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TABLE FINDING GUIDE 
Subjects by Type of Government and Table Designation 

This gVil>d lists all subjects covered in this report, but does not indicate all the 

detail shown in some tables, e.g. percent distributions, capital outlay, employ­

ment by full-time and fUll-time equivalent, etc. Expenditure data are for FY 

1978 and employment and payroll data for October 1978. Numbers or letters' 

in bold type refer to tables or figures showing only aggregate data for the de­

signated type of government or SMSA',s. All other numbers and letters relate 
to elata for individual governments. 

Total Federal State 
Subject u.s. govern- govern-

ment ments 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM u 

Direct expenditure: FY '71, '72, 
'73, '74, '75, '76, '77, '78 A A A 

Total expenditure: direct and inter-
governmental 2 2,4 2,6,8 

Total expenditure from own sources 
(variable pass-through) 1 

Direct expenditure only C C C,7 

Number of employees: FY '71, '72, 
'73, '74, '75, '76, '77, '78 B B B 

Number of employees, D,3 D,E,3, D,F,3, 
5 9 

Payroll E,3 E,3,5 F,3,10 

POLICE PROTECTION! 
Total expenditure: direct and inter-

governmental 2 2,4 2,6,25 

Direct expenditure only C C C,7 

'~umber of employees D,3 D,E,3, D,F,3, 
5 9,27 

Payroll 3 E,3,5 F,3,10 
28 

Average monthly salaries Figure 6 Figure 6 

JUDICIAL 

Total expenditure: direct and inter-
governmental 2 2,4 2,6,31 

Direct expenditure only C C C,7, 33 

Number of employees D,3 D,E,3, D,F,3, 
5 9~34 

Payroll 3 E,3,5 F,3,10, 
34 

Average monthly salaries Figure 5 Figure 6 

Direct expenditure, employment 
and payroll, by type of court 
and miscellaneous 33,34 

Local governments 
• I 

Total, 17 333 395 ' 
county, large large large 

municipal SMSA's counties cities 

A 

2,6,8 15,17 20,22 

1 

C,I,] J,12 16 21 
7 

B 

D,G,H, 13 18 23 
3,9 

G,H,3, 14 19 24 
10 

2,6,25 15,29 20,30 

C~I,J> :1',12 16 21 
7 

D,G,II, 13 18 23 
3,9 . 

G,H,3,10 14 19 24 
28 

Figure 6 
-

2,6,29 15,35 20,38 

C,I,] J,12 16,36 21 
7 

D,G,H', 13 18,37 ' 23 
.1 

3,9 

G,H,3, 14 19,37 24 
10 

Figure 6 

36,37 

c 

Federal 
Local governments 

Subject Total State 
U.S. govern- govern- Total, 17 333 395 

ment ments county, large large buge 
municipal SMSA's . counties cities -- --

LEGAL SERVICES AND 
PROSECUTION 

Total expenditure: direct and 
2,6, 2,6, intergovernmental 2 2,4 15,41 2D,42 39,40 3,9 

Direct expenditure only C C C,7 C,I,], J,12 16 21 
7 

Number of employees D,3 D,E,3, D,F,3, D,G,H, 13 18 23 
5 9 3,9 

Payroll 3 E,3,5 F,3,10 G,H,3, 
14 19 24 10 

Average monthly salaries Figure 6 Figure 6 Figure 6 

PUBLIC DEFENSE 
Total expenditure: direct and inter-

governmental 
. 

2 2,4 2,6,43 2,6,43 15.,43 20,46 

Direct expenditure only C C C,7 C,I,], J,12 
7 

16 21 

Number of employees D,3 D,E,3, D,F,3, D,G,H, 13 18 23 
5 9 3,9 

Payroll 3 E,3,5 F,3,10 G,H,3,10 14 19 24 
Average monthly salaries Figure 6 Figure 6 Figure 6 

CORRECTIONS 
Total expenditure; direct and inter-
governmental 2 2,4 2,6147 '2,6;47 15,57 20,60 

Direct expenditure only C C C,7,55 C,I,], J,12 
7 

16,58 21,61 

Number of employees D,3 . D,E,3, D,F,3, D,G,H, 13 18,59 23,62 
5 9,52,56 3,52,56 

Payroll 3 E,3,5 F,3,19, t~,H,3, 14 19,59 24,62 
56 10 

Average monthly salaries Figure 6 Figure 6 Figure' 6 

Direct expenditure, employment and , 
payroll for correctional institUtions, 
by type, and for administration, pro- 48,49. 
batkm!paro1e!pardon, and miscel- 52,53 48,49 
laneous 55,56 52,53 58,59 61,62 

OTHER, CRIMINAL JUSTICE 
Total expenditure: direct and inter-

governmental 2 2,4 2,6,63 2,6,63 15, 20 
.-~ . 

Direct expenditure only C C C,7 C,l,], 
J,12 16 21 7 

Number of employees D,3 D,E,3, D,F,3, D,G,H, 13 18 23 
5 9 3,9 

Payroll E,3 E,3,5 F,3,10 G,H,3, 
14 19 24 10 

Average monthly salaries Figure 6 Figure 6 Figure 6 
, -

1 Exhllilit Tables A and B in Appendix 1 present expenditure and employment data for large speci~ police fOlces which Ill'e part of 
independcmt school districts or special districts, These data are not included in other police protection data in this report. 
Exhibit Tables C and D in Appendix 1 present expenditure and employment data for special police forces which are part of State 
and local colleges and universities. These data are included in other police protection data in this report. 
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SELECTED FIN DINGS 
General 

Total civil and criminal justice expenditure in fiscal year 
1978 rose 12 percent to $24.1 billion, greater than the 10 
percent increase in FY 1977 (table A). For the month of 
October 1978, civil and crimina! justice fUll-time equivalent 
employment rose 2 percent to 1,157,436 (table B), a decline 
from the 5 percent increase in FY 1977. 

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

On a sector basis, about $13 billion or more than half of 
total justice expenditure was allocated for police protection; 
close to a fourth, $5.5 billion, was expended for corrections. 
Judicial activities absorbed $3 billion or 13 percent; $1.5 billion 
or 6 percent was spent for prosecution and legal services; $0.5 
billion or 2 percent for public defense; and $0.4 billion or 2 
percent for other criminal justice activities. 

The distribution of justice expenditure and employment by 
level of government within each of the six jUstice activities_or 
sectors varies substantially, as shown by text tables C and D. 
'State governm~nts predominatl>d in the corrections sector, While 
the other five justice activities were supported primarily by local 
governments to varying degrees. In most sectors, the proportion 
of people employed by Feder~l, State and local governments 
approximated each sector's proportion of total criminal justice 
expenditure. 

Other sharp variations iN the pattern of total justice 
expendIture occurring by regien and State (figures 3 and 4) 
include an $849 million or 11.1 percent increase among the 
State and local governments of the Northeast Region, over three 
times greater than the rise of $28'5 million for the region in 
1977. However,. New York, Whose State and local justice 
expenditure rOSE! $59';;' million, accounted for 70 percent of the 
1978 Northeast Rogion increase. 

On a per capita basis, State and I,;)oal government justice 
expenditure was $97 in 1978, an 11.5 pe(cent increase over the 
$87 recorded in 1977 (figure 2), Local governments spent $66 
per capita, or 68 parcellt of the total State and local government 
per capita justice expenditure. 

The $784 million increase in police protection direct 
expenditure of municipalities and the $362 million increment in 
State direct expenditure for judicial activities together 
accounted for 45 percent of the total direct expenditure 
increase for all governments in FY 1978. 

Federal Government 

Total Federal justice expenditure rose $233 million or 6.5 
percent to $3.8 billion in FY 1978, compared to a $280 million 
or 8 percent increase in FY 1977. However, the 1978 increase 
of $233 million reflects a decline of $127 million in "other 
criminal justice" activities and a rise of $360 million in the 
other five sectors. 

Slightly more than half of Federal justice expenditure (51 
percent or $2 billion) was spent by ~ederal agencies in the 
police protection sector (figure 9), which also accounted for the 
largest dollar increase among the six Federal justice activities or 
sectors: $187 million. In addition, Federal police agencies 
accounted for 71 percent of the total Federal justice full-time 
employment of 104,000 (figure 10). 

A decline of $127 million or 15 percent in the "other 
criminal justice" sector was primarily the result of a decrease of 
$114 million in Law Enforcement Assistance Administration 
block grants to State and local governments, which comprise 
nearly all of Federal intergovernmental outlays for civil and 
criminal justice. 

Expenditure increases of 19, 11, and 11 percent occurred in 
the Federa! legal services and prosecution, judicial, and correc­
tions sectors, respectively. 

Stllte governments 

Civil and criminal justice expenditure of State governments, 
increasing $855 million or 13 percent to $7.5 billion, consti­
wted 4 percent of their total 1978 expenditure of $180 
billion-the same proportion oftotal expenditure as in 1977. 

As in past years, the corrections sector accounted for the 
largest portion of State justice expenditure, $3.3 billion or 44 
percent (figure 11). 
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The balance 01 State justice expenditure was distributed as 
follows: police protection, 27 percent; judicial, 15 percent; legal 
services and prosecution, 5 percent; public defense, 2 percent; 
and "other criminal justice," 7 percent (figure 11). 

Accounting for nearly half (48 percent) of the total 1978 
increase in Statt' justice expenditure, the judicial sector rose 
sharply from $736 million in FY 1977 to $1.2 billion in FY 
1978 for a 56 percent or $414 million increase. Expanded State 
government responsibilities for court systems as a consequence 
of legislated court unification JJrograms is responsible for this 
large increase. 

The sharp declin!~ of 14 percent in State "other criminal 
justice" expenditure from $610 million in FY 1977 to $527 
million in FY 1978 stems almost entirely from the decrease in 
State intergovernmental payments to local governments from 
$470 million to $404 million. This, in turn, reflects the decline 
in Law Enforcement Alssistance Administration block grants, 
which States redistribute to local governments. 

Overall State full-time equivalent justice employment rose 4 
percent to 310,554. However, considerable variation was shown 
in sector changes, with the legal services and prosecution, 
judicial, and corrections sectors increasing by 21, 12, and 4 
percent respectively. These were offset by declines in police 
protection, public defense, and other criminal justice. 

Counties 

County governments spent a total of $5.7 billion for civil and 
criminal justice activities in 1978, up 11 percent or $570 million 
over FY 1977. Nearly one-third (32 percent) of county justice 
expenditure was for police protection; 28 percent for correc­
tions; 25 percent for judicial; 9 percent for legal services and 
prosecution; 3 percent for public defense; and 3 percent for 
"other criminal justice" (figure 15). 

County full-time equivalent employment was 295,970, an 
increase of 8,210 or 3 percent-one·half the 6 percent county 
increase in 1977. 

The 343 counties with a 1976 population of 100,000 or 
more accounted for 77 parcent ($4.4 billion) of total county 
justice expenditure end 72 percent of all county full·time 
equivalent employment for justice (tables 15-19). 

Municipalities 

Municip~1 government.s (cities, towns, and townships) out­
spent county governments on justice activities by $3.2 billion, 
but the difference is solely attributable to the police protection 
sector, where municipal governments outspent counties by more 
than a 4 to 1 margin (figure 17). Municipal governments were 
outspent by county governments in the other justice sectors. 

Municipal justice expenditure incrt;!ased by $889 million or 
11 percent to $8.9 billion in 1978, nearly double the amount of 
increase in 1977. 

Municipal full·time equivalent jUstice employment totaled 
447,234 in 1978, an overall increase of only 0.4 percent. 
However, increases by sector include a rise of oYUr 6,000 to 
390,000 in police protection, which was offset by a decline of 
over 5,000 in the judicial sector (figure 18). 

The 406 city governments with a population of 50,000 or 
more in 1976 contain 53 percent of the total municipal 
population but account for 68 percent of all municipal justice 
expenditure and 62 percent of all municipal full-time equivalent 
justice employment (tables 20·24). 

Local governments in the largest SMSA's 

The county and the municipal governments in the 17 largest 
standard metropolitan statistical areas, containing 29 percent of 
the United States population, expended $6.6 billion for justice 
activities-almost half (46 percent) of the Nation's total local 
criminal justice direct expenditure (table 12). 

The local governments in the 17 largest SMSA's accounted 
for 296,000 employeb~ on a full-time equivalent basis, or 40 
percent of total full-time equivalent local government employ­
ment for )ustice activities (table 13). 

--.------------ -----_. 
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INTRODUCTION 

This publication is the twelfth in a series of annual reports 
that present public expenditure and employment data on civil 
and criminal justice activities in the United States. In this 
report, expenditure data cover the fiscal year (FY) 1978, and 
employment data are for the month of October 1978. Refer to 
the Survey Methodology section of the text for a discuss,ion of 
the variation in 5C.lme fiscal year ending dates. 

As in previouG years, specific data are supplied fl.'lr the 
Federal Government, each of the 50 State governmen1ts, and 
the aggregate local level of government 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 343 counties with 
a 1976 population 0.;; 100,000 or more, for the 406 muni· 
cipalities with a 1976 population of 50,000 or more, and for 
the 17 standard metropolitan statistical areas (SMSA's) with a 
1976 population of 2,000,000 or more.1 

Historical overview 

Although this annual series of reports bt:gan in fiscal year 
1967, cautio!". should be exercised in comparing data in the 
FY 1971 and later volumes with data in earlier volumes. Be­
ginning with FY 1971, the survey was greatly expanded. The 
survey panel of governmental 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 with in 
the States. Data from the FY 1971 through FY 1978 annual 
volumes are essentially comparable; these data were collected 
in each year from the same panel of governments and were 
edited and processed in a uniform fashion. Refer to the Survey 
Methodology section of the text for more detail. 

Table A show~ the steady rise in expenditure for justice acti­
vities at all levels c,-f goverilment over the 8 years. Full-time 
equivalent justice employment also rose steadily at all levl')ls of 
government (see table B). A report entitled Trends in Expendi­
ture. and Employment Data for the Criminal Justice System, 
1971·1977, which summarizes data from the annual publica-

I Once an SMSA, county, or city is selected for individual presentation 
on the basis of Its population, the unit continues to be shown individually 
even though its population may later drop below the established criteria. 
This Is to retain comparability In the presentation of Individual unit data 
from year to year. 

tions, is available. The next trends report, coverlng fiscal years 
1971 through 1978, is being prepared for release in the fall of 
1980. 

Table A. Total civil and criminal justice direct expenditure and Il
'
Jrcent 

chaOl~e by level of government, fiscal years 1971 to 1978 

Year Total Federal State Local 

Amount (millions of dollars) 

1971 ......•••.• 10,517 1,215 2,681 6,621 
1972 ..•.•.•••.• 11,732 1,502 2,948 7,281 
197'3 ......•.... 13,007 1,651 3,304 8,052 
1974 ...••.•.•.• 14,851 1,859 3,900 9,092 
1975 ....•..•.•• 17,249 2,188 4,612 10,449 
1976 •••..•.•.•. 19,681 2,450 5,204 12,027 
1977 .....•..••. 21,574 2,779 5,812 12,983 
1978 .•.....•..• 24,132 3,122 6,688 14,322 

Percent increase or decrease (-) 

1971 to 1972 ••.... 11.6 23.6 10.0 10.0 
1972 to 1973 . . . • . • 10.9 9.9 12.1 10.6 
1973 to 1974 •.••.. 14.2 12.6 18.0 12.9 
1974 to 1975 ....•. 16.1 17.7 18.3 14.9 
1975 to 1976 ..•..• 14.1 12.0 12.8 15.1 
1976 to 1977 . , •..• 9.6 13.4 11.7 7.9 
1917 to 1978 ••..•• 11.9 12.3 15.1 10.3 
1971 to 1978 ...... 129.5 '157.0 149.5 116.3 ... , 

Note: Bec;ause of roundi,.;, detail does not always add to total. 

Organization of this report 

In this introductory text,Federal, State, and local govern· 
ment justice expenditure ami employment data ara discussed 
and compared with 1977 data. Accompanying tables and charts 
are followed by a description of survey methodology, data 
sources, and limitations. 

Following the introductory text are the main tables, which 
are organized into three major parts. Section I presents "vari­
able pass-through" data (table 1), with an accompanying ex­
planation of this unique concept. Section /I presents summary 
data for the justice system at the Federal, State, and local 
government levels and )or selected SMSA's and individual 
governments, showing the interrelationship of the various 
sectors of the system (tables 2·24). Sections Ill-VIII cover each 
of the six "sectors" of toe justice system individually, providing 
where possible a further breakdown of data on particular 
justice activities (tables 25·63). Two new tables in Section VII 
display data on total and direct expenditure for the three cor· 
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2 INTRODUCTiON 

rections subfunctions (i.e. institutions, probation/parole, and 
miscellaneous) by State and type of government. Chartsshowmg 
percent distribution of justice expenditure by State and type of 
government appear at the beginning of Sections II-VIII (see 
figures 20-26). 

Tables A and B of appendix 1 show expenditure and employ­
ment data for speciai police force activities in selected school 
districts and special districts not included in the summary totals 
for general local governments. Tables Sand D of appendix 1 
show expenditure and employment data for campus police 
forces of State and local governments-data which are includ,,'" 
in the summary tables. Expenditure and employment data .' 
the commonwealth of Puerto Rico are presented for the first 
time in table E. Refer to the Survey Methodology section of 
the text for a discussion of the differences in general local 
governments and independent scnool districts and special 
districts in the presentation of data in this report. 

Immediately preceding tlnis introduction, a table-finding 
guide has been provided for quick reference to 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 govemment­
Faderal, State, and local. Local governments are further broken 
down into counties and municipalities. , . 

Definitions for concepts, categories, and terms used in this 
report are contained in appendix 3. Appendix 4 exhibits the 
mail questionnaires used in the 1978 survey, followed by a user 
evaluation questionnaire soliciting comments from readers. 

Important definitions 

Appendix 3 presents detailed definitions for the terms, con­
cepts, and categories used in the survey and in this report. Two 
concepts that recur frequently. however, are worth noting here. 
Total expenditure is comprised of direct and intergovernmental 
expenditure of a government or level of government for civil 
and criminal justice activities. In most expenditure tables, cer­
tain totals must be adjusted to exclude duplicative intergovern­
mental expenditure 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 ex­
penditure when the money is spent. Therefore, in order to arrive 
at a combined State-local government total that does not dupli­
cate 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 interg<;>vernmental payments 
betwe!!n counties and municipalities within the same State. 

The other concept that should be noted here is full-time 
equivalent employment; this is a statistical measure that repre­
sents the total number of employees (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 nisultant quotient 
by the number of full-time emph.>yees. 

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

General, fiscal year 1978 

Total expenditure for civil and criminal justice purposes in 
FY 1978 by all levels of government was $24 billion. This is 
an increase of $2.6 billion or 12 percent over FY 1977 and 
greater than the 10 percent gain recorded in FY 1977 (table A). 
Total general expenditure for al/ governmental functions in­
creased by 10 percent over FY 1977. 

Over half, $13 billion, of total justice expenditure was 
expended for police protection, and close to one-fourth, $5.5 
billion, was expended for corrections. The balance was distri­
buted as follows: $3 billion or 13 percent for judicial activities, 
$1.5 billion or 6 percent for prosecution and legal services, 
$0.5 or 2 percent for public defense, and $0.4 billion or 2 
percent for other criminal justice activities. All justic!!,functions 
except "other criminal justice" showed increases in 1978 over 
1977. Public defense expenditure led with a 30 percent increase, 
followed by legal services/prosecution (up 19 percent), judicial 
(up 16' percent), corrections (up 12 percent), and police pro­
tection (up 11 percent). The "other criminal jiJstice" category 
declined 14 percent, the first overall decline in this function in 
the 8-year period (figure 1). This decrease occurred in Federal 
and State intergovernmental expenditure and was the result of 
reductions in Federal Law Enforcement Assistance Adminis­
tration grants. 

In October 1978, there were 1,157,436 justice employees on 
a full-time equivalent basis. This was 26 thousand more than in 
October 1977 for an increase of 2.3 percent, less than half the 
4.8 percent increase in 1977. As seen in table B, sharp declines 
in the rate of employment growth at the State and local govern­
ment levels were partially offset by the increase in Federal 
justice employment. 

On a per capita basis, using 1978 Bureau ofthe Census State 
population estimates, direct expenditure of all State and local 
governments for civil and criminal justice activities was $97 in 
1977, an 11.5 percent increase over the $87 recorded in 1977. 
Local governments spent $66 per capita, or 68 percent of the 
total State and local government per capita expenditure 
(figure 2). The District of Columbia per capita expenditure of 
$320 was the highest amo~~"i re~orded in -1978. Among "the" 
States, Alaska at $238 led the Nation, followed by Nevada 
($165),New York ($165), and California ($131). 

