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Foreword

The annual criminal justice expenditure
and employment survey has been con-
ducted by the Census Bureau for the
Department of Justice since 1971. The
1979 data collection effort, which
produced the data in this report, was
the last survey using methodologies
and geographic coverage that have
remained virtually unchanged through-
out the period. There are two reasons
for discontinuing the serdes: necessary
economies in the Bureau of Justice
Statistics data collection program and
changes in the need for expenditure
and employment data. In the past, the
data from the survey wez2 used in the
formula distribution of funds from the
Law Enforcement Assistance Adminis-
tration (LEAA) to State and local
governments—a purpose requiring .
geographic coverage and data precision
that could be accomplished only with
a large and costly sample of State and
local governments.

The demxse of the LEAA program in
1980 allowed BIS ta pursue less costly
data collegtion strategles These take
two forms].

First, for 1980 and 1981, selecte§ data
on police }brotection, correction-, and
judicial fupctions are being extracted
from the {:ensus Bureau’s ongoing
annual puplic finance, expenditure, and
employmetnt surveys and will be pre-
sented in 4 separate report. Those
surveys uslp methods similar to those
used in pajt criminal justice expenditure
and emplgyment surveys and will pro-
duce muct data readily comparable to
prevmusly; published data. However,

I

i

the geographic coverage will not be as
extensive—data will not be available

for cities with a population less than
300,000 nar counties under 500,000.

In addition, because those surveys lack
some substantlve detail, national and
State-by-State estimates will be available
only for police protection and correc-
tions, although total justice expenditure
and other functional detail will be
available for State governments and the
large city and county governments. The
report containing 1980 and 1981 data
should be available in early 1983, al-
though the actual data can be obtained
before then by contacting BJS. e

The second data collection strategy
affects data beginning in 1982. The
Census Bureau is revising its annual
governmental surveys to provide justice
data with more substantive detail than
in the past. Beginning with that year's
data, total justice expenditure and
judicial estimates will be available for
the Nation as a whole, State govern-
ments, and large cities and counties.

We believe these new data collection
strategies will produce data that meet

a wide variety of data needs at a sharply
reduced cost, As always, we lock for-
ward to hearing from the users of our
data and will make whatever refine-

ments we can to improve the usefulness

of the data,

Benjamin H, Renshaw II
Deputy Director
Buredu of Justice Statistics

i @ a
— }



£ e B b cemenen BT 58 Sk TR e ] LTI SR

o
Lot ,
t | ,\\:
b : |
£
* ]
I Local governments
. oot Total Federal State
TABLE FINDING GUIRY Lo Subject u.s. govern- govern- Total, 349 415
: . £ ment ments county, large large
Subjects by Type of Government and Table Designation )’1 | municipal | counties cities
This guide lists all subjects covered in this report, but does not indicate all the ol LEGAL SERVICES AND
detail shown in some tables, e.g. percent distributjons, capital outlay, employ- R PROSECUTION
ment by full-time and full-time equivalent, etc. Expenditure data are for FY ] Total expenditure: direct and
1979 and employment and payroll data for October 1979. Numbers or letters } intergovernmental 2 24 S 1.;,(;, 23,2, 12,38
in bold type refer to tables or figures showing only aggregate data for the de- . . 36,37
signated type of government. All other numbers and letters relate to data i Direct expenditure or‘11y C C C,7 C,!’,J, 13 18
for individual governments. S ) { Number of employees D3 D,E,3, D/F,3, D,GH, 15 20
) Total Federal Stat Local governments oo 5 ? 32
‘ota ede e i :
Subject UsS. govern- govern- Total, 349 415 % | Payroll 3. E3,5 F,3,10 G,1H0,3, 16 21
; 3 i coun large * ]
W?ﬂt fnent_s municg;l cozlgﬁ% i?;.g; . o Average monthly salaries Figure 6 | Figure6 | Figure 6
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM I PUBLIC DEFENSE
Direct expenditure: FY *71, 72 L R . .
s gz 3 s 170 o Total expenditure: direct and inter-
73,774, 15,776, "7, 18,19 A A A A £ governmental 2 24 2640 | 2640 | 1240 | 1743
Total expenditure: direct and inter- i : :
governmentg! > 2 2,4 2,6,8 2,68 12,14 17,19 2 Direct expenditure only ¢ ¢ ¢y Gl 13 18
Total exp’é};éiture from own sources™ ’ Number of employees D3 D.E3, D,F.3, DGH, 15 20
(variable pass-through) 1, 1 §o 3 ? 39
Direct expenditure paly c c ¢ | ooy 13 1 P Payrall 3 B35 | EA0 [ GH3I0 | 16 2z
} Average monthly salaries Figure 6 | Figure 6 Figure 6
Number of employees: FY *71,°72, CA % N
73,°74,°15,°16,°77,°78,°79 B B B B ;" i CORRECTIONS
D,F,3 S Total expenditure: direct and inter-
Number of employees b3 D.E3, g | DS 15 20 { governmental 2 2,4 2644 | 2684 | 1254 17,57
't ¥
Payroll E3 E3.5 F.3.10 GHJ3 16 a1 } i Direct expenditure only ‘ C . C C,7,52 c,LJ, 13,55 18,58
'y '3y »y * Fe % : ‘r\\ 7
10 i Number of employees D,3 D,E,3, D,F,3, D,GH, 15,56 20,59
[ 5 9,49,53 349,53
POLICE PROTECTION A
Total expenditure: direct and inter- o f Payroll 3 E3,5 F,3,10, GH,3, 16,56 21,59
governmental 2 24 2,6,22 2,6,22 12,26 1727 .- 53 10
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Selected findings

General

Total civil and criminal justice expendi-
ture in fiscal year 1979 rose 8 percent
to $26 billion, less than the 12 percent
increase in FY 1978 (table A). For the
month of October 1979, civil and
criminal justice full-time equivalent
employment rose 1.8 percent to
1,178,011 (table B), a decline from the
2.3 percent increase in FY 1978.

Local governments (counties and
municipalities) accounted for 59 per-
cent of all direct justice expenditure;
State governments for 28 percent; and
the Federal Government for 13 percent
(figure 7). Nearly the same distribution
applies to full-time equivalent justice
employment (figure 8).

On a sector basis, about $14 billion
or more than half of total justice ex-
penditure (54 percent) was allocated
for police protection; close to a fourth,
$6.0 billion, was expended for cor-
rections. Judicial activities absorbe#
$3.4 billion or 13 percent; $1.7 billion
or 6 percent was spent for prosecution
and legal services; $0.6 billion or 2.3
percent for public defense; and $0.4
billion or 1.7 percent for other criminal
justice activities.

The distribution of justice expendi-
ture and employment by level of
government within each of the six
justice activities or sectors varies sub-
stantially, as shown by text tables C and
D. State governments predominated
in the corrections sector, whiie all other
justice activities except public defense
were supported primarily by local
governments. In most sectors, the
proportion of people employed by
Federal, State, and local governments
approximated each sector’s proportion
of total criminal justice expenditure.

Rates of justice expenditure growth
declined in all regions except the South
(figure 3).

An increase of $355 million in cor-
rections direct expenditure by State
governments coupled with a $390
million increment in municipalities’
expenditure for police protection con-
stituted 39 percent of the $1.9 billion
increase in justice expenditure of all
governments (figure 5).

Federal Government

Total Federal justice expenditure rose
$232 million or 6 percent to $4.1
billion in FY 1979, compared to a
$233 million or 6.5 percent increase in
FY 1978. The largest percent increases
occurred in the judicial sector (15
percent) and in legal services (25
percent).

Slightly more than half of direct
Federal justice expenditure (51 percent
or $2.1 billion) was spent by Federal
agencies in the police protection sector
(figure 9), which also accounted for the
largest dollar increase among the six
Federal justice activities or sectors:
$101 million. In addition, Federal
police agencies accounted for 71
percent of the total Federal justice
full-time equivalent employment of
103,000 (figure 10); down about one
percent from last year’s total of
104,000.

A decline of $30 million in Federal
intergovernmental expenditure in the
“other criminal justice” sector in 1979
was primarily the result of a decrease
of $30 million in Law Enforcement
Assistance Administration block grants
to State and local governments, which
comprise nearly all of Federal inter-
governmental outlays for civil and
criminal justice.

State governments

Civil and criminal justice expenditure
of State governments, increasing $754
million or 12 percent to $8.5 billion,
constituted 4 percent of the total 1979
general expenditure of $201 billion—
the zaine proportion as in 1978.

As in past years, the corrections
sector accounted for the largest portion
of State justice expenditure, $3.8 billion
or 45 percent (figure 11).

The balance of State justice expendi-
ture was distributed as follows: police
protection, 25 percent; judicial, 16 per-
cent;legal services and prosecution, §
percent; public defense, 2 percent; and
“other criminal justice,” 7 percent
(figure 11).

State corrections total expenditure
rose $483 million or 15 percent in
1979, a substantial rise from the 12

percent or $366 million increment
from 1977 to 1978. State capital outlay
expenditure in the corrections sector
rose 11 percent to $358 million, which
constitutes 62 percent of total cor
rections capital outlay for all govern-
ments~up from a 51 percent share in
1975, Although representing a sub-
stantial decline from the $414 million
increase in 1978, a $168 million or 15
percent increase in State judicial ex-
penditure to $1.3 billion in 1979 is
partly attributable to expanded State
government responsibilities for court
systems as a consequence of legislated
court unification programs.

Overall State full-time equivalent
justice employment rose 6 percent to
329 thousand. However, considerable
variation was shown in sector changes,
with the judicial, public defense, and
“other criminal justice” sectors in-
creasing by 17, 16, and 14 percent
respectively. These increases were partly
offset by a decline in police protection
employment at the State level. Legal
services employment rose 10 percent,
and the corrections sector added 9,600
employees for a 4 percent gain,

Counties

County governments spent a total of
$6.2 billion for civil and criminal
justice activities in 1979, up 8 percent
or $461 million over FY 1978. One-
third of county justice expenditure
was for police protection; 28 percent
for corrections; 24 percent for judicial;
9 percent for legal services and prose-
cution; 3 percent for public defense;
and 3 percent for “other criminal
Jjustice” (figure 15).

County full-time equivalerit employ-
ment was 300,378, an increase of 4.4
thousand or 1,5 percent—one-half the
3 percent county increase in 1978 and
one-fourth the increase in 1977.

The 349 counties with a 1978 pop-
ulation of 100,000 or more, containing
59 percent of total United States popu-
lation (table 14), accounted for 72
percent ($4.8 billion) of total county
justice expenditure, 71 percent of all
county full-time equivalent justice
employment and 78 percent of the total
county justice payroll (tables 12-16).

Municipalities

Municipal governments (cities, towns,
and townships) outspent county govern-
ments on justice activities by $3.2
billion, but the difference is solely
attributable to the police protection
sector, where municipal governments
outspent counties by about 4 to 1
margin (figure 17). Municipal govern-
ments were outspent by county govern-
ments in the other justice sectors.

Municipal justice total expenditure
increased by $480 million or 5.4
percent to $9.4 billion in 1979, about
half the amount of increase in 1978.

Municipal full-time equivalent justice
employment in 1979 declined 1.6
thousand (0.4 percent) to 445,600;
with most of decline occurring in police
protection (figure 18). However,
municipalities total monthly payroll
rose¢ 10 percent to $652 million.

The 415 city governments with a
population of 50,000 or more in 1978
contain 46 percent of the total
municipal population but account for
67 percent of all municipal justice
expenditure and 61 percent of all
municipal full-time equivalent justice
employment (tables 17-21).

—
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Introduction

This publication is the thirteenth in a
series of annual reports that present
public expenditure and employment
data on civil and criminal justice activi-
ties in the United States. In this report,
expenditure data cover the fiscal year
(FY) 1979, and employment data are
for the month of October 1979. Refer
to the Methodology section of the text
for a discussion of the variation in some
fiscal year ending dates.

As in previous years, specific data
are supplied for the Federal Govern-
ment, each of the 50 State governments,
and the aggregate local level of govern-
ment within each State. Data are. '~
published separately for the aggregate
county governments and the aggregate
municipal governments (cities, towns,
and townships) within each State, for
each of the 349 counties with a 1978
population of 100,000 or more, and for
the 415 municipalities with a 1978
population of 50,000 or more.? Data
for the 17 standard metropolitan statis-
tical areas (SMSA’s) with a population
of 2,000,000 or more, which were
presented in previous annual reports,
are not available for the 1979
publication.

The annual survey of Criminal
Justice Expenditure and Employment,
which provided the data for this report,
was suspended beginning in FY 1980.
The series will be resumed however,
with publication in 1982 of comparable
but less detailed data for FY 1980 and
1981 from an alternative source.

1 Once a county or city is selected for indi-
vidual presentation on the basis of its popula-
tion, the unit continues to be shown indi-
vidually even though its population may later
drop below the established criterion. This is
to retain comparability in the presentation
of individual unit data from year to year.

Table A, Total justice direct expenditure and percent change by level of government,

fiscal years 1971 to 1879

Year Total Federal State Local
Amount {millions of dollars)
1971 . C e . 10,617 1,215 2,681 6,621
1972 ..... [ . 11,732 1,602 2,948 - 7,281
1973 ... .. . e 13,007 1,651 3,304 8,062
1974 ... .... C et e e 14 851 1,869 3,900 9,092
1876 . .. o oo v . v e 17,249 2,188 4,612 10,449
1876 ¢ v v v v v v v e v e e 19,681 2,450 5,204 12,027
1977 . . ' e et 21,5674 2,779 5,812 12,983
1978 .. ... N e e . 24,132 3,122 6,688 14322
1979 e h et e s s 26,028 3,379 7,393 15,257
Percent increase or decrease {—)
1971101972 . . . v vt vttt e v v v 11.6 23.6 10.0 10.0
197201973 . v vt v v b i e 10.9 2.9 121 106
1973t01974 . . .. .. .. [ 14.2 12.6 18.0 129
1974101975 . . .. .. v v o . - 16.1 17.7 18.3 149
1975t01976 . . . v v v v v v e v s . 14,1 12.0 12.8 15.1
1976101977 .. ... e e e 9.6 134 11.7 « = 78
1977t01978 .. .. ... .. e 11.9 123 151\ 103
1978101979 .. . i v v v v v v v ‘o 7.9 8.2 10.5 ) 6.5
1971101979 . . .. .. ... . . 147.5 178.1 175.8 1304

Note: Because of rounding, detail does not always add to total.

Historical overview

Although this annua! series of reports
began in fiscal year 1967, caution
should be exercised in comparing data
in the FY 1971 and later volumes with
data in earlier volumes. Beginning with
FY 1971, the survey was greatly ex-
panded. The survey panel of govern-
rmental units was increased by a third,
and the number of units for which data
are compiled in the field by specially
trained agents was more than doubled.
Data collection further benefited from
a growing familiarity with the justice
systems of the various States and of the
individual units within the States, Data
from the FY 1971 through FY 1979
annual volumes are essentially com-
parable. Data from FY 1971 through
FY 1978 were collected in each year
from the same panel of governments

and were edited and processed in a
uniform fashion. For the FY 1979
survey, the sample panel of govern-
ments was redrawn and expanded.
Refer to the Survey Methodoiogy
section of the text for more detail.

Table A shows the steady rise in
expenditure for justice activities at
all levels of government over the 9
years. Full-time equivalent justice
employment also rose steadily at all
levels of government (see table B). A
report entitled Trends in Expenditure
and Employment Data for the Criminal
Justice System, 1971-1977, which
summarizes data from the annual
publications, is available. The next
trends report, covering fiscal years
1971 through 1979, is being prepared
for release in 1982,
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Table B. Total full-time equivalent justice employees and percent changs,
by level of government, October 1971 to October 1879

Payroll period Total Federal State Local
Number of employees
October 1971 . . . ... .. ... 861,776 77,523 205,859 578,394
October1972 . ... ....... 898,305 85,222 216,603 596,480
October 1973 . . .. .. ..... 945,309 87,139 232,299 625,871
October1974 . . .. ....... 1,011,205 83,755 252,588 664,862
October1975 . .......... 1,050,503 96,136 263,208 691,159
October1976 . . .. ....... 1,079,892 99,553 272,488 707,851
October1977 . . ., . ... ... 1,131,780 100,088 298,571 733,121
October1978 .. ......... 1,157,436 103,678 310,554 743,204
October1979 . . ......... 1,178,011 102,914 329,095 746,002
Percent increase or decrease (—)
October 1971 to October 1972 . 4,2 9.9 52 3.1
October 1972 to October 1973 . 5.2 2.2 7.2 4.9
October 1873 to October 1974 . 7.0 7.6 8.7 6.2
October 1974 to October 1975 . 39 25 4,2 40
October 1975 to October 1976 . 28 36 3.5 2.4
October 1976 to October 1977 . 4.8 0.5 9.6 36
October 1977 to October 1978 . 2.3 3.6 4.0 14
QOctober 1978 to October 1979 . 1.8 -0.7 6.0 0.4
October 1971 to October 1979 . 36.7 32.8 59.9 29.0

Organization of this report.

In this introductory text, Federal,
State, and local governmentijustice
expenditure and employment data are
discussed and compared with 1978 data.
Accompanying tables are followed by a
description of survey methodology,
data sources and limitations, and a

graphic summary.

Following the introductory text are
the main tables, which are organized

into three major parts. Section I

presents ‘“variable pass-through” data
(table 1), with an accompanying ex-

planation of this unique concept.

Section II presents summary data for

the justice system at the Federal,

State, and local government levels and
data for individual governments showing
the interrelationship of the various

sectors of the justice system

(tables 2-21). Sections ITI-VIII cover
each of the six “sectors” of the justice
system individually, providing where
possible a further breakdown of data on
particular justice activities (tables 22-
60). Two tables in Section VII display
data on total and direct expenditure
for the three correctipns subfunctions
(i.e., institutions, probation/parole, and
miscellaneous) by State and type of
government. Charts showing percent
distribution of justice expenditure by

2

State and type of government appear
at the beginning of Sections II-VIII
(see figures 19-25).

Data presented in five tables in
appendix 1 in previous annual reports
are not available for the 1979 publica-
tion, as budget cuts prevented tabula-
tion of the data. Tables A and B of
appendix 1 exhibited expenditure and
employment data for special police
force activities in selected school .
districts and special distircts not in-
cluded in the summary totals for
general local governments. Tables C
and D of appendix 1 showed expendi-
ture and employment data for campus
police forces of State and local
governments—data which are included
in the summary table totals. Expendi-
ture and employment data for the
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico was
presented in table E in the 1978 publi-
cation. Refer to the Survey Methodology
section of the text for a discussion of
the differences in general local govern-
ments and independent school districts
and special districts in the presentation
of data in this report.

Immediately preceding this introduc-
tion, a table-finding guide has been
provided for quick reference tc the
subjects covered. The guide cross-

—

references all subjects contained in this
report pertaining to civil and criminal
justice activities by all governments
combined and each level of government—
Federal, State, and local. Local govern-
ments are further broken down into
counties and municipalities.

Definitions for concepts, categories,
and terms used in this report are
contained in appendix 1. Appendix 2
exhibits the mail questionnaires used
in the 1979 survey, followed by a
registration form for the National
Criminal Justice Reference Service.

Important definitions

Although detailed definitions for the
terms, concepts, and categories used in
the survey and in this report are pre-
sented in appendix 1, two concepts
that recur frequently, are wortlx noting,.
Total expenditure is comprised of
direct and intergovernmental expendi-
ture of a government or level of govern-
ment for civil and crimiial justice
activities. In most expenditure tables,
certain totals must be adjusted to
exclude duplicative intergovernmental
expendi‘ure amounts. For example,
money paid by a State government to
a county government within that State
is reported by the State government as
an intergovernmental expenditure and
by the county government as a direct
expenditure when the money is spent.
Therefore, in order to arrive at a com-
bined State-local government total that
does not duplicate these amounts,
intergovernmental expenditure amounts
are deducted from the State-local total,
since those amounts are also reflected
in the direct expenditures of the -
recipient governments. The same is
true of intergovernmental payments
between counties and municipalities
within the same State.

The other concept that should be
noted is full-time equivalent employ-
ment; this is a statistical measure that
represents the total number of em-
ployees (full- and part-time), discounted
by applying average full-time earning
rates. It is calculated by dividing the
total;payroll (full-time plus part-time)
by the full-time payroll and multiplying
the resultant quotient by the number of
full-time employees.

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

General, fiscal year 1979

Total expenditure for civil and
criminal justice purposes in FY 1979
by all levels of government was $26
billion. This is an increase of $1.9
billion or 8 percent over FY 1978 but
less than the 12 percent gain recorded
from 1977 to 1978 (table A). In com-
parison, total general expenditure for
all governmental functions by general
purpose governments increased by 12
percent over FY 1978,

Over half, $13.9 billion, was ex-
pended for police protection, and close
to one-fourth, $6.0 billion, was ex-
pended for corrections. The balance was
distributed as follows: $3.4 billion or
13 percent for judicial activities, $1.7
billion or 6 percent for prosecution and
legal services, $0.6 billion or 2 percent
for public defense, and $0.4 billion or
2 percent for other criminal justice
activities. All justice functions showed
increases in 1979 over 1978, Public
defense expenditure, rising 14 percent,
led all sectors for the third straight year.
Legal services and prosecution had the
next highest increase, 13 percent,
followed by judicial (up 10.2 percent),
corrections (up 9.4 percent), police
protection (up 6.1 percent), and *“‘other
criminal justice” (up 1.0 percent). The
small rise recorded in “other criminal
justice’ was caused primarily by alarge
increasc in State governments’ inter-
governmental expenditure, which more
than offset a $31 million decline in
Federal intergovernmental spending by

- the Law Enforcement Assistance

Administration (LEAA).

In October 1979, there were
1,178,011 justice employees at all
levels of government on a full-time
equivalent basis. This was 21 thousand
more than in October 1978—an increase
of 1.8 percent, but down from the 2.3
percent increase in 1978. As seen in
table B, declines in the rate of employ-
ment growth occurred at Federal and
local levels of government, while
justice employment growth accelerated
at the State government level.

On a per capita basis, using 1978
Bureau of the Census State population
estimates,? direct expenditure of all
State and local governments for civil
and criminal justice activities was $104
in 1979, a 7 percent increase over the
$97 recorded in 1979. Local govern-
ments spent $70 per capita, or 67
percent of the total State and local
government per capita expenditure
(figure 2). The District of Columbia
per capita expenditure of $322 was the
highest amount recorded in 1979.
Among the State areas, Alaska at $269
led the Nation, followed by Nevada
($172), New York ($174), California
($138), and Arizona ($138).

In 11 States (Alaska, Delaware,
Kentucky, Maine, New Mexico, North
Carolina, Oklahoma, Rhode Island,
South Dakota, Vermont, and West
Virginia) per capita justice expenditure
of the State government equaled or
exceeded that of its local government
units. This represents an increase of
1 State over 1978 and 4 States over
19717,

In making year-to-year comparisons
of per capita changes at State and at
local levels within each State, the
following factors should be taken into
account: 1) declinesin State population
which could result in a significant per
capita increase with little or no increase
in justice expenditure, 2) large popula-
tion increases in some States which

2 Since the time the per capita data pre-
sented here were computed, the Census
Bureau issued revised intercensal population
estimates that take into account the results of
the 1980 Decennial Census. Per capita figures
using the revised data are presented in other
BIS reports and differ slightly from those
presented here. The figures presented here
are comparable, however, to those in earlier
reports in this series and should be used in
making comparisons over time.

negate the full effect of a large increase
in expenditure, 3) transfer of some
justice functions from local to State
level and vice versa, resulting in a large
expenditure increase or decrease for a
particular level of government within a
State area, and 4) a one-time temporary
increase that can be attributed to an
extraordinary increase in one justice
function (e.g., caused by construction
costs for a new justice facility).

The total expenditure increase of
State and local governments from FY
1978 to FY 1979 varied sharply by
region, as shown in figure 3 in the
graphic summary. The South led all
regions with an increase of $575 million
or 10.4 percent, followed by the North-
east, up $399 million or 6.8 percent,
the West region, up $337 million or 7.1
percent, and the North Central region,
up $329 million or 6.7 percent. All
regions except the South experienced
declines in justice expenditure rate
increases. The drop was most pro-
nounced in the Northeast, with the rise
in justice expenditure decreasing from
$849 million in 1978 to $399 million
in 1979—primarily due to a decline in
justice expenditure growth in New
York.

Y ear-to-year changes in expenditure
of State and local governments by indi-
vidual State areas are shown in figure 4.
Following New York’s $169 million
increase, California’s justice expenditure
rose $152 million and Illinois’ by $89
million. After these States, the biggest
dollar gains at State and local govern-
ment levels were made by Florida
(3116 million), Texas ($84 million),
New Jersey ($73 million), and Penn-
sylvania ($62 million). In terms of
percent increase, Kentucky led all
States with a 17.3 percent (341 million)
increase, followed by New Mexico
(17.1 percent or 18 million), North
Carolina (17.0 percent or $67 million),
Arizona (17.0 percent or $41 million),
and South Carolina (16.3 percent or
$30 million).

Twenty-three States containing 29
percent of U.S. population showed
gains in rates of justice spending in-
crease over 1978, In contrast, twenty-
seven States and the District of Colum-
bia; comprising 71 percent of the
population registered declines in rates
of justice expenditure growth.
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Justice expenditure of State and
local governments in the ten most
populous States which comprise 54

Table C. Percent distribution of total direct expenditure for the justice system by activity

and level of government, fiscal year 1979

7
i

Federal Government (tables 4 and 5)

The Federal Government expended
a total of $4.1 billion on civil and

Table E. Percent distribution of federal justice full-tima equivalent employment and

payroll, by activity, October 1979

{Dotlar amounts in thousands)

I
> Police . Other i criminal justice activities in fiscal year -

. | Publ Correc- - ) ! —
percent of U.S. popu‘la-hon, rose 6.38 Level of government  Total  protec- Judicial s;ri?ses de‘;en‘:e ﬁrO:S criminal b 1979. This represents about 1 percent - Percent distribution
percent or $824't§ ml}hog .frogln I%Z,r tion justice ! of the total 1979 Federal general . Full-time October
to 1979, accounting for sligh y.o Ll expenditure of $390 billion. The $4.1 Activity equivalent 1979 Fuli-time October
one-half of the total State-local increase Total o v v v s e 100.0 100.0 100.0 1000 100.0 1000 100.0 ; billion spending level amounts to a employees payroll equivalent 1979
of $1‘6§ billion. In co?ﬁast 5 “’t’;‘eltif R 130 147 108 161 402 5.9 21.8 | $210 million, or 6.0 percent increase , employment  payroll
to 1978, justice expenditurs 1o p o Stte ... 284 143 355 261 198 585 28.1 s ! over FY 1978. The increase in Federal Total . oo e 102914  $203.418 1000 11000
most populous States rose 12.6 percent ) """ T 0T 586 710 536 578 400 357 50.1 1N justice direct expenditure (which in- ‘ ’ !
and accounted for 66 percent of the 3 ; cludes current operating expenses and Police protection . . ....... 73,133 135,992 711 66.9
total State-local justice expenditure rise ) % | capital outlay but excludes Federal Judicial . . .. .o v i e 8,084 19,470 7.9 2.6
of $2.2 billion. Relationships similar to those found  defense services. It should also be i i ' grants to State and local governments) Legal services . . . . . . e 7.822 15,996 7.6 7.9

for expenditure among the various noted that 90 percent of Federa.l A T was even greater at 8.2 percent Public c!efense ........... 251 587 0.2 0.3
Local governments continued to levels of government aiso apply to public defense expenditure was in tl}e ’ g : ’ Corrections . .. ......... 12,145 28,386 118 14.0
spend more than the Federal and State employment. Figure 8 shows that al- form of payments to the Legal Services i Other criminal justice. . . . ... 1,479 2,987 14 15

governments combined. Figure 7 in the
graphic summary shows that local
governments accounted for 59 percent
of all direct justice expenditure; State
governments contributed 28 percent;
and the Federal Government 13 per-
cent. However, when each activity is
examined separately, the proportion
accounted for by the different levels of
government varies throughout the
justice system.

As seen in table C, four of the
activities—police protection, judicial,
legal services and prosecution, and
“other criminal justice” were supported
mainly by local governments. State
governments contributed the largest

Figure 5 shows the change in direct
expenditure by type of government
and by function from FY 1978 to FY
1979. The two largest direct expendi-

f . - R 1978 to $629 million in FY 1979. A and 8 thousand (8 percent) in the police personnel are receiving com-
coonmred mp 1ln douartmtliountsf Level of government  Total :S;: Judiciat _-eg@  Public - Correc- cr(i)r;hizgl i $60 million drop (from $585 million judicial sector/(see figure 10). Public paratively less pay than other Federal
oocRrred M Do §’3°9§° i o) di : tion sorvices  defense  HOnS 7 ggic to $525 million) in LEAA block grants  defense and “other criminal justice” justice employees because they com-
municipalities (up di mf S ortl and 11 distributed to State governments was together accounted for less than 2 prise 71 percent of Federal justice
conectlonss??gen jﬁc_u re)oThta etgo;/ eme Total v v e vnn 1000 100.0 1000 100.0 1000 1000 100.0 only slightly offset by a $29 million thousapd full-time equivalent em- employment but received only 67 “
gz?::s(elépalone aglo;?ll:ea fo§s§9 " Federal 8.7 §1.2 5.2 10.7 28 4.4 163 increase from $75 million to §104 ployees (2 percent) although these percent of the total Federal justice \\;
percent of the total increase in direct St LT 79 140 314 273 415 581 462 g’iﬂl_ml" in dllscmtmnafy grants made two sectors accounted for 24 percent  payroll //
expenditure for all governments be- local e v v oo nnen 63.3 74.8 63.7 62.0 55.7 378 375 ; rectly to local governments. . of the total Federal justice expendi- //
tween EY 1978 and FY 1979. The legal . : L 7 -
services sector of the Federal Govern- yeaI;;gut}er lgai}gl:s‘tvséhtg::’oafslgelg;?m‘b g‘:/// /
ment registered the largest year-to-year justic’e money was expended for police
percent increase (24 perce;nt), followed protection activities, including those
by the State governments’ public agencies that enforce Federal law and
defense sector (up 21 percent) and the those that provide security and police

States’ judicial sector (up 18 percent).

most two-thirds of the total full-time
equivalent justice employment of all
governments was at the local level. As
seen in table D, the proportion of
people employed by the three levels of
government in each sector generally
approximated the proportion of ex-
penditures made in the sector.
Exceptions to this pattern are seen in
the public defense and “other criminal
justice” sectors. The Federal Govern-
ment account for 40 percent of the
total expenditure for public defense but
only 3 percent of the employees. This
is because the Federal Government
makes more extensive use of court-
appointed counsel systems, whereby
fees are paid to private counsel to

ments, which more frequently have
their own attorneys to provide public

Corporation for counseling indigent
persons in purely ciyil matters. Because
the corporation is not an agency of the
Federal Government, its employees are
not included in the count of Federal
employment. Other Federal public
defense programs service clients in
criminal matters. Local governments
accounted for 50 percent of “other
criminal justice” direct expenditure but
only 38 percent of the employees, while
State governments contributed 28
percent of the direct expenditure and
46 percent of the employees. This is
due in part to the effect of large capital
expenditures in this category at the
local government level for construction
of multipurpose justice buildings.

have a greater proportionate impact.

Table D. Percent distribution of full-time equivalent employment in the justice system
by activity and level of government, October 1979

T

The Federal police protection sector
accounted for the largest proportion
of the total dollar increase: $100
million for an increase of 5.1 percent,
down from the $187 million or 11
percent increase from 1977 to 1978.
The legal services sector accounted for
the largest percentage increase, 25
percent or $56 million.

The next largest increase occurred in
Federal judicial expenditures, which
rose 15 percent or $48 million. In-
creases alst occurred in corrections
and public defense, up 5 and 15
percent, respectively. For the third
straight year, total “other criminal
justice” expenditure experienced a

penditure. Law Enforcement Assistance
Administration grants (comprising
nearly all of Federal intergovernmental
outlays for criminal and civil justice),
decreased from $660 million in FY

services to Federal property and

! Because of rounding, detail does not add to total.

including those of the Federal Bureau
of Investigation (3534 million), the
Bureau of Customs ($415 million),
the Drug Enforcement Administration
(3174 million), and the Postal Inspec-
tion Service ($137 million). About 18
percent of all Federal justice expendi-
ture was reported for activities classified
in the “other criminal justice’ sector.
The other four sectors accownted for
the remaining 31 percent of Federal
justice expenditure.

Full-time equivalent Federal justice
employment declined 0.7 percent from

including 73 thousand (71 percent) in
the police protectign sector; 12 thou-
sand (12 percent) in the corrections
sector; 7.8 thousgnd (8 percent) in the
legal services and prosecution sector;

ture. As previously mentioned, the
greatest portion of public defense
expenditure was for court-appointed
counsel, who are not public employees,
and the greatest portion of Federal
‘“‘other criminal justice” expenditure
was in the form of intergovernmental
grants,

Federal justice empioyees drew an
October 1979 payroll of $203 million;
each. sector’s percentage of the total
payroll was generally proportionate to
the percentage of full-time equivalent
employment (see table E). There is

2 . 1 . TR < decline, dropping $21 million or 3 X isparity i
i 'l amount for corrections and the Federal  defend indigent clients accused of Moreover, the “other criminal justice percent T~l‘.il:‘.2's~ ;'%rimam"y the result of 3:::?;2:13718 Oggiggltjzggglfmgzl?tingere so(;?igxllscizmgt;g; ggwlu'sghecetro;saitc,lecause
i Government contributed the largest crimes, than do State and local govern-  category has smalier expenditure ana P s - - o

T3 are of expenditure to public defense. employment totals and small changes a decrease in intergovernmental ex equivalent employees in October 1979,

employees, For example, the judicial
sector had 8 percent of the employees
but received 9.6 percent of the payroll;
and corrections had 11.8 percent of
the employees but had 14 percent of
the payroll. On the other hand, Federal

]ht buildings. Of thz $4.1 billion in total
Federal crimjzal justice expenditure,

51 percent{$2.1 billion) was for

activities-in the police protection sector,
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State governments (tables 6-11)

The total general expenditure of
.State governments in FY 1978 was
3201 billion, of which $8.5 billion or
4 percent was expended on civil and

for a 15 percent increase, reflected

Table F. Fercent distribution of State justice full-time equivalent employment and

payrell, by activity, October 1979

(Dallar amounts in thousands)

Percent distribution

1 Because of rounding, detail does not add to total.

i.ocal governments: Counties and
municipalities (tables 6-10 and 12-21)

Total expenditure for justice by
local governments in fiscal year 1979

Table G. Percent distribution of county justice full-time equivalent employment and

payroll, by activity, October 1979

{Dcllar amounts in thousands)

Percent distribution

criminal justice activities, about the Activi Full-time October X ( was $15.4 billion, a $945 million or Fulli Octob
same proportion as in past years. This ctivity equu}/alent 1979 Full-time Octaber ! 7 percent increase from FY 1978—in Activit . ‘:‘i\;;'l?:t :Q(;ger Full i October
i il i ; . ; vi g
represents an increase of $754 million employees payroll equivalent . 1979 compatison to an 11 percent increase ctivity e?n ivalent o e stob
or 12 percent in State justice expendi- employment payroll ! from 1977 to 1978. As in past years, o oemant: onral
ture from the previous fiscal year, Total o oo v 329,095 $468,979 100.0 1100.0 close to two-thirds of this expenditure
slightly less than the 13 percent increase | 0 @ ;- ) ' ; occurred in the police protection T . 300,378  $373,026 1000 100.0
from 1977 to 1978. Judictal 1 v e e e ! sector (39,9 billion or 64 percent). Police protection . . . . . . . .. 103,255 137404 344 36.8
i o y y - 14.8 18.6 | The judicial sector and the corrections ce o ’
The i : s e . Legal services .. ......... 19,961 32,499 6.1 6.9 | Judicial . . v . o h i e n e 77,545 84,475 25.8 . 226
¢ Increase in fotal justice'expendi-  pypjic defense . . . . 3,659 5.855 " y ¥ sector accounted for 12 and 14 percent | .ro - - e 20318 43,263 102 116
-turai}b.y State governments was reflected - corrections . . . ......... 161,019 206.983 4;1;; 4‘13 i of expenditure respectively, while the Puglic defense . .« . 4.493 7,741 15 21
n ; J;igge se:.c_tors. The judicial sector, Other criminal justice. ., ... . 4,192 5,599 1.3 1:2 j { other three sectors accpunted for COrrecﬁfms. e aare e 82,120 97,648 273 26.2
rising million from 1978 to 1979 i smaller percents (see figure 13). Other criminal justice. « . . . . . 2,347 2,495 0.8 0.7
i
o
|

additional increases in State judicial
expenditures and expanded State
government responsibility for the court
systems in several States, including
Alabama, Kentucky, Massachusetts,
Michigan, New York, and Virginia.

the costs of a State takeover of local

up from the 12 percent increase in the
prior year. Public defense total expendi-
ture rose 17 percent—4 percentage
points lower than the increase of a year
ago.

or 25 percent; judicial $1,3 billion or

* criminal justice” increase of 14 percent

foliows a 2 percent decline in 1978
whereas the legal services rise of 10
percent contrasts with a 21 percent
increase in 1978. State corrections

(see figures 11 and 12).

Local full-time equivalent employ-
ment was also distributed among the
six sectors roughly in the same propor-
tions as total expenditure (see figures
13 and 14). Two slight exceptiofis to

A

this generalization are the public Yefense

directly employing the workers.

Table H. Percent distribution of municipal justice full-time equivalent employment

and payroll; by activity, October 1979

{Dotlar amounts in thousands)

Percent distribution

. - sector, where payments aie frequently Full-time October

Following two years of decreases, ) ] added 9,600 employees (an increase made to private court-appointed counsel Activity equivalent 1979 Full-time October
State total “other criminal justice” As in the past years, the corrections  of 4 percent). Police protection full- who are not directly employees of the employees payroll equivalent 1979
expenditure rose from $527 million in sector accounted for the largest portion  time equivalent employment declined 1 government, and the “other criminal employment payroll
1978 to $588 million in 1979—a 12 of S'tate justice expenditure ($3.8 slightly to 91.6 thousand—the second justice” sect,or where expenditures are
percent increase. The increase is pri- bllhOI:l or 45 percent). These expendi- consecutive year in which a small i frequently grax,l t funds of private Total v v e e 445,624 $651,590 100.0 100.0
maﬂ]}{ attributable to a sharp rise in tu-res included the ogeration of State‘ decreasg has ocgur_red. The percentage i o agencies associated with justice activities Police protection « - « + « . . . . 385,598 571,441 865 87.7
State intergovernmental payments to Prison systems and, in many States, the  of full-time equivalent employment [! R or are used for construction of multi- JUdiCHEt. v v e e e . 22,063 23,398 5.0 36
local governments in two States: operation of the probation and parole in each sector was generally propor- : ?@,; purpose justice facilities. In both Legal services , . . . . . . Cess 14,768 22876 .. 23.. ... 35
Massachusetts and Virginia. In Massa- systems as well. The balance of State tionate to the percentage of total i ‘nstances, larsé expenditures fmay be Public defense. . ... ...... 414 575 0.1 0.1
chusetts, an increase of $91 million justice expenditure was distributed as expenditure in each sectdt with the . P W 32“ made wit’hout the governments involved Corrections . . . .o v o viwas 21,729 32,040 4.9 49
in State assistance to localities covered follows: Police protection, $2.2 billion, exception of “other criminal justice” { }f . j[ i{?) ] Other criminal justice. . . . . . ¢ 1,052 1,260 0.2 0.2

o I i

courts, including prosecuting attorneys’
offices and probation functions. In
Virginia, State aid to county sheriffs
for courts and corrections expenses
rose $28 million. In wther large States
such as California, Iflinois, Michigan,
New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Penn-
sylvania, and Texas, direct expenditure
as well as intergovernmental payments
telocal governments in the “other
criminal justice” category continued.
to decline. In addition, Federal Law
Enforcement Assistance Administration
block grants, which States redistribute
to local governments, further declined
from $585 million in 1978 to $525
million in 1979.

Total police protection and correc-
tions expenditure of State governments
both showed increased rates of growth
from the previous year. Police protec-
tion expenditure increased 7 percent
compared with 3 percentin 1978; and
corrections expenditure rose 15 percent,

6

16 percent; legal services and prosecu-
tion, $458 miillion, or 5 percent; public
defense, $128 million, or 2 percent;
and “‘other criminal justice,” $588
million or 7 percent (see figure 11).

Full-time equivalent employment
of State civil and criminal justice
agencies increased by 6 percent to 329
thousand in 1978-79, up from the
4 percent increase from 1977 to 1978.
This was 11 percent of the 3.1 million
State total full-time equivalent employ-
ment. The judicial and public defense
sectors registered increases in full-time
equivalent employment of 17 and 16
percent respectively. Legal services and
“other criminal justice” also showed
strong gains. However, the “other

The 329 thousand full-time equiva-
lent employees received $469 miilion in
salaries, wages, or -other compensation
in the month of October 1979. This was
an increase of 15 percent between
October 1978 and October 1979,

The October 1979 payroll of $469
million was divided among the six
justice sectors roughly in proportion to
the full-time equivalent employment
in the sector (see table F). For those
sectors characterized by higher-paid
employees; namely judicial, legal
services, and public defense (see figure
6), the sector’s share of payroll of
course exceeded the share of employ-
ment,

e MR Tt e

Analyzing local justice expenditure
in total, however, tends to obscure
important differences between the
county level of government and the
municipal level. Municipal governments
(cities, towns, and townships) outspent
county governments for justice activi-
ties by about $3.2 billion overall, but
the difference can be attributed almost
exclusively to the police sector, where
the municipal governments outspent
the county governments by about 4
to 1. Over one third (36 percent) of
county justice expenditure was for
activities in the judicial, legal services/
prosecution, and public defense areas;
another third (33 percent) was for
police protection; corrections (28 per-
cent) and other criminal justice (3
percent) round out the county justice
total, Municipal governments spent
$79 billion (or 85 percent of all their
justice expenditure) on police pro-
tection, more than county govern-
ments spent on all six sectors altogether.

However, county governments spent
substantially more than municipal
governments in the other five sectors.
No one sector dominates county
justice expenditure as police protection
does municipal expenditure (see figures
15 and 17).

County justice total expenditure for
all activities increased by 8 percent to
$6.2 billion, down from the 11 percent
increase from 1977 to 1978. The
greatest individual sector percent in-
crease occurred in legal services, 12
percent. This was followed by police
protection, 11 percent, public defense, -
9 percent, corrections, 8 percent, and
judicial, 3 percent. ““Other criminal
justice’ had an actual decrease of 7
percent, The 1979 growth rates in all
of the other five sectors represent
declines from 1978.

Total justice expenditure for muni-
cipalities increased by almost $480
million or 5.4 percent to $9.4 billion

in 1979. This was about half the $889
million or 11 percent increase in 1978.
The total municipal police protection
expenditure of $7.9 billion, accounting
for 85 percent of total municipal
justice spending, consumed $404 mil-
lion of the $480 million increase.
Municipal legal services and public
defense spending, although rising at

10 and 16 percent rates respectively in
1979, still constitute only a combined
total of 4.5 percent of municipal justice
spending. Municipal judicial expenditure
rose only 0.2 percent in 1979, and
“other criminal justice” decreased 10
percent, or $7 million.

At both the county and municipal
levels, employment and payrolls were
distributed throughout the various

» -Segctors in roughly the same percentages

as expenditure (see tables G and H).



There were 300 thousand full-time
equivalent county justice employees

in October 1979 drawing a monthly
payroll of $373 million. This was an
increase of 4.4 thousand or 1.5 percent
in the number of county justice em-
ployees over October 1978, about one-
half the increase from 1977 to 1978
and one-fourth the increase in 1977.
The police protection sector showed
the greatest increase in full-time equiva-
lent employment, over 3 thousand or

3 percent. Judicial, public defense,

and “other criminal justice™ sectors
showed declines in full-time equivalent
employment. As at the State level, in
those sectors with a concentration of
higher-paid employees such as iegal
services and public defense (see figure
6), the percentage of total payroll
exceeded the percentage of total em-
ployees (table G). Average monthly
pay for county justice employees for
all functions rose 7 percent from 1978
to 1979—up sharply from the 2 percent
increase from 1977 to 1978. County
average monthly pay exceeded prior
year increases in every sector except
“other criminal justice,”’ which declined

slightly below the 1978 level. However;

county average monthly justice pay
remained the lowest in every sector
among all governments, except the
public defense sector.

Municipal full-time equivalent em-
ployment declined 1.6 thousand (0.4
percent) to 445.6 thousand from
October 1978 to October 1979. Most
of the decline in municipal justice
employment is attributable to a drop of
4.2 thousand in police employment,
which was only partly offset by gains in
judicial, legal services, public defense
and corrections. “Other criminal
justice’” employment, droppingto 1,052,
accounted for the remainder of the
decrease. Municipalities’ total monthly
justice payroll rose 10 percent or 59
million to $652 million in October 1979.
Municipal average monthly pay not only
exceeded county pay in all categories
except the judicial and public defense
sectors; but also was higher than average
State pay in the police protection and
corrections sectors (figure 6).,

Separate data are presented in tables
12-16 for the 349 county governments
with a 1978 pupiilation of 100,000 or
more. Over one-half (59 percent) of the
total United States population lives in
the 349 largest counties, and these
counties accounted for 77 percent
($4.8 billion) of the total expenditure
for justice activities at the county
level. These same counties agccounted
for 71 percent.of all county-level
full-time equivalent justice employment
(213) thousand) and paid 78 percent of
the total county justice payroll for
October 1979. These figures, of course,
reflect the greater need for justice
services and the higher salaries in
densely populated areas.

Separate data are presented in tables
17-21 for the 415 city governments
with a population of 50,000 or more in
1978. Total justice expenditure by the
415 large city governments amounted
to $6.3 billion, and full-time equivalent
justice employment was 271 thousand.
In 1979, these 415 cities contained 46
percent of the total United States
metropolitan area population, and
accounted for 67 percent of the muni-
cipal justice expenditure. These same
415 cities employed 61 percent of all
municipal full-time equivalent em-

playess working in the inctice system
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and paid them 67 percent of the total
municipal justice payroll. As with the
large counties, the proportion of pay-
roll exceeded the proportion of em-
ployees, reflecting the generally higher
salaries in the large metropolitan areas.

The distribution of expenditure and
employment throughout the various
justice sectors in the 349 counties and
the 415 cities reflect the distribution
for counties and cities generally.

It should be noted that in the indi-
vidual city tables, certain cities displayed
are either independent, being wholly
outside any county area, or operate
wholly or in part as a consolidated
city-county. In general, these cities are
more similar to large counties than to
other large cities in the scope of their
justice responsibilities; that is, in addi-
tion to police protection, which is the
primary justice function in most cities,
these cities also operate extensive
judicial and corrections systems and
may have significant public defense
expenditures. The independent cities
are: Washington, DC; Baltimore, Md.;
St. Louis, Mo.; Carson City, Nev.; and
the following cities in Virginia: Alex-
andria, Chesapeake, Hampton, Lynch-
burg, Newport News, Norfolk, Ports-
mouth, Richmond, Roanoke, Virginia
Beach, and 31 others, 20 of which are
included in the survey sample and are
reflected in table I. Data are not avail-
able for eight cities not included in
the survey sample, and five cities did
not respond. The consolidated city-
county governments are: Anchorage,
Alaska; San Francisco, Calif.; Denver,
Colo.; Jacksonville, Fla. ; Columbus, Ga.;
Honolulu, Hawaii; Indianapolis, Ind;
Lexington, Ky.; Baton Rouge, La.; !
New Oileans, La.; Boston, Mass.; New
York City, N.Y.; Philadeiphia, Pa.;
Nahsville-Davidson, Tenn.; and three
others that are not displayed in the
individual city tables because they had
populations of less than 50,000. They
are Juneau, Alaska; Sitka, Alaska; and
Nantucket, Mass. All 17 however, are
displayed in table I to show their effect
on total municipal direct expenditure
and employment for all criminal justice
functions.

Because New York City’s justice
direct expenditure accounted for 50
percent of the combined total of inde-
pendent cities and consolidated city-
counties, these units’ share of total
municipal direct expenditure is less
dramatic when New Yok City is re-
moved, dropping from 29 percent to
15 percent. Similarly, New York City
accounts for 43 percent of the total
justice employment for this group and,
when it is remoyed, the share of total
municipal employment is reduced from
24 percent to 14 percent.
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Table I. Justice system diirect expenditure and employment of independent cities

and consolidated city-county governments, fiscal year 1979

{Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total Total
Estimated justice system Estimated justice system
i State and type of population R
State and type of population Direct Total overane?a e D eo7s Direct Total
govgrnment July 1, 1978 expendi- employ- g ~ ' expendi- employ-
tures ees tures ees
United States: Kentucky:
I'"l_eocal governments, Lexington-Fayette . . 190,686 13,286 730
total' ... .. 0. (X) $15,256,613 805,650 .
Counties, total. . . . . . {X) 6,045,239 326,359 | Louisiana R 5
icipaliti 1. X) 9,211,374 479,291 Baton Rouge-East
Municipalities, total ( Baton Rouge. « « - - - 311,053 23,428 1523
d dent cities and
“::oi‘:g?idzted city— New Orleans—Orleans. . . . 556,428 52,822 3,701
county governments. . 18,304,704 2,688,010 114,156 Marviand
aryland:
Alaska: Baltimore . « « + « « « « 791,857 90,141 4,896
Anchorage . . « + « « » « 180,255 14,509 371 " .
Juneau . . . v a0 s e 19,249 1,368 42 assachusetts:
S?t';:: G 7812 546 23 Boston-Suffolk . . . . . 597,254 102,924 3,326
Y Nantucket. . .. . «. . 5,469 523 34
o 649,315 94,499 4,268 | Missouri
i ; . issouri:
San Francisee . -+ - ’ St. LOUIS. « o v v v e 508,496 68,018 3,997
O 4,595 55,635 2,491 | Nevad
.......... 4745 R K evada:
Denver Carson City « « + « . . . 29,058 1,662 100
District of Columbia . . . . 671,001 216,136 8,933
New York:
Florida: New York—Bronx,
' ille—Duval . . . 529,787 37.922 2,748 Kings, New York.
dacksonille=fuvel. o Queens, Richmond . . . 7,134,542~ 1,349,172 48,800
e 163,837 9,767 622 | Pennsylvania
— .. ’ , n :
Golumbus—Huscogee Philadelphia. . . .. . . 1,754,829 310,705 13,756
Mo 2,689 42,417 2,143 1| T
......... 722, g , ennessee:
Honolulu Nashville—Davidson . 425,424 33,993 1,913
Indiana: 813 Virlgigia: 4 .
i is—Marion . . 704,045 45,480 2,81 ndependent cities
Indianapolis~—arion (28)2 . . ... v e v 1,877,023 122,066 6,926
X Not applicable. . ) .
t Expenditure and employment data for independent cities and consolidated city-county governments are mclude'd._ .
2 There are 41 independent cities in Virginia; however, 8 of these cities are not included in the survey sample; and five did not respond.
-9
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Survey methodology: Sources
and limitations of the data

General

Survey coverage and collection
methods are described in detail below,
and the definitions applied in the col-
lection of data are presented in appen-
dix 1. As in the previous editions of
this series, several tables show com-
parisons of justice expenditure and
full-time equivalent employment with
the total general expenditure and full-
time equivalent employment for all
functions of the particular government
or level of government. These data are
for units of general-purpose govern-
ments only (i.e., county, municipal,
and township governments) and do not
include independent school districts
or special district governments.

Survey coverage

The survey through which basic
figures for this report were collected
covered the Federal Government, all
State governments, and a representative
sample of local governments within
each State. Data were collected for all
county governments (regardless of size),
for all municipalities (and townships in
the New England and Middle Atlantic
States) having a 1970 population of
10,000 or more, and for a sampie of
the remaining municipalities and town-
ships with less than 10,000 population,
selected according to the relative size
of their annual police protection ex-
penditures as reported in the 1977
Census of Governments. The survey
panel therefore included the Federal
Government, the 50 State governments,
and 11,878 local governments (3,042
county governments, 6,762 municipali-
ties, and 2,074 townships).

The survey period

Federal Government data are shown
for FY 1979, which began on October 1,
1978 and ended September 30, 1979.
The State expenditure data presented in
this report cover the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1979 for all States except four
whose fiscal years ended as follows:
New York, March 31, 1979; Texas,
August 31, 1979; and Alabama and
Michigan, September 30, 1979. How-
ever, there are some State agencies that
operate on a different fiscal year basis
from the rest of the State government.

10

In such instances, figures shown are for
the agency’s fiscal year that ended
within the State’s regular fiscal year.

For local governments, the 1979
fiscal years reported are those that
closed between July 1, 1978 and
June 30, 1979. Most municipalities and
counties ended their fiscal years on
December 31, 1978 or June 30, 1979.
The fiscal year reported for Washington,
D.C. ended on September 30, 1979.

Employment data shown for Federal,
State, and local governments are for
October 1979.

Data collection

The survey was accomplished using
two methods of data collection: Field
compilation and mail canvass. Trained
field representatives compiled expendi-
ture and employment data from the
governments’ own records for the 50
States, the 349 largest counties and
the 415 largest cities. The compilation
work was done between October 1979
and April 1980 in accordance with the
definitions presented in appendix 1.
All other units in the sample were can-
vassed by mail for expenditure and
employment data, over a 5-month
period beginning in Yanuary 1980 and
ending in May-1980. Resnonse for
field-compiled units was 100 percent.
The response from mail canvass units
was 90 percent. The mail canvass ques-
tionnaires are exhibited in appendix 2.

