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A. Background 

'!he Special Prcgram for cetained Inrra te 's goal is to greatly speed 

the trial and disE=Qsition of cases in which a defendant charged wit..~ a 

serious felony has been detained at least six rronths. Separate judicial, 

prosecutorial, defe.."1.Se ~'1.d probation cortpJnents are funeed for this pur-

pose. '1l1e Ne . .; York State Division of Criminal Justice Services, the 

State Planning Agency, admi.ni.sters the program directly through a pro-

ject administrative unit. This unit is also conductin.g a detailed a..'1al-

ysis of the causes of trial delay. 

'!he program ccrmfmced on June 7, 1976, wnen nine Supre.rre Court 

Parts devoted e.."<clusively to long-te..."1n detainee cases ar.d staffed with 

program ~ersonnel beca.rr.e operational. (1) First-year fur.di.ng continued 

through July 1977. 'The progra111 wo.s subsequently refunded for a seve..'1. 

rronth period corrrre..l'J.cing August 1, 1977 and teminating on March 31, 1978. (2) 

Prior to 1:..'1e program's inception, 1:..'1e Ne..; York Ci +:::! Correctional 

facili ties had experienced severe overcrowding. The other components of 

t..~e criminal justice system, including the courts' system and prosecution 

offices, were severely backlogged. 

In late 1975, detainee overcrowding, e.."<acerbated by the inability 

to bring cases to trial, resulted in a serious disturbance on Riker IS 

Island, the Ner..; York City Correctional cornple.."<. ConCi tions had beo.....n 

further aggravated by the closing of the r~attan neuse of Cetention 

in 1974 pursuant to a federal court order.: since that date, all Nell York 

County detainees have been housed at t.i1e RiJ<er' s Isla.'1d comple.."<. The 

(1) '!he Nev York 8uprer:e Court 'COssesses trial level felony jurisCic-
tion in Neo/ York Ci +:::! • -

(2)' 'Iheadministrative u.'1it was fur..Cedt..'1rQugh ~1ay 31, 1978. 

---~'"'''''''''~---------------~~~ .. -.--.,.-.~-.. ---------~-~ 
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greatest backlcg was concentrated in the three largest New York City 

cotmties -- New York, Kings and the Bror1."<. Only those cotmties were 

. . th . 1 Deta' P (3) originally ~cluded ~ e Spec~a ~ee rogram. 

On Q::tobe.r 1, 1977, the program expanded to Queens COtmty. One 

Suprerre Court Part was established to hear long tenn detainee prc.::ceedings 

and special prosecutional and defense units were funded to process eli-

gible cases. 

Comrencing April I, 1978 the Special Detainee Program was institu

tionalized by the State of New York (the court component was intitutionalized 

by O.C.A. on 3/1/78). The program is currently fully state ftmded and is 

continuing its operations in the four participating counties. The program 

presently naintains ten court parts and funds ancillary services necessary 

to maintain the parts, to provide adequate prosecution and defense services 

and to provide Probation Department services for long tenn detainee cases. 

This progress report covers program activities from January 1978, the 

date of the last progress report, through March 31, 1978, i.e., the final 

pericd funded through LEAA appropriations. As such, it constitutes the 

final LEAA progress report. Population, disposition and other relevant 

statistical tables incorporate cumulative statistics fram June 1976 through 

March 1978. Pending caseload and sentence statistics are as of April 1, 1978. 

(3) 
See progress reports dated CctoOOr 1976 and May 1977, for a rrore 
complete discussion of the Program's background and organization. 

• 

• 
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B. S1.lItl!1a.rY of Op:rations 

At the prcgrarn' carrnencerent, 253 defe!".dants r..aci l:een detained 

longer than one year ar.d 630 were incarcerat...cd for rrore t'i..an six rront~ 

in the tlrree "ta_1"'g'et" counties (!-1s.nhattan, B1:onx ar.d Brooklyn). By 

April 1, 1978 only t.!U.rt'.l-seve..'1 de£erx}.ants were detai..'T'led lor.ger than one 

year ~.nd 363 w-e.re detained longer than six rrcmths. (4) (lhe program 1 s 

CU&"-I1S COTIfOnent will be analyzed separately in Section "C") • 

'!he prcgram has t"us reduced drarratically the nmnber of long te:an 

detainees. '!he number of defer.da.nts detair..ed longer than one year }:1..as 

been reduced by close to ninety p=>--rcent w..d the mnnl::er detained longer 

than six rront.~ has ceo-I1 reduced by approxi...rrately forty-five ferce.Tlt. 

Prolonged detention (O"v""e.r o~..e year) has eee.Tl re.:iucec1 drastically. 

turing the o.;enty-t::v.u rronth :sericd :fu.r:ded by LEAA a total of 1,469 

cases were assigne:i to the prcgrarn. (5) Of these, 434 involved defe.'ldants 

fNho had b&,,-I1 deta~'1ed longer t.~ one year (6) ar.d 813 involved defer:.dants 

wt'I.o had 1:&"-1'1 detained between six arrl uoJelve IIDnths. (7) (
'T'h . . _"'.e r£3t1aUll.I1g 

222 cases were related cases involving deferrlant5 TNnO had been deta..L"1eci 

less than six rrontb.s or had l:een paroled (8)). A total of 1,134 cases 

had been di..si;:cse:i of while 335 were fending as of ]I..pril 1, 1978. (9) 

(4) 
(5) 
(6) 
(7) 
(8) 

(9) 

Table 1 
Table 2 
Table 3 
Table 4 
Under the terr.s of t.'1e prcgrarn' s guidelines related cases r.ay be 
heard in the sp€Cial program I s ccurt:. parts. 
Table 5 
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'Ihroughout the period covered by LEAA. funding (June 1976 through 

March 1978) the prcgram's case cll5p:)sitions have beco-n at an e.'(ceeiingly 

high lev-ere The conviction rate has beo-n approxirrately eighty-five per

cent (10) arrl the trial rate ha:~ be=>-n twenty-si..x percent, (11) rrore than 

double t.l1.e a'verage rate. A ccrrtFarison of t.~e program's p:.tioI:IE.nce to 

the citywide felony precessing is inco.rp:lrated. L'1 Table 2u. Dismissals 

have averaged. co.pproximately eight perce.'1t of t.~e caseload (ccrnpared to 

fourteen perce.'1t ci~jWide). Ninety-five percent of all pleas have J:eo-n 

for' felony counts ar.d seventv-three percent have 1:€en to the highest - -
(12) 

indict:rre..'1t count or one count lcwer. 

