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FOREWORD

This report represents the sixth in a series initiated by
the Administrative Office of the United States Courts. It is
made possible through the cooperation of the Clerks of the United
States District Courts who report the filing of every criminal
case and the disposition of each defendant. This information,
together with the presentence data obtained by the Federal

probation officers, provide the statistical basis for the contents.

In this report, considerably more annalysis and statistical
data have been presented. The use of the court appointed counsel
under the Criminal Justice Act of 1964; the first experience
with the Narcotic Rehabilitation Act of 19663 the utilization
of the various procedures for study and observation of defendants
in criminal proceedings; and a look at the disposition of persons
charged with violations of the Selective Service Act are among
the new portions of the report.

For those who prefer to read the highlights, these too
have been somewhat expanded. These generalized statements tend
not to be as technical as the main report where there has been
a substantial effort to describe and qualify the data so that
the reader can make further analysis.

It has been said of this series that both the tables which
are provided in great detail and those which are simple state-
ments of trends, raise more questions than they answer. If
this is the case, you, the reader are encouraged to respond
with comments. In fact, two new tables are the direct results
of suggestions from our readers.

This report was prepared by Mr. James A. McCafferty assisted
by Mrs. Norma Stern and by Mrs. Jean Trimble who supervised
the data collection.

Ernest C. Friesen, Jr.
Director

Washington, D.C,.
Décember 15, 1969
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FEDERAL OFFENDERS - FISCAIL YEAR 1968

This report is the sixth annual comprehensive summary and
analysis of the criminal cases filed and disposed of in the
United States district courts. There are three separate sections
to this report. Part I is concerned with the characteristics
of the criminal defendants disposed of in the 89 United States
district courts during fiscal year 1968. Part IT describes the
criminal defendants disposed of in the United States District
Court for the District of Columbia. Part IIT serves as an
appendix of detailed statistical tables, some of which also
appear in the Annual Report of the Director.

There are several new tables in the appendix this year
ipcluding Table D 3-b on criminal cases pending by district
and length of time pending. Four new tables appear concerning
Selective Service Act violators, presenting the type of sentence
imposed by district for the years 1966, 19%7 and 1968, as
well as a summary of Selective Service Ace violations filed by
district for the years 1966 - 1969. Three new appendix tables
appear this year showing defendants sentenced according to the
provisions of the Narcotic Rehabilitation Act of 1966. TFinally
Table D 15 compares the number of defendants who received

special observation and study procedures for the years 1967
and 1968 by district.

HIGHLIGHTS OF PART I ~ Federal Offenders Disposed of
in the Unjted States District Courts (Exclusive
of District of Columbia and Territories)

1. Criminal defendants disposed of in 1968

There were 31,843 criminal defendants disposed of during
fiscal year 1968, a one percent increase over the 31,535 de-
fendants disposed of in 1967. Almost 81 percent of the defendants
were convicted in 1968. Nearly 16 percent were dismissed and
close to U percent were acquitted by court or Jjury.

2. Increase in number of trials

Criminal trials during fiscal year 1968 totaled 4,807, a
14 percent increase above the 4,208 convicted who stood trial
in 1967. The proportion of defendants with court and jury
trials was 15 percent of the total disposed, the highest in
five years. The proportion of defendants convicted following
either court or jury trial decreased slightly from 1967. The
percentages below illustrate the rising proportion of defendants

disposed of by trials and the recent decrease in trial convictions.

—ix-
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Percent disposed of by trial | 1964 | 1965 | 1966 | 1967 | 1968

Percent tried of those
defendants disposed of.......| 12.5 11.9 13.4 13.3 15.1

Percentage of those tried
who were convicted
By court trial.......... ..| 62.8 67.5 72.9 71.8 71.0
By Jury trial.............| 73.2 72.5 75.3 78.8 77.6

The proportion of defendants facing trial varied from 3.1
percent for immigration law violators to 48.6 percent for sex
offenders. Only 38 percent of the sex offenders went to
trial in 1967. Selective Service Act violators had the greatest
proportion of court trials, 20.6 percent as compared to 16.4
percent in 1967. Sex offenders showed the highest proportion
of jury trials. Nearly 39 percent of these offenders were con- .
victed by jury. (28 percent in 1967) Almost 25 percert of all |
assault and homicide cases were tried by Jjury. |

Defendants tried by either court or Jury were convicted |
approximately 75.3 percent of the time, as compared to 76.4 i
percént in 1967. The proportion of court trials resulting in

convictions was 71 percent. Jury trials had a 78 percent

conviction rating. The proportion of convictions by offense

ranged from 46.7 percent among the special class of fraud

defendants to 90 percent for defendants charged with robbery.

Nearly one-third of the 4,807 defendants convicted by trial
were members of four offense classes; auto theft (614), theft
(386), narcotics (301), and robbery (261).

3. Decrease in guilty pleas

The proportion of defendants pleading uilty or nolo
contendere decreased to 63.2 percent in 196%. There has been
a downward trend in convictions by an original plea of guilty
since 1964. An increasing proportion of defendants have been
changing their plea to guilty after an initial plea of not

guilty (22.7 percent) or standing trial (14.1 percent). These

trends are shown below:

Defendants disposed of

Percent copnvicted

S Court
F%Qizl Total Numgg?v ggigent Iﬁiﬁigﬁggéea nggged jgiy
1964... | 33,381 | 29,170 87.4 4.0 16.1 9.9
1965... | 33,718 28,757 85.3 73.0 17.1 9.§
1966... | 31,975 | 27,314 85.4 65.2 19.1 11.7
1967... [ 31,535 | 26,34k 83.5 67.3 20.5 12.2
1968... | 31,843 | 25,674 80.6 63.2 22.7 4.1

4, Increase in time to dispose of criminal defendants

Table D 6

time interval from fili
shows the median time interv

by disposition

below showing the increase i

in Part III provides for each district the median

(except for dismissals)

ng to disposition.

A new table, D 6-a,
als for the years 1963, 1967 and 1968

- A comparison is presented

n time from the filing of a case to

the disposition of the defendant according to method of dis-

position,
1963 1967 1968

?ype of Num- Median Num-~ Median Num- Median
disposition ber (in mos.)] ber | (in mos.} ber | (in mos.)
Total..... 34,403 1.6 131,535 2.5 131,843 2.9
Total dis- 6 L

missed... | 3,2 . 196 .
prassed 5293 9 519 7.3 4,981 7.5

guilty.. |25,924 1.2 23,131 1.9 22,055 2.2
Court

trial... | 2,549 1.3 1,449 3.9 1,668 4.6
Jury

trial... | 2,637 4.8 2,759 5.7 3,139 5.8

5. Assignment

of counsel

In fiscal

defendants with cour
all convicted defendants had compensated c
the court under the provisions of the Crim
1964, A five year comparison of the propo

year 1968, there was a increased proportion o.

t appointed counsel.

Forty-five percent of
ounsel appointed by
inal Justice Act of
rtion of defendants

with assigned counsel is shown below by method of disposition:
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F;:gil Defendants Total Dismissed Acquitted Convicted
Total Percent of total defendants
6L ,381 100.0 8.8 3.8 87.4
ig65 %%,318 100.0 11.2 3.5 35.3
1966 31,975 100.0 11.2 3.4 85.
1967 31,535 100.0 13.3 3.2 83.2
1968 31,843 100.0 15.6 3.7 0.
Total . Percent assigned counsel
1964 33,381 31.9 19.1 ol.5 33.5
1865 33,718 33.0 16.8 27.5 33.4
1966 31,975 36.7 22.9 31.% . ﬁl.g
1967 31,535 39.5 25.8 35. i g
1968 31,843 42,1 26.6 39.1 5.

roportion of convicted defendants with gourt appoint-
ed cog§:e§ vgries according to offense class. While qnly.S
percent of the wagering tax l=w violators had counsgl assigned,
this figure is greater than 70 percgnt for auto theives and
addicts convicted of failing to register at the border.

average sentence weight for all convicted
defenggn%263;st2?7, as %ompared with the defendants assigned
counsel whose average sentence welght was.8.2. Below is a
summary of the differences in sentence weights according to
year, method of conviction, and type of counsel.

How convicted

Initial plea Change
Total of guilty of Court or

L eted ch ples, Jury trial
Type of Counsel 1;8$V 3928 336?%Q%%%g* 1967 | 1968{1967 ]1968

A1l defendants
convicted.... 6.0 6.7 5.0 5.5 | 6.4 6.7{ 11.0 11.2

Defendants with

aiiiﬁ?ii..... 7.8 8.2 6.8 7.0 | 8.7 8.7] 1l.7 12.7

Defendants with

“203332%???0. L7 5.1 3.6 4,1 | 4.8 5.1 10.4 9.6

~xii-
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6. Continued increase in the use of special sentencing statutes

In 1968, there was an increase in the use of two out
of the four special sentencing statutes available. There
were 13.7 percent more defendants sentenced to indeterminate
terms that in 1967. In 1968, 2,347 defendants received inde-
terminate terms of imprisonment compared to 2,065 in 1967.

A slightly greater number of "split sentences" were imposed
on defendants in 1968 (2,347) than in 1967 (2,065). Split

sentence refers to a provision where the court may impose
a term of imprisonment of six months or less to be followed
by a term of probation of no more than 5 years.

There has been a steady decline in the number of defendants
adjudicated according to the provisions of the Federal Juvenile
Delinquency Act. There were only 862 defendants sentenced
according to the Federal Juvenile Delinquency Act in 1968, a
2.3 percent drop from the 882 defendants in 1967 and a 28 percent
decrease from the 1963 figure of 1,200.

The number and overall proportion of special sentences
used by the courts for the years 1963 to 1968 are as follows:

Percent
change
Special Fiscal Year 196
sentencing over
statute 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968 1967
Total defendants convicted
and sentenced......coe0.. 29,803 29,170 28,757 27,314 26,344 25,674 -2.5
Total sentenced under
special sentencing
ProvisionS...eesescennes 4,800 4,826 5,261 5,171 5,301 5,568 5.0
Percent...vesecaseesas 16.1 16.5 18.3 18.9 20.1 21.7 -
Juvenile Delinquency Act... | 1,200 1,188 1,143 1,060 882 862 -2.3
Youth Corrections Act...... 1,129 1,023 1,067 1,006 1,134 1,118 1.4
Indeterminate sentence..... 1,303 1,500 1,784 1,722 2,065 2,347 13.7
Split sentence.........v... 1,168 1,115 1,267 1,383 1,220 1,241 1.7

|
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7. Use of probation increased in 1968

This year the number of persons placed on probation was
11,117, or 43.3 percent of all defendants convicted, In the
previous year, only 10,655 defendants (40.5 percent) had
been on probation. If the special offense categories (immigra-
tion laws, wagering tax, and Federal regulatory acts) are
omitted, the proportion of defendants placed of probation
increases to 47.9 percent in 1968, and 47.1 percent in 1967.

8. sSeverity of sentence increased in 1968

The severity of sentence concept, first introduced in
1064, is used in the analysis of the method of conviction,
prior criminal record, and assigned counsel. A uniform set
of sentence weight values aids in the comparison of relative
sentence severity by district, offense, or demographic charact-

eristics.

In 1968, the average sentence welght was 6.7, the highest
in the five year period. The 1067 average sentence weight
was 6.0. Sentence severity is computed by applying a set of
sentence weight values to each type of sentence from fine to
life imprisonment.

Of the twenty-five separate offense classifications, twelve
showed an increase in average sentence weights, four main-
tained the same degree of sentence severity and nine showed a
decrease. Defendants convicted of assault and homicide received
an average sentence weight of 10.4 in 1968, as compared to
7.5 in 1967, a 39 percent increase. Average sentence weights
of 1.9 were imposed on defendants convicted of violating
Federal regulatory statutes; a 27 percent increase over the
1967 average weighted sentence of 1.5. Sex offenders showed
a 1l percent increase in sentence weights; from a weight of 10.4
in 1967 to 11.9 in 1968. Immigration law violators received
average weighted sentences of 1.7, a 19 percent decrease from
the 1967 average sentence of 2.1.

As noted in previous years, the average sentence weight
increased according to the method of conviction. Conviction by
court or jury gives rise to the highest comparative sentence
weights as illustrated below:

-Xiv-

| TR AT - L

Plea of
Fiscal Pii% Oft ety
: gu y a h dt 1
year Total arraignment © Zﬁ%ity ° ggﬁl%CtedJu§§

Number of defendants convicted
1964.... | 29,170 21,572 4,701 4o 1
1922.... 28,757 20,999 4,924 861 12%3?
196 oo 27,314 18,909 5,218 1,066 2,121
1965"" 26,344 17,723 5,408 1,040 2,173
1968.... | 25,674 16,221 5,834 1,184 2,435
Average sentence weight

1964, ... 5.3 5.0 .2
1965. ... 5.6 5.0 | 2.6 2:% %g
1966.... 5.6 4.9 5.6 6.8 11
1967.... 6.0 5.0 6.4 6.8 13
1968.... 6.7 5.5 6.7 7.6 13

0O EEO

9. Little change in prior criminal record

In 1968, among those convicted defenda

. 19€ nts for whom t
prior criminal record was reported, 65.7 percent had a pr?gr
criminal record, compared to 65.4 percent in 1967 and 65.9
gercent in 1965. There has been little year-to-year difference
n the proportion of defendants with prior criminal records

in regard to sentence type, as shown below:

Percent with Percent with

Type of no prior a prior
sentence criminal record criminal record
1965 | 1966 | 1967 | 1968 1965 | 1966 | 1967 | 1968
Total..... |33.9 34.1 34.6 34.3 66.1 65.9 65.4 65.7
Imprison-

ment..... |14.1 15.0 17.7 17.7 85. 85.0 82
%;‘32“‘2%3“' 48.3 4B.0 k7.6 i7.4 51.? 52.0 5213 %S:%

other... |65.1 65.0 68.8 68.4 34.9 35.0 31.2 31.0

One out of every four defendents convicted in 1968 had
a prior prison record, that is, one or more commitments of
over one year to confinement. The proportion of defendants with
prior prison records ranged from a low of 0.6 percent among
Se}ective Service Act violators to 67.7 percent among narcotic
addicts failing to register at the border. Offense classes
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with high proportions of defendants with prior prison records
include; narcotic violations (44 percent), interstate trans-
portation of stolen property (43 percent), and robbery (42

percent).

The average sentence weight of the 24.4 percent of the
convicted defendants with prior prison records was 12.2. The
proportion of defendants with prior prison records, as well as
average sentence weight increased according to the method of
This relationship is demonstrated below:

conviction.
Number with Percent with | Average

_ Type of prior record | prior prison | sentence
Disposition Total reported record weight
A1l convicted '

defendants... { 25,674 20,226 24 .4 12,2
Initial plea of -

guilty....... | 16,221 12,181 22.9 10.8
Initial plea of

not guilty

changed to

guilty....... | 5,834 4,975 24.3 11.9
Convicted by

court or

JUTYeeeanns .. | 3,619 3,070 30.5 16.6

10. Recommendations for or against probation

Probation officers make recommendations for or against
probation upon the request of the court as a part of their
presentence reports. In 1968, probation was granted 91.7
percent of the time following favorable recommendations by
the probation officers. When probation was not recommended,
18.2 percent of the defendants received probation.

In 1968, 14,145 defendants among the 8 major offense

classes received recommendations for or against probation. The

average sentence weight for the 6,024 defendants with recommend-
8 as compared with an average sentence

ations for probation was 2.
weight of 1l1.4 for defendants with negative recommendaions.

The proportions of agreement and disagreement between the
recommendations for or against probation and the final sentence
imposed are shown below: for the last four years:

Fiscal Year Percent agreement Percent disagreement
1965 86.8 13.2
1966 85.7 14.3
1967 86.2 13.8
1968 86.1 13.9
-Xvi-

11. Increase in Pre-sentence reports filed

Of the 25,674 defendants
1 sentenced in fiscal
pgéggﬁigg Zgézcgercent had presentence reports filggagylgﬁg,
Pag atlon offi r. In 1967, 73.9 percent of the defendants
oragaresen e reports filed. By excluding the special off
s proportion of presentence reports on file in 1968ense

increases to 89,
percent. 89.4, as compared to the 1967 figure of 88.6

In 1968, presentence f‘
| g €ports were filed fo i
gﬁgggnzegfogge convicted defendants in ten offegs:tcizgzgsnlnety
ense classes comprising 71 percent of all defénd—

ants convicted i .
follows : (exclusive of the Special offenses) are as

Percent with Presentence

Offen :
se o investigation on file
Liquor, Internal
Counterfeiting Revenue %59
Forgery %53
Embezzlement 322
Sex offenses 53-2
Auto theft oS
Theft %2
Robbery o0e
Obscene mail 9
Interstate transportation of 702
stolen property 90.0

12. Special analysis

In a new section of this r
) eport, attention i
g;g;iggggsofazgesgelgcgivg Service Aét, Narcotgclgrigcgzsg on
(et ’ ecial o
(Apponais feond TR Dsiggftion and study procedures.

Selective Service Act

In 1968, there were 784 co i
: ; r nvictions for v i
gg%egﬁlve Service Act in the 89 districts, ThQOlizggnStOf she
ese defendants averaged 37.3 months., P " vems

Narcotic Drug Laws

The average prison sentence for the 2
129 de
gggz%g:idcgf ?ny of the narcotic drug laws’ingthefggggggsstate
Hstrist o ?r s was 64.4 months, the highest since 1963 TherS‘
Renabilot i endants disposed of according to the Narcotic ©
1tation Act of 1966 of which 125 were convicted. These
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of fenders are referred to the Attorney General for rehabilitation
through treatment for drug addiction.

Observation and Study

There are several special observation and study procedures
used by the courts as specified in the Federal Juvenille
Delinquency Act, Youth Corrections Act, Narcotic Addict Re-
habilitation Act, Indeterminate sentencing statutes and criminal
statutes concerning the sentencing of defendants with mental
disorders. In 196%, 570 defendants were observed under these
procedures. :

Ta
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HIGHLIGHTS OF PART II - Federal Offenders Disposed of
' in the United States District Court for the
District of Columbia

1. Increase in defendants disposed of

In 1968, 1,892 defendants were disposed of by the United
States District Court for the District of Columbia, a 72 percent
increase over the 1,101 defendants disposed of in 1967.

2. Defendants Convicted

Of those disposed, 72.8 percent of the defendants were
convicted (1,378). 1In 1967, the conviction rate was 72.1
percent. This year, the method of conviction by offense, is
analyzed for the first time (Table DC-12). Eight percent of
the defendants entered a plea of guilty or nolo contendere,
fifty-seven percent changed theilr plea from not gullty to

.guilty, and thirty-five percent were convicted by court or

Jury.

3. Trials decrease

Nearly 38 percent of all defendants had court or jury
trials in 1968 as compared to 41 percent in 1967. The propor-
tion of court trials dropped from 6.6 percent to 6.3 percent
and the Jjury trial rate was only 31.4 percent as compared to
34.7 percent in 1967. In 1968, 67.5 percent of the 71! defendants
standing trial were convicted.

L, 8light decrease in use of probation

In 1968, 37 percent of the 1,378 convicted defendants were
placed on probation (504) while 39 percent of the defendants
convicted in 1967 received similar terms of probation (286).
Defendants convicted of embezzlement and fraud had the highest
rate of probation, 75 percent.

Sentence types are compared according to method of con-
viction for the first time in this report. Over 51 percent
of the defendants pleading guilty received probation. How-
ever, probation was granted to only 22 percent of the defendants
who pleaded not guilty and stood trial.

5. Use of imprisonment

Sixty-two percent of the defendants were sentenced to terms
of imprisonment in 1968, as compared with 59 percent in 1967.
The rate of imprisonment was highest among sex offenders; 85
percent.
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Only 39.6 percent of the defendants pleading guilty were
sentenced to imprisonment as compared to 77.8 percent of the
defendants convicted by court or Jjury.

6. Increase in sentence severity

The average comparative sentence weight among defendants
convicted in the District of Columbia was 13.0, the highest
sentence weight in 5 years. The 1967 figure was 12.6. Of
all the offense classes, homicide defendants had the greatest
sentence severity; 28.7, while gamblers had the lowest; 2.7.

7. Prior criminal record increases

In 1968, about one quarter of the convicted defendants
whose prior record was reported, had no previous criminal record.
Seventy-five percent of the defendants had a prior criminal
record as compared to less than 71 percent in 1967. This year,
31.2 percent of the defendants had prior prison records, 13.9
percent had juvenile records, and 10.8 percent had prior pro-
bation records.

The offense group in which defendants had the lowest
proportion of prior criminal records was embezzlement and
fraud (27.5 percent), whereas auto thieves had the highest
proportion of prior records, 91.9 percent.

8. Median time intervals from filing to disposition

The median time interval from filing to disposition for
all defendants disposed of in the United States District Court
for the District of Columbia was 9.5 months. The 282 defendants
who were dismissed had the longest time interval, 10.4 months,
and the defendants who entered a plea of guilty had the short-
est; 8.8 months. Among all the offense groups, defendants
charged with homicide had the longest median time interval
from filing to disposition, 12.2 months.

Fmmr ey

PART I

FEDERAL OFFENDERS IN THE 89 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS
FISCAL YEAR 1968

Introduction

Limited statistics on defendants brought before the
United States District Courts have always been available
in the Annual Report of the Director of the Administrative
Office of the United States Courts. This report, however,
is the sixth for which detailed information obtained from
the Clerks of Court and the United States Probation Offices
has been brought together in a single comprehensive analysis
of the defendants charged with violations of the United
States Criminal Code. Thls report then provides a statis-
tical statement covering all criminal cases commenced in
the United States district courts during the fiseal year
1968 together with the type of disposition for those de-
fendants disposed of during fiscal year 1968. As in pre-
vious reports demographic data are provided on the sex,
prior criminal record for those convicted together with
information concerning representation by counsel, number
of presentence investigations, and recommendations with
respect to probation,

This report further provides for those convicted by
offense in one table and by district in another the method
of conviction and the type of sentence imposed, that is im-
prisonment, probation or fine or other,

As in the two previous reports a schematic chart is
prOVided which shows the sentencing alternatives and the
statutory procedures available to the court for the obser-
vation and study of convicted defendants. Where it has been
possible to do so, summaries based on five or six years of
trend information have been set forth. Highlighting the
summaries are the proportionate use of probation and the
weight of the sentences imposed in the districts for the

period 1964 to 1968.

Coverage

During the fiscal year 1968 there were 93 United States
district courts, The Part I analysis which follows is
limited to 89 United States district courts and, thereby,
excludes the District of Columbia and three territorial dis-
trict courts, Canal Zone, Guam and the Virgin Islands.




Part II shows separately the data for criminal defendants
disposed of in the United States district court for the Dis-
trict of Columbia., Because the primary jurisdiction of the
United States district court for the District of Columbia
comprises cases which can be described as '"state offense
types", the statistics for the District of Columbia have been
separately set forth.

Defendants disposed of in the United States district
courts located in the Canal Zone, Guam and the Virgin Islands
have been principally charged with local crime similar to
what might be found in a state court., Theréfore data for
such defendants because of its noncomparability to information
reported for the 89 United States district courts have been
excluded.

The Appendix, Part III, contains statistical tables
which appear in the fiscal year 1968 Annual Report of the
Director of the Administrative 0ffice., Also included are
statistical tables for fiscal year 1967 which appeared in
previous compilations of Federal Offenders. Therefore, this
1968 report contains tables which are consistent with those
appearing in the three previous reports together with new
tables which represent their first publication in this series.

The Federal OTffenders series represents a complete
statistical Inventory of all published data covering defen-
dants in criminal cases in the United States district courts.

Classifications and Measuremerts

A. Offense clagsification

As In previous reports the offense classifications used
in both Parts I and II of this report foliow the same defini-
tions. The offense groupings used in the 89 district courts
are described in the Appendix, Part III. The principal basis
for the order of the offense classifications, excluding the
special offense class, is the proportionate use of probation
by the courts. As shown in Figure A the eight offense classes
presents a decreasing proportionate use of probation from the
highest, as shown in Class I offenses, to the lowest as in the
Class VIII offenses. As an illustration, in 1968 Offense (Class
I (fraud, embezzlement and obscene mail) shows that 87 percent
of the convicted defendants were placed on probation, whereas
for the Class VIII offense group (narcotics and robbery) only
13 percent were placed on probation.

B. Measurements

1. Proportionate use of probatlion. Two types of measure-
ments are used 1n this report, proportionate use of probation




Figure A

Number of Persons Convicted and Proportionate Use of Probation for the Eight Offense Classes,
Fiscal Years 1963 - 1968

Number convicted
Offense Group 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968
TOTAL CONVICTED...vvc.-- Geeceseasasensosesasas 24,965 23,081 22,122 20,929 19,999 20,503
CLASS I (Fraud, embezzlement, obscene maill......... | 2,490 2,180 1,939 1,632 1,566 1,526
CcLasSs II  (Income tax fraud, other fraud)............ 1,725 1,178 1,063 997 899 785
CLASS ITII (Liquor, Internsal REVENUE) ......'eeviveens 4,517 4,445 3,999 3,406 2,893 2,577
CLASS IV (Theft, postal fraud, forgery}............. 5,783 5,348 4,791 4,566 4,120 4,428
CLASS V (Border reg. -addicts, assault and
homicide, misc. general offenses).......... 1,502 1,070 1,088 1,158 1,284 1,321
CLASS VI (Counterfeiting, burglary, transportation
of stolen property, marihuana, Selective
Serwice Act, other national defense laws,
SeX OFFENSes).ceseeseerncserennnn. ceeee. | 2,595 2,351 2,425 2,698 3,097 3,649
CLASS VII (Auto theft)..v.ueererrnnnenoeceeeennnnns 5,051 5,066 5,041 4,843 4,523 4,402
CLASS VIII (Narcotics and robbery)...........veee... 1,302 1,443 1,776 1,629 1,617 1,815
Proportionate Use cf Probation
TOTAL PLACED ON PROBATION. . v cncnetvennnencoannnennns 50.1 50.2 49,0 49.1 47.1 47.9
CLASS I [Fraud, embezzlement, obscene mail)......... 83.1 84.4 85.3 83.1 82.9 .87.1
CLASS II (Income tax fraud, other fraud)..i......... 57.9 57.3 57.5 58.1 58.0 61.4
CLASS III (Liquor, Internal Revenue)................ 65,2 65.7 64.6 67.2 69.6 68.5
CLASS IV (Theft, postal fraud, forgery)........... ‘- 54.7 54.7 55.4 57.6 54.6 57.1
CIASS V (Border reg. addicts, ass%p}t and
homicide, misc. general offenses).......... 38.2 44 .5 39.8 44.0 39.2 37.5
CLASS VI (Counterfeiting, burglary, transportation
of stolen property, marihuana, Selective
Service Act, other mationdl defensé Taws ] R ,
Sex Offenses) . ... vieneeninunnnnnennans R 36.6 37.6 36.8 38.0 35.2 40.6
CLASS VII (Auto theft)......vevvrvervnrnnnennnnnnn .o 33.3 33.5 34.5 33.9 34.4 34.3
CLASS yiry (Narcotics and robbery).........eeeeeen... 9.4 11.0 14.8 15.2 12,2 12.9

NOTE: Excludes for all years persons convicted for violation of immigration laws, wagering tax laws and violations
of Federal regulatory acts. See Appendix for complete offense classification.
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and average sentence welght. In a sense the proportionate
use of probation and the weighted severity of sentence com-
plement each other. However, in this report the statistics
for these two measurements are kept separate. The first
measurement, proportionate use of probation, is simply the
use of the overall proportions appearing in Figure A and
applying these proportions separately to each of the 89
United States district courts as shown in the Appendix. A
six-year summary of the comparative use of probation for the
United States district courts appears in Figure A.

The purpose of the comparative use of probation concept
is to show the mathematical expectancy based on the applica-
tion of the national average use of probation for the eight
offense classes to the number of eight offense classes of
defendants sentenced in the separate United States district
courts. Therefore, it represents what would be expected on
the basis of statistical probability and does not take into

- account the differences among defendants as to age, prior

criminal record, or other factors generally considered by
the court when imposing a sentence,

2. Average sentence wéight - severity of sentence.
As in previous years the weighted sentence and the weighting
scale have been used for denoting the severity of sentence.

v In Table 10 the scale of weighted values is shown together

with the number of defendants sentenced with such weights

for each fiscal year 1964 through 1968. The purpose of the
weighted sentence concept is to make possible a comparison

of sentences imposed, recognizing that probation, imprison-
ment and fines can be effectively combined into a single
scale, In a sense the weighted sentence scale provides a
qualitative dimension for making comparisons. Caution should
be taken in the use of the weighted sentence scale., As a type
of average it 1s expected that the larger number of defendants
sentenced the greater the probability that the weignted sen-
tence scale is not affected by extremely short or extremely
long sentences, Therefore, average sentence weights are

shown only where the number of sentenced defendants is 11

or more.

CHART |

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

METHOD OF DISPOSITION FOR CONVICTED DEFENDANTS

FISCAL YEARS 1964-1968

Number of
convicted

defeadants
40,000

CONVIGTED BY GOURT
L

30,000 |

GONVICTED BY JURY

1968

NOTE: Excludes Disirict of Columbia and territories

Source: Administrative Office of the United States Courts




CHART 2

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

ME THOD OF DISPOSITION FOR DEFENDANTS NOT CONVIGTED

FISCAL YEARS 1964 -1968

Number of
defendants
not convicted

| 7 » & j . '

1967 1968

NOTE: Excludes District of Columbia and territories

Source: Administrative Office of the United Status Courts

1. Defendants Disposed of in the 89 United States District Courts

A total of 31,843 defendants were disposed of in the 89
United States district courts during fiscal year 1968. This
amounted to a slight increase over the 31,535 disposed of in
1967, the lowest number of dispositions during the five-year
period 1964 to 1968.

Overall as shown in Table 1, the proportion of disposi-
tions without trial has been decreasing. In 1965 when 33,718
defendants were disposed of, 88.1 percent were disposed of
without trial, that is, had thelr case dismissed or were
found guilty by plea of guilty or nolo contendere., By 1968
the proportion of defendants disposed of without trial dropped
to 84.9 percent. On the other hand the increase in trials
was not equally shared. Whereas trials by court accounted
for 4,2 percent in 1965; in 1968 the proportion wag 5.2 per-
cent. PFor Jjury trials the proportions for the same two years
increased from 7.7 percent to 9.9 percent. Stated another
way in 1965 out of every 100 criminal defendants disposed of
about 12 were tried by a court or jury. In 1968 there were
19 defendants tried for every 100 dispositions.

Chart I shows for the five-year period, 1964 to 1968,
the method of disposition for convicted defendants. Chart
2 presents for the same period the number of defendants
acquitted.

Convictions

During the five-year period the proportions of defen-
dants convicted dropped from a high of 87.4 percent in 1964
to a new low of 80.6 percent in 1968. The overall percent-
age of defendants disposed of who pleaded guilty or nolo con-
tendere dropped from 79 percent in 1964 to 69 percent in
1968, The convictions by court and jury combined increased
from 9 to 11 percent in the same period.

What offset the drop in convictions was the rise in the
proportion of dismissals from 9 percent in 1965, to 11 percent
in both 1965 and 1966, 13 percent in 1967 and 16 percent in
1968. Acquittals by court or jury remained about the same
for all five years at around 3 to 4 percent. (See Figure B.)

The gradual drop in convictions by plea or nolo contendere
is illustrated in Table 2. Whereas one out of ten defendants
were dismissed in 1965, by 1968 the number of dismissals was
two out of ten. Convictions by court trial increased from
a low of 63 percent in 1964 to a high of 73 percent in 1966
and with a small decline to 71 percent in 1968. Convictions
by jury trial ranged from a low of 73 percent in 1965 to a
high of 79 percent with a small drop to 78 percent in 1968,
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Table 1

United States District Courts

Defendants Disposed of by Type of Disposition,

Fiscal Years 1964-1968

Fiscal Year 1964 Fiscal Year 1965 Fiscal Year 1966 Fiscal Year 1967 Fiscal Year 1968
Not Not Net Not Not
Type of con- Con- con- Con- son- Con-~ con~ Con~ con~ Con~-
disposition Total victed victed Total victed victed TPotal victed victed Total victed victed Total victed victed
TOTAL.eeuscesoacsansoncssnsae 33,381 4,211 29,170 33,718 4,961 28,757 31,975 4,661 27,314 31,535 .5,191 26,344 31,843 6,169 25,674
Disposed of without trials
Dismissed.cvecascseancencesns 2,936 2,936 - 3,789 3,789 - 3,570 3,570 - 4,196 4,196 - 4,981 4,981 -
Plea of guilty or nolo
contendere...eeveteccesnens 26,273 - 26,273 25,923 -~ 25,923 24,127 - 24,127 23,131 - 23,131 22,065 - 22,055
By court trial..cccceecceeesease 1,501 559 942 1,424 463 961 1,463 397 1,066 1,449 409 1,040 1,668 484 1,184
By jury tridl.ccececccscceceas 2,671 716 1,955 2,582 709 1,873 2,815 694 2,121 2,759 586 2,173 3,139 704 2,435
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION.....cc-.. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Disposed of without trial..... 87.6 69.7 90.1 88.1 76.4 90.2 86.6 76.6 88.3 86.7 80.8 87.8 84.9 80.7 85.9
By court tridl.ccececececvesces 4.5 13.3 3.2 4.2 9.3 3.3 4.6 8.5 3.9 4.6 7.9 3.9 5.2 7.8 4.6
By jury triflecceceriensccenees 8.0 17.0 6.7 7.7 14.3 6.5 8.8 14.9 7.8 8.7 11.3 8.3 9.9 11.4 9.5

NOTE: The tables which appear

in Part I of

this report exclude the United States'District Courts for

the District of Columbia, Canal Zone, Guam and the Virgin Islands.




Figure B. Type of Disposition, Fiscal Years 1964-1968

Type of disposition 1961 1965 1966 | 1967 1968
Mygletondents disposed | 33,381 33,718 31,075 31,535 31,843
PERCENT!
Total convicted........ 87.4 85.3 85.4 83.5 80.6

Plead guilty or nolo

contendere......... 78.7 76.9 75.5 73.3 69.3
Convicted by court... 2.8 2.8 3.3 3.3 3.7
Convicted by jury.... 5.9 5.6 6.6 6.9 7.6

Total not convicted.... 12.6 14,7 14,6 16.5 19.4
Dismissed............ 8.8 11.2 11.2 13.3 15.6
Acquitted by court... 1.7 1.4 1.2 1.3 1.5
Acquitted by Jury.... 2.1 2.1 2.2 1.9 2.2

lpercents may not add to total due to rounding.
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Table 2

United States District Courts

Defendants Convicted by Type of Disposition,
Fiscal Years 1964-1968

Fiscal Year 1964 Fiscal Year 1965 Fiscal Year 1966 Fiscal Year 1967 Fiscal Year 1968
Convicted Convicted Convicted Convicted Convicted

Type of Total Per- Total Per- Total Per- Total Per- Total Per-
disposition gefendants | Number | cent | defendants | Number | cent | defendants |Number | cent | defendants Number | cent | defendants |Number | cent
MOTAL s ¢ evvavnnnsns 33,381 29,170 87.4 33,718 28,757 85.3 31,975 27,314 85.4 31,535 26,344 83.5 31,843 25,674 80.6
Without trial®.... 29,209 26,273 89.9 29,712 25,923 87.2 27,697 24,127 87.1 27,327 23,131 84.6 27,036 22,055 81.6
By court trial.... 1,501 ouz 62.8 1,424 961 67.5 1,463 1,066 72.9 1,449 1,040 171.8 1,668 1,184 71.0
By jury trial..... 2,671 1,955 T3.2 2,582 1,873 72.5 2,815 2,122 75.3 2,759 2,173 78.8 3,139 2,435 T77.6

1 Tneludes defendants convicted by plea of guilty or nolo contendere.

NOTE: Be excluding civil rights cases remanded to state and local courts the proportion of convicted defendants would
increase as follows:

Fiscal year Less, civil Percentage
rights cases convicted
i 1965, ... 602 86.8
1966000 200 86.0
Fo e 1967 cve.- 515 84.9
1968...... 101 80.9
] Table 3
United States District Courts
Disposition of Defendants Tried by Court and by Jury,
Fiscal Years 1964-1968
. Fiscal Year 1964 Fiscal Year 1965 Fiscal Year 1966 TFiscal Year 1967 Fiscal Year 1968
Type of Total By Total By Total By . Total By Total By
disposition tried | court By Jjury tried court | By Jjury tried | court By Jjury| tried | court By Jury tried court | By jury
TOTAL, ., ..... vevevnn 172 1,500 2,671 14,006 1,424 2,582 y,278 | 1,463 2,815 |4,208| 1,849 2,759 | 4,807 1,668 3,139
ACQUITTED. - +peennes | 1,275 559 716 1,172 463 709 1,091 397 694 995 hog 586 1,188 L8y TOh
,184 2,4
CONVICTED. - v vnn s 2,807 | 942 1,955 | 2,834 961 1,873 3,187 | 1,066 2,121 [3,213|1,040 2,173 | 3,619 | 1,1 35
Percent distribution
TPOTAL . s vvveessenes ... l100.0| 36.0 64.0 100.0 35.5 64.5 100.0 34,2 65.8 |100.0| 3b4.4 65.6 100.0 34.7  65.3
ACQUITTED. . ... vee.. | 100,01 43.8 56.2 100.0 39.5  60.5 100.0 36.4 63.6 [100.0] 41.1 58.9 100.0 ho.7 59.3
CONVIGTED. .. ... .... ] 100.0 | 32.5 67.5 | 100.0 33.9  66.1 100,0 | 33.4 66,6 [100.0| 32.4 67.6 | 100.0 32.7  67.3




Increase in Trials

The number of trials has increased markedly in the five-
year period from 4,172 in 1964 to 4,807 in 1968, a 15.2 percent
rise in trials. Most of this increase as shown in Table 3 can
be attributed to the rise in jury trials, from 2,671 in 1964
to 3,139 in 1968, an increase of 17.5 percent. In the same
period court trials rose from 1,501 to 1,668 or by 11.1 percent.
Significantly, with the 15.2 percent increase in trials the
proportion of defendants acquitted and convicted has remained
about 35 and 65 percent respectively. However, acquittals
by court trial which represent about 24,7 percent of all
trials ranged from 36 to 44 percent during the period. (Ac-
quittals by court trial accounted for 41 percent in 1968,
Juries tended to convict proportionately more defendants or
about 67 percent of offenders tried during the period.

Tables 4 and 5 must be studied when determining the effect
of the various offenses and trial experience. In Table 4, of
the 31,843 defendants handled during 1968, 15.1 percent were
tried by court or jury. Only 3 out of 100 immigration law
violators went to trial whereas 49 out of 100 sex offenders
were tried. One quarter or more of the trials were recorded
for defendants charged with assault and homicide (34.0 percent);
counterfeiti (27.4 percent); Selective Service Act violations
(26.8 perceng%; other fraud (26.7 percent); robbery (26.6
percent); other national defense laws (25.6 percent); and ,
narcotics (25.1 percent). These seven offenses constituted 16
percent of all defendants disposed of whereas they accocunted
for 29 percent of all trials.

As shown in Table 5 among defendants tried, the highest
conviction rate was obtained for defendants convicted of
robbery (90.0 percent), followed closely by narcotics law
violators (89.4 percent)., Of the twenty-five offense groups,
eleven showed conviction rates higher than the national average
of 75 percent or more. In 1967, of those offenders who went
to trial, only ten offense groups had a higher conviction rate
than the national average of 76 percent.

In 1968, the lowest conviction rate (46.7 percent) was
obtained for a small group of offenders tried for frauds
against lending credit institutions and frauds in connection
with payments made by the Veterans Administration and under
the Railroad Retirement and Social Security Acts. In 1967
the conviction rate for similar charges of fraud was
T4 percent.




