If you have issues viewing or accessing this file contact us at NCJRS.gov.

o\“*—» B — LT *“

1
i

0
a
:
fok
I
{
i
§
!
i
\\?

National Criminal Justice Reference Service ‘ " | . : o
TV~ N U VN . :‘2:\. : . |
nCjrs P
. jiq o o gl & ‘
- - FEDERAL OFFENDERS

-

!

| "IN THE
UNITED STATES DISTRIGT COURTS

This microfiche was produced from documents received for
inclusion in the NCJRS data base. Since NCJRS cannot exercise
control over the physical condition of the documents submitted,
the individual frame quality will vary. The resolution chart on
this frame may be used to evaluate the document quality.

R T O T Yol
L)

¢

1966

el -

o

Tl
!

N

Hg

= ED: B2 o2
=g | L

|MLI Tl - | ; L “
e , 4 e . / i

= e . / |
2 i e 7 ‘
| 5 A / y ;

MICROCOPY RESOLUTION TEST "CHART
NATIONAL BUREAU OF STANDARDS-1963-A

S

Microfilming procedures used to create this fiche comply with
the standards set forth in 41CFR 101-11.504.

439

Al

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE u.s, COURTS

i
i e, : ;
St PR

Points of view or opinions stated ir: this document are _ 4 . \
those of the author(s) and do not represent the official : B S ) for

position or policies of the U. S. Department of Justice. B q WARREN OLNEY TIT » DIRECTOR ,

‘ 4 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20544 : J

- AN s ’ ;;5 ;

National Institute of Justice - ' s

United States Department of Justice - '
Washington, D.C. 20531 » : - )
o it i - . ’ ) ~
21 L O i /o N . v" 7
- v '




FEDERAL OFFENDERS

IN THE

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

1966

tice
U.S. Department of Jus
National Institute of Justice

aclly as received from the

This document has best reproduced e s of view or opinions stated

a . X it :

ization originating it. Poin e
pertign ggg{fﬁ;ﬂ are those of the a.lu.thors and r\?ot.gg; Inli:?itute gf
p D (lassent the official position or policies of the Nali ‘
repr

Justice. . .
Permission to reproduce this oepyrgived material has. e
gmmagﬁblic Domain/Administrat1ve

ice © e U.o. ourts

to the National Criminal Justice Reference Service (NCJRS).

i mis-
Further reproduction outside of the NCJRS system requires per

sion of the eepyright owner.

Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts

Warren Olney III, Director

D

i o

N

FOREWORD

s

Developing a comprehensive system for compiling and
reporting significant informatiocn about persons convicted
of crime in the United States district courts was a project
first undertaken in the Administrative Offlce of the United
States Courts in 1963. Of necessity, the reports issued
during the first two or three years set forth only the basic

statistical figures, for at that time there was no statistical

history on which to make comparisons. However, a reasonable
statistical foundatlon is now established thus making it
pogsible for trends to be disgcussed in this report on

Federal Offenders in the United States District Courts - 1966,

The data in thils report are derived from two sources.
The clerks of the United States district courts report the
proceedings In court including the offenses charged, the
type of plea entered, the outcome of trials and -~ where there
are cenvictions - the sentence 1lmposed. Probation officers,
on the basls of their presentence investigative work, report
on such matters as age, race, sex, and the nature of any
prior criminal record of the convicted defendant 1in cases
where investigatlions are requested by the courts, It is
from a combination of these reports that the detailed

statistical tables and analyses contained in this report
have been worked out.

The report was prepared by Mr. James A, McCafferty and
his assistant, Mrs. Carocl W. Saunders, both of the Division
of Procedural Studlies and Statlstics of the Administrative
Office of the United States Courts. Similar reports will
be issued in future years, as a part of this serlies. As
the work progresses, modiflicaticns in analyses and presentation
of the data are contemplated. In thls respect we are hopeful
that the readers of the report will continue to give us the
benefit of thelr advice and comment.

L s, ©Farg T

Warren Olney III

Washington, D. C. Director

October 25, 1967
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FEDERAL OFFENDERS - FISCAL YEAR 1966
_ __HIGHLIGHTS |

This report is the fourth annual‘éomprehensive summary
and analysils of the criminal cases filed and disposed of in
the United_States district courts. It is presented in three
separate sections. Part I sets forth the characteristics of
criminal defendants disposed of in the 87 United States dis-
trict courts during the fiscal year 1966, Part II describes
criminal defendants disposed of by the United States District
Court for the District of Columbia. Part III. éerves as an
appendix of detailed statistical tables which set forth the
number of criminal cases filed and defendants in criminal
cases disposed of by the‘United States dilstrict courts.

>

Highlights of Part I - Federal offenders dispoged

of in the 87 United States district courts’

1. Criminal Defendants Disposed of in 1966 (Table 1.)

During the fiscal year 1966 there were 31,975 defendants
whose cases were disposed of 1n the 87 United States district
courts. This represents a decrease of 5.2 percent compared
to 33, 718 defendants disposed of in 1965

Eighty-five out of 100 persons whose cases were disposed
of were convicted - the same as 1965. In 1966, 11 percent of
the defendants charged had thelr cases dismissed. Acquittals
following a court trial or Jury trlial accounted for an addi-
tional 3.4 percent.

}

2. Defendants Tried (Tables 2, 3,34 and 5.)

¢

In 1966 there were 4,278 defendants tried, up 6.8 peércent

over 1965. Those tried by jury numbered 2, 815 in 1966 or

9 percent more than 1965, Defendants tried by the court

(non ﬂury showed a slight increase to 1,463 in 1966 compared
to 1,424 1n 1965.

‘Whereas convictions following a Jury trial have stayed

“around 73 to 75 percent during the last three years, convictions
after a court trial Jjumped from 63 percent in 1964 to 73 percent

in 1966.

Only 2 out of every 100 defendants charged wdth immigration

violations went to trlal, whereas 35 out of every 100 persons

charged for sex offenses were tried. Court trials were highest

(14 percent) for violators of national defense laws (mostly
- vii -
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Selective Service Act). Defendants charged with sex offenses
had the highest proportion of jury trials (27 percent). Other
offenses with a high percentage of jury trials were asgsault
and homicide (22 percent), robbery (21 percent), and postal
fraud and counterfeiting (19 percent).

A little more than half of the defendants tried were
charged with five offenses: liquor laws, autc theft, theft,
narcotic drug laws and Federal regulatory statutes.

3. Convilctions (Tables 6 and 7.)

Sixty-nine out of 100 defendants convicted in the United
States district courts during the fiscal year 1966 pleaded
gullty at the time of arraignment. The comparable filgure for
1965 was 73 percent. Another 19 defendants out of every 100

changed their pleas to gullty or nolo contendere before trial.:

(In 1965 the comparable figure was 17 percent.)

Those convicted following a court or jury trial numbered
12 out of every 100 convictions, up slightly over the 10 per-
cent convicted after trial in 1965.

Among the offense groups lmmigration law violators had
the lowest percentage of convictions by trial, 1.4 percent,
whereas for sex offenders, 35 percent were convicted by court
or jury trial. Other offense groups for which the proportion
of convictions by trial was high were assault and homicide,
32 percent, narcotics, 28 percent, postal fraud and robbery,

both 25 percent,

4, Assignment of Counsel (Table 8.)

Thirty-seven percent of the 31,975 criminal defendants
disposed of in the United States district courts were assigned
counsel by the court. The 37 percent in 1966 compares with
33 percent in 1965. The Criminal Justice Act of 1964, which
went into effect on August 20, 1965, made it possible for the
court to compensate assigned counsel., It is too early to
determine what effect the Criminal Justice Act will have on
the criminal disposition process, In the last year, however,
the proportion of defendants represented by court-appointed
counsel has increased. The proportion of dismissals,
acquittals and convictions, however, did not change inﬂ1966
when compared with the figures for 1965. See followlng page.

-~ viii -

Fiscal Year 1965 Fiscal Year 1966
Percent Percent
with court wlth court
Type of Defen~  appointed Defen- appointed
disposition dants counsel dants counsel
Total defendants 33,718 33.0 31,975 36
Dismissed..... 3,789 16.8 3:570 é2ag
Acquitted..... 1,172 27.5 1,091 31.3
Convicted..... 28,757 35.4 27,314 38.7
Percent
TOEaI.ooovooao loo»o had loooo -
Dismissed..... 11.2 - 11,2 -
Acquittedo oo 305 - 3."" -
Convicted..... 85.3 - 85.4 -

5. Use of Special Sentence Statutes (Table 9.)

With the decline in the number of defendants convicted
there was a corresponding decrease in the use of the special
sentencing statutes, with the exception of the split sentence.
In 1966 there were 1,383 persons sentenced under the special
provisions of the probation statute which permit the court
to sentence an offender to a Jail term of six months or less
gﬁeb§1§°1l°¥ed ggsg probgtion term of five years or less. ’

ure for was percent higher tha
1,267 defendants so sentenced in 1 6%. n the. rigure of

Defendants sentenced under the "indeterminate" sentence
provisions of law numbered 1,722 in 1966 - down 4 percent
from the 1,784 so sentenced in 1965.

Commitments under the Federal Juvenile Delinquency Act
and the Federal Youth Corrections Act 4 d v c-
A oune Federa eclined in 1966 com

The proportion of special sentences used b the co
for the years 1963 to 1966 are as follows: v ures

e i 1ot ot e e




Percent
change
Fiscal Year 196
over
Type of Sentence 1963 1964 1965 1966 1965
Total Defendants con- ,
victed and sentenced... 29,803 29,170 28,757 27,314 - 5.0
Total sentenced under
special sentencing
provisions:
Percent of total .... 16.1 16.5 18.3 18.9 -
Juvenlle Delinquency
Act 0 0000 00 0000000000 1,200 13188 1,143 13060 - 793
Youth Corrections Act. 1,129 1,023 1,067 1,006 - 5.7
Indeterminate sentence. 1,303 1,500 1,784 1,722 - 3,56
Split sentence ....... 1,168 9.2

F o

1,115 1,267 1,383

Half of the defendants convicted of robbery and burglary
were committed to institutions under one of the four special
sentencing provisions. Almost 40 percent of those convicted
of interstate auto theft or sex offenses were so sentenced.

6. Use of Probation (Table D 8.)

About 43 percent of the 27,314 defendants convicted in
1966 were placed on probation. By excluding the defendants
in three offense categories (immigration laws, wagering tax
and Federal regulatory acts), who are generally fined or
given a suspended sentence, the proportion placed on probation
increased to 49 percent.

In the last four years there has been little change in
the proportion of convicted defendants placed on probation.
The percentaies (excluding the special offenses) for both
1963 and 1964 were 50 percent; for both 1965 and 1966 they
were 49 percent.

7. Severity of Sentence (Tables 10, 11, 12. and 13.)

This report continues the analysls of sentences through
the use of a sentence weight value for each type of sentence
from fine to life imprisonment.

The average sentence welght in 1966 was 5.6, identical
to that for 1965. The lowest sentence welght of 1.2 was
recorded for defendants convicted for violation of Federal
regulatory statutes. The high of 29.5 was for convicted
robbers.

Severity of sentence appeared to increase depending
on the method of conviction. For those who pleaded gullty
at arralgnment the severity of sentence weight was 4.9; for
those who changed thelr plea from not gulilty to gullty the
sentence weight was 5.6. For those found guilty by court
trial (gury walved) or by jury trial the sentence weights
were 6.8 and 11.4, respectively.

8. Prior Criminal Record (Tables 14, 15, and 16.)

For those convicted defendants whose prior criminal
record was reported, it is apparent that as the prior criminal
record becomes more serious there 1is an increase in the likell-
hood of imprisonment. Thus only 11 out of every 100 defendants
convicted of violating one of the special offenses (violations
of lmmigration laws, wagerling tax laws and Federal regulatory
statutes) had a prior prison record and as a group only 22
percent were imprisoned, However, for those convicted of
elther narcotic drug law violations or of robb&r% LYy out of
every 100 had a prior prison record and overall -84 percent of
this group were sentenced to prison.

With regard to the type of sentence imposed, those
sentenced under the indeterminate provislions of law hagd a
prior criminal record in 88 percent of the cases. Eighty-
two out of every 100 defendants committed under the provisions
of the Youth Corrections Act had a prior criminal record.

Overall, persons ¢onvicted of being narcotic drug addicts
who failed to register at border crossings, had the highest
prior criminal record, followed closely by narcotic drug
violators. Over three-fourths of the defendants convicted
of interstate auto theft had prior criminal records.

9. Characteristics of Convicted Defendants (Table 17.)

Of the defendants convicted in the district courts during
1966, approximately 90 percent were men., Seven percent were
women, and the other three percent of the cases involved
corporations. Excluding corporations, the overall medlan
age was 31 years. The youngest defendants as a group were
those convicted of auto theft and burglary (median age 23
years). The oldest were those convicted of income tax
fraud (median, 53 years).

10. Recommendations for or Against Probation (Tables 18 and 19.)

When requested by the court, probation officers will.
make recommendations for or against probation as a part of
their presentence reports. .In those instances where probation
was recommended by the probation officer, the court granted

- Xy -
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probation 92 percent of the time. Where probation was not
recommended, 20 percent of the defendants were nevertheles

granted probation. :

The proportion of agreement between the recommendation
of the probation officer and the final sentence imposed was
86 percent. Agreement varied from a low of T4 percent for
wagering tax violators to a high of 95 percent for robbers.

11l. Presentence Investigations (Tables_zo and 21.)

Three~fourths of all defendants convicted in 1966 had
presentence reports filed by the probation officer, By
excluding the speclal offense class the proportion of such
reports on file increased to 89 percent. : o

The proportion of presentence investigations varied from
a low of 16 percent for convicted immigration law violators to

95 percent for liquor law violators.

Highlights of Part II - Federal Offenders disposed
-of in the Urndted States District Court for the
District of Columbia

1. Convictions (Table D C 1.)

The Unlted States District Court for the District of
Columbia dlsposed of 1,230 defendants during the fiscal
year 1966. The comviction rate in 1966 was T4 percent,
slightly less than the 7€ percent convicted i.. 1965.

2. Defendants Tried (Table D C 2,)

The number of defendants tried in 1966 (380) was
31 percent of all dispositions. Last year 29 percent of the
dispositions were by trial. Of the 380 defendants tried
during the year, 72 percent were found guilty. This can be
compared to 71l percent convicted by trial in 1965.

3. Tgype of Sentence (Tables D C 3, 4, 5, and 6.)

There were 912 defendants convicted in 1966. Of these
614 or 67 percent were sentenced to imprisonment. About
35 percent of those receiving sentences to imprisonment had
maximum terms cver five years. Probaticn was granted to 277
defendants or 30 percent. Thirteen percent of these received
probation terms in excess of three years.

- xil -
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record, 7 perceat had a previous probation
recor : record, 18 percent
record?rior Jall record, and 30 percent had a prior »rison

Among those convicted defendants sentenced
imprisonment, 91 percent had a prior criminal reggrg :igg of
37 percent having a prior Prison record. For those placed
on probation, 52 percent had a prior criminal record and
fifteen percent had a prior prison record,
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FEDERAL JUVENILE DELINQUENCY ACT

Juvenile Delinguent.-~A person who
has not attained his eighteenth
birthday at time of violation of

law not punishable by death or
1ife imprisonment (18 U.S.C. 5031)
‘ A
t ’
' ’
t ’
(Optional)
i,
|

4

v’

OBSERVATION AND STUDY
(18 u.s.C. 5034
Report furnished to the court
within sixty days unless the
court grants additional time
for further study. Juvenile

>t nw nw i - o

SENTENGING ALTERNATIVES --UNITED STATE‘S COURTS

YOUTH CORRECTIONS ACT

Youth Offender.--A person under the
age of twenty-two years at the time
of conviction (18 U.5.C. 5006e)

Young Adult Offender.--A person who
has attained his twenty-second
birthday but has not attained his
twenty-sixth birthday at the time
of conviction (18 U.S.C. U4209)

: K
(optional)
\."

Report within sixty days or

OBSERVATION AND STUDY
(18 U,8.C. 5010e)

such additional period as the
court may grant. Defendant
returned to court for final

REGULAR

CRIMINAL PROCENURE

Adult Offenders

)

{(Optional)

6:

OBSERVATION AND STUDY

(18 vu.s.c, 4208b)
Commitment deemed to be for
maximum sentence of imprison-
ment prescribed by law. Com-
plete report with recommenda-
tions within three months
unless court grants time not
t0 exceed an addltional three
months for further study.
Defendant returned to court
for final disposition. Court
may then grant probaticn, or
affirm or reduce the qriginal

returned to court for final disposition. sentence of imprisonment and
disposition. commit under any applicable
provision of law. Sentence
runs from date of original
commitment.
T v A 4 v
€3
) DISPOSITION (18 U.S.C. 5034) DISPOSITION (18 U.S.C. 5010) DISPOSITION
> 1. Probation 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.C. 3651)

Court may unconditiohally discharge prior to expiratiun of
period of probation, which discharge shall automatically set a.
aside the convietion (18 U.S.C. 5021b)

b. Period of minority
Imposition or execution of sentence suspended.
period of five years

Not to exceed
2. Commitment to custody of Attorney General

a. Definite period not to exceed minority

2. Commitment to custody of Attorney General b.
b. Period of minority

If sentence provided for offense is more than six months
sentence in excess of six months may be imposed, confinement
in jail-type institution ordered. for period not exceeding
six months and execution of remainder of sentence suspended !
Shall be released conditionally under supervision on or before and defendant placed on probation for period not to exceed 5
the expiration of four years from date of conviction and dis- five years
charged unconditionally on or before six years from the date -
of conviction (18 U.S.C. 5017c) . ¢. Imposition or execution of sentence on one or more counts
May be conditionally released under supervision at any time suspended and probation ordered to follow period of commit-

: a. Indeterminate sentence (18 U.S.C. 5010b)
j Commitment shall not exceed term which might have been

: imposed had juvenile been tried andé convicted of the

) alleged violation.

; Juvenile may be released on parole at any time under
K such condltions and regulations as the Board of Parole

deems proper (18 U.S.C. 5037) and may be discharged (18 U.s.Cc. 5017a) ment ordered on other counts
. from supervision prior to expiration of sentence May be discharged unconditionally at the expiration of one .
. (18 U.s.c. 42084) year from the dati of conditionsl release (18 U.S.C. 5017b) 2. Commitment to custody of Attorney General
§3 Upon unconditional discharge before expiration of the maximum
g sentence of commitment the conviction shall be automatically a. Definite sentence within term authorized by applicable

set aside (18 U.s.¢. 5021a) penalty provision

If sentence exceeds 180 days may be released on parole after :
serving one-third of term or after serving fifteen years of a !
1life sentence or of a sentence of over 45 years (18 U,S.C. 4202) % !

b. Indeterminate sentence in excess of six years for any
further period authorized by law for offense or offenses
for which convicted (18 U.S.C. 5010c)

- v Shall be released condltionally under supervision not later b. Indeterminate sentence
than two years before expiration of sentence #nd 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. 50174d) parole eligibility date which may be less than but not ' ”
Ma% ge conditionally released under supervision at any time more than one-third of the sentence (18 U.S.C. 4208(a)(1))
16 U.S.C. 5017a ' o
May be discharged &nconditionally at the explration of one (2) Sentence for a term exceeding one year and specify parole \ :

year from the date of conditional release (18 U.S.C, 5017b)
Upon unconditional discharge before expiration of the maximum
sentence of commitment the conviction shall be automatically

eligibllity at such time as the Board of Parole may o

OTHER APPLICABLE_ PROCEDURE determine (18 U.S.C. ¥208(a)(2))

S i o If juvenile has violated law punishable

A ey e —— - A - S - - . o e G o = e A - . - - = i e 4 " — — " - - e G Gu e A o " f——

, set aside (18 U,S.C. 5021a) Board of Parole may discharge from sugervision prior to
’ by death or life imprisonment or refuses explration of sentence (18 U.8.C. 42084)
- v to consent to FIDA procedure or Attorney - c. Any other applicable penalty provision (18 U,S.C. 50104)

Generxal directs other procedure the case 3. Fine
will be handled under Youth Corrections Board of Parole may discharge from supervision prior to expira-
Act or regular adult criminal procedure tion of sentence (18 U.S.C. 4208d) without granting incondi-
tional discharge

MANDATORY SENTENCING PROVISIONS - NARCOTIC CONTROL ACT OF 1956

Imposition or execution of sentence shall ndt be suspended, probation shall
not be granted, and 18 U,S.C. 4202 (perole eligibility) shall not apply for
certain violations of narcotic laws (26 U.S.C. 7237d).

. ) " . Youth offenders under twenty-two years of age at the time of conviction may
" ’ be committed under the provisions of 18 U.S.C. 5010(b) or (¢). United

- : States v. Lane, 284 F. 2d 935 (C.A.9). However; this procedire is not
avallablé to young adult offenders (72 Stat. 845).

May 11, 1966
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PART 1

FEDERAL OFFENDERS IN THE 87 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS
FISCAL YEAR 1966 '

Introduction

This report continues a series of comprehensive analyses
obtained from records furnished by the clerks of the United
States district courts, The statistical records received
from the clerks cover all criminal cases commenced in the
district courts during the fiscal year 1966 together with
records on all defendants disposed of during the same fiscal
year. As such, the report represents the fourth year for
which detalled information is provided for defendants convicted
and sentenced, including the method of disposition and the type
of sentence procedure used by the court. Demographlc data on
sex, race, and prior criminal record, together with information
concerning representation by counsel, number of presentence
investigations, and recommendations with respect to probatinn,
are also provided.

As in 1965, a schematic chart on sentencing alternatives
avallable to the United States district courts for sentencing
convicted defendants appears in this report. In addition to
the sentencing alternatives the chart also indicates the
statutory procedures available to the court for the observa-
tion and study of convicted defendants. This report presents,
where the data are useful for analysis, summaries based on
three or four years of trend information obtained from this
raporting program.,

Coverase

During the fiscal year 1966 there were 91 United States
district courts. The Part I analysls has been limited to the
87 United States district courts which excludes the District
of Columbla and three territorlal district courts having
local as well as federal jurlsdiction. Part II sets forth
data for criminal defendants disposed of in the United States
District Court for the District of Columbia. The reason for
separately reporting the Unlted States District Court for
the District of Columbia 1s primarily the different types
of cases due to local Jurisdictlon.

Excluded from this report are the district courts in the
Virgin Islands, Canal Zone, and Guam. Defendants disposed of
by these courts are principally local offenders whose viola-
tions are the type found in state courts and, therefore, such
data are non-comparable to that reported for the 87 United
States district courts.




Part III contains the tables which appear regularly in
the Annual Report of the Director of the Administrative
O0ffice. Thus all published data for criminal cases, or
defendants in criminal proceedings are included in this
report. The inclusion of these tables in this volume provides
a complete statistical inventory of all published data cover- .
ing defendants in criminal cases in the United States district
courts. In addltion, certain special detall tables are pro-
vided. This 1966 report, therefore, contains statistical .
tables which are comparable to those appearing in the 1965

report of this serles.

Qffense Classificatibns

In both Part I and Part II the offense classifications
used follow the same definitions as were used in classifying
the offenses in previous reports. The principal basis for
these classiflcatlons 1s the proportionate use of probation
by the courts. Excluding the special offense class (which
denotes offenses where the majority of persons convicted
received fines or in the cases of violators of immigration
laws were given suspended sentences and were subsequently
deported) the eight offense classes show a decreasing
proportionate use of probation from a high use in Class I
offenses to Class VIII offenses which have the lowest use.

Figure A, which excludes the special offense category
for the reasons noted above, illustrates the proportionate
use of probation by the courts for the fiscal years 1963,
1964, 1965, and 1966, It can be seen for 1966 that for :
Class I offenses 83 percent were placed on probation,
whereas for Class VIII offenses only 15 percent recelved
probation. A detaliled statement of the offenses included
in the eight classes, plus the special offenses appears ln
Part III of this report. See Table D 10.

1. Defendants disposed of

In the fiscal year 1966, 31,975 defendants were disposed
of in the 87 United States district courts. This was 5.2 per-
cent fewer than in the fiscal year 1965. For those disposed
of in 1966, 85 percent were convicted, the same as 1965.

Table 1 shows for the fiscal years 1964, 1965, and 1966
the number and percentage of defendants who had their cases
dismissed, pleaded gullty or nolo contendere, or were tried
elther by the court or by a jury. For those conviected, -
88 percent were disposed of without trial on a plea of
guilty or nolo contendere. Four percent were convicted .
following a court trial and 8 percent following a jury trial.

- 2 =

Figure A

Number of Persons Convicted and Pro i i
portionate Use of Probation for the Eight Offe
Fiscal Years 1963 - 1966 7 nee Classes,

Number convicted

Offense Group 1963 1964 1965 1966
TOTAL CONVICTED ,...... Ceseeresarecnnnan 24,965 23,081 - 22,122 20,925
CLASS ; (Fraud, embezzlement, obscene ’
MAil) ececasecooscenscassnsns cevesees 2,490 2,180 1,839 1,632
CLASS II (Income tax fraud, other fraud) veesos 1,725 1,178 1,063 997
’ 7
CLASS III (Liguor, Internal Revenue) ......... 4,517 4,445 3,999 3.4
v ' +406
CLASS IV (Theft, postal fraud, forgery) ceveces 5,783 5‘348 4,791
’ ] . 4,566

CLASS V (Border reg., addicts, assault and
homicide, misc. general offenses).... 1,502 1,070 1,088 1,158
2 1

CLASS VI (Counterfeiting, burglary, trans-
portation of stolen property,
marihuana, national defense laws,

s
ex OffenSES)n.u-on... ......... voese 2,595 2,351 2,425 2,698
[
CLASS
VII (Auto theft) sssc0snenssevaranansosae 5,051 5,066 5,041 4,843
CLASS VIII (Narcotics and robbery) .eoeeeeces. 1,302 1,443 1,776
. . . 1,629

Proportionate Use of Probation

TOTAL PLACED ON PROBATTION
.................... 50,1 50.2 49.0
. . 49,1
CLASS I (Fraud, embezzlement, obscene
MBLl) ceevececcess

i1) ceceosesesansssssnn 83.1 84.4 85.3 83.1

CLASS II (Income tax fraud, other fraud) ..... 57.9 57.3 57.5
. . . 58.1

CLASS III (Liquoxr, Internal Revenue) evees.s cens 65.2 65.7 64.6
. . . 67.2

CLASS IV (Theft, postal fraud, forgery)..... oo 54.7 54,7 55.4
. . . 57.6

CLASS V (Border reg. addicts, assault and
homicide, misc. general offenses),... 38.2 44,5 39.8
. - - 44,0

CLASS VI (Counterfeiting, burglary, trans-
portation of skolen property,
marihuana, national defense laws,

SeX Offenses) .eceececssvcsscese secoa 36.6 37.6 36,8
. . . 38,0
CLASS VII (Auto theft)
tecssesccascncssnrncnno 33,3 33.5 34.5 3
of . 3,9
CLASS VIII (Narcotics and robbery) scosseseees 9.4 11,0 14.8
. . . 15,2

NOTE: Excludes for all years persons convicte 1.0, . 19 '
rson nvicted for v lation of imm ration laws wagering tax laws and
violations of Federal regulatory acts., Prev:.ously publlshed 1963 offense data have been provided

using the offense class adopted in 1964, See Appendix Table D 10 for complete offense classification

¢
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Table 1
Unlited States District Courts

Defendants Disposed of by Type of Termination,
Fiscal Years 1964, 1965, and 1966

Type of
termination

Total | victed | victed Total | vieted | victed Total

Fiscal Year 1964 Fiscal Year 1965 Fiscal Year 1966
Not Not Not
con- Con~ con-~- Con=- con- Con-

victed | victed

TGTAL SUS OGO BSOEGEGOEIOSSIOESPOSPON

Disposed of
without trial:

Dismissed ec.eecvcecse
Plea of gullty or

nolo contendere ,..

