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JUVENILE OFFENDERS 

On September 1, 1978, 13, 14, and 15 year olds who commit cer-

tain violent felonies became subjected to prosecution in the adult 

criminal cou~t system in New York State. These juveniles are classi-

fied as "juvenile offenders". 

Although juvenile offenders are prosecuted in the adult criminal 

court system, there are a number of features which mark thei~ pro-

secution as being unique from the adult proceedings. The most notable 

of these features is the availa'bility of removal to Family Court, 

where juveniles are not subject to criminal responsibility. Removal 

can occur at any point in the criminal prosecution process, from .. 
ar~aignment until sentencing. Another unique feature is 'the mandatory 

sentencing structure defined for those juveniles found guilty of of-
.... 

fenses f?r.which they are criminally responsible. These sentences 

range from a minimum of one to three years for a C felony conviction 

to a maximum of nine years to life for Murder. Amendments have al-

tered this sentencing.structure somewhat) allowing these juveniles to 

receive youthful offender treatment under certain circumstances. 

·Those juveniles who receive youthful offender treatment can be sen-

tenced to either five years probation or to prison time of less than 

four years~ 

New York City 

During the 28 month period, September 1, 1978 to December 31, 

1980, in which the "juvenile offenders" legislation has been in effect, '.-
~ 
" ! , 
I 
I 

I ~CQUiSITlONS 
.-~~~-~-------
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there have been 3,208 juveniles arrested for crimes subject to pro-

secution in the adult system. Kings has accounted for most of the 

arrests, 40%; New York City, 22%; the Bronx, 19%; Queens, 17% and 

Richmond, 2%. 

The monthly decline in the number of arrests noted in our last 

report has apparently halted. For the ten month period £rom March 

1, 1980 - December 31, 1980, arrests have averaged'l13 per month. 

Robbery 1° continues to dominate the arrest figures, accounting for 

48% of the arrests in the most recent ten month period; there were 

33 Murder 2° arrests during that same period. 

As of December 31, 1980, 3,014 juvenile offender cases have 
-. 

been confirmed as having reached criminal court; of these, 2,608 

have been arraigned on juvenile offender charges. In addition, the 

District Attorneys declined to prosecute 406 cases. rn general, 

these cases are sent to Family Court because the facts of the case 

do not merit the standards required for a juvenile offender complaint 

to be drawn. DCJS has received arrest information for 194 (6%) cases 

which have not been located in court records as of yet. When located, 

these types of cases are often found to be cases "in" which the"def'endants 

have used aliases or false dates of birth at arrest. Only a small 

portion of these a~rests are likely to result in arraignment on . 

