 1993 arreats have final dispositions,

®More accurate information was available,

'By administrative regulation, failure of the prosecutor to notify the
repository of action on the case within 30 days after the arrest results in
tha case being closed and considered not filed,

“Ihe decrease in dispositions in 1993 from 1992 resulted when a major
contributor, St. Louis Polics Depantment, stopped reporting dispositions
for the courts, The courts did not pick up the reporting when the Police

artment st . The State criminal history repository is currently in
E\?proccsu ofog taining the dispositions fmmrythc courts,

VThrough an interpretation of the exhﬁn? statute, it has been determined
that the statute does. not require that final court dispositions be submitted
to the repository, )

WPercentago represents final dispositions for 1993 felony arrests received
as of February 15, 1994,

XAll action, including (gmm:mor action, is reported ag final dispositions
by the Administrative Office of the Courts.

YDue to manpower requirements, the project for obtaining missin
dispositions 3:1 luupmgxded for & fow ‘;rc‘:ju‘ The mpositgry curre%uly is
working on ways to obtain the missing dispositions,

ZThe decline is duo to large contributors who are no longer reporting and
some who are working toward electronic reporting.

¥ Declino in dispositions recoived ix due to & personnel shortage,

bbFiguxc reflects the percent of dispositions reported in 1987; more
current figures were unavailable,

““Information is provided by County Clerks of Cour,
ddgy 1992, this requirement was relatively new,
me total nuniber is not available; 346 cases were reported to April

Page 30 « Data Tables

Survey of Criminal History Information Systems, 1993




Table 8 Complet

of pr tor and court dlsposition reporting to State criminal history repoaltory, 1989, 1992 and 1993

Number of

prosecutor Percent of cases in which State criminal histery itory e notified of;
Stats 1993 1989 1992 1993 1989 1992 1993
Alsbama Ves <$l% <1% Vi 30% 20% 50%
Alaska a NA e s 85 90 90
American Samoa ves Ve Ve NA s Vs NA
Arizona Vi e e Ve s ia ae
Arkansas Ve 15 NAY <% k1] 62° 58
Califomia 84,0004 . . v 85% 8 41%
Colorada of <15% oxf oxf 100 0-1%8 60
Connecticut vee NA NA NA 100 100 100
Delaware Y e ‘e IR 60 72 72
District of Columbia 15,000 0 ) 50 ] Vs s
Florida Ve 60% 30% e 50% 80% 30-50%h
Georgia o 100 90+! vaa 85 90+ o
Guamk i res Vie NA Ve s NA
Hawali 5,900d tes e A O 801 74
Idaho Ve 100 e NA 80 Tnm 70
Itinots 10,600¢ 50% 68% or 50% 52% o
Indiana Ve 50 55 NA 75 30400 12%°
lowa P NA NA ver Ve 98 98
Kansag Ve 35-40 e ves 80 Ces o
Kentusky Ve NA 100 NA 75.80 920 60
Louisiana Vi 50% 30% ‘e 50% 50% Ve
Maine Ve <1 e 1% 100 99 99%
Maryland Ve " 100 Vs 82 100 Ve
Massachusetts NA NA 100 100 100 98 100
Michigan s NA o Ve 64 70 R
Minnesota 2,800 70% 40%° AN 99% 9% 98%
Mississippl cos 30 NA NA 25 NA NA
Missouri 9,400 30 5.0t 10% 60 68 354
Montans Vi - NA Vs 80 70 73
Nebraska Ve 100 . 50 15 15
Nevada ar 90% 75% ‘e 65% $0% ve
New Hampshiro Vi NA NA NA 80 80 §0%
New Jersey 3,000 %0 %0 95% 95 95 90
New Mexico Ve NA S 2 5 15Y 10
New York 9,2009 s59%
North Carolina NA 85% Vs 93% 35y 50%
North Dakota . 30% " Ve 80 90 "
Ohlo . NA NA NA 55 35% kH]
Oklahoma Ve NA NA NA 80 60 60
Oregont vor NA NA NA 60°® 100 100
Pennsylvania . 30% 65% vaa Ves 65% 65%
Puerto Rico NA NA NA NA 14% 18 17
Rhode Island NA 1 . NA vew . 100
South Cirolnta e 80 100%¢ NA 100 98 100
South Dakota Ve 1 N 5% 15 6075 81
Tennesses e NA NA NA 5% 35.40% NA
Toxas . 0% oxdd .. dd 40 40dd 50
Trust Terrtory of the
Pacific Ve . vea NA e Ve 30%
Uuh e 0 45 64% 55% 60% 91%
Vermont Ve 100 94 95 100 94 9§
Virgin Islands . Yer ces NA vee 5% NA
Virginia Ve NA NA 95% 96 Y6
Washington ‘e 40% Ve i 7 75-80 78%
West Virginla . 85 75% NA 85 15 e
Wisconsin v es ‘o NA e vew 58
Wyoming 0,00 60 80 ‘e 60 80 Vs
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Explanatory Notes for Table 9

The notes below expand on the data in Table 9, The explanatory information was provided by the respondent,

Record is destroyed bi/‘ State criminal history repository.
Record is retained with action noted on the record,
Record is retumed to the court,
Record is scaled.
No action is taken,
Record is returned to submitting RgEnCY,
léﬁord is retumed to the Govemor's Office,
er

ver Not available,
NA  Not applicable,

SE-I N ND LI =

*[nformation is removed from the file,
bluyeniles only,
“Upon oxpungement or & parden only,

dPumxmt to District of Columbia law, oxgungemcnzs and set asides sre
ranted only for cases that fall under the Youth Rehabilitation Act and
me (Misdemeanor Possession) Title, The restoration of an individual's
civil rights would follow such rulings. Pending legislation would give
the Mayor of the District of Columbia broader authority for granting
expungements and getting asids of convictions, )

“The repository removes the information from the criminal hislorg resord,
athers all augporﬁng documentation and forwards all to the U.S.
ttomey's Office for final disposition,

The Mayor of the District of Columbia has limited authority to gramt
pardons,

8No central criminal history repository is maintained currently,

BState Jaw does not provide for expungements, but courts have inherent
:iumoritydlo order a record oxpunged; in such cases, the record is
estroyed,

i'l‘h,c record is retained for two years, then destroyed,
j'I‘he offender's {fingerprints aro destroyed, but the text data is retained,
kThe information is destroyed only if the offender is also pardoned.

IRecords are maintained in & separate area and are inaccessible under and
to all except in very limited circumstances,

MIf recejved, the information {s forwarded to the FBI, .

"Noie have been received,
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Table 9: Policles/practices of State criminal history reposltory regarding modification of felony convictions, 1993

Expungements Set-asides Pardons —Restontion of Civil Rights
State law How records Stato law How records How records Stats law How records
provides for arotreated by  provides for arc treated by  State law are treated by provides for are troated by
expungement State criminal  sct-asides Statecriminal ~ provides for  State criminal Testoration State criminal
of falony history of felony history pardons of history of felons' civil  history
Stata convictions repositoryt convictions repositoryt felons repositoryt rights repositoryt
Alabama Yes 1 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Alaska Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Ameican Samoa Yes Vis
Arizona Yes 1 Yes 1 Yes 1
Arkansas Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
California Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Colorado Yes 2 Yes gt Yes Ve
Connecticut Yes 1
Delawaro Yes? 2b Yes 2 Yes® 2
District of Columbia Yesd g® Yest 8 Yest e Yesd ge
Florida Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Georgia Yes 2 Yes 2
Guam8 e NA vea NA Vo NA Ve NA
Hawail Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Idaho 1h Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Hlinois Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Indisna Yes 1 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Towa Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Kansgs Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Kentucky Yes Ces
Louisiana Yes 2 Yes vea Yes vas Yes res
Maine Yes 2 Yes 2
Maryland Yes 1.2i Yes s Yes 1.2i Yes 1,2i
Massachusetts 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
Mississippl Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Missouri Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 5
Montana Yes 2 Yes 2
Neti aska Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Novada Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
New Hampshire Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
New Jemsey Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
New Mexico Yes 2 Yes 2
New York Yes 8l Yes 2 Yes 2
North Carolina Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
North Dakota Yes 2 Yes 2
Ohio Yes 6 Yes Ve Yes oy Yes Ve
Oklahoma Yes 2 Yes 2
Oregon Yes 4 Yes 2 Yes 2
Pennsylvania Yes 1k Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Puerto Rico Yes 1 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Rhode Island Yes 8l Yes gl Yes gl Yes 8!
South Carolira Yes 2
South Dakota Yes 2 Yes 1 Yes 1 Yes 1
Tennessee gm Yes L Yes LR
f'oxas Yes 1 Yes 2 Yex 2 Yes 2
Trust Territory of the
Pacifie Yes 2 Yes 2
Utah Yes 4 Yes 2 Yes 4 Yes 4
Vermont Yes 3 Yes 3 Yes 7
Virgin Islands Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Virgints Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Washington Yes 1,6 Yoz 2 Yes 2 Yes 5
West Vieginia Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Wisconsin Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
Wyoming Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2
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Explanatory Notes for Table 10

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

Note: The figures in the coolumns represent the estimated percent of
fingerprint cards received from State prisons and local jails both in States
where & Jegal requircment exists to fingerprint incarcerated individuals
and send the ﬁngz?xints to the repository and inn States where the
procedure is carried out voluntarily, The absence of a response indicates
that the information is neither mandated by a State legal requirement nor
is it ;olunmrily submitted. Percentages are rounded to the nearest whole
number,

" Not avallable,
NA  Not applicable,

8If fingerprint cards are received from corrections, they ars processed;
gxer% is no link, however, between corrections and the criminal history
atabase,

Thero are no local jails in Delaware.

®The State repository and the Department of Corrections are working on
(a’ pxgjcct to electronically enter the corrections data into the repository
atabase,

d/\pproximalcly 43,000 custedial fingerprints were received in 1993,
®No central criminal history repository is maintained currently,

fThere is no legal mcﬁimnmt to submit fingerprints; the Department of
Corrections has a policy to do so,

BFingerprints are required for felons only,

hOnly when on-line data conld not be matched were fingerprints
requested by the State repository,

iFingerprints are submitted if they have not been taken previously by an
arresting agency,

INo fingerprint system is maintained currently,

kne Virginia Department of Corrections has eliminated local jail
classification of inmates,
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Table 10: Fingerprinting of Incarcerated offenders and linkage to records malutained by State criminal hlstory repository, 1993

Law requires fingerprinting

Repository uses
fingerprints to muke

of admitted prisoners and Percent of admitted prisoners for positive
i i whom_reposi ) identification and to
link correctional data

State State prisons Local jails Stats prisons Local jails with proper records
Alabama Yes 100% Yes
Alaska®
Amezican Samoa
Arizona Yes Yes e e
Arxkansas Yes Yes 100 60% Yes
California Yes Yes 99% Ve Yes
Colorado Yes Yes 70 99% Yes
Connecticut
Delawaro Yes NAP 100 Yes
District of Columbia Yes Yes voa e Yes
Florida Yes - .‘;
Georgia Yes ses Yes
Guam® NA NA NA NA NA
Hawail
Idaho Yes 100% Yes
Ulinols Yes Yes 100% ey Yes
Indiana Yes Yes 86 58% Yes
Towa Yes Yes 99 Vee Yes
Kansas 100 100 Yes
Kentucky Yes Yes 85 60 Yes
Louisiana 100 Yes
Maine 99 5% Yes
Maryland Yes 100 Yes
Massachusetts Yes Yes 100 50 Yes
Michigan Yes 100 Yes
Minnesota Yes Yes 100% 0% Yes
Mississippi Yes 100
Missouri Yes 160 Yes
Montana Yes8 100 e Yes
Nebraska Yes Yes 95 vey Yes
Nevada 100%
New Hampshire 100 Yes
New Jersey Yes Yes 100 80% Yes
New Mezxico Yes Yes ves Cia Yes
New York Yes <sh Vs Yes
North Carolina Yes Yes 100% 100% Yes
North Dakots Yes Yes 100 25 Yes
Ohio Yes 100 Yes
Oklahoma 100 Yes
Oregon 100 Yes
Pennsylvania 95% Yes
Puerto Rico
Rhode Island
South Carolina Yes 99 98% Yes
South Dakota Yes Yes 100 95 Yes
Tennessce Yes Yest 100% ces Yes
Texas Yes 100 Yes
Tmlﬁcnilory of the
Pacifi NA NA NA NA NA
Utah Yes 100 Yes
Vemiont Yes Yes 100 ces * Yes
Virgin Islands
Virginla Yes Yes 85% 15 %k Yes
Washington Yes Yes 90 Yes
West Virginia Yes
Wisconsin Yes Yes 68 ves Yes
Wyoming Yes Yes 100 Ve Yes
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Explanatory Naotes for Table 11

The notes below expand on the data in Table 11, The explanztory information was provided by the respondent,

Rote: The figures reported in this table are from States in which there is
a lc§d requirement that probation/parole information must be reported to
the Stato criminal history itory or States where the information is
voluntarily reported. The absencs of a response indicates that the State
neither statutorily mandates that the information is reported nor is the
information voluntarily reported. Sce Table 5 for States which have a
logal requirement that probation/parole information must be reported to
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 submitted,
the data in the columns for 1989 are taken from Bureau of Justice
Statistics, Criminal Justice Information Policy: Survey of Criminal
History Information Systems (March 1991), Table 11, Except for
Arkansas, Missouri and Puerto Rico, for which comrected data were
submitted, the data in the columns for 1992 are taken from Bureau of
Juatice Statistics, Criminal Justice Information Policy: Survey of
lCNnu‘nat History Information Systems, 1992 (Noveinber 1993), Table

Not available,

Ve

NA  Not applicable.