By court trial ..ceccee

By Jury trial .seeceeece

PERCENT ® e PO OGOOSTOESEPNODN

Disposed of
without trial ... eose

BY court trial scsoneve
By JUry tr1al u.ccecees

33,381 | 4,211 29,170 {33,718 | 4,961 28,757 |31,975

4,661 27,314

2,936 | 2,936 -1 3,789 | 3,789 -1 3,570
26,273 - 26,273 | 25,923 25,923 |2k,127
1,501 559 g2 | 1,425} . 463 961 { 1,463
2,671 716 1,955 | 2,582 709 1,873 | 2,815
00.0 100.0 | 00,0 | 100.0 100,0 | 100.0

100,0 | 100.0

C - e

87.5| 69.7 90,1 | 88.1| 76.4 90.2| 86.6
4,5 13.3 3.2 4.2 9.3 3.3 k.6
8.0 17.0 6.7 T.7 14.3 6.5 8.8

3,570 -
- 24,127

397 1,066
691 2,121
~106.0- IOO:O
76.6  88.3
8.5 3.9
4,9 7.8

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.

B
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Table 2

United States District Courts

Defendants Convicted by Type of Disposition,
Fiscal Years 1964, 1965, and 1966

Fiscal Year 1964

Fiscal Year 1965

Fiscal Year 1966

Convicted Convicted Convicted
Type of Total Per- Total Per- Total Per-
termination defendants | Number | cent defendantst Number | cent defendanté2 Number | cent
TOTAL cecvecvasse 33,381 29,170 87.4 33,718 28,757 85.3 31,975 27,314  85.4
Without trial3... 29,209 26,273 89.9 29,712 25,923 87.2 27,697 24,127 87.1
By court trial ., 1,501 o942 62,8 1,424 961 67.5 1,463 1,066 72.9
By jury trial ... 2,671 1,955 73.2 2,582 1,873 T2.5 2,815 2,121 75.3

1 By excluding 602 civil rights cases remanded to
convicted defendants increased to 86.8 percent.

2 By excluding 200 civil rights cases remanded to

convicted defendants increased to 86,0 percent.

3 Includes defendants convicted by plea of guilty

¢r nolo contendere,

state and local courts, the proportion qf

state and local courts, the proportion of




Figure B. Type of Disposition, Fiscal Years 1964, 1965 and 1966

Type of Disposition 1964 1965 1966
L)
All defendants disposed of...... 33,381 33,718 31,975
PERCENT -
Convicted...veveeonoscsavenecses 87.4 85.3 85.4
Plead guilty or nolo
contender@...cveeeassasasnse 78.7 76.9 75.5
Convicted by court......cccc.n 2.8 2.8 3,3
Convicted by JUILV..ccevevsosse .9 5.6 6.6
Not convicted. .ueeeeeeveencecocen 12.6 14.7 14.6
Dismissed..ccseecceccnosncsssne 8.8 11.2 11.2
Acquitted by court............ 1.7 1.4 1.2
Acquitted by Jury..cccceeeec-- 2.1 2.1 2.2
//"/ N
- 6 -
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A There were 24,127 defendants convicted by plea of
gullty or nolo contendere, fewer by 7 percent than the
25,923 convicted on a plea in 1965, Gonvictions by trial
increased to 1,066, or 11 percent over the 961 in 1965, and
convictions by jury numbered 2,121 in 1966, an increase of
13 percent over the 1,873 jury convictions in 1965.

" Bismissals dropped by 6 percent compared to 1965.
However, by excluding criminal cases remanded to state
courts for both years, the dlsmlssals would have numbered
2,887 in 1965 and 3,370 for 1966, a 17 percent increase
in such dispositions. Chart 1 shows for 1966 the proportion
of defendants convicted and not convicted by type of disposi-
tion, Figure B shows the percentage distribution by type of
disposition for each year 1964, 1965, and 1966, |

Defendants who were tried

About 13 percent of the criminal defendants were disposed
of after eilther a court (non-jury) or jury trial. An analysis
of Tables 2 and 3 show that over-all the proportion of convic-
tions for those defendants who were tried increased in 1966
when compared to the two previous years. Most of the increase
occurred among defendants tried by the court (non-jury) where
73 percent so tried were convicted in 1966 compared to 63 per-
cent 1n 1964, The percentage of defendants convicted after
a jury trial dropped slightly during the three-year peried.

The acgquitbals by trial as shown in Table 3 indicate

-that during the three-year period there was more likelihood

of acquittal by Jury trial than by court trial. Thus, in
1966, 64 percent of the trials where acquittal resulted were
Jury trials. In 1964 acquittals occurred in only 56 percent
of the jury trials. However, there were 14 percent fewer
trials in 1966 where acquittals resulted than in 1964,

In 1966 court trials where acquittal resylted dropped

29 percent below suchk trials in 1964 - 397 defendants
acquitted after-a court trial in 1966 compared to 559 in 1964,

Although 13 percent of the defendants disposed of in
1966 were tried by either a court or jury, the proportion of
trials varied depending upon the ¢rime charged, from a low of
2 percent for the 3,110 defendants charged with violating
immigration laws, to a high of 35 percent for the 181 defen-~
dants charged with esex offenses. -As shown in Table Y4 other
offense groups in which there was a proportionately high use
of trials were assault and komicide, 33 percent; narcotic drug
law violatilons, 26 percent, and robbery with the same percentage.

4
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Table 3

United States DistrictECourts

Disposition of Defendants Tried by Court and by Jury,
Fiscal Years 1964, 1965, and 1966

Fiscal Year 1964

Figcal Year 1965

Fiscal Year 1966

Total By Total | By “Total By
Disposition tried | court | By Jury | tried | court | By Jury | tried | court | By jury
: TOTAL
fod Number ..eeceeses | 4,172 | 1,501 2,671 4,006 | 1,424 2,582 4,278 | 1,463 2,815
| Percent ¢esesesos | 100,0 36,0 64,0 100,0 35.5 64,5 100,0 34,2 65.8
ACQUITTED
Number cseceseeees | 1,275 559 716 1,172 463 709 1,091 |. 39Z 694
Percent .eececeees | 100,0 43,8 56.2 100,0 39.5 60.5 100,0 36. 63.6
CONVICTED
) NUumber seecvoecess | 2,897 cho 1,955 2,834 961 1,873 3,187 1,066 2,121
' Percent v.e.e..s.. | 100.0 | 32.5 67.5 | 100.0 | 33.9 86.1 | 100.0 | 33.4 66.6

[N
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87 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

DEFENDANTS CONVICTED AND NOT CONVICTED

FISCAL YEAR 1966

NOT GCONVICTED

\DISMISSED
N BY couarll

CONVIGTE
BY TRIAL
9

EA OF GUILTY

GONVICTED

Source: Administrative Office of the United states Courts
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Table 4
87 United States District Courts

Offense Class and Type of Trial of Defendants, Fiscal Year 1966

Defendants . .
Total tried - I Tried by court Tried by jury
defendants - =
OFFENSE CLASS disposed of | Number | Percent [ Number | Percent | Number | Percent
! TOTAL .eecescensossneseccvass 31,975 4,278 13.4 1,463 4,6 2,815 8.8
Special Offensess U
Irmigration 1awS eeceessssesssec 3,110 59 1.9 23 0.7 36 1.2
Wagering tax violations ...cesss 807 118 14.6 50 6,2 68 8.4
Federal regulatory statutes ... *3,386 273 '\g\B.l 112 3.3 161 4.8
TOTAL LESS ABOVE ..cesessces 24,672 3,828 15.5 1,278 5.2 2,550 10.3
CLASS I
Fraud = Group A seeesesescsceens 491 81 16.5 26 5.3 55 .11.2
Embezzlement scoccesscescecsceas 1,253 84 6.7 25 2.0 59 4.7
Obscene Maill ceeeesecansssssscas 173 20 11.5 12 6.9 8 4.6
CLASS II b
Income tax £raud eeesssssmsessas 679 101 14.9 27 4.0 74 10.9
Other fraud .ececsscecsessnnscce 624 125 20.0 33 5.3 92 14.7
CLASS III
Liquor, Internal Revenue .ccoceso 4,003 638 15,9 235 5.9 403 10.0
CLASS IV
Theft scceseseessceesssssecavens 2,558 374 14.6- 140 5.5 234 9.1
Postal fraud eceeeececsacecscsssecs 566 142 25.1 30 5.3 112 = 19,8
FOXgery cecsesvasscsscvsesncesss 2,157 174 8.1 - 66 3.?5 108 5.0
CLASS V o
Border registration, addicts ... 198 26 13.1 | 10 5.0 16 8.1
Agsault and homicide .seccessees 320 104 32.5 32 . 10.0 72 22.5
Miscellaneous general ‘
OFf£eNSeS wcecssscaniecsccssces 1,020 258 25,3 84 8.2 174 - 17.1
| CLass VI
Counterfeiting seeveasssscssescnat 381 95 24.9 22 5.8 73 1S.1
Burglary ecedeecseccsscecnccsecssco 309 52 16,8 21 .. 6.8 31 10.0
Interstate transportation of o .
stolen property eceecessssacecsse 1,081 123 11.4 . 23 241 100 9.3
Marihuana yeesecesesscssasacesse 746 114 = 15.3 24° . 3,2 90 12.1
National defense laws seececeese 624 135 21,6 89 14.2 46 7.4
SeX OffensesS ,eesesccesssscescss 181 64 35.3 16 8.8 48 . 26,5
CLASS VIT .
Auto theft seescesnscirssccessae 5,381 617 - 11l.5 210 3.9 407 7.6
CLASS VIII
Narcotics .gn;.nof‘oono..oo....-“ 1,279 334 v 26,1 121 9.5 213 16.6
RODDEYY essvevasnsasvssssscssncse 648 167 25.8 32 4.9 135 20459

o

- Q9 -

* Includes 200 defendants disposed of whose cases were remanded to State and local courts.
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pefendants Convicted by Offense Class 2

Table 5

es District Courts

na Type of Trial,

Fiscal Yeaf 1966

pefendants tried Tried by court Pried by jury
i i d Convicted
Conv1ct:2r_ Convmct:er— ‘ per;
it || Number | cent Total | Number | cen
Total | Number | cent Total ;
OFFENSE CLASS .
12,121 75.3
463 | 1,066 72.9 2,815 .
4,278 1 3,187 74.5 1,
POTAL sosesesesevaccsss cee °1
SPECTAL OFFENSES: . . Iy
: 15 - _ .
’ 59 42 71.2 23 2 L5
i i AWS esesmcsessse > 84.0 pd
igmzzzzzlz:xlviolations ceees 118 96 Bl.i lig gs 4 161 o 1ot
Fegeral regulatory statutes . 273 173 63, -
1,952 ®
LESS ABOVE 3,828 | 2,876 75.1 1,278 924 72.3 2,550 ’
TOTAL LESS ABOVL eceececes °
CLASS I
29 52.7
81 44 54.3 26 15 57.7 gg > o
Fraud - Gro:p A ceescccesscce o e 2 2; 7 . 6 :
Embezzlenent eccsessscosses owe T 2 - - |
Obscene mail eceecceeceecsceacess 20
_— 4 74 56 75.7
10l 75 74.3 27 19 72.5 o o AL
ner taxdfraud ............ 125 65 52.0 33 16 48,
Other fraud eesecesceccscscvces
CLASS ITX
.4 403 286 71.0
Liquox, Interxnal Revenue a«es 638 449 70.4 235 163 69
L. ’
CLASS IV
1 68,8
374 263 70.3 140 102 22,3 iig 123 ol
Theft ecocesesasessasessoveses - T o 783 o ” .8 112 e 742
postal fraud .- NN 174 142 81l.6 66 54 8}.
FOrgery cesescosesessseoscnce
CLASS V 6 . . )
i 4 10 -
Barder regl ek Radicts. lgi éz 33.9 32 27 84.4 72 54 75.0
Assault and homicide eececess iy
Miscellaneous generat 258 192 74 .4 84 52 61,9 174 140 .
OffensSes ecoscssencesscs ceow
_— 22 8 - 73 54 74,0
5 i > e o 16 - 31 26 83.9
Counterfeiting scececeese ot a5 o8 oy
Burglary eecessessevasccesceco
Tnterstate transportation of 123 02 4.8 23 12 - log gg gg-g
Stolen Brope Y i 114 93 Bl.6 2a| 13~ 20 B0 g8.9
parimuana .oeoeeeessecess | B0 03 galp || 9| 77 85| 48 % D0
Natlog;l defens . o a o5 8. 16
Sex offensSeS eesssee sosencese
CLBSS VIT . 5
617 491 79.6 210 168 80.0 407 323 7
Auto theft scecscasscscecccse |
N\
CLASS VIIT s
334 295 88.3 121 100 Bz.g igg 122 90'4
NarcotiCS ecesssecscscssscoces i 2 Era o o o 7
ROLDELY csessssssscsscosseces
NOTE: Percent not cbmputed where base is 25 or less.
‘- 10 -
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. disposed of,
- tionately higher use of Jjury trials.

_proportion of convictions occurred in the cases

Trials by court (non-jury) accounted for 5 percent
of the defendants disposed of. Fourteen of the 24 offense

groups showed a proportionately higher use of court trials -
the highest use was for defendants charged with vioclations

of t?e national defense laws (mostly the Selective Service
laws).

Trial by jury accounted for 9 percent of the defendants
Thirteen offense groupings showed a propor-:

The highest use of
Jury trlals was recorded for defendants in sex offense

cases (27 percent) followed closely by those charged with
assault and homicilde, (23 percent) and robbery (21 percent)
and counterfeiting, (19 percent). One-half of the jury
trials involved defendants charged with five groups of
offenses: 1liquor law violations; interstate auto theft;
theft of property; narcotic drug laws; and violations of
Federal regulatory statutes. The same group accounted

for 56 percent of all the court trials,

Of the 4,278 persons who were tried by the
or a Jury, 75 percent were convicted., This was
than the 71 percent convicted by trial in 1965.

court
higher
The lowest

of defendants
charged with fraud, excludlng income tax and postal fraud.

This 1s in contrast to the alrast 9 out of 10 convictions

of defendants charged wilth narcotics law violatlons
or robbery. .

Convictions after a court trial, where there was .
a sufficient number of trilials for computation purposes,
ranged from 5 out of 10 for the "other" fraud and postal
fraud group to almost 9 out of 1C for violators of national
defense laws. For trials by jury the conviction rate
ranged from almost 5 out of 10 for fraud against lending
and credit Institutlions and statutes relating to Federal

benefits to 9 out of 10 for defendants charged with
narcotics violations or robbery.

It 1s to be noted that defendants charged with narcotics,
robbery, postal fraud or lncome tax fraud had a compara-
tively higher conviction rate, following trial by a Jjury
than trial by the court. On the other hand, the conviction
rate for violators of PFederal regulatory statutes was

proportionately higher for defendants tried by court than
those tried by the jury. (Table 5).

Ay
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Table 6, ‘
. W H Table 7
87 United States District Courts . - i
’ S B 87 United States District Courts
) Offense Class and For those Convicted, How Convicted, Fiscal Year 1966 : B Convicted Defendants by Offense Class.and Type of Plea, Fiscal Year 1966
; i o
i | AT S
; ) Pércent ! - . ¥'Initial plea
: Initial plea ) i : ' Initial plea not guilty, )
i Defendants Initial not guilty, Plea of > - . unchanged changed to [Convicted by . Percent
a disposed of plea unchanged | changed to guilty - ; Con-
’ L4
: Convicted Nolo Nolo Convicted |or nolo] Court : Total Nolo Nolo . victed
Per=- conten-= conten- by contens or o convicted ) conten- lconten- Initial plea chgnged by court
OFFENSE CLASS Total || Number | cent Guilty| dere Guilty | dere Court I Jury | dere Juxy . . H offense class defendants| Guilty] dexe Guilty] dere |Court Jury unchanged | plea-' | or jury
- - P ;
TOTAL eciceorassvosanossess | 3L,975] 27,314 85.4 18,308 601 4,726 492 1,066 2,121 85.3 11.7 " g ' '
i H - TOTAL vavecveossassvasssvacsend 27,314 18,308 601 4,726 492 1,066 2,121 69.2 19.1 11.7
{
SPECIAL OFFENSES : s
. o SPECIAL OFFENSES .cecacocsnsoresned 6,385 4,634 278 922 24D 142 169 76.9 18.2 4.9
Immigration 1aws .ceceeecesses 3,110 3,033 97.5 2,831 6 151 3 15 27 28.6 1.4 . ) ‘ .
Wagering tax violations ...... 807 676 B83.8 207 17 321 35 42 54| 8s.8 14.2 i Immigration 1aws ......eeesee...4 3,033 2,831 6 151 3 15 27 93.5 5.1 1.4
Federal Regulatory statutes .. 3,386/ 2,676 79.0 1,596 255 450" 202 : 85 . 88 93.5 6.5 Wagering tax violations ........d 676 ) 207 17 321 35 {,1,,2‘,1 54 33.1 52.7 14.2
) . : Federal regulatory statutes ....|{ 2,676 1,596 - 255 450 202 {7 88 69,2 24.3 6.5
! TOTAL LESS ABOVE ev..css... | 24,672] 20,929 84.8 13,674 323 -3,804 252 924 1,952 86.3 13.7 :
: . R o ! TOTAL LESS ABOVE t¥eesracenciad 20,929 13,674 323 3,804 252 924 1,952 66.9 19.4 13.7
‘ CIASS T ’ ) : Class T wueeeeconsvannsessvareanssd 1,632 || 1,118~ 54 308 35 45 72 71.8 21.0 7.2
! . . Fraud «~ GrouP A cececcccocsssocsd 355 | 180 19 93 19 15 29 56.1 31,5 ! 12.4
i Fraud = GXOUP A eevenereesaocs 491 355 72.3 180 19 93 19 15 ‘29| 87.6 12.4 1,148 858 32 189 11 21 37 77.5 17.4 5.1
i Embezzlement c.evecceccecosons 1,253 1,148 91.6 858 32 189 11 . 21 37 94.9 5.1 Obscene Mail ceoeeececrececnssnsend 129 80 3 26 5 9 6 64.4 24.0 11.6
1 Obscene mail cucvavvesconcncan 173 129 74.6 80 3 26 5 9 6 88.4 11.6 ’ ;
; N T B Class IT ceeeassciosonancssvecenasd 997 409 a3 284. 81 35 105 49.4 36.6 14.0
| crass Iz : N . Income tax £Xaud «.aeeeepsessoes 593 201 67 182 68 19 56 45.2 42.2 12.6
‘ : ) Other fraud ...ceesccecccccseses 404 208 16 102 13 16 49 55.4 ) 28.5 16.1
7 "
g Income £ax £raUA eeeeeessesess 679 593 87.3 200 67 182 68 19 56| 87.4 12.6 { I cd i CGlass III , . :
! Other £raud e.ececececicescnen 624 404 64.7 208 16 102 13 16 49| 83:9 16.1 i i )
; v L. Liquor, Internal Revenue ,......d 3,406 2,283 49 597 28 163 286 68.5 18.3 13.2
| i = ;
B . : B bl ~
Q CLASS IIT T ¢ ; oo : Cla58 IV eeveseucssonsesanssensnssd 4,566 || 3,102 48 863 51 (' 170 332 69.0 20.0 11.0
! b oy E
/ 4 72,223 || 1,537 26 380 17 102 161 70.3 17.9 11.8
i Liquor, Internal Revenue ..... | 4,003[ 3,406 8s5.1 2,283 49 597 28 163 286 86.8 13.2 . jol 385 133 6 131 18 14 83 36.1 38.7 25.2
; I FOXgerY ecesesscacesrsennccacncnnoss 1,958 1,432 16 352 16 <7 B4 88 73.9 18.8 7.3
i [ 1
{ i
i CLASS IV o H It ClaSs V .aieeocsonvessnosncagrione 1,158 586, 15 234 23 85 205 52.8 22.2 . 25.0
I ’ S Border registration, addicts ... 172 || 124 1 30 - 6 11 72,7 17.4 9.9
| Theft ceeievecrerccnensccacene 2,558 2,223 86.9 1,537 26 380 17 102 161 88.2 11.8 - ) ' Assault and homicide seeesssesss 254 121 4. 41 7 27 54 49,2 18.9 31l.9
1 Postal £raud .....ee.. 566 385 68.0 133 6 131 18 14 83| 74.8 25.2 X a P Miscellaneous general offenses . 732 . 351 10 163 16 52 140 49.3 24.5 26.2
: FOXg2ry svececssescsocnscccone 2,157 1,958 90.8 1,432 16 352 16 54 88 92.7 7.3 ] = ’
; (f . . . L ° Class VI coeveiocesscsascoscosnans 2,698 1,665 22 552 13 134 312 62.5 21.0 16.5
Yoo CIASS V L RIS COURtErfeiting oevevesssoseesansd o 295 124 - 107 2 8 54 42.0 37.0 21.0
‘5 ' ¥ Burglary cccoessecaccccessianrae 264 186 1 34 1 16 26 70.8 13.3 15.9
‘ : : ' ’ Interstate transportation of i
i Border registration, addicts . 198 172 86.9 124 1 30 - 6 11 90.1 9.9 . . stolen pProperty c..cceevecesss 906 657 10 142 5 12 80 73.6 16.2 10.2
' Assault and homicide ..ecveees 320 254 79.4 121 4 41 7 27 54 68.1 31.9 s . Marihuana .ceecseesscosssencssosd 650 372 4 180 1 13 80 57.9 27.8 14.3
. ; Miscellaneous general offenses 1,020 733 71.8 351 10 163 16 52 ° 140} 73.8 26.2 National defense 1aws ..seeesese 457 280 5 55 4 17 36 62.4 12.9 24.7
. i Sex offenses .cccceesccnceccinns 126 46 2 34 - 8 36 38.1 27.0 34.9
1 . "
[
1 CLASS VI . R Class Vil
' AUEG tHEEL tvcunnevnannsesennnnn] 4,843 | 3,782 48 509 13 168 323 79.1 10.8  10.1
h i Counterfeiting ..ceceeeveceneas 381 295 77.4 124 - 107 2 8 54 79.0 21.0 : j‘ o v -
. : BUXGLAYY cveavecaccennsccncans 309 264 85.4 186 1 34 1 16 26l 84.1 15.9 ] Class VIII scvencuvnssoesncssnnnnad 1,628 719 4. 457 8 124 317 44.4 28.5 27.1
o Interstate transportation of - . . 1 . . é
H stolen pProperty ceceecececcses 1,081 906 83.8 657 10 142 5 12 80 89.8 10.2 Narcotics socsssesccssnscennsecs 1,052 432 3 315 7 100 195 41.4 30.6 28.0
: Marihuana .e.eesesceossesseces 746 650 87.1 372 4 180 1 13 8o| 8s5.7 14.3 ) : ROBDEXY coeecsnies o4 577 287 1 142 1 24 122 49.9 24.8 25.3
- ' National defense laws .....ss. 624 457 73.2 280 5 55 4 77 36 75.3 24.7 ) - .
} SeX OFffenSes .c.ceiiscecscasoss, 181 126 69.6 46 2 34 - 8 36| ®65.1 34.9 - . " o = . . ..
o .
i CLASS VII . o f
' : ’ . i
! N ;
A s .
Auto theft ....cevececcrcceene 5,381 4,843 90.0 3,782 48 509 13 168 323 89.9 10.1 . . . {
E . . .
CLASS VIII ) ) ’
.
- ‘ Narcotics cecceevccvensncosans 1,279 1,052 82.3 432 3 318 7 100 195 72,0 28.0 ¢ ) 3 B
o RODDEIY ceovieccevcrccccnicsnns 648 577 89.0 287 1 142 1 24 122 74.7 25.3 » E e, »
.
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Disposition by Offense

Tables 6 and 7 distribute, by offense class, the
defendants convicted in the 87 United States district
courts. Table 6 shows for 1966 how the defendants were
convicted; that 1is, on an initial plea of guilty or nolo
contendere, change of plea following an initial plea of
not gullty or ¢tonviction by court or jury trial. Over-
all 85.4 percent of the defendants disposed of were
convicted in 1966, almost ldentical to the percentage
figure in 1965. Pleas of gullty or nolo contendege
entered at the time of arraignment accounted for 69
percent of the convictions in 1966 compared to 73 per-
cent in 1965. The drop in guilty pleas at arralgnment
was offset by an increase in changes of plea from not
guilty to gullty or nolo contendere, which in 1966 com-
prised 19 percent of the convictlons contrasted to 17

percent in 1965.

