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FOREWORD 

Develop1ng a comprehensive system for compiling and 
reporting significant information about persons convicted 
of crime in the United States district c.ourts was a project 
first undertaken in the Administrative O!jfice of the Unit~~ 
states Courts in 1963. at: necessity, the reports issued'" 
during the first two or three years set forth only the basic 
statistical t:igures, for at that time there was no statist1cal 
history on which to make comparisons. However, a reasonable 
statistical foundation :;Ls now established thus malting it 
possible for trends to be discussed in this report on 
Federal ,Offenders in the United States District Courts -1966. 

The data in th1s report are derived from two sources. 
The clerks of the United states district courts report .the 
proceedings in court including the ot:fenses charged, the 
type of plea entered, the outcome of trials and - where there 
are convictions - the sentence imposed. Probation officers, 
on the basis 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 in cases 
where investigations 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. Carol W. Saunders, both of the Division 
of Procedural Studies and Statistics of the Administrative 
Office of the United states Courts. Similar reports will 
be issued in future years, as a part of this series. As 
the work progresses, modit:1cations in analyses and presentation 
of the data are contemplated. In this respect we are hoperui 
that the readers of the report will continue to give us the 
benefit ot: their advice and comment. 

Washington, D. C. 
October 25, 1967 

o 

lJ~(f)~]L 
Warren OlneY-III t7 

Director, 
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Tables in Analysis 

No. PART ONE - 87 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 
FISCAL YEAR 1966 (UNLESS OTHERWISE INDICATED) 

Defendants disposed of 

1 By type of termination, 1964, 1965, and 1966 ••• 
2 By type of trial, 1964, 1965, and 1966 •..••.•.. 
3 By court and by jury, 1964, 1965, and 1966 •••.• 
4 By type of trial and offense ••••••••••••••••••• 

Convicted defendants 

5 By offense and type of trial ••••••••••••••••••• 
6 By offense and how convicted ••••••••••••••••••• 
7 By of'fense and type of plea •••••••••••••••••••• 

Assigned ~Qunsel 

8 By offense and type of termination, 1965 and 
1966 .. 0 •••••••••• 0 ....... 0 ........... ~ ., ••••• 0 ••• 

Convicted and sentenced 

9 Off'ense and sentencing alternatives •••••••••••• 
10 Weighting scale for indicating severity of 

sentence ............................•... 0 0 •• 0 • 

Application of' weighted sentence value 

11 By offense, 1964, 1965, and 1966 •••••.••••.•••• 
12 By offense and how convicted ••••••••••••••••••• 
13 By offense class and age group ••••••••••••••••• 
14 By offense class and prior criminal record ••••• 

Descriptive ~ata 

15 By type of sentence and prior criminal record •• 
16 By offense and prior criminal record .o •••••••• e 

17 By offense, race, sex and median age ••••••••••• 
18 Recommendations for and against probation by 

offense . 0 • 0 • 0 •• 0 ................. 0 • 0 • 0 •••••• IJ> 0 0 

19 Agreement and disagreement of recommendation 0._ 
20 Presentence investlgationreports by district .0 

21 Presentence invest1gationreports by offense ••• 
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PART TWO - FEDERAL OFFENDEP.8 IN THE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR 

THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, FISCAL YEAR 1966 

Table ,No. in Analysis 

DC-I 
DC-2 

DC-3 
DC-4 
DC-5 

00-6 
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DC-IO 

Charts 

1 
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Tables 
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sentence ." 0 •••• " It ••••••••••••••••••••• " •• " •• 

50 
54 
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62 
67 
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SentenCing alternatives - United States OppOSite 
District Courts •••••••••••••••••••• 0....... 1 

Defendants convicted and not convicted •••••• 8 
Criminal defendants assigned counsel, 1965 
and 1966 ....... 0 ••••• " ............. " •• " ••• " • 17 

Sentence alternatives, 1964, 1965, and 1966.. 26 
Prior criminal record and type of sentence... 35 

PART THREE - APPENDIX 

Criminal cases commenced and terminated 
Criminal cases commenced by type of offense 
Criminal cases commenced by type of offense and 
district 

Criminal defendants disposed of by offense and 
disposition 

Criminal defendants disposed of by offense and 
dispOSition - U.S. District Court for the 
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Criminal defendants sentenced by offense 
Criminal defendants sentenced by offense -
U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia 

Criminal de£endants disposed of by district 
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FEDERAL OFFENDERS - FISCAL YEAR 1966 
HIGHLIGHTS 

{;~< 1/ 

This report is the fourth annual comprehensive summary 
and analysis of the criminal cases filed and disposed of in 
the United,,:,.Sta,tes district courts. It is presented in three/ 
separate seqtiolls. 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 ~tates District 
Court for the District of Columbia. Part IIIiservesas an . . , ~"\ 
appendix of detailed statistical tableswh1ch set forth the 
number of criminal cases filed and defendants in criminal 
ca~es disposed of by the United States district courts. 

~ 
/, 

Highlights of Part I - Federal offenders dispo"Sed 
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 in 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 their cases dismissed. Acquj,t'ta.ls 
following a court trial OJ;' jury tr:lal accounted for an addi­
tional 3.4 percent. 

2. Defendants Tried (Tables 2, 3,,4 and 5.) 
() 

--, In 196.6 ,there 'were 4,278 defe~dants tried, up 6.8 p~rcent 
over 1965. Those tried by jury numbered 2,815 in 1966 or 
9 percent more than 1965. Defendants tried by the court 
(non-jury) showed a Slight increase-to 1,463 in 1966 compared 
to 1,424 in 1965. 0 

Whereas convictions following a jury trial have stayed 
arowld 13 to 75 percent during the last three years, conVictions 
after a coUrt trial jumped from 63 percent in 1964 to 73 percent 
in 1966.' _ G., 

Only 2 out of every 100 defendants charged ~dth immigration, 
violations went to trial, whereas 35 out of eve~y 100 persons 
charged for sex offenses were tried. Court trials were highest 
(14 percent,) for violators of national defense laws (mostly 
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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 assault 
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, auto theft, theft, 
narcotic drug laws and Federal regulatory statutes. 

3. Convictions (Tables 6 and 7.) 

Sixty··nine out of 100 defendants convicted in tb,e United 
States district courts during the fiscal yea~ 1966 pleaded 
guilty at the time of arraignment. The c9mparable figure for 
1965 was 73 percent. Another 19 defendants out of every 100 
changed their pleas to guilty 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 immigration 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 6ounsel. 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 in 1966 
when compared with the figures for 1965. See -following page. 

- viii -

I) 

.. 

.. 

. , 

:~-

Fiscal Year 1965 Fiscal Year 1966 
Percent Percent 

with court with court Type o£ Defen-- appointed Defen- appointed disposition dants counsel dants counsel 
Total defendants 33,718 33.0 31,975 36.7 Dismissed ••••• 3,789 16.8 3,570 2209 Acquitted ••••• 1,172 27.5 1,091 31.3 Convicted ••••• 28,757 35.4 27,314 38.7 
Percent 

Total ••••••••• 100 .. 0 100.0 
Dismissed ••••• 11.2 11.2 Acquitted ••••• 3.5 3.4 Convicted ••••• 85.3 85.4 

5. Use of SEecial 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 te~ of six months or less 
to be fOllowed by a probation term of five years or less ' 
The figure for 1966 was 9 percent higher than the figure·of 
1,267 defendants so sentenced in 1965. 

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 declined in 1966 com­
pared to 1965. 

The proportion of special sentences used by the courts 
for the years 1963 to 1966 are as fOllows: 
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j F'iscal 

Percent 

Year 
cha~e 
196 
over 11 

. .~ Type of Sentence 1963 ..1.964 1965 196€L 1965 
---.1-

, 

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 ••• 0 

Juvenile Delinquency 

16.1 16.5 

1,188 
1,023 
1,500 
1,115 

18.3 

1,143 
1,067 
1,784 
1.1 267 

18.9 

1,060 
1,006 
1,722 
1,383 

Act ••.•••••••••••••• 1,200 
1,129 
1,303 
1,168 

- 7.3 
Youth Corrections Act. 
Indeterminate sentence. 
Split sentence ••••••• 

- 5.7 
- 3.5 

9.2 

f I 

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, wag~ring tax 
and Federal regulatory acts), who are generally fined or 
given a suspended sentence, the proport;ion 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 percentages (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, l2~ and 13.) 

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

The average sentence weight 1n 1966 was 5.6, identical 
to that for 1965. The lowest sentence weight of 1.2 was 
recorded for defendants convicted for Violation of Federal 
regulatory statutes. The high of 29.5 was for convicted 
robbers. 
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Severity of sentence appeared to increase depending 
on the method of conviction. For those who pleaded guil~y 
at arraignment the severity of sentence weight was 4.9; tor 
those who changed their plea from not guilty to guilty the 
sentence weight was 5.6. For those found guilty by court 
trial (jury waived) 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 is an increase in the likeli­
hood of imprisonment. Thus only 11 out of every 100 defendants 
convicted of violating one of the speCial offenses (violations 
of immigration laws, wagering tax laws and Federal regulatory 
statutes) had a prior prison record and as a g~fo~P only 22 
percent were imprisoned. Howeve~, for those c~nvicted of 
either narcotic drug law violations or of robb~ry 44 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 provisions of law had 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 IT.) . 

or the defendants convic·ted in the district courts d~1.ng 
1966, approximately 90 percent were men. Seven percent were 
women, and the other three percent of the cases involved 
corporations. Excluding corporations, the overall median 
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 ~or or against probation as a part of 
their presentence reports. In those instances where probation 
was recommended by the probation officer, the court granted 
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probation 92 percent of the time. Where probation was not 
recommended, 20 percent of the defendants were nevertheless 
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 74 percent for 
wagering tax violators to a high of 95 percent for robbe~s. 

11. ~resentence Investigations (Tables .20 and 21.) 

Three-fourths of all defendants convicted in 1966 had 
presentence reports filed by the probation Jfricer. By 
excluding the special offense class the proportion of such 
reports on file increased to 89 percent. 

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 Urdted States District Court for the 

District of Columbia 

1. Convictions (Table D C 1.) 

The United States District Court for the District of 
Columbia disposed of 1,230 defendants during the tiscal 
year 1966. The co~viction rate in 1966 was 74 percent, 
slightly less than the 76 percent convicted i~.;. 1965. 

2. Defendants Trie<! (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 71 percent convicted by trial in 1965. 

3. TfPe 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 over five years. Probation was granted to 277 
de'.t'endants or 30 percent. Thirteen percElnt of these received 
probation terms in excess of three years. 
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4. Prior Criminal ~ecord (Tables D C 9, 10, & 11.) 

Twenty-two out of every 100 convicted defendants had 
no prior criminal record, 23 percent had only a Juvenile 
record, 7 percent had a previous probation record, 18 percent 
had a prior Jail record, and 30 percent had a prior ~rison record. ~ 

Among those convicted defendants sentenced to a term of 
~rnprisonment, 91 percent had a prior criminal record with 
37 percent having a prior prison recOrd. For those placed 
on probation, 52 percent had a prior crimina.l record and 
fifteen percent had a prior prison record. 
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SENTENCING ALTERNATIVES -- UNITED STATES COURTS 

FEDERAL JUVENILE DELINQUENCY ACT 

Juvenile Delinquent.--A person who 
has not attained his eighteenth 
birthday at time of violation of 
law not punishable by death or 
life imprisonment (18 U.S.C. 5031) 

---- ----I 

, , 
I , 

(Optional) 
I , 
I , 

'II" 

,.1 

OBSERVATION AND STUDY 
(18 U.S.C. S034) 

Report furnished to the court 
within sixty days unless the 
court grants additional time 
for further study. Juvenile 
returned to court for final 
disposition. 

DISPOSITION (18 U.S.C. 5034) 

1. Probation 

a. Definite period not to exceed minority 
b. Period of minority 

2. Commit~ent to custody of Attorney General 

a. Definite period not to exceed minority 
b. Period of minority 

Commitment shall not exceed term which might have been 
imposed had juvenile been tried an'~ convicted of the 
alleged violation. 

Juvenile may be released on parole at any time under 
such conditions and regulations as the Board of Parole 
deems proper (18 U.S.C. S037) and may be discharged 
i'rom supervision prior to expiration of sentence 
(18 U.S.C. 4208d) 

May 11. 1966 

OTHER APPLICAB~ PROCEDURE 

If juvenile has violated law punishable 
by death or life imprisonment or refuses 
to consent to FJDA procedure or Attorney 
Gene~al directs other procedure the case 
will be handled under Youth Corrections 
Act or regular adult criminal procedure 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

. .1 

YOUTH CORRECTIONS AC! 

youth Offender.--A person under the 
age of twenty-two years at the time 
of conViction (18 U.S.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. 4209) . ~ 

(op'tionai) 
~" 

OBSERVATION AND STUDY 
(18 U.S.C. 5010e) 

Report within sixty days or 
such additional period as the 
court may grant. Defendant 
returned to court for final 
disposition. 

DISPOSITION (18 U.S.C. SOlO) 

1. Probation--imposition or execution of sentence suspended 
(18 U.S.C. 5010a) 

Court may unconditionally discharge prior to expirati0n of 
period of probation, which discharge shall automatically set 
aside the conviction (18 U.S.C. 5021b) 

2. Comm:\. tment to custody of Attorney General 

a. Indeterminate sentence (18 U.S.C. 5010b) 

Shall be released conditionally under supervision on or before 
the expiration of four years from date of conviction and dis­
charged unconditionally on or before six years from the date 
of conviction (18 U.S.C. 5017c) . 

May be conditionally released under supervision at any time 
(18 U.S.C. 5017a) 

May be discharged unconditionally at the expiration of one 
year from the dat~ of condition~l release (18 U.S.C. 5017b) 

Upon unconditional discharge before expiration of the maximum 
sentence of commitm~pt the conviction shall be automatically 
set aside (18 U.S.G.5021a) 

b. Indeterminate sentence in excess of six years for any 
further period authorized by law for offense or offenses 
for which convicted (J8 U.S.C. 5010c) 

Shall be released conditionally under supervision not later 
than two years before expiration of sentence and discharged 
unconditionally on or before expiration of sentence computed 
from date of conviction (18 U.S.C. 5017d) 

May be conditionally releaoed under supervision at any time 
(18 U.S.C. 5017a) 

May be discharged unconditionally at the expiration of one 
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 
set aside (18 U.S.C. 5021a) 

c. Any other applicable penalty provision (18 U.S.C. SOlOd) 

Board of Parole may discharge from supervision prior to expira­
tion of sentence (18 U.S.C. 4208d) without granting uncondi­
tional discharge 

REGUIAR CRIMT.NAL PROCEDURE 

Adult Offenders 

OBSERVATION AND STUDY 
(18 U.S.C. 4208b) 

Commitment deemed to be for 
maximum sentence of imprison­
ment prescribed by law. Com­
plete report ~Iith recommenda­
tions within three months 
unless court grants time not 
to exceed an additional three 
months for further study. 
Defendant returned to court 
for final disposition. Court 
may then grant probattcn, or 
affirm or reduce the 'lrigina1 
sentence of imprisonment and 
commit under any applicable 
provision of law. Sentence 
runs from date of original 
commitment. 

DISPOSITION 

1. Probation--whether offense punishable by fine or imprisonment or 
both, if offense not punishable by death or life imprisonment or 
probation not barred by statute (18 U.S.C. 3651) 

a. Imposition or execution of sentence suspended. Not to exceed 
period of five years 

b. 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 
and defendant placed on probation for period not to exceed 
five years 

c. Imposition or execution of sentence on one or more counts 
suspended and probation ordered to follow period of commit­
ment ordered on other counts 

2. C.ommitment to custody of Attorney General 

3· 

a. Definite sentence within term authorized by applicable 
penalty provision 

If sentence exceeds 180 days may be released on parole after 
serving one-third of term or after serving i'ifteen years of a 
life sentence or of a sentence of over 4S years (18 U.S.C. 4202) 

b. Indeterminate sentence 

(1) 

(2) 

Sentence for a term exceeding one year and designate 
parole eligibility date which may be less than but not 
more than one-third of the sentence (18 U.S.C. 4208(a)(1» 

Sentence for a term exceeding one year and specify parole 
eligibility at such time as the Board of Parole may 
determine (18 U.S.C. 4208(a)(2» 

Board of Parole may discharge from supervision prior to 
expiration of sentence (18 U.S.C. 4208d) 

Fine 

MANDATORY SENTENCING PROVISIONS - NARCOTIC CONTROL ACT OF 19S6 

Imposition or execution of sentence shall n8t 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 ofi'enders under twenty-two years of age at the time of conviction may 
be committed under the provisions of 18 U.S.(:, SOlO(b) or (c). United 
States v. Lane, 284 F. 2d 93S (C.A.9). However, this procedure is not 
availab1ti to .voung adult oi'fenders (72 Stat. 84S) , 
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PART I 

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 detailed information is provided for defendants convicted 
and sentenced~ including the method of disposition and the type 
of sentence procedure used by the court. Demographic data on 
sex, race~ and prior crimlnal record, together with information 
concerning representation by counsel~ number of presentence 
investigations~and recommendations with respect to probati()n~ 
are also provided. 

As in 1965~ a schematic chart on sentencing alternatives 
available 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 o~tained from this 
n;:portlng program. 

Coverat?e 

During the fiscal year 1966 there were 91 United States 
district courts. The Part I analysis has been limited to the 
87 United States district courts which excludes the District 
of Columbia and three territorial district courts having 
local as well as federal jurisdiction. .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 United states District Court for 
the District of Columbia 1s primarily the different types 
of cases due to local jurisdiction. 

Excluded from this report are the district courts in the 
Virgin I81ands~ 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 • 
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Part III contains the tables which appear regularly in 
the Annual Report o~ the Director o~ the Administrative 
Of~ice. Thus all published data for criminal cases, or 
de~endants 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 c'riminal cases in the United States district 
courts. In addition, certain special detail tables are pro­
vided. This 1966 report, therefore, contains statistical 
tables which are comparable to those appearing in the 1965 
report of this series. 

O~fense Classifications 

In both Part I and Part II the of~ense classifications 
used follow the same definitions as were used in classifying 
the o~~enses in previous reports. The principal basis for 
these classifications is the proportionate use of probation 
by the courts. Excluding the special o~fense class (which 
denotes offenses where the majority o~ persons convicted 
received fines or in the cases o~ violators o~ 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 o~ 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 received 
probation. A detailed statement of the offenses included 
in the eight classes, plus the special offenses appears in 
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 f~wer 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 guilty or nolo contendere, or were tried 
either by the court or by a jury. For those convicted, 
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. 
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Figure A 

Number of Persons Convicted and Pro~ortionate Use of Probation for the Eight Offense Classes 
F~scal Years 1963 - 1966 ' 

Offense Group 

TOTAL CONVICTED •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

CLASS I (Fraud, embezzlement, obscene 
mail) .O.O ••• oo •• a.~.o ••••••••• o ••••• 

CLASS II (Income tax fraud, other fraud) •••••• 

CLASS III (Liquor, Internal Revenue) ••••••••• 

CLASS IV (Theft, postal fraud, forgery) ••••••• 

CLASS V (Border reg. addicts, assault and 
~omicide, misc. general offenses) •••• 

CLASS VI (Counterfeiting, burglary, trans­
portation of stolen property, 
marihuana, national defense laws, 
sex Offenses)o.a.oo •• a~ ••••••••• a ••• 

CLASS VII (Auto theft) ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

CLASS VIII (Narcotics and robbery) 

TOTAL PLACED ON PROBATION •••••••••••••••••••• 

CLASS I (Fr~ud, embezzlement, obscene 
ma~l) ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

CLASS II (Income tax fraud, other fraud) ••••• 

CLASS III (Liquor, Internal Revenue) ••••••••••• 

CLASS IV (Theft, postal fraud, forgery) ••••••• 

CLASS V (Border reg. addicts, assault and 
homicide, misc. general offenses) •••• 

CLASS VI (Counterfeiting, burglary, trans­
portation of stolen property, 
marihuana, national defense laws, 
sex offenses) •• 0 •• 0.0 •• 0 •••••• 0.00. 

CLASS VII (Auto theft) ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

CLASS VIII (Narcotics and robbery) ••••••••••• 
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1963 

24,965 

2,490 

1,725 

4,517 

5,783 

1,502 

2,595 

5,051 

1,302 

83.1 

57.9 

65.2 

54.7 

38.2 

36.6 

33.3 

9.4 

Number convicted 

1964 1965 

23,081 22,122 

2,180 1,939 

1,178 1,063 

4,445 3,999 

5,348 4,791 

1,070 1,088 

2,351 2,425 

5,066 5,041 

1,443 1,776 

Proportionate Use of Probation 

50.2 49.0 

84.4 85.3 

57.3 57.5 

65.7 64.6 

54.7 55.4 

44.5 39.8 

37.6 36.8 

33.~ 34.5 

11.0 14.8 

1966 

20,921} 

1,632 

997 

3,406 

4,566 

1,158 

2,698 

4,843 

1,629 

49.1 

83.1 

58.1 

67.2 

57.6 

44.0 

38.0 

33.9 

15.2 

-
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Type of 
termination 

Disposed of 
without trial: 

Dismissed ••••••••••• 
Plea of guilty or 

nolo contendere ••• 

B.y court trial •••••••• 

B.y jur.v trial ••••••••• 

---------- ------------

Table 1 

United States District Courts 

Defendants Disposed of by T,lpe of Termination# 
Fiscal Years 1964# 1905, and 1966 

Fiscal Year lQ64 
Not 

Fiscal Year 1965 
Not 

Fiscal Year 1966_ 
Not 

con- Con- con- Con- con- Con-
Total victed vic ted Total victed victed Total vic ted vic ted 

2#936 

26,273 

1#501 

2#671 

- 26#273 25,923 

559 942 1,424 

716 1,955 2,582 

- 25,923 24#127 

463 961 1,463 

709 1#873 2,815 

3,5'70 -

- 24#127 

397 1#066 

694 2,121 
_ _ ... _ _ 0- _ _ _ _ _ ... me.- _ _ ~ ... _ _ .. _ _ .. _ ... _ .. _ _ .. _ 

PERCENT ••••••••••••••• 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Disposed of 
without trial ••••••• 

B.y court trial •••••••• 

By Jur,J trial •• 00.0 ••• 

87.5 

4.5 

B.O 

69.7' 

13.3 

17.0 

90.1 

3.2 

6.7 

88.1 

4.2 

7.7 

76.4 

9.3 

14.3 

90.2 

3.3 

6.5 

86 •. 6 

4.6 

8.8 

88.3 

3.9 

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. 
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Type of 
termination 

TOTAL •••••••••• e 

. 3 
Without trial ••• 

By court trial •• 

By jury trial ••• 

Table 2 

United States District Courts 

Defendants Convicted by Type of Disposition. 
Fiscal Years 1964, 1905, and 1966 

Fiscal Year 1964 Fiscal Year 1965 
- ~ 

Convicted Convicted 
Total J Per- Total I Per-

defendants Number cent def'endantsl Number cent 

33.381 29.170 87.4 33,718 28,757 85.3 

29,209 26,273 89.9 29,712 25,923 87.2 

1,501 942 62.8 1,424 961 67.5 

2,671 1,955 73.2 2,582 1,873 72.5 

-
Fiscal Year 1966 

Convicted 
Total I Per-

defendanti Number cent 

31.975 27,314 85.4 

27.697 24,127 87.1 

1,463 1,066 72.9 

2,815 2..,121 75.3 

1 By excluding 602 civil rights cases remanded to state and local courts, the proportion of 
convicted defendants increased to 86.8 percent. 

2 By excluding 200 civil rights cases remanded to state and local courts, the proportion of 
convicted defendants increased to 86.0 percent. 

3 Includes defendants convicted by plea of guilty ~r nolo contendere. 
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Figure B. Type of Disposition, Fiscal Years 1964, 1965 and 1966 

f; 

1966 Type of Disposition 1964 1965 

All defendants disposed of .•..•. 33,381 33 718 31, 975 

PERCENT 

Convicted ........................ 87.4 85.3 85.4 

Plead guilty or nolo 
contendere ....••.•.•.•..•..• 78.7 76.9 75.5 

convicted by court ....•..•.... 2.8 2.8 3.3 

Convicted by JUry ••••••••••••• 5.9 5.6 6.6 

Not convicted .••.•...•.•...•• ·.· 12.6 14.7 14.6 

Dismissed .................... t'I 8.8 11.2 11. 2 

Acquitted by court ............ 1.7 1.4 1.2 

Acquitted by Jury ............. 2.1 2.1 2.2 

.. ; 6 " - _. 

.. 

.. 

. () 

There were 24,127 defendants convicte1j by plea of 
guilty or no16 contendere, fewer by 7 percent than the 
25,923 convicted. on a plea in 1965. Convictions by trial 
increased to 1,066, or 11 percent over the 961 in 1965, and 
convictions by jury numbered 2,121 ~n 1966, an increase of 
13 percent over the 1,873 jury convj,ctions in 1965. 

. Dismissals dropped by 6 percent compared to 1965. 
However, by excluding criminal cases remanded to state 
courts for both years, the dismissals would have numbered 
2,887 in 1965 cand 3,370 for 1966, a 17 percent increase 
1n such dispositions. Chart 1 shows for 1966 the proportion 
of defendants c',onvicted and not convicted by type of disposi­
tion. Figure B shows the percentage distribu~ion by type of 
disposition tor each year 1964, 1965, and 1966. 

~ndants who l/iere tried 

About 13 p4~rcent of the criminal defendants were disposed 
of a:f'ter either a court (non-jury) or jury trial. An analysis 
of TI:1b1es 2 and 3 show that over-all the proportion of convic­
tlonj:J for those defendants who wel"e tried increased ln 1966 
when. compared tC) the two previous years. Most of the increase 
occwrred among defendants tried by the court (non-jury) where ~ 
73 percent so tI'ied were convicted in 1966 compared to 63 per-
cent in 1964. 'lille percentage of defendants convicted after 
a jury trial dro,pped slightly during the three-year period. 

The acquittals by trial as shown in Table 3 indicate 
that durlng the three-year period there was more likelihood 
of acquittal by jury t~ial 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 aequittals resulted\\~han in 1964 • 
In 1966 court tr:1als where acquittal res~ ted dropped 
29 percent below such trials in 19p4 - 391{ defendants 
acquitted after· l:1 court; trial in 1966 c.QlJJpared to 559 in 1964. 

Although 13 percent of the defendants disposed ofln 
1966 were tried by ~1ther a court or jury, the proportion Qf 
trlals.varied depending upon the crlme charged, from a loW of 
2 percent for the 3,110 defendants charged with violating 
immigration laws J, to a high of 35 percent for the 181 defen­
dant.s charged ,,,i1;h sex offenses. ::As shown in Table 4 other 
offense groups ln which there was a proportionately high use 
of trials were assault and homicide, 33 percent; narcotic drug 
law Violations, ~~6 percent, and robbery with the same percentage • 
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Disposition 

TOTAL 

Number •••••••••• 
Percent ••••••••• 

ACQUITTED 

Number •••••••••• 
Percent •••• $ •••• 

CONVICTED 

Nwnber ••• " ....... 
Percent ••••••••• 
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I 
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Table 3 

United States Distr~ct 'Courts 

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

Fiscal Year 1964 Fiscal Year 1965 Fiscal Year 1966 
Total By Total c~t I By .1UI7 

Total c~t I tried court By jury tried tried By .1u;'Y 

4,172 1,501 2,671 4,006 1,424 2,582 4,278 1,463 2,815 
100.0 36.0 64.0 100.0 35.5 64.5 ' 100.0 34.2 65.8 

1,275 559 716 1,172 463 709 1,091 3~:4 691:· 
100.0 43.8 56.2 100.0 39.5 60.5 100.0 63.6 

2,897 942 1~955 2,834 961 1~873 3i 187 1,066 2,,121 
100.0 32.5 7.5 100.0 33.9 6.1 100.0 33.4 66.6 
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87 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 
.. 

l':' 

DEFENDANTS CONVICTED AND NOT CONVICTED 

FISCAL YEAR 1966 

NOT CONVICTED 

CONVICTED 

" 

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 

OFFENSE CLASS 

Special Offenses: (: 

Immigration .laws •• 0 ••••••••••• 0 

Wagering tax violations •••••••• 
Federal regulatory sta'tutes •• ' •• 

TOTAL LESS ABOVE ••••••••••• 

CL.ASS I 

Fraud - Group A ••••• a" ••• a 0 0 •••• 

Embezzlement' 
Obscene mail 

CLASS II 

•••••••••••••••• 00. 

Income tax fraud ••••••••••••• 0. 

Other £raud •••••••••••••••••••• 

CLASS III 

Liquor, Internal Revenue ••••••• 

CLASS IV 

Theft .00 •••••••• 0 •••••••••• 0 ••• 

Postal fraud ••••••••• 0 ••••••••• 

Forgery 

CLASS V 

Border registration, addicts ••• 
AssauJ.t and homicide ••••••••••• 
Miscellaneous general 

offenses .o ••••• o •••••• o~ •• o •• 

,CLASS VI 

Total 
defendants 
disposed or 

31,975 

3,110 
807 

*3,386 

24,672 

491 
1,253 

173 

679 
624 

4,003 

2,558 
566 

2,157 

198 
320 

1,020 

Counterfeiting ............. _ .•• 00 11 381 
309 Burglary ••••••••••••• 8 •••• U •• oo 

Interstate transportation of 
stolen p~operty ••••••••• o.o~o 

Marihuana ~.~ ••• o.~) •• '.o ••••• o •••• 

National defense laws •••••••••• 
Sex offenses ~ •••••• o ••••• o ••••• 

.CLASS VII 

Auto theft 

.CLASS VIII 

Narcotics ••••• 0.,.; •• 0 ••••• 0 ••••• 

Robbery ••••• ~ •••••• o ••••• o ••• o. 

1,081 
746 
624 
181 

5,381 

1,279 
648 

Defendants 
tried 

Number I Percent 

4,278 

59 
118 
273 

3,828 

81 
84 
20 

101 
125 

638 

374 
142 
174 

26 
104 

258 

9S 
52 

123 
114 
135 

64 

617 

334 
167 

13.4 

1.9 
14.6 
8.1 

16.5 
6.7 
11~5 

14 • .'} 
20.0 

15.9 

14.6 
25.1 
8.1 

13.1 
32.5 

25.3 

24.9 
16.8 

11.4 
15.3 
;21.6 
35.3 

11.5 

26.1 
25.8 

Tried by court 

Number I Percent 

1,463 

23 
50 

112 

1,278 

26 
25 
12 

27 
33 

235 

140 
30 
66 

10 
32 

84 

22 
21 

23 
24 
89 
16 

210 

121 
32 

4.6 

0.7 
6.2 
3.3 

5.2 

5.3 
2.0 
6.9 

4.0 
5.3 

5.9 

5.5 
5.3 
3·rl 

5.0 
10.0 

8.2 

5.8 
6.8 

2.1 
3.2 

14.2 
8.8 

3.9 

9.5 
4.9 

Tried by jury 

Number I Percent 

2,815 8.8 

36 1.2 
68 8.4 

161 4.8 

2,550 10.3 

5511.2 
59 4.7 

8 4.6 

74 10.9 
92 14.7 

403 10.0 

234 9.1 
112 19.8 
108 5.0 

16 8.1 
72 22.5 

174 17.1 

73 
31 

100 
90 
46\' 
48 

407 

213 
135 

19.1 
10.0 

9.3 
12.1 
7.4 

26.5 

7.6 

16.6 
20~9 

* Incl~des 200 oefendants disposed of whose cases were remanded to State and local courts. 
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Table 5 

87 Un~ted states District courts 

-- f T ial Fiscal Ye;:;t 1966 
conv~cted by Offense class and Type 0 r, -

Defendants ~ 

Defendants tried Tried by court Tried by jury 

convicted Convicted convicted 

\ 

Per-
Number cent Total I 

Per­
Number cent Total I Per­

Number cent 

OFFENSE CLASS Total 

72.9 
4,278 3,187 74.5 1,463 1,066 2,815 2,121 75.3 

TOTAL •••••••••••••••••••• --,-
SPECIAL OFFENSES: 

Immigration laws· ••••• 0 •• •••• 

Wagering tax violations ••••• 
Federal regulatory statutes • 

TOTAL LESS ABOVE ••••••••• 

CLASS I 

Fraud - Group A •••••••• ••••• 
Emheziiement ••••••••••••• 0 •• 

Ob.scenemail ••• 0 ••• •• a _ ••••• 

CLASS II 

Income tax fraud •••••••••••• 
Other fraud •••••••••••••• 0 •• 

CLASS III 

Liquor, Internal Revenue •••• 

CLASS TV 

Theft .00 •••• 0 •••••••• 0 •••••• 

posta1 fraud •• 0 ••••••••• 0 ••• 

Forgery 0 •••• 00 •••••••••••••• 

CLASS V 

Border registration, addicts. 
Assault and homicide •••••••• 
Miscellaneous general 

offenses •••••••••••••••• 0. 

cLASS VI 

Counterfeiting ••••••••• ~ •••• 
Burglary ••••••••••••• 0 •• 0 •• 

0 

Interstate transportation of 
stolen property ••••••• •••• 

Marihuana •••••••• 0 ••••••• 
0 
•• 

National defense laws ••••••• 
Sax offenses •••••••• 0 •••• ••• 

CLASS VII 

Auto theft ••••••••••• 0 •••• •• 

CLASS VIII 

59 42 71.2 
81.4 
63.4 

118 96 
273 173 

3,828 2,876 75.1 

81 
84 
20 

101 
125 

638 

374 
142 
174 

26 
104 

258 

95 
52 

123 
114 
135 

64 

44 54.3 
58 69.0 
15 -

75 74~3 
65 52.0 

449 70.4 

263 70.3 
97 68.3 

142 81.6 

17 65.4 
81 77.9 

192 74.4 

62 65.3 
42 80.8 

92 74.8 
93 81.6 

113 83.7 
44 68.8 

617 491 79.6 

334 295 88.3 

23 
50 

112 

1,278 

26 
25 
12 

27 
33 

235 

140 
30 
66 

10 
32 

84 

22 
21 

23 
24 
89 
16 

15 
42 
85 

924 

15 
21 

9 

19 
16 

163 

102 
14 
54 

6 
27 

52 

8 
16 

12 
13 
77 

8 

134. 0 
75.9 

72.3 

57.7 

70.4 
48.5 

69.4 

72.9 
46.7 
81.8 

84.4 

61.9 

86.5 

210 168 80.0 

121 100 82.6 
Narcotics •••••••••••••••• 0 •• 

Robbery 0 ••••••••• 0 •• 00 •••••• 

167 146 87.4 32 24 75.0 

NOTE: 
Percent not computed where base is 25 or less. 

'- 10 -

36 27 _ 75.0 
68 54 79.4 

161 88 54.7 

2,550 1,952 76.5 

55 
59 

8 

74 
92 

403 

234 
112 
108 

16 
72 

174 

73 
31 

100 
90 
46 
48 

29 
37 

6 

56 
49 

286 

161 
83 
88 

11 
54 

140 

54 
26 

80 
80 
36 
36 

52.7 
62.7 

75.7 
53.3 

71.0 

68.8 
74.1 
81.5 

75.0 

80.5 

74.0 
83.9 

80.0 
88.9 
78.3 
75.0 

407 323 79.4 

-"'\, 
213 195 91.? 
135 122 90.4 

,-,-,-,--------------:--
- , . 

. - , 
f I ~ 

() 

, I 
J i 

, , -

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 violations 
of the national defense laws (mostly the Selective Service 
laws) • 

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

_ tionately higher use of jury trials. The highest use of 
jury trials was recorded for defendants in sex offense 
cases (27 percent) followe4 closely by those charged with 
assault and homicide, (23 percent) and robbery (21 percent) 
and counterfeiting, (19 percent). One--half of the jury 
trials involved defendants charged with five groups of 
offenses: liquor 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 court 
or a jury, 75 percent were convicted. This was higher 
than the 71 percent c,onvicted by trial in 1965. The lowest 

, proportion of convictions occurred in the cases of defendants 
charged with fraud, excluding income tax and postal fraud. 
This is in contrast to the al~1st 9 out of 10 convictions 
of defendants charged with narcotics law violations 
or robbery. 

Convictions after a court trial, where there was . 
a sufficient number of trials for cpmputation purposes, 
ranged from 5 out of 10 for the "ot;her" fraud and postal 
fraud group to almost 9 out of 10 :L'or 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 institutions a'nd statutes relating to Federal 
benefits to 9 out of 10 for defendants charged with 
narcotics violations or robbery. 

It is to be noted that defendants charged with narcotiCS, 
robbery, postal fraud or income tax fraud had a compara­
tively higher conviction rate, following trial by a jury 
than trial by the court. On the other hand, the conviction 
rate for violators of Federal regulatory statutes was 
proportionately higher for defendants tried by court than 
those tried by the jur,y. (Table 5). 
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Table 6, 

B7 United states District c~urts 

Offense Class and For those Convicted, How Convicted, Fiscal Year 1966 

Table 7 

B7 United States District Courts 
Convicted Defendants by Offense Class' and Type Of Plea, Fiscal Year 1966 

! 

I 
! 
! 

Percent 
Initial plea 

Defendants Initial not guilty, Plea of 
dis osed of plea unchanqed chanqed to guilty 

Convicted II Nolo I Nolo Convicted or nolo Court 
.1 Per- conten- conten- bv canten'" or 

OFFENSE CLASS Total Nwnber cent Guilty dere Guilty dere Court I Jury dere jury 

TOTAL ••••••••••••••••••••• 31,975 27,314 B5.4 IB,30B 601 4,726 492 1,066 2,121 B8.3 11.7 

SPECIAL OFFENSES 

Immigration laws ............. 3,110 3,033 97.5 2,B31 6 151 3 15 27 9B.6 1.4 
Wagering tax violations ...... 807 676 83.8 207 17 321, 35 42 54 B5.B 14.2 
Federal Regulatory statutes .. 3,386 2,676 79.0 1,596 255 45(1 202 85 66 93.5 6.5 

TOTAL LESS ABOVE •••••••••• 24,672 20,929 64.6 13,674 323 '3,604 252 924 1,9,52 66.3 13.7 

CLASS I 

Fraud - Group A •••••••••••••• 491 355 72.3 160 19 93 19 15 29 67.6 12.4 
Embezzlement ................. 1,253 1,146 91.6 65B 32 169 11 21 37 94.9 5.1 

o 

"" 
~r,1 

:Initial pl"a 
Initial plea not guilty, 

unchanged changed to Convicted bY Percent 

Total Nolo Nolo ·1_;:;;' convicted conten- conten- :Initial plea Changed bY court 
Offense class defendant. Guiity dare Guil~ dere Court Jury unchanged plea· or jury 

TOTAL ......... ' ............... 27,314 16,306 601 4,726 492 1,066 2,121 69.2 19.1 11.7 
, 

SPECIAL OFFENSES ................. 6,365 4,634 276 922 240 142 169 76.9 16.2 4.9 

lnunigra'tion laws ...... : .......... 3,033 2,631 6 151 3 15 27 93.5 5,1 1.4 
Wagering tax violations ,.,.,. .... ,.,. ,. 676 207 17 321 35 /-'2..., 54 33.1 52.7 14.2 
Federal regulatory statutes .... 2,676 1,596 25~ 450 202 ._" B6 69.2 24.3 6.5 

TOTAL LESS ABOVE ,.,.,.,. .. ,.,.,.,.,.,. .... 20,929 13,674 323 3,804 252 924 1,952 66.9 19.4 13.7 

Class I ............................ 1,632 1,116 54 306 35 45 72 71.6 21.0 7.2 

Fraud - Group A 355 160 19 93 19 15 29 56.1 31.5 
}' 

12.4 ................ 
Embezzlement ................... 1,148 658 32 IB9 11 21 37 77.5 17.4 5.1 
Obscene mail . .................. 129 60 3 26 5 9 6 64.4 24.0 11.6 

I 
$ 

f .' j 
! 

! ! 

II 
II 

I' 
I! 

II 
11 

j 1 
i, 

t 
Obscene mail ................. 173 129 74.6 60 3 26 5 9 6 6B.4 11.6 

Class :n .......................... 997 409 63 264 Bl 35 105 49.4 36.6 14.0 
I 
\ , , 

C~S II 

Income tax fraud .......................... 679 593 67.3 201 67 162 66 19 56 67.4 '12.6 
other fraud •••••••••••••••••• 624 404 64.7 206 16 102 13 16 49 63.9 16.1 

CLASS III 

Liquor, Internal Revenue ..... 4,003 3,406 65.1 2,263 49 597 2B 163 266 86.B 13.2 

CLASS IV 

Theft ......................... 2,556 2,223 66.9 1,537 26 360 17 102 161 66.2 11.6 
Postal fraud ••••••••••••••••• 566 365 66.0 133 6 131 IB 14 63 74.6 25.2 
Forgery •••••••••••••••••••••• 2,157 l,95B 90.6 1,432 16 352 16 54 66 92.7 7.3 

.. , 

I) 

Income tax fraud ,.,.,.,.,. .. ,. ~,.,.,.,.,.,.,. 593 201 67 182- 68 19 56 45.2 42.2 12.6 
Other fraud ,.,. .... ,.,.,.,.,. .. ,.,.,. .. ,.,.,.,. .. ,. 404 206 16 102 13 16 49 55.4 2B.5 16.1 

" 
CIMS II:I 

... 