The first figure represents information relating to admission to
supervision; the second figure represents information relating to release.

bNo central criminal history repository is maintaincd currently,

®The response for 1992 wag an estimate; the 1993 response is based on
the results of & baseline audit.

dRcspons'e is based on the results of a bascline audis,

®The State repository recelves information on admissions to but not
releases from probation,

"The percentage is estimated due to inability to determine all probation
orders assigned in 1993,
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Table 113 Probation and parole daiz In State criminal history vepository, 1989, 1992 and 1993

State 1989 1992 1993 1989 1992 1993
Alsbama 100% 100%

Alaska

American Samoa

Arizona 0 0% 0 ‘e
Arkansas 10% 30 30 100% 98 90%
California 85% e 100% e Ve
Colorado 0 <1% <10% 100 100% 100%
Connscticut

Delaware 100 100 100 100 100 100
District of Columbia 0 0 0 100 0
Florida 85% 85% e
Georgla 100 90/10%* ces 100 90/2%" e
Guam e ver NA ee ‘e NA
Hawaii N es e 0%
Idaho 0 0 0% 0 0
Nlinois 50% e 0% 50% Ve ves
Indiana 15 60% - 1 60% 16%°
Towa e 0 e . 0 Ve
Kansas 98 100 100 90 Ve 160
Kentucky 100 100 80 100 100 80
Louisiana 98% 100% 100% 95% 100% 100%
Maine

Maryland 40 100 e 40 100 e
Massachusetts 100 100 100 1
Michigan

Minnesota 99% 85%4 5% 99% 85%4

Mississippi e 0-10 ven Vo 0-10 ore
Missouri 100 50 50° 100 99 100%
Montana

Nebrasgka 50 45.50 100 98 e
Nevada con '

New Hampshire

Now Jersey 40% 80% 90% 90% 80% 80%
New Mexico

Now York 100 ‘e 100 Ve

North Carolina 100% 100% 100% 100%
North Dakota 100 100% 100% 100 100 100
Ohin 50 50 Vi 95 95 Ve
Oklahoma 10 10
Orogon 25 25

Pennsylvania 90% Ve o 90% e s
Puerto Rico 16 48% 1% 2 5% 2%
Rhode Island es ves

South Carolina 100 100% 98%

South Dakota 80 80 80 98 95% 95
Tennesses oo Ces ‘oo Ves

Texas 50% 50% sof 100% 100% 100%
Trust Territory of the

Pacific e Ve Ve e

Uuh 75 ‘i 100
Vermont 10 15 ves 50 60
Virgin Islands e Ces

Virginia fee Ve
Washington 100% 100% 100% 100%
Weat Virginia 85% 90 Ve 0% 90 Ve
Wisconsin e Ve vee
Wyoming 10 10 10 100 100 100
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Explanatory Notes for Table 12

The notes below expand on the data in Table 12, The explanatory information was provided by the respondent.

Note: Numbers and percentages have been rounded to the nearest
whole ber, Ni of unp or pmil.lli' processed
fingesprint cards have been rounded to the nearest 100,

++»  Not available,

NA  Not applicable.

*There is no legal requirement for reporting arrest and fingerprint
information ta the repository,

bDm\ is for 1991,

®Processing time is dus to a large backlog resulting from budget cuts;
normal processing time is 30 days,

dFigum represents the number as of October 1, 1994, 1t is estimated
that this is a four-menth backlog; 72 hours is the goal,

°This figure would include processing all archival arrests; for current
workload, 80 daya is needed to process the backlog,

fIn most cases, arrests are entered into the system by the courts at the
time of the arrest,

BBecause the courts exter the arrest information at the time of the arrest,
an arrest is started in the system before a fingerprint card is received;
mcmgom. there is a backlog of entering fingerprint cards but not arrest
text data,

RThere is no backlog in the processing of manual arrest fingerprint
cards, There is a backlog in entering carrections to arrest information
into the automated system that supponts the fingerprint cards,

iWithin 2.3 days, arrest data is entered into & temporary file and is
available on-line, Within 14-20 days, it is moved to permanent status,

No central criminal history repository Is maintained currently.

kArrest fingerprint cards and arrest data sre received and processed
differently, In addition, thero is & substandal differeace in time and in
the percent of total submittals between Honolulu and the other counties.
The average time in 1993 between the occurrence of en arrest and receipt
of the fingerprints for Honolulis was 7-10 days, This accounts for 71
of the State's fingerprint and azrest information, The average time in
1993 between the occurrence of an arrest and receipt of the fingerprints
for others counties in the State was 24 days, The other counties
account for 29% of the State's fingerprint and arvest information, The
average time in 1993 between the occurrenice of an arrest and receipt of
the arrest information for Honolulu was 3-4 days, The average timo in
1993 between the oceurrence of an arrest and receipt of arrest
information for others counties in the State was 7-14 days,

lCummlly the State repository processes fingerprint cards to the FBI for
only one small agency, Since this represents a very small percentage
(3%) of all arrests in the State, the repository is sble to process these
within one day, Thiz does not reflect the projected turnaround time for
ﬁngm rint card processing when the repositary becomes a single source
contributor,

MThe August 1992 data quality baseline audit showed that nearly 1%
of actual arrcats are not entered into the State criminal history repository,
In addition, there are approximately 1,100 "Neighbor Island™ arrests that
are missing arrest fmgcxglr_{lm cards and have not yet been processed for
identification p\_xR‘)ouc.s, ¢ backlog of arrests, therefore, is at least
1,100 records, The effort to research these missing arrests is extremely
labor intensive; the person-days reported to clear the backlog it an
estimate,

'I‘Fig:m reflects number of unprocessed fingerprint cards as of April 1,
994,

®The amount of days to climinate the backlog is unknown, but it is
expected to be climinated by summer 1994,

PArcest data recelved in the form of amest fingerprint cards are entered
into the automated, temporery criminal histary record fils within two
days of receipt, The names and aliases are placed in the master name
index at that time. ‘The fingerprint cards are then ogluccd in a backlog for
fingerprint scarch/identification processing, As of Deceber 31, 1993,
approximately 43,000 fingerprint cards were awaitinig processing,

9INo fingerprint system is maintained currently,

“This figure does not includ on-days nceded for fpmceming the
new receipis, The backlog is tho result of automated fingerprint
identiFsation system (AFIS) 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
Number of arrests in State

Average Average number of days arresting represented by Number of

number of days between receipt of fingerprints agencies arresting Backlog of unprocessed or  Number of

between arrest  andentrvofdataintor  reporting arrest  agencies entering data partially person-days

and receipt of data by reporting by into criminal pre d ded to

arrest data and ~ Mastername  Criminal history  automated automated history fingerprint eliminate
State fingerprints index database means means database exists  cards backlog
Alabama 10 5 5 No
Alaska 15 3.25 2 Yes 400 2
American Samoa® NA NA NA Yes . e
Arizona 14 11b 11b Yes 11,400 49
Arkansas 7 110 110 Yes 9,000 180
California 7-30 150° 150° Yes 262,000 10,858
Colorado 8 2 15 Yes 40,0004 3,460°
Connecticut 7-10 120 120 Yes 28,000 120
Delawars 5 45 o-1f 61 100% \. B 60
District of Columbla <t 1 <1 23 100 Yesh 30
Florida 3-10 2.3t 2.3 No
Georgia 4 3 3 No
Guam? NQ NA NA
Hawali 1! 1 % Yes™ 1,100 150
Idaho 30 b 5 Yes 6,000 500
Ilinois o - o 2 49% Yes 49,400" B
Indiana 7 14 14 Yes 11,000 870
Towa 10 1 5 Yes 500 7
Kansas 10-30 90+ 90-180 Yes 50,000 400
Kentucky 21 30 30 Yes 3,000 10
Louisiuna 30 1 1 Yes 50,000 i
Maine 14 1 3 Yes 300 14
Maryland 14 15 15 No
Massachusetts 14 14 . Yes 80,000 Vee
Michigan ver 10 10 Yee 4,500 10
Minncsota 20 1 2 No
Mississippi Vo 180 180 Yes tee Vs
Missouri 23 2.3 2-3 No
Montana 18 1 3 No
Nebraska 14 16 16 No
Nevads 10 2 2 No 43,000P 350
New Hampshire 10 1 i No
New Jersey 14-21 1 i No
New Mexico 12 4 4 No
New York <7 <? <7 18 58% Yes 12,100 30
North Carolina Vs 5 5 No
North Dakota 7-10 01 04 No
Ohio 12 6 6 Yes 2,500 4
Oklahoma 14 <60 <60 Yes 12,500 30-45
Qregon 14.90 14 14 Yes 9,000 140
Pennsylvania e 42 42 Yes 18,500 451
Puerto Rico e Ve ‘e Yes e e
Rhode Island 30 15 15 No
South Carolina 5 20 20 Na
South Dakota 5-10 1 1 No
Tennesses ey s cee Yes 7,500 792
Texas 10 10 10 No
Trust Territory of the
Pacificd NA NA NA
Utsh 10 s 5 Yes 2,000 14
VYermont e Yes 1,200 18
Virgin Islands® NA NA NA
Virginia 15 2-4 57 No
Washington 18 14 29 Yes 11,700 80
West Virginia N 10 10 Yes 3,000 60
Wisconsin 29 3 86 Yes 33,000 958F
Wyoming 10 710 7-10 Yes 530 10
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Explanatory Notes for Table 13

The notes below expand on the data in Table 13, The explanatory information was provided by the respondent,

Note; Numbers and percentages have been rounded to the nearest k i
whole number, Numbers of unprocessed or partially processed Court data is reported by tapo and inseried into the databas,

dispasition forms have been rounded to the nearest 100, 1A1l courts (13) report by diskeits to the Stata Court Administrators

Office; the Stute repository then receives the inf ion by automated
vee Not available, means from the S;:F:Coun Administrator's Office, Y

NA  Not applicable,
ot aep MGenerally information is recoived within 24 hours from the urbanflarge
*Figure represents 61 counties, automated courts which account for most of the felony trial counts,

ZNo legal requix‘:ncm exists mandating the reporting of felony coust PInformation is entered immediately.

ispositions t repository,

pasitions to fo repastiary ®Backlog consists of manual dispositions.

CFigure represents the average number of days for 1992, PAIl courts report o .
courts report through one system,

A1l felony disposition data is reported by automated means by the k

State Admi'nismvc Office of m'i"cw.. y Y 9Respanse applies to felonies only.

CAll disposition reporting is to be done via on-line reporting to the "Processing for daily mail is 10 days; a pre-existing backlog is being
§xn(§o crilr)nim‘lh tl\istr?r; repository, Posting to the crimh?:i history record  reduced through a special project, '
is done monthly.
*The State repository has 8 ents with counties repisenting 72% of
fAn sutomated update occurs every 24 hours, the dispositions to report electronically; the implementulior: is in
process and is expected to be completed in December £99+,
8Data is entered promptly upon receipt from the courts,
prompey tipo P tAlv.hough no legal requirement exists for reporting felony court

h : : dispositions, those that are voluntaril ried are received in 15 days
No central criminal history repository is maintained currently, mcr account for about 30% of the h{ml‘;pgom dispositions entered. Y

¥The court disposition backlog reflects the number of delinquent court

charges that the State repository identifies through ongoin% delinquent “Figure rep the p age of the total dispositions received,
monfioring programs; the repository does not receive court forms, per v )
se, for the purpose of data entry, The reporting by autamated meaxs is a test project,
iThe Information is placed into a holding file on the same day it is WThe backlog also includes misdemeanor cases,
Y
received; it ie added to the record when the record is inquired upon or
retumed to the file if no fingerprint-supported file cxists, This figure doos not include person-days necded for processing the
new receipts.
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Table 13t Average number of days to process dlsposition data submitted to State criminal history repository and current status of backlog, 1993