Table 5
Table 4
. 89 United States District Courts
89 United States District Courts 5
ce Fiscal Year 1968 efendants Convicted by Offenseé Class and Type of Trial, Fiscal Year 1968
Offense Class and Type of Trial of Defendants, i ' ,
; Defendants tried ﬂngried by court Tried by jury
dants . . : . ' . . .
Deii?egn Tried by court Tried by Jjury ‘ Convicted Convicted Convicted
Total Por— Par— Por—
g?fqndagtzf Number | Percent j| Number percent | Number | Percent ‘ Offense Class Total| Numbex cent®|| Total | Number cent®|Total | Number cent?
OFFENSE CLASS 1spose _ ——
1,843 4,807 15.1 1,668 5.2 3,139 9.9 TOTAL . v vunnennnsnnnnnnnes | 4,807} 3,619 75.3 || 1,668 | 1,184 71.0 }3,139 | 2,435 77.6
31, , -
TOTAL. o cavovesrs
o SPECIAL, OFFENSES..eceecencevnsa. 487 314 64.5 223 153 68.6 264 161 61.0
264 3. '
: 87 7.2 223 3.3 ‘ _
Special OFfenses.........----- 6,790 4 Inmigration lawsS........eee... 78 66  84.6 33 25  75.8 45 41 91.1
. 78 3.1 33 1.3 45 1.8 ; Wagering tax violations....... 37 19 51.4 20 6 - 17 13 -
Immigration laws.......c.--- i’agg 37 3.6 20 1.9 17 1'2 K Federal regulatory statutes... 372 229 6l1l.6 170 122 71.8 202 107 53.0
Wagering tax violations....- . ,222 372 11.5 170 5.3 202 6. |
Federal regulatory statutes. 3, . 1 TOTAL LESS ABOVE....ccoceee 4,320| 3,305 76.5 1,445 1,031 71.3 [2,875 2,274 79.1
i
25,053 4,320 17.3 1,445  S.b 2,875 1.5 ! CLASS T.vvevneenrnnnn. s 192 131 8.2 73 42 57.5 | 119 89 74.8
TOTAL LESS ABOVE-....--. ) , d
2| Fraud — Group A..civeeeerencnn 45 21 46.7 20 7 - 25 14 ~
1,757 192 10.9 73 4.1 119 6.8 g Embezzlement....oeveeeeeennanns 130 9% 73.8 48 33 68.8 82 63 76.8
CLASS T..voevrovreees eememeee ! i Obscene mail....ceveveenonnnn. 17 14 - 5 2 - 12 12 -
_— 25 7.4 uf
45  13.3 20 5.9 i
Fraud — GEOUP B..ceevncsens . 322 130 9.7 48 3.6 82 6-é e CLASS II.evrouonremeencnnoancnnns 224| 145  64.7 47 28 59.6 | 177 117 66.1
Embezzlement......cooxv-eoce 780 17 21.3 5 6.3 12 15. 4
Obscene mail.....cecnv--- v 6.6 e Income tax fraud.............. 100 66 66.0 22 15 - 78 51 65.4
1,068 224  21.0 47 4.4 177 16. f% Other fraud........eeeeecesons 124 79  63.7 25 13 - 99 6 66.7
CIASS II...on-- e e 12.9 | )
604 100 16.5 22 3.6 1.3 4 CLASS III
Income tax fraud...... e 264 124 26.7 25 5.4 99 1. ‘% .
other fraud......- R % Liquor, Internal Revenue....... 515 366 71.1 174 125 71.8 341 241 70.7
crass III - Liquor, Internal 030 515 17.0 174 5.7 341 11.3 it CLASS IVaueenuvnnoeneeneannennen 748| 563  75.3 244 165 67.6 | 504 398  79.0
REVENUE. . o s -« o> 3, o6 ~€
5,252 748  14.2 244 4.6 504 : { THEft e e s eenoucencasaoceccaeanns 386 283 73.3 120 85 70.8 266 198 74.4
CLASS TIV.snecroemronnmmerssres’ ! 5.8 = Postal Fraud............ P 125 95 76.0 43 22 51.2 82 73 89.0
2,717 g6 14.2 120 g.i 2:2 oo 8 FOXgELY.eensscancennn creeaaeas 237 185 78.1 81 58 71.6 156 127 81.4
Theft...oeveeeesaeren e v e 125 24.5 43 . . . iy
Postal fraud....- Tt 2 géi 237 11.7 g1 4.0 156 7.7 | CLASS Vievrererenensonsnsaonuones 425| 209  70.4 141 86 61.0 | 284 213 75.0
F EYY . veesonsosmnaceavscens 4 :
oreeHy ; 141 7.6 284 15.2 if Border registration, addicts 6 2 - 6 2 - - ~- -
1,864 4.5 22.8 Ef rde g cion, ..
CIASS Veevoonwn e seeeee e . j Assault and homicide.s........ 128 78 60.9 35 23 65.7 93 55 59.1
. ; 58 6 10.3 6 10.3 - . ; i Miscellaneous general
Border registratl?g' addicts 376 128  34.0 35 9.3 93  24. y OFfENSES . e v veernnunnennennans 291 219  75.3 100 61 61.0 191 158 82.7
Assault and homicide.......- - i
miscellaneous general 1,430 201  20.4 100 7.0 191 13.4 ! CLASS VI.uvueeevssessonnenueannas | 1,040{ 806 77.5 419 302 72.1 ] 621 504  8l.2
OffensesS...veasseassmeeencs ’ i
4,823 1,040 21.6 419 8.7 621  12.9 % Counterfeiting...e.esveeneann. 154 117  76.0 27 17 63.0 127 100 78.7
CIASS VI.--en--- R e i BUEGLATY . e e cvvrnernnncnareonce 80 59  73.8 23 13 - 57 46 80.7
561 154 27.4 27 4.8 127 22.6 % . Interstate transportation
Counterfeiting.......-...-- : 330 80 24.2 23 7.0 57 17.3 n Of stolen Property........... 140 110 78.6 25 15 - 115 95 82.6
Burglary.....--- ettt 10.7 g% MarihUana. .eeeseesrenoaseannns 255 194  76.1 80 53 66.3 175 141 80.6
Interstate transporsation 1,075 140  13.0 25 2.3 i%g 0 ! Selective Service ACt......... 319| 264 82.8 245 196  80.0 74 68  91.9
of stolen property....---- ’ 17.8 80 5. : i Other national defense laws 23 19 - 5} 3 - 18 16 -
; 1,433 255 . ces
Marihuana...--.--° R "192 319 26.8 245  20.6 74 6.2 : Sex OffenSeS....c.ceecesacesons 69 43 62.3 14 5 - 55 38 69.1
gelective Service Act....... 1, %0 23 25.6 5 5.6 18 20.9 if
Other National defense laws. 122 69 48.6 14 9.9 55  38.7 0 CLASS VIT
Sex offenses.....s..-- seeone o8 6.0 ?
: to theft 5,075 614 12.1 206 4.1 4 ’ AUtO theft...eveveersecueanses 614 489  79.6 206 164 79.6 408 325 79.6
CLASS _VII - Auto PR 5 ] ‘
2,184 562  25.7 141 6.4 421 19. ¥ _ CLASS VIIL.vvuovuooeasannsnnanes 562 506 90.0 141 119 84.4 421 387 91.9
CIASS VIITI.euoreoss- s e . b |
) 1,201 301 25.1 101 8.4 ;gg ;2-5 - : NarcotiCS..eeveuuiurreneaenanns 301 269 89.4 101 83 82.2 200 186 93.0
NarcoticS. .. vevevverrosrres 983 261 26.6 40 4.1 . ROBDEL Y. e vvecvonnannnanncannes 261 237  90.0 40 36 90.0 221 201 91.0
RObbEIY.cvevr-- R .
;
* ludes 101 defendants disposed of whose cases were remanded to State or local courts. ; lpercent not computed where base is 25 or less.
inc
to total due to rounding.
NOTE: Percents may not add ,

- 10 -

b




Offense and Type of Disposition

Table 6 combines into a single table the distribution

of offenses and the number and proportion convicted for each
offense. As in previous years the highest percentage of con-

i1ctions occurs for those who plead gullty at arraignment,
followed by those who changed their plea from not guilty to
guilty and for those found guilty by court or jury trial,
Significantly, the proportion of convictions by court or Jury
trial have been increasing as have the proportion of convicted
defendants who changed their plea., This is shown by the

following:

How convicted
Fiscal Initial plea Court

year unchanged Changed plea or jury
All offenses
1964 T4.0 16.1 9.9
1865 73.0 17.1 9.9
1966 69.2 19.1 11.7
1967 67.3 20.5 12.2
1968 63.2 22.7 14.1
Eight offense
classes
1964 73.3 15.6 11.1
1865 71.3 17.3 11.4
1966 66.9 19.4 13.7
1967 63.1 22.3 14.6
1968 59.7 .2 16.1

With the fifteen percent increase in the number of de-
fendants tried by court or jury during this period (1964 -
1968) and the generally consistent pattern of 65 percent
convicted, the proportion of defendants convicted by trial

ha8 continued to rise.

These figures tend to support the notion thav whereas
in a earlier period the bulk of Federal offenders pleaded
guilty at arraignment, many are now pleading not guilty
eventually to change their plea to guillty or go to trial.
Thus in 1964, 74 percent of the defendants who were convicted
pleaded Builty at arralgnment. In 1968 the percentage was
63. Sixteen percent changed their plea of not guilty to
guilty in 1963, compared to 23 percent in 1968. As for those
convicted by trial in 1964 the percentage was 10; in 1968 the
percentage was 14,
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Table 6

89 United States District Courts

Offense Class and for those Convicted, How Convicted, Fiscal Year 1968

Initial plea Percentage distribution of
Dafendants Initial not guilty, convicted defendants*
disposed of plea unchanged changed to
Convicted Nolo Nolo Convicted Initial Court
Per-~ conten~ conten- by plea un~- | Changed or
OFFENSE CLASS Total || Number { cent Guilty| dere Guilty | dere Court | Jury | changed plea jury
TOTAL........ desesoessnne 31,843 25,674 80.6 15,636 585 5,347 487 1,184 2,435 63.2 22.7 4.1
SPECIAL OFFENSES..eevesscneces 6,790 5,171 76.2 3,739 250 682 186 153 161 77.1 16.8 6.1
Immigration laws............ 2,536 2,461 97.0 2,265 15 115 - 25 41 92.6 4.7 2.7
Wagering tax violations..... 1,032 177 17.2 55 5 86 12 6 13 33.9 55.4 10.7
Federal regulatory statutes. 3,222 2,533 78.6 1,419 230 481 174 122 107 65.1 25.9 9.0
TOTAL LESS ABOVE.......... 25,053 20,503 81.8 11,897 335 4,665 301 1,031 2,274 59.7 24.2 16.1
CLASS T..eveoncesensanacocannn 1,757 1,526 86.9 999 37 327 32 42 89 67.9 23.5 8.6
Fraud - Group A.eeseesseeoens 338 254 75.1 110 7 a7 19 7 14 46.1 45.7 8.3
Enbezzlement...covoneeseenns 1,339 1,231 9l.9 872 28 223 12 33 63 73.1 19.1 7.8
Obscene mail....covvenvncen. 80 41 51.3 17 2 7 1 2 12 46.3 19.5 34.1
CIASS Il.vvecanesecesroocaneas 1,068 785 73.5 244 78 231 87 28 117 41.0 40.5 18.5
Income tax fraud............ 604 498 B82.,5 132 68 166 66 15 51 40.2 46.6 13.2
Other fraud........ceovuuuns 464 287 61.9 112 10 65 21 13 66| 42.5 30.1 27.5
CLASS III
Liquor, Internal Revenue.... 3,030 2,577 85.0 1,525 32 633 21 125 241 60.4 25.4 14.2
CLASS IV, cecsevassscosanssoasne 5,252 4,428 84.3 2,682 57 1,059 67 165 398 61.9 25.4 12.7
Theft...eeveneenroesoneoeannn 2,717 2,282 84.0 1,408 28 539 24 85 198 62.9 24.7 12.4
Postal fraud...eeeseeeveenns 511 359 70.3 126 11 100 27 22 73 38.2 35.4 26.5
FOrgeryeeersesseceesvesonanss 2,024 1,787 88.3 2,148 i8 420 16 58 127 65.2 24.4 10.4
CLASS Vieseeeavscaoososocvacosnns 1,864 1,321 70.9 650 34 309 29 86 213 51.8 25.6 22.6
Border registration,
addictB...vreiiirncnnnann. 58 40 69.0 30 - 8 - 2 - 75,0 20.0 5.0
Assault and homicide........ 376 268 71.3 114 3 70 3 23 55 43.7 27.2 25.1
Miscellaneous general
Offense8.ceeerienveccnanss 1,430 1,013 70.8 506 31 231 26 61 158 53.0 25.4 21.6
CLASS VI,veveeeeocoorsnncanons 4,823 3,649 75.6 1,914 34 862 33 302 504 53.4 24.5 22.1
Counterfeiting..vveeeseeenss 561 454 B80.9 187 3 141 6 17 100 41,9 32.4 25.8
BUrglary.e.eeseessesscecranes 330 264 80.0 143 2 58 2 13 46| 54.9 .2247 22.3
Interstate transportation
of stolen propert¥........ 1,075 856 79.6 501 6 225 14 15 95 59.2 27.9 12.9
MarihUana...oeeeseenonennsas 1,433 1,136 79.3 666 6 266 4 53 141f 59.2 23.8 17.1
Selective Service Act....... 1,192 784 65.8 359 15 139 7 196 68 47.7 18.6 33.7
Other national defense lawa, 90 60 66.7 30 2 9 - 3 16 53.3 15.0 31.7
Sex offenses......oovivenane 142 95 66.9 28 - 24 - 5 38| 29.5 25.3 45.3
CLASS VII
Auto theft...ovvvverennnesan 5,075 4,402 86.7 3,152 52 696' 13 164 325{ 72.8 16.1 11.1
CLASS VITI.eeueeerarnvsoonee P 2,184 1,815 83.1 731 11 548 19 119 387 40.9 31.2 27.8
NarcotiCHesivsnerenrerenenas 1,201 953 79.4 .77 4 293 10 83 186 40.0 31.8 28,2
Robbery..... PN 983 862 87.7% 354 7 255 9 36 201| 41.9 30.6 27.5

XPercents may not add to 100.0 percent due to rounding,
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The effect of the gradual change in dispositions accounts
for the increased work load of the courts resulting in longer
time periods before disposition and apparent case backlog:

The total effect of this change can be seen by the following:

Median Time Intervals from Filing to Disposition
of Criminal Defendants

1963 1967 1968
Type of Median Median Medilan
disposition Number (mos.) Number (mos.) Number (mos.)

TotAlevoeoese 31‘!’,403 1-6 313535 2o5 3]-;843 2-9
Dismissed.... 3) 293 6'9 Ll': 196 7-3 u‘: 981 7-5

Plea of
gUilty.eeeoae 25,924 1.2 23,131 1.9 22,055 2.2

Court trial.. 2,549 1.3 1,449 3.9 1,668 4.6
Jury trial... 2,637 4.8 2,759 5.7 3,139 5.8

In Part III, the Appendix portion of this report, Tables
D-4 and D-5, which are taken from the Annual Report of the

Director provide a comprehensive breakdown of the type of dispo-

sition by offense. Table D-6 which also appeared in the 1967
report shows for each district the median time interval from
filing to disposition during fiscal year 1968. The range in
median time intervals were as follows:

Median *Range of Medians (mos.)

Type of disposition (mos) Lowest Highest
TOtalcoo.oo.o.oo'o.oaoooo 209 007 9'8
Dismissed. .cesecesccsnns 7.5 1.9 24.9
Plea of guilt¥...eeecono 2,2 0.7 8.0
CouI’t trialo.ao.ooooon-. 4.6 2.1 19'2
JUI'.V trialo-ooo--n.o-o-o 508 lou‘ 22-

*Medians computed where there were 25 or more defendants
disposed of 1in a district.
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Time Interval from Filing to Disposition

Table D-6 in the Appendix shows by district the median
time interval between the filing and the final disposition
of a defendant in a criminal proceeding. Overall the median
time interval for the 89 United States district courts was
2.9 months. This can be compared to 2.5 months in 1967 and
1.6 months in 1963. The median time interval ranged from a
low of less than a month (0.7) in one district to a high of
9.8 months in two districts.

Defendants who had their criminal cases dismissed had an
overall median time interval of 7.5 months compared to 7.3
months in 1967. For those convicted the longest time inter-
vals are for those tried by a jury. In 1968 the median time
interval was 5.8 months for 3,139 defendants so convicted.

In 1967 there were 2,759 convicted by a jury trial with a
median of 5.7 months.

See previous comparison by type of disposition of the
median time intervals for the three years.

Appendix Table D-6a presents for the three separate years
by district the overall median time intervals and for those
convicted the time interval for those who were found guilty
by plea and for those tried by the court or by a Jury.

A final table of the D-6 series in the Appendix shows
the median time Iinterveal by offense for defendants ‘'disposed
of in fiscal year 1968. Immigration law violators showed a
median time interval of less than a month (0.8) followed by
auto theft with a median of 1.9 months, where as the longest
time period was recorded for those disposed of for wagering tax
violations, 14.1 months. For dismissals the overall median
time interval of 7.5 months was surpassed by 10 offense groups.

Defendants charged with the mailing of obscene mail who had their

cases dismissed showed a median interval of 36.0 months which
accounts for the noted high overall median time interval of 9.0
months. The next closest offenders were again those charged
with postal fraud. This group recorded an interval from filing
to dismissal of 18.2 months,
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Among those convicted, immigration law’violators who

Figure C - Assignment of Counsel, Fiscal Years 1964-1968
entered a guilty plea, had the shortest median time interval,

0.8 months. The longest were those convicted by a jury of Total
postal fraud and income tax fraud. Both offense groups had median defendants Dismissed Acquitted Convicted
time intervals from filing to final disposition of 14.0 months.
The longest medlan time interval for a court trial was for Percent Percent Percent Percent
postal fraud, 7.7 months. *Fiscal assigned assigned assigned assigned

year Total]| counsel Total | counsel Total | counsel Total | counsel
Assignment of Counsel

All Offenses
In the past five years, the proportion of defendants
assigned cougsel has increaée%ffrog E? gereentfin %9Sﬁ to 42. . 1964 | 33,381 31.9 2,936 19.1 | 1,275 24,5 | 29,170 33.5
ercent in 1968. Prior to 1966, statistics reflec e appoint-
gent of uncompensated counsel. ’Be%i?ning with fisca% ¥§ar %966 1965 133,718 33.0 3,789 16.8 | 1,172 27.5 28,757 35.4
except July and part of August 1965), and for all o sca )
éearspl967 an 1968, the data nglect’appointments made undegi 1966 | 31,975 36.7 3,570 22,9 | 1,091 31.3 | 27,31k 38.7
the Criminal Justice Act of 1964. Figure C shows the proportion-
ate increase in the assignment of  counsel for all defenggnts, 1967 | 31,535 39.5 4,196 25.8 995 35.6 | 26,344 41.8
and for the eight offense classes which exclude immigration
violators, wagering tax violators and violatorg og Federa% 1968 | 31,843 h2,1 4,981 26.5 | 1,188 39.1 | 25,674 5,2
regulatory acts. For this group the assignmen ° counse x .
increased from 40 percent in 1965 to 49 percent in 1968, Eight Offense Classes
: 4
A comparison of the assignment of counsel in 19g5d§theith 196 (Not available)

last vear for which appointed counsel was uncompensateda), W 6 5 n 5 =8 - »
1968 %here appointed counsel could be compensat?%, th§3ogera11 1965 5,655 0.4 , 584 23.5 949 32.3 ,122 2,7
increase has been about nine percentage points rom .0 per- 1966 ol 670 43, o o7 2 - 6 0.9 461
cent in 1965 to 42.1 percent in 1968). The perceniagetincrease 9 , 67 3.5 ,791 7 95 33. »929
for defendants in cases dismissed has been 10 points, e same 196 23,894 47 . o1 2 878 2 19, 0.3
for those convicted. However, for those acquitted the increase 967 3,89 7.7 3,017 33 7 37 9,999 5
has been about 12 points. The increase in the proportion of 1968 25,053 48.9 3,535 33.5 1,015 42 .6 20,503 51.9
defendants assigned counsel in 1966 when compared to 1968,

ranges from four points higher for dismissals to about seven
points higher for those convicted and eight points higher for
those acquitted. Chart 3 illustrates the number of defendants
who were represented by court appointed counsel during the
four year period, 1965 to 1968,

Table 7 presents the proportionate use of counsel by
offense for the last four fiscal years. Most striking in-
creases occurred among defendants charged with Class V
offenses. In 1965 half of the persons charged with failing
to register as addicts at the border received court appointed
counsel, In 1968 fully 71 percent were represented by compen-
sated counsel. Among those charged with assault and homicide
in 1965, U6 percéent were represented by counsel, In 1968 the
proportion had increased to 58 percent. Other offenders with

increases of 10 or more percentage points in appointed counsel
between 1965 and 1968 were:

-16~
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*¥For years 1959 to 1963 total defendants and percent assigned counsel
were: 1959, 34,393 - 25.8%; 1960, 33,803 - 26.9%; 1961, 34,008 -
29.4%; 1962, 33,110 - 31.3%; and 1963, 34,845 - 31.6%.

**Excludes for all years persons charged with violation of immigration
laws, wagering tax laws, and violations of Federal regulatory acts.
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Table 7.

United States District Courts

Crinimal Defendants Disposed of Showing Assigned
Counsel by Offense, .

Fiscal Years 1965-1968

{Excludes District of Columbia, Canal Zone, Guam, and Virgin Islands)

Fiscal Year 1965

Fiscal Year 1966

Total Total
defendants Dismissed Acquitted Convicted defendants Dismissed Acquitted Convicted
Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Pexcent
assigned assigned assigned assigned asaigned assigned assigned assigned
Offense Class Total | counsel counsel counsel counsel Total counsel counsgel counsel counsgel
TOtalesesecsesnasssesanes {33,718 33.0 16.8 27.5 35.4 31,975 36.7 22.9 31.3 38.7
SPECIAL OFFENSES
Inmigration lawS...ceseesnes 3,352 15.8 20.0 - 15.8 3,110 21.7 30.0 - 21,5
Wagering tax violations..... 936 4.1 1.8 10.7 4.1 807 5.1 13.8 - 3.6
Federal requlatory statutes 3,775 5.4 1.7 6.6 6.9 3,386 8.4 4.4 12,0 9.2
TOTAL LESS ABOVE....seese | 25,655 40.4 23.5 32.3 42.7 24,672 43.5 27.2 33.6 46.1
CLASS 1
Fraud = Group Aeecsesrcecsnses 675 26.2 15.0 12.5 29.9 491 27.5 15.2 8.1 33.0
Enbezzlement..eeceesvecrosas 1,288 25.8 il.5 5.9 26.8 1,253 28.5 22.8 3.8 29.4
Obscere mailisesecoscencsosre 270 20.4 17.6 - 20.7 173 24.9 28.2 - 23.3
CLASS ITI
Income tax fraud...c.eoevnee 688 10.6 1.5 25.0 10.5 579 7.4 6.7 3.8 7.6
Other fraud....ecesvecescses 673 26.0 14.2 16.0 30.3 624 27.7 13.1 20.0 34.7
CLASS” ITT
Liquor, Internal Revenue.... 4,631 21.1 15.5 26,2 21.4 4,003 22.9 17.6 26.5 23.3
CLASS 1V
Theft.ieeseesacercasescncsnna 2,585 44.1 33.9 33.3 45,7 2,558 47.0 32.6 28.8 49.3
Postal fraudesescevecrerenss 570 21.9 8.3 12.9 26.6 566 23.3 12.5 17.8 27.8
FOrgery.ceccesesecoascesoann 2,339 50.1 29.2 56.8 51.9 2,157 54.3 34.1 50.0 56.1
CLASS V
Border registration,
addictBieesvnecnsenrsssnanns 189 50.8 - - 51.5 198 59.6 - - 59.9
Assault and homicide........ 285 45.6 28.2 21.9 52.3 320 56.3 53.5 - 57.1
Miscellaneous general
Offenses..ccieeescetocccnnen 976 31.6 15.0 19.3 37.6 1,020 36.6 17.1 21.2 43.9
CLASS VI
Counterfelting..cceseescaacs 333 29.4 28.6 - 30.3 38l 32.5 17.0 33.3 35.3
BUXGLlarYesvesacsoecocnvanens 326 5B.6 - - 62.0 309 64.7 28.6 - 70.1
Interstate transportation
of stolen property......... | 1,113 43.7 21.1 - 47.7 1,081 47.5 20.8 38.7 52.0
Marihuana..eseesesssoasesens 523 38.4 35.1 - 38.3 140 44,1 41.3 - 44.2
Selective Service Act....... (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1) (1)
Other National defense
lawB.osseescncosnsescosanne 457 37.9 25.6 - 42.7 624 38.0 22.1 - 44,0
Sex offenseB.cecccvessesanne 163 38.0 - - 41.5 18l 48,6 40.0 - 54,0
CLASS VI
Auto theft..ieeesceesncesans 5,488 61,5 43.3 65.3 62,6 5,381 63.2 46.1 71.4 €4.5
CLASS VIII
HarcotiCBeseeseeovarnonnanes 1,36'6 43.9 25.5 37.0 47.5 1,279 45.7 31.9 41.0 48.3
ROBDOLY eveseasnsccsneancaces 717’ 56.6 42.1 - 57.9 648 6l.1 “ 42.0 - 63.4
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Table 7.

Criminal Defendants Disposed of Showing Assigned

cont. United States District Courts

Counsel by Offenses,
Piscal Years 1965-1968
{Excludes District of Columbia, Canal Zone, Guam, and Virgin Islands)

Piscal Year 1967

Fiscal Year 1968

Total Total
defendants Dismissed Acquitted Convicted defendants Dismissed Acquitted Convicted
Percent Parcent Pexcent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
assigned assigned assigned assigned assigned asaigned assigned assigned
Total counsel § Total | counsel Totul | counsel Total | counsel Total counsel Total | counsel Total | counsel Total counsel Uffense Class
31,535 39.5 4,196 25.68 95 35.6 26,344 41.8 31,843 [ 42.1 4,981 26.6 1,188 39.1 25,674 45.2 Total
SPECTAL_OPPENSES
3,312 20.4 B0 45.3 12 - 3,220 19.5 2,536 | 23.7 63 44.4 12 - 2,361 23.0 Imnigration laws
608 5.9 124 A L6 23 - 461 6.9 1,032 5.0 837 4.3 18 - 177 7.9 Wagering tax violations
3,721 9.3 978 4.5 a2 18.3 2,664 17.3 3,222 15.2 546 13.0 143 15.4 2,533 15,7 Federal regulatory statutes
23,894 47.7 3,017 33,2 878 37.2 19,999 50.3 25,053 | 48.5 3,535 33.5 1,051 42.6 20,503 57.9 TOTAL LESS ABOVE
CLASS T
376 31,9 66 21.2 1o - 300 34.0 338 29.9 60 20.0 24 - 264 34.6 Fraud - Group A
1,327 92.6 69 26.1 38 - 1,220 23.3 1,339 | 35.9 74 23.0 34 17.6 1,231 37.2 Enbezzlement
a0 18.8 23 - n - 46 22.9 B0 | 28.8 36 16.7 3 - 41 239.0 Obscene mail
CLASS IT
636 8.8 1 8.5 23 - 542 9.2 604 6.0 72 2.8 34 - 498 6.8 Incondy tay fraud
503 31.6 115 14.8 31 16.1 357 38.4 464 | 27.4 132 15.8 149 35.6 2,577 2B.6 Other fraud
CLASS TIT
3,390 24.1 343 14.6 154 29,2 2,893 25,0 3,303 | 27.6 304 15.8 149 35.6 2,577 28,8 Liguor, Internal Revenue
CLASS IV
2,544 50.7 309 35.0 28 35.7 2,137 53.7 2,717 s5L1.2 332 38.0 103 38.0 2,282 53.7 Theft
466 25.8 01 21.8 24 - 341 27,9 511 25.4 122 13.9 30 20.0 359 9.8 Poatal fraud
1,855 60.8 164 46.3 49 57.1 1,642 62,3 2,024 61.1 185 51.4 52 57.7 1,787 62,2 Forgery
CLASS V
. Border registration,
pr:] 61.3 31 48.4 1 - 136 64.0 58| 70.7 14 - 4 - 40 HO.0 addicts
334 59,3 59 44.1 26 57.7 249 63.1 376 | s8.0 S8 43.1 50 58.0 268 61.2 Assault and homicide
Miscellaneous general
1,237 40.0 245 25.3 a3 26.9 899 45.4 1,430| 43.1 345 23.5 72 47.2 1,013 49.5 offensey
CLASS VI
383 33.4 54 20.4 18 - 311 6.3 561] 39.6 70 77.1 37 29.7 454 42,3 Counterfeiting
293 70.6 35 62,9 8 - 250 71.6 330| 5.2 45 $3.3 21 - 264 6B.6 Burglary
Interstate transportation
981 49.3 134 26.1 29 48,3 818 53,2 1,075 47.0 188 20,1 30 30,0 8s6 53,5 of stolen property
961 43.9 158 35.4 3 48.4 772 45,5 1,433| 48.6 236 47.0 61 57.4 1,136 48,5 Marihuana
936 44.5 224 36.6 24 - 748 47.1 1,192% 43.7 353 34.8 55 43.6 784 47.7 Selective Service Act
Other National defense
138 36.2 32 18.8 5 - 101 43,6 90| 35.6 26 19.2 4 - 60 45.0 laws
139 46.8 29 51,7 13 - 97 42.3 142 486.5 21 - 26 53.8 95 49,5 Sex offensas
CLASS VII
5,144 70.3 483 52.6 138 58,7 4,523 72.5 5,075§ 70.3 548 54.9 125 70.4 4,402 72,3 Auto theft
CLASS VIIT
1,121 47.4 174 34,5 13 39.4 914 501t 1,201| 46.5 216 27.3 32 50,0 953 50,7 Narcotics
822 63.3 98 43.9 21 - 703 66,9 983} 63.9 97 46.4 24 - B62 66,2 Robbery

{1} Clasaified with other Hational defense lawa.

HOTEs Porcents not shown where base is 25 or loas,

Defendant totals for fiscal years 1965 and 1966 appear in Fedoral Offendors 1966, Table 8.
Data for 1965 reflect assigmmants of counsel prior to the enactment of the Criminal Justice Act of 1964,
in part and all of 1967 the use of provisions for payment of counsel which came into offect on August 20,1965,

Tha 1966 statistics reflect
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Percentage with court
appointed counsel

Offense 1965 190638
Embezzlementeees .. 25.8 35.9
FOPEELY e erooseasves 50.1 61.1
Misc. general

OFfEeNSeSe e ereens 31.6 43,1
Counterfeiting.... 29.4 39.6
MATiNUANE o eeoeess 38.4 48,6

Only one offense, income tax fraud, showed a decrease
in the assignment of counsel by the court. In 1965 this
offense showed 10.6 percent with court appointed counsel;
in 1968 the proportion dropped to 6.0 percent.

Over half of the defendants charged with seven offenses
were represented by court appointed counsel in 1968. Persons
charged with failing to register as addicts at the border
and those charged with auto theft were represented by court
compensated counsel, seven out of ten times. Burglars, robbers
and forgers had court compensated counsel about six out gf
ten times. Seven out of ten auto theives had court appointed
counsel. About 58 percent of those charged with assault and
homicide, and 51 percent of the accused thieves were so re-
presented.

The Table 8 series shows by disposition for both 1967 and
1968 sentence severity as measured by the sentence weight con-
cept explained earlier in this report for persons assigned
counsel and those not assigned counsel, A major factor in
studying the Table 8 series is the effect of the proportionate
assignment of court appointed counsel for the various offenses.
Thus where seven out of ten persons charged with auto theft are
represented by court appointed counsel, the average sentence
weight of 7.9 is not too far different than the 7.1 sentence
welght for those who did not have court appointed counsel.

On the other hand the seven percent with court appointed
counsel who had been charged with income tax violation had a
sentence weight of 3.8 compared to the 93 percent who did not
have court appointed counsel with a sentence weight of 2.6,

Table 8a-1 distributes for both fiscal year 1967 and 1968
by offense the number of offenders represented by court appoint-
ed counsel and those who were not. The companion Table 8a-2
shows the average sentence weight for these same persons.

In 1967 it was indicated that taking into account the effect
of the proportionate use of assigned counsel, there were some
variations in the average sentence weight for defendants who
had court appointed counsel in contrast to those who did not.

This same point can be made again in 1968, The figures are
shown below:
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Sentence Weight Iower for Offenders With Court Appointed Counsel

Fiscal Years 1967 and 1968

1967 1968
Percent Not Percent Not
1 assigned Assgigned assigned | assigned Assigned assigned
Offense counsel counsel counsel counsel counsel ‘counsel
Fraude..cceeccoscecscscacnasce 34.0 2.2 2.8 34.6 2.6 2.4
Embezzlement..coeooeesceos 33.3 2.8 2.8 37.2 2.8 3.0
Obscene mail..coeeneccnnss 23. 7.6 2.9 39.0 3.5 3.7
Othéi' fralJ.d............... 38. 3.6 301 32.1 305 06
Border registration
addictS.eecceccescsanns ol, 0 3.3 3.9 80.0 3.5 ézg
BUrglary.eeeceeccoencoscsss 71.6 12.1 12.8 68.6 11.3 16.
Selective Service Act..... b7 ,1 8.7 8.5 hW7.7 8.1 8.2
Other Nat'l. defense laws. 3.6 h.1 1.8 45,0 2.2 2,6
NarcotiCB.ceeeeccosoocones 50.1 13.4 16.8 50,7 15.1 15.7

lpxciudes special offenses.
2Iless than 10 cases.




It was noted in the 1967 report that the average sentence
weight increased depending upon the method of disposition.
This same finding was repeated in the 1968 figures. Thus,
those defendants who pleaded gullty generally showed a lowe.
sentence weight than thos2 who changed their plea or were tried
by court or jury. When the additional factor of assignment
of counsel is noted, the question is raised about the effect,
if any, on the severity of sentence.

A summary of the Table 8 series appearing below shows
that those who pleaded guilty received less severe sentences
in contrast to those convicted by trial. Further, the proportion
of court appointed counsel 1ls generally constant regardless of
the method of conviction. However, proportionately more court
appointed counsel represented defendants convicted after trial
than those who represented persons convicted by a plea of gullty.

Figure D

Defendants Convicted Showing Average Sentence Weight
and Percentage with Assigned Counsel, Fiscal Years 1967 and 1968

How convicted

Tnitial
Average sentence Initial plea plea not gullty Court or

weight and counsel Total convicted guilty unchanged changed tc_guilty | jury trial -
19%7 19

1967 | 1968 1967 | 1968 68 1967 | 1968

Total convicted..... 26,344 25,674 17,723 16,221 5,408 5,834 3,213 3,619

Average sentence

welght.eveusennes 6.0 6.7 5.0 5.5 6.4 6.7 11.0 11.2 ,

Defendants convicted .
with assigned
counsel..coeeeoss 11,018 11,611 7,395 7,365 2,174 2,539 1,449 1,707

Average sentence

wvelght.eeseeeneas 7.8 8.2 6.8 7.0 8.7 8.7 11.7 12.7
Percentage with

assigned counsel. 41.8 45,2 bi.7 45,4 Lo.2 43.5 45,1 47.2

Defendants con-
victoed without

assigned counsel ... | 15,326 11,611 | 10,328 8,856 3,234 3,295 1,764 1,912
Average sentence
welghteeveoens ves 4.7 5.1 3.6 L1 4.8 5.1 10.4 9.6
Percent of total
convicted........ 58.2 54.8 58.3 54.6 59.8 56.5 54.9 52,8

Tables D 11 and D 12 in the appendix present by district the use of court appointed counsel. '

The tables are similar to those presented in the 1967 report.
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Table Ba~l

89 United States Courts

Offense Class and Type of Counsel Showing Total Numbér of Defendants Convicted,

Fiscal Years 1967 and 1968

Total nunber of defendants convicted - Fiscal Year 1967

Total number of defendants convicted - Fiscal Year 1968

Counsel not assigned Counsel not assigned
Assigned Not Assigned Not
Offense class Total counsel)l Total Private Waived specified? Total counsell Total Private Waived specifiecd?
TOTAL.eesencoeccavoscsncannns 26,344 11,018 15,326 8,625 4,993 x,708 25,674 11,611 14,063 9,096 4,399 568
Special Offenses
Inmmigration lawS.....cceeae. 3,220 629 2,591 199 2,265 127 2,461 565 1,896 197 1,676 23
Wagering tax violations..... 461 32 429 346 9 74 177 14 163 149 14 -
? Federal regulatory statutes. 2,664 288 2,376 1,416 625 335 2,533 397 2,136 1,459 551 126
TOTAL LESS ABOVE....eoonesovss 19,999 10,069 9,930 6,664 2,094 1,172 20,503 10,635 9,868 7,291 2,158 419
Class 1
Fraud ~ Group A..eveacoscoes 300 102 198 161 16 21 254 88 166 130 34 2
Embezzlement..cceeenearennas 1,220 406 8l4 585 134 _95 1,231 458 773 625 120 28
Obscene Mailicaeeaneoveaanne 46 11 35 24 2 9 41 16 25 22 3 -
Class II
Income tax fraud..c.eeessees 542 50 492 381 15 96 498 34 464 413 39 12
Other fraud...cccceeecveceses 357 137 220 179 22 19 287 98 189 160 27 2
Class III
Liquor, Internal Revenue.... 2,893 722 2,171 1,525 501 145 2,577 736 1,841 1,328 456 57
Class IV
Thefteeeeoreeesseorensanssas 2,137 1,148 289 653 227 109 2,282 1,225 1,057 745 253 59
Postal fraud...cseeeecsanens 341 95 246 205 15 26 359 107 252 211 38 3
FOXgerYe oeceoeeonceasannane 1,642 1,023 619 341 201 77 1,787 1,111 676 432 200 44
Class V
Border registration, addictls 136 87 49 36 9 4 40 32 8 4 3 1
Assault and homicide....e... 249 157 92 62 8 22 268 164 104 97 4 3
Misc. general offenses...... 899 408 491 324 72 95 1,013 501 512 390 106 16
Class VI
Counterfeitin?g Levesesecensaae 311 113 198 147 21 30 454 192 262 214 36 12
BUrglary.ceecoesvessscnssana 250 179 71 38 18 15 264 181 83 61 16 6
Interstate transportation
of stolen property.scesces. 818 435 383 258 77 48 856 458 398 306 73 19
Marihuana...cceeoeencacconns 772 351 421 371 6 44 1,136 551 585 549 21 15
Selective Service Act....... 748 352 396 198 140 58 784 374 410 262 126 22
Other national defense laws. 101 44 57 35 15 7 60 27 33 25 6 2
Sex offenses..ccceceeccescens 97 41 56 44 7 5 95 47 48 38 6 4
Class VII
Auto theft..ciiveietensanesnn 4,523 3,280 1,243 495 567 181 4,402 3,181 .1,221 603 546 72
Class VIII
o Narcotifs...eovonneaoiianaes 914 458 456 421 6 29 953 483 470 422 18 30
RODDEIY.eeeesnsscecnsssocans 703 470 233 181 15 37 862 571 291 254 27 10

assigned counsel refers to defendants assigned counsel By the court under

2Includes defendants for whom type of counsel was not reported.

the provisions of)the Criminal Justice Act of 1964.
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Fiscal Years 1967 and 1968

Table Ba-2

89 United States Courts
oOffense Class and Type of Counsel Showing Average Weight of Sentence

Average sentence weight
Fiscal Year 1967

Average sentence weight

Fiscal Year 1968

Counsel not assigned Counsel not assigned
Assigned Not Assigned Not
gne : i ' 1 : 2
oOffense Class Total counsel? Total Private Waived specified? Total counsel Total Private Waived specified

TOTAL., . veevceoccescccnscccns 6.0 7.8 4.7 5.3 3.4 4.9 6.7 8.2 5.1 5.8 3.8 5.1
Special Offenses

Immigration lawS....eeseesee 2.1 2.5 1.9 2.2 1.9 1.3 1.7 2.5 1.4 2.2 1.3 1.5

Wagering tax violations..... 1.8 1.8 1.8 1.9 (3) 1.3 1.7 1.7 1.8 1.6 3.7 -

Federal regulatory statutes. 1.5 2.9 .2 1.4 0.9 1.2 1.8 3.3 1.5 1.7 1.2 1.2
TOTAL LESS ABOVE.sescsoosscons 7.3 8.3 6.3 6.4 5.9 6.6 7.8 8.7 6.7 6.8 6.4 6.5
Class I

Fraud -~ GEOUP Aeeseeoccenoone 2.6 2.2 2.8 2.9 2.1 2.8 2.5 2.6 2.4 2.5 2.1 {3)

Embezzlement...oee. 2.8 2.8 2.8 3.0 2.3 2.4 3.0 2.8 3.0 3.2 2.2 2.5

Obscene mail...c.ceveceesces 4.0 7.6 2.9 2.9 (3) (3) 3.6 3.5 3.7 3.8 (3) 0.0
Class IX

Income tax fraud......eeee.- 3.0 4.5 2.8 2.8 4.0 2.7 2.7 3.8 2.6 2.6 2.6 3.2

Other fraud....ceeseecovoacs 3.3 3.6 3.1 3.0 3.0 4.5 4,3 3.5 4.6 4.7 4.5 (3)
Class III

Liquor, Internal Revenue,... 3.7 3.9 3.6 3.5 3.6 3.5 3.8 3.9 3.7 3.8 3.4 2.9
Class IV

Thefte.eveeeroconcreoensnnns 5.3 5.5 5.1 5.3 4.1 5.2 5.4 5.7 4.9 4.9 5.0 4.6

Postal fraud..... sesese 5.8 6.4 5.4 5.4 4.6 6.4 5.2 6.2 4.7 4.7 4.7 (3)

Forgery..eeeeees seses 5.4 5.6 5.1 5.3 4.7 5.1 6.1 6.1 6.0 5.8 6.3 6.5
Class V

Border registration, addicts 3.5 3.3 3.9 3.7 (3) (3) 3.2 3.5 (3) (3) (3) (3)

Assault and homcidé......... 7.5 9.2 4.3 4.5 (3) 3.4 10.4 12.2 7.3 7.0 (3) (3)

Misc, general offenses...... 7.4 8.6 6.4 6.0 5.6 8.3 6.7 7.9 5.4 5.0 6.9 4.6
Class VI.