Liquor, Internal Revenue ... "' .... 3,406 2,263 49 597 28 163 266 6B.S, IB.3 13.2 

Class IV .......................... .4,566 3,102 46 663 51 170 332 69.0 20.0 11.0 

Theft ,.,. .... ,. .. ,. .. ,.,.,. .. ,.,.,.,.,. .. ,. .... ,.,.,.,. ,. n 2,223 1,537' 26 360 17 102 161 70.3 17.9 11.B 
Postal fraud .................... 365 133 6 131 16 ,14 B3 36.1 3B.7 25.2 
Forgery ,. .. ,.,.,. ........ ,..,.,.,.,.,.,.,. .... ,. ...... 1,958 1,432 16 352 16 ?4 66 73.9 16.B 7.3 

Class V ............................ 1,156 SSG 15 234 23 B5 205 52.8. 22.2 25.0 

Border registration, addicts ... 172 124 1 30 - 6 11 72.7 17.4 9.9 
Assault and homicide . .......... 254 121 4 41 7 27 54 49.2 18.!) 31.9 
Miscellaneous general offenses . 732 351 1.0 163 1.6 52 140 49.3 24.5 26.2 

Class VI 
~ 

2,696 ............................ 1,665 22 552 13 134 312 62.5 21.0 16.5 

II [ ~ ~ 
!l 
11 

t I 
I) 

! I 
~ 

CLASS V 

Border registration, addicts . 196 172 %.9 124 1 I 31l - 6 11 90.1 9.9 
Assault and homicide ......... 320 254 79.4 121 4 41 7 27 54 66.1 31.9 
Miscellaneous general offenses 1,020 733 71.6 351 10 163 16 S2 140 73.6 26.2 

Counterfeiting 
c' 

295 124 107 2 6 54 42.0 .................................. I) - 37.0 2l.0 
Burglary ............................................ 264 166 1 34 1 16 26 70.B 13.3 15.9 
Interstate transportation of 

stolen property . ............. 906 657 10 142 5 12 60 73.6 16.2 10.2 
Marihuana .. .......................................... 650 372 4 180 1 13 60 57.9 27.B 14.3 
National defense laws .......... 457 260 5 55 4 77 36 62.4 12.9 24.7 
Sex. offenses ................... 126 46 2 34 - B 36 38.1 27.0 34.9 

t 

\ , 
t 
t 
1 
I 
! 

CLASS VI 

Counterfeiting ••••••••••••••• 361 295 77.4 124 - 107 2 B 54 79.0 21.0 
Burglary ••••••••••••••••••••• 309 264 B5.4 166 1 34 1 16 26 B4.1 15.9 
Interstate transportation of 

stolen property •••••••••••• 1,061 906 B3.6 657 10 142 5 12 60 69.6 10.2 
Marihuana •.•••••••.••••.••.•• 746 650 B7.1 372 4 160 1 13 BO B5.7 14.3 
National defense laws ........ 624 457 73.2 2BO 5 55 4 77 36 75.3 24.7 
Sex offenses ................. , 161 126 69.6 46 2 34 - B 36 65.1 34.9 

Class VII 

Auto theft .............. , ....... 4,643 3,762 46 509 13 166 323 79.1 10.B 10.1 
,~-

Class VIII .............................................. 1,629 719 4 457 8 124 317 44.4 2B.5 27.1 

Narcotics .... , ................................. ! .. 1,052 432 3 315 7 100 1,95 41.4 30.6 26.0 
Robbery .............................................. 577 267 1. 142 1 24 122 49.9 24.B 25.3 

, 

I ! I 
r i 
! ! 

II , 
CLASS VII 

Auto theft ••••••••••••••••••• 5,361 4,643 90.0 3,762 46 509 13 166 323 B9.9 10.1 

':::!/ 

i 
1 
~ , 
t 
J 

CLASS VIII 

Narcotics .................... 1,279 1,052 82.3 432 3 315 7 100 195 72.0 26.0 
Robbery •••••••••••••••••••••• 646 S77 89.0 267 1 142 1 24 122 74.7 25.3 

, , 
'I 
I 
d 

! , 
I 
l 

~ 
! , 

12 , 

;"1 
13 ! 
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Disposition by Ofre~ 

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 is, on an initial plea of guilty or nolo 
contendere, change of plea following an initial plea of 
not guilty or conviction by court or jury trial. Over­
all 85.4 percent of the defendants disposed ot were 
convicted in 1966, almost identical to the percentage 
figure in 1965. Pleas of guilty or nolo contendere 
entered at the time of arraignment accounted for 69 
percent of the convictlons in 1966 compared to 73 per­
cent in 1965. The drop in guilty pleas at arraignment 
was offset by an increase in changes of plea from not 
guilty to guilty or nolo contendere, which in 1966 com­
prised 19 percent of the convictions contrasted to 17 
percent in 1965. 

In 1966 about 12 percent of all defendants convicted 
were convicted after a court or jur,y trial. (The 1965 
rate was 10 percent.) 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 
4, defendants 1n this latter group went to trial more 
often than those in any other offense group. 

As shown in Table 7, it will be noted that 94 out 
of every 100 immigration law violators pleaded guilty 
at a:rraignment. The next highest group were those charged 
with interstate 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 
~or wagering tax Violators, 33 out of 100,; followed by 
defendants in postal fraud cases, 36 out of 100,; and 
sex offenders, 38 out of 100. 

About half of those convicted of wagering tax vio­
lat:Lons changed their plea from not guilty to guilty or 
nol() contendere before trial commenced. Income tax 
violators changed their plea 42 percent of the time. 
The:re were proportionately few changes of plea by immi­
gra'cion law violators (5 percent); auto thieves (11 
pereent),; violators of national defense laws, 13 percent,; 
and burglars, 13 percent. 
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Offonce Clcs" 

Ta~l 

defendant:a 

~ablo f:I. B1 United Btl!lto! Diotrict CourtD 

Cr!mitlll.l Dofondlllnto Diapoaod of .Showing luuJignod 
Counaol by Offense, 

fiecnl Years 1911!l, ond 196tl 

Piscal Yeflr 1965. 

Diamiolled Acquitted Convicted 
Total 

dafendllnta 

Piilca1 Yell:: 1966 

DimnLasad Acquitted Convictod 

'l'utal 
l'etcorit l/porcent ./percent /:porcont 
Qoa~gned eaDignod QSDi9t1ed UDltplod 
C'ollnnel Total counsol Totel col.lnool '1'otal counDal ,unsigned uoiqned aaDigned alll11gnod 

Total counoel Tobsl counsel 'l'otlll.J: counael. Totel counael 

Percent ,Iparcant : I Percent j:P9rccnt 

'l'OTAL ••••••••••••••••••••••• r'=3.=71=. r=3.=3.;;.0 f3;;. 7;;;; •• ~1;;6·;;·f1~.,~72~;,:27.;;;.S~~2.~. 7S~7~JS~.4~,;;]1;; •• ~7S~3~6.;,,7 ~3;;.S7~0~2~2.:;,. +1;!.0~.,~~31;;.]=+2~7 .;;31~4 ~].~. 7~ 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 

Xmmiqration lava ." ••••••••••••• .3, .352 !S.8 55 20.0 

wagering tax vio1fttiona ........ . 936 4.1 109 1.8 

Feder!!l rfJgu1atory statuto ••••• .3,775 5.4 1,041 1.1 

Prllud - Group A ................ . 675 26.2 120 15.0 

Embezzlement ••••••••••••••••••• li2BO 2!h8 52 11.5 

Obscone rnail .................... . 270 20.4 51 17.& 

IncOllle tax fraud ................ . 688 10.6 66 1.5 

Other fraud ....................... . 673 26.0 134 14.2 

Liquor, .Internal Rovenuo •••• _ •• 4,631 21.1 407 15.5 

'I11cft .................. :> •••••••• 2,5B5 44.1 227 33.9 

Poatal fraud ................. _ ••• 570 21.9 121 8.3 

Forgery •••••••••••••••••••••••• 2,339 50.1 IDS 29.2 

Border rogiatration, addicts •••• 189 50.8 16 

ASOAult: and hOl!licida ........... . 285 45.6 3~ 2B.2 

.HiacollaneouD general offensos •• 97~ 31.6 214 15.0 

Countorfeiting ................. . 333 29.4 35 28.6 

Burglary ........................ . 326 58.6 20 
Intorstato trrmaportation of 

stolon proporty .............. .. l,ll3 43.1 152 21.1 

MarihulllUl ...................... . 523 38.4 37 35.1 

National dofanao laliO •••••••••• 457 37.9 117 25.6 

Sax oflenaoa ....................... . 163 38.0 23 

12 3,295 15.8 3,110 21.7 60 30.0 

28 10.7 799 4,1 B07 5.1 109 1.3.8 

183 6.6 2,551 6.9 3,396 0.4 610 4.4 

40 12.5 SIS 29.9 491 27.5 99 15.2 

29 6.9 1,207 26 .. 0 1,253 28.5 79 22.8 

48 25.0 

SO 16.0 

217 20.1 173 24.9 39 28.2 

574 10.5 

499 30.3 

579 7.4 60 6.7 

624 27.7 160 13.1 

225 26.2 3,999 21.4 4,1)03 22.9 408 17.6 

102 33.3 2,256 45.7 2,558 47.0 224 32.6 

31 12.9 418 26 .. 6 566 23.3 U6 12.5 

37 56.8 2.117 Sl.9 2.157 54.3 167 34.1 

16!:' 51.5 199 59.6 17 
32 2l..9 214 52.3 320 56.3 4l 53.5 

57 19.3 705 31.6 1,020 35.6 222 17.1 

24 274 30.3 381 32.5 53 17.0 

297 £2.0 309 64.1 35 28.6 

23 938 41.7 1,081 47 .. 5 144 20 .. 0 

16 470 38.3 746 44.1 75 41.3 

12 329 42.7 624 38.0 145 22.1 

22 119 41.5 101 48.6 35 40.Q 

Auto theft ..................... . 5,488 61.5 326 43.3 121 (j5.3 5,041 62.6 5,391 63.2 412 46.1 

NarcoticlI ........................ l.~366 43.9 204 25.5 
46 37.0 1,116 47.5 1,279 45.7 lB8 31 .. 9 

19 660 57.9 648 61.1 50 42.0 
Robbery........................ 717 56.6 38 42.1 
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17 3,033 21.5 

22- 676 3_6 

100 12.0 2,676 9.2 

37 0 .. 1 lS5 33.0 

26 .3.8 1,148 29.4 

129 23.3 

Z6 3.0 593 1.6 

60 20.0 404 34.7 

1B9 26.5 3,406 23.3 

III 28 .. 8 2,223 49.3 

45 11.8 38S 27.8 

32 50.0 1,958 56.1 

2] 

66 21.2 

33 33.3 

10 

31 38.7 

21 
22 

20 

172 59.9 

254 57.1 

7,32 43.9 

295 35.3 

264 10.1 

906 52.0 

6S0 44.2 

457 44.0 

126 54.0 

126 71.4 4,843 64.5 

39 41.0 1,052 48.3 

21 577 63.4 

\ 

, 
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Figure C - Assignrilent ot: 
1964,! 1965 

Counsel, 
and 1966 

Fiscal Years 

Total 
defendants Dismissed Acguitted Convicted 

Percent Percent Percent Percent Fiscal assigned assigned assigned assigned year Total counsel Total counsel Total counsel Total .£punsel 

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 0 7 3,,570 22.9 1,091 31.3 27,,314 38.7 

* Fbr years 1959 to 1963 total defendants and percent aSSigned counsel 
were: 1959" 34,,393 - 25.8~; 1960, 33,803 -,26.~; 1961" 34,,008 _ 
29.4~; 1902, 33,110 - 31.3~; and 1963" 34,845 - 31.6~. 
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Number of 
defendants 

CHART 2 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS"*' 

CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF 

SHOWING ASSIGNED COUNSEL 

FISCAL YEARS 1965 and 1966 

25JOOOr-------------~~------------~------------~----------____ ~ 
1965 1966 

Private counsel 
or waived counsel 

Total Dismissed Acquitted Convicted 

I ./ Court assign ed 
'----' ......... --t co un se I 

NOTE: Excludes District of Columbia and territorial courts. 

Source: Administrative Office of the United States Courts 
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Assigned Counsel 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 ~965 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 Crlminal Justice.· Act of 1964, 
which provides for compensation to counsel. 

T:::.e proportion of ~signed counsel increased to 
37 percent in 1966, 4 percentage pOints more than the 
33 percent shown for 1965. The proJ)ortion of defendants 
for whom counsel was assigned in 1966 whose cases were 
dismissed or the defendants were acquitted were 23 and 
31 percent,respectively. This was an increase over 
fiscal year 1965 when 17 percent of those who had their 
cases dismissed had assigned oounsel 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 35 percent assigned counsel among defendants convicted 
in 1965 .. 

Chart 2 illustrates the number of defendants disposed 
of who obtained their own couns~l or had counse~ assigned 
by the court. f.1 

For those convicted in 1966 who were represented by 
court appointed counsel, all offense groups except two 
experienced an increase in assigned c~u.~sel. (Wagering 
tax and income tax v'1olators showed a slight decrease in 
assigned counsel.) 

There was a substantial increase in the assignment 
of counsel for deferldants charged with sex offens~s -
49 percent 1nlg66 compared to 38 percent/i:n 1965. 
Defendants charged with assault and homicide also showed 
an increase in 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 assigned counsel by ty.pe ofdisposlt1on. 
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2. Types of Sente~ces 

t '-he various In the introductory section of t~~: ~i~~d ~tates 
sentencing alter~atives available t~ t f rm The three 
district courts were presented in c r,. 0 the chart 
general forms of sentences, aari~~~~ate~l!~ ava11able'to 
are imprisonment, pro~a!i~~~~tives ;herebY imprisonment, 
theb~~~~s ~~ef~~:e~y be used in various combinatidon~. 
pro , i tended to supplement the chart an 0 
What ~ollQWS is n of the gl~oupings according 
provi~e a better understandinging in the statistical analysis. to sta.·~utory procedures appear 

F1rst, in broad perspecttv:, the~d:~:lt~~::ni~e~~fn­
statutory sentenci~ p~o~~e~eg~r~~tions Act, and the regular 
quency Act'd

the 
Fe ~~: Federal Juvenile Delinquency A~t may be 

adult proce ures. t j veniles who elect to be handled under 
used 1n the cases 0 u, h onsent of the Attorney 
this proce~ure,Ue~~i~~l~oW~;~c;e~e~ against must have been 
General. ~he jr 18 t the time the offense was committed. 
under the age.o n a~ed on probation, or sentenced to confine­
Persons WhotwhereF d·1ral Juvenile Delin~uenc~' Act are shown ment under e e e 
separately in this reportc 