.. -- --~~---- -.----~--~ 
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Table B. Total full-time equivllient justice employees and percent change, 
by lavel ofgollarnmflnt, Octooor 1911 to October 1978 

Payroll period Total Federal State Local 

Number of employees 

October 1971 .•••. 861,776 77,523 205,859 578,394 
October 1972 . . • . . 898,305 85,222 216,603 596,480 
October 1973 •.•.. 945,309 87,139 232,299 625,871 
October 1974 •.•.• 1,011,205 93,755 252,588 664,862 
October 1975 •••.• 1,050,503 96,136 263,208 691,159 
October 1976 • • • . . 1,079,892 99,553 272,488 707,851 
October 1977 . . . • • 1,131,780 100,088 298,571 733,121 
October 1978 . . • • • 1,157,436 103,678 310,554 743,204 -

Percent increase or dec~ease (-I 

October 1971 to 
October 1972 •.•• 4.2 9.9 5.2 3.1 

October 1972 to 
October 1973 . . • . 5.2 2.2 7.2 4.9 

October 1973 to 
October 1974 •••. 7.0 7.6 8.7 6.2 

October 1974 to 
October 1975 • . . . 3.9 2.5 4.2 4.0 

October 1975 to 
October 1976 . • . . 2.8 3.6 3.5 2.4 

October 1976 to 
October 1977 . . • . 4.8 0.5 9.6 3.6 

October 1977 to 
October 1978 • . . . 2.3 3.6 4.0 1.4 

October 1971 to 
October 1978 • • . . 34.3 33.7 50.9 28.5 

In 10 States (Alaska, Delaware, Maine, New Mexico, North 
Carolina, Oklahoma, Rhode Island, Vermont, West Virginia, 
and Wyoming) per capita justice expenditure of the State 
government exceeded that of its local government units. This 
represents an increase of 3 States over 1977. I n add ition, as 
shown by figure 2, per capita expenditure of State governments 
showed larger 1977-78 gains than local governments in 27 
States. 

The total expenditure increase of State and local govern­
ments from FY 1977 to FY 1978 varied sharply by region, as 
shown in figure 3 in the graphic summary. The Northeast led 
all regions with an increase of $849 million or 17.1 percent, 
followed by the South, up $536 million or8.3 percent, and the 
North Central region up $467 million or 10.5 percent. The West 
region had less than half of the increase of that of the Northeast, 
with total expenditure rising only $362 million or 10.9 percent 
compared with an increase of $431 million in 1977. The 
Northeast regional increase of $849 m ill ion in 1978 is over th ree 
times greater than its rise of $266 million in 1977. However, 
New York State,whose justice expenditure rose by $597 million, 
accounted for 70 percent of th is increase. 

Year-to-year changes in expenditure of State and local govern­
ments by individual States are shown in figure 4. Twenty-two 
States and the Distri~t of Columbia showed gains in the rate of 
increase over 1977; and twenty-eight States showed dltclines 
in their rate of increase in justice activities. Following New 
York's $597 millic.'O increase, California's justice expenditure 
rose $167 millio.' and Michigan's by $133 million. After these 
States, the bi\. -I:' ,1 dollar gains at State and local government 
levels were made by Illinois ($115 million), Ohio ($114 million), 
Texas ($92 million), and Pennsylvania ($86 million). In terms of 
percent increase, Utah led all States with a 37 percent ($30 
million) increase, followed by Alabama (26 percent or $48 
million), New York (26 percent or $597 million), Rhode Island 
(26 percent or $18 million), and Ten.1essee (23 percent or $60 
million). In each of these States, the increase in justice expendi­
ture exceeded the increase in general expenditure for all 
governmental functions. 

Local governments continued to spend more than the Federal 
and State governments combined for all justice activities. Figure 
7 in the graphic summary (page 00 - 00) shows that local govern­
ments accounted for 59 percent of all direct justice expenditure; 
State governments contributed 28 percent; and the Federal 
Government 13 percent. However, when each activity is 
examined separately, the proportion accounted for by the dif­
ferent levels of government varied throughout the ju~l:ice 

system. 

As seen in table C, five of the activities-police protection, 
judicial, legal services and prosecution, public defense, ,and 
"other criminal justice" were supported mainly by local govern­
ments. State governments contributed the largest amount for 
corrections. 

Figure 5 shows the change in direct expenditure by type of 
government and by fUnction from FY 1977 to FY 1978. The 
two largest direct expenditure increases in dollar amounts 
occurred in police protection of municipalities (up $784 million) 
and in judicial expenditure of State governments (up $362 
million). These two increases alone accounted for over 45 per­
cent of the total increase in direct expenditure for all govern­
ments between FY 1977 and FY 1978. The judicial sector of 
the States registered the largest year-to-year percent increase 
(56 percent), followed closely by the Federal public defense 
sector (up 49 percent) and the State legal services sector (up 
30 percent). 

Relationships similar to those found for expenditure among 
the various levels of government also apply to employment. 

Table C. Percent distribution of total direct expenditure for the justice system by activity and level of government, fiSllal year 1978 

Other Police Legal Public 
Level of government Total Judicial Corrections criminal protection services defense justice 

Total •...•••..••.•• 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Federal .••.•.....•••.. 12.9 14.9 10.5 14.8 39.9 6.1 19.9 
State ••••..•••..••.•• 27.7 14.4 33.0 26.4 18.7 57.5 28.0 
Local ••...••.•••••••. 59.4 70.7 56.5 58.8 41.4 36.4 52.1 
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Figure 8 shows that almost 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 three levels of government in each sector generally approxi· 
mated the proportion of expenditures made in the sector. 
Exceptions to this pattern are seen in the public defense and 
"other criminal justice" sectors. The Federal Government 
accounted for 40 percent of the total expenditure for public 
defense but only 3 percent of the employees. This is because 
the Federal Government makes more extensive use of court· 
appointed counsel rystems, whereby fees are paid to private 
counsel to defend indigent clients accused of crimes, than 
do State and local governments, which more frequently have 
their own attorneys to provide public defense services. It 
should also be noted that 89 j:>6:\:ent of Federal public defense 
expenditure was in the form of pa,yments to the Legal Services 
Corporation for counsel ing indigent persons in purely civil 
matters. Because the corp('lration is not an agency of the Federal 
Government, their employees are not included in the count of " 
Federal employment. Other Federal public defense programs 
service clients in criminal matters. Local governments accounted 
for 52 percent of "other criminal justice" expenditure but only 
41 percent of the employees, while State governments con· 
tributed 28 percent of the expenditure and 41 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. Moreover, this 
residual category has smaller expenditure and employment 
totals and small changes have a greater proportionate impact. 

Federal Govp.rnment (tables 4 and 5) 

The Federal Government expended a total of $3.8 billion on 
civil and criminal justice activities in fiscal year 1978. This 
represents sl ightly over 1 percent of the total 1978 Federal 
general expenditure of $348 billion. The $3.8 billion amounts 
to a $233 million, or 6.5 percent increase, over FY 1977. The 
increase in Federal justice direct expenditure (which includes 
current operating expenses and capital outlay but excludes 
Federal grants to State and local governments) was even greater 
at 12 percent. 

The police protection sector accounted for the largest pro· 
portion of the total dollar increase: $,187 million for an increase 
of 11 percent. However, the public defense sector accounted for 
the largest percentage increase, 49 percent or $69 million, 
reflecting a $66 million increase in the expenditures of the 
Legal Services Corporation referred to above. 

The next largest increase occurred in Federal legal services 
expenditures, which rose 19 percent or $34.5 million. Increases 
also occurred in corrections and judicial expenditure, both up 
11 percent. The latter reflects increases of $17.5 million by the 
U.S. District Courts, $7.6 million by the U.S. Marshals Service, 
and $1.5 million by the Federal JudiCial Center. For the second 
straight year" "other criminal justice" expenditure experienced a 
decline, dropping $127. million or 15 percent. Th is is primarily 
the result of a decrease in _ intergovernmental expenditure. Law 
Enforcement Assistance Administration grants (comprising 
nearly all of Federal intergovernmental outlays for criminal 
and civil justice), decreased from $774 million in FY 1977 to 
$660 million in FY 1978. A $120 million drop (from $705 
mi!lion to $585 million) in LEAA block grants distributed to 
State governments, was only slightly offset by a $6 million in· 
crease from $69 million to $75 million in discretionary grants 
distributed directly to local governments. 

Figure 9 shows that, as in previous years, the largest share of 
Federal justice money was expended for police protection 
activities, including those agencies that enforce Federal law and 
those that provide security and police services to Federal 
property and buHdings. Of the $3.8 billion in total Federal 
criminal justice expenditure, about one half ($2 billion) was for 
activities in the pol ice protection sector, including those of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation ($487 million), the Bureau of 
Customs ($415 million), the Drug Enforcement Administration 
($169 million), and the Postal Inspection Service ($142 million). 
About 20 percent' of all Federal justice expenditure was reo 
ported for activities classified in the "other criminal justice" 
sector. The other four sectors accounted for the remaining 
30 percent of Federal justice expenditure. 

Full·time equivalent Federal employment in civil and 
criminal justice activities increased 3.6 percent from October 
1977 to October 1978. There were nearly 104 thousand full·time 
equivalent employees in October 1978, including 74 thousand 
(71 percent) in the police protection sector; 12 thousand (12 
percent) in the corrections sectors; 7.6 thousand (7 percent) in 
the legal services and prosecution sector; and 8 thousand (8 
percent) in the judicial sector (see figure 10). Public defense and 
"other criminal justice" together accounted for less than 
2 thousand full·time equivalent employees (2 percent) although 
these two sectors accounted for 25 percent of the total Federal 
justice expenditure. As previously mentioned, the greatest 
portion of public defense expenditure was for court·appointed 
counsel, who are not considered regular public employees, and 
the greatest portion of the, "other criminal justice" expendi· 
ture was in the form of intergovernmental grants. 

Table D. Percent distribution of full·time equivalent emplDym~nt ill ttie justice system by ectivity and level of government, October 1978 

Police Legal Public Other 
Level of government Total protection Judicial services defense Corrections criminal 

justice 

Total .•..•..••..... 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Federal ...•....•...••. 9.0 11,3 5.6 10.9 3.2 4.5 18.3 
State ...••.•...••.•.• 26.8 14.1 27.9 26.3 38.0 57.1 40.8 
Local .•.•.•.•.•.•...• 64.2 74.6 66.5 62.8 58.8 , 38.4 40.9 
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Federal justice employees drew an October 1978 payroll of 
$184 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 a slight disparity in some 
sectors because of a concentration of higher paid employees. 
For example, the judicial sector had 8 percent of the employees 
but received 9.5 percent of the payroll. As shown in figure 6, 
the Federal Government has the highest average monthly salaries 
in every justice sector. An average monthly salary of $2,108 for 
judicial employees is followed by average salaries of $1,981 
and $1,977 in the public defense and legal services sectors 
respectively. 

State governments (tables 6·") 

The total general expenditure of State governments in FY 
1978 was $180 billion, of which $7.5 billion or 4 percent was 
expended on civil and criminal justice activities, about the same 
proportion as in past years. This represents an increase of $855 
million or 13 percent in justice expenditure from the previous 
fiscal year, slightly more than the 12 percent increase from 
1976 to 1977. 

The increase in total justice expenditure by State governments 
was reflected in all justice sectors except "other criminal justice." 
The judicial sector, rising sharply 'from $736 million in 1977 to 
$1.2. billion in i978 for a 56 percent or $414 million increase, 
accounted for nearly half (48 percent) of the 1977-78 increase 
in State justice expenditure. This increase in State judicial 
expenditures reflects expanded State government responsibility 
for the court systems in several States, including Alabama, 
Kentucky, Massachusetts, Michigan, New York, and Virginia. 
Legal services and prosecution expenditure, rising 27 percent to 
$400 million, recorded the second largest percent increase. 

The sharp decline of 14 percent in total State "other criminal 
justice" expenditure from $610 million in FY 1977 to $527 
million in FY 1978 follows several years of decreased rates of 
growth and a slight decline in 1977. Most of the decrease 
occurred in State intergovernmental payments to local govern· 
ments, which dropped from $470 million to $404 million, 
reflecting the deciine in the Law Enforcement Assistance 
Administration block grants, which States redistribute to local 
governments. 

Police protection and corrections expenditure of State 
• governments both showed decreased rates of growth from the 

previous year. Police protection expenditure increased 3 percent 
compared with 10 percent in 1977; and correctiClI1s e><penditure 
rose 12 percent, down from the 15 percent increase in the 
prior year. Public defense total expenditure fose 21 percent-6 
percentage points higher than the increase of a year ago. 

As in past years, the corrections sector accounted for the 
largest portion of State justice expenditure ($3.3 billion or 44 
percent). These expenditures included the operation of State 
prison systems and, in many States, the operation of the proba· 
tion and parole systems as well. The balance of State justice 
expenditure was distributed as follows: Police protection, 
$2 billion, or 27 percent; judicial, $1.2 billion or 15 percent; 
legal services and prosecution, $400' million, or 5 percent; 
pL:blic defense, $109 million, or 2 percent; and "other criminal 
justice," $527 million, or 7 percent (see figure 11). 

Full·time equivalent employment of State civil and criminal 
justice agencies increased overall by 4 percent to 311 thousand 
in 1977·78, down substantially from the 10 percent increase 
from 1976 to 1977. However, some sectors recorded increases 
While others decreased. The legal services/prosecution and judi· 
cial sectors showed 21 and 12 percent increases respectively. 
State corrections added about 6 thousand employees (an in­
crease of 4 percent). Three sectors, police protection, public 
defense, and other criminal justice, recorded small decreases in 
employees (1.3 percent, 0.5 percent, and 2 percent respectively). 

State governments' justice payroil increased 10 percent be· 
tween October 1977 and October 1978. The 311 thousand full­
time equivalent employees (15 percent of the total 2.9 million 
full·time equivalent employees on State payrolls) received 
$407 million in salaries, wages, or other compensation in the 
month of October 1978. The percentage of full·time equivalent 
employment in each sector was generally proportion;:te to the 
percentage· of total expenditure in each sector with the ex­
ception of "other criminal justice" (see figures 11 and 12). 

The October 1978 p ... yroll of $407 million was divided among 
the six justice sectors roughly in proportion to the full·time 

Table E. Percent Distribution of Federal Criminal Justice Full·Time Equivalent Employment and Payroll, by Activity, October 1978 

(Dollar amQunts in thousands) 

Percent distribution 
Full·time equivalent 

October 1978 payroll employees Full-time equivalent Activity 
employment October 1978 nay roll 

. 
Total •....•.•.•••.•.••.••. 103,678 $184,202 100.0 100.0 

Police protection ....•.•....•... 73,993 128,182 71.4 69.6 
Judicial ...••..••.•..•.....•. 8,289 17,474 8.0 9.5 
Legal services . . . . . . . . . • . . • . . • . 7,558 14,940 7.3 8.1 
Public defense. • . . • . . . • • . . . . . . • 265 525 0.2 0.3 
Corrections - ' ................ 11,918 20,162 11.5 10.9 
Other criminal justice ...•.•..•.... 1,655 2,919 1.6 1.6 
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equivalent employment in the ~ctor (see table F). For those 
sectors characteri~l?d by h igher·paid amployees, namely judicial, 
legal services, and public <fl1~fense (see figure 6), the sector's 
share of payroll of course exceeded the share of employment. 

local governments: Coontie;l' l1nd Ihdnicipalities (table 6.10 
and 14-:t4) 

Total expenditure for justice by local governments in fiscal 
year 1978 was $14.5 billion, a $1.r. billion or 11 percent increase 
from FY 197 7-h~ com,larison to an 8 percent increase from 
1976 to 1977. 1>5 in past years, close '::0 two·thirds of this 
e~f~em;liture occurred in 11le police protection sector ($9.3 
billion or 64 percent). The judicial sector and the corrections 
sector accounted fo.: )3 and 14 percent of expenditure 
respectively, while the other three sectors accounted for rela. 
tively smaller percents (see figure 13). 

Local full-time equivalent employment was also distributed 
among the six sectors roughly in the same proportions as total 
expenditure (see figures 13 and 14). Two slight exceptions tu 
this generalization are the public defense sector, where payments 
are frequently made to private court-appointed counsel who are 
not direct employees of the government, and the "other criminal 
justice" sector, where expenditures are frequently grant funds 
of private agencies associated with justice activities or are used 
for construction of multipurpose justice facilities. In both in­
stances, large expenditures may be made without the govern-
ments involved directly employing the workers. , 

Analyzing local justice expenditure in total, how~ver, 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 activities by about $3.2 billion overall, but the dif­
ference can be attributed almost exclusively to the police sector 
where the municipal governments outspent the county govern: 
ments by ~o~e than 4 to 1. Over one th ird (37 percent) 
of county Justice expenditure was for activities in the judicial 
!e~al serVices/prosecution, and public defense areas; anothe; 
third (32 percent) was for police protection; corrections (28 
percent) and other criminal justice (3 percent) round out the 

county Justice total. Municipal governments spent $7.5 billion 
(or 85 percent of all their justice expenditure) on police pro­
tection, more than county governments spent on all six sectors 
altogether. However, county governments spent substantially 
more than municipal governments in the other five sectors. No 
one se~tor dominates county justice expenditure as police 
prot~ctlon does municipal expenditure (see figures 15 and 17). 

County justice expenditure for all activities increased by 11 
percent over FY 1977, slightly more than the 10 percent 
increase from 1976 to 1977. The greatest individual sector 
percant increase occurred in publ ic defense, $24 million or 15 
percent which, however, represents a decline from the prior 
year increase of 20 percent. Legal services increased $61 million, 
or 13 percent, compared to 16 percent the prior year. "Other 
cri~inal justice" declining by $4 million, or 2.3 percent, pri­
manly reflects decreased county direct current expenditure in 
this sector. However, overall county justice expenditure, partly 
recouping from the prior year in which every sector's rate of 
expenditure growth declined, showed increased growth rates in 
police protection from 9 to 12 percent, judicial from 8 to 9 per­
cent, and corrections from 10 to 12 percent respectively. 

Total justice expenditure fol' municipalities increased by 
almost $1 billion ($889 million) or 11 percent to $8.9 billion in 
!978. T~is was nearly double the $509 million or 6.8 percent 
mcrease m 1977. The total municipal police protection expendi. 
ture of $7.5 billion, accounting for 85 percent of total munici­
pal justice spending, consumed $797 of the total $899 million 
increase. ~~nicipal legal services and public defense spending, 
~ltholJgh n.slng sharply at 20 and 30 percent rates respectively 
m 1978, stili constitute only Cl combined total of 4.3 percent of 
municipal justice spending. Municipal judicial expenditure rose 
2 percent in 1978, partly offsetting a 4 percent decline in 1977. 
The sharpest reversal, however, occurred in "other criminal 
justice" which decreased 25 percent, or $24 million. 

At both the county and municipal levels, employment and 
payrolls were distributed throughout the various sectors in 
roughly the same percentages as expenditure (see tables G 
~nd. H). There were 296 thousand fuJI-time equivalent county 
Justice amp!oyeell in October 1978 drawing a monthly payroll 

Table F. Percent Distribution of State Criminal Justice Full"Time Equivalent Employment and Payroll, by Activity, October 1978 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Full-time equivalent Percent distribution 

Activity employees 
Oct ,ber 1978 payroll Full-time equivalent 

employme.nt October 1978 payroll 

Total .........•.•.•••...•. 310,554 $406,897 100.0 100.0 
Police protection .......•••..... 92,443 122,337 29.8 Judicial .•....••...•.......... 30.1 
Legal services • . • . . • . • . • . • . . . . . 

41,642 68,050 13.4 16.7 
Public defensa .•....•.••••...•. 

18,212 27,334 5.9 6.7 
Corrections . . . . . • . . • . . • . . . • . • 

3,159 4,724 1.0 1.2 
Other criminal justice •.••......... 

151,408 179,654 48.7 44.1 3,690 4,797 1.2 1.2 
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of $343 million. This was an increase of 8 thousand or 3 percent 
in the number of county justice employees over October 1977, 
about one-half the increase from 1976 to 1977. The police 
protection sector showed the greatest increase in the number 

. of full-time equivalent employees, over 3 thousand or 3 percent. 
As at the State level, in those sectors with a concentration of 
higher-paid employees such as legal services and public defense 
(see figure 6), the percentage of total payroll exceeded the 
percentage of total employees. Average monthly pay for county 
justice employees for all functions rose 2 percent from 1977 
to 1978-down sharply from the 10 percent increase from 1976 
to 1977. County average monthly pay, although increasing in 
the judicial, legal services, and corrections sectors was offset by 
declines in the police protection, public defense, and other 
criminal justice sectors. Except the public defense sector, county 
average monthly justice pay was the lowest in avery sector 
among all governments. 

