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TABLE FINDING GUIDE
Subjects by Type of Government and Table Designation

This guide lists all subjects covered in this report, but does not indicate all the
detail shown in some tables, e.g. percent distributions, capital outlay, employ-
ment by full-time and full-time equivalent, etc. Expenditure data are for FY
1977 and employment and payroll data for October 1977. Numbers or letters
in bold type refer to tables or figures showing only aggregate data for the de-
signated type of government or SMSA's, All other numbers and letters relate
to data for individual governments.

Local governments
Federal State
. Tot:
Subject agl govern- govern- Total, 17 333 395
ment ments county, large large large
municipal SMSA’s counties cities !
CRIMIMNAL JUSTICE SYSTEM
Direct expenditure: FY *71, *72,
13,74, °75, 76 A A A A
Total expenditure: direct and inter-
governmental 2 2,4 2,68 2,6,8 15,17 20,22
Total expenditure from own sources
(variable pass-through) 1 1
Direct expenditure only c C C,7 C,1J 512 16 21
2 .
Number of employees: FY 71, °72,
*1s, 74,15, '16 B B B B
Number of employees D,3 D,E,3, D,F,3, D,G,H, 13 18 23
5 9 3,9
Payroll E,3 E,3,5 F,3,10 GH,3, 14 19 24
10
POLICE PROTECTION!
Total expenditure: direct and inter-
governmental 2 24 2,6,25 2,6,25 15,29 20,30
Direct expenditure only C C C,7 C’;’J ’ 1,12 16 21 1
Number of employees D,3 D,E,3, D,F,3, D,G,H, 13 18 23
5 9,27 39 ‘
3 5 F3,10 | GHZ,i¢ :
Payroll EJ3 ,28 y 28’ 14 19 24
Average monthly salaries Figure 5 Figure 5 Figure 5
JUDICIAL
Total expenditure: direct and inter-
governmental 2 24 2,6,31 2,6,29 15,35 20,38
Direct expenditure only c c /7,33 097” 312 16,36 21
Number of empioyees D,3 D,E,3, D,F,3, D,GH, 13 18,37 23
‘ 5 9,34 39
Payroll 3 E35 F,3,10, GHJ3, 14 19,37 24
34 10
Average monthly salaries Figure § Figure § Figure 5
Direct expenditure, employment
and payroll, by type of court
and miscellaneous 33,34 36,37

Local governments

. Total Federal State
Subject U.s. | govem- | govemn- Total, 17 333 395,
ment ments county, large large iarge
municipal SMSA's ‘counties cities
LEGAL SERVICES AND
PROSECUTION
Total expenditure: direct and 26 26
intergovernmental 2 24 »0> 15,4 X
2 n 39:4’0 39 541 20,42
Direct expenditure only (o C C,7 C’;J’ J,12 16 21
Number of employees D,3 D,E,3, D,F,3, D,GH, 13 18 23
5 9 39
Payroll 3 E3,5 3,10 'G,II%,3 ' 14 19 24
Average monthly salaries Figure § Figure 5 Figure §
' PUBLIC DEFENSE
Total expenditure: direct and inter-
governmental 2 24 2,6,43 2,6,43 15,43 20,46
Direct expenditure only C C C,7 C’7Ir" 173,12 16 21
Number of employees D,3 D,E,3, D,F,3, D,GH, 13 18 23
5 9 3,9
Payroll 3 E3,5 F3,10 [ G,H3,10 14 19 24
Average monthly salaries Figure 5 Figure 5 Figure 5
CORRECTIONS
Total expenditure: direct and inter-
governmental 2 24 2,6,47 2,6,47 15,55 20,58
Direct expenditure only c C,7,53 C,;,L 312 16,56 21,59
Number of employees D3 | DE3, D,F.3, D,GH, 13 18,57 23,60
5 9,50,54 | 3,50,54
Payroll 3 E3,5 F,3,10, GH,3, 14 19,57 24,60
54 10
Average monthly salaries | Figure 5 | Figure 3 Figure 5§
Direct expenditure, employment and
payroll for correctional institutions,
by type, and for administration, pro-
bation/parole/pardon, and miscel- 50,51
laneous 53,54 50,51 56,57 59,60
OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE
Total expenditure: direct and inter-
governmental 2 24 2,6,61 2,6,61 15, 20
Direct expenditure only c c 7 Gt 512 16 21
Number of employees D,3 D,E,3, D,F,3, D,GH, 13 18 23
) 9 3.9
Payroll E3 | E35 B | b, 14 19 24
Average monthly salaries Figure § Figure 5 Figure §

! Exhibit Tables A and Bin Appendix 1 present expenditure and employment data for large special police forces which are part of
independent school districts or special districts, These data are not included in other police protection data in this report.
Exhibit Tables C and D in Appendix 1 present expenditure and employment data for special police forces which are part of State
and local colleges and universities. These data gre included in other police protection data in this report.
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SELECTED FINDINGS

General

In fiscal year 1977 total expenditure for criminal justice
purposes by all governments was close to $22 billion ($21.6
billion), an increase of 10 percent over fiscal year 1976 but
less than the 14 percent increase recorded from 1975 to 1976
(table A). For the month of Octcber 1977, criminal justice
full-time equivalent employment was 1,131,780 (table B), a
nearly 5 percent increase over 1976.

Local governments (counties and municipalities) accounted
for 60 percent of all direct criminal justice expenditure; Statc
-governments for 27 percent; and the Federal Government for
the remaining 13 percent (figure 6). Nearly the same distri-
bution applies to employment, with almost two-thirds (65
percent) of the total criminal justice full-time equivalent em-
ployment at the local level (figure 7).

On a sector basis, about $12 billion, or 55 percent of total
criminal justice expenditure, was allocated for police protection;
and another $5 billion, or 23 percent, was spent for corrections.
The remaining 22 percent was distributed as follows: $2.6
billion or 12 percent for judicial activities, $1.2 billion or 6
percent for legal services and prosecution, $04 billion or 2
percent for public defense, and $0.5 billion or 2 percent for
other criminal justice activities.

The proportion of the six criminal justice activities or sectors
accounted for by each level of government varies substantially,
as shown by text tables C and D. Other sharp variations in the
pattern of criminal justice expenditure occurred by region and
by State, as indicated in figures 2 and 3 in the Graphic
Summary.

Un a per capita basis, direct expenditure of State and local
governments for criminal justice activities was $87 in 1977, a
9 percent increase over the $80 in 1976. Local governments
spent $60 per capita, or 69 percent of the total State and local
government per capita expenditure (figure 1). .

Direct expenditure for police protection of municipalities
(up $444 million) and corrections expenditure of State govern-
ments (up '$§Zg:miﬂion) together accounted for over 43 percent
of the total increase in direct expenditure for all governments.

Federal Government

Federal criminal justice expenditure increased $280 million
or 8 percent to $3.6 billion in FY 1977. Nearly one half ($1.8
billion) was spent by Federal agencies in the “police protection”
sector (figure 8).

The second largest block of Federal criminal justice ex-
penditure, $876 million or 24 percent of the total, was ex-
pended in the “other criminal justice” category. However,
this amount represented an 8 percent or $72 million decline
from fiscal year 1976. The decline was primarily the result of

a $62 million drop in Law Enforcement Assistance Adminis-
tration (LEAA) grants, which, at $774 million, constitute 88
percent of all “other criminal justice’’ expenditure. LEAA
alone accounted for 4 percent of all government expenditure
for criminal justice.

The public detense sector accounted for the largest percent-
age increase, 35 percent or $36.7 million.

Agencies in the police protection sector reported 71,433 or
71 percent of the 100,088 Federal full-time equivalent employ-
ment.

The Federal Government pays the highest average monthly
salary in every criminal justice category (figure 5). However,
State and county average monthly salaries rose 9 and 10 per-
cent, respectively, compared to a 6 percent increase at the
Federal level.

State governments

State governments spent $6.7 billion or 4 percent of their
total 1977 general expenditure of $166.0 billion on criminal
justice activities (table 6). This represents an increase of $709
million, or 12 percent.

The corrections sector accounted for the largest portion of
State criminal justice expenditure, $3 billion or 44 percent
(figure 10).

The balance of State criminal justice expenditure was dis-
tributed as follows: police protection, 29 percent;judicial, 11
percent; legal services and prosecution, 5 percent; public
defense, 1 percent; and “other criminal justice”, 9 percent
(figure 10).

The legal services and prosecution sector at the State level
showed the largest percentage increase, up 24 percent.

A slight decline in State “other criminal justice’” expenditure
of 0.2 percent follows several years of decreased growth rates
and reflects a drop from $482 million to $471 million in State
intergovernmental payments to local governments due largely
to lower LEAA block grant allocations.

Each criminal justice sector at the State level showed full-

_time equivalent employment increases, ranging from a 3 percent

increase in the number of police protection employees to a 36

‘percent increase in judicial personnel (due largely to court

system reorganizations involving a State takeover of some local
courts).

Counties

County governments spent a total of $5.1 billion for criminal
justice, up $478 million or 10 percent over FY 1976 and about
half of the percent increase of the prior year. Nearly one-third
(32 percent) was expended for police protection;27 percent for
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corrections; 25 percent for judicial; 9 percent for legal services
and prosecution; 4 percent for “other criminal justice’; and 3
percent for public defense (figure 14).

County full-time equivalent employment was 287,760 in

October 1977, an increase of 6 percent over October 1976
(figure 15).

The 333 counties with a 1975 population of 100,000 or
more accounted for slightly more than three-fourths (33 billion)
of the total county criminal justice expenditure and 72 percent

of all county full-time equivalent employment for criminal
justice (tables 15-19).

Municipalities

Municipal governments -(cities, towns, and townships) out-
spent county governments on criminal justice activities by
almost $4 billion, but the difference can be attributed mainly

to the police protection sector, where municipal governments
outspent counties by more than a 4 to 1 margin (figure 16).

Municipal full-time equivalent employment for criminal
justice was 445,361 in October 1977, a 2 percent increase over

the October 1976 level. The employment level in police pro-
tection, accounting for 86 percent of all municipal criminal

justice personnel, accounted for nearly all of the increase
(figure 17).

The 395 city governments with a 1975 population of 50,600
or more contain 53 percent of the municipal population but
account for 67 percent of all municipal criminal justice ex-
penditure and 62 percent of all municipal full-time equivalent
employment (tables 20-24),

Local governments in the largest SMSA’s

The county and municipal governments in the 17 largest
standard metropolitan statistical areas, -containing 30 percent
of the United States population, expended $6.0 billion for
criminal justice activities —almost half (46 percent) of the

Nation’s total local criminal justice direct expenditure
(table 12).

The local governments in the 17 largest SMSA’s accounted
for 295,830 full-time equivalent employment or 40 percent
of the total full-time equivalent local government employment
in criminal justice (table 13).

f
%

INTRODUCTION

This publication is the eleventh in a series of annual reports
that present public expenditure and employment data on crim-
inal justice activities in the United States. In this report, expend-
iture data cover the fiscal year (FY) 1977, and employment
data are for the month of October 1977. Refer to the Survey
Methodology section of the text for a discussion of the varia-
tion in some fiscal year ending dates.

As in previous years, specific data are supplied for the Fed-
eral Government, each of the 50 State governments, and the
aggregate local level of government within each State. Survey
coverase was designed to produce reliable estimates for each
State of the percent of total State and local law enforcement ex-
penditure funded and expended by units of general local govern-
ment. These estimates, shown in table 1, are necessary for com-
pliance with the provisions of the Omnibus Crime Control and
Safe Streets Act of 1968, as amended. Data are published
separately for the aggregate county governments and the aggre-
gate municipal governments (cities, towns, and townships)
within each State, for each of the 333 counties with a 1975
population of 100,000 or more, for the 395 cities with a 1975
population of 50,000 or more, and for the 17 standard metro-
politan statistical areas (SMSA’s) with a 1975 population of
2,000,000 or more.!

Historical overview

Although this annual series of reports began in fiscal year
1967, caution should be exercised in comparing data in the FY
1971 and later volumes with data in eurlier volumes. Beginning
with FY 1971, the survey was greatly expanded. The survey
panel of governmental units was increased by a third, and the
number of units for which data are compiled in the field by
specially trained agents was more than doubled. Data collection
further benefited from a growing familiarity with the criminal
justice systems of the varjous States and of the individual units
within the States. Data from the FY 1971 through FY 1977
annual volumes are essentially comparable; these data were
collected in each year from the same panel of governments and
were edited and processed in a uniform fashion. Refer to the
Survey Methodology section of the text for more detail.

Table A shows the steady rise in expenditure for criminal
justice activities at all levels of government over the 7 years.
Full-time equivalent criminal justice employment also in-
creased at all levels of government but at a much slower rate
than expenditure (see table B). A report entitled Trends in
Expenditure and Employment Data for the Criminal Justice
System, 1971-1976, which summarizes data from the annual
publications, is available, The next trends report, covering

1Once an SMSA, county or city is selected for individual presentation
on the basis of its population, the unit continues to be shown individually
even though its population may later drop below the established criteria.
This is to retain comparability in the presentation of individual unit data
from ycar to year.

fiscal years 1971 through 1977, is being prepared for release
in the spring of 1979.

Organization of this report

In this introductory text, Federal, State, and local govern-
ment criminal justice expénditure and employment data are
discussed and compared with 1976 data. Accompanying tables
and charts are followed by a description of survey methodology,
data sources, and limitations.

Following the introductory text are the main tables, which
are organized into three major parts. Section I presents “vari-
able pass-through” data (table 1), with an accompanying ex-
planation of this unique concept. Section II presents summary
data for the criminal justice system at the Federal, State, and
local government levels and for selected SMSA’s and individual
governmyoweds, «towing the interrclationship of the various
sectors of the system (tables 2-24). Sections III-VIII cover each
of the six “sectors” of the criminal justice system individually,
providing where possible a further breakdown of data on
particular criminal justice activities (tables 25-61). Charts show-
ing percent distribution of criminal justice expenditure by
State and type of government appear at the beginning of Sec-
tions II-VIH (see figures 19-25).

Table A. Total Criminal Justice Direct Expen-
diture and Percent Change by Level
of Government, Fiscal Years
1971 te 1977

Year Total Federal | State| Local

Amount (millions of dollars)

1971.eeeneens. | 10,517 1,215| 2,681 6,621
1972.00eueen.. | 11,732 1,502 2,948 7,281
1973.0eeeeee.. | 13,007 | 1,651 3,304| 8,052
1974.00eveen.. | 14,851 1,859 3,900 | 9,092
1975.00eennees| 17,249 | 2,188| 4,612 10,449
19760eenae.. | 19,681 2,450 | 5,204 | 12,027
1977 cveuvenn.. | 21,574 | 2,779 5,812 12,983

Percent increase or decrease (-)

1971 to 1972.. 11.6 23.6| 10.0 10.0
1972 to 1973.. 10.9 9.9] 1z2.1 10,6
1973 to 1974.. 4.2 12.6| 18.0 12.9
1974 to 1975.. 16.1 17.7|  18.3 14.9
1975 to 1976.. 14.1 12,0 12.8 15.1
1976 to 1977.. 9.6 13.41 11.7 7.9
1971 to 1977.. 105.1 128.7| 116.8 96.1

Note: Because of rounding, detail does not
always add to total.
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Tables A and B of appendix 1 show expenditure and employ-
ment data for special police force activities in selected school
districts and special districts not included in the summary
totals for general local governments. Tables C and D of appen-
dix 1 show expenditure and employment data for campus
police forces of State and local governments—data which are
included in the summary tables. Refer to the Survey Method-
ology section of the text for a discussion of the differences in
general local governments and independent school districts
and special districts in the presentation of data in this report.
A new appendix table, table E, shows the amount of block
grants and categorical grants awarded to each State by the
Law Enforcement Assistance Administration in FY 1977.

Immediately preceding this introduction, a table-finding
guide has been provided for quick reference to the subjects
covered. The guide cross-references all subjects contained in this
report pertaining to criminal justice activities by all governments
combined and each level of government—Federal, State, and
local. Local governments are further broken down into counties
and municipalities.

Definitions for concepts, categories, and terms used in this
report are contained in appendix 2. Two concepts that recur
frequently, however, are worth noting here. Total expenditure
is comprised of direct and intergovernmental expenditure of a
government or level of government for criminal justice activities.
In most expenditure tables, certain totals must be adjusted to
exclude duplicative intergovernmental expenditure amounts.
For example, money paid by a State government to a county
government within that State is reported by the State govern-
ment as an intergovernmental expenditure and by the county
government as a direct expenditure when the money is spent.
Therefore, in order to arrive at a combined State-local govern-
ment total that does not duplicate these amounts, intergovern-
mental expenditure amounts are deducted from the State-local
total, since those amounts are also reflected in the direct ex-
penditures of the recipient governments. The same is true of
intergovernmental payments between counties and municipali-
ties within the same State. Full-time equivalent employment
is a statistical measure that represents the total number of
employees (full- and part-time), discounted by applying aver-
age full-time earning rates. It is calculated by dividing the
total payroll (full-time plus part-time) by the full-time payroll
and multiplying the resultant quotient by the number of full-
time employees.

It is also important to note that in this report the judicial,
legal services and prosecution, and public defense categories
include expenditure and employment data for both criminal
and civil justice activities because available source documents
for many governments do not segregate these activities for
courts or agencies that handle both. Nor are the State and
local governmental cfficials who provide the survey data able
to make this break reliably and consistently. Therefore, in the
absence of a consistent and reliable basis for proration, both
criminal and civil activities are included for these categories
to preserve uniformity in the collection and presentation of
data. . i

Appendix 3 exhibits the mail questionnaires used in the 1977
survey, followed by a user evaluation questionnaire soliciting
comments from readers.

General, fiscal year 1977

Total expenditure for criminal justice purposes in FY 1977
by all levels of government was $21.6 billion. This is an increase
of $1.9 billion or 10 percent over FY 1976 but less than the 14
percent increase recorded in FY 1976 (table A).

Over half, $12 billion, of total criminal justice expenditure
was for police protection, and close to one-fourth, $5 billion,
was for corrections. The balance was distributed as follows:
$2.6 billion or 12 percent for judicial activities, $1.2 billion or
6 percent for prosecution and civil legal services, $0.4 or 2
percent for public defense, and $0.5 billion or 2 percent for
other criminal justice activities. All six criminal justice func-
tions showed increases in 1977 over 1976: Public defense ex-
penditure led with a 22 percent increase, followed by legal
services/prosecution (up 17 percent), corrections (up 13 per-
cent), other criminal justice (up 10 percent), judicial (up 9
percent), and police protection (up F percent).

In October 1977, there were 1,131,780 criminal justice
employees on a full-time equivalent basis. This was 51,888
more than in October 1976, the highest rate of growth since
October 1974, as seen in table B.

Figure 1 presents State-by-State per capita expenditure
for criminal justice activities of State and of local governments
in Fiscal Year 1977. The per capita data were computed on the
basis of provisional population estimates as of July 1, 1977.

On a per capita basis, direct expenditure of all State and
local governments for criminal justice activities was $87 in
1977, an 8.8 percent increase over the $80 recorded in 1976.
Tcal governments spent $60 per capita, or 69 percent of the
total State and local government per capita expenditure. How-
ever, in 7 States (Alaska, Delaware, New Mexico, North Carolina,
Rhode' Island, Vermont, and West Virginia) per capita criminal
justice expenditure of the State government exceeded that of its
local governmental units. The District of Columbia per capita
expenditure of $268 was the highest amount recorded in 1977,
although this was 7.3 percent lower than the $289 per capita
in 1976. Among the States, Alaska at $217 led the Nation,
followed by Nevada ($162), New York £$130), and California
($125). '

The total expenditure increase of State and local govern-
ments from FY 1976 to FY 1977 varied sharply by region, as
shown in Figure 2 in the graphic summary. The South led all
regions with an increase of $495.2 million or 11.0 percent,
followed closely by the West, up $430.7 million or 10.9 per-
cent, and the North Central region up $373.0 million or 9.1
percent. The Northeast region had only about half of the in-
crease of that of the South, with a total expenditure increase of
$266.1 million or 5.6 percent.

Year-to-year change in expenditure of State and local govern-
ments also varied dramatically from State to State (Figure 3):

- Lalifornia_lgd all State areas with the largest increase in absolutc

INTRODUCTION—Continued 3

amount spent—$231.2 million or 9.2 percent. The three next
biggest dollar gains were made in Michigan ($90.8 million or
11.8 percent), Texas (879.9 million or 11.2 percent), and
Pennsylvania ($74.0 million or 8.9 percent). In terms of per-
cent increase, Wyoming led with an increase of 48.8 percent;
which, however, represented a relatively small dolar increase
of $12.4 million. Oklahoma was next, with a 32.8 percent in-
crease, representing an additional outlay of $44.2 million.

Local governments continued to spend more than the Fed-
eral and State governments combined for all criminal justice
activities. Figure 6 in the graphic summary shows that local
governments accounted for 60 percent of all direct criminal
justice expenditure; State governments contributed 27 per-
cent; and the Federal Government 13 percent. However, when
each activity is examined separately, the proportion accounted
for by the different levels of government varied throughout
the criminal justice system.

3

As seen in table C, five of the activities—police protection,
judicial, legal services and prosecution, public defense, and
“other criminal justice” were supported mainly by local govern-
ments. State governments contributed the largest amount for
corrections.

Figure 4 shows the change in direct expenditure by type of
government and by function from FY 1976 to FY 1977. The
two largest increases in direct expenditure occurred in police
protection of municipalities (up $444 million) and in correc-
tions expenditure of State governments (up $372 million).
These two increases alone accounted for over 43 percent of the
total increase in direct expenditure for all governments between
FY 1976 and FY 1977. The “other criminal justice” sector of
municipalities registered the largest year-to-year percent increase
(37.0 percent or $25.5 million), followed closely by the Federal
public defense sector (up 35.4 percent or $36.7 million) and the
Federal judicial sector (up 32.0 percent or $70.2 million).

Table B. Total Full-time Equivalent Criminal JusticeﬂEmponees and Percent Change,
by Level of Government, October 1971 to October 1977

Payroll period Total Federal State Local
Number of employees
October 197l.c.vsvescensecconcccncans 861,776 77,523 205,859 578,394
October 1972.cceeescsernesannssanenss 898,305 85,222 216,603 596,480
October 1973..ccciveeencrennseceannces 945,309 87,139 232,299 625,871
October 1974...cccvnaienccecasscnnans 1,011,205 93,755 252,588 664,862
October 1975 . iciecencacaccccnnsessse 1,050,503 96,136 263,208 691,159
October 1976.ccveecceccecsconcsoncans 1,079,892 99,553 272,48§ 707,851
October 1977¢.ievevnaccicninsascncans 1,131,780 100,088 298,571 733,121

Percent increase

or decrease (-)

u.tober 1971 to October 1972¢.eeveves 42 9.9 5.2 3.1
October 1972 to October 1973ciceevies 5.2 2.2 7.2 4,9
October 1973 to October 1974..cceesse 7.0 7.6 8.7 2.2
October 1974 to October 1975.¢cccvass 3.9 2.5 4,2 2.2
October 1975 to October 1976¢.civsens 2.8 3.6 3.5 .
October 1976 to October 1977..c0c¢veee 4.8 0.5 9.6 3.6
October 1971 to October 1977¢cceive.e 31.3 29,1 45,0 26.8
Table C. 'Percent Distribution of Total Direct Expenditure for the Crimiqal Justice System
by Activity and Level of Government, Fiscal Year 1977 '
Other
Police Legal Public

Level of government Total protection Judicial services defense Corrections c?iminal

‘ justice
Total.eeevooo 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Federal...oeoeeoees 12.9 14.9 11.0 15.2 34.8 6.1 19.5
State.ssineecsnnnas 26.9 15,2 24.6 24,2 19.4 57.7 27.6
Local.ssuiesnsoncane 60.2 J69.9 ) 64 .4 60.6 45.8 36.2 52.9

Iy l _J PRt R 54 .
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Relationships similar to those found for expenditure among
the various levels of government also apply to employment.
Figure 7 shows that almost two-thirds of the totui full-time
equivalent criminal justice employment of all governments was
at the local level. As seen in table D, the proportion of people
employed by the three levels of government in each sector gen-
erally approximated the proportion of expenditures made in

- the sector. Exceptions to this pattern are seen in the public

defense and “other criminal justice” sectors. The Federal Gov-
ernment accounted for 35 percent of the total expenditure for
public defense but only 3 percent of the employees. This is be-
cause the Federal Government makes more extensive use of
court-appointed counsel systems, whereby fees are paid to
private counsel to defend indigent clients accused of crimes,
than do State and local governments, which more frequently
hire employees directly to provide public defense services, It
should also be noted that 85 percent of Federal public defense
expenditure was accounted for by the Legal Services Corpora-
tion for counseling indigent persons in purely civil matters.
Other Federal public defense programs service clients involved
in criminal matters or mixbd criminal and civil matters. Local
governments accounted for 53 percent of “other criminal
justice” expenditure but only 42 percent of the employees,
while State governments contributed 28 percent of the expendi-
ture and 41 percent of the employees. This is due in part to the
cffect of large capital expenditures in this category at the local
government level for construction of multipurpose criminal
justice buildings. Moreover, this residual category has smaller
expenditure and employment totals and small changes have a
greater proportionate impact.

Federal Government (tables 4 and 5)

The Federal Government expended a total of $3.6 billion on
criminal justice activities in fiscal year 1977. This represents
dlightly over 1 percent of the total 1977 Federal expenditure
of $314 billion. The $3.6 billion amounts to a $280 million, or
8 percent increase, over FY 1976. The increase in Federal
criminal justice direct expenditure (which includes current
operating expenses and capital outlay but excludes Federal
grants to State and local governments) was even greater at
13 percent.

The police protection sector accounted for the largest por-
tion of the total dollar increase: $156 million or 10 percent.

However, the public defense sector accounted for the largest
percentage increase, 35 percent or $36.7 million, reflecting a
41 percent increase in the expenditures of the Legal Services
Corporation referred to above.

Following closely in amount of increase were Federal judi-
cial expenditures, rising 32 percent. This reflects increases of
$53.5 million by the U.S. District Courts, $6 million by the
U.S. Marshals Service, and $5 million by the Federal Judicial
Center.

Increases also occurred in legal services, up 24 percent, and
in corrections, up 18 percent. For the first time in recent years
“other criminal justice” expenditure experienced a decline,
dropping $72 million or 8 percent. This is primarily the result
of a decrease in intergovernmental expenditure. Law Enforce-
ment Assistance Administration grants (comprising nearly all of
Federal intergovernmental outlays for criminal justice,) de-
creased from $836 million in FY 1976 to $774 million in
FY 1977. Of the $62 million drop, $58 million occurred in Fed-
eral payments to State governments,

Figure 8 shows that, as in previous years, the largest share of
Federal criminal justice money was expended for police protec-
tion activities, including those agencies that ernfurce Federal
law and those that provide security and police services to Fed-
eral property and buildings. Of the $3.6 billion in total Federal
criminal justice expenditure, about one half ($1.8 billion) was
for activities in the police protection sector, including those of
the Federal Bureau of Investigation (3464 million), the Bureau
of Customs ($341 million), the Drug Enforcement Administra-
tion ($158 million), and the Postal Inspection Service ($114
million). About one-fourth of all Federal criminal justice
expenditure was reported for activities classified in the “other
criminal justice” sector. The other four sectors accounted for
the remaining 26 percent of Federal criminal justice expendi-
ture.

Full-time equivalent Federal employment in criminal justice
activities increased slightly {0.5 percent) from October 1976 to
October 1977. There were just over 100,000 full-time equiva-
lent employees in October 1977, including 71,433 (71 percent)
in the police protection sector; 11,760 (12 percent) in the
corrections sector; 6,930 (7 percent) in the legal services and
prosecution sector; and 8,165 (8 percent) in the judicial sector
(see figure 9). Public defense and *“‘other criminal justice” to-

Table D. Percent Distrib_ution of Full-Time Equivalent Employment in the Criminal Justice System
by Activity and Level of Government, October 1977 .

X Other
Level of government Total Police Judicial Legal Public Corrections | criminal
protection services defense

Justice
Total....ocns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Federal...veovousee 8.8 11.1 5.4 10.8 2.8 4.6 17.1
State.eevivesons 26.4 14.5 24.8 23.6 39.2 57.1 40.9
Local..oevanass 64.8 74 .4 69.{5 65.6 58.0 38.3 42.0

s
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gether accounted for only 1,800 full-time equivalent employees
(2 percent) although these two sectors accounted for 28 percent
of the total Federal criminal justice expenditure. As previously
mentioned, the greatest portion of public defense expenditure
was for court-appointed counsel, who are not considered reg-
ular public employees, and the greatest portion of the “other
criminal justice” expenditure was in the form of intergovern-
mental grants.

Federal criminal justice employees drew an October 1977
payroll of $170.0 million; each sector’s percentage of the total
payroll was generally proportionate to the percentage of full-
time equivalent employment (see table E). There is a slight
disparity in some sectors because of a concentration of higher
paid employees. For example, the judicial sector had 8 percent
of ‘the employees but received 9 percent of the payroll. As
shown in figure 5, the Federal Government has the highest
average monthly salaries in every criminal justice sector. An
average monthly salary of $2,035 for public defense employees
is followed by aversge salaries of $1,882 and $1,869 in the
judicial and legal services/prosecution sectors respectively.

State governments (tables 6-11)

The total general expenditure of State governments in
FY 1977 was $166 billion, of which $6.7 billion or 4 percent
was expended on criminal justice activities, about the same
proportion as in past years. This represents an increase of $709
million or 12 percent in criminal justice expenditure from the
previous fiscal year, slightly less than the 13 percent increase
from 1975 to 1976.

The increase in expenditure by State governments was re-
flected in all criminal justice sectors except “other criminal
justice.” The legal services and prosecution sector at the State
level showed the largest percentage increase, up 24 percent.
Corrections expenditure, increasing by $385 million or 15
percent, accounted for more than half of the overall dollar
increase.

The slight overall decline of 0.4 percent in total State “other
criminal justice” expenditure from $612 million in FY 1976
to $610 million in FY 1977 follows several years of decreased
rates of growth. The decrease occurred in State intergovern-
mental payments to local governments, which dropped from
$482 million to $471 million, reflecting the decline in the
Law Enforcement Assistance Administration block grants,
which States redistribute to local governments.

Police protection and judicial expenditure of State govern-
ments both showed decreased rates of growth from the pre-
vious year. Police protection expenditure increased 10 percent
compared with 13 percent in FY 1976; and judicial expendi-
ture rose 12 percent, down from the 18 percent increase in
the prior year. Public defense expenditure rose 15 percent—
nearly double the 8 percent rate of increase of a year ago.

As in past years, the corrections sector accounted for the
largest portion of State criminal justice expenditure (33 billion
or 44 percent). These expenditures included the operation of
State prison systems and, in many States, the operation of the
probation and parole systems as well. The balance of State crim-
inal justice expenditure was distributed as follows: Police
protection, $2 billion, or 29 percent; judicial, $736 million or
11 percent; legal services and prosecution, $315 million, or 5
percent; public defense, $90 million, or ! percent; and “other
criminal justice”, $610--million, or 9 percent (see figure 10).

Full time equivalent employment of State criminal justice
agencies increased 10 percent to 298,571, Each criminal justice
sector showed increases in employment, ranging from a 3
percent increase in the number of police protection employees
to a 36 percent increase in judicial personnel (due largely to
court svstem reorganizations involving a State takeover of some
local courts). Payroll increased 19 percent between October
1976 and October 1977. The 298,571 full-time equivalent
employees (10 percent of the total 29 million full-time
equivalent employees on State payrolls) received $370 million
in salaries, wages, or other compensation in the month of

Table E. Percent Distribution of Federal Criminal Justice Full-Time Equivalent Employment and Payroli,

by Activity, October 1977

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Percent distribution
Full-time
Activity equivalent October 1977 Full~time
payroll October 1977
employees equivalent
payroll
employment
Total.sieeeeseesnan cecessosanas 100,088 $170,004 100.0 100.0
Police pProtection..seereesveccssecnee 71,433 122,380 71.4 72.0
Judicifleseseivenorcncensosvecivnnons 8,165 15,363 8.2 9.0
Legal S8erviceS...ieerecevovesscnsscas 6,930 12,954 6.9 7.6
Public defense...eeeoveessasocascanys 230 468 0.2 0.3
Corrections. .. oeeceocincnvacsascanne 11,760 16,279 11.7 9.6
Other criminal justice.iiieieescrocoes 1,570 2,560 1.6 1.5
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October 1977. The percentage of full-time equivalent employ-
ment in each sector was generally proportionate to the
percentage of total expenditure in each sector with the
exception of “other criminal justice” (see figures 10 and 11).

