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IMPORTANT

We have provided a User Evaluation Questionnaire at the end of this
publication. It will assist us in improving future reports if you will complete
and return it at your earliest convenience.

o




CONTENTS

Page
Selected Findings . .« . oo v v i ettt e e D S Cea e v
IntrodUction. © & o o @i s e e e e e e P e e e e 1
Table
1. Distribution of expenditure for the criminal justice system, by level of government, fiscal year 1978. . ... ... ... ... 11
2. Distribution of employment and payrolls for the criminal justice system, by level of government, October 1878. ... .. 12
3. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) by State and type of
government, fiscal year 1978 . . . . . .. ... . e it P e e f e 14
4. Criminal justice system employment and percent distribution of full-time equivalent employees by State and type of
government, October 1978 . . . .. . . i i e e e, P e e e e e 22
5. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll, by State and type of government, October 1978 ..., . ... ... 30
6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure {direct and intergovernmental) of 343 county govern-
ments, fiscal year 1978 . | . o .o i i i i e e e e i e e s e 38
7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure {direct and intergovernmental) of 406 iarge city
governments, fiscal year 1878 . ... . it i e e e e e e b e e e s . 48
8. Total expenditure, and expenditure from general purpose revenue sources and own revenue sources, for criminal justice
activities, by State and type of government, fiscal year 1978 . . . . .. ... . .. 0. o e DN 60
9. Total expenditure, and expenditure from general purpose revenue sources and own revenue sources, for crlmlnal justice
activities of 243 large county governments, fiscal year 1978. . ., ... ........ et e e 63
10. Total expenditure, and expenditure from general purpose revenue sources and own revenue sources, for criminal justice
activities of 406 large city governments, fiscal year 1978... . .. .. .. ... ... ... .. e e N e e e e ey 68
Appendix 1: Definitionof Terms ... ..« .. i it it i i e e e e e i e f e . 75

Appendix 2: SUey FOrms . o v v vt ittt e e e e P D Ve e - 79



St e | S e e g

e

SELECTED FINDINGS

General

Federal, State, and local governments expended $24.1 bilfion
in fiscal year 1978 for civil and criminal justice activities.
Over half of this amount ($13.1 billion) was spent for police
protection and about one-fourth {$5,5 billion) for corrections.
The remainder was distributed for judicial activities {$3.1 billion),
legal services and prosecution ($1.5 billion), public defense
{$0.5 biilion), and other criminal justice activities {$0.4
bitlion}. Civil and criminal justice employment (1,157,436
employees on a full-time equivalent basis' in 1978) was func-
tionally distributed in nearly identical proportions.

Local governments spent more than Federal and State govern-
ments combined for justice activities, accounting for 59 per-
cent of all direct expenditure and almost two-thirds of total
full-time equivalent employment. However, the distribution of
the six justice activities at each level of government varied sub-
stantially. Thus, municipalities accounted for nearly three-
fifths of ali police protection expenditure; State governments,
about 60 percent of the total amount for corrections;and county
governments, over 40 percent of the total amount in the judicial,
legal services and prosecution, and ‘‘other criminal justice”
sectors. The Federal Government spent the most for public
defense; however, if Federal payments to the Legal Services
Corporation for counseling of indigent persons in civil matters
are excluded, county governments spent the most for public
defense.

Federal Government

Slightly more than one-half ($2.0 billion) of the $3.8 billian
in total Federal justice expenditure and 71 percent (73,993) of
the 103,678 Federal justice employees were in the police
protection sector.

Reflecting Federa} grant outlays, “other criminal justice”
accounted for 20 percent of total Federal expenditure but only
2 percent of Federal justice employees.

State Governments

State expenditure for corrections activities in 1978 totaled
$3.3 billion, or 44 percent of a total State justice expenditute of
$7.5 billion. Police  protection activities accounted for $2.0
billion, or 27 percent of States’ justice spending.

Local Governments: Counties and Municipalities

Municipal governments, spending $7.5 billion or 85 percent
of their justice expenditure on police protection, outspent
county governments by better than 4 to 1 in this sector. How-
ever, county governments spent substantially more than muni-
cipalities in the other five justice sectors. For example, county
expenditure of $1.4 billion and $1.6 billion for judicial activities
and corrections, respectively, contrasts sharply with municipal
outlays of $433 million and $491 million.

With the exception of public defense, average monthiy pay
for county employees was lowest in ail justice sectors comparad
to Federal, State and municipal monthly pay rates. Despite the
emphasis on police protection by municipalities, the average
monthly pay of $1,338 for municipal police was below the
overall police average of $1,367 for all governments.

The 343 counties with a population of 100,000 or more,
accounting for 58 percent of total United States population in
1977, spent 77 percent ($4.4 billion) of all county justice ex-
penditure. The 406 municipal governments with a population
of 50,000 or more, comprising 48 percent of total United States
municipal ‘population, spent 68 percent ($6.1 billion} of all
municipal justice expenditure.

Expenditure Components

State governments spent 11.3 percent of their total justice
expenditures as intergovernmental payments to local govern-
ments, in contrast to local governments, which spent negligible
amounts on intergovernmental payments for justice activities.

Capital outlay of State and local governments in 1978
amounted to $1.3 billion, or 6.2 percent of total State-iocal
justice expenditure. These outlays, which include expenditures
on construction; equipment and land, can vary sharply from
year-to-year for individual governments and ranged between 1.5
percent of total justice expenditure for the State government in
Ohio to 45.3 percent for the State of Wyoming.

As indicated from data on expenditure from dedicated
revenue sources in table K, four percent of total justice
expenditure of State and local governments was funded from
Federal grant programs such as that of LEAA. Eight percent of
State-local justice expenditure was fupded from general purpose
revenue sources such as Federal revenue sharing, antirecession
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aid, and CETA funds. However, the percent ranged from 1.2'in
Nebraska to 18 in Hawaii. These percentages are derived by
subtracting ‘the percent of expenditure from own revenue
sources from the percent of expenditure from general purpose
revenue sources in table K.

Federal and State intergovernmental revenue earmarked for
justice purposges constituted 5.3 percent of large cities’ justice
spending in .1978. In contrast, large counties received 11.6

percent of their funds for justice purposes from dedicated
revenue sources.



INTRODUCTION

This publication reports data from the twelfth in a series
of annual surveys of public expenditure and employment for
criminal and civil justice activities in the United States. In-
cluded are seven of the main tables from the full annual report,
presenting - expendjture, employment and payroll data for
designated ‘“sectors” of justice activity of the Federal, State,
and local governments; namely, police protection, judicial,
fegal services and prosecution, public defense, corrections, and
"other criminal justice.” Expenditure data are for the fiscal year
1978 and employment and payroll data are for the month of
October 1978, Data totals are displayed for individual State
governments; for the aggregate local level of government within
each State. by type {(counties, municipalities); for 343 individual
county governments with a population of 100,000 or more; and
for 406 individual municipal governments (cities and townships)
with a population of 50,000 or more.

In addition, the report includes three special tables presenting
data on justice expenditure from ‘‘general purpose revenue
sources” and from ’‘own revenue sources’ for individual State
governments, the aggregate local level of government within
each State, and for large individual county and municipal
governments. ﬂ

This is the first year that four reports will be issued from the
survey—this summary report, an already published preliminary
report, and subsequenit Annual and Trends reports. The pre-
liminary report, -issued in January of this year, provides early
release of initial expenditure and employment estimates for
gach of the six justice functions for Federal, State, and local
governments.

The annual volume to be released in the fall of 1980, entitled
Expenditure and Employment Data for the Criminal Justice
Sy tem, presents expenditure and employment data in much
greater detail by individual justice function for the 50 States,
local governments within each State, the largest standard metro-
politan statistical areas {(SMSA’'s with a population of 2 million
or more), and the large individual county and municipal govern-
ments mentioned above. Lastly, a report entitled Trends in Ex-
penditure and Employment Data for the Criminal Justice
System summarizes and compares data from previous annual
volumes, The next trends report, covering fiscal years 1971
through 1978, will be released in fate 1980.

Organization of this report

This introductory text briefly discusses the expenditure,
employment and payroll data presented in the tables and

explains important financial and functional concepts. Also

included is a description of the survey methodology covering -

the sources and limitations of the data.

The text is followed by 10 tables presenting summary data
from the survey in the following order:

Tables 1 and 2 present summary data on expenditure, em-
ployment, and payroll, by justice function, for the three levels of
government—Federal, State, local; tables 3, 4, and 5 provide
total expenditure, employment, and. payroll data, by justice
function, for each of the 50 State governments, and the aggre-
gate local level of government within each State by type
{counties, municipalities); tables 6 and 7 provide total ex-
penditure data by function for each of the 343 large county
governments with a 1976 population of 100,000 or more and
the 406 municipalities with a 1976 population of 50,000 or
more; and tables 8, 9, and 10 report direct expenditure and
capital outlay in addition to expenditure from general purpose
revenue sources and expenditures from own revenue
sources for State and local governments, large counties
and municipalities.

Definitions for concepts, categories, and terms applied. in
the annual survey and used in this report are contained in
Appendix 1. Several concepts that recur frequently throughout
the text and tables, however, are worth noting here. Total
expenditure is comprised of direct and intergovernmental
expenditure of a government or level of government for justice
activities. In tables 1 and 3 in this report, certain totals have
been adjusted to exclude duplicative intergovernmental ex-
penditure amounts. For example, money paid by a State govern-
ment to a county government within that State is reported by
the State government 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 government total that does not duplicate these
amounts, intergovernmental expenditure amounts are deducted
from the State-local total, since those amounts are also reflected
in the direct expenditures of the recipient governments. The
same is true of intergovernmental payments between counties
and municipalities within the same State and for payments
between Federal, State, and local governments in table 1.
Full-time equivalent employment is a. statistical measure that
represents the total number of employees (fullstime and part-
time), discounted by applying average 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.
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2 ' INTRODUCTION

Two other expenditure categories presented in this report
are expenditure from own revenue sources and expenditure
from general purpose revenue sources. Used in calculating grant
allacations under the provision of the Omnibus Crime Control &
Safe Streets Act of 1968, expenditure from own revenue sources
excludes all amounts expended from revenue received from
other governments—including revenue received from the
Federal Government for general support (i.e., General Revenue
Sharing, Antirecession Fiscal Assistance, CETA grants, and
general support payments from State and local governments).
Expenditure from general purpose revenue sources, on the
other hand, exciudes only amounts expended from inter-
governmental revenue specifically earmarked for criminal
Justice activities; e.g., LEAA grants. Under this concept, which
will be ‘used in calculating grants under the Omnibus Crime
Control & Safe Streets Act as amended by the Justice System
Improvement Act of 1979, expenditures from general support
payments from the Federal Government are not deducted.
These two expenditures are explained more fully later in the
text and Appendix 1.

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 officials who provide the stirvey 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 justice activities are included for these cate-
garies to preserve uniformity in the collection and presentation
of data.

Appendix 2 exhibits the main questionnaire (Form CJ-6)
used in the 1978 survey.

General, fiscal year 1978

Tota! expenditure for justice purposes in FY 1978 by all
levels of government was $24.1 billion, with over half, $13.1
billion, going for police protection, and ciose to one-fourth,
$5.5 billion, for corrections. The balance was distributed as
follows: $3.1 billion or 12.7 percent for judicial activities, $1.5
billion or 6.0 percent for legal services and prosecution, $0.5
billion or 2.2 percent for public defense!, and $0.4 billion ot
1.8 percent for other eriminal justice activities.

YOver one-third of this amount {$185.4 million} consisted of pay-
ments by the Federal Government to the Lega! Services Corporation for
counseling indigent persons in civil matters,

As seen in table 2, there were 1,157,436 employees on a
full-time equivalent basis in the justice system at all levels of
government, Reflecting a functional distribution nearly identical
to expenditute, 57 percent {656 thousand) of the full-time
equivalent employment ‘was in police protection, 23 percent
(265 thousand) in corrections, 13 percent (148 thousand)
in judicial activities, 6 percent {69 thousand) in legal services
and prosecution, less than 1 percent {8 thousand) in public
defense, and 1 percent (9 thousand) in other criminal justice
activities.

Local governments spent mare than the Federal and State
governments combined for all justice activities. As seen in
table A, local governments accounted for 59 percent of all
direct expenditure; State governments contributed 28 percent,
and the Federal Government 13 percent.

Table A also shows that five of the activities - police pro-
tection, judicial, legal services and prosecution, public defense,
and ‘‘other criminal justice’’- were supported mainly by local
governments. State governments expended the largest amount
for corrections. Municipalities accounted for nearly three-
fifths of police protection expenditure by all levels of govern-
ment. County governments, reflecting a more even distribution
of expenditure than municipalities, outspent the other govern-
ments in the functional areas of judicial activities, legal services
and prosecution, and “other criminal justice,”” The Federal
Government expended the largest amount for public defense;
however, if Federal assistance for counseling indigents on civil
meiters is excluded, then county governments’ expenditure of
$180 million for public defense is the highest.

Relationships similar to those found for expenditure among
the various levels of government also apply to employment in
that almost two-thirds of the total full-time equivalent justice
employment of all governments was at the local level. As seen
in table B, the proportion of people employed by the three
levels of government in each sector generally 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 Government accounted for 40
percent of the total expenditure for public defense but only
3 percent of the emplovees., This is because 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

Table A, Percent distribution of total direct expenditure for_civii and criminal activities by level of government, fiscal year 1978

. Legal . Other
{.evel of government Total PO“C? Judicial services and Public Corrections criminal
. protection k defense R

prosecution justice
TJotal . .. ... ..., 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Federal v oo v\ oo v v n s v sy 12.8 14.8 10,5 14.8 39.9 6.1 19.9
State . . . . e v il e 277 144 33.0 264 18,7 575 28.0
Local,total ..., ........ . 584 70.7 56.5 58.8 41.4 364 52,1
' Counties. ., ......... R 23.3 © 139 452 356.3 34.3 27.8 39,0

Municipalities .. ., .. .. . 36.1 56.8 1.3 23,6 7.1 86 131



INTRODUCTION 3

Table B, Percent distribution of full-time equivalent employment for civil and criminal justice activities by level of government, October 1878

. Legal . Other

Level of government Total Pohc? Judicial services and Public Corrections criminal

protection ° defense P

prosecution justice
Total , . vu v v iw o 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0
Federal . ..., .. ......... 9.0 113 5.5 10.9 3.2 4,5 18.3
State . , ... v e e s 26.8 14.1 27.9 26.3 38.0 57.1 40.8
Local, total . .,..... v 64.2 746 66.6 62.8 58.8 38.4 409
Counties , . . ..... . 25.6 15.2 52.8 42.2 54.7 3058 28.4
Municipalities . .. ..., o 38.6 59.4 13.8 20.6 4.0 7.9 12.5

local governments, which more frequently have their own
attorneys to provide public defense services. As previously
noted, 89 percent of Federal public defense expenditure was in
the form of payments to the Legal Services Corporation for
counseling indident persons in purely civil matters; because
the Corporation is not an agency of the Federal Government,
their employees are not included in the count of Federal em-
ployment, Other Federal public defense programs service
clients in criminal matters. Local governments accounted for
52 percent of “other criminal justice’” expenditure but only
41 percent of the employment, while State governments contri-
buted 28 percent of the expenditure and 41 percent of the
employment in this category. This is due in part to the effect of
large capital expenditures in this category at the local govern-
ment level for construction of multipurpose criminal justice
buildings. Moreover, this residual gategory has smaller expendi-
ture and employment totals and small changes have a greater
proportionate impact.

DISTRIBUTION OF EXPENDITURE AND
EMPLOYMENT BY TYPE OF GOVERNMENT

Federal Government

The largest share of Federal justice money was expended
for police protection activities, including those agencies that

enforce Federal law and those that provide security and police
services to Federal property and buildings. Of the $3.8 billion
in total Federal justice expenditure, slightly more than one-half
($2.0 billion) was for activities in the police protection sector.
Federal agencies accounting for most of Federal police protection
dctivities are the Federal Bureau of Investigation, the Bureau of
Customs, the Drug Enforcement Administration, and the
Postal Inspection Service. About one-fifth of all Federal justice
expenditure ($749 million) was reported for activities classi-
fied in the ‘other criminal justice’” sector; most of this amount
($662 million) consisted of grants to State and local govern-
ments. The other four sectors accounted for the remaining 29
percent of Federal justice expenditure.

Federal justice employees on a full-time equivalent basis
numbered nearly 104,000 in October 1878, including 73,993
{71 percent) in the police protection sector; 11,918 {12 percent)
in the corrections sector, 8,289 (8 percent) in the judicial
sector; and 7,658 {7 percent) in the legal services and prosecu-
tion sector, Public defense and ‘’other criminal justice’” to-
gether accounted for only 1,920 Federal employees (2 percent),
although these two sectors accounted for 25 percent of total
Federal justice expenditure.

Federal justice employees drew an October 1978 payroll of
$184 million. Each sector’s percentage of the total payroll

Table C. Percent distribution of total expenditure for the civil and criminal justice system by activity and type of government, fiscal year 1978

. Legal . Other
| .. N Public . -

Type of government Total prz?e::ct?on Judicial services zind defense Corrections c_rlm!nal

prosecution justice
All governments. . . .. .. 100.0 54.4 127 6.0 2.2 22.9 1.8
Federal. . . . . e, .. 100.0 51.1 8.4 5.7 5.5 9.8 19.5
State . . .. x i et e 100.0 26.7 156.2 5.3 1.8 44.3 7.0
Local, . .., e 100.0 64.2 12,6 6.0 15 14.0 1.7
Counties o o v . a\ .o e 100.0 32.1 24.9 9.1 3.2 27.7 3.0
Municipalities . ., .. ... . 100.0 84.6 4.9 3.8 0.4 5.5 0.8

Table D. Percent distribution of full-time equivalent employmant for the civil and criminal justice system by activity and type of government,
October 1978

Police Legal Public C.)th.er

Type of government Total N Judigcial, services and Carrections c.rlm!nal

protection prosecution defense justice
All governments. . . . . ... . . 100.0 56.7 129 6.0 .07 228 0.8
Federal, . . . ... e 100.0 714 8.0 7.3 0.2 11.5 1.6
State . . s i v v s 100.0 29.8 13.4 5.9 1.0 48.7 1.2
e [ - 100.0 65.9 13.4 5.8 0.7 13.7 0.5
Counties « + v v e a s w v v v 100.0 33.7 26.6 9.9 1.6 27.4 09
Municipalities . . . ... ... 100.0 87.2 4.6 3.2 0.1 4.7 0.2
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Table E. Average monthly salaries for all employees on a full-time equivalent basis in the civil and criminal justice system, by activity and type of
gavernment, Octaber 1978

Police Jucicial l..egal d Public c R (?thf:r |
Type of govarnment Total protection ucticia services an defense orrections crimina
prosecution justice

Allgovernments. . . .. .. .. $1,319 $1,367 $1,253 $1,463 $1,616 $1,196 $1,292
Federal. . ... .o v v s v v v 1,777 1,732 2,108 1,977 1,981 1,692 1,764
States. . v v v v v v e s 1,310 1.323 1,634 1,501 1,495 1,187 1,300
Counties . . ., ... .. . 1,168 1,249 1,013 1,325 1,502 1,114 1,067
Municipalities . . . ... ... 1,326 1,338 1,051 1,423 1,527 1,302 1,083

was generally proportionate to the percentage of full-time
equivalent employment; however, there are slight disparities in
some sectors because of a concentration of higher paid em-
ployees. As shown in table E, the Federal Government has the
highest average monthly salaries in every justice sector. An
average monthly salary of $2,108 for judicial employees is
followed by average salaries of $1,981 and $1,977 in the public
defense and legal services/prosecution sectors, respectively.

State governments

Conforming to an established pattern, the corrections sector
accounted for the largest portion ($3.3 billion or 44 percent)
of the total State justice expenditure of $7.5 billion in fiscal
year 1978, State governments’ correction expenditure in-
cluded the operation of State prisons systems and, in many
States, the operation of the probation and parole systems as
well. The remainder of State justice expenditure was distributed
as follows: Police protection, $2.0 billion or 27 percent; judicial,
$1.2 billion or 15 percent; legal services and prosecution, $400
million or 5 percent; public defense, $109 million, or 2 percent;
and “other criminal justice,”” $527 million, or 7 percent.

Full-time equivalent employment of State justice agencies
in. October 1978 totaled 310,554 employees who received
$407 million in salaries, wages, or other compensation
during October, The distribution of State full-time equivalent
employment and payrolls was roughly proportionate in four
of the six sectors: police protection, legal services and prosecu-
tion, public defense and '‘other criminal justice.” In the judicial
sector, the payrolls accounted for 17 percent of the total State
justice payroll but judicial employment was only 13 percent of
the full-time equivalent employment, reflecting the higher
average monthly salaries in this sector. In corrections, the
situation was reversed, with 49 percent of the State justice
employees - receiving only 44 percent of the total payroll.
Comparing the distribution of employment and total expendi-
ture reveals that in the judicial and corrections sectors, the pro-
portionate share of employment exceeds expenditure by 2 and
B percentage points, respectively.

Local governments: Counties and municipalities

Close to two-thirds of total expenditure by local governments
for justice activities occured in the police protection sector
{$9.3 billion or 84 percent}. The judicial and corrections sectors

accounted for 13 and 14 percent, respectively, while the re-
maining three sectors showed comparatively small outlays.

Local full-time equivalent employment was also distributed
among the six sectors roughly in the same proportions as total
expenditure. Two slight exceptions to this generalization are
the public defense sector, where some payments are made 1o
private court-appointed counsel who are not direct employees
of the government; and the '‘other criminal justice’’ sector,
where expenditures are frequently grants to private agencies
associated with criminal justice uctivities or are used for con-
struction of multipurpose eriminal justice facilities. In both
instances, large expenditures may be made without the govern-
ments involved directly employing the personnel.

Analyzing local justice expenditure in total, however, tends
to obscure important differences between the county level of
government and the municipal level. Municipal governments
(cities, towns, and townships] outspent county governments on
justice by about $3.2 billion overall, but the difference can be
attributed exclusively to the police sector, where the municipal
governments outspent the county governments by more than
4 to1. Municipal governments spent $7.5 billion (or 85 percent
of all their 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 justice expenditure as police protection does municipal
expenditure (See table 6),

County governments reflected more balance in . justice
activities than municipalities. Over one-third of the total county
justice expenditure of $5.7 billion was for judicial activities
(24.9 percent), legal services and prosecution (9.1 percent),
and public defense (3.2 percent). Counties had a substantially
higher proportion of expenditure in these three sectors combined
than did any other type of government, Police protection
constituted another third (32 percent or $1.8 billion) of county
justice efforts—the largest single expenditure item among the
six justice sectors, Corrections expenditure comprised 28 per-
cent of county justice spending.

There were 295,970 county justice employees on a full-time
equivalent basis in October 1978, drawing a monthly payroll
of $343 million. County payrolls and employment by justice
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sector were distributed in nearly equal proportions. Concen-
trations of higher paid county employees were evident in police
protection and lega! services and prosecution where the percent-
age of total payroll exceeded the percentage of total employees.
However, average monthly pay for county employees was the
lowest in all sectors except public defense when compared to
Federal, State, and municipal monthly pay averages.

Municipal justice employees on a full-time equivalent basis
numbered 447,234 in October 1978 and received a monthly
payroll of $593 million. Municipal employment and payroll,
comnprising 39 and 37 percent, respectively, of total justice
employees and payroll, are the highest by far of any type of
government. Nearly 390,000 {full-time equivalent emplayees,
constituting 87 percent of all justice employment on the muni-
cipal level, are in the police protection sector. The distribution
of employment and payroll on the municipal level are neatly
identical in all sectors. Average monthly salaries of municipal
employees are highest in the public defense and legal services/
prasecution sectors, which employ highly paid, specialized
personnel.

Individual large counties and municipalities

Separate data are presented in tables 6 and 7 for the 343
county governments with a 1976 population of 100,000 or
more and for the 406 city governments with a population of
50,000 or more.” Large counties and cities combined accounted
for close to three-fourths {$10.6 billion or 72.7 percent) of
total justice expenditure by local governments {table F), Over
one-half {58 percent) of the total 1977 United States population
lives in the 343 largest counties, but these counties accounted
for more than 77 percent {or $4.4 billion) of the total ex-
penditure for justice activities at the county levels. In some
functions, the large counties’ share of all county justice
spending exceeded 79 percent;viz:, public defense (84.8 percent),
corrections (82.6 percent) and other criminal justice {88.9
percent},

Accounting for 48 percent of total United States population,
the 406 large city governments expended $6.1 billion, or slightly
more than two-thirds (68 percent) of total municipal justice

P

2 A few municipal and county units continue to be shown individually
even though their population has dropped below the established criteria.
Thiy is done to retain comparability in the presentation of individual
unit data from yea* 10 vear.

expenditure, The distribution of expenditure and employment
throughout the’ various justice sectors in the 343 counties
and the 406 cities reflects the distributions for counties and
cities generally,

EXPENDITURE COMPONENTS

The tables in this report display expenditure data in several
categories. Total expenditure is comprised of direct and inter-
governmental expenditure. Direct expenditure, in turn, consists
of expenditures for current operations {i.e., salaries, wages and
other operating expenses), and for capital outlay (i.e., con-
struction, equipment and land). Intergovernmental expenditure
is payments from one governmert to another, including grants
and reimbursements. Direct expenditure as a percent of total
justice expenditure is on tlie average much higher at the local
government level than at the State level. In 43 out of 51 juris-
dictions (50 States and the District of Columbia), direct expendi-
ture of local governments as a percent of total expenditure was
between 99 and 100 percent. This is a reflection of the fact
that local governments’ intergovernmental expenditure for
justice is confined to a few and infrequent types of payments
such as reimbursement from one local government to another
for boarding of prisoners or contractual payments from one
local government to another for police protection.

State governments, on the other hand, expend a much larger
proportion under intergavernmental payment programs to local
governments, These payments include justice grants from the
Federal Government that are passed through the States to local
governments, such as LEAA block grants, as well as State govern-
ment grants funded from their own revenue sources. Direct
expenditure as a percent of total expenditure ranged between
78 and 96 percent for State governments, as ilfustrated by the
following table:

Table G: Distribution of States based on direct expenditure as a percent
of total expenditure for justice activities

Direct expenditure as a percent of
total justice expenditure
(percent class)

Number of States

9o 100 . ..o v i 12

901095 L i v v e e 20
851090 . . i i i i e 10
80to85.......... 6
751080 . .o v v e e 2

Table E. Total civil and criminal justice expenditure of large counties and municipalities as a percent of the total for all countias and total municipalities
by function, fiscal year 1978

Legal . Other

Total Police . . Public . s inal

t N Judicial serviges and Corrections criminal

Type of govern‘m?nt lacat protection prossoution defense Justice
To;al COUNLIBS. o o a & «'v . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1003
343 large counties® . . . ... . 714 69.9 786 788 84.8 gg.g 133.0
Total municipalities . . . ., . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1 3.7 91'6
406 1arge municipalities®. . . 658.3 65,3 80.2 745 a38 93. |

#All county governments with a population of 100

calcuiations.

,000 or above; and all municipalities with a population of 50,000 ar ahave are included in percent
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Marvland at 78 percent and Virginia at 79 percent had the
lowest proportions of direct expenditure for justice activities,
and concomitantly the highest shares of intergovernmental
expenditure. In Maryland, a State program of assistance to
cities and counties for police protection primarily accounts for
the high level of intergovernmental expenditure. In Virginia,
substantial State assistance is given to cities and counties for
police - protection, detention homes, and jail construction in
the form of reimbursement or in fixed ratio to local expenditure.

Direct expenditure ranged between 80 and 90 percent of
total justice expenditure in seven of the nine most populous
States: Pennsylvania (81 percent), Michigan (83 percent},
Ohio (85 percent), Texas (86 percent), California {88 per-
cent), New York {88 percent), and New' Jersey {90 percent).
Direct' justice expenditure in Hlinois was 91 percent of total
expenditure, and Florida had the highest proportion at 96
percent.

For the 343 large county governmments, direct expenditure
for justice as a percent of total justice expenditure ranged
hetween 67.7 percent to 100 percent. See Table H below. For
the 406 large city governments, the range was 1.2 pemen’t3
to 100 percent. Direct expenditure constituted 95 percent or
more of total justice expenditure in.301 of the 343 large
counties and in 388 of the 406 large cities; and equaled 100
percent of total expenditure in 118 large counties {34 percent}
and 216 large cities (53 percent).

Table H. Distribution of large counties and cities based on direct
expenditure as a percent of total expenditure for justice activities

State-local capital outlay did not exceed 10 percent of total
justice expenditure. It shouid be noted that sharp variations can
occur from year to vear in capital expenditures, particularly for
individual governments.

Table 1. Distribution of capital outlay s a percent of State and local
justice expanditure

Capital outlay as a percent | State[ocal* State L.ocal*
of total justice expenditure | total justice justice justice
{percent class) expenditure | expenditure | expenditure

Oto5..... 14 20 16
Bto10. . o i e pas] 19 28
10t015...... e e e e 6 [§ 5
15t020 . ... . v 1 1 2
20andabove . . ..o 1 4 -

Direct expenditure as a percent

of tota(l justice e;(pe;tditure - igi:\i;g: 4(.'::?t§::ge
percent class
9510100 . ... ... hee . 301 388
Wte95 .. ... e 20 g
851090 .. ... . . e 12 -
80to85 ... ... L e 7 2
75080 . .. ... e - -
below75. . ... . e, 3 7

- Represents zero.

State-local capital outlay for justice in 1978 amounted to
$1.3 billion, or 6.2 percent of total State-local justice expendi-
ture, On the State level, capital outlay was $483 million or 6.4
percent of State total justice expenditure; on the local level, it
was $816 million or 5.6 percent. The following table shows a
distribution of the number of States based on capital outlay as a
percent of State and local total justice expenditure.

Capital outlay as a percent of total justice expenditure ranged
between 1.5 percent for the Ohio State government and 45.3
percent for the State of Wyoming. However, in 42 States,

3Nearly all of the justice expenditure for the City of Norwalk,
California consists of intergovernmenital payments to the county govern-
ment for police protecticn services, Similar. situations are found in
Bellflower, Carson, Lakewood, dand Pico Rivera in California; and Las
Vegas; Nevada,

*Includes the District of Columbia.
- Represents zero.

As shown below in table J, capital outlay as a percent of
total justice expenditure varied from 0.1 percent to 67.4
percent among large county governments, Of the 343 large
counties, 34 had capital outlay expenditures comprising 20
percent or more of total expenditure; of these, 14 reported
capital outlay exceeding 40 percent of total spending for justice.
Capital outlay as a percent of total justice expenditure for the
406 large cities ranged from O percent to 48.7 percent. Capital
expenditure accounted for five percent or less of total justice
expenditure in 190°of the 343 large counties, and 292 of the
406 large cities.

Table J, Distribution of capital outlay of Jarge counties and cities as a
percent of total expenditure for justice activities

Capital t.)uti'ay asa per_c.ent of 343 large 406 large
total i;:ﬁf;niﬁ:;?'wre counties cities
[0 1« 38 T 190 292
5t010........ PO 76 - 72
10015 . vt i e s e 32 18
151020 . ... i e . 11 7
20andabove ..., .,... 0.0 ... 34 17

EXPENDITURE FROM GENERA+ PURPOSE
REVENUE SOURCES AND FROM OWN
REVENUE SOURCES (STATE AND
LOCAL GOVERNMENTS)

Expenditure from general purpose revenue sources is defined
as all expenditure financed from a government’s own revenue
sources {such as tax levies), from revenue received from the
Federal Government for general support (e.g., General Revenue
Sharing, - Antirecession Fiscal Assistance, CETA grants), and
from general support payments from State and local govern-
ments. In application, expenditure from general purpose revenue
is calculated for an individual local government by subtracting
from its total justice expenditure the following revenue items:
1) Federal and State revenues received specifically for justice

purposes, and 2} all revenue from other local governments:
remitted for justice purposes. For State -governments, expendi-
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ture from general purpose revenue is obtained by subtracting
from the State government's total justice expenditure the
following: 1) Federal revenue'received specifically for justice
purposes, and 2} an estimate of local justice payments to the
State government.?

Expenditure from own revenue sources is defined as all
amounts expended by a government from its own tax levies,
fees, charges and other such sources. Expenditure from inter-
governmental revenue from whatever source {Federal, State,
local) is excluded.’

activities. In all StateE, expenditure from general purpose
revenue constituted 90 percent or more of total justice ex-
penditure, with the mean being 95 percent (see table L). The
distribution of expenditure from own revenue sources as a per-
cent of total expenditure is more dispersed. In threefourths of
the States (37), expenditure from own sources made up less
than 90 percent of total expenditure, with the mean being
87 percent. :

Table L, Distribution of general purpose and own source expenditure as
a percent of State-local total justice expenditure

Number of States*

Table K displays own source and general purpose justice ex- Percent class General purpase Own source
penditure as a percent of total justice expenditure for each State. E"pe"d“f“;e as exPe”d“f”ge as
. N R ercent of State- ercent of State-
Overall, ocal JLI'Sthe expenditure from general purpose revenue P local total P local total
sources constituted 96 percent of total State-local justice expenditure expenditure
spending. This indicates that 4 percent of State-local total 97.5 10.100.0 ,
expenditures for justice is supported from grant programs 95010875 . . v\ ... 21 1
such as those of LEAA, the Highway Traffic Safety Administra- 925t095.0. . ... ...... 24 ]
tion, and D, whid e 96010925, . ... i va . 4 7
, HU hich award funds earmarked for justice 87510900 . Tt i 10
850t0 875, ......... . - 14
4 This measure of expenditure will be used in calculating State area 82,510850.......4..4. - 5]
and sub-State grant awards under the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe 80.0t0825........... - 4
Streets Act as amended by the -Justice System Improvement Act of 1979. 77.510800....... PR - 2
5 This is the measure of expenditure that has been used in calculating 750t077.5..... e e e - 1
the variable pass-through ratio to distribute block grants between State
and local governments under the Ompibus Crime Control and Safe *Includes the District of Columkbta,
Streets Act of 1968. - Represents zero.
Table K. Expenditure from own revenue sources, from general purpose revenue sources and from dedicated revenus sources as a percent of total
StateJocal justice expenditure by State, fiscal year 1978
Own General pur- Dedicated Own General pus- Dedicated
State revenue pose revenue revenue State revenue pose revenue revenue
sources sources’ sources sources sources* sources
States-lacal, Total .-, . 87.8 96.0 4.0 FMissourin. v v v v 0. 83.0 g5.0 5.0
Al2bama . o v\ v st 81.0 92.2 7.8 Montana . . ........ 85.8 94.8 5.2
Nebraska . . .. v v o 90.2 91.4 8.6
Alaska ., ., ... ... . 93.5 96.5 3.5
Arizona 8.7 96.1 39 Nevada . .o v v v v v v 93.0 95.8 4.1
Arkansas. . .. .. ... . 80.1 93.1 g.g | NNew Hampshire 87.0 908
California . ... .. ... 916 97.0 20} Newdersey. .v..... 86.2 97.2 2.8
(11 TN 0.3 7 4.3
Colorado. .. v\ ... 92.7 97.2 2.8 | New Mexica 9 g8
c s 89.0 04.4 56 New York .. ...... 85.2 97.4 2.6
D‘;{‘a"vf,g:f“‘- S ot 908 25 | North Carolina. . . . .. 87.7 93.5 6.5
. . 3 D 3 0 5.0
District of Cofurmbia . . . 94.0 95.8 4. | North Dakota 87.3 95
Florida . v oo v vw 0w 90.3 94.7 53} Qhio, < . ... e 86.2 96.4 3.6
2, .3 4.7
Georgia, « v vv v b e 90.0 95.7 4.3 Oklzhoma 92,9 95
Hawalii 754 93.4 6.6 Oregon . ... v oo v us 84.8 96.2 3.8
ldaa‘a’i” RN 82-4 P o | Pennsylvania . .. ... 84.9 95,2 4.8
. * ‘7 1 Rhode tsland. . .. ... 79.2 4.6 5.4
NOIS « v v v v s e 911 96.9 3.1 | fihede Island s
indiana. , ., .. .. ... 86.0 94.2 5.8 { South Carolina. . . ... 82,2 95.4 4.6
South Dakota . . . ... 87.2 90.5 9.5
fowa . v 89.8 94.0 8.0 Tennessee. . « «.o v v & 93.4 97.8 24
Kansas . « v« . .4 & AN 85.9 84,5 55
TeXas e v v vov o v v s 88.2 94.6 54
Kentucky .ot 795 93.8 628 e, oo 90.1 94,1 5.9
Louisiana, « « « « a0 0 v 89.7 95.8 4.2
Maine, . . ve e vhns . 83.7 93.7 6.3 1 vermont .« . ... ... 89.1 94.4 5.6
Maryland, . .. . .. v 88.8 94.8 5.1 f Virginia. . . .. .. ... 90.6 95.6 4.4
Massachusetts , .. . .. 88.1 97.6 2.4 } Washington. . ... ... 82,5 94.8 5.2
Michigan, . . ... .. .. 85.7 96.9 3.1 { West Virginia. . . ., .. 86.3 938 6,1
Minnesota. . v » + o «v v o 85.2 94,2 5.8 | Wisconsin., v ..., .. 86.3 97.0 3.0
MississiPPiv « v 5 v v v v 85.8 92.7 73 IWyoming. . .. ... .. 95.8 a7.1 2.9

¥ [ncludes own revenue sources and such general purpose Federal revenues as State and Local Fiscal Assistance (revenue sharing), antirecession aid,

and CETA funds.
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The difference between expenditure from general purpose
revenue and expenditure from own revenue is the amount of
Federal revenue sharing, antirecession aid, and CETA funds used
for support of justice activities. These differences indicate that
8 percent 8 of total justice expenditure is supported from these
general purpose revenue programs. However, the use of Federal
general purpose revenue varied greatly from State to State,
from 1 percent of total expenditure in Nebraska to 18 percent
in Hawaii.

It should be noted that local governments made greater use
of Federal general purpose revenue for justice purposes than did
the State governments. This can be seen in table 8 by examining
the much smaller differances between own source and general
purpose expenditure at the State government level in most
States.

Tables 9 ard 10 display total expenditure, direct expenditure,
capital outlay, own source expenditure, and general purpose
expenditure for 343 large counties and 406 large municipalities.
The frequency distribution in table M presenting own source
and general purpose expenditure as a percent of total justice
expenditure in individual large counties and large cities shows
that 255 (63 percent) of the 406 large cities spent 95 percent
of their justice expenditure from general purpose revenue
sources. This contrasts sharply with the large counties where
only 65 (19 percent) had general purpose expenditure above
85 percent of total justice expenditure. Overall, 84.2 percent
of large city justice expenditure wasz from general purpose
revenue sources, compared to0 88.4 percent for large counties.
Conversely then, 5.3 percent of large cities’ justice spending in
1978 was supported by intergovernmental revenue earmarked
for justice purposes, including not only revenue received directly
from the Federal Government, but also Federal grants passed
through the States (e.g., LEAA block grants), State-funded
grants for justice, and reimbursements from the State or other
local governments. For the large counties, the amount of justice
spending supported by these intergovernmental revenues was
11.6 percent.

l.arge cities also financed a greater share of justice expendi-
ture- from their own revenue sources (i.e., excluding both
earmarked and general purpose intergovernmental revenues)
than did the large counties. Qverall, 83.1 percent of large city
justice expenditure was from their own revenue sources, com-
pared to 75.2 percent for large counties, As shown in the
frequency distribution in table M, 268 cities (or 68 percent of
the total.of 406) reported 80 percent or more of their justice
expenditure from their own revenue sources, contrasted with
143 counties (or 42 percent of the total of 343). An average of
13.2 percent of large county justice funds came primarily from
general grants such as revenue sharing, CETA, and anti-recession
programs .(88.4 percent minus 75.2 percent); compared with
11.1 percent for Jarge cities {94.2 percent minus 83.1 percent).

®This percentage is derived by subtracting the percent that expendi-
ture from own sources constituted of t.tal expenditure from the percent
that expenditure from general purpose revenue constituted of total
expenditure, See table K.

Table M, Distribution of general purpose and own source sxpenditure
of large counties and cities as a percent of total justice expenditure

Expenditure from general | Expenditure from own
purpose revenue sources revenue sources
Percent class
343 farge 406 large 343 large 406 large
counties cities counties cities
95t0 100 . ... 65 255 17 78
90te95..... N a3 32 85
85t090..... 99 28 47 56
80to85 ..... 50 14 a7 49
75t080 . .... 17 8 56 47
70t075 ... .. 11 3 45 23
65t0 70 . 2 2 32 24
60 to 65 N 4 1 19 15
55t060 ..... 1 2 16 11
50to 65 ... 1 - 11 8
Below 50
percent .. , . . 2 - 23 10

- Represents zero.

SURVEY METHODOLGGY - SOURCES AND
LIMITATIONS OF THE DATA

Survey coverage and collection methods are described in
detail below, and the definitions applied in the collection of
data are presented in appendix 1.

Survey coverage

The survey through which basic figures for this report
were collected covered the Federal Government, all State
governments, and a representative sample of local governments
within each State, Data were collected for all county govern-
ments. {regardless of size), for all municipalities {and townships
in the New England and Middle Atlantic States) having a 1970
population 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-
tures as reported in the 1972 Census of Governments. The

- survey panel therefore included the Federal Government, the

B0 State governments, and 9,044 local governments {(the
3,042 county governments, 4,305 municipalities, and 1,697
townships).

The survey period

Federal Government data are shown for fiscal year 1978
which began on October 1, 1977 and ended September 30,1978.
The State expenditure data cover the fiscal year ending June 30,
1978 for all States except four whose fiscal years ended as fol-
lows: New York, March 31, 1978; Texas, August 31, .1978; .
and 'Alabama and Michigan, September 30, 1978. 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 are for the agency’s fiscal year that
ended within the State’s regular fiscal year.
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For local governments, the 1978 fiscal years reported are
those that closed between July 1, 1977 and June 30, 1978.
Most municipalities and counties ended their fiscal vears on
December 31, 1977 or June 30, 1978, The fiscal year reported
for Washington, D.C. ended on September 30, 1978.

Employment data shown for Federal, State, and iocal govern-
ments are for October 1978.

Data collection

The survey was accomplished using two methods of data col-
lection: Field compilation and mail canvass. Trained field
representatives compiled expenditure and employment data
from the government's own records for the 50 States, the 343
largest counties, the 406 largest cities and selected smaller units.
The compilation was done between October 1978 and May 1979
in accordance with the definitions presented in appendix 1.
All other units in the sample were canvassed by mail for ex-
penditure and employment data, over a 5-month period beginning
in January 1979 and ending in May 1979. Response for field-
compiled units was 100 percent. The response from mail carivass
units was 93 percent. The primary mail canvass questionnaire,
the CJ-6, is exhibited in appendix 2.

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 breakdowns 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 Justice agencies, in accordance
with definitions used for State and local governments (see
appendix 1),

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 pro-
cedures. 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 detigned to produce an
estimate for each State of the portion of t7:tal justice expenditure
made by local governments with a relative sampling error of
less than one-half of 1 percent. For the fiscal year 1978 data,
the errors were less than one-half of 1 percent in all but 11
States; however, in all States, the errors were less than three-
quarters of 1 percent, at the 95 percent confidence level.

The relative sampling error of the State-by-State estimates
of local government 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 32 States. The results of the computations of
standard errors for local government totals on a relative standard
error basis are summarized in table N,

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 examing, editing, and tabulating the data sub-
mitted by government officials. Followup procedures were used
extensively to clarify inadequate and inconsistent survey returns.

Readers should be generally cautious in comparing govern-
ments, because 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 governments,
with or without fiscal aid, and the same variation in the division
of responsibilities exists for counties and cities.

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

Table N. Relative standard errors of local government totals of civil and criminal justice expenditure

0.5 0or less 05~-1.0 1.0-20 20-~-3.0
California Alaska Colorado Maryland Alabama North Dakota
Hawali Arizong Delaware Massachusetts Arkansas Oklahoma
Michigan Connecticut Florida Montana ldaho Pennsylvania
Nevada Indiana Georgia Nebraska lowa South Carolina
New Mexico Rhode island Ninois North Carolina Minnesota Tennessee
New York Vermont Kansas Ohio Mississippi Utah
Texas Kentucky Oregon Missouri West Virginia
Louisiana South Dakota New Hampshire Wisconsin
Maine Virginia New Jersey Wyoming
Washington




10 INTRODUCTION

AVAILABILITY OF DATA

Copies of the annual summary and detailed reports, and the
trends reports are available from National Criminal Justice
Reference Service, Office of Justice Assistance, Research, and
Statistics, Box 6000, Rockville, Md. 20850 and from U.S.

Department of ‘Commerce District Offices.

in addition to the publications, data are also available on
magnetic tape and computer printout. For details, contact
the Bureau of Justice Statistics; Department of Justice,
Washington, D,C. 20631.



Table 1, Distribution of expenditure for the criminal justice system, by level of government,
fiscal year 1978

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

{ Amount ' Percent distribution
"
Activity All Federal State Locel Federal State local :
governments* Government® | governments | govermments® | Govermment? |gover t gover
i .
; TOTAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM®. . . . . . , . | 28 131 995 3 834 607 |7 544 251 | 14 456 004 [¢3] (%} (Xt
H DIRECT EXPENDITURE. . . P a4 131 995 3 122 290 | 6 688 192 14 321 513 12,9 27.1 39,4
i INTERGTYERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE 6 % s e e e (3] 712 317 856 059 295 356 (X4 (X1 (X}
POLICE PROTECTION™ & v v v o v 4 s & o 4 o 4 13 120 193 1 959 305 |2 016 228 g 281 149 ($3] (%) (53]
DIRECT EXPENDITURE. + . . e e e e e e 13 120 193 1 951 786 |1 B892 127 9 276 280 14,9 14.4 70.7
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE e e e e o4 (% 7 519 124 101 96. 279 {x) (& 9] (X}
JUDICIAL® , & 0 . . e e e s e e e eie ek 3 067 221 321 37311 150 265 1 823 223 (X} (X} (X)
DIRECT EXPENDXTURE. P I ¥oe s e & e 3 067 221 321 373 |1 €012 899 1 732 943 10.5 33.0 56.95
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE s e e e e e ) - 137 366 118 381 (23 (F 3] X3
LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTIONZ , o« + « ¢« + '« 1 u59 A59 220 058 400 367 862 091 (X3 (§3) (x}
DIRECT EXPENDITURE. . . P e s e e e 1 459 859 215 523 385 783 a58 551 .7 26.4 58.8
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE P 3} 4 533 14 584 4 537 (%) (X (X1
T PUBLIC DEFENSE s + v v v 5 2 2 5 4 « o &« +' 523 735 209 060 109 294 216 B24 (X} (2. %] (X4 I
DIRECT E£XPENDITURE. « . . e e v e e 523 73% 209 060 11 338 2 152 (X} {X) (X}
i INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE R ] (] - i1 338 2152 (X} (X) {(X)
CORRECTIONS® . & 4 v v v o 4 v s 4 s o e o « 5 522 711 375 RO2 |3 341 200 2 030 722 tx} (R3] t) !
DIRECT EXPENDITURE, . . . P 5 522 711 337 174 |3 176 963 2 008 574 6.1 57.5 36.4
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE e v eir a4 e (&) 38 628 164 237 58 369 (X1 x) (X) !
OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE® &+ & & & 4 o 4 o o » « 438 276 749 009 526 897 241 932 (%} {X} (%}
DIRECT EXPENDITURE. » 4 P e e e e 438 276 87 372 122 464 228 440 19.9 28,0 52.1 i
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDXTURE D (1 661 637 404 U333 15 638 [#.9] (X (X1

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. [
x Not npplicable, !
focal governments datn are estimates subject to sampling variations; see text for data limitations.
3rederal Government data sre for the fiscal period beginning October 1, 1977 and ending September 30, 1878,
3The tatal line for emch sector, and for the total Criminal Justice System, excludes duplicative interxoverumental expenditure aw-unts. This was done to
aveid the artifieial inflation which would result. if an' intergovernmentsl expenditure amount' for one government is tabulated and then counted sgein when the
recipient government(s) ultimately expend(s) that amount. The intergovernmental expenditure lines are not totaled for the same reason.
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Table 2. Distribution of employment and payrolls for the criminal justice system, by level of government,
October 1978
{Dollar amaunts in thousands)

Percent distribution
Activity All N Federal State Local
governmants Government |governments [ governments® Federal 8tate Local
Government | governments ‘| governments®

TOTAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM: :

TOTAL EMPLOYEES o 4 « o ¢ & & o & 5 ¢ 4 » & 1 228 928 105 376 322 046 a0i 506 8,6 26.2 65.2

FULL~TIME EMPLOYEES + . v e e 1 125 974 162 722 303 950 719 302 9,1 27.0 63.9

FULL-TIME EQUIVALENT EHPLOYE’S. v e & e e 1 157 436 103 678 310 554 743 204 9.0 26.8 64,2

OCTOBER PAYROLL & v o s 4 i o 5 & o o ¢ s o 1 527 082 184 203 $06 897 935 983 12,1 26,6 61,3
POLICE PROTECTION:

TOTAL-EMPLOYEES &+ » « 4 « o 5 » s v ¢ & o = 697 726 75 182 98 §51 523 893 10.8 4.1 751

FULL~TIME EMPLOYEES « . . e b e v e 642 306 73 559 89 977 478 770 11.5% 14.0 4.5

FULL=-TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES. 4 e v e 656 171 T3 993 92 443 489 735 11,3 4.1 74,6

OCTOBER PAYROLL + ¢« o ¢ a's « 4 s % ¢ ¢ & « 897 010 128 182 122 337 6146 491 14,3 13,6 72,1
JUDICIAL?

TOTAL EMPLOYEES o v « 5 o v o o o o & & o » 163 264 8 321 43 625 111 318 8.1 26.7 68.2

FULL-TIME EMPLOYEES . ., & P RPN 140 080 8 229 33 yus 92 403 5.9 28.2 65.9

FULL=TIME EGQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES. @ e b e e 149 290 8 289 41 642 99 359 5,6 27.9 66,5

OCTOBER PAYROLL o v v 4 4 s o 2. % o & ¢ & o 186 990 17 474 68 050 101 466 g.3 36,4 54,3
LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION: .

TOTAL EMPLOYEES o o o v ¢ o s ¢ 4 0 5 o ¢ @ 7% 950 7 814 18 974 49 165 10,3 25.0 64,7

FULL-TIME EMPLOYEES . + . b v e e 65 475 T 325 17 596 4Q 554 11,2 26.9 61,9

FULL~TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOVEES- P 69 247 7 558 18 212 43 477 10.9 26.3 62.8

OCTOBER PAYROLL « o & v s o o o o « 4 s o & 101 288 14 940 271 334 59 o014 8.7 27.0 58.3
PUBLIC DEFENSE: B

TOTAL EMPLOYEES 4 &4 ¢ & « o 0 o o0 0 b o o 8 715 265 3 256 5 194 3.0 37.4 59,6

FULL-TIME EMPLOYEES + . . v ey e 79813 265 3 3121 4 895 3.3 39.1 57.6

FULL=-TIME EQUIVALENT EHFLOYEES. Vo e v e 8 303 265 3 159 4 879 3.2 8.0 58.8

DCTOBER PAYROLL & 4 v v 4 ¢ « + « & o v « o 12 586 525 8§ 724 7 337 4.2 37.5 58.3
CORRECTIONS®

TOTAL EMPLOYEES o o s o v o 0 v o o s o s 273 440 i2 055 153 770 107 61% 4.4 86.2 29.4

FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES 4 o v o o o ¢ o s o« ¢ o 261 347 11 800 150 148 99 399 u.% 57.% 38,0

FULL=TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES, « « 4 + + 265 x84 1t 918 151 408 102 058 4.5 7.1 38.4

OCTOBER PAYROLL « o« ¢ o » o o o o o o o & o 31T %29 20 162 179 684 147 713 6.3 56.6 37.4
OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE?

TOTAL EMPLOYEES o o o o 4 o a ¢ = ¢ o + & o 9 833 1 742 3 770 4 321 17.7 3843 48,0

FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES . . . P e e v a 78% 1 544 3 660 3.581 17.7 41.7 40,7

FULL-TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES. e e s 9 04} 1 655 3 690 3 696 18,3 40.8 40,9

OCTOBER PAYROLL « « 4 ¢ ¢ & s & « o 4 o & & 11 679 2 919 4 797 3 963 25.0 1.1 33.9

fLoca) govornments dsta are estimates subject to sampling variation; see text.
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Table 3. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)

by State and type of government, fiscal year 1978

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total é¢rdminal justice

Police protection Judigial
system
2 Total Percent of Forcent of

State and type of govuernment® (i:(’s:;:::::s) general " Percent of total total

expenditure Amount® jtotal general | Amount® criminal Amount? eriminal

expenditure Justice Justice

system system
STATES=LOCAL TOTAL P e s e 216 332} 219 998 000 | 21 009 705 9.5 | t1 168 407 53,2} 2 745 848 13.1
STATESe & ¢ 4 v 2.0 5 & o s (X)}] 145 637 000 | 7 su4 251 5,2 2 016 228 26,7} 1 150 265 15,2
LOCAL, TOTAL. + v v o o v o (X)] 109 502 000 | 14 456 OOY 13,2 -9 281 149 64,2 1 823 223 12,6
COUNTIES: o o o0 5 s 4 o (Xg 43 274 000 | 5 699 974 13,2 1 832 616 32.2| 1 418 524 24,9
MUNICIPALITIES, o o o o & (x 66 664 000 | 8 916 894 13.4 | 7 539 943 B, 6 432 806 4.9
ALABAMA « s 4 o o0 o 2 s ¢ ¢ ¢ o & 3 690 2 972 000 232 063 7.8 121 944 52,5 43 719 18.8
STATE '« o+ & 4 o o 2 86 o s°2 4 o & (x) 2 253 000 100 385 4,5 30 373 30,3 25 021 24,9
LOCAL, TOTALs s ¢ o o o 4 ¢ o 2 o (%) 914 000 136 384 14,9 92 512 67,8 18 738 13.7
COUNTIES: o v s o 0« o o s o ¢ o (x) 296 000 54 088 18,3 17 179 31.8 16 698 30,9
MUNICIPALITIES: « o 4 o » o5 o (%) 623 000 82 978 13,3 75 370 90,8 2 234 247
ALASKAY & o o o o o o ¢ o o 8 ¢ o & 407 1 488 000 95 966 6,4 47 387 49,4 16 005 16,7
STATE v v o o 0 s s 0 & o 8 ¢ » o (x) i 158 000 70 839 751 2h 518 34,6 15 976 22.6
LOCAL, TOTAL: + s v o v v e n s (x) 596 000 26 402 4.4 22 875 86.6 53 0.2
BOROUGHS: v 4 ¢ o s ¢ & o o & & (x) 144 000 1 652 1.2 1 196 72.4 - -
MUNICIPALITIES, 4 o « o o o = & (%) 485 000 24 -784 5.4 21 679 87,5 53 0.2
ARIZONA v 4 4 0. v o o 5 o o v ¢ o 2 296 2 168 000 278 994 12,9 157 284 56,4 30 169 10,8
STATE o o 4 s 6 576 s o o o 2 24 (x) 1 362 000 88 432 6.5 36 521 41,3 4 643 5.2
LOCAL, TOTAL:s s v o » o o o s . (x) 1 084 600 198 244, 18,3 128 751 61.4 25 584 12.9
COUNTIES, v v ¢ o o o o s ¢ &4 (%) 465 600 90 118 19,4 25 119 27,9 20 266 22,5
MUNTCIPALITIES. + o 4 v o v o o (x) 620 000 109 149 17.6 96 737 88,6 5 324 4,9
ARKANSAS: & 4 o o o 0 0 o o o s o 4 2 144 1 504 000 101 532 6,8 55 956 55,1 11 040 10,9
STATE 4 o o 2 s o ¢ ¢ o o ¢ 8 » & (X) 1 228 000 49 219 4.0 17 006! 34,6 3 572 7.3
LOCAL, TOTALs « » o o & « o0 o & (x) 441 000 57 909 13,1 39 032 67,4 7 529 13,0
COUNTIES: v o o o s s s o v o & (x) 205 000 24 201 11,8 10 429 43,1 5 369 22,2
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 o s o o s ¢ & (x) 235 000 34 328 14,5 28 695 83,6 2 343 6.8
CALIFORNIA, &4 v v o v o s o s:0 o » 21 896 25 459 000 919 787, 11,51 1 440 077 49,3 333 819 11.4
STATE & 4 v o o ¢ o ¢ s 5 ¢ 3 o (x) 16 284 000 778 622 4,8 253 335 32.5 45. 185 5,8
LOCALs TOTAL: & & o o ¢ o o s s » (= 14 440 000 | 2 238 658 15,54 1 200 575 53,6 296 050 13,2
COUNTIES, 4 & o » s o s s ¢ o & (x 8 856 000 | 1 290 901 1,6 342 490 26,5 281 172 21.8
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o ¢ ¢ 4 o (x) 5 608 000 988 134 17.6 895 597 90.6 15 170 1.5
COLOBADO. & v v 4 o ¢ o v « o o o s 2 619 2 528 000 271 597 10,7 139 570 51,4 39 924 14,7
BTATE o s o0 o 6 ¢ 6.0 0 % o o & (x) 1 581 000 120 132 7.6 24 220 20,2 29 810 24,8
LOCAL, TOTAL: « s v o o « o o o 4 (x) 1 189 000 157 454 13,2 115 365 73,3 i0 130 6.4
COUNTIES, v s s s & & o s ¢ o (%) 462 000 40 926 8,9 19 070 46,6 2 650 6.5
MUNICIPALITIES: o s o o o o o (x) 727 000 117 194 16,1 96 459 82,3 7 479 6.4
CONNECTIOUT & v o o o » o s o & 5 & 3 108 3 914 000 248 025 6,3 146 958 59,3 29 312 11.8
STATE ¢ 4 v v o0 ¢ % o 2 8 o o & (X} 2 383 090 128 679 5.4 30 344 23.6 27 993 21,8
LOCAL, TOTAL. S e s e e e e, (x) 2 109 0090 124 499 5.9 117 585 o 4 1 343 1.1
HUNICIPALITIES: o v 0 o o o o 4 (x) 2 108 000 124 942 5,9 117 890 94,4 1 389 1.1
DELAWARES ¢ o o 2 o o ¢ o o o o & & 582 662 000 63 303 9.6 30 835 48,7 10 9o 17.2
STATE o o w s 2 5 5.0 s ¢ 8 o' s o (x) 516 000 44 195 Beb 13 060 29,6 9 924 22.5
LOCALy TOTALe o s o o o w5 o 4 o {x) 190 000 20 988 11,0 18 004 85,8 1 997 9.5
COUNTIES, v o v s 5.0 a's o o & (%) 92 000 8 343 9.1 6 472 7746 1 405 16,8
MUNICIPALITIES, 4 o v o s o s o (x) 98 000 12,749 13.0 11 635 91,3 592 4,6
DIs;?IgT OF COLUMBIA, & ¢ o v o & ?93) 1 523 000 206. 665 12.7 98 895 47.9 23 489 11.5
STATE o s 4 o w o s o 6 s 5 3 4 & X - - - - - -
LOCAL, TOTALs & o o 5 6. v o & o o (x) 1 5623 000 206 665 12.7 98 895 47,9 23 689 11.%
MUNTICIPALITIES. 4 « o ¢ o v 0 & {x) 1 623 000 206 665 12,7 98 895 47,9 23 689 11.5
FLORIDA 4 i 4 v s ¢ s ¢ ¢ s 8 ¢ o & 8 452 6 408 000 868 287, 13,6 444 419 51,2 123 546 14,2
STATE & o s v ¢ s s o o » 0.0 & & (x) 3 570 000 330 228 9,3 65 907 20,0 36 631 11,4
LOCAL, TOTALs & v v o o o ¢ o« & & (x) 3334 000 553 054 16,6 379 230 68,6 87 364 i5.8
COUNTIES, v & s o o o ¢ o o o & (x) 1 742 000 295 648 17,0 148 657 50,3 80 588 27,3
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o v .+ . (x) 1 613 000 261 215 16,2 233 539 89,4 7 329 2.8
GEORGIA: ¢. ¢ o s o o 2 6 « o 0 s o & 5 048 3 158 000 391 251 10,4 194 903 49,8 50 833 13,0
STATE ¢ o o s s o o s o ¢ & 0 s 4 (%) 2 716000 169 977 6,3 48 401 28,5 9 695 5.7
LOCAL: TOTALs o o o o o o o« o & » (x) 1 320 000 235 773 17,9 146 784 62,3 41 223 17.5
COUNTIES: o o s o o4 o ¢ o « & {x) 644 000 129 171 20,2 53 414 41,4 36 758 28,5
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 ¢ o« v s o o s (x) 684 000 107 217 15.7 93 520 87,2 4 474 4,2
HAWAIIG o 4 0 a o o s o & 0 v e 895 1 687 000 106 461 6,3 56 401 53,0 15 467 14,5
STATE o ¢ o s s s o 6 v ¢ 0 ¢ o & () 1 359 000 46 818 3.4 1739 3,7 15 467 33,0
LOCAL, TOTAL, + v o s v v v v . (x) 380 000 61 415 16,2 54 662 89,0 - -
COUNTIES, o o o o ¢ v ¢ s s 4 « (&3] 98 -000 16 079 16,4 12 241 76,1 - -
MUNICIPALITIES, & » 4w o 0 ¢ & « (x) 282 000 45 336 16,1 42 42 93,6 - -
IBAHO o v 4 v ¢ 4 0 s 0 o o a o s 4 857 737 000 64 883 8,8 33 808 52,1 8 349 12,9
STATE ¢ v v o o s & % s o o ¢ u » (x) 590 000 28 102 4.8 9 183 32,7 4130 14,7
LOCAL, TOTAL: 4 o o'v o w o o s (x) 215 000 38 083 17,7 24 799 65,1 4 240 11.1
COUNTIES. '« & o 5 5 o o o s o4 (x) 124 000 23 582 19,0 11 287 47.9 4 091 17.3
MUNICIPALITIES, ., . e v v e e (x) 91 000 17 439 19.2 16 242 93,1 246 1.4

See Eootnotes at end of table,

Preceding page biank
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Table 3. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1978—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Legal services and

prosecution Public defense Corrections Other criminal justics
Sta nd 1 Porcent of Percent of Percent of Percent of

taté and type of government . total total total tatal

Amount criminal Amount* criminal Amount?® eriminal Amount? eriminal

Justice Justice Justice Justice

system system system systen
STATES-LOCAL: TOVAL 4 o s o o} 1 248 334 5.9 314 675 1.5] 5 185 537 24,7 350 904 1,7
STATESs o o v v 4 a0 5 o & 400 367 5.3 109 294 1.4 3 344 200 44,3 526 897 7.0
LOCAL, TOTAL. + + + v » - 862 094 6.0 216 824 1.5] 2 230 722 14,0 241 992 1,7
COUNTIES: , v W o c s 4 o 519 871 9.4 180 215 3,21 1.576 185 27.7 172 563 3.0
MUNICIPALITIES, +« s « o o 343, 217 3.8 38 655 0.4 4sQ 758 5,5 7L 515 0.8
ALABAMA o ¢ s o w o s v s 5 ¢ 0 4 o 10 780 4.6 1 Bi6 0,8 52 470 22.6 1 333 0.6
STATE o & o o s o o # o 2 v 2 ¢ 4 5 512 5.5 1871 1e6 33 295 33,2 4 613 4,6
LOCAL, TOTAL: & ¢ o o & v v 2 4 o 5 270 3.9 266 0.2 19 196 14,1 398 0.3
COUNTIES, o v o o 4 ¢ o o 5 4 & 3 430 643 129 0.2 16 296 30.4 376 0.7
HUNICIPALITIES, | Ve e e r oy { 860 2,2 137 0.2 3 355 4,0 22 (Z:
ALASKAG o o v 0 0 5 o 4 o s o 8 & & 9 977 10.4 2 159 2.2 19 073 19,9 1 367 1.4
STATE 4 0 o ¢ ¢ 0 s ¢ a o 5 ¢ & & 7 226 10.2 2 159 3.0 19 170 2741 1 790 2.5
LOCAL, TOTALG 4 o 4 ¢ o o o o o 4 2 770 10.5 - - 708 2.7 - -
BOROUGHS, 4 4 & o s 4 2 o + o & 456 27.6 - - - - - -
MUNICIPALITIES: o o « ¢ o 4 o & 2 345 9.5 - - 704 2.8 - -
ARIZONA v v« ¢ o 8 o 4 s 0 2 0 o 18 928 6.8 5 496 2.0 65 885 23,6 1 232 0.4
STAYE Pe e s e s e, 3 883 4,4 - - 36 173 40.9 7 242 8,2
LOCAL> TOTAL: & = v o 4. o o ' 15 045 746 5 496 2.8 29 874 15,1 491 0.2
COUNTIES, 4w s o o o s o ¢ + & & 10 153 11,3 5 403 6.0 29 112 32,3 66 0,1
MUNICIPALITIES: v o o s o o & & 4 892 4,5 426 0.4 1 347 1.2 425 0.4
ARKANSAS, & v 4 4 o v 5 v o o o & & 4 387 4,3 552 0,5 26 577 26,2 3 019 3.0
STATE ¢ « s ¢ o o o ¢ o o s ¢ 3 4 1 055 2.1 15 tZ) 21 493 43,7 6 078 12,3
LOCAL, TOTALs & o ¢ v o « s s & & 3 432 5.9 537 0.9 5 969 10.3 1 410 2.4
COUNTIES: '« w o o ¢ o o s ¢ & & 2 397 2,9 453 1.9 5 005 20,7 547 2.3
MUNICIPALITIES., & 5 4 o o o o & 1 059 3.1 84 0.2 1 129 3.3 1 048 3.0
CALIFORNIA, & s 4 s ¢ ¢ s 2 v o o & 257 541 8.8 75 938 2.6 785 767 26.9 26 645 0,9
STATE v o w o s & o ¢ o s o o o'y 55 058 Ted 6 469 0.8 359 823 48,2 58 752 7.5
LOCAL, TOTALGe o ¢ o ¢ & & v v o & 202 510 9,0 74 222 3.2 448 589 20,0 19 710 0,9
COUNTIES, 4 & o v ¢t 0 v & o & 4 155 689 12,1 67 907 5,3 428 629 33,2 15 01y 1,2
MUNICEPALITIES: v « ¢ ¢ 2 4 o 46 g2t 4,7 3 315 0.3 22 ou3 2.2 5 087 0.5
COLORADO, , 4 o 4 4 o ¢ o o ¢ 5 & 20 413 7.5 3 067 1.1 63 805 23,5 4 818 1,8
STATE « o« s 2 = & « # ¢ 2 & ¢ 4 4 4 510 3.8 3 045 2.5 50 512 42,0 8 035 6.7
LOCAL, TOTALs & o « ¢ o o o » o & 15 903 10,1 22 (2) 13 317 8,5 2 718 1.7
COUNTIESs « o o o o « o s o o & 9 904 24,2 i6 {Z) 8 222 20,1 1 066 2,6
MUNICIPALITIES, + 4 4 & 4 o 4 o 6 264 5.3 22 (2)3 5 321 4,5 1 652 Lt
CONNECTICUT Cr e e e e e e e, 11 406 4.6 3196 3.3 ] 53 754 21,7 3 404 1.4
STATE Cee e s s e s e, 7 198 5.6 3 183 2.5 53 660 41,7 6 304 4,9
LOCAL; TOTALs & v v v e e v . 4 208 3.4 13 (Z) 103 0.1 1 248 1.0
MUNICIPALITIES, « v 4 & 5 » & & 4 294 3.4 13 {2) 103 04l 1 252 1,0
DELAWARE. P 2.932 4,6 908 1.4 16 4u6 26,0 1279 2.0
TATE ¢ & o v ¢ o 8¢ o 5 o 2 o o 2 109 4,8 758 1.7 16 446 37.2 1 898 4,3
LOCAL; TOTALe « o o ¢ o o & o o 823 3.9 150 0.7 - - 14 0.1
COUNTIES, o o & o'v s o o 5 o o 315 3,8 150 1.8 - - - -
MUNICIPALITIES: « + o o « ‘. 508 4,0 - - - - 14 0,1
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. v v « « » & & 6 993 3.4 5 770 | 2.8 69 835 33.8 1 483 0.7
STATE v o ¢ 5 o ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o 2 o - - - - - - - -
LOCAL, TOTALs & o ¢ v o o o # o o 6 993 3.4 5 770 2.8 69 835 33.8 1 483 0.7
MUNICIPALITIES: ¢ v « o o 4 0 o 6 993 3.4 5 770 2.8 69 835 33,8 1 483 0.7
FLORIDA & v 4 ¢ ¢ o o ¢ 4 2 5 2 o & 46 486 5.4 16 458 1.9 227 844 26,2 9 53¢ 1.1
STATE « o s o ¢ v o ¢ 4.0 0 # o » 32 416 9,8 13 827 4,2 166 369 50.4 15 078 4,6
LOCAL, TOTAL. = - L s i . 14 074 2.5 2 631 0.5 61 472 1.1 8 285 1,5
COUNTIESe o o v 2 ¢ 0 o 4 5 o 4 & 200 2.1 2 535 049 50 761 7.2 & 907 2.3
MUNICIPALITIES. v v v s » + o « 7 872 3.0 98 (Z) 10 954 4,2 1 424 0.5
GEORGIA o o o « o o ¢ ¢ s 0 2.8 4 15 087 3.9 2 274 0.6 126 165 32.2 1 988 0.5
o A S 5 502 32 Jue 0.2 94 537 55,7 11 393 6.7
LOCAL, TOTALy & ¢ v v s o ¢ .4 & & 9 585 4,1 2 074 0,9 34 880 14,8 1 186 0,5
COUNTIES: « 4 o o v o s v 5 & 4 7 484 5.8 1927 1.5 29 030 22.5 559 0.4
MUNICIPALITIES: o v o o '« » o o 2 103 2,0 148 0.1 6 335 5.9 640 0.6
Ha . I R 6 430 6.0 2 01t 1.9 23 320 21.9 2 832 2.7
e i 2 190 4.7 2 01l 3] 22147 47,3 3 264 7.0
LOCAL, TOTALs o « s o o o v # & & 4 240 6.9 - - 1173 1.9 1 349 2,2
COUNTIES, ¢ o « o « o ¢ s #» 4 & 1 392 8.7 - - 1173 7.3 1273 7.9
MUNICIPALITIESs o e 0.0 s ¢ o & 2 g4s 6,3 - - - - 67 0.4
c e e v e s e e e e e 4 847 7.5 855 1.3 11 794 18,2 5 233 8.1
i T S 1833 6.5 : - 9 645 3he3 33 123
LOCAL: “TOTALe o « + v s o s o v+ 3 o4 7.9 855 2.2 2170 5,7 3 006 7.9
COUNTIES: s s » oo 4 o o + o o 2 198 9.3 855 3.6 2145 9.4 3 006 12,7
MUMICIPALITIES: o ¢ v ¢ o v o o 816 4,7 - - 136 0,8 - -




16

Table 3. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1978—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total criminal justice

Police protection Judicial
system
Total
Papulation?
State and type of government® (in Shousn:gs) gl’n:i:g; o Percent of Pe:;:::: of Pe;‘;::::g ot
expen e Amount®  ftotal general Amount? criminal Amoupt?t criminal
expenditure Justice Justico
aystem system

TLLINOIS: o o o s o s°% s o o o o o 11 245 9 582 000] 1§ 159 866 12,1 685 259 59,1 124 Yo8 10.7
STATE v v o o o ¢ o ¢ a v 6 ¢ o 4 (x) 6 534 000 299 563 4,6 78 362 26,2 49 700 16,6
LOCAL, TOTAL: & « o v 2 s ¢ o « 4 (x) 3 695 000 887 281 24,0 608 999 68,6 77 U47 8,7
COUNTIES: s ¢ 0 o s o« s 0 » o & (x) 1 043 000 317 712 30,5 56 891 17,9 77 143 24,3
MUNICIPALITIES: & o o o s + o & (x) 2 676 000 5%2 085 21.4 553 666 96,8 738 0.1
INDIANA « 4 o o « ¢ 5 ¢ ¢ o o s o & S 330 3 622 000 319 136 8,8 177 869 55,7 40 900 12,8
STATE o v ¢ s o s s ¢ s.n .0 s o s x) 2 700 000 122 728 4,5 43 638 35,6 9 122 1.4
LOCAL, TOTAL:s v v + v s w v v vt %) 1631 000 207 385 12,7 134 471 64,8 32 725 i5.8
COUNTIES, 4 4 o ¢ v o » o ¢ o 4 x) 757 000 71 216 9.4 22 164 31.4 23 644 33,2
MUNICIPALITIES: ¢ & o o s s o 4 (x} 874 000 136 727, 15,6 112 690 82,4 9 163 6.7
TOWA, o o e v s & o o 8 s o o s « 4 2 879 2 679 000 181702 6.8 98 041 54,0 26 949 14,8
STATE ¢ s v 0 e 0.0 ¢ 4 s s s oy (x} 1 836 000 79 868 4,4 28 398 35,8 8 703 10,9
LOCAL, TOTAL: & 4 o » o o o o & o () 1 197 000 114 830 9.6 71 110 61,9 18 262 15,9
COUNTIES: 4 o v o o s o 5 v o & {x) 607 000 58 785 9,7 1687 28,7 18 697 31,8
MUNICIPALITIES, & & o 2 5 s 4 {x) 590 000 58 914 10,0 55 888 94,9 34 0.1
KANSAS: « o o o o o ¢ o 3 s ¢ v o s 2 326 2 096 000 166 758 8.0 76 16 45,7 27 459 16,5
STATE v o o s & o o 30 s ¢ o ¢ 4 (x) 1 252 000 76 253 6.1 13 22 173 14 338 18,8
LOCAL, TOTAL. o & o o o o o o & s (x) 941 000 98 005 10,4 62 94 64,2 14 959 15,3
COUNTIES: o o v o o « o s s » (x) 315 000 44 252 14,0 13 98 3546 13 230 29.9
MUNICIPALITIES: + v v v v v vt (x) 626 000 55 9uat 8,9 50 76 90,7 1 780 3,2
KENTUCKYs o & v 0 o 0 o 0 o v 0 4 4 3 458 2 935 000 234 454 640 125 031 53.3 33 773 14,4
STATE 4 v v o o ¢ o ¢ s o o o & 4 (%) 2 332 000 143 733 6,2 50 37 35,0 28 561 19,9
LOCAL, TOTAL, « & o 4 4 o5 o « & (x) 712 000 118 453 16,6 81 84 69,1 9 047 7.6
COUNTIESs o o o o« o 5 » o o 5 (xj 322 000 53 258 16,5 24 301 456 6 609 12.4
MUNICIPALITIES: & o 2 o s ¢ o o (x) 429 000 66 106 15,4 57 86 87.5 2 426 3.7
LOUISIANA 4 4 s w s o % o ¢ ¢ s o o 3 921 3 772 000 338 198 9.0 180 o4 53,2 46 915 13.9
STATE , P A T (x) 2 721 000 134 083 4,9 45 62 34,0 12 509 9,3
LOCAL, TOTAL.s o v o s v v v v v s (x) 1 344 00 214 737 16,0 135 00 62,9 34611 16,1
PARISHES: & & » 4 o & 5 o 54 o (x) 642 000 101 4ok 15,8 56 12 55,3 20 679 20,4
MUNICIPALITIES: 4w s « o o o o () 702 000 114 168 16,3 79 27 69,4 13 956 12,2
MAINE & o 0 0 ¢ 2 ¢ o 8 o s o 3 o & 1 085 1 153 000 59 422 5,2 33 19 55,9 8 205 13,8
STATE o . v o o o o o ¢ o w0 0 ¢ s 4 {x) 939 000 32 705 3.5 10 346 31.6 6 336 19,4
LOCAL, TOTAL, % o o ¢ o0 0 o o & {x) 486 000 29 071 6,0 22 856 78,6 2 323 8,0
COUNTIES: o o o & o 4 « v o s o {x) 19 000 8 528 44,9 2% 32,2 2 292 26.9
MUNICIPALITIES: o v 4 s v o & & (x) 467 000 21. 389! 4,6 20 508! 95,9 139 0.6
MARYLAND . & o w4 ¢ v o o o 0 s 4 & 4 139 6 164 000 468 226 746 240 154 51.3 47 004 10,0
STATE o o » s o » o0 s o ¢ 8 4 {x) 3 736 000 279 554 7.5 109 400 39,4 24 918 8,9
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 s 4 o o « o 0 o & (x) 3 653 000 252 134 6,9 186 692 74,0 22 142 I
COUNTIES: o o« « o o s ¢« ¢ o o {x) 2527 000 140 742 5,6 99 348 70,6 15 636 11,1
MUNTICIPALITIES: o v o o s » « (x) 1 154 000 111 642 9,7 87 524 78.4 6 506 5.8
MASSACHUSETTS '+ o v o ¢ o o a5 o & 5 782 8.212 000 593 834 T2 333 460) 56,2 91 870 15,5
STATE o 0 0 0 o ¢t 0 s o s 3 s o (x) 4 953 000 175 941 3,6 46 666 2645 23 120 13,4
LOCAL, TOTAL, « v o s « v o » o & (x} 4 661 000 437 352 9.4 290 461! 66,4 78 702 18,0
COUNTIES, 4 & o o ¢ o 4 o o o 4 (x) 147 000 100 858 68,6 508 145 57 278 56,8
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 o v o o o 4 4 (x) 4 514 000 339 644 7.5 289 056 85,1 24 103 Tl
MICHIGANS o s o o o o o s o 0 0 4 g 129 9 495 000 994 062 10,5 524 872 52.8 151 251 15,2
STATE v 4 s o s o 5 s ¢ 5 s 5.4 (x) 6 539 000 333 988 5.1 91 880 27+5 51 076 15,3
LOCAL, TOTAL. & & & o a0 o o & (x) 4 220 000 719 211 17,0 439 708 61,1 114 700 15,9
COUNTIES: 'y & o o s o o« o » o & (%) 1 497 000 301 222 20,1 64 286 21,3 88 672 29,4
MUNICIPALITIES: w s o o o » o (%) 2734 000 437 921 16,0 381 187 87.0 28 501 6,5
MINNESOTA & 4 o o ¢ 0 o s o0 o 4w & 3 975 4 303 000 308 469 742 146 888 47,6 44 473 14,4
STATE « v s o o s ¢ ¢ v o ¢ ¢ & o (%) 3 073 000 99 426 3,2 34 671 34,9 11 065 11,1
LOCAL, TOTAL, 4 s o o o o s s o & (x) 2 066 000 228 104 11,0 121 936 53,5 33 528 14,7
COUNTIESs o o o o o » s:0 s & 4 (%) i 086 000 129 682 11,9 29 822 23,0 33 719 26,0
MUNICIPALITIES, & v v o« o o « (x) 987 000 ] 102 109 10,3 94 093 92.1 158 0,2
MISSISSIPPI 4 o o v v ¢ 4 & o o4 2 389 1907 000 116 360 6.1 66 305 57.0 15 900 13.7
STATE + o v s o o s 5 s w0 s s 4 (x) 1 384 000 52 162 3,8 23 888 45,8 3 679 7.1
LOCAL, TOTALs & &« o o 4 o o« » & o (%) 721 000 67 367 9,3 42 94g 63,7 12 240 18,2
COUNTIES: v v ¢ s v o & o v » o (x) 437 000 32 247 7.4 11 042 34,1 11. 045 34,3
MUNICIPALITIES. o v & » v + o . (x} 284 000 35 472 12,5 31 987 90.2 1 196 3.4
MISSOURLY w0 o s o s o o o 6 0.4 4 4 801 3 177 000 361 372 11.4 219 588 60,8 46 378 12,8
STATE o o v s o o o 8 s s o v & (x) 2 076 000 10§ 531 5.3 34 544 31.5 15 294 14,0
LOCAL, TOTALY 4 o o o o s o s o & X} 1 251 000 263 941 21,1 185 044 7041 34 o8y 11,8
COUNTIES: o v o v ¢ o o o s « 4 X) 363 000 79 674 21,9 31 214 39,2 20 165 25,3
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 o o.¢ o s 4 4 (x) 906 000 185 262 20,4 154 733 83,5 10 919 5.9
MONTANA & 4 o s 4 s o o 0.6 v o o o 761 793 000 55 876 7.0 27 934 50,0 T 47 13.9
STATE « o o o' o o o ¢ o s & o (x) 602 000 23 041 x.8 & 675 29.0 2 175 9.4
LOCAL, TOTAL. + v 4 o v vs vh y (%) 275 000 34492 12,5 21 356 61,9 5 578 16.2
COUNTIES, 4 s 4 s 5 & o o ¢ &, (%) 160 000 20 329 12,7 8 985 44,2 4 738 23,3
MUNICIPALITIES. + + o o 2 v o © (x) 145 000 14 876 12,9 12 837 86,3 ayy 5,7

See footnotes at end of table.