The prc:gr:"...nt has also ac..llleved an e.'(ceedingly strong sen~-:ce pat:

tern. Appro..xima.tely eighty-seve.l"l percent of all convicted. defer..da..1.ts 

have 1:€en sente."1ced to serve felony prison teJ::!ns (compared to fifty-

thr . tvwid) (13) e~ r:ercent C~I.._ e. The median se.'1tence has reen te.'I"J. years 

imprisor.m:nt and 114 defer.dants, fift...=-n p:rce.'l"J.t of the total, have re

ceived life se.'1tences. The se.'1.tencing fOlicies reflect tat.~ the ser-

iousness of the cases and t.:.'"le ability of the prcgram to effectively 

bring cases to trial or other disfQsi tion. 

'!he sentencing statistics should be read in conj'U.'l"J.ction with the 

a:mviction rate. With a conviction rate of eighty-five percent and a 

median sentence rate of ten years imprisonIre..l"lt, the overwhelming rrajority 

of long tenn det3.in~-s accused of ccrnni ttir.g felonies ate convicte:1 and 

receive substantial prison tem.s. 

(li) 

(12) 
(13). 

Table 5 
Table 5 
Table 19 

• 
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It should be note:i that during the final six rront.'"ls of LEAA funding 

the long te..."'!l1 detainee ?JPulation rerair.ed relatively stable. '!he drama

tic decrease was largely achieved durir:g t.l1e first year and one-half. 

'!his is in part due to an increase Ll"l the nurnl:€r of cases l'rraturing" , 

Le., reac.1llng the sL'( rronth level of detention aI".d, in part, to a. 

significant increase in the trial rate. CUring the five rronth p:ricd 

ending April 1, 1978 thirty-sL'( percent of all long te.rm detainee cases 

were tried (14). The trial rate has C€o-n triple tllat of the cii:y'Nide 

average arrl appro~cL-rately fifty f€,rcent higher than the rate durir..g the 

program's initial phase. It may be that as t.~e program progressed t."e 

reraining cases included "hard core" ir.dictrr.ents which were not suscep

tible to disfOsition, though we have r.o way of statistically evaluating 

t~e trial upsurge. '!he proj ect has surely stabilized the long torm de

t.3i.r'.ee fOpulation at a relatively lew level arrl will re::ledicat:= its ef

fort to furt"er reducir.g the problem's dirrension. 

To surrrna.rize; . t.:.~' disFCsitian, fOpulatianand sentenci...'1g statistics 

underscore the prcgram's effectiveness. Eve.ry iniicator has re:nained at 

a a::mtinually high level fran t.~e ~te the program camenced. The 

Special Deta.i.r.ee Prcgram has drastically reduced long term detention 

while train t:.a..i.n.L-.g ex'"...rerrely high disfQsi tion and t-orial rates. 

(14) Table 5 
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c. Queens COunty 

On ():tober 3, 1977, the Sp:cial Cetainee Prcgrarn established a 

Queens part to process long tenn detainee cases in that Count;lj. Special 

uni ts w"&e simultaneously established in t.."1e Queens County District 

Attonley 's Office and. the Legal Aid Society. 

At the t.irre the project Cc:::rtm2...'1Ce:l, Nell York, Brooklyn am t.."1e Bron.x 

exp;.-~enced the greatest delay and had the hiqhest long te.tm detainee 

population. '!he baddog in Quee.'1S County was considerably less. For 

this reason, t.~e program was originally designed only for the three 

"target" counties. 

1he project's success drc::rnaticaJ.ly alleviated the long tenn deten

tion prob1errs .in t..1-;;,e three original counties. Simul taneously, the num-

ber of long term detention cases in Que=>JlS, whic."1 lacked a sfeCial de

tainee CCfilFOnent, increased. On October 1, 1977, for e.xamp1e, nir.ety-

three Queo....ns defendants had beo-n detained longer than SLX m::mths; t.us 

number was only slightly 10..;er ti'.c....l1. each of the t.1u:'ee "targetll counties. 

By Cctober 1.1 1977, t.~e CO\JJltj rraintained a long tenn detainee PJP

ulation of ninety-three (15). On l-.pril 1, 1978 the total had unfortun

ately risen to 114. Nevertheless,' a total of forti-eight cases had bee..l1. 

disp:lsed. of in the Que:=>....ns part. The conviction rate has beo-n close to 

ninety' ?=rce.l1.t (16) ar.d the trial rate has been twenty-one percent. Al-

though the program e.~e.l1.ced irnplerrentation difficulties in Quee.'1S, 

the disposition rate. has increase:i during the past six rront.'1.s. 

(15) Table 1 
(16) Table 13 

..- ... -.--~--------~--~---

• 

• 
. -7-

It is clear that the Queens CCI'l'ipJnent is not sufficiently large to 

eliminate or substantially reduce the long teJ:m det.ainee IXlPulation. 

Faced with an increasing problem, t."1e unit ste!tlle:i, but could not elimi

nate, the long tenn detainee upsurge. Additional resources should be 

considered to augrrent Quec"J1S o~€rations. 

..... .....-.,..----~· ... ·-·-"_ .. ,,~_..__ ... ~ __ ... ___ .1I ___ _ 
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D. tong '!b-lJ!l Cetainee Study 

The rrost irnp::Jrta."1.t study conciuc-Loe by the prcgram is an iraepth 

analysis of t.~e causes of trial delay, attached as appm:1:L'C "A" of t.1.is 

r~rt. '!he study involves tv"O major parts - a cross sectior.aJ. analysis 

of long teI:m cases ar..d ffi1. indept.11. evaluation of Kings County cases which 

involved detention of longer t..'1an one year. The anali"Sis inclu:1es inb"'''''-

vi6'lS with assistant district atJ'"l-Orneys, defense attorneys and, where 

appropriate, judges ar.d court personnel. 