The October 1977 payroll of $370 million was divided
among the six criminal justice sectors roughly in proportion
to the full-time equivalent employment in the sector (see
table F). For those sectors characterized by higher-paid em-
ployees, namely judicial, legal services/prosecution, public
defense, and “other criminal justice” (see figure 5), the'sector’s
share of payroll of course exceeded the share of employment.

Local governments: Counties and municipalities (tables 6-10
and 14-24)

‘Total expenditure for criminal justice by local governments
in fiscal year 1977 was $13 billion, a $959 million or 8 percent
increase from FY 1976—about $600 million or 7 percent less
than the increase in the prior year. As in past years, close
to two-thirds of this expenditure occurred in the police protec-
tion sector ($8 billion or 64 percent). The judicial sector and
the corrections sector accounted for 13 and 14 percent of ex-
penditure respectively, while the other three sectors accounted
for relatively smaller percents (see figure 12).

Local full-time equivalent employment was also distributed
among the six sectors roughly in the same proportions as total
expenditure #see figures 12 and 13). Two slight exceptions to
this generalizziion are the public defense sector, where pay-
ments are frequently made to private court-appointed counsel
who are not direct employees of the government, and the
“other criminal justice” sector, where expenditures are fre-
quently grant funds of private agencies associated with criminal
justice activities or are used for construction of multi-purpose
criminal justice facilities. In both instances, large expenditures
may be made without the governments involved directly em-
ploying the workers.

Analyzing local criminal justice expenditure in total, how-
ever, tends to obscure important differences between the
county level of government and the municipal level. Muni-
cipal governments (cities, towns, and townships) outspent
county governments on criminal justice by almost $3 billion
overall, but the difference can be attributed almost exclusively
to the police sector, where the municipal governments outspent
the county governments by more than 4 to 1. Municipal gdvem-
ments spent $6.7 billion (or 84 percent of all their criminal
justice expenditure) on police protection, more than county
governments spent on all six sectors altogether. However,
county governments spent substantially more than municipal
governments in the other five sectors. No one sector dominates
county criminal justice expenditure as police protection does
municipal expenditure (see figures 14 and 16).

County criminal justice expenditure for all activities increased
by 10 percent over FY 1976, about half the increase from FY
1975 to FY 1976 and the lowest increase in recent years. The
greatest individual sector increase occurred in public defense,
$26.3 million or 20 percent which, however, represents a de-
cline from the prior year increase of 27 percent. All other sec-
tors registered substantial declines in their rates of increase
from the prior year: police protection, from 15 to 9 percent;
judicial, from 19 to 8 percent; legal services and prosecution,
from 24 to 16 percent; corrections, from 16 to 10 percent; and
“other criminal justice,” from 134 to 15 percent. The drop in
“other criminal justice” expenditure at the county level partly
reflects a reduction in capital outlay expenditure from §436
million in FY 1976 to $424 million in FY 1977. This contrasts
markedly with the 1975-76 increase of $154 million in county
capital outlay for the construction of multifunctional crimiral
justice buildings, such as police-jail or police-court facilities.

At the municipal level, the largest proportionate increase
year-to-year was in the ‘“other criminal justice” sector (36
percent)—the only sector in which the rate of increase did not

Table F. Percent Distribution of State Criminal Justice Full-Time Equivalent Employment and Payroll,
by Activity, October 1977

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Percent distribution
Full-time October 1977
Activity equivalent c ixésgll Full-time October 1977
employees pay equivalent
payroll
employment
TOtale.ovesneonsscssessaansones 1298,571 $370,396 1100.0 100.0
Police proteCtioN..eessssesnsesssvess 53,674 116,294 31.4 3L.4
Judicial.esesrcesvosasasscnssoassssnns 37,337 58,566 12,5 15.8
legal ServiCeS..recescsrssncccnssaasse 15,068 23,147 5.1 6.3
Public defense..cceseessosancsacnsacs 3,175 ‘4,376 1.1 1.2
COrTectionS..cvissevncsecasansnosones 145,552 163,079 48.8 44,0
Other criminal justice...evevseccsecs 3,766 4,934 1.3 1.3

lpecause of rounding:'detail does not add to totgk. P
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decline in relation to FY 1976. In the other sectors, changes
ranged from a 4 percent decline in municipal judicial activities
to a 12 percent increase in the legal services and prosecution
sector,

At both the county and municipal levels, employment and
payrolls were distributed throughout the various sectors in
nearly the same percentages as expenditure (see tables G and H).
There were 287,760 full-time equivalent county criminal justice
employees in October 1977 drawing a monthly payroll of
$327 million. This was an increase of 15,219 or 6 percent over
October 1976. The police protection sector showed the greatest
increase in the number of full-time equivalent employees,
4,818 or 5 percent. As at the State level, in those sectors with a
concentration of higher-paid employees such as legal services
and public defense (see figure 5), the percentage of total payroll

- exceeded the percentage of total employees. County average

monthly pay for police protection, rising 17 percent, exceeded
the municipal average for the first time, $1,267 to $1,266.
There were 445,361 full-time equivalent municipal criminal
justice employees in October 1977 with a monthly payroll
of $559 million. This was an increase of only 2 percent com-
pared with October 1976 full-time equivalent employment.
Nearly all of the 10,011 increase occurred in police protection,
which rose by 9,048, in marked contrast to the increase of less
than 100 from FY 1975 to FY 1976. In the remaining municipal
sectors, small declines in judicial and “other criminal justice”
were offset by small gains in legal services and prosecution,
public defense and corrections. Among the sectors with a signifi-
cant number of employees, the legal services and corrections
sectors paid the highest average salaries. Except in the police
protection and public defense sectors, municipal average
monthly salaries exceeded those at the county level.

Table G. Percent Distribution of County Criminal Justice Full-Time Equivalent Employment and Payroll,
by Activity, October 1977

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Percent distribution
Full-time
Activity equivalent October 1977 Full-time
) payroll October 1977
employees equivalent
payroll
employment
Totalieeaeessossnevosnennsnnans 287,760 1$327,053 100.0 1100.0
Police protection.....e... cresennanes 96, 635 122,434 33.6 37.4
Judicialeeeevevsseonnnns ceebesonscnas 78,851 77,411 27.4 23.7
Legal services..... eessaressereneee 27,842 35,553 9.7 10.9
Public defense....eceeess Ciesraanans . 4, 441 7,058 1.5 2.2
CorrectionsS..cseeincuseasssssicesases 77,682 82,087 27.0 25.1
Other criminal justice....eeeveveeens 2,309 2,511 0.8 0.8

lBecause of rounding, detail does not add to total.

Table H. Percent Distribution of Municipal Criminal Justice Full-time Equivalent Employment and Payroll,

by Activity, Gctober 1977

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Percent distribution
Full-time
Activity equivalent October 111977 Full-time 1
employees payro equivalent October 11977
employment payro
Total,....... e, 445,361 $559,347 1100.0 1100.0
Police protection,......... e 383,273 485,040 86,1 86.7
Judicial......., PN 26,193 27,577 5.8 4.9
Legal services.....covvvvnneinnnnnss 14,062 18,080 3.1 3.2
Public defense,.....coveveninrnennsns 258 317 0.1 0.1
Correctlons,.... oo eniones . 20,014 26,479 4.4 4,7
Other criminal justice....... . . 1,561 1,854 1 0.4 0.3

1Because of rounding, detail does not add to to[éal.




Separate data are presented in tables 15-19 for the 333
county governments with a population of 100,000 or more.
Over ¢ z-half (58 percent) of the total 1975 United States
population lives in the 333 largest counties, and these counties
accounted for slightly more than three-fourths ($4 billion) of
the total expenditure for criminal justice activities at the county
level. These same counties accounted for 72 percent of all
county-level full-time equivalent criminai justice employment
(206,269) and paid 79 percent of the total county criminal
justice payroll for October 1977, These figures of course, reflect
the greater need for criminal justice services and the higher
salaries in densely populated areas.

Separate data are presented in tables 20-24 for the 395 city
governments with a population of 50,000 or more. Total crim-
inal justice expenditure by the 395 large city governments
amounted to $5 billion, and full-time equivalent criminal justice
employment was 275,687. These 395 cities have slightly more
than one-half (53 percent) of the municipal population and ac-
counted for slightly more than two-thirds of the municipal crim-
inal justice expenditure, 67 percent. These same 395 cities em-
ployed 62 percent of all municipal full-time equivalent employ-
ees working in the criminal justice system and paid them 67 per-
cent of the total municipal criminal justice payroll. Again, as
with the large counties, the proportion of payroll exceeded the
proportion of employees, reflecting the generally higher salaries
in the large metropolitan areas.

The distribution of expenditure and employment throughout
the various criminal justice sectors in the 333 counties and the
395 cities reflects the distribution for counties and cities
generally.

It should be noted that in the individual city tables, certain
cities displayed are either independent, being wholly outside
any county area, or operate wholly or in part as a consolidated
city-county. In general, these cities are more similar to large
counties than to other large cities in the scope of their criminal
justice responsibilities; that is, in addition to police protection,
which is the primary criminal justice function in most cities,
these cities also operate extensive judicial and corrections
systems and may have significant public defense expenditures.
The independent cities are: Anchorage, Alaska; Washington,
D.C.; Baltimore, Md.; St. Louis, Mo.; Columbus, Ga.; Carson
City, Nev.; and the following cities in Virginia: Alexandria,
Chesapeake, Hampton, Lynchburg, Newport News, Norfolk,
Portsmouth, Richmond, Roanocke, Virginia Beach, and 31
others, 20 of which are included in the survey sample and are
reflected in table I. Data are not available for eight cities not
included in the survey sample and three cities which did not re-
spond. The consolidated city-county governments are: San
Francisco, Calif.; Denver, Colo.; Jacksonville, Fla.; Honolulu,
Hawaii; Indianapolis, Ind.; Lexingten, Ky.; Baton Rouge, La.;
New Orleans, La.; Boston, Mass.; New York City, N.Y.; Phila-
delphia, Pa.; Nashville-Davidson, Tenn.; and three outers that
are not displayed in the individual city tables because they had
ponulations of less than 50,000. They are Juneau, Alaska;
oisd, Alaska; and Nantucket, Mass. All 15 however, are dis-
played in table I to show their effect on total municipal direct
expenditure and employment for all criminal justice functions.
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Because New York City’s criminal justice direct expenditure
accounted for 48 percent of the combined total of independent
cities and consolidated city-counties, these units’ share of total
municipal direct expenditure is less dramatic when New York
City is removed, dropping from 29 percent to 15 percent.
Similarly, New York City accounts for 42 percent of the total
criminal justice employment for this group, and when it is
removed, the share of total municipal employment is reduced
from 24 percent to 14 percent.

Local governments in the 17 largest SMSA’s (tables 12, 13,
and 14)

Data are presented on criminal justice expenditure, employ-
ment, and payroll of all governments in the 17 largest standard
metropolitan statistical areas (SMSA’s) and within the individual
SMSA for each of its component county areas. The county
area data include aggregate figures for the county government
and for all municipalities within that county. In a few instances,

" data for individusl cities are listed separately in the SMSA tables

because the city is either the only government within a county
area, e.g., consolidated city-county governments such as
Phiiadelphia or New York City, or the city is organizationally
independent and within no recognized county boundary, e.g.,
St. Louis, Mo., or Baltimore, Md. The State Economic Area
(SEA) rather than the SMSA is shown for Boston because the
SMSA’s in New England are defined in terms of cities and towns
rather than counties, a deviation from the general SMSA con-
cept. The SEA, on the other hand, is made up of counties.

As seen in table 12, the 17 largest SMSA’s expended $6.0
billion for criminal justice activities in FY 1977. Almost half
(46 percent) of the Nation’s total local criminal justice direct
expenditure was made by governments in these areas, where
30 percent of the estimated 1975 United States population
resides. On a sector-by-sector basis, governments in these SMSA’s
accounted for 46 percent of all local government direct ex-
penditure for police protection; 43 percent of local expenditure
for judicial activities; 45 percent of local expenditure for legal
servcies and prosecution activities; 49 percent of local expendi-
ture for public defense activities; 47 percent of all local expen-
diture for corrections activities; and 47 percent of local ex-
penditure for “other criminal justice” activities (see table J).

The local governments in the 17 largest SMSA’s employed
295,830 full-time equivalent personnel in criminal justice, or
40 percent of the total number of local government full-time
equivalent employees working in criminal justice. The per-
centage of all local government employees working in each
criminal justice sector in these SMSA’s was police protection,
40 percent; judicial, 40 percent; legal services and prosecution,
40 percent; public defense, 43 percent; corrections, 42 percent;
and “other criminal justice,” 40 percent.

On a per capita basis, the 17 largest SMSA’s spent $91 in
1977. Police protection accounted for $58 or 64 percent of the
17 largest SMSA’s total criminal justice expenditure. Total per
capita criminal justice expenditure varied from $42 for the
Pittsburgh SMSA to $139 for the New York, New York—New
Jersey SMSA. Police protection expenditure as a percentage

«of total, SMSA expenditure ranged from 50 percent for San

Francisco—Oakland to 77 for Chicago (figure 18).
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Table I. Criminal Justice System Direct Expenditure and Employment of independent Cities and
Consolidated City-County Governments, Fiscal Year 1977
(Decllar amounts in thousands)
Total criminal Total criminal
State and type of Justice system State and type of justice system
government Estimated Direct | Total governments Estimated pirect Total
population expendi- | employ- population expendi- | employ-
July 1, 1975 tures ees July 1, 1975 tures ees
United States: Kentucky:
Local governments, Lexington-Fayette,,... ces 186,048 10,701 697
totall, i ieieraiennonns (x)| $12,982,693 | 785,872
Counties, total,......| 189,776,000 5,067,611 | 306,411 | Louisiana:
Municipalities, totall| 170,157,000 7,915,082 | 479,461 Baton Rouge-East Baton
Independent cities ROUgEsanaveensanvonans .e 310,922 16,673 1,600
and consolidated city- New Orleans-Orleans...... 559,770 50,278 3,627
county governments,,. 19,314,556 2,322,657 | 116,004 Maryland: ’
Baltimoressseseesaeans oo 6 §
Alaska: 37,114 89,241 4,999
Anchorage.ceecssseccess . 161,018 8,488 227 | Massachusetts;
Juneau,sceseassvenns veve 16,749 1,852 37 Boston-Suffolk.ssseuauaes 722,7% 105,943 4,528
Sitkausssseaoes cessnsaes 6,073 410 22 Nantucketesuevesscsscass 5,660 404 33
California: Missouri:
San FranciscOseseveseos . 664,520 88,748 4,432 St, LOULi8auearsscanicense 960,451 60,186 4,036
Colorado: Nevada:
Denver.escssssss beseenes 484,531 55,597 2,364 Carson Cltyaieeosesosisnes 24,928 1,079 78
District of Columbia,.,... 711,518 184,640 8,649 | New York:
New York-Bronx, Kings,
Florida: New York, Queens,
Jacksonville-Duval.,...e 562,282 31,943 2,066 Richmond.cuseuanserasnes 7,481,613 1,112,698 48,676
Grorgla: Pennsylvania:
Columbus-Muscogee,.vsusus 160,103 8,059 651 Philadelphia..ecuuuss vess 1,815,808 269,210 15,668
Hawaii: Tennessee:
Honolulu,seeesssseeoonsns 705,381 37,654 1,971 Nashville-Davidson....... 447,865 29,040 1,934
Indiana: Virginia:
Indianapolis-Marion..... 782,141 48,072 2,976 Independent cities (30)2, 1,907,267 111,741 6,733

X Not applicable.

lExpenditure and employment data for independent cities and
27here are 41 indevendent cities in Virginia; however, 8 of

aot regpond.

consolidated city-county governments are included.
these cities are not included in the survey sample; and three did

Table J. Total Criminal Justice Direct Expenditure of Ali Local Governments and Local Governments

in the 17 Largest SMSA's, Fiscal Year 1977

(Millions of dollars)

Police Legal Publi c Other
Local government Total protec-| Judicial ega uoLic Orrect | criminal
tion services | defense tions justice
All local governments..... $12,983 | $8,300 | $1,698 $743 $185 | $1,788 $269
Local governments in 17 largest
SMSA's..... et eer e 5,963 3,847 731 331 91 838 126
Percent of all local
governments'.............. . 45,9 46 .4 43,1 44,6 49.2 46.9 46.8

1percentages based on unrounded figurds:shown.in tables 7 and 12,

:~?.~
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SURVEY METHODOLOGY-SOURCES AND LIMI-
TATIONS OF THE DATA

General

Survey coverage and collection methods are described in
detail below, and the definitions applied in the collection of
data are presented in appendix 2.

As in l.c previous editions of this annual series, several
tables show comparisons of criminal justice expenditure and
full-time equivalent employment with the total general ex-
penditure and full-time equivalent employment for all functions
of the particular government or level of government. Prior to
the FY 1971 report, local government total expenditure and
full-time equivalent employment included data for independent
school districts and special districts as well as for general local
governments, ie., counties, municipalities, and townships.

The “variable pass-through” provisions of the Omnibus
Crime Control Act of 1970, however, required that the concept
of “local” government be confined to units of general local
government only in determining the ratio of State-to-local
government criminal justice expenditure. Beginning with the
FY 1971 report, therefore, the same concept was applied con-
sistently throughout the publication to reflect the intent of
the law, and the total general expenditure and total full-time
equivalent employment figures shown for the “local” level of
government in these comparisons include data for units of
general local government only and do not include data for in-
dependent school districts or special districts. This change may
result in significant differences from the percentages shown
in years prior to FY 1971 in those States where education
is largely the responsibility of independent school districts,
or where there are large special districts. Criminal justice ex-
penditure and employment data in this series, however, have
always been for units of general local government only; ie.,
no data on the criminal justice activities of independent school
districts or special districts have ever been included. As in
previous reports, however, appendix 1 presents separate data
for those independent schoo!l districts and special districts
having significant special police expenditure and employment.
In addition, appendix 1 includes separate data for campus
police of colleges and universities that are dependent agencies
of State and local general governments—data that are also
included in the summary figures for State and local govern-
ments.

Survey coverage

The survey through which basic figures for this report were
collected covered the Federal Government, -all State govern-
ments, and a representative sample of Jocal governments within
each State. Data were collected for all county governments
(regardless of size), for all municipalities (and townships in the

New England and Middle Atlantic States) having a 1970 popu-

lation of 10,000 or more, and for a sample of the remaining
municipalities and townships with less than 10,000 population,
selected according to the relative size of their annual expendi-

survey panel therefore included the Federal Government, the
50 State governments, and 9,044 local governments (the 3,042
county governments, 4,305 municipalities, and 1,697 town-
ships).

The survey period

Federal Government data are shown for FY 1977, which
began on Gctober 1, 1976 and ended September 30, 1977.
(Data for the transitional quarter from July 1, 1976 to
September 30, 1976 were displayed separately in Table 4A
of the 1976 publication of criminal justice expenditure and
employment). The State expenditure data presented in this
report cover the fiscal year ending June 30, 1977 for all States
except four whose fiscal years ended as follows: New York,
March 31, 1977, Texas, August 31, 1977; and Alabama, and
Michigan, September 30, 1977. However, there are some State
agencies that operate on a different fiscal year basis from the
rest of the State government. In such instances, figures shown
ae for the agency’s fiscal year that ended within the State’s
regular fiscal year.

For local governments, the 1977 fiscal years reported are
those that closed between July 1, 1976 and June 30, 1977.
Most municipalities and counties ended their fiscal years on
December 31, 1976 or June 30, 1977. The fiscal year reported
for Washington, D.C. ended on September 30, 1977.

Employment data shown for Federal, State, and local govern-
ments are for October 1977.

Data collection

The survey was accomplished using two methods of data
collection: Field compilation and mail canvass. Trained field
representatives compiled expenditure and employment data
from the governments’ own records for the 50 States, the 333
largest counties, the 395 largest cities, and selected smaller
units. The compilation work was done between July 1977 and
June 1978 in accordance with the definitions presented in
appendix 2. All other units in the sample were canvassed by
mail for expenditure and employment data, over a 5-month
period beginning in January 1978 and ending in May 1978.
Response for field-compiled units was 100 percent. The re-
sponse from mail canvass units was 92 percent. The mrail canvass
questionnaires are exhibited in appendix 3.

The field survey efforts and mail canvass were supplemented
by reference to a variety of published government documents
such as budgets, financial statements, and audit reports. In
some cases, such sources were the basis for breakdowrns of
totals into more detailed employment and expenditure figures.

The expenditure and employment data for the Federal
Government were collected through a special mail survey, with
telephone followup, of Federal criminal justice agencies, in
accordance with definitions used for State and local govern-

“ “ments (see appendix 2). For reports prior to 1971, expenditure
data were derived from the Budget of the United States Gov-
ernment, and employment figures were obtained from the

tures as reported in the 1972 Census of Governments. The ~~~U.S. Civil Service’ Commission.
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Data limitations

The sample selected to develop local government figures
is one of all possible samples of the same size that could have
been chosen using the same sampling design. Estimates derived
from these different samples would differ from each other and
also from a complete census using the same data collection
procedures. This variation among all possible estimates is
sampling error. Because all State and county governments
were included in the survey, State and county figures are not
subject to sampling error.

The local government sample was designed to produce an
estimate for each State of the portion of total criminal justice
expenditure made by local governments with a relative sampling
error of less than one-half of 1 percent. For the fiscal year 1977

data, the errors were less than one-half of 1 percent in all but

13 States; however, in all States, the errors were less than three-
quarters of 1percent, at the 95 percent confidence level.

The relative sampling error of the State-by-State estimates
of local government criminal justice expenditure has been
calculated at the two-thirds confidence level and found to be
within 3 percent of the estimated totals for all States and less
than 2 percent for 28 States. The results of the computations
of standard errors for local government totals on a relative
standard error basis are summarized in table K.

Because State government figures are not subject to sampling
variation, the State-local aggregates shown for individual States
are relatively more reliable than the local government estimates
they include.

The data are also subject to the inaccuracies in classification,
response, and processing that would occur if a complete census
had been conducted under the same conditions as the sample
survey. Every effort was made to keep such errors to a
minimum through care in examining, editing, and tabulating
the data submitted by government officials. Followup pro-
cedures were used extensively to clarify inadequate and in-
consistent survey returns.

Readers should be generally cautious in comparing govern-
ments, because other differences in functional responsibilities
from State-to-State and government-to-government can also
affect the comparability of expenditure and employment data.
For example, some State governments directly administer
certain activities that elsewhere are undertaken by local govern-
ments, with or without fiscal aid, and the same variation in the
division of responsibilities exists, for counties and cities.

The available source documents did not consistently provide
full itemization of expenditure or employment for the sector
subcategories presented in this report. As a result, sector break-
downs may be incomplete for particular governmental units.

Because of rounding, the detail data in some tables may not
add precisely to the totals shown.

Changes in survey methodology

As discussed earlier, this series of annual reports dates back
to FY 1967. The survey originated in the Bureau of the Census
as a special in-house study in which police protection, judicial,
and corrections data were extracted for selected large govern-
ments from data compiled in the Bureau’s regular annual
finance and employment sample surveys. In the FY 1969
survey, prosecution and public defense were added to the
original three criminal justice categories, coverage was extended
to the entire regular annual survey sample of counties and
municipalities, and a mail canvass questionnaire designed
specifically to elicit criminal justice data was used for all but
the largest governments which were canvassed by field agents.
These changes must be taken into account in making year-to-
year comparisons from FY 1967 through FY 1970.

In the FY 1970 report, individual unit data were published
for 128 large counties (as compared with 55 counties in earlier
reports) and for 158 large cities (compared with 48 cities in
earlier reports). The Federal expenditure data presented in all
reports through FY 1970 were extracted from the Budget of
the United States Government, and the employment data

Table K. Relative Standard Errors of Local Government Totals of Criminal Justice Expenditure

0.5 or less 0.5 - 1,0 1,0 - 2,0 2.0 - 3,0
California Alaska Arizona Maine Alabama North Dakota
Delaware Massachusetts | Arkansas Ohio
Connecticut Maryland Florida Michigan Colorado Oklahoma
Georgia Montana Towa Oregon
Hawaii New York Idaho New Mexico Minnesota Pennsylvania
Mississippi South Carolina
Nevada Rhode Island Illinois South Dakota
Indiana Tennessee Missouri Utah
Kansas Texas Nebraska Vermont
Kentucky Virginia New Hampshire West Virginia
Louisiana Washington New Jersey Wisconsin
North Carolina Wyoming

gl
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were provided by the U.S. Civil Service Commission. Since
FY 1971 Federal data have been collected by a special mail
canvass.

For the FY 1971 survey, a new and enlarged panel of local
governments was drawn specifically for the criminal justice
expenditure and employment survey, including all county
governments and a larger sample of municipalities and town-
ships, to produce more reliable estimates for use by LEAA
in the allocation of block grant funds between State and
local governments. The data presented in reports since FY
1971 are therefore essentially comparable, because they are
derived from the same sample using the same methods of
data collection and processing. The only significant varia-
tions occurred in classification of certain expenditure items
discussed in detail in the following section.

Changes in classification

In the FY 1971 report, police protection expenditure in-
cluded amounts expended for traffic safety and related traffic
engineering. Beginning with the FY 1972 report, these ex-
penditures were excluded from the police protection figures.
Also, data for special police forces administered by general-
purpose governments (such as airport police, park police,
housing police, etc.) were included in the police protection
figures if the force employed 10 or more full-time sworn
officers with general arrest powers. Beginning with the FY
1972 report, data for these forces were included regardless
of size.

In the FY 1971 report, corrections expenditure figures
covered a number of drug and alcohol abuse facilities and
programs administered by assorted agencies, departments,
and private organizations receiving public funding. Beginning
with the FY 1972 report, these institutions and programs
were included only if administered by a corrections agency
of the criminal justice system.

In many States, statutes either require or permit local gov-
ernments to supplement the salary of State-paid judges of major
trial courts. In the FY 1971 report, an attempt was made to
count these judges and their total payroll only at the State
level. However, this effort was not uniformly successful. There-
fore, beginning with the FY 1972 report, judges actually re-
ceiving a check from both the State and local governments
were counted as part-time employees at both levels.

AVAILABILITY OF DATA

Copies of the annual and trends reports are available from
the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Govermnment Printing
Office, Washington, D.C. 20402; U.S. Department of Commerce
District Offices; and the National Criminal Justice Reference
Service, Law Enforcement Assistance Administration, Box
6000, Rockville, Md. 20850.

In addition to this publication, data are also available on
magnetic tape and computer printout. For details, contact the
Statistics Division, National Criminal Justice Information and
Statistics Service, Law Enforcement Assistance Administration,
Washington, D.C. 20531.
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GRAPHIC SUMMARY—Continued

FIGURE 1

Per Capita Direct Expenditure for Criminal Justice
Activities of State and Local Governments, for

State Areas, Fiscal Year 1977

Total, U.S.
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FIGURE 2.

Change in Total Criminal Justice
Expenditure of State and Local
Governments, by Region, 1976 to 1977

500 375 250 125 0 0 3 iz
$266.1 Northeast
North Central
$495.2 South 1.0
| 430.7 West 109 |-
e N S SN T FECR
500 37 250 125 0 0 3 6 9 12
Millions of Dollars Percent




16
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FIGURE 3

Charige in Total Criminal Justice Expenditure of
State and Local Governments, by State Areas, by

Region, 1976 to 1977
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FIGURE 3.

Change in Total Criminal Justice Expenditure
of State and Local Governments, by State Areas,

by Region, 1976 to 1977 — Continued
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FIGURE 5

Average Monthly Salaries for Criminal Justice Employees
on a Full-Time Equivalent Basis by Activity and
Type of Government, October 1977

*Decredse of 4.3 percent

**Docrease of 2.5 percent
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GRAPHIC SUMMARY —Continued

FIGURE 6.

Percent Distribution of Criminal Justice System
Direct Expenditure by Level of Government,

Fiscal Year 1977
iscal Year 21574*

AR

Federal™
$2,779 million
(12.9%)
l.ocal Stat
9 illi >
$12 83(21(; 21;2; $5,812 million
. (26.9%)

* Eor each level of government, this graph depicts direct expenditure only and excludes.intergovernmental expenditure to avoid
duplication, since payments from one level of government to another are reflected in the direct expenditures of the recipient
level of government. On the other hand, figures 8, 10, 12, 14 and 16 depict total expenditure, including both direct and inter-
governmental expenditure, of individual levels and types of governments. See text and Appendix 2: Deflnitions of terms.
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FIGURE 7.

Perceqt Distribution of Criminal Justice System
Full-Time Equivalent Employment by Level of
Government, October 1977 1.131.780

State Employees
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Federal Employees
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FIGURE 8.

Federal Government Criminzl Justice System )
Totai Expenditure, Fiscal Year 1977
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$876 miilion =k
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»Because of rounding, detail does not add to total.
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FIGURE .

Federal Government Criminai Justice System

Fuli-Time Equivalent Employment, October
1977
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FIGURE 10.

State Government Criminal Justice System
Total Expenditure, Fiscal Year 1977

*
6,690 Police Protection

Other Criminal Justice $1,964 million
$610 millicn (28.4%)
(9.1%)
Judicial
Corrections $736 million
$2,975 million {11.0%)
(44.5%)
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(4.7%)

Public D_efense
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*Because of rounding, detail does not add to totel.
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FIGURE 11.

State Government Criminal Justice System
Full-Time Equivalent Employment, October
1977
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*Because of rounding, detail does not add to total.
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FIGURE 12.

Local Government Criminal Justica System
Total Expenditure, Fiscal Year 1977
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FIGURE 13.

Local Government Criminal Justice System

Full-Time Equivalent Employment, October
1977
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FIGURE 14.

County Government Criminal Justice System
Total Expenditure, Fiscal Year 1977
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*Because of rounding, detail does not add to total,
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FIGURE 15.

County Government Criminal Justice System
Full-Time Equivalent Employment, October

1977
287,760
Other Criminal Justice
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Corrections (0.8%)
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FIGURE 16.
Municipal Government Criminal Justice .
System Total &xpenditure, Fiscal Year 1977
8,018* Corrections
Public Defense $438 million
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(0.4%)

Other Criminal Justice

Legal Services $95 million
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(84.1%)

*Because of rounding, detail does not add to total.
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FIGURE 17,

Municipal Government Criminal Justice System
Full-Time Equivalent Employment, Octcber
1977
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FIGURE 18.
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Section |. VARIABLE PASS-THROUGH DATA

The data in this table were developed to comply with the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 as amended, which
requires that the block grants made by the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration to each State be allocated between the State
and local governments according to the ratio of State-to-local law enforcement expenditure from their own revenue sources.

The concept of “expenditure from own sources” specified in the law and used in the data collection means that the expenditure

" figures from which the State-to-local ratio ‘was developed do not include amounts expended from revenue received from other govern-

ments. For example, State or local government expenditure from sales or property tax revenue are included but not amounts expended
from intergovernmental revenue, such as Federal grant monies. (It should be noted that this is the only table in this publication based
on this concept. All other expenditure tables reflect expenditure from all sources.)

Specifically for local government, any expenditure from revenue received from another local government, or received directly from
the Federal Government or from the State government must be excluded, Likewise for State governments, expenditure from revenue
received {rom local governments or from the Federal Government must be excluded.