17

Table 3. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

by State and type of government, fiscal year 1978—Continued

Legal services and

prosecution Public defense Corractions Other criminal justice

State and type of government® Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of

total total total total

Amaunt?® eriminal Amount?* eriminal Amount? criminal Amount*t criminal

Juatice Justice Justice Justice

system system system system
ILLINOIS: & ¢ v v ¢ 0 ¢ w s ¢ s 4 o 52 895 4,5 i4 149 1.2 220 072 19,0 63 382 5,5
STATE 4 s « o s ¢ o 5 o ¢ s o ¢ & 4 120 4,7 1 742 0.6 128 068 42,8 27 601 9.2
LOCGAL, TOTAL, 4 o o s o v o o 4 o 41 ody 4,6 12 437 1.4 92 378 10,4 54 976 6,2
COUNTIES: v « 5 s o o o v ¢ o & 29 433 93 12 414 3.9 91 432 28,8 50 399 15,9
MUNICIPALITIES: o o ¢ % o 4 & o 11 619 2.0 57 (2) 1164 0,2 4 849 0,8
INDIANA & 4 o o o % o 0 s 5.0 0 4 & 16 663 5,2 3143 1,0 76 643 24,0 3 94g 1,2
STATE o v s s s 0 ¢ 0 2 v ¢ s o & 5 311 443 1123 0.9 53 279 43,4 10 255 B.4
LOCAL, TOTALy 4 o 4 o o s .6 v & o 11 353 5,5 1990 1.0 2i 162 1.7 2 684 1,3
COUNTIES: & 4 s o o o o o 0 o' 6 092 8.6 1 968 2.8 15 979 22,4 1 369 1.9
MUNICIPALITIES: « v o o o o s o 85 261 3.8 22 (2) 8 277 6.l 1 35 1,0
TOWAY o o o v o b o s 0 v 6 a o 4 10 297 5.7 538 1.4 42 428 23.4 1 tde 0.8
STATE o 4 o 6 o o o ¢ 4 = ¢ s ¢ &4 2 838 3.6 - - 34 255 82,9 5 674 T
LOCAL, TOTAL. o o o 0 v v s o 4 o 7 459 6.5 2 838 242 14 750 12,8 710 0,6
COUNTIES: w o ¢ s ¢ 4 s ¢ « & » 5184 8.8 2 529 4,3 14 803 25,2 696 1,2
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o v ¢ w 4 & 221 3.9 9 (2) 675 1.1 33 0.1
KANSAS:, o & ¢ o0 ¢ 5 o o o o o o & 12 649 76 2 311 1.4 43 912 26,3 § 259 2.6
STATE « o o 0 s ¢ o 6 0 6 ¢ ¢ o o 5 273 6,9 2 243 2.9 34 534 45,3 6 660 8,7
LOCAL, TOTAL: & s w o 4 « v o & & 7 376 7:5 208 0.2 9 378 9.6 3 139 3.2
COUNTIES, + & ¢ o ¢ o0 s o 4 o 5 132 11.6 118 0.3 8 916 20,4 2 874 6.5
MUNICIPALITIES. o o v o » ¢ & o 2 250 4,0 94 0,2 772 1.4 285 0.5
KENTUCKYs v & s o s 0 0 s o v 0 oy 14 818 6,3 2 039 0.9 55 571 23,7 3 223 1.4
STA R 10 514 7.6 2 706 1,9 48 988 34,1 2 19 1.8
LOCAL, TOTAL: 4 # & ¢ 4 « s ¢ o & 6 510 5.5 615 0.5 18 643 15,7 1 851 1,6
COUNTIES: & 6 o 4 ¢ « s 2 » o & 3 836 72 644 1.2 16 017 30,4 1 85) 3.5
MUNICIPALITIES: & o v o o o 4 & 2 674 4,0 166 0.3 2 892 4.4 82 0.4
LOUISIANA « v ¢ o v o5 « o 5 s 4 & 18 677 5,5 1 631 0.5 86 863 25,7 4 073 1.2
STATE 4 v s v o v o 5 v ¢ ¢ 2 4 6 892 5.1 230 0.2 58 243 43,4 10 58y 7.9
LOCAL, TOTAL. o o v 5 o o o o « & 1% 785 5.5 1 %01 0,7 29 682 13.8 2 252 1,0
PARISHES, o 4 4 s o 4 s o o & & 6 245 6.2 631 0.6 16 567 16,3 1161 1.1
MUNICIPALITIES: & o v o o o « o 5 853 4,9 988 0,9 13 303 13,7 1 091 1.0
MAINE & 4 4 4 6 o s o 0 s 050 o s 3 182 5.4 684 1.2 13 414 22.6 740 1.2
STATE 4 W o o s s ¢ 5 o 3 9 8 & & 2 249 6.3 684 241 10 694 32.7 2 59 7.9
LOCAL, TOTAL: & o v v o v o v & & 1136 3.9 - - 2 728 9.4 28 0.4
COUNTIES: o o o 4 ¢ o 6 o ¢ o o 540 6¢3 - - 2 917 34,2 3t 0.t
MUNICIPALITIES: o o « v 0 v & » 600 2.8 - - 144 0,7 .2 (Z)
MARYLANDG o ¢ 4 o s 0 s o o o o ¢ & 18 213 3.9 7 074 1.5 152 225 32,5 3 555 0.8
STATE o o s o s o s 0 o v 0 0.4 & 2 769 1.0 7 015 2.5 127 ou9 45,4 8 405 3,0
LOCAL, TOTAL, « 4 4 s « ¢ s s 4« » 15 444 6.1 59 (2) 26 759 10,6 1 036 0.4
COUNTIES: o 2 ¢ o o ¢ o 0 o o « 9 541 6,8 59 (Z) 15 774 11.2 384 0.3
MUNICIPALITIESe o 5 o o o » 4 » 5 904 5.3 -~ - 11 o052 2.9 656 0.6
MASSACHUSETTS o % o o o 4 o8 o 4 & 23 219 3.9 6 877 1.2 130 646 22,0 7 762 1.3
STATE 4 4 v s o o o ¢ 5.0 6 v 4 o 10 46§ 6.0 3 564 2.0 83 426 47.4 8 696 4,9
LOCAL, TOTAL: 4 ¢ & o ¢« o o o 4 o 12 750 2.9 3 33 0.8 87 229 10,8 & 89¢ 1l
COUNTIES, 4 o o o ¢ s:6 o & o » 3 679 3.6 2 393 2.4 35 788 35,5 212 0.2
MUNICIPALITIESe o o ¢ o o s & & 9 226 2.7 920 0.3 11 s24 3.4 4 684 1.4
MICHIGAN: & v s 0 o 0 s o o ¥ o o 47 938 4,8 15 496 1.6 249 900 25.1 4 606 0.5
STATE ¢ o o ¢ o 2 0 ¢ 0 0 05 o o 1y 353 3.4 1 169 0.4 151 939 48,5 16 573 5.0
LOCAL, TOTAL: o o o & « o s .0 « & 37 393 5.2 14 327 2.0 110 774 15,4 2 312 0.3
COUNTIES: o o s s s » o o # 4 & 24 749 8.2 13 767 4,6 108 309 36.0 1 439 0.5
MUNICIPALITIES: ¢ o 4 « 5 o « » 12 678 2.9 559 0.1 14 076 3.2 9ie 0.2
MINNESOTA & o o o s o o o' » 2 0 & 4 24 054 7.8 5 075 1.6 84 081 273 3 899 1.3
TATE . P R T R S S S 5 359 5.4 573 0.6 37 378 37.6 10 380 10,4
LOCAL, TOTALY 4 o o+ o « o o o o o 18 995 8,3 4 510 2,0 47 246 20,7 1 889 0.8
COUNTIESs o o o 4 o s ¢ s s 4 & 13 272 10,2 4 698 3.6 47 428 3646 43 0,6
MUNICIPALITIES: & o .4 o 4 o 4 & 5 728 5.6 39 {2) U5 0.9 1 14 1.1
MISSISSIPPY & v s s o o s s o o 2 o 5 260 4.5 876 0.8 26 198 22.5 1824 1.6
STATE o o s s s ¢ 28 s s ¢ ¢ o 2 741 5,3 - - 18 514 35,5 3 342 6,4
LOCAL, TOTALe o & ¢ o o .0 v o & & 2 519 3.7 876 1.3 8 556 12,7 230 0.3
COUNTIES: 4 o ¢ o6 ¢ o o o ¢ 4 1 489 4,6 839 2.6 7 665 23,8 198 0.6
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 v & & o o & & 1 033 2.9 37 0.l 1 186 3,3 32 0.1
MISSOURI. o o o «'¢ 2 © « s 0 4 o « 16 466 4,6 2 846 0,8 73 544 20.4 2 550 0.7
STALTJE L R T Y T TN T S ST 2 16 2.5 2 544 2.3 41 730 38,1 12 703 11,6
LOCAL, TOTALy & o o v o o o o« 4.4 14 167 5.4 302 0.1 31 904 12,1 1 453 0.5
COUNTIES: o o ¢ s 0 s o ¢ o o & 7 045 8.8 18 (2) 21 024 26,4 208 0,3
MUNICIPALITIES: & o 4 ¢ » « o 7 112 3.8 285 0.2 10 970 5,9 1 243 0.7
MONTANA o o ¢ o o s s ¢ o s v ¢ 4 & 4 149 ol 905 1.6 13 656 24,4 1483 2.7
g;A#é I T I R T T R T 1 002 4.3 - - 10 575 45,9 2 614 11.3’
LOCAL, TOTAL. o ¢ ¢ o s« s & o & 3 147 Pel 905 2.6 3 110 9.0 396 1.1
COUNTIES: o o ¢ o o 2 v.0 o o o 2 439 12,0 832 Hel 3038 14.9 297 1.5
MUNICIPALITIES: o o v ¢ o o & .o 708 4,8 7 0.5 313 2.4 99 0.7
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Table 3. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmentat)
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1978—Continued

(Doliar amounts in thousands)

Total criminal justice

Polico protection Judicial
system
Total
Poputacion? Percent of Percant of
State and type of goverm’nent" [€F] gbou:sn:s) gen:li‘:l 3 Percent of tatal total
expenditure Amount$  [total general| Amount® criminal Amount$ oriminal
expenditure Justice Justice
system aystem
NEBRASKAYW y o v o v o s.5 ¢ & o 4 & 1 561 1 354 GO0 106 629 7.9 51 755 48,5 15 159 14,2
STATE o v 6 v o o o ¢ 0 ¢ % s -0 s €3] 977 000 49 805 S5e8 12 416 24,9 7 18% 4.4
LOCAL, TOTAL: « o o v s o o o o » (x) 611 000 60 806 10,0 39 340 64, 7 975 13.4
COUNTIES: v o o o » o s o o o » sx; 305 000 26 197 8.6 G 045 34.5 6 013 23,0
MUNICIPALITIES: o v s ¢ s o o o X 308 000 35 179 11,4 30 747 87.4 1 968 5.6
NEVADA: & v ¢ o # ¢ ¢ v ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ & 633 819 000 109 286 13,3 48 984 44,8 12 996 11,9
STATE 4 4 o v o o s o 0 ¢ 8 # « 4 (x; 462 000 39 864 846 6 842 17,2 2 248 8,6
LOCAL, TOTALy v o « » s ¢ + o o & (x 411 000 72 788 17,7 42 149 57,9 10 789 14,8
COUNTIES: o o o o o o s o o 4 o (x) 277 000 53 624 19,4 27 513 51.3 8 790 16,4
MUNICIPALITIES, ¢« v o o ¢ o « & {x) 146 000 31 756 21,8 27 09§ 85,3 1:999 6.3
NEW HAMPSHIRE & 4 o « o« o & » o o & 849 794 000 57 176 T2 34 408 60,2 T 494 13,4
STATE o s o s » 5.5 2 2 s 2 » ¢« {x) 567 000 24 855 3.9 8 700 39,8 1 996 9.1
LOCAL, TOTAL. & v + o ¢ o o v 4 (x) 326 000 35 932 11,0 25 755 7147 5 593 15.6
COUNTIES: 4 o « o. 5 s s & ¢ » (x}) 47 000 7892 16.8 1 723 21.8 2 876 36.4
MUNICIPALITIES, 4 o o o o ¢ & o {x) 279 000 28 565 10,2 24 486 85,7 2 771 9.7
NEW JERSEY: 4 o o o s ¢ 0 « ¢ ¢ o & 7 329 7 606 000 825 691 10,9 478 904 58,0 101 029 12.2
STATE o 4 o s o 0 s 0 s o s o s (%) 5 752 000 223 554 3,9 73 314 32,8 28 264 12,6
LOCAL, TOTALs « o o o o 5 5 5 » & (x) 4 057 000 625 963 15.4 413 613 6641 74 443 11,9
COUNTIES, « o o o o o o« s s 4 & (%) 1 685 000 204 657 12,1 24 270 11,49 57 396 28,0
MUNICIPALITIES, & 4 v ¢ o & & & (x) 2 393 000 423 237 17,7 391 229 92.4 17 047 4,0
NEW MEXICO, o o o o o o s ¢ s ¢ o & 1 190 1 114 000 103 937 9,3 52 963 51,0 11 875 11.4
STATE o o 6 6 o 6. ¢ 5% s ¢ v » & (X} 903 000 55 316 6,1 15 582 28,2 9 572 17.3
LOCAL, TOTAL: 4 & o o ¢ « 50 o » (%) 325 000 50 548 15,6 37 619 4.4 2 303 4,6
COUNTIES, s o o' ¢ s o s 0 s o & (x) 110 000 {6 983 18,4 8 81B 51.9 649, 3.8
MUNICIPALITIES. 4 o v o ¢ + & & (x) 215 .000 34 580 16,1 28. 822 83.3 1 655 4,8
NEW YORKe & & s o s 6 00 0 v o a s 17 924 27 §21 000 2 923 492 10,8 1 726 009 59,0 374 237 12,8
STATE o 4w 5 o s o 4 ¢ 0 s o 0 o 4 (x) 15 248 000 922 759 6,1 116 887 12,7 339 651 36,8
LOCAL, TOTAL, . 4 4 4 « 2 4 ¢ « ¢ {x)} 20 215 000} 2 216 955 14,0 -1 610 550 7246 154 94§ 6.9
COUNTIES, ‘s o o o s o #» & o4 (x) 4 643 000 463 092 10,0 229 488 49,6 65 470| 14,1
MUNICIPALITIES, 4 o v o o o & & (x) 15 626 000 1 758 40} 11,37 -1 382 753 78,6 89 210 5,1
NORTH CAROLINAG o & « 2 s o o o » & 5 525 5 831 000 394 323 6.8 181 o7y 45,9 46 626 11.8
STATE o 4 6 o o s o 6 5 8 8 0 o o (x) 4 376 000 229 931 5,3 43 120 18,8 34 071 14,8
LOCAL, TOTAL. & o o o v ¢ ¢ o o o (x) 3 429 000 180 652 5,3 139 211 771 12 555 6.9
COUNTIES, s 5 4 o 2 ¢ ¢ .2 ¢ 4 (x) 2 688 000 76 843 2.9 38 334 49,9 1L 876 i5.5
MUNICIPALITIES, o v v o + « 4 o (x} 741 000 105 856 14,3 102 349 9647 679, 0.6
NORTH DAKOTA: & o 4 o o o o o ¢ « & 653 665 000 5 222 5.3 18 045 51,2 5 184 14,7
STATE o & ¢ s o ¢ o 5 ¢ s ¢ 0 4 & (xg 526 000 13 749 2.6 3 189 23,2 1 735 12,6
LOCAL, TOTAL. & ¢ & ¢ 2 o o ¢ & & (x 203 000 22 294 11,0 14 865 66,7 3 451 15,5
COUNTIES: ¢ a o ¢ % o o s o o o (x) 84 voo 10 489 12,5 3 896 37.4 3 061 29,2
MUNICIPALITIES, , » 5 o » s 4 « {x) 119 000 12 175 10,2 11 278 92,6 395 3.2
OHIOW s o o o o s o o 6 0 v o 2.4 4 10 701 8 746 000 882 568 10,1 408 584 46,3 162 373 18.4
STATE o o s s 0 6 o 8 5 4 5 ¢ o s (%) 5 661 000 279 678 4.9 54 359 194 18 816 6.7
LOCALs TOTALs o o o o o s ¢ o o o (x) 4 209 000 645078 15,3 355 Q55 55,0 144 754 22.4
COUNTIES, ¢ w v v s v s ¢ o o s (x) 1 859 000 276 461 14,9 55 435 2044 112 602 40,7
MUNICIPALITIES. o o v o o o o o (x) 2 422 000 3oy 23t 1642 300 497 76,8 47 087 12,0
OKLAHOMAL 4 & o & ¢ o o s.6 o 5 & 2 811 2 309 000 202 202 8,8 100 186 49,5 23 035 1.4
STATE v 4 v o'a. 0.5 o o o o o o o (x}) 1.627 000 111 813 6.9 32 065 28,7 9 433 8.4
LOCAL, TOTALs o o ¢ o o 2 o v & o (x; 830 000 98 223 11,8 68 252 69,5 14 564 14,8
COUNTIES: v o o v o 4 0 ¢ o 4 & (x 218 000 29 986 13.8 7 406 2447 12 546 41,8
MUNICIPALITIES: w ¢ o 4 o o & 3 (X} 615 000 48 843 i1,2 60 932 88.5 2 418 3,5
OREGON: o 4 o o s s @ s 5 & 5 8 5 & 2 376 2 55B 000 248 684 9.7 120 853 48,6 30 513 12,3
STATE 5 v v s v 0 ¢ 0 5 o 0 0 o & (%) 1 830 000 107 903 5.9 36 097 33,5 10 144 9.4
LOCAL, TOTALe o ¢ v o o o s v 3 o (x) 940 000 150 612 16,0 B6 936 57,7 22 756 15,1
COUNTIES, v o o s o 0 ¢ 0.0 4 o (x; 485 000 89 432 19,7 30 706 343 21 264 23,8
MUNICIPALITIES. 4 ¢« o o « o o o (x 485 000 62 295 12.8 57 061 91.6 1 583 2,5
PENNSYLVANIA, "¢ & & s v ¢ o o s & & 11 785 10 236 000 993 980 9.7 530 519 53.4 153 382 15.4
STATE o 4 o ¢ o o o o ¢ o.4 o o s (x) 7 317 000 378 084 5.2 123 268 32,6 64 499 17.1
LOCAL, TOTALs 4 o o o o o 2 o & & (x) 3 673 000 695 845 18,9 408 116 58,7 112 888 1642
COUNTIES: 4 o o « o.0 s o o o 4 (x) 1 072 000 183 876 17,2 17 955! 9.8 64 762, 35,2
MUNICIPALITIES: o v 4 o o o 2 & x}) 2 603 000 515 913 19.8 393 409 76,43 48 274 9.4
RHODE ISLAND, 4 & & ¢ 4 « v ¢ ¢ « 935 1 288 000 88 016 6.8 47 040 53,4 11 334 12,9
STATE v w o s 60 s ¢ 0 s o s s (x) 894 000 52 399 5.9 11 575 22,1 11 054 21.1
LOCAL, TOTALs s o o o & « 0 » 4 & (%) 556 000 38 220 6.9 36 974 9647 280 0.7
MUNICIPALITIES: v o s » o o o o (x) 555 000 38 220 6.9 36 974 9647 280, 0,7
SOUTH CAROLINAG w v o ¢ o s o o o' 2 876 Z 153 000 182 463 8.5 97 558 53,5 22 819 12.5
STATE o v o o ¢ s 0 o 5 « s 2 o s (x) 1 747 000 89 290 5,1 30 968 34,7 6 054 6.8
LOCAL, TOTAL, 4w s % & s 2 5 o &+ « (x) 614 000 98 749 16,1 67 741 68,6 16 842 1744
COUNTIES: o« o s o o o o o o-s 4 (x) 422 000 56 017 13.3 27 221 48.6 15 820 28,2
MUNICIPALITIES, ¢ o s v 4 2 4o (%) 191 000 43 639 22,8 40 562 92,9 1 022 243
1

See footnotes at end of e.
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Table 3. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)

by State and type of government, fiscal year 1978—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Legal gervices and

Public dofense

prosecution Corrections Other criminal justice

i Percont of Percent of Percent of Porcent of

Btate and type of governmont total total total . total
Anount? criminal Amount? crininal Amount* criminal Amount* eriminal

Justice Justice Juatice Justice

aysten system system system
NEBRASKAG & v v s & ¢ o a o s 9 » & 6 508 6.% 1279 1.2 30 840 28,9 1 089 1,0
STATE o 6 o o o o 6 2 o s 5 v v 4 925 1.9 - - 24 455 49,1 4 825 9.7
LOCAL, TOTALY « 4 o « ' o ¢ ¢ & 5 583 9,2 1279 2,1 500 10.7 130 0,2
COUNTIES: v ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ o4 3 824 14.6 1279 4.9 6 016 23.0 20 O,
MUNICIPALITIES, & ¢ s 4 o o & , 1 759 5.0 - - 5%5 1,7 110 0,3
NEVADAY o v o0 o v o s 0 o o 4 ¢ 8 215 7.5 1 944 1.8 36 117 33,0 i 032 0.9
STA R 1 814 4,5 266 0.7 26 045 65,2 2 726 6,8
LOCAL, TOTALe o « o o o o o o o & 6 401 8,8 1 725 2.4 11 178 15,4 547 0.8
COUNTIES, MR 4 971 9.3 1 680 3.1 10 123 18.9 547 1,0
MUN!CIPALITIES. P ] 1 430 445 156 0.5 1073 3.4 - -
NEw HAMPSHIRE 4 & v o 4 o o 2 » o & 2 290 4,0 320 0,6 1)1 834 20,7 830 1,5
STATE % o o o s o o o ¢ o 8 o o 1 0i9 4,7 319 1,5 8 615 39.4 1 206 5.5
LOCAL, TOTAL. o o ¢ v 4 4 ¢ o ¢ o 1271 3.5 1 (2} 3 219 9:0 Q2 0,3
COUNTIES, o o s « 4 » o 5 & o o 495 6.3 i (Z) 2 797 35.4 - -
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o 4 o o 4 o 176 2.7 - - 435 1.5 9z 0.3
NEW JERSEY. v v 0 ¢ o o o o o 0 s & 88 944 741 14 289 $e7 167 145 2042 5 379 0.7
STA . e T S SR 11 512 5,1 4 076 6.3 81 009 36,2 15 382 6,9
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 o o o« o o 5 & « & 87 432 T¢6 443 0.4 86 144 13,8 3 887 0,6
COUNTIES, R 34 954 17.1 190 Oel 85 836 K1,9 2014 1.0
MUNICIPALITIES. TS 12 482 2:9 269 0,1 337 0.1 1873 0,4
NEW MEXICO, 4 & 5 4 o s 2.0 2 5 » 8 327 8.0 3 11y 3.0 24 307 234 3 355 3.2
ATE « . L T T S S S R 6 517 1.8 3 056 5.5 16 387 29.6 4 222 7.6
LOCAL, TOTAL: o o 4 « o s ¢ v ¢ 1 814 3.6 55 0,1 7 940 15,7 825 1.6
COUNTIES: 4 o o ¢ 0 s & ¢ # & o ua4 2.9 - - & 324 37.2 708 4.2
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o o o & o 1 330 3.8 55 : 0.2 2 600 7.8 117 0.3
NEW YORKe & o o s o .5 o o o 6 o & o 163 435 5.6 38 794 |, 1.3 592 621 2043 30 396 1.0
STATE o s o s o s o o ¢ ¢ 2 ¢ » & 39 575 4,3 9 063 1,0 382 133 38.2 65 450 7.3
LOCAL, TOTALe « o o o s o & o & & 124 211 5.6 29 731 1.3 279 517 12.6 21 030 0.9
COUNTI R 35 a71 T8 12 538 2.7 117 325 25,3 3 201 0.7
HUNICIPALITIES. R R 89 143 5.1 17 193 1.0 162 273 9.2 17 829 1,0
NORTH CAROLINA. [ TR S S 21 553 5.5 5 104 1e3 129 &99 J2.9 16 270 2,6
STAT L T T S R R S 17 397 76 5 010 2.2 112 161 48,8 18 172 7.9
LOCAL, TOTAL. L T R S S S S 4 156 2.3 91 0.1 19 307 10,7 5 333 3.0
COUNTIES: o o v o o & ¢ v 3 v s 1 723 2.2 100 0.4 19 574 25,5 5 235 6.8
MUNICIPALITIES, o ¢ & « v o 4 & 2 433 2.3 60 0,1 232 0,2 102 0.1
NORTH DAKOTA. L T N S A, 2 982 8.5 217 0.6 7 028 20,0 L 766 5,0
STAT P 1118 Byl - - 5 166 376 2 541 18,5
LOCAL, TOTAL. R 1 864 8.4 217 1.0 1 g62 Bo#t 32 0.1
COUNTIES, o w. o o % & « v s o & 1 504 14,3 212 2.0 1 787 17,0 32 0,3
MUNICIPALITIES. s v s e e 365 3.0 5 (2) 133 1.3 - -
OHIO, o 4 v ¢ o 4 o v o v ¢ v +:4 4 43 791 5,0 12 5§25 1.4 229 155 26,0 26 140 3.0
STATE o v o s o ¢ v 0 v o ¢ v o o 13 087 4,7 7 8ot 2.8 160 607 574 25 005 8.9
LOCAL, TOTAL: & o v ¢ 4 o ¢ ¢ o « 30 706 4,8 1) 856 1.8 79 272 1243 23 435 3.6
COUNTIES: ¢ & o « s 2 o ¢ ¢« & & 16 887 6¢d 11 139 4.0 64 554 23.4 15 844 5.7
MUNICIPALITIESe 4 o o % o » o 13 8487 3.5 1 245 0,3 20 919 5,3 7 635 2.0
OKLAHOMAG o & ¢« o o o s ¢ 5 o » o & 10 467 5.2 1 255 0.6 65 410 323 1 849 0,9
STATE o« v 0 o % o o 2 s o o ¢ 4 7 Q03 6,3 - - 38 296 52.1 5 036 4,5
LOCAL, TOTALs v s & o w70 o » o & 6 293 6.4 1 255 13 7 285 ) 574 0.6
COUNTIES, 4 & o v o o ¢ # + ¢ « 3 7262 12,8 i 28 3.4 5 244 175 - -
MUNICIPALITIES, 4 4 o « « ¢ o & 2 577 3.7 227 0,3 2 145 3.1 574 0,8
OREGONs « o v o » o ¢ s o ¢ » 5 4 23 gao 9.6 4 713 149 66 013 2645 2 713 1.1
STATE I T T T 12 106 11,2 385 0.4 43 289 40,1 5 885 5,5
LOCAL, TOTAL- s 8 st 9 0 v 6 & w 11 999 8.0 4 357 2.9 23 291 18,5 1274 0.8
COUNTIES, v « o v ¢ o ¢ 6 3.0 9 621 10.8 4 283 4,8 22 936 25.6 622 0.7
MUNICIPALITIES. P 2 378 3.8 85 Ol 538 0.9 654 1,0
PENNSYLVANTIA, « & & ¢ o o o % o & o 43 364 4,4 10 963 1.1 249 325 25,1 6 426 0,6
STATE . R 8 284 2.2 - - 182 247 403 29 786 7.9
LOCAL: TOTAL. R 35 831 544 10 963 16 126 083 18,1 1 966 0.3
COUNTIES: s o 4 o v 0 ¢ o o 4 4 17 646 846 & 546 3.6 76 451 41,9 517 G 3
MUNICIPALITIES« 4 o v 4 o o « @ 18485 3.5 4 437 0,9 50 179 9.7 1 4ug 0.3
RHODE ISLAND, o ¢ « o ¢ ¢ o o s o « 3 445 3.9 666 0.8 24 544 27.9 990 1.1
STATE . R 2 482 4.7 666 1.3 24 540 46.8 2 082 4.0
LOCAL,- TOTAL. R IR 963 2,5 - - 3 (Z) 2 (2)
MUNICIPALITIES. &« v o o ' » o « 963 2.5 - - 1 (¥4] 2 t2)
SOUTH CAROLINAL . & o ¢ o 5 ¢ s o ¢« & 7 423 H.1 1 4a3 50 767 27.8 2 41y 1.3
UTAT . Y s s s s s s s ss s 4 467 5,0 665 41 802 46,8 5 334 6,0
LOCAL; TOTALs & s o ¢ o « o ¢ o & 3 541 3.8 856 9 039 9.2 130 0.7
COUNTIES, R 2 630 4,7 1002 8 653 15.4 692 1.2
MUNTCIPALITIES: o o« v o o « + o 920 2.4 - 808 1.9 327 0.7
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Table 2. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)

by State and type of government, fiscal year 1978—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousand=)

Total eriminal justice Police protection Judicial
syastem
1 Total Percent of Percent of
State and type of government! (L:"E:‘ii::ﬁ:s) general s Percent of total total
expenditure amount?  |total general Amount? criminal Amount? eriminal
expenditure Justice Justica
system system
SOUTB DAKOTA: ¢ o o o ¢4 o s 5 ¢ 689 687 000 41 430 6,3 22 199 53,6 6 288 15,2
STATE ¢ o o ¢ 5 % s # o o 5 s o » (x) 4956 000 21 104 4,3 6 409, 30.4 5 129 24,
LOCALy TOTALs o o o o o ¢ o 0 4w o X; 188 000 23 069 12,3 15 818 68,6 2 319 10,4
COUNTIESe « o 4 s o o s o ¢ o & X 76 000 11 515 15,2 4 958 43,1 2276 19,8
MUNICIPALITIES: ¢ o o s o o o o X) 111 000 12 o023 10,8 11 269 93.7 43 0.4
TENNESSEE & v « ¢ o ¢ ¢ o v ¢ 54 4 299 4 641 000 323 469 7.0 158 935 49,1 39 265 12,1
STATE o 4 6 0 4 ¢ o v 0 0 o s 44 (x) 2 836 000 121 233 4,3 27 189 22,4 10 304 8,5
LOCAL, TOTALs & ¢ s 5.6 ¢ 5 9 ¢ o (X) 2 600 000 215 943 8,3 133 788 61.0 28 967 13.4
COUNTIES, « o s o v o 5 ¢ o ¢ & (X) 1 267 000 89 292 7.0 24 344 27,3 22 086 24,7
MUNICIPALITIES. o o v o 9 ¢ o & (x) 1 413 000 128 305 9.1 108 029 84,2 6 909 5.4
TEXAS & ¢ ¢ o 9 ¢ 5.0 ¢ o 0 o 4 2 o 12 830 8 825 000 885 420 10,0 486 194 54,9 118 198 13.3
STATE v s o 9 ¢ o a s o o v 0 4 o (x) 5 424 000 279 569 5,2 89 858 3244 19 473 7.0
LOCAL, TOTAL: 2 ¢ « o a's¢ o 4 o & (x) 3 494 000 646 675 18,5 398 927, 61,7 101 422 15,7
COUNTIES: 4 s o s o s o o o s » (%) 1 145 000 274 292 24,0 61 663 22,5 87 917 32.4
MUNICIPALITIES, 4 « o o o o o o (x) 2 354 000 375 48 16,0 338 568 90,2 13 831 3.7
UTAHe v o 6 o o 0 00 s s 3 0 o o s 1 268 1160 000 109 208 9.4 59 521 54,5 10 624 9.7
STATE o v s v « 0 ¢ ¢ o 6 5 0 o & (x) 885 000 52 542 5,9 19 032 3642 3 879 T.4
LOCAL, TOTALy & o s o & o 4 o o o (%} 349 000 61 827 1747 41 209 6647 6 905 11,2
COUNTIES: s o o o ¢ o o« o-9 ¢ & {x) 173 000 27 706 16,0 11.928 4341 4 294 15.5
MUNICIPALITIES: & o« o o » o o 4 b3 178 000 34 646 19,5 29 665 85,6 2 611 7.5
VERMONT ¢ 4 o s o o o s » o ¢ o ¢ 483 506 000 33 305 6,6 16 469 49,4 4 647 14,0
STATE ¢ o o v ¢ o o 5.6 6 ¢ ¢ o » (x) 440 000 25 180 5.7 8 648 34,3 4 180 16,6
LOCAL, TOTALy ¢ o v o o o ¢ o o & \'xg 99 000 8 684 8.8 7 821 30,1 470 - )
COUNTIES: & o o s o 4 & ¢ ¢ 4 o (X 1000 700 70.0 188 26.5 440 62.9
MUNICIPALITIES: o ¢ ¢ o ¢ » o (%) 98 000 8 114 8,3 7 749 95,5 45 0.6
VIRGINIAG & o s o 6 o 5 ¢ s ¢ o o o 5 148 5 g81 000 423 807 Tel 190 652 ’ 45,0 44 751 10,6
STA N U T T T T T RS SR R (x) 3 931 000 234 656 6,0 4y 367, 18,9 43 826 18,7
LOCAL, TOTALY « o o o & o o o o o (X) 3 099 000 241 489 7.8 146 290 6046 28 394 11,8
COUNTIES, 4 o s o ¢ 4 o o & o o (x) 1 644 000 107 124 6,5 61 956! 57.8 14 Tuy 13,8
MUNICIPALITIES: + o o s v » & 4 (x) 1 458 000 137 224 9.4 85 021 62,0 18 353 10,5
WASHINGTON, & & o o % ¢ « a s ¢ s o 3 §58 3 622 000 325 154 9,0 163 234 50,2 35 684 11.0
STATE o s o o 6 0 s o o o 0 0 o {x) 2 716 000 122 35§ 4.5 35 062 28,7 6 852 5.6
LOCAL, TOTAL, 4 v v 0 & o 0 o o & (x) 1 256 000 211 547 174 128 769 60,9 28 882 13,7
COUNTIESs s o 4 o s o o ¢ ¢ ¢ o (x) 540 000 109 560 20,3 80 043 36,5 23 613 2146
MUNICIPALITIES, & v 4 ¢ s o4 TR) 679 000 109 260 36,1 92 328 84, 5 748 5,3
WEST VIRGINIA + 4 & ¢ s 2 o o 5 o o 1859 1 606 000 93 423 5.8 B9 165 5246 16 890 1841
STATE « o s s ¢ ¢ + s o o ¢ ¢ ¢ & (x) 1 312 000 49 927 3.8 18 243 36,5 11 088 22,2
LOCAL, TOTALs 4 « ¢ v v o o o & & (x) 329 000 85 264 13.8 30 933 68,3 By3 12.9
COUNTIES, « v 4 o ¢ ¢ s o0 o & & (%) 118 000 22 296 18,9 9 10¢ 40.8 5 4385 24 .4
MUNICIPALITIES: v o o o v ¢ ¢ (x) 211 000 23 166 14,0 21 858 944 408 1.8
WISCONSIN o 4 v o 4 4 ¢ o v v o o 4 651 5 105 000. 365 940 742 201 374 55,0 37 233 10,2
STATE ¢ o o 6 4 o ¢ ¢ s 4 v 0 o 4 (%) 2 655 000 117 449 342 21 086 18,0 10 584 9.0
LOCAL, TOTALs s o« o o o ¢ o 5 & & (x) 2 836 000 260 019, 9.2 181 082 69,6 31 140 12,0
COUNTIES: s o o o+ o 0 ¢ 90 5 (x) 1 292 000 116 580 9.0 &4 279 38.0 29 931 25,7
MUNICIPALITIES, o ¢ o o s o 4 o (X) 1 548 000 144 o6t 9,3 137 074 95.2 1 300 0.9
WYOMING « ¢ o« o ¢ o s ¢ o o 0 0 & & 406 509 000 46 338 9,1 20 553 a4 .4 4 207 9.1
STATE « o o % o v 0. o 4 ¢ o s & & (%) 378 000 26 014 6,9 662 21,8 1 691 6,5
LOCAL, TQTAL. L R S R (x) 205 000! 20 989 10,2 14 898 71.0 2 516 12.0
COUNTIES, » 4 o v ¢ s o ¢ o 4 o (x) 115 OOOQ 10 74€) 943 5 835 5145 2117 19.7
MUNICIPALITIES: o v o « o 4 4 - (x) 90 000 | 10 356 11,5 9 430 91,1 398 3.8

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 3. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
‘ by State and type of government, fiscal year 1978—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Iegazrigzz‘t:ﬁnand Public¢ defense Corrections Other criminal justice
’ . 4 Percent of Percont of Percent of . Percent of

State and type of govermment total total | total total
Anount4 eriminal Amountd | criminal Amount? | - criminal Amounts criminal

Justice {  Justice justice Justice

system system systen syaten
SQUTH DAKOTA, 4 o « 4 4 « o & 2 4 3 676 8,9 627 1,5 8 315 20,1 325 0.8
STATE & o v % » & o » 2o s ¢ 2 2 s 1 752 8.3 - - 6 261 29,7 1 553 74
LocaL, TOTAL. s v e e e e e 2 244 9.7 627 2.7 2 054 8,9 - -
COUNTIES. v & o o ¢ o o ¢ s o 4 L 838 16.0 617 5.4 1 825 15.8 - -
MUNICIPALITIES: & o« % « o o o & 406 3.4 10 Ol 295 2.5 - -
TEMNESSEE & 4 5 0 0 o 0 0 5.0 o 4 o 13 391 (%1 3 183 1.0 82 154 25,4 26 544 8.2
STATE v o ¢ v o 5 o o a4 o v 5 0 » 8 789 7.2 1761 1.5 65 869 54,3 7 321 6.0
LOCALs TOTALy w 5 « s « ¢ « ¢ & & 4 602 2.4 1 422 0.7 23 423 | 10,8 25 740 11,9
COUNTIES, s o o 4 o s o ¢ 2 « & 1 672 1.9 921 1.0 15 790 17.7 24 479 27.4
MUNICIPALITVIES: & v s o v o o o 2 934 2.3 501 0.4 8 318 6.5 1617 1,3
TEXAS W « 0 o s ¢ 8 4% ¢ 0 o % o » 52 730 6.0 7 361 0.8 191.925 247 29 012 3.3
STATE . . R R U S T S 12 258 4,4 - -1 118 249 42,3 39 731 14,2
LOCAL, TOTAL, & & 4 ¢ « ¢« v o o & 40 605 6,3 7 361 1.1} 76 959 11,9 21 401 3.3
COUNTIES. v o o 5 ¢ s 0 ¢ ¢ o » 30 854 11,4 7 332 2.7 70 774 25.8 16 055 5,9
MUNICTPALITIES, o o v v v v o 10 154 2.7 29 (Z) 7 545 2,0 5 379 1.4
UTAHe o o o 6 4 o 6 0 0 4 o s 2 « o 6 994 6.4 ] 807 0.7 29 074 26,6 2195 | 2,0
STATE o 4 0w o s s o o0 0 0 o st 2 284 | - 4,3 - - 23 336 44,4 4011 | 7.6
LOCAL, TOTAL: & v « » & o o ¢ & ol 5 039 8.1 807 1.3 6 218 10,1 | 1 650 2.7
COUNTIES, 4 w s s ¢ w s ¢ 5 o & 3 264 11,8 780 2.8 | 6 227 22.5 1212 4.4
MUNICIPALITIES: & 4 s v o o o o] 1774 5.1 27 0.1} 108 | 0,3 K62 1,3

¥ + i
VERMONT o s o v a o 4 s v o o o o o] 2 057 6.2 1 180 5.5/ 8335 | 25,0 | 627 1.9
STATE o v v 0 o ¢ 0 s s o o v s & 1710 | 6.8 1 180 57 8 278 32,9 1 184 4,7
LOCAL, TOTAL, & ¢ o o v + s s » & k{14 4,0 - - w7 0,5 - -
COUNTIES: 4 o ¢ o 5 3 s 5 s o & 29 4,24 - - 45 6.4 - -
MUNICIPALITIES: + v v v o v v o 318 3.9 - - 2 tz) - -
VIRGINTAG ¢ ¢ « ¢ « « ¢ 6 5 ¢ ¢ « s 16 757 I 4,0 5 669 } 1,31 153 767 | 36,3 12 209 2,9
STATE . R 7 286 | 3.1 5292 | 2,31 122 374 ; 52,2 11 511 4.9
LOCAL, TOTAL: + v v v o v v v ois 12 356 5.1 377 0.2 46 182 | 19,4 7 892 3.3
COUNTIES, 4 s 4 4 5 o 5 5 5 » » 5 477 l 5,1 154 | 0,1 | 19 109 | 17,8 5 684 5,3
MUNTCIPALITIES: + o o o o o o 6 911 | 5,0 224 | 0.2 ] 28 470 ! 20,7 2 238 1.6
WASHINGTON, & 4 v o v » o + v o 4 & 21 242 5 6,5 6 609 2.0 94 872 1 29,2 3 519 1,4
STATE 4 « o o s o a o s o 4 o & 7 018 ! 5,7 398 0.3 67 334 | 55,0 5 692 4,7
LOCAL, TOTAL, 2 v « ¢ 4 ¢ o 4 o o 14 747 7.0 & 211 2.9 30 770 14,5 2 167 1.0
COUNTIES. 4 o v ¢ v » o s « o o 10 135 9.3 5 462 1 5.0 29 289 26,7 1 019 0.9
MUNICIPALITIES: » o o v e v o s 4 643 f 4,2 881 | 0.8 4 300 2 3.9 1 39 1,3
! I

WEST VIRGINIA o o v o« 0 o o s o o 4 5 980 | 6.4 1057 | 11 18 527 | 19,8 L 843 2.0
STATE o v o o o s % 2 0 o o o o o #1726 | 5.5 1011 ! 2,0 13 éod | 27.2 3 255 6.5
LOCAL; TOTALs = = oo o & o o v » 3 218 7.4 4e ! 0.1 5 036 | 11,4 187 0.4
COUNTIES, v v ¢ s s o o v o s o 2 613 11.7 46 | 0,2 5 027 22,5 73 0.3
MUNICIPALITIES: o 4w 4 o o « o & 506 2.6 - - 179 | 0.8 114 0.5
WISCONSIN , o v « v o o o o v 0 o & 30 171 8.2 5 027 | 1.4 83 587 | 22,8 8 551 2.3
STATE o u & v s ¢ o o w0 o o o o 16 233 13.8 1392 | 1.2 60 372 ! 51.4 7 782 6,6
LOCAL, TOTAL. o = ¢ o o o ¢+ o 16 282 6,3 4 246 | 1.6 23 309 ¢ 9,0 3 96) 1,5
COUNTIES: 4 o ¢ v o o« o o & o 4 11474 9.6 4 245 | 3.6 23 015 | 19,7 3 938 3.4
MUNICIPALITIES: ¢ « v « « v « o 5 147 3.6 1 i t2) yo8 | 0¢3 4y (2)
WYOMING o 4 0 v o 0 % v o o 0 v o 2 361 5.1 379 | 0.8 18 315 i 39,5 522 1,1
STATE , , vt s s e e s s ek 707 2,7 - - 1% 779 64,5 1175 4.5
LOCAL, TOTAL: + « v v v v v v v n 1 654 7.9 379 1.8 1 541 7.3 - -
COUNTIES: o v o6 v o o o o s & 1 281 11,9 379 3.5 1433 13.3 - -
MUNICIPALITIES: o, o 4 o 45 » & 374 3,6 - [¥3] 154 1,5 - -

-~ Represents rero or rounds to zero.

X Not applicnble.

Z Less thon half the unit. of measurement shown.

pata for municipalities, and the local governments totals which include municipsl dats, are estimates subject to sampling varintion; data for counties
{borpughs, parishes} are based on m canvabs of all county governnents and therefove are not subject to sampling variation; see text for data limitations.

2Estimated population of Stotes as of July 1, 1977 is derived from Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports, Series P-25, No. 790, Decembor 1975.

The relation of criminal justice totnl expenditure to total general expenditure is based on data for general purpose governments only and does not in-
clude data for Stute-operated liquor stoves, indepehdent school districts, or specinl districts.

3For each State, and the United States summary, the expenditure figures shown on the "Local, total®
dntn shown opposite the names of the individual States) exclyde duplicative intergovernmental amounf 3.

line and the combined State-~local total line

{the

This was done to avoid the artificial inflation
which would result if an intergovernmental expenditure anount for ona governnment is tabulated nnd .then counted again when the reciplent government(s;
ultimately expend{s) that smount,
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Table 4. Criminal justice system employment and percent distribution of

Total eriminal justice system Police protection Judieial
8 Total Number of employées Percent Number of employces Porcont i Number of employses | Porcent
E State and type of full-tine of of ot

g government® equivalent total total total
° employees? full- Lull~ Uil
5 Full-  [Full-time | Pime Fulle [ull~time| bime Full-~ [Pull-time] Fime

= Total time equiva~ [equiva~l qoga) time equiva- |equiva~ Total | time equiva~ | @auiva-
only lent lent only lent lent only 1ent lent

employ~ employ~- employ-
ees ces ees
1 STATES~LOCAL, TOTAL. 6 750 180j1123 55211 623 2572|1053 758 15.6]622 suu(ses 7y7)582 178] 55.2[154 9u3]13) AsLj141 001 | 13,4
2 STATES, B 2 909 9331 322 Oo#h| 303 950} 310 3541 10.5f 98 651} 89 977 92 Hu3{ 29,8 43 625) 39448 41 Au2°} 134
3 LOCAL, TOTAL. . «f 3 800 247| 801 506] 7i9 302] 743 204 19,6(523 893}a78 770]889 735 65,9111 318| 92403} 99 359 | 13,4
4 COUNTIES, , . ] 1 $95 773} 322 538| 285 372] 295 970 1R, 57110 502] 98 3u4] 99 BAS 33.7] 85 725| 74002 718748 | 26,6
5 MUNICIPALITIES.| 2 204 u74| 478 963} 433> 930f #u7 234l 20,3|413 393|380 4261389 au6! A7,2| 25 593]| 18401 20611 | 4,6
GIALABAMA ., « v v 4 v o 109 {34 15 653 13 884 14 5431 13,31 8 9937 & 324 8 469 5B.2 2 522 1 925 2 181] 15,0
7 STATE o v ' s o 0 o 60 985 5 299 4 860 5 052 8,3 1 584 1516 1 526] 30.2 1 422) 1 26) 1 326! 26,2
8} LOCAL, TOTAL., ., + + « 48 149 10 354 9 024 9 49y 19,7 7 4il2} 6 BpB] & 93| 73,2 1100 664 8551 9.0
9 COUNTIES, . , 4+ « « 19 302 3 686 3 099 3 398 17.6 1 355 1270 1 298] 38.% 832 542 696§ 20.5
10 MUNICIPALITIES, .. . 28 847 6 668 5 925 6 093] 2i.% & 057] 5 538f 5 648] 92,7 268 122 159 2.6
111ALASKA: o v 4 o 0 0 v o 28 578 2 921 2 179 2 BO6 9,87 1 437 1 402 1 408] 50.2 606 526 5391 19,2
12 STATE 4 . v o 0 o o o 15-678 2 075 1 962 1 984 12,7 682 872 674 34,0 605 525 538§ 27.1
13 LOCAL, TOTAL, . , .+ « 12 900 846 817 822 6.4 755 730 T34 89,3 i bt L] 0.1
14 BOROUGHS, , ., , . & 3 304 i 10 10 0,3 4 4 41 #o.0 - - - -
15 MUNICIPALITIES, . 9 596 835 807 812 8,5 751 726 730} 89,9 1 bt 1 0.1
I61ARIZONA o v v o . v o & 71 438 13.505) 13 229 13 351 18,7 7 398 T 325 7 3371 55,0 1 748] 1 6001 1 6937 12,7
17" STATE . . © a0 s e 36 310 3 721 3 684 3 708 10,2 1 609 1 609 1 609( 43,4 191 114 178 4,8
18] LOCAL, TOTAL. “ s e 35 128 9 784 ¢ 585 9 6431 27.5| 5 789! 5 716] 5 728 59.4 1 557{. 1 48& 1§ S184 15,7
19 COUNTIES, , , ,. . . 15 534 4 81) 4 723 g 753} 30,6 1324 1 310 1. 315 27,7 1 280f 1.251 1 261].26,5
20 MUNICIPALITIES. . 19 597 4 973 4 862 4 890} 25,0} 4 465| 4 3pb] 4 413 90,2 277 235 254} 5,2
2LIARKANSAS, » v & . o o & 55 831 7 500 6 287 6 682 12,04 4 406 3 975; 4 101 61.4 1173 593 77231 11.6
22 STATE « o 8o 33 o000 1 954 1 909 i1 923 5,8 886 844 855 44,5 103 103 103 5.4
23 LOCAL, TOTAL. PO 22 834 5 546 4 378 4 759 20,8] 3 520] 3 134 3 246 68,2 1 070 490 6701 14,1
24 COUNTIES, , ., , .+ « 12 026 2 428 1 804 2 002} 16,6 o4s 820 - 864 43,0 722 365 470 23.5
25 MUNICIFALITIES. .« a 10 805 3 118 2 877 2 757 25,57 2 5T4] 2 314 2 385 86,5 348 125 200F 7.3
261 CALIFORNIAY 4 o & « o 605 858] 124 033 17 084) 119 720 19,8! 62 096] 59 49051 60 069 50,2 14 842113 117 14 286 | 11,9
27 STATE o w v s « 4 o o 242 823 26 157 24 613 25 358 10,484 9 763 9 26l 9 421 37.2 976 521 976t 3.8
28t LOCAL, TOTAL., . « « & 363 035 97 876 92 471 94 362( 26.0{ 52 333| 50 231] 50 648] 53,7| 13 666) 12 596] 13 310 14.1
29 COUNTIES, ¢ . 4 o+ 212 948; 56 706} 52 983] 54 549 25,61 14 469] 13 922| 14 078 25,8} 13 254112 011} 12 740 23,3
30 MUNICIPALITIES, . . 150 087, 41 170] 39 488} 39 813| 26.5] 37 864] 36 309 36 570] 91,9 612 585 600 1.5
3L|COLORADG. » , & . 4 o & 85 614} 13 772 12 805 13 067 15,3] 7 569 7 147 7 238 55,3 1 870] 1 598 ) 691 12,9
327 STATE ., « . R 44 813 4 654 4 351 4 345 9.9 4 0B84 967 9839 22.2 1184 1068 1 1131 25,0
33 LOCAL, TOTAL I 40 80l 9 118 8 us4 8 622 21,1 6 485 6 180| . 6 242} 72,4 689 530 578 6,7
34 COUNTIES, . a e 16 734 2 718 2 470 2 535 15,1 1 260 1 165 1 186 86,8 144 144 144 5,7
35 MUNICIPALITIE e 24 087 6 400 5 984 & 087 25.31 5 2251 5 035/ 5 056 83.1 545 386 434 7.1
36 CONNECTICUT P TS T 129 536 13 745 12 593 12 845 9,2] 8 554 76701 7 8251 60.9 1 6931 1 521 1 56s| 12,2
37| - STATE , . [ 45 344 6 414 6 154 &6 232 13,7 1 498 1433 1 484 23,2 1 607} 1 480] 1 518 24,3
38 LOCAL, TOTAL v e 84 195 7 334 6 439 6 613 7.91 7 053 6 237 6 381 96.5 86 41 52 0,8
39 HUNICIPALITIES. . s 84 195 7 331 6 439 6 613 7.9 7 053 6 237 6 181 86,5 86 L34 52 0.8
40 DELAWARE. “ v e v oa 19 162 3 632 3 503 3 527 18.4 1 696 1 606 1 6191 45,9 53 733 7411 21,0
41 STA . e 14 572 2 506 2 440 2 450! 16.8 767 723 729 29.8 598 592 5841 24,2
42| LOCAL, TOTAL « s e 4 590 1 126 4 Q63 1077 23,5 929 883 890 B2.6 155 141 147 13.6
43 COUNTIES, , e 2 297 377 317 377 16,48 258 258 258 68.4 107 107 107 | 28.4
44 MUNICIPALITIES. .« . 2 293 749 686 700] 30,5 671 625 632 90.3 48 34 40| 5.7
25 DISTR%ET OF CoLUMBIA, . 43 896 8 728 3 .688 8 705f 20,51 4 637 4 6241 4 637 51{.5 814 808 810 | 9.0
& STA I - - - - - - - - - - - - -
471  LOCAL, TOTAL s s s s 43 896 8 728 8 688 8 705] 20,5 4 637 4 628 4 637 53,5 B14 808 810} 9,0
48 MUNICIPALITIES. .. 43 896 8 728 8 688 8 705 20,5 4 637 4 s24 4 e37 51.5 814 808 Bio 9.0
AITFLORIDA oy & 4 v 4 o s 237 097 49 758 48 707; 48 948 - 20,61 25 923 25 285] 25 37L| s51.8] 6 372] 6 L1221 6 225| 12.7
50 STATE . . se s 101 846 17 832 17 728 17 739 17,41 3 453 3 414 3 415 19.3 13291 1 327 L 327 7.5
51 LOCAL, TOTAL, ., , « . 135 251 31 924 30 90if 31 .209] 23.1] 22 470 21 a7if 21 956{ 70.4] 5 G431 4 795 4 898 (5,7
52 COUNTIES, , & 4 & » 68 753 17 o072 16 663 16 736| 24.3] 8. 945 8 726 B8 767 52,4 4 6058 4 4371 4 49873 26.9
53 MUNICIPALITIES. .« 66 498 14 852 14 3731 14 473 21,8] 13 525) 13 145 13 189} 9y,1 438 358 400 ) 2,8
SHIGEQRGIA « 4 o & v 4 » 134 3559 24 5571 22 597 23 134 17.2] 13 053] 12 358] 12 512 54,1 3.558]. 2 765} 3 003] 13,0
55 BSTATE e s s 76 540 7 718 7 382 7 485 9.8 2 3471 2 209 2 245] 30.0 534 383 4321 5,8
56|  LOCAL, TOTAL. «s e 58 019 16 839 15 218 15 649 27.0] 10 706} 10 149} 10 267| 65.6] 3 024) 2 382| 2 571 | 16.4
57 COUNTIES, . . ¢ v « 26 704 9 DOH 7 9344 8 253) 30,9( 3 777] 3 6101 3 648! 44,2 2 665 2 128/ 2 293 27.8
58 MUNICIPALITIES. . . 31 315 7 835 7284 7 396 23,6] 6 929 6 539 6619 89,5 359 254 278 3.8
S9|HAWAIL, , ., . . . s 45 742 4 390 4 369 4 372 9.6/ 2 651 2 640{ 2 641 60.4 686 679 680 | 15,6
60 STATE . v s PR 34 317 1 613 1.604 1 606 4,7 102 102 102 6.4 686 679 680 | 42.3
61 LOCAL, TOTAL «r s 11 425 2777 2 765 2 766 23,21 2 549 2-538] 2 539}  91.8 - - - -
62 COUNTIES. & o 4 o & 3 098 727 715 716) 23.1 619 608 609 85,1 - - - -
63 MUNICIPALITIES, . . 8 327 2 050 2 050 2 050| 24.6] 1 930 1 9301 1 930F 94,1 - - - -
64 IDAHO s v 8 4 e e s e 24 937 4 557 3 734 3 899 15.6 2 424 2 204) 2 2451 57,6 579 547 5571 14,3
65 STATE , o . 14 850 1713 1 209 1 303 8.8 490 486 487 37.4 179 170 1734 13,3
661  LOCAL, TOTAL. .6 oe . 10 067 2 844 2 525 2 596]  25.8 1 934 1 718 1 758 67.7 400 377 384 | 14,8
67 COUNTIES, , . 5 813 1 6535 1 494 1 .535] 2644 8az 735 750y 48.9 378 360 366 | 23.8
68 MUNICIPALITIES, . . 4 254 1189 1 031 1 0611 24.9] 1 112 983l 1 0081 95,0 22 17 181 1.7

See footnotes at and of table.
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legal services mnd prosccution Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
Percent
Rumber of employees of Number of employces Pe:.;tt:ent Number of employees Pe:z;cm‘: Number of employacs Pcz(ftent B
total total total totul '§
crimi~ crimi- erimi- erimi~ | &
Full~ | Full-time [ Dol Full- |Full-time nal Full~ | Full-time | K P81 Full- |Puli=time], 782 { o
Total time equivg~ | Justice | ey time equiva~- Justice | /oy time equiva~ | 3usticel ot dime equiva- {Justice 5
only lent | SYstem only lent systenm only lent | System only lont |o¥stem
employ- employ~ employ~ . emplay-
ees ces acs ous
68 139] 58 150] 61 6Re 5.9 8 450 7 716 8 038 0.8) 2561 3p5) 249 s547| 253 use 20,148 091f 7 2uif 7 386 0,7 1
18 974f 17 596 18 212 5.9 3 256 3 121 3 159 1.0| 153 770} 150 148] 151 yom 4g. 8| 3 770 3 660} 3 690 L2 2
U9 165 40 554 43 497 5.8 5 194 4 595 4 879 0.71107 615] 99 399} 102 058 13,71 4 321| 3 s8i] 3 696 C,5) 3
32 U49%) 27 43 29 208 9.9 4 81y 4 278 4 543 1,51 86 327 78 ums| Bl 015 27,41 2 668] 2 85201 2 547 ¢,9( 4
16 A6A] 12 AYY 14 249 3.2 571 54 356 0.1} 21 288] 20 914) 231 o4 8,711 6531 1 0AY 1 129 0,3 5
773 337 574 3.9 1L S [} [¥4) 3 314 3 253 3 276 22,5 40 4q 40 0,3 &
373 160 277 5.5 2 2 2 (Z) 1 883 4883 1 883 37.3 38 38 38 0,8 7
400 177 294 3.1 9 3 4 (2) 1 438 1 370 1 393 14,7 2 2 2 (Z)| 8
290 136 236 6.9 5 2 2 0l 1 202 1147 1 167 34,3 2 2 2 0,1} 9
110 41 58 1.0 ) i 2 (2) 229 223 226 367 - - - ~1{l0
274 265 266 9.5 54 50 54 1.8 529 516 522 18,6 21 20 20 0,714
240 208 205 10,3 54 50 51 2.6 503 490 496 25.0 21 20 20 1,012
64 60 61 Tl - - - - 26 26 26 3.2 - - - - {13
7 6 & 60,0 - - - = - - - - - - - - 114
57 54 55 6.8 - - - - 26 26 26 3.2 - - - ~ 112
970 S 951 7.1 165 160 161 1.2 3 193 3 172 3 178 23.8 33 3% 31 042116
203 203 203 5.5 - - - - 1 694 1 694 1 694 45,7 24 24 24 0,617
767 738 748 7.8 165 160 168 1.7 1 499 1 478 1 484 15.4 7 7 7 0.1118
573 552 560 11.8 184 159 160 3.4 1 465 1 446 1 452 30,5 5 S ) 0,1 119
194 186 188 3.8 1y 1 (Z}) 34 32 32 0.7 2 2 2 (Z) |20
391 273 331 5.0 34 29 30 0.4 1 444 1 367 1 396 20.9 52 50 51 0,8 |24
42 42 U4z 2.2 - - - - 879 8179 879 45,7 4y 44 44 2+3122
349 234 289 6.1 34 29 30 046 565 488 517 10.9 8 2] 7 0,123
253 138 214 10.7 28 23 24 1.2 R74 400 528 214 5 5 5 0,224
26 43 75 2.7 [ 6 -] 0.2 93 88 89 3.2 3 1 2 0,125
11 226} 10 962} 14 074 .2 1 9386 1 897 1 go8 1.6] 33 564 31 263) 32 024 26,7 369 350 359 0,326
2 221 2 199 2 208 8,7 144 141 181 0.6] 12 927| 12 365 12 490 49,3 126 123 125 0,5(27
9 005 8 763 8 869 9.4 1 792 L 756 1 767 1.9 20 6371 18 898! 19 534 20,7 243 227 234 0,228
7 377 T 216 7 282 13.3 1 718 1 683 1 694 3.1| I9 727} 17 999 18 629 34,2 164 152 156 0,329
1 628 1 547 1 587 4,0 74 73 73 0.2 910 899 905 2,3 82 75 78 0.2130
1 099 962 1 000 77 153 146 149 1.1 2 994 2 Bs8 2 911 22,3 87 .84 85 0,731
158 154 155 3,5 153 146 149 3.4 2 080 1 978 2 001 45,0 38 38 38 0.9 132
41 808 a4s 9.8 - - - - 954 890 910 10.6 4g 46 47 0,5133
639 548 57¢ 22,5 - - - - 633 573 592 23 .4 42 42 42 1,734
302 262 274 4,5 - - - - 321 317 318 5,2 7 4 5 0,135
580 527 557 4,3 135 128 132 1.0 2 688 2 655 -2 649 20,8 98 92 94 0.7 36
440 412 428 6,8 135 128 132 2e1 2 682 2 650 2 664 42.7 52 51 51 0,837
140 115 132 2,0 - - - - -4 5 5 0.t 46 4y 43 0,738
140 115 132 2,0 - - - - 6 5 5 0.1 46 41 43 0,7 (39
145 142 143 8,1 H1 L2 By 142 958 942 ug 26.8 39 39 39 1,140
104 104 104 4,2 Hi L3 41 1.7 958 942 44 38,5 38 38 38 1,644
43 38 39 3,6 - - - - - - - - 1 1 1 0,142
12 12 12 3.2 - - - - - - - - - - - ~ {43
29 26 27 3.5 - - - - - - - - 1 1 i Q0,144
207 2Q7 207 5.6 106 106 106 1.2 2 944 2 920 2 922 32.5 23 23 23 0,3 22
207 207 207 5,6 106 106 106 1.2 2 941 2 920 2 922 32.5 23 23 23 0,3 {47
207 207 207 5.6 106 106 106 -1.42 2 941 2 %20 2 922 32,5 23 23 23 0,348
2 3311 2 X3} ‘2 320 4.7 848 840 843 1,71 13 806} 13 6871 13 716 28.0 476 479 473 1,049
1 849 1 845 1 846 10.4 786 786 786 4.4 10 360| 10 299| 1o 3i0 58,14 55 55 55 0,350
482 458 474 1.5 62 54 57 0¢2 3 446 3 388 3 406 10,9 H21 415 418 1,3151
229 223 225 1.3 60 52 55 0.3 2 861 2 8o4 2 B22 16,9 372 366 369 2,252
253 235 249 1.7 2 2 2 (2) 585 584 584 4.0 49 49 49 0,3153
973 724 801 3.5 96 58 64 0.3] 6 B18f 6639 6 697 28,9 59 53 57 0,2154
271 244 256 3.4 30 13 14 0.2] 4 505 4 505 4 805 80,2 31 31 31 0.4 155
702 483 543 3.5 66 45 50 0.3 2 313 2 134 2 192 4,0 28 22 26 0,2 {56
570 398 452 5.5 56 38 #2 0.5 1 920 1 747 1. 802 21,8 i6 13 16 0,257
132 85 91 1.2 i0 K 8 0.1 393 387 390 5.3 12 9 10 0,1158
289 289 289 8.6 53 53 53 1.2 &62% 627 628 i%,4 82 81 81 1,959
108 108 108 6,7 53 53 63 343 584 582 583 36,3 80 80 a0 5,060
181 181 183 6.5 - - - - 45 45 45 L.6 2 1 1 (21161
61 61 64 8,5 - - - - 45 45 45 6,3 2 1 1. 0.1462
120 120 120 5.9 - - - - - - - - - - - ~-|63
335 284 298 7.6 37 36 36 0.9 11484 625 725 18,6 38 38 38 1,064
78 75 76 5.8 - - - - 928 440 529 40,6 38 38 38 2,965
257 209 222 8,6 37 36 36 1.4 216 185 196 7.6 - - - - 166
204 180 189 12,3 37 36 36 243 214 183 194 12,6 - - - -~|67
53 29 33 3.1 - - - - 2 2 2 0.2 - - - ~l68
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Table 4. Criminal justice system employment and percent distribution of full-time

Total criminal justice system Tolice protection Judieial

¥ Total Number of employees Par;ent Rumber of employees Percent | Nunbier of employees Percent

2 State and type of full-time ° of : of . .
] . 1 total total total
] governnent equivnlenf full- full- ful?
o employees -
2 Full~ | Full-time | 106 Full- | Full-time| tI0° Full- [Fuli-time| BinC

= Total tine equiva~ u;:ntu Total tima cquiva~ e‘}:zz“‘ Total | time oquiva- eguizn—
(- ant

only lent employ- only lent employ- only lent emp:oy—
ets aes eey

LITLLINOIS, v v v & o w 248 uey| 60 496] 55 698 57 2631 23,0 37 339 | 34 354 35 343 | 61.7] 7 909 6 888| 7 215 | 12,4
2 STAT .. 113 134 12 780) © {2 499 12 584 1i,1| 3 716| 3 654 665 | 29,1 1 6191 1 601} 1 605 12,8
3 LOCAL, TOTAL. P e 135 333 47 716] 43 1971 44 679( 33,0 33 623 30 Too; 31 648 70.8] 6 290| 5 287 5 610 12,6
4 COUNTIES. . . . 41 671 16 982 16 316 15 832 38,0 3 519 3277 3 326 21.0 6 260] 5 263] 5 584 | 35,3
5 MUNICIPALITIES. 93 662( 30 73I{ 27 881 28 847 30.8( 30 104) 27 43| 2B 322 98.2 30 24 26 1. 0.1
é INDIANA PR T P 135 497! 20 518] 17 963 19 2961 14,211 383} 10 529f 10 712 | S5,5) 3 157| 2 4997 2 974 ) 15,4
7] STAT e e e . 62 059 5 475 4 98¢ 5 354 8,6 2 194 2 083l 2 106} 39,3 410 141 410§ 7.7
8 LOCAL: TOTAL. e 73 438 15 043 12 9821 13 942 19,0 9 189 8 Hus; 8 606 | s4,7) 2 747| 2 358f 2 564 | 18.4
9 COUNTIES, o b 36 969 5 666 4 587 5 134 13,91 { 8566 1 366 1 13| 27.5| & 968{ 1 Ti4] 1 850 | 36,0
10 MUNICIPALXTIES. .. 36 469 9 377 8 395 8 Bo8| 28,2 7 623| 7 080 7 193} 81.7 779 644 714 1 78,1
11|IOWA, & v & & e 79 874 14 313 9 707 10 080 12.6| & 3431 5505 5 629 55,8| 1 648} 1 229| 1 35% 13,5
12} ST vy PR 42 458 3 364 3 055 3 157 T.81 & 237] 1 1965 1 204 38,1 367 174 281 1 7.6
13] LOCAL, TOTAL. . . . . 37 436 7 949 6 652 6 923 1B8,5| 5 106 & 3o%| 4 HR25 ] 63.9 12811 1 058[ 1 118 16,1
14 COUNTIES, o u » o » 20 622 3 835 3 208 3.380 ) 16,4 1 114 955 986 ¢ 29,21 1 281} 1 058] L 118 33.%
15 MUNICIPALITIES. . e 16 794 4 114 3 444 3543( 2L.1{ 3 995{ 3 3s4( 3 439{ 97.1 - - - -
16(KANSASY v v 4 o s & o 6% 499| 1) 291 9 792] 310 132] sB.5] 5 B36| 5 0s5] 5 196 51,4] 2 045| 3 657] 1 1341 17.1
17 STATE w & o o w0 0 o 38 oot 3 217 3 059 3 084 8,1 931 800 821 1 26.6 348 322 323 | 10.5
18] LOCAL, TOTAL. . 4 . « 31 498 8 074 6 733 7 031) 22,3 4 9057 #4265 43751 62,2 1 697} £-335] '\ 4117 20.1
19 COUNTIES, R 15 010 3 765 3 204 3 365 2a.,4) 1 254 988 1 038 30,8) I 34T| 1 2161 1 249 | 37.%
20 MUNICIFALITIES. . e 16 488 4 309 3 532 3 666} 22,20 3 651 3277 3 337} 91.0 350 119 162 | 4.4
21 KENTUCKY. s e e e 91 onBl 14 556| 12 8531 13 253 18,6} 7 518| 6 84| . 7 00l | 52,8 2 343| 2 079} 2 1351 16,1
221 STAT PP 59 542 6 347 5 894 6 0621 10,2 1 993} 1 863} 1893} 31,2 1 871} 1 789] | 8oY4 j29.8
231 LOCAL, TOTAL. . e e 31 466 8 209 6 959 7 191 22,9| 5 525{ 5 opi} 5 108 | 71,0 472 290 331 4.6
24 COUNTIES, 4 v 4 o o 13 128 3 595 3 153 3 267) 2H.,9| 1 632| 1 455]' 1 490 Hs5,6 314 250 271 | 8,3
25 MUNICIPALITIES. o " 18 338 4 614 3 806 3 924 24,4 3 893{ 3 546] 3 6181 92,2 158 40 60§ 1.5
26 [LOUISIANA & 4.0 v & o 120 482 27 773{ 18 723] 22 890 19,016 722 9 467| 12 917’} Se.4f # 013} 2 971 3 265} 14,3
27| STATE & 4w« v 4 o o & 68 1341 1o 761 5 609 7 552 1l.i) 6 290 1 591f 3 292 | 43.6 358 245 2651 3,5
2871 LOCAL, TOTAL, . + « . 52 348} 17 ol2] 13 114} 15 338)] 29,3 ] 10 432] 7 876] 9 625 ] 62.,8] 3 655] 2 726] 3 0001 19,6
29 PARISHES, , ., , ., . 21 963 7 685 5 886 6 368 29,01 3918 3 204) 3347} 53,60 2 3261 1 576 1 761} 27,7
10 MUNICIPALITIES, . . 30 385 9 327 7 228 8 970 29,5! & 514| 4 6727 6 278 | 70.01 1 329f 1L 150| i 23¢9 13.8
31 MAINE R B A 38 304 4 496 3 613 3 783 9.9] 2842} 2 170f 2270 60.0 504 508 438 j11.6
a2 TATE “ e 17 070 1 732 1 694 1 706} 1b.0 540 533 535 ] 31.4 3561 341 346 1 20,3
33 LOCAL; TOTAL PR 21 234 2 764 1919 2 077 9.81 2 302} 1 637| L 1351 83,5 143 67 92| 4,4
34 COUNTIES, , , , . , 926 860 468 5641 60.9 418 201 280 | 42.6 42 66 291 ] 16.1
35 MUNICIPALITIES, , ., 20 308 1 904 1454 1 513 7.5 1884} 1 436 1 495] 98,8 1 1 1] 0.1
36 [MARYLAND. & & v & o« o & 220 251 22 696 22 109 22 281 10,4 | 82 435 | 12 264f L2 294 55,2 2 345f 2 209 2 250 { 10,1
37 STATE . « e 74 161 9 856 9 564 9 671 13,0 2 841 2 8315 2 819 29.4 1 219 £ 136] 1 164 | 12,0
38! LOCAL, TOTAL, . , .. 146 090 12 800; 12 545: 12 610 B.6t 95941 9 up9) 9 475 % 75,17 1 126) 1 073 1 0B6 | 8,6
39 COUNTIES, , . W 4 » 100 332 6 505 6 372 6 409 6.4 4 558 4 sau4| H 531 | 70.7 719 666 679 { 10,6
40 HUNICIPALITIES, . 45 758 6 295 &6 173 6 201 13,61 5 0361 4 925] 4 948 | 79,7 407 407 407 | 6.6
41 |[MASSACHUSETTS + v 4 4 o 252 483] 31 102| 28 369| 29 006 LY,5| 18 762 16 6221 17 017 58,7 | 4 355! 4 10i{ 4 197 | 14.5
421 STATE . , P 72 291 7 566 7 462 7 500 10.41 2 388 2 304) -2 339 31.2 780 7Tt 772 { 1043
43 LOCAL: TOTAL. « e oes 180 192 23 536] 20 9071 21 506 11,9 |16 3T# | 14 348] 4 678 ) s6g.3{ 3 BI5{ 3 330] 3 425 | 15,9
44 COUNTIES, , . . . . 792 4 898 4 o9 4 6021 67.8 57 ul 46 1.00 2 40612 L74] 2 263 | 49,2
45 MUNICIPALITIES. .. 173 400 18 638] 16 498] 16 904 9.77 16 3171 14 274 14 632 | 86.61 1 169 1 156] 1 1621 5.9
46 MICHIGAN. S e e e 234 036| 45 376] ul eest 42 952| 18,4 25 yuy | 23 655| 23 876 { 55.6 1 7 os0) 5 9u1| 6 77 | 15,8
47 STAT PRI 118 138 11 434 10 557 10 %87 9.3 4 2i0 > 909 3 934 35,8 732 375 732 6.7
48 LOCAL; TOTAL. s e 115 300 33 942 31 128 31 965 27,7 21 234 | 19 7U6] 19 942 62.4 6 3181 5 572{ 6 039 | 18.9
49 COUNTIES, 4 o & 4 o 46 377 13 998 12 755 13 304 28,7 3 464 > 259 3.508 24,9 4 990 4 398 4 759 | 35.8
50 MUNICIPALITIES, . . 68 923 19 944 18 373 18 661 27.1{ 17 770 16 487] 16 634 89,1 1 328 1 174) 1 280 6,9

4 i

51 HINNESOTA e e 8w e 111 371 15 666 13 866 14 188 12,7 8 321 7 198 T 344 51.8 2 1091 L 8341 4 973 | 13.9
52 STATE « e 53 351 3 U409 3 315 3 331 6.1 930 e78 88 2646 338 332 332 1 10,0
53] . LOCAL, TOTAL. « 0o 58 017 12 257]. 10 551 10 857 | 18,7} 7 391 6 320| 6 457 ] 59,51 1 771] 1 6021 L 641 ]15,1
54 COUNTIES, ¢ v o« 4 & 30 016 6 271 5 659 5 822 19.4 L7471 L5961 1 6241 ar.9| 17711 602] 1 643 | 28,2
55 MUNICIPALITIES. .« . 28 001 5 986 4 892 5 035 18,01 5 644 | 4 T28; 8 833 9.0 - - - -
56 HISSISSIPPI e e e e . 72 169 8 48] 7 236 7 6431 10,64 5 2161 4 657{ 4 808 | 62,9 1 033 671 800 {10,5
57} STAT . e v 36 676 2 817 2 727 2 749 7.5 1:216] 1 203 1 205 | 43,8 136 126 127§ 4.6
58 | LOCAL, TOTAL. .0 s 35 493 5 664 4509 4 8941 13,8 4000 3 4s4] 3. 6030 73.6 897 545 673 | 13.8
59 COUNTIES, , . o + . 20 162 2 369 1 688 1 920 9,51 L 040 837 894.1 46,6 723 448 535 § 27,9
60 MUNICIPALITIES, . 15 331 3 295 2 821 29741 19,4 2560 2 617] 2 709 | 91.1 174 97 1381 4.6
61 MISSOURI, , , .« . « . 120 348 24 496 24 867 22 418 18,6 ) 14 535113 266) 13 482 6041 3 890 3 192] 3 352 | 15.0
621 STATE « v o s o % o & 63 695 5 436 5 282 5 328 8,41 1 8031 L 739 L1 749 ] 32.8 855 852 853 1 16,0
63| LOCAL, TOTAL, . . . . 56 653 19 060] 16 585] 17 090 30,2 |12 732111 527| 11 733 | 68,7 | 3 035) 2 3401 2 499 | 14,6
64 | COUNTIES, « e 19 279 5 952 5 149 53701 27.9] 2074} 1 900 1 933 | 36,01 1 865[ & 603] { 669 | 31.5
65 MUNICIPALITIES. .. 37 374 13 1081 11 436{ 11 720} 3I.4110 658! 9 627| 9 800 783,61 L 170 737 810§ 6.9
G6IMONTANA & v 4 4 o s 47W a4 991 4 050 3 375 3652 18,2} 2 000 1 779 826 1 Bi.4 592 394 845 | 12,5
67| STATE 4 , 4 4 v o .s » 14 598 1. 247 1 163 1 206 8,3 335 333 334 1 27.7 68 64 64 | 5.3
68 LOCAL, TOTAL, . . « 10 393 2 803 2 192 2 346 22.6! 1 665 | 1 4ue| 1 492 63.6 s24 336 381} 16,2
69 COUNTIES, v . v o 5 860 1724 1 296 1 408 24,0 789 642 672 | 4747 416 290 327 ] 23.2
70 MUNICIPALITIES. « = 4 533 1 079 896 9381 20,7 876 804 820 4 87.4 108 4G 54t 8,8

See footnotes at end of table.
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Legal services and prosecution Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
Percent
Number of employeocs of Number of employeecs Pe:;ent Number of employecs Pe:;ent Number of employces Pe:tf:ent B
total total total total | §
erimi- erimi= erimi- erimi~ § &
Full- |Fuli-time |, P23 Fulle [Full-time { , P37 Full~ |Full-time| , 721 Full~ | Fuli-time| P41 | &
Total time equiva~ ‘:;'::t;e Total time equiva~ i::::;e Total time equiva- ‘l';::::e Total | time equiva~ g;::i:e |
only lent employ~ only lent employ= only lent enploy~ only lent employ=~
ees ees ees eaes