Table G. Percent distribution of county justice full-time equivalent 
employment and payroll, by activity, October 1978 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Percent distribution 
Full-time October 

Activity equivalent 1978 Full .. time October 
employees payroll equivalent 1978 

employment payroll 

Total .••.•..• 295,970 $343,125 100.0 100.0 

Police protection • . . 99,889 124,757 33.7 36.4 
Judicial •••••.••• 78,748 79,803 26.6 23.2 
Legal services • • • • . 29,208 38,113 9.9 11.3 
Public defense. • . • • 4,543 6,824 1.5 2.0 
Corrections . . • . . . 81,015 90,290 27.4 26.3 
Other criminal justice. 2,567 2,739 0.9 0.8 

Table H. Percent distribution of municipal justice full-time oquivalent 
employment and payroll, by activlt.y, October 1978 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Percent distribution 
Full-time October 

Activity equivalent 1978 Full-time October 
employees payroll equivalent 1978 

employment payroll 

Total ••••.•.. 447,234 $592,859 100.0 100.0 

Police protection ••. 389,846 521,735 87.2 88.0 
Judicial ••....•.. 20,611 21.663 4.6 3.7 
Legal services •.••• 14,269 20,301 3.2 3.4 
Public defense. • . • • 336 513 0.1 0.1 
Corrections . . • • • • 21,043 27,423 4.7 4.6 
Other criminal justice. 1,129 1,223 0.2 0.2 

-
There were 447 thousand full-time equivalent municipal 

justice employees in October 1978 with a monthly payroll of 
$593 niillion. This was an increase of only 0.4 pement or 2 
thousand employees on a full·time equivalent basis over the 
October 1977 employment level. Although municipal police 
employment on. a full·time equivalent basis rose by over 6 
t'1ousand to 390 thousand; this was offset by a decline of more 

than 5 thousand in municipal judicial employment. * I n the 
remaining municipal sectors, increases in legal services, public 
defense, and corrections were partly offset by a decline in 
"other criminal justice" employment. Average. monthly 
municipal pay by justice sector not only exceeded county pay 
in every sector, but also exceeded State employees' pay in the 
functions of police protection, public defense, and corrections. 

Separate data are presented in tables 15-19 for the 343 county 
governments with a 1976 population of 100,000 or more. Over 
one-half (58 peroont) of the total United States population 
lives in the 343 lar!iest counties, and these counties accounted 
for 77 percent ($4.4 billion) of the total expenditure for justice 
activities at the county level. These same counties accounted 
for 72 percent of all countv-Ievel full·time equivalent justice 
employment (212 thousand) and paid 78 percent of the total 
county justice payroll for October 1978. 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 20-24 for the 406 city 
governments with a population of 50,000 or more in 1976. 
Total justice expenditure by the 406 large city governments 
amounted to $6.1 billion, and full·time equivalent justice 
employment was 276 thousand. These 406 cities contain 
slightly more than one-half (53 percent) of the total muni­
cipal population and accOlJnted for slightly more than two­
thirds of the municipal justice expenditure, 68 percent. These 
same 406 cities employed 62 percent of all municipal.full-time 
equivalent employees working in the justice system and paid 
them 63 percent of the total municipal justice payroll. As with 
the large counties, the proportion of payroll exceeded the pro­
portion of employees, reflecting the generally higher salaries 
in the large metropolitan areas. 

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

It should be noted that in the individual 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 addition 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: Allchorage, Alaska; Washington, D.C.; Baltimore, Md.; 
St. Louis, Mo.; Columbus, Ga.; Carson City, Nev.; and the fol­
lowing cities in Virginia: Alexandria, Chesapeake, Hampton, 
Lynchburg, Newport News, Norfolk, Portsmouth, Richmond, 
Roanoke, Virginia Beach, and 31 others, 20 of which are 

*Most of this decline in turn was due to a drop in municipal judicial 
employees in New York State, stemming from State takeover of the 
local courts. 
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included in the survey sample and are reflected in table I. Data 
are not available for eight cities not included in the survey 
sample and four cities which did not respond. The consoli­
dated city-county governments are: San Francisco, Calif.; 
Denver, Colo.; Jacksonville, Fla.; Honolulu, Hawaii; Indianapolis, 
Ind.; Lexington, Ky.; Baton Rouge, La.; New Orleans, La.; 
Boston, Mass.; New York City, N. Y.; Phi/adel ph ia, Pa.; Nashville­
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 15 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 52 percent of the combined total of independent cities and 
consolidated city-counties, these units' share of total municipal 

direct expenditure is less dramatic when New York City is 
removed, dropping from 31 percent to 15 percent. Similarly, 
New York City accounts for 43 percent of the total justice 
employment for this group and, when it is removed, the share 
of total municipal employment is reduced from 24 percent 
to 14 percent. 

Local governments in the 17 largest SMSA's (tables 12, 13, al:~ 
14) 

Data are presented on justice expenditure, employment, 
and payroll of all governments in the 17 largest standard metro­
politan statistical areas (SMSA's) and within the individual 
SMSA for each of its component county areas. The county area 
data inclLOde aggregate figures for the county government and 
for all municipalities within that county. In a few instances, 
data for individual cities are listed separately within individual 

Table I. Criminal and civil justice system direct expenditure and employment of Independent cities and consolidated city-county governments 
fiscal year 1978 ' 

IDollar amounts in thousands) 

Total Total 

Estimated 
justice system justice system 

State and type of population State and tYPIJ of 
Estimated 

government July 1,1977 Direct government 
population 

Total JuiY 1,1977 Direct Total 
expendl- employ- expend i- employ-

tures ees tures Res 

United States: Kentucky: 
Local governments, Lflxington-Fayette •.• 190,142 12,082 
total! .......... (X) $14,321,513 8n1,506 

671 

Counties, totsl •..••• (X) 5,611,815 322,538 Louisi,ma: 
MUnicipalities, total! : . (X) 8,709,697 478,968 Baton Rouge-East 

Baton Rouge ••••• 308,178 21,808 1,659 
Independent cities and 
consolidated city- New Orlcans-Orleans 561,266 49,560 3,619 
county governments .• 18,887,804 2,669,301 116,174 Maryland: 

Alaska: Baltimore •.•••••• 804,304 91,978 4,951 

Anchorage .•.••... 181,754 11,054 333 
Juneau •..•.....• 19,093 1,269 36 Messach usetts: 
Sitka •..•.....•• 7,315 468 22 Boston-Suffolk •••.• 705,719 98,047 4,508 

Nantucket .••••.• 5,469 649 43 
California: 

San Francisco . • . • • . 655,Q72 93,942 4,031 Missouri: 
St. Louis .••.•••• 517,671 63,780 3,934 

Colorado: 
Denver •••.....•. 475,098 54,677 2,442 Nevada: 

Carson City •••.•.. 27,674 1,583 95 

District of Columbia ••.• 684,891 206,665 9,026 New York: 
Florida: New York-Bronx, 

Jacksonville-Duval. •.• 556,031 34,578 1,977 Kings, New York, 
Queens, Richmond •• 7,297,787 1,380,432 59,255 

Georgia: 
Columbus-Muscogee .. 165,511 9,279 647 Pennsylvania: 

Philadelphia •••••• 1,778,345 293,144 14,096 
Hawaii: 

Honolulu ...•••.•. 717,852 45,336 2,050 Tennessee: 
Nashville-Davidson ••• 428,957 32,260 1;915 

Virginia: 
Indiana: Independent cities 

Indianapolis·Marion ••• 771,720 51,635 2,846 (29)2 ..••..••.• 2,017,955 115,704 7,018 

X Not applicable. 
:~~penditure ~nd employment data for independent cities and consolidated citY-county governments are Included 

ere are 41 Independent cities in Virginia; however, 8 of these cities are not Included In the survey sample; and f~ur did not respond_ 
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SMSA areas in the SMSA tables because the city is either the 
only government with in a county area, e.g., consolidated city­
county governments such as Philadelphia or New York City, or 
the city is organizationally independent and with in no recognized 
county boundary, e.g., St. Louis, Mo., or Baltimore, Md. The 
State Economic Area (SEA) rather than the SMSA is shown for 
Boston because the SMSA's in New Englend are defined in t(· 'ns 
of cities and towns rather than counties, a deviation from the 
general SMSA concept. The SEA, on the other hand, is made up 

of counties. 

As seen in table 12, the 17 largest SMSA's expended $6.6 
billion for civil and criminal justice activities in FY 1978. Al­
most half (46 percent) of the Nation's total local justice direct 
expenditure was made by governments in these areas, where 29 
percent of the estimated 1977 United States population resides. 
On a sector-by-sector basis, governments in these SMSA's 
accounted for 47 percent of all local government direct ex­
penditure for police protection; 39 percont of local expenditure 
for judicial activities; 47 percent of local expenditure for 
legal services and prosecution activities; 49 percent of local 
expenditure for public defense activities; 47 percent of all 
local expenditure for corrections activities; and 45 percent 
of local expenditure for "other criminal justice" activities 

(see table J). 

The local governments in the 17 largest SMSA's employed 
296 thousand justice employees on a full-time equivalent basis, 
or 40 percent of the total number of local government full-time 
equivalent justice employees. The percentage of all local 
government employees working in each justice sector in these 
SMSA's was: Police protection, 40 peraent; judicial, 35 percent; 
legal services and prosecution, 45 percent; public defense, 
42 percent; corrections, 41 percent; and "other criminal justice," 

35 percent. 

On a per capita basis, the 17 largest SMSA's spent $106 
in 1978. Police protection accounted for $70 or 67 percent of 
the 17 largest SMSA's total justice per capita expenditure, a 
three percent increase over 1977 in police protection's share 
of total per capita justice spending. Total per capita justice 
expenditure varied from $47 for the Pittsburgh SMSA to $165 
for the New York, New York-New Jersey SMSA. Police protec­
tion expenditure as a percentage of total SMSA expenditure 
ranged from 47 percent for San Francisco-Oakland to 80 
percent for the New York, New York-New Jersey SMSA. 

SURVEY METHODOLOGY-SOURCES AND 
LIMITATIONS OF THE DATA 

General 

Surv'.:y coverage and collection methods are described in de­
tail below, and the definitions applied in the collection of data 
are presented in appendix 2. As in the previous editions of this 
annual series, several tables show comparisons of justice expendi­
ture and full-time equivalent employment with the total general 
expenditure and full-time equivalent employment for all func­
tions of the particular government or level of government. 

The "variable pass-through" provisions of the Omnibus 
Crime Control Act of 1970 required that the concept of "local" 
government be confined to units of general local government 
only in determining the ratio of State-to·local government 
criminal justice expenditure. Beginning with the FY 1971 
report, total general expenditure and total full-time equivalent 
employment figures shown for the "locl'l" level of government 
in several tables have included data f~\v unit~ <;IT general local 
government only and have excluded de~.~n~~mt school districts 
or special districts. Justice expenditure and employment data, 
however, have always been for units of general local government 
only; i.e., no data on the justice activities of independent school 
districts or special districts have ever been included. As in pre­
vious reports, however, appendix 1 presents separate data for 
those independent school districts and special districts having 
significant special police expenditure and employment. In 
addition, appendix 1 includes separate data for campus police 
of colleges and universities that are dependent agencies of State 
and local general governments-data that are also included in 
the summary figures for State and local governments. 

SUl1/ey coverage 

The survey through which basic figures for this report were 
collected covered the Federal Government, all State govern­
ments, 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 popu­
lation of 10,000 or more, and for a sample of the remaining 
municipalities and townships with less than 10,000 popula­
tion. selected according to the relative size of their annual 
police protection expenditures as reported in the 1972 Census 

Table J. Total criminal and civil justice direct expenditure of all local governments and local governments in the 17 largest SMSA's, fiscal year 1978 

(Millions of dollars) 

Police Legal Public Correc-
Other 

Local government Total protec- Judicial services defense tlons criminal 

tion 
justice 

All local governments •....••..•.• $14,322 $9,276 $1,733 $859 $217 $2,009 $228 

Local governments in 17 largest SMSA's ••• 6,633 4,398 673 400 107 952 103 

Percent of all local governments! .....•. 46.3 47.4 38.8 46.6 49.3 47.3 45.2 

! Percentages based on unfounded figures shown in tables 7 and 12. 
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of Governments. The survey panel therefore included the 
Federal Government, the 50 State governments, and 9,044 local 
governments (the 3,lJ42 county governments, 4,305 munici­
palities, and 1,697 townsh ips). 

The survey period 

Federal Government data are shown for FY 1978, which 
began on October 1, 1977 and ended September 30, 1978. 
The State expenditure data presented in this report cover the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1978 for all States except four whose 
fiscal years ended as follows: New York, March 31, 1978; Texas, 
August 31, 1978; and Alabama and Michigan, September 30, 
1978. However, there are some State agencies that operate 
on a different fiscal year basis from the rest of the State govern­
ment. 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 1978 fiscal years reported are 
those that closed between July 1, 1977 and June 3D, 1978. 
Most municipalities and ~ounties ended their fiscal years on 
December 31, 1977 or June 30 1978. The fiscal year reported 
for Washington, D.C. ended on September 3D, 1978. 

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

Data collection 

The survey was accomplished using two methods of data col­
lection: Field compilation and mail canvass. Trained field repre­
sentatives compiled expenditure and employment data from the 
governments' own records for the 50 States, the 343 largest 
counties and the 406 largest cities. The compilation work was 
done between October 1978 and April 1979 in accordance with 
the definitions presented in appendix 2. All other units in the 
sample were canvassed by mail for expenditure and employment 
data, over a 5-month period beginning in January 1979 and 
ending in May 1979. Response for field-compiled units was 
100 percent. The response from mail canvass units was 93 per­
cent. The mail canvass questionnaires are exhibited in 
appendix 3. 

The field survey efforts and mail canvass were supplemented 
by referel1'ce 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 G7 
totals into more detailed employment and expenditure figures. 

The expenditure and employment data for the Federal 
GOl!ernment 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 2). 

Data lim itations 

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

The local government sample was designed to produCe an 
estimate for each State uf the portion of total justice expendi­
ture made by local governments with a relative sampling error 
of less than one-half of 1 percent. For the fiscal year 1977 data, 
the errors were less than one-half of 1 percent in all but 
11 States; however, in all States, the errors were less than three­
quarters of 1 percent, at the 95 percent confidence level. 

The relative sampling error of the State-by-State estimates 
of local government justice expenditure has been calculated at 
the two-thirds confidence level and found to be within 3 percent 
of the estimated totals for all States and less than 2 percent for 
32 States. The results of the computations of standard errors 
for local government totals on a relative standard error basis are 
summarized in table K. 

Because State government figures are not subject to sampling 
variation, the State-local aggregates shown for individual States 
are relatively roo?'e reliable than the local government estimates 
they include. 

Table K. Relative standard '~'t·;;rs of local government totals of eriminal justica expenditure 

0.5 or less 0.5-1.0 1.0-2.0 2.0-3.0 
California Alaska Colorado Maryland Alabama North Dakota Hawaii Arizona Delaware Massachusetts Arkansas Oklahoma Michigan Connecticut Florida Montana Idaho Pennsylvania Nevada Indiana Georgia Nebraska Iowa South Carolina New Mexico Rhode Island Illinois North Carolina Minnesotli Tennessee New York Vermont Kansas Ohio Mississippi Utah Texas 

Kentucky Oregon Missouri West Virginia LOUisiana South Dakota New Hampshire Wisconsin 

I Maine Virginia New Jersey 
Washington 
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The data are also subject to the inaccuracies in classification, 
response, and processil1g that wO!,lld occur if a complete census 
had been conducted under the same conditions as the sai'nple 
svrvey. 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 pro­
cedures were used extensively to clarify inadequa!e and in­
.consistent survey returns. 

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

The available source documents did not consistently provide 
full itemization of expenditure or employment for the sector 
subcategories presented in this report. As a resutt, sector break­
downs may be incomplete for particular governmental 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 reports 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 govern­
ments 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 categories, coverage was extended to the entire 
regular annual survey sample of counties and municipalities, 
and a mail canvass questionnaire designed specitically to elicit 
criminal justice data was used for all but the largest governments 
which were canvassed by field agents. These changes must be 
taken into account in making year-to-year comparisons from FY 
1967 through FY 1970. 

Changes in classification 

In the FY 1971 report, pol ice protection expenditure included 
amounts expended for traffic safety and related traffic 
engineering. Beginning with the FY 1972 report, these expendi­
tures were excluded from the police protection figures. Also, 
data for special police forces administered by general-purpose 
governments (such as airport police, park police, housing police, 
etc.) were included in the police protection figures if the force 

emIJloyed 10 or more full-time sworn officers with general 
arrest powers. Beginning With the FY 1972 report, data for 
these forces were included regardless of size. 

In the FY 1971 report, corrections expenditure figures 
covered a number of drug and alcohol abuse facilities and 
programs administered by assorted agencies, departments, and 
private organizations receiving public funding. Beginning with 
the FY 1972 report, these institutions and programs were in­
cludbQ only if administered by a corrections agency of the cri­
minal justice system. 

In many States, statutes either require or permit local govern­
ments to supplement the salary of State-paid judges of major 
trial courts. In the FY 1971 report, an attempt was made to 
count these judges and their total payroll only at the State level. 
However, this effort was not uniformly successful. Therefore, 
beginning with the FY 1972 report, judges actually receiving 
a check from both the State and local governm(~ntswere counted 
as part-time employees at both levels. 

In the FY 1970 report .. individual unit data were published 
for 128 large counties (as compared with 55 counties in earl ier 
reports) and for 158 large cities (compared with 48 cities in 
earlier reports). The Federal expenditure data presented in all 
reports through FY 1970 were extracted from the Budget 
of the United States Government, and the employment data 
were provided by the U.S. Civil Service Commission. Since FY 
1971 Federal data have been collected by a special mail canvass. 

For the FY 1971 survey, a new and enlarged panel of local 
governments was drawn specifically for the justice expenditure 
and employment survey, including all county governments and 
a larger sample of municipalities and townships, to produce 
more reliable estimates for use by LEAA in the allocation of 
block grant funds between State and local governments. The 
data presented in reports since FY 1971 are therefore essentially 
comparable, because they are derived from the same sample 
using the same methods of data collection and processing. 
The only significant variations occurred in classification of 
certain expenditure items discussed in detail in the following 
section. 

AVAILABILITY OF DATA 

Copies of the annual and trends reports are available from 
the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing 
Office, Washington, D.C. 20402; U.S. Department of Commerce 
District Offices; and the National Criminal 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, Wash ington, 
D.C. 20531. 
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14 GRAPHIC SUMMARY-Continued 

FIGURE 1. 

Percent and amount of ch_~nge in total criminal justice 
expenditureiby function,from 1976 to 1977 and from 
197'i to\ 1978 
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GRAPHIC SUMMARY-ContirrJed 

FIGURE 2. 

Per capita direct expenditure for criminal justice activities 
of state and local governments, for state areas, fiscal year 1978 
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FIGURE 2. 

Per capita direct expenditure for criminal justice activities' of state 
'and local governments, for state areas, fiscal year 1978 (Cont'd) 
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FIGURE 3. 
Percent and amount of increase in total/criminal justice 
expenditure of state and local governments, by region, 
1976 to 1977 and 1977 i to1978 -
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FIGURE 4. FIGURE 4. 
Change in total criminal justice expenditure of state and 

Change in total criminal justice expenditure of state and local governments, by state areas, by region, 1977 to 
local governments, by state areas, by region, 1977 to 1978 1978 (Cont'd) 
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FIGURE 5. 
Change in total criminal justice direct expenditure by 
function and by type of government, 1976 to 1977 
and 1977 to 1978 
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FIGURE 6. 

Aver~ge mon~hly salaries for criminal justice employees on a 
full·tlme eqUivalent basis by activity and type of govemment 
October 1978 ' 
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FIGURE 7. 

Percent distribution of criminal justice system 
direct expenditure by level of government, Fiscal Year 1978 
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level of government. On the other hand, figures 9,11, 13, 15 and 17 depict total expenditure, Including both direct and 
Intergovernmental expendl~ure, of Individual levels and types of governments. See text and Appendix 2: Definitions of terms. 

FIGURE 8. 

Percent distribution of criminal justice system 
fUll-time equivalent employment by level of 
government, October 1978 
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FIGURE 9. 
Federal government criminal justice system 
total expenditure, Fiscal Year 1978 
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FIGURE 10. 
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FIGURE 11. 

State government criminal justice system 
total expenditure, Fiscal Year 1978 
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FIGURE 12. 

State government criminal justice system 
full-time equivalent employment, October 1978 
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FIGURE 13. 

Local government criminal justice system 
total expenditure, Fiscal Year 1978 
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FIGURE 14. 

Local government criminal justice system 
full-time equivalent employment, October 1978 
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FIGURE 15. 

County government criminal justice system' 
total expenditure, Fiscal Year 1978 
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FIGURE 16. 

County government criminal justice system 
full-time equivalent employment, October 1978 
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FIGURE 17. 

Municipal government criminal justice 
system total expenditure, Fiscal Year 1978 
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FIGURE 18. 

Municipal government criminal justice I.ystem 
full-t.ime equivalent employment, October 1978 
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FIGURE 19. 

Per capita criminal justice expenditure 
of the 17 largest SMSA's, Fiscal Year 
1978* 
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Section I. Variable Pass-Through Data 

The data in this table were developed to comply with the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 which required 
that the block grants made by the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration to each State be allocated between the State and 
local governments according to the ratio of State-to-!ocal law enforcement expenditure from their own revenue sources. 

The Safe Streets Act was amended in 1979 by the Justice System Improvement Act which changed the method of distributing 
the block grants to State and local governments. Although the new distribution formula is still based on law enforcement expendi­
ture data, it U5es a slightly different concept of expenditure-"expenditure from general purpose revenue sources." An explanation of 
this concept and corresponding data tables are contained in the Summary Report of Expenditure and Employment Data for the 
Criminal Justice System FY 1978 issued prior to this report. 