The following items were deducted from total criminal justice expenditure of local governments to arrive at local government expend-
iture from own revenue sources: Revenue received directly from the Federal Government for criminal justice purposes, State payments
to local governments for ¢riminal justice purposes, and payments from Jocal government(s) to other local government(s) for criminal
justice purposes. The same procedure was followed to arrive at State government expenditure from own revenue sources. Criminal
justice revenue received directly from the Federal Government and local criminal justice payments to the State government were
deducted from the total State expenditure for criminal justice. This procedure assumes that all intergovernmental payments received by

a government will be expended during the same fiscal year they were received. While this may not be the case in a particular year, any
discrepancy will cancel out over time.
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Table 1. Percent distribution of total criminal justice expenditure from own sources of State and

local governments, by State, fiscal year 1977

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Expenditure from own sources Percent distribution
Item
Stni:fiical‘ State Local State Local

UNITED STATES, TOTAL « « 16 340 156 5 611 155 10 729 001 34,3 65.7
ALABAMAG ¢ o ¢ o ¢ = o o s ¢ « o 140 894 46 110 94 784 3247 67.3
ALASKA © ¢ ¢ o o o o o c o o o o 81 734 63 264 18 470 TT.4 22.6
ARIZONA: o o ¢ o o o o o o o o o 225 572 65 723 159 849 29.1 70.9
ARKANSAS o o ¢ o o ¢ o o o o o o 72 494 34 732 37 762 47.9 52,1
CALIFORNIA o« o o o o o s o o & o 2 547 326 681 176 1 866 150 26.7 733
COLORADO 4+ o o ¢ ¢ « s o o o o &« 236 376 91 o42 145 334 38.5 61.5
CONNECTICUT. o o o« ¢ o o & o s o 204 820 105 525 99 295 51.5 48,5
DELAWARE o o o o 2 ¢ o s o o 49 713 40 263 9 450 81.0 19.0
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA o o o o ¢ o 173 963 - 173 963 - 100.0
FLORIDAY « o o o « o o o 0 o o @ 742 776 289 313 453 463 39.0 61.0
GEORGIAe 4 o o o o o ¢ ¢ o o o » 318 141 128 479 189 662 40.4 59.6
HAWAII o o ¢ o o ¢ o s o o2 s o @ 69 438 28 952 40 486 41.7 58.3
IDAHO: ¢« o ¢ o o s ¢ o o o o o o 47 600 20 755 26 845 43.6 56.4
ILLINOIS ¢ o « o o o s o o o o @ 921 o84 234 167 686 917 25.4 4.6
INDIANAG o o ¢ o ¢ o ¢ o o o ¢ o 266 822 86 931 179 891 32.6 67.4
IOWA ¢« o ¢ ¢ o ¢ o o o o o s o o 2 772 49 189 95 583 34,5 65.5
KANSAS « « o ¢ o o ¢ © o« o s o & 146 082 67 718 78 364 46,4 53.6
KENTUCKY 2« o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ ¢ o o o o 181 496 98 012 83 4sy 54,0 46.0
LOUISIANA: ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o o o ¢ o o 278 663 107 415 171 248 38.5 61.5
MAINEW o o o o o o o o o 2 0 o o 45 085 24 065 21 020 53.4 46,6
MARYLAND o o o o o o o ¢ ¢ o o & 382 783 238 297 144 ug6 62.3 37.7
MASSACHUSETTSe o s 5 s o o o o & 474 957 130 782 344 175 27.5 72.5
MICHIGAN 4 o o o ¢ o ¢ o s o o o 732 111 220 706 511 405 30,1 69.9
MINNESOTAe & o o o « o ¢ » 32 « & 238 830 81 053 157 7177 33.9 6641
MISSISSIPPI. 4 o o ¢« o o s o o o 95 532 39 932 55 600 41.8
MISSOURI o o o o o o o o o ¢ o o 282 805 79 850 202 955 28.2
MONTANAC « o o ¢ o o o o s s s & 44 650 18 573 26 077 41.6
NEBRASKA « ¢ o o o « o ¢ o o o o 87 043 37 204 49 839 42,7
NEVADA ¢« ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ o o o o o s o 90 065 30 739 59 326 34,1
NEW HAMPSHIRE: « o 5 o o o ¢ o o 42 213 13 522 28 691 32.0
NEW JERSEY & o o u o o o« o o o » 655 017 183 307 471 710 28.0
NEW MEXICO ¢ o« & ¢ s o o o« ¢ o « 67 906 40 078 27 828 59.0
NEW YORK & & ¢ o o ¢ ¢ o o ¢ o @ 2 001 344 556 260 1 445 o8y 27.8
NORTH CAROLINA o o o« o « o« o o » 305 141 185 067 120 074 6046
NORTH DAKOTA ¢ ¢ o ¢ o o o o & o 28 100 9 722 18 378 34,6
OHIO ¢ o o o o o s o s s o s o & 633 043 178 403 454 640 28.2
OKLAHOMA ¢ o ¢ o v ¢ o s s o ¢ o 153 719 74 086 79 633 48.2
OREGON o 4 o o 2 s ¢ o o o o o o 180 339 75 027 105 312 41.6
PENNSYLVANIA 2 o o o o o « o & & 758 389 261 628 496 761 4.5
RHODE ISLAND o ¢ o o ¢ o o s & 54 807 33 108 21 699 60.4
SOUTH CAROLINA « o ¢ o o o 4 o » 131 049 65 049 66 000 49.6
SOUTH DAKOTA o o ¢ « o ¢ o o 3 o 33 458 15 947 17 511 47.7
TENNESSEEs © o s o ¢ ¢ a o o o o 237 117 95 816 141 901 40.3
TEXASe o o ¢ o ¢ o o s o o o o o 676 388 204 476 471 918 30.2
UTAH o o o o 2 o o s o s o o o o 65 006 30 765 34 241 47.3
VERMONTs & o« o o @ o o ¢ ¢ o s o 25 709 18 835 6 874 73.32
VIRGINIA ¢« ¢ o ¢ o & s s o ¢ o & 338 774 182 370 156 404 53.8
WASHINGTON « « o o o o ¢ o o o o 247 269 102 793 144 476 41.6
WEST VIRGINIA: ¢« ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ o o« o 72 947 40 344 32 603 55.3
WISCONSING ¢ o o o o s o o ¢ o @ 275 675 90 086 185 589 32.7
WYOMINGs ¢ o ¢ o o ¢« o ¢ o o s & 34 519 14 505 20 014 42,0

- Represents zero or rounds to zero.

!local governments data are estimates subject to sampling variation; see text for data limitations.
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Section |I. CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM SUMMARY DATA
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FIGURE 19

Percent Distribution of Total Criminal Justice Direct
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Table 2. Percent distribution of expenditure for the criminal justice system,
by level of government, fiscal year 1977
(Dollar amounts in thousands)
Amount Percent distribution
ivity?
Actlvity All R Federal State Lozal Federal State Local
governments Government? governments | governments®| Government governments | governments

TOTAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM?. . T 2% 573 756 3 601 647 6 689 4THL 13 027 249 {X) (X} (X}
DIRECT EXPENDITURE: o o o« o o .o, 21 573 7%6] 2 778 710 5 812 353 12 982 @93 12.9 26.9 60,2
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE » ¢ + o » & & (2] 822 937 877 121 164 728 \ (x) (X) (x)
POLICE PROTECTION®. & o o & o o 4 o o o o o 4 11 864 875 1 771 922 1 963 975 8 304 366 (X) (X) (3]
DIRECT EXPENDITURE: + v v s s s 5 o « 4 « « 11 864 875 1 765 420 1 799 725| 8 299 730 14,9 15,2 69.9
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE . .. {3 6 502 164 250 80 908 tX} X 1X)
JUDICIAL P4 v v o v o o 4 6 o o s o 0 o ¢ o o 2 638 251 289 626 735 829 1 707 783 (X1 (&3] (x)
DIRECT EXPENDITURE: « o o o o » o + o + o ¢ 2 638 251 289 626 £50 559 1 698 066 11,0 24,6 64,4
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE . . [ (3} - 85 270 22 %83 (X) {x) (X)
LEGAL SERVICES AND PRISECUTION I, ., + + » . 1 225,344 185 604 314 472 745 585 (X} (X) (X1
DIRECT EXPENDITURE: o« o o & o # o 4 o 4 o » 1 225 344 185 604 296 798 142 982 15.2 24,2 60.6
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE » « 4 s ¢ & ¢ () - 17 714 > 354 (X} {x) (X}
PUBLIC DEFENSE ® v 4 ¢ o o o o o 5 o o s 4 o ¢ 403 754 140 452 90 293 185 151 (X} {X) (X!
DIRECT EXPENDITURE: « « « 2 « + ¢ 2 s ¢ o ¥ 403 754 140 452 78 365 184 937 34,8 19.4 45.8
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE «» o+ o+ o ¢ + ¢ ta) - 12 028 1 243 (S 8] (X} (X}
CORRECTIONS . & & 4 v v s o 2 o # o o o v o« ¢ 4 934 067 338 400] 2 974 830 1814 5329 (X} (X) (X}
DIRECT EXPENDITURE. & + o o o 2 o ¢ o v o ¢ 4 934 067 298 718] 2 847 020 1 788 329 6.1 57,7 36.2
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE + . & « + « « {2a) 39 682 127 870 53 338 (X} (X) (X}
OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE 34 & 4w o v o ¢ o ¢ o ¢ 507 U465 875 643 609 915 269 825 (X} (X} (X)
DIRECT EXPENDITURE. o » 5 2 5 o ¢ ¢ o ¢ o ¢ 507 465 98 890 133 926 268 649 19.% 27.6 52.9
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE » & + o ¢ o « (3) 776 753 469 989 3 302 X} (X) (x)

- Represents zero or rounds to zero.
X Not applicable,

110cal governments data are estimates subject to sampling variation; see text for data limitations,
*Federal Government data are for the fiscal period beginning October 1, 1976 and ending September 30, 1977,

%The total line for each sector, end for the total Criminal Justice System, excludes duplicative intergovernmental expenditure amounts.

This was done

to avoid the artificial inflation which would result if an intergovernmental expenditure amount for one government i¢ tabulated and then counted again when

the recipient povernment{s} ultimately expend(s) that amount.

The intergovernmental expenditure lines are totaled for the same reason.

Table 3. Percent distribution of employment and payrolls for the criminal justice
system, by level of government, October 1977
(Dollar amounts-in thousands) -

Percent distribution
Activity All . Federal State Local
governments’ Government | governments governmentin Federal State Local
Government { gover £ gaver £

TOTAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM:

TOTAL EMPLOYEES. o ¢ o o o o o &« o s o & » 1197 177 10l 547 310 358 78% 872 8,5 25,9 65,6

FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES: o ¢ o o o ¢ o s s o & 1 100 098 99 479 292 7172 707 8U7 9.1 26,6 64,3

FULL=-TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES . . « + & » 1 131 780 100 088 298 571 733 1218 8.8 26,4 64.8

OCTOBER PAYROLL. . & o 4 & % v v + v v s 4 1 426 80l 170 004 370 396 886 Uo01 11,9 26.0 62,1
POLICE PROTECTION:

TOTAL EMPLOYEES. « + & o o o ¢ s o o o o » 68% 881 72 4%5 101 068 512 388 10,6 pU 4.7

FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES: « « « o o o o o o & ¢ 632 928 71 130 92 065 469 733 11,2 14,6 .2

FULL=TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES o + « o « & 645 01% 71 433 93 674 479 908 11,1 14,5 4.4

OCTOBER PAYROLL., « & 4 v & o 4 o o o o o » 846 147 122 380 116 294 607 473 14,5 13.7 11,8
JUDICIAL:S

TOTAL EMPLOYEES. « & o o « o o s + o o o s 162 900 8 216 38 910 115 774 5.0 23.9 Ti.4

FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES: o s o » o » o o s s & 140 737 8 131 34937 97 669 5.8 24,8 69.4

FULL=TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES « o « » « & 180 546 8 165 37 331 105 o044 5.4 24,8 67.8

OCTOBER PAYROLLLY & v v v v ¢ 3 s 4 s s o 178 918 15 363 58 566 108 989 8.6 3.7 5847
LEGAL SERVICES AND FROSECUTION:

TOTAL EMPLOYEES: o ¢ & o o o » o o s ¢ s » 68 327 7 147 15 584 48 896 10.% 22,8 66,7

FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES: o « « s o » o s o o o 59 302 6 86l 1 627 37 81l 11,6 24,7 63.8

FULL=TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES « <« o o+ + 63 902 6 930 15 068 41 904 10,8 23,6 65.6

OCTOBER PAYROLL. « o v v & ¢ ¢ v s o o o & 89 734 12 954 23 147 53 633 14,4 25.8 59.8
PUBLIC DEFENSE:

TOTAL EMPLOYEES: o o o o o o o o ¢ o s o » 8 462 230 3 245 4 987 2,7 38,4 58.9

FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES: v & & o o & o ¢ » o & 7 411 230 3 005 4 176 3.1 40.5% 56,4

FULL=TIME EQUIVALEMT EMPLOYEES « « + + o & 8 1o4 230 3178 4 699 2.8 39.2 58,0

OCTOBER PAYROLLL v + o « s ¢ 4 o o & & o o 12 219 468, 4 376 7 315 3:8 35.8 60. U
CORRECTIONS !

TOTAL EMPLOYEES: o« o o o s o o 5 ¢ s s o & 262 58% 11 87% 147 69% 103 01% 4.% 56,3 39,2

FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES: « o o+ o o s o s o o & 250 732 11 626 144 420 94 686 4,6 57.6 37.8

FULL~TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES « v + v & o 255 008 11 760 145 552 97 696 4,6 57,4 38,3

OCTOBER PAYROLL. & » s & o s o o ¢ v o o @ 287 924 16 279 163 079 108 »66 3.7 56.6 3.1
OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE! f

TOTAL EMPLOYEES: ¢ o o o o+ s ¢ o s o s o & 9 622 1 624 3 856 4 142 16,9 40,1 43,0

FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES: v & 4 ¢ o ¢ o o o & & a 988 1 498 3 718 3 112 16,6 41,4 42,90

FULL=TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES « « + + o & 9 206 1570 3 766 3 870 17,1 40,9 42,0

OCTOBER PAYROLLLY <« & 2 o o ¢ & o 4 ¢ o ¢ @ 11 as9 2 560 4 o934 4 365 21,6 41,6 36.8

lLoonl governments data are estimatos subject

tn @4pling varintion; see text for data limitations.
"Hoonuse of rounding, the detnil m#y-iat add preoisely to totals.
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Table 4. Criminal justice system expenditiire of the Federal Goverrniment,
by character and object, fiscal year 1977

(Thousands of dollars)

Direct expenditure

Intergovernmental expenditure

Item® Total
Direct Capital To State To local
Total current outley Total governm:nts gov:rn;e:tl
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT GENERAL
EXPENDITURE+ ALL FUNCTIONS . . . . |314 049 000 | 241 004 000 | 211 007 000 | 29 997 000 | 73 045 000 | 53 938 000 { 19 107 000
TOTAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM . . » . 3 601 647 2 778 710 2 629 450 149 26C 822 937 707 838 115 099
POLICE PROTECTION) TOTAL: « ¢ » o o o o o o 1771 922 1 765 420 1 685 850 79 570 6 502 - 6 502
THE CONGRESS:
U.S. CAPITOL POLICE . 4+ o + o e 21 345 20 093 19 459 634 1 252 - 1 252
LIBRARY OF CONGRESS POLICE FORCE, . + . 1 517 1 517 1 517 - - - -
FEDERAL JUDICIARY:
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES :
POLICE FORCE + o s o o o o o o o o 4 » 1 098 1 098 1 043 55 - - -
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE:
U.$. FOREST SERVICE:
COOPERATIVE LAW ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM , 4 376 430 430 - 3 946 - 3 946
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR:
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE:
UeS. PARK POLICE: o & o 4 o o o o o o 13 676 13 676 13 176 500 - - -
U.S, PARK RANGERS®. 4+ & o 4 o« 4 o & & 19 607 19 607 19 557 50 - - -
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION . + o+ . 158 224 158 274 151 336 6 888 - - -
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION . . . & 463 751 463 751 441 302 22 449 - - -
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE?®
U.S. BORDER PATROLs v o o ¢ o o o s 64 488 64 488 59 763 4 725 - - -
INVESTIGATION DIVISION: o « & o o o 33 067 33 067 31 772 1 295 - - -
U.S. MARSHALS SERVICE®. + 4 4 « &« o o+ & 13 815 13 815 13 607 213 - - -
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION:
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION?
AIRPORT POLICE: o o o ¢ o o o 5 o o & 3 143 3 134 3 086 48 9 - 9
U.Se COAST GUARD® v & 4 v v o o 4 4 o & 63 965 63 965 44 093 19 872 - - -
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY?
BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, AND
FIREARMS . . '+ . .. 118 443 118 443 109 488 8 955 - -
FEDERAL LAW ENFORCEMENT TRAINING CENTER 11 739 11 663 7 486 4 177 76 76
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE!®
INTELLIGENCE DIVISION o + o o+ o o o & 97 589 97 589 96 247 1 342 - - -
INTERNAL SECURITY DIVISION., « o+ & o o 12 139 12 139 12 Q18 121 - - -
OFFICE OF LAW ENFORCEMENT « +» o o & o+ o 429 429 420 9 - - -
U.S. CUSTOMS SERVICE. o o o o s 4 & o & 341 337 341 337 338 534 2 803 - - -
U.S, SECRET SERVICE & 4 o o ¢ o & o o » 111 611 110 392 107 529 2 863 1 219 - 1 219
GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATIONS
OFFICE OF FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE
MANAGEMENT o o & o o o o o o o o o o & 82 949 82 949 81 584 1 365 - - -
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION:
NATIONAL Z200LOGICAL PARK POLICE . . + . 481 481 481 - - - -
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION POLICE FORCE. . 352 352 351 1 - - -
UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE:!
POSTAL INSPECTION SERVICE + o + « & o » 113 590 113 590 113 101 489 - - -
VETERANS ADMINISTRATION:
SECURITY DIVISION , & . v v 4 4 4 & & & 19 191 19 191 18 475 716 - - -
JUDICIALY TOTAL o o o 4 s o o o o ¢ o o ¢ o 289 626 289 626 271 452 18 174 - - -
APPELLATE COURTS: TOTAL . & o & & . . 35 355 35 355 34 134 1221 - - -
COURTS OF LAST RESORT: TOTAL. « + . « . 6 674 6 674 6 490 184 - - -
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES. .. 6 674 6 674 6 490 184 - - -
INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURTS, TOTAL. . 28 681 28 681 27 644 1 037 - - -
U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS: + + o o+ 4 o & 28 681 28 681 27 644 1 037 - - -
COURTS OF GENERAL JURISDICTION: TOTAL . . 200 694 200 694 192 312 8 382 - - -
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS: o & o 4 o o & & 200 694 200 694 192 312 8 382 - - -
COURTS OF LIMITED JURISDICTION, TOTAL « . 15 975 15 975 11 935 4 040 - - -
U.S. COURT OF CLAIMS, + o+ 4+ & .. 3 237 3 237 2 365 872 - - -
U.S. COURT OF CUSTOMS AND PATENT
APPEALS: o ¢ o ¢ o s « o o o 6 o o o 1175 1175 893 282 - - -
U.S, CUSTOMS COURT. o o o o « o & o o 3 700 3 700 2 463 1 237 = - -
U.S, TAX COURT. v o o o o o o o & o 7 863 7 863 6 214 1 649 - - -
MISCELLANEOUS: TOTAL. o + + & ) 37 602 37 602 33 071 4 531 - - “
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE U.S.
COURTS v v o 4 e e e e e 9 692 9 692 8 549 1 103 - - -
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
U.S. MARSHALS SERVICE®, . . . . + 20 147 20 147 19 837 310 - - -
FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER o o o o+ 4 o o' 7 763 7 763 4 645 3 118 - - -
LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION, TOTAL » + » 185 604 185 604 181 130 4 474 - - -
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE: : '
ANTITRUST DIVISION, & 4 o o o v o o o o 24 083 24 083 23 985 98 - - -
BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALSe s o+ + o o 883 883 854 29 - - -
CIVIL DIVISION: o &+ ¢ o ¢ o o 5 o o » o 12 915 12 915 12 842 73 - - -
CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION & o & « o o o o o' 9 028 9 028 8 990 38 - - -
CRIMINAL DIVISION & o 4 4 o o o o o o » 16 292 16 292 16 188 104 - - -
LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES DIVISION « .. 6 812 6 812 6 767 45 - - -

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 4. Criminal justice system expenditure of the Federal Government,
by character and object, fiscal year 1977 —Continued
{Thousands of dollars)
Direct expenditure Intergovernmental expenditure
Item! Total Direct Capital To State To loecal
Total current ontlay Total governments governments
7
LEGAL_SERVICES AND PROSECUTION=-=CONTINUED
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE==-CONTINUED
OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL o o v o o » o » 922 922 918 4 - - -
OFFICE OF LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS o o« » + & 517 517 317 - - - -
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND FINANCE, + . 11 553 11 553 11 090 463 - - -
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL. o+ o o 1 270 1 270 1 266 4 - - -
OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL . 1073 1073 1 061 12 - - -
EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF U.S. ATTORNEYS. . 86 246 86 246 82 736 3 510 - - -
OFFICE FOR IMPROVEMENTS IN THE
ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. . , s o & 978 978 964 14 - - -
OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR GENERAL , « o o 1578 1578 1 576 2 - - -
OFFICE OF WATERGATE SPECIAL PROSECUTION
FORCE: o o o o o « ¢ ¢ ¢ s o ¢ ¢ o o o 343 343 343 - - - -
TAX DIVISION: « o ¢ o o ¢ o o o ¢ ¢ o o 11 111 11 111 11 033 78 - - -
PUBLIC DEFENSEs TOTAL « o o o « o o « o o & 140 452 140 452 139 621 831 - - -
FEDERAL JUDICIARY:
COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS. o+ o & 2 985 2 985 2 985 - - - -
FEDERAL PUBLIC DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS . 6 001 6 001 5 358 643 - - -
REPRESENTATION BY COURT-APPOINTED
COUNSEL. + s o s o o o ¢ o ¢ s v s o o 11 938 11 938 11 938 - - - -
LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION? , . . + .« o 119 528 119 528 119 340 188 - - -
CORRECTIONSt TOTALs » o o o o ¢ o 5 ¢ o » 338 400 298 718 253 555 45 163 39 682 - 39 682
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION: AND
WELFARE:
MATIONAL INSTITUTE ON DRUG ABUSE:
ADDICTION RESEARCH CENTER
(LEXINGTONt KYe) o v o o o o o o o+ o % %) ) (&) % ) )
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE: .
BUREAU OF PRISONS « ¢ o o o o ¢ » o o o 222 621 222 621 179 638 42 983 - - -
INSTITUTIONS: « o o o o 4 o o o . 181 418 181 418 156 112 25 306 - - -
FOR MEN « 4 o « o « + o o o o ¢ o« 141 300 141 300 119 650 21 650 - - -
FOR WOMEN « o « « o« & o o o o .. 8 169 8 169 7 187 982 - - -
FOR JUVENTLES « & & s o ¢ o o o &+ & 8 075 8 075 7 106 969 - - -
OTHER AND COMBINED. « o « o o & « o 23 874 23 874 22 169 1 705 - - -
ADMINISTRATION. . . PPN f 41 203 41 203 23 526 17 677 - - -
OFFICE OF THE PARDON ATTORNEY e e s e 216 216 216 - - - -
1J.S. MARSHALS SERVICE?, « « 4 o« o ¢ & 58 103 18 421 18 137 284 39 682 - 39 682
t}.5. PAROLE COMMISSION. ¢ « o o s o o o 3 562 3 562 3 533 29 - - -
FEDERAL JUDICIARY:
FEDERAL PROBATION SERVICE + & « o o » o 53 898 53 898 52 031 1 867 - - -
OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE: TOTAL o « + o o » & 875 643 98 890 97 842 1 048 776 753 707 838 68 915
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH: EDUCATION: AND
WELFARE:
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF MENTAL HEALTH!
CENTER FOR STUDIES OF CRIME AND
DELINQUENCYs « o s o o o o o s o o » 5 600 3 232 3 232 - 2 368 2 368 -
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR!
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS®
DIVISION OF LAW ENFORGEMENT SERVICFS, 22 454 22 454 21 588 866 - - -
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
COMMUNITY RELATIONS SERVICE + ¢« « « « & 3930 3 930 3 913 17 - - -
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE
ADMINISTRATION « « o+ « & e e e e e 838 478 64 093 64 008 85 774 385 705 470 68 915
U.S. MARSHALS SERVICE®, « 4 « 4« s o o o 5 181 5 181 5 101 80 - - -
TEMPORARY STUDY COMMISSIONS « & o« o « » o ) ) *) ) *) (% )

- Represents zero or rounds to zero.

lpate are based on o canvags of all Federal criminal Ju'atice agencies; see text for data limitations,

2pstimnted criminal justice mctivitios only.

3Total expenditure allocated to police protection, judicial, corrections; and other criminal justice based on information supplied by the U.S: Marshals

Serviceo.

"Ptimnruy fccuses on matters of a civil nature in contrast to State and local programs which focus on criminal as well as civil matters.
3511 eriminal justice related research programs terminated in January 1976,

SNo criminal justice expenditure in 1977.
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Table 5. Criminal justice system employment and payrells of the Federal Government,
October 1977

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Number of employees

See footnotes at end of table,

: Total
Item October
Full~-time Full-time
Total only equivalent payroll
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT CIVILIAN EMPLOYMENT, ALL
FUNCTIONSe o o s o o ¢ o o o o s o o 8 a o s o o 2 847 911 2 608 869 2 720 024 3 918 413
TOTAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM v o ¢ o o s o o« o o 101 547 99 479 100 088 170 004
POLICE PROTECTION, TOTALe o o o o o ¢ o ¢ o s o o s « o o 72 455 71 130 71 433 122 380
THE CONGRESS:
UeSe CAPITOL POLICE o o o o o s » o o o o o o o s o o 1 120 1 120 1120 1 644
LIBRARY OF CONGRESS POLICE FORCEe o« o o s o o o o o o 108 108 108 145
FEDERAL JUDICIARY:
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES POLICE FORCE + o 76 76 76 103
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE:
U.S. FOREST SERVICE:
COOPERATIVE LAW ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM & s « o o o o & 35 35 35 38
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR:
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE:
UeSe PARK POLICEe o 2 o o s s o o o o o s o o o o s 667 644 657 1 083
UeSe PARK RANGERSZ: o & o o o o o o o o o a o o« o » 1 748 1 690 1722 1 332
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION o o ¢ o o« s o « = o o 4 027 4 019 4 025 9 153
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION ¢ o ¢ & o o o o o« o o 19 312 19 310 19 311 33 517
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE:
Ue.Ss BORDER PATROLs o s o o o o o o o s o o o o o 2 548 2 475 2 481 4 584
INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION « o o o5 5 s o « o o o o o 1 328 1293 1 29 2 370
UsSe MARSHALS SERVICE®: o v o s o o s o o « o o o o o 519 486 499 724
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION:
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION:
AIRPORT POLICEs o o « o s o o« o « o s o ¢ o o o o o 176 175 175 287
UeSe COAST GUARDZ 4 4 v o ¢ o o o s o o o o s o o o o 3 143 3 143 3 143 3 614
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY:
BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, TOBACCO; AND FIREARMSe « o o o o o 4 051 3 982 3 999 7 659
FEDERAL LAW ENFORCEMENT TRAINING CENTER o « o o o o o 253 252 252 373
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE:
INTELLIGENCE DIVISION « o o o o o o o » o « o o o » 4 182 4 118 4 140 7 378
INTERNAL SECURITY DIVISION: « » o o « o o o o o o o 577 568 572 1 004
OFFICE OF LAW ENFORCEMENT + » o o o o o o o o o » » & 1l 10 10 27
UeSo CUSTOMS SERVICEe « o o o o o o o s o o o o o o o 14 259 13 378 13 518 24 678
UsSe SECRET SERVICE o o o o ¢ o ¢ o o o o o s o o o » 3 576 3 574 3 575 7 289
GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRAT ION:
OFFICE OF FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE MANAGEMENT o o o 3 411 3 401 3 407 3 597
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION:
NATIONAL ZOOLOGICAL PARK POLICE o o o « o o o s o o 35 30 31 42
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION POLICE FORCEe o o o o o o & o 23 23 23 27
U.S. POSTAL SERVICE:
POSTAL INSPECTION SERVICE « o s s o o o c o o o o o » 5 522 5 472 5 512 10 060
VETERANS ADMINISTRAT ION:
SECURITY DIVISION 4 o o o o 4 o o « o « s o o s » o o 1 748 1 748 1 748 1 652
JUDICIAL, TOTAL o s o o o o o« s o « o o o s o o o o s o » 8 216 8 131 8 165 15 363
APPELLATE COURTS, TOTAL o o« o o o o « o o 2.5 o « o o o 1 253 1225 1 236 2 154
COURTS OF LAST RESORT, TOTALe s « o s o s o o s s o o 273 245 256 451
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATESs = « o o o o o o 273 245 256 451
INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURTS, "OTALa + o o o o o« o o 980 980 980 1703
UeSe COURTS OF APPEALSe o o o e s s e s e s 980 980 980 1703
COURTS OF GENERAL JURISDICTION, TG . e e 5 306 5 306 5 306 10 488
UeSe DISTRICT COURTSe o o o o o o - PPN 5 306 5 306 5 306 10 488
COURTS OF 'LIMITED JURISDICTION, TOTAL . Ve e e 428 420 424 829
UeSe COURT OF CLAIMS: & o o o o o o » o e o 92 92 92 188
UsSe COURT OF CUSTOMS AND PATENT APPEALS. s e 35 35 35 79
UsSe CUSTOMS COURTe o o o ¢ 5 o o o o o o . ‘e 110 110 110 210
UeSe TAX COURTs & o o « o o o o s o s 6 » ¢ v o 191 183 187 352
MISCELLANEOUS, TOTALs o o o o o o o o o o o o & 6 o o 1 229 1 180 1199 1 892
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE UsSe COURTSs o o« o & o 385 385 385 661
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE & o o o o « 0 o a o o o ¢ o &
U.S. MARSHALS SERVICE®s o ¢ o o o 0 s o o o o o 757 708 727 1 055
FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER o o o o o o o 4 o o ¢ » o & 87 87 87 176
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Table 5. Criminal justice system employment and payrolis of the Federal Government,
October 1977—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)
Number of employees Total
item? October
Full-time Full-time
Total only equivalent payroll
LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION, TOTAL o o s s o s ¢ o s o 7 147 6 864 6 930 12 954
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
ANTITRUST DIVISIONs ¢ o o o o o o ¢ o o o ¢ o o o o » 915 852 865 1 652
BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALSe o o o o o o ¢ o o ¢ s o 39 38 38 75
CIVIL DIVISIONG: o 5 o » o o ¢ s ¢ e o o« ¢ s ¢ s s s o 570 540 549 1012
CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION o o o o « o ¢ o ¢ s s o ¢« o s & 379 364 369 688
CRIMINAL DIVISION o « o o o o o o s o o ¢ o s s o o » 573 559 561 1 192
LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES DIVISION « o ¢ o o o o o o 230 226 227 472
OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL ¢« o o o o o o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ o o o 38 37 38 86
OFFICE OF LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS o ¢ o o s s o ¢ 2 ¢ o o 24 23 24 48
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND FINANCE« o « o o o o o « o o 478 449 465 746
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: « o o o« ¢ o ¢ o o s & 33 33 33 76
OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL o ¢ o » o« s o & 44 43 43 87
EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF UsSs ATTORNEYS: o o s ¢ ¢ o o & 3 280 3 180 3 191 5 762
OFFICE FOR IMPROVEMENTS IN THE |
ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE: 4 & o o o o o o o o o @ 34 33 33 75
OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR GENERAL « s & o o« o o o o « 45 45 45 103
OFF ICE OF WATERGATE SPECIAL PROSECUTION FORCE o o « & (x) x) (X) (X)
TAX DIVISIONG o o o o o o o o o 5 o o o o o o o ¢ o o 465 442 449 880
PUBLIC DEFENSE, TOTAL o o o o o s s o o o o s o o o s o » 230 230 230 468
FEDERAL JUDICIARY:
COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONSe « o « o o « o o o @ (X) (X) (X) (X)
FEDERAL PUBLIC DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS ¢ « o o o s o & 230 230 230 468
REPRESENTATION BY COURT=APPOINTED COUNSEL o+ « o o o & (X) X) x) x)
LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION. 4 v o o o o o o o o o o o o Xx) ) x) x
CORRECTIONS,; TOTALe o o « » o o o« s o o o o o s o s s o o 11 875 11 626 11 760 16 279
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE:
NATIONAL INSTITUTE ON DRUG ABUSE:
ADDICTION RESEARCH CENTER (LEXINGTON, KYe)o o o o o (* (%) (%) (%)
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE!:
BUREAU OF PRISONS 4 4 v o 4 ¢ o o o o o o s o o o o » 8 225 8 022 8 139 13 132
INSTITUTIONS. « v 4 o o o o o o ¢ o o » o o o o o 7 603 7 495 7 566 12 014
FOR MEN & o v v 4 v 6 o o o o 6 o o o o o o o o o 5 872 5 791 5 844 9 382
FOR WOMEN « ¢ o ¢ ¢ v o o o s o« s o o o 5 « s o« 352 351 351 550
FOR JUVENTILES v 4« o o v o o o « o o « o o o o o o 355 351 355 572
OTHER AND COMBINED: v v o & o o o s v o o o o o 1024 1 002 1 016 1 510
ADMINISTRATION: o 4 o o o o 4 ¢ o o o o o« o+ o o o 622 527 573 1118
OFFICE OF THE PARDON ATTORNEY & &+ « & + o o o o« o« o &« 10 9 9 19
U.S. MARSHALS SERVICE®. & & v 4 v v o 0 v v o o o o & 692 648 665 965
U.S, PAROLE COMMISSION: o o ¢ v « ¢ o o o o « o o o » 153 152 152 269
FEDERAL JUDICIARY:
FEDERAL PROBATION SERVICE 4 o « o s o o o o o s » 8 & 2 795 2 795 2 795 1 894
OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE, TOTAL o « o o o o« o o s o o o« s & 1624 1 498 1 570 2 560
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE:
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF MENTAL HEALTH:
CENTER FOR STUDIES OF CRIME AND DELINQUENCY + o« o o 12 12 12 26
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR:
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS:
DIVISION OF LAW ENFORCEMENT SERVICESs s o % o o o o 567 530 551 570
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
COMMUNITY RELATIONS SERVICE o o o ¢ o s o » s ¢ o« 5 s 115 108 109 234
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION o ¢ o o o 735 666 711 1 459
UeSe MARSHALS SERVICE s s o o o o o ¢ o o o o 5 o s & 195 182 . 187 271
TEMPORARY STUDY COMMISSIONS o « o s o o o o o ¢ s « o « *) * (%) )

X Not applicable.