3 071 2 610 2. 773 4.8 798 705 746 1.3 X0 987| 10 7T49] 10 825 18,9 392 390 391 0.7 L
810 614 683 5.4 102 98 99 0.8| 6 248 6 247 6 247 49,6 285 285 285 23| 2
2 261 1 996 2 090 4,7 496 607 647 1.4 4 739 4 502 4 578 10.2 107 105 106 0.2] 3
{735 1635 1 664 10,5 696 607 447 4.4 4 730 4 H93I 4 569 28,9 43 41 42 0.3 4
526 361 426 1.5 - - - - 9 9 9 (&3] 64 64 64 0.2 5
1 413 672 1197 6.2 169 86 w7 0.8 4 248 4 0491 4 132 21,4 148 128 134 0.7} 6
333 243 308 5,8 39 37 28 0.7 2 443 2 421 2 436 45,5 56 56 56 1.0} 7
1 080 429 889 6,4 130 49 109 0.8 1 805 1 628 1 696 12,2 92 72 78 0,61 8
709 334 574 11.2 128 49 108 2.4 1 266 1 098 1.162 22,6 29 26 27 0,5] 9
3 95 315 3.6 2 - 1 (Z) 539 530 534 6,1 63 %6 51 0,610
626 507 557 5,5 56 (L] 46 0.5 2 587 23 2 438 24,2 53 51 51 0,5|11
141 118 124 3.8 - - - - 1 600 1 551 1 672 49,8 19 19 19 0.6(12
485 389 436 6,3 56 44 46 0.7 987 820 866 12,5 34 32 32 0.5113
401 331 365 10,8 56 44 46 1.4 952 788 833 24,6 34 32 32 0,9]14
84 58 k3! 2.0 - - - - 35 32 33 0,9 - - - ~|15
815 599 671 6.6 22 20 20 0.2 2 462 2 348 2 386 23,6 111 103 105 1,0(16
165 165 165 5.4 17 1? 17 0.6 L 731 1 730 1 730 56,2 25 25 25 0.8]17
650 434 506 7.2 5 3 3 (2} 734 618 656 9.3 86 78 a0 l,1)18
404 356 399 11,9 2 - - - 681 570 607 18,0 7 71 72 2,119
246 78 107 2,9 3 3 3 0.4 50 48 49 1.3 9 K 8 0.,2{20
676 535 578 4,4 76 74 5 0.6 3 328 2 960 3 121 23.5 615 341 343 2.6{21
264 249 254 4.1 75 73 4 1,2{ 1 948{ 1 732{ 4 850 30.5 196 188 190 3.1)22
412 286 327 4.5 i 1 i (Z) 1 380 1 228 1271 17,7 419 153 153 2,1123
296 228 250 7.7 1 { i (2) 1 215 1 082 1 118 34,2 137 137 137 4,2124
116 58 7 2,0 - - - - 165 146 183 3.9 282 16 16 0.4|25
1 423 829 1179 5.2 84 4 78 0.,3] 5402 5 256 5 321 23,2 131 126 130 0,626
438 150 350 k.6 8 6 7 0.1 3 609 3 559 3 580 47.4 58 58 58 0.8]27
983 679 829 5.4 76 68 7 0.5 1793 1 697 1 T4L 1.4 13 68 72 0,528
539 280 405 6.4 24 20 22 0.3 a7¢0 798 825 13,0 8 8 8 0,129
444 399 424 8,7 52 48 49 0.5 923 899 916 10,2 65 60 o4 0.7130
193 177 184 4,9 - - - - 936 837 870 23,0 21 21 21 0,621
126 126 126 T.4 - - - - 684 673 678 39.7 21 21 21 1.,2)32
67 51 58 248 - - - - 252 164 192 9.2 - - - ~-133
48 37 4 7.3 - - - - 252 164 192 34,0 - - - -] 34
19 14 17 1.1 - - - - - - - - - - - -] 35
1 005 947 970 4.4 330 268 283 143 6 409 6 249 6 312 28,3 172 172 172 0,8]36
155 127 136 1.4 330 268 283 2.9 5 205 5 Q72 5 123 53,0 146 146 146 1.5137
850 820 834 6,6 - - - - 1 204 1177 1 189 9.4 26 26 26 0,2)38
538 519 524 8,2 - - - - 682 655 667 10.4 8 8 8 0.4]39
312 304 3lo 5.0 - - - - 522 522 522 8.4 18 18 18 0,3]40
1137 1 021 1 075 3.7 162 156 158 0.5 & 489 6 262| 6 349 21,9 217 207 210 0,741
484 480 481 6.4 135 135 138 1.8 3 688 3 687 3 687 49,2 89 85 86 1,1|42
651 544 594 2,8 27 2% 23 0.l 2 78% 2 575 2 662 12,4 128 122 124 0.6{43
215 182 195 4,2 27 2% 23 0.5 2 180 1 975 2 062 44,8 13 13 13 0.3 44
436 359 399 2.4 - - - - 604 500 600 3,5 115 109 111 0.7{45
1 9611 1 843 1 876 4.4 100 92 9y 0.2] 10 726f 10 055} 10 242 23,8 95 93 93 0,2{46
411 378 a4 3.5 4o 40 40 0.4 5992 5 806} 5 844 53,2 49 a9 49 0,u4{47
1 550 1 465 1 492 U7 60 52 34 0,2 4 734 Y 249 4 394 13,7 us uu uy 0.1}48
1 232 1 180 1194 9.0 59 51 53 0.4 4218 3 834 3 957 29,7 35 33 33 0,2{49
k3Y:) 285 293 1,6 1 1 1 (z) 516 415 uzy 2,3 11 11 13 0.1]50
1 330 1 055 1130 8.0 208 162 186 1.3 3 613 3 437 3 874 24,5 85 80 8t 0,6151
216 213 213 6.4 22 22 22 0.7 1 843 1 813 1 819 54,6 60 57 58 1,752
1114 842 917 8.4 186 140 164 1.5 1 770 1 624 1 6585 15,2 25 23 23 0.2,53
793 693 735 12,6 186 140 164 2.8 1 754 i1 810 1 640 28,2 20 18 18 0.3} 54
32% 149 182 3.6 - - - - 16 14 15 0.3 5 5 5 0,1]55
334 184 252 3.3 28 12 16 0.2 i 810 1 652 1 707 22.3 60 60 60 0,856
126 101 113 4.1 - - - - 1 294 1 252 . ) 259 45,8 45 45 45 1,657
208 83 139 2.8 28 12 16 0.3 516 %00 448 9.2 15 15 15 0,3[58
137 60 100 5,2 24 11 13 0.7 431 318 364 19.0 14 14 14 0.7 59
n 23 39 1.3 4 1 3 [sI3 85 82 84 2.8 i 1 1 (Z)]60
1239 972 1 038 L) 124 119 119 0.5 § 637 4 244 4. 360 19,4 74 74 % 0.3161
134 119 124 2.3 119 119 119 242 2 504 2 429 2 459 46,2 24 24 24 0.5 62
1.105 853 907 5,3 2 - - - 2 136 1 815 1 901 11.1 50 50 50 0,363
608 562 578 10.8 1 - - - 1 384 1 064 1 150 21.4 20 20 20 0.4} 64
497 291 329 2,8 1 - - - 752 751 751 6.4 30 30 30 0.3| 65
372 234 281 7.9 1% 9 10 0.3 i 018 913 939 26,4 57 49 51 L.l 66
89 39 58 4.8 - - - - 709 708 709 58,8 46 39 41 3.4 67
283 192 223 9.5 11 9 10 0.4 309 205 230 9.8 11 10 10 0,4[ 68
22 163 182 12,9 11 9 10 0.7} 290 187 212 15,1 ] 5 5 0.4] 69
7 29 4y by - - - - 19 18 18 1.9 5 5 5 0,51 70
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Table 4. Criminal justice system employment and percent distribution of full-time

Total criminal justice systom FPolice protection Judiecial

& Total Number of employeaes Percent Number of eriployeces Percent Number of employces Percent
a State and type of full-time of of of
§ government? equivalent total total total
o employees? full- fulle full-
g Full~ |Fuil-time | time Fulle [Pull-time] time Fulle |Pull-time time

= Total time equiva~ | equiva-i mop.y time equiva~ |2Quiva~ | morny | time cquiya~ | Guiva-=
only lent | lent only lent | lent only lent | tomt

employ~ employ~ employ-
eas ees ces

4 NEBRASKA. s 0 e a e e s 51 485 & 600 5 913 6 o86) 11.8| 3 358 3 f941 3 260 53,7 965 890 907 | 15,0
2 STATES, . 28 116 2 243 2 209 2 219 7.9 665 644 648] 29,2 481 473 475 | 21.4
3 LOCAL, TOTAL. & . 23 369 4 357 3.704 3 847| 16.5] 2 893| 25531 2 612) 67.9 464 417 4321 11,2
4 COUNTIES, . . . 12 647 1 B85 1 529 1 623} 12.8 705 620 6391 39,4 366 304 318 | 19,6
5 MUNICIFALITIES . 10 722 2 472 2 175 2 224| 20.,7| 2 188} 1 933 L 973 88.7 118 113 114 | 5.1
GINEVADA, s 4 2 s o s s & 26 189 5 104 4 951 4 993 1944 2 396 2 345 2 354 471 729 669 688} 13,8
[ stA T 12 119 1 299 1257 1 269] 1045 345 303 306 2441 a3 72 4| 5.8
a| LocAL, TOTAL, & & & - 14 070 3 805 3 694 3 724| 2645 2 083 2 042f 2 048] 5s.0 646 597 614 | 16,5
9 COUNTIES, & o o 4 & 9 514 2 732 2 669 2 687] 28.3] 1 296 1 285 & 287 47.% 502 467 478 | 17,8
10 MUNICIPALITIES. P 4 559 L 073 1 025 1 037] . 2247 785 57 768 13.4 144 130 1361 13.4
11 NEw HAMPSHIRE , . + . . 26 989 4 347 3 008 3251] 12,00 2°975] 1 B867] 2 022| 62.2 398 283 336 | 10,3
12| STAT e e 12 865 1 453 1 096 {119 8.7 417 404 408] 36.5 93 86 89 8.0
13| LocAL; TOTAL, . - & - 14 g4 3 164 1 92 2 132} 15,1] 2'558] 1 463/ 1 614] 75,7 298 197 a4 | 11,6
14 COUNTIES, o 4 « o & 2 383 497 408 438] 18,4 129 105 109} 24,9 154 110 1271 29.0
15 MUNICIPALITIES, . . 11 748 2 667 1 504 1. 694 184 2429 1 358 1 505| 88,8 147 87| 120 7.1
L6INEW JERSEY:e 2 v o o o o 245 9a2| 49 461 46 Lidi 4e 928] 19.41 28 215] 25 963| 26 299] 56.0{ & 6831 6 109 6 379 13.¢
17/ STATE ¢ 4 o v « o ¢ 79 128 10 144{ 10 005 10 021 12,7 3 704{ 3 567{ 3 582| 35,7 985 985 285 | 9.8
18| LOCAL, TOTAL. & « & & 162 834{ 39 317| 36 109| 35 907] 22,7| 24 511| 22 336] 22 7Ti7| 61.6| 5 698| 5 124 5 394 | 14,6
19 COUNTIES, a5 0 e 60 688 13 993 13 672 13 782 22,7 1 647 1 631 1 639 11.9 3 9867 3 859 3 883 28,2
20 MUNICIPALITIES. . . 102 146) 25 324) 22 437| 23 125] 22,6 22 864) 20 765; 21 078] 91.1| 1 742] % 265! 1 511 6,5
23 [NEW MEXICOy 4 o & o o' 41 516 6 347 6 029 6 1147 14,70 3 &S4{ 3 4g9| 3 533 87,8 903 ayp 867 | 14.2
221 STATE o w s 5 & s » & 27 962 2 858 2 814 2 820 10,14 923 ag2 886 31.4 670 670 670 | 23,8
23 LOCAL, TOTAL, ., . & . 13 554 3 489 3218 3 294 28,3 2 771 2. 607 2 647 8044 233 172 197 6,0
24 COUNTIES, 4 u o o & 132 872 811 827} 20,0 605 581 587 71.0 39 36 371 4.5
25 MUNICIPALITIES, , . 9 422 2 817 2 404 2 8467] 26,2| 2 166] ‘2 0261 2 060] 83,5 194 136 160 ] 6.5
26 NEH YORKe o o o0 & o & 665 4221 124 9LT| 117 348! 119 061 17.9] 73 133 70 158f 70 594 59,3 | 14 654112 162] 12 724 [ 10.7
27 TATE o 6 s o o s s 190 712| 35 961f 34 7ii] 35 o4s| 18,4 & 584l & 387] & 417 18,3 11 080}10 752{ 10 822} 30.9
28 LOCAL; TOTAL. 2 + &+ .+ 474 7101 88 956] 82 634] 84 013| 17,7| 66 5491 63 771l 64 177 7e.4] 3 5TH| L 410 L 902 2.3
29 COUNTIES, . . o « « 101 240) 19 8477 18 339| 18 Bo2] 18,6] 10 537! 10 113} 10 198} . 54,2 853 589 660 [ 3,5
30 MUNICIPALITIES: & . 373 470| 69 109) &4 295 65 211| 17,5| 56 oi2| 53 658| 53 579| 82.8] 2 721 821 1 2421 1.9
31 INORTH CAROLINA e e 265 386] 24 505! 23 623| 23 820 9,0 12 249} 11 S585| ‘11 7i4{ 49.2( 2 851] 2 796f 2 8151 11,8
321 STAT ‘ e s 83 992 12 754| 12 666f 12 676 15,1} 2 276| 2 193] 2.201]  17.4] 2 395| 2 390 2 3921 18,9
33 LOCAL, TOTAL e s e 181 394 iy 751 19 957 i1 144 6,1 9 973 ¢ 392f 9 513 85.4 456 406 4231{ 3,8
3y COUNTIES: o 2 o s & 152 202 4 464 4 071 4 170 2,70 2 771] 2 581} 2 617| 62.8 456 406 423 | 10,4
35 MUNICIPALITIE ¢ e 29 192 7 2%0 & 886 6 974 23.9 7 202 6 811 & 896 98.9 - - - -
36/ |NORTH DAKOTA, 4 & « 4 & 17 707 2 712 1 946 2 084} . 11,8] 1395] 1 133] 1 169] Bé.8 617 278 338 | 16.2
37 STATE o . o PRI 11 642 656 607 614 5,3 221 187 192 31.3 7 75 75| 12.2
38} LOCAL, TOTAL. « e v . & 065 2 056 1 339 1 470] 24,2 1174 Uy 977 6645 540 203 263 1 17.9
39 COUNTIES, ', . 4 o+ & 3 169 1 026 627 47} 22,6 324 262 270! 3747 402 188 235 | 32,8
49 MUNICIPALITIES. . . 2 896 1 030 712 7531 26,0 850 682 707 93.9 138 15 28| 3.7
H1fOHIO, o W ¢ o o o 0 & 262 145| 49 123| 43 348 48 257] 18.4] 24 480} 21 985] 25 i42] s2,11 B 743| 6 926 B 178 | 16.9
421 STATE v o o o o o o o 109 815 40 896! 10 452| 10 Bi6 9.8l .2 716} 2 623 638 24,4 526 175 526 { 4.9
431  LOCAL, TOTAL, . .. . . i5g 330 38 227} 32 896 37 443 204,61 2% T64) 19 362] 22 806 60,1 8 217] 6 751] 7 652 | 20,4
by COUNTIES, v 4 o 4 & 72 220 15 709| 43 S54] 14 540 20.i) 3 496] 3 178] 3 248] 22,31 5 902]| 4 920] 5 5853 { 38,2
45 MUNICIPALITIES, . . 80 110} 22 518 19 3H2] 22 901] 28,6{ 18 268 16 184] 19 258{ 84,1 2 315; 1 831 2 099 | 9.2
46 |OKLAHOMA, & & « 4 o 88 916] 12 311} 11 156] 11 515] 13,00 6 990! 6 4g1y 6 €27 s7.,6| 1 7i2l 1 318 1 427 12.4
47 STATE & o s o o o o & 50 787 4 949 4 710 4 806 9.5 1745 1 628 1 661 34,86 446 &30 431 9,0
48] LOCAL, TOTAL, . u . . 38 129 7 362 6 44g 6 .709] 17.6] 5 245| 4.853| 4 966 74,0 1 266 888 996 | 14,8
49 COUNTIES: « o « ». & 13 488 1 979 1717 1 812} 13.4 602 552 5691 31,4 820 693 748 1 41,3
50 MUNICIPALITIES. . . 24 641 5 383 4 729 4 8971 19,9| 4 s43] 4 301 4 397] 89,8 K46 195 248 [ 5,1
S{{OREGON: & o o s o & ¢ o 68 983 . 12 610 ‘11 589 11 867! 17.2| -6 157| 5 8y7{ 5 89i| 49.6| 1 T9Z| 1 444} { 556 | 13.1
521 STATE e ae s 41 750 4 139 3 962 4 016 9,6 1-338| 1 202| 1 298| ‘32,3 276 232 250 [ 6.0
53| LOCAL, TOTAL. o + » . 2T 233 8 471 7 627 7 851 28.,8! 4 819| 4 555( 4 593} 8g.5| 1 516{ 1 212i 1 316 | 16.8
54 COUNTIES, o .v o ¢ 14 978 4 9558 4 486 4 6101 30.8] L 679 1 568] 1 5807 '34,3{ 1 273{ t 144 191 | 25,8
85 HUNICIPALITIES, . . 12 255 3 816 3 148 3241f 26.4| 3 140 2 987] 3 013} 93,0 243 68 125 3.9
56 [PENNSYLVANIA, . .y .. 256 821 589 299{ 49 824) 50 736) 19,8 23 9241 27 757| 28 207| 55.6] 8:952| 8 391 8 600 17,0
7] STATE 4 o v e s & s s 126 917| 12 6551 12 4331 12 461 9.8|- 5 762] 5 608 5 624t 45,1 1 119 1 119 1 119" 9,0
58] LOCAL, TOTAL. & ., + . 129 so4i 46 644 37 391l 38 275] 29.5| 30 162| 22 149 22 58&] 59,0] 7 8331 7 272 7 481 | 19.5

59 COUNTIES, ¢ . 4 v & 50 046 17 769 11 4478 34 91y 23,81 & 463 i 263 1 309 11,0 5 286] 4 725| 4 934} 41,4
60 MUNICIPALITIES, . . 79 558 28 875 25 944 26 364 33:1| 23 699| 20 886| 21 277 B0.7 2 54T 2 547 2 S4T| 9.7
61 |RHODE ISLAND, , . , . . 42 692 4 502 4 280 4 326) 10,1] 2 750! 2 5p0| 2 600} 60,4 652 631 638 1 14,7
621 'STA P e w s s 18 815 2 012 1 997 1999 10,6 360 346 348 17.4 610 609 609 | 30,5
63| LOCAL, TOTAL. .. 23 877 2 490 2 283 2 327 9.7 2 390 2 234} 2 252| 96.8 42 22 291 1.2
64 MUNICIP#LITIES. . e 23 877 2 490 2 283 2 327 9,7 2 390 2 234 2 252 96,8 42 22 29 1.2
65|SOUTH CAROLINA, . , . . 91 924) 13 305| 12 1727 12 S519| 43.,6) 72321 6 783| 6 883| 55,0 & 776 L 305 § w72 1L.8
66 STATE o 6 4 o o % « & 58 875 8 537 8 377 5 407 9.2 1 950 1 8yl 1 856 4.3 294 287 288 8.3
67| LOCAL, TOTAL, . + & . 33 049 7 768 6 795 7 1121 21,5] 5 282 4 942 5 027{ 70.7| 1 482 1 048] 1 184 | 16.6
68 COUNTIES, .., , . 21 097 4 150 3 563 3 769] 17,9| 1 926 1 B44| 1 865| do,5] 1 318 951] 4 083 ] 28,7
69 MUNICIPALITIES, . 11 952 3 648 3 232] 3 343 28,0 3 356 3 0981 3 162 94.6 164 67 10t 3.0

See footnotes at end

table.
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Legal services and prosecution Public défense Corractions Other criminal Justice
Number of employses Pe::ent Nutbor of employees Pe::snt Nunber of employces Pe:;ent Number of employees pg:;:ant 8
total total total total | B
crimi- erimie erimi~ erdmi- | 2
Full- |Full-time | 001 Fulle |Full-time | , P2) Full~ | Purl~time| , "ol Fuil- | Fuii-time], "1 1 8
Total time equiva- i;::;‘;e Total time equiva- ‘:;::i:e Total time equiva~ i:::::xe Total | time equiva~ 'g;:x:e p<}

only lent enploy~ only lent employ- only lont enploy- only lent employ—
ecs ees ees | ces

429 381 yi2 6.8 62 53 56 0.9 1 508 1 3871 1 403 23,1 28 28 28 0,51 1
56 ~56 56 2.5 - - - - 1017 1 045 1 016 85,8 24 24 24 l.t}) 2
423 325 356 9.3 62 53 56 1.5 494 352 387 10,14 4 L} 4 0.t 3
319 257 280 17,3 62 53 56 3.5 433 295 330 20.3 - - - -1 4
104 LT:] 74 3.4 - - - - 58 57 57 2.5 4 4 4 0,2 3
430 417 h21 B. 4 77 77 77 1,5 14314 & Bo2f 3 4i2 28,3 4y 41 #®1 0.8} 6
T2 71 73 5,6 10 10 10 0.8 802 784 791 62,3 17 17 17 1,317
3568 346 350 9.4 67 67 67 1.8 629 618 621 16,7 24 24 24 0.6] 8
279 273 275 10,2 67 67 67 2.5 564 553 556 20.7 24 24 24 0:91 9
79 73 75 7.2 - - - - 65 65 65 6,3 - - - ~ 110
122 95 104 3,2 - - - - 789 729 752 23,4 39 34 37 l.141)
56 56 56 5.0 - - - - 553 520 534 87,7 34 30 32 29112
67 39 48 2.3 - - - - 236 209 218 10.2 5 4 5 0,213
25 22 25 5.7 - - - - 192 171 177 40.4 - - - -114
42 17 23 1.4 - - - - 44 38 41 2.4 5 4 5 0,315
3 480 1931 3 320 7.1 546 518 526 1.1 10 296} 10 091} 10 164 21,7 243 240 240 0,5116
708 708 708 7.1 513 513 513 5.4 4 31761 4 174 4 75 41,7 58 58 58 046117
2 772] 2 485 a2 6l2 7.1 33 5 13 tZ) 6 120] 5 947 5 989 16,2 183 182 182 0,5]18
2 174 2 160! 2 167 15,7 2 2 2 (2) 6 095 5 901 5 972 43,3 119 119 119 0.9 (19
598 325 845 1.9 31 3 11 (2) 25 16 17 0.1 64 63 63 0.3720
435 426 428 7.0 K 73 76 1.2 1150 1138 1 142 18,7 88 64 68 1.4421
363 363 363 12,9 72 69 71 245 810 810 810 28,7 20 20 20 0.7 (22
T2 63 65 2.0 5 L3 5 0.2 340 325 332 10.) 68 LT 48 1,523
4 4 4 0.5 - - - - 161 151 156 18.9 63 39 43 5,224
68 59 61 2,5 S 4 -] 0.2 179 174 176 7.1 5 5 5 0,225
8 446 ( 7T 6131 T 915 6.6 250 175 216 021 27 277{ 26 150{ 26 512 22,311 $57( 1 087{ 1 o0 0.9 {26
2 001 1 965 { 974 5.6 5 5 (Z){ 15 406 14 768 14 989 42.8 885 834 841 2.4127
6 U445} 5 6481 5 oly ! 245 170 211 0.3] It 871¢ 11 382] 11 523 13,7 272 253 259 0,328
1 925 1 681 1 804 9.6 2U45 170 211 1.1 6 117! 5 631 5 772 30.7 170 155 160 0.9129
4 85201 3 947 4 140 6.3 - - - -} 57544 5 751 ‘5 751 8.8 102 98 99 0,2130
1107 1 070| 1 080 4.5 64 64 64 0.3 8 0451 7 934 7 966 33.4 189 17 184 0.,8{3%
945 945 945 7.5 80 60 60 0.5] 6 9%2{ & 992| 6 992 55.2 86 86 86 0.7132
162 125 135 l.2 4 4 4 tZ) 1 053 939 974 8,7 103 91 95 0.9133
a3 59 66 1.6 4 g 4 0,1 1 048 934 969 23,2 99 a7 91 2,234
79 66 69 i.0 - - - - 5 5 S 0.4 L} 4 L) 0.1135
220 147 154 7.9 - - - - 464 315 398 19,1 16 15 15 047136
47 45 45 1.3 - - - - 295 285 287 46,7 16 15 15 24|37
173 102 119 8.4 - - - - 169 90 111 7.6 - - - - {38
138 94 108 15,4 - - - - 162 ] 104 14,5 - - - - 139
35 8 11 1.5 - - - - 7 7 7 0,9 - - - =140
2 8831 2 377} 2 614 5,4 277 237 253 0.5) 11 885) 11 230] 11 433 23,17 855 593 637 1,341
680 680 680 6,3 46 46 46 0.4 & 804| 6 804 6 804 62,9 124 124 124 1,1442
2 203 1 697 1 934 5,2 234 191 207 0.6] 5 08BLj 4 426 4 629 12,4 731 469 513 1.443
1 298 1 153 1 212 8.3 207 170 185 1.3 #8271 3 790; 3 987 27.4 379 343 355 2,4 14
905 544 722 3.2 24 2% 22 0.1 654 636 642 2.8 352 126 158 0.7145
42 642 673 5,8 33 30 30 0.3 2 796 2 645 2 718 23.6 4o 40 40 0,346
518 489 498 10.4 - - - - 2203 2 126 2 179 45,3 37 37 37 0.8]47
224 153 175 2.6 3 30 30 0.4 593 519 539 8.0 3 3 3 (Z) {48
44 34 37 2.0 29 28 28 1.5 484 430 430 23,7 - - - - |49
180 119 138 2.8 2 2 2 {2) 109 109 109 2.2 3 3 3 0,150
1 228 1 069F 1 117 9.4 193 17 191 1.6] 3 19217 3 005! '3 065 25,8 48 47 &7 0.45¢
531 473 488 12.2 18 15 16 0.4 1 944 1 919 1 943 k8.4 32 31 31 0.8(52
697 596 629 8,0 178 162 178 242 1 248 1 086 1 122 4.3 16 16 16 0.,2153
579 525 541 11.7 175 162 178 3.8 1239 1 077 1 113 26,1 ic 10 10 0.2 (54
118 74 88 2.7 - - - - 9 9 9 Q.3 & 6 6 0.2155
489 2 124 2 230 4,4 531 896 524 1,0} 11 140! 10 793 10 915 21,5 263 263 263 0,556
294 294 294 2,4 - - - =0 5 243} 5175 § 190 41,6 231 237 237 1.9}57
2 195 1 830 1 936 5.1 531 496 524 1,41 58977 5618, 5§ 725 15,0 26 26 26 0.1158
1 4o 1157 4 234 10,4 531 496 521 4.4 4 065| 3 786 3 893 32,7 20 20 20 0,259
794 673 702 247 - - - - 1832 1 832 1 832 6.9 6 -] 6 (Zy {60
192 163 182 4,2 39 3¢ 39 0.9 843 842 842 19,5 26 25 25 0:6161
136 136 136 6,8 39 39 39 2.0 842 842 a42 42,1 25 25 25 1.3)62
56 27 48 2,0 - - - - i - - - 1 - - -163
56 27 46 2.0 - - - - 1 - - ™ 1 - - ~{64
§62 384 413 3.3 36 24 33 0.,3[. 3 745( 3 626 3 667 29,3 54 50 51 0.8 {65
208 202 205 3.8 - - - =1 30457 3 Qo8| 3.049 55,8 40 39 39 0,766
254 82 208 2.9 36 24 33 0,5 700 618 548 9.1 14 14 12 0.2]67
211 162 177 8.7 38 24 33 0.9 650 573 602 16,0 9 9 9 0,268
43 20 31 0.9 - -~ - - 50 45 46 1.4 5 2 3 0.1]69
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Table 4. Criminal justice system employment and percent distribution of full-time

Total criminal justice system Police protection Judicial
] Total Number of employeas Per;ent Number of employees Pnrgent Number of employses Pnr;ont
3 State nnd type of fuli-time t°t ) t"t 1 t:tnl
E government? equivalent 1°1§ 5012 fulle
o employces? ull= uli=

3 Fulle |Full-time | Fime Fulls [Fuli-time| time Fulle [Full-timo| ime

Total time equiva- |eOMiva~ | mopay time | equiva- [09UIVA= | moray | tume | equivae |equivas
only lent lent only lent long only lent lont

enploy=- employ~ employ-
aes ool oes

1 |SOUTH DAKOTA, , . 4 + & 19 ook 2 194 2 244 2 367 11.8 1 566 1 287 1 340 56,6 396 291 3031[42.8
2 STA RN 12 568 1 207 1 o040 1 076 8,61 318 291 295 27.4 393 288 300 | 27.9
3 LOCAL, ToOTAL, . . ? 429 1 584 204 294f  17.8f 1 248 906! 1 045] 8,9 3 3 31 0.2
4 COUNTIES, . . 3 518 649 464 513 1H.6 356 275 292| 58,9 3 3 31 0.6
-3 HUNICIPALIT!ES. 3 913 935 740 778 19,9 892 724 783] 96,8 - - - -
GITENNESSEE 4 o 4 o o ¢ » 199 792 19 801 18 159| 18 475 2.2] 10 498] 9 947 10 081] 54,8 2 922 2 478f 2 570 13.9
7]  STATE . P 63 487 5 791 5 735 5 753 Fell § 4431 1 305 1 452] 24,5 412 412 4121 7.2
8] LOCAL, TOTAL, . &+ « « 1364 305 13 710] 42 4243 (2 722 9.3 9 055] B8 522{ B 649| 68.0| 2 3l0| 2 066} 2 1581 17.0
9 COUNTIES, 4 & 4 o & 71 040 5 051 3 359 4 526 G0 3 7831 % 6351 1 &7H| 3I7.a| L 8731 L BT 1 637 38,2
1o MUNICIPALITIES, « « 65 265 8 659 8 0653 8 196{ 12,6| 7 272 € 88T © 975] - 83,1 637 493 521 1 6.4
i TEXAS £t N 323 751] 54 990] 8L 497 B2 474 16.2] 30 991] 29 810| 30 026| 57,2f 9 357 8 019 & 523} 16,2
12| STAT ) 165 3871 L1 S29f 18 1341 11 230 6.,8] 5 071 4 Be2| 4 899] 43,8 572 871 571 5.1
i3 LOCAL; TQTAL. s e e 158 164] 43 4617 40 363| 41 245] 26.%{ 25 920{ a4 948f 25 127[ 60.9] 6 785 7T 448 7 952 19.3
14 coun™ s, c s e 58 528 19 470! 17 7431 48 365| 3L.4| 4 745] 4 318! 4 399 z4.0| 7 2121 & 333 6 74| 36,6
is MUN)\...'ALITIES. ' 99 638] 23 791! z2 620 22 876{ 23.0{ 21 205] 20 630} 20 72B] 906 1 573 3 48] 1 238 5.4
16 UTAH. R 39 855 6 824 5 130 5 282{ 13.,3] 3 382] 3 12i] 3 170 60.0 704 562 6lL] 11.6
171 STATE . . e e 26 930 1 973 1 85% 1 884 T,0 769 T05 737 38.0 214 204 207 1 11.0
18 LOCAL; TOTAL. « 0 oa e 12 925 4 851 3 278 3 396| 26.3] 2 6137 2 4160 2 453 12.2 487 358 404 | 11.9
19 COUNTIES, « 6 e 6 813 2 720 i 405 1 4647 21.5 804 776 7831 53,8 265 207 227 | 15.5
20 MUNICIPALITIES. .. 6 112 2 131 1 870 1932 31.8| 1 809 1 640 L1 6701 86.4 222 154 1770 9.2
2LIVERMONT o ¢ & 4 4 o s o 13 547 2 253 1 834 1 903 14,0] 1 301 955! 1 005 B5a2.8 240 207 21511 11,3
22] STATE ¢ 4 s s « 0.0 o 10 514 1 381 1 272 12861 12.2 488 420 8261 33,1 193 184 186 ] 14,3
23] LOCAL, TOTAL, . ., . & 3 033 872 564 6171 20,3 813 535 571 93,8 47| 23 29| 4.7
24 COUNTIES: o o 4 o o 24 121 39 4ol 208,2 67 14 6] 32.7 47 23 29 | 59,2
25 HUNICIPALITIES. v 3 009 751 525 568( 18,9 746 521 5631 99.8 - - - -
26 VIRGINXA. s e e a4 s . 269 745; 25 7i2i 23 8598] 24 13s 9.0] 12 045} 11 423} 11 5341 47, 3 3231 2 477 2 603 10.8
271 STA “ a0 93 o83| 11 386]  10.040] 10 415| 1Y.2] 2 5637 2 343 2 396f 23,0 2 292 L 555 1.649}| 15,8
28 LOCAL; TOTAL. PR 176 662| 14 326) 13 558 13 778 7.8] 9 452| 9 080] 9 155] 86,5 1 031 922 9541 6.9
29 COUNTIES, 4 & o + & 102 740 6 032 5 600 5 741 5,61 3 733 X 536 3 573 6G2.6 573 497 5171 9.4
Jo * MUNICIPALITIES. . . 13 922 8 294 7 958 8 060 - 10.%| 5 749] 5 544 5 582} 49,3 458 425 371 5.4
34 \'ASH!NGTON. ¢ 0 e e e 106 810 17 580] 15 981 16 522 15.5| 8 693| 8 204] 8 280f So0.1| 2 484] 1 8Q7 2 135] 12,9
321  STAT P 67 232 5 490 5 307 5 436 8.4) L1.780] 1 715} ) 726] 31.8 343 225 3431 6.3
33 LOCAL, TOTAL. NP 39 578 12 0% 10 674 11086 28,0 6 913 6 489 6 554 5941 2 1411 1 582} § 792} 16,2
34 COUNTIES, , . & & & 18 711 6 385 5 709 59631 31.,9] 2 173 2 o7i] 2 088] 3s5.,0| 1 631] 1 318 1 487 24.9
35 HUNICIPALXTIES. . s 20 867 5 705 4 965 5 123 24,6 4 740 4 418 4 466 87.2 510 264 3058 6.0
36 HEST VIRGINIA , . 'y + & 54 B55 6 395 5 877 & 0107 41.,0{ 3 881] 3 284 -3 349! 55,7 1 182] 1 054 1 089 18,1
37 TA s 0 « 8o 37 9n0 2 748 2 727 2 728 T2 1 064 1043 1 o4 38.3 632 632 632 | 23.2
8 LOCAL: TOTAL- o e 16 655 3 847 3 150 3 282 19,7 2 517 2 241 2 305 7042 550 422] 4571 13,9
39 COUNTIESe 4 o o o o 7 210 1 708 1 565 1 619) 2245 728 690 703 434 434 $403 416 25,7
40 MUNICIPALITIES, « . 9 445 1939 1 585 1 663 17.6 1 789 1 551 1 602 96,3 116 i9 43 2.5
8L {WISCONSIN ,» , « & 4 o« & 148 960 20 989 18 435 18 967 12,7 12 4581 10839 11 105 58,5 2 3731 L 951 2 088§ 11,0
42 STATE + i o s 5% 3540 5 448 5 144 5 229 9ed i 058 930, 955 18.3 501 468 488 93
431 LOCAL, TOTAL, . . o « 93 4z0| . 15 521| 13 291) 13 738 14,7) 11 400} 9 929] 10 150] 73.,9] 1 8727 1 4831 { 600} 11.6
44 COUNTIES, « 8w 39 714 6 203 B 544 5 726 L4.4] 2 626] 2 411] 2 452] 42.,8) 1 645] 1 431 1 S1i} 26,4
48 HUNICIPAL!T‘ES. .. 33 706 9 318 7 747 8012 18.9 8 774 7 518 7 698 96,1 227 52 89 1.4
BOINYOMING « 4 o o o o o o 15 200 2 345 2 084 2 172 14,3 i 388 1272 1 296 59,7 336 248 2841 13.1
BT STATE 4 0. v ¢ o o o o 8 624 680 6658 671 T.8 238 234 2341 34,9 65 65 65| 9.7
48 LOCAL, TOTAL, « ¢ 4 & & 576 1 665 1 119 1 501 2248 1188 1 038 1 062 708 a1 183 2191 14,6
49 COUNTIES, o & v v o 4 061 823 690 737 18,1 41} 359 373 50.6 203 153 1751 23.7
50 MUNICIPALITIES, , . 2 515 s42 729 764} 30,4 735 679 689! 90,2 68 30 44| 5.8

~ Represents zero or rounds t¢ zeros
Z Less than half the unit of measurément shown.
'Data for municipalities, and the local governments totals which include municipal da%a, are estimates 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.

The relation of ¢riminal justice foli-time equivalent employees to total full-time equivalent employees is based on data for general purpose govern-

ments only and does not include data for State~operated ligquar stores, locally-operated utility systems, or for independent school districts and special
districes.
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Legal servicés and prosecution Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
Number of employoes Pe:;ant Number of employees Pe:(f;cnt Number of employees Pesient Number of employees Pe:;ant &
total total total total ‘E
erimi~ exrimi~ erimi- crimi-| z
Fulle | Full-time | , 21 Full~ |Full-time | 121 Full~ | Full-time| ¥°% Full- | Full-time] , 781 | @
Total time equiva~ g::::;e Total time equiva- ‘Z;::;:e Total time equiva~ ‘;‘;::::e Total | time equiva- .Z\;:::e 3

only lont employ- only lent employ- only dlent employ- only lent employ
ees ees ees ees

285 24} 235 9.9 9 7 8 0.3 522 435 468 19.8 13 13 13 0.5 1
97 93 94 8,7 - - - - 386 355 374 34.8 13 13 13 1.2] 2
188 148 141 10,9 9 7 8 0.6 136 80 94 T3 - - - -3
148 102 119 23.2 9 7 a 1.6 133 77 91 17.7 - - - -i 4
40 16 22 2.8 - - - - 3 3 3 0.4 - - - -1 5
752 554 599 3.2 138 123 126 0.7 5 128} 5 024 %5 056 27.4 63 63 63 0,3t 6
Y2y 424 424 T.4 53 45 46 0.8 3 4231 3 423 3 423 59.5 36 36 36 0,6 7
328 130 175 - 1.4 85 78 80 0.6 1 705 i 6oy 1 633 12,8 27 27 27 0.2f 8
167 28 60 1.3 50 46 47 1.0f 1 184[ 1 0631 1 094 24,2 14 14 14 0.3} 9
161 102 115 1.4 35 32 33 0.4 541 638 539 6,6 13 13 13 0.2]10
3 449 3 005 3 080 5,9 17 12 13 tZy| 10 675 10 164 10 329 19.7 501 487 500 1,0j48
571 517 527 4,7 - - - -1 5 188] 5 057 5 106 45,5 127 127 127 1.3112
2 878 2 488 2 553 6,2 17 12 13 (Z) 5 4877 5 107 5 223 12,7 374 360 373 0,913
2 298 2 028 2 068 11.3 17 12 13 [« F91 5 107 4. 738 4 851 26,4 324 314 320 1,70 14
580 160 . 485 2.1 - - - - 380 369 372 1.6 53 46 53 0.2] 5
1 Big 333 364 6.8 & 2 3 0.d 1 166 1 094 1§19 2i.2 18 18 18 0.3(16
100 78 83 4.4 - - - - a74 852 863 45,8 16 16 16 0.,8]17
1 U449 255 278 8,2 8 2 3 Q.1 292 242 256 7.5 2 2 2 0,118
1 353 179 196 13.4 7 2 3 0.2 289 239 253 17,3 2 2 2 0.1119
96 76 82 4,2 1 - ‘- - 3 3 3 0.2 - - - ~]20
118 101 106 5,6 56 56 56 2.9 51z 492] 496 26,1 26 25 25 1,3121
110 98 100 7.8 56 56 56 4.4 508 489 493 38,3 26 25 25 1.9]22
8 3 é 1.0 - - - - 4 3 3 0.5 - - - ~l23
& - 2 4.1 - - - - 3 2 2 4.4 - - - ~-i24
L} 3 4 0.7 - - - - 1 1 1 0.2 - - - ~| 28
816 726 761 3.1 24 18 22 0.1 9 071 8 527 8 810 36,4 463 427 439 1.8]26
105 96 98 0.9 21 15 19 0.2 6 318| 5 960 6 174 59,3 87 71 79 0.8127
731 630 663 4.8 3 3 3 tZ) 2 7531 . 2 Bs7 2 636 19.1 376 356 360 2.6¢28
350 305 326 5.7 - - - -l 1077 975 1 006 17.6 299 287 289 541}29
361 325 337 4,2 3 3 3 (Z) 1 676 i 592 1 630 20,2 17 69 k3t 0.9]30
1272 1 068 1 148 6,9 76 49 T4 0.4 4 936 4 743 4 793 29,0 119 90 95 0,631
329 329 329 6.1 - - - - 3 o1l 3 014 3 oit 55,4 27 27 27 G.5{32
943 739 819 7.4 16 49 k2t 0.6 19251 1 732 1 782 16,4 92 63 68 0.6|33
641 576 593 9,9 72 6% 70 1.2 1 836 1 647 1 696 28,4 32 28 2% 0,534
302 163 226 4.4 L] - 1 (2) 89 85 86 1.7 60 35 39 0,835
410 384 389 6,5 - - - - 1194 1130 1 155 19.2 28 28 28 0.5]36
166 166 166 6.8 - - - - 858 858 858 31.5 28 28 28 1.,0|37
244 215 223 6,8 - - - - 336 272 297 9.0 - - - -138
211 20} 204 12.5% - - - - 335 271 296 18,3 - - - -139
33 1y 19 1.4 - - - - b 1 1 0.1 - - - =140
1 413 1 140 1 223 5.4 100 9 95 0.5 4 5271 4 284 4 342 22.9 118 109 114 0,641
477 413 426 8.4 78 13 15 1.4 3 294 3208 3 228 61,7 &0 52 57 1.1j42
936 727 797 5,8 22 19 20 0.1 1 233 1076 1 44 8,1 58 57 57 0.4]43
648 573 598 10,4 16 16 16 0.3f t 210 1 056 1 092 19.1 58 57 57 l.01 44
288 154 199 C 2.5 6 3 4 () 23 20 22 0.3 - - - -1 45
173 132 152 7.0 8 L 4 0.2 439 417 425 19,6 11 i1 14 0.5 46
29 29 29 k.3 - - - - 340 326 332 49,5 11 i1 11 1.6]47
144, 103 123 8.2 5 4 4 0.3 99 91 93 6.2 - - - ~lag
114 92 101 13.7 ] 4 4 0.5 90 82 a4 1.4 - - - -l 49
30 11 22 2.9 - - - - A 9 k4 1.2 - - - =] 50
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Table 5. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll, by State and type of goverament,
October 1978

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Tatal cr:;:::; Justice Police protection Judicial

State and type of govermment? Octobezozziroll’ Pe:;ant Ihigent Poz;ant
October payroll total October payroll total October payroll total

October October October

payroll payroll payroll
STATES-LOCAL, TOTAL & o » . . 7 200 275 1 342 880 18.7 768 828 57.2 169 516 12,6
STATES: o o o o 2 4 2 v o & 3 080 050 406 897 13,2 122 357 30,0 68 050 16,7
LOCAL, TOTAL: & 4 o« o o o & 4 120 225 935 983 22.7 646 491 64,1 101 466 10.8
COUNTIES: « o o s 4 s & & 1 322 254 343125 26,0 124 757 36,8 79 803 23,3
MUNICIPALITIES, . « o 4 & 2 797 971 592 85% 21,2 521 735 88,0 21 663 3.7
ALABAMA & 4 4 ¢ & a4« cee 111 821 15 484 13,8 8 976 58,0 2 302 14.9
STATE ¢ o w o » o ¢ » e 70 663 5 968 8.4 1 877 31.4 1 494 28,0
LOCAL, TOTAL: o o « o v e oa Q1 188 9 516 23.4 7 099 T4eb 808 8.5
COUNTIES. & v » & & e e 12 392 3 246 26,2 1334 41,0 618 19.0
MUNICIPALITIES, . . PP 28 747 6 269 21.8 5 769 92,0 191 3.0
ALASKAG + & o 2 o 5 o s 2 o ¢ o & & 50 889 5 807 11.5 3 089 53,2 1. 006 17,3
STATE ¢ 4w s « & o s « ¢« s v o 26 059 4 037 15,5 1 488 3649 1 004 24,9
LOCALs TOTALs 4 ¢ o 25 v 2 o & & 24 500 1 769 7.2 1 604 90.5 3 0,2
BOROUGHS. 's a o o o 4 o » o 4 & 4 823 26 0.5 22.4 - -
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o o s & o 19 676 1743 8.9 1 596 91.5 3 0.2
BRIZONA & 4 o s o0 2 2 s « o 8 o 74 661 17 872 23.9 10 485 59,8 1 869 10,5
STATE o« @ o s o o o o ¢ o s 3 « & 34 345 4 665 13.6 2180 46,7 301 6.5
LOCALs TOTAL: & = o o o « ¢ & & & 10 316 13 207 32,8 8 505 64 .4 1 567 11.9
COUNTIES, & o o ¢ ¢ o o 2 ¢ & & 14 930 5 810 38,9 1.733 29.8 1 285 22,1
MONICIPALITIES: + o o o« o o o & 25 386 7 397 29.1 6 772 91.5 282 3.8
ARKANSAS: & 4 o o o o o o o s « o o 436 904 5 785 12,3 3 507 60,6 684 11,8
TATE o o 4 6 o o o0 a o8 ¢ ¢ & 31 241 1 998 6.4 856 42, 223 11,2
LOCAL, TOTAL: & v v o 4«0 » » & & 15 662 3 787 24,2 2 651 7040 461 12.2
COUNTIES. o o o v 0 o 4 » » 4 & 6 133 1 467 23.9 621 42,3 324 22,1
MUNICIPALITIES. W 4 4 o o .4 & 9 530 2 320 24,3 2 030 87,8 137 5.9
CALIFORNIAL v 3 o ¢ o o o s o . 758 795 185 565 24,5 96 328 51,9 20 370 11,0
STATE o o 4 o o ¢ 2 s & ¢ & . 282 809 41 472 14,7 i 660 35,3 2 999 7.2
LOCAL, TOTAL. o o 4 o 4 o » . 475 986 144.093 30.3 81 661 56,7 17 374 12,4
COUNTIES, o w ¢ & ¢ & o o . 233 476 80 445 34,5 23 127 28,7 16 523 20,5
MUNICIPALITIES., o 4 4 4 o . 232 510 63 648 26.2 58 534 92,0 848 1.3
COLORADO: o & & 4 ¢ o o 0.0 o o & & 96 558 17 018 17.6 9 354 55,0 2 188 12,8
STATE 4 ¢ o 0 6 o o ¢ o s o & & 53 638 & 227 11.6 1 337 21,5 1 539 24,7
LOCAL, TOTAL: & o v o o o s o & & 12 919 10 791 25,1 8 017 74,3 646 6,0
COUNTIES, & & o o o & o o o o o Io 322 2 750 26.6 1 265 46,0 150 5.5
MUNICIPALITIES. o o v o s ¢ o o 32 547 8 040 24,7 & 752 84,0 496 6.2
CONNECTICUT & 4 & ¢ o v o v o s & & 107 502 16 349 11,2 10 494 63,4 1774 10.7
STATE v v v ¢ s 0 s o o 2 o s o o 18 818 7 819 16.0 2 028 25, 175 21,9
LOCAL, TOTAL: & « s o o « s s & o 98 683 8 730 8.8 8 463 96,9 56 0.6
MUNICIPALITIES: & o ¢ o o o o 99 349 8 730 8.8 8 463 96,9 56 0.6
DELAWARE. ¢ 4 & 2 s = 2 s & o 5 o4 19 784 4 185 21,2 2 078 49,7 807 19.3
STATE o o o o o o 5 o 58 5 o & 15 255 2 849 18,7 946 33,2 658 23,1
LOCAL, TOTALs o « . » o o @« o o » & 4 529 1 336 29.5 1133 84,8 150 11,2
COUNTIES, 4 o o « s o s s @ « & 1 736 491 28.3 372 75,8 103 20,9
MUNICIPALITIES. « v o o o o « & 2 792 845 30,3 761 90,0 47 5.6
DIsTF;IgT OF COLUMBIA. v 4 o o » & & 68 812 15 492 22,5 8 053 52,0 1 332 8.6
STATE 4w o s ¢ o 5 o o s s ¢ 6 o - - - - - - -
LOCAL, TOTAL, o o & o & o's o & 68 812 15 492 22,5 8 053 52,0 1 332 8,6
MUNICIPALITIES. & o o o o o o & 68 812 15 492 22.5 8 053 52,0 1 332 8.6
FLORIDA e & & o s o o« s s o v o o o 235 669 58 685 24,9 32 100 54,7 7 .325 12,5
STATE « o« 4 o 2-% o s s o v 5 o o 96 347 21 U479 22,3 4 011 18,7 2 921 13,6
LOCAL, TOTAL: o o ¢ o « o o 5. o 139 272 37 206 26,7 28 089 755 4 404 11,8
COUNTIES: ¢ o o o« o s o o 5 o & 62 570 19 348 30.9 11 658 60,3 4 015 20.8
HMUNICIPALITIES: o « o &« o o' & 76 703 17 858 23.3 16 431 92.0 389 2.2
GEORGYA o & 2 ¢ o o 6.0 o 2 s ¢ o & 120 447 24 ‘124 20,0 12 757 52,9 3 229 13.4
STATE o o w s o ¢ o o s o o o4 s 70 695 8 982 12.7 2 740 30.5 767 8.3
LOCEL, TOTAL: o o s. 0 s s & o & & 39 723 15 141 30.5 10 047 66,2 2 463 16,3
COUNTIES, 4 w o « o o« o o ¢ o 19 910 a 034 40.4 3671 45,7 2 191 27.3
MUNICIPALITIES. o o v ¢ » o & « 29 842 7 107 23.8 6 345 89,3 272 3.8
RAWAIZs o 4 o o v o4 o 26 5 s o4 56 683 6 120 10,8 3 690 60,3 912 14,9
STATE ¢« v v o o o o o o ¢ o o o o B2 677 2 190 5.1 132 6.0 912 41,6
LOCELs TOTAL. v & 4 s ¢ « ¢ & o o I4 006 3 930 28,1 3 558 90.5 - -
COUNTIES. o o o o s o o 5 o & @ 2 980 1 015 34.0 848 a3, - -
MUNICIPALITIES: ' o o o s o o & I1 026 2 915 26.4 2 740 93,0 - -
IDAHO o o & & ¢« o v s 4 o5 s o o 25 295 4 110 16,2 2 335 56,8 620 15,1
STATE . « 0 e s e s s ey 16 328 1 633 9.9 571 35,0 340 20.8
LOCEL, TOTAL:s & ¢ « o 5 o« o o & & 8 748 2 477 28,2 1 764 1142 280 11,3
COUNTIES, o o 4.4 s o ¢ o' s o o 4 325 1 319 30.5 663 50.3 264 20,0
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o o o o @ 4443 1 158 26.4 1 102 95,1 16 1.4

See footnotes at.end of table.
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Table 5. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll, by State and type of government,
October 1978—Continued

(Doliar amounts in thousands)

Legal services and

Public defense

prosacution Corrections Other eriminal justice
State and type of government! P 5 ot
Cctober ercont o Getobor Percent of Fercent of Percent of
total eriminal total crimina1| - October October

payrall n total criminal total iminal
Justice systoem payroll Justice system payroll Justice system payroll j:‘szic‘;rs;s:zm
STATES-LOCAL: TOTAL [T 86 348 6,4 2 062 0.9 297 367 22,1 8 759 0.7
STAT . s et s 27 334 647 4 724 1,2 1179 654 a4, 2 4797 i,2
LOCAL, TOTAL. . e e v e e 59 014 6.3 7 337 0.8 117 713 12.6 3 963 0,4
COUNTIES: ¢ & ¢ o v » o & 38 713 11,3 6 824 2.0 90 290 26,3 2 739 0,8
MUNICIPALITIES, o o o o o 26 301 3.4 513 0.1 27 423 4,6 1 223 0.2
ALABAMA & 4 4 ¢ 4 ¢ v s ¢ s o0 4 o 772 5.0 8 0.1 3 362 21.7 63 0.4
STATE & 4 o o ¢ ¢ s o 0 o s 0 o 438 7.3 4 0.1 Z 097 35.4 59 1.0
LOCKL, TOTALs & & o o o o s ¢ & & 334 3.5 4 {7 1 266 13.3 o (2)
COUNTIES, « 4 4 o s o ¢ s s o & 242 7.5 2 0.1 1 050 32.4 [ 0.1
MUNICIPALITIES. . . | e s s e 92 1,5 2 (Z} 216 3.4 - -
ALASKE, « v o s o o o o0 o o s « 629 10.8 107 1.8 933 16.1 42 0.7
STATE 4 v o o 6 ¢ ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ 9 495 12,3 107 2.6 902 22.3 42 1,0
LOCAL, TOTALGs & o « o s « o s & & 134 7.6 - - 31 1.8 - -
BOROUGHS. o v v ¢ o o & o ¢ « & 20 17.6 - - - - - -
MUNICIPALITIES, « v 5 5 5 & » & i14 6,5 - - 33 1.8 - -
BRIZONBA o o « v « o 4 o « o ¢ o o o 1.410 7.9 291 1.6 3 573 20,0 45 0.2
STATE « s s 0 =2 o o 2 o o a8 s o & 290 6,2 - - 1 859 39,8 36 0,8
LOCEL, TOTALs « o 4 o o o o ¢ & & 1121 8.5 291 2.2 1714 13,0 9 0.1
COUNTIES: o o o & ¢ o ¢'¢ o o & a22 14,4 289 5.0 1 676 28,8 6 0.4
HONICIPALITIES, Ve s e s e 299 4,0 2 [¥4) 38 0,5 3 t2)
BRKANSAS. & o o o o s o s s o 2 4 & 326 5,6 35 0.6 1172 20,3 61 1.1
STATE 4 ¢ s o s 0 o s o o 8 o « & 58 2.9 - - 803 40.2 56 2.8
LOCAL) TOTALs « o v o o o o » & & 768 7.1 15 0.9 369 9.7 5 0.1
COUNTIES: o o o v o s o« o & & & 194 13,2 28 1.9 297 20.2 3 0.2
MUNICIPALITIES: v o 4 ¢ ¢ 0 4 T4 3.2 7 0.3 72 3.1 1 0.1
CALIFORNIA. & o & o 4 o o 2 o « 4 & 17 179 9.3 759 2.0 47 419 25.6 516 0,3
STATE “e e v s e e e 3 234 7.8 286 0.7 20 090 48,4 202 0.5
LOGAL, TOTAL. « o o o + s e N e 13 945 9.7 3 473 2.4 27 329 19.0 314 0,2
COUNTIES. o v o o o ¢ s « ¢ « & 11 107 13.8 3 338 4.1 26 143 32,5 213 0,3
HUNICIPALITIES. 4 4 « « s o 4 & 2 837 8,5 142 0.2 1 186 1.9 108 0.2
COLOREDO: 4 & ¢ s o o s v & & & a & { 412 8,3 242 1.4 3 724 21.9 104 0.6
STATE « v v v o o o« o o 0 5 & o & 274 4.4 242 3.9 2 781 44,7 53 0.9
LOCAL, TOTAL. & 4 & 5 4 4 5 » ¢ & 1 438 10.5 - - 940 8.7 56 0.5
COUNTIES, s o ¢ o s o « 0.4 & & 740 26.9 - - 554 20,0 45 1,6
MUNTCIPALITIES. & &+ o v o v o . 358 4.9 - - 389 4,8 5 0,1
CONNECTICUT & v « & o ¢ o u s v 4 786 4.7 210 1.3 3191 19,3 101 0.6
STATE o o 4 o 2 o o # ¢ o v v & & 618 7.9 2Y0 2.7 3 185 40,7 64 0.8
LLOCAL, TOTAL; I 168 1.9 - - 6 0.1 38 0.4
MUNICIPALITIES: . o v « o« v & o 168 1.9 - - -] 0.4 38 0.4
DELAWARES & o s « o s v+ « & ¢ o 189 4,5 56 143 1 004 24.0 58 1.2
STATE v v w's o o o ¢ 8 o« ¢ 4 o 137 4.8 56 2.0 1 ooy 35.3 48 1.7
LOCAL, TOTAL. & & v o 0 w s o » 52 3.9 - - - - b 0.1
COUNTIES, . C e v s d e 16 3.3 - - - - - -
MUNICIPALITIES. . . . s s e s 36 4.3 - - - - 1 0.2
st‘rR¥_CT OF COLUMBIA. v & « o » o & 451 2,9 185 1.2 5 437 35.1 35 0,2
L3 . - L] . L} - . . « L] - . - - - - - - - -
LOCAL, TOTALy & » + + v o v v ot 451 2.9 185 1.2 5 437 35,1 35 0.2
HONICIPALITIES. o o 0 o s 2 W & 451 2.9 185 1.2 5 437 35.1 35 0.2
FLORIOA o o o & o o o o 2 o ¢ vie » 3 339 5,7 1 206 2,1 14 209 24,2 505 0.9
STATE o v o 4 a o s o ¢ 2 2 o o « 2 594 12,1 1142 5.3 10 742 50,0 72 0.3
LOCALs TOTALY ¢ ¢ v v v ¢ ¢ ¢ « &« 748 2.0 64 0.2 3. 467 9.3 433 1,2
COUNTIES. « « o o # s s ¢ o o 353 1.8 60 0.3 2 875 14,9 386 2,0
MONICIPALITIES. + o o ¢ o » & & 395 2.2 Y (z) 594 3.3 4g 0.3
GEORGIA « 4 s v o o o 5 o o« o s o & 1 075 4,5 77 0.3 6 917 28.7 68 0,3
STATE « + W R 444 4.9 i7 0.2 4 976 55.4 39 0.4
LOCALs, TOTALW & o 2 o « ¢ ¢ & o » 63) 4,2 60 0.4 1 941 12.8 34 0.2
COUNTIES: o o o o o « o 5 s o o 508 6.3 47 0.6 1 598 19.9 19 042
MUNICIPALITIES, , o o o o o = & 124 1.7 T2 0.2 343 4,8 1t 0.2
AAMAIY: ¢ « ¢ 4 o o o s a n v o u & 479 7.8 T4 1.2 845 13.8 119 1.9
STATE o o v o o 2 s o o o 00 o & 170 7.8 ™ 3.4 784 35,8 118 5.4
LOCAL, TOTALL & o « o 0 « o o ¢ 306 7.9 - - (31 1.6 1 [%3)
COUNTIES. o o o 2 5 4 2 o o o & 104 10.3 - - 61 6,0 1 0.1
MUNICIPALITIES. o o 4 ¢ o o & 208 7.0 - - - - - -
IDAHO & o+ 'a o o ¢ o 2 o 4 6 9 ¢ oo 344 8.3 36 0.9 126 17.7 56 1.2
STATE 4 v o 6 ¢ o ¢ o 4 o 1.8 o & 124 7.4 - - 554 33.7 50 3.1
LOCALs TOTALe « o o o v o ¢ s o' 224 8.9 36 1.4 176 Tal - -
COUNTIES:  u v s o a ¢ o s o o 182 13.8 36 2.7 174 13,2 - -
MUNICIPALITIES: + v s o v s o's 39 3.4 - - 2 0.1 - -

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 5. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll, by State and type of government,
October 1978—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total criminal justico Folice protection Judieial
system
cent Percont
State and type of government® Octobezoz:;ron’ Pe:;ent Pa:t of
October payroll total October payroll total October payroll total
October Octobex Octoher
payroll payroll poyroll
ILLINOIS: & o ¢ ¢ o 5 5 o 2 6 o o & 270 071 77 323 28,6 50 880 65,8 8 731 11,3
STATE ¢ o a8 ¢ o a ¢ o8 2 s o4 112 383 18 111 16,4 5 836 32.2 3 406 18,8
LOCAL, TOTAL: 4 w e v o ¢ 4 o o & 157 488 59 213 37.6 45 044 6.1 5 325 9,0
COUNTIES: s s » o ¢ 3 5.8 s o o 31 o022 17 365 56,0 3 894 27.11 § 302 30,5
MONICIPALITIES, o o « o s s o & 136 646 41 848 33.0 41 149 843 23 0.1
INDIARA & o v ¢ 0« s ¢ s 0 s s o & 131 748 19 829 15,0 11 486 7.8 2 596 13,4
STATE o v o 0 2 ¢ o o & 2 s o o & 74 854 6 689 9.3 2 578 s 676 10.%
LOCAL, TOTALs & « o & 4 o« o ¢ & 59 oyu 13 140 21.9 8 908 67.8 1 920 14,6
COUNTIES, o o 4 « o o o # o o 4 23 430 4 182 17.8 1 309 31,3 1 379 13,0
MUNICIPALITIES: + « o o o o o & 36 514 8 958 24,5 7 599 84,8 541 640
TOWAw o o o o 0 2 ¢ 0 o ¢ s o s a4 84 187 11 725 13,9 6 441 54,9 1 758 15,0
STATE 4 « o 6 o o o s « o 50 & & 50 106 4 332 8.6 1 639 38,0 655 15.2
LOCALs TOTALY & o ¢ o ¢ o o o o & 34 081 7 413 21.8 4 802 64,8 1 100 14.8
COUNTIES. s o« « « ¢ « o s & .4 I4 707 3 473 23,6 1042 29.1 1 100 31,7
MUNICIPALITIES. 4 ¢ o s s o & » X9 374 3 940 20,3 3 790 96.2 - -
KAMSAS: o 4 4 w4 o6 o a2 0.0 o & & b4 902 9 762 15.0 5 242 53,7 1 568 16,1
STATE .« . e e s s e e s e 39 247 3 326 8.5 932 28.0 545 16.4
LOCAL, TOTALs + v & « o o v v o s 25 634 6 436 25,1 4 310 67,0 1 023 15,9
COUNTIES, o o s o 0a'sa o s o & , 8 686 2 675 30.8 874 32,7 894 33,3
MUNICIPALITIES, o o % o o s o o 16 969 3 761 22.2 3 436 914 132 3.5
KENTUCKY: & 4 « o o o v o s 0 v v & 81 147 13 820 17.0 7 879 57,0 2 152 15,6
STATE v v a8 o 's s 2 o« o o s o & 55 852 6 470 11.6 2 312 38,7 1 893 29,3
LOCALs TOTAL: & o o 5 o s o o ¢ & 35 294 7 350 29.4 5 568 75,8 260 3,5
COUNTIES: 4 o o o o o 6 & 3 o 7 371 3 15Y 42,7 1675 53,2 200 6.3
MUNICIPALITIES: » o o o s ¢ » & 17 923 4 199 23,4 3 893 92,7 60 1.4
LOUISTANA © & 4 « s v w s o o s & & 102 732 22 037 21,5 11 820 53,6 3 642 16.4
STATE o'u s s w o 5 2 a » o % .o « 62 026 8 721 14,1 3 350 38,4 1. 140 13,1
LOCALy TOTAL: & v o 4 2. v 4 s o & 4o 706 13 316 32.7 8 470 63,6 2 472 1846
PARISHES: o 4 ¢ o o o s o o .4 & 14 243 5 567 39.0 3 085 55,4 1 462 26.3
MUNICIPALITIES: o 4o 4 o o o & & 26 423 7 749 29.3 5 386 69,5 1 009 13.0
MAINE & 5 o o o o0 o 0 o 28 ¢ o & 35 026 3 956 11,3 2 384 60,3 479 12,1
STATE & 4 o ¢ o o ¢ s a2 0 s o & Is 507 1.927 11.7 617 32,0 418 21.7
LOCAL, TOTALs & s ¢ ¢ o s o o & « I8 519 2 029 11,0 1 766 87,0 61 3.0
COUNTIES, ¢ o ¢ + ¢ « « o & & & 599 4yx 73,6 202 45,9 60 13.6
MUNICIPALITIES. .+ o+ o o o oo . 17 920 1 588 8.9 1 564 9845 1 0.4
MARYLAND: ¢« o o ¢ o o o 2 4 s » o » 259 789 29 281 11.3 16 655 56,9 2 730 9.3
STATE o o o s 2 s o o s 0 s v s & 83 348 12 536 15,0 3 801 30,3 1 488 11,9
LOCALs TOTALe ¢ o ¢ 5 o o s o & & 176 44y 16 T46 9.5 12 853 7648 1. 244 7.4
COUNTIES: o u o o s o ¢ .5 s o » 131 874 9 236 7.0 6 843 74,1 821 849
MUNICIPALITIES: v 4 o s o o .+ & b4 847 7 510 16.9 6 010 80.0 423 5.6
MASSACHUSETTS ¢ 4. 6.0 s 2 o o ¢ « » 274 248 37 633 13,7 23 394 62,2 5 057 13.4
STATE ¢ 4 o o o s 0 & 5 o. 06 v o b2 381 9 298 14,9 2 891 31,1 1 182 12.7
LOCAL, TOTALs 2 s o o s o o o o 211 847 28 335 13.4 20 503 72.4 3 875 13.7
COUNTIESs s 4 o o o o o ¢ o o 735 5 259 111.1 50 1,0 2 540 48,3
MUNICIPALITIES. o 4 4 o o & o s 207 132 23 076 11.1 20 452 88,6 { 335 5.8
MICHIGAN: o ¢ o o s o o 0 o 5. s s 297 184 64 588 21,7 38 167 59.1 8 832 13.1
STATE 4 5 o o o 4 o 1 8 2 2 & o 152 243 17 471 11,5 6 525 37.4 1574 940
LOCELs TOTAL: « + o s 0 o 5 o o » 134 oy1 47 117 32.5 31 642 67.2 7 268 15.4
COUNTIES. ¢ o ¢ v o ¢ o o s & & 39 478 17 087 43,3 4 450 26.0 5 623 32.9
MONICIPALITIES: o o o o o o o 105 463 30 031 28.5 27 192 90.5 1638 5.5
MINNESOTA W 6 oo o o 0 o s o o 130 901 19 928 15.2 10 471 52.5 2 845 14,3
STATE « o & o o o « s o o v o o & 65 1718 5 356 . 1 512 2842 958 17.9
LOCAL, TOTAL: 4 s v o o o« o s & & 65 184 14 572 22,4 8 959 61.5 1 887 12,9
COUNTIES: ¢ o o o 4 s o 6 ¢ % 27 800 7 259 26,4 1 983 27.3 1 887 2640
MUNICIPALITIES: o & 4 o o o » & 37 384 b4 7 313 19.6 6 976 95,4 - -
MISSISSIPPY . . W he s s e e se s 55 319 6 903 12.5 4 320 62,6 888 12.9
STATE o 4 W o v s o o ¢ 5 o s°5 & 30 736 2 814 9.2 1 255 4y,6 334 11,9
LOCALs TOTALs ¢ o o o « o s o » % 24 543 4 089 16.6 3 065 750 554 13.5
COUNTIES, 4 o v ¢ o s o o o u s I ado 1524 12.8 710 46,6 455 29,9
MUNICIPALITIES. . » 5 v v o o . I2 703 2 566 20.2 2 355 91.8 98 3,8
MISSOURIW o s ¢ % o o o « o o s o o 112 549 24 349 21,6 15 294 62,8 3 543 14,6
STATE o 4 o 2 o s o o s o8 s o » 50 519 6 116 10.4 2 062 33, 1393 22.8
LOCAL, TOTAL. &+ + C s s e e 52 o049 18 232 35.0 13 232 7206 2 150 11.8
COUNTIES: o s o o s a°s 5 5 4 & To 703 4 964 46.4 1889 38,1 1 436 28,9
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o o & » & B1 347 13 269 32,1 11 343 85,5 Ti4 5.4
MONTARA & & 0 6 a0 v ¢ o o €0 o's 26 326 3 686 14,0 1 863 50,5 4ys 12,1
STATE o 4 v o 4 s e o ¢ 0 2 0 »a 17 029 1 471 8.6 382 26.0 136 9.3
LOCAL, TOTAL: & s o o « o o » o & 9 267 2 215 23,8 1 481 66,7 309 13.9
COUNTIES. w o oo s o o ¢ o o « 4 432 1240 28,0 618 49,9 257 20,7
MUNICIPALITIES: & o a'a o'0 o & 20.0 863 88,4 52 5.3

4 865 975

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 5. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll, by State and type of government,
October 1978—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Ioun;r:::\é‘i;:::nnnd Public defonse Corrections Other criminal justice
State and type of government®

Porcent of Porcont of Percent of Percent of
;’:;::;; totnl criminal O:f:::; tatal criminal Octoh;; total criminal °°t°b§; total criminal
Justice systom pay Justice aystem payro Justice system payre Justice system
TLLINDIS, & o 5w o o & a0 e, 3 780 4.9 1 1oe 1.4 12 303 15,9 8521 0,7
STATE « . & R aus 4.7 134 0.7 T 485 44,3 408 2,2
LOCAL, TOTALs o & o o ¢ o o 5 o , 2 934 5.0 975 1.6 4 818 8.1 17 0,2
COUNTIES, R 2 345 13.5 975 L1 ] 5 807 27.7 L1 0,2
HUNICIPALIT!ES. LR TS T TR 589 1.4 - - 14 (2} 76 0,2
INDIANA o 0 o 0 6 0 o 0 s 0 0 0 s, 1 242 4,1 164 0.8 4 230 21,3 146 0.7
STATE . . P T T N TR SRR ys7 6.8 81 0.8 2 8%% 42,7 72 1,1
LOCRL; TOTAL- s e e v e, 78% 8.7 113 0.9 1 315 10,5 68 0,5
UNTIE P R T S T TR 435 16,9 112 2.7 900 21.3 27 0.6
HUNICIFAL!TXES. R 304 3.5 - (2} 475 5,3 42 0,5
IOWAe¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢t 6 2 o 0 0 ¢ 4 0. 729 6,2 60 0,5 2 677 22,8 63 0,5
STATE « o v o o 5 s 6 8 2 ¢ 58 5 4 195 4.5 - - 1 795 8.6 28 0.6
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4w 5 o 4 ¢ v 0 4 « & 534 Te2 60 0.8 881 11.9 35 0.5
COUNTIESs & s s o « o o 2 s & , 427 12.3 60 1.7 840 24,2 35 1,0
MUNICYPALITIES: o o s o 0 o 4 o 107 2.7 - - 42 1.4 - -
KANSAS, LI T S S S S S 689 Te4 23 0.2 213% 21,9 108 1,1
STATE P NI 200 4,0 21 046 1 602 48,2 27 0,8
LOCAL, TOTAL. R S A 490 7.6 3 (2) 533 8,3 78 1.2
COUNTYES: o o ¢ o« 5 o o o & o o 344 12.9 - (2) 496 18,5 7% 2,6
MUNICIPALITIES: &« 4 o 4 o o 4 & 145 3.8 2 0.1 36 1.0 9 0.2
KENTUCKY: & o 0 o s 0 0 0 0 & 0 4 639 4,6 83 0.6 2 709 19.6 387 2,6
TATE o 0 s 0 ¢ o o o 6 0 % o & & 328 5.0 81 1.3 1 629 25,2 230 3.6
LOCAL, TOTALs 4 o » 4 4 s & s & & 314 4.3 i t2) 1 080 14,7 127 1,7
COUNTIES: 4 4 o o o 4.0 4 ¢ 4 & F1-3) 7.0 i {2) Ul 29.9 112 3,5
HONICIPALITIES. o o 4 « 4 ¢ » o 92 2.2 - - 139 3.3 16 0.4
LOUISIANA & & v s & 4 a v o v v o & 1 2084 5.5 88 0.4 5 182 23,8 13y 046
BTATE o o s o ¢ 2 % ¢ v ¢ v ¢ o & 538 5.9 14 0.2 3 636 41,7 43 0,7
LOCAL, TOTALs w ¢ & o % o o o & & 687 8.2 73 0.4 1 846 I1.6 67 0,8
PARISHES. o o 4.5 5 5 5 s'¢ 5 » 24 £.8 22 0.4 663 1149 it 0.2
MUNICIPALITIES. T TR RN 363 4.7 52 0.7 883 1.4 57 0,7
MAINE o o v 0 6 0 o 0 o s 0 0 s o 220 5.6 - - 849 21.5 23 0.6
STATE o v v 0 & o o o' o o 4 o & 169 8.8 - - 699 36.3 23 1.2
LOCALs TOTAL, v o o 4 o s o ¢ o @ 52 2.6 - - 150 7,4 - -
COUNTIES, o o o o » ¢ 0 v ¢ o o 29 6.5 - - 150 34.4 - -
MUNIGIPALITIES. 4 4 o o 4 v o 4 23 1.4 - - - - - 4
MARYLANDY 4 v o 4 o o o o o o s o & 1 428 4.9 426 1.5 T 800 2646 245 0.8
TATE & [ T 220 1.8 426 3.4 6 392 51,0 216 1.7
LOCAL, TOTALG & s o o 4 o0 s 4 & 1 208 7.2 - - 1 408 8,4 35 0,2
COUNTIES. R 760 B.2 - - 797 8.6 15 0,2
MUN!CI"AL!TIES. T R A S 445 5.9 - - 614 8.1 21 043
MASSACHUSETTS o o o v v o o s o s & 1 364 3.6 2f2 046 T 366 19.6 244 0.6
STATE & 4 & T S 712 7.7 182 2,0 4 220 45,4 114 1,2
LocaL, TO\’AL. P S N 652 2.3 30 04l 3 146 1.4 136 0,5
COUNTIES, o u o v o o o 8 .0 & 197 3.8 30 0.6 2 428 6.2 13 0.3
MUNICIPALITIES: « ¢ 4 ¢ ¢ ¢ « « K454 2.0 - - 718 344 17 0.%
UICHIGANG o 4w o 4 s ¢ ¢ s a0 s o & 3 249 5.0 139 0.2 14 o054 21.8 147 0.2
STATE . , L S T S 782 4.8 &9 0.4 8 435 48,3 89 0.5
LOCAL, TOTAL- R 2 467 5.2 70 0.4 5 619 11,9 58 Q.1
COUNTIES, v w o « o 4 ¢ 5 # 2 » t 926 11.3 &9 o4 & 979 29,1 39 0.2
MUNICIPALITIES: « o 4 & o R 540 1.8 1 (Z} 640 244 19 0.1
MINNESOTA o v 4 v o o s ¢ 2 0 o s o 1 708 8.6 299 1.5 & 492 22,5 I3 0.6
STATE o o 6 4.4 5 6 o v o o 8 s 375 7.0 32 0.6 2 397 44,7 83 1.5
LOCELs, TOTALs & o 4 % o o o o o & 1 333 9.1 267 1.8 2 096 14,4 31 0.2
COUNTIES: o a0 o o 4 s o » & o 1 ol9 14,0 267 3.7 2 079 28,6 23 0,3
HUNICIPALITIES. LI S S 354 4.3 - - 16 0.2 7 0.1
MISSISSIPPY v ¢ v v ¢ ¢ « ¢ ¢ o « s 318 4.6 Is 0.2 1 301 Is.8 61 0,9
STATE T 196 7.0 - - 982 34,9 4s 1.7
LOCKL. TOTAL. P T 122 3.0 I5 0.4 318 7.8 14 0.3
COUNTIES, 4 o o o o o o o o o« « 79 5.2 T4 0.9 252 16,5 13 0.9
HUNIC!PALITIES. R 43 1.7 2 0,8 66 2.6 b [¥4)
MISSOURIL v v ¢ v o o b a's o4 o 1175 8.8 127 0,5 4 126 1s.9 a3 0.3
STATE ¢ o « ¢ o o o ¢ 4 2 2 2 o & 163 2.7 127 243 2 339 3.2 32 0.5
LOCAL, TOTALs & s o i 4 o s & o 4 1 013 B.6 - (2) 1 787 9,8 81 0.3
COUNTIES, o o .0 o « o é o & o o 585 1.8 - (2) 1 036 20,9 17 0,3
HUNICIPALITIES. e a e w ey 427 3.2 - (Z) 751 5,7 p 1 0,3
HONTARA « 5 ¢ o o o o s s w & P 277 7.5 I 0.3 1 057 27,6 4 2,0
SATE'A.I-!DAIQ"Q‘ 79 5.4 - - 813 55,3 60 “0‘
LOCAL, TOTAL: & o o » o & » » & & 197 8.9 Io 0.4 204 9.2 4 0,6
COUNTIES: o « o o 0 o o s v o 158 12.7 1o 0.8 188 15,2 9 0,7
MUNICIPALITIES. D R 39 4.0 - - 16 1.6 [} 0,6

See footnotes at end of tablae.
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Table 5. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll, by State and type of government,

October 1978—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total °"$:’t‘:; Justice Policé protection Judicial
1 Total Percent; Percent Percent
State nnd type of government October payroll® of of of
October payroll total October payroll total Ootober payroll total
October October October
payroll payroll poyroll
»
REBRASKAY 4 o o s o ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢ 5 o & 38289 6 575 17.2 3 M4y 56,9 986 15,0
STATE o 4 o s 6 o ¢ 5.0 ¢ o ¢ o4 I8 238 2 3 13.0 ‘185 31,0 583 24,9
LOCAL, TOTAL. w i v s s « 5 o o 20 021 4 199 21,0 2 957 70,4 404 9.6
COUNTIES: v 4 v ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ « s s 7 0%2 1 576 22.4 631 40,4 288 18,3
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o s 5 » « & « 12 990 2 622 20.2 2 326 88,7 115 4,4
NEVADE. « o o s o 5 o a s o o 5 & » 31 982 & 665 20.8 3 135 50.0 780 11,7
STATE o o o o o0 ¢ ¢ o 2 0 o0 s o 15 015 1 68y 11,2 413 24,5 140 8,3
LOCALs TOTALe v o ¢ o o o o » & 16 966 4 98Y 29.4 2 922 58,7 640 12.8
COUNTIES. & « s s s o ¢'¢ s o & I1 138 3 52% 31,7 1 822 51,7 486 13.8
MUNICIPALITIES, &+ & 5 o« ¢ o = 5 831 1 H57 25,90 1 100 75.5 154 10,5
REW HAMPSHIRE 4 & ¢ & 4 « 4 o s & & 27 387 3 568 13,0 2 207 61.9 373 10,4
STATE « v o o a0 o 8 2 o 3 1 ¢ & I4 561 1 339 9.2 478 35,7 147 11.0
LOCEL, TOTAL. « 4 « o & s 5 o » & Y2 826 2 229 17.4 1729 77,8 226 10.1
COUNTIES, o v s o s s » 5 o w & 1 285 424 33.0 105 au,7 121 28,5
HUNICIPALITIES: & o o o« s » 4 & 11 541 1 806 15,6 1 625 90,0 105 5.8
REW JERSEY. & « o s o 6 & o o 54 » 269 314 59 373 22.¢ 35 072 59,1 *7 323 12.3
STATE ¢ v v s o5 o« ¢ o s 2 o & o 4 854 13 376 14,1 4 710 35,2 1 B74 11.8
LOCAL, TOTAL: 4 o o s o o s o' 4 & 174 460 45 997 26,4 30 362 66,0 5 749 12,5
COUNTIES: 4 o o o o o s 0 s » & 57 189 15 582 27.2 1 838 1.8 4 457 28,6
MUNICIPALITIES, v v w v s o & & 137 272 30 418 25,9 28 524 93,8 1292 4,2
NEW MEXICO. & o o o o o o0 s o » & 31 494 6 217 15,0 3474 55,4 887 14,3
STATE o o a4 o o o s 2 o ¢ 2 4 & 29 113 3 109 10.7 9661 , 35,1 707 22,8
LOCAL, TOTAL.. v o & & o' ¢ o o « o 12 382 3 108 25,1 2 503 80,5 180 5.8
COUNTIES: W « v o o o o 2 4 » & 2 674 709 26,5 521 73,6 34 4,8
MUNICIPALITIES: o o ¢ s o o & & 9 707 2 400 24.7 1 982 83,6 146 6.1
NEW YORKse o o o o 2 v s s » o s o & 767 172 176 328 23,0 108 447, 61,5 19 781 11,2
STATE o o 4 v s o o ¢ o o o3 o 4 147 785 51 066 30,4 8 956 17.5 17 714 34,7
LOCAL, TOTAL: & o o 4 4 o o o o & 599 347 125 262 20.9 99 491 79.4 2 067 1.6
COUNTIES: & o s 5 ¢ 5 o o' ¢ = & 33 581 27 090 80,7 16 432 60,7 3 2.7
MUNICIPALITIES. v 4 o v s o » 565 837 98 171 17,3 83 059 84,6 1 323 1,3
RORTH CAROLINA, . & & 4 4 v ¢ ¢ « & 256 2%9 24 702 9.6 12 046 48,8 2 914 11.8
STATE & 4 4 ¢ s 2 0 50 o ¢ o o & 88 187 13 772 15,6 2 577 18,7 2. 497 18,1
LOCALs TOTALW o o ¢ s o « ¢ o o .4 168 072 10 930 6.5 9 469 Bb.6 415 3.8
COUNTIES: ¢ « o o s s o % ¢ o « 137 641 3 745 2.7 2 405 64,2 415 11,1
MUNICIPALITIES, &« 4 o4 o 5 4 o & 30 432 7 186 23,6 7 064 9843 - -
NORTH DAKOTA: o w o & s o o« 4 s ¢ & 19 100 2 262 11.8 1 279 5645 381 16.8
STATE o o a0 0o « 5 5 5 4 5 & & I3 259 751 a7, 237 31,6 130 17.3
LOCAL, TOTAL. « o 4 o o ¢ .0 o & & 5882 1 510 25.7 1 o041 69,0 251 16,6
COUNTIES. o w o o« o 2 o o 8 4 & 2 340 665 27.9, 254 38,3 218 32,8
MUNICIPALITIES: « 4 « o 4 « & « 3 504 845 24,4 787 93,1 33 3.9
OHID: « o o « & « o 8 a &« o 4 o v s 264 250 55 172 2G.9 28 822 52,2 8 583 1546
STATE o & e o 4 0 « s o s b s o & 113 915 15 035 13,2 3 751 24,9 1 338 8,9
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 » o o o « % 5 4 150 334 4o 136 26.7 25 072 62,5 7 245 18.1
COUNTIES. 4 u o 5 o o o % o 4 & 50 682 14 389 28.4 3 453 24,0 5 083 35.3
MUNICIPALITIES. v v o 4 v o 4 & 99 652 25 748 25,8 21 619 84,0 2 162 8.4
OKLAHOMAY w' w6 4w 6 4 0 4 o & o 4 & 77 044 11 589 15.0 6766 58,8 1 528 13.2
STATE ¢ & « & 2 ¢ < s & o 8 o s o 37 139 5.090 10.8 1 813 35.6 738 14,3
LOCAL, TOTAL. v s 4 s a o s.8 & 29 875 6 499 21,8 4 954 76,2 790 12,2
COUNTIES. v o o s & o o s ¢ » » & DUY 1 459 24,1 426 29,2 571 39,2
MUNICIPALITIES: v o 4 4 v o 4 23 a3l 5 040 21,1 4 528 89,8 218 4,3
OREGON: « v 4 ¢ 4 o o s o o % s o 80 586 15 419 19.1 8 110 E2,6 1 924 12.5
STATE 4 w 4 ¢ o o & % 4 o v s 4 o 48 348 5 595 11,6 1 aso 3306 611 10,9
LOCAL, TOTAL: 4w o v ¢ & o s 4 & 32 218 g 824 30.5 6 231 63.4 i 313 13.4
COUNTIES, 4 & o s o a e v o 4 a 15 386 5 436 35,4 2 108 38,8 1199 22.0
MUNICIPALITIES: o 2 o o v o 4 & I6 883 4 388 26.0 4 123 9y,0 114 2.6
PENNSYLVANIAL v v v v o v o v 0 o & 270 573 65 684 24,3 39 569 60,2 9 686 14,7
STATE o o s 0« /% o 4 o 5 o o & 137 484 17 822 13.0 8 264 46,4 2 389 13.4
LOCAL, TOTAL4 o 2 v v o ¢ ¢ ¢ 4 & 133 119 47 862 36,0 31 305 65,4 7 298 15,2
COUNTIES, 4 o o v ¢ v o« ¢ « o & 35 305 10 928 31.0 1 258 11.5 4182 38,3
MUNICIPALITIES, , v ., 4 o s . W 97 814 36 934 .8 30 047 81,0 3 116 8.4
RHODE ISLANDY v v o v vy 0 o o 4 W 19 9aY4 5 635 11.3 3 356 59.6 767 13,6
STATE & o o't v @ % o s 0 v s o 20 885 2 803 13.4 604 21,8 745 26.6
LOCAL, TOTALs & o v o & o 5 o o & 29. 099 2 832 9.7 2 755 97.3 23 0.8
MUNIGIPALITIES: o v 0 ¢ 5 0 o . 29 447 2 832 9.6 2 755 9743 23 0.8
SOUTH CAROLINA: & v 4 o v o o o 4 o 80 636 11 774 14,6 6 450 54,8 1,474 12,5
STATE & o v o st o o & o ¢ o o 55 058 5 478 9.9 1892 34,5 493 9.0
LOCAL, TOTAL, o ¢ o s o s 5 o ¢ » 25 578 6 297 24,6 4 558 72.4 980 15.6
COUNTIES, 4 o ¢ 4 & o« o a o « & I5 189 3 272 21.5 1699 51,9 892 27.3
MUNICIPALITIES. o v 4 v s & & & 10 390 3 024 29.1 2 859 94,5 89 2,9