The Youth Corrections Act ma~ ~6 US;~eb~8:h~fc~~tY~~th 
sentencing youths under the a~e 0 th • the court;. Usually 
Cor~ections Act is discr~ti~n~~r:icommitted under the provisions 
youths sentenced und~~ ~ e CCd~ Section 5010(b) for a period of 
ot Title 18, United a _ es 0 (" b f~llowed by supervision in 
up to four years imprisonm~~!nt~wOeyears. In this report persons 
the commur!ity ror no ess ded as having a maximum sentence 
sentenced in this way are regar, " committed under 
of four years imprisonment. Becau~~e p~~~~~ States Board ot 
this procedure may be r~le~::di~YYOuth Corrections Act cases 
Parole at any timed' ~en ~n te A few sentences unlier the 
are regarded as 1n e erm na. d th provisions of 

~~~~~O~05~~~r!}~W~~~ha~~t~~~~~o~e:!~~~~~;~np~~C~d~: of 
;~~~i~~::~; ~~:rt~:g~n:~itution on parole at ans' time. 

Adults sentenced under the regular ~~~~~:ls:~~;~~~~ngy 
statutes comprise the largest group ore~e sentences include 
the United States dist~ict c~~~t~ts ;~rious types of sub-groups; 
imprisonment and proba on W tence delayed probation and 
immediate probation, sPlitisen Aduits who are imprisoned are 
probation without superv s onhiCh indicate when they will further divided into groups w 
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subsequently be eligible for release .from imprisonment. Most 
sentences to imprisonment can be described as regular. The 
sentence is definite and the prisoner will be eligible for 
release into th~ ~ommunity by the United States Board or 
Parole after serv1ng one-third of the sentence imposed, or 
upon mandatory release under the provisions of the "good time" 
statutes. (There are always a few persons Who because of 
their institutional conduct serve the entire sentence without 
parole supervision or mandatory release.) 

The imprisonment group also includes adults sentenced 
under the indeterminate provisions of Title 18, United. States 
Code, Section 4208(a)(1) where the court may set a minimum 
term of not more than one-third the maximum allowable sentence 
with eligibility for parole at any time thereafter, or under 
28 U.S.C. 4208(a)(2) whereby the court may set a maximum 
term and no minimum. When a minimum term is set by the court, 
the United States Boa~ of Parole may cons1der release on 
parole when the minimum period expires; where the court does 
not set the minimum, the Board of Parole may conSider release 
on parole at any time. In this report both types of sentences 
are referred to as indeterminate, along with the Youth Correc­
tions Act ,sentences discussed above. 

Another category of sentences involving imprisonment 
are those referred to as mixed sentences

o 
Defendants so 

sentenced have not only a term of imprisonment to complete, 
but also a term of probation following completion of the term 
of imprisonment or any portion of the term which is served 
under supe~/ision in the community after parole

o 
It is not 

unusual for these persons to complete a portion of their 
first term in confinement followed by a period of parole which 
is then followed by a term of probation. 

The four classi.fications used to describe types of pro­
bation result from procedures used by the court in carr.ying 
out the probation statute, Title '18, United States Code, 
Section 36510 When the court places the defendant on proba­
tion without any intervening imprisonment or delay, the 
classification of immediate probation is used. When the 
court combines a term of imprisonment not to exceed six 
months with a probation term of up to 5 years, "split s~mtence" 
is used to describe such sentences. 

Delayed probation refer~ to thos& Situations where 
persons are serving previous federal or state sentences and 
must therefore be given a postponement before they can begin 
serving their new probation term. This type of sentence is 
similar to a mixed sentence, except that the probation term 
imposed usually arises out of a se~rate and completely 
unconnected conViction. In a few instances a parole or 
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FIGURE D - Type of Sentence Imposed, 1963, 1964, 1965 and 1966 

Sex and Sentence Type 
of convicted Defendants 

TOTAL •••••• 0 ••••••••••• tt 

Male ... 8 ••••••••••••••• 

Ferna Ie ••••••• ' ••••••••• 
Corporation ••••••••••• 

Percent ••• 0 ••••••••••••• 

Male •••••••••••••••••• 
Female •••• 0 ••••••••••• 

Corporation .0 ........ . 

1963 

29,803 

26,914 
2,086 

803 

100.0 

90.3 
7.0 
2.7 

TOTAL SENTENCE TYPE ••••• 29,803 

F.J .D.A., only ., ......... . 
Imprisonment 
Probation •••••••••••• 0 

Other ••••••••••••••••• 

All other except F.J.D.A. 

Imprisonment •••••••••••• 

Regular ••• ~ •• o •••••••• 

Indeterminate ••••••••• 
Mixed sentence •••••••• 
Youth Corrections Act • 

Immediate ••• 0 ••••••• 00 

Split sentence •••••••• 
Delayed •••• QQ ••••••••• 

No supervision •••••••• 

Fine only •••• Q ••••••••• a 

Suspended sentence and 
other disposition* ••• o.o 

1,200 

589 
594 

17 

28,603 

11,882 

9,093 
1,303 

357 
1,129 

12,621 

10,694 
1,168 

378 
381 

2,84,7 

1,253 

1964 

29,170 

26,228 
2,080 

862 

100.0 

89.9 
7.1 
3.0 

1965 

28,757 

25,974 
1,957 

826 

100.0 

1966 

27,314 

24,528 
1,975 

811 

100.0 

89.8 
7.2 
3.0 

29,170 28,757 27,314 

1,188 

562 
609 

17 

27.982 

11,596 

8,695 
1,500 

378 
1,023 

12,140 

9,820 
1,115 

604 
601 

2,689 

1,557 

1,143 

568 
575 

27,614 

11,833 

8,659 
1,784 

323 
1,067 

11,486 

9,189 
1,267 

508 
522 

2,477 

1,818 

1,060 

510 
550 

26,254 

11,389 

8,373 
1,722 

288 
1,006 

11,099 

8,652 
1,383 

446 
618 

2,356 

1,410 

Percent 
change 

1966 
over 
1963 

- 8.4 

- 8.9 
- 5.3 

1.0 

- 8.4 

11.7 

- 13.4 
- 7.4 

- 8.2 

- 4.2 

- 7 0 9 
32.2 

- 19.3 
10.9 

- 12.1 

- 19.1 
18.4 
18.0 
62.2 

- 17.2 

*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 
betore the delayed probation can actually commenceo 

Individuals placed on probation ~'ith no 8tl."'Pervision 
have been so designated. The "fine only" group is limited 
to those persons who receive a tine, 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~ lIal1 other" refers to suspended sentences and 
to sentences ot' imprisonment or probation ot tour days or 
less. "All other" also includes fines which were remitted 
or BUBpended~ an4 detendants for whom deportation was ordered 
following conviction. 

Sentencing Alternatives 

Figure D presents a tour-year trend in the sentences 
imposed in the United States district courtR on the basis of 
the sentencing alternatives used by the co~s. Each year 
for the last four years there has been a decline in the 
number ot detendants conVicted. The 27,314 defendants con­
victed in 1966 was 8.4 percent tewer than in 1963. Among 
the general types of sentences, the use ot imprisonment 
showed the least decline, 4 percent, compared to 12 percent 
tor probation and 17 percent tor the "tine only" group_ 
Again~ comparing th,e tour types ot 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 ot split sentences and delayed probation (18 percent) 
and a drop (19 percent) ot immediate use ot probation. 
Although the number of persons placed on probation ~ithout 
supervision is small, the volume has increased by 6~ percent 
over the four-year period. 

The number of defendants adjudicated under the Federal 
Juvenile Delinquency Act has showed a continuous tour-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 sentencing 
alternatives used by the courts during the fiscal year 1966. 
Over-all~ 44 percent of those conv1cted were imprisoned, 
43 percen,t were placed on probation, and the remainder were 
fined or received 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 ot those placed on proba-
tion was almost the ,same, 48 percent and 49 perce~t, respectively. 
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Table 9 

87 United Statcs District Courts 
Alternatives Used in tho sentencing of Convicted Defendants, by offense Class. Fiscal Year 1966 

Imprisonment Probation 

Porcent 
Adults only Adults only 

Inde-
Raq- toad - lIo lm-
ular nate Mixed Irnmo- supor- All Fine prioon- pro- All Fine 
oon- sen- aen- Total diate Delay split PJDA vision other only ment batton other only 

Offenso class Total tonCD ttmce ,_t_on_CO-,--YC_A, F:JDA:-1-.:::::t-:=L:::JC::.::.L_.i.-_-I--l---\----'----'---'--
-------+--It--i----'- 446 1,383 550 618 1,410 2,35' 43.6 42.6 5.2 8.6 

Total 
con­
victed 
dofen­
dnnts 

'TOTAL ••••••••••••• 

SPECIA.L OFFENSES ....... . 

Iremigration laWS ....... 

Wagering tax 
violations ............. . 

Fedtlra1 regUlatory 
statutes e ••• •••• ..... • 

TOTAL LESS ABOVE .... 

CLASS I .................... .. 

Fraud - Group A •••••• 

embezzlement .......... .. 

obsconemai1 ............ . 

~ .................. .. 
Income tax traud ••••• 

Other fraud ............ . 

CLASS rII - Liquor, 
Internal Revenue ...... 

cLASS rv ................ . 

Theft •••• ' ............ . 

Postal £raud ......... . 

Forqery .............. . 

CLASS V •••••••••••••• •• 

Border registration. 
addicts ............... . 

Assault and homicidC ... 

Miscellaneous general 
offenses ••• 0 ••• ••••• 

clASS VI ••••••••••••••• 

countorfeiting ........ . 

BurqlaI:Y ••••••••••••• 

Interstate transporta­
tion of stolen 
property •••••••••••• 

Marihuana .............. . 

NationaL defense lawn. 

sex offenseS ........... . 

~ - Auto theft •• 

CLASS VIIr ••••••••••••• 

Narcotics ........... '"' .. . 

Robbory .............. . 

:; I 

27,314 11.899 8,373 1,·122 288 1,006 510 11.649 8.652 

20 2 1,366 7e4 131 22 42..( 1,291 1,93 28 .. 0 21.4 20.2 
6,385 1.789 1;694 68 

30.4 

1.2 

3,033 1,510 1,4!)5 54 
286 68 54.9 155 " 1,200 37 49.8 9.4 39.6 

676 94 91 
280 220 31 29 

2,676 L85 148 14 17 BOO 496 46 14 241 

20,929 10,110 6,679 1,654 
266 1,001 508 10,283 7.868 441 1,252 528 194 

1,632 192 134 41 

355 42 33 

1,148 133 88 ~l 

129 17 13 

997 275 227 29 17 

593 160 140 10 

404 115 87 19 

3,406 1,041 843 65 119 

4,566 

2,223 

385 

1,958 

1,845 

823 

149 

873 

1,292 

595 

95 

602 

318 60 

114 12 

34 15 

170 33 

1,159 579 4;06 107 12 

172 54 28 22 

254 144 100 20 

732 380 278 65 11 

2,69B 1,635 1,148 277 27 

295 18B 116 S2 10 

264 171 82 32 

906 566 400 119 12 

650 303 218 24 

457 313 271 37 

126 94 61 13 

12 

1,629 1.379 949 325 13 

1.052 857 726 81 

577 522 223 244 

_ 1.356 1,206 117 25 

278 254 15 

978 856 99 16 

100 96 

519 443 113 13 

1 - 344 256 83 4 

1 - 235 187 30 

J it 2.289 1,849 13 377 36 14 

110 65 2,632 2,073 99 307 112 41 

51 51 1,g49 1,005 63 173 94 24 

4 U3 1':5 28 

55 13 1,070 893 33 10~ 24 14 

36 17 509 367 39 51 27 25 

III 69 26 10 

15 105 74 19 

17 293 224 12 38 12 

138 45 1,026 747 37 115 82 45 

10 106 76 22 

24 33 93 47 2. 41 

i 
31 4 330 2S9 14 44 10 

55 343 258 32 12 36 

123 93 

13 31 14 10 

616 365 1,644 983 229 144 262 26 

87 248 200 10 

41 2 193 156 

46 S5 44 
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28 

21 

300 13 .. 9 41.4 0.3 ';4.4 

89 1.602 6.9 29.9 3.3 59.9 

119 417 49.3 49 .. 1 0.6 2.0 

76 11.8 83.1 0.5 4.6 

31 11.9 78.3 1.1 8.7 

33 11.6 65.2 0.3 2.9 

12 13.2 77.5 9.3 

20 123 27.6 58.1 2.0 12.3 

85 27 .. 0 58.0 0.7 14.3 

16 38 28.5 58.1 4.0 9.4 

28 

16 

11 

15 

72 30.6 67.2 0.1 2.1 

61 40.4 

3S 31.0 

22 38.7 

4 44.6 

57.6 0.1 

60.1 0.7 

55.3 0.3 

54.6 0.6 

1.3 

1.6 

5.7 

0.2 

56 49.9 4~~O 1.3 4.8 

5 31.4 64.5 1.2 2.9 

4 56.7 41.3 0.4 1.6 

12 47 51.9 40.0 1.7 6.4 

16 21 60.6 38.0 0.6 0.8 

63.8 35.9 0.3 

64.8 

4 62.5 36.4 0.1 0.4 

_ 46.6 52.8 0.6 

16 68.5 26.9 1.1 3.5 

1 74.6 24.6 0.8 

26 B 65.4 33.9 0.5 0.2 

_ 64.7 15.2 0.1 

_ 81.5 IB.3 0.2 

_ 90.5 9.5 

, I 

; i 

" i 

" 

-, 

As noted in the introduction, by definition the proportionate 
use ot probation was highest for Class I offenses and dropped 
markedly in the Class VIII offenses • Illustratively, as per­
cent of the 1,146 embezzlers were placed on probation, whereas 
only 10 percent of the robbers received a probationary sentence. 

Of the 1,006 youths or young adult offenders committed 
under the Y~uth Corrections Act, 616 or 61 percent were 
convicted of auto theft. Th~s was the largest offense group 
sentenced under this Act. 

Among juveniles adjudicated as delinquent under the 
provisions of the Federal Juven11e Delinquency Act, 365 or 
72 percent in the auto theft category were 1mprisoned. This 
was followed by those conv1cted of theft, postal fraud, and 
forgery, which accounted for 65 or 13 percent of the juveniles 
imprlsoned. 

There seemed to be no pattern tor the use of immediate 
probation among the 11,649 persons placed on probat10n. 
However, among those receiving delayed or split sentences, 
a pattern d1d appear. Half of the offenders who received 
cielayed probation were auto th1eves. Twenty-s~v_~n percent 
of tbe "split" sentences were 1mposed on 11quo1 \aw violators 
and another 10 percent of the convicted defend' "cs who received 
spIlt sentences were auto thieves. Again, for ~ -~,en1les placed 
on probation under the Federal Juvenile Delinq\tt.;t ~.~ Act, 262 or 
48 percent had stolen motor vehicles. 

Reviewing offense classes I through VIII, it is apparent 
that the special sentencing provislons are more often used 
for the more serious of£ense classes. There were eight 
offenses where at least 20 percent of the de£endants were 
sentenced under yeA, ,FJDA, indeterminate, or split sentence 
procedures. The. eight offenses appear on the following page. 

Use of probation 

Appendix Table D 8 shows, by district, the type of 
sentences imposed on convicted defendants together with the 
actual percentage use of probation. This table excludes 
violations of immigration laws, wagering tax laws, and 
Federal regulatory acts. The table also shows the mathematical 
comparative use of probation based on the application of the 
national average use ot probation. This column in Appendix 
Table D 8 simply contrasts the proportionate use of probation 
in the respective d1stricts on the basis 01' the national 
average use for eight offense classes. This comparative 
figure tal~es only one factor into account (offense class). 
Differences among dei'endants as to age, prior criminal record, 
or any other factor used by the court when imposing a sentence 
are not taken into conSideration. 
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USE OF SPECIAL SENTENCING PROCEDURES 

Offense 
Total 
Number 

Convicted Defendants 

Percent sentenced under YCA, 
FJDA, Indeterminate S~ntence, 
or Split Sentence Procedures 

ALL OFFENSES, TOTAL ~2~7~,~3~1~4~ _______________ 1~8~.~9 

Robbery ...•..... 

Burglary •.•..•.. 

Auto theft •..•.. 

Sex offenses .... 

Counterfeiting 

Assault and 
homicide •.....• 

Interstate trans­
portation of sto­
len property •.• 

Theft ......•...• 

(I I 

577 

264 

4,843 

126 

295 

254 

906 

2,223 
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Figure E 

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

1964 * 1965 * 
Actual percent placed Number -Convicted defendants Number r-onvicted defendants on probation above or of 

Number 1 Percent 
of 

Number I Percent 
below percent expected use districts districte 

TOTAL •.•.•..•.••.•..•..••...•..••• 88 23,081 100.0 88 22,122 100.0 

PERCENT ABOVE 

Total Above •••..••• 52 12,576 54.5 48 11,356 51.3 40 or more ••..•••••.•.•••••••.•.•. 3 278 1.2 5 407 1.8 30 to 39 ..•.•.•.••••.•.••.•.•...•• 3 463 2 .• 0 3 827 3.8 20 to 29 •••••.••••••••..•••....•.• 10 1,087 4.7 13 2,110 9.5 10 to 19 ••••••••••••••••.••••.•.•• 17 5,763 25.0 12 3,808 17.2 1 to 9 ••••.••..•.••.•.••••••••.••• 19 4,985 21.6 15 4,204 19.0 
No difference between actual use 

of probation and expected use 
of probation ••••••••••••.•••.••• - - - 1 45 0.2 

PERCENT BELOW 
, ' 

Total Below •.•.•••• 36 10 505 45.5 39 10.721 48.5 1 to 9. " .•.•.•..••• _ ••••••••••.••• 14 3,248 14.1 14 4,000 18.1 10 to 19 •••••••••••.•••••••••••••• 17 5,484 23.8 16 3,741 16.9 20 to 29 ••••••••••••.••••••••••.•• 3 944 4.1 5 1,709 7.7 30 to 39 •••.•.•.•..•••••••.••••.•• 1 356 1.5 2 671 3.1 40 or more ••••••••.•••••.••••••••• 1 473 2.0 2 600 2.7 

. , 

* Excludes violators of immigration laws, wagering tax laws and Federal regu~atory statutes. 

"" . 

, 

.... 

Number 
of 

districts 

87 

45 
2 
4 
7 

18 
14 

6 

36 
16 
11 

2 
5 
2 

1966 * 
Convicted defendants 

Number I Percent 

20,929 100.0 

10,946 52.3 
132 0.6 
726 3.5 

1,101 5.3 
5,307 25.4 
3,680 17.6 

844 4.0 

9 139 43.7 
4,228 20.2 
2,605 12.4 

595 2.8 
1,165 5.6 

546 2.6 
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FIGURE F - Trend in Use of Probation and Imprisonment 
Fiscal Years 1963, 1964, 1965 and 1966 

Offense group 
and­

Year 

All Offenses 

1963 

1964 · ................ . 
1965 

1966 

Eight Offense Classes 

1963 

1964 

1965 · ................ . 
1966 · . '" .............. . 

1 / 

Number 
of de-

fendants 
convicted 

and 
sentenced 

29,803 

29,170 

28,757 

27,314 

24,965 

23,081 

22,122 

20,929 

- 26-
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Percent 

Imprison- Pro-
sonment bation 

41.9 44.3 

41.7 43.7 

43.1 41.9 

43.6 42.6 

45.2 50.1 

46.9 50.2 

48.0 49.0 

48.3 49.1 

. . , 

Fine 
or sus-
pended 

sentence 

l3.8 

14.6 

14.9 

l3.8 

4.7 

2.9 

3.0 

2.6 
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CHART 3 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

USE OF PROBATION, IMPRISONMENT AND FINE 

FISCAL YEARS 1964-1966 

Number All OFFENSES 
14,000 

Number EIGHT OFFENSE CLASSES 
14,000r-------------------------------------------------------------------~ 

1965 

_PROBATION ... 1--.. ............. w'IIMPRISONMENT ~FINE 

* Majority are suspended sentences impose,1 on immigration violators who were 
subsequently deported. 

NOTE: Excludes District o£ Columbia and territorial courts. 

-[ 

't 

Source: Adminiscrative Office of the United States Courts 
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Figure E (Which excludes immigration law violations~ 
wagering tax cases and violations of Federal regulatory 
statutes) show's the relative use of probation Inthe Unit~d 
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 
basis has remained relatively low. 

Figure F shows for the last four years that the propor­
tionate use of probation has remained fairly consistent. 
Chart 3 f'urther illustrates that while the actual number ,of' 
defendants sentenced has declined over the years~ the propor­
tion of persons imprisoned or placed on pro'bation has remained 
about the same. ' 1 

3. .~veri ty or Sentence - A Comparison 

This report continues a weighting .scale on ~he s.everity 
of sentence first introduced in 1964. Table 10 shows for 
each fiscal year 1964, 1965, and 1966 the number of defen­
dants sentenced l by type of sent.ence,togetherw1'th the 
weight scale established for those sentences. As indicated 
in the table~ the average weight value per defendant of 5.6 
io1966 was identical ror that ot 1965. 

Sentences range from a suspended sentence or probati'on 
without supervision to life imprIsonment. Itls dirricult 
to take into account the many types or s,entences~ 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 reflect1r-.g the increased severity of the sentence 
imposed. Once the weight values are aS$1gned~ it is possible 
to compare offense groups as we~l as districts and the demo­
graphlccha~acter1stics of convicted defendants. 

A word of caution is reflUired in using the sentence 
weights. The concept is based on the experience of' the 
United States district courts l and th~ application of the 
weighting ,scale in other jurisdictions may notb,e appropriate. 
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 £orth in .Appendix Table D 7 have provided detailed infor­
mation on the sentences imposed by the district courts. The 
application of the weight1ngsyatem has made possible a 

- 27 -

-

I~ 
I I, 

t 
\ 
, , 

f 



, 

r' ! 

Table 10. United states District Courts 
Weighting Sca.le f'or Severity of' Sentence" Tj'Ee of' 

Sentence and Weight Value, Fiscal Years 1964, 1965 and 1966 

Number Qf 
def'endants 

'" sentenced 

Fiscal Fiscal Fiscal 
Weight year year year 

Type of' sentence value 1964 1965 1966 

Average weight value per 
def'endant •• OJ ••••••••••••••••• - 5.3 5.6 5.6 

TOTAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED •••• - 29,,170 28,757 27,314 
3. 

Suspended sentences and 
probation without supervision. ~ 2,175 2,355 2,028 

Fines only and probation ldth 
4,399 3,852 3,665 supervision, one to 12 months. 1 

Immediate probation 13-36 
6,655 6,257 6,r"22 months •• 0 •••• 00 •••••••••• 0 .... 2 

Immediate probation over 36 
months, split sentences 2 and 

4 3,783 3,892 all delayed probations •••••••• 3,700 

Imprisonment (in months) 
1,738 1,940 1,966 1 - 6 ••••• 0 ••••••••••••••• 3 

7 - 12 •••••••••••••••••• 0 • ~ 1,993 1,808 1,585 
13 - 24 .o •••••••••••••••• e. 3,067 2,836 2,6~ 
25 - ~6 •••••••••••••••••••• 10 1,673 1,768 1,8 
~7 - 8 •••••••••••••••••••• 12 1,603 1,712 1,659 
9 - 60 ••••• 0 ••••••••••• 0 •• 14 1,216 l'M§ 1,172 

61 - 120 ••••••••••••••••••• 25 595 701 
Over 120 ••••••• ~ ••••• It ••••• 50 273 353 323 

3. Includes deportation and all sentences where period of' imprisonment 
or probation i.s f'our da.ys or less" or fine only, which is remitted 

2 or suspended. 
Split sentence ref'ers to 18 U.S.C. 3651 which provides that when 
the maximum sentence f'or an off'ense is more than six months, the 
court may impose a sentence of' which up to six months can be served 
in a jail-type or treatment institution. The balance of the sentence 
is suspended and the def'endant placed on probation. 

s Delayed probation occurs when the court indicates that probation will 
begin at the termination of' a local or state term of' imprisonment or 
probation, or a period of' hospitalization o~ release f'rom the 
military service .. 

NOTE: During 1964 and 1965 there were 88 United States District Courts 
in the 50 States, and Puerto Rico. In 1966 the two districts 01 
South Carolina were combined to make the total district courts 8y, 
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Actual percent change 
above or below expected 

sentence seve:;;ity 

TOTAL ••••••••.••••••••.••••••••••• 

PERCENT ABOVE 

Total Above •••••• 
30 or more •••••••••••••••••.•.•••• 
20 to 29 •••.•.•.••••••••••••••..•• 
10 to 19 •••••.••••••••••••••••.••• 
1 to S ••••••••••••••••••••••• " ••• 

No difference between actual 
sentence and expected sentence 
severity •••••• , •••.•••• " •••. " • 

PERCENT BELOW 

Total Below •••.•• 
1 to 9 .... ,. .. f'I"I" ..................................... 

10 to 19 •••••.•.••••.•••..• , •••••• 
20 to 29 ••••.•••••.••••••••••••••• 
30 or more ••••••••.•••••.•••••.••• 

Figure G. 

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

1964 1965 

Number Convicted defendants Number convicted defendants 
of 

Number I Percent 
of 

Number 1 Percent districts districts 

88 29,170 100.0 88 28,757 100.0 

44 13,619 46.7 34 9,692 33.7 
1 120 0.4 4 881 3.1 
8 2,289 7.9 5 1.555 5.4 

15 4,417 15.1 13 4,361 15.2 
20 6,793 23.3 12 2,895 10.1 

- - - 10 6,518 22.7 

44 15.551 53.3 44 12,547 43.6 
17 !iI' 733 19.7 15 5.954 20.7 
17 8-,553 29.3 14 3,750 13.0 

6 880 3.0 8 1,968 6.8 
4 385 1.3 7 875 3.0 

',. " 

,/ 

.1-
. ; 

1966 

Number Convicted defendants 
of 

Number I Percent districts 

87 27,314 100.0 

44 13,524 49.5 
6 1, 192 4.4 
5 943 3.4 

12 3,643 13.3 
21 7,746 28.4 

2 636 2.3 

41 13.154 48.2 
18 7, J.23 26.1 
15 3,994 14.6 

5 1,795 6.6 
3 242 0.9 
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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 tor 
the District 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 weight which 
was 30 percent below the national average. 

Severity of Sentence by Offense 

A comparison of the average sent~fice 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 weight by offense, has changed only 
slightly for most offenses. The comparison of sentence 
weights for 1966 with those of 1965 shows that the sentence 
weights decreased for defendants convicted of assault and 
homiCide, not registering as addicts at the border crossings, 
and for those convicted of violating the ~~rihuana Tax Act. 
The most substantial increase in the average sentence weight 
occurred for other fraud and for violators of national 
defense laws. 

Average Sentence Weight by Type of Disposition 

A comparison of sentence weights, by type of dispOSition, 
appears in Table 12. The average sentence weight for those 
who pleaded guilty at arraignment was 4.9 in 1966, as compared 
to 500 in both 1965 and 1964. For those convicted on a change 
of plea, the sentence weight was 5.6 in 1966 and 1965, slightly 
higher than the 502 for 19640 For those convicted after trial 
by the court the average sentence weight was higher in 1966, 
6.8 compared to 665 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 weights indicate that for the 69 percent 
of all convicted defendants who pleaded guilty at arraignment, 
the average sentence weight was lower than for the 19 percent 
who changed their plea to guilty, 409 compared to 5.6. The 
3.9 percent conVicted by court had a sentence weight of 6 0 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 II 

UNITED STATES. DISTRICT COURTS 

OFFENSE CLASS AND AVERAGE, WEIGHT OF RENTENCE FOR CONVICTED DEFENDANTS 
FISCAL YEARS ~964, 1965, AND 1966 '.. -, 

. Offense {!lasS' 

1964 

Total Average 
convicted sentence 
defendants weight 

1965 

Total 
convicted 
defendants 

AVerage 
sentence 
weight 

I 1966 
Percent 

Total Average change of average 
convicted sentence sentence weight 
defendants weight 1966 over 1965 

, Total..................... 29,170 5.3 28,757 5;6 21,314 5.6 
~------------t---~--__ ~~-+~~~ __ ~~-+ ____ ~O~.O~~ __ 

S.PJ;;~Il\L OFFEN,SES: I , 

Immigration laws ••••••••••••• 
Wagering tax violations •••••• 
Federal xegu1atory statutes •• 

TOTAL LESS ABOVE ••• , •.•••• 

Class I .•• , .•••••••••..••••••••• 

Fraud - 4roup A .•••••••.••••• 
Embezzlement •••••••.••••••••• 
Obscene mail ...... , ................... " .... .. 

Class II ••••••••••••••••••••••. 

Income tax: fraud .................... ~ ... 
Other fraud •••••••••••••.•••• 

Class III-Liquor, Internal 
Revenue .................... .. 

Class IV •••••.••••••••••.•••••• 

Theft ••••••••••••••••••.••••• 
Postal fraUd •••••.••••••••••• 
FOrgery •.•••.•••••••••••••••• 

Class V •••••••••••••••••••.•••• 

Border registration, addicts 
Assault and homicide ••••••••• 
Miscellaneous general offenses 

Cl.ass VI ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

counterfeiting ••••••••••••••• 
Burglary ••••••••••••••••••••• 
~nterstate transportation of 

stolen property •••••• , ••••• 
Narihuana •••••••••••• , ••••••• 
National defense'laws •••••••• 
Sex offenses ••••••••••••••••• 

Class VII - Auto theft ••••••••• 

Class VIII ••••••••••••••••••••• 

Narcotics •••••••••••••••••••• 
Robbery ••••••••••••••.••••••• 

2,588 
7!)9 

2,702 

23,081 

2,180 

666 
~/231 

283 

1,178 

597 
581 

4,445 

5,348 

2,418 
413 

2,517 

1,070 

136 
233 
701 

2,351 

294 
251 

1,043 
353 
275 
135 

5,066 

1,443 

919 
524 

2.1 
1.6 
1.3 

6.2 

2.7 

2.3 
2.9 
3.1 

3.1 

3.1 
3.0 

3.7 

4.9 

4.7 
5.2 
4.9 

5.7 

5.6 
6.5 
5.5 

7.9 

7.4 
9.1 

7.6 
9.7 
5.1 
9.4 

7.5 

20.2 

15.4 
28.7 

3,285 
799 

2,551 

22,122 

1,939 

515 
1,207 

217 

1,063 

574 
489 

3,999 

2,256 
418 

2,117 

1,088 

169 
214 
705 

:;,425 

274 
297 

938 
470 
328 
118 

5,041 

1,776 

1,116 
660 

2.2 
1.9 
1.3, 

6.7 

2.9 

2.5 
3.0 
2.7 

3.0 
2.9 

3.8 

5.1 

4.8 
5.5 
5 •. 4 

6.6 

5.2 
9.8 
6.0 

8.2 

7.2 
9.2 

8.1 
9.9 
5.5 

10.6 

7.5 

19.6 

13.8 
29.5 

3,033 
676 

2,67Ei 

20,929 

1,632 

355 
1,148 

129 

997 

593 
404 

3,406 

4,566 

2,223 
385 

1,958 

1,158 

172 
254 
732 

2.1 
1.9_ 
;1..2 

6.8 

2.9 

2.6 
3.0 
2.8 

3.~ 

3.5 

3.9 

5.0 

4.6 
5,.1 
5.4 

6.2 

4.3 
7.2 
6.3' 

2,698 8.1 

295 9.1 
. 264 .9.2 

906 7.& 
650 8.5, 
457 6.4 
126 10'.8 

4,843 7.6 

1,629 20.0 

1,052 14.8. 
577 29.5 

-4.5 
0.0 

-7.7 

1.5 

0.0 

4.0 
0.0. 
3.7 

10,0 

3.3 
20.7 

2.6 

-2.0 

-4.2 
-7,.3 
0.0 

-6.1 

-17.3 
-.26.5 

5.0 

-1.~ 

26.4 
0.0 

~3.7 

~14.1 

16.4 
1.9 

1.3 

2.0 

7.2 
0.0 

NOTE, During 1964·an?'19~5 there were 8S'United States District Courts in the 50 States, aIjd puerto'Rico .. In 
1966 the two d~str~cts of South Carolina were combined to make the total district courts 87. 
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TABLE 12 

87 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

OFFENSE CLASS AND T'lPEOF DISPOSITION FOR CONVICTED DEFENDANTS SHOWING 

-~, 

Offense class 

Total .................•.... 
Special offenses. 

Immigration laws •••••••••••••• 
Wagering tax violations ••••••• 
Federal regulatory statutes ••• 

Total less above ••••••••••• 

Class I ......................... 

Fraud - Group A ••••••••••••••• 
l2nbezZlernent ..........•....... 
Obscene mail •••••••••••••••••• 

Class II •• ~~ •••••••••••••••••••• 

Income tax fraud •••••••••••••• 
other fraud .u ••••••••••••••••• 

Class III 

Liquor, Internal Revenue •••••• 

Class IV •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Theft ..................•...... 
Postal fraud ••••••••• u •••••••• 

Forgery ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Class V ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Border registration, addicts ., 
Assault and homicide •••••••••• 
Miscellaneous general offenses. 

Class VI ................•••.•... 

Counterfeiting •••••••••••••••• 
Burglary •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Interstate transpor~ation of 

stolen property ••••••••••••• 
Marihuana ......•.......•...... 
National defense laws ......... 
Sex offenses •••••••••••••••••• 

Class VII 

Auto theft •••••••••••••••••••• 

Class VIII ....... ~ ...•...•.... ~. 

Narcotics ...................•. 
Robbery ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

fr I 

AVERAGE WEIGHT OF SENTENCE, FISCAL ~ 1966 

Total 

27,314 

3,033 
676 

2,676 

20,929 

1,632 

355 
1,148 

129 

997 

593 
404 

3,406 

4,566 

2,223 
385 

1,958 

1,158 

172 
254 
732 

2,698 

295 
264 

906 
650 
457 
126 

4,843 

1,629 

1,052 
577 

Number of convicted defendants 

Plea of 
gllilty 

at 
arraign-

ment 

18,909 

2,837 
224 

1,851 

13,997 

1,172 

199 
890 

83 

492 

268 
224 

2,332 

3,150 

1,563 
139 

1,448 

611 

125 
125 
361 

1,687 

124 
187 

667 
376 
285 
48 

3,830 

723 

435 
288 

Plea of 
not guilty Convicted by 
changed to 

Court I Jury guilty 

5,218 1,066 2,121 

154 15 27 
356 42 54 
652 85 88 

4,056 924 1,952 

343 45 72 

112 15 29 
200 21 37 
31 9 6 

365 35 105 

250 19 56 
115 16 49 

625 163 286 

914 170 332 

397 102 161 
149 14 83 
368 54 88 

257 85 205 

30 6 11 
48 27 54 

179 52 140 

565 134 3li: 

109 8 54 
35 16 26 

147 12 80 
181 13 80 

59 77 36 
34 8 36 

522 168 323 

465 124 317 

322 100 195 
143 24 122 
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Total 

5.6 

2.1 
1.9 
1.4 

6.8 

2.9 

2.6 
3.0 
2.8 

3.3 

3.1 
3.4 

3.9 

5.0 

4.6 
5.1 
5.4 

6.1 

4.1 
7.2 
6.2 

8.1 

9.1 
9.2 

7.7 
8.5 
6.4 

10.7 

7.5 

20.0 

14.8 
29.5 

Average sentence weightB 

Plea of 
guilty Plea of 

at not guilty Convicted by 
arraign- changed to 

Court 1 JUry ment guilty 

4.9 5.6 6.8 11.4 

2.1 2.0 2.3 3.5 
1.4 1.7 4.0 3.7 
1.2 1.5 1.3 4.8 

6.0 6.7 7.5 12.1 

2.7 2.8 3.7 6.1 

2.4 2.5 3.2 3.3 
2.8 3.0 3.7 7.6 
2.3 2.4 4.6 10.0 

2.9 3.1 3.9 5.2 

2.1; 3.1 4.3 5.2 
3.2 3.1 3.4 5.3 

3.7 3.4 4.7 5.8 

4.8 4.9 5.2 7.2 

4.3 4.3 5.0 7.2 
4.4 4.6 6.0 7.2 
5.3 5.5 5.5 7.1 

5.2 6.3 4.7 9.3 

3.9 4.6 4.0 5.5 
6.2 8.6 4.9 9.6 
5.4 5.9 4.7 9.5 

6.8 8.5 8.7 14.2 

8.3 8.3 8.9 12.2 
8.6 10.6 6.1 14.1 

7.4 7.7 6.0 11.0 
5.4 8.9 16.3 20.9 
5.2 8.4 8.1 8.9 
9.7 7.9 11.6 14.6 

7.5 6.8 0.8 8.9 

17.2 18.3 18.3 29.4 

10.9 13.7 17.5 24.1 
26.9 28.8 22.0 37.9 

• 

T,i 

.. I . _ 

Sentence weights also varied according to the offense 
for which convicted. Thus, for those who entered an original 
plea of gUilty, the sentence weights ranged from a low of 1.2 
for Violators of Federal regulatory statutes to a high of 26.9 
for conVicted robbers. This same pattern was found for those 
who changed their plea and for those who were conVicted after 
a court trial, with one noticeable difference; robbers con­
victed by court trial had a lower average sentence weight 
(22.0) than those who changed their plea to gUilty (28.8). 

Defendants conVicted by jury had the highest sentence 
weights for all offenses, except wagering tax Violations. 
For those conv1eted by ~~~ trial sentence weights ranged. 
from 3.3 for the Fraud Group A" to 37.9 fer robbers. There 
were three offenses where the sentence weight fo~ those 
conv1cted by jury was at least three times more '".ban the 
weights of sentences imposed upon those who pleaded guilty 
at arraignment. The offenses and the1v respective sentence 
Weights were as follows: 

Type of Offense 

Federal regulatory 
statutes •••••••••• 

Obscene mail •••••••• 
Marihuana Tax Act •••• 

Average Sentence Weight 

Plea of gUilty 
at arraignment 

1.2 
2.3 
5.4 

Convicted 
after 

jury trial 

4.8 
10.0 
20.9 

Four offenses showed sentence weight values which were 
more than double for those convicted by jury compared to those 
Who pleaded guilty at arraignment. These were: 

Type or Orfense 

Wagering tax Violations 
Embezzlement •••••••••• 
Income tax fraud •••••• 
Narcotics ••••••••••••• 

_....;A..;;.v.;..e_ra~gllll.e;;......;s_e;.;n;;;.t_e_n..;..c_e;;......;w_e;;..;i~gh~t;..... __ 

Plea of guilty 
at arraipmen~ 

1.4 
2.8 
2.6 

10.9 

Convicted 
after 

Jury trial 

The distribution of Weighted sentences on the baSis ot 
the age of the conVicted defendants l as appears in Table 131 
indicates that those aged 25 to 34 received more severe 
sentences. One reason is that this age group includes a 
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Table 13 

80 United states District Courts 

Weight.ed Sentence Values for Offense Clallf.lcs by Age GrouPI 
Fiscal Year 19ti6 

----------------r---------~--------._--------or---------._-----------------------------

~otal jl 

Offense class 

Total 

I Weighted 
Number sentence 

Ago not reported 

Iwei9hted 
Nwnber sentene'o 

age reported 

JWCi9ht~d 
Number sentf'Jnce 

F.J.D.A. 
proceduro 

JWeighted 
Number 9\tmtence 

TOTAL............................... 27,314 5.6 5.484 3.2 21,830 6.2 1,060 6.2 

Y.C.A. or Adult P.r:'t,cedure (Age Group) 

Under 25 

Iweighted 
Number sentence 

5,691 6.2 

25-34 

I Weighted 
Number I sentence 

6,441 7.0 

3S and over 

I Weighted 
Number 1 sentence 

8,638 5.7 
r---------~--------~--------~--------_r--------_r--------_r---------

Special offenses .................. .. 

Immigra ticn laws 
Wagering tax violations 
Federal Regulatory 

statutes ............ c ............ .. 

TOTAL LESS ABOVE ••••• 

Class I ................................ .. 

Fraud - Group A ................ .. 
Embezzlement ...................... .. 
Obscene mail ...................... .. 

Class 'II ........................ . 

Income tax fraud ........ . 
Other rri;lud ................ . 

Class :III 

Liquor # Internal Revem"e. 

ClasG XV ................... . 

Theft ••••••••••••••••••• 
Postal fraUd ............... .. 
Forgery •...•.••••••••••. 

Class V ................... . 

BorCler registration, 
aCldicts •.••...••.••.•• 

Assault: and homicide ...... 
Miscellaneous general 

offenses ............... . 

Class ·w"I ................... . 

Counterfeiting .......... .. 
Burglary ••••••.••••••••• 
Interstate transportation 

of stolen property •••• 
Marihuana ..... " ............. .. 
National defense laws .... . 
Sex offenses ............... . 

Class VII 

Auto theft 

Class VIII. ................ . 

Nar'.:otics ..................... . 
Robbery' •...•••••••••.•.•• 

6,3B5 

3,033 
676 

2,676 

20,929 

1,632 

355 
1#148 

129 

997 

593 
404 

3,406 

4,566 

2,223 
3B5 

1,958 

1,158 

172 
254 

732 

2,698 

1.B 

2.1 
1.9 

1.4 

6.B 

2.9 

2.6 
3,0 
2.B 

3.2 

3.1 
3.4 

3.9 

5.0 

4.6 
5.1 
5.4 

6.1 

4.1 
7.2 

6.2 

B.l 

295 9.1 
264 9.2 

906 7.7 
650 B.5 
457 6.4 
126 10.7 

4,843 7.5 

1,629 20.0 

1,052 14.B 
577 29.5 

NOTE: weight not shown whore base is 10 or le.gs,. 

4,20B 

1,652 

1,276 

6B 

23 
37 

B 

Bl 

30 
51 

106 

1.6 

2.0 
1.9 

0.9 

B.3 

3.1 

1.4 
4.1 

2.6 

2.B 
2.5 

5.1 

225 6.0 

119 5.0 
28 4.1 
7B B.2 

161 5.9 

16 4.9 
2B 7.9 

117 5.5 

239 10.2 

1B 10.9 
22 14.6 

54 10.0 
67 11.2 
70 7.0 
B -

244 B.l 

152 19.3 

120 15.9 
32 32.1 

2,177 

607 
546 

1,01.4 

19,.53 

1,564 

332 
1,111 

121 

916 

563 
353 

4,341 

2,104 
357 

1,BBO 

997 

156 
226 

615 

2,459 

277 
242 

B52 
5B3 
3B7 
11B 

4,599 

1,477 

932 
545 

.. 

2.2 

2.5 
1.9 

2.2 

6.7 

2.9 

2.6 
3.0 
2.B 

3.3 

3.1 
3.6 

3.B 

4.9 

4.5 
5.2 
5.3 

6.2 

4.0 
7.2 

6.4 

7.9 

B.9 
B.7 

7.6 
B.2 
6.3 

10.3 

7.4 

20.1 

14.7 
29.3 

24 

15 

1,036 

2 

47 

177 

135 
5 

37 

44 

1 
27 

16 

127 

1 
74 

14 
13 

B 
17 

627 

10 

4 
6 

J 

2.9 

3.2 

6.3 

3.7 

4.B 

4.9 

4.7 

4.B 

4.2 

5.B 

5.6 

6.1 

4.5 
4.0 

7.6 

7.2 

296 

101 
11 

lB4 

5,395 

217 

15 
193 

9 

51 

3 
4B 

376 

62B 
30 

479 

294 

31 
B6 

177 

B39 

2.2 

1.B 
1.5 

2.5 

6.4 

2.7 

2.6 
2.7 

2.7 

2.6 

3.4 

4.2 

4.0 
5.3 
4.5 

5.9 

4.4 
7.5 

6.4 

6.7 

46 6.1 
74 7.3 

154 6.1 
276 6.4 
25B 6.5 

31 12.4 

2,17~ 6.9 

303 16.6 

16B 10.4 
135 24.4 

G03 

252 
B5 

266 