!Data are based on a canvass of all Federal criminal Justice agencies; see text for data limitations.

IEstimated criminal justice activities only.

3Total employment and payroll allocated to police protection, judicial, corrections, and other criminal justice based on information

supplied by the U.S. Marshals Service.

All criminal Justice related research programs terminated in January 1976.

3No criminal justice employment or payroll in 1977.
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Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure
(direct and intergovernmental) by State and type of government,

fiscal year 1977

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

SR iy .
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Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure
(direct and intergovernmental) by State and type of government,

fiscal year 1977—Continued
(Dottar amounts in thousands)
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State and type of government!

Legal services and

Public defense

Corrections

Teentee e

cent Percent Percent

State and type of gavernment! Population T:::jndg:::::} ::tcotal of total of total

Amount:? general Amount? criminal Amount? criminal

expendi~ justice justice

ture system system
STATES-LOCAL, TOTAL , . . . . {x) 202 758 335 lis 795 0u6 9,3 ] 10 099 455 53,7 |2 348 625 12,5
STATESs v v o o o + o = o o 213 085 165 995 034 | 6 689 474 4,0 1 963 975 29,4 735 829 11.0
LOGAL, TOTAL. « ¢« v o & v . (x) 101 117 425 |13 027 249 12,9 | 8 304 366 63,7 |1 707 783 13,1
COUNTIES. v v v v v o v W 189 776 41 289 120 | 5 129 721 12,4 | 1 638 089 31,9 {1 296 253 25,3
MUNICIPALITIES, , . ., . . 170 157 62 384 776 | 8 017 700 12,9 | 6 742 549 84,1 424 396 5,3
ALABAMA & v v v v v v v b a ey (x) 2 749 237 184 127 6.7 108 991 59,2 27 187 14,8
STATE © o 4w s o s o s ¢ o o o o 3 616 2 593 982 75 587 2.9 27 959 37.0 7 383 9.8
LOCAL> TOTAL: & o o & o ¢ o o o (x) B89 349 118 272 13,3 81 044 68,5 19 866 16,8
COUNTIES., & 4 o o ¢ &4 ¢ « o o 3 616 332 266 47 850 14,4 16 560 34,6 18 074 37.8
MUNICIPALITIES. 4 & v v o o « . 2 153 615 908 70 923 11,5 bl 492 9049 L 8ah 2,7
ALASKA. v 2 4 o 0 o s e o 6 0 o s (x) 1 333 058 88 131 6.6 42 957 48,7 15 146 17,2
STATE « v v o 's v o o o ¢ o o o & 365 1 028 906 67 599 6,6 24 244 35,9 15 047 22,3
LOCALs TOTALY o o « o o o 4 o « & (x) 539 214 22 346 4,1 19 038 85,2 119 0,5
BOROUGHS, & 4 s ¢ v 4 v o« o o a3 ] 157 829 1 588 1.0 1195 75,2 14 0,9
MUNICIPALITIES. v 4 ¢ v o + & . 291 353 444 20 798 5.4 17 884 86,0 106 0.5
ARIZONA « o v v 4 s o s a0 0 o o W (x) 1 690 310 257 884 13,6 146 508 56,8 29 819 11,6
STATE « 4w o s 0 s o o o ¢ v o o & 2 235 1 696 911 78 732 4,6 32 921 41,8 3 ag4 4,9
LOCALy TOTAL. & 4 o « o o 0 o & & (x) 930 639 187 236 20,1 114 668 61,2 25 935 13,9
COUNTIES, , , v v v 4 v o o o 2 225 426 880 84 331 19,8 25 558 30,3 21 472 25,5
MUNICIPALITIES, . o « . ¢ .« « . 1 645 511 746 103 460 20,2 89 114 86,1 4 465 4,3
ARKANSAS. 4 ¢ v ¢ o ¢ o o o o o o 4 (x) 1 340 657 90 944 6,8 48 051 52,8 10 564 11.6
STATE « ¢« s 2 o « 0o v o o o 4 2 107 1 386 550 43 995 3,2 13 802 31,4 2 997 6.8
LOCAL> TOTALY & ¢ o o &« o o o o (x) 393 471 51 325 13,0 34 352 66,9 7 673 15,0
COUNTIES, , 4y v v o 4 o v s o 2 107 188 753 22 150 11,7 9 072 41,0 6 152 27,8
MUNICIPALITIES, . o, . v 4 o . 1 245 205 508 29 480 14,3 25 321 85,9 1 629 5,5
CALIFORNIA, v v 4 o 4 4 « o « o o & (x) 22 208 550 | 2 752 637 12.4 374 152 49,9 314 345 11,4
STATE o v o v 0 o o ¢ o o o s o 21 203 19 013 777 756 739 4,0 269 635 35.6 3% 733 5,3
LOCAL, TOTAL, v v v v 4 n 0 v 0 @ {x) 12 807 275 { 2 089 909 16,31 1 115 120 53,4 278 473 13,3
COUNTIES, 4 o v v v o v o o o . 20 538 8 ou4 877 | 1 202 601 14,9 314 923 26,2 266 259 22,1
MUNICIPALITIES, . . . . . & o . 15 990 4 990 408 919 453 18,4 829 595 . 90,2 12 80! 1.4
COLORADO. v v s 4 o o o o o o « = & (x) 2 316 708 258 376 11,2 142 039 55,0 36 861 14,3
STATE ¢ ¢ v o o o v o o 0 o o o 2 542 1 959 284 103 859 5,3 21 623 20.8 27 265 26,3
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 v « o o o o v o (x) 1 048 486 162 226 15,5 120 424 4,2 9 633! 5,9
COUNTIES, & 4 o ¢ « o o v o » 2 037 390 061 39 135 10,0 18 947 48,4 2 6531 6,8
MUNICIPALITIES, . v « 4 & & o . 1 931 680 398 123 512 18,2 101 683 82,3 6 961/ 5,6
CONNECTICUT & 4 ¢ o o o o o o o = (%) 3 485 899 230 343 6,6 138 283 60,0 25 981 11,3
STATE « v s o o o o s o a s a4 3 080 2 139 424 118 557 5.5 27 492 23,2 25 734 21,7
LOCALs TOTAL, 4 oue o o o o o & & (x) 1 880 127 117 402 6,2 111 78} 95,2 260 0,2
MUNICIPALITIES, .+ . . . . . . > 080 1 920 184 117 903 6.1 142 276 95,2 260" 0,2
DELAWARE. & 4 v s o o v o o v o o 4 (x) 646 717 59 993 9,3 26 925 44,9 10 607 17.7
STATE © v v w6 o v 4 o o o a4 579 620 612 44 033 7.1 {1 713 26,6 9 487 21,5
LOCAL, TOTALs 4 ¢ « o & o o ¢ & & (x) 183 298 18 086 9.9 16 214 84,1 2 096 11,6
COUNTIES, v v v o v o o o o & » 579 87 101 5 817 . 7.8 4 945 72,5 1 536 22,2
MUNICIPALITIES: & ¢ v o v o s . 194 98 637 11 348} 11,5 10 343 91,1 584 5.1
DISTRICT NF COLUMBIA. . , . . . , . (x) L o424 o4 184 b40 13,0 90 345 48,9 22 224 12,0
STATE « o v o 5 o o o o o o o o » 712 - - - - - - - -
LOCAL, TOTAL, w « v o « o o o o & (%) 1 424 054 184 640 13,0 90 345 48,9 22 224 12,0
MUNICIPALITIES. + o o ¢« o o ¢ . 712 1 449 436 184 840 12.7 90 345 48,9 22 224 12,0
FLORIDA & o v 4 4w o v o 4 v v s o (X} 5 996 476 825 951 13.8 411 108 49,8 108 738 13,2
STATE « s o o s ¢ o 6 s s o s v o 8 283 4 905 515 341 895 7.0 63 607 13,81 36 €35 10,7
LOCAL, TOTAL: 4 & ¢ v v v & o & & {(x) 3 127 T84 503 847 16,1 348 577 69,2 T2 403 14,4
c COUNTIES. v u v v o 0 0 v v 4 7 728 1 584 757 255 599 16,1 128 572 5043 6% 913 25,0
MUNICIPALITIES. v v v 4 v 4 s . 4 827 1 569 514 251 234 16,0 222 240 88,5 2 959 3.6
GEQGRGIA & o v v 2 o o s 4 v 4 o v (x) 3 215 464 372 517 11.6 166 952 44,8 51 592 13,8
STATE &+ v o v o 4 v o ¢ 0 o o s 4 931 3 115 966 155 248 5,0 38 073 24,5 & 303 5,3
LOCAL, TOTAL. & & ¢ 4 o o o o « {x) 1 105 894 228 705 20,7 129 418 5646 43 289 18,9
COUNTIES, 4 v & « o « a s & o « 4 771 635 354 125 919 19.8 39 860 31,7 39 8g4 31,7
MUNICIPALITIES: & o o o w o o 2 420 592 345 103 861 17.5 89 821 86,5 5472 3,3
HAWAIL. o o o 6 0 v 0 v ¢ v 0 o o W (x) 1 714 112 88 908 5,2 47 542 53,5 13 285 14,9
STATE « v v ¢ 4 s o o 4 o o o ¢ & 868 1 352 667 37 901 2.8 1 472 3.9 13 285 35,1
LOCAL, TOTAL: 4 « o v 4 o o o » & (x) 407 194 52 439 12,9 46 070 87.9 - -
COUNTIES, v 4 o v v 4 o o v & W 163 96 132 |. 14 785 15,4 11 092 75,0 - -
MUNICIPALITIES. o & o o & 4 4 . 705 311 082 37 654 12,1 34 978 9249 - -
IDAHO & ¢ o 4 v 6 ¢ ¢ 0 4 = 4 % u (x) 670 101 57 449 8.6 27 814 48,4 7 739 13.8
STATE & o v o 4 o v o .. 814 684 211 24 896 3,6 402 25,7 4 030 6,

LOCAL, TOTAL, , . . . C e (x) 206 848 33 849 16,4 21 542 63,6 3 755 11,
COUNTIES, ¢ 4 v o o o « v ¢ o . 814 130 212 19 804 15,2 8 466 42,8 3 398 17,2
MUGICIPALITIES. & « 4 2 4 & o W 531 98 029 _ 14 445 14,7 13 375 92,6 313 2,2

See footnotes at end of table,!
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1 039 740 5.5 263 302 1.4 24.7 408 576 2,2
314 472 4,7 90 393 1.4 44,5 €09 915 9.1
745 585 5.7 185 154 1.4 13.9 269 825 2,1
459 134 9.0 156 347 3.0 27.4 176 &19 3.4
287 201 3.6 29 833 0.4 5,5 95 332 1.2
8 076 Bt 1 819 1.0 19,9 1 442 0,8
3 763 5.0 1 559 2.4 34,4 8 883 11,8
4 313 3.6 284 0,2 10,5 316 0,3
2 893 6.0 s4 0.1 21.4 18 (z)
1 420 2,0 227 0.3 3.6 352 0.5
7 975 9.0 2 002 2.3 19,6 2 716 3,1
5 817 8.6 2 002 3.0 25.3 3 393 5,0
2 162 9.7 - - 4.6 4 )
I 3.9 - - - - -
1 8.6 - - 8.9 4 (2)
15 224 5,9 5 448 2.1 21,5 5 335 2,1
3 1148 4,0 - - 39,5 7 678 9.8
12 110 6.5 5 448 2.9 13,3 4 178 2.2
7 998 9.5 5 326 6,3 28,2 156 0.2
4 112 4,0 386 0.4 1.3 4 022 3,9
3 601 4,0 614 0.7 26,0 4 461 4,9
996 2.3 43 0.1 41.5 7 889 17,9
2 617 5.1 571 1.4 10,7 643 1,3
1 662 7.5 515 2.3 20,8 140 0,8
978 3.3 66 Qe2 3.3 502 1.7
205 211 7.8 62 814 2.3 2743 44 314 1.9
25 999 3.4 4 356 0.6 47,5 57 798 7.6
179 212 8.6 59 230 2.8 20.1 38 485 1.8
140 234 11.7 57 551 4,8 33,5 20 810 1.7
39 120 4.3 1679 0.2 2,0 17 892 1,9
18 524 7.2 3 654 1.4 19,9 5 939 2.3
4 249 4.1 3 534 3.4 36,5 9 228 8,9
14 278 8.8 20 (2} 8,3 4 386 2.7
8 557 21.9 14 (Z) 15,6 2 872 Te3
5 895 4.8 15 (2) 6,0 1 522 1.2
9 995 4.3 2 789 1,2 22.3 1 877 0,8
5 940 5.0 2 775 2.3 43,3 5 270 4.4
4 055 3.5 14 (Z) 0,2 1 099 0,9
4 055 3.4 14 (2) 0.2 1105 0.9
2 531 4.2 674 1.1 30.6 910 1,5
1 786 4,0 463 1.5 41,7 2 059 4,7
765 4.2 11 0.1 - - -
345 5.1 1 0.2 - - bod
421 3.7 - - - - -
3 989 2.2 4 254 243 34.2 766 0.4
3 989 2.2 4 254 243 34,2 766 0.4
3 989 2.2 4 254 2.3 34,2 766 0.4
41 199 5,0 14 120 1.7 28,3 16 726 2.0
28 200 8.2 12177 a6 53,0 20 10% 5.9
12 999 2.6 1 980 0.4 10,5 14 933 3.0
5 883 2.3 1 867 0.7 16,5 13 127 5,1
7 116 2.8 136 0.8 L) 1 851 0.7
11 970 3.2 2 316 0.6 35,9 5 926 1.6
§ 255 2.7 501 0.3 61,0 9 383 (28]
7 115 3.4 2 027 0.9 18,4 & 116 1.8
6 005 4,8 1 923 1.5 29.6 988 0,8
1 709 ' 1.6 142 0.1 S,.4 3 4o 3.0
5 956 6.7 1 890 2.1 18,5 3 189 4,3
2 124 5.6 1 8% 5,0 41,5 3 386 8,9
3 832 T3 - “ 1,3 1 835 3.5
1 243 8.4 - - 47 1 748 11,8
2 589 6.9 - - - 87 0,2
4 228 T4 %9 1.3 11 19,3 5 838 10,2
1 572 6.3 - - 9 37.8 3 493 14,0
2 656 7.8 754 2.2 1 5,0 3 482 10,3
2 056 10.4 54 3.8 1 8,3 3 49 17,8
631 Bt} - - 0.9 - -
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT

Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure
{direct and intergovernmental) by State and type of government,
fiscal year 1977—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total criminal

cial
justice system Police protection Judicia

Percent Percent

State and type of government! Population T::::ndgf::::} 5:1‘;:::1 of totnal of total

Amount? general Amount? criminal Amount3 criminal

expendi~ justice justice

ture system system
ILL St i e e e e e e e (x) 9 123 563 044 900 11.5 638 199 61l.1 112 208 10,7
s%??é T T T T 11 206 8 527 685 291 654 3,4 69 626 23,9 47 122 16,2
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 o v v 4 e 4 o o o (x) 3 426 895 789 756 23,0 568 610 72,0 67 722 8,6
COUNTIES, v 4 v v v 4 ¢ 0 v u & 11 206 974 046 264 318 27,1 50 198 19,0 67 485 25,5
MUNICIPALITIES, . . , . , . . . 11 206 2 509 924 533 333 21,2 519 975 97,5 670 0,1
INDIANA & v 4 o 0 0 o 0 o 0 o s o (x) 3 384 761 322 339 9,5 170 882 53,0 38 879 12,1
Ns N 5 309 3 186 557 124 745 3.9 45 465 36.4 8 548 6,9
LOCAL, TOTALe & o « o & o o o & & (x) 1 538 034 213 055 13,9 125 432 58,9 31 157 14,6
COUNTIES, v 4 o o o o o o o & . 4 527 733 621 a4 460 11,5 20 061 23,8 22 095 26,2
MUNICIPALITIES, , . o v o & o . 5 309 8u4 986 129 150 15,3 105 740 81,9 9 123 7.1
TOWAL & o 4 o o a s o o o 0 n s o (x) 2 447 172 172 100 7.0 90 779 5247 25 675 14,9
STATE « o o o o o o o o o o o o o 2 861 2 293 244 70 729 3.1 23 838 33,7 7 279 10,3
LOCALs TOTAL: 4 « » « ¢ o « o & & (x) 1 083 237 109 099 10,1 67 034 61,4 18 412 16,9
COUNTIES, & 4 4 4 v o o o s & & 2 861 531 812 55 436 10,4 15 504 28,0 18 696 33,7
MUNICIPALITIES, . . 4 « v 4 4 . 2 096 564 743 55 733 9.9 52 760 94,7 89 0,2
KANSAS. « v 4 s o 0 ¢ 0 ¢ ot o o s X) 1 946 956 163 762 8,4 71 119 43,4 21 560 13,2
STATE v v v o s o o » ¢ o o ¢ o & 2 iao 1 590 982 76 842 4.8 12 443 16,2 6 665 8,7
LOCAL> TOTAL: & & o & & o o o « (x) 804 103 93 125 11,6 58 707 63.0 14 895 16,0
COUNTIES, 4 4 o s o o v o o & & 2 280 310 572 43 154 13,9 13 908 32,2 13 225 30,6
MUNICIPALITIES, . . , v . o o . 1 758 526 476 52 057 9,9 46 644 89,6 1 682 3,2
KENTUCKY. v o ¢ 4 o o o 4 o o & o & 2 602 624 216 423 8.3 116 782 54,0 35 239 16.3
Es;grs T R T T 3 ggé 2 577 735 113 894 4.4 44 962 39.5 13 429 11.8
LOCAL, TOTAL. o o o ¢ o ¢ o o v « (x) 616 951 126 677 20,5 79 337 62,6 22 51 17.9
COUNTIES, v v v v o o o o o » v 3 202 241 0U6 60 077 24,9 20 773 34,6 19 829 33,0
MUNICIPALITIES, . . , . . . . . 1 651 401 246 67 674 16,9 58 864 87,0 2 825 4,2
LOUISIANA . v o v ¢ v v v v v v v (x) 3 503 108 314 763 9,0 158 110 50,2 40 841 13,0
STATE ¢ v v ¢ 4 o o o o o 0 o o 3 804 3 278 254 131 433 4,0 40 991 31,2 11 258 8.6
LOCALs TOTAL. &4 o o o o 4 & o & & {x) 1 209 183 199 784 16,5 119 7139 59,9 29 586 14,8
PARISHES, . v v v v v 4 4 v » 2 933 615 040 92 184 15,0 47 577 51,6 17 690 19,2
MUNICIPALITIES., . . . 4 o . 4 . 2 261 618 566 108 000 17.5 7 300 66,9 11 897 11,0
MAINE & v 4 v v v 6 6 s o o o s s (x) 1 003 205 53 792 5.4 30 964 5746 7 317 13,6
AsTATE T R S T 1 064 803 719 28 699 3.6 8 740 30.5 5 384 18,8
LOCAL, TOTALs & « o « o o o « o . (x) 433 393 27 765 6,4 22 230 80,1 2 138 7.7
COUNTIES, v v o o o o o s o o » 1 064 17 825 7 573 42,5 2 467 32,6 2 131 28,1
MUNICIPALITIES, . . . . . . . . 1 059 422 386 20 519 4,9 19 839 96,7 19 0.1
MARYLAND. & o' v ¢ 4 4 0 s o o o & (x) 5 756 135 417 118 7.2 215 830 51,7 39 715 9.5
S;ATE R Ve e e e 4 122 3 553 955 252 410 7.1 100 460 39.8 21 693 8,6
LOCAL, TOTAL. o o o o o o o o o & (x) 3 660 748 230 312 6,3 170 292 7349 18 071 7.8
COUNTIES, ¢ 4 o 4 o o o o « & & 3 270 2 487 483 125 021 5,0 88 178 70,9 12 073 9,7
MUNICIPALITIES., . . . . , « . . 1 456 1 216 351 106 229 8,7 82 649 77.8 5 998 5,6
MASSACHUSETTS & & o o o 4 o o o + & X 7 628 547 546 423 7.2 324 579 59,4 71 741 1341
A:;ATE . .T. Ca e e e e e e e 5 éxg 4 756 516 154 249 3,2 44 292 28,7 13 700 8,9
LOCALs TOTALe 4 o + o o s o « o & (x) 4 351 718 407 957 9.4 282 015 69,1 58 923 14.4
COUNTIES, W v v v o o v o o » & 5 088 144 776 80 506 55,6 1 369 1,7 38 367 47,7
MUNICIPALITIES. v o 4 & 4 o o . 5 816 4 376 344 228 040 7.5 281 194 85,7 20 573 6,3
M GAN. « v o v v e v e e e e (x) 8 646 811 860 830 10,0 464 489 54,0 124 974 14,5
Ig?iTé P T T 9 131 7 649 278 253 901 3.3 77 816 30,6 25 797 10,2
LOCALs TOTALe o o 4 4 o o o o o & (x) 3 866 266 641 664 16,6 388 353 60,5 101 837 15,9
COUNTIES, o 4 o o o v s o« o o & 9 131 1 604 244 270 081 16,8 60 645 22.5 78 963 29,2
MUNICIPALITIES., + v v v 4 0 . . 9 131 2 429 202 382 628 15,8 332 537 86,9 24 780 6,5
MINNESOTA & v o 4 v 0 o 0 ¢ 0 o o W {x) 3 989 586 280 188 7.0 145 675 52,0 34 8s8 12.4
IS?ETE I N T 3 916 3 B2y 318 101 828 2.7 30 314 29.8 4 954 4,9
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 o o o o o 4 o o & (x) 1 985 149 203 572 10,3 119 308 58,6 29 930 14,7
COUNTIES, v w v o 2 o s o o 4 & 3 916 972 456 106 490 11,0 28 083 26,4 29 958 28,1
MUNICIPALITIES, o & o 4 o « o . 3 916 1 076 428 100 16} 9,3 92 467 92,3 150 0,1
MISSISSIPPI & 4 v v v v v o o & & {x) 1 816 511 114 150 6,3 64 796 56,8 15 850 13,9
STATE @ i o v g ¢ o s o 2 o o o & 2 343 1 738 353 49 969 2.9 23 329 46,7 3 360 6,7
LOCALs TOTALe 5 o & o 5 5.2 o o » (x) 683 222 66 704 9,8 42 072 631 12 503 18,7
COUNTIES, & 4 o v o « o o o o . 2 343 423 699 32 670 7.7 10 633 32,5 11 71t 35,8
MUNICIPALITIES. v v 4 o 4 o « & 1 151 268 114 34 249 12,8 31 47s 91.9 803 2,3
MISSOURIL. & ¢ o 4 o 0 s o o s o o & X 2 963 297 330 828 11,2 201 035 60,8 40 945 12.4
Isvg¥2 e et e e e ae s ae [ g7g 2 466 856 108 831 4.4 30 729 28,2 15 648 14,4
LOCAL) TOTAL, 4 o s o ¢ ¢ v & o & (x) 1 227 737 239 868 19.5 170 307 7140 27 442 11.4
COUNTIES, 4 4w s o v 4 v o o o 4 248 349 929 68 226 19,5 26 369 38,6 17 618 25,8
MUNICIPALITIES: « « 4 ¢ o « o . 3 287 942 512 172 184 18,3 144 423 83,9 9 824 5,7
MONTANA « o v o 4 v 6 0 6 2 s o v W {X) 740 838 53 156 7.2 26 621 50,1 5 355 10,1
STATE « ¢ 4w o o 5 o o o 5 o o o o 746 667 898 24 447 3,7 6 648 272 1 384 8.7
LOCALs TOTAL. 4 o ¢ ¢ 4 o o v o & (x) 247 442 30 519 12.3 20 053 65,7 3 993 17,1
COUNTIES, 4 4 o o o ¢ o o + « & 746 212 410 17 658 8,3 8 211 46,5 3 509 19,9
MUNICIPALITIES. 4 . & ¢ v & o W 428 111 279 13 392 12,0 12 256 91,5 502 3,7

See footnotes at end of table, ,
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Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system tota! expenditure

(direct and intergovernmental) by State and type of government,
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(Dollar amounts in thousands)
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legal services and
prosecution

Public defense

Corrections

Other criminal justice

State and type of government®
) Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of
Amount total eriminal Amount? total criminal Amount® |total eriminal | Amount® total crimtnal
Justice system Justice system Justice system Justice system
ILLINOIS. v v 0 4 v 0w v w0 W s . 49 oot 4.7 11 479 C oWl 193 460 18,5 40 550 3.9
STATE & 4 v o 0 o o o 0 o s o o » 14 528 5.0 1 487 0.5 120 537 41,3 38 354 13,2
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 v v v v & v & o . 36 665 4,6 9 992 1.3 73 051 9.2 33 N6 4,3
COUNTIES, , , . , ., ., ... . 25 556 9.7 9 987 3.8 77 505 29,3 33 587 12,7
MUNICIPALITIES, , . . . ., ... 117 2,1 24 () 315 0.1 1233 0,2
INDIANA & o v v v v h 0w v w0y 16 244 5.0 2 920 0.9 70 321 21,8 23 093 7.2
STATE & ¢ w v 4 o ¢ o 0 o o o« s » 6 054 4.9 759 0.6 48 816 39.1 15 103 12,1
LOCAL:'TOTAL. L S 10 198 4.8 2 161 1.0 23 469 11,0 20 637 9.7
COUNTIES, + , . 4 v o o . .. . 5 048 5.9 1 956 243 15 933 18,9 19 397 23,0
HUNICTPALITIES, . . , . . . . . 5 186 4.0 205 0,2 7 647 5,9 1 248 1.0
TOWA. v v o i e s v e e e . 9 217 5.4 2 915 1.7 42 o072 24,4 1 444 0.8
STATE . . . LI T S 2 468 3.5 9 (2} 30 071 42,5 7 064 10,0
LOCAL, TOTALY & v v 4 4 4 o » . 6 755 6.2 2 906 2.7 13 099 12.0 896 0.8
COUNTIES, v , 4 v 4 o o oW » . 4 853 8.6 2 904 5,2 12 868 23,2 611 1.1
MUNICIPALITIES, . o o v . o . . 1 S04 3.4 2 (Z) 655 1.2 323 0,6
KANSAS, v v 4 s v v v v W PR 11 301 6.9 2 075 1.3 47 541 29.0 10 165 6,2
STATE « o v v v v v v st it 3 988 5.2 1 934 2.5 38 8sy 50.6| 12 988 16,9
LOCAL, TOTALs v v v v v & & v W . 7 313 7.9 264 0.3 8 703 9.3 3 242 3,5
COUNTIES, , , . ., .. .., .. 5 476 12.7 190 0.4 7 710 17.9 2 645 6,1
MUNICIPALITIES, . . , . . . . . 1 837 3.5 78 0.1 1 202 243 615 1,2
KENTUCKY, o o o 4 v v v 0w W v W . i12 412 5.7 1 358 0.6 a4 41y 20.5 6 218 2,9
STATE & 4 6 s & o o o o o & o » « 10 698 9.4 2 322 2.0 33 913 29.8 7 433 6.5
LOCAL, TOTAL. & o & v v, . .. . 7 080 5.6 381 0.3 14 927 11,8 2 304 1.8
COUNTIES, , , , o v, , . ... 4 454 T.4 408 0.7 12 482 20,8 2 131 3.5
MUNICIPALITIES, . o , . . . . . 2 627 3.9 17¢ 0,3 2 981 L] 207 0,3
LOUISIANA « v v & v v v w v W . . . 17 917 5.7 1 690 0.5 92 878 29.5 3 3e8 1
STATE o+ v v v u v v v u st B 348 6.4 60 (2) 56 637 43,1 14 139 1.8
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 v & v v 4 o . . . 9 571 4.8 1 630 0.8 37 150 1846 .2 105 1.4
PARISHES, L I T RS, 4 756 5.2 1 150 1.2 20 598 2243 414 0,4
MUNICIPALITIES, v v ¢ v & o o . 4 815 4,5 He9 | 0,5 16 808 15,6 L 691 1.6
MAINE o 0 v 0 s vt v e e e e e 2 767 5.1 129 0.2 11 792 21,9 827 1.5
STATE v o v 0 4 s o o ¢ o o o o » 1 802 6.3 - - 9 553 33.3 3 220 11,2
LOCAL » TOTAL: & 4 v v w0 v v h w 966 3.5 129 05 2 245 8.1 57 0.2
COUNTIES, . , ., ., .., .... 415 5.5 129 1.7 2 375 31.4 56 0,7
MUNICIPALITIES, , . ., . . . . . 551 2,7 - - 109 0.5 1 (2}
MARYLAND. . . & . ., o, . ... . 16 175 3.9 6 708 1.6 132 707 31.8 5 98 4
STATE + v o o % o o o o o o o & o 2 352 0.9 6 674 2.6 111 414 44,1 9 51; §:9
LOCAL, TOTALY v v 4 v 4w b &0 o . 13 823 6.0 34 tZ) 25 146 10.9 2 945 1.3
COUNTIES. . 4 v v v 4 o . . . . 8 321 6.7 34 (2) 15 033 12,0 982 0.8
, MUNICIPALITIES, . . . ., . . . . 5 502 5.2 - - 10 115 9.5 1 966 1.9
MASSACHUSETTS & . . , . , . “ e e 20 034 3.7 4 292 0.8 112 467 20,6 13 210 2,4
STATE & 0 o b 4 o 4 s 4 v 0 o v o 6 969 4.5 2 298 1.5 70 930 46,0 16 060 10:4
LOCAL» TOTALs v o & ¢ & &0 & v v v 13 065 3.2 1 994 0.5 41 537 10.2 10 423 2.6
COUNTIES, & v 4 v v 4 v . . . . 3 651 4.5 1 980 2,5 30 916 38,4 4 223 5,2
MUNICIPALITIES, , . , . . ., . . 9 444 2,9 14 (2) 10 o4y 3.2 & 200 1,9
MICHIGAN. « . v 4 o v v 0wy . . . . 44 222 5:1 14 646 1.7 197 586 23,0 14 913 1,7
STATE « v v 0 4 4 v v 0w 4 v W 9 468 3.7 6 980 2.7 112 618 4.4 21 422 8.4
LOCAQ;‘TOTAL. P 34 754 5.4 13 591 2,1 91 321 14,2 11 807 1.8
COUNTIES, I I 22 895 8.5 13 020 4,8 84 999 31,5 9 559 3.5
MUNICIPALITIES, , . , . . . . . 11 865 3.4 £71 0.1 10 607 2,8 2 268 0,6
MINNESOTA & v 4 4 o v o o o e e 18 412 6.6 4 187 1,5 72 572 25,9 4 475 1.6
STATE & v o v 4 6 0 o 0 0 0 0 v v 4 190 4.1 329 0.3 &4 695 43,9 17 346 17.0
LOCAL, TOTAL, , , . » , . v 14 568 T.2 3 858 1.9 34 003 16,7 1 905 0.9
COUNTIES: o v v o 4 ¢ & o« o 4 . 9 182 8.6 3 990 3.7 34 601 32,5 877 0,6
MUNICIPALITIES, ., » . . . . . . 5 386 5.4 21 (Z) 909 0,9 1 228 1.2
MISSISSIPPY S e e u i e e e 4 655 4,1 912 0,8 26 0il 22,8 1 926 1.7
STATE o o o o 4 6 o s 6 o 0 v 0 v 2 597 5.2 - - 17 453 34.9 3 230 6,5
LOCAL, TOTAL. o v o & & o . .« v 2 058 3.1 912 1.4 8 903 133 256 0.4
COUNTIES, « 4 v i v 4 o0 v 4 . 1 166 3.6 842 2.6 8 078 24,7 24y 0,7
MUNICIPALITIES, . ., , ., . . . . 8%3 2.6 n 0,2 958 2.8 45 0.1
MISSOURI. . . & o v 4 v 4 & PPN 14 570 4,4 2 256 0.7 68 653 20,8 3 36w 0
STATE o v o 6 4 o v e s 0 o 0 v s 2 535 2.3 1 876 1.7 81 379 38,0 16 664 lé:J
LOCAL, TOTALY &« v 4 & 4 v v o . . 12 035 5.0 380 0.2 28 169 117 1 534 0.8
COUNTIES, + & & 4 4 4 0 o v 4 . 6 078 8.9 51 0,4 17 709 26,0 401 0.6
MUNICIPALITIES, , ., . . Pe e 5 957 3.5 329 0.2 10 519 6,1 1133 0.7
MONTANA . v v o v 0 v 0, “ b o 3 988 7.8 639 1.2 14 941 28,1 1 642 3.1
STATE © v 0 ¢ o s o 8 o o o o 4 o 1 098 4.5 - - 12 099 4945 3 218 13,2
LOCAL, TOTAL, o & & 4 o & [ 2 890 9.5 839 2.1 2 814 9.2 130 0.4
COUNTIES. + v v v v 4 vy . . . 2 405 13.6 626 3.5 2777 15.7 130 0,7
MUNICIPALITIES, . . , . . . . . 493 3.7 13 0,1 129 1,0 - -
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Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure
(direct and intergovernmental) by State and type of government,
fiscal year 1977 —Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total criminal