'!he study reveals .i.rr1t=ortant ci1..aracte.!:'istics of long teJ::m deta.L.'J.ees. 

Such defe!".dants request attorney changes and adjcurnrre.."1ts far rrore fre-

quently t.'an other de£or:dants. '!hey are far mre li.'<ely to go to trial, 

experieJ1.ce a high conviction rate afto ,.. trial and receive rrore Se'lie.re 

sentences. '!he interi,7ie..r.s wi t..~ attorneys and other I;articipants ir.dicate 

the ca.tp:;ti.ng goals with:L.'"1 t.J"e cri11unal justice system ar:d the difficul-

ties in brir..gi..l1g long tel:rn detai.."I'lee cases to trial or other d.is~si tior!.. 

Long te...."'111 detainee cases ter:d to highlight problems in the cri!uLJ.al 

justice system. 'Ihe serious nature of rrost charges i..rrvolving suc.~ defe..'1-

dants, the consequent likelihocd of heavy sentences, the fact t.'at m:L."1y 
. 

cases involve multiple defenda.11.ts and the problerrs of assigned COUI"'.sel 

carbine:!. deter a rapid disfOSi tion. The fact t.'at the crilninal court'S 

are overburdene:!. further contributes to delay. 'llle Sp:cial cetainee Pro-

gram is t.~e first project to successfully deal with such' cases ar..d the 

long term c.eta..L.'"1ee study should be of great interest to crimi..11al justice 

aCrninistrators ar.d judges • 

-~--~~.----~---.----.-..~-----~ ...... ,,--.~, ... ~ __ ... oJJ."'._ 
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E. Fiscal ot:erations 

Fran June 7, 1976 through March 31, 1978, the entire t;ericd fur.ded 

by LEAA., the fo1lcwing e.~ tures were inCtJrreO. by the project: 

Office of Court Administration (Court Se...-rvices) $4,239,546 (17) 

Iegal Aid Society (Cefer.se Servi~s) 

District Attorr.ey Offices (Prosecutorial Services) 

I:epart:rrent of Probation 

Mninis LLative Unit 

1,642,844 

1,453,527 

261,924 

322,454(18) 

$7,920,295 

'!he following is a breakdo.-m of the atove e.x;;:errli tures by ca t....ogorj : 

Personnel 

Fringe Benefits 

JIll Ot."ler E:q:enses 

'!he source of funding was as follow'S: 

1973 Unobligated Fur..ds 

1974 Uoobligat""" Ft.u:ds 

1977 Discretionary FluJds 

$5,369,672 

1,248,037 

1,302,586 

$7,920,295 

$4,953,102 

967,193 

2,000,000 

$7,920,295 

(17) Fur.:d..ing ~-as provided to the Office of Court .~J.stration t..~ugh 
February 28, 1978 (cc.~ institutioI"'.alized on March 1,1978). 

(18) Funding ~c..s provided to the Administrative Unit du:ough }'f.ay 30, 1978. 
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• F. COnclusion 

'nle Special Cetainee Prcgram is PE'Ihaps the rros~ i.rrp::)rtant Ne:,</ York • DET..ZUNED ~~ POPti!ATIOO 

Manl!.atta.'1, Brot'1_"'=, Brooklyn' 

State criminal justice prcgram. '!he project has greatly reduced t..~e num-

bel:' of defen::1a.nts detai.'1.e::i longer than si.."{ ~n::mt~ ar.d has practically 12+ ~.Dnt.~ 6-12 ~.onw..s Total 
1 1 

eliminated detention of over one year. 'Ihf) conviction rate has been e..x-

tre.rrely high, e.."rtrerely long se.'1.te..'1ces l:':::'v"e resulted and t.'e trial rate 

has been rrore than double the nonral citywide trial rate. 

The pro:Jram is presently fully integrated ar..d .L.'1Stitutionalized 

June 1976 253 I 377 \ 630 -
" -.... "" ..... I I 446 

. 
Nov.' 1976 59 387 .. 

.' ',' . 
'" 

\ ..... ,.t .. 

I I 307 ~...3.rc.~ 1977 33 274 .. 
~, 

into the Ne'", York. ~""C\irI.al ju-stice system. '!he Di~lision of Criminal 

Justice S2rvices in conjunction TNith the Office of COurt ~..drn.inistration I u' • 

June 1977 20 199 219 

plans to conti.'1.us and hopefully expar.d the project. We are confident August 1977 25 172 '197 

that progress will continue an::l t."'at t.~e long term detention prcblem will Nov. 1977 29 l 275 I 304 

be eliminated t.~oughout Nsv York State. 
Jan. 1978 30 j 293 I 323 

.. 
1 1. April 1978 37 326 363 

\ 

.1 

QI'JU..'''lS 
.. 

12+ ~.oni:11..s 6-12 ~bnth.q Total , 

Ccto~ 1,9.77 18 75 93 
" j .:;-: .. 

J?Il, 1,9.78 13. 71 84 . , 

l\pril 1978 27 ! 87 j 114 

• • 
-_ ... _ ..... _---
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TABLE 2 
ALL C.;sES 

ASSIGl""ED TO s?~CI..~ P;'.Pa'S 
(DEFENDANr-DIDIcn·~\ITS). 
NOva~, 1977 - .;pril I, 1978 

-12-

6/7/76-4/-. 
a) b) 5 m:::::nth 22 rront..'": 

Novemi:e.r Cece.'11l::er Jan""""ye)]:"_ :::.I-ru" ..... ,d) 'L,T""""c.'ne) ______________________________________ '~~~-'~ __ ~~~~~~v __ ~~==~~ __ ~~Q~t2~~_1 ____ ~T~o~t~=1~-

70 5 3 9 4 6 27 260 

71 1 1 4 7 6 19 129 

72 2 1 3 o 2 8 131 

Total 8 5 16 11 14 S4 520 

-----------------------------------------------------------------,~,-----------
" 40 3 2 10 8 6 29 140 