5,838 

440 

5B 
35B 

24 

119 

25 
94 

B75 

1,4Bl 

706 
B5 

690 

322 

76 
62 

lB4 

B45 

2.3 

2.6 
1.6 

2.4 

7.5 

2.9 
2.B 
3.7 

3.9 

3.4 
4.1 

3.7 

5.2 

4.7 
5.3 
5.7 

6.9 

4.2 
B.2 

7.6 

B.2 

110 B.B 
67 10.B 

325 7.2 
202 B.9 

95 6.0 
46 10.4 

1,075 7.9 

6B1 19.7 

443 13.6 
23B 31.0 

1,254 

245 
450 

559 

7,3B4 

905 

259 
55B 

BB 

744 

535 
209 

2,002 

1.,546 

635 
237 
674 

337 

4B 
51 

23B 

64B 

2.1 

2.B 
1.9 

2.0 

6.3 

3.0 

2.6 
3.2 
2.6 

3.2 

3.1 
3.6 

3.9 

5.2 

4.B 
5.2 
5.5 

5.4 

3.4 
6.9 

5.5 

9.7 

120 10.3 
27 14.7 

359 B.7 
92 12.5 
26 6.5 
24 9.3 

719 B.5 

4B3 23.1 

317 lB.6 
166 31.B 

;~' 
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CHART 4 

87 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

PRIOR CRIMINAL RECORD AND TYPE OF SENTENCE 

OF CONVICTED DEFENDANTS 

F 1 seAL YEAR 1966 

perce:~t ------~----------------------l 100 

75L---------------------------------~----------l 

50~--------------------_. .. ._------

25 

o 
All convicted 

defendants 

No prior 
criminal 
record 

;I i 

Prior criminal 
record less 
than prison 

Source: 

.. -

Prior prison 
record 

Administrative Office of the united States court~ 
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large number or convicted narcotics violators and robbers in 
contrast to other age groups. The detail in Table 13 illus­
trates the progressive increase in sentence weight trom tne 
"Special offense" class to Class VIII. Within the separate 
oi"fense,classes, however, there is variation in the sentence 
weights~ In 1966 the weighted sentence tor persons adJudi­
cated under the ,Federal Juvenile Delinquency Act was 6.2 
Oompared to 6.5 in lQ6S. For those aged under 25 the sentence 
weight was 6.2 in 1966 compared to 6.4 in 1965. For those 
aged 25 t.o 34 the weighted sentence was 7.0 in 1966, a slight 
increase over the 6.7 reported tor 1965. For those 35 years 
ot age and over, the sentence weight in 1966 was 5.7, again 
higher than the 5.4 re~istered in 1965.' The weighted sentence 
severity by age group (excluding Federal Juvenile Delinquency 
Act and the three special otfenses) tor the t,Q.ree year 1'3riod is shown in Figure H. 

FIGURE H ~ Weighted Sentence Severity by Age Group, 
~964, 1905 and 1966 

.-;-;:---

Avera~e Sentence Weiet 
Age ot Convicted Defendants 1964 1965 1966 --- -Under 25 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 6.4 6.6 6.4 

25 to 35 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 6.7 7.0 7.5 
35 and over 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 5.8 6.0 6.3 
The highest weighted sentence tor 1966 regardless ot age 

was reco~ed for det~ndants convicted of robber.y. For 135 
convicted rabbet's up..der the age of' 25 the sentence weight was 
24. For those in age groups 25 to 34 and 35 and over, the 
sentence weight'was almost identical 31.0 and 31.8~) respectively. 

4. Characteristics of Of tenders - Prior Criminal Record 

Before sentence is ;l.mposed, presentence· investigations are 
submitted to the court for almost all defendants conVicted in 
the United States district courts. Prepared by the Probation 
Oftices, the presentence reports include statements ot the 
prior record ot conVicted detendants. Prior recol'd. 1s class1-
f1eci tor statistical reports submitted in this program. 
However; of the 27,314 defendants conVicted during 1966, 
intormation concerning pr~or re~ord was unavailable tor about 
one-f'ourth (23 percent). For the ~emaining 20~963 defendants 
the ottense charged was the first tor 7,139 or 34 percent. 
In other words, of the detendants conVicted in the United 
States district courts during 1966 tor whom information 
regarding a prior criminal record. was reported, 34 percent had 
no prior criminal record. See Chart 4. 

- 35 -
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and 

..,rrJ.or cdnUna.l Rocord 

Tabla 14 

a7 Unihd StatoD Dlotdct. CourtD 

Prior Crilllind Roeorcl, Offenso Cbao and TypO of Oontanc:e of Convicted Dofendanto, 
'heal Yoar 1966 

TfmK OF lHPllISONHElrr TeRM OF pnOnATION 

'1'01'AL .................... ~2:,:,7 • .:.:31~' ~11~. e::,:99~3'::,55~1...,;:'::,;' 4~93~2:':;'.:;;,31~;.7;;,;01~;;,;32;;,3 =F11;:,.;;:;64;,9 FG1;;B =,;;'4;;;;'~1;;.3;;Bl~1;;;.3;;09~6;;;.0;;;;2;,2 ==1',;;B7,;;1 F2';;,3S;;6Fl',;;41:;,O T43;;,. 6~~';;2.;;6 ==ll~.B 

pr!~~ ~:!:!~:! ~~~~~~... j...:!6.;::35::jl t-:2::.:.5::.:73~1:.:.4:.:'7_....:6:::6e=----....:3::36::....-.....::..:~4_....:3::..+-=90..:..7 j-=23::.5 __ 4.:..:4_..;1 . ..:..17 __ 1:...05~~24-:-9 __ 9~7 fl,-:' 60=6t:-'1.::26~S t40:-.5:-_1:-4.:-3 -::45:-:-.2 

Specht 0f!ens08 ••••••• 4.31E- IJl41 1.160 17~ 

clo..IIo I' .............. . 
C1nos II ••••••••••••• 
Class III •••••••••••• 
Clallo IV ••••• ~ ....... . 
C1a.lld V .............. . 
C13131:1 VI ............. . 
Cloos VII •••••••••••• 
Ctluul VIII ........... . 

ll1 
123 
1B4 
3B9 
223 
3.3 
431 
211 

22 
35 
B2 

209 
137 
23B 
319 
191 

9 
24 
31 
70 
70 
32 
3. 

2 

10 
10 
39 
91 
4B 

103 
162 

32 

3 
1 
5 

31 
13 
78 

119 
7B 

-
1 
7 
2 

17 
"3 
S4 25 

l22 204 44 31 31 12 1,453 1/200 31.1 7.5 61.4 

74 
40 
7B 

145 
46 
B6 
9B 
lB 

4 
18 

3 
5 
2 
5 

26 

13 
16 
20 
3. 

• 16 
lB 
7 

12 3$ 
9 10 
4 33 

20 66 
11 14 
10 20 
3 34 

6 

B 29 
2 37 

17 ,!/23 
15 20 

5 31 
17 10 
17 3 
4 

(j 16.8 
11 28.5 

1 ..... 
15 53.7 

9 61.4, 
9 69.4 

12 73.B 
"2 90.5 

'56.5 26.7 
32.5 39.0 
42.1 13.1 
37.3 9.0 
20.6 lB.O 
25.1 5.5 
22.1 J.5 
9.S 1.0 

'rc::t ;!~r~r;:;c~~!~~~ 20,963 9,32 2,104 3,025 2,495 611 2B5 10,742 3a] 402 1,206 1.204 5,773 1,174 150 145 44.5 51,2 4.l 

No prior record ........ 7,139 1,403 444 493 361 71 31 5,156 253 187 386 759 2,752 a19 501 79 19.7 12.2 B.1 

pr;~re~:c~~~:.~~~~.:~~. 8.717 3.873 997 1,481 1,14B 103 6~ 4,593 as 144 624 3B7 2,598 755 213 3B 44.4 52.7 2.9 

Prior prioon rocord •••• 5,107 4,050 663 1,851 983 363 1'>.... 993 45 71 196 58 423 200 36 28 79.3 19.4 1.3 
PERCENl' •••• 24.4 4~. 31.5 40.4 .39.4 58.8 66.1-- 9.3 11.1 17.1 16.3 4.8 7.3 11.3 4.B 19.3 

Special offansoo ••••••• 2,069 44B 326 104 
No prior .record •••••• 1,082 107 95 8 
Prior rceord, los II 

than priaon ......... 752 197 156 32 
Prior pritlcn record •• 235 144 75 64 

penCENT .0-... 11.4 32. 23.0 6t.S 

12 
4 

C111.11.1S r ........... nu.. 1.501 170 67 67 lO 
No prior record •••••• 1.124 a 35 32 l7 
.Prior ~"cord, le9a 

than prieon ........ 332 6 26 25 \1 
Prior priaon record •• 4S 1 6 10 :2 

PEnc~ •••• 3.0 11. 9.0 14.9 6.7 

ClUDG IX ............... ~. 
110 prior record •••••• 
Prior record, 1.0S.ll 

thlln priGon •• 0- ••••• 

Prior prieon roeord •• 
PERCENT •••• 

874 
518 

2~0 7 
106 5 

12.1 22. 

139 
72 

50 
17 

12.2 

B5 
32 

25 
28 

32.9 

12 
2 

ClnOD III .............. 3,222 95 475 433 49 
No prior record •••••• 7BO 7 62 12 3 
Prior record, 1088 

than prioon •••••••• 1.712 45 269 171 11 
Prior prioon record •• 662 43 144 250 35 

PERCE!IT .... 20.5 44. 30.3 51.7 '71.4 

ClaO.ll IV ................. ~t177 1.63 505 750 310 55 
No prior record ••• ,... l,3B6 10 76 79 ~O 4 
Prior rocord, loaD 

than priDon •••• ,.... 1,741 64 238 264 135 6 
Prior pdoon record •• 1,050 BO 1.:n .407 153 45 

PERCENT •••• 25.1 49. 37.0 54.3 49.1 81.B 

1.044 220 
598 155 

3a3 45 
63 20 

6.0 9.1 

1,282 22 
993 17 

264 
25 

2.0 

53' 
336 

157 
46 

B.5 

2,211 13 
6B9 5 

1.297 
225 

10.2 

a7 272 376 84 496 91 21.7 50 .. 4 21.9 
31 172 196 41 31B S9 9.9 55.3 34.a 

43 98 160 36 151 21 26.2 50.9 22.9 
13 2 20 7 17 11 61.3 26.3 11.9 

14.9 0.7 5.3 8.3 3.5 12 .. 1 

104 182 BOl 170 47 
67 154 623 129 40 

33 24 165 37 6 
4 4 13 4 1 

3.8 2.2 1.6 2.4 2.1 

97 
63 

25 
9 

9.3 

G. 
52 

25 
6 

7.2 

2.2 
171 

B8 
23 

B.2 

60 96 
41 73 

IS 11 
4 2 

6.7 2.3 

10 357 102 1,325 404 49 
64 52 427 141. 21 

230 42 786 227 23 
63 B 112 36 5 

17.6 7.8 9.S 8.9 10.2 

11.3 BS.4 3.3 
7.9 8B.4 3.7 

- lB.7 79.5 1.8 
- 42.3 55,6 2.2 

27.4 
20.6 

31.2 
51.9 

H.7 10.9 
64.9 14.5 

62.B 6.0 
43.4 4.7 

29,a 6B.6 1..6 
9.8 97.4 2,a 

25.5 73.2 1.3 
65.0 34.\ o.~ 

2,487 41 94 268 332 I t 311 375 41 U 39.1 59.6 1.3 
1,161 29 52 70 209 636 165 29 7 13.6 a3.8 2.6 

l,Oa3 27 149 IP2 542 155 10 31.0 62.2 0.0 
243 15 49 21 99 55 2 76.4 23.2 0.4 
9.a 9.8 16.0 10.3 6.3 7.2 14.7 4.9 

r01llU.II V ........ n........ 935 44 1~3 160 75 33 20 4
1

,6
0
3 2! ':I5~ 1I ~: 2!! ~~ ~: 

Nr> prior record ........ 232 4 t 7 13 9 S 3 
47.2 49.5 3.3 
20.2 73.3 6.5 

[)r~~nr;~~~:~ ~:~~'H. 365 17 63 61 32 12 3 186 B 22 30 93 28 
Prior pricon record •• 338 22 73 86 34 16 14 107 24 14 to 36 15 

i'ERCENT •••• 36.1 50. 47,.1 53.9 45.3 48.5 23.1 64.9 29.8 11.9 11.1 23.8 

C1aos VI .......... n...... 2.355 1,39 162 639 450 131 15 9 .. 40, 2177 329 J9~ ,6: ~~~ ~~~ 1; 
No prior zocord ........ 810 35 47 IB7 104 16 5 

pr~:nr:;~:!; ~~::.... 90a 51 66 221 172 41 191 6 16 54 28 204 83 
.Prior prioon record •• 631 52 49 ""'\31 174 68 106 4 7 12 5 47 31 

PERCE:l:rr .90. 27.0 37. 30.2 3\ '.2 3B.1 51.9 11.3 14.0 21.9 1.2.1 7.2 lO.2 12.4 

ClafiB VII ••• _.* ••••• ~ •• 
No prior record •••••• 
Prior rccord, 10B8 

tnan prilScn, ........ . 
prior pd,son .record •• 

PERCElrl' •••• 

4,4'. l.B4 
9SQ 25 

2,056' 1,33 
1.406 1.25 
31.9 44. 

Cle.::s Vllt ".......... ••• 1,41.8 1,18 
No prior rocord ••• ••• 249 17 
Prior record, leoa 

tbanpriaon .u._... 541 42 
Prior priaon record •• 628 59 

PEkCEtlT •••• 44.3 4,. 

272 ,1,402 l,142 27 
39 96 120 

128 602 595 9 
105 704 427 tg 

38 .. 6 50.2 37 • .(\ 70.4 

185 407 354 231 
34 75 41 20 

80 IB4 106 54 
71 14B 207 163 

38.4 36.4 58.4 68.8 

• Por the QftenoGIi included in oach c1aaa eee Appcndhc Tabla 010. 

r I 

1.546 2~ 
689 14 

716 B 
142 .. 
9.2 15.4 

230 
78 

116 
36 

15.7 

- 36 -

203 
113 

77 
13 

6.4 

10 

. ., 

126 
3. 

57 
JO 

2l.8 

21 
8 

11 
2 

71 
37 

33 
1 

1.4 

842 
373 

41Q 
59 

7.0 

278 
112 

131 
35 

12.6 

96 90 
32. 34 

SD 43 
14 13 

14·6 14,4 

46.B 51.0 2.2 
66.0 31.6 2.4 

59.3 39.9 0.8 
44.3 54.1 1.0 

56.3 '3.0 0.7 
B2.B 1£.6 0.6 

14 64.!i 
4 27.1 

64 •• 
89~3 

35.1 0.4 
72.4, 0.5 

34.. O.l 
~0.1 9.6 

- 03.B 16.2 
- 68.7 31.3 

- 78.6 21.4 
- '4.3 5.7 

... 

.\. 

Table 14 divides the prior criminal record by offense 
class and by type of sentence imposed. The table demonstrates 
t~t as the prior record increases, so does the proportionate 
use of imprisonment. This coupled with the seriousness of the 
offense shows that a person with no prior record who has been 
convicted of an offense classified either in the "Special 
o1'fense ll group or in Off'ense Class I has a greater possibility 
01' being placed on probation than a prn"son with a more serious 
offense and a prior criminal record. As an illustratio,n, in 
Class I 85 percent were placed on probation and afthe total 
group only 25 percent had a prior criminaJ, record. For 
Class VIII 84 percent were imprisoned and of the total group 
82 percent had a prior criminal record. 

Table 15 distributes the 27,314 defendants convictri in 
1966 by type of sentence imposed and prior criminal record. 
Among those sentenced to imprisonment, the highest reported 
prior criminal record was recorded for those sentenced under 
the indeterminate provisions (88 percent) followed by those 
whose sentences are referred to as mixed sentences (87 percent). 
Defend.ants committed under the Youth Corrections Act showed a 
prior criminal record 01' 82 percent. The probationers with 
the highest proportion of criminal records were those sentenced 
under the split sentence prOVisions of law (68 percent). The 
lowest prior criminal record for any type of sentence was 
recorded for those who received a fine (33 percent). 

With respect to a prior criminal record which involved 
the service of a term of imprisonment, 53 pe~bent of' those 
sentenced to imprisonment in 1966 under the indeterminate 
provisions of law had such a prior prison record. This 
was followed closely by the defendants sentenced to imprison­
ment under the regular adult procedure (49 percent). As would 
be expected for the four types of probation, the delayed proba­
tion group had the highest proportion with prior prison record 
(18 percent). 

Prior Criminal Record and Offense 

The highest proportion of convicted defendants with 
prior criminal records was reported for narcotic drug addicts 
who failed to register at border crossings (95 percent) followed 
by narcotic drug law violators (85 percent). See Tabl~ 16. 
Excluding the speCial of1'enses, the two largest offense clasBes~ 
auto theft and liquor law violations, comprised a total of 
7,634 or 36 percent of the convicted defendants for whom a 
prior criminal record was l'eported. About three-fourths of 
these defendants llad prior criminal records. 

Table 16 distributes the prior criminal record into 
four categories, the most serious being those with prior 
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Type of Sentence 

TOTAL .................... 
~ 

Imprisonment ............... 
Probation .ODO •• O~ •••• O ••••• 

Fine and other ............. 

~ 

Imprisonment - Total •••••• 0 

Adult regular •••••••••••• 

Adult indeterminate •••••• 

Adult mixed • ••• • •• 0· ••••• 

Youth Corrections Act 0 ••• 

Federal Juvenile 
Delinquency Act •• 0 ••••• 

Probation - Total •••••••••• 

Adult - Direct from court. 

Adult - Delayed probation. 

Adult - Split sentence ••• 

FJDA ••••••••••••••••••••• 

No supervision ••••••••••• 

Fine only ~.~ ••• ~ ••• o ••••••• 

All other •••••••• ~oo ••• o ••• -

" 

Table 15 

87 United states District Courts 

Prior Criminal Record and Type of Sentence of Convicted Defendants, 
Fiscal Year 1966 

Prior Criminal Record Reported 

Prior Total with 
record No prior record Pre-

not prior 
Nwnber I Percent 

Juvenile bation 
Total reported Total record record record 

27,314 6,351 20,963 7,139 13,824 65.9 1,004 4,065 

43.6 40.5 44.5 19.7 57.3 - 66.6 36.2 

42.6 14.2 51.3 72.2 40.4 - 33.1 59.6 

13.8 45.3 4.2 8.1 2.3 - 0.3 4.2 

11,899 2,572 9,327 1,403 7,924 85.0 669 1,471. 

8,373 2,228 6,145 897 5,248 85.4 212 955 

1,722 167 1,555 192 1,363 87.7 71 185 

288 44 244 33 211 86.5 6 39 

1,006 81 925 165 760 82.2 194 197 

510 52 458 116 342 74.7 1.86 95 

11,649 905 1.0,744 5,156 5,568 52.0 332 2,421 

8,652 401 8,251 4,019 4,232 51.3 23;1. 1,897 

446 44 402 187 215 53.5 17 71. . 

1,383 177 1.,206 386 820 68.0 25 310 

550 48 502 311 191 38.0 56 93 

618 235 383 253 130 33.9 3 50 

2,356 1,609 747 501 246 32.9 1 l55 

1,410 1,265 145 79 66 45.5 2 18 

" .~ 

Other 
record 

3,648 

47.5 

50.4 

2.1 

1.,733 

1.,103 

277 

76 

234 

43 

1,840 

1,429 

56 

289 

34 

32 

57 

18 

Prior prison 
record 

Number I Percent 

5,107 24.4 

79.3 -
19.5 -
1.2 -

4,051 43.4 

2,978 4805 

830 53.4 

90 36.9 

135 14.6 

1.8 3.9 

995 9.! 

675 8.2 

71 17.7 

196 16.3 

8 1.6 

45 1.1.7 

33 4.4 

28 19.3 

'1 

1.1 

\ 

, 
, 
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Table 16 

07 United states District ,Courts 
Offense Class and Prior Criminal Record of Convicted Defendants j Fiscal Year 1966 

Prior criminal record reported 
Prior No :1 Total >lith 
record prior prior record 
not record 

Offense class Total reported Total reported Number f Percent 

TOTAL •••••••••••••••••• 27,314 6,351 20,963 7,139 13,824 65.9 

SPECIAL OFFENSES .......... 6,385 4,316 2,069 1,082 987 47.7 

Immigration- laws ............... 3,033 2,528 505 222 283 56.0 
wagering tax violations .. 676 161 515 206 )09 60.0 
Federal Regulatory 

statutes ..................... 2,676 1,627 1,049 654 395 37.7 

TOTAL LESS ABOVE ...... 20,929 2,035 18,894 6,057 12,837 67.9 

CLASS I ................... l,632 131 l,501 1,124 377 25.1 

Fraud - Group A .................. 355 35 320 203 117 36.6 
Embezzlement ............ 1,148 84 1,064- 853 211 19.8 
Obscene mail ........................ 129 12 117 68 49 41.9 

CLASS II .................... 997 123 874 518 356 40.7 

Income- tax -fraud .......... '"' .... 593 50 543 372 171 31.5 
Other fraud ............. 404 73 331 146 185 55.9 

CLASS III 

Liquor, Internal Revenue. 3,406 184 3,222 788 2,434 75.5 

CLASS IV .................. 4,566 389 4,177 1,386 2,791 66.8 

Theft ................... 2,223 202 2,021 722 1,299 64.3 
postal fraud ............ 385 41 344 170 174 50.6 
Forgery .O',." ............... 1,958 146 1,812 494- 1,318 72.7· 

CLASS V ................... 1,158 223 935 232 703 75.2 

Border registration, 
addicts .................. 172 25 147 7 140 95.2 

Assault and homicide ...... 254 43 211 62 149 70.6 
MiscellaneoUs general 

offens as ... ... ~ ................ 732 155 577 163 414 71.B 

CLASS VI .................. 2,698 343 2,355 810 1,545 65.6 

counterfeiting ............... __ 295 24 271 86 185 68.3 
Burglary ................. 264 40 224 63 161 71.9 
Interstate transportation 

of stolen property •••• 906 73 833 178 655 78.6 
Marihuana ................ ; ......... 650 101 549 225 324 59.0 
National defense laws ..... 457 94 363 231 132 36.4 
Sex offenses ............ 126 11 115 27 88 76.5 

CLASS VII 

Auto theft ............... 4,843 431 4,412 950 3,462 78.5 

CLASS VIII ................ r 1,(,;29 211 1,418 249 1,169 82.4 
.-. 

Narcotics ............... 1 1,052 160 892 136 756 84.8 
Robbery ................. 577 51 526 113 413 78.!i 

1. Includes any commitment to an institution under juvenile delinquency proceQUre • 
2 Includes probation, suspended sentence or fine. 
5 Includes commitcent of under one year to confinement .. 
" Includes commitment of over one year to confinement. 

Juyenile·.1 probation I 
record 1, record a 

1,004- 4,065 

31 407 

7 59 
2 167 

22 181 

973. 3,658 

II 209 

3 68 
6 116 
2 25 

7 153 

3 78 
: 4 75 

29 920 

171 758. 

104 362 
6 61 

61 335 

61 165 

7 17 
16 43 

38 105 

98 427 

9 49 
13 39 

26 119 
! 34 139 

12 58 
4 23 

534· 792 

6:t 234 

;,g 170 
24 64 -

i 
Prior prison 

Otller record 4 

record Numb~erl Percent 

3,648 5,107 24.4 
. 

314 235 11.4 

99 118 23.4 
92 48 9.3 

123. 69 6,6 

3,334 4,872 25.8 

112 45 3.0 

30 16 5,0 
72 17 1.6 
10 ,I 12 10.3 

90 106 12.1 

II , I 
Ii 
I' d 
II 

I 
I 

47 43 7.9 
43 63 19.0 

823 662 20.5 

812 1,050 25.1 

381 452 22.4 
51 56 16.3 

380 542, 29.9 

139 338 36.1 

23 93 63.3 
37 53 25.1 

-
79 192 33.3 

383 637 27.0 

47 80 29.5 
31 78 34.8 

154 356 42.7 
80 71 12.9 
42 20 5.5 
29 32 27.8 

730 l,40E; 31.9 

245 628 44.3 

169 379 42.5 
76 249 47.3 



,----

prison recorda. ' The proportion of defendants with prior 
prison records ranged from a low o:f 2 percent tor embezzlers 
to 63 percent for addicts who.failed to register at border 
crossings. 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) 0 

~x, Race, and Ase 

As in previous reports, Table 17 presents for each offense 
the race, sex, and median age of persons convicted in the United 
states district courts during 1966. These figures are the re­
sult of information obtained from the presentence investigation 
reports submitted by the probation offices. Of the 27,314 
defendants convicted in the 87 United States district courts 
during 1966, 90 percent were menj 7 percent were womenj 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 to be white persons 
were those convicted of mailing obscene matter (96 percent). 
The lowest proportion (42 percent) or white convicted derendants 
was reported for sex offenders. 

Crimes committed on Indian Reservations generally fall 
under Federal jurisdiction 0 American Indians had a proportion­
ately higher representation for three offenses: burglary 
(36 percent); assaUlt and homicide (30 percent); and sex 
o£~enses (25 percent). 

The over-all median age of the convicted defendants was 
31 years p about the same as the median age in 1965. The 
youngest defendants were those convicted of auto theft and 
burglary with a median age ot 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 yarious 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 respeo'ti vely, 
38 and 28. For those convicted of postal fraud, men had a 
median age ot 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 median ages of men and women. 
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'Figure r., Sexl Median Age and Race of ConVicted Defendants» 
Fiscal Years 1963 J 1964. 1965 and 1966 

Item 1963 

Total convicted 
defendants ........ ., .. 29,803 

Sex - Percent ••••••• 100.0 
Male •••••••••••••• 90.3 
Female •••••••••••• 1.0 
Corporations •••••• 2.1 

Median Age (in yeu..rs) 
Total .~ ........... 33.1 
Male 

••••• •••••••• 0 *' Female •••••••••••• * 
Race - Percent 100.0 •••••• Wh:1te ••••••••••••• 75.2 

Negro ••••••••••••• 22.6 
American Ind1an ** e •• 
All other ••••••••• 2.2 

* Not available ** Classified with all other. 
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1964 

29 .. 110 

100.0 
89.9 
7.1 
3.0 

32.4 
32.6 
31.2 

100.0 
77.9 
20.1 
1.6 
0.4 

1965 

28 .. 157 

100.0 
90.~ 
6. 
2.9 

31.~ 
31. 
30.7 

100.0 
76.1 
21.9 
1.6 
0.4 

27,,314 

100.0 
89.8 
7.2 
3.0 

31.1 
31.1 
30.6 

100.0 
74.8 
22.9 
1.9 
0.4 

I 
I-
f 

\ 

, 



5. Recommendations For and Against Probation 

Table 18 continues the annual presentation o:f' recommen­
dations for and against probation, 'by offense clalss.. During 
1966 there were 7,104 defendants reported to be recommended 
for probatione Of these 92 percent received. probcltion~ In 
those instances where probation was not recOmmendE!d 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 tor fraud perpetrated 
against lending and credit institutions and various government 
agencies. 

Table 19 shows for both 1965 and 1966 the percentage of 
agreement and disagreement between the recommendations of 
probation officers and the final sentence imposed 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 74 percent for 
wagering tax violators to a high of 95 percent for robbers. 
Stated another way, there waa 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 sentenceci in the 87 United 
States district CQurts during 1966, presentence reports had 
been prepared on a total of 20,528 or 75 percent. Almost all 
presentence reports were classified as IIcomplete". Only 3 per­
cent were classified as limited presentence reports o By 
excluding the special offense class (that is the violators of 
immigration laws, wagering tax, and Federal regulator,y 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 
repol~s filed in the fiscal year 19666 The proportion of 
presentence reports ranged trom a low olf 16 percent for immigra­
tion law violators to 95 percent for li~uor law violators. 
Not counting the three special offenses, the lowest proportion 
of presentence reports filed was 71 percent for the 172 defen­
dants convicted of failing to register as addicts ,~t border 
crossings. 
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Total 

lm:dqratlan lava •••••••••••• 3.013 2.956 77 

Wa90rinq tax vialatlena ••••• 
.,. 

clala I 

Fraud - arvup A ••••••••••• J5S 

f)cbozzh=lIIOnt •••••••••••••• 1,149 

Obaeena call .............. . 

cla .. n 

IneotUl tax fraud •••••• 0 ..... 

othar frDud ............ 0 ••• 

Clall III 

." 
404 

620 56 

282 67 

907 '241 

m 

561 Jl 

376 19 

L.1quor. Internal Revonue.. 3.~06 3.259 ll7 10 

Cla .. IV 

Theft ••••••••••••••••••••• 2,223 2.008 215 

POI tal fraud ...... 0 ........ f l85 317 4l 

Forqory ...................... 1.958 1.497 461 

Cl ... V 

border rcvbtr.Uon. 
a.d41",t ................... . 

Aa •• ult and boa..lcida •••••• 

Hhett1!anooua '!ienu'.l 
offenaao ••••••••••••••••• 

Cl ... Vl 

ccunt:u·f.altlnlJ •••••••••••• 

Durqla,ry ................ .. 

In"r_tato tranaport.atlon 
ot otalen propertY ••••••• 

Htlrihuana ••••••••••••••••• 

:Uaticnal daionlle lawa 0 •••• 

SOJl( ottono •••••••••••••••• 

Cla .. VlI 

172 

". 
732 

, .. 
2&4 

go. 

." 
457 

I2G 

,., 

268 27 

254 10 

B04 102 

58G 64 

<s. 

120 

Auto thaft ............. n.. 4.043 4~130 113 

ct. .. VIlI 

ua.~tc!c:r- •••• t' 0.......... 1.052 929 123 

Robbo,ry ••••••••••••••••••• m 545 32 

'ruble 17 

97 United state. tlhtrif,t ceuzt. 

o.l!fonle ela ••• Race. BOX and Ma!!ian Age of convicta!! tlefandant.. 

"'0 not r~rtad 

Tetal 

Fhoal Year 19'66 

RAeo Roportad 

tfhito 

I Po­
Hat. Nlo 

".640 4,485 155 21,063 20,043 1.820 15.Uil 1.201 4.389 613 406 

" 55. ,. 
166 l61 510 4" 51 l8' 2B 77 23 

'81 .0 .. 0 " 00 14 15 

1.246 l,lS7 B!J 19.651 17.9U 1.669 ll,340 1.090 4,216 573 389 

17 

" 
" 

211 

211 

JJ2 

l,U4 

122 

.., 
"5 

270 .2 
875 239 

"8 

5lJ 

"8 17 

18' 53 7B 

708 2ll 161 25 

114 

2J J5 

'" 13 " 

8' 86 3 3.307 3.17l ll4 l,gel 50 1.116 84 71 

120 111 9 2.103 1,097 l06 1,204 101 621 103 62 

2J 22 

81 

" ,. 
33 

116 109 

" ,. 
53 

.3 ,. 

" 
" 
4B 

" •• 

357 

157 

m 

m 

>7, 

053 

50' 

391 

"8 

31. 

'" 
m 

51. 

,,, 
". 
75. 

52. 

)90 

112 

.. 

27 

., 

., 

m 31 35 11 

BU 244 604 199 11 

117 

10' 

••• 

211 

115 

618 

l05 

47 

32 

41 1 67 

99 16 

22 " 
25 - 82 

67 135 30 

'8 74 13 

.0 
35 4 30 

261 252 9 4,582 4,.70 104 .3.940 100 501 4 lfr 

117 101 14 

•• 
." 

54' 

026 109 

516 32 

... 
"4 

!SO 311 51 

28 126 

perl:ant. Wly not ade! to total dua to roun41ng. Porcont:. not:. .hoIm W1lC1u lau tban 0.1. 

• H04ian not c~tod whoro b4.C! to 25 or toll. 

~---~"~~-
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31 

10 

'oreont' 

74.8 22.9 

80.4 19.6 

09.0 9.0 

73.4 24.4 

72.9 16.2 

02.7 16.7 

95.9 3.3 

92.7 7.3 

04.9 13.4 

61.4 36.3 

62.1 34.4 

86.8 12.9 

56.4 42.0 

84.1 15.9 

1.' 
0.3 

1.4 

2.0 

0.3 

0.3 

0.8 

1.4 

2.1 

2 •• 

0.3 

0 •• 

I •• 

52.2 11.0 35.9 

BO.3 19.4 0.> 

B5.2 14.8 

78.2 20.5 0.0 

41.5 33.1 25.4 

aO,2 11.0 0.8 

0.9 

. , 

0.4 31.1 31.1 30,6 

-6.7 32,6 32.7 29.8 

47.0 46.B 48.5 

0.2 lO,3 30.3 30.2 

o.G 41.6 43.2 .5.4 

0.3 35.1 35.2 14.4 

40.1 40.1 

.52.7 52.8 50.0 

0.3 10.S 39.0 

0.2 39.4 19.~ .3.6 

0.6 28.7 28.8 28.0 

n.B 40.0 35.7 

0.2 30.4 31.1 28.' 

19.~ :n.9 

0.4 25.1 25.0 

0.5 10.6 31.0 26.9 

33.5 33.6 32.1 

0.9 23.3 23.5 

0.1 32.7 33.3 28.5 

25.1 25,1 2".0 

23.1 13.1 23.0 

0.. 3t ... .31.6 29.5 

0,2 29.7 30.0 24.1 

)/ 

// jI 
,7 

\ 

1\ 
\\ 
\~ 
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Offense class 

'l'O'l'AL •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

SPECIAL OFFENSES: 

Immigration laws oo ............................ .. 

Wagering tax violations ................ .. 

Federal re9ul~tory statutes ....... .. 

'l'O'l'AL LESS ABOVE 

CLASS r ......................... .. 

Fraud - Group A ................................ .. 

Embezzlement: 

Obscene mail 

CLASS n •......•.................. 

Income tax fraud .............................. .. 

Otlter fraud ........................................ .. 

CLASS III •• Liquor. Internal 
Revenue ......................... . 

CLASS "IV •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

'!'heft ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Postal fraud ........................ . 

Forgery ......................... . 

CLASS V ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

.Border registration, addicts •••• 

Assault and homiciqe ................... . 

MiscellaneouB general offenses ...... 

CLASS V"I •••••••••••• '" ••••••••••• 

Couf\',erfeiting .......................... .. 

Bu;1iary * \" .. " ............................. . 

Interstate transportation of 
stolen property ....................... .. 

Marihuana ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

National defense laws .............. .. 

Sex offenses ......................... .. 

CLASS VIr - Auto theft 

CLASS VIU •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Narcotics ......................... . 

Robbery ......................... .. 

1 Includes Bll corporations. 

Table 16 

87 United States Dietrict Courts 

Defendants convicted for Whom there was a Recommendation 
for or Against. Probation, Fiscal Year 1966 

No recom-
Total mendation 

defcndant.s1 requested 

27,314 12,151 

3,033 2,826 

676 413 

2,676 2.034 

20,929 6,876 

1,632 510 

355 124 

1.148 356 

129 30 

997 417 

593 249 

404 158 

3,406 633 

4,566 1,485 

2.223 763 

385 119 

1,958 603 

1,158 531 

172 70 

254 102 

732 359 

2,698 1,036 

295 98 

264 79 

906 312 

650 296 

457 215 

126 36 

4,843 1.503 

1,629 763 

1.052 591 

577 172 

'l'O'l'AL 
Recom­

mendation 
requested 

15,163 

207 

263 

642 

14,051 

1,122 

231 

792 

99 

560 

344 

236 

2,773 

3,081 

1.460 

266 

1,355 

627 

102 

152 

373 

1,662 

197 

185 

594 

354 

242 

90 

3,340 

666 

461 

405 

Recommended for probation 

Total 

7,104 

66 

163 

376 

6,499 

952 

195 

681 

76 

377 

220 

157 

1,557 

1,673 

654 

143 

676 

253 

42 

63 

148 

556 

59 

70 

169 

179 

65 

14 

1,016 

115 

89 

26 

Placed on probation 

Number I pcrcent2 

6,531 

55 

138 

316 

6,020 

898 

173 

652 

73 

327 

187 

140 

1,474 

1,575 

BOl 

126 

646 

229 

40 

57 

132 

509 

56 

66 

156 

164 

54 

13 

914 

94 

73 

21 

91.9 

63.3 

64.7 

84.6 

92.6 

94.3 

8B.7 

95.7 

96.1 

8G.7 

85.0 

89.2 

94.7 

94.1 

93.8 

68.1 

95.9 

90.5 

95.2 

90.5 

89.2 

91.5 

94.9 

94.3 

92.3 

91.6 

83.1 

90.0 

61.7 

82.0 

BO.8 

2 Percent not computed where base is 2~ or less. 

44 

Not .~ec:ornmcndcd for probation 

Placed on probation 
,. 

Total 

8,059 1,568 19.7 
o. 

141 26 16.4 

100 43 43.0 

266 57 21.4 

7,552 1.462 19.4 

170 69 40.6 

36 16 44.4 

111 44 39.6 

23 9 

203 64 31.5 

124 43 34.7 

79 21 26.6 

1,216 444 36.5 

1,408 327 23.? 

606 157 25.9 

123 38 30.9 

679 132 19.4 

374 79 21.1 

60 22 36.7 

89 10 11.2 

225 47 20.9 

1,106 152 13.7 

138 19 13.8 

115 10 6.7 

425 70 16.5 

175 31 17.7 

177 16 9.0 

76 7.9 

2,324 270 11.6 

751 57 7.6 

372 40 10.8 

379 17 4.5 
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Table 19 

United stateD Oiotrict: Courto 

Agreement nnd Disagreement between Recommendation of Problltion Officer and Sentence lmpoDed 

Offense Class 

TOTAL ••••••••••••••••••••• 

SPECIAL OFFENSES .................. 
Immigration laws ................ 
Wagering tax violations 
Federal Rogulatory statutes ..... 

TOTAL LESS ABOVE .......... 
Class I ............................ 

Fraud - Group A .................. 
Embezzlement .... ~ ................ 
Obsccna mail ........... , ........ 

Class II .......................... 
Income tax fraud .................. 
Other fraud ..................... 

Class III 

Liquor, Internal Rovenue ........ 
ClaDS IV •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Theft .................. 0 •••••••••• 

Ponta1 i:t.4ud •••••••••••.•••..••• 
Forgery ............................ 

Class V •• ; ........................... 

Bordor registrotion, addicts 
Assoul t and homicide ............. 
Misce1lanoous genoral offenses ... 

Class VI ........................... 
Counterfeiting .................... 
Burglary .•.•••.•••• 'O •••••••••••• 

Interstate transportation of 
stolen property ............ 0- •• t .. 

Marihuana .......................... 
National defensQ laws ........... 
SeX affonDee ...................... 

CIano VIr 

Auto theft ...................... 
Cla99 VIIr ................................ 

Narcotics ................. we ••••••• 

Robbery ............................... 

1 2xcluden 826 corporations. 
2 Includes 811 corpo:z;'ations. 

for convicted Defendants by OJ!fenoc Piscal Yonrn 1965 Qnd 1966 , , 

1965 

Total Total Agreement Disagreement Total Total 

d~:~!=~~l with Rccommcn-
Number I Percent Number I Percent: 

convict.ed with Rocommen-
dation rcquoot:tJd dofondllnto2 dation roqucotod 

-
27,931 14,838 12,881 86.8 1,957 13.2 27,314 1:;,163 

5,8B5 946 767 81.1 179 18.9 6,385 1,112 

3,285 182 165 90.7 17 9.3 3,033 207 
799 306 236 77.1 70 22.9 676 263 

1,801 458 366 79.9 92 20.1 2,676 642 

22,046 13,892 12,114 87.2 1,778 12.8 20,929 14,051 

1,933 1,254 1,138 90.7 116 9.3 1,632 1,122 

509 299 268 89.6 31 10.4 355 231 
1,207 790 720 91.1 70 8.9 1,148 792 

217 165 150 90.9 15 9.1 129 99 

1,044 526 399 75.9 127 24.1 997 580 

574 301 227 75.4 74 24.6 593 344 
470 225 172 76.4 53 23.6 I 404 236 

3,970 2,867 2,369 82.6 498 17.4 3,406 2,773 

4,778 3,022 2,630 07.0 .a 92 13.0 4,566 3,081 

2,256 1,387 1,227 8e.5 160 11.5 2,223 1.460 
405 256 217 84.8 39 15.2 385 266 

2,117 1,379 1,186 86.0 193 14.0 1,958 1,355 

1,079 552 456 82.6 96 17.4 1,158 627 

169 98 77 78.6 21 21.4 172 102 
214 119 99 83.2 20 16.8 254 152 
696 335 280 83.6 55 16.4 732 373 

2,425 1,471 1,313 89.3 1!;)8 10.7 2,698 1,662 

274 177 160 90.4 17 9.6 295 197 
297 197 179 90.9 18 9.1 264 185 

938 638 573 89.8 65 10.2 906 594 
470 234 210 09.7 24 10.3 650 354 
328 150 no 86.7 20 13.3 457 242 
118 75 61 8l.3 14 18.7 126 90 

5,041 3,278 2.950 90.0 328 10.0 4,843 3,340 

1,776 922 859 93.2 .63 6.8 1,629 8G6 

1,116 471 424 90.0 47 10.0 1,05" 461 
660 451 435 96.5 16 3.5 577 405 

1966 

Agroement: Diaagrcoment 

Number I Porc:ent Number I Percent 

13,002 85.7 2,161 14.3 

892 80.2 .20 19.8 

170 82.1 37 17.9 
195 74.1 68 25.9 
527 82.1 115 17,9 

12,110 86.2 1,941 13.8 

999 89.0 123 11.0 

193 83.5 38 16.5 
719 90.8 73 9.2 
87 87.9 12 12.1 

466 80.3 114 19.7 

263 17.9 76 22.1 
198 83.g 38 16.1 

2,246 a1.0 527 19,0 

:,656 86.2 425 13.e 

1.250 85.6 210 14.4 
211 79.3 55 20 4 7 

1,195 88.2 160 11.8 

524 e3.6 103 16.4 

78 76.5 24 23.5 
136 89.5 16 10.S 
310 83.1 63 16.9 

1,463 08.0 199 12,0 

175 88.8 22 11.2 
171 92.4 14 7,6 

511 86.0 83 14.0 
308 87.0 46 13.0 
215 88.8 27 11.2 
83 92.2 7 7.8 

2;95B 88.9 372 11.1 

780 91..0 78 9.0 

405 137.9 56 12.1 
383 94.6 22 5.4 

NOTE; Durin!] 1965 t.here wore BB United States Diotrict Courts in tho so stateo, and Puerto RieD. In 1966 tho two districta of South Carolint1 were comblnod to maKe th(t 
totnl distrit't courts 87. 
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Table 20 

87 UNITED STATES DIS~!ICT COURTS 

Defendants Sentenced and Proportion of Presentence Investigation 
by District. Fiscal Year 1966 

Reports on file, 

ci.rcuit and district 

TOTlIL •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

FIRST CIRCUIT •••••••••••••••••• 

Maine ........................................................ .. 
Massachusetts .......... ,. ................................ .. 
New Hampshire ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Rhode Island •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
puerto Rico ................................................ .. 

SECOND CIRCtlIT ••••••••••••••••• 

Connecticut ................................................ .. 
New York: 

Northern ............................................ .. 
Eastern ................................................. .. 
Southern ............................................ .. 
Western ............................................. .. 

Vennont ......................................................... .. 

THIRD CIRCUIT •••••••••••••••••• 

Delaware .................... __ ............ . 
New Jersey .......... _ .................. . 
Pen.nsylvania: 

Eastern .......... _ ... _,. ............. . 
Middle •••••••••••••• " •••••••••••• 
western ............................. _. 

FOUItTH CIRCUIT ••••••••••••••••• 

Maryland •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
North Carolina: 

Eastern ............................ .. 
Middle •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Western •••••• ~ •• f , ................. . 

Sou1;.h Carolir.il ............................ . 
Virginia: 

Eantam ..... /0; ........................... . 

Western .J=- .......... , ................... . 

West Virginia: 
Northern ................ _ ................. . 
Southern ............................ . 

FIFTH CIRCUIT 

Alabama: 
Northern ............... 4 .............. . 

Middle •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Sout.11.ern ................ _ .......... . 

~lorida: 
Northern •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Middle •••• , ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Southern •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Georgia: 
Northern .. " ....... t • _ ...................... . 

Middle •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Southern •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Louisiana: 
Eastern ............................... . 
West~r!l ........................... . 

Mississippi:.. 
Northern ... { .................. t.. ~ •• • r ••• 

Southern ............................ .. 
Texas: 

Northem ••• ~ ....................... . 
Eastern ......... ~ .................... . 
Southern ........................ . 
Western ••••••••••••••• "\' ••••••••••• 

Total 

27.314 

606 

61 
355 

32 
93 
65 

2.035 

185 

125 
446 

1.088 
169 

22 

1.326 

47 
475 

366 
124 
314 

3.108 

294 

583 
341 
425 
694 

323 
152 

44 
252 

7.no 

467 
138 
131 

205 
418 
317 

474 
348 
285 

402 
323 

142 
152 

444 
148 

1.184 
1,592 

All de!endants sentenced 

Presentence reports on fi1e 2 

Number of 
defendants 

20.528 

471 

57 
256 

29 
84 
45 

1.720 

147 

108 
376 
913 
154 

22 

1.041 

44 
425 

29~ 
88 

190 

2.706 

191 

564 
324 
399 
655 

204 
ll6 

37 
216 

4.338 

451 
138 

36 

184 
387 
259 

451 
307 
236 

178 
-:;-; 

142 
142 

0 2 
98 

'::280 
631 

46 

Percent3 

75.2 

77.7 

93.4 
72.1 
90.6 
90.3 
69.2 

84.5 

79.5 

86.4 
84.3 
83.9 
91.1 

78.5 

93.6 
89.5 

80.3 
71.0 
60.5 

87.1 

65.0 

96.7 
95.0 
93.9 
94.4 

63.2 
76.3 

84.1 
85.7 

60.5 

96.6 
100.0 
27.5 

89.8 
92.6 
81.7 

95.1 
88.2 
82.8 

100.0 
93.4 

77.0 
66.2 
23.6 
39.6 

Defendants sentenced, less special offenses l 

Total 