Aversge
Avemge number of days
number of days between reeeipt Percent of cases
between of final felony disposed of in
occurrence of court State Number of
final felony disposition Number of ropresented by  Backlog of unprocessed or Number of
court and entry of courts currontly  courts entering court partially person-days
disposition data into reporting by reporting by data into pr i court ded to
and receipt of  criminal history automated automated criminal histary  disposition eliminate
Stato data database meana means database forms backlog
Alabama Ves 5 614 85% No
Alaska 50 21 Yes 2,500 10-15
American Samos? NA NA
Arizona u1° 24° Yes 24,300 71
Arkansas 45 4 1d 100 No
Californis 30-90 <%0 3 2% Yes 777,000 3,125
Colorado® >90 15 8 60
Connecticut 14-28 485 Yes 147,000 294
Delaware if if 51 100 No
District of Columbia vee e No
Florida ‘e 18 60 100% No
Georgia 45 10 35 5 Yes 12,500 30
Guam NA NA
Hawail 14 1-14 i 77 Yes 118,900t 2,258
Idaho 148° e 1 5 Yes 13,000 630
Illinois e e 5 67% Yes 14,500 189
Indiana 158 30 Yes 5,000 30
Towa 20 7 Yes Ve 7
Kansas e e Yes 50,000 400
Kentucky 120-190 10 Yes 4,000 7
Louisiana P o Yes 100,000 e
Maine 10 1 No
Maryland 14 0k 51 98% No
Massachusetts 1 0 80 100 No
Michigan e 5 41 37 Yes 3,200 11
Minnesota 31 14 87 100% No
Mississippi® NA NA
Missouri 51 57 i 100 No
Montana e s No
Nebraska 90 160 Yes 1,200 40
Nevada 30 . Yes 25,000 200
New Hampshire 7 1 No
New Jersey 30 30 60 90% Yes 65,000 365
New Moexico 30 30 No
New York <™ <i? 75 Yes 20,000 145
North Carolina <5 1 99 92% No
North Dakota 30 15 No
Ohio 21 4 o e Yes 3,500 10
Oklahoma 30 30 2 16 No
Oregon 7 7 veu 100 Yes 21,000° 730
Pennsylvania e 3 560 65% Yes 32,800 199
Puerto Rico {-5 510 Yes 54,600 1
Rhode Island 30 30 1P 1009
South Carolina 30 15 37 75 Yes AN 14
South Dakota 30 14 No
Tennessee? NA NA
Texas 30 107 26 50%* Yes 48,000 415
Trust 'K‘crritory of the
Pacific 15 NA
Utsh 30-60 <yh 27 51 No
Vemeat 10 7 Yes 2,500 20
Virgin Islands 25 <1 Ve
Virginia 90.120 3-4 2 @l No
Washinglon 10 18 1 Y Yes¥ 49,000 230
West Virginia i 540 Yes 50,000 400
Wisconsin 56 126 Yes 114,000 831%
Wyoming 30-60 3-5 Yes 350 10
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Explanatory Notes for Table 14

The notes below expand on the data in Table 14, The explanatory information was provided by the respondent,

Note: Numbers and entages have been rounded to the nearest
whole number, Numbers of unprocessed or partislly processed custody-
supervision reports have been rounded to the nearest 100,

* No legal m(fuimmcnl mandates the reporting of the information
to the State criminal history repository,

v+»  Not available.
NA  Not applicable,

®EfTective February 1994, correctional data is received from the
T epariment of Corrections (DOC) every two weeks; it is unknown how
uften the DOC database is updated,

The entry delay is caused by a large backlog resulting from budget
cuts,

®The dolay is in submission of fingerprints; automated reports are
current daily,

dFigum refers to state-lovel releases.

®There are no local Jails in Delawars,

Prhe conectional facilities cater their data into the databaso immediately;
so the State repository has on-line access to the information,
Fingerprint cards are received at the repository after the information is
entered into the system,

8The Stato repository and the Department of Corrections are working on
a projoct to eater the corrections data into the repository electronically,

e figure vefers to the State Department of Corrections,
lFigm'c reflects average days for 1992,

¥The information is placed into the file jacket on the dats received, The
record is not updated until it is inquired upon,

The figure refers to State facilities only,
l'I'h,e rumber totals several hundred thousand,

™The information is received immediately when entered on-line, If
fingarprints are requested when an on-line data match cannot be mads,
the time increases to approximately 21 days,

;‘Figure represents one state-level agency; local jails do not report on-
ne.

°Mthough there is no legal requirement to submit the information,
when it is submitted, the average time to enter the information into the
criminal history database is 30 days,

PThe number of person-days to eliminute the entire criminal history
record information backlog of information and fingerprints from all
agencics is 792; the number of person-days to climinate the corrections
backlog alone is unknown,

QThe first figure represents the number of days to process fingerprint
information; the second figure represents the number of days 1o process
disposition data,
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Table 14; Average number of days to process correctional admisslon data submitted to State criminal history repository and current status of

backlog, 1993

Percent of
Averige admission/
number of status change/
days release
between activity
receipt of Number of occurring in Number of
correctional correctional State Backlog of unprocessed or
Average number of days between  data and agenci p d by entering partially Number of
admission of offender and receipt  entry into currently agencies correctional processed person-days
of data from: criminal reporting by reporting by data into custody- needed to
history automated automated cdminal history supervision climinate
Stats State prisons Loca) jails database means means database reports backlog
Alabama 5 NA* 5 1 100% No
Alaska* NA NA
American Samoa*
Arizona vl ers 1 No
Arkansas 14 14 30 Yes .
California 30 30 >200b Yes 188,000 7,863
Colorado >90° 10 30 1 100%¢ Yes 450 5
Connecticuy* £
Delaware «f NA® <l 19 100 No
District of Columbia ‘e NA* e 1 N No
Florida i B
Georgia NA* 1 100% No
Guam*
Hawali ves Y Yes 8,500 161
Idaho 3t NA#* . Yes i cor
Tilinols Ve Ve Ve No
Indfana 32 7 Ve Yes e AN
Towa Ve e 3 Ne
Kansas 3.5 ves 904 Yes 1,000 100
Kentueky 30 30 10 Yes 1,000 4
Louisiana 90-100 NA* Coer Yes 2,000 o
Maine 10 NA* 1 No
Maryland e Cen e cen No
Massachusetts 20 20 2 9 7% Neo
Michigan 10 5 10 Yes e e
Minnesota 23 23 2 10k 100% Yes od 600
Mississippi . Ve . Yes ces e
Missouri e Ve 3.5 No
Montana* NA NA
Nebraska 20 15 4 12 90 No
Neavada 10 NA* 10 No
New Hampshire*
New Jersey 14 14 30 Vs 60% Yes 100 3
Now Mezico v e 4 No
New York NA* Ve 0.21™ 1 100 Yes rea .
North Carolina 15 5 5 No
North Dakota 7 30 145 No
Ohio 20 15 30 Yes e e
Oklahoma 5 NA®* 2 No
Oregon* NA NA 30° Yes 800 s
Poringylvania* NA NA NA Yes 700 2
Puerto Rico NA NA NA
Rhode Istand NA NA NA
South Carolina 5 5 20 No
South Dakota 30 5-10 25 No
Tennesseo foe . N Yes 2,000 P
Toxas 3 NA* 2 No
Trust Territory of the
Pucific 5 NA* 1 No
Utah Vs NA®* 30 No
Vermont* NA NA
Virgin Islands* NA NA
Virginia 42-56 42:56 s 1 100% No
Washington 30 v 1 1 o No
West Virginia 14 14 28 Yes 250 5
Wisconsin 29 . 86/1264 Yes cor oo
Wyoming 7410 AN 10 Yes .

Survey of Criminal History Information Systems, 1993

Data Tables « Page 43




Explanatory Notes for Table 15

The notes below oxpand on the data in Table 15, The oxplanatory information was provided by the respondent,

a  Legislation/administrative changes JAl of the above procedures have been employed previously or are
b ‘Training , . under consideration but cannot be maintained with current personnel,
¢ Special project to obtain dispositions
2 ﬁa‘:ﬁn‘: submitting agency ¥No central criminal history repository is maintained currently,
f  Contact counts electronically 1 . .
Delinquent disposition report monitoring began January 1, 1994,
B8Disposition monitoring is conducted only for felonies, MNew electronic programs aro being developed to implement procedures

to encourage complete arrest and disposition rsporting,

hI)is sitions are provided to the sitory after & request (usually in

wriux form) is inltiated by pxiv«wmcl:x‘gzcn:ysccking %ﬂ (mcordy MDelinquent disposition report monlloringzls not currently done, but

checks, such procedures are & part of the computerized criminal history

. enhancements that are atill to bo implemented,

The State criminal history repository is in the process of doing a

"follow-up" program by‘zourﬁy. v pree 8 OStata repository is currently déveloping the capability to generate
) computer lists of missing dispositions.
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Table 15: Procedures employed by State criminal history repository to encourage complete arrest and dlspasition reporting, 1993

Lists of arrests with
no dispositions
genenated to monitor
State disposition reporting  Field visits

Form letters

Telephone calls

Other

Alabama X8
Alaska

American Samoa

Arzona

Arkansas

California

Colorado

Connecticut

Delaware ¥‘
Distdct of Columbia

Florids x
Geor, t’

Guam®

Hawali X
Idaho

Tllinols X
Indiana

Towa
Kansas )i
Kentucky

- A S

~

T HK

Louisiana™
Maine
Maryland
Massachuselts
Michigan

Minnesota
Mississippl
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska

E

E

Nevada

New Hampshire
New Jeney
New Mexico
New Yok

North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon

KM MK ™
HKHRHHK K X KK H

tad

Pennsylvania
Puerto Rico
Rhode Island
South Carolina
South Dakota X

-
E -

Tennessee

Texas n X
Trust Territory of the

Pacifie

Utah X X
Vermont

Virgln Islands

Virginia o
Wakhington X
West Virginta

Wisconsin

Wyoming X
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b Hx o HHHH HKXRX
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Explanatory Notes for Table 16

The notes below expand on the data in Table 16, The explanatory information was provided by the respondent,

Note: Repositories were asked to list all methods which may be wilized f is f t i

to link dls‘;»oaition information. Matching of several items of ﬂﬁﬁiﬁfﬁiﬁg gu?:lﬁzraa:\:nu‘::r d?t:‘of :;&Tbmatlon of the uniquo
inf?inm:\iim migmc used to ctgnﬁxm that theinppmprinte ihnk is being
made, Also, ‘ormation of one type is missing, repositories ma : N
look to other types of information cg:taincd onglhc slsposilion rc{:on. 8No central eriminal history repository is maintained currently,

*Method(s) utilized by the repository for linking disposition hDate of birth,
information and arrcst/charge B\formalion also permit the linking of

dispositions to particular charges and/or specific counts, ioRr number,
3Name and court case number, Istate {dentification (SID) number and agency case number and SID and
arrest number,

bCourt caso number,
KThe State repository compares all data reported on the disposition form

CArreating agency and booking number, against all data received on the fingesprint card,
d’I‘hc State repository uses a number constructed of the unique arrest Ycase number is optional,

oyent identifier, the arrest date and the originating agency identifier

(CRI), MNo linking capability currently exists.

“Criminal Justice Information System (CJIS) case number,
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Tuble 16: Methods used to link disposition Information to arvest/charge Information on criminsl history record, 1993

State

Unique
tracking
number for
individual
subjeats

Unique amest
event identifiar

Unique charge
identifier

;E

Subject name

Name and
reporting
agency case
number

Alabama*
Alaska
American Samoa
Arizona*
Arkansas*

California

Colorado*
Connecticut*
Delaware*

District of Calumbia®

Florida*
Georgia®
Guam8
Hawaii*
Idaho

Illinols
Indiana*
Towa*
Kansas*
Kentucky*

Louisiana*
Maine*
Maryland*
Maszachuseus®
Michigan

Minnesots
Mississippi
Missouri*
Montana*
Nebraska*

Novada®

New Hampshire
New Jersoy*
Now Mexico
New York*

North Carolina
North Dakota*
Ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon®

Pennsylvania
Puerto Rico
Rhode Island
South Carolina*
South Dakota

Tennesses

Texas*

Trust Temitory of the
Pacific™

Utah*

Vemont*

Virgin Islands
Virginia*
Washington*
West Virginie®
Wisconsin*
Wyoming*

g M MW H AN
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Explanatory Notes for Table 17

The notes below oxpand on the data in Table 17, The sxplanatory information was provided by the respondent,

Note; Numbers and percentages reported are results of estimates,
Numbers have been rounded to the nearest 100, Percentages have been
rounded to the nearest whols number,

v Not available,
. All data received can be linked.

#Dispositions are cross-matched through criminal case and police
numbers.

Ylnformation is entered temporarily into a separats database
(Nenfingerprint-based Arrest and Disposition [NFAD] File),

“The Information remains suppressed until linkage can be made,

‘:’g)(gs figure is the result of a backlog; the normal percentage would be

“Information is placed into a "temporary" automated disposition file to
match with late arriving arrest reports,

fA manual file is maintained, Information is kept in the subject's jacket,
When information is matched, it is added to the automated file,

8No cent-+\ criminal history repository is maintained currently,

hlnfonnalion is placed into a pending file,

ITne submitting agency is contacted,
Information is rotumed to the submitting agency.

kCmswdy information is entered onto the rap sheet, and the court name
and docket number are included,

UThe unlinked court dats are computerized for linking to srrest data
p:l%n processed; the unlinked court records are not accessible to the
ield,

MDummy segments may be created only if fingerprints are on file.
"Correctional information is not linked to arrest information,

®Two attempts are made to link the disposition; if no arrest fingerprints
are found, the correctional fingerprints are used.

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

9No linking capability curreatly exists.