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

The expenditure and employment
data for the Federal Government were
collected through a special mail survey,
with telephone followup of Federal
justice agencies, in accordance with
definitions used for State and local
governments (see appendix 1).

Data limitations

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

The local government sample for the
1979 survey was designed to produce
an estimate for each State of the portion
of total justice expenditure made by
local governments with a relative
sampling error of less than one-half of
1 percent. For the fiscal year 1978
data, the errors were less than one-half
of 1 percent in all but 13 States; how-
ever, in all States, the errors were less
than three-quarters of 1 percent, at the
95 percent confidence level.

The relative sampling error of the
State-by-State estimates of local govs
ernment justice expenditure for fisc 1
year 1978 data was calculated at the

 two-thirds confidence lovel and found

to be within 3 percent of the estimated
totals for all States and less than 2 per-
cent for 32 States. The results of the
computations of standard errors for
local government totals on a relative
standard error basis are summarized in
table J.,

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

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

e
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Table J. Relativa standard errors of local government totals of justice expenditure, 1978

0.5 or less 05—-1.0 1.0-20 20 -3.0
California Alaska Colorado Maryland Alabama North Dakota
Hawaii Arizona Delaware Massachusetts Arkansas Oklahoma
Michigan Connecticut Florida Montana Idaho Pennsylvania.x
Nevada Indiana Georgia Nebraska lowa South Carolina
New Mekico Rhode Island linois North Carolina Minnesota Tennéssee
New York Vermont Kansas Ohio Mississippi Utah
Texas Kentucky Oregon Missouri West Virginia

Louisiana South Dakota New Hampshire Wisconsin
Maire Virginia New Jersey Wyoming
Washington

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

The availabie source documents did
not consistently provide full itemization

of expenditure or employment for the -

sector subcategories presénted in this.
report. As a result, sector breakdowns
may be incomplete for particular gov-
ernmental units.

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

Changes in survey methodology

As discussed earlier, this series of
annual réports dates back to FY 1967.
The survey originated in the Bureau of
the Census as a special in-house study
in which police protection, judicial and
corrections data were extracted. for
selected large governments from data
compiled in the Bureau’s regular annual
finance and employment sample
surveys. In the FY 1969 survey, prose-
cution and public defense were added to
the original three criminal justice cate-
gories, coverage was extended to the
entire regular annual survey sample of

* counties and munitipalities, and a mail

canvass questionnaire designed speci-
fically to elicit criminal justice data was
used for all but the largest governments,
which were canvassed by field agenis.
These changes must be taken into ac-
count in making year-to-year com-
parisons from FY 1967 through FY
1970. Y

Availability of data

Copies of the annual and trends
reports are available from the Super-
intendent of Documents, U.S. Govern-
ment Printing Office, Washington, D.C.
20402;U.S. Department of Commerce
District Offices; and the National
Criminat Justice Reference Service,
Box 6000, Rockville, Md. 20850.

In addition to the publications,
data are also available on magnetic tape
and computer printout. For details,
contact the Bureau of Justice Statistics,
Department of Justice, Washington,
D.C. 20531.

11
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GRAPHIC SUMMARY~Continued ; GRAPHIC SUMMARY-Continued 15
|
FIGURE 1. ! FIGURE 2,
Pe ; L % Per capita direct expenditure for criminal justice activities State governments
reent and amount '{’f change in total criminal justice 1977 to 1978 , of state and local governments, for state areas, fiscal year 1979! 1 Local
expenditure by function for all governments 1978 to 1979 ' ’ __J hosal governments
from 1977 to 1978 and from 1978 to 1979
: Percent change, 1978-79 1979 per capita amount in dollars
1,000 750
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] {s 6.0 E]E Colorado . - . 1463
| 12,5 o . ] $45
$588.6 - L 175F T Connecticut =47
$517.1 Corrections ‘ 16.4 i ) ’ } 585
i 3] - Delaware | T35
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= : 1 See footnote in text under 'General fiscal year 1979,"
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GRAPHIC SUMMARY—Continued

FIGURE 2.

Per capita direct expenditure for criminal justice activities of state
and local governments, for state areas, fiscal year 1979! (Cont'd)

! Percent change, 1978-79
+45 +30 +15 0

—15

2013

2]
32kR
sol[ -

20

12.0F .z %0 0
29}F
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Missouri
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Nevada

New Jersey
New Mexico

New York
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South Carolina
South Dakota
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Texas 7
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Percent change, 1978-79

North Carolinap

State governments
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#*No change from 1978. ! See footnote in text under *General fiscal year 1979,
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FIGURE 3. _
Percent and amount of increase in total criminal justice
expenditure, of state and local governments, by region,
1977 to 1978 and 1978 to 1979
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FIGURE 4. ' v , FIGURE 4.
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FIGURE 5.

Change in criminal justice direct expenditure by
function and by type of government, 1977 to 1978

FIGURE 6.

Average monthly salaries for criminal justice employees on a
full-time equivalent basis by activity and type of government,

1977 to 1978
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FIGURE 7. ‘ ' FIGURE 9.

Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure

Federal government criminal justice system
by level of government, fiscal year 1979

total expenditure, fiscal year 1979

$26,028 million* , $4,066 million
% Other Criminal Justice
| $728 million
Federal™* S (17.9%)
$3,379 million
(13.0%) 2
Corrections ___— Police Protection
R $393 million $2,059
(9.7%) (50.6%)
. Local =
$15,257 mitlion
(58.6%) ‘ Public Defense
§;a§693 $240 million
- 1,
(2é,4%) = {5.9%)
Legal Services \
$276 Tﬁilg;r; ‘ Judicial
» (]
* For each level of government, this graph depicts direct expenditure only and excludes intergovernmental expenditure to ?gzg{,)
avoid duplication, since payments from one level of government to another are reflected in the direct expenditures of the '
recipient level of government, On the other hand, figures 9, 11, 13, 15 and 17 depict total expenditure, including both ) :

direct and intergovernmental expenditure, of individual levels and types of govecnments. See text and Appendix 1:
Definitions of terms.

FIGURE 8, FIGURE 10.

; g .
equivalent employment by level of government, | .-3";‘,;
October 1979 1,178,011 ‘ ‘ ,f,_,m 3

. il
Percent distribution of criminal justice system full-time ' '
J y equivalent employment, October 1979

J
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I , o B 102,814

Correciions
. 12,145
State Employees (11.8%)
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FIGURE 11.

State government criminal justice system
total expenditure, fiscal year 1979

-
FIGURE 13. J

Local government criminal justice system
total expenditure, fiscal year 1979

$15,401 million*

*Because of rounding, detail does not add to total.
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FIGURE 12.
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FIGURE 14.
Local government criminal justice system full-time

State government criminal justice system full-time i

equivalent employment, October 1979 i equivalent employment, October 1979
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FIGURE 15.

County government criminal justice system
total expenditure, fiscal year 1979

$6,161 million

Corrections
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{27.6%)
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FIGURE 16.

Cou-nty government criminal justice system full-time
equivalent employment, October 1979
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FIGURE 17.

Municipal government criminal justice system
total expenditure, fiscal year 1979

$9,397 miltion*
Public Defense Correctiops
$45 million $533 million
(0.5%) (5.7%)
L7
Legal Servict
$377 million
(4.0%)
Judical Other Criminal Justice
$434 million $65 million

(4.6%) (0.7%)

\ Police Protection

$7,944 million

(84.5%)
«gecause of rounding, detail does not add to total
FIGURE 18.
Municipal government criminal justice system full-time
equivalent employment, October 1979
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{5.0%) {0.2%)
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Section I. Variable Pass-Through Data

SR

The data in this table were originally developed to comply with the Omnibus Crime Controf and Safe Streets Act of 1968, which
required that the block grants made by the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration to each State be sliocated between the State
and local governments according to the ratio of State-to-iocal law enforcement eéxpenditure from their own revenue sources. Although
the block’grant program was suspended, table 1 of this report continues to present the variable pass-through data to allow for historical
analysis with earlier data published in previous reports. o

The concept of “expenditure from own sources” specified in the law and used in the data collection means that the expenditure
figures from which the:-3tate-to-local ratio was developad do not include amounts expended from revenue received from other govern-
ments. For example, State or local government expenditure from sales or property tax revenue are included but not amounts expended
from intergovernmental revenue, such as Federal grant monies. {It should be noted that this is the only table in this publication based
on this concept. All other expenditure tables reflect expenditure from all sources.)

Specifically for local government, any expenditure from revenue received from another local government, or received directly from
the Federal Government or from the State government must be excluded. Likewise for State governments, expenditure from revenue
received from local governments or from the Federal government must be excluded. 0

o

The following items were deducted from total criminal justice expenditure of local governments to arrive at local government
expenditure from own revenue sources: Revenue received directly from the Federal Government for criminal justice purposes, State
R payments to local governments for criminal justice purposes, and payments from local government(s) to other local government(s}

/ : for eriminal justice purposes. The same procedure was followed to arrive at State government expenditure from own revenue sources.

( |5 Criminal justice revenue received direct/y from the Federal Government and local criminal justice payments to the State government

\ /// s ; were deducted from the total State expenditure for criminal justice. This procedure assumes that all intergovernmental payments

T \| - received by a government will be expended during the same fiscal year they were received. While this may not be the case in a partic-
| &l ular year, any discrepa//ncy will cancel out over time. :
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURFE A ND EMPLOYMENT i E
Table 1. Percent distribution of total criminal justice expenditure from own sources of State and local governments, } o
by State, fiscal year 1979 : T
(Dollar amounts in thousands) i H }
: i I o
= A i
Expenditure from own sources Percent distribution ' g li
Item . ! H ;
Stn:‘c’::sl)c;:l' State Local? State Local } (‘ { ,
- i P ¢
j ! &
UNITED STATES « « o « o o v o o ¢ o s o o 20 118 075 7 417 101 12 700 974 36.9 63.1 H § i
{ i
ALABAMA o o o o o o = s o o 2 o 6 o s o o v o oo . 211 192 91 929 116 263 4.9 55,1 : e
ALASKAs o 6 o o « o o o o s o o o v 6 s s ¢ o s 101 304 74 849 26 455 73.9 26.1 : Lo N :
ARTIZONA o o 4 o o s s 5 o ¢ 5 s o s s ¢ o o6 o o o 296 096 98 326 197 770 33.2 66.8 i [ - :
ARRANSASe o ¢ o o ¢ s ¢ o o o o s o s 5 s o0+ o 91 895 42 395 49 500 46.1 < 53,9 } 7 { s
CALIFORNIAs o & o+ s « s o o o s s o o o s s o o s 2 805 669 768 378 2 037 292 27.4 7246 L Lo
COLORADO. < s o o v o 4 o s o o a s o 5 5 ¢ o o o 267 309 113 194 154 115 42.3 57.7 ! 4 i
CONNECTICUT o o « o o o o o o o o o » « o 5 ¢ o 257 374 129 083 128 291 50.2 49,8 : 1]
DELAWARE: o o & o o o o « & 2 6 « o 4 o 8 b ¢ o o 64 893 47 552 17 341 73.3 26,7 ! FA
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA: o o o o o o s « o s s o & o 199 327 - 199 327 - 100,0 | [ p
FLORIDA o+ ¢ o o s o o o o o = s 3 o 2 o s s o o s 904 678 351 421 553 257 38.8 61.2 i C ool -
¥ [ i
GEORGIA « o o o s o o « o« o s a5 s o o o s 358 913 146 247 212 667 40,7 59,3 ! ’ ;
HAWAIIe o « « o o o o o o % o o 0 o ¢ o s » 86 992 : 42 970 44 022 49.4 50,6 i 1
IDAHO -« o o & o x o o 6 s o o s = s v o & s 61 145 27 893 33 252 45,6 54,4 ! Lo
ILLINOIS: o o o 5 o 6 5 » o s o o ¢ o o » » 1 111 582 318 162 793 420 28,6 71.4 b
INDIANA o o o o o o o o 8 o o o » « o » » s 301 892 114 580 187 311 38.0 62,0 ; i
;o
100As o o - 189 700 76 272 113 428 40.2 59.8 i i
KANSAS: « « 7 v v o v s v oo o n e v ae e 160 033 65 719 94 314 41.1 58.9 ! ;0
KENTUCKY. o %% o o o o o o o o o o s s o o o o o s 238 569 163 088 75 481 68,4 31.6 i i
LOUISIANA « % + o o 5 o s .o o o 2 v ¢ a o o s o 339 737 144 477 1 - 195 260 42,5 57.5 ) o
MAINE o % o o o o o o o s o o s 0 s 0 s s o o u s 56 094 32 782 23 312 58,4 41.6 | o i
e i o i
MARYLAND. o« o o o « o v o o a s o o o s o o o o & 462 807 282 22p 180 588 61.0 . 39,0 ; ¢ f i
MASSACHUSETTS « s o o o« o o = o o s o o o 2 o o » 552 427 al8 277 304 150 44,9 55,1 | v
MICHIGANG « v s « « o o o o o o s s o « o8 s s o 908 473 338 310 570 163 37.2 62.8 ! -
MINNESOTA « o o o o o o 2 o s o s o » o ¢ s o s & 315 567 115 311 200 256 36.5 63.5 : !
MISSISSIPPT o« o o o s & o s o © o o« » 2 o s o « » 107 712 49 198 58 514 45.7 54,3 ; X
i i
MISSOUREY o o o s « o o o o 2 « . 325 244 8y 386 240 858 25.9 7.1 ; :
MONTANA » « « o v o o s o « o o . 54 320 22 890 31 430 42,1 57,9 i !
NEBRASKAs s « o o o o o o o 4 » . 113 430 46 068 67 362 40,6 59.4 } i
NEVADA: o » o ¢ s o « o s o o o N 109 147 31 098 78 048 28.5 71.5 : T
NEW HAMPSHIRE o o o o » o o o o . 54 a3y 19 860 34 975 3642 63.8 ; {0
NEW JERSEYe o o o o o s o o s o o s 2 s o o o 2 o 781 786 217 777 564 009 27.9 72,1 : o
NEW MEXICOs 2 o o o o o o s o 6 o o s o o 8 o o s 105 493 56 755 4g 7z 53.8 46,2 j t
HEW YORKe o o 2 s o 4 o o « s 6 o o o o 2 5 s u o 2 751 111 953 772 1 797 338 3Y.7 65.3 ; :
NORTH CAROLINAs « o o s s o s o » s o s o s s o » 357 832 200 961 156 870 5642 43,8 d ) RY DATA
e NORTH DAKOTA. « o ¢ &+ s s o s s o s v annss 35 698 12 071 |- ‘23 628 33.8 66.2 : : Se tiOl‘l “ 'CR!MlNAL JUST‘CE SYSTEMSUMMA
s c .
OHIO « o o 4 .o “ e s e e s e e 750 556 212 684 ) 537 872 28.3 7147 3 :
OKLAHOMA. + & o eie oo e we e s 191 538 92 385 99 153 48,2 51,8 B !
{ OREGON: « o o « o e PO N 254 801 103 999 150 802 40,8 59.2 ‘ b
PENNSYLVANIA, .. e e e e e e e 907 040 289 935 . 617 108 33,0 68,0
RHODE ISLAND. . .. C e e e s e e e 75 524 48 162 27 262 63.8 36.2
vl 3
SOUTH CAROLINA. « o o = o « s v o o o o s o & « o 175 963 94 121 a1 ay2 53,5 46,5 i ! .
SOUTH DAKOTAs « o + 5.0 o o o o o o o o o o o s s 39 763 20 175 19 588 | 50,7 49,3 ‘ X
WE O TENNESSEE ¢ o v v 0 T e e e e e e e e 315 693 123 713 191 980 39.2 60,8 ‘ : 2
[ TEXAS o o o s s » o o s o s o s a6 o 5 s 0w n e 886 797 253 500 633 297 2846 : 71.4 K :
UTAHe s o s o s o « e s o o s s s o ¢ 6 6 5 5 s s 102 937 | 49 213 53, 724 47.8| 52,2
VERMONT 2 « o o o o » o » o o. o6 o o s o s o o o« 36 852 } 28 997 7 855 78.7] L 213 : 14 o .
VIRGINTIAs o o o o o o o s.0 o o s o o o s o 'a s s 431 974 5 245 775 186 199 56.9 43,1 ! ‘
WASHINGTON. « o s o o o o o o o s s 0 3 o s o s o 315 222 130 083 185 138 47,3 58,7 ! ’ A
WEST VIRGINIA « ¢ « ¢ o ¢ o o 2 4 o o s o o ¢ 4 & 91 089 49 392 4y 696 54.2 45,8 I o
WISCONSIN o v 4 » s 4 o o o o « o s o o 5 o o s o 353 063 120 598 232 465 34.2 65,8 i
WYOMING .o o« o « o o o o o s a.6 % s o s o o o v 48 991 23 099 25 893 47.1 52,9 Q !
< Reprasents zero or rounds to zera. i I’ 5
YLocal governments data are estimates subjeéct to sampling variations; see text for data limitations. i
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32 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT ; CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 33
: Table 2. Percent distribution of expenditure for the criminal justice system, by level of government, fiscal year 1979
! D )
FIGURE 19, (Dollar amounts in thousands)

Percent distribution of total criminal justice direct expenditure

by state and type of government, fiscal year 1979

Total, U.S.
Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut

Delaware
D.C.

Florida

20

it

Georgia | . l

Hawaii

Idaho

Winois | - | B R

indiana ]

lowa

Kansas i | N e

Kentucky

Louisiana ) v [

Maine

Maryland |, l L ‘

Massachusetts ) '

Michigan |

Minnesota | S

Mississippi

20

40

60

80

100

Missouri
Montana
Nebraska

Nevada
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
New York
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Istand
South Carciina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas
Utah
Vermont
Virginia
Washington
West Virginia
Wisconsin

Wyoming

20

States

Counties

Municipalities

40

60 80 100

o

Fr' N

60 80 100

Amount Percent distribution
Activity® All Federal State Local Federal State Local
governments? Goverament ? governments governments ! Government 2 | governments governments }
TOTAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM®e « « o & « » « « o | 26 028 088 4 066 184 8 463 110| 15 401 438 (x) {(x) (x)
DIRECT EXPENDITURE. o o s » ¢ 5 s o s o « » « »| 26 028 088 3 378 921 7 392 554 15 256 613 13,0 28.4 58.6
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE o o o o o » & o & (*) 687 263 1 070 556 300 B39 {x) (x) {x)
POLICE PROTECTION?s o s « o o s o o s o o » o o o| 13 916 996 2 059 126 2 150 062 9 882 079 (x) (x) (x)
DIRECT EXPENDITURE. o o = o = o s o = s s o o o| 13 916 996 2 052 645 1 988 639 9 875 712 14,7 14.3 71.0
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE o « o o o » o+ = &« (*) 6 481 161 423 109 720 {x) (x} (x)
JUDICTAL Y4 4 o o v 6 o o s o o o o o 8 2 s o o & 3 381 013 369 509 1 317 945 1 902 528 (x) (x) (x)
DIRECT EXPENDITURE. o o o o o 5 o « s « o« o o o 3 381 013 369 509 1199 323 1 812 181 10.9 35.5 53,6
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE o o o o ¢ o o o o (" - 118 622 103 023 (x) (X) (x)
LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION 74 o o o o o o » o 1 650 138 276 156 454 797 956 979 (x (X) (x)
DIRECT EXPENDITURE: o « o o v o o o's o o o » o 1 650 138 266 156 430 587 953 395 16.1 26.1 57.8
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE « o o o » o o s + {*) 10 000 24 210 4 424 (x) (%) (x)
PUBLIC DEFENSE ® o o » o o o « o o o o o o s o v 3 597 262 240 232 127 892 239 159 (x) (%) (x)
DIRECT EXPENDITURE: o« o o o » 5 o o o o s o o » 597 262 240 232 118 012 239 018 40.2 19.8 40.0
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE o « o o o o » » o (&) - 9 880 1 916 (x) (x) (x)
CORRECTIONS®: « o o o s s o o » s s 6 o ¢ s s v o 6 039 821 393 132 3 824 344 2 196 854 (x) (x) (x)
DIRECT EXPENDITUREs o o o o o « o o o o s o o & 6 039 821 353 961 3 531 U499 2 154 361 5.9 58.5 35.7
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE « o o o o o o o & () 39 174 292 845 77 924 (x) (x) (x)
OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE Yo « o ¢ o o o o o & o s = 442 858 728 029 588 070 223 839 (x) (x) (x)
DIRECT EXPENDITURE. o o o o o 5 ¢ o o o » o « o 442 858 96 418 124 494 221 946 21.8 28.1 50,1
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE o « o o o o o o o (3 631 611 463 576 3 832 {x) (X) (x)

~ Represents zero or rounds to zero.
X Not applicable.

‘Local governments data .are estimates subject to sampling variations; see text for data limitations.
*Federal Government data axe for the fiscal perfod beginning October i, 1978 and ending September 30, 1979.

The total line for each sectar, and for the total Criminal Justice System, excludes duplicative intergovernmental expenditure amounts.

ment{s) ultimately expend(s) that amount.

This was done to avoid the
arcificial inflation which would result 1f an intergovernmental expenditure amount for one government is tabulated and then. counted again when the recipient govern-
The {ntergovernmental expenditure lines are not totaled for the same reason.

Table 3. Percent distribution of employment and payrolls for the criminal justice system, by level of government,

October 1979
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Percent distribution
All Federal State Local
Activity governments® Government governments guvernmen:s' Federal State Local
Government governments governments
+

TOTAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM:

TOTAL EMPLOYEES o s « o o ¢ o & o o 5 ¢ o » o o 1 252 229 105 879 340 700 805 650 8.5 27.2 64,3

FULL-TIME EMPLOYEES « » o + o P R Y 1 150 512 102 070 323 57 T STy By T 28.1 T £3:0

FULL-TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES: o o o o o + « » 1178 011 102 914 329 095 746 002 8.7 27.9 63.3

QCTOBER PAYROLL = 2 = &% o 'v & o o a o o o o o o 1 697 T2 203 418 468 979 1 024 616 12.0 27.6 60.4
POLICE PROTECTION:

TOTAL EMPLOYEES v o o o o o ¢ ¢ o o ¢ ¢ s o o s 701 053 75 480 99 301 526 272 10.8 14,2 75.1

FULL-TIME EMPLOYEES « ¢ o o s o o o o ¢ o v » & 644 077 72 754 90 779 480 544 11.3 4.1 74.6

FULL-TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES: ¢ o o ¢ o » s & 653 881 73 133 91 595 488 853 1l.2 14,0 4.8

OCTOBER PAYROLL ¢ + s o o ¢ s o ¢ o ¢ ¢ o ¢ o » 975 ¥52 135 992 130 915 708 845 13.9 15.4 72.6
JUDICIAL:

TOTAL EMPLOYEES o« s o o s o o o . 169 235 8 153 49 443 111 639 4.8 29.2 66.0

FULL-TIME EMPLOYEES « o & o ¢ » . 146 141 8 051 45 654 92 436 5.5 31.2 63.3

FULL=-TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES. . 156 361 8 084 48 669 99 608 5.2 31.1 6347

OCTOBER PAYROLL o« o » o o o & o . 214 471 19 470 87 129 107 872 9.1 40.6 50.3
LEGAL SERVIGES AND PROSECUTION:

TOTAL EMPLOYEES o o« o o o « ¢ ¢ o s o o » 0 o o 78 100 8 033 20 737 49 330 10.3 26,5 63.2

FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES o o o s » ¢ v o v s o« o o o 69 620 7 575 19 210 42 835 10.9 27.6 61.5

FULL-TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEESs » ¢ o o o o o o 73 169 7 822 19 961 45 386 10,7 27.3 62.0

OCTOBER PAYROLL & o o o o o o & ¢ o « o o o o » 114 624 15 996 32 499 66 139 14,0 28.4 57.7
PUBLIC DEFENSE:

TOTAL EMPLOYEES « o o o o o o o s 5 o« o 2 ¢ o « 9 244 251 3 788 5 205 2.7 41.0 56.3

FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES ¢ o o o o ¢ o s o o s s o & a8 4u4 251 3 607 4 586 3.0 42,7 54,3

FULL~TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES: « o o o & & + &« 8 817 251 3 659 4 907 2.8 41.5 55.7

OCTOBER PAYROLL « & o o o o o @ o = o s o o o & 14 758 587 5 855 8 316 4.0 39,7 56.3
CORRECTIONS:

TOTAL EMPLOYEES o o o o ¢ o o o o o a ¢ s 0 o 285 139 12 327 163 187 109 625 4.3 87.2 38.4

FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES o o « & o. 6 o o o o % s o o 273 371 12 067 160 Q48 101 256 4.4 58.5 37.0

FULL-TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES: « o o o o s oo ar7 01> 12 145 161 019 103 849 4.4 58,1 37.5

OCTOBER PAYROLL & ¢ o o « o o o s o o o o s o o 365 058 28 386 206 983 129 689 7.8 56.7 35.5
OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE:

TOTAL EMPLOYEES o o o o+ « 5 o o o » ¢ « o5 ¢ 9 Y58 1 635 4 244 3 579 17.3 44,9 37.8

FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES ¢ s o o o o s o « & o » o & 8 859 1 372 ] 165 3 322 15.5 47.0 37.5

FULL-TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEESe « o ¢ o o + o &« 9 070 1 479 4.192 3 399 16.3 46.2 37.5

OCTOBER PAYROLL « o o o o o 5 ¢ % 0 o o' 0 o o o 12 341 2 987 5 599 3 795 24,2 45.4 30,4

YLocal governments dzta are cstimates

subject te sampling varlation; see text for data limitaclons,
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34 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT CRIMINA ¢ M
s .
T . . . : - Table 4. Crlmmal justice system expenditure of the Federal Government, by character and object,
Table 4. Criminal justice system expenditure of the Federal Government, by tharacter and object, fiscal year 1979 y fiscal 1979—Continued
: iscal year 79—Continue
(Thousands of dollars) y
S ) . f dollars)
- (Thousands o
Direct expenditure Intergovernmental expenditure
Item! Total 1 Direct Capital Toral To State To local N Direct expendliturd Intergovernmental expendfture
Tota current outlay 2 governments governments 1tem! Total Dlrect capital To State To local
1 1 Total current outlay Total gov gov s
FENERAL GOVERNMENT GENERAL ‘ R :
EXPENDITURE, ALL FUNCTIONS . . . . | 389 843 000 { 304 659 000| 284 699 000 39 960 000| 85 184 000 | 54 397 000 30 787 000 LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION) TOTAL . » . 276 156 266 155 262 304 5 852 10 oo 10 000 _
TOTAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM v . o o 4 066 184 3 378 921 3 240 863 138 058 687 263 542 017 145 246 DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE: . e » . )
; : ANTITRUST DIVISION « e . e 45 4as 448 35 30 10 000 0 000 -
POLICE PROTECTION, TOTAL: o o « o s o o o = 2 059 126 2 052 645 1 968 592 84 053 6 481 4 Fou 1717 BOARD OF mmGRATxaN'APP;:ALS. i 045 ous 932 13 ° b -
™ NGRESS : . CIVIL DIVISION, « « » P ) fg 8‘:‘81 fg B‘:‘J .}o zga 532 - - -
€ co : ' CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION o 4 o s 4 & o & 5 518 2 425 ) - - -
U.S. CAPITOL POLICE . .+ .« . 26 970 25 663 25 olo 693 1 307 - 1307 CRIMINAL DIVISION « o o o o v v v o o o 23 557 23 557 23 420 137 - P L
LIBRARY OF CONGRESS POLICE FORCE. . . » 1 807 1 807 1 807 -1 - - - ; LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES DIVISION o . 9 661 9 661 9 586 75 Lo - -
OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL 4 o o s o o I ouy 1414 1 387 27 e - -
FEDERAL JUDICIARY?Z : ] OFFICE OF LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS » o w » o 813 813 813 - - - -
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES ' - OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND FINANCE. . . . 15 473 15 473 14 762 711 - - -
POLICE FORCE « « ¢ ¢ o o 0 o o o o o i 38 1 338 12m 6 - - OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL. + + .+ « 914 91} 8u6 58 - - -
A . OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL . 720 720 670 50 - - -
i DESA'S‘T“E';T gf" Q‘ég\‘,ﬁggﬂ’“’ ) 1 EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF U.S, ATTORNEYS. . 123 748 123 748 122 540 1 208 - - -
; +5. FOREST & ¢ 3 : OFFICE FOR IMPROVEMENTS IN
i CODPERATIVE LAW ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM , 4 850 (=) & ) 4 850 R LT 146 ORI OAT T aE e o The 1 338 1 338 L 331 . i . _
: OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR GENERAL . . & . 2 298 2 298 2 279 19 - - -
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERTOR: : TAX DIVISIONG o o o« o s o 60 s o o o 16 465 16 465 15 861 604 - - -
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE: ¢
U,S, PARK POLICE, & o« o o o o o o« o« 15 085 15 085 14 503 582 - - -
U,S. PARK RANGERS Yy 4 « o o « o o & o 21 925 21 835 21 553 282 90 - 90 ! PUBLIC DEFENSE, TOTAL = « o s « o « o o o o 240 232 240 232 239 284 948 - - -
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE: FEDERAL JUDICIARY:
DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION o . . o 174 460 174 460 172 293 2 167 - - - : . COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS. . 3 193 3 193 5 193 _ . - _
FEDERA! BUREAU OF INVEGTIGATION . . . . 534 117 534 117 501 126 32 991 - - ~ FEDERAL PUBLIC DCHENDER ORGANIZATIONS. | a 00 3 oon 7 7% 218 - " -
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE: ‘ ‘ Rgzﬁﬁ:gﬂ”’“w BY COURT-APPOINTED 12 307 12 307 12 307 _ . . _
U,S. BORDER PATROL. « « o o o » & & » 68 102 68 102 66 785 1 317 - - - L AR LA
INVESTIGATION DIVISION, & + & o « 4+ » 40 192 4o 192 39 503 689 - - - : . - - _
U,S, MARSHALS SERVICE®. » o v o v o + o 12 758 12 758 12 849 209 - - - LEGAL'SERVXCES CORPORATION® o « o 5 « » 216 748 216 748 2i6 oiu 734 ,
°E?%’Eﬁi’&ﬁﬁ5335235133?:37xon- o ; CORRECTIONS, TOTAL. o o o o 4 o o o o & » 393 132 353 961 324 582 29 379 39 174 = 39 179
AIRPORT POLICE. « o v o o o o o o o o 3 og4 3 o8y 2 84y 240 - - - ! DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
UsS, COAST GUARDY « o » o ¢ = o s o = o 86 384 86 384 55 478 30 806 - - - ’ BUREAU OF PRISONS « + « o o o o o s o o 283 757 262 453 237 016 25 437 21 308 . 21 301
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY: X INSTITUTIONS: o & o o o o o & « o & o 228 343 207 039 183 407 23 632 21 304 - 21 304
BUREAY OF ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, AND N g :g: mm' S e s s e a e e e s 163 Zgg 163 zgg 1u_2’ ggz 2(1) ggg - -
FIREARMS o o +» 4 o & 112 558 112 558 12 558 - - - - T R - - -
FEDERAL LA\;V ENFORCEMENT TRA!NING CENTER 11 475 11 386 10 693 693 ; 89 - 89 { S?ﬁz‘i"Xﬁg’ESﬁamm' v s e e e s e e ul7i gé? 22 3;3 zs ;2; ) 32{1) at 303, X - 21 308
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE? . : e s e e e e e e - 2
INTELLIGENCE DIVISION o+ « & o o o o o 120 662 120 662 118 o70 2 592 - - - | ADMINISTRATION: o 4 s o 4 o o o o o o 55 4iY 55 414 53 609 1 805 - - -
INTERNAL SECURITY DIVISION, o« « o+ + » 14 012 14 012 13 870 2 - - - i OFFICE OF THE PARPON ATTORNEY , . . . . 298 298 298 - - - -
OFFICE OF LAW ENFORCEMENT 4 o o+ « « o » 449 449 443 6 - - - ; | ] U.S, MARSHALS SERVICEY, 4 4 o «.q o & 34 877 17 olo 16 7132 278 17 867 - 17 867
U,S, CUSTNMS SERVICE. « o o o o & o oo 415 U483 415483 412 806 2 677 - - - i U.S. PAROLE COMM!SSION. EECE N R 5 305 5 305 § 228 kid - - -
U,5, SECRET SERVICE 4 s o 4 o s o o o & 130 117 129 972 125 009 4963 145 - 145 a FEDERAL JUDICIARYS
GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION: FEDERAL PROBATION SERVICE Ce e e 68 895 68 895 65 308 3 587 - - -
OFFICE OF FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE - 4
MANAGEMENT o « o o o o o s o o s 4 o 103 800 103 800 103 108 692 - B .\\ - i‘ﬂ.
d % OTHER CRIM]NAL JUSTICE; TOTAL v o o o s o & 728 029 - 96.418 96 295 123 631 611 527 313 1o4 298
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION? e W F Rl E
NAT IONAL ZOOLOGICAL PARK POLICE . . . » 489 11;89 tzaz : - ) - - 132- "{ i* i DEPARTMENT oF # o R e
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION POLICE FORCE. . i 177 77 76 | . .= = TS ST J - PR oL B S =" a8 m— - =
2 LATUTION EL IR SRR e S - - SR 2 : Rt NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF MENTAL HEALTH:
]
UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE: . " ’ R CENTER FOR STUDIES OF. CRIME AND
POSTAL INSPECTION SERVICE 4 o « o o+ & « 137 231 137 231 135 o041 2 150 - - - - DELINGUENCY. & « o o o o s o o o o 6 575 3 925 3 925 - 2 650 2 650 -
VETERANS ADMINISTRATION? : ) DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR:
SECURITY DIVISION » e v oo e v oo s 2t 608 2 ool 2 ot - B - N ' O BTUTSION OF LAl ChrORCRHENT SERVICES 26 687 26 687 26 6a7
RC . - - - -
JUDICIALy, TOTAL o+ o« = o 4 5 5 s s o s o o o 369 509 369 509 349 BO6 19 703 - - - DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE: ] B
_—t e - COMMUN1TY RELATIONS SERVICE o o « 4 » & 4 su2 4 s42 y 517 25 - - -
APPELLATE COURTS, TOTAL « o o o o =, 2.0 o 47 203 47 203 44 373 2 830 - - - LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE .
COURTS OF LAST RESORT, TOTAL. &« « 4 o & 7 183 7 783 7 020 763 - - - ADMINISTRATION , o O 685 441 56 480 56 460 20 628 961 528 663 - 104 298
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES, . 7 783 7 783 7 020 163 “ - - U.S. MARSHALS SERVICE'Y s o ¢ o o 4 & & 4 784 4 784 4 706 78 - - -
INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURTS, TOTAL, . 39 420 39 420 3T 353 2 067 - - - =
U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS, .. 39 420 39 420 37 353 2 067 - - - 3 Reprasents zero or rounds to zero,
COURTS OF GENERAL JUR!SDICTION TOTAL .. 264 497 264 497 250 385 14 132 - - - 5 ’Daca ave -based on a canvass of all Federal ctiminal Justice agencies; see text For data limitations.
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. o o .o . e 264 497 264 497 250 385 o1y 112 - -] - i .Int'nrmnuun developed for the cugrent fiseal year indicates that no Federal employces are assigned to administer this progyai.
COURTS OF LIMITED JURISDICTION, TOTAL . s 18 036 18 036 17 sS4y 492 - - - Y : ‘Esﬂmtcd criminal justice activities only.
J.S, COURT .OF CLAIMS. « o & » . . 4 518 4§ 515 4 416 99 - - ~ 2 Total expenditure allocated to police protection, judicial, corrections and other criminal justice based on information supplied by the U.S. Marshals Service.
U.S. COURT QF CUSTOMS AND PATENT *Primarily Focuses on matters of a civn natute in contrast to State and local programs which focus on criminal as well as g¢ivil matters,
APPEALS. . . . e v e ae e s s 1 475 1 475 1 428 47 - - - : ‘
U,S. CUSTOMS COURT. P N I 4 096 4 096 4 g8 68 - - -
UsSe TAX COURT. '+ 4 o oo o o o s o » 7 950 T 950 7 672 278 - - -
MISCELLANEOUS, TOTAL. o « o o 6 + o.v « » 39.773 39 713} < . 37 504 2 269 - - -
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE U,S. .
COURTS . 5 « & s s e e e e s ¥ 12 985 12 985 12 421 564 - - -
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICES
U.S. MARSHALS SERVICE W o« 4 & o o+ o 18 606 18 606 18 301 305 = - -
FEDERAL JUDICTAL CENTER 4 '« 4 « o o o 8 1a2 B 182 6 782 1 400 - - ‘ ‘
See footnotes at end of table. ! . N
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36 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT
Tabie 5. Criminal justice system employment and payrolis of the Federal Government, October 1979

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Number of employees
1 Total October
Teenm payroll
Total Full-time only Full-tfine equivalent
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT CIVILIAN EMPLOYMENT, ALL
FUNCTIONS, = o o o ¢ o o o o s ¢ 6 o o ¢ o o o » o 2 869 000 2 609 987 2 708 272 4 727 700
TOTAL CRIMIMAL JUSTICE SYSTEM « ¢ « o o 5 o o s s & o 105 879 102 070 102 914 203 418
POLICE PROTECTION; TOTAL: ¢ ¢ o « o o o 5 o 4 2 o « ¢ o o o 75 480 72 754 73 133 135 992
THE CONGRESS:
U.5, CAPITOL POLICE + o » R 1132 1132 1132 1 969
LIBRARY OF CONGRESS POLICE. o o v o o o o = o o « o o » 151 151 151 218
FEDERAL JUDICIARY:
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES POLICE FORCE . . . . 7 71 71 119
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE?
U.S, FOREST SERVICE:
COOPERATIVE LAW ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM 4 « 4 o & o 4 &+ & )] (4 (*) ")
OEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR:
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE?
U.Se PARK POLICE. 0 o o o s o s s s o 0 v 0 o o v o s 665 642 655 1160
U.Se PARK RANGERS % 4 s o 6 ¢ ¢ « o o o ¢ o 6 s & o & 1 862 1 803 1 836 1 468
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
ODRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION + o o ¢ o o o » o o & & 4 198 4 120 4 150 9 933
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION « o 4 « o o o o 2 s o &« : 18 519 18 519 1a 519 36 117
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE!
U,5. BORDER PATROL. + & = o « o o o ¢ ¢ ¢« o o s o o o 2 402 2 360 2 370 4 982
INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION o & o « o o o o s o o o o o & 1 433 1 423 1425 2 997
UsS, MARSHALS SERVICE . o & 4 4 ¢ o o o a ¢ o o s ¢ 4 574 526 539 1 069
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION:
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION:
AIRPORT POLICEs o o 4 o o ¢ o o o 5 6 o o o o o b o o 162 - 161 161 305
UsS, COAST GUARD: & o o o o o o ¢ 5 s o o s s o s ¢ s @ 3 132 3 132 3 732 4 BY6
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY:
BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, AND FIREARMS, o o« o o o & o 3 934 3 gaz 3 854 8 700
FEDERAL LAW ENFORCEMENT TRAINING CENTER « o 2 o o o o @ 301 287 290 481
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE:
INTELLIGENCE DIVISION « o « o o 5 o s & ¢ o o o o » & 4 320 4 192 4 230 8 4oy
INTERNAL SECURITY DIVISIONG: o o o o o « s o s o o s » 586 569 577 1 252
OFFICE OF LAW ENFORCEMENT o o o e o o o s o s o s « o & 8 .8 8 23
U.S; CUSTOMS SERVICE. + v o ¢ s o o s s o o o o o s 4. 17 211 15 157 5 330 24 744
UsS. SECRET SERVICE 4 « « o o ¢ o o s ¢ o o 2 o o = o » 3 540 ; 3 539 3 539 )9 185
GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION: 'P
OFFICE OF FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE MANAGEMENT . o « o 3 388 3 388 3 388 ][\ 411
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION: ) n
NATIONAL ZOOLOGICAL PARK POLICE o o o o o s o 5 2 o o » 27 as | 26 ‘43
SMITHSONIAN INSTlTUT!ON POLICE FORCE. ¢ 4 oo o « o o s 15 151 . 15 BNV § S
. e R, — Rt SR : =
POSTAL sEvacs.
POSTAL INSPECTION SERVICE 4 o 4 s o o » o « ¢ ¢ o » s o 5 452 5 3e1 5 4o4 9 703
VETERANS ADMINISTRATION: i
SECURITY DIVISION , 4 o 5 o o o o ¢ & ¢ « ¢ 5 8 o s o » 11 1731 1731 1 848
JUDICIAL, TOTAL o & o o o 5 ¢ o s 6 5 5 ¢ o o % s o v 8 153 8 051 8 osl 19 470
APPELLATE COURTS, TOTAL + « o « [T TIPS 485 1 461 1 470 2 782
COURTS OF LAST RESORTy TOTAL: 4 o« o ¢ o ¢ o s ¢ s o o & 263 239 248 491
 SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES: « o o o o 5 » o « 263 239 248 491
INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURTS, TOTALe o 4 o o o o » o o 1 222 1 222 1 222 2 291
.S, COURTS OF APPEALS. o o o + o s o s 2 o s & o s o 1 222 1 222 1 222 2 29}
COURTS OF GENERAL JURISDIGTION, TOTAL & e v v et 4 803 4 803 4 8o3 13 157
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. » . « P 4 803 4 8O3 4 803 13 3157
COURTS OF LIMITED JURISDICTION, TOTAL o v v v ov i u i 471 463 467 895
U.S5, COURT OF CLAIMS. ., . . R 110 110 110 221
U,S. COURT OF CUSTOMS AND PATENT APPEALS o o o » o + 34 34 34 55
UsSy CUSTOMS COURT. o o o o ¢ o o o 2 s 5 o 2 o o o & 114 11y 114 186
us‘rAxCOURT..‘......-..‘....... 213 205 209 433
MISCELLANEQUS, TOTAL. « & R 1 394 1 24 1 344 = 2 636
ACMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE U.S. COURTS . » “ 0 e 446 446, 446 853
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
U.5, MARSHALS SERVICE . & o« o 5 & 5 s o o » o 5 » o 838 768 788 1 559
FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER 4 o o o o o o s o o 3°0 4 5 s 110 110 110 224

See footnotes at end of table,
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM

Table 5. Criminal justice system employment and payrolls of the Federal Government, October 1979—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

37

tisine

Number of employees
Trem? Total October
Total Full-time only Full-time equivalent payroll
Y
LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION, TOTAL + o o o o o o ¢ o o 8 033 7 575 7 822 15 996
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
ANTITRUST DIVISION, .+ . Ce e s e e e e e e e 995 875 939 2 ous
BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS. + + o + N 35 34 34 48
CIVIL DIVISION. « o o o 5 o « o s s o o'ie o o o s o & 654 597 629 1 347
CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION 4 o 4 o o o o o s 5 s o o « o o » 412 375 391 su8
CRIMINAL DIVISION . .+ « e e et e e e e 733 692 725 1 668
LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES DlVlSION e e e s e e e 303 278 299 715
OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL o« o o o » » « o % » s o o o o s 47 37 L Y I
OFFICE OF LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS + o o « o 5 o o » o o ¢ o 28 27 28 : ¢ - 65
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND FINANCE. « ¢ o o o o « & « o » 489 439 459 835
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: « o o o o o & o ¢ o & o 27 24 29 65
OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL o o ¢ s « o + « o 29 29 29 64
EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF U.S5, ATTORNEYS. o v o0 o s o v o 3 623 3577 3 598 6 861
OFF1CE FOR IMPROVEMENTS IN THE ADMINISTRATION OF
JUSTICE, o o [ 33 35 lgz
OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR GENERAL . R .
TAX DIVISION. < & o o o o o o o :': P 574 514 1133
PUBLIC DEFENSE; TOTAL v « o o o o s « o o o & o s o o o s o 251 251 587
FEDERAL JUDICIARY:
COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS: » o « s o o o s o s o (x) (x) (x) (x})
FEDERAL PUBLIC DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS o « 4 o « + o o » 251 251 251 587
REPRESENTATION DY COURT~APPOINTED COUNSEL o+ « & o » o & - - - -
LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION. & s o « o o o s o s o s o o of (x) (x) (x) (x}
CORRECTIONS, TOTAL: s o o o s o » o v o & o o o s 2 o s o = 12 327 12 067 12 145 28 386
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
BUREAU OF PRISONS o « o 6 o o o o s s o s s o o s o s 8 699 8 510 8 568 21 500
INSTITUTIONS. o « s o o o v o » s « ¢ 5 o o o o s o o 8 053 7 955 7 993 19 721
FORMEN o o o o o s o « s s o s o v s 5 0 a o o s ¢ 6 333 6 259 & 288 16 560
FOR WOMEN « « o o o o o s s o o o o s 8 s o s s o o 350 350 350 787
FOR JUVENILES v « s o o « s o o s s 8 s o o s o w5 344 342 343 630
OTHER AND COMBINED. 4 o o o o o o s s o s s » ¢ o o 1 026 1 004 1012 Loy
ADMINISTRATIONG o o « o o o s s s s ¢ « s s s v o o o 646 555 575 1779
OFFICE OF THE PARDON ATTORNEY o« o + o o o s « « a's & 10 8 9 27
UeSe MARSHALS SERVICE s « ¢ 4 o o o o o o s o s ¢ ¢ ¢ » 766 702 720 1425
UeS. PAROLE COMMISSION. o o o o o » o o« o o s s ¢ o & & 175 170 171 443
FEDERAL JUDICIARY:
FEDERAL PROBATION SERVICE « & o s » « o o o o s o ¢ o o 2 677 2 677 2 677 4 993
OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE, TOTAL o o o v s o » o o » » ¢ o o o 1635 1 372 1 479 2 987
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE:
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF MENTAL HEALTH:
CENTER FOR STUDIES OF CRIME AND DELINQUENCY o o o o o 10 10 10 27
.- DERARTMENT, OF niEnIs o e S T S i i T T eEm
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS:
DIVISION OF LAW ENFORCEMENT SERVICES. + o « o o « o & 510 412 457 512
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
COMMUNITY RELATIONS SERVICE o . o e e s 116 107 113 284
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION « + + & o v + 784 646 697 1 790
U,5, MARSHALS SERVICE® s « v s o o s s o o s a s o o s s 215 197 202 401

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

iData are based on a canvass of all Federal criminal justice
}Information developed for the current fiscal year indicates that no I-'edernl employees are assigned to administer this program.

*pstimated criminal justicé activities only.