juvenile offender charges. 
"-

Of the 2,608 juveniles arraigned, 1,069 (41%) have been removed 

to the Family Court either at the Criminal Court level or by the Grand 

Jury, 412 (16%) have been dismissed in the Criminal Court or by the 



~- ., 

r 

:r I 

I 

~~~---

• 
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Grand Jury and 897 (34%) have been indicted; 230 (9%) are pending in 

either the Criminal Court or the Grand Jury. 

As noted in the preVious report, the indictment rate is increas-

ing. Data for the most recent ten month period indicates that 330 

(29%) juvenile offender arrests have resulted in indictments. 

This figure represents 37% of the arraigned cases and is likely to 

increase further, once all of the pending cases have cleared Criminal 

Court. As in the past, the indictment rate in Queens is considerably 

higher than that ~ofthe other four boroughs. 

Of the 897 indictments handed up, 657 had reached disposition 

by the end of the report ·period. Citywide, there were 442 convictions 

to juvenile offender charges resulting in a 67% con~~ction rate. In 

addition, 107 juveniles were removed to Family Court after being 

found guilty of offenses for which they were not crim~nally respons­

ible. In all, 83% of the indictments disposed resulted in either a 

juvenile offender conviction or a juvenile delinquency fact-finding. 

Three hundred and fifty one of the 442 convicted juvenile of-

fenders have been sentenced to date. One hundred and thirty five 

(38%) of those sentenced have received probationary terms of five 

years under the youthful offender provisions; and additional 35 (10%) 

have been sentGnced to imprisonment of less than four years 'as youth-

ful offenders. One hundred and eighty one youths (52%) have been 

sentenced to imprisonment as ~uvenile offenders. In total, 216 (62%) 

juvenile offenders have been sentenced to serve time in Division for 

Youth secure facilities. Five youths (1%) convicted of Murder 2° 

have received sentences with maximum terms of life imprisonment; an 
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additional 26 (7%) have received sentences with maximum terms of nine 

year or longer. 

Prosecution patterns vary widely among the counties. In the Bronx, 

the conviction rate of juvenile offenders was 80%; in Queens it was 41%. 

In the same vein, the Bronx's Supreme Court removal rate was 13%, while 

Queens' was 50%. These differences are more pronounced if we examine 

only those cases originating during the last ten months. During that 

time period, the Bronx has achieved a 97% conviction rate and a 2-% re­

moval rate for indicted cases; in Queens these rates were 27% and 58% 

respectively. The basic cause of these disparities appears to be the 

differing policies of the individual District Attorney's offices' with .-
regard to obtaining indictments. It is apparent that the Bronx District 

Attorney's office screens its cases very carefully before presenting 
. ",\ 

them to the Grand Jury. As a result, it has a high Cr~m~nal Court 

removal rate (43%) and a moderate indictment rate. In Queens only 20% 

are removed at that point. As a result, a relatively large portion of 