20.929 

429 

53 
232 

29 
64 
51 

1.524 

150 

93 
335 
812 
ll8 
16 

987 

34 
368 

~84 
91 

210 

2.837 

215 

557 
327 
406 
673 

249 
139 

37 
234 

4.584 

444 
128 
ll9 

177 
357 
279 

425 
301 
252 

234 
100 

131 
146 

366 
124 
463 
538 

Presentence roports on file2 

Number of 
defendants 

18.643 

383 

51 
202 

27 
62 
41 

1.415 

138 

89 
327 
730 
ll5 

16 

873 

33 
332 

249 
88 

171 

2.614 

168 

550 
3ll 
387 
640 

197 
III 

37 
213 

3.989 

439 
128 

29 

174 
343 
233 

412 
298 
232 

148 
76 

131 
140 

320 
94 

'~68 
524 

Percent3 

89.1 

89.3 

96.2 
87.1 
93.1 
96.9 
80.4 

92.8 

92.0 

95.7 
97.6 
89.9 
97.5 

88.4 

97.1 
90.2 

87.7 
96.7 
81.4 

92.1 

78.1 

98.7 
95.1 
95.3 
95.1 

79.1 
79.9 

100.0 
91.0 

87.0 

98.9 
100~0 
24.4 

98.3 
96.1 
83.5 

~6.9 
99.0 
92.1 

63.2 
76.0 

100.0 
95.9 

87.4 
75.8 
57.9 
97.4 
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Table 20 

87 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

Defendants SMtenced and Proportion of Presentence Investigatl.on Reports on file, 
by Disl:rict. Fiscal Year 1966 - (CONCLUDED) 

All aefendants sentenced Defendants sentenced, less special offenses l 

Presentence reports on file2 Presentence. ;:eports on file2 

Circuit and district Total 
N\lI11ber of 
defendllnts percent.3 Total 

Number of 
defendants Percent3 

S=H CIRCUIT •••••••••••••••••• 

Kentucky: 
Eastern 
Western 

Hichigan: 
Eastern 
Western 

Ohio: 

••••••••••••••• Ji ••••••••••• 

Northern ........................... . 
Southern ........................... . 

Tennessee~ 

Eastern ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Middle ............................ . 
Western ... r. ......................... . 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT 

Illinois: 
Northern .............................. .. 
Eastern ......... oo ... oo ... oo ... oo ......... . 

Southern 
Indiana: 

Northern 
Southern ..................... _ ••••• ~ ... . 

Wisconsin: 
Eastern ................ oo ........... . 

western _ .............................. . 

3.074 

395 
297 

565 
153 

455 
465 

407 
141 
196 

1.678 

837 
95 

142 

220 
211 

129 
44 

2.729 

372 
255 

543 
124 

397 
347 

379 
132 
180 

l,24S 

602 
84 
6~ 

200 
161 

109 
27 

88.8 

94.2 
85.9 

96.1 
81.0 

87.3 
74.6 

93.1 
93.6 
91.8 

74.2 

71.9 
88.4 
43.7 

90.9 
;6.3 

84.5 
61.4 

2,681 

364 
245 

484 
125 

360 
409 

374 
138 
182 

1,459 

757 
82 
97 

,183 
200 

108 
32 

358 
232 

473 
116 

349 
328 

357 
132 
179 

1.130 

580 
82 
:~9. 

176 
156 

100 
27 

94.1 

94.7 

97.7 
92.8 

96.9 
80.2 

95.5 
95.7 
98.4 

80.9 

76.6 
100.0 

60.8 

96.2 
78.0 

92.6 
M.4 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT ~_1~.4~9_1 __ ~ _______ 1~._17_4 ____ -+ ____ 7_8_._7 ____ ~ ___ 1 __ .1_7_8 __ ~ _____ 1_.0,_5_6 ____ +-___ 8_9_.6 ________ _ 

Arl;;ansas: 
Easter'll ............................ ''' ••• 
Western •••• "' ........................ .. 

~¥a: 
~prthem ........................... . 
Southern ............................ . 

Minnesota ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Missouri: 

Eastern ............................ . 
Western ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Nebraska ............................ .. 
North Dakota •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
South Dakota ........................... . 

NINTH CIRCtn:T •••••••••••••••••• 

Alaska oo •• oo ................................ . 

Arizona,..-; ..••••• o. ........................ •• • 

Cal!.forl,;...a: 
Northern .......................... . 
Southern ........................... . 

Hawaii •••••••••••••••••• , ••••••••••• 
Idaho ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
H.ontana .... oo •••••••••••••••••••••• oooo •• 

Nevada ........................... oooo .. . 

Oregon .................................. . 
Washington: 

Eastern .......................... 1.1 ..... . 

Wcstern .............................. . 

TENTH CIRCUIT • I' '" ................. . 

colorado ............................ . 
l<ansa3 ..................................... .. 
New {-texico .............................. . 
Oklahoma, 

Northerp. .......................... II ••• 
Eastern ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
West-ern ........................... . 

utah •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
WYOming ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

173 
164 

81 
59 

155 

233 
338 
120 

65 
103 

5.261 

84 
573 

697 
2.876 

97 
119 
162 
175 
239 

70 
169 

1.565 

212 
299 
325 

112 
114 
260 
L61 
82 

143 
109 

42 
50 

132 

205 
279 

77 
52 
85 

3.747 

46 
486 

584 
1.848 

90 
75 

108 
157 
150 

54 
149 

1.357 

187 
244 
311 

105 
106 
224 
120 
59 

82.7 
66.5 

51.9 
84.7 
85.2 

88.0 
82.5 
64.2 
80.0 
82.5 

71.2 

54.8 
84.8 

83.8 
64.3 
92.8 
63.0 
66.7 
89,.1 
6~.a 

77.~ 
88.2 

86.7 

Ie~:~ 
, 96.0 

93.B 
93.0 
86.2 
74.5 
71.8 

13,) 
149 

46 
38 

124 

164 
293 
81 
61 
li3 

3.867 

79 
428 

552 
1.894 

91 
106 
154 
160 
186 

63 
154 

1.383 

186 
4';54 
286 

99 
105 
2,38 
144 

71 

133 
109 

40 
35 

ll8 

160 
2.';,7 

72 
SO 
82 

3.328 

45 
399 

';', 511 

1.617 
8S 
72 

108 
151 
144 

S3 
143 

1.281 

174 
234 
282 

95 
104 
213 
120 

59 

1 SpeciaL offense. arc violations of immigra~ion l""s. wageri.ng t"" and vioLations of certain Federal regulatO"1' 
statutes, includd.ng'Migratory Bird laws and Motol:' co.;rler Act regulations. 

'2 Includes bo~ complete and limited praso!ltance repol;ts. For all defen&nts limited presentences numbered 566r 
for defendants sentenced, excluding special offenses, limited presentetices numbered 440. 

PGr$,;'cnt:. not shown where base is 2S or less. 
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95.7 
73.2 

87.0 
92.1 
95.2 

97.ti 
87.7 
88.9 
82.0 
98.8 

86.1 

57.0 
93.2 

92.6 
85.4 
93.4 
67.9 
70.1 
94.4 
77.4 

84.1 
92.9 

92.6 

93.5 
92.1 
98.6 

96.0 
99.0 
89.5 
83.3 
83.1 

~.i ~ 
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Table 21 

87 United states Distri~t Courts 

Defendants Sentenced and Proportion of Presentence 
Investigation Reports on File by Offense 

Fiscal Year 1966 

Total 
con­

victed 

Presentence reports 
on file~ 

Offense Class 

TOTAL •••• 0 ••••••••••••••••• 0 0 •••••••• 0 •• 

SPECIAL OFFENSES •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Immigration laws •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Wagering tax violations ••••••••••••••• 
Federal regulatory statutes ••••••••••• 

TOTAL LESS ABOVE •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

aLASS I ................. ,. •••••••••••••• 0. 

Fraud - Group A ••••• 00 ••••••••• ••••••• 

Embezzlement •••••••• _e •••••••• •••••••• 
Obscenema11 •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

CLASS II ••• 0 •••• 0 ••••••• 0 0 •••••••••••••• 

Income tax fraud •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Other fraud 5 ••••••••• 00 ••••••••••••••• 

CLASS ~II - Liquor, Internal Revenue •••• 

cuss -rv •• ~ •• ., •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Theft •••••••••• " ••• '" •••••• Ii •• 0 • 0 ••• 0 •• 

Postal fraud .e •••••••••• •••••••••••••• 
Fo.rgex-y- •••••• 0 ••••••••• 0 •••••••••••••• 

cuss V 0 ••••••••• 0 ••• 0 ••••••••••••• '!! • • •• 

Border registration, addicts •••••••••• 
Assault and homicide •••••••••••••••••• 
Miscellaneous general offenses •••••••• 

CLASS VI " •••••••• 0, ••••••• ~ It 0 •••••••••••• 

Counterfeiting •••• " ••••••••••••••••••• 
BurglaI"Y •••••.•• ~ •••••• 0 •••••• ~ • ,~ •• r. • 0 • 

Interstate transportation of S'Go~en 
prope rty ••••••••••••••••• 0 •••••• • ••• 

Mar1htlatla •••••• 0 0 •• 0 •••••••• 0 ••••••••• 

National defense laws ••••••••••••••••• 
SeA offenses •••• 0.0 •••••• ••••••••••••• 

CLASS VII - Auto theft ••••••••••••••••• 

CLASS VIII •••••••••••••••••••••••••• /I •• 

Na:r;'cotics ••• 0 •••••• 0 ••••••••••••••••• 

RobbeI"Y" •••••••••••••• v •••••••••• • •• • • 

6,385 

3,033 
676 

2,676 

20,929 

1,632 

355 
1,148 

129 

997 

593 
404 

3,406 

4,,566 

2,223 
385 

1,958 

1,158 

172 
254 
732 

2,698 

295 
264 

906 
650 
457 
126 

4,,843 

1,629 

1,052 
577 

Number I Percent 

20,528 

1~885 

490 
437 
958 

18,643 

1,,491 

312 
1,065 

114 

858 

545 
313 

3,233 

4,116 

1,978 
349 

1,789 

863 

123 
195 
545 

2,293 

270 
221 

824 
508 
357 
113 

4,382 

1,407 

884 
523 

75.2 

29.5 

16.2 
64.6 
35.8 

89.1 

91.4 

87.9 
92.8 
88.4 

86.1 

91.9 
77.5 

94.9 

90.1 

89.0 
90.6 
91.4 

74.5 

71.5 
76.8. 
74.5 

85.0 

91.5 
83.7 

90.9 
78.2 
78.1 
89.7 

90.5 

86.4 

84.0 
90.6 

J. Tncludes both complete and limited presentence reports. For all defen­
dants limited presentences numbered 566; for defendants sentenced, less 
special offenses, limited presentencea numbered 440. 
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PART II 

-FEDERAL lbFFENDERS IN THE UNITED' S'r,ATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA -,' FISCAL YEAR lQ§~ 

Introduction 

As in previous years statistics on of'fenders brought 
before the United States District Court for the District of 
Columbia are separately set forth .in this annual report. 
Th~ reasons for the separate stat¢ment are threef'old. 

First", nine out of' ten def'endallts indicted by the grand 
jury have-violated laws under the District of' Columbia Crim­
inal Code.* These violations are primarily state type, there­
f'ore, 50 percent of the criminal business in the district 
court represents five general off'ense groups, homicide, robbery, 
assault, burglary, and sex off'enses. In comparison with the 
def'endants disposed of in the 87 United States District Courts, 
these f'1ve.of'fenses represent less than 5 percent of the dis­
positions. The offense classes appearing in this section of 
the report follow those that would be f'Ounu in a state class­
ification of' of'fenses rather than the special classif'ication 
used in Part I for describing the defendants disposed of by 
the 87 United States Distliict Courts. 

Second, the sentencing statutes in the District of' 
Columbia provide that the terms of sentences may be indeter­
minate in nature. This 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 f'or the District of Columbia may commit 
convicted defendants under the age of twenty-six according 
to the previsions of the Youth Corrections Act. A majority 
of' young/adults committed under this statute have sentences 
totaling ,six yeal's. Youths so committed may serve no more 
than f'ouryears in a correctional institution with a minimum 
of two years under parole supervision in the community. 
Because of' satisfactory institutionaJ adjustment and an 
acceptable rele.ase plan, a majority of the youths committed 
under the Youth. Corrections Act are released to the. community 
well b!afore the fqur-year maximum. There are also a f'e\"I 
sentenced under the provision of the Youth Corrections Act 
(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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Table 00-1 

United states District Court for the District of Columbia 
Defendants Disposed of by Type of D1spos1tlon# 

F1scal Year 1956 

Not Conv1cted 
Type of con- Nwn- Per-

disposition Total victed ber cent 

TO'l'AL •••••••••••••••• 1,230 318 912 74.1 

PERCENT •••••••••• e ••• 100.0 100.0 100.0 -
Disposed of without 
trial: D1smissed, 
plea of gu1lty or 

850 210 640 75.3 nolo contendere •••••••• 

I Percent 69.1 66.,0 70.2 -• • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

By court trial 33 29 4 12.1 
• • • • • • • • • • 

Percent • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 2.7 9.1 0.4 -
B-3 jury trial 347 79 268' 77.2 

• • • • • • 0 • • • • 

Percent 28.2 24.9 29~4 -••••••• o.e •••• 
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the United states Board of Parole may consider the'individual 
for parole relea.se at any time, and before two years of the 
expj;ration of the sentence. 

Thus for the District of Columbia the indetE~rminate 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 
sen'tences were indeterminate, 9 percent were under the youth 
Corrections Act, 70 percent are definite" and the balance were 
commitments under the Federal Juvenile Delinquency Act or ai'e 
classe1las 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 juveniles 
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 
Columbia" therefore, ... :t th its fixed terri tQrial 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 situation. 

In ,summary, because ot' the state-type offenses" the sen­
tenCing procedures available to the United States District Court 
for the District of Col~bia" and the unique central-city rep­
resentation of the court statistics, it 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 
jurisdictions. 

1. Types of disposition 

In 1966 there were 1,,230 defendants disposed of in the ' 
United states District Court for the District of Columbia. 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 in 1966 was 4 percent higher 
than in 1963. 

~le overall propor.tion of defendants convicted in 1966 wa~ 
74 percent" a slight dl',:op under the 76 perc.ent conviction rate 
recorded in 1965. Table DC-l shows for fiscal year ,1966 the 
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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 1;)1' offense. For the group 
convicted of gambling, embezzlement an.d fraud, and forgery, 
about 8 percent were disposed of by trial. For those convicted 
forf:;l"~offenses, robbery, homicide, (.)r 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 o~ more. For those receiving a ter.m 
of probation the proportion 'receiving a split sentence dropped 
to l'percent compared to 3 ~ercent 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
ti ves used by the United states District Court for the Distr:1.ct 
of Columbia appear in Table Dc-4. Sixty-seven percent of those 
sentenced were im~risoned 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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Type of disposition 

TOTAL ••••• o •••••• 

D1cposed of without 
trial: 

Dismissed, plea of 
guilty or nolo 
contendere ••••••••• 

By court tr1a1 •• ~ ••• 

Jury tr1a1 .0 •••••••• 

( 

I, 

Figure A 

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

1963 1964 1965 

Percent Percent Percent 
Number convicted Number convicted Number convicted 

1~183 77.4 1~442 77.3 1~286 76.3 

785 80.0 1,049 77 .. 9 914 78.3 

65 30.8 54 40.7 61 29.5 

333 80.5 339 81.4 311 7904 

.' 
D 

o 11 

. , 

" 

1966 

Percent 
Number convicted 

-
1~ 230 " 74,.1 

850 75.3 

33 1201 

347 77.2 

~, >'. 

I, 

(I 

- ", .. -....... 
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Table DC-2 

t f ji'the District of: Columbia United States Cistrict ~o~e ~~ Trial of Defendants, 
Offense Class a~iscal Year 1966 

Trial by court or jury 

Total trials ~ court By jury 

Offense class 

TOTAL .............. 
Class I ............... 

Gambling •••••••••••• 
'Embezzlement and 

fraud · ............ 
Forgery · .... .., ....... 
All other ••••••••••• 

Class II .............. 
Assaul t ' .............. 
Burglary and larceny. 
Auto theft ••••••• $ •• 

Class III • ••••••• 0 •••• 

Se;x: offenses ........ 
Robbery ............. 
Homicid.~ ............ 
Narcot:1C.'s o ••••••••• 0 

-"'-'---~ 

Final Nwn-
disposition ber 

1,230 380 

291 36 

76 6 

63 5 
5 c 58 

94 20 

510 148 

132 57 
271 70 
107 21 

429 196 

59 32 
234 104 

38 67 
69 22 

- 54 -

Per-
cent 

30.9 

12.4 

7.9 

7.9 
8.6 

21.3 

29.0 

43.2 
25.8 
19.6 

45.7 

54.2 
44.4 
56.7 
31.9 

. . , 

Num- Per- ~urn- Per-
cent ber cent ber 

33 2.7 347 28.2 

4 1.4 32 11.0 

~ - 6 7.9 

1 1.6 4 6.3 
- - 5 8.6 
3 3.2 3.7 18.1 

>, 

r I 
13 ,'2.5' i35 26.5 

'I 

4 '3.0 53 40.2 
23.2 7 2.6 63 

2 1.9 19 17.7 

16 3.7 180 42.0 

6 10.2 26 44.0 
6 2.5 98 41.9 

38 56.7 - -
4 5.8 18 26.1 

c • 

C? 

------- ---- ------

..........•...... ~ 

,> 
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Table DC-3 
• • • • • -~. _. - -"... ~ T • 

United States District Court for the District of Columbia 
Type of Sentences Imposed on Convicted Defendants 

Fiscal Years 1964, 1965 and 1966 
>. 

1964 1965 >1966 
Num- Per- Num- Per- Num- Per-Type or Sentence ber cent ber cent ber cent 

... TOTAL CONVICTED AND SENTENCED 
o • 1,115 100.0 981 100.0 912 100.0 

Maximum term of imprisonmen~ 1 
770 69.1 648 66.1 614 67.3 

'> . 
12 months and under ...... -... 116 10.4 77 7.9 110 12.1 13-36 months 

• • • •••• IP •••••••• 140 15.2 135 13.8 117 12.8 37-60 months ................ 2 3 21.8 218 22.2 172 18.8 61-120 months 
• •••••• r,. , •••••• 189 17.0- 161 '16.4 146 16.0 Over 120 months . ............ 52 4.7 57 5.8 69 7.6 

Term of Erobation 
•••••••••• 'r •• 308 27.6 306 '3L2 277 30.4 

'> 
1-12 months ................. * - 16 1.6 3Z 3.5 
13-36 months ................ * - 210 21.4. 193 21.2 37 months and over •••••••••• 

* - 37 3.8 35 3.8 Delayed probation ........... * - 10 1.0 9 1.0 
Split sentence .............. 35 3.1 33 3.4 8 0.9 

Fine only .................... 34 3.0 24 2.4 17 1.9 
All other 

., ••••• 0 ••••••••••• '~ • 3 0.3 3 0.3 4 0.4 
* Data not available. 

1 These terms reflect the maximum sentence imposed under the indeterminate 
sentencing pro~isionB of the District of Columbia Criminal Code, Title 
24, Section 203 which represents 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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E'IGURE B - Type of Sentence, i963, 1964, 1965,. and 1966 

(,I 

Defendants Convicted and Sentenced 
Type of F.Y. F.Y. F.Y. F.Yo 
sentence 1963 1964 ]j)§ .!.2§.2 

Total convicted 
and sentenced .0. 916 1,115,/ 

( 
981 912 

, 
~~. / 

Imprisonment ' •••• 649 770 648 614 
Probation ••••••• 242 308 306 277 
Fine only ... ~ ... 23 34 24 17 
All other ••••••• 2 3. 3 4 

Percent •••••••••• 100 0 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Imprisonment •••• 70.9 69.1 66.1 67.3 
Probation ••••••• 26 0 4 27.6 31 0 2 30.4 
Fine only •• a •••• 2.5 3.0 2.4 1.9 
All other ..... e- •• 0.2 0.3 0.3 0 0 4 
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Offense class 

TOTAL •••• ~ ••• o •••• , 

Class I . " ............... 
Gambling .............. 
Embezzlement and fraud. 
Forgery .••••••••••••••• 
All other •••••• 0 •••••• 

Class II ................ 
Assault ••••• " ••••••• 0 • 

Burglary and larceny • 0 
Auto theft ............ 

Class III 0 ••••••••• ,...0.0 

Sex offenses •••••••• 0 0 

Robbery " ............. " 
Homicide .............. 
Narcotics ••••••• u ••••• 

--~---- ---- -------

FIGURE C 

Proportionate use of Probation by Offense, 
Fiscal Years 1963, 1964, 1965 and 1966 

1963 1964 1965 

Total Percent Total Percent Total Percent 
convicted placed on convicted placed on convicted placed on 

defendants probation defendants probation defendants probation 

916 26.4 1,115 27.6 981 3102 

223 51.6 242 49.1 214 56.1 

70 64.3 74 67.6 83 57.8 
53 56.6 37 62.2 48 64.6 
65 30.8 53 39.6 35 60.0 
35 57.1 78 32.1 48 41.7 

357 28.3 464 31.3 411 33.6 

82 34.1 108 36.1 83 34.9 
150 24.0 255 29.8 210 33.3 
125 29.6 101 29.7 115 33.0 

336 7.7 409 10.8 356 l3.5 

34 2.9 52 19.2 27, _1 

186 8.6 166 10.2 J:/7 12.4 
40 15.0 56 10.7 45 15.6 
76 3.9 135 8.1 112 11.6 

1. Percent not computed where base is 25 or less. 

o 
. , 

." 

1966 

Total Percent I' 
\\ 

convicted placed on 
defendants: probation 

912 30.4 

237 54.4 

70 62.9 
41 63.4 
48 56.3 
78 41.0 

392 28.3 

98 27.6 
211 28.9 

83 27.7 

283 13.1 

I 
11 

1 
23 _1 

162 1005 
44 1306 
54 18.5 ii 
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Table DC-4 

United States District Court for the District of Columbia 
convicted Defendants by Offense Class w,d sentencing Alternatives. Fiscal Year 1966 

Probation Imprisonment 

Total ! Split 
~onvicted Suspended Imme- sen-

Offense class defendants sentence Fine Total diate Delay tence Total Adult YCA 

TOTAL ..................................... 912 4 17 277 260 9 8 614 507 107 

Class I ....................................... 237 1 16 129 122 3 4 91 90 1 

Gambling ................................. 70 - 11 44 43 1 - 15 15 <-

Embezzlement and fraud ... 41 - 1 26 26 - - 14 14 .-
Forgery ................................... 48 - - 27 26 1 - 21 21 -
All other ............................... 78 1 4 32 27 1 4 41 40 1 

Class II ..................................... 392 1 1 III 106 4 1 279 216 63 

Assault ................................... 98 - - 27 26 1 - 71 60 11 
Burglary and larceny ......... 211 - 1 61 57 3 1 149 121 28 
Auto theft .............................. 83 1 - 23 23 - - 59 35 24 

Class III ................................... 283 2 - 37 32 2 3 244 201 43 

Sex offenses .......................... 23 - - 4 3 - 1 19 D 6 
Robbery ................................... 162 - - 17 13 2 2 145 109 36 
Homicide ................................. 44 - - 6 6 - - 38 37 1 
Narcotics ................................ 54 2 - 10 10 - - 42 42 -

1 Percent not computed where base is 25 or less. 

j, I. ,. 

. , 

1 
Percent 

Im-
Suspended Pro- prison-
sentence Fine bation ment 

0.4 1.9 30.4 67.3 

0.4 6.8 54.4 38.4 

- 15.7 62.9 21.4 
- 2.4 63.4 34.2 
- - 56.3 43.7 

1.3 5.1 41.0 52.6 

0.3 0.3 28.3 71.1 

- - 27.6 72.4 
- 0.5 28.9 70.6 

1.2 - 27.7 71.1 

0.7 - 13.1 86.2 

- - - -
- - 10.5 89.5 
- - 13.6 86.4 

3.7 - 18.5 77.8 
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The Youth Corrections Act was used for 25 percent of the 
defendants sentenced to prison for robbery. For those impris­
oned for burglary ~,d larceny, 19 percent were committed under 
the Youth Corrections Act. The highest proportionate use of 
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 
a "split" sentence, compared to 33 in 1965. Tl11s 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 proportion 
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. 

Table DC-5 presents the respective terms for both defendants 
placed on probation and those sentenced to imprisonme!nt. Of 
the 614 defendants sentenced to prison, 35 percent had terms of 
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
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 years, 73 
percent had been convicted of Class III offenses. Twenty-five 
percent had been convicted of Class II offenses and only two 
per~ent were convicted of Class I offenses. 

Fbr the 277 persons placed on immediate probation, 7 out 
of 10 had probation terms of 13 to 36 months. The proportions 
of persons receiving probation. decreased as the seriousness of 
the offenses increased. 

The attention of the reader is called to the extreme 
right-hand column of Table DC-5. Here sentence weights have 
been provided based on the same severity of sentence scale used 
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Total 
convJ,,~ted Suspended 

Offense class d""'rendants sentence 

TOTAL ..................... 912 4 

Class I ...................... 237 1 

Gambling ..................... 70 -
Embezzlement and fraud .......... 41 -
Forgery ............................... 48 -
All other .................. 78 1 

Class .II ..................... 39a 1 

Assault ..................... 98 -
Burglary and larct:l,'Y ~ Co ...... 211 -
Auto theft 

. ................. 83 ! 

Class III .................... 283 2 

Sex offenses ............... 23 -
Robbery .................... 162 -
Homicide .................. 44 -
Narcotics ................. 54 2 

lpercent not computed where base is 25 or lesa. 

, II 

Fine 
only Total 

17 277 

16 129 

11 44 

1 26 

- 27 

4 32 

1 111 

- 27 

1 61 

- 23 

- 37 

- 4 

- 17 

- 6 

- 10 

Table 00-5 

United states District Court for thf:! Distl:ict of Colu.'nbia 
offense Class, Type c.'f Sentence and Weighted Sentence value of Convicted Defendants 

Fiscal Year 1966 

Probation (in montho) Maximum (entence of imprisonment (in months) 

1-12 t 1:1_3613~v:d I Delayed I Split ~otal 1-617-12J 1:-24'- 25-36-' 37-48 149-60161-120 112!v:
d 

32 1'93 35 9 8 614 30 80 39 78 124 48 146 69 

15 99 8 3 4 91 6 25 16 24 9 6 5 -

3 40 - 1 - 15 - 5 7 3 .;. - - -
3 20 3 - - 14 - 1 3 7 2 1 - -
1 22 3 1 - 21 - 3 2 10 1 3 2 -
8 17 2 1 4 41 6 16 4 4 6 2 3 -

15 75 16 4 1 279 23 48 20 34 80 21 51 2 

3 16 7 1 - 71 6 16 3 5 13 5 22 1 

8 42 7 3 1 149 U 27 14 14 40 13 28 1 

4 17 2 - - 59 5 5 3 15 27 3 1 -

2 19 11 2 3 244 1 7 3 20 35 n 90 67 

- 1 2 - 1 19 - 1 - - 2 4 3 9 

1 6 6 2 2 145 1 - 2 16 30 6 57 33 

- 4 2 - - 38 - - - - - - 13 25 

1 8 1 - - 42 - 6 1 4 3 11 17 -

Percentl A\ltual ,I Im-
Sel(ltence 

PrO- prison- weight per 
bation ment defendant 

30.4 67.3 12.6 

54.4 38.4 4.7 

62.9 21.4 3.0 

63.4 34.1 4.7 

56.3 43.8 6.2 

41.0 52.6 5.4 

28.3 71.2 fi,4 

27.6 72.4 10.9 

28.9 70.6 9.3 

27.7 71.1 7.8 

13.1 86.2 23.6 

- - -
10.5 89.5 23.2 

13.6 86.4 36.2 

18.5 77.8 13.2 

,1 
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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 Percen't? 

convicted 
Male I Female 

Corpor-
Male I Female Male I Female Male I Female I-lale I Female White· 1 Negro Offense Class defendants ations 

-
TOTAL · ................ 912 854 56 2 31 1 823 55 161 9 662 46 19.4 80.6 

Class I •••••••••••••• 0 ••••• ~ 237 200 35 2 4 - 196 35 78 5 118 30 35.9 64.1 

Gambling .................. 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 

Forgery · .................. 48 36 12 - - - 36 12 15 3 21 9 37.5 62.5 

All other • ••••••••••••••• D 78 70 6 2 2 - 68 6 19 1 49 5 27.0 73.0 

~, 

Class II .................... 392 384 8 - 21 - 363 8 50 3 313 5 14.3 815.7 

Assault · .................. 98 96 2 - 4 - 92 2 11 - 81 2 11.7 88.3 

Burglary and larceny ...... 211 205 6 - 12 - 193 6 32 3 161 3 17.6 82.4 

Auto theft ................ 83 83 - - 5 - 78 - 7 - 71 - 9.0 91.0 

Class III · .................. 283 270 13 - 6 1 264 12 33 1 231 11 12.3 87.7 

Sex offenses .............. 23 23 - - - - 23 - 3 - 20 - - -
Robbery • •••••••••••• D ••••• 162 160 2 - 2 - 158 2 19 1 139 1 12.5 87.5 

Homicide .................. 44 35 9 - 2 1 33 8 3 - 30 8 7.'J 92.7 

Narcotics • •••••••••••••• D • 54 52 2 - 2 - 50 2 8 - 42 2 15.4 84.6 

Percent not computed where base is 25 or less. \ 
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Total convicted Year of birth 
defendants not reported 

Offenso Class Total 
,I Fc- ,I~orpor 

Male male ationa ,I Fo-Male male 

TOTAL ••••••••••••• 912 B54 56 2 29 1 

Class I ...................... 237 200 35 2 3 -
Gambling ........... 70 56 14 - - -
Embezzlement and 

fraud ......... 41 3B 3 - 1 -
Forgery ......... 4B 36 12 - - -
All other ....... 7B 70 6 2 2 -

Class II .................... 392 3B4 B - 20 -
Assault .................. 9B 96 2 - 4 -
Burglary and 

larceny ........ 2ll 205 6 - II . 
Auto theft. ....... B3 B3 - - 5 -

Class III ••••••••• 2B3 270 13 - 6 ~ 

Sex offenDes .... 23 23 - - - -
Robbery .......... 162 160 2 - 2 -
Homicide •••••••• 44 35 9 - 2 1 

N£lrcot:ico ••••••• 54 52 2 - 2 -

1 l'Iedian agEl not computed where baDe is 25 or leoo. 

Year of birth 
reported 

Total ta-Male malo 

aBO B25 55 

232 197 35 

70 56 14 

40 37 3 

4B 36 12 

74 6B 6 

372 364 B 

94 92 2 

200 194 6 

79 7B -
276 264 12 

23 23 -
160 15B 2 

41 33 B 

52 50 2 

Unitad Stat.es District Court for the Diotrict of Columbia 
Offen DO Class, Age Bnd Sex of Convicted Defendanto, 

Fiscal Year 1966 

\5 - 17 1B - 19 20 - 21 22 - 24 25 - 29 

I Fo-Kale male i IFe-Male male I I Fo-Male male i I Fa-Malo malo I Fa-Male mal.o 

1 - 45 2 12B 3 154 10 177 16 

- - 2 1 4 1 15 5 28 10 

- - - - - - - L 3 4 

- - 1 - 1 - 4 - 4 1 

- - - 1 1 1 4 3 10 4 

- - 1 - 2 - 7 1 11 1 

- - 26 - 72 2 73 1 B6 2 

- - ~ - 20 - 15 - 20 -

- - 12 - 2B 2 37 1 56 2 

- - 9 - 24 - 21 - 10 -
~ - 17 1 52 - 66 4 63 4 

- - 2 - 5 - B - 4 -
1 - 14 1 41 - 41 1 42 -

- - 1 - 3 - 7 3 5 3 

- - - - ~ - 10 - 12 J. 

30 - 34 

,I Fa-
Male %ll!!.lo 

llO 6 

33 4 

2 -

3 -
B 2 

20 i 

4B 2 

12 1 

29 1 

7 -
29 -
1 -

14 -
2 -

12 -

I 
I 

I' 
i 
I 
I 
I 

60 and 
35 - 39 40 - 49 50 • 59 ovor Modian Age1 

,I Fa- ,I Fa- ,I Fa- ,I Fa- ,I Fo-Mnlo male lo'.ale male Male male Malo Inale Total Malo mllile 

66 3 B2 II 40 3 22 1 27.5 27.4 2B.9 

2B 1 37 9 32 3 18 1 37.2 37.9 30.6 

IFI 
l J 

11 1 13 4 18 3 9 1 47.6 49.2 - ~\ 

)) 
.! 

4 - 5 2 9 - 6 - 42.9 43.0 -
3 - 9 1 1 - - - 30.0 31.9 -

10 - 10 2 4 - 3 - 33.2 33.3 -
28 1 27 - 2 - 2 - 25.7 25.6 -
10 1 B - 2 - - - 26.8 26.5 -

16 - 14 - - - 2 - 26.7 26.B -
2 - 5 - - - - - 22.9 22.9 -

10 1 1B 2 6 - 2 - 24.9 ~4.B -
1 - 2 - - - ~ - - - -
3 - 1 - 1 - - - 23.6 23.7 -
3 - 7 2 J - 2 - 29.1 31.3 -
3 1 a - 2 - - - 30.0 30.0 -

~ l ______________________________________________________ -====== J 
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," for the, .81 ,Ur1i ted States District Courts.,: It"cian.:be;seen that 
the sentence weight increases as the seriousness of the offense 
increases. This can also be determined by a review of the actual 
distribution of the sentences of probation and imprisonment ap­
pearing in-this 'table . ', 

The overall sentence weight of 12.6 per defenda~t is higher 
than what was experienced in 1965 when'the figure 'was 12.2 and 
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. 

4. Sex, race, and age 

Each year this report has presented data on the race, sex, 
and age, by offense, for defendants conyictedin the ,United States 
District Court for the District of Columbia. In 1966, 854 or , 
94 percent of the convicted defendan'f:;s 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 homicide. (See Table DC-6). " 

,-" 

Table DC-7 distributes by age and se,jC defendants convicted 
for the. separate offenses. Overall" the i\edian age was 27.5 
years.. For men the median age wal:> about tthe same. For women 
the median ;)i!.rr.~ was 29 years. These mediai,l ages can be compared 
with 1965 a~ Xollows: total defendants ~8.5 years; men, 28 
years;, ltiQmen, 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 
we~e those convicted of gambling (median age, 48 years). 

5. Prior record 

Table DC-8 distributes, by offense, the prior criminal record 
of the 912 defendants sentenced during the f~ca1 year 1966. 
Seventy-eight percent were reported to have a prior criminal 
record. This can be compared to 79 percent in 1965. The propor­
tion of defendants with a prior criminal record ranged from 54 
percent for gambling cases to 90 percent for auto theft cases. 
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 (21 percent). The highest prior prison record was re­
corded for those convicted of' narcotic~ (52 percent). 
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FIGURE D 
Weighted Sentence Value by- Offense, 1964,· 1965 and 1966 

Weighted 

Offense 

ALL DEFENDANTS •••• 0 ••• 00 •• 0 •••• 

Class I •••••••••••• ~ ••••• o ••• o. 

Gambling ••••••••••• 0 ••• 0 ••••• 

Embezzlement & fraud .~ ••••••• 
Forgery .0.0 •••••• 00.0.00 •• 

0 
•• 

All other .D •• O •••• O •••• •••
O 
•• 

Class II •• o ••••• oooooo •• ~ ••• o •• 

Assault ••• 0 ••••••••••• 0 •• 
00 

•• 

Burglary & larceny ••• 0 ••• 0 ••• 

Auto theft ••• 0 •••••••• 00 .' ••• 

Class III •••••••••••••• 0 ••••• •• 

Sex offenses •• 0 •• 0 •••• 0 •••• ~~ 

Robbery ••••••••••••••• 000
0 

•• 
0 

Homicide .00 •••• 00 •••••• 0.000. 

Narcotics ••• 0 •••••••• 0 ••••• 0. 

sentence value 
1964 1.2.9,2 '1,966 .......-... 

12.0 

5.3 
3.0 
5.4 
7.7 
5.,7 

8 0 8 
9.4 
8.8 
8.3 

19.6 
16 0 6 
19 0 9 
31.6 
15.9 

12.2 

4.6 
.2.5 
4.0 
6.3 
7.5 

9.2 
9.5 . 

10~0 
7.5 

20 0 3 
-* 

20 0 8' 
32.0 
15.5 

12.6 

4.7 
3.0 
4'.7 
6.2 
5.4 

9.4 
10.9 

9.3 
7.8 

23",6 
-* 

23.2 
36.2 
13.2 

t uted where base is 25 or lesso 
*Weighted sentence value no comp . . 

. ,~ 
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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 o~ the 
sentences imposed are shown by o~fense class which is ~urther 
broken down into the prior record o~ the de~endants" In tabJ,~ 
DC-9 it !ean be seen that 90 percent of thfi persons sentenced 'to 
impriso~\ment had a,prior criminal record" and 37 percent had a 
priorpr~son record, that is a previous commitment o~ one year 
or more." O~ 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 ~ive percent 
had a prior prison ·record. For those placed on probation" 52 
percent had a prior criminal record and o~ this group" 15 per­
cent had a prior prison record. 

In Table DC-10 it can be seen that among Class I offenses 
substantial.ly more persons with no prior record received pro­
bation than for Class III offenses. In Class I offense" 85 
percent who had no prior record were placed on probation. For 
Class III o~fenses" 42 percent with no prior record were placed 
on probation. For de~endants convicted o~ 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 o~fense increases o 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 o~ prior record fo::: >~onvicted defendants. For the 
last two fiscal years the distribution has been about the same. 
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FIGURE E - Prior Criminal Record, 1963, 1964 t 1965 and 1966 

Prior Criminal Record 

TOTAL . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Prior record not 
reported . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

TOTAL WITH PRIOR RECORD 
REPORTED • • 0 • • • • • • • • 0 • • • 0 

No prior record . . . . . .0. 

With prior record . . . . . . 
Less than prison . . . . . 
Prison record • • 0 ., • • • • 

.' 

, " 

1963 1964 1965 1966 -
Num-I Per- Num-I Per- Num-I Per- Num-l Per-
ber cent ber cent ber cent ber cent 

916 - 1,115 - 981 - 912 -

94 - 70 - 40 - 40 -

822 100.0 1,045 100.0 941 100.0 872 100.0 

246 29.9 293 28.0 194 20.6 192 2200 

576 70.1 752 72.0 747 79 04 680 78.0 

340 4.1.4 ( 

" 
390 37.3 484 51.4 422 4804 

23.6 28.7 362 34.7 263 28.0 258 29.6 

~ , . ___ --.,r--__________ QUW>"""""""'.-=11 
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Table 00-8 

united states District Court for the District of Columbia 
Offense Class and Prior Record of Convicted Defendants, Fiscal Year 1966 

Prior 
Prior No Total with 
record prior prior record 
not record 

Offense class Total reported Total reported Number I Percentl. 

TOTAL .................. 912 39 873 193 680 77.9 

CLASS I ................... 237 7' 230 79 151 65.'7 

Gambling . '" .............. 70 - 70 32 38 54.3 
Embezzlement and fraud .. 41 - 41 l'j1 24 58.5 
Forgery · ................ 48 - 48 11 37 77.1 
All other ............... 78 6 72 20 52 '72.2 

CLASS II ••• o ••••• ,~ •• • ••• •• 392 22 370 61 309 83.5 

Assault · ................ 98 5 93 24 69 74.2 
Burglary and larceny .... 211 11 200 29 171 85.5 
Auto theft .............. 83 6 77 8 69 89.6 

CLASS III · ................ 283 11 272 52 220 80.9 

Sex offenses ............ 23 1 22 5 17 -
Robbery · ................ 162 2 160 28 132 82.5 
Homicide ................ 44 4 40 13 27 67.5 
Narcotics ............... 54 4 50 6 44 88.0 

l. Percent not shown where base is 25 or less. 
2 Includes any commitment to an institution under juvenile delinquency procedure. 
S Includes probation, suspended sentences and fines. 
4 Includes commitments of under one year to confinement. 
S Includes commitment of over one year to confinement. 

. 
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,I 
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criminal record reported 

Juvenile Probation 
record2 records 

202 60 

13 20 

3 9 
1 3 
3 3 
6 5 

110 19 

26 4 
57 12 
27 3 

79 21 

6 1 
60 17 

6 '1 
7 2 

,;;:C;..' 

Pr.ior prison 
Other records 
record4 Numberlpercentl. 

160 258 29.6 

44 74 32.2 

12 14 20.0 
3 17 41.5 

16 15 31.3 
13 28 38.9 

70 110 29.7 

21 18 19.4 
33 69 34.5 
16 23 29.9 

46 74 27.2 

4 6 -
22 33 20.6 
11 9 22.5 

9 26 52.0 
() 
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Table 00-9 

United states District Court for the District of Columbia 

Prior Criminal Record and Type of Sentence of Convicted Defendants, 
!?i<lcal Year 1966 

Prior Criminal Record Reported . 
Prior No Total with 
record prior prior record Pro-
not record Juvenile bation 

Type of Sentence Total reported Total reported 'Number, i Percentl. record record 

TOTAL •• 0 •••• 0.000 •• 0.00 •• 0. 912 39 873 193 680 77.9 202 60 

Percent 

Imprisonment ••• 0000000000 ••• 0 67.3 8,4.6 66.6 28.5 77 .3 - 82.7 58.4 

Probation ••• o •• o ••••• ouooo.o. 30.4 5.1 31.5 67.9 21.2 - 16.8 38.3 
. 

Fine •• 0000 •• 00000000000000000 1.9 7.7 1.6 3.1 1.2 - - 3.3 

All other •••• 00 •• 00.00000.000 0.4 2.1: 0.3 0.5 0.3 - 0.5 -
~ 

Imprisonment - Total 0 •• 000000 614 33 581 55 526 90.5 167 35 

Adult regular •• 000000 •• 0000 507 28 479 35 444 92.7 119' 24 

youth Corrections Act 00 ••• 0 107 5 102 20 82 80.4 48 11 
. 

Probation - Total ••••••• D.CI •• 277 2 275: 131 144 52.4 34 I 23 

Adult - Direct from court .. 260 2 258 123 135 52.3 30 21 

Adult - Dela¥ed probation .. 9 - 9 4 5 - 1 2 
, 

Adult - Split sen'cence ..... 8 - 8 4 .4 - 3 -
No supervision •••• 0 •••• 0000 - - ... -, - - - -

Fine .QOOO.~ooo •• ooo ••••••• O.o 17 3 14 6 8 - - 2 

All other 0 •• 0 •••••••••• 00000. 4 1 3 1 2 - 1 -
l. Percent not computed where base is 25 or less. 

" 

;., 

Prior prison" 
.record 

other 
Number 1 record Percent;!' 

160 258 29.6 

69.4 82.6 -
29.4 15.5 -
1.2 1.5 -
- 0.4 -

111 213 36.7-

93 208 43.4 

18 5 4.9 

47 40 14.5 

46 38 24.7 

2 1 -
- 1 -
- - -
2 4 -
- 1 -

f' 
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Offense Class and 
prior crimin.l 

Record Total Total 

'l'O'1'AL ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 912 614 

Prior criminal record not 