$Total employment and payroll allocated to police protection, Judicial, corrections, and other criminal justice based on information supplied by U.S. Marshals Service,

e

agencies; see rext for data limivatlons.
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;
1 Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) j Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmentat)
. i . .
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1979 ! by State and type of government, fiscal year 1979—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands) § (Dollar amounts in thousands)
Legal sorvices and Public def: Corrections Other criminal justice
::::i'csr:::::; Police protection Judicial prosocution @ cofonae
. i Btote and typs of governmant® Porcent of Percont of Perzant of . Percent of
State and type of government! Population Total genorgl Percent Percent Percent Amount$ total criminal| Amount® total eriminal Amount* total criminel| Amount total eriminal
{in thousstnds) expenditure of total of total of total ) Jumtice mystem Justice system Justice system Justice system
Anount 4 genernl Amount* criminnl Amount cririnnl 4
expendi- Justice Justi ' . - N .
ture aysten systen. ; ‘STATES-LOCAL) TOTAL . + .+ 4| 1 383 982 6.1 | 357 o3¢ 1.6] 5 685 859 2s.1f 346 yuo 1.8
: STATES, , . e e s e | 454797 5.4 | 127 892 1.5 3 624 344 2l s 32
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. n f oo . istribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmenta
Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) i o by State and type of government, fiscal year 1979—Continued
d type of government, fiscal year 1979—Continued SR y yp ' ¥
by State and typ 4 | (Dollar amounts in thousands)
(Dollar amounts in thousands) | ‘
i > : Legal servicen and ~
Total criminal Polite protestion Judictal : E prestcution Public defense Corrections Other criminnl Junt.lce
ti t 3 ! .
duatice ayaten y ; ! State and type of government! Percent of Bavcant of Porcent of Parcent of
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State and type of government? (1:"2:::::::‘) :’;";:tdﬁ:::n; . ot totni Amount :f-.l:::::}. Amounts ::1;;’;:1 ; | justice aystem Justice aystem Justice aystem Justice system
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HUNICI P A ) 5 : 1 « v o e v v 4 0w R - . s =
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ARYLAND e wuel emamotol SRl D3| fen| ouma| sEE| &l . AEEESEES SN £ 1A R 2 AR R I 53 :
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: . . 8&2 ié% ggg ?é ?gi lgog 1; ggg gg:g ‘i 2&2 24:3 ] See footnotes at and of table,
cae v (x i * .
H
Bec footnotes at end of table. i
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42 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT e ! t] CRIMINAL JUSTICE-GYSTEM 43
Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) oo Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1979—Continued * by State and type of government, lﬁscal year 1979—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands) f ? B ‘ (Dollar amounts in thousands)
;::::E:ri;:::; Polica protection Judicial . ; »‘ ug::-o::z:ig:\ and Public defonse Corractions v Other criminal justice
] | !
State and typo of government! { 1:"2::::::2:) ::;:: df::::‘,‘l . o;"::z:{ o:'::::f 0;":;::,? i ; pate s type of governsont Amount* toit,:;c :::m::nl Amount* tolt,:i‘c:ﬁ:m::nl Anount* tol::;.-cz::m:xtml Amount ¢ toit,:;c:::m:fml
Azount goneral Anount ® eriminal Amount* erimtnal ; ‘ . Juatice syatem Justice system Justice syatem Justice system
expondi- Justice Juntice . 3 f
R ture aysten syaten : . NEBRASKA. + 4 o « . e 7 599 6.2 1 285 1.0 37 206 30,5 866 0.7
: ol STATE + 4 s v o N R 2.3 - - | 28797 54,0 1 340 2.5
Smecciiiiiiiiig YR igem cgme sl ommy oy owa o B MR i) UL ) I8 R SEl &L @) i
LTS RREERSEREE BN 1INt I 1 B R R e o en e | | ze| e A I
MUNICIPALITIES, o o o o 4 L L . X 363 000 41 096 13 36 017 87.6 2 263 8.5 i TR T 434 8 2089 XA 237 L oon o8
S SRRRTREEEREREE NN - 1N N N N T Y SR ST fE B B B OBE| 48 W) &
MR Il ome o ogn e BN oE gn S N AHPSHIRE + v v v v | 2 an W or | e NS - »
WuNICIPALITIESS o 1 . L 01Dl (x 158 000 36 155 229 31 082 85.9 2 411 e N rATEPSHIRE + P 287 bl b i s i e Rt 13
NEW HAMPSHIRE o o o o 4 0 0 s o o . 869 868 000 63 519 7.3 37 235 58,6 7 269 11.4 : HoSouNTIE, T & ¢ e -] R i o 7 end Hgaa it 0.2
BOCAL, ‘ToTALL LS L L li il 61| S ool oums|  an3|  waus| s  Eaen a3 L. HUNICIPALITIES. SRR 40 31 - - 514 L7 267 0.9
BoNeTPRLItES | Ll ol & 308 000| 30 ase %5 26 e1s s1.8| 2 oo % ? j NENAERSEYs o o s e v ae e e oo | 68 903 3] o 24| 8 em DRt e
SESESEREINNRATINNY - I F- I % AN T | ChmEneasiiiDn) HE) o) B #) e RD gy o
SREESREE §§8 30i 00| x| i3] Saov| s s dw 4 DR ‘ ) ' )
MUNTCIPALITIES, » & o o o o o & x) | 2760 000  4al 19s 1600 403 403 o1.4| . 22 564 e NELMERICO, o wne v oen o ns 5o 0 2 e o | e Fret 30 3:
e i) | obme) mi ol omaml o omdl g e @ e i CR|OH| 5| ol HE|OH| B OB
NTIES, . : : : : : &) ﬁg 833 i; ggg ig:: H; 385 gg:?l 2 igz g:g T '\ NEW YORK S 183 99! 5'9 42 334 1"& 642 105 20.8 45 275 1'5
MUNICIPALHTIES, | | ‘. {x) 317 000 44 o74 13.0 34 290 83.5 1679 4.1 ‘ i STATE « 2 2 v o o o v o v v n ool “uds2l 4.5 | 10 089 0,9 | ‘423 566 38,2 | 57 204 5.2
il T maes seay wnlima) ome wma e S B BE) M| OBE) B BE| 8 3k o
ReoSSEESSEEEIN I E 1 (Bt ECIRY- 1 N B Bt SSRGSt It Tt Wiid B
HUNICIPALITIES, | | [P (x 15 236 000} 1 707 996 1.2 1 315 122 7740 81 236 4,8 } /} I Egéxt. TOTAL. Sl rvLr e 2‘% gsg ;g 5 922 ?i? 13% ‘JSS 53,5 1§ 8?3 ,1,:,6,
e SERESERREE IR T -4+ L B ] B R - | MRl 1iIIII Em) B m| o) vE| w3 em| @
R S SRS Gy doisoos| ‘meid  me| BB s BEHY O 3 : \ NORTH DAKGTA. 1+« s ' ' ) '
HUNICIPALITIES: o o o o o o o o (x) 827 000 110 599 13,4 107 984 97.6 63 0.4 } " STA A 14 X 2 33 048 $ o8 ik 106 29
ki) @l me opel s owml sl osm s L i RREEEsE R I I S I AN 1IN | B B
S i) B s i g @) &3 GH @ o DOERNES ' '
MoN1oTPALITIES, o . DL . . L . fx) 149 000 14 058 9.4 13 000 92,5 452 sz | Bl l N - S géé ae M gg; a3 gg; i g;i ) 3;3,
Mmicaiiiiiiiiig M pwmesl omen szl el s e T CEEE T Rm | YE| O H| mm| =) E| 0B
LIS OERESEEESE I S 1 (5t N A L I Ea - NGRSO Ly ’ ’ '
MUNICIPALITIES. o o o oL L Ll (x 2613 000| 413 731 15,8 | 338 426 81.8| 35 457 8.6 \ ‘,..E OKLAHOMAY o o v o v v v o en o v o | 11883 Y ol 833 pEH 3 35 93
el B oimE omw oHm|osml s osmow ) BRI MR &) CE) B iE) 4 3 8
| Bt AP R - N 5 5 I S L A (N I ) 1T angon el maml el oews| me| mes|  oma| se| s
TR MUMICIPALITIESe o o o o o = o & X 664 000 75 739 1.4 67 109 88,6 2 659 345. - TA g : : : : : : : : : : : : . : 15 476 I 13:1' 379 013 53 037 qs:q 5 731 5:0
Seoiiiiiniio] | pgmel mad | ma | ome ue s “ e iiiii) gl oom) RED ) B dn) CE) 8
Sl R T e ogn) s H gm0 . O SOESOOEE Hd IR I Il el B B
MUNICIPALITIES: & ¢ o « o » o o 3 545 000 72 003 13,2 65 700 91,2 <1 890 2.6 ST O 15 34 Looan t ML) 130 578 3404 21 434 507
et RRETRRSEET NI 1N T T 1N SN R F- AU BT SRR DI BE) B NB| s Y8 B o®) H
MUNICIPALITIES: - & & o v & o o x 2 747 000 | 564 090 20,5 | w28 es8 76,0 " " fgéxffté'r;‘t.: . E ' ' s 2 168 g.§ al6 1:1_4 25 528 5.0 2 ooy ‘:z?
RHODE ISLAND: 4 o o o s o s o« a o 932 1 444 000 93 437 6.5 49 450 52.9 5T T1E T - - - -
= = LOCAL, TOTALS § L L oL X ' 908 900 2 131 e 35 75 67 Zou8 B sour:U:::;::;”Es. DR :::: 1‘ z: 1781 0.8, | 62 059 29,2 2 14: 12:’
MUNTGIPALITIES. o & o T o 1 1" X) 617 000 40 131 6.5 38 789 9617 8 STATE o o vt v o o 0 v o v v oo 5 547 N 801 0.7 | 82 632 48.5 5 710 5.3
I oo SEREESERRS BN <ML 3 TR ¥ I U R T B : | ] CE| B o®] ] e ) Bl B
S il R CHa gl o4 ka8 : - e s 3 - |
sUNICIPACITIES. © 0 0 L1l Ll X 246 000 4% 833 12 | b1y 92.4 8 a !
- . See footnotes at end of table. Lo “
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT

Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1979—Coptinued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

.” Total criminal

Justice aystem Police protection Judteial
2 Total general Percent Percent Percent
State and type of government! ( opulation ) exponds tared of total of total of totkl
Azount ¢ general Amount* criminal Amount ¢ criminal
oxpendi~ Justice Juatice
ture syatem systen
50UTH DAKOTA: & o o » o s o o €90 733 0CO 45 498 6,2 23 910 5246 7 070 15,5
STATE o 4 o s e e v e n (x 548 000 25 074 4.6 6 778 27,0 5 933 23,7
LOCAL, TOTAL. R (x 217 000 23 323 10,7 17 159 7346 2 244 9.6
COUNTIES, v ¢« o o o o o & » (X 93 000 11 86 12.7 6 064 51.3 2 278 19,3
MUNJSIPALITIES: o« o o o o o (x 124 000 12 077 9.7 11 425 94,6 47 0.4
TENNESSEE ¢ o o o 5 o ¢ o ¢ v ¢ o & 4 333 4 995 Q00 344 557 6,8 158 630 46,4 43 337 12,7
STATE o 4 s o o ¢ ¢ s ¢ s s ¢ o8 (x} 3 092 000 136 150 4.4 22 529 16,5 10 952 8,0
LOCAL, TOTALs ¢ o a ¢ o o o » o « (X 2 758 000 223 109 8,1 136 686 6143 32 3%0 1445 ¢
COUNTIES: & o ¢ s o s o o o s & (x 1 432 000 95 383 6.7 28 986 2044 24 782 26407
MUNICIPALITIES: o s « o v » o & 4 1 420 000 128 105 9.0 107 773 84,1 7 609 5’}
TEXAS o ¢ ¢ o ¢ 0 ¢ s ¢ o 0 0 s 8 o 13 050 10 321 000 969 407 9.4 537 136 55,5 137 763 14!2
STATE P T R R SN [¢3 6 284 000 277 800 q.4 85 923 30,9 18 46 6.7
LOCAL, TOTAL. o o ¢ ¢ v o« o s » & (x 4 160 000 736 863 17.7 452 304 6l.4 119 469 16.2
COUNTIESe s s o o 6 o s 4 o » & §X 1 340 000 310 370 22.8 67 879 21.9 104 499 32,7
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o o o » & X) 2 806 000 429 771 15,3 385 945 89.8 18 558 4,3
UTAH, ¢ « « I IR 1 316 1 306 €00 112 560 8,7} 61 965 55,4 14 640 13,0
STATE ¢« o o o o v s o o ¢ 0 ¢ a0 (x 998 000 53 144 5,3 18 863 35.5 5 431 10,2
LOCAL, TOTAL: o o o o « o 0 s o & (x 387 000 65 950 17.0 44 137 6649 9 321 14,1
COUNTIES, « o s o o s o ¢ o o & (x 191 000 28 150 14,7 13 015 4642 4 832 1641
MUNICIPALITIESs o & o« s o o o % (x) 199 000 38 009 19,1 31 153 82,0 4 788 12.6
VERMONT ¢ s o o s o o v o ¢ 5 ¢ o & 487 558 000 38 315 6,9 15 799 4142 5 652 14,8
STATE & 4 & PR R R SR X} 483 000 29 003 6,0 356 25,4 © 5034 17.4
LOCAL, TOTALe & o & s o « & o o' X 109 000 9 536 8,7 8 445 88.6 618 6,5
COUNTIES: ¢ o o o s ¢ o v ¢ o o (x}) 1 000 917 91.7 249 27.1 609 66,5
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o « ¢ 4 & (X) 108 000 8 912 8.3 8 469 95.0 23 0.3
VIRGINIAe « o o*a o o o o o ¢ ¢ ¢ & S 177 6 915 000 466 909 6,8 208 945 44.8 85 165 11.8
STATE o o o o s ¢ ¢ o o 0 ¢ o o o {x) 4 860 000 269 877 0.1 51 220 19.0 27 414 10.2
LOCAL, TOTAL: o o o o ¢ o o ¢ o & X 3 576 000 261 810 73 157 941 60,3 33 8598 12,8
COUNTIES: » v o s « ¢ s o s o » X 1 884 000 1314 050 6,1 68 600 60,1 13 920 12,2
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o « ¢ » « « (x 1 692 000 150 105 8.9 89 537 59.6 20 £72 134
WASHINGTON: o ¢ o o o » 3793 4 247 000 372 851 B.8 180 878 48,5 43 382 11,6
STATE « o s o o o o » (X3} 3 149 000 144 071 4e6 38 338 2646 709 5.4
LOCAL, TOTALs o o « & $X) 1 458 000 243 624 16,7 142 626 58,5 35 757 14,7
COUNTIES, + o o & o x) 655 000 134 967 20,6 47 987 35,6 30 094 22.3
MUNICIPALITIES, . » (x) 807 000 114 815 14,2 97 406 84,8 6 201 5%
WEST VIRGINIA 4 4 s o ¢ o o o . 1 861 1 915 000 102 587 5.4 54 681 53.3 17 788 7.3
STATE ¢ w o ¢ s ¢ a s ¢ 4 » . (x 1 570 000 54 945 3¢5 2L 1M 38,8 12 063 22,0
LOCAL, TOTALs s ¢ « o & & . (% 376 000 48 814 13,0 33 510 6846 5 728 11,7
COUNTIES, ¢ o o ¢ 5 o o » . Ex 147 000 24 024 16,3 10 029 41,8 5 339 22,2
MUNICIPALITIES: o« & o » » . X 229 000 25 127 11,0 23 517 936 387 1.5
WISCONSIN ¢ 4 4 o o o o o ¢ 0 s o o 4 683~ 5 912 000 407. 676 6,9 216 469 53.1 47 104 11,6
STATE . R (x 4 163 000 137 358 3.3 ‘26 805 19.5 15 937 11,6
LOCAL, TOTAL: o o o o« ¢ o 0 s o & (% 3 273 000 280 927 8,6 191 808 6843 34 321 12,2
COUNTIES: o o s o o o o s o « o X 1 381 000 130 109 9. 48 323 37.1 32 717 25.2
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o s o o & X 1 896 000 152 272 8,0 144 642 95.0 1 586 1,0
WYOHMENG & o o o o 0 o o o 5 ¢ o o & 425 594 000 50 784 8,5 24 652 4845 5 130 10,1
STATE o oo o o o 2 0 00 .0 s & (x 474 000 24 438 5,2 5 218 21,3 2 027 8,3
LOCAL, TOTALe v « o o o o s o o & (x 235 000 26 810 11,4 19 446 72.5 3 086 11,5
COUNTIESe o 4 o o o o o o+ & & X 138 000 12 388 9.0 & 382 51,5 2 494 20,1
HUNICIPALITIES: ¢ » o o ¢ « o X 97 000 14 626 15.1 i3 160 90.0 593 LY
rounds o zero.

~ Represents zerc or
X Not applicable.

2 Less than half the unit of mpeasurement shown.
1pata for municipalities, and the local governments totals which fnclude municipal data, are estimates subject to sampling variationi data for counties

(boroughs, parishes) are based on a canvass of all county governments and therefore are mot subject to sampling variation; see text for data limitacions.
zstimated population of States as of July 1, 1978 is derived from Buresu cf the Census, Current Population Reports, Series #-25, No. 876, February 1980,
3The relation of criminal fustice total expenditure to total genernl expenditure is based on data for gencral purpose governments only and doés not {n-

clude data for State-operated liquor stores, independent school districes, or special districta.
‘For each State, and the United States summary, the expenditure figures shown oy the 'Local, tota
data shown cpposite the names of the individual States) exclude duplicative intergovernmental expenditure amounts.

1" 1ine eand the combined State-local total line (the
This was done to avoid the artificial

inflation which would result if an intergovernmental expenditure amount for one government is tabulated and then counted zgain vhere the racipient govern-
ment(s) ultimately expend(s) that amount,
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM

Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure ("direct and intergovernmental)
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1979—Continued
{Dollar amounts in thousands)

o
‘

45

Logal mervices nnd

Public defense

prosecution Corrections Other criminal justice
Btite and type of government?! Parc
ent of Percent of
. Amount 4 total criminal Amount* total criminal At ‘ el porcent of
t total L I
Justice system Justice system oun J:u:ic:r:;:::; ‘Amount 5:::1::,:;:::;
SOUTH DAKOTA + ¢ ¢ o v vu e o 3 567 8.7 486 1.1 9 734 21,9 332 0.7
. e e e . - o .
W] T S| W | 1E| 3 TE| H
MUNICIPALITIES, + & & & o o o ° 476 39 "% i 13 108 2 0:2
o . - =
TENNESSEE oo o 0 0 0 4+ . 14 776
s . 4,3 3 884 1.4 98 439
N . . 28,8
STATE L it 10 341 708 2 306 17| 79 821 S | a2 33 55
COUNTIES, o o o v o o o n v ot 155 e ! o3 0 17 %03 1822 3 5en 22
. .
HUNICIPALITIES: « + o + o o o & 2 821 2.2 519 0.l 3 a7 Yoo | 208 i
TEXAS o v s o o o s 0 s 0w 56 927 5,9 ‘
e . 9 309 1.0 203 993
B iiiiiiiiiil Beno fEE) o) BE B4 2@
COUNTIES, & 4 v s v o v o v o & 33 293 10,7 9 . 2507 | 3232 210
MUNICIPACITIES, &+ & o & o 0 o ! 12 426 2.9 0% 1 B v R 6.8
. .
UTAHy o 0 0 o o v s . 7 m 6.9
e . . 1 008 0.9 24 &25 .
STATE L o s il . 2 578 4,9 - ol 22 997 53 g ]
AriSTALe el . $ 424 &2 L 965 1.5 4 596 7.0 1 468 2.2
R N
MUNICIPALITIES, & & & ‘el 1618 4.3 % HH 4 387 Yo 1 oie
VERMONT o o 4 v o 0 0 n o v u o s 2 245 5.9 : )
R : . . 1 223 5.2 12 479 32,6 9
COCAL, ‘ToTALY L1ttt .o £ i 12 ?é? 1 e L33 X
NTIES, . . DA : - 5:5 : A
WUNICIPALITIES, | o 100 1 1) T ie 2 2 % o1 - 2l
: - !
VIRGINIA. o+ o o o & . 17 930 \
P, 3.8 7 205 1.6 | 168 4se
R . 36.1
Biewioiiiiiiiiii) gl B8 GE ke ) Sl g
UNTIES: o o o v o o v o | 6 567 5.8 2 . . 3 218 N
. N 37 0.2 .
MUNICIPALITIESs v + o v o o v & 8 190 5.5 183 0.1 IR 187 5 5% 56
.
"A:HXNgT?N. 4 0 & 4 0 8 6 s 8 s e s 26 172 7.0 8 744 2.3 107 638 28,9 6 036 1,6
TATE et 10 046 7.0 618 0k | 79 131 54,9 8 229 5.7
A AR R + -+ o1 | 7338 i | 3k 169 2.5 | 3 oos 13
MUNICIPALITIES, & + & + o o o | 5 232 4.6 862 0.8 %38 1 3 0% 53
.
WEST VIRGINIA . REREEEEE 8 ss0 8.5 1 580 1.5 | 20 586 20,0 1 323 1.3
LoghL, TOTAL. 1 1 e e 305 Bt e S| 8o i ¢ % e
Se s v e 3 203 133 8 . . ) 03
MUNICIPALITIES, o 2.0 40t & 736 2.9 A 1) ® ] 4 03
WISCONSIN o & 4 4 4 v v v v s v s 28 507 .
voe P 0 8 606 2.1 95 515 4 [ 2
STATE o 2 v o n o s .o 10 816 309 43 . 189 Sl ‘ho 530
e . 29 5 .
LocaL, rériL. ] R 17 713 6.3 4 456 16 | 24 aoq s 7 500 2.8
ceea e
MUNICIPALITIES, + & o o 4 0 1" 5 823 33 -+ w| *E B TN i
.
WYOMING o o+ o o o & . . 3 357 646
.. . . 698 1.4 | 16 483
F A RS ERER RS NN I I N <D N B B~
COUNTIES, .+ N 1 59 : : L i3 - -
= MUNICIPALITIES. + + . o o0 o0 4 o e Y Ia it : :
_ , : : z

“
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46 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT - CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 47
Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure, by State and type of Table 7. Percent d'St"b"tlo" of criminal justice system direct expenditure, by State and type of
government, fiscal year 1979 governmient, fiscal year 1979—Continued
(Dollar amounts in tfiousands) (Dollar amounts in thousands)
g Logal mervices and
;‘:::ic:r:;i::; Police protestion Judicial prosecution Public defenae Correttions Other Friminnl Justice
Total s State and type of government® Percont of —— s v " —
. - 4 'ercent o ercent o
State and type of government‘ (1?2:::::::“ direct :;’::’t‘:l z"":g‘::l p;’ﬁe‘t‘tl Amount total criminal Amount total criminal Amount total criminn) Amount total criminal )
expenditure? Amount direct Amount eriminal Amount Zrim:n:l Justica aysten Justice systen Justice ’&',Y""m justice system '
expendi- Justice Justice / ‘
ture system system g STATES-LOCAL; TOTAL « o o & o 1 383 982} 6.1 357 030 1.6] 5 685 859 _ U esal 346 440 1,5
- By STAT R EEEEEES 430 587 5.8 118 012 1.6} 3 531 499} 77 47.8 124 494 1.7 !
STATES=LOCALs TOTAL « o « » . 218 228} 242 264 000| 22 649 166 9,31 11 864 351 52.4 |3 011 s04 13.3 LOCAL, TOTAL: + o v v v v 953 395 6.2 239 018 1.6 2 154 361 i 14,1 221 946 1.5
STATESs o o o o s o ¢ o« o ¢ (x)| 124 540 0001 7 392 554 5,91 1 988 639 26,9114 179 323 16,2 COUNTIES: 4 o o ¢ 4 o o o 576 762 9.5 195 408 3.2] 1 653 258 ; 27.3[ 158 910 2.6 :
LOCALy TOTAL: ¢ o o ¢ o ¢ & (x)} 117 728 000 15 256 613 13,01 9 875 712 64,7 1 812 181 11,9 . MUNICIPALITIES. « o + 4 & 376 633 441 43 610 0.5| 501 103{ 5.4 63 036 0.7 :
COUNTIES: & 0.0 a o o o (x)| 46 422 000{ 6 045 239 13,01 2 031 728 33,6 {4 429 173 23,6 :
MUNICIPALITIES. o o o o (x)] 71 309 oo0| 9 211 374 12,9 7 843 984 8542 383 008 4,2 ALABAMA v o o o o 6 6 8 0 o0 o 4 s i2 828 5.1 1 946 0.8 56 751 22,5 5 154 2.0 :
STATE « o.v o o s o 4 0 o 5 5 s s 7 233 6.9 1 515 1e4 36 572 34,6 3 299 3.1 i
ALABAMA & & 4 o s o a0 o s o oo 3 728 3 295 000 252 417 77 134 606 523 41 132 16,3 LOCAL, TOTAL: 4 o v 4 o o 0 s 4+ 5 595 3.8 431 0,3 20 179 13,7 1 855 1,3
STATE o o s 5 s ¢ + o o a s s o 4 X)| 2 266 006 105 569 4,7 28 737 27:2 20 213 26.7 COUNTIESs o & o o s o o« ¢ ¢ ¢ 4 3 503 647 148 043 16 049 30,6 1 688 3,2 i
LOCAL, TOTALs s & & o= o ¢ o o &« X} 1 o49 000 146 848 14,0 105 869 , 724 12 919 8.8 HUNICIPALITIES: o 4 o v o » o &« 2 092 2,2 283 Ge3 4 130 Ho4 167 0,2
COUNTIES: o'« o o o o o o « o & X) 331 000 52 472 15,9 21 147 40,3 9 937 18,9
MUNICIPALITIES. & & o o 4 o . . X} 717 000 94 376 13,2 84 722 89,8 2 982 3.2 [ I 14 460 1341 2 614 2.4 22 576 20,5 861 0.8
. e e e n e 9 834 12,7 2 614 3.4 21 849 28,1 725 0.9
ALASKA, o v ¢ o o » ve e s e 4111 1 858 000 110 392 5,9 53 268 48,3 16 613 15.0 L A 4 626 14,2 - - 727 2,2 136 0.4
STATE o 4 o« w » e e e (x 1 053 000 77 704 7.4 26 119 33,6 (. 16 563 21,3 B 1 002 29.0 - . - - - - N
LOCAL, TOTAL, ¢ e e e (x 806 000 32 688 4,1 27 o 834 50 0.2 MUNICIPALITIES- [ 3 624 12.4 - - 727 2,8 136 0.5 :
BOROUGHS, » » e s e e §x 260 000 3 452 3.3 2 454 71,0 - - N i
MUNICIPALITIES, e e XJ 546 000 29 235 5,4 24 699 84,5 50 0.2 ARIZONA s o + s o o s 5 a s s o s s 22 315 6.8 6 098 1.9 74 184 22,7 1 485 0.5 :_
. STATE . T 5 147 5.2 - - 45 470 45,9 1128 1.1 i
ARIZONA « o o ¢ o6 i o ¢ » 8 o o o 2 373 2 473 000 326 293 13,2 185 477 5648 36 734 11,3 LOCAL, TOTAL: o o o s o v o » v & 17 168 Te6 6 098 2.7 28 714 12,6 357 0,2 ;
ST e s e e gx 1 255 000 99 084 749 41 864 42,3 5 475 5.5 OUNTIESe o o o o 5 o « o v o & 11 944 11,7 5 885 5.8 28 089 27:6 53 0.1
e e et e e X 1218 000 227 209 | - 18,% 143 613 63.2 31 259 13.8 MUNICIPALITIES: & 4 o o o o & 5 224 4,2 213 0.2 625 0,8 304 0.2
T C e s e e e X 538 000 104 935 15,9 30 177 30,2 25 187 24,7 :
WUNICIPALITIES: - & o o o & o & X ) 680 000 125 274 18,4 112 836 90,1 & 072 4.8 ARKANSAS. & o o v e s 5 127 4.7 807 0.7 28 856 26,3 2 629 2.4
T 1 124 2.5 16 (2) 21 766 48,7 1719 3.8
ARKANSASY & o o o 4 s « o o 5+ o 4 2 167 1 752 000 109 578 5,3 58 681 53,6 13 478 12,3 e 4 003 6.2 791 162 7.090 10,9 910 1.4
STATE o o e o o o a o o v 5 ¢ o (x)] 1195 000 44 731 3.7 16 139 3641 3 967 8,9 v e 2 908 9.5 679 2.2 5 922 19.4 572 1.9
LOCALy TOTAL: o 4 o o o o ¢ o » & x; 557 000 64 847 11.6 42 542 65,6 9 511 14,7 o v we 1 098 3.2 112 0.3 1168 34 338 1.0 -
COUNTIES: s o w s o v o 5 ¢ o X 270 000 30 585¢ 10 11,3 12 920 42,2 7 585 24.8 i
HUNICIPALITIES. + o & o & v &+ (x) 287 000 3% 2621 1) 11,9 29 622 86,5 1 926 5.6 . . 259 322 8.4 79 592 2.6] 824 108 26,8 44 994 1.4
My . .. 40 383 5.6 5 240 0.7f 351 988 49,1 11 023 1,5 "
CALIFORNIAG « o « o o s o s o ¢ o4 22 314] 25 853 000| 3 071 563 "41,9) 1 510 828 49,2 355 718 11.6 voe e o 218 93¢ 9.3 74 382 3.2 472 120 20.1 30 97 1.3
STATE . PR R (x)] 11 594 000 716 973 L 642 267 292 37,3 41 047 5,7 NT1 . e . e 171 910 12,5 70 184 5,1 451 918 33.0 25 911 1.9
LOCAL, TOTALw + o o o o o & o o 4 (x)| 14 258 %00] 2 354 590 6,50 1 243 536 52,8 314 671 13.4 Mumcxuunes. . - 47 029 4,8 4 168 0.8 20 203 2.1 5 061 0.5
UNTIES: o o 6 o 6 o o o o s o (x)] 8 383 000| 1 3v1 282} 6.4 351 690 25,61 299 669 21,9 3 X .
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 o o o« s o » & (x) 5. 896 000 983 308 |+ 6.7 891 846 90,7 15 004 1.8 & COLORADO. & o ¢ o ¢ ¢ o 5 » s o 5 & 23 020 8.4 4§ 642 146 68 166 24,0 4§ 203 1.5 I
1 STATE o o o o s o o 2.0 ¢ s ¢ 4 4 4 624 4,0 4 620 4.0 52 287 45,6 1 427 1.2 :
COLORADOY s & s o o » o o o o & o 4 2 706{ 2 795 000 278 884 0.0 144 210 51,7 34 644 12.4 LOCAL, YOTAL. & « o o« o o o » o « 18 396 10.8 22 (Z) 15 899 9,4 2 776 1.6
STATE e e ek e e e e, {x)} 1 488 000 108 945 7.3 22 468 20,6 23 539 21.6 COUNTIESs « 4 o o o o o ¢ s o o 11 223 24.8 16 (2} 9 004 19.9 822 1.8
| LOCAL, TOTAL: o » + o o o v s ol (x)| 1 307 000 169 93¢ 3,0 121 742 7146 11 105 6.5 MUNICIPALITIES: 4 4 « o s = o o 7173 5.8 6 tz) 6 895 5.5 1 953 1.6
" COUNTIES: ¢ o o o s v o ¢ o o 4 (x) 474 000 45 345 9.6 21 608 47,7 2 672 5,9
} MUNICIPALITIES: o o » « ¢ « o & (x) 833 000 124 594 5,0 100 135 80,4 8 433 6,8 CONNECTICUT 40 6 8 4 s e e et e 13 902 4,8 3 ou4 1.4 61 378 21,3 3 434 1.2
& . STA TR 9 594 6.8 3 675 2.6 60 987 43,5 2 287 1.6
i cONNECTICUT P P 3116 § 260 000 287 565 6,8 172 915 6041 31 99% 11.1 . LOCAL, TOTALY + o o v s s “ .o 4 208 2.9 269 0.2 39 0,3 1187 0.8
o STA O (x)] & 975 000 140 309 7.1 33 523 23,9 30 263 21.6 - MUNICIPALITIES: & o s o o » o » 4 308 2.9 269 0.2 391 0.3 1167 0,8 :
(R LOCAL, TOTALs & o o v o s s s o s (x)| 2 285 000 147 256 6.4 139 392 9447 1 728 1.2 i i
vl MUNICIPALITIES: o 4 « & ¢ o » & (x){ 2 285 000 147 256 6.4 139 392 94,7 1728 1.2 DELA"ARE- e e e . 3 095 4.3 1 082 15 20 384 28,2 1 126 1.6 =
“f‘ ATE o+ o o 0 o o . 2 169 4,4 1 023 2.1 20 384 41,0 1 095 2,2
S DELAVIARE- P N say 679 000 72 349 10,7 33 907 46,9 12 756 17.6 LOCAL. TOTAL. o . 926 Gl 043 - - 31 0.1
oy STATE . , v i e e e s e e (xg 517 000 49 689 ; 9.6 14 417 290 10 601 21.3 ) . ..COUNTIES, , , . e R LT . 046 .= - 3 (z)
g LOEAL.a_IOTAL. e ee e {x) 162 000] 22 660 19,0 19490l . - 855 2 458 el e - e T RUNITIFACITIZS: . 581 4.4 - - - 28 0.2
i A I COUNTIES, st e e v ¢33 &9 U090 600 = <405 810 7943 1 584 16,8 . .
iR MUNICJfALITIES. [ (x) 74 000 13 060 17.6 11 880 91,0 571 4.4 DISKICT OF COLUMBIA, 4 « « o o o & 6 482 3.0 7 6 002 2.8 77 603 35.9 414 0,2
. I LI I IR L B - - - - - - - -
» DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, e 671 1 791 000 216 136 | 12,1 102 983 47,6 22 652 10,5 LOCAL, TOTALs & 5 + o o v v o o o & 482 3.0 [ 6002 2.8 77 603 35.9 414 0.2 :
’ STAT! e e e e e e %) - -~ - - - - - HURTCIPALITIES. © 3 o 0 v 0 o o 6 uB2 3,0 | 6 002 2.8 77 603 35.9 414 9,2 :
LOCAL, TOTALs « » + e x; 1 791 000 216 136 . 12,1 102 983 47.6 22 652 10,5 / . ) ‘
MUNICIPALITIES. . e X 1 791 000 216 136 12,1 102 983 41,6 22 652 10,5 FLORIDA o o o o o i v 6 4 s s .64 51 238 5,3 1 19 679 2,0{ 275 332 28,0 19 717 2,0 3
| , STATE o oo s a0 ¢ 0 s v 0 ¢ 0 s 34 304 9.1| / 15 184 4.0 212 484 56,1 9 824 2.6 i
FLORIDA C e r e b e e e e s s 8 661 7 597 000 984 640 13,0 492 855 50,0 126 020 12.8 LOCAL, TOTALe 4 o oo s o o o o o 16 934 2.80/ 4 495 047 62 848 10,4 9 893 1,6 ;
e e e x}| 3 565 000 378 842 10.6 65 581 17,3 41 465 10,9 GOUNTIES. o o o o s o v o v o 8 504 2.6/ 4 17 1.4 53 146 16.5 7 877 2,4 i
S 6 e e e s e s x)| 4 032 000 605 798 15,0 427 074 70,5 84 555 14,0 HUNICIPALITXES. Pe e e e e s 8 430 3.0 78 (2) 9 702 3.4 2 015 0.7 %
T s e s e s e e x; 2 106 000 322 297 5,3 170 452 52,9 77 900 24,2 Y/ ;
MUNICIPALITIES, & + o v o o o o (x 1 926 000 283 501 14,7 256 622 90,5 6 655 2,3 ) GEORGIA o o # ¢ o ¢ o 4 ¢ s o o « & 18 221 4,8 3 130 0.8) 126 355 30,9 5 354 1,3 :
‘ STATE o w s 0 a3 o3 s o 4 044 6 uie v.3 362 0.2 86 629 57.9 3 996 2.7 :
GEORGIA + o o .. e s oe 5 075] 4 265 000 408 847 9.6 198 802 48,6 56 984 13.9 o r LOCAL, TOTAL- PR R R 11 805 % 2 768 14l 39 726 15,3 1 358 0.5 i
STATE & o o0 s o o s oo (x 2 733 000 149 494 5.5 41 044 27,5 11 050 7.4 ’ 1 : GOUNTIES: « u o o o 4 ¢ o o o s 8 059 5 2 595 1.8 33 830 23.2 444 0.3 o
LUCALs TOTAL, o o+ & e e v e fx 1 532 000 259 353 16,9 157 761 60,8 43 934 17.7 L MUNICIPALITIES. + o o 0 o 0 it 3 746 173 0.2 5 895 5,2 914 0,8
COUNTIES, .. s o e e X} 702 000 145 749 20,8 59 649 40,9 41 172 28,2 :
wuntcrpaCITiEs, . e s e s (x) 830 000 113 603 13,7 98 113 8644 4 763 4,2 HMVAXX. I T S 6 987 1 453 1.4 23 951 23:3 1 815 1.8 o
STATE . D 2 41} ! 1453 3.2 23 204 50.9 1519 3.3 :
HAWATZIe o o 6 ¢ 0 u o o o o ¢ o « & 902 1 724 000 102 897 6,0 53 416 51.9 15 275 14,8 LOCAL; TOTAL. R 4 576] ./ 8.0 - - 747 1.3 296 0.5 :
STAYE v o o« o s o s s o o ¢ oo (x)| 1 374 000 45 615 3.3 1 753 3.8 18 275 33,5 OUNT R 1 394 9.4 - - N7 5.0 218 1.5 !
LOCALs TOTALe & o o s o o » » o &« (x) 350 000 57 282 16,4 51 663 90,2 - - 8 HUNxclPALrTIES. Ve s s e e e 3 1e2 7.5 - - - - 78 0,2
COUNTIES. o o o o 0 o o s o v & (x) 87 000 14 865 171 12 506 8441 - - o ‘ ;
HUNICIPALITIES: o o o o ¢ o o & (x) 263 000 42 417 16,1 39 157 92,3 - - f IDAHO & v 4 6 s 4 0 o b o5 0 o o 4 5 848 8,6 1 052 145 12 980 19,1 2 677 3.9
STATE R - 2590 8.5 - - 10 591 34,8 2 376 7.8 iy
IDAHO « o o v o o o o e'¢ o 6 o o 88z 793 000 68 082 8,6 36 094 33,0 9 431 13,9 LOCAL, TOTAL. P N 3 258 8.7 1 052 2.8 2 389 6.3 304 0.8 :
o e T (x) 542 000 30 433 5,6 10.048 33.0 4 828 15,9 COUNTIES, o s v o o o « o o s o 2 339 11.8 1 o484 5.4 2 362 11.9 222 1.1 :
L°gé"3ﬁ7}'g;"'-- I AR (x) fsx ggo 3; ggz 15,0 26 g“ b?’.z 3603 12,2 WUNICIPALITIES, & o o 1 4 1A 919 5,2 8 (Z 27 .2 7% 0.4 !
TR 35 000 1 18,7 24 4749 385 241 : - i
MUNICIPALITIES. - & S . o1 88 117 000 17 773 1523 16 532 93'0 318 21.2 £ See footnotes at ond of table., . i
See footnotea at end of table. // i
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPéNDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT

Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure, by State and type of
government, fiscal year 1979—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total eriminal

justice systen Police protection Judicial
2 Total

tate ana type of govermaens® | (RSO | adrece i e Pereent,

expenditure Amount direct Amount criminal Amount criminal

oxpendi- Justice Justice

ture aystem syatem
TLLINOIS. 4 o o 0 0 o ¢ 0 o ¢ ¢ o & 11 238; 10 372 000 1 249 093 12.0 \448 314 59.9 129 808 10.4
STATE « o s ¢ o v 2 a0 s s ¢ s ¢4 (x)] 6 322 000 313 737 5.0 ‘85 675 27.3 50 217 16,0
LOCAL, TOTAL: 4 o « o o ¢ & ¢ « & (x) 4 050 000 935 356 23,1 662 636 T0.8 79 591 8,5
COUNTIES: o 4 o o o o s 0 s o & (x) 1 120 000 311 652 27,8 62 433 20.0 78 868 25.3
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 o ¢ o o v s & (x) 2 931 000 623 704 21.3 600 203 96.2 723 0.1
INDIANA o ¢ o o o o o 2 o v ¢ o o 4 5 386 4 142 000 341 445 8,2 187 679 55,0 42 383 2.4
b e s e (x)| 2 289 000 124 284 Self 46 584 37.5 8 612 6,9
6 s e 4 b s e, (X; 1 853 000 217 161 11,7 141 095 65,0 3371 15,6
R {x 797 000 78 646 9.9 25 483 324 24 938 33.7
“ e e b v e e (x) i 056 000 138 515 13.1 115 612 83.5 8 837 64
. 2 906 2 953 000 209 691 Ta1 106 148 5046 29 733 14,2
. (x) 1 692.000 81 709 4,8 27 723 33,9 8 398 10.3
. (x) 1 261 000 127 982 10,1 78 425 61,3 21 33% 16,7
. (x) 585 000 64 985 11.1 18 8950 29.2 21 257 32.7
. (x) 675 000 62 997 9.3 59 475 94,4 K 0.1
. 2 347 2 305 000 175 930 76 82 806 4748 31 172 17.7
. (x 1 374 000 71 067 5.2 13 7111 19.3 15 610 22,0
. (x 931 000 104 863 183 69 095 6549 15 562 14,8
. (x) 349 000 47 014 13,5 16 593 35.3 13 604 28,9
. (x) 582 000 57 849 9.9 52 502 90,8 1 958 3.4
KENTUCKYs « o o o o 6 o o s o o o 3 490 3 594 000 275 115 Te? 133 330 4845 44 831 16.3
STATE R (x 2 713 000 154 841 5.7 45 Q62 2941 40 164 25.9
LOCAL, TOTAL., & ¢ o« ¢ v 5 o o & 4 (x a8l 000 120 274 13,7 88 268 T34 4 667 3.9
COUNTIES, ¢ & 4 o o ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o o (x}) 345 000 50 600 14,7 24 891 4942 3 705 7.3
MUNICIPALITIESe o o ¢ o o o o & (x) 536 000 69 674 13,0 83 377 91.0 962 1.4
LOUISIANA & & ¢ & ¢ o o e o ¢ ¢ 2 o 3 986 4 122 000 386 992 9ett 198 628 51, 51 557 133
STATE ¢ o o o o o o0 0 ¢ ¢ o o 4 {x) 2 584 000 147 620 5.7 44 725 30.3 14 068 9.5
LOCALs TOTALe o o o o o » o # o & (x) 1 538 000 239 372 15,6 153 903 64,3 37 489 15,7
PARISHES: « 4 s o a ¢ o o 5 o & {x 765 000 112 650 14,7 65 904 5845 23 494 20.9
HUNICIPALITIES. I I (x; 773 000 126 723 16,4 87 999 69.4 13 998 11.0
MAINE o o ¢ o ¢ o o 5 6. ¢ o o ¢ o 4 1092 1 248 000 65 772 5.3 35 557 54,4 7 969 12,1
STATE « « » R (x) 733 000 34 219 4.7 10 305 30,1 537 19,1
LOCAL, TOTALe 4 % o 4 o % o o« o & (x) 515 Q00 31 553 6.1 25 252 80.0 1 432 8.5
COUNTIESe o o o o 0 ¢ ¢ 0 o o » (x) 25 000 9 215 36.9 3 576 38.8 1 419 15.4
MUNICIPALITIES: o« o o o » « 4 & (x) 490 000 22 338 8.6 21 676 97.0 13 0.1
MARYLAND. o « o o a o o o » 5 ¢ a & 4 148 6 724 000 504 652 7.5 256 458 50.8 62 214 12,3
STATE ¢ o o ¢ o s o o s s o o o x) 3 0i0 000 220 254 7:3 57 276 26,0 26 282 11,9
LOCALs TOTAL: & o o 4 o sa.0 ¢ o 4 x) 3 713 000 284 398 77 199 182 70.0 35 932 1246
COUNTIES, I N R X) 2 649 000 174 610 646 114 730 65.7 29 251 16.8
MUNICIPALITIES. e o v s e o s o %) 1 085 000 109 788 10,3 a4 452 76,9 6 681 6.1
MASSACHUSETTS v « o o o« o » . 577 9 136 000 626 653 6,9 387 817 57.0 88 514 14,1
STA e se v . %) 3 967 000 166 127 42 45 477 27.4 16 465 9.9
o . . X) 5 169 000 460 526 8,9 311 940 67,7 72 049 15.6
. o v . . x) 166 000 99 537 60,0 1 952 240 50 906 53.1
MUNICIPALITIES. . o & « . X) 5 002 000 360 989 7.2 309 988 85,9 21 143 5,9
HICHleN. ) . g 9 181 10 791 000 1 052 555 9.8 559 302 5341 143 761 13.7

STA . . x) 5 938 000 304 563 Bl 94 886 31.2 26 345 8,
LOCAL, TOTAL. . . Xx) 4 852 000 T47 992 15.4 464 U416 62,1 117 416 15.7
COUNTIES, 4 & . x) 1 896 000 297 426 15,7 67 971 2249 92 267 31,0
MUNICIPALITIES . X) 2 957 000 450 567 15,2 396 445 88,0 25 149 5,6
MINNESOTA &+ o o ¢ o o 4 o0 s o o & 4 o024 4 679 000 342 988 Te3 171 412 50,0 45 381 13.2
STATE oo s 0.5 ¢ o ¢ o' 0 o ¢ o o %) 2 468 000 96 144 3.9 33 221 34,6 13 356 1349
LOCAL, TOTALe 4 o o 4 o o ¢ o 4 & X) 2 211 000 2046 844 11,2 138 191 56,0 32 025 13,0
COUNTIES, R X) 1 095 000 134 425 12,3 34 544 25,7 31 954 23.8
HUNIC!PALITIES. N R ) x) 3 116 000 112 420 10,1 103 647 9242 71 0,1
MISSISSIPPI v o o v 4 6o o o o o o & 2 400 2 207 000 132 072 6.0 71 380 54.0 15 753 11,9
STATE ¢ o v ¢'sa o o s s o ¢ s o o %) 1 402 000 59 186 He2 21 916 37.0 4 747 8.0
LOCAL, TOTAL: & o s o o o % o 2 & X) 805 000 72 886 9.4 49 H64 67.9 11 008 15,1
COUNTIES, s e e s s e 0 e 0 . X) 485 000 31 639 6.5 11 749 3741 9 890 31.3
HUNICIPALITXES. P R T S %x) 319 000 41 247 12.9 37 716 9144 1115 2.7
MISSOURI. o ¢ o o 6 o s 5 ¢ o o o & 4. 847y 3 696 000 393 986 10.7 234 480 59.6 81 566 13.1
STATE « o v o 5 s s a s o 8 2 o« x) 2 202 000 112 995 5.4 36 856 3246 19 244 17.0
LOCAL, TOTALs o ¢ o o o o o & » o X 1 495 000 280. 991 8.8 197 824 T044 J2 322 11.5
COUNTIES: 4 u s o ¢ v o ¢ o o & X 355 000 87 057 22,0 36 137 41,5 20 705 23.8
HUNICIPALITIES: o o o = o o o o X 1 100 000 193 933 17.6 161 687 83.4 11 617 640
MONTANA « ¢ 5 o 'a o s o s s s o a4 780 872 000 60 121 6,9 30 4318 5046 7 192 12,0
E o o 0 o a0 a4 0 e o0 s X} £42 000 24 382 4,5 7774 3149 2 059 8.4
LOCAL, TOTAL: o s o o s ¢ ¢ o o & X 330 000 35739 10.8 22 644 63.4 8133 14,4
COUNTIES: ¢ s o ¢ o ¢ s o » o & X 162 000 21 531 13,3 9 824 45,6 4 493 20,9
MUN'CIPALITIES. 2y e 2 0 & o s X) 167 000 14 208 8.5 12 821 90,2 640 He5

See footnotes ot end of table.
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM

Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure, by State and type of
government, fiscal year 1979—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

'
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Lagal 1 d
xnpr::::u:::nnn Public defense Corrections Other criminel justice
Btate and type of government! o % of
ercent 0 Percent of Py L
Amount total eriminal Amount total criminal Amount tot:;cz::m:nal Amount toii;CZZ:mzﬁal
Justice ayatem Juatice system Justice system ljustice system
ILLINGIS. 4 4 4 o v o o o s s o & & 59 849 4.8 15 387 12| 259 ™ 20.8 35 967 2.9
STATE o v 4 o o o v s o o v e 13 150 4.2 2 023 0.6 | 159 436 50.8 3236 1.0
LOCAL, TOTALs & o o « o o o ¢ « & 46 699 5,0 13 364 1.4 100 335 10.7 32 731 3.5
COUNTIES: o & o + o o o s o v o 31 439 101 13 313 4,31 T96 838 3101 28 761 9.2
MUNICIPALITIES: + o v v o o + o 15 260 2.4 50 2 3 497 0.6 3 970 0.6
INDIANA « v v o s o o o s o . 18 793 5.5 3 329 1.0 85 709 25,1 3 554 1.0
c e, . 6 181 5.0 580 0.5 60 956 49.0 1371 1.1
e . 12 612 5.8 2 749 1.3 24 753 1104 2 180 1.0
e . 6 793 8.6 2 237 2.8 18 080 23.0 1138 1.4
e . 5 819 4.2 513 0. 6 693 4.8 1 o4z 0.8
IOWA, & ¢ o o o s o o oy . 12 405 5.9 3 757 1.8 | 56 299 26,8 1 349 0.6
STATE + v v 4 v n n u v s : 3 145 3.8 68 0.1 41 570 50,9 05 1.0
LOGAL, TOTAL, L4 o L1l . 3 260 12 3 689 2.9 14 729 11.5 54 0o
e tee e 3 64 5.6 14 095 1.7 540 0.8
~ MUNICIPALITIES, . . . . . 2760 4.4 w4 0.t 634 2o 5 12)
KANSAS: o o o s o o s s o o s o« 13 o048 7.4 2 471 1.4 42 946 24.4 3 485 2.0
s . e 5 068 7.4 2 222 3.1 33 895 37.7 561 0.8
LogALy ToThL, ¢ o il 7 980 8 249 a2 9 051 8.6 2 924 2.8
t et e ey 180 0s4 8 487 18.1 2 527 5.6
MUNICIPALITIES. + « + + o « + o 2 57 4.2 69 0.1 564 1.0 297 0.5
KENTUCKYs o o 4 o o o 6 o o o o s s 19 861 7.2 2 488 0.9 67 085 284 7 522 2.7
STATE . . e 15 197 9.8 1821 12| 49 816 32.2 2 781 1.8
LOCAL, TOTALs v v o o v o o v o s 4 864 3.9 667 0.6 17 269 14,4 § 741 3.9
COUNTIES, & = o o o o v v o v s 2 644 5.2 553 1.1 14 350 2824 4 458 38
MUNICIPALITIES: + o « o + & & 4 2 020 2.9 114 0.2 2 919 4.2 283 0.4
LOUISIANA + ¢ 0w v v v o v e s 20 520 5.3 2 231 0.6 | 114 231 2847 2 825 0.7
STATE et 8 118 5.5 - ‘. 79 310 53.7 1 390 o
LOCAL, TOTAL. + o o s o s v st 12 402 5.2 2 231 0.9 31921 133 1 426 0.6
PARISHES, & 2 o v « o v o o o o 5 824 5.2 1 062 0.9 15 774 4.0 595 0.5
HUNICIPALITIESs o ¢ o v o o o o 6 579 5,2 1 169 0,9 16 147 1247 834 0.7
MAINE 4 o o o o o n o o o o s o o 3 @33 5.8 800 1.2 16 268 24,7 1 344 0
STATE . , e e 2 391 7.0 799 2.3 12 857 37.6 1 330 50
LOCAL, TOTAL, &+ o i 0t i D] L 4z 1 (2 3411 10.8 14 (2}
Y o s . . . .

MUNICIPALITIES, + o ¢ o v o o " 649 2.9 ! 2 - 3l H 02
MARYLAND. & o o v v aew v s 20 731 4.1 7 233 1.4 | 155 os8 30,7 2 929 0.6
ST e e 2 708 1.2 7 213 3.3 124 624 56.6 2 154 1.0
LOCAL, TOTAL. &+ v o 2 0 1t 18 023 8.3 20 (2 30 464 10.7 778 0.3
COUNTIES: o s o + o o « o o 12 007 6.9 20 (z3 18 131 1004 473 0.3
HUNICIPALITIES: + o » + & + 6 016 5.5 - - 12 333 1.2 307 0.3

MASSACHUSETTS + v & v 4 & v 28 191 4.5 8 662 1.4 | 135 363 21.6 8 505
STA P 12 259 7.4 3 606 2,2] 85 070 51.2 3 250 i
LOCAL, ‘TOTALs « + « + o =+ 4 15 932 3.5 5 056 1.1 50 293 10,9 5 255 11
COUNTIES, o o s o o o+ 4 5 279 3.3 2 843 2.8 38 923 3802 533 0.5
HUNICIRALITIES, © o & &+ 10. 653 3.0] 2 213 0.6 12 270 34 4 722 1.3

MICHIGAN. o o ¢ o o s o v o v v s s 56 385 5.4 16 233 1.5 | 272 748 25.9 ¥ 127
STATE B 14 845 4.9 1 472 0.5 | 164 839 51,1 217 0.7
LOCAL, TOTAL. [ T 41 540 546 14 761 2,0 107 909 14,4 1954 0.3
COUNTIES: o o o o « o v o o o o 27 023 9.1 14 132 4.8 94 769 31,9 1 264 0.
MUNICIPALITIES: &+ + o o s s o 0 14 517 3.2 629 0.1 13 140 2.9 687 0.2

MINNESOTA o o 4 o o o s 0 o o o o s 26 778 7.8 ? 416 2.2 88 508 25,8 49
STATE « . e 629 89 928 1.0 41 208 4229 1 803 i
LOCAL, TOTALs o o o o v v o o o s 21 149 8.6 6 488 2.6 47 300 19.2 1 691 0.7
COUNTIES, o » o v o v o o o v o 14 224 10,6 6 455 4.8 | 46 580 34,7 667 0.5
HUNICIPACITIES: o« + o o v oot 6 925 6.2 33 () 721 0.6 1 024 0.9
MISSISSIPPI o v 0o v v v v us 6 204 4.7 920 0.7 36 434 27.6 1 381 1,0
TATE o e et 3 536 6.0 - - 27 823 47.0 1164 2.0
LOCAtﬁTIg;AL. e e 2 ¢ea 3.7 920 1.3 8 611 11.8 217 0.3

. e, 4.8 875 2.8 7 402 2304 199 :

MONYCIRALITIESS TS i il .. 1143 2.0 45 0.1 1 209 2.9 18 3]

MISSOUR. o 4 ¢ o o s o o s o o & 18 185 4.6 3 031 0.8 84 481 21.4 2 ou3
STATE . et 2 803 2.3 2 710 204 50 798 45,0 584 e
LOCAL, TOTALL + v o o o v o v v o 15 382 5.5 321 0.1 33 683 12.0 1 459 0.5
COUNTIES: o « o o o o' o o o v o 8 440 9.7 32 (z) 21 440 24,6 302] 0.3
MUNICIPALITIES, o o+ o & o 4 + o 6 942 3.6 288 0.1 12 243 6.3 1 156 0.6

HONTANA & 4 4 v @ o s s o s o s's o 4 203 7.0 676 fal 16 218 27.0 1 415
STATE e er e 1212 5.2 63 0.3 12 221 5001 993 o
LocAL. TOTALY o o v v o v veat 2 931 B.2 613 1.7 3 997 1.2 422 1.2
COUNTIES, o 2 o v o » o u v o o 2 286 1016 597 2.8 3 910 1802 422 2.0
MUNICIPALITIES. + o o v o o v o 645 4.5 16 0.1 87 0.6 - -

See footnotes at ond of cable.
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50 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT ! CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM : .

i . : 51
Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure, by State and type of | Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system diréct expenditure, by State and type of
N i t
government, fiscal year 1979—Continued : j government, fiscal year 1979—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands) ! , . (Dollar amounts in thousands)
. " ‘ ) Legal 1 d )

}:::iu:rt;:::; Police protection Judicial ! Bnpr::::u:::nnn Public defense Corrections Other criminal Juntiﬁ(_e

Total } State and typs of government? r— . m < i

Population® a . Percent Percent Pe: t : ' : . ercent of . Percent of Percent of
State .and type of government! {in thousands} ex d;’;::::,re: ' of t:tnl 1 . of total uxr:::-l : 4 . Amount ;:::iccum:nl Amount | total criminel Amount total criminal Amount . [total criminal
Lo Amount direct Anount crininal Amount ¢riminal E o system . Justice system Justice system Justice system

expendi- . Justice Justice 3 R R g

. ture 2ysten | oyaten ? NEBRASKAL s s vsn e 7599 6.2 1 285 1.0 37 298 30,5 el - 0.7
NEBRASKAe + o o o o o 6 o s s o s o 15690t 4sy 00| 122 220 8.4 59 731]  us.9l 15 w72| . 12,7 | JLOCAL,'TOTAL, & . s s Lo 6 399 53 1 255 o M oo o
e e e e x)I 7 837 000 52 316 6.3 14 341 27.4 608 14,5 ! U COUNTIES. o s v v v s v v v et 4 383 1439 1 255 i 7 865 26.2 268 0.9

LOCAL, TOTALa &+ o o+ v o o v s v (x 614 000 9 904 1104 45 390 6429 7864 1103 ' MUNICIPALITIES. o+ o o o v s s | 1 916 4.8 - - 634 106 228 0.6
COUNTIES: o o o % ¢ » « s o 2 & (x 254 000 30 032 11.8 10 349 34,5 5 812 19,4 : T * *
MONICTPALTTIES: | 1110 10! {x 360 000 39 872 111 35 41 87.9 2 053 5.1 ,: NEVADAS o o4 s e v unvv e 8 929 7.8 2 ous 1.8 33 995 29,7 957 0.8

NEVADA: « o o o o o ¢ 6 0. ¢ 8 ¢ 2 o 666 922 000 114 487 12,4 53 818 47,0 14 43 12.9 ; LOCAL, TOTALY o v o o L ot it 7 054 R L5 2.2 14 23 9 LA 5
STATE . N (%)) as2 000 32 519 7.2 7875 2402 2 4og 7.4 ; COUNTIES: o+ 2 o o o v w o s v, 5 523 a1 L1 2| 13 fes 2127 378 Y
LOCAL, ‘TOTALs = + v v v v v v v s X 470 000 a1 968 1744 45 943 56.0] 42 339 15.4 MUNICIPALITIES, + o o © o1 o ! 1 588 74 - 2) 1 057 520 - .2

COUNTIES, 4 o o v s o ¢ ¢ o o & (x) 312 000 40 899 19.5 29 910 49.1 9 928 16,3 :\‘ *
NUNICIPALITIES. + o o o 0 1 o s (x)| 158 000 21 069 1333 16 033 7601 2 4t 1.4 ‘ NEW HAKPSHIRE + 4 s v s 0w v v o s 2 017 4.4 668 11| 14 61y 32,0 916 1.4

NEW HAMPSHIRE v o o o o o « o o o o 869 868 000 63 519 7.3 37 235 58,5 7 269 11,4 COCAL, TOTALY L L il 1 300 37 ] i 2o 1506 220 2.1

: STa e e )| 813 000 23 238 4.5 8 977 38,6 2 166 9.3 1 COUNTIES. & 4 o' v s v s v s o s 560 5.4 43 0.4 4 607 456 t ;02

LOCAL, TOTAL. = o 4 o 0 it it x)| 35 ooo 40 261 1.3 28 258 70.2 5 103 12,7 ; KUNICIFALITIES, + o o o o1 oL 940 3 - - 463 1.5 267 " 0e9
COUNTIES. + o o o o v o v o o o X 48 000 10 322 215 287 163 3 208 3t , -5 .
MUNICIPALITIES. & + v o o o o {x 307 000 29 939 9.8 26 3N 881 1 897 6.3 : NEW JERSEY+ o+ + o s SEER N 13| 19 2.1 | 178 573 i9:9 5 334 0.6

NEW JERSEYe o o o o 4 o o o o o 0 o 7 315| 8 457 000| 898 200 10,6/ 509 527 56,7| 120 341 13,4 : N - 5 53 I #14 ot | 99 e78 1308 4 768 o
STATE + o s o v o o v o v v o nn x)| 3 789 000] 226 799 6.0 74 078 32, 32 454 143 | NTI .. S T - 16.7 196 0.1 | 90 643 392 3 518 1.5
LOCAL, TOTALs o o + 5 = v o o o s x)| & 668 000 671 4ot ihok| 435 449 s4,9| 87 887 131 : MUNICIPALITIES. | e 13 845 301 272 oot 35 () 1.252 0.3