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 5. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll, by State and type of government,
October 1978—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Legal gervices and

prosecution Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice

Gtate and typo of government?® Perceit of Percent of Porcent of Percont of

cent o ercent o reent o
gz::g; total eriminal o?:z;i total criminal Octobii total criminal Dcwbi; total erimingl
Jusatice system pay Justice gystem payro Justice systenm payro Justice system

REBRASKA. o o o o ¢ s o o s o o 4 & 495 7.5 76 1.2 1 245 18.9 32 0,5
STATE v 6 v v 6 & o 0 0 o 6 o o'y 76 1.2 - - 906 38.1 26 1,1
LOCALs TOTAL: W v « 2 o o« & o & 419 10.0 76 1.8 328 8.1 6 0.1
COUNTIES: ¢« w o o « o s o s , , 294 18.7 76 4.8 287 18.2 - -
MUNICIPALITIESe & o & 4 & » o & 124 4,7 - - 52 2.0 [ 0.2
NEVADA: v o o ¢ o o ¢ 0 o v o s & & 627 9.4 129 1.9 1 743 26.2 51 0.8
STATE o 4 6 0 a0 o & o 0 o o 4 4 130 7.7 16 1.0 967 37.5 18 Ll
LOCAL, TOTAL: + v v v v v v v ot 498 10.0 113 2.3 776 15.6 33 0,7
COUMTIES, @ o o o 4 4 o s 5 o & 380 10.8 113 3.2 690 19.6 33 0.9
MUNICIPALITIES. PO T 118 8.1 - - 85 5.9 - -

NEW HAMPSHIRE [ 147 hai - - 795 22.3 4e 1.3
STATE e e e e e s e 82 6.1 - - 592 4y,3 46 3,0
LOCAL, ‘TOTAL. + + © & s oh 3 e s 65 2.9 - - 203 9.4 6 0.3
COUNTIES, 4 4 » 4 5 o ¢ ¢ ¢ 4 « 35 8.2 - - 164 38,6 - -
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 o o 0 o o' 4 & 30 1.7 - - 39 2.2 & 0.3

NEW JERSEYe 4 o o v 4 0 o s w 4 & & 4491 7.6 869 1.5 11 357 19.4 260 0.4
STATE . . s b s e e e e 1112 8.3 854 bl 5 046 3747 80 0.6
LOCAL, TGTAL. i v e s e e e 3 380 T3 is tZ} & 318 13.7 18¢ 0.4
COUNTIES: o v o o o o o o » a W 2 873 18.4 2 (2) 6 297 40.4 116 0.7
MONICIPALITIES, 4 + v 4 o o o « 507 1.7 I3 tZ) 14 (2} 65 0.2

NEW MEXICO. 4 & & o 4 v o o o 1 & & 582 9.4 92 1.5 1 114 17.9 70 1.4
STATE o 4 o v o o o 5 o o ¢ & o o 493 15.9 a8 2.8 827 26.6 25 0.8
LOCALS, TOTALs « « s » o o « ¢ « & 89 2.9 4 0.4 287 9.2 45 1.5
CDUNTIES, © 8 e b oaa ts o4 ] 0.9 - - 109 15.3 39 5.4
MUNTCIPALITIES. - . e 83 3.5 4 0.2 178 7.4 [ 0.3
REW YORK. v 4 ¢ o o v s o o o o 4 & 11 502 6.5 264 0.1 35 104 19,9 1 232 0,7
STATE 4 v o s 6 % 4 6 0 s o o o & 3 234 6.3 I3 12) 20 196 39.5 952 1.9
LOCAL, TOTAL. & o & o o 2 s ¢ 4 W 8 268 6.6 250 0.2 14 906 11,9 280 0.2
COUNTIES, o 4w v o w4 o o o & & 2 728 10.1 250 0.9 6 779 25.0 158 0.6
MUNICIPALIT!ES. D 5 540 5.6 - - 8 127 8,3 L2z 0.1
RORTH CAROLINA, & + v » v 4 4 « v & 1 849 6.2 91 Ol 7 938 3241 196 0.8
STATE , . . s e v e e e e 1 327 9.6 87 0.6 T 173 52,3 iy 0.8
LOGAL, TOTAL & .+ . . e e e e v 192 1.8 4 {2y 765 7,0 85 0.8
COUNTIES, & 4 o 2 o « o o o & 4 78 2,4 4 0.t 762 20.4 a1 2.2
MUNICIPALITIES, . o v v 4 o o & 114 1.6 - - 3 () 5 0.4
RORTH DAKOTA. « o o &« v o « & & » o 190 8.4 - - 394 17.4 19 0.8
STATE ‘o « s 6 i » o s s 2 5 2 « & 65 8.6 - - 301 40,1 15 2,5
LOCAL, TOTALe w v ¢ v o o o s o 4 125 8.3 - - 93 6.4 - -
COUNTIESY o o v o o & o s 4 o o 108 16.3 - - 84 12,7 - -
MUNICIPALITIES: & o a 4 s » & 4 17 2.0 - - 8 1.0 - -
DHIDe 6 o oo « w0 272 » ¢ 2 & o & 3 291 6.0 299 0.5 13 440 24.4 736 1.3
STATE o ¢ o o o s « 5 o o o 4.0 o L3 6.3 61 0.4 8 763 58,3 182 1.2
LOCAL, TOTALs « v w o 4w & 5 % » 4 2 349 5,9 238 0.6 4 677 11,7 554 1.4
COUNTIES: & u ¢ a o o w o 4 o 1 390 9.7 203 1.4 3 892 27.0 368 2,6
MUNICIPALITIES. v v o & o o 4 o 989 3.7 35 0.3 785 3.4 184 0,7
OKLAHOMAL & & v v v v 4 m & ¢ 4 4 & 853 Tolt 44 0.4 2 353 20,3 46 0.4
STATE o ¢ v ¢ & « ¢ ¢ e 6 % 4 o 643 12.6 - - 1 853 36,4 43 0,8
LOCAL, TOTAL. v & v o o & ¢ v 5 210 3.2 44 0.7 500 7.7 3 (2)
COUNTIES, o o o o o« o o o v o o 35 2:4 41 2.8 386 26.5 - -
MUNICIPALITIES. o o v 4 o 3 » » 175 3.5 X 0.l 114 243 3 0,1
OREGORs v s o o o o & a & 5 o « o & 1 522 9.9 65 0.4 3 728 24,2 71 0,5
STATE & v o v o ¢ 0 4 a v s v « W 678 12.1 23 0.4 2 356 42,1 48 0.9
LOCAL, TOTAL: « ¢ ¢ <« o s 6. v o & 844 8.6 a2 04 1 372 I4.0 23 0,2
COUNTIES. & o s 0 5 4 4 o » o 714 13.4 42 0.8 1 362 25.1 15 0,3
MUNICIPALITIES: v o o 4 o o o , 133 3.0 - - 10 0.2 8 0.2
PENNSYLVANIA. L e 2 837 4.3 498 0.8 i2 757 I9.4 337 0.5
STAT [ T 424 2.4 - - 6 434 36,1 311 1.7
LOCAL, TOTAL: . S h e e ose 2 413 5.0 498 1.0 6 323 13,2 26 0.4
COUNTIES. '+ 4 ¢ o 4 6 s 5 5 o s 1 359 12.4 498 4.6 3 61t 33.0 19 0.2
MUNICIPALITIESS & 4 o v o 4 o 1 053 2.9 - - 2 T2 T3 7 (Z}
RHODE ISLAND. o v s o % w v o v & 222 3.9 61 1.3 1 194 21.2 34 0,6
STATE & w v ¢ s a4 4 5 4 u « s o 4 168 6.0 64 2.2 1194 42,6 34 1.2
LOCAL, TOTAL. o o o v o o o & o » 54 1.9 - - - (4] - (2}
MUNICIPALITIES: v v % w. e o4 . 84 1.9 - - - ¥4} - (Z)
SOUTH CAROLINAG v v o % 4w s o & & 547 4.6 35 0.3 3 209 27.3 59 0.5
STATE « o o ¢ 2 4 o v o o o ¢ o' & 3ou 5.6 - - 2 740 50,0 48 0.9
LOCAL, TOTALa 0 & o v % w o o o & 243 3,9 35 0.6 470 Te5 11 0,2
COUNTIESY ¢« & & v s « 5 o o & 211 6.4 35 1,1 429 3.1 7 0.2
MUNICIPALITIES. . + o 2 o v s & 32 148 - - 41 1.4 3 0.1

See footnotes at end of table,
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Table 5. ‘Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll, by State and type of governiment,

October 1978—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands) ;

Total criminal justice

system Tolice protection Judicial

Total Percent Percent Porcent

State and type of government’ October payrol1? of of total of total
October payroll total October payrell criminal October payroll criminal

QOctober Justice Justice

payroll system system

SOUTH DAKOTA, ¢ v « o ¢ o ¢ ¢+ & s & I8 782 2 478 13,2 1 331 53,8 398 16,1
STATE 4 4 o % o o s ¢ o« 2 ¢ s o & Y2 822 1 278 10.0 349 2743 396 31.0
LOCAL, TOTALe « o o o & o o & o 4 5 940 195 20.4 982 B2,X 2 0.2
COUNTIES, 4 & o 5 v & o o o o & 1 985 428 21.9 241 56.3 2 0.5
MUNICIPALITIES: o« o & o o ¢ o 3 985 768 19.3 740 94,8 - -
TENNESSEE o o s o o o ¢ 4 2 0 2 & & 173 146 18 619 10.8 10 212 54,8 2 852 15,%
SBTATE o 6wt « o ¢ ¢ 2 s 2 &4 & B8 323 6 083 12.6 1 569 25.8 774 12,7
LOCAL, TOTAL, & o & ¢ & o o 4 o4 124 8p2 12 537 10,0 8 643 68,9 2082 16.6
COUNTIES: 4 « o o o o 4 5 & & & 86 876 4 177 8.9 1 536 3648 1 545 37.0
MUNICIPALITIES: o « o % » v » o 77 946 8 360 10,7 7 107 85,0 537 6.4
TEXAS ¢ o o o s » ¢ o 6 o v 6 v o' 4 3Y0 023 58 867 19,0 35 472 60,3 8 692 14,8
STATE ¢ « o » 2 5 o & o 4 o 4.0 4 151 689 12 713 7.9 5 208 4y,0 1 383 10,9
LOCAL, TOTAL: 4 s o o 2 » 50 5 » » 148 364 46 153 31.4 30 264 65,4 7 309 15,8
COUNTIES: v « a o & o & o s & & 30 284 17 541 37.9 3 084 2247 6 217 35.4
MUNICIPALITIES: o o 2 « o v o & 118 o080 28 613 24,2 26 283 91.9 1 092 3.8
UTAH: « ¢ o o € s 8 o % o o o 0 o 4 9y 857 6 551 15,7 3.999 61,0 728 1101
STATE @ 4 ¢ 6 o 4 o % 2 » ¢ ¢ 8 & 28 389 2 532 8.8 957 38,1 358 14,3
LOCALs TOTAL: o o o o o o » o « I3 068 4 040 30.0 3 042 5.3 370 9,2
COUNTIES. & o v ¢ v o o & o & & & 182 1 618 26,2 861 53,2 225 13,9
MONICIPALITIES: o v ¢ o & o & o 7 286 2 422 33.2 2 182 90,1 145 6,0
VERMONT « 4 o v o & = o ¢ 2 ¢ 5 o & t4& 090 2 097 14,9 1 118 53,3 264 12,6
.. e e v ek s e s 10 976 1-487 13,5 537 3641 248 16,3
LOCAL, TOTALy « v « « s « ¢+ ¢ « « 3 114 610 19,46 581 95,2 22 3.6
COUNTIES: 4 o o « o 04 # 5 & & 37 35 94,6 11 30,0 22 62.2
MUNICIPALITIES, o ¢ % 4 o o » & 3 077 575 18,7 570 89,2 - -
VIRGINIAG v o o 4 ¢ ¢ ¢ o o ¢ 5 o & 270 047 26 496 9.8 13 060 49,3 2 970 11,2
STATE « v o o o v o o sa s 0 2 4 97 375 11 496 11.8 2 721 21, 2 026 17,6
LOCAL, TOTALY 4 o « ¢ o o s .5 » o 172 471 15 00l 8,7 10 339 68.9 944 6,3
COUNTIES, ¢ v v v o ¢ o o = & , 100 138 6 731 6.7 4 429 65,8 536 8,0
MUNICIPALITIES. + ¢ ¢ o o.0 o & 72 %33 8270 11.4 5 940 1.5 408 4.9
WASHIRGTON. & 4 o o o » 2 o & & & 134 093 22 173 17.9 11 &8s 53,6 2 528 11,4
STATE o 4 6 s o o 5 8 o o 0 0.4 & 74 .72 7 236 9.7 2 498 34,4 529 7.3
LOCAL) TOTAL. 4 « s o .0 o o o & ' 49 343 14 937 30,3 9 397 6249 1 999 3.4
COUNTIESs o o o o 5 2 s ¢ o & 4 15 262 7 851 49,5 2 884 38,2 1.663 22,0
MUNICIPALITIES, 4 . 4 & 5 o o « 34 102 7 387 21.7 6 513 88,2 338 4.3
WEST VIRGINIA o & o s ¢ o o s o o+ 4 48 738 5 837 12.0 3.293 5648 1 028 176
STATE « ¢ v s o 5 5 ¢ ¢ o s o 0 & 36 084 2 800 748 1.120 40,0 702 25,1
LOCAL, TOTALe « ¢ 2 & o o o ¢ » & 12 654 3 037 24,0 2172 7145 326 10.7
COUNTIES: s o o o s o 4 o 0 o & 4 378 1413 32,2 607 43,1 293 20,8
MUNICIPALITIES, & o o o v o o & 8 276 1 626 19.6 1 565 9642 33 2,0
WISCORSIN 4 v s o' o o s o 2 o o & 4 170 902 24 85y 14,5 14 636 58,9 2 47 11,1
STATE v s o s o s o 2 s o o o o & 67 007 T 197 10,7 1 218 16,9 1 049 14,6
LOCALs TOTAL: & ¢ « o « s s o o 4 133 895 17 654 17.0 13 418 74.0 1 698 9.8
COUNTIES: &« v » o o o o o o0 & 35 823 6 804 19.0 3 018 44,3 1 604 23,6
MUNICIPALITIES: '« « o « ¢ ¢ « o 48 072 10 849 15.9 10 400 95,5 94 0,9
WYOMING & 4 ¢ o = o o o o o ¢ s & & 15 7172 2 336 14,8 1 444 60,5 271 11.8
STATE o s 6 2 o 2 o 5 a's o ¢ » & 9 840 864 8,8 324 37,5 125 14,5
LOCAL, TOTAL, & o & « s 2 o s « , 5 932 1 473 24,8 1 094 T4e1 151 10,3
COUNTIES: o o o o s o « o o s 4 3 o086 658 21.3 346 52.6 118 17.9
MUNICIPALITIES. ¢ o o o ¢ o o & 2 846 815 23,6 45 91,58 24 4.1

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 5. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll, by State and type of government,
October 1978—Continued |

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

|
. 1
Mbn;,z::i::zn“d Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice ‘j
State and type of government? |
Porcent. of Percent of FPerdent of Percent of
g::’:gi; total criminal g:‘;ﬂi; total eriminal O:”bi; total criminal Osto:g total .criminal
Justice system Justice system payro justice system payr justice system
|
SOUTH DAKOTA. & « v s o o o o s o o 254 10.3 9 0.4 467 18.9 15 0.6 1
BTATE v v o 4 4 5 « ¢ o s s s o 124 9.7 - - 395 30,9 15 1.4 |
LOCAL, TOTALY 4 « o s % & o o o & 130) 10,9 9 0.7 73 6.1 - - |
COUNTIES: s o o « o o « o o o o 106 24,7 9 2.4 70 16.3 - - |
MUNICIPALITIES, o « o v ¢ o 4 24 3.1 - - 3 0.4 - - |
TENNESSEE « 2 o o s o oo o o s o & 959 5.2 147 0.8 4 386 23,6 64 0.3 |
STATE & 4 s & o o o 5.8 ¢ o 4 o & 735 12,4 48 0.8 2 925 i,y 36 0.6 |
LOCAL, TOTALW « 4 o & o o o s & o 224 1.8 99 0.8 1 461 1.7 28 0,2 <
COUNTIES. « « o o s o » o s o o a5 2.0 61 1.5 935 22.4 16 0,4 |
MUNICIPALITIESY o « o o o s o » 140 1.7 38 0.5 526 6,3 12 0.! |
TEXAS & & o w s o s % o a0 o v s 4 4031 6.8 Is (¥4] 10 140 I7.2 514 0.9 |
STATE « w 4 o o 6 4 « o a6 % o & 851 6.7 - - 5 088 30,0 183 1.4 |
LOCAL, TOTALy & ¢ « o ¢ « s s & & 3 180 6.9 {8 (Z) 5 052 10.9 331 0.7 |
COUNTIES. & o o o o o s 3 5 o o 2 429 13,8 18 04l 4 591 26,2 308 1.7 |
MUNICIPALITIES. &+ « 4 o » o . . 751 2.6 - - 461 1.6 26 0.1 |
UTAH, o o v i s o v o 0 @ 0 0 s 0w s 527 8.0 4 0.1 1270 19.4 23 0.3 |
STATE o 4 4 s o 0 s ¢ o 5 8 o » o 185 6.2 - - 1 028 40,7 26 0,8 .;
LOCALY TOTALs « o o » 5 o » o4 & 372 9.2 ) 0.4 249 642 2 0.1 |
COUNTIES, v w o o« o o s ¢ s & o 280 17.3 4 0.2 246 15.2 2 0.1 |
MUHICIPALITIES. » o o o = o o & 92 3.8 - (2) 3 0.1 - - |
VERMONT v & v 0 o o s o o 4 & v o & 139 6.6 62 3.0 485 23.4 29 1.4 |
STATE o o« o & s o o s s 0 0 o o 132 9.0 62 4,2 483 32.5 29 1.9 |
LOCAL, TOTAL: &« & o w o uve o 4 & 6 1.0 - - 2 0.3 - - |
COUNTIES: o w o « s o s s & o« o 1 3.2 - - 2 4,7 - - |
MUNICIPALITIES: &« 4 4 e v s 4 5 0.8 - - - - - - 3
VIRGINIA. 4 « ¢ o o o o o ¢ 2 o o & 1 036 3.9 28 0.4 8 853 33.4 554 2.4 |
STATE o & v ¢ o s s 8 2 8 8 22 & 149 1.3 27 0.2 6 473 56.3 101 0.9 |
LOCAL, TOTALs o 2 o o o o o o & & 887 5.9 2 {z 2 380 15.9 LTT] 3,0 :
COUNTIES, o 4 ¢ o o o » s « .4 408 6.1 - - 975 14,8 383 5,7 j
MUNICIPALITIES: <« 4 o o o o o & 480 5.8 2 (2) 1 405 17,0 66 0.8 |
WASHINGTON. & v v o v 4 s o 0 o &, 1.705 7.7 93 0.4 5 828 26,3 131 0.6 ‘
STATE « 4 o o o o s 's 2 o« 't o 4o 515 el - - 3 660 50.6 L3} 0.6 |
LOCAL, TOTAL: « o 4 & o 0 o » o & 1 190 8.0 93 0.6 2 168 14.5 96 0,6
COUNTIES. & 4 v s o 2 2 2 s « » 819 10.8 92 1.2 2 058 27.3 33 0.4 |
MUNICIPALITIES, 4 4 & o o & & o 372 5.0 1 (2} 110 1.5 57 0,8
<
WEST VIRGINIA o 4 o o ¢ 4« s v v 4 4 524 8.9 - - 965 16.5 30 0.5 <
STATE 4 e o v e s o0 o s o o o u 206 7.3 - - 742 26,5 30 11 |
LOCAL, TOTAL: & = o o o s s 0 » 4 315 10.4 - - 223 7ol - - |
COUNTIES. v o v o o 0 o ¢ o o & 288 20.4 - - 223 15,8 - - |
MUNICIPALITIES. o v o 4 o o o W 28 1.7 - - 1 (#3] - -
WISCONSIN & & o 4 4 v v ¢ o0 ¢ o« & 1 789 7.2 132 0.5 5 409 21.8 139 0.6
STATE o o v s o s o ¢ ¢ ¢ 8 & o 645 9.0 109 1.5 4 102 57.0 74 1.0
LOCAL, TOTAL. & & v o 4 « v ¢ & o 1144 8.5 23 0.4 1 306 7.4 68 0.4
COUNTIES: 4 u o o o o ¢ 5.0 & « asy 12.0 17 0.3 1 286 18.9 65 1,0
MUNICIPALITIES: 4w o o o o o & & 330 3.0 & 0.4 20 0,2 - -
HYOMIRG o o 0 0 00 v v 0 0 s v o 182 7.8 6 0.3 §43 19.0 14 0.6 |
STATE v w v s o 2 s « 4 ¢ 5 & o o 39 4.5 - - 362 42,0 14 1.6 i
LOCAL, TOTAL. & v v s o &' v s » o 144 9.8 6 0.4 81 5.5 - - ;
COUNTIES: 4 v o « » o s o ¢ o & 117 17.9 6 0.9 71 10.8 - - 3
MUNICIPALITIES. &+ v « 4 o s 4 26 3.2 - - 10 1.2 - - |
|

-Represants zero or rounds to zero.

2 Less than half theé unit of measurement shown. {

'Data for municipalities, and the local governments totals which include municipal data, are estimates subject to sampling variation; data for counties i
(boroughs, parlshea) are brsed on a canvass of all ceunty governments and therefore are not subject to sampling variation; eee text for data limitetions. i

*The velation of criminal justice October payroll to total October payroll is bzaed on data for general governments only and does not include data. for
Staté-oparated liquor stores, loeally operated utility systems, or for independent school districta and special districts.
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Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
of 343 large county governments fiscal year 1978

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total criminal justice

system Police protection Judicial
Total
untyt 2 Porcent of Percent of
County Topulation w‘g:::.:::m Percent ot total total
Amount total general Amopunt eriminal Amount crimindl
expenditure Justice Justice
system M system
TOTAL « 4 o s o o o o 0 v s s 125 793 274 27 950 624| 4 4i2 226 15,8 £ 280 324 29,01 1 114 587 25,3
ALABAMAL
CALHOUN & o v 4 o s s o o s 2 » & 112 409 5 124 950} 18,5 164 16,9 512 53.9
JEFFERSON o 4 4 ¢ o ¢ & s » ¢ 4 4 652 222 98 850 13 993 14,2 3 923 28,0 4 885 34,9
MADISON & o o 4 o ¢ » o ¢ s s & « 186 532 1€ 820 2 823 2641 549 19,4 1 029 36,5
MOBILEs 4 o s o o ¢ o ¢ 0 & o & & 352 970 29 748 8 322 28,0 2 138 25,7 2 341 28,1
MONTGOMERY. o o ¢ o o 5 o s s + & 188 473 13 646 3 355 24,6 628 18,7 1 338 39,9
TUSCALOOSAY & & o s ¢ v o o o o 4 123 895 17 827 3 029 17.0 599 19.8 1 018 33.6
ARIZONA1
MARICOPA, & 46 o o ¢ s « s s o4 1 2488 754 185 724 38 579 20.8 8 886 23.0 9 516 24.7
PIMAG o 6 o a4 o 9 6 v 0 o 0 ¢ & Usy 627 106 846 27 52¢ 25:8 7 388 26,8 5 148 18.7
ARKANSAS?
PULASKT v 4 ¢ s ¢ o 54 o 5 o o & 325 159 13 B43 4 195 35.4 1290 26, 1 447 30.2
SEBASTIAN & o o« ¢ s o s 5 o s « & 88 707 4 934 1873 38,0 35 17.7 549 29.3
CALIFORNIA:
ALAMEDA ', 4 4 & « ¢ 5 o ¢ 0 s.5 o 1 099 185 377 523 82 312 2148 10 072 12.2 21 762 26,4
BUTTE 4 & « 5 « o s o s ¢ 3 3 o & 127 841 50 940 6 .260 12,3 2 008 32.1 1 509 24,1
CONTRA COSTAY o o « ¢ o o o o o8 612 866 242 076 44591 18,4 8 655 19.4 6 651 14,9
FRESNOG 4 ¢ o o ¢ o 2 ¢ o s s s & 472 492 209 384 32 143 15,4 9 143 28,4 5734 17.8
HUMBOLDT. ¢ o o« o0 o. 8 o o « ¢ & 106 793 50 3e4 7 841 15,6 3 0713 39.2 1 672 21.3
KERN: o o s v a o 0.0 0 o v s o 4 363305 184 419 29 869 16,2 8 373 28,0 4 504 i5,1
LOS ANGELES 4 o o o s.0 o o o s & 7 028 513 2 759 317 428 880 15,5 131705 30.7 95 657 2243
MARIN o o o 6 a4 o ¢ o 0. 0 s o o & 223 548 78 379 12 458 15,9 2 447 19.6 2 951 23.7
MERCEDs o o s o o o ¢ 4 ¢ s o ¢ & 124 330 64 742 5§ 908 9,1 1 733 29.3 1 348 22.8
MONTEREYs o° ¢ o 5 o o o o o o« & & 275 304 90 387 17 654 19,5 5 572 31.6 3 401 19.3
ORANGE. 4 « o o s o o o o0 0 o & 1 799 032 807 768 79 495 19.5 12 992 1643 22 287 28,0
RIVERSIDE o v o o o » o 0 2 5 o & 575 095 225 646 33 405 14.8 10 760 32.2 7 446 22,3
SACRAMENTOs « 4 o o s « ¢ o 0 o & 721 311 441 890 54 931 1244 16 845 30,7 9 343 17.0
SAN BERNARDINO, . « ¢ o o o s # o & 736 540 302 165 47 956 15,9 15 726 32.8 11 913 24,8
SAN DIEGO o o 4 o s v « o s ¢ o & 1 875 714 472 542 72 997 15.4 13 713 18.8 19 422 26.6
SAN JOAQUIN ¢ 4 o o o .4 o o » 4 o 311 612 149 557 22 280 14,9 5 994 26,9 4 943 22.2
SAN LUIS OBISPO « o o 4 o ¢ o o & 134 498 56 275 8 438 15,4 2 Ba22 33.4 1 7i8 20.4
SAN MATEO & 4 4 o ¢ s o o s & o & 587 724 186 667 37 129 19,9 6 522 17.6 T 443 20,0
SANTA BARBARA 4 4 o s 4 ¢ o o & & 287 433 115 284 21 1&g 18.4 6 025 28,5 4 613 21.8
SANTA CLARA , 45 v s ¢ 4 ¢ o 1 4 o 1 216 365 4313 425 61 500 14,9 10 784 17,5 14 582 237
SANTA CRUZ4 & o ¢ o o o o ¢ ¢ o o 169 188 67 358 12 340 18,3 2 937 23,8 2 652 21.5
SOLANOW o & s s o o 5 4 & s o o & 201 430 69 719 13 027 18,7 2 144 1645 2 828 21.7
SONOMA. s & o o 0 ¢ o ¢ & s 0 4 & 263 243 102 829 14 469 14,1 5 085 35.1 2 577 17.8
STANISLAUS, & & o o ¢ s o ¢ 9 s & 235 997 109 660 15 509 jL ! 3 325 21.4 3 026 19.35
TULAREs & 0 o o s ¢ ¢ o ¢ 0 o 4 & 216 927 118 673 15 535 13.1 4 261 27.4 2.810 18.1
VENTURA & & & 2 v 4 s 0 v ¢ 0 2 & 467 480 194 226 30 011 15,5 9 219 30,7 5 636 18,8
YOLOu o ¢ ¢ s o o o 6 ¢ 0 ¢ ¢ 0 o 105 425 41 827 7 084 16,9 2 339 33,0 1 325 | 18.7
COLORADO? )
ADAMS o 4 s 0 s o s 5 o 0 0 4 4 224 133 41 77 3692 8,8 2 105 56,9 37 1.0
ARAPAHOE, o« 4 o « s ¢ 4 o o o o & 238 179 24 403 4 586 18.8 1 7&8 39.0 595 13.0
BOULDER « o o ¢ o ¢ o 2 o ¢4 o o 171 436 25 708 3 431 13,3 1 550 45,2 53 1.5
EL PASO & o o 4 o 00 ¢ 0 o v v 2R5 987 32 356 4 881 15.1 43 15.2 1 435 29.4
JEFFERSON o ¢ & 5 ¢ o 2 s 6 '¢ & o 335 842 43 539 5 464 12,5 2 825 51.7 124 2.3
LARIMER (v v 4 s o 4 v v 0 o 0 + 4 124 4oy 22 413 2 158 9.6 1 235 57,2 - -
PUEBLOs 4 o » ¢ o ¢ o o« o ¢ 2 o & 123 408 29 917 1 948 645 612 31.4 188 9.7
WELD:o o0 ¢ # s o 6 o o o o o » & 109 980 25 212 3.491 13.8 1 649 47,2 - -
DELAWARE !
NEW CASTLEw 4 & s « o o« v s o & & 398 488 59 527 T 896 13.3 6 322 80.1 1 247 15,8
FLORIDA:
ALACHUA ¢ 6 v s 4 0 s s 2 5 o o s 126 363 18 637 7 899 42,4 2-550 323 3 827 484
BREVARD & ‘s 4 ¢ o o s s 0 s s 2 & 233.955 42 813 6 050 14,1 3 013 49,8 2 013 33,3
BROWARD & o o « s ¢ ¢ ¢ a6 0 o o 867 861 95 240 22 562 2347 10043 44,5 6 273 27.8
DADEs o & ¢ s s ¢ s o o ¢« 5 ¢ o & 1 439 854 521 218 78 682 15,1 43 130 54,8 18 535 23,6
ESCAMBIA: 4 4 4 o + o o o o s ¢ o 225 793 33 928 13 149 38,7 2 602 19,8 8 075 61.6
HILLSBOROUGH. & ¢ & o v s ¢ » o o 583 383 131 554 21 326 16,2 8 951 42,0 5 49y 25,8
LEE o o o 0 o 6 o o o 0 a5 0 & o 165 965 37 565 5.381 14,3 2 998 55,7 1 307 24.3
LEONe o o ¢ s 074 s o o o 5 o 4 4 129 406 17 317 3 946 22,8 1 972 50,0 1 213 30.7
MANATEE & o o o o o8 s 0 s 4 2 125 300 30 427 3 235 1046 1-720 53,2 852 26.3
OKALOOSA, & s 4 ¢ o o ¢ o v ¢ o o o4 247 13 399 1 748 13.0 755 43,2 794 45,4
ORANGE, o o s & ¢ s s & " v . 414 378 86 497 16 292 18,8 8 155 50,1 3931 24,1
PALM BEACH, + v o« » & o ... 477 250 82 511 17 825 21.6 9 458 53,1 4 114 23.1
PASCO « o o 4o 4 o o s & e 142 033 20 189 4 165 20.6 2 468 5943 1 110 26.7
PINELLAS: ¢ o o o o' & s . 654 294 90 583 17 614 19.4 6 381 36,2 7 219 41.0
POLK: o o « o o o 0 4 4 * .. 277 175 40 748 8 265 20,3 3 994 48,3 2 642 32,0
SARASOTA¢. .o 4 s v o o o P 167 570 22 106 4 880 22,1 3 042 623 - 899 18,4
SEMINOLE, '« & o & 4 ¢ & ¥ oe e 142 943 17827 3784 21,2 2 32l 61,3 836 22,1
VOLUSIA 4 o« o 4 o o o & « . 213 741 34 103 10 669 31,3 3 059 28,7 1 666 15.6
GEORGIA:
BIBBy v o ¢ 4 6. v o o a v v o o & 14% 730 19570 4 063 20,8 1 339 33.0 1112 27.4
CHATHAM 4 & 4 s o o v e o o o o 191 613 39 316 5 767 14,7 2 24} 38,9 2 004 34,7
CLAYTON o o 4 o o o s s s o s o » 136 108 25 342 5 602 22,1 3 040 sS4, 1 293 23.1

See fogotnotes at end

of table.
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Table 6. Percent distiibution of criminal justice system totaf expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
of 343 large county governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

legal services and

prosecution Pubilic defense Corrections Ather criminal justice
County? Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of
total total total total
Amount . criminal Amount eriminal Amount eriminal Amount criminal
Justice Justice Justice Justice
system system systen aystem
TOTAL 4 5 o4 4 4 ¢ ¢ o ¢ ¢ 4 « 409 583 93 152 822 3.5 1 30} 505 29,5 153 405 3.5
ALABAMA:
CALHOUN o & & & 4 4 o o v o » o 47 4,9 - - 230 24,2 - -
JEFFERSON 4 v o ¢ 2 o o 4 o o o & 996 7.1 51 0.4 854 27.5 282 2.0
MADISON o v 4 4 o v ¢ s 0 o o o, 374 13.2 - - 859 30.4 12 0.4
MOBILEsw o w s v o « o760 o 5 ¢ 4 o 370 4.4 16 0.2 3457 41,5 - -
MONTGOMERY. & w o 4 o s 5 s » & & 366 10.9 - - 971 28,9 52 1.5
TUSCALOOSAL o o s 4 s 4 o o s o » 144 4.8 10 0.3 1 258 %#1,5 - -
ARTZONAT
MARICOPA. 4 o o & & o s s .6 o s & & 852 12,6 2889 7.5 12 376 3244 60 0.2
PIMAe « o o v s ¢ & ¢ o 4 5 € & o 3 015 11,0 1 424 5.2 10 548 38,3 - -
ARKANSAS $
PULASKI & w6 4 o 's 6 v o 0 ¢ 4 « 812 16.9 149 36l 922 19,2 175 3.6
SEBASTIAN 4 o o s 4 s o 4 0 o 4 190 1044 57 3.0 434 23,2 312 16.7
CALIFORNIA
ALAMEDA ¢ o ¢ ¢ 4 v ¢ ¢ 5 o v o & 9 922 12.1 & Ti5 8.2 32 872 3%.9 969 1.2
BUTTE 4 4 ¢ .6 o o o ¢ o 2 0.4 & 980 15.7 218 3.5 1 541 28,6 L} 0.1
CONTRA COSTAs « » o v o s & & 4 o 5 300 11.9 2 576 5,8 20 678 46.4 733 1.6
FRESNOW o v o 4w o o ¢ o 0 o o 4 & 4 237 13.2 1 575 4.9 9 892 30,8 1 562 4,9
HUMBOLDT: & o o o 4 o o o o o 4« » 1 003 12.8 334 4.3 1 667 2143 90 1.1
KERNe o o 0 4 0 o s o o o o o o 4 3 354 i1.2 883 3.0 11 810 39,5 948 3.2
LOS ANGELES o s o & v s o o 0 o & 50 035 11.7 24 940 5.8 126 543 29,5 - -
MARIN & 4 v o 4 s v 6 e v v o ¢ & 1 470 11.8 901 7.2 241 34,0 448 3.6
MERCEDG v ¢ ¢ 6 0 o ¢ ¢ o o o » 4 689 11,7 185 +3al 1773 30,0 180 3.0
MONTEREY: 4 4 o o 0 ¢ o o s s o & 2 328 13.2 849 4,8 5 229 29,6 278 1:6
ORANEBE: o 4 v o v 4 s o 4 o s 4 » 10 657 13.4 3 856 4,9 28 051 35,3 1 652 244
RIVERSIDE o o ¢ 4 ¢ & ¢ o o ¢ 4 & 4 262 12.8 876 2.6 10 059 30.1 - -
SACRAMENTOW o ¢ o 4 o ¢ ¢ 0 o 4 o 8 567 15.6 3 149 5.7 15 476 28,2 1 55 2.8
SAN BERNARDING. & ¢ 4 4 4 o s 4 4 245 8.9 1 767 3.7 18 305 29,8 - -
SAN OIEGO & 4 4 o 4 ¢ s o o & & 4 9 289 12.7 4 391 6.0 25 894 35,5 288 0.4
SAN JOAGUIN & 4 4 s o % o o & & 2°720 12.2 1 495 647 7 105 31.9 23 0.!
SAN LUIS OBISPO & & o 4 « o & & 1 292 15,3 262 3.1 2 296 27.2 48 0.6
SAN MATED 4 o v 4 o o & a o & o4 3 257 8,8 1 548 442 16 419 44,2 1 940 5.2
SANTA BARBARA &+ ¢ 4 4’y 4 o o 4 & 2 438 11.5 998 4.7 7 094 33.5 - -
SANTA CLARA & & a4 4 o & o & o o 7 607 12.4 3208 5,2 24 44 40,2 581 0.9
SANTA GRUZ, o o o 4 5.4 5 s 4 » & 1 598 12,9 619 5,0 4 275 34,6 259 241
SOLANO. & v v s ¢ o n 6 a0 4 o 1 480 1.4 T34 5,6 5 844 44,9 - -
SONOMAY o v o & v o & o & 0 & 4 & 1673 11.6 561 3.9 4 492 35.0 8l 0,6
STANISLAUS, 4 4 4 o & o 2 v 4y 4 o 2 089 13,5 448 2.9 6 215 40,1 806 2.6
TULARE. v 6 0 0 o o % « & o v o o 2 057 13.2 902 5,8 4 936 31.8 569 3.7
VENTURA ¢ v 4 v s o v v a0 v o & 3 960 13.2 1 144 3.8 9 546 31,8 506 1.7
YOLOW s & o o o n o % o v 0 v s & 969 13.7 434 6,1 2 oo 28,3 13 0,2
COLORADOD!
ADAHS & v v 4 ¢ & v% e v e e 1 068 28.9 - - 486 13,2 - -
ARAPAHOE. v v o v 4 v o % ¢ o & . 1 303 28.4 - - 859 18,7 41 0.9
BOULDER & v v 6 s v o v o ¢ ¢ « & 620 18.1 - - 953 27.8 255 7.4
EL PASO 4 v v o v 4 « s 2 v o ¢ & 1 328 272 - - 1375 28,2 - -
JEFFERSON: & v v v « s o % o o 4 & 1 542 28,2 - - 409 Te5 561 10,3
LARIMER v o 4 w v « 4 0 v v o o, 412 19,1 - - 461 21.4 50 2.3
PUEBLOW 4 ¢ o o v o o ¢ s o s o » 648 33.3 15 0.8 526 21.9 59 3.0
WELDW e v o v ¢ 4 o ¢ 40 0 ¢ o s 570 16,3 - - 1 235 35,4 37 1.1
DELAWARE !
NEW CASTLE: v 4 v v ¢ ¢ « ¢ 4 « W 256 3.2 71 0,9 - - - -
FLORIDA
ALACHUA &, 4 4 ¢ v s v e w ¢ o o W is2 2,3 44 0.6 933 11.8 363 4.6
BREVARD v 4 o 4 4 4 4 o o 5.5 o 4 374 6.2 33 0.5 511 8.4 108 {.8
BROWARD o o 4 ¢ 4 ¢ o 2 « s 0 o & 569 2.5 132 0.6 3 338 14,8 2 207 §.8
DADE: o 4 o ¢ o o o o 4w s o s a4 1363 1.7 539 0.7 13 436 17.1 1679 2.1
ESCAMBIA, « v ¢ v 4 ¢ ¢ o6 ¢ ¢ & 292 2.2 66 0,5 2 D38 15,5 46 0.l
HILLSBOROUGH, & 4 4 « s « 5 o 4 388 1.8 B412 1.9 5 295 24,8 786 3.7
LEE v v v o0 ¢ a0 o s o8 ¢ & o 190 3,5 67 1.2 732 13,6 87 1.6
LEON, o v s 6 0 0 s a0 v s 0 o o 116 2.9 25 0.6 511 12,9 109 2.8
MANATEE 0 v & w0 0 v o s o o & 125 3.9 25 0.8 433 13.4 80 2.5
OKALOOSA, « & v s o o s 0.8 o o & 44 2,5 i5 0.9 140 8,0 - -
ORANGE: v v « « ¢ ¢ o o v ¢ ¢ & & 306 1.9 &0 Qo8 357 21.9 268 L6
PALM BEACH, 4 4 o 4 v s s s o ¢ o 294 1.6 424 2.4 3198 17.9 337 1.9
PASCO o W o 4 4 v o e e s o o s & 152 Je6 12 0.3 422 10,4 1 {2}
PINELLAS: « o o o & v o0 o o 4 & 516 2.9 130 0.7 2 992 17.0 376 2.1
POLKse o o % ¢ ¢ o o o 0 s ¢ o o & 235 2.8 93 1.4 1 134 13.7 167 2.0
SARASOTA. & o+ ¢ o o o s o 0 « ¢ o i19 2.4 1ol 244 676 13,9 43 0,9
SEMINOLE, v « ¢ s o s o v o ¢ » & 136 3.6 17 0.4 453 12,0 21 0.6
VOLUSIA & 2 's o 4 2000 ¢ 2 ¢ o & 138 1.3 4 Z) 5 764 54,0 38 0.4
GEOQRGIA!
BIBBe o v v s v 4 4« 0 4 2 o ¢ v @ 37 93 64 1.6 1171 28,8 - -
CHATHAM o ¢ 4 4 v o v n o s o o o 371 6.4 209 3.6 945 16.4 - -
CLAYTON o 6 o w4 o o s s 5 s o o 443 Te9 72 1.3 739 13.2 i5 0.3

See: footnotes at end of table.
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Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
of 343 large county governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total criminal justice

systen Police protection Judicinl
Total
1 2 Porcent o Percent of
County Population exgz::::ire Percent of total total
Amount total general Amount criminal Amount criminal
expenditure Justice Justice
system system
GEORGIA~-~CONTINUED
COBBu v 4 o ¢ ¢ o o ¢ ¢ 4 o o a4 251 635 48 200 9 764 20. 4 334 44,4 3 176 38,7
DE KALB 4 4 o ¢ ¢ « o o s s ¢ o' 4 457 698 122 963 18 431 15,0 10 239 55,6 3 647 19,8
FULTON: v o s o o ¢ o 6 5 ¢ o & o 566 963 130 792 19 138 14,6 2 782 14.5 7 852 44,0
GHINNETT: « o o o o o o & o 2 o & 128 206 29 165 & 623 15,9 2 147 46,4 1 524 33.0
RICHMOND, v ¢ 4 0 o s o ¢ ¢ o o & 154 829 24 a3 5 921 23.8 2 051 34,6 L 184 20,0
IDAHO!
ADA 4 4 4w s vt e s e e s, ud 665 16 194 6 298 38.9 1.490 23.7 826 133
ILLINOES:
CHAMPAIGN § & o ¢ s ¢ o o o o & 4 168 156 11 730 523 21.5 799 3147 466 18.5
COOK: o 4 o v o s o ¢ o 2 s ¢ o & 5 308 763 352 629 196 787 55,8 16 550 8.4 51 950 26.4
DUPAGE 4 o o o ¢ o o o« 4 v s 4 4 580 262 57 940 10 382 17.9 2117 267 2 817 27.1
KANE: o o o ¢ 4 o o6 ¢ s 0 02 4 271 399 15 305 5 134 33,5 1 365 26,6 1 336 26,0
LAKEG o % s o o o o ¢ o o 0 0.4 4 416 208 42 952 8 357 19.5 2 904 34,7 1 255 15,0
LA SALLE. (o o & o o s o s o v « & 108 8u3 10 868 1 879 17,3 483 25,7 306 16,3
MCHENRY 4 & s o o« s o o s » o o o 133 788 7 476 2 918 39:,0 i 408 48.3 436 14,9
MCLEAN: o s ¢ & ¢ o ¢ « o0 v 4 & 118 389 8 524 J 428 50,2 769 22.4 501 14,6
MACON ¢ v s o « o 2 ¢ ¢ o 0 ¢ a's 127 227 8 258 2 195 2646 926 42,2 489 2243
MADISON & v o & o ¢ 0 25 4 « « & 206 366 15 420 4 333 28,1 1 378 31.8 1 273 29.4
PEORIAs 4 ¢ 0 o ¢ ¢ v 0 6 o ¢ 0 & 201 223 15 623 4 369 28.0 1379 31.6 824 18,8
ROCK ISLAND 4 & ¢ « 5 ¢ s o o o & 1R3 778 1y 578 2 798 2844, 1 198 42,8 464 16,6
SToCLAIR 4 s o o s ¢ 4 6 ¢ o o o 280 531 14 953 4 736 31.7 1 219 25.7 1 025 21.6
SANGAMONG 4 4 4 o o o 4 o o o & o 173 727 11 837 3 463 29.3 1 243 35,9 602 17,4
TAZEWELL. & o 4 6 o 6 o s 5 0 o & 127 9Q7 6 086 1 762 29,0 626 3545 428 24,3
WILL. o o 6 o ¢ o0 6.0 0 o 0 4 W 25 452 & 928 19,4 2 388 48,5 1182 24,0
WINNEBAGO , « v v « o « o 6.1 ¢ & 23 862 5 831 24.4 i 902 326 1 238 21.2
INDIANA:
ALLEN & v 0 0 0 0 o v 0 6 s o 0 W #53. 527 35 142 6 027 17.2 1 868 31.0 1 789 29,7
DELAWARE. & o o « ¢ « o5 ¢ ¢ o4 128 900 11 369 1 676 14.7 475 28,3 575 34,3
ELKHART 4 & ¢ 6 ¢ s ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢ o & 134 031 17 370 2 836 16,3 930 32.8 707 24,9
LAKEs o o ¢ o 5.0 o s.0 9 o ¢ 24 543 056 87 536 12 651 14,5 3 443 27.2 3.938 i1
LA PORTES « o o o o s % o s o o 4 106 820 10 664 2 283 24.4 665 29.4 857 37.5
MADISON & 4 ¢ o o o o o o 2 0 o & 138 205 15 473 2 152 13,9 389 18.1 797 37.0
STy JOSEPH, & & 4+ o « ¢ o ¢ » o & 239 228 27 400 4 602 16,8 1 161 25,2 1 599 34,7
TIPPECANOE, v o o « o ¢ 2 o 0 « o ii5 417 9961 1 763 17.7 636 3644 385 21,8
NVANDERBURGH 4 v & ¢ s o o o s & » 162 099 17 990 3 415 19.0 1 146 3346 202 35,2
VIGO, o o o o ¢ o o 5 0 o ¢ s o @ 111 521 11 213 1 902 170 347 18,2 810 42,6
I0wAS
BLACK HAWK. & 4 o 4 v o ¢ o ¢ 4 & 136 993 13 939 3 212 23.0 589 18,3 1 306 40.7
LINNG ¢ o 0 0 0 00 6 00 o s o s 157 491 19 990 4 198 21,0 872 20.8 1 352 32,2
POLKs o o ¢ o o o & o 8 o ¢ ¢4 o 301 030 41 Q71 10 614 25,8 1 040 9.5 3 418 32.2
SCOTT & o o o o 0 o s ¢ o ¢ v o 4 154 336 12 oz24 2 479 20.6 750 3043 769 31,0
WOODBURY, & o ¢« o o o o ¢ ¢ o & & 103 535 15 239 2 531 16,6 354 14,0 1 050 41,5
KANSASS
JOHNSON oy o 4w a6 s 0 0 ¢ 0 & & 251 401 36 666 4 812 13,1 1 647 34,2 1 455 30.4
SEDGWICK: & o 6 « o o 2 ¢ 5 & & 4 352 595 39 497 9 553 24,2 1 520 15.9 2 666 27.9
SHANNEE & 4 & o o s 0 e 0 & ¢ 4 s 156 334 17 738 4.614 26,0 844 18,2 1 158 25,1
WYANDOTTE & o a6 ¢ ¢ o0 o ¢ o o 176 668 14 678 3 692 25.2 591 16.0 1 519 1.1
KENTUCKY !
JEFFERSON ¢ & o o ¢ o o 5 o v o & 683 495 117 719 27 323 22,2 11 918 43.6 4 o042 14,8
KENTONG o o o 0 o o o o 50 s a & 130 431 21 237 1 565 T4 715 45.7 275 17.6
LOUISIANAL
CADDO v s & o o o s 6 ¢ ¢ 0 v o & 242 518 18 758 5 080 2741 2 195 43,2 876 17.2
CALCASIEU 4 4 4 o o o o s o @ o & 156 540 30 996 5 875 19.0 3 668 624 822 14,0
JEFFERSON & o 0 v 6 o o o 070 4 & 422 801 111 36) 24 013 21.6 11 947 49,8 4 278 17.8
LAFAYETTE & o o+ o o o s v ¢ o & 132 318 18 483 3 764 204 2 273 60.4 632 16,8
OUACHITA. 4 o o v s o % o o v o & 130 226 14 095 3 192 22,6 1 495 46,8 407 12.8
RAPIDES ¢« 4 « o o s ¢ o 4 o s o & 124 836 20 509 2 976 14,5 1 612 54,2 398 13.4
MAINE1
CUMBERLAND, 4 & » o s s o s s 2 o 204 783 2 729 1 609 59.0 572 35.6 208 12.9
KENNEBEC, , 4 o ¢ o o s o o o o o 103 256 1 461 523 35.8 144 27.5 116 22,2
PENOBSCOT 4.4 o o o v s 0 s o & o 136 467 1 536 862 5641 201 2343 256 29,7
YORKe o o o o 6 o o o 0 ¢ u o o o 125 867 1 36! 1 035 76,0 208 2041 286 27.6
MARYLANDS
ANNE ARUNDEL, & o o ¢ o o o o & & 356 374 248 880 13 116 5.3 9 927 75.7 1235 T4
BALTIMORE 4 & 4 4 ¢ s « o ¢ o o .4 641 976 485 627 29 983 6,2 24 447 8{.5 1 954 6.5
HARFORD & 4 o « ¢ o s s o » ¢ 2 & 143 664 92 251 3.230 3.5 1 304 40,4 640 19.8
MONTGOMERY, & o o s o o o v & o & 571 168 %85 823 38 917 6.6 26 266 67,5 5-795 14,9
PRINCE GEORGES. & o s o 5.0 o & o 671 984 516 393 36 526 Tl 6 976 7349 4 026 11.0
WASHINGTON, + u o 4 o s ¢ o s & & 108 716 61 900 1198 1.9 508 42,5 204 17.1
MASSACHUSETTS! .
BARNSTABLE, v 4 o o o o 0 ¢ vio o 136 919 5 380 3 473 64,6 496 14,3 1 286 37.0
BERKSHIRE & s o & s ¢ o s o » 4 14> 840 3 263 2 252 69,0 43 1.9 967 842.9
BRISTOL « w o s ¢ o o o 5 5 ¢ .0 468 893 a8 443 6 012 71.2 66 1.1 3 152 82.4
ESSEX o o6 o e s 4.6 o ¢ 670 » o 624 862 14 537 11 683 80.4 75 0.6} 6 052 51.8
HAMPDEN ¢ 4 o & o o ¢ o s 0 o o & 456 868 10 381 11 M2 113,14 89 0,8 5 711 4846
HAMPSHIRE & v v ¢ o o 2 o o o' & 131 858 3 2 562 67.8 23 0.9 917 35.8

See. footnotes at end of table.
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Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
of 343 large county governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

et

Legal services and

prosecution Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
1 Porcent of Percent of Percent of Percent of
County total total total total
Amount criminal Amount eriminal Amount criminal Amount criminal
Justice Justice Justice Justice
system system system systen
GEORGIA~=-CONTINUED
COBB, & 4 a s o 2 5 0 6 ¢ 0 o + 551 5.6 38 0.4 936 9.6 129 1.3
DE KALB & 4 o 4w s o o 0 ¢ o s o o 915 5,0 206 1l 3 284 17,8 140 0.8
FULTON: ¢ o o o ¢ o ¢ 5.0 s o o & 1 914 10.0 368 1.9 5 994 3143 228 1.2
GHINNETT, o ¢ o o ¢ o o2 0 o o o 202 4,4 8 0.2 742 16,1 - -
RICHMOND, & 4 « o o % s ¢ v o & o 400 6.8 78 1.3 2 208 373 - -
IDAHO¢
ADA 4 4 4 s e b e e e e o4 6.4 17% 2.7 591 9.4 2 816 44,7
@ ILLINOIS?
CHAMPAIGN , v & v ¢ o & o 20 « & 344 13.6 176 7.0 738 29.3 - -
COOKe o 6 & o o o s o ¢ o o ¢ o« o 15 190 Te7 7 988 4,1 60 698 30.8 44 414 22.6
DUPAGE , v v 4 o ¢ o » o o o & « 1 660 16.0 512 4,9 2 580 24,9 36 0,3
KANEW o s o o o v 5 ¢ ¢ 0 o o 2 4 468 9,4 154 3.0 1 785 4.8 26 0.5
LAKE: o & o s « 50 o 5 a0 ¢ o & 933 11.2 150 1.8 3 084 36,5 61 0.7
LA SALLE. o ¢ « o « ¢ o o 4 o o 235 12,5 55 2.9 364 19.4 436 23,2
MCHENRY + & o & o 6 ¢ o2 2 s & & 296 10.1 98 3.4 680 23,3 - -
MCLEAN, & v o o s o ¢ « o 9 o o4 214 6,2 81 2.4 444 13,0 1 439 41.4
MACON & & 4 o o o ¢ ¢ ¢ o 0 ¢ 4 s 249 11.3 94 4,3 437 19,9 - -
MADISON & v 4 4 v v o 0 o s o o o 397 9.2 172 4,0 1108 25.6 5 0.1
PEORIAe o 4 ¢ o o o o s 6 % o o s 440 1041 119 2.7 1 610 36.9 - -
ROCK ISLAND & 4 o « ¢ s o 2 % o & 352 12.6 43 145 561 2043 178 6.4
STa CLAIR 4 v 4 ¢ o o 0 o % » 4 & 504 10.6 184 3.9 1 799 38.0 5 0.1
SANGAMON, & o 4 o o o « s s o 4 o B14 12.0 117 3.4 1 066 30,8 21 0.6
TAZEWELL: & ¢ o o o s ¢ «'s s o 4 256 14,5 63 3.6 354 20,1 35 2.0
WILLe o ¢ o o ¢ o o s ¢ 8 o ¢ o o 524. 10.6 210 4,3 604 12,3 20 0.4
WINNEBAGO 4 4 4 o o o s ¢ o 2 o & 572 9.8 249 4.3 1628 27.9 242 4,2
INDIANA®
ALLEN & & 4 o o 0 o ¢ 0 o ¢ 0 9 & 395 bd6 170 2.8 1 805 29,9 - -
DELAWARE. ¢ ¢ o« v o o s o ¢ s & o 153 9.4 44 2.6 365 21,8 64 3.8
ELKHART ¢ & 5 o o o ¢ 5 o 4 o8 o 149 5,3 71 2.5 799 28,2 180 643
LAKE: o v v o o 8 o0 o 8 2 8 o » 1226 9.7 300 2.4 3 631 28.7 113 0.9
LAPORTE, & 4 a o s 5 o s 0 s ¢ o 182 8,0 1 (Z) 382 16,7 196 8.6
MADISON ¢ 'y o 4 s 4 ¢ o « o ¢ « & 158 T3 89 4.1 580 27.0 139 6.5
STe JOSEPH: & 4 ¢ « v v o o 0 4 & 800 8.7 145 3.2 1.004 21,8 293 6.4
TIPPECANOE, 4 & « o o o s o & 4 281 15.9 43 2.4 B8 23,7 - -
VANDERBURGH 4 4 « «. v ¢ o ¢ o o 4 312 9.1 204 6.0 417 12.2 134 3,9
VIGOW & o s 5 o o o « 2 o 2 ¢ o & 220 11.6 68 3.6 393 20,7 64 3.4
10wA?L
BLACK HAWK: & 4 ¢ « 4 o o o o o & 217 6.8 220 6.8 873 27.2 K 0.2
LINNe o ¢ o o o 0 o o o o ¢ ¢ 4 & 335 8.0 282 6.7 1 342 32,0 15 0.4
POLKe o o o 0.0 o 4 o o 6.6 2 o 4 7 7.0 541 5.4 4 358 41,1 540 5.1
SCOTT ¢ o s o 6 0 5 2 6 o 4 9 2 4 244 $.8 113 4,6 598 24,1 5 0.2
WOODBURY, 4 4. v ¢ s o & « v 9 o & 256 10,1 2i2 8.4 652 25.8 7 0.3
KANSAS!?
JOHNSON v 4 6 o ¢ o n ¢ ¢ o » « o 643 13.4 39 0,8 1 o0i8 21, - -
SEDGHICK, & v o o v o' ¢ o o 4 & & 1 168 12.2 - - 2 275 23.8 1 924 20.1
SHAWNEE & 4 o & o o ¢ 4 s 0 4 4 » 469 10,2 - - 1 547 33.5 599 13.0
WYANDOTTE « 4 v o o o s 0 o ¢ o & 429 11,6 37 1.0 1 o044 27.5 102 2.8
KENTUCKY?
JEFFERSON ¢ 5 4 o ¢ ¢ o o ¢ o o & 1 719 6.3 326 1.2 7.885 28,9 1 433 8.2
KENTON' o 5 o o o ¢ % o s o o o:» 78 5.0 57 3.6 280 17.9 160 10.2
LOUISIANAS :
CADDO & ¢ & ¢ 4 o v s .0 o s o » o 262 5.2 176 3.5 15N 30.9 - -
CALCASIEU o 4 b o 4 4 0 s 5 s o & 475 8,1 25 0.4 885 15,1 - -
JEFFERSON o 0 4 o o s o o 0 o 4 o 1 944 8,1 22 0.1 5 368 22,4 454 1,9
LAFAYETTZ & 0 4 s 5 o o ¢ v o o & 93 2.5 10 0.3 586 15,6 170 4.5
GUACHI AL o 6 o @ o 0 o s 0 o o & 417 13,1 96 3.0 469 14,7 308 9.6
RAPIDES & 4 ¢ o ¢ o 6 o e°0 o o » 273 9.2 68 2.3 623 20,9 2 0.1
MAINE}
CUMBERLAND, & o & o o o o o ¢ a 116 7.2 ~ - 743 44,3 - -
KENNEBEC, 4 v o o ¢ » ¢ ¢ s o o 80 15,3 - - 183 35,0 - -
PENOBSCOT 4 ¢ o » o & o ¢ s ¢ o & 129 15.0 - - 255 29.6 21 2.4
YORKe o v o v o 0 o % 0 s 4 ¢ 4 o 76 Te3 - - 460 4.4 5 0.5
MARYLAND ¢
ANNE ARUNDEL: & ¢ o ¢ ¢ o ¢ 54 & 1 023 7.8 - - 911 6.9 20 0.2
BALTIMORE 4 v & 2 v w's o s o o 4 1747 8,8 - - 1 835 6,1 - -
HARFORD & & s o o o ¢ 4 o s o o « 4a4 15,0 20 0.6 782 24,2 - -
MONTGOMERY: o o ¢ « s ¢ o o 2 & & 1 696 48 - - 4 996 12.8 164 .4
PRINCE GEORGES. « '« o » v ¢ 4+ o 2 419 ) 39 0.1 2 869 749 197 0.5
WASHINGTON, & o o « » 4 o o 0.4 & 114 2.5 - - 369 30,9 - -
MASSACHUSETTS}
BARNSTABLE, &« o ¢ o + o & ¢ s o » 245 6,2 78 2.2 1 398 40,3 - -
BERKSHIRE o & o o « o o o v & & & 85 3.8 30 1.3 1127 50,0 - -
BRISTOL & v e s o 6.6 o ¢ 20 & @ 172 2.9 356 5,9 2 266 37.7 - -
ESSEX e o & s 4 ¢ ¢ ¢ s 0 o s & u 2385 2.0 201 147 5 120 43,8 - -
HAMPDEN v 4 o & o & o % s o o & o 294 2,5 318 2.7 5 302 45,2 28 0.2
HAMPSHIRE , o 4 & Yo e be e 135 5,3 59 2.3 1 417 55.3 11 0.4

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system tota! expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
of 343 large county governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Totul criminal justice

systenm Police protection Judicial
Total v
1 2 Porcent of Porcent of
County Population axg:::;;:ire Porcent of total total
Amount total goneral Amount criminal Amount eriminal
expenditure Justice Justice
system system
HMASSACHUSETTS==CONTINUED
MIDDLESEX & o o o o o o v v o o o 1 346 584 29 774 34 580 116,1 178 045 24 625 TL.2
NORFOLK o 4 o 4 s o o 4 o o o 2 & 619 50U 13 256 8 418 63,5 67 0.8 4 191 49.8
PLYMOUTH, o 5 4 5 s s » & 2 ¢ 54 387 947 8 231 8 253 100.3 335 4,1 4 289 52,0
WORCESTER 4 « & o o o s o ¢ » o o 681 242 14 154 10 409 73.5 58 0.6 5 420 52.1
MICHIGAN!
BAY 4 v ¢ 0 v s ¢ 5 ¢ b € v o1 e 4 120 957 29 406 6 743 22,9 1 484 21,4 1 090 16,2
BERRIEN o v ¢ o0 ¢ ¢ o 0 & v o & 170 302 21 885 6 509 2947 1 298 19.9 1 863 28,6
CALHOUN & 4 o & o o o 4 o o o « & 140 265 21 4589 6 155 28,7 1129 18.3 2 372 38,5
GENESEE o 4 o o o o ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o o 447 396 73 223 15 840 21.6 2 570 16.2 5378 34,0
INGHAMs o 4 o 0 o o o .0 0 0 ¢ o 4 a7i 467 32 211 8 658 26.9 2 084 24,1 2 564 29,6
JACKSON & 4 o 6 o 600 & o0 o'y 148 805 2% 808 4 756 21,8 1 089 22,9 1 548 32,5
KALAMAZOO & o 4 o ¢ o o o s o & o 206 426 21 957 9 478 43.2 1 739 18,3 3 944 45,6
KENT. o 6 4 0 o 8 5 « s ¢ 0 0 s 4 430 705 61 456 10 872 17,7 2 582 23.7 2 060 18,9
MACOMBs o 4 s & a6 o o o ¢ & & & 687 316 79 894 14 o34 17.6 3 099 2241 4 357 31.0
MONROES o o « o o o o ¢ o o v a , 129 419 28 125 § 8i4 174 1 916 39,8 1 110 23,1
MUSKEGON, 4 45 5 o 5 5 5 » ¢ ¢ & 158 677 32 603 5 007 15.4 1 433 28,6 1 489 29.7
QAKLAND & , v ¢ v o o o ¢ v & o4 989 807 177 590 24 953 14,1 5 943 23.8 6 2831 25,2
OTTAYA: o v ¢ & % ¢ o o o ¢+ 2 + & 145 770 14 603 3 o038 20,8 1131 372 814 26,8
SAGINAM . v v ¢ v ¢ o o o o ¢ ¢ 4 227 397 38 845 8 301 21.4 2 495 3041 1 992 24,0
§Te CLAIR 4, ¢ & v ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ v ¢ o 132 209 40 769 4 123 10.1 985 23,9 1 256 30,5
WASHTENAY o o 0 v o o o o o 5 o & 250 788 38 342 9 993 2641 2 726 2743 2 790 27.9
KAYNE o '¢ o ¢ a v ¢ o 4 o 0 o o 4 2 451 273 430 671 B8 497 20.5 B 239 9,3 26 079 29.5
MINNESOTAT
ANOKA v o v 6 w. 0 o « & o 0 ¢ 4 4 194 573 31 332 5 387 17,2 1 758 3246 1116 20,7
DAKOTA: o 4 o o o o ¢ 0 o o 3 s 184 102 25: 153 3 093 12.3 846 2784 1 083 35,0
HENNEPING o & 4 o o & & o 0 v o a 909 619 245 069 37 158 15,2 3 824 10,3 9 384 28,3
RAMSEY 4 o o o ¢ o o ¢ 3 o s & 2 4 4s4 078 145 469 25 725 17.7 2 067 8.0 5 213 20.3
STo LOUIS 4 4 v v o0 w o o % & 224 381 68 885 9 604 13.9 1 658 17.3 2 374 24,7
STEARNG « o o o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ s v 4 4 106 818 11 947 { 522 1247 500 32.9 652 42,8
WASHINGTON, o ¢ s ¢ o o o ¢ o & o 111 833 17 414 2 899 16,6 1 2315 #1.9 788 27.2
MISSISSIPPI )
HARRISON. & & o s o % a.e ¢ s o & 146 672 15 919 88 24.% 843 2240 2 271 59,
HINDS o ¢ v « ¢ ¢ o ¢+ s ¢ + 2 « « 235 44s 14 791 3 834 25.9 731 19,4 937 24 .4
JACKSON & 4 ¢ & v o o o5 o 5 o & 113 096 21 491 060 9.5 718 34,9 814 39.5
HISSOURT:
CLAYs & o o v ¢ 6 a4 6 ¢ ¢ o o o o 135 054 & 457 2 194 34,0 543 24,7 572 26,1
GREENEs o 4 v o o0 5 4 v 00 o o 172 4a7 5 978 1 806 30,2 538 29.8 738 80,9
JACKSON 'w o 5 4 6 4 @ 2 v 0 o o o 625 749 69 868 17 578 25.2 1 398 8,0 5 118 29,1
JEFFERSON o 4 4 s s o 4 s s o o & 125 932 8 998 1 6H0 18.2 673 41,0 547 33.4
STs CHARLES v o v v o 4 i .0 ¢ o 123 897 5 652 2 017 35,7 1 058 52.5 497 24,6
STe LOUIS ¢ 4 4 0 v 0 et v o 4 977 954 121 254 29 934 24,7 17329 57.9 6 529 21,8
NEBRASKA!
DOUGLAS & 4 v o v o « ¢ 4.5 ¢ o & 407 976 59 341 T 729 13.0 1 975 2546 1 879 24.3
LANCASTER &' s o 4 o o 4 4 5.0 o & 183 267 29 482 3211 10,9 544 16,9 1 394 43.4
NEVADA1
CLARK 4 4 s o ¢ o « o v v'0 o 4 & 361 085 143 568 38 481 26,8 20 686 53,8 6 07y 15,8
WASHOE: « 4 v « ¢ « ¢ « &« ¢ ¢ 4 « 156 785 43 052 8 065 18,7 2833 35.1 1 618 20,1
NEw HAMPSHIRE!
HILLSBOROUGH: s & v ‘e o o s » & & 256 355 10 238 2 132 20.8 208 9.8 963 45,2
ROCKINGHAM, & o o 4 o 4 o ¢ o u o 175 316 & 511 1 604 24,6 29¢ 18,3 766 47.8
NEW JERSEYHY
ATLANTIC, (4 o 4 o o' 0 s 0 s ¢ v o 190 579 57 085 5 458 9.6 66 1.2 1 929 35,3
BERGENG v 4 & o s o o o o 8 s 4 o 874 329 125 944 17 334 13.8 3 838 22,1 4 972 28,7
BURLINGTON: o s o » o ¢ » ¢ o » & 361 243 62 301 7.228 11,6 419 5.8 2 144 29,8
CAMDEN. v 4 ¢ o « « ¢ o 0 o & 4 471 553 124 762 17 o42 13,7 775 445 4263 28.0
CUMBERLAND. 4 ¢ s 4 % « 2 s ¢ « & 131 175 30 834 663 11,9 179 4.9 776 282
ESSEX o 4 o s o o o s o 0 o 0 » 4 852 345 288 497 41 930 14,5 4 8ey 11.6 12 854 30.7
GLOUCESTER, 4 4 # 4 5 5 s 5 5 » & 196 370 26 809 3 638 13.2 402 11.4 T22 20.4
HUDSONe & o o % o 2 o o o » ¢ & & 564 189 139-37% 15 570 11,2 4 044 26,0 4 152 2647
MERCERs o ¢ o .4 o o o o o ¢ v 4 & 316 501 73 801 14 086 19,1 502 3.6 2 662 18,9
MIDOLESEX o o v o o ¢ 4 o ¢ 5 o & 593 ga3 129 030 14 865 11.5 1 748 11.8 4 788 32.2
MONMOUTH. & & & e's o 4o o s o & & 4al 683 85 770 8 103 9.4 796 9.8 2 295 28.3
MORRIS: 4 v o v o o 0.0 0 ¢ o 4 4 396 513 65 743 7 215 11,0 1834 25,4 1 583 21,9
OCEAN . v ¢ 5 o o s & o o 5 0 a4 319 566 54 072 6 567 12.1 885 13.5 4 914 29.4
PASSAIC ' o o 5 o ¢ 4 v & o 4 o'y 460 2a8 89 825 13 758 15.3 780 5.7 4 586 3343
SOMERSET. & o 4 o ¢ % o o ¢ s & & 203 650 33 084 4 998 15,1 780 15,6 111y 22.3
UNION & v o o v 0 o v s o 9 s o4 512 273 80 931 15 507 1%.2 1 486 . 946 4 792 30,9
NEw MEXICO1 )
BERNALILLO: & 4w s ¢ v 4 o s ¢ 4 « 377. 345 28 340 9 065 32.0 2 991 33.0 186 2,1
NEW: YORK?
ALBANY: & 4 6 v s ¢ o 4 s v o o o 286 883 143 920 8 458 5,9 966 11.4 1 759 20,8
BROOME. & 4 & o & o o s o v v-4 o 219 231 64 408 4 902 7.6 1 329 2741 965 19,7
CHAUTAUQUA, & 4 0 & v & o » & 4 o 145 378 6% 285 3 904 6.0 1 o42 26,7 549 14.4
CHEMUNG | ¢ & , 4w s s v 4 v ¢4 4 99. 103 34 Bab 3138 8.5 659 21,0 425 13,5
DUTCHESS: & o & s s % s o0 s % o 4 232 255 74 757 5.355 Te2 1 499 28.0 1 034 19.3

See tootnotes at end of table,
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Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
of 343 large county governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Legal services and
€ prosecution Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
County? Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of
total total total total
Amount criminal Amount criminal Amount ceriminal Amount criminal
Justice Justics Justice Justice
system system system systen
MASSACHUSETTSw~CONT INUED
MIDDLESEX w o o ¢ o v o o s.0 & & 660 1.9 730 2.1 8 386 24,3 1 (2)
NORFOLK & & o o o o v & o ¢ 2.y o 1 097 13.0 113 1.3 2 876 34,2 74 0,9
PLYMOUTH. o o 6 ¢ s ¢ ¢ o 6 3 o & 461 5,6 290 3.5 2 864 34,7 14 0.2
WORCESTER w 4 o « « o s o & 2 o & 248 2.4 204 2.0 4 395 42,2 84" 0.8
MICHIGANS :
BAY % o o0 0 « s s 0w s 0., 350 5.2 226 3.4 3 633 53.9 - -
BERRIEN 4 4 4 4 v « o o 4 ¢ & 4 & 609 9.4 243 3.7 2 4986 38,3 - -
CALHOUN ¢ & v v o @ v 4 o ¢ v « & 518 8.4 213 3.5 1 923 31.2 - -
GENESEE & 4 o 0 o o ¢ ¢ v o s o o 2 298 14,5 431 247 5 088 32.1 75 0,5
INGHAMa & & 0 0 o 40 o ¢ o o ¢ o & 1 164 13.4 637 7.4 2207 25.5 - -
JACKSON & v 4. v o o o o ¢ ¢ 4 4 & 354 T.84 227 4,8 1 538 32.3 - -
KALAMAZOO o 4 o ¢ 4 o 0 v o s o & 858 9.1 400 a2 2 537 26,8 - -
KENTe o « o v 0 66 2 6 o ¢ 2 2 4 845 7.8 508 4.7 4 683 43,4 194 1.8
MACOMBY (0 o s a6 o 20 5 o o & 4 1674 11.9 - - 4 907 35.0 - -
MONROEs « o 4 o ¢ o o o o o s oo 270 5,6 $3% 3.6 1347 28,0 - -
MUSKEGON, & o ¢« o v s 2 s o » & & 47 6,9 95 1.9 1 621 3244 22 0,4
OAKLAND & 4 4w o v ¢ o 0 o ¢ o o 4 2 190 8.8 1 031 4.1 9 416 37.7 92 0.4
OTTAWAY & v s o o 3 o & s 0 o & 4 162 5.3 109 3.6 822 27.4 - -
SAGINAW & o & 4 o o ¢ 0 o o ¢ o« o 578 7.0 466 Seb} 2 658 32.0 112 1.3
STy CLAIR & 4 o 4 s o o o o o 4 357 8.7 170 B.1 1 353 32.8 - -
WASHTENAY & o v o o 5 0 o s & v & 683 6.8 485 449 3 309 33.4 - -
WAYNE « & o ¢ « o » o o o 0 o 4 o 5 576 6.3 5 706 6,4 42 412 H7.9 485 0.5
MINNESOTAL
ANOKA o0 0 v s s v 6 4 s 0 v o o 667 12.4 203 3.8 1.643 30.5 - -
DAKOTAW o 4 s « ¢ ¢ s s o ¢ # o o 407 13.2 187 6.0 570 18.4 - -
HENNEPING & o o s o o o o ¢ o 4 5 007 13.5 1 962 5.3 16 665 44,9 313 0.8
RAMSEYs & o o « o ¢ & o o s o4 « 2 250 . BJ7 508 240 15 549 60.4 138 0,5 i
ST, LOUIS v w v ¢ 4 s s ¢ ¢ % o o 842 8.8 489 5.1 4 241 44,2 - -
STEARNG: o o 4 & s o5 s o 5 v 4 & 153 10.% 41 2.7 176 1i.6 - -
WASHINGTON. & 4 » o « o o 2 90 » & 238 8,2 86 3.0 572 19.7 - -
MISSISSIPPIY
HARRISON: v o o o o o o 0 o o o & 175 4,6 15 0.4 534 13.9 - -
HINDS o & 4 s ¢ o o % ¢ o 8 0 4 » 87 2.3 159 4,1 1 804 47,4 116 3.0
JACKSON o v 4w 4.6 5 a0 % ¢ a o 98 4,8 37 1.8 361 17.5 32 1.6 :
MISSOURI! ;
CLAYs v o 6 ¢ o 5 o o ¢ 6 0.0 o 4 293 13.4 - - 786 35.8 - - .
GREENEs v 4 o o o s ¢ s 2 s o 4 4 160 8,9 - - 370 20.5 - - ;I
JACKSON & ¢ v s o 4 o 4 s ¢ 0 & & 1 660 9.4 - - 9 387 53.4 15 0,1 }
JEFFERSON ¢ & o 4 o v v ¢ o » & o 160 9.8 - - 152 9.3 108 646 |
STe CHARLES « » v ¢ s 4 4 o v o & 209 10.4 - - 253 12.5 - - i
STo LOUIS v 4 4 0 v ¢ 0 e v o o & 1 4o4 5.0 - - 4 523 15.1 59 0.2 .
NEBRASKA! , :
DOUGLAS & & o 4 ¢ v o 9 v 3 s o & 848 11.0 368 4.8 2 644 4.2 15 0,2 ;
LANCASTER & 'y & v ¢ o o o o ¢ o & 534 16.6 219 6,8 520 16.2 - - i
. |
NEVADA ¢ ‘1
CLARK o 4 4 o o o o ¢ 5 ¢ o 2 o 2 979 Te1 1 049 2.7 7 278 18,9 418 1.1 1
WASHOEW o & o ¢ 6 0 v v o s o 4 « 1 188 14,7 435 6,0 1 827 22.7 114 1.4
NEW HAMPSHIRE!
HILLSBOROUGH. o+ s o % o & o & o & 142 6.7 - - 819 38.4 - - !
ROCKINGHAM, 4 u o 4 ¢ ¢ o o s & & 85 5.3 - - 462 28.8 - - |
1
NEW JERSEY1 ;
ATLANTIC, v o o ¢ 4 e v v o o+ & 1 248 22.9 - - 2 050 37.6 165 3.0 |
BERGEN: o & o s ¢ o o o « o o o & 3 021 17.4 22 0.1 5 3117 30.7 164 0.9 :
BURLINGTONY & & o ¢ ¢ ¢ x o » & 1 328 18,4 - - 3 244 84,9 96 143 I
CAMDENGS o & o a o « o 2 0 o s o4 3 007 17,6 - - 8 841 58.9 156 0.9 |
CUMBERLAND, v ¢« ¢ o o 4 o ¢ # o & 346 4 - - 2 325 63,5 37 1.0 !
ESSEX o a s a6 o ¢ ¢ o 2 a s 4 & 5 373 12,8 102 0.2 18 576 44,3 141 0.3 |
GLOUCESTER, & 4 o o & 5.4 s 2 o 780 22,0 - - 1 598 45,2 36 1.0 i
HUDSONs s & o a o« ¢ o 4 ¢ o o » 2 944 18,9 - - 4 380 28,4 53 0.3 |
MERCERe o & o % o« s o o o » s 4 1 497 10.6 - - 9 347 66,4 78 0.6 \l
MIDDLESEX o o « o 5 o 4 « s°5 o & 2 760 18.6 38 0.2 5 447 36.6 87 0.6 i
MONMOUTH, o o v o o « o o s s & & 1 H26 17.6 3 (Z}) 3 528 43,5 55 0,7 !
MORRISS o a o o 6.0 o o o ¢ 9 4 1 394 19.3 - - 2 349 3246 55 0.8 I
OCEAN ey 4 4 & s 6 o ¢ o s % 2 1 320 20,1 - - 2 406 36,6 42 0.6 :
PASSAIC & i o s o o s 'a ¢ o & o 4 2 845 20.5 & (Z) 5 527 40.2 46 0.3 !
SOMERSETy & o o a o o o « s s o 4 999 20.0 6 0.1 2 034 40.7 65 1.3
UNION o o 0 o6 0 o 5 6 o o 6 4 4 3 247 20.9 - - 5 3131 - 34.3 669 4.3 i
NEW MEXICOS b |
BERNALILLO, v 4 o v v 4 v ¢ & o s it 2.4 - - 5 oo01 55.2 673 T4
- |
NEW YORK? |
vA‘LBANY. T a15 9.6 304 3.4 4 552 53.8 62 0.7 |
BROOME« & o 6 o o o o ¢ 2 5 » o o 508 10.4 205 4,2 1 860 379 35 0.7 |
CHAUTAUQUA, & ¢ ¢ & o s ¢ s o u & 807 10.4 166 B3 1180 Hu.6 - -
CHEMUNG . & v v o ¢'s 0 o s ¢ o 4 274 8.7 85 247 1 695 54,0 - -
DUTCHESS: & & o ¢ o ¢ s o ¢ o & & 591 11.0 294 5.5 1 935 3644 2 (¥4} !