T Conrt and correetional data must have fingerprints,
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Table 17: Procedures followed when linkage cannot be made between court or correctional Information and arrest Information in the criminal history

database, 1993
Create 8 'dummy’ scgment

Court Enter information Estimated dispositions received which

Arrest disposition  without linkage to Enter no information i e

agsumed assumed i Percent

from from From From Number of of final Numbser of Percent of

court correctional  From correctional  From correctional final court court correctionsl  correcticnal
State disposition data courts  agencies courts  agencics Other dispositions  dispositions  dispositions  dispositions
Alsbama X X Ves re Ve <10%
Alaska X NN e . .
American Samoa x* e ‘e e Ve
Arizona X xP e e vee .
Arkansas b o b o 2,000 42% 400 10
Califomnia X X 327,000 504 108,000 100%
Colorado x° s 99 v 1
Connecticut X xf e 5 e 7
Delaware X Ve 5 s tre
District of Columbia . . . .
Florida X Ve ‘e es o
Georgia e Ves 11,100 28%
Guam8
Hawaii X Cee e e o
Idaho X X vee o
Illirois xh e o . .
Indiana X Ve 30% e 98%
Towa X xi i 5 C. *
Kansas X X X X Ve Ve Ve e
Kentucky X Ve 15 e 5
Louisiana X X! s 10% . .
Maine X Xk 70
Maryland X X e e Ve ves
Massachusetts X . » 5,600 18%
Michigan X x! 28,900 16 e o
Minnesota X X Ve s Py e
Mississippi e ves Vs Ve
Missouri X Ve 4%
Montana X Ve e ‘o e
Nebraska X X X 4,000 22 2,300 18%
Nevada X X! e <1% . »
New Hampshire X X 15,500 60 . *
New Jersey xm xm x¢ X° . 20,000 10 1,000 5%
New Mexico X X x) e Ves Ve Ve
New York X X N
North Carolina X 2,400 % n n
North Dakota e 10 e 10%
Ohio X . * ves ves
Oklahoma X Voo e e e
Orogon X Ve §-12 . *
Pennsylvania X x° 58,800 29% e e
Puerto Rico X X e Ve ces e
Rhode Island X Ve ces
South Carolina X X X e . *
South Dakota X X A 5 P 1%
Tennessco X X e Pee s Vi
Toxas XP Ve s e
Trust Territory of the
Pacific?
Uuh X v 8% Ve ves
Vermont X en s Ve e
Virgin Islands X e 1% . ¢
Virginia X Ve vee e Ve
Washington X X X Xt 1,900 2 . AN
West Virginia X X xi
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 information was provided by the respondent,

40perator identification numbers are embedded in every record to
identify and track errors,

bAudit procedures are employed,

€Audit procedures are being tested,

4No central criminal history repository is maintained currently,
®Key verification.

fEnsuro compatible tracking numbers,

BMissing informatlon is obtained from courts and arresting agencies via
telephone to ensure complete and aceurate records,

hp complete quality control function exists on all criminal history
entries.

{Computer reconciliation of computerized criminal history data is
P
performed with contributing agencies' databases.

jCompuwr comparison is made with the FBI computerized criminal
history records,

KA1 data is dual entered,
Ywo verifications are made of the fingerprint identification,

MData purge lists are returned to data entry operators for correction,
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Table 18; Strategles employed by State criminal history repository to ensure accuracy of dsta In criminal history database, 1993

Random
sample
Manual revisw  comparisons of

Manual review  Manual of criminal State criminal
of incoming double- record history Error lists
source checking Computer edit  transcripts repository files  retumed to
documents or  beforcorafter  and verification  before with stored reporting

de t i

]

State roports data entry programs disseminat ag Other

Alabama

Alaska
American Samoa
Arizona
Arkansas

X

K x
E

California
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Connecticut
Delaware

District of Columbia

xl

M WK HK K
fak ot
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MM M KM ARKK KRR
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Explanatory Notes for Table 19

The notes below expand on the data in Table 19, The explanatery information was provided by the respondent,

Note: Ezcept for Wisconsin for which comected data was submitted, the
data in the columns for 1989 are taken from Bursau of Justice Statistics,
Criminal Justice Information Policy: Survey of Criminal History
Information Systems (March 1991), Table 18, The data in the columns
for 1992 arc taken from Bureau of Justice Statistics, Criminal Justice
Information Policy: Survey of Criminal History Information Systems,
1992 (November 1993), Table 19,

Not available.

¥Log is maintained for inquirics only,
bant inquiries are logged; updates ars limited to the last transaction,

“Random sample andits were scheduled to begin in February 1994,
resources permitting,

dRcsonrccs to conduct audits has been limited,

The expungement process, however, was audited for 1990-92,

ESince June 30, 1992, the Georgia Crime Information Center (GCIC)
auditors have had to reduce the scope of their audits to satisfy National
Crime Information Center (NCIC) audit frequency requirements,

8No central criminal history repesitory is maintained currently,

hAudits were completed in conjunction with the baseline audit
completed in August 1992,

IRecord trangaction log only,

JAU court recards are compared with arrest information , and any
inconsistencies are resolved before entry on the rap sheet, If probloms
occur frequently with a particular department, a visit to provide training
is reconmended.

KA formal audit was not conducted; an agency was provided assistance
on improving its procedures,

Un-house audits only.

MRandom sampling is conducted daily on incoming fingerprint card
submissions; specific agencies ure not isolated,

"Wery limited,

@A transaction log is maintained for one year on all inquiries,
responses, etc, on every message c:ossinﬁ the Tennessee Enforcement
Information System (lslyES). This capability will be expanded in the near
future with a total replacement of the State message svritch system,

PExcept for modifications,
9Logs are maintsined for inquiries and rcsponses only,
TField staff works with agencies on data quality,

8User agencics are on a four-year auditing cycle, Data quality is one
component of the audit,

“The first date represents the last audit of disposition reporting; the
sccond dats represents the last audit of arrest reporting,

“The first date represcats the time period for the audit of disposition
reporting; the second date represents the time period for the audit of
arrest reporting,
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Table 19; Audit actlvitles of Siate criminal history repository, 1989, 1992 and 1993

Transaction logs maintined to

provide audit trail of inquiries,

Random sample audits of user

agencics conducted 1o ensure data

Period of time
State 1989 1992 1993 1989 1992 1993 Date of last audit covered by audit
Alsbama Yes Yes* Yes Yes Yes No
Alaska Yes Yes Yo No No No
American Samoa No No
Arizona Yes Yes Yes No No No
Arkansas No Yes Yes No Yes No
California Yos Yes Yes Yes Yes No
Colorado Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes® Feb 1994 1 year
Connecticut Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Delaware Yes Yes Yes No Yes Nod
District of Columbia Yes Yex Yes No Yes Yes Oct 1993 Jan-June 1993
Florida Yes Yes Yes No No No:
Georgia Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No
Guam® . e Ces cer
Hawail Yes Yes Yes No Yesh Yes Aug 1992 Jul 1991-Jan 1992
Idaho Yes Yes Yes No No No
Tlinois Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes e Ces
Indiana Yes Yes Yes No No Yes 1993 1992
Towa Yes Yes Yes No No No 1994 last 3 years
Kansas No Yes Yes Yes Yes No
Kentucky No Yes Yes No Yes No
Louisiana Yes Yes, No No No No 1993 1990-92
Maine Yes! Yest Yesl No! Nol Nof
Maryland Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 1992 1991
Massachusctts Yes Yes Yes No No No
Michigan Yes Yes Yes No No No
Minnosota Yes Yes Yes No No Yosk Jan 1994 2 years
Mississippi No No No No No Ne
Missouri Yes Yes Yes Yes! No No
Montanx Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 1993 Ve
Nebrasks Yes Yes Yes No No No
Nevada Yes Yes Fes No No No
New Hampshire Yes Yes Yes No No No
New Jemey No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes ongoing 1989
New Mexico Yes Yes Yes No No No
New York Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Aug 1999 Jan 1970-Sep 1988
North Carolina Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes ongoing
North Dakota Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 1990 1988.90
Ohio Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes! Yes e lust S years
Oklahomas No No Yes No No No
Orogon Yes Yes No No Yes Mar 1994 1989-93
Pennsylvania Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes™ Yes
Puarto Rico e Yes Yes Ve No No
Rhode Island No No No No No No
South Carolina Yes Yes Yes No No Yesh e s
South Dakota Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes May 1993 1988.92
Tennesses Yes Yes© No No Yes Yes
Texas Yes YesP Yes No Nof No®
Trust Temitory of the
Pacifio Ve e No Ve Ve No
Utah Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Vermont Yes Yes Yesd No No Yes Jul 1993 1990
Virgin Islaids Ve No No Y No No
Virginia Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes® ongoing last 4 years
Washington Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Dec 1993 Jan 1991-Dec 1993
West Virginia Yes Yes Yes No No No
Wieconsin Yes Yes Yes No No No
Wyoming Yes Yes Yes No No Yes Dec 93/Nov 1992} 1993/Sep 19934
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Explanatory Notes for Table 20

The notes below expand on the data in Table 20, The explanatory infarmation was provided by the respondent.

e Not available,

Audit/audit functionsfprocedures

Automation conversion/redesign/enhancemants
Disposition/arrest reorting procedures/enhancements
Felony flagging

Fingerprint card/system conversion/cnhancements
Inter-agency/local agency interface

Legislation

Plan/strategy development

Task force/advisory group establishment
Tracking number implementationfimprovements
Training seminars/policy and procedures manuals

AN H IR —

e AL 00 =)
(> Lok =

lectronic capture of ¢riminal justice information at the local level
Dlnstallation of improved imaging (photo) system

CIntemal controls

4No central criminal histery repostory is curreatly maintaincd,

®The first time period is for the period covered for re; itory records; the
second time period is for the period covered for rcpoxl:?sng rates,

fXdcn'sifying "child abuse™ information pursuznt to the National Child
Protection Act of 1993

BThe Stato repository is in the process of strategy development,

hMnjm- redesign of the computerized criminal history system in New Jersey
was undertaken prior to the audit,

iTht: audit is currently under review for appropriate action,

JIn addition to this audit that determined the rate of missing felony
dis(rsitions for the past five years and the follow-up measures in ‘which
95% of the dispositions were located and added to the State computerized
criminal history system, many ongoing procedures help to ensure the quality
of data maintained by the State repository, All new records (40%) are sent
to contributors via telecommunications requesting verification of the
accurecy of the rap sheet, The unified judicial system reports dispositions
directly to the State regository; repository staff then contact arresting
agencies if there are no fingerprints, No outside agency has conducted an
audit because all funds wore dedicated to becoming a full participant in the
Interstate [dentification Index and interfacing electronically with the court
systern, both of which have synchronization p guaranteeing high
data quality standards,

kRegiomll hearings are being conducted on current system enhancements,

VTho entiro recordkee ing system is being organized, and a fingerprint
procedure of all am:sg is being implcmmicdg. ' B

™ Other changes as dictated by the Virginia Task Force workplan,
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Table 2¢: Data quality audits of State criminal history repository, 1993

State criminal

history

Tepositary

database

sudited for Changes to Dats quality

completeness improve data audits are planned

within last § Date of Period of time Agency that quality were made orscheduledfor  Initiatives are underway
Suts years last andit covered by audit  performed audit as a result of auditt next 3 years to improve data quality}
Alabama m
Alaska X 1993 1991.93 Other agency 489,10 X 3,5,67.8,10
American Samoa X 1,2,3,4,5,6,789,10,11
Arizona X Jul1992 1987-91 Cther agency 89,11 X 2,3,5,6,11
Arkansas X 1,2,4,5,6,8,10,11
California 2,3,4,6,89,10,11,12%
Colorado 1993 prior 12 months Other agency 1,238 X 1,2,3,5,6,10,11
Connecticut 2,34,5,6,10
Delaware X Oct 1992 1986-92 Other agency 235 b X 24,511
District of Columbia X 1993 1989.93 Other agency 1,2,3,5,6,8,9,10,12 X 1,2,3,5,6,8,9
Flarida X 1.2,3,4,6,7,10,11
Gemggl X Mar 1992 1980-91 Other agency 1,8,11,12° 1,2,358,11
Guam
Hawaii X Aug 1992 Jul 1991-Jan 1992 Other agency 1,23,8 X 12,6
Idaho X Mar 93 1988-92/1991-92°  Other agency 89 2,3,6,7,10,11
Tllinois X Dec 1992 1992 Other agency 36,7,89.11 X 1,2,3,547,89,11
Indiana X 1993 1992 Other agency 1,3,6,89,11 X 1,3,6,8,9,11
Towa X 1991 1986-91 Othez agency 1,2,34,5,6,7,8, 1,2,34,5,6,7,8,10,11 ,12f