In 1966 about 12 percent of all defendants convicted

‘ cted after a court or jury trial. (The 1965
g:i: ;ggviotpercent.) In 1966 convictions by trial, as
compared to conviction on plea, ranged from a low of
about 1 percent for immigration law violators to a high
of 35 percent for sex offenders. As indicated in Table
L4, defendants in this latter group went to trial more
often than those in any other offense group.

As shown in Table 7, 1t will be noted that 94 out
of every 100 1mmigration,law violators pleaded gullty
at arraignment.
with intgrstate auto theft, 79 out of 100; followed by
embezzlers, 78 out of 100. The lowest proportion of

convictions where the initial plea was unchanged, occurred

i 3 lowed by
for wagering tax violiators, 33 out of 100; fol
defendgnts in postal fraud cases, 36 out of 100; and
sex offenders, 38 out of 100.

About half of those convicted of wagering tax vio-
lations changed their plea from not guilty to gullty or
nolo contendere before trlal commenced. Income tax
violators changed their plea 42 percent of the time.
There were proportionately few changes of plea by lmmi-
gration law violators (5 percent); auto thieves (11

percent); violators of national defense laws, 13 percent;

and burglars, 13 percent.
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The next highest group were those charged
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Tablo A. 87 United Btatos District Courts
1 Disponsd of Showing Asaigned
Caunnol by Offerine,
Fiscal Years 1965 and 1966
Piscal Year 1965+ Pidcal Year 1966
Totul Total
Bofendants bisminsed [ dof Dismissed Acquitted Convicted
Pervent Percent Percent Parcent Percent ‘| Percent Percent Parcent
4 1 d H aasignod asoigned agsigned asaigned
Offense Qlaan Fotal| courinel (| Totall counsel | Total | counsal | retal coungel | Total [counsel || Totsl| counsel Total| counsel | Total |counsel
TOTAL covvnnvnsssonseravnnsee 33,718 33,0 3,789 16.8 1,172 27.5 28,757 35.4 31,975 36.7 3,570 22.9 1,091 31,3 27,314 368.7
SPECTAL _OFFENSPS :
Imnlgration 18w epesasceieesens 3,352 25,8 55 20,0 12 - 3,285 15.8 3,10 21,7 60 0.0 17 - 3,033 21,8
Wagering tax violntions ..eies.. 936‘ 4.1 109 1.8 28 10.7 799 4‘,1 807, 5.1 109 13.8 22 - 676 3.6
Pederal regulatory statutds .,.. 3,718 5.4 1,041 1.7 1a3 6.6 2,551 6.9 3,386, 8.4 €10 4.4° 100 12.0 2,576‘ 9.2
TOTAL LESS ABOVE. sueseusvonss 25,655 40.4 2,584 23.5 949 32,3 22,122 42,7 24,672 435 2,79 27,2 952 33,6 20,929 46.1
CLASS Y
Fraud ~ Group A ceeessrcvensoses 678 26,2 120 15,0 40 12,5 515 29,9 491 27.5 99 15.2 37 8.1 358 33,0
Brbezzlement seseavovecseiarnnss 1,288 23:8 52 11.5 29 6.9 1,207 26.8 1,253; 28.5 19 22,8 26 3.8 1,148 29.4
Obocane mall svesisnaereinncnens 270 0.4 51 17.6 2 - 217 20,7 173 24.9 ’ 39 28,2 5 - 229 23.3
QELASS 1T ”
Income t8X AU weerncononerans 688 10.6 66 1.5 48 25.0 574 10,5 579 7.4 60 6.7 26 3.8 593 7.6
OLher £raud eveivsvececesscssoans 673 26,0 134 14.2 50 16.0 489 30,3 624} 27.7 160 13,1 60 20,0 404 34.7
LLASS IIT
Liquor, Internal ROVENUS ev.e... 4,631 2.1 407 13.5 225 26,2 3,999 21.4 4,003 22,9 408 17.6 189 26,5 3,406 23.3
SLASS 1V
THELE Levenrusvecrensrasvccnaans 2,585 44.1 227 33.9 102 33,3 2,256 45,7 2,558 47,0 224 32.6 121 28.8 2,223 49.3
Postal £X8Ud 4yeevavnranrriacess 570 21.9 121 8.3 N 12,9 418 26,6 566] 23.3 136 12,5 45 17.8 385 27.8
FOXGELY easeecesecsnsserasccosas 2,339 50,1 185 29,2 37 56.8 2,217 51,9 2,157 54.3 187 34.1 32 50,0 1,958 56.1
CLASS ¥
Border xogintration, nddicts..., 189 50.8 16 - 4 - 162 51.5 198} 59.6 17 - 92 - 172 59.9
Asgault and homiclda eseessseess 285 45,6 39 20.2 a2 2.9 214 52,3 320| 56.3 43 53,5 23 - 254 57.1
Migcellancous general offensos., 976 3l.6 214 15.0 57 19.3 705 37.6 1,020f 36.6 222 17.1 EG‘ 21,3 32 43.9
CLASS VI
Counterfoiling ovpenvecnssccsnes 333 29.4 35 28.6 24 - 274, 30,3 381l 32.5 53 17.0 33 33.3 295 35,3
BUrglATY eavesccensvesccassaenes 326 58.6 20 - 9 - 297  €2.0 309| 64.7 s 28,6 10 - 264 70,1
Interstate transportation of
8tolen Proporty secesscssrccses 1,113 43.7 152 2.1 23 - 938 47,7 1,081 47.5 144 20.8 3 38,7 806 52,0
Marihuana suevesirvsesnsseceenes 523 8.4 37 35,1 15 - 470 38,3 7461 44.1 75 4L.3 21 - 650 44,2
National defentio 1awd seeeeesses 457 37.9 117 25,6 12 - 28 42.7 624] 38.0 145 22.1 22 - 457 44,0
5ax OLLONBLS sereevevnsavsncccns 163 38.0 23 - 22 - 118 41,5 1Blf 48,6 35 40.0 20 - 126 54,0
CLASE VIY
AUEO theft sivecevavscrnersonces 5,488 61.5 326 43,3 i 65,2 5,041 62,6 5,381 63.2 412 46.1 126 1.4 4,843 64,5
CLASS VITET
BAICOLICH cevssrrrvorsancosncons 1,366 43.9 204 25.5 46 37.0 1,116 47,5 1,279] 45,7 1ee 31.9 s 41,0 1,052 48,3
RODDOLY veeverersonsessencencsee n7 56.6 a8 42,1 19 - 660 57,9 6481 61,1 50 42,0 22 - 577 63,4

NOTE; Perconts hot ohi. |

* During. “é.hu Piscal Yoar 1965 there were 88 United States district

¥ro base is 25 or loss., Data for 1965 refleet a
Tha 1966 statist.cs ,eflact in part tha usa of the provinions for pa;

courts, BSub

saignments of counsal by the court prior to the of
ymant of counsel which cams into effect on August 20, 1965,

the

inal

I

ly the

one diatrict, thus reducing the number of districts in the 50 States and Puerto Rico to 87.
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Figure C -~ Assignment of Counsel, Fiscal Years
1964, 1965 and 1966

Total
defendants Dismissed Acquitted Convicted
Peréent Percent Percent Percent
Fiscal " assigned assigned assigned assigned

year  Total counsel Total counsel Total counsel Total counsel

1964 33,381 31.9 2,936 19.1 1,275 24.5 29,170  33.5
1965 33,718 33.0 3,789 16.8 1,172 27.5 28,757 35.4
1966 31,975  36.7 3,570 22.9 1,091  31.3 27,314  38.7

* For years 1959 to 1963 total defenda.nts and percent a.ss:!.gned counsel
were: 1959, 34:393 - 25, 8%: 1 0, 33: 2 - 26 9%: 1961’ 08 -

29.4%; 1962, 33,110 - 31. 3%; an 2845 - 31.6%
e - 16 -
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GHART 2

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS*

CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF
SHOWING ASSIGNED COUNSEL

-

P

FISCAL YEARS 1965 and 1966

Number of
defendants
25,000

1965 1966

Total Dismissed Acquitted Convicted Total Dismissed Acquitted GConvicted

-Private counsel Court assigned

or waived counsel +~—— counsel

NOTE: Excludes District of Columbia and territorial courts.

it

Source: Administrative Office of the United States Courts
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Assigned Coungel by Offense

Table 8 shows the number and proportion of criminal
defendants disposed of during the fiscal years 1965 and
1966 who were represented by counsel. For 1965 the data
reflect court appointments of uncompensated counsel,
whereas for the fiscal year 1966, (except for July and
part of August 1965), the data show appointments made
under the provisions of the Criminal Justice Act of 1964,
whilch provides for compensation to counsel.

Ti:e proportion of aSsigned counsel increased to
37 percent in 1966, 4 percentage points more than the
33 percent shown for 1965. The proportion of defendants

for whom counsel was assigned in 1966 whose cases were

dismissed or the defendants were acquitted were 23 and

31 percent, respectively. Thisgs was an lncrease over

fiscal year 1965 when 17 percent of those who had their
cases dismissed had assigned counsel and 28 percent who

were acquitted had counsel assigned by the court. The
proportion of defendants convicted in 1966 who were assigned
counsel was 39 percent, 4 percentage points higher than

the 32 percent assigned counsel among defendants convicted
in 1965,

Chart 2 lllustrates the number of defendants disposed
of who obtained their own counsel or had counsel assigned
by the court, o)

For those convicted in 1966 who were represented by
court appointed counsel, all offense groups except two
experienced an increase in assigned counsel. (Wagering
tax and income tax violators showed a slight decrease in
assigned counsel.)

There was a substantlial increase in the assignment
of counsel for defendants charged with sex offenses -
Ig percent in 1966 compared to 38 percent in 1965.
Defendants charged with assault and homlcide also showed
an increase 1n the percentage of defendants assigned
counsel; 56 percent in 1966 compared to 46 percent in 1965.
Figure C summarizes for the years 1964, 1965, and 1966
the percentage of assignhed counsel by type of disposition.

1\7"- 17 -
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2. Types of Sentences

In the introductory section of this report the various
sentencing alternatives avallable to the United States
district courts were presented in chart form. The three
general forms of sentences, as indlicated in the chart,
are imprisonment, probation, or fine. Aliso available to
the courts are several alternatives whereby imprisonment,
probation, or fine may be used in various combinations.

What follows 1s 1ntended to supplement the chart and to
provi.e a better understanding of the grouplngs according
to statutory preoccedures appearing in the statlistical analysis.

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. The Federal Juvenile Delinquency Act may be
used in the ¢ases of Jjuveniles who elect to be handled under
thls procedure, but only wlith the consent of the Attorney
General. The Juvenile 80 proceeded against must have been
under the age of 18 at the time the offense was committed.
Persons who were placed on probatlon, or sentenced to confine-
ment under the Federal Juvenlle Delingquency Act are shown

separately in this report.

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 4is discretionary with the court. Usually

youths sentenced under the Act are committed under the provisions
of Title 18, United States Code, Section 5010(b) for a peried of
up to four years imprisonment to be followed by supervision in
the community for no less than two years. 1In thils repcrt persons
sentenced in this way are regarsled as having a maximum sentence

of four years lmprisonment. Because parsciis committed under
this procedure may be released by the United States Bcard of
Parocle at any time, sentences ln Youth Correctlons Act cases
are regarded as lndeterminate. A few sentences unier the
Youth Corrections Act are imposed under the provisions of
Section 5010(¢}, which authorizes the imposition of a term of
imprisonment under regular statutory sentencing procedures
with release from the institution con parole at any time.

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 probatlon with i1ts various types of sub-groups;

immedlate probation, split sentence, delayed probation and
probation without supervision. Adults who are imprisoned are
further divided into groups which indicate when they will

- 18 -~
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Subsequently be eligible for releas ‘
; .se from impri
gzggggg:sigodiggrigonment can be descrihed ag rgga?zgt. ngSt
€linite and the prisoner will be 1i -
release into the sommunity b o Board ork
3 Yy the United States B rd of
Parole after serving one-third of th 2o 2
e sentence im
:gggugzgdat?£ge§:1ease ¥nder the provisions of thgoﬁggédoﬁime"
. . are always a few persons who b
their institutional conduct serve th fonte Wit
e entir
parole supervision or mandatory release.) ve Bentence without

. The imprisonment group also includ
) es adults se
ggg:r gggtiggegggg%g??i)pxgvisiggs of Title 18, Uniggg?gggtes
5 ere e court may set a minimum
with o11meeidore for pamels st arp piosimm allovable sentence
28 U.s.C 4208(a)(2) whereb ¢ may seg ooy OF under
' o3.C, Yy the court may set a
term and no minimum. When a minimum ¢ by ena
the United 3tates Board of Parole 5y consiaen renl, e court
¥ ay consider relea
parole when the minimum period ex ?r 3 art o
not set the minimum, the Board opr rote may cone court does
4 : arole may consider rel
on parcle at any time In this re onoe
. port both types of t
are referred to as indeterminate h Commeg
tions Act sentences discussed abévg%ong wLEh Ehe Youth Correc-}

£

Another category of sentences in
_ volvi im
2§§tthosg referred to as mixed sentences, n%efegg;gggmggt
enced have not only a term of imprisonment to complete,

The four classifications used to a
: egscribe -
gigigﬁ result from procedures used by the courttgﬁezagiyggg
Sectioi ggggatiggegtggute,uﬁétle-18, United States Code,
o . e ¢o places the defendant o;
tion without any intervening im . CEha oPR"
prisonment or 4
ggiggigigsgion oftimmediate Probation is used el;%éntgge
nes a term of imprisonment not to e |
months with a probation term of exgeed b
1s used to describe sSuch sentencgg.to > years, split Sentence”

must therefore be glven a post
ponement before the
:izzigﬁ ggeérggiwdprobgtion term. This type of sgngzgcgeﬁgn
€d sentence, except that the prob ti ;
imposed usually arises out éf a se o lesony oo™
_ : parate and complete
unconnected conviction. In a few instances a paﬁole ﬁ?
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FIGURE D - Type of Sentence Imposed, 1963, 1964, 1965 and 1966

Percent

change

1966

Sex and Sentence Type over

of Convicted Defendants 1963 1964 1965 1966 1963
TOTAL v veveonnnsscaseans 29,803 29,170 28,757 27,314 - 8.4
Male .cescececccans ceeesn 26,914 26,228 25,974 24,528 -~ 8.9
FPemale cecevcoocsccnsasns 2,086 2,080 1,957 . 1,975 - 5.3
Corporation ceecececass 803 862 826 811 1.0
Percent .seeoseescccsccass 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 -
MBLE wveevennonncennns . 90.3 89.9 90.3 89.8 -
Female sececescecocense 7.0 7.1 6.8 7.2 -
Corporation sceeceease .o 2.7 3.0 2.9 3.0 -
TOTAL SENTENCE TYPE .eees 29,803 29,170 28,757 27,314 - 8.4
F.T.D.A., ONLY sececcocse 1,200 1,188 1,143 1,060 - 11.7
Imprisonment .cevesa.. .e 589 562 568 510 - 13.4
Probation ecece. accese o 594 609 575 550 - 7.4
Other tceceevencesscnsaan 17 17 - - -
All other except F.J.D.A. 28,603 27,982 27,614 26,254 ~ 8.2
Imprisonment eceeeecceceecses 11,882 11,596 11,833 11,389 - 4,2
REJUIAY seuiceaccssocss . 9,093 8,695 8,659 8,373 - 7.9
Indeterminate eeeeecesaso 1,303 . 1,500 1,784 1,722 32.2
Mixed sentence ceece.es 357 378 323 288 - 19.3
Youth Corrections Act . 1,129 1,023 1,067 1,006 - 10.9
Probation ...coeos toesesee 12,621 12,140 11,486 11,099 - 12.1
Immediate cecoeccses eoa 10,694 9,820 9,189 8,652 - 19,1
Split sentence .eceve.. 1,168 1,115 1,267 1,383 18.4
Delayed e.cceconse cescens 378 604 508 446 18.0
No supervision .ceeece-.e. 381 601 522 618 62.2
Fine only eecececececcaca o 2,847 2,689 2,477 2,356 - 17.2

Suspended sentence and

other disposition*...... 1,253 1,557 1,818 1,410 12.5

*Other disposition includes sentences of imprisonment or probation of four
days or less, deportation, fine only, which is remitted or suspended.
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mandatory release supervision period must be completed
before the delayed probatlicn can actually commence.

Individuals placed on probation with no supervision
have been so designated. The "fine only" group is limited
to those persons who receilve a fine, but no other sentence.
When a sentence to imprisonment or probation includes a fine,
for purposes of this report the sentence is classified as
one of imprisonment or probation.

Finally, "all other" refers to suspended sentences and
to sentences of imprisonment or prcbation of four days or
less. "All other" also includes fines which were remitted
or suspended, and defendants for whom deportation was ordered
following conviction.

Sentencing Alternatives

Figure D presents a four-year trend in the sentences
imposed in the United States dlstrict courts on the basis of
the sentencing alternatives used by the courts. Each year
for the last four years there has been a decline in the
number of defendants convicted. The 27,314 defendants con-
victed in 1966 was 8.4 percent fewer than in 1963. Among
the general types of sentences, the use of imprisonment
showed the least decline, 4 perecent, compared to 12 percent
for probation and 17 percent for the "fine only" group.
Again, comparing the four types of imprisonment in 1966 with
1963, only the defendants sentenced under the indeterminate
provisions increased. This group rose by almost a third,

For the probation group there was an increase in both
the use of split sentences and delayed probation (18 percent)
and a drop (19 percent) of immediate use of probation.
Although the number of persons placed on probation without
supervision is small, the volume has increased by 62 percent
over the four-year period.

The number of defendants adjudicated under the Federal
Juvenile Delinquency Act has showed a continuous four-year
decline. In 1966 there were 1,060 persons adjudicated under
F,J.D.A., a 12 percent decrease compared to 1963.

Table 9 distributes, by offense class, the sentencl
alternatives used by the courts during the fiscal year 1966,
Over-all, 44 percent of those convicted were imprisoned,

43 percent were placed on probation, and the remainder were

fined or recelved a suspended sentence. When the three

special offense groups (immigration laws, wagering tax vio-
lations, and Federal regulatory statutes) are excluded, the
percentage of those imprisoned and of those placed on proba-

tion was almost the same, 48 percent and 49 percent, respectively.
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As noted in the introduction, by definition the proportionate
use of probation was highest for Class I offenses and dropped

. markedly in the Class VIII offenses. Illustratively, 85 per-
Alternatives Used in the Snni:eng;’.ngn::ega::;:::dné:ft;:ig:n::t:r:; offense Class, Placal Year 1966 .

cent of the 1,148 embezzlers were placed on probation, whereas

. 1
Table 9 . B

only 10 percent of the robbers received a probationary sentence.
1oprisonment Probation
Adatta onty aautes omty S Of the 1,006 youths or young adult offenders cormitted
Total nog- | bapei- o . X R under the Youth Correctlions Act, 616 or 61 percent were
sl R E P oo o Vot | oo | 3285 | L | Sl P2 | w2 | e | omie : Pl convicted of auto theft. This was the largest offense group
Dffense class dants Total| tence tenc: tonce YCA ‘PJDA 'O — - , . sentenced ‘mer this Act. ‘
POTAL sossnsesssens 27,314/ 11,899] 8,323 1,722 2688 1,606 510 11,649 8,652 446 1,383 550 618 | 1,410 2,356 43.6 :i-j 22-: 30'.4 \\ ; ' .
SercI, SPPENSES v e R v I (0 R DS S : R , Among juveniles adjudicated as delinguent under the
tensgration ove «oooe son| vaolnass s - - ) mep@ B # 1 ’ o provisions of the Federal Juvenile Delinguency Act, 365 or
Ferattons «veeaes ool sal s - = < me| a1 om - m | 2] g ahd 03 S S 72 percent in the auto theft category were imprisoned. This
Pederal regulatory e 14 17 s 1| soo| 49 3 46 1 241 g9 | 1602 6.9 299 3.3 599 ‘i : was followed by those convicted of theft, postal fraud, and
ek R O R O D , o forgery, which accounted for 65 or 13 percent of the juveniles
TOTAL LESS ABOVE .. 20,529} 10,110 6,679 1,654 268 1,001 508 |10,283 7,868 441 1,252 528 impri soned .
crass T 1632l 192 138 4l 8 s - 136|120 6 117 2 25 Bi .76 1.8 831 0.5 46 1 ":
—P:a:\::’;;;;;h ...... 358 42 33 6 3 - - 278 254 1 15 - 8 4 31 1i.9 ::.: :.z :79 1‘ There seemed to be ng pattem for the uBe of imediate
Exbezzlement seeessoee 1,148 133 88 31 5 9 - 978| 856 5 99 2 16 4 132 1:: 77:5 -- 9:3 ] “:' proba,tion among the 11’649 perSGnB placed on probation,
cbscane Ball eseveves o T I R : ' ty However, among those receiving delayed or split sentences,
CIASS II wevessrocsances 997 275) 227 29 Y 2 - s79| 443 8 113 2 13 20 123 27.6 s8.1 2.0 12,3 4 %% a pattem did appear. Half of the Offenders who I‘eceived
Income taxt:aud ..... se3l 60| 140 10 5 1 - 33e] 26 1 83 - 4 4 as| 27.0 sa.: :-: 1:-: . . 1“ delayed prObation were auto thieves. Twenty-'seven percen‘b
okbes T8 rorenneens o ms| e s e x o] ams| w7z} sl smams ma g0 ® g of the "split" sentences were imposed on liquor law violators
. 1 0 s ez o1 21 L and another 10 percent of the convicted defend :.ca who received
%{Rﬁiﬁﬁ:' ..... 3,406) 1,041 843 65 119 3 $1 ] 2,209 1,849 13 377 ?: split sentences Were auto thieves. Again, for ﬂ -ﬁ/eniles placed
CLASS IV +avenssveassnes 4,566| 1,845|1,292 318 60 10 65| 2,632{2,073 99 307 112 41 28 61| 40.4 S;.i :»: 1: 3” on prObation urlder the Federal Juvenile Delinqut..i" :_’ Act, 262 or
TROEL cueeseeveasnasee 2,223 823} s95 114 12 51 51| 1,842 1,005 52 1:: B: 2: 1: : ::‘: 55-3 0:3 5.7 . u‘8 percent had stolen motor Vehicles‘ -
Pos ratd sesevescs 385 149 95 34 15 4 1 213 178 . . ' ) ; } . .
For:;yf .............. 1,958 873 602 170 33 33 13 1,070 833 a3 106 24 14 ) 11 4] 44.6 54.6 17.6 0.2 } gq; Reviewing offense classes I thmm VIII’ it is apparent
IASS V. seeesnernessans 1,158 578) 406 107 12 6 17 s09| 367 32 51 - 27 25 15 56| 49.9 o 1.3 a.8 3 that the special Sentencj.rlg provisions are more Often used
" e abrcnion, 2 - 4 -] m| e 2 5 1 10 2| e sas 22 2 . v i for the more serious offense classes, There were eight
ers ol o T o ) O IR B S . offenses where at least 20 percent of the defendants were
sl I T I s | | elsme we w1 oes oo sentenced under YCA, FJDA, indeterminate, or split sentence
uci,ﬁ:xlx::ﬂ‘ousge?eﬂl 732 380} . 278 65 11 17 9 293)] 224 12 38 7 X . lf procedures. The eig}lt offenses appear on the following page.
CIASS VT cevasensoneens 608 163801048 277 27 1 as| Lo 77 37 L5 82 45 * e 32.2 :'Z °'i %i
Counterfeiting «ueoess 05| 18] 16 52 10 0 -| sl w s 2: 411- 1 1 : :': ;'z '- ) Bl j Use of probation
PULGIALY eevonvsresenn 264 11| 82 32 - 24 33 93| 47 2 - b : ) i}
m;“:te transporta- 0 des w4 o7 o ’ Appendix Table D 8 shows, by district, the type of ‘
Tromerey reeeeesss ss| ses| o ;s 12 spo| o ome e w B G T e - b sentences imposed on convicted defendants together with the
Marhuana «aeesreess o | ms w5 so3j oe) w2 @O ol e s s 11 o | actual percentage use of probation. This table excludes
e T T T el A W e s - o0 violations of immigration laws, wagering tax laws, and
s ttansen crveeoees = I R B . s us e o | Federal regulatory acts. The table also shows the mathematical
CIASS VIT - Auto theft.. 4,843 3,165 | 1,680 492 12 616 365 1,644 983 229 144 262 26 26 B} 65. - . o . ,’ comparative use of pr@baticn based on the application of the
rase virt | sems| vss| ses s 13 e 5| sl we w0 @5 s I A : national average use of probation. This column in Appendix
Cuazcoﬂca.::::::..:. 1,052 as?| 726 81 7 a2 193 156 9 21 2 5 2 ~| 8l.5 u:.: u.-z- : ‘ . Table D 8 Bimply contrasts the prcpor‘bionate use Of probation
ROBBOTY ooesesnseonine s77l|  s22| 223 244 6 % 3 5| 44 1 7 3 - - -] s0.5 . ) ) - ] in the respective districts on the baslis of the natlional
: & average use for eight offense classes. This comparative
figure takes only one factor into account (offense class).
, - Differences among deferxdants as to age, prior criminal record,
‘ or any other factor used by the court when impeosing a sentence
: « : are not taken into consideration.
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J.

USE OF SPECTIAL SENTENCING PROCEDURES

Convicted Defendants

Total
Offense Number

Percent sentenced under YCA, .
FJDA, Indeterminate Sentence,
or Split Sentence Procedures

ALL, OFFENSES, TOTAL 27,314

18.9

Robbery ......... 577
Burglary ..... ree 264
Auto theft ...... 4,843
Sex offenses .... 126
Counterfeiting .. 295

Assault and
homicide ....... 254

Interstate trans-
portation of sto-

len property ... 906
Theft ........... 2,223
¥4 8 .