Counterfeiting.cceesesccnons 9.0 9.9 8.5 8. 7.9 7.8 9.0 9.6 8.5 8.5 9.3 6.9

BUXQlaryeeeessssovecsasscscns 12.3 12.1 12.8 13.8 10.1 3.7 12.7 11.3 16.0 16.2 15.1 (3)

Interstate transportation R

of stolen property...ceee. 9.0 9.4 8.5 8.5 8.0 .9.2 9.0 9.3 8.4 8.4 9.3 5.6

Marihuan@..ee.oecoesse 7.6 8.2 7.1 7.2 (3) 6.2 7.9 8.8 6.9 6.9 7.5 7.0

Selective Service Act....... 8.7 8.7 8.5 8.1 9.0} 8.9 8.2 8.1 8.2 7.8 9.1 8.0

Other Natl., defense laws.... 2.9 4.1 1.8 1.6 2.2 {3) 2.4 2.2 2.6 2.6 (3) (3)

Sex offensesS...cevecersacens 10.4 13.4 8.0 8.4 (3) ‘(3) 11.9 14.4 9.4 10.1 (3) (3)
Class VII ;

Auto theft..vecrveenosnceres 7.7 7.9 6.8 5.8 8.2 6.4 7.7 7.9 7.1 6.1 8.2 7.1
Class VIIX

NarocticS.eeereraensnsnnanns 15.1 13.4 16.8 16.8 {3) 17.4 15.5 15.1 15.7 16.0 13,1 13.0

ROBDEIY.ceesnoscoasavsesscens 31.9 31.2 33.0 33.6 3l.4 32.1 32.1 32.2 31.6 31.8 32.2 {3)

lassigned copnsel refers to defendants assigned counsel by the Court under the provisions of the Criminal Justice Act of 1964.

2rncludes defendants for whom type of counsel was not reported.

eight not shown where base is 10 or less.
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Table 8b-1

89 United States Courts

Offense Class and Type of Counsel Showing Total Number of Defendants Convicted Where Initial Plea of Guilty was Unchanged,

Fiscal Years 1967 and 1968

Number of convicted defendants in 1967 where Number of convicted defendants in 1968 where
initial plea of guilty was unchanged initial plea of quilty was unchanged
Counsel not assigned Counsel not agsigned
Assigned Not Assigned Not
Offense Class Total counsel® Total Private Waived specified® Total counsel* Total Private Waived specified?
TOTAL . ceveecencsnsoanccnsrennas 17,723 7,395 10,328 4,400 4,881 1,047 16,221 7,365 8,856 4,426 4,053 377
Special Offenses
Immigration lawS..cescescosss 3,029 527 2,502 118 2,262 122 2,280 447 1,833 138 1,675 20
Wagering tax violations..... 134 9 125 103 6 16 60 5 55 53 2 -
Federal regulatory statutes. 1,932 212 1,720 892 597 231 1,649 272 1,377 818 488 71
TOTAL LESS ABOVE.c.coccassnsns 12,628 6,647 5,981 3,287 2,016 678 12,232 6,641 5,591 3,417 1,888 286
Class I
Fraud ~ Group A.vecasescoece 153 65 88 60 16 12 117 50 67 47 i8 2
Embezzlement.. 916 322 594 391 133 70 200 350 550 417 111 22
Obscene mailecceeeesnvcoreas 26 10 16 12 2 2 19 7 12 10 2 -
Class II
Income tax fraudeceveceecoe. 252 30 222 160 15 47 200 14 186 164 i8 4
Other fraudececesecscesccess 197 97 100 71 22 7 122 53 69 50 19 -
Class III
Ligquor, Internal Revenue,... 1,869 463 1,406 832 487 87 1,557 464 1,093 622 426 45
Class IV
Thefteeeeaaseene ceosee 1,397 771 626 350 209 67 1,436 809 627 365 224 38
Postal fraud.. .e 109 43 66 48 13 5 137 58 79 61 16 2
FOrgeryYee.csesonsssccevssance 1,154 724 430 187 196 47 1,166 739 427 211 185 31
Class V
Border registration, addicts 95 60 35 24 9 2 30 23 7 3 3 1
Assault and homicide...c.... 120 79 41 23 4 14 117 75 42 39 3 -
Misc. general offenseS...... 452 244 208 97 70 41 537 303 234 141 87 6
Class VI
Counterfeiting..cceecescaceae 117 48 69 40 20 9 190 87 103 74 22 7
BUrglary..cereecssccososanve 163 122 41 15 18 8 145 109 36 18 14 4
Interstate transportation
of stolen property..cecves 543 309 234 135 7% 28 507 274 233 157 58 18
Marihuana..seeeeececscss 436 187 249 223 5 21 672 304 368 343 16 9
Selective Service Act..ce... 421 189 232 78 126 28 374 182 192 79 99 14
Other Natl. defense laws.... 78 35 43 24 14 5 32 16 16 11 4 1
Sex offensSe@Beeccsicicecsccens 29 12 17 9 7 1 28 13 15 10 3 2
Class VII
Auto theft.cessesconcescnces 3,455 2,422 1,033 315 560 158 3,204 2,273 931 339 535 57
Class VIII
HarcotiC8..ceeecsecnsncecnas 342 201 141 129 5 7 sl -204 177 156 6 15
RoObbeXryesssesoscasossvoesaes 304 214 90 64 14 12 361 234 127 100 19 8

1 Assigned counsel refers to defendants assigned counsel by the Court
2 Includes defendants for whom type of counsel was not reported.

under the provisions of the Criminal Justice Act of 1964.




Table 8b-2

89 United States Courts
Offense Class and Type of Counsel Showing Average Weight of Sentence Where Initial Plea of Guilty was Unchanged,
Fiscal Years 1967 and 1968

e Average sentence weight Fiscal Year 1967 Average sentence weight Fiscal Year 1968
Counsel not assigned ) Counsel not assigned
Assigned "Not Assigned “Not
Offense Class Total counsel® Total Private Waived specified? Total counsel? Total Private Waived l specified?
TOTADcveeecesescssarseronccnnes 5.0 6.8 3.6 3.9 3.4 3.8 5.5 7.0 4.1 4.6 3.5 4.7
Special Offenses
Immigration lawS..sececoccss 2.1 2.6 1.9 2.3 1.9 1.2 1.6 2.5 1.4 2.0 - 1.2
Wagering tax violations..... 1.5 (3) 1.5 1.6 (3) 1.0 1.3 1.4 1.3 1.3 (3) -
Federal regulatory statutes. 1.2 2.4 1.0 1.1 0.8 1.2 1.5 2.9 1.1 1.3 1.0
TOTAL LESS ABOVE...cacrecesoces 6.3 7.2 5.2 4.8 5.8 5.2 6.7 7.5 5.8 5.5 6.2 5.9
Class I
Fraud - Group A..ceevnceress 2.3 2.2 2.3 2.3 2.1 2.8 2.3 2.4 2.2 2.1 2.3 (3)
Embezzlement.csseeneccoccane 2.7 2.5 2.8 2.9 2.4 2.5 2.7 2.5 2.8 3.0 2.3 2.
Obscene mailiceceesecnsanens 4.4 7.2 2.5 2.8 (3) (3) 2.5 (3) 2.8 (3) (3) -
Class IX
Income tax fraud....ccecee.s 2.9 4.7 2.6 2.4 4.0 2.5 2.3 4.5 2.2 2.2 2.1 (3)
Other frald..eeeevececooscas 2.9 3.4 2.5 2.2 3.0 (3) 2.5 2.6 2.5 1.9 4.0 -
1 Class III
n Liguor, Internal Revenue.... 3.5 3.7 3.4 3.3 3.6 3.5 3.5 3.8 3.4 3.5 3.4 3.1
Ul
Class 1V
1 .
Thefteseeeersoseeseseacncannse 4.7 5.0 4.2 4.2 4.3 4.5 4.9 5.3 4.4 4.1 4.8
Postal fraud.ceeceeeeveocseas 4.5 5.2 3.9 3.8 4.5 (3) 4.7 5.3 4.2 3.8 5.8 (3)
FOIgErYeueoseessonccnsnanncos 5.1 5.3 4.7 4.5 4.7 4.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 5.0 6.4 4,
Class V
Border registration, addicts 3.5 3.3 3.5 3.8 (3) {3) 3.4 3.9 1.7 (3) (3) (3)
Assault and homicide..c.v... 5.7 6.7 3.6 2.3 (3) 3.1 °.8 ii.2 7.2 7.5 {3) -
Misc. general offenses...... 5.9 7.4 3.9 2.9 5.7 3.8 5.4 6.4 4.1 3.6 4.9 (3)
Class VI
Counterfeiting.ceescereaeess 7.3 8.3 6.6 6.6 7.0 5.8 8.7 6.0 7.1 7.3 7.9 (3)
BUrglary.eeeeescarconsencens 10,2 10.1 10.1 10.9 10.1 (3) 11.5 9.7 17.0 19.3 15.9 {3)
Interstate transportation
of, stolen property........ 8.7 9.4 7.8 7.7 7.6 7.1 8.8 9.2 8.3 8.2 9.6 5.1
Marihuana.eesesssecsooacsonas 5.6 6.6 4.8 4.9 (3) 3.9 5.3 6.1 4.6 4.5 6.5 {3)
Selective Service Act....ue. 8.4 8.3 8.4 7.4 9.0 8.9 7.8 8.1 7.6 6.0 8.9 7.8
Other Natl. defense laws.... 2.3 3.2 1.5 1.3 2.2 (3) 1.8 2.0 1.6 2.0 (3) {3)
Sex OffenseS...ececcvecacans 8.0 9.9 6.6 (3) (3) (3) 9.7 11.6 8.1 (3) (3) (3)
Class VIL
Auto theffiieiiceecaseccnsas 7.6 7.7 7.0 5.6 8.2 6.7 7.7 7.8 7.5 6.3 8.3 7.2
Class VIII
NarcoticS..... cnesssassan 11.0 1i.4 io.2 10.5 {3} (3) 11.3 12.3 10.1 9.9 (3) 12.0
RObberYesereenevicecsnsceconn 28.4 28.0 29.3 28.8 30.1 31.3 31.3 30.7 32.2 32.4 33.0 (3)

1 Assigned counsel refers to defendants assigned counsel by the Court under the provisions of the Criminal Justice Act of 1964.
2 Includes defendants for whom type of counsel was not reported.
3 Weight not shown where base is 10 or less.
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89 United States District Courts

Table 8c¢c-1

Offense Class and Type of Counsel Showing Number of Defendants Convicted

Where Initial Plea of Not Guilty was Changed to Guilty
Fiscal Years 1967 and 1968

Number of convicted defendants iin 1967 where initial plea
of not guilty was changed to guilty

Number of convicted defendants in 1968 where initial plea
of not guilty was changed to guilty

Counsel not assigned Counsel not assigned
Assigned Not Assigned Not
Offense Class Total counsel® Total Private Waived specified? Total counsel? Total Private Waived specified?
TOTAL . veevacsroncvocrassonccasn 5,408 2,174 3,234 2,711 58 465 5,834 2,539 3,295 2,973 217 105
Special Offenses
Immigration lawSe...eeceeeccee 149 76 73 68 3 2 115 78 37 35 - 2
Wagering tax violations..... 239 12 227 176 1 50 98 7 91 82 9 -
Federal regulatory statutes. 572 49 523 412 18 93 655 91 564 509 39 16
TOTAL LESS ABOVE....... repaaes 4,448 2,037 2,411 2,055 36 320 4,966 2,363 2,603 2,347 169 87
Class I
Fraud = Group A.ceeacsecess . 119 36 83 78 - 5 116 32 84 69 15 -
Embezzlement....c.eeee 246 73 173 151 1 21 235 74 161 149 7 5
Obscene mail....oveenccencae 1l 1 10 8 - 2 8 3 5 4 1 -
Class II
Income tax fraud....eceesees 232 15 217 179 - 38 232 17 215 196 14 5
Other fraud...eceeeseaeas cee 102 25 77 73 - 4 86 22 64 59 3 2
Ciass III
Liquor, Internal Revenue.... 602 126 476 428 6 42 654 162 492 465 17 10
Class IV
Theft.ieciereearensescscannns 474 244 230 200 4 26 563 286 277 241 21 15
Postal fraud.......ecee... .. 146 38 jos 90 2 16 127 26 101 88 13 -
Forgery.c.vsesercencansacnnss 333 197 136 107 4 25 436 248 188 167 9 12
Class V
Border registration, addicts 24 18 6. & - - 8 7 1 1 - -
Assault and homicide........ 53 30 23 17 1 5 73 48 25 24 - 1
Misc. general offenses...... 226 97 129 100 2 - 27 257 122 135 122 8 5
Class VI
Counterfeiting...c.oeveeenss 124 40 84 71 1 12 147 55 92 81 9 2
BUrglar¥e.eeesssosascosnsens 47 33 14 9 - 5 60 33 27 24 1 2
Interstate transportation
of stolen property.eecoece.s 193 0 103 86 4 13 239 125 114 101 12 1
Marihuan@...cessessccsncnnnse 230 113 117 100 1 16 270 136 134 124 4 6
Selective Service Act....... 117 65 52 35 3 14 146 81 65 53 11 1
Other Natl. defense laws.... 12 4 8 7 1 - 9 7 2 2 - -
SexX OffenseS..c.eccscersccccns 28 7 21 18 - 3 24 11 13 9 3 1
Class VII
Auto thefte.evveevscoacenass 606 477 129 109 4 16 709 533 176 159 7 10
Class VIII
NarcotiCBeecvevreeceareaoanna 297 156 141 127 1 13 303 156 147 131 9 7
RODDEIYerecsecsnssssnsnasens 226 152 74 56 1 17 264 179 85 78 5 2

! Assigned counsel refers to defendants assigned counsel by the Court under the provisions of the Criminal Justice Act of 1964.
2 Includes defendants for whom type of counsel was not reported.
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89 United States District Courts

Table 8c~2

Offense Class and Type of Counsel Showing Average Weight of Sentence

Where Initial Plea of Not Guilty was Changed to Guilty
Fiscal Years 1967 and 1968

Average sentence weight, F.¥. 1967

Average sentence weight, F.Y., 1968

Counsel not assigned Counsel not assigned
Assigned Not Assigned Not
Offense Class Total counsell Total Private Waived specified? Total counsel® Total Private Waived specified?
TOTALeeesvocnccccscansnmonssan 6.4 8.7 4.8 4.8 5.9 4.9 6.7 8.7 5.1 5.1 5.1 6.1
Special Offenses
Immigration lawsS...ecceseeces 2.2 2.4 2.0 1.9 (3) {3) 2.1 2.0 2.2 2.3 - (3)
Wagering tax vioclations..... 1.5 1.9 1.4 1.6 (3) 1.1 1.9 (3) 1.8 1.6 (3) -
Federal regulatory statutes. i.7 3.2 1.5 1.5 1.0 1.2 1.9 3.7 1.6 1.6 1.3 2.0
TOTAL LESS ABOVE.....ecoveevera 7.4 9.3 6.0 5.8 8.8 6.6 7.5 9.1 6.0 6.0 6.1 7.0
Class I
Fraud — Group A.vceseceseecs 2.7 2.2 2.9 2.9 - (3) 2.7 3.0 2.5 2.6 2.0 -
Embezzlement.. 2.9 3.3 2.7 2.8 {3) 2.0 3.0 2.7 3.1 3.1 (3) (3)
Obscene Mail.eecveeenvernese 3.8 (3) {3) (3) - (3) (3) (3) (3} (3) (3) -
Class II
Income tax frauG....c.eocea.. 2.8 2.7 2.7 2.7 - 7 2.6 3.5 2.5 2.5 2.7 (3)
Other fraud..ceceeieceecenns 3.3 4,2 2.9 2.9 - (3) 4.2 4.8 4.0 3.9 (3) (3)
Class III
Liquor, Internal Revenue.... 3.2 3.7 3.1 3.0 (3) 2.8 3.4 3.5 3.3 3.3 3.6 (3)
Class 1V
Theft.eeeereenecrneeececnnes 5.4 6.0 4.8 4.5 {3) 5.0 5.3 5.4 5.0 5.0 5.5 4.8
Postal fraud.... 4.9 . 6.9 4,1 3.8 (3) 5.6 4.2 4.9 4.0 3.9 4.6 -
FOrgery.eseeesrnccsersecsocs 5.9 5.7 6.0 6.2 (3) 5.3 6.3 6.4 6.0 5.6 (3) 11.0
Class V
Border registration, addicts 3.8 3.8 (3) (3) - - (3) (3 (3) (3) - -
Assault and homicide........ 8.0 10.4 5.2 6.1 (3) (3) 12,1 14.6 5.2 5.2 - (3)
Misc. general offenses...... 5.7 7.8 4.0 4.2 (3) 3.6 7.4 9.1 3.6 3.2 {3) (3)
Class VI
Counterfeiting..ececcssasasns 8.0 9.3 7.2 7.0 {3) .3 7.3 7.6 7.1 6.6 (3) {3)
BUrglary...cececcecsscnacnss 13.1 11.7 16.6 (3) - (3) 11.9 12.9 10.¢ 10.8 (3) (3)
Interstate transportation
of stolen property.e..e.s. 9.2 9.3 9.2 8.9 (3) 10.8 7.0 7.8 6.1 5.8 7.6 (3)
Marihuan@..eeceesecsnoeocass 8.1 8.3 7.7 8.0 (3) 5.7 g.6 8.9 8.1 8.2 (3) {3)
Selective Service Act....... 8.4 8.4 8.3 7.8 (3) 8.8 6.6 6.8 6.2 6.1 6.8 (3)
Other Natl. defense laws. 2.2 (3) (3) {3) (3) - {3) (3) (3) (3) - ~-
Sex offenses....ceavecconnnces 8.2 (3) 5.2 5.6 - (3) 15.1 19.4 11.4 (3) (3) (3)
Class VII
Autd thefteeeeecnceracensnes 7.1 7.6 5.1 5.0 (3) 5.0 6.9 7.6 4.8 4.7 (3) (3)
Class VIII
NarcotiCB.iceseceasscosscsnsas 13.8 12,9 14.6 14.4 (3) 18.0 14.9 13.6 16.2 17.1 (3) (3)
RObbEry.ceeeascasonncncanens 31L.8 31.7 31.9 32.7 (3) 27.9 29.9 30.4 28.7 29.3 (3) (3)

1 assigned counsel refers to defendants assigned counsel by the Court under the provisions of the Criminal Justice Act of 1964,
2 Includes defendants for whom type of counsel was not reported.

3 Weight not shown where base is 10 ox less.
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89 United States District Courts

Table 8d-1

Offense Class and Type of Counsel Showing Number of Defendants

Convicted by Court or Jury
Fiscal Years 1967 and 1968

Number of defendants in 1967
convicted by court or jury

Number of defendants in 1968
convicted by court or jury

— Counsel not assigned Counsel not assigned
Assigned Not Assigned Not
Offense Class Total counsel?! Total Private Waived specified? Total counsel* Total Private Waived specified?
TOTALe s cesvsorscassscnsansonsas 3,:13 1,449 1,764 1,514 54 196 3,619 1,707 1,912 1,697 129 86
Special Offenses
Inmigration lawS.ceeeercccces 42 26 16 13 - 3 66 40 26 24 1 1
Wagering tax violations...... 88 11 77 67 2 8 19 2 17 14 3 -
Federal regqulatory statutes.. 160 27 133 112 10 11 229 34 195 132 24 39
TOTAL LESS ABOVE...cecevescsens 2,923 1,385 1,538 1,322 42 174 3,308 1,631 1,674 1,527 101 46
Class I
Fraud — GIoUpP Aceeceecscancsss 28 1 27 23 - 4 21 6 15 14 1 -
Embezzlement..... 58 11 47 43 - 4 926 34 62 59 2 1
Obscene Mmuilesieiesecocscesens 9 - 9 4 - 5 14 6 8 8 - -
Class II
Income tax fraud.....eeceevas 58 5 53 42 - 11 66 3 63 53 7 3
Other fraude...ecoce.. 58 15 43 35 - 8 79 23 56 51 5 -
Class III
Liquor, Iaternal Revenue..... 422 133 289 265 8 16 366 110 256 241 13 2
Class IV
Theft.eseeeeeccarocaneronsoss 266 133 133 103 14 16 283 130 153 139 8 6
Postal fraud. 86 14 72 67 - 5 95 23 72 62 9 b
Forgery..eeee 155 102 53 47 1 5 185 124 61 54 6 1
Class V
Border registration, addicts. 17 9 8 6 - 2 2 2 - - - -
Assault and homicide...evseas 76 48 28 22 3 3 78 41 37 34 1 2
Misc, general offenses....... 7221 67 154 127 - 27 219 76 143 127 11 5
Class VI
Counterfeitingecees voveenans 70 25 45 36 - 9 117 50 67 59 5 3
BULGLlaryeeeeeseorcecossancons 40 24 16 14 - 2 59 39 20 19 1 -~
Interstate transportation .
of stolen property...eeceeces 82 36 46 37 2 7 110 59 51 48 3 -
Marihuin@eeeesoseoscvases . 106 51 55 46 - 7 194 111 83 82 1 -
Selective Service Act...cees. 210 98 112 85 11 16 264 111 153 130 16 7
Other Natl. defense laws..... 11 5 6 4 - 2 19 4 15 12 2 1
Sex offensSesS..cceecsccceccace 40 22 18 17 - 1 43 23 20 19 - 1
Class VIT
Auto theft.ieesscecesovecasans 462 381 8l 71 3 7 489 375 114 105 4 5
Class VIII
NarcoticS..... 275 101 174 165 - 9 269 123 146 135 3 8
ROBbErY.sessosossvecnascncnns 173 104 69 61 - 8 237 158 - 79 76 3 -

1 pssigned counsel refers to defendants assigned counsel by the Court under the provisions of the Criminal Justice Act of 1964,
2 Includes defendants for whom type of counsel was not reported.
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Table 8d-2

89 United States Courts

Offense Class and Type of Counsel Showing Average Weight of Sentence
for Defendants Convicted by Court or Jury

Fiscal Years 1967 and 1368

Average sentence weight, F.¥Y. 1967

Averaqge sentence weight, ¥.,¥Y, 1968

Counsel not assigned Counsel not assigned
Assigned Not Assigned Not
Offense Class Total counsell Total Private Waived specified? Total counsel?! Total Private Waived specified?
TOTAL.ceeurecvosrovosennsncsass 11.0 11.7 10.4 10.5 4.4 40.8 11.2 12.7 9.6 10.1 6.4 5.6
Special Offenses
Immigration lawS..esvecsscssa 2.6 2.3 3.0 2.9 - 2.3 3.6 3.5 3.9 3.4 (3) (3)
Wagering tax violations...... 2.9 2.3 3.9 3.1 3.0 3.1 3.0 (3) 3.2 2.5 (3) -
Federal regulatory statutes.. 3.6 6.9 2.9 3.0 1.2 3.6 4.2 3.9 4.3 6.1 1.4
TOTAL LESS ABOVE....ceacceseses 11.7 12.1 11..4 11.6 5.3 1il.8 11.9 13.1 10.7 10.8 10.1 9.0
Class I
Fraud - Group A.esececossccos 4.1 (3) 4.8 4.3 - (3) 2.6 (3) 2,9 3.0 (3) -
Embezzlement.eenesecsseneases 4.4 4.6 4.3 4.5 - (3) 5.4 5.8 5.2 5.4 (3} (3)
Obscene Maileeeecoseoscssoons 4.4 - (3) (3) - (3) 5.2 (3) (3) (3) - -
Class II
Income tax £raud.......e..... 4.6 (3) 4.2 4.4 - 3.6 4.0 (3) 4.0 4.0 (3) (3)
Other fraud...eeeceasocaceses 4.7 4.0 5.0 4.7 - (3) 7.1 4.3 8.2 8.5 (3) -
Class III
Liguor, Internal Revenue..... 5.1 4.7 5.3 4.9 (3) 5.0 5.2 5.1 5.2 5.4 2.8 (3)
Class IV
Theft.ceceeeseererccerosananes 8.6 7.8 9.4 8.3 1.8 7.9 7.8 8.6 7.2 7.1 (3) (3)
Postal £raude..ceeceocccecccccss 8.9 8.7 8.9 8.7 - (3) 7.2 10.0 6.3 6.9 (3) (3)
FOLGEIYeeareosesrasavasansans 6.9 7.0 6.8 6.7 (3) (3) 8.7 8.6 9.0 9.8 (3) (3)
Class V
Border registration, addicts. 3.3 (3) (3) {3) (3) (3) 2.5 2.5 - - - -
Assault and homicide...cecess 9.9 12.7 5.1 5.4 (3) (3) 9.5 11.2 7.5 7.7 (3) (3)
Misc. general offenses....... 12.4 14.0 11.7 9.9 - 20.0 10.3 12.1 9.3 8.4 21.6 (3)
Class VI
Counterfeitingesecececscccnas 13.7 14.0 13.6 14.4 - (3) 11.4 10.1 12.5 12.4 (3) (3)
BUYGLATY.esssacecocranssncans 20.3 22.8 11.1 17.9 - (3) 16.2 14.5 19.6 20.1 (3) -
Interstate transportation
of stolen propertyesceccecacss 10.8 10.2 11.4 10.5 (3) (3) 13.8 13.4 14.4 14.5 (3) -
Marihuana..eceeeseeecccccennes 14.8 13.1 15.5 16.2 - (3) 15.5 15.8 15.0 14.9 (3) -
Selective Service Act........ 9.3 9.6 9.1 9.2 9.1 8.7 9.4 9.0 9.7 9.5 11.6 (3)
Other Natl. defense laws..... 7.2 (3) (3) (3) (3) (3) 3.4 (3) 3,2 3.2 (3) (3)
Sex OffenseB..cceesssesceccas 13.6 4.1 12.9 13.1 (3) 11.6 13.6 8.6 9.0 - (3)
Class VIIL
Auto thefteeeeveescaaenscans 9.0 9.2 7.9 7.1 3) (3) 8.6 8.9 7.6 7.6 (3) (3)
Class VIII
NarcotiCB.cessnvesocsvenncios 21.8 18.5 23.7 23.7 - (3) 21.9 21.8 22.0 22.0 (3) (3)
RODDELY.veseenarscassncnsosne 38.0 36.9 39.6 39.5 - (3) 35.6 36.5 33.9 33.6 (3) -

1 Agsigned counsel refers to defendants assigned counstel by the Court under the provisions of the Criminal

2 Includes defendants for whom type of counsel was not reported.

® Weight not shown where base is 10 or less.

Juastice Act of 1964.



2., Types of Sentences

The three general forms of sentences are imprisonment,
probation, or fine. Also available to the courts are several
alternatives whereby imprisonment, probation, or fine may be
used in various c¢onbinations. What follows is intended to
provide a better understanding of the groupings according to
statutory procedures illustrated in the special chart "Sen-
tencing Alternatives" and in the statistical analysis which
follows.

First, in broad perspective, there are three types of
statutory sentencing procedures, the Federal Juvenile Delin-
quency Act, the Federal Youth Corrections Act, and the regular
adult procedures.

a. FPFederal Juvenile Delinquency Act. The Federal Juvenile
Delinquency Act may be used in the cases of juveniles who elect
to be handled under this procedure, but only with the consent
of the Attorney General. The juvenile so proceeded against
must have been under the age of 18 at the time the offense was
committed. Persons who were placed on probation, or sentenced
to confinement under the Federal Juvenile Delinquency Act are
shown separately in this report.

b. Youth Corrections Act. The Youth Corrections Act may
be used by the court in sentencing youths under the age of 26,
The use of the Youth Corrections Act is discretionary with the
courts, Usually youths sentenced under the Act are committed
under the provisions of Title 18, United States Code, Section
5010(b) for a period of up to four years imprisonment to be
followed oy supervision in the community for no less than two
years. In thils report persons sentenced in this way are regarded
as having a maximum sentence of four years imprisonmerit. Because
persons committed under this procedure may be released by the
United States Board of Parole at any time, sentences in Youth
Corrections Act cases are regarded as indeterminate. A few
sentences under the Youth Corrections Act are imposed under
the provisions of Section 5010(c), which authorizes the im-
position of a term of imprisonment under regular statutory
sentencing procedures with release from the institution on
parole at any time.

c. Regular and Indeterminate Sentences. Adults sentenced
under the regular federal sentencing statutes comprise the
largest group of persons sentenced by the United States district
courts. These sentences include imprisonment and probation with
its various types of sub-groups; immedliate probation, split
sentence, delayed probation and probation without supervision.
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SENTENCING ALTERNATIVES --UNITED STATES COURTS

) FEDERAL JUVENILE DELINQUENCY ACT YOUTH CORRECTIONS ACT REGULAR CRIMINAL PROCEDURE
Juvenile Delinquent,--A person who Youth Offender.--A person under the Adult Offenders
has not attained his eighteenth age of twenty-two years at the time .
birthday at time of violation of |===~ <=~~~ } of conviction (L& U.S.C. 5006e) HE )
law not punishable bg‘death or 1 (optional)
life imprisonment (18 U.S.C. 5031) | Young Adult Offender.--A person who <
Y ! has attalne% gis twentg;szcogdhi M
A ' birthday but has not attaine s R
: ’ | twenty-gixth virthday at he time OB3ERVATION AND STUDY
! /’ ' of conviction (18 U.S.C. 4209) © (15 u.5.C. b4208b)
‘ti 1 ! — - Commitment deemed to be for
(Op 2na ) ! H LA maximum sentence of imprison-
: ’ ! (optional) nent prescribed by law. Com-
(Vi | e plete report with recommenda-
1 tions within three months
) unless court grants time not
OBSERVATION AND STUDY 1 OBSERVATION AND STUDY te exceed an additional three
(18 u.s.0, 503&% N (18 u.s.C. 5010e) months f'or further study.
Report furnished to the court | Report within sixty days or Defendant returned to court
within sixty days unless the | such additional period as the for final disposition. Court
court grants additional time 1 court may grant. Defendant may then grant probation, or
for further study. Juvenile I returned to court for final affirm or reduce the original
returned to court for final i disposition. sentence of imprisonment and
disposition. | commit under any applicable
¢ provision of law. Sentence
| runs from date of original
i comritment.
v ! \'Z v
1
DISPOSITION (18 U.S.C. 503%4) | DISPOSITION (18 U,s.C. 5010) DISPOSITION
[
1. Probation H 1. Probation--imposition or execution of sentence suspended 1. Probation--whether offense punishable by fine or imprisonment or
. ‘ (18 u.s.c. 5010a) both, if offense not punishable by death or life imprisonment or
a. Definite period not to exceed minority ] probation not barred by statute (18 U.S.cC. 3651)
b. Period of minority i Court may unconditionally discharge prior to expiration of
: period of probation, which discharge shall automatically set a. Imposition or executlion of sentence suspended. Not to exceed
2. Commitment to custody of Attorney General § aside the conviction (18 U.S.C. 5021b) period of five years
]
a. Definite period not to exceed minority : 2, Commitment to custody of Attorney General b. If sentence provided for offense is more than six months
b. Period of minority 0 sentence in excess of six months may be imposed, confinement
| a. Indeterminate sentence (18 U.S.C. 5010b) in jail-type institution ordered for period not exceeding
Commitment shall not exceed term which might have been : six months and executlon of remainder of sentence suspended
imposed had juvenile been tried and convicted of the i Shall be released conditionally under supervision on or before and defendant placed on probation for period not to exceed
alleged violatlon. | the expiration of four years from date of conviction and dis- five years
| charged unconditionally on or hefore six years from the date
Juvenile may be released on parole at any time under | of conviction (186 U.S.C. 5017c) c. Imposition or execution of sentence on one or more counts
such conditions and regulations as the Board of Parole | May be conditionally released under supervision at any time suspended and probation ordered to follow period of commit-
deems proper (18 U.S.C. 5037) and may be discharged : (16 U.s.C. 5017a) ment ordered on other counts
from supervision prior to expiration of sentence N May be discharged unconditionally at the expiration of one
(18 u,s.c. 4208d) X year from the date of conditional release (18 U.S5.C. 5017b) 2. Commitment to custody of Attorney General
: Upon unconditional discharge before expiration of the raximum
! sentence of commitment the conviction shall be automctically a. Definite sentence within term authorized by applicable
: set aside (18 U.S5.C. 502la) penalty provision
| b. Indeterminate sentence in excess of six years for any If sentence exceeds 180 days may be released on parole after
] further period authorized by law for offense or offenses serving one-third of term or after serving fifteen years of a
' for which convicted (16 U.S.C. 5010c) 1ife sentence or of a sentence of over 45 years (18 U.S.C. 4202)
1
i Shall be released conditionally under supervision not later b. Indeterminate sentence
I than two years before expiration of sentence and discharged
] unconditionally on or before expiration of sentence computed (1) Sentence for a term exceeding one year and designate
) from date of conviction (18 U,S.C. 5017d) parole eligibility date which may be less than but not
! Maflgeucgngitio?al%y released under supervision at any time more than one-third of the sentence (18 U.S.C. 4208(a)(1))
| .5,C. 5017a
[ May be discharged unconditionally at the expiration of one (2) Sentence for a term exceeding one year and specify parole
| year from the datc of conditional release (18 U,5.C, 5017b) eliglbility at such time as the Board of Parole may
OTHER APPLICABLE PROCEDURE Upon unconditional discharge before expiration of the maximum determine (18 U.S.C. 4208(a)(2))
l sentence of commitment the conviction shall be automatically
If juvenile has violated law punishable 1 set aside (18 U.S.C. 502la) Board of Parole may discharge from supervision prior to
by death or life imprisonment or refuses explration of sentence (18 U.S.C. heogd)
to consent to FIJDA procedure or Attorney ..! c. Any other applicable penalty provision (1& U.5.C, 50104)
General directs other procedure the case 3. Fine
will be handled under Youth Correctlons Board of Parcle may discharge from supervision prior to expira-
Act or regular adult criminal procedure tion of sentence (18 U,S,C. 4208d) without granting uncondi-
tionsl discharge
MANDATORY SENTENCING PROVISIONS - NARCOTIC CONTROL ACT OF 1956 , NARCOTIC ADDICT REHABILITATION ACT OF 1966
Title I Eligible offender may be confined fo: riod of 30 days Title II Eligible convicted offender may be committed to custody
Imgolb;ition zrdexecutign of senﬁence shall not be suspended, probation shall vhich may bescxtended for an aydditional 30 dn;nafgs cxamina?;ion Y of Attorney gener&l for 30 days or any additional period granted
ggrtaingf,i’glitioﬁ’s’do% U's'gi 502 (pggolljeoeligibility) shall not apply for and report by Surgeon General. If the court determines that the by court for examination. (18 U.S.c, 4252)
narcotic laws (26 U.5.C, 7237d). offender s en nddict and 1s 1ikely to be rehabilitated through I the court determines that the offender 13 an adidct
_ treatment, the court shall commit him to the custody of the Surgeon and is likely to be rehabilitated through treatment, 8!
gguggmﬁfﬁgge‘iidgﬁd%;et;iggzsfggsyg%riaog Sgg agozg?bfi'gi ?ci:‘ con{/h:l;itégn may General for treatment, the total period of which shall not exceed commit him to the custody of the Attorney General for treatment
States v. Lane, 284 F, 2d 935 (C.A.9) Héwévér this’ nrocedire is not 36 months, Successful treatment including supervised aftercare for an indeterminate period not to exceed 10 years, but not to
avallable to y(’mng adult offenders (72 Stat 84?3) 3 o in the community results in dismissal of original charge. Poor exceed the maximum sentence that could have been imposed.
fe—— ' . response results in resumption of original criminal procecdings. (18 v.s.c. 4253)
o (28 u.s,c. 2502-2903) After 6 months treatment the Board of Parole may
conditionally release as if on parole. (18 U.S.C. 425h-4255)




Adults who are imprisoned are further divided into groups
which indicate when they will subsequently be eligible for
release from imprisonment. First, most sentences to imprison-
ment can be described as regular. The sentence is definite and
the prisoner will be eligible for release into the community
by the United States Board of Parole after serving one-third
of the sentence imposed, or upon mandatory release under the
provisions of the "good time" statutes, (There are always a
few persons who because of thelr institutional conduct serve
the entire sentence without parole supervision or mandatory
release,)

Second, the Imprisonment group also includes adults sen-
tenced under the indeterminate provisions of Title 18, United
States Code, Section 4208(a)(l) where the court may set a
minimum term of not more than one-third the maximum allowable
sentence with eligibility for parole at any time thereafter,
or under 18 U,S.C, 4208(a)(2) whereby the court may set a
maximum term and no minimum. When the minimum term is set
by the court, the United States Board of Parole may consider
release on parole when the minimum period expires; where the
court does not set the minimum, the Board of Parole may con-
sider release on parole at any time, In this report both
types of sentences are referred to as indeterminate, along
with the Youth Corrections Act sentences discussed above.

Third, with the passing of the Narcotic Addict Rehabili-
tation Act of 1966, there were 125 commitments under Title II
in 1968. These commitments were made to the Attorney General
for an indeterminate period of 10 years. These have been in-

cluded in the indeterminate sentence category. Statistics on the

use of the NARA statutes appear in the Appendix.

Fourth, another category of sentences involving imprison-
ment are those referred to as mixed sentences. Defendants so
sentenced have not only a term of imprisonment to complete,
but also a term of probation following completion of the term
of imprisonment or any portion of the term which is served
under supervision in the community after parole., It is not
unusual for these persons to complete a portion of their first
term in confinement followed by a period of parole which is
then followed by a term of probation.

d. Probation. The four classifications used to describe
types of probation result from procedures used by the court in
carrying out the probation statute, Title 18, United States
Code, Section 3651. The first of these is when the court places
the defendant on probation without any intervening imprisonment
or delay, the classification of immediate probation is used.
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Second, when the court combines a term of imprisonment
not to exceed six months with a probation term of up to five
yvears, '"split sentence" is used to describe such sentences.

Third, delayed probation refers to those situatlons where
persons are serving previous federal or state sentences and
must therefore be given a postponement before they can begin
serving their new probation term. This type of sentence is
similar to a mixed sentence, except that the probation term
imposed usually arises out of a separate and completely un-~
connected conviction, In a few instances a parole or mandatory
release supervision period must be completed before the delayed
probation can actually commence,

Fourth, individuals placed on probation with no supervision
have been so designated.

e. The "fine only" group is limited to those persons who
receive a fine, but no other sentence. When a sentence to im-
prisonment or probation includes a fine, for purpose of this
report the sentence is classified as one of imprisonment or
probation.

f. Finally, "all other" refers to sentences of imprison-
ment or probation of four days or less, fines which were re-
mitted or suspended, defendants for whom deportation was
ordered following conviction and in a few cases where the
sentence was suspended.