the Queens' cases are sent to Superior Court only to be removed to Family 

Court later in the process. 

Similar disparities are apparent in sentencing. In Kings, 56% of 

those sentenced received probation and only 9% were sentenced to maxi­

mum terms of five years or longer. In contrast, in the Bronx, only 17% 

were sentenced to probaton while 45% received sentences with maximum 

terms of five years or longer. 

. . 
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~then exc..nining the differences in case outcomes among counties, 

it should be noted that the Bronx is the only county with a Juvenile 

Offense Burea,u which deals with juvenile cases in both the adult 

courts and Family Court. Being organized in this way, the Bronx 

'District Attorney's office is capable of following a juvenile case 

from arraignment through to sentencing in either Superior Court or 

Family Court without having to transfer the case from one bureau to 

another and from one attorney to another. In addition, this type of 

organization insures that a juvenile offender case will always be 

handled by an attorney who specializes in juvenile cases. It appears 

that this ~ystem of organization has proved to be highly effective 

in prosecuting juvenile offender cases. ... 

Figures from Spofford Juvenile Center reveal that 70% of the 

juvenile offenders arrested between March 1, 1980 and D,ecember 31, 1980 

have spent iometime in detention. Of the 1,211 juveniles whose cases 

were active during that time period, twelve (1%) had spent over a year 

in detention; and additional 26 (2%) had been in detention for more 

than nine months. Many of these long term detainees have been sentenced 

and are e,wai ting plac~~ment in Division for Youth facilities. Despite 

the significant number of long. term detainees in Spofford, the majority 

of detained juvenile offenders spend relatively short terms in detention. 

Four hundred and ninety-one (41%) of the juvenile offenders sent to 

Spofford stayed only one day •. Additionally, 387 (32%) were there for 

fewer than 10 days. Many of the short term detentions reflect police 

actions before arraignment rather than court ordered detentions . 
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As in the past, the typical victim of the juvenile offender is 

a peer, aged 13 through 19. Twenty-two percent of the victims were 

classified ClS being. "especially vulnerable". Nine percent of these 

were extremely young (12 years of age or younger), 12% were elderly 

(60 years of age or older), and 1% were classified ~s especially 

vulnerable due to some physical or mental handicap. 

Suburban and Upstate Counties 

New York City continued to account for 86% of the juvenile of­

fender arrests in New York State. The Suburban counties accounted 

for 290 (8%) arrests and the Upstate counties accounted for 240 (6%) 

arrests. Those non-New York City counties with the greatest number ... 
of arrest~ were: Suffolk, 123; Westchester, 79; Nassau, 77; Erie, 

45; Onondaga, 40; Monroe, 37; and Albany, 31. 
.... 

Marke9 differences can be seen in the distribution of arrest 

charges when New York City is compar~d with the Upstate and Suburban 

