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UNITED STATES SENTENCING COMMISSICON

1331 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, NW
SUITE 1400
WASHINGTON, D.C, 20004
(202) 662-8800

LETTER FROM THE CHAIRMAN

To the President,
the Congress, and
the Judicial Conference
of the United States of America

I am pleased to transmit this report chronicling the activities and
accomplishments of the United States Sentencing Commission in 1989. During
the first year of nationwide implementation of the guidelines, court documents
submitted to the Commission show high judicial compliance. Significantly, the
rate of guilty pleas to trials has remained constant under the guidelines
compared to pre-guideline sentencing practice.

The Commission is committed to refining the guidelines in the years
ahead to ensure that this new sentencing system, which already has significantly
improved the federal criminal justice system, realizes its full potential.

Respectfully submitted,

William M. Wilkins, Jr.
Judge, United States Court of Appeals
for the Fourth Circuit
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Chapter One

Introduction

The United States Sentencing Commission, es-
tablished in the 98th Congress after more than a
decade of bipartisan effort, is an independent
agency in the Judicial Branch of government.
The Commission consists of seven voting mem-
bers appointed by the President and confirmed
by the Senate and two non-voting, ex-officio
members.

The Commission’s primary function is to promul-
gate sentencing policies and practices for the
federal courts that include guidelines prescrib-
ing the appropriate form and severity of punish-
ment for offenders convicted of federal crimes.

The Commission was created by the Sentencing
Reform provisions of the Comprehensive Crime
Control Act, Pub. L. No. 98-473 (1984), and its
authority and Jduties are set out in chapter 58 of
title 28, United States Code. Procedures for im-
plementing guideline sentencing are prescribed
in a new chapter 227 of title 18.

As specified in 28 U.S.C. § 991(b), the sentenc-
ing guidelines established by the Commission
are designed to:

o Effectuate the purposes of sentencing
enumerated in 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a)(2). In
brief, those purposes are just punishment,
deterrence, incapacitation, and rehabilita-
tion;

® Provide certainty and fairness in meeting the
purposes of sentencing by avoiding unwar-
ranted disparity among offenders with
similar characteristics convicted of similar

criminal conduct, while permitting suffi-
cient judicial flexibility to take into account
relevant aggravating and mitigating factors;
and

@ Reflect, to the extent practicable, advance-
ment in the knowledge of human behavior as
related to the criminal justice process.

Organized in October 1985, the Commission
submitted its initial Sentencing Guidelines and
Policy Statements to Congress on April 13, 1987.
Prior to submission of the guidelines, the Com-
mission held 13 public hearings, published two
drafts for public comment, and received more
than 1,000 letters and position papers from
hundreds of individuals and organizations. After
the requisite period of Congressional review, the
guidelines became effective on November 1,
1987, and apply to all offenses committed on or
after that date.

Shortly after implementation of the guidelines,
defendants throughout the country began chal-
lenging the constitutionality of the Sentencing
Reform Act, claiming improper legislative
delegation and violation of the separation of
powers doctrine. On January 18, 1989, the U.S.
Supreme Court in Mistretta v. United States
rejected these challenges and upheld the con-
stitutionality of the Commission as an inde-
pendent judicial branch agency.

Due to the constitutional litigation, nationwide
implementation of guideline sentencing in 1988
and the first weeks of 1989 was incomplete.
Post-Mistretta, however, the guidelines and re-
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lated provisions of the Sentencing Reform Act
have generally been uniformly applied.

In 1989, monitoring statistics continued to show
high judicial compliance with the guidelines.
According to the Commission’s ongoing com-
pliance study, sentences imposed from January
19, 1989, through December 31, 1989, were
within the guideline range established by the
court in 82.0 percent of the cases. Courts
departed downward in 5.8 percent of the cases
based on a motion by the government for a
reduced sentence due to the defendant’s sub-
stantial assistance to authorities in the investiga-
tion or prosecution of other offenders. In 3.5
percent of the cases, courts departed upward and
sentenced above the guideline range, while in
8.7 percent of the cases courts departed
downward for other reasons. *

Importantly, the rate at which defendants chose
to plead guilty has remained essentially constant
since nationwide implementation of the
guidelines. Monitoring statistics show that 88.1
percent of all defendants sentenced under the
guidelines in 1989 entered pleas of guilty or nolo

contendere, reflecting approximately the same
ratio of pleas versus trials the federal system
experienced before guideline sentencing.

In 1989, the Commission invested considerable
resources in sponsoring five advanced guideline
application training seminars across the nation.
The sessions involved at least two probation of-
ficers, assistant U.S. Attorneys, and federal
defenders or defense attorneys from each judi-
cial district. Additionally, the Commission’s
Technical Assistance Service responded to more
than 2,300 guideline application questions from
judges and probation officers in 1989.

Commissioners continued their leadership roles
in two special research projects in 1989: the
Alternatives to Imprisonment project and a study
of plea negotiations and prosecutorial charging
practices under the guidelines.

The primary objective of the Alternatives project
is to present to the Commission a comprehensive
package of non-prison sanctions -- compatible
with the structure of the guidelines -- that meet
the purposes of sentencing. The project staff and

1 Chairman Wilkins has directed Commissioner Corrothers to coordinate the Alternatives to Imprisenment Project. As
her co-chair, Commission Corrothers has recruited Norman Carlson, former director of the Federal Bureau of
Prisons. Other members of the advisory commillee on alternatives to imprisonment include: the Honorable Vincent
L. Broderick, U.S. District Court Judge, New York, NY; Honorable Warren K. Urbom, U.S. District Court Judge,
Lincoln, NB; Honorable William B. Traxler, Jr., Judge, 13th Judicial Circuit, Greenville, SC; Honorable Randall
Williams, Judge, First Division Circuit Court, Pine Bluff, AR; Col. George H. Braxton (Ret.), Assistant Secretary,
Maryland Department of Juvenile Services, Baltimore, MD; Donald L. Chamlee, Chief, Probation Division,
Administrative Office of the U.S. Couris; Charles DeWitt, National Instilute of Justice; Sheriff James A. Gondles,
Arlington County, VA; M. Wayne Huggins, Director, National Institute of Corrections; Terence F. McCarthy,
Executive Director, Federal Defender Program, Chicago, I Dr. W. Walter Menninger, M.D., Executive Vice
President and Chief of Staff, Menninger Foundation, 7 _..«t, KS; Vincent O’Leary, President, University of Albany,
Albany, NY; Charles F.C. Rulff, attorney, Washington, D.C.; Michael E. Smith, Director, Vera Institute of Justice,
New York, NY; Hubert Williams, President, The Police Foundation. Chairman Wilkins also directed Commissioner
Nagel to coordinale the Commission’s, in-depth policy examination of plea negotiation practices under the
guidelines. Serving with Commissioner Nagel on the project is Professor Stephen Schulhofer, Frank & Bernice J.
Greenberg Professor of Law and Director of the Center for Studies in Criminal Justice at the University of Chicago

Law School.
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advisors are reviewing the full range of programs
being provided across the country, including
community confinement, intermittent confine-
ment, home detention, boot camp, community
service, and intensive probation.

The plea negotiation study involves site visits to
selected jurisdictions across the nation to inves-
tigate the impact of the guidelines on charging
and plea practices. The research includes an
analysis of case files and interviews with district
judges, U.S. Attorneys, assistant U.5. attorneys,
federal defenders, defense attorneys, and proba-
tion officers in each district. Both the alterna-
tives project staff and plea negotiations study
group are scheduled to provide detailed reports

of their research to the Commission in fiscal year
1991.

On May 1, 1989, the Commission submitted to
Congress a series of substantive and clarifying
amendments to the sentencing guidelines. The
amendments took effect on November 1 upon

expiration of the statutory, 18C-day Congres-

sional review period. Additionally, two tem-
porary amendments implementing provisions of
the Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1988 and a policy
statement on retroactive application of amended
guideline ranges were issued by the Commission
under a November 1, 1989, effective date. Also
in November, the Commission published for
public comment a draft of proposed sentencing
guidelines for organizations convicted of federal
offenses.
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Chapter Two

Administration

The U.S. Sentencing Commission consists of
seven voting Commissioners and two non-voting,
ex-officio members. The seven voting Commis-
sioners -- three of whom must be federal judges
-- are appointed by the President with the advice
and consent of the Senate. By statute, Commis-
sioners hold full time positions until November
1, 1993, (six years after the effective date of the
guidelines) at which time all Commissioners ex-
cept the Chairman switch to part-time status.

Organization

The Commission staff is divided into five main
offices: General Counsel, Research, Training
and Technical Assistance, Communications, and
Administration. Each department manager
reports to the Staff Director, who is responsible
for planning, coordinating, and directing all staff
activities. The Sta{f Director in turn reports to the
Chairman.

The General Counsel provides support to the
Commission on a variety of legal issues, includ-
ing the formulation and application of guidelines
and guideline amendments, legislative
proposals, and statutory interpretations. The
legal staff also monitors district and circuit court
application and interpretation of the guidelines
in addition to advising Commissioners on
statutes and legislation affecting the
Commission’s work. The Guidelines Produc-
tion unit within the legal staff coordinates draft-
ing of proposed amendments to existing
guidelines or the creation of new guidelines in
response to Commission directives resulting
from substantive policy decisions or Congres-

Al

sional enactment or modification of eriminal
statutes. The Special Legal Projects unit is
responsible for coordinating staff working groups
and Commission liaison with organized groups
representing the prosecutors, defense attorneys,
and the private bar.

The Research Office encompasses the studies,
monitoring, and evaluation functions. The
Studies group provides analysis and support to
the Commission on various topics, including the
effect of proposed guideline amendments on
projections of federal prison population, alterna-
tives to incarceration, sentencing practices re-
lated to organizational defendants, and
substantive criminal justice issues such as deter-
rence and recidivism. The Monitoring staff has
developed a comprehensive data collection sys-
tem to track application of the guidelines. The
staff produces periodic reports on guideline im-
plementation that provides significant informa-
tion for the Commission to review when it
considers amending individual guidelines. The
unit also updates a master file of guideline sen-
tencing statistics that is made available to the
public through the Inter-university Consortium
for Politi~al and Social Research. The Evalua-
tion staff focuses on the Congressionally-man-
dated four-year evaluation of the impact of the
sentencing guidelines on prosecutorial discre-
tion, plea bargaining, disparities in sentencing,
and the use of incarceration.

The Training and Technical Assistance
(TAS) staff teaches guidelines application to
judges, probation officers, prosecuting and
defense attorneys, and other criminal justice
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professionals. TAS also operates a "hotline" to
respond to guideline application questions from
judges and probation officers and systematically
reviews probation officers’ application of the
guidelines on a district-by-district basis. As part
of its training function, TAS staff develops train-
ing manuals, lecture outlines, visual aids, and
other training materials as well as participating
in the sentencing guideline portions of other
agency’s training programs.

The Communications Office is the
Commission’s public information office and
responds to inquiries from the press, courts,
attorneys, and the public. The unit coordinates
all Commission publications, including amend-
ments to the Guidelines Manual and the annual
repott, schedules Commission public hearings
and field visits, and coordinates the majority of
the Commission’s general correspondence.

The Office of Administration provides general
administrative support to Commissioners and
staff, as well as inleragency coordination in the
areas of budget and finance, contracting, person-
nel management, computer, library, facilities,
mail, messenger, copying, reception, and other
office services. The office coordinates the plan-
ning process in which its senior managers pro-
vide project planning and budget forecasting on
an eighteen-month to two-year basis.

Administrative and Management
Improvements

N ationwide implementation of the guidelines
resulted in increased workload demands in
several units, most notably Monitoring and
Training and Technical Assistance. In turn, the
program demands necessitated additional
hiring, office space, computer support, training,
and other support services. Personnel actions

alone increased by 62 percent from the previous
year.

In order to increase coordination and produc-
tivity, the Commission realigned several of its
staff units. The guidelines drafting staff became
part of the General Counsel’s Office to better
coordinate amendment drafting. The research
office was reorganized, creating three Associate
Research Directors responsible for monitoring,
evaluation, and studies respectively. Additional-
ly, the Training and Technical Assistance unit
became a separate office to better reflect its
expanded responsibilities.

After the Supreme Court’s affirmation of the con-
stitutionality of the Commission in January
1989, the volume of cases received by the
monitoring staff increased significantly. Staff
were recruited io complete development and
implementation of several computer modules in
the comprehensive data collection system. Tem-
porary employees were brought in to code and
enter the sentencing information into the
automaled data base.

In 1989, Commission staff also developed
several other computer programs to facilitate
operations, including an automated funds track-
ing system to generate [inancial reports used in
monitoring the Commission’s obligations; a
multi-user program for recording the guideline
application ("hotline") calls and responses; and
a furniture and equipment inventory program. A
second computer network with additional work
stations was installed to support the increased
needs of the Monitoring, Evaluation, and Tech-
nical Assistance units. Work began on a
timesharing arrangement with another federal
agency for access to a mainframe computer to
assist with manipulation of large data sets in-
volved in evaluation and research projects.
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Commission staff worked with the Administra-
tive Office of the U.S. Courts in planning for
relocation to the new Judiciary Building in 1992.
The Commission’s library added the On-line
Computer Library Center, providing nationwide
access to interlibrary loans and faster catalogu-
ing; as a result, interlibrary loans increased thir-
ty-three percent. During the year, the
Commission’s classified collection also in-
creased by thirty-three percent.

Staffing

During fiscal year 1989, the Commission used
all of its 69 allotted workyears, with ap-
proximately 41 percent of the staff involved in
various aspects of the Commission’s research
efforts. The Commissioners and their immediate
staffs accounted for 16 percent of the staff alloca-
tion while non-research staff (i.e., legal, com-

munications, administration) made up the
remaining 43 percent.

Budget and Expenditures

Public Law 100-459 provided a fiscal year
1989 appropriation of $5,183,000 and 69 full-
time permanent staff positions for the Commis-
sion. In addition to the annual appropriation of
$5,183,000, the Commission expended

$720,000 from its no-year appropriation for total
obligations in fiscal year 1989 of $5,903,000.

The Commission was granted an appropriation of
$6,520,000 and 83 full-time permanent posi-
tions for fiscal year 1990. The appropriation was
reduced by $75,000 under a sequester pursuant
to Public Law 99-177, thereby making the funds
available $6,445,000.

In order to fully fund statutorily-mandated
projects, the Commission was granted a fiscal

year 1990 supplemental appropriation of
$700,000 (Public Law 101-302). These funds
will enable the Commission to complete
development of the data collection system neces-
sary to monitor compliance with the guidelines,
to keep pace with the growing number of cases
since the Mistretta decision, and to analyze this
information to best serve the needs of the Con-
gress, the Comunission, the judiciary, and the
criminal justice community.




Table |

BUDGET AND EXPENDITURES
(Dgllar amounts in thousands)

Y 1989 Appropriations

FY 1990 Appropriations

Budget Authority $5,183 $7,145
Personnel Compensation $2,754 $3,920
Personnel Benefits $ 552 $ 709
Travel and Transportation $ 500 $ 503
Communications, Utilities $ 835 $1,036
and Other Rent

Printing and Reproduction $ 125 $ 145
Other Services $ 910 $ 545
Supplies and Equipment $ 227 $ 287
Total Obligations $5,903* $7,145

* Includes $720,000 in start-up funds.
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Chapter Three

Legal Issues

Overview of 1989 Case Law
Developments

Introduction

In Mistretta v. United States, 109 S. Ct. 647
(1989), the Supreme Court of the United States
upheld the constitutionality of the Sentencing
Commission against multiple separation of
powers and excessive delegation challenges. The
8-1 decision on January 18, 1989, was preceded
by more than a year of extraordinary litigation in
which similar issues were argued before
hundreds of district court judges and several
U.S. Courts of Appeals. Over the course of the
litigation, approximately 120 district judges
ruled that the guidelines were constitutional,
while more than 200 district judges invalidated
the guidelines and all or part of the Sentencing
Reform Act. In the courts of appeals, the Third
Circuit upheld the guidelines (United States v.
Frank, 864 F.2d 992 (1988)) while a divided
panel of the Ninth Circuit struck them down
(United States v. Chavez-Sanchez and Gubien-
si0-Ortiz v. Kanahele, 857 F.2d 1245 (9th Cir.
1988)), and the Fifth Circuit, after reviewing
briefs and hearing oral argument, issued a super-
visory order (United States v. White, 855 F.2d
201 (Sth Cir. 1988)) requiring that all district
courts in that circuit apply the guidelines pend-
ing the Supreme Court decision.

The Supreme Court rejected the constitutional
challenges to the Sentencing Reform Act and the
Commission in an opinion by Justice Blackmun.
With respect to the claim of excessive legislative
delegation, the Court held that the Sentencing

11

Reform Act contained more than ample "intel-
ligible principles" and legislative policy direc-
tion to the Commission to pass muster under the
delegation doctrine. Mistretta v. United States,
109 S.Ct. 647, 654-655 (1989). On the first of
the critical separation of powers issues, the Court
found no fault with the placement of the Commis-
sion in the Judicial Branch because the Commis-
sion does not exercise judicial power as a court
under Article III of the Constitution or otherwise
aggrandize or weaken the Judicial Branch. The
Court also held that the Commission’s functions

are clearly related to the historical work of the
courts. Id. at 661-667.

With respect to the composition of the Commis-
sion, the Court found that the statute’s require-
ment that three federal judges serve on the
Commission did not impermissibly interfere
with the functioning of the judiciary. Justice
Blackmun wrote that the nature of the
Commission’s work "is devoted exclusively to the
development of rules to rationalize a process that
has been and will continue to be performed
exclusively by the Judicial Branch." The Court
held that the Commission was "an essentially
neutral endeavor . . . in which judicial participa-
tion is peculiarly appropriate." Id. at 673. Final-
ly, on the issue of Presidential control of
Commissioners through appointment (with the
advice and consent of the Senate) and removal
(for cause), the Court held that neither power

significantly threatened judicial independence.
Id. at 675.

The Supreme Court’s Mistretta decision cleared

the way for nationwide application of the sen-
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tencing guidelines. Accordingly, under the Sen-
tencing Reform Act’s scheme of appellate review
of sentences,2 during the past year a body of
federal sentencing law has begun to develop. The
Commission monitors and analyzes the develop-
ment of this "law of sentencing" in order to deter-
mine areas where guideline amendments,
research, or legislative action may be needed.

The following overview of sentencing guidelines

case law highlights a number of key issues
decided during 1989.

Remaining Constitutional Issues

The principal constitutional objection remaining
after Mistretta was the argument that the
guidelines violated defendants’ Fifth Amend-
ment due process rights to an individualized
sentence by removing judicial discretion to con-
sider all circumstances of the offense and char-
acteristics of a defendant. All 10 appellate courts

2  See18U.S.C. § 3742.

addressing the issue during 1989 found that the
guidelines do not so violate due process.3 In
general, the courts observed that a defendant has
no due process right to an individualized sen-
tencing determination in non-capital cases;
nevertheless, the guidelines do in fact provide
for consideration of an array of offense and of-
fender characteristics and allow for the con-
sideration of "any information concerning the
background, character and conduct of the defen-
dant" in determining the sentence to be imposed
within the range and whether departure from the
guidelines is warranted.

Sentencing Procedure

Standard and Burden of Proof

Appellate courts have uniformly held that a
preponderance of the evidence standard of proof
satisfies due process requirements for factual

3 United States v, Seluk, 873 F.2d 15 (1st Cir. 1989); United States v, Vizcaine, 870 F.2d 52 (2d Cir. 1989); United
States v. Frank, 864 F.2d 992 (3d Cir. (1989); United States v. Bolding, 876 F.2d 21 (4th Cir. 1989); United States
v. White, 869 F.2d 822 (Sth Cir. 1989); United States v. Allen, 873 F.2d 963 (6th Cir. 1989); United States v,
Pinto, 875 F.2d 143 (7th Cir. 1989); United States v. Brittman, 871 F.2d 1093 (8th Cir. 1989); United States v.
Thomas, 884 F.2d 540 (10th Cir. 1989); United States v. Harris, 876 F.2d 1502 (11th Cir. 1989).

4 SeeU.S.S.G. §1B1.4, paraphrasing, 18 U.S.C. § 3661.

12
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determinations under the guidelines.5 These
courts relied upon Supreme Court precedent in
McMillan v. Pennsylvania, 477 U.S. 79 (1986).
The burden of establishing facts warranting the
application of a mitigating factor generally is on
the defendant, while the burden of establishing
aggravating factors generally is on the govern-
ment. Because the standard of proof at sentenc-
ing is lower than the "beyond a reasonable doubt"
standard for conviction at trial, a number of
courts have recognized that conduct of which the
defendant has been acquitted may be considered
at sentencing because the underlying conduct
may yet be established by a preponderance of the
evidence.” For example, where the defendant is
acquitted by a jury of using or carrying a firearm
in the commission of a drug offense under 18
U.S.C. § 924(c), but convicted of the substantive
drug offense, the court is not precluded from
considering the weapon in determining the ap-

plicability of the weapon enhancement under
guideline 2D1. l(b)

Notice and Opportunity to be Heard

Following pre-Sentencing Reform Act prece-
dents,” the courts have enunciated rules to
guarantee procedural fairness in guideline sen-
tencing determinations. For example, a defen-
dant must be afforded an opportunity to ensure
that the information considered at a sentencing
hearing is accurate and reliable.'® The court is
required to resolve factual disputes if it intends
to take those facts into account in sentencing the
defendant.!! A defendant need not be given an
opportunity to rebut the court’s interpretation of
those facts, however, so long as the facts upon
which the court relies were disclosed to the
defendant and the opportunity to attack their
accuracy was provided.” Courts have regularly
held that the information available to a sentenc-
ing judge about an offender and his offense is

5  United States v. Burke, 888 F.2d 862 (D.C. Cir. 1989); United States v, Wright, 873 F.2d 437 (1st Cir. 1989);
United States v. Guerra, 888 F.2d 247 (2d Cir. 1989); United States v. McDovwell, 888 F.2d 285 (3d Cir. 1989);
United States v, Urrego-Linares, 879 F.2d 1234 (4th Cir. 1989); United States v, Casto, 889 F.2d 562 (5th Cir.
1989); United States v, Silverman, 889 F.2d 1531 (6th Cir. 1989); United States v. While, 888 F.2d 490 (7th Cir.
1989); United States v, Gooden, 892 F.2d 725 (8th Cir. 1989).

6  United States v, Burke, 888 F.2d 862 (D.C. Cir. 1989); United States v. McDowell, 888 F.2d 285 (3d Cir. 1989);
United States v. Urrego-Linares, 879 F.2d 1234 (4th Cir. 1989).

7  United States v. Mocciola, 891 F.2d 13 (1st Cir. 1989); United States v. Isom, 886 F.2d 736 (4th Cir. 1989);
United States v, Juarez-Ortega, 866 F.2d 747 (5th Cir. 1989); United States v, Scroggins, 880 F.2d 1204 (11th Cir.
1989) (addressed in dicta).

8  See United States v. Mocgiola, 891 F.2d 13 (1st Cir. 1989); United States v, Juarez-Ortega, 866 F.2d 747 (5th Cir.
1989).

9  See, e.g., Townsend v, Burke, 334 U.S. 736 (1948).

10 United States v. Sciacea, 879 F.2d 415 (8th Cir. 1989); see alse, Fed.R. Crim. P. 32(a)(1)(providing for notice of
the presentence report prior to the sentencing hearing and requiring the court to provide counsel with an opportunity
to comment on matters relating to the appropriate sentence at the hearing).

11 Fed. R. Crim. P. 32(c) (3)(D).

12 United States v, Ford, 889 F.2d 1570 (6th Cir. 1989).
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broader than that available at trial; the sole
general requirement is that the information be
sufficiently reliable to support its probable ac-
curacy.

The preparation of a presentence report and its
disclosure to the parties prior to the acceptance
of a plea has been encouraged by at least one
circui court, noting that such a practice would
be cons’stent with the approach taken in policy
statement 6B1. l(c)
applicable sentencing range prior to entry of a
guilty plea is not required: a defendant need only
be informed of the applicable statutory maxi-
mum penalties, any mandatory minimum penal-
ties, and the possibility of a term of supervised
release.’® Several circuits have held that if the
trial court intends to depart from the guidelines
for factors neither manifested in the presentence
report nor argued by the Government, it must
provide a defendant with notice of the basis for

However, notice of the

its intention to depart from the guidelines and an
opportunity to comment prior to imposition of
sentence.

Relevant Conduct

In determining the applicable guideline range,
courts have held that consideration of uncon-
victed conduct within the scope of "relevant con-
duct" under guideline 1B1.3 does not violate due
process.” The use of such information for sen-
tence enhancement purposes predates the
guldelmes and nas long been approved by the
courts.'® With respect to the application of
guideline 1B1.3(a)(2) in drug distribution cases,
courts have held that all drugs that were part of
the same course of conduct or common scheme
or plan as the offense of conviction must be
included in determining a defendant s base of-
fense level under guideline 2D1. 1.} Whether
drugs are part of the same course of conduct or
common scheme or plan is a factual finding that

13 See §6A1.3; United Siates v, Cuellar-Flores, 891 F.2d 92 (5th Cir. 1989); United States v, Jackson, 886 F.2d 838
(7th Cir. 1989).

14  See United States v. Fernandez, 877 F.2d 1138 (2d Cir. 1989).

15 Fed. R. Crim. P. 11{c)(1); United States v. Turner, 881 F.2d 684 (Sth Cir. 1989).

16 United States v. Nuno-Para, 877 F.2d 1409 (9th Cir. 1989); United States v, Cervantes, 878 F.2d 50 (2d Cir.
1989); United States v. Otero, 868 F.2d 1412 (5th Cir. 1989).

17 United States v. Fox, 889 F.2d 357 (1st Cir. 1989); United States v, Guerrero, 863 F.2d 245 (2d Cir. 1988); United
States v. Taplette, 872 F.2d 101 (Sth Cir. 1989).

18  McMillan v. Penunsylvania, 477 U.S. 79, 92 (1986); 1L.S. v. Romano, 825 I.2d 725 (2d Cir. 1987); U.S. v. Garcia,
698 F.2d 31 (1st Cir. 1983).

19

United States v. Blanco, 888 F.2d 907 (1st Cir. 1989); United States v. Fernandez, 877 F.2d 1138 (2d Cir. 1989);

United States v. Sarasti, 869 F.2d 805 (Sth Cir. 1989); United States v. Sailes, 872 F.2d 735 (6th Cir. 1989);
United States v, White, 888 F.2d 907 (7th Cir. 1989); United States v. Mann, 877 F.2d 688 (8th Cir. 1989). The
opinion of the Ninth Circuit in United States v, Restrepo, 883 F.2d 781 (9th Cir. 1989), indicaling that only
quantities of drugs in the count of conviction should be considered, was withdrawn, see 896 F.2d 1228 (1990), and
a new opinion substituted. See Uniled States v. Restrepo, No. 88-3207 (9th Cir. May 8, 1990). In the second
Restrepo opinion the Ninth Circuit interpreted §1B1.3(a)(2) in accordance with the above-cited circuits.
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must be made by the district court using a
preponderance of the evidence standard. On ap-
peal, such a determination is subject to a clearly
erroneous standard of review.2

Appellate Review

Both defendants and the government may appeal
a guidelines sentence on grounds that it was
imposed in violation of law, resulted from an
incorrect application of the guidelines, con-
stitutes an unfavorable departure, or, if imposed
for an offense for which there is no applicable
guideline, constitutes a plainly unreasonable
sentence.”” The circuit courts that considered
the issue during 1989 have held that the appel-
late review statute does not authorize review of a
district court’s discretionary refusal to depart
from a properly determined guideline range,

nor does it authorize an appeal on the basis that
the extent of the departure was insufficient.

Appellate courts have also declined to review
disputes over the applicable guideline range
where it is clear on the record that the same

20

United States v, Gooden, 892 F.2d 725 (8th Cir. 1989).

21
22

18 US.C. § 3742(a), (b).

sentence would be imposed under either of
several overlapping ranges.“” The statutory
scheme for appellate consideration of guideline
sentences and sentences outside the applicable
guideline range is set forth at 18 U.S.C. §
3742(e), which provides:

Upon review of the record, the court of ap-
peals shall determine whether the sentence--
(1) was imposed in violation of law;
(2) was imposed as a result of an incorrect
application of the sentencing guidelines;
(3) is outside of the applicable guideline
range, and is unreasonable, having regard
for --
(A) the factors to be considered in
imposing a sentence, as set forth in
chapter 227 of this title; and
(B) the reasons for the imposition of
the particular sentence, as stated by
the district court pursuant to the
provisions of section 3553(c); or

United States v. Mocciola, 891 F.2d 13 (1st Cir. 1989); Uniled States v, Guerra, 888 F.2d 247 (2d Cir. 1989);

Unrited States v. Tucker, 892 F.2d 8 (1st Cir. 1989); United States v, Coloy, 884 F.2d 1550 (2d Cir.}, cerl. denied,

110 8.Ct. 553 (1989); United States v, Denardi, 892 F.2d 269 (3d Cir. 1989); United States v. Rojas, 868 F.2d
1409 (5th Cir. 1989); United States v. Draper, 888 F.2d 1100 (6th Cir. 1989); United States v. Franz, 886 F.2d
973 (7th Cir. 1989); United Stales v, Fossett, 881 F.2d 976 (11th Cir. 1989).

23  lnited States v. Daly, 883 F.2d 313 (4th Cir. 1989); United States v. Erves, 880 F.2d 376 (11th Cir.), cert. denied,
110 S.Ct. 416 (1989). ‘
24 Uniled States v, Bermingham, 855 F.2d 925 (2d Cir. 1988); United States v. Munster-Ramirez, 888 F.2d 1267 (9th

Cir. 1989); United States v. Williams, 891 F.2d 921 (D.C. Cir. 1989).
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(4) was imposed for an offense for which
there is no applicable sentencing
guideline and is plainly unreasonable.

The court of appeals shall give due regard to
the opportunity of the district court to judge
the credibility of the witnesses, and shall
accept the findings of fact of the district court
unless they are clearly erroneous and shall
give due deference to the district court’s ap-
plication of the guidelines to the facts.

Review of Guideline Application

In reviewing the "correctness" of guideline deter-
minations, 18 U.S.C. § 3742(e) requires the
court of appeals to give due regard to the district
court’s assessment of the credibility of witnesses,
to accept the court’s findings of fact unless they
are clearly erroneous, and to "give due deference
to the district court’s application of the
guidelines to the facts." Courts have reviewed
the legislative history surrounding the adoption
of the "due deference" standard and have inter-
preted it to be the standard courts have "long
employed when reviewing mixed questions of

fact and law" -- a sliding scale that "varies with
the ‘mix’ of the mixed question."*> If the question
is essentially factual, such as assessing the
defendant’s role in the offense or acceptance of
responsibilitg, the standard of review is "clearly
erroneous;"2° if the question requires considera-
tion of legal concepts and values, such as inter-
pretation of a guideline_term, the standard is
closer to de novo review.

Review of Departures

The appellate review statute provides that dis-
trict court departure decisions are to be reviewed
using a standard of "reasonableness."?® During
1989, several circuits gave further content to this
statutory criterion by establishing a multi-prong
standard of review for general departure senten-
ces.”” The standard requires a reviewing court
to address several issues:

® Was the circumstance identified by the dis-
trict court "of a kind or to a degree" not
adequately considered by the Commission in
drafting the guidelines?

25  United States v. Daughtrey, 874 F.2d 213, 217 (4th Cir. 1989)(quoting 134 Cong. rec. H11257 (daily ed. Oct. 21,
1988); United States v. Stokely, 881 F.2d 114 (4th Cir. 1989).

26  See, e.g., United States v. Daughtrey, 874 F.2d 213 (4th Cir. 1989)(role in the offense is "essentially factual®
question reviewed under the clearly erroneous standard), accord Uniled States v. Wright, 873 F.2d 437 (1st Cir.
1989). Acceptance of responsibility is a question of fact reviewed under the clearly erroneous standard. See United
States v, Zayas, 876 F.2d 1057 (1st Cir. 1989); United States v, Ortiz, 878 F.2d 125 (3rd Cir. 1989); United States
v. White, 875 F.2d 427 (4th Cir. 1989); United States v. Thomas, 870 F.2d 174 (5th Cir. 1989); United States v,
Barrett, 890 F.2d 855 (6th Cir. 1989); United States v. Nunley, 873 F.2d 182 (8th Cir. 1989); United States v,

Spraggins, 868 F.2d 1541 (11th Cir. 1989).

27  United States v, Stokely, 881 F.2d 114 (4th Cir. 1989); Uniled States v. Munster-Ramirez, 888 F.2d 1267 (9th Cir.

1989)(definition of "substantial portion of his income" is reviewed de novo).

28 See 18 U.S.C. § 3742(e)(3), n.20, supra.

29  See Uniled States v. Diaz-Villafane, 874 F.2d 43 (1st Cir. 1989); United States v. Joan, 883 F.2d 491 (6th Cir.

1989).
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® Did the circumstance identified by the dis-
trict court as warranting departure actually
exist in the instant case?

® Was the extent of departure reasonable?

Ifthe answer to all three questions is "yes," courts
have held that the departure generally will be
upheld on appeal. In reviewing these questions,
the appellate courts have applied a de novo
standard of review to the first question, a clearly
erroneous standard of review to the factual deter-
mination of whether the circumstance exists in
the present case, and a deferential or abuse of
discretion standard of review in assessing the
reasonableness of the extent of departure. In
determining whether a particular factor has been
"adequately considered" by the Commission for
a particular offense and offender, the statute
requires the court to look only to the guidelines,
policy statements, and official commentary of the
Sentencing Commission.”” Courts generally
have afforded wide latitude to sentencing judges
with respect to the extent of d%ﬁ)arture once a
valid factor has been identified.

Adequacy of Criminal History

For departures under guideline 4A1.3 (Ade-
quacy of Criminal History), appellate courts

30 18 U.S.C. § 3553(b).

have followed the directive in this policy state-
ment and more closely scrutinized the extent of
departure by requiring the district court to refer
to the range applicable to an offender in the next
higher or lower criminal histo% category prior to
departing beyond that point.” In essence, the
appellate courts have required the district
courts, where possible, to assign points to the
under- or overstated criminal history score and
determine a new range for the departure sen-
tence that more adequately reflects the serious-
ness of the defendant’s criminal history as
compared to typical offenders in the various
criminal history categories.

Substantial Assistance

Guideline 5K1.1 embodies the statutory direc-
tive to the Commission to ensure that the
guidelines provide a departure from the other-
wise applicable guideline range upon motion of
the government to take into account a
defendant’s substantial assistance in the inves-
tigation or prosecution of another person who has
committed an offense.” " The government motion
requirement for the §5K1.1 departure is consis-
tent with the requirement for a similar motion
contained in 18 U.S.C. § 3553(e) (relating to
imposing a sentence below a statutory minimum)
and Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 35(b)
(concerning the lowering of a sentence on

31  United States v, Joan, 883 F.2d 491 (6th Cir. 1989). But see the limitations on extent of departures for adequacy of

criminal history infra.

32 US.S.G. §4A1.3, p.s.; United States v, Cervantes, 878 F.2d 50 (2d Cir. 1989); United States v, Lopez; 871 F.2d
515 (Sth Cir. 1989); United States v. Anderson, 886 F.2d 215 (8th Cir. 1989); United States v, Cervantes-Lucatero,

889 F.2d 916 (9th Cir. 1989).

33  See, e.g., United States v. Cervantes, 878 F.2d 50 (2d Cir. 1989); United States v. Anderson, 886 F.2d 215 (8th

Cir. 1989).
34 281U.S.C. § 994(n).
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government motion within one year of the im-
position of sentence).

A number of defendants challenged the govern-
ment motion requirement under the guideline,
the rule, and the statute on the theory that due
process and separation of powers principles are
violated when such sentencing discretion is
lodged in the hands of the prosecutor without
means for judicial review. All five circuits that
addressed the issue in 1989 upheld the con-
stitutionality of the government motion require-
ment.”® In the absence of a government motion,
the defendant may furnish the court with infor-
mation concerning cooperation and assistance in
an effort to receive a sentence at the low end of
the applicable guideline range.36 Several courts
have noted that in rare circumstances judicial
intervention may be necessary in the absence of
a government motion where the failure to make
the motion is in breach of a plea agreement or
where the refusal is arbitrary, capricious, or in

bad faith.2”

Conclusion

In 1989, the Supreme Court affirmed the con-
stitutionality of the Sentencing Reform Act and
the U.S. Sentencing Commission. During the
year, courts decided numerous cases dealing
with a variety of due process concerns and
guideline application issues. Courts also ex-
plored a number of important procedural issues
central to the acceptance of guilty pleas, sen-
tencing hearings, and sentence imposition. The

courts of appeals examined the contours of the
authorization for appellate review of sentences
containedin 18 U.S.C. § 3742, and in the process
provided guidance on the manner in which
guideline application issues and departures will
be scrutinized. With respect to the guidelines
themselves, the courts of appeals interpreted and
applied key guideline provisions, including
Relevant Conduct (§1B1.3), and decided a large
number of appeals involving offense level adjust-
ments in Chapter Three of the Guidelines
Manual, including Role in the Olffense (§3B),
Obstruction (§3C1.1), and Acceptance of
Responsibility (§3E1.1). Collectively, guideline
decisions resolved by the courts in 1989 repre-
sented a significant advancement in the develop-
ment of a relatively uniform common law of
sentencing for the federal court system.

35  United States v. Huerta, 978 F.2d 89 (2d Cir. 1989), cert. denied, ___ U.S. __, 107 L.Ed. 2d 839 (1990); United
States v. Francois, 889 F.2d 1341 (4th Cir. 1989); United States v, Grant, 886 F.2d 1513 (8th Cir. 1989); United
States v. Ayarza, 874 F.2d 647 (9th Cir. 1989); United States v. Musser, 856 F.2d 1484 (11th Cir. 1988), cert.
denied, __ US.__,1098,C1. 1145, 103 L.Ed. 2d 205 (1989).

36 See US.S.G.§1B1.4,

37  United States v. Huerts, 878 F.2d 89 (2d Cir. 1989), cert. denjed, __ U.S.__, 107 L.Ed. 2d 839 (1990); United
States v, Francois, 889 F.2d 1341 {(4th Cir, 1989); United Siates v. Grant, 886 F.2d 1513 (8th Cir. 1989).




Chapter Four

Guideline Amendments

The legislation creating the Sentencing Com-
mission envisioned that the guidelines would be
subject to periodic modification and refinement.
Congress provided that "... The Commission pe-
riodically shall review and revise, in considera-
tion of comments and data coming to its
attention, the guidelines promulgated pursuant
to the provisions of this section." 18 U.S.C. §
994(0).

In its Guidelines Manual, the Commission
adopted this approach to guideline drafting, stat-
ing that the initial draft was "but the first step in
an evolutionary process." After promulgation of
the initial guidelines, the Commission’s respon-
sibilities include refinement and modification
pursuant to monitoring of guideline implemen-
tation and Congressional enactment of new
statutes.

Permanent and Emergency
Amendment Authority

By statute, the Commission may transmit
amendments to the Congress yearly on or after
the beginning of a regular session of Congress
but not later than the first day of May. Such
amendments must remain before the Congress
for 180 days before taking effect. At the expira-
tion of this review period or at a later date set by
the Commission, the guideline amendments be-
come effective automatically, unless the Con-
gress provides otherwise by enactment of law.

Congress also provided the Commission with
authority (expiring November 1, 1989) to
promulgate temporary, emergency amendments

19

during the initial phase of guideline implemen-
tation. Emergency amendments were permitted
to take effect without a period of Congressional
review but must be submitted as permanent
amendments to remain in effect. The Commis-
sion has utilized the temporary emergency
guideline promulgation authority to clarify and
improve the guidelines and to respond to legis-
lative enactments.

Amendments Promulgated

In 1989, the Commission completed a major
effort to clarify, improve, and expand the
Guidelines Manual. As part of the regular
amendment process, the Commission published
aseries of proposed amendments for public com-
ment in the Federal Register. Extensive com-
ment was received and a public hearing on the
proposed amendments was held in Washington,
D.C.,on April 7,1989. After review of the written
comment and hearing testimony, the Commis-
sion adopted 237 amendments to the sentencing
guidelines, policy statements, and official com-
mentary. These amendments, and accompanying
reasons, were reported to Congress on May 1,
1989. At the same time, the Commission
reported to Congress as permanent amendments
the temporary amendments that it had pre-
viously adopted pursuant to Section 21 of the
Sentencing Act of 1987. Congress took no action
to delay or revise the amendments during its
180-day review period and, consequently, the

amendments became effective on Novem-
ber 1, 1989.
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In addition, on October 31, 1989, the Commis-
sion promulgated two temporary emergency
amendments pursuant to Section 21 of the Sen-
tencing Act of 1987 (one pertained to possession
of "crack" cocaine, the other denial of federal
benefits to drug traffickers and possessors). The
Commission also promulgated a policy statement
addressing retroactivity of amended guideline
ranges. The emergency amendments were made
effective on November 1, 1989, to be transmitted
to Congress during the next regular amendment
cycle to be made permanent.

The majority of the amendments promulgated in
1989 were designed to clarify existing
guidelines, policy statements, and commentary.
Several substantive amendments, such as in-
creases in the guidelines for fraud and bank
robbery, resulted from Commission policy
decisions. A number of amendments, however,
responded to Congressional legislation, most sig-
nificantly the Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1988. This
law created additional federal offenses, estab-
lished additional mandatory minimum senten-
ces, increased the statutory maximum sentences
for certain offenses, and provided express direc-
tion to the Commission regarding offense levels
for specific offenses.
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Chapter Five

Research

A. MONITORING

Background and Data Collection
Activities

Statutory Requirements

The Monitoring Unit collects, prepares, and
analyzes data on guideline sentences to support
the Commission’s varied activities. The unit has

many responsibilities authorized by Congress,

including:

to establish a research and development pro-
gram within the Commission for the purpose
of serving as a clearinghouse and informa-
tion center for the collection, preparation,
and dissemination of information on federal

sentencing practices (28 U.S.C. §
995(a)(12));

to publish data concerning the sentencing

process (28 U.S.C. § 995(a)(14));

to collect systematically and disseminate in-
formation concerning sentences actually im-
posed and the relationship of such sentences
to the factors set forth in section 3553(a) of
title 18, United States Code (28 U.S.C. §
905(a)(15));

to collect systematically and disseminate in-
formation regarding effectiveness of senten-

ces imposed (28 U.S.C. § 995 (a)(16));

to monitor the performance of probation of-
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ficers with regard to sentencing recommen-
dations, including application of the Sen-
tencing Commission guidelines and policy

statements (28 U.S.C. § 995(a)(9)); and

® toreview and revise, in consideration of com-
ments and data coming to its attention, the
guidelines promulgated pursuant to the
provisions of this section (28 U.S.C. §
994(0)).

In establishing the Commission, Congress en-
visioned systematic collection and reporting of
information on guideline cases.

The appropriate judge or officer shall submit
to the Commission in connection with each
sentence imposed (other than a sentence im-
posed for a petty offense, as defined in title
18, for which there is no applicable sentenc-
ing guideline) a written report of the sen-
tence, the offense for which it is imposed, the
age, race, and sex of the offender, information
regarding factors made relevant by the
guidelines, and such other information as the
Commission {inds appropriate. The Commis-
sion shall submit to Congress at least annual-
ly an analysis of these reports and any
recommendations for legislation that the

Commission concludes is warranted by that
analysis (28 U.S.C. § 994(w)).

Pursuant to its authority under 28 U.S.C. §
994(w) and 995(a)(8), and after discussions with
the Judicial Conference Committee on Criminal
Law and Probation Administration and the Ad-
ministrative Office of the U.S. Courts (AO), the
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Commission requested that probation offices in
each judicial district submit the following docu-
ments on every case sentenced under the
guidelines:

® Presentence Report

® Guideline Worksheets

® Report on the Sentencing Hearing (state-
ment of reasons for imposing sentence as

required by 18 U.S.C. § 3553(c))
Written Plea Agreement (if applicable)
Judgment of Conviction

USSC Data Collection

Throughout 1989, the Monitoring Unit made sig-
nificant progress toward its goal of developing a
comprehensive computerized data file on defen-
dants sentenced under the guidelines. After con-
sultation with the Commission’s Research
Advisory Group, chaired by Professor Richard A.
Berk of the University of California at Los An-
geles, the Commission revised the unit’s long-
range monitoring plan in October 1989 to
include five coding modules instead of the pre-
viously planned nine modules. Three of the
modules collect information on 100 percent of
the cases received, while the remaining two
modules will collect in-depth information on a
sample of cases. At the time of this report, the
three major modules have been implemented
and data collection is proceeding. The remaining
sampling modules will be developed and imple-
mented within the next year.3

Module I, Receipt Control, serves as a decument
control system by providing a mechanism for
identifying cases and importing data through the
AO’s Federal Probation Sentencing and Super-
vision Information System (FPSSIS) data entry
system. The revised Module II, Basic Sentencing
Information, captures sentencing information on
each case as documented in the Judgment of
Conviction order, as well as statutory and
guideline provisions from the Presentence
Report and Report on the Sentencing Hearing.
Module III, Guideline Application and Com-
pliance/Departures, captures the complete
range of guideline decisions made by the court
and compliance/departure information on each
case. The remaining modules, to be imple-
mented on a sample of cases for research pur-
poses, will capture real offense behavior, plea
agreements, factual disputes, criminal history,
and offender background characteristics.

In 1989, the Monitoring Unit prepared four data
files on guideline cases for use by Commission
staff. For each file, a report on descriptive statis-
tics was prepared for the Commission and for
public release. In addition, two data files {one
covering cases sentenced through 1988 and one
covering the first six months of 1989) were final-
ized and submitted for public release to the
Inter-University Consortium for Political and So-
cial Research at the University of Michigan.

For purposes of this report and all further
guideline data collection and analysis, the Com-
mission will concentrate only on guideline cases

38 A supplemental budget request for fiscal year 1990 was approved by Congress to complete the monitoring data
collection system and complete data entry on the backlog of cases.
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sentenced after January 18, 1989, the date the
Supreme Court upheld the constitutionality of
the Sentencing Reform Act and the Commission.

Data Collection Issues

The Commission received documents on 21,190
cases sentenced under the Sentencing Reform
Act between January 19, 1989, and December
31, 1989. During the same period, probation
offices nationally reported a total of 21,274
guideline cases to the AO through its FPSSIS
data entry system.39 Even with the close match
in numbers between these two systems, it is
likely that both suffer from underreporting
problems.

Ninety-three percent of the Commission’s
monitoring cases have been successfully
matched with corresponding FPSSIS cases. The
remaining 7 percent of cases reported to the
Commission were not reported to the Ad-
ministrative Office or were reported in an incon-
sistent manner. A similar assumption can be
made in reverse concerning cases reported to the
Administrative Office but not matched to the
Commission’s data.

Despite these possible inconsistencies between
the data sets, differences in general charac-
teristics or descriptive statistics about the na-

L

tional population of defendants sentenced pur-
suant to the guidelines are minor. However,
reporting problems specific to individual dis-
tricts or offices may result in more substantial
difficulties in generalizing to the actual district
populations. It is important to note that all data
collected and analyzed by the Commission
reflects only reported populations.

As noted previously, the Commission should
receive up to five documents on each case sen-
tenced pursuant to the guidelines. In 1989, the
Commission received Presentence Reports for
97 percent of the cases (in 1.7%, the PSR was
waived); Judgment of Conviction orders for 98
percent of the cases; Worksheets for 96 percent;
and Written Plea Agreements for 42 percent.

The submission rate for the Report on the Sen-
tencing Hearing (statement of reasons) has in-
creased significantly over time, rising to 65
percent for cases sentenced in 1989 compared
to the 40 percent rate reported last year. How-
ever, this is still substantially below the rate
necessary for a complete account of court ac-
tivities under the guidelines. In 1989, the Com-
mission continued to work with Judge Edward R.
Becker, Chairman of the Judicial Conference
Committee on Criminal Law and Probation Ad-
ministration, and staff of the Probation Division

39 Both reporting figures exclude cases involving solely petty offenses or diversionary sentences. The USSC Monitoring
data file used for this document, MON1289, includes cases received by the Commission as of February 28, 1990.
The Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts’ FPSSIS data file was cut from the ongoing data file and includes cases

reported and edited as of March 5, 1990,

40  For the 58.4 percent of cases for which no wrilten plea agreement was received, almost half involved no applicable
written plea agreement. In the remaining cases, the applicability of a plea agreement was unknown, The
Commission is currently working with the Probation Division to incorporate more extensive information within the
Presentence Report on the applicability of plea agreements.
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to improve the submission rate of this document.
The Criminal Law and Probation Administration
Committee developed a revised data collection
form (AO-247) and the Commission, at judges’
requests, developed and distributed a one page
form in order to increase the submission rate.
Current plans to incorporate the Report on the
Sentencing Hearing within the Judgment of Con-
viction order should greatly enhance both the
submission and uniformity of this information in
the future.

Descriptive Statistics

Implementation of the Guidelines

By statute, the Commission receives informa-
tion only on defendants senienced under the
Sentencing Reform Act of 1984.*! Defendants
sentenced pursuant to pre-guidelines law are
reported through the AOQ’s FPSSIS data system.

During the first year of guideline implementa-
tion, the prospective nature of the Sentencing
Reform Act, together with adverse con-
stitutionality decisions, resulted in only 15 per-
cent of cases nationally being sentenced under
the guidelines. In 1989, however, 54.4 percent
of all federal criminal defendants were sen-
tenced pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act.
Figure II depicts the proportion of defendants
sentenced monthly under guideline and pre-
guideline law. During December 1989, 66.9 per-
cent of all federal defendants were sentenced
pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act.

The gradual phase-in of guideline sentencing is
due primarily to the prospective nature of the
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guidelines (i.e., the fact that they are applicable
only to offenses occurring on or after November
1, 1987). Given the time necessary for detection
of an offense, case development, and processing,
many cases are still being sentenced under pre-
guideline law. This guideline phase-in period is
occurring at differing rates across districts.
While 71.5 percent of the Fifth Circuit’s defen-
dants sentesced in 1989 post-Mistretta were
subject to the guidelines, only 43.9 percent of the
defendants in the Seventh Circuit were sen-
tenced pursuant to the new law during the same
period. Table III presents the distribution of
guideline and pre-guideline cases by circuit and
district.

A "case" or "defendant" as discussed in this report is defined in the USSC data collection system as a single

sentencing evenl for a single defendant. Multiple defendants in a single sentencing event are treated as separate
cases. If an individual defendant is sentenced more than once during the time period of interest, each sentencing

event is identified as a separate case.
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Figure Il

GUIDELINE VS. PRE-GUIDELINE DEFENDANTS SENTENCED'
(November 1987 through December 1989)
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* The number of guideline and pre-guideline defendants sentenced each month are contained
in Appendix B, Table B~1. Multiple count cases involving both guideline and
pre-guideline counts have been included in the "Guideline’ category.

SOURCE: Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, FPS5SIS 1987~-1989 Data Files, excluding
cases involving solely petty offenses or diversionary sentences.




Table Il

GUIDELINE AND PRE-GUIDELINE DEFENDANTS BY CIRCUIT AND D:3TRICT*
(January 19, 1989 through December 31, 1989)

CIRCUIT GUIDELINE CASES I PRE-GUIDELINE CASES
District TOTAL Number ] Percent | Number | Percent
TOTAL 38,212 21,389 56.0 16,823 44.0
D.C. CIRCUIT 425 247 58.1 178 41,9
District of Columbia 425 247 58.1 178 419
FIRST CIRCUIT 1,017 434 42.7 583 57.3
Maine 128 71 55.5 57 44.5
Massachusetts 350 145 414 205 58.6
New Hampshire 40 19 47.5 21 52.5
Puerto Rico 422 159 37.7 263 62.3
Rhode Island 77 40 52.0 37 481
SECOND CIRCUIT 2,905 1,805 62.1 1,100 37.9
Connecticut 253 111 43.9 142 56.1
New York

Eastern 994 689 69.3 305 30.7

Northern 177 96 54,2 81 45.8

Southern 1,127 733 65.0 394 35.0

Western 263 112 42.6 151 574
Vermont 91 64 70.3 27 29.7
THIRD CIRCUIT 1,565 641 41.0 924 59.0
Delaware 105 78 74.3 27 25.7
New Jersey 230 72 31.3 158 68.7
Pennsylvania

Eastern 607 218 35.9 389 64.1

Middie 228 120 52.6 108 47.4

Western 230 116 50.4 114 49.6
Virgin Islands 165 37 224 128 77.6
FOURTH CIRCUIT 4,477 2,110 471 2,367 52.9
Maryland 851 353 415 498 58.5
North Carolina

Eastern 489 176 36.0 313 64.0

Middle 290 230 79.3 60 20.7

Western 415 231 55.7 184 44.3
South Carolina 456 260 57.0 196 43.0
Virginia

Eastern 1,334 480 36.0 854 64.0

Western 179 104 58.1 75 41.9
West Virginia

Northern 102 42 41.2 60 58.8

Southern 361 234 64.8 127 35.2




CIRCUIT
District

TOTAL

GUIDELINE CASES

PRE-GUIDELINE CASES

Number Percent | Number Percent

FIFTH CIRCUIT 5,880 4,202 71.5 1,678 28.5
Louisiana

Eastern 471 347 73.7 124 26.3

Middle 42 13 31.0 29 69.1

Western 247 14 5.7 233 94.3
Mississippi

Northern 100 51 51.0 49 49.0

Southern 203 78 38.4 125 61.6
Texas

Eastern 283 160 56.5 123 43.5

Northern 613 397 64.8 216 35.2

Southern 2,171 1,821 83.9 350 16.1

Western 1,750 1,321 75.5 429 24.5
SIXTH CIRCUIT 3,357 1,730 51.5 1,627 48.5
Kentucky

Eastern 204 145 714 59 28.9

Western 368 250 67.9 118 321
Michigan

Eastern 718 314 43,7 404 56.3

Western 178 91 511 87 48.9
Ohio

Northern 487 230 47.2 257 52.8

Southern 429 280 65.3 149 34,7
Tennessee

Eastern 322 152 47.2 170 52.8

Middle 268 151 56.3 117 43.7

Western 383 117 30.6 266 69.5
SEVENTH CIRCUIT 2,437 1,069 43.9 1,368 56.1
lilinois i

Central 313 134 42.8 179 57.2

Northern 961 433 45.1 528 54.9

Scuthern 226 107 47.4 119 52.7
Indiana

Northern 267 101 37.8 166 62.2

Southern 263 103 39.2 160 60.8
Wisconsin

Eastern** 285 162 56.8 123 43.2

Western 122 29 23.8 93 76.2
EIGHTH CIRCUIT 2,129 1,115 52.4 1,014 47.6
Arkansas

Eastern 143 48 33.6 95 66.4

Western 123 57 46.3 66 53,7
luwa

Northern 183 77 421 106 57.9

Southern 155 17 11.0 138 89.0
Minnesota 386 247 64.0 139 36.0
Missouri

Eastern 285 187 65.6 98 34.4

Western 333 224 67.3 109 327




CIRCUIT GUIDELINE CASES |  PRE-GUIDELINE CASES |
District TOTAL Number Percent ‘ Number Percent |
Nebraska 156 33 21.2 123 28.9
North Dakota 178 121 68.0 57 32.0
South Dakota 187 104 55.6 83 444
NINTH CIRCUIT 7,055 4,124 58.5 2,931 41.5
Alaska 107 40 37.4 67 62.6
Arizona 873 524 60.0 349 40.0
California

Central 1,243 750 60.3 493 39.7

Eastern 664 441 66.4 223 33.6

Northern 524 208 39.7 316 60.3

Southern 1,137 922 81.1 215 18.9
Guam 20 10 50.0 10 50.0
Hawaii 559 124 22.2 435 77.8
ldaho 80 43 53.8 37 46.3
Montana 183 130 71.0 53 29.0
Nevada 300 183 61.0 117 39.0
Northern Mariana Islands 2 1 50.0 1 50.0
Oregon 377 259 68.7 118 31.3
Washington

Eastern 295 178 60.3 117 39.7

Western 691 311 45.0 380 55.0
TENTH CIRCUIT 1,998 1,193 59.7 805 40.3
Colorado 425 272 64.0 153 36.0
Kansas 259 136 52.5 123 47.5
New Mexico 434 347 80.0 87 20.0
Oklahoma

Eastern 74 28 37.8 46 62.2

Northern 187 92 49,2 95 50.8

Western 315 144 | 45.7 171 54.3
Utah 215 126 58.6 89 41.4
Wyoming 89 48 53.9 41 46.1
ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 4,967 2,719 54.7 2,248 45.3
Alabama

Middle 248 91 36.7 157 63.3

Northern 408 214 52.5 194 47.6

Southern 205 146 71.2 59 28.8
Florida

Middle 929 522 56.2 407 43.8

Northern 335 213 63.6 122 36.4

Southern 1,509 939 62.2 570 37.8
Georgia

Middle 349 161 46.1 188 53.9

Northern 655 353 53.9 302 46.1

Southern 329 80 24.3 249 75.7

*  Multiple count cases involving both guideline counts and pre-guideline counts have been included in the "Guideline" category.

**  Since construction of the FPSSIS 1989 Data File, the Eastern District of Wisconsin has informed us of changes in its identification
of guideline and pre-guideline cases. The corrected number of cases: is reported in the body of the table, with Circuit and other totals
adjusted accordingly. The number of cases reported in the original data file was 276 (Total), 47 (Guideline), and 229 (Pre-Guideline).

SOURCE: Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, FPSSIS 1989 Data File, excluding cases involving solely petty offenses
or diversionary sentences.
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Guideline vs. Pre-guideline
Populations

Primary Offense Type
During 1989, the characteristics of the of-

fenders and types of cases sentenced under the
guidelines differed markedly from those sen-
tenced under pre-guideline law. Whether due to
the speed of detection and case processing or to
the increased involvement by the federal
criminal justice system in narcotics prosecu-
tions, almost half (48.8%) of the defendants sen-
tenced pursuant to the guidelines in 1989 were
for drug offenses, compared to 22.8 percent of
defendants sentenced under the pre-guideline
system. Relatively greater proportions of pre-
guideline cases, compared to guideline cases,

involved embezzlement, tax offenses, and fraud;
this is most likely due to longer time require-
ments for detection and processing of these
cases. The nature of offenses entering the
guideline system most rapidly (e.g., drug traf-
ficking, immigration) compared to "white collar"
offenses that often take substantially longer to
enter the system may help explain racial and age
differences between the two populations. Figure
IIT depicts the distribution of the offense
categories for guideline and pre-guideline
defendants.

Age

Guideline offenders were, on average, younger
than pre-guideline offenders. The average age of
guideline offenders was 33 years (median of 31)
and the average age of pre-guideline offenders
was 37 (median of 36). Figure IV shows the
distribution of the two populations by age. Age
differences may well result from the types of

offenses that entered the criminal justice system
relatively quickly and became guideline eligible
during the early days of guideline implementa-
tion. Additionally, the rising number of federal
drug prosecutions may also help explain the
difference in age between guideline versus pre-
guideline defendants.

Race

While the majority of both guideline and pre-
guideline offenders are white, the proportion of
white offenders in the pre-guideline category is
higher. Of those offenders sentenced under the
guidelines, 44.5 percent were white, compared
to 66.2 percent of pre-guideline offenders. A
substantially greater proportion of guideline of-
fenders were Hispanic (26.4%) compared to pre-
guideline offenders (8.6%). Little difference was
shown in the proportion of Black offenders
(26.2%, as compared to 22.2%) in the two
populations.42 This finding should not be
surprising given the high number of immigration
cases sentenced during the early phase-in period
of guideline implementation and the relative
lack of white collar defendants. See Figure V.

Gender

There was relatively little difference between the
two populations in the distribution by gender. Of
guideline offenders, 84.7 percent were male,
compared to 81.6 percent of pre-guideline of-
fenders. Tables B-2 and B-3 in Appendix B
present a comprehensive breakdown of the
guideline and non-guideline populations by age,
race, and gender.

42  The FPSSIS categories of ‘White Higpanic’ and ‘Black Hispanic’ have been combined into the ‘Hispanic’ category;
as such, the proportion by race underrepresents ‘Black’ offenders.




Figure Il

PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORY
GUIDELINE AND PRE-GUIDELINE DEFENDANTS SENTENCED
(January 19, 1989 through December 31, 1989)

PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORY "
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' of the 21,274 guidellne cases, 198 cases involving mixed law counts (both guideline and
pre-guidellne) were excluded. Of the 16,929 pre-guideline cases, three cases missing
information on primary offense category were exciuded.

**The "Drug Offenses® category includes importation, distribution, simple possession,
and use of communication facility.

SOURCE: Administrative Offlce of the U.S, Courts, FPSSIS 1989 Data Flle, excluding
cases Involving solely petty offenses or diversionary sentences.




Figure IV
DISTRIBUTION OF AGE"

GUIDELINE AND PRE-GUIDELINE DEFENDANTS SENTENCED

(January 19, 1988 through December 31, 1989)
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Of 21,274 guideline cases, 15 corporations and 169 casea missing Information on age

were excluded. Of the 16,929 pre-guideline cases, 188 corporations and 693 cases missing
information on age were excluded.

““ Multiple count cases Involving both guideline and pre-guideline counts have been

included In the "Guideline’ category.

SOURCE: Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, FPSSIS 1989 Data File, excluding cases
involving scolely petty offenses or diversionary sentences,




Figure V

DISTRIBUTION BY RACE *
GUIDELINE AND FPRE-GUIDELINE DEFENDANTS SENTENCED

(Januzry 19, 1989 through December 31, 1989)
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Of the 21,274 gulidelline cases, 15 corporations and 70 cases missing Information on the race

of the offender were excluded. ©Of the 18,929 pre-guideline cases, 188 corporations and 618

cased missing race of the offender were excluded,

** The "Hispanic” category includes both black and white hispanics. The "Other® category
includes American Indians, Alagskan Natives, Asians, and Pacific iaslanders.

***Multiple count casesn involving both guideline and pre=guideline counts have been

included in the "Guideline® category.

SOURCE: Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, FPSSIS 1988 Data File, excluding cases
involving solely petty offenses or diversionary sentences.
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Plea Rate

The great majority (88.1%) of guideline defen-
dants sentenced in 1989 were sentenced sub-
sequent to a plea of guilty or nolo contendere.
Little difference is found between the guideline
and pre-guideline populations in the proportion
of cases that pleaded guilty compared to the
proportion that went to trial. Approximately 89.9
percent of pre-guideline cases were sentenced
after a plea, while 88.1 percent of guideline
cases were sentenced after a plea.43 However,
guideline and pre-guideline plea rates were
markedly different between districts and circuits
in 1989, Table 1V provides the rate of pleas for
guideline and pre-guideline defendants for each
circuit and district.

43  The Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts has indicated that some reporting problems concerning plea/trial
information have been discovered. Il is anticipated that such problems may mask a slightly lower plea rate for both
guideline and pre-guideline cases.

35




MODE OF CONVICTION BY CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT*

Tablez IV

GUIDELINE AND PRE-GUIDELINE DEFENDANTS SENTENCED
(January 19, 1989 through December 31, 1989)

GUIDELINE CONVICTIONS** PRE-GUIDELINE CONVICTIONS
CIRCUIT TOTAL PLEA TRIAL TOTAL PLEA TRIAL
District Number Percent Number Percent Nuniber Percent Number Percent
TOTAL 21,384 18,833 88.1 2,551 119 16,787 15,089 89.9 1,608 10.1
D.C. CIRCUIT 247 218 88.7 28 113 178 174 97.8 4 2.3
District ¢f Columbia 247 219 88,7 28 1.3 178 174 97.8 4 23
FIRST CIRCUIT 434 364 83.9 70 16.1 581 545 93.8 36 6.2
Maine gl 61 85.9 10 14,1 57 55 96.5 2 3.5
Massuchusetts 145 121 83.5 24 16.6 203 183 90.2 20 9.9
New Hampshire 19 14 737 5 26.3 21 19 90.5 2 9.5
Puerto Rico 159 133 83.7 26 16.4 263 255 96.7 8 3.0
Rhode Island 40 35 87.5 5 12,5 37 a3 89.2 4 10.8
SECOND CIRCUIT 1,804 1,626 90.1 178 9.9 1,098 a75 88.8 128 1.2
Ceinnecticut 110 104 94,6 6 55 142 133 93.7 9 6.3
Niaw York
Eastern 689 620 90.0 69 10,0 304 253 83.2 51 16.8
Northern 96 83 86.5 13 13.5 81 65, 80.3 16 19.8
Southern 733 654 8.2 79 10.8 393 357 90.8 36 9.2
Wastern 112 104 92.9 7.1 151 141 93.4 10 6.6
 Vermont 64 61 95.3 4.7 27 26 96.3 1 3.7
THIRD CIRCUIT 641 5§74 89.5 67 10.5 924 805 87.1 118 129
Delaware 78 70 89,7 10.3 27 24 88.9 3 141
New Jersay 72 69 95.8 4.2 158 152 96,2 6 3.8
Pennsylvania
Eastern 218 200 91.7 18 83 389 338 86.9 .51 13.1
Middle 120 109 90.8 11 9.2 108 87 80.6 21 19.4
Western 116 96 82.8 20 i7.2 114 96 84.2 18 15.8
Virgin Islands 37 30 811 7 18,8 128 108 84.4 20 15.6
FOURTH CIRCUIT 2,107 1,863 88.4 244 116 2,357 2,058 87.3 299 127
Maryland 352 310 £8.1 42 1.9 495 459 92,7 36 7.3
North Carolina
Eastern 176 150 85.2 26 14.8 313 307 98.1 6 1.8
Middle 230 210 9.3 20 8.7 60 57 95.0 3 50
Western 231 215 93.1 16 6.9 183 172 94.0 11 6.0
South Carolina 260 239 919 21 8.1 196 190 96.9 6 3.1
Virginia
Eastern 478 403 84.3 75 18.7 848 630 74.3 218 25.7
Western 104 ]l 87.5 13 12.5 75 75 100.0 0 0.0
West Virginia
Northern 42 42 100.0 4] 0.0 60 58 96.7 2 33
Southern 234 203 86.8 31 13.3 127 110 86.6 17 13.4
FIFTH CIRCUIT 4,202 3,898 92.8 304 7.2 1,674 1,581 94.4 93 5.6
Louisiana
Eastern 347 347 100.0 [1} 0.0 124 124 100.0 0 0.0
Middle 13 12 92.3 7.7 29 27 93.1 2 6.9
Western 14 11 78.6 3 21.4 233 228 97.9 5 2.2




GUIDELINE CONVICTIONS**

PRE-GUIDELINE CONVICTIONS

CIRCUIT TOTAL PLEA TRIAL TOTAL PLEA TRIAL
District Number Percent Numbar Percent Number Percant Number I Percent
Mississippi

Northern 51 45 88.2 6 11.8 49 46 93,9 3 6.1

Southern 78 73 93.6 5 6.4 123 17 95.1 6 49
Texas

Eastern 160 142 88.8 18 1.3 123 114 92,7 9 7.3

Northern 397 366 92.2 31 7.8 216 199 921 17 7.9

Southern 1,821 1,747 95.9 74 4.1 348 330 94,8 18 52

Western 1,321 1,155 87.4 166 128 429 396 92.3 33 77
SIXTH CIRCUIT 1,730 1,530 88.4 200 11.6 1,622 1,500 92.5 122 7.5
Kentucky

Eastern 145 121 835 24 16.6 59 43 72.9 16 27.2

Western 250 236 94.4 14 5.6 118 108 91.5 10 8.5
Michigan

Eastern 314 251 79.8 63 204 404 370 918 34 8.4

Western 91 75 82.4 16 17.6 85 80 94,1 5 59
Chio

Northern 230 224 97.4 6 2.6 257 250 97.3 7 2,7

Southern 280 255 91.1 25 8.9 148 139 93.9 9 6.1
Tennessee

Eastern 152 125 82.2 27 17.8 170 161 94.7 9 5.3

Middle 151 142 94.0 9 6.0 116 111 95.7 5 4.3

Western 117 101 86.3 16 13.7 265 238 831 27 10.2
SEVENTH CIRCUIT 1,068 872 81.6 196 18.4 1,364 1,216 89.1 148 10.9
lilirvais

Central 134 107 79.9 27 20.2 178 160 89.9 18 10.1

Northern 433 331 76.4 102 238 527 456 86,5 71 13.5

Southern 107 93 86.9 14 134 119 109 91.6 10 8.4
Indiana

Northern 101 83 82.2 18 17.8 166 151 91.0 15 9.0

Southern 102 96 94.1 6 5.9 158 150 94.9 8 5.1
Wisconsin

Eastern*** 162 133 82.1 29 17.9 123 107 87.0 16 13.0

Western 29 29 100.0 0 0.0 93 83 89.3 10 10.8
EIGHTH CIRCUIT 1,115 916 82.2 199 17.8 1,013 860 84.9 153 15.1
Arkansas

Eastern 48 4 85.4 7 14.6 95 a8 96.6 7 7.4

Western 57 51 89.5 6 10.5 66 22 33.3 44 66.7
fowa

Northern 77 72 93.5 5 6.5 106 98 92.5 8 7.6

Southern 17 14 824 3 17.7 138 109 79.0 29 21.0
Minnesota 247 202 81.8 45 18.2 138 118 85.5 20 14,5
Missouri

Eastern 187 126 67.4 61 32.6 98 79 80.6 18 19.4

Western 224 177 79.0 47 21.0 109 105 96.3 4 3.7
Nebraska 33 31 93.8 2 6.1 123 112 94 11 8.9
North Dakota 121 112 92.6 9 7.4 57 53 93,0 4 7.0
South Dakota 104 90 86.5 14 13.5 83 76 91.6 7 8.4
NINTH CIRCUIT 4,124 3,711 90.0 413 10.0 2,929 2,704 923 225 7.7
Alaska 40 30 75.0 10 25.0 67 60 89.6 7 10.5
Arizona 524 476 90.8 48 9.2 349 314 90.0 35 10.0
California

Central 750 619 82.5 131 17.5 493 422 85.6 71 14,4

Eastern 441 411 93.2 30 6.8 222 210 94.6 12 5.4

Northern 208 190 91.4 18 8.7 316 297 94,0 19 6.0

Southern 922 861 93.4 61 6.6 yit 209 97.2 [ 2.8
Guam 10 10 100.0 [¢] 0.0 10 10 100.0 0 0.0
Hawaii 124 114 91.9 10 8.1 435 428 98.4 7 1.6
ldaho 43 32 74.4 1 25,6 37 30 8141 7 18.9




GUIDELINE CONVICTIONS** ) PRE-GUIDELINE CONVICTIONS

CIRCUIT TOTAL PLEA TRIAL TOTAL PLEA TRIAL
District Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Montana 130 122 93.9 8 6.2 63 47 88.7 6 11.3
Nevada 183 172 94.0 1 6.0 117 95 81.2 22 18.8
Northern Mariana Islands 1 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 1 100.0 0 0.0
Oregon 259 240 92,7 19 7.3 118 105 89.0 13 11.0
Washington

Eastern 178 169 94.9 9 5.1 117 114 97.4 3 2.6

Western 31 264 84,9 47 15,1 379 362 95.5 17 4.5
TENTH CIRCUIT 1,193 1,065 89.3 128 10.7 802 740 g2.3 62 7.7
Colorado 272 249 91.5 23 8.5 153 142 92,8 11 7.2
Kansas 136 114 83.8 22 16.2 123 108 87.8 15 122
New Mexico 347 303 87.3 44 12,7 87 85 97.7 2 23
Oklahoma

Eastern 28 26 92,9 2 7.1 46 41 89.1 5 10.9

Northern 92 86 93.5 6 6.5 g5 92 96.8 3 3.2

Western 144 129 89.6 15 104 168 155 92.3 13 7.7
Utah 126 113 89.7 13 10.3 89 79 88.8 10 11.2
Wyoming 48 45 93.8 3 6.3 41 38 92.7 3 7.3
ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 2,719 2,195 80.7 524 19.3 2,245 1,931 86.0 314 14,0
Alabama

Middle 9 75 az24 16 17.6 157 125 796 32 204

Northern 214 197 92.1 17 7.9 194 186 95.9 8 4.1

Southern 146 112 76.7 34 23.3 59 55 93.2 4 6.8
Florida

Middle 522 436 83.5 86 16.5 406 3N 914 35 8.6

Northern 213 146 68.5 67 315 122 98 80.3 24 19.7

Southern 939 751 80.0 188 20.0 568 468 82.4 100 17.6
Georgia

Middle 161 129 80.1 32 19.9 188 179 95.2 9 48

Northern 353 278 78.8 75 21.3 302 271 89.7 31 10.3

Southern 80 71 88.8 9 113 249 178 71.5 71 28.5

*  Five guideline cases and 36 pre-guideline cases were excluded due to missing information on mode of conviction.