Sentencing Alternatives

A six year summary of the sentences imposed in the United
States district courts appears in Figure E Corresponding to
the sentence data is the graphic presentation in Chart 4 which
shows the number of defendants sentenced to imprisonment, placed
on probation and fined.

Both Figure E and Chart 4 highlight the continued decline
in the number of convicted defendants. However, the three
general types of sentences did not share this decrease., For
those imprisoned there were about five percent fewer in 1968
than in 1967. The number fined dropped by 21 percent, Only
the proportion placed on probation increased, by five percent.

Of the 11,347 sentenced to imprisonment the number of
commitments under regular procedure and under the Youth Correc-
tions Act dropped, 11 percent and one percent, respectively.
Defendants imprisoned under a mixed sentence, that is, a term
of imprisonment followed by probation, increased by 16 percent
over 1967. Indeterminate sentences increased by 14 percent with

’
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CHART 4

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

TYPE OF SENTENGE IMPOSED ON CONVICTED DEFENDANTS

FISCAL YEARS 1963-1968

Number of
convicted
defendants

40,000

20,000

10,000 %ﬁiiif%%%%%ﬁ%%gﬁ%%%ﬁﬁggﬁ%%%%ﬁ%%%%ﬁ%%%ﬁ%@»ﬁ%%&%ﬁ%%ﬂf (@
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1963 1964 1365 1966 1967 1968

NOTE: Excludes District of Golumbia and territories. Fine includes deportation
?

'senfem':es of probation or imprisonment 4 days or less, or fine only which
15 remitted or suspended,

Source: Administrative Office of the United States Cotrts
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Figure E -~ Type of Sentence Imposed, Fiscal Years

*¥Other dilsposition includes sentences of imprisonment or probation of four

days or less, deportation, fine only, which is remitted or suspended.
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1963~1968
Percént
_ ‘ change
Sex and sentence 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968 | 1968
type of convicted over
defendants 1967
TOTAL.eeoevnennons 29,803 29,170 28,757 27,314 26,344 25,674 | .2.5
Male....oeveuerns 26,914 26,228 25,974 24,528 23,766 23,069 | -2.9
Female,......... 2,086 2,080 1,957 1,975 1,805 2,033 | 12.6
Corporation..... 803 862 826 811 773 572 |-26.0
Percent........... 100.0 100.0 - 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 -
Male........... . 90,3 89.9 90.3 89.5 90.2 89.9 -
Femalei..oeo-... 7.0 7.1 6.8 7.2 6.9 7.9 -
Corporation..... 2.7 3. 2.9 3.0 2.9 2.2 -
TOTAL SENTENCE
TYPE.o.veveoeonens 29,803 29,170 28,757 27,314 26,344 25,674 -2.5
F.J.D.A,, only.... | 1,200 1,188 1,143 1,060 882 862 | .2.3
Imprisonment.... 589 562 568 510 L2 461 | 9.2
Probation....... 594 609 575 550 460 ho1 (.32,
Other.....ccev0. 17 17 - - - - -
All other except
FJJDA . .oua.n. 28,603 27,982 27,614 26,254 25,462 24,812| _, ¢
Imprisonment.,..... 11,882 11,596 11,833 11,389 11,443 10,886 -4.9
Regular......... 9,093 8,695 8,659 8,313 8,018 7,160(_30.7
Indeterminate... 1,303 1,500 1,784 1,722 2,065 2,347 13'7
Mixed sentence,, 357 378 323 288 226 261 15'5
Youth Correction _ .
Act............| 2,129 1,023 1,067 1,006 1,134 1,118]| -1.4
Probation...... es. | 12,621 12,140 11,486 11,099 10,195 10,716 5.1
Immediate....... 10,694 9,820 9,189 8,652 7,877 8,429| 7.0
Split sentence..,| 1,168 1,115 1,267 1,383 1,220 1,241| 1.7
Delayed......... 378 60k 508 L6 465 yo7| -8.2
No supervision.. 381 601 522 618 633 619] -2.2
Fine only......... 2,847 2,689 2,477 2,356 2,293 1,816(-20.8
Suspended sentence
and othexr dlspos- S
ition*........ eeo| 1,253 1,557 1,818 1,410 1,531 1,394} -8.9 ‘



most of this increase due to the commitment of 125 offenders
under provisions of the Narcotic Addict Rehabilitation Act of
1966. Also there was an increase of imprisonment for Jjuveniles
adjudicated under the Federal Juvenile Delinquency Act ...

up nine percent over 1967. It should be noted, however, that
‘the number of juveniles handled under the FJDA procedure again
declined. The 862 such adjudications in 1968 was t: 2 lowest’
in the six-year period and was 28.2 percent less than the

1,200 recorded in 1963. This downward trend follows the poli-
cies established by the Department of Justice to have as many
‘Juveniles directed to local authorities as possible since State
treatment facilities are closer to home then federal institu-
tions.

The alternative sentencing procedures used in 1968 by the
United States district courts are shown by offense in Table 9.

Overall 44,2 percent of the convicted defendants were imprisoned.

By excluding the three special offense groups the proportion is
49,8 percent, The use of imprisonment ranged from a low of 9.8
percent for embezzZlers to a high of 91.4 percent for robbers.

) Probation was used 43.3 percent. Again by excluding the
three special offenses the proportion rose to 47.9 percent,

Here the use of probation ranged from 89 percent for embezzlers
to 9 percent for robbers.

There has been a continued increase in the use of special
sentence procedures.
21.7 percent were sentenced under the YCA, FJDA, indeterminate
sentence or split sentence procedures. In 1967 the proporticu
was 20.1 percent, In 1965 18.3 percent of the convicted defe-
dants were sentenced under special procedures available under
the statutes. (See Figure F.)

In the last three years over half of the robbers have been

sentenced under special sentencing procedures, the bulk of which

weve under the indeterminate statute (18 U,.S.C., 4208(a)(") and
4208(a)(2), About 4u percent of the offenders convicted for
auto theft, burglary and sex offenses were sentenced under
speclal sentencing alternatives. However, the major special
sentence procedure varied among these three offenses. For

auto thieves, the indeterminate sentence and Youth Corrections
Act were used about equally followed by the FJDA procedure and
split sentence., Among burglary offenders, sentenced under
speclal procedures, adjudication under the Federal Juvenile
Delinquency Act accounted for 17 percent and another 14 percent
were committed under an indeterminate sentence. For the 95 sex
offenders 41 receilved special type sentences and almost half
received indeterminate sentence.
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In 1968, of the 25,674 defendants sentenced

T o T

Alternatives Used in the Sentencing of Convicted Defendants, by Offense Class, Fiscal Year 1968

Table 9

89 United States Diotrict Courts

Imprisonment Probation
Adults only Adults only percent!
Total Inde-
con~- Reg- termi-
victed ular | nate Mixed No Im-
defen- sen= sen- sen- Imme- . super - All Fine |prison- Pro~ All Fine
Offense class dants Total| tence| tence tence | YCA |FJDA Total | diate | Delay | Spiit | FIDA {vision | other anly | ment bation | other“{only
TOTALsceasecvsarcsns 25,6744 11,347| 7,160 2,347 261 1,118 461 |11,117( 8,429 427 1,241 401 619 1,394 1,816| 44.2 43.3 5.4 7.1
SPECIAL OFFENSES..csacses 5,171 1,139 1,004 77 11 39 8 1,289 766 73 93 18 339 1,293 1,450| 22.0 24.9 25.0 28.0
Immigration laws....... 2,461 884 833 43 4 3 1 283 76 60 28 3 116 1,245 49; 35,9 11.5 50.6 2.0
Wageing tax
violations.veesecncoss 177 15 12 2 1 - - 104 B4 - 8 - 12 1 57 8.5 58.8 0.6 2.2
Federal regulatory
[13:12 1011 P T ] 2,533 240 159 a2 6 36 7 902 606 13 57 15 211 47 1,344 9.5 35.6 1.9 53.1
TOTAL LESS ABOVE... 20,503 10,208| 6,156 2,270 250 1,079 453 9,828} 7,663 354 1,148 383 280 101 366| 49.8 47.9 0.5 l.8
CLASS Tevornaconnnsseasns 1,526 158 87 50 10 11 - 1,329| 1,197 7 92 -] 27 8 31 10.4 87.1 0.5 2.0
Fraud - Group A..coeees. 254 25 17 7 1 - - 209 192 1 6 - 10 4 16 9.8 82.3 1.6 6.3
Embezzlement....oeseues 1,231 123 66 39 7 11 - 1,09 981 6 83 5 16 4 13| 10.0 88.6 0.3 1.1
Obscene mail.seseveeses 41 10 4 4 2 - - 29 24 - 3 1 1 - 2| 24.4 70.7 0.0 4.9
CLASS IT.evecesoanesvanes 785 187 139 36 9 3 - 482 372 2 70 4 34 9 107¢ 23.8 61.4 1.3 13.6
Inceme tax fraud....... 498 100 81 14 S - - 3 236 - 57 - 18 1 86| 20.1 62.4 0.2 17.3
Other fraud.icececeessss 287 a7 58 22 4 3 - 171 136 2 13 4 16 8 21| 30.3 59.6 2.8 7.3
CLASS IIT - Liquor,
Internal RevenUa...eees 2,577 741 582 76 78 1 4 1,765( 1,373 18 as2 15 7 4 67| 28.8 68.5 0.2 2.6
CLASS IV.ivevsresoarsaansre 4,428 1,820f 1,131 416 66 137 70 2,530| 2,026 68 279 a3 64 24 54} 41.1 57.1 0.5 1.2
Thefteciivieennsnnnnss 282 895 557 185 19 85 49 1,335} 1,020 51 iel 63 40 16 36] 39.2 58.5 0.7 1.6
Postal £raudicesesccens 359 114 70 26 15 3 - 224 183 3 34 1 3 6 15| 31.8 62.4 L7 4.2
FOrgerYecosssacesocsonsy 1,767 a1l 504 205 32 49 21 971 823 14 84 29 21 2 3| 45.4 54.3 0.1 0.2
CLASS Vevesoesrnssessnens 1,321 732 503 158 5 37 29 496 372 21 46 32 25 17 76) 55.4 37.5 1.3 5.8
Border rugistration,
addictse auiennvencens 40 i3 9 3 - 1 - 18 10 2 - - 6 3 6] 32.5 45.0 7.5 15.0
Assault and homicide... 268 151 97 24 - 12 18 105 72 2 8 17 6 4 8| 56.3 39.2 1.5 3.0
Miscellaneous gene.al
Offenses, . ovasencaven 1,013 568 397 131 5 24 11 373 290 17 38 15 13 10 62{ 56.1 36.8 1.0 6.1
CLASS VI.. covev - veannces 3,649 2,136{ 1,325 49" 52 226 36 1,480} 1,142 58 151 57 72 13 20| 58.5 40.6 0.4 0.5
Counterfeiting.eecs.o.. 454 264 141 92 20 10 1 186 146 7 28 4 1 2 2| 8.1 41.0 0.4 0.4
BUrGlary..eessevessvacs 264 178 98 37 3 19 21 85 50 2 7 24 2 1 -1 67.4 32.2 0.4 -
Interstate transporta-
tion of stolen
Property.cecescasvenss 856 541 322 151 26 27 5 312 249 18 36 3 6 2 1} 63.2 36.4 0.2 0.1
Marihuana,...ceeeveeeees 1,136 506 281 80 3 135 7 617 460 25 57 18 57 [} 7| 44.5 54.3 0.5 0.8
Selactive Service Act.. 784 567 436 106 - 25 - 215 197 3 13 2 - 1 1 72.3 27.4 0.1 0.1
Other National defense
lawseesuessansarovassa 60 15 13 1 - 1 - a5 23 - ] - 6 1 9| 25.0 58.3 1.7 15.0
Sex offenses...coveeses 95 65 34 20 - 9 2 30 17 3 4 6 - - -} 68.4 31.6 0.0 0.0
CLASS VII - Auto theft,,, 4,402 2,866] 1,415 578 19 561 293 1,511} 1,000 169 138 1c8 36 18 7| es.1 34.3 0.4 0.2
CLASS VIIL..,uvosovsnnsss 1,815 1,568 974 459 11 103 21 235 181 11 20 8 15 8 4] 86.4 12.9 0.4 0.2
Narcoties.,..ooovuuisas <53 780 614 124 6 24 2 161 126 9 11 2 13 8 4| 81.8 16.9 0.8 0.4
RODBELY.oveovaravaseons 862 788 360 325 5 79 19 74 55 2 9 6 2 - -~ 91.4 8.6 0.9 0.1

1 percents may not add to 100.0 percent due to rounding.
2 1ncludes deportation and all sentences whare period of imprisonment or probation is four days or less, or fine only which is remitted or suspended.
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Figure p

Type of Offense Where Twenty Percent or More of the Defendants Convicted in
Fiscal Years 1967 or 1968 Were Sentenced Under Special Sentencing Procedures

Compared to Fiscal Years 1965 and 1966

Fiscal Year 1965

Fiscal Year 1966

Fiscal Year 1967

Fiscal Year 1968

*Percent with

*Percent with

*Percent with

*Percent with

Num- special sentence Num- special sentence Num~ special sentence Num~ special sentence
Offense® ber procedure ber procedure ber procedure ber procedure

All offenses,

totale.eeeoas 28,757 18.3 27,314 18.9 26,344 20.1 25,674 21,7
Robbery..coeens 660 43.6 577 52.5 703 52,3 862 50.8
Auto theft..... 5,041 39.5 4,843 38.8 4,523 41.0 4,402 39.5
Burglary.eeeees 297 38.4 264 50.4 250 39.6 264 40.9
Sex offenses... 118 21,2 126 38.1 97 39.2 95 43.2
Assault and

homicide..... 214 26.2 254 27.6 249 34.5 268 29.5
Interstate

transportation

of stolen

property..s.. 938 24.6 906 23.0 818 28.7 856 27.1
Counterfeiting. 274 20.1 295 28.8 311 26.0 454 29.7
Marihiana...... 470 16.6 650 19.1 772 23.3 1,136 26.1
Postal fraud... 418 17.7 385 18.4 341 22.0 359 17.8
Theft.eeeeoeaee 2,256 21,0 2,223 21.3 2,137 21l.1 2,282 23.8
Selective

Service Act.. (2) (2) 2
. (2) (2) 748 20.1 784 18.6

OIgerYecseasss 2,117 18.5 1,958

‘ ' 18.8 1,642 20.0 1,787 21.7

*Defendants convicted and sentenced under YCa,

sentence procedures.
1. See appendix for included offenses.
2. Not separately classified.

FODA, indetérminate sentence or split




Again returning to Table 9, it can be seen that as the
possible penalty increases, that is, more imprisonment than
probation, the proportion of special sentencing alternatives
avallable to the courts, such as Youth Corrections Act, Fed-
eral Juvenile Delinquency Act, indeterminate terms and split
sentence procedures, tend to increase, Thus, for Class I
offenses, only 10.4 percent of the convicted defendants were
sentenced under special sentencing provisions, while those
sentenced under Class VII and Class VIII offenses, the pro-
portion of convicted defendants sentenced under a speclal
sentencing provision was 39.5 and 33.7 percent, respectively.

Use of Probation

Table 9 shows the proportionate use of probation by
offense., Table D 8, set out in Part III, shows, by district,
the type of sentences imposed by the courts, together with the
actual and comparative percentage use of probation. Unlike
Table 9, Table D 8, excludes defendants convicted for violation
of immigration laws, wagering tax and Federal regulatory acts,
The figures on the comparative use of probation are obtained
by computing the overall national use of probation percentage-
wise for the eight offense classes and applying these percent-
ages on a comparative basis to the proportions of defendants
placed on probation for the eight offense classes in the
separate districts.

The proportionate use of probation for the eight offense
classes appears in Figure A of this report (supra). A word of
caution - the percentage figure on the comparative use of pro-
bation takes into account only one factdr, namely the offense
class. The other factors which are not taken into account and
which are regarded as significant by the courts when imposing
sentence include age and prior criminal record, as well as
other factors which are not subject to ready statistical
analysis such as family situations, employment, education, etc,

The Table D 8 compilations show the proportion of defend-
ants placed on probation and what such a percentage would be on
a national comparative use basis. Figure G combines into one
group those district courts which had the actual percentage
placed on probation adbove the national comparative use figures,
and into a second group those which were below the national com-
parative use figures., In the first group 49.0 percent of the de-
fendants were in those districts where the national comparative
use of probation was higher than the overall national average,
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Percentage Use of Probation Above or Below Comparative Use,

Figure G

Fiscal Years 1964-1968

aGa* 1965% 1966* 1967* 1968* _
i i i Convicted Numbex Convicte
Actual percent Numbex Convicted Number Convicted Number dCcfmv;ctte:d Numl;er degx;ndants o defendants
placed on probation of defendants d?f defendants dc?ts? efendants dgs- diem
above or below dis- is= 18- : ; N P &
percent comparative use tricts | Number | Percent | tricts | Number | Percent | tricts | Number } Percent | tricts Number | Pexcent | tricts umber | Percen
TOtaAl ceeeeccscacccacsnna 88 23,081 100.0 88 22,122 100.0 87 20,929 100.0 89 19,999 100.0 89 20,503 100.0
PERCENT ABOVE
Total Above... 52 12,576 54,5 48 11,356 51.3 45 10,946 52.3 47 11,293 56.5 44 10,048 49.0
40 O MOrEevevscscasccnse 3 278 1.2 5 407 1.8 2 ‘132 0.6 3 956 4.8 4 483 2.4
30 t0 39cccrecaccccccnnns 3 463 2.0 3 . 827 3.8 4 726 3.5 6 1,245 6.2 4 605 3.0
20 0 2%ccecrencrsccccans 10 1,087 4.7 13 2,110 9.5 7 1,101 5.3 8 1,650 8.3 5 792 3.9
10 £t0 19cceececocsssccane 17 5,763 25.0 12 3,808 17.2 18 5,307 25.4 8 2,733 13.7 11 2,479 12.1
1 £t0 Geeveececccctnnnnans 19 4,985 21.6 15 4,204 19.0 14 3,680 17.6 22 4,709 23.5 20 5,689 27.7
No difference between
actual use of probation
and comparative use of
probationeessceecscensces - - - 1 45 0.2 6 844 4.0 - - - - - -
PERCENT BELOW
Total Below... 36 10,505 45.5 39 10,721 48.5 36 9,139 43.7 42 8,706 43.5 45 10,455 51.0
I - T 14 3,248 14.1 14 4,000 18.1 16 4,228 20.2 13 2,159 ° 10.8 20 5,720 "27.9
10 to 19cucvecenvacancaes 17 5,484 23.8 16 5,741 16.9 11 2,605 12.4 13 3,306 16.5 13 2,258 1l.0
20 t0 29c.ceccncrccccnnnas 3 944 4.1 5 1,709 7.7 2 595 2.8 12 2,638 13.2 8 1,485 7.2
30 £0 39cnececiensnceccnn 1 356 1.5 2 671 3.1 5 1,165 5.6 4 603 3.0 2 674 3.3
40 Or MOXE..sseseesecaans 1 473 2.0 2 600 2.7 2 546 2.6 - - - 2 318 1.6

*  Excludes violators of

immigration laws, wagering tax laws and Federal regulatory statutes.




Figure H - Trend in Use of Probation and Imprisonment

Fiscal Years 1964-1968

Number Percent

of de-

fendants Fine

convicted or sus-

Offense group and Imprison- Pro- pended
and year sentenced ment bation sentence
All Offenses
1963, 0 eeeeecenccsnne 29,803 41.9 y,3 13.8
1964, ..o i it i i e 29,170 hy.7 43,7 14.6
1965, i i i e 28,757 43,1 41.9 14,9
1966 . et venerinenenens 27,314 43.6 42.6 13.8
1967 .. i iveeeeesonnnas 26,344 45,0 Lo.5 14,5
1968, vvnreececracnns 25,674 iy, 2 43.3 12.5
*Eight Offense Classes

1963, e eaereans 24, 965 bs5,2 50.1 L7
1064, .. e e 23,081 46,9 50.2 2.9
1965 e ittt oone 22,122 48.0 49,0 3.0
19660, v eee e iiineeenne 20,929 L8.3 L4o,1 2.6
1967 . e veeeeeresesaaas 19,999 50.3 hr.1 2.6
1968, . ves i it 20,503 49,8 7.9 2.3

*Excludes for all years defendants convicted for violatlons of
immigration laws, wagering tax laws and violations of Federal

regulatory acts,
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’ e districts where the actual use of probation was lower
Eggntgﬁ: national average there were 10,455 defendants compris-
ing 51.0 percent of all defendants convicted and sentenced. In
1968 the number of courts which placed 30 percent or more.persons
on probation than the national average (comparative use figure ]
was eight. There were only four courts where ?he use_of probation
was 30 percent less than average on a comparative basis.

Figure H shows for all defendants sentenced and for t@e eight
offense classes the percentage use of imprisonment, p?obatlon
and fine or suspended sentence, For the s@x—year period, 1963
to 1968, the percentage of defendants imprisoned in 1967 for
all offenses, and, separately, for the eight offen§e classes
was the highest and for those placed on propatign in 1967 tgg
percentage was the lowest. The percentage imprisoned in 19
though lower than 1967 was still higher than any year 1963 to

1966,

3. Severity of Sentence

The weighted sentence scale, as a measure of sentence
severity, was discussed earlier in this report in connection
with the tables describing the use of assigned counsel. Table
10 shows the weight values used in determining the severity
of sentence during the fiscal years 1964 through 1968 and
type of sentence and the number of defendants receiving such
sentences.

The welghted sentence method used in this report shows the
aggregate effect of the sentences imposed, ranging from a sus-
pended sentence, or probation without supervision, to a 1life
imprisonment. Once the weight values, shown in Table 10, are
assigned (and the same values are used from year-to-year) it
becomes possible to make comparisons not only of offense groups,
using the weighted sentence concept, but also the demographic
characteristics of convicted defendants as well as other factors,
such as those presented in the Table 8 series and in the tables
which follow,

Weight values have been ascribed to sentence types for the
purpose of statistically comparing the severity of sentences.
Table 10 shows the welght values used to determine the average
welghted sentences. The r.umber of defendants and sentence types
are shown in Table 10 for the years 1964-1968, The average sen-
tence value for each defendant was 6.7 in 1968, compared to 5.6
and 6.0 in 1966 and 1967, respectively.
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Table 10.

Weighting Scale for Severity of Sentence,
Sentence and Weight Value, Fiscal Years 1964-1968

United States District Courts

e of

Nuymber of defendants sentenced
Fiscel Fiscal Fiscal | Fiscal Fiscal
Welght year year year year year
Type of Sentence value 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968
Average weight value per
defendant ., ..ueeeeesoeas - 5.3 5.6 5.6 6.0 6.7
"
TOTAL DEFENDANTS
SENTENCED. ..+ vevvnunesn - 29,170 28,757 27,314 26,344 25,674
Suspended sentencel...... 0 1,574 1,833 1,410 1,531 1,394
Probation without
supervision............ 0 601 522 618 633 619
Fine only.....vvevunnnn., 1 2,689 2,477 2,356 2,293 1,816
Probation with
supervision:
Average weight value
lpgr ggfendiﬁt ....... - 2.2 2.6 2.4 2.5 2.5
o months....... 1 1,70 1,375 1,30 1,12 »0
13 to 36 months. ..... 2 6,64k 6.257 6:822 51625 %,o?g
Over 36 months.é ..... L 2,081 2,117 1,871 1,584 1,731
Split sentences<..... L 1,115 1,267 1,383 1,220 1,241
Delayed probatién3... L 60l 508 Lh6 465 bo7
Imprisonment (in months)
Average weight value
per defendant....... - 10.0 10.3 10.4 11,0 12,6
B 3 1,738 1,940 1,966 1,928 1,242
T = 12t ieeenenes 5 1,993 1,808 1,585 1,306 1,209
13 -24,.....00.0.... 8 3,067 2,836 2,62 2,589 2,171
25 - 26.. ............ 10 1,673 1,748 1,864 1,853 1,928
T =480, | 12 1,603 1,712 1,659 1,733 1,783
9 = B0ieiirinnnnens 14 1,216 1,339 1,172 1,311 1,519
6l = 120ue.tennencnn. 25 535 645 701 680 936
Over 120...... ceeens 50 273 353 323 465 559

lIncludes deportation and all sentences where
is four days or less, or fine only,

2split sentence refers to 18 U.s.c,
sentence for an offense is more th
of which up to six months can be served in a Jail
The balance of the gentence is suspended and the

3Delayed probation occurs when t
the termination of a local
period of hopsitalization o

period of imprisonment or probation

which is remitted or suspended.

3651 which provides that when the maximum

an six months,
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the court may impose a sentence
-type or treatment institution.

defendant placed on probation.

he court indicates that probation will begin at
or state term of imprisonment or probation, or a
r release from the military service. S
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The use of a uniform weighted sentence scale from yegg-to—
year facilitates comparisons of offense groups, districts and
demographic characteristics as to the severity of sentences.

The average sentence weights which represent suspended sentences
to long term imprisonment provide a means of comparing relative
sentence severity for the United States district courts.

Severity of Sentence by District

A new table to this series, Table D 1l0a, presents the five
year averages of the actual and comparative sentence welghts
by district for the years 1964 to 1968.

In Appendix Table D 9, the convicted defendants are dis-
tributed by offense and sentence type. This table also in-
cludes the average weighted sentence value for each offense
group. Table D 10 compares actual and comparative sentence
weights for each district, and shows the percent of deviation
sbove or below the comparative sentence weight. This table
also presents the type and length of sentences. Table D 8-a
also new, shows the actual and comparative sentence weights
for the years 1966, 1967, and 1968.

In 1968, as shown in Table 11, the average sentence
weights, which reflect the severity of the sentences i1lmposed
by the court, ranged from a low of 1.7 for immigratlon law
violators to a high of 32,1 for defendants convicted of robbery.

Twelve offense groups showed increases in sentence severity
over fiscal year 1967. The greatest increase took place among
defendants convicted of assault and homicide for whom averagée
sentence weights rose from 7.5 in 1967 to 10.4 in 1968, Four
offense groups maintained the same sentence values from 1967
to 1968 and nine groups showed a decrease.

In Figure I, the defendants are distributed by district
above or below the comparative sentence severity. Forty-nine
districts, representing almost 55 percent of all defendants
convicted, had average sentence welghts above the comparative
sentence value, Three districts had an overall sentence sever-
ity of thirty percent above the national average, while four .
districts had an overall sentence value of 30 percent below
the comparative welight.

Average Sentence Welght by Type of Disposition

Table 12 presents for 1968 a comparison of average sen-
tence weights by type of disposition and offense. The average
sentence welight of defendants pleading gullty at arraignment
was 5.5 during fiscal year 1968, up from 5.0 in 1967, Defen-
dants who changed their plea from not gullty to gullty received

4o~
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Figure I.

Percentage Severity of Sentence Above or Below Comparative Use,

Fiscal Years 1964-~1968

1964 1965 1966 1967 1968
Number Convicted Number Convicted Numbex Convicted Number Convicted Number Convicted

Actual percent change of defendants of defendants of defendants of defendants of defendants

above ox below comparative dis=- dis=- dis~ dis~ dis~
sentence severity tricts | Number | Percent | tricts | Number | Percent | tricts | Number | Percent | tricts | Number | Percent | tricts | Number | Percent
TQTAL.................... 88 29,170 100.0 88 28,757 100.0 87 27,314 100.0 89 26,344 100.0 89 25,674 100.0
PERCENT ABOVE
Total above... 44 13,619 46.7 34 9,692 33.7 44 13,524 49.5 51 15,119 57.4 49 14,073 54.8

30 O MOYCevsesoasecsncne 1 120 0.4 4 881 3.1 6 1,192 4.4 6 983 3.7 3 436 1.7
20 to 29.4enccascncncncee 8 2,289 7.9 5 1,555 5.4 5 943 3.4 7 1,470 5.6 12 2,409 9.4
10 tO 19.ctveeerscnsccans 15 4,417 15.1 13 4,361 15,2 12 3,643 13.3 16 6,477 24.6 16 4,298 16.7
1 tO Geecvconccosnsovanse 20 6,793 23.3 12 2,895 10.1 21 7,746 28.4 22 6,189 23.5 18 6,930 27.0
No difference between

actual sentence and

comparative sentence

severityseeescocecsvecs - - - 10 6,518 22.7 2 636 2.3 2 930 3.5 3 822 3.2

PERCENT BELOW
Total Below, ... 44 15,551 53.3 44 12,547 43,6 41 13,154 48.2 36 10,295 39.1 37 10,779 42,0

1 £0 9ceeveacccncccscecanse 17 5,733 19.7 15 5,954 20.7 18 7,123 26.1 17 3,697 14.0 12 3,827 14.9
10 0 19.ccescsssssccesne 17 8,553 29.3 14 3,750 13.0 15 3,994 14.6 10 3,736 14.2 15 4,924 19.2
20 tO 29.ccsvcvsssconcanse 6 880 3.0 8 1,968 6.8 5 1,795 6.6 7 1,118 4.3 6 508 2.0
30 OF MOXCuessescoscsosvss 4 385 1.3 7 875 3.0 3 242 0.2 2 1,744 6.6 4 1,520 5.9




Table 11

United States District Courts

Offense Class and Average Weight of Sentence for Convicted Defendants,
Fiscal Years 1964-1968

1964 1965 1966 1967 1968
N Total Average Total Average Total Average Total Average Total Average
convicted sentence | convicted |sentence convicted |sentence convicted |sentence | convicted sentence
Offense Class defendants weight defendants| weight _defendants weight defendants| weight defendants weight
TOtALlsesoevsonsovrerascascs 29,170 5.3 28,757 5.6 27,314 5.6 26,344 6.0 25,674 6.7
SPECIAL OFFEN3ES: 6,089 1.7 6,635 1.8 6,385 1.7 6,345 1.8 5,171 1.8
Inmiyration lawS....eeeevseces 2,588 2.1 3,285 2.2 3,033 2.1 3,220 2.1 2,461 1.7
Wagering tax violations,...... 799 1.6 799 1.9 676 1.9 461 1.8 177 1.8
Federal regulatory statutes... 2,702 1.3 2,551 1.3 2,676 1.2 2,664 1.5 2,533 1.9
TOTAL LESS ABOVE....ocvenss 23,081 6.2 22,122 6.7 20,929 6.8 19,999 7.3 20,503 7.8
Class Yeeaeeonoosasenannnnns ces 2,180 2.7 1,939 2.9 1,632 2.9 1,566 2.8 1,526 3.0
Fraud - Group A.c.eoeescasnnss 666 2.3 515 2.5 355 2.6 300 2.6 254 2.5
Embezzlement.sceaseecss 1,231 2.9 1,207 3.0 1,148 3.9 1,220 2.8 1,231 3.0
Obsgcene mail.cececeseecncocone 283 3.1 217 2.7 129 2.8 46 4.0 41 3.6
Class IT.eeeuveonovosseacessnanse 1,178 3.1 1,063 3.0 997 3.3 899 3.1 785 3.3
Income tax fraud....ceeesecees 597 3.1 574 3.0 593 3.1 542 3.0 498 2.7
Other Fraud.seesecvecacracsens 581 3.0 489 2.9 404 3.5 357 3.3 287 4.3
Clags III-Ligquor, Internal
REVENUE.cceasseocnse 4,445 3.7 3,999 3.8 3,406 3.9 2,893 3.7 2,577 3.8
Class IV.seeeeaasaoaronseanoncnns 5,348 4.9 4,791 5.1 4,566 5.0 4,120 5.4 4,428 5.7
Theft.eeeeeeveoscovasscsncnans 2,418 4.7 2,256 4.8 2,223 4.6 2,137 5.3 2,282 5.4
Postal fraud, 413 5.2 418 5.5 385 5.1 341 5.8 359 5.2
FOrgery.secsorecescssasossanns 2,517 4.9 2,117 5.4 1,958 5.4 1,642 5.4 1,787 6.1
ClasSs Veseasevsreossssscesnesone 1,070 5.7 1,088 6.6 1,158 6.2 1,284 7.0 1,321 7.3
Border registration, addicts.. 136 5.6 169 5.2 172 4.3 136 3.5 40 3.2
Assault and homicide..sseeecns 233 6.5 214 9.8 254 7.2 249 7.5 268 10.4
Miscellaneous general
OffensSeS.cescacavscsacsane 701 5.5 705 6.0 732 6.3 899 7.4 1,013 6.7
Class VI...eceenceocsonsnavonsons 2,351 7.9 2,425 8.2 2,698 8.1 3,097 8.7 3,649 8.7
Counterfeiting.ceeecerescaaens 294 7.4 274 7.2 295 g.1 311 9.0 454 9.0
BUYglary.eeesesoscecacescnscncs 251 9.1 297 9.2 264 9.2 250 12,3 264 12,7
Interstate transportation of .
stolen propert¥..ceesecssss 1,043 7.6 938 8.1 806 7.8 818 9.0 856 9.0
Marihuana...eiseecreess 353 9.7 470 9.9 650 8.5 772 7.6 1,136 7.8
Selective Service Act..cceeeee 206 5.3 242 5.6 a7l 6.9 748 8.7 784 8.2
Other national defense laws... 69 4.6 86 5.3 86 4.4 101 2.9 60 2.4
Sex Offenses..csevececavscsose 135 9.4 i18 10.6 126 10.8 97 10.4 95 11.9
Class VII - Auto theft....ecveee 5,066 7.5 5,041 7.5 4,843 7.6 4,523 7.7 4,402 7.7
Class VIIZ..ceesossonoecccocsnas 1,443 20.2 1,776 19.6 1,629 20.0 1,617 22.4 1,815 23.4
NarcotiCB.seeerecvsoaneoresnes 919 15.4 1,116 13.8 1,052 14.8 914 15.1 953 15.5
RODDBELYevesoceesssoasssnsnases 524 28.7 660 29.5 577 29.5 703 3l.9 862 32.1
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Table 12

89 United States District Courts

Offense Class and Type of Disposition for Convicted Defendants Showing
Average Weight of Sentence, Fiscal Year 1968

Number of convicted defendants

Average sentence weights

Plea of Plea of
guilty Plea of guilty Plea of
at not guilty | Convicted by at not guilty | Convicted by
arraign-} changed to arraign~- changed to
Offense class Total| ment guilty Court | Jury Total]| ment guilty Court Jury
b - P 25,674 | 16,221 5,834 1,184 2,435 6.7 5.5 6.7 7.6 13.0
SPECIAL OFFENSES...ecceecocsonsss 5,171 3,989 868 153 161 1.8 1.6 1.9 - 5.5
Immigration lawsS..........cc... 2,461 2,280 115 25 41 1.7 1.6 2.1 3.3 3.9
Wagering tax violatéons........ 177 60 98 6 13 1.8 1.3 1.9 - 3.3
Federal regulatory statutes.... 2,533 1,649 655 122 107 1.9 1.5 1.9 2.3 6.4
Total less above......veeenes 20,503 ] 12,232 4,966 1,031 2,274 7.8 6.7 7.5 8.3 13.5
Class Touveovonoccoovonnrosasnnna 1,526 1,036 359 42 89 3.0 2.7 2.9 2.9 6.0
Fraud = Group A..eeveceseoccase 254 117 116 7 14 2.5 2.4 2.7 - 3.1
Embezzlement...cceeneeveceensen 1,231 900 235 33 63 3.0 2.8 3.0 3.1 6.7
Obscene Mail..ceevevaccennconns 41 19 8 2 12 3.6 2.5 - 5.7
Class Il...cenesocncnncacoanoosns 785 322 318 28 117 3.3 2.5 3.0 3.8 6.2
Income tax fraud..........oc000 498 200 232 15 51 2.7 2.4 2.6 2.9 4.4
Other fraud.......eeeeesevccens 287 122 86 i3 66 4.3 2.6 4,2 4.8 7.6
Class IIIX
Liquor, Internal Revenue....... 2,577 1,557 654 125 241 3.6 3.6 3.4 4.4 5.7
€lass TViieereernnoncnconeanenns 4,428 2,739 1,126 165 398 5.7 5.2 5.5 5.3 9.2
Theft..ooeerrnerorrneonesseenne 2,282 1,436 563 85 198 5.4 4.9 5.3 5.7 8.8
Postal fraud.....cceevvevononn. 359 137 127 22 73 5.2 4.7 4.2 4.6 8.0
FOLgeLY.eeveorovocsonosesannnne 1,787 1,166 436 58 127 6.1 5.6 6.3 5.0 10.5
Class V..eveeeororooenoonooacsoss 1,322 684 338 86 213 7.3 6.1 7.4 6.3 11.6
Border registration, addicts... 40 30 8 2 - 3.2 3.4 - - -
Assault and homicide..seeeceess 268 117 73 23 55 10.4 9.8 12.1 7.4 10.4
Miscellaneous general offenses. 1,013 537 257 61 158 6.7 5.4 6.2 6.0 12,1
Clags VI..vevereoaenncesocscnanes 3,649 1,948 895 302 504 8.7 7.5 8.0 9.7 13.8
Counterfeiting......covveverees 454 190 147 17 100 9. 8.8 7.3 8.4 12.0
BUILQGlarY.oeeevesoncoserocconnon 264 145 60 13 46 12.7 11.5 11.9 7.8 18.7
Interstate transportation of
stolen property..iceceececess 856 507 239 15 95 9.0 8.8 7.0 11.4 14.2
Marihuana......cceveeevvvncroas 1,136 672 270 53 141 7.9 5.3 8.6 13.0 16.5
Selective Service Act......ov.. 784 374 146 196 68 8.2 7.9 6.6 9.1 10.5
Other national defense laws.... 60 32 9 3 16 2.4 1.8 1.8 - 3.7
Sex offenses...ceeeccvinccncenen 95 28 24 5 38 11.9 9.8 15.1 - 12.0
Class VII
Auto theft..seeevenvnrnnrennnes 4,402 3,204 709 164 325 7.7 7.7 6.9 6.8 9.6
Class VIII...vooeevnvvnocconcsone 1,815 742 567 119 387 23.4 21.1 21.9 19.5 31.1
NarcotiC8,. oeeeerecsvaonnneanns 953 381 303 83 186 15.5 11.4 14.9 17.5 23,9
RODDELY.ueeuncerrocessesannonns 862 361 264 36 201 32.1 31.3 29.9 24,2 37.7

NOTE:

Weight not shown where base is 10 or less.
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an average sentence weight of 6.7. This figure was 6.4 in
1967, and 5.6 in 1966 and 1965. The 1,184 persons convicted
by non-jury trials had an average weighted sentence of 7.6,

a twelve percent increase over the 1967 welghted sentence of
G.8. Defendants convicted by jury trial had the highest aver-
age sentence weight; 13.0 the same value as in 1967.

The comparatively higher sentence weights for defendants
convicted by jury trials are shown in Chart 5, which provides
the average sentence weights for the years 1906-1968, accord-
ing to the method of disposition.

Persons indicted for more serious crimes are most likely
to request a trial by jury. When such persons are then con-
victed by a jury, their sentences are more severe than those
received by defendants charged with the same offenses who
pleaded guilty at arraignment. Defendants indicted for
robbery or narcctic drug law violations received an average
sentence weight of 21.1 when pleading gullty at arraignment.
However, members of this offense class received weighted sen-
tences of 31.1 when tried by jury.

Over sixty-three percent of all defendants convicted in
1968 entered a plea of guilty at arraignment. Only 4,5 percent
of this group of defendants pleaded gullty to charges of nar-
cotic law violations or robbery. There were 5,834 defendants
(22.7 percent) who changed their plea from not gulilty to guilty.
The narcotic law. violators and robbery defendants comprised 9.7
percent of the defendants in this category. Almost fourteen
percent of all defendants convicted by court or Jjury trials
were convicted for narcotic violations and robbery.