52.5
50.4
38.8
38.1

28.8

27.6

23.0 N

21.3
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Figure E

Percentage Use of Probation Above or Below Expected Use,
Fiscal Years 1964, 1965 and 1966

1964 * 1965 * 1966 %
Actual percent placed Number [Convicted defendants Number onvicted defendants Number Convicted defendants
on probation above or of of of - -
below percent expected use districts Number | Pexcent district Number | Percent districts Number | Percent
TOTAL: s e tvetnnvncennnnn e .o 88 23,081 100.0 88 22,122 100.0 87 20,929 100.0
PERCENT ABOVE
Total Above........ 52 12,576 54.5 48 11,356 51.3 45 10,946 52.3
40 OL MOY@.v.veiieeennennennennnn. 3 278 1.2 5 407 1.8 2 132 0.6
30 0 39. ... iiiiiie.. Ceeeeaan .. 3 463 2.0 3 827 3.8 4 726 3.5
20 €0 29, ..ttt ittt et . 10 1,087 4.7 13 2,110 9.5 7 1,101 5.3
10 80 19 e et iiiiiiiiennnnnn. 17 5,763 25.0 12 3,808 17.2 18 5,307 25.4
F R L T T 19 4,985 21.6 15 4,204 19.0 14 3,680 17.6
No difference between actual use
of probation and expected use
of probation...ieeeeeeernnennn.. - - - 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
T 14 3,248 14.1 14 4,000 18.1 16 4,228 20.2
10 0 19t iiiiii ittt tieeennnnn, 17 5,484 23.8 16 3,741 16.9 11 2,605 12.4
20 £0 29. . ittt ittt 3 944 4.1 5 | 1,709 7.7 2 595 2.8
30 £0 39, iiititii ittt e, 1 356 1.5 2 671 3.1 5 1,165 5.6
40 OX MOTE.u.iericernocennnnnnnnnnn 1 473 2.0 2 600 2.7 2 546 2.6
* ' Excludes violators of immigration laws, wagering tax laws and Federal regulatory statutes. \
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FIGURE F -~ Trend in Use of Probation and Imprisonment
i ’ Fiscal Years 1963, 1964, 1965 and 1966

Number Percent
of de- ‘
fendants Fine
Offense group convicted or sus-
and- . and Imprison- Pro- pended
Yeaxr ‘ sentenced sonment bation sentence
All Offenses
1963 tieeeerocncnnannna 29,803 41.9 44.3 13.8
1964 uuererenncnneanns 29,170 41.7 43.7 14.6
1965 tieeeeerennane cess 28,757 43.1 41.9 14.9
1966 .. veennensonnasne 27,314 " 43.6 42.6 13.8
Fight Offense Classes
1963 cveeevcen e ecenese 24,965 45.2 50.1 4.7
1964 ... iieivnncanne 23,081 46.9 50.2 2.9
1965 vovvenieeiiennaaen 22,122 48.0 49.0 3.0
1966 .cveeecsvossnasance 20,929 48.3 49.1 2.6
)
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

CHART 3

USE OF PROBATION, IMPRISONMENT AND FINE

Number

FISCAL YEARS 1964-1966

AL OFFENSES

14,000
12,000
10,000

8,000

Number
14,000

1965

EIGHT OFFENSE CLASSES

12,000

10,000

8,000

6,000

X
il

|

*

°64

1965

- | IMPRISONMENT m FINE

NOTE: Excludes District of Columbia and territorial courts.

Majority are suspended sentences imposed on immigrati i
ation violators
subsequently deported. vho were

Source: Administrative Office of the United States Courts

ey,
Ty e

G

S

kv



& -

3

e VPR

Figure E (which excludes immigration law violations,
wagering tax cases and violations of Federal regulatory
statutes) shows the relative use of probation in the United
States district courts for the past three years on the basis
of the offense groupings. The courts where the use of proba-
tion is 20 percent more or less than average on a comparative
basls has remained relatively low. '

Flgure F shows for the last four years that the propor-
tionate use of probation has remalned fairly consistent.
Chart 3 further lllustrates that while the actual number of
defendants sentenced has declined over the years, the propor-

tion of persons imprisoned or placed on prcbation has remained
about the same. “

3. Severity of Sentence - A Comparison

This report continues a welghting scale on the severity
of sentence first introduced in 1664, Table 19 shows for
each fiscal year 1964, 1965, and 1966 the number of defen-
dants sentenced, by type of sentence, together with the
welght scale establlished for those sentences. As indicated
in the table, the average weight value per defendant of 5.6
in 1966 was identical for that of 1965,

Sentences range from a suspended sentence or probation
wilthout supervision to life lmprisonment., It is diffiecult
to take into account the many types of sentences, including
the factors of length of sentence and sentence alternatives,
and bring them together in a meaningful way. The method
used in this report involves the application of a weight
scale reflectirig the lncreased severity of the sentence
imposed. Once the weight values are assigned, it 1s possible
t0 compare offense groups as well as districts and the demo-
graphic characteristics of convicted defendants.

A word of caution is required in using the sentence
weights. The concept 1s based on the experience of the
United States district courts, and the application of the
weighting scale in other jurisdictions may not be approprilate.
The average sentence weight as used in this report thus is a
relative means of comparison,

Severity of Sentence by District

For the last three years statistics similar to those
set forth in Appendix Table D 7 have provided detailed infor-
wmation on the sentences imposed by the distriet courts. The
application of the welghting system has made possible a

- 27 -
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Tabhle 10. United States District Courts
Welghting Scale for Severity of Sentence, Egge of

Sentence and Weight Value, Fiscal Years 1964, 5 and 1966
Number of
defendants
sentenced

Fiscal Fiscal | Fiscal
Welght year year year
Type of sentence value 1964 1965 1966
Average welght value per
defendmt I ENEENEN N WIR W WA N W NN - 503 5-6 5-6
TOTAI DEFENDANTS SENTENCED .... - 29,170 | 28,757 | 27,314
Suspended sentencesl and
probation without supervision. Q 2,175 2,355 2,028
Fines only and probaiion with
supervision, one to 12 months. 1 4,399 3,852 3,665
Immediate probation 13-36 ,
mOn'th OO0 0B SO0 OSSNV EESNCEOCDIE 2 6’655 6,257 63r22
Tmmediate probation over 36
months, split sentences® and
all delayed probation®,....... i 3,783 3,892 35700
Imprisonment (in months)
1"" #6000 000009 IOOPNOCEODS 3 1,738 1,940 1,966
7-12 es P00 PORLOINSEOSIOIEBPOOTCTO g 1,993 1’808 1,585
13 - 24 SO0 OLPOCESIOEOEEOIOGEOIEGEOEBOODTES 3,067 2,836 2,62
25 - 6 oessvesosenessonCcOSOe 10 1,673 1,768 1,8
7 - 8 ® & O 900 P OG0 PSS SO B S e P 12 1,603 1,712 1,659
9"60 sre00c0*00000 000000 14 1’216 1’39 1,172
61 - 120 . 0 6.0 00000000 08svoOos s 25 595 5 701
Over 120 L K B0 AR BN BN BN BY BN BN U R BN AN K AR Y 50 273 353 323

1 Includes deportation and all sentences where period of imprisonment

or probation is feur days or less, or fine only, which 1s remltted
or suspended, ,

Split sentence refers to 18 U.S.C. 3651 which provides that when

the maximum sentence for an offense is more than six months, the
court may impose a sentence of which up to six months can be served
in a Jail-itype or treatment institutlion, The balance of the sentence
is suspended and the defendant placed on probation.

Delayed probation ocecurs when the court indicates that probation will
begin at the termination of a local or state term of imprisomment or
probation, or a period of hospitallzation or release from the
military service,

.

HOTE: During 1964 and 1965 there were 88 United States District Courts
in the 50 States, and Puerto Rico. In 1966 the two districts of

South Carolina were combined to make the total district courts 87,
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Figure G.
Percentage Severity of Sentence Above or Below Expected Use, 'i '
Fiscal Years 1964, 1965 and 1966
1964 1965 1966
Actual percent change Number convicted defendants Number [Convicted defendants Nunber Cconvicted defendants
above or below expected of of of
sentence sevegity districts Number | Percent districtg  Number | Percent 1 districts{ = Number } Percent
TOTAL . s ssvoeescvessanoncsvenosnnnnns 88 29,170 100.0 88 28,757 100.0 » 87 27,314 100.0
PERCENT ABOVE = -
v
Total Above...... 44 13,619 46.7 34 9,692 33.7 44 13,524 49.5
30 OF MOX@.usesvevscencanoscocannns 1 120 0.4 4 881 3.1 6 1,192 4.4
20 O 20, iinriincenranenccrcnnnns 8 2,289 7:9 5 1,555 5.4 5 943 3.4
10 0 19..uerenceeoncanasncononnnn 15 4,417 15.1 13 4,361 15.2 12 3,643 13.3
1 - T 20 6,793 23.3 12 2,895 10.1 21 7,746 28.4
No difference between actual
sentence and expected sentence
severity........ cesesestaceeasas - - - 10 6,518 22.7 2 636 2.3 4
PERCENT BELOW . ' :
Total Below...... 44 15,551 53.3 44 12,547 43.6 41 13,154 48.2
1 0 Guieynnvnonocecronsonanenanss 17 5,733 19.7 15 5,954 20.7 18 7,123 26.1 i
10 £t0 19 . ieinrioenccncnnnsonnanas 17 8,553 29.3 14 3,750 13.0 15 3,994 14.6
20 0 29, . i iteencnccntoconecnnennn 6 880 3.0 8 1,968 6.8 5 1,795 6.6
30 OF MOX@aseeocncecosoeinancnsons 4 385 1.3 7 875 3.0 3 242 0.9
A
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distribution by severity of sentence and a comparison of the
actual weighted sentences with the national average. In 1966
the percent change of actual sentence weight when compared to
the expected sentence weight ranged from a high of 42 percent
for the Eastern District of Texas to a minus 53 percent for

the Disgtrict of Alaska.

Figure G shows for the last three fiscal years the
actual percent change above or below the expected sentence
severity for sentences imposed. In 1966 six districts,
accounting for 4 percent of all persons sentenced during the
year, had a severity of sentence which exceeded the national
average by more than 30 percent. On the other hand, there
were three districts with a severity of sentence welight which
was 30 percent below the national average.

Severity of Sentence by Offense

A comparison of the average sentefice weights for convicted
defendants for the three fiscal years 1964, 1965, and 1966,
appears in Table 11. As shown in the table, the distribution
of the average sentence welght by offense, has changed only
glightly for most offenses. The comparison of sentence
weights for 1966 with those of 1965 shows that the sentence
welghts decreased for defendants convieted of assault and
homicide, not registering as addicts at the border crossings,
and for those convicted of violating the HMarihuana Tax Act.
The most substantial increase in the average sentence weight
occurred for other fraud and for violators of national

defense laws.
fverage Sentence Weight by Type of Disposition

A comparison of sentence welghts, by type of disposition,
appears in Table 12. The average sentence weight for those
who pleaded guilty at arraiﬁnment was 4.9 in 1966, as compared
$0 5.0 in both 1965 and 1964, For those convicted on a change
of plea, the sentence welght was 5.6 in 1966 and 1965, slightly
higher than the 5.2 for 1964, For those convicted after trial
by the court the average sentence weight was higher in 1966,
6.8 compar=sd to 6.5 in 1965 and 6.3 in 1964, For both 1966
and 1965 the sentence weight for those convicted after trial
by jury was 11.4 which was somewhat higher than the 10.6

reported for 1964,

These sentence welghts indicate that for the 69 percent
of all convicted defendants who pleaded gullty at arraignment,
the average sentence weight was lower than for the 19 percent
who changed thelr plea to gullty, 4.9 compared to 5.6. The
3.9 percent convicted by court had a sentence weight of 6.8,
For the 8 percent of those convicted who were tried by jury,
the sentence weight was highest, 11.4,
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TABLE 11
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

OFFENSE CLASS AND AVERAGE, WELGHT OF SENTENCE FOR CONVICTED DEFENDANTS,
FISCAL YEARS 1964, 1965, AND 1966 .

1964 : 1965 ’ ' 1966
’ : ! Percent
, 'rot_:al Average Total Average | Total Average |change of average
B : - jeconvicted sentepce convicted sentence convicted {sentence| sentence weight
o »ogfgnse vc’lass' : defendants |  weight : defendants weight .] defendants weight 1966 over 1965
Tretal L.... eetaesrarans T.01 29,170 5.3 | 28,757 5.6 | 27,314 ' 5.6 ' 0.0
SPECIAL OFFENSES: . B ‘
Immigration laws ....ecvaven.. 2,588 2.1 3,285 2.2 3,033 2.1 -4.5
Wagering tax violations ....,. 799 1.6 . 799 1.9 676 . 1.9 Q.0 .
Federal regulatory statutes .. 2,702 1.3 2,551 1.3 2,676 1.2 ~7.7 .
TOTAL LESS ABOVE v.e,venen. 23,081 6.2 22,122 6.7 ; 20,929 6.8 1.5
Class I vevevevas sSecrettrcacnnas 2,180 2.7 1,939 2.9 1,632 2.9 0.0
Fraud - Group A R L ) 666 2.3 515 2.5 355 2.6 4.0
Embezzlement ..cisiieeeinnsen, © 1,231 2.9 1,207 3.0 1,148 3.0 0.0

Obscene mail ..ovevenennnnsns. 283 3.1 217 2,7 129 2.8 3.7
Class IT L....c.. Heaietcntaniann "1,178 3.1 1,063 3.0 997 3.3 10,0
Income tax fraud s.eeeeeencss. - 597 3.1 574 3.0 593 . 3.1. 3.3
Other fraud ....i.ccveemenesas 581 3.0 489 2.9 404 - 3.5 - 2047

Class IIX-~Liquor, Internal :
Revenue ........ses. 4,445 3.7 3,999 3.8 3,406 3.9 2.6
Class IV teiieereccncaascnannnes 5,348 4.9 4,791 5.1 4,566 5.0 -2.0
Theft viviieterencennccncannns 2,418 4.7 2,256 4.8 2,223 4.6 ~4,2
Postal £raud .iceecseenacncans 413 5.2 418 5.5 385 5.1 -7.3
CFOorgery ...e...s eesanccenansia 2,517 4.9 2,117 5.4 1,958 5.4 0.0
C}.ass V oeeecetcnreenonsrssnnnnns 1,070 5.7 1,088 6.6 1,158 6.2 ~-6.1
Border registration, addicts . 136 . 5.6 . 169 5.2 172 4.3 -17.3
Assault and homicide ......... 233 6.5 214 9,8 254 7.2 -26.5
Miscellaneous general offenses 701 5.5 705 6.0 732" ' B3 5.0
ClaBs VI vievvenvneinaennnnnssn] 2,351 7.9 3,425 8.2 2,698 8.1 -1.2
Counterfeiting vveiienceeeness 294 7.4 c 274 7.2 295 , 9.1 26,4
‘BUFGLAXY veseesesnscevcneanans 251 9.1 - 297 9,2 ‘264 ... 9.2 0.0

Interstate transportation of .

stolen property ...... Weases 1,043 7.6 938 8.1 906 . 7.8 . - =3.7
MArihuana weoseesseensens cebbe 353 9.7 470 9.9 650 - 8.5 ~14.1
National defense laws ........ 275 5.1 © 328 5.5 457 6.4 16.4
SexX offenses cuvviienenncnaion 135 9.4 118 10.6 126 - - 10.8 1.8
Class VII - Auto theft ......... 5,066 7.5 5,041 7.5 4,843 7.6 1.3
Class VIII cceveivecencncnananns 1,443 20.2 1,776 19.6 . 1,629 20.0 2.0
Narcotics .eieveseneenavnnanns 919 15.4 1,116 13,8 1,052 14.8. 7.2
RODDAYY voveveinanecnccesnanas 524 28.7 660 29.5 577 29.5 0.0

NOTE: During 1964 -and 1965 there were 88 United States ‘District Courts.in the 50 States, and Buerfo Richb. In
1966 the two districts of South Carolina were combined to make the total district courts 87.
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TABLE 12 }f Sentence w i
| eights a y
87 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS §£ for which convictgg T}lﬁg v?gieghgggo';’géng EO the offense
| L4 ; |
OFFENSE CLASS AND TYPE OF DISPOSITION FOR CONVICTED DEFENDANTS SHOWING 4\ pPlea of guilty, the sentence weight ntered an original
AVERAGE WEIGHT OF SENTENCE, FISCAL YEAR 1966 i for violators of Federal regulatg 8 gagged from a low of 1.2
I £ Ty statutes to a high E
, or of 26, :
Number of convicted defendants Average sentence weights 1 who gl,olgvj-ggeghrgbbers' This Same pattem was found % or thoseg 1
—— — . W courtn§ d eir plea and for those who were convicted after i
guilty | Plea of guilty | Plea of - trlal, with one noticeable difference : robb |
ax::i. nst gufl:g Convicted by . ::i . net guil:y Convicted by 2 Victed by court trial ha.d a lowel" avera (2] 'E ers Con- &
- g X o] ged to '
Offense class Total mengn guilty | Court | Jury | Total meng guilty |[court | Jury 7,' . (2200) than those who changed their pleg tgeguiilg; ‘Zggggt); |
TOLal sevesncesconrcnss eeess | 27,314 | 18,909 5,218 1,066 2,121 | 5.6 4.9 5.6 6.8  11.4 " o Defendants convicted b
u h
Special offenses: _ weights for all offenses, ezcgpsza;grzﬁz gg.)gchsitlsentence
Immigration laws i.ee. cerececes 3,033 | 2,837 154 15 27 ] 2.1 2,1 2,0 23 3.5 f For those convicted by J,ul"y trial senten oa3tlons.
Wagering tax violations .ee.... 676 224 356 42 54 | 1.9 1.4 1.7 4.0 3.7 ' ! from 3.3 for the Fraud n ce weights ranged
Federal regulatory statutes ... | 2,676 | 1,851 652 85 88 | 1.4 1.2 1.5 1.3 4.8 ) were tl;ree of?t ra, h Group A" to 37.9 for robbers There
< enses where the sentence ;
Total less above siseesas evs | 20,920 [13,997 4,056 924 1,952 | 6.8 6.0 6.7 7.5 12,1 co?vigted by jury was at least three tizzégggrgomhgﬁozg
welghts of sentences im e
[o]
Cla88 T soveeesnsronscosevocosens 1,632 | 1,172 343 45 72 | 2.9 2.7 2.8 3.7 6. at arraignment. The Ofgelslggguggg tﬁ:g; ghO plte:i.ded gulilty
' welghts were . * regpective sentence
Fraud - GZOUP A sseescsssssonen 355 199 112 15 29 | 2.6 2.4 2.5 3.2 3.3 . as follows:
Enbezzlement eeesecess cevenean 1,148 890 200 21 37| 3.0 2.8 3.0 3.7 7.6 !
ObBCENE Mail secescsacsssvascas 129 83 31 9 6| 2.8 2.3 2.4 4.6  10.0 B
. i Average Sentence Weight
Class IT verreessnerssscnsnnscans 997 492 365 35 105 | 3.3 2.9 3.1 3.9 5.2 . It
Convict
Income tax £raud sevececescosee 5937 268 250 Jl.g 56 | 3.1 2.6 3.1 4.3 5.2 f Type of Offe Plea of gullty &fterea
Other £raud sveescessssssacesse 404 224 115 49| 3.4 3.2 3.1 3.4 5.3 o nse at arrai
i ‘ gnment Jury trial
i ‘
Class IIZ A Federal regulatory ‘
{ statutes .....,,, 1
Liguor, Internal Revenue ..ecee 3,406 2,332 625 163 286 3.9 3.7 3.4 4.7 5.8 ;:E Obscene maj_l o0 2.§ 4.8
Class IV eeeveonees veveeaes cevens 4,566 | 3,150 914 170 332 | 5.0 4.8 4.9 5.2 7.2 . } . Marihuana Tax Act.... 5.4 ég.g
7‘{ ¢
................. veeeeee | 2, . . . . . . Four off -
Postal Erand cmmemeeans o M| Mise 145 1 e | sa| 4 a6 6w 1. ; more than g gnses showed sentence weight values which were
FOTHELY saessessesnsaces ceereee 1,958 | 1,448 368 54 88 | 5.4 5.3 5.5 5.5 7.1 «1 . who plead dou le for those convicted by Jury compared to those
; Pleaded guilty at arraignment, These were:
Class V .eews ceceseens civesnnnces 1,158 611 257 a5 205 | 6.1 5.2 6.3 4.7 9.3 i
i
Border registration, addicts .. 172 125 30 6 11| 4.1 3.9 4.6 4.0 5.5 } Average Sentence Weight
Assault and hOmicide seeseesess 254 125 48 27 54 | 7.2 6.2 8.6 4.9 9.6
Miscellaneous general offenses. 732 361 179 52 140 | 6.2 5.4 5.9 4.7 9.5 i | | Convict d
, , e
Class VI seccencnseccnncs eeossess | 2,698 1,687 565 134 31z | 8.1 6.8 8.5 8.7 4.2 ; me of Offens Plea of guilty after
i 2088 at arraignment jury trial
Surglary eesesiirrieee | 24| 107 w8 36| s | el k% e en k Wagering tax violations 1.4 3
state ns; i {
I":iilﬁitprﬁf,:n?"ffff.‘.“.'.ff... 906 667 147 12 80 7.7 74 7.7 6,0 11.0 o : Embezzlement tedesseess 2.8 .g
Marihuana ee.ee. erevenes 650 376 181 13 80 | 8.5 5.4 8,9 16.3 20,9 1 Income tax fraud 2.6 7. 2
National defense laws . . 457 285 59 77 36 6.4 5.2 8.4 8.1 8.9 i Na ti - e e e ) 2' ‘; ‘2‘ 1
SeX OFECNIAE seserosornssssnons 126 48 34 8 36 | 10.7 9.7 7.9 11.6  14.6 | PCOLICE c.vieverenosns 10.9 25-1
! ' *
Class VII ! The dis ] v
‘ , § the age of tlﬁgiggrtx%igt:g :e%ghted o ae aoE on the basis of
Auto theft vesees visacacnrreces 4,843 | 3,830 522 168 323 | 7.5 7.5 6.8 .8 8.9 I indicates that those aged g.selédanzs, as appears in Tsble 13,
Class VIIT 1,629 723 465 124 317 | 20.0 17.2 18,3 18.3 29,4 " : % | sentences. One reason is thatotgisr:ceived uore severe
...... esescsoscsccncas B . . . . . ; ; ge group inclmes a
Narcotics .cescecesssccescensesne 1,052 435 322 100 195 | 14.8 10,9 13.7 17.5 24.1 "I
ROLDELY -veesesscosoraassensass 577 288 143 24 122 | 29.5 26.9 28,8 22,0  37.9 oo \
;'v
l B
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13

B8 United States District Courts

Weighted Sentence Values for Offense Claiges by Age Group,

Flscal Year 1966

Y.C.A. or Adult Pricedure {Age Group)
Total F.J.D.A,
Total Age not reported age reported procedurn Under 25 25-34 35 and over
Weighted Weighted Weighted Weighted Welghted Weighted Welghted
offense Class enc b t b Number t b t
TOTAL seceevavacsssnona 27,314 5.6 5,484 3.2 21,830 6.2 1,060 6.2 5,691 6.2 6,441 7.0 8,638 5.7
Special O£fensSes .....eoeee 6,385 1.8 4,208 1.6 2,177 2.2 24 2,9 296 2.2 603 2.3 1,254 2.1
Immigration laws s.esease 3,033 2.1 2,426 2.0 607 2.5 9 - 101 1.8 252 2.6 245 2.8
Wagering tax violations . 676 1.9 130 1.9 546 1.9 - - 11 1.5 as 1.6 450 1.9
Federal Regulatory
atatutes sievcacaovecnn 2,676 1.4 1,652 0.9 1,024 2.2 15 3.2 184 2.5 26€E 2.4 559 2.0
TOTAL LESS ABOVE «even 20,929 6.8 1,276 8.3 19,653 6.7 1,036 6.3 5,395 6.4 5,838 7.5 7,384 6.3
Clage T sveveccaccrancncnnn 1,632 2.9 68 3.1 1,564 2.9 2 - 217 2.7 440 249 205 3.0
Fraitd - Group A c.cececess 355 2.6 23 1.4 332 2.6 - - 15 2.6 58 2.9 259 2.6
Embezzlement .. 1,148 3.0 a7 4.1 1,111 3.0 2 - 193 2.7 358 2.8 558 3.2
Obscene mail . 122 2.8 8 - 121 2.8 - - 9 - 24 3.7 :2:] 2.6
€lass II sevenasassnscesane 997 3.2 81 2.6 916 3.3 2 - 51 2.7 119 3.9 744 3.2
Income tax fraud ....oeee 593 3.1 30 2.8 563 3.1 - - 3 - 25 3.4 535 3.1
Other fraud ..ecccecovacas 404 3.4 51 2.5 353 3.6 2 - 48 2.6 924 4.1 209 3.6
Class IIX
Liquor, Internal Revente. 3,406 3.9 106 5.1 3,300 3.8 47 3.7 376 3.4 875 3.7 2,002 3.9
Class IV scvacveroccresanss 4,566 5.0 225 6.0 4,341 4.9 177 4.8 1,137 4.2 1,481 5.2 1,546 5.2
Theft ceevrrersvcenscerns 2,223 4.6 119 5.0 2,104 4.5 135 4.9 628 4.0 706 4.7 635 4.8
Postal fraud . 385 5.1 28 4.1 357 5.2 5 v 30 5.3 85 5.3 237 5.2
FOIgery «eveeccvscasseses 1,958 5.4 78 8.2 1,880 5.3 37 4.7 479 4.5 690 5.7 674 5.5
Class V sivvecoannessssenns 1,158 6.1 161 5.9 997 6.2 44 4.8 294 5.9 322 6.9 337 5.4
Border registration,
addicts ...cncaeresanes 172 4.1 16 4.9 156 4.0 1 - 3 4.4 76 4.2 48 3.4
Assault and homicide .... 254 7.2 28 7.9 226 7.2 27 4.2 a6 7.5 62 8.2 51 6.9
Miscellanecus general
O£fenSes c.esssevssnaes 732 6.2 117 5.5 615 6.4 16 5.8 177 6.4 184 7.6 238 5.5
ClasE VI civecsscniavsonces 2,698 8.1 239 10.2 2,459 7.9 127 5.6 839 6.7 845 8.2 648 2.7
Countexfeiting ...... . 2585 8.1 18 10.9 277 8.9 1 - 46 6.1 1lo 8.8 120 10.
BUXGlarY ceeceiaseanseces 264 9.2 22 14.6 242 8,7 74 6.1 74 7.3 67 10.8 27 14,7
Interstate transportation
of stolen property .... 506 7.7 54 10.0 852 7.6 14 4.5 154 6.1 325 7.2 359 8.7
Marihuana s.sevevscvecves 650 8.5 67 1l.2 583 8.2 13 4.0 276 6.4 202 8.9 92 12.5
National defense laws ... 457 6.4 70 7.0 387 6.3 a8 - 258 6.5 95 6.0 26 6.5
Sex offenses .....ivesvee 126 10.7 8 - 118 10.3 17 7.6 31 12.4 45 10.4 24 9.3
Class VII
Auto theft ..cceceercneas 4,843 7.5 244 8.1 4,599 7.4 627 7.2 2,178 6.9 1,075 7.9 719 8.5
Clagss VIIL cevssvescesrccnse 1,629 20.0 152 19.3 1,477 20.1 10 - 303 16.6 681 19.7 483 23.1
Nar Otics soveqecacvreenes 1,052 14.8 120 15.9 932 14.7 4 - 168 10.4 443 15.6 317 18.6
ROLDELY sienveiavocveccne 577 29.5 32 32.1 545 29.3 6 - 135 24.4 238 31.0 166 31.8
NOTE: Weéight not shown whare base is 10 or less,
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CHART 4

87 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

PRIOR CRIMINAL RECORD AND TYPE OF SENTENGE
OF CONVICTED DEFENDANTS

FISCAL YEAR 1966

100

75

50

25

o
-

No prior
criminal

Placed on Fined Atl other

Senfenced to :
probation

All convicted A
imprisonment

deféndants

22

Prior prison

Prior criminal
record less record
record than prison

Source: Administrative Office of the United States Courts

7

large number of convicted narcotics violators and robbers in
contrast to other age groups, The detaill in Table 13 1llug-
trates the progressive increase in Sentence weight from the
"Special offense" clags to Class VIII, Within the separate
orfensemclasses, however, there ig variation in the sentence
welghts. In 1966 the weighted sentence for persons adjudi-
cated under the Federal Juvenile Delinguency Act was 6,2
Sompared to 6.5 in 1965. For those aied under 25 the sentence
welght was 6.2" in 1966 compared to 6.4 in 1965, Fop those
aged 25 to 34 the Welghted sentence was 7.0 in 1966, a slight
increase over the 6,7 reported for 1965. For those 35 years
of age and over, the gentence weight in 1966 was 5,7, again
higher than the 5.4 re istered in 1965. The welghted sentence
severity by age group %excluding Federal Juvenile Delinquency
Act and the three special offenses) for the three year rariod
13 shown in Figure H.