See footnotes nt-end of table. i
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Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
of 343 large county governments, fiscal year 1978 —Continued

» (Dollar amounts in thousands)
Total cr:;::g; Justice Police protection Judicial
Total
1 2 Percent of Poreent of
County Fopulation axggﬁ:i:tre Percent of total total
Amount total general Amount criminal Amount ceriminal
expenditure Justice Justice
system system
NEW YCRK==CONTINUED
ERIEs o o o o o ¢ o ¢ v 4 & .o 1 077 086 524 009 30 544 5,8 6 463 21,2 6 129 20,1
MONROE. & o & o v o v 2 8 o ¢ o » 707 160 350 526 23 657 6,7 5 999 25.4 6 323 26.8
NASSAU. % ¢ ¢ o o a9 » o o Y i1 299 725 765 713 151 868 19.8 107 056 7045 10 505 6.9
NIAGARA & 4 & 5 o 5 5 5 5 5 0 ¢+ « 237 772 87 395 5 416 6,2 1 546 28,5 1 494 27.6
ONEIDA, o o » « o ¢ o » ¢ . . 262 521 5 911 4 556 6,0 789 173 1 496 32.8
ONONDAGA, 4 + 4+ « 1 ¢ s o # o & 474 133 285 485 18 038 6,3 4 213 23.4 3011 1647
ORANGE. & o o o ¢ o ¢ ¢ o & ¢4 o 246 939 92. 407 5 059 5.5 81 1.6 1 528 30.2
OSWEGOW o v v o o o o 0 o o ¢ o o 111 239 42 687 2 747 6.4 768 28,3 784 28.9
RENSSELAER, & « 5 « ¢ 6 s ¢ ¢4 o 151 471 54 926 2 996 5.5 504 1647 570 19.0
ROCKLAND, 4 ¢ o o v % s & 5 5 & » 257 543 112 832 6 626 5,9 1132 1741 1 283 19.4
ST, LANRENCE: « o o o ¢ 4 » « 4 o 117 101 37 890 1993 5.3 428 2145 552 2747
SARATOGA, v o a ¢ s o v s v o & o 148 212 a7 297 2 000 5.4 537 26,8 6186 30,8
SCHENECTADY & o o v ¢ oo 5 o 4 155 930 48 294 3 244 6,7 349 10,8 794 24,5
STEUBEN v 4 o o o « o s s 0 3 & o 100 738 30 645 1 930 6,3 314 16,3 507 26,3
SUFFOLK ¢+ ¢ ¢ ¢ v « ¢ 6 o « s & » 1 295 268 &22 499 108 730 17.5 76 143 7040 11 22¢% 10,3
ULSTERY s 4 a o o 4 5 o s ¢ o4 & 154 597 50 %98 3 309 6,5 512 15,5 982 29.7
WESTCHESTER v 4 o ¢ v s o o.0 o 874 068 844 %76 29 129 6,6 5 682 19,5 4 659 16,0
NORTH CARQLINA:
BUNCOMBE, 4 o' a v s « s # ¢ o ¢ & 151 738 73 024 2 866 349 1 547 54,0 525 18.3
CUMBERLAND, & ¢ « o s o ¢ » 4 o o 230 917 112 93¢ 6 042 54 2 707 44,8 2 138 35,4
DURHAM: 5 4 5 s 5 = » ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ « « 143 144 74 455 3 554 4,8 492 13.8 407 1£.5
FORSYTH o o o v o 0 o 0 0 55 o » 228 433 121 248 3 722 3.1 1177 316 1327 35.7
GASTON. o o ¢ o o w o 5 ¢ o & o & 155 186 72 063 2 137 3.0 1271 59,5 273 12.8
GUILFORDY o o o 6.6 o o o o 5 o & 304 288 152 800 4 650 3.0 1 724 37.1 7186 15,4
MECKLENBURG « o ¢ o 5 & o o » o o 377 150 219 006 8.293 3.8 3 128 37,7 2 238 27,0
ONSLOW, & o & o 8.0 o ¢ s 3 9 » & 115 168 36 316 1 908 5,3 470 24,6 1 078 56.3
WAKES o s s v v ¢ o o o ¢ 8 o 2 4 273 011 130 .499 2931 2.2 890 30,4 891 30.4
OHIO:
ALLEN & 4 b 0 a6 @ ¢ 0 0 0 o o o 107 072 20 760 2 551 12,3 581 22,8 678 26.6
ASHTABULA o 4 o s o o 5 ¢ o o 3 & 99 722 13392 3 b4y 26,5 601 17.0 604 17.0
BUTLER, 4 v ¢ o % ¢ s o o s o o' a 250 479 30 298 3 318 1140 792 23,9 1 143 34,4
CEARK o ¢ v o ¢ ¢ s s ¢ 0 0 ¢ o 4 150 059 22 410 2 886 12,9 602 20,9 795 27.5
CLERMONT, il o v % & o ¢ s ¢ o « » 114 195 19 o021 1 691 a.9 340 20,1 655 38,7
COLUMBIANAY & o o « s o ¢ 2 o » » 112 620 10 003 1 643 16.4 228 13,9 649 39.5
CUYAHOGAL o v o s o v & o s s o o 1559 471 229 458 52 9u4 23.1 7 828 14,8 20 089 37.9
FRANKLING o o 4 ¢ s o 6 00 & o s 863 996 128 315 49 966 38,9 4275 8,6 36 415 72.9
GREENES o 4 o o » ¢ v o s v 8 o s 128 774 22 054 2 711 12,3 661 24.4 765 28,2
THAMILTONG o o o 0 6 ¢ € v s o 3 & 883 339 125 866 24 198 1%.2 6 578 27.2 T 975 33.0
LAKE: & 5 ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ v ¢ ¢ ¢ 5 ¢ 4 4 210 670 33 548 4 486 13.4 787 17, 1 470 32.8
LICKING 4 4 ¢ « o s 2.0 0 ¢ 6 s » 114 947 14 354 2 128 14,8 434 20,4 695 32.7
LORAING o o o « 5 s ¢ o ¢ v » o 4 263 929 32 988 4 020 12,2 848 24,1 1 238 30.8
LUCAS v & v v 4 s ¢ o 0 o ¢ 0.5 4 469 030 60 415 13 130 28.7 837 6, 4 042 30.8
MAHONING: 4 o « ¢ o' s o o o ¢ 5 4 299 845 42 986 4 670 10,9 94 17,0 2 063 841
MONTGOMERY:s o o o 4 o o o & 5 o & 580 609 153 493 17 559 11.4 3 429 19.5 4 660 2645
PORTAGE 4 , 52 s 2 ¢ ¢ o ¢ ¢ & 4 132 212 29 824 2 975 10,0 846 28,4 1032 34,7
RICHLAND, & & & v ¢ o a0 v v ¢ o 130 0587 12 694 2 633 20,7 685 26,0 68¢p 25.8
STARK o 4. s & 6 o o o ¢ o s 5 & 4 376 258 45 379 7 645 16.8 2 007 26,3 1 720 22.5
SUMMIT. & o o ¢ o s ¢ s ¢ o s o & 529 253 80 059 10 404 13,0 2 404 23,1 2 94p 28,3
TRUMBULL, s o s o 2 o s o o o o 4 240 129 30 416 3 934 12,9 1 295 32,9 1 512 38,4
WOODW o v 0 6 o« % o 6 50 v 4 » o ic2 697 17 275 1 845 10,5 538 29,6 4 39,3
OKLAHOMA®
CLEVELAND & o & o o ¢ 5 o s & 4 4 103 489 3 498 634 18,14 232 36,6 114 18
COMANCHE, & o 4 o o ¢ o & o o 2 117 471 4 728 1 563 3341 354 22,6 575 36,8
OKLAHOMA. o o 4 & o o o o o & o 4 547 141 32 378 4 652 14,4 226 4,9 891 4046
TULSA o 6 6 s 6 e o ¢ o o & v & 431 918 30 793 8 299 27.0 983 11,8 4 763 57
OREGON?
CLACKAMAS v « v o 5 % 5 2 2% & & 213 154 34 507 & 450 18,7 2 635 40,9 1 03y 16,0
JACKSON 4 6 o 0 a6 o o 4 o & v & 117 919 23 853 7 672 32,2 1867 24,3 3 484 45,4
LANE« o & o o ¢ o 5. 5.6 8 5 4 o o 249 268 68 507 14 354 21.0 3 5867 24,9 3 401 23,7
MARIONG & s o ¢ ¢ « % o s 5 « a4 177 363 18520 5 054 27.3 1 566 31,0 1231 24,4
MULTNOMAH o s 4 & 4 o o s s o & & 545 198 90 479 24 613 27.2 8 646 35,1 5 894 23,9
WASHINGTON, ¢ o o « s s ¢ s o o & 203 196 29 942 5 951 19,9 2 424 40,7 1 046 17,6
PENNSYLVANTA®
ALLEGHENY & o 4 o o o0 o o & o 4} 1493 272 213374 29 173 13.7 6 782 23,2 8 916 30.6
BEAVERY 4 & ¢ & o o « o & ¢ ¢ oy 208 705 23 456 3 876 16,5 447 11,5 1787 46,1
BERKS ¢ w o v 5 ¢ » & ¢ & ¢ v » o 304 064 32 531 7 217 22,2 161 2.2 2 054 28,5
BLAIR ¢ 4 s o 4 o s o s ¢.0 o 4 4 133 729 10 713 1 776 16,6 35 2.0 873 49,2
BUCKS ¢ « « ¢ s v o & ¢« ¢ s ¢ 4§ 469 738 45 163 9 578 21.2 734 ) 3 826 39,9
BUTLER:. ¢ o 40 & o ¢ v a4 » ¢ & 141 527 18 331 1 859 10,1 211 11.4 721 38,8
CAMBRIA 4 4 4 o 6 o 6.0 % 5 4 & 4 188 432 21 126 2 753 13,0 160 5,8 1 255 45,6
CENTRE: o o » o .0 » 5 ¢ o o 8 o & 109 323 8 752 1 090 12,5 16 1.5 499 45,8
CHESTER & o o o s o ¢ 5 ¢ o s o o 303 512 28 721 7 816 27, 769 9.8 2 17 27.8
CUMBERLAND: o & o o o s 4 s o ¢ & 174 575 13 127 2 339 17.8 271 11,8 822 3541
DAUPHIN ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢4 v i'o 5.0 o 223 669 29 900 T 026 23,5 193 2.7 2 254 32.1
DELAWARE, v o 4 o o % « v ¢ 4.0 o 582 060 88 396 16 023 18,1 1025 6.4 5 705 35,6
ERIE: o w. 6 ¢ o 6 o ¢ s 4 ¢ 2 5 & 273 833 22219 6 277 28,3 210 3.3 1910 30.4
FAYETTE W' s o w5 o 4 50 6 5 o o 155 901 6 209 2 106 33,9 318 15,1 934 44,3
FRANKLIN, & e n o « ¢ ¢ % o v o s 107 256 7 138 1-482 20.8 39 2.6 449 30,3
LACKAWANNA: & v s o 6 s 4 0 5 o 231 387 17 107 2839 16,6 54 1.9 1 248 44,0
LANCASTER & o 4 & ¢ % v o o o s » 247 914 29 265 5 952 20,3 313 5¢3 2 318 38,9
LAWRENCE, &+ & « o ¢ & '« .« ¢ s o o 105 983 7 252 1271 17.5 23 1,8 600 R ]

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
of 343 large county governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued
{Dollar amounts in thousands)

Legal services dand

Public defense

progecution Corrections Other crinminal justice
County? Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of
total total total total
Amaunt eriminal Amount criminal Amount eriminal Amount eriminal
Justice Justice Justice Justice
system system systen system
NEW YORK=-~CONTINUED
£ L T T T S R S S 3 285 10.8 1 261 4.1 13 276 43,5 130 0.4
MONROE. & o « ¢ » ¢ o o. ¢ . o » 4 2 137 9.0 837 3.5 8 054 34,4 287" 1.2
NASSAUe o 4 670 o ¢ o o o s ¢ 4 7 978 5.3 2 312 1.5 23 507 15,5 510 0,3
NIAGARA & o o w ¢ » s s 0 s .0 s 438 8.1 172 3.2 1 744 32,2 22 0.4
ONEIDA. o o 4 ¢ s o ¢ 4 v o v o & 525 11.5 159 3.5 1 597 35,0 - -
ONONDAGA, & 4 & 0 o o v s o v 0 o 1 438 8.0 743 Hyl 8 092 44,9 541 3.0
ORANGE. + o o o o v 0 o o o ¢ o « 654 12.9 296 5,9 2 500 49,4 - -
OSWEGOs o ¢ v s o .0 s 5 ¢ o« v & & 239 8.8 39 1.4 887 32.6 - -
RENSSELAER: & s o o o s o ¢ ¢ o & 350 11.7 136 4,5 1 439 48,0 - -
ROCKLAND . o 4 o o ¢ 5 o o o 4 o 4 1 063 16,0 351 5,3 2 797 42,2 - -
STy LAWRENCE. 4 4 o & » s o« + s » 155 7.8 a7 4.4 771 38,7 - -
SARATOGAG o « '« v o o a v o #¢ a4 227 11,3 56 2.8 564 28,2 - -
SCHENECTADY v » v v + % 3 5 ¢ & 420 12.9 71 2.2 1 603 49,4 7 0.2
STEUBEN & & o o o o o s 4 s o 4 » 213 11.0 94 4.9 802 Hi,6 - -
SUFFOLK & o 4 ¢ o v o 6 s 4 v & 4 5.08% 4.7 1 715 1,6 13 423 12,3 1 438 21,0
ULSTERs & 4 ¢ 2 % o ¢ ¢ € 2 ¢ &' 325 9.8 107 3.2 1 319 39:.9 64 1.9
WESTCHESTER o & « ¢« o » o o o o o 4 685 16,1 1 730 5.9 iz j02 4%,5 273 C.9
NORTH CAROLINAt
BUNCOMBE: o o w v o 5 s o 2 # 4 & 72 245 - - 680 23.7 42 1.5
CUMBERLANDY 4 o v o v o o s # & & 100 1.7 27 Ok 1 066 17.6 [ 0.1
DURHAM: & & v o 6 o 0 o s « o 5 & 67 1.9 - - 339 9,5 2 249 63,3
FORSYTH « v o 4 s s s 4 90 ¢ ¢ 2 4 122 3.3 - - 995 26,7 104 2.7
GASTONG & o ¢ w ¢ s % o o 2 4 o 4 58 2.7 23 1.4 475 22,2 37 1.7
GUILFORD: 4 v o v o s ¢ o o 2 4 & 256 8.5 - - 1 467 31.5 R87 10,5
MECKLENBURG v o 4 o 4 o o o o 4 o 148 1.8 37 0.4 1 665 20,1 1 Q77 13.0
ONSLOWe ¢ & 4 & o o o s &« ¢ 24 & 35 1.8 - - 298 15,6 30 1.6
WAKE. o o 6 v 6 o o o o v o4 o 4 132 #,5 - - 688 23,5 330 11,3
OH10 :
ALLEN & & 0 v o o o 0 0 v 0 5 o o 246 9.8 g1 1.6 1 005 39.4 - -
ASHTABULA & v 4 4 ¢ s ¢+ 0 ¢ 0 4 & 125 3.5 28 0.8 420 11.9 1 769 49.9
BUTLER., 4 o # o o s s o « s # & & 218 6.6 57 1.7 981 29,6 127 3.8
CLARK & v 4 v & o o0 a0 o 5 o o 236 8.2 133 4.5 996 34,5 126 44
CLERMONT. 4 v 4 & & s o ¢ 2 o 4 & 119 7.0 65 3.8 371 28.9 141 8.3
COLUMBIANA, v ¢« v v ¢ o v ¢ 5.4 o 199 12.1 a8 5.4 428 26.0 51 3el
CUYAHOBA: 4 ¢ 4 4 o « ¢ o s 4 4 4 2 016 3.8 2 493 4.7 13 383 25,3 7 185 13.5
FRANKLING o v o s 0 ¢ o' o o % & & 1 708 3.4 1 380 2.8 & 774 96 1 404 2.8
GREENE, v 4 ¢ « & o ¢ ¢ s ¢ & 4 4 208 7.7 131 4,8 874 32,2 72 247
HAMILTONG & o o s ¢ v ¢ 0 ¢ s 4 & 927 3.8 1 098 4.5 T 514 i) 113 045
LAKE: o s o o 6 o 06 s 4 s ¢.8 2 & 476 10.6 187 3.5 1 513 337 83 1.9
LICKING 4 4 4 4 o ¢ s o o 05 ¢ & 280 13,2 146 6.9 565 26,6 8 0.4
LORAING o 4 s v s ¢ s o 4 s o 4 409 10.2 72 1.8 1 453 36,1 - -
LUCAS & « 4 v o o o v 4 s 0 ¢ 4 s 651 5.0 su9 6.5 6 764 51,5 - -
MAHONING, & 4 4 o' ¢ ¢ & o v & & o 369 7.9 270 5.8 984 el.l1 192 Bl
MONTGOMERY., 4 o o o v v « v v 4 1 Q03 5.7 1213 6.9 4 485 25,5 2 769 15.8
PORTAGE « o v w o ¢ ¢ 5 « o v 2 & 243 8,2 120 4,0 733 24,8 3 12}
RICHLAND, « 4 4 ¢ ¢ s & o 4 s 2 4 396 150 87 343 71% 27,2 70 2.7
STARK 4 o v's s » 5. v v 5% & o & 400 5.2 256 3.3 3 z42 42,4 20 0.3
SUMMIT. o o v o o o o0 ¢ o ¢ 4 o 950 41 627 6.0 3 o8y 29.6 39% 3.8
TRUMBULL. & v ¢ o o o o o o o 4 4 289 73 63 1.6 172 19.6 3 0.4
WOODW o % 4 4 o 4 & o & ¢ ¢ 5 4 a 138 7.6 85 4.7 340 18,7 - -
OKLAHOMAt
CLEVELAND & 4 v o ¢ o s v 0 » 44 201 35.7 - - 87 13,7 - -
COMANCHE. & » 4 ¢ ¢ 4 o o ¢« o o & 194 12.% 41 2.6 399 25,5 - -
OKLAHOMAY & s & o o o o a0 ¢ 4 731 15.7 440 9.5 364 29,3 - -
TULSA 4 4 4 0 476 ¢ s 6 s o 0 & & 17 8.6 194 2.3 1 645 19.8 - -
OREGON!
CLACKAMAS & s 4 v ¢« s o ¢ s s .4 4 685 10.6 276 Ge3 i 607 24,9 216 343
JACKSON 4 ¢ o & 0 0.4 o o # ¢ 4 o 360 4.7 - - 1 961 25,6 - -
LANEs o o o 5 o 8 o o 0 o v .0 & & 1 884 11.0 692 4,8 5 110 35.6 - -
MARIONG & o 8 ¢ 5 o o o 9 ¢ ¢ o 4 764 15,1 175 3.5 1 321 26,1 - -
MULTNOMAH & o s o o 0 o v o o & 4 2 980 12,1 1 668 6.8 5 208 21,2 217 049
WASHINGTON, « 4 4 o ¢ o s s o v & 642 10.8 304 5.1 1 535 25,8 - -
PENNSYLVANIA:
ALLEGHENY o @ ¢ « & v 0o s o 4 & 3 396 11.6 1 029 3.5 9 o001 30,9 39 0.2
BEAVERs o 4 o o o s o s 6 ¢ o & & 364 9.4 123 3,2 1 101 28,4 54 b
BERKS o o o o s o v v s v 2 s 2 345 4.8 120 1.7 & 537 62,9 - -
BLAIR o o & 4 o o 5 o 6.0 o % 4 ¢ 125 7.0 82 4.6 661 372 - -
BUCKS v « v v s « 0 ¢ 00 s v & & 1 094 11.4 308 3.2 3 621 37.8 - -
BUTLERY » » » 2 o s o ¢ & ¢ 0 4 & 132 7.1 66 3.6 729 39,2 - -
CAMBRIA & o ¢ o 4 v ¢ 2 v o ¢ o o 308 11.2 108 3,9 922 335 - -
CENTRE« & ¢ o 5 o0 o v s o 0 o 4 77 T4l 52 4,8 441 H0,5 5 0.5
CHESTER ‘4 4 v ¢ ¢« « ¢« ¢ v o o & & 1 091 14,0 388 5.0 3 198 43,5 - -
CUMBERLAND, & & » « o o o o ¢ s o 151 6.5 o4 247 972 41,6 53 2.3
DAUPHIN & o o o o0 0 % 4 s v o & 532 7.6 237 3.4 3 588 51,1 222 3.2
DELAWARE: 4 v o 4 o« ¢ v o s @ o 2 288 14,3 597 3.7 6 334 39.5 kL] 0.5
ERIEs « o s o o 0 5 0 o s 0 0 o4 429 6.8 304 4.8 3 409 54,3 15 0.2
FAYETTE o 4 a4 o 4 o o v s s o o4 139 6.6 55 2.6 660 31,3 - -
FRANKLIN, w0 « ¢ 5 o ¢« s o s o & ?1 6.1 56 3.8 847 57.2 - -
LACKAWANNA, o o 6 o 0 o o o ¢ o' 277 9.8 129 4,5 1431 39.8 - -
LANCASTER « v w e v 0 s o s ¢ 0 s 347 5.8 212 3.6 2 762 46,4 - -
¢ LPWRENCE, o o 0 v 0 000 n 0 0 4 152 12.0 LT 3.5 452 35,6 - -

See footnotes at.énd

of table.




46

Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
of 343 large county governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands),

-

Total cr:;:::; Justice Police protection Judicial
Totnl
County1 Ebpulntion’ general Percent of Fbiz::: of Ph::::: of
expenditure Amount totnl general Amount criminal Amount eriminal
expenditure Justiee Justice
system system
PENNSYLVANTA==CONT INUED
LEBANON 4 & o 4 6 o o o o ¢ o o o 106 329 8 860 1 509 17.0 167 1.1 549 364
LEHIGH, o « ¢ 2 o o ¢ s o « ¢ o o 265 035 32213 5 280 16.4 155 2.9 1 717 32.5
LUZERNE ¢ v ¢ & 5 « v & o o o 4 & 341 o74 el 325 4 708 22,1 235 5,0 2 08¢ 44,4
LYCOMING, , ¢« « ¢ o« 5 o « o 0 & & 115 123 16 750 2 17 16,2 24 0.9 891 32.8
MERCERY s o o o o. 0 ¢ ¢ s.8 5 & & 127 077 8 673 1877 2146 23 1.2 804 42.8
MONTGOMERY, o vie o o ¢ ¢ v ¢ ¢ & 629 191 57 291 16 109 28.1 1 961 1242 5 332 33,1
NORTHAMPTON & . s 4 4 v o o s 4 & 225 573 23 047 4 470 19.4 52 1e2 1 446 32,3
NORTHUMBERLAND . & & 4 4 o 4 o 4« & 99 001 11 102 1 633 14,7 84 5ei 600 36,7
SCHUYLKILL, » o s o s ¢ s 4 ¢ % & 158 336 15 107 2 697 179 48 1.8 944 34,9
WASHINGTON, ¢ ¢ 2 « 5 ¢« s o« ¢ o & 214 031 16 005 3 058 194 383 12.5 1 364 44,6
WESTMORELANDY & o o ¢ o » ¢ o o & 382 714 42 061 4 750 11,3 170 3.6 2 220 46,7
YORKe o o o o ¢ 6 o o o ¢ a ¢ o 4 289 703 21 185 5 133 2842 771 15,0 1 825 35,6
SOUTH CAROLINA!
ANDERSON: & o « s o 6 ¢ o o ¢ « & 117 213 &6 418 1 966 30,6 833 42,4 548 27.9
CHARLESTON, « o ¢ s o o« o s ¢ « & 260 537 26 032 5 gidg 22.8 3 325 55,9 1 449 24,4
GREENVILLE, 5 & & 2.5 # v ¢ # 4« « 269 136 47 646 6 661 1440 3 {62 47.5 1 592 23.9
LEXINGTON ¢ o 4 & a v o o ¢ s o o 126 573 13 429 2 872 21.4 1 802 52,3 783 27.3
RICHLAND. & o o ¢ & ¢ & ¢ o o o & 248 176 21 354 8 247 38,6 2 877 34,9 3 631 §4,0
SPARTANBURG & & o o ¢ o o o o 4« 195 083 20 762 4 120 19.8 2 443 59,3 1 001 24,3
TENNESSEE
HAMILTONG o o6 o o ¢ s s 0 o o & 271 750 83 902 5 959 Tel 1 788 30.0 1 942 32,6
KNOXs o o o o 5 0 5 0 5.5 05 2 o 299 708 BO 344 5 582 6.9 2 276 40.8 1922 34,4
SHELBYs & o o 4 o o ¢ o o o ¢ & o 748 733 192 737 40 190 20.9 5 000 1244 6 660 16.6
SULLIVANG o o o o o ¢ o o o ¢ ¢ & 137 320 50 861 1 994 3.9 84y 42,6 705 35.4
TEXAS!
BELL: o v v ¢ o ¢ 6 ¢ o ¢ 0 o 4 159 888 5 220 2162 41.4 339 1547 538 24,9
BEXAR w.s o 6 ¢ o0 5 6.0 5 8 ¢ » 247 207 36 612 16 009 43.7 2 140 13.4 4 353 27.2
BRAZORIA: & o o o o ¢ o 5 5 5 4 & 136 120 12 242 3178 2640 1 135 38.7 1 082 34,0
CAMERON & 4 & o o ¢ ¢ ¢ 4 4 # o & 177 114 9 351 5 103 54,6 219 4,3 1 039 20.4
DALLAS, o & o o o o o o 0.4 0 4 & 1 458 358 74 669 33 889 4544 8 B78 2642 10 By 32.0
BLPASO « i v o 6 0 o 0 0 0 8 4 u36 640 15 593 7 100 45,5 1 284 18.1 2 270 32,0
GALVESTON 4 o o ¢ o0 o o s ¢ o u 194 035 18 658 4 365 2344 1119 25,6 1 488 34,1
HARRIS. & see ¢ & « ¢ « o v ¢ o of 2 123 161 184 348 55 704 3042 7 188 12.9 19 380 34,8
HIDALGO & & o 4 s o s. 0 o ¢ o o & 235 033 972 4 433 49,4 424 946 1 235 27.9
JEFFERSON 4 &« 4 o & v s o0 ¢ o o 245 us3 14 020 5 493 39.2 1160 21.1 1 593 29,0
LUBBOCK 4 ' 4 o o « ¢ o o o 4 4 « 200 332 17 643 3 029 1742 575 19.0 i 050 34,7
MCLENNAN, & ¢ « « o 4 o o0 2 4 & 160 762 10 243 2 950 28.8 486 16.5 702 23,8
NUECESs 4 4 o o o o 5 o ¢ o o o & 249 375 18 448 7 667 4146 627 8.2 2 450 32,0
SMITH ., 4 4 4 ¢ ¢ v v ¢ v ¢ ¢ ¢ & 111 557 4 386 2 019 46,0 512 25.4 901 44,6
TARRANT &« 4 ¢ ¢ o o s s o s s o & 773 414 31 618 14 317 45,3 3 11t 2147 4 207 294
TAYLORs & 4 ¢ o 0 v 6 0 o o 8 4 » 104 296 2 820 1 495 53.0 218 14,6 693 46,4
TRAVIS: o v o o o ¢ o 4 o ¢ 0.4 4 388 187 19 181 9 494 49,5 1 556 16.4 2 484 26,
WICHITA ¢ o v o ¢ o o 0 6 o o 2 122 519 3 968 1 520 38,3 358 23,6 533 35.1
UTAHS )
BAVIS & v o o 5 o s 8 # 2 2 ¢ 4 & 122 692 5 873 1 362 23.2 626 46,0 176 12.9
SALT LAKE y v 4 s o s « s o ¢ ¢« » 540 533 93 697 15 099 16,1 7 297 48,3 2 473 16,4
UTAHe o 4 o o o o o o 0 6 o ¢ 4 & 177 106 9 013 3 064 34,0 375 i2,2 478 15,6
WEBER & o s 0 s o ¢ 0 o 0 s 8 o 4 135 974 11 722 2 {48 18,3 575 27.7 295 13,7
VERMONT 3
CHITTENDEN. » o o ¢ ¢ o0 s ¢ 4 o 111 734 179 143 7949 7 449 134 93.7
VIRGINIAL
ARLINGTON 4 o o o o o ¢ s v .0 o & 152 269 119 789 11 402 9.5 7 678 67,3 200 10.5
CHESTERFIELDs. o o.a o 4 s ¢ ¢ & & 121 74% 72 084 4 2131 5,8 2 707 64,3 579 13.7
FAIRFAX &« o ¢« oo o o « o oo 533 954 436 701 31 666 T3 17 910 56,6 3 854 12,2
HENRICO « 4 ¢ & ¢ ¢ ¢ 4 o 4 5 4 & 171 535 113 335 12 577 11,1 6 150 48,9 2 969 23,6
PRINCE WILLIAMG « o « o o o 0 o & 131 363 86 855 5 357 6,2 3 363 62,8 846 15,8
WASHINGTONS
CLARK & 6 4 o o o o o o ¢ o o 4 4 164 481 25 949 5 363 20,7 1 960 36.6 1 153 21.8
KINGs o o o s a 33 s 0.8 ¢ 2 « o] 1160 211 217 072 35 086 16,2 11 602 33.1 7 912 22.6
KITSAPe « s v o o 0 0 ¢ s 0 ¢ & & 122 063 18 136 3 666 20.2 1 357 37.0 778 21.2
PIERCES & o ¢ w6 « ¢ o o v ¢ o o 426 067 53 939 11 491 21,3 4 539 39.5 2175 18.9
SNOHOMISH . & o s 4 « 4 0 o 5 4.» 275 357 38 336 7 776 20,3 3 344 43.0 1797 23.1
SPOKANE 4 & o « v o ¢4 ¢ 5 ¢ & 312 467 33 570 8 424 25,1 2 866 34.0 1 743 2047
YAKIMAG o & s o o o o a0 0 o a4 158 %27 19 469 4 297 21,6 1113 26.5 1 134 27.0
WEST VIRGINIAS
CAB AR 105 534 7 250 1 105 15,2 317 2847 174 15,7
KANAWHA & 4 4 4 o 6 6 ¢ ¢ 6 o 4 o 227 341 13 135 2 J2s 17.7 582 25,0 523 22,4
WISCONSING
BROWN o o o o «'s s v ¢ 0 ¢ o 4 o 174 930 30 758 3 480 11.3 2 001 57.5 688 19.8
DANE: ‘& o s o s ¢ 5 ¢ 6 a2 8 ¢ & 311 740 57 281 9 295 16,2 3 236 4.8 2 657 28,6
KENOGSHA & 4 o o s e o o o o 0 4 » 124 us3 21 684 3 482 16,1 1 724 49.5 876 25,2
MARATHON, ¢ o o & o o & o ¢ o & & 106 468 19.032 2 222 11.7 1 130 50,9 402 18,1
MILWAUKEE 5 o & o + 9 ¢ o « ¢ 5 o] 1 003 569 313 586 29 646 9 5 253 1747 10 233 34,5
OUTAGAMIE o o o o ¢ o o 6 o o o & 127 175 21 580 2 553 11.8 991 3848 832 32.6
RACINE: 4 & o 4 s o ¢ s o s o 0 o 176 793 39 511 & 574 1646 2 096 31.9 1 282 19.5
ROCKy ¢ o o ¢ & s é's o ¢ 8 4 134 730 32 090 3 650 11,4 1176 32.2 916 25,1
WAUKESHAG v o o o o ¢ 9 0 o ¢ & 4 270 691 39 034 5 343 12,7 2 637 494 1 452 27.2
WINNEBAGO u & 4 « o s o 50 o o 4 132 629 24 048 2 670 11,1 1 016 38.4 662 24,8

' Sae footnotes

at. end

of table.
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Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
of 343 large county governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

lagn;rgg:z:::znand Public defense Corrections Othor eriminal justice
. County? Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of
total total total total
Amount criminal Amount criminal Amount eriminal Amount eriminal
Justice Justice Justice Juatice
system system system system
PENNSYLVANIA==CONTINUED
LEBANON & o 4 o ¢ o # & e 86 5,7 32 241 675 44,7 - -
LEHIGH: & o o o 4 4 « & PRI 499 9.5 146 2.8 2 763 52,3 - -
LUZERNE o & o ¢ ¢ o s & N 814 8.8 199 4.2 1T 37.6 - -
LYCOMING: o« o o 4 4 o & Ve 196 7.2 64 2.4 1 526 56,2 16 046
MERCERs 4 o o 2 s 4« o 4 PPN 233 12.4 130 6.9 668 35.4 22 1.2
MORTGOMERY: s & o « o » te e 1 533 9.5 545 3.4 6 738 41,8 - -
NORTHAMPTON ¢ 4 o o o & . 288 6.4 170 3.8 2 514 5642 - -
NORTHUMBERLAND, o & + " e . 152 9.3 91 5.6 706 43,2 - -
SCHUYLKILL. v o v 4 & & ey 148 5.8 108 4.0 1 452 $3.8 - -
WASHINGTON, + . & 4 o o o 237 7.8 75 2.5 999 32,7 - -
WESTMORELANDY & o o ¢ o v e 567 11.9 170 3,6 1 623 4,2 - -
YORKe « e« ¢ € 4 € o o « ¥ e oa 235 4,6 90 1.8 2 212 43,1 - -
S0UTH CAROLINAS
ANDERSONG 4w o ¢ o s o o o s o o & 87 4,4 36 1.8 462 23,5 - -
CHARLESTON. o & ¢ ¢ ¢ o o s o o & 235 8,0 139 2¢3 170 12.9 30 0.5
GREENVILLE, & o o o ¢ o 4 4 o 4 364 5.5 15% 2¢3 1 012 15,2 376 5.6
LEXINGTON o o o o o« v s 4 a o o 102 346 34 142 367 12.8 84 2.9
RICHLAND, 4 o s ¢ s s v « o & o & 718 8.7 245 3.0 763 9,3 13 Q.2
SPARTANBURG ¢ v o 4 5 4 « ¢ s & & io4 4,7 3 1.8 253 6,1 156 3.8
TENNESSEE S
HAMILTON: o o 0 o o s 4 o o 0 4 & 178 3.0 - ) - 1 843 30.9 208 3.5
KNOXs o o o o « o ¢ o0 s o o « 4 47 2.6 - - 1 165 20.9 72 13
SHELBY: 4 o o o 6 ¢ ¢ o ¢ % v o 666 1.7 74 19 6 727 16,7 20 363 50,7
SULLIVANG & ¢ o ¢ ¢ o s « ¢ ¢ o & 61 3.1 4 0.2 375 18,8 - -
TEXAS1
BELLY o o o ¢ v o s o 0 0 o s 4 493 22.8 138 T3] %97 27.6 57 2.6
BEXAR 4 o o o o o ¢ 0 s w .0 s o 4 2 028 12,7 456 2.8 5 264 32,9 1 768 1.0
BRAZORIA: o o o o o o o « 4 o o o 271 8.5 57 1.8 604 19,0 29 0.9
CAHERON & & o o o & ¢ s o v 2 o & 273 5.3 B84 1+6 1 026 2041 2 462 48.2
DALLASe 4 o o 4 o v v v s 5 o & o 3 722 11.0 1325 349 8 853 2641 266 0,8
EL PASO s ' o s s ¢ v o ¢ 0 ¢ ¢ 4 1 093 15.4 244 344 2 179 230.7 30 0.4
GALVESTON 4 & s v s 2 s 3.8 o v o 561 12.9 124 2+8 779 17,8 294 6,7
HARRIS: s 4 o w'o ¢ o ¢ o v ¢ 4 & 6 255 11.2 & 11l 3.8 15 399 27.6 5 37% Q.6
HIDALGO & v o o o 4 5 ¢ 5.8 o 4 4 337 7.6 98 2.2 2 339 52.8 - -
JEFFERSON & ¢ o o o o s o 9 o 5 764 13.9 201 3.7 1118 20,4 657 12,0
LUBBOCK 4 4 & 4 v ¢ ¢ 2 4 o 0 4 & 388 12.8 64 2.1 898 29.6 54 1.8
MCLENNAN. o 4 4 o 0 o o o 0 o 4 303 10.3 43 1.5 1 247 42,3 169 8.7
NUECES: o o o 4 v v o o s s ¢ 4 & %591 T 142 19 2 168 28,3 1 691 22,1 |
SMITH « 4 ¢ o 6 ¢ o 0 « o ¢ o0 169 8.4 43 2+ 344 16,9 53 2.6 |
TARRANT o 6 o 4 o o o o o0 ¢ o & 2 705 8.9 281 2.0 2 825 19,7 1 188 8.3 |
TAYLORs o o v o v ¢ 2 4 ¢ o ¢ 0 & 139 9.3 % 644 319 21.3 30 2,0 !
TRAVISe o o ¢ ¢ o o ¢ o 0 0 2 s & 865 Pl 184 1.9 4 231 44,6 174 1.8 ‘
WICHITA & ¢ 4 4 o o o o % ¢ ¢ 4 & 174 1.4 37 244 395 26,0 23 1.5 i
1
UTAH: l
DAVIS o o o 0 o 0o ¢ ¢ 5 ¢ s & & .y 196 14,4 68 5.0 146 10,7 150 11.0
SALT LAKE « ¢ « o o & o0 o o & . 1 849 12.2 H$60 3.0 2 247 14,9 773 5¢1
UTAHs « v s 0 o 2 o ¢ o 6 o 0 5 ot 222 7.2 73 244 1770 57.8 146 4,8
WEBER o v v v v e v v a e e 331 15.4 75 3,5 w7 34,8 105 4,9
VERMONT ¢ i
CHITTENDEN, + o o o v 4 o s o o & 2 1.4 - - - - - - !
VIRGINIA ‘
ARLINGTON s 4 s w6 o o ¢ 0 o & s 445 3.9 - - 1 596 14,0 483 4.2
CHESTERFIELD: 4 v 4 o 5 « ¢ ¢ & & 184 4,3 - - 718 17.4 26 0.6
FAIRFAX 4 v v v 470 8 v v v 4 3 » 1 011 3.2 129 0.4 4 268 13.5 4 4oy 14,2
HENRICO 4 4 6w o 4 ¢ o o o0 o & 482 3.8 - - 2 976 23,7 - -
PRINCE WILLIAMs & 4 o+ o o 5 o 4 & 336 6.3 - - 788 14.7 24 0.4
WASHINGTON: . i
CLARK o o 4 ¢ s o o v 0 o 5 o ¢ s 537 10.0 211 3.9 1 489 27.8 11 0.2 |
KINGe 0 o o0 o o ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ 0 o o & 3 046 8.7 2 272 6.5 10 147 28.% 107 0.3 i
KITSAP: o « o o 0 o v 2 s 6 0 o o 357 9.7 243 6.8 892 24,3 39 1.1 !
PIERCE: o o' o o o 2 % 6 ¢ ¢ s o o 992 8,6 546 48 3 184 2747 55 0.5 |
SNOHOMISH & & &y w ¢ o s o 3 ¢ & ¢ 684 8.8 245 3,2 1 640 2141 66 0,8 i
SPOKANE o o s oo o ¢ ¢ 0 o o o o 635 7.5 567 6,7 2 470 25,8 443 5.3 !
YAKIMAS &« & ¢ 4 0 o ¢ 0 s o o & 4 379 9.0 195 4.6 1 344 31,9 42 1,0 i
WEST VIRGINIAG \
CABELL: v 4 « o s o ¢ o v ¢ s o o 148 13.4 - - 4o6 k2.2 - - !
KANAWHA & o ¢ o0 4 o 0 v 0.0 o o 333 143 - - -1 38,2 - - }
KISCONSIN |
BROUN & 4 o o s o s 20 a0 s 0 2 » 189 5.4 101 2.9 501 4.4 - - |
DANEe & ¢ a0 0 0 o ¢ ¢ & ¢ o a o 1 634 17.6 310 3.3 i 458 15,7 - - H
KENOSHA & s & 4 o o o o o o o 4 & 328 9.5 138 4.0 416 11,9 - -
MARATHON, o v o o 00 o o o » o 4 166 7.5 43 1.9 470 21.2 11 0,5
MILWAUKEE & o o« ¢ o o o9 ¢ ¢ o 2 931 9.9 1 659 5.6 8 422 28,4 1148 3.9
QUTAGAHIE o s & s o 0 s ¢ o 5 &8 198 7.8 60 244 304 11,9 168 66
RACINE: o ¢ o o o ¢ 20 o ¢ v 8 o 434 6.6 468 Ted 772 11.7 1 522 23.2
ROCKa o o o » o ¢ ¢ 2 ¢ o 4 0 » & 360 9.9 181 5.0 940 25,8 17 2.1
WAUKESHA. o 4 v o o« 2 o o 5 ¢ 4 & 412 7.7 139 2.6 637 11.9 66 - 1.2
WINNEBAGD « v v o ¢ 0w o s o o s 187, 7.0 85 3,2 176 6.6 544 20.%

~ Reprosents zero or rounds to zero.
Inate nre based on a ficld compilation from records of each county government shown; see text for datu limitations.
3population as of July 1, 1977 from Bureau ©f the Census estimates.
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)

of 406 large city governments, fiscal year 1978
(Dollar amounts in thousands) ,

Totnl criminal justice

See footnotes at

end of

table.

systen Folice protection Judicial
Total
Clty? Populntion ? general Percent of PD::2:§ ot Pc;:::: of
expenditure Amount; total general Anount criminal Amount criminal
expenditure Justice Justice
systen syatem
TOTALG o ¢ o o o o o s s o o .| 66 086 129 44 169 098 [ 6 090 329 13.8| 4 925 675 80,9| 346 948 5.7
ALABAMA:
QIRMINGHAM [T S 282 358 126 961 18 210 14,3 15 723 86,3 5327 2.9
GADSDENL 'w ¢ ¢ 4 & 6 o o o o 0 4 . 49 013 14 149 1 412 10.0 1283 90.9 23 1.6
HUNTSVILLE o o o 0 s ¢ o ¢ & & & . 143 906 41 260 0 524 1.0 4 051 89,5 136 340
MOBILE o o« s o o « o o o o ¢ » & o 205 178 66 458 7993 12.0 6 758 84,5 443 5,5
MONTGOMERY 4 ¢ 4. 4 4 & « s 4 o & 156 333 45 680 5 5§y 12.4 4 990 90,1 130 2.3
TUSCALOOSA + & v 4w 4 4 o o ¢ o 4 . 69 4a2 18 465 2 797 15,1 2 569 91.8 132 4.7
ALASKA?
ANCHORAGE. v o s o 2 4 o ¢ o ¢ o 181 754 266 128 11 ol 4,2 9 790 8646 - -
ARTZONAS
GLENDALE o v & ¢ o o o o o » » 4 73 7130 14 822 2 691 18,2 2 364 87,8 74 2.7
MESA ¢« « o o ¢ 4 4 o'a o o 62 o 110 079 25 808 H 226 16,4 3 914 92.6 149 3,5
PHOENIX. o' a o 4 ¢ o w o o « o o 684 516 284 971 58 856 20,7 52 257 88,8 073 5,2
SCOTTSDALE o 4 ¢ o o s o o ¢ o « « 81 458 29 717 3 683 12.4 3 182 86,4 13 3.1
TEMPES & o s 0 o o o 0 5 s & o 0 & 98 146 22 525 4 898 21,7 4- 447 90,58 155 3.2
TUCSON o v v s v 4 ¢ s 6 o o s o & 301 152 119 436 15 397 12.9 14 139 91,8 515 3.3
ARKANSAS ¢
FORT SMITH o v v 4 v 4 ¢ n v o . 68 180 11 800 1 75% 14,9 1 419 80,8 65 3.7
LITTLE ROCK, 46 v's o « o » o & & 153 494 44 514 5 928 13,3 4 575 772 414 7.0
NORTH LITTLE ROCK, o v & » &« o ¢ . 62 875 11 888 2 314 19.5 1924 83,1 148 6.4
PINEBLUFF 4 v 4 ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o s & & 55 a17 B 356 1 687 20,2 1 288 76,3 144 8.4
CALIFORNIAY
ALAMEDAS & v o o 4 v s o 4 0 o o W 72 612 13 013 2 800 21,5 2 697 96,3 - -
ALHAMBRA v & v o 4 4 4 o o s o » . 60 243 15 786 2 499 15,8 2 412 9645 - -
ANAHEIM. o o 0 v v 0w oo 0 0 v W 202 477 79 734 12 763 16,0 12 232 95,8 - -
BAKERSFIELD. & 4w o 'v « 4 o o ¢ & . 83 035 32 219 5 892 18,3 5 696 96.7 - -
BELLFLOWER ¢ « v ¢ v s o ¢ 4 o & & 50 306 & 313 3 342 52,9 3 299 9847 - -
BERKELEY o & 4 o 4 o « o o o o & o 109 387 52 900 6 135 11.6 5 925 96,6 - -
BUENA PARK W 4 v « 4 o o o 00 o 4 62 396 12 943 3 211 24,8 2 960 92,2 - -
BURBANK, v ¢ % s &' s « v s o o o 84 811 31 994 5 039 15,8 4§ 529 89.9 - -
CARSON w. s v 4 ¢ 4. v 5 % o ¢ o o « 80 339 31 653 3 168 10.0 2 788 8840 - -
CHULA VISTA. w4 ¢ ¢ v v ¢ ¢ o o . 78 7149 15 477 3 017 19.9 2 917 26,7 - -
COMPTON, o & 4 ¢ o d o « o « o s . 73 8u5 30 119 5 216 17,3 4 897 93,9 61 1.2
CONCORDYe v 4 4 v o v w0 o w w w 98 718 23 850 4 383 18.4 4 272 97.5 - -
COSTAMESA . v o L v 4 v 0 v o o 77 656 18 145 4 726 26,0 4 506 95,3 - -
DALY CITY. 4 4 0 s v o6 o 0 o v s 73 968 14 022 3 008 21,5 2 932 97,5 - -
DOWNEY o o 0 o o ¢ o 5 5 s 5 o o & 85 090 18 454 3 731 20,2 3 482 93,3 - -
ELCAJON | & v v i a e o 0 a0 66 158 11 895 2 669 22,4 2 605 97.9 - -
EL MONTE & & ¢ o v 4 4 o o 2 o »: 66 684 14 o42 3 883 27.7 3 767 97.0 72 1.9
FAIRFIEED. & o w v o ¢ s o a o-4 & 53 651 15 776 2 N56 13.0 1 995 97.0 - -
FOUNTAIN VALLEY, . v 4 &« o & ¢ 4. 54 602 92 467 1 914 20,2 1 782 93,4 - -
FREMONT. o 4 o o 0 0 & o o # o & . 120 223 23 843 4 780 20,0 4 647 97.2 - -
FRESNO 'w 4 & o o ¢« o ¢ o %« o o o 4 187 895 60 3331 11 977 19.9 11 535 96.3 - -
FULLERTON: 4 o o o v o o o & & o 4 96 980 27 641 4 101 14,8 3 994 97,4 6 0.1
GARDEN GROVE + 4 v 4 4 o ¢ .4 &« 4 . 117 737 29 019 4279 14,7 3 782 88,4 - -
GLENDALE 4 4 4w v & 4 v 4 o o & o . 133 864 40 193 5 246 13.1 4 890 93,2 15 0.3
HAWNTHORNE ¢ 0y & o o o o o o 2 o » & 53 591 12 548 2 599 20,7 2 435 93.7 - -
HAYWARDY v 4 o ¢ 4 0 4 o 0 0 o u 97 374 28 328 4 354 154 4 215 96,8 - -
HUNTINGTON BEACH , , ', . , & + . . 161 B6O 36 040 8 093 22,5 6. 959 86,0 - -
INGLEWOOD, & 4 & u 4 4 o o o & o o 86 976 R 37 058 8 601 23,2 8 359 972 4 (2}
LAKEWOOD & @ & & u v o o « o o« 4 o 79 604 12 385 1 969 15,9 1 886 95,8 - -
LONG BEACH & 4 & 4 v o o o o o 'a 336 697 193078 24 647 12,8 20 697 84,0 - ~
LOS ANGELES, & 4 » o'v o & v o » .| .2 761 222 1 008 467 256 578 25,4 240 647 93.8 13 #3]
MODESTOW & o v ' 4 o o o » s 5 o . 92 035 23 130 3 745 16,2 3 598 9641 - -
MOUNTAIN VIEW, o . W v o o v & 4, 55 221 17 348 2 541 14,6 2 424 95,4 - “
NEWPORT BEACH, & . 4 & 4 o o o 4 . 65 195 22 665 4 806 21,2 4 676 97.3 - -
T 83 843 9 599 3 093 32,2 2 827 91¢4 - -
OAKLAND, & & v v v 4 4 4 ¢ 0 & & . 167 684 26 044 15,5 25 469 97,8 14 0.1
OCEANSIDE. o . . L .. L. . Ll 2327 20 383 3 091 1512 2 981 96,4 - -
ONTARIO. o 4w &' s & 4w 4 o o o » & 68 403 17 279 3 418 19,8 3.375 98,7 - -
ORANGE o & 4 v 4 & 4 o ¢ o o o o . a4 934 19 466 4 171 2.4 4 005 96,0 - -
OXNARD 4 4 & ¢ ¢ 4 0 v o o o & o 93 379 22 789 5 006 22,0 4.845 96,8 - -
L L 50 277 27.711 3 899 14,1 3 596 92,2 - -
PASADENA v & &' 4 4 4 ¢ v o o & o . 106 535 58 967 9 277 15,7 8 847 95,4 - -
PICORIVERAY o v 4 v o v o ¢ 0 4 50 690 9 996 1 607 16.1 1 526 95.0 - -
POMONA o & 4 o o w0 0 s o o o w & 21 972 6 494 29,6 4 494 69,2 57 0.9
REDONDO BEACH, « . » 4 4 & &+ 4 . . 2‘2 ‘1‘,2,3 13 946 4 181 30,0 3 876 92,7 - -
REDWOOD CITY & 4 0 0 v v o o o » . 54 990 15 384 2 211 14,4 2 067 93.5 - -
RICHMOND , . . v\, oo o vy . 70 381 44 852 6 540 14,6 6 347 97,0 - -
RIVERSIDE, & 4 v v's o o o ¢ 0 o . 155 029 43 106 7 294 16.9 6 915 948 - -
SACRAMENTC & & & . v 4 o w0 w4 4 . 264 511 105 710 15 974 15,4 15 726 98,4 - -
SALINAS:, i w 0 o w s s o ¢ o o o . 75 316 20 389 3 648 17.9 3 330 9143 - -
SAN BERNARDINO . v v v 4 4 o.u 4 & 102 270 42 409 7 485 17.6 7 3156 97.7 - -
SAN BUENAVENTURA . ¢ & « o & v o . 23 104 2 868 12.4 2 724 95.0 - -
SANDIEGO, o oy . o . .. ... of ,57 286 236 046 | 32 304 13,7 25 263 9016 - -
SAN FRANCISCO. v . v wiw v « 4w 4 . 655 072 710 898 93 942 13.2 50 555 53,8 14 653 15.7
SAN-WJOSE v 4w w o i v v o s 0w, 583 402 170 002 28 467 16,7 27 474 96,5 - -
SAN LEANDRO, & & v ¢ ¢ n 0 4 o 4 s 68 717 2i 285 2 951 13.9 2774 9440 - -
SAN MATEO,. w'v ¢ 4 4 o o 4 o o » 4 79 303 27 034 3 057 11.3 2 951 96.5 - -
SANTA ANAG o o 0 4w o s 5 o0 o W 18% 138 62 895 11 312 18,0 10 676 94,4 - -
SANTA BARBARA. & W & v 4 o 4 o 4 . 72 783 25 085 4 029 16,1 3839 95.3 - -
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)

of 406 large city governments, fiscal year 1978 —Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Mgn;;:::::::nnnd Public defense Corrections Other eriminal Justice
city! Percent of Percent of] Percent ofj Percont of
Y total total total total .
Amount eriminal Amount criminal Amount criminal Aniount eriminal
Justice Justice Justice Justice
system system system gystem
TOTAL: o o o o o ¢ ¢ 5 ¢ = o » 255 844 4,2 36 288 0.6 460 055 7.6 65 519 1.3
ALABAMA:
BIRMINGHAM ¢ & ¢ 4 o 4 0 ¢ 0 2 » & 506 2.8 (& (1] 1 353 7.8 21 0.1
GADSDEN, 4 4 4 s o ¢ o 2 ¢ 0 o o 34 2.4 - - 72 5,1 - -
HUNTSVILLE ¢ o ¢ o o o 4 0.2 o & « 114 245 - - 223 4.9 - -
MOBILE o 4 6 4 ¢ v & o 4 ¢ o s o & 286 3.6 5 0.1 504 643 - -
HMONTGOMERY & & o & 4 0 4 ¢ o o 4 » 105 1.9 18 0.3 298 54 - -
TUSCALOOSA & 4 4 4 e v 3 o o 4 » & 58 2.4 5 0.2 33 1,2 - -
ALASKAt
ANCHORAGE. v 4 « & & « v » 2 » o & 1 281 11,3 - - 233 2.1 - -
ARTZONAT
GLENDALE o ¢ v ' « v o v o ¢ o o & 33 le2 23 0,9 112 fe2 &5 3.2
MESA o s 4 v o o 6 o 0 s 5 o o s & 77 1.8 14 0.3 15 1.8 - -
PHOENIX, &« ¢ o o o o o o ¢ ¢ o o o 2 568 4.4 308 0.5 557 0.9 93 02
SCOTTSDALE o & o 4 a o s 6 s 5 o & 266 7.2 14 0,3 - - 111 3.0
TEMPEe v e v o o o ¢ o o ¢ ¢ s o o 173 3.5 9 0.2 22 04 92 1.9
TUCSON & & v 4 5 o 5 s 5 s 5 5 » & 743 4.6 - - 30 0.2 - -
ARKANSAS?
FORT SMITH v 4 v 4 v « 4 s o s & & 63 3.6 8 0.5 137 7.8 65 3.7
LITTLE ROCK:s o o a0 ¢ o 2 ¢ « o 130 242 3 0.5 276 8.7 502 8,5
NORTH LITTLE ROCK. & ¢ & & o « » . 70 3.0 20 0.9 152 66 - -
PINE BLUFF 4 4w o oo o s o o s ¢ & 67 R,0 - - 100 5.9 91 5.4
CALIFORNIAY
ALAMEDAL & 4 ¢ 4 o 4w & v o o s & & 103 37 - - - - - -
ALHAMBRA ¥ v ¢ v v « v a o 6 o o & a7 35 - - - - - -
ANAHEIMY o 4 4 6 0w v 6 0 ¢ « s u & 531 4.2 - - - - - -
BAKERSFIELDe o o« 4 o o s o o + 4 & 196 3.3 - - - - - -
BELLFLOWER « 4, 4 & » 4 5 s » o 44 83 1.3 - - - - - -
BERKELEY 4 o 4 o 4 o ¢ 6 & o 4 4 o 210 3.4 - - - - - -
BUENA PARK & v 4 & ¢ ¢ » s ¢ 4 o 251 T8 - - - - - -
BURBANK, & o o o'y o o 4 « o o o & 372 T4 - - 136 247 2 (¥4
CARSON ¢ » ¢ o ¢ 4 o o o c:0 ¢ & & 380 i2.0 - - - - - -
CHULA VISTAe & o 4 v 0 a s s o « 100 3,2 - - - - - -
COMPTONG 4 v 4 4 4 v o o s 6 o & & 218 4.2 - - - - 40 0.8
CONCORDY & ¢ o 4 4 o ¢ o o ¢ & v & 111 hTS:] - - - - - -
COSTA MESA & 4 4 4 o o o4 5 s o Y lel - - 8 0.2 65 1.4
DALY CITYs 4 ¢ ¢ s s ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ « '« « 76 2485 - - - - - -
DOWNEY o o 0 6 ¢ & o o o s 5 0 o & 36 1.0 - - 10 0.3 203 5.4
EL CAJON 4 4 v 4 4 s o o v o a0 o 58 2ed - - -. - - -
EL MONTE v o o o 4 o 5 o « a3 o 4 - - - - - - 44 1.1
FAIRFIELD. o 4 o ¢ o ¢ « o v « o 4 61 340 - - - - - -
FOUNTAIN VALLEY. . v v 2 o o & « & 65 3.4 - - - - 67 3.5
FREMONT o v o 4. 6 o o0 5 o o 4 133 2.8 - - - - - -
FRESNO v 4 o % 4w 0 v o v 0 s a » K42 3.7 - - - - - -
FULLERTONG & 4 o 4 o ¢ o v o 0 o 101 2.5 - - - - - -
RARDEN GROVE & o & &+ 4 » o 2 » o & 65 1.5 - - - - 432 10.4
GLENDALE o v 4 0 & 5 o 2 ¢ 5 & » & 214 4.4 - - 127 244 - -
HANTHORNE, « & o o v o o o o s o & 164 643 - - - - - -
HAYWARD, ‘& v v o v i @ ¢ s s 5 o o 126 249 - . - 13 0.3 - -
HUNTINGTON BEACH | , + ¢ o o « o o 293 3.6 - - 383 447 458 8.7
INGLEWOOD: & o o o v o o« » s « o & 238 2.8 - - - - - -
LAKEWOOD 4+ & & o 2 ¢ o « o s ¢ & » 46 2,3 - - - - 37 1.9
LONGBEACH ¢ v v 4 v ¢ ¢ o o 0 « & 2 168 8.9 - - 1 752 Tad - b
LOS ANGELES: & o & 4 o % o & « o & 15 229 5.9 - - 465 0.2 224 D1
MODESTO:s v & o o« o o o o o o o 147 3.9 - - - - - -
MOUNTAIN VIEWs o & o o o o ¢ o « & 117 Heb - - - - - -
NEWPORT BEACH, o & w v o o & & & W 130 2.7 - - - - - -
NORWALK, & 2 4 w0 v o ¢ v 0 o » & 39 1,3 - - - - 227 T3
CAKLAND: & v v o s s o o ¢ s & o & 561 242 - hd - - - -
OCEANSIDE, 4 4 & 0 o o o s ¢ 2 o & 110 3.6 - - - - - -
ONTARIO, ¢ ¢ ¢ v 4 ¢« s o ¢ 4 o » & 43 1e3 - - - - - -
ORANGE « v % v o 4 o o ¢ »'s « o 166 4.0 - - - - - -
OXNARD. 4 4 & & o o 2 & o ¢« v ¢ o 4 161 3.2 - - - - - -
PALO ALTOw 4 % o 5 o » » 50 2 5 4 303 7.8 - - - - - -
PASADENA & v o o o o o ¢ 8 8 o o 421 4.5 - - - - 9 0.4
PICO RIVERAY » o 0 s o ¢ o 0 & o & 80 5.0 - - 1 0.1 - -
POMONA & o w ¢ ¢ w e o o o o 24 & 136 2.4 - ~- 200 3.1 1 607 24,7
REDONDO BEACH, . , v v 4 & ¢ v « . 102 2.4 - - 203 4.9 - -
REDKWOOD CITY 4 4 4 s ¢ w v % s o & 144 68 - = - - - -
RICHMOND & v 4 o 4 o o s o 4 o o & 176 2,7 17 ag,3 - - - -
RIVERSIDE: v & v & o s « o o s o . 379 5:2 - - - - - -
SACRAMENTO v v 4 0 o s o o 4 5.0 & 248 1.6 - - - - - -
SALINAS: « ¢« ¢ v o v ¢ « o 4 s « o 95 246 - - - - 223 &l
SAN BERNARDING 4 | v s & s 4 o & & 170 243 - . - - - -
SAN BUENAVENTURA . & & & s & 5 4 144 5,0 - - - - - -
SAN'DIEGOs & s s o o o o 5 4 o o & 2 244 6.9 276 1.2 292 0,9 129 0.4
SAN FRANCISCO. v 4 o o s » 'n o o o 8 131 8.7 2 &84 Jad 17 496 18,6 223 0.2
SAN JOSE & 4 o s o o0 o v 4 4 4 4 993 3.5 - - - - - -
SAN LEANDROW & 4 4. 6 s o o v o o 4 177 6.0 - - - e - .=
SAN MATEOWw & s o a0 4.0 s v o .4 106 3.5 - - - - bl !
SANTA ANAY 4 e w v o o0 v v o & 488 443 - - 1 (£4] 147 1.3
SANTA BARBARA. o 4 ¢ o s o » s & & ig0 447 - - - - = -

BSee footnotes at end of table.
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Table 7. Percent districution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmentatl)
\ of 406 large city governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total criminal justice

systen Police protection Judicial
Total
n Percent of
city* Population® generdl Percent of PE::gai ot fot::
expenditure Amount total general Amount criminal Amouat criminal
expenditure Justice Justice
system sysatem
CALIFORNIA~~CONTINUED
SANTA ' CLARA. , ¢ 4 v o o s ¢ o o & 84 065 34 288 4 338 12.7 4 147 95,6 - -
SANTA MONICA ¢ v v ¢ ¢ « o & o o & 89 319 27 850 S 617 20,2 5 085 90,5 - -
SANTAROSA & v v v v ¢ a0 s v o« 71 335 28 171 3 232 11.5 3 126 9647 - -
SIMI VALLEYs '« o & ¢ s o 4 5 3 o & 73 262 8 586 2 238 26,1 2 070 92.5 - -
SOUTH GATE o 4w o & o 4 o o o ¢ o & 89 776 12 554 2 763 22,0 2 541 9240 - -
STOCKTON & o 4 s o 4 s o o o« 2 « « 124 037 67 620 7647 11,3 7 281 94,7 - -
SUNNYVALE: ¢ o o « o ¢ o o o 4 o & 105 065 31 083 3 826 12.3 3 655 95,5 - -
THOUSAND OAKS, o & ¢ o ¢ 5 ¢ o o & 63 171 18 589 1.888 10,2 1783 9l 4 - -
TORRANCE & 4 4 ¢ o 4 o = 4 8 o o 129 067 39 686 7 228 18,2 6 440 89,1 84 1.2
VALLEJOYW & o o ¢ 0 o o o o o 2 o & 70 264 20 748 3 250 15.7 3 131 96.3 - -
WEST COVINA, ¢ ¢ & v o ¢ 0 o o « & 72 770 14 220 3 304 23,2 3 19¢ 96.6 - -
WESTMINSTER: & o 4 s 4 o ¢ o o & & 69 155 9. 831 2 716 27.6 2 685 98,9 - -
WHITTIER o s 4 ¢ 4 o o ¢ o ¢ a o & 69 528 15 031 3 096 20,6 3 054 98,6 - -
COLORADO?
ARVADA & v o 4 o a o 5 o s s 0 & & 79 958 10 807 2 448 22,7 2 275 9249 5 Jel
AURORA 4 4 4 4 ¢ o' ¢ ¢ o v s « & & 127 121 31 149 5 304 17,0 4 641 87,5 202 3.8
BOULDER: « & s s o« w o o ¢ o 2 & & 76 795 22 340 3 090 13,8 2 688 87,0 183 5.9
COLORADO SPRINGS , 4 4, & « o o o . 183534 49 127 7. 678 15,6 7 093 92,4 324 4,2
DENVER « o o o ¢ a o 6 0 2 o a o & 475 098 346 785 54 677 15,8 40 192 73.5 4 707 8,6
FORT COLLINS 4 o ' s o o o s o & & 58107 18 448 1 537 8,3 1 400 91.1 55 3.6
LAKEWOOD & o 4 4 4 ¢ s ¢ o % o o & 124 350 22 252 6 601 29,7 5 802 87.% 275 4,2
PUEBLO o o o o o 4.5 s o & ¢ 4 o & 102 547 22 888 4 716 20.6 4 407 93.4 26 2.0
CONNECTICUT?
BRIDGEPORT 4 4 4« & s o o s » s o & 137 116 115 587 8 150 Tat 7 898 9649 - ~
BRISTOL. o ¢ s ¢ 0 o s o 4 5 s o & 57 597 41 502 2 B43 6,9 2 270 79.8 425 14,9
DANBURY, o o s ¢ & « o 5 s ¢ « o & 56 382 35 988 2 292 6,4 2224 96,9 [} 0.3
HARTFORD & 4 4 ¢ o s o » s 4 s o 130 015 175 208 11 812 6,7 11166 94,5 21 .2
MERIDEN: & o o o 4 o o o ¢ o o o @ 57 135 35 884 2 014 5.6 1 798 89,3 26 1.3
MILFORD: & 4 & o 4 o o o ¢.¢ o 4 &« S0 240 37 903 2 882 7.6 2 747 95.3 32 1.1
NEW BRITAING 4 o a 4 ¢« o ¢ o s « & 7% 986 35 253 3 157 9.0 2 872 91,0 [ 0.2
NEW HAVEN, 4 & v 4 ¢ s o s ¢ 2 o & 120 085 114 698 8 127 Tl 7 843 96,5 1 [¥4)
NORWALK: 4 v o o o o s 5 ¢ s & o & 77 159 54 071 2 980 5.5 2 671 89.6 10 0.3
STAMFORD & o 4 o « o o 5 o ¢ & o & 105 136 89 993 5 940 6,6 5 530 93.1 8 0.1
WATERBURY. o 4 o « o o o ¢ & o » & 104 890 69 714 7 763 11,1 7 476 96,3 22 0.3
WEST HAVEN o 4 4 & o o o 5 2 o o & 52 190 27 577 2 144 7.8 1.930 90,0 2 0.1
DELAWARE ¢
WILMINGTON ¢ o ¢ & o s ¢ o s o & 72 943 79 449 7711 9.7 6 916 89.7 389 5.0
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA:
WASHINGTON o 4 4 & ¢ s o o o o » « 684 891 1 551 294 206 665 12.7 98 895 47.9 23 689 il.s
FLORIDA:
CLEARWATER & o v o o o o .« o » & & 75 492 27 229 4 001 14,7 3 786 94.6 - -
FORT LAUDERDALE, . v ¢ o ¢ « 4 & & 151 502 60 789 12 264 20,2 11 552 94,2 229 1.9
GAINESVILLE, 4 o <« 4 o o o o o o & 70 108 26 518 3 689 13,9 3 511 95.2 - -
HIALEAH. o o v 6 @ v v o o o s o & 122 793 35 072 5 694 16,2 5 656 9943 - -
HOLLYWOOD, & 4« v & o o v 0 « o o & 116 820 34 803 7 510 21.6 7 126 94,9 58 0.8
JACKSONVILLE s ¢ & 4 o ¢ s s o o = 527 777 193 717 34 673 17.9 20 066 57.9 5 770 1646
MIAMI, & 0 4 0 ¢ 0 o o s 8 s & o & 346 716 115 301 22 411 19.4 21 723 96,9 - -
MIAMI BEACH. & o & ¢ o s ¢ « o« & & 87 904 49 565 6 921 4.0 6 567 94,9 120 1.7
ORLANDO. w s ¢ 4 ¢ o o o 6 2 » o & 116 115 58 277 10 263 17.6 8 784 85,6 144 1.4
PENSACOLAY & 4 4 4 ¢ o 55 o @ » & 65 915 49 262 3 088 6,3 2 823 91,4 17 0.6
STe PETERSBURG « o 4 » o & s o « & 237 134 71 626 16 951 23.7 15 741 9249 - -
TALLAHASSEE: o & 4 4.0 o ¢ 2.4 » 4 85 856 36 126 3 234 9.0 3 050 94.3 - -
TAMEA. I A R R R T R T 264 884 127 356 15 897 12,5 15 285 96,2 - -
WEDY PALM BEACH, & 4 v o o 4 o o & 60 139 22 779 3 920 17.2 3 556 90.7 46 1.2
GEORGIA!
ALBANY o 4 o 0 s 2 6 o o 2 o ¢ & 76 619 16 753 2 890 17.3 2 113 93.9 16 0.6
ATLANTAG o ¢ ¢ o o s o6 ¢ % o o & 416 715 260 147 31 160 12,0 2h 892 7949 1 389 4,5
AUGUSTA, &4 o s o 4 4 o s o s s o.4 52861 16 891 2 587 15,3 2 372 91.7 66 2.6
COLUMBUS ¢ v 4 & 4 4 v v ¢ o o & 165 511 51 389 9 279 18,1 5 740 61,9 2 0ls 21.7
MACON, ¢ o o o ¢ o« o a o ¢ a o o'a 121 282 23 363 4 266 18,3 3 150 87.9 157 3.7
SAVANNAH « & 4 o 4w v ¢ ¢ o o o s & 113 020 36 970 4 458 12,1 4 097 91,9 154 3.5
HAWAIL:
HONOLULU & w4 ¢ 4 o ¢ o s « & o & 717 852 275 .056 45 336 16.5 42 421 93.6 - -
IDAHOS
BOISE CITY 4 v v o o « o s 2 4 o 107 687 26 303 3 154 14,3 3 279 87.3 153 4.1
ILLINOIS:
ARLINGTON HEIGHTS, , . o & o & & & 71 977 14 368 2 570 17.9 2 473 96,2 - ~
AURORA '« ¢ s « s a ¢ o 5 o 4 o 2 & 78 753 20 195 5 117 25,3 4 979 973 4 0,1
BERHYN ¢ o o o 6 o s o o ¢ 0 0 o o 47 799 6.057 1 320 21,8 1 281 97.0 - -
CHAMPAIGNG % o o 4 o o o ¢ & o v @ 59 519 14.073 2 249 16,0 2 187 97.2 - -
CHICAGO, & & 4 o 4 o o v o a s o..| 3 062 88Y 1 213 942 336 055 277 325 976 97,0 516 0.2
CICERO o « s o o« o ¢ 2 5 ¢ ¢ 2.4 @ 60 483 10 415 2 177 20,9 2 050 94.2 - -
DECATURY ¢ 4 & o a oo 6.0 s 4 » & 89 690 15 332 2 397 15.6 2 317 96,7 - ~-
DES PLAINES: o ¢ o o o o ¢ s s:a 4 57 422 11 311 2 290 20,2 2 215 96,7 1 (2)
EAST STa LOUIS o & o'c o « 4 o o & 53 902 19 530 2 720 13,9 2 612 96.0 - -
ELGING & ¢ v s o s ¢ o o o o o & & 61 690 13 055 2 243 17.2 2 168 96,7 13 0.6