Multiple count cases involving both guideline and pre-guideline counts have been included in the "Guideline" category.

Since construction of the FPSSIS 1989 Data File, the Eastern District of Wisconsin has informed us of changes in its identification
of guideline and pre-guideline cases. The corrected number of cases is reported in the. body of the table, with Circuit and other
totals adjusted accordingly. The number of cases reported in the original data file were 47 (Guideline Total), 43 (Guideline Plea),
4 (Guideline Trial), 229 (Pre-Guideline Total), 187 (Pre-Guideline Plea), and 42 (Pre-Guideline Trial).

SOURCE: Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, FPSSIS 1989 Data File, excluding cases involving solely petty offenses or
diversionary sentences.
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Sentencing Information on
Guideline Cases

Primary Offense T 973644

Approximately 50 percent of defendants sen-
tenced from January 19, 1989, through Decem-
ber 31, 1989, pursuant to the Sentencing Reform
Act were convicted of drug offenses. Other major
categories of offenses represented in the
guideline population include fraud, larceny, im-
migration offenses, firearms offenses, and rob-
bery. Figure VI displays the distribution of
guideline cases across the primary offense
categories.

Type of Sentence

The majority of guideline defendants (74.7%)
received a sentence of imprisonment followed by
a term of supervised release. Another 3.6 percent
received imprisonment with no post-release su-
pervision. Two percent received the new split
sentence (a term of imprisonment followed by
supervised release with a condition of com-
munity confinement or home detention). Proba-
tion without a confinement condition (13.5%) or
with a condition of community confinement, in-
termittent confinement, or home detention
(5.5%) accounted for an additional 19.0 percent.
No supervision (i.e., no probation, community
confinement, or imprisonment) was imposed in
less than 1 percent of all cases. Figure VII dis-

plays the distribution of guideline cases by type
of sentence.

Predictably, the type of sentences most frequent-
ly utilized by the courts varied by type of offense.
Violent crimes, drug importation and distribu-
tion, burglary, and escape had the highest rates
of imprisonment (all more than 90%). Convic-
tions for larceny and embezzlement, and simple
drug possession were least likely to result in
imprisonment with such defendants receiving
probationary sentences in more than 50 percent
of the cases. Table V shows the distribution of
types of sentences imposed for the major offense
categories.

44 The Sentencing Commission data file, MON1289, includes informalion on defendants sentenced under the
Sentencing Reform Act of 1984 between January 19, 1989, and December 31, 1989, that were reported Lo the
Commission by February 28, 1990. The data file excludes defendants sentenced solely for pelly offenses and those
receiving diversionary sentences. Further specifications on the contents of this file are available upon request from
the Commission. The Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts’ FPSSIS data file provides a large portion of the
variables currently in MON1289. While MON1289 conlains records on 21,190 defendants, not all defendants dre
reported in every table. The variation is due to missing data for certain variables. Of the 21,190 defendants, 1,532
(7%) did not match with the Administrative Office’s FPSSIS data and consequently all FPSSIS information is

missing for those cases.




Figure VI

DISTRIBUTION OF GUIDELINE DEFENDANTS .
SENTENCED BY PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORY
(January 19, 1989 through December 31, 1989}
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* Of the 21,190 guldeline cases, 254 cases Involving mixed law counts (both guideline and
pre-guideline) were excluded. in addition, 1,665 cases were excluded due to missing Information
on FPSSIS primary offense category. The number of cases in each category is contained in

Appendix B, Tabie B-4.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commlission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




Figure VII

TYPE OF GUIDELINE SENTENCES IMPOSED*
(January 19, 1989 through December 31, 1989)
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. Of the 21,190 guideline cases, 254 cases Involving mixed law counts (both guideline and

pre-guideline) were excluded. In addition, 299 were excluded due to missing
sentencing information. The number of cases represented in each category is
reflected in Appendix B, Table B-65.
**  Of the 16,420 cases included In the category "Prison and Supervised Release,” 90 were
actually sentenced to a term of prison and probation,
*** Of the 414 cases included in the category "New Split Sentence,” six were actualiy sentenced
to a term of prison, probation, and an alternative,
The "Other” category Includes defendants sentenced to an economlc sanction only,
supervised release only, or a suspended prison sentence.

enee

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commliesion, 1989 Data File, MON1289




Table V
TYPE OF SENTENCE IMPOSED

FOR PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORIES*

(January 19, 1989 through December 31, 1989)

IMPRISONMENT PROBATION
" - - - . OTHER CASES**
PRIMARY TGTAL Pr{son and Prison Only New Split Probation Proba.txon and
CASES Total Supervised Release Sentence Total Only Confinement
OFFENSE Receivi s
eceiving Receiving
Imprisonment Number | Percent | Number ( Percent [ Number | Percent | popation | Number | Percent [ Number | Percent | Number | Percent
TOTAL 19,132 15,396 14,373 75.1 665 35 358 19 3,669 2,602 13.6 1,067 5.6 67 0.4
(100.0)

Homicide*** 81 78 72 88.9 2 25 4 4.9 3 2 2.5 1 1.2 [¢] 0.0
Kidnapping 35 a5 a3 94.3 2 57 0 0.0 1] 0 0.0 1] 0.0 0 0.0
Robbery 824 818 794 96.4 14 1.7 10 1.2 6 4 0.5 2 0.2 [+] 0.0
Assault 178 151 134 75.3 10 5.6 7 39 27 14 7.9 13 7.3 0 0.0
Burglary/B&E 92 90 80 87.0 4 44 6 6.5 2 0 0.0 2 22 0 0.0
Larceny 1,199 564 486 40.5 49 4.1 29 24 612 501 41.8 11 9.3 23 1.9
Embezziement 739 211 179 242 7 1.0 25 34 525 385 52.1 140 18.9 3 0.4
Tax Offenses 33 25 24 727 1 3.0 0 0.0 8 7 212 1 3.0 (] 0.0
Fraud 1,570 942 797 50.8 91 5.8 54 34 618 437 27.8 181 11.5 10 0.6
Drug Offenses

--Importation and Distribution 8,803 8,460 8,268 93.9 90 1.0 102 1.2 340 210 2.4 130 1.5 3 0.1

--Simple Possession 542 259 192 354 63 11.6 4 0.7 275 243 44.8 32 5.9 8 1.5
--Communication Facility 197 143 131 66.5 6 3.1 6 3.1 54 27 13.7 27 13.7 0 0.0
Auto Theft 118 101 83 70.3 7 5.9 1" 9.3 17 9 7.6 8 6.8 1] 0.0
Forgery/Counterfeiting 712 454 396 55.6 38 53 20 28 258 152 214 106 14.9 [ 0.0
Sex Offenses 114 98 93 81.6 2 1.8 3 26 16 13 114 3 26 0 0.0
Bribery 69 49 43 62.3 2 29 4 5.8 20 16 23.2 4 5.8 0 0.0
Escape 333 319 285 85.3 24 72 10 3.0 15 12 36 3 0.9 0 0.0
Firearms 1,139 949 867 76.1 62 5.4 20 1.8 188 104 9.1 85 75 1 0.1
Immigration 1,245 1,000 854 68.6 136 10.9 10 0.8 240 131 10.5 109 8.8 5 0.4
Extortion/Racketeering 192 171 164 854 3 1.6 4 21 21 11 57 10 5.2 0 0.0
Gambling/Lottery 62 35 28 45.2 2 32 5 8.1 27 8 12.9 18 30.7 [ 0.0
Other 854 444 370 43.3 50 59 24 28 396 316 37.0 80 9.4 14 1.6

* Of the 21,190 guideline cases, 254 cases involving mixed law counts (both guideline and pre-guideline) were excluded. In addition, 1,804 cases were excluded
due to one or both of the following reasons: missing FPSSIS primary offense category (1,565) or no Judgment of Conviction Order received (299).

** The "Other Cases" category includes defendants that received an economic sanction only, supervised release only, or a suspended prison sentence.

*** The "Homicide" category includes 1st degree murder, 2nd degree murder, and manslaughter cases.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289
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Average Length of Imprisonment

Convictions for violent crimes such as homicide,
kidnapping, and robbery, as well as drug impor-
tation and distribution, received the longest
average terms of imprisonment under the
guidelines (all averaging more than 76 months).
Alternatively, the shortest average prison sen-
tences were imposed for embezzlement, im-
migration, gambling and lottery, and simple
possession of drugs (all under 12 months). The
average prison sentences for each primary of-
fense category is provided in the first column of

Table VL

Table VI also reports average prison sentences
for offenders with varying prior criminal records.
In almost all major offense categories, defen-
dants with the fewest prior convictions averaged
the shortest sentences, while those with more
prior convictions received longer average sen-
tences.

Fines and Restitution

A fine, restitution, or both were ordered in 33.1
percent of all cases sentenced under the
guidelines. Neither sanction was ordered in 66.9
percent of all cases. The frequency with which
fines and restitution were ordered as part of
guideline sentences are reported in Table VII.

The imposition of fines and restitution orders
varied greatly by offense category. Financial
sanctions were most common in convictions for
larceny, embezzlement, tax, fraud, bribery, and
gambling and lottery offenses (approximately
60-70% of such cases). However, fines were
more commonly imposed for tax offenses, simple
possession of drugs, bribery, and gambling and
lottery, while restitution orders were more com-
mon for robbery, embezzlement, fraud, and lar-
ceny convictions.
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Financial sanctions are least likely utilized in
homicide, kidnapping, drug importation and dis-
tribution, escape, and immigration convictions.
This finding is not surprising given the in-
stitutionalization rate of the more serious of-
fenders and the alien status and possible
deportation of defendants in immigration cases.

Table VII also provides the mean, median, and
total payments ordered. In general, the median
fine is a better indicator of the most commonly
imposed fine because it is not affected by un-
usually high orlow {ines that may skew the mean.
Rather, the median represents the amount for
which 50 percent of the fines are higher and 50
percent are lower. The greatest median payments
were ordered for tax offenses ($10,000), extor-
tion and racketeering ($5,000), fraud ($4,000),
and auto theft ($4,000). The total of all payments
ordered was more than $111 million dollars;
over 65 percent of this amount was ordered in
drug and fraud cases.




Table V!

AVERAGE LENGTH OF IMPRISONMENT FOR PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORIES;
AVERAGE LLENTH OF IMPRISONMENT BY PRIOR ADULT CRIMINAL CONVICTIONS*
(January 19, 1989 through December 31, 1989)

AVERAGE LENGTH OF IMPRISONMENT**
PRIMARY OFFENSE PRIOR ADULT CRIMINAL CONVICTIONS
TOTAL
0 1.2 3-4 5 or More
Convictions Convictions Convictions Convictions

Avel;age Number Average Number Average Number Average Number Average Number

Months of Cases Months of Cases Months of Cases Months of Cases Months of Cases
TOTAL 57 15,315 51 6,853 56 4,258 | 85 I 1,977 l 73 | 2,226
Homicide*** 123 78 103 35 122 25 101 7 205 11
Kidnapping 191 35 146 8 219 10 225 7 177 10
Robbery 92 816 48 157 65 209 102 17 131 279
Assault 38 151 36 49 37 41 36 26 51 35
Burglary/B&E 44 87 24 20 40 25 47 17 62 25
Larceny 20 561 19 159 16 158 17 97 29 147
Embezziement 10 21 10 156 7 33 16 12 12 10
Tax Offenses 48 24 43 19 14 3 149 2 - 0
Fraud 15 922 13 443 16 241 17 90 23 148
Drug Offenses
--Importation & Distribution 77 8,441 67 4,375 77 2,482 94 900 1M 684
--Simple Possession**** 8 253 8 114 7 71 6 36 13 32
--Communication Facility 26 142 24 a2 23 40 18 7 48 13
Auto Theft 17 95 18 26 14 33 20 19 20 17
Forgery/Counterfeiting 16 452 12 139 12 130 22 81 21 102
Sex Offenses 68 98 56 45 53 26 82 10 114 17
Bribery 17 48 19 38 9 8 12 2 - 0
Escape 22 319 18 37 19 88 21 69 27 1256
Firearms 43 945 30 161 27 255 39 203 64 326
immigration 10 988 7 455 9 218 14 141 16 174
Extortion/Recketeering 56 17 45 93 54 41 82 20 112 17
Gambling/Lottery 1 35 8 12 10 11 12 5 19 7
Other 26 442 23 230 24 110 32 55 34 47

*

Of the 21,190 guideline cases, 254 cases involving mixed law counts (both guideline and pre-guideline) were excluded. In
addition, 1,804 cases were excluded due to one or more of the following conditions: missing FPSSIS primary offense category
(1,565), missing information on prior adult criminal convictions (1,565), or missing sentencing information (299).

The calculation for average prison sentence excludes cases that did not receive a sentence to prison (3,736) and cases that

did receive a sentence to prison but the length of the sentence was indeterminable (81). - Life sentences were included in the
computation of the average (the 38 life sentences were coded as 360 months).

*** The "Homicide" category includes 1st degree murder, 2nd degree murder, and manslaughter cases.

**** Because of enhancements in statutory penalties for simple possession, all offenses sentenced under 21 U.S.C. § 844(a) are not
restricted to the previous 12 month statutory maximum. Substantially longer penalties are reflected in the averages provided here.
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SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




FINES AND RESTITUTION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORY’
(January 19, 1989 through December 31, 1989)

Table Vii

NO FINE OR RESTITUTION FINE ORDERED/ BOTH FINE AND AMOUNT OF PAYMENT ORDERED
PRIMARY OFFENSE TOTAL RESTITUTION ORDERED/NO FINE NO RESTITUTION RESTITUTION
CASES ORDERED ORDERED
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Total Mean Median Sum
Cases*”
TOTAL 19,153 12,618 66.9 2,081 10.9 3,744 19.6 510 I 27 5,981 $ 18,686 I $2,200 ] $ 111,758,912
Homicide 81 85 80.3 11 13.6 5 6.2 [} 0.0 14 $6,572 $ 3,541 $ 92,008
Kidnapping 35 30 857 3 8.6 2 57 V] 0.0 5 $ 899 $97 $ 4,497
Robbkery 825 450 546 336 40.7 25 3.0 14 1.7 361 $7.754 $ 3,039 $ 2,799,176
Assault 178 120 67.4 25 14.0 29 16.3 4 23 52 $ 1,821 $ 1,000 $ 94,695
Burglary/B&E 9t 54 583 31 34.1 2 22 4 4.4 34 $7,180 $ 1,154 $ 244,124
Larceny 1,200 343 28.6 359 25.9 382 31.8 116 9.7 813 $9,208 $750 $ 7,486,503
Embezzlement 739 209 283 339 458 136 184 55 74 491 $ 23,306 $3,330 $ 11,443,007
Tax Offenses 33 12 364 2 6.1 17 515 2 6.1 20 $ 62,383 $ 10,000 $ 1,247,652
Fraud 1,576 644 40.9 517 328 276 17.5 139 8.8 866 $41,785 $ 4,000 $ 36,185,839
Drug Offenses
—importation and Distribution 8,810 7176 815 135 15 1,459 16.6 40 0.5 1,545 $ 25,055 $ 3,500 $ 38,709,584
—Simple Possession 544 309 56.8 8 1.5 225 414 2 0.4 233 $ 1,055 $ 1,000 $245712
—Communication Facility 198 132 66.7 Q 0.0 66 33.3 0 0.0 65 $3,474 $ 2,000 $ 225,824
Auto Theft 118 59 50.0 31 263 21 17.8 7 5.9 55 $9,064 $ 4,000 $ 498,511
Forgery/Counterfeiting 713 392 55.0 150 21.0 118 16.7 52 7.3 301 3,1 $ 1,000 $ 936,326
Sex Oftenses 114 77 67.5 9 7.9 25 21.9 3 26 33 $ 4,196 $ 3,000 $ 138,473
Bribery 69 28 40.6 3 4.4 36 52.2 2 29 41 $ 11,976 $ 3,600 $ 491,032
Escape 335 286 85.4 8 24 40 11.8 1 03 41 $ 11,953 $ 3,000 $ 490,068
Firearms 1,137 837 736 17 1.5 276 243 7 0.6 289 $ 4,371 $ 1,680 $ 1,263,242
Immigration 1,247 1,025 82.2 16 1.3 188 15.1 18 14 210 $2,923 $ 1,000 $ 613,850
Extortion/Racketeering 192 133 69.3 13 6.8 45 234 1 0.5 55 $18,472 $ 5,000 $ 1,015,944
- Gambling/Lottery 63 24 38.1 0 0.0 39 61.9 0 0.0 39 $ 6,460 $2,400 $ 251,950
Other 855 413 48.3 68 8.0 331 387 43 5.0 418 $17,418 $1,150 $ 7,280,895

Of the 21,190 guideline cases, 254 cases involving mixed law counts (both guideline and pre-guideline) were excluded. In addition, 1,783 cases were excluded duée to one or
both of the following reasons: missing FPSSIS primary offense category {1,565) or missing fine or restitution information for cases in which orders were made (253).

The total number of cases (5,981) used to calculate amounts of payment ordered is less than the total number of cases receiving fines or restitution (6,335). The difference is
due to the exclusion of 354 cases for which a fine or restitution was ordered but the amount was not specified.

SCURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289
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Compliance Study

M ethodology45

In order to assess national trends in compliance
with the guidelines, a special compliance study
is ongoing to determine the rate at which defen-
dants are sentenced within the guideline range
established by the court, the rate of departure,
and the reasons provided by courts for departing.

The in-depth study was based on a 25 percent
random sample of all cases sentenced between
January 19, 1989, and December 31, 1989, and
received by the Commission as of February 28,
1990. The data collection involved follow-up
phone calls to the field on any case in the sample
for which documentation was missing or inade-
quate. The sample in this analysis involves 5,181
guideline defendants sentenced between

January 19, 1989, and December 31, 1989,

Staff reviewed all case files to determine depar-
ture status and reasons for departure as indi-
cated bI the Report on the Sentencing
Hearing. T If the court imposed a sentence
within the guideline range established and set
out in the Report on the Sentencing Hearing, the
case was determined to involve no departure. If
the sentence fell outside the guideline range
established by the court, a departure and ap-
plicable reasons were noted.

If a Report on the Sentencing Hearing was not
provided or if the information contained therein
was insufficient to permit a departure determina-
tion, the sentence from the Judgment of Convic-
tion was compared to the guideline range
recommended by the probation officer in the
Presentence Report. No departure was assumed
when the sentence fell within the range recom-
mended by the probation officer.*8

45  The submission rate by the courts of Reports on the Sentencing Hearing (65% for 1989 cases) as well as
inconsistercies in the content of the documenits has necessiiated an in-depth study of a 25 percent random sample of
all cases to provide national estimates of compliance rates. Any altempt to draw conclusions based solely on the 65
percent of cases for which Reports on the Sentencing Hearings were provided would suffer from extensive reporting

biases.

46  There were 117 cases in the original sample that were found to be unconstitutional, petty offenses, pre-guideline,
diversionary sentences, or offenses for which there is no analogous guideline. Because they are inapplicable in the
context of this guideline compliance study, the 117 defendants are omitted from this analysis.

47  The case analyses for this study were completed in three phases. The first phase included defendants sentenced
between January 19, 1989 and March 31, 1989, who were included in the national sample reported in the
Commission’s 1988 Annual Report. The second phase updated the first with additional defendants sentenced
through September 31, 1989. The third phase captured defendants sentenced between October 1 and December 31,
1989, and is part of an ongoing effort by the Monitoring Unit. The methodology of the three phases is essentially the
same, although telephone calls to the field in the first phase did not include inquiries on the reasons for departure
while the second and third phases did obtain such information.

48  This assumption was tested in a previous USSC compliance study analyzing a sample of cases between November 1,
1987, and March 31, 1989. A random 25 percent sample of cases for which no Report on the Sentencing Hearing
was available but for which the sentence fell within the range recommended by the probation officer were further
investigated by telephone calls to the field. Of the 196 cases for which calls were made, none involved a departure
from the guideline range. As a result, all cases meeting this criteria were considered within-guideline sentences for
the purposes of that study as well as the present study.

46
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If the sentence from the Judgment of Conviction
did not correspond to the guideline range recom-
mended by the probation officer, a departure
could not be assumed. A court, through the fact
finding process, may determine a different
guideline range to be correct and subsequently
sentence within that range. Thus, a discrepancy
between the final sentence and the range indi-
cated in the presentence report does not neces-
sarily indicate a departure. In order to determine
the departure status of the cases that fell into this
category, telephone calls were made to probation
officers or the courts. If the case involved a
departure, staff also requested any reasons
provided by the court. Calls were also made for
cases in which a comparison between the Judg-
ment of Conviction and probation officer’s
recommendation could not be made due to an
absence or inadequacy in the relevant docu-
ments. After calls to the field, a departure deter-
mination could not be made in 53 cases because
the relevant information was not available from
the field or responses remain outstanding. Con-

sequently, a departure determination was made

for 5,128 of the 5,181 cases in the sample.

In January 1990, the Commission began review-
ing 100 percent of the Reports on the Sentencing
Hearing to determine departure status. How-
ever, for the purpose of establishing a national
compliance rate a 25 percent sample will con-
tinue to be drawn until the submission rate for
this report increases.

Results

Sentences were within the guideline range estab-
lished by the court in 82.0 percent (4,206) of the
5,128 cases for which a departure determination
could be made.** In 5.8 percent of the cases
(299), courts departed downward based on a
motion by the government for a reduced sentence
due to the defendant’s substantial assistance to
authorities. In 3.5 percent of the cases (178), the
court departed upward, sentencing above the
guideline range established by the court. In
another 8.7 percent of the cases (445), the court
departed downward for other reasons.

Rates of Compliance

82.0% e Sentences Within Guideline Range
3.5% e Sentences Above Guideline Range
8.7% e Sentences Below Guideline Range

5.8% e Sentences Below Guideline Range for

Substantial Assistance on Motion of
Government

49 The departure analysis employed here considers the appropriate use of prebation, imprisonment, and confinement
alternatives (§§5B1.1, 5C1.1) in relation to the guideline range established in Part A of Chapter 5. This analysis
does not involve an assessment of compliance with the fine range established in Part E of Chapter 5; however, a
breakdown of numbers of cases receiving fines is presented in Table VII. In addition, no independent asscssment is
made for compliance in imposition of terms of supervised release as established by Part D of Chapter 5.
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To understand the compliance rate, it is impor-
tant to note the effect of two particular statutes.
Congress, in 18 U.S.C. § 3553 (e), authorized the
court to impose a sentence below a mandatory
minimum "to reflect a defendant’s substantial
assistance in the investigation or prosecution of
another person who has committed an offense."
In addition, the Commission was instructed in 28
US.C. § 994(n) to "assure that the guidelines
reflect the general appropriateness of imposing
a lower sentence than would otherwise be im-
posed" for substantial assistance. As a result, the
Commission addressed such sentence reduc-
tions in §5K1.1 of the guidelines. If departures
for substantial assistance that are specifically
authorized by statute (and the guidelines) are
considered to be in compliance with the
guidelines, the compliance rate rises from 82.0

percent to 87.8 percent (4,505 of 5,128 cases).

Tables VIII and IX provide reasons given by the
courts for upward and downward departures. The
most frequently cited reasons for departing up-
ward included adequacy of criminal history
(42.3%), drug amount (7.1%), guidelines do not
represent the seriousness of the offense (7.1%),
pursuant to a plea agreement (5.9%), use of
weapons (4.1%), and charge or plea does not
represent the seriousness of the offense (4.1%).

Substantial assistance upon motion of the
government was one of the reasons cited in 42.8
percent of the downward departures. Other
reasons for downward departures included pur-
suant to a plea agreement (7.7%), family ties and
responsibilities (4.9%), physical condition
(4.1%), and cooperation without a motion filed

(3.9%).
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Table Vlii

REASONS GIVEN BY SENTENCING COURTS FOR UPWARD DEPARTURES*

REASON Number Percent
Adequacy of criminal history 72 42.3
Drug amount 12 7.1
Guidelines do not reflect the seriousness

of the offense 12 7.1
Pursuant to a plea agreement 10 5.9
Public welfare 8 4.7
Nature/Sericusness of the offense 7 4.1
Weapons and dangerous instrumentalities 7 4.1
Charge/Plea does not reflect the seriousness

of the offense 7 4.1
General aggravating or mitigating circumstance 6 3.5
Disagree with guideline enhancements 6 3.5
High speed chase 5 2.9
Defendant's propensity for violence 5 2.9
Several persons injured 4 2.4
Disruption of governmental function 4 2.4
Deterrence 4 2.4
Punishment 4 2.4
Deportation 4 2.4
Dollar amount involved in the crime 4 2.4
Property damage or loss 3 1.8
To put defendant’s sentence in line

with co-defendant's 3 1.8
Extreme psychological injury 2 1.2
Abduction or unlawful restraint 2 1.2
Degree of injury fails between two categories 2 1.2
Factors not incorporated in guideline 2 1.2
Drug purity 2 1.2
Large number of aliens 2 1.2
Rehabilitation 2 1.2
Untruthful testimony 2 1.2
Guidelines too low 2 1.2
Criminal purpose 2 1.2
Minors involved 2 1.2
Mule/Role in the offense 2 1.2
No reason given 9 5.3
Other 30 17.6

Based on 170 upward departure cases contained in compliance study data file for which Statements
of Reasons were available or reasons were obtained through a telephone call to the field.
Information on reasons was unavailable in eight cases involving upward departures. Courts often
provided more than one reason for departure; consequently, the percentage across all reasons for
departure adds up to more than 100%.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Compliance Study Data File




Table IX

REASONS GIVEN BY THE SENTENCING COURTS FOR
DOWNWARD DEPARTURES*

REASON Number Percent
Substantial assistance 299 42.8
Pursuant to a plea agreement 54 7.7
Family ties and responsibilities 34 4.9
Physical condition 29 4.1
Cooperation without motion 27 3.9
Adequacy of criminal history 24 3.4
Mule/Role in the offense 24 - 34
Age 20 29
No prior record/First offender 19 2.7
Adequate to meet the purposes of sentencing 19 2.7
To put defendant’s sentence in line

with co-defendant’s 19 2.7
General aggravating or mitigating circumstance 13 1.9
Mental and emotional conditions 12 1.7
Guidelines too high 11 1.6
Local conditions 10 1.4
Lack of culpability of defendant e] 1.3
Acceptance of responsibility 9 1.3
Diminished capacity 8 1.1
Nature/Seriousness of the offense 8 1.1
Drug amount 7 1.0
Defendant’s background 6 0.9
Restitution 5 0.7
Deportation 4 0.6
Punishment 4 0.6
Education and vocational skills 4 0.6
Drug dependence and alcohol abuse 4 0.6
Community ties 4 0.6
Rehabilitation 3 04
Coercion and duress 3 0.4
Dollar amount 3 0.4
Deterrence 3 04
Not representative of the "heartland" 3 0.4
Victim's conduct 3 0.4
Incapacitation 2 0.3
Currently receiving punishment under

state or federal jurisdiction 2 0.3
Lack of available facilities/overcrowsding 2 0.3
Not capable of providing negotiated amount 2 0.3
Disagree with career offender enhancement 2 0.3
Drug purity 2 0.3
No reason given 60 8.6
Other &6 94

Based on 699 downward departure cases contained in compliance study data file for which Statements
of Reasons were available or reasons were obtained through a telephone call to the field. Information
on reasons was unavailable in 45 cases involving downward departures. Courts often provided more
than one reason for departure; consequently, the percentage across all reasons for departure adds up to
more than 100%.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Compliance Study Data File
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Compliance by Circuit and District

The 25 percent sample used to provide national
estimates of compliance and departure rates
produces an estimate that accurately predicts
the actual reported population rate for the nation
within a 1.1 percent margin of error.” However,
because the possible degree of error is depen-
dant on the sample size, the same credibility
cannot be attributed to circuit or district rates of
compliance. In evaluating the compliance rate
by circuit and district, the 25 percent national
sample begins to produce very small numbers
that create a risk of misinterpretation.

A sample size of 1,500 will produce a margin of
error of plus or minus 2 percent of the sample
estimate in predicting the actual reported
- population rate. (A sample size of 1,000
produces a margin of error of plus or minus
2.5%; 500 - 3.5%; 300 - 4.5%; 200 - 5.5%; 100
-7.8%; 50 - 11.1%.) With this in mind, it is
suggested that sample estimates provided for
circuits or districts with small sample sizes be
considered descriptive of the sample population
only; they should not be considered accurate for
describing the actual rate for the total reported
populations of the relevant circuits or districts.

That said, the sample provides varying com-
pliance and departure rates for the circuits. The
Fifth Circuit (n=1,003, margin of error=2.5%)
reflects the highest compliance rate at 87.2 per-
cent. The First Circuit (n=118, margin of
error=17.2%) reflects the lowest compliance rate
at 72.9 percent. Table X indicates the com-
pliance and departure rates for each circuit.

Table XI provides sample compliance and

departure rates for the 11 districts with sample
sizes over 100. Of these, Central California
(n=173, margin of error=6%) had the highest
compliance rate at 93.6 percent. Southern
California (n=134, margin of error=6.8%) and
Arizona (n=138, margin of error=6.7%) shared
the Jowest compliance rates at 62.9 percent and
63.0 percent, respectively. Table B-6 in Appen-
dix B provides sample statistics for all districts.

Compliance by Primary Offense

Departure rates varied substantially by offense
category. Offenses involving the importation and
distribution of drugs had a lower rate of com-
pliance (76.2%) and a higher rate of departure
due to substantial assistance and other
downward departures relative to other offenses
represented by sufficiently large numbers of
cases. Larceny, forgery/counterfeiting, immigra-
tion, and fraud cases had relatively higher rates
of compliance. Table XII provides departure
rates for the major offense categories.

50 Margins of error are based on 95% confidence intervals. Given a sample finding of 82% compliance, we are 95%
confident that the aclual rate of compliance of the reported population is between 80.9% and 83.1%.




Table X

GUIDELINE COMPLIANCE RATE BY CIRCUIT*
(January 19, 1989 through December 31, 1989)

COMPLIANCE RATE (Based on 25% Random Sample)
CIRCUIT TOTAL Sentenced Within Substantial Downward Upward
Guidelines Assistance Departure Departure
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent

TOTAL - 5,128 4,206 82.0 299 5.8 445 8.7 178 3.5
D.C. CIRCUIT 75 65 86.7 5 6.7 3 4.0 2 2.7
FIRST CIRCUIT 96 70 72.9 7 7.3 17 17.7 2 2.1
SECOND CIRCUIT 375 276 73.6 32 8.5 50 13.3 17 4.5
THIRD CIRCUIT 175 143 81.7 14 8.0 15 8.6 3 1.7
FOURTH CIRCUIT 510 412 80.8 36 7.1 50 9.8 i2 24
FIFTH CIRCUIT 1,003 875 87.2 30 3.0 66 6.6 32 3.2
SIXTH CIRCUIT 435 356 81.8 26 6.0 36 8.3 17 3.9
SEVENTH CIRCUIT 184 159 82.0 16 8.2 13 6.7 6 3.1
EIGHTH CIRCUIT 328 271 82.6 22 6.7 23 7.0 12 3.7
NINTH CIRCUIT 990 776 78.4 47 4.7 119 12.0 48 4.8
TENTH CIRCUIT 282 242 85.8 13 4.6 18 6.4 9 3.2
ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 665 561 84.4 51 7.7 35 5.3 18 2.7

*

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Compliance Study Data File

Of the 5,181 applicable cases in the sample, 53 cases were exciuded due to missing compliance information.




Table XI

GUIDELINE COMPLIANCE RATES FOR SELECTED DISTRICTS'
(January 19, 1989 through December 31, 1989)

COMPLIANCE RATE (Based on 25% Random Sample)

DISTRICT ToTAL | Sentenced Within Substantial Downward Upward
Guidelines Assistance Departure Departure
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent

Arizona 138 87 63.0 8 5.8 40 29,0 3 2.2
California, Central 173 162 93.6 2 1.2 9 5.2 0 0.0
Caiifornia, Eastern 114 97 85.1 5 4.4 7 6.1 5 4.4
California, 213 134 62.9 14 6.6 39 18.3 28 12.2
Southern

Florida, Middle 129 108 83.7 17 13.2 3 2.3 1 0.8
Florida, Southern 229 185 80.8 16 7.0 18 7.9 10 4.4
New York, 142 115 81.0 13 9.2 9 6.3 5 3.5
Southern

New York, Eastern 140 89 63.6 15 10.7 27 19.3 9 6.4
Texas, Southern 426 356 83.6 20 4.7 41 9.6 9 2.1
Texas, Western 315 284 90.2 3 1.0 14 4.4 14 4.4
Virginia, Eastern 134 115 85.8 4 3.0 11 8.2 4 3.0

Included in this table are the eleven districts whose sample sizes were over 100. The margins
of error for the sample estimates for the eleven districts are: Arizona (plus or minus 6.7%),
Central California (6.0%), Eastern California (7.3%), Southern California (5.4%), Middle Florida
(6.9%), Southern Florida (5.2%), Eastern New York (6.6%), Southern New York (6.6%),
Southern Texas (3.8%), Western Texas (4.4%), Eastern Virginia (6.8%).

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Compliance Study Data File




Table XlI

GUIDELINE COMPLIANCE RATE BY
PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORY*
(January 19, 1989 through December 31, 1989)

COMPLIANCE RATE (Based on 25% Random Sample)

PRIMARY TOTAL
OFFENSE Sentenced Within Substantial Downward Upward
Guidelines Assistance Departure Departure

Number Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

TOTAL 4,709 3,844 81.7 278 5.9 421 89 166 35
Homicide 17 12 706 1 59 1 5.9 3 17.7
Kidnapping 9 6 66.7 0 0.0 1 11,4 2 22,2
Robbery 21 179 84.8 3 1.4 14 6.6 15 7.4
Assault 47 37 78.7 0 0.0 9 19.2 1 2.1
Burglary/B&E 20 18 90.0 [+] 0.0 1 5.0 1 5.0
Larceny 283 264 90,1 4 1.4 12 4.1 13 4.4
Embezzlement 191 164 85.7 1 5 25 131 1 5
Tax Offenses ' 8 5 62.5 2 25.0 0 0 1 125
Fraud 357 315 882 7 2.0 26 7.3 9 2.5

Drug Offenses
<Importation and

Distribution 2,193 1,671 76.2 232 10.6 252 11.5 38 17
-Simple Possession 144 136 94.4 0 0.0 0 0 8 5.6
-Communication Facility 48 36 75.0 2 4,2 0 0 10 20.8
Auto Theft 23 21 91.3 1 4.4 0 0 1 4.4
Forgery/Counterfeiting 169 151 89.4 5 3.0 7 4,2 6 3.6
Sex Offenses 35 29 82.9 1 29 2 57 3 8.6
Bribery 13 1 84.6 1 7.7 1 77 4] 0
Escape 80 66 82.5 1 1.3 1 13.8 2 2.5
Firearms 285 240 84,2 4 1.4 17 6.0 24 8.4
immigration 308 274 89.0 5 1.6 14 46 15 4.9
Extortion/Racketeering 52 36 69.2 3 5.8 8 154 5 9.6
Gambling/Lottery 11 10 90.9 1 941 o] 0.0 0 0.0
Other 195 163 83.6 4 241 20 103 8 4.1

Of the 5,181 applicable cases in the sample, 472 cases were excluded due to ore o mare of the following conditions: multiple count
cases involving both guidefine counts and pre-guideline counts (50); cases missing compliance information (53); and cases missing
FPSSIS primary offense category (376),

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Compliance Study Data File
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Guideline Factors

Offense Level and Criminal History Category

As previously noted, the greatest reporting
problem experienced by the Commission in the
development of its monitoring function has been
the low submission rate of Reports on the Sen-
tencing Hearing. Although monthly submission
rates in early 1990 are approaching 80 percent,
such reports were only received for 65 percent of
the cases sentenced in 1989. This document is
necessary for the Commission to assess the ac-
tual guideline factors, offense level, criminal
history category, or guideline range determined
by the court. While the presentence report indi-
cates the recommendation of the probation of-
ficer, whether the court accepted such
recommendations cannot be determined without
the Report on the Sentencing Hearing.

In addition, even when received, these reports
often did not contain complete information on
guideline factors. The movement toward use of
standardized forms for this data collection has
minimized this problem for more recent cases.
The receipt of incomplete district forms and
partial transcripts containing only the pronoun-
cement of sentence, coupled with the 65 percent
submission rate, makes a comprehensive view of
guideline factors for 1989 impossible.

For these reasons, the following information
should not be generalized to the population of all

cases sentenced under the guidelines; it may,
however, provide a preliminary picture of find-
ings based on information currently available to
the Commission. A comparison of the cases with
guideline information available to all cases
received indicates little bias in distributions
based on type of offense or type of sentence
received; the average prison terms were similar.
As a result, no initial reasons are found to indi-
cate a possible direction for bias in the propor-
tional distributions by offense level, criminal
history categories, or guideline ranges.51

Of the 21,190 guideline cases received by the
Commission, no Report on the Sentencing Hear-
ing was received for 7,426 cases (35.0%). For
another 2,837 cases, the Report on the Sentenc-
ing Hearing received did not contain sufficient
information to determine the guideline offense
level and criminal history category established
by the court. As a result, information on
guideline factors is only available for 50.5 per-
cent of cases received by the Commission.

Table XIII provides the distribution of offense
level by criminal history category of cases for
which complete Reports on the Sentencing
Hearing were received from the courts. Ap-
proximately 50 percent of the cases reported had
an offense level of 13 or less established by the
court. The majority of offenders (63.4%) were
found to have a criminal history category of I.

51 A comparison of ‘Cases with Guideline Factors Available’ to ‘All Cases Received’ on the distribution across primary
offense category shows: drug offenses (Cases with Guideline Factors Available - 49.6%; All Cases Received -
49.8%), forgery and counterfeiting (3.49; 3.7%), firearms (5.6%; 6.0%), immigration offenses (6.0%; 6.5%),
embezzlement (4.1%; 3.9%), fraud (8.6%; 8.2%), robbery (4.2%; 4.3%), larceny (7.4%; 6.3%).A comparison on
type of sentence imposed shows: probation only (13.4%; 13.5%}, probation and confinement (6.0%; 5.5%), prison
plus supervised release (73.6%; 74.7%), prison only (3.8%; 3.6%), new split sentence (2.2%; 2.0%). The average
term of prison for ‘Cases with Guideline Factors Available’ was 56.3 months and for ‘All Cases Received’ was 57.3

months.
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Guideline Range

Table XIV provides the distribution of cases
across guideline sentencing ranges. Of the
10,706 cases with information available to the
Commission, 16.8 percent involved a guideline
range of 0-6 months and were thus eligible for
probation with no confinement conditions.
Another 16.8 percent of these cases involved
guideline ranges with minimums between one
and six months, qualifying them for community
confinement, intermittent confinement, and
home detention as alternatives to imprisonment.

The remaining 66.4 percent of cases involved
guideline sentencing ranges with a minimum
greater than six months, requiring at least some
period of imprisonment. Approximately 12 per-
cent of the imprisonment cases (8% of the total
cases) were eligible for a split term that involves
half the minimum served in imprisonment fol-
lowed by a period of supervision with a condition
of community confinement or home detention.
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Table Xill

OFFENSE LEVEL BY CRIMINAL HISTORY CATEGORY*
For Guideline Cases With Complete Reports on the Sentencing Hearing Received
(January 19, 1989 through December 31, 1989)

CRIMINAL HISTORY CATEGORY
OFFENSE TOTAL
LEVEL | I i v v vi Number Percent
1 6 0 1 1 1 0 9 0.1
2 266 3 15 6 5 1 324 3.1
3 110 17 11 7 4 3 152 1.4
4 613 69 65 24 18 25 814 76
5 185 17 13 10 5 8 238 22
6 369 48 76 67 44 59 663 6.2
7 304 62 54 43 29 39 531 5.0
8 304 48 37 40 20 36 485 4.5
9 221 38 46 24 14 24 367 3.4
10 442 85 ral 39 17 26 &80 6.4
11 183 49 41 45 42 48 408 3.8
12 284 59 61 a3 13 25 475 4.4
13 151 28 30 14 10 15 248 23
14 241 48 43 21 7 12 ar2 3.5
15 66 11 13 8 5 14 117 1.
16 285 56 44 19 12 6 422 3.9
17 69 20 31 15 14 39 188 1.8
18 239 31 43 13 ] 10 345 3.2
19 52 12 17 10 5 7 103 1.0
20 257 57 42 14 12 12 394 3.7
21 47 8 " 8 3 7 84 0.8
22 265 49 28 8 4 7 361 3.4
23 32 ] 1 9 7 4 72 07
24 404 56 58 21 9 10 558 52
25 16 2 5 3 2 6 34 0.3
26 355 71 61 20 8 8 523 4.9
27 17 2 3 0 2 1 25 02
28 210 31 39 14 6 5 305 29
29 14 3 0 0 1 1 19 0.2
30 219 34 41 7 4 20 325 3.0
31 12 3 2 0 [} 0 17 0.2
32 182 kl:) 32 13 8 81 364 3.4
a3 9 4 4 2 3 1 23 0.2
34 145 21 33 12 5 77 293 2.7
35 11 3 3 0 0 5 22 0.2
36 96 20 19 7 3 2 147 1.4
a7 5 1 4 2 1 26 39 04
38 46 1" 9 3 0 0 69 0.6
39 10 1 0 0 1 0 12 0.1
40 21 4 10 5 2 1 43 0.4
41 6 2 4 0 1 0 13 Q0.1
42 7 2 3 2 0 0 14 041
43 4 1 2 [} 1 1 9 0.1
TOTAL 6,780 1,162 1,136 589 357 672 10,706 100,0
Percent 63.4 10.8 10.6 55 a3 6.3 100.0

Of the 21,190 guideline cases, the Commission received Reports on the Sentencing Hearing for 13,764 (65.0%). Of the 13,764 cases with
such reports, 180 cases involving mixed law counts, 2,837 cases with missing offense level or criminal history category, and 41 cases with
no analogous guidelines were excluded.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1889 Data File, MON1289




Table XIV

GUIDELINE SENTENCING RANGES*
For Guideline Cases With Complete Reports on the Sentencing Hearing Received

(January 19, 1989 through December 31, 1989)

GUIDELINE CASES SENTENCED GUIDELINE CASES SENTENCED
RANGE Number Percent RANGE Number Percent
0-6 1795 16.8 77-96 32 0.3
1-7 366 3.4 78-97 273 25
2-8 470 44 84-105 17 0.2
3-9 3 0.0 87-108 48 0.4
4-10 351 3.3 92-115 33 0.3
6-12 614 5.7 97-121 261 2.4
8-14 357 3.3 100-125 12 0.1
9-15 52 0.5 108-135 46 0.4
10-16 444 4.1 110-137 28 0.3
12-18 363 34 120-150 10 0.1
15-21 428 4.0 121-151 236 22
18-24 239 2.2 130-162 7 0.1
21-27 413 3.9 135-168 56 0.5
24-30 220 2.1 140-175 6 0.1
27-33 385 3.6 151-188 186 1,7
30-37 157 1.5 168-210 69 0.6
33-41 353 3.3 188-235 142 1.3
37-46 153 14 210-262 124 1.2
41-51 354 3.3 235-293 72 0.7
46-57 122 1.1 262-327 109 1.0
51-63 503 4.7 292-365 41 0.4
57-71 106 1.0 324-405 16 0.1
63-78 442 4.1 360-life 66 0.6
70-87 117 14 life 9 0.1
TOTAL 10,706 100.0

* Of the 21,190 guideliie cases, the Commission received Reports on the Sentencing Hearing for 13,764 (65.0%). Of the 13,764 cases
with such reports, 180 cases involving mixed law counts, 2,837 cases with missing offense level or criminal history category, and 41 cases
with no analogous guiditlines were excluded.

The guideline ranges indicated above correspond to the offense levels and criminal history categories established by the court and do
not indicate the impact of mandatory minimums or statutory maximums constricting the sentence.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289
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Summary

In 1989, more than half of the 38,212 defen-
dants sentenced in the federal system were sen-
tenced pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act of
1984. The remainder were sentenced pursuant
to pre-guidelines law based on the date of com-
mission of the offense.

Almost half of the defendants sentenced under
the guidelines in 1989 were convicted of drug
offenses, while the pre-guidelines defendants
were marked by relatively higher proportions of
fraud and tax cases. It is likely that white collar
crimes involving longer and more extensive
detection and processing time will show a slower
transition into the new sentencing system.

A comparison of the guideline and pre-guideline
populations in 1989 reveal a greater proportion
of minority and younger defendants in the
guideline population. Mode of conviction for the
two populations in 1989 was found to be similar,
with 89.9 percent of the pre-guideline popula-
tion and 88.1 percent of the guideline population
convicted after plea as opposed to trial.

Under the guidelines, 13.5 percent of offenders
received sentences of probation with no confine-
ment condition while 5.5 percent received
probation with conditions of community confine-
ment, intermittent confinement, or home deten-
tion. The remaining offenders received
imprisonment sentences, most including a term
of supervision to follow release from imprison-
ment. Of all guideline cases, 33.1 percent
received a fine, restitution order, or both.

An ongoing compliance study of a 25 percent
random sample of cases sentenced during 1989

52 Section 236, P. L. 98-473.
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showed that 82.0 percent of sentences fell within
the guideline ranges established by the courts.
For another 5.8 percent of cases, the courts sen-
tenced below the guideline ranges pursuant to a
motion by the government based on defendants’
substantial assistance. In the remaining 12.2
percent, the courts sentenced above or below the
guideline ranges established by the court (3.5%
upward departures and 8.7% downward depar-
tures).

B. EVALUATION
The Sentencing Reform Act of 1984 requires

the Commission to

submit a report to the General Accounting
Office, all appropriate Courts, the Depart-
ment of Justice, and the Congress detailing
the operation of the sentencing guideline sys-
tem and discussing any problems with the
system or reforms needed. The report shall
include an evaluation of the impact of the
sentencing guidelines on prosecutorial dis-
cretion, plea bargaining, disparities in sen-
tencing, and the use of incarceration, and
shall be issued by affirmative vote of a
majority of the voting members of the Com-
mission.

The Commission’s evaluation report is due to the
General Accounting Office (GAQ) by December
1, 1991. The GAO report of the Commission and
its guidelines is to be presented to Congress in
May 1992.

During 1989, staff continued its work in the four
major areas of study that comprise the evaluation
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plan: implementation of the guidelines, use of
incarceration, disparity in sentencing, and
prosecutorial discretion and plea bargaining,.

Evaluation Topics

Implementation of the Guidelines

Congress directed the Commission to conduct
an operational assessment of the guidelines as
part of its evaluation. Such an assessment is
generally a prerequisite to analyzing relevant
impact questions. It is necessary to understand
the extent to which the guidelines have been
implemented as intended in order to make a
meaningful analysis of the impact of the
guidelines.

Commission staff in 1989 developed an evalua-
tion strategy to address a number of research
questions, including:
® vwho performs what functions under the
guideline system;

what local court rules have been developed;

how much guideline application training has
been offered to and received by various par-
ticipants in the federal criminal justice sys-
tem;

what is the nature of the new process for
appellate review of guideline sentences;

how many and what types of cases have been
sentenced under the guidelines;

what is the rate of compliance and departure;
and
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® which guidelines generate the most ques-
tions. '

This portion of the evaluation will seek to assess
how the guidelines have been implemented, ex-
amine the formal structure within which
guidelines operate, and describe problems and
solutions that have emerged.

Use of Incarceration

Incarceration can satisfy several of the statutori-
ly identified purposes of sentencing including
deterrence, incapacitation, and punishment. For
certain offenses, such as firearms and trafficking
in particular types and quantities of drugs, Con-
gress has mandated minimum terms of imprison-
ment. For other offenses, such as antitrust and
fraud, Congress has given the Commission a
clear signal in the Sentencing Reform Act to
increase the use of incarcerative sentences over
past practice.

This section of the evaluation report will focus
on the frequency with which offenders are sen-
tenced to prison, the length of time they can be
expected to serve, and how use of incarceration
has changed under the guidelines and statutory
mandated sentences. Figure VIII displays a
preliminary look at the incarceration rate for
guideline and non-guideline cases from January
1984 through May 1989. While this analysis is
not complete, it does suggest that the frequency
with which convicted offenders were sent to
prison was gradually increasing prior to im-

plementation of the guidelines in November
1987.

A major analytical task for the evaluation staff is
to identify the sources of this gradual change in
the national incarceration rate. While the
guidelines will be a central focus of this study,
other potential sources include changes in the
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use of mandatory minimum statutes, Congres-
sional policy changes in regard to certain offen-
ses (e.g., white collar crime), and changes in the

type of offenses and offenders convicted in

federal courts.
Disparity in Sentencing

The evaluation of disparity in sentencing has two
principal objectives: 1) to assess whether the
effect of both proper factors (e.g., a defendant’s
criminal history) and improper factors (e.g., race
of the defendant, jurisdiction where prosecuted)
on the type and length of sentence has changed
as a result of guideline implementation; and 2)
to assess whether defendants with similar
criminal records convicted of similar criminal
conduct are sentenced more uniformly undes
guidelines than previously was the case.

During 1989, appropriate multivariate analyses
were developed to estimate the change in the
effect of proper and improper factors on the
average sentence imposed under the guidelines.
The evaluation will assess whether these and
other factors were uniform across crime
categories (e.g., robbery, drugs) before im-
plementation of the guidelines and how this may
have changed since guideline implementation.

A complementary set of analyses will measure
change in the spread of sentences for "typical"
cases within four generic offense types: bank
robbery, cocaine and heroin distribution, fraud
and income tax evasion, and bank embezzle-
ment. For example, after identifying the typical
bank robbery case, the evaluation will examine
the sentence spread before and after guideline
implementation to determine whether the
guidelines have reduced the spread of sentences.

Plea Bargaining and Prosecutorial Discretion

The evaluation of prosecutorial discretion and
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plea bargaining will involve an assessment of
whether and to what extent discretion in sentenc-
ing has shifted as a result of the guidelines.

Comparing the proportion of cases disposed of by
plea before the effective date of the guidelines
with the proportion disposed of by plea after the
effective date is a starting point in this analysis.
Figure IX provides a preliminary description of
the monthly average rate of guilty pleas from
January 1984 to December 1989. Over this 72-
month period, the national rate remained essen-
tially unchanged.

A raw comparison of plea statistics, however,
does not sufficiently identify whether any change
in the proportion of pleas is attributable to im-
plementation of the guidelines, application of
statutory mandatory minimum sentences, chan-
ges in the types of criminal cases in federal
courts, or policy changes by the Department of
Justice in its plea practices. The evaluation will
look beyond these statistics to assess the in-
fluence of varied factors on how criminal cases
are disposed of under the guidelines.

Bibliographies and Data Systems

x he Commission plans to combine quantitative

and qualitative evaluation methods in its re-
search. In 1989, the evaluation staff continued
to review scientific literature on sentencing and
prosecutorial discretion, obtained copies of
automated information files with respect to in-
dividual federal criminal cascs, and prepared
interviews and other materials for collecting ad-
ditional information about sentencing proce-
dures in federal district courts. In addition,
preliminary analyses were performed to explore
the most appropriate procedures for data
analysis.
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The research literature on sentencing and
prosecutorial discretion is extensive and the
evaluation staff has sought to benefit from the
insights and methodological approaches taken
in prior evaluations. During 1989, staff con-
tinued to identify, assimilate, and organize the
material into annotated bibliographies on dis-
parity, plea bargaining, guideline systems, and
research methods.

The evaluation will rely in great part on the
guideline monitoring data collected by the Com-
mission. For information about non-guideline
sentences and prosecutorial practices, the staff
plans to draw upon a number of existing
automated information systems used by the Ad-
ministrative Office of the U.S. Courts, the
Department of Justice, the U.S. Parole Commis-
sion, and the Federal Bureau of Prisons. Table
XV describes these different data systems, the
time frames they cover, the analyses for which
they will be utilized, and the relevant informa-
tion contained in each data set.

Original Data Collection

During 1988, the evaluation staff interviewed
Assistant U.S. Attorneys, defense attorneys, and
probation officers about charging, prosecution,
and sentencing practices prior to implementa-
tion of the guidelines. In 1989, the staff compiled
the findings from the 1988 site visits. In prepara-
tion for additional visits to selected districts in
1990 and 1991 to investigate post-guideline im-
plementation practices, staff drafted and tested
interview and observational materials, gathered
substantive background information outside the
agency, and observed sentencing hearings. The
draft instruments produced by the staff were field
tested in two districts in early 1990, providing

firsthand familiarity of particular districts’ local
rules, operating procedures, and guideline im-
plementation.

Research Advisory Group

During 1989, the Commission’s monitoring
and evaluation efforts benefitted from the advice
of the Commission’s Research Advisory Group,
chaired by Dr. Richard A. Berk of the University
of California at Los Angeles. The group met
several times during the year and focused
primarily on the development of the
Commission’s data monitoring system and
evaluation report. Members of the advisory group
include Dr. Phil Cook, Duke University; Dr.
Shari Diamond, American Bar Foundation;
Joseph diGenova, Esq., Washington, D.C.;
Professor Daniel Freed, Yale University School
of Law; Dr. Roderick Little, University of Califor-
nia at Los Angeles; Dr. Norval Morris, University
of Chicago School of Law; and Julie Samuels,
U.S. Department of Justice

53  United States Seniencing Commission, Research on Sentencing: A Bibliography, Staff Report, 1990,
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Figure VI
Proportion of Convicted Offenders
Sentenced to Prison
Proportion of Cases
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Source: Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts; FPSSIS datafite.
(See Appendix B for a listing of the data in this chart.)




Figure IX

Proportion of Convictions by Guilty Plea
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Tabte XV

EVALUATION DATA SETS

Data Source

FPSSIS

Time Period

1984-1990/91

Analyses

- Disparit .
- Use of Incarceration
- Plea Bargaining and

Prosecutorial Discretion

information

- Offender Characteristics
- Offense Conduct

- Prior Record

- Fine Sentences

- Probation Sentences

- Prison Sentences

A.G. Master File 1984-1991 - Plea Bargaining and - Offender Characteristics
Prosecutorial Discretion - Prior Record
Monitoring 1989-1991 - Disparit ) - Offender Characteristics
- Use of [ncarceration - Offense Conduct
- Plea Bargaining and - Prior Record
Prosecutorial Discretion - Adjusted Offense Level
- Criminal History Score
- Fine Sentences
- Probation Sentences
- Prison Sentences
EOUSA Docket and 1984-1986 - Plea Bargaining and _ - Declinations
Reporting System Prosecutorial Discretion - Dismissals
- History of Charges
- Plea Agreements
- Superceding Charges
EOUSA Master File 1987-1990 - Plea Bargainin ] - Declinations
- Prosecutorial Discretion - Dismissals
- History of Charges
- Plea Agreements
- Superceding Charges
Bureau of Prisons 1984-1991 - Disparit . - Site of First Commitment
- Use of Incarceration - Actual Time Served
Parole Commiscion 1984-1987 - Disparnt + Presumptive Parole

- Use of Incarceration

Release Date
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C. SPECIAL PROJECTS
Prison Impaci

During 1989, the Commission continued to
work with the Bureau of Prisons to assess the
impact of the guidelines on federal prison
population, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 994 (g) and
(q)- The prison impact model, developed jointly
by the Commission and the BOP, simulates both
changes in average time served and changes in
the size of the prison population. Changes in
sentence length are reflected immediately in
changes in estimated time served, while changes
in prison population resulting from a statutory or
guideline change may not appear for several
years, depending upon the length of the average
time served in the past for the particular offense.
A given absolute change in the average sentence
for an offense with a smaller average time served
will have a more immediate impact on prison
population than an equal change in lime served
for an offense with a larger average time served.

Impact of 1989 Amendmenas

It is possible, in theory, to observe the effects of
three types of policy changes in the prison im-
pact simulation: the effects of legislated chan-
ges in statutory minimums and maximums;

guideline aniendments adopted in response to
directions to the Commission contained in legis-
lation (e.g., the Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1988 and
the Major Fraud Act of 1988); and amendments
resulting from Commission policy choices. Be-
cause the offenses for which the Commission
received specifiz direction from Congress in-
volved guidelines that were rarely prosecuted
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(e.g., operating a common carrier under the in-
fluence of alcohol or drugs), those changes could
not be simulated in the prison impact model.
Thus, the simulated changes in prison impact
reflected in the Commission’s forecast result
from either changes in statutory minimums and
maximums or Commission policy choices
reflected in guideline amendments.

The simulated changes in average time served
for amendments effective November 1, 1989, are
shown in Table XVIL. Average time served in-
creases for all offenses from 26.9 to 28.7 months
as a result of the guideline amendments adopted
in 1989, an increase of 6.7 percent compared
with past practice. Roughly 28 percent of the
overall change in average time served is due to
amendments resulting from the Anti-Drug Abuse
Act of 1988, while 72 percent of the change in
average time served is the result of guideline
changes.

As might be expected, the changes in average
time served for drug offenses are most closely
tied to changes in statutory maximums and min-
imums embodied in the Anti-Drug Abuse Act of
1988. Thus, of the 6.5 percent increase in
average time served for drug offenses, roughly
one-half is due to statutory changes. At the same
time, the relative contribution to increases in
average time served from the Anti-Drug Abuse
Act and the guidelines varies by drug type. In-
creases in the average time served for heroin
(8.3%) and miscellaneous controlled substance
offenses (3.1%) are entirely statute-driven.
Statutory changes account for about one-half of
the 7 percent increase in estimated time served

Changes in the statutory maximums and minimums for drug offenses will affect the simulation. For drug offenses,

the simulated guideline sentence is used only if this sentence {prior to giving a plea discount) is within the statutory
range. Otherwise, if the simulated guideline sentence is below {above) the statutory range, the simulated sentence is
assumed to be the minimum (maximum) of the statutory range.
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for cocaine offenses, but less than one-tenth of
the 1.9 percent increase for marijuana offenses.
The remainder of the increase is due to adoption
of amendments to the guidelines drug quantity
table for those drugs.

The changes in prison population due to the
1989 amendments, simulated under low and
high growth scenarios, are shown in Table XVII.
Again, it is theoretically possible to distinguish
among the various sources of change in the
projected prison population. However, observ-
able effects of the recent statutory changes on the
size of the prison population do not emerge
within the forecast period (i.e., by the year
2002). For example, the Anti-Drug Abuse Act
changed the mandatory minimum for Continuing
Criminal Enterprise from 10 to 20 years for a first
conviction and from 20 to 30 years for a second
conviction. It will be at least 11 years (1999)
before the earliest impact from this change would
appear. Thus, the estimated 2.7 percent increase
over current practice in the prison population by
the year 2002 is exclusively the result of
guideline changes
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Table XVI

AVERAGE TIME SERVED (in months)

Pre- Post- Change % Change
Amendment Amendment

Robbery 69.0 771 +8.1 +11.7%
Persons 77.0 77.0 no change no change
Drugs 52.2 55.6 +3.4 + 6.5%
Burglary 10.5 10.6 +0.1 +1.0%
Firearms 15.2 17.4 +2.2 +14.5%
Fraud 8.2 9.1 +0.9 +11.0%
Property 6.6 6.9 +0.3 + 4.5%
Immigration 5.4 5.4 no change no change
Income Tax 8.6 9.0 +0.4 +4.7%
Other 14.2 14.1 +0.1 -0.7%
TOTAL 26.9 28.7 +1.8 +6.7%




Tabie XVIi

PRISON POPULATION PROJECTIONS

Low Growth Scenario

Projection Projection Change % Change
Without With
Amendments' Amencgments
1988 45,000"
1989 52,600 52,600 0 0.0%
1992 73,400 74,600 1,200 1.6%
1997 99,200 101,800 2,900 2.7%.
2002 113,200 116,200 3,700 2.6%
High Growth Scenario
Projection Projection Change % Change
Without With
Amendments | Amendments
1988 45,600"
1989 52,600 52,600 0 0.0%
1992 74,900 76,100 1,200 1.6%
1997 109,100 112,000 2,900 2.7%
2002 143,100 146,800 3,700 2.6%

1

2

This projection uses the revised drug conviction trends.

The simulation assumes that the amendments were effective as of November 1, 1987. Since

the amendments do not become effective until November 1, 1989, the forecast was corrected by (i)
multiplying the series to take into account the higher base (1989) population and (i) building in a two
year lag. If the growth rate in crimes is constant, this procedure correctly adjusts the post-amendment

series.
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Fraud Offenses

As part of its consideration of amendments to
the fraud guidelines, the Commission directed
staff to identify whether any changes had oc-
curred in the nature of fraud offenses over the
last several years in terms of: (1) thenumber and
types of fraud offenses investigated, referred for
prosecution, or prosecuted; (2) associated
amounis of loss; (3) severity of sentences im-
posed; (4) complexity (e.g., use of offshore ac-
counts); and (5) risk and incidence of bodily

injury.

In respense, staff developed a two-pronged re-
search project that first analyzed fraud cases
sentenced under the guidelines and compared
them with pre-guidelines fraud cases from the
Federal Probation Sentencing and Supervision
Information System (FPSSIS) database. In the
second prong of the project, information about
fraud investigations, referrals, and prosecutions
was obtained from federal prosecutors and
regulatory and investigative agencies.

Statistical Analysis

The analysis of 178 guideline fraud cases
revealed the following characteristics:

® an average duration of about 8.5 months,
with half lasting one month or less

® an average loss of about $62,000 (maximum
of $1 million) with 51 percent of the fraud
offenses involving losses of $2,000 or less

® guilty pleas were entered in about 93 percent
of the cases; the plea reduced the applicable
statutory maximum sentence in about one-
third of the cases

Immigration fraud accounted for the largest
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group of cases in the guidelines sample (36%);
credit card fraud accounted for the next largest
group (25%). Three-fourths of defendants sen-
tenced for fraud in the guideline sample were in
Criminal History Category I; one-half of defen-
dants had a total offense level of 8 or less. Depar-
tures with respect to the imprisonment range
occurred in 14 percent of the guideline fraud
cases (25 cases); of the departures, 60 percent
were downward and 40 percent were upward.

Comparisons between guideline and pre-
guideline fraud cases suggest that the two groups
are substantially different. For example, the
greatest loss amount for a guideline fraud case in
the Commission’s sample was $1 million; the
pre-guideline sample included several cases
with losses in excess of $10 million. Similarly,
nearly one-half of guideline-eligible fraud cases
involved single acts compared to less than one-
fourth of pre-guideline cases. Finally, pre-
guideline fraud cases were four times as likely to
involve breach of trust as guideline-eligible
cases (26% compared with 6%). Rather than
indicating that fraud offenses became less
serious between 1986 and 1989, the differences
no doubt reflect the lack of the more serious
fraud cases in the guideline sample due to the
relatively short time interval between the effec-
tive date of the sentencing guidelines and the
sentencing date.

The FPSSIS data indicated 27 pre-guideline
cases in which the loss exceeded $5 million,
accounting for about 3 percent of all fraud cases.
Nearly half of the offenses involved mail fraud.
Several cases involving the largest losses essen-
tially involved money laundering offenses that

could be sentenced under the fraud guideline
2F1.1.
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Regulatory and Investigative Agency Fraud Data

As part of the second prong of the Commission
research effort, staff received information from
the Department of Justice, the Executive Office
of United States Attorneys, the Securities and
Exchange Commission, the Department of
Defense, the Federal Reserve Bank, the Federal
Deposit Insurance Corporation, the Federal
Home Loan Bank Board, the Office of the Comp-
troller of the Currency, the Internal Revenue
Service, the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and
the Department of Health and Human Services.
The information obtained included caseload and
disposition statistics and descriptive informa-
tion on recent fraud cases.

The materials, while informative, provide little
quantitative information about the complexity of
cases or the incidence or risk of bodily injury.
Unlike the statistical analysis, these materials
did not provide reliable quantitative information
about the amount of loss incurred in fraud cases.
The data did, however, indicate that procure-
ment and bank fraud prosecutions appear to be
increasing.

ASSYST

In conjunction with implementation of the
guidelines, the research staff developed a com-
puter software program called ASSYST to help
judges, probation officers, and attorneys apply
the guidelines. ASSYST, in essence, is a com-
puterized version of the Commission’s guideline
worksheets that are being used by probation
officers across the country in preparing pre-sen-
tence investigation reports for the sentencing
court. By completing all relevant sections of the
worksheets, an officer calculates an individual’s
guideline sentencing range, fine range, and su-
pervision requirements.
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ASSYST enhances application of the guidelines
by making available at the touch of a button
entire sections of the Guidelines Manual text,
commentary, and illustrative examples. A dic-
tionary of terms is also included and the program
performs all required calculations, including
drug quantity conversions. ASSYST saves all
responses, permitting the recall and modifica-
tion of worksheets. The program was initially
distributed to all U.S. Probation Offices and a

number of interested judges and attorneys.

In early 1989, the Commission updated ASSYST
with version 0.97. The new version, in addition
to being more efficient and easier to use, incor-
porates all guideline amendments that had be-
come elfective through calendar 1988. Version
0.97 was distributed by the Commission to all
U.S. probation offices. Additionally, the Com-
mission made ASSYST available to the Execu-
tive Office of U.S. Attorneys for distribution to
every U.S. Attorneys Office and to the Defender
Services Division of the Administrative Office of
the U.S. Courts for distribution to all federal
defender offices.
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Chapter Six

Training &

Technical Assistance

Technical Assistance Service

The Technical Assistance Service unit, or-
ganized by the Commission in 1987, continued
to provide guideline application assistance to
federal judges and probat..n officers in 1989. In
addition, the unit supports the Commission on
guideline application issues through its daily
contact with criminal justice personnel applying
the guidelines.

The Technical Assistance Service (TAS) is
divided into three sections, each designed to
provide a different service to the field.

e Hotline. TAS stalf respond to telephone in-
quiries from the field, assist the drafting staff
in the guideline amendment process, par-
ticipate on staff working groups, and review
amendments from a field officer’s perspec-
tive,

Training. Borrowing staff from other offices
in the Commission, (e.g., legal, monitoring,
and communications), TAS staffs and coor-
dinates all Commission training activities.

Case Review. This project responds to the
Commission’s Congressional directive to
monitor the performance of probation of-
ficers under guideline sentencing. Staff sys-
tematically review cases received by the
Commission’s monitoring unit to identify
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areas of guideline application that appear to
be problematic for the field.

Hotline

Information provided through the TAS hotline is
offered to assist U.S. probation officers and
judges in applying the sentencing guidelines.
Questions that do not involve subjective judg-
ments are readily answered by the TAS staff, For
example, if a defendant is being sentenced for
armed bank robbery (18 U.S.C. § 2113(d)) and
use of a firearm during the robbery (18 U.S.C. §
924(c)), the TAS staff will instruct that because
the 924(c) count carries a mandatory minimum
consecutive five-year term of imprisonment, the
specific offense characteristic in the robbery
guideline for weapon use should not be used
when calculating the defendant’s guideline sen-
tence.

Questions that involve a subjective determina-
tion by the judge, such as acceptance of respon-
sibility, role in the offense, or a justification for
a departure, are answered by directing the
caller’s attention to pertinent guidelines, com-
mentary, or policy statements. Where debatable
questions or interpretations of correct applica-
tion arise, TAS staff assist the caller in under-
standing the alternative approaches while
emphasizing that such decisions are left to the
courts.

The hotline is operational from Monday through




United States Sentencing Commission

Friday between the hours of 8:30 a.m. and 5:30
p.m. (Eastern Standard Time).

Calls Received in 1989

The Technical Assistance Service responded to
more than 2,321 questions in 1989, averaging
193 questions per month.> This represents a 30
percent increase over the number of questions
received in 1988. The affirmative decision of the
Supreme Court in Mistretta v. Unjted States an-
nounced on January 18, 1989, appeared to pro-
vide the catalyst for the increase in calls to the
hotline.

Table XVIII shows the number of questions
received by individual guideline section. The
greatest number of questions received (335) re-
lated to the criminal history section of the
guidelines. Questions regarding drug offenses
ranked second (193), followed by the career
offender and criminal livelihood provisions
(149) and statutory and legal issues (131).

Table XIX shows the number of calls received by
individual districts. While the distribution
provides a national breakdown of TAS use, it is
not indicative of districts experiencing difficulty
in guideline application.

Quality Control

In responding to questions from the field, TAS
staff regularly consult with the legal and
guideline production staffs to ensure that ques-
tions are fully researched and accurately
answered and that the guidance provided by the
TAS staff is consistent with official Commission
publications and other materials approved by
the Commission. To assist with quality control,
TAS staff maintain a log of each call received and

the response provided. These logs are reviewed
by training, legal, and guideline production
staffs on a regular basis to verify answers and
develop a set of consistent responses to complex
and frequently asked questions.

In 1988, TAS began maintaining these logs
through a computer program specifically
developed to document the hotline calls. The
program provides an easily accessible database
that allows staff to check whether the same ques-
tion has been asked previously, thereby speed-
ing research efforts and enabling more
consistent and accurate responses. Due to the
high volume of calls received by the hotline, TAS
initiated a new procedure in September of 1989
whereby TAS staff log all calls that present uni-
que guideline application or legal questions.
Calls pertaining to issues that are already well
documented in the hotline database are not
entered.

55 These figures underestimate the total number of questions received by the hotline in 1989. Under a new system
initiated in September 1989, only unique questions are recorded on the hotline’s database.