FIGURE H - Weighted Sentence Severitz by Age Grougz
1 B an .

Average Sentence Weight

-Age of Convicted Defendants 1964 1965 1966
Under 25 ..........00uuvun.... 6.4 6.6 6.4
R - R 6.7 7.0 7.5
35 and over Ceeetetcearaanana. 5.8 6.0 6.3

4. Characteristics of Offenders - Prior Criminal Record

Before sentence is imposed, presentence investigations are
submitted to the court for almost all defendants convicted in
the United States district courts. Prepared by the Probation
Offices, the presentence reports include statements of' the
prior record of convicted defendants, Prior record is clagsi-
fied for statistical reports submitted in this program.
However, of the 27,314 defendants convicted during 1966,
information concerning prior record Was unavailable for about
one-fourth (23 percent), For the remaining 20,963 defendants
the offense charged was the first for 7,139 or 34 percent,

In other words, of the defendants convicted in the United
States district courts during 1966 for whom information
regarding a prior eriminal record was reported, 34 percent had
N0 prior criminal record. See Chant b,
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Tablo 14 jé E
87 United Statos Distyrict Courts i Table 14 divj'des the prior Criminal recor.d' by Offense ' §}
" prio¢ Criminal Record, Offanse cl:;:u:r;dy’:zsoxggsﬂontnnce of Convicted Dafendants, § cj'ass and' by type Of Sentence imposed. The table demonStrates ’E
g tha,t as the prior record increases, so does the proporiionate g
o ng:n e — : TER4 OP PROBATION - , oo : use of impris_onment. This coupled with the seriousness of the Lj
Jrior c::sz‘gnl :::ord Totalfl Total] uﬁgdr uu:lslﬁ m{’;:o 61-:)2\0 o“léé Tatal nngr- 1N-d‘ 11 bites 13;*3‘6 ma:::' Pi;:a pfs:;;d gz": pro- Ft:: ’ % foense Bhows tllat a person with no prior record Who ha.B been g
ontha nths { montha | montha| Tatal | vision | layed | Split| months | months | over | only went | bationjeother R H . convicted of an offenSe classified either 1n the "Special v""@
TOTAL ssacavoncons sevius 27,314]|11,899] 3,551 4,493 2,831 701 323 11,649 618 446 1,30 1,309 - 6,022 1,87112,356] 1,410 | 43.6 42,6 13.8 ff ] B ‘
o e oliense  group or in Offense Class I has a greater possibility o
ROt XOPOLtad sevsseses 6,351]] 2,573) 1,447 efs‘; 336 84 1 907] 238 a4 1 ws 9 97|1,606 ‘1.265 40.5 14,3 48,2 ‘ of being placed }Qn probation than a parson with a more serious ;
Spoefal Offensas .y.... | 4,316] 1,341] 1,160 174 8 - - 322 204 - 44 31 3 12]1,453] 1,200 {311 7.5 6l.4 o_f‘fense and a prior criminal Pecord. AS an illustration’ in ;
CLa83 T sucvrrsraponss i 22 9 10 3 - - 7| 3 3 13 12 8 8| 29 6 |16.8  '56.5 26,7 " . v Ciass I 85 ercent were 1 d bé - . ) ;‘
hat el B I N S S S | N SRR SR S | I - , Al e placec on probation and of the total
Qe I S B B | PO S - I N B S ; group only 25 percent had a prior criminal record. For
i s N1 B S S | S A S B S | R L : Class VILI 84 percent were imprisoned and of the total group
oD VIIT weiinsirns uf 19 2 32 84 25 1] 1 - 1 - 6 4 -] 2 ]es A 1o 82 percent had a prior criminal record,
Tu;:i ::g;:sri:;o;::i:l:. 20,963 9,326 2,104 3,825 2,495 617 285 10,742 | 203 402 1,206 1,208 5,772 1,774 150 145 | 44.5 51,2 4,3 i
No prior rocord ....s.. 7,139) 1,403 444 493 3ss 71 31 | s,156] 253 187 36 759 2,952 sis] son] 79 |19.7  72.2 s . ‘ 66 Table 15 distributes the 27, 314 defendants convictri in
Pté:‘{u:::?f:i:‘l:t‘u:?'t'!‘l?:’ a,717) 3,873 997 14,481 1,148 183 64 4,593 85 144 624 a1 2,598 755 211 3B | 44.4 52,7 2,9 ! 19 by type Of Sentence 1mp086d a'nd prior criminal recom.
Prior prinonp:::;:: voen 5.27;0'2 4.4(;52 326: 132514. J‘;ﬂi 363 i\j’ . 293 45 n 196 58 423 200 36 28 |79.3 18.4 1.3 | Amorlg those sentenced to imprisomnent’ the highGSt I.eported
DI | i v 4 a4 ses et | 93[11a 17 163 4w 20 s3] as| 13 | - - - | ff?"é prior criminal record was recorded for those sentenced under
gmgeo vl kw00 cpvaEm 3w omomoomm 3w omom /- - uhe indeterminate provislons (88 percent) followed by those
P!t::nt;:z:ox'\ .??i... 152 197 156 32 13 3 - 383 45 1 43 98 160 a6 151 21 26,2 50.9 22,9 4 . 3 w Ose sentences are referred to as mixed sentences (87 percent)o
B e vy | 108 3201 230 s = 2 I | enfen 1 i ad  s3 el o] aep |2 T OB ‘ ; Defendants committed under the Youth Corrections Act showed a
Clas8 I o vesvasvacsianse 1,501 179 67 67 a0 s 1 1,282 22 3 104 182 8ol 170 47 2 |13 65.4 3.3 . t gﬁioi criminal reccm Of 82 percent. The prObationers With .
Ho prior rocord ... | Lz @y 3 3z 17 4 1 so3| 17 3 & 15¢ e 120 40 2 |73 ema 3.7 ¢ e igh.est proportion of criminal records were those sentenced
iy N (O T - SO S | - S S S N I £ R ‘, t{ggerttheisplitisintince va%aions of law (68 percent). The
PERCENT vons | 30 1.4 6 w67 - < ae] - T sp oz2 o ow a2 I T ~ ! est prior c¢riminal reco or any type of sentence was
gl B I I B S U IR R TS I B R recorded for those who recelved a fine (33 percent).
prt::n’::ii:;l 3‘?:?. ven 250 KL 50 25 2 1 - 157 1 3 25 25 1] 15 11 4 k) #% 62,8 6.0 l ,
eorprem s | sl sd W oawe oz T |l o130 s Rooa W GG an R " With respect to a prior criminal record which involved
I T T ol i ' the service of a term of imprisonment, 53 peicent of those
el R e - B TR T - T B B - B I I L . | sentenced to imprisonment in 1966 under the indeterminate
et gt bl s et A SRS -+ I R ST B S B B R R | provisions of law had such a prior prison record. This
PERCENT ..., | 20.5] 44,9 30,3 57,7 7L.4 - -] w2 - - 16 7.8 8.5 8.9 10,2 - - - - : was followed Closely by the defendants sentenced E>ha) imprison..
omoocce vl m B B %t s o2 ow oBomom o8 3mosoum ' o hent under the regular adult procedure (45 percent), As would
Prt::n’:ii:ﬁ;l .‘?5‘.‘,... 1,741 644 238 264 135 6 1 1,083 ] 27 149 102 642 1558 10 4 [37,0 62.2 0.8 c‘ be expeCted ror the four types Of pPObation’ the delayed prOba-
gl el I8 B S B S - [P . R S I I | ‘(’}gn Eroapy) Y the highest proportlon with prior prison record
} rce :
11888 V ,ocsvesvronsanss 435 441 153 160 75 33 20 463 21 27 47 B4 211 63 25 6 |47.2 49.5 3.3 ;i p ¢ '
; g:j:;i::::igfr;‘c;;““ 232 47 17 13 5 5 3 120 ;] 5 11 44 B2 20 14 1 20,2 73.3 6.5 i% P 1 C
e - I - A O~ S B T S-S N R E-* = i rior Criminal Record and Offense
PERCENT .o04 36,1 50.¢ A1.7 53.8 45,3 48.5 - 23.1 - 64,9 29.8 1.9 ‘17.1 23.8 - - - - - ¥
i
oo bl 8 owo@ow 9| mE o3 o3 o2 omomoy 3w oo * sor e highest proportion of convicted defendants with
o prior xocor cieran 2 ) f .
Pt:::n,;::::;x }?fl.'..., 908 51 66 221 172 47 5 391 § 16 54 28 204 83 4 2 |se.3 43,0 0.7 ’l p}I; oi: ;i.iginal records was reported for narCOtic dI ug‘-addictﬁ
velor prison rocord .. | el sz 4s M) o e 5| sl 47 s a7 o 3| 2 (e 166 o O who falled to register at border crossings (95 percenu) followed )
| by narcotic drug law violators (85 percent). See Table 16,
g APt e = B S - I A O I I 5 M | Excluding the speclal offenses, the two largest offense classes, |
mmnen e [2osdlund o om om0 1| el s om o om om owe w3 fes e o | auto theft and liquor law violations, comprised a total of
e u:pruggng;:;r":: a1.9| 4.0 3.6 s0.2  37.40. 70.4 - 9.2‘ 15.4 sfa 23.8 1.4 7.0 12.5 - - - 1‘- 9- . z 73 63u or 36 percent Qf th'e CQD.ViCted- defendantﬂ for whom a
£1as8 VIIT ssevsoescerss 1,418(1 1,183 5 185 407 334 237 230 4 10 21 9 96 90 - - | 83.8 16,2 - ) ' i prior criminal recom was xepox“‘bed’ AbOut‘ three-fourbhs Of
’éi;’éi‘?iciié‘,’"iu;;"" 209]| 17 1 34 75 a1 20 8] 1 - [ 3 32 Y - leair M3 - ! these def endants had px‘ior ceriminal recordE.
than prison seeesres 541 429 1 80 184 106 54 116 2 5 11 1 50 43 - - | 78,6 21.4 - ?
prior prisgmreerd v | W3l ol 1 ses st sed e | w3 Doty o) ool . B )
=i . Teble 16 distributes the prior criminal record into
* For the offenses includod in osch clies asa Appendix Tablo DIO. . our categories, the most serious being those with prior
| \
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Table 15

87 United States District Courts

Fiscal Year 1966

Prior Criminal Record and Type of Sentence of Convicted Defendants,

Prior Criminal Record Reported

_82..

a5
=

Prior Total with Prior prison
record No prior record Pro- record
not prior - Juvenile | bation ]} Other
Type of Sentence Total || reported | Total record | Number { Percent record | record | record | Number | Percent
TOTAL sceeesseveansceascsae 27,314 6,351 20,963 7,139 13,824 65.9 1,004 4,065 3,648 5,107 24,4
Percent
IMPriSONMENt eeececesescsssocs 43.6 40.5 44.5 19.7 57.3 - 66.6 36,2 47.5 79.3 -
Probation ccoceecssesacseess 42.6 14.2 51.3 72.2 40.4 - 331 59,6 50.4 l§.5 -
Fine and other .cessecscssese 13.8 45.3 4,2 ' 8.1 2,3 - 0.3 4.2 2.1 1.2 -
Number
Imprisonment = Total ceeeeas 11,899 2,572 9,327 1,403 7,924 85,0 669 1,471 1,733 4,051 43.4
Adult regular eeeecscscses 8,373 2,228 6,145 897 5,248 85.4 212 955 1,103 2,978 48.5
Adult indeterminate ...ee. 1,722 167 1,555 192 1,363 87.7 71 185 277 830 53.4
Adult mixed .cescesmcsssesne 288 44 244 33 211 86,5 6 39 78 90 36.9
Youth Corrections Act .... 1,006 81 925 165 760 82,2 194 197 234 135 14.6
Federal Juvenile !
Delinguency Act ..ocecss . 510 52 458 116 342 74.7 186 95 43 18 3.9
Probation = Total scececssas 11,649 905 10,744 5,156 5,568 52,0 332 2,421 1,840 995 C9.3
Adult ~ Direct from court. 8,652 401 8,251 4,019 4,232 51.3 231 1,897 1,429 675 8.2
Adult - Delayed probation, 446 44 402 187 215 53.5 17 71. 56 71 17.7
Adult ~ Split sentence ... 1,383 177 1,206 386 820 68.0 25 310 289 196 16.3
FODA 4tececeecsesscensccnss 550 48 502 311 191 38.0 56 93 34 8 1.6
No SUPerVisSiOn ..esecessece 618 235 383 253 130 33.9 3 50 32. 45 11.7
Fine only cevneesscecoasesses 2,356 1,609 747 501 246 32.9 1 155 57 33 4.4
All other .escesesvoceasscacs 1,410 1,265 145 79 66 45.5 2 18 18 28 19.3
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‘ Table 16
R fo
“, 87 United States District Courts ;
N e Offense Class and Prior Criminal Record of Convicted Defendants, Fiscal Year 1966
i Prior criminal record reported ;
. ; Prior ) No . Total with i
. { record prior prior record. Prior prison f
| not recoxd Juvenile | Probation Other record * H
Offense class Total || reported | Total | reported | Number lPercent recoxrd®| record? record % Numbe i-l Percent fr
i ! . TOTAL sececesnsnseccenes | 27,314 6,351 20,963 7,139 13,824 65.9 1,004 4,065 3,648 5,107 24.4 I
: - - i {
H SPECIAL OFFENSES secocesane 6,385 4,316 2,069 1,082 987 47.7 31 407 314 235 11.4 ) é
i i
- Y Immigration 1laws ,e.ece.. 3,033 2,528 505 222 283 56.0 7 59 99 118 23.4 !
| ¢ Wagering tax violations . 676 161 515 206 309 60,0 2 167 92 48 9.3 {
i & Federal Regulatory ;
g statutes c.occeneicanne 2,676 1,627 1,049 654 395 37.7 22 181 123 69 6.6 i
i
* %} TOTAL LESS ABOVE +..... {20,929 2,035 18,894 6,057 12,837 67.9 973 3,658 3,334 4,872 25.8
§ - - - -
§ CLASS I sevtevcsonsssncncne 1,632 131 1,501 1,124 377 25.1 11 209 112 45 3.0
Fraud - Group A ..ccsences 355 35 320 203 117 36.6 3 68 30 16 5,0
Enmbezzlement .eeccvsvcens 1,148 84 1,064 853 211 19.8 6 116 72 17 1.6
Obscene MAil cesvessscone 129 12 117 68 49 41.9 2. 25 10 5 12 10.3
. I
CIASS IX cuvaveescavessncese 997 123 874 518 356 40.7 7 153 S0 106 12,1
Income tax fraud .....c.. 593 50 543 372 171 31.5 3 78 47 43 7.9
Other fraud ..ceecececsese 404 73 331 146 185 55,9 | 4 75 43 63 19.0
i CLASS .III
. : : ) ! Liquor, Internal Revenus. | 3,406 184 | 3,222 788 2,434  75.5 . 29 920 823 662  20.5
’ .
o, N CLASS IV cvvincrassannssens 4,566 389 4,177 1,386 2,791 66.9 171 , 758 812 1,050 25.1
O . N .
bt N Theft sveeeovscsocavsncess 2,223 202 2,021 722 1,299 64.3 104 362 381 452 22.4
. . 385 41 344 170 174 50.6 ¢ 6 61 51 56 16.3
FOXGRXY scecesvocncsnccise 1,958 146 1,812 494 1,318 72,7 61 .- 335 380 542 29,9
% CLASS V cevvscecssocancanes 1,158 223 935 232 703 75.2 61 + 165 139 338 36.1
N : ‘ Border registration,
- v } addictsS cecescecccasene 172 25 147 7 140 95.2 7 17 23 93 63.3
- it Assault and homicide .... 254 43 211 62 149 70.6 16 43 37 53 25.1
'li Miscellaneous general R
. B ;J offenses .. iceecnvnene 732 155 577 163 414 71.8 38 105 h 79 192 33.3
. i )
}i CLASS VI seveceescsssacnncne 2,698 343 2,355 810 1,545 65,6 28 427 383 637 27.0
’ | ) Counterfeiting seceeceses 295 24 271 86 185 68.3 9 49 47 80 29.5
4 . BUXGLATY eeeevonenocvcncs 264 40 224 63 161 71.9 13 39 31 78 34.8
. . H Interstate transportation
H : of stolen property .... 906 3 833 178 655 78.6 26 119 154 356 42.7
I - \N Marihuana .oeeeccesssocss 650 101 549 225 324 59.0 34 139 80 71 12.9
- 1 National defense laws ... 457 94 363 231 132 36.4 12 58 42 20 5.5
. ;: . Sex offenses c.cessevcevee 126 11 1158 27 88 76.5 4 . 23 29 32 27.8
. . N : CLASS VII '
# 4 .
% ' 1l Auto theft ..occevcvacaes 4,843 431 4,412 950 3,462 78.5 534 792 730 1,406 31.9
. . .. ) . i .
* - . Y} CLASS VIII secivsssvaccacens 1,629 211 1,418 249 1,169 82.4 671 234 245 628 " '44.3 !
- ; : ’ = ' ! NAXCOtiCS eeseesescesvess | 1,052 160 892 136 756 84.8 &1 170 169 379 42.5 ]
* ‘ . Robbery. ... 577 51 526 113 413 78.5 24 64 76 249 47.3 H
& )
_ » 4 i
1 K PR - 1 fnoludes any commitment to an institution under juvenile delinquency procedare.
2 Includes probation, suspended sentence or fine.
. 3. Includes commitment of under one year to confinement.
. , * 1Includes commitment of over one year to confinement.
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prison records. The proportion of defendants with prior
prison records ranged frcm a low of 2 percent for embezzlers
to 63 percent for addicts who failed to register at border
croassings. Other offenses where the proportion of the prior
prison record was 40 percent or more were defendants convicted
of robbery (47 percent), interstate transportation of stolen
property (43 percent), and narcotic drug law violators,

(also 43 percent).

Sex, Race, and Age

As in previous reports, Table 17 presents for each offense
the race, sex, and medlan age of persons convicted in the United
States district courts during 1966. These figures are the re-
sult of information obtained from the presentence investiﬁation
reports submitted by the probation offices. Of the 27,31
defendants convicted in the 87 United States district courts
during 1966, 90 percent were men; 7 percent were women; and
3 percent were corporate defendants. Seventy-five percent of
the defendants were of the white race. For the separate
offenses, the highest number reported t¢o be white persons
were those convicted of mailing obscene matter (96 percent).

The lowest proportion (42 percent) of white convicted defendants
was reported for sex offenders.

Crimes committed on Indlian Reservations generaliy fall
under Federal jurisdiction, American Indians had a proportion-
ately higher representation for three offenses: burglary
(36 percent); assault and homicide (30 percent); and sex
offenses (25 percent).

The over-all median age of the convicted defendants was
31 years, about the same as the median age in 1965. The
youngest defendants were those convicted of auto theft and
burglary with a median age of 23 years. The oldest were
those convicted of income tax fraud with a median age of 53
years. Where comparisons were possible, the median age of
men and women convicted of the various categories of offense
was about the same, except for those convicted of robbery,
where the median age of men was 30 and the median age of
women was 24, Also the median age of men and women convicted
of violations of Federal regulatory statutes was respectively,
38 and 28, For those convicted of postal fraud, men had a
median age of 40 and women, a median age of 36.

Figure I summarizes, by sex and race, for the fiscal

years 1963 to 1966 the proportion of defendants convicted.
Also shown are the medlan ages of men and women,
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Figure I, Sex, Median Age

and Race of Convicted

Fiscal Years 1963, 1964, 1965 and 1966
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Defendants,

Item

Total convicted
defendants eececoc0one

Sex - Percent oceo0soe
Male P0G 0Q@IPO0POOOROOIES
F‘emle eoesoocsoe000y
Corporations ......

Median Age (in yeurs)
mtal .?..O....’..O
Male SPoCOORPOIG®SOIBPOGIEOSDO
Femle ®SO0sO0PB8O00V

Race hd Percent seeovve
Wm.te .....O‘..O0.0
Negm e o00c000d2000
American Indian ...
All Other IR N NN N W]

* Not availsble

1963 _l1964 1965 . _1966

29,803 29,170 28,757

100.0 100.0  100.0
90.3  89.9 90'8
7.0 ;.1 6.

2.7 3.0 2.9
33.7 32,4 31.g
* 32.6 31.
* 31.2 30.7
100.0 100.0 100.0
75.2 77.9 76.1
22,6 20.1 21.9
* 1.6 1.6
2,2 0.4 0.4

*¥ Classified with all other,

27,314

3.

0

e RN
A

o2 il

B e et S st etert




5. Recommendations ¥or and Agalnst Probation

Table 18 continues the annual presentation of recommen-
dations for and agalinst probatlon, by offense class. During
1966 there were 7,104 Gefendants reported to be recommended
for probation. Of these 92 percent recelved probation., In
those instances where probation was not recommended by the
probation officer, 20 percent were placed on probation.

The range in agreement of those recommended for probation

who were actually placed on probation ran from 81 percent

for robbers to 96 percent for embezzlers, forgers and persons
convicted for mailing obscene matter. For those not recommended
for probation, the range in the percentage placed on probation
was from 5 percent for robbers to 44 percent for fraud perpetrated
agalnst lending and credlit institutions and various government
agencles.

Table 19 shows for both 1965 and 1966 the percentage of
agreement and disagreement between the recommendations of
probation officers and the final sentence 1lmposed upon
convicted defendants. For both years the proportion of
agreement was almost the same.

In 1966 the proportion of agreement between the recommenda-
tion and the final sentence ranged from a low of T4 percent for
wagerling tax violators to a high of 9% percent for robbers.
Stated ancther way, there was greater disagreement between
recommendations and sentences for wagering tax violators on
the one hand, (26 percent) and slight disagreement (5 percent)
for robbers.

6. Presentence Investigation Reports

Of the 27,314 defendants sentenced in the 87 United
States district courts during 1966, presentence reports had
been prepared on a total of 20,528 or 75 percent. Almost all
presentence reports were classified as "complete”. Only 3 per-
cent were classifled as limited presentence reports. By
excluding the special offense class (that is the violators of
immigration laws, wagering tax, and Federal regulatory statutes)
the proportion of defendants for whom presentence investigations
were made increased to 89 percent. (See table 20.)

Table 21 distributes, by offense, the number of presentence
reporte filed in the fiscal year 1966. The proportion of
presentence reports ranged from a low of 16 percent for immigra-
tion law violators to 95 percent for liguor law violators.