I Table 1 of this report presents the variable pass-thr9ugh data to allow for historical analysis with earlier data published in previous 
'j report$. 
! 

The concept of "expenditure from own sources"specified in the law and used in the data collection mel:)ns that the expenditure 
figures from which the State-to-Iocal ratio was developed 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 01' from the Federal government must be excluded. 

The following items were deducted from total crimina! justice I'!xpenditure 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 
payments to local governments for criminal jUstice purposes, and payments from local government(s) to other local government(s) 
for criminal justice purposes. The same procedure was followed to arrive at State government expenditure from own revenue sources. 
Criminal justice revenue received directly from the Federal Government and local criminal justice payments to the State government 
were deducted from the total State expenditure for criminal justice. This pro~edure assumes that all intergovernmental payments 
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
ular year, any discrepancy will cancel out over time. 



30 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 
Table 1, PI!rcent distribution of total criminal justice expenditure from own sources of State and Iota I governments, 

by State, fiscal year 1978 
(Dullar amounts in thousands) 

Expenditure from own soUrces Percent distributf.on 

Item Tota'. 
St&~e-loca 11 Stat~ Local 1 State Local 

UNITED STATES, TOTA~ · · · · · · · 1B 436 656 6 5'17 333 11 BB9 323 35.5 6'1.5 

A~A6AMA. · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 1B7 919 7'1 392 113 527 39.6 60.'1 
A~ASKA • · · · · · · · · · · B9 513 67 2110 22273 75.1 211,9 
ARIZONA. · · · · · · · · · · · 2'17 369 77 953 169 1116 31.5 6B.5 
ARKANSAS · · · · · · · · · · · , Bl 315 III 317 39 99B 50.B 49.2 
CA~IFORNIA · · · · · · · · · 2 6711 1172 705 553 1 96B 919 26.11 73.6 

CO~ORADO · · · · · · · · · 251 639 111 003 1'10 636 '1'1.1 55.9 
CONNECTICUT. · · · · · · · · · 220 B66 11'1 75'1 106 112 52.0 IIB.O 
OE~AWARE • · .... · · · · · · 53 1B9 '10 135 13 053 75.5 2'1.5 
DISTRICT OF CO~UMBIA · · · · · · · · · 19'1 19'1 - 19'1 19'1 - 100.0 
f~ORIDA. · · · · · • · · · 7B'I '100 2B2 359 502 0'12 36.0 611.0 

GEORGIA. · · · · · , · · · · · 352 109 15:! B69 199 2110 113.'1 56.6 
HAWAlI · · · · · · · · BO 273 39 11'11 '10832 '19.1 50.9 
IDAHO. · · · , · 5'1 786 2'1 508 30 277 1111.7 55.3 
I~~INOIS · · · · · · · · 1 il56 339 2.62 '162 793 877 2'1.6 75.2 
INDIANA. · · · · , · · · · · 27'1 398 101 808 172 590 37.1 62.9 

IOVIA · · · · 163 206 69 190 9'1 016 1)2.'1 57.6 
KANSAS · · · 1'13 273 62 301 BO 972 '13.5 56.5 
KENTUCKY · · · · · · 1B6 297 121 1163 611 83'1 65.2 34.8 
~OUISIANA. · · · · 303 312 116 21B 1B7 0911 3B.3 61.7 
MAINE. , · · · · '19 7611 27 5B9 22 175 55.'1 1111.6 

MARV~AND · .. · · · · · '115 651 255 '136 160 ,U5 61.5 3B.5 
MASSACHUSETTS. · · 523 016 161 '106 361 610 30.9 69.1 
MICHIGAN · · · · · · · B52 0311 301 987 55(\ 0'17 35.'1 6'1.6 
MINNESOTA. · · · · 262 952 B3 533 179 '119 31.B 6B.2 
MISSISSIPPI. · · · · · · 99 B51 '13 3115 56 505 '13.'1 56.6 

MISSOURI · · · · · · · · 299 'IB3 91 160 20B 623 30.'1 69.6 
MONTANA. · · · · · · '17 935 18 865 29 070 39.11 60.6 
NEBRASKA · · · · · · · 96 177 113 399 52 778 '15.1 511.9 
NEVADA · ... · · · · · · 101 650 35 615 66 036 35.0 65.0 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. · · 49 7611 IB 808 30 956 37.8 62.2 

NEW JERSEY · · · · · 712 551 193 75'1 518 797 27.2 12.8 
NEW MEXlCO · , · 93807 50 752 '13 055 5'1.! 115.9 
NEW YORK · · · · · 2 '192 720 7118 886 1 7'13 835 30.0 70.0 
NORTH CARO~ INA · · · · · 3115 671 202 335 1113 336 58.5 '11.5 
NORTH DAKOTA · · · · · 30767 11 717 19 050 38.1 61.9 

OHIO .. · · · · · · · · · · 760 3511 250 BIIO 509 513 33.0 67.0 
OK~AHOMA · · · · · · · 187 77B 9B 953 88 826 52.7 117.3 
OREGON · .. · · · · · 210 917 86 '160 124 1157 41.0 59.0 
PENNSY~VANIA · · · · 8'13 ·922 306 028 537 89'1 36.3 63.7 
RHOOE IS~ANO · · · · · · · · 69 9:>6 45 881 2'1 055 65.6 34.4 

SOUTH CARO~ INA , · · · 149 976 80 717 69 259 53.8 '16.2 
SOUTH DAKOTA · · · · · 36 127 15 722 20 405 '13.5 56.5 
TENNESSEE. · · · · · · · 302 029 li2 737 189 293 37.3 62.7 
TEXAS. · · · · · · · · · · · 781 294 235 576 5'15 718 30.2 69.8 
UTAH · · · · · · · · 98 '140 46 179 52 261 46.9 53.1 

VERMONT. · · · · · · · 29 667 23 096 6 569 77.9 22.1 
VIRGINIA · · , · · · · · · · 364 056 212 177 171 879 I 55.2 '1'1.8 
WASHINGTON · · · · · '.' 268 208 106 2QO 161 96!1 39.6 60.Q 
WEST VIRGINIA. · · · · · · · · · 80 661 '13 953 36 708 54.5 45,5 
WISCONSIN. · · · · · · · · · 315 926 104 503 211 1!~3 33.1 ·66.9 
WYOMING. · · · · · · '1'1 400 2Q 715 19 6B5 55.7 Q4.;5 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 
ILocal governments data are estimates subject to sampUog variations; see text for data limitations. 

----------

L_ 

i 
I 
II 

I. 

i 

c 

Section II. CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM SUMMARY DATA 

I 



32 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

FIGURE 20. 

Percent distribution of total criminal justice direct 

~swt~ expenditure by state and type of government, Fiscal Year 1978 
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Table 2. Percent distribu'~lon of expenditure for the criminal justicesystem~ by level of government, fiscal year 1978. 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Amount Percent distribution 
Activity' 

All Federal State Local Federal State Local governments I Government .2. governmf'nts governments 1 Government .t governments governments 1 

TOTAL CRIMINA'- JUSTICE SYSTEfl'. · 211 131 995 3 8311 607 7 51111 251 111 1156 0011 (xl (xl (xl DIRECT EXPENDITURE. · .... . . 211 131 995 3 122 290 6 688 192 111 321 513 12.9 27.7 59.11 INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE ('l " 712 317 856 059 295 356 (xl (xl (xl 
POLICE PROTECTION'. . 13 120 193 1 959 305 2 016 228 9 2131 149 (xl (xl (x; DIRECT EXPENDITURE. · .... . 13 120 193 1 951 786 1 892 127 9 276 280 11~. 9 14.4 70.7 INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPEND ITURE . ('l 7 519 124 101 96 279 (Xl (xl (xl 
JUD IC IAL~ ...... . · 3 067 221 321 373 1 150 265 1 823 223 (xl (xl (xl DIRECT EXPENDITURE. 3 067 221 321 373 1 012 899 1 732 949 10.5 33.0 56.5 INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPEND ITURE . ('l - 137 366 118381 (xl (xl (xl 
LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION'. . 1 1159 859 220 058 1100 367 862 0911 (xl (xl (xl DIRECT EXPENDITURE. · .... . · 1 45Q 859 215 525 385 783 858 551 14.8 26.4 58.8 INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPEND ITURE ('l 4 53.3 14 584 4 537 (xl (xl (xl 
PUBLIC DEfENSE' • 523 735 209 060 109 294 216 824 (xl (xl (xl DIRECT EXPEND ITURE. · .... . 523 735 209 060 97 956 216 719 39.9 18.7 41.4 INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPEND ITURE ('l - 11 338 2 152 (xl (xl (xl 
CORRECT IONS ' 5 522 711 375 802 3 3111 200 2 030 722 (xl (xl (xl DIRECT EXPENDITURE. 5 522 711 337 174 3 176 963 2 008 574 6.1 57.5 36.4 INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPEND ITURE ('l 38 628 1611 237 58 369 (xl (xl (xl 
OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE' • 438 276 749 009 526 897 241 992 (xl (xl (xl DIRECT EXPENDITURE. 438 276 87 372 122 464 228 11110 19.9 28.0 52.1 INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPEND ITURE .- ('l 661 637 404 1133 15 638 (xl (xl (xl 

- ~epre5ents zero or rounds to zeto. 
X Not appUcable. 

I Local governments data are estimates subject to sampling variations; see text for data limitations. 
2Federal Government data are for the fiscal period beginning October 1, 1977 and ending September 30, 1978. 
JThe total line for each sector, and for the total Criminal Justice System, excludes duplicative intergovernmental expenditure amounts. This was done to avoid the 

artificial inflation which would result: ",f an intergovernmental expenditure amount for one government is tabulated and then counted again when the recipient govern­
mentes) ultimately expend(s) that amount. The intergovernmental expenditure lines are not totaled for the same reason. 

Table 3. Percent distribution of employment and payrolls for the criminal system, by level of government, 
October 1978 

(Dollar amounts in thou!lands) 

Percent distribution 
Activity All Federal State Local 

governments I Government governments governments l Federal State Local 
Government governments governments 

TOTAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM: 
TOTAL EMPLOYEES . 1 228 928 105 376 322 046 801 506 8.6 26.2 65.2 fULL-TIME EMPLOYEES 1 125 974 102 722 303 950 719 302 9.1 27.0 63.9 fULL-T IME EQUIVALENT Er1PLOYEES. . 1 157 1136 103 678 310 5511 743 204 9.0 26.8 64.2 OCTOBER PAYROLL • 1 527 082 1811 202 406 897 935 983 12.1 26.6 61.3 

POLlCE PROTECTION: 
TOTAL EMPLOYEES 697 726 75 182 98 651 523 893 10.8 111.1 75.1 fULL-TIME E/1PLOYEES • " .... 642 306 7'3 5!'9 89 977 478 770 11.5 111.0 74.5 fULL-TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES. 656 171 73 993 9,~ 4113 489 735 11.3 14.1 74.6 OCTOBER PAYROLL · . 897 010 128 182 122 337 646 491 14.3 13.6 72.1 

JUDICIAL: 
TOTAL f.MPLOYEES · 163 2611 8 321 43 625 111 318 5.1 26.7 68.2 fULL-TIME EMPLOYEES · . " ... 1110 080 8 229 39 4118 92 1103 5.9 28.2 65.9 fULL-TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES. 149 290 8 289 111 642 99 359 5.6 27.9 66.5 OCTOBER PAYROLL • 186 990 17 474 68 050 101 1166 9.3 36.4 54.3 

LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION: 
TOTAL EMPLOYEES • 75 950 7 811 18 974 49 165 10.3 25.0 64.7 fULL-TIME EMPLOYEES · . " ... 65 475 7 325 17 596 40 554 11.2 26.9 61.9 fULL-T IME EQU IVALENT EMPLOYEES. 69 247 7 558 18 212 43 477 10.9 26.3 62.8 OCTOBER PAYROLL 101 288 14 940 27 334 59 014 14.7 27.0 58.3 

PUBLIC DEfENSE: 
TOTAL EMPLOYEES 8 715 265 3 256 5 1911 3.0 37.11 59.6 fULL-T IME EMPLOYEES · " " . " . 7 981 265 3 121 II 595 3.3 39.1 57.6 fULL-TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES. 8 303 265 3 159 4 879 3.2 38.0 58.8 OCTOBER PAYROLL . 12 586 525 4 724 7 337 4.2 37.5 58.3 

CORRECTIONS: 
TOTAL EMPLOYEES . 273 440 12 055 153 770 107 615 4.4 56.2 39.4 fULL-TIME EMPLOYEES · " " ... . . 261 347 11 800 150 1118 99 399 4.5 57.5 38.0 fULL-TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES. · 265 384 11 918 151 1108 102 058 4.5 57.1 38.4 OCTOBER PAYROLL . 317 529 20 162 179 654 117 713 6.3 56.6 37.1 

OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE: 
TOTAL EMPLOYEES . . 9 833 1 742 3 770 4 321 17.7 38.3 44.0 fULL-T IME EMPLOYEES · . " . " . 8 785 1 544 3 660 3 581 17.7 41.7 110.7 fULL-TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES. · 9 041 1 655 3 690 3 696 18.3 110.8 40.9 OCTOBER PAYROLL • 11 679 2 919 4 797 3 963 25.0 IUo1 .33.\1 
ILocal governments data are estimates subject to sampling variation; see text for data limitations. 
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Table 4. Criminal justice system expenditure of the Federal Government, by' cliaracter and object, fiscal year 1978 
(Thousands of dollars) 

Dir.act expenditure Intergovernmental expenditul:e 

ltern l Total Direc:t Capital To State To local rotal current o'Ot1ay Total 
governments governments 

FEDERA~ GOVERNMENT GENERA~ 
EXPENOITURE, A~~ FUNCTIONS · · · 3118 000 000 268 828 000 232 539 000 36 289 000 19 112 000 52 0113 000 21 129 000 

TOTA~ CRIMINA~ JUSTICE SYSTEM · · 3 8311 607 3 122 290 2 918 292 1113 998 112 311 591 136 120 581 

PO~ICE PROTECTION, TOT ilL. · · · · · · 1 959 305 1 951 186 1 861 076 90 110 1 519 150 1 369 

THE CONGRESS: 
U.S. CAPITO~ PO~ICE · · · · · .. · · 2'1 256 22 827 22 152 675 1 1129 - 1 1129 
~IBRARY OF CONGRESS POLIC E FORC E. · · · 1 599 1 599 1 599 - - - -

F EO ERA~ JUD IC IARY: 
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 

POLICE FORC!: • . · · · · · · · · · 1 28'1 1 28'1 1 229 55 - - -
OEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE: 

U.S. FOREST S ERV IC E: 
COOPERATIVE LAW ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM • 5 9113 ( .) (.) (.) 5 9'13 150 5 193 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR: 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE: 

U.S. PARK PO~ICE. · · · · 111 038 111 038 13 211 761 - - -
U.S. PARK RANGERS '. · · · · · · · · 20 910 20 910 20 399 511 - - -

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE: 
DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION · 168 6'11 168 6111 163 288 5 353 - - -FEDERAL 8UREAU OF INVESTIGATION · 481 3'14 467 3L11j 1156 801 30 531 - - -
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE: 

U.S. 80RDER PATRO~. · · · 69 139 69 139 662.83 1 1156 - - -INVESTIGATION DIVISION. · · · · 21 115'1 21 1154 26 632 622 - - -U.S. MARSHA~S SERVICE'. · · · 19 027 19 021 18 639 388 - - -
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION: 

FEDe:RA~ AVIATION ADMWfllTRATION: , 
AIRPORT POLICE. · · · · · · · · 3 162 3 162 3 105 57 - - -U.S. C(.AST GUARO. · · · · · · · 75 1119 75 1119 117 111111 27 705 - - -

DEPARTMENT OF THf. TREASURY: 
BUREAU Of A~COHOL, TOBACCO, AND 

FIREARMS ......... · · · 112 189 112 189 112 052 137 - - -
FEDERA~ ~AIV ENFORCEMENT TRAINING CENTER 11 620 11 538 11 8511 5 6811 82 - 82 
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE: 

INTE~LIGENCE DIVISION · .. · · · · 111 551 III 551 110 298 1 253 - - -
INTERNA~ SECURITY OIVISION. · · · 13 155 13 155 13 089 66 - - -OFFICE OF ~AIV ENFORCEMENT. · · · · 1110 '110 III 0 - - - -
U.S. CUSTOMS SERVICE. · · · 11111 528 111'1 528 1109 728 II 800 - - -U.S. SECRET SERVICE, · · · 1211 686 1211 621 116 190 1 831 65 - 65 

GENERAL SERVICES ADHINISTRATION! 
OFf'ICE Of FEDERA~ PROTECTIVE SERVICE 

MANAIlEMENT • · · · 83 618 83 618 82 658 960 - - -
sMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION: 

NATIONA~ ZOOLOGICAL PARK POLICE · · · 502 502 50~ - - - -SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION POLICE FORCE. 3211 3211 323 1 - - -
UNITED STATES POSTA~ SERVICE! 

POSTA~ INSPECTION SERVICE · · · · 1112 101 1112 101 1110 2119 1 852 - - -
VETERANS ADMINISTRATION: 

SECURITY DIVISION · · · · · · · 20 075 20 075 20 015 - - - -
JUD IC I8b, TOTIl~ . . · · · · · · · 321 313 321 313 306 133 15 2110 - - -

APPELLATE COURTS, TOTAL ....... · · · 111 0113 III 043 38 8311 2 209 - - -COURTS OF ~AST RESORT, TOTA~. · · · 1 085 1 085 6 153 332 - - -, 
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES. · 1 085 1 085 6 753 332 - - -INTERMEDIATE APPE~LATE COURTS, TOTAL. · 33 958 33 958 32 OBI 1 811 - - -U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS. · . · · · 33 958 33 958 32 OBI 1 811 - - -COURTS OF GENERA~ JURISDICTION, TOTAL · · 218 182 218 182 201 1151 10 131 - - -U.S. DISTRICT COURTS. ............ · 218 182 218 182 201 1151 10 131 - ~ -COURTS OF ~IMITEO JURISDICTION, TOTA~ · 17 :llO 11 310 16 280 1 030 - - -U.S. COURT Of C~AIMS. · · · · · · 3 890 3 890 3 831 53 - - -U.S. COURT Of CUSTOMS AND PAnNT 
APPEA~S. . . .. · · · · '. 1 11111 1 11111 1 391 11 - - -U.S. CUSTOMS COURT. · · · · · · 3 926 3 926 3 833 93 - - -U.S. TAX COURT. · · · · · · 8 080 8 080 7 213 861 - - -MISCELLANEOUS, TOTA~. · · 1111 838 1111 838 113 568 1 270 - - -ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE U.S. 
COURTS .............. · · · 10 876 10 876 10 583 293 - - -OEPARTMENT Of JUSTICE: 

U.S. MARSHALS SERVICE'. 21 1117 21 1111 21 181 566 - - -
fEDERA~ JUDICIAL CENTER. · · · · 6 215 6 215 5 8011 'Ill - - -

Sea footnotes at end of table. 
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Table 4. Criminal justice system expenditure of the Federal Government, by character and object, 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expenditure Intergovernmenta 1 expendi ture 

35 

Item' Tetnl 
Total 

Direct 
current 

CapHal 
outhy Total To State 

governments 
To local 

government$ 

LEGA~ SERVICES AND PROSECUTION, TOTII~ ••• 

ClE:PARTMENT Of JUSTIC E: 
ANTITRUST DIVISION. • • • • •• •• 
BOARD Of IMMIGRATION APPEA~S. •• • 
CIVI~ DIVISION. • • • • • • • 
CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION. ••• • 
CRIMINAL DIVISION ............ Q ...... .. 

~ANO AND NATURAL RESOURCES DIVISION. 
OFf IC E Of ~ EGA~ CoUNS E~ • • • " •• 
OFFICE OF ~EGISLATIVE AFFAIRS. " 
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND FINANCE •••• 
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL. • 
OFFICE OF THE OEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERA~ 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE Of U.S. ATTORNEYS •• 
OFFICE FOR IMpROVEMENTS IN THE 

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. • ••• 
OFfICE Of THE SO~ICITOR GENERA~ • • 
TAX DIVISION.. •• •• • 

PUBLIC DEFENSE, TOTe.b • • •• 

fEDERAL JUDICIARY: 
COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS. • 
FEDERAL PU8~IC DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS 
REPRESENTATION BY COURT-APPOINTEO 
COUNSEL. • • • ••• 

~EGAL SERVICES CORPORATION' •• 

conRECT IONS t iOT,Ak.. .. .. .... .. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE: 
BUREAU Of PRISONS 

INSTITUTIONS •• 
FOR MEN. •• 
FOR WOMEN. • • 
FOR ,IUVENI~ES • 
OTHER AND COMBINED. 