TABLE XVIIi

NUMBER OF QUESTIONS RECEIVED
BY GUIDELINE SECTION IN 1989

Application

Relevant Conduct

Other Information to be Used
Interpretation of References
Use of Certain Information
Petty Offenses

|
|
\
CHAPTER 1: Introduction and Application Principles

CHAPTER 2: Offense Conduct
Offenses Against the Person
Offenses Involving Property
Offenses Involving Public Officials
Offenises Involving Drugs
Offenses Involving Criminal Enterprise and Racketeering
Offenses Involving Fraud or Deceit
Offenses Involving Prostitution, Sexual Exp. of Minor
Offenses Involving Individual Rights
Offenses Involving Administration of Justice
Offenses Involving Public Safety
Offenses Involving Immigration, Naturalization, and Passports
Offenses Involving National Defense
Offenses Involving Food, Drugs, Agriculture Products
Offenses Involving Prisons and Correctional Facilities
Offenses Involving the Environment
Antitrust Offenses
Money Laundering and Monetary Transaction Reporting
Offenses Involving Taxation
Other Offenses

CHAPTER 3: Adjustments
Victim Related Adjustments
Role in the Offenses
Obstructicn
Muitiple Counts
Acceptance of Responsibility

CHAPTER 4: Criminal History and Criminal Livelihood
Criminal History
Career Offenders and Criminal Livelihood

CHAPTER 5: Determining the Sentence
Sentencing Table
Probation
Imprisonment
Supervised Release
Restitution
Fines
Sentencing Options
Implementing Total Sentence
Departures

CHAPTER 6: Sentencing Procedures and Plea Agreements
Sentencing Procedures
Plea Agreements

CHAPTER 7: Violatlons of Probation and Supervised Release
APPENDIX B: Authorizing Legislation and Related Sentencing Provision

OTHER QUESTIONS
Amendments
Miscellaneous
Old Law/New Law
PSR
Statutory/Legal
Monitoring
Staternent of Reasons
Calls Referred Elsewhere
ASSYST
Other Questions

49
119

5UBR*ERB”

~N o




Table XIX
HOTLINE CALLS RECEIVED BY DISTRICT IN 1989

District Number District Number
Alabama Missouri
Northern 11 Eastern 50
Middle 4 Western 38
Southern 18 Montana 29
Alaska 25 Nebraska 14
Arizona 23 Nevada 11
Arkansas New Hampshire 3
Eastern 16 New Jersey 24
Western 13 New Mexico 24
California New York
Northern 38 Northern 9
Eastern 28 Eastern -
Central 53 Southem 18
Southern 18 Western 13
Colorado 35 North Carolina
Connecticut 31 Eastern 31
Delaware Middle 55
22 Western 45
District of Columbia 24 North Dakota 5
Florida Ohio
Northern 16 Northern 19
Middle 26 Southern 20
Southern 82 Oklahoma
Georgia Northern 32
Northern 50 Eastern 9
Middle 5 Western 5
Southern 17 Oregon 15
Guam 2 Pennsyivania
Hawali 17 Eastern 60
Idaho 19 Middle 5
Illinois Western 23
Northern 19 Puerto Rico 21
Central 18 Rhode Island 8
Southern 16 South Carolina 15
Indiana South Dakota 42
Northern 16 Tennessee
Southern 8 Eastern 28
lowa Middle 35
Northern 8 Western 25
Southern 51 Texas
Kansas 70 Northern 23
Kentucky Eastern 24
Eastern 12 Southern 28
Western 10 Western 34
Louisiana Utah 16
Western 28 Vermont 14
Eastern 13 Virgin Islands 4
Middle 3 Virginia
Maine 3 Eastern 46
Maryland 44 Western 50
Massachusetts 16 Washington
Michigan Eastern 1
Eastern 44 Western 29
Western 11 West Virginia -
Minnesota 21 Northern 11
Mississippi Southern . 13
Northern 27 Wisconsin
Southern 15 Eastern 12
Waestern 20

Wyoming
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Most Frequently Asked Questions

After distributing two volumes of a publication
entitled "Questions Most Frequently Asked
About the Sentencing Guidelines" in 1988, the
TAS and training staffs worked in 1989 to re-
search additional questions. The publication ad-
dresses substantive areas of concern in guideline
application that have been identified through
hotline calls and Commission training seminars.
Response to the first two volumes was so positive
that the Commission plans to publish a third

volume containing 25 additional questions in
early 1990.

Assistance in the Amendment Process

Calls to the hotline provide feedback to the Com-
mission about practical implementation of the
guidelines. For example, probation officers will
frequently bring problems with clarity and ap-
plication to the attention of TAS staff members.
TAS apprises the Commission of such problems,
thus assisting in the drafting of more consistent
and understandable guidelines.

TAS also participates in the amendment process
through membership in staff working groups that
focus on a particular issue or section of the
guidelines (e.g., revocation of probation or su-
pervised release, firearms, sex offenses). By
working jointly with the legal and drafting staffs,
TAS contributes to a comprehensive review of
proposed amendments with its special emphasis
on practical application and impact of particular
amendments on the field.

Case Review

The case review project was implemented by
TAS staff in October 1988 in response to one of
the Commission’s statutorily authorized
monitoring functions.’® Case review also
provides a means of responding to probation
officers’ requests for feedback regarding ap-
plication of the guidelines.

The primary purpose of case review is to monitor
the application of the guidelines through a
thorough analysis of randomly selected presen-
tence reports and other relevant information
(e.g., the addendum, plea agreement, and state-
ment of reasons). This analysis will assist in
determining areas of guideline application that
appear problematic. The project also serves to
assist in the development of amendments and
preparation of training materials.

During 1989, TAS stalf reviewed approximately
250 cases as part of a pilot study to assist in the
development of the quantitative and qualitative
case review methodology. This review provided
valuable information to the Probation Division’s
Regional Administrators for purposes of their
on-site reviews and in researching the "Ques-
tions Most Frequently Asked About the Sentenc-
ing Guidelines."

The Commission intends to complete a thorough
review of approximately 1,100 randomly
selected cases, representing 4 percent of all
cases sentenced under the guidelines between

August 1, 1989, and July 1, 1990. The case
review sample is drawn from the monitoring

56 Congress authorized the Commission to "monitor the performance of probation officers with regard to sentencing
recommendations, including application of the Sentencing Commission guidelines and policy statements;" and to
"issue instructions to probation officers concerning the application of Commission guidelines and policy statements"

(28 U.S.C. § 995(a) (9), (10)).
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unit’s 25 percent random sample used in the
compliance/departure study. By selecting a sub-
sample from the compliance/departure sample,
TAS has available detailed information on a
select number of cases, allowing in-depth

analysis of guideline application practices by the
field.

TAS stalf review up to five documents in each
case file: the presentence report, judgment of
conviction order, written plea agreement (if ap-
plicable), the statement of reasons, and the
guideline worksheets. Using the documents and
information provided, the staff make an assess-
ment of the appropriate offense level, Chapter
Three adjustments, criminal history category,
and subsequent sentencing range. This calcula-
tion is compared with the probation officer’s
application of the guidelines as identified in the
presentence report. Discrepancies are analyzed
to determine whether the probation officer’s
guideline application may be influenced by
stipulations in the plea agreement, local in-dis-
trict policies, case law decisions, apparent
misinterpretations of the guidelines, or over-
sights.

Probation Officers on Temporary Assignment

The Commission’s temporary assignment pro-
gram for probation officers, now in its second
year, has proved successful in promoting
guidelines education and providing a continuous
link between the Commission and f{ield officers.
The temporary duty consists of a minimum five-
week assignment at the Commission during
which officers help staff the hotline, become
involved in the amendment process, and assist
in case review, monitoring, and evaluation
projects. The Commission bears the cost of the
officer’s travel, per diem, and living expenses
during the temporary assignment.
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In 1989, 14 probation officers representing 11
districts participated in the program, including
officers from Eastern and Northern Texas, North-
ern Georgia, Maryland, Middle Louisiana, South
Dakota, Eastern Michigan, Middle Florida, Alas-
ka, Massachusetts, and Washington, D.C. The
participant’s home districts represent a diverse
geographical constituency and provide the Com-
mission with broad insight into sentencing prac-
tices in various regions. Both probation officers
and the Commission benefit from the temporary
assignment program. Officers quickly become
expert in guideline application and return to
their districts as valuable resource persons. The
Commission, through interaction with field of-
ficers who daily apply the guidelines, acquires a
better understanding of the practical concerns
confronting these officers.

Traiming

Congress has authorized the Commission to
"devise and conduct periodic training programs
of instruction in sentencing techniques for judi-
cial and probation personnel and other persons
connected with the sentencing process" (28
U.S.C. § 995(a)(18)). During 1989, the Commis-
sion developed and implemented a variety of
training programs for members of the federal
criminal justice system, including judges,
probation officers, prosecuting attorneys,
defense altorneys, investigative case agents, and
others.

The training programs and accompanying train-
ing materials are produced by the Training Unit,
composed of members of the Technical Assis-
tance Service (TAS) staff, the General Counsel’s
office, the Monitoring Unit, and the Communica-
tions Unit. The Commission recognizes that an
evolving guideline system, coupled with a steady
influx of new practitioners, produces an ongoing
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need for effective training programs and
materials.

Train-the-Trainer Seminars

In an effort to determine training needs, the
Commission convened working groups of judges
and probation officers in 1988 to help define
guideline training priorities. The first group in-
cluded 18 federal district and circuit court
judges plus representatives from the Federal
Judicial Center, Probation Division, and General
Counsel’s Office of the Administrative Office of
the U.S. Courts.

The second working group included 20 U.S.
probation officers from across the country and
representatives {rom the Probation Division and
General Counsel’s Office of the AO. In general,
both working groups were supportive of the
Train-the-Trainer concept and strongly advo-
cated the development of comprehensive train-
ing materials. The groups concluded that
nationwide training should be held as soon as
possible after the Supreme Court decision in
Mistretta v. United States.

The Federal Judicial Center requested that they
retain administrative supervision over training
for federal judges with the assurance that the
Commission would provide faculty when the
Center offered training on guideline application.
Thus, the Commission concentrated its ad-
vanced training efforts on probation officers,
prosecutors, and defense attorneys.

In response to the suggestions of working groups,
the Commission organized advanced Train-the-
Trainer seminars in five cities during the months

of March through May 1989:
e Kansas City, MO
® Nashville, TN
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® New Orleans, LA
o Phoenix, AZ
o Washington, D.C.

A total of 400 practitioners fromi the 12 circuits
attended the two-day seminars, including atleast
two probation officers, two assistant U.S. attor-
neys, and two federal defenders or private
defense attorneys from each district. The semi-
nars provided participants with intensive in-
struction on guideline application and in-depth
examination of the more complex issues of
relevant conduct and multiple count grouping.

The seminars were designed to further educate
the participants on proper guideline application
as well as provide them with training materials
that they could use tc instruct colleagues and
practitioners in their home districts. Each
trainer was furnished with a detailed Trainer’s
Manual that contained lecture outlines of several
substantive topic areas, visual aids to support the
lecture materials, and case examples, exercises,
and quizzes.

The Commission set aside $100,000 to help
defray travel expenses of probation officers
traveling from outlying areas to their main offices
to attend subsequent in-district training
programs conducted by participants at the
Commission’s Train-the-Trainer seminars.

In-District Training

In addition to conducting the Train-the-Trainer
seminar.., the Commission’s training staff
responded to numerous requests for assistance
at various in-district sessions. Throughout 1989,
individual Commissioners and staff lectured
widely on guideline application at training ses-
sions, academic seminars, judges’ meetings, and
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professional conferences. L. Russell Burress,
U.S. probation officer from South Carolina on
assignment to the Commission, continued his
role in 1989 as the Commission’s primary trainer
in guideline application.

In 1989, the Commission provided training to
approximately 3,650 individuals at 70 training
sessions across the country. These sessions were
attended by circuit and district judges, prcbation
officers, prosecutors, defense attorneys, inves-
tigative case agents, congressional staff mem-
bers, law clerks, and staff of other government
agencies.

Court Personnel

In 1989, the Commission routinely provided two
days of guideline application training to newly
appointed U.S. probation officers attending a
two-week orientation program in Baltimore, MD.
Additionally, Commission staff routinely
provided training to newly appointed assistant
U.S. attorneys who attended the Advocacy In-
stitute at the Department of Justice in

Washington, D.C.
Training Materials

The training staff designs exercises, visual aids,
and a variety of training materials to accom-
modate the educational needs of practitioners. In
addition to the Trainer’s Manual that was dis-
tributed at the Train-the-Trainer seminars in
1989, the Commission provided judges,
prosecutors, and defense attorneys with "Ques-
tions Most Frequently Asked About The Sen-
tencing Guidelines," and a summary of newly

enacted amendments entitled "Amendment
Highlights."
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Chapter Seven

Sentencing Guidelines
tor Organizations

In 1989, the Commission continued investigat-
ing the complex issue of drafting sentencing
guidelines for organizations convicted of federal
offenses.

Empirical Analysis

The research staff had earlier completed a
study of organizational sentencing in the federal
courts from 1984 to 1987. This study, facilitated
by material gathered by U.S. probation offices
across the country, provided information regard-
ing the types of offenses committed and the dis-
tribution of offenses among those types. Also, for
each type of offense the staff derived information
regarding the frequency of cases involving mul-
tiple organizations, the frequency of cases in-
volving individual codefendants, the frequency
with which various types of sanctions were im-
posed, the mean and median fine imposed, and
the mean and median ratio of fine plus restitution
to loss.

In 1989, the research staff conducted a more
detailed examination of organizational sentenc-
ing, fo using on the nature of organizational of-
fenses and defendants disposed of during 1988.
The analysis was based on data from case docu-
ments for organizations and individual codefen-
dants provided to the Commission by U.S.
probation offices.

Preliminary analysis of 1988 sentencing data
was based on 319 organizational offenders. Com-
pared to the earlier Commission study of or-

81

ganizational defendants disposed of during
1984-1987, monetary sanctions were substan-
tially larger in 1988, as were the average es-
timated monetary losses involved with the
offense. In 1988, the average estimated offense
loss was about $791,000 for all non-antitrust
organization offenders for whom loss could be
estimated; the average fine imposed on offenders
receiving that sanction was about $154,000; and
the restitution paid by offenders so sanctioned
was about $447,000. During 1984-1987, the
average estimated offense loss was about
$566,526 for all non-antitrust offenders for
whom loss could be estimated; offenders sen-
tenced to fines paid an average fine of about
$54,000; and the average restitution paid by
offenders so sanctioned was about $24.0,000.

The average ratio of monetary sanctions to es-
timated monetary loss (the multiple) was roughly
constant for offenders sentenced in 1988 and
during 1984-1987. For example, the average
fine multiple for non-antitrust offenders capable
of paying the loss was about 1.0 in 1984-1987
and about 1.1 in 1988. For these offenders, the
average fine plus restitution multiple was about
1.3 in 1984-1987 corapared with about 1.5 in
1988.

Further analyses are planned with respect to the
sanctions imposed on individual codefendants,
particularly with respect to how the sanctions
imposed on individuals relate to sanctions im-
posed on organizations.
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Publication of Preliminary Draf

Throughout the process of developing
guidelines for organizations, the Commission has
consulted with practitioners, members of the
business community, academicians, and experts

from various government agencies. Additionally,
a working group of private defense attorneys was
appointed by Chairman Wilkins in late 1988 to
advise the Commission regarding practical prin-
ciples for sentencing orgamizations.57 In its final
report to the Commission in May 1989, the
group, chaired by Joseph diGenova, provided
valuable insights into the development of a work-
able system to sanction illegal corporate be-
havior.

In light of this input and earlier public hearings
in New York and California, the Commission on
November 1, 1989, published for public com-
ment a Preliminary Draft of Sentencing
Guidelines for Organizational Defendants. The
draft, presented as a new chapter to the
Guidelines Manual, set forth two options for the
guideline section that would determine the fine
for most organizational defendants. Option I
would base the guideline fine range on the
greater of loss, gain, or an amount specified
based on the applicable offense level, with per-
centage adjustments based on applicable ag-
gravating or mitigating factors. Option II would
base the guideline fine range entirely upon the
applicable offense level, with offense level ad-
justments based on applicable aggravating or
mitigating factors. In some instances, the two
options may result in substantially different fine
levels.

57 Committee members included Ernest Gellhorn, Robert Jordan, Samuel Buffone, Carl Rauh, Bert Rein, Earl Silbert,
Win Swenson, Justin Thornton, and Victoria Toensing.
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Introduction and Footnotes to "1989 Guideline Sentences" Tables

Pursuant to statute, courts are required to forward sentencing information to the Commission on all
defendants sentenced pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984, except cases involving solely
petty offen- is. Standard information on each case is computerized for analysis using data from case
files received.

The "1989 Guideline Sentences" tables included in Appendix A were developed using the United
States Sentencing Commission’s data file, MON1289. This data file includes information on all
defendants sentenced under the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984 between January 19, 1989, and
December 31, 1989, for which data were received by the Commission as of February 28, 1990
(excluding petty offenses).

Given the nature of the data file and reporting requirements, the following types of cases are not
included in the data presented here: cases initiated but for which no convictions were obtained;
defendants convicted for which no sentences were yet issued; and defendants sentenced but for
which no data were submitted to the Commission,

The following information corresponds to the footnotes contained in the "1989 Guideline Sentences"
tables included in this appendix.

1 Total number of cases sentenced in 1989 pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act (excluding
petty offenses) for which the Commission received documentation by February 28, 1990.

Table-wide deletion was used to exclude cases missing information on any of the following
defendant characteristics: sex, race, age, or income. Information on sex, race, and income
are obtained from the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts’ FPSSIS data file; data on the
defendants’ ages are obtained from presentence reports. Currently, 93 percent of cases
received by the Commission match with the FPSSIS datafile, resuliing in available
information on most background variables. However, a failure to match with the FPSSIS file
results in missing information for many FPSSIS variables.

3 Information on the race of the defendant is obtained from the FPSSIS data file. FPSSIS
categories for race include ‘White,” ‘Black,” ‘White Hispanic,” ‘Black Hispanie,” ‘American
Indian or Alaskan Native,” and ‘Asian or Pacific Islander.” For purposes of this table, the
FPSSIS categories of ‘White Hispanic’ and ‘Black Hispanic’ have been combined into the
‘Hispanic’ category; as such the numbers reported underrepresent ‘Black’ defendants. The
‘Other’ category includes defendants whose FPSSIS categories are ‘American Indian or
Alaskan Native’ or ‘Asian or Pacific Islander.’

4 Age is calculated utilizing the date of birth of the defendant as reported in the presentence
report and the date of sentencing as reported in the Judgment of Conviction order. Age
therefore represents the age of the defendant on the day of sentencing.

5

Information on the defendant’s monthly income is obtained from the FPSSIS data file and
is defined as the defendant’s average gross monthly income to the nearest $50 for the months
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that the defendant was employed during the year prior to the "first appearance” for this
offense. Zero dollars are entered for persons with no income (whether unemployed, student,
etc.). The average monthly income includes an average for all defendants, including those
with no income.

Information on Mode of Conviction is obtained from the FPSSIS data file. Defendants
sentenced subsequent to a plea of guilty or nolo contendere are included in the ‘Plea’
category. Defendants sentenced subsequent to a trial by judge or jury are included in the
category ‘Trial’ category.

Information on Primary Offense is obtained from the FPSSIS data file. ‘Primary Offense’ is
considered the defendant’s most serious offense of conviction. Instructions tell the probation
officers to code as the ‘primary offense’ the offense for which the longest term of
imprisonment was imposed or, if equivalent terms were imposed, the offense carrying the
highest severity code in the latest edition of the "U.S. Title and Code Criminal Offense
Citations Manual." The Severity Code considers statutory maximum, type of crime, and
amount of potential fine (in that order) in making a comparative severity assessment.

FPSSIS primary offense codes have been collapsed into the offense categories provided.
‘Robbery’ includes bank, postal, and other robberies (FPSSIS codes 1100-1400). ‘Larceny’
includes all larcenies and thefts, except auto theft (FPSSIS codes 3100-3800).
‘Embezzlement’ includes bank, postal, and other embezzlements (FPSSIS codes 4100-4390).
‘Fraud’ includes all federal fraud offenses, except income tax fraud and citizenship and
immigration fraud (FPSSIS codes 5410-4999). This encompasses fraud involving lending and
credit institutions, banks, postal and interstate wire, veterans and allotments, bankruptcy,
securities and exchange, tax (except income tax), passports, credit cards, and computers.
‘Drug Offenses’ include all federal drug offenses (FPSSIS codes 6500-6800); this
encompasses importation, distribution, possession (including simple possession), use of a
communication facility, records offenses, manufacturing, and continuing criminal enterprise.
‘Counterfeiting’ includes federal counterfeiting and forgery offenses (FPSSIS codes 5500-
5800). ‘Firearms’ include all federal firearms and weapons offenses (FPSSIS codes 7800-
7830). ‘Immigration’ includes illegal entry or reentry and fraud involving citizenship and
immigration laws. ‘Other’ includes all offenses not mentioned above, such as homicide,
manslaughter, assault, kidnapping, auto theft, burglary, sex offenses, bribery, escape,
extortion, racketeering, gambling and lottery, agricultural and conservation offenses, antitrust
violations, food and drug offenses, environmental offenses, wildlife offenses, national defense
violations, obscene mail or material offenses, civil rights violations, customs law violations,
contempt, interstate commerce violations, labor violations, postal law violations, destruction
of federal property, perjury, threats of public officials, traffic offenses, and other less
frequently sentenced federal offenses

Cases included in the sentence by primary offenise category are Sentencing Reform Act cases
with available FPSSIS primary offense codes and sentencing information. Any difference
between this total and the total number of cases received is attributable to one or more of
the following reasons: mixed law case, missing FPSSIS primary offense category, or missing
sentencing information.
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All percentages included in this table are of the total cases reflected in this column. Cases
in the ‘Total Receiving Prison,” ‘Total Receiving Probation,” and ‘Other Cases’ categories
total 100% of all cases; however, ‘Cases Involving Fines and Restitution’ will overlap with
the other categories because fines and restitution may be ordered in conjunction with other
sentences.

Sentencing information is obtained from the Judgment of Conviction order. The ‘Total
Receiving Prison’ includes the number of defendants sentenced (and percent of ‘Total
Cases’) receiving a commitment to the Bureau of Prisons. This column includes those
receiving ‘Prison plus Supervised Release’, ‘Prison Only,’” and the ‘New Split Sentence.’

Sentencing information is obtained from the Judgment of Conviction order. The ‘New Split
Sentence’ is a term used for a new sentence under the Sentencing Reform Act and
guidelines. This involves a term of imprisonment of a least half of the minimum of the
guideline range followed by a term of supervised release that includes a condition of a term
of community confinement or home detention. Under the guidelines, the ‘new split sentence’
is authorized if the minimum of the guideline range is ten months or less.

Sentencing information is obtained from the Judgment of Conviction order. The ‘Average
Months Prison’ is the mean term of imprisonment of all cases for which a prison term was
ordered; cases that received no term of imprisonment are not included in calculation of the
average. Life sentences have been included in the calculation as 360 months.

The number of cases upon which the mean is calculated equals the number of cases
included in the distribution table described in footnote 12. Any difference between this
number and the number included in the ‘Total Receiving Prison’ column is due to missing
information on the exact length of the term ordered. In most cases for which the exact term
is unknown, the Judgment of Conviction merely specified a sentence to ‘time served.’

Sentencing information is obtained from the Judgment of Conviction order. Life sentences
have been included in the category ‘Over 60.” Any sentences to a partial month have been
rounded to the next highest month. Any difference between the number included in this
table and the number included in the ‘Total Receiving Prison’ column is due to missing
information on the exact length of the term ordered. In most cases for which the exact term
is unknown, the Judgment of Conviction merely specifies a sentence to ‘time served.’

Sentencing information is obtained from the Judgment of Conviction order. The ‘Total
Receiving Probation’ column includes the number of defendants sentenced (and the percent
of ‘Total Cases’) who received a term of probation with or without a condition of community
confinement, intermittent confinement, or home detention. This column also represents the
total of the ‘Probation Only’ and ‘Probation plus Confinement’ columns.

Sentencing information is obtained from the Judgment of Conviction order. ‘Probation plus
Confinement’ includes defendants sentenced who received a term of probation with a
condition of community confinement, intermittent confinement, or home detention. This
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sentence is authorized under the guidelines if the minimum of the guideline range is six
months or less.

Sentencing information is obtained from the Judgment of Conviction order. ‘Other Cases’
includes cases that received an economic sanction only, supervised release only, or a
suspended prison term. Cases in the ‘Total Receiving Prison,’” ‘Total Receiving Probation,’
and ‘Other Cases’ categories total 100% of cases; ‘Cases Involving Fines and Restitution’
will overlap with the other categories because fines and restitution may be ordered in
conjunction with other sentences imposed.

Fine and Restitution information is obtained from the Judgment of Conviction order. The
‘Total Receiving Fines and Restitution’ column includes the number of cases (and the
percent of ‘Total Cases’) that were ordered to pay a fine, restitution, or both a fine and
restitution. ‘Cases Involving Fines and Restitution’ will overlap with other sentencing
categories included in this table because fines and restitution may be ordered in conjunction
with other sentences imposed.

Fine and Restitution information is obtained from the Judgment of Conviction order. The
‘Average Dollar Amount’ is the mean dollar amount of the fine plus the restitution ordered
for cases involving economic sanctions; cases that received no fine or restitution are not
included in calculation of the average. The number of cases upon which the average is based
may not equal the ‘Total Receiving Fines and Restitution;’ this is due to the failure of some
Judgment of Conviction orders to specify the dollar amount ordered.

Footnotes to "Sclected Federal Criminal Justice Indicators"
and "Selected Demographic Indicators"

Cities are listed in order of number of offenders having sentencing guideline documentation

submitted to the USSC.

Source: Brownson, A.L. (1989), 1990 Judicial Staff Directory. Includes active and senior
district judges as of 11/4/89.

Source: Executive Office of U.S. Attorneys, Office of Personnel. Represents all attorneys
designated as of 5/90 as members of criminal, drug task force, narcotics, savings and loan,
and strike force units. The Executive Office estimates that attorneys assigned to lands and
general units in 1989 spent 70 percent of their time doing criminal work. Therefore, the total
represents 70 percent of the personnel in those twe units.

Source: Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, Defender Services Division. Represents FY
1990 and includes members of community defeader organizations.

Source: Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts. (1989). Directory of U.S. Probation and
Pretrial Services Officers. Does not include pretrial services officers.
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Source: Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts. (1989). Federal Court Management
Statistics: 1989. Represents year ending 6/30/89.

Source: Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts. Tables of Criminal Cases and Defendants:
Year Ended 6/30/89. Table D-3. Represents felony and misdemeanor cases.

Represents 1980 population. Source for all federal judicial districts except Puerto Rico and
the Virgin Islands: U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census. (1988). City
County Data Book. Source for Puerto Rico: U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the
Census. (June, 1982). Characteristics of the Population, 1980 Census of Population. "Number
of Inhabitants," part 53, vol.1, chapter A. Source for the Virgin Islands: U.S. Department of
Commerce, Bureau of the Census. (November, 1982). Characteristics of the Population, 1980
Census of Population. "Number of Inhabitants," part 55, vol.1, chapter A, Table 2.

Represents 1980 population. For sources see Footnote 8.

Represents 1984 population. Source for all federal judicial districts except Puerto Rico and
the Virgin Islands: U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census. (1988). City
County Data Book. Source for Puerto Rico: U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the
Census. (May, 1983). Characteristics of the Population, 1980 Census of Population. "General
Population Characteristics," part 53, vol.1, chapter B. Source for the Virgin Islands: U.S.
Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census. (April, 1983). Characteristics of the

Population, 1980 Census of Population. "General Population Characteristics," part 55, vol.1,
chapter B, Table 14.

Represents 1985 for all federal judicial districts except Puerto Rico. Source for all districts
except Puerto Rico: U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census. (1988). City
County Data Book. Represents 1985. Data derived from U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current
Population Reports, Series P-26. Represents 1979 for Puerto Rico. Source: U.S. Department
of Commerce, Bureau of the Census. (February, 1984). Characteristics of the Population,
1980 Census of Population. "General Social and Economic Characteristics,”" part 53A, vol.1,

chapter C, Table 54.

Represents 1986. Source: U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census. (1988). City
County Data Book. Based on total civilian labor force. Data derived from U.S. Bureau of
Labor Statistics, Employment and Unemployment for States and Local Areas, annual.

Source for all federal judicial districts except Puerto Rico: U.S. Department of Commerce,
Bureau of the Census. (1988). City County Data Book. Nonfarm employment estimated as
the sum of the number of persons employed in private nonfarm establishments (excluding
self-employed persons, domestic service workers, railroad workers jointly covered by Sccial
Security and railroad retirement programs, workers on oceanborne vessels, and workers in
foreign countries), 1985; the number of persons employed in local government, 1982; and
the number of civilians employed in federal government, 1984. Source for Puerto Rico: U.S.
Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census. (September, 1984). Characteristics of the
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Population, 1980 Census of Population. "Detailed Population Characteristics," part 53, vol.1,
chapter D, Table 122A,B,C.

Represents employees of financial, real estate, and insurance establishments,

Represents 1982, Source: U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census. (1988). City
County Data Book. Data derived from U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1982 Census of
Agriculture, State and County Data, Series AC82-A. The acreage designated as "land in
farms" consists primarily of agricultural land used for crops, pasture, or grazing. It also
includes woodland and wasteland not actually under cultivation or used for pasture or
grazing, provided it was part of the farm operator’s total operation. All land in Indian
reservations used for growing crops or grazing livestock is included as land in farms.

Represents 1985. Source: U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census. (1988). City
County Data Book. Data derived from FBI unpublished data through the Uniform Crime
Reporting Program. Eight offenses, because of their seriousness, frequency of occurrence,
pervasiveness in all geographic areas of the country, and likelihood of being reported to the
police, serve as an index for evaluating fluctuations in the volume and rate of crime. These
crimes, known jointly as the Crime Index, include the violent crimes of murder and non-
negligent manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery, and aggravated assault; the property crimes
of burglary, larceny-theft, and motor vehicle theft; and arson.

Represents 1981-82. Source: U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census. (1988).
City County Data Book. Data derived from U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1977 and 1982
Census of Governments, Governmental Finances, Compendium of Government finances,
Series GC77(4)-5 and GC82(4)-5. Direct general expenditure comprises all expenditures of
the local governments, excluding utility, liquor stores, and insurance trust expenditures and
any intergovernmental transfers.

Covers support of and assistance to needy persons contingent upon their needs. Includes
cash assistance, vendor payments made directly to private purveyors for commodities and
services provided under welfare programs, welfare institutions, payments to other
governments for welfare purposes, amounts for administration, and support of private welfare
agencies and other public welfare services.




SUMMARY COURT AND DEMOGRAPHIC STATISTICS

SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS

MINIMUM MAXIMUM MEDIAN MEAN
POPULATION
Population® 402,000 11,951,678 1,873,348 2,514,897
Population per square mile' 7 10,133.8 90.1 3290.8
Age Distribution"'
Percent age 0-14 15.0 31.7 21.1 20.8
Population age 15-24 11.0 20.0 16.4 16.2
Population age 25-34 10.8 25.1 16.4 16.4
Population age 35-44 7.8 14.9 12.3 12.0
Population age 45-64 11.3 222 17.4 17.3
Population age 65+ 3.2 18.8 10.7 10.7
ECONOMIC
Income per capita’ $6,775 $14,090 $9,869 $10.,165
Percent unemployed® 2.8 14.5 7.2 7.5
Distribution of Nonfarm
Employment™
Percent manufacturing 2.9 38.2 20.7 20.1
Percent retail 8.3 24.7 18.8 18.6
Percent finance" 3.5 17.7 55 5.8
Percent service 12.2 44.8 21.8 22,0
Percent government 5.0 41.8 13.3 14.3
Percent other 71 32.4 18.7 19.3
Percent acreage in farms'® 0.0 93.0 39.3 43.6
OTHER
Crime rate (per 100,000 1,445 9,337 4,332 4,645
population)"”
Per Capita Local Expenditure'®
Police Protection $20.71 $200.69 $48.51 $53.70
Elementary and secondary $289.96 $1,055.00 $437.35 $450.89
education
Health and hospitals $ 84 $321.80 $87.90 $92.75
Public welfare" $.00 $546.01 $7.69 $41.92
Highways $13.10 $186.89 $57.48 $66.26




SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

MINIMUM MAXIMUM MEDIAN MEAN
NUMBER OF COURT
PROFESSIONALS
Judges? 1 39 6 8
Assistant U.S. Attorneys® 2 172 12 25
Assistant Federal Defenders’ 1 25 6 7
Probation Officers® 2 106 15 22
CASES FILED
Civil® 51 10,258 1,831 2,482
Criminal’ 16 2,602 301 477

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators,” page A-1.




NATIONAL DATA

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS i CASES FILED

Judges? 753 | Civil° 233,283
AUSAs® 2,285 | Criminal’ 44,891
Assistant Federal Defenders* 333
Probation Officers® 2,067

SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATCRS

farms'

POPULATION ECONOMIC
Total Population® 226,546,000 | Income per Capita" $ 10,797 | Crime Rate'®
(per 100,000
Population per 64.0 | Percent 7.0 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 22.0 Percent Mig. 20.8 | Police Proiection $ 60.34
Percent Age 15-24 17.0 Percent Retail 18.0 | Elementary and $451.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Aje 25-34 17.5 Percent Finance" 6.4 | Heaith & $92.22
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 129 | Percent Service 23.1 | Public Welfare' $63.75
Percent Age 45-64 19.0 Percent Govt. 13.1 | Highways $ 62,62
Percent Age 65+ 1.7 Percent Other 18.6
Percent acreage in 43.6

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES NATIONAL DATA

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
21,180 575 1,264 1,870 1,71 1,816 2,027 1,834 1,885 2,075 2,089 2,089 1,965
6,8
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS TYPE OF CONVICTION™
TOTALZA race? Average
SEX Average Monthly
N Col% White Black Hispanic Cther Age Income® Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 19,244 (100,0) 8,468 (44.0) 5,184 (26.9) 5,008 (26.0) 584 (3.0) 331 $778 19,651 100.0
MALE 16,323 (84.8) 7,099 4,214 4,538 474 332 $ 807 17,230 87.7
FEMALE 2,921 (15.2) 1,369 970 472 110 328 $ 613 2,421 12.3
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
7 Recelvin
OFFENSE TOTAL p,|son9g Prison + Prison New Split Average 2D
cases®C Supervised Only Sentence!? Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)'%
Release Prison
N Rows N Row% N  Row% N Row% N FRow% 1412 13-24 25.36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL 19,108 (100.0) 15,375 (80.5) 14,358 (75.1) 659 (3.5) 358 (1.9) 57 3,842 2,813 1,670 2,449 4,421
Robbery 824 (100.0) 818 (99.3) 794 (96.4) 14 (1.7) 10 (1.2) g2 8 50 138 264 356
Larceny 1,197 (100.0) 563 (47.0) 485 (40.5) 49 (4.1) 29 (2.4) 20 325 125 50 kx| 27
Embezzlement 738 (100.0) 211 (28.6) 179 (24.3) 7(1.0) 25 (3.4) 10 160 a7 12 2 0
Fraud 1,569 (100.0) 941 (60.0) 796 (50.7) 91 (5.8) 54 (3.4) 15 555 251 56 a5 14
Drug Offenses 9,530. (100.0) 8,851 (92.9) 8,582 (90.1) 157 (1.7) 112 (1.2) 74 1,052 1,084 1,047 1,701 3,662
Counterfeiting 711 (100.0) 453 (63.7) 396 (55.7) 37 (5.2) 20 (2.8) 18 259 122 40 25 5
Firearms 1,135 (100.0) 945 (83,3) 866 (76.9) 59 (5.2) 20 (1.8) 43 317 285 64 129 148
Immigration 1,244 {100.0) 999 (80.3) 853 (68.6) 136 (10.9) 10 (0.8) 10 742 210 26 10 0
Other 2,160 (100.0) 1,594 (73.8) 1,407 {65.1) 109 (5.1) 78 {3.8) 41 524 369 237 240 21
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
CASES'® -
PRIMARY I Total TYPE OF SENTENCE Total TYPE OF SENTENCE Average
OFFENSE Receivin Recelving Fines Dollar
Propation Probation + and Restitution Amount!?
Probation Only Confinement Fine Restitution
N Row% N Row% N Row% N Rowd% N Row% Only Only Both
TOTAL 3,666 (19.2) 2,599 (13.6) 1,067 (5.6) 67 (0.8) 6,325 (33.1) 3,738 2,079 s1C $18,708
Robbery 6 (0.7) 4 {0.5) 2(0.2) 0 (0.0) 374 (45.4) 25 335 14 $7,739
Larceny 811 (51.0) 500 (41.8) 111 (8.9) 23 {1.9) 856 (71.5) 38t 359 116 $9,220
Embezzlement 524 (71.0) 384 (52.0) 140 {19.0) 3 (0.4) 530 (71.8) 136 339 55 $ 23,308
Fraud 618 (39.4) 437 (27.9) 181 (11.5) 10 (0.6) 930 (58.9) 275 516 139 $ 41,830
Drug Offenses 668 (7.0) 479 (5.0) 189 (2.0) 11 (0.1) 1,830 (20.3) 1,745 143 a2 $ 21,307
Counterfeiting 258 (36.3) 152 (21.4) 106 (14.9) 0 (0.0) 321 (45.2) 119 150 52 $ 3,111
Firearms | 189 (16.7) 104 {9.2) 85 (7.5) 1 (0.1) 300 (26.4) 276 17 7 $ 4,37
Immigration —u 240 {19.3) 131 {10.5) 109 {8.8) 5 (0.4) 222 (17.9) 188 18 18 $2,923
Other " 552 (25.6) 408 (18.9) 144 (8.7) 14 (0.7) 862 (39.9) 591 204 87 $ 14,701

A complete descﬂptlon of data provlded ] thls table Is presen!ed in the “Iniroduclion and Footnotes fo'1089 Guldellne Sentences Tables,” page A-1; Addlllona! information specmc
E fo this table only Is provided below:

‘A Of the 21,180 cases received, 1,948 are excluded from this table due to missing Information on one or more of the foliowing defendarnt charac(ensllcs' sex (1 ,590), tace {1,625),
: age (548), or income {1,661).
3 ot the 21,180 cases recelved, 1,539 are excluded from this table due te missing Information on type of conviction,

Of the 21,190 cases recelved, 2,082 were excluded from this table due lo one or more of the following reasons; mixed [aw case {254}, mlssing FPSSIS primary offénse category i
{1,5685), or missing sentencing Information (323).

Of the 15,375 cases rocelvlng prison lerms, 80 have been excluded from the average and distribution of *Length of Prison Term" due to missing lnformaﬂon on lenglh of term
- ordered,

-Ot the 6,325 to!a! cases that recelved fines and/or restitution, 353 are excluded from the average dollar amount calculallon due to missing dollar amount,

f SOURCE: U.S, SENTENCING COMMISSION, 1289 DATA FILE, MON1289




ALABAMA, Northern

11th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Birmingham (5) Florence
(2) Huntsville (6) Tuscaloosa
(3) Talladega
(4) Gadsden
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS | CASES FILED
Judges® 10 | Civil® 3,084
AUSAs® 19 | Criminal’ 312
Assistant Federal Defenders* -
Probation Officers® 24
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 2,274,74'i | Income per Capita' $9,060 | Crime Rate' 3,924
(per 100,000
Population per 102.0 | Percent g.7 | population)
Square Mile® Unemployed®”
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT"™ LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 21.3 Percent Mfg. 25.1 | Police Protection $ 40.30
Percent Age 15-24 16.1 Percent Retail 16.8 | Elementary and $ 326.68
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 15.8 Percent Finance" 5.0 | Health & $ 151.21
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.3 | Percent Service 18.1 | Public Welfare™ $ 3.68
Percent Age 45-64 18.1 Percent Govt. 15.8 | Highways $ 57.20
Percent Age 65+ 11.0 Percent Other 19.3
Percent acreage in 30.2

farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES Alabama, Northern

| CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'
| TOTAL -’89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
l 172 9 7 6 19 23 9 20 9 20 30 18 2
} DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
’ TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\;\eg;:? ° m:g::g; Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 163 (100.0) 88 (54.0) 70 (42.9) 2(1.2) 3(1.8) 33,6 $9558 || TOTAL 164 100.0
MALE 120 (73.6) 65 53 2 0 333 $1,153.1 PLEA 150 91.5
FEMALE 43 (26.9) 23 17 0 3 346 $405.2 || TRIAL 14 8.5
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE' TOTAL CASES® H;f:::;g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"
Release Prison'
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL 154 (100.0) 92 (59,7) 86 (55.8) 2(1.3) 4(2.6) 65 24 23 5 14 26
Robbery 8 (00.0) 8 (100.0) 8 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 105 2 1 0 1 4
Larceny 33 (100.0) 9 (27.9) 6 (18,2 1(3.0) 2(6.1) 17 6 1 1 1 0
Embezzlement 7 (100.0) 1(14.3) 1(14.3) 0(0.0) 6 (0.0) 15 0 1 0 0 0
Fraud 10 (100.0) 4 {40.0) 4 (40.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 10 3 1 0 0 0
Drug Ofienses 50 (100.0) 37 (74.0) 36 (72.0) 0(0.0) 1(2.0) 100 4 5 3 7 18
Counterfeiting 11 (100.0) 7 (63.6) 7 (63.6) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 20 3 2 0 2 0
Firearms 13 (100.0) 9 (69.2) 9 (69.2) 0 (0,0) 0(0.0) 87 0 4 0 1 4
Immigration 0 (100.0) 0{-) 0{) 0(-) 0(-) 0 0 0 0 0
Other 22 (100.0) 17 (77.3} 15 (68.2) 1 (4.6) 1 (4.6) 17 6 8 1 2 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEI?5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Receiving Fines Average
Probation" Probation + and Restitution’ Dotiar Amount'’
Probation Only Confinement'! Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 60 (39.0) 40 (26.0) 20 {13.0) 2(1.3) 75 (48.7) 38 3 6 $ 10,263 (72)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 3(37.5) 0 3 0 $ 20,039 (3)
Larceny 22 (66.7) 19 (57.6) 3(9.1) 2(6.1) 20 (60.6) 13 6 1 $ 788 (19)
Embezzlement 6 (85.7) 4(574) 2 (28.6) 0 (0.0) 5 (71.4) 0 5 0 $ 8,125 (4)
Fraud 6 {60.0) 4 (40.0) 2 (20.0) 0{0.0) 9 (90.0) 1 8 0 $ 6,027 (9)
Drug Offenses 13 (26.0) 5 (10.0) 8 (16.0) 0(0.0) 14 (28.0) 14 0 0 $ 29,889 (14)
Counterfeiting 4 (36.4) 2(18.2) 2 (18.2) 0(0.0) 8 (72.7) 2 3 3 $ 1,432 (8)
Firearms 4(30.8) 3 (23.1) 1{7.7) 0 (0.0) 3(23.1) 3 0 0 $ 733 (3)
immigration 0(-) 0() 0{-) 0{) 0(-) 0 0 0 = (0)
Other 5(22.7) 3(13.6) 2(9.1) 0{0.0) 13 (59.1) 5 6 2 $ 12,081 (12)
complete escription of data provided in this table is presemed in the "Introduction and Footnotes o '1989 Guideline Sentences’
g Tables,” page A-1.
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




ALABAMA, Middle

11th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Montgomery
(2) Dothan
(8) Opelika
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 4 | Civil® 1,451
AUSAs® 8 | Criminal’ 265
Assistant Federal Defenders* -
Probation Officers® 8
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POFULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 913,012 | Income per Capita" $ 8,244 | Crime Rate' 3,547
(per 100,000
Population per 59.4 | Percent 8.7 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'?
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT™ LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 21.9 Percent Mfg. 26.4 | Pclice Protection $ 36.32
Percent Age 15-24 16.4 Percent Retail 16.9 | Elementary and $ 318.67
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 14.8 | Percent Finance" 4.3 { Health & $ 114.66
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 11,6 | Percent Service 16.5 | Public Welfare' $1.95
Percent Age 45-64 17.2 Percent Govt. 16.4 | Highways $ 54.35
Percent Age 65+ 111 Percent Other 19.4
Percent acreage in 38.0
farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Alabama, Middle

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
112 3 8 12 18 8 10 ‘ 3 9 7 5 5 24
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N {Col %) White Black Hispanic Other Af;:? ° lhrl::gr(:g; Number Col %
TOTAL {(Row%) 108 (100.0) 42 (38.9) 55 (50.9) 7 (6,5) 4(3.7) 314 $ 619 TOTAL 108 100.0
MALE 76 (70.4) 31 33 5 i 31.0 $ 695.0 PLEA 90 83.3
FEMALE 32 (29.8) 1 16 2 3 324 $438.8 TRIAL 18 16,7
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R:::;i;/:‘r;g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED. (months)"
Release Prison"!
N (Row?%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 26.36 37-60 | Over60
TOTAL 108 (100.0) 57 (52.8) 50 (46.3) 5 (4.6) 2(1.9) 20 26 18 7 5 1
Robbery 0 {(100.0) 0(-) 0(-) 0 () 0 () 0 0 0 o o
Larceny 24 (100.0) 6 (25.0) 4 (16.7) 2 (8.3} 0 (0.0) 9 4 2 0 [¢] 0
Embezzlement 3 (100.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0 0 (0.0) ‘ 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 [ o
Fraud 15 (100.0) 4126.7) 3 (20.0) 0(0.0) 1(6.7) 14 1 3 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 38 (100.0) 28 (73.7) 28 (73.7) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 25 8 10 6 3 1
Counterfeiting 7.(100.0) 3(42.9) 3 (42.9) 0(0.0) 0(0,0) 8 3 0 0 ] 0
Firearms 6 (100.0) 4(86.7) 3 (50.0) 1(16.7) 0(0.0) 25 2 1 0 1 0
immigration 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0} 1 (100.0) 0 {0.0) 6 1 [¢] 0 ] 0
Other 14 (100.0) 11 (78.6) 9 (54.3) 1(7.9) 1 (7.1) 17 7 2 1 1 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEFL CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Totat TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Flnes Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution'® Doltar Amount'”
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N {Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ N
TOTAL 50 (46.3) 36 (33.3) 14 (13.0) 1(0.9) 60 (55.6) 43 14 3 $1,460 (60)
Robbery 0(-) 0 () 0() 0(-) 0(-) 0 0 o -~ {(0)
Larceny 17 (70.8) 15 {62.5) 2(8.3) 1(4.2) 21 (87.5) 20 1 0 $ 1,444 21)
Embezzlement 3 (100.0) 2 (66.7) 1 (33.3) 0(0.0) 2(66.7) 1 1 0 $718 (2)
Fraud 11 (73.3) 7 {48.7) 4 (26.7) 0(0.0) 13 (86.7) 2 1" 0 $ 1,114 (13)
Drug Offenses 10 (26.3) 9(23.7) 1 (2.6) 0(0.0) 13 (34.2) 13 0 0 $ 2,023 (13)
Counterfeiting 4(57.1) 1(14.3) 3 (42.9) 0(0.0) 4 (57.1) 1 1 2 $ 498 (4)
Firearms 2 (33.3) 0(0.0) 2(33.3) 0(0.0) 3 {50.0) 3 0 0 $2,333 (3)
Immigration 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) o 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Other 3(21.9) 2 (14.3) 1(7/T 0(0.0) 4 (28.6) 3 0 i $ 1,514 (4)

A complete description of data provided in this table Is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'

j Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




ALABAMA, Southern

11th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Mobile
(2) Selma
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
{
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 5 | civilf 1,022
AUSAS® 9 | Criminal’ 199
Assistant Federal Defenders* -
Probation Officers® 11
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 706,272 | Income per Capita"' $7,999 | Crime Rate® 4,336
(per 100,000
Population per 54,0 | Percent 14.7 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 21.7 Percent Mfg. 21.5 | Police Protection $ 40.99
Percent Age 15-24 14.7 Percent Retail 19.1 | Elementary and $ 322,74
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 14.3 Percent Finance' 5.2 | Health & $ 69.90
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 10.5 Percent Service 19.0 | Public Welfare' $ .66
Percent Age 45-64 15.7 Percent Govt. 12.7 | Highways $52.23
Percent Age 65+ 9.8 Percent Other 225
Percent acreage in 25.7

farms'

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Alabama, Southern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)*

TOTAL -’89 Jan Féb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
160 3 5 17 17 22 13 25 16 5 17 11 8
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? ' Average
i N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other vl ol B Nomter | col%
TOTAL (Row%) 140 (100.0) 68 (48.6) 71 (50.7) 0(0.0) 140.7) 33.8 $6506 | TOTAL 146 100.0
MALE 102 (72,9) 47 54 0 1 35,1 $ 786.0 PLEA 112 76.7
FEMALE 38 (27.1) 21 17 a 0 30.4 $287.2 TRIAL 34 28.3
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® H::;l:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)*2
Release Prison"
N (Row%) N  {Row%) N (Row%) N  (Row%} N {Row%) 1-12 13.24 25.36 37-60 QOver 60
TOTAL 139 (100.0) 109 (768.4) 103 (74.1) 6 (4.3) 0 (0.0) 72 34 16 7 10 38
Robbery 5 (100,0) 5 (1000} 5 (100.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 164 1 0 0 0 4
Larceny 10 (100.0) 6 (60.0) 6 (60.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 12 4 2 Q 0 [¢]
Embezzlement 6 (100.0) 1(16.7) 1 (16.7) 0 {0.0) 0 {0.0) 2 1 0 Q 0 0
Fraud 28 (100.0) 13 (46.4) 12 (42.9) 1 (3.6) 0{0.0) 6 13 0 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 65 (100.0) 62 (95.4) 60 (92.3) 2(3.1) 0 (0.0} 102 5 10 5 7 32
Counterfeiting 2 (100.0) 1(50.0) 1 (50.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 1 0 0 0 0
Firearms 16 (100.0) 14 (87.5) 11 (68.8) 3(18.8) 0 (0.0) 31 4 4 1 3 1
Immigration 0(100.0) 0 0(-) 0 (-} 0(-) 0 0 0 0 0
Other 7 (100.0) 7 (100.0) 7 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 27 5 0 1 \] 1
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEF‘!5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Receiving Fines Average
Probation" Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount"”
Probation Only Continement Fine Restltution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N
TOTAL 30 (21.6) 25 (18.0) 5 (3.6) 0 (0.0) 49 (35.3) 12 35 2 $ 75,703 (41)
Robbery 0 {0.0) 0{0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (60.0) 2 1 "] $ 20,703 (3)
Larceny 4 (40.0) 4 (40.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0} 6 (60.0) (4] 4 2 $ 2,483 (5)
Embezziement 5(83.3) 2(33.3) 3 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 5 (83.3) 0 5 0 $ 15,882 (4)
Fraud 15 (53.6) 14 (50.0) 1{3.6) 0(0.0) 25 (89.3) 2 23 0 $ 5,300 (19)
Drug Offenses 3 (4.6) 3 (4.6) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 8 (12.3) 6 2 0 $ 356,573 (8)
Counterfeiting 1 (50.0) 1(50.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - (0}
Firearms 2 (12.5) 1(6.3) 1(6.3) 0(0.0) 1(6.3) 1 0 4 $2,500 (1)
Immigration () 0(-) 0(-) 0{) 0(-) 0 0 0 - {0)
Other 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 1(14.3) 1 0 0 $ 10,000 (1)

E A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the “Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’

Tables," page A-1.

B SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




ALASKA
9th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) Anchorage
(2) Fairbanks
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT‘PROFESSIONALS | CASES FILED
Judges?® 4 | Civif® 638
AUSAs® 8 § Criminal’ 192
Assistant Federal Defenders* .
Probation Officers® 6
i
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 402,000 | Income per Capita" % 13,650 1 Crime Fiate' 5,819
: (per 100,000
Population per .7 | Percent 10.8 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 25.7 Percent Mfg. 4.1 Police Protectlon $167.21
Percent Age 15-24 18.7 Percent Retail 18.7 | Elementaty and $ 1,055.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 25.1 | Percent Finance 5.8 | Health & % 114.75
Hospitals '
Percent Age 35-44 14.9 | Percent Service 21.8 | Public Welfare' $ 6.56
Percent Age 45-64 124 Percent Govt. 20.0 | Highways $ 186.88
Percent Age 65+ 3.2 Percent Other 29.7
Percent acreage in 4

farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Fooinotes to Selected Court anc Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Alaska

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Qct Nov Dec
52 1 2 8 5 3 6 2 10 2 4 6 5
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? - RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\::::? ¢ Ihr"\lggrl:ala); Number Col%
TOTAL (Row%) 20 (100.0) 8 (40.0) 6 (30.0) 5 (25.0) 1 (5.0) 352 $14667 || TOTAL 20 100,0
MALE 19 (95.0) 7 6 5 1 356 $1,412,3 PLEA 12 60.0
FEMALE 1 (5.0) 1 0 0 0 29.0 $2,5000 {| TRIAL 86 40.0
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® Hg:;l:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"
Release Prison™
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) | N (Row%) 112 | 1324 | 253 | 8760 | Over60
TOTAL 20 (100.0) 17 (85.0) 14 (70.0) 2 (10.0) 1(5.0) 33 8 2 2 1 4
Rohbery 1 (100.0) 1 {100,0) 1 {100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 27 0 0 1 0 0
Larceny 5 (100.0) 4 (80.0) 3 {60.0) 0(0.0) 1 (20.0) 10 4 0 0 0 0
Embezzlement 0(100.0) 0 () 0(-) 0 0 () 0 0 0 0 0
Fraud 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 15 0 1 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 5 (100,0) 5 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 87 0 1 0 1 ]
Counterfeiting 0 (100.0) 0(-) 04~ 0¢{-) 0(} 0 0 0 0 1
Firearms 4 (100.0) 3(75.0) 2 (50.0) 1 (25.0) 0(0.0) 34 2 0 0 0 1
Immigration 0 (100.0) 0 0 () 0(-) 0 (- 0 0 0 0
Other 4 (100.0) 3 (75.0) 2 (50.0) 1(25.0) 0(0.0) 13 2 0 i 0 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHI‘:‘R5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES! Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probation" Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount”
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N}
TOTAL 3(15.0) 1(5.0) 2(10.0) 0(0.0) 14 (70.0) 10 1 3 $ 13,987 (12)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (100,0) 0 1 0 $7,624 (1)
Larceny 1(20.0) 1 {20.0} 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 5 (100,0) 3 0 2 $2,833(3)
Embezzlement 0(-) 0() 0(-) 0(-) 0 () 0 0 o - (0)
Fraud 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) B 0 (0.9) 1 (100.0) 0 0 1 $ 387,248 (1)
Drug Offenses 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 {20.0) 1 0 0 $ 4,400 (1)
Counterfeiting 0(-) 0{-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0 0 0 - {0)
Firearms 1(25.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (25.0) 0 {0.0) 3 (75.0) 3 0 0 $29,759 (3)
Immigration 0(~) 0 () 04~ 0(~) 0(-) 0 0 0 - (0)
Other 1 (25.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (25.0) 0(0.0) 3 (75.0) 3 0 0 $ 6,933 (3)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
Tables," page A-1,

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




ARIZONA
9th Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:,

) Tuscon

) Phoenix

) Southside
)

(1
(2
(8
(4) Northside

(6) Sierra-Vista
(6) Yuma
(7) Glendale

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 10 | Civil° 3,008
AUSAS® 39 | Criminz? 1,012
Assistant Federal Defenders’ 14
Probation Officers® 39
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
TLTotal Population® 2,718,000 | Income per Capita" $ 10,561 | Crime Rate'® 6,902
{per 100,000
Population per 23.9 | Percent 6.9 | population)
Square Mile® Unemployed*
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"Y
Percent Age 0-14 22,7 Percent Mfg. 14.4 | Police Protection $ 76.17
Percent Age 15-24 1714 Percent Retail 20.2 | Elementary and $ 453.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 16.8 | Percent Finance' 6.4 | Health & $ 64.45
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.5 | Percent Service 23.6 | Public Welfare' $23.44
Percent Age 45-64 18.8 Percent Govt, 13.3 | Highways $69.14
Percent Age 65+ 12.1 Percent Other 22,2
Percent acreage in 52.0
farms'

A complete description of data provided In this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Arizona

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Aprt May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov vec
511 1 8 it 74 56 66 7 52 51 61 a8 22
DEM(IGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\:z:? ¢ m::::g; Number Colf %
TOTAL (Row%) 471 (100.0) 97 (20.6) 19.(4.0) 320 (67.9) 35 (7.4) 30.9 $489.4 TOTAL 474 100.G
MALE 430 (91.3) 80 19 298 33 307 $485.2 PLEA 434 91.6
FEMALE 41 (8.7) 17 0 22‘ 2 33.2 $ 633.5 TRIAL 40 8.4
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE' TOTAL CASES® R::;esl::‘r:g Prisen + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentance'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"?
Release Prison'!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row?%) N- (Row?%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 467 (100.0) 373 (79.9) 348 (74.5) 24 (5.1) 1(0.2) 38 11 91 56 59 56
Robbery 22 (100.0) 22 (100.0) 22 (100.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0 62 0 2 12 4 4
Larceny 13 (100.0) 5 (38.5) 4 (30.8) 1(7.7) 0 (0.0) 16 2 3 0 0 0
Embezzlement 11 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 0 0 0 0 0
Fraud 25 (100.0) 14 (56.0) 12 (48.0) 2(8.0) 0 (0.0) 11 10 4 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 251 (100.0) 220 (87.7) 210 (83.7) 10 (4.0) 0(0,0) 3s 45 57 36 48 34
Counterfeiﬁng 5 (100.0) 3 {60.0) 3 (60.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 8 3 0 0 0 4]
Firearms 13.(100.0) 8 (61.5) 8 (61.5) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 48 1 3 1 0 3
Immigratiun 68 (100.0) 51 (75.0) 46 {67.7) 4(5.9) 1 (1.5) 12 34 17 0 0 0
Other 58 (100.0) 50 (84.8) 43 (72.9) 7 (11.9) 0 (0.0) 63 16 5 7 7 15
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION —]
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES" Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Receiving Fines Average
Probation Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) N (Rows) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 93 (19.9) 64 (13.7) 29 (6.2) 1(0.2) 113 (24.2) 47 51 15 $ 9,181 (106)
Hobbery 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 18 (81.8) 1 16 1 $ 5,030 (17)
Larceny 8 (61.5) 6 (46.2) 2 (15.4) 0 (0.0} 8 (61.5) 2 5 1 $ 963 (8)
Embezzlement 11 (100.0) 9 {81.8) 2(18.2) 0 (0.0) 6 {54.6) 1 4 1 $ 4,879 (6)
Fraud 10 (40.0) 8 (32,0) 2 (8.0) 1 (4.0) 13 (52,0) 6 7 0 $ 51,898 (12)
Drug Offenses 31 (12.4) 28 (11,2) 3(1.2) 0 (0.0 20 (8.0) 16 2 2 $ 6,441 (20)
Counterfeiting 2 (40.0) 1 (20.0) 1 (20.0) 0 (0.0 2 (40.0) 2 0 0 $ 2,250 (2)
Firearms 5 (38.5) 3 (23.1) 2 (15.4) 0{0.0) 4 (30.8) 2 1 1 $ 1,351 (4)
Immigration 17 (25.0) 5(7.4) 12 (17.7) 0 (0.0) 21 (30.9) 12 2 7 $2423 (19)
Other 9 (15.3) 4(6.8) 5 (8.5) 0(0.0) 21 (35.6) 5 14 2 $ 2,401 (18)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the “introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
Tables," page A-1,

_ SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




ARKANSAS, Eastern

8th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Little Rock
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF CCURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 6 | civil® 2,335
AUSAs® 12 | Criminal’ 163
Assistant Federal Defenders® -
Probation Officers® 13
SELECTED DEMCGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 1,372,552 | Income per Capita $ 8,307 | Crime Rate 4,037
(per 100,000
Population per 48.5 | Percent 9.2 population)
Square Mite® Unemployed
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 18.8 Percent Mfg. 23.4 | Police Protection $ 29.49
Percent Age 15-24 133 Percent Retail 18.3 | Elementary and $ 361.05
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 13.0 Percent Finance' 5.4 1 Health & $ 56.13
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 9.8 Percent Service 19.6 | Public Welfare™ $1.92
Percent Age 45-64 13.9 Percent Govt. 14.6 | Highways $ 42,63
Percent Age 65+ 9.2 Percent Other 18.7
Percent acreage in 55.4

farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the “Footnotes to Selected Court and Defmographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Arkansas, Eastern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
76 4 7 6 7 7 1 3 7 3 8 6 7
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\;\e;:s; ° l’:gs:: Ieys Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 76 (100.0) 54 (71.1) 18 (23.7) 4 (5.3) 0 (0.0) 333 $ 585.0 TOTAL 76 100.0
MALE 63 (82.9) 44 16 3 0 34.4 $593.0 PLEA 67 88.2
FEMALE 13 (17.1) 10 2 1 o 29.4 $ 546.2 TRIAL 9 11.8
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::::I:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence"® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)*
Release Prison''
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) | N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over60
TOTAL 75 (100.0) 63 (84.0) 61(81.3) 1(1.3) 1(1.3) 46 " 14 10 15 12
Robbery 4 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 4 (100,0) 0 {0.0) 0 {0.0) 46 0 0 ] 3 1
Larceny 7 (100.0) 3 (42.9) 3 (42.9) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 24 0 2 1 0 0
Embezzlement 3 (100.0) 2 (66.7) 1 (33.3) 0 (0.0) 1 (33.3) 12 1 1 0 0 0
Fraud 3 (100.0) 2(66.7) 2 (66.7) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) " 1 1 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 34 (100.0) 33 {97.1) 33 (97.1) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 66 2 5 5 10 1
Counterfeiting 5 (100.0) 4 (80.0) 4 (80.0) 0(0.0) 00,0} 20 1 2 1 0 0
Firearms 9 (100.0) 7 (77.8) 7 (77.8) 0(0.0} 0 (0.0) 20 4 1 1 1 0
Immigration 4.(100.0) 4(100.0) 3 (75.0) 1 (25.0) 0 (0.0) 13 2 1 0 0 0
Other 6 (100.0) 4 (66.7) 4 (66.7) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 28 0 1 2 1 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Receiving Fines Average
Probation' Probation + and Restitution Dollar Amount'”
Probation Only Confinement* Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N
TOTAL 12 (16.0) 8 (10.7) 4 (5.9) 0 {0.0) 31 (41.3) 25 6 0 $ 17,031 (31)
Robbery e 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 4.(100.0) 3 1 0 $12,391 (4)
Larceny 4 (57.1) 3 {42.9) 1 (14,3) 0 (0.0) 2 (28.6) 1 1 0 $213 (2)
Embezzlement 1(33.3) 1 (33.3) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (100.0) 2 1 0 $ 129,833 (3)
Fraud 1(33.3) 0 (0.0) 1 (33.8) 0 (0.0) 2 (66.7) 0 2 0 $ 5,343 (2)
Drug Offenses 1(2.9) 1(2.9) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 11 (32.4) 1 0 0 $ 5,545 (11)
Counterfeiting 1(20.0) 0(0.0) 1 (20.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - (0}
Firearms 2(22,2) 1{11.1) 1(11.1) 0 {0.0} 6 (66.7) 6 0 0 $ 1,667 (6)
Immigration 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0} 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - {0)
Other 2 (33.3) 2(33.3) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 3 (50.0) 2 1 0 $ 2,267 (3)

B A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
§ Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S, Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




ARKANSAS, Western
8th Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:’

Fayetteville
Fort Smith
Hot Springs
Texarkana

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

{5) Harrison
(6) El Dorado

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS

l CASES FILED
L ==

farms'

Judges?® 5 | Civil° 1,073
AUSAs® 5 | Criminal’ 101
Assistant Federal Defenders* -
Probation Officers® 7
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 913,866 | Income per Capita" $ 8,495 | Crime Rate' 2,907
(per 100,000
Fopulation per 38.4 | Percent 8.1 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'?
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT"® LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 16.6 Percent Mfg. 31.4 | Police Protection $ 25.90
Percent Age 15-24 12.1 Percent Retail 18.4 | Elementary and $ 333.96
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 11.3 Percent Finance™ 3.6 ]| Health & $117.02
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 9.5 | Percent Service 16.4 | Public Weltfare' $2.53
Percent Age 45-64 16.3 Percent Govt. 12.2 | Highways $47.62
Percent Age 65+ 11.9 Percent Other 18.0
Percent acreage in 30.6

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Arkansas, Westiern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’
TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
54 2 3 3 1 3 4 2 1 3 1" 9 2
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\g:? . mgg:g Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%%) 54 (100.0) 41 (75.9) 7 (13.0) 6 (11,1) 0(0.0) 33.8 $860.0 || TOTAL 54 | 1000
MALE 41 (75.9) 32 4 5 0 33.3 $1,016.8 PLEA 48 88,9
FEMALE 13 (24.1) 9 3 1 0 35.4 $365.4 TRIAL 6 114
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R;‘:‘Zl:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence™ Months PRISON TERM ORDERED {months)™
Release Prison'!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25.36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 54 (100.0) 41 (75.9) 40 (74.1) 0(0.0) 1(1.9) 4 11 8 12 7 3
Robbgry 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 36 0 0 1 1 ]
Lyé‘ény 4 (100.0) 3(75.0) 2 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (25.0) 12 2 0 1 0 0
Embezzlement 1 (100.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 0 0
Fraud 5 (100.0) 4 (80.0) 4 (80.0) 01{0.0) 0 (0.0) a8 0 1 ] 2 0
Drug Offenses 14 (100.0) 14 (100.0) 14 (100.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 73 0 4 5 2 3
Counterfeiting 15 (100.0) 8 {53.3) 8 (53.3) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 25 3 1 3 1 0
Firearms 2 (100.0) 2(100.0) 2 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 9 2 g ] 0 4]
Immigration 4 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 3 1 0 0 0
Other 7 (100.0) 4 (57.1) 4 (57.1) 0 {0.0} 0{0.0} 30 1 1 1 1 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
QOFFENSE Receliving Recelving Fines Average
Probation' Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount"?
Probation Only Conlinement' Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N  {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) Only Only Both 3 N)
TOTAL 13 (24.1) 7 (13.0) 6 (11.1) 0{0.0) 29 (53.7) 16 10 3 $ 36,722 (29)
Robbery 0 {0.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0} 0(0.0) 2(100.0) 1 1 0 $2,631 (2)
Larceny 1 (25.0) 1 (25.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 3 (75.0) 0 2 1 $ 19,113 (3)
Embezzlement 1 (100.,0) 0 (0.0} 1 (160.0) 0(0.0) 1 (100.0) 1 0 0 $£,000 (1)
Fraud 1 (20.0) 0 (0.0) 1 {20.0) 0(0.0) 4 (80.0) 0 2 2 $ 237,567 (4)
Drug Offenses 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 3(21.4) 3 Q 0 $ 7,500 (3)
Counterfeiting 7 (46.7) 4(26.7) 3 (20.0) 0{0.0) 9 (60.0) 4 5 0 $ 1,418 (9)
Firearms 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 2(100.0) 2 0 ] $2,150 (2)
Immigration 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 0 {0,0) 0 (0.0 2 {50.0) 2 0 0 $ 2,750 (2)
Other 3 (42.9) 2 (28.6) 1(14.3) 0(0.0) 3 (42.9) 3 0 0 $ 1,667 (3)

¥ A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the “Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
§ Tables," page A-1,

| SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




CALIFORNIA, Northern
9th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) San Francisco
(2) San Jose
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
J
NUMBER OF COURT PRCFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 17 } Civil® 5,791
AUSAS® §2 | Criminal’ 725
Assistant Federal Defenders* 14
Probation Officers® 46
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 5,677,992 | Income per Capita' $ 13,541 | Crime Rate'® 6,265
(per 100,000
Population per 275.4 | Percent 6.0 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION'" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 18.9 Percent Mfg. 18.8 | Police Protection $ 80.94
Percent Age 15-24 16.6 Percent Retail 171 Elementary and $ 446.87
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 20.4 | Percent Finance' 7.8 | Health & $181.67
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 14.3 | Percent Service 24,2 | Public Weifare'® $ 153.31
Percent Age 45-64 18.8 Percent Govt. 12.3 | Highways $57.48
Percent Age 65+ 10.7 Percent Other 19.7
Percent acreage in 42.2

farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demagraphic

Indicators,” page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

California, Northern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
143 1 4 16 14 9 13 1 19 18 14 20 4
DEMOGRAPHIC INFOFMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\fgr:? ° ngrl!:“e{ Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 136 (100.0) 65 (47.8) 38 (27.9) 14 (10.3) 19 (14.0) 35.2 $ 860.1 TOTAL 138 100.0
MALE 113 (83.1} 56 30 13 14 36.0 $846.5 PLEA 122 88.4
FEMALE 23 (16.9) ] 8 1 5 30.9 $ 926.8 TRIAL 16 11.6
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE' TOTAL CASES® R;:g:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)'
Release Prison'
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 136 (100,0) 100 (73.5) 92 (67.7) 6 (4.4) 2 (1.5) 68 22 10 9 22 a7
Robbery 14 (100.0) 14 (100.0) 14 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 100 0 0 3 5 6
Larceny 5 (100.0) 4 (80.0) 3 (60.0) 1 (20.0) 0 {0.0) 18 2 1 1 0 0
Embezzlement 21 (100.0) 2(9.5) 1 (4.8) 0(0.0) 1 (4.8) 17 1 1 0 0 0
Fraud 15 (100.0) 12 {80.0) 10 (66.7) 1(6.7) 1(6.7} 15 8 2 1 i 0
Drug Offenses 46 (100.0) 42 {91.3) 41 (89.1) 1(2.2) 0 (0.0) 102 0 2 3 8 28
Counterfeiting 3 (100.0) 1(33.3) 1(33.3) 0 (0,0) 0 {0.0) 6 1 0 0 0 0
Firearms 5 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 38 2 1 0 1 i
Immigration 10 (100.0) 10 {100.0) 8 (80.0) 2 (20.0) 0 (0.0) 10 8 2 0 0 0
Other 17 (100.0) 10 (58.8) 9 (52.9) 1 (5.9) 0(0.0) 56 0 1 1 6 2
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER " CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Avarage
Probation Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount"”
Probation Only Confinement* Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%}) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 36 (26.5) 26 (19.1) 10 (7.4) 0 (0.0) 58 (42.7) 32 23 3 $ 207,796 (57)
Robbery 0 (0.0 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 5 (35.7) 0 5 0 $ 4,601 (5)
Larceny 1 (20.0) 0(0.0) 1 (20.0) 0 (0.0) 1 {20.0) 0 1 (] $ 54,378 (1)
Embezzlement 19 (90.5) 16 (76.2) 3 (14.3) 0 (0.0) 18 (85.7) 8 9 1 $ 7,293 (18)
Fraud 3(20.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (20.0) 0(0.0) 12 (80.0) 5 6 1 $ 649,256 (11}
Drug Offenses 4(8.7) 2 (4.4) 2 (4.4) 0 (0.0) 11 (23.9) 1 ] 0 $ 384,202 {11)
Counterfeiting 2 (66.7) 2 (66.7) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 2 (66.7) 0 1 1 $ 547 (2)
Firearms 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0 1 (20,0) 1 0 0 50,000 (1)
Immigration 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Other 7(41.2) 6(35.3) 1(5.9) 0 (0.0} 8 (47.1) 7 1 0 $ 27,071 (8)

A complete dascription of data provided in this table is presented in the “Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
f Tables,” page A-1,

| SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




CALIFORNIA, Eastern

9th Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:’

o~ — —

1)
2)
3)
4)

Sacramento
Fresno
Bakersfield
Visalia

(5) Redding

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

\ ' NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS I CASES FILED

farms'®

Judges® 9 | Civil® 2,601
AUSAs? 26 | Criminal’ 635
Assistant Federal Defenders® 12
Probation Officers® 38
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION | ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 4,084,138 | Income per Capita't $9,730 ] Crime Rate' 6,700
(per 100,000
Population per 46.8 | Percent 10.0 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed*
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURESY
Percent Age 0-14 22.9 Percent Mfg. 11.7 | Police Protection $74.92
Percent Age 15-24 16.4 Percent Retail 21.3 | Elementary and $ 516.79
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 17.6 Percent Finance 5.3 { Health & $ 126.64
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.7 | Percent Service 20.9 | Public Welfare'® $ 205.47
Percent Age 45-64 17.8 Percent Govt, 20.6 | Highways $ 65.68
Percent Age 65+ 104 Percent Other 20.2
Percent acreage in 35.2

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

California, Eastern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

“TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
423 5 26 21 24 36 51 30 45 57 40 49 39
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Avaerage
" sEx N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\f;?e mzm,ys Number Cal %
TOTAL (Row%) 340 (100.0) 296 (87.1) 26 (7.7) 14 (4.1) 4(1.2) 347 $1,184.7 TOTAL 398 1000
MALE 280 (82.4) 241 23 13 3 35.2 $1,292.7 PLEA 369 92.7
FEMALE 60 (17.6) 55 3 1 1 324 $680.2 TRIAL 29 7.3
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R;:;l;::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"™
Release Prison'*
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 Qver 60
TOTAL 393 (100.0) 311 (79.1) 295 (75.3) 12 (3.1) 3 (0.8) 57 112 81 22 34 92
Robbery 30 (100.0) 30 (100.0) 30 {100.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 74 0 5 4 10 1
Larceny 15 (100.0) 7 (46.7) 6 (40.0) 1(6.7) 0 (0.0) 10 ] 1 0 4] 0
Embezzlement 20 (100.0) 4 (20.0) 4(20.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 10 3 1 0 0 0
Fraud 16 (100.0) 8.(50.0) 7 (43.8) 1(6.3) 0 (0.0 g 6 2 ] \] 0
Drug Offenses 136 (100.0) 121 (89.0) 118 (86.8) 0 (0.0} 3(2.2) 101 9 10 13 15 74
Counterfeiting 17 {100.0) 11 (64.7) 11(64.7) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 43 3 4 1 2 i
Firearms 24 (100.0) 20 (83.3) 20 (83.3) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 59 4 7 1 4 4
Immigration 101 (100.0) 83 (82.2) 74 (73,3} 9 (8.9) 0 {0.0} 10 74 9 0 o 0
Other 34 (100.0) 27 (79.4) 26 (76.5) 1(2.9) 0 {0.0) 27 7 12 3 a 2
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Receiving Fines Average
Probation" Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount'?
Probation Only Continement Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 82 (20.9) 38 (9.7) 44 (11.2) 0 (0.0) 122 (31.0) 52 59 11 $ 8,949 (114)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0 (0.0j 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 17 (56.7) 0 17 0 $ 5,230 (16)
Larceny 8 (53.3) 4 (26.7) 4.(26.7) 0 {0.0} 11 (73.3) 0 8 3 $ 7,165 (10)
Embezzlement 16 (80.0) 11 (55.0) 5 (25.0) 0 (0.0} 18 (90.0) 3 15 0 $ 8,707 (17)
Fraud 8 (50.0) 1(6.3) 7 (43.8) 0(0.0) 14 (87.5) 4 10 0 $ 15,248 (13)
Drug Offenses 15 (11.0) 10 (7.4) 5(3.7) 0 (0.0) 14 (10.3) 14 0 0 $ 2,461 (14)
Counterfeiting 6 (35.3) 4 (23.5) 2(11.8) 0 (0.0) 11 (64.7) 0 6 5 $ 2,463 (9)
Firearms 4 (16.7) 2(8.3) 2(8.3) 0{0.0) 9 (37.5) 9 0 0 $ 2,363 (9)
Immigration 18 (17.8) 3(3.0) 15 (14,9) 0 {0.0) 16 (15.8) 13 1 $ 4,209 (14)
Other 7 (20.6) 3(8.8) 4(11.8) 0 (0.0 12 (35.3) 9 2 1 $ 31,815 {12)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to-'1989 Guideline Sentences’
§ Tables," page A-1.

| SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




CALIFORNIA, Central

9th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Los Angeles (7) Long Beach
(2) Santa Ana (8) San Bernardino
(8) Santa Fe Spring  (9) Santa Barbara
(4) Panorama City (10) Ventura
(5) West Covina (11) Laguna
(6) South Bay
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 31 | Civil® 10,170
AUSAs® 104 | Criminal’ 932
Assistant Federal Defenders’ 25
Probation Officers® 98
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATICN ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 11,951,678 | Income per Capita" $11,981 | Crime Rate'® 6,694
(per 100,000
Population per 2983 | Percent 6.1 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION® NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 21.7 Percent Mfg. 223 | Police Protection $93.97
Percent Age 15-24 17.7 Percent Retail 16.7 | Elementary and $ 453.34
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 19.0 Percent Finance" 6.9 | Health & $112.87
Hospitais
Percent Age 35-44 13.3 Percent Service 24.9 | Public Welfare™ $162.34
Percent Age 45-64 18.3 Percent Gowt. 11.4 | Highways $ 48.28
Percent Age 65+ 10.0 Percent Other 17.8
Percent acreage in 225
farms'™

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

indicators," page A-1.