Not counting the three speclal offenses, the lowest proportion
of presentence reports filed was 71l percent for the 172 defen-
dants convicted of failling to register as addicts at border
crossings.
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Table 17
87 Unlted Statos Dlatrict Courts )
Offonso Clena, Race, Sox and Median Age of Conviated Dafendants,
riscal Year 1966 ,
Raca Reported Parcontt
Raro Muzclﬂ N
Total not reported Total Mhite Mogro | indian Othar Race Hedlan age
Fe~ |Corpora= 3 Fo- Fo- g Fa [¥o= Rmarlcan Fa
Uffensa class Totall] Hala m)-l tions [ Total) Mule |male | Total mulnl. Male | male | Male jmale| Male| male| Mala| male [White| Nogro| Indian | other| rotai] Male} male
TorAl, 27,3141 24,528 1,975 e1L 4.640) 4,495 153 21,863 [20,043 1,820 15,160 1,200{4,389 6€13) 406 - | J7 6 74.8 22,9 L9 0.4 | 3t.1f 311 0.6
Imalgration lave ceeses 2,003 2,956 17 ~ |2380] 2,305 45 €53 §21 a2 559 29 6 3 2 - “ - 90,1 2,9 0.3 6,7 | 32,6} 32.7 29,8
Wagering thx violations «ieee 676 620 56 - 166 61 s 510 439 51 102 £ 7 3 - - - - 80.4 19,6 - ~ | 47,0) 46.8 4a.5
Fedaral regulatory statutes .| 2,676f 1,803 8¢ 779 ses| #3216 1,049 981 1] ago 54 a0 14 15 - € - |00 o0 1.4 0.6 | 7.1} 37,7 2.2
TOTAL 1285 ADOVE +oveses | 20,920 )[19,139 1,758 32 1.246( 1,157 09 [19,651 117,982 1.669 | 12,340 1,050) 4,216 573 389 =~ 37 6 7.4 244 2.0 0.2 § 30,3} 30.3 30.2
Clase T
Praud - Group A weessyeanes 358 82 &7 6 17 %2 s 232 a7 62 189 53 7 sl 1 - - 72,9 26.2 0.3 0.6 | 43.6| 43.2 4s.4
PrbozElemont seesvassascecas | 1o248 907 241 - M g2 2{ 14 81 239 708 23] 161 28] 3 - 3 02,7 16.7 0.3 0.3 | 3s.1) 35,2 2.4
' Obscane Ball seeeecresssary 129 123 4 - 7 7 - 122 1e 4 14 3 I ¥ . - - 95.9 3.3 0.8 = | 40,1} 40,1 -
Clsan I
Ineome tax £raud ceeeeseses 593 61 31 1 30 E T | 562 533 29 4an 23 33 6] - - - - 92,7 73 - = | s2.7| 52,8 s0.0
i Other £raud cevevscavavnans 404 376 19 H 10 w2 365 348 17 297 5] 45 el s - T - 84,9 . 12,4 1.4 0.3 | 10.5] 3v.0 -
; Clasa 11z
(ll) Liquor, Internal Rovenue .. | 3,406} 3,259 137 10 8 86 3| 3307 [ 3,473 e ] 2,081 s0j1,116 8] M1 - s - 614 363 2.1 0.2 ) 39.4{ 35, 426
1 Class 1V
TROEE eupenenvevennasnceses | 2,223 2,008 215 - 120 11 9| 2,103 | 1,897 206 | 1,204 101 62t 103 62 1 2 62,1 3.4 2.9 0.6 | 20.7{20.8 28.0
PoBtAl £rAUd sosrasnsracens 305 7 4 H 2 12 1 sy s 42 279 3 LI 0 N S - - 86.8 12,9 0.3 - { 39.8] 40.0 35,7
POIGOry Sevevecserssscanens | 1,958 1,457 461 - a 65 16l 1,077 ] 1,432 <45 815 244| 604 193] 11 -~ 2 2 56,4 42.8 0.6 0.2 | 30.4]31.1 28.9
Class v
' bordar registration,
GEE ceeveverresonsrons 172 163 9 - 15 L LR 157 149 e 1z 6 32 2| - - - - 78.3 21,7 - - | 29.3f29.9 -
Avsault and houicide ..vee. 254 247 7 - 13 29 4 a 218 k] 109 1 a2} & - T o= 43.8 19,5 301 0.4 | 25.i]2s.0 -
N Miscellaneaus genaral
OLLANKOS 1eunerroracravans 732 63 46 1 6f 19 7 618 576 E1 466 2 9% 18} 9 - 2 1 79.3 18,7 1.8 0.5 1306130 26.9
Class VI
COUntarfalting eueesvasnses 295 268 27 - U] 1w - 2717 250 27 m 22 1 5] - - - - 84,1 15.9 - ~ | 2a.5]33.5 321
BUIGIATY sevsausasrnssvonse 264 254 10 - 6 LI ] 228 224 4 us 4 23 -1 -~ 2 - 52.2 1.0 35,9 0.9 | 23328 -
Interatate transportation
Of BtOlen Proparty eeeeees [113 804 102 - B3] a“ s as3 756 97 618 €71 135 0| 2. - 1 - 80,1  19.4 0.2 0.1 | 32,30 33.3 20,8
RArihUana ceesesvecvesesons 650 586 64 - (3] © 3 587 526 1 412 48 W nf - - - - 85.2 14,8 - « 1 25.1] 25,1 .0
uational dafense 1aws .e... 457 436 1 - [13 €6~ a9l 390 1 205 1 d0  -{ 3 - 2 - 78.2 20,8 0.8 c.s | n.af.a -
. Sox OLfensEs veviervreronss 126 120 [ - ] 8 - 18 it 6 a7 2 3B 4] 30 - - - 41,5 331 25.4 -l 2ratana -
’ Class vIz
,
Auto thafE soeiesenecasnees | 4,843 ] 4,720 213 - 61| 252 9 | 4,302 4478 204 | 3,940 200f sor 4] & - T - 60,2 11,0 0.8 - | 2al2a3a e
Claos VIIz
»
. NGZEOELE® suvipunncnsraanss | 1,052 929 123 - 7] 103 14 933 026 109 et saf 1 s} - - ¢ - 30.7 40,9 - 0.4 | 347316 295
ROBBELY sssossescerossoanes 577 545 32 - 29 B - 549 516 32 304 wf 126 4] s - P - 7502 23.7 0.9 0.2 | 29.7) 30.0 24.3
* percents may not 2dd to total due to rounding. Percont not shown whara lods than D.1. =
- ® Medfan not computed vherc basa ia 25 or lass,
t
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Table 18
87 United States District Courta

Defendants Convicted for Whom therc was a Recommendation
for or Against Probation, Fiscal Year 1966

Recommended for probation Not Recommended for probation
TOTAL B
No recom- Recom- Placed on probation Placed on probation
Total mendation | ‘mendation
Offense class defendants}] requested | requested Total Numbex [ Percent? Total Numbar Percent?
TOTAL eivicosnscessoisivonanns 27,314 12,151 15,163 7,104 6,531 91.9 8,059 1,588 19.7
SPECIAL_OFFENSES:
Inmigration laws s..ceciceccseasne 3,033 2,826 207 66 55 83,3 141 26 18.4
Wagering tax violations .......e. 676 413 263 163 138 84.7 100 43 43.0
Federal regulatory statutes....u. 2,676 2,034 642 376 318 84.6 266 57 21.4
TOTAL LESS ABOVE eeiosecnvenss 20,929 6,878 14,052 6,499 6,020 92.6 7,552 1,462 19.4
CLASS I ceuvvecnvonccnsoncsnscicons 1,632 510 1,122 952 ave 94.3 170 69 40.6
Fraud ~ GLoUP A .ecescsccvscccens 355 124 231 195 173 88.7 36 16 44 .4
Embezzlement iceceesccciecasscases 1,148 356 792 681 652 95,7 111 44 39.6
Obscene mail c.eeescrcocvscccsnss 129 30 o9 76 73 96.1 23 9 -
CLASS II 4seaseosasccsscncocncassnse 997 417 580 377 327 86.7 203 64 31.5
Income tax £raud .cecsecccncscacse 593 249 344 220 187 85.0 124 43 34.7
Other £raud .eeeecacecavsosccaaces 404 168 236 157 140 89,2 79 21 26.6
CLASS III «Liquor, Internal
REVENUE iievserssvcesrocasnsacans 3,406 633 2,773 1,557 1,474 94.7 1,216 444 36.5
CLASS IV .iecenceesasisnsonsccacnce 4,566 1,485 3,081 1,673 1,575 94,1 1,408 327 23.2
Theft eeesesstsesacsssassnnsenane 2,223 763 1,460 854 801 93.8 606 157" 25.9
Postal £raud ..eceecscevanccccnns 385 119 266 143 126 88,1 123 38 30.9
FOXGELY ceevavesensssssnnsscsnces 1,958 603 1,355 676 648 95.9 679 132 9.4
CLASS V servosomensncas 1,158 531 627 253 229 90.5 374 79" 21.1
Border registration, addicts .... 172 70 102 42 40 95.2 60 22 36.7
Assault and homicide seceeecceees 254 102 152 63 57 90.5 a8y 10 11.2
Miascellaneous gédneral offenses... 732 359 373 148 132 89.2 225 47 20.9
CLASS VI wseececcaccnnosnscnsansanes 2,698 1,036 1,662 556 509 91.5 l,lOSv 152 13.7
Counterfeiting veeeecesansonrcenss 295 98 197 59 56 94.9 138 19 13.8
BULALAZY cseasserervacesnrascacee 264 79 165 70 66 94.3 115 10 8.7
Interstate transportation of
stolen Property c.eeecees . 906 312 594 les 156 92,3 425 70 16.5
Marihuana cecececcescsccsrescocns 650 296 354 179 164 91.6 175 31 17.7
National defense laws .. seseve 457 215 242 65 54 83.1 177 16 9.0
Sex OFfenses ..ececssscesrsevancs 126 36 90 14 13 - 76 6 7.9
CLASS VII = Auto theft .sceecseeecs 4,843 1,503 3,340 1,016 914 90.0 2,324 270 11.6
CLASS VIII ccvcesscocncrsancsosanans 1,629 763 666 115 94 81.7 751 57 7.6
Narcotics scececsesareccnasecanas 1,052 591 461 89 73 B82.0 372 40 10.8
RODDEXY sevcemsvesceoscsanronconns 577 172 405 26 21 80.8 379 17 4.5

-

Includes 811 corporations.

2 percent not computed where base is 25 ox less.
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Tabie 19
United States District Couxts
Ag t and Di t boty dation of Probation Ufficer and Sentence Imposed
for convicted Defendants, by Offense, Fiscal Yeors 1965 and 1966 L
o
1965 1966
Total Total Agroement Disagrecment Total Total Agrecement bisagreement
convicted with convicted with
Offense Class defendants” || dation requoasted | Number| Parcent | Numb d dant dation o Humber | P t b
TOTAL sevceaserccasccorsven 27,931 14,838 12,881 86.8 1,957 13.2 27,314 15,163 13,002 85.7 2,161 14.3
SPECIAL OFFENSES sevcevenctnsavanse 5,885 946 767 Bl.1l 179 18.9 6,385 1,112 892 80.2 20 138.8
Immigration 1lawd sveissecsscsceces 3,285 182 165  90.7 17 9.3 3,033 207 170 82.1 37 17.9
Wagering tax violations s.seceees 799 06 236 77.1 70 22,9 676 263 195 74.1 68 25,9
Federal Regvlatory statutes ..... 1,801 458 366 79.9 92 20.1 2,676 642 527 82.1 115 17,9
TOTAL LESS ABOVE .voevonvree 22,046 13,892 12,114 87.2 1,778 12.8 20,929 14,051 12,110 86.2 1,941 13.8 1 &
ClaBs T ceeesosvnroonassassnssncans 1,933 1,254 1,138 90.7 116 9.3 1,632 1,122 999 89.0 123 11,0 )
Fraud « Group R sececesesnosvnese 509 299 268 B89.6 31 10.4 355 231 193 83.5 38 16,5
Embezzlement .. cessereasase 1,207 790 720 91.1 70 8.9 1,148 792 719 90.8 73 9.2
Obscene Madll cecreececcsrecccnres 217 165 150 90.9 15 9.1 129 99 87 B7.9 12 12,1 :
Class I secravvovsnraosvarsntasenae 1,044 526 399 75.9 127 24.1 997 580 466 B80.3 114 19.7 ;
] Income tax £raud sesvecosssoviens 574 301 227 75.4 74 24.6 593 344 268 7.9 76 22,1 i
Other fraud ....... caes 470 225 172 76.4 53 23.6 404 236 198 83.9 38 16.1 !
\ﬁ Class IIT
1 Liquor, Internal Ravenue «c.ecese 3,970 2,867 2,369 B2.6 498 17.4 3,406 2,773 2,246 81.0 527 19,0 ‘
€lapg IV s.vievvseaccersovasnssoncen 4,778 3,022 2,630 87.0 392 13.0 4,566 3,081 2,656 B86.2 425 13,8
ThHefE saseecscinsseseoracosvonnes 2,256 1,387 1,227 #88.5 160 11.5 2,223 1,460 1,250 B5.6 210 14,4
Postal fraud .... 405 256 217 84.8 39 15.2 3ss 266 211 79.3 55 20,7
FOXGELY sevesevevecanes 2,117 1,379 1,186 86.0 193 14.0 1,958 1,355 1,195 88.2 160 11.8
ClasB V seivovvesssscnovasnrsncncse 1,079 552 456  B2.6 96 17.4 1,158 627 524 83.6 103 16.4
|
Border registration, addicts .... 169 28 77 78.6 21 21.4 172 102 78 76.5 24 23.5 M
Assault and homicdde ceeeescesses 214 118 99 83,2 20 16.8 254 152 136 89.5 16 10,5 I
Miscellaneous general offenses .. 696 335 280 83.6 55 16.4 732 373 31e 83,1 63 16,9
€lass VI cavsvesonoasvsassesnnsinne 2,425 1,471 1,313  89.3 158 10.7 2,698 1,662 1,463 8.0 199 12,0
Counterfeiting sevececcesscccsnas 274 1 160 - 90.4 17 9.6 295 197 175 88.8 22 1.2
BUYGlaXY secosvnvosrnsesesccnsans 297 197 179 90.9 18 9.1 264 185 7 92.4 14 7.6
Interstate transportation of
N gtolen property seececvscsvecse 938 638 573 89.8 65 10.2 906 594 511 86.0 83 14,0
Marihuana seeevecorervavenssnscns 470 234 210 B89.7 24 10.3 €50 354 308 B87.0 46 13.0
Naticnal defense laws .,. 328 150 130 86.7 20 13.3 457 242 215 BB.8 27 1.2
Sex offenses c.ececsccscsrcacrocs 118 75 61 81.3 14 18.7 126 90 83 92.2 7 7.8
Claas VII
Auto theft .ovecrvcrcacevssrroans 5,041 3,278 2,950 90,0 328 10.0 4,843 3,340 2,068 88.9 372 1.1
Clans VIII .ovvevecosaccoansonsonis 1,776 922 859 93.2 .63 6.8 1,629 866 788 91.0 78 9.0
Narcotics c.vieecsnnessassssaceas 1,116 471 424  90.0 47 10.0 1,052 461 405 87.9 56 12,1
ROBDOLY servccosvesrecosvascnsose 660 451 435 96,5 16 3.5 577 405 383 94.6 22 5.4 ;
1 pxcludes 826 corporations. :
2 Includes B1l coxporations. !
NOTE: During 1965 there were 88 United States District Courts in tho 50 Stated, and Puerto Rico. In 1966 the two districts of South Carolina were combined to make the
total district courts 87. )
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Defendants

Table 20

87 UNITED STATES DIST;ICT COURTS

Sentenced and Proportion of Presentence Investigation Reports on file,

by District, Fiscal Year 1966

All defendants sentenced befendants sentenced, less special offensesl
Presentence reports on file? Presentence ropoxts on £ile?
Number of Number of
Circuit and district Total defendants Percent? Total defendants percent?
TOTAL eovevsscscssesonvocsacancn 27,314 20,528 75.2 20,929 18,643 89.1
FIRST CIRCUIT scsvevvcaccncnneiw 606 471 7.7 429 383 89.3
MAiNe sesececeencenranvssscncvacssnnes 61 57 93.4 53 51 96,2
Massachusetts ....... 355 256 72.1 232 202 87.1
New Hampshire . 3z 29 90.6 29 27 93.1
Rhode Island .. 93 84 30.3 64 62 96.9
Puerto RiCO cesvescccscanosecvorannne 65 45 69.2 51 41 80.4
SECOND CIRCUIT cececvvessoconcse 2,035 1,720 84.5 1,524 1,415 92.8
connecticut ciicecccsscsrcancscccncne 185 147 79.5 150 138 92,0
New York:
Northern .veevesevessvecsciccicnsns 125 108 86.4 a3 89 95.7
Eastern ceseeveecs cesee 446 376 84.3 335 327 97.6
Southern ..cicecevosaneres 1,088 913 83.9 812 730 89.9
Western seeceveces 169 154 91.1 118 115 97.5
Vermont .cecoeeeesnesesasscocsonncons 22 22 - 16 16 -
THIRD CIRCUIT cevvnsccrscasserne 1,326 1,041 78.5 987 873 88.4
Delaware ... 47 44 93.6 34 33 97.1
New JerseY escescccsncossccsascsrassen 475 425 89.5 368 332 90.2
Pennsylvania: ’
366 294 80.3 284 249 87.7
124 88 71.0 2 88 96.7
WesStern sceceecesssrencccnssscvaces 314 190 60.5 210 171 8l.4
FOURTH CIRCUIT secevvcconssaccns 3,108 2,706 87.1 2,837 2,614 92.1
Maryland c.c.ceuerececcrascessccrcsnns 294 131 65.0 215 168 78.1
North Carolina:
E2Stlrn ceeesecsccsvecsocanscsncans 583 564 96.7 557 550 98.7
Migdle .. cesases 341 324 95.0 327 311 95.1
Western ceeeecgesgrons 425 399 93.9 406 387 95.3
South Carolifd «ceseevcicessnscocnass 694 655 94.4 673 640 95.1
Virginia:
EaRtern .cecssececvrcccccccascsssse 323 204 63.2 249 197 79.1
Western ,- 152 116 76.3 139 111 79.9
West Virgini
NOXthern seavescovsvecesssoscvoases 44 37 84.1 37 37 100.0
Southern 252 216 85.7 234 213 91.0
FPIFTH CIRCUIT +seceanecrevvaccens 7,170 4,338 60.5 4,584 3,989 87.0
Alabama: kE
NOrthern ..eieesecescoiecescesnnces 467 451 96.6 444 439 98.9
Middle ... P 138 138 100.0 128 128 100.0
SOUtHEIN .eceseescvorscrcavosnnsonea 131 36 27.5 119 29 24.4
®lorxidaz
NOrtheIn secececacecccsnrcocnsoascse 205 184 89.8 177 174 928.3
Middle scceae 418 387 92.6 357 343 96.1
Souf.hern ieetecevsssersesescrsoanen 317 259 81.7 279 233 83.5
Getrgia:
NOXrthern .veenecscerscescaccnscsies 474 451 95.1 425 412 36,9
Middle ..... reseaces 348 307 88.2 301 298 99.0
Southern seceveccessvccncccesvvcnes 285 236 82.8 252 232 92,1
Louisiana:
EQStern .eceececvcesscvasnissnsconns 402 178 & ) 234 148 63.2
WeStarN eacsievearastenvaascoesveres 323 75 23.5 100 76 76.0
Miesissippic
NOXthern ..q . cecsesscsscsatossscicns 142 142 100.0 131 131 100.0
Southern .... 152 142 93.4 146 140 95.9
Texas:
NOXthexn .c.iecescsvsccscsvanacrces 444 242 77.0 366 320 87.4
Bastern ..... 148 . 98 6642 124 94 75.8
Southern ... 1,184 280 23.6 463 268 57.9
WeStern eecessvecsesccsnsersssscone 1,592 631 39.6 538 524 97.4
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Table 20

87 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

Defendants Seatenced and Proportion of Presentence Investigation Reports on file,
by District, Fiscal Year 1966 - (CONCLUDED)

All defendants sentenced Defendants sentenced, less special offensesl
Prasentence reports on fi].a2 Presentence Teporis on fi1e2
Number of 3 Number of 3
Circuit and district Total defendants Percent’ Total defaendants Percent
SIXTH CIRCUIT seccsvswscconvosee 3,074 2,729 88.8 2,681 2,524 94.1
Kentucky:
EABtern eceececcsscascsrcsscansanre 395 372 94.2 364 358 e
WOBEELN cevserfosscvsssscndoncecsce 297 255 85.9 245 232 94.7
Michigan:
EASterN csvescesvnsrenorioarcicvrcane 565 543 96.1 484 473 97.7
WEBLOLN secersrscsscrnarsosrsosncene 153 124 81.0 125 1i6 492.8
Ohio:
Northern .eeescvicssacse saees 455 397 87.3 360 349 96.9
SOULNErN siereccsovsvvcsrscacrsvonne 465 347 74.6 409 328 80.2
Tennessees:
Eastern sesuresscencessessarecs 407 379 93.1 374 357 95.5
Miadle . 141 132 93.6 138 132 95.7
Western sccecscesoccecsennsevesanns 196 180 91.8 182 179 98.4
SEVENTH CIRCUIT covaveccevacsres 1,678 1,245 74.2 1,459 1,130 80n.9
Illinois:
NOrthern ccevecessassvascacsnscccas B37 602 71.9 757 580 76.6
Eastern ... 95 84 88.4 82 82 100.0
SOULHAXN seiesvesccnrssvesavasssons 142 [ 43.7 97 ey 60.8
Indianas
NOXrthern .ecescavecicosencososvcocs 220 200 90.9 183 176 96.2
SOUthern .ecesecvcvsiovacesnocssase 211 161 76.3 200 156 78.0
Wisconsins
EABtErN secesevevssursssaee cuee 129 109 84.5 108 100 92.6
WesSLOIN weeecroseocasscscrcsctssone 44 27 61.4 32 27 84.4
EIGHTH CIRCUIT socecsnanovvesass 1,491 1,174 78.7 1,178 1,056 89.6
Arkansas: .
. EABLerll c.veescisscstocenrsasssiinss 173 143 82,7 133 133 95.7
> Western ..... 164 109 66.5 148 109 73.2
\wa ¢
r\‘prthern essessersesssenrrrsancrans 81 42 51.9 46 40 87.0
Southerh .. 59 50 B4.7 38 35 92.1
MInnesota .ceeeevsscncacvecisesossscanse 158 132 85.2 124 118 95.2 -
Missouri: N
E2Stern seeisacsssvcesssescansoses 233 205 88.0 164 160 97.5
Western suvecescs 338 279 82.5 293 287 87.7
Nebraska eeecescecces 120 77 64.2 81 72 8B.9
North Dakota ... cen 65 52 80.0 61 50 82.0
South Dakota seeceseresvvsscssssccnne 103 85 82.5 83 82 98.8
NINTH CIRCUIT svevoscocsvassanse 5,261 3,747 71.2 3,867 3,328 86.1
cesenrs 84 46 54.8 7% 45 57.0
573 486 84.8 428 399 93.2
697 584 83.8 552 'Us11 92,6
2,876 1,848 64.3 1.894 1,617 ) 85.4
97 90 92.8 91 a5 v 93.4
113 75 63.0 106 72 67.9
162 108 66,7 154 108 70.1
Nevada e 175 157 89.7 160 151 94.4
Oregon .sisespescasnicocsnssrrissssesy 239 150 62.8 186 144 77.4
Washington:
EaStern seceesceosacsrecsrosstvacen 70 54 7. 63 53 84.1
WeStOIN ceasnvacessrsesscnncsssanss 169 149 88.2 154 143 92:9
TENTH CIRCUILT wosncoscoarsvacores 1,565 1,357 86,7 1,383 1,281 92.6
COlorado sevesrcecsosscrtrovynceseres 212 187 59.2 186 174 93.5
299 244 /,’/'81.6 254 234 92,1
New HexiCo scevecssssscessnscscasaces 325 31z 96.0 286 282 98.6
Oklahomas
NOXtROILTL secosvarccsersrscarcrabiucce 112 105 93.8 99 95 96.0
Eastern seeeses 114 106 93.0 105 104 99.0
Western ceceess 260 224 86.2 238 213 89.5
Utah ssesnense 161 120 74.5 144 120 83.3
WYOMING «ovoeevsesvionrsesssssensvons 82 59 71.8 71 59 B83.%

* special offenses are violations of

immigration laws, wagering tax and violations of certain Federal regulatdry

statutes, including Migratory Bird laws and Motor Carrler Ackt regulations.

2 jeludes both complete and limited prescntance repoxts.

for defendants sentenced, excluding special offenses, limited presentences numbered 440.

3 percent not shown where base is 25

or less.

o
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For all defendants limited presentences numbered 566;
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Table 21

87 United States District Courts

pefendants Sentenced and Proportion of Presentence
Investigation Reports on File by Offense
Fiscal Year 1966

Presentence reports

Total on filet
con-
Offense Class victeg Number Percent
TOTAL 9.'0...0......l.!.'...u...'l'.‘.ol. 27’314 20’528 75.2
SPECIAL OFFENSES ocooo‘o.c’no.oo-o.oo.ea.a 6:385 1:885 2905
16.2
Tomieration 1aWB .eeceecsasccsssccscsoe 3,033 hgo .
Wage%ing tax v101ations .ceesscscocssacs 676 43% 64.2
Federal regulatory statutes c.ecceesecs 2,676 95 35.
TPOTAL TESS ABOVE .eveceococccnessoscsssss | 20,929 18,643 89.1
GLASS I ocoob.ico-oo.ou.o.on.i--ocnlo-oe- 1’632 13491 91.4
Fraud-GI'O';;lpA 20 eovOODOGOERSOIROO N OSSN lgﬁg lgég ggtg
Embezzlement; seescoceccscesccsscessesss » " .
ObSOEne mafil ..o.aa..aoooao-o-c.o.ooc.oo 129 llu‘ 88.4
GI&ASS II ..na..0'..0'....90....0.0"..0!. 997 858 86.1
f ud C.....lo..l..o..-‘.llb 593 545 91.9
grtlgggeff‘aalxld fal' ....... 000.009....‘..‘.0. 404 313 7705
CLASS III - Liquor, Internal Revenue .... 3,406 3,233 94.9
CI‘ASS IV ..Q‘.B‘....‘.....0...'..‘....Ol. 4,56\6 4’116 90.1
Theft ‘...'....09.'-Q"Q0.0G0.0.0G‘DO.' 2’223 13978 8900
Postal fra-ud ce-olonoocuooa..ooo--'.cog 385 349 90016;'
FOI‘gEI'.Y 9 E 0O S0 OGSO OEREESDOD 'EEEEEENEENNNN] 1)958 1,789 91'
CI‘ASSV Oli.‘.l.000..lol..l..!ll..l.%.'!. 1,158 863 7l¥'l5 .
Border registration, addicts .cececeees 172 123 7%,%
Assau.lt and homicide 'R EEREEEEX NN N RN ?'51"’ 185 74'5
Miscellaneous general offenses «.e.eose 732 545 T4,
CIIASS VI uca-.-o-.;i.ononoocn.----on-onuno 2,698 2J293 8500
‘ ee e o0 ®0 0P @O0 NS SO s 295 270 9115
gﬁggge%?%?%.::‘..‘..o."”"....‘.t." 264 221 83'7
‘nsportation of stoien
In;izgz?’%; YI.)a"r.l???I:.?..’..?.o....".... 906 824 9009
Marihllana cooa'oooouoo.-.ooo ......... L] 650 508 73.2
National defense 1aWS .eescccocssscasss 45% igg gg.%
Se}t offenses 0-0‘060"!00.0..-0‘....... 12 - L]
. CLASS VII - Auto theft ...cececacscceces 4,843 4,382 90,5
CLASS VIII ..l!..lll.o".."..'0....«&!. 1’629 1’407 86.4
Narcotics ...l."..O...‘.Q.........'l. 1,052 884 84.0
Rohbery. s s e0e s PRGOS SEUGIs e RSO RNBL 577 523 90.6

dants limited presentences numbered 566;

Includes both complete and limited presgentence reports. For all defen-

for defendants sentenced, less

special offenses, limited presentences numbered
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PART II

FEDERAL 'OFFENDERS IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA - FISCAL YEAR 1966

e

Introduction

As in previous years statistics on offenders brought
before the United States District Court for the District of
Columbla are separately set forth in this annual report.
The reasons for the separate statement are threefold.