ADMINISTRATION. • 
OFFICE OF THE PARDON ATTORNEY 
U.S. MARSHALS SERVICE' •• 
U.S. PAROLE COMMISSION. 

fEDERA~ JUDICIARY: 
FEJERA~ PROBATION SERVICE • • • • 

OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE, TOTAL.. • • 

DEPARTMENT OF HE:A~TH, EDUCATION, ANO 
WE~fARE: 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE Of MENTA~ HEA~TH: 
CENTER FOR STUOIES OF CRIME AND 
DE~INQUENCY. • •• • 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR' 
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 

DIVISION Of LAW ENFORCEMENT SERVICES. 

OEPARTMENT Of JUSTICE: 
COMMUNITY RELATIONS SERVICE ••• 
~AW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE 

ADMINISTRATION ••••••• 
U.S. MARSHALS SERVICE' •• 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 
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11 199 

1 165 
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8 036 
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'16 509 
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7119 009 

II 1160 

23 333 

II 1136 

109 6115 
1 135 

215 525 

25 951 
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15 801 
10 366 
18 215 
1 191 
1 1211 

666 
11 199 

1 165 
1 260 

1011 18B 

1 162 
2 040 

12 953 

209 060 

33111 
1 215 

13 075 

185 363 

331 114 

2117 9111 
201 1132 
157 681 

9 98D 
8 036 

25 729 
116 509 

232 
25 368 

3 8511 

59 119 

87 372 

2 3711 

23 333 

II 1136 

50 0911 
1 135 

211 121 

25 '769 
972 

15 111 
10 329 
18 1115 

7 722 
1 121 

666 
10 121 

1 162 
1 260 

101 553 

1 162 
2 030 

12 164 

208 333 

3 3111 
6 9116 

13 075 

184 965 

305 3111 

218 19'1 
112 9611 
D3691 

7 661 
1 631 

23 975 
115 830 

231 
2'1 85l. 

3 801 

57 637 

86 309 

22 1163 

II 1109 

50 0111 
6 989 

lData are based on It canvass of all F~dcral criminal justic.o agenciesj sec text for data limitations. 
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29 1111 
28 1168 
23 996 

2 319 
399 

1 7511 
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1 
511 

53 

2 1112 

1 063; 

870 

21 

20 
146 

II 533 

II 533 

38 628 

21 3011 
,~1 301l 

21 3011 

11 3211 

661 631 

2 086 

659 551 

'Information developed for the current fiscal year indicates that nO Federal employees arc assigned to. administQr this program. 
~Estitnated crim1.nal justice activities only. 

II 533 

4 533 

581 053 

2 086 

5811 967 

38 628 

21 3011 
21 30'1, 

21 3011 

11 3211 

111 584 

111 584 

"Total expenditure allocated to police protection, judicial, corrections and other crimina! justice based on information suppUed by the U.S. Harslids Service. 
'Primarily focuses on matters of a civil nature in contrast to StRt:C and local programs which focus on c~iminal as well as civil matters. 
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Table 5. Criminal justice system employment and payrolls of the Federal Government, October 1978 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

FEDERAL QOVERNMENT CIVILIAN EMPLOYMENT, ALL 
FUNCTIONS. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

TOTAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 

POLIC& PROTECTION. TOTAL ••• 

THE CONGRESS: 
U.S. CAPITOL POLICE. •• • • 
LIBRARY Of CONGRESS POLlCE FORCE. 

FEDERAL JUDICIARY: 
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES POLICE fORCE 

DEPARTMENT OF AQRICULTURE: 
u.s. FOREST SERVICE: 

COOPERATIVE LAW ENFORCEMENT PROQRAM • • • •• • •• 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR: 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE: 

U.S. PARK POLICE. •• 
U.S. PARK RANGERS' ••••• 

. . .. .. ......... 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE: 

DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION 
fEDERAL dUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

.. . .. .. . .. 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE: 

U.S. BORDER PATROL. • • • •• • •••• 
INVESTIGATION DIVISION •••••• 

U.S. MARSHALS SERVJCE~. G ••• 

DEPARTMENT Of TRANSPORTP.TION: 
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION: 

AIRPORT POLlCE. • • ••• .... ••• 
U. S. COAST GUARD. • • •••• 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY: 
BUREAU O~ ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, AND FIREARMS. 
FEDERAL LAW ENfORCEMENT TRAINING CENTER 

INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE: 
INTELLIGENCE DIVISION • 
INTERNAL SECURITY DIVISION ••••• 

OFFICE OF LAW ENFORCEMENT •••• 
U.S. CUSTOMS SERVICE ••••••• 
U.S. SECRET SERVICE. • ••• 

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION: 

. . ... . . . . 

OFFICE OF FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE MANAGEMENT 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION: 
NATIONAL ZOOLOGICAL PARK POLICE •••••• 
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION POLICE FORCE •• 

U.S. POSTAL SERVICE: 
POSTAL INSPECTION SERVIC E 

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION: 
SECURITY DIVISION •• 

..JUD Ie IAL, TOTAL. ••••• 

APPELLATE COURTS, TOTAL •••••••••••••••• 
COURTS OF LAST RESORT. TOTAL •••• ~ ••••••• 

SUPREME COURT Of THE UNITED STATES.. • • 
INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURTS, TOTAL •••••• 

U.S. COURTS OF" APPEALS S • •• ••• • •••• 

COURTS OF GENERAL JURISOICTION, TOTAL •••••••• 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS' • • • • • •• • ••• 

COURTS OF LIMITED JURISDICTION, TOTAL.. • •• 
U.S. COURT OF CLAIMS ' ••••• _ r , •••••••• 

U.S. COURT OF CUSTOMS AND PATENT APPEALS' ••••• 
U. S. CUSToMs COURT s. • •• •••••••• 
U.S. TAX COURT. • • • • • •• • 

MISCEL.LANEOUS, TOTAL ••••••••••••••••••• 
ADMINISTRATIV~ OFFICE Of THE U.S. COURTS' •••• 
DEPARTMENT Of JUSTICE: 

U,S. MARSHA~.S SERVICE" •••••••••• 
FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER'. • •• • •••••••• 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

2 666 169 

105 376 

75 152 

1 120 
107 

70 

('l 

679 
1 667 

3 921 
19 1I32 

2 1177 
1 066 

550 

1611 
3 1I75 

II 012 
295 

1I 2116 
575 

9 
16 1168 

3 578 

3 676 

29 
21 

5 S66 

1 739 

6 321 

1 1136 
274 
274 

1 162 
1 162 
5 112 
5 112 

11116 
106 

35 
111 
196 

1 325 
1135 

80l 
69 

Number of employees 

Full-time only 

2 630 11511 

102 722 

73 559 

1 120 
107 

7[) 

(. ) 

61111 
1 766 

3 906 
19 1130 

2 11112 
1 062 

511 

163 
3 475 

3 721 
286 

4 151 
566 

9 
15 401 
3577 

3 639 

26 
21 

5 509 

1 737 

6 229 

1 1106 
2116 
2116 

1 162 
1 162 
5 112 
5 112 

II'll 
106 

35 
111 
169 

1 266 
1I35 

71111 
69 

Full-time equivalent 

2 7116 626 

103 676 

73 993 

1 120 
107 

70 

661 
1 627 

3911 
19 '131 

2 1I56 
1 0611 

542 

163 
3 '175 

3 9'10 
286 

4 192 
570 

9 
15 597 
3 576 

3 669 

27 
21 

5 5311 

1 739 

6 269 

1 1119 
257 
257 

1 162 
1 162 
5 112 
5 112 

11115 
106 

35 
111 
193 

1 313 
1135 

769 
69 

Total Octobe.r 
payroll 

II 3113 651 

1611 202 

126 162 

2 016 
151 

106 

(t) 

1 157 
1 390 

9 6110 
311 307 

3 662 
1 765 
1 036 

267 
II 210 

6 099 
1167 

7 671 
1 1110 

23 
26 762 

7 926 

II 0;50 

1I1 
211 

6 297 

1 711 

17 11711 

2 3311 
1172 
1I72 

1 662 
1 662 

11 730 
11 730 

912 
231 

62 
220 
3'19 

2 1196 
766 

1 511 
199 

II 
:1 

fl 
1I 
) 
I 
! 

i 
r 

II 
'[ 

II 
II 

~I' ~ 

~'I i 
I! 
~\ 
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Table 5. Criminal justice system emp~oyment and payrolls of the Fed'eral Government, October 197~ontinued 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

-.. 
Number of employees 

Total October 
Item1 

Total FUll-time only Full-tllne eqUivalent 
payroll 

i-E(!AL §ERVIC:ES !lND PROSECUTION, TOTi\L · · · · 7 611 7 325 7 556 111 9110 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE: 
ANTITRUST DIVISION. · ... · · · · · · · · 955 652 699 1 6111 
BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS. · · · · · · · · 39 37 36 76 
CIVIL DIVISION. II •• '" · · · · · · · · · · 620 570 568 1 170 
CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION. · · · · · · · 11011 377 391 790 

CRIMINAL DIVISION · ........ · · · · · · · 676 652 669 1 1I00 
LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES DIVISION · · · · · · · · 261 253 256 5611 
OFFICE Of LEGAL COUNSEL • · · · · · · · · 39 35 36 87 
OFFICE OF LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS · . · · · · · 27 26 26 56 
OfFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND FINANCE. · · · · · · · 1162 1136 1162 906 
OfFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL. · .. · · 37 35 37 76 
OfFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL · · · · · 22 21 21 117 

EXECUTIVI!: OFFICE OF U.S. ATTORNEYS. · .... · 3 627 3 1I61 3 537 6 731 
OFf'ICE FOR IMPROVEMENTS IN THE ADMINISTRATION OF 
JUSTICE. . .. .. · · · · · · · · · 11;5 39 III 96 

OFFICE Of THE SOLICITOR GENERAL · · · · · · · · 116 116 1I7 109 
TAX DIVISION. · · · · · · 531 1183 508 1 010 

eUBLIC DEFEN§E, TOIAL · · · · · · · · 265 265 265 !l25 

FEDERA~ JUDICIARY: 
(X) (X) (X) (X) COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS. · · · · · · " fEDERAL PUBLIC DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS'. · · · · 265 265 265 525 

REPRESENTATION BY COURT-APPOINTED COUNSEL · · · (X) (X) (X) (X) 

LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION. · · · · · · · (X) (X) (X) (X) 

CQRRECTIO~§, IOTAb· . · · · · · · · 12 055 11 600 11 916 ~O 162 

DEPARTMENT Of JUSTICE: 
BUREAU OF PRISONS · · · · · · · · · · · · · 8 1I97 6 298 6372 13 699 

INSTITUTIONS. . · · · · · · · · · · · · · 7 657 7 7113 7 793 12 1169 
FOR MEN. · · · · · · · · · · · · 6 120 6 0'13 6 076 9 6711 
FOR IVOMEN • · · · · · · · · · · · · · 357 3511 356 1I76 
FOR JUVENILES · .. · · · · · · · 3117 339 3113 522 
OTHER AND COMBINED. · · · · · · · · · · · · 1 033 1 007 1 018 1 615 

ADMINISTRATION. · .... · · · · · · · · · 6110 555 579 1 1110 
OFfiCE OF THE PARDON ATTORNEY · · · · · · · 10 6 6 19 
U.S. MARSHALS SERVICE'. · · · · 733 6Bl 723 1 381 
U.S. PAROLE COMMISSION. · · · · · · 157 155 157 ;5011 

FEDERAL JUDICIARY: 
FEDERAL PROBATION SERVICE'. · · · · · 2 656 2 656 2 656 II 559 

OI~ER CRIMINAb JUSTICE. lOT Ell, · · · · · · · 1 7'12 1 511q 1 655 2 919 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH EDUCATION, AND WElfARE: 
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF MENTAL HEALTH: 

CENTER OF STUDIES OF CRIME AND DELINQUENCY. 10 10 ~O 23 

DEPARTMENT Of THE INTERIOR: 
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS: 

DIVISION OF LAW ENFORCEMENT SERVICES. · · · · · 563 506 5116 603 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE: 
COMMUNITY RELATIONS SERVICE • · · · · · 136 121 127 260 
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION · · · · · 826 716 769 1 6211 
U.S. MARSHALS SERVICE'. · · · · · · · · '. · 205 191 203 389 

X Not applicable • 
'Data are based on a canvass of all 'Federal criminal justice agencies} see text for data Umita,tions .. 
'Information developed for the current fiscal year indicates that no Federal employees are aSSigned to administer this program. 
'Estimated criminal justice. ac'tivieies only. 
"Total employment and payroll PJ~located to polIce protection, Judicial, corrections. and other criminal justice based on informatton supplied by U.S. Marshals Service. 
SEmployment and payroll totalr for 1977 were repeated due to non-response to survey questionnaire. 
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Table 6. PercE!nt di~tribtitton of criminal justice systemtotal expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) 
iby State and type of government, fiscal year 1978. 

State and type ot government1 

STATES-LOCAL, TOTAL • • 
STATES •••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

ALABAMA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. II ••••••••• 

LOCAL, TOTAL •••••• 
COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

ALASKA. • • • • • • • • • • 
sTATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 

BOROUGHS ••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • 

ARIZONA • • • • • • • • 
STATE, ••••••• 
L DeAL, TOTAL. • • • • • 

COUNTIES ••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

ARKANSAS. • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • •• • 
LOCAL, TOTAL •••••• 

COUNTIES •••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • 

CALIFORNIA. • • •• •• 
STATE •••• II ••••• 

LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 
COUNTIES. , • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

. 
, . 

COLORADO. • • • • • • • 
STATE • • I • • • • • • 

LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • 
COUNTIES. • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

CONNECTICUT • " •• 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES. • ••• 

DELAWARE ••• " •• 
STATE • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •• 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA ••••• 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 

MUNICIPALITIES. • • • 

. ... 

FLoRIDA • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • •• • •. , 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

GEORGIA • • ~ • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • 

.. .. 

HAWAII, ••••••••• 
STATE • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

IDAHO • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • • 
:.gCAL. TOTAL. •• • 

COONTI~S. • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALiTIES, ••• 

Sea tootnote. at end ot table. 

.. 
... 

Populat1onll 

(in thousand.) 

216 332 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

407 
(X) 

~~! 
(X) 

2 296 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

2 144 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

21 896 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

2 619 
(X) (X! 
(X 
(X) 

582 (xl 
(x 
(x) 
(x) 

690 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

8 452 
(X) 
ix) 
(X) 
(X) 

5 048 
(X) (X! 
(X 
(X) 

895 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

857 
(X) 
(X) 
(X! 
(X 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

'rotal general 
expend! turf":1 

219 998 000 
1'15 637 000 
109 502 000 

43 27'1 000 
66 66/j 000 

2 972 000 
2 253 000 

91/j 000 
296 000 
62' 000 

1 '188 000 
1 158 000 

596 000 
I'll 000 
'155 000 

2 168 000 
1 362 000 
1 0811 000 

/j65 000 
620 000 

1 5011 000 
1 228 000 

441 000 
::05 000 
2'6 000 

25 '159 000 
16 2811 000 
1/j '1'10 000 
a 856 000 
5 608 000 

2 528 000 
1 581 000 
1 189 000 

'162 000 
727 000 

, 911 000 
2 '8' 000 
2 109 000 
2 108 000 

662 000 
516 000 
190 000 
92 000 
98 000 

1 62' 000 

1 62.3 000 
1 623 000 

6 1/08 000 
3 570 000 
j .33'1 000 
1 7'12 000 
1 61.3 000 

3 758 000 
2 716 000 
1 .320 000 

6111 000 
684 000 

1 687 000 
1 359 000 

.380 000 
98 000 

282 000 

737 000 
590 000 
215 000 
124 000 

91 000 

TO~Bl criminal 
jU8tice system 

Amount" 

21 009 705 
7 5'1'1 251 

14 1156 0011 
5 699 97/j 
8 916 894 

2.32 06' 
100 385 
136 381 

5'1 088 
82 978 

95 966 
70 8'9 
26 402 

1 652 
21) 781 

278 99'1 
88 /j32 

I 198 241 
90 118 

109 1119 

101 532 
'19 219 
57 909 
2'1 201 
3'1 )28 

2 919 787 
778 622 

2 238 658 
1 290 901 

988 134 

271 597 
120 132 
157 '15'1 

'10 926 
117 19'1 

2/j8 025 
128 679 
12'1 '199 
12'1 9'12 

63 303 
/j'l 195 
20 988 

8 3'13 
12 749 

206 665 

206 665 
206 665 

868 287 
330 228 
553 054 
295 648 
261 215 

391 251 
169 977 
2'5 7.33 
129 171 
107 217 

106 /j61 
q~ 818 6. 415 
16 079 
'15 '36 

6'1 883 
28 102 
38 083 
23 582 
17 '1:;9 

Percent 
of total 
general 

expendi­
ture 

9.5 
5.2 

1'.2 
13.2 
13.'1 

7.8 
'1.5 

1'1.9 
18.3 
13.3 

6.4 
6.1 
4.'1 
1.2 
5.4 

12.9 
6.5 

18.3 
19.'1 
17.6 

6.8 
/j.0 

13.1 
11.8 
14.5 

11.5 
4.8 

15.5 
14.6 
17.6 

10.7 
7.6 

1'.2 
8.9 

16.1 

6.' 
5.4 
5.9 
5.9 

9.6 
8.6 

11.0 
9.1 

1.3.0 

12.7 

12.7 
12.7 

1.3.6 
9.3 

16.6 
17.0 
16.2 

10.'1 
6.3 

17.9 
20.2 
15.7 

6.3 
.3.4 

16.2 
16.'1 
16.1 

8.8 
4.8 

17.7 
19.0 
19.2 

Police protection 

11 168 '107 
2 016 228 
9 281 1'19 
1 8'2 616 
7 539 94' 

121 9'14 
30 373 
92 512 
17 179 
75 370 

47 387 
24 518 
22 875 

1 196 
21 679 

157 284 
'6 521 

121 751 
US 119 
96 737 

55 956 
17 006 
39 032 
10 429 
28 695 

1 440 077 
253 '35 

1 200 575 
3'12 '190 
895 597 

139 570 
2'1 220 

115 365 
19 070 
96 /j59 

1'16 958 
30 3/jl 

117 585 
117 890 

30 835 
13 060 
18 OO/j 
6 '172 

11 635 

98 895 

98 895 
98 895 

444 419 
65 907 

.379 230 
11/8 657 
233 5.39 

1911 903 
48 1/01 

1116 784 
53 414 
93 520 

56 1101 
1 739 

5'1 662 
12 21/1 
1/2 1/21 

33 808 
9 18.3 

211 799 
11 287 
16 2112 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

53.2 
26.7 
6'1.2 
32.2 
84.6 

52.5 
3D.' 
67.8 
'1.8 
90.8 

'19.'1 
~'I.6 
86.6 
72.'1 
87.5 

56.'1 
'11.3 
61./j 
27.9 
88.6 

55.1 
3/j.6 
67./j 
43.1 
8'.6 

'19.' 
32.5 
53.6 
26.5 
90.6 

51.4 
20.2 
73.3 
46.6 
82.3 

59.3 
23.6 
94.'1 
9'1./j 

'18.7 
29.6 
85.8 
77.6 
91.3 

117.9 

/j7.9 
47.9 

51.2 
20.0 
68.6 
50., 
89.'1 

49.8 
28.5 
62 • .3 
/jl./j 
87.2 

53.0 
3.7 

89.0 
76.1 
93.6 

52.1 
'2.7 
65.1 
'17.9 
9.3.1 

Judicial 

Amount' 

2 7/j5 8/j8 
1 150 265 
1 82.3 223 
1 /j18 52/j 

432 806 

1/3 719 
25 021 
18 738 
16 698 
22M 

16 005 
15 976 

5' 

53 

.30 169 
461.3 

25 584 
20 266 
5 321 

11 0'10 
3572 
7 529 
5 369 
2 .31/3 

.33.3 819 
1/5 185 

296 050 
281 172 
15 170 

.39 9:<4 
29 810 
10 130 

2 650 
7 479 

29 312 
27 993 

1 34.3 
1 389 

10 90'1 
9 92'1 
1 997 
1 '105 

592 

23 689 

2.3 689 
23 689 

123 546 
'6 631 
87 361/ 
80 588 

7 329 

50 8.33 
9 695 

1/1 223 
.36 758 

II 471 

15 1167 
15 1167 

8 .31/9 
4 1,0 
/j 2'10 
4 091 

2'16 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
JUBt1ce 
Bystem 

13.1 
15.2 
12.6 
211.9 
4.9 

18.8 
21/.9 
1.3.7 
'0.9 

2.7 

16.7 
22.6 
0.2 

0.2 

10.8 
5.2 

12.9 
22.5 
11.9 

10.9 
7.3 

13.0 
22.2 
6.8 

11.4 
5.8 

1.3.2 
21.8 
1.5 

14.7 
24.8 
6.4 
6.5 
6.1/ 

11.8 
21.8 

1.1 
1.1 

17.2 
22.5 
9.5 

16.8 
11.6 

11.5 

11.5 
11.5 

1/j.2 
11.1 
15.8 
27.3 
2.8 

13.0 
5.7 

17.5 
28.5 
4.2 

1'1.5 
33.0 

12.9 
14.7 
11.1 
17.3 
1.4 

! , 

'!i 

~~-===-~----------------~-----~.~------>--.~'-'-=--~.~~-~-

c 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 39 

Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total exp,enditure (direct and intergovernmental) 

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

State and typo of govornment1 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Legal services and 
prosecution Public defense Corrections Othor criminal juatlce 

Percent of P~rcent of Percent of Percent of 
Amount' total criminal Amount" total criminal Amount" total criminal Amount" total criminal 

____________________________ ~------__+j,:U.~t=iC~.~.~y~st=.=m+_--____ ~·~J=u.=t~iC=S~.~y~.t=.=m+_------_4~JU~.-ti-c~e-.~y-.t-.-m~------_rJ-u._t_ic_._.~y_st __ .m 

STATES-LOCAL, TOTAL 
STATES ••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL, • 

COUNTIES. • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

ALABAMA • • • • • • • • •• • 
STATE • • • • • • • • " 
LOCAL, TOTAL.. •• • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. •• • •• 

ALASKA.. '" •• • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • • 

BOROUGHS. • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

ARIZONA • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • 
Log~bNtI~~~L: : . 
MUN~IPALITIES. 