10,11
Kansas X 1,2,34,5,6,7,89,10,11
Kentucky X Jan 1994 1976-94 Repository 8 2,34.589,10
Louisiana X 1993 1990-92 Other agency 2,34,5.6,89,10,11 ;.?.3.4.5,6.7.10.1 1
Maine A1
Maryland X Aug-Sep1992 1991 Other agency 1,2,34,5,6,7,89,10,11 X 1.2,3,4,5,6,789,10,11
Massachusetts X Jun 1994 1993 Other agency 5,6,8,9,10 X 2,5,6,89,10,11
Michigan X 1993 1991 Other agency 89 X 124,5,6,89
Minnesota X Apr1992 1990 Otkier agency 12,3,45,6,7,89,11 X 1,3,5,6,,89,10,11
Mississippi X vea o Other agency 89
Missouri X 1993 1970-93 Repository 1,3,10,11 1,2,3,6,10,11
Montana X 1993 cross-section Other sgency 1,3,10 X 1,2,3,8,11
Nebraska X Apr 1992 1986-91 Other agency 1,2,3,7,8,9,11 X 1,34,56,78,11
Nevada X Jul-Dec 1993 198793 Other agency 8 1,2,34,6,7,11
New Hampshire X W3
New Jersey X Jan 1994 1993 Repasitory, other h X 1,2,3,6,11
agency
New Mexico 2,4,89,11
New York X Aug 1990 1985-87 Other agency 26 X 1,2,569,11
North Caroline 14,5689
Neirth Dakota X 1235,11
Ohlo X e last 5 years Repository 24 X 2,3,5,10,11
Oklahoma R X E 2,3,4,5,6,7,89,10,11
Oregon X Mar 1994 1989.93 Other agency 1
Pennsylvania X Sep 1993 prior 12 months Other agency 31 X 3,4,5,67,89,11
Buerto Rico X Sep 1993 1987-93 Repository X 1,2,5,6,7,89,11,12
Rhode Island
South Carolina 3
South Dakota Xj May 1993 1988-92 Repository 1,2,3,6,7,10,11 2,39,10,11
Tennesses X Dec 1992 Jul 1991-Jun 1992 Other ageacy
Texas 2,3,4{.6.7.8.10,
11,12

Trust Terxitory of the 29,11,12!
Pacific
Utah X Dec 1993 { ;ng ; 992-Nov Other agency 3,5,6,8,10,11 235,11
Vermont X Jul 1993 1990 Other agency 589 2,34,5,689,10,11
Virgin Islands 2356,7,8,9,10
Virginia X 1992 1991 Other agency 1,23,6,7,8,12M X 12m
Washington X ongolng annually Repository 1,2,3,4,6,8,9,10,11 X 1,2,3,4,5,67,89,10,11
West Virginia X 1249
Wisconsin Tun 1993 1992 Other agency 4,89 1,2,3,5,6,7,8,9,10,11
Wyomlng 140

Survey of Criminal History Information Systems, 1993

Data Tables « Page 55




Explanatory Notes for Table 21A

The notes below expand on the data in Table 21A, The cxplanatory information was provided by the respondent,

* Note: States appearinilin this tabls haye been designated by the
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms, U,S, Treasury
Department, as States that currently have lawr. that qualify as
altematives to the five-day waiting period ents of the Brady
Handgun Violence Pravention Act (Public Law 103-159, Novemter
30,1993), 59 Federal Register 140, p, 37534 (July 22, 1994),
Numbers for firearms checks have been rounded to the nearest 10,

** 1 Priorto the sale of the handgun, a crimina] records check of the
potential purchaser ix conducted using an instant name check
system,

2 Priortothe sale of the handgun, a name check of the potential
urchaser is conducted that is nof an instant name check.
3 F’rior to the sale of the handgun, the potential purchaser must

sulls}t‘nit_ an application and fingerprints to the appropriate

suthority,

4 Prior to the sale of the handgun, the potential purchaser must
obtain a pennit (Fircarm Owners Identification Card) that is
fingerprint verified,

5 Prior to the sale of the handgun, the potential purchaser must
obtain a permit that is based upon & name search only,

t A Allfircarms
H  Handguns only
O Other fircarms

YUp 10 24 hours is permitted if the Instant check does not respond,
b Instant check system did not begin urtil 1994,

© Except shotgune and antiques,

4 The waiting period applies to handguns only,

© At least 30 days are required, but not more than 60 days,

f'The Hanolutu Police Department does not utilize information derived

from an FBI fingerprint check to deny a permit, This is ducin part to the
length of time to process the ﬁngocxpnnu. The check, however, is utilized as
1 basis }{ior retrieval of firearms from those individuals prohibited from
ownership,

8 The purchaser is required to wait three days when purchasing a handgun
and one day when purchasing a long gun.

N A1l checks are conducted through the county sheriffs' offices, sa totals are
not available at the Stats repository level, The State repository can
determine the numbet of times that purpose code "F"r(e(P;x)‘ firearms checks)
was used, For 1993, the total waz 9,579; however, a number of factors
could skew the numbes, including the use of another purpose code for &
fircarms check, duﬁﬂcauz inquirics on the same person, and inability of the
system to distinguish inquiries for "pemnits to earry” from inquiries for
“"permits to purchase”,

1 Checks are conductcd for assault weapons and for some handguns
approved by the Handgun Review Board.

J Pror to issuing a license to purchase a handgun, a criminal history record
check is conducted by the local police ar sheriff's department, depending
upon the purchaser’s residency. The purchaser is then required to retum to
the local agency and have the handgun "inspected™/registered, All data on
the sale and registration is forwarded to and indexed in the State criminal
records repository,

X Guns 30 inches or less in length are considered handguns in Michigan,

! Figures represent the actual purchases made or attempted to be made;
mors inay have been approved but never purchased,

™ Checks arc made by the local sheriffs' departments, and the outcome of
the checks is not reported to the State repository,

" Figures represent the checks conducted by the State repositary; since the

handgun permit checks are parformed by local law enforcement, thers is no
m to measure all of the criminal history checks conducted for purchase of
guns,

© Potentlal purchasers are roquired to wait untl both a State and a Federal
fingerprint check can be completed.

P Figure represents numo checks conducted for the purpose renewals only,
9 Up to six months are permitted for the initial permit investigation.

¥ Criminal history record checks are atso conducted for the purct

of long
guns in New York City.

8 The f'!::ium rcpmm\u the total number of fingerprint checks conducted for
lht;ﬂ Publ age of firearms; breakdowns for approvals and denjals are not
available,

t Atleast two days are required, but not more than five days.
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Table 21A: Procedures for presale criminal history record ciiecks on potentlal firearm purchasers by States with “alternative”* systems, 1993

Types of ——Number of firearm checks, 1993
fireanms
Stats Eligibility practices** Waiting period regulatedt Approved Denied Approved Denied
Califomia 2-Non-instant name check 15 A 633,690 6,503
Colorndo 1-Instant name check 8 H
Connecticut 2-Noan-instant name check 14 A 44,770 97
Delaware 1-Instant name check 0 A 14,170 500
Florida 1-Instant name check 3d A 311,380 7,538/
180 pending
Guam 3-Fingerprint check 30-60° A 3,650 40
Fawaii 4-Pemmit 14 A 5,000 of 7,730 197
Idsho 1-Instant name check
Mlinois 1-Instart name check and 1.38 A 202,780 1,160
5-Permit (name-based)
Indiana 2-Non-instant name check 7 H 123,150 1,5
Iowa 1-Instant name check and 3 H
S-Permit (name-based)
Maryland 2-Non-instant name check 7 o 35,000 mn
Massachusetts 5-Permit (name-based) A;‘
Michigan §-Permit (name-based)) K 108,020 3200!
Missourd 2-Noa-instant name check ™
Nebraska S-Permit (name-based) H 3,090 185/
510 pending "
New Jersey 3-Fingerprint check und indefinite® A 24,130 900 28,120° 49
5-Permit (name-based)
New York 4-Pemit 1809 HOF 20,670°
Orcgon 3-Fingerprint check 15 H 50,850 264
Tennessee 5-Permit (name-based) 15 A
Utah 1-Instant name check 0 H
Virgin Islands 2and 3+ Other approvals A 150 i1
¢ and 4-Permit
Virginia 1+ Instant check A 211,140 1739
Wisconsin 1-Instant name check 25 H 41,150 308
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Explanatory Notes for Table 211

The notes below expand on the data in Table 21B, Tha explanatory information was provided by the respondent.

*  Note: States appearing in this table have been designated by the 3 i i
Bureau of Alcgl‘\):la. Tobacco and Firearms, U.S, Treasury y Sm:\dmml‘i{iec‘sh &R;:f‘:;:g m:‘;ﬁ:\;“ well a5 commitments to
chpmmcnt, as u?ufl_cs ".}“ currently hav:d laws that qualif)i( da‘s ' !
alternatives to the five-day waiting pesi uirements of the b 8
Brady Handgun Violence Prevention Act (Publio Law 103-19, Specified juvenile offenses are also included In the check.
November 30, 1993). 59 Fedenal Register 140, p. 37534 (uly 22, R R
1994), Numbers for firearms checks have been rounded 1o the  Procedures also require a determination that the potential purchaser is not
nearest 10, a “clear and present danger” to himself or others and that the potential

purchasez is not “wanted" in the State of lllinois,
e N = Name check

F = Fingerprint check 4 Courts urs also checked for disposition information,

© The statewide warrant database is also checked,
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Table 21B; Data elements and databases used for pregale record checks on petential firearm purchasers by States with “alternative™® systems, 1993

DATABASES CHECKED
Probation/
Natioral State Civil parole/

Data clementsusedin ~ Stats Crime Interstate mental restraining pretrial

scarch of criminal repository  Information  Identification  FBI-CJIS  health order release
State history database records Center Index files records files INS  stams Orher
Califomia Name, DOB N N N N N N Nb
Colorado N N N N N
Connecticut Name, DOB N N
Delaware Name, DOB, SSN, N N N

Dr, Lic.
Florids Name,DOB, race, N N N N

sox, SSN
Guam Name, fingerprints EN
Hawaii Fingerprints if KN N F N

no name identification
Idaho Name, DOB N N N N
Nlinois Name, DOB N N N Nt Ne
Indiana Name, DOB N
lowa Name, DOB N N N
Maryland Narse, DOB, S§N, N N N N N N N

Dr, Lic.
Massachusetts Name, DOB N N N N N
Michigan Name, DOB N N N N
Missourd
Nebraska Name, DOB N N N
New Jersey Name, DOB, F,N N N F F

fingerprints
New York Fingerprinta F F N F
Oregon Fingerprints if no F N N N¢ N N

name identification
Tenncssce Name, DOB N
Utah Name,DOB N N N N N®
Virgin Islands Name, DOB N N
Virginia Name, DOB N N N N N
Wisconsin Name, DOB N N N
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Explanatory Notes for Tabie 22

Tho notes below expand on the dats in Table 22, The explanatory information was pravided by the respondent.

* Note: States a%pcm'ng in this table have been designated by the Burean
of Alcohal, Tobacco and Fircarms, U.S, Treasury Department, as States
that currently have laws that qunllf¥ as altematives to the five-day waiting

erod requirements of the Brady Handgun Violence Prevention Act
?Public Law 103-159, November 30, 1993), 59 Federal Register 140, p,
37534 (July 22, 199%4).

** Information was received from State-level repository, Additional
information available from local “Chief Law Enforcement Officers”
(CLEO’s) may not be included on this table.

vee Not available,

k1 F = Federal
§ = State/Local

¥igure represents potential purchasers who wers incligible because they
wero under age,

bColorado’s altemative system was not implemented untit 1994, Under bath
the pre-Brady system and the altematlve system, sale agfmvals have been
granied in 92% of the cases and denials have ecurred in 8% of the cases,

®Upon request, list of "nonapprovals” is provided to o*her criminal justice
agencies,

4 The altemative system was approved by the Bureau of Alconal, Tobacco
and Firearms in July 1994,

© Information is provided only if there is an outstanding warrant,

f Figure represents potential purchasers who were ineligiblo because their
permits wero invalid-o.g., expired, revoked, etc,, including revocations due
to felony convictions,

8 Figure includes potential purchasers who were incligible because they
were non-residents (3), under 21 (3), or because the fircarms wero stolen

B The ltemative system was not implemented until 1994,

i Figure includes potential purchasers who were ineligible because they
wers dishonorably discharged from the ammed services (1), or because they
attempted to exceed the lawful handgun Liaits (264),

Page 60 + Data Tables

Survey of Criminal History Information Systems, 1993




Table 22: Purchasers determined to be Inellgible to purchase firearms In “alternative’® States, 1993

Potential purchasers deterined to be ineligi™e

Action taken by State vepository regardin,
purchasers de&mincd‘?:be inelig%blc* s

Provided
information to
Adjudicated Federal/
Unlawful mental Stateflocal
users or defective or prosccution No action
Disqualifying addictedto  committed to Scught orlaw taken by
convictions/ controlled  mental Tllegal i fi ient Stae

Stats "Total indictment Fugitives  substances  institution aliens  Other & wamant authoritiest Other  repository
Californi 6,509 5361 429 219* S,F
Colorado
Connecticut 297 X
Delaware 468 32 S
Florida 7538 7,200 321 17 X®
Guam 40 39 1 X
Hawn§ 197 X
Idaho vea s¢@
Dllinois 1,160 6 1omf
Indiana 45 45
fowa iee
Maryland 3
Maszachusetts ‘oo
Michigan 3,200
Missoud os
Nebraska 185 185 S\F
New Jerzoy 949 949 X
New York e
Oregon 264 104/5 5 1508
Tennicasee! v . X
Unahh . X
Virgin Islands 1 6 4 1 X
Virginia 139 1,148270 41 5 4 2651
Wiscansin 308 308 X
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Explanatory Notes for Table 23

The notes below expand on the data in Table 23, The explanatory information was provided by the respondent.