- First, nine out of ten defendants indicted by the grand
jury have: violated laws under the District of Columbia Crim-
inal Code.* These violations are primarily state type, there-
fore, 50 percent of the criminzal business in the district
court represents five general offense groups, homicide, robbery,
assault, burglary, and sex off'enses. In comparison with the
defendants disposed of in the 87 United States District Courts,
these five offenses represent less than 5 percent of the dis-
positions. The offense classes appearing in this section of
the report follow those that would be founuy in a state class-
ification of offenses rather than the special classification

-used in Part I for describilng the defendants disposed of by

the 87 United States District Courts.

Second, the sentencing statutes in the District of
Columbia provide that the terms of sentences may be indeter-
minate in nature. Thils means that the sentences have both
a minimum and a maximum term. The maximum terms imposed

~under the statutes are generally longer than the definite

terms imposed under the United States Code.

As in the 87 United States District Courts, the United
States District Court for the District of Columbia may commit
convicted defendants under the age of twenty-six according

* to the provisions of the Youth Corrections Act. A majority

of young /adults committed under this statute have sentences
totaling six years. Youths so committed may serve no more
than four years in a correctional institution with a minimum
of two years under parole supervision in the community.
Because of satisfactory institutional adjustment and an
acceptable release plan, a majority of the ycuths committed
under the Youth Corrections Act are released to the community
well bpfore the four-year maximum. There are also a few
sentenced under the provision of the Youth Corrections Ac®
(Title 18, U.S.C. Sect., 5010{(c)), which permits the imposition
of the terms specified in the statutes, but provides that

*¥D, C. Code, Title 24-203.
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United States District
Defendants Dispose

Table DC~1

Court for the District of Columbia
d of by Type of Disposition,
Fiscal Year 1966

<t
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O,

Not Convicted L
Type of con- Num~ | Per- )
disggsition Total victed ber cent
TOTAL seco0Osendbes oo 1’230 318 912 7”’.1
PERCENT ' YEEEENXENE R NN 100.0 10000 10000 ‘ b
Disposed of without
trial: Dism%ssed, .
lea of gullty or
golo contendere ,..ceceso 850 210 640 175.3 |
Percent scoeceesvecccos 6901 ’ 6600 7002 -
By court trial seeecececs 33 29, 4 12,1
Percent es9soONBSOTPEOGS 207 901 00}4‘ -
By Jury trial seeeeeceses 347 79 | 268 177.2
Percent ....0.00000.0. 28'2 24.9' 2904 - *
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the United States Board of Parole may consider the individual
for parole release at any time, and before two years of the
expiration of the sentence. : '

. Thus for the District of Columbla the indeterminate sen-
tence provisions account for 83 percent of the persons impris-
oned with the balance (17 percent) receiving Y.C.A. commitments.
For the 87 United States District Courts, 14 percent of the
sentences were ilndeterminate, 9O percent were under the Youth
Corrections Act, 7O percent are definite, and the balance were
commitments under the Federal Juvenile Delinquency Act or are
classed as mixed sentences, that is, Imprisonment to be followed
by probation. '

It should be noted that the Juvenile Court for the District
of Columbia has the responsibility for proceedings for Juvenlles
and therefore no such cases appear in the United States District
Court for the District of Columbia. : -

The third reason for separately reporting the United States
District Court for the District of Columbia is that the District
of Columbia is the center of a large metropolitan area where
two and one-half million inhabitants reside. The District of
Columbla, therefore, with its fixed territorial boundaries and
a population of over 800,000 persons represents a unique and
noncomparable geo-political area. Any comparison with other
federal courts or to state courts is complicated by this situvation.

In summary, because c¢f the state-type offenses, the sen-
tencing procedures availlable to the United States District Court
for the District of Columbia, and the unique central-city rep-
resentation of the court statisties, 1t is preferable to discuss
this Jurisdiction!s offender statistics separately, and to make

comparisons only on a year-to-year basis rather than with other

Jurlsdictions.

-

1. Types of disposition

In 1966 there were 1,230 defendants disposed of in the .
United States District Court for the District of Columbla. This

- was slightly fewer than the 1,286 disposed of in 1965. This

continued the trend of fewer dispositions which began in 1964,
However, the number of dispositions 1r 1966 was U4 percent higher

“than in 1963. :

The overall proportion of defendants convicted in 1686 wags
T4 percent, a slight drop under the 76 percent conviction rate
recorded in 1965, Table DC-1 shows for fiscal year 1966 the

b



number and percentage of defendants disposed of by type of dis-
position., Figure A compares the proportion convicted by type
of conviction in 1966 with the three previous years. ‘

Trial by jury in 1966 accounted for 347 defendants disposed
of which for the four-year period was the highest number. There
has been a decline in court trials. The number of trials by
court or jury depends upon the nature of offense. For the group
convicted of gambling, embezzlement and fraud, and forgery,
about 8 percent were disposed of by trial. For those convicted
for sex offenses, robbery, homicide, or narcotics, 46 percent
went to trial. These same proportions were experienced in
previous years. Of this latter group, 92 percent were tried
by juries. In table DC-2 the proportions of defendants tried
by court or jury are shown separately by offense,

2. Type of sentences imposed

The types of sentence imposed on those convicted in 1966
as well as in 1964 and 1965 appear in Table DC-3. The pro-
portion of convicted defendants sentenced to imprisonment in
1966 was 67 percent which was 1 percent more than in 1965, Of
the 912 defendants sentenced, 30 percent were placed on pro-
bation. The balance (2 percent) received a fine only or a sus-
pended sentence, (For a four-year comparison see Figure B).

There was an increase in the proportion of defendants re-
ceiving sentences of 12 months and under and for those with sen-
tences of over 120 months or more. For those receiving a term
of probation the proportion receiving a Sﬁlit sentence dropped -
to 1 percent compared to 3 gercent in 1964 and 1965, Figure B

summarizes for the years 1963 through 1966 the proportionate use
of sentences by the court.

Figure C shows, by offense, a comparison of the proportion
of defendants placed on probation. Forgers received probation
proportionately more often in 1966 and 1965 than in the two
previous years., Also, there has been an increase in the use
of probation for persons convicted of narcotic law violations.

For this group in 1966, 19 percent were placed on probation con-
trasted to 4 percent in 1963.

3. Offense class and sentence type

For the 912 convicted defendants, the sentencing alterna-
tives used by the United States District Court for the District
of Columbia appear in Table DC-4., Sixty-seven percent of those
sentenced were imprisoned which was about the same as the pro-
portion in 1965 (66 percent) and 1964 (69 percent). Of those .
sentenced to imprisonment, adults accounted for 83 percent, The
balance were committed under the Youth Corrections Act.
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Figure A

Y

Defendants Disposed of by Conviction,
Fiscal Years 1963, 1964, 1965, and 1966

1963 1964 1965 1966
Percent Percent Percent Percent
Type of disposition Number | convicted | Number | convicted | Number | convicted | Number | convicted
TOTAL ecvocoesosee {1,183 TT 4 1,442 T7.3 1,286 76.3 1,230 ¢ Th.1
Dicposed of without —e
trial:
Dismissed, plea of
gullty or mnolo
contendere ...,..o«s 785 80.0 1,049 TT.9 914 78.3 850 75.3
By court trial ..c.ee 65 30.8 54 40,7 61 29,5 33 12.1
Jury trial .cuieeeececes 333 80.5 339 81.4 311 79.4 347 77.2
4
o
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: } § Table DC-3
| United States District Court for the District of Columbia
Table DC-2 ! Type of Sentences Imposeguon Convicted ggfendants
. & Gatambs A ' i ’ o ; Fiscal Years 1 1 and 1
i District Court forithe District of Coiumbia ; éy _ Flscal | .hgﬁ‘, ‘9 5 9
United Sg%te:e Class and Type of Trial of Defendants, w i ‘ — : — : ,
Offen Fiscal Year 1966 | o o ool 196k 1965 | 1966
. ! b Num- | Per- Num~ | Per- Num-
Prial by court cr jury T Type of Sentence ber cent ber cent, ber
t | By Jury | | o i ’
protal trials . By court | By Per- . \‘ TOTAL CONVICTED AND SENTENCED .. [1,115 100.0 981  100.0 | 912  100.0
inal - o ber | cen L L ‘ - in
cent || ber | cent
Offense class disposition | ber . : , X 1 69.1 | 618  cr o | ot
‘ - Maximum term of imprisonment”, 770 69.1 8 66.1 614
2.7 [ 347 28.2 ! 12 months and under .........| 116 10.4 77 7.9 | 110
TOTAL 4000 s00000 1,230 380 30.9 33 13"'36 months oot-ao.p..n-on.o J-Zo : 1502 135 13.8 117
Lot > 37~60 months cesteiecanctenans 243 21,8 | 2i8 22,2 | 172
36 12.4 L'» 1.)"‘ 32 11'0 ° : - 61"120 mont‘hS oc--nnor.-so--‘o'oa‘ 189 17.0' 161 ‘16'.4 146 .
ClaSS I P 0S OO OSEBS OSSN 291 79 Over 120 months oolootnoocooo 52 407 57 5.8 69
76 6 7.9 - = . o - : . S
ambl sescsccscere ‘ R . o ‘ . o
\ gmbeiégiment and 63 5 7.9 1 1.6 g g:g . ~ Term of probation seerereeiiin | 308 27.6 | 306 3L.2 | 277
Foﬁ;zgy T gﬁ 8" 21.3 3 3.2| 17 18.1 | SN : 1-126months Cereciitriineaaa, * -] 16 l-g 32
snee - 13-3 months ®* 0000000000000, * - 210 2lo M 193
I‘ e e0 000 5
All othe e T 37 months and over terecreens * - 37 . 3.8 35
510 148  29.0 13 /2,5({135 26.5 Delayed probation tercstnanes * - 10 1.0 9
ClaSS II esc0escevsecee 4 2 ' ‘-'. 'v/\3.o 53 4002 ] _, Split Sentence AR AR Y R 35 3'1 33 B} 304 8
Assault‘roo.ooo.o-ohoo ‘ 13§ '57'5 2%:8 7 206 63 ?3.'? ‘ ’ Bl f '
Burglakxl'yfind larcerly. g’g'? 21 ‘19'6 2 1.9 19 7. N ; " ' . Fine Only O.oooc.oc.ooo..oooo- 34 3.0 2’4‘ 2.4 17
Autote se 00000300 ‘ ”é:’
129 196 45.7 | 16  3.7[180 k2.0 ) Voo é ALl other ..ivivoinniann...s. 3 0.3 3 0.3 i
Class IIL ccevsceeo 32 5h.2 || 6 16C.2 28 ﬁi-g S i
Sex offenses c.eeee.s ggg 104 4404 6 2.5 g8 56.7 v A ¥ Data not available, '
RODBETY seevevcecscos 67 38 56.7 - = 8 26.1 L 5 1 These terms reflect the maximum sentence imposed undep the indeterminate
HOmMiCiA® seveocececeos 69 22 31.9 b 5.8 1 : ) ‘ - , Ssentencing provisions of the District of Columbia Criminal Code, Title
Narcotles ceeecesseeo 4 » Section 203 which Tepresents about nine out 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, .
%
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FIGURE B - Type of Sentence, 1963, 1964, 1965, and 1966
Defendants Convicted and Sentenced o
Type Of F.Y. F.Y. F.Yn F.YQ i
sentence 1963 1964 1965 1966 . : ' o
Total convicted
and sentenced ... 916 1,115 981 912 -
- '\,,\.;jrv ' Pl \
Imprisonment ceee 649 770 648 614 N
Probation seeesss 242 308 . 306 2717 , = . ; ) ,
Fine only eseceses 23 34 24 17 . : , ' s ) -
All other seeeee. 2 3. 3 4 . o o - : '
Percent eeseseeses  100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 ) o L | '
Imprisonment ,eee 70.9 69.1 66.1 67.3 - -
Probation esseses 26.4 27.6 31.2 30.4 ’
Fine only eseseese 2.5 3.0 2.4 1.9 .
All other ceecces 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.4 .
< , " o
0 | > - .
! . 2 .
- = 4 o @
i
=, Cdg!} ‘
-4
::;\ i .
< - , ) -
5 - o Y - .
N ) \ -
" ‘ € ] - o7
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FIGURE C
Proportionate use of Probation by Offense, : o
Fiscal Years 1963, 1964, 1965 and 1966 !
1963 1964 1965 1966
Total Percent Total Percent Total Percent Total Percent it
£ convicted | placed on convicted | placed on convicted | placed on convicted | placed on
e Offense class defendants | probation defendants | probation defendants | probation defendants | probation
i
TOTAL sesevssconscas. 916 26.4 1,115 27.6 981 31.2 912 30.4 -
ClasS T coecececcsosecnnes 223 51.6 242 49.1 214 56.1 237 54.4 ’
t
Wt Gambling eececeeceaccsses 70 64.3 74 67.6 83 57.8 70 62.9
3 Embezzlement and fraud, 53 56.6 37 62.2 48 64.6 41 63.4
. FOXJEYY eeeevcascacssas 65 30.8 53 3%.6 35 60.0 48 56.3
* All other ..c.cevcevsans 35 57.1 78 2.1 48 41.7 78 41.0 )
Class II cveeseoncccnccas 357 28.3 464 31.3 411 33.6 392 28.3
4
AsSsault e.eiececncocncs 82 34.1 108 36.1 83 34.9 98 27.6 X '
g - Burglary and larceny .. 150 24.0 255 29.8 210 33.3 211 28.9
Auto theft ....ceececns 125 29.6 101 29.7 115 33.0 83 27.7
Class IIT cessecovscccnao 336 7.7 409 10.8 356 13.5 283 13.1
. Sex offenses .......... 34 2.9 52 15.2 22 -1 23 -1
RODDELY ceeeeacncsssnea 186 8.6 166 10,2 377 12.4 162 10.5
Homicide eeeecsceacenns 40 15.0 56 10.7 45 15.6 44 13.6 “
NarcotiCs seeeeeevecses| 76 3.9 135 8.1 112 11.6 54 18.5 .
) 8 \ T
1 percent not computed where base is 25 or less.
} . ) ’ : ‘
- ’ B <&;a¥
. ’ . © 0y, .
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Table DC-U
United States District Court for the Distric¢t of Columbia
Convicted Defendants by Offense Class and Sentencing Alternatives, Fiscal Year 1966
1 .
Probation Imprisonment Percent N ;
Total Split Im—-
convicted | Suspended Imme~ | sen— Suspended Pro- | prison-
Offense class defendants || sentence | Fine Total | diate | Delay | tence | Total | Acdult | YCA sentence | Fine [ bation | ment !
TOTAL seeeoocceassnsconse 912 4 17 277 260 9 8 614 507 107 0.4 1.9 30.4 67.3
£ <, ’
- ClassS I ceovecvescenmrccennes 237 1 16 129 122 3 4 91 920 1 0.4 6.8 54.4 38.4
i Gambling .eceeeeacoccacene 70 - 11 44 43 1 - 15 15 = - 15.7 62.9 21.4
" Ut Embezzlement and fraud ... 41 - 1 26 26 - - 14 14 - - 2.4 63.4 34.2
; o) FOIGELY weeevassasssncnsen 48 - - 27 26 1 - 21 21 - - ~ 56.3 43.7 P
; ' Al)l OLhET vevereecncacanne 78 1 4 32 27 1 4 41 40 1 1.3 5.1 41.0 52.6
{ Class IT wveeececoancconanes 392 1 1 111 106 4 1 279 216 63 0.3 0.3 28.3 71.1
Assault .c.cecvieiecccncecen 98 - - 27 26 1 - 71 60 11 - - 27.6 72.4
Burglary and larceny ..... 211 - 1 61 57 3 1 149 121 28 - 0.5 28.9 70.6
Auto theft ..cvevenrccanen 83 1 - 23 23 - - 59 35 24 1,2 - 27.7 71.1
. ' Class IIT ..eecescccvccecene 283 2 - 37 32 2 3 244 201 43 0.7 - 13.1 86.2 '
) 1;;9 ,
= - : Sex Offenses c.c.oececveess 23 - - 4 3 = i 19 13 6 - ~ - - et
: : ROBDEYY cvcvasesvcacnssann 162 - - 17 13 2 2 145 109 36 - - 10.5 89,5
X Homicide ..eeveceseancnoas 44 - - 6 6 - - 38 37 1 - -  13.6 86.4
R : Narcotics .eeevececcanecse 54 2 - 10 10 - - 42 42 - 3.7 - 18.5 77.8
1]
T L Percent not computed where base is 25 or less.
’
; 1 ;
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\ The Youth Corrections Act was used for 25 percent of the
defendants sentenced to prison for robbery, For those impris-
L oned for burglary and larceny, 19 percent were committed under
B the Youth Corrections Act. The highest proportionate use of

i the Youth Corrections Act occurred for auto theives where 41
> [ percent were committed under the Youth Corrections Act pro-
' cedures,

Probation was used for 30 percent of the 912 persons sen-

| tenced. Immediate probation accounted for 94 percent of the

- persons released to supervision. Only 8 defendants were given

33 a "split" sentence, compared to 33 in 1965. This procedure re-

fers to a sentence to a term of imprisonment which does not ex-

ceed six months to be followed by a term of probation in the com-
munity which is not greater than five years. Nine convicted de-
fendants had their probation supervision delayed, about the same
number as last year.

Table DC-4 clearly shows that the more serious offenders
such as those in Class II and Class III have a higher proportilon
of imprisonment than the Class I offenses. For separate offenses,
90 percent of the robbers in 1966 were imprisoned whereas only
21 percent of the gamblers received such sentences.

A Table DC-5 presents the respective terms for both defendants
placed on probation and those sentenced to imprisonment. Of
' : « the 614 defendants sentenced to prison, 35 percent had terms of
) ) - ' . ' A over five years or more. Such terms reflect the maximum of the
‘ . indeterminate sentences which can be imposed under the District
of Columbia criminal code. Also, in the 37 to 48 months inter-
<0 _ ' . val, most of the 107 Youth Corrections Act cases have been in-
cluded. Because of the statutory provision that the term of a
’ confinement for those sentenced under Title 18, Section 5010 (b)
can be no longer than 48 months, all youths sentenced under this
section of the law have as their maximum term 48 months.

Among defendants with sentences in excess of five yesars, 73
percent had been convicted of Class III offenses, Twenty-five

_ ’ v : : percent had been convicted of Class II offenses and only two
o . i ’ . percent were convicted of Class I offenses.

, For the 277 persons placed on immediate probation, 7 out

e E i ] , - of 10 had probation terms of 13 to 36 months. The proportions
b ‘ o . , ‘ * ' /’ _ of persons receiving probation decreased as the seriousness of
&L , the offenses increased.

G ‘ o : ; The attention of the reader is called to the extreme
, , ’ Co ' . o ’ right-hand column of Table DC-5., Here sentence weights have
< o , - o » been provided based on the same severity of sentence scale used
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Offense Class, Type ¢f Sentence and Weighted Sentence Value of Convicted Defendants
Fiscal Year 1966

Table DC-5

United States District Court for the District of Columbia

Probation {in months) Maximum gentence of imprisonment (in months) percentl Attual
Total - In~ |Seftence
convi>ted J| Suspended Fine 37 and 12) and | Pro- | prison-{weight per
Offense class d~fendants || 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| meéent |defendant

TOTAL cveevevencsnenacsnnss 912 4 17 277 32 123 35 ] 8 614 30 80 39 78 124 48 146 69 30.4 67.3 12.6
ClasB I secevsocvessccsnoanans 237 1 16 120 15 99 8 3 4 91 6 25 16 24 9 6 5 - 54.4 38.4 4.7
Gambling ceeecscscsocscsaans 70 - 11 44 3 40 - 1 - 15 - 5 K 3 - - - - 62.9 21.4 3.0
Embezzlement and fraud ..... 41 - 1 26 3 20 3 - - 14 - 1 3 7 2 1 - - 63.4 34.1 4.7
FOXgery eccescacscesscocsccas 48 - - 27 1 22 3 1 - 1 - 3 2 10 1 3 2 - 56.3 43.8 6.2
All other .c.vvecsccvracesans 78 1 4 32 8 17 2 1 4 41 6 16 4 4 6 2 3 - 41.0 52,6 5.4
Class II sceeravsorscscnarenss 392 1 1 111 15 75 16 4 1 279 23 48 20 34 80 21 51 2 28,3 71.2 4
BV-1-1- 101 R 98 - - 27 3 16 7 1 - 7 6 16 3 5 13 5 22 1 27.6 72.4 10.9
Burglary and laxcenty .easses 211 - 1 61 8 42 7 3 1 149 12 27 14 14 40 13 28 1 28.9 70.6 9.3
AULO theft .'eseecsesecccssd 83 1 - 23 4 17 2 - - 59 5 5 3 15 27 3 1 - 27.7 71.1 7.8
Class III cvecvesvcovocancsnsd 283 2 - 37 2 19 11 2 3 244 1 7 3 20 35 21 20 67 13.1 86,2 23.6
Sex offensSes .cccesecssescnsd 23 - - 4 - 1 2 - 1 198 - i - - 2 4 3 9 - - -
RODDEXY ceecosccacosvacncsnd 162 - - 17 1 6 6 2 2 145 1 - 2 16 30 6 57 33 10.5 89.5 23.2
Homicide cecevecectoccasvans 44 - bl 6 - 4 2 - - 38 - - - - - - 13 25 13.6 86.4 36.2
Narcotics seeevesncsaccsoss 54 2 - 10 1 8 1 - - 42 - 6 1 4 3 11 17 - 18.5 77.8 13.2

lpercent not computed where base is 25 or less,

& . & N t .
i .
-
‘t v
N N G R E :
- - . R T

»

#

<

N



WERR L it B TE B LU ERIE TSRS . i e AL e DR 1 T T T Bt e s B § 51 e b R

Table DC-6

United States District Court for the District of Columbia
Offense Class, Race and Sex of Convicted Defendants, Fiscal Year 1966

Race not . Race Reported
Total Total reported Total White Negro Percent*
convicted Corpor-
Offense Class defendants || Male | Female ations | Male | Female | Male | Female | Male | Female | Male | Female | White | Negro
TOTAL seeevoccsvccscsse 912 854 56 2 31 1 823 55 161 9 662 46 19.4 80.6
ClasS T ,veueescosvanvocnssen 237 200 35 2 4 - 196 35 78 5 118 30 35.9 64.1
Ganmbling eisesesccovencecns 70 56 14 - - - 56 14 18 1 38 13 27.1  72.9
Embezzlement and fraud .... 41 38 3 - 2 - 36 3 26 - 10 3 66.7 33.3
I FOXgerY ecescececvesnccscceass 48 36 12 - - - 36 12 15 3 21 9 37.5 62.5
EZ‘ All Other c.eeeceseseacscasc 78 70 6 2 2 - 68 6 19 1 49 5 27.0 73.0
i

Class IT ...eesvesscssccccons 392 384 8 - 21 - 363 8 50 3 313 5 14.3 85.7
ASSAULL ..evecencvncncancne 98 96 2 - 4 - 92 2 11 - 81 2 11.7 88.3
o Burglary and 1larceny ...... 211 205 6 - 12 - 193 6 32 3 161 3 17.6 82.4
Auto theft ..c.eececcsecscces 83 83 - - 5 - 78 - 7 - 71 - 9.0 91.0
. Class III ce.eeceescccscsccens 283 270 13 - 6 1 264 12 33 1 231 11 12.3 87.7
. : - Sex offenses .ceeecscecssca 23 23 - - - - 23 - 3 - 20 - - -
RODDETY ceessasscecescasasce 162 160 2 - 2 - 158 2 19 1 139 1 12.5 87.5
Homicide sieeecvcsccnncnces 44 35 9 - 2 1 33 8 -3 - 30 8 7.3 92.7
NarcotiCs ececeecaccscsccece 54 52 2 - 2 - 50 2 8 - 2 2 15.4 84.6

1 percent not computed where base is 25 or less,
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Table DC~T

United States District Court for the District of Columbia
Offense Class, Age and Sex of Convictad Defendants,
Fiscal Year 1966

Total convicted Year of birth Year of birth 60 and
defendants not reported reportod 15 - 17 18 - 19 20 - 21 22 - 24 25 - 29 30 - 34 35 - 39 40 ~ 49 50 - 59 ovar Median Aget
Fe- }Corpor-| Fe~ Po- Fe- Fe- Fe~ Fa- Fa-~ Fe- Fe= Fe- Fa- Fe-~
Offense Class Total | Male | malejations || Male| male Total | Male | male | Male | male | Male Male| male | Male | male | Male | male | Male | male | Malc | male | Male| male | Male | mals | Male| wale|Total| Malo| male
TOTAL eeucoosvocnes| 912 854 56 2 29 1 880 825 55 1 - 45 128 3 154 10 177 16 110 6 66 3 82 11 40 3 22 1 27.5{ 27.4 28.9
Class I ..covmveaes] 237 200 35 2 3 - 232 197 3s - - 2 4 1 15 5 28 10 33 4 28 1 37 9 32 3 18 1 37.2{ 37.9 30.6
Gambling «sesecesf 70 56 14 - - - 70 56 . 14 - - - - - - 1 3 4 2 - 1 1 13 4 18 3 9 1 47.6) 49.2 -
Embezzlement and
Eraud cececacan 41 38 3 - 1 - 40 37 3 - - 1 1 - 4 - 4 1 3 - 4 - 5 2 ] - 6 - 42.9| 43.0 -
FOXgery seeeeeese 48 6 22 - - - 48 36 12 - - - I 1 4 3 10 4 8 2 3 - 9 by 1 - - - 30.0§ 31.9 -
!
All other «..sssef 78 70 6 2 2 - 74 68 6 - - 1 2 - 7 1 i1 1 20 2 10 - 10 2 4 - 3 - 33.2] 33.3 -
M Class IT ..........| 392 384 8 - 20 - 372 364 8 - - 26 72 2 73 1 13 2 48 2 28 1 27 - 2 - 2 - 25,7| 25.6 -
1
ASBaUlt vaveecess| 98 96 2 - 4 - 924 92 2 - - & 20 - 15 - 20 - 12 2 10 1 8 - 2 - - - 26.8j 26.5 -
Burglary and
larceny ceeccese} 211 205 6 - 11 ~ 200 194 6 - - 12 28 2 37 1 56 2 29 1 16 - 14 - - - 2 - 26.7| 26.8 -
Auto theft ...... 83 83 - - 5 - 78 78 - - - 9 24 - 21 - 10 - 7 - 2 - 5 - - - - - 22.9| 22.9 -
Class IIL seeeevaee| 283 270 13 - 6 1 276 264 12 1 - 17 52 - 66 4 63 4 29 - 10 18 18 2 6 - 2 - 24.91 4.8 -
Sex offenses ,... 23 23 - - - - 23 23 - - - 2 5 - a = 4 - 1 - 1 - 2 - - - - - - - -
Robbery cceessssa| 162 1690 2 - 2 - 160 158 2 1 - 14 41 - 41 1 42 - 14 - 3 - 1 - 1 - - - 23.6f 23,7 -
Homicide eeeseec.| 44 35 9 - 2 1 41 33 8 - - 1 R 7 3 5 3 2 - 3 - 7 2 3 - 2 - 29.1| 31.3 -
Narcotict eeeeees 54 52 2 - 2 - 52 50 2 - - - ¥l - 10 - 12 1 12 - 3 1 8 - 2 - - - 30.0{ 30.0 -
% Median age not computed where base is 25 or less.
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:for the 87 United States District Courts. It céan be.seén that
the sentence weight increases as the seriousness of the offense
increases. This can also be determined by a review of the actual

o ) ' - : : - i distribution of the sentences of probation and imprisonment ap-
- ™ © i pearing in- this table. . _
f «VIT ' : S The overall sentence weight of 12.6 per defendant is higher
%,‘ S i than what was experienced in 1965 when the figure was 12.2 and
A4 N also higher than the 12.0 recorded in 1964, Figure D below shows

for fiscal years 1964, 1965, and 1966. the weighted sentence value
by offense for those sentencad in the United States District Court
for the District of Columbia. ‘

bt

e . 4k, Sex, race, and age

( 4 : ' Each year this report has presented data on the race, sex,
s o o * - and age, by offense, for defendants convicted .in the United States
: District Court for the District of Columbia., In 1966, 854 or .
94 percent of the convicted defendants were men. Women accounted
for 56 defendants and corporations accounted for two defendants.
The distribution of white defendants ranged from 67 percent for
those sentenced for embezzlement and fraud to 7 percent for those
convicted of nomicide., (See Table DC-6). o T

‘Table DC~7 distributes by age and sex defendants convicted

for the separate offenses. Overall, the iedlan age was 27.5
years, For men ‘the median age was about the same. For women .
the median sge was 29 years, These media’i ages can be compared
with 1965 as follows: total defendants %8.5 years; men, 2
years; women, 33 years. In 1966, the youngest defendants were
those convicted of auto theft, 23 years. These were followed by

. robbers whose median age was 24 years. The oldest defendants
were those convicted of gambling (median age, 48 years).