justice system Police protection Judicial
Total general Percent Percent Percent
State and type of government! Population expenditure? of total of total of total
Amount? general Amount? criminal Amount? sriminal
expendi- Justice justice .
ture system system
NEBRASKA. & 4 4 o o o v o o o o o (x) 1 185 589 100 202 8.5 49 827 49,7 % 121 15,1
STATE « o ' o s o o o o o o o o « 1 544 998 557 46 166 4,6 13 368 29,0 7 3ok 15,8
LOCAL, TOTAL: 4 o ¢ 2 o o o o « (x) 518 974 59 121 11,4 36 460 €1.7 T 818 13,2
COUNTIES, 4 v o o « o s o o & & 1 544 256 557 26 646 10,4 7 921 29,7 5 904 22,2
MUNICIPALITIES. o &+ o & & o o . 1153 284 719 33 o046 11,6 28 800 §7.2 1915 5.8
NEVADA. & v « o o « o o o o o o « o (x) 685 371 102 837 15.0 46 332 45,1 11 344 11,0
STATE « v o o o o o o & o o o a » 590 509 765 39 507 7.8 6 879 17.4 1 877 4,8
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 o v « 4 ¢ ¢ 4 v & (x) 335 489 67 950 20,3 39 434 58,1 9 474 13,9
COUNTIES, v 4 v v o v o o o o 565 252 554 51 846 20.5 27 170 52.4 7 870 15,2
MUNICIPALITIES. v v 4 o o o o 372 109 321 29 192 26,7 25 309 86,7 1 627 5.6
NEW HAMPSHIRE 4 ¢ 4 o« ¢ o o o » » (x) 773 498 50 202 6.5 30 481 60,7 6 305 12,6
STATE + o o o o o o » s 5 o o s 812 549 958 19 603 3.6 6 393 32.6 1 860 9,5
LOCAL, TOTALW 4 v o « & o & o » (%) 323 238 32 546 10,1 24 100 4.0 4 744 14,6
COUNTIES. 4 4 & o ¢ & v o o & & 812 45 865 7 430 16,2 1 450 19,5 3 185 42,9
MUNICIPALITIES. + v & o o o o 812 278 884 25 520 9.2 22 988 901 1 600 6.3
NEW JERSEYs o 4 4 o o « s o o o o & (X) 7 269 107 758 034 10,4 432 740 57,4 92 544 12,2
STATE + ¢« v e 0 o o + 2 s o u o o 7 334 5 452 326 209 433 3.8 65 551 31,3 25 199 12,0
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 v « o 4 o o « o (x) 3 900 634 573 345 14,7 375 803 65,5 69 133 12.1
COUNTIES, , , . . 4 v v 4 ¢ 4 W 7 334 1 684 394 193 671 11,5 25 459 13,1 54 176 28,0
MUNICIPALITIES, o . o & 4 4 4 & 7 334 2 256 374 380 377 16,9 350 400 92,1 15 549 4,1
NEW MEXICO: + ¢ 4 o o o v o o o o o (x) 958 628 86 315 9.0 47 627 55,2 10 280 11.9
STATE v v v o s o = o o « o o o » 1144 1 061 998 48 216 4,5 13 775 28,6 8 659 18,0
LOCALs TOTALY 2 + o s o o o o o o (x) 301 470 42 160 14,0 34 018 80,7 1 629 3,9
COUNTIES, 4 4 4 v 4 a4 o o s 1 144 99 955 11 162 1.2 7 808 69,9 243 2.2
MUNICIPALITIES, o 4 4 v v o o & 745 202 250 31 165 15,4 26 274 84,3 1 386 4,4
NEW YORK: o & 4 o o ¢ o o ¢ o o o o (x) 26 653 160 | 2 328 250 8,71 1 344 693 57,8 252 856 10,9
STATE o o v v 4 o s o 6 o o o o 18 075 18 408 079 65) 061 3.5 117 160 18,0 89 442 13,7
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 v ¢ o 4 v 0 & & o (x) 19 347 409 | 1 826 258 9.4 1 1 230 154 67,4 203 181 11,1
COUNTIES, 4 v v v o v o o o o » 10 594 4 865 451 437 535 9.0 204 495 46,7 81 496 18,6
MUNICIPALITIES, . . , v 4 . . . 18 075 14 753 891 | 1 391 765 9.4 | 1 028 057 73.9 121 685 8,7
NORTH CAROLINA: v « o o o o o o » & (x) 5 301 197 353 625 6,7 172 816 48,9 46 745 13,2
STATE o v s o s o o s s o o o o » 5 441 3 968 161 210 269 5,3 46 164 22,0 31 983 15.2
LOCAL, TOTAL: 4 4 o o « ¢ o o o « (x) 3 164 316 162 510 5.1 127 497 78,5 14 766 9.1
COUNTIES, & 4 v o o o o o » o 5 441 2 596 926 67 712 2.6 34 814 514 14 583 21,5
MUNICIPALITIES, , . . . . « s 2 408 625 088 96 579 15,5 93 989 97.3 183 0,2
NORTH DAKOTA. v 4 o ¢ & 4 o o o o & (x) 640 807 34 237 5.3 18 570 54,2 4 937 14,4
STATE o« v v o 4 0 o o 6 o o o o o 643 627 484 13 760 2.2 4 365 31.7 1 677 12,2
LOCAL, TOTAL, ¢ ¢ ¢ v o o o 4 & & {x) 179 575 21 753 12,1 14 218 65,4 3 260 15,0
COUNTIES. 4 v v v ¢ v o o o o & 643 97 780 10 754 11,0 3 962 35,8 2 895 26,9
MUNICIPALITIES. v 4 & o & + o 592 99 438 11 252 11.3 10 472 93,1 371 3.3
OHIOW & ¢ ¢ o o 4 s o o o o o o o & (x) 7 944 196 768 254 9,7 393 936 51,3 108 681 14,1
STATE « v o ¢ o o o o s o o o # « 10 735 6 409 900 231 098 3.6 54 104 23,4 12 228 5,3
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 « ¢ v o o o o o & (x) 4 015 158 565 652 14,1 340 814 60,3 96 635 17.1
COUNTIES: 4 2 v o o 4 o o o« o & 10 735 1 656 553 212 205 12,8 49 220 23,2 64 052 30,2
MUNICIPALITIES, « o o o & & o & 10 73% 2 461 816 362 815 14,7 292 132 80,5 37 Byo 10,4
OKLAHOMA. & v v 4 ¢ 4 o 4 o v w0 o W (x) 2 163 411 179 076 8,3 91 148 50,9 19 210 10,7
STATE v o s o 6 o o s o o « o o » 2 711 1 965 897 94 615 4,8 28 038 2946 9 587 10,4
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 4 o o o o o & o & {x) 767 429 91 325 11.9 63 241 69,2 10 096 11,1
COUNTIES, & 4 o ¢ o 4 o s o o & < 711 226 368 25 359 11,2 7 556 29.8 8 533 33.6
MUNICIPALITIES, . + . . . . o . 2 086 561 208 66 530 11.9 55 738 83,8 1 963 2,9
OREGON, v o o v s o o + s o s & o » (x) 2 132 399 216 93§ 10,2} 102 238 47,1 26 636 12,3
STATE &+ v v v 0 o o o s o o o o s 2 284 1 901 338 92 585 4,9 26 310 28.4 6 938 7.5
LOCALs TOTAL. 4 ¢ o « a o o o o & (%) 737 927 135 522 18,4 77 387 57,1 19 784 14,6
COUNTIES, v 4w v s v o o o o o & 2 284 407 087 79 400 19.5 26 956 33,9 17 674 22,3
MUNICIPALITIES. v o v s & & & & 1 303 367 G20 56 997 15,5 50 578 88,7 2 540 4,5
PENNSYLVANIA. o 4 v v 4 ¢ « 4 ors W (x) 9 318 668 907 586 9,7 493 002 54,3 140 714 15,5
STATE v o o s o o o o s v o o o » 11 864 8 947 8uy 343 895 3.8 151 423 44,0 58 74y 17.1
LOCAL, TOTAL: 4 o o o o o o &0 & & {(x) 3 144 o084 643 066 20,5 380 457 59,2 106 607 16,6
COUNTIES, 4 4 v o 4 4 ¢ ¢ 0 o & 10 ous 978 611 166 373 17.0 14 o042 8,4 64 559 38,8
MUNICIPALITIES. o o & 4 o v & . 11 862 2 301 139 480 680 20,9 370 053 77.0 42 074 8,8
RHODE ISLAND. o 4 « o o v « o » & & (%) 1 165 934 70.054 6,0 40 327 57,4 10 886 15,5
STATE o v e o o 2 o o o o « 4 » & 931 803 633 38 168 4,7 8 678 2247 10 5u6 27.6
LOCAL, TOTAL., v ¢ v 4 4 o o o o « - 524 597 34 408 6,6 32 928 95,7 340 1,0
MUNICIPALITIES: & 4 o ¢ & o o & 931 527 521 34 412 6,5 32 932 9547 340 1,0
SOUTH CAROLINAY 4 » o v ¢ » & o+ o (x) 2 0%8 620 164 729 8,0 87 693 53,2 18 652 11,3
STATE « v w ¢ o s ¢ 5 s o o o o & 2 816 2 143 924 77 587 3.6 29 263 37,7 2 Bos 346
LOCAL, TOTAL, & « ¢ + o o o 2 & & (x) 503 273 91 165 18,1 60 747 66,6 15 979 17,5
COUNTIES. & v o o o o o s o o + 2 816 344 276 52 866 15,4 24 973 47,2 15 073 28,5
MUNICIPALITIES. v v o v o v & & 1 092 163 064 38 988 23,9 35 800 91,9 914 2,3

See footnotes at end of table,
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ystem total expenditure

and intergovernmental) by State and type of government,

fiscal year 1977—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Legal services and

Public defense

|
i
|
{ prosecution Corrections Other crininal justice
% State and type of government® P t
{ Parcent o Percent of P
Amount? total eriminal Amount? total criminal Amount? oL eetoen oy ot ot
t tot
é Justice system Justice system oun J:s::c:r:;:::; Anount® jzziic:r;;::::
i NEBRA
| SKA.
L KA e e e . 5 951 5.9 1
BRASKA. 187 1.2 26 329
3 . . . - . . 3 . 3 * . . . . 26.’
{ oA omaLl f 682 1.5 - - 18 106 39,2 & o0 5
| e 5 269 B.S 1 187 1o i
I COUNTIES, . , . . . . . . " 3719 14 1 &2 7 332 R 155 %3
i IR 3 119 4.0 1187 4.5 7 915 29.7 1 {2
! — ] - - 596 1.8 154 0.5
; S e e e e 7 670 7.5 1 882
: 8o - - SRR 2 1.8 35 058 .
¢ LOCAL, “TGTAL, o o o o 1 11l ¢t s 12 2.9 503 as| 3o i3 13 103
i COUNTIES, , . . [ . .. ':':" 4 8oy o 1 &5 N 1o 333 1509 ] ol
: SIS Est . 3 1629 3,1 10 323 19.9 5 .
1 e 1311 4.5 8 0.2 865 3.0 I %
‘ NEng%gPSHIRE e e e e 2 005 4.0 278 0.6 . : o
[ ...-..--...... 3 . 93 i
. COtAL, ToTALY STt L o 5.1 284 1.4 7 833 Sac0 2 39 3
i COUNTIES, , , , . . . . ' " 436 3 ! 2 2 5o ] 20 o1
[ MUNICIPALITIES, | . . . o [ 575 2.3 1 ) 2 3% Ml : (&)
! . () 337 1.3 15 0.1
‘ NEgT:$RSEY. e e, 52 792 7.6 12 379 6 .
BT . 1. 158 387 .9
COOAL, TomiLy § e u; ggg 4.4 12 031 5,7 79 568 §g_° 13 égﬁ 82
CopRTIR ey Pt 4 532 7.6 348 0.1 78 838 13.8 5 691 1.0
R MONIGRACItiEs, @0ttt 33 ou 1;.2 182 0.1 78 714 40,6 2 129 1.1
‘ . 181 (23 164 (2 3 562 0.9
: NEW MEXICO, , o, . . . . . 6 146 7.1 2 137 5 .
STATE o , . 4w ww s sttt . 3 13 2 e
: LOCAL, TOTAL. o « » . + o L 0 2 y i 3.3 2 0 M 12 2% s : $2§ 29
: SouRTIoA: + s e . 3n4 3.3 163 0.2 4 399 10,4 637 e
5 MUNICIPALTTIES, | | | . ' @' 1514 0 28 ol s 1313 4 2.4
t . . 2 323 . .
; NEg XORK. L T T T, 129 464 5.6 32 364 1.8 - > o
TATE « o« . v u st . . . L d
SR lilioiio B dE ga o EWEL 21wl
0 . . . . . » - . . . . .“ 2 6 202 ;.S :
MUNICIPALITIES, , . © . @ ' o S e 14 293 | i 3l 3 ?2: 0.7
. 4. 14 247 1,0 142 439 10,2 20 494 5
NORTH CAROLINAL &+, .\ ., , 11 402 3.2 1 228 3 N
TApEAROLINA . 0. 113 210 2.0
Logébﬁr}g;AL. e e el 3 356 at ¢ 732 %i? ‘0 e 38°1 12 f§g cs
L . a2 I 3 :
MUNICIPALITIES, , . . . ' ' 1 ous 50 2 o) Ry 3 ‘ 322 I i
. . (2) 313 .
NORTH DAKOTA, . » . , . , . . 2 920 - o -
TagOTA e 2 920 8.5 252 0.7 6 880 20,1 677 2,0
LogébﬁTIg;AL' L T 1 686 7.g 255 i ; 3370 T Lo 13.9
. » L " . » - . . . . - . . . 10 .6 . :
MUNICIPALITIES. . , . . 0 . . ! gﬁg 1%'? 252 2.3 25 ég‘J fg 8‘§
. - - 54 0.5 10 0.1
IO . 38 858 5.1 9 498 .
TATE o o L L. L . £362 b 3
S liiiioioio gl el fml U E adoas
R EEEEREE . . 6 641 11.8 .
MUNICIPALITIES, . ¥ . . | ' " ig 3:5 3.4 s o3 15 0% 2 SZ g%g Ig.g
3. 995 0.3 15 03} ot 4 36 1.2
OKLAHOMA. .+ . w v u L L, 9 719 5.4 1 016 .
TATE « o 0iwwm i n sttt . 0-8 i ase HH
Loggt&T}g;AL e e e N &3 1 015 1.1 ‘s 5 falo £ 37 N
. L) - . . . . . . . . . 2“ 6.8 :
IO 3 528 139 as2 3.5 4 789 18,9 > ogf a3
e . 134 0.2 1 505 2.3 4 98y 7.5
e e e e e 19 170 8.8 39
STATE o o o v v v v it . & 5.3 o 50
L°§3baTISEAL' e e 10 252 36 3 Sen %3 1 a0 il 19 Zig 113
. ) - . . . . . . - - . . 1 e B 3.9 :
MUNICIPALITIES, . , . . o % 2 Séﬁ 18 7 532 ot 18 318 33'1 3 ;:g 2'3
... 3.9 94 0.2 752 1.3 799 4
PENNSYLVANIA. o o . . ., ., .. 36 907 : .
STATE A e 3 907 4.4 9 723 11| 218 992 24,1 8 248 0.9
LOCAL, TOTAL. + & o & ¢ .t ° 30 953 ; 3 5|1 o2 e 3 9o 17
ourIgany el 30 923 4.8 9 723 1.5 113 o024 17,6 2 302 0.4
MUNICIPALITIES, | | . o o' ' 15 775 33 38: e 9 3 873 0.3
. . 7 234 9,8 :
“”2$E ISLAND. & & W v Wy L, L. 3 240 4.6 623 9 il o
ATE « o v v s e v n ittt . o 14 4y 78
LocAL, TOTAL, , . o 1L 1Ll { gg; - 623 Lo ot g ! ng 3‘3
MUNICIPALITIES, . o o o 0 0 %" 1 007 ER4 z - 4 EH 1 o
. - - 9 .
sog;z CAROLINAL o o v v v v L . . 6 233 3.8 1162 7 ! . " o
pEROLINA . 0. 48 045 9.2
S iiiioooilog@l el CE s omeE sl osm
SRR ERE . . 10 412 11484 .
MUNICIPALITIES, . . . o o 0 " 2 3% 1 o5 T 739 1343 gég g.;
. 2 (2) 1259 32 234 0.6

foavngni
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able 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system totai expenditure Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure
(direct and intergovernmental) by State and type of government, (direct and intergovernmental) by St
fiscal year 1977—Continued ‘ . ® ) y State and type of government,
| fiscal year 1977—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands) Dol . .
(Dollar amounts in thousands)
Total criminal
Police protection Judieial legal services and
justice system g . prosecution Public detense Corrections Other criminal justice
tat d t !
State and type of government! Population Total dg‘e!netazl Fercenr Fevcent Percent 5 76 G fype of governnent Percent of Percent of
axpepdls re s of totall Anount? Dfiﬁmi — °£1$ta}. i Amount? total eriminal Anount? total criminal - Percent of Percent of
: Amount genera unt: crimina unt crimina § Justice system Jusei ! n total criminal Amount® [total criminal
expend{-~ justice justice ; - o6 System Justice systenm Justice system
ture system system W 0 A
D L T°TA: Lt e 3550 9.1 578 1.5 6 381 16,3 385

SOUTH DAKOTA, & v & v v 4w v w0 w s (x) 598 885 39 220 6.5 21 107 53.8 7 209 184 : LOCAL, ‘TOTAL, o o o L i P 8.2 - Co- 5177 23,9 3 091 149
STATE « o o 5 ¢ 8 o o s o o s o 4 683 504 903 21 706 4,3 5 686 26,2 5 836 26,9 : COUNTIES, . . . . . o o> 703 2.7 618 2.9 1 205 5,6 .
LOCAL; TOTALs + o « v v v v v v {x) 172 706 21 612 12,5 15 436 7104 2 249 10,4 ‘ MUNICIPALITIES T t 15.4 614 5.3 1199 10.3 : N

COUNTIES, . o v v v v v v i s, 683 72 420 11 621 1670 5 760 49,6 2 256 19.4 Tt 325 3.1 9 0.1 87 0.8 : z

MUNICIPALITIES, . . . + . . . . 596 101 877 10 495 10,3 10 009 95,4 65 0.6 TENNESSEE o o v o v . ., ., . 10 859 4ot 2 523 ) K i
STATE o oy v 0 v .\ . Lo . 1.0 72 883 .

TENNESSEE & o v o o 0 v 0 o v o s s (x) ¥ 147 447 | 263 078 6.3 136 332 51,8 37 362 14,2 COCAL, TOTAL. o o 4 v s 0 0000 4 ooa s 1t 14 57 813 Hi 5 30 515

E . e e 4 175 2 552 410 107 463 4.2 25 381 23,6 10 135 9.4 COUNTIES, . » . . & N | 855 2.4 1072 0.6 21 016 12,6 2 065 1.2

LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 o & « 4 o 4 4 s . {(x) 2 323 017 166 893 7.2 111 364 66,7 27 295 16.4 MUNICIPALITIES, | o o . @ o 2 526 2.7 742 1.3 14 085 24,y 1 49y ‘6

COUNTIES, 4 4 v v v 4 v o 4 s 3 727 1 270 438 58 398 4,6 19 311 33,1 21 231 36,4 T : 2,3 330 0.3 7 529 6.9 584 2

MUNICIPACITIES, | . o 1 . . .. 2 593 1 228 850 109 669 8,9 92 601 84,4 & 099 5.6 TEAS v v e 45 832 5.8 5 473 7 . o
STATE o v 4 s 4 v v 0w v vt ; . 0. 153 175 9,

TEXAS o e v v v h e e e {x) 8 268 550 | 793 206 9.6 | 454 573 57,3 | 105 o2l 13,2 : LocAL,“TorthL. 100Dl o] 39383 o3 3 o | B3 sz 3| g 554 1809
STATE ¢« o v 6 o o o o 4 o s o o 12 261 7 349 113 257 162 3.5 99 453 38,7 13 221 5.1 COUNTIES, , , , . . v 26 423 6.2 5 473 1.0 67 358 11,7 16 42¢ 2's
LOCAL, TOTALY ¢ o o o ¢ ¢ o & o & X) 3 138 0L4 574 123 18,3 355 322 61,9 93 849 16,3 MUNICIPALITIES, . . - 0 ' ' 9 304 0.9 5 8411 2,2 63 654 26,2 13 629 56

COUNTIES, . . L v v v v u . 12 261 1038 226 | 243 121 23,4 52 966 21,8 | 81 047 33,3 T ° 2.8 62 2) 4 636 1.4 2 902 :
MUNICIPALITIES, , v 4 & & & @ . 9 948 2 130 243 333 031 15,6 303 305 9%, 12 823 3,9 UTAH, o v o s 0 0 v 0w W 4 858 6.4 658 8 o2
S5TATE o o o v a0 v nn v w ot . 0, 19 812 .

UTARs & v v a s o e oo e e e e e {x) $ 029 892 79 728 7.7 42 426 53,2 9 030 11,3 LOCAL, TOTAL. o + o v 0 v ot 00 e 3.2 - = | 16 598 e § 201 i
STATE v e v v s a v o s oomnas 1 203 1 054 77t 38 077 3.6 12 624 33,2 3 158 8,3 COUNTIES, , , . . . o . . > 768 7.3 658 1.4 3 780 8.1 1 999 4.3
LOCAL; TOTALs o v 4 « + o v v o . (x) 279 195 46 465 16.6 30 362 65,3 6 006 12.9 MUNICIPALITIES, | | Lo 901 12.7 638 2.9 3 783 7.4 1 553 7

COUNTIES, o & 4 4 ¢ 0 v v u o 1203 133 511 21 765 16,3 9 263 42,6 3 760 17,3 Tt 3.6 20 0.1 60 0.2 447 8
MUNICIPALITIES, . « » 4 o . o . 836 147 646 24 840 16,8 21 164 85,2 2 252 9.1 VERMONT & v v v w v v L 1 903 6.1 990 . o

_ STATE &« v v v v a w w s s o . 3.2 8 256 6,5

VERMONT & v v o o v v v 0w u v s, (x) 458 725 31 210 6.8 15 718 50,4 3 794 12,2 LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 & 4 0 v s s s i L 6.3 990 4.3 8 24} Sert 1 33? 407
STATE o e v v 4 o ¢ ¢ 0 s o o s W 472 460 936 22 854 5.0 7 724 33,8 3375 14,8 COUNTIES, , , . , . T M 5.2 - - 15 0.2 5
LOCAL, TOTAL: 4 v o v v 4w 4w 4 o & (x) 84 411 8 893 10.5 7 994 89,9 419 4,7 MUNICIPALITIES. . . . . . . " q2 3.7 - - 13 2,0 N o

COUNTIES, . » o oo L1l ey 630 646 102.5 193 29,9 45 64.3 T 4o 5.2 - - 5 0us : 0.1
MUNICIPALITIES. &« o 4 o 4 o 4 & 472 84 669 8 393 9.9 7 923 94,4 24 0.3 VlgﬁiNIA. Cr e e e e e 13 469 3.6 5 273 4 ' X X
TATE . , e, - . L, 125 933 .

VIRGINIA. « 4 o s v v o u v w v s (x) 5 521 282 | 369 471 6.7 175 836 47,6 | 40 820 11,0 LOCAL, TOTAL. & « + o & o 2 0 10 334 2.3 4 938 2,51 99 114 9.5 | 10 jad 2.2
STATE + v v v o v e v mm et 4 981 3518 413 | 200 877 5.7 61 568 3016 18 726 9.3 COUNTIES, o + v o o ot 00"t 4 857 b7 333 0.2 | 41 022 18,8 5 620 H
LOCALs TOTAL. & o v o 4 v v v w (x) 3 071 595 218 506 7.1 134 4Hg 61,5 26 764 12.2 MUNICIPALITIES, , . D 5 439 5.4 115 0.1 18 554 19,6 1377 :

COUNTIES, , y & ¢ v 4 v 4 v o 2 968 1 870 651 94 538 6,0 55 110 58,3 14 526 15,4 vt 4,3 - 220 0.2 23 672 8.7 4 245 3
MUNICIPALITIES. . . . . . . . . 2 381 1 563 580 126 438 8.1 79 958 63,2 12 ByY 10,2 WASHINGTON, . . , . ., ., . 18 327 6.2 5 962 ' >
STATE o« v v v 4 @ 4 mww st N 2.0 83

WASHINGTON. o 4 v v v v v v ' u o . (x) 3384 057 | 293 828 8.8 | 152 208 51.8 | 31 678 10.8 LocAL,‘ToTAL. + o S DLl .5 2k 5.2 320 03 | 6 a4 et 3 298 2
STATE « o o s 5 s o o « o o 2 s 3 553 3 345 960 119 257 3.6 33 484 28,1 6 Ha4 5.4 COUNTIES, , ., . . . vt 8 242 6.6 5 642 3,0 26 727 14,0 1 654 'g
LOCAL, TOTALu v v v v ¢ v o s u . (x] 1116 193 | 190 838 17.1 | 118 880 62,3 | 25377 13,3 MUNICIPALITIES, © o . o . . ' h 8.7 4913 5.2 [ 24 738 26,2 85 a3

COUNTIES, o v v v v 3 v v v n . 3 583 583 203 99 464 16,2 34 984 37.0 20 70l 21,9 Tt 4 Hoz 4.3 745 0.7 3 842 3.8 791 o
HUNICIPALITIES. . . v & 4 . . . 1 984 641 101 102 002 15.9 87 313 85.6 4 908 4,8 WEST VIRGINIA . , . . . , , 5 171 6.1 36 ‘ ! o
STATE o 4 0 v v v o N . (2 19 .

WEST VIRGINIA 4 v 4 v v v o 0 v . () 1 404 751 85 235 6.1 41 261 48,4 | 18 266 21,4 LOCAL, ‘TOTAL. & & o ¢ 2 1 2 132 4.8 - S T 53 3 39 i
STATE + o v 0 v v v o o s v o o4 1799 1 559 348 47 694 3.4 15 157 31,8 12 067 25,3 COUNTIES, , , . . » o . o 0" qg 7.5 36 0.1 4 643 11.5 188 ot
LOCAL, TOTAL. + o v v s v vttt (x) 276 834 40 203 145 26 107 &4a9 6 231 15.5 HUNICIPACITIES. | | | 1 Tttt 2o 12.1 6 t2) 4 634 22,6 39 o3

COUNTIES, & 4 v v v o v 0 v o 1799 99 479 20 486 20,6 7 507 36,6 5 820 28,4 I 54 2.7 30 0.1 153 0.8 149 0.2
MUNICIPACITIES, . . . . . . . . 780 178 914 19 962 11,2 18 870 93.5 431 2.1 WISCONSIN o o v o v v W . . 21 548 A « 510 . 0.7
) STATE & v v 0 v v 4 4w e wws . 1.3 71 625 ,

WISCONSIN o« v v v v v v v o a s s (x) 4 746 812 | 339 234 71| 197 319 58,2 | 37 505 11,1 LocaL, ‘ToTAL. » D ool 48 a3 3.4 733 0.7 | 51 052 Feus S ai 134
STATE o v v s o o v o o o o s o s 4 577 4§ 087 692 109 681 2.7 27 261 24,9 12 6614 11,5 COUNTIES, . . . . . e 5 216 5.9 2 786 1.6 24 104 8.8 34 +2
LOCALs TOTAL. + v v v o v v s v s (x) 2 664 507 | 240 376 9.0 | 172 281 71,7 | 28 770 12.0 MUNICIPALITIES, | o 0t 0t i 884 3.2 317 3,71 a1 144 21,0 321 0.3

COUNTIES, . W v o o v o o s o » 4 877 1 182 392 100 454 8,5 38 208 38,0 27 808 27,7 e 3.4 29 t3) 53 ) 21 953
MONICIPALITIES,. o ¢ 4 o o 4 o & 4 577 1 516 100 141 794 9.4 135 003 95,2 1 803 1.3 WYOMING o & . w0 L, . 2 369 6.3 396 @

. STATE o« o w v o vttt 0 s : 1.0 | 11 080 .