reported ••••••••••••••••• 39 33 

Class I •••••••••••••••• 11. 6 3 

Class II ................. 22 20 

Class J:II •••••••••••••••• 11 10 

'l'O'1'AL. PRIOR RECORD REPORTED •• 873 581 

No prior record •.••••••••••• 194 55 

Prior record, less than 
prison ................... 420 313 

Prior prison record ......... 259 213 

Class I ........ •••••••••••••••• 231 88 

No prior record .............. 80 5 

Prior record, less than 
prison •.••••••••••••••••• 77 33 

Prior prison record ......... 74 50 

Class II ....................... 370 259 

No prior record ........... ,," •• 61 19 

Prier record, less than 
prison ••••••••••••••••••• 198 146 

Prior prison record .......... 111 94 

" 
Class III •• " ••••••• 11 •••••••••• 272 234 

No prior record ............. 53 31 

Prior record" less than 
prison ••••••••••••••••••• 145 134 

Prior prison record ......... 74 69 

.1 Percent not computed where base is 25 or less. 

". ;. 
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Table DC-lO 

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

Naximum sentence to Imprisonment 

I I lover 12 months I 13-36 37-60 61-120 120 
and under months months monthe months 

110 117 172 146 69 

10 6 7 6 4 

2 1 - - -
8 4 6 2 -
- 1 1 4 4 

100 111 165 140 65 

6 6 20 17 6 

48 Sl 102 75 37 

46 54 43 48 22 

29 39 15 5 -
3 - 1 1 -

14 16 2 1 -
12 23 12 3 -

63 50 95 49 2 

2 3 11 3 -

31 25 62 27 1 

30 22 22 19 1 

8 22 55 86 63 

1 3 8 13 6 

3 10 38 47 36 

4 9 9 26 21 

Total 

277 

2 

-
1 

1 

27S 

132 

102 

41 

129 

68 

40 

21 

110 

42 

52 

16 

36 

22 

10 

4 

Term of Proba tion 

I I 1-12 I 13-36, 137 months Delayed Split: months months and over 

9 8 

- -
- -
- -
- -

9 8 

4 S 

4 1 

1 2 

3 4 

1 2 

1 1 

1 1 

4 1 

1 -

3 -
- 1 

2 3 

2 3 

- -
- -

32 

-
-
-
-

32 

19 

7 

6 

15 

10 

1 

4 

15 

" , . 

8 

6 

1 

2 

1 

-
1 

193 35 

2 -
- -
1 -
1 -

191 35 

84 20 

81 9 

26 6 

99 8 

49 6 

37 -
13 2 

74 16 

24 9 

39 4 

11 3 

18 11 

11 5 

S S 

2 1 

... ----
P'ak'c,cnt1 

Fine I I Fine and Impris- Prdb- and 
other onment ati .. 'Jn othe~ 

21 67.3 30.4 2.3 

4 84.6 5.1 10.3 

3 - - -
1 - - -
- - - -. 1'<--

17 66.6 31.5 1.9 

7 28.4 68.0 3.6 

5 74.5 24.3 1.2 

5 82.3 15.8 1.9 

14 38.1 55.8 6.1 

7 6.3 85.0 8.7 

4 42.9 51.9 5.2 

3 67.6 28.4 4.0 

1 70.0 29.7 0.3 

- 31.1 68.9 -

- 73.7 26.3 
,--

1 84.7 14.4 0.9 

2 86.0 13.3 0.7 

- 58.5 41.5 -
1 92.4 6.9 0.7 

1 93.2 5.4 1.4 \ 
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'l'ABL'& D 1.. ·.:.VNITED STATES DISmICT COURTS 

NCED AND TER."'\INATED DURINO 'l'IIB FISCAL YEAR, ENDED 
CRIHINAL CASES COMHE JUNE; JO. 1966, BY DISTRICl ~ ___________ I _____ I ____ _ 

----------------------'=-r---------lr------------------~::: OW 

Pending 
July 1, 

1965 Total 1 Original 
procoedingD I 

Removad 
f."" 

atate court I 
Roceived 

by 
tran'ffer 

Total 
hnni­
mlted 1. 

Pending 
June 3D, 

1966· 

[~~~==~==!31~.~4;94~======~2;9.~3~4~.==========~~========~==~::t:::~~:::t::::::9~1~3~O: 
TO'rAL ALL DISTRICTS ........... t~1:0j.B~3~·::!:~~::::~~~:.:.. ___________ 7 ________ =1~~=j==~1.~'~50~=t==~~= 610 1,,453 1,441 622 293 

District- of Columbia .................. t=~~==1==~~= ____ ~5~3;B ________ ~:-________ J~2~i ___ -;;;-_I ___ --;;-_ 
PIRS't CIRCUIT...... ••••••••• 340 5:: 50 70 1:

2

7 

Maino .......... , ...................... . 

M4Dcachuoetta ........................... . 

Nfrt>t Hampshire •••••••••••••••••.•••••• 

Rhode Ialand •••••• f •••••••••••••••••• 

17. 204 

42 

2.7 
25 13 323 

14 

.7 

36 

BB 

3. 20 

COnnocticut .................... , .......... . 

92 

100 

5. 

.B 97 

55 

103 

90 

58 2.051 1,842 PUarto R,"co •••••••• , ................. ·l-=1~ •• ~7~B ____ 1_:2.~2:15~ _____ .:2~.0~.~1 _______ ~;-_____ .:111~25~i-..::~2;04;--I--~llcO;;;B--SECOND CIRCUIT ••••••••••••• 

:!51 245 

New York, 
Northorn ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
East-ern ............................ . 
Southern ........................... . 
Wostern •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Dela .... Il~/j ............................. . 

llew Jerso:! .............................. . 

fO::~;;:~~~: ....................... . 
Middle ............................. . 
Western ............................. . 

Vi"t'g 1n Islands ............ co ••••• o .... .. 

FOJT':\Tll CIRCUIT ............. . 

Maryland ••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••• 

North Carolina: 
Eantern ................. 0 ............ . 

Midd10 ............................. . 
Western ............................ . 

South Carolina ........................ . 

Vi:!~!~~ ........................... . 
Wl/!fltern •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

WSGt Virginia; 
Northern ............................. .. 
Southern ............................ . 

PIFTH CZRC\~T • .............. 

Alabama; 
Northern ..... ••••••• , ••••••••••••••••• 

:!~~:;~:::::::: :~:':; :-:::::::::::::: 
Florida: 

Northern ..... 0 ....................... . 

Middlo •••••••••••••• -................. . 
Southern ........................ , •••••• 

G~::~~:rn~ ............................... . 
Hlda1c .............................. . 
Southern ............................ . 

Louioir.na: 
1!:aatern •••••••.•••••••••••••••••••• 
Western ............................ . 

.HisnisBippit 
Northern ........ ,. •••.•••••••••••••••• 
Sou\:hl!!'rn ........................... . 

Texao: 
Go-rthl!rn ......................... _, ••• 
Eastern •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Southern ......... _ ............. ~ ...... . 
Wostern ............................. . 

Canal Zone ............................... . 

92 
43. 
979 

B7 

457 

2.3 
" B4 
B. 
54 

B09 

1.B 

14B 
36 
• 5 

127 

157 
10 

13 
55 

2.234 

74 
29 
34 

64 
27L 
u. 

150 
2. 

123 

21. 
B5 

33. 
120 

" d6 
21 

155 
227 

11 

110 
497 

1,101 
202 

42 

37. 
123 
347 

164 

2.974 

3., 

47' 
,10 
39. 

• 19 

360 
150 

.4 
235 

420 
175 
175 

527 
3BB 
2.6 

460 
3B6 

195 
23B 

S5' 
173 

1,203 
1.791 

142 

470 

353 
117 
322 

,.4 

2.B75 

347 

4.4 
302 'B. 
5B. 

34B 
14. 

.3 
227 

?,6U 

374 
145 
150 

23B 
47L 
35. 

47B 
311 
21'.i 

415 
355 

142 
L54 

522 
167 

1.172 
1.751 

142 

II 

Ii 

15 

324 

7 
23 
14 

2 
27 

5 .5 
7 

23 
22 

49 
77 

L 
2 

• 35 
49 

• 

23 

• 25 

B4 

12 

10 
B 

10 

24 

11 

40B 

39 
7 

11 

11 
5. 
59 

44 
12 
13 

22 
9 

37 
6 

30 
3B 

143 
465 

1,041 
189-

29 

429 
145 
317 

1.5 

3,021 

313 

522 
307 
,97 

640 

403 
149 

53 
237 

S,033 

449 
192 
135 

243 
564 
419 

490 
330 
290 

432 
403 

1.2 
205 

470 
172 

1;192 
1,744 

141 

59 
491 

1,045 
100 

39 

501 

210 
.2 
ll~ 

53 

7.2 

24. 

105 
39 
.4 

10 • 

114 
11 

24 
53 

45 
12 
74 

72 
2.4 
1.B 

107 .. 
129 

244 
6B 

3.9 
153 

205 
22 

16. 
274 

12 

"', 
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.. 

o· 

TABLE n 1. UNITED STA'l'ES DISTRICT COURTS 

CRllilNAL CASES COMHEqcED AND TZRlUNA.TED DURING THE FISCAL YEAR ENDEl' 
' JUNE 3D, 1966. BY DISTRICT-CONcr.unED 

Circuit 
.nd 

district 

Pending 
July I, 
19.5 

I 
Removod Recoived Total Pending 

from by tOrtDi- June 30, 
.atato court tranrafor nated1. 196~,2 ~.~----------------~-----r------~--______ L-______ ~ ______ ~ ______ ~ ____ ~ 

I Original 
proceedings 

SIXTJI CIRCUIT...... ••••••••• 1,031 

Kontuc'ky: 

Eastern.. ........ ••••• ................. 71 

~------4---______________________ __ 3,207 3,016 

l1CJotern....... •••••••••••• ••••••••• 23 

Michigans 
Eastern ....................... ~ ••••• 
Western •••••••• O' ...... ~ ••••••••••••• 

Ohios 

Northern •••••••••••••••••••••••••.• 
Southern •••••••••••••••••••••••.••• 

TennesseOI 

Eaotorn ............................ . 
.H1dt.i1e········· ••••••••••••••••••• ,;.1 
Wostern ••••••••••• • ' •• •••••••••••••• 

S~CIRCUI'1' •••••••••••• 

lllinolss 
Northern. ~ .......................... . 
Eaot:ern ............................. . 
Southern ............................ . 

IncHOlnDI 

Northern ............................ . 
Southern ........................... . 

Willconoins 

Eastern ............................. . 
Weatarn .............................. . 

40B 
22 

IB2 
Bl 

.6 
US 

43 

730 

372 
34 
60 

B7 
53 

73 
51 

3'7 
294 

510 
451 

352 
169 
19. 

1.779 

('"BOB 
_,'1,02 

159 

241 
255 

1.5 
49 

'92 
27. 

590 
193 

4n 
412 

337 
159 
1B3 

1.516 

713 
'2 

140 

210 
22B 

1 
2 

4 

106 

5 
13 

35 
20 

3B 
37 

15 
10 
13 

1 •• 

95 
10 
11 

31 
27 

3.082 

375 
290 

545 
199 

4'7 
.52 

36B 
156 
200 

1.819 

B3B 
114 
'.3 

235 
234 

1.156 

93 
27 

4eB 
3. 

1'5 
eo 

50 
14B 
~. 

690 

342 

" 5. 

,3 
74 

159 
76 

A~kansal!ll 
E'Olstarn •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

142 
43 

RIGIITII CIRCUIT............. 44B 1, .51 1. 52B ,~1 112 1 •• 70 429 

r------+------------------~.~ __________ -4 __ ~ __ ~ ____ __ 

79 
24 

21 
4 

Wostorn ............................ . 

Iowa I 

Northern ••••••••••••••••••••••.•••• 
Southern ............................ . 

Minnotlotn ............................. . 

Missouri: 

Eastern ............................. . 
Western ............................. . 

Nebraska ................................ .. 

North Dakota .......................... . 

South Da'kot.!ll ............................... . 

n 
29 

23 
22 

41 

59 
B2 

79 

39f( 

53 

196 
150 

99 
7l 

173 

236 
lBl 

127 

72 

146 

L7' 
145 

92 
63 

162 

217 
351 

112 

11 

11 

19 
30 

15 

192 
1.1 

B9 
7. 

'.3 

24. 
3B3 

lSL 

B4 

25 
IB 

33 
1~ 

51 

4. 
60 

55 

27 

Arizona .............................. .. 

.~ 

NINTH CIRCUIT .............. " t-l-.-.0-5---_t-_._,0_1_. _______ 5_._~23-42-'"-""""""'''~.''',~:c"-, .• -.----------------+--5-.,B-~-•• ---+---1-.-7.-5--MO.k .......................... " • •• • 20 12B • , ~ 44 

75 
~; 

377 

134 73B 

124 

ClJlifornlot 
Northern ........................... . 
Southern ............................ . 

Hawaii ................... t ••••• '" ........ . 

Idaho ................................ . 

Montana .............................. . 

Nevbdn •••• .: .......... ' .................. . 

Oregon •••••••.••••••••••• ' .......... .. 

Wnehingtons 
EOotern ............................. . 
lfQstQrn ••••• _ ........ ~ ................ . 

Guam .................................. . 

312 
B12 

44 

29 

24 

B9 

52 

22 
64 

10. 

131 

176 

23. 

293 

7S 
l!02 

IB 

.91 

) 780 
2,878 

10. 

125 

1.9 

214 

273 

6B 
190 

47 

7. 
165 

20 

11 
12 

.77 

B60 
2.-991 

117 

137 

169 

241 

271 

B2 
IB6 

195 

30B 
B6, 

II 36 

23 

33 

B4 

74 

1. 
BO 

Colcrlldo ................................ . 

21 
'l'EN'l'U ClRCUI'1' •••••••••••••• 1----'5-.-----f-_l;., •• _7_2 ______ ';.,.5_3_6 _________________ 1_3_2_-t-__ 1;.,.7_3_2 ___ -t-___ 

29

_. __ 

Kansaa ••• ~ ............................ . 

IB 

11 242 224 
IB 

Ne .... Hoxico •.••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Qklabomat 

Northern. t ........................... . 

Rantern .................... , ......... . 
Wostern .............................. .. 

Utah •• ~ .................. ~ •••••••••••• 

Wyoming ••• '''" ........................... . 

1, J:nc1li'408 tranofors. 

90 

.2 

B 
9 

7S 

3L 

13 

343 

339 

'120 
127 
230 

IB3 

BB 

312 

320 

10e 
120 
197 

174 

61 

• Th. pending •••• 10l1d inolud •• d.fendont. "he< 0'. not .urr .. uy ••• noble to. d1aPODition for tn. foll""ing .... ono. 
!'ugitlvos from jU8tiCO, 8erving in the arm:d forcoa~ havo boon corumitted for l:oontal obDcrvation, or have been committl!d for 1II.Ontol. i11n088 or in.co:tlpotency. 

31 

IB 

12 
4 

33 

a Offo".ra ,",o.ocut.d 0'0 P.i>I.dly p.'Don. ell •• god "itn .!obUon. of 10col 10". undo. tn. Diatd.t of Col_1o Co4 •• 
In tn. 913 c •••• p.nding on Jun. 30. 1966. tn"". " ••• 2.0 dofendont. not 0.0111>101. for td.l os fOllow.. rugHiv ••• 5; 
uhderc;Joing ment.al examination or adjudicated, B11 confined 00 Ii aexual poycopath. 12, and a .... aiting Bontonco 132. 

258 55 

343 

341 

10. 
U7 
275 

1e. 

90 

'0 

u·O 

19 
9 

31T 

11 
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TABLE D 2. UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED DURING THE FISCAL YEARS 1963,1964, 1965 ANO 1966 
J3'I NATURE OF OFFENSE (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) Percent 

,,)lange 1966 
over 1965

1 

Nature of proceedings 
and offense 

Total 
1963 

Total 
1964 

29,858 29,944 

'l!OTAL •••• •• ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

proceedillgs commenced by: 

Indictment ••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••• 
Information ~ indictment waived •.• •••••• 
Information ~ other ••.••• ••••••••••••••• 
Removed from state court ••••• ••••••••••• 
Juvenile delinquency proceedings •••••• •• 
All other proceedings ••••••• •••••••••••• 

GENERAL OFFENSES: 

Homicide, total •••••• ••••••••••••••••••• 

Murder ~ first degree ••••• •••••·•••••• 
Murder ~ second degree •••••• •·•••••••• 
Manslaughter •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Robbery, total •••••. •••••••••••••••••••• 

Bank.··············· ................. . 
postal. •••• ••••••••••••••••· ••••••.••• 
ether ••.••••• •••••••••••••••••••••••• • 

Assault •••••• •••••••••••••••••••••••••• • 

Burglary ~ breaking and entering, total. 

Bank •••••• ·•••••••••••••••••••••••••• • 
postal •••••• •••••••••••••·••••••••••• • 
Interstate shipments ••••• ••••••••••••• 
other •••• •••••••••• ••••••••••••••••••• 

Larceny and theft, total •••• •••·•••••••• 

Bank •••••• ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • 
postal ....... • .... •••••••••••••·• .... • 
Interstate shipments ••••• ·········,,·· 
other u. S. property ..... • .. ••• ...... • 
'l!ransportation , etC., of stolen 

property ..... • ..................... . 
ot)ler ...... · .... •• .. ••••••• .... • .. •••• 

Embezzlement, total •••• •••••••••·••••••· 

Bank ••••••• ••••••••••••••·•••••••••• ., 
postal..·· .... •· .. • .................. . 
other ....... • .. •· .. •• .. •• .... •• .. • .. •• 

Fraud, total •••••• •••••••••••••••••••••• 

15,092 
8,616 
5,005 

14 
1,085 

46 

120 

36 
37 
47 

693 

415 
1; 

261 

291 

465 

39 
83 
26 

311 

2,561 

59 
1,019 

592 
507 

103 
281 

1,286 

469 
540 
277 

3,421 

Income taX •• • .... • .. • .. • ............. . 
Lending institutions •••••• •••••••••••• 

599 
330 
429 

postal ••••••• ••••••••••••••·••••••••• • 
veterans and allotments ••.•• •••••••••• 

74 
1,989 

15,818 
B,052 
4,904 

43 
1,092 

35 

160 

58 
44 
58 

750 

504 
13 

233 

320 

538 

69 
87 
11 

371 

2,~{9 
69 

907 
530 
525 

124 
304 

1,337 

509 
599 
229 

3,112 

60S 
225 
391 
81 

1,810 

other ......... •••••••• .. •• .... •••••••• 
5,026 4,995 

Auto theft ........ ••••••••• .. • .. •••••••• 

Total 
1965 

Total 
1966 

31,569 29,729 

16,726 
7,90B 
4,709 
1,192 

997 
37 

1;,0.06 
6,264 
5,037 

383 
1,008 

31 

158 

51 
49 
58 

851 

541 
23 

287 

375 

537 

91 
98 
16 

332 

2,485 

59 
866 
601 
561 

111 
287 

1,285 

505 
518 
262 

3,122 

'706 
228 
413 

89 
1,686 

5,139 

1;4 

45 
82 
47 

903 

601 
14 

288 

469 

52; 

63 
79 
13 

372 

2,451 

19 
171 
733 
469 

100 
299 

1.276 

S24 
514 
23B 

2.511 

691. 
226 
343 

25 
1,226 

5,011 

~5.8 

1.7 
~20.8 

7.0 
~67.9 

1.1 

10.1 

~U.8 

~19.0 

6.1 

0.3 

25.1 

~1.9 

~30.8 

_19.4 

12.0 

~1.4 

33.9 
~U.O 
22.0 
~16.4 

~9.9 

4.2 

~0.7 

3.8 
~0.8 

~9.2 

~2.1 
~0.9 

~17.n 
~;l.9 

~27.3 

~2.5 

.. 

.... 

r] 
l' ; I 
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TABLE D 2. UN ITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

CRIMINAL CASES • COMMENCED DURING THE BY NATURE OF OFFENSE (EX FISCAL YEARS 1963, 1964 , CLUDES ~RANSF~RSJ ' 1965 AND 1966 ~ CONCLUDED 

Nature of proceedings 
and offense 

&ENSES - CONTINUED: GENERAL OF~ 

Forgery and counterfeiting; totaL •••••• 

Transportation Postal forgery of forged securities ••• 

Other forgery.:::::::::··············· 
counterfeiting ....................... .. 

Sex Dffenses, totaL.. • •••••••••••••• 
..................... ~ .... /' ......... 

Rape •••••••• 
Whi te slave t;~ff:""'''''''''''''''' 
Other ............. ~~:::: ••••.•••••.•••• 

Narcotics,- total ••••••••••••••• 
................ ............ 

, Marihuana Tax Act 
Border registrati~~~·················· 

Other ••••••••••••••• :::: : ::::: :::::: :: 

Miscellaneous general offenses, total ••• 

Bribery;;,\ ........ ~ •• + .............. .. Drunk d~iving and tr •••••••••••••• 
Escape.. affic ••••••••.•• 
Extortio~;·;~~k;t;;·:···············:: 
Gambling and lotte rl.ng and threats ••• 
Kid,;apping •••••••• ~: : : : •••••••••••••• 
PerJury...... .. ........... . 
Weapons and fi;~~~~·················· 
Other •.••••••••••••• :················ • .................. 

SPECIAL OFFENSES: 

Immigration 1aw,s •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Liquor, Internal Revenue ................... 

Federal statutes, totaL... ' 
Agricultural acts ••••••••••••• 

A';titrust violati~~··················· 
Cl.vi1 rights.a s ................. . 
Fair Labor st~~a~;a~·A·t·············· 
Food and drug act c •••••••••••••• 
Migratory bird la:~··················· 
Mot~r Carrier Act .• :::::·············· 
Na~10nal defense laws ••• :············· 
Ma11, transport obs ••••••••••••• 
Other cene material 

.... """ ........................ .. ot- ............... :: :::: 

l. Percent ch • ,. ange 1 s computed 

Total 
1963 

4,135 

1,017 
250 

2,637 
231 

_ 248 

79 
134 

35 

1,537 

394 
169 
974 

1,010 

57 
72 

294 
88 

108 
20 
59 

252 
60 

2,518 

3,408 

3,139 

105 
25 
19 
47 

484 
433 
730 
416 
332 
548 

Total 
1964 

3,868 

982 
209 

2,424 
253 

255 

11d~ 
103 

42 

1,764 

365 
178 

1,221 

1,028 

46 
76 

277 
120 
123 

22 
70 

208 
86 

2,770 

3,529 ,\ 
3,0$9 

133 
24 
47 
43 

344 
447 
780 
367 
291 
583 

Total 
1965 

3,471. 

912 
223 

;2,059 
277 

201. 

88 
87 
26 

2,194 

562 
230 

1,402 

1.204 

75 
65 

279 
118 
192 

37 
52 

299 
87 

3,262 

3,028 

4,257 

113 
11 

1,203 
17 

355 
457 
861 
479 
243 
518 

Total 
1966 

3,411 

933 
20l 

1,969 
308 

273 

lIB 
99 
56 

2,077 

689 
218 

1,170 

1,233 

53 
70 

354 
U6 
160' 
40 
58 

272 
110 

3,166 

2,564 

3,683 

73 
12 

383 
23 

356 
492 
825 
770 
135 
614 

Percent 
) change 1966 

over 1965l. 

-1. 7 

2.3 
~9.9 

-4.4 
11.2 " 

35.8 

34.1 
13.B 

-5.3 

22.6 
~5.2 

~16.5 

2.4 

~29.3 

" 7.; 
26.9 
~l. 7 

~16.7 

11.5 
-9.0 
26.4 

~2.9 

~15.3 

-13.5 

~35.4 

~68.2 

0 .• 3 
7.7 

~4.2 

60.8 
~44.4 

18.S 

-

" Th only on 50 or more cases 

ese are principally caseS • removed from state courts 

\'., 

under provisions of the Civil Righ.ts {\,ct, , 28 U.S.C. 1443. 

i 
I 

I 
d 
I 
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TABLE D. 3. UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED PURING THE FISCAL YEAR ENDED
0 

JUNE 30, 1966 
BY NATURE OF OFFENSE AND DISTRICT "(EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) 

Circuit 
and 

district 

TOTAL ALL DISTRICTS ••••• 

District of Columbi!!.~-.:: •••••• 

FIRST CIRCUIT ••••••••••• 

Maine ....• : .................. . 
Massachusetts .............................. .. 
New Hampshire •••••••••••••••• 
Rhode Island ••••••••••••••••• 
Puerto Rico •••••••••••••••••• 

SECOND CIRCUIT •••••••••• 

connecticut ............................... .. 
New York: 

Northern ••••••••••••••••••• 
Eastern •••••••••••••••••••• 
Southern ••••••••••••••••••• 
Western .................... . 

Vermont •••••••••••••••••••••• 

THIRD CIRCUIT ••••••••••• 

Delaware ....................................... .. 
New Jersey ............................ .. 
Pennsylvania: 

Eastern ................................. . ~. 
Middle •••••••••••••••••••• , 
Western ..................................... .. 

Virgin Islands ••••••••••••••• 

FOURTH CIRCUIT •••••••••• 

Maryland ••••••••••••••••••••• 
North caral;ina: 

Eastern ................................ .. 
Middle ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Western ............................. .. 

South Carolina ••••••••••••••• 
Virg:t:nia: 

Eastern ..................................... .. 
western ................................. .. 

West Virginia: 
Northern ................................. .. 
Southern ................ oo •• oo 

FIFTH CIRCUIT ••••••••••• 

Alabama: 
Northern ••••••••••••••••••• 
Middle ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Southern ............ oo ........ oo. 

FJ.orida: 
Nort:hern ........... oo .. ! .......... . 

Middle ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Southern .....•.•........... 

Georgia: 
Northern ••••••••••••••••••• 
Middle ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Southern ••••••••••••••••••• 

Louisiana: 
Eastern ........................ . 
Western ........................... . 

Mississippi: 
Nortl1ern .............................. . 
Southern ........................ .. 

Texas: 
Northern ••••••••••••••••••• 
Eastern ............................. . 
Southern ••••••••••••••••••• 
Western ......................... . 

Canal Zone ............................ . 

I 

Total 

29,729 

1,441 

543 

50 
27l 

36 
88 
98 

2.100 

245 

101 
462 

1,058 
193 
41 

Homicide 

174 

109 

1 

1 

Robbery 

903 

290 

6 

5 

1 

21 

6 

11 
4 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

Assault 

469 

140 

12 

2 
7 

3 

13 

5 
8 

Burglary 

527 

172 

6 

1 
1 

4 

3 

1 

1 

1 

Larceny 

2,451 

78 

38 

1 
15 

2 
13 

7 

283 

9 

Embezzle­
ment 

1.276 

13 

59 

2 
37 

1 
10 

9 

204 

13 

16 
57 
95 
20 

3 

Fraud 

2,511 

22 

99 

5 
67 

7 
14 

6 

330 

32 

13 
88 

156 
35 

4 

1.~4~9~7~ ____ ~7 ________ ~5~6 __________ 5_7 _______ 2_2 __________ 1_3:9 ________ 12~3~ ______ ~2:0:7_ 

1--' 1 6 1 33 
70 50 74 47l 13 7 1 56 

353 
117 
322 
164 

2.890 

349 

469 
302 
386 
595 

349 
150 

63 
227 

7.939 

381 
168 
164 

240 
498 
352 

483 
376 
283 

438 
377 

191 
231 

522 
167 

1,173 
1.753 

142 

7 

6 

3 

1 

2 

4 

1 

1 

2 

20 
3 

16 
3 

43 

12 

3 
2 
5 
5 

11 
4 

1 

71 

5 

1 

4 
8 

6 
4 

10 
6 

5 
3 

12 
5 
1 

2 
1 

47 

37 

2 

21 
2 

II 
1 

31 

1 

1 

2 
1 

4 

4 

3 

1 

3 
4 
7 

3 
2 
1 

15 

21 

1 

1 
3 
5 
2 

6 
1 

1 
1 

127 

2 
1 
3 

1 
8 
4 

3 
2 
2 

3 

3 

2 
II 

3 
13 
66 

46 
5 

16 
10 

204 

22 

20 
16 
26 
38 

65 
7 

1 
9 

544 

36 
17 
23 

18 
59 
26 

39 
22 
18 

57 
15 

II 
9 

10 
40 
67 
17 

40 
10 
22 

99 

17 

3 
10 

9 
6 

29 
15 

4 
6 

165 

II 
1 
2 

5 
25 
14 

6 
10 

7 

7 
4 

2 
4 

25 
6 

17 
17 

2 

~'--------""------------"" 

54 
17 
80 

9 

166 

49 

10 
J.t 
13 
19 

10 
9 

II 
14 

465 

16 
II 

5 

10 
50 
50 

36 
13 
14 

65 
H 

12 
7 

59 
16 
25 
60 

'. 

-----_ ..... 

\!~~ 
.-- .. \., 

o 

-',:. 

," 

,. 
~ / 

·_c~.,"_._ 

TABLE D 3. UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED DURING THE FISCAL YEAR ENDED JUNE 30. 1966 
BY NATURE OF OFFENSE AND DISTRICT (EXCLUDES TR!UlSFERS) -CONTINUED 

Circui'!: 
and, 

district 

TOTAL ALL DISTRICTS ••••• 

District of Columbia ••••••••• 

FIRST CIRCUIT ••••••••••• 

Maine ...................................... . 
Ma,ssachusetts ......................... . 
New Hampshi,;e •••••••••••••••• 
Rhode Island ••••••••••••••••• 
Pq.erto Rico .......................... .. 

SECOND CIRCUIT •••••••••• 

connecticut ..............•... 
New York: 

llorthern •••••••••••••••• ; •• 
Eastern .......... _ ............. . 
Southern ••••••••••••••••••• 

"l·lootcrn .......... w ~ .................. . 

Vermont ........ _oo. oo ••••••••••• 

THIRD CIRCUIT ••••••••••• 

Delaware ............................... .. 
New Jersey .... """ ................. ~ (-~' 
Pennsylvania: ",_ 

Eastern ...................... oo, ... • ' 

Middle •••••••••••••••••• , •• 
Western .... ". ........................ . 

Virgin Islands." ••••••••••••• 

FOURTH CIRCUIT •••••••••• 

Maryland ••••••••••••••.•••••• 
North Carolina, 

Eastern ...... , .................... . 
Middle ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Western ......................... . 

South Carolina ••••••••••••••• 
Virginia: 

Eastern ..... . ,O' ................... '"' ... 

Western ................... ~ ....... oo .. . 

West Virginia: 
Northern ••••••••••••••••••• 
Southern ••••••••••••••••••• 

FIFTH CIRCUIT ••••••.••••• 

Alabama: 
Nort11.ern. It 4 ........... oo ........ .. 

Middle ••••••••••••••••••••• 
• Southern •••• ~ •••••••• " •••• 

Florida: 
Northern ••••••••••••••. , •••• 
Middle ••••••• , •••••••• :' •••• 
Southern ••••••••••••••••••• 

Georgia: 
Northern ••••••••••••••••••• 
Middle ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Soqthern ••••••••••••••••••• 

Louifliana: 
Eastern .............................. .. 
western •••••••••••••••••••• 

Mississippi: 
Northern ••••••••••••••••••• 
Southern ••••••••••••••••••• 

Texas; 
Northern ••••••••••••••••••• 
Eastern ............................ . 
Southern .......................... oo 

Westerh ................... , ..... oo ... . 

Canal Zone ••••••••••••••••••• 

Auto 
--theft 

5.011 

147 

70 

23 
19 
17 
10 

1 

140 

48 

25 
12 
23 
24 

8 

156 

22 
44 

31 
24 
3S 

543 

~): 
28 
62 

125 

40 
29 

26 
67 

1.335 

107 
51 
57 

87 
134 

80 

97 
67 

104 

46 
44 

40 
55 

ll4 
42 
69 

140 
1 

GENERAL OFFENSES (continued) 

Forgery 
and 

counter­
'feiting 

3,411 

U9 

86 

5 
39 

4 
18 
20 

273 

36 

10 
77 

111 
36 

3 

222 

4 
100 

49 
17 
40 
12 

333 

59 

21 
29 
59 
85 

47 
8 

4 
21 

831 

60 
25 
24 

,,23 
86 
67 

96 
29 
16 

35 
13 

10 
14 

111 
29 

103 
90 

Sex 
offenses. 

273 

82 

2 

1 

1 

4 

2 

1 

1 

30 

4 

26 

7 

3 
1 

2 

1 

19 

5 

:; 
1 

1 
2 
1 

2 
2 
1 

1 

Nar­
cotics 

2.077 

1<:9 

27 

1 
2 

24 

276 

49 

1 
30 

192 
3 
1 

38 

12 

9 

13 
4 

7 

2 

1 
1 

429 

2 

4 
24 

2 
1 

42 

3 

8 

165 
177 

1 

Other 

1.233 

122 

17 

9 

3 
5 

89 

7 

1 
3 

70 
1 

",7 

68 

2 
16 

22 
3 
5 

20 

124 

21 

26 
3 

13 
4 

39 
6 

1 
II 

268 

II 
7 
2 

15 
13 
15 

18 
6 

11 

19 

46 
14 
20 
22 
41 

Inuni­
gration 

laws 

3,166 

21 

1 
4 

16 

164 

2 
(1 

10 
5 

131 
10 

6 

11 

2 

1 
8 

l. 

1 

1.803 

13 
16 

5 

1 

20". 

657 
1,091 

SPECIAL OFFENSES 

Liquor. 
Internal 
Revenue 

20 

2 
10 

8 

45 

9 

15 .. 

Civil 
rights 

383 

4 

4 

8 

10 B 
11 

49 1 

7 1 

7 

35 

1.011 13 

9 

255 
169 
140 
278 

27 
51 

3 
79 

5 

6 

1 
1 

639 335 

96 
24 
17 

43 
25 

8 

120 
US 
79 

5 
2 

40 
47 

4 
13 
1 

7 
23 
14 

2 
27 

5 
66 

7 

25 
23 

50 
82 

2 
2 

Other 

3.300 

10 

76 

7 
51 

5 
4 
9 

246 

31 

14 
90 
80 
24 

7 

251 

1 
88 

66 
35 
58 

3 

275 

65 

45 
10 
27 
24 

57 
18 

10 
19 

873 

24 
8 

13 

34 
4b 
39 

49 
39 
19 

U6 
254 

16 
7 

65 
21 
55 
65 

3 

-

/

7 
I 

'/ 
'1 
'1 
I 

[I 
II 
II 

I 
[I 

Ill. jU 

I 
I 

, 

-.~, 

, 



TABLE D 3. UNITED STATES DISTRICT CO~TS 

CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED DURING THE FISCAL YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 1966 
BY NATURE OF OFFENSE AND DISTRICT (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) - CO~INUED 

Cir.cuit 
and 

district 

SIXTH CIRCUIT ••••••••••• 

Kentucky, 
Eastern. .................................... .. 
western ................................ .. 

Michigan: 
Eastern ..................................... .. 
western ..................................... . 

Ohio, 
Northern ••••••••••••••••••• 
Southern ••••••••••••••••••• 

Tennessee: 
Eastern ................................. .. 
Middle ••••••••• " ••••••••••• 
western ................................ .. 

SE\TEN'l'R CIRCUIT ••••••••• 

Illinois: 
Northern ••••••••••••••••••• 
Eastern ..................................... .. 
Southern ••••••••••••••••••• 

Indiana, 
Northern ••••••••••••••••••• 
Southern ••••••••••••••••••• 

Wisconsin: 
Eastern .............................. . 
W-est.ern •••••••••••••••••••• 

EIGHTH CJ;RCUIT •••••••••• 

Arkansas, 
Eastern ....... o. ........ o. ....... .. 

Western ................................... .. 
Iowa: 

Northern .......................... . '_"" ",. 
southern ••••••••••••••••••• 

Minnesota ..................................... .. 
Missouri.: 

Eastern ................................. .. 
western .................................... .. 

Nebraska ••••••••••••••••••••• 
North Dakota ••••••••••••••••• 
South Dakota ••••••••••••••••• 

NINTH CIRCUIT ••••••••••• 

Alaska ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Arizona ........................... . 
California, 

Nortltern ............................... .. 
Southern ••••••••••••••••••• 

Hawaii ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Idaho •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Montana ......................... . 
Nevada ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Oregon ................................... . 
Washington, 

.Eastern ...................... oo4O .... . 

western ....................... . 
Guam ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

TENTH CIRCUIT ••••••••••• 

Colorado ........................ .. 
Ka."sas ..... ~ ...... 4O •• " ••• """." •• 

·);few Mexico ••••••••••••• , ••••• 
Oklahoma, 

Nort.hern ................... . 
Eastern ............................ .. 
Western. .......... '4O ................ . 

Utah ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Wyoming •••••••••••••••••••••• 

Total 

3,021 

392 
281. 

590 
193 

472 
414 

337 
159 
18~ 

1,580 

713 
92 

148 

210 
228 

144 
45 

1,539 

190 
145 

92 
63 

162 

217 
351 
112 

67 
140 

5,639 

122 
691 

780 
2,883 

106 
125 
169 
214 
273 

68 
190 

18 

1,540 

224 
312 
321 

108 
123 
197 
174 

81 

-< 

Homicide 

1 

1 

1 

14 

1 

1 

2 
10 

19 

13 

2 

1 

3 

12 

5 
2 

1 
1 
1 
2 

Robbery 

100 

5 
14 

33 
5 

20 
7 

2 
9 
5 

58 

22 

4 

7 
18 

1 
6 

24 

1 
1 

2 
2 

6 
8 
1 
2 
1 

203 

19 

46 
99 

1 

1 
7 

14 

16 

31 

4 
4 

12 

4 

1 
6 

GENERAL OFFENSES 

Assault Bur~lary 

32 9 

2 

5 
19 

4 

1 

1 

11 

3 

8 

16 

3 

1 
1 
1 
3 
7 

99 

10 
17 

4 
24 

2 
6 

21 

3 

3 
5 
4 

21 

3 

12 

1 
5 

1 
1 

1 

2 
3 
1 

13 

2 
1 
2 

3 
4 

1 

44 

3 
1 

1 

1 

1 
2 
3 

10 
22 

88 

3 
12 

3 
9 
3 
5 

39 
3 

2 
3 
6 

22 

1 
8 
4 

2 
1 
6 

Larceny 

262 

18 
27 

64 
12 

47 
37 

24 
12 
21 

134 

70 
8 
9 

16 
23 

7 
1 

149 

3 
8 

4 
3 

16 

34 
42 

4 
7 

28 

503 

39 
26 

109 
194 

29 
14 
29 
12 
17 

12 
21 

1 

117 

22 
20 
25 

II 

12 
23 

1 

Embezzle­
ment 

125 

5 
7 

46 
9 

18 
30 

3 
3 
4 

87 

43 
3 
7 

13 
10 

7 
4 

64 

2 
4 

6 
4 

10 

11 
15 

6 
4 
2 

284 

8 
13 

75 
124 
13 

4 
6 

14 
7 

;s 
17 

53 

15 
8 
7 

2 
~t 
6 
9 
1 

Fraud 

310 

19 
26 

90 
13 

78 
44 

12 
16 
12 

204 

97 
6 

38 

2 
43 

16 
2 

160 

7 
20 

15 
6 

41 

22 
24 

9 
10 

6 

396 

18 
35 

78 
142 

21 
9 
6 

17 
35 

7 
27 

1 

92 

14 
27 

6 

5 
3 

17 
12 

8 

i~ 

---------------=> .-.' . 

.. 

• 

TABLE D 3. UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

CRIM!n~ CASES COMMENCED DURING ~HE FISCAL YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 1966 
BY NA'.i'!1RE OF OFFENSE AND DISTRICT (ExCLUDES TRANSFERS) - CONCLUDED 

Circuit. 
and 

district 

SIXTH CIRCUIT ••••••••••• 

Kentucky, 
Easter!l ......... 4O ......... 4O .. .o ... .. 

western ......................... .. 
Michigan: 

Eastern ............................... . 
western ........................ . 

Ohio, 
Northern ............................. .. 
Sout.hern ••••••••••••••••••• 

Tennessee: 
Eastern ........................... .. 
Middle ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Western •••••••••••••••••••• 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT ••••••••• 

Illinois: 
Northern ••••••••••••••••••• 
Eastern .............................. . 
Southern ••••••••••••••••••• 

Indiana:, 
Northern ••.••••••••••••••••• 
Southern ••••••••••••••••••• 

Wisconsin: 
Eastern ...................... .. 
western ....... ., ............ ~ ........ . 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT •••••••••• 

Arkansas: 
Eastern .............. 10 ......... . 

Western ............................ ' . . 
Iowa: 

No::thern ••••••••••••••••••• 
Sout.bei:n ••••••••••••••••••• 

Minnesota ....................... . 
Missouri~ 

Eastern ..... ,. ....................... .. 
western •••••••••••••••••••• 

Nebraska ••••••• , ••••••••••••• 
North Dakota ••••••••••••••••• 

·South Dakot.a ••••••••••••••••• 

NINTH CIRCUIT ••••••••••• 

Alaska ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
.Arizona .............................. .. 
California, 

Northern ......................... ~ .. 
Southern ......................... . 

Hawaii •••••••••••••••••••• , •• 
Idaho •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Mont.ana •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Nevada ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Oregon ......... • ' ........... ' ........ . 
Washington: 

Eas t.ern" _ •••••••••••••••••• 
Western' ..... " oo ............... .o ... . 

Guam ......................... . 

TENTH CIRCUIT ••••••••••• 

c;:olorado ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Kansas ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
New Mexico ••••••••••••••••••• 
Oklahoma: 

Northern ••••••••••••••••••• 
Eastern •••••••••••••••••••• 
Western ................................ .. 

Utah ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Ii'yoming •••••••••••••••••••••• 

Auto 
theft. 

549 

85 
78 

47 
- 41 

96 
72 

77 
29 
24 

304 

70 
36 
40 

59 
56 

32 
11 

397 

72 
48 

15 
9 
9 

52 
125 

33 
8 

26 

808 

3 
189 

66 
268 

2 
39 
32 
96 
63 

21 
29 

562 

80 
95 

158 

47 
29 
73 
46 
34 

GENERAL OFFENSES (CONTINUED) 

Forgery 
and 

counter­
feiting 

471 

27 
39 

63 
23 

87 
134 

33 
21 
44 

213 

101 
17 
18 

22 
31 

24 0 

191 

27 
6 

18 
7 

21 

28 
62 
11 

7 
4 

478 

9 
32 

129 
165 

12 
26 

6 
13 
41 

12 
32 

1. 

194 

35 
55 
18 

15 
5 

28 
33 

5 

Sex 
offenses 

39 

1 
2 

6 
14 

5 
6 

5 

1 

4 

17 

1 

6 

2 
4 
4 

47 

6 
10 

4 
4 
3 
2 

11 
3 

4 

21 

1 
5 

1 
1 
S 
7 
1 

Nar­
cottcs 

76 

2 
1 

63 
6 

1 
1 

-2 

161 

136 

1 

8 
5 

11 

25 

2 

6 

16 

1 

879 

50 
671 

6 

1 
14 
14 

3 

30 

5 

18 

2 

5 

Other 

100 

31 
7 

15 
9 

9 
16 

8 
1 
4 

104 

57 
1 
3 

22 
4 

7 
10 

8l 

2 
8 

4 
10 

11 
24 
11 

4 
7 

206 

4 
44 

22 
108 

1 
3 
5 
9 
3 

6 
1 

54 

7 
23 

5 

2 
3 
6 
5 
3 

Immi­
gration 

laws 

27 

2 

16 
5 

3 

1 

35 

23 
1 
2 

5 

4 

21 

8 

3 
5 

1 
2 
1 
1 

1,052 

2 
144 

80 
796 

1 
4 
4 
4 

11 

2 
4 

29 

2 

26 

1 

I', 
'I 
:i 

1\ 

SPECIAL OFFENSES 

Liquor, 
Internal 
Revenue 

532 

140 
27 

82 
2 

19 
14 

141 
58 
49 

47 

7 
5 
1 

24 
8 

2 

75 

27 
31 

1 
1 
2 

9 
3 

1 

39 

8 
26 

1 
1 

1 

2 

107 

1 
1 

10 

12 
64 
18 

1 

Civil 
rights 

4 

1 

1 
2 

1 

1 

10 

10 

7 

5 

2 

-::;::::..;'~_"b.-r,=,.,.,'.,..-._.,~-.-.~~ ... A ..... """'."""",..,.....;,.....~~,;:~:""""._,.,-"-'_ .... , ~_,.".. ...... 2'( .~ .... _."~ .. __ "'"..,_"''''' ..... ? ... ~ .. _,:=:.....~~r .. ....,....~"..''.-,~ .... _~:::::::=::\p-a_- ~ 
Ii 

Ot.her 

384 

58 
47 

60 
35 

88 
46 

33 
4 

13 

202 

81 
13 
23 

25 
18 

31 
11 

251 

33 
10 

31 
24 
30 

26 
43 
28 

5 
21 

531 

20 
17 

106 
248 

9 
12 

6 
21 
64 

6 
21 

1 

195 

35 
65 
13 

7 
6 

23 
21 
25 

I 
1 

I i 
II 

i 

, 
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TABLE D 4.-United States district cow'ls. Criminal defendants disposed of in 87 
district cow'ls, by nature of offense and type of disposition, dW'ing the fiscal year 
(mded June 30, 1966 

Not convicted 

Total 
Nature of offense defend- Acquitted 

ants Total Dill- by-
missed 

Court Jury 
--- ----------

TotI\L ______________________ 
31,975 4,661 3,570 397 694 --- --~ --. --

Civil rights removed from state 
court I_~_--_____________________ 

200, 200 200 ------- _ ... ----
Total (excluding civil 

rights) ____________________ 
31,775 41461 3~370 397 694 
--- == = -= ---r==-

GENERAL OFFENSES: 
Homicide, totaL ______________ 54 23 15 2 6 -- ---------Murder-first degree _____ 14 12 9 _ ...... _--- 3 

Murder-second degree ___ 9 3 1 1 I Manslaughter ____________ 31 8 5 1 2 
--- ------ = --~ Robbery, totaL ______________ 648 71 50 8 13 
--- ----------Bank _____________________ 

620 64 46 8 10 PostaL ___________________ 
13 5 4 -- .. _--- 1 Other ____________________ 
15 2 ... ----- ... - ------- 2 

===== --= = --Assault _______________________ 
266 43 28 3 12 

--- ----= = 
Burglary-breaking and en-

tering, total. _______________ 309 45 35 5 5 
--- ---------Bank _____________________ 

67 12 9 3 ------PostaL ___________________ 
86 12 9 ------- 3 

Interstate shipments _____ 25 6 4 --_ .. --- 2 Other ____________________ 
131 15 13 2 --------r-= -= -----= Larceny and theft, totaL _____ 2,681 370 254 39 77 

--- ---------Bank _____________________ 
81 8 2 1 5 PostaL ___________________ 

797 83 65 9 9 
Interstate sIJipments _____ 835 124 76 14 34 
Other U.S. property ______ 580 84 55 9 20 
Transpoltation, etc., of 

stolen property _________ 123 35 30 1 ~ Other __ --------_______ r. __ 265 36 26 5 5 