The severity of the weighted sentence is dependent upon
the type of disposition and offense. Defendants pleading
guilty at arraignment had an average sentence welght of only
5.5. However, this value varied from 1.3 for defendants found
guilty of wagering tax violatlons to 31.3 for convicted robbers.
Violators of national defense laws (excluding the Selective Ser-
vice Act) had average weighted sentences of 1,8 following a
change of plea from not gullty to gullty. Defendants convicted
of robbery had a weighted sentence value of 29.9 following a
change of plea. Persons convicted at non-jury trials receilved
average weighted sentences ranging from 2.3 for the viclation
of Federal regulatory statutes to 24,2 for robbery. Among
defendants found gullty at jury trials, the special class of
fraud defendants received the lowest average welghted sentence -
3.1, while robbery defendants agaln had the highest average
welghted sentence -~ 37.7.
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weight
14.0

CHART 5

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

AVERAGE SENTENGE WEIGHTS BY DISPOSITION

FISCAL YEARS 1966 -1968

12.0
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4.0 [~
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1966
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Total

1968

1966 1967 1968

Plea of quilty at orraign-
ment

1966 1967

Plea of not guilty changed
to guilty

Q st B v
1966 1967 1968 1966 1967

Convicted by court Convicted by jury

NOTE: Excludes District of Columbia and territories

Source: Administrative Office of the United States Courts
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In all but. two offense groups, defendants convicted by
juries had the highest average sentence weights. Defendants
indicted for assault and homlcide had average weighted sen-
tences of 12,1 after a change of plea, and only 10.4 when con-
victed by jury. The average welghted sentence values for sex
offenders were respectively, 15.1 and 12,0 for defendants
who changed their plea to gullty and defendants who were tried
by jury. There were two offense groups for which the average
sentence weight for those convicted by Jury was at least three
times greater than the sentence.weight for defendants pleading
gullty at arraignment. These offenses are shown below:

Average sentence weight

Plea of gullty Convicted
vape ofhgffqnse at arraignment after jury trial
Federal regulatory

statutes 1.5 6.4
Marihuana 5.3 16.5

Seven additlional offenses showed average sentence weights
which were at least twice as high among defendents convicted

by Jjury trial compared to those pleading guilty at arraignment.
These are:

Average sentence welght

Plea of gullty Convicted
Type of offense at arralgtiment after jury trial
Immigration laws 1.6 3.9
Wagering tax vio-
lations 1.3 3.3
Embezzlement 2.8 6.7
Obscene mall 2.5 5.7
Misc., general
offenses 5.4 12.1

Other national
defense laws 1.8 3.7
Narcotics 11 L 23.9

FIGURE J - Weighted Sentence Severity by Age Group,
Fiscal Years 1964-1968

Age of convicted defendants* 1964 pvi;%ge Sigggnoelgg%ghtlg68
Under 25.....cueeenvnrnrncnnns .. 6.4 6.6 6.4 7.4 7.5
25 to 3h. i, cevees 6.7 7.0 7.5 8.1 8.6
35 and over........... ceeeareen 5.8 6.0 6.3 6.6 7.1

¥Excludes defendants convicted of speclal offenses and Juveniles

adjudicated under FJDA procedure.
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Table l2a-1

89 United States District Courts
Convicted Defendants by Offense Class, Type of Court Disposition and Type of Sentence Imposed, Fiscal Year 1968

Initial plea of not guilty Convicted by court
Total convicted Initial plea of guilty unchanged changed to guilty or jury
Imprison—~ Pro-~ Imprison~- Pro- Imprison=- Pro- Imprison- Pro-
Offense class Total ment bation Other Total ment bation Other Total ment bation Other Total ment bation Othexr
TOTAL . e ovvvosncnsnonosanna 25,674 { 11,347 11,117 3,210 |16,221 6,529 7,282 2,410 | 5,834 2,419 2,786 629 | 3,619 2,399 1,049 7L
SPECTAL OFFENSES....0e0-.. 5,171 1,139 1,289 2,743 3,989 205 806 2,178 868 120 298 450 314 114 85 115
Immigration laws........ 2,461 884 283 1,294 2,280 809 227 1,244 115 43 35 37 66 32 21 13
Wagering tax violations. 177 15 104 58 60 3 36 21 98 6 60 32 19 6 8 5
Federal regulatory .
statutes...covoennieen. 2,533 240 902 1,391 1,649 93 643 913 655 71 203 381 229 76 56 97
TOTAL. LESS ABOVE......eees | 20,503 || 10,208 9,828 467 {12,232 5,624 6,376 232 | 4,966 2,299 2,483 179 3,305 2,285 964 56
Class Ieveeeneosncoccancos 1,526 158 1,329 39 | 1,036 73 946 17 359 44 296 19 131 41 87 3
Fraud ~ Group A......... 254 25 209 20 117 4 107- 6 116 17 85 14 21 4 17 -
Embezzlement......covee. 1,231 123 1,091 17 900 67 823 10 235 25 204 5 96 30 64 2
Obscene mail....ovcoeens 41 10 29 2 19 2 16 1 8 1 7 - 14 7 6 1
Class IT...vecenecennonann 785 187 482 116 322 51 220 51 318 63 201 54 145 73 61 11
‘ ] Income tax fraud....,.... 498 100 311 87 200 30 133 37 232 37 151 44 66 33 27 6
| Other fraud............. 287 87 171 29 122 21 87 14 86 26 50 10 79 40 34 5
| = .
| Q0  class IITI ~ Liquor,
. Internal Revenue....... 2,577 741 1,765 7% 1,557 379 1,138 40 654 i76 454 24 366 18c 173 7
Class IV..viueceeeconcnonnn 4,428 1,820 2,530 78 | 2,739 1,054 1,647 38 | 1,126 467 633 26 563 299 250 14
Thefteereiosesneeeninens 2,282 89s 1,335 52 1,436 520 885 31 563 221 325 17 283 154 125 4
Postal fraud...........: 359 114 224 21 137 44 91 2 127 29 89 9 95 41 44 10
b FOXgerY.ceeeeeeeosaannns 1,787 8l 971 5 1,166 490 671 5 436 217 219 - 185 104 8l -
Class Vieeeeoevenosnsnnonns 1,321 732 496 23 684 380 260 44 338 156 145 37 299 196 91 12
1 Border registration,
' addicts...eeencnnncsnnns 40 13 18 9 30 11 11 8 8 1 6 1 2 1 1 -
| Assualt and homicide.... 268 151 105 12 117 64 48 5 13 43 27 3 78 44 30 4
l Misc. general offenses.. 1,013 568 373 72 537 305 201 31 257 112 112 33 219 151 60 8
‘ Class VI..ooeveeorrnnncnss 3,649 2,136 1,480 33 1,948 1,003 930 15 895 472 414 9 806 661 136 9
i Counterfeiting.......... 454 264 186 4 190 103 86 1 147 74 71 2 117 87 29 L
| Burglary..veeeeceaersoces 264 178 85 1 145 95 50 - 60 37 23 - 59 46 12 1
' Interstate transport-
ation of stolen pro-
PErtY.ccncecececncannns 856 541 312 3 507 321 186 - 239 132 106 1 110 88 20 2
' Marihuana...ececeeooansns 1,136 506 617 13 672 191 472 9 270 133 134 3 194 182 11 1
! Selective Service Act... 784 567 215 2 374 272 102 - 146 78 66 2 264 217 47 -
Other Nat'l, defensé
laWSe e eneesovosansaanes 60 15 35 10 32 8 19 5 9 2 6 1 19 5 10 4
Sex offenses............ 95 65 30 - 28 13 15 - 24 16 8 - 43 36 7 -
Class VII -~ Auto theft.... 4,402 2,866 1,511 25 | 3,204 2,093 1,093 18 709 428 274 7 489 345 144 -
1,815 1,568 235 12 742 591 142 9 567 493 71 3 506 484 22 -
= cotics, eno 953 780 161 12 381 261 111 9 303 254 46 3 269 265 4 -
Robbery.....ceveveeesoens | 862 788 74 - 361 230 31 - 264 239 25 - 237 219 18 -
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Table 12a-2
89 United States District Courts

Convicted Defendants by Offense Class, Type of Court Disposition and Type of Sentence Imposed, Fiscal Year 1968

Initial plea of guilty Initial plea of not guilty Convicted by court
Total convicted unchanged changed to guilty or jury
Percent? Percent! Percent?! Percentl
Imprison-— Pro- Imprison-— Pro=- Imprison- Pro- Imprison- Pro-

Offense class Total ment bation Other Total ment bation Other Total ment bation Other Total ment bation Other

TOTAL .coveveovasoonaneen ceresne 100.0 44.2 43.3 12.5 100.0 40.3 44.9 14.9 100.0 41.5 47.8 10.8 100.0 66.3 29.0 . 4.7

Sepcial OffenseS....ccouevve. 100.0 22.0 24.9 53.0 100.0 35.5 10.0 54.6 100.0 37.4 30.4 32.2 100.0 36.3 27.1 36.6

Immigration lawS......... 100.0 35.9 11.5 52.6 100.0 35.5 10.0 54.6 100.0 37.4 30.4 32.2 100.0 48.5 31.8 19.7

Wagering tax violations...... 100.0 8.5 58.8 32 8 100.0 5.0 60.0 35.0 100.0 6.1 61.2 32.7 - - - -

Federal regulatory statutes.. 100.0 9.5 35.6 54.9 100.0 5.6 39.0 55.4 100.0 l10.8 31.0 58.2 100.0 33.2 24.5 42.4

TOTAL LESS ABOVE....ceceveevane 100.0 49.8 47.9 2.2 100.0 46.3 50.1 3.6 100.0 46.3 50.1 3.6 100.0 69.1 29,2 1.7

100.0 10.4 87.1 2.6 100.0 7.0 91.3 1.6 100.0 12.3 82.5 5.3 100.0 "1.3 66.4 2.3

100.0 9.8 82.3 7.9 100.0 3.4 91.5 5.1 100.0 14.7 73.3 12.1 - - - -

100.0 10.0 88.6 1.4 100.0 7.4 91.4 1.1 100.0 11.1 86.8 2.1 100.0 31.3 66.7 2.1

100.0 24.4 70.7 4.9 - - - - - - - - - - - -

100.0 23.8 61.4 14.8 100.0 15.8 68.3 15.8 100.0 19.8 63.2 17.0 100.0 50.3 42.1 7.6

100.0 20.1 62.4 17.5 100.0 15.0 66.5 18.5 100.0 15.9 65.1 19.0 100.0 50.0 40.9 9.1

Other fraud.......eoveevecooce 100.0 30.3 59.6 10.1 100.0 17.2 71.3 11.5 100.0 30.2 58.1 11.6 100.0 50.6 43.0 6.3

Class III - Liquor, Internal

ROVEIIUC. o e sosseonssennsnn 100.0 28.8 68.5 2.8 | 100.0 24.3 73.1 2.6 | 100.0 26.9 69.4 3.7 | 100.0 50.8 47.3 1.9

Class IV., 100.0 41.1 57.1 1.8 100.0 38.5 60.1 1.4 100.0 41.5 56.2 2.3 100.0 53.1 44.4 2.5

Theft...... 100.0 39.2 58.5 2.3 100.0 36.2 61.6 2.2 100.0 39.3 57.7 3.0 100.0 54.4 44.2 1.4

Postq;’fraud................. 100.0 31.8 62.4 5.8 100.0 32.1 66.4 1.5 100.0 22.8 70.1 7.1 100.0 43.2 46.3 10.5

FOIgerY.ecerncovoosnononcanns 100.0 45.4 54.3 0.3 100.0 42.0 57.5 0.4 100.0 49.8 50.2 - | 100.0 56.2 43.8 -

Class Veueseussornaaranaceasnns 100.0 55.4 37.5 7.0 100.0 55.6 38.0 6.4 100.0 46.2 42.9 10.9 | 100.0 65.6 30.4 4.0

Border régistration, addicts. 100.0 32.5 45.0  22.5 | 100.0 36.7 36.7  26.7 - - - - - - - -

Assault and homicide......... 100.0 56.3 39.2 4.5 100.0 54.7 41.0 4.3 100.0 58.9 37.0 4.1 100.0 56.4 38.5 5.1

Misc. general offenses....... 100.0 56.1 36.8 7.1 100.0 56.8 37.4 5.8 100.0 43.6 43.6 12.8 100.0 68.9 27.4 3.7

Class Vii.ieceesseeseoonsncanans 100.0 58.5 40.6 0.9 100.0 51.5 47.7 0.8 100.0 52.7 46.3 1.0 100.0 82.0 16.9 1.1

Counterfeiting....covevucoen. 100.0 58.1 41.0 0.9 100.0 54.2 45.3 0.5 100.0 50.3 48.3 1.4 100.0 74.4 24.8 0.9

Burglary..coceeciecenssoncanes 100.0 67 .4 32.2 0.4 100.0 65.5 34.5 - 100.0 61.7 38.3 - 100.0 78.0 20.3 1.7
Interstate transportation of

of stoien property¥.....cece... 100.0 63.2 36.4 0.4 100.0 63.3 35.7 - 100.0 | 55.2 44.4 0.4 100.0 80.0 18.2 1.8

Marihuana...eeeeevecocoseases 100.0 44.5 54.3 1.1 100.0 28.4 70.2 1.3 100.0 49.3 49.6 1.1 100.0 93.8 5.7 0.5

Selective Service Act..... 100.0 72.3 27.4 0.3 100.0 72.7 27.3 - 100.0 53.4 45.2 1.4 | 100.0 82.2 17.8 -

Other Natl. defense laws..... 100.0 25.0 58.3 16.7 100.0 25.0 59.4 15.6 - - - - - - - -

Sex OffensSeS...eiecvecsoccnns 100.0 68.4 31.6 - | 100.0 46.4 53.6 - - - - - { 1n0.0 83.7 16.3 -

Class VII - Auto theff....se... 100.0 65.1 34.3 0.6 100.0 65.3 34.1 0.6 100.0 60.4 B 38.6 1.0 100.0 70.6 29.4 -

)

Class VIIL...vvvoveercvoansonnnn 100.0 86.4 12.9 0.7 100.0 79.6 19.1 1.2 100.0 86.9 12.5 0.5 100.0 95.7 4.3 -

NarcoticS.eevevonaecsss 100.0 81.8 16.9 1.3 100.0 68.5 29.1 2.4 100.0 83.8 15.2 1.0 100.0 98.5 1.5 -

RODDEYY.vvveeooeneosnnooacans 100.0 91.4 8.6 - | 100.0 91.4 8.6 - 100.0 90.5 9.5 - | 100.0 92.4 7.6 -

lpercents may not add to 100.0 due to rounding.

Percents not shown where base

is 25 or less.
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- ported was 79 percent,

The high average sentence weights for defendants con-
victed by court or jury trial is a reflection of the large
proportion of these persons receiving terms of imprisonment
rather than probation or fines. Tables 1l2a-1 and 12a-2 show
the disposition and type of sentence imposed on convicted
defendants by offense class. In Table 1l2a-1l, the actual
number of defendants 1s shown for each type of disposition
and sentence.

Table 12a-2, presernting the statistics in percents, in-
dicates that only EO percent of all convicted defendants plead-
ing gullty at arraignment received prison sentences, while 66
percent of the defendants convicted by court or Jjury had com-
parable sentences. Convicted narcotic viclators received
prouation 29 percent of the time 1f they entered a plea of
gulilty at arraignment. This figure dropped to 15 percent 1f
they changed their plea and fell again to only 1.5 percent

if the Jdefendants faced trial.

In Table 13, the weighted sentence values are distributed
on the basis of the age of the defendants and offense. The
defendants aged 25-34 years had the highest overall weighted
sentence value. However, in fourteen individual offense
groups, including auto theft, narcotics, wurglary, and liquor
law violatlons, the defendants with the highest average welghted
seritence were at least 35 years of age. Approximately one~half
of the Marihuana Tax Act offenders were under 25 years of age
(average weighted sentence 6.2), but defendants over 34 ¥ears
of age had a much higher average welghted sentence (11.1).

The average sentence welghts are shown by age for years
1964-1968 in Figure J (excludes Juvenile Delinquency Act and
the three special offenses). The weighted sentence value for
defendants under 25 remained relatively stable in 1968, while
defendants over age 25 showed consliderable increase in average
sentence weight. -

L, Characteristics of Offenders - Prior Criminal Record

Presentence reports, prepared by probation officers, pro-
vide information concerning the prior criminal records of de-
fendants convicted by the United States district courts. These
reports are submitted to the court for consideration before
sentences are impcsed. For the 25,674 persons convicted in
1968, 20,226 presentence reports were filed. The proportion
of convicted defendants whose prior criminal records were re-
compared to 75 percent in 1967. If the
defendants convicted of the special offenses (immigration laws,
wagering tax laws, and Federal regulatory statutes) were omitted
the percentage of presentence reports filed would bg 90 percent.

-50-

89 United States District Courts

Table 13

Weighted Sentence Value for Offense Classes by Age Group,

Fiscal Year 1968

Total

F.J.D.A,

Y.C.A. or Adult Procedure (Age Group)

Total Age not reported age reported procedure Under 25 25-34 35 and over
Welghted Weighted Weighted Weighted Welghted Weighted Welghted
Offense clasg Nurmb - Nl . Nunh b Numbok bd Nunb N, &
Totaleueeessaconvsssenss 25,674 6.7 4,673 3.5 21,001 7.3 837 7.0 6,344 7.2 6,291 8.2 7,529 6.6
Spocial Offenses.cessecessces 5,171 1.8 3,398 1.2 1,773 2.9 26 3.9 410 3.1 507 3.1 830 2,5
Irmigration 1awB...eeseess 2,461 1.7 1,963 1.4 498 3.1 4 - 93 2.2 201 3.1 200 3.5
Wagering tax violations... 177 1.8 31 1.6 146 1.8 - - - - 13 1.8 133 1.8
Federal regulatory
121311 T P R 2,533 1.9 1,404 1.0 1,129 2.9 22 3.6 317 3.4 293 3.2 497 2.3
Total less abovasecesess 20,503 7.8 1,275 9.6 19,228 7.7 811 7.1 5,934 7.5 5,784 8.6 6,699 7.1
Cla88 Tevesnsencsconsveanees 1,526 3.0 38 2.1 1,488 3.0 6 i 291 2.8 495 2.9 696 3.1
Fraud = Group Aceseecscses 254 2.5 9 - 245 2.6 - - 9 - 63 2.6 173 2.6
Enbezzlemont.ceseceosncace 1,231 3.0 27 4.1 1,204 3.0 5 - 278 2.8 420 2.9 501 3.2
Obgcene madle..ieescacaas 41 3.6 2 - 39 3.8 1 - 4 - 12 3.4 22 3.8
Class Il.cesocsenscvsnssancs 785 3.3 74 2.3 711 3.4 4 - 22 4.3 73 3.3 612 3.4
Income tax £raud.cecescess 498 2.7 42 3a 456 2.7 - - - - 13 2,3 443 2.7
Other fraudiciecesccsceess 287 4.3 32 1.4 255 4.7 4 - 22 4.3 60 3.5 169 5.2
Class IIX
Liquor, Internal Revenue,. 2,577 3.8 61 3.3 2,516 3.8 19 4.2 239 3.2 631 3.6 1,627 3.9
€laon IVaieeeasassosennssoes 4,428 5.7 193 7.4 4,235 5.6 161 5.7 1,188 4.6 1,433 5.9 1,453 6.1
Thefteeesseoceseossossonee 2,282 5.4 101 6.4 2,181 5.3 110 5.7 696 4.5 740 5.8 635 5.7
Pootal fraudieseecaessscess 359 5.2 30 6.6 329 5.1 1 - 35 4.2 89 4.1 204 5.7
FOrgeryeessscesccessssaoes 1,787 6.1 62 9.4 1,725 6.0 50 5.6 457 4.9 604 6.2 614 6.7
Clans Vesesesorsseoacnosncns 1,321 7.3 205 6.7 1,116 7.4 57 6.7 322 8.6 azs 8.4 409 5.9
Border registration
addictaeisioveanse deeees 40 3.2 ;] - 32 3.5 - - 8 - 16 3.6 8 -
Assault and homicides,.ss o 268 10.4 30 10.6 238 10.3 33 8.0 80 13.0 58 11.6 67 7.3
Mincellanaous general
-3 3L1,: 1.7 FO N 1,013 6.7 167 6.3 846 6.8 24 5.0 234 7.3 254 8.0 334 5.6
Cla88 VIieasesosossasonnsoas 3,649 8.7 318 10.8 3,331 8.5 920 5.9 1,436 7.3 1,096 9.1 709 10.1
Counterfelting.cvecesesces 454 9.0 25 15.1 429 8.7 5 - 61 7.1 179 2.0 184 9.0
BUrglaryesecoseosssacconce 264 12,7 15 18.3 249 12.3 42 6.8 87 10.0 75 14.7 45 18.2
Interstate transportation
of gtolen pProportYeecese. 856 9.0 55 11.0 801 8.8 8 - 167 7.4 319 8.6 307 9.8
MarihUana.eiecescersanees 1,136 7.9 vz 10.8 1,034 7.6 25 5.0 562 6.2 31s 8.7 132 1l.1
8olective Service Act..... 784 a3 103 9.5 681 8.0 2 - 518 8.0 154 8.2 7 -
Othor national defense
laWBesessescsesvevecsnns 60 2.4 14 2.1 46 2.4 - - 12 1.8 18 2.3 16 3.
Sex 0ffeNnBOB..csscnccrecns 95 1L.9 4 - 91 11.8 8 - 29 12.7 36 14.4 18 8.3
Claas VII
Auta thoeft.eesoseeesesssons 4,402 7.7 227 7.9 4,175 7.7 445 8.0 2,034 7.1 1,041 8.2 655 8.7
Class VIIT.eeeonsessonanssns 1,815 23.4 159 22,2 1,656 23.5 29 2.0 402 23,5 687  23.7 538  24.0
NarcotlCOeuseeesvasoscsane 953 15.5 114 16.7 839 15.3 4 - 142 11.8 36l 14.3 332 18.0
Robbory..ciseossssseesvans 862 32.1 45 36,2 817 31.8 25 9.4 260  29.9 326 34.1 206 33.6

NOTE: Weight not shown where bage is 10 or less.
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There was no prior criminal record data available for one-
fourth of the defendants convicted in 1968.
ants whose prior record was known, thirty-four percent had no
prior criminal record, approximately the same as in 1967.

Table 14 distributes the 25,674 convicted defendants by
prior criminal record and sentence imposed. The proportionate
use of imprisonment increased with the seriousness of the prior
record. There were 6,928 defendants convicted in 1968 who had
no prior criminal record., Of this group, only 24.1 percent
were imprisoned and 69.5 percent received probation, However,
58.4 percent of the 13,298 defendants with prior criminal re-
cords and 81.2 percent of the 4,939 defendants with prior
prison records were sentenced to terms of imprisonment in 1968.
There were 4,369 persons with prior probation records of which
36 percent were sentenced to imprisonment while 62 percent
received additional terms of probation. The relationship
between prior criminal record and type of sentence imposed 1is

presented graphically in Chart 6.

Almost 87 percent of the 2,347 defendants imprisoned under

the indeterminate sentencing procedure had prior criminal re-
cords. One-half of the defendants recelving indeterminate

prison sentences had prior prison records.

Ten percent of all defendants imprisoned in 1968 were
sentenced according to the Youth Correctlons Act., Seventy-
seven percent of the vcA defendants had prior criminal records,
and 14 percent reported prior prison records.

Among the defendants sentenced to terms of probation in
1968, 53 percent had prior criminal records and only 9 percent

had served time in prison.

Table 15 shows the prior criminal recor

convicted in 1968 by offense class.
Act violators served prior prison terms whille

67.7 percent of the addicts failing to register at the border
had previously spent time 1n prison. Each member of this
offense group for whom there was a presentence report had some
type of prior criminal record. Other offense groups showing

high proportions o

and robbery (42 percent). Almost 58 perce
defendants reporting thelr prior prison records were in four
offense groups; auto theft; 1,321 1liquor law violations; 562,

forgery; 505, and theft; L65.
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Table 14

89 United States District Courts

Prior Criminal Record and Type of Sentence of Convicted Defendants
.

Fiscal Year 1968

Prior Criminal Record Reported
Prior i
re::lgzd N? pfzgzlrv::cﬁd Pro- B paLon
Type of Sentence Total reported | Total 52;355 Number | Percent Jﬁ:zgiée batiog M T
( recor record | Number
TOTALsseoesosossasaassnsens 25,674 5,448 20,226 6,928 13,298 65.7 989 4,369 3,001 4,939 Pe:cent
Percent.‘_.; ....................... 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 - 100.0 100.0 100.0 1(;0 0 -
Impr:.sc.mment .................. 44.2 35.1 | 46.6 24.1 58.4 - 66.5 35.6 51.2 8l.2 )
Px.:obatlon ..................... 43.3 17.6 50.2 69.5 40.2 - 32.8 61.9 47.3 1 ‘ i
Fine and other.....cevevevevss 12.5 47.3 3.1 6.4 1.4 o] . o ]
o . - .7 2,5 1.5 0.6 -
Imprisonment - Total.........,. 11,347 1,914 9,433 1,672 7,761 82.3 658 1,554 1,537 4,012 42.5
' .
Adult regular....ceeeeeveaes 7,160 1,475 5,685 1,009 4,676 82.3 202 886 905 2,683
Adult indetermjnate......... 2,347 239 2,108 282 1,826 86.6 86 308 352 11080 .
- ' .
Adult mixed.....cccovecennnsn 261 41 220 45 175 79.5 11 28 47 8 o
Youth Corrections Act....... 1,118 105 1,013 234 779 76.9 198 9 .
Federal Juvenile ’ - - . o
De%inquency_ Act.veeccaeans 461 54 407 102 305 74.9 161 91 34 19 4.7
Probation = Total...eeeeacenen 11,117 957 10,160 4,815 5,345 52.6 324 2,706 1,420 895 8.8
Adult - Direct from court... 8,428 369 8,059 3,957 4,102 50.9 226 2,164 1,104 '
Adult - Delayed probation,.. 428 119 309 129 180 58.3 20 ’ 65 ’ . .
Adult - Split sentence...... 1,241 169 1,072 304 768 71.6 27 342 22: . .
172 l6.
FIDA..cvverecocososncnosnoss 401 17 384 233 151 39.3 46 84 19 0
No supervison........ceeeu.. 619 283 336 192 144 42.9 5 51 36 : iy
| 52 .
Fine only..ceeecesccsoesorcnas 1,816 1292 524 372 152 29.0 6 9l 35 20 1: :
All otheLecesveossconsvssncsns 1,394 1285 109 69 40 36.7 1 18 9 12 11.0

- 53 -




|

f
l

Table 15

89 United States District Courts

Offense Class and Prior Criminal Record of Convicted Defendants, Fiscal Year 1968
Prior criminal record reported
Prior No Total with
record prior prior record Prxior prison
not record Juvenile | Probation other recoxd?*
Offense class Total || reported Total | reported Numbergl Percent record® record? record® | Number I Percent
TOTAL. csevevacoteonanne 25,674 5,448 20,226 6,928 13,298 65.7 989 4,369 3,001 4,939 24.4
SPECIAL OFFENSES..ccenenss 5,171 3,480 1,691 926 765 45.2 31 343 206 185 10.9
Immigration lawS........ 2,461 2,061 400 184 216 54.0 4 60 61 91 22.8
Wagering tax violations. 177 39 138 58 80 58.0 1 48 22 9 6.5
Federal regulatory

statutes.....ceeeironn. 2,533 1,380 1,153 684 469 40.7 26 235 123 85 7.4

TOTAL LESS ABOVE...voce.s 20,503 1,968 18,535 6,002 12,533 67.6 958 4,026 2,795 4,754 25.6
CLASS Tevvsacovanoononsans 1,526 87 1,439 1,084 355 24.7 11 216 95 33 2.3
Fraud - Group A......... 254 17 237 141 96 40.5 - 61 23 12 5.1
Embezzlement....ccose... 1,231 67 1,164 924 240 20.6 10 146 67 17 1.5
Obscene mail...cecvecans 41 3 38 19 19 50.0 1 9 5 4 10.5
CLASS Iliceceenecscnsconna 785 102 683 436 247 36.2 6 128 64 49 7.2
Income tax fraud........ 498 57 441 306 135 30.6 2 78 34 21 4.8
Other fraud......eccve.. 287 45 242 130 112 46.3 4 50 30 28 11.6
CLASS III
Liquor, Internal
Revenue...ceveeeeasesns 2,577 116 2,461 451 2,010 81.7 11 898 539 562 22.8
CLASS IV.eiecevoecrcaconsns 4,428 326 4,102 1,278 2,824 68.8 202 895 710 11,017 24.8
Theft..eesvesoseceoenasna 2,282 165 2,117 708 1,409 66.6 108 477 359 465 21.9
Poztal fraud...cevevess. 359 41 318 157 161 50.6 4 73 37 47 14.8
FOrgery.coveeeerenoosens 1,787 120 1,667 413 1,254 75.2 90 345 314 505 30.3
CLASS Vieeerovooveonenoans 1,321 267 1,054 242 812 77.0 56 208 123 425 40.3
Border registration,

addictS..cesecrcnnrenas 40 9 31 - 31 100.0 2 3 5 21 67.7
Agsault and homicide.... 268 50 218 67 151 69.3 13 61 25 52 23.9
Miscellaneous general

offenses...cceeeccsrcsss 1,013 208 805 175 630 78.3 41 144 93 352 43.7

CLASS VIicivvaeoasonoanaas 3,649 453 3,196 1,396 1,800 55.1 106 642 386 666 20.8
Counterfeiting.....ee... 454 35 419 123 296 70.6 7 84 76 129 30.8
Burglary.....coeeeenenes 264 25 239 52 187 78.2 20 45 as 84 35.1
Interstate transport-

ation of stolen prop-

13 3 2 N 856 73 783 145 638 8l.5 27 169 105 337 43.0
Marihuana.....ceeeeesesss 1,136 153 983 500 483 49.1 35 259 108 8l 8.2
Selective Service Act... 784 141 643 536 107 16.6 10 63 30 4 0.6
Other national defense

laWwsS.eesnseeravencnsans 60 18 42 16 26 61.9 1 9 11 5 11.9
Sev offensesS....ucseeess 95 8 87 24 63 72.4 6 13 18 26 29.9

CLAGS ViX
Auto theft....vevvevnass 4,402 388 4,014 804 3,210 80.0 472 779 638 1,321 32.9

CLASS VIII..uevovveaonnnos 1,815 229 1,586 311 1,278 80.4 94 260 240 681 42.9
Narcotics......vevvennes 953 161 792 159 633 79.9 23 131 130 349 44,1
RObbery...ceeeeercanenss 862 68 794 152 642 80.9 71 129 110 332 41,8

Includes any commitment to an institution under juvenile delinquency procedure.

2Includes probation, suspended sentence or fine.

2Includes commitment of under one year to comfinement.
%Includes commitment of over one year to comfinement.

5l -

Percent
100

CHART 6
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

TYPE OF SENTENCE AND PRIOR CRIMINAL REGCORD
OF CONVICTED DEFENDANTS

FISCAL YEAR 1968
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Figure ¥

Percent of Convicted Defendants with Major Criminal
Record Showing Sentence Weight by Type of Disposition

Fiscal Year 1968

Initial
Initial plea of
All plea of not guilty Convicted
Selected convicted guilty changed by court
offense defendants unchanged to guilty or jury
Eight Offense
Classes - Totgl 20,503 12,232 4,966 3,305
Major criminsal
record L, 754 2,681 1,164 909
*Percent 25.6 2,0 25.8 31.6
Sentence weight 12.5 11.1 12.2 17.1
Robbery - Total 862 361 264 237
Major'criminal ,
record 332 138 96 98
*Percent 41,8 Lo.,9 39.7 45,6
Sentence weight 39.8 39.2 38.1 k2.3
Burglary - Total 264 145 60 59
Major criminal
record 8L 38 22 2L
*Percent 35.1 29,7 38.6 hh i
Sentence weight 19.0 18.6 18.4 20.3
Narcotics - Total 953 381 303 269
; Major criminal
j record 349 132 116 101
é *¥Percent Wi, 3 .0 46.0 46.3
i Sentence weight 18.3 14,3 17.0 25.0

¥Percents are based on reported prior criminal record.
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Table 1l6a

89 United States Listrict Courts

Convicted Defendants by Offense Class Showing How Convicted and Prior Criminal Record, Fiscal Year 1968

All convicted defendants

Initial plea of ,guilty unchanged

Initial plea not guilty
changed to guilty

Convicted by court or jury

Offense Class Prior Prior Prior Prior
record No record No record No recoxrd No
not prior | Minoxr | Major not prior | Minor | Major o, not prior{ Minor | Major not prior| Minor | Major
Total | reported | record | record| record?| Total |repprted | record | record*| record®| Total reported | record| record’| record?| Total |reported | record| record!| record?®
Tot@leseerevessescssnnceneasss | 25,674 5,448 6,928 8,359 4,939 |16,22)] 4,040 4,271 5,115 2,795 {5,834 859 1,685 2,082 1,208 3,619 549 972 1,162 936
Special Offenses
Immigration lawB...ecssesecessncen 2,461 2,061 184 125 91 2,280f 1,992 123 91 74 115 53 36 19 7 66 16 25 15 10
Wagering tax violations.......... 177 39 58 71 9 60 16 20 22 2 98 20 33 40 5 19 3 5 9 2
Federal regulatory statutes...... 2,533 1,380 684 384 85 1,649 950 434 227 38 655 331 181 111 32 229 99 69 46 15
TOTAL LESS ABOVE..eseveesssess | 20,503 1,968 6,002 7,779 4,754 |12,232| 1,082 3,694 4,775 2,681 4,966 455 1,435 1,912 1,164 3,305 431 873 1,092 Q09
Class I
Fraud — Group Accessessesscaceess 254 17 141 84 12 117 7 67 37 6 116 8 59 44 5 21 2 15 3 1
Embezzlement.... 1,231 67 924 223 17 900 43 695 151 11 235 18 166 48 3 96 6 63 24 3
Obscene Mail.ecssesesercccssanasas 41 3 19 15 4 19 2 10 6 1 8 - 4 3 1 14 1 5 6 2
Class II .
Income tax fraud.....ccecessvasae 498 57 306 114 21 200 20 132 41 7 232 25 134 61 12 66 12 40 12 2
Other fraud...... 287 45 130 84 28 122 24 45 40 13 86 11 38 27 10 79 10 47 17 5
Class III
-
Liquor, Internal Revenue......... | 2:577 116 451 1,448 562 | 1,557 78 297 881 301 654 25 110 370 149 366 13 44 197 112
Class IV
Theft.esessenvsserecoosvnssccnnnss 2,282 165 708 944 465 1,436 99 475 607 255 563 43 159 227 134 283 23 74 110 76
Postal fraud. 359 4L 157 114 47 137 8 57 49 23 127 10 63 40 14 95 23 37 25 10
FOXgerY.ceceosessanncnsonssocnsans 1,787 120 413 749 508 1,166 83 290 497 296 436 22 94 181 139 185 15 29 71 70
Class V
Border registration, addicts..... 40 9 - 10 21 30 9 - 3 15 8 - - 3 5 2 - - 1 1
Assault and homicide..evsceusoaas 268 50 67 99 52 117 21 35 43 18 73 8 20 27 18 78 21 12 29 16
Miscel]taneoue general offenses... 1,013 208 175 278 352 537 108 8l 136 212 257 53 54 77 73 219 47 40 65 67
Class VI
Counterfeiting..eecessscescasonne 454 35 123 167 129 190 15 58 71 46 147 11 46 57 33 117 9 19 39 50
BULGlarYeesaesscsssccavsoconconas 264 25 52 103 84 145 17 35 55 ki:} 60 3 8 27 22 59 5 9 21 24
Interstate transportation of
stolen property.. ceee 856 73 145 301 337 507 37 86 169 215 239 21 37 102 79 110 15 22 30 43
Marihuana...ceecveccans .o 1,136 153 500 402 81 672 79 335 228 30 270 37 97 108 28 194 37 68 66 23
Belective Service Act.secececanss 784 141 536 103 4 374 54 261 56 3 146 23 108 15 - 264 64 167 32 1
Other naticnal defense laws, .o 60 18 16 21 5 32 14 7 9 2 9 1 1 5 2 19 3 8 7 1
SeX offenBeBececcccerscsscvvcoves 95 8 24 37 26 28 3 12 7 6 24 2 5 12 5 43 3 7 18 15
Class VII
BUEO EHEEE, qeonvoscncsessornssaas | 4,402 388 804 1,889 1,321 | 3,204 278 590 1,423 913 709 61 140 288 220 489 49 74 176 188
Class VIII
Narcoties.... catesesedesoneuns 953 161 159 284 349 3el 59 60 130 132 303 -51 45 91 116 269 51 54 63 1ol
RObBELYeaseoessssossnseosssansnnas 862 68 152 310 332. 61 24 66 133 138 264 22 47 99 96 237 22 39 78 98

Includes iny previous commitment to an institution of under one year to confinement,

2Includes any previous commitment of over one year to confinement,

any commitment: under juvenile delinquency procedure, probation, suspended sentence or fine.




Weighted Sentence of Convicted Defendants by Offense Class Showing Hoy Convicted and Prior Criminal Record, Fiscal Year 1968

Table 1l6b

89 United States District Courts

Initial plea not guilty
All convicted defendantg - Initial plea of guilty unchanged - changed to guilty - Convicted by court or jury -
Average weighted sentence Average weighted sentence Average weighted sentence Average weighted sentence
Offense Class Prior Prioxr Prior Prior
record No record No record No record No
not prior | Minor | Major not prior ] Minor | Major not prior|{ Minor | Major not prior Minor | Major
Total | reported | record | record*|record?®!Total | reported | record | record*| record®| Total| reported | record| record!] record?® Total | reported| record | record'{record?
TOTAL, cvsesnvsns cesaan reresnn 6.7 4.0 4.5 6.6 12.2 5.5 2.9 3.9 6.0 10.8 6.7 5.0 4.2 6.5 11.9 11.2 11.0 8.0 9.7 16.6
Special Offenses
Immigration lawS...eses. 1.7 1.4 2.2 3.6 5.1 1.6 1.4 1.9 3.5 5.2 2.1 1.5 2.2 3.7 (3) 3.7 2.6 3.1 4.3 (3)
Wagering tax violations.. 1.8 1.5 1.4 2.1 (3) 1.3 0.8 1.2 1.6 3) | 1.9 1.3 1.5 2.3 (3) 3.0 (3) (3) (3) (&3]
Federal regulatory statutes...... 1.9 1.1 2.1 3.4 5.4 1.5 1.0 1.8 2.7 4.0 1.9 1.1 2.0 3.1 5.9 4.2 2.3 3.9 7.8 7.8
"I'OTAL LESS ABOVE....ccoceevanes 7.8 8.9 4.9 6.9 12.5 6.8 7.3 4.2 6.2 1.1 7.5 8.4 4.5 6.8 12.2 11.9 13.3 8.5 9.9 16.9
Class I
Praud = GIOUD Aceecesssssascoas .- 2.5 1.4 2.4 2.8 3.8 2.4 (3) 2.2 2.2 {3} 2.7 (3) 2.7 3.0 (3) 2.6 (3) 2.1 (3) (3)
EMbezzZleMent.ucecesecsssssnanaons 3.0 2.9 2.9 3.6 4.7 2.8 2.7 2.7 3.2 3.51 3.0 . 3.0 3.1 (3) 5.5 (3) 4.8 7.1 (3)
Obscene Mail.scsvesearasesensaves 3.6 (3) 2.9 3.2 (3) 2.5 (3) (3) (3) (3) (3) - (3) (3) (3) 5.3 (3) (3) (3) (3)
Class IXI
Income tax £raudic.ecececcecccees 2.7 3.2 2.5 2.7 4.5 2.4 2.0 2.4 2.2 (3) 2.6 2.7 2.4 2.8 .3 4.1 6.4 3.4 3.9 (3)
H Other fraubu..eecceveconsosanrocnsn 4.3 2.0 4.8 4.4 5.7 2.6 1.4 2.4 2.7 4.9 4.2 3.1 4.6 3.8 (3) 7.1 (3) 7.2 9.5 (3}
U Class IIX
~ Liguor, Internal Revenue......... 3.8 3.8 2.5 3.4 5.8 3.6 3.9 2.5 3.2 5.5 3.4 3.1 2.2 3.1 5.0 5.7 4.5 3.1 4.6 7.5
! Class IV
Thefte.eeervevesooacennroncnsnnne 5.4 6.2 2.9 5.0 9.7 4.9 5. 2.7 4.8 9.2 5.3 . 2.8 4.6 8.9 7.9 10.2 3.8 6.6 13.0
Postal fraud...vecececsecss N 5.2 6.4 3.8 5.0 9.4 4.7 (3} 3.6 4.2 9.1 | 4.2 (3) 3.3 4.3 7.7 7.2 8.0 5.1 7.4 (3)
Forgery.ceeeececereccnnsacnocncsa 6.1 7.8 3.0 5.0 9.9 5.6 7.6 2.8 4.8 9.4 6.3 5.4 3.8 5.6 9.0 8.7 12.5 3.6 5.3 13.7
Class V
Border registration, addicts..... 3.2 (3) - (3) 4,5 3.4 (3) - (3) 5.1 (3) - {3} (3) {3) - (3) (3)
Assault and homicide.......... 10.4 1.3 8.3 8.7 5.1 9.8 8.6 9.4 8.6 15.0 } 12.1 3) 9.5 10.1 18.4 9.5 14.0 33 7.7 1l.4
Miscellaneous general offenses... 6.7 6.0 2.9 6.4 9.2 5.4 4.6 2.0 5.0 7.4] 6.2 | ! 3.5 2.1 8.1 9.4 10.4 12,2 5.9 7.4 4.5
Class VI
Counterfeiting...ceoieeeceresesas 9.0 13,0 5.9 7.4 12.9 8.8 14.8 6.4 7.2 12.4 7.3 11.5 5.7 6.4 9.8 11.5 (3) 5.4 9.4 15.4
BUrglary..ccececavocercccenvasanne 12.7 16.5 8.7 8.6 i9.0 11.5 14.8 7.6 8.1 18.6 | 11.9 {3) (3) 6.0 18.4 16.3 (3) (3) 13.1 20.3
Interstate transportation of .
stolen property..c.eeeccccecens 9.0 10.7 5.0 7.0 12.0 8.8 10.7 4.3 6.8 12.0 7.0 7.9 3.9 6.1 9.4 13.8 14.4 9.6 1.8 17.2
Marihuara......oeveees . 7.9 10.0 6.3 8.1 13.1 5.3 7.1 4.2 5.9 9.0 {~ B.6 9.8 6.7 B.3 6.9 15.5 12.1 15.5 14.6 16.8
Selective Service Act........ 8.2 8.9 B.1 1.7 (3) 7.9 7.4 8.1 7.3 (3) 6.6 8.0 6.3 6.6 - 9.5 10.4 9.2 8.7 {3)
Other national defense laws.. . 2.4 2.3 3.3 2.3 (3) 1.8 1.9 (3) (3) (3) {3) (3) (3% (3) (3) 3.5 {3) (3) (3) (3)
Sex offensesS....cccocarreccrvacncs 11.9 (3) 9.7 11.4 16.8 9.8 {3) 13.4 (3) (3)  15.1 (3) (3} 16.4 {3) 11.6 (3) (3) 10.7 16.4
Class VIL
Auto theftieeecssceseosncacroscns 7.7 7.6 5.1 7.3 10.0 7.7 7.8 5.0 7.5 9.9 6.9 6.4 4.9 6.3 9.3 8.7 8.0 6.1 7.6 10.8
Class VIII
NarcotiCB.uceeioiatovessosavnnnan 15.5 16.3 13.0 12.9 18.3 11.4 12.7 8.4 9.2 14.3 | 14.9 L14.7 11.9 13.7 i7.0 21.9 22,0 19.0 19.5 25.0
RODBELY eoecssanensscrcrvonovosnn 32,1 34.9 20.8 28.7 39.8 31.3 29.4 21.7 28.3 39.21 29.9 36.6° 15,5 27.3° 38.1 +35.6 39.2 25.4. 31.4 42.3

lfnecludes any previous commitment to an institution of under one year to confinement, any Fcnunitmépt under juvenile delinguency procedure, probation, suspended sentence or fine.
2Includes any previous commitment of over one year to confinement.
%Sentence weight not shown where base is 10 or less.