See footinotes at

end of

table.
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)

of 406 large city governments, tiscal year 1978—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Legal services and

prosecution Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
City! Percent of Percent of] Porcent ofl Percent of
total total total total
Amount criminal Amount eriminal Amount criminal Amount criminal
jJustice Justice Justice Justice
system system system systen
CALIFORNIA==CONTINUED
SANTA CLARA, & 4+ . 4 s o v s o o & 111 2,6 - - - - 80 1.8
SANTA MONICA o W & o o 0 o o s o 460 8.2 - - - - 72 1.3
SANTA ROSA & 4 ¢ v s 4 o s o s o & 106 3.3 - - - - - -
SIMI VALLEYe + ¢ 4 v ¢ v 4 ¢ o o o 168 Te8 - - - - - -
SOUTH GATE o 4 4 & o o o ¢ o ¢ o & 85 36l - - - d 137 5.0
STOCKTON 4 4 4 v ¢« o v a5 o ¢ o & 363 4.7 - - - - 43 0.6
SUNNYVALE. s 4 4 v v v o o s o » & 174 4.5 - - - - - -
THOUSAND OAKSs & & v 2 s 0 v o & 4 105 546 - - - - - -
TORRANCE 4 & 4 ¢ ¢ ¢ o s o o o » 382 5.3 - - 322 4.5 - -
VALLEJO: 4 4 v o a o o o o 4a'a o & 119 3.7 - - - - - -
WEST COVINAL. v & 40 4 o 5 0 4 & 43 1.3 - - - - 70 2.1
WESTMINSTER: 4 ¢ & » o s 0 o o o . 30 Lol - - - - - -
WHITTIER v 0 o 4 4 6 v o 0 o o o 42 1.4 - - - - - -
COLORADO:
ARVADA v & 4 4 4o 4 0 v 4 ¢ v u 4 94 3.7 - - 7 0.3 - -
AURORA & 4 4 4 4 4 s & ¢« o o s o .. 299 5.6 - - - - 162 3.1
BOULDER, v 4 o 4w » 65 o s & o« & 160 5.2 - - - - 59 1,9
COLORADO SPRINGS . , 4 o o « & « . 250 343 - - 14 0,2 - -
DENVER ¢ ¢ o 3 s a o o « s 2 o « 3 527 6,5 - - 4 931 9.0 1 320 2.4
FORT COLLINS « s 4 4 4 « v 4 o o . 69 4.5 - - 13 0.8 - -
LAKEWOOD 4 4.4 6 4 o o o s 4 o o & 380 5.8 5 0,1 139 244 - -
PUEBLO & & ¢ 4 v 4 ¢ o « o0 2 o & 140 3.0 16 0.3 - - 57 1.2
CONNECTICUT:
BRIDGEPORT ¢ v v 4 o o o o o o 4 , 179 2.2 - - 33 0.4 40 0,5
BRISTOL. 4 4 ¢ o v o ¢ o o0 ¢ & 61 241 - - - - 87 31
DANBURY, v ¢ & o 0 o o o o o o 4 & 57 245 - - - - 8 0.3
HARTFORD 'y 4 4 4 v v v ¢ & o o o & 625 5,3 - - - - - -
MERIDEN., o o ¢ 4 0 0 v o s 0 0 & . 68 3.4 - - - - 122 641
MILFORD: o v 4 ¢ W v o o 2 s « o & 92 342 - - 11 0.4 - -
NEW BRITAIN, . ¢« . 4 v ¢ 4 4 o 4w . 172 L) - ~ - - 107 3.4
NEW HAVEN, & & & 4 4 s o s o o o & 282 3.5 - - - - 1 (Z)
NORWALKY 4 0 4 ¢ & & ¢ o 4 ¢ 2 o 176 5,9 - - - - 123 Bl
STAMFORD & v v 4 v & o o o o o o & 260 4.4 12 0.2 - - 130 2,2
WATERBURY, « v 4. s 4 o o o s « o 185 2.4 - - 14 0.2 66 0,9
WEST HAVEN &« o0 0 W s v 0 v o w . 109 541 - - - - 103 4.8
DELAWARE:
WILMINGTON o ¢ o 4 4 o w0 o s & & 393 5.1 - - - - 13 0,2
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA:
WASHINGTON & v 4 o s v 4 v 0 o o 6 993 3.4 5 770 2.8 69 835 33.8 1 483 0.7
FLORIDA:
CLEARWATER & & & 40 o ¢ ¢ 0 o o 144 3.6 - - 71 1.8 - -
FORT LAUDERDALE. , & o & o s ¢ o & 231 1.9 8 Ol 244 2,0 - -
GAINESVILLE. & ¢ 4 v o o o ¢ v o & 178 4,8 - - - - - -
HIALEAH. o o o oy v v v 0 0 = W W 38 0.7 - - - - - -
HOLLYROOD. ¢ v « & 4 o 6 o s 4 o 220 2.9 - - 106 1.4 - -
JACKSONVILLE o o & 4 ¢ 0 0 6 o oW 1 042 3.0 24 0.1 7 373 21.3 401 1.2
MIAMI. & o v o ¢ 2 v o o o 4 o & 870 3.0 - - - - 18 0.1
MIAMI BEACH, 4 o 4 o &is v n o o 218 3.1 - - - - 16 0,2
ORLANDO. , 4 e 4 &0 4 ¢ o v v o 0 203 2.0 3 (Z) 869 8,5 260 2,5
PENSACOLA: o 4 o 4 o ¢ 6 ¢ s « o o 111 3.6 - - 137 4,4 - -
ST, PETERSBURG v , y & ¢ v oo « . 401 2.4 - - 435 2.5 374 2.2
TALLAHASSEE, & o 4 0 v 4 o 4 o o 184 5.7 - - - - - -
TAMPAL v e o & 0w 4 s s 08 0 & 43¢ 2,7 - - - - 176 1.4
WEST PALM BEACH, . & v ¢ v & v & & 1oy 2.6 - - 217 5,5 - -
GEORGIA:
ALBANY & o v 0 o s o o o o0 o o . 51 1,8 - - 110 3.8 - -
ATLANTAY & ¢ 4 0 w0 s a6 0 o o & 924 3.0 63 0.2 3 319 10.7 573 1.8
AUGUSTAG & i e 4 4 o0 « s o o & & 20 0.8 - - 129 5,0 - -
COLUMBUS v v 4 & 0 4 % o v o » o & 344 3.7 78 0,8 1 104 11.9 - -
MACON: o & o o o o a0 o s 0 » o 119 2.8 - - 240 5,6 - -
SAVANNAH , & v o L s ¢ s o 6 o 5 & 68 1.5 - - 13¢ 3.1 - -
HAWAIT®
HONOLULU & W a4 4 a6 % 0 v o 4 2 848 6.3 - - - - 67 0.1
IDAHO
BOISE CITY W w v 4 o o ¢ o o o o & 254 6,8 - - 68 1.8 - -
ILLINQIS?
ARLINGTON HEIGHTS, ¢ o o « o o« o . 7 3.8 - - - - - -
AURORA & v 4 v ¢ 2 0 o s s o & 134 2.6 - - - - - =
BERWYNxéN. L P T S g‘? g.g - - - - - -
CHAMPA s ¢ 0 e ae e 8 9 ae s 4 2 . - - - M = ol
JCHICAGOM "¢ 4 4 v a o s s o 0 v o 4 4 539 1.4 - - 810 0.2 4 214 1.3
CICERBO + o o v o v o o o ¢ o 0 4 & 127 5.8 - - - - - -
DECATUR: o 4.0 o & ¢ 5 s o o o o « 80 3.3 - = - - - -
DES PLAINES ¢ o o a's o s » s o o & 74 3.2 - - - - - -
EAST STe LOUIS &4 4 so0 o ¢ 4 ¢ o @ 108 8,0 - - - - - -
ELGIN: v v o o s o o5 o ¢ 6 2 o & 62 2,8 - - - - - -
| See footnotes.at end of table.
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
of 406 large city governments, fiscal year 1978 —Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total criminal justice

systen Folice protection Judicial
Total
Pe: 4 Porcont of
city? Pbpulntion’ goneral Percent of ::::i ¢ total
expenditure Amount total genexral Amount criminal Amount oriminal
expenditure Justice Justice
system system
ILL INOIS~=CONTINUED
EVANSTON o o 4 6 s o o o s o 4 o o 72 019 25 812 3 894 15,3 3.728 95,7 - -
JOLIET o o ¢ 4 o o o 6 2 ¢ ¢ s 2 & 72 102 2% 572 4 003 15,7 3 852 9642 - -
OAK LAWN o & ¢ o o v 5 s o o 5 o & 62 198 15 228 2 263 i4.9 2 159 9504 - -
OAK PARK ¢ % 4 & « o o o o o o ¢ & 56 691 16 617 3 661 22.0 3 572 97.6 - -
PEORFA o o o o ¢ 4 o o ¢ o o ¢ 0 125 724 32 540 7 294 22,4 6 877 94,3 - -
ROCKFORD ¢ o o ¢ o s 4 o 4 ¢ 60 o 140 667 31 608 5 387 17.0 5 130 95,2 - -
ROCK ISLAND: ¢ ¢ &« ¢.¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ + « « 87 299 12 169 1 934 15,7 1 831 BT 24 1.3
SKOKIE o 4 o 4 ¢ o o ¢ o o s ¢ o o 65 885 13 884 2 856 20.6 2 117 95,1 1o 0.4
SPRINGFIELDy & ¢ 4 ¢ o o 5 & o o « 87 520 29 916 3 658 12.2 3 389 92,6 - -
WAUKEGAN « v v 0 o 5 s ¢ 4 0 & & o 63 398 15 759 2 919 18,5 2 835 9748 - -
INDIANATL )
ANDERSON & o 4 o o o o o » & ¢ o & 68 584 13 986 2308 17.0 2 162 93,7 57 2,5
EVANSVILLE & 4.+ & o 4 576 ¢ 2 5 & 133 975 33 977 4 844 14,3 4 666 96,3 - -
FORT WAYNE P A 182 213 83 338 5 903 1461 5 550 94,0 - -
GARY ¢ ¢ 0'% o 0 o v o ¢ o ¢ o s & 159 432 28 982 7 412 248 5 788 81.4 483 6,8
HAMMOND: ¢ & v ¢ ¢ % o« o o s .0 & & 102 627 15 999 3 664 22,9 3 237 8843 297 841
INDIANAPOLIS 4 & a0 o o o o & 0 & 704 556 279 616 51 894 18.6 35 152 67.7 6 258 12,1
MUNCIE o o o o o o ¢ 6 0 o ¢ 0 o & 82 152 16 577 1.9%0 12.0 1 859 93,4 66 3.3
KOKOMO 4 o ¢ o 2 4 ¢ o o .4 5 o & 52 006 16 024 2 0535 12,8 1 912 93.0 43 2.1
SQUTH BEND & 4 4 . 5 s 6« s ¢ o o & 114 013 21 200 4 544 214 4 338 95,5 - -
TERRE HAUTEs % o & s 4 s o 2 4 o & 63 4u3 13 855 1 793 12,9 1 636 9142 83 4,8
IowAt
CEDAR RAPIDS 4, » 4 4 s s o 4.4 o & 107 996 70 444 3 500 5,0 3 309 94,5 - -
COUNCIL BLUFFS « & ¢« « o s 4 ¢ & » 58 668 16 229 2 588 15,9 2 467 95.3 - -
DAVENPORT: o o a « % o & o % o & & 101 410 33 467 2 582 Te7 2 471 95.7 - -
DES HOINES « 4 ¢ o o ¢ » o 5 o & 193 772 &6 625 T 959 11.9 7 051 8846 - -
DUBUBUE. 4 4 s ¢ o v s v s v ¢ o &« 62 349 18 622 1 708 9.2 1 569 91,9 i 0.l
SIOUX CITY « 4 4 v s o v 5.9 & o @ 85 115 42 447 2 851 6,7 2 546 82.3 - -
WATERLOO o 4 4 4 o v 0 o ¢ 6 0 & & 78 915 26 033 2 719 10.4 2 853 57,6 - -
KANSAS:
KANSAS CITYy & o o ¢ 0 % & o o o « 167 064 57 843 7 012 12,4 6 118 87. 154 243
LAWRENCE. . R 51 459 24 389 1 444 5,9 1 328 9242 27 1.9
OVERLAND PARK. 5 e .5 8 4 2 s i e 82 372 11 869 3 228 2742 2768 85.7 159 4e9
TOPEKA & 4 ¢ 4 o v s s 5 ¢ 0 o6 « & 122 065 40 686 5 406 13.3 4 799 88,8 ity 2¢l
WICHITA, « o o o o o6 s 0 5 ¢ s 268 012 205 823 9 471 4.6 8 470 B9.4 359 3,8
KENTUCKYS ~
COVINGTONG 4 & o o s o o s & » o « 46 925 13 813 2 528 18,3 2 279 90.2 40 1.6
LEXINGTONG & o- s o o ¢ s 0 ¢ 0 o = 190 142 52 433 12 21 23,4 8 721 Tidd 84ga 6.9
LOUISVILLE & 4 4 4 ¢ o o o o 2 o & 322 870 172 147 20 586 2.0 19 055 9246 549 2.7
OWENSBORO. o s o o o ¢ s o s o & & 50 490 14 775 1 730 11,7 1 618 93,5 32 1.8
LOUISIANAL
BATON ROUGE, , , & 4 o ¢ » o4 & & 308 178 150 791 21 808 14,5 12 776 58,6 8 130 21,7
LAFAYETTE: v o ¢ o s°0 o s ¢ & o & 79 732 23 106 2 431 10,5 1 920 794 288 11,8
LAKE CHARLES 4 & 4 s o o ¢ 4 o o .« 78 464 16 306 2 080 12,8 1 604 771 295 14,2
MONROE o' s o o 4 a s s o « s« o 63 633 17 796 1 826 10.3 1 523 83,4 95 - 5.2
NEW ORLEANS, o s ¢ o « ¢ » s o o & 561 266 259 724 50 276 19.4 29 402 58,5 6 963 13,8
SHREVEPORT 4 o o o o ¢ ¢ ¢ o & 2.4 188 652 46 4h4 7237 1546 6 288 B6+9 421 5,8
MAINE!
PORTLAND 4 4 4 o o s 50 s s o &« & 62 127 44640 3 048 6.8 2 894 94,8 - -
HARYLAND?
BALTIMORES & & o o o o o 5.0 o o & 804 304 983 740 91 978 9.3 68 434 The4 6 506 7ok
MASSACHUSETTSt
BOSTON I R S O N T 618 493 717 635 98 047 13,7 60 830 62,0 19 458 19.8
BROCKTON L R T R T T T T S 94 175 82 994 5 591 6,7 5 423 97.0 2 (Z})
CAMBRIDGE: 4 4 s o ¢ o o » ¢ « o « 99 296 94 719 8 211 8.7 7 637 93.0 - -
CHICOPEE 4 & o ¢ v o0 2 s o ¢ o 56 572 32 249 2 499 747 2 433 974 - -
FALLRIVER 4 ¢ 4 o o o o ¢ o 2 & « 98 898 64 646 5 615 8.7 5 164 92,0 - -
HOLYOKE: 4 o o & o ¢ 6 o ¢  « « o 44 267 39 ¢16 2 182 5,6 2 073 95,0 - -
LAWRENCE & o o o o o s » ¢ & 5 o o 63 845 38 273 3 455 8,2 2 975 94,3 - -
LOWELL & o o ¢ o & ¢ 0 o v o a s & 88 449 68 414 3 99¢ 5,8 3 681 92.2 - -
LYNN & 6 6 o 0 o o o s o 5 ¢ 4 o' 77 089 69 287 5 039 7.3 4 716 9346 - -
MALDEN & % o ¢ 4 o o s 0.8 0 4 o » 54 987 86 354 2 h19 4,3 2 369 97.9 -~ -
MEDFORD, S e e o h 2 e bt s a e 60 519 38 106 3 57 8,7 3220 97,1 - -
NEW BEDFORD. I N R TS T PR 98 8ts 87 116 6 364 7,3 6 160 96,8 - -
NEWTON o ‘¢ s 0 s o ¢ 4 o & s & & & 87 183 82 976 6 271 7:6 6 039 96.3 -l -
PITYSFIELD o o o 4 ¢ 4 o & o '» o4 52 313 35 933 2 08% 5,8 2 048 96,6 - -
QUINCY &4 4t o v o s s o s s o 90 571 92 892 6 628 Tot & 456 974 - -
SOMERVILLE & ¢ ¢ 4 o « s v ¢ » o 4 76 771 41 758 3 435 8,2 2 962 86,2 - -
SPRINGFIELDY & o 4 4 v s v o o a e 164 895 122 71 7 985 6.5 7 435 934 67 0.8
WALTHAMG ¢ o 4 o o s s o » 0 o o 85 632 44 910 3474 77 3330 9549 - -
WORCESTER: ¢ ¢ ¢ o o 5 = ¢ ¢ ¢ + « 165 229 145 697 9 913 6,8 9 040 9142 7 0.1
MICHIGAN®
ANN ARBORY ¢ 4 ¢ o ¢ o s o ¢ o o 105 602 38 063 5 134 13:85 § 359 84,9 453 8,8
DEARBORN 4 o 4 ¢ o o 5 o o 8 o o & 93 871 50 788 5 942 11,6 5. 140 86,9 291 4.9
DEARBORN HEIGHMTS o & o s o 2 o o o 73 108 15371 3 479 2246 2937 Bl 4 238 6.8
DETROITs & o s s o 5.5 o o0 & ¢« o1 289 910 840 362 170 717 2043 147 134 86,5 12 438 T3
EAST LANSING 4 & & v s o s 0 4 5 & 50 789 10 782 1 706 15,8 1 269 T4 4 273 16.0

See footnotes at end

of

table,
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

of 406 large city governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued

Legal services and

See footnotes at end of

table.

prosecution Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
1 Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of
City total total total total
Amount criminal Amount criminal Amount criminal Arount criminal
Justice Justice Justice Justice
system system systen system
ILLINOIS--CONTINUED
EVANSTON o 6 v o 4 s o o ¢ o o o & 136 38 21 0.5 9 0.2 - -
JOLIET v o 4 o o o 0 a5 o & & o & 132 3.3 - - - - i9 0.5
CAK LAWN & o v v W v v o 0 0 s u. 104 4.6 - - - - - -
OAK PARK & W v v v o o' o o o o o & 89 2.4 - - - - - -
PEORIA v 4 4 o 4 4 4 o 2 2 s ¢ u W 252 3.5 - - 85 1.2 80 1.1
ROCKFORD L T S T TP 173 3.2 - - - - 84 1.6
ROCK ISLAND- I 34 1.6 28 1.5 - - - -
SKOKIE 4 4 o ¢ « a o o o s o s o & 129 4.5 - - - - - -
SPRINGFIELDs & 4 n o o o o « o & & 221 6,0 - - 48 1.3 - -
WAUKEGAN. o 4 o o 4 o o v s & & o & a4 2.9 - - - - - -
INDIANAY ,
ANDERSON & 4 o v a o 6 o o o o « & 67 2.9 4 0.2 i8 0.8 - -
EVANSVILLE v 4 4 4 o s « o o « & & 176 3.6 - - - o 2 (2)
FORT WAYNE o & o 2 o0 o o o « o 200 3.4 - - - - 153 2.6
GARY & 4 v o & o a0 o & & o s 4 & 179 2.5 - - 186 2.6 476 6.7
HAMMONDY 4 4 o 4 o o' s o 5 o & & & 93 245 2 0.1 35 1.0 - -
INDIANAPOLIS o & 4 v 4 o ¢ o o & & 2 901 S¢6 - - 7 194 13.9 392 0.8
MUNCIE 4. 4w 4 4 4 4 o ¢ o ¢ « o & & 53 247 - - i2 0.6 - -
KOKOMO & & s o ¢ o s o o o o s & . 89 4,3 - - 11 0.5 - -
SOUTH BEND , , v v vy o o 40 4 & t86 4ol - - - - 20 0.4
TERRE HAUTE. & 4 4 4 o 0.0 o o & & VL b1 - - - - - -
cEDAR RAPIDS w e 0w o v « o o % & . ig2 5 - - 9 0¢3 - -
COUNCIL BLUFFS P T 95 3 - - 18 0.7 8 0,3
DAVENPORT. & 4 s v s o« « o o o o 109 4 - - - - 2 0.
DES MOINES . & s v'4 ¢ 4 ¢ « o o Hy7 5 - 4 461 5.8 - -
DUBUAUE, & 4 &« 4 4 v o o o ¢ o & & &1 3 - - 58 3.4 19 1.1
SIOUX CITY & 4 o w0 o ¢ o o & o & 196 [} - - 105 3.7 4 0.1
WATERLOO & v 4 'y 0w v o o o 4 4 « & 66 2 - - - - - -
KANSAS! |
KANSAS CITYe & o 4 ¢ o o s o 2 o » 317 6 | 0.1 290 Bl 57 0,8
LAWRENCE I 57 - - 10 0.7 19 1.3
OVERLAND PARK. e 66 4 e e e 205 12 0.4 3 0.1 81 2.5
TOPEKA 4+ o 4 4 4 w ¢ s n o ¢ o o & 302 55 1.0 39 0.7 100 1,8
WICHITAL & v v 4 s v 0 0 o ¢ o & 381 - - 261 2.8 - -
KENTUCKY? ‘
COVINGTONG & o s 4 4 o o ¢ 5 o & & i - - 32 1.3 - -
LEXINGTONY W 4 v & v o ¢ o o o o & 44y 108 049 2 079 16.9 71 0.6
LOUISVILLE o o o o v« o 06 4 982 - - - - - -
OWENSBOROY o 4 4 v o ¢ o o v s o . 51 - - 29 1.7 - -
LOUISIANAT
BATON ROUGE. v 4 4w « o o o o & & & 1.673 355 ¢ 1.6 2 071 9.5 203 0.9
LAFAYETTE. (4 & v 4 o 0.0 o o « o & 152 - - 61 2.5 - -
LAKE CHARLES 4 4 4 ¢ o 4 « « v « . 114 - -1 67 3.2 - -
MONROE w & 4 s o o 2.0 2 5 o & o 95 - - 113 6,2 - -~
NEW ORLEANS. & & v v v o o o o & & 2 527 397 0.8 10 111 20.1 87¢ 1.7
SHREVEPORT & 4 4 w o o v » o s & l64 - - 364 5.0 - -
MAINE}
PORTLAND . , ., « o 157 - - - - - -
MARYLAND!
BALTIMORE, + ... . e 5 362 - - 11 052 12.0 624 0.7
MASSACHUSETTS!
BOSTON 4 o ¢ ¢ 4 o s « o o sia o 4 3 426 3.5 878 0,9 10 839 11.4 2 616 2.7
BROCKTON o o v 4 4 s v o ¢ o & o & 123 2.2 - - 43 0.8 - -
CAMBRIDGE: & & 4 4 s o ¢ ¢ « o & 258 341 - - - - 316 3.8
CHICOPEE :w 4 4 o v o s & o s & o & 66 2,6 - - - - - -
FALL RIVER 4 4 ¢ W6 o o o o' 0 & & 217 3.9 - - 149 247 88 1.5
HOLYOKEW- 4 4 o o & s o o 5 o o & 109 5.0 - - - - - =
LAWRENCE & ¢ ¢ o wo o % 0 6 » . 59 1.9 - - 1 (Z) 120 3.8
LOKELL v o & v v 4 o 6 o s 0 & 4.4 178 4.5 - - 33 0.8 102 246
LYNN o 0 a6 0 s a0 0 v e u s 109 2.2 - - - - 214 42
MALDEN 4 4 o o o i s « o » o & o 50 241 - - - - - -
MEDFORDe s 4 » « o o s o o o s o 97 2,9 - - - - - -
NEW BEDFORD. I 144 2,2 - - 59 0.9 4 0.1
NEWTON . LI 232 3.7 - = - - - -
PITTSFIELD S e s W8 e s e ba a 71 3.4 - - - oy - -
QUINCY oy 4 v iy o 0 000 4 & 126 1.9 = - K6 0.7 - -
SOMERVILLE . o . 0 o v v i o 87 2.5 - - - - 386 1.2
SPRINGFIELD, 4 4 o o 6 w ¢ » s o4 313 3.9 - - &2 0.8 108 1.4
WALTHAM. & 0 o i w0 w0 0 s v oo iy 4.1 - - - - - =
WORCESTER, 4 4 o & 4 o w0 s o & 4 284 2.8 - - - - 585 5.9
MICHIGAN? :
ANN ARBOR, W 4 o a0 ¢ o o o o @ 156 3.0 51 1.0 115 242 - -
DEARBORN , ., PR S RPN 238 4.0 4 0.1 239 4.0 - -
DEARBORN HEIGHTS P T T 59 1.7 6 0.2 239 6.9 - -
DETROIT, . I T 2 984 1.7 169 0.1 7 263 4,3 129 0,1
EAST LANSING v PR R R T R P 127 T.4 6 [ 31 1,8 -
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)

of 406 large city governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total erininanl justice

Police protection Judicial
system
Total Percent of
city? Population? general Percent. of Pn:::xg of total
expenditure Amount | total general Amount criminal Amount criminal
éxpenditure Justice Justice
system system
MICHIGAN==CONTINUED . ;
FARMINGTON HILLS & & o' o ¢ + v & 57 538 11 882 2 238 18,8 1 963 87,8 162 7.2
FLINT. o o s o v o o o 0 o o o oo 163994 83 885 12 483 14,9 10 876 87,4 748 6.0
GRAND BAPIOS 4, 4 & v « o s s & » & 184 954 88 984 10 066 11,3 7 978 79.3 1 013 10.1
KALAMAZOO, & ¢ 4 &« o o o 4 o« o 79 077 25 939 4 544 17.5 3 702 81,5 442 9.7
LANSING. o & o o a o ¢ o ¢ o ¢ 0.4 127 128 &4 990 8 573 13.2 & 837 80.0 LE 8,7
LINCOLN PARK , & 4 ¢ o o« v 6 & ¢ & 47 502 10. 772 2077 19,3 1831 88,2 187 9.0
LIVONIA: o o s o « o o o 5 6 0 o 108 337 29 809 4 264 14,3 3 576 83,9 335 7.9
PONTIAC. o 4 o v o« o o« « ¢ 5 o & 79 189 63 157 8 150 12.9 6 708 82,3 782 9,6
ROSEVILLE: ¢ o ¢ o o o ¢ o o ¢ s & 56 978 12 534 2 714 22.4 2 392 8642 261 94
ROYAL OAK: 4 4 4 v v v o ¢ o & o & 76 208 16 401 3 141 19.2 2 749 87.5 228 T3
SAGINAW, o o ¢ o o ¢ o o o % & a & 82 162 31 749 7 341 23.1 7 116 96,9 - -
SOUTHFIELD & 4 o o o o s o o o & « 75 541 29 009 10052 3447 6 122 60,9 1 3es 13.8
ST. CLAIR SHORES & 4 ¢ o o v s o & 5 020 17 378 3 607 20,8 3 413 4.6 132 3.7
STERLING HEIGHTS & 4 2 o ¢ ¢ o o o 96 676 23 931 4 808 20,4 4 356 90.6 299 6,2
TAYLOR & ¢ 4 o ¢ o o 5 4 o ¢ ¢ o & 79 223 18 960 2 407 18,0 3 107 91,2 224 6,6
TROY « o ¢ ¢ v o« o 5 0 8 ¢ s:0 & 62 390 19 162 4 297 22.4 3 515 81,8 635 14,8
WARREN & v ¢ o ¢ « ¢ 5 s ¢ o % & & 170 084 49 056 7 837 16,0 6 7139 86,0 778 9.9
WESTLAND & ¢ o s ¢ 0 s o« o o o & 88 631 21 376 3 516 16,4 2 868 8146] 424 12,1
WYOMING. o o o o o o« 6 o o ¢ 4 o & 58 335 13 105 2 902 22,1 2 524 87.0 214 Y
MINNESOTAL
BLOOMINGTONG & o « o o « ¢ s » » « 78 052 23 174 2 552 11,0 2 320 90,9 65 2.5
DULUTH ¢ o ¢ o o o« o o o v s o o & 95 248 47 773 3 607 7.6 3 257 90,3 35 1.0
MINNEAPOLIS: 4 ¢ o« o o o s o o o & 360 269 183 778 23 485 12,8 20 849 88,8 - -
ROCHESTER: o ¢ o v o s o ¢ o s » & 56 B6S 17 627 1 822 10,3 1 721 945 - -
STe PAUL W 4 4 4 0 4 s ¢ ¢ s o o & 265 971 153 858 16 864 11.0 15 406 91.4 - -
MISSISSIPRI
BILOXL « v o s o o o o o ¢ ¢ & » & 44 439 7 310 1172 16,0 1102 94,0 21 1.8
JACKSON, o 4 ¢ o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ o o o & 190 542 54 426 6 982 12.8 5 728 82.0 251 3.6
MISSOURT?
COLUMBIA & 4 4 ¢ ¢ ¢ o o & 0.4 o = 64 612 14 939 2121 14,2 1 920 90,5 86 4,1
FLORISSANT 4 4 4 o o o o ¢ o o o & 70 639 5 160 i 430 27.7 1 387 97.0 25 1.7
INDEPENDENCE & ¢ o o « 0 o o 2 o & 111 575 19 527 3 607 18,5 3. 289 n1.2 149 4,1
KANSAS CITYs v ¢ & ¢ o a o s o & & 458 573 246 162 37 456 15,2 31 797 R ,9 1 6% 4,5
STy JOSEPH & 4 4 & ¢ 6 o 0 o o » 4 77 804 30 580 2 233 73 2 092 9347 47 2,1
ST, LOUIS, © 5 ¢ ¢ v o o o » « o, 517 671 248 901 63 780 25,6 48 152 70,8 & 605 10.4
SPRINGFIELD: o 4 4 ¢ s 0 o o & o = 134 974 33 07 3 700 11,2 3 442 93,0 115 3.
MONTANA:
BILLINGS & 4 4 o & o 0 o o ¢ & « & 72 303 25 118 2 379 9.5 2 146 90,2 106 4,5
GREAT FALLS. 2 o e o « » 0.0 » & & 60 334 17 028 1 780 10,5 1 632 1.7 37 2.1
NEBRASKA®
LINCOLN, o 4 4 o o o o ¢ s. ¢ » o & 163 937 583 355 &6 508 12,2 4. 999 7648 681 10,5
OMAHAG ¢ 6 4 o 570 s s s. 0 o s o & 365 711 126 717 14 302 11,3 12 075 84,4 1 244 8,7
NEVADA?
LAS VEGAS, & 4 o « o0 ¢ ¢ ¢ o & o 161 086 45 575 13 838 3044 12 486 90.2 697 5,0
RENO w v o 5 o o o6 » oo s s a4 82 541 44 154 7 503 17.0 6 415 85,5 400 5.3
NEW HAMPSHIRE!
MANCHESTER 4 4 & & v s o o s o & » 85 119 60 425 5 011 6.6 3 526 87,9 183 feb
NASHUA & ¢ ¢ s o 0 o s 5 o & ¢« @ & 64 273 34 974 4 998 14,3 3 661 1342 1 165 23.3
NEW JERSEY: ;
BAYONNE: o 4 4 o4 o 5 5 o 5 o s & - 70 222 21 480 3 560 16,6 3 249 9143 149 4,2
BLOOMFIELD & 4 o 2 o o ¢ 6 o 5 o & 50 957 11 696 2675 22.9 2 460 92.0 92 3.4
CAMDEN & 4 4 o s 2 o 4 o 2 ¢ o o & 88 785 33 409 10 517, 31.5 9 784 93.0 379 3.6
CLIFTONG o 4 o 6 o s & 2. ¢ o o & & 76 838 29 779 3 631 12,2 3 398 93.5 143 3.9
EAST ORANGE. s ¢ 4o o s o » o o o & 71 863 49 077 5 142 v 10,5 4 334 84,3 458 8,8
ELIZABETH, v 4 o & & o s ¢ o 's & & 103 497 67 880 7 067 10,4 6 603 934 164 2.3
TIRVINGTONG o s s o« 6 0 o s 5 ¢ o & 56 036 14 024 3 038 21,7 2 6459 87.5 206 6,8
JERSEY CITYw o 4 o w6 s ¢ o o« o & 232 137 156 638 26 576 17.0 25 079 94,4 815 34l
NEWARK ¢ 4 ¢ v o 4 s o o o°a o o & 324 138 342 422 31 243 9.4 29 154 9344 851 2,7
PASSAIC: s v o4 4 o o o ¢ s o o o & 50 258 14 163 3398 24.0 3 106 91.4 102 3,0
PATERSON 4 v 4 4 u o o o ¢ a « o « 152 414 26 859 8 916 9.2 8 452 94,8 248 2.7
TRENTON "¢ ¢ o o v o s ¢ o ¢ o o % 96 951 35 998 8 652 24,40 8 063 93.2 335 3.9
UNION CITY & o o ai s & o o o o & & 52 305 15 304 3 309 21,6 2 884 8742 244 T4
VINELAND & 4 o o o ¢ o o o o % o4 52 984 31 649 2 237 741 2 038 9%.1 107 4,8
NEW MEXICO?
ALBUQUERQUE: o 4 & o o « ¢ s o 2 & 291 187 115 522 16 3713 14,2 12 693 775 997 6.1
NEW YORK!
ALBANY o 6 o 0 0 s o s s s s 0 o W 107 798 56 606 6 899 12,2 6 347 92.0 315 4,6
BINGHAMTON ¢ ¢ ¢ 4 v 6 o o o & & 60 130 24 261 2 847 11,7 2 586 90,8 162 3.7
BUFFALOW o o 4 o o o o o ¢ 0 o 4 & 390 065 361 598 27 413 7.6 24 662 90,0 1 156 4,2
MOUNT VERNON. & & o s o o o s « & 73 572 27 484 4 309 15,7 3.818 8846 252 5,8
MERW ROCHELLE , & o ¢ ¢ o« » o o 2 4 70 450 37 o085 4 741 12,8 4353 91, 237 5,0
NEW YORK CITY, o o & o o o o & o of 7 297 787 | 11 541 904] L 452 975 12.6] 1 122016 N 69 667 4,8

Sce footnotes at

end of

table,
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
of 406 large city governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

lcga:rzzzzlzfjnand Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
clty* Percent of Percent of Percent of) Percent of
total total total total
Arount eriminal Amount criminal Amount criminal Amount criminal
Juatice Justice Justice Justice
asystem system syatem system
MICHIGAN--CONTINUED
FARMINGTON HILLS . 4 ¢4 ¢ o o 4 & 106 4,7 - - 5 0.2 - -
FLINT. o v 6 o s o s o o ¢ o » 44 320 2.6 38 0.3 501 4.0 - -
GRAND RAPIDS "o v s v 4 ¢ o ¢ o o o 344 3.4 13 0.1 332 3.3 386 3,8
KALAMAZOO.W 4 o & 4 s o o ¢ s o o 271 6,0 - - 129 2.8 - -
LANSING, « v ¢ o « o o & « s 2 o & 174 2.0 26 0.3 774 9.0 - -
LINCOLN PARK & 4 & 4 4 ¢ o5 o & & 40 1,9 1 4] 18 0.9 - -
LIVONIA. 4 & v o a0 s o 6 ¢ o o & 165 3.9 15 ) 173 4,1 - -
PONTIAC, & & ¢ 4 4 ¢ 5 o s v s » & 398 4,9 33 0.4 229 2.8 - -
ROSEVILLES « o v 2 o « o o 5 s & & 92 3.3 29 1.0 - - - -
ROYAL OAKs 4 4 & 2 s s o s ¢ » o & 85 2.7 7 0.2 72 2.3 - -
SAGINAW, & & s & v o 2 2 s o s o & 22% 3.1 - - - - - -
SOUTHFIELD o o 6 o 4 « o s ¢ 5.4 o 224 2.2 14 0.1 2 307 23.0 - -
ST, CLAIR SHORES . , e ¢ o o« o » . 62 1.7 - ~- - - - -
STERLING HEIGHTS . v & o o 4 ¢ & 123 2.6 9 0.2 19 0.4 - -
TAYLOR & o 4 o o o o 5 o 2 0 s & & 60 1.8 - - 16 0.5 - -
TROY o s 6 46 s o & & o 45 o o o o 124 2,8 3 0.1 23 0.5 - -
WARREN ‘o o v a % « o2 ¢ o« o o o & 304 3.8 19 0.2 - - - -
WESTLAND 4 4 4 4 ¢ v o w o o o 72 2.0 12 0,3 140 4,0 - -
WYOMING: & ¢ v ¢ 0 ¢ « % o ¢ s » & 128 4.3 4 0.t 35 1.2 - -
HINNESOTA?
BLOOMINGTONe + & & o« v o o ¢ & o ® a4 5.6 - - 23 0.9 - -
DULUTH o o o o 4 % o ¢ o o o o « 284 7.9 20 0.6 11 0.3 - -
MINNEAPOLIS, o & v .6 o o o o o » 1 481 6,3 - - 51% 2.2 640 2.7
ROCHESTER: o o« o o ¢« o o « o « » .« 104 5.5 - - - - - -
ST PAUL o 4 o 4 w v o ¢ o 8 « o 846 5,1 19 0,1 79 0.5 494 2.9
MISSISSIPPIS
BILOXI 2 4 4 s ¢ « o ¢ 8 o s o & « 31 2.6 - - 18 1.5 - -
JACKSON, & v 4 4 i a v o 6 s s o & 374 5.4 - - 598 8.6 31 0,4
MISSOURIt
COLUMBIA @ 4 o ¢« & v ¢ o o 4 o o & 115 5.4 - - - - - -
FLORISSANT 4 o 4 o o o 0 » o 5 & & 18 1.3 - - - - - -
INDEPENDENCE o 4 , 4 o 0.6 o « & & 138 3.8 1 (z) 30 0.8 - -
KANSAS CITYw &« 4 v ¢ o o o o o o » L d29 3.3 258 0.7 1 526 4,1 956 2,6
STs JOSEPH 4 4 4 4 4 o' a o o s @ & 9t LTS 1 (2) 2 0.1 - -
8Te LOUIS, W v v 4 v 4 o ¢ 0 u o W 3179 5,0 - - 8 642 13.5 202 0.3
SPRINGFIELDY ¢ v 4 o o & o s o « & 128 3.5 - : & 0.2 9 0.2
MONTANAS
BILLINGS o & v o o o o o ¢.0 & & & 97 4.1 7 0.3 23 1,0 - -
GREAT FALLS. ¢ 4 v ¢ o o s o o « 37 2.1 - - T4 4.2 - -
NEBRASKAS
LINGOLNG o 4 4 4 « o s o 0 s 0w & 402 6.2 - - 426 6.5 - -
OMAHA, o v v o & a o 4 o 0 0 o o 782 5,5 - - 93 0.7 108 0.8
NEVADA¢
LAS VEGAS: & o 4 o a2 s o o » « & 544 3.9 111 0.8 - - - -
RENO 4 4 o o ¢ ¢ v ¢ % o 0 o o 4 & 298 4,0 9 0.1 384 5.4 - -
NEW HAMPSHIRE:
MANCHESTER o o & 4 o ¢ « '« o & & & 124 3.1 - - 96 2.4 82 2.0
MASHUA & o 4 6 ¢ & s o 2.0 ¢ o « & 76 1,5 - - 96 1.9 - -
NEW JERSEY1
BAYONNE: & ¢ 4 4 « o o o o ¢ & o & 151 4.2 1t 0.3 - - - -
BLOOMFIELD 4 & o & o s a0 o o s 87 3.3 - - - - 36 1.3
CAMDEN & 4 o o a4 s ¢ o o % ¢ & ¢ » 264 245 - - - - 90 0,9
CLIFTONG w4 46 4 4 ¢ o o s o0 o 92 2.5 - - - - - -
EAST ORANGE. 4 4 & w o s ¢ o o o o 248 4.8 - - - - 105 2,0
ELIZABETH, ¢ 4 & 0 4 4 4 & ¢« o 4. W 187 2.6 - - - - 116 1.6
IRVINGTONG & & 6 & o o o o 6.4 o 173 5.7 - - - - - =
JERSEY CITYs o 4 4 v 4 2 s o o « & 327 1,2 39 0.4 - - 316 1.2
NEWARK o 4.0 0 s w0 o s o 0 o o & T24 2.3 - - - - 477 1.5
PASSAIC, o o o v & 5 o 2 & o o & W 82 2.4 - - - - 108 3.2
PATERSON & & o s s s o o o o o » & 223 2,5 - - - - - =
TRENTON 4 6 o 6 4 o oo o ¢ 2 o' 133 1.5 12 0.1 - - 109 1,3
UNION CITY 4 v o v o o s o ¢ o o o 68 2.1 - - - - 113 3.4
VINELAND & & 4 s 4 0 s.s ¢ ¢ & o » 92 et - bd - - - -
NEW MEXICO1
ALBUBUERQUE. v 4 & ¢ s s s o 4 o » 678 4,1 17 0.1 1 938 11,8 4g 0,3
NEW YORK!
ALBANY , a0 4 4 a0 6 s o 8 « o u 20% 2.9 7 0.1 - - 29 0,4
BINGHAMTON & & « ¢ o ¢ & « s o s & 99 3.5 - - - - - ot
BUFFALO: o ¢ o o w s o % o o o o » 1026 3.7 63 0,2 - - 506 1.8
MOUNT VERNON &, o & 4 4 ¢ o & o u & 202 4,7 - - 27 0.6 1o 0.2
NEW ROCHELLE & o0 0 4 ¢ o 2 » o & 151 3.2 - - - - - -
NEW YORK CITYs ¢ v ¢ o o ¢ ¢ o o 72 728 5.0 16 563 1.1 156 387 10,8 15 614 1,1

See footnotes at end of table,
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)

of 406 large city governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued
(Dollar ameounts in thousands)

Total eriminal Justiee Tolica protection Judicinl
system
Total Percont of
City‘ Fopulation® general Percent of Pe;z::i ot tu:nl
expenditure Amount total general Amount eriminal Amount criminal
expenditure Justice Justice
system gystem

NEW YORK»<CONTINUED
NIAGARA FALLS: & & ¢ o o o & » 2 & 79 060 T4 417 3 683 4.9 3 299 89.6 216 5.9
ROCHESTER. v & v o« ¢ s s & ¢ 5 & 256 285 278 504 17 362 6,2 15 840 94,2 786 4,5
ROME & o o s s o « ¢ s o s o o0 @ 47 377 33 606 1 357 4,0 1 024 75,5 78 5.7
SCHENECTADY v 4 & s o o & o % o & 73 263 18 157 3 743 20,6 3 534 9,4 115 3.4
SYRACUSE 4 & o ¢ o« .6 » s & o & & 177 564 134 584 10 904 8,1 9 698 88,9 588 2.4
TROY o ¢ o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ 6 o 6 0 ¢ o & 58 739 40 382 2 551 6,3 2 311 9046 114 4.4
UTICA: v « v o o o o s a s s » & &« 80103 25 576 3 206 i2,5 2 817 87.9 192 6.0
WHITE PLAINS o o & o 5 ¢ o o o o & 46 895 107 815 5 173 4.8 4 506 87,1 273 5,3
YONKERSe s o + o o o s o 's o s o o 189 139 140 250 12 819 9.1 10 878 84,9 627 4,9

NORTH CAROLINA1
ASHEVILLE, 4 o « ¢ o ¢ 2.5 o s o & 58 642 17 291 2 463 14,2 2 265 9240 - -
CHARLOTTE, o o o « o o o o o o o & 295 685 £14 786 12 481 10,9 12 1585 97.4 - -
DURHAM « 4 s o o 4 s o o ¢ o ¢ o & 103 686 31 842 6 348 19,9 6 170 97:2 - -
FAYETTEVILLE v 4 o« o o o ¢ o o o & 67 072 15 324 2 782 18,2 2 677 96,2 - -
GREENSSORO 4 o« 4 o o o« s ¢ a o & & 160 562 56 225 8 133 14,8 7 891 9740 - -
HIGH POINT o« o s 4 s 6 s v ¢ s u & 68 343 26 317 2 568 9.8 2 493 971 - -
RALEIGH. & ¢ 9 o o s & s ¢ o s o » 138 005 46 4831 7 051 15,2 6 793 96,3 - -
WILMINGTON 4 ¢ o & 4 « o s o « & » 54353 14 678 2 156 14,7 2 060 95,5 - -
WINSTON=SALEM: & o 0 o & 5 o s o & 139 688 52 771 8 542 16,2 8 230 96,3 - -

NORTH DAKOTA! )

FA . b & w0 s e 6 s et e e 57 394 21 196 2013 9.5 1 865 92.6 58 2.9

OHI03
AKRON: o o o 5 s o s o o s ¢ 2 s & 244 265 a1 014 10 823 13.4 7 661 70.8 1 313 12.4
CANTON o ¢ o o ¢ o ¢ o & s ¢ o a0 98 ouy 36 269 5 437 15,0 4 299 79,1 679 12,5
CINCINNATI & 4 o & o ¢ s s s ¢ s & 403 363 247 578 34 499 13.9 23 968 69.5 4 075 11.8
CLEVELAND, 4 & & & o s s ¢ s & o' 609 187 339 734 79 559 23,4 51 954 65,3 18 114 22,8
CLEVELAND HEIGHTS, , & o o o » » & 54 944 11 596 2 237 19,3 1L 924 8640 169 746
COLUMBUS 4 v 4 o 0 o s 0 o & s o & 532 339 191 699 38 606 20,1 29 505 764 4 321 11.2
DAYTON & o 45 ¢ s o o ¢ o 5 s o & 197 744 96 897 17 140 17.7 12 428 725 1373 8,0
ELYRIA 4 o v 0 ¢ ¢ 0 o8 o s o & a 51 260 13 421 1 811 15,9 1 201 66,3 368 20.3
EUCLID o 4 ¢ v o o s o o 2 o 5 o & 61 080 20 249 2 798 13.8 2 465 88,2 172 6.2
HAMILTON , & & ¢ & ¢ ¢ o 20 ¢ o » 66 712 18750 3 721 19.8 2 055 85,2 153 4,1
KETTERING, « o 6 s s o ¢ « & ¢ s 4 68 569 9 933 2 306 23.2 1 668 7243 265 11.5
LAKEWOOD & 4 o o o s ¢ o o o o » & 63 584 12 092 1 B60 15,4 1 567 84,2 170 941
LIMA ¢ o & 4 o 0. a o6 ¢ 0 0 ¢ s & 50 263 19 958 2 333 11,7 1 758 75.4 313 13,4
LORAIN & v 0 4 ¢ o« o 6 o 0.8 o o 81 197 19 035 2 402 12,6 1784 743 300 12,5
MANSFIELD. ¢ & o s 4 s o o » o » 56 470 12 487 3 856 30,9 1 814 47.0 44y 11,4
PARMA. ‘o o 4 o o & o 5 o 8 5 o0 & 97 427 13 674 2 575 18,8 1 995 775 421 16,3

, SPRIMGFIELD, o o & « o a s ¢ s o « 74 018 19232 3 587 18,7 2 699 75.2 474 13,2
TOLEDO ¢ v 4 o o o ¢ v o o ¢ o s 358 677 134 033 20 520 15,3 15 932 7746 2 009 9.8
WARREN v o 0 o & « 0 o ¢ o ¢ o 4 » 59 262 11 151 2 688 24,1 1 796 66,8 543 20,2
YOUNGSTOWN & 4 ¢ 4 ¢ o 0 s o ¢ & & 129 875 38 120 6 849 18,0 5 098 M4 673 9.8

OKLAHOMA 1
LANTON o o v o 5 o0 o 6 o ¢ ¢ o o & 83 785 22 249 2 980 13,4 2 438 81.8 184 6.2
MIDWEST, & 4 ¢ s 2 o 5 o ¢ o ¢ o & 50 341 7 656 1 685 22,0 1 567 93,0 44 2.4
NORMAN & 4 w6 s o ¢ » o 5 o o & & 62 521 10 444 2 212 21,2 2 0l2 91,0 104 447
OKLAHOMA CITYe & ¢ 4 s o o s o & 371 802 139 536 17 039 12,2 14 506 85,1 540 3.2
TULSA: 4 o s s ¢ a s o s ¢ 6 8 s o 334 365 126 578 13 930 11.0 12 039 86,4 424 3.¢

OREGON
EUGENE 4 v 4 4 o o o o o o o o & & 99 220 34 324 4 478 13,0 3 834 85,6 265 5.9
PORTLAND ‘4 4 4 o 4 2 & s ¢ & o2 383 904 184 573 23 026 12,5 21 740 94,3 “ -
SALEM: o o ¢ o5 « 0 5 s 0 5 o & o 83 738 41 040 3 878 9.4 524 90.9 100 2.6

PENNSYLVANIA1
ALLENTOWN. v o o 4o 4 & ¢ 4 .0 . 103 204 35 563 3 496 9.8 3 406 97.4 - -
ALTOONAG o 4 & o 0 v s ¢ o 4 . 58 630 10 123 1 610 15,9 1 572 97.6 - -
BETHLEHEM, (4 ¢ o & 0 0 4 o s . 72 887 19 065 2 562 13,4 2 504 9747 - -
CHESTERG v 4 4 s 4 o ¢ 2 o . 45 775 14 385 2796 19,4 2 688 96,1 - -
ERIE o o 6 0 ¢ o v 0 o 4 ¢ s N 124 469 31 014 4 072 131 3 751 92,1 108 2.6
HARRISBURG y & & & 4 & o 2 o . 56 105 22 124 2910 13,2 2 819 96,9 - -
LANCASTER: o s & o« s o s o°s . 56 954 16 590 2 043 12,3 1 994 97.6 - -
PHILADELPHIA & ¢ o s ¢ & o & .| L1778 345 1 335 582 295 448 22,1 182 564 61,8 46 839 15,9
PITTSBURGH & & & & 4 o o o . 442 139 166 837 25 331 15,2 23 835 94,1 4oy 1.6
READING, § & 4 ¢ ¢ ¢ o s » & . 78 457 19 385 3 239 16,7 3 142 97.0 - -
SCRANTON & 4 4 0 4 & s » s & . 91 503 25 656 3 057 11.9 2 971 97.2 - -
WILKES=BARRE & o 4 o o.4 o « . 54 867 18 143 1 829 10,14 177 97.2 - -
YORK & ¢ o oo s o o o 0 s o . 46 595 10 645 2 318 21,8 2 260 975 - -

RHODE. ISLAND!

CRANSTON & 4 4 s & o 5 o 5 « o o & 73 523 42 112 2 867 6.8 2 809 98,0 8 043
PANTUCKET: s s ¢ o 5. » = s 4 o o & 69 911 44 395 2 838 6.4 2 726 96,1 31 1.1
PROVIDENCE 4 o ¢ v o s s ¢ s o o & 160 982 101 182 9 728 9.6 9 282 95,4 190 2.0
WARWICK: & & & 4 ¢ s o o o o 8.2 « 87 450 54 998 4 416 8,0 4 333 98,1 5 0.1

SOUTH CAROLINA!

U CHARLESTON 4 & v 4 o o = o 2 s & & 59 911 16810 3 665 21,8 3 515 95,9 47 1.3
COLUMBIA  y 4 4 4 v 4 s o o a's o & 110 851 29 945 4 568 15,3 3 697 80,9 314 6.9
GREENVILLE 4 o o 4 o ¢ o 2 o » .4 57 406 16 902 2 834% 16,8 2 392 84,4 133 4,7
NORTH CHARLESTON , & 4 v o o & & & 58 658 4 431 1 576 35,6 1 511 95,9 29 1.8

8ee footnotes at end of table.
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)

of 406 large city governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued
(Dollar amounts iri thousands)

Lega;r:::z::::nund Public defense Corrections Othor criminal justice
City? Parcent of Percont of] Parcent of] Percent of
¥ total total total total
Amount eriminal Amount criminal Amount eriminal Amount eriminal
Justice Justice Justice Justice
system systen system system
NEW YORK==CONTINUED
NIAGARA FALLS: , 4 v o ¢ o o o o & 168 4.6 - - - - - -
ROCHESTER: "o v 4 « o s.» o o s » & 685 3e% - - - - 51 0.3
ROME ¢ 4 w0 o s o o0 s 0 ¢ o & & 255 18.8 - - - - - -
SCHENECTADY 4 o 4 0 v o ¢ 4 0 o & 94 2.5 - - - - - -
SYRACUSE « 4 o 4 4 o 2 ¢ s ¢ & o & 273 245 - - - - 345 3.2
TROY LIS Y I L I T Y S R R TP 129 5.1 - - - - - -
UTICAG & v o e v 6 8 o s o o « & 187 5.8 - - 10 0,3 - -
WHITE PLAINS & & . 4 v v o 4 s 4 & 394 76 - - - - - -
YONKERSe & o & ¢ » o 2 o ¢ ¢ ¢ o & 508 3.9 - - 491 3.8 318 2.5
NORTH CAROLINA1
ASHEVILLE, + o ¢ 4 ¢ v o s 2 o o & 111 4,5 - - - - 87 3.5
CHARLOTTE. & 4 4 w ¢ o o o » s 4 310 248 - - 16 0.1 - -
DURHAM & v & s 4 & o ¢ o s s°0 o 167 246 - - - - 11 0.2
FAYETTEVILLE ¢ 4 o s ¢ 0 o ¢ » o @ fo5 38 - - - - - -
GREENSBORO 4 4 4 4.4 o o s ¢ & & & 18% 243 - - 57 0,7 - -
HIGH POINT & 4 3 o 6 2.6 o o ¢ & & Vi 2.9 - - - - - -
RALEIGHG & o o 4 w6 o4 s o v o & 235 3.0 32 0.5 11 0.2 - -
WILMINGTON o o v w6 o o o o o o4 k1] 4,5 - - - - - -
WINSTON=SALEMe. & & 4 o 4 s ¢ ¢ o & 706 2.4 26 03 ao 0.9 - -
NORTH DAKOTAS
FARGOY & o ¢ ¢ 4 4 o« ¢ 2 ¢ 58 o & 920 4,5 - - - - - -
OHI0}
AKRON: & & o & 4 & s s v e .. 491 4,5 - - 1 280 11,8 80 0.7
CANTON | 'y & 4 s e 4 e 2858 542 - - 174 2.2 - -
CINCINNATI & « . . P T 1217 3.5 286 0,8 8 720 13,7 233 0.7
CLEVELAND, , . , . 0 e s s, 1 438 1,8 153 0.2 4 596 5.8 3 304 4,2
CLEVELAND HEIGHTS, " s s e s 100 4,5 - - 40 1.8 4 0.2
COLUMBUS , . . , . s e e 1 469 3,8 352 0.9 2 350 641 609 1.6
DAYTON ¢ o & o o « P A N 475 2.8 180 1.4 2 664 15.7 - -
ELYRIA ¢« v s o o & At e e .. 137 ) 24 1,3 81 4,5 - -
EUCLID o v v & 4 . « 4 s e 157 546 - - 1 (2} - -
HAMILTON o o o 4 . [ R R 60 1.6 10 0,3 152 4.1 1291 34,7
KETTERINGe 4 o 4 & o 5 s 2 o o o & 156 6.8 20 0.9 197 8,5 - -
LAKEKOOD & o & 4 v v o o » o 0 & » log 5.4 - - 22 1.2 - -
LIMA o 6 6 0 0 6 v 0 0 v o 2 o o 81 3.5 21 0.9 160 6.9 - -
LORAIN W v ¢ 4 0 4 ¢ 0 s 0 v o o & 182 Teb 5 0.2 134 8.5 - -
MANSFIELDY o o o o o o « o s o 4 & 85 2.2 - Ll 113 249 1 406 3645
PARMA, 4 4 s ¢ ¢4 s s 2°3 s « o 159 6,2 - - - - - -
SPRINGFIELDY ¢ 4 4 o 4 o o o o 4 . 167 447 - - 74 241 173 4.8
TOLEDO 4 4 v ¢ 4 o 2 ¢ a0 o o @ 475 2.3 42 0,2 2 054 10,0 11 0.1
WARREN & 4 4 ¢ v 4 o v % o s 2 o 170 6.3 - - 94 3.5 85 3.2
YOUNGSTOWN & o 4 4 0 o o v o o o 383 5.6 - - Yoy 6.8 231 3.4
OKLAHOMA
LANTON & 4 ¢ 4 o e s v o 0 5.0 » & 116 3.9 27 0.9 a6 249 129 83
MIDWEST, & o & ¢ v s o o o % o « & 28 1.7 - - 49 2.9 - -
NORMAN v v v v 4 v s v 4 s i w o 90 bl - - 6 0.3 - -
OKLAHOMA CITY, o i'v v v 4 o o « . 839 4,9 - - 772 4,8 382 2.2
TULSAG 4 ¢ 0 ¢ 4 4 o v e s v e 4 s 547 3.7 162 1.2 788 5.7 - -
OREGON1
EUGENE o o v v 0 v ¢ s a2 0 & « « 308 6,9 23 0,5 48 1.1 - -
PORTLAND , . L R I U2 T S 685 3.0 - ” - - 631 2.7
SALEM. v 4 v a4 4 s s 4 e 0w s 183 8,7 8 0.2 63 1.6 - -
PENNSYLVANIA:
ALLENTONN. o o 4 o s o 0 o s ¢ 4 & Q0 2.6 - - - - - -
ALTOONAY & & o a0 s o 4 5.0 ¢ & & 38 2.4 - - - - - -
BETHLEHEMe o o o « 4 o 5 o« o o & & 58 243 - - - - - -
CHESTER, ¢ ¢ o ¢ o« o o « s.¢ 5 o & 108 3.9 - - - - - -
ERIE o o o o o 00 w6 o a o o o & 122 3.0 - - - - 93 2.3
HARRISBURG & 4 4 4 v o. v « 5 o & & 68 243 - - - - 23 0.8
LANCASTER: o o o ¢ o a o o o o o & 49 2.4 - - - - - -
PHILADELPHIA ¢ 4 o ¢ s & « & o0 & 11 600 3.9 4 327 1,5 49 372 16.7 746 0.3
PITTSBURGH 4 & 4 4 o« o o v o o o & 6653 2.6 - - - - 427 1.7
READING, & 4 o o w » ¢ s » o ¢ o - 97 3.0 - - - - - y -
SCRANTON o ¢ v 4 4 o & o o ¢ o & & 86 2.8 - - - - - -
WILKES=BARRE s & 4 4 s o« ¥ o & 4 . 52 2.8 - - - - - -
YORK & 6 a0 on o o 0 a0 s n 44 39 1.7 - - - - 19 0.8
RHODE: 1SLAND?
CRANSTON o o v 4 o v o o o s &« & & 50 1,7 - - - - - -
PANTUCKET. & o s o s o s s + o o s 81 2.9 - - - - - -
PROVIDENCE 4 ¢ ¢ v s s o o o o o & 256 246 - - e - - -
WARWICK. o v 6 % & % o e 0 2 @ 4 & 76 1.7 - - - - 2 (Z)
SOUTH CAROLINA1
CHARLESTON 4 o ¢ o ¢ s oo 4 « 4 & 102 2.8 - - - - 1 (Z)
COLUMBIA v ¢ ¢ o 4 v o 6 ¢ s 's ¢ & 119 2.6 - - 408 8,9 33 0.7
GREENVILLE o & o o o o o 5 2 » o & 80 248 - - - - 229 8.1
NORTH CHARLESTON .. v ¢« v ¢ o » & & 36 2.3 - - - - - -

Bew footnotes at end of tabla.
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure {direct and intergovernmental)
of 406 large city governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total criminal justice Folice protection Judieial
system
Total Porcent of Percent of
city? Fopulatien? general Percent of total total
expenditure Amount | total general Anount criminal Amonnt erininal
expenditure Justice Justice
system gystem
SOUTH DAKOTA!
SIOUX FALLS: 4 v 4 o o o o o o & « 4 927 27 139 2 5oy .4 2 493 97.2 - -
TENNESSEE 1
CHATTANGOGAL 4 v v v s v v » & » » 165 280 107 ‘529 8 631 8,0 8 115 94,0 226 2.6
CLARKSVILLE: ¢ o w o ¢ o o0 o o & 57 299 391 1232 14,7 1216 98,7 6 0.5
KNOXVILLE, « o 2 o 2.6 o o ¢ & « & 184 942 116 342 7 478 6.4 6 685 89,4 72 1,0
MEMPHIS, o o & 52 2 ¢ 5 ¢« & « & 5 668 443 379 282 37 932 10.0 32 252 8540 i 374 3.6
NASHVILLE=DAVIDSON ¢+ ¢ o '« o o & . 428 957 335 765 32 260 9.6 21 613 6740 4 237 13,1
TEXAST .
ABILENE, & « ¢« » « 5.0 » ¢ s 05 & 95 392 15 043 2 27% 15,1 2 045 89,7 127 5,6
AMARILLO 4 4 o 4 0 4 ¢ ¢ o o « o & 143 434 35 411 4 710 13,3 4 354 92.4 202 4,3
ARLINGTON: o o o & o s o o o 20 . 124 646 27 622 3 695 13,4 33711 91,4 145 3.9
AUSTIN o 4 & o o e o o o o ¢ o « & 323 250 101 444 13 714 13,5 11 853 86.4 599 44
BEAUMONT o & & 4w o ¢ 4 v o o » & 117 144 25 542 4 348 17.0 3 913 90,0 148 3.4
BROWNSVILLE. v 4 & o s o .6 s & 71 092 15 290 1927 12,6 1 730 89,8 48 2.5
CORPUS CHRISTI 4 & ¢ v v o s o'5 & 215 224 45 278 9 630 21.3 8 BO% 91,4 406 4.2
DALLAS ¢« 4 o 4 4 s o ¢ 2 ¢ o s 2 4 84y 528 255 046 56 924 22,3 52 009 914 1 948 3.4
EL PASO. & + o v o 0 8 a 4 o s 2 « 395 419 74 262 13 ¥92 18,3 12 262 90,2 517 3.8
FORT WORTH o v 4 o o ¢ o o o s » o 367 993 119 085 19 383 16,3 17 764 9446 561 2,9
GALVESTON, o o v o o o o 4 & & 4 & 60 189 26 353 2 803 1046 2 525 90,1 14 8,0
GARLAND, & o o v 4 o ¢ o o o o & 124 298 31 047 3 400 1.0 3 137 92,3 43 1.9
GRAND PRATRIE, , o ¢ ¢ o o o o » & 61 017 14 703 1 620 11,0 1 359 83,9 9y 5.8
HOUSTON, & o & v « o ¢ « o s & » o} 1 554 960 411 684 76 728 18,6 68 173 88,9 2 536 3.3
IRVING 4 o v 6 v o ¢ 2 o 2 3 2 2 & 105 070 17 363 2 767 15,9 2 515 90.9 115 §,2
LAREDD ¢ o o s 4 o o ¢ o « s s » & 80 570 19 179 1 359 3! 1 151 84,7 117 8,6
LONGVIEW o o o 4 o o o a. o s o » & 54 173 12 539 1 525 12,2 1 379 90,4 104 6,8
LUBBOCK. « 4 s 4 « o o o ¢ « a 2 o 166 127 uy 939 5 855 13,0 5 4yy 92,9 216 3.7
MESQUITE & o ¢ ¢ o« ¢ s o o o & o o 62 878 9 629 2 oo4 20,8 1 881 93,9 4y 2.2
MIDLAND, ‘4 & & v o s ¢ o ¢ « o & & 65 829 14 540 2 365 16,3 1 980 83.7 122 5.2
ODESSA , v v o 4 s v o ¢ ¢ 0 ¢ 2 & 87 624 12 450 2 317 18,6 2 010 86,8 147 6.3
PASADENA & 4 4 4 & i s o o o s » 103 856 19 860 3 554 17.9 3 238 91,1 161 4,5
PORT ARTHUR. o & & v ¢ 6.0 « 2 & & 61 286 14 816 2 038 13,7 i 919 89,3 12 3,5
RICHARDSON o o ¢ « ¢ » o « o s 2 64 870 13 718 1 652 12,0 1 566 94,8 77 4,7
SAN ANGELO & o 4 o s 5 ' o o o 2 67 710 12 645 2 026 16,0 1796 88,6 89 44
SAN ANTONIOW o v & o o o ¢ « o & s 793 374 188 371 33 368 17.7 28 806 86,3 734 2+2
TYLERY & & ¢ e v s o o 0 ¢ ¢ o o & 64 097 14 261 1674 11.7 1 511 90,3 8y 5,0
WACO o 4 4 o s o o o s o o s & a's 104 329 32 928 3 532 10,7 3 128 88,6 85 2.4
WICHITA FALLS: & & 4 o s 4 ¢ ¢ » & 96 884 18 096 2 53¢ 14,0 2 150 85,0 141 5.6
UTAH:
OSDEN. o o v o v ¢ o o o o ¢ & 68 512 18487 4 100 22.2 3395 82,8 432 10.5
PROVOY 4 ¢ o o 4 a s o o 2 s o & & 55577 18 469 1 725 9.3 1. 203 69,7 134 7.8
SALT LAKE CITY 4 & 4 ¢ o o0 o 4 . 167 4oy 64 454 13 614 21,1 12 286 90,2 868 6.4
VIRGINIAL
ALEXANDRIA & 4 o ¢ ¢ o o o o o & & 104 056 98 860 8 796 8.9 5 480 62,3 1 643 18,7
CHESAPEAKE ¢« o ¢ 0 v s 4 « » o « & 111 136 65 754 6 271 9.5 3 555 56,71 700 11,2
HAMPTON: & & 4 2 o o o o o « o » 126 761 aY 220 10 032 11.9 6 612 65,9 610 6.1
LYNCHBURG. o 4 4 s o ' s o o & 4 &« 63 221 43 901 4 020 9.3 2 47 68,3 224 5,6
NEWPORT NEWS & o 4 & ¢« s o ¢ s 4 & 142 262 84 211 8 881 10,5 4 045 45,5 1221 13.7
NORFOLKe & 4 o o o o o s:0 s & o « 281 962 156 496 18 389 11,2 10 969 59,6 1 919 10.4
PORTSMOUTH « ¢ s o o + o o« o a's & 108 147 86. 580 6 867 7.9 4 024 58,6 920 13.4
RICHMOND 4 4 5 ¢ 4w a's s & o o 4 223 212 216 130 18 283 8,5 10 628 58,1 2 769 15,1
ROANOKE. s & o % o 4 ¢ o 2 & 5 4 & 96 606 BO 689 9 145 11.3 2 %01 3147 1042 11.4
- VIRGINIA BEACH , ¢ 4 « 4 & « s 4 . 235 840 138 692 12 000 8.7 7 412 61,8 549 4.6
WASHINGTONY
BELLEVUE | & & 4 4 o v o o o o« o . 68 679 23 874 2 843 1 2 398 84,4 80 2
EVERETT. & o o s o s o s o s & o « 50 505 14 790 2 601 17.6 2 377 91,4 -
SEATTLE: o ¢ ¢ v o 6 ¢ 25 ¢ o « & 4gs 928 229 639 37 474% 16,2 29 806 8042 2 746 T
SPOKANE, & « o 4 2 o o « 2 s o 4 4 175 327 51 989 -7 209 13.9 & 234 86,5 358 5.
TACOMA & o 4 4.0 o0 v s 55 o & & 154 340 62 482 8 811 4,1 6 805 7742 582 b
WEST VIRGINIAL
CHARLESTON & 4 4 o o s o s o o o « 66 965 25 757 2 088 12,0 2 837 9145 67 2.
HUNTINGTON o v 4 o ¢ o 5 & s o o & 69 592 18 185 2 678 4.7 2 494 93,2 26 Le
WISCONSIN®
APPLETON 4 v s 3 4 » 2 2 s o s + o 60 311 40 440 1 708 4,2 1 663 97,4 45 2.6
GREEN BAY: v s o 4 o ¢ o o o » o & 90 368 73 072 3049 4,2 2 849 93,4 72 2.4
KENOSHAYW & o o « o o 5 o ¢ ¢ ¢ o » 80 385 16 632 3 002 18,0 2 857 95,2 55 1,8
LACROSSE. « o ¢ o s ¢ « « o 5 « « 47 844 30 853 1477 4.8 1 405 95,1 18 1.2
MADISONG o v o 4 o s ¢ % 6 ¢ v o & 168 932 131 235 8 177 6,2 7 795 95,3 - -
MILWAUKEE: o o 4 24 o o o s 2 o 653 #17 238 228 47 329 19,9 45 492 96,1 45z 1,0
OSHKOSH, o 4 ¢ ¢ o o s 'a o s s s & 50 460 36 279 1 675 4.3 1 506 95, - -
RACINE & 4 o o6 s v ¢ o a s 2 o « & 93 Yo7 32 917 4 674 14,2 4 514 96,6 30 0.6
WAUWATOSA. o 4 4 W o s 0 « o 5 « & 56 613 36 015 2 131 5,9 2 056 965 22 140
WEST ALLIS o ¢ 4 4 4 o o % 0 o o W 69 346 44 356 3199 7.2 3081 96,3 23 047

Bee footnotes at end of table:
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
of 406 large city governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued
{Dollar amounts in thousands)

Legu:tsgﬁz::::nund Public defense Corrections Cther criminal justice
Cityt Percent of Percent oil Percent of] Percent of
total total total total
Amount criminal Amount criminal Amount criminal Amount eriminal
Justice Justice Justice Justice
system systen system system
SOUTH DAKOTA!
SIOUX FALLS. & « o s 4 ¢ ¢ 2 4 o » 74 2.8 - - - - - -
TENNESSEE
CHATTANOOGA: v 4 4 ¢ & o s s o o & 290 3.4 - - - - - -
CLARKSVILLE: « o o ¢ o s ¢ o o & & 7 -] - - 3 0.2 - -
KNOXVILLE: o « ¢ o o ¢« « o o o « & 293 «9 - - 428 8,7 - -
HEMPHIS: o ¢ o s o 2 o o o o s o « 640 17 69 0.2 2 439 ) 1 164 3.1
NASHYILLE~DAVIDSON , & 4 5 & & & & 976 3.0 398 1.2 4 674 14,8 365 1,1
TEXAS
ABILENE: & o o s 4 o v o o » o & & 98 4.3 - - - - 9 0.4
AMARILLO 4 4 4 o o o o 0 s s o = & 154 3.3 - - - - - -
ARLINGTON. & o ¢ 2 o s o o 2 & & & 173 4,7 - - - - - -
AUSTIN ¢ o ¢ o o o s 6 2 o o o & & 867 6.3 29 0,2 98 0,7 268 2.0
BEAUMONT ¢ v o 4 s 4. s o o & o« o & 148 3.4 - - 124 2.9 15 0.3
BROWNSVILLE: v 4 4« o v o 5 o s'4 « 58 3.0 - - 63 343 28 1.5
CORPUS CHRISTI 4 ¢ o o ¢ s v = o 301 3.1 - - 122 1.3 - -
DALLAS & 4 ¢ ¢ o o ¢ o o & o & o & 1 315 2.3 - - 1 646 2.9 6 (2}
EL PASO, 4 4 o o o o « o s o o s & 522 3.8 - - 209 1.8 82 0,6
FORT WORTH ¢ 4 o 4 o« o « ¢ o & « & 399 2.4 - - 547 2.8 12 0.6
GALVESTON, & w4 & ¢ 2 2.0 s » s & 18 2.8 - - - g 59 24l
GARLANDs & s o o o o o « o s o o & 144 4,2 - - - - 56 1,6
GRAND PRAIRIE, 4 & o « « « » o « & 167 10,3 - - - - - -
HOUSTON. & o ¢ 4 o v s « o o4 o & 1 060 1.4 - - 3 148 K.l 1 814 2.4
IRVING & 4 ¢ o s o s ¢ ¢ 5 o 2 « & 137 5,0 - - - - - -
LAREDO & v ¢ o o & v o ¢ o o 2 o & 75 5.5 - - 2 0.1 14 1,0
LONGVIEW o v o & 4 ¢ o o 5 s ¢ « & 24 146 - - 18 1.2 - -
LUBBOCK. & o o v o s s o » s° 4 » » 198 3ot - bl - - - -
MESQUITE ¢ ¢ & o o ¢ o o o 5 o = @ 79 349 - - - - - -
MIDLAND, & ¢ s ¢ v o 50 ¢ s 4 5 & 71 3.0 - - 192 8.1 - -
ODESSA W 4 0 ¢ o « ¢ o o ¢ o o a'a 8 3.6 - - 76 3.3 - -
PASADENA & 4 s 4 5 o ¢ o s o o o « 155 444 - - - - - -
PORT ARTHUR: & ¢ o ¢ 4 « s & o o . 134 6.6 - - - - 11 0.5
RICHARDSON 4. ¢ ¢ 4 o s o s s o« o & 9 0.5 - - - - - -
SAN ANGELO 4 4 4 4 4 o o o o o o & 69 344 - - 41 2,0 31 1.5
SAN ANTONIO. 4 o o 4 s o o o o « & 597 1.8 - - 489 1.5 2 745 8,2
TYLER v ¢ o ¢ ¢ s o 6 o 6-0 & & & 71 4.2 - - 5 0,3 3 0,2
WACO 4w 'u v s o ¢ ¢ v s o a o s.0 & 138 3.9 - - 151 8,3 30 0,8
WICHITA FALLS, « & v v o v o 4 & & 97 3.8 - - 142 5.6 - -
UTAH:
OGDENG o & s o ¢ o 2 ¢ o v o o 2 & 132 3,2 12 0,3 - - 129 3.1
PROVO. o 4 o s o o a0 5 8 ¢ » & « -3 3.5 2 0.1 4 0,2 321 18,6
SALT LAKE CITY 4 v v & ¢ 4 ¢ 0. s & Ho8 3.0 - - 52 0.4 - . -
VIRGINIAS
ALEXANDRIA 4 o o « ¢ 2.6 o o » & & 510 5.8 59 0.7 1 086 12.0 48 0:5
CHESAPEAKE 4 4 4 4 4 o « & o s o & lag 8.5 - -~ 1 639 26,1 33 0.5
HAMPTON, & o 4 'y & ¢ o v a o o & & 422 B,2 17 0.2 2 274 22,7 97 1.0
LYNCHBURGY o o & & ¢ o o o ¢ u o & 203 5.0 29 0.7 182 19.5 35 0.9
NEWPORT NEWS , 'y & 40 ¢ 4 ¢ 4 4 o & 393 4.4 20 0,2 2 884 32.5 318 3,6
NORFOLKy & & 4 s 2 6 o v ¢ 5 6 o o 1130 6ol - - 4 340 23,6 31 0.2
PORTSMOUTH » & 4 v ¢ ¢ v & « o « & 528 Te7 20 0,3 978 14,2 400 5.8
RICHMOND , & & 4 s 4 o 2 s o 4 o & 981 5.4 3 0,2 3.322 18,2 552 3.0
ROANOKE. '« o & 4 « 4 o o » ¢ o s 380 &,2 - - 4 by6 50,8 77 1.9
VIRGINIABEACH ¢« . 4w o i o v 0 o & 647 5.4 - - 3 072 25,6 320 2.7
WASHINGTON:
BELLEVUE & & ¢ 4 4 ¢ 40 o 4 « o & 248 847 18 0.6 97 3.4 - -
EVERETTQ L R N L N T T T S 121 4-7 - - 77 3.0 26 1.0
SEATTLE. o o 6 v 0 0.2 o « o s & & 1 316 3.5 582 1.6 1 890 5.1 834 2,2
SPOKANE: & 4w o « o o o o 2 o o 352 K49 25 0.3 240 3.3 - -
TACOMA 4 & v 4 s o ¢ s. 6 o ¢ v o & 456 5,2 ‘2 0,5 o 8,1 216 2.5
WEST VIRGINIAY
CHARLESTON o & 4 4 & o « s o & o & 121 349 - - 22 0,7 51 1,7
HUNTINGTON o o 5« o s 0 2 o o o & 91 3.4 - - 16 0.6 49 1,8
HWISCONSING
APPLETON 4 ¢ 4 o 4 o ¢ o o o 4 0 & - - - - - - - -
GREEN BAY, & 4 v ¢ v v o ¢ o o o & 122 4,0 - - 6 0.2 - -
KENOSHA: 4 o 4 o o s ¢ o o o o:a 85 2.8 - - 5 0.2 - -
LA CROSSE. v o o 4 o o « o ¢ o o 48 3.2 - - 6 0.4 d -
MADISON, ¢ o ¢ 5 ¢ ¢ o o ¢ « 2 o . h i 4.6 - - 5 0.1 - -
MILWAUKEE. o & & & 4 o o o ¢ o « & i 366 2.9 - - 19 (Z) - -
OSHKOSH, .o R A S R 67 4,3 - - 2 0.4 - -
RACINE & v s & 0 s o 0 ¢ o ¢ a s & 130 2.8 - - - - - =
WAUHATOSA: o 4 o & ¢ o o6 o ¢ o 4 53 2.5 - - - - - -
WEST ALLIS o ¢ v v 4 0 & n'a o w & 95 3.0 - - - - - -

- Represents zero or rounds to zero.