ARKANSAS. • .. •• •• 
STATE • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • I. • 
MUNICIPALITIES. •• ••••• 

CALIFORNIA. • • • • • •• 
STATE • • • • • •• • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. ••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • 

COLORADO •••••• 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 

COUNTIES •••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

CONNECTICUT • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. •• • 

MUNICIPALITIES. •• • 

DELAWARE. • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • •• 
LOr-AL, TOTAL. ••• •• 

COUNTIES. • • • •• • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA ••• 
STATE • • • • • • •• • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES. I • • • 

FLORIDA • • ~ " ••• • •• 
STATE • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL.. •• • 

COUNTIES •••• ~ •• 
MUNICIPALITl~S. ••• • 

GEORGIA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • 

HAWAI I. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES.. •• • 

IDAHO • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • •• 

COUNTIES. • • • ••• • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

1 2114 334 
400 367 
862 091\ 
519 871 
343 217 

10 780 
5 512 
5 270 
3 410 
1 860 

9 977 
7 226 
2 770 

456 
2 345 

18 928 
3 883 

15 045 
10 153 

4 892 

4 387 
1 055 
3 1132 
2 397 
1 059 

257 5'11 
55 058 

202 510 
1!15 689 

1/6 921 

20 Ill:!' 
'I 510 

15 903 
9 901 
6 261 

11 1106 
7 198 
4 208 
'I 2911 

2 932 
2 109 

823 
315 
508 

6 993 

6 993 
6 993 

116 1186 
32 416 
14 071 

6 200 
7 872 

15 087 
5 502 
9 585 
7 118'1 
2 10' 

5.9 
5.3 
6.0 
9.1 
3.8 

11.6 
5.5 
.3.9 
6.3 
2.2 

10.4 
10.2 
10.5 
27.6 

9.5 

1/ • .3 
2.1 
5.9 
9.9 
3.1 

4.6 
5.6 
3.4 
.3.4 

4.6 
4.8 
3.9 
3.8 
'1.0 

3.11 

3.4 
3.11 

5.1/ 
9.8 
2.5 
2.1 
3.0 

3.9 
3.2 
4.1 
5.8 
2.0 

6 430 6.0 
2 190 11.7 
II 2110 6.9 
1 392 8.7 
2 848 6.3 

II 847 7.5 
1 833 6.5 
3 011/ 7.9 
2 198 9.3 

816 11.7 

3111 675 1.5 
109 294 1.4 
216 82'1 1.5 
180 215 3.2 
38 655 0.11 

1 816 0.8 
1 571 1.6 

266 0.2 
129 0.2 
137 0.2 

2 159 2.2 
2 159 .3.0 

5 '196 

5 496 
5 403 

426 

552 
15 

537 
1153 

81/ 

75 938 
6 469 

71 222 
67 907 

.3 315 

3 067 
3 045 

22 
16 
22 

.3 196 
3 18.3 

1.3 
13 

906 
758 
150 
150 

5 770 

5 770 
5 770 

16 458 
1.3 827 
2 631 
2 535 

98 

2 274 
3'19 

2 0711 
1 927 

148 

2011 
2011 

855 

855 
855 

2.0 

2.8 
6.0 
0.4 

0.5 
eZl 
0.'1 
1.9 
0.2 

2.6 
0.8 
3.2 
5 • .3 
.::,3 

1.1 
2.5 
eZl 
eZl 
eZl 

1 • .3 
2.5 
eZl 
eZl 

1.11 
1.7 
0.7 
1.8 

2.8 

2.8 
2.8 

1.9 
11.2 
0.5 
0.9 
eZl 

0.6 
0.2 
0.9 
1.5 
0.1 

1.9 
1/.3 

2.2 
.3.6 

5 185 537 
3 .341 200 
2 030 722 
~'576 185 

490 758 

52 470 
33 295 
19 196 
16 296 
3 355 

19 071 
19 170 

704 

7011 

65 885 
36 17.3 
29 874 
29 112 

1 31/7 

26 577 
21 1193 

5 969 
5 005 
1 129 

785 767 
.359 823 
111/8 589 
428 629 

22 04.3 

63 805 
50 512 
13 317 
8 222 
5 .321 

53 751 
5.3 660 

10.3 
10.3 

16 '11/6 
16 4116 

69 8.35 

69 835 
69 835 

227 841 
166 369 
61 '172 
50 761 
10 9511 

126 165 
94 637 
34 880 
29 030 

6 335 

23 .320 
22 1117 

1 173 
1 17.3 

11 791 
9 645 
2 170 
2 145 

136 

24.7 
411.3 
14.0 
27.7 
5.5 

22.6 
33.2 
11/.1 
30.1 

11.0 

19.9 
27.1 
2.7 

2.8 

23.6 
40.9 
15.1 
.32.3 
1.2 

26.2 
113.7 
10.3 
20.7 
.3.3 

26.9 
46.2 
20.0 
.33.2 
2.2 

23.5 
42.0 
8.5 

20.1 
4.5 

21.7 
41.7 
0.1 
0.1 

26.0 
37.2 

33.8 

26.2 
50.4 
11.1 
17.2 

11.2 

32.2 
55.7 
14.8 
22.5 
5.9 

21.9 
47.3 
1.9 
7.3 

18.2 
311.3 
5.7 
9.1 
0.8 

.350 901/ 
526 897 
241 992 
172 563 

71 515 

1 333 
4 61.3 

398 
376 

22 

1 367 
1 790 

1 232 
7 242 

1/91 
66 

425 

3 019 
6 078 
1 1/10 

51/7 
1 018 

26 6115 
58 752 
19 710 
15 014 
5 087 

1.7 
7.0 
1.7 
3.0 
0.8 

0.6 
4.6 
0.3 
0.7 
(Zl 

0.'1 
8.2 
0.2 
0.1 
0.4 

3.0 
12.3 

2.4 
2.3 
3.0 

0.9 
7.5 
1).9 
1.2 
0.5 

4 818 1.6 
8035 6.7 
2718 1.7 
1 066 2.6 
1 652 1.11 

3 401 1.11 
6 3011 1/.9 
1 2116 1.0 
1 252 1.0 

1 279 2.0 
1 898 4.3 

14 0.1 

14 O. 

1 1/83 0.7 

1 1183 0.7 
1 1/83 0.7 

9 536 1.1 
15 078 1/.6 
8 285 1.5 
6 907 2.3 
1 424 0.5 

1 988 0.5 
11 393 6.7 

1 186 0.5 
559 0.'1 
6110 0.6 

2 832 2.7 
3 264 7.0 
1 340 2.2 
1 273 7.9 

67 0.1, 

5 233 8.1 
3 .311 11.8 
3 006 7.9 
3 006 12.7 
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Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) 

by State and type of government, fiscal year 197rcontinued 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Stato and type of government1 

ILLINOIS •••••• 
STATE • • •• ••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL •• 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

INDIANA • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

IOWA, • • • • • •• 
STATE • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL •• , •• 

COUNTIES, • • • • , • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

KANSAS. • • • • • • 
STATE • • • •• ••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL •••••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES ••••• 

KENTUCKY •••••• 
STATE • • •• • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

LOUISIANA • • • • • 
sTATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. 

PARISHES •••• 
~IUNICIPALITIES. 

MAINE ••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • •• • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. •• •• 

COUNTIES •••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

MARYL.AND •••• , ••• 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • •• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

MASSACHUSETTS • • • • • 
STATE • • • •• •• 
LOCAL, TOTAL •••••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

MICHIGAN ••••••••• 
STATE • • • • •• , 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • 

MINNESOTA • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • " •••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL. •• •• 

COUNTIES. • • • •• ••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES.. • 

MIS.ISSIPPI • • •• • 
STATE • • • • • • •• • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 

COUNTIES. • •• ••• 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

MISSOURI. • • • •• • 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL •••••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • •• 

MONTANA • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • ••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

Bee footnote. at end o't table. 

.. 
. . 