*  Now: States appearing in this table have been designated by the b4 dditional poteatinl purchasers may have been found ineligible as a
Bureau of Alcohol, Tolacco and Fircarms, U.S, Treasury result of checking databases other than tho State repository database,
Dcp;dnmcm, as States ;}\J‘t u; s:bjg:t ‘3 the scdleral five-day waiti;‘\g

eri uircments of the Brady Handgun Violence Prevention Act ¢ . : .
Public Law 103-159, Novembey 30, 1993). 50 Federal Register M‘h"“gh Rhode Island does operate in compliance with the Brady
140, pp. 37533-34 (July 22, 1994) Act, the State has for some time applied 2 mandatory seven-day waiting
v ER * ) period on the purchass of all firearms, During that titne, local law

. . : ¢ enfarcement conducts checks of criminal history records, During 1993
e }:;gnn:;\lilgx? :/:;Im:‘;i;dnfms'%;ﬁgfwlilw -nrél:gi.f{,gfgg?:;}a" a total of 10,325 checks were conducted of wﬁch 201 poumt.ial8 !
(CLEQ's) may not bo included on this table, purchases wero denied,
9 L ocal authorities also are notified if thecgotemial purchaser has a State
+ F = Federl or National Crime Information Center (NCIC) warrant outstanding.
§ = State/Local

© Background checks are not done currently.
v+« Not available,

. Local law enforcement agencies conduct the checks; thersfore,
the information is not available at the State repository level,

® "Brady checks" are processed by individual county and local law
enforcement agencics, Iegislation was passed that transferred the
responsibility to & Handgun Clearance Center to be established within
the Arizona Department of Public Safety; implementation details were
not available at the time the survey response was completed.
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Table 23t Presale criminal history record checks by States subject to the Federal walting period®, February 28 - March 18, 1994

Action taken by State repositary
regarding purchasers detezmined to be

ineligible**
Number of
criminal record

Number of Number of background Proyided

criminal record criminal record checks information

background background resulting in to Federal/

checks checks resulting  approvals to Number of Stateflocal

conducted for in denials to proceed with applications prosecution or No action

purchase of purchase purchase of pending law enfarcement taken by
State handguns handguns handguns processing authoriticst Stats repository
Alabama* X*
Alaska 1,448 51 1,394 3 X+
American Samoa 0 0 0 0 X
Arizona*® Xe
Arkansas 950 9 631 310 X
District of
Columbia 30 Ve vea ‘oo X
Georgia 9,213 Iy e ee X
Kansas 1,628 71 1,557 0 S, F
Kentucky 3,823 138 3,685 0 S.F
Louisjana* Xe
Maine 1,554 10° 0 0 X
Minnesota* X
Mississippi Ve X
Montana* X*
Nevada 2,416 29 2,387 0 S, F
New Hampshire e X
New Mexico 1,272 26 1,246 N
North Carolina 12,000 e s Ve X+
North Dakota 428 13 413 2 F
Ohio 3,604 38 3,566 0 S
Oklahoma* e X
Pennsylvania oe X
Puerto Rico ver
Rhode Island vae F
South Carolina 4,308 190 4,102 13 s¢
South Dakota* X
Toxas 53,395 Ve Ve e Xe
Trust Tenitory of
the Pacific®
Yermont 600 e e e F
Washington* X
West Virginia s 16 S
Wyoming 1,050 33 1,013 4 X

Survey of Criminal History Information Systems, 1993

Data Tables » Page 63




Explanatory Notes for Table 24

The notes below expand on the data in Table 24, The explanatory information was provided by the respondent.

Note: Since data ried is as of 1993, costs of implementing the
Brady Handgun Violence Preyeation Act (citation) which became
effectiva February 28, 1994, are ot included, Start-up costs have been
rounded to the nearest $100,

* Includes costs for personnel, equipment, facilities, training and
other costs specified by respondents,

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

«++ Not available,
2 Programming, costs,

b
No start-up cosis were included because the program has been in place
since beforcpl970, and no figures are lvnilablc[., P

¢ Dealers pay $100 annually as an access fes to criminal history record
information,

d Figure represents the fee charged by the Puerto Rico Palice
Department for a license application,

® Figure represents expenditure for training and cducation of chief law
e;‘xfm]'::anml officers regarding implementation of "Brady” background
checks.,

fNo system currently exists for conducting background checks,
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Table 24: Cost of Implementing and operating programs for presale criminal history record checks on potentlal firearm purchasers, 1993

Tees charged by

Gun check
considered
iminal

justice (CJ) or
noncriminal
justice activity

Funding sources for
programs not supported

State Start-up costs® Nime Fingerprint (NCD) by firearm scarch fees

Alabama Ve

Alaska e

American Samoa e CINCI

Arizona $10,000* cJ

Arkansag 9,400 $15 $15 NCJ State General Fund

Califomia $7,500,000 $141 cy

Colorado 105,700 12¢ Ncither

Connecticut ‘e CJ

Delaware 120,000 CJ State General Fund

District of Columbia e 5 2,50 (9}} Operating budget

Florida $638,600 $84 cJ

Georgia ‘i

Guam e

Hawali b CJ City, county revenues

Idaho 153,800 ¢ NcI

Illinols $249,499 32¢ cl

Indiana Ve CcJ

Towa fas CJ

Kansas vea cJ

Kentucky 103,000

Louisiana e

Maine $2,500 NCI

Maryland Ve [ed} Stato Polics budget

Massachusetts yaa CJ

Michigan e cJ Other system user fees

Minnesota e Cl

Mississippi e

Missouri ves cl

Montana Ve

Nebraska e $3t cJ

Novada $123,000 $15¢ NCJ

New Hampshire e cl

New Jersey e 8+ $12¢ NCJ

New Mexico i CJ

New Yok s 50 NCJ

North Carolina ves cl

North Dakota ces

Ohio PR $15¢ NCJ

Oklahoma Ve

Oregon $1,500,000 cl

Pennsylvania Ve CJ

Puerto Rico s $504

Rhede Island Ve

South Carolina $383,300 5t cJ

Sonth Dakota 200° NcJ

Tennessec e $24 NCJ

Texas e Cl

Tmt}crriwry of the

Pacifi )

Utah $34,000 $5¢ cJ

Vermont el NCI General Fund

Virgin Islands Ves $9 Cl General Fund
irginiu $343,700 2 $) General Fund

Washington e cJ

West Virginia 100,000+ cJ

Wisconsin 270,900 8t cl

Wyoming s
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Explanatory MNotes for Table 25

The notes below cxpand on the data in Table 25, The explanatory information was provided by the respondent.

+++  Not available, © Originating agency identification number,

# [n-state firearm dealers only, 4 Out-of-state firearm dealers only.

b Curreatly the local police departments process firearms permits, The existing ¢ Soundex is not used for "Brady” checks,
tSxt’alc_ lawdon f:lmrms gocs not :x;ilicillﬁ" u}l{low x;m}:‘h notil xcntionihhfoumlion to

iven directly to a fircarms dealer, awaii, however, conviction f . . .
information is considercd 8 public resord; therefors, dealors appear to bo able N0 masier name index is maintained currently,
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 methods used in conducting criminal history checks on potentlal firearm purchasers, 1993

Soundex can State law permits Statc law permits giving

Minimum data elements required be used in giving felony conviction "sale approval"/no sale”
State to search mastzr name index name search information to firexrm dealer information to firearm dealer
Alabama Name, sex, race, DOB, 3SN Yes No Yes?
Alaska Name Yes No No
American Samoa P Ve e Ve
Arizona Name, DOB Yes No Yes
Arkansag Name, sex, DOB Yes No Yes
Californiz Name, sex, DOB Yes No Yes
Colorado Name, sex, race, DOB Yo No Yes*
Connecticut Name, DOB Yes Yes* Yes?
Delaware Name, sex, race, DOB, dr, lic., SSN Yes No Yes
District of Columbia Name, sex, race, DOB, SSN Yes Yes No
Florida Name, sex, race, DOB Yes No Yes?
Georgia Name, sex, race, DOB Yes No No
Guam Name, DOB No ‘e Vg
Hawaii Name, sex, DOB, SSN Yes No No®
Idaho Name, DCB Yes No Yes?
Nllinois Name, DOB Yes vee Yes?
Indiana Name, DOB Yes Test Yes*
Towa Name, DOB Yes No No
Kansas Name, sex, DOB Yes Yes Yes
Keatucky Name, sex, race, DOB, SSN Yes Yes Yes
Louisiana Name, sex, race, DOB Yes Yes- Yes
Maine Name, DOB Yes Yes No
Maryland Name, sex, ruce, DOB Yes No Yes*
Massachusetts Name, DOB Yes No No
Michigan Name, sex, race, DOR Yes Yes Yes
Minnesota Name, sex, DOB, password, ORI®,

purposs code Yes No No
Mississippi s Ve e ‘e
Missouri Name, DOB Yes No No
Montana Ve Yes Yes Yes
Nebraska Name, sex, race, DOB, SSN Yes No Yes
Nevada Name, sex, DOB Yes Yes Yes
New Hampshire Name, DOB Yes No No
Now Jersey Name, DOB, SSN Yes No No
New Mexico Name, DOB Yes Yes Yes
New York Name, gex, DOB, fingerprints Yes No No
North Carolina Name, sex, race, DOB Yes No Yesd
North Dakota Name, DOB Yes No No
Ohio Name, DOB, SSN Neo® No No
Oklahoma Name, sex, DOB Yes Ve Ve
Oregon Name, DOB Yes No No
Penasylvania Name, DOB No Yes Yes
Puerto Rico Name, DOB, scx, race, SSN, fingerprints Yes No No
Rhode Island e Ve s v
South Carolina Name, DOB Yes No Yes?
South Dakota Name, sex, DOB Yes No No
Tennesses Name, sex, race, DOB Yes No No
Texas Name, sex, race, DOB Yes No No
Trust Terrdtory of the
Pacific NAf NA No No
Utah Name, sex, DOB Yes No Yes
Vermiat Name, DOB Yes No Yes
Virgin Islands Naf No Yes No
Virginia Name, sex, race, DOB Yes No Yes
Washinglon Name, DOB Yes Yes Yes
West Virginia Namse, DOB No No No
Wisconsin Name, sex, race, DOB Yes Yes Yes
Wyoming Name, sex, DOB Yes No No
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Explanatory Notes for Table 26
The notes below expand on the dats in Table 26. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent,

Note: Records are considered ta be curreat and shareable if the
jurisdiction ic a ber of the FBI Imt Identification Index (III)
and the records of arrest within the preceding five years contain
dispositions of those arrests, Guam and the Trust Territory of the
Pacific did not provide estimates of the date of entry into the 11
system, Listed dates ars based on the goal of December 2000,
Amezican Samoa provided only an estimated date of entry into III,
Xxggxancdinte goals are based on this date and the goal December

X = Goal has been achieved,
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Table 26: U.S. Attorney General's estimated goals/timetables for criminal history record sharlng In a national Instant background check system, 1994