Tables 16a and 16b show the prior criminal records and
type of disposition by offense class for defendants convicted
during fiscal year 1968. Table 16a provides the actual number
of convicted defendants for each disposition and prior record
category. Of the 20,226 defendants reporting their prior re-
cord, 24 percent had major eriminal records., Of those report-
ing their prior record, twenty-three percent of the defendants
who entered a plea of gullty had a major criminal record.
Twenty-four percent of the defendants who changed their plea
from not gullty to guilty, and 30 percent of the defendants
convicted by court or jury tprial had major criminal records.

In Table 16b, the weighted sentence values are provided
for the convicted defendants shown in Table 16a. The sentence
weights tend to increase according to the seriousness of the
crime and the type of disposition. Defendants pleading gullty
received less severe sentences than those convicted by court
or jury. The overall sentence weilght for Marihuana Tax Act
violators was 7.9. However, the average sentence weight for
defendants pleading guilty was 5.3 as compared with 8.6 for
defendants changing their plea to gullty and 15.5 for defend-
ants convicted by court or jury.

The weighted sentence values should be studied in conjunc-
tion with prior criminal record, type of offense, and method of
disposition. The number and proportion of defendants within
each disposition, offense, and prior record category will in-
fluence the significance of the weighted sentence values.

Figure K shows the seutence weights according to the
method of disposition for the eight offense groups with overall
sentence weights of 12.0 or more.

Sex and Age

Table 17 shows the sex and median age of the defendants
convicted in 1968 by offense. Presentence investigation re-
ports provided by probation officers are the source of this
statistical information. In 1968, 90 percent of the 25,674
defendants convicted were male, 8 percent were female and
2 percent represented corporations, These proportions have
shown little change over the last six years. (Figurie L)

The overall median age of the 25,674 defendants was 29.3
years. For men 1t was 29.4 years and for women, 28.4 years.
There has been a consistent decline in the medlan age of con-
victed defendants from the median age of 33.7 years 1n 1963.
Defendants accused of income tax fraud were the oldest violators
in 1968 with an overall median age of 52.1 years. Violators of
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Table 17

89 United States District Courts

Offense Class, Sex and Median Age of Convicted Defendants,

Fisr=1 Year 1968

Total

Percent
male

Percent
where age
reported® |

Median age?

Fe-
male

89.9

8l.8

28.4

Offense class Total || Male izie szggza—
TOTAL.eivvuoenonnsonns 25,674 f 23,069 2,033 572
SPECIAL; OFFENSES.cevasvancs 5,171 4,408 227 536
Inmigration lawS........ 2,461 2,411 49

Wagering tax violations. 177 152 25

Federal requlatory

statutes......c.cu00e 2,533 1,845 153 535

36

85.2

98.0

85.9

72.8

91.0

34.3

20.2

82.5

44.6

93.8

TOTAL LESS ABOVE...... 20,503 |l 18,661 1,806

Class I

Fraud - Group A......... 254 183 67

Erbezzlement...-ceveeeee 1,231 927 303

Obscene mail...cceeununes 41 35 5
Class II

Income +Aax fraud........ 498 463 34

Other fraud............. 287 262 14 1l
Class IXIX

Liquor, Internal Revenue 2,577 2,482 86
Class IV

Theftueerieereonsnoceasnn 2,282 2,039 243

Postal fraud............ 359 299 54

FOrgery.ceseeeecacscacns 1,787 1,350 437

Class V

Border registration,
addictS.ccaievennsnans 40 39 1

Agsault and homicide.... 268 251 17

Miscellaneous general

offenses.....eeceviann 1,013 958 54
Class VI
Counterfeitinge..v.veon. 454 414 40
BUrglary..cevceseeeneens 264 257 7
Interstate transporta-
tion of stolen
Property..c.eeeeeencans 856 740 115 1

Marihuana
Selective Serviect Act... 784 784 -

Othexr national defense

laWS. eeeeeaesannsonsas 60 56 3 1

Class VII

Auto theft.i..oeenninnns 4,402 | 4,309 93

Class VIII
NarcoticS.eeieveoaracasa 953 863 920
ROBDELY-evennaonnnonanes 862 829 33 -

............... 1,136 1,030 106 -

100.0

............ 95 91 4 ~

72.0

75.3

85.4

93.0

91.3

96.3

89.4

83.3

75.5

97.5

93.7

94.6

91.2

97.3

86.4

90.7

93.3

95.8

97.9

920.6

96.2

96.5

97.8

95.1

1.6

88.9

97.6

95.6

91.6

96.5

80.0

88.8

83.5

94.5

94.3

93.6

9l1.0

86.9

76.7

95.8

94.8

88.0

94.8

27.9

51.8

26.8

26.7

23.4

24.4

iExcludes corporations.
“Median not computed where base is 25 ox less.
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Figure L. Sex and Median Age ol Convicted Defendants,
Fiscal Years 1963 - 1968

Ttem 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967
Total convicted
defendants ..cecveceos 29,803 29,170 28,757 27,314 26,344
;\ Sex - Percent ....... 100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0
o) MB1E vneeevoocanass 90.3 89.9 90.3 89.8 90,2
) FEMale .o.eovaceecos 7.0 7.1 6.8 7.2 6.9
Corporations ...... 2.7 3.0 2.9 3.0 2.9

Median Age (in years)

TOLAL +evsececaasas 33.7 32.4 31.7 31.1 30.2
MALE vevneoonenaans * 32.6 31.8 31.1 30.3
TEMLLE eveeeevoanns * 31.2 30.7 30.6 29.5

% Not available.




the Selective Service Act were the youngest offenders with

a median of 22.9 years. The largest offense group included
the defendants convicted of auto theft, representing 17 per-
cent of the total. The overall median age of these defendants
was 23,1 years.

There was generally little difference between the median
age of male and female defendants within the same offense group.
In 1968 there were eight offense groups in which an age differ-
ence of more than three years existed between male and female
defendants. These groups are shown below:

Median Age (in years)

Male Female
et aton vy veeeeees 2.0 27.1
Embezzlement...eoeeecse-e.  33.8 27.9
Rene et eeeeeees BOLS 45.5
Thefteeeesocsosscssassnres 28,6 25.5
Postal fraud..sececseecesses 405 3k.1
Misc. general offenses.... 30.2 33.5
Counterfeiting..eceeecvess 34.0 26.8
Interstate transportation
of stolen property....... 32.3 26.7

Figure I provides a six-year summary of the proportion of
defendants convicted by sex and median age.

5. Recommendations for and against probation

Statistics concerning recommendations made by probation
officers for and against probation are found in Tables 18,
18a, and 19. Table 19 shows the number of convicted defendants
receiving recommendations for and against probation by offense
class. Out of 25,674 defendants convicted in 1968, 15,368
received recommendations. Almost 92 percent of the 6,638 de-
fendants recommended for probation actually received probation.
Probation was also granted to 18 percent of the 8,730 defendants
for whom probation officers made recommendations against pro-
bation. Chart 7, new to this series, shows the number of de-
fendants receiving probation following recommendations for or
against probation for the years 1964-1968,
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Table 18a

Table 18 89 United States District Courts

, . Offense Class and Type of Counsel Showing Average Weight of Sentence for Convicted
t X s

89 United States District Courts Defendants Where a Recommendation was Requested, Fiscal year 1968

Defendants Convicted for Whom There was a Recommendatior

for or Against Probation, Fiscal Year 1968
Recommendation requested
Total convicted Total with Recommended Recommended
£ bat
TOTAL feconmended for probacion ot Feconnonded for probation i defendants recommendation for probation against probation
No recom- recom- Placed on probation Placed on probation !
Total mendation | mendation =~ - Average Average Average Average
Offense class defendants?® | requested requested Total Numbe;] Pexcent® Total Number Percent* Offense Class sentence sentence gentence sentence
and Counsel?l Number weight Number weight Number weight Number weight
P OT AT e e s e vssacacacnssonesanss 25,674 10,306 15,368 6,638 6,089 91.7 8,730 1,586 is.2
| TOTALS s e ivvervrvocasnanononne 20,503 7.8 14,145 7.7 6,024 2.8 8,121 11.4
SPECTAL OFFENSES ... eevnseaneseennns 5,171 3,948 1,223 614 506 82.4 609 140 23.0 f . . :
Inmigration Laws......eeceeeeeeen. 2,461 2,183 278 99 56 56.6 179 43 24.0 } Assigned counsel....c.eeevcsanas 10,635 8.7 7,458 8.6 2,621 2.9 4,837 11.8
i
Wagering tax violations.......... 177 100 77 48 41 85.4 29 7 24.1 : Other.ceeeoneecesecacvacacennne 9,868 6.6 6,687 6.6 3,403 2.8 3,284 10.7
Federal regulatory statutes...... 2,533 1,665 868 467 409 87.6 401 90 22.4 x Class I: (Fraud, embezzlement and
3 obscene MAil) ceesecescconcenene 1,526 2.9 1,089 2.9 924 2.3 165 6.4
TOTAL LESS ABOVE...eesveseesss 20,503 6,358 14,145 6,024 5,583 92,7 8,121 1,446 17.8 i -

CLASS Tun oo 1,526 437 1,089 924 893 9.6 165 72 43.6 ‘ Assigned counsel...ceeeeeesvnns 562 2.8 396 2.8 343 2.3 53 6.0
Fraud - Group A 254 69 185 155 147 94.8 30 13 43.3 [ Other.cecenernverseannnasnensoa 964 2.9 693 3.1 581 2.4 112 6.6
Embezzlement.....coevnevioansonss 1,231 357 874 752 730 97.1 122 54 44.3 1 Class II:(Income tax f£raud and

other Fraud)..eseeseceeeconncos 785 3.3 446 3.3 294, 2.3 152 5.3
Obscene matl....oeevunnnncnasoses 41 11 30 17 16 - 13 5 -
Assi evesctesonsanns 32 3. .8 2. .

CLASS TX.\ouenurranrensrnrannnonnon 785 339 446 294 261 88.8 152 45 29.6 ssigned counse 1 6 79 3 51 5 28 6.3
Income £ax raud eeeeesesseesoos. 498 223 275 190 165 86.8 85 27 31.8 ,\ Other.cseerreseneeenencnnnnnons 653 3.2 367 3.2 243 2.3 124 5.1
Other £rutd.....eeeovessacensnsn. 287 116 171 104 96 92.3 67 18 26.9 i Class III: (Liquor, Internal

! REVENUE) vueereennnonennsnannnns 2,577 3.7 2,075 3.7 1,480 2.6 895 5.2

CLASS III )

i Assigned counsel...cevecavacens 736 3.9 595 4.0 307 2.7 288 5.3
Liquor, Internal Revenue......... 2,577 502 2,075 1,180 1,109 94.0 895 3558 39.7 g.

CLASS TV. s susnvnenvnvnsrnonsnensnnens 4,428 1,321 3,107 1,608 1,508 93.8 1,499 316 21.1 Other.eeeeecveesesanssonnoncnna 1,841 3.7 1,180 3.6 873 2.6 607 5.1

b 2 T= 2,282 636 1,646 912 847 92.9 734 155 21.1 Class IV: (Theft, postal fraud,
FOYGErY) cevvoosenraancosnasaans 4,428 5.6 3,107 5.6 1,608 2.6 1,499 8.9
Postal £raud.....ceceevvnconconas 359 149 210 118 115 97.5 92 28 30.4 ;
£ Agsigned counsel..cesveeeecnrns 2,443 5.9 1,691 5.9 817 2.5 874 9.0
FOrgerY.ceeeuveasvracnsecasonsrna 1,787 536 1,251 578 546 94.5 673 133 19.8 ; g ' :
CLASS Veesvoooasesvancenescossannne 1,321 552 769 273 246 90.1 496 77 15.5 i Other.ieseeareeaeeossnoennaanns 1,985 5.3 1,416 5.3 791 2.6 625 8.7
d i tion, addicts..... 40 19 21 4 4 .- 17 2 - ; Class V: (Border registration,
Porder registration, addic | addicts, assault and homicide,
Assault and homicide........00ee. 268 103 165 65 55 84,6 100 13 13.0 ; miscellaneous general
OFEENBES ) ueeeeerensonnnnonnns 1,321 7.3 769 7.6 273 2.6 496 10.4
Miscellaneous general offenses... 1,013 430 583 204 187 91.7 - 379 62 16.4

CLASS VI.uiiuvruurnseoncuaneeneenns| 3,649 1,318 2,331 742 677 9l.2 1,589 273 17.2 ‘ Assigned counsel..........uu.ee 697 8.7 419 9.4 96 3.2 323 11.3
Counterfeiting...oeveevevnsnnnnns 454 141 313 103 93 90.3 210 38 18.1 Other..iieeieieecescearnseeansns 624 5.7 350 5.5 177 2,2 173 8.8
BUXGLArY..uussosessencnsanounsses 264 73 191 61 56 91.8 130 14 10.8 Class VI: (Counterfeiting, .

: burglary, transportation of
Interstate transportation of 14.4 stolen property, Selective
stolen pProperty..c..coversesscoces 856 248 608 169 158 93.5 439 63 . Service Act, Other national
MAZLRUADE o e eeesoeeeee s 1,136 447 689 313 201 93.0 376 112 29.8 defense laws, sex offenses).... 3,649 8.6 2,331 8.6 742 3.1 1,589 11.1
Selective Service Act............ 784 355 429 67 54 80.6 362 31 8.6 Assigned counsel....eeesensceae 1,830 9.2 1,224 7.9 358 3.0 866 9.9
Other national defense laws...... 60 34 26 12 12 - 14 7 - Othereeveenncoeecveenssaonnsonses 1,819 8.0 1,107 9.3 384 3.2 723 12.5
Sex OFFENSAB. .eeeeerunrenannassen 95 20 75 17 13 - 58 8 13.8 Class VII: (Auto theft).......... 4,402 7.7 3,233 7.8 899 3.2 2,334 9.6
CLASS VII ) Agsigned counsel....c.eeeecnosos 3,181 7.9 2,366 8.1 594 3.3 1,772 9.7
tseceeacvesvanoarrensee 4,402 1,169 3,233 899 811 90.2 2,334 269 11.5
Auto theft / Other.iseeeserrsnnncsoancnennns 1,221 7.1 867 7.1 305 3.0 562 9.5
CLASS VIIT.seeuvonvoonvonasssaoness 1,815 720 1,095 104 78 75.0 991 39 3.9
Class VIIL: (Narcotics and robbery) 1,815 23.3 1,095 25.3 104 7.6 991 27.1
NarcobicB.ve uivvsonnvreronnnnsns 953 485 468 66 54 8l.8 402 19 4,7
: G ‘ Assigned counsel.d.seceeeeeesss 1,054 24.4 688 26.2 55 7.6 633 27.8
ROBDEEY. e v v enunnasnanssannnnanns 862 235 627 38 24 63.2 589 20 3.4 g w '
: OtheX . ereresicracsaraccnnnane 761 21.8 407 23.7 49 7.5 }58 25.9
1Includes 572 corporations.

2p t not uted where base 15 25 or less.
ercent not computed whe: "Ansigned counsel refers to defendants assigned counsel by the court under provisions of the Criminal Justice Act of 1964.

Othexr refers to defendants who retain private counsel jor waived counsel. It also includes defendants for whom type of
counsel was not reported.
2gxcludes violators of imm igration laws, wagering tax and Fedegral regulatory acts,
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Filgure M

Defendants Convicted For Whom There Was
A Recommendation For or Against Probation
Fiscal Years 1964-1968

Recommended
for probation

Not recommended
for probation

Total with
No recom-
Total recom- mendations Percent Percent
Fiscal convicted mendations requested placed on placed on
year defendants requested Number Percent Total probation Total probation
All
offenses
1964 29,170 14,616 14,554 86.8 6,868 o4,1 7,686 19.8
1965 27,931 13,093 14,838 86.8 7,102 92,8 7,736 18.7
1966 27,314 12,151 15,163 85.7 7,104 91.9 8,059 19.7
1967 26,344 11,821 14,523 86.2 6,472 91.2 8,051 17.8
1968 25,674 10,306 15,368 89.7 6,638 gl. 8,730 18.2
*Eight
offenses
1964 23,081 (Not available)
1965 22,046 8,154 13,892 87.2 6,549 93.5 7,343 18.4
1966 20,929 6,878 14,051 86.2 6,499 92.6 7,552 19.4
1967 19,999 6,554 13,445 86.6 5,862 92.1 7,583 17.6
1968 20,503 6,358 14,145 89.8 6,024 Q2.7 8,121 17.8

*Excludes for all years defendants convicted for violations of immigration laws, wagering tax
laws. and violations of Federal regulatory acts.




Defendants
receiving
recommendations

10,000

FISCAL YEARS

GHART 7

UNITED STATES DISTRICT GOURTS

CONVICTED DEFENDANTS PLAGCED ON PROBATION FOLLOWING RECOMMENDATIONS FOR OR AGAINST PROBATION

1964 - 1968

8,000

RECOMMENDED FOR PROBATION

RECOMMENDED AGAINST PROBATION

6,000 —

4,000 |—

2,000 (—

1 Probation

%% ZA %
1965 1966

Prison and other

NOTE: Excludes District of Columbia and territories

1968

196

Source: Administrative Office of the United States Courts
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CHART 8

UNITED STATES DISTRICT GOURTS

NUMBER OF RECOMMENDATIONS RECEIVED FOR CONVICTED DEFENDANTS AND NUMBER OF
TIMES THERE WAS AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE SENTENCE OF THE COURT AND RECOMMENDATION

FISCAL YEARS 1964-1968

Number of
convicted
defendants

30,000

25,000

20,000

15,000

10,000

5,000

964 1965

Total defendants convicted

Total recommendations received

Total agreement between sentences and recommendations

NOTE: Excludes District of Golumbia and territories

Source: Administrative Office of the United States Gourts
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Table 19

United States District Courts

Agreement of Probatio:

n Officer's Recommendation and Sentence Imposed

for Convicted Defendants, by Offense, Fiscal Years 1965, 1?66. 1967 and 1968
(Excludes District of Columbia, Canal Zone, Guam and Virgin Islands)
1965 1966 1967 1968
Total Total Total Total ‘Total . Total Total Total
convicted with Recommen-~* Percent ; convicted with Recommen- Percent convicteds with Recommen:- Percent convicted with Recommen-- Percent
Offense Class defendants® || dation requested | agreement| defendants® || dation reguested | agreement |defendants dation requested | agreemeny defendants+j dation requested | agreement
TOtALeseeascoeancsanse 27,931 14,838 86.8 27,314 15,163 85.7 26,344 14,523 86.2 25,674 15,368 86.1
SPECIAL OFFENSES...seesse oeos 5,885 946 Ll 6,385 1,112 80.2 6,345 1,078 81.5 5,171 1,223 79.7
Trnigration lawsSee.eeseeeoes 3,285 182 90.7 3,033 207 Bi-i 3,§§g i;g 78.6 2,461 278 69.2
Wagering tax violations..... 799 306 77.1 676 263 ;2-1 2 oca g .23'2 177 77 81.8
Federal regulatory statutes, 1,801 458 79.9 2,676 642 . ' . 2,533 868 82.9
TOTAL LESS ABOVE...... 22,046 13,892 87.2 20,929 14,051 86.2 19,999 13,445 86.6 20,503 14,145 86.7
€1a88 Teuueveescsaceocmanoanns 1,933 1,254 90.7 1,632 1,122 89.0 1,566 111 88.9 1,526 1,089 920.5
Fraud = Group A.cccesveesrvse 509 299 89.6 355 221 83-; N ggg géo 35-2 254 185 88.6
Exbezzlement.... 1,207 790 91.1 1,148 792 90-9 0 32 93'2 1,231 874 91.3
Obscene maile.seseo 217 165 90.9 129 99 87. . 41 30 80.0
ClaB8 IXu.uoneeeareeoannnsonns 1,044 526 75.9 997 580 80.3 893 507 80.7 785 446 82,5
Income £ax £raudecescecessen 574 101 75.4 593 344 77.9 542 339 79.9 498 275 81.1
Other £raude.s.eecesreccanes 470 225 76.4 404 236 83.9 357 168 82.1 287 171 84.8
Class III ~ Liquor, Internal 5
Revanue..?‘.:..'............ 3,970 2,867 82.6 3,406 2,773 81.0 2,893 2,244 80.4 2,577 2,075 79.5
Class IV..essssncascocenancns 4,778 3,022 87.0 4,566 3,081 86.2 4,120 2,695 85.7 4,428 3,107 86.6
THEEta e seesesroncesoenneenne 2,256 1,387 88.5 2,223 1,460 85.6 2,137 1,365 86.7 2,282 1,546 86.6
venn 405 256 84.8 385 266 79.3 341 211 75.1 359 210 85.2
FOLGEIYarennernsesonnnaranse 2,117 1,379 86.0 1,958 1,355 88.2 1,642 1,119 85.6 1,787 1,251 86.8
ClaSS Veunrunnnresessnanennnees 1,079 552 82.6 1,158 627 83.6 1,284 748 84.5 1.321 769 86.5
Border registration, addicts 169 98 78.6 172 102 gg-: ;ig lg% ;i-i zgg 21 (5)
Assault and homicide........ 214 119 83.2 254 152 831 899 508 86.0 1,013 165 86.1
Misc. general offenses...... 696 335 83,6 732 373 . . . 583 86.4
CLASS VIuersonrerorsnenonsnane 2,425 1,471 89.3 2,698 1,662 88.0 3,097 1,980 87.5 3,649 2,331 85.5
Counterfeitingeeeeeeescessas 274 177 90.4 295 197 22'2 ié(l, iZ? S;'g gg: 3 84.7
BUXGLAXY.eeaeeosonssoasasacas 297 197 90.9 264 185 . . 191 90.1
Interstate transportation of
Stolen ProPertyeseesoesis.. 938 638 89.8 906 594 86.0 812 232 gg'i 856 608 87.8
MAriNUANA...eaesesness 470 234 39.7 650 354 37@‘)’ 318 i ooy 1'135 689 80.6
Selective Service Act....... {6) {6) {6) (6) (6) 8.8 101 63 88'9 763 429 89,7
Other National defense laws. 328 150 86.7 457 242 022 o7 P 021 . 26 73,1
Sex OffenseBecescesscscrcese 118 75 81.3 126 B . . S 75 84.0
Class VII ~ Auto theft........ 5,041 3,278 90,0 4,843 3,340 88.9 4,523 3,244 39.9 4,402 3,233 89.0
Class VIII.eeneeesssosscnsnsans 1,776 922 93.2 1,629 866 91.0 1,617 o8 93.0 1,815 1,095 94.1
NAZCOEICS.nrerearsvnensannnns 1,116 an 90.0 1,052 461 A 33‘; o0 32'3 s 468 93.4
ROBDELYessussssnseconssrissns 660 451 96.5 577 405 . . 627 94.6

*Includes 826 corporations.
2Includds Bll corporations.
®Includes 773 corporations.
:Includes 572 corporations.

Percent not computed where bhase is 25 or less.

®classified with other National Defense laws.
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Of those defendants recommended for probation; postal
fraud defendants were granted the highest proportion, 97.5
percent, and immigration law violetors received the lowest
proportion of probation - 56.6 percent. The proportion of
persons placed on probation, in spite of regative reommmend-
ations, ranged from a low of 3 percent for robbers to a high
of Ut percent for embezzlers.

Figure M shows the proportion of persons placed on pro-
bation by the courts among those recommended for or agalnst
probation supervision during the years 1964 through 1968.

Table 18-a provides the average sentence welghts for

defendants in the eight major offense classes with recommen-
dations for or against probation. Also shown, are the average

sentence welghts of the defendants assigned counsel under the

‘provisions of the Criminal Justice Act of 1964,

In each offense group, the average sentence welght is
lowest among defendants receiving recommendations for pro-
bation. The average total sentence weights for the 20,503
defendants in the eight major offense groups were; 2.8 for
those receiving probation recommendations and 11.4 for those
with recommendations against probation. Among the defendants
with recommendations against probation, persons with assligned
counsel had higher sentence weights, with the exception of
offense <lass I. - It should be recalled ti.at sentence weights
are greatly affected by prior criminal records and the
seriocusness of the crime.

Table 19 1llustrates the percentage of agreement between
the probation officers' recommendations and the sentences
imposed by the court. There was 86.1 percent agreement in
1968, similar to the proportion of agreement during the three
preceding years. The percentage of agreement varles among
offense %rou s from a high of 94.6 percent agreement for
robbers to 68.1 percent for immigration law violators.

Chart 8 shows the relationship between the number of de-
fendants with recommendations for or against probation, and
the number for whom there was agreement between the sentence
and the recommendation.

6. Presentence investigatlon reports

In 1968, 19,954 defendants (78 perceant of all convicted
defendants) had presentence investigatlon reports on fille,
If defendants convicted of special offenses {ilmmigration laws,
wagering tax laws, and Federal regulatory statutes) are ex-
cluded, the proportion of defendants for whom presentence
reports are filed climbs to 89.4 percent., Table 20 shows the

number and proportion of presentence reports filed by distrilct.

66~

Figure N

Proportion of Presentence Reports on Fi
Fiscal Years 1963-1868 Hes

Fiscal
Presentence report
year on file porLs
Total Number
convicted
All offenses defendants defggdants Percent
196 29,803 Not avail
R bl
%923 29,170 ENot availelzg
1862 gg,ggz 21,28% 4.0
20,52

1967 26,304 19°0¢ 135
1968 25,574 19795 77

*Eight

offense classes

196 24,965 20,691
1923 23087 201286 §$°8
igsg 22,122 19,401 87.7
196 20,929 18,643 89.1
1965 19,999 17,725 88.6
9 20,503 18,329 89.4

*Excludes for all

X years defendants convicted for violat
of immigration laws, wagering tax laws and violations igns

Federal regulatory acts.
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Defendants Sentenced a

Table 20

89 United States District Courts

nd Proportion of Presentence Investication Reports on File,
by District, Fiscal Year 1268

All defendants sentenced Defendants sentenced, less special offensest
i1 a2
Presentence reports on file Presentence reports on file
Numbezr of 3 Number of 3
circuit and district Total defendants Percent Total defendants Percent
TOTAL voseesvassaceascssscnsesnescs 25,674 19,954 77.7 20,503 18,329 89.4
FIRST CIRCUIT..cconavvocecrccncacvse 519 392 75.5 420 349 83.1
i 40 37 92.5 34 32 94.1
MiNG.ccvoescsctoscosonanssssacsssensasns
MasSachUSELES.eessoracsssacnonasssosasss 282 196 ?9.5 232 lgg 2;.3
New HAMPShiZ@e..ccesevecaccoccsccacnccnre 40 ‘ 29 72.5 s 88.7
Rhode ISland.....ccesceeresscccarsccnsccs 60 49 81.7 53 82.8
PUELEO RiCO..scsceesvosacsssoncscsnscnccs 97 8l 83.5 a3 77 .
SECOND CIRCUIT...cececosacsssscvone 1,807 1,629 90.1 1,566 1,471 93.9
ConnNecticUt..cccersecsencenosseacascncocs 158 147 93.0 149 141 94.6
New York:
NOLEHELIs e ovccsnsansoconsonsasssscccns 124 103 83.1 91 91 102.3
FASEEYNeeescsossrsccsascccoconsossonsans 390 353 90.5 354 332 33.3
SOULHEYN..vscsonseossscscsancuassssncss 981 888 90.5 854 797 .0
WESEOTNeeseeosesaossssvsasesanssosoccncs 129 120 93.0 101 96 95.
VELMONt oo savoecesasosssssnassssvssascsres 25 18 - 17 14
THIRD CIRCUIT:ccoavreccsoconsnasce *1,192 1,031 86.5 965 877 90.9
33 32 97.0
DElaAWAYE.eeroserossarsnsnossnsorenacanns 37 36 97.3
NeW JELSEY.essorevossssasnssocssancoccss 424 376 88.7 345 309 89.6
Pennsylvania: . )
Eas{ern............................... 338 : 295 87.3 288 . 262 g;.g
MiAdlEe.ce.esvecssocsesssosssoncnnssses 103 86 83.5 92 85 ﬂ1'3
HESEEL N esesascnasanossroenasvasonsons 290 238 82.1 207 189 al.
FOURTH CIRCUIT.ceeeeeoaacccnvensses| 2,593 2,187 84.3 2,361 2,124 90.0
Maryland...ceeeesseeseoaseescesnceannonscs 357 253 70.9 280 236 84.3
North Carolina:
EAStEeYNeoeessoscsncssansossnsosscesccs 430 407 94.7 412 402 97.2
Middle.eeeeeoseancasasconsannscccassos 275 ,265 96.4 267 264 98.
HESEELNeeeevssecnsassoscssssenasoasasncs 249 242 y7.2 241 237 gi.g
South Carolin@...seeeseccscacescsccccnce 425 385 20.6 409 373 B
Virgina:
Egstern............................... 448 300 67.0 378 293 77.3
WESEEYN, consssonsonesccsosnsvscssasnsose 162 132 81,5 156 130 83.
West Virgina:
Northegn.............................. 55 51 92.7 50 50 lgg.g
SOULHETI, e snenensnennssssaassansssnes 192 152 79.2 168 139 .
FIETH CIRCUIT.v.seacovenccoroncvas 7,207 4,852 67.3 4,951 4,524 91.4
Alabama: -
NOYENEYTl. cooesvssonacnsosasssssrassece 586 574 98.0 571 562 lgg.g
MidALl@eeevececconconccssannascasnocccs 156 155 99.4 148 148 ) .5
SOULNEYN.reauoancreccscsosonnsssasnons 135 131 97.0 120 117 97.
Florida: .
NOXtherN,.eceeseescssnsnonsscacaosnsse 209 198 94.7 194 189 g?.§
MiGALl@.ceeerasesfovosasesasansonsnscsne 451 410 90.9 404 | 393 9;’8
SOULNEYN.easevacseosacrascsavsscessoons 360 339 94.2 330 ‘ 316 .
Georgia:
Nogthern.............................. 594 546 9L.9 545 522 35.2
MidAle.eevessarcssacnnscnancsscsccranns 376 339 90.2 336 334 9.3
SOUENEEL e eananensecnssonaasasesssvases 261 238 91.2 233 | 229 98.
Louisiana: °
FaSterN. cesvesssnsssassscsassosccaccccs 378 216 57.1 271 182 g;.g
WESLEYNeusaseesssssanvosassnssvaasonne 339 78 23.0 94 78 .
Mississippi:
lzz;iﬁ:sgl........................;.... 133 133 100.0 121 121 100.0
SOULNELN.sesccsasnonssasascnassssaceane 200 ¢ 171 85.5 176 159 90.3
Texas:
HOLtherN. cocasusvseoanssssrnovaanscoces 419 358 85.4 375 347 22.:
EaSE@YN.esescsvsascnssssonersccsencass 157 104 66.2 136 , 95 9.4
SOULhEYN . eessoscssvasnssosarsnscnsssen 1,171 389 33.2 517 ?69 ;;.5
WEEEETNeesacsssvsnsoroacssanseesnencocee 1,282 473 36.9 380 363 !
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Table 20

89 United States District Courts

Defendants Sentenced and Proportion of Presentence Investigation Reports on File,

by District, Fiscal Year 1968

All defendants sentenced

Defendants sentenced, less special offensest

Presentence reports on file2 Presentence reports on file?
. . . . Number of Number of
Circuit and district Total defendants Percent3 Total defendants Percent3
SIXTH CIRCUIT..ccuceesvecnnsnseness| 2,836 2,602 81.7 2,594 2,469 95.2
Kentucky:
EaSterN.ceeesrescsacnrsonncsvcanunnces 283 277 97.9 273 270 98.9
We§tern............................... 276 255 92.4 258 248 96.1
Michigan:
BaSteIN.ecseeceecersenrcoccanncconconaan 634 614 96.8 559 548 98.0
WeSterN,.eeeeeincerescocnnnscsosensanan 117 20 76.9 85 81 95.3
Ohio:
NOXthern.eeeeeeesercaasrensnsonssaocann 455 389 85.5 403 367 9l.1
SOUtherNeueeesenreesecceoesacnsacennns 322 257 79.8 294 244 83.0
Tennessee:
Eéstern............................... 278 270 97.1 270 264 97.8
Middle..ceeecerenevenesacncocesnccnnnan 258 245 95.0 249 244 98.0
Western,  eeeeeneerennccncssacnsccvcons 213 205 96.2 203 203 100.0
SEVENTH CIRCUIT..c.cccecscoaccanne 1,442 1,054 73.1 1,247 993 79.6
Illinois:
NOXrtherne.eeeeeeseseeeccsnocesannsanas 668 422 63.2 539 379 70.3
EasterNesecesaunsscconvececencossnanans 64 61 95.3 59 58 98.3
Southan.............................. 133 8l 60.9 112 76 67.9
Indiana:
gor;ﬁern.............................. 166 154 92.8 156 152 97.4
OUEHEINeecerreecvassonsensrnsvssnocns 257 202 78.6 243 1
Wisconsin: % 80-7
EaSterN.es.ceeenrcenensnnnsnesoscoarcnas 110 102 92.7 106 101 95.3
WesSteXN.eeeseeascoacscsversonsanncnsns 44 32 72.7 32 31 96.9
EIGHTH CIRCUIT.csseeecscssvennevas 1,491 1,278 85.7 1,282 1,176 91.7
Arkansas:
EasterNeeceevecancvsnvoonnesanvsoacnns 217 186 85.7 192 177 92.%
WeSterN.ceeacecesonsscscsosssscsosanas 121 103 85.1 1lo 101 9l.8
Towa:
Northern.ec.eeerereeeenccnescscccoraane 79 65 82.3 66 62 93.9
‘SOuthern.............................. 63 51 81.0 50 49 98.0
MinNnesota@eeceaeeecrceesccscnnssoanasonns 161 151 93.8 131 130 99,2
Missouris
EaSterN.ceceeceaccrerveccsavesosansnsnna 269 254 94.4 232 224 96.6
WeSEEYNveeeorsoeevcrssocvsssrncennsnnna 304 256 84,2 266 232 87.2
NebrasKaeeeeoenesoesoesonroaensonsasanas 105 88 83.8 92 80 87.0
North Dakot@..iceecscecsrosesssnnsassans 61 44 72.1 55 42 76.4
South Dakot@.v.eeeecserescsencsnscscssans 111 80 72.1 88 79 89.8
NINTH CIRCUIT....ccenvocacscncosns 5,173 3,743 72.4 3,850 3,231 83.9
Aléska.................................. 75 25 33.3 70 23 32.9
ALIZONA.eeseeeoreonrnssnroecsesssnosaions 555 491 88.5 445 416 93.5
California:
NOXtherNeseeeseocnsaoorcceracssnasonns 488 347 71.1 406 314 77.3
EaSterN.ceevseeeceesercrsncssssasccncanns 317 264 83.3 247 228 92.3
Central.ceesrecerssvecsenensacvaanccnns 1,301 1,177 90.5 1,149 1,049 91.3
Sou?hern.............................. 1,497 763 51.0 717 554 77.3
£ T T 62 57 91.9 52 49 94.2
IdaNO0eeesaseenressanseencosnsscnnoonnans 109 65 59.6 20 64 71.1
MONtaNa. . oeeeeeesvsressannseruessnascanns 165 117 70.9 151 116 76.8
Nevad@.eeeeeeoosresoeceonsacnsascasennns 150 124 82.7 142 123 86.6
OregOfiesecescescsoncnocrsncorssoscsossnae 208 116 55.8 174 112 64.4
Washington:
EastelNeceececssrascncossvasnsscsances 78 60 76.9 63 56 88.9
WeSterN.seeaesscerrencoctacnssraonsonea 168 137 8l1.5 144 127 88.2
TENTH CIRCUIT.venceccoorncasancsasn 1,414 1,186 83.9 1,267 1,115 88.0
ColoXad0.sesecessneanconsasnusssasvonsses 200 179 89.5 162 149 92.0
Kansas.:................................ 273 234 85.7 233 220 94.4
New MeXiCOescoceeseesnntascsnsesconincna 335 295 88.1 308 277 89.9
Oklahoma:
Northerfeeeeeeesveeaorvrscesssoncncnnas 113 102 90.3 106 99 93.4
Eastern...cceeacecacecccccncossnsoncaes 95 93 97.9 95 93 97.9
WeSterNeneoeerceencasonrosannsssasnnne 221 196 88.7 209 193 92.3
Utah:................................... 126 54 42.9 109 51 46 .8
WYOMANG.eeereescosvrocsacnrocesasvancsnas 51 33 54.7 45 33 73.3

1Specia1 offenses are violations of immigration laws, wagering tax and violations of

statutes, including yigratory Bird laws and Motor Carrier Act regulations.

2rncludes both complete and limited presentence reports.