Population' Total genaral 
(in thousands) oxpend1 ture :I 

11 2115 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

5 330 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

2 879 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

2 326 
(X) 

~~~ 
(X) 

31158 
(X) 
(X) 

~~l 
3 921 

~~I 
(X) 
(X) 

1 !ii 
II 139 

(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

5 782 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

9 129 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

3 975 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

II 801 
(X) 

!X) 
X) 
X) 

761 
(X) 

(Xi (x 
(x 

9 582 000 
6 5311 000 
3 695 000 
1 0113 000 
2 676 000 

3 622 000 
2 700 000 
1 631 000 

757 000 
87'1 000 

2 679 000 
1 836 000 
1 197 000 

607 000 
590 000 

2 096 000 
1 252 000 

9111 000 
315 000 
626 000 

2 935 000 
2 332 000 

712 000 
322 000 
'129 000 

3 772 000 
2 721 000 
1 3'111 000 

6112 000 
702 000 

1 153 000 
939 000 
1186 000 

19 000 
1167 000 

6 16'1 000 
3 736 000 
3 653 000 
2 527 000 
1 15'1 000 

8 212 000 
II 953 000 
II 661 000 

1117 000 
II 51'1 000 

9 1195 000 
6 539 000 
II 220 000 
1 1197 000 
2 7'11 000 

II 303 000 
, 073 000 
2 066 000 
1 086 000 

987 000 

1 907 000 
1 38'1 000 

721 OCO 
1137 000 
2811 000 

3 177 000 
2 076 000 
1 251 000 

363 000 
906 000 

793 000 
602 000 
275 000 
160 000 
115 000 

Total criminal 
justice _yatam 

Amount" 

1 159 866 
299 563 
887 2S1 
317 712 
572 ass 

319 1:l6 
122 728 
207 385 

71 216 
136 727 

181 702 
79 868 

1111 830 
58 785 
58 91'1 

166 756 
76 253 
98 005 
1111 252 
55 9118 

2311 11511 
1'13 733 
118 1153 
53 258 
66 106 

338 198 
1311 OS3 
2111 737 
101 11011 
11'1 168 

59 '122 
32 705 
29 071 

8 528 
21 389 

1168 226 
279 5511 
252 1311 
1110 7112 
111 6112 

593 8311 
175 9111 
1137 352 
100 85S 
339 6111 

9911 062 
333 988 
719 211 
JOl 222 
1137 921 

308 '169 
99 1126 

228 1011 
129 682 
102 109 

116 360 
52 162 
67 367 
32 2'17 
35 1172 

361 372 
109 5)1 
263 9'11 

79 6711 
185 262 

55 876 
2) 0111 
3'1 1192 
20 329 
111 876 

Percent 
of total 
general 

expendi­
ture 

8.8 
'1.5 

12.7 
9.'1 

15.6 

6.8 
'1.'1 
9.6 
9.7 

10.0 

8.0 
601 

10.'1 
111.0 
8.9. 

8.0 
6.2 

16.6 
16.5 
15.'1 

9.0 
4.9 

16.0 
15.8 
16.3 

5.2 
3.5 
6.0 

11'1.9 
11.6 

7.6 
7.5 
6.9 
5.6 
9.7 

7.2 
3.6 
9.11 

68.6 
7.5 

10.5 
5.1 

17.0 
20.1 
16.0 

7.2 
3.2 

11.0 
11.9 
10.3 

6.1 
3.8 
9.) 
7.'1 

12.5 

11.11 
5.) 

21.1 
21.9 
20.'1 

7.0 
3.8 

12.5 
12.7 
12.9 

Police proteotion 

Amount" 

635 259 
78 )62 

608 999 
56 891 

553 666 

177 1009 
113 638 

1311 1171 
22 1611 

112 690 

98 0111 
28 398 
71 110 
16 876 
55 S88 

76 16', 
13 225 
62 9115 
13 982 
50 767 

125 031 
50 373 
81 8'18 
211 301 
57 866 

180 0110 
'15 625 

135 006 
56 122 
79 277 

33 197 
10 )116 
22 856 
2 7118 

20 505 

2110 1511 
109 1100 
186 692 

99 3'18 
87 52'1 

333 1160 
'16 666 

290 '161 
1 508 

289 056 

52'1 872 
91 880 

'139 708 
611 286 

381 187 

1'16 688 
311 671 

121 936 
29 822 
911 093 

66 305 
23 886 
'12 9116 
11 012 
31 987 

219 588 
311 51111 

185 0'111 
31 ~1'1 

15'1 733 

27 93'1 
6 675 

21 356 
8 985 

12 837 

Percent 
o:f total 
arimnal 
justice 
system 

59.1 
26.2 
68.6 
17.9 
96.8 

5'1.0 
35.6 
61.9 
28.7 
9'1.9 

115.7 
17 .. 3 
6'1.2 
)1.6 
90.7 

53.3 
35.0 
69.1 
'15.6 
87.5 

53.2 
311.0 
62.9 
55.3 
69.11 

55.9 
31.6 
78.6 
32.2 
95.9 

56.2 
26.5 
66.'1 
1.5 

85.1 

52.8 
27.5 
61.1 
21.) 
87.0 

117.6 
)'1.9 
5).5 
23.0 
92.1 

57.0 
115.8 
63.7 
)11.1 
90.2 

60.8 
)1.5 
70.1 
39.2 
8).5 

50.0 
29.0 
61.9 
IIQ·.2 
~';.3. 

Judicial 

12'1 '108 
'19 700 
77 '1'17 
77 Ill) 

7)8 

/10 900 
'1 122 

J;! 725 
2) 611'1 

9 163 

26 949 
8 703 

18 262 
18 697 

31 

27 '159 
1'1 )18 
1'1 959 
13 230 

1 780 

)3 77'S 
28 561 
9017 
6 609 
2 1126 

46 915 
12 509 
)11 611 
20 679 
1) 956 

8 205 
6 336 
2 323 
2 292 

139 

/17 00'1 
2'1 916 
22 1112 
15 6)6 

6 506 

91 870 
23 120 
78 702 
57 278 
24 10) 

151 251 
51 076 

11'1 700 
88 672 
28 501 

4/1 /173 
11 065 
33 528 
)3 719 

158 

15 900 
3 679 

12 240 
11 0'15 

1 196 

'16 )78 
15 29'1 
)1 08'1 
20 165 
10 919 

7 7'17 
2 175 
5 578 
'I 7)8 

8'11 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
jUstice 
system 

10.7 
16.6 
8.7 

24.) 
0.1 

12.8 
7./1 

15.8 
33.2 
6.7 

1'1.8 
10.9 
15.9 
31.8 
0.1 

16.5 
18.8 
15.) 
29.9 
3.2 

111./1 
19.9 

7.6 
12.11 
3.7 

13.9 
9.3 

16.1 
20.11 
12.2 

13.8 
19.'1 
8.0 

26.9 
0.6 

10.0 
8.9 
8.8 

11.1 
5.8 

15.5 
1).1 
18.0 
56.8 
7.1 

15.2 
15.3 
15.9 
29.11 
6.5 

111.'1 
11.1 
1'1.1 
26.0 
0.2 

1).7 
7.1 

18.2 
)11.) 

3.11 

12.8 
1'1.0 
11.8 
25.) 
5.9 

13.9 
9.'1 

16.2 
2).3 
5.7 

: ~ 
" I' 
Ii 
!I 

II 
I' ,I 
!I 

'I I, 
ii 
il I, 
Ii 

II 
fl 
,I 
II Ii II 

I 
1/ 
I' II 
II 
II 

!I 
II 
11 
II 
II 

II 
ii 
Ii 
Ii 
1) 
II 
II 
Ii 
JI 
I' /1 
1\ 
II ,I 
II 
II 
Ii 
II 
Ii 

il 
I' I I, 
Ii 
I, 

II 
II 

il 

1/ 

i 

c 
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Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) 

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

-------~---~--r_----~----~~~ 
Legal services and Publio defense Corrections Other cl:'lminal justice prosecution 

state and type ot government! 

ILLINOIS. • • • • • • • " 
sTATE • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. ••• 

COUNTIES. • •• •• 
MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

INDIANA. •• •• • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL.. •• 

COUNTIES. • • .. • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • 

raVIA ••••••••• 
STATE • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • 

COUNTIES. • ••• • 
MuNICIPALITIES •••• 

KANSAS. • • • • • • 
STATE. • • •• ••• ". 
LOCAL, TOTAL. •• • 

COUNTIES •••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES •• 

KENTUCKy. ••• • 
STATE • • •• •••• • 
LOCAL, TOTAL.. •• 

COUNTIES. • ••• • 
MUNICIPALITIES. •• 

LOUISIANA • • • • • • • 
STATE • • •• • •• 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • 

PARISHES. • ••• • 
MUNICIPALITIES.. • 

MAINE • • • • •• •• 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL.. • 

COUNTIES. • • •• •• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • 

MARYLAND. •••••• • 
STATE. • •• • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • • • 

COUNTIES, • ••• • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • 

MASSACHUSETTS • • •• • 
STATE • • • •• ••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • 

MICHIGAN. • • • •• • 
STATE • • • • •• ••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 

COUNTIES. • ••• • 
MUNICIPALITIES •• 

MINNESOTA •• ••••• 
sTATE • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 

COUNTIES •••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • 

MISSISSIPPI •••• • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL.. •• 

COUNTIES. • • • ••• • 
MUNICIPALITIES. •• • 

MISSOURI ••••• , •• 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

MONTANA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

52 595 
1'1 120 
111 0/111 
29 '133 
11 619 

16 663 
5 311 

11 35) 
6 092 
5 261 

10 297 
2 8)6 
7 '159 
5 1811 
2277 

12 6119 
5 273 
7 376 
5 1)2 
2 250 

1/1 a18 
10 9111 

6 510 
3 836 
2 67'1 

18 677 
6 892 

11 785 
6 2'15 
5 553 

3 182 
2 0119 
1 136 

5/10 
600 

18 ?13 
2 769 

15 '1'1'1 
9 5'11 
5 9011 

23 219 
10 '169 
12 750 

3 679 
9 226 

117 938 
11 353 
37 393 
211 7119 
12 678 

211 05/1 
5 359 

18 995 
lJ 272 
5 728 

5 260 
2 7'11 
2 519 
1 '189 
1 033 

16 466 
2 716 

111 157 
7 0115 
7 112 

'I 1119 
1 002 
3 1'17 
2 1139 

708 

Percent of 
total criminal Amount "-
Justice system 

11.5 
4.7 
4.6 
9.3 
2.0 

5.2 
'I.) 
5.S 
8.6 
3.8 

5.7 
3.6 
6.5 
8.8 
3.9 

7.6 
6.9 
;"j 

11.6 
'1.0 

6.) 
7.6 
5.5 
7.2 
11.0 

5.5 
5.1 
5.5 
6.2 
11.9 

5.'1 
6.3 
3.9 
6.3 
2.8 

3.9 
1.0 
6.1 
6.8 
5.3 

3.9 
6.0 
2.9 
).6 
2.7 

4.8 
3.'1 
5.2 
8.2 
2.9 

7.8 
5./1 
8.) 

10.2 
5.6 

4.5 
5.3 
3.7 
/1.6 
2.9 

'1.6 
2.5 
5.11 
8.8 
3.8 

7.4 
11.3 
9.1 

12.0 
'1.8 

111 1119 
1 712 

12 '137 
12 111'1 

57 

3 113 
1 123 
1 990 
1 968 

22 

2 538 

2 538 
2 529 

9 

2 311 
2 211) 

208 
118 

9'1 

2 039 
2 706 

615 
6114 
166 

1 631 
230 

1 401 
631 
988 

68'1 
68/1 

7 0711 
7 015 

59 
59 

6877 
) 5611 
) )1) 
2 39) 

920 

15 1196 
1 169 

1'1 327 
13 767 

559 

5 075 
57) 

4 510 
'I 698 

39 

876 

876 
839 

37 

2 846 
2 54'1 

302 
18 

285 

905 

905 
632 

77 

Percent o't 
total criminal Amount' 
justice system 

1.0 
0.9 
1.0 
2.8 
(Zl 

2.2 
'I.) 
(Zl 

1./1 
2.9 
0.2 
0.3 
0.2 

0.9 
1.9 
0.5 
1.2 
a.) 

0.5 
0.2 
0.7 
0.6 
0.9 

1.2 
2.1 

1.5 
2.5 
(Zl 
(Zl 

1.2 
2.0 
0.8 
2.'1 
0.3 

1.6 
0.'1 
2.0 
11.6 
0.1 

1.6 
0.6 
2.0 
3.6 
(Zl 

0.8 

1.3 
2.6 
0.1 

0.8 
2.) 
0.1 
(Zl 
0.2 

2.6 
11.1 
0.5 

220 072 
128 068 

92 378 
91 432 

1 1611 

76 6'1) 
53 279 
2'1 162 
15 979 
8277 

'12 /128 
311 255 
1'1 750 
111 80) 

675 

'13 912 
311 53/1' 

9 378 
8 916 

772 

55 571 
/lB 988 
18 613 
16 017 

2 892 

86 863 
58 2/13 
29 682 
16 567 
13 30) 

13 Ill'! 
10 694 

2 728 
2 917 

1'111 

152 225 
127 049 

26 759 
15 7711 
11 052 

130 6Q6 
83 '126 
'17 229 
)5 788 
Ii 6211 

2'19 900 
161 939 
110 771 
108 309 

1'1 076 

811 081 
37 378 
'17 2/16 
'17 '128 

9115 

26 198 
18 51/1 

8 556 
7 665 
1 186 

73 5'1'1 
111 7)0 
31 90/1 
21 02'1 
10 970 

13 656 
10 575 

) 110 
3 038 

31) 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice 8y8t~m 

2'1.0 
113.'1 
11.7 
22.11 
6.1 

23.4 
42.9 
12.8 
25.2 

1.1 

26.3 
/15.3 
9.6 

20.1 
1.11 

23.7 
311.1 
15.7 
)0.1 

11./1 

25.7 
'13.'1 
!J.8 
16.) 
11.7 

22.0 
117.11 
10.8 
35.5 

3,11 

25.1 
'18.5 
15./1 
36.0 
3.2 

27.3 
37.6 
20.7 
)6.6 
0.9 

22.5 
35.5 
12.7 
23.8 
3.3 

20.'1 
)8.1 
12.1 
26.11 
5.9 

211.4 
~5.9 
9.0 

111.9 
2.1 

Percent ot 
Amount' total crlminsl 

jU!ltlce system 

63 382 
27 601 
5/1 976 
50 399 

/I 8'10 

3 948 
10 255 
2 6811 
1 )69 
1 )15 

1 '1'19 
5 67'1 

710 
696 

33 

II 259 
6 660 
3 1)9 
2 87'1 

285 

) 22) 
2 191 
1 851 
1 851 

82 

lion 
10 584 
2 252 
1 161 
1 091 

740 
2 596 

28 
31 

2 

3 555 
8 '105 
1 036 

)8'1 
656 

7 762 
8 696 
'I 896 

212 
II 6B'I 

/I 606 
16 571 

2 312 
1 1139 

918 

) 899 
10 )80 

1 889 
7'13 

1 H6 

1 821 
) 3'12 

230 
198 

32 

2 550 
12 703 

1 1151 
208 

1 243 

1 '183 
2 Si/l 

)96 
297 

99 

5.5 
9.2 
6.2 

15.9 
0.8 

1.2 
8.11 
1.3 
1.9 
1 " ., 
0.8 
7.1 
0.6 
1.2 
0.1 

2.6 
8.7 
).2 
6.5 
0.5 

1.~ 
1.5 
1.6 
3.5 
0.1 

1.2 
7.9 
1.0 
1.1 
1.0 

1.2 
7.9 
0.1 
0./1 
(Zl 

0.8 
).0 
0./1 
0.3 
0.6 

1.3 
11.9 
1.1 
0.2 
1.11 

0.5 
5.0 
0.3 
0.5 
0.2 

1.) 
10.'1 
0.8 
0.6 
1.1 

1.6 
6.11 
0.3 
0.6 
0.1 

0.7 
11.6 
'0.5 
0.3 
0.7 

2.7 
11.) 
1.1 
1.5 
0.7 



42 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

'fable 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice s::!1(~t:ll11 total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) 

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

State and typo of government 1 

NEBRASKA •••••••• 
STATE • • •• •••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • •• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • 

NEV~DA. • • • •• •• 
STATE • • • • ~ • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL.. • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • 

NEW HAMPSHIRE • • • 
STATE • • •• • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

NEW JERSEY ••••• 
STATE • • • • • • 
LC,AL, TOTAL ••• 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

NEW MEXICO.. •• 
STATE ••• , • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

.. .. 

NEW YORK. • • •• •• 
STATE •••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL •••••• 

COUNTIES. • •• • 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

NORTH CAROLINA •••• 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••• 

NOPTH DAKOTA •••• 
sTATE • • • • •• ••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

OHIO. • • • • •• • ••• 
sTATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • 

OKLAHOMA. • • • •• • 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

OREGON. • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL,. • •••• 

COUNTIES •••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

PENNSYLVANIA.. • •• 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

RHODE ISLAND. • •••••• 
STATE • ~ • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES. • •• 

SOUTH CAROLINA. • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 

COUNTIES ••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • 

Bee footnote. a t end at table. 

· .. 

· . · 

. · .. 

· .. · .. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Population l Total general 
(in thoulands) expend! ture3 

1 561 

i~l 
(X) 
(X) 

633 
(X) 

m 

7 329 (X! 
(X 
(X) 
(X) 

1m 
(X) 

17 iii 
5 i~1 

(~l 
(X) 

653 
(X) 
(X) (X! 
(X 

10 701 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

2811 
(X) 
(X) 
(X! 
(X 

2 376 
(X) 

i~! 
(X) 

11 785 

i~! 
(X) 
(X) 

935 
(X) 
(xl 
(x) 

2 876 
(X) 
(X) 

i~l I 

1 351 000 
977 000 
611 000 
305 000 
308 000 

819 000 
'162 000 
'Ill 000 
277 000 
1116 000 

7911 000 
567 000 
326 000 

117 000 
279 000 

7 606 000 
5 752 000 
II 057 000 
1 685 000 
2 393 000 

1 1111 000 
903 000 
325 000 
110 000 
215 000 

27 121 000 
15 2118 000 
20 215 000 
II 6111 000 

15 626 000 

5 831 000 
'I 376 000 
3 1129 000 
2 688 000 

7'11 000 

665 000 
526 000 
203 000 

8'1 000 
119 000 

8 7'16 000 
5 661 000 
'I 209 000 
1 859 000 
2 1122 000 

2 309 000 
1 627 000 

830 000 
218 000 
615 000 

2 558 000 
1 830 000 

9110 000 
'155 000 
'185 000 

10 236 000 
7 317 000 
3 673 000 
1 072 000 
2 603 000 

1 288 000 
8911 000 
556 000 
555 000 

2 153 000 
1 7117 000 

6111 000 
11:12 000 
191 000 

Total ariminal 
justice system 

Amount" 

106 629 
119 805 
60 806 
26 197 
35 179 

109 286 
39 a81 
72 788 
53 6211 
31 756 

57 176 
21 8S5 
35 932 

7 892 
28 565 

825 691 
223 5511 
625 96;3 
2011 657 
1123 237 

103 937 
55 316 
50 5118 
16 983 
311 580 

2 925 1192 
922 759 

2 216 955 
1163 092 

1 758 '101 

3911 323 
229 931 
~60 652 
76 8113 

105 856 

35 222 
13 7'19 
22 291 
10 1189 
12 175 

882 568 
279 678 
6115 078 
276 1161 
391 231 

202 202 
111 813 
98 223 
29 986 
68 BII3 

21111 68'1 
107 903 
150 612 

89 1132 
62 295 

993 9P!) 
378 0811 
695 8115 
183 876 
515 913 

88 016 
52 399 
38 220 
38 220 

182 1163 
69 290 
96 7'19 
5& 017 
113 &39 

Percent 
of total 
general 

expendi­
ture 

7.9 
5.1 

10.0 
6.6 

11.11 

13.3 
8.6 n.7 

19.11 
21.8 

7.2 
3.9 

11.0 
16.8 
10.2 

10.9 
3.9 

15.11 
12.1 
17.7 

9.3 
6.1 

15.6 
15.11 
16.1 

10.8 
6.1 

11.0 
10.0 
11.3 

6.8 
5.3 
5.3 
2.9 

111.3 

5.3 
2.6 

11.0 
12.5 
10.2 

10.1 
11.9 

15.3 
1'1.9 
16.2 

8.8 
6.9 

11.8 
13.8 
11.2 

9.7 
5.9 

16.0 
19.7 
12.8 

9.7 
5.2 

18.9 
17.2 
19.8 

6.' 
5.9 
6.9 
6.9 

8.5 
5.1 

16.1 
1'.3 
22.8 

Police protection 

Amount· 

51 755 
12 1116 
39 3110 

9 OilS 
30 7'17 

'18 981 
6 8'12 

112 1119 
27 513 
27 098 

311 1108 
8 700 

25 755 
1 723 

211 '186 

'178 9011 
73 311 

1113 613 
211 270 

391 229 

52 961 
15 582 
37 610 

2: :~~, 
1 726 009 

116 887 
1 610 550 

229 1188 
1 )82 753 

181 0711 
113 120 

139 211 
3C 3311 

102 3119 

18 OilS 
3 189 

111 865 
3 896 

11 278 

'108 5811 
511 359 

355 055 
55 1135 

300 1197 

100 186 
32 065 
68 252 

7 1106 
60 932 

120 853 
36 097 
86 936 
30 706 
57 061 

530 519 
123 268 
1108 116 

17 955 
393 1109 

'17 0'10 
11 575 
36 97'1 
36 9711 

97 558 
30 968 
67 7111 
27 221 
110 562 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

118.5 
211.9 
611.7 
3'1.5 
87.11 

1111.8 
17.2 
57.9 
51.3 
85.3 

60.2 
39.8 
71.7 
21.8 
85.7 

58.0 
32.8 
66.1 
11.9 
92.11 

51.0 
28.2 
7'1.11 
51.9 
83.3 

59.0 
12.7 
72.6 
119.6 
78.6 

115.9 
18.6 
77.1 
119.9 
96.7 

51.2 
23.2 
66.7 
37.1 
92.6 

116.3 
19.11 
55.0 
20.1 
76.8 

119.5 
28.7 
69.5 
211.7 
88.5 

118.6 
3'.5 
57.7 
'11.3 
91.6 

53.11 
32.6 
58.7 
9.8 

76.3 

53.11 
22.1 
96.7 
96.7 

53.5 
3'1.7 
68.6 
118.6 
92.9 

Judicial 

Amount' 

15 159 
7 1811 
7 975 
6 013 
1 968 

12 996 
2 218 

10 789 
8 790 
1 999 

7 11911 
1 996 
5 593 
2 876 
2 777 

101 029 
28 2611 
711 11113 
57 396 
17 0117 

11 875 
9 572 
2 303 

6'19 
1 655 

nil 237 
339 651 
151 916 
65 1170 
1!9 210 

116 626 
311 071 
12 555 
11 876 

679 

5 1811 
1 735 
3 '151 
3 061 

395 

162 373 
.8 816 

1'111 7511 
112 602 

117 087 

23 035 
9 '113 

111 5611 
12 5116 

2 1118 

30 513 
10 1111 
22 756 
21 26'1 

1 58' 

153 382 
611 1199 

112 888 
611 762 
116 2711 

11 334 
11 0511 

260 
280 

22 819 
6 05'1 

16 8'~2 
15 820 
1 022 

Percent 
at total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

111.2 
111.'1 
13.1 
23.0 
5.6 

11.9 
5.6 

111.8 
16.11 
6.3 

1'.1 
9.1 

15.6 
36.11 
9.7 

12.2 
12.6 
11.9 
28.0 
11.0 

11.11 
17.3 

11.6 
3.8 
11.6 

12.8 
36.8 

6.9 
111.1 
5.1 

11.8 
111.8 
6.9 

15.5 
0.6 

111.7 
12.6 
15.5 
29.2 
3.2 

18.11 
6.7 

22.11 
110.7 
12.0 

11.11 
8.11 

111.8 
111.8 
3.5 

12.3 
9.11 

15.1 
23.8 
2.5 

15.11 
17.1 
16.2 
35.2 

9.11 

12.9 
21.1 

0.7 
0.7 

12,5 
6.8 

17.1 
28.2 

2.;$ 

I 
j 
1 
~ 

I 

i 

11 , 
I 

i 
j 
j 
1 

I 
\! 

II 
:1 

II 
II 
II 

II 
!I 

il 
1] 
[' 
d 
f\ 

II 
II 

• 
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Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) 
br State and type of government. fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State and type of gO"'",rnment1 

NEBRASKA. • •• • 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

· . . . · . . 

NEVADA ••••••••• 
STATE •••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 

COUNTIES, ~ • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • •• 

.. . . 
NEW HAMPSHIR~ • • • 

STATE. • •• • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 

CQUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

•• • e, 

NEW JERSEY. • •• 
STATE ••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL •• 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

· . · . · . 
NEW MEXICO. • •• •• 

STATE ••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 

COUNTIES, •••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

NEW YORK. •• • 
STATE ••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

NORTH CAROLINA. • • • • 
STATE • • • •• •• 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • •• 

COUNTIES •••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

NORTH DAKOTA •••••• 
STATE • • • • • • , • 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 

COUNTIES •••••• ,. 
MUNICIPALITIES. •• 

OHIO, • • • • •• •• 
STATE • • • • , • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL •••••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

OKLAHOMA. •• •• 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPAUTtES. 

. . .. 
OREGON.. • ••••• 

STATE • • • I • • • 

LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 
COUNTIES, , •• , •• 
MUNICIPALITIES. •• • 

PENNSyLVANIA •••••• 
STATE • • , • f • • • 

LOCAL, TOTAL.. •• 
COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••• 

RHODE ISLAND •••••• 
STATE •••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

SOUTH CAROLINA. • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Legal. services and 
prolecutlon 

Public dofenso 

Percent of 

Correotions 

Amount" 
I\arcent .)f 

total criminal Amount" 
justice system 

total criminal Amount" 
justice system 

PerCftnt ot 
total criminal 
justice sygtem 

6 508 
925 

5 563 
J 6211 
1 759 

8 215 
18111 
6 1101 
II 971 
1 1130 

2 290 
1 019 
1 271 

1195 
776 

58 91111 
11 512 
117 1132 
311 9!H 
12 1182 

8 327 
6 517 
1 8111 

11811 
1 330 

163 1135 
39 575 

1211 211 
35 071 
89 111' 

21 553 
17 397 

II 156 
1 723 
21133 

2 982 
1 118 
1 8611 
1 501 

365 

113 791 
13 087 
30 706 
16 887 
13 8117 

10 1167 
7 003 
6 293 
J 762 
2577 

23 880 
12 106 
11 999 

9 621 
2 '78 

113 3611 
8 28q '5 831 

17 6116 
18 185 

3 11115 
2 111'12 

963 
963 

7 1123 
II 1167 
3 5111 
2 630 

920 

6.1 
1.9 
9.2 

111.6 
5.0 

7.5 
11.5 
8.8 
9.3 
11.5 

11.0 
11.7 
3.5 
6.3 
2.7 

7.1 
5.1 
7.6 

17.1 
2.9 

8.0 
11.6 
3.6 
2.9 
3.8 

5.5 
7.6 
2.3 
2.2 
2.3 

8.5 
8.1 
B.II 

111.3 
3.0 

5.0 
11.7 
11.8 
6.1 
'.5 
5.2 
6.3 
6.11 

12.5 
'.7 
9.6 

11.2 
8.0 

10.8 
3.8 

11.11 
2.2 
5.1 
9.6 
3.5 

11.1 
5.0 
3.6 
11.7 
2.1 

1 279 

1 279 
1 279 

1 911'1 
266 

1 725 
1 660 

156 

320 
319 

1 
1 

111 269 
111 076 

11113 
190 
269 

3 111 
3 056 

55 

55 

Jf: <;/i: 

9 t,.~.J. 