Month and year
State will become

State 111 pasticipant Up to 25% 50% 5% 80% Full panicipant
Alabama Dec 95 Dec 95 Deo 95 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00
Alasks X X X X Dec 00
American Samoa Jau 95 Mar 96 Mar 97 Mar 98 Mar 99 Dec 00
Arizona Mur 96 Dec 96 Dec 96 Dec 96 Dec 96 Dec 00
Arkansas Feb 95 Jan 96 Apr 97 Dec 98 Jun 99 Dec 00
California X X X Dev 98 Dec 98 Dec 00
Colorado X Jan 97 Jan 98 Jul 98 Sep 98 Jan 99
Connecticut X X X Jun 95 Jun 95 Jun 99

aware X X X Dec 96 Dec 97 Dec 99
Distdct of Columbia Dec 95 Dec 95 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 Dee 00
Guam Dec 00 Dec 60 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00
Hawail Dow 49 Dec 99 Dec 99 Dec 99 Dec 99 Dec 00
Idaho X X Jan 96 Jan 97 Jan 98 Dee 00
Ilinois X Jan 97 Jan 97 Jan 97 Aug 97 Aug 98
Indiana Jun 95 Jun 95 Jun 95 Jun 95 Jun 95 Dec 95
Towa Jul 95 Jul 95 Jul 95 Jul 95 Jul 95 Jul 99
Kansas Jan 98 Jan 98 Jan 98 Jan 98 Jan 98 Jan 98
Kentucky Jan 96 Jan 96 Jan 96 Jan 97 Jan 98 Jan 00
Loulsiana Dec 96 Dec 96 Dec 96 Dec 96 Dec 96 Dec 96
Maine Jan 96 Oct 98 Oct 99 Oct 00 Oct 00 Dec 00
Maryland Dec 97 Dec 97 Dec 97 Dec 97 Dec 97 Dec 00
Massachuseits Dec 98 Jun 99 Jun 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00
Michigan X X X Dec 00
Minnesota X X X Dec 95 Dec 96 Dec 99
Mississippi Dec 98 Dec 98 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00
Missoun X ) Dec 95 Dac 99 Dec 99 Dec 00
Montana X X X Det 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 Hampshire Dec 94 Dec 94 Dec 94 Dez 00 Des 00 Dec 00
Now Jersey X X X X X Dec 99
New Mexico Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00
Now York X X X X Jun 95 Dec 00
North Carolina X X X X X Dec 00
North Dakota X Dec 95 Dec 97 Dec 99 Dec 00 Dec 00
Ohlo X X Dec 95 Deq 96 Dec 97 Dec 58
Oklahoma X Dec 96 Dec 97 Dec 98 Dec 99 Dee 99
Orogon X X Dec 98 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00
Ponnsylvania X X Dec 96 Dec 97 Dec 99
Puerto Rico Jun 96 Jan 96 Jan 96 Jan 96 Jan 96 Dec 00
Rhods Island Des 98 Dec 98 Dec 98 Dec 98 Dec 98 Dec 98
South Carolina X X X X X Jan 98
South Dakota X X Jun 98 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00
Tennesses Qct 97 Oct 97 Dec 98 Dec 00 Deg 00 Dec 00
Texss X X X Jun 98 Jun 98 Dec 00
Trust Territory of the
Pscific Dec 00 Deo 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dec 00
Utah X X X Dec 96 Dec 97 Dec 00
Vermont Jun 96 Den 98 Dec 98 Dec 00 Dec 00 Des 00
Virgin Islands Dec 98 Dec 98 Dec 98 Dec 98 Dec 98 Dec 00

irginia X X X X X X

Washington X Jun 95 Jun 95 Jan 96 Dec 96 Dec 99
West Virginia Dec 96 Dec 96 Jan 98 Jan 99 Jan 00 Jan 00
Wisconsin Jun 96 Jun 96 Jun 00 Dec 00 Dec 00 Dee 00
Wyoming X X X Dee 97
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Explanatory Notes for Table 27
The notes below expend on the data in Table 27, The explanatory information was provided by the respondent,

Note: The information in this tabla was provided by the Criminal % Florida is a ‘Pmicipam in the National Fingerprint File and submits

Justice Information Services Division, FBI, Numbers have been only the first fingerprint card of an individual to the FBI, The number

rounded 1o the nearest 100, of fingerprint cards submitted to the FBI, therefare, is substantially less
that the number recoived by the State criminal history repository for

* Most dispositions are recoived by tape submissions, processing.

b Asof 1994, Nebraska became & machine readable State reporting
dispositions by tape.
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Table 27; Fingerprint cards and dispositlons recelved by the Federal Bureau of Investigation, 1993

Number of fingerprinia xeceived by the FBI, 1993 Number of final
dispositions

Criminal justice Noneriminal received by the
State purposes Justice purposcs FBi, 1993
Total 4,192,500 413,800 2,770,200
Alabama 61,300 2,600 62,800*
Alaska 10,600 1,400 1,700
Americin Samoa
Arizona 72,700 9,500 59,600%
Arkansas 21,700 2,500 70,400*
Califomia 426,800 40,400 412,900
Colorado 110,400 5,300 100
Connecticut 31,600 10,500 8,600
Delaware 12,000 2,100 15,400%
District of Columbia 30,600 21,500 9,400
Florida 206,900% 22,200 1,200
Georgla 335,600 10,700 825,000%
Guam 1,200 2,800
Hawail 14,600 6,000 3,100
Idaho 21,000 5,200 100
Nlinois 303,100 9,300 13,400
Indiana 32,300 4,000 11,400
lows 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
Maine 3,800 200 1,100
Maryland 136,000 9,200 4,300
Massachusetts 16,300 2,200 700
Michigan 87,200 16,400 300
Minnesota 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 1,000°
Nevada 37,900 2,400 1,100
New Hampshire 9,200 600 5,700
New Jersey 112,900 32,000 400
MNew Mexico 33,400 1,900 8,000
New York 503,500 54,200 232,900*
North Carolina 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
Qregon 56,000 14,400 83,300
Pennsylvania 156,100 6,400 69,300
Puerto Rico 4,500 0
Rhoda Island 7,800 300 3,400
South Carolina 132,100 6,600 2,700
South Dakota 15,000 300 116,100+
Tennesses 60,800 5,900 19,700
Texas 276,100 27,700 61,500
Trust Termritory of the
Pacific
Utah 17,600 1,100 1,200
Yermoxit 3,900 200 1,700
Virgin Islands 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 Notes for Table 28

Tho notes below oxpand on the data in Table 28, The explanatory information was provided by the respondent,

Note: The information in this table was provided by the Criminal *  Stats was not a ilI participant by December 31, 1993, but has since
Justice Information Services Division, FBI, The numbers have been become one,

rounded to the nearest 100, The information is not applicablo to States

that are not currently ganicipning in I, and therefore, the cells for no-

participant States are blank,
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Table 28: Criminal history records of Interstate Identification Index (IH) particlpants malntalned by the State criminal history repository and the
Federal Bureau of Investigation, 1993

U1 records indexed with Percent of total records
the State's identification III records maintsined available through I

Stato (SID) pointers by the FBI for the State maintained by the State
Total 12,449,700 3,891,700
Alebama
Alaska 11,800 55,600 18%
American Samoa
Arizona
Arkansas
Califomia 2,124,300 607,800 18%
Colorado 246,600 92,300 73
Connecticut 91,100 97,400 438

aware 41,000 47,700 46
District of Columbia
Florida 1,555,500 231,700 7%
Georgia 1,117,800 68,700 24
Guam
Hawaii
Idaho 64,800 20,800 76
Illinois 18,300 959,800 2%
Indiana
Iowa
Kanaas
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Maasachusetts
Michigen 503,600 42,300 92%
Minnesota 156,400 19,600 89%
Misslssippi
Missoun 182,200 133,600 58
Montana 20,500 41,100 33
Nebraska
Novada 3,500 181,500 2%
New Hampshire
Now Jersey 706,300 49,000 94
New Mezico
New York 1,672,700 64,800 26
North Carolina 424,800 21,700 95%
North Dakota*
Ohio 504,200 76,000 87
Oklahoma®
Oregon 268,100 13,200 95
Pennaylvanis 467,200 243,900 66%
Puerto Rico
Rhode Island )
South Carolina 495,800 29,800 94
South Dakota*
Tenncsses
Toxas 1,359,000 109,500 923%
Trust Territory of the
Pacific
Utah 14,200 123,100 10
Vemmont
Virgin Islands
Virginia 337,000 190,500 64%
Washington 31,800 357,800 8
West Virginia
Wisconsin
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 Palau) and the U,S,
Virgin Islands, Responses were
received from all 56 jurisdictions.

The three-part survey instrument
consisted of 98 questions, many
of which were multi-part. The
survey was designed to collect
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
criminal history checks for
fircarms purchases;

« ability of State repositories to
participate in a system in which
convicted felons are uniquely and
casily identified by some form of
a targeted database;

» level of fingerprint-supported
arrest reporting to the State
repositories and the processing
and timeliness of the information
that is entered into criminal
history record databases;

» level of prosecutor-reported
information in criminal history
databases;

* level and timeliness of
dispusition 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 correctional
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
rates 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 provided
information relating to the
number of tingerprint 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 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 relating to
the timetables that were
established by the Attorney
General in compliance with the
mandates of the Brady Handgun
Violence Prevention Act.

Following the receipt of the
responses, all data were
automated. Extensive telephone
follow-up was undertaken,
Survey respondents were thein
requerited to respond to particular
questions relating to the current
data compared to data Irom earlier
surveys, Respondents were also
permilted a final review of the
data after it was piaced 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 100
Percentages were rounded to the
nearest whole number,

In the analyses of the tables,
averages and totals were calculated
using the mid-point of the range
where ranges appear 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
became 2).

Data reported for 1983 and 1984
were taken from Burcau of Justice
Statistics, Technical Report:
State Criminal Records
Repositories (October 1985). As
shown in the tables in this report,
the numbers were rounded to the
nearest 100, Dataeported for
1989 was taken from Burcau of
Justice Statistics, Survey of
Criminal History Information
Systems (March 1991), Data
reported for 1992 was taken from
Bureau of Jusuce Statistics,
Survey of Criminal History
Informatior; Systems, 1992
(November 1993),
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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
1alling lists, or to speak to a reference
-pecialist in statistics at the Bureau of
ustice Statlstics 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,
D 20850, toll-free 800-666-3332,

BJS malntains these maliling lists;
Law enforcement reports

Federal statistics

Drugs and crime data

Justice expenditure and employment
Privacy and security of ¢riminal histories
nd criminai justice inform.ation policy
BJS bulleting and 3,-u¢lal reports
State felony courls

Corrections

National Crime Victimization Survey
Sourcebook of Criminal Justice
Btatistics (annual)

Bingle coples of reports are free; use title
hnd NCJ number to order. Postage and
andling are charged for bulk orders
bf single reports. For single coples ot
multiple titles, up to 10 titles are free;
1-40 titles $10; more than 40, $20;
ibraries call for special rates.

Public-use tapes, disks, and CD-BOM's

pf BJS data sets and other criminal justice
Hata are avallable from the National
Archive of Criminal Justice Data (formetly
CJAIN), P.O. Box 1248, Ann Arbor, Mi
18106 (toll-free 800-999-0960).

National Crime Victimization
Survey

lownce betweers Intimates: Domestic

violence, NCJ-149259,

11/04

NGVS redesign:

Piess release, NCJ~151169, 10:84

Fact sheet, NCJ-151170, 10/94

Quaestlons and answers, NCJ-151171, 10/94

Technlcal background, NCJ«151172, 10/94

Criminal victimization it the U,S.:

1973-92 trends, NCJ-147008, 8/94

L 1992 (final), NCJ-145125, 4/94
lolent crime; Selected findings,
NGCJ-147488, 4/94

iderly crime victims: Selacted findings,
NGJ-147186, 3/94

tl‘lolencn agninst women, NCJ-145325, 1/94
Ighlights froni 20 years of surveylng crime
victims: 1973.92, NCJ-144525, 10/93

2rime and older Amerlcans information

L package, NCJ-140001, 4/93, $15

Prime victimization in city, suburban.

and rural areas, NCJ«135843, 6/92

Sehool erime, NCJ-131645, 901

reenage victims, NC.J»128129, 5/81

he Natlon's two crime meastres: Uniform
Crime Reports & the NCS, NCJ-122705, 4/90

letimization and fear of er'me: World
perspoctivas, NCJ-93872, 1/85, $9.15

he Nationat Criiie Survey: Working papers,
Vol, |, Hlstory, NCJ-75374, 8/82

Vol. ll; Methodology, NCJ-80307, 1/85,$9 90

JS crime data briels
Young black male victims, NCJ«147004,
12/94
Violence éihd theft In the workplace,
NCJ-148189, 7/94
Child rape victims, 1982, NSJ<147001, 6/94
Crime and nelghborhoods, NCJ147005, /04
Guna and crime: Handgun victimization,
firoarm self-defense, and flrearm theft,
NCJ+147003, 6/94
Carjacking, NCJ- 147002, 3/84 V
i Costs of crime to victims, NCJ-145865,2/64

BJS bulleting
’Cr:mllé\nl vietimization 1992, NGJ:144776,
1/93

i Grime and the Natlon's households, 1992,
NCJ- 143288, 8/93

3J8 special reports
Black vietims, NCJ-122562, 4/50
Hispanle victinis, NCJ- 120507, 1/60
Motor vehielo theft, NCJ. 100078, 3/88
Robbery victima, NCJ-104638, 4/87

Courts

BJS bulletins

Pretrial release of felony defendants
1992, NCJ-148818, 11/94

Felony sentences In State courts
1992, NCJ-151167, 1/95
1990, NCJ-140188, 3/93

Prosecutors in State courts
1992, NCJ-145319, 12/93
1990, NGJ-134500, 3/82

Criminal defense for the poor, 1986,
NCJ-112919, 9/88

8BS spacial reports

Felony sentences in the United States,
NCJ-148077, 10/94

Murder in families, NCJ-143498, 7/94

Murder in large urkan countles, 1988,
NCJ-140614, 3/93

Raeldivism of felons on probation,
1986-89, NCJ-134177, 2/92

Felony case processing In State courts,
1986, NCJ-121753, 2/90

Felony detendants in large urban countlos:
Natlonal Prottial Reporting Program
1992, NCJ-148826, 11/94
1990, NCJ-141872, 5/93
Natlonal Judiclal Reporting Program
1990, NCJ+146323, 12/93
1988, NCJ-135048, 1/93

elons sentenced to probatlon In State
courts, 1986, NCJ-124944, 11/80

Felony defendants In large urban counties,
1988, NCJ-122385, 4/90

Felony laws of 50 States and the Dlstrict of
Columblia, 1986, NC.J1050686, 2/88, $14.60

State court model statistical dictlonary:
Supplement, NCJ-98326, 9/85
1st edition, NCJ-62320, 9/80, $10.60