41 3 o 7 2 5 17 124 

42 7 5 ,4 11 7 34 .174 

Tot::.] 13 7 21 21 18 80 438 

,so 2 o 12 4 1 19 150 

51 o o 13 1 6 20 I d-' • I 

52 10 o 4 5 5 24 214 

Total 12 a 29 10 12 63 511 

197 1469 

• 
a) November fisures i.':.c1ude 4 bail cases, 1 case less t.~ six rront.~ ar.d 1 case 1_mk::'"'.c'.'I7 
b) Cece..rn!::er figures inclt:de 2 cases less t.:;'a.~ six m::mt:....s and 1 ::.ail case 
c) January figures i."1c1t.:de 4 bail cases, 2 parole, cases ar.d 1 c:;,se less t.1;,C>J'1 six rror.t.~3 
d) Febl:.i..l2.rI! fi<;,..!!:'es i..:.cluce 1 parole case, 1 cail case and 1 case 1es3 t.:...an six r:.on-c:!:3 
e) March figures i!:.clude 3 ~.il cases, 1 cases less t.~ six mnths and 1 case UI1k .. '":o,·m ,': 

• P~R1' 

--

o 
? 

. • 

70 

71 

72 

Total 

40 

41 

42 

Total 

50 

Sl 

52 

Total 

Noveml:e.r 

1 

o 

a 

1 

1 

o 

1 

2 

o 

a 

1 

1 

4 

""'" _1_-, 

CNE n:,.r..R Po.ND OLDER c.~S 

ASSIG:mJ To' Si?EC!'~ pA..~rS 

(DEFENDA."lT - ~'DIrn!ENTS) 

NOvember, 1977 - April 1, 1978 

5 ront.'1 
Dece.rul::er January C"obrpary _..:.1:.~ch '.' ~..Tot3.l. 

a 1 o o 2 

1 1 2 o 4 

o o o o o 

1 2 2 o 6 

o 1 2 a 4 

a o o o o 

a 3 1- o 5 

o 4 3 o 9 

a 4 o a 4 

o 8 o 1 9 

o a 2 o. 3 

a 12 2 1 16 

1 18 7 1 31 

6/7/76-4/1/78 
22 rronth 
Total 

81 

36 

156 

35 

. 40 

70 

145 

29 

43 

61 

133 

434 
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6-12 MONTE OLD CASES 
ASSIG-lED TO S?ECr.:..L PA.~S 

(DEE"ENDAI.'lT - DlDIC'Jl.lENTS) 

Nove.rnber , 1977 - .?-.pri1 1, • PART 
Novernl:er Cece.rnl::er January' Fe.bruc:::l:Y 

1978 
6/7/76-4/1/78 

5 rronth 22 rronth 
March Total Total 

70 
3 2 6 3 4 18 143 

.~: 

e' 
:. 71 
:'1 1 a 2 5 5 13 . 56 

. 
0 72 2 a 1 a 1 4 65 
:t , 

Z< Total 6 2. 9 8 10 35 .' 264 

40 2 1 ,8 5 5 21 89 
3 
:I -, 41 5' () 2 0 7 1 15 74 
'r 
_0 

:( 
42 5 5 1 10 7 28 81 

Total 9 6 16' 16 17 64 244 

so 2 a 8 4 1 15 97 
~ 

v 51 
_0 

o a 4 ' 1 5 10 90 -\J 

5 52 a 4 3 o 4 17 118 

Total 8 o 16 8 10 42 305 

---._,----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
23 8 41 32 37 141 813 

• 

• 

r 
I 
f 
I • I 

I , 
I 
) 

i 
t 
I 

I 
I 
I , , 
• 

I 
, 

I 

i · 

• 
Pleas 

FeZony 

Misdomeanor 

Covered it 

Total Pleas 
" 

, 

Trials 

Conviction 

Acquittal, 

Total Trials 

I 

Dismissals 

I 

Other I 
I 

Grand Total 

TABLE 5 

TYPE OF CAS~ DISPOSITIONS: ~LL Q~S 

November, 1977 - March, 1978 

NOV. a) . J dJ 
lJEC. 0 WT. c FEB. ~1?R:H e 

17 14 25 26 11 

1 0 1 4 3 

0 2 5 3 2 

18 16 31 33 16 

9 8 13 . 10 11 

6 3 5 1 7 

15 11 18 11 18 
" 

I 

, 

2 6 4 0 4 

I 

0 0 1 0 0 

35 33 54 44 38 

-15-

Total 
.-

93 

9 

12 

114 

I 

I 
51 

22 

73 

I I 

16 

I I 

1 

204 

6/7/76-4/1/73 
. 2" ront.h..s 

'Iota' ., Perc:.:~ 

568 50% 

31 2% 

120 11% 

719 63% 

I 

219 19~~ 

72 t':l 

291 26:?~ 

I -

91 8':', 

-I 

I 
- .. 

33 3% 

--
1134 100~ 

*Cases disposed of through a plea to a different indictment involving the 
same defendant. 

a) November figures L~cl~de 1 bail case, 1 case less t.~ 6 mcnt.~ old, and 1 case 
un.'<ncwn age. 

_
b» Cece.'!I.I:er figures :L"lcloce 3 cases less t.t...a."'1 5 rront.~ old 

Januar:.r figures include 1 i:ail case and 2 cases less t:,:.;,a"1 6 rront.~ 
February figures inclu::e :2 bail cas~s, 1 case less t.~an 6 rront..:".s old, and 2 cases 
of unkno.vn ace. 

e) ~Srch figures inclQde 3 bail cases, 1 case less ~~ 6 rnon~~ old, and 3 cases of 
l.lI'lkncwn age. 

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



• -16- -. 

TABLE 6 

• 
TYPE OF CASE DISPOSITIONS: YE..J;..P, Al.'lD OLDER C.;sES 6/7/76-4/1/78 

Nove.TL1i:e.r I 1977 - ~!arc.~, 1978 22 rronth -5 rront.l-J. 
NOV. DEC. , JP..N • FEB. -~tzm:E ~ '!OI':-L PEFC::: 

' . 
Pleas 

FeLony 3 4 6 1 0 14 154 50% 

Misdomeanor a a 1 1 1 3 4 1% 

Covered* a 1 , 2 1 1 5 39 1'9--" 

Total Pleas 3 5 9 3 2 22 197 63% 

_. -I I I I -

Trials 

Conviction 2 1 4 2 1 10 70 22% . 
AcquittaZ 1 1 1 1 0 4: 17 5"'= 

Total Trials 3 2 5 3 1 14 87 28% 

.. 