2 Less than half the unit of measurement shown.

ibaca are based un a fleld compilation from records of cach eity government shownj
Population as of July. 1, 1977 from Bureau of the Census estimates.

see text for data limitations.
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Table 8. Total expenditure, and expenditure from general purpose revenue sources and own revenue
sources for criminal justice activities, by State and type of government, fiscal year 1978
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Expenditure from all revenue sources mp;:g:ltu” Exponditurc
Population? Total Direct expenditure Capital outlay exponditure general from
State nnd type of govermment? (in thaye g a purpose own
ands ) ;5521221 . Percent of Percent of revenue ::x::::
unt total Amount total
expenditire® expondi tqre cxponddture sources

ALABAMA o & & s o o s ¢ o 6 o 5 o o 3 690 232 062 232 062 100,0 10 412 4,5 213 910 187 919
STATEs o o 2 ¢ 5 & o s-9 s 8 v s 4 (%) 100 385 95 770 95.4 1 701 1.7 82 294 T 392
LOCAL, TOTAL « 4 « 4 ¢ o o s s = & {x) 136 380 136 292 99,9 8 711 6.4 131 616 113 527
ALASKAw ¢ o o s s ¢ o 8 o o o ¢ o & 407 95 9685 95 965 100.0 2.974 3.1 92 651 89 543
STATEe o s ¢ o 5 8 5 o o ¢ o°8 o« 4 {x 70 839 69 843 98,6 2 o4 2.9 67 386 67 240
LOCAL, TOTAL ¢ o v o o 0 o s o 4 & (,(3 26 4o2 26 122 98,9 933 3.5 25 265 22 273
ARTZONA o o o o o 0 « ¢4 s o o o 4 2 296 278 994 278 994 100,0 20 603 Tob 267 986 247 369
STATEe o o ¢ o 0 8.6 ¢ o o 8 & 5 » {x) 88 432 80 943 91,5 12 166 13,8 78 449 77 952
LOCAL, TOTAL o ¢ 4 o o v o o ¢ o (x) 198 241 198 051 99,9 8 437 U5 189 536 169 416
ARKANSAS: o « v o » v 0 o s o « o & 2 14y 101 531 101 534 100.0 8 460 8,3 94 495 84 315
STATEs = o a o 5 ¢ ¢ v o 3 o o » (%) 49 219 43 895 89,2 4 565 10.1 42647 41 317
LOCALs TOTAL & ¢ s o s o o s ¢ o 4 {x) 57 908 57 636 99, 3 495 6.0 51 848 39 .998
CALIFORNIAG o o o o o o s o » o a4 21 896 | 2 919 786 | 2 919 786 100,0 112 445 3.9] 2 832 304| 2 674 472
STATE, o o a0 s 6 o ¢ 0 s v s & & {x) 778 622 683 115 87.7 29 572 3.8 705 553 705 553
LOCAL) TOTAL o o o v ¢ « s s v« & & {x)| 2 238 657 | 2 236 671 99,91 82 873 3,71 2 126 751] 1 968 919
COLORADO. w 4 s « o o o s s 6 o ¢ & 2 619 271 597 271 597 100,0 15 057 5.5 264 007 251 638
STATE: o s o s s o o % o o6 s « o (x) 120 132 114 158 95.0 4 584 3,8 112 649 111 002
LOCALs TOTAL o« s ¢ ¢ o o o ¢ ¢ o & {x) 157 454 157 439 100,0 10 473 6,7 151 367 140 635
CONNECTICUT 4 ¢ e 0 s ¢ o s a5 o 4 3 108 248 025 248 025 100.0 14 000 5.6 234 085 220 866
STATEe s » ¢ o o # ¢ 8 s s o 3 o o (x) 128 679 124 513 96,8 5 661 4,4 115 450 114 754
LOCALs TOTAL & « ¢ + ¢ s o » ¢ o & (x) 124 498 123 512 99,2 8 339 6.7 118 635 106 112
DELAWARE. o o o & o ¢ ¢ o o 5 s o o 582 63 302 63 302 100,0 4 275 6.8 &0 006 53 188
STATEs s o o o e s 0.6 ¢ o 8 » o 4 {x) 44 195 42 410 96,0 2 993 6.8 40 827 40 135
LOCAL, TOTAL 4 w o ¢ o o o o ¢ « ¢ (x) 20 987 20 692 99,5 1 282 6,1 19178 13 053
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: o o « « o & & ?93 206 665 206 665 100,0 3 457 1.7 197 960 194 {94
STATEs o « o » 5 ¢ 5 5 o » o ¢ o & X - - - - - - -
LocALs ToTal + o o v v b v v s . (x} 206 665 206 665 100.0 3 457 1.7 197 960 194 194
FLORIDA o v a o o 2 o + « s ¢ o « o 8 452 868 286 868 286 100,0 77 130 8.9 822 384 784 400
STATEs o s ¢ o % 9 2 8 ¢ s 8 s o 4 (%) 330 228 315 720 95.6 34 149 10.3 286 401 282 353
LOCAL, TOTAL & w o s o o & o o o & (x) 553 054 552 566 99.9 42 981 7.8 535 982 502 041
GEORGIA & s o v o ¢t o ¢ s s o o o ¢ 5 olg 391 250 394 250 100.0 34 929 8.9 374 456 352 109
STATEe « o s o s 0 0 0 ¢ o v 5 o 4 (x) 169977 155 640 91,6 21 720 12,8 153 433 152 869
LOCAL, TOTAL v « o o ¢ o o 5.0 o & (x) 235 733 235 610 99.9 13 209 5,6 221 023 199 239
HAWAII o o 6 o s o 0 0 0 0 50 o o 895 106 460 106 460 100,0 10 876 10.2 99 44y 30 272
STATEe s.s o o 6 o & ¢ v 0.4 ¢ o s (x) 46 818 45 046 96,2 10 170 21,7 39 802 39 441
LOCAL, TOTAL o o o o v o « o s & (x} 61 44 61 414 100,0 706 1.2 59 642 40 831
IDAHO & ¢ o & s 0 s o 05 & 4 9 o & 857 64 882 - 64 882 100.0 8 113 12,5 61 358 54 785
STATEe o o o 0 o o s°6 o o 8 % o (x) 28 102 26 91t 95.8 1 244 4,4 24 635 24 508
LOCAL, TOTAL & o s ¢ 0.0 o & » o 4 (x) 38 083 37 971 99,7 6 872 18,0 36 723 30 277
ILLINOISs & 4 o o o s o o v o » o & 1) 245 | 3 159 866 | 1 159 866 100,0 110 117 9,5| 1123 928} 1 056 339
STATE: o s o o o s & 0.0 o ¢ 5 & 4 {x 299 563 273 014 91,1 17 676 5.9 263 349 262 462
LOCALs TOTAL w w.o o o v o o v o & (x 887 280 836 852 100,0 92 441 10,4 860 579 783 876
INDIANA o o o o s 0.0 6 0 o 8 v o o 5 330 319 135 319 135 100.,0 26 788 8.4 300 563 274 397
STATEs o w 4 ¢ o s s 8 2 « 0 o & o (x) 122 728 113 260 92.3 15 941 13,0 102 843 101 807
LOCALs TOTAL o ¢ s o o o ¢ o « & & (x) 207 384 205 875 99,3 10 847 5.2 197 749 172 589
TOKA, o 6 s o v 0 € 0 v 0 o u o o 2 879 181 701 181 701 100,0 8 404 4,6 170 867 163 205
STATE« o s o ¢ 09 ¢ 0 o & ¢ '8 & (%) 79 868 67 356 84,3 3 092 3.9 &9 399 69 190
LOCALy TOTAL W 4 ¢ o ¢ o o o + o o (x} 114 829 114 345 99.6 5 312 ) 101 467 94 015
KANSASe o s v o o o o ¢ o o o s & & 2 326 166 755 166 755 100,0 15 176 9.1 157 660 143 272
STATEs o .4 ¢ o ¢ o ¢ ¢ 5 ¢ o & & (x) 76 253 68 848 90,3 9 354 12,3 68.050 62 300
LOCALy TOTAL 4 4 o o ¢ o« s « 2.4 & (x) 98 005 97 907 99,9 5 822 5,9 89 609 80 971
KENTUCKY: o 4 o o o o o ¢ o0 o 0 4 3 458 234 453 234 453 100,0 16 666 7.1 219 845 186 297
STATEs o o s 6 5 a 48 o o o 5 o 4 (x; 143 733 116 020 80,7 9 734 6.8 130 151 121 462
LOCAL, TOTAL & o o o o o o o & o4 (x 118 452 118 433 100,04 - 6 932 5.9 89 693 64 834
LOUISIANA « v s o 4 ¢ o o o s o s s 3 921 338 198 338 198 100.0 17 269 5,1 323 998 303 312
STATEe o o s o8 o o 0 o 3 ¢ 3 s & {x) 134 083 124 031 92.5 3 326 2.5 120 607 116 218
LOCAL, TOTAL 4 v v 0 o o s ¢ v o & (x) 214 737 214 167 99,7 13943 6,5 203 391 187 093
MAINE o ¢ 4 o o s o0 o o s s o & 1 08s 59 422 59 422 100,0 3 600 6,1 55 693 49 763
STATEw « o s o s o 2o o8 o ¢ o 4 (x) 32 705 30 823 94,2 1 804 5.5 28 583 27 589
LOCAL, TOTAL & 4 s o o o o s & o & (x) 29070 28 599 98,4 1 796 6.2 27 109 22 174
L 4139 468 226 468 226 100,0 33 423 Tl 444 386 415 651
STATEs & s o o 2 o 5.6 o o 4.5 o 4 (x) 279 584 217 002 77.6 16 608 5.9 255 486 255 436
LOCAL, TOTAL & 4 o' 4 ¢ o 0 5 o « & (x) 2%2 133 255 224 99.6 16 815 6.7 188900 160 214

See. footnotes at end of table.
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Table 8. Total expenditure, and expenditure from general purpose revenue sources and own revenue
sources for criminal justice activities, by State and type of government, fiscal year 1978—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Expenditure from all revenue sources

Ex

ponditure

Expenctiture
from
Population? from
State and type of govermment’ (in ehotn Total Direot expenditure Capital outlay expenditure ﬁﬁﬁfﬁi oun
ands} jz::i::l Percentt ot Percent of rovenue ”3:;:"‘“-‘
Amount total Amount total ooy sources
expenditures expenditure expeonditurc sourees
MAsSACHUSETTS P T S 5 782 593 833 593 833 100.0 30 z26 5,1 579 339 523 oL6
STA ' Ph e e e s e s (%) 175 944 157 304 89 .4 2 933 1,7 162 316 161 406
LocAL, ToTAL + + + 0 L ot (x) 437 351 436 532 99,8 27 293 6,2 417 023 361 610
MICHIGAN. & o o« & s o ¢ & o o g 129 994 062 vy 062 100.0 71 227 7.2 963 282 A52 033
STATES « o o o 5 2 o o s ¢ ¢ o (%) 333 aag 277 A36 83,1 30095 9.0 303 018 301 9a7
LOCAL, TOTAL & 4 & ¢ v 4 4 4 {x) 719 210 716 42¢ 99.6 a1 142 5.7 600 364 500 047
MINNESOTA 4 4 s 4 o v 2 o « o o 3 975 308 469 308 469 100.0 20 661 6,7 290 450 262 954
STATEe o o o ¢ o o & o o s 4 (x) 99 426 81 056 81,5 2 806 2.8 83 709 83 532
LOCAL, TUTAL 4 & v 4 2 v e s o (x) 228 104 227 413 99,7 17 855 7.8 206 740 179 448
MISSXSSIPPI P TS, 2 389 116 359 116 359 100.,0 10 465 9,0 107 850 99 850
ST T {(x) 52 162 49 029 94,0 3 245 6,2 44 275 43 345
LOCAL, TOTAL + + o & 4 s v b s {x) 67 367 &7 330 99.9 7 220 10,7 63 574 56 505
MISSOURI. 4 o o 4 & o o « ¢ s » 4 801 361 374 364 374 100.0 23 223 6.4 343 349 299 782
STATE. . R {(x) 109 531 97 543 89,1 7 279 6.6 92 504 91 159
LoCAL, TOTAL & . « + s o v v {x} 263 944 263 828 100,0 15 944 640 250 848 208 622
MONTANA &« v ¢ ¢ 4 & o ¢ 2 o o ¢ 761 55 875 55 875 100,0 2 924 5.2 52 985 47 93y
STATE. « v o o o 5 ¢ v o« o o & {x} 23 ouy 21 408 92.9 778 3.4 20 17} 18 865
LOCAL, TOTAL o v 6. ¢ v ¢ o o e (x) 34 492 34 467 99,9 2 146 6,2 32 814 29 069
NEBRASKAG + ¢ s ¢ ¢ 2 » « o ¢ o 1 561 106 628 106 628 . 100,0 8 818 8,3 97 472 96 176
STATEG o 4 ¢ ¢ o ¢ o o o o s » {x) 49 805 45 826 92.0 6 755 13,6 43 46y 43 398
LOCAL, TOTAL & v v % o s o s » (%) 60 805 60 802 100.0 2 063 3.4 54 007 52 771
NEVADAG '« v 4 o 2 6 2 s 4 o & » 633 109 285 109 285 100.0 13 617 12,5 104 1717 104 650
STATEs 4 4 o o o 6 s o 4 4 4 « ix) 36 881 36 564 1.7 10 400 26,1 35 623 35 614
LOCALs TOTAL ¢ 4 o » o w 5 o {X) 72 788 72 721 99.9 3 217 4.4 69 154 66 035
NEW HAMPSHIRE & & « 4 ¢ o & oo 8ug 57 175 57 175 100,0 6 164 10.8 51 917 43 763
STATEw « s v ¢ o v 4 ¢ « v 0 (%} 21 855 21 387 97.9 1 907 8.7 18 828 ig gor
LOCAL, TOTAL & 4 s o s v o o o {x) 35 934 35 788 99,6 4 257 11.8 33 088 30 955
Nsw JERSEYs & o 5 o s ¢ o » s 7 329 825 690 825 690 100.0 30 897 3,71 802 964 712 558
STATE: « o & o & s o % s & s & ix} 223 554 199 977 89,5 8 137 3.6 200 814 193 754
LocALs TOTAL o o vt vt ix} 625 962 625 713 100,0 22 760 3.6 602 153 518 797
NEW MEXICO. v ¢ o « o ¢ o o o » 1190 103 937 103 937 100.0 12 129 1.7 99 423 93 807
STATEw « 4 o o 4 # 2'5 v o » 4 ix) 55 316 53 394 96,5 5 576 10,1 51 414 50 751
LOCAL, TOTAL o 4 o o s o s o « {x} 50 548 50 543 100,0 6 553 13,0 48 308 43 055
NEW YORKy & o o & o 5 6 o0 0 » 17 924 | 2 925 492 | 2 925 492 100.0 80 ii2 2,71 2 84B 7331 2 492 720
STATE: 4 e n o 2 s o o 4 4 ¢ » (x} 922 759 808 646 87.6 51 123 5,5 1752 457 748 885
LOCAL; TOTAL o & 4 v b 0 v 1 tx) | 2 216 954 | 2 116 8U6 95,5 28 989 1.3] 2096 275, 1 743 834
NORTH CAROLINA. T 5 825 394 322 394 322 100.0 30 257 7.7 368 599 345 570
STATE: o 5 o o 4 6 o 0 v ¢ o o {x) 229 93% 243 €88 92, 8 307 3.6 206 088 202 334
LOCAL> TOTAL + o 4 4 s v v v ix) 180 651 180 634 100.0 24 950 12.2 162 514 143 336
NORTH DAKOTA, 4 4y o« v ¢ v & & & 653 35 202 35 222 100,0 2 180 6.2 33 47y 30 766
STATEs o« s o & o o 5 5 « o o .0 {x) 13 749 12 942 94,1 532 3.9 12 052 11 716
LOCAL, TOTAL o « ¢ 0 o ¢ ¢ « o ix) 22 291 22 280 99.9 1 648 T4 21 419 19 049
OHIOW v s ¢ o ¢ o sy % v s & » 16 701 882 567 882 587 10,0 85 993 5.7 851 091 760 353
STATE. & v o ¢ & ¢ o ¢ 4 o 0 o (x) 279 &78 237 886 85, 4 261 1.5 252 315 250 840
LOCALY TOTAL v & o 4 v 4 v v o {x) 645 078 644 684 99.9 81 732 12,7 598 776 509 513
OKLAHOMAL 4 4 o 4 o & 5 s ¢ s « 2 811 202 204 202 201 100,0 34 723 15,7 192 68¢ 187 778
STATEW o o o ¢ & o a s 4 2 i @ {x) 111 843 107 816 96.4 24 894 22,3 98 967 98 952
LOCAL, TOTAL v v v & v 4 s o » {x) 98 223 o4 385 96,1 6 829 7.0 93 718 88 825
OREGONs « & « ¢ & & « & o » 2 o 2 376 248 684 248 684 160.0 19 131 Te7 239 245 210 917
STATEY o o o ¢ 4 2 o v a0 v s 0 (x) 107 903 98 334 9i.1 6 445 6.0 98 9ug 86 460
LOCALS TOTAL & 4 4 o % « 4 o & (x) 150 612 150 350 99,8 12 686 8.4 140 305 124 458
PENNSYLVANIA. C v e e e et 11785 993 979 993 979 100.0 32 604 3.3 946 595 BY43 922
STATI I P AR {x) 378 084 304 224 80,5 10 652 2.8 330 755 306 027
LOCAL, TOTAL « & o v b v v u s (x) 695 845 689 755 99.1 21 949 3.2 615 839 537 894
”HODE ISLAND, o 4 4 4 o o o a o 935 88 015 88015 100,0 9 470 10.8 83 232 59 936
TATEs o o v 5 ¢ o ¢ ¢ o o v (x) 52 399 49 796 95,0 8 705 16,6 47 688 45 88l
LoCAL; TOTAL + o v v v v s (x) 38 219 38 219 100,0 765 2.0 35 54y 24 055
S0UTH CAROLINAG & ¢ 4 o o & v 2 876 182 463 182 463 160.0 13 864 1.6 174 090 149 976
STATE: o o 6 v o s 5 ¢ ¢ 2 v o {x) 89 290 84 155 4,2 7 236 8,1 8L 147 80 717
LOCALs TOTAL o s o s o s s a s (%) 98 748 98 308 99.6 6 628 6,7 92 942 69 258
SOUTH DAKOTA, o « & ¢ ¢ s « s » 689 41 430 41 430 100.0 3 232 7.8 37:489 36 127
STATEY o o ¢ o o o 55 & o & ¢ (x) 21 104 19 876 94,2 882 4.2 15 764 15 722
LOCAL, TOTAL w4 v 4 s o ¢ o« (x) 23 059 21 554 93.5 2 350 10,2 21 728 20 405

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 8. Total expenditure, and expenditure from general purpose revenue sources and own revenue
sources for criminal justice activities, by State and type of government, fiscal year 1978 —Continued
{Dollar amounts in thousands)

Expenditure from 2li revenue sources

Expenditure

from Expenditure
Population? D £rom
State and typo of govermment! Tin thon cigﬁiinl ireet expenditure Capitnl outlay expenditure gﬁ:ﬁ::i o
ands} Justice Porcent of Porcont of yevenue :gz::::
exponditure’ Amount total Anount total sources
expenditure expenditure

TENNESSEE & o « 4 v & o o & &« 4 299 323 469 323 469 100,0 &7 847 14.8 315 568 302 029
STATEe o o » 0 0 ¢ o 0 o 2 s (x) 121 233 107 580 88,7 12 689 1045 113 708 112 736
LOZAL, TOTAL o v 4 v 4 ¢ 0 » (x) 215 942 215 889 100.0 35 158 16,3 201 860 189 292
TEXAS o o o o 5 o 8 o s o & o 12 830 aBs 419 285 419 100.0 &1 126 6,9 837 2au 781 294
STATE: 5 o 6. 20 s ¢ o s » o ¢ (x) 279 569 280 667 86,1 16 476 5,9 235 579 235 576
LOCALs TOTAL 4 « & ¢ » & o4 (x) 6U6 675 644 652 99,7 uy 71¢ 6.9 604 705 545 718
UTAH, » « s e e b e e e 1 268 109 207 109 207 100.0 a8 674 7.9 102 750 98 440
STATE: ¢ o 5 v o ¢ o o 0 s s (x) 52 542 47 384 20.2 3 453 6.6 46 452 46 178
LOCAL, TOTAL & v v 4 ¢ & » o {(x) 61 826 61 823 100.0 5 221 8.4 86 298 52 261
VERMONT « o 4 o o ¢ v o o o & [17:5:3 33 304 33 304 100.0 1 313 3.9 31 452 29 667
STATEs o & 2 o o s ¢ v o o » (x) 25 180 24 623 97.8 1 074 4,3 23 325 23 097
LOCALs TOTAL 4 v ¢'a o v o » {x) 8 684 § 681 100.0 239 2.8 8 127 6 569
VIRGINIA: o o 56 0 6 s o s 5 135 423 806 423 806 100.0 35 653 8.4 405 063 384 056
STATE: & o o o s o o s 0 s o (x) 234 656 186 272 79.4 10 812 4,6 213 408 212 177
LOCALy TOTAL « « + 4 o ¢ « & tx) 241 488 237 534 98.4 24 8y} 10,3 191 655 171 879
HASHINGTONG & ¢ 4 o & « 4 o « 3 658 325 153 325 153 100.0 14 940 4,6 308 131 268 207
STATE: o 4 o % 2 8 ¢ 20 v (x) 122 356 113 922 93,1 8 874 743 107 038 106 240
LOCALs TOTAL 4 « v v & 4 » s {x) 214 546 211 231 99,9 6 066 2.9 201 093 161 947
WEST VIRGINIA o« & o o o « o o 1 859 93' 4232 93 422 100.0 7 232 7.7 87 744 80 660
STATEs « o o o s 5 2 o' o ¢ o (%) 49 927 4g 228 96, 3 929 749 44 272 43 952
LOCALs, TOTAL o & 4 & o ¢ « & (%) 45 264 45 094 99.6 3 303 7.3 £3 471 3& 707
WISCONSIN & o ¢ 4 o v o o 4.0 4 651 365 939 365 939 100,0 i5 192 4,2 354 862 315 926
STATEe & o 0 o 5°¢ 5o 4 o s & (x) 117 449 107 253 9.3 2 169 1.8 105 115 104 503
LOCAL, TOTAL o 4 v o « s o s (%) 260 019 258 686 99.5 13 023 5.0 249 746 211 423
WYOMING o & o s & & o 5 o s 406 46 337 46 337 100.0 13 270 28.6 45 008 44 400
STATEs o « o o o' o s s o o & {x) 26 014 25 361 97.5 11 779 45,3 24 718 24 714
LOCAL, TOTAL « 4 o 4 4 v o« » (x) 20 988 20 976 99.9 1491 7.1 20 289

19 685

= Represents zero or rounds to zero.

X Not applicable.
'Data for municipalicies, and the local governments totals which include municipal data, are estimates subject to sampling variation; data for counties
(boroughs, parishes) are based on a canvass of all county governments and thercfore are not subject to sampling variatfon; see text For data limitations.
*population as of July 1, 1977 from Bureau of the Census, Gurrent Population Reports, Series R25, No. 790, December 1978.
*For each State, the expenditure figures shown on the 'Local, total® Iine and the combined State-local total lime (the data shown opposite the names of

the individual States) exclude duplicative intergovernmental exvenditure amounts.

This was done to avoeld cthe artificial inflation which would result {f an

intergovernmental expenditure amount for one government is tabulated and then counted again when the recepient government(s) ultimately expend(s) the amount.
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Expenditure from all revenue sources

Expenditure

See footnotes at end of table.

from Expenditure
County! Populution? Total Direct expenditure Capital outlay expenditure general 1rom
orimindal purpose c:w“
Justice Percont of Percent of revenue revenue
expendituvo Amount; total Amount total sources sources
expenditure expenditure
ALABAMA ¢
CALHOUN s & 4 4w 4 v o o v s o 4 & 112 409 950 930 97.9 39 be1 ‘822 789
JEFFERSON « o 4 40 o ¢ s o 4 & 652 222 13 991 13 962 99.8 962 6.9 12 556" 12 061
MADISON 4 & o 4 s 5 ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o°a 186 532 2 823 2 823 100.0 85 3,0 2 340 1 899
MOBILE: o o o o o o o o o « o 2 & 352 970 8 322 8 322 100.0 348 4,2 7 356 6 418
MONTGOMERY. o & ¢ 4 4.0 o #+ o & & 184 473 3 355 3 326 99.1 186 4,6 3 O4o 2 983
TUSCALOOSAL & & o « ¢ o o o o & » 123 895 3 029 3 028 100,0 50 1,7 2 709 2 432
ARIZONAY
MARICOPA, & » o o & v « 2« » « s o { 1 288 754 38 579 38 579 100.0 1 242 3.2 35 503 33 362
PIMAG o & v ¢ & & 2 v o o v 4 & o 4slt 627 27 521 27 370 99.5 422 1.5 24 265 21 264
ARKANSAS1
PULASKL ¢ 4 o wio 2 v s o 5 0 o & 325 159 4 795 4 713 98,3 209 4.4 4 318 2 653
SEBASTIAN ¢ 4 4 o o s a0 s o4 » 88 707 1 873 1 818 97.1 77 4.1 1 438 1 034
CALIFORNIA!
ALAMEDA & o v v « o o s o o « & o | 1 099 186 82 312 8l 512 99.0 3 206 3.9 78 182 74 739
BUTTE « o « & o € o 5 o o v o o o 127 841 6 260 & 213 99,2 361 5.8 5 821 4. 705
CONTRA COSTAG ¢ « 4 o o o o s o o 612 866 44 591 44 496 99.8 6 285 14,1 41 168 32 002
FRESNOW 4 4 o ¢ s s, ¢ o s ¢ 5 o & 472 492 32 143 32 074 99,8 2 093 6,5 30 175 27 815
HUMBOLDT . ¢ v s & « o & 2. o » & & 106 793 7 841 7 827 99,8 245 3,1 7 256 6 522
KERNG o o ¢ o ¢ o o s 2 s 0 2 o 363 305 29 869 29 842 99,9 4 424 14,8 28 053 23 116
LOS ANGELES o 4 « v o ¢ s s ¢ & o« | 7 028 518 425 880 427 852 99,8 1 807 0.4 375 001 371 958
MARIN o o o ¢ o ¢ o o 20 2 ¢ o o 223 548 12 458 12 354 99.2 199 1.6 11 274 10 718
MERCEDs W o v w o o ¢ o o 5 4 o » 124 330 5 908 5 836 98.8 244 4.1 5 180 3 634
MONTEREY: 5 o o 5 4 o o ¢ o 0 2 o 275 304 17 654 17 648 100,0 1 096 6,2 16 438 16 045
ORANGE« o » s 4 r o o « o ¢ ¢ o o | } 799 032 79 495 79 307 99,8 1 106 1.4 69 004 68 113
RIVERSIDE . 4.y & v o 4 o o ¢ o & 575 095 33 405 33 305 100.0 384 1.1 26 567 22 609
SACRAMENTO: « o v 4 5 o o « ¢ o & 721 311 54 531 54 928 100.0 545 1.0 49 035 47 735
SAN BERNARDINO, . , & 4 o v 4 ¢ & 736 540 47 956 47 956 100.0 1 408 2.9 46 276 38 357
SANDIEGO & & o « v o« o ¢« o s & o | 1 675704 72 997 72 997 100.0 4 025 5,5 62 242 56 753
SAN JOAQUIN & & v v v v o o s & & 311 612 22 280 22 254 99.9 1 067 4,8 19 597 19 040
SAN LUIS OBISPD & 'y « & 4 s o & & 134 498 8 438 8 309 98.5 267 3.2 7 484 7 208
SAN MATED W & 4 4. v o v o o 2 4 » 587 724 37 129 37 129 100.0 2 007 5.4 32 795 32 767
SANTA BARBARA ¢ 4 4 o 4 4 o » & 287 433 21 168 21 068 99,5 531 2.5 20 641 20 162
SANTA CLARA 4 , 4 ., 4w o ¢ s « o | 1216 365 61 500 61 #49. 99.9 2 006 3.3 55 927 53 787
SANTA CRUZs s 4 & ¢« o v o« s 4 s.0 169 188 12 340 12 333 99.9 657 5.3 11 600 10 596
SOLANG. & v o 4 o v ¢ w o o v s & 201 430 13 027 12 963 99.5 1444 11,4 11 695 11 138
SONOMAL + o ¢ 4 ¢ 4 o 4 o ¢ v & & 263 243 14 469 14 439 99.8 493 3.4 13 549 12 923
STANISLAUS, 4 4 ¢ 4 o ¢ o ¢ o 4.4 235 997 18 509 15 267 98.4 1934 12,5 14 586 11 433
TULARES 4 o ¢ s o 5 s o 4 &+ o & 216 9217 15 535 15 452 99,5 174 1.1 14 440 14 olo0
VENTURA 4 . v 4 o o s ¢ s 8 5 o« 467 480 30 011 29 921 99,7 2 274 7.6 25 218 10 533
TOLO: ¢ & o ¢ o 2 ¢ ¢ o o 5 o 0 106 425 7 084 7 030 99,2 259 3,7 6 24) 5 348
COLORADOY
ADAMS o o o o s s s 0 s 6 0 0 4 224 133 3 692 3 692 100.0 76 2.1 3 635 3 625
ARAPAHOE, & v 4 ¢ ¢ v o s o o « & 238 179 4 586 4 398 95,9 39 0.9 4 314 4 088
BOULDER « 4 s 4 o o o 4 o 5 2 o » 171 436 3 431 3431 100,0 93 2.7 3 304 3 304
EL PASO & & o s s s o s o o & 2 & 285 987 4 881 4 881 100.0 69 1.4 4 784 2.369
JEFFERSON & s & 4 ¢ ¢ o ¢ © s 4 & 355 au2 5 461 5 461 100.0 253 4,6 5 280 5 280
LARIMER & o o o o o o 6 o ¢ o o & 124 401 2 158 2 158 100.0 190 8,8 1816 1 584
PUEBLOY o v & ¢ ¢ ¢ o » s o 5.4 « 123 408 1 948 1 948 100,0 81 4,2 1792 1 525
WELDe o 4 o o « o a0 2 4 o o o & 109 980 3 4914 3 491 100,0 1 750 50.1 3 368 1 620
OELAWARE
NEW CASTLEs o & o o ¢ 6 & o o 4 & 398 488 7 896 7 896 100.0 922 11.7 &6 789 3 874
FLORIDA!
ALACHUA w6 v 4 o v a0 0 o ¢ ¢ & o 126 363 7 899 7 874 99.7 3 414 43,2 7 149 6 174
BREVARD § & ¢ & ¢ o ¢ 2 4 & 4 o « 233 955 6. 050 5 985 98.9 795 13,1 5 257 5 217
BROWARD v & o « «. v o o s o5 o & 867 361 22 562 20 700 91.7 o4s 4.2 21 376 20 962
DADE: v o & s o o o o 2'3 o s & o | 1439 854 78 682 78 682 100.0 5 314 6.7 73 813 70 691
ESCAMBIAG « o 4 v o » o o 0 5 o o 225 793 13 119 13 119 100.0 5 192 39,6 i2 875 11 494
HILLSBOROUBH, . 4 4 o ¢ o o 4 o » 583 383 24 326 21 183 99,3 1 732 8.1 19 964 18 628
LEE o v ¢ ¢ ¢ o o ¢ s o 4 ¢ s v & 165 965 5 384 5 384 100,0 534 9.9 5 141 4 730
LEON, o 4 4 6 2 s v 0 ¢ s 0 0 o 4 129 406 3 944 3 946 100,0 301 ) 3 831 3 831
MANATEE & 4 o » & 4 ¢ o & 5.0 o4 125 300 3 235 3 227 99.8 135 4,2 3 132 2 588
OKALOOSAY v o 4 o ¢ o ¢ o o ¢ o & lo4 247 1 748 1 748 100.0 85 4,9 1 682 1 682
. ORANGE, o o o T 4is 378 16 292 16 203 99.5 1 366 8,4 15 574 15 038
PALM BEACH, . et a e e e 477 250 17 825 17 764 99,7 1 808 10.1 16 958 16 281
PASCO 4. 4 4 o P e e s e e 142 033 4 165 4 148 99.6 380 9.1 4 091 4 o042
PINELLAS, '\ R 654 294 17 614 17 644 100.0 2 080 11.8 16 725 14 449
POLK, o o 4 s e r e e b e 277175 8 265 8 230 99,6 685 8,3 8 074 7953
SARASOTA. . - P ee s ey 167 370 4 880 4 880 100,09 378 7.7 4 880 4 880
SEMINOLE, . . e e s e e 142943 3 784 3.738 98,8 380 10,0 3 609 3.482
VYOLUSIA , . « R 213 741 10 669 10 592 99,3 4 054 38,0 10 472 & 085
GEORGIA:
BIBBu o o o o « o « + o s 8 o o & 143 730 4 063 4 063 100.0 678 16,7 3 901 3 259
CHATHAM ¢ 4 & o 6 o ¢ 0 0 o ¢ 2 = 191 613 5 767 5 691 98.7 265 4,6 5 521 5 217
CLAYTON & s o o o o 5 o o o o ¢ 136 108 5 602 5 602 100.0 284 5.4 5 415 4 752
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Expenditure from nll revenue sources Expgnditura Expenditure
rom from
Direct expenditure Capital outlay expenditure goneral
County? Fopulation® c::::inl P s ¥ P purpasc ro$2:ue
justice Percent of Porcent of revenue sources
diture Amount total Amount total sources
expen o expenditure expenditure
GEPRGIA~~CONTINUED
COBB, o ¢ o v « o o o 4 a2 00 4 & 251 635 9 164 9 751 99,9 919 9.4 9 174 8 257
DE KALB & & 0 v s 'c v v ¢ o o o 457 698 18 431 18 431 100.0 123 0.7 17 005 15 708
FULTONs & o o 5 o o o o « 0 0 o & 566 963 19 138 19 138 100.0 487 2.5 18 275 13 907
GWINNETTe o o ¢ 5 s o o 4 o« s o« » 128 206 4 623 4 623 100.0 309 6.7 4 343 4 201
RICHMOND. & ¢ ¢ o ¢ ¢ v ¢ v 0 o 4 154 829 5 921 5 920 100.0 968 16.3 5 498 4 396
IDAHO!
ADA v v s v o v e v e e e 144 665 6 298 6 206 98,5 2 976 B7.3 5 967 5732
ILLINOIS!
CHAMPAIGN 4 4 & 4 4 070 s o # o 168 156 523 2 520 99.9 189 745 2 105 2 009
COOKs & v 4 o 6 o o8 o s o 0 o 4 5 309 763 196 787 196 418 99.8 70 339 35,7 190 61y 170 182
DUPAGE & o ¢ o« » o« o o « o v o 4 580 262 10 382 10 357 99.8 396 3.8 9 863 7 866
KANE. o w v ¢ o v 0 o v a0 s 4 4 271 399 5 134 5 050 98.4 95 1.9 4 677 3 649
LAKEa + 4 o ¢ s v o 5 o o o o 4 & 416 208 8 357 8 339 99.8 1 132 13.5 T 646 6 136
LA SALLE. & o o o o o v o v v o & ig8 849 1 879 1 895 99.8 479 25,5 1 826 i 353
MCHENRY & o v o s & o 0 o % & 4 @ 133 788 2 918 2 907 99.6 151 5,2 2 688 2 169
MCLEANG % 4 o 6 « o ¢ o o ¢ o o & 118 389 3 428 3 427 100,0 181 543 3 348 2 696
MACON o 4 4 o o o o v o o v o & o 127 227 2 195 2 195 100.0 - - 2 058 1 664
MADISON o 4 s o ¢ o o 4 o » ¢ o 4 246 366 4 333 4 322 99.7 164 3.8 4 017 3 205
PEORIAs o v « o o o s s v 4 & o 201 223 4 369 4 369 100.0 77 1.8 3762 3 118
ROCK ISLAND 4 4 « s s o s & 0.4 & 163 778 2 796 2 686 96,1 38 1.4 2 214 1 777
STea CLAIR 4 4 & ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ s o 280 531 4 738 4 720 99.7 13 1,5 & 53p 2 472
SANGAMON, '« v & & o ¢ « s s 1.4 & 173 727 3 463 3 455 99,8 122 3.5 3 307 2 827
TAZEWELL: o o o' v o 6 o o ¢ 5 & o 127 907 1 762 1 754 95.4 41 2.3 1 685 1 393
WILLs o ¢ ¢ 0 0 0 o ¢ 2 o o 4 4 306 491 4 928 4 873 98.9 87 1.8 4 250 3 882
WINNEBAGO s & 4 ¢ « o o o » 9 o o 241 715 5 831 5 582 95,7 69 1.2 5 510 3 855
INDIANA:
ALLEN v v 4 s 0 0 4 0 v 0 0 e s 288 527 6 027 5 992 99.4 333 5.5 5 516 4 304
DELAWARE. & « o ¢ s v o o o s 4 & 128 900 1 876 1 83 977 101 6,0 1 473 1 382
ELKHART & o ¢ o o 4 ¢ o « s » o & 134 031 2 836 2 729 96.2 207 7.3 2 672 2 515
LAKEs 4 4 o o s o o » o v o o v 4 543 056 12 651 12 093 95,6 218 1.7 12 144 11 641
LA PORTE: & o o« ¢ o o & o » o & & 106 820 2 283 2 279 99.8 161 Tl 1 994 L 063
MADISON &4 & o' 4 4 4 o v o 4 4 & 138 205 2 152 2 028 94,2 38 1.8 1 817 1 591
STe JOSEPH, & « v o 6 o v s s o & 239 228 4 602 4 527 98.4 103 2.2 4§ 217 4 146
TIPPECANOE, + 4 ¢ o o « ¢ o v o & 115 417 1 763 1 736 98,5 135 747 1 498 1 457
VANDERBURGH '« & 4 ¢ & & ¢ o 4 4 & 162 099 3 415 3 369 98,7 122 346 3 035 1 734
VIGO. o & o o o ¢ ¢ 6 o o o4 2 o 111 521 1 902 1 880 98.8 36 1,9 1 883 1 827
IOwAS
BLACK HAWK: & o &' 4 o v o o & & 136 993 3 212 3 129 97.4 166 5.2 2 650 2 560
INNe o o 0 0 0 0 0 a0 0 o s 5. 167. 491 4 198 4122 98,2 537 12,8 3 656 3 121
POLK: s s & « ¢ o ¢ ¢ o o o & o 4 301 030 10 614 10 269 96.7 110 1,0 7 578 7 359
SCOTT 4 4 o ¢ ¢ o o .0 ¢ 6 o o & 154 336 2 479 2 479 100.0 187 6,3 2 324 2 267
WOODBURY: 4 s v ¢ « o o s # 4 ¢« 103535 2 531 2 474 97.7 141 5.6 2 12 2107
KANSAS ¢
JOHNSON o v w o s 4 ois 0 v s » s 251 401 4 812 4 812 100.0 194 4,0 4 549 4 167
SEDGWICK, 4 v « v & o 4 o o + o o 352 595 9 553 9 553 100.0 933 9.8 8 362 & 484
SHANNEE v 4 o 5 o o o s » o s & 156 334 4 614 4 614 100.0 493 10,7 3 390 3 152
WYANDOTTE & o & & o & s o o » o o 176 668 3 692 3 692 100.0 448 12,1 3 178 2 656
KENTUCKY?
JEFFERSON & ¢ o v ¢ v o « o « 4 & 683 495 27 323 27 140 99.3 1 510 5.5 23 085 14 373
KENTONG « & « w o o s o a5 5 % » 130 431 1 565 1 497 95,7 85 5.4 157 950
LOUISIANAY
CADDO ¢ & « o o ¢ s s o 4 s 54 & 242 518 5 080 5 080 100,0 292 5.7 3 983 3 618
CALCASIEU 4 4 « ¢ o s o o o s o & 156 540 5 875 5 746 97.8 254 4,3 4 971 4 504
JEFFERSON « & & o o + 4 o + 4 4 & 422 801 24 013 24 013 100,60 4 013 16,7 19 84g 18 fa4
LAFAYETTE o o o o 4 ¢ ¢ 4 o o 4 & 132 318 3 764 3 752 99,7 213 5,7 2781 2 534
OUACHITA, & « ¢ « o o « » ¢ ¢ & & 130 226 3192 3 192 100.0 288 9,0 1 743 1 702
RAPIDES & v o o s ¢ 9o % s » .4 o 124 836 2 976 2 950 99.1 124 4,1 1368 1192
MAINE!
CUMBERLAND. & o s o « o » s v o o 204 783 1 609 1 608 99,9 74 4.6 1 483 1 252
KENNEBEC, & o 4w .« o o o s o s & & 103 256 523 523 100.0 2L 4,0 488 403
PENOBSCOT 4 4 o ¢ o s ¢ ¢ » v « & 136 467 862 846 98.1 38 4.4 74 583
YORKs o & o o s o v 6 4 o o o oy 125 867 1 035 701 67,7 81 7.8 997 872
MARYLAND ¢
ANNE ARUNDEL. 4 + & o o 4 o s 4 & 356 374 13 116 13 116 100.0 a3s8 6.4 11 037 8 359
BALTIMORE & v v o v o ¢ 4 ¢ o 4 & 641 976 29 983 29 983 100.,0 187 0.6 24 908 16 513
HARFORD v & 4 s ¢ w s a0 o v o o 143 664 3 230 3 230 100.0 170 5,3 2 629 2 612
MONTGOMERY,s s 4 s o ¢ & o o o o & 571 868 38 917 38 848 99.8 8 582 22.1 33 08y 24 862
PRINCE GEORGES. 4 4 o « « 4 o 4 » 671 984 36 526 36 526 i00.0 1473 5.0 29 512 29 271
WASHINGTONGe « 4 o ¢ o o o 4.0 ¢ & lo8 716 1195 1 148 96,1 100 8.4 9265 763
MASSACHUSETTS:
BARNSTABLE: ¢« o ¢ ¢ v 4 » ¢ o 4 a 136 919 3 473 3 473 100.0 52 1.5 3 42z 3422
BERKSHIRE 4 o & &' 4 ¢ s « o s o % 143 gho 2 252 2 252 100.0 79 3.5 2 150 1 971
BRISTOL w. s ¢ ¢ o s o & o o o & o Y468 693 & 012 5.985 © 996 65 1e1 5 762 5 027
ESSEX v i s ¢ 2 o 0 0 « ¢ ¢ o & 4 624 862 11 683 11 627 99.5 2 338 20.0 10 682 10- 571
BAMPDEN + 0 e 4 ¢ o 6 4 o w0 o & 456 - 868 11 742 11 744 100.,0 1716 14,6 11 138 10 795
HAMPSHIRE ¢ 4 o o ¢ o6 o 5 5 o & 131 858 2 562 2 554 99.7 150 5.9 2 H24 2192

See footnotes at end of table,
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Table 9. Total expenditure, and expenditure from general purpose revenue sources and own revenue

sources, for criminal justice activities of 343 large county governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Expenditure from all revenue sources Exp::ﬁ;ture Exp:nditurc
Total Direct expenditure Capital cutlay expenditure general rom
County* Population? criminal purpose reg::“e
Justice Percent of Percent of revenuo cources
expenditure Amount. total Amount total sources
expenditure expenditure
MASSACHUSETTSw==CONT I NUED
MIDOLESEX o « « ¢ o o o « o 4 & .4 1 386 584 34 5890 34 565 100.0 12 114 35.0 31 907 31 907
NORFOLK o & o & ¢ o o0 ¢ ¢ s o & 619 504 8 418 8 458 100.0 381 4,5 7 587 7 024
PLYMOUTHY & ¢ 4 o o o o o o « & 387 947 8 253 8 252 100,0 1 000 12.1 7 234 5 784
WORCESTER v v o o 4 o 2 5 o« « o & 641 242 10 409 10 409 100.0 593 5.7 10 046 10 oué
MICHIGAN?
BAY & v ¢ v o 6 0 o 0 v 0 a0 w s 120 957 & 743 6 544 97.0 2 949 43,7 5 83y 4395
BERRIEN o o ¢ 4 o s 0 4 0 s o 4 & 170 302 6 509 6 280 965 151 2.3 5 627 5 167
CALHOUN © v » & ¢ 0 s v 0.0 o 4 & 140 265 6 155 5 805 ot.3 164 2.7 5 135 4 426
GENESEE 4 4« o v ¢ o o o ¢ 3 v & 447 396 15 840 15 2171 96.4 314 2.0 13 195 9§17
INGHAMe « & o 6 & o o ¢ o o« o 0 & 271 467 8 658 8 592 99.2 127 1.5 7 127 4 808
JACKSON & 4 v 0 o v v 0 0 0 6 o 148 805 4 756 4 547 95,6 113 2.4 2 973 3 231
KALAMAZOO & o v o o 6 o o o o & & 206 426 9 478 9 318 98.3 1 838 19,3 8 704 5 365
KENTW. ¢ o 0 o 0 @ o0 v o a s 2 s 430 705 10 872 10 813 99,5 641 5.9 9 611 8 621
MACOMBY 4 o & 4 o o s o o s 0.4 & 687 316 i4 034 14 014 99.9 671 4.8 12 21y 1y 137
MONROE. « v o o' s o 5 o 4 o o o & 129 419 4 814 4 720 98.0 397 8¢2 4 113 3 035
MUSKEGON. v v o o v & o ¢ s » & 158 677 5 007 4.826 96,4 34 0.7 3 835 3 207
OAKLAND & 4 3 v o o v 4 o o ¢ o 4 989 807 24 953 24 4g9 98,1 458 1.8 18 115 13 989
OTTAWAS & 4 & &6 o ¢ o & ¢ 24 & 45 770 3 038 2 920 9641 53 1.7 2 580 2 520
SAGINAW. o 4 o 4 4 v 0 s o s o & o 227 397 8 301 7 884 95.0 758 9.1 6 212 5 131
8Ty CLAIR 4 4 4 o o v s o v s 4 & 132 209 4 121 3 976 96,5 64 1.6 3 110 2 060
WASHTENAW o & 4 o ¢ ¢ o 5 s v & & 250 788 9 993 9 777 97.8 328 3.3 8 663 7 636
WAYNE o o o o 0 o o ¢ 5.0 s v 4 2 451 273 88 497 78 856 89,14 B 218 9.3 73 398 66 685
MINNESOTA?
ANOKA & 4 o 0 0 s 2 ¢ 0 s o v s & 194 973 5 387 5 208 96.7 190 2.5 4 247 4 220
DAKOTAw o 4 o 6 o 6 s ¢ 0 s 2 4 » isg 102 3 093 3 005 97.2 116 3.8 2 592 2 553
HENNEPING ¢ o 4 s o o o & 5.0 4 o 909 619 37 185 37 023 99.6 3 829 10,3 33 380 25 192
RAMSEYs o v o o o o ¢ o o o & o .4 454 078 25 725 25 689 99,9 6 336 24.6 21 423 18 831
STe LOUIS 4 4 & o 4 o 4 o » o o & 224 381 9 604 9 467 98.6 226 2.4 6 934 6 840
STEARNY v w o o o706 0.3 o s 4 « o 106 816 1 522 1 478 97.1 78 5.1 1 358 1 30%
WASHINGTONe & o o ¢ 6 o o » o & & 111 833 2 899 2 853 98.4 107 3.7 2 332 2 147
MISSISSIPPI
HARRISON, « v & o ¢ o o s ¢ s 4 & 146 672 3 838 3 738 97.4 1 405 36.6 3 567 2 853
HINDS o o v v s o 0 0.0 0 ¢ s o 235 u4g 3 834 3 823 99.7 894 23,3 3 710 2 704
JACKSON & 4 v 4 o s v o o0 o & « 113 096 2 060 2 059 100.0 140 6.8 1 960 1 827
MISSOURT
CLAY . o o o s o v 6 o 6 s s o 4 & 135 054 2 194 2 189 99.8 106 4,8 2 021 1 277
GREENE+ v v % o o o o a5 « v & s 172 487 1 806 1. 806 100.0 64 3.5 1 612 1 574
JACKSON & 4 4 w0 o ¢ ¢ v 0 0 o & 625 749 17 578 17 563 99.9 4 642 26,4 15 302 12 777
JEFFERSON & o & s v v s o o ¢ ¢ & 125 932 1 &40 1 634 99.6 200 12.2 1 579 796
STy CHARLES v 4 ¢ ¢ 4 o & o 2 o o 122 897 2 07 2 017 100.0 142 7.0 1 894 1 001
STy LOUIS 4 ¢ 4 o ¢ ¢ o ¢ o ¢ o & 977 954 29 934 29 934 100.0 1 637 5.5 28 304 22 926
NEBRASKA:
DOUGLAS & o ¢ v s ¢ « o ¢ & 5 o 407 976 7 729 7 729 100.,0 25 0,3 5 327 5 325
LANCASTER v o 4 « « o o o 4 24 o 183 267 3211 3 211 100,0 20 0,6 2 796 2 796
NEVADA!
CLARK o 4w v v s & o o 4 0 « % 2 & 361 095 38 481 38 4By 100.0 1 637 4,3 22 952 21 038
WASHOE. o o & 4 o s v s % o 2 & & 156 785 8 065 8 065 100.0 220 2.7 7. 682 7 646
NEW HAMPSHIRES
HILLSBOROUGHY 4 & & o' s « s 4 o » 256 355 2 132 2 132 100.0 22 1.0 2 079 1 686
ROCKINGHAM, & ¢ o & ¢ o ¢ s o & & 175 316 1 604 1 604 100.0 121 7.5 1 544 1131
NEW JERSEY!
ATLANTIC, & v « ¢ o o ¢ o o 2 & o 190 579 5 458 5 458 100,0 163 3.0 4761 4 161
BERGEN: o w ¢ 4 o o o o o ¢ s o o 874 329 17 334 17 334 100,0 216 1,2 16 4590 16 213
BURLINGTON: o & & o & o « o 0 &4 361 243 T 228 7 228 100.0 908 12,6 6 464 6 175
CAMDEN: & & o 4 o o ¢ % ¢ o « o & 471 553 17 o42 17 042 100.0 2 716 15,9 15 863 14 617
CUMBERLAND. ¢« & 5 ¢ » v o s ¢ o« 131 175 3 663 3 663 100.0 242 6.6 3 220 2 104
ESSEX o o o o o o o o ¢ 8 0 s 4 852 345 81 630 41 930 100.0 287 0.7 43 447 40 418
GLOUCESTER. o s o s o v o« o ¢ 4 o 196 370 3 538 538 100,0 13 0,4 3 243 2 865
HUDSONs ©4 & s o ¢ o 2 o ¢ ¢« 5 ¢ 4 564 189 15 570 15 570 100.0 24 0.2 15 304 11 526
MERCERs & 4 s o o ¢ o v ¢ 2 v o 316 501 14 086 14 086 100.0 5 o094 36,2 13 351 12 172
MIDDLESEX « o ¢« o s o 5 o o 4 o & 593 823 14 865 14 865 100,0 466 3.1 13 969 12 571
MONMOUTH: ¢ & & « o 6 s « ¢ o o & 491 6835 8 103 8 101 100.0 5 0.1 T 601 5 836
MORRIS: & w6 o ¢ o o' % ¢ 6 v 4 o 396 513 7 215 7 215 100.0 69 1.0 6 901 6 496
OCEAN v v 4 o « s o v o o 8 v o' s 319 366 6 567 6 567 100.0 231 3.5 & 090 5-922
PASSAIC & s ¢ o s o s & 5 4 o o & 460 288 13 758 13 758 100.0 69 0.5 13 204 13 005
SOMERSETe v & 4 o o 5 0 5 ¢ ¢ 4 203 650 4 998 4 998 100.0 18% 3,8 4 672 4577
UNION 4 ¢ o ¢ o« o o ¢ s s 8 2.0 » 512 275 15 507 15 507 100.0 527 3.4 14 599 14 247
NEW MEXICO! °
EgERNﬁLILLO. L T T B R T B R 377 345 9 065 8 357 92.2 3 775 41,6 7 948 7 183
NEW YORK:3
XLBAN$. e et e e e e e e 286 883 8 U458 7 733 9L.4 102 1.2 5 399 2 983
BROOMEs ¢ o s woa & s-0 0 ¢ o o & 219 281 4 902 4 126 BY,2 162 3.3 4 439 4210
CHAUTAUQUA, o« o« a o o » 8 5 o o o 146 878 3 904 3 573 91.5 102 2.6 3 Yas 2 562
CHEMUNG 4 & o v s s's o ¢ o o ' 99 103 3 138 2178 69,4 72 2.3 2 88)1 2 047
DUTCHESS e o o s o6 o s s o o s o 232 236 5 355 4 788 89,4 70 1.3 4 976 4 976

See footnotes at-end of table.
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Table 9. Total expenditure, and expenditure from general purpose revenue sources and own revenue

sources, for criminal justice activities of 343 large county governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued
(Dollar-amounts in thousands)

Expenditure from all revenue sources Exp;nditure Expenditure
rom {rom
" a iture cnexak
County? Fopulation? fotal Direct expenditure Capital outlay expenditur gurpose own
cyiminal revenue
Justice Percent of Percent of revenus sources
expenditure Amount total Amount total sources
expenditure expenditure
NEW YORK~=CONTINUED
ERIEs o % ¢ 0o s ¢ a0 ¢ 40 ¢ o & 1 077 086 30 544 27 239 89,2 599 2,0 25 004 21 979
MONROE: « o o o ¢ o + 5 2 o o o o 707 160 23 637 21 486 90.9 299 1.3 19 231 17 103
NASSAUs « o o 2 o ¢ o o 4 o 5 & & 1 399 725 151 868 151 868 100.0 3 313 242 125 010 123 228
NIAGARA 4 4 6 o o o o o s 9 o o & 237 772 5 416 K 764 88,0 153 2,8 4 693 2 622
ONEIDA: 4 & o 2 ¢ 0o v 4 o 4 ¢ & 262 521 4 566 3 ne 813 277 6,1 4 036 3 162
ONONDAGA, v s o ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ v s o o & 474 133 18 038 16 699 92.6 502 2.8 14 494 11 951
ORANGE: o « s » ¢ s 0 o o ¢ & o o 246 939 5 059 4 506 89,4 357 7.1 4 337 2 405
OSWEGO: o o' s o o o ¢ o ¢ o 0.4 4 111 239 2 717 2 388 87.9 364 13.4 2 325 2 083
RENSSELAER. « s s.0 » s s o o » o 151 471 2 996 2 534 84,5 47 1.6 2 223 1 105
ROCKLAND. o i w5 a o o o s ¢ & & 257 543 6 626 6 009 90,7 157 2.4 5 347 4 719
5Ts LAWRENCE: « o o o o o o ¢ o 117 104 1 993 1 734 87.0 58 2.9 1 650 i 251
SARATOGA, v v & o ¢ ¢ o ¢ ¢ s o 4 tug 212 2 000 1 725 86,2 100 5,0 1 803 1 785
SCHENECTADY & 4 o v o 5 o ¢ v 44 155 930 3. 244 2 755 B84.9 256 79 2. 559 1 907
STEUBEN 4 & o v 4 o 4 o o o o 4 4 100 738 1 930 1 625 84,2 59 3.1 1 565 1 282
SUFFOLK y & ¢ 4 ¢ o ¢ ¢ 2 o4 o 1 295 268 108 730 105 036 96.6 2 295 2,1 102 168 99 328
ULSTERe 4 & 4o o o o ¢ s ¢ 5 o o 154 597 3 309 2 924 8s.4 443 13.4 2 813 2 707
WESTCHESTER « o o s « 2 s s ¢ o 4 874 068 29 129 26 f24 90,7 1 041 346 24 644 24 405
NORTH CAROLINA!
BUNCOMBE, o & o o s o s o o ¢ 4 4 151 788 2 866 2 866 100.0 433 15.4 2 503 2 143
CUMBERLAND. & & s o s o o ¢ o 4o 4 230 917 5 042 5 922 9840 2 433 0.3 5 224 &8.773
DURHAM: v & ¢ & s o s o & o .6 4 & 143 144 3 554 3 554 100.0 2 280 64,2 2 639 1 074
FORSYTH 4 4 ¢ ¢ o/s o s s o 0 ¢ & 228 433 3 722 3 476 93.4 392 10.5 3 105 2 587
GASTONe & o & ¢ s % o 5 o s o6 3 155 186 2 137 2098 98.2 282 13.2 1 962 606
GUILFORD. & s 2 o 4 .o o 5 o » & & 304 288 4 650 4 556 98,0 295 6.3 3 593 3 569
MECKLENBURG & & ¢4 ¢ o ¢ s o« 4 377 150 8 293 7 $00 95.3 1231 14,8 7 257 6 758
ONSLOWe o 0 s s 0 4 o o ¢ v o 4 & 115 168 1 908 1 908 100.0 836 43,8 1 820 1 784
WAKEW « & o o o o 6 5 0 8 o ¢ «°4 273 ail 2 931 2 930 100.0 267 9.t 2 327 2 304
OH10:
ALLEN o o e 6 o 0 0 s 5 o ¢ o o & 107 072 2 551 2 5531 100.0 61 2.4 1 992 1747
ASHTABULA & ¢ « v « v s s s s 4 & 99 722 3 544 3 544 100.0 1 802 50.8 1 755 1 211
BUTLERs ¢ o o o o ¢ o ¢ & & s o 4 250 479 3 318 3318 100.0 190 5.7 3 065 2 672
CLARK & 4 4w ¢ s o s a0 o s ¢ 4 » 150 059, 2 886 2 870 99.4 268 9.3 2 595 1 935
CLERMONT, 4 4 4 o v o ¢ o ¢ s o 4 114 195 1 691 1 654 97.8 185 10.9 1 527 1236
COLUMBIANA, o & & & & ¢ o 4 o 4 & 112 620 1 642 1 493 90.9 18 1.1 1 602 1 038
CUYAHOBA, & o 4 ¢« 4 o ¢ o o o & & 1 559 471 52 944 51 W74 97.2 9 021 17.0 35 309 29 185
FRANKLING o ¢ a0 o ¢ v 5 0 ¢ o & 869 996 49 966 49 557 99,2 33 685 67,4 47 145 4 524
GREENEs o & « o o o ¢ s o.0 s o & 128 774 2 711 2 714 100.0 68 2.5 2 282 2 113
HAMILTONG ¢ % w's ¢ o o s ¢ ¢ ¢ o 883 339 24 198 22 449 92.8 705 2,9 22 754 20 529
LAKEG o 4 o o 5 o 5 s 3 ¢ o0 s o 210 670 4 486 4 486 100.0 1 oo8 22,5 4 286 3 422
LICKING ¢ 4 ¢ o o o 0 s o 0 ¢ o 4 114 947 2 128 2 128 100.0 47 2.2 1 776 1 681
LORAING & o o & e s o 0 o o ¢ 4 o 263 929 4 020 4 620 10040 99 245 3 576 2 321
LUCAS & & o s o 6 o o » o s o a4 469 030 13 130 12 981 98,9 1 825 13,9 11 813 10 620
MAHONING, o & 4 s o s ¢ o 2 ¢ o & 299 845 4 670 4 404 94.3 172 3.7 4 189 2 998
MONTGOMERYs ¢ o o o .0 5 o o o o & 580 609 17 559 17 088 9743 83 0,5 13 827 13 725
PORTAGE & s s o o o s s o o o & o 132 212 2 975 2 975 100.0 55 1,8 2 616 2 518
RICHLAND. 4w o 4 o o v o o s v o 130 067 2 633 2 633 100,0 123 4,7 2 438 2 347
STARK o 5 & 6w o ¢ s 50 o 5.4 o 376 258 7 645 7 644 100.0 189 2.5 6 845 5 $51
SUMMIT. 4 o ¢ & o ¢ 6 s 6 0 o o 529 253 10 404 10 330 99.3 182 1.7 8 598 7 941
TRUMBULL: ¢« o v s o o s s o o & 4 240 190 3 924 3 934 100.0 62 1.6 3. 524 3 060
WOODs o & o v o o o o o s o s 4 4 102 697 1 815 1 746 96,2 185 10.2 1 655 1 435
OKLAHOMA:
CLEVELAND & & & o s s o .0 ¢ & & & 105 489 634 £56 71.9 23 346 626 606
COMANCHE, 4 & o o o s « s ¢ 5 o & 117 471 .3 563 1273 81.4 32 2.0 1229 1 058
OKLAHOMA, & & & s o o o 0 s & o4 547 141 4 652 3 930 84,5 15 0.3 4 597 4 571
TULSA & 4 & o 6 6 o s .6 ¢ 5 o s s 431 918 8 299 7 373 as, 2 686 32.4 8 194 7 891
OREGON ¢
CLACKAMAS v v v ¢ s v ¢ 2 ¢ o o & 213 154 6 450 6 450 100.0 584 9.1 5 651 4 165
JACKSON ‘o 4 4 4 s o o 0 s 52 & .4 117 919 7 672 7 672 100,0 3 621 4742 7 217 6 BiY
LANEe o o s 6 s a0 v s ¢ v o o & 249 268 14 354 14 328 99.8 3 724 25,9 12 745 12 745
MARIONG. ¢ ¢ o 4 o o » 6 s 0. v o 177 363 5 054 5 053 100,0 225 4.5 4 439 4 118
MULTNOMAH o o« & o' e o 4 0 o o o & 545 .198 24 613 24 247 98,5 797 3.2 21 881 19 586
WASHINGTON, v & ¢ « » 0 v oo o & 203 196 8 951 5 951 100.0 141 2.4 4775 4 073
PENNSYLVANIA:
ALLEGHENY o o & ¢ s o o o & 4 & 1 493 272 29 173 29 173 100.0 373 1.3 21 797 16307
BEAVERY & 4 o & ¢ o s 6 o 4 o o & 208 705 3 876 3 828 98,8 39 1,0 3 197 3 150
BERKS ¢ ¢ & s o s o s 0 o v 5 2 4 304' 064 7 217 7-158 99.2 { 129 1.8 6 024 5 634
BLAIR v v o s a0 o vie o s o 4 o 133 729 1776 1.758 99.0 26 1,5 L 479 1 379
BUCKS 4 4 o e o o o« o o« o o s 4 & 469 738 9 578 9 573 99.9 135 1.4 8 474 7 923
BUTLER: & o v 4 o o ¢ 0 o 4 o 4 & 141 527 1 859 1858 99.9 13 0.7 1 520 595
CAMBRIA ¢ 4 4w 4 o & s ¢ o 5 & o 188 432 2 753 2 721 98,8 34 1,2 2 243 1 871
CENTRE. & ¢ o w6 o o 0.0 50 4 4 109 223 1090 1 090 - 100.0 22 2.0 960 878
CHESTER & 4 ¢ o ¢ « s ¢ 5.0 5 & « 303 512 7 816 7 575 96,9 203 246 6 780 6 513
CUMBERLAND, '« & & v o s 6. ¢ o 4 o 171 575 2 339 2 324 99.4 34 1,9 1 826 1818
DAUPHIN o v o a's o ¢ ¢ v 0 o o 4. 223 669 7.026 6 807 96,9 547 7.8 5 151 5 053
DELAWARE: v v o o 4 s 0 s » o & 582 060 16 023 15 937 99.5 403 245 13 221 12 593
ERIEs o o o o s s o o 59 0 ¢ o & 273 833 6 277 6 191 98,6 64 1.0 5 430 5 140
FAYETTE & o o 4w o o o v ¢ ¢ 0 4 4 155 901 2 106 1 986 94,3 47 242 1 910 1 435
FRANKLING 4 o 4 & 4 o o 2 o o ¢ & 107 256 1 482 1 447 97:6 7 0.5 1 250 1195
LACKAWANNA, v o v v o 0 o o 4 4 231 387 2 B39 2 710 95,5 5 0.2 2 iy 2 240
LANCASTER “o s 4 & « s ¢ o o ¢ 4 4 347 914 5 952 5 147 86:5 47 15,9 5 578 5 503
LANRENCE, 2 ¢ v o a-0 ¢« s « o o o 105 983 1 270 1 231 96.9 20 1,6 1 032 920

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 9. Total expenditure, and expenditure from general purpose revenue sources and own revenue

sources, for criminal justice activities of 343 large county governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued
(Doltar amounts in thousands)

Expenditure from all revenue sources

Expenditure

from Expenditure
County? Population? Total Dirget expenditure Capital outley expenditure general I::ﬁ
criminal purpose revenus
Justice Percent of Percent of revenue Hources
expenditure Amount total Amount total sources
expenditure expenditure
PENNSYLVANIA-==CONTINUED
LEBANON o & w v v w s v o o 4y 106 329 1 509 1454 96.4 46 3,0 1 329 1 268
LEHIGH. o o ¢ o ¢ o o v o o ¢ 4 & 265 035 5 280 5 002 94,7 114 2.2 4 604 3734
LUZERNE & 4 v 4 v o o o o0 ¢ 4 o 341 074 4 708 4 427 94,0 24 0.5 4 176 3 710
LYCOMING, o o o s v o o & o o 4 & 115 123 2 717 2 700 99,4 349 12,8 2 468 2 224
MERCERS 4 4 o 6. 2 o o 5 ¢ ¢ s o & 127 077 1 877 1 875 99,9 72 3,8 1 492 1 480
MONTGOMERY: o 2 s o o o o ¢ o o & 629 191 16 109 15 880 98,6 4 34y 26.9 14 159 12 833
NORTHAMPTON o o ¢« 4w o & 2 « o 4 & 225 573 4 470 3 970 88.8 161 3.6 3 266 3 033
NORTHUMBERLAND, + . 4w « 4 ¢ ¢ 4 & 99 00l 1 633 1 5%0 97.4 9 0.6 1 409 1 240
SCHUYLKILLY « o o o v w 4 s o o 4 158 336 2 697 2 675 99,2 - - 2 185 1 901
WASHINGTON. v w o v v v o 2 o 4 & 214 o031 3 058 2 849 93.2 23 0.8 2 131 2 300
WESTMORELAND, & v 4w 4 w o o o 4 o 382 714 4 750 4 750 100.0 50 1.4 3 829 3 803
YORKs ¢ o ¢ o o v o ¢ % o o #' o & 289 703 5 133 4 917 95,8 532 10,4 4 499 3 740
SOUTH CARGLINAY
ANDERSON, » » s o o s o « o s 4 o 117 213 1 966 1 928 98.1 112 5.7 1 943 1 462
CHARLESTONG + & v 4.0 oo s ¢ o & 260 537 5 948 5 756 96.8 446 7.5 5 821 3 864
GREENVILLE. ¢ v v 4 o ¢ o o » 4 & 269 136 6 661 6 661 100.0 316 4,7 & 351 2 623
LEXINGTON 4 o 4 s o o a'v o & 4 4 126 513 2 872 2 839 98.9 472 16,4 2 456 2 040
RICHLAND. 4w & 4 o v o v o o o o 4 248 176 8 247 8 15¢ 98.8 1 88} 19.2 7 992 5192
SPARTANBURG » v & & « o v s s & & 195 083 4 120 4 064 98,6 208 5.0 3 601 2 888
TENNESSEE!
HAMILTONG o s ¢ o ¢ 2 2 « 0.0 o & 271 750 5 959 5 958 100,0 463 7.8 5 322 5 322
KNOX:e o a s 5 o 570 o 2 s o ¢ & & 299 708 5 582 5 560 99.6 405 743 4 953 4 650
SHELBY. v 4 ¢ o s s o o o & v & & 48 7 40 190 39 802 99,0 21 132 52,6 37 235 37 222
SULLIVANG o o o s s v s o o 2 o & 137 320 1 994 1994 100.0 76 3.8 1 855 1747
TEXAS!
BELLe o ¢ ¢ s o ¢ o 6 o o o s o s 159 888 2 162 2 164 100.0 68 3.1 1 981 1 883
BEXAR v 4 v v 4 & v o o 4 o 0 4 4 947 -207 16 009 15 960 99,7 680 4,2 13 848 11 196
BRAZORIAL ¢ o 4 & 4 & o v s o 4 136 120 3 178 3 145 99.0 435 13,7 3 101 2 714
CAMERON & & w ¢ & 4 4 o s o & 4., 177 114 5 103 4 943 96.9 2 504 49,1 4 519 1 999
DALLASY &+ o v o « & o796 » o s o 4| 1 458 358 33 889 33 889 100.0 1017 3.0 31 374 25 004
EL PASO W s 4 v 4 o2 o o v o 4 436 640 7 100 7100 100,0 80 1.1 4 586 3 051
GALVESTON « o 4 ¢ 4 v v 5 s o 4 o 194 035 4 365 4 316 98.9 145 2.6 4 021 3 526
HARRIS: & v o o 4 w s o o 0 o 4 4| 2123 161 55 704 55 704 100,0 4 .966 8,9 51 107 46 039
HIDALGO & w0 o 6 v 4 a s 0 s & o 235 033 4 433 4 433 100,0 1 278 28,8 38 1 455
JEFFERSON &, v w o v s 6 o ¢ ¢ o & 245 483 5 493 5 456 99,3 151 2.7 5 231 5 115
LUBBOCK & & 4 4 0 v s o 2 o o & 4 200 332 3 029 2 978 98.3 394 13.0 2 964 2 703
MCLENNANL & o a v v 5 v o o 5 4 o 160 762 2 950 2 934 99.5 116 3.9 2 560 2 187
NUECES: o s o o o o ¢ ¢ ¢ 6 s & 4 249 375 7 667 7 657 99,9 2 135 27.8 6 895 6 262
SMITH o o 6 o w0 v ¢ v & ¢ o 0 4 111 557 2 019 1 966 97.4 327 16,2 1 954 1418
TARRANT 4 & ¢ 0 0 ¢ o0 o o s o 773 414 14 317 13 912 97.2 1 488 10,4 12744 i1 os2
TAYLORe 4 v ¢ 2 o 4 60 o ¢ o o0 lo4 296 1 495 1 465 98.0 112 745 1 486 1 384
TRAVIS: o o o 4 ¢ v o ¢ 4 8 2 o 4 388 187 9 494 9 372 98.7 644 6,8 8 525 7 852
WICHITA W 4 ¢ & 4 4 ¢ ¢ 2 o o .4 & 122 519 1 520 1.501 98,7 47 3.1 1 434 1129
UTAH:
DAVIS « & v o 2 o s 8 s s o v o 4 122 692 1362 1 330 97.7 157 11,5 1187 1107
SALT LAKE & o ¢ v & ¢ s ¢ o s o 4 540 533 15 099 15 099 100.0 354 2.3 12 943 12 827
UTAHe o o v o s o o0 o 0 o ¢ o & 177 106 3 o064 3 062 99.9 1 583 51.7 3 023 3 023
WEBER o & 4 o & 0w v s 0 4.4 o & 135 978 2 148 2 148 100.0 28 1,3 1 753 1 405
VERMONT
CHITTENDEN, o ¢ o v v ¢ o o s 4 4 111 734 143 143 100.0 - - 88 60
VIRGINIA?
ARLINGTON & ¢ 4 0 v 0 w0 0 o0 4 o 152 269 11 402 i1 ool 96.5 47 0.4 9 771 9589
CHESTERFIELDY o o v 4+ 0 « o o & o 121 741 4 241 4 151 98,6 360 8,5 3 418 3 203
FAIRFAR & ¢ o 4 ¢ 0 s s 2 ¢ ¢ 4 » 533 954 31 666 30 632 96.7 1 492 4,7 28 580 28 578
HENRICO W W s ¢ 2 o ¢ o ¢ 5.0 5 & 171 535 12 577 12 305 97.8 4 762 37.9 11 463 11 191
PRINCE WILLIAM. & v v 4 4 v o 4 131 363 5 357 5 244 97.9 497 9,3 4 777 1 704
WASHINGTON?
CLARK 4 4 6 ¢ 4 s v ¢ 0 s o0 4 164 481 5 361 5 347 99.7 129 2.4 3 465 2 490
KINGy o o s ¢ « ¢ o o « o s o 4 o 1 160.211 35 086 34 708 98.9 748 2.1 26 840 22 3719
KITSAP: & o o 46 v v ¢ o ¢ 4 o' 122 063 3 666 3 666 100,0 177 4,8 3 119 2 097
PIERCE: 4 o ¢ o 6 4 v o « o o & & 426 067 11 491 11 445 99.6 60 0,5 9 946 6 830
SNOHOMISH & ¢ 4 o & -0 o » & 4.4 275 357 7 1776 7 326 94,2 412 5,3 7 093 4 873
SPOKANE & o ¢ s v s o 0 s s o o 4 312 467 8 424 8 B2y 100.0 187 2,2 7 029 5 313
YAKIMAG & o o 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 0 v o s 158 527 4 207 4207 100.0 101 2.4 3 828 2 874
WEST VIRGINIAS :
CABELL's o o o.6 o« o 5 o s o © o » 105 534 1 105 1104 99.9 14 1.3 1017 705
KANAWHA 0 0 v wn o ¢ 0 0 o o 4 227 381 2 325 2 298 98,8 129 5.5 2 155 1762
WISCONSING
BROWN o s o « s o o o o s s v o « 174 930 3 480 3 412 98.0 138 4,0 2 743 1 851
DANE. o o o ¢ ¢ o s o s s v ¢ ¢ a 311 740 9 295 9 109 98.0 275 3,0 8 655 7 531
KENOSHA v o o o o w0 s o o % s & 124 453 3 482 3 393 97.4 166 4,8 2 956 1894
MARATHON, "4 o & 4 o0 2 s o o 4 & 106 468 2 222 2 169 9746 138 642 2 029 1 229
MILWAUKEE v & ¢ o o ¢ o s s & o o | 1 003569 29 646 29 441 100.0 724 2.4 25 223 13 763
OUTAGAMIE ‘v W 4 4 4w « s o 0 s & & 127 175 2 553 2 478 97.1 228 8.9 2 249 2 230
RACINE: « 2 o o s« o' 8 s s ¢ 5 o » 176 793 & 574 6 Ui4 97.6 1 585 24,1 5 767 4 113
ROCK:s o « s ¢ & € o o 62 ¢ 8 3 4 134 730 3 650 3 589 98,3 94 2.6 3 34g 1943
WAUKESHA. o 0 0 ¢ 0" 0 o s s 0 o & 270 691 5 343 5185 97.0 291 5.4 & 767 3 615
WINNEBAGO o o ¢ v « o s s s s & % 132629 2 670 2 636 98,7 625 23.4 2 388 1856

« Represents zero or

rounds

to

2€ero.

'Data are based on a field compilatfon from records of each county government shown; see text for data limita~
tions. *population as of July 1, 1977 from Bureau of the Census estimates.
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Table 10. Total expenditure, and expenditure from general purpose revenue sources and own revenue
sources, for criminal justice activities of 406 large city governments, fiscal year 1978
(Dollar amounts it: thousands)

Fxpenditure from all revenue sduj‘ces Exp;::;ture Expenditure
Direct ex nditux from
city? Fopulation? Total C ponditure Capital outlay expenditure gonoral on
eriminal Pexrcent of Percent of purpose revenue
Justice Amount totul Amount total Tevenua sources
expenditure expenditure exponditure sources
ALABAMA
BIRMINGHAM & 4 ¢ 4 4 4 o o o' s & & 282 358 18 210 18 216 100,0 1 599 8.8 17 7431 16 454
GADSDEN: ‘4 o 4 s e s o s o o ¢ & & 49 013 1412 1 412 100.0 35 2.5 1 407 1 3ot
HUNTSVILLE & o o o o o s ¢ o o o 143 906 § 524 4 437 98,1 299 6.6 4. 476 3 964
MOBILE 4 o « o ¢ o o o s v s 3 « & 205 174 7 993 7 610 95,2 400 5.0 7 866 7 654
MONTGOMERY 4 ¢ v o s 2 s s ¢ & & & 156 333 5 541 5 504 99,3 201 3.6 5 479 5 443
TUSCALOOSA 4 o v 4w 4 s 4 o s s 4. 69- 482 2 797 2 760 98,7 193 6.9 2 768 2 208
ALASKAY
ANCHORAGE, 4 4 v o o ¢« & ¢ « o & 181 754 11 304 11 054 97.8 71 0.6 7 564 LT )
ARIZONA!
GLENDALE 4 v o o 4 476 o s ¢ s 4 4 73 730 2.691 2 691 10040 117 4,3 2 557 2 511
MESA v 0 s o v a's o 0 o v o o o 110 079 4 226 4 226 100,0 400 9.5 4 130 3 830
PHOENIX: ¢ o 4« o o o v o o o o & & 684 516 58 856 58 274 99,0 2 255 3.8 57 407 49 418
SCOTTSDALE 4 o 4 o o ¢ o 4 ¢ 0 o & B1 458 3 683 3 683 100,0 53 1.4 3 652 3 624
TEMPEs « v s s o o o 2 ¢ o 0 3 & o 98’ 146 4 898 4 876 99,6 294 5.9 4 830 3 589
TUSCON o & 4 v o o0 o 6 o ¢ % o 4 301 152 15 397 15 367 99,8 685 4.4 15 230 14 662
ARKANSAS!
FORT SMITH & & o 4 o s o s o s 4 & 68 180 1757 1 630 92.8 75 4,3 1 729 i 545
LITTLE ROCKy 4 o o o o o o« & o o » 153 ugd 5 928 5 928 100,0 379 6.4 5 832 5 787
NORTH LITTLE ROCK, « 4 & o o & o . 62 875 2 314 2 257 97,5 14 0,6 2 185 1 855
PINE BLUFF 4 4 o v ¢ s s o o o o 55 817 1 687 1 548 91,8 111 6.6 1 481 1 327
CALIFORNIA!
ALAMEDAY o ¢ o 0 o o « o 5 o & o & 72 612 2 800 2 800 100.0 118 4,2 2 756 2 124
ALHAMBRA , v 4 o 4 4 v o 0 0 & o & 60 242 2 499 2 490 99, 69 2.8 2 410 2 408
ANAHEIM. o 4 s 4 0 4 ¢ 0 ¢ o o « & 202 477 12 763 12 758 100,0 252 2.0 12 638 12 182
BAKERSFIELD: ¢ 4 4 o o e 0 0 o o &« 83 035 5 892 5 892 100,0 143 2.4 5 853 5 783
BELLFLOWER 4 4 s 4 o 2 o o o ¢ « &« 50 306 3 342 1. 615 48,3 1 573 47.1 3 342 3 342
BERKELEY 4 2 o o o 4 o e o s o o & 109 387 6 135 6 135 100,0 16 0.3 5 823 4 838
BUENA PARK 4 4 0 4 ¢ s s ¢ o ¢ o & 62 396 3 211 3 207 99,9 418 13.0 3 026 2 723
BURBANK, & 4 4 o ¢ o o s o ¢ o ¢ & a4 811 5 039 5 023 99,7 75 1.5 5 002 4 agy
CARSON 4« 4 v w5 o 4 ¢ s o « & 4.4 80 339 3 168 629 1949 - - 2 747 725
CHULA VISTA, 4 & 4 4 4 s o ¢ ¢ & & 78 749 3 047 3 017 100,0 241 8.0 2 926 2 .892
COMPTON, 4 4 4 ¢ & « ¢ ¢ ¢ o o 0 73 845 5 216 5 208 99.8 139 2.7 4 937 2 582
CONCORDY 4 4 s o o o s v s o 0 & % 98 718 4 383 4 383 100,0 w7 3.4 4 295 3 944
COSTA MESA & o o 4 4 o « o6+ o & 77 656 4 726 4 710 99.7 oy 2.0 4 455 4 399
DALY CITY. 4 o v o ¢ ¢ s 4 ¢ & & & 73 968 3 008 3 008 100,0 64 241 2 726 2 377
DOWNEY o o 4 4 o o s o ¢ o & ¢ = & 85. 090 3 731 3 504 93,9 355 9.5 3 046 3 046
EL CAJON & W' & v o o s o o 8 s '« 66 158 2 660 2 660 100,0 83 3.4 2 647 2 577
EL MONTE 4 4 s o o s s 2 ¢ o & o o 66 684 3 883 3 729 96,0 580 14.9 2 880 2 132
FAIRFIELD, & & o o o 6 6 o & o « & 53 651 2 056 2 056 100.0 17 0.8 1 845 1 842
FOUNTAIN VALLEY, . 4 ¢ « o o & 4 . 54 602 1914 1 907 99,6 4y 2.3 1829 1 765
FREMONT. & 4 5 o 4 4 o ¢ o ¢ ¢« « 120 223 4 780 4 780 100.0 209 4,4 4 577 4 475
FRESNO & & s ¢ o « ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ & o & 187 895 11 977 11 974 99,9 1 051 3.8 11 382 12 226
FULLERTON, & & & o ¢ v o s o s « & 96 980 4101 4 095 99,9 167 4.1 4 086 4 073
GARDEN GROVE 4 & & o s o« o o o & & 117 737 4 279 4 262 99,6 296 6.9 3 663 3 353
GLENDALE 4 4 s o o o ¢ o s o ¢ o » 133 864 5 246 5 234 99.8 150 2.9 5 147 4 785
HAKTHORNE, 4 o v 4 o « « o ¢ » s 4 53 591 2 599 2 591 99.7 105 4,0 2 522 2 266
HAYHARD: & ' 4 s o o o a o ¢ s 4 & 97 374 4 354 4 354 100,0 53 1.2 4 231 3 892
HUNTINGTON BEACH . , v v o ¢ o & & 161 860 8 093 8 069 99,7 356 4,4 7 379 6 993
INGLEWOOD. o v ¢ & ¢ 0 o ¢ o o o a6 976 8 601 8 463 98,4 41 0.5 7 893 6 .279
LAKEWOOD .6 4 ¢ & o o s ¢ o & o« & 79 604 1 969 378 19,2 94 4.8 1626 1 483
LONG BEACH 4 v & 4 o o ¢ o » o 4 336 697 24 647 24 497 99,4 580 2.4 23 758 22 812
LOS ANGELES: 4 o o o o o o ¢ » + o | 2 761 222 256 578 256 001 99,8 5 909 2.3 252 453 250 584
MODESTO4 4 s s s o o s s s ¢ ¢ & & 92 035 3.745 3 745 100,0 49 1.3 3 614 3420
MOUNTAIN VIER, & & 4 o ¢ + o « o & 55 221 2 541 2 541 100,0 315 12,4 2 395 2 370
NEWPORT BEACH. & & 4 4 « ¢ o o 4 . 65 195 4 806 4 795 99.8 219 4.6 4774 4 612
NORWALK: & 4 o o 4 o o 5 s o 2%4 83 843 3 093 38 1.2 - - 2 856 2 161
OAKLAND: & 4 o o o o« s o » 6 & s 332 385 26 044 26, 044 100,0 274 1.0 25 599 16 404
OCEANSIDE. & 4 4 & 4 s ¢ o ¢ » & . 64 615 3 091 3 094 100,0 127 4,1 2 989 2 913
ONTARIOW & 4 v s 4 s o o0 o % o & 68 403 3 418 3 375 98,7 29 0.8 2 842 2 366
ORANGE 4 4 4 4 ¢ o o o o ¢ o o & . 84 934 4 171 4 155 99.6 46 1.1 4 105 3 822
OXNARD & 4 4 o o s o o 2 s o o o.. 93 379 5 006 5 001 99,9 597 11,9 4 450 4 041
PALO ALTO. & v v 4 v 0 a6 0 o o & 54 277 3 899 3 899 100,0 86 2.2 3 878 3 739
PASADENA & 4 & v o s o s o s 'a o + 106 535 9 277 9 050 98,0 312 3.4 8 826 8 779
PICORIVERAY & ¢ 4 & o s o v 2 » . 50 690 1 607 79 4.9 - - 1 552 1447
POMONA o“ v 4 4 4 4 4 o o o o o o & 85 497 6 494 6 494 100.0 338 5.2 5 412 5 201
REDONDO BEACH, . . . o+ 4 s 4 & o . 62 134 4 181 3 480 83,2 48 1.1 3 260 3183
REDHOOD CITY & & & 4 o 4 o ¢ s & & 54 990 2 211 2 211 100,0 47 2.1 2 078 2 054
RICHMOND .y & 4 & 4 v 4 s 4 o & w 70 381 6 540 6 540 100.0 186 2.8 6 342 5 714
RIVERSIDE, 4 6 4 4 ¢ o o ¢ 5 & o'& 155 .029 7 294 7294 100.0 268 3.7 6 963 6 375
SACRAMENTO & v v & 4 ¢'a o o & o 264 511 15 974 15 974 100,0 46 0.3 15 839 15 771
SALINAS. 4 4 s 4 « s oa. 070 o o s 75 316 3 648 3 548 97.3 101 248 3 394 2 910
SAN BERNARDINO 4 v 4 & w6 e » & & 102 270 7 485 7 381 98,6 1670 22.3 7270 5 929
SAN BUENAVENTURA . & v v « v o & . 67 246 2 868 2 855 99,5 105 3.7 2 868 2 833
SAN DIEGO. o v s o ¢ s o % s o o & 799 725 32 304 32 188 99,6 609 1.9 30 971 29 124
SAN FRANCISCO, & . 4o 4 o s-3 & o 655 072 93 942 93 942 100,0 1472 1.6 90 090 79 882
SAN JOSE 4 44 o 0 o % o s 0 n-u 4 583 402 28 467 28 467 100.0 90 0.3 27 820 23 256
SAN LEANDROY 4 o 4 ¢ o 2 o & o o & 68 717 2 951 2 954 100,0 30 1.0 2 939 2,880
SAN MATED, 4 o e o s s € o s o - 79 303 3 057 3 057 10040 80 246 2 869 2 850
SANTA ANA, 4 4 s v o e 0 0 o o 4 & 183 138° 11 312 11 245 99,4 251 2.2 10 920 10 421
SANTA BARBARA, o0 s .o o o 5.4 & 72 753 029 3 982 98,8 88 2,2 3 626 3 409

See footnotes at

end of

table.
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Table 10. Total expenditure, and expenditure from general purpose revenue sources and own revenue
sources, for criminal justice activities of 406 large city governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Expenditure from all revenue sources Expenditure Expenditure
from
Total Direct expenditure Capital outlay expenditure genoral f:::
City* Population?
ity pula eriminal Percont of Percent of fzﬁg:i: revenue
Justice Amound: total Amount total sourees sources
expenditure expenditure expenditure
[+ RNIA-~CONTINUED

AgllangNéﬁARﬁ? TIN E P e e e s e 84 065 4 338 4 338 100.0 153 3.2 g glg g 953

SANTA MONICA & & . 4 o 4 v o o & & 89 319 5 617 5 588 99.5 a9 1(1;'1 3 026 5 é;s

SANTA ROSA v 4w o v 4 v 4 v ¢ ¢ 4 & 71 335 3 232 3 232 100.0 6é8 i 3 026 192

SIMI VALLEY, & 4 & 4 ¢ o o o 4 o & 73 262 2 238 2 238 100.0 67 3.9 2 920 3047

SOUTH GATE & o v v 4 « o o o o o & 59 776 2 763 2 762 100,0 5 4 2 620 2 128

STOCKTON 4 v ¢ 4 v ¢ ¢ o ¢ & « o & 124 037 7 647 7 647 100.0 62 0. ? 754 7 2

SUNNYVALE: « o o « s o o o ¢ « o & 105 065 3 826 3 826 100,0 29 g.g v 3 721 iggl

THOUSAND OAKS, & |\ & v v ¢ o 0 o . 63 171 1 888 179 9.5 4 9:2 17 1781

TORRANCE w v 4 4 4 4 v ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ & 129 067 7 228 7 206 99,7 707 8 Tus § 963

VALLEJO, W 0 v s v 0 o % o o 0 & & 70 264 3 250 3 250 100,0 152 g H 641 3 ggﬁ

WEST COVINAG & v v 4 v 4 4 0 s oW 72 770 3 304 3 290 99,6 252 1.; 2 7‘1)6 2 448

WESTMINSTER. « &+ v ¢ o s o o o o & 69 155 2 716 2 682 98,7 H 3 2 To 2 &8

WHITTIER o « o 4 4 o ¢ o o o ¢ u-W 69 528 3 096 3 084 | 99.6 1 2,

i
e { 6 2 425 1 807

RVADA & ¢ v v 4 o v 2o u s ¢ o o & 79 958 2 yys 2 448 100.0; 185 7s 2

QURORA P 127 121 5 304 5 304 100,0 ¢ 244 4.2 ggqs gggg

BOULDER, 4w 4 ¢ W 4 4 ¢ v ¢ ¢ o o . 76 795 3 090 3 090! 100,0 ééi g.o 2 zgg 2382

COLORADO SPRINGS , . ¢ v s « o . 183 534 7 678 7 664 99,8 986 301 4250 s %21

DENVER o v v s v s « ¢ v « ¢ 2 « 475 098 sS4 677 54 677 100,0 4 988 é 2 611 2 375

FORT COLLINS o 4 . v v o o s 4 & & 58 107 1 537 i 537 100,0 gs g.a 1537 Le3

LAKEWOOD & & ¢ o 0 s o o o o o & & 124 350 6 601 6 601 100,0 2 0.8 HECH § 363

PUEBLO & v v 4 ¢ 4 ¢ o o w0 o o 102 547 4 718 4 700 99,7 323 . 2

]
CONNECTICUT! . | 7 969 7 ou
GEPORT o« v 4 o -5 o o s 0.0 o 137 116 8 150 8 15¢ 100.0 38 0.5

- EOSEEESEREEREE I £ AN L I O T TR A

ANBURY, P T T 56 382 2 292 i . .

aARTFORD DO A 130 015 ! 11 812 11 792 99,8 1 642 13.9 331; Eggg

MERIDEN, 4 4 o 4 v « s ¢ ¢ ¢ o o » 57 135 2 014} 2 014 100,0 37 1.8 ) 830 1798

e DIIIIIIIIIIl SEERL O SHEL OSSR A sl e peel gom

NEW BRITAING & & & v ¢ 0 o o & « 75 986 | 1 ‘ . .

NEW HAVEN, & s 4 v v 4 o o o ¢ & W 122 085 ! 8 127 8 127 100.0 98 §§ Zg;g g;gf

NORWALK, o o & & v ¢ s o 0 o & o 77 159 2 980 2 980 | 100.0 Z; 2.2 2 530 293

STAMFORD W o w v 4 4 ¢ 4 v ¢ 4 « 105 136 5 940 | 5 920 99.7 2 3 218 3 in

WATERBURY. & & W v 5 & 40 4 0 o 104 890 7 7631 7 757 99.9 2 328 . > 4oy 3 381

WEST HAVEN & 4 v v o s v v v 0 W W 52 190 2 144 ¢ 2 144! 100.0 30 1.4

El B H
DEL AWARE ! : :
WILMINGTON & o 4 4 6 4 ¢ 0 o & & 72 943 7 7ML 7 711 100,0 | 12 0.91 7 259 5 261
¢ | . ]
‘ .
DI@E&%G%}J"?"?M?I? e e e e e 684 891 206 665 | 206 665 | 100.0 3 457 1.7 1 197 960 194 194
! i
| ! H
e e i ; 56 1.4 3 698 3 690

CLEARWATER 4 v & & 4 « o o v & & o 75 492 4 ooy ! 4 001 100.0 .