BYOMING o 4 v v 0 o o v u v vm e (x) 432 132 37 793 8.7 19 628 51,9 3 728 9.9 LOCAL, TOTAL. .+ o .+ o o s o o 00 L 398 o 5 3 6 47 Sae 2 407 iro
STATE - . 2 v v v v v 376 402 471 17 208 4.3 5 805 33,7 1 375 8.0 COUNTIES, , ., . . . .5 . 1 021 6 cH 1.8 J 343 19.8 - e
LOCAL; TOTAL. & o v o 4 v s o 4 & (x) 151 115 22 421 14,8 13 831 61,7 2 353 10.5 MUNICIPALITIES. . . L 377 8.0 364 2.8 4 294 33,4 Z

COUNTIES. o 4 v v o v v v v 376 132 615 12 837 9.7 5 395 42,0 1763 13.7 ettt ! weed 32 0.3 225 2.3 - z
MUNICIPALITIES. « o o o v v o . 274 84 867 9 785 15.1 8 499 87.0 631 6.5 * = =

-Represents zero or rounds to zero,
Z Less than half the unit of measurement shown,
‘pata for munjicipalities, and the local governments totals which include municipal data, are estimates subject to sampling variation; data for counties
(boroughs, parishes) are based on s canvass of all county governments and therefore are not subject to sampling variation; see text for data limitations,
IThe relation of criminal justice total axpenditure to total gemeral expenditure is based on data for genernl purpose governmeénts only and does not in-
clude data for State-operated liquor stores, independent school districts, or special districts,
3For each State, and the United States summary, the expenditure figures shown on the "Local, total"” line and the combined State-local total line (the
data shown opposite the names of the individual Stntes) exclude duplicative intergovernmental expenditure amounts, This waa done to avold tho artificial
intlation which would result if an intergovernmental expenditure amount Lor one government is tabulated and then counted again when the vecipient ),
government(s) ultimately expend(s) that amount,
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT

Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure,
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1977

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total criminal
justice syatem Police protection Judicial
Total B £
State and type of government! Population direct . :fer::::l ::T:::l o fe rc?:a 1
expenditure Amount direct Amount eriminal Amount criminal
. ! expendi- Justice Justice
ture system system
STATES-LOCAL, TOTAL . . « . . b3 ~1202 758 335 8 795 046 9.3 | 10 699 455 53,7 348 625 12.5
STATES, i .o. PR 213 88; 103 524 794 5 812 353 5.6 1 799 725 31.0 650 559 11,2
LOCAL, TOTAL. & ¢ & 4 v « & (X) 99 233 544 2 982 693 13,1 8 299 730 63.9 698 066 13,1
COUNTIES: & o o o ¢ o o & 189 776 38 767 706 5 067 611 13,4 1 630 460 3242 286 204 25,4
MUNICIPALITIES. . ., . . & 170 157 60 445 836 7 915 o082 13:1 6 669 270 84,3 411 861 5.2
ALABAMA ¢« v ¢ v s ¢ o o s o & « o & 2 49 237 184 127 6,7 108 991 59,2 27 187 14,8
STﬁTE “ e e s 8 s e s v s e s s 3 é?é 1 862 086 65 88% 3.5 - ?§9 42.4 7 321 11,1
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o & 1X) 837 151 118 239 13,3 <o Lo 68,5 19 866 16,8
COUNTIES, v s ¢ o s ¢ s ¢ s o 3 616 295 629 47 774 16,2 16 557 34,7 18 074 37.8
MUNICIPALITIES. v o« ¢ « « o v & 2 153 591 521 70 465 11.9 64 475 91.5 1 792 2.5
ALASKA, « o o v o o s s o o ¢ o o & (X) 1 333 058 88 134 6.6 42 957 48,7 15 166 17,2
STATE o ¢ o ¢ 6 o 2 ¢ o o o s v & 365 793 844 65 884 8.3 23 919 36.3 15 047 22.8
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 o ¢ ¢ ¢ o o s o & {x) 539 214 22 250 8.1 19 038 85,6 119 0.5
BOROUGHS, 4 4 o v o o o ¢ o s & 83 156 167 1 588 1.0 1 195 7542 14 0.9
MUNICIPALITIES, o v o o 4 o o 291 383 048 20 662 5.4 17 843 86.4 106 0.5
ARI}OVA [ A R T (X} 1 890 310 257 884 13,6 146 508 56,8 29 819 11,6
STA}E “ s e 8 a e s e s s e e 2 225 964 389 71 229 T4 31 943 44,8 3 8gd 5.5
LOCALs TOTAL: o v 4 ¢ o & o o o & {X) 925 921 186 655 20.2 114 565 61,4 25 935 13,9
COUNTIES, i 4 o o o o o o o s & 2 225 416 490 83 774 20.1 25 4831 30,4 21 470 25,6
MUNICIPALITIES, , v 4 o 4 « & & 1 645 509 431 102 884 20,2 89 085 86,6 4 465 4,3
ARKANSAS. ¢ 4 s 4 ¢ ¢ o ¢ ¢ & s o o 1 340 657 90 944 6,8 48 051 52,8 10 564 11,6
RSTATE R 2 ;é; 947 531 39 838 8.2 13 786 34,6 2 997 7.5
LOCAL, TOTAL: & « o« &+ ¢ ¢ o o ¢ & (X} 393 126 51 106 13.0 34 265 67.0 7 567 14,8
COUNTIES, , « o o s e o s s 2 107 188 043 21 981 11,7 9 o044 41,1 6 077 27,6
MUNICIPALITIES, v o v ¢« v o o o 1 245 205 083 29 125 14,2 25 222 86,6 1 490 5.1
c ORNTAL & s 6 o o ¢ o o o s ¢ o 22 208 550 2 752 637 12.4 1 374 152 49,9 314 345 11,4
A;#iTE E P R R R R T S 21 éé; 9 941 985 664 778 6,7 259 041 39,0 36 240 5.4
LOCALs TOTALY & & ¢ « ¢ o o o o & {X) 12 266 565 2 087 859 17.0 1 115 114 53.4 278 135 13,3
COUNTIES, o o s o s o o o s o » 20 538 7 398 499 1 198 562 16,2 314 674 26,3 265 336 22.1
MUNICIPALITIES., o + ¢ o o o« o & 15 990 4 868 066 889 297 18,3 800 437 90.0 12 799 1.4
COLORADO. & . ¢ & ¢ o ¢ s » 2 o s o (X) 2 316 708 258 376 11,2 142 039 55,0 36 861 14,3
STATE o s o o o 2 o 5 o ¢ o o o & 2 542 1 268 577 96 167 7:6 21 615 22.5 27 265 28,4
LOCALs, TOTAL: & & » o o o o » o &« (3] 1 o048 131 162 209 15,5 120 424 4.2 9 596 5.9
COUNTIES, & & » o o o o o ¢ o 2 057 378 126 38 915 10,3 18 893 48,5 2 636 6,8
MUNICIPALITIES: « & o o o o o o 1 931 670 006 123 294 18,4 101 831 82,3 6 960 5.6
CONNECTICUT & « 4 o o o o ¢ o o s & (%) 3 485 899 230 343 6,6 138 283 60.0 25 98l 11,3
STATE ¢ o o o o o o o o o 0 s & & 3 080 1 606 986 113 885 71 27 428 24,1 25 734 22,6
LOCAL, TOTAL: & « o o o o o ¢ o & {X) 1878 913 116 458 6,2 110 858 95,2 247 0,2
MUNICIPALITIES, ¢ ¢ = o o o o & 3 080 1 878 913 116 458 6,2 110 855 95,2 247 0.2
DELAWARE. & & s & o u o s o o o » {X) 646 717 59 993 9.3 26 925 84,9 10 607 17,7
STATE ¢ v o o & ¢ » o 2 ¢ 4 s o & 579 4e4 104 41 908 9.0 11 N3 27.9 8 514 20,3
LOCAL, TOTAL. & o & o« 0 o v ¢ o » (X) 182 613 18 085 9.9 15 212 84,1 2 096 11.6
COUNTIES, v o o o o o o 45 o o o 579 85 524 6 817 8,0 4 945 72,5 1 536 22,2
MUNICIPALITIES. ¢ o o o o o o & 194 97 08% 11 268 11.6 10 267 91,1 580 5.2
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. « « . . + + & {X) 1 424 014 184 640 13,0 90 345 48.9 22 224 12,0
STATE o ¢ o s o o 2 2 s s 2 ¢ s o 712 - - - - - - -
LEC}L; TOTALe ¢ o o o o o o & o {X) 1 424 014 184 640 13,0 90 345 48,9 22 224 12,0
MUNICIPALITIES., « o 4 o » & o o 712 1 424 otd 184 %40 13.0 90 345 48,9 22 224 12,0
FLORIDA 4 4 ¢ ¢ o o o o o ¢« 5 o o o [£.3] 5 996 476 825 951 13,8 411 104 49,8 108 768 13,2
LS?ATé e e 4 8 8 e v e e e s s s e 8 283 2 885 977 322 599 11.2 62 619 19.4 36 635 11,4
LOCAL, TOTALs 4 o « = o s » o o & {x) 3 110 499 503 352 16,2 348 485 69,2 72 133 14,3
COUNTIES, & o o o s o o ¢ o « & 7 721 1 544 978 252 874 16,4 126 519 50.0 63 372 25,1
MUNICIPALITIES, . « 4 & o o o & 4 827 1 565 521 250 478 16,0 221 966 88,6 8 761 3,5
GEORGIA ¢« o o s s o » % s o o ¢ s o 3 215 664 372 517 11,6 166 952 44.8 51 592 13,8
STATE + s v v o o s ¢ 0 o s 2 s » 4 é;; 2 121 251 143 924 6,8 37 598 26,1 8 303 5.8
LOCAL, TOTAL, o o o o o ¢ o o o & (X) 1 094 413 228 593 20.9 129 354 56,6 43 289 18,9
COUNTIES: ¢ o o s o ¢ v o o o & 4 771 519 a4l 125 489 24,2 39 817 31.7 39 816 31.7
MUNICIPALITIES, . « o v o 4 & & 2 420 575 172 103 108 17.9 89 538 86,8 3 472 1 3.4
HAWAIL. o 4 o o 0 o o o o o ¢ s s 1714 112 88 908 5,2 47 542 83,5 13 285 14,9
AS?A%E o s 4 s 4 e e b 4 e e ae s é:g 1 313 537 36 U69 2.8 1 472 4,0 13 285 36,4
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 ¢ & ¢ ¢ o & o s & (x) 400 575 52 439 13,1 46 070 87.9 - -
COUNTIESs « o o o o ¢ o o « o o 163 95 909 14 785 15,4 11 092 1540 - -
MUNICIPALITIES. +» « & ¢ o ¢ o & 705 304 666 37 654 12.4 34 978 92,9 - -
IDAHO v & 4 v ¢ ¢ o o v o o o o o o 670 101 57 449 8,6 27 814 48,4 7 739 13,5
STATE v o v o 5 s o » ¢ o & 3 o & é?& 464 060 23 622 5:1 6 275 26,6 4 030 17.1
LOCALs TOTAL: 4 ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o » o & (X} 206 041 33 827 16.4 21 539 63,7 3 709 11,0
COUNTIES. o o o o o o o o o o o 814 108 728 19 774 18,2 8 457 42,8 3 398 17,2
MUNICIPALITIES., » o & « 4 & » & 531 97 314 14 053 14.4 13 082 93,1 311 2,2

See footnotes at end of taule.
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM

Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure,
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1977 —Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

51

legal services and

prosecution Public defense Corrections Other eriminal justice
State and type of gl:vernnu:m:l N
Perceont of Percent of Percent of Percent of
Amount total criminal Amount total criminal Amount totel criminal Amount total criminal
. Justice system  Juastice system Justice system Justice system
STATES-LOCAL, TOTAL . 1 039 740 " 5,5] 263 302 1.4 4 635 3u9
e . . 24,7 408 576 2,2
ETéI R 296 758 5.1 78 365 1.3] 2 847 020 “9:0 139 926 2,4
OCAL, TOTAL. + . o . « . .| 742 982 5.7{ 184 937 1.4 1 788 329 13.8 | 268 650 2.1
COUNTIES. . . . . . . . .| 456 182 9.0] 155 676 oroe3a |1 364 858 26,91 174 230 308
MUNICIPALITIES. . . . . .| 286 800 3.6 29 260 0.4] " 323 470 5.4 94 429 1.2
ALABAMA + + o v o o v o o & 8 076 4.4 1 819 1.0 36 642
e . . 19,9 1412 .8
STATE . o 2 e e il 3 763 5.7 1 559 2.4 24 190 36.7 1 09 107
CALy TOTAL. &« v v v el D 4 313 3.6 260 0.2 12 452 10.5 316 0.3
e e e . . 10 198 .
MUNICIPALITIES. o+ » .+ » & v v ' 1 420 2.0 215 0.3 2 253 2%.3 310 éf&
ALASKA: « o o o o o v v s s 7975 9.0 2 002 2,3 17 315
e e . . 19.6 2 16 3,
STATE L o 2oL 5 817 8.8 2 002 3.0 16 384 24,9 2 712 i
OCAL, TOTAL: + v o e v v v v it 2 158 9.7 - - 231 4,2 4 z
BOROUGHS. v 4 v v o v v v w w s 379 23.9 - - - " (2
HUNICIPALITIES. & & o 0 o . 1" 1 779 8.6 - - 931 4,5 § (21
ARIZONA « o v o 0 v o o 4 s 15 224 5.9 5 448 2.1 55 551
e . . 21,5 5 335 2.1
EgéIE L Tttt i 3114 4.4 - - 31 131 4307 1157 1.6
CALy TOTAL. & v b v D00 12 110 6.5 5 448 2.9 24 420 13,1 4§ 178 2.2
TIES, v v v v o v 0 4 v o s 7 998 9.8 5 326 6.4 23 344 27.9 156 0,2
MUNICIPALITIES. . . . « + .+ . & 4 112 4.0 122 0.1 1076 1.0 4 022 3.9
ARKANSéS. e e e e 3 ggé g.g 6&2 0.7 23 653 2640 4 461 4,9
. e e e e . 0.1 18 186 5.6 8
i RESERREREI IS { I N1 < N £ { N BN <
A . 0 .3 .
MONICIPALITIES, | o o . . . .. 974 33 66 22 ‘383 zg:g 4e? 05
CALIFORNIA: o o o o & & 4 o 205 211 7.5 62 811 2,31 751 804
e e . . 27.3 44 31y 1.6
Egéxﬁ R 25 999 3,9 3 581 0.5 334 098 50,3 5 849 0.9
CALy TOTAL. o v o v L v o0l | 179 212 a.6 59 230 2.81 817 706 20,0 38 485 1.8
UNTIES, o\ o v o u v wu . .| 180 2381 1.7 57 554 4,8 399 965 33,4 20 803 1.7
MUNICIPALITIES. « .+ o o o v o o 38 978 4.4 1679 0.2 17 744 2.0 17 663 2.0
COLORADO. & o o 4 o o o o s 18 524 7.2 3 554 1.4 54 468 i
e e . ) . 19,9 5 930 2.3
STATE L oscve s oo, § 249 4.4 3 534 3.7 37 960 39.5 1 544 1.6
CALy TOTAL. Lo, oLl 14 275 8.8 20 T3 13 508 8.3 4 386 207
¢ et e e e a8 427 21.7 1 (2) 6 084 15,6 2 864 7.4
UNICIPALITIES, . . . . . + . . 5 848 4.7 6 () 7 426 6.0 1 522 1.2
CONNECTICUT o o o v & o o & 9 995 4.3 2 789 1.2 51 419
e . . 22,3 187 0.8
EESIE AL Tttt 5 940 5.2 2715 2.4 51 225 45,0 7s; 0,7
s TOTALe o 4 o o 0 v s v v 4 055 3.5 14 (2) 194 0.2 1 094 0.9
MUNICIPALITIES. . . & o o o . . 4 055 3.5 1 (Z) 194 0.2 1 094 0.9
DELAWARE. o o » 4 o = . 2 531 4.2 674 1.1 18 345
e e e . . 0.6 910 1.5
STATE v v v v v o vmn oo 1 766 . 2 :
LOGAL, TOTALe o+ o » v v v o ot 765 b Bt o 18343 4.2 10 2.2
COUNTIES, & o v o v o o v v o 345 5.1 11 0.2 - - -
MUNICIPALITIES. « o v o v o o o 320 3.7 - - - - - -
ng;z%gr OF COLUMBIA. + o +» .+ .« . . 3 989 2.2 4 254 2.3 63 062 34,2 f 766 0.4
LOCAL, ‘TOTALs & + v v o v o o 0 3 989 2.2 4 284 23| 63 os2 2 6 4
e e e . . 34,2 766 .
MUNICIPALITIES. + + o « v v o . 3 989 2.2 4 254 2.3 63 062 34,2 766 g.:
FLORIDA . . . . 41 199 5.0 14 120 1.7] 234
e e e e e . . o34 28,3 16 72 .
STATE . o s obe il 28 200 8.7 12 1717 3.8] 181 175 56.2 3 793 2
CALy TOTAL o v ooyt il 12 999 2.8 1943 0.4 52 859 10,5 14 933 3.0
COUNTIES. o oo v v ve vt % 883 2.3 1 831 0.7 42 142 16,7 13 127 5.2
N ITIES, o v 4 v v v o . 7 116 2.8 113 12) 10 716 4.3 1 806 0.7
GEORGIA + v o o o o o o & & 11 970 3.2 2 316 0.6] 133 761
e e . 35,9 5 928 1,6
STATE L Lol § 255 30 337 02| o1 2t 837 1 810 103
couﬁT§Es et e 7715 3.4 1979 0.5 42 140 1844 4 116 1.8
COUNTIES. & o s v o bt v i 6 005 4.8 1 841 1.5 37 022 29,5 988 0.8
N LITIES. « v v v v v ot 1 709 1.7 138 0.1 5118 5.0 3 128 3.0
HAWATI, . . & . 5 956 6.7 1 890 241 16 446
e e e e . . 18,5 3 789 4,3
STATE L o s e vt 2 124 5.8 1 890 5.2 15 744 3.2 1 954 5.4
AL TOTAL, o v o v v v o v it 3 832 7.3 - - 702 1.3 1 835 3,5
COUNTIES, o o v o o n v v o v s 1 243 8.4 - - 702 4,7 1 Tha 11.8
MUNICIPALITIES, + .+ o v v « o . 2 589 6.9 - - - ‘e 87 0.2
IDAHO v v o v o 0 o v s v s 4 228 7.4 749 1.3 11 081
e e . . 19,3 5 838 10,2
EESZE T Tt et e 1 572 6.7 - - 9 399 39.8 2 3hg 9.9
CALp TOTAL. o v o lv i Ll 2 656 7.9 749 2.2 1 682 5.0 349z 10,3
OUNTIES. v v v v v v 0 wov vt 2 056 10.4 749 3.8 1 622 8,2 3 49z 177
MUNICIPALITIES. + » & + » o o o 599 4.3 - - 60 0.4 - .
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT

Table 7. Percent distribution cf criminal justice system direct expenditure,
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1977—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total criminal

Police protection Judicial
justice system
Total Percent Percent Percent
State and type of govermment! Population direct . of total of total of total
expenditure Amount direct Amount criminal Amount criminal
expendi- justice justice
ture system system
. ¥ 123 583 944 900 11,5 638 199 61,1 | 112 208 10.7
’L§¥§$és' DR 1i sot 5 703 839 255 306 4,5 9 626 37.3 43 598 7.3
R R EREEREE I o) IS I 3 B ST S A R R+
[ 1 206 942 S . .
ggg?é%ﬁ:irfxés: R 11 29 2 476 897 531 779 21.5 518 447 97,5 670 0.1
3 384 761 322 339 9.5 170 882 53.0 38 879 12,1
R S 5 309 1 851 494 111 642 6.0 45 465 45,7 o 0%z g2
LOCAL, TOTAL:s + v v v v v o o o o 1X) 183 S0 213 250 hee L e 2003 2¢ 8g5 265
* 1 ] - .
SONTCIPACITIES L L Lt il - 838 904 128 107 153 105 374 82,3 8 903 6.9
5 14,9
e e e e 2 447 172 172 100 7,0 90 779 52,7 25 67 .
e I 2 881 1 391 848 83 312 4.5 23 838 37.7 7 219 1.2
COCAL, TOTAL: + v v o v v o o o (x) 1 055 327 108 788 1003 66 911 51.5 18 390 1e.9
COUNTIES, ., e s e s & s e e 2 861 496 373 sS4 279 10.9 15 316 35.5 1 %o 0.1
MUNICIPALITIES. o o 4 o v o o o 2 096 558 954 54 509 9.8 51 624 4y .
560 13.2
e e e (x 1 946 956 163 762 8.4 71 119 43,4 21
KAQ?Q?E P 2 280 1 143 066 70 654 6.2 12 413 17,6 8 62 12.:
LOCALs TOTAL+ o o o v o « o v o 4 (X) 803 890 73 ég? 1.6 ?g ggg gg.é 14 298 6.9
s 4 s s ¢ o s o s = o 2 280 280 622 . . .
SOMCIRALITIEST L L Ll 1755 523 268 50 057 9.6 44 831 89.6 1 680 3.4
’ 2
; 2 602 624 216 U423 8.3 116 182 53,7 35 239 16,
A S 5 388 1 986 243 89 751 4.5 37 445 41,2 12 590 13.9
LOCAL) TOTAL+ o o o v « o v v o o (x) s6 381 126 672 20,6 79 337 62.¢ 22 849 1.9
« e v e v e e & b 3 202 22 . .
ﬁgﬂ?g§§§£1ixés. e e e e e 1 651 386 424 86 960 7.3 56 804 87.8 2 824 4,2
e e e 3 503 108 314 763 9.0 158 110 50.2 40 841 13,0
L s 8o 2 204 134 115 252 5.0 38 591 33.5 11 258 S
COCAL, TOTAL. o v v v v s o o v s 1x) 1 208 974 159 3ié ig.g lt; géz gz.; 23 583 14.8
593 12 i . . .
aaz%g?giixixés: DD 251 615 846 107 763 17.5 72 283 87,1 11 893 11.0
[-)
e e e e 1 003 205 53 792 5.4 30 961 57,6 7 317 13,
MAé#iTé D 1 o6 578 367 26 052 4.5 8 740 33.5 5 1s8 19.9
LockLs TOTRL 0 0 e e v e e e e o " 392 RN 4507 22 he3 W 2 130 28.7
e 064 .
ﬁgngisitlTIES. | 1 989 407 845 20 309 5,0 19 758 97,3 It (2
5
c s .. 5 756 135 417 118 7.2 215 830 51,7 39 715 9,
e e 4 iaa 2 112 793 187 015 8.9 45 737 24,5 | 21 4l 18
O CRRRRREEREE BN IS A5 TR I AR
e 2 436 1 . . .
SONICIPACITIES, L L LT 3 L 207 198 106 144 8.8 82 567 7748 5 998 5,7
1
' 7 628 547 Su6 423 7.2 324 679 59.4 " 41 13
MACTATRUSETTS v e e e e ] s o 3 304 B6Y 138 466 4ul 42 664 30,8 12 818 3
LOCALs TOTAL:+ o v « o o o o + o 4 ) 4233 03| Ho7 987 Sie| 2 69.1| 58923 1.4
i . . .
KORtCIRALITIES, Ll Ll S oie 4 090 930 | 327 469 80| 280 647 85,7 | 20 573 6.3
5
. R 8 646 811 860 830 10,0 4oy 489 54,0 124 974 14,
R I s i3 4 800 932 224 117 4.7 76 173 3400 23 ot 0.4
e iiiiiiof o owl paE| st W Chal| B R EY
c .. o 1 545 0 . . 0.
SORIGIRALITIES. © L1l 3 131 2 300 206 | 375 828 16,3 327 806 87.2| 23 4se 6.2
' 8 12,4
. . 3 989 586 280 188 7.0 145 675 52,0 34 86 .
e 5 o2 2 023 739 76 716 3.8 26 399 304 b o5 KX
CgGernie iiiiiiiio ol el iRl AR mie) @) B sl
e 93 2l . .
SNTeTPALITIEST Lol 3 one 1 025 894 98 534 9.6 91 270 S2.6 133 ol
9
e . 1 816 511 114 150 6.3 84 796 56,8 15 850 13,
Rt O N A 2 543 1 135 445 47 482 4.2 22 747 47,9 3 360 2
LOCAL, TOTALe + v o v v v o s v ) (x) 681 066 86 co8 3.8 42 odo 831 12 490 18.7
e 418 586 32 . . .
ONIIRRLITIEs, Ll Aot 262 479 34 054 13.0 31 418 92,3 800 2,4
' 4
5 2 963 297 330 828 11,2 201 035 6048 40 945 12,
R I 4 10 1 740 828 91 877 5.3 30 729 33,4 13 503 147
COCAL, TOTALs o o v v s v s v o %) 1 222 469 238 951 19:5 17 306 3| 2 1.3
; e ] 315 ¢ . . .
CONCIRALITES, Ll 3 267 907 421 171 685 18,9 143 953 83,8 9 824 5.7
1
. .. 740 838 53 156 7.2 26 621 50,1 5 388 10,
' e A i 498 395 22 672 4.5 6 581 29.0 3 3 &
Local,; TOTAL. + D .. (x) 262 443 30 484 12.6 20 04D 63,7 3 13.0
COUNTIES, o o o v o o v o v o o 746 131 791 17 494 13.3 8 120 464 ol 9.9
MUNICIPALITIES. & + o v v v o . 428 110 652 12 990 11.7 11 917 9147 .

See fooinotes at end of table.
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure,

by State and type of government, fiscal year 1977 —Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Lega ces and
& ;r;:::it:on Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
s 1
tate and type of government Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of
Amount total criminal Amount total criminal Amount total eriminal Amount total criminal
Justice system Justice system Justice system Justice system
ILLINOIS. o o o a o 0 ¢ o o ¢ v o & 49 004 4,7 11 479 1.4 193 460 18,5 40 550 3.9
STATE o o o ¢ 5 o s o s o ¢ s o » 12 344 4,8 1 487 0.6 120 412 47.2 6 839 2.7
LOCALs TOTALe 4w o ¢ o o o & o o & 36 660 4.6 9 992 1.3 73 048 9.3 33 714 4,3
COUNTIES, 4 4 o o o o o s s o » 25 551 9,9 9 967 3.9 72 752 28,2 32 478 12,6
MUNICIPALITIES, o + o o v & & & 11 109 2,1 24 (Z) 296 0,1 1 233 0.2
INPIANA & 4 v o s v 0 v 6 v e 0 o 16 244 5.0 2 920 0,9 70 321 21,8 23 093 7.2
.« . R 6 054 5.4 759 0.7 48 816 43,7 2 456 2,2
LOCAL» TOTAL: o o o o o o o s o & 10 190 4.8 2 161 1,0 21 505 10.2 20 637 9.8
COUNTIES, & 4 u v v o v o o s o 5 003 6,1 1 956 2.4 14 302 17,3 19 297 23,5
MUNICIPALITIES, « o 4 v o & o+ o 5 186 4,0 205 0,2 7 202 5,6 1 240 1.0
TOWA. & ¢ o v o 0 v v ¢ 0 0 0 0w 9 217 S.4 2 915 1.7 42 072 24,4 144y 0,8
STATE « . A e e v s s 4 e ow. 2 468 3.9 (Z) 29 167 L1791 551 0,9
LOCALs TOTAL. 4 & o ¢ o o & o « & 6 749 6.2 2 906 247 12 905 11,9 890 0.8
COUNTIES, . 4 o s s o v o s o & 4 851 8,9 2 904 5.3 12 275 22.6 606 1.1
MUNICIPALITIES. o o o o o o o & 1 898 3.5 2 (2) 630 1,2 284 0.5
KANSAS, &« v o o o ¢ o o o ¢ o o o & i1 3ol 6.9 2 075 1.3 47 541 29.0 10 165 6,2
STATE & 4 v o 4 o ¢ ¢ o o v o o & 3 988 5.6 181 2.6 38 854 55,0 6 923 9.8
LOCAL, TOTALs o « o + o » 4 o « & 7 313 7.9 264 0.3 8 687 9.3 3 242 3.5
COUNTIES, , , . v v v v 4 v v ¥ 5 476 12.7 189 0.4 7 653 17,8 2 6us 6,1
MUNICIPALITIES, o & o 4 o & o & 1 837 3.7 75 0.1 1 034 2.4 597 1.2
KENTUCKY. o o o s o o o o 5 o & » & 12 442 5,7 1 358 0.6 44 414 20.5 6 218 2,9
STATE & o o v 6o s o o & » o 2 o 5 332 5.9 977 1) 29 490 32.9 3 917 4,3
LOCAL, TOTALs & 4 o o o o o« « « » 7 080 5.6 381 0.3 i4 924 11,8 2 301 1.8
COUNTIES, 4 v v o ¢ o ¢ v v o 4 454 7.5 331 0.6 12 464 20,9 2 105 3.5
MUNICIPALITIES, o v o ¢ o o & & 2 627 3.9 50 0.1 2 460 3.7 196 0,3
LOUISIANA « & v 4 ¢ ¢ o o o & 4 s 17 917 5.7 1 690 0.5 92 878 295 3 328 1.1
STATE o 4 o 6 a6 o o s o o o & o 8 348 T2 60 0.1 55 772 48,4 1 223 1.1
LOCALs TOTALe w o o o o « & o o & 9 569 4.8 1 630 0.8 37 106 18,6 2 105 1,1
PARISHES, ¢ v 4 ¢ o o » o & « & 4 754 5.2 1 142 1.2 20 494 22,3 414 0.5
MUNICIPALITIES, 4+ « & & 4 & 4 & 4 B15 4,5 488 0.5 16 612 15,4 1 691 1,6
MAINE & o 4 o 4 & 5 o ¢ o s o o o » 2 767 5.1 129 0,2 11 792 21.9 827 1.5
STATE « o o o 5 o 5 o o o o o o & 1 802 6.9 b - 9 553 26,7 KEQY 3.0
LOCALs TOTALe 4 « o o o ¢ ¢ & & & 965 3.5 129 0.5 2 239 8,1 56 0.2
COUNTIES, 4 w v ¢ o 4 o 4 4 & 4 415 5.6 129 1.7 2 23¢9 30.1 56 0,8
MUNICIPALITIES., « & & & v & & & 550 2.7 - - - - - -
MARYLAND. & ¢ o 4 o ¢ ¢ o o o o & & 16 175 3.9 6 708 1.6 132 707 31,8 5 982 1.4
STATE « v & ¢ 4 o o o o = o & o o 2 352 1.3 6 674 3.6 107 571 57.5 3 037 1.6
LOCALs TOTALe o o s o o« o o & & & 13 823 6.0 34 (2) 25 136 10,9 2 945 1.3
COUNTIES, . v v o s v o 4w v v 8 3ai 6.7 34 t2) 15 023 12,1 982 0.8
MUNICIPALITIES, o « o o 4o o .+ & 5 502 5.2 - - 10 113 9.5 1 964 1.9
MASSACHUSETTS & & o o o s 4 4 & » & 20 034 3.7 & 292 0.8 112 467 20,6 13 210 2.4
STATE + o o ¢ o o o ¢ o s o 4 o @ 6 969 5.0 2 298 1.7 70 930 51,2 2 787 2,0
LOCALs> TOTALe o o o o ¢ « o o o o 13 065 3.2 1 994 0.5 41 537 10,2 10 423 2.6
COUNTIES, , , ., o & v v v v 0w 3 651 4.5 1 980 2.5 30 916 38,4 4 223 5,2
MUNICIPALITIES, + v ¢ « & & o & 9 414 2,9 14 (Z) 10 621 3.2 6 200 1,9
MICHIGAN. & & « & v o v 4 ¢ & o & & 4y 222 5,1 14 646 1.7 197 586 23.0 14 913 1.7
STATE o v o ¢ 6 ¢ o o % o s o s 4 9 468 4.2 1 055 0.5 110 678 49,4 3 342 1,5
LOCALs TOTALs 4 & o ¢ o o & o o & 34 754 5.5 13 591 2+1 86 908 13,6 11 571 1.8
COUNTIES, o 4 o ¢ v o o o o o & 22 894 8.8 13 020 5.0 77 040 29,5 9 303 3.6
MUNICIPALITIES, o « o o v o o & 11 859 3,2 571 0.2 9 868 2.6 2 268 0.6
MINNESOTA & 4 o o o o o o ¢ o s o » 18 412 6.6 4 187 1.5 72 572 25,9 4 475 1.6
STATE & v o o o 0 o v o s o o v o 3 844 5.0 329 0.4 38 598 50,3 2 592 3.4
LOCAL, TOTALe v o « o ¢ o & o « & 14 568 Te2 3 858 1.9 33 974 16.7 1 883 0.9
COUNTIES: v o o o o o o o o + & 9 181 8.7 3 837 3.7 33 456 31.9 677 0.6
MUMICIPALITIES, « ¢ v v & o o . 5 386 5,5 21 (2) 518 0.5 1 206 1,2
MISSISSIPPI L T T § 655 4.1 912 0.8 26 011 22,8 1 926 1.7
STATE o o 6 o 4 o o ¢ o s 4 o4 s 2 597 5.5 - - 17 108 36,0 1 670 3.5
LOCAL, TOTALs & o o ¢ o o 4 + & & 2 058 3.4 912 1.4 8 903 13,4 256 0.4
COUNTIES, & o o o o o o o o o o 1 165 3.6 842 246 8 076 24,8 214 0.7
MUNICIPALITIES. & v 4 o o & & o 893 2.6 " 0.2 828 2.4 42 0,4
MISSOURI. & 4 o o ¢ o o o s ¢ o o & 14 570 4,4 2 256 0.7 68 653 20,8 3 369 1.0
E . P T T S 2 535 2.8 1 876 2.0 41 379 45,0 1 855 2.0
LOCAL, TOTALs & o o v ¢ v 4 « & & 12 035 5.0 380 0.2 27 274 11.4 1 514 0,6
COUNTIES, 4 & v ¢ ¢ o ¢ o« o o &« 6 078 9.0 51 0,4 16 785 25,0 381 0.6
MUNICIPALITIES: « 4 « « 4 & « & 5 957 3.5 329 0.2 10 489 6,1 1133 0.7
MONTANA &« 4 o s 4 ¢ ¢ 6 ¢ o o v & & 3 988 7.5 639 1.2 14 911 28,1 1 642 3.1
STATE o o o o ¢ o o o 5 o ¢ 4 o & 1098 4.8 - - 12 097 53.4 1 542 6,7
LOCALs, TOTAL. v v ¢ « ¢ ¢ o « o & 2 8%0 9.5 639 241 2 814 9.2 130 0.4
COUNTIES, 4 4 4« o o o 4 o & o & 2 397 13.7 626 3.6 2 726 15,6 130 0.7
MUNICIPALITIES: » ¢ o o o & & & 493 X.8 13 0.1 88 0,7 - -
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Table 7. Percent distribution of crimina! justice system direct expenditure,
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1977—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM

Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure,
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1977 —Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total criminal

Lagal services and

justice system Police protection Judicial
Total

State and type of government! Population direct Percent Percent Percent

expendi ture? of total of total of total

Amount direct Amount criminal Amount criminal

expendi- justice Justice

ture system system
NEBRASKA. & 4 v 4 4 4 ¢ o 0 s 0 v W (x) 1 185 589 100 202 8,5 49 .827 49,7 15 121 15,1
STATE o v o 6 4 v 0 v 0 o ¢ v o 1 544 680 069 41 092 6,0 13 368 32,5 T 304 17.8
LOCAL> TOTALs 4 o « o & « v « o . (x} 505 520 59 110 11,7 36 459 61,7 7 817 13,2
COUNTIES, W v o v o 4 o v v & . 1 544 224 918 26 438 11.8 7 924 30,0 5 992 22,3
MUNICIPALITIES. . + o o o o . @ 1153 280 602 32 672 11.6 28 538 87.3 1 945 5,9
NEVADA. « ¢ v o o s 3 0 o« o o 0 o (x) 685 371 102 837 15,0 46 332 45,1 11 343 11,0
STATE 4 v o v 4 o o s « « o s » & 590 353 402 34 943 9.9 6 879 19,7 1 877 5.4
LOCALs TOTAL: 4w o « o o o & o o (x) 331 969 67 894 20,5 39 453 58,1 9 464 13.9
COUNTIES. 4 4 v v o s v 4 « o & 565 237 007 51 745 21.8 27 170 52,5 7 837 15.1
MUNICIPALITIES, . . , . TRE 372 94 962 16 150 17.0 12 283 76.1 1 627 10,4
NEW HAMPSHIRE e e e e e e e e (x) 773 498 50 202 6,5 30 4831 60,7 6 305 12,6
TATE & o 4 s a0 0 s 6 s s a o s 812 454 893 17 967 3,9 6 393 35,6 1 860 10,4
LOCAL: . (x) 318 605 32 235 10,1 24 o8s 4,7 4 445 13,8
COUNTIES, v 4 & v o & o o o & & 812 43 658 7 132 16,3 1 429 20,0 2 932 41,1
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 2 4 4 o o o . 812 274 947 25 103 9,1 22 659 90,3 1513 6,0
NEW JERSEY. C e s e s e e e e e (x) 7 269 107 758 034 10,4 432 740 57.1 92 544 12,2
STATE e e e e e e e 7 334 3 423 831 185 070 5.4 57 151 30,9 23 560 12,7
LOCAL, TOTAL. + + o » o+ . e e (x) 3 845 276 572 964 14,9 375 589 65,6 68 9g4 12,0
COUNTIES, v 4 v o v ¢ o 4 « 4 & 7 334 1 626 068 193 631 11,9 25 459 13,1 54 174 28,0
MUNICIPALITIES. . | . o . .. 7 334 2 219 208 379 333 17.4 350 131 92,3 14 810 3.9
NEW MEXICOu & o o o ¢ ¢ o o o o o & (%) 958 628 86 315 5,0 47 627 55,2 10 280 11.9
STATE . P 1 144 663 604 44 896 6,8 13 609 30,3 8 654 19,3
LOCALs TOTALe w o & v o o & o & 4 {x) 295 024 41 419 14,0 34 ois 82,1 1 629 3,9
COUNTIES, v 4 v W v v v v w . . 1144 92 904 10 337 11,1 7 745 74,9 243 2,4
MUNICIPALITIES | | o @ 7 1 . 745 202 120 31 08) 15,4 26 273 84,5 1 386 4,5
NEW YORK: & W v 4 4 4 o v 0 4 0 o & (x) 26 653 160 | 2 328 250 8,7 1 344 693 57,8 252 856 10,9
STATE . . St e e e e e 18 075 8 175 192 512 612 6.3 115 612 22,6 50 773 9,9
LOCAL, TOTAL. + - . . e e e (x) 18 477 968 | 1 815 638 9.8 1 229 081 67,7 202 083 11,1
COUNTIES, + v v v v v u v 4, 10 594 4 429 945 430 566 9,7 204 428 47,5 80 499 18,7
MUNICIPALITIES, | o | | c e e 18 075 14 o048 024 | 1 385 o072 9,91 1 024 654 74,0 124 584 8,8
NORTH CAROLINAG 4 & v v 4 v 4 0 & W (x) 5 301 197 353 625 6,7 172 816 48,9 46 745 13,2
TATE « . . e e e e e s 4uy 2 148 304 191 143 8.9 45 342 23,7 31 983 16,7
LOCAL; TOTAL. .+ . . Ll . (x) 3 152 893 162 482 5,2 127 474 78,5 14 762 9.1
COUNTIES, 4 4 & o v o & o o & . 5 Uy 2 535 913 66 726 2.6 34 247 51,3 14 578 21,8
MUNICIPALITIES. . & o o o . . 2 u08 616 980 95 756 15,5 93 226 97,4 183 0,2
NORTHTDAKOTA. S s e et e e e (x) eug 32; 34 ﬁ§7 5.; 18 570 54,2 4 937 14,4
R N R T 6u3 46 12 488 2, 4 356 34,9 1 677 13,4
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 & 4 4 & v & 4 o (x) 175 344 21 749 12,4 14 214 65,4 3 260 15,0
COUNTIES. o 4 o 4 o ¢ o o o « & 6u3 77 898 10 747 13,8 3 958 36,8 2 895 26.9
MUNICIPALITIES: v v & o 4 4 & & 592 97 446 11 002 11,3 10 257 93,2 365 3,3
OHIO. W v o v o 4w o o s 4 0 s o (x) 7 944 196 768 254 9,7 393 936 51,3 108 681 14,1
STATE o v 4 o 4 v o o 0 o o v o 10 735 3 943 690 202 759 5.1 53 253 26,3 12 050 5,9
LOCAL, TOTALe 4 « 4 o 4 o o « o . (x) 4 000 506 565 495 14,1 340 683 60,2 96 631 17.1
COUNTIES. o 4 ¢ ¢ 4 o & o o o . 10 735 1 619 256 209 012 12.9 49 000 23.4 63 956 30,6
MUNICIPALITIES. - & o & o . . 10 735 2 381 250 356 483 15,0 291 683 81,8 32 675 9.2
OKLAHOMA, & & v 4 v v v 4w v W W W (x) 2 163 41} 179 076 8,3 91 148 50,9 19 210 10,7
STATE o v v 6 o v o s ¢ 4 ¢ o o o 2 711 1 400 449 90 #15 6,5 27 943 30.9 9 578 10,6
LOCAL, TOTAL. o v v v v v o PN (x) 762 962 88 661 11.6 63 205 71,3 9 632 10,9
COUNTIES, 4 4 o 4 o o « 4 o o 2 711 202 943 22 233 11,0 7 520 33,8 7 669 34,5
MUNICIPALITIES. . o & o 0 @ - 2 086 560 019 86 427 i1.9 55 685 83.8 1 963 3.0
OREGONs « 4 o s o o o o % « o o o o (x) 2 132 399 216 93} 10,2 102 238 4741 26 638 12,3
STATE & 4 v e 4 v o s 6 0 v o o s 2 284 1 396 790 81 528 5.8 24 865 30,5 938 8,5
LOCAL, TOTAL. & v v & 4 4w vy o (x) 735 609 135 403 18,4 77 373 5741 19 698 14,5
COUNTIES, v 4 v v v v v 4 s & & 2 284 374 259 79 121 21,3 26 927 34,0 17 538 22,2
MUNICIPALITIES, . . , . ., . . . 1 303 364 350 56 282 15,4 50 446 89,6 2 160 3.8
PENNSYLVANIA. e e s e e E e e (x) 9 318 668 907 586 9.7 433 002 54,3 140 714 15,5
STATE Sk e e v e e e 11 86l 6 180 692 270 927 4,4 112 548 41,5 34 107 12,6
LOCAL, TOTAL. | + o . c e e e (x) 3 137 976 636 659 20,3 380 454 59,8 106 607 16,7
COUNTIES. & 4 o v o o v o 4 4 o 10 048 918 610 161 396 17,6 14 033 8,7 4 533 40,0
MUNICIPALITIES. o & o o 4 & » . 11 862 2 219 366 475 263 21.4 366 421 77,1 42 074 8,9
RHODE ISLAND. & 4 ¢ 4 o 4 v 4w 4 4 (x) 1 165 934 70 054 6.0 40 327 57.6 10 886 15,5
STATE v v o ¢ o o o o o o o o o 931 641 483 35 646 5.6 7 3% 20,8 10 546 29,6
LOCAL, TOTAL: v « o o & o o 4 & o - 524 451 34 408 6,6 32 928 95,7 540 1.0
MUNICIPALITIES. . & o v o , o . 931 524 45) 34 408 6.6 32 928 95,7 340 1.0
SOUTH CAROLINAG o o o s o o o o & (x) 2 058 620 164 729 8,0 87 693 53,2 18 652 11,3
STATE v ¢ v v v o o o ¢ a0 o o s o 2 816 1 559 710 74 044 4,7 27 424 3740 2 675 3,6
LOCAL, TOTAL: & ¢ v o s o o o & & (x) 493 910 90 685 18,2 60 269 66,5 15 977 17.6
COUNTIES. 4 4 4 o ¢ o o 40 o o o 2 816 335 088 52 093 15,5 24 626 47,3 15 065 28,9
MUNICIPALITIES, 4 v v o v , o o 1 092 162 821 38 591 23,7 35 642 92,4 912 2,4

See footnotes at end of table.

Public defense Corractions Other criminal justice
prosecution

State and typo of gnvernmnnt’ Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of
Amount total eriminal Amount total eriminal Amount total criminal Amount  [total eriminal
Justice system Jjustice system Justice system Justice system

NEBRASKA. v & o 0 o o » o s 2 o o & § 951 8.9 1187 1.2 26 329 26,3 1 787 1,8
STATE . . L T S S 682 1.7 - - 18 106 44,1 1 632 4,0
LOCAL., TOTAL. L T S SRS 5 269 8,9 1187 2.0 8 za23 13.9 155 0,3
COUNTIES, ¢« ¢« o s o o o o v s » 39 1443 1 187 4.5 7 708 29.2 1 (Z)
MUNICIPALITIES, o v & o o & o 1 850 4.7 - - 515 1.6 154 0,5
NEVADA, « ¢ o o o o o o s o o o o & 7 670 7.5 1 882 1.8 35 055 34,1 558 0.5
STATE 4 v v s o o o ¢ s s 2 o o & 1 558 4.5 234 0.7 23 903 68,4 492 1.4
LOCALs TOTAL: & o s o o o o « ¢ » 6 112 2.0 1 648 2.4 11 152 16,4 66 0.1
COUNTIES. o 4 o o ¢ o o 4 « o & 4 eol 9.3 1 584 3.4 10 299 19,9 53 0.1
MUNICIPALITIES: W o o o « v o o 1 511 8.l 64 0.4 853 5,3 12 0.1
NEW HAMPSHIRE , , . . o s e 2 005 4,0 278 0.6 10 304 20.5 830 1.7
STATE & & o ¢ o « » « 0 oe e 994 5.5 2717 1.5 7 633 42,5 810 4,5
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 « PRI 1011 3.1 1 (Z) 2 671 8,3 20 0,1
COUNTIES, & o« o & « s e 436 6.1 - - 2 333 3247 1 {2
MUNICIPALITIES, . o s e 575 2.3 1 (Z) 337 1,3 i9 0.l
NEW JERSEY. & + o o & v e on 52 792 7.¢ 12 379 1.6 158 387 20,9 9 191 1.2
STATE o v 4w v 4 o » I 9 260 5.0 12 031 6.5 79 568 43.0 3 500 1,9
LOCAL, TOTAL, , . . « s e 43 532 Teb 348 0.4 78 819 13.8 5 691 1.0
COUNTIES, « , . “ e 33 o1l 17.0 182 0.1 78 677 40,6 2 129 1,1
MUNICIPALITIES, , P 10 821 2.8 166 (2) 142 (Y2} 3 562 0,9
NEW MEXICO. « o 4 o & “ e e e 6 146 7.1 2 137 2.5 16 839 19,5 3 285 3,8
STATE v o v v 6 o o e e e 4 1777 10.6 2 034 4,5 133177 294 2 6hg 5,9
LOCAL, TOTAL. o . “ s e e 1 369 3.3 103 0.2 3 662 8,8 637 1.5
COUNTIES, ., , . . “ue s 255 2.8 75 0.7 1 4a24 13.8 597 5,8
MUNICIPALITIES. . e e e v e 1 114 3.6 28 0.1 2 244 7.2 39 0,1
NEW YORKa o o 0 4 ¢ o o 0 s a o o 129 464 5.6 32 364 1.4 527 152 22,7 41 124 1,8
STATE o ¢ ¢ o 4 o o o+ o o ¢ o o » 33 551 6.5 5 206 1.0 290 003 56,6 17 467 3.4
LOCALs TOTALe & o o s o s ¢ o o & 95 913 5:3 27 158 1.5 237 749 13,1 23 654 1,3
COUNTIES, L R A TSR 31 072 Te2 12 911 3,0 98 498 22,9 3 159 0.7
MUNICIPALITIES. “r 4t e e 64 842 4.7 14 247 1.0 139 254 10,1 20 494 1,5
NORTH CAROLINAY 4 o o o & o 4 & & & 11 402 3.2 1 228 0.3 113 210 32,0 8 226 2,3
STATE & 4 & o 0 o o o o 5 o ¢ o s 8 016 4,2 1 150 0.6 100 884 52.8 3 768 2,0
LOCAL, TOTAL: o o o v o o « v o 3 386 2.1 78 (2} 12 326 746 4 458 2,7
COUNTIES, « v s o o ¢ o o o o & 1 447 2.2 72 0.1 12 029 18,0 4 352 6,5
MUNICIPALITIES. « v 4 & 4 & o & 1 938 2.0 6 (Z) 296 0.3 106 0,1
NORTH DAKOTAY & o + o o s o 5 o 4 & 2 920 8.5 252 0.7 6 880 2044 677 2.0
STATE o o o v 6 ¢ o o o o v s o o 1 234 9.9 - - 4 570 36,6 651 5.2
LOCALs TOTALe o o o » o o o o o & 1 686 7.8 252 1.2 2 310 10,6 26 0.1
COUNTIES, 4 v v v o s o 0 o o 4 1 340 12.5 252 2.3 2 285 21.3 17 0,2
MUNICIPALITIES. + & o 4 « & o o 346 3.4 - - 25 0.2 10 0sd
OHIOW v o v 6 o 4 v & ¢ s o0 & o & 38 858 5.4 9 498 1.2 185 433 4.4 31 848 4,1
STATE « v 6 o s o s 5 & ¢ o o » o 12 208 6.0 1 606 0.8 116 812 5846 4 830 2.4
LOCAL, TOTAL: 4 v ¢ « ¢ 4 & « o & 26 650 4,7 7 892 1.4 66 621 11.8 27 018 4.8
COUNTIES. o o v o o o« o o s o & i4 208 6,8 6 972 3.3 52 202 25,0 22 674 10,8
MUNICIPALITIES: o « ov4 o o » 12 442 3.5 919 0,3 14 419 4.0 8 34y 1.2
OKLAHOMAL v v 4 v ¢ o o ¢ o o o o &« 9 79 3.4 1 016 0.6 51 618 28,8 6 365 3.6
STATE . I S P Y 6 161 6.8 - - 45 374 5042 i 35¢ 1.5
LOCAL, TOTALe 4 & o w 4 o o o o » 3 558 4,0 1 016 1.1 6 244 7.0 5 006 5.6
COUNTIES, s 4 o o o ¢ o o o o « 1 348 6ol 8a2 4.0 4 789 21.5 25 0.1
MUNICIPALITIES: L N 2 209 3.3 134 0.2 1 458 2.2 4 984 78
OREGON: v ¢ o o 5 o s o o o« o 4 & & 19 170 8.8 3 918 1.8 58 355 26.9 6 615 3.0
STATE o v o o ¢ ¢ v o 4 o 0 & o & 8 922 10.9 269 0.3 39 507 48,5 1027 1,3
LOCAL, TOIAL. PR SR 10 248 T.6 3 649 2.7 18 848 13.9 5 588 4,1
COUNTI T R T U 8 013 10,4 3 856 4.5 18 297 23.1 4 789 6,1
MUNXCIPALITIES. St e i e e e 2 234 4,0 92 0.2 550 1.0 799 1.4
PENNSYLVANIA. L T N T R S, 36 907 (791 9 723 1.4 218 992 2441 8 248 0.9
L T T S S O 5 954 2,2 - - 112 367 41,8 5 951 242
LOCAL; TOTAL. LRI S R 30 953 4,9 9 723 1.5 106 625 16,7 2 29 0.4
COUNTIES, v 4 & & v v o 4 o & & 15 178 9.4 6 051 3.7 61 176 37.9 K25 0.3
MUNICIPALIT!ES. b v e e e e s 15 778 3.3 3 672 0.8 45 449 96 1873 0.4
RHODE ISLAND: o 4 4 o o o o « o 4 & 3 240 4.6 623 0.9 14 426 20,6 553 0,8
STATE ¢« o v o o o o o o o o o s » 2 233 6.3 623 1.7 14 447 40,4 428 1.2
LOCAL, TOTALY & ¢ o o o & 4 o o & 1 007 2.9 - - 9 (¥4 125 0.4
MUNICIPALITIES: v o 4 ¢ & o « & 1 007 2.9 - - 9 23] 125 0.4
SOUTH CAROLINAS o+ o 4 o o v o« & o 6 233 3.8 1162 0.7 48 045 29,2 2 944 1.8
STATE . . P T R S S 3 376 4,6 607 0.8 37 633 50,8 2 329 3ed
LOCAL, TOTAL. P T T T TP 2 857 3.2 555 0.6 10 412 11,5 615 0,7
COUNTIES, & 4 o o o 4 o o o & « 2 107 4,0 554 1.1 9 194 17,6 547 1,0
MUNIGIPALITIES: o « o o o o o 750 1.9 2 (Z) 1217 3.2 68 0.2




56

CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT

Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure,
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1977—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total criminal

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM

Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure,
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1977—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)
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justice system Police protection Judicial
Total

+ 1 . Percent Percent Percent

Stuzz and type of government Population dﬁ;ﬁi;re’ of total of total of total

expe Amount direct Amount criminal Amount criminal

expendi- Justice Justice

ture system system
SOUTH DAKOTAL v & 4 4 ¢ ¢ o & o & (x) 598 885 39 220 6,5 21 107 53,8 7 209 18.4
STATE & v 4 o s o o o o o 4+ v o o 683 429 562 18 923 4,4 5 686 30.0 5 836 30,8
LOCAL, TOTAL. « . . + 4 + o . . . {x) 169 323 20 297 12,0° 15 421 76,0 1373 6.8
COUNTIES, . , . . ., ., . ... 683 68 255 10 158 14,9 5 691 56,0 337 13,2
MUNICIPALITIES, . v & o 4 & 4 . 596 101 068 10 140 10,0 9 731 96,0 36 0,4
TENNESSEE © v v b v v v v 0 v v v . (x) 4147 447 263 078 6,3 136 332 51.8 37 362 14,2
STATE v v o v 4 0 v o 0 o 40w v 4 175 1 833 254 96 774 5,3 25 384 26,2 10 135 10,5
LOCAL, TOTAL: « v & v o o o & 4 & (x) 2 314 193 166 304 7.2 110 954 66,7 27 227 16,4
COUNTIES, , . v v v v v v v o & 3 727 1 100 663 57 808 5,3 18 883 32,7 21 176 36,6
MUNICIPALITIES, , . , ., , .. . 2 593 1 243 531 108 496 8,9 92 069 84,9 6 051 5,6
TEXAS o ¢ o v o 4 o s o o 0 4 4 4 (x) 8 268 550 793 246 9,6 454 573 57,3 105 g2t 13,2
STATE & w v 0 4 o o o 4 o & s o i2 261 5 133 184 220 442 4,3 99 853 45,1 11 423 5,2
LOCALs TOTAL. » « & & 4 & o 4 . W (x) 3 135 366 572 804 18,3 355 120 62,0 93 598 16,3
COUNTIES, , ., . . v, .., .. 12 261 1 029 361 241 910 23,5 52 756 21,8 80 98 33,5
MUNICIPALITIES, , . . . , . . . 9 948 2 106 005 330 894 15,7 302 364 91.4 12 614 3.8
UTAH., & v ot e i v e o v v e e s (x) 1 029 892 79 728 7.7 42 426 53,2 9 030 11,3
STATE « o o v 4 v v o s v 0 0 o W 1 203 750 901 33 269 4.4 12 069 36,2 3 024 9.1
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 & v ¢ 4 v & v & W (x) 278 991 46 459 16,7 30 357 65,3 5 006 12,9
COUNTIES, , , , . . ., . ..., 1 203 131 906 21 701 16,5 9 263 42,7 3 760 17,3
MUNICIPALITIES. . & 4 & & 4 o . 836 147 086 24 758 16,8 21 094 85,2 2 246 9.1
VERMONT & ¢ v ¢ 4 v o o 0 v o o o (x} 458 725 31 210 6.8 15 718 50.4 3 794 12,2
STATE « v o s 6 o o s o ¢ 4 o o 472 374 524 22 317 6,0 7 724 34,6 3 375 15,1
LOCAL> TOTALs & v & v 4 v o 4 o W (x} 84 201 8 893 10,6 7 994 89,9 449 4,7
COUNTIES, . , . . v 4 v 4 ... 472 628 646 02,9 193 29,9 415 64,3
MUNICIPALITIES. , . . . . .., . 472 83 573 8 247 9.9 7 801 94,6 4 (2)
VIRGINIAY ¢ v ¢ 4 o v o o s o o o W (x) 5 521 282 369 471 6.7 175 836 47,6 "0 820 11.0
STATE « ¢ o v 0 o o s o o « v o« 4 98t 2 456 330 154 814 6,3 41 395 26,7 17 889 11,6
LOCAL, TOTALY & & v v v v 4 o & W (x}) 3 o064 952 214 657 7.0 134 444 62.6 22 931 10.7
COUNTIES, v v v v v v v v & 4 2 968 1 531 041 92 206 6,0 55 043 59,7 12 943 14,0
MUNICIPALITIES., ., & v v 4 4 4 2 351 1 533 911 122 451 8,0 79 398 64,8 9 988 8,2
WASHINGTON, + o 4 v v ¢ 4 v v o & (x) 3 354 057 293 825 8,8 152 205 51.8 31 678 10,8
STATE o v o ¢ 4 v o o s s o s o W 3 553 2 267 543 103 116 4,5 53 348 323 6 352 6,2
LOCAL, TOTAL. & v o 4 4 o & & & W (x) 1 086 514 190 709 17,6 118 857 62,3 25 326 13.3
COUNTIES, , . . ., .+ . . ... 3 553 469 403 93 492 19,9 34 423 36,8 20 612 22,0
MUNICIPALITIES, . 4 & v o 4 o . 1 984 617 111 97 218 15.8 a4 434 86,9 4 715 4,8
WEST VIRGINIA o & v 4« v ¢ o 4w & & o (x) 1 404 751 85 235 6,1 41 261 48,4 18 266 2L.4
STATE « v 6 o 4 o o o 6 o o o o 1 799 1 129 224 45 069 4,0 15 157 33,6 12 067 26.8
LOCAL, TOTAL. & v & & v o« v & W . (x) 275 527 40 166 14,6 26 Lot 65,0 6 199 15,4
COUNIIES. R 1 799 98 1428 20 408 20,7 7 504 36,8 5 787 28,4
MUNICIPALITIES, . . . . . , . . 780 177 099 19 758 11,2 18 600 94,1 411 2,1
WISCONSIN o & o v v 4 v 4 v 4 o v & (x) 4 746 812 339 234 7.1 197 319 58,2 37 505 1.1
STATE ¢ v o o 0 o o « 2 o 4 v o 4 577 2 088 729 100 207 4.8 25 049 25,0 9 550 9.5
LOCAL, TOTAL. ¢ & 4 v v v o & 4 W (x) 2 658 083 239 027 9.0 172 270 72,1 27 955 11,7
COUNTIES, ., v v v v v, o 4 W 4 577 1 165 448 98 671 8.5 38 o042 38,6 26 766 27,1
MUNICIPALITIES, . . . . . ... 4 577 1 492 634 140 356 9,4 134 228 95,6 1 188 0.8
WYOMING o & o ¢ 4 o 6 o 0 o s o 4 W (x) 432 732 37 793 8,7 19 628 51.9 3 728 9.9
STATE « v v 0 s o v o s s o o o 376 283 660 15 3%0 5.4 5 805 37.7 1 375 8,9
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 v & v 4 o & 4 & & (%) 149 072 22 403 15,0 13 23 61,7 2 353 10,5
COUNTIES, v o & v v v v 4w v oW 376 84 559 12 828 15,2 5 395 42,1 1 763 13,7
MUNICIPALITIES., + v v v & & o . 274 64 513 9 575 14,8 8 427 88,0 590 6,2

- Represents zero or
Z less than half the

rounds

to zero,

unit of measurement shown.
Ipata for municipalities, and the local governments totals which include municipal data, are estimantes subject to sampling variation; data for counties

(boroughs, parishes) are based on a canvass of all county governments and therefore are not subject to sampling variation; see text for data limitations
2The relation of criminal justice direct expenditure to total direct expenditure is based on data for general purpose governments only and does not

include data for independent school districts or special districts

legnl services and

Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
prosecution

State and type of govornment® Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of
Amount total criminal Amount total criminal Amount total criminal Amount total criminal
justice system Justice system Jjustice system Justice system

L 3 559 9.4 578 1.5 6 384 16,3 385 1.0

AT T 1839 9,7 - - 5 177 27.4 385 2.0
LOCAL, TOTAL, 4 ¢« v ¢ & « o « & » 1 720 8.5 578 2,8 1 204 5,9 - -
COUNTIES, . . v o v v o u s u & 1 395 13,7 57¢ 5.6 1 165 11.5 - -
MUNICIPALITIES, . + & « & & « & 325 3,2 9 0.1 39 0.4 - -
o 10 859 4.1 2 523 1.0 72 883 27.7 3 120 1.2
TE:?%#S ? R 6 177 7.0 1 451 1.5 51 975 53.7 1 055 1,1
LOCAL, TOTAL, o o & ¢ v v ¢ o & & 4 082 2.5 1072 0,6 20 908 12,6 2 065 1.2
COUNTIES, o 4 & v o 4 o 4 o o & 1 556 2.7 742 1.3 13 961 24,2 149y 2.6
MUNICIPALITIES, o « o 4 v & o & 2 526 2.3 330 0.3 6 948 6,4 574 0.5
TEXAS ¢ o v o o s a o ¢ ¢ s 0 o o & 45 802 5.8 5 473 0.7 153 175 19,3 29 201 3,7
STATE o o w0 v v o o o o 4 o s » 10 112 4.6 - - 85 822 38,9 13 632 6,2
LOCALy TOTAL: « o« « o o o 4 o « & 35 690 6.2 5 473 1.0 67 3583 11,8 15 569 2.7
COUNTIES, v 4 o o o o o o o & & 26 408 10.9 5 #11 2,2 63 454 26,2 12 897 5,3
MUNICIPALITIES, « o o v o & o« & 9 283 2.8 62 (2) 23 899 1.2 2 672 0.8
. T T T 4 858 6.1 658 0.8 19 812 24.8 2 9uy4 3.7
U Lttt 1 189 3.6 - - 16 033 48,2 954 2,9
LOCAL, TOTAL. & o ¢ ¢ o o & & & & 3 669 7.9 658 1.4 3779 8.1 1 990 4,3
COUNTIES, 4 & v v v & o v o & 2 768 12.8 638 2.9 3 728 17,2 1 543 7.1
MUNICIPALITIES, + « « v « v o & 901 3.6 20 0.4 51 0.2 447 1,8
P T T T T T T 1 903 6.4 990 3.2 8 256 26,5 548 1,8
VEE#%#E R 1 439 6.4 990 4,4 8 241 36,9 548 2.5
LOCAL> TOTAL. 4 « o o o o o s & & 464 5.2 - - 15 0.2 - (¢2]
COUNTIES, 4 v o o o o o o o & & 24 X7 - - 13 2,0 - 0.1
MUNICIPALITIES. o ¢ « « o« & 4 & 440 5.3 - - 2 (2) - -
s s 4 s s e e e n v oaes 13 469 3.6 5 273 1.4 125 933 34,1 8 14y 2.2
VI§$£¥éA. PR R R R T 3 145 2.0 4 938 3.2 84 926 54,9 2 521 1.6
LOCALs, TOTAL: & o ¢ &+ & ¢ & « o & 10 324 4.8 335 0.2 41 007 19.1 5 620 2,6
COUNTIES, & 4 o ¢ ¢ o o & 4 & & 4 857 53 115 0.1 17 873 19.4 1 376 1.5
MUNICIPALITIES. « o &« v 4 & + & 5 467 4,5 220 0.2 23 134 18, 4 254 3,5
INGTONY & o o ¢ o ¢ o o v o o & 18 327 6.2 5 962 2.0 83 072 28,3 2 580 0.9
WAS?A¥E .N. [ T S 5 769 5.6 320 0.3 56 404 54,7 926 0.9
LOCAL, TOTAL. & v ¢ ¢ v ¢ ¢ o & & 12 558 6.6 5 642 3.0 26 671 14.0 1 654 0.9
COUNTIES, v v v v v o « o o o » 8 240 8,8 4 917 5,3 24 429 26,1 871 0.9
MUNICIPALITIES, . « & o 4 4 « & 4 318 4.4 725 0.7 2 243 2.3 783 0.8
RG LI T T 5 174 6.1 36 () 19 542 22.9 961 1.1
WE§¥A¥é .I?I? LI T S 2 142 4.8 - - 14 930 33,4 17 1,7
LOCAL, JOTALe « o o ¢ o o o o o & 3 029 7.5 36 0.l 4 612 11.5 188 0.5
COUNTIES, ¢ 4 o o » o o o & o & 2 484 12.2 6 (2) 4 592 22,5 39 0.2
MUNICIPALITIES, . . . . . . . . 548 2.8 30 0.2 20 0.1 149 0.8
I R 21 548 6.4 4 519 1.3 71 625 21.1 6 718 2,0
WI§$2¥SI? I R R T T T T, 7 455 Telt 733 0.7 51 031 50,9 6 389 6,4
LOCAL, TOTALs & & « o & ¢ & o o & 14 093 5.9 3 786 1.6 20 594 8,6 329 0.1
COUNTIES, W v o s ¢ o = o o & & 9 209 9.3 3 757 3,8 20 589 20,9 308 0,3
MUNICIPALITIES. « ¢ o v « & o & 4 884 3.5 29 (Z) 5 (z3 21 (2)
L T T T T S 369 6.3 396 1.0 11 080 29,3 592 1.6
wyz?i#? e v e 8 e e e e e e e e e 2 971 6.3 - - 6 647 43,2 592 3.8
LOCAL, TOTAL. & v s = & o & 4 & & 1 398 6.2 396 1.8 4 433 19.8 - -
COUNTIES, 4« 4 o o o o o » 4 4 & 1021 8.0 364 2.8 4 285 33.4 - -
MUNICIPALITIES, « « o ¢ & v 4 & 371 3.9 32 0.3 149 1,6 - -
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Table 8. Total criminal justice system expenditure, by character and object, by State
and type of government, fiscal year 1977