3percent not shown where base is 25 or less.

certain Federal regulatory




CHART S

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

PRESENTENGE INVESTIGATION REPORTS FILED FOR CONVICTED DEFENDANTS

Number of
convicted
defendants

FISGAL YEARS
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Table 21

89 United States District Courts

Defendants Sentenced and Proportion of Presentence
Investigation Reports on File by Offense
Fiscal Years 1966-1968

966 1967 1968
Percent Percent Ipercent
with pre- with pre- -with pre-
Total sentence Total sentence Total sentence
con- reports con-~ reports con- reports
Offense Class victed on file victed on file victed on file
Total.eveeeassoonnscseceaaass | 27,314 75.2 26,344 73.9 25,674 77.7
SPECIAL OFFENSES...cceeeeee 6,385 29.5 6,345 27.4 5,171 31.4
Immigration lawS...ceseeee 3,033 16.2 3,220 12.6 2,461 16.5
Wagering tax violations.. 676 64.6 461 71.6 177 74.0
Federal regulatory B}
statutés...ieveeeneanne 2,676 35.8 2,664 37.6 2,533 43,0
TOTAL LESS ABOVE...sv-2e0... | 20,929 89.1 19,999 88.6 20,503 89.4
CLASS T.vvueveoenasccscroanne 1,632 91.4 1,566 92.6 1,526 91.1
Fraud-Group A.eececencess 355 87.9 300 88.3 254 89.0
Embezzlement...coeveneses 1,148 92.8 1,220 93.7 1,231 91.6
Obscene mail..ceeeececnse 129 88.4 46 91.3 41 90.2
CLASS ITl....veesesacasccans 997 86.1 899 82.6 785 86.0
Income tax fraud..oeseoes 593 91.9 542 90.6 498 87.6
Other fraud..cececercsase 404 77.5 357 70.6 287 83.3
CLASS III
Liquor, Internal Rev..... 3,406 94.9 2,893 94.2 2,577 96.0
CLASS IV.eeevuconcacssosanss 4,566 90.1 4,120 90.5 4,428 91.1
Theft.ceeeeoeerncososoneos 2,223 89.0 2,137 89.1 2,282 90.6
Postal fraud...eceeeosce. 385 90.6 341 90.0 352 88.0
e o« £V o) 1,958 91.4 1,642 92.4 1,787 92.3
CLASS Veieessasroarenooasanas 1,158 74.5 1,284 77.9 1,321 77.7
Border registration,
addictS..eeeernocencnnes 172 71.5 136 69.1 40 52.5
Assault and homicide..... 254 76.8 249 77.1 268 79.5
Misc. general offenses... 732 74.5 899 79.4 1,013 78.2
CLASS VI.iveeeveansooscasone 2,698 85.0 3,097 84,2 3,649 85.7
Counterfeiting.ceseeeoese. 295 91.5 311 94,9 454 92.5
BUrglary.ceseesseasccsnes 264 83.7 250 84.4 264 89.8
Interstate transportation
of stolen property...... 206 90.9 8l8 88.5 856 90.0
Marihuana..eeeecesccosase 650 78.2 772 80.4 1,136 84.8
Selective Service Act.... (2) 748 79.8 784 77.8
Other national defense
laWS.seeeecensasssossane 457 78.1 101 82.2 60 66.7
Sex OffenseS...ececsconses 126 89.7 97 80.4 95 91.6
CLASS VII
Auto theft.seicieaeosaass| 4,843 90.5 4,523 89.7 4,402 91.3
CLASS VIII.oeeovoasnananses 1,629 86.4 1,617 87.6 1,815 77.7
ﬁaigotics.............o.. 1,052 84.0Q 914 84.6 953 84.6
To) o12T=4 o N 577 90.6 703 91.5 862 90.6

Includes both complete and limited presentence reports.

2classified with other nationgl defénse laws.
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Figure N presents six years of data on the number and
proportion of defendants for whom presentence reports were
filed. The percentage of presentence reports filed for
defendants in the eight offense groups has increased gradually
from 82.8 percent in 1963 to 89.4 percent in 1968, :

The number of convicted defendants for whom presentence
reports were filed during the years 1965 to 1968 is presented
graphically in Chart 9.

Table 21 shows the number and proportion of presentence
reports filed by offense class for fiscal years 1966, 1967,
and 1968. In 1968, ninety-six percent of all liquor law
violators had presentence reports on file. Among the elight
major offense groups, addicts convicted of border registration
laws had the lowest proportion of presentence reports, 52.5
percent.

Special Analysis

Selective Service Act

Beginning with the 1966 report a special table on the
number of defendants disposed of for charges arising out of
violation of the Selective Service Act has appeared in the
appendix. The table has special significance since it shows
figures for each fiscal year beginning in 1945 a little more
than half way through World War II hostilities. Comparative
statistics prior to 1945 are unavallable; however, according
to a statement made in October 1945, during World War II,

"the United States Attorneys and the Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation handled approximately 400,000 cases of suspected draft

‘evasion, in most instances willful violations were not found.

There were 13,986 persons convicted for violating the Selective
Service Act from October 16, 1940 to July 1, 1945, of whom
5,516 professed some type of religious or conscientious object-
ion to compliance with their obligations under the Act'". !

Table D 13, which excludes the District of Columbia, Canal
Zone, Guam and the Virgin Islands for all years, shows that the
average sentence of 37.3 months to imprisonment was higher in
1968 than in any of the preceding 23 years. It should be noted
that wheresas there were 580 persons imprisoned down from the
666 sentenced to imprisonment in 1967 the number of convicted

~defendants placed on probation was 202, the highest number since

the 245 placed on probation -in 1947,

1E114iff, Nathan T., "The War in the Courts: A Review of the
Lawyersé Wartime Work", Federal Bar Journal, Vol. VII, 1945,
Pp. 75-G5.
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The companion tables to D 13 (a through d) provide for
all district courts data on Selective Service Act violations
for the years 1966 through 1969, for cases filed, and for
fiscal years 1966 through 1968, data are presented for de-
fendants terminated. These tables reflect not only the 89
United States district courts, but also the district courts
in the District of Columbila, Canal Zone, Guam and Virgin
Islands.

Narcotlic drug laws

Table D 14 in the appendix presents for the fiscal years
1945 through 1968 the number of defendants convicted and
sentenced in the United States District Courts, exclusive and
the District of Columbia and the three territories. Prior
to 1956 the average sentence of imprisonment ranged from a
low of 18.7 months in 1946 to a high of 43.5 months in 1955.
The passage of the so-called "Boggs Iaw" in 1951 accounts
for the increase in average sentence length beginning in that
year to 1956 when the more severe Narcotic Control Act of 1956
was passed. The Boggs Law established for the first time
mandatory minimum terms for illicit sellers and possessors of
narcotics and marihuana, and also prohibited the use of pro-
bation for second and subsequent violators. Up to 1951 only
one statute permitted a mandatory 25-year sentence to imprison-
ment uvon conviction. This was armed mail robbery.

The Narcotic Control Act of 1956 approved June 18, 1956,
provides mandatory terms of not less than ten years for second
and subsequent offenders in connection with a number of narcotic
and marihuana offenses. Also minimum mandatory terms are pro-
vided for first offenders when the offense involves i1llicit
drug sales to minors. The law further prescribes that if
heroin is sold to a minor, a life sentence or even a death
sentence can be imposed. '

Most persons convicted under the Narcotic Control Act of
1956 are barred from the possibility of being placed on pro-
bation and for those imprisoned from any eliglbilty for parole
consideration.

Therefore, beginning in 1957, the average sentence to im-
prisonment increased as high as 74 months in 1961 compared to
46 months average in 1956.

Partly in response to the fact that mandatory penalties
were being given to addicts who mizht be rehabilitated in
shorter perlods of time, the Narcotic Addict Rehebilitation
Act of 1966 was passed. The first experience with the new law
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appears in appendix tables D 1l4a, b and ¢. The first of these
tables shows the disposition of criminal defendants handled
under NARA. Of the 140 so handled 15 were civilly committed
under Title 28 USC Section 2903 which provides that an eligible
offender can be examined up to sixty days. Since it was deter-
mined by the court that each of the 15 defendants was an addict
and could be rehabilitated through treatment, each was civilly
committed to the Surgeon General for a period of up to thirty-
six months. According to the law successful treatment will
result in the dismissal of the original criminal charge.
Unsuccessful results will result in resumption of the original
criminal charge.

Another 125 were convicted and sentenced under criminal
provisions of Title II of the Law, (18 U.S.C. 4252) which pro-
vides that if it is determined that a convicted offender
after a thirty day study is an addict and is likely to be
rehablilitated, he may be committed to the Attorney General for
an indetermined period not to exceed ten years. After six
months treatment the United States Board of Parole may release
the treated addict following the Attorney General's report
and certification of successful treatment by the Surgeon Gen-
eral. Condltions of release are the same as for offenders
paroled.

A third group are those handled under civil procedure
under Title III which provides that individuals who desire
treatment for narcotic addiction may petition the court for
treatment. (Also persons related to the individual believed
to be an addict may petition the court.) If after study it
is determined that the individual is an addict, he is then
committed to the care and custody of the Surgeon General for
a period up to three years, including out patient care in the
community. Upon a failure of such care the patient can be
returned to post hospitalization care for up to three years,
including out patient care.

In 1968 there were 388 civil commitments under Title III.
During the fiscal year 209 persons had their case terminated.
At the close of the year there were 179 cases pending. Of the
89 District Courts and the District of Columbia, shown in
table D 1llhc, 55 courts used the Title III, civil commitment
procedure,

Observation and Study

Data have been collected on the type of observation and
study procedures used by the District Courts since the beglnning
of this series; however, D 15 provides for the first time
statistics by distrlct and by type of observatlon tor fiscal
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years 1967 and 1968. Such information is provided at the

time of disposition and some under reporting has been noted,

It would appear, however, that the data generally represent
the use of the various observation and study procedures avall-
able to the courts.

The leading type of observation involved defendants con-
victed under the indeterminate sentence statutes (18 USC 4208
(b){c)). Such studies numbered 289 in 1967 and 239 in 1968,
Observation of individuals sentenced under the Youth Corrections
Act (18 USC 5010(e)) numbered 135 in 1967 and 122 in 1968.
During fiscal year 1968 there were 124 persons examined under
Brovisions of the Narcotic Addict Rehabilitation Act (18 USC

252) .,
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Pable DC-1

United States District Court for the District of Columbia
Defendants Disposed of by Type of Disposition,

Fiscal Year 1968

Not Convicted
Type of con- Num- { Per-
disposition Total victed ber cent
POTAL Y o et vvernnnnes 1,892 514 1,378 72.8
PERCENT s+ covveeconenns 100.0 100.0  100.0 -
Disposed of without
trial: Dismissed,
plea of gulilty or nolo
contendere.............. 1,178 282 896 76.1
Percent...........cuu. 62.3 54.9 65.0 -
By court trial........... 120 93 27 22.5
Percent............... 6.3 18.1 2.0 -
By jury trial............ 594 139 455 76,6
Percent................ 31.4 27.0 33.0 -
Table DC-2

United States District Court for the District of Columbia

Offense Class and Type of Trial of Defendants, Fiscal Year 1968

- 7h -

Trial Trial
by by
Total court Jury
Final
dispo- Num- | Per- Num- | Per- Num-{ Per-
Offense class sition ber cent ber cent ber cent
Total....oo.. 1,892 714 37.7 120 6.3 594 31,4
Class T.vevveos 384 83 21.6 20 5,2 63 16.4
Gambling..... 106 7 6.6 5 b,7 2 1.9
Embezzl t
and fravd. .. 55 9 16. 2 3.6 7 12,7
Forgery...... 72 1 19.4 3 4, 2 11 15.3
All other.... 151 53 35.1 10 . 6.6 43  28.5
Class II....... 729 252 34,6 37 5.1 215 29.5
Assault...... 197 86 43.7 7 3.6 79 40.1
Burglary and
larceny..... 357 123 34.5 23 6.4 100 28.0
Auto theft... ] 175 43 24,6 7 L.0 . 36 - 20,6
Class III...... 779 379 48.7 63 8.1 316 40.6
Sex offenses. 86 53 61.6 12 14.0 b 47.7
Robbery...... 437 213 48,7 27 6.2 186 42.9
Homicide..... 128 77 60.2 10 7.8 67 52.3
Narcotics.... 128 36 28,1 14 10.9 22 17.2
NOTE: Percents may not add to totals due to rounding.

g

PART II

_FEDERAL OFFENDERS IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA - FISCAL YEAR 19683

As in previous years, statistics for the United States

" district court for the District of Columbia are presented

separately in this analysis. There are three major reasons for
isolating the information pertaining to the criminal cases
under the jurisdiction of the District of Columbia United

-States district .court..

First, approximately nine~tenths of the defendants appear-
ing before the court have been indicted for violations of the
District of Columbia Criminal Code. Therefore, only ten per-
cent of the indictments are similar to the federal offenses
disposed of in the other eighty-nine districts. Five general
offense groups; assault, burglary, homicide, robbery, and sex
of fenses make up almost sixty percent of the criminal caselosd
in the District of Columbia. These offenses are generally
tried before state courts in the eighty-nine districts. The
five offense groups mentioned above contribute to less than
six percent of the indictments in the other district courts.
The United States district court for the District of Columbia
is distinct by virtue of its Jurisdiction of over both state
type and federal offenses.

Secondly, the sentencing statutes found in the District
of Columbia Criminal Code provide that the court may impose
indeterminate sentences which prescribe both minimum and max-
imum terms with release determined by the Board of Parole
for the District of Columbia for prisoners committed to
District of Columbia institutions. For prisoners committed
or transferred to institutions operated by the Federal Bureau
of Prigons, release on parole is determined by the United  _ .
States Board of Parole. Further, the maximum terms imposed

by the district court in the District of Columbia are generally

longer than the definite terms imposed by other district
courts, therefore any direct comparison would be invalid.

As in the other eighty-nine district courts, the United
States district court for the District of Columbia may commit
convicted defendants under age twenty-six according to the
provisions of the Youth Corre@tions Act. Under & YCA commit-"
ment a sentence msy not exceed a total of six years, with nd

‘more than féur years spent in a correctional institution and a

minimum of two years under parole supervision within the community.

There are no Jjuvenile cases heard in the United States
district court in the District of Columbia as all juvenile
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Figure A

Defendants Disposed of by Conviction, Fiscal Years 1963-1968

Disposed of without trial
Dismissed, plea of guilty|Court| Jury
Fiscal Year Totall or nolo contendere Trial] Trial
1963
Number,........ 1,183 785 65 333
Percent
convicted.... 77 .4 80.0 30.8 80.5
1964
Number......... 1,442 1,049 54 339
Percent
convicted.,... 77.3 77.9 Lo.,7 81.4
1965
Number,,....... 1,286 914 61 311
Percent
convicted, 76.3 78.3 29.5  T79.4
1966
Number......... 1,230 850 33 347
Percent ;
convicted.... T4.1 75.3 12.1 77.2 §
1967 %
Number........ 1,101 593 67 351 i
Percent
convicted.... 72.1 T4.9 14.9 78.3
1968
Number......... 1,892 1,178 120 594
Percent
convicted. ... 72.8 76.1 22,5 76.6
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CHART DC-|

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY METHOD OF CONVICTION

FISCAL YEARS 1964 -1968

Number of
defendants
2,000
Total
£,500 dispositions ]
Defendants
convicted
1,000 By court or — ]
jury
500 -
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1964 1965

196

1968

Source: Administrative Office of the United States Courts
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defendants are the responsibility of the District of
Columbia Juvenile Court.

A third factor which contributes to the unigueness of the
United States district court in the nation's capitol is the
totally urban nature of the territory within its jurisdiction.
The District of Columbia has a fixed boundary which includes
over 800,000 people living in the center of a metropoliten
area comprising more than 24 million citizens. Thus the
Digtrict of Columbia cannot readily be compared with the
other 89 districts due to its unusual geo-political setting.

l. Types of dispositions

There were 1,892 defendants disposed of in the United
States district court for the District of Columbia in fiscal
year 1968. This figure represefits & severty-two percent
increase over the 1,101 defendants disposed of in 1967.

Table DC-1 shows the defendents disposed of by type of
disposition in 1968. Almost 73 percent of the defendants
were convicted, a slight rise from the 1967 rate. Over
31 percent of the defendents had jury trials and 6 percent
were tried by the court. The majority were disposed of with-
out trial.

The proportion of defendants convicted for the years 1963
through 1968 are shown in Figure A. The percentage convicted
decreased from 1963 to 1967 among those disposed of without
trial. However, there was a slight rise in convictions
during 1968. There has also been an increase in the proportion
of defendants convi¢ted by non-jury trials over the past two
years. The conviction rate for defendants tried by jury was
76.6 percent, the lowest for last six years.

Chart DC-1, new to this series, shows the number of defend-

. ants disposed of for the years 1964 to 1968, and the method

of conviction. The difference between the total number of

defendants disposed of and the defendants convicted by plea,
court or Jury trial, represents the acquittals.

Thirty-eight percent of all defendants had either a court
or jury trial. Almost sixty-two percent of the persons
charged wlth sex offenses were dispoied of by trial. Of the
128 defendents charged with homicide, 60 percent received .
trialils. Only 7 percent of the defendants accused of gambling
violations stood trial. There was a total of T1l4 trials by
elther court or jury of which 69.9 percent involved defendants
accused of four offenses: Robbery (213), burglary (123),
assault (86}, and homicide (77). Twenty-seven of the 120
court trials (22.5 percent) and 186 of the 594 jury trials
(31.3 percent) involved defendants charged with robbery. Table
DC-2 shows the distribution by offense of defendants tried
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United States District Co
Type of Cour

Table DC-2-a
urt for the District of Columbia

t Disposition and Type of Sen

tence Impose

d, Fiscal Year 1968

convicted Defendants by offense Class,

Total convicted Initial plea of guilty Initiazl plea of not guilty Convicted by court
“unchanged changed to guilty or jury
Imprison= Pro- Imprison- Pro- Imprison- Pro- Imprison~ Pro-
offense' class Total ment bation Other Total ment bation | Othex Total ment bation | Other Total ment bation | «Other
TOtBleessorecomvascnesoce 1,378 850 504 24 111 44 57 10 785 431 341 13 482 375 106 1
I Class I..eocecoccsncocencas 317 122 173 22 62 16 38 8 192 69 110 13 63 37 25 1
Gambling.eceooesccocoeces 88 18 52 18 33 8 i8 7 50 9 30 11 5 1 4 -
Enbezzlement and fraud... 44 8 33 3 2 - 8 1 29 6 22 1 6 2 3 1
FOXgerYeaveomesvsnooocres 61 29 31 1 4 2 2 - 46 19 26 1 11 8 3 -
All other..cacacecosnccnes 124 67 57 - 16 6 10 - 67 35 32 - 41 26 15 -
Class Ileceeccccovaconceces 555 331 222 2 19 9 8 2 358 197 168l - 178 125 53 -
AsSBaUlL.cacevcevcovovoces 151 77 74 - - - - - 89 46 43 - 62 31 31 -
Burglary and larceny..... 274 174 98 2 10 4 4 2 177 98 79 - 87 72 15 -
Auto theft..ceeesoscocace 130 80 50 - 9 5 4 - 92 53 39 - 29 22 7 -
Class TIZ..ccesronenscocncse 506 397 109 - 30 19 11 - 235 165 70 - 241 213 28 -
Sex offenseS...ecee-c-nces 40 34 6 - 1 1 - - 9 6 3 - 30 27 3 -
RODDEIY.ceoscorososnnacer 280 225 55 - 12 9 3 - 130 94 36 - 138 122 16 -
Homicide..ecacescarocosns 83 67 16 - 2 2 - - 32 23 9 - 49 42 7 -
NaxcoticS..oeoveocaraacse 103 71 32 - 15 7 8 - 64 42 22 - 24 22 2 -
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Convicted Defendants by Offense Class, Type of Disposition and Type of Sentence Imposed, Fiscal Year 1968
(Pexcentages)

Table DC-2-b
. United States District Court for the District of Columbia

Initial plea of guilty

Initial plea of not guilty

Convicted by court

Total convicted unchanged changed to gquilty or jury
Percent? Percent? Percent* Percent?!
Imprison- Pro- Imprison- Pro- Imprison- Pro- Imprison- Pro-
Offense class Total ment bation Other Total ment bation Other Total ment bation other Total ment bation Other
Tota8l.eeeeeneerevesacncons 106.0 61,7 36.6 1.7 100.0 39.6 51.4 9.0 100.0 54.9 43.4 1.7 100.0 77.8 22.0 0.2
Class L.veieisecsncronaconas 100.0 38.5 54.6 6.9 100.0 25.8 61.3 12.9 100.0 35.9 57.3 6.8 100.0 58.7 39.7 1.6
Gambling..ceaececsoncscass 100.0 20.5 59.1 20.5 100.0 24.2 54.5 21.2 100.0 18.0 60.0 22.0 - - - -
Embezzlement and fraud... 100.0 18.2 75.0 6.8 - - - - 100.0 20.7 75.9 3.4 - - - -
FOXgery...oeeeveescoccenn 100.0 47.5 50.8 1.6 - - - - 100.0 41.3 56.5 2.2 - - - -
All other....cecevecesssen 100.0 54.0 46.0 - - - - - 100.0 52.2 47.8 - - - - -
Class Il.eeeeevecvencsoconss 100.0 59.6 ﬁ0.0 0.4 - - - - 100.0Q 55.0 45.0 - 100.0 70.2 29.8 -
Assault......cc00cneeenns 100.0 51.0 49.0 - - - - - 100.0 51.7 48.3 - 100.0 50.0 50.0 -
Burglary and larceny..... 100.0 63.5 35.8 0.7 - - - - 100.0 55.4 44.6 - 100.0 82.8 17.2 -
Auto theft..eceecereanens 100.0 61.5 38.5 - - - - - 100.0 57.6 42.4 - 100.0 75.9 24.1 -
Class IIT,..oeecocosccsanse 100.0 78.5 21.5 - 100.0 63.3 36.7 - 100.0 70.2 29.8 - 100.0 88.4 11.6 -
Sex offensesS..cescevccese 100.0 85.0 15.0 - 100.0 100.0 - - - - - - 100.0 90.0 10.0 -
RODDEIY.unesecsososanocas 100.0 80.4 19.6 - - - - - 100.0 72.3 27.7 - 100.0 88.4 11l.6 -
Homicide.seoessenearennns 100.0 80.7 19.3 - - - - - 100.0 71.9 28.1 - 100.0 85.7 14.3 -
NarcotiCS.eeeeacacscanasne 100.0 68.9 31.1 - - - - - 1600.0 65.6 34.4 - - - - -

lPercents may not add to 100,0 due to rounding.
Percents not shown where base is 25 or less.




by court or jury.

Tables DC-2-a and DC-2-b, new to this series, show the
type of disposition ag well as sentence according to offense
class for defendants convicted by the United States district
court for the District of Columbia during fiscal year 1968.
Teble DC-2-a shows the actual number of convicted defendants
for each disposition by offense category. .

According to Table DC-2-b, almost 37 percent of all def-
endants convicted in the District of Columbia received probation.
However, among defendants pleading guilty at arraignment, pro-
bation was granted to 51.4 percent. Only 22.0 percent of the
defendants who stood trial recelved probation. Among the per-
‘son§ convicted of auto theft, 58 percent of those who changed
their initial plea of not guilty to guilty were sentenced to
prison, while 76 percent of those tried by court or jury
received compareble sentences.

2. Type of sentence imposed

Table DC-3 shows the type of sentences imposed by the
United States district court for the District of Columbia from
1964 to 1968. Of the 1,378 defendants convicted in 1968,

850, or 61.7 percent were sentenced to imprisonment according
to the indeterminate sentencing provisions of the District

of Columbia Criminal Code. This proportion shows a slight
increase over the previous gear. Thirty-seven percent of the
defendants convicted in 1968 were placed on probation.

The proportion of defendants receiving maximum prison
sentences of 120 months or more decreased from 8.8 percent in
1967 to 7.9 percent in 1968. However, there was an increase
in the proportion of persons receiving prison terms of 61-

120 months, from 13.4 percent in 1967 to 17.9 percent in 1968.
In 1968, 6.4 percent of the convicted defendants received terms
of probation of 37 months or.more. This rate surpasses those
of the four previous years.

Figure B provides a filve-year summary of the number of
convicted defendants according to sentence type.

A six-year comparison of the proportionate use of probation
by offense is presented In Figure C. Seventy-five percent of
all defendants convicted of embezzlement and frand were placed
on probation, as were 59 percent of all gamblers. However,
~thege two offense groups accounted for less than 10 percent
of the total number convicted. The lowest proportionate use
of probation is associeted with persons charged with sex
offenses, homicide, and robbery.

3. Offenge class and sentence type

Table DC-4 shows the sentencing alternatives for the 1,378

defendants convicted by the court. Almost 62 percent of all
convicted defendants received prison terms. Defendants accused

-80-
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United States District Court for the District of Columbia

Table DC-3

Type of Sentence Imposed on Convicted Defendants

Fiscal Years 1964-1968

1964 1965 1966 1967 1968
] Num=- | Per- Num~ | Per- Num~ | Per- Num~ | Per- | Num- | Per-
Type of Sentence ber cent ber cent ber cent ber cent | ber cent
TOTAL CONVICTED AND .
SENTENCED. ........ 1,115 100.0 | 981 100.0| 912 100.0 | 729 100.0} 1,378 100.0
Maxittum term of
imprisonmenti.... 770 69,1 | 648 66.1 | 614 67.3 | 433 59.4 850 61.7
12 months and under} 116 10.4 17 7.91 110 12.1| 51 7.0 o2} 6.8
13-36 months..... 170 15.2 | 135 13.8 1| 117 12.8| 77 10.6 139 10.1
37-60 months..... 243 21,8 | 218 22.2 | 172 18.8 | 143 19.6 262 19.0
- 61-120 months.... 189 17.0 | 161 16.4 | 146 16.0| 98 13.4 246  17.9
" Qver 120 months.. 52 b7 57 5.8 69 7.6 64 8.8 109 7.9
Term of probation... 308 27.6| 306 31.2)277 30.40286 39.2| =04 36.6
1-12 months...... * - 16 1.6 32 3.5 14 1.9 20 1.5
13-36 months..... * -] 210 21,41 193 21.2 118 25.5 334 24,2
37 months and
OVeL s s v s s snses e * - 37 3.81 35 3.8 45 6.2 88 6.4
Delayed probatio * - 10 1.0 9 1.0 7 1.0 4 0.3
Split sentence... 35 3.1 33 3.4 8 0.9 34 b7 58 4,2
Fine only......uoovu. 34 3.0 24 2.4 17 1.9 7 1.0 22 1.6
All other........... 3 0.3 3 0.3 4 0.4 3 0.4 2 0.1

*Data not available.

lThese terms reflect the maximum sentence imposed under the indeterminate sentencing

provisions of the District of Columbia Criminal Code, Title 24, Section 203 which

represents about nine OUf of ten sentences to imprisonment in the U. S, Court for

the District of Columbia. The balance were sentenced under the definite sentence

provisions of the United States Code,




Figure B - Type of Sentence, 1963-1968

Defendants Convicted and Sentenced

Type oi F.Y. F.Y,. F.Y, F.Y, F.Y,. F.Y,.
sentence 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968
Total convicted
. and sentenced........ 916 1,115 981 912 729 1,378
Imprisonment....,.... 649 770 648 614 433 850
Probation.,......... .. 242 308 306 277 286 504
Fine only.....eeeeene 23 34 24 17 7 22
All other............ 2 3 3 4 3 2
Percent................ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Imprisonment......... 70.9 69.1 66.1 67.3 59.4 61.7
Probation.......c..o.. 26.4 27.6 31.2 30.4 39.2 36.6
Fine 'only..evoveennnn 2.5 3.0 2.4 1.9 1.0 1.6
All other,........... 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.1
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Figure C

Proportionate use of Probation by Offense,

Fiscal Years 1963-1968

b

1968

19463 1964 1965 1966 1967

Total Percent Total Bercent Total Percent Total Percent Total Percent Total Percent

con~ placed con~ placed con—~ placed con- placed con- placed con- placed
victed on victed on victed on victed on victed on victed on
Offense defend- pro- defend- pro- defend- pro- defend- pro- defend- pro- defend-~ pro-

class ants bation ants bation ants bation ants bation ants bation ants bation
TOTALiu esevoenss 916 26.4 1,115 27.6 981 31.2 912 30.4 729 39.2 1,378 36.6
Class Teeeeeonsnes 223 - 51.6 242 49.1 214 56.1 237 54.4 165 62.4 317 54,3
Ganbling..eee.. 70 64.3 74 67.6 83 57.8 70 62.9 53 77.4 88 59.1

Fmbezzlement
and fraud..... 53 56.6 37 62.2 48 64.6 41 63.4 28 85.7 a4 75.0
FOXgery.eseeess 65 30.8 53 39.6 35 60.0 48 56.3 45 42.2 61 50.8
All other...... 35 57.1 78 32.1 48 11.7 78 41.0 39 48.7 124 45,2
Class IX.eeceaess 357 28.3 464 31.3 411 33.6 392 28.3 277 40.1 555 40,0
Assaulteceeeaes 82 34.1 108 36.1 86 34.9 98 27.6 86 48.8 151 49.0
Burglary and

larceny...e..» 150 24.0 255 29.8 210 33.3 211 28.9 124 34.7 274 35.8
Auto theft..... 125 29.6 101 29.7 115 33.0 83 27.7 67 3848 130 38.5
Class IILceceosse 336 7.7 409 10.8 356 13.5 283 13.1 287 25.1 506 21.5
Sex offenses... 34 2.9 52 19.2 22 - 23 -1 27 29.6 40 15.0
Robbery...ceesse 186 8.6 166 10.2 177 12.4 162 10.5 153 18.3 280 19.6
Homicide...eass 40 15.0 56 10.7 45 15.6 44 13.6 44 22.7 83 19.3
NarcotiCS.ecese 76 3.9 135 54 18.5 63 41.3 103 31.1

8.1

112

*Percent not computed where base is 25 or less.




Table DC~-4

United States District Court for the District of Columbia
Convicted Defendants by Offense Class and Sentencing Alternatives, Fiscal Year 1968

. Probation . Imprisonment Percent?
Adults only ’
T Inde~
Reg- | termi~
Total Spli ular | nate Im-
convicted || Suspended Imme- sen~ sen- | sen- Suspended Pro~ | prison-
Offense class defendants || sentence | Fine | Total| diate| Delay | tence | Total | tence | tence | YCA _sentence | Fine| bation| ment
TOTAL.veeeenoessoacosccanse 1,378 2 22 504 442 4 58 850 637 25 g+ 0.1 1.6 36.6 61.7
i
\ €lass T.eeeerenescscncaccaces 317 2 20 173 157 2 14 122 1L 1 7 0.6 6.3 54.6 38.5
]
o Gambling.eceeeeccceseneanas .88 - 18 52 49 - 3 i8 18 - - - 20.5 59.1 20.5
= Embezzlement and fraud..... 44 1 2 33 33 - - 8 7 - 1 2.3 4.5 75.0 18.2
FOrgery.eeensecscscansscecas 61 1 - 31 25 1 5 29 27 - 2 1.6 - 50.8 47.5
! All other...ieeeccecaccnnse 124 - - 57 50 1 6 67 62 1 4 - - 46.0 54.0
€lass IT.cececnsosccoconcacas 555 - 2 222 195 1 26 331 241 14 76 - 0.4 40.0 59.6
Assault....eveeccnacncnanaa 151 - - 74 57 - 17 77 64 1 12 - - 49,0 51.0
Burglary and larcenY....soee 274 - 2 98 91 - 7 174 129 10 35 - 0.7 35.8 63.5
Auto theft...ceovevnneennss 130 - - 50 47 1 2 80 48 3 29 - - 38.5 61l.5
Class TIT...uveeevesaonnecanse 506 - - 109 20 1 18 397 282 10 105 - - 21.5 78.5
Sex offenseS..ccececsaccecss 40 - - 6 4 - 2 34 22 - 12 - - 15,0 - 85.0
RODDEILY.esceeesnsasncesaans 280 - - 55 44 1 10 225 137 - 88 - - 19.6 80.4
Homicide.c.vveoreroenneenns 83 - - 16 12 - 4 67 63 - 4 - - 19.3 80.7
NarcoticS..eeeracneeocannns 103 - - 32 30 - 2 71 60 10 1 - - 3l.1 68.9

lpercents may not add to 100.0 percent due ko rounding.




of sex offenses received the highesi proportionate amount of
prison sentences and the lowest prorortion of probation .
sentences (15 percent). Conversely, the lowest proportionate
use of prison sentences and the highest distribution of pro-

bation may be found among persons cor.victed of embezzlement
and fraud. :

Seventy-nine percent of the defendants convicted of offenses
in Class III; sex offenses, robbery, homicide, and narcotics,
received prison sentences. Six out of every ten defendants
found gulilty of an offense categorized in Class II were sentenced

“to prison. Among Class I offenders, only four out of ten

defendants were imprisoned.

The United States district court for the District of
Columbia sentenced 188 defendants according to the provisions
of the Youth Corrections Act; an increase of almost 100
percent from 1967. This group represented 13.6 percent of the
total defendants convicted in 1968. Of the 188 persons
sentenced according to the Youth Corrections Act, 88 or 47
percent were found gulilty of robbery. Only 7 YCA defendants
were convicted of Class I offenses (down from 9 in 1967).
Twenty-nine defendants were convicted of auto theft in 1968 °
as compared to 12 in 1967.

Table DC-5 shows the type and length of sentences imposed in
fiscal year 1968. Since the indeterminate sentencing statute
is frequently used by the United States district court for the
District of Columbia, the sentence lengths recorded are actually
the maximum sentence lengths considered. Almost thirteen
percent of the 850 defendants imprisoned received maximum terms
exceeding ten years. Forty-two percent of the convicted
defendants lmprisoned were sentenced to terme over five years,
as compared to 37 percent in 1967. The eighty-eight defendants
in Offense Class III comprised 81 percent of all persons
receiving prison terms in excess of ten years. Of the 355
defendants with prison terms of over five years, sixty-six per-
cent were convicted of Class III offenses. Nine percent of the
defendants with prison terms exceeding five years were convicted

of Class I offenses. This proportion was only three percent
in 1967.

The majority of persons placed on probation (66 percent)
received terms of supervision from 13 to 36 months. Only
twenty-two percent of the defendants convicted of Class III
offenses were placed on probation.

Table DC-5 and Figure D show the weighted sentence values
by offense for persons sentenced by the United States district
court for the District of Columbia. Thelr average welghted
sentence value for 1968 was 13.0 as compared to 12.6 in 1967.

Of the eleven offense groups, nine showed an increase in welghted

sentence values over the previous year. The average sentence
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United States District Court for the District of Columbia
Offense Class, Type of Sentence and Weighted Sentence Value of Convicted Defendants.
Fiscal Year 1968

Table DC-5

Probation (in months) Maximum sentence of imprisonment (in months) Percent Actual
Total Im- sentence
convicted ]| Suspended| Fine 37 and 121 and| ,Pro- | prison-{weight per
Offense class defendants || sentence | only | Total § 1-12} 13-36 over |Delayed | Split | Total} 1-6 | 7-12 | 13~24 | 25-36 | 37~48| 49-60 | 61~120 | over bation{ ment |defendant
(0) (1) (1| (2) (4) | (4) (4) (3) | (5){ (8 (10) { (20} (1) | (23 (50)

TOTAL..vocevesocssscsvanses 1,378 3 22 503 19 334 88 4 58 850 11 83 36 103 199 63 246 109 36.5 61,7 13.0
£1lass Teee ceacecncacvssnconas 317 3 20 172 8 123 25 2 14 122 4 22 16 26 19 4 26 5 54.3 38.5 6.7
éambling................... as - 18 52 5 44 - - 3 18 3 6 6 3 - - - - 59.1 20.5 2.7
Embezzlement and fraud..... 44 1 2 33 1 28 4 - - 8 - - - 7 1 - - - 75.0 18.2 3.6
Forgery.cecescecesssocscsns 61 1 - 31 - 20 5 1 5 29 - - 3 7 7 1 11 - 50.8 47.5 9.0
All otheXeeaceessseoecovans 124 1 56 2 31 16 1 6 67 1 16 7 9 11 3 15 5 45.2 54.0 9.5
Class Il...ceocvsesuaccsscenss 555 - 2 222 9 156 30 1 26 331 7 56 17 43 96 23 73 16 40.0 59.6 9.9
ABBAULlL.cctveransacsnscccae 151 - - 74 2 45 10 - 17 77 2 18 4 12 16 6 16 3 49.0 51.0 8.4
274 - 2 98 5 72 14 - 7 174 5 30 7 17 40 7 55 13 35,8 63.5 11.8

Auto theft..eccsecennsssoae 130 - - 50 2 39 6 1l 2 80 - 8 6 14 40 10 2 - 3g.5 61,5 7.8
Clags IIT..cesvocccsccacnccas 506 - - 109 2 55 33 1 18 397 - 5 3 34 84 36 147 as 21.5 78.5 20.3
Bex Offenses....ccecrvenvas 40 - - 6 - 1 3 - 2 34 - - 1 2 8 1 9 13 15.0 85.0 25.9
Robberyeeeesess 280 - - 55 - 29 15 1 10 225 - - - 22 60 5 97 41 19.6 80.4 20.2
Homicid@eeeesvaas 83 - - 16 - 4 8 - 4 67 - - - - 10 6 17 34 19.3 80,7 28.7
NarcoticBe.cessscesnscvscaas 103 - - 32 2 21 7 - 2 71 - 5 2 10 6 24 24 - 31,1 68.9 11l.9




Figure D - Weighted Sentence Value by Offense, 1964-1968

Weighted sentence value

Offense 1964 1965 1966 1967 | 1968
ALL DEFENDANTS. ..vv0ess 12.0 12.2 12.6 12.6 13.0
Class T.vveevrneunnns 5.3 4,6 L7 5.3 6.7
Gambling.........e... 3.0 2.5 2.0 2.6 2.7
Embezzlement & Fraud. 5.4 4,0 .7 3.3 3.6
e} o/ 3-% ¢ A 7.7 6.3 6.2 8.0 9.0
All other............ 5.7 7.5 5.4 7.2 9.5
Class II......c0vnivveue 8.8 9.2 9.4 8.7 9.9
Assault.............. 9.4 9.5 10.9 7.3 8.4
Burglary & larceny... 8.8 10.0 9.3 10.6 11.8
Auto theft........... 8.3 7.5 7.8 7.0 7.8
Class III.............. 19.6 20.3 23.6 20.4 20.3
Sex offenses......... 16.6 % -* 21,0 25.9
Robbery.....ooeeeeeee 19.9 20.8 23.2 21.9 20,2
Homicide............. 31.6 32.0 36.2 31.5 28.7
Narcotics8.,.......0... 15.9 15.5 13.2 8.8 11.9

*Weighted sentence value not computed

where base is 25 or less.