counties. Property crimes such as burglary and arson are much more 

prevalent outside of New York City. In the 'Suburban counties, they 

account for 23% of the arrests; in the Upstate counties, 25%; in 

,New York City, only' 2%. On the other hand, robbery is much less pre­

valent outside of N~w York City. It accounts for 59% of the Suburban 

arrests, 49,% of the Upstate arrests and 77% of the New York City 

arrests. Surprisingly, rape and sodomy account for a substantial por­

tion of the arrests outside of New York City. 

In the counties with the greatest number of arrests, the indict-

ment rate ranges from a low of 18% in Erie to a high of 43% in 

, Onondaga. Other rates are: Albany, 39%; Monroe, 30%; Nassau, 38%; 

:r I 

\ 

Suffolk, 24%; and Westchester, 35%. Overall, the Suburban indictment 

rate is 30%, while the Upstate indictment rate is 37%. 

In 'total, 130 indictments have' been disposed in the non-New York 

City counties. In the Suburban counties, 44 (80%) have resulted in 

convictions; in the Upstate counties, 43 (57%) have resulted in con-

victions, This compares with a 67% conviction rate in New York City. 

During 1980, 147 juvenile offenders were sentenced to serve time 

in Division for Youth secure facilities. Nine (6%) were from Suburban 

counties, 16 (11%) from Upstate and 122 (83%) from New York City. A 

large portion (56%) of the Upstate sentences had maximum terms of 

six years or greater. By way of comparison, only 11% of the Suburban 

cases and 39% of the New York City cases had similar sentences. 

~.-
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Robbery 1 

Robbery 2 

Assault 1 

Burglary 1 

Burglary 2 . 

Arson 

Rape 1 

Sodomy 1 

Kidnap. 

Attempted 
Murder 2 

Murder 2 

Other* 

Unknown 

Total 

KINGS 

207 (44) 

185 (39) 

19 (4) 

4 (1) 

7 (1) 

4 (1) 

18 (4) 

4 (1) 

11 (2) 

15 .(3~ 

474 (100) 

JUVENILE OFFENDERS 

ARRESTS BY CRnlE AND COUNTY 

3/1/80 - 12/31/80 

BRONX NEW YORK QUEENS 

135 (61) 113 (47) 83 (45) 

35 (16) 70 (29) 70 (38) 

6 (3) .12 (5) 5 (3) 

2 (1) 1 (0) 2 (1) 

1 (0) 2 (I), 5 (3) 

4 (2) 3 (1) 2 (1) 

12 (5) 13 (5) '11 (6) 

6 (3) 9 (4) 2 (1) 

11 (5) 9 (4) 3 (2) 

8 (4) 7 (3) 1 (1) 

I 

I 

220 239 (100) 184 (100: (100) 
(42) (191 (21) (16) 

N<?TE: Numbers in parentheses are purcentages 

. , 

, 
- , 
I 

, \ 

. ~ ;-, ~ 

2/15/81 

RICH~lOND· CITY\~IDE 

8 (47) 546 (48) 

4 (24) 364 (3.21' 

42 (4) 

9 (1) 

15 . (1) 

13 (1) 

3 (18) 57 (5) 

. 21 (2) . 

\ 

34 (3) 

2 (12) 33 (3) 

. 

17 (100) 1134 (100 
(1) (100) 
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Robbery 1 
-
Robbery 2 

Assault 1 

Burglary 1 

Burglary 2 .. 

Arson 

Rape 1 

Sodomy 1 

Kidnap. 

Attempted 
Murder 2 

Murder 2 

Other* 

Unknown 

'rotal 
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JUVENILE OFFENDERS 

ARRESTS BY CRIME AND COUNTY 

9/1/18 - }2/31/80 

KINGS BRONX NE\'l YORK QUEENS 

566 (44) 320 (52) 316 (45) 264 (47) 

441 (35) 126 (20) 224 (32) 177 (32) 

53 (4) 23 (4) 30 (4) 20 (4) 

13 (1) 3 (0) 6 (1) 10 (2) 

I 

20 (2) 3 (0) 8 (1) 12 (2) 

23 (2) 13 (2) 7 (1) 12 (2) 

74 (6) 41 (7) 40 (6) 32 (6) 

16 (1) 
\ 

20 (3) IS (2) 7 (1.) 

2 (0) 1 (0) 1 (0) 