I I I 

Dismissals 0 1 a 0 a 1 25 8% 

I I I I I I 

Other Q. a 0 0 0 0 5 1% 

I I .-

Grand Total 6 8 14 6 3 37 314 100s,; 

. 

*Cases disposed of through a plea to a different indictment involving the 
same defendant. 

• 

. . -17-~ -

TABLE 7 

• 
TYPE OF CASE DISPOSITIONS: 6-12 mont~ old cases 

Noye.rnte.r r 1977 - ~!arch, 1978 6/7/76-4/1/-
5 rront.~ 22 rr.ont": 

NOV. DEC. , . J?.N. FEB. MAfCi ro:rllL TOr..u.L P~C:: 

Pleas ' . 

FeLony 12 9 16 21 9 67 328 52% 

Misdomeanor 1 a 0 2 1 4 13 2% 

Covered* a 0 3 2 1 6 69 11% 

Total Pleas 13 9 19 25 11 77 410 65=1: 

-
I I I I I -, 

Trials 

Conviction 7 7 9 8 8 39 120 19?:: . 
AcquittaZ 4: 2 4 0 5 15 43 7"; 

. 13 8 13 54 163 2>= " 
Total Trials 11 9 

w _ 

o. 

I 

Dismissals 1 4 4 a 2 11 39 6?$ 

I --I I 

Other I O· 0 I 1 a a 1 I 19 I 3% 

, I 
.. 

... 

Grand Total 25 22 37 33 26 143 631 10C''3 

*Cases disposed of through a plea to a different 
same defendant • 

indic~uent involving 

• 
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TABLE SA 

• 
TYPE OF CASE DISPOSITIONS: NEJ~ YOR..T( Ccm·iTY 

No'!.J"ernl:e.r , 1977 - ~c.:", 1978 6/7/76-4/1/7? 

FEB. 4) 
5 rront..'1 22 m:mt."l 

NOV. 1) DEC.2) I i~~' 3) ~-.RC-!5) ~L ~L 
':)~.-' -_."-' .. 

" 

Pleas 
, 

Pet-ony 8 5 8 6 4 31 202 57-

MisdomeanoI' a a a a Q Q 5 1 

Covered* a 2 1 0 1 4 39 12. 

Total Pleas 8 7 9 6 5 35 246 69 
., , , , 

Trials 
, 

Conviction 1 1 6 1 3 , 12 68 IS 

AcquittaZ 1 1 a a 1 3 11 
. 
..; 

Total Trials 2 2 6 1 4 15 79 22 
.. 

, I , I , 
.' 

Dismissals 1 3 1 a 2 7 19 ~ 

I I I -. I I I 

I I 
. 

Ot."er o· a a 0 0 a 11 
.., 
..) 

.' I , .. 

Grand Total 11 12 16 7 11 57 355 lCe 

*Cases disposed of through a plea to a different indictment involving 
sa..-rne de f endan t . 

(+) Total !T'ay not equal 100% cue to round.i.ng of numbers 
J.) Noveru:er L'1cli.:C.es 1 reil case 
2) Decem1:er inclt.:des 2 cases less t:.~ si.:-c rront.."ls old 

aJ) January L'1clt:des 1 bail case and 2 cases less t.h.an si.x rront.."ls old 
"'4) February i.."1cl'.:des 1 bail C3.se 

5) March inclt.:dss 1 case less t:.1.an si.:-c mnths old and 2 parole cases 

. , '-19- . 

TABLE 8B 

• 
TYPE OF CP-,SE DISPOSITIONS: KINGS COtJ""NTY 

Novem1:er, 1977 - ;;'ErC."l, 1978 6/7/76-4/1/78 
5 rronth 22 rron t.. :" 

NOV. 1) DEC. , J:.nll. FEB. 2) ~FCH3) 'TOJ:!IL 'ICTAL PE:"'~ 

I 

I 
~ 

l 

Pleas 

Fet-ony 5 5 6 6 

Misdomec.noZ' a a 1 3 

CoveI'ec.~ a a 2 1 

Total Pleas 5 5 9 10 
-

I 

Trials . 
Con.,;iction. 6 6 5 6 . 
AcquittaZ a a a 1 

Total Trials 6 6 5 7 

I 

I I I I I 
Dismissals 1 a 3 a 

I 

Other I Q a a I a 
, 

Grand Total 12 11 17 17 

*Cases disposed of through a plea to a different 
same defendant. 

_ 1) November inclt:.des 1 case less than si.'{ rronths old 
2) Februarv ir.cli..!de::. 2 cases of unk!:.cwn age 
3) March ~cluC.ss 2 l:ail cases ar.d 2 C3.ses of unkncwn age 

• 

-

4 26 191 46:;'3 

2 6 16 4% 

1 4 20 5% 

7 36 227 55% 

I I 

3 26 85 2: . 

1 2 26 '"",. o .z 

4 28 III 2-; 

I 

I I 

I 

1 5 58 1-1: -

I I 
.. 
'-

a a 15 i 

~-

12 69 411 ICC 

1., d 1.' c~ t' ,. ... . n ~men l-nvo_vl-ng ~~e 
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TABLE 8e -. 
TYPE OF CASE DISPOSITIONS: BroNX CCtJNl'Y 

Nove..rnber , 1977 - ~Brc..'1, I9is 6/7/i6-4/1/iS 

. NOV. 1) DEC. 2) . ~.N. 3) FEB 4) -) S m::mt.~ 22 rronth 
.t' • M.1l.FCf '!GT:"-.L '!'OrAL FEPC=:, 

, 
Pleas 

Fel,ony 4 4 11 14 3 36 17S 48:'.: 

Misdomeanor 1 0 0 1 1 3 10 3!'.s 

Covered* 0 0 2 2 0 4 61 1 .... ~ I _ 

Total Pleas 5 4 13 17 4 43 246 6 ",' o . 

'" 
! . 