COUNTIES, o a0 o o o s o » s o (x)| 1 916 000 231 168 12,1 32 759 14,2 65 547 28.4 ° - 7

. HUNICIPALIT!ES. e e {(x)| 2 752 coo} 4o 233 16.0] 402 &%0 91.8] 22 30 5.1 Ney HEKICO. e e e 9 509 7.8 2 789 2.3 | 34 542 28.4 3 731 3.1

"Eg,£$"’°°- s e . 1213 1403000 121713 8.7 58 283 sl 1z es 10.6 ; LocaL, TOTALe + o vt v i e vt 2 142 517 2 oil # e R T o8

s e i s e s . X 3 981 I8 . : . : OUNTIES, ) - - -

LOCAL, TOTAL. 5 + . . . X 426 00 57 734 13.6 43 889 6.0 2 253 R : ; NUNICIPALITIES: § D 1Ll o 1l 1 508 33 83 0.2 3 71 "ot 108 55
COUNTIES, o « o o . X 109 000! 17 375 15,9 9 700 55,8 576 3,3 : G ° : ‘ ‘ "
wunicipaLIfiés, o | . x 317 000 40 359 12.7 34 190 24e7 1 677 4.2 ; NENYORKs «eeseee e s .| 183 998 5.9] 42 334 1.4 1 642 108 20.8 | 45 275 1.5

NEW YORK. o o o o o » o 17 746 | 28 865 000 . 3 09% 028 10.7] 1 695 139 s4.8| 485 179 15,7 ! LoCAL, "TOTALS o o o sttt e ] y38 Gas el 390 1| 283 het 158 22 I3 2.3

O x)! 9 122 600 981 158 10,8 123 115 12.5| 416 902 42,5 ! OURTIES, + + o o v o v v o vt 38 688 8.0l 13 519 2.5 | 101 0% el % o8
L x)| 12 783 000l 2 112 810 19.7) 1 872 024 o e 2am 3.2 : MUNICIPALITIES. ¢ 0 000 00 0] 96 o9 5.8| 15 026 1.2 | 161 324 9.8 | 18 699 1.1
MUNICIPALITIES. & .« . %)| 1% 700 00| 1 651 #93 12| 1 312 4os 79.5| 43 899 2.7 NORTH CAROLINAL o+« v o oo e v o 23776 5.6 s 021 1.3 | 176 232 58.2 6 509 1.4

NORTH CAROLINAL o o o o o & o o 3% 5871 6767 000 451 527 6.8 196 296 42.5] 50 693 11.0 LOCAL, TOTALe + » o o o o v s s o 4 094 a2 ® % 351 0% ase S5 3 o e
STATE o aco s o v v v o o v o v {x)| 3 o4s oco| 276 398 9.1 46 066 16,70 40 436 1426 COUNTIES, o » o o o o v o o o 1 934 506 40 0,4 | 17 236 2350 2 889 3i8
LOCAL, TOTALe o v v o v v « o o (x)| 3 722 ooo] 188 132 5.0] 150 230 81,1 10 277 5.6 MUNICIPALITIES. & & o o o o o} 2 160 ER 24 ) 196 002 sl o't

COUNTIES, o & v v o v o o o o (x)| 2 a6 ooo 74§ 959 2.6 42 615 569 10 215 1306 , .
MuNteIPALITIES, D1 D15 00! (x) 826 000] 110 174 13.3| 107 588 9747 63 0.1 NORTH DAKOTAs + + s 0 s s v o v 3 15 8.0 339 0.9 6 831 iT.2 1 484 3.7
.« . . 0 - -

NORTH DAKOTAs ¢ o s « o o o o s 5 s 653 768 000 39 669 5.2 21 217 53.6 6 546 16,5 LOGAL, TOTAL: « o » o v v v v ot 2 120 i 339 1.3 $ o3 74 148y 1.2
STATE o o v o o v o v o v ve ot (%) 531 000 13 220 2.5 3 697 2800 2 073 1807 COUNTIES: o o e s v o v v o v o 1 691 13:1 334 2.5 1813 1400 N z
LOCAL; TOTALe o o o v o v o o o & {x) 237 000 26 449 11.2 17 580 56.5 4 473 16,9 HUNICIPALITIES, + o 4 o 0 0 o . 428 3.2 5 t2) 123 0u9 - -

COUNTIES, s 4 s o o « = ¢ o o 4 (x) 89 000 12 910 14,5 5 043 39.1 4 029 31.2 \,l\ » ' v
HUNICIFALIT!ES. 8 e e w e s (x) 148 000 13 538 9.1 12 536 926 445 3.3 - N ] °H§$a R R S S A RSP R ) ?g gég 2-8 1 312 1.3 209 9581 24,1 17 055 2.0

IO s v v vesaacenan, 10 732 3 47 000l 7t ga7 g2 42 ou 51.5 134 oar 154 i LOgAL,T}'g;AL: CetiLLale 37 115 Siel 10 992 ol i i s | 83 a3

LocAL, T6TAL: e 83 4 529 000, 659 358 sie| 393 sesl . el adadgael  ala : MuNteIRACH e Ll L 2 549 HE 3 el il N <43
"""" PR xJ] & 6% GO~ 253 358 12.9] 788 328 23,0 86 018 33.9 TEIEER e e e n v ’ 80 102 0.2 16 507 fal 326 ia
MONTCIRALITIES, § L o Ll %3] 2 565 oco| 405 970 15.8| 335 389 82:6| 32 778 8.1 OKLAHGHA. « + . .. el t1ses 5.7 1138 0.6 | 67 359 33.1 920 0,5

OKLAHOMAS o o o o o o o o o o o v s 2842| 2651 000 203 44s 1.7 99 899 99,3 22 547 111 L LOCAL, TOTAL. - e 4 776 407 1135 Wil %8 ES 23 260 o

DOGAL, ToTALY S Ll il 1t oio 009 102 4 o3l Gases| © 3ol 433 1300 i N iest * ceel 1% 6.3 931 35| 556 20,7 3 i
. . . « v b3 Q 1] § 1 IES e s

COUNTIES, & o o o v o o o s ot {x 247 000 26 836 10, 794 29.0| 10 685 39.8 te 2 924 3.9 203 0.3 2sm 3.4 s 0.3

KUNICIPALITIES: & o o 0 s v v s {x 663 000 75 678 1104 67 071 8816 2 657 3.5 : e coa| mam Ky 6 10 22| 83 oss 20,4 3 012 11

OREGON: o o o o v o o o o o o s o s 2 452| 2867 000| 282 296 9.8] 128 286 45,5 34 4o 12,2 ? ot . 14 164 39 5 738 Si3 | 3% s s | i o

5 A (x)| 1795 000] 102 416 5.7 29 842 2901 942 8.7 ; NYIES, | . 1 4 . <.t 10976 10,0 5 572 5.1 | 34 42g 3.5 631 0.6

B il 11 ‘o2 008 iag iz 0.7 34 1% ErO I < 8+ s i \, HoNIcIPALE s | | S R LU 45 162 0.2 o o 813 12
MONTCIRALITIESS o o T L Lo ol {x 544 000 70 410 1219 64 317 913 1 866 207 } : PERNSYLVANIAL ¢ ¢ v o v oo v v onf 58 m .0 uem 1.1 | 288 go7 29, | 793 0.8
PENNSYLVANIAL + 2 e o v o v o e e s 11763} 10 326 000 1 085 972 1.2 56 ey s3sl 162 134 5.4 ‘ ~LOCALaTTOTAL: N B T 21 e ne | 13 259 10:2 ? %03 a3
M X 6| . . ; R BT 11 9.6 b 863 3| a2 Yo 40,8 B4 0.4

Locat, orhLl | tie x) 3oy 763 06 g3l due 90 se.6| 124 3t 613 HUNICIPALITIES, o & o . 4 s o o] 19 468 ER 4 959 0.9 | 57086 10,2 949 0.2
MUNICIPALITIES: & v v o v o v o x)| 2 7us ocol 560 375 20,4 427 035 76.2| 50 847 9.1 RHODE 1SLAND: + 4 o v 4 v v o v s s 3 778 4.0 816 0.9 | 25 s28 27.3 1 085 1.2

RHODE ISLAND, o o+ o v o v o s o v s 932 | 1 444 000 93 437 6.5 49 450 s2.9) 12 782 13.7 LOCAL, ‘TOTALy + ¢ v s v v v v o s i 0os 2.3 Bd LIl e 472 L o83 )
STATE . R X 528 900 53 306 6ed 10 661 20.0] 12 450 234 HUNICIPALITIES, + & + o o v o o 1 008 2.5 : - - - 5 5
LOCAL, TOTAL: o o o o v o v o o o X 616 000 40 131 6.5 38 789 9647 332 0.8 ,

HUNICIPALITIES, & + o o o v o & x 617 000 40 131 6.5 38 789 9627 332 0.8 SOUTH CAROLINAL '+ + v v 4 v v o . 3 w3 4.5 1 781 0.8 [ 62 059 29.2 2 147 1.0

SOUTH GAROLINAS o+ ¢ 4 s = e o s ¢ 2902 | 2322 000 212 182 8.4l 106 650 so.31 30 g8t 1.2 L°§35a;}2§“° cestiiiyn 3 894 Sie 59 ool e S8 Lo i

el Liv i x 94 000 . A e 3 o043

LOCAL, TOTALs + v s v o o o v o s X 729 000| 108 004 14.8 70 194 65,0] 22 699 21,0 HUNICIPALITIES. + o o 0 0 o1 ¢ 854 i 7 i ® Res i1 s orf
COUNTIES, v o o o ¢ s « ¢ o & & (x; 483 000 64 194 . 13,3 29 382 45,8 21 451 33,4 T *
WUNICIPACITIESS + o o o 0 o 0 . {x 246 000 43 810 1708 40 312 93:2 1 248 2.8 Sos footnotes at end of table.

Bee footnutes at end of table. ©
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52 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT
Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure, by State and type of
government, fiscal year 1979—Continued
(DoHaramountsinthousands)
' g:;:ic:r:::::i Police protect{on Judicial
étnta and type of govermment! Population® Total Percent Percent Percent
¥P (in thousands) di;:it 1 of total of total of total
expenditure Amount direct Amount criminal Amount eriminal
expendi~ Justice Justice
ture aysten system
SOUTH DAKOTAY o & o « o o » o o o , 690 733 000 45 498 6,2 23 910 52,6 7 070 15.5
STATE ) « e s o o & o o o o o o o (x) 518 000 23 310 4,5 6 778 29,1 5 933 25,5
LOCAL, TOTAL: & o v o 4 v s ow oy (x) 214 000 22 188 10,4 17 132 77.2 1137 5.1
COUNTIES, o ¢ 4 4 0 v a o v s . (x 90 000 10 572 1.7 6 056 57,3 1123 10,
MUNICIPALITIES: o o v v 4 & o o (x) 124 000 11 616 9.4 11 076 95,4 13 0.t
TENNESSEE v o v o v 0 v 0 v 0w, 4 333 4 995 0op 344 557 6.8 158 630 46,4 43 337 12,7
STATE o o o v o o o o « v o o o o (x 2 241 000 118 916 5,3 22 407 18.8 10 952 9.2
LOCALy, TOTAL: & o o o v v o o v o (x 2 754 000 222 641 8.1 136 223 61,2 32 385 14,5
COUNTIES, o 4 4 o w v v o u v (x 1 348 000 94 762 7.0 28 555 30,4 24 782 26,2
MUNICIPALITIES: v o 4 4 4 4 . . (x A 406 000 127 879 9.1 107 669 84,2 7 603 5,9
TEXAS o v b e s v o s e nne s 13 0501 10 321 000 969 407 9.4 537 736 55,5 | 137 783 14,2
STATE o o 4 0.6 ¢ o s ¢ o ¢ o o4 (x)| 6 171 000 234 421 3.8 85 919 36,7 18 746 8,0
LOCAL, TOTAL, 4 o e ¢ & o o 4 o o (x)| # 151 000 734 986 17,7 451 817 615 | 119 017 16,2
COUNTIES, ¢ 4w o v v o s o v . (x| 1 335 000 308 619 22,8 87 620 21,9 | 101 {93 32,8
MUNICIPALITIES. o o o v o & o . (x)| 2 796 000 426 367 15,2 384 197 90,1 17 824 4,2
UTAHe & o o s v a0 0 W s . 1 316| 1 300 000 112 560 8.7 61 965 58,1 14 640 13,0
STATE & 4 4 s u s v u o .. (x) 917 000 46 610 5.1 17 828 38,2 8 319 11,4
LOCAL, TOTAL, . + . o u .. sx) 384 000 65 950 17.2 44 137 66,9 9 321 14,1
COUNTIES, . . + o . . . X) 185 000 28 066 15,2 13 o015 46,4 4 532 16.4
MUNICIPALITIES. . . . . (x) 199 000 37 88k 19,0 31 121 82,1 4 788 12,6
VERMONT , , , , e e e, 487 558 000 38 315 6.9 15 799 41,2 5 652 14.8
STATE . e e (x) 480 000 26 781 6.4 7 356 25,6 5 034 17,5
LOCAL, TOTAL, e v (x} 109 000 9 534 8.7 o 4i3 88,6 648 645
COUNTIES, e e e, %) 1 000 917 91,7 249 27.4 609 w645
MUNICIPALITI e fx) 108 000 8 617 8,0 8 195 95,1 8 0.4
VIRGINIAw o o o 4 s s o a v u o s, 5 177| 6 915 000 466 909 6.8 208 945 44,8 55 168 11,8
STATE o "o v v v s s s il (x){ 23w 000 211 017 6.3 51 013 24,2 | 27 414 13:0
LOCAL, TOTALe 4 o 2 ¢ 4 o o o o o (x) | 3 5p6 000 255 892 7.2 157 932 61,7 27 754 10,8
COUNTIES, , y o o 0 v o o o v o (x}| 1877 000 110 866 5,9 68 521 61,8 11 875 10,7
MUNICIPALITIES, 4 o o o v o+ v o (x)| 1 689 000 145 026 8.6 89 410 61,7 i5 875 10,9
WASHINGTON. & o o ¢ o 0 v w0 oo, - 4 247 000 372 851 8,8 180 878 48,5 43 382 11.6
STATE o s 20 s a v v s anss >3 2826000 129 315 426 38 314 29.6 7 &4l 5.9
LOCAL, TOTAL. & v o o o o s o o o <) | 1421 ooo 243 536 17.1 142 564 58,5 35 744 18,7
COUNTIES, 4 4 w 4 4 v o o o o ) 616 000 132 693 |. 24,5 46 749 35,2 29 939 22.6
MUNICIPALITIES. & o » v & & o + %) 805 000 110 843 13,8 95 816 86,4 5 803 5,2
WEST VIRGINIA « 4 v 0 v v w0 s, 1861 | 4 915 000 102 587 5,4 54 681 53,3 17 788 17.3
STATE & o o o o s o o 2 o o o o o (x; 1 539 000 53 779 3.5 28 177 39,9 12 063 22,4
LOCAL, TOTALe 4 & 4 o w v s o & o (x 376 000 48 808 13,0 33 504 68,6 5 725 11,7
COUNTIES, & v o 4 s v ue o o o {x) 147 000 23 966 16.3 10 021 41,0 5 339 22,3
MUNICIPALITIES: ¢ v « o o « o+ . (x; 229 000 24 842 10,8 23 483 94,5 336 1.6
WISCONSIN , , . , P 4683 5 912 000 407 676 6,9 216 469 53,1 47 101 11,6
STATE o v 4 o & ‘e e (x) | 2 642 000 128 147 4,9 24 688 19,3 14 080 11,0
LOCAL, TOTAL, , . e, (xg 3 271 000 279 529 8,5 191 781 68,6 33 021 i1.8
COUNTIES, , . , .o (x 1 377 000 128 450 9,3 48 226 37.5 31 44 24,8
HUNICIPALITIES. e, (x) ] ¢ 894 goo 151 079 8,0 143 555 95,0 1 873 1.0
WYOMING + . , . . . 425 594 000 50 784 8,5 24 652 48,5 5 410 10,4
STATE + + v o s .. (x) 360 000 24 051 6.7 5 218 2107 2 027 8.4
LOCAL, TOTAL, , e (x) 234 000 26 733 11,4 19 438 7247 3 083 11.5
COUNTIES, . .o (x) 136 000 12 312 9,1 6 376 51,8 2 491 20,2
MUNICIPALITIES ‘e (x) 97 000 14 921 14,9 13 058 20,5 593 4.1
- Kepresen:s 2ero or riéundas to zero.

X Not available.

Z Less than half the unit of measurement shown.

(boroughs, parishes) are based on a canvass of all county governments and therefore are not subject to sampling variation; see text for dats lim{tat

3The relation of criminal Justice total expenditure to total general expenditure is based on data for general purpose governments only and doas n
clude data for State-operated liquor stores, independent school districts, or spectal districts.

'Data for municipalities, and the local governments totals which include municipal data, are estimstes subject to sanpling var{ation; data for countfes

tons.

2Estimaced population of States as of July 1, 1978 is derived from Bueau of the Census, Current Population Reports, Sexies P-25, No. 876, February 1980,

ot in-

-

1Y
i

ot B A

i I AT Y

e

et i g

Table 7. Percent distributio

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM
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n of criminal justice system direct expenditure, by State and type of
government, fiscal year 1979—Continued

Logel services and

Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
prosocution 3
State and typo of governaent! Percent of Porcent of Percent of Percent of
Amount total eriminal Amount totnl criminal Amount total criminal Amount total criminal
. Justice systenm Justice system Justice system [Justice aystem
' 332] 0.7
SOUTH DAKOTAs o v o o v o o o o o4 3 967 8.7 486 11 e 214 332 0.7
STATE o o o s o o o o+ 8% ¢ 4+ 1 805 7.7 - \ 8 430 64 o4 13
LOCAL,) TOTAL: &+ o o & o o s & + & 2 162 9.7 486 242 12 st 28 9+
TUCOUNTIES, o u 4 s s v s a o o4 1 686 159 s ¢ 2 13 8 3
MURICIPALITIES. + & o o v o o o 476 .1 - i
8.8 | 22 49 .
e 13 776 4,3 3 88y 1. | 98 439 28, 6
e L MR 10 204 8.6 2 306 s T osks sud | 1204 10
st e NN 355 Fo0] {08 I 17 836 18.8 20 Ts1 2.9
e .
NONICIPALITIES el 2 821 2.2 519 0.4 8 760 649 07 .
2.4
9 9 309 1.0 | 203 993 21,0°) 23 679 .
e L HEH i 152 0.1 ] 116 378 dois |1 oue 0.8
Sl oiiiiin B 8w sk k| osEl o a3 oam o
LI 3 . . » )
SONICIPRLITES, oL . 12 425 2.9 75 (z3 8 336 2.0 3 510 .
; 3
UTAHy o o o s 0 o v s o n s o o o 7771 6.9 1 008 09| s 219 2 565 2.3
STATE + v o v o o v v nv o 2 347 5.0 - i o 019 3 $ 097 2.4
LOCAL, TOTAL: o o + o v v s v o s 5 o4 8.2 1 005 18 4 sse e i s 2.2
COUNTIESs o o o o 0 v v o o o o 3 806 136 981 38 02 8:0 229 a2
MUNICIPALITIES: o o + o o o o+ 1618 4.3 23 . = e
3246 .
e 2 245 5,9 1 223 2| 12479
e S R . 1 823 6.4 1 221 42| 124z 4312 2y 32
LOCAL, TOTALs o + 4 o v o s v 0t 417 ud 2 ) 5 0.6 - (2)
COUNTIES, o v o o v o v o o v s 5 08 - 2 i ’ - )
MUNICIPALITIES. 4 + o o o o v o 412 4, " -
1.6 168 458 3641 9 .
vt S B R 15 5 3.3 | 119 426 sg:g 3 bus 14
Sl L B E) S| Em) B3| im B
. 3 ® e " L] o
AONLCIRALITESS 1Ll : 8 186 5.6 183 0.l 27 472 18,9 3 900 .6
3| 107 638 28,9 6 036 1.
TN s % 7.3 & 33 71 899 55,6 $ 35 1
N SESESEINET (IR AN T AT B
K . . 2 .
U Rt HU 802 0.7 2 454 2.2 7% 0.7
580 1.5 | 20 556 20,0 1 323 1.3
NN 2 550 51 i 2,91 15 051 28.0 1228 2.3
. L . R .
R SRR I F-{ | N 1 B YRS A~ |
CoUNTI e e . ! 3
WONTCIRALITIESS & o o 1t 11! 738 30 1 () 199 0. .
95 515 23.4 | 11479 2.8
e L 2 o e & 1% 5 70 873 55.3 3572 2.8
& N L K it 6.3 4 s 16| 2iek 8. 7 807 218
. . . 9.3 3.4 a4 55 19;% 7 904 6
I I §-+51 505 35 t2) 92 0.1 3 2)
0
5 698 1.8 | 16 483 32.5 484 1,
i ity ael, 5% 204 1 573 6016 484 2.0
LOCAL, ‘TOTALs & + & o & o o v o s 2 182 8.2 124 0.8 1510 it - -
COUNTIESe o o o o o v 4 o o v o 1 590 12,9 124 0 132 s - -
HUNICIPALITIES: o + o v o o o o 592 4

)
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT

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

type of government, fiscal year 1979
(Thousands of dollars)

Direct expenditure

Intergovernmental expenditure

State and type of goverament?! Total?
Total Direct Capital Total To State To local
‘current outlay governmente ;governmants
STATES-LOCAL, TOTAL., + o} 22 649 166]22 649 166 |21 291 775 1 357 3921 371 395 144 824} 1 226 H71
STATES o ¢ o o s o o @ 8 463 110] 7 392 S54] 6 842 196 550 358|1 070 556 ) (X)| 1 070 556
LOCAL, TOTAL . « o « ! 15 401 438{15 256 613 |14 449 579 807 034 300 839 144 824 156 014
COUNTIES & o o o o & 6 160 804 6 045 239} 5 584 475 460 764 115 5865 78 210 37 355
MUNICIPALITIES . « » 9 396 648| 9 211 374 | 8 865 104 346 270 185 274 66 615 118 659
ALABAMA, & 4 ¢ « o o o o = o » 252 4417 252 417 239 093 13 325 12 211 270 11 944
STATE. o o ¢ ¢ s ¢ o o ¢ ¢ & 116 388 105 569 102 508 3 061 10 819 (X) 10 819
LOCAL, TOTAL & o« o o ¢ o ¢ & 147 118 145 848 136 585 10 264 1 392 270 1122
COUNTIES v o s o s o ¢ o 52 776 52 472 47 226 5 246 304 184 119
MUNICIPALITIES o o o o o &« 95 464 94 376 89 359 5 017 1 o088 85 1 003
ALASKA o o ¢ o o o6 o o 4 ¢ » 110 392 110 392 107 362 3 030 2 207 329 1 878
STATE: « o o o o ¢ o 2 o ¢ ¢ 79 570 77 704 75 7136 1 968 1 866 (X) 1 866
LOCAL, TOTAL ¢ o o o o o ¢ & 33 017 32 688 31 626 1 062 341 329 12
BOROUGHS & o ¢ o o o o » & 3 452 3 452 2 899 553 - - -
MUNICIPALITIES & & o o o o 29 577 29 235 28 127 509 344 329 12
ARIZONA, & o o ¢ o .0 o, ¢ 5. v & 326 293 326 293 298 425 27 869 9 174 155 9 019
STATE: ¢« o ¢ ¢ ¢ a o 0 o o » 106 836 99 084 86 271 12 813 7 752 (X) 7 782
LOCAL, TOTAL o ¢ o o o o & & 227 364 227 209 212 154 15 056 1 422 155 1 267
COUNTIES 4 o o o s o o ¢ s 102 087 101 935 95 668 6 267 152 151 1
MUNICIPALITIES o o « o o o« 126 544 125 274 116 486 8 789 1 270 4 1 266
ARKANSAS & 4 4 ¢ o o o o 0 v & 109 578 109 578 99 467 10 111 6 845 138 ¢ 707
STATE: « 5 o 6 o o o2 s o o 50 640 44 731 37 938 6 793 5 909 (X3 5 909
LOCAL, TOTAL ¢ o o o o s ¢ @ 64 985 64 847 61 529 3 318 936 138 798
COUNTIES o o o s o ¢ o o & 30 849 30 585 28 913 1 673 263 65 198
MUNICIPALITIES o » o o o & 34 935 34 262 32 617 1 645 673 72 600
CALIFORNIA & o o 4 o o o s o & 3 071 5631 3 071 563 2 916 46} 155 102 179 568 1 843 177 724
STATE: o s ¢ o o 6,0 6 ¢ o o 847 836 716 973 666 H24 50 549 130 863 (X) 130 863
LOCAL, TOTAL & o « o s o o & 2 356 433 2 354 590 2 250 037 104 553 48 705 1 843 46 864
COUNTIES & 6 v o o s o ¢ & 1 375 240] X 371 282 1 299 479 71 803 3 958 1 720 2 238
MUNICIPALITIES « « o s o » 1 028 054 983 308 950 558 32 71850 44 747 124 44 623
COLORADO & & o o o o o o s o & 278 884| 278 s84{ 260 3u1 18 5431 & 182 45 6 11“
STATE. o o ¢ o ¢ o 2 o« o o o 114 449 108 945 96 346 12 599 5 504 (X) 5 504
LOCAL, TOTAL & o ¢ o o o s o 169 984 169 939 163 995 5 944 678 45 633
COUNTIES v o ¢ o o » ¢ o & 45 819 45 345 43 999 1 346 474 31 443
MUNICIPALITIES o 5 o o s o 124 798 124 594. 119 996 4 598 204. 14 190
COMNECTICUT, 4 4 o o o o o o » 287 565 287 565 260 230 27 335 5 305 1 452 J 852
STATE. & o o o ¢ o 2 o o o 143 709 140 309 130 739 9 570 3 400 (X) 3 400
LOCAL, TOTAL & o « o« o » s & 148 708 187 256 129 491 17 765 1 905 1 452 452
MUNICIPALITIES o o o ¢ o 4 149 161 147 256 129 491 17 765 1 905 1 452 452
DELAWARE o 4 o o o o o o o o » 72 349 72 349 66 524 5 826 1 795 - 1 795
STATE. o 2 6.6 o ¢ o o 2 ¢ 51 483 49 689 45 688 4 001 1 794 (X) 1794
LOCAL, TOTAL . o & « o o ¢ & 22 660 22 660 20 836 1 825 1 - 1
COUNTIES o o o o o o o o & 9 600 9 600 7 936 1 664 - - -
MUNICIPALITIES 4, v « o s 13 062 13 060 12 900 161 i - !
DIg}gICT OF COLUMBIA . 4 o ¢ & 216 136 216 136 211 081 5 055 - - -
TEe ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ o o ¢ o o i - - - - (X) -
LOCAL, TOTAL . o o o o o o & 216 136 216 136 211 081 5 055 - - -
MUNICIPALITIES o o o« o o & 216 136 216 136 211 081 5 055 - - -
FLORIDA., o o ¢ s o o o o o o o 984 640 984 640 909 419 75 223 21 572 1 685 19 887
STATE. & 5 ¢ ¢ o o o s o s 393 465 378 842 347 666 31 176 4 623 (X) 14 623
LOCAL, TOTAL v ¢ o o « s s 607 483 605 798 561 753 44 045 6 949 1 685 5264
COUNTIES & o o o o o s 2 & 326 072 322 297 291 706 30 591 3774 894 2 880
MUNICIPALITIES o o o » o o 286 676 283 501 270 047 {3 454 3175 791 2 384
GEORGIA, o o o 5 o o o o # 5 & 408 847 408 847 383 052 25 795 13 657 1] 13 571
STATE: ¢ ¢ ¢ s o s ¢ o o 8 @ 162 129 149 494 141 016 8 478 12 635 (X) 12 635
LOCAL, TOTAL o+ ¢ o ¢ s o o o 259 439 259 353 242 036 17 317 1 022 86 936
COUNTIES ¢ 4 o o 0.5 o ¢ o 146 108 145 749 134 @48 10 904 359 81 278
MUNICIPALITIES o 4 o« o o 114 266 113 603 107 188 6 415 663 5 658
HAWAIL o o o o o 6 o 5 0.8 ¢ o 102 897 102 897 89 941 12 956 1 782 - 1 782
STATE. o o 6 ¢ o ¢ o 2.0 o o 47 297 45 615 33 913 11 642 1782 (X) 1 782
LOCAL, TOTAL o & o o o & o o 57 282 57 282 55 968 1 314 - L -
COUNTIES & o o ¢ o o » ¢ o 14 865 14 865 14 571 294 - - -
MUNICIPALITIES o 4 « o o &« 42 417 42 417 41 397 '1 020 - . -

See footnotes at end of table,
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Table 8. Total criminal justice system expenditure, by character and object, by State and
type of government, fiscal year 1979—Continued

(Thousands of dollars)
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Direct expenditure ) Intergovernmental expenditure
stat dt of government? Total? Capital To State To local
’ B = Total 2i:::zt o:gla; Total governments governments
. e e e 68 082 68 082 64 456 3 626 1 875 50 1 825
B 31 681] | 30 433 28 731 1 702 1 248 x) 1 248
LOCAL, TOTAL o + v o v o o o 37 699 37 649 35 725 1 924 627 0 577
COUNTIES o o o o v o o« o o 20 047 19 a76 18 623 1 253 171 ° 122
MUNICIPALITIES & & + + - . 18 229 17 773 17 102 671 456
747
e oo v e e wl 1249 093] 1 249 093] 1 156 218 92 876| 38 908 1 161 37
’L§$§$é? tervevrnm ool 7 348 se5| 313 737|288 498 25 239| 34 832 ) 34 832
LOCALs TOTAL o + o v v o o« o 936 517| 935 356| 867 720 67 637 4 076 116l 915
COUNTIES o » o o o « o s & 313 309| 311 652| 260 607 51 045 1 657 980 , 818
MUNICIPALITIES + o o o « 626 123| 623 704| 607 112 16 592 2 419
' 7 667
et e e e e 341 445|341 gus| 317 199 24 245 9 378 1711
e O S A 131 477| 124 284] 111 221 13 063 7 193 ) 7193
LOCAL, TOTAL & o v v o o o o 218 871| 217 161| 205 978 11 182 2 185 L7 7i
COUNTIES » o 2 o o o o o o 80 018 78 646 73 607 5 039 1 372 36 08
MUNICIPALITIES + & & v + o 139 328) 138 515 132 371 6 144 813
8 3u1
e e e ee e e 209 691] 200 691 199 642 10 050 8 749 408
e Loty 88 039 81 709 27 394 4 315 6 330 (X 6 330
Mibwl il and BHE) fn im0 iR
coUNTIES » - L ] L] - . . . . 4
MUNICIPALITIES + + + o « « 63 994 62 997 59 822 3175 997 13 984
' 7 115
e e e e e e e 175 930] 175 930| 165 622 10 308 7 588 473
KAQSQ?E: P 75 899 71 067 65 483 5 584 4 832 L] 4 832
LocaLy ToTAL o vv v o oo 405 338) M08 ORZ) 04 G0o 2 a4l % dos 443 254
COUNTIES o v o o o o + o & 61
SONTCIPALITIES | o L i 60 004 57 849 55 339 2 510 2 155 26 2 130
G ee e e 75 115) 275 118] 255 218 19 897] 21 006 - 21 005
KEQ;K?ET e e e e 202 4os| 154 a41| 142 713 12 128 20 655 (X) 20 655
LOCAL, TOTAL o o v o o o + & 120 274 120 274| 112 505 7 769 351 - 350
COUNTIES o o o o o o o o 50 890 50 600 46 026 4 574 201 - 1
MUNICIPALITIES + + o+ + ¢ o 69 734 69 674 66 479 3195 60
e e e e e e e 386 992| 386 992 357 140 29 852] 27 eun 3 27 613
<t I A 174 86| 147 620| 128 040 19 580| 27 241 ) 27 2i
LOCAL; TOTAL & o v v v v o o 539 4o3| 239 372| 229 100 10 272 403 31 372
PARISHES o'« o o o o o 5 @ 112 790 112 650| 107 752 4 897 140 21 19
MUNICIPALITIES + + o o « o 126 986| 126 723| 121 348 5 375 263 10 2
: 98
e e e e e e s 65 772 65 772 62 186 3 584 3 217 319 28
B S A 36 053 34 219 32 585 1634 1 834 ) L 83y
pare i A el LI 2 i 3 a1t 318 303
COUNTIES o o o o « o o 5 o 98 ,
MONICIPALITIES § & o o 1 o 23 100 22 338 21 769 569 762 1 761
5 034
e e e e e e e so4 652| 504 652 463 288 4y 364| 76 141 1 107 7
MA?;&?E? S 295 200 220 254| 202 409 17 845| 74 946 (x) 74 946
LOCAL, TOTAL & o o o o o & « 585 506 284 398| 260 879 23 519 1195 o7 &8
COUNTIES v v v o o o o o s 175 01| 174 610| 153 592 21 018 891 819 72
MUNICIPALITIES &+ o & « « o 110 092| 109 788] 107 287 2 501 304
¢ 7731 103 085
SETTSe o o o o o s o o 626 653| 626 653] 605 593 '21 060| 103 859
MR SETTS, o v e e s 265 913| 166 127| 160 677 5 4s0] 99 786 4] 99 786
LOCAL, TOTAL & & o o o « » ot 299  Heo 5as| uki 916 15 610 4 073 299
TES....-.-.. 99638 9 bl
SoCIeALITIES L 364 961| 360 989 350 491 10 499 3972 773 3 198
: 6 552
: e v v aeess]l 10528558 1052855 997 665 s4 s90| 105 373 8 821 9
”ICHI%N S - T 304 563 289 382 15 181 79 857 éX) zz 23;
LOCAL, TOTAL &+ + o o « o o » 756 a13| 747 992 708 283 39 709| 25 516 8 821 6 695
COUNTIES o » o v o v v v ol 2 723] 297 426| 280 074 17 382| 17 298 f! @ sa1
MUNICIPALITIES + & o o+ + ofY 458 785| 450 567 428 210 22 357 8 218 o4 :
358 26 276
OTAi o o 0 o o o ¢ s o 8 342 988 342 988 325 495 17 493 26 634 :
U A A 115 944 96 144 92 940 3 208| 19 800 ) 19 800
LOCAL, TOTAL & + o o o o o » 247 203| 246 844| 232 555 14 289 6 834 3 6 uTs
COUNTIES o o o o o o o & 137 555 134 25| 123 216 11 209 3 130 47 2 784
MUNICIPALITIES o o o o o o 116 128 112 420| 109 339 3 081 3 704
e h e e e e 132 072] 132 072] 115 701 16 370 5 759 35 5 724
MI:?iigfpr: AN &4 618 59 186 47 990 11 196 5 432 ) 5 43
LOCAL, TOTAL o o v s « & » » 72 921 72 886|° 67 711 5 174 327 3 32
COUNTIES o o o o o o o & o 31 692 31 639 28 913 2 726 53 19 2
MUNICIPALITIES & v o o o » 41 521 41 247 38 798 2 449 274

See footnotes at end of table.
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT

Table 8. Total crimina
type of government, fiscal year 1979—Continued

L-
1 justi

(Thousands of dollars)

ce system expenditlure, by character and object, by State and

Direct expenditure Intergovernmental expenditure
o 1 2

State and typa of government Total Total Direct Capital Total To State To local
current outlay governments [governments
MISSOURI ¢ 4 o o 5. o ¢ ¢ & s » 393 986|° - 393 986 368 375 25 613 34 140 21 077 13 063
STATE. 4 4 ¢ ¢ s o o o ¢ o 125 358 112 9%5 101 181 11 814 12 363 (X) 12 363
LOCAL, TOTAL ¢ & o o o« ¢ ¢ & 282 088 280 991 267 194 13 797 1 797 1 097 700
COUNTIES o o o ¢ ¢ ¢ o s « #3 275 87 057 80 945 6 112 1 217 1 072 145
MUNICIPALITIES « & o = s o 494 513 193 933 186 249 7 685 579 25 | 555
MONTANA: « ¢ o o s o o o o o & 60 121 60 121 56 655 3 466 2 446 79 2 366
STATE: « o o 3 o o o o s o » 25 853 24 382 23 407 975 1474 (X) 147
LOCAL, TOTAL & & & o o o o & 35 818 35 739 33 248 2 493 975 79 895
COUNTIES ¢ o o« o o s -0 s o 21 603 21 531 19 405 2 126 72 30 42
MUNICIPALITIES & o o o o o 5 111 14 208 13 843 366 902 49 853
NEBRASKA 4 o o o o o 4. o o ¢ @ 122 220 122 220 108 332 13 888 2 482 38 2 445
STATE., . s e s s e v v . 521 286 52 316 41 685 10 631 970 (X) 970
. LOCAL, TOTAL 6 o 8 G o o 6 @ 69 942 69 904 66 647 3 257 1 512 38 1 475
COUNTIES 4 o o o o ¢ o 0 & 30 320 30 032 27 881 2 151 288 35 253
MUNICIPALITIES v o o & » o 41 096 39 872 38 766 1 106 1 224 2 1222
NEVADA . & o o o 2 s o s o « & 114 487 114 487 110 605 3 882 17 668 126 17 543
STATE, , . ¢ s.8 s o o o s 34 992 32 519 31 326 +1 193 2 473 (X) 2 473
LOCAL, TOTAL e 2 s s s e 8 8 82 093 81 968 79 279 2 689 15 195 126 15 070
COUNTIES o o o o s « s o & 61 008 60 899 58 911 1.987 110 108 2
MUNICIPALITIES , & & o« » o 36 155 21 069 20 367 702 15 086 18 15 068
NEW HAMPSHIRE: o ¢ ¢ « o o o & 63 519 63 519 59 016 4 503 1 836 185 1 650
STATE., + « ¢ o 0 e o v s 0 24 527 23 258 22 019 1 239 1 269 (X) 1 269
LOCAL, TOTAL ® o s s s 8 0 @ 40 446 4o 261 36 997 3 264 567 185 k1338
COUNTIES o« o » v o o s s & 10 396 10 322 8 627 1 695 73 67 é
MUNICIPALITIES o 4 ¢ o s o 30 432 29 939 28 370 1 569 493 118 375
NEW JERSEY o o o o o 5 s .6 ¢ o 898 200 898 200 865 736 32 465 21 989 431 21 558
STATE., . e a s s e o 0 » 247 4415 226 799 222 218 581 20 616 (X) 20 616
LOCAL; TOTAL s ¢ 0 o 8 o 8. 3 671 833 671 401 643 518 27 884 1 373 431 QU2
COUNTIES o s o ¢ « o o o & 231 578 231 168 219 573 11 596 410 342 . 68
MUNICIPALITIES ¢« ¢ o o & & 441 196 440 233 423 945 16 288 963 89 {?74
NEW MEXICO o o o o o o o ¢ s & 121 715 121 715 106 $91 14 724 4 825 117 4\706
STATE: o ¢ o ¢ o o » 2 2 2 o 66 873 63 981 54 705 9 276 2 892 (X) 2 892
LOCAL, TOTAL ¢ o o« o o o o & 57 850 57 734 52 286 5 448 1 933 117 1 816
COUNTIES & v o « o o s s & 18 592 17 375 13 027 4 348 1217 114 1 103
MUNICIPALITIES , |, ., & « o 41 o7d 40 359 39 25@ 1180 75 2 743
NEW YORK o o o o s o & o o & & 3 094 028] 3 094 028 015 353 78 675 228 648 97 463 131 185
STATE, ¢ o s o o o ¢ 9 o ¢ & 1 108 589 981 158 948 735 32 423 127 434 (X) 127 43)
LOCAL, TOTAL ¢ « o o o & = & 2 210 333) 2 112 870 066 618 46 252 101 217 97 463 3 154
COUNTIES o o o o o s o o o 506 091 461 377 8447 040 14 367 44 714 43 647 1 066
MUNICIPALITIES . « o » « & 1 707 996| 1 651 493 619 608 31 884 56 504 53 816 2 688
NORTH CAROLINA , . & o & o o & 461 527 461 527 393 553 67 974 15 974 21 15 954
S a9 8 8 8 s v s s 8 o s 290 785 276 395 224 726 51 669 14 390 (X) 14 390
LOCAL, TOTAL & & o ¢ « o ¢ o 185 153 185 132 168 827 16 305 1 584 21 1 564
COUNTIES o o s o o o o s & 76 117 T4 959 64 898 10 061 1 158 5 1154
MUNICIPALITIES &+ o o o o & 110 599 110 174 103 929 6 244 426 16 410
NORTH DAKOTA ¢ 4 o s o o o s @ 39 669 39 659 37 080 2 588 1 134 6 1127
STATE: o o 5 o o o o o o ¢ & 13 807 i3 220 12 690 530 587 (X) 587
LOCAL, TOTAL « ¢« o o o o o & 26 455 26 449 24 390 2 058 547 6 540
COUNTIES v &« o ¢« o o s ¢ & 12 937 12 910 12 642 299 - 27 5 22
MUNICIPALITIES , o o o o o 14 058 13 538 11 778 1 760 520 2 518
OHIO 4 ¢ o o ¢ 0.0 o o 2 o o & 871 657 871 657 820 201 51 456 54 866 370 54 896
STATE, s o 8 ¢ 9o a s o o 254 112 212 299 204 339 T 960 41 813 (X) 41 813
LLOCAL,» TOTAL R 659 728 659 358 615 862 43 496 13 053 370 12 683
COUNTIES 4 o o o o o » o » 258 680 253 388 230 724 22 667 5 292 153 5 139
MUNICIPALITIES o o o ¢ & o 413 731 %05 970 385 144 20 829 7 761 216 7 544
OKLAHOMA & 4 ¢ ¢ o o o o s o o 203 446 203 446 181 925 21 521 7 450 4 134 3 316
STATEs o o s o3 ¢ o o ¢ o o 103 633 100 932 84 346 16 586 2 701 (X) 2 701
LOCAL, TOTAL & 4 o ¢ o o o o 106 648 102 514 97 579 4 935 4 49 4 134 615
COUNTIES o o o o o = o o 331 523 26 836 25 449 i 388 4 687 4 105 582
MUNICIPALITIES 4 « « o o &« 75 739 75 678 72 130 3 547 62 29 33
OREGON & « o o o s.8 ¢ 0.0 ¢ & 282 246 282 246 260 761 21 485 16 147 845 15 302
STATE: ¢« 4 o ¢ o ¢ ¢ s o s o 115 443 102 416 98 780 3 636 1X 025 £X) 13 025
LOCAL, TOTAL & o v ¢ o s o & 180 675 179 830 161 984 17 849 3 122 845 2 277
COUNTIES o o o s o o 6 o o 110 949 109 420 92 884 16 539 1 529 813 116
MUNICIPALITIES . & o o o o 72 003 70 410 69 100 1 310 1 593 32 1 561

See footnotes at end of

table.
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Table 8. Total criminal justice system expenditure, by character and object, by State and
type of government, fiscal year 1979—Continued
(Thousands of dollars)
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Direct expenditure

Intergovernmental expenditure

= Hepresents zero or rounds to zero.

x Not applicable,

iData for municipalitiei
variation; data for counties (boroughs, parishes

fo snmpling variation; see text for data limitations.
I¥or each State, and the United States summary, the expenditure figures shown on the "Local, total" line and the combined
State~local total line (the data shown opposite the names or the individual States) exclude duplicative intergovermmental

expenditure amountg.
’ - -

.

and the local govermments totals which inciude municipal dota, are estimates subject to sampling
are based on a canvass of all county govermments and therefore are not subject

This was done to avoid the nrtiticial intlntion which would result if nn intergovernmental expenditure

State and type of government?! Total? Direct Ca
pital To State To local

Total current outlay Total governments |[governments
PENNSYLVANIA & & o & ¢ s ¢ o & 1 055 979] 1 055 979| 1 024 315 31 664 95 904 7 035 88 866
STATE., ) “ s 8 0 e 8 e s 379 191 292 914 287 596 5 3i3 86 277 (X} 86 277
LOCAL, TOTAL e 1 s e 0 e s e 770 100 763 065 736 719 26 346 9 624 7 035 2 589
"COUNTIES o o o o o ¢ o o @ 208 599 202 689 191 519 11 170 5 909 4 952 957
MUNICIPALITIES ¢ & o « s o 564 090 560 375 545 200 15 176 3714 2 082 1 632
RHODE ISLAND & 4 4 ¢« o o o o o f 93 437 93 437 84 550 8 887 3442 - 3 442
STA ) .56 748 53 306 45 742 7 564 3 442 (X) 3 442
LOCAL’ TOTAL e s 4 s 8 8 o 40 131 40 131 38 BOB 1 323 - - -
MUNICIPALITIES « o o o s o 40 131 40 134 38 808 1 323 - - -
SOUTH CAROLINA , « 4 o o o » 212 182 212 182 194 054 18 128 6 276 660 5 615
STATE: o o o s.6 s o o o o o 108 548 104 178 97 381 6 797 4 370 (X) 4 370
LOCAL, TOTAL & & o « « o o & 108 664 108 004 96 673 11 331 1 906 660 1 245
COUNTIES 4 4 o o o o s o o 65 076 64 194 54 863 9 331 882 398 485
MUNICIPALITIES ¢ + o o o & 44 833 43 810 41 810 2 000 1 023 263 760
SOUTH DAKOTA & & « s o o o o » 45 498 45 498 41 640 ~ 3 858 3 468 1135 2 333
STATE. o o 0 o 2 o o 5 ¢ o » 25 074 23 310 21 804 1506 1 764 (X) 1 764
LOCAL, TOTAL o ¢ o o o« o o » 23 323 22 188 19 836 2 352 1 704 1 135 569
COUNTIES v o ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o & 11 816 1o 572 8 706 1 867 1 243 1 09¢ 152
MUNICIPALITIES « & o o o » 12 077 11 616 11 130 486 461 44 417
TENNESSEE: o s o o ¢ ¢. 00 o @ 341 557 341 557 292 865 48 693 18 081 467 17 644
STA $.0 ¢ ¢ s 0 e e b @ 136 150 118 916 100 200 18 716 17 234 (X) 17 234
LOCAL; TOTAL “ o v s e s e 223 109 222 641 192 665 29 977 847 467 380
COUNTIES s 4 4 o o o o o o 95 383 94 762 71 042 23 720 621 423 198
MUNICIPALITIES 4 o o ¢ ¢ o 128 105 127 879 121 622 6 257 226 44 182
TEXASy o o o ¢ s o 0 ¢ o o ¢ @ 969 407 969 407 905 419 63 988 48 533 1 876 46 657
STATE. o o o o o s o o s o o 277 800 234 421 209 853 24 568 43 379 (X) 43 379
LOCAL, TOTAL ¢ 4 o o & o o & 736 863 734 986 695 566 39 420 5 154 1 876 3 278
COUNTIES o « o o o o o o o 310 370 308 619 289 321 19 298 1 75§ 1241 511
MUNICIPALITIES o o ¢ o ¢ » 429 771 426 367 406 245 20 123 3 403 635 2 766
UTAH ¢ o ¢ 0 ¢ o o ¢ s 0 o o » 112 560 112 560 103 463 9 097 6 743 - 6 743
STATEw 4 o o s o .0 s ¢ o o & 53 144 46 610 - 43 858 2 752 6 534 (X) & 534
COUNTIES « o o ¢ o s & s @ 28 150 28 066 - 26 545 1 521 84 - 84
MUNICIPALITIES ¢ o o« o o o 38 009 37 e84 A3 060 4 824 125 - 125
VERMONT: ¢ o o o o ¢ s o o o o 38 315 38 315 36 392 1 923 517 2 515
« STATEe e.w s o o o ¢ o s s s 29 003 28 784 27 153 1 628 222 {(X) 222
LOCAL, TOTAL 4 o o o s o o o 9 536 9 534 G 239 295 295 2 293
COUNTIES e & 0 » & o 8 o 9’.7 917 " 340 77 - - -
MUNICIPALITIES o 4 o o o o 8 012 8 617 8398 218 295 2 293
VIRGINIA 4 o o o o o o ¢ s o ¢ 466 909 466 909 424 754 #2 159 67 122 5 917 61 204
8 8 Ee s 8 e 8 s e 0 269 877 211 017 196 479 4 538 58 860 {X) 58 860
LOCAL, TOTAL 4 4 o ¢ o o o o 261 810 255 892 228 272 27 621 8 262 5 917 2 344
COUNTIES ¢ o w-e o ¢ o 3 @ 114 050 110 866 99 780 11 086 3 184 1 956 1 227
MUNICIPALITIES o o v o & & 150 105 145 026 128 492 16 535 5 078 3 961 1117
WASHINGTON & 2 ¢ o o ¢ o ¢ o o 372 851 - 372 851 347 356 25 496 21 002 88 20 915
STATEe 5 o o o o o o s o o @ 144 074 129 315 118 4731 10 844 14 756 (X3 14 756
LOCAL, TOTAL & o « o o s o « 243 624 243 536 228 885 14 652 6 246 a8 6 159
COUNTIES ¢ o o o s s v o o 134 967 132 693 119 921 i2 772 2 274 10 2 264
MUNICIPALITIES ¢« o o o o & 114 845 110 843 108 983 1 880 3 972 7 3 895
WEST VIRGINIAL ¢« 4 o ¢ o o o » 102 587 102 587 96 478 6 109 1 506 6 1 500
STATE: o o« 6 o o s o o & o @ 54 945 53 779 49 934 3 845 1 166 X) 1 166
COUNTIES v o o ¢ o o6 o » 24 021 23 966 22 592 1 374 55 - 55
MUNICIPALITIES e s v e 0 0 25 127 24 842 23 952 890 28% [-) 279
WISCONSINe o o o o s 0 o o ¢ o 407 676 K07 676 388 000 19 676 12 064 1 398 10 665
STATE, o « o o 6 o s ¢ 8 o @ 137 3881 128 147 124 795 3 352 9 211 (X} 9 211
LOCAL, TOTAL & ¢ o ¢ v o o & 280 927 279 529 263 205 16 324 2 853 1 398 1 454
COUNTIES o o o o o ¢ o ¢ o 130 109 128 450 116 638 11 812 1 659 1 368 294
MUNICIPALITIES ¢« ¢ 4 o o » 152 272 158 079 146 567 4 511 3194 30 1 164
WYOMING: 4 o « o o o o o s ¢ » 50 784 50 784 41 094 9 693 687. 76 611
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equivalent employees by State and type of government, October 1979
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Table 9. Criminali justice system employment and percent distribution of full-time . equivalent employees by State and type of government, October 1979—Continued
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3 - 3 403 712 515 566 16,61 4191 324 | 342 | 0.4 7 5 7| t.2 ! ; gos| 616|  eeu .61 31 40 07| 3608| 3605| 3605| 63.4) 2 21 B sl
5 MUNICIPALITIES, 4 371 919 763 7921 18.1 875 74 767 | 96.8 2 2 2] 0.3 i i 430 a:g ugg Z'g :q 7 79 0.6) 1 926} 1 gzg i ?gg éﬁ.; zg 26 26 0.5l 9
v i 376 bt 2 . gl 1261f 116 '
L. 6 TENNESSEE & o o o o «» o | 215 081] 19 185] 18 021| 18 317) 8.,5| 9 764 | 9 274 9 3931 51.3| 2 887) 2 537) 2 614} 14.3 ! 165 43 76 1.5 b4 A b 0wl 665 662 663 8.6 14 & 1 0.1110
T1 STATE 4 o o o s o o « 64 062 5 793 5 659( 5 689 8.9 1278} 1 161 | 1 182] 20,8 407  407F  407|{ 7.2 211 143 158 2,0 3 46 4s7]  ue0 0.8[11
8| LOCAL, TOTAL, & « » » 151 019} 13 392 12 362] 12 628 B.,41 84861 8 113 ) B8 213| 65.0] 2 480] 2 130{ 2 207{ 17.5 ' 10 12 (z)] 10 848| 10 537) 10 6uH 19.4 “3 49 49 0.4 12
9 COUNTIES, 4 o o o« » 70 946] 5 337] 4 775| 4 917( 6.9f 1 9431 1826 | 1 860} 37,8] 1 893) 1 675 1 714! 34,9 ; 3 156 2 953] 3012 5.5 35 1 2 ¢Z)] "5 002] 4 957| 4 986 45,0 408 411 o9li3
10 MUNICIPALITIES. . . 80 073} 80551 7587 7 711 ‘9.6| 6543 6287 | 6 353 82.4 587  455]  493| 6.4 : 461 agi 2 ggg g-; 26 H i0 31 ] eug g igg g ggg ég-z 232 93| 396 2.014
. : { 2695/| 25 . 5 39 . 5
ILITEXAS o o o o o o o o o 346 684] 67 233 53 958{ 54 9781 15.9) 32 752 | 31 379 {31 705 57,7 ( 9 980] B 622} 9 145] 16,6 5 : 2137 1993 2038 10.5 26 M 10 0.1 452 451 451 1.8 15 15 15 0.114
12] STATE v o s o « o « » 167 635 11 262| 10 932 11 o70| 6.6} 5 155] 4 883 | 4 990 ] 45,4 s590f 590| s590{ 5,3 i £ 558 508 524 2.8 - w3 " 0.3 16
13| LOCAL, TOTAL, « « « & 179 049| 45 971 43 026{ 43 908 | 24,5( 27 597 j 26 496 126 715 60.8 ] 9 390] 8 032[ 8 s55] 19,5 6 7 0.1] 1176} & 052] 1 107 20,7 14 10 10 0.5|17
1% COUNTIES, 4 o o o o 58 736] 20 415] 18 868] 19 436 33,1 4 951 | w616 | 4 697 | 24.2| 7 505] 6 728) 7 091] 36,5 3855 318 332 6.2 10 it . - 873 831 850 | 45.8 10 3 0.1 18
15 MUNICIPALITIES, . o 120 3131 25 5567 24 158| 24 472 ) 20,3| 22 646 [ 21 880 [22 018§ 90,0} 1 8B5] 1 304} 1 464| 6,0 7 Zl zll 3‘% 13 6 7 0.2 303 gié 322 12'3 3 2 3 0,219
< 278 2 ’ 298 . 0
16 UTAH, & o o o o o o o « 38 o34 5 844| 5160l 5 350) 13,7] 3509 3185) 3257 60.9 780 586 634y 11.8 v 208 189 197 13.2 3 : 2 ?‘? 5 4] 0.2 ! ! ! @ ?
171 STATE ¢ o « o ¢ o s ¢ 25 149 1940 1 825 1855 T.4 769 704 713 | 38.4 211 203f 205! 11,1 70 52 58 2.9 ) 26 25 26 Ll
18] LOCAL, TOTAL. + 4 s « 13 785] 3904 3335 3u96( 25.,4| 2740 | 2 481 | 2 544 72.8 569] 3831 429] 12.3 ! s s 45 45 2.4 489 470 416 | 25.4 2 2 %6 ot 52
19 COUNTIES, + « & o 6 705 1 610 1 4221 1490 2242 829 793 799 | 53.6 263] 217 233] 15,6 & 104 100 101 5,4 45 48 48 3.6 488 469 475 | 38.5 2 i - «la3
20 MUNICIPALITIES, + . 7 080 2 294 1913) 2006) 28,3 1 911| 1688 | 1 7451 87.0 306 166 1961 9,8 PR 104 9; 9g z'g 2 2 - - i i { ?'% _ z - - {24
; 3 ¢ - - - - ' - - - - |25
2LVERMONT & 4 ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o 14 090t 2 146] 1 813 1883 13.4] 1 216 955 | 1 006 | 53.4 264 218 229 12.2 1 - - - - - - - - - - -
221 STATE v o v 6 s o o » 10 737 1333 1 213[ 1233 11.5 474 392 401 . 32,5 197 185 188{ 15,2 | 3 3 3 0:5 ) 03¢ 347 362 1,426
23] LOCAL, TOTAL, . . . & 3 353 813 600 650 | 19.4 742 563 6051 93,1 67 33 41] 6,3 FE 28 26 27 0.4! 9 819) 9283 9458 [ 37.8 i et 124 11|27
24 COUNTIES. o o » » » 59 87 49 58| 98.3 1 15 16 | 27.6 67 33 41] 70,7 Pl 841 761 789 3.2 %8 26 27 02| so999l s Tzl sga0| s0.2| 132} g 120 1
25 MUNICIPALITIES. . . 3 294 726 551 592 18.0) 723 548 | 589 { 99.5 | - - - - Lo ta1| 118 129 Lt - - - -| 28200 2574 2639 1931 308 Tow| tio 2.0(29
. H L 714 ’ - - -l 115 ’ 0
26 VIRGINIA. o & o « »'s » 266 2411 26 155! 24 5321 25 007 9.4| 12 168 |11 668 111 799 | 47.2 | 2 896] 2 447{ » 572{ 10,3 | 362 317 337 6.0 - - - -l 1 664] 1540} 1§ 565 19.4 183 124 128 .63
271 STATE & s o a s s s o 94 908} i1 867] {1 077| 11 326 11.9| 2 881] 272612 7721 24,5] 1 700| 1 376] 1 463] 12,9 352 326 332 41 - 93 08 04631
28] LOCAL, TOTAL. « o & & 171 337| 14 288) 13 455] 13 681] 8.0 9287 8942 | 9 027} 66.0{ 1 196] 1 071] 1 109} 8,1 ) ‘ 60 65 0.4 % o020l # 7471 48201 29.1 105 14 a1 0'8 (32
29 COUNTIES, 4 « o o 94 192[ - 5 974! "5 488 5 623) 6.,0] 3703| 3515] 3553| 63,2 6251 521 5501 9.8+ . 130/ 11%6] 1 200 7.2 7 ? . | 2961] 2927 2938 S4.4 “t 23 & ous |33
30 MUNICIPALITIES,. . . 77 145 8 314 7 967 8 058) 10,47 5584 5427 | 5 474 | 67.9 574 550 559 6,9 j\ ] 383 ;gg %ﬁé ;’§ 7; 60 65 0.6] 2 068 i gig i ggg 23'3 g5 45 49 0,8 |34
R 927 . of 191 .
31 [WASHINGTON, & o & o & o 112 692] 17 541] 16 169 16 588 14,7{ 8 571 8 185 ]| B 246 4o,7 | 2 452| 1 928{ 2 159] 13,0 1] [ 687 588 614 9.9 72 62 62 1.0 9 77 82 1.6 9 8 8 0.2]35
32| STATE o v v « o s o o 68 372| 5 492] 5 268 53991 7,9 1756 1694 { 1 702] 31.5 351 227}  337{ 6.2 N A 240 188 208 4.1 2 35 38 0.6 36
33| LOCAL, TOTAL. + . 4 » 44 320{ 12 o49| 10 901} 11 189] =25.,2] 6815 6 491 | 6544 | 58,5} 2 101] 1 701] 1 822] 16,3 [N R (R 2 2 tzy| 1 292| 1 o234f 1238} 20.2 33 44 % 15137
34 COUNTIES: o o« o o » 19 239 6 755( 5997 6 202 32.2] 2233] 2127 | 2 1451 34,6( 1 737| & 434% 1 529} 24,7 | R N N 437 397 415 8.7 2 H H 0.1 919 916 917 1 32.8 26 s 6 0,238
35 MUNICIPALITIES, . . 25 081 5 2941 4 904| 4 987 19,97 4 582 4 364 | 4 399 88,2 364] 267  293] 5.9 3 o 154 1;% égg 3-5 2 < t - 373 ;1: gg; 13-; p b 6 0.4 139
i e : 283 2 . - - - 363 0 ’ - - -
36 [WEST VIRGINIA o + 4 « & 55 8a4 6 461 60791 6 199] 11,1| 3502 3297 3331} 54,1 1 193] 1 114 1 142] 18,4 [, ; : ol 250 239 244 144 - ot - - 10 10 10 0.6 - 40
37| STATE o o v e s o o 38 357) 2826] 2785] 2795( 7.3] 1048 1024 | 10261 36,7 674] 6721 673 24,1 1(\ : \ o 33 16 23 1.3 - 120} . 115 116 046141
38) LOCAL, TOTAL, « 4 « 17 5271 36351 3 204f 3 404) 19,4] 2454 2 273 | 2 325{ 68,3 519f - 442 469 13,8 | ik [ o3 226 236 1.2| 4 537] 4 304l 4371 ;. 22.5 Peg e 11 BT Te0]62
39 COUNTIES, & & o « o 7 572 177 16460 16941 22.4 708 672 686 | 40,5 4471 421 431} 25,4 | ST DO O 1398 1 173 1 248 LG8} 262 Sgat o -gIy T W [ 3 JUT[ o eadj I3 288 57.1 62 61 63 0.4 743
‘ 40 MUNICIPALITIES. . . 9 955] 1861 1648l 1 7t0f 17.2] 1 746 ] 1 601 ) 1 639] 95,8 72 21 38] 2.2 . ;%;‘UJEE L - 553 ;;: ﬁﬁ% o1 e 1 1 (z)] L 230 i ggg i igg 13'3 65 61 61 1,044
- . : T 936 . 1 230 ’ . - -l4s
41 IRISCONSIN & » & & & & & 156 078] 21 275) 18 628] 19 442] 12,51 12 518 [ 10 989 l11 2001 87,6 1 2 439) 1 B2l] 2 271 1.7 0 [ 691 604 639 1.0 1 i i ‘zl - - - - - 4
42| STATE o s o o2z = .= 57 430, - 58447  5:303] 5722 10.0f 17254 ] 1066 | 10931 19.1 504 3181  663] 11.6 bt 245 174 201 2.5 - ® 9 9 04t {46
S— 4§37 “LOCALs TOTAL. o« + o » 98 648 15 431l 13 325| 13 720 13,9) 11 264 { 9 923 |10 107 | 73,71 1 9381 1 503] 1 608} 11,7 s 6 36 36 1.8 481 468 472 19.5 H 4 4 1iala7
44 COUNTIES. o o o o 40 445 6 397 5 614| 5 814 14.8) 27121 2445 | 2 492 [ 42,9 1 701} 1 444{ 1 518} 26.1 [ 209 182 195 8l 36 36 36 4.7 364 360 360 | 47.% y . Slas
45 MUNICIPALITIES, . . 58 233 9 034] 7 711] 7 906| 13.6( B8 552) 7478 | 7 615 96,3 237 59 90f 1.1 | 5 13; 132 g-; 2 2 - - 120 132 tég 12.2 - z - s
- B 150 . - - - 108 . - - - «150
BEINYOMING o o o o o o o » 15 o749 2 503] 2383] 2417] 15.1) 1503 13781 1 407 ]| se.2 385/ 270f 298] 12.3 o 120 102 LT 123 T z - - 12 12 12 1.4 =
7] STATE 4 o o o o6 » o 8 450 767 764 764] 9,0 224 222 222 | 29.1 78 78 78] 10.2 ] i 30 21 25 2s
~. 481 LOCAL, TOTAL. » + + « 7 524 1826 1 579 1653 22.0] 12797 1156 | 1 185 71.7 2771 192 220{ 13.3 L
49 COUNTIES, o o o o » 4 245 868 756 797{ 18.8 444 492 415 | 52,1 196 156 171] 21.5 :
50 MUNICIPALITIES. , . 3 279 958 823 856 | 26.1 835 754 770 ] 90.0 81 36 49| 5,7 4
- Represents zero or rounds to zero, i
Z Less than half the unit of measurement shown. ‘
'Data for municipalities, and the local governments totals vhich include munic¢ipal data, are estimates subject ta sampling varlation; see test for data i
1imitatfons.
The relation of criminal justice full-time equivalent cmployees to total full-time equivalent employees is based on data for general purpose governments v -
only and does miot include data for State~cperated liquor storés, locally operated utility systems, of for independent school districts and special districts. 1 f
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Table 10, ’*,.Percent distri

CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT

bution of criminal justice system payroll, by §
October 1979
{Dollar amounts in thousands)

tate and type of government,

Total criminal
Justice system

Police protection

State and type of government? o::;;.fr

Porcent

payro11? October October ot total

‘ payroll payroll erininal

: Justice

STATES -

=LOCAL, TOTAL .7, .

ATES-LocaL, EEE § 194 851 1 493 595 839 760 | 56 !

STATES. s . o 846 468 979 130 9 ;2

CALy ToTA TR 4 466 005 1 024 616 708 45 g90s

SONTIES, c iy 1 711 ¢85 373 026 137 4 303

el 2 754 a0 851 560 571 493 R

ALABAMA . , , . )

STATE o Sttt v e e, 114 185 16 38 ’

LOCAL, TOTAL. | © D i o ¢ 100 Pie R
CaLa oA, L N 42 8uy 10 176 3778 2ok
founTIEs, L 1 N 13 387 3 333 23 aeet

ceaoolll 29 57 6 B3 s 51 o
ALASKAL & o 5 4y W : .

AA e e e 58 231 673

STATE L e 30 029 4 413 7858 359
BOROUGHS, » & o AN KE it 2ot | s
MUNICIPALITIES D g 559 e i it

. e 20 551 2 160 L3 9
ERIZONA o v , . ., . )

1208 b e 92 145 97 L 617

H R el 48 392 12 3% 48 3e
S IoTaL. e 43 753 1§ 05 5 266 s
SOUNTIES: i N 18 924 6 3y 1 -

. e 24 830 7 991 LR HH
ARKANSAS, . , , , . )

Kansas: e, 56 770 6 658 3 878

STATE it ¢ e e 38 234 2 387 94 0.2
CaafoTaL. < N 18 537 4 274 2 2 939 P
MUNICIPALITIES, cLoll HEH 2asa| 3 | e

.. ) 2 428 2 2 161 .
CALIFORNIA, , . ., e
CALIFORNIA. : e 915 690 205 234 22.

S R e e 388 928 47 379 12, 198 252 33
CALiaTALy ¢ e 526 784 161 854 30, 90 513 AEH
HUNICIPALITIES ! Ll 208 422 3 o1 i 2| a1

‘. 71 916 31, 65 ol .
COLORADO. , , , ., e

Loravo. L . e 105 a3g 18 895

S i e 59 727 6 665 i ¥ o 384
SALrToTAL. 1 D 46 111 12 230 26 9 03 e
SounTIES: cvee 14 861 3 207 21 iss is

. ey 31 250 9 023 28 3 b4 I
CONNECTTCUT , o . ., .

aECTIOUT . L L . 160 141 18 590

STATE i . 52 379 8 769 i 4 4 Sart
HUNICIPALITIES . 107 352 3 5o 4 s

¢ . . 107 262 9 821 9 4 i I

DELAWARE. , , , | .

LawaRe. .. 21 671 4 56
LOCAL, ‘TOTAL, - ° 13 o 3 st o 5.7
, CoUnTIes. . : 1 e 20721 4. dos i fodg e T

e SIS §3i T sl
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA ‘ ; o e

Spagr.or couver 73 265 14 900 8 374 56,2

s TOTAL, ., 5 '

¢ 73 265 4 2

UNICIPALITIES . 73 265 14 909 2 HEAA 26:2

FLORIDA . , , , ., .

ot teee 265 830 65 169 8

LR, omALs Tt e 122 643 24 973 3 3 i ] 3
eI 143 187 40 19 28 30 235 15 7
TS . .. 72§84 20 175 27 13 203 H

.ol 70 734 20 020 | 28 18 320 4 '
GEORGIA . , , . , k )

gRe1a . . 140 o052 6 1 , '

LOCAL, "TOTAL. - ° 54 300 Ky : ;& 2213 ;
CAproTiL. < 54901 16 356 ] 16 851 Pk
HUNICIPALITIES 28 293 7 6o 2 i :

. 28 593 7 692 H 1 3000 2
HAWAIT, + . , , . . 5 .

wALLL e 58 021 59

LI &4 138 3 129 3 ]

COUNTIES, » & © e % oa 3 55t i
HUNICIPALITIES 2122 798 252 oi'3

. 10 161 2 793 2 508 027

I08HO ., ., ., . )

STATE + . & .. g i

LOcAL, ‘ToTAL, | o ! 19 892 ; et Lo
COUNTIES, . + o+ © 3 5 ? s ' 38 7iid

) MUNICIPALITIES, H Y { den 7 08
. 1 266 1211 95,
5,7

Bee footnotes at end of table.

S S

;

2 g

P—

o gt e e e e

e gt e

i\ A Ul

¢ ey

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 67
Table 10. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll, by State and type of government,
October 1979-—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)
Logal services and Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
propecution
State ond type of government! Percont of Percent of Percent of
O:t:::; total criminal O:t:::; totnl criminal Octoh:{ total criminal total criminal
pay Justice system pay Justice syatem payro Justice systom {ustioe pysten
T
98 638 b6 14 171 0.9 336 672 22,5 2,6
32 499 6.9 5 855 1.2] 206 983 ut,1 1.2
66 139 6.5 8 316 0.8]| - 129 689 12,7 0.4
TIES, . 43 263 11,6 7 741 2.1 97 648 26,2 0,7
MUNICIPALIT 22 876 3.5 575 0.4 32 o040 4,9 0.2
ALABAMA . c e e i e 911 5,4 15 0ud 3391 2041 0.8

STATE o o v o o v o o v ve o 556 8.3 13 0.2 2 190 32.7 2.0

LOCAL, TOTALs o o ¢ « o o ¢ o o & 355 3.5 2 tz) 1 202 11.8 7 0.1
COUNTIES: o« « o o o o o« o s « & 245 7.3 1 () 919 27.6 7 0.2
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o o o s & 110 1.6 1 (2) 283 4,1 N -

ALASKA. o o o o o & 776 11.5 120 1.8 1 085 16,1 50 0.9

STATE « v v o o o 618 14,0 120 2.7 1032 23.4 44 1.0

LOCAL, TOTAL: o 158 6.8 - - 53 2,3 0.6
BOROUGHS. + « o 40 25.9 - - - - -
MUNICIPALITIES, 118 5,5 - - 53 2.4 0.7

ARIZONA & o o o o o 1577 8.0 273 1.4 4 024 20.4 0.2

STATE « . . 312 5,8 - - 2 288 42,6 0.7

LOCAL, TOTAL. . . 1 265 8.8 273 1.9 1 736 12,1 0.1
COUNTIES, « 4 500 14,0 273 4,3 1 695 26.4 0.1
MUNICIPALITIES, 365 4,6 - - 41 0.5 041

ARKANSAS: o o « o o 379 5,7 63 0.9 1455 21.9 7 > 1.2

STATE « o o o oo 97 4,1 - - 1 029 43,1 5 2.2

LOCAL, TOTAL. o+ 281 6.6 63 1.5 426 10,0 2 0.6
COUNTIES. » « o 226 12,3 60 3.2 345 18.7 2 1.1
MUNICIPALITIES. 56 2.3 3 0.1 81 3.3 0.3

CALIFORNIA, o « o » 18 805 8.9 4 464 2.1 53 258 25,5 0,3

STATE o a6 = o » 2 220 4.7 340 0.7 23 396 49,4 0.9

LOCAL, TOTAL. o . 16 334 10,1 4 124 2,5 29 862 18.5 0.2
COUNTIES, « 4 o 13 083 14,5 3 937 4,4 28 535 31,7 18 0.2
MUNICIPALITIES, 3 302 4.6 187 0.3 1 327 1.8 9 0,1

COLORADG:s &+ 4 o o o 1711 9.1 253 1.3 3 695 19.6 5 0.3

STATE v o o s s o 362 5.4 253 3.8 2 571 38.6 3 0.4

LOCAL, TOTAL. o 1 349 11.0 - - 1124 9,2 2 0.2
COUNTIES, o o o 852 26.6 - - 692 21.6 [ 0.4
MUNICIPALITIES, 497 5,5 - - 432 4,8 1 0,3

CONNECTICUT . o . . 1104 5,9 252 1.4 3 286 17,7 e _/,4616

STATE « o s o o o 935 10,7 252 2.9 3277 37,4 TY ===="0,8

LOCAL, TOTAL. + o 170 1.7 - - 10 0.1 1 0.5
MUNICIPALITIES, 170 1.7 - - 10 0.1 i 0,5

DELAWARE: & & o o & 202 4,4 67 1133 24,9 4 0.9
STATE o v o o « o 182 4,8 66 1133 36,0 3 1,3
LOCAL, TOTAL, « « 49 3.8 1 - - 1z}

S COUNTIES. v = 1% S 2.8 3 - - -

MUNICIPALITIES, 35 4.1 - - w 1 (2)

'oxs}ﬂxcr OF COLUMBIA 428 2.9 i92 1.3 4 372 29,3 3 0,
STATE . . . - - - - - -

LOCAL, TOTAL. . 428 2.9 192 1.3 4 372 29.3 3 0.
MUNICIPALITIES. 428 2.9 192 1.3 4 372 29.3 3 0,

FLORIDA & « o « o o 3 a72 5.9 1 459 2.2 16 605 25.5 87 1.
STATE o « o s o o 3 o47 12.2 1 408 5.6 12 753 51l 47 1,
LOCAL, TOTAL. . 826 2.1 51 0.1 3 852 9.6 39 1.

COUNTIES, o« o « 409 2.0 51 0.3 3 228 16,0 33 1.
MUNICIPALITIES, 417 2.1 - - 6at 34 6 0,

GEORGIA o « & & & » 1133 4,3 138 0.5 7 856 30,1 16 0
STATE . P 472 4,8 23 0.2 5 878 60,3 14 1.
LOCAL, TOTAL, « » 661 4,0 108 0.7 1978 12,1 1 0.

COUNTIES, 4 + o 517 6.0 96 1.1 1 695 19.6 11 0.
MUNICIPALITIES, 144 1.9 12 0.2 283 3.7 o.

HAWAII. o o o o o & 500 8.4 80 1.4 942 15,9 Y 0.
STATE v o o s o « 181 8.4 80 3.7 882 40,9 3 I
LOCAL, TOTAL, 4 » 319 8.4 - - 60 146 1 0,

COUNTIES, & o o 115 11.6 - - 60 6.1 1 1.
MUNICIPALITIES 204 7.3 - - - -

IDAHO & v 4 o s o & 367 8.3 39 9 41 16,8 i,
STATE . . 132 7.9 - - 553 33,0 59) 3.
LOCAL, TOTAL. . » 235 8.6 39 1.4 188 6.9

COUNTIESs o o o 196 13.4 39 186 12,7 -
ES, 38 3.0 - 2 0,1 -

MUNICIPALITIES

Seo footnotes st end of toble.
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68 S CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLO\’MENT

Table 10 Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll, by State and type of government,

October 1979—Continued
(Doilar-amounts in thousands)

::::}c:ré;iﬁ:; Police protection Judicial
) Total ) |
‘State and typo of government? October Percent Porcent Percent
: payrol1? October of total Oatober ::1;:::1 October ::‘;:::i
! payroll ::;:::: payroll Justice payroll Justice
systan aystenm
ILLINOISe & o ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ ¢ o o s o & 325 549 83 462 25,6 58 710 65.6 9 555 11.4
STATE o o o ¢ 6 0 v o ¢ o o v o o 156 746 19 950 - 12.7 5 857 29.4 4 153 20,8
LOCAL, TOTALy 4 ¢ ¢ o & « o o o & 168 804 63 513 37.6 48 853 76,9 5 402 8,5
COUNTIESe ¢ o ¢ o o« o 0 o » o o 44 824 18 195 40,6 4 256 234 5 376 29.5
MUNICIPALITIESs o o o o o ¢ o o 123 979 45 318 36,6 44 596 9844 26 0.1
INDIANA « o o ¢ o o o 5 s o o o « o 150 008 22 647 15,1 12 819 56,6 2 962 13,1
CSTATE o 4 o o s s 0 s o o8 o s & 87 544 8 089 9.2 2 997 37,4 859 10,6
LOCAL, TOTALs o ¢ ¢ « o o s « « & 62 461 14 557 23.3 9 822 67,5 2 103 1444
COUNTIES: ¢ o o o o o o 0 s o & 28 171 4 807 17.1 1 543 32,1 1 822 31.7
MUNICIPALITIES: o« ¢ o o ¢ ¢ o 34 289 9 750 28.4 8 27% 84,9 584 6.0
IONA, o « o o0 9 0 o ¢ o a0 v o s 95 066 12 909 13,6 7 156 58,4 17904 14,7
STATE ¢ ¢ 6 ¢ o 5 0 ¢ o 0 00 o s 58 537 4 T2% 8.1 1 757 37,2 727 15.4
LOCAL, TOTALe o s o 5 « o o = o & 36 529 8 188 22,4 5 399 65.9 1174 14,3
COUNTIES: s o o ¢ o o s 05 & & 17 785 3 187 21,3 1175 31,0 1174 31.0
MUNICIPALITIESs o o « o o 5 o« & 18 745 4 H4o1 23.5 4 224 96,0 - -
KANSASs o o o ¢ o s 0 0 o o v o o & 75 446 11 328 15,0 5 896 5240 2 067 1842
STATE o v o s s o 6 ¢ o0 5 » o & 48 026 4 884 10,2 973 19,9 1 688] 34,6
LOCAL, TOTAL: & « « o o ¢ ¢ o « & 27 421 6 444 23,5 4 923 76,4 380 5.9
COUNTIES, R 11 449 2 270 19,8 i 116 49,2 209 9.2
HUNICIPALITIES- v e e s e e e 15 971 4 173 26,1 3 807 91.2 171 L PR
KENTUCKY. ¢ o s o ¢ o o ¢ o o . 96 497 16 936 17.6 | 8 688 51,3 2 98 17.2
STATE o o a0 s o 0 0 a0 s o . 69 593 9 477 - 1346 2 919 30.8 2 644 2746
LOCAL, TOTALs o o o ¢ 0 o o . 26 904 7 459 27,7 5 769 773 301 4.0
COUNTIESe s o ¢ o 5 « o » . 10 700 2 902 27.4 1573 54,2 228 34
MUNICIPALITIES: o o « & » . 16 204 4 557 28,1 4 196 92.1 73 1.6
LOUISIANA & o » o s s o ¢ o ¢ o v & 131 289 23 744 18,1 11 852 49,9 3 826 1641
STA . [ 86 713 8 870 10,2 2 253 25,4 1262 14,2
. s e e e u e s 44 576 14 874 33,4 9 599 64,5 2 564 17.2
I PR T I S T 19137 5 792 30.3 3239 55,9 1492 25,8
MUNICIPALITIES. e v s e s s 4y 25 439 . 9 082 35,7 6 359 70.0 1 072 11.8
MAINE o o o o o o s ¢ o o ¢ ¢ 0 s & 42 309 4 233 10,0 2 169 58,4 415 9.8
¢ s e a8 s e 21 917 2 060f " 9.4 630 30.4 346 1647
PR T S 20 392 2 161177 10,6 1 839 85,4 &9 342
QUNTIES. P v e e s b e 800 5081 63.5 209 41.1 68 13.3
HUNICIPALITIES- PR R TP 19 593 1 654 = Belh 1 631 98,6 b3 0sd
HARYLAND. e s e P 281 008 33 751 12,0 18 890 56,0 3 398 10.1
STA . v e 90 050 14 215 15,8 [} 28,9 1836 12,9
" v e 190 958 19 538 10.2 14 784 7547 1 559 8,0
PR 183 597 11 534 8,0 8 419 73.0 1112 9.6
L 47 361 8 005 16,9 6 365 79,5 447 8.6
et o 0. 319 928 43 989 13,4 25 721 61,3 6 814 16.2
« e b e e s 87 096 16 832 19,0 3 202 19,4 _ 6 185 37.4
P 232 832 25 A87.1 - a0,0- s 32 BA0 - GTRT ) 630 249
S 6403 1 860 29,1 53 2.9 430 23,4
PP RN 226 429 23 597 10,4 | 22 465 95,2 200 8,8
HICHIGAN o o o s o 0 ¢ o 2 o » ’ e 358 780 69 116 19.3 40 857 59.14 8 467 12.3
E o LR A R R S 183 907 19 425 10.6 6 379 32.8 1 740 90
LOCAL, TOTALe 4 o 4 ¢ o o ¢ o o & 174 874 49 691 28,4 34 478 69,4 6 T26 13.5
COUNTIES: o o o o o o s o ¢ & o 56 093 17 261 30,8 5 079 29.4 016 29.1
MUNICIPALITIESe o o o o ¢ o:s 4 118 780 32 431 27.3 29 398 90,6 1 10 5.3
MINNESOTA « o o s ¢ ¢ s o 5 s » 5 & 147 460 22 893 15,5 12 062 52,7 3 129 1347
5 * e e 8 s s s s s e s s o, 77 865 6 258 8,0 1 951 3142 1018 16,3
LOCAL, TOTALs o s o 4 o s s = & o 69 594 16 635 23.9 10 111 60.8 2 111 12,7
COUNTIES, O R R I BRI 34 000 8 532 25,1 2 397 28,1 2 111 24,7
HUNICIPALITIES. [ TR TP 35 594 8 103 22,8 7 783 95,2 - -
MISSISSIPPI « ¢ ¢ o ¢ o v o 0 ¢ « » 64 900 T 187 12,0 4 719 60,8 988 12:7
STATE « v v 8 6 0 6 8 0 s 4 ¢ o o 37 189 3 074 8,3 1 209 39,4 364 1569
LOCAL, TOTAL: 5 s o s o s ¢ ¢ o & 27 110 4 688 16,9 3 509 74.9 624 13,3
COUNTIESs o o o ¢ 2 ¢ o o o o & 14 580 1 616 11.1 675 617 532 32.9
HUNICIPALITIES: o o ¢ o o » o & 13 134 3 069 23.4 2 835 92,4 91 3.9
MISSOURI: « o o o o o ¢ 2 s ¢ ¢ o & 130 727 26 604 20.4 16 464 61,9 3794 14,3
STATE P s e W b e vt e e 72 834 7 010 9.6 2 189 3142 1 728 24,6
LOCAL; TOTAL- AT IR 57 893 19 594 33.8 14 275 72.9 2 066 10.5
QUNTIES: o 4 o o o o o o s 0.0 16 862 5 481 ) 32,5 2 222 40,5 i 305 23,8
HUNXCIPALITIES. R 41 031 14 111 34,4 12 053 85,4 764 5.4
MONTANA « 4 « o ¢ o o ¢ o o ¢ ¢ o o 28 907 3 801 13:1 2 014 53,0 478 12,6
STATE o ¢ 0% 0 6 o ¢ 0 o s 0 s o 19 225 1 475 1.7 428 29,0 149 1044
LOCAL, TOTALs o ¢ o s o s ¢ ¢ o o 9 882 2 326 24,0 1 586 68,2 329 14,4
COUNTIESe 4 6 o o o o 5 ¢ o o & 5 369 133 24.8 660 49,6 288 21,6
MUNICIPALITIES. o ¢ s « ¢ ¢ & & 4 314 995 23.1 926 93,0 41 8.1

Sea footnotes at end of table.
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM ' | : 69
Table 10.. Parcent distribution of criminal justice system payroll, by State and type ol government,

October 1979—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

B iagal "rv1::° and Public defense Corrections - Other oriminal Justic?
prosgcution . e
of . Percont of
State and type of governzant? Peroent of et Porcent of October Percent .0, octaber- |, Sercent o
Gctob ober 1 ¢ total ariminal otnl
p°yg°:§ ;:::ic:rt;t::: payroll :::::c:r:;:::m payroll Juastice aystenm payroll. justice nysten
1 13 631 1646 259 0.3
HLINOIS: « 4 v« 3 348 47 s 189 1ot i 8 i 63
' [} L]
3 078 4.8 1 019 1.6 9 8 0.1
oS oun Tg?L: . 2 443 1304 3 019 5.6 5 o5 278 4z 0.2
SOMCIRALITIES 634 1.4 - o > -
0.9 5 110 . .
INDIANA « 4 o s nsmeee e s 1y 8.2 20¢ 92 s 4 e % 33
i . 6.1 166 11 :
LOCALy TOTAL: o o o s o o o ¢ o o gg; e 15 28 1 056 3200 23 8.3
COUNTIES, « v o o o o o 8 v o s 4 2.8 ase 2.0 2
HUNICIPALITIES: + o v o + o 364 3.7 3 . ! o -
IOWA. o o ¢ 6 o o 8 v g 0 s 0 ¢ 0 s g':-;’ g.g 5: 012 iggg gi:_] ?g é:é
S A R 829 77 59 0.7 513 iz 13 0.2
"COUNTIES, o o ¢ o v v o 8 o 0 s 498 13.2 59 15 68 2.9 3 3
HUNTCIPALITIES: & + v o 0 o o & 131 3.0 b - .
0,2 2 425 . .
KAP;SASE PO A A R I : : : . g:z ;:-;’ gi 0:“ 1 918 3;-3 gg g:;
OOAE, TR Lt i 588 9.1 - () 510 Rt 43 o7
OUNTIES, o o o v o v o v s n s 330 18.9 . oz 81 12 | 4 18
oNYCIALITIEs, L L i 158 38 o o o
; 94 0.6 3 414 . .
R SN  te3 133 ot 1.0 2 42 a5 259 2.7
OGAL, TOTALY T sl 281 38 - - %88 13.2 f21 s
COUNTIESs « 2 ¢ v o ¢ v s v o 178 8l - - 623 e % 23
HUNICIPALITIES: o + o o 0 o o + 103 2.3 o A o
0.4 6 617 . .
LOUISIANA o o o ¢ o o o » ¢ ¢ v o o 1 Egg g.g Bﬁ o Y 5“_‘; Sé g:g
R, ToTALL Lt h i 749 5.0 o4 0.6 i 628 12.3 20 0.3
, a0 " 8 e 0 0 @ :29 5.7 9 0.2 712 . 0“
PARISHESs o v o v o « ¢ o 1 v o 0:2 , e 2.3 1o .
HUNICIPALITIESs o o + « o o s « 420 4.6 | 75 . =0 o o
. 5 5.0 - - 1092 . 0
b R S S R A I 53 : ) e i 53 R
LOCAL, TOTALs + o ¢ o ¢ o s + = » 5y 2.8 - - 198 52 - -
COUNTIES, o v 9 o0 o 0 ¢ ¢+ 0+ 34 618 - - 8 ¢ - -
MUNTCIPALITIES: « o o v s o o 21 1. . o =
1.3 9 056 . .
HAR LA, ¢ vttt et 707 5l P 32 733 5116 18 13
LOCALs "TOTAL: + o+ o o + o ¢ o o 1 449 7o - . - 1718 8 2 0.4
TCOUNTIES: 1+ o o v o v a v o s s 944 8.2 - - ois %4 12 0.4
CMUNICIPALITIES. & 3 % v v o o s 506 6.3 o 2% o
0.4 7133 ‘ 40 }
s v | ona| ol omloumlowslo@mo B
» 8 8 e 8 A8 0 s A v R PR LN SRS = - o 4
~ EOCALY TOTALS ¢ 70 » » v -9;,3 é:g - . 1 38 "y . . 8’§
COUNTIESs o o o » o » - - 33 7 - '
HUNICIPALITIES, + o . 368 1.6 : - i
0:2 6 014 23, .
MICHIGANS o o o s s » o « . 3 303 5.4 138 02 16 014 H i o
TTORL, ThTALS Lo Lt . 2 801 5.2 63 ot 5 764 146 60 0ud
COUNTIES, o o o o o + : 1 960 114 62 ol igs 3.8 3 35
FoNTCIPALITIESS | o X 641 2. e 2 o
147 5 159 22, .
HIMNESOTA + o & v o o - . 2 09 H 383 °:§ i 2 3 18
Ao v v e e : 1 812 o1 342 2, 5.4 4 0,2
T - 1 18 13:5 302 Wl z 511 234 22 0.3
MUNICIPALITIES: o v v s o v o s 384 4.8 1 . o
.
MISSISSIPPI o o v « v o o o 0 ¢ o s 351 4,5 18 0.2 1640 3k 42 14
S TeTALL Lt 1% o §3 18 0.4 38y : - )
LOCALO TOTAL. & P Y 179' “c_, 16 1.0 3ie 1916 - ‘21
OUNTIESs « o o o ¢ s 'v 8 v o s . 6 1,0 16 2| :
SonicIRACITIEs. Lot it 7 2.4 o . .
0.6 4 724 . , .
MISS0URI« v o o s o o s » o o o s » 1 igg g:% } ig% 202 2 97 F148 - a: g-g
SRR NI N - S 1N - AU
COUNTIESs o o o o ¢ 4 o 8 ¢ v 4 700 12,8 - @ 223 23 1. 3 0u8
HUNICIPALITIES. o v o o o o o 7 498 3.8 - _ ol B o
0.3 970 . .
HONTANA + + oo o vssene e s 21 1.3 " 3 o £ 2 58
AR . o: 76 . )
"°°3{]'T'{°"L' SEEEREERR 196 2 H 0.5 203 4 i &
R i 8 .
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o v o o o 27 2.7

Soo footnates at end of table.
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70 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM # 7
Table 10. Percent distribution of criminal justice system .payroli. by State and type of government, . . » ' Table :0. Percent distribution ¢f criminal justice system payroll, by State and type of goi\:ernment.
October 1979—Continued October 1979—Continued '

(Dollar amdunts in thousands) (Dollar amounts in thousands)

a

Total criminal

legal sorvices and

Justice syaten Police protection Judicial
Total
State and typo of governzent! October Percont Percent Pércent
N payroll? October of total octohor of total Cotober of total
i payroll October payroll °;§:t::l payroll criminal
payroll e Justica
systen systen
. e 50 761 7978] 15,7 4393] 55,
. e 29 377 3171 10.8 987 | . 3101 b BT
. O 21 384 3 807| 225 3406 ] 708 440 9.2
. e 9 4s8 1 781 15,4 675 | 3818 3121 179
. R 11 926 3066] 25.7 2730 | 890 128 4,
. e 35 030 7 651 21,8 3 753
S e 16 673 1 981 11,9 451 el to4 3
i I Y BTN ig igz 3 gzg ;g.g g 302 58,2, 710 12.5
R 098 | 51,347 526 8
BUNICIPALITIES, & o 2 o v v o s 166 1575) - 256 1 204 76,2 184 i3
e e e 30 274 4098 13,5 2565 | 62,6
e 16 o1 1 471 9.2 2351 S5 ol 10
SO 14 233 2627] 18.5 2030 77.3 277 10.5
e 2 002 515 2507 134 26.0 139 210
e e e 12 231 2 112|173 1896 | 898 137 6.5
NEW JERSEY. e e e 294 708 63 048 | 21,4 36 858 5
STA S 106 959 1700 1327 5016 3403 Zone| 133
LOCAL, TOTALe o o o o » o v v o + 187 749 48 344 |  25.7 31810 | 658 5623]  11.6
COUNTIESs s o o o o o v o + o o 65 603 16 892 | 25,7 2 328 13.8 4 283| 25.4
NUNICIPALITIES, & o v v v o+ 122 146 31 452) 25.7 29 485 | 93,7 1 340 4.3
NEW MEXICO, o ¢ o o & 4 & .. 48 469 7 215 14,9 38
STATE o+ + PO 34 634 3 513 1001 oi8 | 3eu1 8| e
LOCAL, TOTALs o o o o o o o o o ' 13 835 3702| 26,8 2956 | 79.8 200 5.4
COUNTIES, o o o o o v v o v o s 4 050 866| 21.4 625 | 7242 39 4.5
MUNICIPALITIES, & & o v v v o - 9.785 2837 29,0 2 331 82,2 1861 5.7
NEW YORK: o o o & e 894 995 201 051]  22.5 116
STATE « o s o« o o o o v n v o vt 264 664 61 543  22.1 HSEe | iae 2otsl 3o
LOCAL, TOTALs v o o o v s o o o+ 630 331 139 508] 32.1 106 655 | 76,5 3 309 2.4
COUNTIES: o's o v o o « o o o + 118 503 29 663| 2510 17.856 | 60,2 1181 3.9
MUNICIPALITIES: o + o v o v o o 811 828 109 848  21.5 86 500 | 0.8 2 158 2.0
NORTH CAROLINAL &+ o ¢ o o o o o o & 280 970 27 482 9.8 3
STATE « o o o o o o o o o s o o s 92 553 15 408 16.6 R 18:3 2 5% B
LOCAL, TOTAL, o o s o o v o v v u 188 417 12 04s 6.4 10 453 | 86.8 499 4e1
COUNTIESs o o o o o o v o o o s 158 442 4 236 2.7 2758 | 5.1 499 |  11.8
MUNICIPALITIES. & o o v o v v o 29 975 7807) 2650 7607] 986 . -
NORTH DAKOTA. . e e 20 425 2 471
STATE o v s o o o o o o u v won 13 826 A el 53 52| 153
LOCAL, TOTALs o o v o 5.0 v « v« & 598 1705| 25.8 1121 85:7 299 17:5
COUNTIES, o o o s o o v ¢ o v & 3 209 18| 25.5 299 | 36,5 262] 3z.0
MUNICIPALITIES, o o o o L 1L 3 390 87| 26.2 822 | 92,7 37 4.2
LRI R S g 278 989 . sg 658, ‘_f%;-g,, .. § W, 1.1 W8 URST. 5, -3 ¥ .0.028
D . Tivgod TTT15 0400 2 995 6.6 .
e i 159 501 43 619 273 27393 | o308 757
e e 70 411 15 695 22.3 3731 23.8 5 459
] P 89 090 27 924 313 23 662 | 84,7 2 319
OKLAHOMA. o+ « + & » e 85 673 13406 | 15,6 ,
STATE v v o o v o o s 52 337 5067] 11,6 1576|339 ! s
LocAL, TOTAL. + & & e 33 336 7339| 23,0 5571 | 75,9 862
COUNTIES, ', 1 . . PO 9 791 1 697 17.3 516 | 3001 653
HUNICIPALTTIES, . .. 23 546 56e42{ 24%0 5061 | 897 208
e e 86 991 17 143 19,7 9024 | 52,6
P S 51 039 5 934 16 1 967 N 2 49
P 35 952 11208 312 7088 | &30 1 424
D 18 599 | 6198| 33.3 23491 3709 1 294
e 17 353 5010] 28,9 § 708 | 94,0 130
. AN 280 625 72 922 26,0 43547 ) 59,7 1
. D 140 550 18 852 13.2 8073 | 43.8 A
Aries : R 158 o0 Ao 328 R 893 A
. e 393 11.5 4 892
NUNICIPALITIES. . e 101 169 4z 302] 41,8 34 o8l 80,6 3 586
RHODE ISLAND: » o o o o o o o o o & 56 124 6 100]  10.9 3587 | s58.8
STATE o o s o v o v o v s v e ot 24 349 3206 13.2 71 | 4.5 K
LOCAL, TOTALs s o o s o s o o o o 31 776 2 894 9.1 2797] 966 30
MURICIPALITIES: « + o o v v o+ 31 776 2 894 9ot © 2791|966 30
SOUTH CAROLINAY o o o « o o v o o & 91 554 weer| 163 7 097 "
STATE » e e e 64 437 8 o8| 12,5 2 281 283 LI
LOCAL, TOTAbLs o o s v o v n o o s 27 117 6803 25,1 4816 ) 708 1192
COUNTIES, o o o « o o v v o » o 17 237 39| a7 1929 | 51.6 1 097
MUNICIPALITIES. o + o v o o o + 9 880 Joe4| 3o 2887 | oH2 96 .

Bee footnotes at end

of table.
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8ep footnotes at end of table.

R

prosecution Public dofense Corregtions Other criminal justice
State afy type of government!
Porcent of Porcant of Percent of Percent of
October October Outober October
total criminal . ¢otal criminal orot total criminal total criminal
payroll Justice syntem puyroll Justice syston Payroil | jistice system payroll Justice system
NEBRASKAG o 5.0 s ¢ e D 564 7.0 a7 1.4 1825 2&.9 30 0.4
STATE o o 2 9 4 o “ e S 95 3.0 - - 1 421 44.8 25 0.8
LOCAL, T0TAL: + e v e 466 9.7 87 1.8 4oy a4 5 043
COUNTIESe ¢ o » v e .. 327 18,8 87 8.0 339 19.5 - -
HUNICIPALIT!ES. " ¢ .. 139 HeS - - 64 241 5 0.2
NEVADAG v % o o o 6 o 4 o o 700 9.4 165 2.2 2 090 27,3 80 0.6
STATE o o 6 09 0 o ¢ e 149 TS 16 0.8 1 465 58,8 16 0.8
LOCAL: TOT&L. R . 550 97 149 2.6 928 16,3 34 0.6
UNTIES: o« o s o o e 425 10,4 149 3.6 859 21,0 34 0.8
HUNICIPAL!TXES. e s e 126 8.0 - - 66 4.2 - -
NEW HAMPSHIRE « o o o 2 + 9 e 167 Had 3 0.l 895 21.9 33 0.8
STATE R S . . 97 6,6 - - 655 84,5 27 1.9
LOCAL, TOTAL. .ot e s ey . 70 247 3 0.1 241 9.2 6 0.2
COUNTIESe o a v ¢ 4 » & .. 38 Tel 3 0.6 200 38,9 - -
MUNICIPALITIES, 4 i s » .. . 32 1.8 - - 40 1.9 6 0.3
NEW JERSEY: o o o o o 4 0 5 » ¢ v % 4 98% 7.9 1118 1.8 12 025 1941 389 0.6
STATE ¢ o e 0 ¢ v o 2 9 0 0 3 o s 1241 B4 1 106 745 5177 35,2 84 046
LocaL, TOTAL. L 3 745 Te7 13 12? 6 848 14,2 305 0.6
COUNTIESe 4 s 0 o o o v 0 5 o & 3 223 19,4 3 (2} 6 848 40,5 210 1.2
HUNICXPALITIES- 5 s e 8,8 ¢ s s 521 1.7 10 (Z) - (z) 95 0.3
NEN MEXICO. R I R A ) 651 9.0 103 1.4 1 449 20.1 144 2.0
TATE R 528 15,0 97 2.8 065 30,3 111 30
LOCAL: TOTAL. T S R 123 3.3 L] 1733 384 10.4 33 0,9
COUNTIESs o o o o o o o o o o o 21 2,5 - - 158 18,3 22 205
MUNJCIPALITIES: v ¢ o o o & o ice 3.6 5 042 226 8.0 i1 0.4
NEW YORKe o + o o » v-90 g s ¢ o o & 13 487 6.7 7 0.2 42 372 2l.L 1 321 0.7
s e RN 4 353 6.7 45 0.! 22 730 36.9 996 1.6
LOEAL, TOTAL. 4 » o o o o o » o « 9 295 6.7 282 042 19 642 18,1 325 0.2
COUNTIESe ¢ « s v 5 o o o » s 3 022 10,2 284 0.9 T 167 24,2 187 0,6
MUNICIPALITIESs 4 o v o o o o o 6 273 5,7 1 (Z) 12 478 11.4 138 0.1
NORTH CAROLINAy » o v « o o v o ¢ o 1 687 6,0 108 0.4 ! 8.937 32,6 215 0.8
STATE o o s 0 0 0 0 g ¢ s v ¢ v o 1 464 9.5 106 0.7 ¢ 8 o74 52.4 183 1.2
LOCAL, TOTALe 4 v v o o.6 o o o o 193 1.6 3 (2) 863 742 32 0.3
COUNTIES, s et e e e s b s 85 2,0 3 Oel i 13 20,3 32 0.8
HUNICIPALXTXES. PR R N ST 108 1.4 - - 3 (2} - -
: 1
NORTH DAKOTAy o o ¢ s ¢ o s o » » &« 223 9.0 - = 415 16,8 18 0.7
STATE + 4+ o P R S R O K¢S 9.3 - - 282 36,8 18 2.3
LOCAL, TOTAL: « & 4 o o o s ¢ « o $52 8.9 - - 133 7.8 - -
COUNTIES: o ¢ o 0 ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢ o o 134 16,3 - - 123 15,1 - -
HUNICIPkLITlES- R R 18 2.1 - - 10 1.1 - -
OHIOy v ¢ s o 4 o 5 o 0 ¢« 3 » .« 3 556 6.1 344 0.6 13 839 23.6 Loy 0.9
STATE .o =58 3 s . $ 522 LS L2 s 8 370 57,0 i1z TeT
LOCAL, TOTAL, « & ) s 2 534 5.8 253 0.6 5 269 12,1 392 0.9
COUNTIES: o o o o 5 s o 5 v & 1 824 9.7 248 1.6 4 406 28,1 326 204
MUNICIPALITIES: « o o o » o s o 1 010 3.6 5 (2) 862 3.1 66 0.2
OKLAHOMAG & o o o o o ¢ s s 3 v v o 931 8,9 55 0.4 3 579 26,7 53 0.4
STATE o s o v 27 ¢ o 5 0o v 9 0 s s 648 10.7 - - 3 026 49.9 38 0.6
LOCAL, YOTALs 4 o + o o o ¢ o o & 283 3.9 55 0.8 553 73 16 0.2
COUNTIESs o o o o o ¢ 0 o v v o 60 3.5 L33 3.0 422 24,9 (2)
HUNICIPALITIES: « o o ¢ v o & & 223 4,0 4 (133 131 2.3 15 0.3
OREGON« ¢ o o o o o o o o o 0 ¢ 4 o 1718 10,0 66 0.4 4 156 2442 81 0.5
STATE RN 724 12,8 29 0.5 2 494 42,0 47 0.8
LOCAL, TOTAL- I S SR Y 995 8,9 37 0.3 § 662 14,8 33 0.3
COUNTIES, o v v o o s o o o 4 o 845 13,6 37 0.6 1 658 26,8 13 0.2
HUNICIP&LIT!E RN 149 3.0 - - 3 0,1 20 0.4
PENNSYLV&NIA' s e e “ e 3 689 5.4 532 0.7 13 791 18.9 539 0.7
STATE v ee e R 1129 6.1 - - & 537 35,2 434 23
LOCAL; TOTAL- TR e e 2 830 5.2 532 1.0 7 254 1343 104 0.2
OUNTI v e e e e 1 R43 12,0 532 4.4 4 074 33,7 38 03
~HUNICIPALITXES. " 304 e e 1 387 3.3 - - 3 182 7.8 66 0.2
RHODE lsLAND. ve s s e e e e 264 4.3 59 1.0 1 290 2141 39 6
STATE T N R N R R 197 641 59 1.8 1 290 4o.2 39 1.2
LOCAL, TOTAL- O R R 67 243 - - - - - -
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o v o o o 67 2.3 - - - - - -
SOUTH CAROLINA. DR ¢ e 682 46 47 0.3 5 228 35.1 87 Qe
. DO « e 430 3.3 ] 0.1 4 734 58.6 79 10
LOCAL; TOTAL. [ DR 252 3.7 41 0.6 494 7e3 8 0.1
v 0un e 227 (33 41 1.2 438 11.7 8 0.2
MUNICIPALITXES. " v e 25 0.8 - t2) 56 1,8 - -