26 (2) 20 (3) 19 (3) 15 (3) 

30 '(2) 27 (4). 18 (3) 5 (1) 

1 (0) 2 (0) 
, 

11 (1) 18 (3) 13 (2) 5 (1) 

1276 (100) 617 (100) 696 '(100 560 (100) 
(40) (19) (22) (17) 

", 

~. .... 1 

" 
\ 

2/15/81 

RICU~IOND CITYNIDE 

27 (46) 1493 (47) 

12 (20) 980 (31) 

1 (2) 1.27 (4) 

1 (2) . 33 (1) 

1 (2) 44 (1) 

3.(5) 58 (2) 

6 (10) 193 (6) 

1 (2) . 59 (2) . 

4 (0) 

2 (3) 82 (3) 
, 

3 (5) 83 (3) 

3 (0) 

2 '(3) 49 (2) 

59 (100) 3208 (100) 
(2) (100) 

. I 
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KINGS 

DecMned' 26 (6) 
Prosecute . 
uamovea 

to 
154 (33) . Family Ct. . 

Dismissed 19 (·0· . . 
Subtotal 199 (42) 

Pond. in 
31 (7) Crim. ~t. 

Pend. 1n 
Grand Jury 23 (5) 
; . , 

.Indicted 154 (33) 

Subtotal 208. (44) 

Unconfirmed 67 (14) 
arrest reports 

~ol:al 474 (IdO) 

- BRONX 

17 (8) 

90 (41) 

26 (12) 

JUVENILE OFFENDERS 
COUR~ AC~ION BY COUNTY 

3/1/80 - 12/31/80 

.. 

NEW YORK QUEENS 

40 (17) 5 (3) 

38 (16) II (6) 

33 (14) 30 (16) 

133 (60) III (46) 46 (25) 

28 (13) 30 (lJ) 34 (18) 

4 (2) 2 (1) 9 (5) 

54 (25) S6 (23) 62 (34) 

86 (40) 88 (37) 105 (57) 

40 (11) 33 (18) 

(100) 184 (100) 

OOfl!: tbllbcrs in parentheses nro percentages. 

-.. .. . ... " " ., ........ , .. -....... - .... -.. ,-........ . 

, 

, 

. , 

~/)5/81 

RICIff.IOND _ClnWIDE.. 

88 _(8) . 

1 (6) 294 (26) 

1 (18) III (10) 

.. (24) 493 (44) 

4 (24) 127 (11 ) 

1 ~ (18) 41 (4) 

4 (24) 330 (29 ) 

.11 (65) 498 (44 ) 

143 (13) 

\ 

lUt (100) 

.. .... ,_._-.-_... .- ..... -"-"--'--1 
,~_,_, _=== , __ ==_=_~~--~-= :T 
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DooMned' 
l'rosecute 

-neolQvod 
to 

F&lmUy Ct. 

Dismissed . 
Subtotal 

Pond. in 
Crim. !=!t. 
Pend. in 
Grand Jury 
c ' 

Indicted 

Subtotal 

Unoonfirmed 
arrest reports 

KINGS 

160 (13) 

514 (40) 

101 C8} 

775 (61) 

49 (4) 

24 (2) 

357 (28) 

4~O (34) 

Total ',U76 (ioO) 

DRONX 

90 (IS) 

266 (43) 

58 (9) 

414, (67) 

3S (6) 

.. (1) 

154 (25)' 

196 (32) 

JUVENUE OFFEtlIDEIiS 

COURT ACTIOlf DY COUNTY 

9/1/78 - 12/31/80 

NEW YORK QUEENS 
, . 

127 (18) 28 (5) 

155 (22) ,ll3 (20) 

124 (18) 120 (21) 

406 (58) 261 (47) 

52 (7)_ 43 (8) . 

2 (0) 9 (2) --
IS!) (23) 210 {38) 

213 (31) 262 (47) 

2/) 5/81. 

RICIIHQH!l. ~I~IHIDI~ 

I (2) 406 (13) , 

21 (36) 1069 (33) 

9 (15) 412 (13) 

31 (53) 1887 (59) 

5 r 8,} 187 (6) 

4 tV)' 43 (1) 

17· (29) 897 (is) 

26 (44) 1127 (35) 

37 (7) , 2 (3) I 194 (6) 

560 (100) '320S (l00) 

oorn: Numbers in parentheses percentages. 
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KItlGS 

CUII.TY DY 
TRUI. 

GUILTY DY 
AD~ISSION 36 (78) 

TOTAL 
CONVICTIONS 36 (78) 

RF.J.IOVBD tUTti 
5 (11) Notl-J .0. PJNDINI 

REI-lOVED DY 
SUPERIOR COURT 1 (2) 

TorAL 6 (13) 
REtlOVALS 

ACQUITTRD 

IlISmSSED 4 (9) 

SUBTOTAl. 4 (9) 

'fIlTAL DlSl'OSED 
Ttm ICTJ.lRN1'S 46' (100) 

PF.NDJNr. IN 
SUPERIOR (:/)URT 108 

1m'AL 
1 N" J C1'tmN'I'S 154 

-~~----~---

JUVE"U.P. OFFlmlllmS 

DISPOSITIONS OF TNOICTlm r.ASI~S 

Cnses Originating 3/1180-12/3]/80 

nRONX l1ElI YORK QIJ~ENS 

J Cl) 1 (5) I {4} 

32 (94) 12 (57) 6 (23) 

33 (97)' 13 (62) 7 (27) 

4 (19) 7 (27) 

1 (3) 8 (31) -. 

1 (3) 4 (19) 15 (58) 

4 (19) 4 (15) 