(Thousands of dollars)

Direct expenditure

Intergovernmental expenditure

State and type of government! Total? Direct Capital To State To local
Total current outlay Total governments | governments
STATES~-LOCAL, TOTAL. . .| 18 795 oue|18 795 ou6| 17 615 183 1 179 863 1 out a4o 44 556 997 293
STATES . . . . . . 6 689 474| 5 812 353 5 374 114 438 239 877 121 (X) 877 121
LOCAL, TOTAL .+ . . . . 13 027 249{12 982 693} 12 281 069 741 264 164 728 44 556 120 172
COUNTIES , . , . . .| 5 129 721 5 067 611 4 644 063 423 548 62 110 31 892 30 218
MUNICIPALITIES , ., .| 8 017 700/ 7 915 082 7 597 006 318 076 102 618 12 665 &9 954
ALABAMAY v o v 4 ¢ o o ¢ o o & 184 127 184 127 175 654 8 476 10 233 33 10 200
STATE: v o o o o o = o s o 75 587 65 888 62 320 3 568 9 699 (X) 9 699
LOCAL, TOTAL , &+ & « & o . . 118 272 118 239 113 33 4 908 534 33 504
COUNTIES . 4 4 ¢ « o« o . & 47 850 47 774 46 174 1 600 76 10 66
MUNICIPALITIES . . , . . . 70 923 70 465 87 157 3 308 459 23 436
ALASKA & o v o s & ¢ o 0 o o 88 131 88 131 85 103 3 029 1 854 95 1 758
STATE. o v o 4 o 0 » ¢ s o 67 599 65 881 63 355 2 526 1 718 tX) 1 718
LOCAL, TOTAL ¢« & o » & & « & 22 346 22 250 21 748 503 136 95 40
BOROUGHS , , 4, . & 4 & & & 1 586 1 588 1 586 3 - - -
MUNICIPALITIES . ., ., . . . 20 798 20 662 20 162 500 136 95 40
ARTZONAY & 4 4 4 o 4 4 3 2 o & 257 884 257 as4 234 846 23 038 8 638 580 8 058
STATEe & ¢ o o o o & o s ¢ 78 732 71 229 63 Uue 7 783 7 503 (X) 7 503
LOCAL, TOTAL , & & v ¢ o . . 187 236 186 655 171 400 15 255 1135 580 558
COUNTIES . , v v v & o « . 84 331 83 774 78 111 5 663 557 555 2
MUNICIPALITIES , , , . . . 103 460 102 881 93 288 9 593 578 25 553
ARKANSAS . v v v 4 0 v & o+ W 90 94y 90 9uy 83 659 7 286 4 680 219 4 461
STATEs + 4 « o s o o o o & & 43 995 39 838 34 979 4 859 4 157 (x) 4 157
LOCAL, TOTAL & & o v & o . . 51 325 51 106 48 680 2 427 523 219 304
COUNTIES , v W o v 4 o« « & 22 150 21 984 20 976 1 005 169 101 68
MUNICIPALITIES , . , . . . 29 480 29 125 27 To4 1 4z2 354 118 236
CALIFORNIA, . . . . ., . . .| 2 752 637} 2 752 637 2 630 932 121 705 126 156 2 051 124 106
STATEe & o 4 o o o s o o o & 756 739 664 778 625 143 39 635 91 961 (X) 91 961
LOCAL, TOTAL , « . o . o . .] 2 089 909| 2 087 85%] 2 005 789 82 070 34 195 2 051 32 145
COUNTIES , , o 4 & & 4 + of 1 202 601 1 198 562| 1 148 143 50 419 4 039 2 045 1 994
MUNICIPALITIES , . . . . . 916 453 889 297 857 646 31 650 30 156 5 30 151
COLORADO . v v v v ¢ ¢ ¢ o « « 258 37s|° 258 376 240 423 17 953 8 130 17 8 113
STATE: 4 4 ¢ ¢ o & + & o o o 103 859 96 167 91 786 4 384 7 692 (X) 7 692
LOCAL, TOTAL v v v & & v . . 162 226 162 209 148 637 13 572 438 17 4ay
COUNTIES 4 4 v o o & o o 39 135 38 915 35 331 3 584 220 17 203
MUNICIPALITIES , . , . . . 123 512 123 294 113 307 9 987 218 - 218
CONNECTICUT. v o o o & ¢ o & & 230 343 230 343 217 275 13 067 6 118 945 5 173
STATE: ¢ o o o 8 s o o o o & 118 557 113 885 107 317 6 568 4 672 (X 4 672
LOCAL, TOTAL v 4 v & 4 & « & 117 402 116 458 109 958 6 499 1 446 U5 501
MUNICIPALITIES « .+ . . . . 117 903 116 458 109 958 6 499 i 446 945 501
DELAWARE . & v 4 o ¢ ¢ o o 4 59 993 59 993 52 840 7 153 2 205 1 2 204
STATEs v ¢ o o v o v o & 4 & 44 Q33 41 908 35 025 6 883 2 125 (X 2 125
LOCAL, TOTAL & v & & & o « & 18 086 18 085 17 815 270 80 1 79
COUNTIES . v v v o o« &« o 6 817 6 817 6 740 17 - - -
MUNICIPALITIES . . , . . . 11 348 11 268 11 075 193 80 1 19
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA . . . . . 184 640 184 540 175 599 9 041 - - -
STATEe o & o s o o o s o o » - - - - - tx) -
LOCAL, TOTAL 4 v ¢ + o o « & 184 640 184 640 175 599 9 041 - - -
MUNICIPALITIES , . , . . . 184 640 184 640 175 599 9 041 - - -
FLORIDA: v ¢ ¢ s « s o » o » & 825 951 825 951 739 949 85 982 22 777 495 22 282
STATEs o o o o v o o « o « & 341 898 322 599 271 823 50 776 19 296 tX) 19 29%
LOCAL, TOTAL &+ v « v 4 & o« . 503 847 503 352 468 146 35 206 3 484 495 2 986
COUNTIES & W ¢ o o o o« o 255 599 252 874 228 693 24 180 2 725 304 2 421
MUNICIPALITIES . . ., . . . 251 234 250 478 239 453 11 025 756 190 565
GEORGIA® « 4 « 5 « ¢ « & & o o 372 517 372 517 311 329 61 188 12 510 112 12 398
STATEs o v ¢ o o o o a o o & 155 248 143 924 111 677 32 247 11 324 {X) 11 324
LOCAL, TOTAL , v . v v o . . 228 705 228 593 199 652 28 94y 1 186 112 1 074
COUNTIES , , . o 4 ¢ & . . 125 919 125 489 104 448 25 042 429 66 363
MUNICIPALITIES , . , . . . 103 861 103 104 95 204 7 900 757 46 711
HAWAIT o & 4 o 4 o 0 o o o & & 88 908 88 908 84 582 4 326 1432 - 1 432
STATE: v 4 o o o o ¢ & o & 37 904 36 469 32 969 3 500 1 432 (X) 1 432
LOCAL, TOTAL & 4 o o « & « & 52 439 52 439 51 613 826 - - -
COUNTIES LI R T T Y S R S 14 785 14 785 .‘.q 663 122 - - -
MUNICIPALITIES . . ., . . . 37 654 37 654 36 950 704 - - -

See footnoteg at end of

table.
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Table 8. Total criminal justice system expenditure, by character and obiect, by State
and type of government, fiscal year 1977—Continued
(Thousands of dollars)
Direct expenditure Intergovernmental expenditure

State and type of government! Total? ot Direct capital ot To State To local
current outlay xovernments | governments
IDAHO. &+ v 4 v 4 0 6 o o o o o 57 449 57 449 50 760 6 688 1 696 22 1 674
STATE: v ¢ v v o o s o « v « 24 896 23 g22 21 933 1 689 1274 (X) 1274
LOCALs TOTAL . & & & 4 & . & 33 849 33 827 28 827 4 999 422 22 400
COUNTIES , , , ., . , . .. 19 804 19 774 15 472 4 301 30 20 10
MUNICIPALITIES , . , . . . 14 445 14 053 13 355 698 392 2 389
ILLINOIS W v v 4 v v v 4 = « «f 1 OU44 900 o4t 900 959 706 85 194 44 405 1621 44 243
STATE. & o v v v 6 o 4 o+ s 291 654 255 306 240 353 14 953 36 348 (X) 36 348
LOCAL> TOTAL ¢ & v & 4 « o . 789 756 789 594 719 353 70 241 8 057 162 7 895
COUNTIES |, , , . . . « 4. 264 318 257 815 204 582 53 233 6 503 128 6 374
MUNICIPALITIES , . , . . . 533 333 531 779 514 771 17 008 1 854 33 L 521
INDIANA« v v 4 4 4 s o & & & & 322 339 322 339 285 540 36 799 16 017 2 358 13 659
STATEe 4 4 4 0 ¢ o o 4 o o » 124 745 111 k2 101 9u4 9 698 13 103 {X) 13 163
LOCAL» TOTAL & « & & 4 « o » 213 055 210 697 183 596 27 10} 2 914 2 358 556
COUNTIES , , , . . , . .. 84 460 82 589 61 777 20 812 1871 1 691 180
MUNICIPALITIES ., . , + . . 129 150 128 107 121 819 6 289 1 o043 667 376
IOWA © € 4 « ¢ s v 6 v n o 172 100 172 100 163 142 8 959 9 798 311 9 487
STATE: o « o o o o = 4 o o » 70 729 63 312 59 17% 4 138 7 417 (X) 7 417
LOCAL, TOTAL , v & ¢ v o o o 109 099 108 788 103 968 4 B2} 2 381 311 2 070
COUNTIES , , , , ., ... 55 436 54 279 52 554 1 725 1156 248 908
MUNICIPALITIES , . , . . . 55 733 54 509 51 413 3 096 i 225 63 1162
KANSAS « v v 0 W v 0 0 0 v & 163 762 163 762 147 579 16 183 8 291 17 8 275
STATEe & v 4 4 o o o o « o 76 842 70 654 60 505 10 149 6 188 (X} 6 188
LOCALs TOTAL & 4 v o & o o & 93 125 93 108 87 074 6 034 2 103 17 2 087
COUNTIES , , , . . , . . . 43 154 43 g51 39 031 4 020 103 3 100
MUNICIPALITIES , . ., . . . 52 057 50 057 48 043 2 014 2 000 14 1 986
KENTUCKY « » v & & & & . v e e 216 423 216 423 204 608 12 952 24 085 5 24 080
STATEe v 2 o o o » @ . v e a 112 757 89 751 82 588 7 163 23 0086 (X) 23 006
LOCAL, TOTAL , & v v, « .+ . 126 677 126 872 120 883 5 789 1 079 5 1 074
COUNTIES , , . v v s v . 60 077 59 712 55 703 4 009 365 il 361
MUNICIPALITIES , . , . . . 67 674 66 960 65 180 1 780 714 1 713
LOUISIANAL v v 4 v 0 v 4 » o 314 763 314 763 287 925 26 839 16 854 270 16 584
STATEs v v ¢ « o o 2 2 s o &« 131 433 115 252 111 036 4 216 16 181 (X} 16 184
LOCAL, TOTAL & o 4 v , & o o 199 781 199 511 176 889 22 623 673 270 403
PARISHES , , ., ., . , . .. 92 184 91 748 78 973 12 775 436 240 196
MUNICIPALITIES , . ., . . . 108 000 107 763 97 916 9 847 237 30 207
MAINE, ¢« 4 v o 4 o o o & o 4+ & 53 792 53 792 50 950 2 842 2 999 25 2 974
STATE: v 4 4 4 o o o & o & & 28 699 26 052 25 122 930 2 647 {X) 2 647
LOCALs TOTAL 4 v & « 4 & & 27 765 27 740 25 828 1912 352 25 327
COUNTIES ., , ., , . , + . . 7 573 7 431 6 829 602 142 1 140
MUNICIPALITIES , . , . . . 20 519 20 309 18 999 1 310 210 24 186
MARYLAND & & ¢ v v v ¢ 4 a & 417 118 417 118 392 703 24 415 66 543 209 66 334
STATEe & v 6 s o o o o o o o 252 410 187 015 175 663 11 352 65 395 {X) 65 395
LOCALs, TOTAL & v & v o o o & 230 312 230 103 217 040 13 063 1 148 209 939
COUNTIES , , . v & 4 o v 125 021 123 958 113 061 10 898 1 063 209 854
MUNICIPALITIES . . , . . . 106 229 106 144 103 979 2 166 85 - 85
MASSACHUSETTS. & « v « & o & & 546 423 546 423 527 499 18 924 16 371 - 16 371
STATE: v v o o s o o & o o 154 249 138 466 135 132 3 334 15 783 tX) 15 783
LOCAL, TOTAL o « & «  « « . 407 957 407 957 392 347 15 590 588 - 588
COUNTIES ., , v o o & v + . 80 506 80 488" 73 427 7 061 18 - 18
MUNICIPALITIES . . ., ., . . 328 oo 327 469 318 940 8 530 570 - 570
MICHIGAN . . & v b v v v W v 860 830 860 830 819 636 41 194 45 781 4 954 4o 829
STATEw & 4 4 o ¢ o + o » o &« 253 904 224 117 208 617 15 500 29 784 (X) 29 784
LOCAL, TOTAL o v « ¢« v &+ . . 641 664 636 713 611 019 25 694 15 997 4 954 11 045
COUNTIES . , v v o 4 & . . 270 081 260 885 248 080 12 805 9 196 4 9ny 4 255
MUNICIPALITIES . . . . . . 382 628 375 828 362 939 12 889 6 800 10 6 791
MINNESOTA., v & & o v = 4 v o 280 188 280 188 262 141 18 047 28 290 100 28 194
STATEs v v 4 4 s o v o % o & 101 828 76 716 73 069 3 647 25 {12 {X) 25 112
LOCAL» TOTAL & & & & 4 4 & & 203 572 203 472 189 072 14 490 3 178 100 3 079
COUNTIES . , v & & 4 v 4 o 106 490 104 939 94 979 9 960 1 551 51 1 500
MUNICIPALITIES . . ., , . . 100 161 98 534 94 093 4 440 1 627 u8 1 579
MISSISSIPPI. « o v o v & ¢ + & 114 150 114 150 100 14% i4 ooz 2 729 36 2 693
STATE. ¢ o s 6 s o o o ¢ o 49 969 47 482 43 548 3 934 2 487 tX) 2 487
LOCAL, TOTAL , + . v , . . . 66 704 66 668 56 601 10 068 242 36 206
CQUNTIES |, , v v + , + 4 & 32 670 32 617 24 594 8 023 53 10 43
MUNICIPALITIES , . , . . . 34 240 34 051 32 007 2 045 188 25 163

See footnotes at end of

table.




60 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT

Table 8. Total criminal justice system expenditure, by character and object, by State

and type of government, fiscal year 1977—Continued

{Thousands of dollars)

Direct expenditure Intergovernmental expenditure
1 2

State and type of government Total . Direct capital Total To State To local
Total current outlay ta governments | governments
MISSOURT & v 4 ¢ ¢ o » o s & & 330 828 330 828 313 384 17 444 18 413 916 17 497
STATEe o o o 0 s o o o o o @ 108 834 91 877 85 287 6 590 16 954 (X) 16 954
LOCALs TOTAL 4 & & » ¢ ¢ « & 239 868 238 951 228 097 10 854 1 459 916 543
COUNTIES . v v 4 » 4 o & & 68 226 67 266 63 344 3 922 959 916 43
MUNICIPALITIES . » , . . . 172 184 171 685 164 753 6 932 493 - 499
MONTANA: & ¢ 4 o v o = o o & 53 156 53 156 50 58¢ 2 567 2 344 35 2 306
STATEe 4 ¢ o o o o & o o o » 24 447 22 672 2l 537 1 135 1 775 (X} 1L 775
LOCAL, TOTAL , o 4 &+ & & o & 30 519 30 484 29 052 1432 566 35 531
COUNTIES . o o v 5 4 & « & 17 658 17 494 16 659 835 164 3 161
MUNICIPALITIES . . ., .« . . 13 392 12 9390 12 393 597 402 32 370
NEBRASKA & ¢ 4 o 4 o » & o « & 100 202 100 202 92 685 7 517 5 626 12 5 614
STATE: & o o o o ¢ o o o o » 46 166 41 0%2 37 908 3 184 5 074 (X} 5 074
LOCAL, TOTAL o & o v & & « & 59 121 59 110 54 777 4 333 552 12 540
COUNTIES , , » 4 &+ & « 4 & 26 646 26 438 23 267 ERR 208 11 198
MUNICIPALITIES . . ., . . . 33 016 32 672 31 510 1162 344 1 343
NEVADA & o 4 0 0 v o v o o o & 102 837}) 102 837 89 162 13 675 17 708 56 17 652
STATEe & o 4 0 ¢ o ¢ o = o & 39 507 34 943 23 i 11 832 4 564 (X) 4 564
LOCAL, TOTAL , v & v & o & & 67 950 67 894 86 051 1 843 13 144 56 13 088
COUNTIES , , v v v & « 4 & 51 846 51 745 50 314 1 431 102 55 47
MUNICIRPALITIES , . , . . « 2% 192 16 150 15 737 412 13 o43 1 13 od2
NEW HAMPSHIRE.,  + + v « &« o & 50 202 50 202 45 866 4 335 2 354 311 2 040
STATE. o o o 6 o o ¢ o ¢ o & 19 603 17 967 16 866 1l 10} 1 636 {X) 1 €636
LOCAL, TOTAL , & & v o » + o 32 546 32 235 29 000 3 234 715 314 4o4
COUNTIES , , , & v & o 4 7 430 7 132 7 025 107 298 253 45
MUNICIPALITIES , ., , . . . 28 52q 25 103 21 975 3 128 417 58 359
NEW JERSEY . 4 4 v & « 2 s ¢ » 758 034 758 034 730 951 27 083 25 447 384 25 066
STATE: ¢ o o o o o ¢ o o & 209 433 185 070 174 618 10 452 24 363 (X) 24 363
LOCAL, TOTAL 4 & « = « « & o 573 345 572 964 556 333 16 631 1 084 3814 703
COUNTIES , , v o ¢ & o & & 193 671 193 631 181 459 12 172 39 4 25
MUNICIPALITIES , « . « . « 380 377 379 333 374 874 4 459 1 045 317 668
NEW MEXICO W o & 4 0 ¢ 2 s 4 & 86 315 86 315 81 748 4 567 4 229 T42 3 487
STATE: ¢ 4 4 o o »0 ¢ s o o 48 216 44 896 42 406 2 490 3 320 {X) 3 320
LOCAL, TOTAL & o o v o « & & 42 160 B) 419 39 342 2 077 %09 42 167
COUNTIES |, v v s 4 4 o & o 11 162 10 337 9 805 532 825 142 83
MUNICIPALITIES , ., , . . . 31 165 31 081 29 536 1 545 84 - 84
HEW YORK & v o 4 v o v ¢ o o & 2 328 250 2 328 250 2 241 664 86 587 182 110 10 620 141 490
STATE: 4 4 o ¢ o o ¢ o o o » 651 061 512 612 465 753 46 B59 138 449 {X) 138 449
LOCAL, TOTAL , & 4 « 4 o « & 1 B26 258 1 815 638( 1 775 91 39 728 13 661 10 620 3 041
COUNTIES , v v v « o o o 437 535 430 5566 416 954 13 612 6 969 6 275 694
MUNICIPALITIES , + , « . . 1 391 765| 1 385 072] i 358 957 26 116 6 693 4 345 2 347
NORTH CAROLINA & & 2 « & & « & 353 625 353 625 317 688 35 937 20 935 28 20 907
STATEe & v o o o o ¢ & » o & 210 269 191 143 175 737 15 406 15 126 (9.9 19 126
LOCAL, TOTAL . v 4 « & » & & 162 510 162 482 141 954 20 531 1 809 28 1 784
COUNTIES , o o 4 o & o o & 67 712 66 726 52 148 14 578 986 19 967
MUMICIPALITIES . .+ . . ., . 96 579 95 756 89 803 5 953 823 9 ey
NORTH DAKOTA « & o o ¢ « ¢ o« o 34 237 34 237 31 894 2 343 1 530 4 1 526
STATE® o & o o o s s o o s @ 13 760 12 438 11 737 754 1 272 3 8] 1 272
LOCAL, TOTAL v & v ¢ & s « & 21 753 21 749 20 157 1 592 258 4 254
COUNTIES , 4 & o o 4 o & & 10 754 10 747 9 535 1 212 7 4 4
MUNICIPALITIES . & . « . 11 252 11 002 10 622 380 250 - 250
OHIO & ¢ v v 5o o o 2 « & o &« 768 254 768 254 700 324 67 930 37 864 156 37 708
STATEs & v &« s o o ¢ 2 o & & 231 098 202 759 197 651 5 108 28 339 (X3 28 339
LOCAL, TOTAL . o w « 4 & o & 565 652 565 495 502 674 62 822 9 525 156 9 369
COUNTIES , , & v o 4 o & & 212 208 209 012 174 585 34 457 3 193 10 3 183
MUNICIPALITIES . . , . . 362 815 356 483 328 118 28 365 6 332 146 6 186
OKLAROMA . & & & v o ¢ & s & & 179 076 179 076 157 743 21 333 7 429 2 665 4 764
STATEe ¢ 4 o o o o o o o & ¢ 94 615 90 #415 73 660 16 755 4 200 (3.3} 4 200
LOCAL, TOTAL 4 & & o 4 s « 91 325 88 661 84 083 4 578 3 229 2 665 564
COUNTIES , 4 o ¢ o o o o & 25 359 22 233 21 733 500 3 126 2 665 461
MUNICIPALITIES , « , « . & 66 530 66 427 62 350 4 078 103 - 103
OREGON & o & ¢ o o ¢ 5 s o o 4 216 931 216 934 203 381 13 550 12 051 119 1 932
STATEe & o o o o s ¢ o o « » 92 585 81 528 78 26% 3 263 11 0587 (%) 11 087
LOCAL, TOTAL & v & + 4 & & & 135 522 135 4032 125 116 10 287 994 119 875
COUNTIES , , v 4o o & o & & 79 400 79 24 73 096 9 025 279 95 184
MUNICIPALITIES . . « « .+ . 56 997 56 282 55 020 1 261 : T15] 25 6914

See footnotes at end of table.

tidi

!
5
1
&
b

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM
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State and type of government!

PENNSYLVANIA |

STATEs &+ o o o &
LOCAL, TOTAL . .
COUNTIES , . .
MUNICIPALITIES

RHODE ISLAND . , .
STATE. & + & o &
LOCAL, TOTAL , .

MUNICIPALITIES

SOUTH CAROLINA
STATE, . . .
LOCAL, TOTAL

COUNTIES
MUNICIPALIT

SQUTH DAKOTA . . .
STATEs & o o &
LOCALs TOTAL , .

COUNTIES , , ,
MUNICIPALITIES

TENNESSEE, ., , ,
STATE. . . . &
LOCAL, TOTAL .

COUNTIES |
1

£8

e o &

MUNICIPALITIES

ES

i

COUNTIES , ,
MUNICIPALITIES
VERMONT. « . « (.
STATE: & v o & &
LOCAL» TOTAL , .
COUNTIES ., , ,
MUNICIPALITIES

VIRGINIA . .

STATE. + v o 4 &
LOCAL, TOTAL . .
COUNTIES , , ,
MUNICIPALITIES

WASHINGTON . . , .
TEa & o« 0 o e
LOCAL» TOTAL , .
COUNTIES , , .
MUNICIPALITIES

WEST VIRGINIA.
STATE. . , .
LOCAL, TOTAL

COUNTIES .
MUNICIPALIT

WISCONSIN, .
STATE. « + &
LOCAL, TOTAL

COUNTIES .
MUNICIPALIT

WYOMING. + . . ,
STATE. + & +
LOCAL, TOTAL ,

COUNTIES . ,
MUNICIPALITI

.
€S

e = 3

£5

—e 4 s

ES

- o o « e & 8 @ e s @ o o “~ s 2 s » e * o v o e e o s o « s o o » 2 e s s @ » s o v 0 « s e . “ o o o &

.
.
.
L)
.

« o e e 8 a e s s a « o e a e “ s e oa e s o o a o o o o @ « % s o . “ s e e 2 s s 0 » e+ e 0 “« e e . ¢ e e o »

e v o

e ® o = - ¢ o & & « o w = .. s » s P Y = s e s e « s o s & “ s o m > * o o o e s » e * o o u

o« o » s o « s s om0 “« s o v s 2 e s s s e o s e 0 s s e . « s s o ® e 6 o s » « et e e o 2 a v v v a

P « ¢ e P « e s e Y LI TP R .5 e a0 s e« s v & “ s e e . “ s e w e s« o s .

o« e s e

Direct expenditure

Intergovernmental expenditure

e

Total?
Direct Capital To State To local

Total current outlay Total governments | governments
. 907 586 907 586 872 520 35 066 83 364 6 U407 76 954
. 343 895 270 927 268 212 2 715 T2 968 (X} 72 968
. 643 066 636 659 604 308 32 351 10 393 6 407 3 98¢
. 166 37 164 396 152 361 9 035 4 976 4 619 357
. 480 680 475 263 451 947 23 316 2 417 1 788 3 629
. 70 054 70 054 68 496 1 558 2 526 - 2 526
. 38 168 35 646 35 125 521 2 522 (X} 2 522
. 34 408 34 408 33 31 1 037 4 - 4
. 34 412 34 yc8 33 311 1 037 L) - 4
. 164 729 164 729 153 160 11 569 4 683 484 4 202
. 77 587 74 044 59 469 4 575 3 543 (X) 3 543
. 91 165 90 685 83 691 6 994 1140 481 659
. 52 v66 52 093 47 274 4 819 773 347 426
. 38 958 38 591 36 417 2 178 367 134 233
. 39 220 39 220 35 793 3 427 4 602 1 315 3 287
. 21 706 18 923 18 242 681 2 783 (X} 2 783
. 21 612 20 297 17 5514 2 746 1 819 1 315 504
. 11 621 10 158 7 809 2 348 1 464 1 272 191
B 10 495 10 140 9 742 397 355 42 383
» 263 078 263 078 243 435 19 644 12 452 589 11 863
» 107 463 96 74 89 288 7 488 10 689 {X) 10 &89
. 166 893 166 304 154 149 12 156 1 763 589 1174
. 58 398 57 808 83 757 4 054 590 536 54
. 109 669 108 496 100 392 8 105 1173 53 1120
. 793 246 793 246 734 360 58 886 80 068 i 318 38 749
. 257 162 220 442 196 802 23 640 36 720 {(X) 36 720
. 574 123 572 804 537 558 35 246 3 348 1 318 2 029
. 243 124 244 910 219 913 21 998 1l 210 840 370
. 333 031 330 894 317 646 13 248 2 138 479 1 659
. 79 728 79 728 T4 230 5 498 4 955 [ 4 948
v 38 077 33 269 30 622 2 647 4 808 {X) 4 808
v 46 465 46 459 43 608 2 85¢ 147 6 140
. 21 765 21 701 20 899 1 202 65 2 63
v 24 84p 24 758 23 109 1 649 82 5 17
. 31 210 31 210 30 164 1 045 683 - 683
. 22 854 22 317 21 4a8 829 537 (X) 537
. 8 893 8 893 8 676 216 146 - 146
. 646 646 602 44 - - -
. 8 393 8 247 8 074 172 146 - 146
. 369 4714 369 471 339 366 30 105 52 381 3 848 48 533
. 200 877 154 814 148 190 & 624 46 063 ) 46 063
. 218 506 214 657 191 %76 23 481 6 318 3 84§ 2 470
. 94 538 92 206 80 476 1L 73 2 332 1 125 1 206
. 126 438 122 451 110 701 11 750 3 987 2 723 1 264
. 293 825 263 825 284 826 8 999 21 897 129 21 769
. 119 257 1037116 98 348 4 768 16 {44 (X) 16 141
. 190 838 190 709 186 478 4 231 5 756 129, 5 628
. 98 4éy 93 492 90 546 2 975 972 64 908
. 102 002 97 218 95 962 1 256 4 784 64 4 720
. 85 235 85 235 78 673 6 562 2 906 37 2 869
. 47 694 45 069 42 008 3 061 2 625 (X) 2 625
. 40 203 40 168 36 665 3 504 281 37 244
. 20 486 20 408 17 646 2 762 78 36 41
. 19 962 19 758 19 019 739 204 1 203
. 339 234 339 234 329 589 9 645 12 695 1 34y 11 347
. 109 681 100 207 99 090 1147 9 474 (X) 9 474
. 240 376 239 027 230 499 8 528 3 221 1 348 1 873
f 100 454 98 671 94 221 4 450 1 783 1 344 1339
. 141 794 140 356 136 278 4 078 1 438 5 1 433
. 37 793 37 793 30 085 7 708 2 044 18 1 996
. 17 205 15 3%0 14 172 1 218 1 815 tX) 1 815
. 22 421 22 403 15 913 6 490 199 18 188
. 12 837 12 828 8 168 4 660 9 9 -
. 9 765 *9 575 7 745 1 830 190 9 181

- Repraésents zero or rounds to zero,

¥ Not applicable,

!Data for munlcipalities, and the local governments totals which include municipal data, are cstimates subject to sampling
variation; data for counties fboroughs, parishes) are based on a canvass of all county governments and therefore are not
subject to sampling variation; see text for Jata limitations,

For each State, aud the Unlted States summary, the expenditure £igures shown on the "Local, total" line and the combined
Statk-local total line fthe data shéwn opposite the names of the individual States) exclude dupliecative intergovernmental

expenditure awmounts,

This was done to avoid the artificial inflation wiich would result if an intergov