Trials . 

Conviction 2 1 2 3 5 13 66 13" . 
Acquittal, 5 2 S 0 S 17 35 le' 

Total Trials 7 3 7 3 10 30 101 22 

! 
I I 

I 
I 

"I 

Dismissals 0 3 I 0 0 1 4 10 3~ 

I I I I 

Other I O· 0 1 0 0 1 I 7 2'~T 

I I 

I 

I Grand Total 12 10 21 20 15 78 364 lOC. 

*Cases disposed of through a plea to a different indictment involving th~ 
same defendant . 

• (+) Total rray root equal 100% due to rour..ding of nurnl:e.rs 
1) NoV'e't'!i:er includes 1 Cail case ar.d 1 case 1.:!nJ<ncT,...TI a<;e 

• 

• 

F 
E 
L 

C 0 

:r N 

~\ 
Y. 

:.t 
C r: 
L 

.:. 
A 
S 
S* 

2) Cece!!'J::er includes 1 case less cl-.an six mnt.l-ts old 
.) Februarv includes 1 bail case a.T'lC 1 case less t.~ si.,< rrontl1s old .' 

4 ) ~..ard'l Gcludes 1 Cail case ar.d 1 case 1.lI'.kna·m age 

A. 

A** 63 

B -

C -

D -

E -

Total 63 

TABLE 9 

PIL'\S - .i\LL c.;sc:S*** 
June 7, 1976 - April 1, 1978 

Plea Felony Cl ClSS, 

B C D E 

121 26 9 4 

75 74 55 11 

- 25 33 11 

- L 19 1~ =l 

- - - 11 

196 125 116 52 . 
* Highest L'1.dict::rent w'large 

** Includes A-l, .~-2, und A .... 3 felony charges. 

-21-

Misde-:-. 
m=a.nor; Ta~l 

2 225 

8 223 

2 71 

11 45 

8 19 

31 599a ) 

*** Table <;=ontains 100 pleas of bail, parole, cases of 1.lI1k..'1.CJt.-m age, and less 
than SJ.X rronth old cases. ' 

a) Includes: 6 cases charge class un'<nowTI, 5 cases plea class unlcrlo~-m, and 
5 cases plea a~d charge class 1.lI1k..'1.own 

tl .~'.I.'6N'5UW !f.c-Itfft...,.,.,.. "8m' 5 W7)i Ii 
,= 
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• 
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L 

C 
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C 
G .. L 
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A 
S 
S* 

• 

TABLE 10 

PLE.l\S - c.~ ONE YE."'.R .ll..J.\j'D OlDER 

June 7, 1976 - Apr~ 1, 1978 

Plea Felonv Class 
~ 

Mi.sd.e-:-. 
A. B C 0 t rn;::a,."1.0 1;-

A** 24 I 51 I 13 I 4 0 1 

-B 18 15 8 2 1 

C - -
2 5 3 0 

0 
1 4 0 - - -

I -
E - - - - 1 2 

Total I 24 69 30 I 18 I 10 I 4 

* Highest Indictrr~it Charse 

** '00 Inc_' es ~.-1! A-2! and A-.3 felony c:"1arges. 

a) Includes: 3 cases crJEIge class un.1<;r.cwn 

-22-

ToW 

93 

44 

10 

5 

3 

I 
15Sa ) I 

• 

• 

F 
E 
L 

,.. 0 
\..., 

N 
H Y .. . .... 
~ 

C .-,.J 

L 
-- A 

S 
S* 

• 

A. 

A** 33 

B I 
-

I 
C -

0 -

E I - I 
Total I 33 

TABLE II 

PLEAS - 6-12 ["!C~"TH c.~s 

June 7, 1976 - ~~ril 1, 1978 

Plea Felony Class 

B C 0 t 

55 10 I 4 3 

47 51 I 41 7 

- ~7 7 

5 7 - - . 

I 
.. 

10 - - -

102 79 I 67 I 
"".a. ~ -

* P.ighest Indictrrent C.~arse 

-2.3-

Misde-:-. 
rn;::e,..'1.0 1;- TaW 

0 105 I 
3 I 149 

. 
3 45 

6 18 

I 
3 13 

I 
15 I 

34la ) 

** Includes p.-l, A-2, and A"",3 felony cJ1arges. 
a) Includes: 3 cases charge class un .. 1.,;r.c~'Ini 4 cases olea class ll.I1.k.iOt..m.i a.-:d 

4 cases charge and plea class ~~~~wn 

---"""""""----------
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• TABLE 12A 

PLE1\S - NE"tT YOR..T.\ COt~** 

June 7, 1976 - .~ril 1, 1978 

Plea Fa lony Class .... -
Mi:...ce-:-. 

1\ B C D. E Ill=;l,.'1.0.:r; ToW 

F 

A** 25 61 15 I 4 1 I 0 I 106 I 
E B -

28 
L 

18 12 1 1 60 

,.. 0 '- N C - - 10 10 4 0 24 .. 
Y .. 

:-.. 

~ 
C ,.. 

~ 

L 

0 - - - "] 4 2 13 
.:. 

A . 
S E - - - - 2 2 4 
S* 

Total 
I 

25 89 
I 

/1'"' 

I I I .~ 33 12 5 207 

* Highest Lidi~~'1.t C~ge 

** Includes A-I! A-2.~ and .il.-.3 felony chargo-s 

*** Includes: 14 cases si!< """'"'. nths or 1 l' .. _1_ .. ~ ·ess,· _ cases w~~wn age, 14 bail cases, 
and 1 parole case 

• 
.~~ ... ------

• 

• 

F 
E 
L 

C 0 

t: N ... 
Y ;.. 

R 
C 

G 
.... L 
::.. A 

S 
S* 

• 

• 

A 

-
A** 30 

B I 
-

C -

0 -

E -

Total 30 

TABLE 12B 

PLEAS - KINGS CCU~~*** 

June 7, 1976 - .~r~l 1, 1978 

Plea Felonv Class -~ 

B C 0 E 

28 5 I 2 0 

27 30 15 0 

- 6 10 2 

- - 8 8. 