CALIFORNIA, Southern




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES California, Central

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)"
TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Qct Nov Dse
814 19 57 56 73 61 86 78 59 68 110 88 59
l DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\f;:? © m:g::g Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 751 (100.0) 202 (26.9) 179 (23.8) 327 (43.5) 43 (8.7) 328 $767.9 TOTAL 758 100.0
MALE 660 (87.9) 187 163 282 38 33.1 $803.9 PLEA 623 82,1
FEMALE 91 (12.1) 15 26 45 5 31.7 $ 506.5 TRIAL 136 17.8
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::;I:Lr:g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)™
Release Prison'!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 2536 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 747 (100.0) 616 (62.5) 579 (77.5) 12 (1.6) 25 (3.4) 67 174 67 48 104 220
Robbery 136 (100.0) 135 (99.3) 134 (98.5) 0 (0.0) 1(0.7) 80 0 7 22 55 51
Larceny 39 (100.0) 25 (64.1) 21 (53.9) 0(0.0) 4(103) 15 19 3 1 1 1
Embezzlement 5 (100.0) 3 (60.0) 1 {20.0) 0 (0.0) 2 {40,0) 4 3 0 0 0 0
Fraud 99 (100.0) 53 (53.5) 45 (45.5) 3(3.0) 5 (5.1) 13 36 10 3 4 0
Drug Offenses 237 (100.0) 230 (97.1) 229 (96.6) 1(0.4) 0 (0.0) 112 11 12 8 a7 162
Counterfeiting 52 (100.0) 38 (73.1) 33 (63.5) 1.(1.9) 4 (7.7) 10 30 5 3 0 0
Firearms 37 (100.0) 29 (78.4) 27 (73.0) 2 (5.4) 0 (0.0) 42 8 10 3 2 4
Immigration 96 (100.0) 73 (76.0) 68 (70.8) 2{2.1) 3(3.1) 9 55 15 2 0 0
Other 45.(100.0) 30 {65.2) 21 (45,7) 3(6.5) 6 (13.0) a8 12 5 6 5 2
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE GASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probation* Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount"?
Probation Only Confinement" Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N  (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both 3 (N)
TOTAL 131 (17.5) 75 (10.0) 56 (7.5) 0 (0.0) 178 (24.0) 82 80 17 $ 17,202 (173)
Robbery 1(0.7) 0 {0.0) 1(0.7) 0(0.0) 28 (20.8) 0 25 3 $ 14,372 (27)
Larceny 14 (35.9) 11 (28.2) 3(7.7) 0 (0.0) 20 {51.3) 3 13 4 $ 9,062 (19)
Embezzlement 2 (40.0) 1 (20.0) 1 {20.0) 0 (0.0) 4 (80.0) 2 2 0 $ 17,615 (4)
Fraud 46 (46.5) 30 (30.3) 16 (16.2) 0 (0.0) 56 (56.6) 21 3t 4 $ 11,370 (52)
Drug Offenses 7{3.0) 7(3.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 29 (12.2) 29 0 0 $ 50,838 (29)
Counterfeiting 14 {26.9) 4(7.7) 10 (19.2) 0 (0.0) 7 (13.5) 3 3 1 $6,073 {7)
Firearms 8 (21.6) 3(8.1) 5 (13.5) 0(0.0) 8 (21.6) 8 0 0 $ 4,000 (8)
Immigration 23 (24.0) 9 (9.4) 14 (14.6) 0 (0.0) 12 {12,5) 5 4 3 $ 1,225 (12)
Other 16 (34.8) 10 (21,7) 6 (13.0) 0(0.0) 15 (32.6) 11 2 2 $ 12,694 (15)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Infroduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
Tables," page A-1.

| SOURCE: U.8. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289

-




CALIFORNIA, Southern
gth Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) San

Diego

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS I CASES FILED

farms's

: Acomplete descrlptlon of data prowded in thls table is presented in

Indicators, page A 1

Judges® 10 | Civil® 2,111
AUSAs® 50 | Criminal’ 1,429
Assistant Federal Defenders® 16
Probation Cfficers® 20
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 1,953,956 } Income per Capita'’ $ 11,394 | Crime Rate'® 5,838
{per 100,000
Population per 233.0 | Percent 5.7 population)
Square Miie? Unemployed'?
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION'® NONFARM EMPLOYMENT!? LOCAL EXPENDITURES'?
Percent Age 0-14 20.2 Percent Mfg. 15.3 Police Protection $ 59.89
Percent Age 15-24 20.0 Percent Retall 19.8 | Elementary and $ 44414
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 18.8 | Percent Finance'® 8.9 | Health & $ 138.75
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.6 Percent Service 24.9 | Public Welfare'® $141.38
Percent Age 45-64 17.9 Percent Govt. 16.1 | Highways $ 39.52
Percent Age 65+ 10.5 Percent Other 17.0
Percent acreage in 221

Footnates to Selected Court and Demographic. |




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES California, Southern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'
TOTAL - ‘89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
862 19 70 56 72 67 89 55 94 87 81 108 64
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A‘fg:?e l“:;’g,‘,',‘;% ——— Col%
TOTAL (Row%) 789 {100.0) 323 (40.9) 99 (12.6) 358 (45.4) 9(1.1) 31.6 $528.6 TOTAL 814 100.0
MALE 688 (87.2) 270 86 327 5 31.7 $523.8 PLEA 756 929
FEMALE 101 (12.8) 53 13 31 4 311 $ 561.0 TRIAL 58 71
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE TOTAL CASES® R;:;I:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence™ Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)'?
Release Prison'"
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 112 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 807 (100.0) 659 (81.7) 629 (77.9) 18 (2.2) 12 (1.5) 54 168 130 73 112 175
Robbery 36 (100.0) 35 (97.9) 34 (94.4) 0 (0.0) 1(2.8) 85 1 1 6 10 17
Larceny 20 (100.0) 12 (60.0) 9 (45.0) 2(10.0) 1(5.0) 19 7 2 1 1 1
Embezzlement 21 (100.0) 3 (14.3) 3 (14.3) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 8 3 o] 0 o ]
Fraud 39 (100.0) 26 (66.7) 25 (64.1) 1(2.6) 0 (0.0) 18 14 6 4 1 1
Drug Offenses 462 (100.0) 408 (88.3) 393 (85.1) 10 (2.2) 5(1.1) 66 64 63 44 89 147
Counterfeiting 32 (100.0) 23.(71.9) 22 (68.8) 1(3.1) 0(0.0) 15 15 2 3 3 0
Firearms 19 (100.0) 18 (94.7) 17 (89.5) 0 {0.0) 1(5.3) 42 1 3 1 1 2
Immigration 104 (100.0) 92 (88.5) 87 (83.7) 3(29) 2 (1.9} 17 35 44 ] 4 0
Other 74 (100.0) 42 (56.8) 39 (52.7) 1 (1.4} 2(2.7) 48 18 9 5 3 7
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEFfs CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Receiving Fines Average
Probation" Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount*
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N
TOTAL 147 (18,2) 136.(16.9) 11 (1.4) 1(0.1) 201 (24.9) 121 73 7 $ 7,948 (198)
Robbery 1(2.8) 1(2.8) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 22 (61.1) 1 21 0 $ 3,186 (22)
Larceny 8 (40.0) 8 (40.0) 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 14.(70.0) 3 10 1 $ 24,265 (12)
Embezzlement 17 (81.0) 17 (81.0) 0(0.0) 1 {4.8) 18 (85.7) 5 12 1 $ 6,966 (17}
Fraud 13 (33.3) 13 (33.3) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 15 (38.5) 5 10 0 $ 28,007 (15)
Drug Offenses 54 (11.7) 50 (10,8) 4{0.9) 0 (0.0) 58 (12.6) 58 0 0 $ 5,675 (58)
Counterfeiting 9 (28.1) 7 (21.9) 2 (6.3) 0 (0.0} 14 {43.8) 5 6 3 $ 3,180 (14)
Firearms 1(5.3) 1(5.3) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 8 (42.1) 5 3 0 $ 1,367 (8)
immigration 12 (11.5) 7 (6.7} 5(4.8) 0 (0.0 20 (19.2) 17 1 2 $ 10,906 (20)
Other 32 (43.2) 32 (43.2) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 32 (43.2) 22 10 0 $ 2,239 (32)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the “Introduction and Footnotes to '1983 Guidsline Sentences'’
Tables,” page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




COLORADO
10th Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:'

(5) Grand Junction

(6) Pueblo

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATCRS

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS l CASES FILED

farms'®

Judges® 8 | Civil® 2,322
AUSAS® 23 | Criminal’ 434
Assistant Federal Defenders* 8
Probation Officers® 25
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Popuiation® 2,890,000 | Income per Capita" $ 11,713 | Crime Rate'® 6,920
(per 190,000
Population per 27.9 | Percent 7.4 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT® LOCAL EXPENDITURESY
Percent Age 0-14 21.7 Percent Mig. 14.2 | Police Protection $ 62.34
Percent Age 15-24 17.7 Percen't Retail 19.5 | Elementary and $ 523.0C
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 21.5 | Percent Finance" 6.9 | Health & $82.29
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 13.8 | Percent Service 23.4 | Public Weltare' $ 87.27
Percent Age 45-64 16.5 Percent Govt, 13.2 | Highways $ 8229
Percent Age 65+ 8.7 Percent Other 23.0
Percent acreage in 50.6

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1,




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Colorado

CASES RCCEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
270 2 9 35 21 24 23 18 33 27 20 27 31
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N {Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\g:g ¢ m::::le{ Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 263 (100.0) 171 (65.0) 49 (18.6) 36 (13.7) 7(27) 33.7 $ 858.9 TOTAL 263 100.0
MALE 229 (87.1) 149 43 32 5 33.9 $ 889.7 PLEA 240 91.3
FEMALE 34 (12.9) 22 6 4 2 3.8 $ 650.9 TRIAL 23 87
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE' TOTAL CASES® Rgt:lestl:‘r:g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)?
Release Prison*'
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 3760 | Over60
TOTAL 258 (100.0) 192 (74.4) 168 (65.1) 16 (6.2) 8(3.1) 33 69 34 19 34 36
Robbery 12 (100.0) 12 {100.0) 12 {100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 60 0 0 2 6 4
Larceny 29 (100.0) 14 (48.3) 11 {37.9) 2(6.9) 1(3.5) 21 8 1 3 j 1
Embezzlement 9 (100.0) 111 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 1(11.4) 5 1 0 0 0 0
Fraud 29 (102.0) 21 (72.4) 17 (58.8) 2 (6.9) 2 (6.9) 11 15 5 1 0 0
Drug Offenses 93 (100.0) 83 (89.3) 75 (80.7) 6 (6.5) 2(22) 59 16 9 8 21 29
Counterfeiting 9 (100.0) 7(77.8) 7(778) 0 (0.0 0 {0.0) 17 3 3 j 0 0
Firearms 30 (100.0) 25 (83.3) 24 (80.0) 1{3.3) 0 (0.0) 27 12 7 0 4 2
Immigration 11 (100.0) 9 (81.8) 5 (45.5) 4 (36.4) 0 (0.0) 9 6 3 0 0 0
Other 36 (100.0) 20 (55.6) 17 (47.2) 1(2.8) 2 (5.6) 21 8 6 4 2 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES" Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Receiving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount"
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) N (Rows) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N
TOTAL 65 (25.2) 41 (15.9) 29 (9.3.)—- 1(0.4) 99 (38.4) 37 48 14 $ 4,938 (95)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 8 (66.7) ] 8 0 $ 6,477 (8)
Larceny 15 (51.7) 11 (37.9) 4 (13.8) 0{0.0) 26 (89.7) 7 12 7 $ 4,929 (25)
Embezzlement 8 (88.9) 2(22,2) 6 (86.7) 0(0.0) 5 {55.6) 0 3 2 $ 5,620 (4)
Fraud 8 (27.6) 6 (20.7) 2 (6.9) 0(0.0) 16 (55.2) 0 13 3 $ 4,460 (14)
Drug Offenses 10 (10.8) 5 (5.4) 5 (5.4) 0 (0.6) 18 (19.4) 18 0 0 $ 5,034 (18)
Counterteiting 2(22.9) 1(11.1) 1(11.) 01{0,0) 6 (66.7) 0 6 0 $ 4,704 (6)
Fireal.s = 5(16.7) 21{6.7) 3 (10.0) 0 {0.0) 4 (13.9) 3 1 0 $ 5,408 (4)
Immigration 2(18.2) 2(18.2) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 {0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Other 15 (41.7) 12 (33.3) 3(8.3) 1(2.8) 16 (44.4) 9 5 2 $ 4,292 (16)

A complete descriplion of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to *1989 Guideline Sentences’
Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U,S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




CONNECTICUT

2nd Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) Hartford
(2) Bridgeport
(3) New Haven
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 8 | Civiff 2,314
AUSAS® 28 | Criminal’ 244
Assistant Federal Defenders* 3
Probation Officers® 16
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 3,108,000 { Income per Capita" $14,090 | Crime Rate™ 5,423
{per 100,000
Population per 637.9 | Percent 3.8 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT"® LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 20.0 Percent Mfg. 27.8 Police Protection $ 55.15
Percent Age 15-24 16.0 Percent Retail 16.4 | Elementary and $477.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 16.9 | Percent Finance' 8.6 | Health & $ 15.48
Hospitass
Percent Age 35-44 13.9 | Percent Service 23.1 | Public Welfare' $ 24.19
Percent Age 45-64 20.5 Percent Govt. 8.5 | Highways $ 49.34
Percent Age 65+ 12.7 Percent Other 5.5
Percent acreage in l 14.2

farms'® [

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Connecticut

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
119 1 10 12 7 8 17 11 8 12 7 14 12
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A‘f;:? ¢ mg:,‘:g Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 117 (100.0) 84 (71.8) 21 (18.0) 12 (10.3) 0(0.0) 326 $1,1628 || TOTAL 117 100.0
MALE 105 (89.7) 76 18 ikl 0 334 $1,191.7 || PLEA 112 95.7
FEMALE 12 (10.3) 8 3 1 0 25.8 $9108 || TRIAL 5 4.3
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® H::esi::‘r:g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)®?
Release Prison"*
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) [ N (Row%) 112 13-24 2536 | 3760 | Over60
TOTAL 115 (100.0) 77 (67.0) 72 (62.6) 3(2.6) 2(1.7) 52 12 16 1 10 27
Robbery 12 (100.0) 11 (91.7) 11{91.7) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 80 0 0 2 1 8
Larceny 12 (100.0) 9 (75.0) 9 (75.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 36 2 3 2 1 1
Embezzlement 11 (100.0) 3(27.3) 2(18.2) 0 (0:0) 1{9.) 4 3 0 0 0 0
Fraud 8 (100.0) 1 (12.5) 1 (12.5) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 91 0 0 0 0 1
Drug Offenses 37 (100.0) 30 (81.1) 29 (78.4) 0 (0.0) 1(2.7) 59 3 5 4 5 13
Counterfeiting 1 {100.0) 1 (100.0) 1 {100.0) 0 (0.0 0(0.0) 14 0 1 0 0 0
Firearms 11 (160.0) 8(72.7) 8 (72.7) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 24 3 2 2 1 0
Immigration 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0} 0 0 0 0 0
Other 22 (100.0) 13 (59.1) 11 (50.0) 2(9.1) 0 (0.0) 50 1 5 1 2 4
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEFII5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE c; SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Receiving Fines Average
Probation" Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount'”
Probation Only Confinement'* Fine Restitution
N {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 37 (32.2) 29 (25.2) 8(7.0) 1(0.9) 85 (56.5) 35 27 3 $ 14,832 (61)
Robbery 1(8.3) 1(8.3) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 7 (58.3) 1 6 0 $ 11,727 (6)
Larceny 3 (25.0) 3 (25.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 11 (91.7) 3 8 0 $ 44,745 (9)
Embezzlement 8(72.7) 7 (63.6) 1(8.9) 0(0.0) 8 (72.7) 2 5 1 $ 18,221 (8)
Fraud 7 (87.5) 6 (75,0) 1 (12.5) 0 (0.0) 5 (62.5) 2 3 0 $ 6,996 (4)
Drug Offenses 7 (18.9) 2(5.4) 5(13.5) 0 (0.0) 15 (40.5) 13 1 1 $ 5,486 (15)
Counterfeiting 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (100.0) 0 0 1 $ 5,500 (1)
Firearms 3(27.3) . 2(18.2) 1 (9.1) 0(0.0) 5 (45.5) 5 0 0 $ 1,600 (5)
Immigration 0 (0.0) 0-(0.0) 0{0.0) 0:(0.0) 0 (0.0). 0 0 0 - (0)
Other 8 (36.4) 8 (36.4) 0 (0.0) 1 (4.5) 13 {59.1) 9 4 0 $ 11,856 (13)

| A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1889 Guideline Sentences’
Tables,” page A-1,

§ SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




DELAWARE

3rd Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Wiimington
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? Civil® 747
AUSAS® Criminal’ 96
Assistant Federal Defenders’
Probation Officers®
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 594,000 | Income per Capita $ 11,375 | Crime Rate'® 4,961
{per 100,000
Population per 307.5 | Percent 4.3 | Ppopulation)
Square Mile® Unemployed'?
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 20.8 Percent Mfg. 26.5 Police Protection $ 51.50
Percent Age 15-24 18.0 Percent Retail 18.0 | Elementary and $ 421.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 17.4 | Percent Finance" 6.9 [ Health & Hospitals $0.84
Percent Age 35-44 12.7 | Percent Service 22.2 1 Public Welfare" $0.84
Percent Age 45-64 20.3 Percent Govt. 8.1 Highways $ 38.84
Percent Age 65+ 10.9 Percent Qther 18.3
Percent acreage in 53.0

farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators,” page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Delaware

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL -'89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
78 3 2 4 6 6 12 5 8 10 4 4 14
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\;\e;:g; ¢ mg::]?s Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 73 (100.0) 29 (35.7) 40 (54.8) 4 (5.5) 0 (0.0 32,6 $978.1 TOTAL 76 100.0
MALE 63 (86.3) 27 32 4 0 32.1 $ 1,063.1 PLEA 69 90.8
FEMALE 10 (13.7) 2 8 o o 35.4 $ 442.8 TRIAL 7 9.2
CASES NVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::IZI::SQ Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)'?
Release Prison!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 2536 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 71 (100.0) 58 (81.7) 57 (80.3) 0(0.0) 1(1.4) 37 22 12 6 8 10
Robbery 5 (100.0) 5.{100.0) 5 (100.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0} 39 0 0 2 2 1
Larceny 4 (100.0) 2 (50.0) 2 (50,0) 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 9 2 0 0 0 0
Embezzlemem 3 (100.0) 2 (66.7) 2(66.7) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 4 2 0 ] 0 4]
Fraud 5 (100.0) 3 (60.0) 3 (60.0} 0 (0.0 0{0.0) 17 2 0 1 0 0
Drug Offenses 43 (100.0) 37 (86.1) 36 (83.7) 0 (0.0} 1(2.3) 47 11 8 3 6 9
Counterfeiting 0 (100.0) 0 (-} o0 0() 0(-) 0 0 0 0 0
Firearms 5(100.0) 4 (80.0) 4 (80.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 16 1 3 0 0 0
Immigration 0(100.0) 0 () 0{-) 0(-) 0() 0 0 0 0 0
Other 6 (100.0) 5 (83,3) 5 (83.3) 0(0.0) 01{0.0) 9 4 1 0 0 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEI?5 . CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY B Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probation' Probation + and Restltution' Dollar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N . (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 13 (18.3) 12 (16.9) 1(1.4) 0 (0.0) 28 (39.4) 14 12 2 $ 2,687 (28)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 1 {20.0) 0 1 0 $ 56 (1)
Larceny 2 (50.0) 2 (50.0) 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 2 (50.0) 1 1 0 $ 3,230 (2)
Embezziement 1(33.3) 1(33.3) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 1(33.3) 1 0 0 $500 (1)
Fraud 2 (40.0} 2 (40,0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 4 (80.0) 0 3 1 $ 5,144 (4)
Drug Offenses 6 (14.0) 5 (11.6) 1(2.3) 0 (0.0) 15 (34.9) 7 7 1 $ 1,397 (15)
Counterfeiting 0(-) 0 () 0(-) 0() 0() 0 0 0 - (0)
Firearms 1 (20.0) 1 {20.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1 (20.0} 1 0 0 $ 10,000 (1)
immigration 0 () 0{-) 0{~) 0() 0{-) 0 0 0 -~ (0)
Other 1(16.7) 1{16.7) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 4 (66.7) 4 0 0 $ 4,175 (4)

K

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the “Introduction and Footnotes to ‘1989 Guideline Sentences'
Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
District of Columbia Circuit

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

farms'®

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 20 | Civit® 3,964
AUSAS® 172 { Criminal’ 578
Assistant Federal Defenders* 8
Probation Officers® 49
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Tota! Population® 638,432 | Income per Capita' $ 13,530 | Crime Rate'® 8,007
(per 160,000
Population per 10,133.8 | Percent 7.7 | population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION' NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 15.1 Percent Mfg. 2.9 | Police Protection $ 200.69
Percent Age 15-24 18.9 Percent Retail 8.3 | Elementary and $ 519.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 21,2 | Percent Finance' 6.4 | Health & $ 321.80
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.7 Percent Service 33.5 | Public Welfare' $ 564.01
Percent Age 45-64 20.3 Percent Govt. 41.8 | Highways $ 141.87
Percent Age 65+ 12.0 Percent Other 741
Percent acreage in 0.0

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Dernographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES District of Columbia

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentericing month)’
TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
340 17 22 26 23 45 33 30 26 38 26 30 24
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Blatk Hispanic Other A\:;:‘g g m:;w:leys Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 295 (100.0) 21(7.1) 257 (87.1) 15 (5.1) 2(0.7) 29.2 $ 567.7 TOTAL 296 100.0
MALE 236 (80.0) 18 202 13 2 29.0 $607.5 PLEA 272 91.9
FEMALE §9 (20.0) 2 55 2 0 30.1 $408.8 TRIAL 24 8.1
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® H:,:le;:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"
Release Prison'!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N - (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 2536 37-60 | Over60
TOTAL 291 (100.0) 224 (77.0) 215 (73.9) 5(1.7) 4 (1.4) 7 49 3 15 39 83
Robbery 1 (100.0) 1 (100,0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 1 (100.0) 60 0 0 0 1 0
Larceny 9 (100.0) 4 (44.4) 2 (22.2) 2 (22.2) 0(0.0) 6 2 0 0 0 0
Embezzlement 4 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 0 0
Fraud 38 (100.0) 21 (55.3) 19 (50.0) 1 (2.6} 1 (2.8) 17 1 4 2 3 0
Drug Offenses 157 (100.0) 148 (94.3) 148 (94.3) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 98 12 20 8 31 74
Counterfeiting 37 (100.0) 15 (40.5) 12 (32.4) 1{2.7) 2 (5.4) 9 13 2 0 4] 0
Firearms 19 (100.0) 17 (89.5) 17 (89.5) 0(0.0) 0.(0.0) 88 1 4 0 4 8
Immigration 5 {100.0} 4 (80,0) 4 (80.0) 0{0.0) 0{0.0) 9 3 70 0 0 0
Other 21 (100.0) 14 (66.7) 13 (61.9) 1(4.8) 0 (0.0) 31 7 1 5 [¢] 1
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEF‘IS L CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Receiving Fines Average
Probation" Probation + and Restitutlon'® Dollar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement' Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%} N (Rowss) N (Row%) Only Only Both 3 (N)
TOTAL 67 (23.0) 53 (18.2) 14 (4.8) 0 (0.0) 52 (17.9) 32 17 3 $ 18,312 (47)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Larceny 5 (55.8) 2(22.2) 3(33.3) 0{0.0) 5 (55.6) 2 3 0 $ 3,686 (5)
Embezzlement 4.(100.0) 3 (75.0) 1 (25.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (75.0) 0 3 0 $ 1,903 (2)
Fraud 17 (44.7) 17 (44.7) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 20 (52.6) 9 10 1 $ 9,968 (20)
Drug Offenses 9(5.7) 4 (2.6) 5(3.2) 0{0.0) 10 (6.4) 10 ) 0 $ 75,728 (8)
Counterfeiting 22 (50.5) 19 (51.4) 3(8.1) 0(0.0) 8(218) | 6 1 1 $ 545 (8)
Firearms 2 (10.5) 11(5.3) 1(5.3) 0 (0.0} 1{53) 1 0 0 - (0)
Immigration 1(20.0) 1 (20.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 2 (40,0 2 0 (] $ 2,750 (2)
Other 7 {33.3) 6 (28.6) 1(4.8) 0 (0.0 3(14.3) 2 0 1 $ 11,700 (2)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the “Introduction and Footnotes to '19é9 Guideline Sentences’
Tables,"” page A-1. ‘

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




FLORIDA, Northern

11th Circuit
Primary Places of Hoiding Court:' (1) Pensacola
(2) Tallahassee
(3) Gainesville
(4) Panama City
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 4 | Civil® 1,159
AUSAS® 14 | Criminal’ 294
Assistant Federal Defenders® 4
Probation Officers® 15
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC I OTHER
e e P e e i e it o e
Total Population® 1,051,138 ]| Income per Capita" $9,170 | Crime Rate' 5,475
(per 100,000
Population per 62.8 | Percent 5.9 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed*
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION"™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT"® LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 19.1 Percent Mfg. 10.3 | Police Protection $ 49,10
Percent Age 15-24 18.2 Percent Retail 22.9 | Elementary and $433.33
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 153 Percent Finance™ 5.6 | Health & $87.98
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 11.3 | Percent Service 23.1 | Public Welfare'® $5.21
Percent Age 45-64 15.9 Percent Govt. 19.6 | Highways $ 58.70
Percent Age 65+ 8.0 Percent Other 18.4
Percent acreage in 225

farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Florida, Northern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’
TOTAL -’89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dac
212 6 10 1" 17 10 22 14 27 12 14 38 a1
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other Ave;zg; m:::g Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 210 (100.0) 82 (39.1) 119 (56.7) 9 (4.3) 0 (0.0) 319 $ 642.4 TOTAL 210 | 1000
MALE 186 (88.6) 73 104 9 0 32.2 $ 683.1 PLEA 143 68.1
FEMALE 24 (11.4) 9 15 0 0 29.5 $ 3271 TRIAL 67 31,9
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::]esl:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)™
Release Prison"’
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL 205 (100.0) 198 (96.6) 192 (93.7) 3 (1.5) 3(1.5) 114 29 28 21 15 104
Robbery 6(100.0) 6 (100.0) 6 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 51 [ 1 1 3 1
Larceny 5 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 4 (80.0) 1 (20.0) 0 (0.0) 15 3 1 1 0 0
Embezziement 3(100.0) 3 (100.0) 3 {100,0) 0 {0.0) 0 {0.0) 5 3 0 0 0 [
Fraud 5 (100.0) 4 (80.0) 4 (80.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0 " 3 0 1 0 1]
Drug Offenses 146 (100.0) 143 (98.0) 141 (96.8) 0(0.0) 2(1.4) 149 2 17 10 1 102
Counterfeiting 5 (100.0) § (100.0) 4 (80.0) 1 {20.0) 0 {0.0) 13 3 1 i 1] 0
Firearms 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0} 101 ¢} 1 0 0 i
Immigration 1{100.0) 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0 12 1 0 (4] 0 0
Other 32 (100.0) 29 (90.6) 27 (84.4) 1(3.1) 1(3.1) 17 14 7 7 1 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES' Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Receiving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement' Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N {Rowd) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N
TOTAL 7 (3.49) § (2.9) 1(0.5) 0(0.0) 53 (25.9) 39 10 4 $ 19,845 (20)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 2 (33.3) 0 2 0 $ 1,980 (2)
Larceny ¢ (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 4 (80.0) 0 4 0 $1,536 (4)
Embezzlement 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 {66,7) 0 2 0 $9,048:(2)
Fraud 1 (20.0) 1 (20.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 3.(60.0) 0 1 2 $9,227 (3)
Drug Oftenses 3(2.1) 2(1.4) 1{0.7) 0 (0.0) 27 (18.5) 27 0 0 $.39,683 (10)
Counterfeiting 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 3 (60.0) 2 1 0 - (0)
Firearms 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) o 0 0 - (0)
Immigration 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0(0.3) 0{0.0) 0{0.0) o 0 0 - {0}
Other 3(9.4) 3(9.4) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 12 (37.5) 10 0 2 $ 15,348 (8)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to ‘1989 Guideline Sentences’
Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




FLORIDA, Middle

11th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) Tampa (5) Sarasota
(2) Orlando (6) Fort Meyers
(8) Jacksonville (7} Ocala
(4) Cocoa
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE iNDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? i1 | Civil® 4,836
AUSAs® 53 | Criminal’ 683
Assistant Federal Defenders* 13
Probation Officers’ 51
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
PORPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 4,817,403 | Income per Capita" $ 10,8527 Crime Rate'® 6,828
(per 100,000
Population per 208.9 | Percent 5.5 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'?
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 18.4 Percent Mfg. 12.2 | Police Protection $ 61.56
Percent Age 15-24 14.6 Percent Retail 22.1 | Elementary and $ 379.82
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 14,4 | Percent Finance'™ 7.1 | Health & $93.85
Hospitais
Percent Age 35-44 11.7 | Percent Service 26.1 | Public Welfare' $7.70
Percent Age 45-64 22,2 Percent Govt. 11.6 | Highways $ 48.44
Percent Age 65+ 17.7 Percent Other 21.0
Percent acreage in 45.6
farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Florida, Middle

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
471 39 32 34 26 43 22 57 42 40 47 43 46
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N {Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\:;:? ¢ ms:::le{ Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%} 455 (100.0) 271 (59.6) 136 (29.9) 44 (9.7) 4(0.9) 34.1 $1,081.6 TOTAL 460 100.0
MALE 382 (84,0) 231 107 41 3 34,2 $1,193.5 PLEA 382 83.0
FEMALE 73 (16.0) 40 29 3 1 33,5 $4959 TRIAL 78 17.0
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® Fl:::l:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"
Release Prison'!
N  (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL 450 (100.0) 383 (85.1) 358 (79.6) 20 (4.4) 5(1.1) 94 69 35 17 67 191
Robbery 21 (100.0) 21 (100.0) 21 (100.0) 0{0.0) 0{0.0) 84 o] 1 5 3 12
Larceny 18 (100.0) 8 (44.4) 7 (38.9) 1 (5.6) 0 (0.0) 10 7 1 0 0 0
Embezzlement 13 (100.0) 5 (38.5) 5 (38.5) 0 (0.0} 0(0.0) 16 1 3 1 ] 0
Fraud 28 (100.0) 18 (64.3) 15 (53.6) 2(7.1) 1(3.6) 13 9 8 1 ] 0
Drug Offenses 267 (100.0) 252 (94.4) 247 (92.5) 4 (1.5) 1{0.4) 124 10 7 8 54 171
Counterfeiting 28.(100.0) 16 {57.1) 11 (39.3) 4 (14.3) 1(3.6) 10 9 6 0 [¢] 0
Firearms 19 (100.0) 17 (89.5) 17 (89.5) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 67 6 3 4] 4 4
Immigration 14 (100.0) 7 {50.0) 7 {50.0} 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 6 7 0 0 0 0
Other 42 (100.0) 39 (92.9) 28 (66.7) 9 (21.4) 2(4.8) 34 20 6 2 6 4
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount'
Probation Only Confinement Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N {Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N
TOTAL 64 (14.2) 50 (11.1) 14 (3.1) 3(0.7) 136 (30.2) 96 35 5 $ 16,122 (130)
Robbety 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 9 (42.9) 2 6 1 $ 13,923 (9)
Larceny 9 (50.0) 8 (44.4) 1 (5.6) 1 (5.6} 12 (66.7) 6 5 1 $ 14,229 (11)
Embezziement 8 (61.5) 6 (46.2) 2(15.4) 0(0.0) 9 (69.2) 2 6 1 $ 50,648 (9)
Fraud 10 (35.7) 7 (25.0) 3(10.7) 0 (0.0 14 (50.0) 1 12 1 $ 43,163 (12)
Drug Offenses 14 (5.2) 12/(4.5) 2(0.8) 1(0.4) 53 (19.9) 53 Y] 0 $ 13,539 (51)
Counterfeiting 12 (42.9) 9 (32.1) 3(10.7) 0(0.0) 15 (53.6) 9 5 1 $ 624 (14)
Firearms 1(5.3) 0 (0.0) 1(5.3) 1(5.3) 4 (21.1) 4 0 0 $ 2,500 (4)
Immigration 7 (50.0) 6 (42.9) 1{7.4) 0(0.0) 3 (21.4) 2 1 0 $ 750 (3)
Other 3(7.1) 2 (4.8) 1(2.4) 0 (0.0) 17 (40.5) 17 0 0 $ 2,812 (17)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'
Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencirig Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




FLORIDA, Southern
11th Circuit

(1) Miami

(2) Fort Lauderdale
(3) West Palm Beach
(4) Fort Pierce

Primary Places of Holding Court:'

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

! NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS | CASES FILED

Judges® 17 | Civil® 4,301
AUSAs® 119 | Criminal’ 1,178
Assistant Federa!l Defenders® 25
Probation Officers® 106

SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATCRS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
e ———— ===
Total Population® 3,673,152 | Income per Capita®’ $ 12,446 | Crime Rate™ 9,337
(per 100,000
Population per 271.2 | Percent 6.0 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION' NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 17.7 Percent Mig. 11.3 | Police Protection $ 92.66
Percent Age 15-24 13.9 Percent Retall 21.7 | Elementary and $ 375.77
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 15.0 | Percent Finance 8.3 | Health & $130.10
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.3 Percent Service 26.6 | Public Welfare' $10.53
Percent Age 45-64 222 Percent Govt. 10.6 | Highways $ 48.84
Percent Age 65+ 18.8 Percent Other 214
Percent acreage in 42.5
farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Florida, Southern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mour May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
921 13 53 61 82 80 90 93 60 95 84 a5 115
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N {Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\g:? ° ::22;:12; Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 874 (100.0) 222 (25.4) 143 (16.4) 504 (57.7) 5 (0.6) 35.4 $9127 TOTAL 877 100.0
MALE 736 (84.2) 185 109 438 4 36.7 $992,4 PLEA 691 78.8
FEMALE 138 (15.8) 37 34 66 1 33.2 $ 487.6 TRIAL 186 21.2
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::;I:::g Prison + Prison Hew Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence™ Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)™
Release Prison"!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%} (Rows%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL ) 857 (100.0) 770 (89.9) 726 (84.7) 34 (4.0 10 (1.2) 86 89 86 48 130 40
Robbery 31 (100.0) 31 {100.0) 29 (93.6) 0 (0.0) 2 (6.5) 61 1 0 5 17 8
Larceny 9 (100.0) 8 (88,9} 8 (88.9) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 64 2 2 1 0 3
Embezzlement 27 (100.0) 2(7.4) 2(7.4) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 4 2 9 4] 0 0
Fraud 58 (100.0) 37 (63.8) 31 (53.5) 6 (10.3) 0 (0.0} 16 19 10 4 0 1
Drug Offenses 530 (100.0) 522 (98.5) 511 (96.4) 11 (2.1) 0 {0.0) 106 8 21 20 g9 372
Counterfeiting 48 (100.0) 35 (72.9) 32 (66.7) 2(4.2) 1(2.1) 17 14 14 3 4 0
Firearms 60 (100.0) 57 (95.0) 51 (85.0) 4 (6.7) 2(3.3) 76 17 14 5 3 18
Immigration 18 (100,0) 15 (83.3) 10 (55.6) 5 (27.8) 0 (0.0) 10 9 6 0 0 0
Other 76 (100.0) 63 (82.9) 52 (68.4) 6 (7.9} 5 (6.6) a3 17 19 10 7 8
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEI?!‘ CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restltution’ Doliar Amount"?
Probation Only Confinement'* Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Rowd%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 87(10.2) 68 (7.9) 19 (2.2) 0 (0.0) 136 (15.9) 73 58 5 $ 10,678 (130)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 19 (61.3) 0 19 0 $ 6,494 (19)
Larceny 1(11.1) 0(0.0) 1(11.1) 0{0.0) 6.(66.7) 0 4 2 $ 35,080 (4)
Embezzlement 25 (92.8) 23 {85.2) 2(7.4) 0 {0.0) 16 (59.3) 4 10 2 $ 5,188 (15)
Fraud 21 (36.2) 18 (31.0) 3(5.2) 0(0.0) 28 (48.3) 11 16 1 $ 9,128 (26)
Drug Offenses 8 (1.5) 4 (0.8) 4 {0.8) 0 (0.0 22 (4.2) 22 0 0 $ 20,168 (21)
Counitetfeiting 13 (27.1) 9 (18.8) 4(83) 0(0.0) 10 {20.8) 5 5 0 $ 1,558 (10)
Firearms 3 (5.0) 1{1.7) 2 (3.9) 0(0.0) 8 (13.3) 8 0 0 $ 8,738 (8)
Immigration 3(16.7) 2 (11.1) 1 (5.6) 0(0.0) 5 (27.6) 5 0 0 $2,320 (5)
Other 13 (17.1) 11 (14.5) 2 (2.6) 0 (0.0 22 (29.0) 18 4 0 $ 13,130 (22)

i A complete description of data provided in this table Is presented in the “Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'
@ Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




GEORGIA, Northern
11th Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:'

Atlanta
Gainesville
Rome
Newnan

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

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS

CASES FILED

Judges? 12 | civil® 3,542
AUSAs® 39 | Criminal’ 656
Assistant Federal Defenders® -
Probation Officers® 36
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 2,895,966 | Income per Capita" $ 11,534 | Crime Rate' 5,620
{per 100,000
Population per 203.0 | Percent 5.1 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 214 Percent Mig. 21.0 | Police Protection $ 49.05
Percent Age 15-24 16.2 Percent Retail 17.9 | Elementary and $ 398.97
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 18.8 Percent Finance™ 5.3 | Health & $ 213.99
Hoaspitals
Percent Age 35-44 14.0 Percent Service 20.4 | Public Welfare' $2.23
Percent Age 45-64 16.5 Percent Govt. 11.1 | Highways $41.84
Percent Age 65+ 8.3 Percent Other 23.2
Percent acreage in 22.3
farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES Georgia, Northern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’
TOTAL - '88 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
347 6 19 42 R 42 26 28 24 31 45 22 30
i DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N {Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A‘;::? ¢ mg:r:]g; Number Sol %
TOTAL (Row3%) 337 (100.0) 181 (53.7) 140 {41.5) 15 (4.5) 1(0.3) 33.2 $ 905.7 TOTAL 339 100.0
MALE 267 (79.2) 154 101 12 0 33.0 $976.9 PLEA 275 811
FEMALE 70 (20.8) 27 39 3 1 34.2 $ 634.1 TRIAL 64 18.9
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R:::;I::‘r;g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentencs™® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)'"
Release Prison''
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%%) N (Rowo%) 1412 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 328 (100,0) 236 {72.0) 209 (63.7) 15 (4.8) 12 (3.7) 72 61 32 32 33 77
Robbery 21 (100.0) 21 (100.0) 21 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 234 0 0 3 3 15
Larceny 59 (100.0) 26 (44.1) 22 (37.3) 0 (0.0 4 {6.8) 14 13 8 3 1 0
Embezzlement 24 (100.0) 6 (25.0) 4(16.7) 1(4.2) 1({4.2) 1 5 0 1 0 0
Fraud 28 (100.0) 18 (64.3) 14 (50.0) 3(10.7) 1(3.6) 16 10 4 3 1 0
Drug Offenses 133 (100.0) 126 (90.2) 115 (86.5) 3 (2.3) 2(1.5) 80 12 10 17 25 56
Counterfeiting 9 (100.0) 7 (77.8) 6 (66.7) 1(11.1) 0 (0.0) 25 3 1 1 1 1
Firearms 14 (100.0) 10 (71.4) 8 (67.1) 1(7.1) 1(7.1) 12 5 5 0 0 0
Immigration 7 (100.0) 4 (57.1) 1(14.3) 3 (42.9) 0 (0.0} 7 4 0 0 0 0
Other 33 (100.0} 24 (72.7) 18 (54.6) 3(8.1) 3(9.1) 58 9 4 4 2 5
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Receiving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount'?
Prabation Orky Confinement™* Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 89 (27.1) §6 (17.1) 33 (10.1) 3 (0.9} 150 (45.7) 79 59 12 $ 26,958 (140)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0 12 (57.1) ] 11 1 $ 12,907 (11)
Larceny 30 {50.9) 20 (33.9) 10 (17.0) 3 (5.1) 47 (79.7) 19 23 5 $ 13,295 {45)
Embezziement 18 (75.0) 15 (62.5) 3 (12.5) 0 (0.0) 18 {75.0) 9 6 3 $ 5,834 (16)
Fraud 10 (35.7) 6 (21.4) 4(14.3) 0 (0.0) 11 (39.3) 0 10 1 $ 129,494 (11)
Drug Offenses 13 (9.8) 5 (3.8) 3 (6.0) 0 (0.0} 33 (24.8) 33 0 0 $ 40,448 (31)
Counterfeiting 2 (22.2) 0 (0.0) 2 (22.2) 0 (0.0} 3 (33.3) 0 3 0 $ 13,173 (3)
Firearms 4 (28.6) 1(7.9) 3(21.4) 0(0.0) 6 (42.9) 5 1 0 $3,317 (6)
Immigration 3(42.9) 2 (28.6) 1(14.3) 0(0.0) 3 (42.9) 3 0 0 $2,125 (2)
Other 9 (27.3) 7(21.2) 2 (6.1) 0(0.0) 17 (51.5) 10 5 2 $ 5,906 (15)

| A complete

descriptin

Tables," page A-1.

| SOURCE: U.S. Santencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289

n of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to 1989 Guideline Sentences'




GEORGIA, Middle

11th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) Columbus (5) Thomasville
{(2) Macon {6) Albany
(3) Valdosta
(4} Athens
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 3 | Civil® 1,014
AUSAs? 9 | Criminal’ 2,187
Assistant Federal Defenders® 6
Probation Officers® 11
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION l ECONOMIC OTHER
— e — — — —— =
Total Population® 1,527,319 | Income per Capita" $ 8,440 | Crime Rate'® 3,609
(per 100,000
Population per 61.5 | Percent 7.2 | population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 15.0 Percent Mig. 26.8 | Police Protection $ 41.67
Percent Age 15-24 12.9 Percent Retail 17.7 | Elementary and $ 372,38
Secondary
Education
Petrcent Age 25-34 11.0 | Percent Finance" 4.3 | Health & $ 239.23
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 7.8 | Percent Service 14.4 | Public Welfare®® $3.65
Percent Age 45-64 11.3 Percent Govt. 19.4 | Highways $ 46.16
Percent Age 65+ 6.4 Percent Other 17.4
Percent acreage in 40.9
farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Georgia, Middle

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL -’89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
164 0 7 19 ] 10 15 12 23 19 17 31 5
L DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\::;r:? ® m::::g Nurmber Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 152 (100.0) 68 (44.7) 82 ({54.0) 1{0.7) 1(0.7) 35,9 $937.2 TOTAL 183 100.0
MALE 108 (71.1) 58 50 [+] 0 36.4 $1,001.9 PLEA 122 797
FEMALE 44 (28.9) 10 32 1 1 347 $778.4 TRIAL 31 20.3
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® H;:Iesl:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence™ Months PRISON TERM ORDERED {months)"?
Release Prison'*
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 148 (100.0) 84 (56.8) 75 (50.7) 6 (4.1) 3 (2.0) 99 18 8 6 6 46
Robbery 1 (100.0) 1 {100.0) 1 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 57 0 0 0 1 0
Larceny 32 (100.0) 5 (15.6) 0(0.0) 5 (15.6) 0 0.0} 3 5 "] 0 0 0
Embezzleﬁent 9 (100.0) 4 (44.4) 2 (22.2) 1{11.1) 1(11.1) 12 3 1 0 0 0
Fraud 20 (100.0) 2 (10.0) 2 (10.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 18 1 1 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 53 (100.0) 52 (98.1) 51 (96.2) 0 (0.0) 1(1.9) 145 1 2 2 3 44
Counterfeiting 0{100.0) 0{-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0 0 0 Y 0
Firearms 5 (100.0) 5 {100.0) 4 {80.0) 0 (0.0} 1 (20.0) 56 2 1 [¢] ] 2
Immigration 0 (100.0) 0{-) 0(-) 0¢(-) o) - 0 0 0 0 0
Other 28 (100.0) 15 (53.6) 15 (53.6) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 23 6 3 4 2 o
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probation® Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount"”?
Probation Only Confinement' Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 60 (40.5) 53 (35.8) 7(4.7) 4(2.7) 75 (50.7) 47 13 15 $ 5,492 (74)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - {0)
Larceny 24 (75.0) 23 (71.9) 1(3.1) 3(9.4) 28 (87.5) 22 4 2 $ 206 (28)
Embezzlement 5 (55.6) 3(33.3) 2(22.2) 0 (0.0) 6 (66.7) 3 2 1 $ 15,094 (5)
Fraud 18 (90,0) 16 (80.0) 2 (10.0) 0(0.0) 18 (90.0) 4 3 11 $ 2,047 (18)
Drug Offenses 1(1.9) 1(1.9) 0 (0.0)— 0 {0.0) 9 (17.0) 9 ¢} 0 $25,777 (9)
Counterfeiting 6(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0() 0 o 0 - (0)
Firearms 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0} 1 (20,0 1 [¢] 0 $ 2,000 (1)
Immigration 0(-) 0() 0() 0(-) 0{-) o 0 0 - (0}
Other 12 (42.9) 10 (35.7) 2(7.1) 1(6.7) 13 (46.4) 8 4 i $ 4,178 {13)

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guldeline Sentences'
Tables,” page A-1.




GEORGIA, Southern

11th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Augusta (5) Waycross
(2) Savannah
(3) Statesboro
(4) Brunswick
SELECTED FEDERAL CHIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
e ———— —_——
Judges® 3 | Civil® 1,236
AUSAs® 10 | Criminal’ 307
Assistant Federal Defenders* -
Probation Officers® 72
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Popuiation® 1,039,704 | Income per Capita $ 8,628 | Crime Rate'® 4,019
{per 100,000
Population per 54.8 | Percent 7.0 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 17.5 Percent Mifg. 24.7 | Police Protection $ 41.58
Percent Age 15-24 13.8 Percent Retail 19.9 | Elementary and $ 385.50
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 12.7 | Percent Finance" 4.0 | Health & $278.74
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 8.8 | Percent Service 16.0 | Public Welfare™ $4.35
Percent Age 45-64 12.8 Percent Govt. 17.3 | Highways $ 51.09
Percent Age 65+ 7.3 Percent Other 18.1
Percent acreage in 31.0

farms's

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES Georgia, Southern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’
TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
122 20 4 23 4 9 5 3 8 13 5 27 1
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\:agr:‘g ¢ mc?g:\]g; Nurmber Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 110 (100.0) 63 (57.3) 41 (37.3) 6 (5.5) 0(0.0) 34.6 $8763 || TOTAL 112 100.0
MALE 88 (80.0) 51 31 8 0 35.0 $961.5 || PLEA 91 81.2
FEMALE 22 (20.0) 12 10 0 0 329 $5354 || TRIAL 21 18.8
CASES INVOLVING PRISON J
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::;I:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)*
Release Prison'!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) { N (Row%) 1-12 1324 | 2536 | 3760 | Over60
TOTAL 111 (100.0) 93 (83.8) 91 (82.0) 2(1.8) 0.(0.0) 68 19 14 11 19 30
Robbery 5 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 4 (80.0) 1 {20.0) 0(0,0) 49 0 1 2 1 1
Larceny 6 (100.0) 3 (50.0) 3 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 50 1 0 1 0 1
Embezzlement 5 (100.0) 4 (80.0) 4 (80.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 7 4 0 0 0 0
Fraud 4 (100.0) 3 (75.0) 3 (75.0) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0} 14 1 2 [} 0 0
Drug Offenses 62 (100.0) 55 (88.7) 55 (88.7) 0 (0,0) 0(0.0) 77 8 7 5 13 22
Counterfeiting 5 (100.0) 4 (80.0) 3 (60.0) 1 {20.0) 0(0.0) 13 3 0 1 0 0
—Firearms 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 72 0 0 0 0 1
Immigration 0 (100.0) 0(-) 0 (-} 0(-) 0 () 0 0 0 0 0
Other 23 (100.0) 18 (78.3) 18 (78.9) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 83 2 4 2 5 5
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER15 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount'’
Probation Only Confinement' Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N
TOTAL 18 (16.2) 14 (12.6) 4(3.6) 0(0.0) 36 (32.4) 21 9 6 $9,182 (35)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 4 (80.0) 0 3 1 $ 6,268 (3)
Larceny 3(50.0) 3 (50.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 4 (66.7) 1 2 1 $2611 (4)
Embezzlement 1{20.0) 0(0.0) 1 (20.0) 0 {0.0) 2 (40.0) 0 1 1 $31,047 (2)
Fraud 1(25.0) 0(0.0) 1 (25.0) 0(0.0) 3(75.0) 2 0 1 $ 14,877 (3)
Drug Offenses 7(11.3) 6(9.7) 1(1.6) 0 (0.0) 13 (21.0) 12 1 0 $ 12,339 (13)
Counterfeiting 1(20.0) 0(0.0) 1(20.0) 0(0.0) 1 (20.0) 0 0 1 $ 520 (1)
Firearms 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 1{100.0) 1 0 0 $ 3,000 (1)
Immigration 0 () 0(-) 0(-) 0 () 0{-) 0 0 0 - (0)
Other 5 (21.7) 5(21.7) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 8 (34.8) 5 2 1 $ 2,684 (8)

§ A complete

descripti

Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289

on of data provid'ed in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'




HAWAII

9th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) Honolulu
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 5 | Civil® 983
AUSAs® 14 | Criminal’ 1,447
Assistant Federal Defenders* 6
Probation Officers® 10
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 865,000 | Income per Capita" $11,003 | Crime Rate'® 5,201
(per 100,000
Population per 150.2 | Percent 4. | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'?
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION'" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 22.7 Percent Mfg. 5.6 | Police Protection n/a
Percent Age 15-24 17.9 Percent Retail 24.7 | Elementary and n/a
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 18.7 | Percent Finance 8.0 | Health & n/a
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.9 | Percent Service 30.2 | Public Welfare' n/a
Percent Age 45-64 18.9 Percent Govt. 12.3 | Highways n/a
Percent Age 65+ 8.9 Percent Other 19.2
Percent acreage in 47.6

farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES Hawaii

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'
TOTAL -’89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May dun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
193 5 15 15 14 18 18 19 13 17 19 20 20
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\fg':?e Moninly oo | col %
TOTAL (Row%) 83 (100.0) 39 (47.0) 6(7.2) 2 (2.4) 36 (43.4) 34,4 $849.0 || TOTAL 112 100.0
MALE 69 (83.1) ag 5 2 26 35.4 $920.8 || PLEA 101 90.2
FEMALE 14 (16.9) 3 1 0 10 29.4 $450.7 || TRIAL 11 9.8
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE TOTAL CASES® R::s:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (menths)"?
Release Prison'!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25.36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 110 (100.0) 70 (63.6) 67 (60.9) 2(1.8) 1{0.9) a9 17 5 8 15 15
Robbery 9(100.0) 9 (100.0) 9 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 97 0 0 0 5 4
Larceny 21 (100.0) 9.(42.9) 8 (38.1) 0(0.0) 1(4.8) 27 5 3 0 0 1
Embezziement 1 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 0 0
Fraud 18 (100.0) 8 (44.4) 8 (44.4) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 25 1 4 1 2 0
Drug Offenses 41.(100.0) 30 (73.2) 30 (73.2) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 61 5 4 5 6 10
Counterfeiting 8 (100.0) 7 (87.5) 7 (87.5) 0(0.0) G (0.0) 17 4 2 0 1 0
Firearms 2 (100.0) 2(100.0) 2 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 38 0 1 0 1 0
Immigration 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 1 {100.0) 0{0.0) 5 1 0 o 0 0
Other 9 (100.0) 4 (44.4) 3(33.3) 1(11.1) 0 (0.0) 22 1 1 2 0 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEI?S CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount”
Probation Only Confinement" Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row) N (Row%) N (Rowss) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N
TOTAL 25 (22.7) 19 (17.3) 6 (5.5) 15 (13.6) 73 (66.4) 43 25 5 $ 66,577 (88)
Robbery 0-(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 7(77.8) 0 7 0 $ 3,355 (7)
Larceny 7(33.3) 7 (33.3) 0{0.0) 5 (23.8) 18 (85.7) 10 6 2 $ 3,158 (15)
Embezzlement 1(100.0) 0(0.0) 1 {100.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (100.0) 0 1 0 $ 37,643 (1)
Fraud 9 (50.0) 5 (27.8) 4(22.2) 1 (5.6) 14 (77.8) 8 5 1 $ 17,685 (19)
Drug Offenses 5(12.2) 5(12.2) 0 (0.0) 6 (14.6) 20 (48.8) 20 0 0 $ 205,450 (20)
Counterfeiting 1(12.5) 0(0.0) 1(12.5) 0{0.0) 5 (62.5) 0 3 2 $ 1,355 (5)
Firearms 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Immigration 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 1(100.0) 1 0 0 $ 500 {1)
Other 2(22.2) 2(22.2) 0 (0.0) 3(33.3) 7(77.8) 4 k] o $ 12,100 (8)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'
Tables," page A-1,

| SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




IDAHO

oth Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Boise
(2) Pocatello
(8) Moscow
(4) Twin Falls
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
-’_—’__—'————“_‘T—_:m——-———r——-_———-j-
Judges® 2 | civil® 632
AUSAs® 7 | Criminal’ 95
Assistant Federal Defenders® -
Probation Officers® 9

SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 944,000 | Income per Capita" $ 8,567 | Crime Rate'® 3,856
(per 100,000
Population per 11.5 | Percent g.7 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed"
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 26.7 Percent Mfg. 17.4 | Police Protection $41.84
Percent Age 15-24 5.8 Percent Retaii 19.6 | Elementary and $ 380.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 17.4 Percent Finance™ 5.3 | Health & $ 99.05
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 13.3 | Percent Service 19.5 | Public Welfare' $512
Percent Age 45-64 16.3 Percent Govt. 16.4 | Highways $ 72,58
Percent Age 65+ 10.6 Percent Other 21.8
. |
Percent acreage in 26.4
farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-l.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES Idaho

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep } Oct Nov Dec
43 4 2 3 1 2 1 3 1 11 0 3 2
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE’ Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\fgr;g ® m:g::g: Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 43 (100.0) 19 (44.2) 0(0.0) 17 (39.5) 7 (16.3) 39,9 $ 863.1 TOTAL 43 100.0
MALE 37 (86.0) 17 1] 14 6 39.1 $923.6 PLEA 32 74.4
FEMALE 6 (14.0) 2 [ 3 1 44,8 $489.8 TRIAL 1 25,6
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® Rf,ff;::lg Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Manths PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"
Release Prison"
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%)} N (Row%} 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL 43 (100.0) 35 (81.4) 29 (67.4) -4(9.3) 2(4.7) 67 7 13 0 3 12
Robbery 1 (100,0) 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 262 0 0 0 0 1
Larceny 4 (100.0) 3 (75.0) 1 (25.0 0 (0.0) 2 (50.0) 9 2 1 0 0 0
Embezzlement 1 {100.0) 1 (100.0) 1 {100.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 18 0 1 0 0 0
Fraud 3 (100.0) 2 (66.7) 2 (66.7) 0{0.0) 0 {0.0) 18 0 2 0 "] 0
Drug Offensés 8 (100,0) 8 (100.0) 8 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 101 i 0 0 1 6
Counterfeiting 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 {0.0) 1 (100.0) 0 {0.0} 15 0 1 V] 0 0
Firearms 4 {100.0) 4 {100.0) 3 (75.0) 1 (25.0) 0 (0.0) 73 0 2 ] 0 2
Immigration 11 (100.0) 8 (72.7) 6 (54.6) 2(18.2) 0 (0.0) 14 4 4 0 0 0
Other 10 (100.0) 7 {70.0) 7 (70.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 112 0 2 0 2 3
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEF!}s CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE GASES' Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probation'? Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount"
Probation Only Confinement' Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row) only only Both 5N
TOTAL 8 (18.6) 4(9.3) 4(.3) 0(0.0) 21 (48.8) 13 6 2 $ 6,159 (17)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 0.{0.0) 0 {0.0} 0 0 0 - {0)
Larceny 1(25.0) 1 (25.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 3 (75.0) 1 2 0 $1,100 (1)
Embezzlement 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (100.0) 0 1 0 - (0)
Fraud 1(33.3) 0 (0.0 1(33.3) 0 (0.0) 2 (66.7) 0 1 1 $ 21,079 (2)
Drug Offenses 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0{0.0) 3 (37.5) 2 0 1 $ 9,267 (3)
Counterfeiting 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 1 (100.0) 0 1 0 $3,918 (1)
Firearms 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 {25.0) 1 0 0 $ 1,000 (1)
Immigration 3(27.3) 0 (0.0) 3(27.3) 0 (0.0) 7 (63.6) 7 0 0 $ 3,650 (6)
Other 3 (30.0) 3 (30.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (30.0) 2 1 0 $2,275 (3)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




ILLINOIS, Northern
7th Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:’

(1) Chicago

(2) Rockford

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS '

farms's

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 26 | Civil® 10,083
AUSAS® 87 | Criminai’ 804
Assistant Federal Defenders’ 8
Probation Officers® 67
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 7,878,083 | Income per Capita" $ 11,958 | Crime Rate'® 6,071
(per 100,000
Population per 728.4 | Percent 7.3 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 22.2 Percent Mfg. 23.4 | Police Protection $ 89.76
Percent Age 15-24 16.8 Percent Retall 16.6 | Elementary and $ 456.51
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 18.0 | Percent Finance" 7.8 | Health & $50.42
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.9 | Percent Service 24.1 | Public Welfare™ $14.71
Percent Age 45-64 19.1 Percent Govt. 10.6 | Highways $ 55.93
Percent Age 65+ 10.7 Percent Other 17.5
Percent acreage in 729

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators,” page A-1.




1985 GUIDELINE SENTENCES lllinois, Northern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)

TOTAL - '83 dJan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
230 20 19 18 20 29 31 24 14 27 12 7 9
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\:;:? ° lhrlllgg::g; Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 224 (100.0) 112 (50.0) 93 (41.5) 16 (7.1) 3{1.3) 34.8 $819.8 || TOTAL 225 100.0
MALE 200 (89.3) 103 81 13 3 34.4 $ 8534 PLEA 172 76,4
FEMALE 24 (10.7) 9 12 3 0 38.2 $ 538.5 TRIAL 53 23,86
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE' TOTAL CASES® R::S::;g Prison + Prison New Spilit Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (moriths)®
Release Prison"
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N  (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25.36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL 188 (100.0) 146 (77.7) 138 (73.4) 5(2.7) 3 (1.6) 70 29 21 14 29 §3
Robbery 6 (100.0) 6 (100.0) 6 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 31 0 1 3 2 0
Larceny 13 (100.0) 7 (53.9) 7 (53.9) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 27 4 1 0 1 1
Embezzlement 17 (100.0) 2(11.8) 2 (11.8) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 24 1 0 1 0 0
Fraud 14 (100.0) 11 (78.6) 11 {78.6) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 40 3 2 ] 2 1
Drug Offenses 92 (100.0) 85 (92.4) 84 (91.3) 1(1.1) 0 (0.0) 90 ] 9 6 21 43
Counterfeiting 17 (100.0) 13 (76.5) 10 (58.8) 1{5.9) 2 (11.8) 10 10 3 0 0 0
Firearms 6 (100.0) 5 (83.3) 4 (66.7) 1(16.7) 0 (0.0) 108 0 1 0 1 3
Immigration 4 (100.0) 1 (25.0) 1 (25.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 12 1 0 0 0 0
Other 19 (100.0) 16 (84.2) 13 {68.4) 2 (10.5) 1 (5.3} 69 4 4 1 2 5
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Average
Probation" Probation + and Restitution® Dollar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement'* Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 42 (22.3) 28 (14,9) 14 (7.5) 0(0.0) 67 (35.6) 27 34 6 $ 24,024 (66)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 4 (66.7) 0 4 0 $ 10,141 (4)
Larceny . 6 (46.2) 4 {30.8) 2 (15.4) 0 (0.0) 8 (61.5) 3 5 0 $ 13,625 {8)
Embezzlement 15 (88.2) 12 (70.6) 3{(17.7) 0 (0.0) 12 (70.6) 9 3 0 $ 55,551 (12)
Fraud 3(21.4) 1{7.1) 2(14.3) 0 {0.0) 8 (57.1) 0 6 2 $ 48,314 (8)
Drug Offenses 7 (7.6) 5 (5.4) 2(2.2) 0 {0.0) 20 (21.7) 9 9 2 $ 4,802 (20)
Counterfeiting 4(23.5) 3(17.7) 1(5.9) 0(0.0) 5 (29.4) 0 5 0 $ 771 (5)
Firearms 1(16.7) 1(16.7) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.9 0(0.0) ] o] 0 - (0)
Immigration 3 (75.0) 1(25.0) 2 (50.0) 0(0.0) 3 (75.0) 1 0 2 $ 900 (2)
Other 3(15.8) 1(5.3) 2 (10.5) 0(0.0) 7 {36.8) 5 2 0 $ 40,173 (7)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
§ Tables,” page A-1.

i SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




ILLINOIS, Central

7th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Danville
(2) Springfield
(3) Peoria
(4) Rock lsland
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 4 | Civil® 1,135
AUSAs® 14 { Criminal’ 304
Assistant Federal Defenders® 2
Probation Officers® 10
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 2,284,505 | Income per Capita" $ 10,041 | Crime Rate'® 3,638
(per 100,000
Population per 80.4 | Percent g.g | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION' NONFARM EMPLOYMENT' LOCAL EXPENDITURESY
Percent Age 0-14 19.4 Percent Mfg. 2041 Police Protection $ 44.43
Percent Age 15-24 16.3 Percent Retail 19.2 | Elementary and $ 400.73
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 14.8 | Percent Finance™ 6.5 | Health & $ 59.79
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 10.7 | Percent Setvice 21.5 | Public Welfare™ $ 15.53
Percent Age 45-64 16.6 Percent Govt. 15.0 | Highways $91.24
Percent Age 65+ 11.6 Percent Other 17.7
Percent acreage in 88.7

farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

llinois, Central

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL -'88 Jan Feb Mar May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
128 0 12 9 12 10 20 5 9 23 12 8 8
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\fgr‘:? ° ::22::2; Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 120 (100.0) 82 (68.3) 21 (17.5) 15 (12.5) 2(1.7) 338 $ 6916 TOTAL 122 100.0
MALE 99 (82.5) 68 19 1 1 33.6 $689.5 PLEA 95 77.9
FEMALE 21 (17.5) 14 2 4 1 34.4 $701.3 TRIAL 27 229
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R;:;':::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)*?
Release Prison*!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL 118 (100.0) 96 (81.4) 94 (79.7) 0(0.0) 2(1.7) 78 16 16 10 15 32
Robbery 2(100.0) 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 227 0 0 0 0 2
Larceny 2 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 01{0.0) 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 0 0 0 0
Embezziement 8(100.0) 4 (50.0) 4 (50,0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0 19 1 2 1 0 0
Fraud 13 {100.0) 6 {46.2) 6 (46.2) 0 (0.0 0 {0.0) 19 3 2 ] 1 0
Drug Offenses 74 (100.0) 72 (97.3) 71 (96.0) 0 (0.0) 1{1.4) 82 " 9 8 12 32
Counterfeiting 2 (100.0) 1 (50.0) 1 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 18 0 1 0 0 0
Firearms 4(100.0) 3 (75.0) 3 (75.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 75 0 1 1 0 1
Immigration 1 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 0 0 0 "] 0
Other 12 (100.0) 8 (66.7) 7 (58.3) 0(0.0) 1 (8.3) 89 1 1 0 2 4
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES” Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Average
Probation"™ Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount'”
Probation Only Confinement Fine Rastitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%} N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 22 (18.6) 9 (7.6) 13 (11.0) 0 (0.0) 50 (42.4) 13 28 9 $ 8,344 (49)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Larceny 2 (100.0) 1 (50.0) 1 {50.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (100.0) 0 2 0 $ 3,340 (2)
Embezzlement 4 (50.0) 2 {25.0) 2 {25.0) 0 (0.0) 4 (50.0} 1 1 2 $ 16,287 (4)
Fraud 7 (53.9) 2(15.4) 5 (38.5) 0(0.0) 8 {61.5) 1 4 3 $ 4,965 (8)
Drug Offenses 2(2.7) 1{1.4) 1{1.4) 0{0.0) 26 (35.1) 5 17 4 $ 10,377 (26)
Counterfeiting 1 (50.0) 0(0.0) 1 (50.0) 0(0.0) 2 (100.0) 0 2 0 $100 (2)
Firearms 1 (25.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (25.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (50.0) 2 0 0 $500 (1)
Immigration 1(100.0) 1(100.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 1(100.0) 1 0 o $ 250 (1)
Other 4(33.3) 2 (16.7) 2 (18.7) 0 (0.0) 5 (41.7) 3 2 0 $ 5317 (5)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
| Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S, Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




ILLINOIS, Southern

7th Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:’

(1) East St, Louis
(2) Benton
(3) Aiton

l__ SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

farms'®

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 3 | civil® 1,433
AUSAs® 7 | Criminal’ i71
Assistant Federal Defenders’ 1
Probation Officers® 10
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 1,264,841 | Income per Capita $9,176 | Crime Rate' 3,080
(per 100,000
Population per 77.1 | Percent 12.0 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed"
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 17.7 Parcent Mfg. 17.6 | Police Protection $ 40.76
Percent Age 15-24 13.4 Percent Retail 19.1 } Elementary and $433.14
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 12.1 Percent Finance' 4,7 | Health & $ 99,17
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 9.5 | Percent Service 19.5 | Public Welfare'® $19.53
Percent Age 45-64 15.0 Percent Govt. 16.8 i Highways $75.70
Percent Age 65+ 10.5 Percent Other 223
Percent acreage in 7.7

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators,” page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

lilinois, Southern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL -89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jut Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
101 3 8 8 6 12 4 10 0 1 7 16 16
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Averags
SEX N (Col %} White Black Hispanic Other A\::é:? ¢ lhr':g:rt:g Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 92 (100.0) 62 (67.4) 23 (25.0) 7(7.6) 0(0.0) 34.3 $1,331.7 TOTAL 96 100.0
MALE 79 (85.9) 50 22 7 0 33.9 $1,467.2 PLEA 82 85.4
FEMALE 13 (14.1) 12 1 0 0 371 $ 807.7 TRIAL 14 146
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R:;:le;:::g Prison + Prison New Split Averaga
Supervised Only Sentence™ Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)'
Release Prison*!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row?%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25.36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 94 (100.0) 76 (80.9) 71 (75.5) 2(2.1) 3(3.2) 66 16 20 13 5 22
Robbery 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 106 0 0 0 ) 1
Larceny 7.{100.0) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 0 0
Embezzlement 1 (100.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) - 0 0 0 0 0
Fraud 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 58 (100.0) 56 (96.6) 53 (91.4) 01{0.0) 3 (5.2) 73 10 13 11 2 20
Counierfelting 3 (100.0) 3 (100,0) 3 {100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 9 3 0 0 0 0
Firearms 8 (100.0) 7 (87.5) 7 (87.5) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 32 1 2 1 3 0
Immigration 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0(0.0) 1 (100.0) 0{0.0) 9 1 0 0 0 0
Other 14 (100.0) 8 (57.1) 7 (50.0) 1(7.1) 0{0.0) 67 1 5 1 0 1
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEF!s CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES' Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution' Dotlar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 17 (18.1) 15 (16.0) 2(2.1) 1(1.1) 20 (21.3) 14 6 0 $ 1,883 (19)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Larceny 7 (100.0) 7 (100,0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 7 (100.0) 5 2 0 $ 941 (7)
Embezziement 1 (100.0) 1 {100.0) 010.0) 0(0.0) 1 {100.0) 0 1 0 $5 (1)
Fraud 1 (100.0) 1(100.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 1 (100.0) 1 0 0 $ 1,000 (1)
Drug Offenses 2(3.5) 2 23.5) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 6 (10.3) 3 3 0 $.4,480 (6)
Counterfeiting 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Firearms 1 (12.5) 0(0.0) 1(12.5) 0 (0.0) 1 {12.5) 1 0 0 $ 500 (1)
Immigration 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 0 0 ~1{0)
Other 5 (35.7) 4 (28.6) 1{7.1) T 1(7.1) 4 {28,6) 4 0 4] $ 267 (3)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Iniroduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




INDIANA, Northern

7th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) South Bend (5) Lafayette
(2) Fort Wayne
(3) Hammond
(4) Gary
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 6 | civil® 1,831
AUSAs® 9 | Criminal’ 250
Assistant Federal Defenders’ -
Probation Officers® 15
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION I ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 2,276,677 | Income per Capita $ 9,869 | Crime Rate' 3,873
(per 100,000
Population per 170.7 | Percent 7.3 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'®
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA

DISTRIBUTION"

NONFARM EMPLOYMENT"

LOCAL EXPENDITURES"

farms'

Percent Age 0-14 22,6 Percent Mfg. 33.3 | Police Protection $ 39.78
Percent Age 15-24 16.6 Percent Retail 17.7 | Elementary and $ 433.57
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 16.0 | Percent Finance" 4.5 | Health & $ 60.82
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 11.9 Percent Service 19.2 | Public Welfare' $ 62.41
Percent Age 45-64 17.9 Percent Govt. 11.0 | Highways $ 43.39
Percent Age 65+ 10.6 Percent Other 14.4
Percent acreage in 78.9

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators,” page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Indiana, Northern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'
TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
88 1 6 7 9 7 6 9 14 4 7 13 5
| DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
‘ TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other Av:é:? ® mgg:g Number Col %
TOTAL (Row®%) 81 (100.0) 53 (65.4) 18 (23.5) 7(8.6) 2 (2.5) 34.0 $760.6 || TOTAL 81 100.0
MALE 70 (86.4) 44 18 7 1 34.7 $767.3 || PLEA 64 79.0
FEMALE 11 {13.6) 9 1 0 1 29,5 $718.2 TRIAL 17 21.0
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIAARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM !
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::le;:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence™ Months PRISON TERM ORDERED {months)"
Release Prison'!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 3760 | Over60
TOTAL 78 (100.0) 65 (83.3) 58 (74.4) 2(2.6) 5(6.9) 37 16 19 10 7 13
Robbery 0 (100.0) o) 0(-) 0(~) 0(-) - 0 0 0 0 0
Larceny 3 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 3 {100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1 2 1 0 0 0
Embezzlement 4 (100.0) 1(25.0) 1{25.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 10 1 0 0 0 0
Fraud 4 (100.0) 3 (75.0) 3 (75.0; 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 12 2 1 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 50 (100.0) 43 (86.0) 41 (82.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (4.0) 47 6 1 7 6 13
Counterfeiting 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 9 1 1 0 0 0
Firearms 5 (100.0) 3 (60.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (20.0) 2 (40.0) 7 2 1 0 0 0
Immigration 0 {100.0) 0(-) 0() 0(-) 0(-) 0 Y 0 0 0
Other 10 (100.0) 10 (100.0) 8 (80.0) 1 (10.0) 1 {10.0) 24 2 4 3 1 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEF?5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Receiving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount'
Probation Only Confinement" Fine Rastitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 13 (16.7) 5(6.4) 8(10.3) 0(0.0) 30 (38.5) 22 6 2 $ 15,726 (28)
Robbery 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0 0 0 - {0)
Larceny 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (86.7) 0 2 0 $ 16,274 (2)
Embezziement 3(75.0) 2 (50.0) 1 (25.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (75.0) 0 1 2 $ 7,362 (3)
Fraud 1(25.0) 0 {0.0) 1(25.0) 0 (0,0) 4 (100.0) 2 2 0 $9,173 (4)
Drug Offenses 7 (14.0) 1(2.0) 6 (12,0 0{0.0) 14 (28.0) 13 1 0 $ 25,808 (13)
Counterfeiting 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 o - (0)
Firearms 2(40.0) 2 (40.0) 0(0,0) 0{0.0) 4 (80.0) 4 0 0 $1,375 (4)
Immigration 0{-) 0(-) 0(-) 0{~) 0 (-} 0 0 0 - {0)
Other 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 3 (30.0) 3 0 0 $ 4,000 (2)
i A complte description of data provided in this tableis presente i the "Introducion and Footntes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'
Tables,” page A-1.
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




INDIANA, Southern

7th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Indianapolis
(2) Terre Haute
(8) New Albany
(4) Evansville
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 7 1 Civil® 2,104
AUSAS® 12 | Criminal’ 372
Assistant Federal Defenders® -
Probation Officers® 10

SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC | OTHER
Total Population® 3,213,535 | Income per Capita" $10,052 | Crime Rate'® 3,886
(per 100,000
Population per 142.2 | Percent 6.4 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 2141 Percent Mfg. 26.6 Police Protection $ 32,15
Percent Age 15-24 16.2 Percent Retail 19.0 | Elementary and $413.33
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 15.9 | Percent Finance" 5.5 | Health & $121.95
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 124 Percent Service 19.8 | Public Welfare'™ $ 46.09
Percent Age 45-64 17.6 Percent Govt. 12,7 | Highways $ 45.52
Percent Age 65+ 10.7 Percent Other 16.4
Percent acreage in 66.1
farms™

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Indiana, Southern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
91 0 2 18 5 9 7 5 4 10 10 8 13
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %} White Black Hispanic Other A\:::? ° mgg:,?; Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 87 (100.0) 68 (78.2) 17 (19.5) 0(0.0) 2(2.3) 35.1 $1,0149 TOTAL 89 100.0
MALE 73 (83.9) 59 12 0 2 35.7 $ 1,056.1 PLEA 84 94.4
FEMALE 14 (16.1) 9 5 0 0 31.6 $800.0 TRIAL 5 5.6
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::Ies':::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"
Release Prison"!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 88 (100.0) 60 (68.2) 50 (56.8) 5 (5.7) 5 (5.7) 55 13 15 8 6 18
Robbery 9 (100.0) 7(77.8) 7(77.8) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 102 0 1 0 ] 5
Larceny 7 (100.0) 3 (42.9) 3 (42.9) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 12 2 j 0 0 0
Embezziement 4 (100.0) 1 (25.0) 1 (25.0) 0 {0.0} 0 (0.0 12 1 o 0 [ 0
Fraud 9 (100.0) 3(33.3) 1(11.9) 0{0.0) 2(22.2) 9 2 1 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 31 (100.0) 24 (77.4) 21(67.7) 2 (6.5) 1(3.2) 65 3 2 5 5 9
Counterfeiting 4 (100.0) 2 (50.0) 1{25.0) 0(0.0) 1 (25.0) 54 4] 1 ] 0 1
Firearms 4 (100.0) 3(75.0) 3 (75.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 74 ] 2 0 0 1
Immigration 0 (100.0) 0{-) 0(-) 0(-) 0 () 0 0 0 0 0
Other 20 (100.0) 17 (85.0) 13 (65.0) 3 (15.0) 1 (5.0) 35 5 7 3 0 2
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER5 CASES INVOLVING FINES. AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES' Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Average
Probation' Probation + and Restitution™ Dollar Amount"
Prabation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N
TOTAL 28 (31.8) 20 (22.7) 8 (9.1) 0 (0.0) 39 (44.3) 18 18 3 $ 6,170 (33)
Robbery 2 (22.2) 1{(11.1) 1{11.1) 0 (0.0) 6 (66.7) 1 5 0 $ 2,057 (6)
Larceny 4(57.1) 4(57.9) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 7 (100.0) 1 6 0 $ 1,0124 (7)
Embezzlement 3 (75.0) 3 (75.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 4 (100.0) 2 2 0 $ 1,705 (3)
Fraud 6 (66.7) 3(33.3) 3(33.3) 0(0.0) 7(77.8) 2 2 3 $ 14,961 (5)
Drug Offenses 7(22.6) 7 (22.6) 0(0,0) 0(0.0) 6 (19.4) 6 U 0 $ 4,917 (6)
Counterfeliting 2 (50.0) 0 (0.0 2 (50.0) 0{0.0) 2 (50.0) 0 2 - {0)
Firearms 1 (25.0) 0(0.0) 1 (25.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (25.0) 1 ] 0 $ 100 (1)
Immigration 0(-) 0(~) 0(-) 0 (-} 0{-) 0 0 0 - (0)
Other 3(15.0) 2 (10.0) 1 (5.0) 0 (0.0) 6 (30.0) 5 1 0 $ 2,175 (5)

& A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the “Introduction and

Tables,” page A-1.