4 (19) 4 (IS) 

34 (100) I 21 (100) 26 (100) 

~ 
35 36 

54 S6 62 

R1ellllONO 

2 (67) 

2 (67) 

1 (31) 

1 (33) 

3 (100) 

1 

" 
NOTE:'Numhers In pnrcnthcscs nro pcrccntlJRco. 

2/15/81 

ClTYllJIlIt 

3 (2) 

88 (68) . 
91 (70) 

16 (12) 

10 ( 8) 

26 (20) 

13 (10) 

13 (10) 

130 (100) 

200 

330 

0\ 
Ul 

I 
I 
I 
I 
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CUILt'Y BY 

TRIAl_ 

GUU.TY BY 
AD~IISSION 

TOTAL 
CONVICTIONS 

lumovrm IIrn. 
NON-J .0, FINDINI 

Rt:tloVED DV 
SUI'V,RIOR COURT 

m'rAL 
IU~:.IOVALS 

ACQUI'l'TED 

DI8UI8SP.D 

SIJIlTOTAL 

TOTAL DJSI'ClSP.D 
JNDICnIEN'I'tl -rENDINf: IN 
SIII'ER lOR mURT 

'rOTAr. 
nmrcnU::N'I'S 

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

KItlGS 

7 (3) 

171 (74) 

178 (77) 

1'2 (5) 

18 (8) 

30 (13) 

3 (I) 

19 (8) 

22 (10) 

230 (100) 

127 

357 

JUVI!NILE OFFlmOERS 

DIsr08ITIONS OF INDICTJm CASES 

9/1/78 • 12/31¥80 

BRONX tlEII YOIt" QUEENS 

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

102 (77) 72 (64) 60 (36) 

107 (80) 78 (69) , 68 (41) 

16 (12) 13 (12) 64 (39~ 

1 (I) 9 (8) ]8 (11) 

17 (I3) ,22 (19) 82 (50) 

6 (5) 2 (2) 4 (2) 

3 (2) lJ (10) 11 (7) 

9 (7) 13 (12) 15 (9) 

13l (100) lIS (100) 165 (100) 
21 46 45 

154 159 210 

RICIUlOMD 

2 (13) 

9 (56) 

11 (69) 

'2 (I3) 

1 (6) 

3 (19) 

2 (I3) 

2 (l3) 

]6 (100) 

1 

NOTE:'Nllmhcra in (lnrcnthCIJCR nro (lorccntll!;oa. 
17 

...... .... __ ... _ ........ ............. .. ,,. I, •• _ .. _ ........ 

" 

" . , 
I 

\ 

2/15/8) 

Cl1'VIIIDE 

28 (4) 

-'414 (63) 

442 (67) 

107 (16) 

47 (7) 

154 (23) 

~ 15 (2) 

~ 
46 (7) 0\ 

0\ 

61 (9) 

657 (100 ) 

240 

\ 
897 
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S YEARS 
PROBATION 74 (56) 

JAU-t.ES~ 
TEAN 4 

6 (5) 

T.O. ' I ~O (60) 
SUBtoTAL 

.3 n:ARS 3S (26) 

'4 2 (2) 

4-1/2 4 (3) 

.:.5 

6 1 (0) 

7 5 (4) 

S 1 (0) 

Q 

10 4 (3) 

Life 1 (0) 

J.O .. 
53 (40) StTBtoTAI. 

TABLE 67 

BRONX 

16 (17) 

10 (10) 

26 (27) 

14 (IS) 

2 (2) 

11 (12) 

7 (7) 

15 (16) 

I 7 (7) 

2 (2) 

7 (7) 

:; (3) 

2 (2) 

70 (73) 

J'tl"VDUE OFFENDERS 

S'£NTDfC'ES BY COUNTY 

9(1(78 - 12{31/80 

NEW YOu: QUEENS 

22 (40) 19 (33) 

3 (5) 15 (26) 
-
25 (45) 34 (60) 

7 (13) 11 (19) 

5 (9) 3 (5) 

2 (4) 

S (9) 6 (11) 

1 (2) 1 (2) 

5 (9) 1 (2) 

4 (7) 1 (2) 

1 e2} 

30 (55) I 23 (40) 

2/15181 

RIcmroND CITnlIDE 

4 (40) 135 (38 ) 

1 (10) 3S (10) 

1 5 (SO) 1/0 (48) 

3 (30) 70 (20) 

4 (1) 

I 23 (7) 

I 9 (3) 

27 (8) 

14 (4) 

/ 3 (1) 

13 (4) 

1 (10) 13 (4) 

1 (10) S (1) 

5 (50) 181 (52) 

TOTAL 
SEm'EXCED 133 (100) 96 (100) I 55 (100) 57 (100) 10 (100) 351 (100) 

PENDINC 
S~CE 45 11 23 11 1 91 

TOTAL li8 107 78 68 11 I 442 omenONS C 

NOTE: All sentences indicated a~e maxicums. For juvenile offenders, the minimum 
sentence is 1/3 the maximum, excepf when the sentence is life; then, the 
cinimum sencenc~ can range :~om five to nine years. 

NOTE: Numbers in parentbeses a~e pe~centages 
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I PAY 

2-10 UAYS 

11-10 IlAYS 

31-90 PAYS 

~)) -150 PAYS 

151-210 PAYS 

211-270 DAYS 

-
211-31i0 IlAY=> 

361-450 DAYS 
I 

451-51,0 DAYS 

~ ,w AlmHS'I'HI!~ 
IIE1'Al"Im 

l/I/1I0-12/l1/RO. 