Crimipal history records

Survay of eriminal history informatlon
sysizms, 1993, NCJ-148951, 1/95
Nationa) Criminal History Improvement
Program anhouncement, NCJ+151173, 12/94
Uso and management of criminal history
record information; A comprohensive
report, NCJ-143501, 11/93
Report of the Natlonal Task Force an
Criminal History Record Disposition
Renorting, NCJ-135836, 6/92
Atlornay Genoral's progiam for Improving
the Nation's criminal history records:
BJS Implementatlon status report,
NCJ-134722, 8/92
Identifylng telons who attempt to
purchase flrearms, NCJ-144393, 10/89
Identitylng parsons, other than telons,
who attempt to purchase tirearms,
NCJ-123050, 3/90, $9.90
ing plat s and accuracy
of criminal history record information:
Audit gulde, NCJ-133651, 2/92
Forensic DNA analysls: |ssues,
NGJ+128567, 6/91
Statutes requiring use of criminal history
record Information, NGJ-120896, 8/91
Original miunrds of entry, NCJ-126626, 1/91
Strateg‘as for improving data quallty,
NCJ-115338, 5/89
Publlc access to criminal history record
Intormation, NCJ-111458, 11/88
Juvenile records and regordkeaping
systems, NCJ-112815, 11/88
Automated fingerprint identitication
systemat Tachpulogy and polley Issues,

Corrections

BJS bullatins and special reports
Capita! punishment 1993, NCJ 150042,
12/94
Prisoners In 1993, NCJ-147036, 6/94
Women in prison, NCJ-145321, 3/44
Hl\é/ln U.S, prisons and Jails, NCJ-143202,
93

Drug enforcement and treatment
In prisans, 1990, NJ-134724, 7/92

Violent State prisoners and thelr victims,
NCJ-124133, 7/90

Prison rule violators, NCJ-120344, 12/89

Racldlvism of prisoners released in 1983,
NCJ-113261, 4/89

Drug use and crime: State prison Inmate
survey, 1986, NCJ-111940, 7/88

Time served In prison and on parole, 1984,
NCJ-108544, 12/87

Profile of State prison Inmates, 1986,
NCJ-109926, 1/88

Imprisanment In four countrles,
NCJ-103967, 2/87

Correctional populations in the U.S.:
1992, NCJ-146413, 1/95
1991, NCJ-142729, 8/93

Prlsoners at midyear 1994, NCJ-151168, 10/94

Comparing Federal and State prison
Inmates, 1991, NCJ-145864, 10/04

Protile of inmates in the U.S. and In England
and Wales, 1991, NCJ-145863, 10/94

National Corrections Reporting Program:
1992, NC.J-145862, 10/94

1991, NCJ-145861, 2/94

Survey of State prison inmates, 1991,
NCJ-136949, 5/93

Census of State and Federal correctional
facilitles, 1990, NGJ~137003, 6/92

Prisons and prisoners in the Unlted States,
NCJ-137002, 4/92

State and Federal institutions, 1926-86:
Race of prisonera admitted, NCJ- 125618,

6/91
Historical statistics on prisoners,
NGJ-111098, 6/88

Census of jails and survey
of jail inmates

8JS bulletins and special reports

Jalt inmates, 1992, NCJ-143284, 8/93

Drunk driving: 1989 Survey of lnmates
of Local Jallz, NCJ-134728, 9/92

Women In jail, 1989, NCJ-134732, 3/92

Drugs ond jail Inmates, NCJ-130836, 8/91

Profile of jall Inmates, 1989,
NCJ-129097, 4/91

Poputation density In local Jalls, 1388,
NCJ-122209, 3/96

Census of local jails, 1968;
Summary and methodolagy, vol. |,
NOJ-127992, 3/91
Data for Individual Jalls In tho Northeast,
Midwast, South, West, vols, }-V,
NCJ-130759-130762, 9/
Census of focal jalls, 1983 Selectod
findings, vol, V, NCJ-112795, 11/88

Frobation and paroie

8JS builstins and special reparls
Probatlon and parole:
1993 (press release), NCJ-149730, 9/94
1992, NCJ-146412, 2/94

Juvenile corrections

§CJ-10434 Y, 4/87
Ghiiriren In custody: Census of publle and ; ’ -
privato juvenile detention, correctional, Griminal Justice "hot" rites, G 101850,

and shaltor faclios, 975-95, NGJ-1 14065, Extodt witngss manual, NGJ-77627, /61,
$11.50

Survey of youth In custody, 1987 {special .
report), NCJ- 113385, 9/88

Expenditure and employment

Justice expenditure and employmant:
1990 (BJS builotin}, NCJ-135777, 9/a2
1888 (full report), NCJ-125819, £/91

Justice varlable pass-through data, 1890;
Anti-drug abuse farmula grants (BJS
tochnical report), NCJ«13301% 3/92

Drugs and crime

State drug resources: 1994 natlonal
directory, NCJ-147706, 10/04
Drugs and ¢rime facts, 1933, NCJ-146240, 8/94
Drugs, crime, and the justico system:
A natlonai report, "#C.. 133652, 5/93
Technical appondix, NCJ-139578, 6/03
Catalog of selected Federal publications
on ltlegal drug and nlcoho! abuse,
NCJ-130562. 6/93

BJS/SEARCH conference proceodings:
National conference Gn e'iminal history
record informatisn: 8rady and beyond,
huJ-151263, 1/95
Natlonal conference on ¢+iiminal Justice
bulletin board syatems, NCJ-145327,

2/94

Natlonal confarence on Improving the
quality of eriminal history Information,
NCJ-133532, 2/92

Criminal justice in the 1850's: The futura
of information management,
NCJ-121697, 5/90, $7.70

Juvenlie and adult records: One systom,
one fecord? NCJ-114047, 1/90

Open vs. confldentlal racords,
NCJ-113560, 1/88, $7.70

Compondium of State privacy and security
lagislation:
1994 overview, NCJ- 151262, 1/95
1994 full report {1,500pp, microfiche $2,
hard capy, NGJ-151823, $164), 1705

Law Enforcement Management
and Administrative Statistics

LEMAS, 1990: Data for Individual agencles
with 100 or more ofticers, NGJ-134438, 9/92

8JS bullelins and special reports

Federal law enforcement officers, 1993,
NCJ-1511686, 1/95

Census of State and local law enforcement
agencles 1992, NCJ-142972, 7/83

Drug enforcement by police and sherifs*
departments, 1990, NCJ-134505,.5/92

State and local police departments, 1990,
NGCJ-133284, 2/92

Sherlgs‘ departments, 1990, NCJ-133283,
2/9

Pollce departments in large cities, 1987,
NCJ-119220, 8/89

Prefile of State and local law enforcement
agencles, 1987, NCJ-113949, 3/89

Federal justice statistics

Federal drug case processing, 1985-91, with
praliminary data for 1992, NCJ-144392, 3/94

Federal criminal case processing, 1982-81,
with prellminary data for 1992,
NCJ-1445626, 11/83

Compendium of Fedaral justice statistics:
1990, NUJ-143499, 9/93

Federal offenses and offenders

BJS bulietins and special reports

Protrial release of Federal felony
defendants, 1990, NCJ-145322, 2/94

Prosecuting ciiminal enterprises,
NCJ-142524, 11/93

Foderal sentencing in transltion, 1986-90,
NCJ-134727, 6/92

Immigration offonses, NCJ-124546, 8/90

General

BJS bulletins and special reports
Tracking oftendors, 1990, NCJ-148200, 7/94
BJS telephone contacts, '94, NCJ-143707,
11/93

8.8 discussion papers:

Sentencing In the Fuderal courts; Does
raco matter? The transition to
santencing guldelines, 1986-90

Summary, NGJ-145332, 12/93
Full report, NCJ-145328, 12/93, $5

Performance measuras for the ¢riminal
justice system: Papers from the BJS-
Princeton Project, NCJ-143505, 10/93

Local prosecution of organized crime:
Use of State RICO statutes, NCJ-143502,
10/93

Falony sentencing and jail characteristics,
NCJ-142528, 6/93

Sourcebook of eriminal justice statistics,
1993, NCJ-148211, 9/94, $6
1992, NCJ-143486, 9/93, $6
Enhancing capacities and confronting
controversles In criminal Justice:
Praceedings of a BIS/JRSA conferonce,
NCJ-145318, 8/94
BJS FY 1994 program plan, NCJ-148138, 6/94
Flrearms and erimes of violerce: Selected
findings, NCJ-146844, 2/94
Incldent-Based Reporting System:
Demonstrating the operational utility of
Incldent-based data for local crime
tnalysis: Tacomn, Wash,, and New
Bedford, Mass,, NCJ-145860, 6/94
Using NIBRS data to analyze violent crime
{Tachnical Repory), NCJ-144785, 11/93
Directory of automated criminal justice
informiation systems, 1993: Vol, 1, Law
enforcement, NCJ.142645,9/03, $5
Vol 2, Corractlons, courts, prehation/
parole, prosecution, NCJ- 142648, 9/03, $4
Publications of BJS, 1985-89:
Microfiche lbrary, PRO30014, £/90. $190
Blbllography, TBO30013, 5/90, $17.50
Publications of BJS, 1971-84:
Microfiche Hbrary, PROJ0012, 10/86, $203
Bibliography, TBOJ6012, 10/86, $17.50
Report to the Natlon on ¢rime and Justice;
Second edition, NCJ-105506, 6/88
Technical appendix, NCJ-112011, 8/88, $8.40
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Please put me on the mailing list for:

"I Current BJS Publications Catalog
{

{

“ILaw enforcement reports —
National data on State and local
police and sheriffs' departments:
operations, equipment, personnel,
salaries, spending, policies, and
programs

! IFederal statistics — Federal case
processing: investigation through
prosecution, adjudication, sentencing,
incarceration

[.1Drugs and crime — Sentencing and
time served by drug offenders, drug
use at time of ¢rime by Jail inmates
and State prisoners, and other quality
data on drugs, crime, and law
enforcement

To be added to any BJS maliling
list, please fill in this page and
fax {o (410) 792-4358 or fold,
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beloty.

You will receive an annual
renewal card, f you do not
return it, we must drop you
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To order copies of recent

I Justice expenditure and employ-
ment — Spending and staffing by
Federal/State/local governments and
by function (police, courts, correc-
tions, ete.)

[.1Privacy and security of criminal
history information and informa
tion policy — New State legislation;
maintaining and releasing intelligence
and investigative records; data quality

[1BJS bulletins & special reports —
Timely reports of the most currente
justice data

[’} State felony courts — Defendant
demographics and criminal history;
pretrial release, prosecution, adjudi-
cation, and sentencing; State felony
laws; indigent defense

Name:

[-J Corrections reports -— Results of
sample surveys and censuses of jails,
prisons, parole, probation, and other
corrections data

‘I National Crime Victimization
Survey reports — The only ongoing
national survey of crime victims

["ISourcebook of Criminal Justice
Statistics (annual) — Broad-based
data from 150+ sources (400+ tables,
100+ figures, subject index, anno
tated bibliography, addresses of
sources)

[’1Send me a signup form for the
NIJ Catalog (free 6 times a year),
which abstracts both private and
government criminal justice publica-
tions and lists upecoming conferences
and training sessions in the field.
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Organization:

Street or box:

City, State, ZIP,

Daytime volce phone: ( )

Fax no: ( )

INTERNET address;

| am interested in receiving BJS reports electronically:

BJS reports, attach a list yes no
of titles and NCJ order | am interested in receiving BJS reports on CD-ROM: yes no
numbers. .
Criminal justice interest:
Title and organization if home
address is used above
U.S. Department of Justice
Bureau of Justice Statistics
Washington, D.C. 20531 Place:
first-class
stamp
here

Bureau of Justice Statistics Clearinghouse
P.O. Box 179, Dept. BJS
Annapolis Junction, MD 20701-0179
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Want on-line access to

The Avtomated Index of
Criminal Justice Information Systems?

Then call the SEARCH-BBS!

What is the SEARCH-BBS?
The SEARCH-BBS is an
electronic bulletin board
system available free to
criminal justice profession-
als nationwide « If'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 Interngt «
The SEARCH-BBS isa
service of SEARCH, The
National Consortium for
Justice Information and
Statistics, and is funded by
the Bureau of Justice
Statistics, U.S. Department
of Justice

916/392-4640

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 Automaled Index of
Criminal Justice Information
Systems, a database
containing profiles of
automated criminal justice
agencies and descriplions
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
Automaled Index with
information about their
organizations and software
products

How te Reach Us

Any justice professional
with a computer, a modem
and a communicalions
package can reach the
SEARCH-BBS 24 hours a
day, 7 days a week » The
SEARCH-BBS supports
modems of 1200, 2410,
4800 and 9600 bits per
second (v.32 and v.42
compatible)

1. Set your system
parameters to:

v 8 data bits

v 1 stop bit

v No parity

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 information, cali SEARCH ut 916/392-2550




Questions about drugs
and crime?

Call 1-800-666-3332

Drugs & Crime Data Center
& Clearinghouse

1600 Research Boulevard
Rockville, MD 20850

To order this report
or ask about other BJS
crime and justice data:

Call 1-800-732-3277

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
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