AN—
Footnotes t

0 '1989 Guideline Sentences'

' SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




IOWA, Northern

8th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Cedar Rapids
{2) Sioux City
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 3 | civil® 665
AUSAS® 9 | Criminal’ 160
Assistant Federal Defenders* -
Probation Officers® 5
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECCONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 1,390,292 | Income per Capita'’ $9,280 | Crime Rate' 3,263
{per 100,000
Population per 45.1 | Percent 7.6 | population)
Square Mile? Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF FZR CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION'® NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 15.9 Percent Mfg. 21.0 } Police Protection $ 39.71
Percent Age 15-24 114 Percent Retail 19.5 | Elementary and $489.70
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 11.2 | Percent Finance" 5.3 | Health & $ 88.07
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 8.0 Percent Service 21.1 | Public Welfare™ $23.73
Percent Age 45-64 124 Percent Govt. 14.7 | Highways $ 127.66
Percent Age 65+ 9.0 Percent Other 18.4
Percent acreage in 93.0
farms'

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

lowa, Northern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
83 3 4 12 14 8 8 6 3 5 6 5 9
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\g:? ® mgg::;& Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 81 (100.0) 73 (90.1) 4(4.9) 4.(4.9) 0(0.0) 32,2 $1,0609 || TOTAL 81 100.0
MALE 71 (87.7) 63 4 4 0 328 $1,150.4 PLEA 76 93.8
FEMALE 10 (12.3) 10 0 0 0 28,2 $425.0 TRIAL 5 6.2
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R:‘:le;:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'? Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)*?
Release Prison"'
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) | N (Row%) 1-12 1324 | 2538 | 8760 | Over60
TOTAL 75 (100.0) 68 (90.7) 67 (89.3) 0(0.0) 1(1.3) 83 9 8 10 8 33
Robbery 1 (100,0) 1 (100.0) 1 {100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 105 0 0 0 0 1
Larceny 0 (100.0) 0(-) 0{-) 0(-) 0(-) 0 0 0 0 0
Embezzlement 1 {100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) - 0 0 0 1] 0
Fraud 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 60 1 0 0 0 1
Drug Offenses 56 (100.0) 54 {96.4) 54 (96.4) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 97 3 6 7 7 31
Counterfeiting 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 12 1 0 o 0 0
Firearms 3 (100.0) 2 (86.7) 1(33.3) 0 (0.0) 1(33.3) 11 1 1 0 0 0
Immigration 3 (100.0) 3 (100.0} 3 {100.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 8 3 0 0 0 0
Other 8(100.0) 5 (62.5) 5 (62.5) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 34 0 1 3 1 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEFL CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probation* Probation + and Restitution™ Dollar Amount*?
Prabation Only Confinement' Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 7(9.3) 1(1.3) 6 (8.0) 0 (0.0) 43 (57.3) 23 17 3 $ 23,026 (41)
Robbery 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 1 (100.0) 0 1 [ $18,184.(1)
Larceny 0(-) 0() 0{-) 0{-) 0{-) 0 0 0 - (0)
Embezzlement 1(100.0) 0 {0.0) 1 (100.0) 0(0.0) 1 {100,0) 0 1 o] $.3,500 (1)
Fraud 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 2 (100.0) 0 2 0 $ 364,774 (2)
Drug Offenses 2(3.6) 1(1.8) 1 (1.8) 0(0.0) 30 (53.6) 15 13 2 $ 4,624 (29)
Counterfeiting 0 (0.0} 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Firearms 1(33.3) 0(0.0) 1(33.3) 0{0.0) 2 (66.7) 2 0 0 $5,125 (2)
Immigration 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Other 3 (37.5) 0 (0.0 3 (37.5) 0 {0.0) 7 (87.5) 6 0 1 $ 8,083 (6)

B A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes o '1989 Guideline Sentences'

Tables," page A-1.

! SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




IOWA, Southern

8th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) Des Moines
(2) Davenport
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 5 | Civil® 1,279
AUSAs® 7 | Criminal 107
Assistant Federal Defenders* -
Probation Officers® a
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 1,523,516 | Income per Capita" $ 10,541 | Crime Rate' 4,582
(per 100,000
Population per 60.6 { Percent 6.5 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION'" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT"™ LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 16.8 Percent Mfg. 18.8 | Police Protection $43.18
Percent Age 15-24 14.4 Percent Retail 20.0 } Elementary and $471.20
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 13.6 Percent Finance™ 8.0 | Health & $ 104.36
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 9.6 | Percent Service 22.3 | Public Welfare™ $25.74
Percent Age 45-64 13.6 Percent Gowvt. 14.2 | Highways $ 110.55
Percent Age 65+ 9.2 Percent Other 16.6
Percent acreage in 88.6
farms*®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators,”" page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES lowa, Southern

L CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing menth)'
TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
97 0 12 25 8 5 7 6 18 5 3 1 7
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\g:? ° ,“,',122,‘:35 Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 97 (100.0) 70(72.2) 23 (23.7) 0 (0.0) 4(4.1) 33.5 $917.0 TOTAL 97 100.0
MALE 84 (86.6) 62 18 0 4 33.4 $927.7 PLEA 78 80.4
FEMALE 13 (13.4) 8 5 0 0 34.2 $ 847.7 TRIAL 19 19,6
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::Iesl;/:‘r:g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED {months)"
Release Prison*!
N  (Row%) N (Row%) N  (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL 92 (100.0) 81 (88.0) 76 (82.6) 2(2.2) 3(3.3) 83 15 10 8 10 38
Robbery 3 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 0 {0.0) 0{0.0) 31 0 2 ] 1 0
Larceny 1(100.0) 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 {0.0) 0(0.0) 9 1 0 0 [¢] 0
Embezzliement 8 (100.0) 4 (50.0) 3 {37.5) 0 {0.0) 1 (12.5) 13 2 1 1 "] 0
Fraud 3 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 1 (33.3) 0(0.0) 2 (66.7) 6 3 0 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 53 (100.0) 53 (100.0) §3 (100.0} 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 114 2 2 6 [ 37
Counterfeiting 1.(100.0) 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0} 0 {0.0) 12 1 "] 0 0 0
Firearms 8 (100.0) 3 (37.5) 3 (37.5) 0 (0.0 0 {0.0) 67 2 0 0 0 1
Immigration 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 0 {0.0) 2 (100,0) 0 (0.0} 1 2 ] 0 0 0
Other 13 (100.0) 11 (84.6) 11 (84.6) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 26 2 5 1 3 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Average
Probation"™ Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement' Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%)} N (Rowd%) N {Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ N
TOTAL 11 (12.0) 3(3.3) 8(8.7) 0 (0.0) 23 (25.0) 7 16 0 $ 105,069 (22)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0,0) 0 {0.0) 1(33.3) o] 1 0 $ 4,886 (1)
Larceny 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 1 (100.0) 0 1 0 - (0)
Embezziement 4 (50.0) 0(0.0) 4 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 6 (75.0) o] 6 0 $ 326,808 (6}
Fraud 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (66.7) 0 2 0 $ 9,659 (2)
Drug Offenses 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 3(5.7) 3 0 0 $ 47,015 (3)
Counterfeiting 0 (0,0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 {100.0} 0 1 0 $ 435 (1)
Firearms 5 (62.5) 3 (37.5) 2 (25.0) 0 (0.0) 4 (50.0) 3 1 0 $ 2,675 (4)
Immigration 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Other B 2 (15.4) 0 (0.0} 2 (15.4) 0 (0.0) 5 (38.5) 1 4 Y] $ 34,860 (5)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
! Tables," page A-1.

ll SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




KANSAS

10th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) Kansas City
(2) Wichita
(3) Topeka
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 8 | Civii® 2,189
AUSAs® 10 | Criminal 401
Assistant Federal Defenders* 5
Probation Officers® 17
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 2,364,000 | income per Capita" $ 10,684 | Crime Rate'® 4,353
(per 100,000
Population per 28.9 | Percent 5.4 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION®™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURESY
Percent Age 0-14 222 Percent Mfg. 20.3 | Police Protection $ 45.54
Percent Age 15-24 16.8 Percent Retail 19.2 | Elementary and $ 459.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 171 Percent Finance' 5.9 | Health & $ 84.42
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.2 Percent Service 20.0 | Public Welfare'™ $3.33
Percent Age 45-64 18.5 Percent Govt. 14.7 | Highways $ 111.07
Percent Age 65+ 131 Percent Other 19.9
Percent acreage in 89.9

farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Kansas

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
137 3 13 5 7 7 " 20 1" 14 20 8 18
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A‘fgr:? ° {\:2:::2; Number Col %
TOTAL {(Rowd%) 134 (100.0) 70 (52.2) 42 (31.3) 21 (15.7) 1(0.8) 32,1 $5323 || TOTAL 134 100.0
MALE 111 (82.8) 58 36 16 1 31.8 $537.3 PLEA 112 83.6
FEMALE 23 (17.2) 12 6 S 0 33.3 $608.3 TRIAL 22 16.4
CASES INVOLVING PRISCN
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::r:lesl::‘r:g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'’ Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"?
Release Prison"'
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over60
TOTAL 133 (100.0) 105 (79.0) 97 (72.9) 5{3.8) 3(2.3) 51 29 28 5 17 25
Robbery 3(100.0) 3 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 0 (0.0} 0(0.0) 114 0 0 1 1 1
Larceny 4 {100.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) - 0 0 0 ] 0
Embezzlement 11 (100.0) 4 (36.4) 4 (36.4) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 7 3 1 0 0 0
Fraud 12 (100.0) 8 (66.7) 7(58.3) 1(8.3) 0(0.0) 11 4 4 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 59 (100.0) 52 (88.1) 50 (64.8) 1.7 1(1.7) 80 4 8 3 14 22
Counterfeiting 5 (100.0) 4 (80.0) 4 (80.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0 16 2 2 o] 0 0
Firearms 17 (100.0) 16 (94.1) 14 (82.4) 0(0.0) 2 (11.8) 13 9 7 0 0 0
Immigration 5 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 3 (€0.0) 2 (40.0) 0(0.0) 10 4 1 0 ] 0
Other 17 (100.0) 13 (76.5) 12 (70.6) 1 (5.9) 0 (0.0) 32 3 5 1 2 2
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES™ Total TVPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Receiving Fines Average
Probatlon™ Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount"”
Probation Only Conlinement' Fine Restitution
N {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N {FRow%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (W)
TOTAL 28 (21.1) 19 (14.3) 9 (6.8) 0 (0.0) 63 (47.4) a1 18 4 $ 13,769 (62)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 3 (100.0) 0 3 0 $ 4,319 (3)
Larceny 4 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 3(75.0) 1 2 0 $ 2,856 (3)
Embezzlement 7 (63.6) 4 {36.4) 3(27.3) 0 (0.0) 8{72.7) 0 7 1 $ 35,751 (8)
Fraud 4(33.3) 3 (25.0) 1 (8.3) 0 (0.0) 9 (75.0) 5 4 0 $ 3,993 (9)
Drug Offenses 7(11.9) 5 (8.5} 2(3.4) 0(0.0) 24 (40.7) 24 Y] 0 $ 19,596 (24)
Counterfeiting 1 (20.0) 1 (20.0) 0 (0,0) 0 {0.0} 2 (40.0) o 1 1 $510 (2)
Firearms 1(5.9) 0(0.0) 1 (5.9) 0 (0.0) 6 (35.3) 5 0 1 $ 1,310 (6}
Irimigration 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0{0.0) 1 (20.0) 1 0 0 $9,160 (1)
Other 4 (23.5) 2(11.8) 2(11.8) 0 (0.0 7 (41.2) 5 1 1 $ 3,850 (6)

§ A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
Tables," page A-1.

B SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




KENTUCKY, Eastern

6th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) Covington (5} Pikeville
(2) London (6) Frankfort
(3) Lexington
(4) Ashland

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

—— o——

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS l CASES FILED
e S

Judges® 6 | Civil® 2,122

AUSAS® 10 | Criminal’ 181

Assistant Federal Defenders’ -

Probation Officers® 13

SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC I OTHER
Total Population® 1,786,992 { income per Capita" $8,088 | Crime Rate'®
(per 100,000
Population per 87.6 | Percent 9.4 poputation)
Square Mile® Unemployed'
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION'" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 16.7 Percent Mfg. 18.6 | Police Protection $ 25,54
Percent Age 15-24 13.2 Percent Retall 21.0 | Elementary and $ 319.55
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 12,5 | Percent Finance' 4.3 | Health & $ 25.23
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 9.4 | Percent Service 19.1 | Public Welfare' $ 2.56
Percent Age 45-64 13.0 Percent Govt. 13.3 | Highways $ 33.07
Percent Age 65+ 7.7 Percent Other 23.7
Percent acreage in 47.0
farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Kentucky, Eastern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)*

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Qct Nov Dec
147 4 7 11 12 8 20 17 12 12 1 15 18
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A‘gsg ° ng::g; Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 143 (100.0) 101 (70.6) 30 (21,0) 12 (8.4) 0(0.0) 32,4 $5736 | TOTAL 148 100.0
MALE 120 (83.9) 84 25 " 0 327 $ 573.1 PLEA 122 83,6
FEMALE 23 (16.1) 17 5 1 0 30.7 $576.1 TRIAL 24 16.4
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® H:,:;‘:::g Prison + Prison New Spiit Average
Supervised Only Sentence™ Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"
Release Prison'!
N (Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL 141 (100.0) 123 (87.2} 119 (84.4) 3(2.1) 1(0.7) 56 21 27 20 24 31
Robbery 7 (100.0) 7 (100.0) 7 (100.0) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0 86 1] 0 2 2 3
Larceny 7 (100.0) 5 (71.4) 4(57.9) 0 (0.0) 1 (14.3) 14 1 4 0 0 0
Embezziement 6 (100.0) 1 (16.7) 0 {0.0) 1(16.7) 0{0.0} 6 1 0 0 0 0
Fraud 11 (100.0) 9 (81.8) 9(81.8) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 22 1 6 0 2 0
Drug Offenses 71 (100.0) 68 (95.8) 67 (94.4) 1(1.4) 2 (0.0) 72 10 9 13 12 24
Counterfelting 5{100.0) 2 (40.0) 2 (40.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 12 1 1 0 0 0
Firearms 9 (100.0) 9 (100.0) 9 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 34 2 3 0 | 3 1
Immigration 0 (100.0) 0(-) 0 () 0 () 0 () 0 0 0 0 0
Other 25 (100.0) 22 {88.0) 21 (84.0) 1 (4.0} 0(0.0) 33 5 4 § 5 3
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES" Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Average
Probation” Probatfon + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount'”
Probation Only Confinement' Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ N
TOTAL 17 (121) 7(5.0) 10(7.1) 1(0.7) 29 (20.6) 17 7 5 $ 6,981 (19)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0} 0(0.0) 3 (42.9) 1 2 0 $17,936 (2)
Larceny 2 (26.6) +{14.3) 1(143) 0 (0.0) 4 (57.1) 1 1 2 $12,050 (2)
Embezzlement 4 (66.7) 0 (0.0) 4 (66.7) 1 {16.7) 0 (0.0) 0 0 ] - (0)
Fraud 2(18.2) 1(9.1) 1 (9.9} 0 (0.0) 3 (27.3) 1 2 0 $ 6,520 (3)
Drug Offenses 3(4.2) 1(1.4) 2(2.8) 0 (0.0} 8(11.3) 8 0 0 $ 6,875 (4)
Counterfeiting 3 (60.0) 1 (20.0) 2 (40.0) 0 (0.0) 3 {60.0) 2 1 0 $ 3,043 (3)
Firearms 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1{119) 0 1 0 $100 (1)
Immigration 0{-) 0(~) 0(-) 0(-) 0 (-~} 0 0 0 - (0)
Other 3 (12.0) 3 (12.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 7 {28.0) 4 0 3 $ 4,094 (4)

| A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in

| Tables," page A-1.

the "Introduction and Footnotes to 1989 Guideline Sentences'

‘ SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




KENTUCKY, Western
6th Circuit

(1) Louisville

(2) Paducah

(3) Owensboro
(4) Bowling Green

Primary Places of Holding Court:'

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS l CASES FILED

Judges? 6 | Civil® 1,697

AUSAS® 11 | Criminal’ 502

Assistant Federal Defenders* -

Probation Officers® 21

SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 1,873,348 | Income per Capita'’ $9,124 | Crime Rate'® 3,189
{per 100,000
Population per 97.2 | Percent 9.1 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed"
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT® LOCAL EXPENDITURESY
Percent Age 0-14 17.6 Percent Mig. 23.5 | Police Protection $ 35.00
Percent Age 15-24 14.3 Percent Retail 18.6 | Elementary and $ 309.94
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 14.0 | Percent Finance' 5.1 | Health & $61.24
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 10.3 Percent Service 20.0 | Public Weifare™ $ 5.21
Percent Age 45-64 15.3 Percent Govt. 12.6 | Highways $24.95 |
Percent Age 65+ 9.3 Percent Other 20.2
Percent acreage in 65.2
farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELIME SENTENCES

Kentucky, Western

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
235 9 14 28 31 21 16 23 19 18 12 21 T 23
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\:;:? ¢ mgg:g Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 231 (100.0) 152 (65.8) 69 (29.9) 4(1.7) 6 (2,6) 33.7 $691.5 TOTAL 231 100.0
MALE 160 (69.3) 110 46 4 0 313 $ 665,1 PLEA 216 93.5
FEMALE 71 (30.7) 42 23 0 6 39.0 $751.1 TRIAL 15 6.5
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R;:Iesi::::g Prison + Prison New Spiit Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"”
Release Prison"!
N (Row?) N (Row%) N - (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 229 (100.0) 79 (34.5) 74 (32.3) 2(0.9) 3(1.3) 55 19 15 8 17 20
Robbery 10 (100.0) 10 {100.0) 9 (90.0) 1 {10.0) 0 (0.0) 118 0 2 0 2 6
Larceny 119 (100.0) 2(1.7) 2(1.7) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 7 2 0 0 0 0
Embezzlement 3 {100.0) 2 (66.7) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (66.7) 4 2 0 0 0 0
Fraud 10 {100.0) 4 (40.0) 3 (30.0) 0 (0.0} 1(10.0) 6 4 0 0 0 0
_Brug Offenses 54 {100.0) 44.{84.5) 44 (815) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 56 8 9 5 9 13
Counterfeiting 3 (100,0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) - 0 0 0 0 0
Eirearms 7 (100.0) 6 (85.7) 6 (85.7) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 4 1 2 2 0 1
Immigration 0(100.0) 0 () 0{-) 0(-) 0(-) - 0 0 0 0 0
Other 23 (100.0) 11 (47.8) 10 (43.5) 1(4.4) 0 (0.0} 37 2 2 1 6 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Receiving Fines Average
Probation'? Prabation + and Restitution™ Dollar Amount”
Probation Only Confinement' Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) Only Only Both $ (N
TOTAL 150 (65.5) 142 (62.0) 8 (3.5) 0 (0.0) 164 (71.6) 126 30 8 $ 3,059 (162)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0 8 (80.0) 0 8 0 $3,641 (7)
Larceny 117 (98.3) 115 (96.6) 2(1.7) 0 (0.0) 112 (94.1) 103 5 4 $ 1,940 (111)
Embezzlement 1(33.3) 1(33.3) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (100.0) 1 2 0 $ 32,433 (3)
Fraud 6 (60.0) 3 (30.0) 3 (30.0) 0 (0.0) 7 (70.0) 1 0 $ 11,120 (7)
Drug Offenses 10 (18.5) 9 {16.7) 1(1.9) 0 (0.0} 17 (31.5) 8 7 2 $2,077 (17)
Counterfeiting 3 (100.0) . 33) 2 (66.7) 0 (0.0) 3 (100.0) 2 | 0 1 $ 728 (3)
Firearms 1(14.3) 1(14.3) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 3 (42.9) 3 0 0 $ 2,167 (3)
Immigration 0(-) 0{-) 0{-) 0(-) 0(-) o 0 0 Y
Other 12 (52.2) 12 (52.2) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 11 (47.8) 8 2 1 $ 3,230 (11)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
| Tables," page A-1,

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Jommission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




LOUISIANA, Eastern

5th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) New Orleans
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges?® 15 | Civil® 6,021
AUSAs® 28 | Criminal’ 411
Assistant Federal Defenders* 7
Probation Officers® 24
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 1,628,077 { Income per Capita" $9,346 | Crime Rate’® 5,704
(per 100,000
Population per 203.6 | Percent 12,0 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'
AGE DISTRIBUTION QF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION' NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 24,5 Percent Mig. 9.9 | Police Protection $ 66.39
Percent Age 15-24 18.2 Percent Retail 20.6 | Elementary and $ 418.80
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 18.9 | Percent Finance' 6.0 | Health & $ 136.05
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 124 Percent Service 24.5 | Public Welfare™ $5.83
Percent Age 45-64 17.1 Percent Govt. 12.7 | Highways $ 56.85
Percent Age 65+ 9.0 Percent Other 26.4
Percent acreage in 16.2

farms"

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES Louisiana, Eastern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’
TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep% Oct Nov Dec
274 0 26 37 26 19 24 22 28 18 24 22 28
DEMOGRAPHIC INFCRMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\f;? ° mgg::g Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 265 (100.0) 133 (50.2) 114 (43.0) 12 (4.5) 6.(2.3) 34.0 $ 7685.6 TOTAL 268 100.0
MALE 216 (81.5) 106 94 10 6 34.3 8116 PLEA 268 100.0
FEMALE 49 (18.5) 27 20 2 0 328 $ 562.5 TRIAL 0 0.0
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES’ R::;‘:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence" Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"
Release Prison'!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25.36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 265 (100.0) 192 (72.5) 183 (69.1) 3(1.1) 6 (2.3) 45 59 48 23 22 40
Robbery 4 (100,0) 4 (100.0) 4.(100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0,0) 106 1 0 0 1 2
Larceny 21 (100.0) 12 (57.1) 11 (52.4) 1 (4.8) 0 (0.0} 11 7 5 0 0 ]
Embezzlement 13 (100.0) 4 (30.8) 2 (15.4) 0-{0.0) 2{15.4) 8 4 [ 0 o] V]
Fraud 20 (100.0) 12 (60.0) 11 (55.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (5.0) 1 8 3 1 0 0
Drug Offenses 125 (100.0) 117 (93.6) 114 (91.2) 1(0.8) 2(1.6) 52 19 31 18 16 33
Counterfeiting 11.(100.0) 7 (63.6) 7 (63.6) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 16 5 0 1 1 7 0
Firearms 9 (100.0) 5 (55.6) — 5 {56.6) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 22 1 2 1 1 0
Immigration 18 (100.0) 10 (55.6) 10 (55.6) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 14 5 4 0 1 0
Cther 44 (100.0) 21 (47.7) 19 (43.2) 1 (2.3) 1(2.3) 69 9 3 2 2 5
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES' Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Receiving Fines Average
Probation' Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N {Row%) N  (Row%) N (Row%) N (Rowsh) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 73 (27.6) 44 (16.8) 29 (10.9) 0 (0.0 104 (39.3) 67 33 4 $ 14,923 (101)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (50.0) 0 2 0 $ 3,466 (2)
Larceny 9 (42.9) 5 (23.8) 4(19.9) 0 (0.0) 14 (66.7) 4 9 1 $ 4,107 (14)
Embezzlement 9 (69.2) 7 (53.9) 2 (15.4) 0 (0.0) 10 (76.9) 2 8 0 $ 12,419 (9)
Fraud 8 (40.0) 335.0) 5 (25.0) 0(0.0) 13 (65.0) 5 8 2 $ 85,779 (12)
Drug Offenses 8 (6.4) 4(3.2) 4(3.2) 0 {0.0) 24 (19.2) 24 0 0 $ 5,113 (24)
Counterfeiting 4 (36.4) 1(9.1) 3 (27.3) 0 (0.0) 5 {45,5) 3 2 0 $ 2,690 (5)
Firearms 4 (44.4) 1{11.1) 3(33.3) 0(0.0) 4 (44.4) 4 0 o] $3,133 (3)
Immigration 8 (44.4) 8 (44.4) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0) 9 (50.0) 7 2 0 $ 2,446 (9)
Other 23 (52.3) 15 (34.1) 8(18.2) 0 (0.0} 23 (52.3) 18 4 1 $ 5,831 (23)

| A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to 1989 Guideline Sentences'
Tables,” page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




LOUISIANA, Middle

5th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Baton Rouge
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 3 | Civil® 1,034
AUSAS® 7 | Criminal 46
Assistant Federal Defenders® -
Probation Cfficers® 7

SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 591,383 | Income per Capita" $ 9,281 | Crime Rate' 7,714
(per 100,000
Population per 1448 | Percent 11.7 | Ppopulation)
Square Miie® Unemployed'
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 24.2 | Percent Mig. 12.9 | Police Protection $62.12
Percent Age 15-24 19.4 Percent Retail 20.9 | Elementary and $ 450.64
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 18.5 | Percent Finance" 7.0 | Health & $63.33
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 11.9 Percent Service 21.9 | Public Weltare'® $6.28
Percent Age 45-64 14.8 Percent Govt. 11.6 | Highways $ 50.86
Percent Age 65+ 7.4 Percent Other 25.6
Percent acreage in 34.7
farms*

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES Louisiana, Middle

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)*
TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
14 1 2 0 2 0 2 1 1 2 1 1 1
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N {Cot %) White Black Hispanic Other A\:\egr::_; ° lh:gg[t:le); Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 13 (100.0) 6 (45.2) 7 (53.9) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 36.2 $1,1234 || TOTAL 13 100.0
MALE 11 (84.6) 6 5 0 0 36.4 $1,293.5 PLEA 12 923
FEMALE 2 (15.4) 0 2 [¢] 0 35.0 7 $188.0 TRIAL 1 7.7
CASES INVOLV'NG PRISON
PRIMARY 7 Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES? R::;I:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)®?
Release Prison'!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over60
TOTAL 10 (100.0) 6 (60.0) 5 (60.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 17 4 0 1 1 0
Robbery 0 (100.0) 0(-) 0(-) 04{-) 0() - 0 0 0 0 0
Larceny 3 (100.0) 2 (66.7) 2 (66.7) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 22 1 0 0 1 0
Embezzlement 1 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) - 0 0 0 0 0
Fraud 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 1 {100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 27 0 0 1 0 0
Drug Oifenses 0 (100.0) 0(-) 0(-) 0{) 0(-) = 0 0 0 0 0
Counterfeiting 0 (100.0) 0(-) 0(-) 0{-) 0 (-} 0 0 0 0 0
Firearms 1 (100.0) 1 {100.0) 1{100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 10 1 0 0 0 0
Immigration 0 (100.0) 0 (-} 0 () 0(-) o) - 0 0 0 0 0
Other 4 (100.0) 2 (50.0) 2 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 10 2 0 0 0 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEFll5 [ CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Receiving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement' Fine Restitution
N {Row%}) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Rowd) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 4 (40.0) 3(30.0) 1(10.0) 0 (0.0) 8 (80.0) 4 4 0 $ 17,205 (7)
Robbery 0(~) 0 () 0() 0¢-) 0(-) 0 0 0 = (0)
Larceny 1(33.3) 1(33.3) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (66.7) 0 2 ¢ $ 1,308 (2)
Embezziement 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 {0.0} 0 {0.0) 1 (100.0) 1 0 0 $ 250 (1)
Fraud 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 0(0.0) 1 (100.0} 1 0 [¢] $ 108,371 (1}
Drug Offenses 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0() 0 (-} 0 0 (o - {0)
Counterfeiting 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0 0 0 - {0)
Firearms 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Immigration 0 (~) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(~) 0 0 0 - (0)
Other 2 (50.0) 1 (25.0) 1 (25.0) 0(0.0) 4 (100.0) 2 2 0 $ 4,732 (3)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Seniences’
Tables," page A-1.

¥ SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




LOUISIANA, Western

5th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) Shreveport (5) Alexandria
(2) Lake Charles
(3) Lafayette
(4) Monroe
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS I CASES FILED
Judges? 8 | civil® 3,129
AUSAS® 14 | Criminal’ 240
Assistant Federal Defenders® -
Probation Officers® 17
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 1,986,664 | Income per Capita" $ 8,273 | Crime Rate'® 4,040
{per 100,000
Population per 61.2 | Percent 145 | population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'?
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT® LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 23.0 Percent Mig. 14.0 | Police Protection $ 47.44
Percent Age 15-24 16.7 Percent Retail 19.8 { Elementary and $479.14
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 15.0 | Percent Finance" 5.5 | Health & $ 92,50
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 10.7 | Percent Service 19.8 | Public Welfare™ $1.79
Percent Age 45-64 15.7 Percent Govt. 15.2 | Highways $ 77.37
Percent Age 65+ 9.4 Percent Other 25.8
Percent acreage in 34.6

tarms"

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators,” page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Louisiana, Western

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
88 6 7 7 5 7 8 0 16 8 14 5 5
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N {Col %} White Black Hispanic Other A\Z;:? g mgg::g; Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 78 (100.0) 51 (65.4) 23 (29.5) 3(3.9) 1(1.3) 38.4 $1,1100 || TOTAL 79 100.0
MALE 51 (65.4) 35 13 3 0 39.3 $1,3023 || PLEA 73 92.4
FEMALE 27 (34.6) 16 10 0 1 36,6 $7469 || TRIAL 6 76
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE' TOTAL CASES? R;:‘esl:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)™
Release Prison'
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 74 (100.0) 39 (52.7) 34 (46.0) 4(5.4) 1(1.4) a4 17 8 4 4 6
Robbery 0 (100.0) 0 0 () 0{-) 0(-) 0 0 e 0 Y
Larceny 16 (100.0) 7 (43.8) 6 (37.5) 1{6.3) 0 (0.0) 12 5 1 1 0 0
Embezzlement 12 (100.0) 2 (16.7) 2(16.7} 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) i2 2 0 0 0 o
Fraud 18 (100.0) 7 (38.9) 6 (33.3) 0{0.0) 1(5.8) 14 5 1 0 1 0
Drug Offenses 8 (100.0) 8 (100.0) 8 {100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 134 0 1 1 1 5
Counterfeiting 2 (100.0) 1 (50.0) 1 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 18 0 1 0 0 0
Firearms 3{100.0) 2 (66.7) 2 (66.7) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 36 1 0 0 1 0
Immigration 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 0(0.0) 2'(100.0) 0 (0.0) 12 1 1 0 0 0
Other 13 (100.0) 10 (76.9) 9 (69.2) 1(7.7) 0 (0.0) 31 3 3 2 1 1
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES' Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Average
Probation® Probation + and Restitution™ Dollar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement" Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) Only Only Both $ M
TOTAL 35 (47.3) 31 (41.9) 4 (5.9) 0 (0.0) 41 (55.4) 23 10 8 $ 5,064 (40)
Robbery 0{-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) Y 0 0 = (0)
Larceny 9 (56.3) 8 (50.0) 1(6.3) 0(0.0) 12 (75.0) 7 3 2 $ 2453 (12)
Embezziement 10 (83.3) 8 (66.7) 2(16.7) 0 (0.0) 9 (75.0) 7 2 0 $ 8,597 (9)
Fraud 11 (61.1) 10 (55.6) 1 {5.6) 0{0.0) 12 (86.7) 2 4 6 $3,972 (12)
Drug Offenses 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 3(37.5) 3 0 0 $ 4,787 (3)
Counterfeiting 1 (50.0) 1 {50.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 - {0)
Firearms 1(33.3) 1(33.3) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - {0)
Immigration 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 ] ] - {0)
Other 3(23.1) 3 (23.1) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 5 (38.5) 4 1 0 $ 8,428 (4)

A complete description of data provided in this table Is presented in the “Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'
Tables,” page A-1.

s SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




MAINE

1st Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Portland
(2) Bangor
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 2 | Ciil® 607
AUSAS® 8 | Criminal’ 126
Assistant Federal Defenders’ .
Probation Officers® 6
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 1,125,000 | Income per Capita $9,042 | Crime Rate'® 3,672
{per 100,000
Population per 36.3 | Percent 5.3 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EM&LOYMENT™ LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 21.9 Percent Mfg. 25.5 | Police Protection $ 30.82
Percent Age 15-24 16.0 Percent Retail 18.9 | Elementary and $ 398.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 17.1 | Percent Finance™ 5.1 | Health & $ 27.66
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.9 Percent Service 20.9 | Public Welfare™ $6.32
Percent Age 45-64 19.1 Percent Gowt. 14.4 | Highways $ 63.22
Percent Age 65+ 13.0 Percent Other 15.1
Percent acreage in 7.4

farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators,” page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Maine

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)*

TOTAL -'88 Jan Feb Mar May Jun Jut Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
69 6 3 17 6 7 5 2 2 7 10 4 0
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\z_;:? ° :\:::,l,:]z Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 62 (100.0) 56 (90.3) 2(3.2) 4 (6.5) 0(0.0) 31.7 $ 658.8 TOTAL 63 100.0
MALE 55 (88.7) 50 1 4 0 31.0 $ 669.5 PLEA 58 92,1
FEMALE 7(113) 6 1 0 0 376 $574.0 TRIAL 5 79
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® H::;‘:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence"® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)'"?
Release Prison"
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 112 13-24 25-36 37.60 | Over 60
TOTAL 61 (100.0) 56 (91.8) 53 (86.9) 2(3.3) 1(1.6) 56 15 9 10 9 12
Robbery 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 240 0 0 0 0 2
Larceny 3 (100.0) 1(33.3) 1 (33.3) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 21 0 1 0 0 0
Embezzlement 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0 0 0 0 0 0
Fraud 5 (100.0). 5 (100.0) 3 (60.0) 2 {40.0) 0 (0.0 5 5 0 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 42 (100.0) 40 (95.2) 40 (85.2) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 59 8 6 9 7 10
Counterfeiting 1 (100.0) 1 {100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 0 0
Firearms 3 (100.0) 3(100.0) 3 (100.0) 0 (0.0 0 {0.0) 1" 2 1 0 o] 0
Immigration 1{100.0} 1 {100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 39 0 0 0 1 ]
Other 3 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 2(66.7) 0{0.0) 1 (33.3) ag 0 1 1 ] 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Receiving Fines Average
Probation” Probation + and Restitution™ Dollar Amount"?
Probation Only Confinement' Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N
TOTAL 5(8.2) 4 (6.6) 1(1.6) 0(0.0) 35 (57.4) 23 [ 6 $ 9,561 (33)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0) 2 (100.0) 0 2 0 $ 1,850 (2)
Larceny 2 (66.7) 2 (66.7) 0 (0.0 0(0.0) 3{100.0) 0 2 1 $ 483 (3)
Embezzlement 1{100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0 0(0.0) 1 (100.0) 1 0 0 $ 1,000 (1)
Fraud 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 3 (60.0) i 0 2 $2,315 (2)
Drug Offenses 2(4.8) 1(2.4) 1(2.4) 0(0.0) 23 (54.8) 19 2 2 $ 13,571 (22)
Counterfeiting 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Firearms 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0 0 {0.0) 2 (66.7) 2 (o] 0 $ 2,000 {2)
Imrmigration 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0§ 0(0.0) . 010.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Other 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0(0.0) 1(33.3) 0 0 1 $2,159 (1)

8 A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to ‘1989 Guideline Sentences'
Tables,” page A-1.

g SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




MARYLAND

4th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Baltimore
(2) Hyattsville
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS l
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 15 | Civil® 4,107
AUSAS® 31 | Criminal’ 925
Assistant Federal Defenders* 9
Probation Officers® 53
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 4,217,000 | Income per Capita" $ 12,967 | Crime Rate'® 5,383
(per 100,000
Population per 428.7 | Percent 4.5 | population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"Y
Percent Age 0-14 20.8 Percent Mig. 13.1 | Police Protection $ 63.57
Percent Age 15-24 17.0 Percent Retail 19.1 | Elementary and $ 477.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 18.6 { Percent Finance" 6.3 | Health & $ 54.32
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 14.0 Percent Service 25.4 | Public Welfare’ $ 2.31
Percent Age 45-64 194 Percent Govt. 17.8 | Highways $98.24
Percent Age 65+ 10.2 Percent Other 18.2
Percent acreage in 40.6

farms*®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Maryland

L

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
266 6 13 27 23 16 23 30 38 28 20 19 23
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE’ Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\Z;z? ¢ ng::g; Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 231 (100.0) 106 (45.9) 118 (51.1) 6 (2.6) 1(0.4) 31.5 $761.7 TOTAL 237 100.0
MALE 194 (84.0) a6 103 4 1 304 $807.5 PLEA 202 85,2
FEMALE 37 (16.0) 20 15 2 0 374 $521.2 TRIAL 35 14.8
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R;:lesl::‘r:g Prison + Prison New Spilit Average
Supervised Only Sentence" Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"?
Release Prison'"
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 216 (100.0) 165 (76.4) 152 (70.4) 11 (5.1) 2(0.,9) 76 36 15 11 26 76
Robbery 12 (100.0) 11 (91.7) 10 (83.3) 1(8.3) 0(0.0) 104 0 1 1 3 6
Larceny 17 (100.0) 2 (11.8) 2(11.8) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 79 [ 0 0 1 1
Embezzlement 10 (100.0) 1 (10.0) 1 {10.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) i 1 0 0 0 0
Fraud 14 (100.0) 7 (50.0) 6 (42.9) 0(0.0) 1(7.1) 18 1 6 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 132 (100.0) 123 (93.2) 115 (87.1) 7(5.3) 1(0,8) 84 25 4 7 22 65
Counterfeiting 4 (100.0) 2 {50.0) 2 (50.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0} 8 1 i 0 0 0
Firearms 8 (100.0) 7 (87.5) 7 (87.5) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 26 2 2 2 0 1
Immigration 2 (100.0) 1 (50.0) 0(0.0) 1 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 8 1 0 0 0 0
Other 17 {100.0) 11 (64.7) 9 (52.9) 2 (11.8) 0(0.0) 50 5 1 1 0 3
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probatlon™ Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount"”
Prabation Only Confinement'* Fine Restitutlon
N (Row%) N  (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 50 (23.,2) 37 (17.1) 13 {6,0) 1 (0.5) 79 (36.6) 51 23 5 $ 48,258 (78)
Robbery 1(8,3) 1(8.3) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 6 (50.0) 1 5 0 $ 37,688 (6)
Larceny 14 (82,4) 11 (64.7) 3(17.7) 1 (5.9) 12 (70.6) 5 4 3 $ 15,120 (12)
Embezzlement 9 (90.0) 7 {70.0) 2 {20.0) 0 (0.0) 6 (60.0) 2 3 1 $ 3,211 (6)
Fraud 7 (50.0) 3(21.4) 4 {28.6) 0 (0.0) 12 (86.7) 3 8 1 $ 292,338 (11)
Drug Offenses 9 (6.8) 8 (6.1) 1(0.8) 0(0.0) 33 (25.0) H 2 0 $ 3,150 (33)
Counterfeiting 2 (50,0) 1 (25.0) 1 (25.0) 0 (0.0} 2 {50.0) 2 0 0 $ 3,000 (2)
Firearms 1 (12.5) 1{12.5) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0} 2 (25.0) 2 0 [ $ 1,250 (2)
Immigration 1 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (50.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 - {0)
Other 6 (35.3) 5 (29.4) 1({5.9) 0 (0.0) 6 (35.3) 5 1 0 $ 1,525 (6)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the “Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'
Tables," page A-1.

A»» SOURCE; U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




MASSACHUSETTS
1st Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Boston
(2) Springfield
(3) Worcester

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators,” page A-1.

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
————————————-————]; e
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 15 | Civil® 3,427
AUSAs® 53 | Criminal’ 315
Assistant Federal Defenders* 3
Probation Officers® 29
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 5,737,000 | Income per Capita™ $ 12,510 | Crime Rate'® 4,721
(per 100,000
Population per 733.3 | Percent 3.8 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 19.5 Percent Mfg. 23.4 Police Protection $61.98
Percent Age 15-24 17.6 Percent Retail 17.6 | Elementary and $ 454.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 17.4 | Percent Finance' 6.6 | Health & $ 53.85
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12,8 Percent Setvice 29.1 | Public Welfare' $8.13
Percent Age 45-64 19.5 Percent Govt. 9.4 | Highways $ 45.72
Percent Age 65+ 13.2 Percent Other 14.0
Percent acreage in 12.2
farms's




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Massachusetts

— .

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar May Jun Jul Aug Seb Oct Nov Dec
166 12 14 1 8 13 15 27 13 16 8 14 15
| DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\;\a;:? ¢ msz:s; Number Gol %
TOTAL (Row%) 149.(100.0) 117 (78.5) 16 (10.7) 13 (8.7) 3(2.0) 33.8 $1,2102 || TOTAL 151 100.0
MALE 141 (94.6) 109 16 13 3 33.9 $ 11,2301 PLEA 121 80.1
FEMALE B (5.4) 8 ] 0 0 31.6 $ 8584 TRIAL 30 19.9
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R;:S:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)®
Release Prison'*
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25.36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 131 (100.0) 102 (77.9) 92 (70.2) 5(3.8) 5 (3.8) 66 24 17 23 29
Robbery 15 (100.0) 15 (100,0) 15.{100.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 113 0 0 0 9 6
Larceny 3 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 1 (33.3) 0 (0.0} 2(66,7) 6 3 4] 0 0 0
Embezzlement 11 (100.0} 4 (36.4) 3 (27.3) 0 (0.0 1(9.1) 5 4 0 0 0 0
Fraud 21 (100.0) 14 (66.7) 11 (52.4) 1 {4.8) 2 (8.5) 12 6 8 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 45 (100.0) 42 (93.3) 41 (91.1) 1{2.2) 0 {0.0) 91 1 6 7 9 19
Counterfeiting 2 (100.0) 1 (50.0) 1 (50,0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 12 1 0 0 0 0
Firearms 9 (100.0) 7 (77.8) 7(77.8) 0{0.,0) 0(0.0) 50 3 1 1 0 2
Immigration 2 (100.0) 2 (100,0) 0(0.0) 2 (100.0) 0(0.0) 14 1 1 0 0 0
Other 23 (100.0) 14 (60.9) 13 (56.5) 1 (4.4) 0 (0.0) 47 5 1 1 5 2
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE CF SENTENCE CASES' Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 29 (22.1) 25 (19.1) 4(3.) 0 (0.0} 53 (40.5) 25 27 1 $ 30,401 (52)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 7 (46.7) 0 7 0 $30,175 (7)
Larceny 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0,0) 0 {0.0) 3 (100.0) 1 1 1 $ 32,567 (3)
Embezzlement 7 (63.6) 6 (54.6) 1(9.1) 0{0.0) 4 (36.4) 0 4 0 $ 63,944 {4)
Fraud 7(33.3) 6 (28.6) 1 (4.8) 0(0.0) 13 (61.9) 0 13 0 $ 20,829 (12)
Drug Offenses 3 (6.7) 2 (4.4) 1 (2.2) 0 {0.0) 12 (26.7) 12 0 0 $ 56,458 (12)
Counterfelting 1 (50.0) 1 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 1 (50.0) 0 1 ] $40 (1)
Firearms 2(22.2) 2(22.2) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (33.3) 3 0 ¢} $ 3,000 (3)
Immigration 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1 (50.0) 1 0 0 $ 1,000 (1)
Other 9(39.1) 8 (34.8) 1 (4.4) 01{0.0) 9 (39.1) 8 i 0 $ 9,260 (9)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to ‘1989 Guidsline Sentences'
Tables,” page A-1.

SOURCE: U,S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




MICHIGAN, Eastern
6th Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:'

(
(
(
(

N e

1
2
3
4

Detroit
Flint

Bay City
Ann Arbor

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS | CASES FILED

farms's

Judges? 19 | Civil® 5,914
AUSAS® 53 | Criminal’ 544
Assistant Federal Defenders* 8
Probation Officers® 44
|
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS (
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 6,401,504 | Income per Capita" $ 11,517 | Crime Rate'® 7,077
(per 100,000
Population per 300.7 | Percent g.6 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 22.6 Percent Mig. 28.3 | Police Protection $ 8217
Percent Age 15-24 16.7 Percent Retail 18.0 | Elementary and $ 549.36
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 17.0 | Percent Finance" 4.9 | Health & $112.85
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.7 | Percent Service 22,8 | Public Welfare' $ 14.57
Percent Age 45-64 18.8 Percent Govt. 12.2 | Highways $ 63.63
Percent Age 65+ 10.4 Percent Other 13.7
Percent acreage in 38.8

A complete description of data provided In this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicatars," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Michigan, Eastern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)!

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar May Jun Jul Aug Ssp Oct Nov Dec
3 9 14 29 26 23 40 22 29 27 34 39 19
B DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICT!ON®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\:«::? ® mg:::le); Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 280 (100.0) 117 (41.8) 148 (52.9) 14 (5.0) 1(0.4) 335 $ 600.7 TOTAL rill 100.0
MALE 238 (85.0) 100 127 1" 0 34.1 $638.3 PLEA 230 79.0
FEMALE 42 (15.0) 17 21 3 1 304 $ 3879 TRIAL 61 21.0
CASES INVOQ! /ING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE' TOTAL CASES® R:‘:;:::;g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)”
Release Prison'!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1412 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 276 (100.0) 236 (85.5) 223 (80.8) 11 (4.0) 2 (0.7) 82 48 40 28 32 88
Robbery 8 (100.0) 8 (100,0) 7 {87.5) 1 {12.5) 0 {0.0) 57 0 1 1 4 2
Larceny 18 (100.0) 11 (61,1) 9 (50.0) 2(11.1) 0 (0.0) 15 7 1 2 1 0
Embezziement 3 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0 0 (0.0) 4 0 0 0 0
Fraud 26 (100.0) 19 (73.1) 17 (65.4) 1(3.9) 1 (3.9) 16 " 5 2 1 0
Drug Offenses 153 (100.0) 145 {94.8) 138 (90.2) 6(3.9) 1(0.7) 114 15 14 15 20 81
Counterfeiting 9 (100.0) 8 (88.9) 8 (88.9) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 16 4 2 2 0 0
Firearms 22 (100.0) 20 (90.8) 20 (90.9) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 51 5 6 3 3 3
immigration 3 (100.0) 2 (66.7) 2 (66.7) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 8 2 0 4] 0 0
Other 34 (100.0) 23 (67.7) 22 (34.7) 1{2.9) 0 (0.0) 28 4 11 3 3 2
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 0THEF1!s CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Average
Probation™ Probatiar + and Restitution'® Doliar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Rastitution
N {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 40-(14.5) 30 (10.9) 10 (3.6) 0 (0.0) 81 (29.4) 60 20 1 $ 25,568 (81)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 0(0.0) 5 (62.5) 0 5 0 $ 6,725 (5)
Larceny 7(38.9) 3(16.7) 4.(22.2) 0 (0.0} 5 (27.8) 4 i 0 $9,342 (5)
Embezzlement 3 (100.0) 1{33.3) 2 (66.7) 0(0.0) 3 (100.0) 0 3 0 $ 22,088 (3)
Fraud 7 (26.9) 6 (23.1) 1(3.9) 0 {0.0) 9 (34.8) 3 6 0 $ 11,173 (9)
Drug Offenses 8(52) 6 (3.9) 2(1.3) 0 (0.0 34 (22.2) 34 0 0 $ 49,568 (34)
Counterfeiting 1(11.9) 1(11.1) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 6 (66.7) 3 2 1 $ 8,519 (6)
Firearms 2(8.1) 1 (4.6} 1{4.6) 0(0.0) 4(18.2) 4 0 0 $ 6,832 (4)
Immigration 1(33.3) 1 (33.3) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (66.7) 2 0 0 $ 1,250 (2)
Other 11 (32,4) 11 (32.4) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 13 (38.2) 10 3 0 $ 4,565 (13)

A complete descrifition

| Tables," page A-1.

N

of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’

§ SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




MICHIGAN, Western

6th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1)} Grand Rapids
(2) Lansing
(3) Marquette
(4) Kalamazoo
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASFES FILED
Judges® 5 | Civilf 1,944
AUSAS® 12 | Criminal’ 173
Assistant Federal Defenders® -
Probation Officers® 11
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 2,860,540 | Income per Capita' $$588 | Crime Rate' 4,792
(per 100,000
Population per 80.2 | Percent g.1 | Popuiation)
Square Mile® Unemployed*
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT® LOCAL EXPENDITURESY
Percent Age 0-14 21.8 Percent Mtg. 30.4 | Police Protection $ 50.32
Percent Age 15-24 17.1 Percent Retail 18.3 | Elementary and $ 474.18
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 16.0 | Percent Finance" 4.3 | Health & $ 124.86
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 11.8 Percent Service 20.1 | Public Welfare™ $21.16
Percent Age 45-64 16.7 Percent Govt. 13.6 | Highways $ 76.67
Percent Age 65+ 10.5 Percent Other 13.4
Percent acreage in 24.8

farms"®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1289 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Michigan, Western

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
58 1 2 4 8 6 3 3 5 5 7 7 7
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS ’— MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col%) White Black Hispanic Other vl I e | ca o
TOTAL (Row%) 57 (100.0) 38 (66.7) 11 (19.3) 6 (10.5) 2 (3.5) 324 $738.2 TOTAL 57 100.0
MALE 46 (80.7) 32 7 5 2 333 $789.6 PLEA 47 82,5
FEMALE 11 (19.3) 6 4 1 [¢] 288 $ 523.3 TRIAL 10 17.5
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::S:::g Prison + Prison New Spiit Average
Supervised Only Sentence'? Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)™
Release Prison"*
N (Row) N (Row3%) N {Row%) N (Row%) [ N (Row%) 112 | 1324 | 2536 | 37-60 | Over60
TOTAL 57 (100.9) 48 (84.2) 41 (71.9) 7(12.3) 0 (0.0) 4 19 5 9 6 9
Robbery 7 (100.0) 7 {100.0) 7 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 84 0 1 1 1 4
Larceny 3 (100.0) 1(33.3) 0 (0.0) 1 {33.3) 0 (0.0 4 1 0 0 0 0
Embezzlement 3 (100.0) 2 (66.7) 2 (66.7) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 2 0 0 0 4]
Fraud 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 {0.0) 0.(0.0) 4 1 0 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 24 (100,0) 20 (83,3) 20 (83.3) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 34 5 3 6 4 2
Counterfeiting 3 {100.0) 3 (100.0) 1 (33.3) 2 (66.7) 0{0.0} 30 2 0 0 0 1
Firearms € (100.0) 7 (87.5) 5 (62.5) 2 (25.0) 0 (0.0 27 3 0 2 1 1
Immigration 0(100.0) 0(-) 0¢-) 04} 0(-) 0 0 0 0 0
Other 8 (100.0) 7(87.5) 5 (62.5) 2 (25.0) 0 (0.0} 58 5 1 0 0 1
CASES INVOLVING PROBAT!ON OTHEI?S CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Average
Probation" Probation + and Restitution'® Doliz* Amount"”
Probation Only Confinement" Fine Restitution
N {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N}
TOTAL 9 (15.8) 7 (12.3) 2 (E 0(0.0) 24 (42.1) 12 10 2 $ 4,932 (21)
Robbery 00.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 5 (71.4) 0 5 0 $ 9,370 (5)
Larceny 2 (66.7) 2 (86.7) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (66.7) 0 1 1 $ 225 (2)
Embezziement 1(33.3) 1(33.3) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 3 (100.0) 1 1 1 $ 2,625 (2)
Fraud 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 1{100.0) 1 0 0 $ 2,000 (1)
Drug Offenses 4(16.7) 2(8.9) 2(8.9) 0(0.0) 7(29.2) 7 0 0 $ 6,759 (6)
Counterfeiting 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Firearms 1(12.5) 1(12.5) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 4 (50.0) 1 3 0 $ 1,869 (4)
Immigration 0(-) 0 () 0(-) 0(-) 0{-) 0 Y - (0)
Other 1(12.5) 1(12.5) 0 {0.0} 0 (0.0) 2 (25.0) 2 0 0 $ 1,000 (1)

B A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the “Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
§ Tables,” page A-1.

| SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




MINNESOTA
8th Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:’

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

Minneapolis

St. Paul
Duluth

Fergus Falls

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS l CASES FILED

farms'®

Judges?® 9 | Civil® 2,255
AUSAs® 19 | Criminal’ 299
Assistant Federal Defenders* 3
Probation Officers® 19
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 4,076,000 | Income per Capita' $11,186 | Crime Rate' 4,134
(per 100,000
Population per 51.2 | Percent 53 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'"
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 225 Percent Mig. 21.7 | Police Protection $ 54.85
Percent Age 15-24 17.2 Percent Retail 18.9 | Elementary and $ 554.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 17.8 | Percent Finance" 6.5 | Health & $111.17
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-d4 12,7 Percent Service 24.3 | Public Welfare™ $157.12
Percent Age 45-64 17.5 Percent Govt. 11.6 | Highways $ 128.96
Percent Age 65+ 12.3 Percent Other 17.0
Percent acreage in 54.4

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Minnesota

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)!

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
241 4 17 17 17 17 29 22 42 16 18 12 a0
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE?® Average
SEX N {Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A‘fgr:? e m:g:‘:‘g Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 237 (100.0) 133 (56.1) 83 (35.0) 11 (4.6) 10 (4.2) 33.3 $647.2 TOTAL 237 100.0
MALE 199 (84.0) 112 67 1" 9 33.6 $692.9 PLEA 192 81.0
FEMALE 38 (16.0) 21 16 0 1 37 $ 408.1 THIAL. 45 18.0
. CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R:::;I::‘r:g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)™
Release Prison'®
N (Row%} N (Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL 235 (100.0) 212 (90.2) 199 (84.7) 9 (3.8) 4.7 55 46 50 25 34 a7
Robbery 14 (100.0) 14 {100.0) 13 (92.9) 1(7.1) 0 (0.0 126 0 2 1 1 10
Larceny 5 {100.0) 3 (60.0) 3 (60.0} 0{(0.0) 0(0.0) 10 2 1 0 0 0
Embezzlement 12 (100.0) 4(33.3) 3 (25.0) 0 {0.0) 1(8.3) 6 4 0 0 0 0
Fraud 26 (100.0) 17 (65.4) 9 (34.6) 7 (26.9) 1(3.9) 10 9 2 1 0 0
Drug Offenses 127 (100.0) 126 (99.2) 124 (97.6) 0 (0.0} 2(1.6) 61 19 27 19 26 32
Counterfeiting 5 {100,0) 3 (60.0) 3 (60.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 18 0 2 1 0 0
Firearms 16 (100.0) 16 (100.0) 16 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 75 2 7 0 2 4
Immigration 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 8 2 0 0 0 0
Other 28 (100.0) 27 (96.4) 26 (92.9) 1 (3.6} 0 (0.0) 24 8 9 3 5 1
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEFI5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES' Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Receiving Fines Average
Probation® Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount"”
Prabation Only Confinement" Fine Restitution
N {Row%}) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Rowe) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 23 (9.8) 12 (5.1) 1(47) 0(0.0) 44 (18.7) 16 27 1 $ 55,908 (43)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0 {0.0} 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 4 (28.6) 0 4 ] $ 2,220 (4)
Larceny 2 (40.0) 2 (40.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 3 (60.0) 1 2 0 $2,703 (3)
Embezzlement 8 (66.7) 3(25.0) 5(41.7) 0(0.0) 7 (58.3) 1 6 0 $ 4,562 (7)
Fraud 9 (34.6) 6 (23.1) 3 (11.5) 0{0.0) 10 (38.5) 0 9 1 $ 14,346 (10)
Drug Offenses 1{0.8) 0 (0.0) . 1(0.8) 0 (0.0) 13 (10.2) 13 0 0 $ 179,958 (12)
Counterfeiting 2 (40.0) 1 (20.0) 1 (20.0) 0 (0.0 2 {40.0) 0 2 0 $998 (2)
Firearms 0 (0.0 0 {0.0} 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0 0{0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Immigration 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - {0)
Other 1(3.6) 0(0.0) 1(3.6) 0 (0.0) 5(17.9) 1 4 0 $ 10,029 (5)

A complete description. of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’

Tables," page A-1.

SQURCE: U.8. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




MISSISSIPPI, Northern

5th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) Oxford
(2) Aberdeen
(3) Greenville
(4} Clarksdale
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 3 | Civil® 1,193
AUSAS® 4 | Criminal’ 133
Assistant Federal Defenders® -
Probation Officers® 6
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 970,534 | Income per Capita" $6,775 Crime Rate'® 2,551
(per 100,000
Population per 49.0 | Percent 12.2 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EMPLQYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 20.3 Percent Mig. 37.7 Police Protection $ 26.03
Percent Age 15-24 14.3 Percent Retail 15.5 Elementary and $ 341.60
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 11.8 Percent Finance" 35 Health & $176.71
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 8.0 Percent Service 12.2 Public Welfare $2.44
Percent Age 45-64 13.0 Percent Govt. 16.3 Highways $ 86.82
Percent Age 65+ 9.0 Percent Other 14.7
Percent acreage in 52.6

farms™

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Mississippi, Northern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar May Jun Jul Aug Sep Qct Nov Dec
54 2 3 3 1 2 14 3 6 7 5 7 1
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? AACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Qther A\;\e;:‘g ¢ mg:,t:g Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 44 (100.0) 28 (63.6) 16 (36.4) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 355 $7142 || TOTAL a4 100.0
MALE 32 (72.7) 22 10 v 0 ] 838 $739.3 || PLEA 38 86.4
FEMALE 12 (27.3) 6 7 0 0 40,0 $647.4 [ TRIAL 6 136
CASES INYOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Tetal TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® H:;e;::‘r:g Prison «+ Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentance" Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)®
Release Prison'*
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Rowsb) N {Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25.36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 41 {100,0) 27 (65.9) 23 (56.1) 1(24) 3 (7.3) 27 13 4 4 2 4
Robbery 5 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 5 {100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 56 0 0 0 2 3
Larceny 3 (100.9) 3.(100.0) 3 {100.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 7 3 0 0 0 0
Embezzlement 3(100.0) 0 (0.0} 0(c.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 0 0
Fraud 8 (100.0) 2 (25.0) 2 (25.0) 0 (0.0} 0(0.0) 12 1 1 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 9.(100.0) 8 (88.9) 8 (88.9) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 15 4 2 2 0 0
Counterfeiting 2(100.0) 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 0 (0.0} 0(0.0) 24 0 1 1 0 0
Firearms 4 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 3(75.0) 1 (25.0) 0 (0.0) 57 2 0 1 0 1
immigration 0 (100.0) 0{-) 0 () 0(-+} 0(-) 0 0 0 0 0
Other 7 (100.0) 3 (42.9) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (42.9) 3 3 0 0 0 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLYING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probaotion™ Probatian + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement'® Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N  (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 14 (54.2) 3(7.3) 11 (26.8) v 0 (0.0) 18 (43.9) 5 12 1 $ 6,205 (18)
Robbery 8 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 - {0
Larceny 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (66.7) 0 2 0 $7.275 (2)
Embezzlement 3 (100.0) 1(33.3) 2 (66.7) 0 (0.0) 2(66.7) 0 1 1 $2,077 (2)
Fraud 6 (75.0) 2 (25.0) 4 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 6 (75.0) 1 5 0 $ 10,774 (6)
Drug Offenses 1{(11.1) 0 (0.0) 1(11.9) 0 (0.0) 2(22.2) 1 i 0 $1,303 (2)
Counterfeiting 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 {0.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Firearms 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0:0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - {0)
Immigration 0(-) 0(-) 0{-) 0{-) 0() 0 0 o = (0)
Other 4(57.1) 0 (0.0) 4 {57.4) 0(0.0) 6 (85.7) 3 3 0 $ 4,291 (6)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
¥ Tables," page A-1.

B SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




MISSISSIPPI, Southern
5th Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:'

1) Jackson

2) Biloxi

3) Hattiesburg
4)

(
(
(
(4) Vicksburg

(5) Meridian

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 5 | Civil° 2,230
AUSAS® 10 | Criminal’ 183
Assistant Federal Defenders’ -
Probation Officers® 14
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
L — —— E— — |
Total Population® 1,550,236 Income per Capita"' $7,895 | Crime Rate™ 3,269
(per 100,000
Population per 56.5 Percent 114 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed®
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 21.0 Percent Mfg. 211 Police Protection $ 31.84
Percent Age 15-24 15.0 Percent Retail 18.8 | Elementary and $ 327.50
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 13.8 Percent Finance™ 5.5 | Health & $151.85
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 10.1 Percent Service 17.7 | Public Welfare™ $ 5.60
Percent Age 45-64 15.0 Percent Govt. 17.4 | Highways $ 97.85
Percent Age 65+ 9.0 Percent Other 19.5
Percent acreage in 32.8
farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Mississippi, Southern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
81 o 15 13 6 4 3 8 3 16 6 3 4
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\;\egr:? ® mgg::g Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 74 (100.0) 44 (59.5) 25 (33.8) 4(5.4) 1{1.4) a7 $781.4 || TOTAL 76 | 1000
MALE 64 (86.5) 37 22 4 1 36.8 $818.3 PLEA 69 90.8
FEMALE 10 (13.5) 7 3 0 0 38.5 $ 545,0 TRIAL 7 9.2
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE' TOTAL CASES® R::;I;/::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"
Release Prison
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 3760 | Over 60
TOTAL 68 (100.0) 63 (92.7) 61 (89.7) 1(1.5) i (1.5) 48 18 9 10 15 10
Robbery 5 (100.0) § {100.0) 5 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0 42 0 (] 3 2 0
Larceny 8 {100.0) 6 (75.0) 6 (75.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0 14 4 1 0 1 0
Embezzlement 5 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 6 5 0 0 0 0
Fraud 6 (100.0) 6 (100.0) 5 (83.3) 0(0.0) 1 (16.7) 19 3 0 0 2 0
Drug Offenses 23 (100.0) 22 {95.7) 22 (95.7) 0.(0.0) 0 (0.0) 83 1 4 2 7 8
Counterfelting 2 (100.0) 1 {50.0) 1 (60.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 6 1 0 0 0 0
Firearms 2 {100.0) 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0} 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 26 0 1 1 0 0
Immigraticn 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0} 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0} 10 1 0 0 0 0
Other 16 (100.0) 15 (93,8) 15 {93.8) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 45 3 3 4 3 2
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES® Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probation’ Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount*?
Probation Only Confinement" Fine Restitution
N {Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 5 (7.4) 3. (4.4) 2 (2.9) 0 (0.0) 48 (70.6) 30 13 5 $ 11,122 (48)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 3 (60.0) 0 3 0 $2217 (3)
Larceny 2 (25.0) 2 (25.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0 7 (87.5) 4 2 1 $ 2,587 (7)
Embezziement 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 5 (100.0) 5 0 0 $ 3,966 (5)
Eraud 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 5 (83.3) 2 2 1 $ 37,558 (5)
Drug Offenses 1(4.4) 0(0.0) 1 (4.4) 0 (0.0) 14 (60.9) 13 1 0 $ 11,980 (14}
Counterfeiting 1(50,0) 1 (50.0} 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 2 (100,0) 1 V] 1 $3,743 (2)
Firearms 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 ({50.0) 1 0 0 $ 1,500 (1)
Immigration 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Other 1(6.3) 0 (0.0) 1 (6.3) 0 (0.0) 11 (68.8) 4 5 2 $ 11,341 (11)

A complete description of data provided In this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'
Tables,"” page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




MISSOURI, Eastern

8th Circuit
Primary Places of Hulding Court:' (1) St. Louis
(2) Cape Girardeau
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 7 | Civil® 2,971
AUSAS® 21 | Criiminal’ 335
Assistant Federal Defenders® 4
Probation Officers® 27
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC CTHER
Total Population® 2,565,532 | Income per Capita’' $10,881 | Crime Rate'® 4,399
(per 100,000
Population per 90.1 | Percent 6.6 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 19.0 Percent Mfg. 21.3 | Police Protection $ 62.10
Percent Age 15-24 14,2 Percent Retail 16.8 | Elementary and $ 398.62
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 14.7 | Percent Finance' 5.8 | Health & $82.45
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 10.9 | Percent Service 24,2 | Public Welfare® $ 2.01
Percent Age 45-64 16.8 Percent Govt. 11.6 | Highways $ 54.20
Percent Age 65+ 11.0 | Percent Other 20.2
Percent acreage in 60.2
farms'

A complete description of data provided ih this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Missouri, Eastern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 dJan Feb Mar May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov "Dec
203 9 9 19 11 I8 24 19 20 22 20 22 17
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\fgrig ° ::23:2; Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 193 (100.0) Lr2Ea L) 118 160.1) 808 | .. opo 336 $731,0 || TOTAL 194 100.0
MALE 169 (87.6) 61 103 5 0 33.6 $7329 PLEA 132 68.0
FEMALE 24 (12.4) 1 13 0 0 33.1 $717.3 TRIAL 62 32.0
|
CASES INVCLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::;:Z:sg Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Menths PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"™
Release Prison! ‘
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 3760 | Over 60
TOTAL 192 (100.0) 165 (85.9) 162 (84.4) 1(0.5) 2 (1.0) 68 22 38 22 24 59
Robbery 12 (100.0) 12 {100.0) 11 (91,7) 1 (8.3) 0(0.0) 120 0 0 1 2 9
Larceny 11 {100.0) 10 (90.9) 10 (80.9) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 25 1 5 2 2 0
Embezzlement 12 (100.0) 5(41.7) 4 (33.3) 0(0.0) 1(8.3) 5 5 0 0 0 0
Fraud 14 (100.0) 11 (78.6) 10 (71.4) 0{0.0) 1{7.1) 17 4 4 3 0 0
Drug Offenses 89 (100.0) 84 {94.4) 84 {94.4) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0} 78 4 17 " 14 38
Counterfeiting 9(100.0) 4 (44.4) 4 (44.4) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 10 4 0 0 0 0
Firearms 19 (100.0) 17 (89.5) 17 (89.5) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 98 1 5 1 2 8
Immigration 2 (100.0) 1 {50.0) 1 (50.0) 0.{0.0) 0 (0.0) 16 0 1 0 0 o]
Other 24 (100.0) 21 (87.5) 21 (87.5) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 48 3 6 4 4 4
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEF:5 r CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION j
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recaliving Fines Average
Probation* Probatfon + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount*’
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%%) Only Only Both $ N
TOTAL 27 (14.1) 14 (7.3) 13 (6.8) 0 (0.0) 60 (31.3) 26 29 5 $ 14,039 (58)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 5 (41.7) 0 5 0 $ 11,748 (5)
Larceny 1(9.1} 1(9.1) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0} 3 (27.3) 0 3 0 $ 2,230 (3)
Embezzlement 7 (58.3) 4 {33.3) 3 (25.0) 0 (0.0) 11 (91.7) 4 6 1 $ 9,360 (11)
Fraud 3 (21.4) 0 (0.0) 3 (21.4) 0 (0.0) 10 (71.4) 3 5 2 $ 16,304 (9)
Drug Offenses 5 (5.6) 5 {5.6) 0 {0.0) 0(0.0) 12 (13.5) 12 0 0 $ 6,083 (12)
Counterfeiting 5 (55.6) 2 (22.2) 3(33.3) 0 {0.0) 7(77.8) 2 4 i $ 1,653 (6)
Firearms 2 (10.5) 0(0.0) 2 (10.5) 0(0.0) 2 (10.5) 1 1 0 $ 1,000 (2)
Immigration 1 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (50.0) 0 1 0 $ 80 (1)
Other 3(12.5) 2(83) 1(4.2) 0(0.0) B 9 (37.5) 4 4 1 $ 46,016 (9)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'
@ Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE:  U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




MISSOURI, Western

8th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) Kansas City
(2) Springfield
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
\
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
——_-=..—"—J_.H
Judges® 11 | Civil® 2,604
AUSAs® 31 | Criminal’ 841
Assistant Federal Defenders’ 7
Probation Officers® 20
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Popuiation® 2,331,234 | Income per Capita" $ 9,597 | Crime Rate' 4,508
(per 100,000
Population per 57.9 { Percent 5.5 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 17.4 Percent Mfg. 19.8 | Police Protection $ 48.52
Percent Age 15-24 14.9 Percent Retail 18.3 | Elementary and $ 354.81
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 13.8 | Percent Finance' 6.4 | Health & $ 105.63
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 10.4 | Percent Service 22,7 | Public Welfare' $ 3.55
Percent Age 45-64 15.5 Percent Govt. 13.2 | Highways $ 57.51
Percent Age 65+ 10.3 Percent Other 19.5
Percent acreage in 70.7

farms™

A complete deserintion of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Missouri, Western

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
224 6 14 24 17 20 14 10 20 32 18 35 14
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\g:‘g ¢ mz:::g; Nuriber Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 218 (100.0) 126 (57.8) 86 (39.5) 3(1.4) 3(1.4) 32,5 $680.8 || TOTAL 218 100.0
MALE 183 (83.9) 106 72 3 2 32,9 $6969 || PLEA 172 78.8
FEMALE 35 (16.1) 20 14 0 1 303 $5966 || TRIAL 46 214
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE'’ TOTAL CASES® Rg:s:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)®
Release Prison**
N (Row%) N  (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25.36 37-60 | Over60
TOTAL 218 (100.0) 178 (81.7) 171 (78.4) 1(0.5) 6 (2.8) 77 31 35 14 33 65
Robbery 15 (100.0) 15 (100.0) 15 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 60 0 2 4 7 2
Larceny 15 (100.0) 13 (86.7) 13 (86.7) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 15 5 6 1 1 0
Embezzlement 8 (100.0) 2 (25.0) 1(12.5) 0 (0.0) 1(12.5) 7 2 0 o 0 0
Fraud 20 (100.0) 11 (55.0) 9 (45.0) 0(0.0) 2 (10.0) 10 7 4 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 111 (100,0) 105 (94.6) 104 (93.7) 0 (0.0) 1{0.9) 106 5 12 9 18 61
Counterfeiting 13 (100.0) 6 (46.2) 5 (238.5) 1.7 0(0.0) 14 3 3 0 0 0
i Firearms 10 {100.0) 7 (70.0) 7 (70.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 40 1 5 0 0 1
Immigration 1 {100.3) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 0 4]
Other 25 (1(0.0) 19 (76.0) 17 (68.0) 0 (0.0) 2(8.0) 46 8 3 0 7 1
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEF?5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitutlon™ Dollar Amount'”
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N  (Row%) Only Only Both 5 (N)
TOTAL 40 (18.4) 26 (11.9) 14 (6.4) 0(0.0) 137 (62.8) 104 27 8 $ 13,000 (1K
Robbery 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 11 (73.3) 2 7 2 $3.811 (11)
Larceny 2(13.3) 2(13.3) 0(0.9) 0 (0.0) 15 (100.0) 5 9 1 $ 27,959 (15)
Embezzlement 6 (75.0) 5 (62.5) 1(12,5) 010.0) 4 (50.0) 2 1 1 $ 30,890 (4)
Fraud 9 (45.0) 1 (5.0} 8 (40.0) 0(0.0) 18 (90.0) 11 6 1 $ 7,477 (18)
Drug Offenses 6{5.9) 5 (4.5) 1(0.9) 0(0.0) 57 (51.4) 57 0 0 $ 14,896 (56)
Counterfeiting 7(53.9) 5 (38.5) 2(15.4) 0(0.0) 9 (89.2) 7 1 1 $ 4,988 (8)
Firearms 3(30.0) 2 (20.0) 1(10.0) 0(0.0) 4{40.0) 4 0 0 $ 6,250 (4)
Immigration 1 (100.0) 1 {100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Other 6 (24.0) 5 (20.0) 1(4.9) 0 (0.0) 19 (76.0) 16 3 0 $ 6,861 (18)

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289

§ A complete description of data provided In this table is presented in the “Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
E Tables," page A-1.




MONTANA

9th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Great Falls
(2) Billings
(8) Helena
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 4 | Civil® 994
AUSAs® 6 | Criminal’ 218
Assistant Federal Defenders* -
Probation Officers® 8
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 787,000 | Income per Capita" $ 8,781 | Crime Rate'® 4,332
{per 100,000
Population per 5.4 | Percent g.1 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed' |
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION'" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT™ LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 23.3 | Percent Mig. 8.4 | Police Protection $ 45.66
Percent Age 15-24 16.1 Percent Retail 22.4 | Elementary and $ 570.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 18.5 | Percent Finance" 5.4 | Health & $ 36.97
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 13.2 Percent Service 23.0 | Public Weifare™ $23.92
Percent Age 45-64 17.5 Percent Govt. 19.1 | Highways $ 80.24
Percent Age 65+ 1.4 Percent Other 21.8
Percent acreage in 65.1

farms'

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1889 GUIDELINE SENTENCES Montana

i CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May - Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
103 1 14 7 11 12 5 9 6 i8] 8 14 5
l DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\Z:‘g ° ::2{,‘,‘,:‘35 Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 75 (100.0) 35 (46.7) 4(5.3) 5(6.7) 31 (41.3) 20.1 $650.7 || TOTAL 86 100.0
MALE 63 (84.0) 28 4 5 26 20.3 $668.2 | PLEA 81 94.2
FEMALE 12 (16.0) 7 0 0 5 28.2 $559.4 || TRIAL 5 5.8
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® n:;::::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"?
Release Prison""
N (Row%) N (Rows%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25.36 37-60 | Over60
TOTAL 84 (100.0) 54 (64.3) 48 (57.1) 6(7.1) 0(0.0) a3 24 12 4 10 4
Robbery 1 {100.0) 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 10.0) 0(0.0) 41 0 0 0 1 0
Larceny 3 (100.0) 2(66.7) 2 (86.7) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 31 1 0 0 1 0
Embezzlement 3 (100.0) 2 (66.7} 2 (66.7) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 6 2 ) 0 1] 0
Fraud 9 (100.0) 1(11.) 1(11,1) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 3 1 0 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 30 {100.0) 19 (63.3) 19 (63.3) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 29 7 6 i 4 1
Counterfeiting 4 {100.0) 2 (50.0) 1 {25.0) 1 {25.0) 0 (0.0) 3 2 0 0 0 0
Firearms 10 (100.0) 10 (100.0) 8 (80.0) 2 (20.0) 0(0.0) 21 5 2 1 1 1
Immigration 4 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 2 (50.0) 2 (50.0) 0(0.0) 13 2 2 0 o 0
Other 20 (100.0) 13 (65.0) 12 (60.0) 1 (5.0) 0{0.0) 63 4 2 2 3 2
]I CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEI?s CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Receiving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount"?
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) N (Row) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 30 (35.7) 29 (34.5) 1(1.2) 0 (0.0) 35 (41.7) 9 24 2 $ 5,146 (34)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - (0
Larceny 1(33.3) 1 (33.3) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (100.0) 1 2 0 $1,535 (2)
Embezzlement 1(33.3) 1(33.3) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (66.7) 0 2 0 $ 27,910 (2)
Fraud 8 (88.9) 8(88.9) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 5 (55.6) 2 1 2 $ 15,245 (5)
Drug Offenses 11 (36.7) 10 (33.3) 1(3.3) 0 (0.0) 13 (43.3) 2 1 0 $ 766 (13)
Counterfeiting 2 (50.0) 2 (50.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 4 (100.0) 0 4 0 $397 (4)
Firearms 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 - {0)
Immigration 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Other 7 (35.0) 7 (35.0) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 8 (40.0) 4 4 0 $3,536 (8)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'
Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




NEBRASKA
8th Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Omaha
(2) Lincoln

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED

e
Judges® 4 | Civilf 1,595
AUSAs® 10 | Criminal’ 171

Assistant Federal Defenders* -

Probation Officers® 10

SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 1,570,000 | Income per Capita" $ 10,546 | Crime Rate'® 3,784
(per 100,000
Population per 20.5 | Percent 5.0 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed"
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 23.0 Percent Mfg. 15.5 | Police Protection $ 39.80
Percent Age 15-24 16.9 Percent Retail 19.4 | Elementary and $ 480.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 16.9 | Percent Finance' 7.8 | Health & $ 109.45
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 11.9 Percent Service 22,6 | Public Welfare™ $21.01
Percent Age 45-64 18.0 Percent Govt. 15.7 | Highways $ 111.66
Percent Age 65+ 13.2 Percent Other 19.1
Percent acreage in 91.7
farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators,” page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Nebraska

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb, Mar May Jun Jul Aug Sep Qct Nov Dec
48 0 7 2 2 1 4 [ 3 6 [ 7 5
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N {Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\fgr:? ¢ ::gg::g; Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%%) 47 (100.0) 27 (57.5) 9 (19.2) 6(12.8) § (10.6) 35.9 $ 665.7 TOTAL 48 100.0
MALE 37 (78.7) 21 6 6 4 37.5 $713.2 PLEA 46 95.8
FEMALE 10 (21.3) [} 3 0 1 29.8 $ 490.0 TRIAL 2 4.2
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES’ Rocelvnd Prison + Prison New Split | Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED {months)*
Release Prison'!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL 47 (100.0) 34 (72.3) 34 (72.3) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 4 6 16 4 0 7
Robbery 0 (100.0) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0 0 0 Y 0
Larceny 5 (100.0) 1 (20,0) 1 (20.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 84 0 0 0 0 1
Embezzlement 0 (100.0) 0 ) 0 () 0(-) 0 - 0 0 0 0 0
Fraud 17 (100.0) 11 (64.7) 11 (64.7) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 14 5 6 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 7 (100.0) 6 (85.7) 6 (85.7) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0 58 0 1 2 o] 2
Counterfeiting 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 0 {0.0} 0 (0.0) 50 0 0 1 0 i
Firearms 3(100.0) 3 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 47 0 1 i 0 1
Immigration 7 (100.0) 6 (85.7) 6 (85.7) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 16 1 5 0 0 0
Other 6(100.0) 5(83.3) 5 (83.3) 0 (0.0) £ {0.0) 97 0 3 0 0 2
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES' Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Averagé
Probation" Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement'* Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 12 (25.5) 6 (12.8) 6(12.8) 1 (0.0) 41 (87.2) 19 8 14 $ 7,314 (40)
Robbery 0(-) 0(-) 0{) 0(-) 0(-) 0 0 0 - (0}
Larceny 4 (80.0) 3 (60.0) 1 (20.0) 0({0.0) 5 {100.0) 1 1 3 $22417 (5)
Embezzlement 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0 0 0 - {0)
Fraud 6 (35.3) 3(17.7) 3(17.7) 0 (0.0) 15 (88.2) 2 3 10 $ 9,485 (15)
Drug Offenses 1(14.3) 0(0.0) 1(14.3) 0 (6.0} 5(71.4) 4 1 0 $ 842 (5)
Counterfeiting 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 2 (100.0) 0 1 1 $ 1,434 (2)
Firearms 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 3 {100.0) 2 1 0 $ 70 (3}
Immigration 1 (14.3) 0 (0.0) 1 (14.3) 0(0.0) 6 (85.7) 6 0 0 $ 2,470 (5)
Other 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 1(16.7) 5 {83.3) 4 1 0 $ 3,710 (5)

g A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to

@ Tables," page A-1.

| SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289

'1989 Guideline Sentences’




NEVADA

9th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Las Vegas
(2) Reno
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 6 | Civil® 1,729
AUSAs® 20 | Criminal’ 261
Assistant Federal Defenders® 7
Probation Officers® 26
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
e
Total Population® 800,000 | Income per Capita" $ 11,200 | Crime Rate' 6,676
{per 100,000
Population per 7.3 | Percent 6.0 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 20.0 Percent Mfg. 5.3 | Police Protection $ 76.45
Percent Age 15-24 16.9 Percent Retail 17.1 | Elementary and $ 446.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 19.3 | Percent Finance'" 4.5 | Health & $164.77
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 14.5 Percent Setvice 44.8 | Public Welfare' $ 15.82
Percent Age 45-64 19.9 Percent Govt. 10.5 | Highways $71.18
Percent Age 65+ 9.4 Percent Other 17.8
Percent acreage in 14.2

farms*®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES Nevada

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’
TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
177 3 8 8 9 12 21 11 27 23 26 13 16
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\::gr:? ¢ ms::g; Nurnber Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 166 (100.0) 117 (70.5) 25 (15.1) 19 (11.5) 5 (3.0) 35.7 $ 859.5 TOTAL 167 100.0
MALE 140 (84.3) 103 16 17 4 36.1 $894.7 PLEA 156 93.4
FEMALE 26 (15.7) 14 9 2 1 33.8 $670.2 TRIAL 11 6.6
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE" TOTAL CASES® R;:f;::;g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)'"
Release Prison''
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Overé60
TOTAL 165 {100.0) 100 (60.6) 90 (54.6) 2(1.2) 8 (4.9) a7 37 22 11 11 19
Robbery 10 (100.0) 10 (100.0) 8 (80.0) 0(0.0) 2 (20.0) 40 0 1 4 5 0
Larceny 3{100.0) 1(33.3) 1(33.3) 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 6 1 0 0 0 0
Embezziement 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 17 1 1 o] 0 0
Fraud 56 (100.0) 30 (53.6) 26 (46.4) 2(3.6) 2(3.6) 12 20 9 1 0 0
Drug Offenses 30 {100.0) 23 (76.7) 21 (70.0) 0(0.0) 2 (6.7) 138 2 0 1 2 18
Counterfeiting 12 (100.0) 7 (58.3) 7 (58.3) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 22 2 2 2 1 0
Firearms 14 (100.0) 11 {78.6) 11 (78.6) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 20 3 6 9 1 0
Immigration 3 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 3 (100,0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 7 3 0 0 o 0
Other 35 (100.0) 13 (37.1) 11 (31.4) 0 (0.0) 2(5.7) 24 5 3 2 2 1
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEF?S CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probation® Probation + and Restitution™ Doliar Amount"”
Probation Only Confinement' Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $§ N
TOTAL 65 (39.4) 41 (24.9) 24 (14.6) 0(0.0) 94 (57.0) 32 40 22 $ 16,413 (74)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 5 (50.0) 1 4 0 $1,332 (5)
Larceny 2 (66.7) 2 (66.7) 0 {0.0) € {0.0) 2 (66.7) 0 2 0 $ 43,463 (2)
Embezzlement 0(0.0) 0 (0.0 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 2 (100,0) 0 2 0 $ 267,000 (2)
Fraud 26 (46.4) 15 (26.8) 11 (19.8) 0 {0.0) 39 (69.,6) 3 26 10 $ 11,751 (32)
Drug Offenses 7 (23.3) 3 (10.0) 4(13.3) 0 {0.0) 12 (40.0) 1 1 0 $ 10,150 (12)
Counterfeiting 5 (41.7) 2(16.7) 3(25.0) 0(0.0) 7 (58.3) 2 5 0 $ 10,891 (5)
Firearms 31(21.4) 2(14.3) 1(7.1) 0 (0.0) 8 (57.1) 8 0 0 $ 2,357 (7)
Immigration 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Other 22 (62.9) 17 (48.6) 5(14.3) 0 {0.0) 19 (54.3) 7 0 12 $ 2,025 (9)

| A complete description of data provided in this teble is presented in the “Introd

| Tables," page A-1,

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commissior, 1989 Data File, MON1289

.

uction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'




ShleRECERAL

NEW HAMPSHIRE

1st Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Concord
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 2 | civil® 616
AUSAs® 7 } Criminal’ 46
Assistant Federal Defenders® -
Probation Officers® 3
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 921,000 | Income per Capita' $ 11,659 | Crime Rate'® 3,227
(per 100,000
Population per 102.4 | Percent 2.8 | population)
Square Mile® Unemployed*?
AGE21.3 DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 21.3 Percent Mig. 27.8 | Police Protection $42.41
Percent Age 15-24 16.6 Percent Retail 19.9 | Elementary and $396.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 18.4 | Percent Finance™ 5.8 | Health & $4.33
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 13.8 { Percent Service 20.7 | Public Welfare® $ 47.60
Percent Age 45-64 18.4 Percent Govt, 9.4 | Highways $ 67.51
Percent Age 65+ 11.5 Percent Other 16.3
Percent acreage in 8.2

tarms'

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES New Hampshire

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’
TOTAL - '8¢ Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
25 0 0 3 1 4 2 0 3 1 2 2 7
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Qther A\:gr:? ¢ mgg::g; Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 17 (100.0) 15 (88.2) 0 (0.0) 1(5.9) 1 (5.9) 30.8 $825.0 TOTAL 17 100.0
MALE 15.(88.2) 13 0 1 1 30.7 $908.3 PLEA 16 94,1
FEMALE 2(11.8) 2 0 0 0 31,0 $ 1,050.0 TRIAL 1 5.8
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY - Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R;:e;:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"?
Release Prison'!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) | N (Row%) 1412 13-24 25-36 | a7-60 | Over60
TOTAL 16 (100,0) 13 (81.3) 13 (81.3) 0 {0.9) 0(0.0) 35 5 1 2 2 3
Robbery 0 (100.0) 0(-) 0 (-} 0(-) 0 () 0 0 0 0 0
Larceny 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0 18 0 1 1] 0 0
Embezzlement 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 ] 0 [ 0
Fraud 0 (100.0) 0 (-} 0¢) 0(-) 0(-) - 0 0 0 Y 0
Drug Offenses 9 (100.0) 8 (88.9) 8 (88.9) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 50 1 0 2 2 3
Counterfeiting 0 (100.0) 0(-) 0 0() 0() 0 0 Y 0 0
Firearms 3 (100.0) 3{100.0) 3 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 8 3 0 0 0 0
Immigration 1(100.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) ¢ (0.0) 0 0 0 0 0
Other 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 1 {100.0} 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) [5 i 0 0 0 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEPT5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Receiving Fines Avarage
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount"
Probation Only Confinement' Fine Restitution
N  (Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 3(18.8) 2 (12.85) 1 (6.3) 0 (0.0) 4.(25.0) 3 1 0 $ 59,358 (4)
Robbery 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0() 0(-) 0 0 0 - (0}
Larceny 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 {100.,0) 0 1 0 $ 233,030 (1)
Embezzlement 1(100.0) 0 (0.0} 1 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - {0)
Fraud 0(-) 0 0(-) 0 (-} 0(-) 0 Y 0 - {0}
Drug Offenses 1(11.1) 1(11.9) 0(0.0) 00.0) 1{11.9) 1 0 0 $ 1,000 (1)
Counterfelting 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0 0 0 -{0)
Firearms 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Immigration 1(100.0) 1 (100,0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 1(100.0) 1 0 0 $ 400 (1)
Cther 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 1 {100.0) 1 0 0 $ 3,000 (1)

¥ A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the “Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
| Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1283




NEW JERSEY
3rd Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:'

(
(
(
(

1)
2)
3)
4)

Newark
Camden
Trenton
Atlantic City

(5) Paterson

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS

- . ]

CASES FILED

——

farms'®

Judges® 16 | Civil® 5,801
AUSASs® 54 | Criminal’ 573
Assistant Federal Defenders® 11
Probation Officers® 44
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 7,365,000 | Income per Capita' $ 13,129 | Crime Rate'® 5,085
(per 100,000
Population per 986.2 | Percent 5.0 | Population)
Square Mile® Unempioyed®
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" 1.OCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 20.7 Percent Mfg. 22.6 ] Police Protection $72.13
Percent Age 15-24 15.5 Percent Retait 16.6 | Elementary and $ 527.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 16.7 | Percent Finance" 6.0 | Health & $ 43.03
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 13.7 | Percent Service 23.3 | Public Welfare™ $101.24
Percent Age 45-64 21.1 Percent Govt. 12,0 | Highways $ 56.95
Percent Age 65+ 123 Percent Other 18.5
Percent acreage in 19.2

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators,” page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES New Jersey

I CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
260 8 15 26 20 21 18 24 14 41 18 26 29
l DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? ' RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A‘g:? ¢ ,':22::24 Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 73 (100.0) 36 (49.3) 22 (30.1) 11 (15.1) 4 (5.5) 3441 $ 1,476.3 TOTAL 73 100.0
MALE 62 (84.9) 30 19 9 4 33.9 $1,527.3 PLEA 70 95.9
FEMALE 11 (15.1) 6 3 2 0 34.8 $1,189.0 TRIAL 3 4.1
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTE}CE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R;:f;:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence" Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)'?
Release Prison'!
N (Row%) N (Row%%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL T (100,0) 27 (38.0) 24 (33.8) 3(4.2) 0 (0.0) 43 14 5 3 1 4
Robbery 4 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 30 0 0 1 0 0
Larceny 17 (360.0) 10 (56.8) 8 (47.1) 2(11.8) 0(0.0) 10 9 0 1 0 0
Embezzlement 12 {100.8} 1{8.3) 1(8.3) 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 1 1 0 0 0 0
Fraud 19 (100.0) 5 (26.3) 5 (26.3) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 12 2 3 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 7 (100.0) 3 (42.9) 3 (42.9) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 58 0 0 0 1 2
Counterfeiting 6 (100.0) 1{16.7) 0.{0.0) 1(16.7) 0 {0.0) 3 1 0 0 [¢] 0
Firearms 0 (160.0) G {~) 0 () 0 () 0(~) - 0 ] 0 0 0
Immigration 1 (100,0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) - 0 0 0 0 0
Other 8 (100.0) 6 (75.0) 6 (75.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 133 | 2 1 0 2
CASES INVOLVING PROBATICN OTHER5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES' Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Receiving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount*’
Probation Only Conlinement' Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N
TOTAL 44 (62.0) 25 (35.2) 19 (26.8) 0(0.0) 49 (69.0) 29 15 5 $ 10,586 (46)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) ¢ 0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Larceny 7 (41.2) 2(11.8) 5 {29.4) 0 (O.\L,_ 11 (64.7) 3 7 1 $ 14,091 (10)
Embezzlement 11(81.7) 6 {50.0) 5(41.7) ] (O.O)V 12 {100.0) 5 5 2 $ 3,104 (11)
Fraud 14 (73.7) 10 (52.6) 4(21.1) 0(0.0) " 14 (73.7) 11 2 i $ 22,391 13\
Drug Offenses 4 (57.1) 4{57.1) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 3 (42.9) 3 0 0 $ 833 (3)
Counterfeiting 5(83.3) 1(16.7) 4 (66.7) 0 (0.0} ~4 (66.7) 3 0 1 $ 2,470 (4)
Firearms 0(-) 0{-) 0(-) 0{-) 0(-) 0 0 0 - (0)
Immigration 1(100.0) 1 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(-) 1.(1005; 1 0 0 $ 1,000 (1)
Other 2 (25.0) 1{12.5) 1(12.5) 0 (0.0) 4 (so.o)- 3 1 0 $ 1,866 (4)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to ‘1983 Guideline Santences'
Tables,” page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




NEW MEXICO
10th Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:’

Albuquerque
Las Cruces
Santa Fe
Farmington

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

farms'®

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS I CASES FILED
Judges® & | civil® 1,603
AUSAS® 20 | Criminal’ 449
Assistant Federal Defenders’ 7
Probation Officers® 15
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION | ECONCMIC OTHER
Total Population® 1,303,000 | Income per Capita" $ 8,814 | Crime Rate' 6,536
(per 100,000
Population per 10.7 | Percent 9.2 population)
Square Milg’ Unemployed'™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 25.6 Percent Mfg. 7.5 | Police Protection $ 55.26
Percent Age 15-24 17.3 Percent Retail 21.0 | Elementary and $ 564.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 17.7 | Percent Finance' 5.4 | Health & $51.09
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.7 Percent Service 22,7 | Public Welfare™ $3.13
Percent Age 45-64 17.4 Percent Govt. 17.4 } Highways $ 59.43
Percent Age 65+ 9.3 Percent Other 26.0
Percent acreage in 60.6

A complete description of data provided In this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1,




1689 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

New Mexico

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
305 10 18 23 12 38 21 66 23 29 34 31 o
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A‘fgr:? ® mg:::g& Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 289 (101.0) 87 (30.1) 12 (4.2) 178 (61.5) 12 (4.2) 31.2 $517.7 TOTAL 289 100.0
MALE 258 (39.3) " 10 165 12 315 $ 524.2 PLEA 253 87.5
FEMALE 31 (10.7) 16 2 13 0 29.2 $ 463.8 TRIAL 36 12,5
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total YYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TE\M
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::;‘Z:;g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"
Release Prison*'
N (Row%) N (Row?) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1:12 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 288 (100.0) 244 (84.7) 230 (79.9) 14 (4.9) 0 (0.0) 36 59 66 36 48 35
Robbery 2 (100.0) 2{100.0) 2(100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 44 0 0 1 1 0
Larceny 11 (100.0) 4 (36.4) 4 (36.4) 0 {0.0) 0(0.0) 22 2 0 1 1 0
Embezzlement 11 (100,0) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 0 [ 0 0
Fraud 7 (100.0) 2 (28.8) 2 (28.6) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 16 1 1 "] 0 0
Drug Offenses 175 {100.0) 164 {93.7) 162 (92.6) 2 {1.1) 0 (0.0} 42 16 51 27 39 31
Counterfeiting 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 20 1 0 1 0 0
| Firearms 10 (100.0) 10 {100.0) 10 {100.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 36 2 4 0 2 2
Immigration 41 (100.0) 36 (87.8) 24 (58.5) 12 (29.3) 0(0.0) 10 30 5 0 1 0
Other 29 (100.0) 24 (82.8) 24 (82.8) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) a8 7 5 8 4 2
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 1
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE cASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probation® Probation + and Restitution'® Doltar Amount"”
Probation Only Confinement' Fine Rastitution
N  (Row%) N {Row%) N  (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 44 (15.3) 27 (9.4) 17 (5.9) 0(0.0) 35 (12.2) 19 14 2 $ 6,817 (33)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) [ 0 0 - {0)
Larceny 7 (63.6) 6 (54.6) 1(8.1) 0(0.0) 2 (18.2) 0 2 0 $ 8,736 (2)
Embezzlement 11 (100.0) 9 {81.8) 2(18.2) 0 {0.0) 4 (36.4) 1 3 ] $ 1,307 (4)
Fraud 5 (71.4) 2 (28.6) 3 (42.9) 0 (0.0) 6 (85.7) 2 4 0 $ 29,537 (5)
Drug Offenses 11 (6.3) 4(2.3) 7 (4.0) 0 (0.0} 10 (5.7) 8 1 1 $ 4,467 (9)
Counterfeiting 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Firearms 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 1{10.0) 1 0 0 $ 2,000 (1)
Immigration 5 (12,2 2 (4.9) 3(7.3) 0{0.0) 4(9.9) 4 0 0 $ 1,600 (4)
Other 5(17.2) 4 (13.8) 1{3.5) 0(0.0) 8 (27.6) 3 4 1 $ 2,048 (8)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
Tables,” page A-1.

f SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




NEW YOR¥, Northern
2nd Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:'

(1) Albany

SE.ECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

farms'

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 5 | Civil® 1,550
AUSASs® 18 | Criminal’ 343
Assistant Federal Defenders® 2
Probation Officers® ]
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 3,240,112 | Income per Capita" $10,086 | Crime Rate' 3,245
(per 100,000
Population per 105.6 | Percent 6.6 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTICGN OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 21.3 Percent Mfg. 22.2 | Police Protection $ 36.87
Percent Age 15-24 17.7 Percent Retail 18.3 | Eiementary and $ 595.72
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 16.0 | Percent Finance" 5.3 | Health & $ 56.64
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.5 Percent Service 24,7 | Public Welfare'™ $ 216.69
Percent Age 45-64 19.4 Percent Govt. 15.4 | Highways $117.14
Percent Age 65+ 12.9 Percent Other 14.1
Percent acreage in 27.9

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

New York, Northern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
132 1 3 19 8 1" 14 15 5 8 16 25 7
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE’® ‘ Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\g:‘g ¢ ng:;{ Number Col %
TOTAL {Row%) 79 (100.0) 53 (67.1) 10 (12.7) 13 (16.5) 3(3.8) 33.3 $ 1,478 TOTAL 81 100.0
MALE 67 (84.8) 42 9 13 3 333 $1,554.9 PLEA 71 87.7
FEMALE 12 (15.2) 11 1 0 1] 33.6 $1,048.2 TRIAL 10 123
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::;I::‘r:g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence™ Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"?
Release Prison"
N (Row%%) N (Row%) N (Row%) (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 78 (100.0) 58 (74.4) 55 (70.5) 2 (2.6) 1(1.3) 34 18 16 4 n 8
Robbery 0 (100.0) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0{-) 0 0 0 0 0
Larceny 1 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) - 0 0 0 0 0
Embezzlement 7 (100.0) 2 (28.6) 2 (28.6) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 5 2 0 0 0 0
Fraud 8 (100.0) 4 (50.0) 4(50.0) 0.(0.0) 0 (0.0) 17 2 2 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 36 (100.0) 33 (91.7) 33 (91.7) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 47 4 10 2 9 8
Counterfeiting 3 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 7 3 0 0 0 ]
Firearms 2 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) - [ 0 ] 0 0
Immigration 5 (100.0) 3 (60.0) 2 (40.0) 1 (20.0) 0 (0.0 4 2 0 0 0 0
Other 16 (100.0) 13 (81.3) 11 (68.8) 1 {6.3) 1 (6.3) 22 5 4 2 2 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CAsES! Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Average
Probation' Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 18 (23.1) 15(19.2) 3(3.9) 2 (2.6) 28 (35.9) 20 6 2 $ 31,997 (28)
Robbery 0 (~) 0{-) 0(~) 0 (=) 0(-) 0 ] 0 - {0)
Larceny 1 {100.0) 1 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 )
Embezziement 5 (71.4) 4 (57.1) 1{14.3) 0 {0.0) 7 (100.0) 3 2 2 $ 9,905 (7)
Fraud 4 (50.0) 3 (37.5) 1 (12.5) 0 (0.0) 4 (50.0) 2 2 0 $ 189,617 (4)
Drug Offenses 2 (5.6) 2 (5.6) 0 (0.0} 1(2.8) 3 (8.3) 3 ] 0 $ 1,200 (3)
Countertfeiting 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0} 1 (33.3) 0 1 [¢] $1,203 (1)
Firearms 2 (100.0) 1 (50.0) 1 (50.0) 0 (0.0 2 (100.0) 2 0 0 $ 2,850 (2)
Immigration 1 (20.0) 1 (20.0) 0 (0.0} 1 (20.0) 3 {60.0) 3 0 0 $ 833 (3)
Other 3(18.8) 3(18.8) 0 (0.0 0(0.0) 8 (50.0) 7 1 [¢] $ 6,888 (8)

8 A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'

Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




NEW YORK, Southern
2nd Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:'

1) New York City
2) White Plains

3) Middletown
4)

(
E
(4) Poughkeepsie

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

H NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS P CASES FILED

i
Judges? 39 | civilf 9,631
AUSAS® 122 i Criminal’ 1,111
Assistant Federal Defenders* 21
Probation Officers® 66
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 4,370,392 | Income per Capita" $ 13,806 | Crime Rate™ 1,445
(per 100,000
Population per 1243.7 | Percent 6.0 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 18.8 Percent Mfg. 14.8 | Police Protection $67.96
Percent Age 15-24 16.1 Percent Retail 11.9 | Elementary and $ 733.02
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 18.7 | Percent Finance' 17.7 | Health & $ 87.90
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 13.9 | Percent Service 33.1 | Public Welfare' $211.65
Percent Age 45-64 20.1 Percent Govt. 5.0 | Highways $ 73.21
Percent Age 65+ 12.4 Percent Other 17.5
Percent acreage in 16.2
farms'

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demiographic

indicators,” page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

New York, Southern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'
TOTAL - '89 Jan reb Mar May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
642 5 43 60 48 55 62 53 34 72 83 63 64
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\f;:? ¢ m:g:g; Nurmber Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 594 (100.0) 132 (22.2) 181 (30.5) 266 (44.8) 15 (2.5) 329 $7220 || TOTAL 500 100.0
MALE 504 (84.8) 118 138 235 i3 33.2 $722.8 PLEA 541 90.2
FEMALE 80 (15.2) 14 43 31 2 3141 $ 7175 TRIAL 59 9.8
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::;I::‘r:g Prison + Prisen New Split Average
) Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"
Release Prison*!
N {Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL 579 (100.0) 453 (78.2) 422 (72.9) 16 (2.8) 15 (2.6) 52 121 112 39 50 128
Robbery 11 (100.0) 11 (100.0) 11 (100.0) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 94 0 1 2 a 5
Larceny 45 (100.0) 27 {60.0) 23 (51.1) 3(6.7) i(2.2) 47 11 6 4 1 5
Embezziement 63 {100.0) 14 (22.2) 13 (20.6) 0 (0.0) 1(1.6) 6 12 2 0 0 0
Fraud 63 (100.0) 44 (69.8) 37 (56.7) 4 (6.4 3 (4.8) 13 26 13 2 2 1
Drug Offenses 317 (100.0) 298 (94.0) 289 (91.2) 4 (1.3) 5 (1.8} 61 45 75 27 40 110
Counterfeiting 23 (100.0) 14 (60.9) 12 (62.2) 1(4.4) 1 (4.4) 12 8 5 1 0 0
Firearms 9 (100.0) 7 (77.8) 6 (66,7) 1(11.1) 0(0.0) 41 3 1 o 2 1
Immigration 5 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 3 (60.0) 1 (20.0) 1 (20,0) ' 8 3 1 0 0 0
Other 43 (100.0) 33 (76.7) 28 (65.1) 2(4.7) 3(7.0) 57 13 8 3 2 6
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEF35 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Flnes Average
Probatlon™ Probation + and Restitution® Dollar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N}
TOTAL 123 (21.2) 98 (16.9) 25 (4.3) 3 (0.5) 187 (32.3) 98 76 i3 $ 36,429 (153)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0 {0.0) 0{0.0) 1(9.1) 0 1 0 $ 11,315 (1)
Larceny 18 (40.0) 16 (35.6) 2 (4.4) 0 (0.0) 25 (55.6) 7 12 6 $ 33,399 (18)
Embezziement 49 (77.8) 38 (60.3) 11 (17.5) 0 {0.0) 52 (82.5) 8 41 3 $ 16,135 (43)
Fraud 17 (27.0) 13 (20.6) 4 (6.4) 2{3.2) 37 (58.7) 16 17 4 $ 79,574 (28)
Drug Offenses 18 (5.7) 16 (5.1} 2(0.6) 1{0.3) 42 (13.8) 41 1 ¢} $ 51,959 (34)
Counterfeiting 9 (39.1) 4 (17.4) 5(21.7) 0 (0.0) 10 {43.5) 8 2 0 $ 3,571 (10)
Firearms 2(22.2) 2 (22.2) 0(0.0) € (0.0) 2 {22.2) 2 0 0 $3,850(2)
Immigration 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 0.(0.0) 1 (20.0) 0 1 ] $ 750 (1)
Other 10 {23.3) 9 (20.9) 1(2.3) 0 (0.0) 17 (39.5) 16 1 0 $ 14,283 (16)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'
Tables," page A-1,

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




NEW YORK, Eastern
2nd Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:'

(1) Brooklyn
(2) Uniondale

l SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE iNDiCATORS

tarms"®

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 15 | Civit® 4,341
AUSAs® 80 | Criminal’ 785
Assistant Federal Defenders® 12
Probation Officers® 60
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 7,080,195 | Income per Capita™ $ 11,706 | Crime Rate' 3,912
{per 100,000
Population per 4930.5 | Percent 6.1 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 21.2 Percent Mfg. 15.4 | Police Protection $ 128.11
Percent Age 15-24 15.9 Percent Retail 15.2 | Elementary and $ 503.33
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 16.3 | Percent Finance" 4.9 | Health & $179.26
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 13.2 | Percent Service 23.4 | Public Welfare™ $ 383.81
Percent Age 45-64 21.3 Percent Govt. 23.3 | Highways $ 68.33
Percent Age 65+ 12.2 Percent Other 17.7
Percent acreage in 5.7

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

New York, Eastern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
542 24 30 56 26 39 53 33 33 77 58 49 67
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N {Col %) White Black Hispanic Gther AZ;:? ° ms:::‘g Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 496 (100.0) 232 (46.8) 175 (35.3) 63 (12.7) 26 (5.2) 347 $864.2 || TOTAL 507 100.0
MALE 420 (84.7) 207 137 51 25 34.4 $ 905.3 PLEA 447 88.2
FEMALE 76 (15.3) 25 38 12 1 36.6 $ 636.6 TRIAL 60 11.8
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::iesi::‘r;g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)®
Release Prison"!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) | N (Row%) 112 | 13-24 | 2536 | 3760 | Over60
TOTAL 494 (100.0) 490 (99.2) 482 (97.6) 2(0.4) 6(1.2) 55 56 7 80 114 162
Robbery 6 (100.0) 6 (100.0) 6 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 47 0 1 0 4 1
Larceny 15 (100.0) 15.(100,0) 15 (100.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 13 8 6 1 0 0
Embezzlement 0 (100.0) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0 0 0 0 0
Fraud 32 (100.0) 31 (96.9) 27 (84.4) 0(0.0) 4 (12.5) 20 17 8 0 4 1
Drug Offenses 384 (100.0) 383 (99.7) 383 (99.7) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 63 14 46 69 102 152
Counterfeiting 7 (100.0) 7 {100.0) 7 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 18 3 3 1 Q 0
Firearms 6 (100.0) 5 (83.3) 5 (83.3) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 24 2 1 1 1 0
Immigration 3(100.0) 3 {100.0) 2 (66.7) 1(333) 0{0.0) 17 2 0 1 0 0
Other 41 (100.0) 40 (97.6) 37 (90.2) 1 (2.4) 2(4.9) 40 10 12 7 3 8
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEIRs CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES' Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Receiving Fines Average
Probation* Probation + and Restitution*® Doftar Amount"
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row) N (Rowd%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N
TOTAL 4(0.8) 3 (0.6) 1(0.2) 0 (0.0) 68 (13.8) 59 8 1 $ 48,547 (55)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 -
Larceny 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0) 6 (40.0) 3 3 0 $ 149,842 (6}
Embezzlement 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0{~) 0 () 0 0 0 - {0)
Fraud 1(3.1) V 1 {3.1) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0} 12 (37.5) 9 3 0 $ 16,366 (11)
Drug Oftenses 1(0.3) 1(0.3) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 32 (8.3) 31 1 o $63,119 (21)
Counterfeiting 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 3 (42.9) 2 0 1 $ 14,000 (2)
Firearms 1(16.7) 0(0.0) 1{16.7) 0(0.0) 1{16.7) 1 0 0 $ 5,000 {1)
immigration 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 - {0)
Other 1(2.4) 1(2.4) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 14 {34.2) 13 1 0 $ 16,607 (14)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'
Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commissior);, 1989 Data File, MON1289




NEW YORK, Western

2nd Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:'

(1) Buffalo

(2) Rochester

' SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS '

farms*

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 5 | cil® 1,555
AUSAS® 24 | Criminal’ 251
Assistant Federal Defenders® -
Probation Officers® 14
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 2,867,466 | Income per Capita" $10,606 | Crime Rate' 4,231
(per 100,000
Population per 243.0 | Percent 6.9 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT"® LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 21.2 Percent Mfg. 27.3 | Police Protection $ 49.86
Percent Age 15-24 16.9 Percent Retalil 17.5 | Elementary and $ 599.45
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 16.0 Percent Finance" 4.7 | Health & $ 76.13
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.3 | Percent Service 23.5 { Public Welfare' $ 225.68
Percent Age 45-64 20.1 Percent Govt. 13.1 | Highways $ 108.10
Percent Age 65+ 12,9 Percent Other 13.8
Percent acreage in 43.8

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

New York, Western

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
113 0 9 7 6 10 14 7 10 14 10 16 10
DEMOGRAPHIC INFCRMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N {Col %} White Black Hispanic Other A\fgr:? ® mgg::g; Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 107 (100.0) 59 (55.1) 36 (33.6) 7 (6.5) 5(4.7) 333 $ 668.2 TOTAL 109 100.0
MALE 91 {85.0) 51 29 6 5 33.6 $683.2 PLEA 101 92,7
FEMALE 16 (15.0) 8 7 1 [} 319 $ 582.8 TRIAL 8 7.3
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES? R;:;l::‘r:g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)*?
Release Prison"!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 107 (100.0) 63 (58.9) 49 (45.8) 11 (10.3) 3(2.8) 32 20 14 13 a8 7
Robbery 4 (100.0) 4 {100.0) 3 (75.0) 0 (0.0) 1 {25.0) a4 1 1 0 2 0
Larceny 11 {100.0) 2(18.2) 2 (18.2) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 33 0 0 2 0 0
Embezzlement 8 (100.0) 1{12.5) 1{12.8) 0 {0.0) 0 {0.0) 30 ] 0 1 [+] 0
Fraud 14 (100.0) 9 (64.3) 5 (35.7) 4(28.6) 0 {0.0) 15 5 2 0 1 0
Drug Oftenses 28 (100.0) 26 (92.9) 25 (89.3) 0(0.0) 1(3.8) 48 5 6 4 4 7
Counterfeiting 10 (100.0} 6 (60.0) 3 (30.0) 3 (30.0) 0 (0.0) 18 2 2 2 0 0
Firearms 7 {100.0) 3 (42.9) 3 (42.9) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 26 0 1 2 0 0
Immigration 11 (100.0) 4 (36.4) 2(18.2) 2(18.2) 0.(0.0) 4 4 0 0 0
Other 14 (100.0) 8 (57.1) 5 (35.7) 2(14.3) 1(7.1) 22 3 2 2 1 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEF‘Rs CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probation™ Prabation + and Restitution' Dallar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N
TOTAL 43 (40.2) 39 (36.5) 4(3.7) 1 (0.9) 48 (44.9) 29 15 4 $.5,486 (46)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 2 (50.0) 1 1 0 $ 1,000 (2}
Larceny 9 (81.8) 9 (81.8) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0} 7 (63.6) 2 4 1 $ 1,030 (7)
. Embezzlement 7 (87.5) 6 {75.0) 1(12.5) 0{0.9) 6 (75.0) 0 6 0 $ 9,977 (6)
Fraud 5(35.7) 5 (35.7) 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 8 (67.1) 2 3 3 $ 13,121 (8)
Drug Offenses 2(7.1) 2(7.1) 0(0.9) 0 (0.0 6 (21.4) 5 1 4] $ 4,720 (5)
Counterfelting 4 (40.0) 4 (40.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 2 (20,0} 2 0 0 $ 4,000 (2)
Firearms 4 (57.1) 4 (57.1) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 4 (57,1} 4 0 0 $ 2,250 (4)
Immigration 7 (63.6) 5 (45.5) 2(182) 0 {0.0) 4 (36.4) 4 0 0 $ 750 (3)
Other 5 (3L7) 4.{28.6) 1(7.1) 1(7.9) 9 {64.3) 9 0 0 $ 3,943 (9)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '198

Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289

i
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NORTH CAROLINA, Eastern
4th Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:’

Fayetteville
Raleigh
New Bern
Wilmington

(
(
(
(

1
2
3
4

(5) Elizabeth City

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 8 | Civil® 1,569
AUSAS® 14 | Criminal’ 1,354
Assistant Federal Defenders* -
Probation Officers® 23
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
i —— ——
Total Population® 2,227,845 | Income per Capita" $8,722 | Crime Rate™ 4,007
(per 100,000
Population per 92.8 | Percent 5.9 { Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'?
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION'" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 20.9 Percent Mfg. 25.8 | Police Protection $ 34.81
Percent Age 15-24 18.4 Percent Retail 19.7 | Elementary and $ 399.44
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 16.5 | Percent Finance" 4.5 | Health & $ 75.47
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.0 Percent Service 16.4 | Public Welfare™ $ 27.63
Percent Age 45-64 16.9 Percent Govt. 16.2 | Highways $14.90
Percent Age 65+ 9.1 Percent Other 17.4
Percent acreage in 37.6
farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

North Carolina, Eastern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 dJan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
185 7 13 16 14 27 16 9 23 10 14 21 15
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\,I:QYZAQ ° msg::g Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 179 (100.0) 85 (47.5) 69 (38.6) 10 (5.6) 15 (8.4) 2.7 $723.6 TOTAL 181 100.0
MALE 145 (81.0) 7 54 9 11 32.9 $769.9 PLEA 154 854
FEMALE 34 (19.0) 14 15 1 4 32.1 $526.4 TRIAL 27 149
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Totat TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES? R::;‘:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'? Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)*
Release Prison
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) 1412 13-24 25:36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 174 (100.0) 144 (82.8) 139 (79.9) 1(0.6) 4 (2.3) 63 30 33 i2 24 45
Robbery 9 (100.0) 9 (160.0) 9 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 118 0 0 1 3 5
Larceny 20 (100.0) 12 {60.0) 12 (60.0) 0{0.0) 0{0.0) 10 9 3 4] 0 0
Embezzlement 3(100.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 0 4] 0 0
Fraud 9 (100.0) 4 (44,4) 3 (33.3) 0(0.0) 1{11.1) 18 2 1 4] 1 0
Drug Offenses 96 (100.0) 90 (93.8) 89 (92.7) 0 {0.0) 1 (1.0) 73 12 19 8 14 37
Counterfeiting 2 (100.0) 2{100.0) 2 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 14 1 1 0 0 0
Firearms 8 (100.0) 6 (75.0) 6 (75.0) 0(0.0) 0.(0.0) 34 1 2 0 3 0
Immigration 1 (100.0) 1{100.0) 0 {0.0) 0(0.0) 1 (100,0) 6 1 0 0 0 0
Other 26 (100.0) 20 (76.9) 18 (69.2) 1(3.9) 1(3.9) 52 4 7 3 3 3
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEIR:5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution™ Dollar Amount'
Probation Only Confinement' Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 29 (16.7) 17 (9.8) 12 (6.9) 1 (0.6} 100 (57.5) 65 22 13 $ 7,630 (88)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 4 (44.4) 1 3 0 $ 3,367 (4)
Larceny 7 (35.0) 4 (20.0) 3(15.0) 1(5.0) 18 (90,0} 3 7 8 $ 3,044 (17)
Embezzlement 3 (100.0) 2 (66.7) 1 (33.3) 0 (0.0) 3 (100.0) 1 2 0 $ 12,322 (3)
Fraud 5 (55.6) 5 (55.6) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 6 (66.7) 3 3 0 $ 7,628 (6)
Drug Offenses 6 (6.3) 3 (3.1) 3 (3.1} 0 (0.0) 49 (51.0) 44 2 3 $ 8,383 (42)
Counterfeiting 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Fitearms 2 (25.0) 1 (12.5) 1(12.5) 0 {0.0) 4 (50.0) 4 0 0 $3,092 (3)
Immigration 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Other 6 (23.1) 2(7.7) 4 (15.4) 0(0.0) 16 (61.5) 9 5 2 $12,471 (13)

A complete description of data provided in this table is. presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
| Tables,” page A-1.

| SOURCE: U.S, Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




NORTH CAROLINA, Middle

4th Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:'

1
2
3
4

Durham
Salisbury

) Greensboro

) Winston-Salem
)

)

(5) Rockingham

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

CASES FILED

farms'®

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS
Judges?® 5 | Civil® 1,030
AUSAs® 6 | Criminal’ 234
Assistant Federal Defenders® -
Probation Officers® 16
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC I OTHER
Total Population® 1,847,640 | income per Capita'’ $ 10,197 | Crime Rate'® 3,848
(per 100,000
Population per 165.8 | Percent 5.0 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
BISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 20.6 Percent Mfg. 38.2 | Police Protection $ 45.67
Percent Age 15-24 174 Percent Retail 15.4 | Elementary and $ 385.54
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 17.4 | Percent Finance' 4.2 | Health & $ 89.63
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 134 Percent Service 17.6 | Public Welfare' $ 25.94
Percent Age 45-64 19.9 Percent Govt. 9.9 | Highways $ 20.20
Percent Age 65+ 11.6 Percent Other 14.7
Percent acreage in 34.5

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators,” page A-1,




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

North Carolina, Middle

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jut Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
195 0 9 21 0 19 8 9 29 28 37 10 22
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A‘;\G;? © :\:22,(:25 Numbsr Col %
TOTAL {Row%) 192 (100.0) 70 (36.5) 116 (60.4} 5 (2.6) 1(0.5) 32.9 $741.8 TOTAL 192 100.0
MALE 166 (86.5) 57 104 4 1 33.0 $ 7485 PLEA 172 89.6
FEMALE 26 (13.5) 13 12 1 (] 325 $ 699.3 TRIAL 20 104
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES' R;‘:,:‘:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence"™ Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)'
Release Prison'
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25.36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 188 (100.0) 169 (89.9) 164 (87.2) 5(2.7) 0 (0.0) 77 18 27 21 30 73
Robbery 26 (100.0) 26 {100.0) 26 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0,0) 92 0 2 4 9 1
Larceny 5 (100.0) 4 {80.0) 4 (80.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 24 1 2 0 1 0
Embezzlement 4 (100.0) 1 (25.0) 1 (25.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 8 1 0 0 o 0
Fraud 16 (100.0) 6 (37.5) 6 (37.5) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 26 2 2 1 0 1
Drug Offenses 94 (100.0) 94 (100.0) 93 (98.9) 1(1.) 0(0.0) 96 2 10 14 13 55
Counterfeiting 5 (100.0) 4 (80.0) 4 {80.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 21 2 1 0 1 0
Firearms 26 (100.0) 26 (100.0) 22 (84.6) 4 (15.4) 0 (0.0 40 ] 7 1 4 5
Immigration 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 0 0
Other 11 (100.0) 8 (72.7) B.(72.7) 6 (0.0) 0(0.0) as 1 3 1 2 1
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHERﬁ CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES' Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount"?
Probation Only Confinemant' Fine Restitution
N {Row%} N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Bath $ (N)
TOTAL 18 (10.1) 12 (6.4) 737 0(0.0) 71(37.8) 32 35 4 $ 7,681 (66)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0} 17 (65.4) Y] 17 0 $ 4,161 (15)
Larceny 1 (20.0) 1 (20.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 2(40.0) 0 1 1 $892 (2)
Embezzlement 3 (75.0) 2 (50.0) 1(25.0) 0{0.0) 3(75.0) 0 2 1 $ 11,052 (3)
Fraud 10 (62.5) 7 (43.9) 3 (18.8) 0 (0,0 14 (87.5) 1 1 2 $ 8,868 (11)
Drug Offenses 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 25 (26.6) 24 i (] $ 12,284 (25)
Counterfeiting 1(20.0) 1 (20.0) 0{0.0) 0{0.0) 4 (80.0) 2 2 ] $ 2,800 (4)
Firearms 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 3 (11.5) 3 0 0 $1,100 (3)
Immigration 1 (100.0) 0(0.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 0 0 0 - {0)
Other 3(27.3) 1(9.9) 2(18.2) 0 (0.0) 3{27.3) 2 i 0 $ 1,220 (3)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
3l Tables," page A-1,

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




NORTH CAROLINA, Western

4th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) Charlotte (5) Shelby
(2) Bryson City
(3) Asheville
(4) Statesville
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 4 | civil® 991
AUSASs® 10 | Criminal’ 421
Assistant Federal Defenders’ -
Probation Officers® 16

SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS

POPULATION I ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 1,804,931 | Income per Capita" $ 9,809 | Crime Rate'® 4,389
(per 100,000
Population per 131.9 | Percent 5.1 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION'" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 19.7 Percent Mifg. 34.2 | Police Protection $ 38.42
Percent Age 15-24 15.3 Percent Retail 15.4 | Elementary and $ 381.55
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 16.0 Percent Finance' 4.4 | Health & $111.18
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.8 Percent Service 15.0 | Public Welfare' $ 25,22
Percent Age 45-64 18.5 Percent Govt. 9.7 | Highways $ 19.66
Percent Ags 65+ 10.8 Percent Other 21.3
Percent acreage in 23.7
farms'

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

North Carolina, Western

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
269 7 10 45 9 43 8 21 15 22 a3 48 8
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N {Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\fgr:g g ::Z:rl:le{ Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 201 (100.0) 95 (47.3) 80 (39.8) 8 (4.0) 18(9.0) 33.6 $ 856.9 TOTAL 258 100.0
MALE 169 (84.1) 79 67 8 15 33.3 $917.0 PLEA 238 93.7
FEMALE 32 (15.9) 16 13 ] 3 35.2 $ 539.2 TRIAL 16 6.3
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Totai TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R;:;':::g Prison + Prison New Split Averaga
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)'
Release Prison'!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 120.24 25.36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 249 (100.0) 172 (69.1) 164 (65.9) 7(2.8) 1(0.4) 59 g2 26 15 33 46
Robbery 13 (100.0) 13 {100.0) 13 {100.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 82 0 1 2 7 3
Larceny 19 (160.0) 9 (47.4) 8 (42.1) 1 (5.3) 0(0.0) 15 5 3 0 1 0
Embezzlement 6 {100.0) 2 (33.3) 2(33.3) 0.(0.0} 0(0.0) g 2 0 ] Y] 0
Fraud 35 (100,0) 16 {45.7) 16 (45.7) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 42 8 5 0 1 2
Drug Offenses 78 (100.0) 63 (80.8) 60 (76.9) 3(3.9) 0 (0.0) a9 7 3 9 12 32
Counterfeiting 23 (100.0) 1‘4 (60.9) 14 (60.9) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 10 10 3 1 (; 0
Firearms 21 (100.0) 18 (85.7} 16 (76.2) 1 (4.8) 1 (4.8) 47 5 5 0 [ 2
Immigration 0(100.0) 0(-) 0(-) 0() 0(-) Q 4 0 0 0
Other 54 (100,0) a7 (68.5)‘ 35 (64.8) 2(3.7) 0 (0.0) 44 15 6 3 6 7
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEFI5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Receiving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amoun:”
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) Oniy Only Eoth $ ()
TOTAL 77 (30.9) §5 (22.1) 22 (8.8) 0(0.0) 140 (55.2) 89 32 18 $ 36,500 (129)
Robbery 0 (20) 0 (0.0} 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 7 (63.9) 2 3 2 $ 4,872 (7)
Larceny 10 (sz.si 8 (42.1) 2(10,5) 0 (0.0) 11 (57.9) 2 6 3 $ 8,951 (11)
Embezzlement 4 (66.7) 3 (50.0) 1{(16,7) 0 (0.0} 4 (86.7) 2 o] 2 $ 17,187 (3)
Fraud 19 (54.3) 15 (42.9) 4{11.4) 0 (0.0 20 (5+.1) 9 8 3 $ 167,290 (19)
Drug Offenses 15(19.2) 9 {11.5) 6 (7.7) E 0(0.0) 44 (56.4) 36 7 1 $ 9,015 (38)
Counterfeiting 9 (39.1) 6 (26.1) 3(13.0) 0(0.0) 16 (69.6) 4 5 $ 4,072 (15)
Firearms 3(14.3) 2(9.5) 1 {4.8) 0 (0.0) 9 (42.9) 6 0 3 $7,789 (9)
Immigration 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0{) 0(-) 0 0 0 - {0)
Other 17 (31.5) 12 (22,2) 5{9.3) 0 (0.0) 29 (53.7) 25 4 0 $ 39,337 (27)

J A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guidefine Sentences'
Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




NORTH DAKOTA

8th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) Fargo (5) Devils Lake
(2) Minot
(8) Grand Forks
(4) Bismarck
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS ’ CASES FILED
Judges? 5 | Civit® 543
AUSAS® 6 | Criminal’ 152
Assistant Federal Defenders® .
Probation Officers® 5
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 653,000 | Income per Capita" $ 9,635 | Crime Rate® 2,692
(per 100,000
Population per 9.4 | Percent 6.3 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION'" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURESY
Percent Age 0-14 24.0 Percent Mfg. 6.7 | Police Protection $ 37.64
Percent Age 15-24 17.9 Percent Retail 21.4 | Elementary and $ 522.00
Secondary
Education »
Percent Age 25-34 17.6 Percent Finance 5.8 | Health & $9.16 |
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 11.3 | Percent Service 25.2 | Public Weltare™ $ 20.34
Percent Age 45-64 16.9 Percent Govt. 18.7 | Highways $124.10
Percent Age 65+ 12.4 Percent Other 22,2
Percent acreage in 90.7

farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

North Dakota

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
122 1 10 1 5 6 8 8 11 17 23 8 13
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\;\e;:? ® mg;::gs Number Col %
TQTAL (Row%) 113 (100.0) 46 (40.7) 2(1.8) 11(9.7) 54 (47.8) 304 $501.0 TOTAL 117 100.0
MALE 96 (85.0) 41 2 1 42 30,1 $ 501.6 PLEA 108 92.3
FEMALE 17 (15.0) 5 0 0 12 32.4 $497.3 TRIAL 9 7.7
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMAR"* Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® H;:;l::‘r:g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"
Release Prison'!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) 112 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 116 (100.0) 79 (68.1) 64 (55.2) 8 (7.8) 6 (5.2) 36 24 16 16 13 9
Robbery 0 (100.0) 0(-) 0 () 0{-) 0 (=) 0 0 0 0 0
Larceny 0 (100.0) 0(-) 0() 0(-) 0 () - 0 0 0 0 0
Embezzlement 4 (100.0) 2 (50.0) 2 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 24 0 1 1 o] 0
Fraud 7 (100.0) 6 (85.7) 4(57.1) 2 (28.6) 0(0.0) 8 6 0 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 58 (100.0} 35 (60.3) 32 (55.2) 0 (0.0) 3(5.2) 48 6 °] 6 7 7
Counterfeiting 2 (100.0) 2{100.0) 1 {50.0) 1 (60.0) 0 (0.0} 19 1 0 1 0 0
Firearms 9 (100.0) 7(77.8) 5 (55.6) 1(11.) 1(11.1) 42 2 2 2 0 1
Immigration 2 (100.0) 2 (100,0) 0 (0.0} 2 {100.0} 0 {0.0) 2 2 0 0 4] 0
Other 34 (100.0) 25 {73.5) 20 (58.8) 3(8.9) 2 (5.9) 29 7 4 6 6 i
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEF‘i5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES [ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Receiving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount”
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 37 (31.9) 18 (15.5) 19 (16.4) 0(0.0) 30 (25.9) 10 19 1 $ 37,592 (26)
Robbery 0{-) 0 (-) 0 (~) 0 () 0 (~) 0 0 0 - (0}
Larceny 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(+) 0 0 e - (0)
Embezzlement 2 (50.0) 0(0.0) 2 (50.0) 0{0.0) 3 (75.0) 0 3 0 $ 296,341 (3)
Fraud 1(14.3) 1 {14.3) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (42.9) 1 2 0 $ 13,750 (2)
Drug Offenses 23 (39.7) 12 (20,7) 11 (19.0) 0 (0.0) 8 (13.8) 6 2 0 $ 1,721 (8)
Counterfeiting 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 2(100.0}) 0 2 0 $ 832 (2)
Firearms 2 (22.2) 00,0} 2(22,2) 0 U 1 (11.1) i 0 0 $ 31,044 (1)
Immigration 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 ’(0.0)_— 0(0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Other 9 (26.5) 5 (14.7) 4(11.8) 0(0.0) 13 (38.2) 2 10 1 $ 1,438 (10)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and. Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
3 Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




OHIO, Northern

6th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Cleveland
(2) Toledo
(3) Akron
(4) Youngstown
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 14 | Civil® 5,328
AUSAS® 34 | Criminal’ 466
Assistant Federal Defenders® 4
Probation Officers® 28
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 5,913,431 | Income per Capita" $ 10,443 | Crime Rate'® 3,986
(per 100,000
Population per 328.5 | Percent 8.6 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 22.2 Percent Mfg. 29.0 | Police Protection $ 59.18
Percent Age 15-24 16.3 Percent Retail 17.6 | Elementary and $ 451.78
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 16.5 | Percent Finance™ 4.7 } Health & $ 86.65
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.4 | Percent Service 21.7 | Public Welfare'™ $ 66.32
Percent Age 45-64 20.3 Percent Govt. 11.8 | Highways $ 60.32
Percent Age 65+ 12.3 Percent Other 15.3
Percent acreage in 63.2

farms'

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Ohio, Northern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL -’89 Jan Feb Mar May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
23 1" 13 18 28 22 36 16 29 1 28 17 2
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\;\agr:? ° ,“:2:;:22 Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 203 (100.0) 91 (44.8) 102 (50.3) 10 (4.9) 0(0.0) iR $472.8 TOTAL 204 100.0
MALE 158 (77.8) 72 76 10 ¢ 31.4 $ 4758 PLEA 201 98.5
FEMALE 45 (22.2) 18 26 0 ] 29.8 $ 462.3 TRIAL 3 1.5
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® Rocehine Prison + Prison NewSpit | Average
Supervised Only Sentence'? Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)™
Release Prison®!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1412 13-24 25.36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 204 (100.0) 138 (67.7) 130 (63.7) 7 (3.4) 1(0.5) 51 36 24 13 28 36
Robbery 14 (100.0) 14 {100.0) 14 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 77 0 2 2 3 7
Larceny 13 (100.0) 9 (69.2) 9 (69.2) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 14 6 2 0 1 0
Embezzlement 26 (100.0) 3(11.5) 3 (11.5) 0 (0.0 0 {0.0) 8 3 0 0 0 o]
Fraud 17 (100.0) 12 (70.6) 12 (70.6) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 21 2 8 1 1 0
Drug Offenses 92 (100.0) 80 (87.0) 75 (81.5) 4 (4.4) 1(1.1) 57 17 9 8 21 25
Counterfeiting 6 (100.0) 4(66.7) 3(50.0) 1(16.7) 0 (0.0) 7 4 0 0 0 0
Firearms 21 (100.0) 10 (47.6) 10 (47.6) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0 63 4 1 1 1 3
Immigration 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0{0,0) 0 (0.0) 24 0 1 0 0 0
Other 14 (100.0) 5 (35.7) 3 (21.4) 2(14.3) 0 (0.0 72 0 1 1 1 1
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEFf5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total - TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Receiving Fines Average
Probation' Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount'
Prabation Only Contfinement'* Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 66 (32.4) 47 (23.0) 19 (9.3) 0(0.0) 71 (34.8) 40 28 3 $ 13,352 (63)
Robbery 0 {(0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 3(21.4) 0 3 0 $ 6,500 (3)
Larceny 4 (30.8) 3 (23.1) 1(7.7) 0 (0.0) 6 (46.2) 2 4 0 $ 19,891 (6)
Embezzlement 23 (88.5) 19 (73.1) 4 (15.4) 0 (6.0) 18.(69.2) 4 13 1 $ 10,424 (14)
Fraud 5 (20.4) 5 (29.4) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 12 (70.6) 3 7 2 $ 38,047 (12)
Drug Offenses 12 (13.0) 8(8.7) 4 (4.4) 0 (0.0) 17 (18.5) 17 0 0 $ 4,710 (16)
Counterfeiting 2 (33.3) 2(33.3) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (50.0) 2 1 0 $750(2)
Firearms 11 (52.4) 2 (9.5) 9 (42,9) 0{0.0) 6 (28.6) 6 0 0 $2,125 (4)
Immigration B 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 0 0 ~{0)
Other 9 (64.3) 8 (57.1) 1(7.1) 0 {0.0) 6 (42.9) 6 0 0 $ 2,417 (6)

B A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Intraduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'
| Tables,” page A-1,

j SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data Fite, MON1289




OHIO, Southern

6th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Columbus
(2) Cincinnati
(8) Dayton
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 8 | civil® 2,962
AUSAs® 15 | Criminal’ 427
Assistant Federal Defenders* -
Probation Officers® 23
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 4,884,173 | Income per Capita" $ 10,288 | Crime Rate' 4,394
(per 100,000
Population per 2123 | Percent 7.5 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 22.2 Percent Mfg. 24.4 } Police Protection $52.12
Percent Age 15-24 171 Percent Retail 18.6 | Elementary and $ 437.69
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 16.8 | Percent Finance'™ 6.1 | Health & $61.60
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.7 Percent Service 22.4 | Public Welfare™ $ 53.46
Percent Age 45-64 18.8 Percent Govt. 12.7 | Highways $ 56.02
Percent Age 65+ 10.9 Percent Other 15.7
Percent acreage in 55.2

farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Ohio, Southern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar May Jup Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
315 8 19 21 26 22 35 27 7 42 39 18 28
DEMOGRAFHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\;\e;:? ¢ mgg:;g Number Col %
TOTAL (Row®) 297 (100.0) 126 (42.4) 166 (55.9) 5(1.7) 0 (0.0) 32.7 $1,122.1 TOTAL 304 100.0
MALE 222 (74.7) 97 120 5 [¢] 33.0 $1,296.2 PLEA 276 90.8
FEMALE 75 (25.3) 29 46 0 0 317 $ 606.9 TRIAL 28 9.2
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::Iesl::‘r:g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)™
Release Prison"
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%j) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL 292 (100.0) 216 (74.0) 207 (70.9) 6 (2.1) 3 (1.0) 58 52 43 22 30 69
Robbery 22 (100.0) 22 (100.0) 19 (86.4) 3(13.6) 0 (0.0 132 1 1 3 3 14
Larceny 11 (100.0) 5 (45.5) 5 (45.5) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 45 2 2 0 0 1
Embezzlement 25 (100.0) 6 (24.0) 4 (16.0} 0(0.0) 2(8.0) 5 6 0 0 0 0
Fraud 24 (100.0) 10 (41.7) 8 (33.3) 1(4.2) 1 (4.2) 12 6 4 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 158 (100.0) 143 (90.5) 143 (90.5) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 59 25 26 17 23 52
Counterfeiting 15 (100.0) 7 (46.7) 7 (46.7) 00.0) 0 (0.0 16 3 4 0 0 0
Firearms 15 (100.0) 10 (66.7) 8 (53.3) 2(13.3) 0 (0.0) 12 6 4 0 0 0
Immigration 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 9 1 0 0 0 0
Other 21 (100.0) 12 {57.1) 12 (57.1) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 41 2 2 2 4 2
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEF{5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE GASES' Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Flnes Average
Probation" Probation + and Restitution'® Dallar Amount'”
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ N
TOTAL 76 (26.0) 44.(15.1) 32 (11.0) 0 (0.0) 83 (28.4) 27 55 1 $ 8,481 (72)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 11 (50.0) 0 11 0 $ 1,870 (8)
Larceny 6 (54.6) 3 (27.3) 3(27.3) 0 (0.0) 8 (72.7) 1 7 0 $6,782 (7)
Embezzlement 19 (76.0) 14 (56.0) 5 (20.0) 0 (0.0) 14 (56.0) 9 13 0 $ 5,899 (13)
Fraud 14 (58.3) 9 (37.5) 5 (20.8) 0 (0:0) 14 (58.3) 5 9 0 $ 6,387 (11)
Drug Offenses 15 (9.5) 6 (3.8) 9 (5.7) 0 (0.0) 20 (12.7) 13 7 0 $ 19,545 (19)
Counterfeiting 8 (53.3) 4 (26.7) 4 (26.7) 0 (0.0) 7 (46.7) 1 6 0 $ 2,463 (7)
Firearms 5(33.3) 1(6.7) 4(26.7) 0(0.0) 1(67) 1 0 Y $ 2,500 (1)
Immigration 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1 {100.0) 1 0 0 - (0)
Other g (42.9) 7 (33.3) 2 (9.5) 0(0.0) 7 (33.3) 4 2 1 $ 1,594 (6)

B A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
Tables,” page A-1.