"TNnS 

168 (36) 

174 (37) 

34 (1) 

'31 (7) 

26 (6) 

12 (3) 

IS (3) 

1 (l~ 

3(1) 

1 (0) 

471 (100) 

66 , 

•• ' ..... ' ... 1_._ ... __ ................ 10 .... 1_" , .... . 
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!!.I.!!I:~t!.'_I:f. O.£.I~t~N.I)~~It~;. 

1fillmJ.L!!!-'.I.!IT.IS!'!t!!~1 

CASf:S ACflvE 3/1/80.~ 12{31{80 

IIRONX "I'll yanK OlllmNll 

79 (34) 158 (59) 82 (38) 

72 (31) 58 (22) 79 (36) 

)9 (8) 13 (5) 14 (6) 

17 (7) 17 (6) . 19 (9) 

10 (4) 8 (3) 6 (3) 

9 (4) 4 il) 5 (2) 

13 (6) 5 (2) S (2) 

9 (4) 5 (2) 5 (2) 

S (2) 1 (0) 1 (0) 

1 (0) 

233 (100) 269 (100 217 (100) 

81 , 6S , 14 , 

NO"I~: NIIPllwrs In pllrl!lIth~ul!o lIru pcrCCl\tlll\CII. 

.. , •. 1" .. _ ....... ,., ................. .-...........-""'W;_. ' ....... ;._ ... _'...-.4 "- ...... ~.~,.._ ...... ~J ·.~':'f':':.~i· 

2{15{81 

R I CIIllllNll 

4 (19) 

4 (19) 

5 (24) 

4 (19) 

4 (19) 

21 (100) 

6S , 

--_._-

r.l T\,IlIll~: 

491 (,41) 

387 (32) 

85 (7) 

88 (1) 

SO (4) 

34 (3) 

38 (3) 

26 (2) 

10 (1) 

2 (0) 

1211 (100) 

70 , 

0\ 
00 

, 
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TABLE 69 

JqVENILE OFFENDERS 

VICTIMS 

AGE I VICTIMS 

o - 12 TI'.ARS I 151 (9) 

60 + I 190 .(12) 

OTHER. E.V.G. I 15 (1) 

E.V~G. l 356 (22) 
SUBTOTAL 

13 - 19 652 (41) 

20 - 29 189 (12) 

30 - 39 114 (7) 

40 - 49 
105 (7) 

50 - 59 101 (AI 

OTHER NON-E.V.G. 78 (5) 

NON-E.V.G. 1239 (78) SUBTOTAL 

TOTAL VICTIHS I 1595 (100) 

2/15/81 

NOTE: E.V.G. denotes that the victim is a member 'of an "especially vulnerable 
group". 

NOTE: Numbers on this table relect information gathered from a select group 
of cases for which victimization data was available. 

NOTE: Numbers in parel1theses are percentages. 
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Albany 
Allegany 
Bronx 
Broome 
Cattarauqus 
Cayuga 
Chautauqua. 
Chemung 
Chenango 
Clinton 
COlumbia 
Cortland 
Delaware 
Dutchess 
Erie 
Essex 
Franklin 
Fulton 
Genesee 
Greene 
Hamilton 
Hez-kimer 
Jefferson 
Kings 
Lewis 
Livingston 

- Madison 
Monroe 
Montgomery . 
Nassau 
New York 
NiaqarO\ 
Oneida -
Onondaqa 
Ontario 
Orange 
Orleans; 
Osweqo 
Ots9qO 
Putnan 
Queens 
Rensselaer 
Richmond 
Rockland 
St. Lawrence 
Saratoga 
Schenectady 
Schoharie 
Schuyler 
Seneca 
Steuben 
Suffolk 
Sullivan 
Tioqa 
Tompkins 
Ulster 
Warren 
Washinqton 
Wayne 
Westchester 
Wyominq 
'fates 

TABLE 70' 

JUVENILE OFFENDERS 
STA~IDE ARRESTS BY COUNTY 

9/1/78 - 2'31/BO -,. 

STmURBAN UPSTATE NE~'l YORK CITY 

3l (0.8) 
1 (0.0) 

611 (16.5) 
2 (0.1) 
2 (0.1) 

4 (0.1) 
1 (0.0) 
1 (0.0) 
2 (0.1) 

2 (0.1) 
1 (0.0) 

12 (0.3) 
45 (1.2) 

1 (0.0) 
1 (0.0) 

1 (0.0) 

1276 (34.1) 

1 (0.1) 
37 (1.0) 

77 (2.1) 
696 (lS.7) 

5 (0.1) 
5 (0.1) 

40 (1 .. 1) 

15 (0.4) 

1 (0.0) 
3 (0.1) 
1 (0.0) 

560 (15.0) 
5 (0.1) 

59 (1.6) 
11 (0.3) 

4 (0.1) 
4 (0.1) 
1 (9. 0 ) 

1 (0.0) 
123 (3.3) 

1 (0.0) 

6 (0.2) 

3 (0.1) 
79 (2.1) 

290 (7. a) 240 (6.4) 320a (Ss.a) 

Note: Numbers in parentheses are perentaqes 

2/15/81 

I STATENtDE ,-

I 

3738 (100) 
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JUVENILE'OFFENDERS 
STATEWIDE ARRESTS BY CIIARGE 

9/1/70 - 12/31/00 

SUBURBAN UPSTATE NEW YORK CITY 