ERTTS
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7 CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 73
i & CRIMINAL JUSTICE: EXPENDITURE AND EMPLQYMENT ot I Table 10. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll, by State and type of government,
Ti istributi iminal justi e of governmen i . .
able 10. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll, by State and typ. g ' i % Catober 1979—Continued
B —Conti { .
Octoier 1979—Continued | (Pollar amounts in thousands)
(Dollar amounts in thousands) g ’( "’“":,:::‘;ﬁ‘;::“‘“" - — ) — o
Total ertminal . v | i -
Justice system Police protection Judicial } : 3 % Btate and type. of goyornpent Parcent df Percent of Parcent of Qctober Percont of
Totnl - B f‘ i Ooteb:r total crininai Dctoh:{ total criminal oﬁt:::: totel griminal payroll total oriminal
State and type of government! Oc:obgr Percant . Pero:nt . Pe:u:n: : i : payroll Justice pyitem| PRYTO Justice systen pay Justico aystem Justice system
ercen f total ’e b ) ~ g g
payroll? Ontober of total October :Hm‘;.n:l ‘ Octoder :rim:n:). % ) 4 0.5
peyroll October payroll Justice payroll Justice 4 i SOUTH DAKOTAG o o ¢ v y 5 ¢ v's o a7y 10,2 1 Q3 497 18,5 iu 1-0
payroll system syatenm o LA . . e s e s et e e 13 9:6 - - 429 Jévﬁ ) e
= = OCAL, TOTALu o o « o » o 4+ ¢ o1s 143 10.8 7 046 68 (1 = N
: £ COUNTIES, « 4 o v o « « s ¢ o 118 23,8 7 148 64 12,
SOUTH DAKOTA. + 4 o 4 4 o .. 13 950 2 686 19,3 1 463 54,5 431 16,0 I b HUNICIPALITIES, & & o o ' 0! 25 30 - - 3 0.4 - -
" OeAL, ALl L Ll - ¢ 515 138 89 vi04f B3 L I i b ' ‘ e 5 052 25,5 76 0.4
O SGATICIALe & e e s . . P 29 2. , “ : 054 5,3 158 0 o3 .
COUNTIES, o . | . . . .. 2 626 497| 18,9 3011 60,5 7 1.3 il Bl I S A oo 1202 W7 0.7 3 331 52,0 31 0,5
MUNICIPALITIES, , . . .. 3 792 832 21,9 804 96,6 - - b AL, TR, T L, 1 2.8 11 0.8 71 218 is 0:3
E TRETEEERETE 97 #.0 & o . .
TENNESSEE 4 o 4 v a n v 0w ., 196 632 19 802! 10.3 10386 | 52,2 susl s £ S N 77 e 44 0.5 666 77 14 0.2
STATE ¢ o « ¢ o v e 0 o » ¢ s o o 59 884 & 400 10,7 1 387 21,7 826 12,9 =7 ¥ ! '
LOCAL, TOTAL, P e e 136 748 i3 do2 9,8 8959 66,8 2 292 17,1 ¢ od TEXAS | . e e e e e, 4 471 b6 16 (2 11 703 17.2 479 0.7
COUNTIES, o+ o o s v o v s s o &1 741 i 788 7.8 17821 37,2 1756 36,1 i STATE « v 2 v o v v a ot onen) 93 5B 2 (2) 5 847 0.7 %0 0.6
HUNICIPALITIES: o o « o 5 o & . 75 007 8 614 11,5 7177 83,3 536 6.2 Lo LOCAL, TOTALs o o v oo v s o0t 3 53 o8 13 fazi ggg; 138 ;gg gvg
I f e e 634 13,4 1 04 . .
TEXAS o v v v e a e . e 363 901 67 846| 18,6 41377 et 9 801l 14,4 b BONICTRALITIESs § oLt v 4 - - 815 1.8 15 (2)
STATE . t e e e .. 192 678 14 379 7.5 5 922 45,2 1573 11,0 oot ; .
LOCAL, TOZAL, + 4+ & & . .. 171 223 53 468 31,2 35 455 66,3 8 221 18,4 ; UTAN e e 549 .7 8 et 1 405 19.8 20 0.3
COUNTIES, o 4 o ¢ . . .. 55 104 19 616 35,6 4 507 23,0 © 6 8460 34,9 ! IR LIttt 184 519 - - 1128 4.4 18 0.6
MUNICIPALITIES, . . . . 116 118 33 852 29.2 30 948 91,4 1378 4.1 ‘ : TOCAL, TOTALY & o L il 396 5o 8 0.2 278 &3 3 0.1
: ; IR 303 16,7 : . :
UTAHy o o v v v oo n v v n e s, 39 143 7107]  18.2 4327 60,9 911 1.2 3 o oNICIsaLItiEs, il 92 N - () 0.3 1 0.t
3TATE ., e e e e 24 360 2 724 11,2 10350 31,9 394 14,5 » Lot . 3 ]
LOCAL, TOTAL. o v s 4 4 s s s v s 14 783 4 382 29.6 3 294 75,2 403 9,2 a £ VERMONT . e e iy B.7 55 2.4 489 21,5 29 1,3
COUNTIES: + 4 o o o o o o o o 4 7 573 1 813 23.9 1 003 55,3 225 12,4 ' W STATE + L Lol 136 el 5% 34 488 30,4 29 1.8
HUNIGIPALITIES: 4 & « « 2 4 o » 7 210 2 569 35,6 2 291 89,2 177} 6.9 4 i Cocal, TOTALL 4 L Lt 5 ot M - 1 9ed - -
= - - o - ‘ : _
VERMONT & s 0 v v o v v v v a o s, 8 135 2 269] 27,9 1255 55,3 290  12.8 £ SoNieIeALITIEs, L L s bed h - - - -
STATE 4 4 o s u o o o s o 0 o v s 5 367 1 607 30,0 633 39,4 256 15,9 v : ; 6
LOCAL, TOTAL. o o 4 4 o o o o 4 o 2 768 662 23.9 622 94,0 3¢ 5.1 Lo VIRGINIAe o o v s o 4 s s 1179 4.0 3 0.1 9 653 33.1 464 1.6
COUNTIES. o 4 2 4 s o s ¢ 4 » 4 49 47 95.9 12 25.3% 34 72,3 > A R STATE o o o o o o + o . 185 1o 34 0.3 7 oot 84,7 i6l 1,
MUMICIPALITIES. & v« v v & o s 2 729 615 22.5 10} 99.2 - - - o LOCAL, TOTAL, &+ o o+ N 994 e - - T Ters 154 22
v ceae v 452 & - - . 3
VIRGINIA, o v 4 v v v e v a s s 283 952 29 146|103 19| 49,8 3299 11,3 P e it e it 8.8 - : 1 523 16,3 136 1.6
STATE o4 o s v ww av v s o v 110 050 12 793 11,6 3 275 25,6 2 136 16,7 Yo ' - , J .
LOCAL; TOTALs & o 4o ¢ o 4 v o + 4 173 903 16 353 - o4 11 244 68,8 1 163 7.1 vl WASHINGTON. o o « o o o » « o v o « 1 939 7.7 101 0.4 6 69 26,5 148 0.8
UNTIES: & 4 o o o o o ¢ o o o 96 709 7 023 7.3 4 13 67.0 584 8,3 [ §T, PN . e h e ey, 653 747 - - 4 288 50,8 7 0-“
N MUNICIPALITIES, & + o « o o . , 77 194 9 325 12,1 6 532 70,0 582 6.2 o LOGAL, TOTAL. A 1 286 I8 101 048 2 30¢ 63 & o
i y Lo : .. e 9285 0 ; : ¢ .
. WASHINGTON, & o v v ¢ oo o oo o 154 025 25 274 16,4 13 484 5344 2 912 11.5 i ﬁg:?émi,_mgs: e 361 3 - t2) 118 1.4 14 0.2
2 EEATE AL Tttt 92 59§ 2:‘65 38'3 2 ng 2;.2 » eg: 1;,2 i ' s 2 L 1 o - . o6
CALs TOTALs o ¢ 4 o s 2 s o o 54 43 16’829 . 10 6 .5 2 . o G e e 497 7.7 ; { » ’
COUNTIES. 4 » ¢ v s o o s o st 23 511 8520 3.2 3 200 3310 1915l 22,5 Lo e s 214 7.9 3 0.1 gH2 a2 33 1
MUNICIPALITIES, o 2 « « s o & . 30 922 » 3 Jos 26,9 7 44a 89,6 72 4,5 - AT LOCAL, TOTALS S Lt i it 582 8.3 " - 33; o ¥ 0.
. 4 o ety 281 17 » - . !
WEST VIRGINIA o ¢ v v v w4 s s W, 52 388 L6 819f 12,3 3637 56,7 tia]  a7.s b iR I 31 K ¥ - 10 0.3 - -
STATE o o o s o o 4 v o s o s o 37 893 '3 099 8,2 12241 39,5 782 25,2 |
LOCAL, TGTALs 4+ o 4 o 2 ¢ 4 o 4 o 14 495 3 320 22,9 2 ug3 72,7 339 10,2 WISCONSIN s o » o o v o o o o o . 2 oat 7.5 370 1.4 5 749 21.3 181 0.7
COUNTIES, o 4 v v v v » o o o . 6 025 1 468 24,3 627{ 92,8 Mol a1 i STATE A A 770 9.3 370 4,8 § 363 52,9 | ;o 81 1.0
HUNICIPALITIES: o o o o . . 1. 8 471 1,685] 21,9 1786 | 9tz 29 1a6 b o LECAL, TOTALs v v v v 4 0 o v 4 s 125 H . S 3% s Ay j"olé 10
: S e N 913 12,1 ( _ ' .
WISCONSIN & v 4 4 v 0w va s s, 193 132 . 27 016] - 4.0 15 703 | 58,1 299 111 oo IR s 3 - - - - o 0.2
STATE e e e e e 8l 927 8 2491 10,1 1 511 18,3 1 1855 14,0 L ~ . .
3 LOCAL, TOTAL. o o v 4 o s s o v+ 111 208 18 766 16,9 14 193 75,6 1835 9.8 { Lo HYOUING o o o o « s o s o o o o4 253 5.6 40 1.4 547 1646 18 0.5
3 COUNTIES. o 4 v o v s s o0 v s 40 720 753%|  18.,5] - 345 45,5 1736 23,0 ; EA STATE o o s o2 2 9s s 0ol 89 8,6 0 ER 433 43,3 is 1.4
MUNICIPALITIES, « o o o s « . . 70 485 1123w 159, 10 768 95,9 99 "0.9 IS S BN » Dosat, fomALy YL TT I 5o 4o a's - « . §$§ 1%76 L. T
. f s - R SR T ] T ‘ TTGOUNTIES, v o s v w v v b4 v w s 131 14,7 - - e ol -
NYQMING P 48 738 2 oug 18,7 1721 58,5 3658 12,4 Do : N 3 32 - - 14 104 - -
STATE ¢ s .t va Ll 11 326 1cas| 52 sat| - 308 el 130 . : HUNICIPALITIES s s o o v 0 @ 2 :
LOCALs TOTAL. u o 4 s o s 4 o o . 7 60 i 898 25,4 1 300 73,8 218 11.5 - Pl
‘ ©UGOUNTIES, o o s s 4 v v 4 s s, 4471 892(  21.4 482 54,1 176 19,7 ik Lo
HUNICIPALITIES. + & o v o o o + 3 288 1007]  30.6 918 91,2 42 4.2 ! v :
" = Represernts zero or rounds to zero. g “
% Less than half the unit of messurcment skown. Lot N
B Ipata for munici: litioy, and the local govermments totals which include munfcipal data, are estimates subjoct to seopling variation; data for countion 5 {
(boroughs, parishes) ure based on a canvess of pll cq‘mty govermients ond therofore are not subject to annpling variation; seo text for data linitations. i {
- 3The relation of criminsl justice October payroll \io. total October payroll iz based on data for goneral guverncents only and does not Inclido dats for o1
State-oporated liquor stores, locally operated u';nitz} systezs, or for indopendent schoal districts and specinl districts. ;(@ ' A
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT

Table 11. Total criminal justice system expenditure of State gévernments. by character
. and object, fiscal year 1979
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Direct expenditure Intergovern—
megtal
1 Capital outlay expenditure
State Total Total Direct P,- ; : i -
current Total EBquipment [Construction Land Totzl

TOTAL « o o s 0 0 o & » 8 463 110{ 7 392 554} ¢ su2 196 550 358 203 643 342 005 4 710§ 5 070 556
ALABAMA v & & o ¢ o % o « o o 116 288 105 569 102 508 3 064 2 722 202 17 10 819
ALASKAe o+ o « 5 o ¢ o o s o 79 570 77 704 75 736 1 968 1 098 870 - 1 866
ARIZONA & 4 4 a6 o s o « o & 106 836 99 084 86 271 12 813 6 0L} 6 782 - 7 152
ARKANSAS: « s o 5 ¢ s o o o & 50 640 44 734 37 938 6 793 2 284 4 477 32 5 909
CALTFORNIAL o o « o o ¢ » « o 847 836 716 973 666 H24 50 549 15 €34 34 9Ug 1 | 56 130 863
COLORADOs s n 5 o o o o » o s 114 449 108 945 96 346 12 599 2.2719 10 320 - 5 504
CONNECTICUT o o o v o o = s & 143 709 140 309 130 739 9 570 2 91% 5 267 698 3 400
DELAWARE: o v 2 o« » ¢ s o o » 51 483 49 689 45 688 4 001 1 528 2 u3 - 1 794
FEORIDA ¢ o o « 5 o 5 o o « # 393 465 378 a4a 347 6668 31 176 7 471 Z3 108 - 14 623
GEORGIA o « 4 v o o o o o s = 162 129 149 494 141 01é 8 478 4 s42 . 3936 - 12 635
HAWAII. o o o o 0 ¢ o o o ¢ 8 47 397 45 815 33 973 11 642 215 < 11 427 - 1 732
IDAHO & v o o o ¢ s o 5 « & o 31 6831 30 433 28 731 1 702 1 03¢ 612 - 1 248
ILLINOIS: o 4 ¢ oo o o o o o 348 569 315 7137 282 498 25 239 12 133 13 106 - 34 832
INDIANA 5 « ¢ o o o ¢ a o o o 131 477 124 284 111 221 13 063 3 700 9 318 45 7 193
JOWA: o o o o ¢ s ¢ 5 o 5 o » 88 039 81 709 77 394 4 315 1 B4O 2 475 - & 330
KANSAS, o s s o a o 2 ¢ .0 2 & 75 899 7L 087 63 483 5 584 2 996 2 588 - 4 832
KENTUCKYe 4 ¢ o o s s 0 » o &« 175 496 154 8434 142 71z 12 128 5 500 6 628 - 20 655
LOUISIANA « 5 & o o ¢ s o ¢ o 174 861 147 620 128 040 19 584 3 497 16 083 - 27 244
MAINE ¢ o o 4 o s o o o s o » 36 053 34 219 32 585% E34 917 717 - 1 834
MARYLAND: « ¢ o « o ¢ o « & » 295 200| 220 254 202 409 17 845 6 264 11 138 443 74 946
MASSACHUSETTS. ¢ o « o s o & o 265 943 166 127 160 677 5 450 2 893 2 557 - 99 786
MICHIGANG o s o o 5 4 « ¢ o & 384 420 304 563 289 382 15 181 13 401 1 780 -l 79 857
MINNESOTA 4 & ¢ e ¢ 4 » o o 115 944 96 144 92 940 3 204 3 159 45 - 19 800
MISSISSIPPI o o o « 4 & o ¢ = 64 618 89 186 47 990 11 19§ 3 191 8 005 - 5 §32
MISSOURI+ & 2 o o # ¢ o s & & 125 358 112 995 108 18t 14 814 5 044 6 723 47 12 363
MONTANA ¢ o 4 o o o o 2 2 o @ 25 853 24 387 23 407 975 . 975 - - 1473
NEBRASKA: « « o s v o o o o « 53 286 . B2 316 43 685 10 634 3 976 6 447 208 970
NEVADA: ¢ o o o o s 5 o o o » 34 993 32 519 31 326 1332 884y 309 - 2 473
NEW HAMPSHIRE « &4 » & o « & o 24 5271 23 258 22 019 1 239 206 333 - 269
NEW JERSEYs o o & o ¢ a'u & 4 247 415 226 799 222 218 4 581 932 3 64s - 20 656
NEW HMEXICOw « o o v ¢ o o o » .66 873 63 98Y] 54 705 [ 275 1 979 7 103 194 2 892
NEW YORKe ¢ « s o o » & “e 1108 589 981 1581 . 948 735 32}523 10 227 22 133 63 127 43
NORTH CAROLINA. & v 4.0 &) o 290 785 276 395 224 726 517669 8 428 u2 677 564 14 39¢
NORTH DAKOTA. w o o ¢ & o« o 13 807 13 220 12 690 530 390 140 - 587
OHIDy o .o « /0 o oun o o o 254 112 212 299 204 339 7 250 6 612 i 3us8 - 41 813
ORLAHOMA. ‘¢ ¢ o o »76 ¢ & o » 103 633 100 §32 84 348 16 586 5 067 i1 519 - 2 701
OREGONs o o ¢ 5 o o '0 ¢ o o @ 115 444 102 416 98 780 3 636 1 196 2 440 - 13 025
PENNSYLVANIA: 5 7 ¢ 's o o « » 379 191 292 914 287 596 5 318 4 yog 896 18 86 277
RHODE ISLAND: o« « » o o s o o 56 748 53 306 45 742 7 564 1 625 5 939 o 3 442
SOUTH CARDLINAL 4 & 4 4 o & o i08 548 104 g78 97 381 6 797 6 318 389 90 4 370
SOUTH DAKOTAG & o 4 v s = o » 25 074 23.310 21 &n4 1 506 1 076 430 - 764
TENNESSEE o o o 6 s o 2 o o o 135 180 118 916 100 260 18 716 2 459 16 238 19 17 234
TEXAS & ¢ o o 0 a0 s o o0 ¥ 277 800 234 4e1l 209 BYS 24 568 12 876 10 487 1205 43 379
UTAH, ¢ ¢ s 4 o ¢ v s o o o o 53 {441 . 46 610] . 43 858 2 182 2 736 16 - 6 534
VERMONT ¢ o v o «'v s » o &+ o 29 003 28 78% 27 183 1 628 602 1 026 - 222
VIRGINIAs o o ¢ ¢ ¢ o 0 o o o 269 877 211 017 196 479 14 538 6 401 7 263 a74 58 860
WASHINGTOM. o o s o 5 0 & v o 144‘ﬁ¥\ 129 315 118 471 10 84& 5 805 8 039 - 14 756
WEST VIRGINIA 4 ¢ ¢ 5 « o & » 54 ‘g 53 779 49 934 3 845 3 122 723 - 1 166
HISCONSIN ¢ s o ¢ o o o o » 137 138|  126:147| 124 79m 3 352 2 151 1 201 - 9 211
WYOMING ¢ 2 4 o o o0 ¢ o 0 o 2% 458 24 051 16 408 7 646 252 7 317 17 407

- Hepzresents zero
*pata are based on a field compilation from records of esch State government shown; see text for data limitations,
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT

of 349 large county governments, fiscal year 1979

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Table 12. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total eipe'nditure {direct and intergovernmental)

Total ¢riminal

Justice system Police protection Judicial
Total Percent Percent Percent
County? Population® general of total of total of total
expenditure general eriminal eriminal
Amount expendt-~ Amount. Juseice Amotat Justlce
ture system systen
TOTAL o b « o o 5 o o & o o 4 128 335 650 | 30 538 150 4 786 542 65.8] 1 413 egs 29.5{ 1 175 566 24.6
ALABAMA:
CALHBUN &+ 4 w o 4 0 v a0 0 o 0 o 116 139 4 860 864 18.9 201 23.3 323 37.4
JEFFERSON o« 4 o o 4 5 o s o o s & 654 555 117 447 15 40% 13.1 5 561 3644 2 786 18.1
MADISON o o ¢ ¢ o 4 o o o 4 & 4 187 120 11 570 3 086 26,7 738 23.9 488 18,7
MOBILE:, o o o ¢ o 4 o 4 o o o o 4 360 171 32 778 6 60§ 20.2 2 505 37.9 g 692 25,6
MONTGOMERY. & o o 4 o & ¢ 4 & = o 186 710 15 762 3 372 21.4 669 19.8 988 29,3
TUSCALOOSA. « &« o & « ¢ o ¢ o & 4 125 433 19 845 2 438 12.4 723 2947 608 24.9
ARTZONAS
MARICOPA. ¢ v « o o 4 o o 24 o 4 1 307 684 209 832 47 277 22.5 -10 352 21.58 13 377 28.4
PIMA, & 0 o s ¢ a4 s a o a8 & o 461 825 94 758 29 621 31.3 10 056 33.9 5 578 18.8
ARKANSAS? X
PULASKI o & o a0 o ¢ 2 s o o o o 4 326 898 16 735 8 279 37.5 1 895 30.2 { 483 23.1
SEBASTIAN @ o o 4 ¢ « o = s o o & 8y 773 5 393 1 779 32.9 418 23.5 LY 26,6
CALIFORNIAt
ALAMEDA . & 4 & 5 o v o o o s & 4 1102 964 336 244 88 977 26,5 9 697 10.9 20 220 22,7
BUTTE . S e e e e e d e al 133 390 8 933 & 921 15.1 2 086 30.1 1 484 .25.0
CONTRA COSTA. RN 624 817 223 895 47 824 2144 9 098 19.0 &6 704 14,0
FRESNOW o o ¢ ¢ 4 4 o o o 6 o o 4 479 922 186 284 33 204 17.8 7 898 23.8 7 142 21.5
HUMBOLDT. “s o « s « o o o & & & & 107 480 46 THO 7 723 16,5 2 709 3541 1 688 s 2149
ERN: « o v 6 o o o 4 0 & o o o 370 912 178 801 32 840 18.4 7 881 24.0 4283 ¢ 71340
LOS ANGELES + = o « o o & @ o o o 7 079 216 | 2 %26 182 468 196 18,5 130 981 28.0 186 371 1272346
MARIN ¢ ¢ o o ¢« d o o a o o 5 3 4 224 453 66 359 11 337 17.0 2 710 23.9 2 575 22,7
MERCED: o o ¢ & 4 0 o o « & o o 4 125 619 6% 400 6 824 10.4 1970 28.9 1 693 24,8
MONTEREY. o 4 o & o 2 o o & o 4 & 276 846 80 BOY 17 932 22,2 5 591 31.2 3 448 19.2
ORANGEs o o « « « « 2 o o o o & 4 1 832 854 377 336 80 505 2143 19 38% 24.1 22 574 2840
RIVERSIOE « o o o 4 5 o o s » o 4 602 828 218 927 42 195 19.3 13 740 32.6 8 516 20.2
SACRAMENTO. 4 « 4 « = s 5 o o o & 737 414 463 625 55 469 12.0 16 492 29.7 9 654 17.4
N SAN BERNARDINO. &+ . 4w« o o o o 4 779 588 296 271 54 058 18,2 17 535 32. 12 790 23.7
SAN DIEGO « 4 4 ¢ « o o o s o o 4 1 742 930 447 {86 78 059 17.4 14 436 18.5 21 146 2741
SAN JOAQUIN « & & 4 s'c o & o & 4 3ty 228 140 409 22 054 18.7 5 923 27.1 4 751 21.5
SAN LUIS 0BISPO . IR 141 674 67 282 8 387 12,5 2 467 29.4 1 769 25,4
SAN MATEO o 4 « s 4 o a o o » o 4 588 321 159 373 35 005 22,0 6 859 19.6 7 608 21,7
SANTA BARBARA + o 4 & 2 o & & & & 292 274 111 050 19 733 17.8 5 980 30.3 4 095 20.8
SANTA CLARA & & & & o 2 s & 5 o & 1233 792 %68 642 60 798 16,5 11 004 18.1 14 558 23,9
SANTA CRUZ. & & o 4 2 o o s o a4 3173 695 64 478 12 420 19,3 3 051 2446 2 283 18.4
SOLANOY o o o ¢ o 2 o « o o o & 4 208 995 76 221 16 374 21,5 1732 10.6 2 835 17.3
SONOMASL & 4 n o 6 « o « o o o o 4 274 395 96 500 14 297 14.8 4 866 34,0 2 632 18,4
STANISLAUS. o 2 o 2 o o o o o 4 R 246 734 100 251 17 545 17.5 4346 24,8 3 230 18.4
- TULARE. 4 o w o o o o a o 8 o 4 4 225 497 110 534 14 941 13.5 4 133 27.7 2 847 l9.1|
\ VENTURA & o ¢ a o 4 o ¢ o o o o 4 4ay 551 187 727 39 974 2i¢3 & 428 23.6 5 918 14,8 |
YOLO: ¢ « o o « o 6 2 o o 8 o o & 107 729 43 150 6 925 ‘16.0 2 496 36,0 1 351 19,
cowmno: x4 \ v .
ADAHS . N . . 232 561 50 607 4 294 8,50 2288  s3.3l . dssl 2.4
L ———— Y. ] 1.7 Y. . =em = - - - A%T-A07 ¢ BT JEg i1t ST T IR T P | 593 2.2
= " BOULDER . .. . 35 948 3 785 11.4 1 688 45,0 58 1.5
EL PASO & 2 5 o o o o & . 346 278 5278 14,8 794 15.0 1333 25,3
§ JEFFERSON “ s e 64 a a . 52 927 6 141 1i.6 3 374 54, 10 0.2
A LARTMER ., . ¢ 4 ¢ o & &« . 24 528 2 372 9.7 Ao 1127 47.5 .- -
! PUEBLOs & o o o &« & 4 & . 28 711 2071 742 666 32.2 152 7.3
\\ WELD. 4 o s « 3 s o . 112 214 29 838 3 107 10,5 1379 4a, - -
DELAWARE !
NEW CASTLEs & = ¢ & o « o o & « 4 397 809 64 034 9 313 14,2 7 436 8i.6 1 323 14.5
FLORIDAL
ALACHUA & o 6 0 ¢ o o o o 8 o & o 129 852 22 473 5 503 4.5 2 646 48,1 1 040 18,9
BREVARD & o i o o o s i 4 o o » 4 236 966 30 842 6 446 12,8 3 482 24.0 1 708 26.9
BROWARD o o v o 4 6 wie = o » 4 4 880 317 136 547 29 355 21,8 12 380 42,9 9 165 31.2
DABEi -2 o ¢ o o & =« & « o s & o 4 1 458 490 886 189 81 532 13.9 45 020 55,2 19 464 23.9
ESCAMBIA, w4 4 o o W 6 & o o o o 227 6714 81 842 13 s41 26,3 5 193 384 5 566 4141
HILLSBOROUGH, . w o « & 5 % o s 587 279 154 112 25 262 16.4 13 432 53.2 4 662 18,5
LEE 4 o o ¢ 0 b 2 o o s o ¢ o 2 & 183 283 54 574 5 896 10.4 2 898 49.1 1872 3.8
LEON, o o « o o ¢ 4 a6 o 5 o s & " 130 9%a 18 044 4 692 26.0 2 708 57.7 118y 25,2
MANATEE . o % 5 0 o o o = o o s 4 129 657 29 192 3 339 11.4 1 829 54,8 804 2444
MARION: 4 & ¢ « o = & 4 4 4+ o o 106 673 12 109 3 812 29.8 2 436 67.4 622 17.2
OKALOOSA. o ¢ o 5 o o s o o o 4 & 106 052 14 926 2 213 14.8 962 T 43,3 589 26,6
7 ORANGE: 5 o« o o o o o o 50 o 4 424 109 107 321 20 752 19.3 9 564 4648 4 382 21.1
: PALM BEACH: ¢ w o o 2 4 » o o & o 4e9 424 . 122 495 19 055 15,6 9 440 49,5 4 611 24,2
PASCO o o o o o 4 & ¢ 2 o o o 4 4 151 764 27 821 67268 22.5 2 907 48,4 2 502 39,9
PINELLAS. o o ¢ 4.0 2 » o ¢ o o & 661 375 113 872 20 560 1841 T T4z 37.7 6 596 32,1
POLKe o o o o o« o o o o o o o o 4 280 525 48 327 10 135 22.4 4 955 48.9 2 768 27.3
SARASOTA. & 4 o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ .o 0 & 177 120 28 723 5 385 18.7 3- 520 3.7 958 17.9
SEMINOLE. o o o o o 4 o =« & a o 182 306 21 847 4 106 18.8 2 425 5941 1 021 24.9
o VOLUSIA o o ¢ a « o o ¢ ¢ 2 4 o 4 220 186 36 477 8 074 22.0 4 048 8001y 1 713 21.2
GEGRGIAS . . .
’ BIBR. ¢ o ¢ 4 o 0 4« o o & 5 « o 142 362 17 872 6 055 33.9 .1 408 23.2 4207 19.9
: CHATHAM & 4 4 ¢ 4 o o o = o s o « 190 810 32 907 7 063 21.5 2212 31,3 2 910 81,2
CLAYTON . 4 o o o a'a's o o o o4 138 003 30 095 158 20.5 2 493 R0.5 2 1587 35,0
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM

Table 12 Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
of 349 large county governments, fiscal year 1979~Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)
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Legn;rz:::iiiznand Public defense Correctlons Other criminal justice
County! Percent of Percent af Percent of Percent of
Amoutt total eriminali . Amount rotal criminal Amount total criminal Amount total criminal
justice systen justice system Justice system juscice system
TOTAL & o 4 v 6 o6 o s s o & 460 551 9.6 168 281 3.5 1 416 985 29.6 151 075 3.2
ALABAMAS
CALHOUN , “ e v s 8 s e 72 843 2 0.2 266 30,8 - -
JEFFERSON , P N 869 5.6 65 0.t 4 579 29.7 1 549 10,1
MADISON , o C b e e e e 376 12.2 - - 1 486 48,2 - -
HOBILE. . S T 398 6.0 13 0.2 2 000 30,3 - -
MONTGOHERY. P I 436 12.9 - - 1230 36,5 49 1,5
TUSCALOOSA, s s e a8 0 s 235 22| 0.9 652 26,7 198 8,1
ARIZONAS
MARICOPA, « o v ¢ ¢ s o o o o o & 6 362 13.5 3 037 6o 14 249 30,2 - -
PIMAG o o o ¢ o ¢ 5 o o « 0 0 s 3 437 11.6 i 707 5.8 8 843 29.9 - -
RKANSASt
A PULiSKI O N R R 980 18.6 182 2.9 1 486 23.7 283 4,5
SEBASTIAN o v v o ¢ 0 o 3 o ¢ o & 19% 10.8 87 4.9 387 21.8 219 12,3
CAkziaggiA: R 9 784 11.0 6 110 6.9 31 474 35.4 11 722 13.2
BUTTE o o s o o ¢ o o o o« s o:0 1 002 14,5 237 3.4 2 094 30.3 51 0.7
CONTRA COSTA: « o s s o o o o 5 & 5 168 10.8 2 479 5.2 23 852 49,9 523 1.1
FRESNO: 4 o o o o o o ¢ o0 o o & 4 613 13.9 1 460 4.4 11 743 35,4 348 1.0
HUMBOLDT. R 902 14.7 323 4.2 2 048 26,1 83 1.4
KERN, T R R R R R N I 3 429 10.4 1 259 3.8 10 540 32.4 5 448 1646
LOS ANGELES R 61 098 13,0 26 215 5.6 138 846 29.7 485 0.4
MARIN 4 4 o ¢ & o 5 ¢ ¢ o 4 ¢ ¢ & 1 362 12.0 780 649 3 373 29.8 537 447
MERCEDs & o o o ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o 2 s & 825 12,4 183 2.7 1971 28,9 182 2.7
HONTEREY: o o o o ¢ s o « s ¢ o 2 361 13.2 1 033 5.8 5 410 30.2 91 0.5
ORANGEs « » o o o ¢ ¢ 4 o s ¢ o o 10 359 12.9 3 676 4.6 22 962 28,5 1 549 1,9
RIVERSIDE « o o o o v o o ¢ s o & 5 168 12,2 1 443 3.4 13 212 31,3 116 0.3
SACRAMENTOe + ¢ o s o s o ¢ » o am 15.8 3 392 64l 16 948 30,6 215 0.4
RNARD . . v e 5 913 10.9 1 796 3¢3 15 537 28,7 487 0.9
SAN DIEGD . s it IIiii: 9 399 12.0 i 390 5.6 28 503 36.5 185 0.2
SAN VOAQUIN ¢ 4 o 4 s v o o '« o o 2 967 13.5 1 704 7.7 6 612 30.0 50 0,2
SAN LUIS OBISPO o « o o o ¢ » ¢ & 1 261 15,0 337 H.0 196 26,2 357 4,3
SAN MATED v o o o 4 o o o ¢ o o & 3 488 10,0 1 396 4.0 14 602 43,7 1 052 3.0
SANTA BARBARA R 2 357 11.9 9K2 4.8 & 359 3242 - -
SANTA CLARA . PR RN B A 8 006 13.2 3 143 5.2 23 6614 38,9 426 0.7
SANTA CRUZ, & R 1 595 12.8 579 4.7 4 618 37.2 294 2.4
SOLANO. & » » RN T I T T 1 603 9.8 800 4,9 9 404 57.4 - -
SONOMA . ) t e e e b u e 1 847 12.9 574 4.0 8 357 30,5 21 0.1
STANXSLAUS. . R 2 363 13.5 506 2.9 6 758 38,5 342 1.9
YULARE: « o o e 4 5 a4 e 0 b e s 2 152 14.4 919 642 4 890 32,7 - -
VENTURA & o R 4 112 10,3 1 109, 2.8 18 672 46.7 732 1,8
YOLOs « ¢ o o L S S S 1 027 14,8 427, 6.2 1 623 23.4 1 (Z)
COLORADO!
ﬁas . “ o . . 1332 3t.0 - - 521 12.1 -
ARAPAHOE. . . . . e 1 409 _28.9 - =] ) L - . 47,1 _8a
BUULOER s i ™ ¥ 4 o o e T R ET ©iTe = - 1037 . 27.6 2807
ELPASO o 2 o o v o o o o 6 0 v 4 1 535 2941 - - 1 616 30.6 -
JEFFERSON & o o« o o o o % o v o o 1921 31.3 - - 524 8,5 312
LARIMER & o v 4 o 4 o o0 0 o o 486 20.8 - - 726 30,6 33
PUEBLO: o ¢ ¢ o o ¢ v o o ¢ & ¢ o 725 35. 15 0.7 465 22,5 48
WELDY ¢ 4 ¢ v 5 ¢ ¢ 6 ¢« o ¢ o s & 701 22.6 - - 1 014 32,6 13
DELAWARE?
NEW CASTLEe o 0 o o o o o & o ¢ & 300 3.3 52 0.6 - - - -
FLORIDA¢ . ;
ALACHUA & 6 5 4 o ¢ o o o o ¢ o o 174 . 3.2 150 2.7 1 057 19.2 436 7.9
BRéVARD R R 529 8,2 107 1.7 817 8.0 105 1.6
BROWARD 5 o ¢ a ¢ ¢ 0 a o ¢ ¢ 5 & 843 2.9 144 0.5 4 277 14,6 2 346 8.0
DADE, o o ¢ ¢ o o ¢ v o o 8 o 4 o 1 815 1.9 1 804 2.2 {1 850 I4.5 L 879 243
ESCAMBIA: &« o 4 ¢ ¢ v o ¢ ¢ o s 357 2.6 44 0.3 2 343 173 38 0.3
HILLSBOROUGH, ¢ o « o « o o s o & 463 1.8 d 215 0.9 5 795 22,9 695 2.8
LEE 4 » ¢ o ¢ 0 v o 0 s s 0 o 9 190 3.2 85 1.4 157 12.8 96 1:6
LEONs oo ¢ 2 o o 2 5 o o o s o 125 2,7 37 0.8 532 11.3 109 2.3
MANATEE o « o o o o o o o & 2 0 o 142 4,3 38 1.1 474 4,2 52 1.6
MARIONG o ¢ o s o « o o s o o o & 83 2,3 16 0.4 433 12.0 22 0.6
OKALOOSA, & & s o o v s s o » o o 216 9.8 147 6.6 299 13.5 - -
ORANGE . e . 480 2.3 152 0.7 5 614 271 560 2.7
PALN BEAGH! e . 297 128 478 2.5 3 630 9.1 599 31
PASED v o » s s . 149 244 124 2,0 529 8.4 57 0,9
PINELLAS, N . 430 2.1 213 1.0 5 103 24,8 476 2,3
POLKy « o 4 e s e . s 3.8 136 1.3 1 649 16,3 314 3.1
SARASOTA, . e e e . 106 2.0 110 241 139 13,8 32 046
SEH’NOLE. . " s e . 146 3.6 20 0.5 470 11.4 24 0.6
VOLJSA | & “eee . 218 2.7 107, 1.3 1 961 24,3 27 0.3
GEORGIAt .
EOR N IR RN B B R I He4 7.7 lgg §-Z f g;g g;‘z B; X ;
CHA HAN R 379 3.4 2 . . P
CLA;TON P A NI 529 8.8 65 1.1 904 4.6 13 0.2
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78 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT ? CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM ”
Table 12. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) ~ ‘ Table 12. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
of 349 large county governments, fiscal year 1978—Continued ’ 3 of 349 large county governments, fiscal year 1979—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands) ‘ ‘ {Doliar amounts in thousands)
i Legal services and
}:::;c:t:;i::; Police protection Judiclal ‘ 8 prosecution Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
Total : County* Percent of Percent of percent of Percent of
County* Populacion® general uieiﬁﬁﬁ ol;e::::; oie:x:i : Amount total eriminal Amount total criminal| Amount total criminal Amount  potal criminal
expenditure Amount general Amount criminal Amount criminal i ) justice system Justice system Justice system lustice system
‘expendi- juscice Justice i }
ture system system h
‘ GEORGIA=~CONTINUED
= Ego ”.\ . ° TU C e e 639 6.5 39 0l 902 9,2 95 1.0
GEORGIA==CONTINUED . ; DE KALB . @ o o s s o s o o ¢ s & 1 051 5.4 250 1.3 3 369 17,2 94 0.5
COBB. « o v o « o o o a o s o o 4 258 434 66 953 9 821 14,7 4 244 43.2 3 902 39.7 ! FULTON: o o ¢ o 5 o o o o o o o o 217 10,2 448 2.1 6 840 32.1 s 0.5
DE KALB « 4 o s v o 2 o o o o « & 458 556 136 135 19 613 14,4 10 998 56,1 3 851 19.6 ! GHINNETT, v o o v o s o ¢ o o o » 281 5.8 27 0.6 836 17.2 - -
FULTON, o o 0 v v o 0 v e e o' v W 559 584 152 403 21 316 14.0 3 238 15,2 8 506 39.9 i RICHMOND, o ¢ 5 o o 2 o » o ¢ » s 353 6.2 81 1.4 1576 27.7 - -
Riewowos - L L tliiiiiidl s 26 0%2| 4 682 o0l 33 d0.1 He 358 i 10AHO
o . . 1
163 a1 29 022 2 ! : g ! 2 ! Y S 489 1.8 191 4.5 772 18,0 215 5.0
“’:ﬁg' 4 291 4,5 1 677 39.1 947 2.1 ! ILLINOIS!
“ e 8 & a4 m % o s % s B s e . 7 500 . . v
151 369 ! 2 2 ‘ CHAMPAIGN o + & + o & 383 8.6 193 4.3 2 469 55,2 7 1.7
ILLINOIS! ‘ & COOK: o » 5 o o o o o 16 652 9.0 8 456 4,7 61 917 33,3 25 581 13.8
CHAMPAIGN . . . . . . e 165 416 16 378 4 474 27.3 856 19.4 493 11,0 DUPAGE o 4 s o v » » 1735 14,6 636 5.3 2 863 24,0 - -
COOKe o o « « = v = = ... 5 275 930 197 280 185 672 47.3 17 325 9.3 55 541 29.9 i i KANE. o « o s o o o4 527 9.1 195 3.4 2 083 35,9 24 0.4
DU PAGE + v o o o o 4 .. 596 013 53 924 11 923 22,1 3 546 29.%7 3 143 26.4 . LAKE, o« o o s o a s o 1 o4l 11.1 17 1.8 2 445 26,1 19 0.2
KANEe o « o o o « o @ P 278 091 16 969 5 796, 34,2 1 521 26,2 1 446 2449 ! n LA SALLE. o ¢ o o o & 265 17.0 50 3¢2 409 26.2 - -
LAKE. ¢ o o o o o o « ie . 429 507 59 348 9 382 15,8 4 278 45.6 1 428 15.2 ¥ g MCHENRY &+ o o o« o s & 286 9,0 107 3.4 694 21,9 0.1
LA SALLE. o o & « & - ‘e 108 152 13 413 1 559 11,6 493 31,9 337 21,6 3 MCLEANs + « » o & o » ; 237 6.3 99 2.6 587 15,6 1 412 37.5
MCHENRY . ¢ + < = o . .o 140 598 10 603 3 165 29,9 1 628 51.4 447 14,1 ‘ 3
MCLEAN. o & 4 = o o &« .o 117 260 11 275 3 768 33.4 925 24,5 508 13,5 "QS?EO;, v e ue ggg 1o.z ig? gg 5 ?52 }‘gz 232 g-‘l*
E { M. A Te . . .
MACON o v o o o o o o o o o o o & 127 784 10 945 2 817 25,7 1 087 38.6 555 19,7 PEORTAs v o o o o o & 516 10.1 159 3.4 2 178 42,7 31 0.6
MADISON « o 4 & v o w o o 6 o o 245 797 22 254 & 990 31.4 1 453 20.8 1 717 24,6 i ROCK ISLAND & o« & o & 363 10.7 104 3.4 791 23,3 208 6l
PEORTAs o o o « o o = o « o o « 4 198 730 19 477 5 103 26,2 1 238 24,3 981 19.2 ST, CLAIR 4 4 « o 4 58l 10,1 207 3.5 2 120 36,6 8§55 9.6
ROCK ISLAND o v & o o o « o o o 4 161 430 18 019 3 393 18.8 1 424 52,0 503 14,8 : SANGAMON. « o o o » 470 10.7 124 2.8 1634 37,1 20 0.5
ST. CLAIR o o « v o v o o o « + & 280 002 19 404 5 786 29.8 1170 20.2 1 150 19.9 : TAZEWELL. o « o o » o 298 14,8 77 3.8 419 20,8 106 5,3
SANGAMON. @ o = o « o o o o o = o 173 015 11 361 4 407 38,8 1 438 32.6 721 1644 P WILL. o o 0 0 0 o o & 688 11.3 366 640 825 13.6 28 0.5
TAZEWELL. ¢ v o o « o« « = 5 & & « 128 550 8 244 2 011 24,4 651 32.4 460 22.9 . C WINNEBAGO ¢ o o s « o 633 9.5 282 4,2 2,288 34.4 - -
wiNNEAGS - L Lo liIlil: 15 o7 2 i & ood w3 3038 A 13 Tt | ’ INDIANAS
e a s 4 e 4 o v e e oa 2 . . .
242 el e ? 2 05 s 2 ! ALLEN « v o o o v v o v o v o 428 6.3 179 2.6 2 560 37,7 4, -
. INDIANA: | i ! 3 DELAWARE, o o « o o o v o ¢ s o 159 7.5 53 2.5 728 34,6 64 3.0
\ ALLEN o« ¢ 4 s 2 e o o o a s o o s 202214 31 325 6 7191 21.7 2 069 30.5 1 558 22.9 ; ELKHART ¢ « o o ¢ o o s « 4 & o » 174 5.6 101 3.2 917 29, 175 5-9,
DELAWARE. & o « « o = o » o o o 4 128 327 11 369 2 106 18,5 516 24.5 586 27.8 L LAKEY s o o v a s s o s o 0 ¢ o & 1 503 12,0 409 3.4 3172 23'2 8 i
ELKHART & ¢ o o o o o o o o o o . 136 196 21 931 . 3 114 14,2 1 037 33.3 710 22,8 LA PORTE: v o o o % o o« o s o o & 216 7.6 48 1.7 783 27.6 54 1.9
LAKE: o o o o o o o o o o o o o & 540 586 96 062 13 318 13.9 3 394 25.5 4 388 32.9 . ] MADISON v o 4 o o ¢ o o o o ¢ & » 210 9.3 88 3.9 808 35. - .
LAPORTE. ¢ v 2 o « « « o o « & » 107 018 17 680 2 8y 22.4 759 26.7 981 34,5 } ; ST, JOSEPH. & 4 o o « o o s s s » 431 9.5 179 4.0 1018 22-3 25 0'1
MADISON . 0 0 e v v a e w0 v o 138 277 13 497 2 251 16,7 394 17.5 754 33.4 ‘ TIPPECANOE, s o o o v s o s o o o 231 9.7 48 2.0 1118 46, 27 12
ST. JOSEPH. o o o o o o « o o o & 242 362 24 525 4 529 18,5 1 205 26.6 1675 37.0 VANDERBURGH o o o o o & o s ¢ o o 348 8.7 225 5.6 868 21,6 157 3.5
TIPPECANOE. o v o @ o = o » o « & 114 735 10 448 2 383 22,8 856 23.3] . 405 17,0 VIGO, o o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ a4 v 6 0 o o & 189 9.6 82 Het 568 28, 79 3.
y,?guenauaeu e e aee e, 162 797 19 33; 239,3 ag.§ 1 553 32.: \&;as 28,1 Tomks
VIGO:s o o ¢ o o ¢ a4 o ¢ « o » o « 112 4os 11 4% 17. 1 214 ?2 33, BLACK HAMK: « @ o ¢ s o o o o o« 237 5.9 383 9.5 1 199 o -
10wA: LINNG ¢ sv v n o 8 o8 o s ¢ 0 s 426 8.4 363 7.2 1 483 29.2 - -
BLACK HAWK. o ¢ o o « o« o v v o . 139 143 17 123 4 038 23.6 714 17.7 1 505 37.3 \ POLK, b e s e e e s 964 8.4 &R0 5,9 4 540 :9.; ng s.g
LINNe o o o o « = a o o o 5 o & & 166 193 22 085 5 076 23,0 11582 22.7 1 682 32.5 SCOTT v o s ¢ o v ¢ 0 o o 0 s o o 374 18.7 131 81 842 264 0-_
POLK. o o s o s o s'a o o s o o 300 889 41 017 157830 27.9 1 354 1.8 3 547 31,0 / WOODBURY, v o s 4 s o s s s o 2 s 322 10.8 8.0 927 1.2 -
SCOTT o v o o = « o « « o s s o & 156 446 16 665 3479 19.1 893 28.1 937 29.5 vl W . :
WOODBURY. - &+ » v o s o o v o o s 103 172 14 669 2 968 2002 329 1.1 1 152 78.8 | KANSASE s e
e "JOHNSON o v a... S S . e . 227 AR L
KANSAS? ] T O PR : N - BRSO SGEDGHICK. o e v e 1 831 11,7 ] 20,7
. L omiDiEEs ST = HBERBFHTTTTT55 YL 0 57585] e 70T R O Y 1) 30.3 1 708 3 SHAWNEE , + ceely 517 9.4 i -fv’
SEDGWICK. . . 354 118 37 802 8 827 23,4 984 11.1 3 494 39,6 WYANDOTTE « & Ay 455 123 ], 4 0s
suﬁwgea O 157 010 21 978 5 483 24.9) 1343 24,5 1 409 25,7 KENTUCKY 1 g
WYANDOTTE + &+ « 4 & « & 173 948 16 424 3 687 22.4 633 17.2 1 574 42,7 - 1) S ! 130 3.7 326 ! . B 173 27,1 4 4T 14.8
KENTUCKY? ' KENTONe « o s o o s ¢ s « ¢ & o o 66 'S} & g1 287 17.9 44 2.7
g:rgnsor« e e e e e e e 678 505 109 ua? 30 égg 2;.3 13 gs_z, g:.g 2 ;:J 9.4 LOUISTANAT
NTON. 4 o 6 o 5 2 o o s o o o 1 9 .
B 31 092 193 ! 7 ’ i IR T 313 4.9 210 3.3 1972 31.0 s :
LOUISIANA: i ‘ CALCASIEU 4 o o « v s o 0 s o ¢ 4 548 8.8 96 1.5 1338 21,6 12 1.8
CADDO &+ o 4 o « o n o ¢ o 6 o o » 244 ooz 16 804 6 370 37.9 2 758 §3.3 175 i 3 JEFFERSON « o » o & o ¢« 2 & » o o 1317 5,3 264 1.4 3 816 15.4 107 [
CALCASIEU o 4 o 4 4 4 v o o« v & 158 327 29 215 & 197 21,2 3 289 53,1 13,1 ! ¥ LAFAYETTE o o o o o o ¢ o 5 o ¢ o 113 2.1 139 2.6 692 3.1 2 Ok
JEFFERSON o o o o o o o o « - o 4 429 187 116 569 24 752 21,2 13 922 56,2 21.5 : / OUACHITAY o o o s o a s ¢ o o o 4 506 12,7 142 3.6 727 182 132 3’3
LAFAYETTE © o o o o o o« o o & 135 373 19 314 5 278 27,3 3 476 65,9 T 15.8 § RAPIDES & 4.2 o 4 « s 0 s 25 o o 253 740 68 1.9 836 23.3 29 0.
MMt Iiiiiiiiidomle] o M 3B EY oim) B3 S
125 546 2 . 3 2, It ' N
. 4 ‘ < 14 I3 CUMBERLANDY o 4 o o o o ¢ » 4 o & 185 8.9 1 2) 924 44,4 - -
MATNES 4 KENNEBEC, + s « o % o s s v o5 & 89 10,0 - - 284 81.0 = -
CUMBERLAND. & - = 2 4 a o o o « o 205 994 3 076 2 083 67.7 861 31.7 15.0 | ‘ PENOBSCOT 4 o o o s o ¢ 5 o 5 o o 157 13.5 - - 374 J2.1 10 0.9
KENNEBEC. o o o o o o o o s s o & 104 032 1 612 693 43,0 193 27.8 21.2 YORKe « s o s o6 » a0 s o0 o 100 5.9 - - 991 58.9 3 0.2
S T S A e 125 o8 R 1 &e3 U 3% 2 e ' MARYLAND 3
YORK. o o o s s o o o o « o o o & 128 356 1 ;

‘ * 2l 14.0 ' : ANNE ARUNDELY o « v o o » & « o 1174 1.9 - - 983 6.6 21 0.4
MARYLAND: ; } BALTIMORE 4 o o o o o o ¢ ¢ s.0 & 1 988 5,6 - - 323 942 - -
ANNE ARUNDEL. o 4 o o o 4 o o o & 360 448 257 226 14 894 5,8 11 300 75.9 9.5 ¢ 3 FREDERICK 4 4 o » o s e o 2 s o o 343 3.2 - - 4e2 4,6 - =
BALTIMORE o & o o4 w o o o o « & & 639 094 490 054 35 169 7.2 27 402 77.9 7.3 ; : HARFORD. 4 s o & o o a4 ¢ ¢ ¢ s ¢ & 555 15,7 20 0.6 870 24,6 - -
FREDERICK o v o o« v 2 o « 5 = o & 107 437 77 406 10 575 13.7 211 2.0 90,2 i ‘ HOWARDe v o o s » o o s 40 ¢ o-s 575 11,0 - - 409 7-g 38 0.7
HARFORD @ 4 & o o « o n o @ « o & 146 957 95 888 <3 543 3.7 1 457 KT8 18,1 : MONTGOMERYs o « o » s s o ¢ o » 4 2 186 5,7 - - 4 197 10, 226 0.6
HOWARD: o « o « o = o 5 o o o & & 115 796 93 904 5 235 546 3 636 169.8 10,6 : PRINCE GEORGESy 4 o o & « ¢ o ¢ o 2 480 &5 - - 3 260 »38-6 130 0.3
MONTGOMERY. & o o o o o = o o ¢ & 575 009 . 620 757 38 559 6,2 24 988 (’6‘4.3 18,1 ! WASHINGTON: o o o o o » o o s ¢ 130 9.9 - - 423 2,2 - )

{'}'Zéﬁ?ﬁGﬁSﬁ““' e e s e e s, 663 820 541 ZZ‘: 38 gsg 7.0 27 g_:;e hr"‘u.g 11.2 : . .o MASSACHUSETTST
e & m 8 s o e s 8 o5 s o & 1 H P
: 109 501 ¢ 1A 2.0 ! / 3 19,8 | - : BARNSTABLE, o o o o & o 5.0 ¢ o 143 3 150 3.8 1673 H2.9 13 0,3
MASSACHUSETTS ¢ ! | ‘ BERKSHIRE v ¢ o s o s o ¢ » o ¢ s 98] 3.6 88| 2.1 1 463 53-.1, - oo
BARNSTABLE. o = v = o o s « o o 4 142 832 6 004 3 903 65,0 604 15,5 33,8 ! BRISTOL 4 « o o % o s s s o » o s 239 3.4 493 7.0 2 456 pax ; b
BERKSHIRE & o » « o o = .. 143 490 4 059 2 784 67.8 88 3.1 38,1 ! BSSEX o o % % ¢ 0 6 s ¢ 0 b b 5 s 374 3, 21t 1.9 4 794 . 2
BRISTOL 4 o o o.4 » = » .. 471 267 9 627 7071 73.4 122 1.7 53,2 ! . HAMPDEN . 4 s s 4 o «'s o 8 = « & 470 3.5 400 3,0 5 233 ”'é (& 0.5
ESSEX o » o o o o o oo L 625 591 16 419] 11078 6708 102] 0.9 50.5 | HAMPSHIRE o v s 4.0 a0 o s a oo s 142 4 42 1.8 1643 95, o1 3%
HAMBDEN W « o o 4 . 4 ... 4sy 034 12 095 13 382 110.6 164] ¢ 1.3 52.6 | : i a
‘ HAMPSBIRE & o « o v s o o o » 4 » 132 177 5 341 2 944 68,3 27 0.9 33.6 . : © 8o footnotiiiiit ond of table,
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80 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT ; CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 81
Table 12. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergoveriimental) : Table 12. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
of 349 large county governments, fiscal year 1979—Continued } of 349 large county governments, fiscal year 1979—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands) ' (Dollar amounts in thousands) . e
}:::i c:l;h{ml Police protection Judictal : Les‘:f:i:z:ﬁ:""d Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
Ce system
“Total ) t County! Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of
County? Population® seljenl °E':;::§ o;“ii::i o:“:;::i I Amount total eriminal]l Amount total criminal Amount total crimiral Amount toral criminal
expenditure Amotine < general Amount celminal Amount. criminal ; . justice systen Justice system justice system| justice system
expendi- Justice Justice H
ture system system [ MASSACHUSETTS~«CONTINUED
. MIDDLESEX « o o o s o s o o ¢ o s 1231 594 2.3 8 37 3.2 169 0.6
MAi?ngUSETTS--CONTINUED ~ 352 168 st a0l 28 7aa st 217 o8| 14 978 s.2 ! PLVMOUTHS S LTl ' 5% i 5 X 3 065 36.2 ol
e ¢ & s 2 8w b 8 s b e . & ! « s . i .
CNORFOLK « o o = o o v w o' s o v s 621 423 1% 190| 10 B85 7.7 82 0.8 5 409 49.7 1 WORCESTER & s v v v v v e 7 2 261 2.2 5 104 e 1o 1.0
PLYMOUTH, o o o « o o » o o » o & 395 483 10 238 8 408 82.1 387 a6 4 039 4810 MICHIGAN: ’
WORCESTER + o s . s s vn v vt . 544 286 16 842 11 944 70.5 7 0.6 6 066 508 BAY ot v e et e e .. 563 8.8 264 4,9 1 918 36,3 23 04
MIEHIGANS ' : BALHON © Lot o i ¥ 25 3 3 oo 2900 2 0l
BAY e et 121 282 40 457 5 291 13.1 1 26 23,0 1 410 26,6 P GQNSSEE e ent .. 2 195 1909 380 2.2 5 650 332 75 0.4
BERRIEN + o o o o o o o a s o o o 168 136 25 776 7 323 32,2 1293 17,7 2 118 28,9 ' INGHAM, o o« o 0 U0t o 1322 1504 860 6.7 2 379 2401 - -
CALHOUN & v o o 4 o ¢ o 6.5 8 s & 143 439 44 388 6 419 14.5 978 15,2 2 719 43,3 ; JACKSON & o o a o o o o .. 385 Tl 219 4,0 2 119 38,8 - -
GENESEE . o4 2 vsizae e 450 763 78 083 17 038 2.8 3 123 16.0 s us 3.3 , KALAMAZOO ¢ o 4 + 4+ . . .. 793 9.0 433 4.9 2 705 30,5 0.2
o« o0 [ S 270 583 . . 0 :
T NEREERSRREREE I F NI ¥ S It I weos. e sl es| e sl smel el s oo
e e e e e 206 822 . 22 iyt 2 30,4 e se e e .. 8 . 3 5.4 5 790 34,0 o 0.3
KENTe s o o o o o v o oe et 34 179 66 360 11 727 176 2 760 23.5 2 383 2043 i LRI e 1 807 10.¢ HH 38 1 Ezg 25:3 %9 'I
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82 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 83
Table 12. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) Table 12. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
of 349 large county governments, fiscal year 1979—Continued of 349 large county governments, fiscal year 1979—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands) (Dollar amounts in thousands)
Total criminal
Justice system Police protection dudictal Legl;r::::::::nand Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
Total -
County® Population? general o:’::i:: °§°::::; u‘?i;::: County! Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of
expenditure Amount general Amount criminal Amount, criminal Amount total criminal{  Amount  |total criminal| Amounc total criminal| Amount  kotal criminal
expendi- Juseice Justice Justice system Justlce system Justice system iustice system
ture system system
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FAYETTE o « 5 ¢ o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ » o & 155 551 8 959 2 239 25,0 85 3.8 1 082 48,3 FRANSLING 4 o o o a s o 4 0 5 ¢ o 92 5.6 62 3.7 912 55,1 15) 0.9
FRANKLING & o « o 6 o o 2 s » « « 107 468 7 706 1 654 21,5 50 3.0 523 31,6 LACKAWANNA, v 4 & & o s o 0 ¢ = s 312 9.8 168 5.0 1378 41,9 - -
LACKAWANNA, + o o o o o 5 o = o « 231 103 19 020 3 292 17.3 60 2 1.8 1377 41,8 LANCASTER 4 ¢ & o o o s o % o s o 329 5.4 136 2.3 3 312 54,8 - -
LANCASTER & « o w o 2 o o s = o & 351 018 37 100 6039 16,3 308 5.1 1 954 32,4 1 - LAWRENCE: & v ¢ s & o o s 0 4 o o 181 10,6 49 32 570 37.5 - -
LANRENCE. o s o o s o o o o s & « 106 026 9 442 1 522 16,1 24 1,7 716 47,0 ; i S0b footrotes at and of tubles .
See footnotos at end of table, % :
= % ‘
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT

Table 12. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
of 349 large county governments, fiscal vear 1979—Cantinued
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Table 12. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total ex

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM"

of 349 large county governments, fiscal year 1979—Continued
(DoHaramounts|nthousa1ds)

85

penditure (direct and intergovernmental)

(Dollar amounts in thousands) ;
7 Total criminal Legal services and public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
justice system Police protection Judicial i prasecution = Percent of Percent of
T 4 i County? P t of Percent of ercen N
County?! Population? ge::::l l;"cc": 1;““’"1’ ;""“: : 1y ™ Amount co::l;czl:im‘Znnl Amount total eriminal Amourt ;:;:ic:::;:';:; Amount ;:::li.c:r:::::m
of tota af tota of tota ¢ SR ustice system
expendicure Amount general Amount eriminal Amournit ctim:nnl RN : Juselce syersd L
expendi- Justice Juscice { § 7
ture system system ( ,f% k pEanyhgﬁN}A--coNTthjE? e 113 4.5 1% 1.4 1 570 gz'tls - -
PENNSYLVANTA-<CONT INUSD T LEHIGH, o v v o o s 8 s o0 o8 o s 568 9.4 154 23 3 350 Jouk - -
LEBANON & ¢ ¢ o o o o 0 ¢ v o o & 106 038 9 361 2 527 26.4 178 7.0 630 24.9 cd LUZERNE e s b e e s 469 8.9 2;9 30 1 054 45,6 2 0.1
LEHIGH. c it et e e et s 264 780 35 423 6 059 17.1 218 18 1 799 597 [ LYCOMING Ce s e s 204 8.8 ° Pt 277 36,1 135 6s3
LUZERNE & 4 o o ¢ 4« =« o ¢ ¢ o o & 338 Q02 21 452 5 262 24,5 275 52 2 228 Ha 3 P\ e ERCER. P T 218 10.0 148 R 6 063 3907 45 0.3
LYCOMING: o s ¢ « o o o « o o o o 114 096 20 391 2 310 11,3 101 4,4 a8o |' 3801 ! HONTGOMERY. s e e 1452 150 190 3.8 2 856 57,0 - -
HERCER e o o o ¢ o o s o o o o o o 126 346 9 549 2 154 2216 23 i 855 3907 IER A NORTHAMPTON o + o o w's o ¢ o o = 326 6.5 b 55 791 45.2 - -
NONTGOMERY, o + o v o v o v « o v 629 942 70 851 15 260 21.6 1 350 8.9 5 552 3644 S NORTHUMBERLAND. « o o % o s o = o 139 8.2 0 2.3 L 033 0.5 - -
NORTHAMPTON + 4 o o o o ¢ v s & & 226 758 27 50 5 009 18,2 1.2 157 31'5 i PR SCRUYLKILL, « « e b e v e 300 1.4 1 3 2'6 1 021 3202 78 2,5
NORTHUMBERLAND, « + « s o » & o 4 98 685 12 057 1 708 12.3 16 0.5 885 30°3 P i WASHINGTON, . . s e ee e 276 B.7 a2 2 2 151 34,0 - -
SCHUYLKILL, o o o o o o o ¢ = o & 156 552 17 174 2 630 14.8 81 2.3 1 136 43.2 i WESTMORELAND, o « o o o » ¢ o o o 647 10,2 165 2.¢ 213 e . -
P ) 212 967 20 663 3 168 15,3 42 1.3 1 669 i 5247 i 8 YORKs o o o o s s ¢ 0 ¢ o 0 0 o s 268 3.2 .
nest N 382 287| 56 525 6 333 11,2 930 15,0 2 420 38.2 ! '
et e e e 202 520 27 153 8 348 30.7 550 6.6 1 803 216 i : SOUTH CAROLINAY 136 6.2 31 1.8 630 28,7 : P
/ SCUTH CAROLINA Lo NELEsTaN, - s lilly 228 3.6 162 2.4 209 et 522 7.4
/ ANDERSON: o o o o 2 o o o b o o & 119 134 7 359 2 194 29,8 880 40,1 517 23,6 | - GREENVILLE. o 0 0 v 0 0 00 v v v 525 A3 1 1.8 372 12,8 37 1.3
CHARLESTON. + 2 s o s v v o v o . 258 707 37 662 & 286 17,0 3 692 58,7 1359 5146 i LEXINGTON o o o o o s + o # ¢ o« 127 o 7 19 522 6.4 15 0.1
GREENVILLE, o & o o « o o « o + & 269 195 32 107 7 083 22,4 3 418 48,3 1 681 33.5 1" RICHLAND, o o o o« o o« ¢ o 2« 1o g8 2 2.0 258 6.0 72 1.7
LEXINGTON & « « v o 4 o ¢ 0 2.4 4 130 115 15 339 2 920 19.0 1 459 50,0 872 29.9 SPARTANBURG o o s o 4 o o 8 o o o 199 4.6 ’
EICHLAND: v e e e e ee s 246 135 23 921 14 436 60,3 3 209 22,2 9 087 62,9
PARTANBURG o o o o o ¢ o ¢ o 4 o 195 748 32 104 4 302 13.4 2 808 65,3 77 20.4 TENNESSEE$ - - 2 270 36,6 - s
’ HAMILTON. o o o v o o o o 8 «'s s 184 3.0 1 383 17.0 i 822 22.3
TENNESSEE KNOKs o o s o o ¢ s o o o8 o o s 243 3.0 3 2.6 7 516 19.0 17 856 45,0
HAMILTON o ¢ o o o o o o 0 o o o 268 770] 89 868 6 203 6.9 1 986 32,0 1 763 26,4 SHELBY: o o v e v v o v v o v o 671 Led 1012 0.3 433 183 - -
, NOXe o o o o o o o s o s 4 0 o s 308 477 98 008 8 155 8.3 2 285 28,0 2 422 29.7 SULLIVAN, o o o o s s o v o o s @ 57 2.4 '
A ggngzaN. b e e e 750 135] 196 602 39 659 20,2 5 902 14,9 6 701 16,9
= LIVANG & 4 0 v s e oo e 137 914] 53 93¢ 2 372 420 1213 511 661 27.9 TEXASH 528 19.0 98 3.5 40 262 23 3
Texas: TN IS 107 539 2.6l 2% 23] %88 el
BELLy o « ¢ o ¢ ¢ o o o o 6 o 4 o 160 993 6 341 2 184 43,9 461 16,6 698 25.1 BRAZORIA: « o o o o s o o ¢ o o v 215 6.1 |- Z; §'o 1 169 28.7 1 064 26,1
BEXAR o o v 2 o o s s o s 0 o ¢ s 960 578 42 116 20 554 48,8 2 398 11,7 6 715 52,7 CAMERON + « ¢ « o s s o s s o o s 312 7.7 L 769 2.2 10 784 5901 1 140 3.1
BRAZORIA: o o v o o o « o o o o 4 145 039 15 071 3 556 23,6 1101 31,0 249 2647 DALLAS: + o ¢ o« o 2 s ¢ o 8 ¢ 5o 3 434 9.3 o B4 685 546 344 12.4
CAMERON o v 4 & o o o « ¢ ¢ o o o 179 032 8 848 4 077 46,4 293 7.2 1 154 28,3 ECTOR o o » o ¢ o o s o ¢ ¢ 2 = » 276 949 3 34 2 768 33,6 31 0.4
DALLASC o « ¢ o o ¢ o s s s 0 ¢ & 1 479 666 93 182 36 996 39,7 4 883 13,2 14 986 40,8 EL PASO + o v o o o s s ma s oo 969 11.8 282 35 1 427 25,7 622 1.2
ECTOR & o 4 s o « o o 5 s a « o s 165 542 9 okl 2 785 30,8 584 21.0 802 28,8 GALVESTON o v s o o s o s 8 o + o 600 10.8 o i 33 16 343 353 5 534 8.6
EL PASO o o s v o o v v o v v o 445 0a1 19 580 8 226 42.0 1 706, 2047 2 474 J0ui HARRISs o o o o o o 0 o ¢ 8 o o T 948 12.3 $3 2.9 2 133 47,5 53 1.2
GALVESTON « & o o ¢ s = » 0 5 4 196 £14 19 525 42 28.4 842 18,2 1 867 33.7 HIDALGO o o o o o s o o c0 ¢ ¢ o 348 7.7 1 '
ﬁgggggé P 2 183 066] 202 025 64 504 31,9 10 034 15,6 22 003 34,4 13,1 242 3.7 1 232 19.0 1 024 15,8
C e s e s e s e e 238 896 11 119 4 494 40,4 789 17.6 1039 23,1 JEFFERSON , . s men e, 338 9.0 115 2.7 1 97§ gg-% 123 g'g
N e e e e g 115 . .
JEFFERSON , e e e e s 246 622 15 909 v . e b e e e e 343 1639 43 1.4 8 1 064 14,4
o LUBBOCK & & o s s s it ie e 203 103] 29 713 P 162 18 is i o6 2 CLiLaLiiid so8 54 220 52 g1t e 53 2.8
2 HCLENNANT & o o v v v v v o v vt 161 229 10 871 3 140 2819 706 22.8 827 263 - R 183 38 33 2.8 3 543 22,8 2 019 13.0
NUECESe o o ¢ o v o o ¢ 70 o0 4 249 115 20 214 7 553 37,4 1190 15,8 2 618 3447 . RN 2 641 17.0 433 4.5 548 33,0 40 2.4
SMITH o 4 s s s ¢ a 5 o o ¢ 0 s s 104 466 5 590 52 33,3 510 27.4 715 3804 - e e e e e s 171 10.3 98 1t 4 801 301 563 5,0
TARRANT & o 4 o ¢ s 4 s o 9 ¢ o o 790 453 37 253 15 527 41,7 2 678 17.2 4 216 2702 . . e e e e e s 1 253 ilg a5 307 ual 29.2 19 1.1
TAYL?R. C 4t e s s e e oae e 105 464 3 245 1 649 51,1 281 16,9 545 32,9 . e e s e e 4 s me 194 1.
TRAVIS. o 0o v oo e e a o 384 767 23 891 11 220 47,0 1819 18,2 2 885 25,7
WICHITA & 4 0 v s a o o o s o ot 120 499 4 030 1 658 4104 304 18,3 615 3744 424 21,7 59 3.0 188 i T 5
UTaH: P LAkE L Lo e 1 936 12.5 63¢ o 2 263 1.6 i Be3
DAVIS . 4% 4 e s s s e 8 s ey 129 235 8 173 1 957 23,9 978 50,0 139 9.7 UTAHs % o o 0 o o s @ oo 264 ig'i 5 3:6 698 33.7 127 Ge
‘ SALT LAKE N P 557 057 108 258 15 516 14,3 7 481 48,2 2 38} 15,2 WEBER o ¢ o ¢ o s s @ « o0 253 .
; UTAHa oo o oveen v e 0o e 185 851 8 432 1 359 22,0 428 23,0 504 27.1
WEBER o & o o v 0 0 s o0 0 v 0 137 925 13 426 2 073 15,4 619 29,9 364 14,5 VERMONT: \DEN 2 1.3 - - - - - b
VERMONT 3 CHITTENDEN, o o o o o o ¢ ¢ o o +
CHITTENDEN, « o o ¢ 2 4 4 o o » » 111 853 190 180 78,9 ? 4,7 BT 94,0 Vlﬁg{?ﬁé;ON e 473 3.8 64 0.5 1 857 i:-z 733 5.2
VIRGINIAL : CHESTERFIELD: o o o o « = o o o 538 9.5 40 5 4 253 145 855 2.8
ARLINGTON ¢ o 4 o a o o ¢ s o o s 150 530 128 353 12 607 9.8 8177 64,9 | 292 ! 10,2 FAIRFAX o « o o« o s o » o 5 ¢ o 1 236 4,0 11 o1 3 785 29,0 158 1.2
CHESTERFIELD: 4 o o o o ¢ o » « o 1327 906 86 035 5 662 6.6 2 882 50,9 13851  24.8 HENRICO o o v o o 0 o o o s = ¢ o 508 3.9 o - 1 399 19.8 130 1.
:A'iRFAX R EEE R 552 923 539 144 30 680 5.7 19 996 65,2 5 969 12.9 PRINCE WILLIAM. o & = o o o & o o 423 .
PRINCE wiLltAwe © LTl i 173 903| 129 519} 13 06l 10,4 7 585 58,1 1 015 7.8 :
NCE ¥ e e e e 135 873 89 476 7 060 7.9 4 215 59.7 93 12,6 WASHINGTON? 532 7.7 240 3.5 2 458 361 e B
WASHINGTON: A S 3 463 8.6 3 320 8.2 9 524 2.2 ol 4 18,4
CLARK ¢ o 4. v o s s o « v o8 o 173 082 28 576 & 918 24,2 2 333 33,7 1 1es i 16,9 KITSAP: o v v e o o s s a o s 518 10.5 L 3es a2 3 097 21.4 50 0.3
KINGu ¢ 2 5 o ¢ ¢ o s v 4 ¢ o & 1 185 066 265 298 40 498 15,3 13 550 33,5 "9 492 -t PIERCE: o v o 6 « s 8 ¢ s 3 & o 1120 2-7 376 2%6 1 767 16,8 188 1,8
KITSAP: 4 o s o o o o « oy o o o 128 173 35 912 4§ 93y 13.7 1 538 3t.2f o 0805 16,3 SNOHOMISH o o o o « o o ¢ o o + = 9504 8.6 495 3.9 i 002 31.6 532 4,2
PIERCE: o o o 8 ¢ a o ¢ o o0 o & 439 117 88 461 14 497 24,8 6 579 35,4 2 485 16,9 SPOKANE o ¢ 0 0 s 0 0 0 o002 e 35 .0 183 3.7 1 665 33.9 39 0.8
SNOHOMISH o o 0 4 0 00 o 0 e e 290 345 51 282 10 492 20,5 4 264 40,6 3 099 29,8 YAKIMA, = o v o o o o o v v o o 392 8,
SPOKANE & o o s v oo e n o e 321 028 51 954 12 647 20,3 3 308 26,2 3 498 27.7
e e s eehe e e e 160 192 27 913 4 907 17.6 1 329 271 1299 26,5 |l WEST VIRGINIAI (82 1.8 - - 210 46,0 - -
A T DI B W - : | 3l -
ﬁ:BE RN RN EEER 104 542 8 839 1 544 17 376 24, 276 7 5
NAWHA & & s o s 0 s o 0 o s o & 227 127 13 901 2 483 17,9 830 33,4 462 18,6 ) i WISCONSIN® 233 5.7 178 444 567 13,9 - z
4 mEoiiiiiiiininiloaEooaml gl d) o CdE) BE @
BRONN o « o o o o o o a s ¢4 = 177 833| 32 808 4 074 12,4 2 254 55,3 842 20,7 ot % KENOSHA . NN 392 23 23 246 513 20,2 132 5.2
DANEs « = o o o » s o« o s o o o & 318 795 54 858 11 780 21,6 3 4§70 29.5 3 257 576 e ! MARATHON: c e e st s e 158 ‘4 1 967 6.3 9 118 29.4 1112 3.6
KENOSHA o o o s o v a0 o a0 o4 123 161 24 538 4 159 16,9 1 793 4301 1 088 36.2 g o MILWAUKEE e e e e e 2 924 9.4 e a5 16 15,3 - -
HARATHONG o v o o 4 o 4 s 0 0 ¢ o 108 900 24 278 2 844 12,0 1 261 48,8 433 17:0 Ty OUTAGAMIE e e e e 229 ‘s 430 3.2 735 7.2 4 181 41,0
MILWAUKEE o o o o0 o o o o o » o & 981 s7u4| 328 873 31 084 9.5 4 918 16,0 1097 35,3 2o RACINE. » e e e e e e 490 4.8 i 4.2 1 087 26,2 92 2.2
QUTAGAMIE & 0 & s 4 3 o 0 0 s v s 129 319 27 553 2 716 919 1 184 4249 84 30,9 ! ROCK, o o e 220 Yl 280 4.8 590 10.9 136 23
RACINEs & & s o ¢ ¢ 6 o o0 o & o 177 639 43 800 10 206 23.5 3 065 30,0 1 305 12.8 ; WAUKESHA., o o o 2 o ¢ o s 8 = o & 420 48 118 2.7 270 6.1 1685 38.0
ROCK. I'.l 5 8 % 2 @ 6 0 e e i e s 135 287 26 548 § 582 15.6 1 285 31,0 1 o042 25:2 Lo WINNEBAGO o o o o o a ¢ o o = s 213 s
MAUKESHAL o 0 0 0 0o s e on e s 282 337 43 381 . 5 885 13.6 2 a5t 48,5 1 605 27.3 {
. WINN TR 132 553 28 276 4 437 17.6 1 288 28,6 863 19,9 . v ]
- Repregents zero or rounds to zero, ’ - :
! % LokB than half the unit of measuremont shown. f ¢
= 1patn are based on a field compilation from records of each county govermient shown; see toxt for data Iimitations. =E X
2pypulation as of July 1, 1978 frum Bureau of the Consus estimates. 3 : E ;N
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86 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT ; Table 13. P ¢ distrib . I 8
e ) L . , e 13. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure 4
Table 13. Percent distribution of criminal‘justice system direct expenditure of 349 large county : : overnments. fi } | Yl 79 P of 349 large county
. by 7 : g s, fiscal year 9-—-Continued
governments, fiscal year 1979 (Dollar amounts in thousands)
(Dollar amounts in thousands) i
o N . Legal services nnd
‘Total eriminal Police protection . Judieial prosecution Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
Justice aystem b i
Total Porcent Percent Percent { County* Percent Percent Percent Percent
County® Population® direct of totadl of total of total v Am of total of total of total of total
expenditure Amount direct . Arount criminal Amount criminal g ount eriminal Anount eriminal Amount eriminal Ampunt eriminal
oxpendi~ Justice juB:h:e i ':‘;::::e -:;::t;e Justice Justice
ture system system i system system
TOTAL & ¢ o o 5 ¢ ¢ o o & o & 458 186 9.8 167 787
TOTAL o s s ¢ 4 0 ¢ o o o o of 128 355 650] 28 168 769 | 4 693 080 16,7 11 406 676 30,01 132 635 24,1 ALABAHAS 3.6 | 1 377 eo8 29.4 149 988 3,2
!
ALABAMA ¢ ! CALHOUN & 4 o o o o o o« o 2 o 4 & 12 5
CALHOUN o o « o o o o s « o o o & 116 139 3 981 847 21,3 204 23.7 323 38,1 ¥ ' VEFFERSON o v v o « o s o 0 o o 4 869 5.7 6 8'5 4 233 gg'g 1 549 1
JEFFERSON &+ o o s ¢ « s o 0 » » o 654 555 97 450 18 336 15,7 5 488 o 35.8 2 186 18,2 : MADISON « 4 o o ¢ ¢ s o o o o« o 4 376 12,2 - ‘s 1 486 482 10.1
MADISON & o o o o o o o ¢ v o o & 187 120 10 886 3 086 28,3 738 23,9 486 1547 : MOBILE: v v o o o s o s « « o o « 398 6.0 13 0.2 2 000 30.3 - -
HOBILEs o o o o o s o o s 0 s o » 360 171 28 927 6 609 28,8 2 508 37,9 1 493 25,6 MONTEOMERY. & o o o o 0 v 4 ¢ o s 436 13,0 - e 1 245 3602 49 i
MONTGOMERY. & o o o ¢ o o o o o & 186 710 10 917 3 357 30,8 669 ©19.9 988 29.4 . TUSCALOOSA: « o ¢ o o o o o « o & 235 1044 21 0.9 630 27.9 38 l'g
TUSCALOOSAs o o o o« 2 « o o o o » 125 433 11 748 2 255 19,2 723 32.1 608 27,0 ; . ARIZONAS ’ L
ARIZONAS T ! “ MARICOPA. & o 4 0 « s «n o v o 4 6 362 13,5 3 03
MARICOPA, & o o ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o o o o 1 307 684] 207 285 47 177 22,8 10 152 21.5 13 317 26,4 PIMAL o ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o o s o s o o & 3 437 1.7 1 303 2:3 1: 232 ;2'5 - -
PIMAy o o o s 6 6 o 6 o » 0 o o s 461 825 94 473 29 469 31.2 10 086 34,1 5 577 18,9 ARKANSASH * - -
$
ARKANSAS ! PULASKI « v o 4 s 0 0 0 v 0 o o 980 15,6 82
PULASKI o o o o o o o s s 0 » s s 326 898 16 522 6 279 38,0 1 895 30.2 1 453 23.1 ; SEBASTIAN o v v v s o o o o o o 189 10.8 gt 2 g+ 2 1 A
SEBASTIAN o o o« ¢ o o s o o o o « 89 773 5 393 1 754 32.5{ 399 22,7 473 27.0 i CALIFORNIAT g 12.5
CALIFORNIZ: ALAMEDA & o o w0 0 s 0 0 v v 0 9 754 11.0 6110 9
ALAMEDA o 4 o 4 o 4 o o & o o o of 1 102 964 331 515 | 88 415 26,7 9 697 11.0 19 947 22,6 BUTTE o o a,® @ v 0 seee . 1 002 14,6 237 S %3 oo ] woe %
BUTTE o o 6 « a s o 6 o 0 8 ¢ oo 133 390 48 343 6 876 15,2 2 086 30,3 1 484 21,1 : CONTRA COSTA, . . . cee e 5 168 10.8 2 479 5,2 23 836 39,9 523 .
CONTRA COSTAs o o 4 o o o o + o « 624 817 215 559 47 803 22,2 9 098 19.0 6 704 14,0 : FRESNO. o+ o ¢ o &+ s e 4 540 13.8 1 460 4o4 11 636 354 255 1.2
FRESNOs 4 s o ¢ 4 s o o o ¢ o o o 479 922 186 281 32 972 17,7 7 898 24,0 7 133 21,6 HUMBOLDT, &+ & « « e e 902 11.7 323 4.2 1 978 25.7 8z et
HUMBOLOT, o o o o s s 6 0 s ¢ o s 107 480 43 405 7 683 17.7 2 709 35,3 1 688 22,0 KERNs o o o v o o s cee e 3 403 10.4 1 259 3.8 10 526 32.2 5 448 1607
KERN, o o ot o o o o o 2 8 » « 4 370 912 178 471 32 713 18,3 7 868 24,0 4 212 12.9 LOS ANGELES + + 4 & i e 61 098 13.1 26 215 5.6 138 259 29.6 485 ou
LOS ANGELES v o o » # = o o « « o| 7079216 2428 958 [ 466 953 19,2 | - 130 325 27,9 110 571 23,7 HARIN « & 4 o o ¢ o v 1 362 1240 780 6.9 3 373 29.8 537 3
MARIN o 4 o 5 o o o o « 5 ¢ o o » 224 453 65 880 11 313 17.2 2 686 23.7 2 575 22,8 i MERCEDy o & o o o s o o s 0 o s & 825 12.3 183 2.7 1 855 27.7 182 “'7
MERCEDs o o ¢ a o o o o s o o s » 125 619 62 948 6 691 10,6 1 958 29,3 1 688 25.2 ! = MONTEREY: o o o o 0 o o o s ¢ o o 2 361 13.2 1 033 5,8 5 410 30,3 17 2'1
MONTEREY: o o o« o o s o s o o ¢ s 276 846 78 919 17 858 2246 5 594 31.3 3 446 19,3 ‘ ORANGE: o o o o s o o s o o o s & 10 359 12.9 3 676 4.6 22 962 28.5 1 549 2'9
ORANGEs o o # ¢ & ¢ o o o s 5 & « 1 832 854 335 792 80 505 24,0 19 385 24,4 22 574 28,0 i RIVERSIDE & & 4 « & o 4 o o« a0 o 5 168 12.2 1443 3.4 13 212 3103 116 '3
RIVERSIDE o+ o 4 ¢ o o o ¢ ¢ « o o 602 828 204 194 42 195 20.7 13 740 32,6 8 516 20,2 ¥ SACRAMENTO. ¢ & o & v o 0 6 o & 8 713 15.7 3 392 6.1 16 906 30.5 215 o
SACRAMENTO. « o o o« o = o o « o o 737 414 yus 676 55 369 N i6 u92 29,8 9 651 {7.4 P SAN BERNARDING * o4
c e e b e e 5 896 1049 'L 796
SAN BERNARDINO. & o 2 o + o & o 779 588 284 327 54 031 19,0 17 534 3248 12 790 23.7 ; SANDIEGO 4 o o o ¢ 4 v o 0 s o 9 399 12.0 4 ;90 gig ég g%g 52'; ﬁg; °'§
SAN DIEGO o ¢ « o o o o ¢ ¢ o » » 1 742 930 439 999 78 059 17,7 14 436 18.5 21 146 27.1 4 SAN JOAQUIN o ¢ o ¢ o o o s « o & 2 967 13.5 1 701 7.7 6 572 29.9 50 0.2
SAN JOAQUIN o 4 o o o s o s » o » 314 228 138 476 22 014 15.9 973 27.1 4 751 21.6 ; SAN LUIS OBISPO . « o s v v v & 1 261 15,4 337 4,1 2 061 25.2 357 a
SAN LUIS OBISPO 4 + o ¢ o v ¢ o o 141 674 61 866 8 190 13,2 2 406 29.4 1 768 2146 { SAN MATED 4 a o o o s o o o o o & 3 488 10.0 1 396 4,0 14 602 4127 105 3.8
SAN HATED o o o o o o ¢ o o o o 4 588 321 183 635 = 35 005 22,8 6 859 19:6 7 608 21.7 SANTA BARBARA & o v o v v s v o . 2 357 2.0 242 P 6 350 32’3 2 3.0
SANTA BARBARA o o o o o ¢ o o o & 292 278 102 021 19 670 19,3 5 917 30, 4 095 20,8 : SANTA CLARA o o o o« o o o # o o 8 006 13.2 3 143 5.2 23 821 3809 426 2
SANTA CLARA « o o o o o o s ¢ o o) 1233792 362 660 60 758 16,8 11 004 18,1 14 558 2450 SANTA CRUZ: v 2 o o s o o o » » & 1 595 12.8 579 a7 4613 7.2 204 0.7
SANTA CRUZ: o ¢ o ¢ o s o« ¢ » o 4 173 695 63 843 12 4158 194 3 051 24,6 2 283 18,4 SOLANO. o ¢ v o s o o ¢ s v 5 o4 1 603 9.8 800 4.9 9 387 57:4 2.4
SOLANG. o o o a o s v o v o o s 208 995 76 052 | 16 387 215 1732 1046 2 835 173 i SONOMA: & o o oie v s s o s o o 1847 12.9 574 4.0 4 357 30.5 21 1
SONOMA. o & v o o s won o o o s 274 395 95 729 [ 14 297 14,9 4 866 34,0 2 632 18.4 ‘ STANISLAUS. o v s v v e s v 0 v s 2 363 13,7 506 2.9 & 420 37.6 342 250
STANISLAUS, 4 o o« o s o » ¢ o o « 246 734 100 123 17 236 17.2 4 315 25,0 3 230 18,7 . TULARE, o 4 s o v o 0 v e 0 v o s 2 152 14,5 919 6.2 4 872 3207 - 2
TULARE: « o o s o ¢ ¢ o o 0 o o & 225 497 99 835 14 asg 14,9 4 127 27.7 2 810 18,9 i VENTURA & o v v o vt v 0 0 v o0 4 112 10.3 1109 2.8 18 617 36.6 732 8
VENTURA o o o o s o s o ¢ 8 v o o 48y 551 186 584 39 916 21.4 9 428 23.6 5 918 14,8 i YOLO. o o v o o ¢ o o s 0 8 o ¢4 1027 14,9 427 6i2 1 573 22.9 1
YOLOu o ¢ o o o ¢ ¢ a o o o 0 » o 107 729 42 294 6 875 16,3 2 496 36.3 1 354 1947 : ; COLORADO . *
COLORADO? : : DAMS + . . e 1332 - -
ADAMS s & s o s o s o s o v v o s 232 561 49 834 4 294 8.6 2 288 83,3 183 3.6 o ARAPAHOE, , . MDA 1 t0g 29:6 - - i 3 80 7
ARAPAHOE, o « o o o o s 2 o » o & 257 826 26 847 4§ 761 17,7 1 965 41,3 593 1245 BOULDER . , . ..o 692 18.4 - - 1 037 276 2 1.7
BOULDER ¢+ o o & o0 s o o s s « &« 178 718 31 822 3 755 11.8 1 608 45,0 58 1.5 : EL _PASO , , . R 1535 29.1 - - 1 616 30.6 282 73
EL PASO o o o n o s s o s s s 0 290 015 34 731 5 278 15,2 794 15,0 1333 25,3 i JEFFERSON , . e 1921 31.3 - - 524 8.5 312 1
JEFFERSON o o o o o o s o s o v+ o3 8781 5L 277 & 141 120 3 374 5419 10 . | LARINER . . . M 4a6 20.5 - - 736 3008 3 $i
LARTHER o o o o o s 0 o o o 0 o & 132 9ib 23 800 2 372 1000 1127 47.5 - - PUEBLO, . . SO 725 35.6 15 0.7 {65 308 3 L4
PUEBLOs 4 o o o » o ¢ » 6 o ¢ o s 123 43y 28 395 2 o7 7,31 20 7 s6s 32.2 1852 7.3 i WELD. . . . . e oL 22.6 - ‘- L 014 32.6 i3 2
WELD: & o 4 o o o e s o s o8 o u 112 214 29 001 3 107 1007} T 1319 4y.u - : | DELAARE . 13 0.4
]
DELAWARE! i NEW CASTLE: s o ¢ s s 5 o o + o & 300 3.3 52 0.6 - -
NEW CASTLE. o o« » o s o s ¢ ¢ « 4 397 809 63 653 9 111 14,3 7 436 61,6 1 323 14,5 ? FLORIDAT - -
FLORIDA: i . . : ALACHUA . , e e e s e 174 3. 50
ALACHUA + o s s a s s o s v o s 129 852 22 473| 5 469 20,3 2 eue 484 1 006 18,4 ; BREVARD . . selvil 529 2.3 107 2.7 Lo 123 i2e 8.0
BREVARD , o o o 4 o s o o o » . 236 966 49 653 6 405 12,9 3 480 54,3 1 667 2640 ‘ BROKARD . ce e e 843 3.1 144 0.5 4 108 15.2 2 348 1.8
BROWARD ¢, 4 o o o « o o o o & o 889 317 127 738 27 034 21,2 10 597 39,2 8 996 33,3 { DADE, .« + Cae e e e e 1 515 1.9 1 804 2.2 11 850 I4.5 1 a79 B'Z
DADE, « o o o e o 0 o » o ¢ & = & 1 458 H490 5680 437 81 532 14,0 45 020 55,2 19 Hed 23,9 b : ESCAMBIA, , « 8 e e e 357 2.6 44 0.3 2 343 173 38 2.
ESCAMBIA, 4 v o o o » ¢ o o s 0 o 227 674 51 327 13 541 26,4 5 193 38,4 5 566 41,1 g HILLSBOROUGH e e e, 463 1.9 215 0.9 5712 22.8 695 ]
HILLSBOROUGH: o s « o o o o & o o 587 279 180 959 25 004 16,6 13 254 53,0 4 662 18,6 K : LEE . o v N IR 190 3.2 85 1,5 757 12.9 96 Tie
LEE v o o o2 a s 0 0 5 0 6 0 o0 183 383 56 439 5 855 1044 2 896 49,5 1 831 31,3 LEON, « + e e e e 125 2.7 37 0.8 532 1.4 109 1’3
LEONy o o o o s .6 6 8 ¢ o s o 0 @ 130 998 18 022 4 674 25,9 2 690 5746 1184 25,3 : MANATEE , , R 142 4.3 38 1.2 474 4.4 52 2'6
MANATEE o a0 o o o o o o 4 0 2 ¢ s 129 657 28 783 3 297 11,8 1849 58,2 772 23.4 ' MARION, o . IR 83 2.3 16 0.4 433 12:0 22 o
MARIONG « o » ¢ o o s « ¢ 0 » o & 106 673 12 109 3 612 29,8 2 436 67,4 622 17.2 ! OKALOOSA, . e e e s s e 216 9.8 147 6.6 299 13.5 0.6
OKALODSA. « o « o s« o s o 3 s 5 o 106 052 13 969 2 213 15.8 962 43,5 589 26,6 i 57 ORANGE oy ’ - -
) T T 480 27243 52 .
ORANGE, s o v s s s a s o 0 s o s 424 109 101 117 | 20 426 20,2 9 564 46,8 4 241 20,8 } ‘ PALM BEACH. o « o o o v o s o s s 297 1.6 i78 R 3 &5 oo 59 3.2
PALM BEACH. & o ¢ ¢ o4 o ¢ ¢ = ¢ o 4a9 24 119 304 18 959 15,6 9 440 49,8 4 515 23,8 PASCO o o s o o 5 ¢ o o s 5 ¢ o 4 149 2.4 124 2.0 529 8.5 57 3.2
PASCO o o o o s ¢ s s o o 8 ¢ ¢ & 151 764 27 486 6 258 22,8 2 907 46,5 2 492 39,8 * PINELLASe o o o o o o o ¢ o o o 4 430 2.1 213 1.1 5 103 25.2 368 0.2
PINELLAS: o o « 4 o 0 6 o o 5 » » 661 375 96 133 20 252 21.1 7 742 38,2 6 396 31,6 POLKe o 0 s 0 0 o 0 0 0 o 0 s o 315 3.1 136 1.3 1 649 16.4 314 1.8
POLKe o s o 6 a ¢ 6 6 s s s » o & 280 525 38 968 10 082 2549 4 955 4941 2 713 26,9 : SARASOTAG o o o o .o ¢ ¢ o s o » 4 106 2.0 110 2,1 739 13.9 § 43
SARASOTA. o+ o o 4 o 0 o o 0 s 1 s 177 120 28 524 5 326 18,7 3 420 64,2 919 17,3 : SEMINOLE, o o v v vv 0 0w o u s 146 3.6 20 0.5 446 1.0 2 06
SEMINOLE. o o ¢ o o o s o 5 ¢ 6 & 152 306 21 679 4 040 18,6 2 407 59,6 997 24,7 : VOLUSIA 4 4 v v w0 o s v 0 0 o 218 "t 247 107 1.3 1 961 4.5 57 o8
VOLUSIA o o o o « a0 s o 5 0 o & 220 186 36 677 8 015 21,9 4 048 50,5 1 654 20,6 : GEORGIA: . : ’ 0s
-
GEORGIA? 8 S % s 88 e s e s e s e e 464 7 0
1By o o o s 4 6 6 v 0 04 v o 142 362 16 206 6 085 37,4 "1 408 23.2 1 207 19.9 ' CHATHAM © 0 0 0 0 a0 v 0 0 v 0 379 53 éug i R 23'3 82 2
CHATHAM o & 4 4 o v o i o o oo s 190 810 22 248 6 928 3.1 2 242 31.9 2 772 bo0 i , CLAYTON « v v v o ¢ e a0 o o s 529 3.6 65 11 B " b 1.2
CLAYTON 4 4 s s s o o » 4 o ¢ o 4 138 003 29 609 6 158 20,8 2 493 30,5 2 187 35,0 ‘ . Sce footnates at ord of tabla, . 0.
Bes footnotes at end of table. ' - 4 =
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT .

istributi iminal justi i it 349 large county

le 13. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure of
Teble governments, fiscal year 1979—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

;:::;c:r:;:::; Police protection Judicial
Total Percent Percent Percent
County! Population? direet o;to‘iﬁl of total of :o:ni
expendicure Aniount direct Amount criminal Amount crimina
expendi- Justice Justice
ture system system
9.8
T errnn| ol el oeme | owe | smw | owma | oswm | e
258 434 6 7 : : i e
DEKALB & s oo v v v v v e o 613 497 g 3% 56.1
559 584 75 778 |- 21 506 399
FULTON. & o o o v o o v na vn s 78 1316 2.1 3 438 1.2 :
e R 163 aan 2% 93 5 681 25,8 2 312 5007 1 359 23,9
: 947 22.5
S A e 151 56¢ 11 414 4 215 36,9 1 601 38,0 .
1 1 9.9
AT 16378 4 392 26.8 855 19,5 434
salar D) egmaml e labE ) EX) owle | 33wl 43
s e a2 . . 924 . . Co
DU PAGE . . .. 596 013 53 22.1 3 531 29.7 3 143 26,
6 549 5 712 . : 23,8
o N ing so7 53 &70 9 370 17.5 4 266 5.5 1 428 .
LA Sates | . 159 1o 13 413 1 548 11.5 496 32.0 u 2118
HCHENRY - | .. 140 598 10 308 3 135 0.4 1 628 i iy 153
NeLeARy oo o 117 260 10 070 3 718 36,9 919 24,
| o 519 18,5
51 2 757 31.9 1072 38.9
MABISON | .. 245 107 25 354 R 309 L ggg 2. L &2 gg:g
e .. 18 857 02 . . 2
Rock i3 DUl oagme| mebr | gl B awm | Rl g b
57 . / 188
ShnaanoN, | A 393 oa 1o 0.2 1426 32,5 721 .
N 0 507 4 382 40,
FAZENELL: | - 178 550 8 244 1 953 23.7 648 3.2 , 214
MLk .. 315 057 27 550 & 001 21.8 2 644 i § o 283
NaEeie | N 202 611 23 564 6 645 28.2 2 027 .
il . L ]
3.3
R “e . 292 214 31 004 6.553 2141 2 969 3.6 526 23.3
OECAmARE. _ Lol 128 327 11 369 1 897 16,7 515 214 sa1 3.
SRRT L DIIIIIIIII sao soe i 3 13 Sor 143 3 326 25.5 4 378 32.9
s s 0. s s v e 90 56 . 978 38,5
LAKE. o o o« o s 5 0 o 0 o 5 0 o & 540 586 13 280 3 538 200 754 5207 :
LA PORTE: o o o v o o o s o o » » 107 o18 2 680 2 5% 20.0 724 23.7 58 36.5
HADISON o o o o v o v v o v v o 138 277 13 5.9 L3 18.4 L 14 s
24 099 § 527 18, 0
meEMe 1lliiiiiill M) fgs ) e BR) (E ) Bn ) a0 RS
VIto GURGH e 132 e i1 49 1 965 17.2 417 21,2 639 52.5
714 18.0 1 503 37,9
O ACK HANK, & v e e e v e s 139 143 15 621 3 967 25.4 L1 18.0 £ 503 s
166 193 20 304 5 066 25 12.2 EREN 3141
Bolke + L oaLiitiiiin: 300 &89 Jooie | % 2005 ! o 26.9 937 3004
646 2
WOODBURYS L LTIl il 1o 1rs 12 971 2 911 22,4 329 1.3 1 152 39.6
708 30.7
A oNeon e e 262 394 28 628 5 565 19, 1 ae 303 3 To8 307
SPotmreks LS Lol 218 33 978 8 827 26.0 1.1 3 4o 39,8
SEDGHICK. 4 » o o s o o o o v v s 334 11 33 978 8 821 2.9 L % s ;3o 2.1
ANbGTTE L Ll iiliiiu: 155 e 12 738 3 687 28.9 833 1.
1
K eEns 2 30,7 | 13 352 44,3 2 43 9
Pt R S A A 1 8.2 560 36,8 564 3.1
* 6
T 39,9 2 748 43,2 1117 17,
244 002 15 936 6 360 .
AsiEl L o 158 327 28 130 6 197 22.0 3 289 gg.é . gég é;lx:;
ey ! = 139 375 HE % Tas 2e 3% 86.2 806 15,4
... - 135 373 19 072 5 . . 3
A . 131 166 13 843 3 945 2815 2 net 52.2 3 R
RAPIPES .+ 1ol .. 125 546 18 725 3 570 19.1 173 .
312 15,0
i 5 88 2 083 69.7 661 3147
et lliiiiiiin| e B Ged| B @ oan ) W) 3
7 &
- R S 12 352 1 aot 1 415 8327 354 25,0 143 10.1
9 1 416 9.5
“Hithwen oo | gl omam g osr) ol mal e | ne
e 6 405 10 562 1318 198 1.9 9 3
FREDERICK v o o v s o o « o « + » 107 437 76 4o g 562 38 5 9 239 50
HARFORD o o v o o s o o o o o o « 146 957 3 543 37| 14s 4.4 841 181
o . 115 796 92 816 . ot
MonTeomERY S Ll 575 00y | ‘=79 80O | 38 487 si | 28 sie s4.7 6 962 184
oNen GRaRegss LTIl 663 820 506 408 38 050 7.5 27 338 134 244 1.2
WASHINGTON, s LTl 109 501 64 840 1 276 2.0 5 .
A 5.5 1 320 33.8
HASfaﬁggiggsg e e e e 142 832 5 984 3 900 65.2 604 15.5 1320 3.8
IRE . & . . 143 490 4 059 2 754 67, s 3.1 3 050 3.1
g iiiiiiiiio) HE GE IE Bl o8 B o) &
g |7 :
ESSEX o o o o ¢ o « o s o o o o s 525 o1 te 34 ) 41 o3 878 102 i : oie !
it A S 132 177 3 242 2 921 8.9 27 .
Bee. footnotes ant end of table, . |
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xpenditure of 349 large county

Sec footmtes ot ond of table,

governments, fiscal year 1979—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)
a.
; . Legp:o:::xi::: and Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
" Percent Percent Percent Percont
. County of total of total of total of total
) Amount erininal Amount criminal Amount criminnl Amount eriminal
Justice Justice Juatice Juntice
system ayatem aystem system
GEORGIA-~CONTINUED
COHBa 4 4 ¢ 6 4 0 0 s o v o . e 639 6.5 39 0.4 890 9.1 9% 1.0
DE BALB 4 4 4 ¢ ¢ s 0 v o s o .. 1 051 5.4 250 1.3 3 369 I17.2 94 0,5
FULTON: & v o 4 0 6 o o 0 o « .. 2171 10.2 448 2.1 6 840 32.4 113 0.5
GWINNETT. & ¢ 4 & 4 4 0 o 0« .. 281 5.8 27 0.6 836 17,2 - -
RICHMOND, & & 4 4 ¢ 4 v o & & .. 353 6.2 81 1.4 1576 27.7 - -
IDAHO:
ADA v 4 o it e e e s e . 489 11.6 191 4.5 772 18,3 215 5,1
ILLINOIS:

i CHAMPAIGN , , , “ . o e 375 8,5 193 4.4 2 458 56.0 77 1.8
COOKs v o ¢ o & .. RN 16 652 9.0 8 £56 4,7 61 917 33.4 25 581 13.8
DU PAGE , , , , S v e 0w s, 1734 14,6 636 5,3 2 863 24,0 - -

NEo o o o o & S v e e e e, 527 9.2 195 3.4 2 083 36,5 24 0.4
AKE, [ e e h ey, 1 041 11.1 174 i.8 2 445 26,1 19 0.2
LA SALLE, . DR TR 256 16,5 50 3.2 409 26.4 - -
MCHENRY o . 4 . P e e v e s 286 9,1 107 304 694 22,1 3 0,1
MCLEAN, ., ., , , DR I S 237 6.4 99 2.7 587 15.8 1 442 38,0
MACON o o 4 4 4 v 4 4w w v o s . 302 11.0 108 3.9 528 19.2 237 846
MADISON & v 4 4 4 v 4 v 0 o 4 » . 532 7.7 181 246 3 091 44, - -
PEORTAL v v o 4 s a4 s o v o o . 510 10.4 159 3.2 2 178 43,3 31 0.6
ROCK ISLANC s 4 & o o'« o 4 o o . 363 10.9 104 3.8 791 2348 208 6,3
STe CLAIR v's 4 4 o o o o & v e . 584 10.3 207 3.6 2 149 373 555 2,8
SANGAMON: 4 « ¢ 4 4 4 o & s o . 458 10.5 124 2.8 1 633 37.3 20 0,5
TAZENELLe & o o o o o o « s » & . 291 14,9 17 3.9 414 2l.2 106 5.4
HILLe o v 6 o s 0 o a0 s o & P 680 11,3 366 6.1 766 12.8 28 0.5
WINNEBAGOD o 4 & v 4 0% o o & 4 . 633 9.5 282 4,2 2 288 34.4 - -
INDIANAS
ALLEN & & v 4 4w s v s 0 v b w s . 428 6,5 179 2.7 2 351 35.9 - -
DELAMARE: o ¢ 4 s «. s o o s o » . 159 8.4 53 2.8 525 27.7 64 34
ELKHART « & ¢ 4 o 0 2 o 4 o & & . 174 5,8 101 3.4 822 27.3 175 5,8
LAKE: & o 0 0 0 0 o 0 o o s .. 1 593 12,0 409 3.1 3 t72 23.8 364 2.7
LAPORTE: v o o 4 u s o o 0 o o . 216 8.5 48 1.9 488 19.2 54 2.1
MADISON o v 4 4 s 4 ¢ v v u v W . 210 9.8 88 4.1 T2 33.2 - -
STe JOSEPH, 4 4 4 « 4 ¢ & o .. 431 9.5 179 4,0 1 014 22.4 25 0.6
TIPPECANOE: o o ¢ « o o o o o » . 231 9.7 48 2.0 1 116 46,9 27 1.1
VANDERBURGH + & & o 4 o 4 & & o . 348 9.3 225 6,0 610 16,3 157 4,2
VIGO: o 4 6o v 6 4 s o s 0 s s . 189 946 82 5.2 568 28.9 70 3.6
I0WA:
BLACK HAWK., + . &+ & . , . 237 6.0 383 9.7 1 130 28,5 - -
LINNG o o 0 6 o s o a0 v 426 8.4 363 Te2 1 483 29,3 - -
POLK: « 4 4 % s 0 s v o o s 964 8,7 680 6.l 4 290 38,7 345 3.1
SCOTT v 4 4 o v v o 0 o o s 371 12.0 131 4,2 753 24,8 - -
WOODBURY, v & & 4 o o o 4 & 322 11.4 238 8.2 e70 29.9 - -
KANSAS:
JOHNSON , , 74 13,9 38 0.7 1 357 24, - -
SEDGWICK, . 1 031 1.7 - - 1 489 16,9 1 829 20.7
SHAWNEE , . 517 9.4 - - 1833 28,0 684 12,4
WYANDOTTE , 455 12,3 40 1.1 959 26, 26 0,7
KENTUCKY:
VEFFERSON « o 4 o v o 0 & & & 1130 3.8 326 1.1 8 173 27,4 4 399 14.6
KENTON. v & o 4 o 0 46 o o 0 o . 66 8.3 - - 287 18,9 44 2.9
LOUISIANAS
CADDO & 4 v 4 4 4 4o 4 v v w s . n3 4,9 210 3.3 1972 21,0 - -
CALCASIEU & o 4 4 4 4 o 4 4 o . 548 8.8 96 1.5 1 338 21.6 112 1.8
VEFFERSON o ¢ 4 4 5 4 o 4 o o o . 1 317 5.3 261 1.1 3 816 15.4 107 0.4
LAFAYETTE o o 4 4 & 4 4 o 4 & .. 113 2.2 139 2.6 692 I2.2 22 Q.4
OUACHITAL & o 4 & 4 4 44 e e 506 12,8 142 3.6 727 18.4 132 3.3
RAPIDES ¢ 4 5 4 4 s 0 s o o o e 253 1.8 68 1.9 836 23.4 29 0.8
MAINE
CUMBERLAND: s 4 o &0 & 4. ¢ o & & . 185 8.9 i (Z) 924 44,4 - -
KENNEBEC, o o 4 o0 o o 4 o o & . 69 10,0 - - 284 41,0 - -
PENOBSCOT v s 4 4 o 4 o o o & & . 157 14,2 - - 315 28,5 10 0.9
YORK: v v ¢ 6 4 o b v v o 4 o . 100 7.1 - - 815 57,6 3 0.2
MARYLAND?
ANNE ARUNDEL, & 4 o o o o o . 1174 7.9 - - 983 646 21 0.1
BALTIMORE , & .+ 4 , 4 . . . 1 985 5.6 - - 223 9.2 - -
FREDERICK & 4 & o & o v e e . 343 3.2 - - 482 4.6 - -
HARFORD \ & 4 4 44 4 o 4 & B 555 15,7 20 0.6 870 24,6 - -
HOWARD. o o's 4 4 4 v 0y W . 575 i1.0 - - 409 7.8 38 0.7
MOMTGOMERY: o 4 o o ¢ & & « . 2 186 8.7 - - 4 197 10,9 226 0.6
PRINCE GEORGES, o , , . ... . 2 480 6,5 - - 3 260 8.6 130 0.3
HASHINGTON. o 0 o 4 4 & i . 130 10.2 - - 423 33.2 - -
MASSACHUSETTS! .
BARNSTABLE. & 4 4 & 4 o 4 4 & " . 143 3.7 147 3.8 1673 42,9 13 0,3
BERKSHIRE o o 4 o 4 4 & 4 o » . 98 3.6 58 244 1 463 53,1 - -
BRISTOL , . , L R I 239 3.4 493 7.0 2426 34,5 - -
ESSEX ., , , L T BT 374 34 211 1.9 4 176 43,3 5 {2}
HAMPOEN , -, L L I B 470 3.5 400 340 5 a33 39,1 73 [+ J%-]
HAMPSHIRE & o 4 4 4 4 o 0 4 « .. 140 4.8 42 ;,4 1 643 56.2 83 2.8

-
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Table 13. Percent distribution of cnmmal' justice system direct .expenduture of 349 large county ; governments, fiscal year 1979—Continued
governments, fiscal year 1979—Continued -‘ o (Dollar amounts in thousands)
(Dollar amounts in thousands) ‘ ! P —
- : ) prosecution Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
:::::c:ri;t::; Police protection Judieinl i ):
i County® Percent Percent Percent Percent
County‘ Populntion’ :;::ig ol;e:‘o:::: ol?::izi s o!;‘n::;::: f Amount :ix;:::i An t “Lt;’.“i Amo o otar of to:nl
oun rim.
expenditure Amount dh‘a:: Amount crimll;nl Amount c;tmlt;al ‘, Justice cJunt;.l:e unt ;::::2:1 Amount c;:::::t
pendi~ ust ustice t Y
axture iy::e;e ayaten i } system system system sydtem (
: j HASSACHUSETTS-~CONTIAUED ‘
| DDLESEX o o o s o o o o » 1 231 4,8 594 2.3 8 ;

MASSACHUSETTS-~CONTINUED i i . . 537 33.2 160 0.6 ‘
MIDDLESEX o « » o s » o o o o« « o | 1382 168 31122 | 25 T4 82,6 217 0.8 | 14975 58,2 R R 1877 14,5 296 2.7 3 48 1 73 0.7 :
NORFOLK & o o w s o s o o 0 o s o 621 423 15 008 10 885 72,5 82 0.8 5 409 49,7 ‘ L . 76 6.9 332 3.9 3 065 35.5 7 0.1 :
PLYMOUTH, o o o o o o o o ¢ s o s 395 483 10 155 8 408 82.8 387 4.6 4 039 48,0 R 317 2,7 261 2.2 | 5 104 42,7 119 1.0
WORCESTER o » o ¢ s 2 o o ¢ ¢ & » 644 286 16 168 i1 944 73.9 77 0.6 6 066 50,8 MICHIGAN? .