- ~ - 3 

55 41 35 13 

* Highest Indict:~i~nt Charge 

** Includes A-l, A-2, ar~ A-3 felony char~es 

-25-

MiS=e-:-. 
It"I::'=SAO!;" ToW 

I 0 65 

3 75 

0 18 
I 

8 24 
-_._--

6 9 

I 17 1207a ) 
I I 

*** Includes: 8 cases less ~~ sLx rron~~, 10 cases ~iCWTI age, 13 bail 
cases and 6 ~ole cases 

a) Includes: 6 cases cr-.arge class \.ll'1.kr'l.own, 5 cases plea class u..ikno~n, and 
5 cases plea ar~ cb.arge class ~~~o~n 
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• TABLE 12C 

PLEAS - BRONX COu~~*** 

June 7, 1976 - April I, 1978 

Plea Felony Class 
I 

A. 
His.de":"'. 

B C 0 E IreMOl; Ta~l 

i 

I 
i 
I 

F' 

A** 8 34 6 3 2 .,' • 55 ... 
I 

-
\ 
I 

E 
L 

C 
0 

H 
N 

:\ 
y 

~ 
C ~ 

~, 

L 
E 

A 

B 21 26 28 10 4 89 

C -.> -.. 
8 11 5 2 26 

0 - - - 3 3 2 8 

-

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

S 
S* 

E - - - - 7 0 7 
I 

i 
I 
I 
f 

Total 8 55 40 45 27 10 185 . 
I 

1 
'. ; 

* Highest Indicbrent Charge 
i 
I 
j 

** Includes A-I, A-2, Md A-J felony charges. 
*** Includes: 8 bail cases t 8 cases six rronths or less, 6 cases unknown age 

I 
I 

• 

• 
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'1'l\H£. t·: 13 

• QUEENS * * 
'I'YPE OF CASE DISPOSITIONS: ALL c.~.r::.S a) 

5 ItOnt.~ 5 ItOrlt:."1 

, ~prr.l-:e"" Dece-r.t:er Januar'! Feb:r::uarv ~.arch Tctal Percent 

1 
1 

Ple'as 
' . 

I . 
ReZony 0 9 3 ! 4 11 27 56% I 

! I 
f.1isdomear:o't' 

. 
1 a a 1 2 a 3 6% 1 

- I t • I I 
Covered* a a 0 • I 0 3 3 6% I 

t ! 
J 1 

Total Pleas 1 9 3 6 14 33 68% ~ 
; 

J 
I 

.. I 

I' I 

I 

1 

Trials I 
! 

Conviction 1 
. 

0 2· - 4 3 10 21% , -• 
Acquittal. ,0 0 0 0 0 0 -

1 , 
" 

Total Trials 1 Q 2 4 3 10 21% 
I 

1 I , I 

I I ! I I 
: , 

Dismissals 1 0 1 2 1 5 11% 

I I 

Other 0 0 0 0 0 a -
I I , 

~ 

Grand Total 3 9 6 12 18 48 100% 

"Cases d~sp~se~ of through a plea to a differen~.indictment involving the 
same dercnaant:. . 

**Figures include Part 20 ar..d Part 20A. Fede.".-ally Fur.ded Part 20 becarre fully o;:e.rational by 
November I, 1977, State furried Part 20A became o;:erational in late January, 1978. SLTlce 

.te January, 1978 Part 20 and 20A have functione:i as a long term detai.Tlee cariplex. 
~le includes, 7 bail cases, 2 R.O.R. cases and 1 case less than sLx rronths old. 

: 

i 
I 

! 
( 
I 

I 

I 
: 
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TAULe: 14 

• · ClJEENS** . 
'l'YPE OF Cl\SE DISl'OS I'l'IONS : One Year an~ Older cases 

S-rronth 
" -,... Cecenber Jan"""L

j 
February Marc.~ Total Percent::.<;,,-

I Pleas ' ' 

I FeZony 0 2 1 
J 

0 2 5 38% 

! I . I f.!isdomeanor , 0 0 0 0 1 8% 
I do , 

I Covered* 0 0 0 '/ '0 0 0 -I 

t 
1 

Total Pleas 1 2 1 
t 

0 2 6 46% 
I 

I - , . I' 
, , . 

; -
I 
I Trials 

! Conviction 0 0 I, 3 1 5 38% I 

· . 
I I . , O· 0 0 0 0 • AcquittaZ ,0 -I 

I 
I 
: 

· Total Trials 0 a. 1 3 1 5 38% 
, 
I 

I I t , ,0 

I . I , 
i 
I Dismissals 
! 0 0 1 0 1 2 15% 

i , , 
t 

! Other I 0 0 I 

i 0 0 0 0 - I 

I I · , , 
: · I I 

· Grand Total 1 2 3 3 4 13 100% (+) : 
i I 
l I , . 

*Cases disposed of through a plea to a different.. indictment involving the 
sar..e defendant. . 

**L'"lcludes Part 20 'and Part 20A 

(Wy not total to 100% due to rour.ding of numi::ers 

, . 
-29-

'fABLE 15 

• 

1 

! 

i 
I . 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
J 
I 

i 

I 
I , 
I 

I , 
I 

QUEENS * * 
TYPE OF Cl\SE DISPOSrrrON3: 6-12 M5htn Old cases 

5-rronth 
, Novert'lber Cec6t1ber' January' Februa....l' ~.arc.'1 Total °erent"'co ~ ~ ~ 

' ' 
Ple~s . 

FeZony 0 7 2 4 3 16 64% 

• Nisdomeanor 0 0 0 :1 0 0 0 --
Covered* 0 0 0 I 0 2 2 8% ' 

I Total Pleas 0 7 2 4 5 18 72% 
-' , I 

" 
I I 

Trials 

Conviction 0 0 I, 
. 

1 2 4 16% 
' , . • 

AcquittaZ ,0 0 0 0 0 0 -

Total Trials 0 0 1 1 2 4 16% . 
0' 

I , 

Dismissals 1 0 0 2 0 3 12% 

. 
I 

Other I 0 0 0 I 0 0 0 --

Grand Total 1 7 3 7 7 25 100% 

*C~ses disposed of through a plea to a differen~.indictment involving the 
same defendant. 