FORT LAUDERDALE. . . + o . 4 . | . 151 502 12 264 12 200 99.21 gg é% 1; Zgg 1% ggg

GAINESVILLE. v o v ¢« 4 v o o v « o 70- 108 3 saoi 3 685 99.9 | 23 3.3 3422 3 580

HIALEAHG & 4 v 4 4 ¢ 6 ¢ o o 2 o o 122 793 5 694 | 5 694 100.0 o2l 1.8 Pl 3281

HOLLYWOOD, & o v . o v v v v v W . 116 620 7 540 | 7 510 100,04 3 0.2 58 I 55 3%

JACKSONVILLE , , . & o a w ¢ v 4 . 527 717 34 673 34 578 99.7 | sz; 8.1 33 28 33 392

MIAMIL & v v v 6 o6 o o o o a u & 346 716 22 411 22 '411[ 100.0‘ 11 0.2 2 oe 2 008

MIAMI BEACH. v 4 v v v ¢ o v & & W 87 904 6 921 6 921 100.0 | 63 0.2 § 8% § 526

ORLANDO, & W' v v 4 v s v w0 w w . 116 115 1(3) zgg lg gggi igg.g éoz i 3 202 g 478

PENSACOLA, & o 4 v v v w ¢ & o u 65 915 0 i . .

ST PETERSBURG , , 4 v 4 4 v o 4 . 237 134 | 16 951 16 9511 100.0 3 ?gg 2g.é 1; igg 12 232

TAUPA L SSEE s e e o4 554 15 597 3 &1 o070 718 | 4.5 15 342 13142

AMPA..--.-.--..--'-. 2 i . .

&Esr PALM BEACH, . v & 4 « v « 4 60 139 3 920 3915, 99,9 152 3.9 3 B27 3 804

i
Ry 5' 149 5.2 2 818 2 674

LBANY o 4 o 0 s 4 00 o0 o o a4 76 619 2 890 2 8i0 ., 97,2 2

ﬁTLANTA. Vet e e e e e e e e e 416 725 3; égg zé ggg Zg.g 1 ?33 2.3 zg g;g zi ggg

AUGUSTA. 4 4 v 4 4 o0 o 4 o a'w 52 861 f i 67 5313 5 5

COLUMBUS & 4 4 & h o s o o s o o & 165 511 9 279 9 279 100.0 aes 82 8523 548

CONs v v v o g v v s e s o s o 121 282 4266 4 249 99,6 .

BAVANGAR DT 113 020 § 458 4 44y 99.7 31 0.7 i 307 4 153
HA%»&%ZULU I T S, 717 852 45 336 45 336 100.0 318 ! 0.7 40 785 22 9298
1 1
DQ}J?SE CITY ¢ v o v 0 o oo a0 o 107 687 3 754 3 686 98,2 319 8.5 3 227 2950
ILLINOIS! . 516 L 986

AUROR o JETGHTS, v v e e e e s 78955 it 2 %o8 et 1 309 o7t 2 o050 4 436

URORA & & & 4 & o v o & s o o « & : . 9 1 2

SERWVN 40 8 e s et s e e s e s 47 799 1 350 éggg 1gg.g 15 o i 35? i gig

CHAMPATENs v 4w wre e w v 0 i s 232y zan 53 100.0 3 358 1.01 329 740 ) 319 798

CHICAGO. » + + o o v v v w v v ] 5 062 881 336 055 . .336 0 o9, 5.0 2 166 2 065

CICERD 4 4 oo o v v o 4 v o0 o & 60 483 2177 2 177 100.0 123 33 5 389 2 242

DECATURL & o' v v s o o 0 s b o s 89 690 2 397 gggg 132-3 . 32 2 200 z 2uz

O P Mg rs e 3% oua A 2119 100.0 69 2.5 2 650 1 827

EAST ST, LOUIS o | & 4 o s o 4 o'W 53 902 2 720 . et 25 2538 3 2l

ELGING + « s 6 o o o o o 5 o o o & 61 690 2 243 2 237 9947 .

See footpotes at end of table.
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Table 10. Total expenditure, and expenditure from general purpose revénue sources and own .revenue
sources, for criminal justice activities of 406 large city governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Expenditure from all revenue sources

Bependiture | pooongsture
from
Direct expenditure Capital outlay expenditure ganeral from
City! Populiation? Total ovn
criminal Aoreent of Porcent of Purpafe revenug
Justice Amount total Amount totsl bioviind sources
expenditure expenditure expenditure
ILLINOIS~=CONTINUED .
EVANSTON « s 4 % o o s ¢ o s. 0 & & 72 019 3 894 3 894 100,0 55 1.4 3 706 3 706
WOLIET 4 ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ & 2 ¢ 2 « 72 102 4 003 4 003 100,0 113 2.8 3 866 3 630
OAK LAWN & o ¢ o & o v o o o » & » 62 198 2 263 2 254 99.6 73 3.2 2 243 2 163
OAK PARK o 4 4 o v o v 0 e ¢ o 4 & 56 691 3661 3 663 100,0 186 5.1 3 536 2 940
PEORIA & &' 6 ¢ o o s o0 ¢ 4 ¢ & & 125 724 7 254 T 241 99.3 141 1.9 6 748 6 252
ROCKFORD o o 4 s o o o & s & » & « 140 667 5 387 5 387 100,0 119 2.2 5 212 2 919
ROCK ISLANDG & « o 4 o . o 4 4 5 & 47 299 1 914 1. 914 100,0 8 O.H 1 797 4 321
SKOKIE v o ¢ s 6 o o o s s v o » o 65 885 2 BS54 2 856 100,0 61 2.4 2 836 2 836
SPRINGFIELDY 4 4 4 s 5 5 » s o » » 87 520 3 658 3 458 100,0 157 4,3 3 487 3 472
WAUKEGAN o o« o s 4 ¢ s o o v o « &« 63 398 2 919 2 911 9947 45 2.2 2 909 2 322
INDIANAT
ANDERSON & 4 4 4 « v 4 o 5 ¢°¢ o » 66 584 2 308 2 308 100,0 41 1.8 2 263 2 237
EVANSVILLE & 4 & & v ¢ v ¢ ¢ s « » 133 975 4 844 4 8y 100,0 37 0.8 4 660 1 657
FORT WAYNE ¢ s v o v o v o o s » & 182 215 5 903 5 903 100,0 159 2.7 5 773 5 665
GARY & 4 v 4 6 v o v o o o ¢ s o u 159 412 7 M2 7 112 100,0 313 4.4 6 794 6 336
HAMMOND. o & & v o v s e o o s o o 102 027 3 664 3 664 100,0 90 2.5 3 547 3 140
INDIANAPOLIS o 4 o ¢ o o 0 « o o.s 704 556 51 B94 51 635 99.5 4 564 8.8 49 871 40 208
MUNCIE & o 4 o ¢ o o 60 0 0 o & 82 152 1 990 1 %90 16040 125 6.3 1 966 1811
KOKOMO 4 ¢ o o v « ¢ o s ¢ s o o » 52 006 2 055 2 055 100.0 92 4,5 1 827 1729
SOUYH BEND & , 4 4 4 ¢ ¢ v ¢ ¢ ¢ « 114 011 4 544 4 544 100,0 200 4,4 4 450 4 333
TERRE HAUTE. & 4 o o o 5 o 2 » o « 63 443 1793 1 793 100.0 80 4,5 1615 1478
10WA
CEDAR RAPIDS & o v 4 ¢ « o ¢ & o & 107 996 3 500 3 488 99,7 377 10.8 3 429 3123
COUNCIL BLUFFS + . 4 v 4 s o o & « 58 668 2 588 2 437 94,2 263 102 2 563 2 370
DAVENPORT. 4 o o« 4 o s « « s s o & 101 410 2 582 2 582 100,0 130 5,0 2 520 2425
DES MOINES . & 4 4 o s 4 45 » 4 & 193 772 7.959 7 939 99,7 68 0.9 7 534 7 493
DUBURUE, 4 4 s + o o « » s & o o « 62 349 1 708 1 685 98,7 80 4,7 1 336 871
SIOUX CITY w ¢« o v o 0 o ¢ ¢ s & & B5 115 2 851 2 854 100,0 92 3.2 2 709 2 224
WATERLOD 4 s o 4 o o o s 0 8 s o & 78 915 2 719 2 719 100,0 62 2.3 2 575 1 946
KANSAS!
KANSAS CITY: 4 o 24 o7 s o o o s & & 167 064 7012 7 012 100.0 397 5.7 & 130 6 122
LAMRENCE . s o 5 s » 5 5 5 2 5 « & 51 459 1 44 1412 9840 65 4,5 1390 1 390
OVERLAND PARK: & & v v o s o o o & 82 372 3 228 3 228 100,06 259 8.0 3 204 3 193
TOPEKA 4 v o v v « 2 ¢ 2 ¢ s s o & 122 065 5 406 5 99 99, 179 3.3 5 195 4 531
WICHITA, o o 6 o o s o o o s & & 268 012 9 47t 9 3iz 98,3 158 1.7 9 219 8 084
KENTUCKY:
COVINGTON: 4 « 4 o o 0 o o o ¢ « & 46 925 2 528 2 528 100.0 146 5.8 2 265 1 302
LEXINGTONG v o 4 o 54 o s o o & & 190 142 12 274 12 082 98,5 826 647 10 298 9 542
LOUISVILLE % o s a0 o o o « s 4 & 322 870 20 586 20 586 100.0 1138 5.5 18 275 12 622
OWENSBOROe 4+ o o o« ¢ ¢ o 0 4 & o 50 490 1 730 1701 98,3 78 4,5 1 598 1 484
LOUISIANAL
BATON ROUGE. s 4 v s v s ¢ ¢ s o« & 308 178 21 808 21 808 100.0 1 165 C 8,3 20 o047 18 906
LAFAYETTE. o o o o ¢ 5 « o o o o & 79 732 2 431 2 369 97.4 27 11,1 2 298 2 298
LAKE CHARLES v 4 4 4 o s 2 s ¢ o @ 78 Y64 2 080 2 0% 96.7 125 6,0 2 016 1 617
MONROE & & o s 4 o o o o ¢ o o o 'a 63 633 1 826 1 826 100,0 35 1.9 1 788 1 520
NEW ORLEANS, ‘o 4 ¢ s & s o o o & & 561 266 50 276 49 560 98,6 2 9717 5,9 46 310 45 830
SHREVEPORT « 4 ¢ o ¢ e 0 ¢ 2 ¢ o & 188 652 7 237 7 237 100.0 480 6.6 7 064 6 491
MAINES
PORTLAND & & « v o ¢ ¢ s o 4 5 & & 62 127 3 o48 3 o4 100,40 121 4,0 3 029 2 290
MARYLANDY
BALTIMORE: 4 o 4.6 ¢ o o« ¢ o » o « 804 304 91 978 91 978 100.,0 667 0.7 55558 51 964
MASSACHUSETTS!:
BOSTON © 4 ¢ ¢ + 4 ¢ ¢ s « ¢ ¢ 0 « 618 493 98 047 98 087 100,0 1 955 2.0 92 342 81 o4y
BROCKTON v 4 v 4 o 26 s o & s « « 94 175 5 594 5 589 100.0 - - 5 5a3 4. 767
CAMBRIDGE. 4 o o o o o o o o ¢ 99 296 8 211 8 211 100,0 103 1.3 8 153 6 600
CHICOPEE 4.4 ¢ » o o o o s ¢ « & « 56 572 2 499 2 499 100,0 76 3.0 2 435 1 842
FALL RIVER & 4.0 o o 6 o o o o s « 98 898 5 615 5:615 100,0 100 1.8 5139 3 492
HOLYOKE, o s ¢ & o v o s ¢ o s o » 44 267 2 182 2 182 100,0 78 3.6 2 142 1475
LAWRENCE & & o o o o s 2 s o « 0 63 845 3 155 3 155 100,0 51 1,6 3 034 2 664
LOWELL &, 4 4 4 5 4 o s 4 « 2 % o 88 449 3 994 3991 99,9 47 1.2 3 892 2 751
LYNN & ¢ e 0 ¢ o o o s s s & o 77 089 5 039 5 039 100,0 70 1.4 4 818 4 380
MALDEN & o s o v ¢ o o 2 « o o o » 54 987 2 419 2 419 100,0 36 1.5 2 395 1 811
MEDFORD, P 60 519 3 317 3299 99.5 48 1.4 3 347 2 556
NEW BEDFORD:y o 4 ¢ s 4 o & o o = = 98 845 & 364 & 364 100,0 80 1.3 &6 250 & 172
NEWTON W o ¢ 6 o 4 o ¢ a o o v o & 87 183 6 271 6 271 100,0 885 14,1 5 433 4 160
PITTSFIELD 4 o & 4 s % s % 5 ». 5 & 52 313 2 089 2 089 100,0 79 3,8 2 046 1. 830
QUINGY & ¢ o v 4 4 v w s v ¢ 0 o 90 571 6 628 6 628 100,0 154 2.3 6 536 5. 585
SOMERVILLE o & o &' 6 4 o v o o o & 76 771 3435 3 435 100,0 56 1.6 3 335 21
SPRINGFIELDY « o o ¢ v oo s o o o s 164 895 7 985 7 985 100,0 9§ 1.2 7 656 5 398
WALTHAM, ¢ 4 a0 ¢ o 4 o v 0 o o 55632 3 471 3 471 100,0 47 1.4 3 402 2 713
WORCESTER, & s o« 4 s won v ¢ o o' 165 229 9 913 9 913 100,0 277 2.8 9 613 7 290
MICHIGAN!
ANN ARBOR: 4 v 4 4 % v 4.0 o o o & 105 602 5 134 5 134 100,0 30 0.6 5 oy4 5 014
DEARBORN 4 v 4 s & o s s s s o o & 93 871 5 912 5 806 98,2 11 0.2 5 845 5 584
DEARBORN HEIGHTS |, & 4 & 4 o o o & 73 108 3 479 3 469 99.7 152 4.4 3 297 2 857
DETROITs « v 4 o 4 ¢ » o ¢ s s o . | 1289 910 70 717 169 779 - 99,5 4-789 2,8 141 563 110 630
EAST LANSING 4 4 v v 4 o ¢« .0 o 50 789 1 706 1 706 100,0 67 3.9 1 695 1 583

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 10. Total egtpenditure, and expenditure from general purpose revenue sources and own revenue
sources, for criminal justice activities of 406 large city governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Expenditure from all revenue sources

Exp;:g;ture Expenditure
iyt Fopulation? Total IHrect expenditure Capital outlay expenditure general f:::
;:i’:i::l Percent of Percent of ° 535‘;3: revenue
Amount total Amount total sources
expenditure sources
expenditure expoenditure
MICHIGAN-=CONTINUED
FARMINGTON HILLS o » ¢ 4 4 & & & . 57 538 2 236 2 062 92.2 132 5.9 2 113 1 962
FLINTY o o 0 s s o s « ¢ a5 o & & 163 594 12 483 12 464 99.8 146 1.2 11 953 8 064
GRAND RAPIDS o o o 4 o « o o o 4 & 184 954 10 066 10 o012 99,5 151 1.5 9 880 7 978
KALAMAZOO: & 5 o o o 5 o o ¢ o o o 79 077 4 544 4 500 99,0 168 3.7 4 277 3 652
LANSING: o 6 & o0 6 v o o s o o 127 128 8 573 8 570 100,0 604 7.0 8 214 6 -890
LINCOLN PARK &, 4 v 4 ¢ « o « o o 47 502 2 077 2 077 100,0 65 3.1 2 057 1943
LIVONIAS o 4 4 o 4 0 ¢ ¢ o 0 o o & 108 337 4 264 4 172 97.8 35 0.8 4 233 4019
PONTIAC, & 4 ¢ s o o ¢ ¢ o o o o « 79 189 8 150 8 041 98,7 75 0.9 7 542 6 034
ROSEVILEE. 4 4 o =« o o v 2 » ¢ o 56 978 2 T4 2 174 100,0 67 2.4 2 753 2 443
ROYAL OAK: v 4 o 4 « o o ¢ o o .« & 76 208 3 141 3 144 100,0 16 0.5 3 141 2 661
SAGINAW. & ¢« 4 o ¢ s ¢ s o0 « o 82 162 7 344 7 338 160.0 1 953 2646 7 050 6 979
SOUTHFIELD & 4 o o 4 o ¢ s o « o & 75 541 10 052 10 002 99,5 4 893 48,7 9 881 9 788
ST. CLAIR SHORES. . 4 & o & s .4 . 85 420 3 607 3 598 99,8 159 4.4 3 43¢ 3 204
STERLING HEIGHTS . 4 4 4 o s o & & 96 676 4 806 4 794 99.8 219 4.6 4 541 3 216
TAYLOR « o 4 s ¢ « 2 o o« a0 o « & « 79 223 3 407 3 4oy 99,9 119 3.5 3 193 3 013
TROY 4 2 o o v 6 o ¢ o s o o s o & 62 390 4 297 4 288 99,8 1 330 31.0 4. 252 3 043
WARREN o o ¢ s 6 « o ¢ o 8 s » « & 170 084 7 837 7 827 99,9 218 2.8 7779 6.330
WESTLAND & & 4w s v ¢ o 5.0 2 & & & 88 631 3 516 3 516 100,0 23 0.7 3 432 2 836
WYOMING. & & 4 4 & s s « « o v & & 58 335 2 902 2 902 100,0 100 3.4 2 801 1 882
MINNESOTA
BLOOMINGTON, & & 4 v 4 w s o o » & 78 052 2 552 2 529 99,1 8 0.3 2 504 2 120
DULUTH o & 4 o ¢ o o « o o + « o & 95 248 3 607 3 564 98,7 132 3.7 3 380 2 654
MINNEAPOLIS, &+ 4 4 ¢ o 4 o o o & o 360 269 23 485 23 185 98,7 56 0.2 22 222 19 787
ROCHESTER: 4 4 o 2 o 2 o « o, v & & 56 865 1 822 1 801 98,8 52 2.9 i 814 1 81t
STe PAUL & & 4 ¢ « o o o ¢ o o o & 265 971 16 864 16 845 99.9 2 087 12,4 15 314 12 560
MISSISSIPPI¢
BILOXT o' o 4 o o o o o « o o o o 44 439 1172 1154 98,5 103 8.8 1 160 967
JACKSONG v 4 4 4 v a6 v s o 0 « & 150 542 6 982 982 100,0 137 2.0 6 685 6 634
MISSOURI1
COLUMBIA & v 4 4 4 o o o ¢ 5 & w & 64 612 2 121 2 121 100,0 110 5.2 2 o4 2 064
FLORISSANT ¢ v ¢ 4 o ¢ « o o « o & 70 639 1 430 1430 100.0 9 0.6 1 430 1 398
INDEPENDENCE & 4 o 4 0.2 o o o « . 111 575 3 607 3 577 99.2 185 S.d 3 574 3 289
KANSAS CITY, 4 v o« v o o s & & o & 458 573 37 456 37 456 100.0 1 096 2.9 35 024 14 505
STa JOSEPH 4 4 & 4 4 o 4 o s 6 » @ 77 804 2 233 2 230 99,9 87 3.9 2 227 2 070
STo LOUIS, o 4y ¢ 4 o o o« s o 0 o & 517 671 63 780 63 780 100.0 1.296 2.0 60 695 43 121
SPRINGFIELD: 4 o o o ¢ o » & « ¢ & 134 974 3 700 3 700 100.0 126 3.4 3 317 3 332
MONTANA:
BILLINGS 4 4 ¢ o 4 4 o o« o 5 ¢ s & 72 303 2 3719 2 356 99,0 20 0.8 2 010 1 900
GREAT FALLS, & v v v s o o o o & » &0 334 1 780 1 757 98,7 153 8.6 1678 1 489
NEBRASKA$
LINCOLN, & & 4 v s 4 6 o 4 o ¢ o « 163 937 6 508 6 508 100,0 50 0.8 5 489 5 473
OMAHAL o v s 4 4 s 0 & oo o o o 365 711 14 302 14 255 99,7 829 5.8 13 883 13 883
NEVADA?
LAS VEGAS: o o ¢ « o 0 2 o s & & & 161 086 13 838 1 672 12,1 52 0.4 13 7158 13 704
RENO ¢ & o' o o o ¢ o 2 8 s o o & 82 541 7 503 7 469 99,5 459 6.1 7 373 7 096
NEW HAMPSHIRE!
MANCHESTER « 4 o o s s 5 o v o & & 85 119 4 051 4 011 100,0 645 16,4 3 858 3 799
NASHUA ¢ 0 4 4 ¢ 4 ¢ s o o s°6 o 64 273 4 998 4 998 100.0 2 297 46.0 2 846 2 602
NEW JERSEY:
BAYONNE: & o v-¢ « o o ¢ s » o o 70 222 3 560 3 560 100,0 46 1.3 3 433 2 81l
BLOOMFIELD 4 4 ¢ « o o o « s @ o & 50 957 2 675 2 675 100,0 38 1.4 2 675 2 525
CAMDEN & & 4 o v 4 o o o o ¢ o u & 88 785 10 517 10 517 100,0 1 633 15.5 9 353 7 064
CLIFTON, « 4 o & o o ¢ » 2 ¢ 0 o » 76 838 3 631 3 631 100.0 ‘ - - 3 631 3 063
EAST ORANGE, v ¢ & o o s « & o 4 & 71 863 5 142 5 t42 100.0 71 1.4 4 472 4 075
ELIZABETHs 4 4 v 4 o o o ¢ 5 o & & 103 497 7 067 7 067 100,0 35 0.5 6 390 4 981
IRVINGTON, 4 ¢ « « ¢ » o s s o o o 56 036 3 038 3 038 100,0 98 3,2 2 707 2 130
JERSEY CITYy o 4o 0 o o o o s o « & 232 137 26 576 26 576 100,0 322 1.2 19 688 19 688
NEWARK & o ¢ v o o 0 s = # o & o & 324 138 31 243 31 243 100,0 420 1.3 29 077 18 628
PASSAIC: v v 4 o u o % 2 ¢ « o 44 50 258 3 398 3 398 100,0 108 3.2 3 095 2 452
PATERSON & & ¢ v o s o '« o o « ¢ & 152 414 8 916 8 916 100,0 153 1.7 7 923 7 744
TRENTON "4 4 4 66 6 s 6 o v ¢ o & 96 951 8 652 8 652 100,0 142 1,6 7 848 7 653
UNION CITY ¢ 4 ¢« o o o« » » o o & 82 305 3 309 3 309 100,0 - - 2 882 2 212
VINELAND & & o o a0 0. s o s o« o & 52 984 2 237 2 237 - 100,0 121 5.4 2 141 1412
NEW MEXICO!
ALBUGUERQUE. v o & 4 » o » o v o &« 291 187 16 371 16371 100,0 1272 7.8 15 357 13 526
NEW YORK!
XLEANY D T S 107 798 6 899 6 1785 98,3 212 3.1 6691 6 667
BINGHAMTON & 4 o & v s o o o ¢ « & 60 130 2 847 2 847 100,0 71 245 2 767 2759
BUFFALOY ¢ o s 5 o » s & ¢ ¢ o o 390 065 27 413 26 595 97.0 144 0.5 24 926 24 021
MQUNT VERNON 4 & & o o o ¢ s o « & 73 572 4 309 4-309 100,0 34 0.7 4 227 4100
NEK - RBCHELLE . o 0 o v 4 s ¢ o o & 70 450 4 741 4 596 96,9 67 1.4 4 480 4.453
NEW YORK CITY. o o o o v o « oo o | 7 207 7871 1 452 974] .1 380 432 95.0 10 312 0,7] 1 419 874} 1 127 478

See. footnotes at

end of table.
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Table 10. Total expenditure, and expenditure from general purpose revenue sources and own revenue
sources, for criminal justice activities of 406 large city governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Expenditure from all reventie sources
z Exp:::;turn Expondituro
. . Total Direct expenditure Capital outlay expenditure goneral Ir;m
City Population purpose own
criminal Percent of Percent of nu revemie
Justico Amount total Amount total :gz:cug sources
expeéaditure expenditure expenditure
NEW YORK=«CONTINUED
NIAGARA FALLS. « & ¢ & o s o ¢ o & 79 060 3 683 3 573 97.0 5 0,1 3 681 2 uge
ROCHESTERY v # ¢« » o » o o ¢ & & 256 285 17 362 16 783 96,7 523 3.0 16 078 13572
ROME & s 4 % o o 2 o o » o 0 ¢ v & 47 377 1 357 1357 100,0 232 1761 1 349 930
SCHENECTADY 4 ¢ o o o o o a o o « 73 263 3 743 3 660 97.8 48 1.3 3 733 3 733
SYRACUSE v 4 o ¢ o v o o o o 4 & o 177 564 10 904 10 746 98,6 304 248 10 089 9 978
TROY & s o6 ¢ s o o ¢ 6 s ¢ ¢ o » 58 739 2 §51 2 476 971 126 4,9 2 817 2 083
UTICA. o o v 6 o « 6.5 o ¢+ 0 o s 80 103 3 206 3 089 96,4 89 2.8 2 99¢ 2 400
WHITE PLAINS & o ., 4 & v v ¢ o & & 46 895 5 173 5173 100.0 109 2.1 5 093 4 593
YONKERS: o 4 « & o ¢ ¢ 6-0¢ 4 o & & 189 139 12 819 12 819 100.0 163 1.3 11 992 11 236
NORTH CAROLINA?
ASHEVILLE. & & s 0 o 4 5 ¢ o o o & 58 642 2 463 2 H48 99.4 234 9,5 2 405 2 205
CHARLOTTE: 4 ¢ ¢ 4 o o o s o o 4 & 295 685 12 481 12 481 100.0 497 4.0 14 922 11 432
DURHAM & o 4 4 & w & o ¢ o s o & 10> 686 6 348 6 348 100,0 352 5.5 5 980 i 5 716
FAYETTEVILLE o 6 & 4 ¢ ¢ ¢ s o o & 67 072 2 782 2 762 99,3 202 7.3 2 566 2 487
GREENSBORO v & 4 o o o s o o & o & 160 562 8 133 8 125 99,9 589 T.2 7 959 6 804
HIGH POINT 4 & o w6 ¢ o ¢ o o « & 68 343 2 568 2 565 99.9 213 8.3 2 495 2 483
RALEIGH. & o ¢ o 4 4 6 « s o0 4 « 138 005 7 054 6 817 96,7 263 3.7 6 5986 6 281
WILMINGTON ¢ ¢ o & 'v v o o o o « & 54 353 2 156 2 156 100.,0 90 4,2 2 067 1 668
WINSTON=SALEM, 4 & & & o o s 4 « 139 688 8 542 8 542 100.0 340 4,0 8 477X 7 590
NORTH DAKOTA:
FARGO, o 0 s % o o o ¢ o 5 o o o & 57 394 2 013 2 013 100,0 64 3.2 1 9g8 1 932
OHI0:
AKRON: '« o 4 o ¢ 4 ¢ s 0 o o o & & 244 265 10 823 10 565 9746 652 6,0 | 10 494 10 204
CANTON v 4 o o o o« o o s 0.5 ¢ o & 98 044 5 437 5 .302 97.5 8 0,1 5 301 3 498
CINCINNATI 4 4 u 4 4 4 o ¢ ¢ ¢ « & 403 363 34 499 34 185 99.1 419 142 31 698 25 165
CLEVELAND, & 4 ¢ 4 ¢ o o o 2 o & . 609 187 79 559 65 558 82,4 13 590 1744 72 744 60 870
CLEVELAND HEIGHTS, & v s o o o o & 54 944 2 237 2 237 100,0 85 2,0 2 088 1 948
COLUMBUS v 4 4 4 4 o v o 4 o o 4 & 532 339 38 606 38 2691 99.1 1 188 3.4 37 795 34 893
DAYTON v 4 o ¢ o s o ¢ o o o o a & 197 744 17 140 17 140 100.0 531 3.1 15 342 13 508
ELYRIA ¢« o v v v 4 v v o 0 0 s 4 & 51 260 1 811 1 749! 96,6 2 0.1 {811 1443
EUCLID 4 ¢ v 4 o 0 s ¢ w 2 ¢ o o « 61 080 2 795 2 794 100.0 181 6,5 279 2 651
HAMILTON o & 4 4 4w 4 4 0 o o o @ & 66 712 3 721 3 721 100.0 1 421 38,2 3 546 3. 284
KETTERING. & & v 0 o s o v s « o & 68 569 2 306 2 217 96,1 61 2.6 2 222l 2 222
LAKEWOOD & 4 v 0 4 s s 0 ¢ « o & & 63 584 1 860 1 850 100,0 39 2.1 1 860! 1739
LIMA o o vt o o en e s a et 50 263 2 333 2 297 98,5 13 0.6 2226 1529
LORAIN & o s 4 4 o o o « o s o 4 o 81 197 2 402 2 351 97.9 4y 1.8 2 319 1 348
MANSFIELDs & 4 o o o« o o o o 4 o &« 56 470 3 856 3 841 99.6 844 21.8 3 081§ 2 548
PARMAL v 4 v v 4 0 o s v 0 0w 97 427 2 575 2 574 99,8 124 4,8 2 875 2 450
SPRINGFIELDY 4 w & o 6 o s o o 4 74 018 3 587 3 570 99.5 164 4.5 3. 280 2 365
TOLEDO & 4 v 6 4 4 o o o s 0 ¢ 4 358 677 20 520 20 003 97.5 885 4.3 19 440 18 o1l
WARREN « o o o ¢ o € ¢ o o s o o & 59 262 2 688 2 559 98,9 23 0,9 2. 497 2139
YOUNGSTOUN & & o & ¢ .0 o .0 o o 4 & 129 875 6 849 6 847 100,0 282 4,1 6 337 5 296
OKLAHOMA? !
LAUTON & 4 6 o 6 o o o o o o0 o 83 785 2 980 2 980 100.0 135 4.5 2 533 2 516
MIDWEST: o o 4 4 & 4 ¢ o ¢ o6 o & 50 341 1 685 1 685 100,0 61 3.6 1 685 3 418
NORMAN ¢ v v o/ v & o o o ¢ 0 o o & 62 521 2 212 2 206 99,7 388 17.5 1613 1 473
OKLAHOMA CITY. o &4 ¢ 4 o o o ¢ & & 371 802 17 039 17 039 100,0 919 5.4 i5 635 14 344
TULSA, « v v 6 o o o s s 8 & 5 & W 334 365 13 930 13 884 99.7 501 3.6 13 210 13 107
OREGON?
EUGENE o v & v 4w o o v o v s s o & 99 220 4 478 & 430 98,9 175 | 3.9 4 207 968
PORTLAND o & v 4 4 4 o 5 s o o o @ 383 904 23 026 23 026 100,0 86 0.4 22 146 20 432
SALEM. « ¢ v 0 0 6 v 0 e s s e e . 83 738 3 878 3 811 98,3 4a 1.2 3 719 1 775
PENNSYLVANTA1
ALLENTONN. o & ¢ & o o 0 s s o 4" 103 204 3 486 3496 100.0 125 3.6 3 387 3357
ALTOONA, & via o 4 0 40 o 0 o' 58 630 1 610 1610 100,0 - - 1 548 9217
BETHLEHEM. & o 4 & v 000 o o o 4. 72 887 2 562 2 562 100,0 100 3.9 2 530 2 530
CHESTERe « 4 s 4 & ¢ o6 & o s 4« & 45 775 2 196 2 796 100.0 15 0.5 2 62) 1 866
ERIE 4 4 o o & o o o s o o0 o o & 124 469 4 072 4 072 100,0 76 1.9 3.963 23 936
HARRISBURG . 4 o 4 4 0 & o & ¢4 . 56 105 2 910 2 910 100,0 100 3.4 2 526 1644
LANCASTERe & 4« 4. 4 s 2 s s o s » 56 954 2 043 2 043 100,0 54 2.6 1 906 1906
PHILADELPHIA , , . ¢ 4 4 v 4 & & 1 778 345 295 448 293 144 99.2 6 474 2.2 25% 582 232 439
PITTSBURGH v « 4 u 4 6 o o ¢ 0 o 442 139 25 334 25 331 100.0 41 0.2 24 357 14 173
READING, & o 4w . s o w0 o o 4« 4 78 457 3 239 3 239 100.0 273 8.4 2788 2 144
SCRANTON 4 & v o 4 « o o o ¢ o @ & 91 503 3 057 3 057 100.0 197 6.4 > 034 2 284
WILKES=BARRE & « & 4 o« s ¢ s o704 & 54 867 1 829 1 829 100.0 97 5,3 1 845 975
YORK W o o0 o % o o 6 s o 0 o o« 46 595 2 318 2 318 100.0 15 0.6 2 104 1 356
RHODE ISLAND:
CRANSTON 4 u 4 o 4 v 0 o % o o & & 73523 2.867 2 867 100.0 94 3.2 2 738 1 907
PAWTUCKETY 4 & v 4 v 4 o s o o 4 69 911 2 838 2 838 1o00,0 63 2.2 2 838 L 275
PROVIDENCE 4 4 o 's v o ¢ & o o &4 160 982 9 728 9 728 100,0 32 0,3 9 531 5 907
WARKICK: & v & o & v o o o o & & o 87 450 4 416 4 416 100,0 131 3.0 4 368 3 317
SOUTH CAROLINAS
CHARLESTON 4. 4. 4 w v v o' s o0 & & 29 911 3 665 > 644 99.4 298 8.1 3 612 2 844
COLUMBIA « & 4 & 4 4 o o o 0.0 « & 110 851 4 568 4 540 99 .4 14 0.3 4 507 4 340
GREENVILLE & 4. 4 4 o o o v 4 & o & 57 406 2 834 2 605 91,9 159 5,6 2 717 2 479
NORTH CHARLESTON . 4 4 o ¢ 4.0 « 4° 58 658 1 576 1 5863 99.2 150 9.5 1 574 992

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 10. Total expenditure, and expenditure from general purpose revenue sources and own revenue
sources, for criminal justice activities of 406 large city governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Expenditure from all rovenue sources
4 E"p‘f’:‘:r“" ® | Exponditure
Direct expenditure Capital outlay expend{itur from
city? Population? Total ’ pited i : general own
criminal purpoase
Justice Percent of Percent of reyenue revente
exponditure Amount total Amount total sources sources
experditure expenditure
SOUTH DAKOTA:
SIOUX FALLSe 4 v v 4 o o 0 s o s 74 927 2 564 2 584 100,0 31 3,2 2 523 2 523
TENNESSEE ¢
CHATTANOOGA, &+ v 4 4 & o o & & .o 165 280 8 631 8 631 100,0 573 6,6 7 939 7 644
CLARKSVILLE. v v 4 4 v o o v o o &« 57 299 1 232 {229 99.8 60 4,9 1221 900
KNOXVILLESG & 4 o o v & o s ¢ o o & 184 942 T 478 7 478 1£0,0 88 1.2 7 o8B 7 014
HEMPHIS. o 4 4 o 0 b o o o ¢ o s 668 U4z 37 932 37 474 98,8 3 204 8,4 3% 784 35 784
NASHVILLE=DAVIDSON { & & + 4 o & . 428 957 32 260 32 260 100,0 1 847 547 29 040 23 878
TERAS? :
ABILENE, & 4 ¢ 4 4w o o o ¢ » o « & 95 392 2 279 2 278 100,0 104 4.4 2273 2 241
AMARILLO o 4 4 5 4w o o o6 2 4 & « 143 434 4 730 H 710 100.0 &2 1.3 4 399 4 310
ARLINGTONG o o % 4 4 0 i 4 o o o & 124 686 3 695 3 695 100.0 w7 4,0 3 650 3 112
AUSTIN 4 4 ¢ ¢ ¢ a ¢ ¢ « 0 ¢ « 5 » 323 250 13 714 13 48 7.8 368 247 13 087 12 849
BEAUMONT o 4 4 s 4 ¢ o 4 ¢ o o & 117 144 4 348 4 248 100,0 508 18,7 4 170 3 353
BROWNSYILLE: & ¢ 4 v v ¢ v o« ¢ o 71 092 1 927 1 864 96,7 293 15.2 1 836 1 624
CORPUS CHRISTI 4 4 4 v v v o 0 o . 215 224 9 630 9 608 99.8 250 2.6 9 360 7 008
DALLAS & o v 4 s o '¢ ¢« o ¢ 0 s 844 528 56 924 56 924 100,0 482 Q.8 55 278 85 056
ELPASOL 4 ¢ 4 o 0 o0 o v 0.0 » 395 419 13 592 13 383 98,5 761 5.6 13 026 11 662
FORT WORTH 4 &« & 4 4 o v o o 4 & & 367 993 19 383 19 383 100.0 145 0,7 17 162 15 186
GALVESTONG & 4 o « o ¢ s o v s & » 60 149 2 803 2 803 100.0 220 T8 2 642 2 253
GARLAND. & 4 v s & ¢ 5.0 ¢ ¢ s 0 W 124 298 3 400 3 400 100,0 142 4.2 3 098 3 098
GRAND PRAIRIE, v 4 s 4 o o o 4 4 o 61 017 1 620 1 620 100.0 69 4,3 1 584 883
HOUSTONG & 4 4 o 4 4 o » o o o 4 o} 1 554 960 76 728 76 728 10050 8 507 11.1 7% 778 73 187
IRVING 6 4 v 6 o 4 o 5 o 5 o « » » 105 070 3 220 3 220 100.0 409 12,7 3 087 2 832
LAREDO & & o o o a4 o e ¢ o 0 o » & 80 570 1 359 1339 98,5 108 8.0 1 299 522
LONGVIEW o & 4 ¢ & v o ¢ o o & 4 & 54 173 1 525 1 524 99.9 313 20,5 1 455 1 443
LUBBOCKY v & v v 4 s o 6 40 » v « 166 127 5 8585 5 855 ip0.0 1295 22.1 5 787 5 148
MESQUITE 4 4 4 o ¢ v ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ 5 o « 62 avs 2 004 2 004 100.0 202 i0.1 5 763 1 611
MIDLANDY & v ¢ 4 v 2 4 4 % o 2 « 45 829 2 3¢5 2 345 100.0 19 0.8 2 294 2 294
ODESSA & 4 4 o 4 ¢ 4 o o o o o« 4 87 624 2 317 2 317 00:0 66 2.8 2 3ol 2 3ol
PASADENA & w 4 4 4 4 v o s o o » & 103 856 3 554 3 554 100,0 106 3.0 3 479 3479
PORT ARTHUR: v « v 4 4 o « o o4 61 286 2 036 2 025 99,5 166 8.2 1 907 1 898
RICHARDSON v o v & o ¢« v o » s o &« 64 870 i 652 i 652 100.,0 95 5.8 1 566 1 566
SAN ANGELO & 4 4 & « v s o0 54 67 710 2 026 1 995 98,5 176 8,7 1 953 1 940
SAN ANTONIOW 4 « « o « o o o o o & 793 374 33 368 32 502 974 1 384 4,2 31127 29 697
TYLER. 4 4 4 o 4 4 t0 0 6 0 4 o 64 097 1 674 1 666 99,5 17 1,0 1 673 1 650
WACO -0 ¢ v e 45 o s 4 o s o « & & 104 329 3 532 3 532 100.,0 56 1.6 3 324 1 755
WICHITA FALLS, , « v 4 & v o v 4 . 96 asd4 2 530 2 530 00,0 264 10.4 2 501 2 478
UTAH1
OGDEN. ¢ ¢ v o 4 4 o v oo o o o & 68 512 4 100 4 100 100.0 364 8.8 3 858 3 405
PROVO, 4 4 5 4 5 4 o # v s £ ¢ « « 55 577 1 725 1728 9948 134 7.8 1 645 1 508
SALT LAKE CITY 4 o « v o ¢ o 4 & 167 404 13614 13 562 99.6 368 2.7 13 057 12 215
VIRGINIA!
ALEXANDRIA « 4 4 v 6 v s o ¢ 0 o 164 056 8 796 8 472 96,3 1031 11.7 7 923 7 780
CHESAPEAKE o « o 4 4 & s o 44 o & 111 136 6 271 6 081 97.0 506 8.4 4 952 4 668
HAMPTONG ¢ o & 6 4 0 v o & 4 o 0 o 126 761 16 032 9 911 98,8 4 168 41,5 8 991 6 022
LYNCHBURG, ¢ 4 & « o o » o & ¢ 5 63 221 4 020 3 913 97.3 60 1.5 3 189 2 321
NEWPORT NEWS ¢« & 4 ¢ ¢ 5 o & o v & 142 262 8 88y 8 754 98,6 366 4.4 7 346 7 056
NORFOLK: o v 4 o v 0 «'s o & o o o 281 962 18 389 17 755 96,6 438 2.4 15 524 15 217
PORTSMOUTH & o 4 ¢ o ¢ o o v o o o 108 147 6 847 6 556 95,5 113 1.6 5 219 4 193
RICHMOND . ¢ 4 ¢ & 4 v v o v o 4 « 223 212 18 283 18 283 100,0 95 0.5 18 726 4 717
ROANOKE: & ¢ v ¢ o o ¢ o o v 5 a s 96 606 9 146 8. 814 96,4 3 278 35,8 T 523 6 149
VIRGINIA BEACH . & v o' s o v s » & 235 840 12 000 12 000 100,0 1 683 1440 10 779 9 869
WASHINGTON
BELLEVUE & o 4w 4o v v o o o 0 » & & 68 679 2 84y 2 837 99,9 11 3.9 2 132 2 425
EVERETT: & o ¢ ¢ v ¢ ¢ v v ¢ ¢ v « 50 505 2 608 2 392 92,0 85 3.3 2 405 1 524
SEATTLEG 4 « 4 o w0 o = o o 2 & & 488 928 37 174 35 921 96,6 333 0.9 34 736 27 935
SPOKANE: « i & ¢ o s « s v s.0 & o 175 327 7 209 & 606 2Lyé 93 1.3 6 198 4 725
TACOMA + 6 v v 4 o 0 n s o 6 o s o 154 340 8 8it 8 342 94,7 39 [ 7 4g4 5 329
WEST VIRGINIAY
CHARLESTON v o 4 o o o v ¢ o« o 4 & 66 965 088 066 99,3 19 0.6 2 984 2 917
HUNTINGTON 4 4 4 & aiw v o o o u o 69 592 2676 2 660 994 21 0.8 2 609 2 514
WISCONSING
APPLETON 4 4 o 0 & o o o o o« o « » 60 311 1 708 1 708 100.0 44 2.6 1 624 418
GREEN BAY:e ¢ o ¢ 4 ¢ o » o ¢ s o « 90 368 3 ou49 3 043 99,8 14 0.5 3 087 2 294
KENOSHAY & 4 6 2 4 o o ¢ 0 s s » & 80 385 3 002 2 997 99.8 124 4.0 2 957 2 919
LACROSSE, & o s 4 5 s » 5 s 5.5 « 47 ah4 1 477 1 471 99,6 52 38 1 475 1 475
MADISON: o o o 4 v 0 ¢ « o o 0 o 168 932 8 177 8 172 99,9 244 3.0 8 121 7 166
MILWAUKEE. & o' 4o « e ¢ ¢ ¢ o« o 4 & 653 417 47 329 47 310 100,0 733 145 46 476 46 285
OSHKOSH: & 4 « « von o o« o a ¢ & % 50 4690 1 575 1573 99.9 39 2.5 1 557 1427
RACINE 4 v 4 v 6 4 o s ¢« 5 5 ¢ o 4 93 L97 4 674 4 874 100,0 111 244 4 605 3 525
WAURATOSA. & 4 & v o v 4.0 o o o 56 613 2 13t 2 131 100,0 12 0.6 1179 1179
WEST ALLIS v 4 0 v o o o o « o o 4 69 346 3 199 3 199 100,0 102 3.2 3 194 2 987
— Represents zero or rounds to zero.

'Data are based on a fleld compiiation
*population as of July %, 1977 from Buresw of the Census, Currvent Population Reports, Series P-25, No.790, December 1978,

from resords of sach vity government shown; see text for data limitations.
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APPENDIX 1: DEFINITION OF TERMS

Following is a glossary of terms, concepts, and categories
used in this report and comments concerning their limitations.

The definitions are those applied in the field compilation of
data for the BO States, 343 largest counties, and 406 largest
cities. These definitions were necessarily summarized for in-
clusion in the survey questionnaire (see appendix 2) sent to
governments in the mail portion of the survey.

Government expenditure

Expenditure is all amounts of money paid out (net of any
correcting transactions) other than for retirement of debt
lincluding interest), investment in securities, extensions of
loans, or agency transactions. It includes only external cash
payments and excludes any intragovernmental transfers and
noncash transactions, such as the provision of meals or housing
of employees. it also includes any payments financed from
borrowing, fund balances, intergovernmental revenue, ana other
current revenue. In several instances, two or more governments
share the expense of maintaining a court or criminal justice
agency. In these cases, the allocable direct expenditure amount
is reported for each government in the appropriate category.
When' a government pays pensions directed 1o retired employees
from appropriated funds, such payments are included as ex-
penditure of the government concerned, However, State and
local government contributions . to retirement systems and
various other émployee benefits are not included in expenditure
data, since the majority of governments make lump-sum con-
tributions to plans covering all government employees and
cannot report for criminal justice employees separately. Neither
in government’s basic accounting records {from which criminal
justice expenditure figures are drawn} nor in the records of
their general-coverage employee benefit systems is there usually
any breakdown of amounts contributed in terms of the various
agencies or functions involved. Nor has an adequate procedure
for calculating the proportion of such contributions allocable
to criminal justice employees been developed because of the
wide variation in the coverage of various plans, employee status
requirements, benefit rates, etc.

For those governments whose records reflect contributions
of criminal justice employees separately, separate data were
obtained. However, these data are subject to the same variation
referred to abave, and neither the amount nor the guality of the
data reported would permit any attempt to estimate total

contributions for all similar governments in a given State, Given
the problems involved, no estimation procedure seems feasible.
Such data as were reported separately were therefore excluded
from total criminal justice expenditures to provide a consistent
data base for administering the "variable pass-through’ require-
ment.

Expenditure is divided into two major categories by char-
acter:
1. Direct expenditure is all expenditure except that
classed as intergovernmental and is further divided into two
principal object categories:

a. Direct current, which includes salaries, wages, fees,
and commission, purchase of supplies, materials, and
contractual services.

b. Capital outlay, which includes expenditures for the
three subcategories below:

Construction: Production of fixed works and struc-
tures, and additions, replacements and major altera-
tions thereto undertaken either on a contract basis by
private contractors or through force account construc-
tion by the employees of the government. Included are
the 'planning and designing of specific projects, the
grading, landscaping, and other site improvement, and
provision of equipment and facilities that are integral
parts of the structure.

Equipment: Purchase and installation of apparatus,
furnishings, office equipment, motor vehicles and the
like having an expected life of more than 5 years. This
includes both additional equipment and replacements,
‘Rentals for equipment, including rental payments that
may be credited on the purchase price if purchase
options are exercised, are classified as direct current
expenditure, Equipment and facilities that are integral
parts of constructed or purchased structures are classi-
fied respectively under construction or purchase of
land and existing structures.

Purchase of land and existing structures: Purchase of
these assets as such, purchase of rights-of-way, and title
search and similar activities associated with purchase
transactions.

75
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The other object categories—interest on general debt, assist-
ance and subsidies, and insurance benefits—are not applied to
specific functions. because they are not ordinarily available on a
functional basis from government financial reports. In the few
instances where bonded or mortgaged general indebtedness is
identified for specific purposes, the interest payments are
aggregated with other interest expenditures which make it
virtually impossible to arrive at reliable and consistent breakouts
of such data over a long period of time,

2. Intergovernmental expenditure is payments from one
general purpose government to another, including grants-in-
aid, shared revenues, payments in lieu of taxes, and amounts
for services performed by one government for another on a
reimbursable or cost-sharing basis {for example, payments by
one government to another for boarding prisoners).

Total expenditure is direct and intergovernmental expendi-
ture of a government or level of government for criminal justice
activities,

Total general expenditure is all expenditure of a government
or level of government for all government functions, including
criminal justice activities, but excluding utility system expendi-
ture, liguor store expenditure, and insurance trust expenditure.
Total general expenditure shown for the local level of govern-
ment includes expenditure only of general purpose govern-
ments, and excludes expenditure of special districts and school
districts.

Expendituve from general purpose revenue sources is all ex-
penditure financed from a government’s own revenue sources
(such as tax levies), from revenue received from the Federal
government for general support (e.g., General Revenue Sharing,
Anti-Recession Fiscal Assistance, CETA grants), and from
general support payments from State and local governments.
In application, expenditure from general purpose revenue is
calculated for an individual local government by subtracting
from ‘its total criminal justice expenditure the following revenue
items: 1) Federal and State revenues received specifically for
criminal justice purposes, and 2} all revenue from other local
governments remitted for criminal justice purposes. For State
governments, expenditure from general purpose revenue is
obtained by subtracting from the State government's total
criminal justice expenditure the following: 1) Federal revenue
received specifically for criminal justice purposes, and 2) an
estimate of local criminal justice payments to the State govern-
ment.

Expenditure from own revenue sourcesis all amounts ex-
pended by a government from its own tax levies, fees, charges,
ete, Expenditure from intergovernmental revenue from what-
ever source is excluded,

Government employment

Employees includes all persons paid for personal services
performed, including all paid officials and persons in paid leave

status, and excludes unpaid officials, persons on unpaid leave,
pensioners and contractors. Under this definition are two
classes:

1. Full-time employees, who are all' persons employed
during the pay period including October 15, 1978, on a
full-time basis, including all full-time temporary or seasonat
workers employed during this pay period, as well as persons
having permanent status.

2. Part-time employees, who are personsemployed during
the pay period including October 15, 1978, on a basis other
than full-time, and persons paid by more than one govern-
ment,

Derived from these two classes is:

Full-time equivalent employees, which means the total
number of employees discounted by applying average
full-time earning rates. This is calculated by dividingsthe
total payroll {full-time plus part-time) by the full-time
payroll and multiplying the results by the number of
full-time employees, where both full-time and part-time
employees and payroll are reported. Where only part-time
employees and payroll are reported, full-time equivalent
employees are calculfated by dividing the total part-time
payroll by the average full-time salary for the particular
criminal justice sector and type of government. Average
full-time - salary is calculated by dividing the full-time
payroll by the number of full-time employees for the
particular criminal justice sector and type of government.

Payroll is the gross payroill before deductions and includes
salaries, wages, fees and commissions paid to employees as
defined above for the month of October 1978,

Governmental functions

Police protection is the function of enforcing the law,
preserving order, and apprehending those who violate the law,
whether these activities are performed by a police department, a
sheriff's department, or a special police force maintained by an
agency whose prime responsibility is outside the criminal justice
system, but which has a police force 1o perform these activities
in its specialized area (geographic or functional),

Included in this activity are regular police services, the
maintenance of buildings used for police purposes, and such
specialized police forces {including public and private contract
forces) as airport palice, free and toll highway police, free and
toll bridge and tunnel police, housing police, maritime police,
park police, transit and other utility system police, college and
university campus police, and alccholic beverage control agents.
Coroners and medical examiners are also included. Excluded are
vehicular inspection and licensing, traffic safety and engineering,
fish and game wardens, fire marshals, and the like.

The special police forces included in the data are only those
which are part of general purpose governments, Security forces,
building guards, school crossing ‘guards, and meter maids with-
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out general arrest power were excluded. Those special police
forces that are part of independent school districts or special
districts are not included in the data, inasmuch as these districts
are not general purpose governments. However, data for selected
larger special police forces of these districts are displayed in
appendix 1, tables A and B of the Annual Report. In addition,
data for State and local government dependent colleges and
universities are displayed in tables C and D of the Annual
Report.,

In most States, sheriffs’ departments are multifunctional
agencies providing police protection, judicial, and/or correc-
tional services. In order to allocate expenditure and employ-
ment data to the proper activity, the data for sheriffs’ depart-
ments - are ‘prorated using factors developed from a special
survey of sheriffs’ departments conducted in. 1973, or more
current estimates of manpower distribution if available.

* Short-term custody and detention are considered part of
the police protection function. Data for institutions with
authority to held prisoners 48 hours or more are included in
the “corrections’” sector. Data for lockups or “tanks"” holding
prisoners less than 48 hours are included in the “‘police pro-
tection’’ sector,

Judicial activities encompass all civil and criminal courts and
‘activities associated with courts such as law libraries, grand
juries, petit juries, and the like. Since the names of courts with
similar functions and legal jurisdiction vary from State to State
and even wil. in States, data have been categorized by types of
court rather thian by court name.

1. Appellate courts include courts of last resort and
intermediate appellate courts. These are courts having juris-
diction of appeal and review, with original jurisdiction
conferred only in spacial cases.

2. Courts' of general jurisdic'ion are trial courts having
unlimited original jurisdiction i,y civil and/or criminal cases,
the names of which vary considerably. In many States,
statutes either require or permit local governments to supple-
ment the salary of State-paid judges of general jurisdiction
courts. These judges were counted as part-tirne emplovees
at both the State and local levels when actually receiving
a check from both governments.

3. Courts of limited jurisdiction are courts whose legal
jurisdiction covers only-a particular class of cases or cases
where the amount in controversy is below a prescribed sum
or is subject to specifit exceptions. Included under this
category are probate courts, juvenile courts and other courts
of limited jurisdiction.

4. Miscellaneous judicial includes data on judicial activi-
ties that could not be reported under any. of the above court
categories, such us judicial councils and conferences, court
administration offices {where identifiable}, law libraries, jury
commissions, and grand juries.

Legal services and prosecution includes the civil and criminal
justice activities of the attorneys general, district attorneys,
State's attorneys, ant their variously named equivalents; corpo-
ration counsels, solicitors, and legal departments with various
names. It includes providing legal advice to the chief executives
and subordinate departmental officers, representation of the
government in lawsuits, and the prosecution of accused violators
of criminal law. These activities are included whether performed
by one cffice or several, because in some jurisdictions a single
officer provides all legal services, whereas in others a prose-
cutor’s office handles only criminal matters, and a separate
attorney’s office performs all civil legal services. The operations
of various investigative agencies having full arrest powers and
attached to offices of attorneys general, district attorneys, or
their variously named equivalents are also included.

Public defense includes legal counsel and representation in
either criminal or civil proceedings as provided by public
defenders, and other government programs that pay the fees of
court-appointed rnounsel. These include court-paid fees to
individually retained counsel, fees paid by the court to court-
appainted cgunsel, government contributions to private iegal
aid societies and bar association-sponsored programs, and the
activities of an established public defender office or program.
Employment data are included only for public defenders’
offices, because fee-paid counselors are not considered govern-
ment employees, nor are counselors working for bar associ-
ations or legal aid societies.

Cotrections is that function of government involving the
confinement and rehabilitation of aduits and juveniles convicted
of offenses against the law and the confinement of persons
suspected of a crime and awaiting adjudication. Data for in-
stitutions with authority to hold prisoners 48 hours or more
are included in this sector. Data for lockups or “tanks” holding
prisoners less than 48 hours are included in *‘Police Protection.”
Cosrection includes the operation of prisons. reformatories,
jails, houses of correction, and other institutions. It also in-
cludes institutions, facilities and programs exclusively for the
confinement of the criminally insane or for the examination,
evaluation, classification, and assignment of inmates and institu-
tions and programs for the confinement, treatment, and re-
habilitation of drug addicts and alcoholics if the institution or
program is administered by a correction agency of the criminal
justice: system. Pardon boards and parole and probation
agencies, including resettlement or halfway houses for those not
in need of institutionalization, are included in the correction
sector as a separate subcategory.

Other criminal justice activities, shown in some tables, in-
cludes expenditure or employment data that are not elsewhere
classified, that cut across more than one category, or that are
not allocable to separate categories; e.g., expenditure on a
general curriculum’ in educational institutions, the operation of
State criminal justice agencies, crime commissions, etc. Such
data are included in the totals, where they are not shown
separately.




APPENDIX 2. SURVEY FORMS

rorm CJ-6 U.5. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
{11-7-79) BUREAU OF THE CENIUS
IMPORTANT —~ PLEASE READ SURVEY OF EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYNENT FOR CIVIL AND

CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITIES OF LOCAL GOVERNMENTS

Please read fhe definitions on page 3 and the

N & In correspondence pertaining Yo this report, pleass refor
enclosed supplemental instructions before to the sdennncauozennmbergabove yourpad,&rgss
conipleting the questionnaire,

if you wou'd Jike to receive a free copy of the
curten: eac0rt, Expenditure and Employment
Data for the “rlwtaal Justice System 1977, or
wish \a s uikir LEAA reports, complete
and retuin 1% oacigsed mailer, which requires
no postage,

Bureau of the Census
RETURNTO » 1201 East Tenth Strest
Jeffersonville, indiana 47132

(Please correct any error in name and address including Z1P code)

PP

FROM THE DIRECTOR
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

On behalf of the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration, U.S. Department of Justice, the
Bureay of the Census annually collects public expenditure and employment data for six criminal
justice functions; police protection, judicial, legal services and prosecution, public defense,
corrections, and other criminal justice. Your cooperation in completing this year's questionnaire
will be appreciated,

The data collected in this survey are used by the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration in
implementing and administering the formula grant programs of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe
Streets Act of 1968 as amended, The data are published annually in a report entitled Expenditure
and Employment Dato for the Criminal Justice System.

If there are any items on this questionnaire for which the answer cannot be obtained from available
records, reasonable estimates are requested. Please indicate such estimates with an asterisk (*).
The duplicate copy of this questionnaire is for your files. The addressed copy shouid be retyrned,
preferably within 3 weeks, in the enclosed preaddressed envelope, 1f you have any problems in
completing this questionnaire, please call collect for assistance on (301) 763-7825 or
{301) 763-2843.

This report is authorized by the Omnibus Crime Coptrol and Safe Streets Act of 1968, as amended
(42 USC 3701). While you are not legally required to respond, your participation is needed to make
the results of this survey comprehensive, accurate, and timely.

Sincerely,

VINCENT P. BARABBA

Enclosures

79

Preceding page blank
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Part 11 - EXPENDITURE

Mark (X) appropriate box to indicate your government's fiscal year {12-month
accounting perfod) and report data for thisi period only, even though a more
recent one may be available.

“- Part] - ENPLOYMENT AND PAYROLL

Enter employment and payroll data for your government's
one pay period which inciuded Octaber 15, 1978,

Do NOT report ANNUAL payroli data, y

CIVIL
AND )
CRIMINAL JUSTICE
ACTIVITIES

(Please review activities below
and refer to supplemental instructions
prior to completing this questionnaire)

Count each employee only once — ini the activity where
that person works the largest part of the time.

PAY PERIOD INTERVAL

Mark one box to indicate the pay period interval
for which all or most of the employees are paid.
Report for both fuli- and part-time employees.

FULL-TIME EMPLOYEES

PART-TIME EMPLOYEES

1 ] Monthly

2 {7} Twice a month
3{_] Every 2 weeks
4[] Weekly

1 [_] Monthly

2 {71 Twice a month
3] Every 2 weeks
a "1 Weekly

{77 July 1978—June 1979
[T} June 1978~May 1979
] May 1978~April 1979
[T} April 1978—March 1979
{T] March 1978—Feh, 1979

[ Feb, 1978~Jan. 1979

] Jan, 1978—Dec. 1978
[ Dec. 1977~Nov, 1978
[} Nov. 1877-0ct, 1978
[] Oct. 1977-Sept. 1978
7] Sept. 1977—~Aug, 1978

[T Aug. 1977-July 1978

5[] Other — Specif 5{ " Other ~ Specif - ] )
L pectiy L peelly CURRENT CAPITAL INTERGLVERNMENTAL couepavcws
GPERATIVON OUTLAY EXPENDITURE ggNTRlBUTIOHS
- - “v a | An%ua:lsalarief %g{fgﬁ%“
ross payro 1oss payro and-all curren ual di~ val
» amount {for the amount (for the  operating expenses. A”"mre?f%?" pgyrgeﬁts Annual | FICA, PERS,
Number of ~ One pay period  Nymber of ~ One pay period - Exclude employer  construction,  -to cities, = PaYMeNts to} insurance, work-
_employees _Which included ~employees which included  contributions for equipment counties the State Imen's comp., etc.
October 15, 1979) October 15, 1979) empioyee benefits and land. - and towns  Sovernment |Exclude employee
{Omit cents) {Omit cents) and enter in contributions.
cofumn (9),
B {1} o (21” o (3) (4) , {5 - (6} 1) 8) {9)
1. POLICE PROTECTION ~ All police i
activities, including special police force
units, {ngiude also coroners and medical
~examiners. Exclude jails holding adults or
juveniles beyond arraignment (usually more
than 48 hours) and report under *'Correc-
tions.”" . Exclude also s¢hool crossing
guards.
a. Total personnel (lines b plus c) S $ $ $ $ $ $
b. Sworn police personnei only (i.e.,
having general power to arrest) $ S
c. Non-sworn police personnel only (i.e.,
support personne! who do not have
general arrest power)
- 3 3
2. JUDICIAL — All civil and criminal courts
and court-related activities. Include;
Judges and staff (law clerks,
court reporters, etc.)
Clerk of Court and staff s
$

Other ‘current operating expenditure ; )
(e.g., jury fees, law library, etc.) : : ) . . . i

' Exclude probation and parole and report
under ‘‘Corrections.’” . .

panuiuod—g X{aN3Iddv



3 LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION
Prosecuting attorneys” offices, legal
departments, and all attorneys providing
legal services for your government, lnclude

Prosecutor and staff :

Legal ‘Advisor and staff
Attorneys on retainer or fees
Al other legal expenses

*Include annual retainers and or fees
paid to private attorneys/ Iaw firms
in column {5) only.. Do not include
as employees.

A

4, PUBLIC DEFENSE - Public defenders’

© offices, Include fees paid to court-
appointed counsel and contributions to

" private legal aid societies in column (5)
only. ‘Do not include court-appointed
private attorneys as employees.

5. CORRECTIONS

a. Total (lines b, ¢, and d)

N

b. Jails, prisons, reformatories, detention
homes, halfway houses, and the like,;
holding adults or juveriles beyond
arraignment (usually for mare than 48
hours). Exclude institutions soleiy for
dependent or neglected children.

c. Probation and parole agencies and
programs. Include probation and parole
programs administered by t_he courts,

d. Other corrections lncludmg nonresidential
treatment programs for adults and juve-
niles. Include alcohol and narcotic addic-
tion programs only if administered by the
correctional authority.

6. OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE — Other
criminal justice activities (e.g., crime
councils; criminal justice p!annmg
agencies) not'reporfed above. Please
list each actlvlty separately in the
spaces provjded below.

[

pe= 8
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Part Il = INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVENUE —~ Enter all revenue received from other governments for criminal

justice activities during the fiscal year marked above.

oYl

. ltem A ~ Direct revenue received from the Federal
Government for the above activities

Enter only revenue received directly from the Federal
Government. Do nat enter amounts from the Federal
Government received through the State or any of its

departments or agencies.

1. General revenue used for criminal
justice purposes .

a. General revenue sharing/Anti-
recession ald (only that portion
used for criminal justice purposes))

b. CETA funds used for criminal
justice purposes + ., oo

¢c. TOTAL (add linesaand b), ., .

2, Amotnts received specifically for
criminal justice purposes (i.e.,
‘'dedicated”’ revenues)

a. LEAA discretionary grants .. ,’,

b. Reimbursements received from the
Federal Government for criminal
justice services rendered by your
government, e.g., boarding of
Federal prisoners .., ........

c. Other ““dedicated"’ revenues used
for criminal justice purposes (e.g.,
Alcohol Safety Act Program
(ASAP) ~ Speci??

d. TOTAL (add lines a, b, and ¢)

lte’m B ~ Revenue received from the State government
for the above activilies

Enter amounts from the Federal Government received through
the State or any of its departments or agencies and amounts
received from State-funded programs; also include reimburse-
ments by the State for criminal justice services or activities
provided by your government to the State by law or.under
contract.

1. LEAA block action and planning
grants passed through the State
goverament , ... ..... e e S

2. Other Federal criminal justice
revenue passed through the
State government . ...,...... .. 18

3. state-funded crimipal justice
program grants ., ...... e

4. Reimbursements received from the
State government for criminal
justice services rendered by your

item C — Revenue received from other local governments
for the above activities

Enter amounts from the Federal or State governments
received through other fecal governments; and amounts
received from other local governments as reimbursement
for criminal justice services or activities provided by
your government to other local governments by law or
under contract, Do not report CETA funds here but

only under item A, 1b,

EXAMPLE: Payments received from another county, city,
or town for police services rendered (such as patrol).

1. Reimbursements received from
other local governments for
criminal justice services rendered

government . ... .., Ve .8 by your government . . . . ceeaiao |8
5. Other criminal justice grants — 2. Other ~ Specify,
Speciiy . A/

$ 3

S, 3

6. TOTAL > S 3. TOTAL >3

Z8
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e

OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITIES —~ Listactivities included on line 6 above. ]
1.
2,
3.
4.
5.
6.
!
Name Position
i
Data — - }
supplied Official address (Number and street, city, State, ZIP code) . ) Telephone
by % Area code Number Extension
CERTIFICATION — This report is substantially accurate and has been prepared in accordance with instructions,
Signature of financial officer Title and organization Date

FORM CJ-6 (11-7-789)

panuiluc)—g X1AN3ddv
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APPENDIX 2—Continued

DEFINITIONS FOR COMPLETING PARTS | AND 1], COLUMNS (1) THROUGH (9)
P Part | — EMPLOYMENT AND PAYROLL

EMPLOYEES — All persans paid by your government for services performed, includ-
ing all paid officials, salaried workers, other persons in paid leave status and persons
employed by your government under emergency or supplemental programs, e.g.,
Comprehensive Employment and Training Act {CETA), anti-recession aid, etc.
Exclude unpaid officials, persons on unpaid leave, pensioners, contractors and their
employees, and persons paid entirely by another government for services performed
for your government.

Full-time employees, column {1} — Persons emnloyed on a full-time basis during the
one pay period which included October 15; 1979. Include all full-time temporary
or seasonal workers employed during this pay period.

Part-time employees, column (3) — Persons employed on a part-time basis during the
one pay period which included Octaber 15, 1979. Include here all persons working
for your government who received part of their pay from another government {e.g.,
with supplemental check).

PAYROLL, columns (2) and (4) — Gross payroll before deductions, including salaries,
wages, fees, or commissionis earned during the one pay period which included
October 15, 1979, by employees as defined above. If some employees are paid on a
basis different from the predominant pay period, please include amounts for them
on an adjusted basis.

P Part Il — EXPENDITURE

CURRENT OPERATIONS, column {5) — Annual expenditure for salaries and wages
of your government’s officers and employees, including overtime, termination, and
retroactive pay; and for the purchase of supplies, materials, and contractual setvices
from individuals and firms in the private sector, e.g., attorney retainers or fees to
court-appointed counsel, and any othur current operating expenditure.

Exclude capital outlay and report in column. (6) — Also exclude expenditures for
debt retirement, securities investment, loan extensions, and within-government
transactions. Exclude employer contributions for employee benefits and report in
column {9).

CAPITAL OUTLAY, column {6) — Direct expenditure for contract or force account
construction of buildings and other fixed improvements, and for the purchase of
equipment, land, and existing structures.

INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE — All money paid to other governments
as fiscal aid or payment for services rendered, or for contracts or compacts with
another government {e.g., purchase of police services or care and boarding of prisoners
in another government’s jail}. Exciude money paid to-another government for the
purchase of commodities, property or utility services, any taxes imposed and paid
as such, and contributions for social insurance.

Payments to cities, counties, and towns, column (7) — Exclude paymenis to special
purpose governments such as special districts or independent school districts.

Payments to the State government, column (8) — Payments of your government to
the State government or-any of its departments or agencies.

GOVERNMENT CONTRIBUTIONS FOR EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, column (9) —
Any employer- contributions, readily separable by activity, to the Federal Social
Security program. - State and local retirement systems, caommercial or mutual life
insurance plans, workmen’s compensation funds; and premiums paid by your govern-
ment for health, hospital, disability, and other insurance programs. Exclude payments
made directly to individuals and contributions made by employees to any. of the
above programs.



[

PR

o e ot o e e e GUT ALONG THIS LEINE ~ = e e e e

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
BUREAU OF JUSTICE STATISTICS

USER EVYALUATION
Expenditure and Employment Data for the Criminal Justice System, 1978. Sunimary Report

Dear Reader:

We have provided an evaluation form below for whatever opinions
you wish to express about this report. Please cut out both
pages, staple them together on one corner, and fold so that the
address appears on the outside. After folding, use tape to seal
closed.

Thank you for your help.

1. For what purpose did you use this report?

2. For that purpose, the report -
1 Met some of my needs i Met all of my needs i Met none of my needs

3, What particular types of data in the report did you use?

4. If the repbrt did not meet your needs, what changes would increase its usefulness to you?




5. What additional types of data, if any, would you like to see collected for agencies within the
justice system?

6. Which parts of this report, if any, were. difficult to understand or use? How could they be improved?

7.Would a different format have been more useful to you? )
If yes, please suggest a more useful organization of the material.

8. Can you point out specific parts of the test or table notes that are not clear or additional terms that
need to be defined?

9. In What capacity did you use this report?

[1Researcher

("] Educator

{7 Student

] Criminal justice agency employee

(1 Government employee other than criminal justice ~ Specify

[] Other — Specify

Page 2
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10. If you used this report as a government employee, please indicate the level of government.

[1Federal 1 City
[ State () Other - Speclfyz
1 County

11. If you used this report as a justice agency employee, please indicate the sector in which you work.
[ Law enforcement (police) [ Corrections
[} Legal services and prosecution {1 Parole
[JPublic or private defense services {1 Criminal justice planning agency
1 Courts or court administration

[ Probation

] Other criminal justice agency ~ Specity typez

12. If you used this report as a justice employee, please indicate the type of position you held.

Mark all that apply

{1 Agency or institution administrator [ Program or project manager
[ General program planner/evaluator/analyst [ Statistician

[ Operations or management planner/evaluator/analyst [~ Other - Specifyz

[] Budget planner/evaluator/analyst

13, Additiona! comments
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NCJRS REGISTRATION

The National Criminal Justice Reference Service (NCJRS) abstracts documents published in the criminal justice field. Persons who
are registered with the Reference Service receive announcements of documents in their stated fields of interest and order forms for free
copies of Bureau of Justice Statistics publications. If you are not registered with the Reference Service, and wish to be, please provide
your name and mailing address below and check the appropriate box.

Name Telephone
{ . {3 Ploasesendmaa
) NC.JRS registration
Number and stroet form.
{7 Please aenddme the
" - reports liste
City State ZIP Code below.
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Bureau of Justice Statistics
Washington, D.C. 20531

User Services Department 2

National Criminal Justice Reference Sarvice
Bureau of Justice Statistics

U.S. Department of Justice

Box 6000

Rockville, Maryland 20850
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If you wish to receive copies of any of the Bureau of Justice Statistics Repots listed on the reverse
side, please list them below,




Bureau of Justice Statistics Reports

Single copies are avajlable at no charge from the
Natlonal Criminal Justice Reference Service, Box

6000, Rockville, Md. 20850, Mulliple coples are for

sale by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S.
Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C,
20402,

National Crime Survey;
Criminal Victimization in the United States
fannual):

Summary Findings of 1977-78 Changes in
Crimg and of Trends Since 1973, NCJ-
61368

A Description of Trends from 1973 to 1877,
NCJ-59898

1978 {final report), NCJ-66480

1977, NGCJ-58725

1976, NCJ-49543

1975, NCJ-44593

1974, NCJ-39467

1973, NCJ-34732

The Cost of Negligence: Losses from

Preventable Household Burglaries,

NCJ-53827

Intimate Victims: A Study of Violence Among
Friends and Relatives, i ">J-62319

Crime and Seasonality, N« ,-64818

Criminal Victimlzation of kiew York State
Resldents, 1974-77, NCJ-66481

Criminal Victimization Surveys In 13
American cities (summary report, 1 vol.},
NCJ-18471
Boston, NCJ-34818
Butfalo, NCJ-34820
Cincinnatl, NCJ-34819
Houston, NCJ-34821
Miami, NCJ-34822
Milwaukee, NCJ-34823
Minneapolis, NCJ-34824
New Orleans, NCJ-34825
Oakland, NCJ-34826
Pitisburgh, NCJ-24827
San Dlego, NCJ-34828
San Francisco, NCJ-34529
Washington, D.C., NCJ-34830

Public Attitudes About Crime {13 vois.):
Boston, NCJ-46235
Butfalo, NCJ-46236
Cincinnati, NCJ-46237
Houston, NCJ-46238
Miaml, NCJ-46239
Milwaukee, NCJ-46240
Minneapolls, NCJ-46241
New Orleans, NCJ-46242
Oakland, NCJ-46243
Pittsburgh, NCJ-46244
San Diego, NCJ-46245
San Francisco, NCJ-46246
Washington, D.C., NCJ-46247

Criminat Vigtimization Surveys in Chicago,
Detrolt. Los Angeles, New York, and
Phitadelphia: A Comparison of 1972 and
1974 Findings, NCJ-36360

Criminal Victimtzation Surveys in the
Natlon's Five Largest Citles: National
Crime Panel Surveys in Chicago, Detroit,
Los Angeles, New York, and Philadelphia,
1972, NCJ-16909

Criminat Victimization Surveys in Eight
American Citles: A Comparison of 1971/72
and 1974/75 Findings—Nationat Crime
Surveysin Atlanta, Baltimore, Clevefand,
Dallas, Denver, Newark, Portland, and St.
Louls, NGJ-36361

Crimes and Victims: A Report on the Dayton/
San Jose Pilot Survey of Victimization,
NGJ-013314

Indicators of Crime and Criminal Justice:
Quantitatjve Studies, NCJ-62348

Applications of the National Crime
Survey Victimization and Attitude Data:
Public Opinion About Crime: The Attitudes
of Victims and Nonvictims in Selected
Cities, NCJ-41336
Local Victim Surveys: A Review of the
Issues, NCJ-39973

The Police and Public Opinlon: An Analysis
of Victimization and Attitude Data from
13 American Cities, NCJ-42018

An Inttroduction to the National Crime
Survey, NCJ-43732

Compensating Victims of Violent Crime:
Potential Costs and Coverage of a National
Program, NCJ-43387

Crime Against Persons In Urban, Suburban,
and Rural Areas; A Comparative Analysis of
Victimization Rates, NCJ-53551

Rape Victimization In 26 American Cities,
NCJ-55878

Criminal Victimization In Urban Schools,
NCJ-56396

National Prisoner Statistics:

Capital Punishment (annual):
1978, NCJ-59897
1979 advance report, NCJ-

Prisoners in State and Federa!l Institutions on
Decembier 31:
1978, NCJ-64671
1979 advance report, NCJ-66522

Census of State Correctional Facilities, 1974
advance report, NCJ-25642

Protite of State Prison Inmates: Socio-
demographic Findings from the 1874 Survey
of inmates of State Correctional Facihities.
NCJ-58257

Census of Prisoners in State Correctionai
Facilities, 1973, NCJ-34729

Census of Jaiis and Survey of Jait inmates,
1978, preliminary report, NCJ-55172

Profile of inmales of Locat Jails: Socio-
demographic Findings from the 1378 Survey
of Inmates of Locatl Jaits, NCJ-65412

The Nation's Jails: A report on the census
of jails from the 1872 Survey of Inmates of
Local Jails, NCJ- 18067

Survey of Inmates of Locat Jails, 1972,
advance report. NCJ-13313

Uniform Parole Reports:

Parole in the United States tannual}
1978. NCJ-58722
1976 and 1977, NCJ-49702

Characteristics of the Parole
Population, 1578, NCJ-86479

A Natlonal Survey of Parole-Related
Legislation Enacted During the 1979
Legislative Session, NCJ-64218

Chiidren in Custody: Juvenile Detention and
Correctional Facility Census
1877 advance report:
Census of Public Juvenie Facilities,
NCJ-80967
Census of Private Juvenile Facihities,
NCJ-60968
1975 (final report), NCJ-58138
1974, NCJ-57946
1973, NCJ-44777
1971, NCJ-13403

Myths and Realities About Crime: A
Nontechnical Presenfation of Selected
information from the National Prisoner
Statistics Program dand the National Crime
Survey, NCJ-46248

State and Local Probation and Parole Systems;
NCJ-41335
State and Local Prosecution and Civil Attorney
Systems, NCJ-41334
National Sarvey of Court Organization:
1977 Supplement to State Judicial Systems,
NCJ-40022
1975 Supplement to State Judicial Systems,
NCJ-29433
1871 (full report), NCJ-11427

State Court Madet Statistical Dictlonary,
NCJ-62320

State Court Caseload Statistics:
The State of the Art, NCJ-46934
Annual Report, 1975, NCJ-51885
Annual Report, 1976, NCJ-56593

A Cross-Clty Comparlson of Felony Case
Processing, NCJ-55171

D S PRI

Trends in Expenditure and Employment Data
for the Criminal Justice System, 1971-77
(annual), NC.J-57463

Expenditure and Employment Data for the
Criminal Justice System (annual)

1878 Summary Report, NCJ-65483
1978 final report, NCJ-66482
18977 final report, NCJ-53206

Dictionary of Criminal Justice Data Terminology:
Terms and Definitions Proposed for Interstate
and National Data Collection anc Exchange,
NCJ-36747

Criminal Justice Agencies in the U.S.:
Summary Report of {the National Criminal
Justice Agency List, NCJ-65560
Criminal Justice Agencies in Region
1: Conn., Maine, Mass., N.H., R.L., Vi,
NCJ-17930
2 NLUNY., NCJ-17831
3: Del. D.C., Md , Pa, Va. WVa, NCJ-17832
4: Ala.. Ga.. Fla., Ky. Miss.. N.C.,S.C., Tenn,,
NCJ-17933
5: i, ind., Mich., Minn , Ohio, Wis., NCJ-
17934 K
6: Ark., La.. N.Mex, Okia., Tex., NCJ-17935
7: lowa, Kans., Mo., Nebr., NCJ-17936
8: Colo., Mont., N.Dak.. S.Dak .. Utah, Wyo.,
NCJ-17937
9: Ariz., Calif., Hawaii, Nev., NCJ-15151
10: Alaska.idaho, Oreg., Wash , NCJ-17938

Utilization of Criminal Justice Statistics
Project:
Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statistics
1979 (annual). NCJ-59679
Public Opinion Regarding Crime, Criminal
Justice, and Related Topics. NCJ-17419
New Directions in Processing of Juvenile
Offenders: The Denver Model, NCJ-17420
Who Gets Detained? An Empinical Anziysis
of the Pre-Adjudicatory Detention of
Juveniies in Denver, NCJ-17417
Juvenile Dispussttons: Social and Legal
Factors Related 19 the Processing of Denver
Delinquency Cases, NCJ-17418
Offender-Based Transaction Statistics: New
Directions in Data Collection and Reporting,
NCJ-22645
Sentencing of California Felony Offenders,
NC.J-29646
The Judiciai Processing of Assaultand
Burglary Otftenders in Selected California
Counties, NCJ-29644
Pre-Adjudicatory Detenlion in Three Juvenile
Courts, NCJ-34730
Delinquency Disposltions: An Empirical
Analysis cf Processing Decisions in Three
Juveniie Courts, NCJ-34734
The Palterns and Distribution of Assaull
Incident Characteristics Among Social
Areas, NCJ-40025
Patterns of Robbery Characteristics and Their
Occurrence Among Social Areas, NCJ-40028
Crime-Specific Analysis:
The Characteristics of Burglary Incidents,
NCJ-42093
An Empirical Examination of Burglary
Offender Characteristics. NCJ-43131
An Empirical Examination of Burglary
Offenders and Offense Characteristics,
NCJ-42476 .
Sources of National Criminal Justice
Stafistics: An Annotated Bibliography,
NCJ-45006
Federal Criminal Sentencing: Perspectives
of Analysis and a Design for Research,
NCJ-33683
Variations in Federal Criminat Sentences:
A Statistical Assessment at the Natiunal
Level, NGJ-33684

Federal Sentencing Patterns: A Study of

- Geographical Vanations, NCJ-33685

Predicting Sentences in Federal Courts: The
Feasibility of a National Sentencing Policy,
NCJ-33686
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