~
SO |
U —

-~

5. Prior record

1
"

Table DC-8 distributes, by offense, the prior criminal record

of the 912 defendants sentenced during the fiscal year 1966.
. o . : Seventy-elght percent were reported to have a pricr criminal
- . , ’ : ) , : ’ 3 record, This can be compared to 79 percent in 1965, The propor-

: : : ' tion of defendants with a prior criminal record ranged from 5
B o S . . : percent for gambling cases to 90 percent for auto theft cases.
Ty A o v ’ .« , - ‘ : Thirty percent of the defendants had a prior prison record. Per-

’ . : ' : sons convicted of assault had the lowest prior prison record

(19 percent) followed closely by gamblers (20 percent) and by
robbers (2% percent). The highest prior prison record was re-
corded for those convicted of narcotics (52 percent).

1

“
.

PR




gt e e -

1964, 1965 and 1966

Offense

ALLDEFENDANTS ....0...00..0..'.

C1lass I cesescccssvsscoscccscscs
Gambling eescecesscsccesccssccs
Embezzlement & fraud ecoesavess
Forgery ©e00088 8068008080080 0S
All other ecescessscesscssnsces

Ciass II o.o...o.oooo’oo..&

Assault o..o-oo...coooooooﬁoo.
Burglary & larceny eseceeccess
’ Auto theft ...O........OO.&‘..C

Class JIT ccecacceecscsncescenscase
Sex Offenses eecescessescecaccs
RObbery cesssec0e0E0ERBE00C0800
HomiCide e0OSSssDOGRSROROCO0OO0OS
Narcotics ceBOBSe0O00S 08B 0eN00

*Weighted sentenc

- i Sentence Value byv: Offense,
FIGURE D ~~Welghted Senl . e —

Weighted

sentence value

1964

12.0

1965

12.2

15.5

1966

12.6

23,2
36.2
13.2

e value not computed where base is 25 or 1§§so

.
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In Table DC-9 the type of sentence alternative used by the
court is indicated and in Table DC-10 the actual terms of the
sentences imposed are shown by offense class which is further
broken down-into the prior record of the defendants, In table
DC-9 1t can be seen that 90 percent of the persons sentenced ‘to
imprisorment had a prior criminal record, and 37 percent had a
prior prison record, that is a previous commitment of one year
or more, Of the 107 defendants committed under the Youth Cor-
rections Act, 8 out of 10 had a prior criminal record with over
one-half of these having a juvenile record. Only five percent
had a prior prison record. For those placed on probatlon, 52
percent had a prior criminal record and of this group, 15 per-
cent had a prior prison record.

In Table DC-10 it can be seen that among Class I offenses
substantially more persons with no prior record received g -
bation than for Class III offenses., In Class I offense, &5
percent who had no prior record were placed on probation. For
Class III offenses, 42 percent with no prior record were placed
on probation., For defendants convicted of Class I offenses, 28
percent who had a prior prison record were placed on probation
whereas for Class III offenses only five percent with prior
prison records were placed on probation. Though the actual num-
bers are small in these comparisons, it appears that the crim-
inal record, though a consideration in sentencing, becomes less
important as the seriousness of the offense increases. Stated
another way, the 68 percent of the Class I offenders who had a
prior prison record received a new term of imprisonment, whereas
among Class III offenders with prior prison records 93 percent
similarly received new sentences.

Figure E below shows for the years 1963 through 1966 the

~distribution of prior record foxr convicted defendants. For the

last two fiscal years the dlstribution has been about the same.
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FIGURE E -~ Prior Criminal Record, 1963, 1964, 1965 and 1966
1963 1964 1965 1966 )
. Num- | Per- Num=- | Pex~ Num- | Per- Num- | Per-— y
Prior Criminal Record ber cent ber cent ber cent ber cent
_ TOTAL woveooacosacanannnss 916 - 1,115 - 981 - 912 -
Y ; Prior record not :
P i reported .ec.ccecvencsocs %4 - 70 - 40 - 40 -
“ c')\ TOTAL WITH PRIOR RECORD -
) -9 REPORTED <eoseeeceecoessao | 822 100.0 | 1,045 100.0 941 100.0 | 872 100.0 ”
‘ No prior recOrQ ececeeesos 246 29.9 293 28.0 124 20.6 192 22,0
With prior record ...... 576 70.1 752 72.0 747 79.4 680 78.Q, '
Less than prison ..... 340 41.4 % 390 37.3 484 51.4 422 48 .4 | 4
Prison record ........ | 236 28.7 362 34.7 263 28.0 | 258 29.6
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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 1966
- Prior criminal record reported
Prior No Total with
recoxrd priox prior record Pyrior prison
. not record Juvenile | Probation | Other record®
Offense class Total reported Total reported NumberLPercer_ltl record? record? J;ecord4 NumberlPercent1
fﬁ TOTAL ccovscceccscssssesn 912 39 873 193 680 77.9 202 60 160 258 29.6
CIASS I seevcocnccnscscnnas 237 7 230 79 151 65.7 13 20 44 74 32,2
i ¢ Gambling soeeescescceccss 70 - 70 2 38 54.3 3 9 12 14 20.0
o)) Embezzlement and fraud .. 41 - 41 17 24 58.5 1 3 3 17 41.5
~J FOXgery ccceeccscescccsscs 48 - 48 11 37 77.1 3 3 16 15 31.3
. All other s.ceenvceaccnsae 78 6 72 20 52 72.2 6 5 13 28 38.9
CLASS TIT scevescccnssassses 392 22 370 6l 309 83.5 110 19 70 110 29,7
ASSAULE siccessvcvacenasne 98 5 93 24 69 74.2 26 4 21 18 19.4
Burglary and larceny .... 211 11 200 29 171 85.5 57 12 33 69 34.5
Auto theft ....ceeevevens 83 6 77 8 69 89.6 27 3 16 23 29.9
CIASS TIT euveecsccsscsvense 283 11 272 52 220 80.9 79 21 46 74 - 27.2
. a. Sex OFfenses ...eecessess 23 1 22 5 17 - 6 1 4 6 -
’ ¥ , N RODDEYY covecescescccssnes 162 2 160 28 132 82.5 60 17 22 33 20.6
. - - Homicide seesescescsssons 44 4 40 13 27 67.5 6 ‘1 11 9 22.5
. NarcoticS seeicccococsces 54 4 50 6 44 88.0 7 2 9 26 52.0°
- 1 pPercent not shown where base is 25 or less. ) )
- ' N 2 Includes any commitment to an institution under juvenile delinguency procedure.
. 8 Includes probation, suspended sentences and fines. . i
%4 Tncludes commitments of under one year to confinement,
5 Includes commitment of over one year to confinement.
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Prior Criminal Record and

Table DC-9

United States District Court for the District of Columbia

| Type of Sentence of Convicted Defendants,
Tincal Year 1966

3

0

»
»

Prior Criminal Recoxrd Reported
' Prior No Total with Prior prisoq
* record prior prior record Pro~ record
. not . . record Juvenile | bation | Other -
Type of Sentence Total || reported | Total | reported :Number Percent*| record | record record | Number | Percent®
TOTAL ..e-...o.o.?....ag..o.‘ 912 39 873 193 680 77.9 202 60 160 258 29.6
Percent
Imprisonment ececeocvosccscseso | 673 84.6 66.6 28.5 ‘ 77.3 - 82.7 58.4 65.4 8?.6 -
Pfobation esecescsecsscuccasns | 304 5.1 31.5 67.9 21.2 - 1l6.8 38.3 29,4 15.5 -
Fine svocecescssessccocosscaca | Lo9 7.7 1.6 3.1 1.2 - - 3.3 1.2 1.5 -
All other ...eccsescscccccsnco 0.4 - 2.€ 0.3 0.5 0.3 - 0.5 - - 0.4 - -
.~Nﬁmbér
Imprisonment — TOtal eeeeceeo | 614 33 581 55 526 90.5 167 35 111 213 36.7-
Adult regulalr .ececsescsscecs | 507 28 479 35 444 92,7 ‘119 24 93 208 43,4 .
Youth Corrections Act .cas.. ) 107 5 102 20 82 80,4 ‘48‘ 11 18 5 4.9
Probation = Total ..esesecsces | 277 2 275, “131 ‘144 52.4 "34 23 47 a0 _14.’5 v
Adult ~ Direct from court .. 260 2 258" 123 135 52,3 30 21 v46 38, 14.7
- Adult - Delayed probation .. - - -9 4 5 - 1 2 1 1 -
Adult ~ Split sentence ceees 8 - 8 . 4 4 - | 3‘ - - 1 -
No supervision ecesscssescocs - - - - - - - = = - -
FiNe eocccevscocesccoesassssvea 17 3 14 6 8 - - 2 2 4 -
All other ceecesssescnsscconca 4 1 3 1 2 - 1 - - 1 -
1 Dpercent not computed where base is 25 or less.
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Table DC-10

United States District Court for the District of Columbia
Prior Criminal Record, Offense Class, and Type.of Senhtence of Convicted Defendants, Fiscal Year 1966

Maximum Sentence to Imprisonment Term of Probation - Fawcent?
Offense Class and Over Fine Fine
Prior Criminal 12 months 13-36 37-60 61-120 120 1-12 13-36 | 37 months and Impris~! Prib- and
Record Total Total and under months months | months | months | Total | Delayed | Split | months | months ] and ovex other onment | ation | other
TOTAL seeescssasssscanssacvsancse 912 614 1l0 117 172 146 69 277 9 8 32 193 35 21 67.3 30.4 2.3
Prior criminal record not
reported seescesecssisccce 39 33 10 6 7 6 4 2 - - - 2 - 4 84.6 5.1 10,3
Class T ceevenscenscscscua 6 3 2 1 - - - - - - - - - 3 - - -
Class Il .eeeseesceescaces 22 20 8 4 6 2 - 1 - - - 1 - 1 - - -
Class IIL esevcvcscncennce 11 10 - 1 1 4 4 1 - - - 1 - - - - -
.
TOTAL, PRIOR RECORD REPORTED .. 873 581 100 111 165 140 65 275 9 8 32 191 35 17 66,6 31.5 1.9
No prior record .ceessccecnss 194 55 6 6 20 17 6 132 4 5 19 84 20 7 28.4 68.0 3.6
1 Prior record, less than
PriSOn cessesesssssensncns 420 33 48 51 102 75 37 102 4 1 7 81 9 5 74.5 24,3 1.2
(*))
\O Prior prison record .eeeesese 259 213 46 54 43 48 22 41 1 2 1 26 6 5 82,3 15,8 1.9
! Class I .eeveccsassenscssnncnes 231 88 29 39 15 5 - 129 3 4 15 99 8 14 38,1 55.8 6.1
No prior record eeeceecessscscs 80 5 3 - 1 1 - 68 1 2 10 49 [ 7 6.3 85,0 8,7
Prior record, less than
PrisSon seeeescecsceccscoss 77 a3 14 16 2 1 - 40 1 1 1 37 - 4 42,9 51,9 5.2
Prior prison record .esccesss 74 50 12 23 12 3 - 21 1 1 4 13 2 3 67.6 28,4 4.0
Class II ceevcvescvsveascecenss 370 259 63 50 95 49 2 110 4 1 15 74 16 1 70,0 29,7 0,3
No prior record ,s.cecssessces 61 <19 2 3 11 3 - 42 1 - 8 24 9 - 31,1 68.9 -
Prior record, less than
Prison ceeececencscesscnes 198 146 31 25 62 27 1 52 3 - 6 39 4 - 73.7 26.3 -
Prior prison record seccsecase 111 94 30 22 22 19 1 16 - 1 1 11 3 i 84.7 14.4 0.9
i Class III sevascesssacncnsscscs 272 234 8 22 55 86 63 36 2 3 2 18 11 2 86,0 13.3 0.7
No prior record .eececessecnse 53 31 1 3 8 i3 6 22 2 3 1 11 5 - 58,5 41,5 -
Prior record, less than
PrisSon .eeeecccssecessnsss 145 134 3 10 38 47 36 10 - - - 5 5 1 92.4 6,9 0.7
Prior prison record .eesessss 74 69 4 9 9 26 21 4 - - 1 2 1 1 93.2 5.4 1.4
; 1 Ppercent not computed where base is 25 or less,
13
A "/
. - P
» ‘ . N .
- &
o = * - T e
. - N . oy
. - .
=) - ' - %
B R o
. - - fu .
" N ~ he ~ 5
L B B - .t P
» - 4
- : - "
~
: ‘ i oo ‘ -
7 N
E ~
. "2 . , .
. N - 'Y #
.
Y . a d

%

o

L(



PART THREE - APPENDIX

-« 2

- D 10

STATISTICAL TABLES
D1

e e o T R A T I e e e e e T
-
N
e
I3
R
E
7
.
1 d
“
o
-
,,,,, o
s

-
o
i
i
i
)
§
i
.
! '
'
i
)
3
[ 3
4
- - - -
A L L L L T s Sin e et RE - = = e
. .
- - ;. 1
v .
<
N
B
> ¥
. €
g
kS
» <
.
- . »
:
- &
N
. .
~
*
+
-
N
[
v
. . R
-
.
3
- 14
! [
' =
4
i R
‘ I
s ~
i
\
. *
.
-
.
1 *
.
A\
N\ Y
' . .
1
v
EN
&
‘ 1
B .
~ s
< .
.
: “
+
+
3
h
]
~
- « N vob
~ .
' .



Y

TABLE D 1., =UNITED S8TATES DISTRICT COURTS

R

CRIMIMAL CASES COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE PISCAL YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 1966, BY DISTRICT

COMMENCED
Cireuit Pending Remaved Recedved Total Pending
and July L, Original by tarmi- June 30,
L distriet 1965 Total proceedings stata court tranefer nated * 1966 *
< «
TOTAL ALL DISTRICTE..e0vs04 10,834 31,4594 29,348 383 1,765 30,644 11,684
District of Columbidescsanccsavensons 610 1,453 1,441 - 1z 1,150 9132
PIRSY CIRCUIT.,.veesosenian 340 575 538 5 32 §22 283
MBiNO.ssscensnznsossnsessnsoncnarsone 25 57 50 - 7 70 i2 ~
#a802ChUDEEEB.varerascovessneracasens 176 204 267 4 13 323 137
New Hompahire..eocossserocasscacansas 14 42 36 - 6 36 20
Rhode I81aNAesaensfosscsvasssrroncsas 87 92 as - 4 103 56
PUOrto RiCOecscssvestsversovnnssnnsones 58 160 987 1 2 g0 68
BECOND CIRCUIT..esscccasons 1,678 2,215 2,091 9 1s 2,051 1,842
Connecticiteseeecscacsrronsoccecionse 55 257 245 - 12 204 108
Hew Yorks .
BortherN.esicecccsorosarcacnanconas 92 110 101 - 9 143 59
E3Bt6XN.veres 439 497 462 - as 445 491
Southern,evacass 979 1,107 1,049 9 49 1,041 1,045
WOBLeINeeaencsvasosacone 87 202 193 - 9 189— 100
Vermont.eeesvessssoasescsstssncnsarss 26 42 41 - 1 28 19
THIRD CIRCULTeurseanconness 590 1,605 1,49 1 108 1,608 987
DE1AWEL/ jueravenssnrinsersansnsnnavans 43 73 70 - 3 74 42
Hew Jeri0Yeeeevessssacssercassancarse 457 522 470 1 51 478 501
Pennsylvaniaz
263 3176 353 - 23 429 210
-1 123 117 - 6 145 62
ag 347 322 - 25 az 115
Virgin Islands..evecesesissscrsnances 54 164 164 - - 165 53
FOVUITH CIRCUIT.... sene BO9 2,974 2,875 15 84 3,021 762
Maxylond,seseevcecovinscnacssocccnnss 198 3861 347 2 12 313 246
North Carolinaz
Eaptarn... 148 479 464 5 e 522 105
Hiddle. 36 310 302 - a 307 a9
Westorn,seeas 65 386 386 - 10 397 64
South Carolind..ecsciasscesacsnssccas 127 619 589 6 24 640 106
w
Virginias
Eantern... eees 157 360 348 1 11 403 114
WeBEEIN, savracsvroccrecncns pLJ 150 149 1 - 149 11
West Virginias
HOXtherNesssssesscarcsconosacansons 13 64 63 - 1 53 24
eusevresssterveres 55 235, 227 - ] 237 - 53 *
FIPTH CIRCIT..eeevomacsnns 2,234 8,347 7,618 324 408 8,033 2,548
Alabamas
Noxrthern.casseensiivresescrnsoacencs 74 420 374 7 39 449 45
Hiddle.... carnsey 29 175 145 23 7 192 12
Southern.seecsse 34 175 150 14 11 135 74
Ploxidas
64 251 238 2 11 243 72
271 L 471 27 59 564 264
SoutherN.cccsecessreacasacasroscnan 176 41 352 - 59 419 168
Georgias
150 527 478 5 44 490 107
26 388 3 65 12 330 84
123 296 276 7 13 290 129
Loujiaiznas
EaBterNeecsvesa 216 460 415 23 22 432 244
WeBterN sessncsins 8BS kI 355 22 E] 403 68
Missiscippi:
Horthern.escevcsoanes arsverencen 336 395 142 49 4 162 369
BOWLNEIN.seecesncasssss esssenvaa 120 238 154 7 ? 205 153
Texan: ; -
Forthern. ., 16 559 522 - aa 470 205
Bastern... svsvesssscensee 21 173 167 - 6 172 22
Boutherf.sessosamponse 155 1,203 1,172 1 a0 1,182 166
Western... avecrnns 227 1,79 1,751 2 as 1,744 274
Canal ZONCessseevsscesnssosuavanrcans 11 142 142 - - 141 12
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UNITED BTATES DISTRICT COURTS

URING THE FISCAL YEAR
BY DISTRICT-CONCTUDED FHpER
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1
} | COMMENCED
; z Circuit Pending
j and
? é . A e J;;.gsl‘ . Original Removad '
] ! ool procseaings e Received Total
] . u“i:cm . by termi- ::nding
S' : B cour tranafer natedl ;.I;s;g'
} g IXTH CIRCUIT. e iinnensnunns 1,031 3,207 3,016 :
} Kantu :
! - 186 3,082 1,156
I, 7 397 392 - -
| 294 279 3 S
Michigan: : N b
o Eastern., 40! . ;
Westorn..,,... H s
22 213 igg z »
- - bt 545 488
Northern, ..., . )
sowtnenn, 1IN 2 e a
tenaan ay 451 412 : b
Tennooseos i ’ & %
Eastern..,,eia., 6 7 - )
Miasnan . remessestesteianay 6 as2
wustexn.-.............:::" H i 2397 - 1 152
s P brsa 10 : 10 156 l-ig
EVENTH CIRCUIT.uv0rene,,.. 730 1,779 1 . o r
X1linoias ok . =
Northern.,,.. 372 = -
Eantern
. .o tiven i
Southern........,,.. :g o : io tia E]
] . . Indianay “ ) i‘:f = &
, gux::cxn....... siesenas ar N .
. ou etn-l.lqnl.o..t. *oa iae V
. 53 2585 g;g - P ;
, " Wisconsin: ) N g g
‘lsau:ezn.... erase .. vor 73 16! - .
N H
‘ - . ‘ .ae 51 49 1:; ; % e it
\ GHTH CIRCUIT, . vurraes... 448 . . N
) 1,651 1,528 ; .
Arkansas: : /",1 = -
;ma:arn. e a - =
) eatarn, 2 bed
. » 28 150 i:: 1 :
- 1 § . 192 25
| Northern,.eecvcaen..., . 23 B )
" [TSTIN .
g OUtherN.ees,ouay, .. senye . 22 ‘?!? 22 z :
} Minnesota,.. . ) ) . g ;
| Peetletinitiennaasy 41 173 . .
R Missouris & ) ’
! vl;:a.mt:t:rn.................. > 58 1 - )
: Ll 4 T SN b
{l Boss caern 82 38: Z ’ 19
i k] Hebragka,,,.... ) N 8 8
{ R 79 127 . .
! North Dakota..,.....,.. ) ) "
;‘.i o 9 72 N N
ot LI P .
,! “ttrteietocnania, 53 146 o i
E R NINTH CIRCUITeesarerins,., 1,605 ® 6,016 . - .
Alacka,......, : ‘
| R L T T T YO 20 128 = =
Arizona ]
R ; i,
) 2134 738 631 .
Californiai ) K
Nozthern...., 312 3 . -
8¥6 i
80
812 3,048 2 373 5 4 o
Hawalieieeiesnnsny,, ’ : - : 3
) liretirncanasann 44 los 106 o -
i - Idahn.................-.......... : . : :
. ) P 29 31 125 N Q .
ontana.....,,,. :
stetinsrananioansnnn 24 178 169 X i .
HOVEAae st sanernniesrnns 89 ] : -
R 236 24 # ‘ N
o~ Oregon...... t ] : >
. Ateieriiteiavennens 52 293 2 - N
3
Washingtany ‘ ) *
Euntern................... - " i
’ ., Hnntcxn.....7.....‘.,...- .:::‘ . 2: ‘75' b z
. Guam, ..., . - ] 5 sz g
R L D 3 18 18 N - "
: -
ENTH CIRCVIT........-..... 359 1,672 1,53 . . .
Culc:udn.................... k2] - : = - -
o PRPON 242 224 -
. Kansas,, ,, Frerenctreiirrenannn ) . y
sese 20 343 12 ; .
. -
ox ew Hu.xlco...........-....--......... 62 339 N ” .
Oklahomn: 320 '
18 341 ;i
Northern.,, ... cerenn " ' ,
" Eastern.,.,, asas : o : i:g 120 3 K 127 \ J
2 HOBEerN. vatsatteernereaniinninensas 75 230 197 : ! ; 2rs .
| ‘ - 33 278
ki U tesae .
; tan.. ., Teteiesaranitteanraerasteann 31 183 174
J HYOMANGaeevanenianises ) , 5 u
‘j‘ (XEXS dessseriinineraas 13 a8 81 -
‘ ) L 7 50 1
% Includes tranofors.
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The pending caseload i
} 024 includes defondante wher a
. 1 Fugitives Sren gaond nciudes ¢ 2re not curxently availablae for di, 1
h Sefondonta who spoaition for the followi,
] J committed for mome oy 0oV ine iucmpotancy.forcu‘ have boen committed for menta) cbdexvation, or havengg::aaons:
H
H Offenders promocuted are
' : primarily persons char d
1; ::d::noﬂa cu:n pending on seca ¥R toen” muzo“:iﬂzxszig:;:;:::tof local laws under the District of Colimbia Code.
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E PABLE D 2. UNITED STATES DISTRI

FISCADL YEARS 1963,1964,

NSE (EXCLUDES PRANSFERS)

CED DURING THE

. ) .
CRIMINAL CASES COMM;Y - R GEFE

percent
change 196&
over 1965

Nat