**I.ncludes Part 20 and Part 20A 

• 

I 
\ 

I 
I 

I 
i 

, 
I , 
I 

I 
I 

! 

i 

i 

I 

I . 
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TABLE 16 

QUEENS a) 

PLI!'.l\S - ALL CASES b) 

November 1, 1977 - April 1, 1978 

Plea Felony Class 

A B C 0 E 

A** 0 6 0 0 0 

-B 2 5 1 0 

. 
C - - 3 4 1 

0 - - - 1 4 

E - - - - 0 

Total 0 8 8 6 5 
. 

* F.ighest Ind ictrren t Charae 
J 

** Includes A-I, A-2, and A-3 felony charges. 

a) Includes op:ra tions of Part 20 ard. Part 20A 
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M.isde-. 
rreMor To~l 

0 6 

0 8 

0 8 

3 8 

0 0 

3 30 

b) Table includes, 7 bail cases, 1 R.O.R. case ar.d 1 case less tha.T). s.Lx rront.."1s old. 

I • 

• 

F 
E 
L 

,.. 0 
\0-

N :.r .. y 
A 
? 

C ,.. 
~ 

L ... 
:. 

A 
S 
S* 

• 

TABLE 17 
cm:ENS a) 

pLF.J\S - One Year ard. Older Cases 

Plea Felony Cl~ss '" 

A. B C 0 

A** 0 2 0 0 

-B I 2 0 

C - - 0 0 

0 - - - 0 

-
E - - - -

Total 0 3 2 0 . 

* Highest Indic~~t Charge 

** Includes A-I, A-2, and A .... 3 felony charges 

a) Includes, Part 20 ar.d Part 20A 

M.i~e":'". 
E m::MO~ 

0 0 

0 a 

0 a 

0 I 

a a 

a 1" 

-31-

To~ 

2 

:1 

a 

I 

0 

6 
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TABLE 18 

C(.JEENS a) 

PLE1\S - 6-12 M:>nth Old Cases 

Plea Felony Class 

A. B C 0 

A** a 4 0 0 

-B a 1 1 

C - - 0 4 

0 1 - - -

E - - - -

Total 0 4 1 6 . 

* Highest Inqictment Charge 

** Includes A-I, A-2, and A .... 3 felony charges 

a) Includes, Part 20 and Part 20A 

Mi~e-.-, 

E rrea,no~ 

0 0 

a 0 

1 0 

3 0 

0 a 

4 0 

- ~ , 

-32-

TotAl 

4 

2 

5 

4 

a 

15 

., , . 

• 
:~~o.nditional Discha.~e 

~=nditional Dis~~ge 

?-::-obation 

:;.cc 
.-5 rront.."1s NYccr 

~ -12 rront.."1s NYccr 

:.. - 3 y'ears max. NYSCC 

';-5 years rna.:-::. !-fiSCC 

:-8 yea=s max. NYSCC 

':-15 years Ii',ax. NYSCC 

_5-25 yea=s Ii'.ax. NYSCC 

.:l years - life max. NYSCC 

'I1IBLE 19 

SEVERITY OF SENl'E.NG IN S.P.D.I. PARrS 

,DEFENDP-,NTS S@.1TENCED* 

NEl:'1 YOR~ , KINGS 

1 

1 

6 

1 

1 

5 

11 

35 

32 

68 

35 

38 

3 

4 

11 

9 

12 

25 

33 

• 29 

43, 

26 

61 

12 

7 

2 

8 

14 

39 

42 

51 

38 

14 

8 

3' 

1 

2 

3 

6 

8 

5 

7 

1 

- -3-3- . 

4. 

5 

37 

II 

13 

27 

53 

113 

III 

167 

106 

114 

PE..~: 

" . 

4. 

I. 

1. 

3 .. 

7. 

l·L 

13 

1:: . 

234 . 256 2?7 44 761 

i :::>:<::i>:<r?<J :»:<:1 ><J ~~. 
>
>.~ 

:.:~_aiting Sentence 

:2.1.tence in ot..1.& Parts 

1 

33 

26a 

6 

2 

264 

4 

28 

259 

1 

45 

12 

63 

836 >, ________________________________ ~----------~-------+--------+-------4--------~~----. 
·:~d.ict:::ients DisE=Qsed as of 4/1/78 and Se.~tence I.rnp::lsed by 6/1/78. 

~~ea~ figures reflect the operations of Part 20 ~~ Part 20A. 

Teta1 rtlay not equal 100% due to ro~ding of nurrCers • 

• ' _ . 
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TABLE 20 

COMPARISON OF Tlffi SPECL~L DETAINEE P~S 
WITH THE SUPREME COURI' CRn1INAL BRANCH, NB'l YORK CITY 

PERFORMANCE MEASURE SPECIAL PARl'Sa) 

DISMISSALS l1S PERCENT OF ALL DISPOSTrIONS 6.8% 

MISDEMEANOR PLEAS l1S PERCENT OF ALL PLEAS 2.3% 

FELONY PLEAS l1S PERCENT OF ALL PLEAS 97.6% 

PERCENT OF PLEAS TO HIGHEST OR ~~ HIGHEST 73.5% CHARGE ClASS 

TRIALS l1S PERCENT OF ALL DISPOSITIONS 23.8% 

PERCENT OF TRIALS RESULTING IN CONVIcrION 77 .5% 

DAYS ON TRIAL AS PERCENT OF JTJD3E DAYS SAT 60% 

TRIALS CCMPIErED PER JUCGE YEAR 17.3 c) 

AVERAGE LENGI'H OF TRIALS (DAYS) 5.6 

a) Special Parts Data Is For Long-Term Cases and Reflects Operations 
From 6/3/76 through 10/30/77 

-34-

CITY-WIDEf) 

14.3% 

11.9% 

88.1% 

NA 

11.3% 

66.6% 

48.7% 

16 d) 

NA 

b) Source: Supreme Court Statistical Summaries and Comparisons for New York 
City, year to 10/30/77 O.C.A. 

c) Includes: All Cases In Special Parts 
d) Source: O.C.A. Comparative Statistical Profile, year ti'..rough OctoCer, 1977 

S.P.D.I. 12/20/77 