¥ SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




OKLAHOMA, Northern

10th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) Tulsa
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? Civil® 1,643
AUSAs® Criminal’ 141
Assistant Federal Defenders®
Probation Officers®
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 794,372 | Income per Capita" $10,823 | Crime Rate'® 5,643
(per 100,000
Population per 92.8 | Percent 9.1 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT™ LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 214 Percent Mfg. 18.9 | Police Protection $ 43.81
Percent Age 15-24 16.5 Percent Retail 16.4 | Elementary and $ 440.21
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 17.4 Percent Finance' 5.6 | Health & $ 22.79
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.9 | Percent Service 224 | Public Welfare™ $1.36
Percent Age 45-64 17.4 Percent Govt. 9.7 | Highways $ 56.54
Percent Age 65+ 10.4 Percent Other 26.9
Percent acreage in 68.9

farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Oklahoma, Northern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (hy sentencing month)’

TOTAL -’89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
S0 3 3 8 7 5 10 11 9 15 4 6 9
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL: RACE® Average
SEX N {Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\;g:? ¢ mgg::g; Number Col %
TOTAL (Row?%) 89 (100.0) 64 (71.9) 25 {28.1) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 33.7 $701.3 TOTAL 89 100.0
MALE 73 (82.0) 55 18 0 0 34.5 $763.5 PLEA 83 93.3
FEMALE 16 (18.0) 9 7 0 0 30.4 $4171 TRIAL 6 6.7
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE' TOTAL CASES" R;tr:‘eslz:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence™ Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"
Release Prison'
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 88 (100.0) 60 (68.2) 59 (67.1) 0 (0.0) 1(1.1) 75 19 13 4 4 20
Robbery 6 (100.0) 6 (100.0) 6 (100,0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 210 0 1 0 2 3
Larceny 11 (100.0) 4 (36.4) 4 (3€.4) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 9 3 1 0 0 0
Embezzlement 3 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 {0.0) - 0 [¢] 0 0 0
Fraud 6 (100.0) 2(33.3) 2 (33.3) 0{0.0) 0 {0.0) 42 1 0 0 0 1
Drug Offenses 26 (100,0) 23 (88.5) 22 (84.6) 0(0.0) 1(3.9) 88 3 4 2 1 18
Counterfeiting 9 (100.0) 4 (44.4) 4 (44.4) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 1 3 1 0 o o
Firearms 11 (100.0) 11 (100,0) 11 {100.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 65 4 3 ] 1 2
Immigration 0 (100.0) 0(-) G{-) 0(-) 0(-) - 0 0 0 0 0
Other 16 (100.0) 10 (62.5) 10 {62.5) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 31 5 3 1 0 1
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES' Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Receiving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount'
Probation Only Confinement Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N  (Row%) N (Row) N (Row%) Only Only Both LI ()]
TOTAL 28 (31.8) 21 (23.9) 7 (8.0) 0(0.0) 29 (33.0) 9 19 1 $ 6,981 (29)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 3 (50.0) 0 3 0 $ 11,190 (3)
Larceny 7 (63.6) 5 (45.5) 2(18.2) 0 (0.0) 8 (72.7) 0 8 0 $3,519 (8)
Embezzlement 3(100.0) 2 (86.7) 1(33.3) 0{0.0) 2 (66.7) 1 1 o $1,313 (2)
Fraud 4(66.7) 2 (33.3) 2(33.3) 0 (0.0) 2 (33.3) 1 1 0 $ 27,400 (2)
Drug Offenses 3 (11.5) 3(11.5) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 4 (15.4) 4 0 0 $ 8,250 (4)
Counterfeiting 5 (55.6) 4 (44.4) 1(11.1) 0 (0.0) 2 (22.2) 1 1 0 $591 (2)
Firearms 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0.{0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Immigration 0 (-} 0(-) 0(-) 0() 0(-) 0 0 0 = (0)
Other 6 (37.5) 5 (31.3) 1(6.3) 0(0.0) 8 (50.0) 2 5 1 $6,141 (8)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnctes to *1989 Guideline Sentences’
Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data Fite, MON1289




OKLAHOMA, Eastern
10th Circuit

Primary Places of Hoiding Court:'

(1) Muskogee

' SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

farms'

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 5 { Civil® 762
AUSAS® 3 | Criminal 63
Assistant Federai Defenders* 1
Probation Officers® 6
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 629,754 | Income per Capita $7,448 | Crime Rate' 3,357
(per 100,000
Population per 30.3 | Percent 9. | Popuiation)
Square Mile® Unemployed"
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"Y
Percent Age 0-14 17.7 Percent Mfg. 17.3 | Police Protection $ 25.19
Percent Age 15-24 11,0 Percent Retail 19.0 | Elementary and $429.08
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 108 Percent Finance" 4.4 | Health & $ 172,58
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 9.5 | Percent Service 15.2 | Public Welfare'® $1.17
Percent Age 45-64 14.2 Percent Govt. 23.3 | Highways $ 64.55
Percent Age 65+ 10.4 Percent Other 20.8
Percent acreage in 58.1

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Oklahoma, Eastern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL -89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
31 0 0 0 2 3 6 3 3 5 7 2 0
L DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\l/:gr:? ° mgg,‘,',‘f,’i Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 28 (100,0) 23 (82.1) 4(14.3) 1(3.6) 0(0.0) 37.3 $8136 || TOTAL 28 100.0
MALE 21 (75.0) 18 2 1 0 38.1 $900.0 || PLEA 26 92.9
FEMALE 7 (25.0) 5 2 0 0 34.9 $56543 |[ TRIAL 2 74
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® H::s:::g Prison -+ Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence" Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)™
Release Prison"
N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) N (Rows%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25.36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 28 (100.0) 15 (53.6) 13 (46.4) 2(7.1) 0 (0.0) 67 2 2 1 6 4
Robbery 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 2 {100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 48 0 0 0 2 0
Larceny 0 {100.0) 0 () 0(-) 0(-) 0() 0 ] Q 0 0
Embezzlement 5 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 0 0
Fraud 1(100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 - 0 0 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 7 (100.0) 7 (100.0) 7 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 107 0 0 1 2 4
Counterfeiting 1 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) - 0 0 0 0 0
Firearms 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 1 {100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 41 0 0 0 1 0
Immigration 1 (100.0) 1.(100.0) 0 (0.0} 1 (100,0) 0 (0.0) 10 i i [i] 0 0
Other 10 (100.0) 4 (40.0) 3 {30.0) 1(10.0) 0{0.0) 27 1 2 0 1 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHERS CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES' Total TYPE OF SEMTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Average
Probation" Probation + and Restitution™ Dollar Amount”
Probation Only Confinement* Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N  {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both 3 (N)
TOTAL 13 (46.4) 8 (28.6) 5(17.9) 0(0.0) 13 (46.4) 4 9 0 $ 4,420 (13)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (50.0) 0 1 0 $305 (1)
Larceny 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0() 0{-) 0 0 0 - (0}
Embezzlement 5 (100.0) 4(80.0) 1 {20.0) 0(0.0) 5 (100.0) 0 5 0 $ 1,596 (5)
Fraud 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 1 {100.0) 0 (0.0) 1(100,0) 0 1 0 $ 28,000 (1)
Drug Offenses 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) ] 0 0 - {0)
Counterfeiting 1 (100.0) 1 (100,0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 {100,0) 0 1 0 $ 286 (1)
Firearms 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Immigration 0.(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 0{0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Other 6 (60.0) 3 (30.0) 3 (30.0) 0(0.0) 5 {50.0} 4 1 0 $ 4,202 (5)

b A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the “Introduction and Footnotes to 1989 Guideline Sentences'
| Tables,” page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




OKLAHOMA, Western
10th Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:’

{1) Oklahoma City
(2) Lawton

I SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 7 | Civil® 2,476
AUSAs® 15 | Criminal’ 433
Assistant Federal Defenders® 4
Probation Officers® 15
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 1,601,361 | Income per Capita" $ 10,105 | Crime Rate'® 6,148
(per 100,000
Population per 40.7 | Percent 7.3 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 204 Percent Mfg. 12.8 | Police Protection $ 43.59
Percent Age 15-24 16.6 Percent Retail 20.9 | Elementary and $ 425,72
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 15.9 | Percent Finance' 6.0 | Health & $117.76
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 11.3 | Percent Service 19.3 | Public Weifare' $1.58
Percent Age 45-64 15.3 Percent Govt. 17.6 | Highways $74.84
Percent Age 65+ 9.2 Percent Other 23.4
Percent acreage in 829
tarms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographié

Indicators," page A-i.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES Oklahoma, Western

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jut Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
165 3 10 17 13 14 20 14 13 16 15 17 13
L DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N {Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\g:? ° msg:,‘g; Number Col %
TOTAL {(Row%) 149 (100.0) 79 (53.0) 54 (36.2) 11 (7.9) 5(3.4) 314 $549.8 TOTAL 150 100.0
MALE 127 (85.2) 66 48 1 2 31.2 $ 555.0 PLEA 133 88.7
FEMALE 22 (14.8) 13 6 0 3 32.4 $519.7 TRIAL 17 11.3
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::;i::‘r:g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"
Release Prison'!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 145 (100.0) 131 (90.3) 122 (84.1) 8 (5.5) 1(0.7) 76 30 10 13 29 49
Robbery 11 (100.0) 11 (100.0) 10 (90.8) 1(9.1) 0 (0.0) 123 0 1 2 2 6
Larceny 11 (100.0) 7 (63.8) 5 (45.5) 1{8.1) 1(9.1) 27 5 0 0 1 1
Embezzlement 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 6 1 0 0 0 0
Fraud 8 (100.0} 6 (75.0) 6 (75.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 18 4 1 0 1 0
Drug Offenses 78 (100.0) 74 (94.9) 74 (94.9) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 97 6 4 10 16 38
Counterfeiting 4(100.0) 3 (75.0) 2 (50,0) 1 (25.0) 0 (0.0) 14 2 1 0 0 0
Firearms 5 (100.0) 5 {100.0). 4 {80.0) 1 (20.0) 0 {0.0) 29 2 1 0 2 4
Immigration 5 (100.0) 4 (80,0) 3 (60.0) 1 (20.0) 0(0.0) 8 3 1 0 0 0
Other 22 {100.0) 20 (90.9) 17 (77.3) 3{13.6) 0(0.0) 43 7 1 1 7 4
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Receiving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount”
Probation Only Continement Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ N
TOTAL 14 (9.7) 8 (5.5) 6 (4.1) 0 (0.0 21 (14.5) q 17 0 $ 30,956 (21)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 3(27.3) 0 3 0 $ 5,386 (3)
Larceny 4 (36.4) 2(18.2) 2(18.2) 0 (0.0} 7 (63.6) 0 7 0 $7,190 (7)
Embezzlement 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - (0}
Fraud 2 (25.0) 0(0.0) 2 (25.0) 0 (0.0) 5 (62.5) 1 4 0 $ 50,344 (5)
Drug Offenses 4 (5.1) 3(3.9) 1(1.3) 0{0.0) 3 (3.9} 2 1 0 $ 11,251 (3)
Counterfeiting 1(25.0) 1 (25.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - {0)
Firearms 0(0.0) ¢ (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Immigration 1 (20.0) 1 {20.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Other 2(9.1) 1{4.6) 1 (4.6) 0(0.0) 3 (13.6) 1 2 0 $ 99,369 (3)

B A complete description of data provided in this table is presented In the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'
| Tables," page A-1.

g SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




OREGON

9th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Portland
(2) Eugene
(3) Salem
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER GF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 5 | Civil® 2,106
AUSAS® 20 | Criminal’ 395
Assistant Federal Defenders’ 8
Probation Officers® 19
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
= == =
Total Population® 2,633,000 { Income per Capita" $9,925 | Crime Rate' 6,725
(per 100,000
Population per 27.4 | Percent g.5 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION'" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 21.5 Percent Mfg. 19.7 | Police Protection $ 58.39
Percent Age 15-24 15.5 Percent Retail 19.9 | Elementary and $ 577.00
Secandary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 19.1 Percent Finance 5.8 { Health & $ 55.86
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 13.4 Percent Service 22.3 | Public Welfare'® $7.62
Percent Age 45-64 17.6 Percent Govt. 14.5 | Highways $ 91.40
Percent Age 65+ 12.7 | Percent Other 17.8
Percent acreage in 28.8

farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Oregon

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL -’88 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jut ! Aug Sep Oct Nov Duc
261 6 23 15 25 32 31 17 i 18 28 23 27 16
I DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N {Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A‘fgr:? ° mg:::z Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 251(100.0) 192 (76.5) 31 (12.4) 25 (10.0) 3(1.2) 327 $536.6 || TOTAL 252 100.0
MALE 214 (85.3) 161 28 22 3 331 $541.7 PLEA 233 92,5
FEMALE 37 (14.7) 31 3 3 0 30.8 $507.6 TRIAL 19 75
] CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE' TOTAL CASES® R;:g:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)*?
Release Prison"!
N  (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL 247 {100.0) 215 (87.0) 209 (84.6) 2 (0.8) 4 (1.6) 64 32 33 22 49 79
Robbery 44 (100.0) 44 (100.0) 43 (97.7) 1 (2.3) 0 (0.0) 64 0 1 10 20 13
Larceny 9 (100.0) 7(77.8) 6 (66.7) 0(0.0) 1(11.9) 10 6 0 1 0 0
Embezzlement 9 (100.0) 2 (22.2) 2 (22.2) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 2 o] 4] 0 0
Fraud 13 (100.0) 7(53.9) 7 (53.9) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 10 5 2 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 122 (100.0) 114 (93.4) 112 (91.8) 0(0.0) 2 (1.6} 82 11 13 9 20 61
Counterfeiting 6 (100.0) 3 (50.0) 2 (33.3) 1{16.7) 0 (0.0} 8 3 0 0 0 0
Firearms 28 (100.0) 25 (89,3) 24 (85.7) 0 {0.0) 1 (3.6) 37 3 10 2 7 3
Immigration 5 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 14 2 3 0 ¢ 0
Other 11 (100.0) 8 (72.7) 8 (72.7) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 62 0 4 0 2 2
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEFl5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES' Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount"
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine | Restitution
N (Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row?%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 32 (13.0) 22 (8.9) 10 (4.1) 0 {0.0) 61 (24.7) 27 29 5 $ 56,013 (60)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 13 (29.6} 1 12 0 $ 2,905 (13)
Larceny 2 (22.2) 1(11.1) 1{11.1) 0 (0.0) 6 (66.7) 1 4 1 $ 731 (6)
Embezziement 7(77.8) 6 (66.7) 1(11.1) 0(0.5) 6 (66.7) 0 5 1 $ 9,127 (5)
Fraud 6 (46.2) 2(15.4) 4 (30.8) 01{0.0) 8 (61.5) 1 5 2 $ 5,431 (8)
Drug Offenses 8 (6.6) 5 (4.1} 3(2.5) 0(0.0) 19 (15.6) 19 0 0 $32,953 (19)
Counterfeiting 3 (50.0) 3(50.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 4 (66.7) 0 3 i $ 483 (4)
Firearms 3(10.7) 2(7.1) 1(3.6) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Immigration 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) o 0 0 - (0)
Other 3(27.3) 3(27.3) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 5 (45.5) 5 0 0 $ 520,302 (5)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the “Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




PENNSYLVANIA, Eastern

3rd Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) Philadephia
(2) Reading
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges?® Civil® 10,258
AUSAs® Criminal’ 541
Assistant Federal Defenders*
Probation Officers®
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 5,015,702 | Income per Capita" $ 11,168 | Crime Rate'® 3,646
{per 100,000
Population per 913.1 | Percent 5.6 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'?
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT® LOCAL EXPENDITURES"Y
Percent Age 0-14 20.0 Percent Mfg. 24.0 | Police Protection $ 69.71
Percent Age 15-24 17.0 Percent Retail 16.0 | Elementary and $ 427.27
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 16.3 | Percent Finance™ 6.8 | Health & $ 42,22
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12,5 | Percent Service 26.5 | Public Welfare'® $ 42.58
Percent Age 45-64 20.9 Percent Govt. 11.2 | Highways $ 35.66
Percent Age 65+ 13.4 Percent Otber 15.5
Percent acreage in 39.3

tarms'®

A complete descriptior: of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators,"” page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Pennsylvania, Eastern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
74 ] 4 4 7 8 10 8 5 12 8 5 5
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? BACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\:::? © ng:le); Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 65 (100.0) 31 (47.7) 31 (47.7) 2(3.1) 1(1.5) 33.3 $ 663.2 TOTAL 67 100.0
MALE 61 (93.8) 29 29 2 1 33.4 $ 6585 PLEA 62 92,5
FEMALE 4 (6.2) 2 2 0 0 31.5 §735.0 TRIAL 5 75
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES* H::;I:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)®?
Release Prison"!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25.36 37-60 | Over60
TOTAL 62 (100.0) 54 (87.1) 49 (79.0) 3 (4.9) 2(3.2) 79 10 12 4 8 20
Robbery 3 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 93 0 ] 0 1 2
Larceny 3 (100.0) 3.(100.0) 3 (100.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 17 1 1 1 [¢] 0
Embezzlement 2 (100.0) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) ] 0 ] 0 0
Fraud 7 (100.0) 5 (71.4) 5(71.4) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 161 i 2 0 0 2
Drug Offenses 34 (100.0) 31(91.2) 29 (85.3) 2 (5.9) 0 (0.0) 92 5 3 2 5 16
Counterfeiting 5 (100.0) 4 (80.0) 3 (60.0) 0{0.0) 1 (20,0} 18 1 3 0 0 0
Firearms 4{100.0) 4 (100.0) 3 (75.0) 0 {0.0) 1 (25.0) 23 1 1 1 1 4]
Immigration 0 (100.0) 0 0{-) 0(-) 0{-) Y 0 0 0 0
Other 4 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 3 {75.0) 1 (25.0) 0 (0.0) 25 1 2 0 1 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probation® Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 8 (12.9) 6(9.7) 2(3.2) 0(0.0) 21 (33.9) 11 7 3 $ 22,238 (20)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 3 (100.0) 0 2 1 $14,499 (3)
Larceny 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 3 {100.0) 1 2 0 $ 59,642 (3)
Embezzlement 2 (100.0) 1 (50.0) 1 (60.0) 0(0.0) 2 (100,0) 0 2 0 $41,153 (2)
Eraud 2 (28.6) 2 (28.6) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 2(28.6) 1 i 0 $ 7,944 (2)
Drug Offenses 3(6.8) 2{5.9) 1{2.9) 0 (0.0) 8 (23.5) 6 0 2 $ 14,831 (8)
Counterfeiting 1(20.0) 1 (20.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 1 {20.0) 1 ] 0 §$ 4,500 (1)
Firearms 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 0 ] 0 - (0)
Immigration 0(-) 0(-) 0 () 0.(-) 0(-) 0 0 0 - (0
Other 0 {0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (50.0) 2 [¢] 0 $ 1,000 (1)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’

Tables," page A-1.

§ SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




PENNSYLVANIA, Middie
3rd Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:'

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

Harrisburg
Wilkes-Barre

Williamsport

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS | CASES FILED

farms"®

Judges?® 7 | Civil® 2,148
AUSAs® 12 | Criminal’ 191
Assistant Federal Defenders* 4
Probation Officers® 10
SELLECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 2,634,080 { Income per Capita" $ 9,397 | Crime Rate'® 2,456
{per 100,000
Population per 129.5 | Percent 6.7 | population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'?
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURESY
Percent Age 0-14 19.8 Percent Mfg. 28.8 | Police Protection $ 20.71
Percent Age 15-24 15.9 Percent Retail 18.0 | Elementary and $ 402.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 15.1 Percent Finance' 4.6 | Health & $ 33.84
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.3 | Percent Service 20.1 | Public Welfare™ $34.95
Percent Age 45-64 20.1 Percent Govt. 12.3 | Highways $ 38.16
Percent Age 65+ 13.6 Percent Other 16.2
Percent acreage in 29.7

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES Pennsylvania, Middle

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL -'89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
121 2 4 16 10 7 9 8 12 9 13 23 8
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\:;gr:? ¢ ::22:2; Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 113 (100.0) 71 (62.8) 29 (25.7) 13 (11.5) 0 (0.0) 346 $1,300.1 || TOTAL 17 100.0
MALE 98 (86.7) 62 23 13 0 35.1 $1,151.5 PLEA 106 90.6
FEMALE 15 (13.3) 9 6 ] 0 31.8 $ 764.3 TRIAL 11 9.4
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::;I:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)™
Release Prison''
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 107 (100.0) 91 (85.1) 84 (78.5) 3(2.8) 4(3.7) 82 25 14 6 1 35
Robbery 3 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 43 0 0 1 2 0
Larceny 7 (100.0) 6 (85.7) 6 (85.7) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 5 i 0 0 0
Embezziement 5 (100.0) 1 (20.0} 1 (20.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 12 1 0 0 0 0
Fraud 13 (100.0) 9 (69.2) 5 (38.5) 1(7.7) 3(23.1) 11 6 3 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 64 (100.0) 62 (96.9) 61 (95.3) 0 (0.0) 1(1.8) 108 9 7 5 8 33
Counterfeiting 0 (100.0) 0(-) 0 (-) 0 (-) 0(-) - 0 0 0 0 0
Firearms 5(100.0) 3 (60.0) 3 (60.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 86 0 1 0 1 1
Immigration 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 0(0.0) 2 (100.0) 0(0.0) 6 2 0 0 [¢] 0
Other 8 (100,0) 5 (62.5) 5 (62.5) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 36 2 2 0 0 1
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probation’ Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement** Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N - (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 16 (15.0) 12 (11.2) 43.7) 0 (0.0) 48 (44.9) 25 15 8 $ 20,720 (48)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (33.3) 0 1 0 $ 7,600 (1)
Larceny 1(14.3) 0 (0.0) 1(14.3) 0(0.0) 6 (85.7) 1 2 3 $ 20,094 (6)
Embezzlement 4 (80.0) 3 (60.0) 1 (20,0) 0 (0.0) 5 (100.0) 1 3 1 $ 27,339 (5)
Fraud 4 (30.8) 3 (23.1) 147.7) 0 (0.0) 10 (76.9) 1 7 2 $ 59,361 (10)
Drug Offenses 2(3.1) 2(3.1) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 15 {23.4) 15 0 0 $ 5,857 (15)
Counterfeiting 0{-) o) 0(-) 0(-) 0() 0 0 0 - (0}
Firearms 2 {40.0) 1 (20.0) 1 {20.0) 0 (0.0 4 {80.0) 3 1 $ 1,675 (4)
Immigration 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (100.0) 2 0 0 $ 525 (2)
Other 3(37.5) 3 (37.5) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 5 (62.5) 2 2 1 $ 8,103 (5)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1983 Guideline Sentences'
Tables,” page A-1.

| SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




PENNSYLVANIA, Western
3rd Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:’

(1) Pittsburgh
(2) Erie

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

farms'

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges?® 12 | Civil® 3,291
AUSAs® 22 { Criminal’ 244
Assistant Federal Defenders* 4
Probation Officers® 18
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 4,214,938 | Income per Capita" $ 9,763 | Crime Rate'® 2,532
{per 100,000
Population per 2211 | Percent g.g | population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION'™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 20.3 Percent Mfg. 20.7 | Police Protection $ 34.31
Percent Age 15-24 15.8 Percent Retail 19.0 | Elementary and $ 426.72
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 15.9 | Percent Finance" 5.5 | Health & $ 36,97
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.0 Percent Service 25.3 | Public Welfare™ $33.13
Percent Age 45-64 21.6 Percent Govt. 11.2 | Highways $ 49.00
Percent Age 65+ 14.4 Percent Other 18.2
Percent acreage in 24,9

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Pennsyivania, Western

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'
TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jut Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
114 3 i1 8 12 10 16 1 10 8 4 12 9
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N {Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A‘,’:;:? ° m:g::gs Number Col %
TOTAL {Rowd%) 114.(100.0) 83 (72.8) 31 (27.2) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 34.7 $657.1 || TOTAL 114 100.0
MALE 91 (79.8) 63 28 0 0 354 $ 667.7 PLEA 93 81.6
FEMALE 23 (20.2) 20 3 0 [ 32,0 $6154 TRIAL 21 18.4
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE' TOTAL CASES® R;:]T:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)*
Release Prison""
N {Row%}) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL 114 (100.0) 84 (73.7) 73 (64.0) 9 (7.9) 2(1.8) 60 22 14 8 16 24
Robbery 7 (100.0) 7 {100.0) 7 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 79 0 0 2 | 4
Larceny 13 (100.0) 8 (61.5) 2 {(15.4) 6 (46.2) 0 (0.0) 26 5 0 ) 3 0
Embezzlement 14 (100.0) 3(21.4) 1(7.1) 1(7.1) 1{7.1) 14 2 0 1 0 0
Fraud 12 (100.0) 5(41.7) 4 (33.3) 1{8.3) 0 (0.0) 14 2 3 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 48 (100.0) 47 (97.9) 47 (97.9) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 71 10 8 4 8 17
Counterfeiting 7(100.0) 5(71.4) 3 (42.9) 1(14.3) 1(14.3) 21 2 2 0 1 0
Firearms 4{100.0) 4 {100.0) 4 (100.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 121 0 1 0 2 1
Immigration 0 (100.0) 0(-) 0{-) 0 (-) 0 () - 0 0 0 ] 0
Other 9 (100.0) 5 (55.6) 5 (55.6) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 47 1 0 1 1 2
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEF}S CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution'® Doltar Amount’
Probation Only Continement™ Fine Restitution
N (Row) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 30 (26.3) 23 (20.2) 7 (6.1) 0(0.0) 30 (26.3) 15 14 1 $ 29,277 (30)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0} 1{14,3) 0 1 0 $300 (1)
Larceny 5 (38.5) 3(23.1) 2 (15.4) 0 (0.0) 6 {46.2) 4 1 1 $ 5,220 (6)
Embezziement 11 (78.6) 8 (57.1) 3 (21.4) 0 (0.0 8 (57.1) 2 6 0 $ 21,295 (8)
Fraud 7 (58.3) 6 (50.0} 1(8.9) 0 (0.0} 7 (58.3) 1 6 0 $ 14,285 (7}
Drug Offenses 1(2.1) 1{2.1) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0 4{8.3) 4 0 Q $ 136,260 (4)
Counterfeiting 2(28.6) 1(14.3) 1(14.3) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 = {0)
Firearms 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 00.0) 0 (0.0) 1 {25.0) 1 ] 0 $ 22,032 (1)
Immigration 0(-) 0(-) 0() 0() 0{) 0 0 0 - {0)
Other 4 (44.4) 4 (44.4) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 3(33.3) 3 0 0 $ 3,089 (3)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
Tables," page A-1,

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




PUERTO RICO

1st Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) San Juan
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 7 t Ciil® 1,922
AUSAS® 15 | Criminal’ 460
Assistant Federal Defenders* 4
Probation Officers® 16
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 3,196,520 | Income per Capita" $2,126 | Crime Rate' n/a
(per 100,000
Population per 924.1 | Percent nia | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'?
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-17 38.2 Percent Mfg. 19.7 | Police Protection n/a
Percent Age 18-64 53.9 Percent Retail 14.0 | Elementary and n/a
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 65+ 7.9 Percent Finance™ 2.8 | Health & n/a
Hospitals
Percent Service 20.4 | Public Welfare' n/a
Percent Govt. 33.8 | Highways n/a
Percent Other 8.3
Percent acreage in n/a
farms'®

A comiplete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators,” page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Puerto Rico

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
146 6 8 11 9 19 20 1" 12 6 10 13 21
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\l/‘\egr:? y :\:g::le); Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 123 (100.0) 43 (35.0) 21 (17.1) 59 (48.0) 0(0.0) 33.9 $521.9 || TOTAL 143 100.0
MALE 112 (91.1) 37 18 57 ] 33.8 $ 552.0 PLEA 117 81.8
FEMALE 11 (8.9) 6 3 2 0 34.8 $214.8 TRIAL 26 18.2
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R;::;:l:;r:g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence™ Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"?
Release Prison'!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13.24 2536 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 142 {100.0) 117 (82.4) 114 (80.3) 1(0.7) 2 (1.4) 77 2 16 6 24 50
Rebbery 0 (100.0} 0 (-} 0{-) 0(-) 0(-) 0 0 0 0 0
Larceny 9 (100.0) 5 {55.6) 4 (44.4) 1(i1.1) 0 (0.0 9 4 1 4] 0 [
Embezzlement 5 (100.0) 2 (40.0) 2 (40.0) 0 {0.0) 0 {0.0) 13 1 1 0 (] 0
Fraud 9 (100.0) 6 (66.7) 6 (66.7) 0 {0.0) 0(0.0) 11 4 2 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 81 (100.0) 80 (98.8) 79 (97.5) 0 {0.0) 1(1.2) 100 4 5 6 18 47
Counterfeiting 7{100.0) 3 (42.9) 2 (28.6) 0 {0.0) 1(14.3) 6 3 0 0 0 0
Firearms 4 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 0 (0.0} 0(0.0) 60 0 0 0 4 ()
Immigration 13 (100.0) 7 (53.9) 7 {53.9) 0 {0.0) 0 {0.0) 12 4 3 o] o] 0
Other 14 (100.0) 10 (71.4) 10 (71.4) 0 {0.0) 0 {0.0) 46 1 4 0 2 3
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES' Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restltution' Dollar Amount”
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N}
TOTAL 24 (16.9) 18 (12.7) 6 (4.2) 1(0.7) 30 (21.1) 19 10 1 $ 33,749 (29)
Robbery 0 () 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0 0 0 ~{0)
Larceny 4 (44.4) 4 (44.4) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 5 (55.6) 1 3 1 $ 600 (5)
Embezzlement 3 (60.0) 2 (40.0) 1 (20.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (60.0) 0 3 0 $6,350 (3)
Fraud 3(33.3) 3 (33.3) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0 2{22.2) 1 1 o] $ 397,557 (2)
Drug Offenses 1(1.2) 0 (0.0) 1(1.2) 0(0.0) 5 (6.2) 5 0 0 $ 23,100 {5)
Counterfeiting 4 (57.1) 2(28.6) 2 (28.6) 0 (0.0 5{71.4) 3 2 0 $ 1,831 (5)
Firearms 0:{0.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (25.0) 1 0 0 $ 20,000 (1)
immigration 6 (46.2) 5 (38.5) 1(7.7) 0 (6? 3 (23.1) 3 0 0 $ 1,000 (2)
Other 3 (21.4) 2 (14.3) 1(7.9) 1(7.1) 6 (42.9) 5 1 0 $ 2,483 (6)

§ A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
B Tables," page A-1.

' SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




RHODE ISLAND

1st Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Providence
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 4 | civilf 744
AUsAs® 11 | Criminal’ 80
Assistant Federal Defenders* -
Probation Officers® 4
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 947,000 | Income per Capita'’ $10,892 | Crime Rate'® 4,708
(per 100,000
Population per 897.6 | Percent 4.0 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 19.6 Percent Mfg. 29.3 | Police Protection $ 59.35
Percent Age 15-24 173 Percent Retail 17.7 | Elementary and $ 434.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 16,3 | Percent Finance™ 5.6 | Health & $1.70
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.4 Percent Service 25.3 | Public Welfare'® $22.89
Percent Age 45-64 20.3 Percent Govt. 8.8 | Highways $ 39.00
Percent Age 65+ 14.1 Percent Other 13.3
Percent acreage in 9.2

farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Rhode Island

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'
TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar May Jun ol Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec_
40 2 1 0 4 3 2 2 3 5 10 1 7
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\x::‘g ° mgg:le}; Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 25 {100.0) 12 (48.0) 3(12.0) 10 (40.0) 0(0.0) 34.3 $999.4 || TOTAL 26 100.0
MALE 19 (76.0) 9 1 9 0 35,6 $1,1515 || PLEA 22 84.6
FEMALE 6 (24.0) 3 2 1 0 30.3 $517.7 || TRIAL 4 15.4
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® Rs:f;:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'? Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"
Release Prison*!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) | N (Row%) | N (Row%) 112 | 1324 | 2536 | 37-60 | Over60
TOTAL 24 (100.0) 20 (83.3) 18 (75.0) 1(4.2) 1(4.2) 59 3 1 3 6 7
Robbery 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.9) 0(0.0) 120 0 0 0 0 1
Larceny 0 (100.0} 0 () 0(~) 0.(-) 0(-) - 0 0 0 0 0
Embezzlement 0 {100.0) 0(-) 0(-) 0() 0(-) - 0 0 0 0 0
Fraud 2 (100,0) 1 {50.0) 1 {50.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 10 1 0 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 14 (100.0) 13 (92.9) 13 (92.9) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 67 0 0 2 6 5
Counterfeiting 2 (100.0} 1 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (50,0) 4 1 0 0 0 0
Firearms 1 (100.0) 1 {100.0) 0 (0.0} 1 {100.0) 0(0.0) 120 0 0 0 0 1
Immigration 1 (100.0) 1 {100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 18 0 1 0 0 0
Other 3 (100.0) 2 (66.7) 2 (66.7) 0{0.0) 0{0.0) 20 i 0 1 0 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEF‘R5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Receiving Fines Average
Probation® Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount"
Probation Only Confinement" Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ N
TOTAL 3 (12.5) 3 (12.5) 0 (0.0) 1(4.2) 15 (62.5) 1 3 1 $ 39,331 (14)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 1 (100.0) 0 1 ] $6,174 (1)
Larceny 0(~) 0() 01(-} 0(-) 0(-) 0 0 0 - (0)
Embezzlement 0(-) 0(-) 0 - 0(-) 0(-) 0 0 0 = (0)
Fraud h 1 (50.0) 1 {50.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (50.0) 0 0 1 $ 151,054 (1)
Drug Offenses 1(7.1) 1 (7.1) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 7 {50.0) 7 0 0 $ 8,050 (6)
Counterfeiting 1 (50.0) 1 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 2{100.0) 0 2 0 $ 42,500 (2)
Firearms 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1 (100.0) 1 0 0 $ 250,000 (1)
Immigration 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (100.0) 1 0 0 $ 1,000 (1)
Other 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (66.7) 2 0 0 $ 8,750 (2)

| A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'
Tables,” page A-1.

 SOURCE: U.S. Sentericing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




SOUTH CAROLINA

4th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Greenville
(2) Florence
(3) Columbia
(4) Charleston
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® g | Civil® 3,551
AUSAS® 16 | Criminal’ 503
Assistant Federal Defenders® 3
Probation Officers® 29
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
= == e = —— — == == —_
Total Population® 3,122,000 | Income per Capita" $8,890 | Crime Rate' 4,834
(per 100,000
Population per 103.4 | Percent 6.2 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION' NCNFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURESY
Percent Age 0-14 23.0 Percent Mfg. 30.5 | Police Protection $ 33.95
Percent Age 15-24 18.4 Percent Retail 17.4 | Elementary and $ 403.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 17.5 Percent Finance" 4.7 | Health & $112.65
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 129 | Percent Service 16.5 | Public Welfare®® $3.86
Percent Age 45-64 18.2 Percent Govt. 12.5 { Highways $ 16.97
Percent Age 65+ 9.9 Percent Other 18.5
Percent acreage in 28.9

farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES South Carolina

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'
TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun ’ Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
252 9 17 45 19 20 24 24 22 13 26 14 19
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Avarage
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A‘:;? ° mgg:z Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 238 (100.0) 128 (53.8) 98 (41,2) 11 (4.6) 1(0.4) 35.1 $ 790.2 TOTAL 241 100.0
MALE 197 (82.8) 106 80 10 1 35,5 $813.5 PLEA 222 92,1
FEMALE 41 (17.2) 22 18 1 [ 329 $ 6787 TRIAL 19 79
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R;:;‘:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"
Release Prison'
N  (Row%) N (Row%} N (Row%) N (Row%) N  (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL 233 (100.0) 149 (64.0) 135 (57.9) 7(3.0) 7(3.0) 52 50 23 14 24 a7
Robbery 13 (100.0) 13 {100.0) 13 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 166 0 0 1 3 9
Larceny 15 (100.0) 6 (40.0) 5 (33.3) 0{0.0) 1(6.7) 13 5 0 0 1 0
Embezzlement 16 (100.0) 8 (50.0) 7 (43.8) 1(6.3) 0 (0.0) 13 5 2 1 0 0
Fraud 19 (100.0) 8 (47.4) 7 (36.8) 1(58.3) 1(5.3) 10 7 2 0 0 [¢]
Drug Offenses 75 (100.0) 69 {92.0) 67 (89.3) 2(2.7) 01{0.0) 61 10 14 6 14 24
Counterfeiting 18 (100.0) 6 (33.3) 6 (33.3) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 13 3 2 1 [+] 0
Firearms 46 (100.0) 20 (43.5) 16 (34.8) 3 (6.5) 1{2.2) 24 12 2 3 1 2
Immigration 0 {100.0) 0(-) 0 () 0(-) 0() 0 0 0 o 0
Other 31 (100.0) 18 (58.1) 14 (45.2) 0 (0.0) 4 (12.9) 32 8 1 2 5 2
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution*® Dollar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement' Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%}) N (Rowo) N (Row%) N {(Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 84 (36.1) 59 (25.3) 25 (10,7) 0(0.0) 42 {18.0) 26 14 2 $ 6,037 (41)
Robbery 0.(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0,0) 0 0 0 -~ {0)
Larceny 79 (60.0) 5 (33.3) 4 (26.7) 0 {0.0) 6 (40.0) 3 2 1 $ 1,341 (6)
Embezzlement B8 (50.0) 3 (18.8) 5(31.3) 0{0.0} 7 {43.8) 3 4 0 $ 6,905 {7)
Fraud 10 (52.6) 10.(52.6) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 6 (31.6) 2 3 1 $ 4,680 {6)
Prug Offenses 6 (8.0) 6 {8.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 3 (4.0) 3 0 0 $ 18,833 (3}
Counterfeiting 12 (66.7) 9 (50.0) 3(16.7) 0{0.0) 6 (33.3) 2 4 4] $ 2,172 (5)
Firearms 26 (56.5) 22 (47.8) 4(8.7) 0(0.0) 7(15.2) 7 0 o $ 1,632 (7)
Immigration 0(-) 0(-) 0 (-} 0(-) 0() Y 0 0 - (0)
Other 13 (41.9) 4(12.9) 9 (29.0) 0 (0.0) 7 (22.6) 6 1 0 $ 12,040 (7)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'
Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




SOUTH DAKOTA

8th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) Rapid City
(2) Pierre
(3) Sioux Falls
(4) Aberdeen
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
= == = —
Judges® 5 | Civil° 448
AUSAS® 10 | Criminal’ 184
Assistant Federal Defenders® -
Probation Officers® 11
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 691,000 | Income per Capita'’ $ 8,553 | Crime Rate' 2,980
; (per 100,000
Population per 9.1 | Percent 4.7 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURESY
Percent Age 0-14 24.0 Percent Mfg. 121 Police Protection $ 44.38
Percent Age 15-24 16.8 Percent Retail 209 | Elementary and $ 424,00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 16.2 | Percent Finance™ 6.4 | Health & $ 25.99
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 11.2 Percent Service 23.1 | Public Welfare'® $5.87
Percent Age 45-64 18.3 Percent Govt, 18.3 | Highways $99.78
Percent Age 65+ 13.5 Percent Other 19.2
Percent acreage in 90.1
farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators,” page A-1.




1988 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

South Dakota

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jui Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
120 3 4 10 1" 6 13 3 21 16 9 15 9
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanlc Other A\Xa;? ¢ mgg::gs Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 113 (100.0) 41 (36.3) 1(0.9) 2 (1.8) 69 (61.1) ' 31.9 $ 524.2 TOTAL 116 100.0
MALE 96 (85.0) 36 0 2 58 321 $547.7 PLEA 102 87.9
FEMALE 17 (15.0) 5 1 ] 1 30.8 $.391.3 TRIAL 14 1241
B CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PR!MARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE' TOTAL CASES® Rg:f;::;g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Suparvised Only Sentence'™ Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"?
Release Prison"’
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL 112 (100.0) 85 (75.9) 64 (57.1) 3{2,7) 18 (16.1) 53 29 18 5 13 20
Robbery 3 (100,0) 3 {100.0) 3 {100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 167 0 0 0 0 3
Larceny 9 (100.0) 6 (66.7) 6 (66.7) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 9 5 1 0 [¢] 4]
Embezzlement 9 (100.0) 6 (66.7) 4 (44,4) 0{0.0) 2 (22.2) 1 5 0 1 0 0
Fraud 3 (100.0) 2 (66.7) 1{33.9) 0 {0.0) 1(33.3) 16 1 1 0 "] 0
Drug Offenses 13 (100.0) 13 (100.0) 10 (76.9) 0(0.0) 3 (23.1) 57 4 2 0 1 6
Counterfeiting 0 (100.0) 0(-) 0(-) 0() 0(-) 0 Y 0 0 0
Firearms 7 (100.0) 4 (57.1) 2 (28.6) 1(14.3) 1(14.3) 9 3 1 0 0 0
Immigration 0(100.0 0{) 0{-) 04{) 0(-) 0 Y 0 0 0
Other 68 (100.0) 51 (75.0) 38 (55.9) 2(2.9) 11 (16.2) 60 1" 13 4 12 11
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES® Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Receiving Flnes Average
Probation® Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement* Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N [Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 27 (24.1) 17 (15.2) 10 {8.9) 0(0.0) 24 (21.4) 6 18 0 $ 9,528 (22)
Robbery 040.0) 0 (0.0) 0({0.0) 0 {0.0) 2(66.7) 0 2 o $ 3.006 2)
Larceny 3(33.3) 3(333) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 5 (55.6) 1 4 0 $ 7,631 {5)
Embezzlement 3(33.3) 2(222) 1(11.) 0(0.0) 7(77.8) 0 7 0 $ 19,476 (6)
Fraud 1(33.3) 1(33.3) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 1(33.3) 0 1 0 $1,195 (1)_
Drug Offenses 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Counterfeiting 0(-) 0 () 0(-) 0{-) 0{) 0 o o = (0)
Firearms 3 (42.9) 2 (28.6) 1{14.3) 0 (0.0) 1(14.3) 1 0 0 $100 (1)
Immigration 0(-) 0(-) 0() 0(-) 0{) 0 0 0 ~(0)
Other 17 (25.0) 8{13.2) 8(11.8) 0 {0.0) 8 (11.8) 4 4 0 $ 6,758 (7)

| A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'
j Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Comrnission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




TENNESSEE, Eastern
6th Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:’

(2} Knoxville
(3) Greenville

(1) Chattanooga

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

farms'®

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 4 | ciil® 2,327
AUSAS® 12 | Criminal’ 223
Assistant Federal Defenders* -
Probation Officers® 13
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 1,928,518 | Income per Capita" $ 8,960 | Crime Rate' 3,078
(per 100,000
Population per 1201 | Percent g.g | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION®™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 19.7 Percent Mfg. 31.6 | Police Protection $ 35.94
Percent Age 15-24 14.8 Percent Retall 17.8 | Elementary and $ 313.64
Secondary
Education
Perceint Age 25-34 15.4 Percent Finance" 4.1 Health & $117.43
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.9 | Percent Service 18.9 | Public Welfare' $13.33
Percent Age 45-64 18.6 Percent Govt. 14.2 | Highways $ 44.52
Percent Age 65+ 13 Percent Other 13.3
Percent acreage in 38.5

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1,




1988 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Tennessee, Eastern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar May Jun Jul Aug Sep Qct Nov Dec
128 3 9 7 15 6 13 9 16 5 8 15 22
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\fgr:g ¢ mgg::le{ Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 126 (100.0) 104 (82.5) 21 (16.7) 1(0.8) 0(0.0) 346 $7163 || TOTAL 126 100.0
MALE 102 (81.0) 84 17 1 0 35,2 $7526 || PLEA 100 79.4
FEMALE 24 (19.0) 20 4 0 0 32.2 $561.9 || TRIAL 26 20.6
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® H;f;:‘::,’:g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"
Release Prison*!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 118 (100.0) 108 (91.5) 104 (88.1) 0 (0.0) 4 (3.4) 63 27 19 10 13 39
Robbery 3 (100.0) 3 (100,0) 3 {100.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 182 0 0 0 0 3
Larceny 10 (100.0) 9 (90.0) 8 (80.0) 0 (0.0) 1(10.0) 17 4 2 0 0
Embezzlement 6 (100.0) 2(33.3) 2(33.3) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0) 4 2 0 0 0 0
Fraud 0(100.0) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0 0 0 0 o
Drug Offenses 66 (100.0) 65 (98.5) 62 (93.9) 0 (0.0) 3 (4.6) 78 9 8 4 12 32
Counterfeiting 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 0 0
Firearms 11 (100.0) 10 (90.9) 1 (90.9) 0 (0.0) 6 (0.0) 28 5 4 0 0 i
Immigration 0 {100.0) 0 () 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0 0 0 0 0
Other 21 (100.0) 19 {90.5) 19 (50.5) 0 {0.0} 0 (0,0) 40 8 3 4 1 3
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEFI5 [ CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES' Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Average
Probation® Probation + and Restitution*® Dollar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement' Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%%) N (Row%} Only Only Both $ N
TOTAL 10 (8.5) 7(5.9) 3(2.5) 0(0.0) 47 (39.8) 32 12 3 $ 6,852 (45)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (66.7) 0 2 0 $ 5,781 (2)
larceny 1.(10.0) 0 (0.0) 1(10.0) 0(0.0) 8 (80.0) 1 7 0 $ 12,602 (6)
Embezzlement 4(66.7) 3 (50.0) 1(18.7) 0(0.0) 4 (66.7) 1 1 2 $ 1,975 (4)
Fraud 0(-) 0(-) 0¢) 0(-} 0(-) 0 0 0 - (0)
Drug Offenses 1(1.5) 1(1.5) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 18 (27.3) 18 0 0 $9,517 (18)
Counterfeiting 1 (100.0) 1 (100,0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 0 0 - (0)
Firearms 1(9.1) 1(8.1) 0 {0.0) 0(0.0) 6 (54.6) 8 0 0 $ 1,800 (6)
Immigration 0 (-) 0(-) 0 (-) 0(-) 0 (-} 0 0 0 - (0)
Other 2 (9.5) 1(4.8) 1 (4.8) 0{0.0) 9 (42.9) 6 2 1 $3,463 (9)

E - complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to 1989 Guideline Sentences’
Tables," page A-1.

B SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1983 Data File, MON1289




TENNESSEE, Middle

6th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) Nashville
(2) Cookeville
(3) Columbia
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 5 | Civil® 1,444
AUSAs® g | Criminal’ 346
Assistant Federal Defenders® 4
Probation Officers® 16
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 1,344,026 | Income per Capita'’ $9,959 | Crime Rate'® 3,620
(per 100,000
Population per 96.0 | Percent 6.8 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT® LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 17.7 Percent Mfg. 26.6 Police Protection $43.73
Percent Age 15-24 15.2 Percent Retail 17.4 | Elementary and $ 289.96
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 154 | Percent Finance" 6.2 | Health & $ 104.02
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 11.6 | Percent Service 21.0 | Public Welfare" $ 5.60
Percent Age 45-64 15.9 Percent Govt. 10.4 | Highways $ 48.83
Percent Age 65+ 9.4 Percent Other 18.4
Percent acreage in 50.7

farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators,” page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Tennessee, Middle

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Qct Nov Dec
120 7 1 4 7 3 12 7 15 11 12 22 9
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL® RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other AvAe;:? ° mgg::g; Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 108 (100.0) 78 (72.2) 25 (23.2) 2(1.9) 3(2.8) 34.4 $977.6 || TOTAL 109 100.0
MALE 88 (81.5) 62 21 2 3 35.2 $ 1,039.0 PLEA 102 93,6
FEMALE 20 (18.5) 16 4 0 0 30.9 $707.5 TRIAL 7 6.4
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::SZ::Q Prison +( Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED {months)*
Release Prison*'
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL 105 (100.0) 80 (76.2) 76 (72.4) 1(1.0} 3(2.9) 36 26 18 1 16 9
Robbery 3 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0} 74 0 1 1 0 1
Larceny 13 (100.0) 9 (69.2) 8 (61.5) 1(2.7) 0 (0.0) 13 6 1 2 0 0
Embezzlement 8 (100,0) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 0 0
Fraud 13 (100.0) 11 (84.6) 10 (76.9) 0(0.0) 1.9 13 8 2 1 0 o
Drug Offenses 43 (100.0) 40 (93.0) 39 (90.7) 0(0.0) 1{2.3) 47 8 10 3 12 7
Counterfeiting 3 (100.0) 2 (66.7) 2 (66.7) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 19 1 0 1 0 0
Firearms 5 (100,0) 4 (80.0) 4 (80.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 24 1 1 1 1 0
Immigration 0 (100.0) 0(-) 0{-) 0{) 0{-) - 0 0 0 o 0
Other 17 (100.0) 11 (64.7) 10 (58.8) 0{0.0) 1 (5.9) 34 2 3 2 3 1
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES' Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution™ Dollar Amount'”
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N  (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N}
TOTAL 25 (23.8) 20 (19.1) 5(4.8) 0 (0.0) 63 (60.0) 30 30 3 $19,144 (61)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (100.0) 0 3 0 $ 3,434 (3)
Larceny 4(30.8) 4 (30,8) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 10 (76.9) 2 7 1 $ 2,256 (10)
Embezzlemenit 8 (100.0) 4 (50.0) 4 (50.0) 0(0.0) 3 (37.5) 1 2 0 $ 13,146 (3)
Fraud 2 (15.4) 2(15.4) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 11 (84.6) 1 10 0 $ 78,022 (11)
Drug Offenses 3(7.0) 3(7.0) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 25 (58,1) 20 4 1 $ 8,611 (25)
Counterteiting 1(33.3) 0 (0.0) 1(33.3) 0(0.0) 2 (66.7) 0 2 0 $ 1,940 (2)
Firearms 1 (20.0) 1(20.0) 0 {0.0) 0(0.0) 1(20.0) 1 0 0 $ 3,300 (1)
Immigration 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0 o 0 = (0)
Other 6 (35.3) 6 (35.3) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 8 (47.1) 5 2 1 $ 2,462 (6)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
Tables,” page A-1.

{ SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




TENNESSEE, Western
6th Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Memphis
(2) Jackson

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

-—q—-—-————————:T
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED

Judges? 5 | Civil® 1,371
AUSAS® 12 | Criminal’ 404
Assistant Federal Defenders* 3

Probation Officers® , 12

SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Tetal Population® 1,318,575 | Income per Capita" $9,065 | Crime Rate 5,854
(per 100,000
Population per 118.8 | Percent g.3 | population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION'™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT™ LCCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 21.7 Percent Mfg. 22.0 | Police Protection $ 59.95
Percent Age 15-24 16.9 Percent Retail 17.0 | Elementary and $ 294.93
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 16.2 | Percent Finance 5.1 | Health & $ 110.11
Hospitais
Percent Age 35-44 11.8 | Percent Service 21.3 | Public Welfare' $3.93
Percent Age 45-64 173 Percent Govt. 14.9 | Highways $ 53.56
Percent Age 65+ 11.0 Percent Other 19.7
Percent acreage in 55.9
farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Tennessee, Western

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jut Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
244 9 16 22 1 18 23 29 30 32 13 21 20
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\;\egr:‘g © mgg:z Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 235 (100.0) 79 (33.6) 154 (65.5) 2(0.9) 0 (0.0) 31,6 $ 626.8 TOTAL 238 100.0
MALE 209 (88.9) 72 136 1 0 31.86 $ 62,1 PLEA 204 85.7
FEMALE 26 (11.1) 7 18 1 0 31.3 $672.7 TRIAL 34 14.3
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE TOTAL CASES® Hg:;l::,r:g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence™ Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (menths)"
Release Prison"!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) | N (Row%) 112 1324 | 2536 | 3760 | Over60
TOTAL 232 (100.0) 206 (88.8) 180 (77.6) 20 (8.6) 6 (2.6) 48 43 36 31 37 56
Robbery 4 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 4 {100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 47 0 ] 0 3 1
Larceny 18 (100.0) 14 (77.8) 11 (61.1) 1(5.6) 2{11.1) 49 7 3 1 0 3
Embezzlement 3 (100.0) 2 (66.7) 2 (66.7) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 9 1 1 ] 0 0
Fraud 3 (100.0) 1(33.3) 1 (33.3) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 24 0 1 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 167 (100.0) 153 (91.6) 142 (85.0) 7(4.2) 4 (2.4) 53 25 23 25 28 50
Counterfeiting 7(100.0) 4 (57.1) 0 (0.0 4 (57.1) 0 (0.0) 15 1 3 0 0 0
Firearms 13 (100.0) 12 (92.3) 9 (69.2) 3(23.1) 0(0.0) 30 4| 3 1 4 0
Immigration 1 (100.0) 1 {100.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 0 0
Other 16 (100.0) 15 {93.8) 11 {68.8) 4 (25.0) 0 (0.0) 33 5 2 4 2 2
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE eASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probation® Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N {Row%) N (Rowd} N (Row%) N (Row%) only Only Both $ N
TOTAL 25 (10.8) 15 (6.5) 10 (4.3) 1(0.4) 55 (23.7) 39 15 1 $ 4,657 (50)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0-(0.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (75.0) 0 3 0 $61(3)
Larceny 4(22.2) 4(22.2) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 7 (38.9) 2 5 0 $ 1,034 (5)
Embezzlement 1(33.3) 1(33.3) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 1(33.3) 0 1 0 $93,783 (1)
Fraud 2 (66.7) 1(33.3) 1(33.3) 0 (0.0} 2 (66.7) 1 1 0 $ 500 (1)
Drug Offenses 13 (7.8) 8 (4.8) 5 (3.0) 1(0.6) 31 (18.6) 29 2 0 $ 3,839 (30)
Counterfeiting 3 (42.9) 1(14.3) 2 (28.6) 0{0.0) 1 (14.3) 0 1 0 $ 584 (1)
Firearms 1(7.7) 0 (0.0) 1(7.7) 0 (0.0) 3(23.4) 3 0 0 $ 2,333 (3)
Immigration 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Other 1 (6.3) 0 (0.0) 1 (6.3) 0(0.0) 7 (43.8) 4 2 1 $ 1,745 {6)

§ A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the “Intreduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'
Tables," page A-1.

¥ SOURCE: US. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




TEXAS, Northern
5th Circuit

Primary Piaces of Holding Court:'

Dallas

Ft. Worth
Lubbock
Amarillo

— .~ —

1)
2)
3)
4)

) San Angelo
) Abilene

) Wichita Falls
)

(5
(6
7
(8) Arlington

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINA

L JUSTICE INDICATORS

tarms*®

l NUMBER OF CCURT PROFESSIOMNALS CASES FILED
e e e A e e v
Judges? i2 | Civilf 5,346
AUSAs® 40 | Criminal’ 680
Assistant Federal Defenders’ 6
Probation Officers® 47
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 4,272,517 | Income per Capita" $ 11,283 | Crime Rate'® 7,926
{per 100,000
Population per 44.6 | Percent 6.6 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 20.2 Percent Mfg. 17.6 | Police Protection $ 51.39
Percent Age 15-24 16.3 | Percent Retail 18.7 | Elementary and $411.05
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 16.9 | Percent Finance" 7.8 | Health & $98.13
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 11.6 | Percent Service 21,0 | Public Welfare®™ $3.07
Percent Age 45-64 15.2 Percent Govt. 10.2 | Highways $ 62.98
Percent Age 65+ 8.0 Percent Other 24.8
Percent acreage in 88.5

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Texas, Northern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month})'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
447 10 21 35 31 32 42 33 62 41 44 37 59
{ DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A‘f;?e Mooy oo T con
TOTAL (Row%) 376 (100.0) 186 (49.5) 85 (22.6) 104 (27.7) 1(0.3) 34.2 $710.1 TOTAL 380 100.0
MALE 305 (81.1) 145 68 91 1 34.3 $715.0 PLEA 351 924
FEMALE 71 (18.9) 41 17 13 o] 33.9 $689.3 TRIAL 29 7.6
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R;:;I:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)*
Release Prison"!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL 374 (100.0) 321 (85.8) 294 (78.6) 23 (6.2) 4(1.1) 53 101 75 36 36 7
Robbery 11 (100.0) 11 (100.0) 11 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 92 0 0 2 3 6
Larceny 23 (100.0) 20 (87.0) 20 (87.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 21 6 9 3 2 0
Embezzlement 14 (100.0) 10 (71.4) 10 (71.4) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0} 13 5 5 0 Q 0
Fraud 39 {100.0) 32 (82.1) 29 (74.4) 2 (5.1) 1 (2.8) 13 18 10 2 0 0
--‘Drug Offenses 108 (100.0) 92 (85.2) 91 {84.3) 0(0.0) 1{0.9) 99 3 7 14 14 54
Counterfeiting 17 (100.0) 15 {88.2) 13 (76.5) 0(0.0) 2(11.8) 15 6 7 2 0 0
Firearms 42 (100.0) 42 (100.0) 42 {100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 55 9 15 1 10 7
Immigration 63 (100.0) 52 (82.5) 33 (52.4) 19 {30.2) 0 (0.0) 8 41 11 0 0 0
Other 57 (100.0) 47 (82.5) 45 (79.0) 2(3.5) 0(0.0) 65 13 11 12 7 4
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEI?5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFSENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount'
Probation Only Confinement" Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (V)
TOTAL 53 (14.2) 36 (3.6) 17 (4.6) 0(0.0) 93 (24.9) 39 46 8 $ 31,108 (90)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 5 (45.5) 0 5 0 $ 3,039 (5)
Larceny 3(13.0) 2(8.7) 1(4.4) 0 (0.0) 7 (30.4) 3 4 ¢} $ 2,200 (7)
Embezzlement 4 (28.6) 3(21.4) 1(7.1) 0 (0.0) 6 (42.9) 1 4 1 $ 12,020 (6)
Fraud 7 (18.0) 3(7.7) 4(10.3) 0(0.0) 24 (61.5) 4 19 1 $ 14,441 (24)
Drug Offenses 16 (14.8) 12 (11.1) 4(3.7) 0(0.0) 24 (22.2) 15 5 4 $ 94,978 (24)
Counterfeiting 2 (11.8) 1(5.9) 1(5.9) 0 {0.0) 6(35.3) Y 5 1 $2,149 (4)
Firearms 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 4(9.5) 2 2 0 $ 720 (3)
Immigration 11 (17.5) 6 (9.5) 5(7.9) 0(0.0) 9 (14.3) 6 2 1 $ 1,052 (9)
Other 10 (17,5} 9 (15.8) 1 (1.8) 0(0.0) 8 (14.0) 8 0 0 $ 6,338 (8)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the “Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
Tables," page A-1.

d SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




TEXAS, Southern

5th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) McAllen (5) Houston
(2) Laredo (8) Victoria
(3) Corpus Christi (7) Galveston
(4) Brownsville
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS - CASES FILED
Judges® 14 | Civil® 6,043
AUSAS® 58 | Criminal’ 2,602
Assistant Federal Defenders* 10
Probation Officers® 76
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 4,652,641 | Income per Capita" $ 10,560 | Crime Rate'® 6,338
(per 100,000
Population per 109.6 | Percent 11.4 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed"
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURESY
Percent Age 0-14 24.3 Percent Mfg. 13.3 | Police Protection $ 51.30
Percent Age 15-24 17.4 Percent Retail 18.9 | Elementary and $ 489.59
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 19.7 Percent Finance™ 6.6 | Health & $ 72,55
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12,8 | Percent Service 21.8 | Public Weltare'™ $ 4.80
Percent Age 45-64 15.0 Percent Govt. 12,0 | Highways $ 58.50
Percent Age 65+ 6.6 Percent Other 27.4
Percent acreage in 75.5

A

farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Texas, Southern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month}'
TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
1,773 43 86 182 163 173 186 131 178 159 138 142 195
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MOCDE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other Aﬁ;:? ° mgg:;ys Numbar Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 1,679 (100.0) 277 (16.5) 71 (4.2) 1,318 (7.8) 13 (0.8) 32,0 $793.3 TOTAL 1,702 100.0
MALE 1,528 (90.7) 239 57 1,216 11 32,0 $7850 || PLEA 1,626 95.5
FEMALE 156 (9.3) a8 14 102 2 31.7 $ 8741 TRIAL 76 4.5
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® n:‘:f;:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)*?
Releass Prison’
N (Row%) N {Row%) N (Row) N (Row%) | N (Row%) 1-12 1324 | 2536 | 3760 | Over60
TOTAL 1,669 (100.0) 1,455 (87.2) 1,419 (85.0) 16 {1.0) 20 (1,2} 36 514 292 186 231 224
Robbery 4 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 54 0 1 0 2 1
Larceny 24 (100.0) 11 (45.8) 10 (41.7) 14.2) 0{0.0) 62 3 3 1 1 3
Embezzlement 23 (100.0) 5(21.7) 5(21.7) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0} 11 3 2 0 o] 0
Fraud 77 (100,0) 59 (76.8) 59 (76.6) 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 8 49 4 6 0 0
Drug Offenses 980 (100.0) 914 (93.3) 891 (30.9) 6 (0.6} 17 (1.7) 47 140 218 142 207 205
Counterfeiting 27 (100.0) 18 (70.4} 17 (63.0) 2(7.4) 0 (0.0 20 10 4 1 4 0
Firearms 69 (100,0) 52 (75.4) 48 (69.6) 4 (5.8) 0 (0.0 32 29 9 1 6 7
Immigration 317 (100.0) 270 (85.2) 267 (84.2) 1{0.3) 2(0.6) 8 226 29 11 2 0
Other 148 (100.0) 121 (81.8) 118 (79.7) 2(1.4) 1 (0.7) 26 54 21 24 9 8
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEF‘i5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Average
Probation® Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount"?
Probation Only Confinement' Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) Only Only Both $ (N
TOTAL 212 (12.7) 155 (9.3) 57 (3.4) 2(0.1) 357 (21.4) 303 47 7 $ 6,444 (352)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (25.0) 0 1 0 $ 2,000 (1)
Larceny 13 (54.2) 11 (45.8) 2 (8.3) 0 (0.0) 17 (70.8) 10 5 2 $ 23,489 (17)
Embezziement 18 (78.3) 15 (65.2) 3 (13.0) 0 {0.0) 17 {73.9) 0 16 1 $ 14,809 (15)
Fraud 18 (23.4) 15 (19.5) 3(3.9) 0 (0.0) 17 {22.1) 8 9 0 $ 14,752 (16)
Drug Offenses 66 (6.7) 51 (5.2) 15 (1.5) 0 (0.0} 205 (20.9) 205 0 ¥] $ 3,320 (204)
Counterfeiting 8 {29.6) 4 (14.8) 4 (14.8) 0 (0.0) 14 (51.9) 9 5 0 $ 1,417 (14)
Firearms 17 (24.6) 13 (18.8} 4 {5.8) 0(0.0) 20 (29.0) 20 0 0 $ 2,231 (20)
immigration 47 (14.8) 24 (7.6) 23 (7.3) 0(0.0) 24 (7.6) 24 0 0 $ 1,594 (24)
Other 25 (16.9) 22 (14.9) 3 (2.0 2({1.4) 42 (28.4) 27 11 4 $ 15,334 (41)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'
| Tables,” page A-1.

SOURCE: U.8. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




TEXAS, Eastern

5th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Beaumont (5) Marshall
(2) Tyler (6) Paris
(3) Texarcana
(4) Sherman
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS I CASES FILED
Judges? 8 | Civilf 2,929
AUSAS® 21 Criminal’ 301
Assistant Federal Defenders* -
Probation Officers® 13
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 1,924,256 | Income per Capita $9,811 | Crime Rate' 4,590
(per 100,000
Popuiation per 58.6 | Percent 9.9 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'?
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION' NONFARM EMPLOYMENT™ LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 22.3 Percent Mfg. 22.1 | Police Protection $ 36.51
Percent Age 15-24 15.0 Percent Retalil 21.1 | Elementary and $ 437.35
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 15.5 Percent Finance' 4,5 | Health & $ 77.96
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12,5 | Percent Service 18.5 | Public Welfare'® $ 225
Percent Age 45-64 17.0 Percent Govt. 13.7 | Highways $ 55.51
Percent Age 65+ 11.5 Percent Other 20.2
Percent acreage in 45.2
farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators,” page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Texas, Eastern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
157 3 8 5 10 11 17 10 5 13 26 14 35
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\f;:? ¢ ms:rt:le); Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 157 {100.0) 74 (47.1) 80 (51.0) 2(1.3) 1(0.6) 7 36.0 $839.5 || TOTAL 157 100.0
MALE 130 (82.8) 61 66 2 1 36.1 $ 870.5 PLEA 139 88.5
FEMALE 27 (17.2) 13 14 0 0 36.3 $ 690.2 TRIAL 18 115
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES? H::,i‘:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"
Release Prison"!
N (Row%) N (Row) N (Row%) N (Row%) [ N (Row%) 192 | 13-24 | 2536 | 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 148 (100.0) 129 (87.2) 123 (83.1) 3 (2.0) 3(2.0) 46 6 1 5 17 30
Robbery 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 1 (50.0) 1 (50.0) 0(0.0) 90 0 0 0 1 1
Larceny 6 (100.0) 4 (66.7) 3 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 1(16.7) 28 2 0 0 2 0
Embezzlement 5 (100.0) 2 (40.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (20.0) 1 (20,0) 6 2 0 0 0 0
Eraud 16 (100.0) 8 (50.0) 8 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) a7 1 4 2 0 1
Drug Offenses 91 (100.0) 89 (97.8) 87 (95.6) 101.0) 1(1.9) 52 12 24 17 9 27
Counterfeiting 5 (100.0) 4 (80.0) 4(80.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 26 2 1 0 1 0
Firearms 9 (100.0) 9 (100.0) 9 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 42 2 2 2 2 1
Immigration 0 (100.0) 0 (-} 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0 0 0 0 0
Other 14 (100.0) 11 (78.6) 11 (78.6) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 25 5 0 4 2 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE GASES® Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Receiving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution' Dollar Amount"?
Probation Only Confinement* Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Rowsh) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N
TOTAL 19.(12.8) 18 (12.2) 1{0.7) ' 0 (0.0} Ial (48‘6) 31 27 13 $ 26,483 (70)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (50.0) 0 1 0 - (0)
Larceny 2(33.3) 2 (33.3) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 3 (50.0) 1 2 0 $ 6,912 (3)
Embezzlement 3 (60.0) 3 (60.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 4 (80.0) 1 3 0 $ 7,653 (4)
Fraud 8 (50.0) 8 (50,0) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 15 (93.8) 3 6 6 $ 46,378 (15)
Drug Offenses 2(2.2) 2(22) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 32 (35.2) 18 10 4 $ 20,231 (32)
Counterfeiting 1 (20.0) 0 {0.0) 1{20.0) 0(0.0) 4 (80,0) 2 2 0 $2,533 (4)
Firearms 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 3(33.3) 3 0 0 $ 1,183 (3)
Immigration 0(-) 0{-) 0{) 0(-) 0 (-} 0 0 0 - {0)
Other 3(21.4) 3 (21.4) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 9 (64.3) 3 3 3 $ 49,858 (9)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the “Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'
Tables," page A-1.

] SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




TEXAS, Western

5th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) El Paso (5) Pecos
(2) San Antonio (6) Del Rio
(3) Austin (7) Midland-Odessa
(4) Waco
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 8 | civil® 3,280
AUSAS® 48 | Criminal’ 1,520
Assistant Federal Defenders’ 14
Probation Officers® 54
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
St o T st e P - e —
Total Population® 3,376,103 | Income per Capita $ 9,256 | Crime Rate' 6,398
(per 100,000
Population per 37.2 | Percent g.2 | population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION'" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT™ LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 22.0 Percent Mig. 12.7 | Police Protection $ 42,52
Percent Age 15-24 17.1 Percent Retail 20.5 | Elementary and $ 418.15
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 16.0 | Percent Finance" 6.6 | Health & $ 80.56
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 10.9 | Percent Service 21,1 | Public Welfare $3.57
Percent Age 45-64 15.0 Percent Govt. 16.4 | Highways $ 38.32
Percent Age 65+ 7.9 Percent Other 22.8
Percent acreage in 80.8
farms's

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Texas, Western

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
1,292 29 73 126 116 114 108 106 100 106 118 127 169
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION?
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Cot %) White Black Hispanic Other A\;egr:? ° ng:,:iys Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 1,215 (100.0) 270 (22.2) 146 (12.0) 793 (65.3) 6 (0.5) 32.4 $6165 || TOTAL 1,224 100.0
MALE 1,075 (88.5) 228 17 726 4 32.3 $644.3 PLEA 1,065 87.0
FEMALE 140 (11.5) 42 29 67 2 331 $403.3 TRIAL 158 13.0
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::S:::g Prison + Prison New Spiit Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED {months)™
Release Prison"'
N (Row%) N (Row) N (Row%) N (Row%) | N (Row%) 112 | 13-24 | 2536 | 37-60 | Over60
TOTAL 1,192 (100.0) 1,016 (85.2) 927 (77.8) 80 (6.7) 9 (0.8) 39 302 208 154 172 177
Robbery 11 (100.0) 11 (100.0) 11 (100.0) 0 (0.0 0 {0.0) 70 0 1 3 0 7
Larceny 63 (100.0) 23 (36.5) 20 (31.8) 3(4.8) 0 {0.0) 10 17 3 3 0 0
Embezzlement 21 (100.0) 13 (61.9) 12 (57.1) 1(4.8) 0 (0.0) 13 10 1 1 1 0
Fraud 92 (100.0) 54 (58.7) 27 (29.4) 27 {29.4) 0 (0.0 10 43 5 3 2
Drug Offenses 710 (100.0) 684 (96.3) 656 (92.4) 26 (3.7} 2 (0.3) 48 109 129 134 159 160
Counterfeiting 17 (100.0) 11 (64.7) 10 (58.8) 1(5.9) 0(0.0) 10 ] 2 0 0 0
Firearms 60 (100.0) 56 (93.3) 52 (86.7) 3 (5.0) 1{1.7) 42 9 28 2 10 7
Immigration 162 {100,0) 120 {74.1) 108 (66.7) 12 (7.4) 0(0.0) 10 90 26 3 0 0
Other 56 (100.0) 44 (78.6) 31 (55.4) 7(12.5) 6 (10.7) 27 15 13 5 8 3
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEF‘l5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Receiving Fines Average
Probation' Probation + and Restitution Dollar Amount"”
Probation Only Confinement' Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) Only Only Both $ (N
TOTAL 166 (13.9) 115 (9.7) 51 (4.3) 10 (0.8) 399 (33.5) 310 43 46 $ 8,332 (9,92)'
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 7 (63.6) 2 4 1 $ 10,939 (7)
Larceny 35 (55.6) 22 (34.9) 13 (20.6) 5(7.9) 54 (85.7) 25 18 1 $ 4,101 (52)
Embezzlement 8 (38.1) 5(23.8) 3{14.3) 0 {0.0} 18 (85.7) 7 7 4 $ 14,805 (18)
Fraud 34 (37.0) 30 (32.6) 4(4.4) 4(4.3) 35 (38.0) 13 6 16 $ 6,468 (32)
Drug Offenses 26 (3.7) 21 (3.0) 5(0.7) 0(0.0) 185 (26.1) 182 0 3 $ 8,262 (185)
Counterfeiting 6 (35.3) 2 (11.8) 4 (23.5) 0 (0.0) 15 (88.2) 3 3 9 $ 3,647 (14)
Firearms 4(6.7) 0 (0.0) 4(6.7) 0 (0.0) 24 (40.0) 23 0 9 $ 2,709 (28)
Immigration 41 (25.3) 26 (15.1) 15 (9.3) 1{0.6) 35 (21.6) 35 0 0 $ 1,946 (35)
Other 12 (21.4) 9 (16.1) 3(5.4) 0(0.0) 26 (46.4) 20 5 1 $ 27,725 (26)

i A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introductioni and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
| Tables,"” page A-1,

| SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




UTAH

10th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Salt Lake City
(2) Ogden
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS ]
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 6 | civil® 1,344
AUSAS® 11 | Criminal’ 278
Assistant Federal Defenders* -
Probation Officers® 11
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 1,461,000 { Income per Capita" $ 8,535 | Crime Rate'® 5,309
(per 100,000
Population per 17.8 | Percent 6.0 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed™
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURESY
Percent Age 0-14 31.7 Percent Mfg. 16.6 { Police Protection $ 52.15
Percent Age 15-24 18.7 Percent Retail 18.9 § Elementary and $ 508.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 16.9 Percent Finance" 5.5 | Health & $ 35.39
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 11.2 | Percent Service 22,6 | Public Welfare'® $2.79
Percent Age 45-64 13.9 Percent Govt. 16.4 | Highways $ 54.01
Percent Age 65+ 7.7 Percent Other 20.0
Percent acreage in 18.6
farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic
Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Utah

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)'

TOTAL - '89 dJan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
122 1 14 13 10 10 15 13 8 10 9 1 8
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\g::g ° m:g::g; Number Col %
TOTAL (Row?%) 106 (100.0) 86 (81.1) 8 (7.6) 10 (9.4) 2(1.9) 30.8 $500.7 || TOTAL 117 | 1000
MALE 90 (84.9) 72 7 9 2 31.0 $ 504.2 PLEA 110 94.0
FEMALE 16 (15.1) 14 1 1 o 29.5 $ 4811 TRIAL 7 6.0
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TVPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R:t:lesl‘\::\r:g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"
Release Prison'!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) t-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL 116 (100.0) 79 (68.1) 70 (60.3) 6 (5.2) 3 (2.6) 59 13 14 10 17 23
Robbery 8 (100.0) 8 {100.0) 7 (87.5) 1(12.5) 0 {0.0) 131 0 V] 0 2 4
Larceny 14 (100.0) 4 (28.6) 3(21.4) 1(7.1) 0 {0.0) 54 1 i 1 0 3
Embezzlement 2 (100.0) 1 (50.0) 1 {50.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 9 1 ] 0 0 0
Fraud 6 (100.0) 11(18.7) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 1 (16.7) 4 1 ] 0 0 0
Drug Oftenses 45 {100.0) 39 (86.7) 37 (82.2) 2 (4.4) 0 {0.0) 67 1 7 5 10 16
Counterfeiting 7{100.0) 4(57.1) 2 (28.6) 1 (14.3) 1{14.3) 10 4 0 0 0 0
Firearms 9 (100.0) 6 (66.7) 6 (66.7) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 75 o] 3 1 (] 2
Immigration 8 (100.0) 6 (66.7) 6 (66.7) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 18 4 1 0 1 0
Other 16 (100.0) 10 (62.5) 8 (50.0) 1(6.3) 1 (6.3) 33 1 2 3 4 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE GASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Receiving Fines Average
Probation® Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount'?
Prcbation Only Continement' Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Rowd%) N {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N}
TOTAL 37 (31.9) 25 (21.6) 12(10.3) 0 (0.0) 45 (38.8) 24 13 8 $ 3,313 (45)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0{0.0) 0 {0.0) 1 (12.5) ] 1 0 $2921(1)
Larceny 10 (71.4) 7 (50.0) 3 (21.4) 0 (0.0 10 (71.4) 4 3 3 $ 2,540 (10)
Embezziement 1 (50.0) 1 (50.0} 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 2 (100.0) 1 1 o] $928 (2)
Fraud 5 (83.3) 2(33.3) 3 (50.0) 0(0.0) 4 (66.7) 1 2 1 $ 13,326 (4)
Drug Offenses 6 (13.3) 5 (11.1) 1{2.2) 0 (0.0) 10 (22.2) ] 1 0 $ 3,060 (10)
Counterfeiting 3(a2.9) 1(14.3) 2 (28.6) 0{0.0) 6(85.7) 2 2 2 $ 4,095 (6)
Firearms 3(33.3) 2 (22.2) 101,19 0(0.0) 2 (22.2) 2 0 0 $220 (2)
Immigration 3(33.3) 2 (22.2) 1(11.1) 0(0.0) 3 (33.3) 2 1 0 $ 567 (3)
Other 6 (37.5) 5(31.3) 1(6.3) 0 (0.0) 7 (43.8) 3 2 : 2 $1,185 (7)

A complete description of data provided in this table Is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’
Tables," page A-1.

§ SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289

—




VERMONT

2nd Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) Rutland
{2) Burlington
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 3 | Civil® 362
AUSAS® 7 | Criminal 121
Assistant Federal Defenders* -
Probation Officers® 4
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Popuiation® 511,000 | Income per Capita" $9,619 | Crime Rate'® 3,866
{(per 100,000
Population per 55.1 | Percent 4.7 | population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 22.0 Percent Mig. 23.6 | Police Protection $ 25.06
Percent Age 15-24 17.3 Percent Retail 19.6 | Elementary and $ 468.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 18.1 Percent Finance 4.7 | Health & $3.04
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 13.5 | Percent Service 25.0 | Public Welfare™ $0.00
Percent Age 45-64 17.4 Percent Govt. 11.0 | Highways $ 82.02
Percent Age 65+ 11.6 Percent Other 161
Percent acreage in 26.5
farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Vermont

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jut Aug Sep Oct Mov Dec
66 0 5 9 8 5 6 2 3 2 9 4 13
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A‘fgr:? ® mgg,(:le); Number Col %
TOTAL (Row?%) 61 (100.0) 57 (93.4) 4 (6.6) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0} 33.3 $810.2 || TOTAL 64 1000
MALE 54 (88.5) 50 4 0 0 33.2 $ 856.5 PLEA 61 85.3
FEMALE 7(11.5) 7 ] 0 0 367 $452,9 TRIAL 3 47
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE'’ TOTAL CASES® R:f;‘:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)*
Release Prison"
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 59 (100.0) 45 (76.3) 41 (69.5) 4(6.8) 0(0.0) 34 1 13 8 7 5
Robbery 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 2(100.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 78 0 0 1 0 i
Larceny 0 (100.0) 0{-) 0 (-) 0¢(-) 0 () 0 0 0 0
Embezzlement 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 0 0
Fraud 11 (100.0) 4 (36.4) 2(18.2) 2(18.2) 0(0.0) 14 2 1 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 24 (100.0) 24 (100.0) 24 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 35 1 8 8 7 2
Counterfeiting 0 (100.0) 0() 0() 0{) 0() - 0 0 0 Y 0
Firearms 4 (100.0) 3 (75.0) 3(75.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 7 0 2 0 0 9
Immigration 11 {100.0) 8 (72.7) 6 (54.6) 2(18.2) 0 (0.0) 7 7 1 0 0 0
Other 6 (100.0) 4 (66.7) 4 (66.7) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0} 47 1 1 1 0 1
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEF}S CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receliving Recelving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution' Doflar Amount”
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N - (Rowd) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 12(20.3) 8 (15.3) 3 (5.9) 2 (3.9) 25 (42.4) 18 7 0 $ 19,856 (25)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 2 (100.0) 0 2 0 $ 5,033 (2)
Larceny 0(-) 0(-) 0{-) 0{) 0() 0 e 0 - 1(0)
Embezziement 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(-) 1 {100.0) 0 ] 0 $7,655 (1)
Fraud 7 (63.6) 7 (63.6) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 7 (63.6) 4 3 0 $ 6,401 (7)
Drug Offenses 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 0(0.0) 6 (25.0) 6 0 0 $ 9,600 (6)
Counterfeiting 0¢) 0-) o) o) o¢) | o of o )
Firearms 1(25.0) 0 (0.0) 1 {25.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (50.0) 2 0 0 $ 1,050 {2)
Immigration 1(9.1) 1(9.1) 0(0.0) 2(18.2) 3(27.3) 3 0 0 $ 1,000 (2)
Other 2(33.9) 0 (0.0} 2(33.3) 0(0.0) 4 (66.7) 3 1 0 $ 92,795 (4)

L - - R RN § o . . § D - B L .
A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'
Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data Fite, MON1289




VIRGIN ISLANDS

3rd Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Christiansted
(2) Charlotte Amalie
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 1 | civit® 783
AUSAs® 6 | Criminal’ 318
Assistant Federat Defenders* 4
Probation Officers® 7
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 96,569 | Income per Capita"' n/a | Crime Rate' n/a
(per 100,000
Population per 731.6 | Percent n/a | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF FER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION' NONFARM EMPLOYMENT™ LOCAL EXPENDITURESY
Percent Age 0-17 43.3 Percent Mfg. n/a | Police Protection n/a
Percent Age 18-64 52.1 Percent Retail n/a | Elementary and n/a
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 65+ 4,6 | Percent Finance™ n/a | Health & n/a
Hospitais
Percent Service n/a | Public Welfare' ni/a
Percent Govt. n/a | Highways nfa
Percent Other n/a
Percent acreage in n/a
farms®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Virgin Islands

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
51 1 0 1 8 3 7 0 6 4 7 2 2
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\:\egr:‘g ° lhr,:ggr‘:‘e); Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 38 (100.0) 2 (5.3) 20 (52.6) 15 (39.5) 1(2.6) 31.8 $ 4487 TOTAL 38 100.0
MALE 36 (94.7) 2 18 15 1 32.4 $ 4259 PLEA 31 81.6
FEMALE 2 (5.3) 0 2 0 4] 21.0 $.860.0 TRIAL 7 18.4
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R;:;IZ:::Q Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)'?
Release Prison'!
N (Row%} N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) | N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 | 2536 | 3760 | Over60
TOTAL 38 (100.0) 32 (84.2) 21 (55.3) 11 (29.0) 0 {0.0) 59 12 2 2 6 10
Robbery 1(100.0) 1 {100.0) 1 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 360 0 0 0 0 1
Larceny 0 (100.0) 0¢(-) 0(-) 0{-) 0¢-) - 0 0 0 0 0
Embezzlement 0 (100.0) 0{-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) - 0 0 0 0 0
Fraud 8 (100.0) 5 (62.5) 5 (62.5) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 7 5 0 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 22 (100.0) 21 (95.5) 12 (54.6) 9 (40.9) 0(0.0) 67 4 1 2 5 9
Counterfeiting 0 (100.0) 0 (~) 0 () 0{~) 0 (- - 0 0 0 0 0
Firearms 1(100.0) 1 {100.0) 1 {100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 24 0 1 0 0 0
Immigration 1(100.0) 1 {100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 {0.0) 0(0.0) 5 1 4] 0 [¢] (]
Other 5 (100.0) 3 (60.0) 1 (20.0) 2 (40.0) 0 (0.0) 19 2 0 0 1 0
CASES INVOLYING PROBATION OTHER‘5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Receiving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution'® Doltar Amouni'?
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ N
TOTAL 6 (15.8) 6 (15.8) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 7(18.4) 4 3 0 $ 1,910 (7)
Robbery 0 (0.0 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - {0)
Larceny 0(-) 0(-) 0{) 0¢-) 0{-) 0 0 0 = (0)
Embezziement 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) o 0 0 - (0)
Fraud 3(37.5) 3(37.5) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 6 (75.0) 3 3 0 $ 2,062 (6)
Drug Offenses 1 (4.6) 1 (4.6) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0} 1 (4.6) 1 0 0 $ 1,000 (1)
Counterfeiting 0(-) 0(-) 0{-) 0{-) 0(-) 0 0 0 -{0)
Firearms 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Immigration 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - (0}
Other 2 (40.0) 2 (40.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the “Introduction and Footnotes to ‘1989 Guideline Sentences’
| Tables," page A-1.

§ SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




VIRGINIA, Eastern

4th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Alexandria (5) Newport News
(2) Norfolk
(3) Richmond
(4) Petersburg
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
—— — —— e
Judges?® 13 | civil® 3,817
AUSAS® 38 | Criminal’ 2,531
Assistant Federal Defenders* -
Probation Officers® 37
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 3,544,162 | Income per Capita' $ 13,073 | Crime Rate'® 4,318
(per 100,000
Popuiation per 216.1 | Percent 4.0 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'"
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION™ NONFARM EMPLOYMENT"® LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 18.6 Percent Mfg. 12.4 Police Protection $ 55.29
Percent Age 15-24 15.9 Percent Retail 18.8 | Elementary and $ 455.07
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 18.3 | Percent Finance" 5.8 | Health & $ 4245
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.8 Percent Setvice 24.1 | Public Welfare®® $ 47.53
Percent Age 45-64 15.6 | Percent Govt. 19.2 | Highways $37.79 |
Percent Age 65+ 7.2 Percent Other 19.7
Percent acizage in 34.2

farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Virginia, Eastein

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL -'89 Jan Fab Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
525 22 22 47 36 47 43 63 26 63 55 55 46
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\l/‘\egr::g ¢ }hrl\'ggr‘:g; Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 470 (100.0} 153 (3'2.6) 289 (61.5) 16 (3.4) 12 (2.6) 32.4 $1,229.5 TOTAL 482 100.0
MALE 396 (84.3) 125 248 14 9 324 $ 1.363.8 PLEA 408 84.6
FEMALE 74 (15.7) 28 41 2 3 324 $511.0 TRIAL 74 15.4
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE' TOTAL CASES® R:::;l::’r:g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence™ Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)*
Release Prison’”
N (Row%}) N (Row%) N  {Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) i.12 13-24 25.36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL 464 (100.0) 390 (84.1) 357 (76.9) 27 (5.8) 6 (1.3) 58 151 54 23 47 114
Robbery 6 (100.0) 6 (100.0) 5(83.3) 1{16.7) 0 (0:0} 144 0 0 1 0 5
Larceny 63 (100.0) 30 (47.6) 26 (41.3) 4 (6.4) 0 {0.0} 12 21 5 2 2 0
Embezzlement 18 ¢100.0) 10 (55.6) 9 {50.0) 0 (0.0} 1(5.6) 10 7 2 0 1 ]
Fraud 39 (100.0) 28 (71.8) 23 (59.0) 3(7.7) 2(5.1) 12 20 5 0 2 0
Drug Offenses 192 (100.0) 183 (95.3) 171 (89.1) 11(5.7) 1 (0.5} 89 38 14 [ 31 93
Counterfeiting 13 (100.0) 9 (69.2) 8 (61.5) 1(7.7) 01{0.0) 15 4 4 0 1 0
Firearms §2 (100.0) 51 (98.1) 46 (88.5) 5(¢°- 0{0.0} 19 33 12 2 2 2
Immigration 4 (100.0) 2 (50.0) 2 (50.0 01(0.0) 0(0.0) 8 2 0 0 0 0
Other 77 {100.0) 71 (92.2) 67 (87.0) 2(2.6) 2(2.8) 51 25 12 12 8 14
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEF:5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Receiving Fines Average
Probation** Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount'”
Probation Only Confinement ™ Fiae Restitution
N {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Both $ (N}
TOTAL 70 {15.1) 54 {11.6) 16 (3.5) 4(0.9) 243 (52.4) 160 49 34 $ 7,065 (238)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 3 (50.0) 1 2 0 $ 1,362 (3)
Larceny 32 (50.8) 27 {42,9) 51(7.9) 1(1.6) 57 (90.5) 31 14 12 $ 2,791 (56)
Embezziement 7 (38.9) 6{33.3) 1{5.6) 1 (5.6} 13 (72.2) 5 3 5 3 6,194 (13)
. Fraud 9(23.%) 6 ({154) 3(7.7) 2 (5.1) 30 (76.9) i2 11 7 $ 15,383 (30}
Drug Offenses 914.7) 7(3.7) 2 (1.0} 010.0) 70 (386.5) 61 5 4 3 6,602 (58)
Counterfeiting 4 (30.8) 2{15.4} 2(15.4) 0(0.0) 11(84.6) 2 6 3 $4,386 (11)
Firearms 1{1.9) 0{0.0} 1{1.9) 0 (0.0} 19 (36.5) 18 0 0 $ 2,358 (19)
Immigration 2 (50.0} 2 (50.0 € (0.0} 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Other 6 (7.8) 4182 2({2.6) 0 (0.0} 40 (52.0) 29 8 3 $ 11,503 (38)

g A cofnplete
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i Tables,” page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289

- . LN AR\ . . . - : : i R N
cription of data provided in this tahle is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to ‘1989 Guideline Sentences’




VIRGINIA, Western

4th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:' (1) Roanoke (5) Harrisonburg
(2) Abingdon (6) Danville
{3) Charlottesville (7) Lynchburg
(4) Big Stone Gap
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 5| ciil® 1,928
AUSAS® 8 | Criminal’ 154
Assistant Federal Defenders’ .
Probation Officers® 15

SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Totai Population® 1,802,635 | Income per Capita" $9,352 | Crime Rate'® 2,627
(per 100,000
Population per 77.4 | Percent 7.3 | population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'®
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION'" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 16.3 Percent Mfg. 32.3 | Police Protection $ 32.26
Percent Age 15-24 14.6 Percent Retail 16.9 | Elementary and $ 394.15
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 13.5 | Percent Finance' 4.2 | Health & $2.20
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 10.7 | Percent Service 17.6 | Public Welfare™ $31.85
Percent Age 45-64 15.8 Percent Govt. 10.9 | Highways $21.83
Percent Age 65+ 9.8 Percent Other 18.2
Percent acreage in 39.2
farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES Virginia, Western

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’
TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
104 1 3 7 1 4 7 16 8 2 20 19 12
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N {Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\fgr;? g ng::gs Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 97 (100.0) 70 (72.2) 24 (24.7) 1(1.0) 2 (2.1) 35,5 $6905 | TOTAL 98 100.0
MALE 82 (84.5) 57 23 0 2 35.1 $7125 PLEA 87 88.8
FEMALE 15 (15.5) 13 1 1 ] 38.1 § 5707 TRIAL 11 11.2
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE7 TOTAL CASES® R:tr:‘eslz:‘r:g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"
Release Prison'!
N (Rowe: N (Raw) N (Rows%) N (Rows%) | N (Row%) 142 | 1324 | 2536 | 37-60 | Over60
TOTAL 96 (100.0) 56 ((i8.3) 50 (52.1) 2(2.1) 4(4.2) 45 16 17 5 5 13
Robbery 3 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 0 (0.0} 0 {0.0) 64 0 0 0 2 1
Larceny 2 (100.0) 1 {50.0) 1 {50.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 59 0 0 0 1 0
Embezzlement 3 (100.0) 1{33.3) 1{33.3) 0(0.0) 0 (0,0 16 0 1 0 0 0
Fraud 6 (100.0) 3 (50.0) 3 (50.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 19 0 2 1 0 0
Drug Offenses 30 (100.0) 20 (66.7) 20 (66.7) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 79 1 6 2 0 1
Counterfeiting 3 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0{0.0) 0 {0.0) 0(0.0) - 0 0 0 0 0
Firearms 23 (100.0) 18 (78.,3) 15 (65.2) 1 (4.4) 2(8.7) 28 9 4 2 2 |
Immigration 5 (100.0) 0{0.0) 0 {0.0) 010.0) 0 (0.0) - 0 0 [¢] 0 0
Other 21 (100,0) 10 (47.6} 7 (33.3) 1{4.8) 2 (9.5) 12 6 4 0 4] 4]
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER r CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probation'® Probation + and Restitution™ Doltar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement™ Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Rowss) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 38 (39.6) 29 (30.2) 9(9.4) 2 (2.1) 49 (51.0) 42 & 2 $ 8,950 (46)
Robbery 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1(33.3) 0 1 0 $ 12,940 (1)
Larceny 1 (50.0) 1 (50.0) 0 {0.0) 0(0.0) 1 (50.0} 1 0 0 $ 17,200 (1)
Embezzlement 2(66.7) 2 (66.7) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 3 (100.0) (] 2 1 $ 90,306 (2)
Fraud 3 (50.0) 3 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 2(333) 0 1 i $ 19,946 (2)
Drug Offenses 10 (33.3) 7 (23.3) 3 (10.0) 0 (0.0) 11 (36.7) 1 o 0 $ 8,037 (1)
Counterfeiting 3 (100.0) 3 (100,0) 0{0.0) 0{0.0) 2 (66.7) 1 1 0 %638 (2)
Firearms 5(21.7) 3(13.0) 2(8.7) 0 (0.0) 14 (60.9) 14 0 0 $2,042 (12)
Immigration 4 (80.0) 4 (80.0) 0(0.0 1 (20,0} 4 (80.0) 4 0 0 $ 5,703 (4)
Other 10 (47.6) 6 (28.6) 4(19.1) 1(4.8) 11 (52.4) 11 0 0 $ 2,186 (11)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'
Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




WASHINGTON, Eastern
9th Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:’

(1) Spokane

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

farms'®

L NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
= — — == =
Judges? 3 | Civil® 857
AUSAS® 7 | Criminal’ 488
Assistant Federal Defenders® -
Probation Officers® 7
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 1,023,028 | Income per Capita" $9,306 | Crime Rate'® 5612
(per 100,000
Population per 24,5 | Percent 10.5 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed"
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION' NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 21.6 Percent Mfg. 16.4 | Police Protection $ 54.40
Percent Age 15-24 15.5 Percent Retail 19.8 | Elementary and $ 505.03
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 16.4 | Percent Finance" 4.9 | Health & $ 62.28
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.2 | Percent Service 25.0 | Public Welfare' $.38
Percent Age 45-64 16.2 Percent Govt. 15.2 | Highways $ 86.41
Percent Age 65+ 10.8 Percent Other 18.7
Percent acreage in 57.8

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1,




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Washington, Eastern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’
TOTAL - '82 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
90 0 0 ] Q 0 1 4 17 14 23 8 23
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N {Col %) White Black Hispanic Other Afg:? ° mgg::g: Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 75 (100.0) 28 (37.3) 5 (6.7) 40 {53.3) 227 3.0 $6115 || TOTAL 86 100.0
MALE 71 (94.7) 27 5 38 1 311 $ 6389 PLEA 80 93.0
FEMALE 4 (5.3) 1 [ 2 1 29.5 $125.0 TRIAL [ 7.0
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® Recelving Prison + Prison NewSpit | Average
Supervised Only Sentence Monihs PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)?
Release Prison™
N {Row%) N {Row%) N {Row%) N {Row%s) N {Row?%) 1-12 13.24 25.36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL 83 (100.0) 73 (88.0) 44 {53.0) 29 (34.9) 0(0.0) 30 39 13 6 3 12
Robbery 2 (100.0) 2{100.0) 2 (100.0} 0{0.0) 01(0.0) 27 0 1 1 0 4
Larceny 1 (100.0) 1(100.0} 1 (100.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0 5 1 0 0 0 0
Embezzlement 0(100.0) 0 () 0} 0 () 0 (- - 0 0 0 0 0
Fraud 4 (100.0) 3 (75.0) 3:{75.0) 01{0.0) 01{0.0) 10 2 1 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 29 (100,0) 24 (82.8) 21 (72.4) 3(10.3) 0(0.0) 71 3 2 4 3 12
Counterfeiting 5 (100.0) 3 (60.0) 3 (60.0} 0(0.0) 01(0.0) 14 2 1 0 0 0
Firearms 13 (100.0) 11 (84.6) 7 (53.9) 4 (30.8) 0 (0.0 14 6 4 1 0 0
Immigration 27 {100.0) 27 {100.0} 6 (22 2) 21 {77.8) 0 (0.0} 8 23 4 0 4] ]
Other 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 1(50.0) 1 (50.0) 0(0.0) 5 2 0 0 0 0
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER‘5 { CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION —,
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Average
Probation" Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount’”
Probation Only Confinement * Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N {Row%j N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N)
TOTAL 10 (12.1) 5 (6.0) 5 (6.0) 0(0.0) 19 (22.9) 1 7 1 $ 19,062 (15)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 010.0) 0(0.0) 1.{50.0) 0 1 0 $2.430 (1)
Larceny 0 {0.0) 01(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 0 0 - {0)
Embezziement 0 9 0(-) 0(~) 0 () 0 0 0 ~ (0}
Fraud 1 {25.0) 1 (25.0) 010.0) 0{0.0) 4 (100.0) 1 3 0 $ 34.000(3)
Drug Offenses 5(17.2) 3{10.3) 2 (6.9} 0(0.0) 9 {31.0) 8 1 0 $ 20.875 (8}
Counterfeiting 2 (40.0) 1{20.0) 1 {20.0) 0 (0.0 2 (40.0) 0 2 0 $ 4,744 (1)
Firearms 2 (15.4) 0(0.0) 2(15.4) 0 (0.0} 2{154) 2 Q 0 $ 4,875 (2)
Immigration 0(0.0) 01{0.0) 01(0.0) 0 (0.0 1(3.7) 0 0 i - (0)
Other 0(0.0) 00.0) 0{0.0) 01{0.0) 0{0.0) 0 0 o] = {0)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to 1989 Guideline Sentences’
§ Tables,” page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




WASHINGTON, Western

9th Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:'

(1) Seattle

(2) Tacoma
(3) Everett

|

l SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
e B e

farms'®

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 8 | Civil° 2,431
AUSAS® 27 | Criminal’ 1,407
Assistant Federal Defenders* 9
Probation Officers® 21
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 3,109,325 | Income per Capita' $ 11,362 | Crime Rate'® 6,818
{per 100,000
Population per 125.8 | Percent 7.5 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed"
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION?" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT™ LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 20.8 Percent Mfg. 18.5 | Police Protection $ 55.94
Percent Age 15-24 16.4 Percent Retail 19.3 | Elementary and $ 495.91
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 19.1 | Percent Finance" 6.9 | Health & $70.79
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 13.9 | Percent Service 22,9 | Public Welfare™ $2.62
Percent Age 45-64 17.3 Percent Govt. 13.5 ]| Highways $72.98
Percent Age 65+ 10.7 Percent Other 19.0
Percent acreage in 6.5

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Washington, Western

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)*
TOTAL - '89 Jan Fab Mar May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
319 10 21 40 38 20 23 22 25 32 19 35 34
| DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATIGN ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\;\e;:? ° mgg:,:‘le); Number Cal %
1\ TOTAL (Row%) 300 (100.0) 161 (53.7) 64 (21.3) 48 (16.0) 27 (9.0) 31.8 $1,090.5 || TOTAL 302 100.0
| MALE 257 (85.7) 134 55 45 23 31.3 $7906 || PLEA 256 84,8
j FEMALE 43 (14.3) 27 9 3 4 352 $2,883.1 TRIAL 46 152
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R;c:;l;/::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Suparvised Only Sentence'® Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)™
Relsase Prison"!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%} N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25.36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL, 295 (100.0) 261 (88.5) 246 (83.4) 15 (5.1) 0 (0.0) 68 47 39 18 53 100
Robbery 20 {100,0) 20 (100.0) 20 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 132 0 0 1 4 15
Larceny 10 (100.0) 4 (40.0) 4 (40.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 12 3 0 1 o f 0
Embezziement 9 (100.0) 5 (55.6) 5 (55.6) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 15 2 2 1 ] 0
Fraud 29 (100.0) 23 (79.3) 19 {65.5) 4 (13.8) 0{0.0) 14 12 5 1 3 0
Drug Offenses 168 (100.0) 158 (94.1) 153 (91.1) 5(3.0) 0 (0.0) 81 10 13 13 42 79
Counterfeiting 5 (100.0) 3 (60.0) 3 (60.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 20 0 3 0 0 0
Firearms 13 (100.0) 13 (100.0) 12 (92.3) 1(7.7) 0(0.0) 49 3 6 ] 1 3
Immigration 21 {100.0) 19 (90.5) 14 (66.7) 5 (23.8) 0(0.0) 10 12 6 0 0 0
Other 20 (100.0) 16 (80.0) 16 (80.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 52 5 4 1 3 3
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEI? CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Receiving Fines Average
Probation® Probation + and Restitution™ Dollar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement' Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N
TOTAL 34 (11,5) 25 (8.5) 9(3.1) 0 (0.0) 94 (31.9) 49 36 9 $ 41,071 (88)
Rabbery 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 14 (70.0) 0 13 1 $8,218 (14)
Larceny 6 (60.0) 5 (50.0) 1 {10.0} 0 (0.0) 8 (80.0) 1 5 2 $ 1,997 (8)
Embezzlement 4(34.9) 4 (44.4) 0(0.0) 0{c.0) 9 (100.0) 0 7 2 $ 74,397 (6)
Fraud 6 (20.7) 4(13.8) 2(6.9) 0 (0.0) 19 {65.5) 8 8 3 $ 138,609 (18)
Drug Offenses 10 (6.0) 6 (3.6) 4(24) 0 (0.0) 30 (17.9) 30 o 0 $ 13,583 (29)
Counterfelting 2 (40.0) 2(40.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 2(400) 2 o o $ 1,000 (2)
Firearms 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 0 (0,0) 1(7.7) 1 0 0 $ 42,495 (1)
immigration 2 (9.5) 1 (4.8) 1(4.8) 0 (0.0) 5 (23.8) 5 0 0 $ 2,620 {5)
Other 4 (20.0) 3(15.0) 1 (5.0) 0 (0.0) 6 (30.0) 2 3 1 $ 18,080 (5)
¥ A complete description of da rdvided in this able Is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes o '189 Guideline Sentences’
j Tables,” page A-1.
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




WEST VIRGINIA, Northern

4th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) Clarksburg
(2) Wheeling
(3) Elkins
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 2 | Civil® 567
AUSAS® 9 | Criminal’ 224
Assistant Federal Defenders® -
Probation Officers® 3
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 808,008 | Income per Capita' $ 7,974 | Crime Rate'® 1,727
{per 100,000
Population per 63.6 | Percent 11.0 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed"
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION' NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 15.8 Percent Mfg. 14.7 | Police Protection $ 23.41
Percent Age 15-24 13.3 Percent Retail 17.5 | Elementary and $ 432.63
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 12.0 Percent Finance™ 3.7 | Health & $ 66.77
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 9.2 | Percent Service 18.4 | Public Welfare' $1.22
Percent Age 45-64 14.5 Percent Govt. 15.7 | Highways $ 17.98
Percent Age 65+ 9.8 Percent Other 30.0
Parcent acreage in 28.7

tarms'®

A complets. description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators. ' page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

West Virginia, Northern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
124 1 4 6 10 5 4 16 4 7 15 31 21
| DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE’ Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\:g:-‘g ® m:::gs Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 41 (100.0) 30(73.2) 9(22.0) 2 (4.9) 0.{0.0) 34.7 $ 7239 TOTAL 41 100.0
MALE 32 (78.0) 25 5 2 ] 36.1 $ 8146 PLEA 41 100.0
FEMALE 9 (22.0) 5 4 0 0 29.9 $ 4011 TRIAL 0 0.0
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::]Z[:::g Prison + Prison New Spiit Average
Supervised Only Sentence? Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)™
Release Prison”’
N  (Row%) N (Row%%) N (Row%) {Row%) N {Row%} 1-12 13-24 25-36 37.60 Over 60
TOTAL 39 (100.0) 21 (53.9) 20 {51.3) 1(2.6) 0 (0.0) 34 6 5 5 4 1
Robbery 0 (100.0) 0} 0 (-} 0¢-) 0 («) .- 0 0 o 0 0
Larceny 2 {100.0) 1 (50.0} 1 (50.0} 0 (0.0} 0(0.0) 1 1 0 0 o] 0
Embezzlement 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0} 2{100.0) G10.0) 0(C.0} 15 1 1 [ 0 0
Fraud 0 (100.0) Q{4 0 (-} 0{-) 0(-) - 0 0 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 22 (100.0) 12 (54 6) 12 (84.6) 0 {0.0) 01(0.0) 44 2 2 4 3 1
Counterfeiting 0 (100.0) 0(-) 0-) 0{-) 0(-) - 0 0 0 0 0
Firearms 4 (100.0) 3(75.0 2 (50.0) 1(25.0) 0(0.0) 27 1 1 0 1 o
Immigration 0 (100.0) Q) 0{-) 0() 0(~) - 0 0 0 0 0
Other 9 {(100.0) 3 (33.3} 3(33.9) 0{0.0) 0{0.0) 21 1 1 1 0 o]
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEF‘i5 L CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution’® Dollar Amount”’
Probation Only Confinement * Fine Restitution
N {Row?%) N (Rowds) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both 3 (N
TOTAL 17 (43.6) 9 (23,1) 8 (20.5) 1(2.6) 17 (43.6) 14 2 1 $ 36,751 (15)
Robbery 0(-) 0 () 0(-) 0{-) 0{) 0 2 0 = (0)
Larceny 1 (50.0) 1(50.0) 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0) 2 (100.0} 1 0 1 $6.119(2)
Embezziement 0 (0.0) 01(0.0) 0 (0.0} 010.0) 2 {100.0} 0 2 0 $ 250,802 {2)
Fraud 0(-) 0¢-) 0 () 0() 0 () 0 0 0 - (0)
Druq Offenses 9 {40.9) 7{31.8) 2(9.1) 1 (4.5) 4(18.2) 4 0 0 $ 5,300 {2)
Counterfeiting 0(-) 0 (-} 0 (-} 0 0 () 0 0 0 -~ {0)
Firearms 1(25.0) 1(25.0} 0 (0.0 0 (0.0)- 2150.0) 2 0 0 $ 3.806.(2)
Immigration 0(-) 0(-) 0(~) 0(-) 0~ 0 0 0 )]
Other 6 (66.7) 0(0.0) 6 {66.7) 01(0.0) 7{77.8) 7 0 0 $2,745 (7)

| A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to ‘1989 Guideline Sentences’
| Tables." page A-1,

_ SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission. 1989 Data File, MON1289




WEST VIRGINIA, Southern
4th Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:’

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

Charleston
Huntington
Beckley
Bluefield

(5) Parkersburg

SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

tarms'

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 5 | civil® 1,709
AUSAS® 12 | Criminal’ 273
Assistant Federal Defenders® 3
Probation Officers® 11
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Popuiation® 1,142,175 | Income per Capita" $ 8,319 | Crime Rate' 2,556
L (per 100,000
Population per 100.0 | Percent 12,5 | population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION'® NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 21.8 Percent Mfg. 13.0 | Police Protection $ 25.63
Percent Age 15-24 14.8 Percent Retail 20.6 | Elementary and $ 469.36
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 24-34 15.8 | Percent Finance™ 4,6 | Health & $ 104.30
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 12.2 Percent Service 20.2 | Public Welfare™ $0.75
Percent Age 45-64 18.6 Percent Govt. 15.6 | Highways $ 13.10
Percent Age 65+ 1.7 Percent Other 25.9
Percent acreage in 16.9

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES West Virginia, Southern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
237 14 31 9 19 27 20 29 18 17 21 19 13
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE® Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A‘Z;:? ¢ msg::;ys Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%%) 229 (100.0) 154 (67.3) 73.(31.9) 2(0.9) 0(0.0) 328 $496.4 || TOTAL 229 100.0
MALE 182 (79.5) 121 60 1 0 33.1 $533.0 PLEA 199 86.9
FEMALE 47 (20.5) 33 13 1 0 31.7 $354.8 TRIAL 30 13.1
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE' TOTAL CASES® R::'e;:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence™ Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)'?
Release Prison'’
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25-36 37-60 Over 60
TOTAL 224 (100.0) 195 (87.1) 184 (82.1) 0(0.0) 11 {4.9) 35 60 66 15 18 36
Robbery 1 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 1 (100,0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 20 0 1 0 0 0
Larceny 3 (100.0) 1(33.3) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1(33.3) 8 1 0 b 0 0
Embezzlement 2 (100.0) 1 (50.0) 1 (60.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 15 0 1 0 0 0
Fraud 9 (100.0) 4 (44.4) 3(33.3) 0(0.0) 1 {111 9 3 1 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 154 (100,0) 142 (92.2) 136 (88.3) 0 (0.0) 6 (3.9) 35 41 51 10 13 27
Counterfeiting 10-(100.0) 7 {70.0) 6 {60.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (10.0) 18 4 0 2 1 0
Firearms 10 (100.0) 10 (100.0) 10 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 15 5 4 1 0 0
Immigration 0 (100.0) 0{~) 0(-) 0 {-) 0} 0 0 0 0 0
Other 35 (100.0) 29 (82.9) 27 (77.1) 0(0.0) 21(5.7) 47 6 8 2 4 9
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEF‘is CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION ‘l
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Recelving Recelving Fines Average
Probation" Probation + and Restitution™ Dollar Amount”
Probation Only Confinement'* Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%}) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ N)
TOTAL 29 (13.0) 19 (8.5) 10 (4.5) 0({0.0) 88 (39.3) 68 15 5 $ 5,029 (75)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 1(100.0) 0 1 0 $ 508 (1)
Larceny 2 (66.7) 2 (66.7) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 3(100.0) 0 1 2 $1,206 (2)
Embezzlement 1 (50.0) 1 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (100.0) 1 c 1 $ 3,864 (2)
Fraud 5 (55.6) 3(33.3) 2{22.2) 0{0.0) 9 (100.0) 4 4 1 $ 14,886 (8)
Drug Offenses 12 (7.8) 8(5.2) 4 (2.6) 0(0.0) 52 (33.8) 52 0 0 $ 3,805 (43)
Counterfeiting 3 (30.0) 1 {10.0) 2 (20.0) 0(0.0) 6 (60.0) 0 6 o $ 986 (6)
Firearms 0 (0.0} 0 (0.0} 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 2 (20.0) 1 1 0 $ 1,402 (2
Immigration 0 0() o) 0() o) | o o o -0 |
Other 6(17.1) 4 (11.4) 2(5.7) 0 (0.0} 13 (37.1) 10 2 1 $ 6,827 (11)

A complete description of data pravided in

v_ Tables," page A-1.

(N

triz table

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1985 Data File, MON1289

is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences’




WISCONSIN, Eastern
7th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) Milwaukee
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 6 | Civil® 1,559
AUSAS® 11 | Criminal’ 204
Assistant Federal Defenders’ -
Probation Officers® 9
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 2,856,049 | Income per Capita" $ 10,834 | Crime Rate'® 4,317
{per 100,000
Population per 174.8 | Percent 6.9 population)
Square Mile® Unemployed'
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 21.8 Percent Mfg. 28.2 | Police Protection $ 88.71
Percent Age 15-24 16.5 Percent Retail 17.5 | Elementary and $477.93
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 16.6 Percent Finance™ 5.4 | Health & $ 140.92
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 11.9 | Percent Service 22.0 | Public Welfare'® $ 52,23
Percent Age 45-64 18.2 Percent Govt. 11.6 | Highways $110.90
Percent Age 65+ 11.9 Percent Other 14.3
Percent acreage in 49.3

farms'®

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Wisconsin, Eastern

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jui Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
114 8 11 16 19 6 12 11 11 20 0 0 e
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\:gr:ge :::::2; Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 112 (100.0) 68 (60.7) 31 (27.7) 7(6.3) 6 (5.4) 34.0 $877.7 || TOTAL 12 100.0
MALE 99 (88.4) 61 27 7 4 34.5 $699.2 || PLEA 86 76.8
FEMALE 13 (11.8) 7 4 0 2 30.3 $713.7 || TRIAL 26 23.2
CASES INVOLVING PR!SON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::iesi:::g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence’ Months PRISON TERM ORDERED {months)"
Release Prison’’
N {Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N {Rowo%) 112 13-24 25-36 37-60 | Over50
TOTAL 104 (100.0) 84 (80.8) 56 (53.9) 0 (0.0) 28 (26.9) 86 7 14 8 14 LY
Robbery 4 (100.0) . 4{100.0) 2 (50.0) 0(0.0) 2 (50.0) 130 0 0 2 0 2
Larceny 2 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0} 0 0 0 0 0
Embezzlement 1{100.0) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 0 0
Fraud 13 (100.0) 8 (61.5) 4(30.8) 0(0.0) 4(30.8) 26 1 4 1 2 0
Drug Offenses 69 (100.0) 64 (92.8) 45 (65.2) 0(0.0) 19 {27.5) 96 4 7 5 11 37
Counterfeiting 1(100.0) 1 {100.0) 1(100.0) 0{0.0) 0{0.0) 18 0 1 0 0 0
Firearms 3 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 2 (66.7) 0 (0.0) 1(33.3} 86 0 1 0 1 1
Immigration 0(100.0) 0 () 0(-) 0 () 0{-} - 0 0 ] 0 0
Other 11 (100.0) 4 (36.4) 2(18.2) 0(0.0) 2 (18.2) 31 2 1 0 0 1
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHER5 CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES' Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Receiving Fines — Average
Probation* Probation + and Restitution'® Daltar Amount
Probation Only Confinement ™ Fine Restitution
N {Row%) N (Row%) N {Row%) N {Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N
TOTAL 20 (19.2) 11 (10.6) 9(8.7) 0(0.0) 67 (64.4) 41 19 7 $ 7,975 (62)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 3 (75.0§ 0 3 0 $6.036 (3)
Larceny 2 (100.0) 1 (50.0) 1 {50.0) 0(0.0) 2(100.0) 0 2 0 $5.155 (2)
Embezzlement 1 (100.0) 1(100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 {100.0} 0 1 0 $ 800 (1)
Fraud 5 (38.5) 3(23.1) 2{154) 0(0.0) 13 {100.0) 2 7 4 $ 14.657 (11)
Drug Offenses 5(7.3) 21{2.9) 3 {4.4) 0 (0.0 35 {50.7) 30 4 1 $ 8.326 (33}
Counterfeiting 0(0.0) 01{0.0y 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 1 (100.0) ] 0 1 $6.731 (1)
Firearms 0 (0.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0} 01{0.0) 2(66.7) 1 1 0 §1.141 (2)
immigration 0(-) 0 (-} 0 () 0() 0{-) 0 0 0 - {0)
Other ’ 7 (63.6) 4 (36.4) 3(27.3) 0(0.0) 10 {90.9) 8 1 1 $2,250 (9)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "Introduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'
Tables," page A-1.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




WISCONSIN, Western
7th Circuit

Primary Places of Holding Court:’

{1) Madison

SELECTED FEDEHAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS

farms'®

NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges® 2 | civil° 1,137
AUSAs® 8 | Criminal’ 141
Assistant Federal Defenders“ -
Probation Officers® 8
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
PORPULATION ECCNOMIC OTHER
T e - = ? =
Total Mopulation® 1,849,593 | Income per Capita" $ 9,464 | Crime Rate'® 3,412
(per 100,000
Population per 48.6 | Percent 7.3 | population)
Square Mite® Unemployed'® ’
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT™ LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 19.5 Percent Mig. 22.0 | Police Protection $ 64.01
Percent Age 15-24 16.1 Percent Retail 20.8 | Elementary and $ 473.25
Secondary
» Education
Percent Age 25-34 14.8 | Percent Finance" 5.5 | Health & $ 130.62
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 10.7 | Percent Servige 21.0 | Public Welfare™ $ 54.54
Percent Age 45-64 15.0 Percent Govi. 15.3 { Highways $ 146.81
Percent Age 65+ 10.7 Percent Other 15.4
Percent acreage in 49.5

A complete description of data provided In this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators," page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Wisconsin, Western

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL - '89 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
93 (] 2 6 10 7 9 16 4 8 1" 15 5
) DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\;\e;:? ¢ mgg::'e’i Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 84 (100.0) 74 (88.1) 9 (10.7) 1(1.2) 0 (0.0) 341 $7857 || TOTAL 86 100.0
MALE 72 (85.7) 64 7 1 o 34.4 $825.7 PLEA 80 93.0
FEMALE 12 (14.3) 10 2 o] 0 32,) $ 5453 TRIAL 6 7.0
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R::s::;g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence' Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)?
Release Prison'"
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) 1-12 13-24 25.36 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 83 (100.0) 66 (79.5) 62 (74.7) 2(2.4) 2(24) a5 15 13 8 16 14
Robbery 2 (100.0) 2(100.0) 2 {100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 208 0 [¥] 0 0 2
Larceny 3 (100,0) 2 (66.7) 2 (66.7) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 42 0 1 0 0 1
Embezziement 9 (100.0) 3 (33.3) 3 (33.3) 0 (0.0 0{0.0) 11 2 1 0 o 0
Fraud 11 (100.0} 8(72.7) 8(72.7) 0 (0.0 0 {0.0) 24 3 3 0 2 0
Drug Offenses 37 (100.0) 37 (100.0) 35 (94.6) 0(0.0) 2(5.4) 51 5 6 6 9 1"
Counterfeiting 0 (100.0) 0 (-~} 0 () 0(+) 0{(-) Y 0 Y 0 o
Firearms 4 (100.0) 1 (25.0) 1(25.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 27 0 0 1 0 0
Immigration 1(100.0) 1{100.0) 1 {100.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0) 7 1 0 0 0 0
Other 16 (100.0) 12 (75.0) 10 (62.5) 2 (12.5) 0 (0.0 29 4 2 1 5 [
CASES INVOLVING PROBATION OTHEF‘l CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE CASES™ Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Recelving Fines Average
Probation®™ Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount'?
Probation Only Confinement' Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) Only Only Both $ (N
TOTAL 17 (20.5) 10 (12.1) 7 (8.4) 0 (0.0} 35 (42.2) 13 19 3 $ 15,213 (33)
Robbery 0{0.0) 0 (0.0} 0{0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 - (0)
Larceny 1(33.3) 1(33.3) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (66.7) 0 2 0 $ 14,611 (2)
Embezziement 6 (66.7) 4 (44.4) 2(22.2) 0{0.0) 8 (88.9) 3 4 1 $ 14,037 (7)
Fraud 3 (27.3) 0(0.0) 3(27.3) 0(0.0) 8(72.7) 1 7 0 $ 38,904 (8)
Drug Offenses 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0} 0{0.0) 10 (27.0) 4 5 1 $ 3,587 (9)
Counterfeiting 0(-) (-} 0(-) 0(-) 0(-) 0 0 0 - {0)
Firearms 3(75.0) 1 (25.0) 2 (50.0) 0(0.0) 1(25.0) 1 0 0 $ 500 (1)
Immigfation 0 {0.0) 0(0.0) 0 {0.0) 0{0.0) 1 {100.0} 1 0 0 $ 2,000 (1)
Other 4 (25.0) 4 (25.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0} 5{31.3) 3 1 1 $ 5,709 (5)

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented iri the "Introduction and Footnotes to 1989 Guideline Sentences'
d Tables," page A-1.

SQURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




WYOMING

10th Circuit
Primary Places of Holding Court:’ (1) Cheyenne
SELECTED FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE INDICATORS !
5 e
NUMBER OF COURT PROFESSIONALS CASES FILED
Judges? 3 | civif 437
AUSAg® 8 | Criminal’ 96
Assistant Federal Defenders* -
Probation Officers® 4
SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC INDICATORS
POPULATION ECONOMIC OTHER
Total Population® 470,000 | !ncome per Capita" $9,782 | Crime Rate' 4,013
(per 100,000
Population per 4.8 | Percent g.0 | Population)
Square Mile® Unemployed"
AGE DISTRIBUTION OF PER CAPITA
DISTRIBUTION" NONFARM EMPLOYMENT" LOCAL EXPENDITURES"
Percent Age 0-14 25.6 Percent Mfg. 4.7 | Police Protection $77.75
Percent Age 15-24 18.1 Percent Retail 20.2 | Elementary and $ 851.00
Secondary
Education
Percent Age 25-34 20.5 | Percent Finance™ 4.5 1 Health & $ 209.93
Hospitals
Percent Age 35-44 13.2 Percent Service 17.7 | Public Welfare'® $1.94
Percent Age 45-64 14.6 Percent Govt. 20.6 | Highways $ 128.29
Percent Age 65+ 8.0 Percent Other 324
Percent acreage in 54.0
farms'®

A complete description of data provided In this table is presented in the "Footnotes to Selected Court and Demographic

Indicators,” page A-1.




1989 GUIDELINE SENTENCES

Wyoming

CASES RECEIVED BY USSC (by sentencing month)’

TOTAL - '88 dJan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
61 2 3 4 8 3 1 4 8 5 12 4 7
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION ON SENTENCED DEFENDANTS MODE OF CONVICTION®
TOTAL? RACE? Average
SEX N (Col %) White Black Hispanic Other A\gs‘g ° mgg:g Number Col %
TOTAL (Row%) 48 (100.0) 40 (83,3) 1(.1) 3(6.3) 4 (8.3) 33.8 $498.5 TOTAL 48 100.0
MALE 34 (70.8) 28 1 2 3 33.3 $538.2 PLEA 45 93.7
FEMALE 14 (29.2) 12 0 1 1 34.9 $ 4021 TRIAL 3 6.2
CASES INVOLVING PRISON
PRIMARY Total TYPE OF SENTENCE LENGTH OF PRISON TERM
OFFENSE’ TOTAL CASES® R:t:;l;/:‘r:g Prison + Prison New Split Average
Supervised Only Sentence™ Months PRISON TERM ORDERED (months)"?
Release Prison"!
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N {(Row%) | N (Row%) 1412 13-24 | 2536 37-60 | Over 60
TOTAL 1 48 (100.0) 37 (77.1) 28 (58.3) 9 (18.8) 0(0.0) 30 14 7 7 3 4
Robbery 1 {100.0) 1 {100.0) 1 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 30 0 0 1 0 0
Larceny 1 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 o 0 0
Embezzlement 2(100.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} - 0 0 0 0 0
Fraud 8 (100.0) 5 (62.5) 3 (37.5) 2 (25.0) 0 (0.0) 12 2 2 0 0 0
Drug Offenses 18(100.0) 18 (100.0) 17 (94.4) 1(56) 0(0.0) 46 4 2 6 1 4
Counterfeiting 3 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 0 0
Firearms 5 (100.0) 3 (60.0) 2 (40.0) 1 (20.0) 0 (0.0) 9 2 1 0 0 0
Immigration 1(100.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0} 1{100.0) 0 (0.0) 6 1 [+] 0 0 [¢]
Other 9 (100.0) 9 {100,0} 5 (55.6) 4 (44.4) 0 (0.0) 16 5 2 0 2 0
CASES INVOLVING PRQOBATION OTHER CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION
PRIMARY Total TYFE CF SENTENCE CASES" Total TYPE OF SENTENCE
OFFENSE Receiving Receiving Fines Average
Probation™ Probation + and Restitution'® Dollar Amount
Probation Only Confinement' Fine Restitution
N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Row%) N (Rowsh) N (Row%) Only Only Both 5 N
TOTAL 11 (22.9) 7 (14.6) 4 (8.3) 0 (0.0) 18 (37.5) 10 8 0 $2,470 (17)
Robbery 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 {0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 0 0 -- {0)
Larceny 1(100.0) 1 (100.0) 0{0.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0 0 0 0 - {0)
Embezzlement 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1 (50.0) 0 1 $ 3,500 (1)
Fraud 3(37.5) 2{25.0) 1 (12.5) 9(0.0) 4 (50.0) 0 4 0 $ 2,538 (4)
Drug Offensies 00.0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0) 6 (33.3) 6 0 0 $ 3,273 (5)
Counterfeiting 3 (100.0) 0(0.0) 3 (100.0} 0 (0.0 1 (33.3) 1 0 0 $ 600 (1)
Firearms 2 (40.0) 2 (40.0) 0{0.0) 0(0.0) 2 (40.0) 2 0 0 $ 225 (2)
Immi;ation 0 (0,0) 0{0.0) 0 (0.0 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 0 0 - {0)
Other 0(0.0) 0 (0.0} 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 4(44.4) 1 3 0 $2,733 (4)

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289

A complete description of data provided in this table is presented in the "intraduction and Footnotes to '1989 Guideline Sentences'
Tables,"” page A-1.
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Table B-1

GUIDELINE AND PRE-GUIDELINE CASES SENTENCED PER MONTH
(November 1987 through December 1989)

Number of Number of
MONTH AND YEAR | GUIDELINE | PRE-GUIDELINE
CASES* CASES
November 1987 5 2,964
December 1987 10 3,043
January 1988 17 3,156
February 1988 57 2,813
March 1988 216 2,803
April 1988 355 2,599
May 1988 569 2,541
June 1988 610 2,645
July 1988 727 2,399
August 1988 780 2,296
September 1988 882 2,845
October 1988 793 2,460
November 1988 889 2,441
December 1988 856 2,124
January 1989 1,132 2,186
February 1989 1,242 1,634
March 1989 1,772 1,891
April 1989 1,667 1,545
May 1989 1,766 1,693
June 1989 2,020 1,672
July 1989 1,802 1,442
August 1989 1,895 1,406
September 1989 2,077 1,300
October 1989 2,113 1,279
November 1989 2,200 1,221
December 1989 2,162 1,068
* Cases involving mixed law counts (both guideline and pre-guideline) have been included in the
"Guideline" category.
SOURZE: Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, FPSSIS 1987-1989 Data Files, excluding cases
involving solely petty offenses or diversionary sentences.




Table B-2

AGE, RACE, AND GENDER OF OFFENDERS SENTENCED UNDER GUIDELINES*
(January 19, 1989 through December 31, 1989)

RACE
AGE TOTAL WHITE BLACK HISPANIC** OTHER
Number Percent Mate Female Male Female Male Female Male Female
Under 18 1" 0.1 4 0 3 0 4 0 ] 0
1€ 176 0.8 48 5 53 10 44 5 10 1
19 478 2.3 118 43 148 17 125 10 16 1
20 613 2.3 161 41 182 32 163 12 20 2
21 696 33 171 51 188 43 205 23 14 1
22 789 3.8 215 49 216 48 209 21 25 5
23 834 4.0 236 49 231 38 226 21 23 4]
24 880 4.2 255 81 232 61 225 19 24 3
25 894 4.2 263 56 215 59 247 24 22 8
26 943 4.5 287 75 209 65 258 20 18 1
27 962 4.6 328 64 230 60 240 21 12 7
28 g21 4.4 294 64 201 60 235 26 36 5
29 884 4.2 309 64 184 55 235 17 14 6
30 823 3.9 279 53 188 57 198 20 21 7
31 824 3.9 309 48 171 37 211 21 15 12
32 860 4.1 326 57 170 39 208 28 21 "
33 799 3.8 308 53 171 46 169 28 20 4
34 755 3.6 254 71 169 37 186 17 19 2
35 730 3.5 275 46 147 a8 189 17 13 5
36 645 3.1 237 61 131 35 139 18 20 4
37 564 27 233 35 107 26 126 13 19 5
38 542 2.6 228 44 118 13 116 1 10 2
39 551 2.6 245 37 115 25 93 19 16 1
40 471 2.2 216 45 72 10 97 17 10 4
41 451 H21— 227 34 54 19 88 18 12 1
42 439 2.1 208 as 80 9 87 14 6 1
43 [ 381 1.8 178 27 68 17 69 14 8 0
a4 323 15 170 20 42 5 62 14 ) 1
45 288 1.4 146 31 45 7 51 4 4 0
46 284 1.4 145 23 40 7 56 7 5 1
47 233 11 115 16 38 [ 50 3 4 1
48 230 11 127 15 29 4 41 6 7 1
49 189 0.9 103 15 20 8 34 2 7 0
50 183 0.9 80 21 17 8 36 6 5 o]
51 188 0.9 97 18 29 6 32 3 2 0
52 118 0.6 51 7 16 4 35 3 2 0
53 137 0.6 56 17 22 3 35 1 2 1
54 114 05 61 12 7 4 26 3 1 0
55 104 0.5 56 10 a 6 21 2 0 0
56 a9 0.5 46 6 17 5 20 2 3 0
57 100 0.5 58 9 " 2 17 3 0 Q
58 84 0.4 40 7 10 5 16 4 1 1
59 il 0.3 37 3 12 3 15 0 1 0
60 ral 0.3 34 3 13 1 15 1 3 1
61 43 0.2 21 4 9 1 6 1 1 0
62 50 0.2 32 4 4 1 7 1 1 0
63 40 0.2 18 3 6 3 7 1 2 0
64 35 0.2 20 3 2 1 6 1 2 0
65 34 0.2 23 2 4 0 5 0 [ 0
Over 65 123 0.6 78 9 19 2 12 1 2 0
TOTAL 21,057 100.0 , 7,847 1,525 4,474 1,048 4,995 543 508 116
Percent 100.0 M 373 7.2 21,2 5.0 23.7 26 24 0.6
Race Column Total™ 9,372 (44.5%) 5,523 (26.2) | 5,538 (26.3) 624 (3.0)

(both guideline and pre-guideline) have been Includad in the "Guideline" category.

Of the 21,274 guideline casas, 15 corporations and 202 cases missing information on age, race, or gender were excluded. Cases involving mixed law counis

The Hispanic category includes both black and white Hispanics. The "Other” category includes American Indians, Alaskan natives, Aslans, and Pacific Islanders,
This total represents the total number and percentage of each category of race for guideline cases,

SOURCE: Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, FPSSIS 1989 Data File, excluding cases involving solsly petty offenses or diversionary sentences.




Table B-3

AGE, RACE, AND GENDER OF OFFENDERS SENTENCED UNDER PRE-GUIDELINE LAW*
(January 19, 1989 through December 31, 1989)

RACE
AGE TOTAL WHITE BLACK HISPANIC** OTHF R
Numbsi Percent Male Female Male Female Male Female Male I Female

Under 18 104 0.6 15 3 8 0 37 1 40 0

| 18 115 0.7 45 1 25 6 13 0 13 2
‘ 19 183 1.1 84 18 45 " 13 4 5 3
i‘ 20 243 1.5 118 33 46 10 26 3 7 0
i 21 342 2.1 145 34 84 17 39 7 11 5
22 378 2.4 157 37 91 39 36 5 10 3

23 383 24 169 36 83 36 45 4 7 3

| 24 451 2.8 187 59 100 44 40 7 1 3
i 25 435 27 187 50 92 40 47 6 9 4
26 450 2.8 1N 60 101 33 45 8 11 1

27 564 3.5 262 73 114 47 44 8 15 1

28 562 35 251 72 112 51 54 9 8 5

29 491 3.1 222 57 102 46 43 4 9 8

30 570 3.6 267 70 115 50 48 7 1" 2

3N 526 33 259 68 86 53 40 4 12 4

32 558 35 289 55 108 33 54 ] 7 6

33 532 33 269 55 94 42 54 8 [ 4

34 533 3.3 269 48 104 51 40 5 9 7

35 539 34 283 60 95 41 43 3 6 8

36 527 3.3 288 52 86 41 28 8 18 ]

37 481 3.0 261 56 78 35 38 2 6 5

38 475 3.0 263 48 75 30 49 ] " 2

39 500 3.1 315 35 77 30 28 3 9 3

40 448 2.8 - 264 30 7 27 32 7 9 2

L3} 478 3.0 328 35 57 19 25 6 6 2

42 464 2.9 304 43 56 20 23 3 6 9

43 361 2.2 233 39 44 16 17 3 9 0

44 349 2.2 234 30 40 12 21 5 5 2

45 348 2.2 240 35 33 13 18 4 4 1

46 357 2.2 253 37 33 6 17 4 5 2

47 308 1.9 197 36 28 11 22 2 Q 5

48 255 1.6 181 16 24 12 13 ] 3 1

49 253 1.6 178 17 27 11 14 1 3 2

50 224 1.4 158 20 26 4 6 3 6 1

51 207 1.3 137 21 23 13 11 1 1 o

52 177 1.1 124 14 20 6 9 1 3 ]

53 188 1.2 144 18 15 3 8 2 8 ¥

54 176 11 134 14 16 5 6 0 1 0

55 162 1.0 118 13 10 8 9 1 2 0

56 156 1.0 112 9 14 8 9 2 2 0

57 129 0.8 90 14 9 5 5 3 1 2

58 140 0.8 104 14 10 5 5 0 2 0

59 128 0.8 87 12 14 6 4 1 3 1

60 102 08 7 13 8 4 [ o] 0 0

61 98 0.6 74 7 10 2 4 0 1 0

62 97 0.6 73 1 9 1 3 0 0 o

63 84 0.5 65 <] 7 3 1 0 2 0

64 78 0.5 64 5 6 2 0 0 1 0

65 59 0.4 41 6 6 3 2 0 0 1

Qver 65 248 1.6 191 19 23 3 7 1 3 1

TOTAL 16,027 100.0 8,994 1,624 2,566 1,014 1,183 172 346 118

Percent 100.0 56.1 10.1 16.0 6.3 7.4 141 22 0.7

Race Column Total™ 10,618 (66.2) 3,580 (22.3) 1,365 (8.5) 464 (2.9)
' Ofthe 16,929 pre-guideline cases, 188 corporations and 714 cases missing information on age, race, or gender were axcluced.
The Hispanic category includes both black and white Hispanics, The “Other" Calegory includes American Indlans, Alaskan natives, Asians, and Pacilic
!?I:T: ‘tj;z‘represents the total number and percentage of each category of race for pre-guideline cases.

SOURCE: Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, FPSSIS 1989 Data File, excluding cases involving solely petty offenses or diversionary sentences.




Table B-4

DISTRIBUTION OF GUIDELINE DEFENDANTS SENTENCED
BY PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORY*
(January 19, 1989 through December 31, 1989)

PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORY NUMBER PERCENT
Robbery 827 4.3
Larceny 1,225 6.3

Embezzlement 746 3.9
Fraud 1,597 8.2

Drug Offenses 9,653 49.8
Counterfeiting/Forgery 718 3.7
Firearms 1,153 6.0
Immigration 1,254 6.5
Other 2,198 11.3

Total 19,371 100.0

*

Of the 21,190 guideline cases, 254 cases involving mixed law counts
(both guideline and pre-guideline) were excluded. in addition, 1,565
cases were excluded due to missing FPSSIS primary offense category.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




Table B-5

TYPE OF GUIDELINE SENTENCES IMPOSED*
(January 19, 1989 through December 31, 1989)

TYPE OF SENTENCE IMPOSED NUMBER | PERCENT

Prison and Supervised Release** 15,420 74.7
Prison Only 753 3.6
Prison, Supervised Release, and

Alternative (New Split Sentence)*** 414 2.0
Probation Only 2,791 13.5
Probation and Confinement 1,127 5.5
Other**** 132 0.6
Total 20,637 100.0

ok

kkk
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Of the 21,190 guideline cases, 254 cases involving mixed law
counts (both guideline and pre-guideline) were excluded. In
addition, 299 cases were excluded due to missing sentencing
information.

Of the 15,420 cases included in the category "Prison and
Supervised Release," 90 were sentenced to a term of prison and
probation.

Of the 414 cases included in the category "New Split Sentence,"
six were sentenced to a term of prison, probation, and an
alternative.

The "Other" category includes cases sentenced to an economic
sanction only, supervised release only, or a suspended prison
sentence.

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Data File, MON1289




(January 19, 1989 through December 31, 1989)

Table B-6
GUIDELINE COMPLIANCE RATE BY CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT*

COMPLIANCE RATE (Based on 25% Random Sample)
TOTAL
CIRCUIT Sentenced Within Substantial Downward Upward
Guidelines Assistance Departure Departure

District Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number l Percent
TOTAL 5,128 4,206 82.0 299 5.8 445 8.7 178 35
D.C. CIRCUIT 75 65 86.7 5 6.7 3 4.0 2 27
District of Columbia 75 65 86.7 5 6.7 3 4.0 2 2.7
FIRST CIRCUIT 96 70 72,9 7 7.3 17 17.7 2 241
Maine 8 7 87.5 0 0.0 1 12,5 0 0.0
Massachusetts 28 17 60.7 3 10.7 8 28,6 0 0.0
New Hampshire 8 7 87.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 12.5
Puerto Rico 41 32 78.1 3 7.3 5 12.2 1 24
Rhede island 11 7 63.6 1 9.1 3 273 0 0.0
SECOND CIRCUIT 375 276 73.6 32 8.5 50 133 17 4.5
Connecticut 25 18 60.0 3 12,0 7 28.0 0 0.0
New York

Eastern 140 89 63.6 15 10.7 27 18.3 9 6.4

Northern 33 30 90.9 0 0.0 3 9.1 0 0.0

Southern 142 115 81.0 13 9.2 9 63 5 3.5

Western 13 8 61.5 1 77 3 23.1 1 7.7
Vermont 22 19 86.4 0 0.0 1 46 2 9.1
THIRD CIRCUIT 175 143 81,7 14 8.0 15 8.6 3 1.7
Delaware 23 18 69.6 <] 26,1 1 4.4 0 0.0
New Jersey 66 57 86.4 4 6.1 5 7.6 0 0.0
Pennsylvania

Eastern 21 17 81.0 0 00 3 14.3 1 4.8

Middle 28 24 85,7 2 7.4 2 71 0 0.0

Western 29 23 79.3 2 6.9 2 6.9 2 6.9
Virgin islands 8 6 75.0 0 0.0 2] 250 ¢} 0.0
FOURTH CIRCUIT 510 412 80.8 36 74 50 9.8 12 2.4
Maryland 73 62 84.9 2 2.7 8 11.0 1 1.4
North Carolina

Eastern 40 33 82,5 4 10.0 2 5.0 1 2.5

Middle 56 44 78.6 4 74 7 125 1 1.8

Western 55 43 78.2 4 7.3 8 14.6 0 0.0
South Carolina 59 41 69.5 9 153 7 1.9 2 3.4
Virginia

Eastern 134 115 85.8 4 3.0 11 8.2 4 3.0

Western 20 16 80.0 1 5.0 2 10.0 1 5.0
Waest Virginia

Northern 23 21 91.3 2 8.7 0 0.0 0 0.0

Southern 50 37 74.0 6 12.0 5 10.0 2 4,0
FIFTH CIRCUIT 1,003 875 87.2 30 3.0 66 6.6 32 3.2
Louisiana

Eastern 65 56 86.2 3 4.6 4 6.2 2 A

Middle 5 5 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0

Waestern 19 17 89.5 0 0.0 1 5.3 1 5.3




COMPLIANCE RATE (Based on 25% Random Sample)
TOTAL
CIRCUIT Sentenced Within Substantial Downward Upward
Guidelines Assistance Deparure Departure

District Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number | Percent
Misslssippi

Northern 17 16 94.1 1 5.9 v} 0.0 4} 0.0

Southern 23 22 95.7 1 4.4 o 0.0 0 0.0
Texas

Eastern 39 30 76.9 1 26 2 5.1 6 15.4

Northern 94 89 94.7 1 1.1 4 43 ] 0.0

Southern 426 356 83.6 20 4.7 41 9.6 9 2.1

Western 315 284 90.2 3 1.0 14 4.4 14 4.4
SIXTH CIRCUIT 435 356 81.8 26 6.0 36 8.3 17 3.9
Kentucky

Eastern 41 32 781 3 7.3 3 7.3 3 7.3

Western 54 49 90.7 2 3.7 1 1.9 2 3.7
Michigan

Eastern 70 59 843 4 5.7 4 57 3 4.3

Western 14 14 100.0 4} 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Chio

Northern 54 42 77.8 1 1.9 8 14.8 3 56

Southern 76 59 77.6 2 2.6 i2 15.8 3 4.0
Tennessee

Eastern 34 25 73.5 4 11.8 3 8.8 2 5.9

Middle 30 24 80.0 3 10.0 2 6.7 1 3.3

Western 62 52 83.9 7 1.3 3 4.8 0 0.0
SEVENTH CIRCUIT 194 159 82.0 16 8.2 13 6.7 6 3.1
lllinois

Central 31 27 a7.1 2 6.5 0 0.0 2 6.5

Northern 53 47 88.7 2 3.8 4 76 0 0.0

Southern 22 21 95.5 o] 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.6
indiana

Northern 21 15 71.4 5 23.8 1 4.8 0 0.0

Southern 21 15 71.4 2 9.5 4 184 0 0.0
Wisconsin

Eastern 26 22 84.6 2 77 2 7.7 0 0.0

Western 20 12 60.0 3 16.0 2 10.0 3 15.0
EIGHTH CIRCUIT 328 271 82,6 22 6.7 23 7.0 12 3.7
Arkansas

Eastern 24 18 75.0 3 12,5 2 8.3 1 4.2

Western 13 12 92.3 0 0.0 1 77 0 0.0
lowa

Northern 22 15 68.2 2 9.1 4 18.2 1 4.6

Southern 29 27 3.1 0 0.0 1 3.5 1 3.5
Minnesota 63 46 73.0 8 12,7 6 9.5 3 4.8
Missouri

Eastern 60 53 88.3 2 3.3 3 5.0 2 33

Western 50 41 82.0 7 14,0 1 2.0 1 2.0
Nebraska 7 6 857 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 14.3
North Dakota 32 29 90.6 0 0.0 3 9.4 0 0.0
South Dakota 28 24 85.7 0 0.0 2 71 2 74
NINTH CIRCUIT 930 776 78.4 47 4.7 119 12.0 48 4.8
Alaska 14 12 85.7 1 7.4 1 71 0 0.0
Arizona 138 87 63.0 8 58 40| 280 3 22
California

Central 173 162 93.6 2 12 9 5.2 0 0.0

Eastern 114 97 85.1 5 4.4 7 6.1 5 4.4

Northern 34 32 94.1 1 2.9 0 0.0 1 29

Southern 213 134 62.9 14 6.6 39 18.3 26 12.2




COMPLIANCE RATE (Based on 25% Random Sample)
TOTAL
GIRCUIT Sentenced Within Substantial Downward Upward
Guidelines Assistance Departure Departure

District Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Parcent
Guam 0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Hawail 54 45 83.3 3 58 3 5.6 3 5.6
Idaho 15 12 80.0 0 0.0 2 13.3 1 6.7
Montana 26 22 84,6 0 0.0 2 7.7 2 7.7
Nevada 43 46 93.9 0 0.0 3 6.1 0 0.0
Northern Mariana Islands 0 0 0.0 Q 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Oregon 61 53 86.9 2 3.3 5 8.2 1 1.6
Washington

Eastern 22 17 713 2 9.1 1 4.6 2 9.1

Western 77 57 74,0 8 1.7 7 9.1 4 5.2
TENTH CIRCUIT 282 242 85.8 13 4.6 18 6.4 9 3.2
Colorado 64 53 82.8 8 125 2 341 1 1.6
Kansas 40 33 82,5 1 25 4 10.0 2 5.0
New Mexico 72 66 Nn.7 0 0.0 586 2 2.8
Oklahoma

Eastern 10 9 90.0 ] 0,0 1 10.0 0 0.0

Northern 22 21 95,5 1 48 0 0.0 0 0.0

Western 36 30 83.3 1 28 4 1.4 1 2.8
Utah 29 22 75.9 1 3.5 3 10.3 3 10.3
Wyoming 9 8 88.9 1 1.1 0 0.0 0 00
ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 665 561 84.4 51 7.7 35 53 18 27
Alabama

Middle 24 23 95.8 0 0.0 1 4.2 0 0.0

Northern 38 37 97.4 0 0.0 ] 0.0 1 2.6

Southern 40 30 75.0 7.5 5 12.5 2 5.0
Florida

Middle 129 108 837 17 13.2 3 23 1 0.8

Northern 58 50 86.2 7 121 0 0.0 1 1.7

Southern 229 185 80.8 16 7.0 18 79 10 4.4
Georgia

Middle 45 42 93.3 4.4 1 2.2 0 0.0

Northern 77 66 85.7 7.8 5 6.5 0 0.0

Southern 25 20 80.0 0.0 2 8.0 3 12.0

*

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1989 Compliance Study Data File

Of the 5,181 applicable cases in the sample, 53 cases were excluded due to missing compliance information.




Table B-7

PROPORTION OF CONVICTED OFFENDERS SENTENCED TO PRISON
January 1984 to May 1989

Prison Prison L Priscn
1984 Rate 1986 Rate 1988 Rate ’
January 48.6% || January 51.9% || January 54.5%
February 50.3% | February 53.4% | February 55.3%
March 50.7% | March 54.2% || March 54.3%
April 47.4% || April 53.5% | April 53.0%
May 48.7% || May 52.3% || May 52.1%
June 47.9% | June 53.5% | June 54.8%
July 50.7% | July 52.5% || July 54.2%
August 47.4% | August 51.7% || August 54.5%
September 47.2% | September 53.2% | September 57.5%
October 49.0% | October 53.0% || October 58.6%
November 47.8% || November 53.3% || November 56.3%
December 50.0% | December 53.8% | December 58.4%
1985 1987 1989
January 50.8% | January 56.7% || January 56.9%
February 50.2% || February 57.5% | February 58.2%
March 50.1% || March 55.4% | March 61.4%
April 49.4% | April 55.3% || April 58.5%
May 50.0% | May 55.4% || May 80.7%
June 50.6% | June 56.1%
July 51.3% | July 55.4%
August 53.7% | August - 04.0%
September 51.0% | September 55.6%
October 49.4% | October 55.4%
November 50.4% || November 54.7%
December 53.5% || December 56.2%




Table B-8

PLEA RATE FOR SENTENCED CASES
JANUARY 1984 TG DECEMBER 1989

Plea l_‘ Plea ll Plea
1984 Rate 1986 Rate 1988 Rate
——— ) R R e R

Januar; 87.6% | January 87.9% || January 88.6%
February 87.2% || February 89.3% | February 89.3%
March 88.0% || March 88.5% | March 88.2%
April 86.7% | April 88.8% || April 89.2%
May 88.6% | May 89.6% || May 89.5%
June 88.8% | June 89.0% { June 90.1%
July 87.8% | July 88.8% | July 88.8%
August 89.2% || August 89.1% | August 89.8%
September 89.0% || September 90.3% || September 88.2%
October 89.2% || October 89.9% || October 86.8%
November 87.6% | November 90.4% || November 88.6%
December 83.3% | December 91.2% | December 88.8%
1985 1987 I 1989

January 88.5% | January 89.7% || January 89.9%
February 88.9% || February 83.1% | February 89.0%
March 89.3% | March 89.7% | March 89.8%
April 89.6% | April 87.8% | April 89.3%
May 839.1% || May 89.9% | May 90.0%
June 90.0% || June 88.3% | June 89.8%
July 89.2% | July 89.1% | July 88.0%
August 88.4% || August 87.6% | August 89.0%
September 89.2% || September 89.4% || Septembsr 88.1%
October 88.5% | October 83.6% | October 87.9%
November 87.9% || November 89.8% || November 90.0%
December 88.3% | December 90.4% || December 88.6%