= ~ = = --Embezzlement, totaL ________ 1,253 100 79 4 22 --- -------~ --Bank _____________________ 

530 

~I 
33 ------- 9 PostaL ___________________ 

476 l~ 1 4 Other ____________________ 
247 39 -2'1 3 9 

--- ===;= = 
See footnote at end of table. 

-.-

Convicted and sentenced 

Plea of 
Total guilty 

or nolo 
con-

tendere 
,-----
27,314 24; 127 
-----
-------- --------

27,314 24,127 
===== == 

31 16 
------

2 -...... -.... -
6 3 

23 13 
--- =c::.c::= 

577 431 
------

556 418 
8 5 

13 8 
= t==---

223 157 
= -r=--

264 222 
-.-----

55 42 
74 63 
19 15 

116 102 
--= 

2,311 2,034 
------

73 67 
714 655 
711 595 
496 446 

88 74 
229 197 

= ---
1,148 1,090 

------
488 469 
452 434 
208 187 

---= 

Convicted 
by-

------
Court 
--

1,066 
--
_ ........... --

1,066 
= 

3 
---
-- .. _---

2 
1 

= 
24 

--
21 
1 
2 

--
24 

= 

16 
--

1 
2 
2 

11 
--

104 
---

2 
24 
41 
19 

2 
16 

--
21 

---
5 

10 
6 

= 

". 

Jury 
--
2,121 
--
----.-

2,121 
--

1 2 

2 
1 
9 

= -
12 2 

11 7 
2 
3 

-= 
4 2 

-

26 

1 2 
9 
2 
3 

17 

3 
7 
3 

1 
1 

3 

3 

4 
5 
5 
1 

2 
6 

7 

1 4 
8 
5 1 

t, .~ 

,.. 

r:/ 

-.:' ' 
, 

i 

I 
i I 
\ I 
t ! 
l I 
! ' 
1 I , I 

\ I ,. 
\ ~ 
\I 
l! 

~ I 

I 
I 
t 

1 
I 
! , 
\ , 
'I 
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TABL:E D4.-United Slates district cow·ls. Criminal defendants disposed of in 81 
district courts, by nature of offense a.nd type of disposition, during lhe fiscal year 
ended June 30, t066-Continu(>d 

Not. convicted 

Total 
Nature of offense defend- Acquitted 

unts Total Dis- »y-
missed 

Court Jury 
--- ----------

,GENERAL OIfFENSE$-Col'I; 
754 564 60 130' Fr1\ud, totaL ________________ 3,167 

--- ----------
Ineome tllx _____________ .- 679 86 60 8 18 
Lending Institutlons ___ .:' __ 268 101 61l 9 23 PostaL ___________________ 566 181 136 16 29 
Veterans and allotments_ 45 20 17 1 2 Other ____________________ 

1,609 366 282 26 58 
~ = ---=-= .l):uto thefL __________________ 5,;381 538 -412 42 84 --- =--= = = = 

Jj'orgery and counterfeiting, 
totaL _______________________ 

3,496 425 33'4 36 55 
--- ---------

Transportation of forged 
securities _______________ 958 140 114 10 16 

Postal forgery _. __________ 182 27 26 ------- 1 
Other forgery ___ ~~ ________ 1,975 172 141 12 19 
Counterfeltlng ____________ 381 86 53 14 19 

--v.J --- ---------
Sex offenses, totaL.-.-------- 181 55 35 8 12 

--- ---------!tape _____________________ 
54 14 5 4 5 

White slave traffic ________ 106 35 26 3 6 Other _. ___________________ 21 6 4 1 1 
--- ---------Nru:cotics, totaL _____________ 2,223 349 280 36 33 
--- ---------

Marihuana Tax Act ______ 746 g6 75 11 10 
Border registrations ______ 198 26 17 4 5 Other ____________________ 

1,279 227 188 21 18 
--- -- ----

Miscellaneous general 
offenses, totaL. _____________ 1,020 288 222 32 34 
~ --- ---------. Bribery __________________ 52 19 14 ------- 5 

Drunk driving and traf-
fic _______ ,--______ .-.-._ 59 30 29 -- .. _--- 1 Escape ___________________ 232 21 19 1 1 

Extortion, racketeering 
and threats. ____________ 107 32 ~ 24 5 3 

Gambling and lottery ____ 171 fl····) 44 S 17 
Kidnapping ______________ 41 ~~. 5 -_ .. _-- .. 1 Perjury ___________________ 46 24 4 1 
Weapons and firearms ____ 245 62 48 9 5 Other ____________________ 

67 20 15 5 ---_ ...... 
--:---=== --

Convicted and sentenced 

Pleu of 
Total guilty 

or nolo 
con-

tendere 
------

2,413 2,036 
------

593 518 
167 135 
385 288 
25 23 

1,243 1,072 
= = 

4,843 4,352 
------

3,071 2,789 
------

818 740 
155 139 

1,803 1,677 
295 233 

------
126 82 

------
40 29 
71 39 
15 14 

------
1,874 1,469 

------
650 557 
172 155 

1,052 757 
------

732 540 
------

33 19 

29 23 
211 188 

75 60 
102 47 
35 21 
17 8 

183 145 
47 29 

------

---
Con\"i('(cd 

by-

Court 
---

106 
--

19 
12 
14 

.2 
59 

JUr y 

2 71 

- .. --
1 

56 
20 
83 

12 
-----= 

168 
----

72 
--

10 
5 

49 
8 

--
8 

--
4 
4 

-- .. _---
--

119 
--

13 
6 

100 
--

52 
--

1 

4 
4 

5 
11 
1 

----- ..... 
17 
9 

---

3 23 

2 10 

68 
11 
77 
54 

36 

7 
28 
1 

286 

1 

80 
11 
95 

13 

2 
19 

10 
44 
13 
II 

21 
9 

I) 

~" . 

!.-
II 

, 
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TABLE'D 4.--Fnitc17 States df8t1'ict 001(1'ts. 01'iminal clefcIHlant8 (li8p08ecl of ,in 81 
d'istl'ict courts, by naf111'c of offen8e (lncZ type of (lisp osition, durinu t71e fisoal 
year ('1It1c>d .TlInc> dO, l!JG6-Condml('(1. 

Not convicted Convicted and sentenced 

Total 
Nature of offense de fend- Acquitted Plea of Convicted 

ants Total Dis- by- Total guilty by-
missed or nolo 

con-
Court Jury tendere Court Jury 

--- ---------- ----------
SPECIAL OFFENSES: 

Immigration laws ____________ 3,110 77 60 8 9 3,033 2,991 15 Z1 
--- --------- ----------

Liquor, internal revenue _____ 4,003 597 408 72 117 3,406 2,957 163 286 
--- --------- ----------

Federal statutes, total ________ 3,983 721 594 42 85 3,262 2,961 171 130 
--- --------- ----------Agricultural acts _________ 71 20 16 ------- 4 51 50 1 ...... _---

Antitmst violations _______ 144 14 12 -- .......... 2 130 118 12 _a __ .. _ 

Civil rights _______________ 29 26 5 ------- 21 3 --- ----- --_ ......... 3 
Fair Labor Standards Act _____________________ 

41 8 6 --_oo ... -- 2 33 33 ------- --- ... _-
Food and drug acts _______ 561 82 76 1 5 479 435 8 36 
Migratory bird laws~ _____ 648 135 120 8 7 513 482 24 7 
Motor Carrier Act. _______ 950 56 46 3 7 894 880 7 7 
Selective Service Acts ____ li16 145 132 11 2 371 265 74 32 
Other National Defense 

laws ____________________ 
108 22 13 1 8 86 79 3 ~ 

Mail, transport obscene 
materlal ________________ 173 44 39 3- 2 129 114 9 6 Other _______________ .. ____ 

742 169 129 15 25 573 505 33 35 

1 Removed under provisiOns of the Civil Rights Act, 28 U.S.C.H43. The 200 defendants, whose cases 
are shown as dismissed, were cases remanded to State courts. 

TABLE D 4a.-United States District Court for the District of Columbia. Criminal 
defendants disposed of by nature of offense and type of disposition, during the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1966-

I Not convicted Convicted and sentenced 

Total I Nature of offense defend- Acquitted Plea Convicted 
ants Total Dls- by-- Total guilty by-

missed or nolo 
con-

Court Jury tendere Court Jury 
--------- ----------

TotaL _______ ~ ______________ 
1,230 318 210 29 79 912 640 4 26& 

--- -------. -- ----------ROlnicide. ________________________ 
67 23 11 ---- ... -- 12 44 18 .. _----- 26 Robbery __________ h ______________ 

234 72 47 6 19 162 83 -- .. ---- 79 Assault ___________________________ 
132 34 15 3 16 98 60 1 37 

Burglary-breaking and entering_ 157 42 30 3 9 115 73 -----~- 42 
Larceny and theft ________________ 114 18 12 3 3 96 86 1 9 
EmbezzlemenL ___ • _____________ 9 2 2 -- ..... _-- ------ 7 7 ------- --- .. --Fraud ____________________________ 

54 20 17 1 2 34 32 .. _ .. _--- 2 
Auto theft ________________________ 

107 24 20 2 2 83 66 ------- 17 
Forgery and counterfelting _______ 72 11 9 -----_ ... 2 61 56 ----- .. - 5 
Sex offenses _______________________ 

50 36 19 5 12 23 8 1 14 
Narcotics _________________________ 

69 15 12 3 ------ .54 all 1 18 
Gambling and lottery ____________ 76 6 6 ------- ... _---- 70 64 - ......... _- 6 Other ____________________________ 

80 15 10 3 2 65 52 -----_ ... 13 
" 

. - , 

- - ~~ -------- --~-

() 

() 

\ 

1 , 
, 

'~) ., 
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TABLE D 5.-United State8 di8trict court8. Criminal defendant8 8eniencfJd after conviction in 87 district court8, b~ nature of offen8e, during 
the fi8cal year ended june 30, 1966 

Nature of offense 

TotaL ______________________________ _ 

GENERAL OFFENSES: 
Homicide, total _______________________ _ 

Murder-first degree ______________ _ 
Murder-second degree ____________ _ 
Manslaughter _____________________ _ 

Total 
sentenced 

27,314 

31 

2 
6 

23 

577 Robbery, to!~L~:t~:-~-..::.\:('------------. 
(;:.~ 1/ 1-----1 

556 
8 

N 

~:Pai~=~========================== C>ther _____________________________ _ 
13 

Assault. ____ • _________________________ _ 223 ' 

Burglary-breaking and entering, totaL 264 

Bank _____________________________ _ 
55 

PostaL ___________________________ _ 74 
Interstate shipments ______________ _ 19 C>ther _____________________________ _ 

116 

See footnotes at end of table. 

_ 't 

Total 

13,282 

28 

2 
6 

20 

529 

513 
7 
9 

124 

174 

47 
56 
13 
58 

('I 

.j. 

Type or sentence 

Imprisonment 1 

Split 1 year and Over 1 year 3 to 5 5 years and 
sentence 2 1 day and and 1 day years over 

UJlder to 3 years 

1,383 3\.~f- 2,926 3,332 2,092 

------------ 2 6 4 16 

------------ .. ----------- ------_ .. ---- ---------- 2 
.. _---------- ------------ ------------ ---------- 6 
------------ 2 6 4 8 

7 4 10 66 442 

7 4 8 61 433 

------------ ------------ 1 1 5 
------_ .. _--- -----_ ... _-_ .... , 1 4 4 

8 42 24 38 12 

3 9 34 78 /iO 

------ ... ----- ------------ 7 12 28 
---_ .. _------ 5 13 23 15 

1 2 2/1 8 ------------
2 2 12 I'} 35, 7 

-~= 

" 

.... 

Probation 

10,256 

3 

------------
... _----------

3 

48 

43 
1 
4 

93 

110 

8 
18 
"6 
58 

Fine 
only 

2,356 

-_ .. ----.---

.. -------_ .. 

..... _------ .. 
----------

.. _------ ... -

-- .. _------
----------
.o ...... _-_ ... _ .. -

4 

---.. _-----

_ ... _-------
--- .. ------
...... _ .. _----
----------

~t, ", 

Other 

1,420 

----------

---_ ..... - ....... 

-_\.'-------
---_ .. _----

..... ---.. ----

----------
----------
... ---------

2 

-_ ... _---_ .. -

- .. --------
----------
--------!"-
----------

Average 
sentence or 
imprison. 

ment 
(months) 3 

32.9 

96.9 
""\1 
.... jJ. ______ .. ___ 

--- ....... _--_ ..... 
-- .. - ... _- ...... __ .. 

:' 

134.'0 

134.~ 

"'-.or.-:-'!'------
------- .. ----

aO.3 

47.2 

70.5 
41. 0 

--------- .. --
37.5 

_. - --'" 

,-) 

0 

0 

" 

\ . 

\ 

It 
, 

1\ 
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TABLE D 5.-United States district· courts. Criminal defendants sentenced after conviction in 87 district courts, by nature of offense, during 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1966-Continued 

Type of sentence \\ , 
I, ·~rerag(1 

Total Imprisonment 1 s ntence 
Nature of offense sentenced ( irn'£rison-

.' -, Probation Fine Other V;inent 
Split 1 year and Over1 year 3to5 5 years and only (months) 3 

Total sentence 2 1 day and and 1 day years over 
under to 3 years 

'-
GENERAL OFFENSES-Continued 

Larceny and theft, totaL ______________ 2,311 1,053 179 311 234 243 86 1,205 
" 

36 17 23.9 
-Bank ______________________________ 73 39 3 15 4' 7 10 34 ---------- ... ---- .. ---- 35.8 Postal _____________________________ 714 359 44 86 109 97 23 350 3 2 24.6 

Interstate shipments _______________ 711 330 64 136 64 45 21 364 13 4 19.0 
Other U.S. property _____________ ._ 496 174 36 43 33 46 16 295 19 8 26.3 
Transportation, etc., of stolen 

property _________________________ 88 57 6 9 14 15 13 29 1 1 37.1 
Other ______________________________ 229 94 26 22 10 33 3 133 "'--------- 2 20.9 

Embezzlement, totaL ________________ 1,148 232 99 44 39 33 17 879 33 4 18.8 
.. 

Bank _________ ~ ____________________ 488 105 36 17 22 17 13 368 13 2 25.5 
Postal. __ • _________________________ 452 80 47 21 5 7 ---------_ .... 360 10 2 8.4 
Other ____________________________ .- 208 47 16 6 12 9 4 151 10 -------_ ... - 21. 7 

'-t( - ~ 

Fraud, total. _______ • __________________ 2,413 747 187 313 119 90 38 1,163 476 27 15.3 

" Income tax ________________________ 593 243 83 109 :35 15 1 261 85 4 10.0 
Lending institutions _______________ 167 36 12 10 11 1 2 106 24 1 14.4 
Postal. ____________________________ 385 171 28 41 37 51 20 185 22 1 26.6 
Veterans and allotments ___________ 25 5 ___ -t"':" _______ , 4 1 ..... __ 4 _____ ------ ... ----- 17 2 1 ------------Other _____________ • ________________ 1,243 286 64 149 35 23 15 594 343 20 13.2 

.. 

'I, .' 
.~.\b>= .................. =__~ .... __ ~_~ ___ ~_= ____ """~~~~~~~--c '"' '.-_A-~~~~~~ ____ --'!~~~ t = 8 

" . 

\ 

, 
, 
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Auto theft ___________________________ _ 

Forgery and counterfeiting, totaL --------

- .,843 3,300 I 144 306 950 1,651 258 1,499 81 27 3404 

- 3,071 1,742 166 330 485 485 276 1,304 7 18 31.5 
, . 

Transportation ot forged secur<{t!es ___ _ 
Postal forgery _ - _____________________ _ 
Other forgery ________________________ _ 
Counterrelting _______________________ _ 

Sex oiJenses, totaL _______________________ _ 

Rape. _______________________________ _ 
White slave traffic ____________________ _ 

Other _____________ -'--- ----------------

- 818 553 38 75 161 180 109 257 3 /I 35.4 

- 155 95 7 13 2ll 30 16 57 ---------- 3 34.3 

- 1,803 ~ 99 228 2&2 204 91 906 4 9 26.6 

- 295 210 22, H 43 71 60 84 -----_ ..... _- 1 41' 6 

- 126 99 5 6 18 44 26, 26 1 ---- .. ----- 48.7 

- 40 sO 2 1 4 11 12 10 ---------- ---------- 68.0 

- 71 63 2 • 13 31 13 8 ---------- ---------- 40.2 

- 15 6 1 1 1 2 1 3 1 ---------- --------- .. _-
.' 

\ 
! 

Narcotics, totaL _________ ~ _______________ _ - 1,874 1,272 58 27 1M 276 757 589 5 8 61.3 

Marihuana Tax Act ________ , __________ _ 
Border registrations_ - ________________ _ 
Other ____________ --,-- ---------- -- ------

Miscellaneous general offenses, totaL ______ _ 

- 650 335 32 13 35 91 164 311 ---------- 4 53.7 

172 59 I) 12 22 20 ------------ 1.06 5 2 23,.9 

1.052 878 21 2 97 165 593 172 -- .. _------ 2 66. '1 

732 418 38 166 75 80 59 255 47 12 40.7 

I 

11 
Bribery ___________ -- --------- -- --------
Drunk driving and traffic _____________ _ 
Escape ___________ -- ---- ------ -- --------
Extortion, racketeering and threats ___ _ 
Gambling and lottery _________________ _ 
Kidnapping ___ - ______________________ _ 

Perjury __________ ---- -------- ----------
Weapons and firearms - - ---------------
Other __________________ ----------- -----

33 16 4 6 5 1 ------ ... ----- 14 2 1 ------------
29 5 3 2 ------------ ---------- ------ .. _---- 12 12 ---------- ------------

211 185 5 105 36 31 8 23 1 2 18.1 

75 32 6 3 6 9 8 40 2 1 34.3 

102 48 3 25 5 7 8 40 13 1 ,24.0 

35 35 2 ------------ ---------_ ... - 4 2ll ... _ ... - .. - ... ----- ..... -------- ---------- 254.2 

17 12 4 1 3 3 1 5 ------ --- ---------- ------------
183 79 11 18 20 25 5 88 11 5 25.5 

47 6 ------------ 6 ------------ ------"'fOO-'" _ ... ---------- 33 6 2 ------------

1 

\ 

.r 

'I (> 

I 
See footnotes at end of table. I \ 
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TABLE D 5.-United States district courts. Criminal defendants sentenced after convici£on in 87' (Usttict courts, by nature of offense, during 
the jiscalllear ended June 30, 1.966-COllCluoP-1 

Nature of offense 

Type of sentence, 1 ___________________________________________ ~~----~----~-------'II 

Total Imprisonment I II 
sentenced , __ --:-____ / 

11-----.,-------;----- 'I I Probation 
Split 1 Yf.'!W and lOver 1 year I 3 to 5 5 yrar," and 

Total sentl'nce 2 1 day llnd and 1 doy yeurs over I 
Fine 
only 

Other 

Avc!'a<Te 
Sllll tcnc~ 0 f 
imprlson-

1I!l\nt 
(months) 3 

under to 3 :renl'sl 

1

1
1
- -1-1-11---,--, 

SPECIAL OFFENSES: I 
Imtnigrationlaws______________________ 3,0331,564 54 1,270, 228 12 ____________ . 226 , 37 1,206 6.2 

=== 1-==-"'7.::: ·-:::==:=I===~.::'~-=I'=='7===I===~-==I==::-.:-:=;i:-""'~-'·.,.·.'" =",,===,c', ,-=='''''~:=.: '===,:,,':='" 
i,iquor, internal revenue_______________ 3,406 Jl 1,418 377 512 402 103 2~ Ii 1,912 721 4 14.2 

t 3, 262 573 58 2071' 148 129 I 31 ','1,= 964 ,=--;:-, ~o ' 951,' 21.3 Federal slatutes, otaL ________ "_______ -
I---II---I----ii Iii: 1 1 

Agricultural acts___________________ 51 . 3 2 1 1 ____________ ----------/------------" 30 I 16 2 '1------------
Antitrust violations_ -------------- 130 ---------- ------------ -----------. ------------ ---------- ____________ 11 26 102 2 1------------
Civil rights _____ ,,------------------ 3 3 ------------ ------------ ------------ ---------- 3 1 ____________ ----------'---------- ,------------
Fair Labor Star;dards Act.________ 43739 -------{ji- ---------;4- ---------49- ---------10--'--------6- ----------;-11 161 2~: 3

9 
1--------1--1.-6-

Food and drug acts_ --------------- I Migratory bird 1aws_ ______________ 513 19 3 16 ____________ __________ ____________ 130 346 18 L _________ _ 
Motor Carrier Act. - --------------- 8

3
9
7
4
1
: ------3-0-1~- ----------6- ---------5-u;- --------1-2-8-- -------9-5-- ---------1-7--' 6934 75

3
7 434 jll--------;-6.-4-

Sclretive ~'ervice Acts __ .' _________ _ 

~~i~:~:;~::,~:~~-~:~~ ~:;~i~::: :E ,~ ,: :; :::::::::ii: ,: : ~ ,:: -------;;- r:::::::~i:; 
1 Includes sentences of more than 6 mOlltlls which are to be followed by 11 term ot 

probation (mixed sentences). 
2 A split sentence Is a sentence on a 1-count indictment ot6 months or less In a jail-type 

jnstitution, followed by a term oC probatlou, 18 U.S.C. 3651. Included In these figures 

, -

. '. 

" 

§' ... 

are mixed sentences involving confinement for 6 months or less on 1 count, to be followed 
by a term of probation on 1 or more other countS. 

3 AVCTJlgc sentence Is not shown where the number of defendants sentenced to im­
prisolllllent was less than 25. 
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TABLE I? 5a.-United States District Court for the District of Columbia. Criminal 
defendants sentenced after conviction by natw'e of o.o'ense, during the fiscal year 
endedJ llne 30, 1966 

Nnture of oLfense 

TotaL ___ , ___________ 

Homlcide __________________ 
Robbery __ • _______________ 
Assault. ___________________ 

Burglary--breaking and 
entering _________________ 

Larceny and theft. ________ 
EmbezzleinenL ___________ 
Fraud _____________________ 
Auto thefL _______________ 

Forgery and counter-
feiting ___________________ 

Sex offenses ___ . ___________ 
N arcotics __________________ 
Gambling and lottery _____ 
Other _____________________ 

Total 
S0n­

tenced 

912 

44 
162 
98 

lUi 
96 
7 

34 
83 

61 
23 
54 
70 
65 

Type of sentence 
----------------------~~~~--~----~-------.------

I 
Total 

622 

38 
147 

71 

90 
60 

14 
59 

29 
20 
42 
15 
37 

Imprisonment 2 

SpIlt 
s(:n­

tclnce 1 

8 
---
-- ..... _---

2 

1 
--- .... _--

2 
1 

2 

Les3 
Ulun 

3 yeurs 

157 
---
-----_ ... -

5 
26 

29 
25 

------_ .. 
4 

15 

7 
1 
7 

13 
25 

3 to fj 
yeal's 

204 
---
--------

46 
19 

35 
22 

------ ... -
9 

41 

14 
2 
7 
2 
7 

Pro-
5 years bation 

nnd 
oyer 

253 270 
------

38 6 
94 15 
26 27 

26 25 
12 35 

-------- 7 
1 19 
3 23 

6 32 
16 3 
28 10 

44 
3 24 

Fino 
ollly 

17 
---
--------
--------
--_ ... -_ .. -

--------
1 

------_ .. 
1 

--------
--------

11 
4 

Other 

3 
---
--------
- .. _-----
-- .. -----

-- .. -----
-- .. -----
------ .. -
.. _------

1 

--------
--------

2 

-..... _-_ .... 

1 A split sentence is a sentence on a I-count indictment of (j months or leBs in a jail-type institution, 
followed by a term of probation, 18 U.S.O. 3U5I. 

2 Sentences to terms of imprisonment are for the most part, imposed under provisions of the Dlst.rict of 
Oolumbia Oode, w,hleh provide for a minimum and a marimuIll term. For the purposes of this table the 
maximum term Is used. 
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TABLE D 6. UIlITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF IN 87 DIST.~;~ COURTS, BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION 

A.'lD llISTRICT, DURING THE FISCAL 1;'l'.AR ENDED JUNE 30, 1966 

NOT CONVICTED (;ONVICTED AND SENTENCED 

Circuit and district 

TOTAL ALL DISTRICTS , •••••••••••••• 

FIRST CIRCtlIT ••••••••••••••••••••• 

Maine ••••••••••• " ....................... . 
Massachusetts .................................................. .. 
New Hampshire ........................................ a ........ .. 

Mode Island ........................ '" ............ """ .. Ii .. "" 
Puerto Rico ...... 0 ................................ " ............ .. 

SECOND Cr..'CUIT •••••••••••••••••••• 

Connecticut ...................................................... .. 
New York: 

Northern ............................. . 
Eastern .................... 0 ................ e- ••• 

Southern ........................................................ .. 
Western ..................... _ ........................ .. 

Vermont ....................... 0" ••••••• " •• 

THIRD CIRCUIT ••••••••••••••••••••• 

Delaware ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
New Jersey .................. 10 ••••••••••• 

Pennsylvania: 
Eastern ........ .,; ••••• 0 •••••••••••••••• 

Middle ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Western ••••••••• 0 .................... . 

FOURTH CIRCtlIT •••••••••••••••••••• 

Maryland ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
North Carolina '; 

Eastern .............. 10"' ............... . 

Middle ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Western .............................. . 

South. Caro1ina ............................... .. 
Vil:girJia: 

Eastern .......................... e ••••• 

Westex-n .................... ol. 0 •••••••• 

West virginia: 
Northern ............................. . 
Southern ............................. . 

FIFTH CIRCUIT 

Alabama: 
Northern .............................. . 
Middle ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Southern ............................. . 

Florida: 
Northern .............. , •• 0.0 ................ . 

Middle ................................ .. 
Southern 

Georgia: 
North.ern ................................. . 
Middle ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Soutltern •••••• 0 ..... 10 ••• 11 •••••••••••••• 

Louisiana: 
Eastern ••••••••••••••••• 10 •• 0 ••••••••• 

Western •••••••• a ....................... . 

MissiSSippi: 
Northern .................................. . 
Southern ........................ " ••••• 

T~as: 

Northern .......................... " •••••• 
Eastern ............................... . 
Southern •••••••••••••••••••• ., ........ ... 
Western ................................ ,;. 

~'otal 
deferld­
ants 

719 

64 
411 

38 
104 
102 

2,457 

212 

149 
526 

1,34il 
193 

31 

1,601 

63 
583 

454 
152 
349 

3,652 

347 

720 
383 
473 
796 

435 
166 

52 
260 

8,458 

522 
191 
142 

252 
592 
438 

572 
419 
351 

489 
408 

185 
231 

507 
176 

1,256 
1,725 

Total 

4,661 

113 

3 
56 

6 
11 
37 

422 

27 

24 
60 

258 
24 

9 

275 

16 
108 

88 
28 
35 

544 

53 

137 
42 
48 

102 

112 
14 

8 
28 

1,288 

55 
53 
11 

47 
174 
121 

98 
71 
66 

87 
85 

43 
79 

63 
28 
74 

133 

I 
Di3-

missecjl I 
3,57(' 

91 

3 
32 

5 
9 

32 

351 

22 

20 
69 

217 
14 

9 

213 

14 
86 

72 
n 
20 

392 

45 

107 
15 
21 
77 

85 
9 

8 
25 

1,003 

50 
47 

8 

32 
138 

67 

78 
37 
51 

74 
82 

35 
60 

57 
18 
50 

119 

Acquitted by 

Court I Jury 

397 

1 

2 

33 

5 
26 

33 

1 
5 

13 
5 
9 

91 

4 

17 
26 
22 

4 

16 
1 

1 

73 

1 
2 

8 
5 

15 

7 
6 
~ 

3 
1 

1 
4 

2 
5 
3 
5 

, , 

694 

23 
1 
2 
3 

36 

4 
6 

15 
10 

29 

1 
17 

3 
2 
6 

61 

4 

13 
1 
5 

21 

11 
4 

2 

212 

4 
4 
3 

7 
31 
39 

13 
28 
10 

10 
2 

7 
15 

4 
5 

21 
9 

Total 

27,314 

606 

61 
355 
32 
93 
65 

2,035 

185 

125 
446 

1,088 
169 

22 

1,326 

47 
475 

366 
124 
314 

3,108 

294 

583 
341 
425 
694 

323 
152 

44 
252 

7,170 

467 
138 
131 

205 
418 
317 

474 
348 
285 

402 
323 

142 
152 

444 
148 

1,184 
1,592 

Plea of guilty 
or nolo 

contendere 

24,127 

537 

55 
306 

29 
84 
63 

1,727 

166 

ll8 
416 
853 
154 

20 

1,193 

41 
422 

338 
105 
287 

2,641 

247 

516 
257 
343 
659 

244 
137 

41 
197 

6,609 

441 
123 
124 

173 
361 
223 

428 
296 
254 

380 
316 

126 
140 

403 
131 

1,137 
1,553 

I Convicted by 

I court I Jury 

1,066 2,121 

11 

1 
10 

114 

4 

12 
98 

32 

2 
7 

13 
3 
7 

329 

28 

45 
80 
56 

3 

5a 
10 

2 
47 

102 

3 
1 
1 

10 
14 
19 

6 
4 

14 

6 

1 

7 

10 
4 

58 

5 
39 

3 
9 
2 

194 

15 

7 
16 

137 
15 

2 

101 

4 
46 

15 
16 
20 

138 

19 

22 
4 

26 
32 

n 
5 

1 
8 

459 

23 
14 

6 

22 
43 
75 

40 
48 
17 

14 
7 

16 
II 

34 
17 
37 
35 

- -----------~ 

.... -~--

.. 

TABLE 0 6. UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF IN 87 DISTRICT COURTS, BY Tn> E OF DISPOSITION 

AND DISTRICT, DURING THE FISCAL YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 1966 - CONCLUDED 

NOT CONVICTED CONVICTED AND SENTENCED 

Circuit and district 

SIXTH CIRCUIT ••••••••••••••••••••• 

Kentucky: 
Eastern 
Western 

Michigan: 
Eastern 
Western 

Ohio: 
Northern 
Southern 

Tennessee: 

••••• " •• a •••••••••••••••• ,. •••• 

.. 0 •••••••• " •••• 1 ................ . 

Eastern •••••••• 0 .......... 0.0010.0 .... 0 •• 

Middle ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
WeDtern •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT ••••••••••••••••••• 

Illinois: 
Northern ............................. . 
Eastern ••• 10 ••••••••••• 10 •••••• 11' ••••••• 

Southern 
Indiana~ 

'Northern 
Southern 

Wisconsin: 
- Eastern •• ' •••••••••••••••••• 0 ••••••••• 

Western .............. 11' ••••• 10 ••• 11' •••••• 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT •••••••••••••••••••• 

Arlc:anaOIH 
ELtsto'cn 
Western 

Iowat 
Northern ................................. : 
Southern ... 1;1 .......... 010 ••••••••••••••• 

Minnesota ~ .............................. . 
Missouri: 

Eastern 
western 

Nebraska .............. " ••••••••••• 10 •••••• 

North Dakota ... a •• 0 ....................... . 

South Dakota ••• a ........ a •••••• a ........ . 

NINTH CIRCUIT ••••••••••••••••••••• 

Al,.-,ka ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
A.ri.zana ............ 4 •••••••••••••••••••••• 

Cal:--ifornia: 
1 bc,rthern ............................... . 

5~t,t;hern ••••••••••••••• 10 •••••• 10 •••••• 

Haw.Jl;i ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Idaho ...................................... . 
Montana ••••••••••••••••••• " ............ . 
Nevada ••••••••••••• ~ .................... . 
Oregon ......... 0" ........ "" ................ . 

Washington: 
Eastern •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Western ............................... . 

TENTH CIRCUIT ••••••••••••••••••••• 

Colorado ................................. . 
Kansas ...................... " ............. . 
New Mexico 
Oklahoma: 

Northern •••••• 10 ••••••••••• " .. 10.10.10 •••• 

Eastern ••••••••• 10 •••••••• ,.. •••••• 10 •••• 

l'lestern •••••••••••••• a •• e ............ . 

Utah ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Wyoming ......... " •• 10 •••••••••••••••••••• 

Total 
dofond~ 

ants 

~,545 

472 
334 

663 
178 

508 
502 

474 
190 
224 

1,986 

1,024 
113 
156 

249 
232 

148 
64 

1,758 

203 
181 

92 
65 

197 

274 
387 
138 

85 
136 

5,908 

100 
687 

842 
3,137 

U6 
146 
186 
230 
275 

76 
193 

1,811 

257 
350 
366 

U6 
140 
287 
205 

90 

Total 

471 

77 
37 

98 
25 

53 
37 

67 
49 
28 

308 

187 
16 
14 

29 
21 

19 
20 

267 

30 
17 

11 
6 

42 

41 
49 
18 
20 
33 

727 

16 
ll4 

145 
261 
19 
27 
24 
55 
36 

6 
24 

246 

45 
51 
41 

4 
26 
27 
44 

6 

Dis- 1~_A_C_q_U_i_t~t_eq __ b_y __ ~ 
missed' I Court -I o1ury 

361 

65 
30 

85 
20 

42 
36 

29 
38 
16 

236 

145 
15 
13 

20 
18 

9 
16 

207 

?3 
H 

8 
4 

36 

27 
40 
17 
13 
28 

558 

7 
84 

118 
195 

17 
22 
20 
41 
32 

3 
19 

168 

21 
35 
35 

3 
19 
16 
32 

7 

27 

3 
1 

5 

11 

31 

18 
1 

1 
1 

7 
3 

11 

1 
1 

1 

3 
3 

73 

4 
7 

11 
40 

1 
1 
1 
6 

1 
1 

22 

10 
1 
2 

1 
1 
3 
4 

83 

9 
6 

6 
5 

6 
1 

27 
11 
12 

41 

24 
2 
1 

8 
2 

3 
1 

49 

6 
5 

2 
2 
6 

.11 
6 
1 
7 
3 

96 

5 
23 

16 
26 

1 
4 
3 
6 
4 

2 
4 

56 

14 
15 

4 

6 
8 
8 
1 

Total 

3,074 

395 
297 

565 
153 

455 
465 

407 
141 
196 

1,678 

837 
95 

142 

220 
211 

129 
44 

1,491 

173 
164 

81 
59 

155 

233 
338 
120 

65 
103 

5,261 

84 
573 

697 
2,876 

97 
119 
162 
175 
239 

70 
169 

1,565 

212 
299 
325 

112 
114 
260 
161 

62 

Plea, "f guilty I 
or nolo I 

contendero 

2,704 

346 
259 

487 
133 

4~5 
454 

331 
112 
167 

1,449 

686. 
76 

135 

207 
196 

109 
40 

1,331 

162 
157 

73 
55 

138 

186 
309 
ll4 

44 
93 

4,621 

62 
508 

625 
2,521 

69 
104 
157 
144 
204 

62 
145 

1,315 

171 
258 
277 

100 
100 
206 
127 
76 

Convicted by 

C!='urt I Jury 

69 

29 
3 

16 
2 

6 
2 
4 

107 

76 
8 
4 

7 
1 

61 

~ 
3 

1 
1 
4 

11 
12 

2 
13 

9 

206 

18 
7 

22 
123 

5 
3 
1 
5 

18 

1 
3 

35 

5 
7 
3 

1 
1 

16 
2 

301 

44 
38 

49 
17 

22 
9 

70 
27 
25 

'122 

75 
II 

3 

7 
10 

13 
,3 

99 

6 
4 

7 
3 

13 

36 
17 
·4 

8 
1 

4 
58 

50 
232 

3 
12 

4 
26 
17 

7 
21 

215 

36 
34 
45 

11 
13 
38 
32 

6 

Includes 200 defendants in cases removed from State courts under provisio'1s of the Civil Rights Act~ 28 U.S.C. 1443 whose cases 
were remande-.d to state courts. 

NOTE: ExclUdes District of Columbia and the territories of canal Zone, Guam, and Virgin Islands. 
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Circuit 
and 

diDtrict 

Table D 7 

87 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

Type and Length of Sentonce of convicted Dofendantu by Dlotric:t, Finea! Yoar 1966 
(Sentence Weight ValUOD ara .1n parontheseo) 

Total 
convicted 
dofendants 

SUlIi-endod 
sentonce and 
probation 

without 
ouporvioion1 

(0) 

Fino 
only 

(1) 
Total 

PROBATION 

1-12 113-36 I 37 a~~nthSI ~ SpUt:. ---!!:iPP.~~~·tr.T'tr~ '( 'UF 
months months over Dolayod2 sentence3 Total months months 

(1) (2) (4) (4) (4) (3) 15) 

TO'l'AL ............................ 1=::;2;7;;.3;;;1;;;4=lI==;;:2.;;;0;7,B~==I=;2;;.3;;;5;;;G=F~11;;;.;0;;:319<~1;.3;0;;;9~~6;..Q;;2:;2=~1;;;.;B;;71~==4;;4;;;6==.;1;.;lB;;;3~~1;;;1;;.B;;;9;;;9,f=.;;l;.9;;;6;;;G=~1.;;5:;B;,5 
Pirst circutt ...................... 

f
. __ 6_0_6_H-__ .,:.1.,:.6 __ + __ 1:.."..:.6-+ __ 2:..96=-+ __ 6:..:5 ___ 2..:.0.:.1 ___ .:.10=-__ ...:1..:.5 ___ --==-1-_1..:.B..:.B+-_...:5..:.2 __ -..:.3:...1 

Maino .............................. .. 
M'osachullotts ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Now Jlo.mpohiro •••• 11 ... 11 ••• 11 ••••• 11 11 ..... 

Rhodo IDlo.nd •••••••••••• 11 ••••••••••• 

Puerto Rico ........ 11 •••• 11 ........... 11. 

61 
355 
32 
93 
65 14 

~ 
75 

3 
16 

6 

34 
1GB 

13 
59 
22 

2 25 7 21 
19 141 1 111 

1 7 4 15 
41 14 3 IB 

2 U 23 

3 
44 

2 
1 
2 

2 
20 

1 
7 
1 

Sceond circult •• ;, •••••••.••••••• 1_-.;2.-0-35--lt----1.5~O---t--2-4B-1__7_9_7+ __ 1_9_0 ___ 4_65 ____ 4_9 ____ 2_3 ____ 7_0-l __ B_4_01_-1-5_B ___ l..:.55_ 

connecticut. 11.11 11 ••••• 11 ••• 11 11 11 •••••••• 

Nov York., 
Northam •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Eastern •• 11 ••••••••• 11 •• 11 ••••••••• 

Southern •••••••••• _ ••••••••••••• 
Wostorn ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Vermont ••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••• 

19!3 

125 
446 

1,088 
169 

22 

3 
6 

124 
14 

2 

33 

IB 
9B 
70 
26 

3 

~ ~ U 65 

59 9 37 J 10 45 12 0 
169 43 97 1 3 25 173 29 26 
401 91 240 36 5 29 493 101 108 

75 38 30 5 2 54 12 9 
7 1 ~ 1 10 2 2 

Third Circuit ................... • 1_-1;:; • .;.3.:.26"--lt----5:,.6:---t-.....:2.:.34-'-1f--6;:;B:.;4+-.....:B.:.9--.:.3.:.B6"---;:;13.;.6-.; __ .:.2:,.3 ___ .:.5.;.0-l_.:.3=5=21_-=3:.B---=:51:... 

Dolo.waro •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Now Jersey ••••••••••• ,. •••••••••••••• 
Ponnsylvo.niat 

Eastorn •••• 11 •••••••••••••••••••• 

Middle ••••.•• ~ ••••••••••••••• 11 •• 

Westorn ••••••••••••••••.•••••••• 

47 
475 

366 
124 
314 

1 7 2B 10 17 1 11 1 
24 69 226 14 146 48 11 156 17 

30 39 
34 
B5 

214 
55 

161 

37 100 
1 36 

27 B7 

4l 
l3 
31 

9 
2 
5 

25 
3 

11 

B3 
l5 
67 l2 

17 

20 
4 

10 

Fourth Circuit •• 11 ••• 11 ••••••••••• 1-._3_.1_0_8---111-___ 39 __ -t __ 2_0_7+_1_._76_3-+ __ 6_2 ___ B_5_6 ___ 4GB ____ ~_4 ____ 32_3_l_l-. 0_9_9+-__ 8_1 ___ 2_2_7 

Mnryland ••••••••••••••••••••.••••••• 
North Carotim" 

Ea:ltorn .................. ~ ....... .. 
Middle ................. ~ ...... 11 .. 11 .. 

Woatem ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
South Carolina ...................... . 
Virginia.' 

East(!rn ........................... . 
weatern ••••••••••• 11 ............. . 

West Virginiaa 
Northern ........................ . 
Southarn ....................... .. 

294 

5B3 
341 
425 
694 

323 
152 

44 
252 

5 
17 

3 

61 

12 
5 

22 
6 

69 
9 

B 
15 

394 
116 
213 
452 

12B 
102 

19 
157 

13 

14 
7 

B5 

255 
lB 

ISS 
33 

62 
74 

11 
133 

29 
49 
16 

333 

14 
4 

2 
12 

1 
7 

17 

15 
2 

102 
107 

3 
63 

23 
15 

lOB 

177 
155 
173 
233 

119 
41 

17 
76 

lB 

14 
4 
B 

3l 
2 

13 

36 
36 
21 
75 

IB 
10 

2 
16 

Pifth Circuit ••••••••••••••••••• 1-_7:.:.:.:1::.70=---lI-_...:l:: • .:07:;9=-_-+_--=5::.77:.....j_.:2::..1::0::3+_...:1::5.:S __ 1::.:.:1.:B7=--__ 3::9:.:4=-__ ::.7:.9 __ --=2:;B::5-f_3::.:.:4:.:1:.11---=B:.:3:.0 __ .:42:;4:... 

Alabamas 
Northern •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Middlo ........................... . 
Southern .................. 11 ••••••• 

Floridat 
Northam •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Middle ........................... . 
Southern ....................... .. 

Georgias 
Northern ........................ . 
Middlo •••••••••••••••.•••••••••• 
Southern ................ 0' ......... . 

Louisianas 
E8atcrn .••••••••••• '! .•.•• " ••.••• 
Westarn ......................... . 

Mississippi J 

Northern ........... 11 ............. . 

Southern .......................... . 
Texasl 

Northern •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Eastern ••••••••••••••••••••••••. 
Southarn ........................ . 
Western •••••••••••••••••••••.•.• 

See footnotos at end of table. 

467 
13B 
131 

205 
41B 
317 

474 
34B 
2B5 

402 
323 

142 
152 

44. 
14B 

1,194 
1,592 

14 

3 
1 

23 

37 
93 

13 
3 

510 
372 

42 
4 
l 

21 
24 
10 

109 
129 

11 
3 

47 
19 
37 
24 

244 
41 
67 

60 
147 
131 

219 
15B 

93 

BO 
43 

63 
9B 

159 
59 

247 
18B 

16 

4 
26 

20 

4B 
2 
6 

11 

204 
3a 
51 

24 
101 

44 

192 
105 

75 

40 
2 

47 
13 

BB 
27 
25 

111 

19 

29 
7 

15 

2 
21 
12 

16 
36 

9 
14 

117 
IB 

2 
1 
1 

11 
9 

3 
1 

B 
6 
B 

23 

2 
26 
62 

IB 
5 

B 
77 

6 
10 
31 
25 

177 
91 
61 

124 
233 
170 

213 
146 
157 

176 
5B 

68 
47 

225 
67 

390 
l,OOB 

19 
1 

6 
1B 
12 

15 
27 

2 

16 
5 

10 

107 
591 

32 
15 

3 

17 
41 
17 

61 
45 
53 

4 
4 

24 
2 

37 
59 

! . 

" 

.. 

r'" ! 
I 

1 ! 

1 j 

i 

I 

\1 
" ') 
Ii 
!l 
II I, ; 
I 

I 
II 

II 
I· ,1 

il 
:1 
II 
jl 
d 
fJ 
31 
; I 
.(i 

i , 

.. 

~. 

o 

13-24 T montho 
(B) 

2.629 

40 

4 
IB 
4 
B 
6 

191 

1~ 

12 
46 
96 
23 

1 

76 

3 
36 

20 
12 

5 

32B. 

25 

54 
72 
59 
59 

26 
B 

,) 

22 

B59 

Bl 
33 
22 

34 
B5 
39 

5B 
45 
57 

50 
4 

24 
B 

B2 
B 

l02 
127 

'Z'abie n 7 

97 UNITED STh-TES DISTRICT' COURTS 

Typo and Longth of (~nt~nc:o o~ ~O~VictOd Dofendants by Di"trict. Piscol Year 1966 
Olen cneo o 9 t ValUeD nro in po.rcnthosod) 

Porccnt 

IllPnISONMENT ICQNTlNUED) Averago woig'ht 
chll:ngo 
actual 

25-36 I 37-4B 149-60 I 6l-WO 1121 IUO"t~. 
ocato abovo or 

montho montha montho montha Dnd over AotUal4lcomparauvc' 
below 

(10) (12) (14) (2;l) (50) 
comparative 

woightr:l 

1.864 1,659 1,172 '101 323 5.6 5.6 0.0 

21 23 14 4 3 3.7 5,0 -26.0 

4 4 3 - 1 5.0 6.0 -16.7 
5 9 9 4 2 3.6 4.4 -lB.2 
2 6 - - - 5.1 6.2 -17.7 
1 1 - - - 2.3 4.1 -43.9 

B:> 

3 2 -- - •• 2 7.5 -44.0 

67 117 .v, IB 4.9 6.0 -lB.3 

11 B IB B 3 6.3 7.6 -17.1 

7 5 1 - - 3.6 4.6 -21.7 
30 15 B 10 9 5.2 5.4 -3.7 
35 32 BB 27 6 5.0 6.5 -23.1 

2 5 a 1 - 3.2 4.1 -22.0 
3 2 - - - 4.6 5.0 ... S.O 

72 46 34 32 3 4.2 5.1 -17.6 

3 4 - - - 3.' 4.6 -26.l 
35 14 20 15 2 4.9 5.6 -12.5 

14 7 B 6 - 3.7 5.0 -26.0 
12 4 1 2 - 4.2 4.6 -0.1 
8 17 5 9 1 3.9 4.B -lB.B 

203 l46 55 39 IB 5.1 4.9 4.1 

U IB 9 - 3 4.6 5.0 -S.O 

33 43 4 2 5 4.9 4.6 6.5 
13 B 4 2 1 5.6 4.5 24.4 
53 11 10 14 t 5.4 5.3 1.9 
39 25 13 9 5 5.7 4.9 16.3 

15 II B 7 3 4.6 5.0 -8.0 
6 12 - 3 - 4.2 5.0 .. 16.0 

6 5 - - - 4.6 5.3 -13.2 
11 15 7 2 - 4.2 5.1 -17.6 

47;! 361 257 152 56 5.1 4.9 4.1 

25 4 6 6 4 4.6 5 •• -14.9 
20 15 1 3 2 7.3 5.6· 30.4 
21 7 • 3 1 6.3 5.9 G.B 

30 31 6 - - 6.5 5.3 22.6 
42 2B 14 3 2 5.9 5.4 9.3 
31 27 22 17 5 7.8 6.7 16.4 

29 26 16 G 2 5.l 5.1 0.0 
IS B 4 - 2 4.2 4.6 -S.7 
26 5 7 5 - 5.3 5.2 1.9 

3' 29 15 16 7 6.0 5.4 U.1 
9 21 11 5 2 3.3 3.4 -2.9 

,~ 

16 14 5 5 - 6.4 5.0 2B.O 
10 1G 3 3 2 6.3 5.B a.6 

37 35 23 11 3 \0.9 6.1 5.5 
19 7 IB 8 5 B.4 5.9 ,!j"J.4 
47 lO 32 23 12 4.0 •• 5 -11.1 
Sf. 57 70 3B 7 4.5 4.2 7.1 

Circuit 
and 

district 

-
TOTAL 

Firat. C.i.rcuit 

Maino 
}taooachutlot.to 
Now Itampaf\irQ 
Rhodo Island 
Puerto Rico 

Second Circui t 

Connacticut 
Now York, 

Northern 
Eastern 
Southarn 
West~rn 

Vormont 

Third Circuit 

Delaware 
Now Jorsey 
Pennsylvania. 

Eautern 
Middle 
Western 

Fourth circuit 

Maryland 
North carolina I 

Eastern 
Middle 
We.tarn 

South cQrolina 
Virginia: 

Eastern 
Wcotom 

West Virginia. 
Northam 
Southern 

Pifth Circuit 

Alabaltlzu 
Nort.horn 
Middlo 
SOutl10rn 

Floridat 
Northern 
Middlo 
Southorn 

Georgial 
Northern 
Middle 
Sout:l1orn 

Louioianal 
EautDrn 
Wostarn 

Hiaaiooippil 
Northern 
Sout.horn 

TOXBor 
Nort.horn 
Eastern 
Sout:l1orn 
Western 

:l~ 

I 
I , 

'/ 
I 

I 
f 

I 

, 



:E!,ec--=:==::::===~ 