Figure D - 1 - Defendants Convicted by Offense, 1964-1968

Number of Defendants
Offense 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968
All Defendants...... 1,115 981 912 729 1,378
Class Teveeivonseons ol 214 237 165 317
CambLing. coeesos. Th 83 70 53 88
Embezzlement &
fraud.e.ecocees o 37 48 U3 28 Ly
FOrEeYY . eveeeeasns 53 35 L8 L5 61
All other...oeves 78 43 78 39 124
Class Tleeeeoorueens Lol a3 392 277 555
Assault.....aeees 108 86 98 86 151
Burglary &
18rCeNY.eeeees. 255 210 211 124 274
Auto theft....... 101 115 83 67 130
Class IIT...eeeecenn 409 356 283 287 506
Sex offenses..... 52 22 23 27 Lo
Robbery...e.e.os. 166 177 162 153 280
Homicide..eeevo.. 56 45 Lu Ll 83
NarcotiCS.eeeos.. 135 112 54 63 103

- 871 -
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Table DC-6

United States District Court for the District of Columbia
Offense Class and Sex of Convicted Defendants, Fiscal Years 1965 - 1968

Fiscal Year 1965 Fiscal Year 1966 Fiscal Year 1967 Piscal Year 1968
Total Total ) Total Total
convicted Males convicted Males convicted Males convicted Males

Offense Class defendants Number Percent defendants Number I Percent defendants Number l Percent defendants Number I Percent

TOTAL.esosrncsssessaosarasnsccanns 981 918 93.6 912 854 93.6 729 677 92.9 1,378 ‘1,293 93.8

ClassS T.veeesasovecncocrcsesansansnnnee 214 179 83.6 237 200 84.4 165 131 79.4 317 269 84.9

Gambling.ceeeseveococconccnassncoans 83 66 79.5 70 56 80.0 53 45 84.9 88 72 8l1.8

' Embezzlement and fraud.....ecoeveeee 48 45 93.8 41 38 92.7 28 25 89.3 44 40 90.9
’ FOXJEIY . eseeoeacesnososoncancsssnsss 35 27 77.1 48 36 75.0 45 32 71.1 61 45 73.8
’ o All other...ccveseccassecocacanncnons 48 41 85.4 78 70 89.7 39 29 74.4 124 112 90.3

oo

LI TN & SN 411 396 96.4 392 384 98.0 277 273 98.6 555 543 97.8

Assault.....ceeivvreornenncncnnsenns 86 81 94.2 98 96 98.0 86 85 98.8 151 148 98.0

Burglary and larcCeny....cceceeeceeaas 210 202 96.2 211 205 97.2 124 121 97.6 274 266 97.1

Auto theft........iviiiinenncocncene 115 113 98.3 83 83 100.0 67 67 100.0 130 129 99.2

Class IIl....ceeeeerivsncancsccncovassan 356 343 96.3 283 270 95.4 287 273 95.1 506 481 95,1

Sex OffensSesS....cceeercsscaveccncnns 22 22 (1) 23 23 (1) 27 27 100.0 40 39 97.5

ROBDEIY . vsveseareeonscssnssnccosanne 177 176 99.4 162 160 98.8 153 152 99.3 280 278 99.3

Homicide, eccevesesoscesacasenconanes 45 40 88.9 44 35 79.5 44 41 93.2 83 72 86.7

NarcotiCsS. . vevesseoencesoruneonsnnan 112 105 93.8 54 52 96.3 63 53 84.1 103 92 89.3

1 percent not computed where base is less than 25.




weight for persons convicted of sex offenses increased from 21.0

in 1967 to 25.9 in 1968. The values decreased for convicted
homicide and robbery defendants. However, not all changes in
average sentence weight for an offense group are significant as
there are often only a small number of defendants within the
classification. (The weighted sentence values for the District

of Columbia reflects the maximum term of the indeterminate sentence
of the local District of Columbia Criminal Code and therefore can-
not be compared to the weighted sentences values obtained for the
89 district courts.)

L, Sex and age

- The sex and age of defendants convicted by the United States
district court in the District of Columbia are presented by offense
in tables DC-6 and DC-7. In 1968, 94 percent of the 1,378 defendants
were male. TFor the past four years, the highest proportion of
women defendants has been found among forgers. In 1968, twenty-
8ix percent of all persong convicted of forgery were women.

Table DC-7 shows the age as well as the sex of the defendants
in 1968 by offense group. The median age of defendants in 1968
was 27.6 years almost the same as in the previous year. In 1968,
the median age for convicted males was 27.4 and for females, 29.7
years.

Thirty-eight percent of all convicted persons were under
25 years of age. The youngest offenders were those convicted
of auto theft, (median age, 23.2 years). Gamblers constituted
the oldest offense group. Their median age for 1968 was 47.9
years.

5. Prior record

Tables DC-8 and DC-9 show that 75 percent of the 1,378 de-
fendants had prior criminal records. In 1967, only 71 percent
of the convicted defendants reported having prior records and 28
percent reported prison records. This year, 402 persons, or 31
percent of the total number of convicted defendants reporting
thelr prior criminal records, previously served prison terms.

The prior criminal records of the defendants convicted by
the United States district court for the District of Columbia
are shown by offense in Table DC-8. Of the 130 persons convicted
of auto theft, ninety-two percent had prior records. Twenty-
five percent of the auto thieves had juvenile records and 32.5
percent served prior prison sentences. Embezzlers reported the
lowest proportion of prlior criminal records; 27.5 percent. Only
twenty~two percent of the embezglers convicted in 1967 had prior
records. The proportion of sex offenders with prior r»ecords
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Table DC-7

United States District Court for the District of Columbia
Offense Class, Age.and Sex of Convicted Defendants,

Fiscal Year 1968

Offense Class

TOTALesssesaacsve
Class T...ecesnes
Gambling.,.....

Embezzlement
and fraud....

FOrgery..ceeees
All other.....
Class ITlicvasvans
Assault.......

Burglary and
larceny......

Auto theft....
Class ITI.uuaeesne
Sex offenses..
Robbery.......
Homicide......

Narcotics.....

Total convicted Year of birth Year of birth 60 and
defendants not reported reported 8 - 19 20 - 21 22 - 24 25 -~ 29 30 - 34 35 -~ 39 40 -~ 49 50 - 59 over Median Agel
Fe~ Fe- Fe—. Fe- Fe- Fe- Fe~ Fe~- Fe— Fe- Fe- Fe~ Fe-
Totalj Male| male Male| male Total| Male{male | Male| male | Male| male | Male [ maie | Male | male | Male| male | Male| male | Male| male | Male| male | Male | male | Total| Male | pale
1,378 §1,293 85 44 1 1,333 {1,249 84 49 - 218 10 221 14 238 19 171 11 104 5 151 17 70 7 27 1 27.6| 27.4 29.7
317 269 48 8 - 309 261 48 1 - 15 4 14 5 45 11 36 7 28 4 66 S 37 7 19 1 - - -
88 72 16 1 - g7 71 16 - - 1 1 - 1 1 2 6 2 8 - 23 ] 17 4 15 - 47.9] 48.8 -
44 40 4 1 - 43 a9 4 1 - 3 2 4 - 10 1 5 1 6 - 5 - 4 - 1 - 30.2{ 30.8 -
61 45 16 1 - 60 44 18 - - 3 1 4 4 11 5 12 3 6 1 7 1 1 1 - - 30.7§ 32.0 -
124 112 12 5 . - 119 107 12 - - :] - 6 - 23 3 13 1 8 3 31 2 15 2 3 1 37.1| 37.4 -
5§55 543 12 21 - 534 522 12 24 - 113 1 37 5 104 3 70 1 38 - 58 2 22 - 6 - - - -
151 148 3 5 - 146 143 3 5 - 23 1 13 - 26 1 22 - 8 - 27 1 10 - 3 - 29.5| 29.6 -
274 266 8 12 - 262 254 8 12 ~- 50 - 35 4 55 2 41 1 26 - 22 1 10 - 3 - 25.9| 27.0 -
130 129 1 4 - 126 125 1 K - 40 - 33 1 23 - 7 - 4 - 9 - 2 - - - 22,2} 23,2 -
506 481 25 15 1 490 466 24 24 - 20 s 120 4 89 5 65 3 38 1 27 6 11 - 2 - - - -
40 a9 1 1 - 39 38 1 2 - 9 - 9 - 1l 1 4 - 2 - 1 - - - - - 24.8] 24.5 -
280 278 2 7 - 273 271 2 19 - 72 2 85 - 51 - 23 - 10 - 9 - 2 - - - 23.5} 23.5 -
83 72 11 3 - 80 63 11 2 - 5 1 11 2 g 3 20 1 9 1 5 3 ] - 2 - 31,4} 31.6 -
103 92 1L 4 1 98 88 10 1 - 4 2 15 2 18 1 18 2 17 - 12 3 3 - - - 31.3f 31.3 -

1 Median age not computed vhere base is 25 or less.
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Table DC-8

United States District Court for the District of Columbia

. Offense Class and Prior Record of Convicted Defendants. Fiscal Year 1968

Prior criminal record reported

Prior No Total with
record prior prior record Prior prison
not record Juvenile | Probation | Other record*
Offense class Total reported Total reported NumberlfPercent record? record?® record®| Number| Percent
TOTRLe vs ooeecenoacanees 1,378 88 1,290 326 964 74.7 179 139 244 402 31.2
CIASS T.'.'veeeeonnann cenaan 317 20 297 121 176 59,2 9 34 44 89 30.0
Gamdling..... eessans cee 88 4 84 42 42 50.0 1 14 14 13 15.5
Embezzlement and fraud.. 44 4 40 29 11 27.5 1 3 1 6 15.0
Forgery......... cieeceas 61 3 58 16 42 72.4 1 9 13 19 32.8
All Other..eeerereeeeans 124 9 115 34 81 70.4 6 8 16 51 44.3
CLASS Il e.eeevencoanmannns 555 34 521 95 426 81.8 89 51 114 172 33.0
Assault...... e meeeeean . 151 9 142 41 101 71.1 16 14 35 36 25.4
Burglary and larceny.... 274 18 256 a4 212 82.8 42 23 51 96 37.5
Auto theft...eeeveeenn. .. 130 7 123 10 113 91.9 31 14 2F 40 32.5
CIASS TTIT . vueonececooconss 506 34 472 110 362 76.7 81 54 86 141 29,9
Sex offenses............ 40 1 39 12 27 69.2 9 4 2 12 30.8
Robbery........ e 280 16 264 53 211 79.9 54 33 54 70 26.5
Homicide....ouwuu... e 83 - 7 76 25 51 67.1 10 10 14 17 22.4
NarcoticS...... Ceeeeee .. 103 10 93 20 73 78.5 8 7 16 42 45,2

h 0N

Includes any commitment 1o an institution under juvenile delinquency procedure.
Includes probation, suspended sentences and fines.
Includes commitments of under one year to confinement.
Includes commitments of over one year to confinement.
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Figure E - Prior Criminal Record, Fiscal Years 1963-1968

Total with Prior Record Reported
Prior
record Prior No With Less
not record prior prior than Prison
Fiscal Year Total reported reported record record prison record

1963

Number ..... 916 ol 822 246 576 340 236

Percent ... - - 100.0 29,9 70.1 43,4 28.7
1964

Number ..... 1,115 70 1,045 293 752 390 362

Percent .... - - 100,0 28.0 72.0 37.3 34,7
1965

Number. .. ... 981 4o Ql1 194 47 484 263

Percent..... - - 100.0 20,6 79.4 51.4 28.0
1966

Number ..... 912 Lo 872 192 680 422 258

Percent .... - - 100.0 22,0 78.0 48.4 29.6
1967

Number ..... 729 23 706 208 498 208 200

Percent .... - - 100.0 29.5 70.5 k2,2 28.3

Number «+--. 1,378 88 1,290 326 964 562 402

Percente«e«-- - - 100.0 25.3 TH.7 43,6 31.2




Prior Criminal Record and Type of Sentence of Convicted Defendants,

Table DC-2

United States District Court for the District of Columbia

Fiscal Year 1968

Prior Criminal Record Reported
Prior No Total with Prior prison
record prior prior record Pro- record
not record Juvenile | bation } Other
Type of Sentence Total reported Total | reported Number Percent record record record Number Percent1
TOTAL, v vesesscencoaonncnsseasnes i,37$ 88 1,290 326 964 74.7 179 139 244 402 31.2
Percent....ceceeecescascsscaceacss| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 - 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 -
Imprisonment, ... i....co0vvevsve §l.7 65.9 61.4 27.9 72.7 - 79.3 56.1 60.7 82.8 -
Probation......ceecevveneaans .o 36.6 26.1 37.3 69.6 26.4 - 20.7 41.7 "37.7 16.7 -
Fine only...-.... Ceeesensceaas . 1.6 5.7 1.3 2.5 0.9 - - 2.2 1.6 0.5 -
éaj All other.....covevveervenncens 0.1 2.3 - - - - - - - - -
! Number
Imprisonment -~ Total........... 850 58 792 91 701 88.5 142 78 148 333 42.0
Adult regular......ceoeeeve. . 637 39 598 69 529 88.5 69 52 110 298 49.8
Adult indeterminate......... 25 4 21 2 19 - 1 8 10 -
Youth Corrections Act........ 188 15 173 20 153 88.4 73 25 30 25 145
Probation = Total....c.eveveoons 504 23 481 227 254 52.8 37 58 92 67 13.9
Adult - Direct from court.... 442 13 429 207 222 51.7 34 51 79 58 13.5
Adult - Delayed probation.... 4 2 2 1 1 - - - - 1 -
Adult -~ Split sentence....... 58 8 50 19 31 62.0 3 7 13 8 16.0
Fine ONly....cvvervnennnnsns 22 5 17 8 9 - - 3 4 2 -
All other.....ccvovnneennunenna 2 2 - - - - - - - - -

lPercent not computed where base is 25 or less.




Table DC-10

United States District Court for the District of Columbia

Prior Criminal Record, Offense Class, and Type of Sentence of Convicted Defendants, Fiscal Year 1968

Term of Probation Mavimum Term of Imprisonment Percent?
offense Class and Fine Fine
Prior Criminal and 1-12 13-36 37 months | Delayed Split 12 months | 13-36 37-60 61-120| Over 120 and
Record Total {| other | Total | months | months | and over | probation | sentence | Total | and under | months | months | months| months | Probation | Imprisonment | other
TOTAL.cserosecosasrsransnsacnssas | 1,378 24 504 20 334 88 4 58 850 94 139 262 246 109 36.6 61.7 1.7
Prior criminal record not
reported.ceicesrssncerracncsens a8 7 23 1 6 6 2 8 58 9 9 16 17 7 26.1 65.9 8.0
[ -1 T SN 20 5 7 - 3 3 1 - 8 1 2 2 2 1 . - -
(o3 F:T-1- i & O 34 2 10 - 2 2 1 5 22 7 5 6 4 - 29.4 64.7 5.9
Class IIZ........... P PP 34 - 6 1 1 1 - 3 28 1 2 8 11 6 17.6 82.4 -
TOTAL PRIOR RECORD REPORTED...... | 1,290 17 481 19 328 82 2 50 792 85 130 246 229 102 37.3 61.4 1.3
No prior record.....eeceeeeanns 326 8 227 12 164 31 1 19 91 9 14 30 21 17 69.6 27.9 2.5
Prior record, less than prison. 562 7 187 4 125 35 - 23 368 28 56 140 106 38 33.3 65.5 1.2
Prior prison record............ 402 2 67 3 39 16 1 8 333 48 60 76 102 47 16.7 82.8 0.5
Class Xeeeeovosecocansnovanssnnve 297 18 165 8 120 22 1 14 114 25 40 21 24 4 55.5 38.4 6.1
No prior record...ceceuconsess . 121 8 99 7 77 13 - 2 14 6 5 1 2 - gl.8 11.6 6.6
Prior record, less than prison. 87 7 40 1 29 3 - 7 40 7 17 9 6 1 46.0 46.0 8.0
Prior prison record.....c..ce.s. 89 3 26 - 14 6 1 5 60 12 18 11 16 3 29,2 67.4 3.4
Class Il.cecescecocosssvsnoosonsoee 521 - 212 9 154 48 - 21 309 56 55 113 69 16 40.7 59.3 -
No prior recorG.c..cesessavesas 95 - 80 4 62 5 - 9 15 1 8 4 2 - 84.2 15.8 -
Prior record, less than prison. 254 - in2 3 71 18 - 1o 152 21 23 75 29 4 40.2 59.8 -
Prior prison recor@......coeees. 172 - 30 2 21 5 - 2 142 34 24 34 38 12 17.4 82,6 -
Class TIT.eeeneceesococconaonnane . 472 - 103 1 54 32 1 15 369 4 35 112 136 82 21.8 78.2 -
No prior record....csvesccecns . 1lo - 48 1 25 13 1 8 62 2 1 25 17 17 43.6 56.4 -
Prior record, less than prisor. 221 - 45 - 25 14 - 6 176 - 16 56 71 33 20.4 79.6 -
Prior prison record......ceeeas 141 - 10 - 4 5 - 1 131 2 18 31 48 32 7.1 92,9 -

lpercent not computed where base is 25 or less.




decreased from eighty-nine percent in 1967 to sixty-nine percent
in 1968. Among the 103 narcotics offenders, 78.5 percent had
prior criminal records and 45.2 percent had prison records. The
corresponding figures for 1967 narcotics offenders were 66.T per-
cent with prior criminal records and 23.3 percent with prison
records.

Figure E provides a six-year comparison of the prior criminal
records of persons convicted by the United States district courts
for the District of Columbia.

Table DC-9 compares the type of sentence imposed on defendants
convicted in 1968 with prior criminal record. Of the 792 defendants
sentenced to prison who reported their prior record, 88.5 percent
had previous criminal records. This proportion is nearly identical
to that of 1967. Forty-two percent of the persons convicted in
1968 had prior prison records. Among the defendants sentenced
according to the Youth Corrections Act, eighty-eight percent
reported prior criminal records and 42 percent reported juvenile
records. ‘

Prior criminal records were found among 53 percent of the
probationers. Only Ui percent of the 1967 probationers had prior
criminal records and 5.2 percent had prior prison records. In

1968, 13.9 percent of the probationers had served previous prison
sentences. '

In Table DC-i0, the type and length of sentence is compared
with the offense class and prior criminal records. Seventy percent
of the defendants without previous criminal recorde were placed
on probation. There was a decrease in the use of probation,
according to the seriousness of the crime, among defendants without
prior criminal records. Eighty-two percent of the Class I
offenders without prior records received terms of probation as
compared to 44 percent of the offenders in Class III. The pro-
portion of Class III offenders without prior records receiving
probation was substatially higher in 1967; 59 percent. Probation
sentences were less frequent among persons with prior prison
records. Only 29 percent of the Class I offenders and 7 percent

of the Class III offenders with prior prison terms received pro-
bation supervision.

The court imposes a greater proportion of prison sentences
upon defendants with previocus prison records. While only 12
percent of the Class I defendants without previous criminal records
were sentenced to imprisonment, 67 percent »f the Class I defendants
with prior prison records received comparable sentences.

Table DC-11, new to this series, shows the median time inter-
vals from filing to disposition for defendants under the Jjuris-
diction of the United States district court for the District of
Columbia. The median time interval for all defendants before the
court during fiscal year 1968 was 9.5 months. Dismissed defendants
waited 10.4 months from filing to disposition. Persons pleading

..95..
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Table DC~11

United States District Court for the District »f Columbila
Median Time Intervals from Flling to Disposition of Criminal Defendants
Disposed of, by Offense’ Class, Fiscal Year 1968 4

Total Dismissed Plea of Guilty Court trial Jury trial
Median Median : Median Median Median
Offense class Number | (mos.) | Number | (mos.) | Number | (mos.) | Number | (mos.) | Number | (mos.)
Total..veeess 1,892 9.5 282 10.4 896 8.8 120 9.1 50l 10.1
C1aSS Tueevernas 384 9.0 Y7o 11.2 o5l 8.2 20 - 63  11.5
Gambling..... 106 9.7 16 - 83 8.6 5 - 2 -
Embezzlement
and fraud... 55 7.2 8 38 6.7 2 - 7 -
FOYEZerY.coeas 72 8.2 8 - 50 7.3 3 - 11 -
All other.... 151 ©10.2 15 - 83 10.1 10 - 43 11.3
Class IXI....... 729 9.2 100 9.8 377 9,2 37 8.6 215" 9.2
Assault...... 197 9.8 22 - 9 10.2 7 - 79 9.7
Burglary and
larceny..... 357 9.3 kg 9.8 187 9.4 23 - 100 8.0
Auto theft... 175 8.4 31 10.3 101 8.0 7 - 36 8.3
Class III..... .| 779.- 9.9 | 135 107 265 8.8 63 9.3 316 10.5
Sex offenses. 86  11.7 23 - 10 - 12 - L3 13.5
Robbery...... 437 9.3 82 10.2 142 8.1 27 9.3 186 10.0
Homicide..... 128  12.2 17 - 34 11.0 10 - 67 12.6
Narcotics.... 128 9.2 13 T - 79 9.1 14 - 22 -

NOTE: Median computed where there are 25 or

more defendants.
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guilty had an interval of only 8.8 months. The median time
interval for defendants tried by court Or jury was 9.1 months
and 10.1 months respectively.

Defendants'charged with embezzlement and fraud had the shortest
total time interval; 7.2 months. Homicide defendants as & group
walted 12.2 months while those tried by Jury had the st )

. longe ,
median time interval between filing and isposition; 13.% months.

Table DC-12 shows for the first time for the defendants
convicted in the United States district court in the District

of Golumbia the method of conviction by offense. Eight percent

of the convicted defendants entered an initial pliea of guilty.
Fifty-seven percent changed their plea from not guilty to guilty
or nolo contendere. _Court or Jjury trials were held for 35 percent
of the defendants convicted in the United States district court
in_the District of Columbia in 1968. i

Persons convicted of sex offenses had the highest percentage
of trials; 75 percent. Less than 6 percent of the 88 convicted

gamblers faced trial, and over 37 percent entered a plea of guilty.

_97_
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TABLE DC-12

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
OFFENSE CLASS AND FOR THOSE CONVICTED, HOW CONVICTED, FISCAL YEAR 1968

Defendants
disposed Initial plea Initial plea not Convicted Percentage distribution

of unchanged quilty changed to by of convicted defendants®

Convicted Initial Court

Num~ | Per-— Nolo [ Nolo plea un-| Changerl or

offense class Total ber cent Guilty contendere Guilty contendere Court Jury changed plea Jury
TOTALwecessosescosossccccsscss . 1,892 1,378 72.8 111 - 772 13 27 455 8.0 57.0 35.0
ClaSsS Teeeecrvsaccosnoscscossecs 384 317 82,6 62 - 188 4 9 54 19.5 60.6 19.9
Gambling.eeeseeccesocranscne 106 88 83.0 33 - 49 1 4 1 37.5 56.8 5.7
Embezzlement and fraud...... 55 44 80,0 9 - 29 - 1 5 20.5 65.9 13.6
FOrgerYeeooecscosocossoccocss 72 61 84.7 4 - 45 1 - 11 6.6 75.4 18.0
All other.ececeseccecaccooss 151 124 82.1 16 - 65 2 4 37 12.9 54.0 33.1
Class Il.cecesvoccvcccsccocscns 729 555 76.1 19 - 351 7 10 168 3.4 64.5 32.1
AssaUlte.ecsovconcocrcosvccse 197 151 76.6 - - 85 4 1 61 - 58.9 41.1
Burglary and larceny....c... 357 274 176.8 10 - 174 3 8 79 3.6 64,6 31.8
Auto thefte.vevecrcecsosreoes 175 130 74.3 9 - 92 - 1 28 6.9 70.8 22,3
Class IITeeecvcoavevovocccnvoos 779 506 65.0 30 - 233 2 8 233 5.9 46.4 47.6
Sex offenseS..ccovccscccoces 86 40 46.5 1 - 9 - - 30 2.5 22.5 75.0
RODDEIV.esosccooscvsccscocse 437 280 64.1 12 - 128 2 2 136 4.3 46.4 49.3
Homicid€eeeoceosssvoscoccoaces 128 83 64.8 2 - 32 - - 49 2.4 38.6 59.0
NarcotiCSeseecsevocccsosvcos 128 103 80.5 15 - 64 - 6 18 14.6 62,1 23.3

1Percents may not add to 100.0 due to rounding.
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CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE FISCAL YEAR

TABLE D 1.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

ENDED JUNE 30, 1968, BY DISTRICT

COMMENCED
Total
i i ding cases
i i d. Received Total pending Rem c
S iziylig Original termi- June 30, with fugitive 2
di:::ict 1967 ) Total proceedings transfer natedl 1968 defendants, etc.
TOTAL ALL DISTRICTS ..vvevsvss 13,541 32,571 30,714 1,857 31,349 14,763 2,035
3 149
District of Columbia ...ovvcvvncnas 1,409 1,756 1,737 19 1,791 1,374
62
FIRST CIRCUIT ...covcevncscnce 377 681 628 53 647 411
9
Maine s.cievviieeeneenotsssnioaians 20 66 57 9 61 25
39
Massachusetts ..evevevncancionocens 203 323 287 36 352 174
4 4
New Hampshire ...ceececcocccosccasns 12 65 62 3 43 3
2
Rhode Island ...evvrencccncnansanes 77 96 24 2 86 87
8
PUErto RICO svvevvverscnaacssanenns 65 131 128 3 105 91
337
SECOND CIRCUIT +evvecevsansens 2,130 2,156 2,024 132 2,034 2,252
26
Connecticut ...cevvessscstocssonnne 88 243 232 11 191 140
New York: 142 o1 10
RN 84 149 134 15
Northern s.eveoevncrcncosnsenns cen st prid - w2 ey lg;
1,240 1,039 974 65 985 1,59; e
Western evsssesseernesene 116 202 191 11 169 4
23
Vermont ....ieeevecrcnverancarencas 34 40 3 2 27 47
97
THIRD CIRCUIT secvecocvrovvsns 1,111 1,484 1,378 106 1,573 1,022
44 5
Delaware ...cievsevorsccseossnosenrs 24 73 65 8 53
32
Hew JerSEY .oessvscsvescrsosenancss 481 413 384 29 515 379
Peg::{;::nla: ceea veensrane 318 376 352 24 375 323 3:
Middle ....ovieens 80 98 84 15 122 5 R
WeBLeIN ..eivecsescorosnnsansaans 139 327 297 30
- 4 4
Virgin IElands ..oecvvevesennasnnas 69 196 196 181 8
82
FOURTH CIRCUIT svoravovsarsane 756 2,996 2,866 130 2,898 854
Maryland ereceveesan 250 433 404 29 412 271 21
North Carolina: 8
o;aste:n . P 93 508 gg; 7 ggg ;3 4
ceersennenns 28 268 -
::i:::n‘ i .::............ €0 310 292 18 266 104 13
0 4
South Carolina ....eeevevevenrsnsses a8 435 416 19 453 7
Vlgg::i:; ceeseenane sessresna 132 568 538 30 igg lgé 12
WeStaIN ..vvievcerevennanrseaanes 10 168 164 4
West Virginia: o3 a 6
! 82 6
Horthern ...eeesceesscancsesssans 46 a8 5
sa:thern P PR 49 218 201 17 221 46
364
FIFTH CIRCUIT ..oovevocaoraves 2,650 8,089 7,696 393 7,995 2,744
Alabama: 2 ;
NOXthern ....oececaceccccvsnssass 150 455 432 23 i:é o 4
Middle ........ 23 183 173 10 18 z 2
Southern ..cs.es 74 145 138 7
Florida: ,
Northern ...eeveeovncacessascrase 83 236 207 29 :gg zgg Y
Middle .. 272 606 547 59 pie 299 2
SOULHErN ..svsvuveosansorsensenns 280 469 425 44
Georgia: 2
Nogthe:n P 265 606 562 44 gg; zgg u
Middle .....eennes cesesansasen 46 320 314 6 e 1 2
SOULHErn ...vevsevssrsacsosancnse 167 295 282 13
Louisiana: 281 N
413 28 463
BAALBIN .ovvisvsnnsssencrcsvrenns 303 441 !
WesStern ...c.cuiveriescrarsssnones 70 400 388 12 407 63
Mississippi: .
Northeii ceressesssiasstrtanssne 68 180 175 1: ;2? 132 .
Southern ..... seeasssean 172 235 220
T ont 567 36 504 302 55
Northern ....ooeeeeereecosnssocsns 223 igg Ter > 4 %2 :
t cees o
gz:t:::n P ceeserrans 198 1,153 1,129 24 1,;:3 ;gg o
Western .... [N 207 1,486 1,458 28 1
- 0 -
Canal ZONe ..isvsseersvoreonsniosane 20 123 123 133 1
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TABLE D 1.

CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED AND TERMINA

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

ENDED JUNE 30, 1868, BY DISTRICT - CONCLUDED

TED DURING THE FISCAL YEAR

COMMENCED
Total
Circuit Pending Received Total pending Yending cases
and July i, Original by termi~ June 30, with fugitive
digtrict 1967 Total proceedings transfer nateal 1968 defendants, ete,
SIXTH CIRCUIT 4evvvvvavnressnns 1,372 3,018 2,808 2190 3,049 1,341 135
Kentucky:
“ABLOIN tirucrinenratnionnoninnne, 60 319 303 16 301 78 14
Western .....ccicivinen, 48 282 268 14 296 34 7
Michigan:
EaBtern ....vevoivinrerocinannanss 587 717 663 54 689 615 50
WEBLEIN tvveuvrnrrororensscoocnnss 3l 112 100 12 111 32 6
Ohios
NOrthern .eevvvesverrnsersennanns, 313 539 500 39 531 321 29
SOUthern ....iivecuciernerenenennn. 75 389 359 3o 384 80 9
Tennessee:
Eastern ... 63 268 247 21 277 54 10
Miadle ... 104 211 197 14 252 63 2
Western svvivvrerennerrinennnnnna, 3 182 171 10 208 64 8
SEVENTH CIRCUIT vvrevvvvnvnnsa, 709 1,674 1,499 175 1,615 768 88
Iliinois:
NOXthern ....evecnsisinnncnannanan 362 697 612 85 721 338 51
Eastern ....... seesvens 15 B89 74 15 77 27 2
SoUthern ...eeevvsees srevene 66 144 136 8 156 54 3
Indiana:
NOrthern .evvenveerennrannasssonas 52 230 209 21 199 a3 7
SOULNEID tevvrrvrrerrrvrrennnannnn 96 296 260 36 237 155 16
Wisconsin:
EABLern svvvviicnonrrnrososrnaanns es 151 143 8 158 81 e
WeBtern ...vievivicocncnsnresonnes 30 67 65 2 67 30 1
EIGHTH CIRCUIT .ovuvsrconancnns 482 1,770 1,662 108 1,701 551 77
Arkansas:
Eastern ...iciiiiieeriiioninnnsans 35 212 200 12 220 27 6
WeBtern ,....verivivicnrecans 15 133 126 7 132 16 1
Towas
NOrthern sovvvivenrvicaverannenaas 26 70 68 2 78 1B 4
SOULhErn sesvvvenreeersnrnvosannns 15 91 86 5 72 34 5
Minnesota ...veeeiiineeciririanans, 54 208 196 12 194 68 10
Missouris
Eastern ...c.iiveeennvvencnacinenss 78 33z 319 13 1 99 17
Western ..c.oevuvenncoanns .. 122 343 304 39 335 130 24
Nebraska .ucieeeerecrsvscsnsnonernnn 61 149 135 14 139 71 5
North Dakota ..vievsvevssvovenonnens 20 95 94 1 81 4 3
South DAKOLA sessvserensrsrosasennnn 56 137 134 3 139 54 2
NINTH CIRCUIT svvvvvvvnvvnsonas 2,199 7,112 6,722 390 6,363 2,948 595
RlaBKA .uvseissaiieniinannirannnsaes 26 143 137 6 123 46 5
ArdZONA sevvrionvennesersareoronannss 215 726 702 24 666 275 43
California;s
Northern cieeevecenvenans 221 694 625 69 607 308 72
139 420 394 26 400 159 27
530 1,616 1,487 129 1,472 673 72
SOULREIN +ivssvrssnrrverinnansasss 679 2,221 2,200 21 1,857 1,043 308
Hawald ooieiesnnnnnneossasnonsnnnnne 40 a1 77 4 82 33 :]
TAANO 4ovivanronvncncasnnssnrvrsnaas 38 123 113 10 135 26 8
Montana .oieiiiieiiiiitiiirincrinaans 30 193 175 18 183 40 2
ReVAAA .ovuevrvinevrerrvenrarsosensas a6 278 258 20 241 123 22
OX@gOn «c.ovvenssanssoreccrscosornonse 99 245 218 27 259 85 10
Washington:
EaBtOrn cocvvecocnranonnencnnannss 20 95 a2 13 91 24 5
WestOrn sucovivesassvercnrrnsnsans 74 245 222 23 217 102 15
GUAM sosesvrvavsoncestorsesvorsennsone 2 32 a2 - 29 5 -
TENTH CIRCUIT sovveensnnsacenss 346 1,835 1,694 141 1,683 498 439
COLOrado soeveerisvrorssnenrsanavenns 72 3o8 280 28 256 124 14
Kanas c.uvevsnveresvecesrasosrsrnes 89 381 365 26 324 156 22
Hew MeX1CO sivvrsneescovsnnronssnans 97 98 377 21 406 a9 7
Cklahomas
Northern .,. 16 133 118 15 137 12 1
Eastern ., k] 113 111 2 96 22 2
WoBtOIR tovervnvrvvnvssnarosnssnas 38 268 246 22 261 45 -
Utah seeouvninescrnnerrensornennsans 19 163 145 18 143 a9 3
WYOUANG oovvvesenursvsonnsconcansons 10 61 52 9 60 11 -

Includes transfors,

In addition to fugitives, defendants serving in the armed forces are intluded.

pending 6 months or more at the end of tho fiscal year.

3 offendors prosecuted ere primarily persons chargu

the 1,374 cases pending on Juna 30,
going mental examination or adjudica

d with violations of 1
1968 there were 477 defendants not
ted, 118; confined as a sexual peycl

- 101 -

hopath, 10 and swalting sentence,

ocal laws under the District of Columbia Code,
available for trial as follows:

Only those cases are counted which had been

In

Fugitive, 207; under-

42,
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TABLE D 2, UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

D 2. D STA C e
TRBLE 2 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED DURING THE FISCAL YEARS 1964, 1965, 1966,

1967 AND 1968, BY NATURE OF OFFENSE (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) - CONCLUDED

CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED DURING THE FISCAL YEARS 1964, 1965, 1966, :
1967 AND 1968, BY NATURE OF OFFENSE (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS)

|
! Percent
i h
Percent j clggge
change ? Nature of proceedings Total Total Total Total Total over
1968 : p g .
Wature of proceedings Total Total Total Total Total over } and offense 1964 1965 1966 1967 1268 1967
and offense 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968 19671 f
i GENERAL OFFENSES -~ CONTINUED:
TOTAL .viececocssccvesscccceacnans 29,944 31,569 29,729 30,534 30,714 0.6 Forgery and counterfeiting,
PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED BY: ] i tot8l .iiiicececanncvansosnnnnnse 3,868 3,471 3,411 3,151 3,464 9.9
. Transportation of forged
Indictment ....veveenevescerncens 15,818 16,726 17,006 18,503 19,568 5.7 N L L 982 912 933 892 1,012 13.5
Informat%on - indiectment waived.. 8,052 7,908 6,264 5,569 5,229 - 6.1 Pbstal forgery teeeenneeneneens 209 223 201 146 184 26.0
Information - other ............. | 4,904 4,709 5,037 5,415 4,979 - 8.1 Other £OXGery .e.ieeeecesessn... | 2,424 2,059 1,969 1,784 1,820 2.0
Removed from State court ........ 43 1,192 383 124 n - 42.7 ‘ Counterfeiting «eueeeecesenenen. 253 277 308 329 448 36.2
Juvenile delinguency proceedings. 1,092 997 1,008 888 828 - 6.8 ]
All other proceedings ........... 35 37 31 35 42 - 2 Sex offenses, total ...eeeseeoens 255 201 273 226 229 1.3
GENERAL OFFENSES: j RAape .eevoeececesnvessnonacseasnons 110 88 118 118 142 20.3
A : White slave traffic ...ceeeavene 103 87 99 70 60 - 14.3
Homicide, total ....ccececsnccoen 160 158 174 177 206 16.4 OEHET e r e eeeeveneonnesvacsonans a2 26 56 38 27 - ‘
Murder - first degree ......... 58 51 45 51 74 45.1 | Narcotics, total .......eeeeeene. | 1,764 2,194 2,077 2,338 2,860 22.3
Murder - second degeee ........ 44 49 82 88 80 - 9.1 ; 1
Manslaughter .................. 58 58 47 38 52 - Marihuana Tax BCt «...eevevscnss 365 562 689 989 1,502 51.9
! Border registrations ........... 178 230 218 167 57 - 65.9
Robbery, total .....iveseccecoacs 750 851 203 1,135 1,279 12.7 ; OLNEY v eevecesononnsansasvasces 1,221 1,402 1,170 1,182 1,301 10.1 i
BaNK .eeveesnsasccnancessaoanos 504 541 601 754 869 15.3 , Miscellaneous general offenses,
Postal ..ccenerencricnnnionne. 13 23 14 26 23 - 1 tOLAl teuviiienieninnieiasease. | 1,028 1,204 1,233 1,511 1,862 23.2
Other teeeecercececsasassannenns 233 287 288 355 387 9.0 i
i BYibEIY tvvenrrevroneccncennncans 46 75 53 57 88 54.4
ASSAULL t.eieiriercnnrccavennnnnas 320 375 469 519 477 - 8.1 i Drunk driving and traffic ...... 76 65 70 79 59 - 25.3
. 2 Bscape®...iiviiereienneneneenann 277 279 354 517 783 51.5
Burglary - breaking and.entering, : Extortion, racketeering and
; total ...iieeciiiiiiiieianal., 538 537 527 524 669 27.7 I threats ..oevevivenncnecannnnns 120 118 116 173 237 37.0
i ; Gambling and LOttery w.eeeeee... 123 192 160 101 83 - 17.8
| Bank ..ceevecenioiencnonecsanas 69 9l 63 61 88 44.3 : KLiGNapping ceeeeeeecesceaaenenes 22 37 40 55 40 - 27.3
PoStal .eieecriscncscncnsccasane 87 98 79 68 58 - 14.7 i PErjUYY cececesncssccenicnnonnns 70 52 58 44 58 -
Interstate shipments .......... 11 16 13 18 14 - | Weapons and firearms ........... 208 299 272 371 400 7.8
Other .ve.ceeerrecescenccccacss 371 332 372 377 509 35.0 ] Other ....sveevesoscoscnsecscscca 86 87 110 114 114 0.0
Larceny and theft, total ........ 2,459 2,485 2,451 2,495 2,637 5.7 i SPECIAL OFFENSES:
!
| BanKk .eeececcessorensscocansanae 69 59 79 94 99 5.3 @ Immigration laws ....e.civasccans 2,770 3,262 3,166 3,386 2,609 ~ 22.9
Post@l teeecnccevceeracononcnees 9207 866 771 821 918 11.8
Interstate shipments .......... 530 601 733 709 673 - 5.1 Liguor, Internal Revenue ....s... 3,529 3,028 2,564 2,443 1,945 - 20.4
Othexr U.S. property ce.ceeceses 525 561 469 521 531 1.9
Transportation, etc., of stolen Federal statutes, total ......... 3,059 4,257 3,683 4,192 4,458 6.3
PLOPerLY ceeececssocsncsnsases 124 111 100 98 142 44.9
OtheYr .eveesecececcccnsocanasas 304 287 299 252 274 8.7 Agricultural acts ec.eceenenencns. 133 113 73 78 136 74 .4
i Antitrust violations ........... 24 11 12 16 11 -
Embezzlement, total ...c.cceevees 1,337 1,285 1,276 1,399 1,419 1.4 Civil rightsa aececscssssssssnas 47 1,203 383 115 74 - 35.7
: Fair Labor Standards Act ......-. 43 17 23 18 21 -
BanK cceceeccacsvsccscosvanncncs 509 505 524 545 569 4.4 Food and Drug ACt eeeeanesvavses 344 355 356 438 - 555 26.7
Postal ...cvieiececcenocnneannss 599 518 514 602 618 2.7 Migratory bird 1laws ....cesceces 447 457 492 518 485 - 6.4
Other .icecenannosescccrasnsosasn 229 262 238 252 232 - 7.9 Motor Carrier Act ..sceeescsossns 780 861 825 812 495 - 39.0
Selective Service Act ..ceeeseen 287 380 663 1,335 1,826 36.8
Fraud, total ...eeveecescnsscocon 3,112 3,122 2,511 2,150 1,878 - 12.7 Other national defense laws .... 80 99 107 111 76 - 31.5 1
: Mail, transport obscene
INCOME tAXK sevviceccnnsncacnneas 605 706 691 570 570 0.0 . materidl ..veceiserececanancons 291 243 135 56 50 - 10.7
Lehding institutions .......... 225 228 226 208 158 ~ 24.0 i Other seeiesescesscscsconcsconne 583 518 614 695 729 .9
Postal ..eeceriercasocscanconnse 391 413 343 278 363 0.6 :
Veterans and allotments ....... 81 89 25 22 18 -
Other ..ceecceeecernoccensocnen 1,810 1,686 1,226 1,072 769 - 28.3 1 percent change is computed only on 50 or more cases.
AUtO theft weeiieccecccssoncoansns 4,995 5,139 5,011 4,888 4,722 - 3.4 ' ; 2 Includes escape from custody, aiding or abetting an escape and failure to appear in court.
‘ 8 fThese are principally cases removed from state courts under provision of the Civil Rights Act, 28 U.S.C. 1443.
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CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED DURING THE FISCAL YBEAR ENDED JUNE 30,

TABLE D 3.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

BY NAT