!tobbery 1· 100 (34' 02 (34) 1493 (47) 

Robbery 2· 62 (21) 36 (15) 900 (31) 

Assault 1· 11 (4 ) 14 (6) 127 (4 ) 

Burglary 1· 19 (7) 11 (5' 33 (1) 

Burrriary 2· ... 40 (14 ) 29 (12) 44 (1) 

Arson 1· + 2· . 9 (3) 21 (9) 50 (2) 
. 

Rape 1· 23 (0) 19 (0) 193 (6) 

Sodomy 1· 14 (5) 15 (6) 59 (2) 

Kidnap 1· + 2° 4 (0) 

Att. Murder 2· 
3 (1) 3 (1) 82 (3) 

Murder 2· * 9 (3) 10 (4) 03 (3) 

Other 3 (0) 

Unknown 49 (2) 

290 (100) , 240 (100) 3200 (100) 

* Includes Manslaughter 1° 

Note - Numbers in parentheses are percentaaes 

~-. rnF. 

1675 (45) 

1070 (29) 

152 (4) 

63 (2, 

113 (3) 

88 (2) 

235 (6) 

00 (2) 

4 (0) 

80 (2) 

102 (3) 

3 (0) 

49 (1' 

3730 (100) 

2/15/81 
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Albany 
Allegany 
Bronx 
Chautaugua 
Chemung 
Dutchess 
Erie 
Kings 
Livingston 
Monroe 
Nassau 
New York 
Niagara 
Oneida 
Onondaga 
Orange 
Oswego . 
Queens 
Rensselaer 
Richmond· 
Rockland 
St. Lawrence 
Saratoga 
Schenectady 
Steuben 
Suffolk 
Wayne 
Westchester 

TABLE 72 
JUVENILE OFFENDERS 

STATEWIDE INDICTMENTS BY COUNTY 
9/1/78 - 12/31/80 

SUBURBAN UPSTATE 

12 (1.1) 
1 (0.1 ) 

2 (0.2) 
1 (0.1) 
2 (0.2) 
8 (0. '7) 

2 (0.2) 
11 (1.0) 

29 (2.7) 

2 (0.1 ) 
6 (0.6) 

17 (1.6) 
1 (0 .1) 
2 (0.,2) 

4 (0 .. 4) 

NEW YORK CITY 

154 (14.3) 

'3-51 (33. 2 ) 

159 (14.8) 

210 (19.6) 

17 (1,,6) 

Note: Numbers in parentheses are peJ::'centages. 

, ,-

2/15/81 

STATEWIDE 

0 

, 

TABLE 73 

JUVENILE OFFENDERS 

STATEWIDE DISPOSITIONS 0F. INDICTED CASES 
9/1/78 - 12/31/80 

SUBURBAN UPSTATE N.Y.C. 

Guilty-Trial 4 (7) 4 (5) 28 (4 ) 
Guilty-Plea 40 (73) 39 (52 ) 414 (63 ) 

Total Convictions 44 (80) 43 (57) 442 (67) 

Acquitted 1 (2) a (0) 15 (2) 
Dismissed 1 (2) 9 (12) 46 (7) 

2 (4) 9 (12) 61 (9) 

Other* 

" 

9 (16 ) 23 (31) I 154 (23) I 

2/15/81 

STATEWIDE 

36 (5 ) 
493 (63) 

529 (67) 

16 (2) 
56 (7) 

72 (9) 

186 (24 ) 

TOTAL 55 (100) 75 (100) I 657 (lOOi 787 (100) 

* Includes removals from superior court, pleas to non-J.O. charges, 
indictment consolidations and other dispositions. 

Note: Numbers in parentheses are percentages. 

, 



.-

r 
I i 

t 

r I ,-

'------------------,-,.--------------- -'-~'1 

SUBURBAN .. 
36 MONTIIS •• 6 (67) 

37 - 53 •• 2 (22) 

54 -71 

72 - 95 

!l6-l07 . 
. 

108 - 143 1 (11) 

144 - 180 

, 
LIEE 
TOTAL 9 (100 
SENTENCES 6 ( ) 

JUVENILE OFFENDERS 

STATEI'll DE SENTEN~ 

1/1/80 - 12/31/80 

IJPSTA'I'R NEli YORK CITY 

4 (2!H 47 (39) 

2 (I3) 13 (11) 

1 (6) 15 (12) . 
6 (31l~ 26 (21) 

3 (2) 

2 (13) 14 (11) 

1 (1) 

1 (6) 3 (2) 

16 (100) 122 (l00) 
(11) (83) 

2/15/01 

8'1'ATEI'1IDE 

57 (39) 

17 (12) 

16 (11) . 
32' (22) 

3 (2) 

17 (12) 

1 (1) 

4 (3) 

147 (100) 
0 (l 0) 

• At the time of this report, 28 month sentencing figures were not a~ailable for upst~te 
and suburban Gounties. See t.able e~ for complete Now York City fiCJuroB • 

•• Includos juveniles sentenced as Myouthful offendorsM• 
hate: All sentences indioated are maximums, gonerally, the minimum sentence is 1/3 tho 

maximum. When the maximum sentence is lifo, the minimum can range from five to nino 
years. 

Notol Numbers in parenthoses are percentaqes. 
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