BAY o 0 0 v o 0 s 0 b e 0 s s 463 9.0 261 5

MICHIGAN: 5 . Se1 11779 34,5 23 0.4
AR 121 282 4o 3z8 5 152 12,8 1 216 23.6 1 %10 27,4 ZERRIEN o e v v e i e e n e v 694 9.7 267 37 27 38.8 8 01
BERRIEN o 4 o 4 ¢ o0 v oo ¢ o o 168 136 22 776 7 142 31,4 1203 18,1 2 106 29.5 GENESEE | | Sttt 578 9.4 224 3.6 1 750 28,5 - -

CALHOUN & 4 o o o o o o o s o o & 143 199 44 000 6 148 14,0 970 15,8 2 628 42.7 ! GENESEE o v v 0 0 v v e v v v o 2 195 13,5 380 2,3 4 928 30,2 75 0.5
GENESEE &+ o o o o o o o 6 ¢ o o« 450 763 78 085 16 316 20,9 2 723 16.7 6 015 36.9 i H JACKSON 1 St ttrrraeee 1 322 13.6 660 6.8 2 240 23,1 - 2
INGHAMs & o o o o o « o « o o 0 & 270 583 32 134 9 17 30,2 2 486 25,6 3 009 31.0 | i KALAMAZOD & & 2 ottt sbhees 385 7.1 219 440 2 118 38,8 - -
JACKSON ¢ & s 4 o n o 0 a0 v o s 150 101 20 773 5 458 26,3 1196 21,9 1 540 28,2 j ; KENT Tt e e ee ey 793 9.2 433 5.0 2 505 28,9 14 0.2
KALAMAZOO o o o o o o o o o o« o & 206 822 20 620 8 659 42,0 2 221 25.6 2 693 31,1 ! § Gt et 1 007 8.9 568 5.0 4 378 38,8 184 1.6
KENT. o o o 0 0 v a0 e o0 o0t 434 179 61 552 11 272 }8- 2 760 24,5 2315 2141 g i nsgggg. I 1807 10.9 923 5.6 5 337 32,2 50 0.3 ;
MACOMB. . . e e e 695 162 89 469 16 579 18,8 3 420 2046 5 042 30,4 . e * St T 302 5.6 152 2.8 1327 24,5 - bt ;
MONROE. .o . e e e 132 546 39 298 5 09 13,8 2 134 39.5 1 49y 27.6 , MUSKEGON. & ¢ o s 4 o v v 0 e v 363 6.8 95 1.7 2 326 ] 61 1.1 :
MUSKEGON. fe e e 158 976 49 274 5 558 11,3 1183 21,3 1530 27.5 : : OTTANA. & L oot e e 2 601 9.4 1 085 3.7 10 830 38,0 168 0.6 b
0AKLAND . . e v e e e e e o] 1007214 184 107 28 506 15,5 6 370 2243 7 492 26,3 : ! SAGINAW & o Lt Lttt 178 5.6 121 3.8 700 2z.1 - - i
OTTAWA: o » s eee v e 150 619 24 226 3171 13.4 1136 35.8 1 036 32,7 i i ST, CLAIR & ot rrr it 603 7.8 487 6.3 2 625 33,8 175 2.3 :
SAGINAN . o e e 227 527 4y 031 7 765 18,9 1 884 24,3 1991 5.6 : WASHTENAW - o o ittt 4o 9.4 152 3,3 1 462 32.0 - -
ST, CLAIR . D 133 861 44 290 4 573 10,3 1236 27,0 1295 28,3 | YAVRE R 818 7.4 495 4,5 3 680 33.4 181 1.6
WASHTFIAN . e e 253 s92 34 737 11 o024 3.7 2 924 26.5 2 926 26,5 I R 6 751 8.2 5 749 7.0 33 139 40,1 151 0.2 ‘
WAYMZ. o o - e s e e es .| 2388575 426 427 82 674 19.4 8 105 9.8 28 779 34,8 f ‘ HINNESOTAS :
T : ‘ ANOKA « o o o s o v v s s o 778 12.4 475 7.6 1 903 :

INNESOTA: ; D Totrrun e . . 303 - - |

¥ ANOKAT. et e s e e e et e 200 584 36 711 6 271 17.1 1927 3047 1 188 18.9 : Hémgﬁm‘ frte e .. ueg 14.8 147 4.5 667 20.3 29 0.9 '
DAKOTA: 2 s s o v « o o o s = o4 191 419 28 532 3 293 11.5 995 30.2 967 29.4 HENNERING v e mee ee e 4 24 13,2 2 293 6.1 15 796 42,2 257 0.7 !
HENNEPIN. o o o o ¢ o o a0 o » 913 753 218 770 37 417 17.1 4 548 12.2 9 577 25,4 ) ST, LoUIS STttt 2 632 11,7 589 2.4 11 480 51,2 136 0.6 ;
PAMSEYs o o s s v o n v v v e 453 836 128 586 22 424 i7.4 2 165 S 9.7 5 da2 242 ; STEARNs » o v L Lottt i HH 4ee 4.3 5 824 51,9 - -

H N M = =
R R NS VR N+ B+ B 0 BB | MSHINTON: v a7 e I W) 1o - -
WASHINGTON. o o o o o o s s o & » 115 502 18 277 4§ 017 22,3 1 282 31.4 848 20,8 % L HISsISSIPRL: ;
RISON: o v o v 0 0 s s o s s s 144 8,3 77 2,8 598 21,9

HISSISSIPPT1 i i HINDS o o o v v o v o nv o 171 5.5 156 : 1 s - :

“es 3 803 9.3 114 0.7 ‘ . . .6 1192 35,1 162 4.8 f

HiNDS s i 336 857 24 LR tart 821 Zan2 ! 852 et , ‘ JACKSON ¢ 0 o 'e 0 0 v 0 0w v u s 66 1.9 37 1.1 1 723 49.8 8 0.2 ‘
UACKSON 4 o v o s s o s v s s a o 116 567 20 249 3 ys8 17.1 831 24.0 793 22,9 | ‘ MISSOURI:

MISSOURI: g'ﬁ‘égﬁ T ' e e 398 15,9 5 0.2 744 30,4 7 0.3 !
CLAY. o 4 s o oo e e e 137 541 6 818 2 450 35,9 654 26,7 650 28,5 , JACKSON " e . . 22 11.0 10 0.5 561 28,1 - - :
GREENE. + + » » DR 177 881 6 797 1 996 29.4 567 28,4 638 32,0 . ; JEFFERSON . o : 235 11.4 - - 7 307 5044 - - ;
JAGKSON &+ o s s v v v s vl 620 w7 56 005 | 14 502 2519 1 340 2 ¥ g9 28.3 : : ST, CHARLES & & & & . 23 193 - - g5 10.4 109 5.8 ‘1

F S . ) . v e 11 1 2 . i . . PR - . !
S ehARES L 1l MDA 128 253 8 731 3 hes 28,3 1 295 52,5 802 24,4 i : ST, Louis . . . 1 696 4,9 - : 5 841 16.8 140 0.4
5T, LOUIS « « 4 & e e ie s 983 739 103 268 34 692 33,6 20 218 58,3 6 797 19,6 NEBRASKA$

. _ . ‘ DOUGLAS o v o w s o o o o o ¢ o o 894 9.7 391 4.2 4

NEBRASKA$ . : c - . . 122 44,6 96 1.0
BOUGLAS « o o v o n s m v o n o 413 653 43 332 9 232 21,3 1 655 17.9 2 074 © 22,5 : » LANCASTER ¢ 5 & « o0 o e ¢ 0 o s 639 18.1 243 6.9 ) 20.2 143 4.0
LANCASTER o & « o o o o o s ¢ s & 186 346 21 197 3 535 16.7 734 20,8 1 063 30.1 NEVADA:

. i CLARK o o o o o o o » o ¢ s ¢ 5 o 3 326 7.7 1 153 2.7 9 84y 22 564
; . . . . 1.3

"E‘éﬁﬂﬁé e e s et s e e s s e s 376 899 151 344 43 438 28.7 22 077 50.8 6 474 14,9 ! { WASHOE: & ¢ « v o s 0 o o o o & & 1361 14.4 562 6.0 2 049 21.7 14 0.1

WASHOE. 2 o v o ¢ « o o o s ¢ s « 164 979 46 146 9 439 20,5 3 394 36.0 2 059 1.8 i | NEY HAHPSHIRE:
§ : LLSBOROUGH, 4 o o o o o » ¢ o & 185 5,5 - 1 885 5

NEW HAMPSHIRE? N ROCKINGHA C s e e h e 4.8 1 (2)
HILLSBOROUGHs & « o o » « o » s » |- 259 942 10 143 3 382 33,3 251 74 1 090 33,2 | He o v o s M- 106 5.6 - 646 34,3 18 1
ROCKINGHAMy o o « o o o o o » o o 179 937 7 516 1 881 25,0 310 16,8 801 Bz,6 ' NEW JERSEY:

' 7 : ATLANTIC. o o o o o s o o 3 o & 1 363 22,4 5 0.1 2 330 3
v JERSE o ! . . 842 207 3.4

N TANTIE, « v v oo v e e e e e 189 318 65 723 6 094 9.3 a9 1.5 2 fod 34,5 ! . SS;Eize,aN; Tt < 3 i 18.2 33 0.2 5 530 28,7 265 14
BERGEN: ¢ s o a o ¢ o ¢ 5 o + o & 355 77% 129 103 19 274 14,9 4 333 22,5 5 613 - 29.1 : CAUDEN. o o ot e 15 12.2 - - 4 241 36,7 49 0.4
BURLINGTON. ¢ o o« 5 o o o » o5 & 363 996 74 040 11 563 15,6 1 370 Ii.8 4 489 38,7 R 3 CUMBERLAND. . * . ‘. 325 . - - 7 448 41,6 259 1,4
CAMDEN. e e s e e . 469 876 141 464 17 894 12,6 990 5.5 6 Q19 33,6 i X ESSEX Trrtre e e e 62 8.6 - - 2 330 61,9 67 1.8
CUMBERLAND, .. : 131 061 29 360 764 12.8 159 4,2 . 883 . 23,5 k ESSEX Sxgrt §t ool B 11.9 80 0.2 20 067 42,4 130 0.3
ESSEX + o o v oo oe v 830 481 306 222 47 365 15.5 9 094 19.2 12 348 2641 : BLOUCESTERs 4 4 0 o 4 v 2ur ¢ 0 s 888 214 - - 1 784 43,1 36 0.9
GLOUCESTER, + o o o o o o v o o 4 198 889 37 638 4 129 1.0 447 10,8 280 23.7 ‘ Ve s e e tae et 3 317 20,7 - - 4§ 809 20,0 o 03
HUDSON: « « o o o s « o ¢ o + o & 554 297 123 797 16 037 13.0 3 546 224 4 321 26,9 ST, MERCER: & e s ot v e e v v v 1 641 13,8 - - 6 408 53,8 219 1.8
MERCER 314 198 89 397 | 11 908 13,3 616 5.2 3 027 25.4 ‘ ) HONMOUTH. » o o o o o o b o it 3 98 18.4 38 0,2 6 140 37.3 659 3,9
MIDDLESEX o » o v o o o o v o s s 589 2214 145 506 16 484 11.3 1 903 11,5 4 714 28,6 MORRIS. & S ottt remreen 1 ot 16,0 2 4] 4 009 0.2 57 026
HONHOUTH. & o o v o o o v o v v s 97 721 136 079 3 982 8.6 1 638 16,4 2 675 2648 HORRIS: « oo v 0 e e vy e 166 19,8 - - 2 754 32,8 161 1.9
HOKHOUTH, « Cee e . us7 721 16 o1 3902 St 1638 1644 2 o3 288 QEMN ¢ e v oo e nn | 14T 16,4 - © . 2 497 27.7 44 0.5
MORRES: « v o v @ wa e o b » 0 e 492 oo gt 8 382 1.8 i 5 224 38 ET i PASSAIC .+ » vh e e e 3 187 19,9 4 (z) 6 220 39,3 39 0,2 i
PASSAIC . o L L. L lliiLl|  E2 426 105 898 | 15 837 1510 1 508 5| 9oy 310 . S O ' 2o i P 02 i o (He i 3t J

1 . “ b a i

SHERET ciiiiiiili| Toao| doame| 2es 1307 & 2] s 27 UMON -« v owevmieee e 3537 BL - - s 33.8 54 X -
UNION ¢ + o o s o 0 s o o s ¢ o » 507 415 83 410 16 069 19.3 1 626 1044 5-125 31.9 NEW MEXICOt ‘ b
NEW MEXICO: : BERNALILLOY o & 4 ¢ o o v o o u 129 1.7 - . 4 215 55,5 370 4.8 i
Y
BERNALILLOY o s o v v o v s ¢ s & 382 263 17 230 7 703 44,7 2 131 35.5 192 2.5 i ey YoRks i}
: ALBANY. ' o o 0 4 s o o« 0 s s 928 10,5 327 3.7 5 296 60.2 i
. . . .7, . 112 1,3 ¢

N RLaANY. 286 834 148 938 8 793 s.91 1028 1.7 L 105 12,6 b e, » s 561 14,0 212 5.3 1 567 39,2 14 0.4 i
ALBANY. o 0o e s e e s ee e 286 834 4o 938 8 733 39 i oz8 b 195 2.8 o CHAUTAUQUA, + & 0w o v v e v o s 4ud 14.8 177 5,9 938 31.3 - d !
R i S Dl oy o1 a7 3 son i T 383 4 ¥ : I 0 13,5 91 4.0 982 43,4 129 5.7
CHEMUNG « o o o o s v s s o v v 97 909 42 661 2 261 5.3 609 2619 145 6i a H Seeeaeee e 678 13,5 345 6.9 2 o3 40,6 93 1.9 0
DUTCHESS: o o o 4 o s s o ¢ = o & 234 568 67 493 5 007 (L 1738 3447 122 2.4 3 8ea footnotes st cnd of table. P .

; X
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92 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT i CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 93
. ]
! Table 13. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure of 349 large county i Table 13, Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure of 349 large county ‘
governments, fiscal year 1979—Continued { governments, fiscal year 1979—Continued ;
. ¥ . H
(Dollar amounts in thousands) ; (Dollar amounts in thousands) !
;:::ic:r:;::x Police protection Judieial § mg;io:g::g:: and Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice [
Total .{ '
County* Population?® direct Percent Parcent Percent ! County? Percent Percent Percent Percent
expenditure of total of total of total i of total of total of total of total
Amount direct Amount eriminal Amount criminal : Amount criminal Amount criminal Amount criminal Amount eriminal
expendi~ Justice justice i Justice Justice Justice Justice
{ ture system system ' system system system syatem
NEW YORK-~CONTINUED ‘ NEW YORK==CONTINUED
ERIEs « o o o s o s 8 « « 0 o o o 1 663 741 400 004 26 966 6,7 6 942 25,7 3 325 12,3 i ERTEs o w.o o 6 0 % 2 o o 5 o o o 3 243 12,0 1115 4,1 12 220 35,3 121 0.4 i
MONROE: o o o w o = o o« ¢ ¢ o o o 704 947 322 799 22 360 6,9 6 519 29,2 2 873 12,8 ¥ MONROE: 4 o o 4 o s o o o ¢ o o o 2 628 11.8 909 4,1 8 668 38,8 763 3.4 :
NASSAUs 4 o o « ¢ o o o o 0 « s o 1 395 420 846 928 | 167 854 19.8 127 769 6.1 4 689 2.8 i NASSAU: o 4 o o ¢ s o o o o ¢ o s 8 052 4,8 2 189 1,3 24 763 14,8 392 0.2 ;
NIAGARA & v v o o o s o o ¢ o o o 236 992 89 437 5 123 597 1 551 30,3 882 17,2 : NIAGARA 4 4 4 o « ¢ o s o ¢ » o 499 9.7 226 4.4 1902 37.4 63 1.2 :
ONEIDAw 4 o o o s ¢ o s s o o ¢ & 259 587 83 867 4 048 4,8 1 052 26,0 720 17.8 ONEIDA: « o o o o o o ¢ v 2 s o & 520 12.8 161 4,0 1 595 39,4 - !
ONONDAGA, « ¢ o o o o « » o o o o 472 904 244 083 18 078 74 4 608 25,5 1938 10,7 | ONONDAGAL, 4 ¢ o o s & o o s o & & 2 113 11.7 831 4,6 7 936 43,9 652 3.6 :
ORANGE o 4 o o s o s o o0 ¢ ¢ o« 251 780 98 960 4 925 540 93 1.9 584 11,9 | ORANGE o 4 « o 4 s o o s o ¢ o 716 14,5 320 6.5 3 207 65,1 0,1 ;
OSNEGO: 4 o o o ¢ a s « o o« o s 111 091 45 491 2 891 6.4 640 22,1 625 21.6 ¥ OSWEGD:s o o o o ¢ s o o s ¢ o & 263 9.1 48 1.7 1345 45,5 - - ;
RENSSELAERe 4 ¢ o o o o o o o & 150 685 62 115 2 382 3.8 512 21,5 179 7.5 4 RENSSELAER, o « o s o s o o & & 372 15,6 133 5.6 1 186 49,8 - -
ROCKLAND. « s o o ¢ s o o s ¢ o & 259 616 117 791 6 978 5,9 1 739 24,9 594 8,5 ROCKLAND. & s o o ¢ o o o ¢ o o o 1191 17.4 424 6.1 3 030 43,4 - -
ST, LAWRENCE: 4 o o o « o « o « o 115 978 44 829 1 945 4,3 502 25,8 271 13,9 ST, LAWRENCE: o o o o 4 o ¢ o « o 174 8.9 89 4.6 909 46,7 - -
SARATOGA. o« « o o o o » o s s o & 148 373 39 508 2 276 5,8 631 27.7 434 19,1 ‘ SARATOGAS o o o o o o o o ¢ = o o 265 11,6 58 2.5 888 39,0 - - .
SCHENECTADY « & o o o o o o « « &« 153 811 52 542 2 408 4,6 188 7.8 298 12,4 SCHENECTADY & 4 o o « o o ¢ o4 & 447 18.6 87 3.6 1 374 57,1 14 0.6 :
STEUBEN & v v 4 v o o o o ¢ o o 100 545 32 692 1 850 5,7 368 19,9 191 10,3 : STEUBEN & 4 + o « ¢ o & o . 229 12.4 86 4,6 976 52.8 - - :
SUFFOLK 4 o s « o o o o o s « « o 1 300 510 690 564 106 285 15,4 82 253 774 170 0,2 SUFFOLK & & o o o o o o - 6 173 5.8 2 077 2.0 14 564 13,7 1 o48 1,0
ULSTERe o « o o o o o o ¢ o ¢ o o 153 991 61 008 2 835 4,6 £80 24,0 208 73 ULSTERs & o o o o o o & « - 381 13,4 111 3.9 1 455 51,3 - -
WESTCHESTER « 4 ¢ » s o o ¢ ¢ « o 882 101 436 139 27 219 6,2 5 767 21,2 1812 6,7 WESTCHESTER & 4 o o o o o o » o & 5 010 18.4 1 780 6.5 12 536 46,1 314 1.2
NORTH CAROLINAt | NORTH CAROLINA!
BUNCOMBE, w o 4 o o « s o ¢ v o & 153 755 75 775 2 564 3.4 197 4647 533 20,8 ! BUNCOMBE, 4 « & o 0 o & . 69 2.7 - - 724 28,2 L3 1.6
CUMBERLAND. o 4 o v o o o s » « o 233 404 125 180 4 447 3,6 2 612 58.7 1 lok 24,8 ‘ CUMBERLAND, + 4 & o & & & . 150 3.4 29 0.7 552 T2.4 - -
DAVIDSONG. o« ¢ « o s 2 o « o o o & 102 560 46 058 1 346 2.9 775 57,6 133 9.9 ‘ DAVIDSON: & o v o + o o o . 27 2.0 - - 221 1644 190 14,1
DURHAM, C e s e b e e e 145 136 79 466 2 569 3,2 473 18,4 387 15,4 DURHAM: 4 4 o 4 & & o o & . 47 1,8 - - 395 15,4 1 267 49,3
FORSYTH c e s s e s e e 231 822 119 238 3 350 2.8 1234 36.8 1 257 37,5 FORSYTH o« v ¢ o ¢ s o & & . 132 3.9 - - 727 21.7 - -
GASTON, + + & “ ase . 155 707 70 208 2 229 3.2 1224 54,8 320 14,4 : GASTONs & 4 o o « o o o o . 69 3.1 9 0.4 505 22.7 105 4,7
GUILFORD, . . ‘e ee . 307 287 151 870 4 842 3,2 1 868 38,6 854 17,6 ! GUILFORD: 4 o o o ¢ o o o . 277 5.7 - - 1 369 28,3 474 9.8
MECKLENBURG e . 382 Usi 222 209 7 881 3,5 3315 42,1 1 942 24,6 : MECKLENBURG 4 & o + & & & . 180 2,3 - - 2 136 27,1 308 3.9 !
ONSLO¥, « o e . 117 774 36 858 1 560 4,2 526 33,7 603 38,7 f ONSLOWs & & o o o o « o o . 60 3.8 - - 340 21,8 3 2.0
WAKE: + & o « e e . 278 735 125 934 3126 2.5 1 086 34,7 1 165 37,3 : WAKE: « o o o o o ¢ o o o . 127 4,1 - - 592 18.9 156 5,0
OHIO: = OHIO: H
ALLEN o v o o 6 o ¢ o » s 4 o o 108 154 22 639 3 092 13.7 727 23.5 772 25,0 ALLEN « 4 4 s o o ¢ ¢ o o 8 s o u 312 1044 66 2.1 1162 37,6 53 1.7 ;
ASHTABULA « 4 4 ¢ s 0 o ¢ s s o & 100 469 15 022 5 162 34.4 027 19,9 612 11,9 ASHTABULA & o o o « s o ¢ s o o 141 2.7 45 0.9 400 747 2 937 5649 1
BUTLER: « v o « o s o o s o o & « 257 021 35 199 4 252 12,1 887 20,9 2 080 48,9 i BUTLER: o ¢ o o o s 2 .6 s 5 o & o 218 5.1 49 1.2 923 21.7 95 2.2
CLARK ¢ o o o o « o o o o o o v » 150 299 26 111 4 096 15,7 1 853 45,2 851 20,8 ; CLARK & & o ¢ o o o ¢ o o o o o s 309 7.5 201 4,9 a3s 20,5 46 1.1 :
CLERMONT, & « 4 o o o o o s o + & 119 052 21 680 2 173 10.0 497 22.9 780 35,9 3 : CLERMONT, 4 ¢ o ¢ 4 o 6 o o s 2 s 191 8.8 59 2,7 259 11,9 387 17,8 :
COLUMBIANA: ¢ « o ¢ « o o o 2 o 113 651 16 297 1 531 9.4 265 I7.3 680 44,4 H COLUMBIANA, « 4 ¢ o 4 o o 2 s » & 168 11.0 107 7.0 254 16.6 57 3.7 !
CUYAHOGA. & ¢ a & o s o o s o o & 1 538 986 234 317 52 003 22,2 5 363 10,3 23 550 45,3 CUYAHOGA, & o & o o « o o s o & 4 2 403 4.6 2 215 4,3 15 207 29,2 3 265 6,3
FRANKLING o o 4 « o o 5.0 0 o o 869 087 147 289 16 444 11,2 2 565 15,6 5 041 30,7 FRANKLING ¢ o o e o ¢ o o 2 o o 1 968 12,0 1 284 7.8 4 633 28,2 956 5,8
GREENE: o s o ¢ o s o o « s « o 130 547 25 056 2 504 10,0 674 26,9 782 31,2 GREENEs 4 4 5 o o o s o o o o o & 240 9.6 67 2,7 603 24,1 138 5,5
o HAMILTON, o « o o o o o « ¢ ¢ o & 886 823 122 043 28 495 23,3 7 015 24,6 1 324 39,7 ] HAMILTON: o o o 6 o o o o 5 ¢ o+ 1124 3.9 1 240 4ol 7 344 25,8 448 1.6 i
= LAKE: o a o o s 0 0 o o o0 o o 211 773 33 us7 4 850 14,5 931 20,2 1 607 33,1 LAKEe o o s o o o o s o o s & o 600 12,4 91 1.9 1 508 31,1 63 1,3 :
LICKING o o s o ¢ o o0 o ¢ o & o 117 295 13 245 2 288 17,3 550 24,0 818 38,4 ; LICKING & 4 ¢ 4 o o v o o 0 o & & 291 12,7 90 3,9 468 20,5 11 0.5 ;
LORAING o o o o o o o s o » o o & 271 210 38 571 4 881 12,7 1 140 23,4 1 450 29,7 } LORAING & o o o o ¢ o o ¢ o o o 518 10,6 49 1.0 1 724 35,3 - - i
LUCAS o o o v e o 6 0 s s s 0 s & 462 806 74 43 14 524 19.4 2 281 15,4 4 536 31,2 ‘ LUCAS ¢ & 4 s & & e 784 5.4 637 4.4 6 316 43,5 13 0.l :
MAHONING, « ¢ &4 o o o« o » ¢ ¢ o & 295 393 53 173 6 238 11,7 846 13,6 2 073 33,2 ‘ MAHONING, . + o+ "o e 419 6.7 157 2,5 2 561 41,4 182 2.9 ;
MEDINAG o s o o o o o o s o » o o 111 865 15 110 1 904 12,6 594 34,2 564 29.6 MEDINAe & & o & & “v e e 157 8.2 35 1.8 483 25.4 71 3.7
MONTGOMERY e & s ¢ o o « o » o o » 580 630 126 286 17 555 13,9 4 277 24,4 4 817 27.4 @ MONTGOMERY, + « e e 1311 7.5 812 4,6 4 646 26.5 1692 9.6
' PORTAGE o ¢ o 4 o s o o o o ¢ o 4 133 518 3117 3 217 10,3 1 002 31,1 1 016 31,6 <2 PORTAGE o, 4 o & « et s e 274 8.5 174 5.4 745 23,2 6 0.2
RICHLAND, « « 4 s o o o « ¢ « o« & 130 580 14 494 3 120 21,5 817 26,2 723 23,2 i RICHLAND, . » & . ce e e 536 17.2 139 4,5 905 29,0 - -
STARK « o « o o ¢ o ¢ s 0 0 ¢ o o 378 246 47 140 7 833 16,6 1811 23,1 1 859 23,7 i STARK o v 4 o 4 e e 457 8.8 270 3.4 3 414 43,6 22 0,3 g
SUMMIT. o o 0 « s o s o o ¢ 5 o o 524 453 89 904 10 763 12,0 2 310 21,5 3 272 30,4 ; SUMMIT. 4 ¢ & & « s e s 998 9,3 386 3,6 3 409 31,7 388 3.6
TRUMBULL, « « « o s+ o s o s « o & 243 534 25 048 4 575 18,3 1347 29.4 i 608 35,1 i TRUMBULL, o + » « e e 411 9.0 83 1.8 1126 24,6 - -
WOOD: o 2 o o « o s s o s 3 o « s - oy 754 18 132 3 273 18,1 406 12,4 759 23,2 HOODs o o o o o » PN 1 4oy 45,6 110 3.4 504 15.4 - -
OKLAHOMAS s OKLAHOMA ¢
CLEVELAND . » “ s e s b s e 109 065 3 323 569 174 248 .} 193 33.9 ' R 33 5.8 - - 95 16,7 - -
COMANCHE, . . C e e e e s s 119 325 4 546 1073 23, 322 30,0 438 40,8 i Ve e e 43 3.8 107 10,0 165 15,4 - -
OKLAHOMA, o+ che s e e e 549 617 26 528 5 370 20.2 228 4,2 3 230 60,1 ! . s e e 115 241 340 6.3 1 457 27.1 - -
TULSA « 4 o & C e e s e 434 155 34 445 5 4u4 15,8 679 12,5 2 250 41,3 : TULSA . , o P e e 567 10.4 201 3.7 1 M7 32,1 - - ;
OREGON: 4 OREGON? /
CLACKAMAS , .. I 228 312 31 169 7 528 24,2 2 576 34,2 1 466 19,5 : CLACKAMAS , e s s 8 e e a3 11.6 332 44 2 080 27.6 201 2,7 !
JACKSON , .. . o 123 498 26 396 8 751 33,2 2 181 24,9 2 609 29.8 ; JACKSON , , , . Cee v s s 366 4,2 317 3,6 3 183 36,4 95 1.1 !
LANE: ¢ « » . n s e . 258 480 85 502 18 965 22,2 3 815 20,1 4.733 25,0 : LANEs o o o o o et e v oe s 1 781 9.4 872 46 7 765 40,9 - - ;
MARION, , o .. ... 182 772 21 837 6 689 30,6 1 655 24,7 1 419 21,2 MARION. o o o & s e e e e e 924 13,8 190 2.8 2 504 37.4 - - ;
MULTNOMAH . .. .. 527 633 93 117 27 541 29,6 9 246 33,6 6 028 21,9 MULTNOMAH , o o cs e ey 3 18y 11.6 1877 648 6 929 25,2 260 1.0 5
WASHINGTON, .. ... 217 314 35 306 7 173 20,3 2 538 35,4 1 207 16.8 WASHINGTON, » o s e i ee e 683 9,5 395 5.5 2 350 32.8 - - :
PENNSYLVANIA® : PENNSYLVANIA® i
ALLEGHENY + o o « o o « o o « s » 1 476 998 252 165 36 058 14,3 8 050 22,3 12 630 35,0 i ALLEGHENY 4, & & o0 o s o s s o o 4 065 11.3 856 2.4 10 357 28,7 140 0.4 .
BEAVER: 4 o o 4 o o ¢ o o3 ¢ & &« 207 898 23 296 3 669 15,7 311 8,5 1 657 45,2 ? BEAVER: 4 o ¢ o o 2 o a o 5 o o & 374 10,2 129 3,5 1198 32,7 - - !
BERKS o o o o o a5 0 8 o0 o & 304 071 36 834 5 376 14,6 173 3,2 2 327 43,3 } BERKS o 4 o ¢ s s » s o o o ¢ o o 425 7.9 124 2.3 2 327 43,3 - - i
BLAIR o 4 ¢ o 4 o s s o s s s o4 133 751 11 932 1 951 16,4 23 1.2 909 4646 i BLATR 4 & 4 v o o o 6 o s 0 ¢ s & 138 7ol 96 4,9 785 50,2 - - ;
BUCKS o 2 v v s o s s o ws oos M 48 360 | 10 99 22.7 955 8.7 4 461 40,6 : BUCKS + ¢ ¢ 0 s wie s v a v v s 1 099 10,0 330 3.0 4 123 37.8 - - :
BUTLERY o o o s o o o o ¢ s o o & 143 384 20 311 2 079 10,2 120 5,8 948 45,6 ; BUTLER: 4 o ¢ o 5 o o s o s » & » 155 7.5 67 3.2 789 38,0 - - ;
CAMBRIA & 4 o 4 s o s o ¢ o oo o 186 372 23 386 3 064 13,1 56 1.8 1 333 43,5 CAMBRIA 4 s ¢ « ¢ v s o o 2 5 & o 342 11.2 109 3.6 1198 39,1 26 0.8 !
CENTRE: o o o s o ¢ o o 0 s ¢ o & 109 466 10 159 1 204 11.9 16 1.3 582 48,3 i CENTREs o ¢ ¢ o ¢ o o o ¢« # s » & 95 7.9 51 4,2 416 34,6 44 3.7 H
CHESTER & « s o o o o o » ¢ o ¢ » 304 121 38 535 8 637 22.4 912 10,6 2 415 28,0 i CHESTER i o o o o s o 2 » 8 o & & 1 324 15,3 460 5,3 3 526 40,8 - - :
T
CUMBERLAND. « s o o « s ¢ o » 4 o 173 910 14 252 2 998 21,0 653 21.8 922 30,8 / CUMBERLAND, « v o o o s o o s o & 165 5,5 aL 2.7 117 39,3 - -
DAUPHIN o « o o s ¢ s o ¢ s s o » 222 480 30 122 6 464 21,4 214 3.3 2 087 32,3 : DAUPHIN 4 4 o 4 6 ¢ o s o o6 ¢ o 529 8.2 216 3.3 3 335 51,6 an 1.2
DELAWARE, o o s o o o o o 0 a o o 574 561 89 677 17 758 19.8 1 415 8,0 6 300 35,5 ; DELAWARE, 4 & o o s o o » o o o & 2 164 12,2 698 3,9 6 983 39,3 204 1,1 s
ERIEc o o o o 5 o o s s o s o s ¢ 271 079 24 575 6 407 26,1 109 1,7 2 164 33,8 : . ERIEe s o o ¢ o 8 o o o s 6.5 & 4 405 6.3 318 5,0 3 351 52,3 60 0.9 i
FAYETTE o o ¢ o o ¢ s 0 ¢ ¢ s o » 155 651 8 292 2 113 25,5 85 4,0 1 082 51,2 ! : FAYETTE o 4 s o o o o o 0 @ 0 o & 159 7.5 58 2.7 729 34,5 - - r
FRANKLIN, « & o s o s o ¢ s o o & 107 468 7 664 1 654 21,5 50 3,0 523 31.7 } . FRAMKLING o« ¢ o o o o o 0 o o o & 92 5¢6 62 3.8 909 55,1 15 0.9 ‘
LACKANANNAL o o o o o o o o s o o 231 103 18 169 3 113 1741 60 1.9 1377 44,2 ; LACKAWANNA, o « o o o o o o o & « 312 10,0 165 5.3 1199 38,5 - -
LANCASTER o ¢ « ¢ ¢ s o o » ¢ o » 351 018 35 406 5 753 16,2 308 5.4 1 954 34,0 : LANCASTER & ¢ o o o o o s s o o 4 329 5,7 136 2.4 3 026 5246 - -
LAWRENCE. o o & o o o « o s o o & 106 026 9 232 1 409 15,3 26 1.8 716 50,8 : LAKRENCE, « 4 o ¢ o ¢ o o o s o & 161 11,4 49 3,5 457 32.4 - -
See footnotes at end of table. i Soo footnotes at ond of table.
i I
i .
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. - 2 e . . : iture of 349 large COUﬂty [ . s s . . . .
Table 13. percent distribution of cl’lmtls" a'l 1us|t|ce sy{.;%g_cdlreﬁiﬁmedndut ¢ g Table 13. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure of 349 large county
governments, fisca ygar 0 : Bovernments, fiscal year 1979—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands) (Dollar amounts in thousands)
Totnl criminal Judicinl logal servic d
Justice system Police protection udicia prosecutig: an Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
Total Percent Parceni l;e:un: \
rinty? Population® direct of total of tota of tota County Porcent
County oputa exPcnd:zure Amount direct Amount criminal Amount criminal °i°:°::1 Dl;e::z::: “Po::::: porcent
expendi~ Justice Justice Anount criminal Amount eriminal Amount eriminal Anount “n::“;
ture system system Justice Justice Justace c;-u"::B
system system system Bystem
FEEESX%QNH"CON"NUED e e 106 038 9 346 2 480 26,5 178 7.2 630 25.4 PENNSYhVANIA--GONTINUED
e 264 780 34 234 5 619 16,4 218 3.9 1799 32,0 'I:E:SII\GSN et e e e, 13 4,6 36 1.5 1 523 1.4 - .
e ae e s e 338 002 20 745 5 174 249 275 5.3 . 2228 43.1 COZERME © frt ey 568 10.1 154 2.7 2 880 51,3 - -
e e 114 096 20 099 2 210 11,0 81 3.7 880 39,8 UZERNE & v v e ww ol 469 9.1 216 4,2 1 986 38,4 - -
« o e s s n e es 126 346 9 470 2 069 21,8 23 1.1 855 41,3 MERCER, . * ' v oo s vn v u 204 9.2 69 3.9 974 B4, 2 0.1
e e nee 629 942 65 667 14 698 22,4 1 360 9.3 5 552 37.8 Ry * ffrm e 218 10.4 149 702 692 3304 135 o5
C e e e e e e 226 758 26 361 4 761 18,1 58 1.2 1579 33,2 oo Yo o 0 v v 0 v v un ., 1 484 11.4 558 3.8 5 501 3714 45 o3
e e e e e 98 683 11 910 1 661 12,1 16 1.0 685 41,2 NORTHAMPTON o o v v v 0 D0 0] 326 P 96 3o ] A 5 3
e e 156 552 17 269 2 608 15, 61 2.3 1135 43,5 COHUYLIGERLAND: & v o v e ey 139 8.4 93 5.6 728 43.8 : -
piriiiiiilomeel g g ooy o) g | oLae | H st lliiiiiiiol ) oamo ) Bl B D
WESTHORELAND: 4 o o o« o o o s 4 & 382 287 55 10 ’ . . WESTHGRELAND, - - & ° ' N . 82 2,8 945 32,4 78 2.7
P 26 208 7972 30,4 550 6.9 1 803 22,6 v ANDe v o 4w b L . 647 10.4 165 2.6 2 062 - ‘.
YORKe o o o ¢ « ¢ o & v 292 520 ' YORK: o 0w v v u e wene it 268 54 o2 2.2 z 259 gz:g - -
SOUTH CAROLINA: SOUTH CAROLINA!
c s e b e i e e e e 119 134 7 099 2 193 30,9 879 40,1 517 23,6
CaRLESTONS + o o sl Tol e 258 707 37 062 6 037 1613 3 608 59,7 1 339 22,5 CHARLESTONS © 0 5 Tttt T §:2 3 1.4 630 28,7 - -
GREENVILLE. & 2 o 4 4 o 0 s o o & 269 195 29 307 7 083 24,0 3 418 48,3 ! 361 23-3 GREENVIESS. . S e e e 228 3.8 - - 844 14,0 1 12)
LEXINGTON & o o o o o o o s o & 4 130 115 14 727 2 867 19,5 1 06 9.0 12 30 LEXINGTON o » Ll 325 Tod 148 2.1 809 11,4 522 74
RICHLAND: o o o o o o o o s o 5 & 246 135 gs sgg 13 ggg g;t gggg 252 ? gg; gg.g mém.mo .o D $§Z :g 3§ 1.8 373 13,0 37 1.3
195 745 13 . . J 2 1.9 9 .
SPARTANDORG & ° : SPARTANBURG . oo 199 4.7 88 201 25 &t H e
TENNESSEE ¢ TENNESSEE
. . e e 268 770 63 871 6 202 9.7 1 985 32,0 1 763 28,4 :
i o1 u477| 1732 | 8 189 1005 | 2 208 28,0 | 2 422 29.7 HAMILTON. » v 00 v s, 184 3.0 - - 2 270 36.6 . .
SHELBY: o o v s 0 o v o o 0 s o . 730 138 1iz2 822 | 39 085 e H i 67 1.4 SHELBY, o 1ttt pad 3.9 o - 1377 16,9 1 822 22,4
. » . L Y .
SULLIVAN. & e v o v 0 v v v v v 137 914 h ) SSULLIVANG o v v st et il 57 2.4 8 53 7% is:3 17 823 45.8
TEXAS 6.6 698 25.1 TEXAS1
BELL: » o o ¢ ¢ o v s o s o s o 160 993 6 341 2 784 43,9 461 16, H 2.4 xass
R e . v . ... 960 578 39 211 20 554 52.4 2 398 11.7 6 715 . L T A 528 19.0 98 3,5 740 26.6 9
BRAZORIAL & L 4L Lo llllll 145 039 15 o7t 3 469 23.0 I os2 31,2 , o 2.4 BEXAR s e vt 2 204 107 539 2.6 5 996 29.2 2 599 13
CAMERON o & o o « s s o o s s o & 179 032 87 . 7 4 283 CAMERON S "t r e e . 2.1 613 177 537 155
DALLAS: o o « o ¢ ¢ o » 5 8 ¢ o & 1 479 666 89 885 36 996 41,2 4 883 13, . DALLAS, . " 't me s s 312 8,1 83 2.2 946 24.5 1 064 27,6
. e e e 106 542 9 oul 2 785 30,8 584 21.0 802 28,8 et e e et e e e 3 434 9,3 1 769 ot 10 784 553
EEgiiiiiiiiiiiinl MR @i B EE) oR BE ) o) R Eoscliiiiiiiiiin Camloogm ol T d i) g4 el
196 819 19 825 . . EaToN Tttt Tt e e e 282 3.4 2 764 33,6 .
gﬁk‘ﬁgto? R 2 183 066 201 3:.,3 64 504 32,0 10 034 15,6 22 003 34,4 gﬁ};;?g”" I IR I S 600 10.9 184 3.4 1427 26.0 53:15 13.2
HIDALGO « o o s o o o ¢ 0 0 v oo 238 896 11 dB2 4 494 40,6 789 17.6 1039 23,1 HIDALGO - ¢ | 20t st e e vt 7 ;gg 1_21_3 2 fgg “'é 16 343 25,3 5 531 8.6
e e e e e . 2. 2133 47,5 53 1,2
e 246 622 15 909 6 386 40,1 1 386 21,7 1692 26,5 ;
3555522'”3 . teeea 203 122 25 266 4 103 14,0 542 13,2 10% .1 JEEFERSON &+ 4 v v v W W - BYS 13.2 242 3.8 1 232 19,3 88 15,5
O RERERRREEE I T I R B RS I FEICSSSEEEEE I - I I 1 ] I
AP 2l9 115 9 . . . T e e s . 1. 1 183 36,7 68
SHITH: . Ll 114 466 5 590 1 803 32,3 510 28,3 718 39,7 gx;g&s st e .. 606 8.0 200 2.6 1 875 24.8 1 o064 13:?
TARRANT . e e 790 453 36 796 15 489 42,1 2 660 17.2 4 216 27,2 N T e .« 183 10,1 59 3.3 336 18,6 - -
TAYLOR. . . e e 105 464 3 13&13 R gég 3#3 . ggé §Z~‘_‘{ 2 ggg gg?, TAEONT e e n e . 2 g;’g ig.z a;i 2.8 3 543 22,9 2 019 13.0
TRAVIS. o . e 384 767 23 8 . . 5 )7 TALOR, L w s w Ll - . 4, 543 33,6 -
. N 120 499 3 822 1639 42,9 298 18,2 615 37 ATt e e e s 1253 11,2 199 1.8 4 501 40,1
TRAVLS. . . . WICHITA . [, 0 . 0] - 191 1.7 45 2.1 484 29.5 %6 o
UTAH! UTAH:
. . . e e 129 235 8 173 1 909 23.4 978 51,2 189 9.9
TR DT iriIii 557 057 o1 531 | 15 516 170 7 481 42 | 2 361 15.2 T R 424 22,2 59 3.1 140 7.3 119 6.2
UTAHa o o ¢ o o o o s o v v v v 185 851 8 432 1 859 22,0 428 23.0 504 27.1 UTAH, oo it 1 536 12.5 636 4ol 2 263 14,6 839 5.4
WEBER o & o s o o o v o o s o ot 137 925 13 359 2013 15,5 619 29.% J01 1445 e I A I 264 14,2 70 3.8 449 24,2 144 7.7
et e e e e 253 12 75 3.6 698 33,7 127 6.1
VERMONT
8 7 4.7 141 94,0 VERHONT s
CHITTENDEN. o & & o v v v v v w s 111 853 190 130 8.9 ) ) CHITTENDEN, & 4 o 4 v 0 v W W ., 2 1.3 - - - - - -
VIRGINIAS 8as 744 VIRGINIA}
TON o o s o 0 0 s o o v o 50 530 120 216 11 987 10,0 8 169 68,4 . ¢
égg#gRFIECD. e izv 906 85 836 5 547 6.5 2 882 52,0 1 270 22,9 “"‘-ING?N Se et e e e, 473 3.9 - - 1775 14,8 684 5,7
FAIRFAX o o v o v o s v v oo s s52 923| 522 109 | 29 476 e HAY 3 803 108 FATRRAR (Cb0r s 538 9.7 - - 813 14:7 4 0.8
HENRICO o o o s s o s o o s o o+ 173 903 129 449 | 12 850 HH T 362 H 24 AR i IR SR PR | 2% 4.2 1o 0.5 4 213 14,3 855 2.9
PRINCE WILLIAM. ¢ & o 4 o o ¢ o & 135 873 8 A (. PRINCE WILCIAM. o+ o 0 o o 20! 423 o 9 of f;lgg ;9:5 gg i:g
WASHINGTON3 - WASHINGTON
e e e e e 173 062 23 610 6 918 29,3 2 333 33.7 1166 16,9 SHINGTON!
KiNg o oototiisinire| vioooss| 1o sie | w5 o 22,4 | 13 530 33.5 9 492 23 KIG, o oot das e e 33 258 354 e 2.2
KITSAP. + o ot e st vnnnns 128 173 32 454 | 4 917 5.2 | 7y 521 309 €05 J6.4 Kiies o sree ey 3 463 8.6 3 320 8.2 5 521 23.5 1149 2.8
PIERCE. o v o « o o o ¢ o 5 « & & 439 117 54 769 14 447 26,4 6 529 88.2 2 455 17.0 nsep. D 516 10,5 242 4,9 926 18.8 907 1804
SNOHOMISH o ¢ o s o v o v s « & & 290 385 39 672 9 434 23,8 3 203 34,0 3 099 32.8 . ENORORISh © LTt e L 120 7.8 1198 8.3 3097 21,4 50 0.3
SPOKANE o s o o ¢ a o ¢ « 8 o o « 321 028 41 y4s8 12 588 30.4 3 308 282 S 2 i SPORANE S 2 01t rrr e e o1 9.8 276 2.9 1 767 18.7 188 2.0
YAKIMAG o o o o0 8 v o o o w ot 160 192 24 850 4 907 19.7 1 329 27.14 1 299 26,5 ) Ag MN L 812 6,5 495 3.9 3 943 31,3 532 4.2
YARIMA, o o 0 v o o s Lt 392 8.0 183 37 1 865 33,9 39 0.8
WEST VIRGINIA: 4 276 17.9 WEST VIRGINIAG
CABELL. o o o « o o s o » 0 o s s 104 su2 8 839 1 544 17,5 376 24, .
B30 33,4 773 18,6 CABELL. 4 4 4 b v 0 4 o0 g 0w 18 . - - 1t
WISCONSINS HISCONSIN:
. e e 177 833 32 174 3 986 12,2 2 253 56,5 192 19,9 :
DANEs s o iliiiii 318795 | 34 326 | 11 628 aih |3 e 25.6 | 3119 26:8 BROIN « 0 v v v v, 233 5.8 178 4.5 530 13.3 Jd0 .
KENOSHA o o s o o & 4 o & » 123 161 24 521 4 032 16,4 1779 34,1 1023 25.4 Be RENEs e e 1697 18,6 360 3.1 3 002 25.8 - ot
MARATHON, & + 4 v o s v o s 108 900 21 158 2 499 11.8 i .7 i 15 - MARATRON, + ¢ o o o o o ottt 3 9.7 203 5.0 471 11,7 165 4,1
MILWAUKEE & o o o « o o o« » 981 ;Zu :zg 92z 3;: gg‘; gj, ‘Hgg ag-g 10 ?,;g ;g-g MILWAUKEE & ¢ 2 0o st e e 2 égz gg . 923 2.7 513 20,5 132 5.3
e 129 319 27 36 . . . Pret ey, . 6,3 9 112 .
M 177 639 43 449 | 10 063 23,2 3 065 30,5 1 180 11,7 QUTAGAMIE . v L o0 D000l 229 8.6 67 2.5 416 a3 1132 3.6
ROCK, o o « o o o v o s o » 135 287 285 370 4 077 15,5 1 288 31,8 917 24,0 | RACINE « v v v v oo v 0] 489 4.9 430 §.3 735 1.3 4 160 41.4
WAUKESHAL « o o o o o o = o 282 337 43 133 “g; . 3'3 fggg gg-g 1 g‘gg fg-g WAUKESEAS Tttt e 233 13.; §§§ 3,5 1 087 26,7 92 2,3
.. s . e e 132 553 2% 1 b ' . o0 g L R N I BN R . 4.9 590 | .. 0.
WINNEBAGO o o 4 & o . as . , WINNEBAGO o & o 4 sy 0w g s oo 212 e 118 2.7 270 Te2 1 85 Jﬁié
- Represents zero or rounds to zero, i
Z Less than hal? the unit of measurement shown, b W
3pata are based on a field compilatior. frono’ records of each county goverrment shown; sco text for dota limitations. 3
SPopulation as of July 1, 1978 from Bureau of the Census estimates,
, !
L+ !
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96 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT ! H | CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 97
Table 14, Total criminal justice system expenditure of 349 large county governments, by character and : Table 14. Total criminal justice system expenditure of 349 large county governments, by character and
. !
. | i . . .
object, fiscal year 1979 ! object, fiscal year 1979—Continued
i ; !
(Thousands of dollars) ( {Thousands of dollars)
Direct expenditure Intergovernmental oxpanditure ; : Direct expenditure Intergovernmental exponditure
3 Capital outloy ‘ § County! Total ' Capital outiay
county Total Total Direct Total To State | To local ! X Total D\it::-c;t Construc- Total :D t;;:::“ g::u}-:::xlm
current Total Equipment Construc~ Land governments | governmenta } ¥ | currae Total Equipment °::°;“° Land gove
tion ! ¢ o
\ 7
; i b CE R =7 CONTINUED 9 831 9 1 836 181 13 13
AL, 2 L 8 808 9 172 s - -
TOTAL & + o U786 005 |4 692 513 {4 316 871 | 375 942 | 99 431 {271 327 | 5 184 | 93 4oz 65 706 27 786 ! Lo R 5 o2l 4 &8 R 43 ”; 1 - 3 - 3
ALABAMAS L FULTONG o o 4 o o o o o o o 21 316 21 316 20 703 613 o4 170 - - - -
CALHOUN . , 4 ee ash 847 828 16 ‘19 - - 17 - 17 ! GWINNETTe o o ¢ o o o o o o 4 849 4 849 4 144 708 651 57 - - - -
JEFFERSON . e s s 15 409 15 336 12 364 2 945 506 | 1 683 756 73 - 73 [ RICHMOND: o o o « & o o & o 5 682 5 481 5 316 365 365 - - 1 - 1
M niiiiiiiil ol Qo) dEl cm e el ol o) o) T .
.0 sw P 0 6 23 7 - - - - - P
MONTGOMERY. . DN 3 372 3 387 § 52 I 80 - z 15 5 - Lo ADA v o o s v s s e e s o0l 4201 4 218 3 age 327 102 228 - 76 - 76
TUSCALOOSA, PN 2 438 2 285 2 198 57 57 - - 183 161 22 v ILLINOIS! i
T [ AR, 108 675 st 295 | 143 591 | ui 791 29 | 40 457 - 374 o 374
HARICOPAY & o o o o0 o 4 & 47 177 47 177 43 314 3866| 1386 2480 - - - - [ T T I 1852 43 52 820 - -
PIMAG o o o o o 6 a8 s o s s - I DU PAGE o o s s o o ¢ o o ¢ 11 923 11 913 11 378 535 505 30 - 10 6 4
‘ 2962l 29469) 26588 vt 838 4 152 151 1 c KANE. o o o ot v v n e s s 5 796 57i2] 5802 110 107 3 - 84 84 -
- vy TESERSRERERI NS | RS | B4 B B ) I N 4 B
PULASKI 4 & » 4 o o 0 o o o 6 279 6.279 5 817 B62 186 276 - - - - Do s et e e e e e 8 12 3 - - -
SEBASTIAN 4 o o o o o & o » - - b MCHENRY ¢ 4 o o o o o o o o 3 165 33135 2 995 140 140 - - 30 30 -
TN 148 1408 1348 80 60 %0 2 2 , MELEAN. + o o o s o s o o s 5 768 3718 3 678 40 40 - - 50 50 -
CAkéigggiA’ 13 992 i MACON 2 847 2 187 2 473 284 47 237 60 53 7
s 4 % 0 8 8 a4 s a - t [l e 0. ¢ 2 8 4 s b -
BUTTE o v o o v o o n o st e oai| Cee| Team| S a7 . ot 27 283 5 £7 MADISON o o s L il & 990 6 880 G40y | 2479 46| 2 433 z 110 100 10
CONTRA COSTAs o « o o o o » 47 824 47 808 38 68) 9 124 163 ] 8 852 109 19 16 Lo PEORT&s 4 o ¢ o o o o o o @ 5 103 § 026 4. 957 69 42 27 - 77 77 -
FRESNOuw 4 o o o« o ¢ ¢ « o » 33 204 32 972 29 658 3 314 562 2 752 - 232 120 112 ; | ROCK ISLAND 4 4 o o s o« o @ 3 393 3 328 3 070 258 147 112 - 65 65 -
HUMBOLDYa 4 ¢ o o » o o « & 7 723 7 683 7 293 390 104 286 - 40 31 Lo STe CLAIR 4 4 o s o o o « o 5 786 5 684 5 524 160 39 124 - 102 102 -
KERNG «%u o o 0 s ¢ o o o » 32 840 32 713 26 737 5 976 232 5 744 - 127 97 30 | SANGAMON: o o « « o o o s o 4 407 4 382 3 689 693 89 604 - 25 25 -
LOS ANGELES ¢ o s o o « o o 468 196 | 466 953 | 462 333 4 620| 1 784 2 876 o] 1243 599 604 { P TAZEWELL: o o o o v o o o o 2 oit 1 953 1 897 56 56 - - 58 53 5
MARIN ¢ & 4 o o o ¢ o o o « 11 337 313 11 217 96 63 33 - 24 - 24 I Ly WILL.e o 6 ¢ o o 0 o o o s s . 6 o84 6 001 5 755 246 171 7% - 83 22 61
MERCED. o o » ¢ o o « « o o 6 824 6 691 6 271 420 353 67 - 133 - 133 | I WINNEBAGO « o 4 s o o o o o 6 653 6 645 6 545 100 97 3 - 8 8 -
gg%ggav. s e e s e e 17 ggg ég esg 17 gao 498 4a3 ég - 7 - 74 L INDIANAS
80 50 79 284 221 23 9 - - - - g N
seshE s Diililll| miesl mlel gl | wb) SR s : . 3 : | I SEChwaReL | e 2108 107|102 M| %3 R | 500 -
e - i 3 | .o .. - -
RAMENTO, + . 4 55 459 85 349 53 948 1 451 147 1 1 304 100 83 17 ! ; Ek.’i’é‘“ v v 13 u: 15 °8Z 12 .7,%3 ggg 253 72 z 1?2 2 ;
SAN BERNARDINO, + 4 & o « & 4 058 54 03 9 s| 1 %80 535 - Lo s i - 31 3 2 519 2
SAN DIEGO o o o o ¢ o « = o -515 039 73 853 ?ré :53 f %5 1 670 45 - 2 4 2 i LA PORTE. . . 2 841 2 538 2 40 398 99 299 - 303 300
SAN JOAQUIN « o o o o o o o 22 054 22 o4 21 634 380 167 213 - 40 32 a [ HADISON . . .. 2 251 2 145 2 049 96 67 29 - 106 106 -
SAN LUIS OBISPO o v o » « o 8 387 8 190 8 077 113 4y 69 - 197 - 197 L ST, JOSEPH, . Y4 529 4 527 4 429 98 98 - - 2 2 -
SAN MATED o o o« ¢ 2 o o o o 35 005 35 005 32 446 2859 1 o040 1 819 - - - - Ot TIPPECANOE, . 2 383 2 379 1 682 697 105 592 - -
SANTA BARBARA o + o &+ .+ + o 19 733 19 670 19 475 195 167 28 - 63 it 83 P VANDERBURGH .. 4 005 3 42 3 575 167 167 - - 263 204 59
SANTA CLARA « o o o o o o o 60 798 60 788 60 184 574 334 240 - 4o 40 - ol VIGO, + 4 & .. 1 978 1 965 1 804 164 73 88 - 13 13 -
géﬂsocnuz. s e e s e 15 ggg fﬁ 4!1,5 11 :71 3'42 1gg . ega - 5 5 - 10WAS
e e “ o i s e e s 1 2 - - 1
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