Circuit 
I1IId 

diotrict 

Table D 7 

81 UNITED STA'l'ES DISTRICT COURTS 

Typo ond Longt.!: ot Sentonco of convicted Dofondants by District, FioCQl Yoar 1966 
(Sontcnco "-oight valUeB ara itt parenthooos) 

Total 
convictod 
dofendants 

Suspended 
sentenco nnd 
probation 
without 

ouporviD!on1 
(0) 

Fin", 
only 

(1) 

1-12 I months 
(1) 

Total 

PRODATION 

I 
37 ",onthS[ 2[ 13-~6 and Split: 

montho oVEll' Doloyod2 ce.ntonco 
(2) (4) (4) (4) 

IMPRtSONM£N'r 

Tetal 
1-6 17-12 

months months 
(3) (5) 

Sixth Circuit ••••.•..• "".,," '" 1-_3:...o_7_4_-1l-___ 7_2 ___ 1_-2-o\~\. -t_1.:.,. 3..:1..:1+-15..:7---B-B-2---1:..1..:1----3-1~---.:1::.3.:.0-+..:1.:.,.4;,,:B..:5+_..:1:::53~_..:3:::10~_ 
Itcnt.ucky, 

Enstorn." •• "" .. """"."" •• ",, ••• 
'foatorn.""""" •• " •• """"",, .. ,," " 

Hldhiqanr 
&I'Iotorn ••• " ••• " •••• " ....... ". 
Waptern •• 0."."".0 •• "" •• 0"."" 

chios 
Northorn."""" ••• " .. " •• "" ••••• 
Southern ••• "",,"""" 00""".""". 

'l'oMoooeOI 
Eastorn •• 4 ••• , .............. . 

Middle ................ e ....... . 

Westorn .................... I ••• 

395 
297 

565 
153 

455 
465 

407 
141 
196 

10 
~ 

1B 
1 

20 
11 

13 
24 

25 
23 

106 
135 

322 
66 

11 
1~ 

~2 

72 
2 

11 

4 293 6 
17 38 7 

~ W7 41 131 U 
41 216 42 101 45 

1 
12 

4 
11 

21 

17 
4 

15 
17 

266 46 
129 12 

200 
6J 

178 10 
In 20 

12 156 3 aa 1~ 45 230 19 
10 
26 

3 61 4 48 5 4 77 
U a u U 7 ill 

113 
31 

11 
4 

26 
16 

56 
21 
J2 

Seventh Circuit ••••••••••••• 1-_=1.:.,.6:;7.:B_-H-__ .....:;43~ __ 1_-=1~4B:....+_-7;;3;;4+....:14.:.:7~---.:3::B.:2---..:0:;6~ __ ...::25~ __ ..:~:.:4_+-7.:.:5::3+.....::3::.5--::.B:.0-

Illinois, 
Northern ..................... .. 
ttlotorn •• o .................... . 

Southern ...................... . 
Indiana I 

Northern •••••• , ............... . 
Southern ..................... . 

Whc:onoint 
Eastern ...................... e .. .. 

Wostern •• o .................. . 

B37 
95 

142 

220 
211 

12' 
44 

29 43 
13 
40 

12 
11 

15 
14 

3B5 
34 
42 

121 
B9 

47 
16 

60 
3 

15 

33 
32 

2 
2 

193 
21 
IB 

64 
37 

35 
14 

• £0 
3 
B 

• 5 

6 
4 
1 

66 
3 

12 
11 

3BO 
4B 
59 

a3 
103 

66 
14 

IB 
1 
1 

II 
1 

10 

9 
11 

1B 

Eighth circuit •••••••••••••• 1--=1:...4::9.:1_-& ___ 4_3:"-__ 1_-=2.:14.:.....+_-6;;5..:2+...:10;,.:6:..---4;,.:1.:2---...:5;,.:4:..-___ 2;,.:5:..-__ .:5.:5_+.....:5:;B::2+...:.47:......-...:.44:......-

I\l:kl1Z10bSI 
Eastern ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Hootorn ..................... . 

Northern .................... . 
Southern ....................... . 

M1nncootn ....................... .. 
Miosouri: 

Eastern ..................... . 
Wr;otorn ...................... . 

Ncbrbslc.Il ........................ . 
North Dal-.ota ..................... . 
south Dakota ........................ . 

173 
164 

al 
59 

155 

2~3 

33B 
120 

65 
103 

6 
16 

1 
2 

2 
1 

13 

37 
7 

36 
11 
1B 

3B 
29 
20 

2 
16 

77 
77 

27 
27 
65 

91 
163 

46 
30 
49 

11 
1B 

53 
53 

19 
10 
4. 

2 
4 

1 
11 

5 

53 
M 

10 

1 
13 

20 1 
70 5 

22 63 3 102 12 10 
20 Bl 29 27 145 2 14 
11 2B 3 2 41 2 1 

5 22 2 1 33 4 5 
11 34 3 36 3 

Ninth circuit ••••••••••••••• 1--=5;,.:.2;,,:6.:1_-& ___ 49.:7 ___ 1_--=2.:B7:..-+_.:2:....0;,.:5..:2+...:27;,.:7--.:.....B;,.:5.:1---4.:.:.;;1~--.:12.:.:l~---.:3::1.:0-+..:2.:..4;,,:2::.5+_.:5:::33:......-.:2::01:......-

Alaeka ........................... . 
Arizona ........................... . 
CaUfbrnia* 

northern •••••••••••••••••••• 
Southarn .................... . 

Hawaii •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Idaho ........................... .. 
Montano ......................... . 
Uevada ........................... . 
Orogon .......................... . 
Wo.shington: 

Enatern ...................... . 
Wastern ••••••••••••••••••••• 

B4 
573 

697 
2,876 

97 
119 
162 
175 
239 

70 
169 

2 
64 

24 
368 

7 
4 
3 
7 

10 

6 
2 

24 
172 

5 
10 

5 
9 

36 

69 
175 

377 
l,OQ3 

59 
4B 
76 
66 
73 

30 
77 

29 2B 1 10 9 1 1 
20 127 a 16 4 325 47 3. 

54 
133 

1 
4 

13 
7 

11 

94 137 9 B3 272 6S 25 
415 257 76 122 1;333 379 106 

11 21 11 152623 
34 5 2 3 57 4 6 
47 6 1 10 7a 2 6 
25 24 4 6 93 1 3 
29 4 26 120 19 6 

21 
20 

I. 1 4 31 
27 1 27 B1 

4 
2 

Tcn~ct~" ••••••••••••••• ~_:1:... • .:.:~;,.:5~~ ___ 3_3 __ ~ __ 1_2_9~_...:~;,.:~~_.:.:W:..-__ 4_0_0~ ___ 7;,.:2'-___ .~ __ ...:6::1_+-.:.:7M~.....:.:3::9--.:6::2~ 

BB 1 60 7 B 12 104 4 Colortldo ........................ .. 
KanollO .............. 0 .............. . 

212 
2~' 
325 

7 
1 

13 

13 
40 

6 
1%1 10 64 23 13 11 137 B 

New Hoxico ....................... . 126 13 72 8 12 21 IBO 20 10 
O}c;1aho:na: 

Northern •••••••••••••••••••• 
Eo.stern ..................... . 
Wastern ...................... . 

Utah ............................. . 
";yamin; ........................... .. 

112 
114 
260 
1~1 
.2 

11 
13 
20 
14 
12 

49 
57 
B7 
ao 
II 

11 

B 
B 
6 

19 
4~ 
61 
55 
20 

16 

10 
B 

3 
5 
3 
6 

51 
44 

146 
63 
3. 

3 
3 

30 
4 

IncludoB ocntcncos of impriaontlcnt or probation of four days or less, deportation, suspendad Dcntcnc:o or fino only, wbleh 111 remitted or 8uDpended. 
Probation without 8upElrvinion is where tho eourt determines 0 period of timo during ""hieh cortain eonditions are to bo met, aueh as Pbymcnt of restitu­
tion, Tho probation officer is not respondblo for Dupervision .. 

Delayed probation occurs ",hon the court indicaters that probation ",,1.11 bog'in at tho termination of Q term of imprioonmcnt or probation, or A period of 
hospitalization, or rolonoa frem tho JIIilitnry sorvice .. 

3 Split sentenco refers to usc Title 18, Section 3651, Which providos that when tho maximum aontoneo for an offenae ill ll10re than aix monthu, tho court 
tnay i.t:1P080 a sentence, of which up to nix months eftn be served in a. jail-type or treatment inatit\ltion. 

•• 
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I 
'I 
I' 
II 

~ 
II 
Ii 
if 

fl 
rI 
I' ,! 
Ii 

Ii 
II 
~ i 

! I , , 
U 
'" 
Ii 
H d ;J 
11 

II II 
:j 

II 
~ 
~ 
~ 
~ 
I 

I 
i 
f 

fl 

II 

11 
11 

11 
II 
11 
,I . i 

I 

! 
I 
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07 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

Typo and Longth of Dentenca of Convictad DofendanttJ b , 
(Santoneo ''lolght valuau at'c in D;~:~~~~d!;;Cal Y'if1r 1966 - Concludod _. 

Percent 
IMl'RISONJo'El-rr (CONTINUED) chango 

Avot'ngo woi9bt actual 
11-24' 1 2,-3G / 37-4a /49_60 / 61-120 /121 mOn\ohn 

Dcalo above or Circuit 
month" montho 

wi eom~~!:ivo (0) (10) 
montha montho reontha and OVer 

""tU014 / Co~p.r.u and 
(U) (14) (~5) (50) wo!ghtCl I district: 

I 
425 23B 126 112 64 57 6.1 5.4 13.0 I Dbth Cil'cU.i,t 

74 17 3 9 1 l<cntucky, 
37 1~ 11 

J 5,1 4.9 B 1 !O 4.1 EilstoJ:'n 6.0 5.7 5.3 \'Icatorn 
59 39 17 24 
26 

26 11 6.$ ~l1cbi9t!.l1t 
14 4 4 1 7 

6.0 0.3 CaQtctn 6.6 5.2 6.$ 
50 37 

,",~atern 
16 20 7 12 Ohior 

FS S9 15 12 S 
!i.g 5.2 c 

lJ.5 2 S.3 5.6 Northern 
- 5.4 Southern 5'/ 29 43 22 

26 6 
11 1 6.6 4.9 TonnoDDcor 

5 4 4 1 37.5 EaotCJrn 
31 18 12 9 5.7 5.5 3.6 5 4 6.9 ~.4 

Middlo 
27.0 Wostorn 150 160 11B 94 as Jl 6.9 7.0 - 1.4 Sovanth Cird1it 

63 75 57 60 5~ IlUnoitu 
10 16 10 

17 7.6 7.B 7 2 - 2.6 NOrtl}orn 
14 16 9 3 

1 , 6.9 5.s 19.0 6 - 5.3 EilDtorn 
5.5 - 3.G Sbu';hcJ;'n 11 24 5 ,) 

24 
17 12 4 6.2 IndbnQt 

20 11 a 13 s.e 6 •• Northern 5 7.2 7.6 - 5.3 SOut.hern 
~5 9 5 3 
3 - - 1 5.1 S.4 

1'11000001nl 
6 1 1 2 - !:l.G Eaotorn 6.4 6.6 - 3.0 ~cDtQrn 

132 120 120 62 40 17 5.6 5.5 1.B EIghth Circuit 

12 17 7 e 2 Arkannl10J 
38 3 ';.1 7 - 1 2 5.7 - 10.5 Ellotorn 1 4.2 S.t - 17.6 Hostorn 2 9 5 -2 5 

2 - 3.9 fU 
IO\If~t 

4 1 2 - 5.0 
- 4.9 Northern. 

14 7 27 3 22.0 5 1 f.louthorn 6.0 4.6 30.4 Hitmo/Jotn 
IB 30 6 9 12 1.f1IUJCurir 
25 30 44 23 

5 6.4 5.6 14.3 
9 4 3 6.3 I;Q!JI;Qrn 

5 12 7 2 3 
6.1 3.3 ,",co torn 

2 4 8 5.7 5.1 11.6 ~ 5 - Ncb,,(lokll 
10 6 7 5 4 

6.~ 6.4 7.0 UOrth Dilltata. 1 5.5 6.1 ·9.& South Da.kota 
2~3 nl 444 l3S In 103 6.5 6.3 3.7 

5 2 - - Ninth Circuit 

53 26 - - 2.4 5.1 97 42 11 - 52 •• A1atlkll 10 6.0 G.2 9.7 /u"bonn 
27 4a 34 37 16 Calitorn.1or 

147 164 20 6.5 6.0 17G 177 133 0.3 Nort:ltarn - 4 13 3 
51 6.2 6.4. - 3.1 1 - Sout:ltorn 

10 15 IS 6 
5.0 5.5 - 9.1 

1B 
1 - 5.7 

Hawaii 
2' 11 • s.B - 1.7 Idtlho 1 2 6.4 3 6 2a 37 6 

6.4. 0.0 -'~;~ Hontana: 
2! 13 37 

7 9.7 7.0 3a.6 

{ 
14 7 3 6.6 6.1 Navada 

8.2 Oregon 
4 5 10 
5 ~ 

- 2 2 6.5' 6.1 
1'llJobln9tonl 

23 13 12 B 6.6 taotern ".4 7.0 34.3 {ieotorn 
135 lti,9 20G B9 47 I ~ 11 6.8 G.~ 9.7 Tenth Circui~ la 23 43 7 a - 6.a 17 44 Ja 12 15 6.1 11.<; Colorado 
24 3 7.1 39 49 g 14 

6.0 la.~ Kanoas 5 7.5 7.0 7.\ Now }touco 
8 a 17 12 1 Oklllhonm: 

18 2 7.1 5 5 4 - 6.3. 12.7 Net'ttlcrn 
26 31 - 4.3 La 29 3 

4.8 - 10"4 Enatcrn 
13 15 25 

6 7.0 '0.2 12.9 
11 4 

2 4 - 5.6 6.0 
\'1dstorn 

17 4 2 1 6.7 
- 6,7 Utilh 

6.4 4.7 WYoOl:ing 

(( 

, 
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TABLE D B. 87 UNITED stl'%S CISTRICT COURTS 

t Fiscal Year 1966 
Defendants Sentonced by District: courts~ Showing Type of Son encc. 

from! t.i laws wagering t.ax laws and 
(Excludes violators of CJrL1 ~n liB~cd in Appendix Table 0 10) 

violators of Feder!tl regulatory ac s, 

Circuit 
and 

district 

Total 
convicted 
defondants 

Total 
sentenced to 
imprisunment 

Tvpe of Inmrioonment \ Federal 

Adult iF"' Adult i U 
d Corroctio~" Act Del. Act I ' I Ad lt I Youth Juvenile 

regular indeterminate m xo 

TOTAL ................. .. 

First. Circuit ............. . 

Maino ........ j .................. .. 

Massachusettn .. " ................ . 
New Hempohiro ................ ~ .• 
Rhode I&land ................. . 
PUerto Rico ................... . 

Second circuit .. f .. •• .. ••• 

connecticut ..... '"' .................. . 
New.york! 

Northern .................... . 
Eastern ••.••••••..••...•.•. 
southern ...................... . 
Western ..................... . 

Vormont ....................... . 

Third circuit ...... ·•• .. ·· 

Delaware ....................... . 
NeW J'oracy ..... 0- ••• __ ....... 0 ........ . 

pennsylvania: 
Eastern •.•••••.••••• " •.•• ~. 
Middle ......... ••••••• ........ . 
Western ••• •••• ............. . 

rot,lrth Circuit .o ....... .o .. . 

Maryland ......... ,..· ............ . 
North Carolina: 

Eastern ....................... . 
Middle .•.• o- ••••••••• ~ •••••• 

western .•• · o ••••• ••••• ..... . 

south Carolin.J. ................ . 
Virqini~~ 

Eastem\ .. ··· ..... ,"" ........... .. 
WCGt~rn .................... . 

West virginia1 
Northern ..................... . 
southorn ............. 0 ••••••• 

Fifth Circuit .... _ .•..•.• 

Alabama; 
Northern •••• 0- ............... . 
Middle .•••• ····,,· ........... . 
southern ....................... . 

Florida: 
Northern ......... ,. .......... . 
Middle .................... . 
southern .................... \/ .•. 

Georgia: 
Northern ..... O' ....... ~ ••••••• 

Middle ........................... . 
Southern ................... . 

Louisiana1 
Eastern ..................... . 
Western •• _ .................... . 

Mississippi: 
Northern ....................... . 
s~thQrn •••••••••• ~ ••••• ~ •• 

TexaS: 
North&rn ••. .o ............. " •••• 

Eastern •.•• " .... " o .......... . 

southern .......... M ......... ". 

wastern .0 •••• 0 •••• c·· ...... . 

429 

53 
232 

29 
64 
51 

1,524 

150 

93 
335 
B12 
11B 

16 

9B7 

34 
36B 

2B4 
91 

210 

2#837 

215 

557 
327 
406 
673 

249 
139 

J7 
234 

4,594 

444 
12B 
119 

177 
357 
279 

425 
301 
252 

234 
100 

131 
146 

366 
124 
463 
53B 

(; 10,110 

166 

19 
93 
14 
1B 
22 

742 

62 

J7 
161 
42B 

45 

342 

11 
154 

7B 
35 
64 

1,070 

101 

175 
151 
110 
227 

113 
41 

17 
75 

2,479 

176 
B7 
59 

123 
219 
161 

209 
145 
\57 

15B 
55 

67 
46 

20B 
67 

20B 
334 

6,679 

132 

6 
B4 

8 
14 
20 

620 

46 

29 
105 
391 

43 
6 

209 

1 
111 

41 
21 
35 

696 

63 

76 
129 
134 
126 

85 
16 

15 
52 

1,751 

139 
70 
55 

84 
IB4 
113. 

161 
131 
133 

79 
9 

47 
31 

129 
26 

196 
164 

1,654 

66 

1 
45 
13 

1 

62 

4 
19 

15 
10 
14 

126 

2B 

43 
16 

6 
\B 

13 

377 

19 
1 

3 
4 

33 

16 

55 
30 

42 
2B 

3 
126 

268 1.001 50B 

2 
2 
3 

11 

2 
2 
5 

34 

13 

19 
2 

92 

2 

14 
4 
7 

51 

1 
13 

39 

1 
5 
5 

2 
1 

6 
7 
2 

14 

2 
7 
4 
1 

35 

4 
9 

15 

4 
10 

J 
2 

14 

70 

2B 

10 
11 

181 

3 
13 

21 
12 

7 

15 
7 

21 
12 

12 

20 
1 
6 

31 

10 

4 
1 

2 
1 

B6 

14 
2 

23 
26 

4 
1 

2 
12 

131 

12 
3 
3 

14 
14 

3 

14 
7 

23 

3 
2 

11 
5 
1 

13 

\',' 

/ 
!. , 

" I , I 
! , 
Ii 
j' jl 

! r , , , , 
i I ! ' 

,-", 

~ .. )~ 

.. 

• 

--c'--;:-
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)1 TABLE De" 87 UNITED STATES DISrn:ICT COURTS 

.DOfe:~.d~t.IJ Sentenced by District CcurttJ, Showing Type of 'Sentenco, Fiscal Year 1966 - Continuod 

(EKClUdoo violz:';-rB of invnigration lows, wagoX'ing tq)C laws and 
violat:aro of' Foderal regulatory acts, listed In Appendix Table D 10) 

Circuit 
and 

district 

Total 
placed on 
probati<.ln 

TYpe of Probation 

Adult J Adult I Adult I ~:~:'~~~e lNO supor .. 
inunediate delaye~.I_ split l.pel. Act vidon 

TOTAL •••••••••••••• 1==1=0=.2=B=3==I===7=.(a~~ 441 11 252 529 194 

First CirCUit .... 0 ••• _. 

Maine •.. 0 ••••• " ••••••••••••• 

Mnssachusotts ••••••••• " ...... 
New Hampshire .....•. " .....•• 
Rhode Islnnd ••..•••.• " ....... . 
Puerto Rico .••.••..••.....•• 

Second CircIJit ......... . 

Connecticut ." ............... . 
New York: 

Northam ....•. 0 ............ .. 

Eastorn .......... 0 ••••••••• 

southorn ..•.•.•.....•••.•. 
Western ................... . 

Vermont ..................... . 

Third circuit •.•..•••.. 

Dolawal;'o •..•.•.....•..•••••• 
New Jernoy •...•.••.•.••••••• 
pennsylvania: 

Eastern •••.•••••••.••••.•• 
Middle .• -0." -0 •••••••••••••• 

Western ••.•••••• 0 ........... . 

Fourth Circuit •..•.••.. 

Maryland .................... . 
North Carolina: 

Eastorn .•.•••••.•.•••.•... 
Midd1 .................... . 
Westorn ........... , ••••••• t 

South carolina .0. -0 .......... . 

Virginia: 
Eastern .•..•..•..•..•.••.• 
Western ..•. 0 .............. . 

West Virginia: 
Northorn .................. . 
Southern ................. .. 

Fifth circuit •..•.•.... 

Alabama: 
Northorn •..•••••...••. ~ ••. 
Middle •.•••••••.•.•••••••• 
Southorn .................. . 

Florida: 
Northern •••••••.•••••••••• 
Middle •.•••••••••••••••••• 
Southern •.••..••....•...• , 

ceorgiat 
Northern. 0 •••••••••••• \ ••• 

Middle .................... . 
Southern •....••.•...•..•.• 

Louisiana: 
Eastern •••.•.• ~ ..• '" ..•.•.. 
Western ................. -0 •• 

Misaissippi t 

242 

34 
130 

14 
42 
22 

72B 

B3 

54 
153 
366 

65 
7 

606 

22 
196 

19B 
55 

135 

1.716 

107 

3B2 
173 
216 
442 

125 
97 

19 
155 

2,014 

236 
40 
59 

54 
135 
116 

207 
152-

90 

69 
42 

Northern • _ .•••..•• -0 • • • • • • .. 63 
S6uthorn ........... .o ••••• ,. 99 

Texas; 
Northern •.•.••...•.•..•... 149 
Eastorn •••.•••.••••••• 0... 54 
Soutnern .................... 249 
Wastern -0 ................. -0 • .:. 202 

612 

~7 

42 
125 
319 

55 
4 

530 

19 
174 

166 
SO 

121 

1,223 

99 

261 
61 

175 
339 

B5 
71 

19 
117 

1.46B 

223 
2B 
43 

44 
B9 
4B 

181 
13f, 
B5 

61 
J3 

50 
19 

119 
3B 

174 
97 

15 

7 
1 
4 
3 

23 

10 
3 
5 
2 

22 

9 
2 
5 

51 

2 
1 
7 

16 

13 
2 

7B 

2 
1 
1 

II 
9 

3 
1 
1 

a 
6 
B 

22 

66 

11 

25 
27 

42 

10 

23 
3 
6 

317 

101 
104 

3 
62 

23 
14 

261 

3 
2 
5 

22 
55 

1B 
5 

B 
77 

4 
B 

26 
24 

1 

106 

IB 
5 

19 
24 

1 
4 

33 

119 

B 
9 

10 

lU 
11 

4 

3 
9 
3 

3 
4 

11 
1 
9 

19 

. ;.-~r-."~' ." ..... .--:~ .. ;_:-.::~.,..i..~~:::2....4-.""'.,..~.-..:.-,"t'-
'"_: 

21 

12 
7 

1 
2 

19 

2 
12 

1 

BB 

2 
1 
1 

6 
1 

II 
40 

Suspended 
sentence 

119 

2 

12 

4 
7 
1 

12 

12 

4 

15 

Actual 
percent 

Fine placed on 
only probation 

417 49.1 

19 

42 

17 
11 

7 

27 

1 
14 

1 
11 

39 

56.4 

64.2 
55.0 
4B.3 
65.6 
43.1 

47.B 

55.3 

5B.1 
45.7 
45.1 
55.1 
43.B 

61.4 

64.7 
53.3 

69.7 
60.4 
64.3 

60.5 

.,' 49.B 

3 
15 

2 

11 
1 

76 

29 

9 
4 
4 

6B.6 
52.9 
53.2 
65.7 

50.2 
69.B 

51.4 
66.2 

43.9 

53.2 
3l.3 
49.6 

30.5 
37.B 
41.6 

4B.7 
50.5 
35.7 

29.5 
42.0 

4B.1 
67.B 

40.4 
43.5 
53.6 
,31.5 

Percent 
cO'ollpara­
tive use 

of probation 

49.1 

52.0 

43.4 
56.0 
41.4 
53.1 
47.1 

50.1 

43.3 

50.5 
53.7 
49.0 
5~.9 
43.8 .11 

52.6 

47.1 
50.3 

54.6 
53.B 
S3.B 

',16.6 

47.9 

60.3 
62.1 
54.9 
57.7 

51.B 
56.B 

4B.6 
54.3 

4B.1 

54.1 
4B.4 
47.1 

4B.6 
49.3 
44.8 

54.1 
57.1 
51.2 

44.? 
43.0 

S4.2 
50.7 

4B.9 
46.B 
39.7 
40.1 

Actual perCient 
placed on pr~ation 
above or bol~1W' per­
cent compara~;ive use 

0.0-

B.5 

47o~ 
0.0 

16.7 
23.5 

- B.5 

- 4.6 

15.0 
- 14.9 
- B.O 
- 1.4 

0.0 

16.7 

37.4 
6.0 

27.7 
12.3 
H.5 

6.9 

4.0 

13.B. 
- 14.8 
- 3.1 

13.9 

- 3.1 
22.9 

5.B 
21.9 

- 8.7 

- 1.7 
- 35.3 

5.3 

- 37.2 
- 23.3 
- 7.1 

• 10.0 
• 11.6 
- 30.3 

• 34.3 
- 2.3 

• 11.3 
· 33.7 

- 17.4 
- 7.1 

35.0 
- 6.5 

{ 
1 

I f 
I 

, I 
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II 
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TABLE D 8. 87 UNIT.i:!Q STATf"S DISTRICT COURTS 

Defendant.ft Sentenced by Dietrict CO~Jrt8, Showing Typo of Scnten$:c, Fiscal Year: 1966 ~ ConUnucd 

(Excludes violatora of immigration laws,_ wagering tax llI.W8 nnd 
violators of f"edoral '1'cgulatory acts f listed in 1\ppcndix Table 0 10) 

Circuit 
(~nd 

dis'trict 

Sixth Clrcui t .............. .. 

Kontucky; 
Eastern .............................. .. 
Western .................... 04 ... 

Michigan: 
Eastern ........................... ro 

Western .............................. .. 
Ohiql 

Northern ....................... .. 
Southern ......................... . 

Tennessee; 
Eastern ••• ".~ ••••• ~ ••••••••• 
Middle .................... . 
Western .............. ~fo ••••• 

Seventh Circuit ........... . 

Illinoist 
Northern ..................... .. 
Eastern .................... . 
Southorn ................... . 

Indiana: 
Northern ................... . 
Southern .................... ., 

Wisconsin: 
Eastern ....................... . 
Western ....................... . 

Eighth Circuit .......... . 

Arkansas: 
Eastern ...................... . 
Western .................... . 

Iowa: 
Northern .... ~ ................. . 
southern .................. ~ . 

Minnesota ..••...••.•••••••••• 
Missouri: 

Eastern ..................... . 
Western .••....•........•... 

Nebranka .•..••.••...•.....•.. 
North Dakota ................. . 
South Dakota ................... .. 

Ninth Circuit ........... . 

Alaska ..•••..••••.•••••••.• ,. 
Arizona •..••••••••....••••••• 
California: 

llorthern ................... . 
Southnn .•.•..•••...•.•..•• 

Ha .... aii ....................... . 
idaho ••..••..••••••...•...•.• 
'Montana ....................... . 
Nevada .•• o. ••••••••••••••••••• 

Oregon ......................... . 
Washington t 

Eastorn .o. •••••••••••••••••• 

Western ................... .. 

Tenth Circuit ............ . 

Colorado ..................... . 
Kzonsas .••... o. ................ . 

New Mexico ...•.•••••••.•..••• 
Oklahomar 

Northern .................... . 
Eastern •.••.•••.•.••••.•••• 
Western .................... . 

Utah .••••.•.•.......•.••..•.. 
Wyoming ........................ .. 

Total 
convicted 
defendants 

2,681 • 

364' 
245 

484 
125 

360 
409 

374 
138 
182 

1,459 

757 
82 
97 

183 
200 

108 
32 

1,178 

139 
149 

46 
38 

124 

164 
293 
81 
61 
83 

3,867 

79 
428 

552 
1,894 

91 
106 
154 
160 
186 

63 
154 

1,383 

186 
254 
286 

99 
105 
238 
144-

71 

Total 
sentcnced to 
imprisonment. 

1,440 

256 
127 

192 
58 

171 
194 

229 
77 

136 

736 

371 
47 
.5B 

81 
1~2 

63 
14 

552 

52 
58 

17 
17 
64 

94 
142 

40 
la 
36 

1,837 

240 

223 
893 

25 
5b 
78 
91 

114 

30 
78 

746 

100 
137 
166 

51 
44 

146 
63 
39 

242 
104 

46 
39 

143 
163 

lOG 
60 

115 

533 

269 
J8 
44 

53 
6B 

54 
7 

321 

35 
42 

11 
9 

25 

77 
63 
18 
19 
22 

1,091. 

6 
99 

105 
562 

5 
19 
34 
47 
76 

16 
J2 

398 

28 
27 
91 

23 
38 

136 
29 
26 

137 
15 

9 
17 

64 
7 
3 

96 

57 
1 

9 
17 

4 
1 

1 
5 

22 

12 
29 
10 

1 
4 

393 

47 

q4 

177 
8 

17 
J 

14 
4 

5 
24 

175 

43 
77 
27 

3 
19 

6 

27 
2 
8 

17 

11 
1 
4 

4 

14 

2 
4 

12 

1 

o 
2 

7 
10 

17 
5 
7 

66 

Jl 
1 
4 

14 
10 

2 
4 

79 

4 
3 

14 

3 
29 
11 
4 
7 

J53 

79 

20 
143 

12 
12 

9 
28 
22 

8 
20 

108 

25 
23 
36 

9 
1 
4 

10 

,~-~.----~--~--------

14 
8 

11 
4 

15 
3 
3 

24 

59 

7 
15 

2 
19 

1 
9 
3 

76 

3 
15 

8 
32 

1 
6 

1 
1 

53 

4 
10 
11 

11 
4 
J 
3 
7 

.. 

,I .... 

.. 

~ .1 

~ 
~ ;/ 

II 
!j 
11 
ij 1, 
; I 
11 
\' 
\1 
d u 
i! 
1 
i 

I 

,f 

If 

Circuit 
and 

district 

Sixth Circuit 

ltcntucky: 
Eastorn 
Western 

Michigant 
Eantcrn 
Wostern 

Ohio: 
Northern ................. . 
Southern ............. ~ ....... . 

Tennessee: 
Eastern ••..•...•..•.•.••. 
Middle ...•...• o. •••••••••• 

Western ................... . 

Seventh Circuit ....... . 

IUinois: 
Northern ..... " .•• ~ •. ~ ..... "". 
Eastorn ........ o. •••••••••• 

Southorn .......••.....••. 
Indiana: 

Northelon ................. . 
Southern ................. . 

Wisconsin: 
Ea~tern ............... o. •••• 

Western .................. . 

Eighth Circuit ..••.•.. 

Arkansas; 
Eastern ....••••.•••••...• 
Western, .................... . 

100 .... a: 
Northern .•...•..•.....•.. 
Southern .. " ............... .. 

f.linnesnta .••...•• o. ••••••••• 

MiSSOUri: 
Eastorn .................... . 
Western ................... . 

Nebr\lska ........ , ............ . 
North Dakota ................ .. 
South Dakota ............... . 

Ninth clrl.:uit ......... . 

Alaska ......................... . 
Arizona .................. '" ... . 
Califot'nins 

Northern .• ~ ............... . 
Southern ....•.•......••.. 

Hnwai! •.•....• ~ •. o. ••• •••••• 

Idaho ......................... . 
Montana. ...................... . 
Nevada •.•.•.•.••...•.••.•.. 
Orcgcn .................... .. 
Washington: 

Eastern .................. . 
Western .............. " •...•.. 

Tenth Circuit ......... . 

Colorado .................... . 
l<ansas ........................ . 
NeW,Mexico ................... . 
Ok lahoma t 

Northern ................. . 
Eastorn •.•• ,.. _ •.••...•.•. 
Western .•......•• o. ..... ~". 

Utah ........................ . 
Wyoming ..................... .. 

TABLE D 8. 87 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

Defendants Sentenced hy District:. Courts, Showing Type of Sentence, Fiacal Year 19t16 _ Concluded 

Total 
placed on 
probation 

(Excludes violators of inunigration laws I wagering tax In .... s and 
violators of Federal regulatory acts. listed in Appendix Taolc n 10) 

_,-ype of Probation 

Adult Adult Adult Juvenile No DUper-
•

/ I I ~ / Fodero 
1 

/ 
immediate delayed split Del. Act. vialcn 

Actual 
percent 

Suspended Fine placed on 
sentence only probation 

P(:rccht 
compara­
tive usc 

of !lJ:obahon 

Actunl percent 
placed on probation 
above or below per­
cent comparatiw: usc 

1,193 978 31 125 52 11 37 44.5 52.5 _ 15 •• f----+-----------------+---r--".-_______________ _ 
103 
114 

281 
64 

187 
196 

144 
61 
43 

677 

J63 
34 
34 

100 
07 

43 
16 

596 

81 
79 

27 
21 
59 

66 
148 

39 
29 
47 

1,894 

65 
180 

;.ns 
909 

62 
47 
75 
63 
71 

J2 
75 

617 

85 
113 
120 

46 
57 
88 
77 
3~ 

92 
78 

252 
51 

161 
166 

90 
55 
33 

551 

, ~98 
24 
32 

85 
64 

33 
15 

455 

58 
69 

26 
10 
50 

58 
90 
35 
23 
36 

36 
142 

243 
100 
31 
J9 
37 
52 
41 

19 
46 

445 

57 
88 
6S 

J2 
49 
70 
62 
22 

1 
12 

4 
11 

25 

25 

6 
I 

123 

16 

9 
76 
11 

2 

48 

8 
13 
12 

21 

16 
4 

15 
IS 

43 
4 
7 

03 

59 
) 

8 
11 

49 

6 
2 

25 

249 

10 
3 

57 
91 
15 

2 
9 
6 

25 

4 
27 

57 

12 
9 

19 

3 
5 
3 
Ii 

10 
2 

6 
4 

10 
2 
2 

17 

60 

5 
27 

2 
5 

10 

19 
9 

1 
23 

2 
29 

65 

8 
3 

24 

11 
1 
9 
5 
4 

44 

10 

4 
19 
5 

23 

14 

20 

10 
3 

2 
10 

23 

21 

6 
6 

116 

11 
85 

4 
3 
1 
4 
1 

17 

28.3 
46.5 

58.1 
51.2 

51.9 
47.9 

3B.5 
44.2 
2).6 

46.4 

48.0 
41.5 
35.1 

54.6 
4).5 

)9.8 
50.0 

50.6 

58.3 
53.0 

58.7 
55.) 
47.6 

40.2 
50.5 
48.1 
47.5 
56.6 

49.0 

82.3 
42.1 

57.1 
40.0 
68.1 
44.3 
48.7 
39.4 
38.2 

50.8 
48.7 

44.6 

45.7 
44.5 
42.0 

46.5 
54.3 
;)7.0 
53.5 
43.7 

55.5 
49.0 

53.3 
46.4 

50.0 
49.6 

56.1 
54.3 
54.9 

45.6 

45.7 
45.1 
43.) 

4H.l 
43.5 

48.1 
43.8 

45.3 
53.0 

52.2 
52.6 
56.5 

45.7 
44.4 
45.7 
47.5 
43.4 

54.4 
39.0 

50.5 
42.0 
56.0 
45.3 
44.2 
42.5 
44.1 

46.0 
47.4 

44.9 

45.7 
43.3 
38.8 

44,4 
58.1 
47.5 
47.2 
39.4 

- 49.0 
- 5.1 

9.0 
10.) 

3.8 
- 3.4 

- 31.4 
- lB •• 
- 57.0 

1.8 

5.0 
- 8.0 

18.9 

13.5 
0.0 

- 17.3 
14.2 

5.6 

28.7 
0.0 

12.5 
5.1 

- 15.8 

- 12.0 
13,7 
5.3 
0.0 

30:"4 

11.1 

5l.3 
7.9 

13.1 
14.3 
21.6 

- 2.2 
10.2 

- 7.3 
- 13.4 

10.4 
2.7 

0.0 
2.8 
8.2 

4.7 
6.5 

- 22.1 
13.3 
10.9 

NOTE: The co:nparativa uae of probntion 1s tho mathematical Q!:pcctancy b:wco. on thq applic:;ation of tho national ilVOri\ge USI:! of probat1.on fot' the ei9ht 
offense clasDes to the actual eight offenso cl\lssQS of dofendants s~ntcnced in the separate United StatQs district courta. It therefore 
roproaento whut would be expected on the b<:asis 0"' Gtatistical probability and dues not take into account the differences "mong defendants 
as to age. prior criJninal record or other factors gcnor.:slly conoidercd by the court \"ihon imposing a scntchCQ. It is morely a comparison 
of the Use of pro~tion as applied to tho nati9nal use on tho basin of tho Qight offense classes Which are liD ted in table 0 10. 

.------~~---..,..-~-,... --------..,----.,.. ...... ~.....-........--_ __.,_.... .... ...::::'"_......., -,;:._=_",,==:::;:< r, .. ~-:­'-"""eo .-,""" ..... ~,..,.,.- '"'--, ..... I ... ~~~ ~~ ... ~.,,, .,. ~~"'. """~Jo.,.,....--....._",.,,, _" ... ~w....",.."...-' ...... ~_.~ ... ,....,_ ...... l __ T 
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Table Jl 9. 

8B UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS 

Offense Class and Type and Length of Sentence of Convicted Defendants, Fiscal Year 1966 
(Weight values are in I?arentheses) 

Susl?ended 
sentence Probation (in months) 

and 
Total probation 

convlcted without Fine 

I I Of£ense class defendants supervision only Total 1-12 13-36 37 and over 
(0) (l) (1) (2) (4) 

TOTAL ••••••••••••••• 27,314 2,02B 2,356 11,031 1.309 6.022 1.871 

SPECIAL OFFENSES: 
Immigration laws ....... 3.033 1.355 37 131 26 31. 19 

Wagering tax violations. 676 30 300 252 80 12? IB 

Federal regulato~ 
statutes ............... 2.676 330 1.602 559 197 254 59 

TOTAL LESS ABOVE •••••• 20,929 313 417 10.089 1.006 5,615 1.775 

Class I .................... 1.632 33 76 1.331 194 B3e. 17B 

Fraud - Group A ................ 355 12 31 270 49 152 53 

Embezzlement ........... 1.14B 20 33 962 125 621 112 

Obscene mail .................... 129 1 12 99 20 63 13 

Class II ..................................... 997 33 123 566 91 292 62 

Income tax fraud ••••••• 593 B 85 340 49 169 38 

Other fraud ........................ 404 25 38 226 42 123, 24 

Class III - Liquor, Interval 
Revenue ••••••• 3,406 IB 72 2.275 106 1.358 421 

Cla,s5 IV ................................... 4.566 69 61 2,591 352 1,443 390 

Theft •••••••••••••••••• 2.223 40 35 1,325 194 736 159 

Postal fraud ............. ' ..... 385 4 22 210 21 100 58 

Forgery -* ............................ 1.95B 25 4 1.056 137 607 173 

Class V ............ 44 ..... 4 ....... 1,158 4Q 56 484 101 225 6B 

Border registration,. 
addicts ................... 172 12 5 101 9 39 22 

Assault and homicide .... 254 4 4 102 24 56 13 

Misc. general offenses . 732 24 47 281 68 130 33 

Class VI ........................ 4. 2,698 61 21 9Bl 19 483 267 

Counterfeiting ............. 295 2 - 105 7 40 30 

Burglary ••••••••••••••• 264 - - 93 5 6B 15 

Interstate transporta-
tion of stolen prop. .. 906 9 4 327 18 179 72 

Marihuana .................... 650 40 - 307 17 12B 125 

National defense laws .. 457 9 16 119 30 5B 13 

Sex offenses ................... 126 1 1 30 2 10 12 

Class VII - Auto theft ••••• 4,843 52 B 1,618 74 876 295 
I 

Class VIn ............................. 1.629 7 - 243 9 102 94 

NarcoticS' .................. 1.052 7 - 188 8 81 69 

Robber:{ ......................... 577 - - 55 1 21 25 

. -

I I 
Delayed split 

(4) (4) 

446 1.383 

1 54 

1 31 

3 46 

441 1.252 

6 117 

1 15 

5 99 

- 3 

B 113 

1 83 

7 30 

13 377 

99 307 

63 173 

3 28 

33 106 h 

39 51 

26 5 

1 B 

12 38 

37 115 

6 22 

2 3 

14 44 

5 32 

9 9 

1 5 

229 144 .. 

10 28 

9 21 

1 7 

J 
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rl 
11 
j' 
! I 
11 
11 

II 
j. 
H 

11 
j I 
j, 
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I: 
II 
ii 
Ii 
1/ t 
11 

II 

~ 

i 
!i Ij 
II 
If 
Ji 
d . , 
Ii ,I 

II 
fl 
\l 
IJ 

~ 
" 

~ 

I 
'] j, 

II ! 
!.; 

n 
11 n 
Ij 
11 
i.t 
t! 
l\ 

Il 
j i 

Total 

11,1399 

1,51.0 

94 

IB5 

10.110 

192 

42 

133 

17 

275 

160 

115 

1,041 

l,B45 

823 

149 

J 873 

5'18 

54 

144 

3BO 

1,635 

18B 

171 

566 

303 

313 

94 

3,165 

1,379 

857 

522 

o 

Tablc D 9. 

B8 UNITEO STAT.:S DISTRICT COURTS 

Offense Class and Type and Length of convicted Defendants, Fiscal Yea}''" 1966 
(Weight values arc in parentheseo) 

Imprisonment (in months) AVERAGE SENTENCE \'IEIGHT 
PER DEFENDANT 

121 
and 

All , I Probation I Imprisonment 1-6 7-12 13-24 25-36 37-4B 49-60 61-120 over sentences on ly only (3) (5) (B) (10) (12) (14) (25) (50) 

1.966 1.5B5 2.629 1,864 1.659 1,172 701 323 5.6 2.4 10.4 

1.113 157 227 12 1 - - - 2.1 2.9 4.0 

62 21 - 3 - 7 1 - 1.9 2.1 4.7 

89 44 IB 17 8 4 5 - 1.2 2.0 5.8 

702 1.363 2,3B4 1.832 1,650 1.161 695 323 6.8 2.6 11.5 

25 51 50 27 16 17 5 1 2.9 2.3 8.4 

11 15 13 - 1 2 - - 2.6 2.3 6.0 

10 34 37 19 15 12 5 1 3.0 2.3 9.1 

4 2 - B - 3 - - 2.B 2.1 8.5 

92 71 64 31 B 5 4 - 3.3 2.5 6.3 

62 47 31 1.4 5 1 - - 3.1 2.6 5.5 

30 24 33 17 3 4 4 - 3.5 2.4 7.3 

148 364 365 107 27 27 3 - 3.9 2'b~ 6.8 

184 400 502 339 209 140 62 9 5.0 2.5 8.9 

100 202 203 151 8B 49 28 2 4.6 2.4 8.5 

1.3 2B 34 38 16 13 7 - 5.1 2.7 9.3 

71 170 265 150 105 78 27 7 5.4 2.5 9.2 

107 116 11B 90 55 33 35 24 6.2 2.4 10.3 

2 10 21. 17 4 - - - 4.3 3.0 8.2 

2B 17 28 22 19 5 22 3 7.2 2.2 11.2 

77 89 69 51 32 :2B 13 21 6.3 2.3 10.2 

9'~ 104 375 367 239 289 148 23 8.1 2.8 :', 11.B 

4 10 37 45 30 35 26 1 9.1 3.0 12.5 

3 6 30 39 40 31) 20 3 9.2 2.4 13.0 

29 55 149 129 76 B3 42 3 7.B 2.7 10.8 

6 7 32 29 63 106 49 11 B.5 3.0 15.2 

45 23 112 100 13 18 - 2 6.4 2.3 8.5 
.~) 

3 3 15 25 1.7 17 11 3 10.B 3.1 13.4 

~i3 253 813 751 9q2 279 30 4 7.6 2.8 10.1 

3 4 97 lZ0 114 371 40B 262 20.0 3.0 23.1 

1 1 90 96 73 329 220 47 14.8 3.0 17.5 

2 3 7 24 41 42 IBB 215 29.5 3.1 32.3 

Offense class 

TOTAL 

SPEC,AL OFFENSES: 
Immigration laws 

Wagering tax violations 

Federal regulatory statutes 

TOTAL LESS ABOVE 

Class I 

Fraud - Group A 

Embezzlement 

Obscene mail 

Class II 

Income tax fraud 

Other fraud 

Class III - Liquor,.Internal 
Revenue 

Class IV 

Theft 

Postal fraud 

Forgery 

Class V 

Border registrationf 
adC\icts 

Assault and homicide 

Mi~c. general offenses 

Class VI 

Counterfeiting 

Burglary 

Interstate transporta-
tion of stolen prop_ 

Marihuana 

National defense laws 

Sex offenses 

Class VII - Auto theft: 

Class VIII 

Narcotics 

RobDery 
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TABLE D 10 

OFFENSE CLASSES USED IN THIS REPOR'l" 

SPECIAL OFFENSES 

Immigration lowE'!: c:itizonnhip fraudiS and other immig1:otion lawo.. Most of 
Refers to appropriate sections in U.S .. C. Title B relating to' illegal entry and re-entry. 

thoBe cases at:ise from illegal crosoingB along tho Mexican border .. 

Wagering tax violations; 
Internal Revenue .laws,. 'Which make parDons engaged in tho bUsiness of accepting wagers liable 

Rofers to appropriate sectiono in V.S.C. Title 26, 
for tho payment of a tax. 

Mhgellnneous Pederal "l'flgulntory ntZlt!ut;0s: 

Refers .to a BeJ:ies ·of Federal stzstutes relative to violations of the following: 

1.. Agriculture and conservation acts 
2. Ant.itrust violations 
3 .. Fair Labor Standards Act 
4.. Food and drug acts 
5. Migratory bird laws 
6.. Motor carrier Act 
7.. All other Federal regulatory statutes 

except National defense laws and 
obscene mail separately clasdfied. 

Fraud - Group A: Vet.erans A&ninistration, Railroad Retirement Act, Gnd social. Security Act. 
Includes frauds occurring against lending and credit institutions, 

Embezzlements lending, credit and insuranco institu.tiona, by officers of a carrier 
I ludes embezzlement of bank or postal funds, public: m.oneys or property, 

in int:~state commerce, Bnd embezzlement by officers of labor organizations. 

Obscene mail: 

Covers obscene mall or transporting obocene matter in interstate commerce. 

Income tax fraud: 

Covero evasion, failu.J;e to file, etc .. , inco::te tax. 

ol:her fraud: eb C i ion 
.Frauds coMected with bankruptcy, excise tax, fnlDe personation, nationality laws, passport, commodity Credit, Securities Bnd Ex anga O!IIII sa , 

false clidmo or statements Dnd conspiracy not otherwise classified. 

T4guor« Intorna1 Revenue: 

Covers violations of lnterna~ Revenue Liquor laWS, U.S.C •. Title 26. 

Theft: mail theft, theft of U.S. pt:operty lind thefts occurring on 
Includes lBl:'ceny and theft from banks whieb are Federally insut:ed Bnd post offices, 

government reservations, etc. 

Post"l fraud: 

Includes fraud involving the use of the mails, wire, radio, etc. 

~: 

Includeo poatal forgery, and forgery of obtigations and securities of the United Stateo. 
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TABLE D to - Concluded 

Border r;'giBtration of addicl:" nnd narcotf.c yiolatornt 

United StatoB citizeno who are addicted to or U130 narcotic drugs or have been convicted of a violation of Pederal or State narcotic or marihuana 
laws of tllO United StateD for which the pOl)alty io imprisonment of mora than ono year, muot register when departing fran or returning to the United 
States. 

Arumult and hO:nicidns 

Includeo simple or aggravated aooault. Homicide covers firot: and second degree murder Bnd manslaughter. 

Mincollanoouo d(l)n!,)ral offonoeo: 

Includeo all offen6oD not othcrwioo classifiod, such ao, bribery, tr~ffic offenses, including drunkcl1 driving, jumping bail, eoc£pe and aiding 
or harboring an oacapoe, extortions and racketeering, gambling and lottoJ;'y, kidnapping, perjury and laws dealing with firearms and weapons. 

Aloo includos araon, abortion, bigamYI dioordcrly conduct and maticiou£! destruction of property. 

Countnrfoitingt 

Includes all offonses involving printing, pasoing, possoosing, etc., cO'unterfeited currency or postal money orders. 

IncludeD all offenoDD connected with tho burglary or brea);:ing and E( "jring of a ban);: which is Federally inoured or post office, in interstate 
commex:ce, and on goverruncnt reservations.. ' 

Intet'Rtat:o tranElport.a.titm of ntolcn prDpgrtv: 

'rIlio olfonso covers tranoportation of forged securities, etc. whieb compriooo the majority ot naseB, transportation of stolen property, etc. 

Marihuanas 

OffenaoD invol1Jinc;r violations of tho Marihuana Tax Act. 

, 
XncJ.ti\leJ!' "Jiolntions of Selective Service ACeD, tho Subvoroivo ActiVities Control Act, alien reg;stration laws, and the illegal use of uniform 

Aloo inclUdes violation of the nntional 8ccurity lawa including espionage. 

Sox offenRp.RS 

Includea rnpo. 'White slave traffic and illIporting alien fem.al:,~,4 / for proatitution or immoral purposeS. 

~I. 

Auto theft! 

Includen tranoportation, etc., of stolen motor vehicles or aircraft and sale or receipt of such vehicles. 

CIJ\SS VIII 

Covore nll violations of the Narcotic Control Act of 1956 and the Narcotic Drugs Import and Expot;'t Act. 

Robbnry: 

Covers all Federally il\ .. lred londinq and credit infltitutionoj baMs and poatal facil,i.ties. Also inCludes .robberios carried out in the maritime and 
territ:orial juriodiction of tho Unit(Jd Stnteo and robbery of governmont property frOJQ an officer or employee of the United States. 
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This report and previous reports in this series 
published by the Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts, Division of Procedural 
Studies and Statistics, 'Washington, D. C. 20544: 

Probation 

Persons Under Supervision of 
System 1962 - May 1963* 

the Federal Probation 

Persons Under Supervision of 
System 1963 - May 1964 

the Federal Probation 

Persons Und~r Supervision 
System 1964 - May 1965 

of the Federal Probation 

Persons Under Supervision 
System ~965 - June 1966 

of the Federal Probation 

Persons Under Supervision of 
System 1966 - June 1967 

the Federal Probation 

Fed.eral Offenders 

Federal Offenders in the United States District Courts 
1963 - Febt'uary 1964 

Federal Offenders in the United States District Court 
for the District of Columbia 1963 - February 1964 * 

Federal Offenders in the United States District Courts 
1964 - February 1965 * 

Federal Offenders in the United States District Courts 
1965 - March 1967 

* Out of print. 
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