29 7'1 
12 538 
17 193 

5 101 
5 010 

91 
100 

60 

217 

217 
212 

5 

12 525 
7 8011 

11 856 
11 139 

1 2115 

1 255 

1 255 
1 028 

227 

II 713 
385 

II 357 
t; 283 

85 

10 963 

10 963 
6 5116 
II 1117 

666 
666 

1 1183 
665 
856 

1 002 

1.2 

1.8 
0.7 
2.11 
3.1 
0.5 

0.6 
1.5 
(Z) 
(Z) 

1.7 
6.3 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 

J.L' 
5.5 
0.1 

0.2 

1.3 
1.0 
1.3 
2.7 
1.0 

1.3 
2.2 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 

0.6 

1.0 
2.0 
(Z) 

1.11 
2.8 
1.8 
11.0 
0.3 

0.6 

1.3 
3.11 
0.3 

1.9 
0.'1 
2.9 
11.8 
0.1 

1.1 

1.6 
3.6 
0.9 

0.8 
1.3 

0.8 
0.7 
0.9 
1.8 
(Z) 

30 8~~ 
211 II~:: 

: ~~~ 59. 

36 11 
26 01" 
11 ln 
10 12 

1 073 

11 83'1 
8 6~~ 
, 2~i 
2 ~j5 

167 145 
81 OO~ 
86 1'!~ 
55 8~~ 

3J 

211 30 
16 367 

7 911( 
6 3~~ 
2 60( 

592 621 
352 13 

m 5~~ 
162 27 

129 69~ 

li~ 5M 
19 57~ 

23< 

7 02 
5 161 
1 86 
1 78 
l' 

mm 
r~ ~~~ 
20 919 

~~ m 
7 285 
5 21111 
2 115 

66 013 
113 289 
23 291 
22 936 

53B 

2119 325 
152 2117 
126 081 

76 '151 
50 179 

211 5111 
2'1 511~ 

1 
1 

50 767 
111 802 

9 0'9 
8 653 

8081 

33.0 
65.2 
15.Q 
18.9 

3.11 

20.7 
39.11 
9.0 

35.4 
1.5 

20.2 
36.2 
IJ,·S 
111.9 

0.1 

23.11 
29.6 
15.7 
37.2 
7.5 

20.3 
38.2 
12.6 
25.3 
9.2 

32.9 
'18.8 
10.7 
2S.S 
0.2 

20.0 
37.6 

8.'1 
17.0 
1.1 

26.0 
57.11 
12.3 
23.11 
5.3 

26.5 
110.1 
15.5 
25.6 
0.9 

25.1 
110.3 
18.1 
111.6 
9.7 

27.9 
116.5 

<Z/ 
(Zl 

27.8 
116.8 

9.2 
15.11 
1.9 

other ~l"iminlll justice 

Percent ot 
Amount" total criminal 

jus tioe l1ystem 

830 
1 206 

92 

9, 

5 379 
15 3~~ 

) 88 
2 Olll 
1 873 

3 '55 

II ~~~ 
708 
11 

30 396 
65 IlfiO 
21 O~C 

3 201 
17 629 

10 21~ 18 17 
5" 
5 2;~ 

10< 

~m 
~~ 

~~ Ari§ 
23 IIJ.! 
15 811~ 
7 635 

1 8119 
5 036 

574 

57'1 

2713 
5 885 
1 2711 

f>?2 
651 

6 1126 
29 786 

1 966 
517 

1 11119 

990 
2 082 

~ 
2 '1111 
5 33'1 

730 
692 
327 

1.0 
9.7 
0,2 
0.1 
0.3 

0.9 
6.8 
0.1l 
1.0 

1.5 
5.5 
0.3 

0.3 

a.7 
6.9 
0.6 
1.0 
0.11 

3.2 
7.6 
1.6 
11.2 
0.3 

1.0 
7.1 
0.9 
0.7 
1.0 

2.6 
7.9 
3.0 
6.8 
0.1 

5.0 
18.5 
0.1 
0.3 

3.0 
8.9 
3.6 
5.7 
2.0 

0.9 
Ii.5 
0.6 

0.6 

1.1 
5.5 
0.8 
0.7 
1.0 

0.6 
7.9 
0.3 
0.3 
0.3 

1.1 
11.0 
eZ) 
eZ) 

1,3 
6.0 
0.7 
1.2 
0.7 
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Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justic''a system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) 
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

Stato and typo of government1 

SOUTH DAKOTA ••• 
STATE •••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL.. •• 

COUNTIES •••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • •• 

TENNESSEE • • • 
STATE • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL •• 

COUNTIES, , • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •• 

TEXAS •• •••• a • 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. •• •• 

COUNTIES. • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

UTAH. •• • •• 
STATE ••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL. 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

VERMONT • ~ •• • •• 
STATE , • • • • " • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • •• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • •• 

VIRGINIA. ••••• •• 
STATE • • •• ••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL. •• • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • 

WASHINGTON •••••• 
STArE •••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL •• 

COUNTIES, ••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

WEST VIPGINIA •• •• 
STATE • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL.. •• 

COUNTIES. • •• • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

WISCONSIN • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • •• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

WYOMING. ..,... 
STATE • • •• •• 
LOCAL. TOTAL •• 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNlCIPALITlES. 

.. . 

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

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Population2 Total gensral 
(1n thousands) expenditure':' 

689 
(x) 
(x) 
(x) 
(x) 

'I 299 
(x) 
(x) 
(x) 
(x) 

12 830 
(x) 
(x) 
(x) 
(x) 

1 268 
(x) 
(x) 
(x) 
(x) 

'183 
(x) 
(x) 
(x) 
(x) 

3 658 
(x) 
(x) 
(x) 
(x) 

1 859 
(x) 
(x) 
(x) 
(x) 

'I 651 
!x) 
(~l 
(x) 

406 
(x) 
(x) 
(x) 
(x) 

657 000 
496 000 
188 000 
76 000 

111 000 

4 641 000 
2 836 000 
2 600 000 
1 267 000 
1 413 000 

8 825 000 
5 424 000 
3 494 000 
1 145 000 
2 354 CiaO 

1 160 000 
885 000 
'"9 000 
173 000 
178 000 

506 000 
440 000 

99 000 
1 000 

98 000 

5 981 000 
3 931 000 
)J 099 000 
" 641 000 
1 458 000 

3 622 000 
2 716 000 
1 216 000 

540 000 
679 000 

1 606 000 
1 312 000 

329 000 
118 000 
211 000 

5 105 000 
3 655 000 
2 8~6 000 
1 292 000 
1 5'18 000 

509 000 
378 000 
205 000 
115 000 
90 000 

Total er1minal 
justice system 

Amount'" 

41 430 
21 10'1 
23 060 
11 515 
12 023 

323 1,69 
121 233 
215 942 

89 292 
128 305 

885 '120 
279 569 
646 675 
27'1 292 
375 486 

109 208 
52 5'12 
61 827 
27 706 
3'1 6116 

33 305 
25 180 

8 684 
700 

8 114 

'123 807 
23'1 656 
241 '189 
107 124 
137 226 

325 154 
122 356 
211 547 
109 560 
109 260 

93 423 
49 927 
45 26'1 
22 296 
23 1(16 

365 9'10 
117 '149 
260 019 
116 580 
14'1 061 

46 338 
26 014 
20 989 
10 746 
10 356 

Percent 
of total 
general 

expendi­
ture 

6.3 
'1.3 

12.3 
15.2 
10.8 

7.0 
'1.3 
8.3 
7.0 
9.1 

10.0 
5.2 

18.5 
24.0 
16.0 

~:~ 
17.7 
16.0 
19.5 

6.6 
5.7 
8.8 

70.0 
8 • .3 

7.1 
6.0 
7.8 
6.5 
9.'1 

9.0 
'1.5 

17.'1 
20.3 
16.1 

5.8 
.3.8 

13.8 
18.9 
11.0 

7.2 
3.2 
9.2 
9.0 
9.3 

9.1 
6.9 

10.2 
9.3 

11.5 

Police protection 

Amount' 

22 199 
6 409 

15 816 
'I 958 

11 269 

158 935 
27 189 

131 788 
2'1 .34'1 

108 029 

'186 19'1 
89 858 

.398 927 
61 663 

3.38 568 

59 521 
19 0.32 
'11 209 
11 928 
29 665 

16 '169 
8 6'18 
7 821 

186 
7 7'19 

190 652 
'1'1 .367 

146 290 
61 956 
85 021 

163 2.31 
35 062 

128 769 
40 oq.3 
92 328 

49 165 
18 243 
30 933 

9 101 
21 858 

201 371 
21 086 

181 082 
4'1 279 

137 074 

20 55.3 
5 662 

1'1 898 
5 5.35 
9 '130 

Percent 
of totl'll 
criminal 
justice 
syctem 

5.3.6 
30.'1 
68.6 
43.1 
93.7 

'19.1 
22.'1 
61.0 
27.3 
84.2 

54.9 
.32.1 
61.7 
22.5 
90.2 

54.5 
36.2 
66.7 
43.1 
85.6 

49.'1 
3'1 • .3 
90.1 
26.5 
95.5 

'15.0 
18.9 
60.6 
57.8 
62.0 

50.2 
28.7 
60.9 
36.5 
84.5 

52.6 
.36.5 
~8.3 
'10.8 
9'1.'1 

55.0 
18.0 
69.6 
38.0 
95.2 

'Iq.'I 
21.8 
71.0 
51.5 
91.1 

Judicial 

Amount" 

6 288 
5 129 
2 319 
2 276 

4.3 

.3>; 265 
10 .30'1 
28 967 
22 086 

6 909 

118 198 
19 '173 

101 '122 
87 917 
13 811 

10 62'1 
3 879 
6 90S 
'I 29'1 
2611 

'I 6'17 
'I 180 

'170 
4'10 

45 

4'1 751 
'1.3 826 
28 391 
14 7'14 
111 363 

35 681 
6 852 

28 882 
23 61.3 
5 7'18 

16 890 
11 088 

5 84.3 
5 '135 

'108 

.37 233 
10 584 
31 140 
29 931 

1 300 

'I 207 
1 691 
2 516 
2 117 

.398 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
JUBtice 
system 

15.2 
24 • .3 
10.1 
19.8 

0.'1 

12.1 
a.5 

13.'1 
2'1.7 
5.4 

13.3 
7.0 

15.7 
32.1 
3.7 

9.7 
7.4 

1!.2 
15.5 
7.5 

111.0 
16.6 

5.'1 
62.9 
0.6 

10.6 
18.7 
11.8 
13.8 
10.5 

11.0 
5.6 

13.7 
21.6 
5.3 

18.1 
22.2 
12.9 
24.'1 
1.8 

10.2 
9.0 

12.0 
25.7 
0.9 

9.1 
6.5 

12.0 
19.7 
.3.8 

Z Less than half the unit of measurement shown. 

lOata for municipalities) and t;he local govetnments totals which include muniCipal data, are estimates subject to sampling variation; data for counties 
(bo;oughs, pltrishes) are based on a canvass of all county governments and therefore are not subject to sampling variation; sec text for data limitations. 

.Esdmated population of States as of July 1, 1977 is derived from Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports, Series P .. 25, No. 790, December 1978. 
The relation of criminal justice total expenditure to total general expenditure is based on data for general purpose governments only and does not in .. 

elude data for State-operated liquor stores, independent school districts, or special districts. 
'for each State, and the United States sUrmlary, the expenditure figure.s shown on the "Local, total" line and the combined State-local total Une (the 

datJJ shown opposite the names of the individual States) exclude duplicative intergovernmental expenditure amounts. This Was done to avoid the artificial 
inflation which would result if an intergovernmental expenditure amount for one government is tabulated and then counted again where the reCipient govern .. 
ment(s) ultimately expend(s) that amount. 

I 
.1 

~ 
I 

II 
II 
II 
Ii :, 
'I 
II 

Ii I, 
IJ 

Il 
li 
11 
II 

II I, 
II 
II 
I' 
Ii 
: i 
i I 
i I 
II 
! I 
II 
\1 

Ii 
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1 
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Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) 
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State and typo of government" 

SOUTH DAKOTA. •• •• 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 

COUNTIES •••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • 

TENNESSEE • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL •••••• 

COUNTIES. • •• •• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

TEXA$ • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIeS. • • 

UTAH. ••• • 
sTATE • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••• 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

VERMONT ••• 

· .. · . · . 
STATE • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

VIRGINIA •••••• 
sTATE ••• ~. 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••• 

COUNTIES •••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

WASHINGTON. • • • 
STATE •• " •• 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 

COUNTIES. • • • •• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

WEsT VIRGINIA •• •• 
STATE • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL.. • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

WISCONSIN • • • •• •••• 
STATE • • • " • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL.. •• 

COUNTIES •••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Legal services and 
prosecution Public defense Corrections 

Percent of 
AmoUJ:\t4 total oriminal 

justice system 
Amount" 

Percent of 
total criminal Amount" 
justice system 

3 676 B.9 627 1.5 8 315 
1 752 8.3 - - 6 261 
22'1'1 9.7 627 2.7 2 054 
1 838 16.0 617 5.'1 1 825 

406 3.4 10 0.1 295 

13 391 4.1 ~ 18:3 1.0 82 15'1 
8 789 7.2 1 761 1.5 61; 869 
'I 602 2.1 1 '122 0.7 23 <123 
1 672 1.9 921 1.0 15 790 
2 931 2.3 501 0.4 B .318 

52 730 6.0 7 .361 0.8 191 925 
12 258 1i.4 - - 118 2'19 
40 605 6 • .3 7 361 1.1 76 959 
30 551 11.1 7 332 2.7 70 77'1 
10 154 2.7 29 eZI 7 5'15 

6 994 6.'1 807 0.7 29 071 
2 28'1 '1.3 - - 23 336 
5 0.39 8.1 807 1 • .3 6 218 
3 264 11.8 780 2.8 6 227 
1 77'1 5.1 27 0.1 108 

2 057 6.2 1 180 3.5 8 325 
1 710 6.8 1 180 '1.7 8 278 

3'17 4.0 - - 47 
29 '1.2 - - '15 

318 3.9 - - 2 

16 757 '1.0 5 669 1.3 153 767 
7 286 .3.1 5 292 2.3 122 37'1 

12 ~56 5.1 377 0.2 '16 182 
5 '177 5.1 15'1 0.1 19 109 
6 911 5.0 2?4 0.2 28 470 

21 2'12 6.5 6 609 2.0 94 872 
7 018 5.7 398 0.3 67 33'1 

14 7'17 7.0 6 211 2.9 30 770 
10 135 9.3 5 '162 5.0 29 289 

4 613 '1.2 881 0.8 'I 300 

Percent of 
total criminal 
jUBt1ce system 

2D.l 
29.7 
8.9 

15.8 
2.5 

25.'1 
5'1.' 
10.8 
17.7 
6.5 

21.7 
42.3 
11.9 
25.8 
2.0 

26.6 
~'1.'I 
10.1 
22.5 

O.J 

25.0 
J2.9 
0.5 
6.'1 
eZl 

.36.3 
52.2 
19.1 
17.8 
20.7 

29.2 
55.0 
14.5 
26.7 
3.9 

5 9110 6.'1 1 057 1.1 18 527 19.8 
2 726 5.5 1 all 2.0 13 60'1 27.2 
3 218 7.1 '16 0.1 5 0.36 11.1 
2 613 11.7 '16 0.2 5 027 22.5 

606 2.6 - - 179 0.8 

30 171 8.2 5 027 1.'1 83587 22.8 
16 233 13.8 1 392 1.2 60 372 51.'1 
16 282 6.3 II 246 1.6 23 309 9.0 
11 17'1 9.6 '12'15 3.6 23015 19.7 
5 1'17 .3.6 1 eZI '194 0.3 

WYoMING •••••• 2 361 !!I. 1 .379 O.B 16 315 39.5 
STATE. • • • • • • •• 707 2.7 - - 16 779 6'1.5 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • •• 1 65'1 7.9 379 1.B 1 541 7.3 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • 1 281 11.9 379 3.5 1 '133 D.3 

Other criminal justiCE> 

Percent of 
Amount" tQtal criminal 

justice system 

J25 
1 553 

26 5'11 
7 321 

25 7'10 
2'1 '179 

1 617 

29 012 
39 731 
21 '101 
16 055 
5 J79 

2 191 
'I 011 
1 650 
1 212 

462 

6,,7 
1 18'1 

12 209 
11 511 

7 892 
5 68'1 
2 2J8 

J 519 
5 692 
2 167 
1 019 
1 390 

1 BIfJ 
3 255 

187 
73 

11 If 

8 551 
7 7B2 
3 961 
3 936 

4'1 

522 
1 175 

0.8 
7.'1 

8.2 
6.0 

11.9 
27./j 
1.3 

3.3 
14.2 
3.J 
5.9 
1.'1 

2.0 
7.6 
2.7 
4." 
1.3 

1.9 
11.7 

2.9 
'1.9 
3.3 
5.3 
1.6 

1.1 
4.7 
1.0 
0.9 
1.J 

2.0 
6.5 
0.'1 
0,3 
0.5 

2.3 
6.6 
1.5 
J.'I 
eZl 

1.1 
'1.5 

___ M~U~N~I_C~IP_A_L_I_T~IE_S~'~'_' _____ ' ___ '~L-_____ 3_7_'I~ _______ 3_._6L-_______ -L-_______ eZ_I~ ______ 15_'1~. _______ 1_._5~ _____ ~-
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct ~xpenditure" by State and type of 
government, fiscal year 1978 

State nnd tyP& of government l 

STATES-LOCAL. TOTAL 
STATES. • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL •• 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALlTIES. 

ALABAMA • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • •• 
MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

ALASKA ••••••• 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL ••• 

BOROUGHS •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

· . · . 
ARIZONA • • •• • 

STATE •••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES, ••• 
r.UNICI~h~ITIES. • I 

ARKANSAS •••••• 
STATE ••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL ••• 

COUNTIES, •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

· . · . 
CALIFORNIA. • • • • • • 

STATE • • •• ••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. •• , 

COLORADO •••••• 
STATE •••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

.. . " 

. . . 

CONNECTICUT • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • 

MUNICIPALITIES. 
· . . . 
•• .. • \I • · . 

DELAWARE. •• •••• 
STATE • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL ••••• 

COUNTIES. • • • •• • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

DISTRICT OF CCLUMBIA •• 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCA~. TOTAL. • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES •••• 

FLORIDA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOT~L. • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

GEORGIA II •••••• 

SrATE • • • • •• •• 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES.. • 

HAWAII. •• •• •• 
STATE • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALlTIES •••• 

. . 

.. . 

' .. 

IDAHO • • • • • • • 
STATE ~ • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

a I ••••• · . . .. · . . . · . .. · ...... . 
See footnotes ut end ot. table. 

Population· 
(in thousand.) 

216 332 
(X) 

!~! 
(X) 

3 690 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

1107 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

2 2~~ 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

2 11111 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

21 896 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

2 619 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

3 108 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

~82 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

690 
(X) 
(X) 
(xl 

8 1152 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

5 olla 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

895 
(xl 
(X) 
(;<) 
(x) 

857 
(X) 
(xl 
(X) 
(xl 

(Dollar amounts in thousc:nds) 

Total 
direct 

expendi ture :s 

219 998 000 
112 51'1 000 
107 48'1 000 

'12 0'13 000 
65 '137 000 

2 972 000 
2 061 000 

911 000 
288 000 
623 000 

1 lIBa 000 
693 000 
596 000 
I'll 000 
'155 000 

2 168 000 
1 09'1 000 
1 07'1 000 

'161 000 
613 000 

1 5011 000 
1 06'1 000 

'I'll 000 
2011 000 
236 000 

25 '159 000 
11 656 000 
13 803 000 

8 28/1 000 
5 519 000 

2 528 000 
1 341 000 
1 18B 000 

"62 000 
726 000 

3 911 DOC 
1 80) 000 
2 108 000 
2 lOB 000 

662 OOC/ 
472 000 
190 000 

92 000 
96 000 

1 623 000 

1 623 000 
1 623 000 

6 '108 000 
3 102 000 
3 306 000 
1 701 000 
1 605 000 

3 758 000 
2 '14) ObO 
1 315 000 

6" 000 
682 000 

1 687 000 
1 31:5 000 

374 000 
98 000 

276 000 

737 000 
522 000 
215 000 
124 000 

91 000 

Total criminal 
justioe system 

21 009 705 
6 6BB 192 

1'1 321 513 
5 611 B15 
8 709 697 

232 063 
95 770 

136 293 
53 977 
82 316 

95 966 
69 8'13 
26 123 

1 621 
2'1 501 

278 99'1 
80 9'13 

19B 051 
89 953 

lOll 098 

101 532 
'13 B95 
57 637 
23 99'1 
33 6'13 

2 919 7B7 
683 115 

2 236 672 
1 287 010 

9'19 661 

271 597 
11'1 158 
157 '139 

'10 382 
117 057 

2'18 025 
12'1 513 
123 512 
123 512 

63 303 
42 1110 
20 893 

8 2118 
12 6'15 

206 66~ 

206 665 
206 665 

868 287 
315 720 
552 567 
292 61B 
259 949 

391 251 
155 6'10 
235 611 
128 9B6 
106 625 

106 1161 
'15 0'16 
61 '115 
16 079 
'15 J36 

611 883 
26 911 
37 972 
20 945 
17 027 

Percent 
of total 
direct 

expendi­
ture 

9.5 
5.9 
13.~ 
13.J 
13.3 

7.8 
11.6 

15.0 
18.7 
13.2 

6.'1 
7.8 
'1.'1 
1.1 
5.11 

12.9 
7.'1 

18.'1 
19.5 
17.6 

6.8 
11.1 

13.1 
11.8 
111.3 

11.5 
5.9 

16.2 
15.5 
17.2 

10.7 
8.5 

13.3 
8.7 _ 

16.1 

6.3 
6.9 
5.9 
5.9 

9.6 
9.0 

11.0 
9.0 

12.9 

12.7 

12.7 
12.7 

13.6 
10.2 
16.7 
17.2 
16.2 

10.'1 
6.'1 

17.9 
20.11 
15.6 

6.3 
3.11 

16.'1 
16.'1 
16.'1 

8.8 
5.2 

17.7 
16.9 
18.7 

;Police protection 

~ount 

11 16B '107 
1 B92 127 
9 276 280 
1 822 610 
7 453 670 

121 94'1 
29 '168 
92 '176 
17 1'16 
75 330 

'17 3B7 
2'1 518 
22 SG9 

1 196 
21 673 

157 284 
35 533 

121 751 
25 119 
96 633 

55 956 
17 006 
JB 950 
10 3BO 
28 570 

1 4'10 077 
239 53'1 

1 200 5'13 
3'12 3'13 
858 200 

139 570 
211 205 

115 365 
19 007 
96 35B 

1'16 958 
30 336 

116 022 
116 622 

30 B35 
12 925 
17 910 
6 378 

11 532 

9B 895 

98 895 
98 895 

II"" '119 
65 225 

379 19'1 
1'16 681 
232 513 

19'1 90' 
118 1'12 

146 761 
53 '102 
93 360 

56 '101 
1 739 

511 662 
12 2'11 
'12 '121 

33 808 
9 076 

2'1 732 
8 774 

15 958 

Pe~cellt 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

53.2 
28.3 
6'1.7 
32.5 
85.5 

52.5 
30.8 
67.9 
31.8 
91.5 

'19.4 
35.1 
87.5 
73.6 
88.5 

56.Q 
'13.9 
61.5 
27.9 
89. I f 

55.1 
3S.7 
67.6 
43.3 
811.9 

119.3 
35.1 
53.7 
26.6 
90.'1 

51.4 
21.2 
73.3 
47.1 
82.3 

59.3 
2'1,4 
9'1.'1 
94.11 

'18.7 
30.5 
85.7 
77.3 
91.2 

117.9' 

117.9 
117.9 

51.2 
20.7 
68.6 
50.1 
89.'1 

49.8 
30.9 
62.3 
41.'1 
87.6 

53.0 
3.9 

89.0 
76.1 
93.6 

52.1 
33.7 
65.1 
'11.9 
93.7 

Judicial 

Amount 

2' 7'15 !l1l8 
1 012 899 
1 732 9'19 
1 387 147 

3'15 802 

'13 719 
2'1 ge~ 
18 730 
16 698 

2 032 

16 005 
15 952 

53 

53 

30 169 
'I 613 

25 556 
20 26$ 
5 293 

11 0'10 
J 572 
7 '168 
5 3'12 
2 126 

333 819 
38 078 

295 7111 
280 577 

15 163 

39 92'1 
29 810 
10 11'1 

2 635 
7 '179 

29 312 
27 993 

1 319 
1 319 

10 90'1 
8 907 
1 997 
1 'lOS 

592 

23 689 

23 689 
23 689 

123 5'16 
36 631 
86 915 
79 712 

7 203 

50 833 
9 695 

41 138 
36 669 

'I '169 

15 '167 
15 467 

8 349 
'I 130 
'I 219 
'I 010 

210 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

13.1 
15.1 
12.1 
2'1.7 
4.0 

18.8 
26.1 
13.7 
30.9 
2.5 

16.7 
22.8 
0.2 

0.2 

10.8 
5.7 

12.9 
22.5 
4.9 

10.9 
8.1 

13.0 
22.3 
6.3 

11.4 
5.6 

13.2 
21.8 
1.6 

1'1.7 
26.1 
6.4 
6.5 
6.'1 

11.8 
22.5 
1.1 
1.1 

17.2 
21.0 
9.6 

17.0 
'1.7 

11.5 

11.5 
11.5 

1'1.2 
11.6 
15.7 
27.2 
2.8 

13.0 
6.2 

17.5 
28.'1 

'1.2 

1'1.5 
3'1.3 

1:2.9 
15.3 
11.1 
19.1 
1.2 

-----.-------------------------~------------------~&r_----------~-----------------------
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure, by State and type of 
government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State and type of government1 

STATES-LOCAL. TOTAL 
STATES ••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL ••• 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

ALABAMA • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

." . · . . . · . .. . . .. . .... 
ALASKA.. • •• 

STATE ••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • 

BOROUGHS. • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

· . · . · . 
ARIZONA.. ••• 

STATE • • •• •• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. •• • 

COUNTIES. • • • • , • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

ARKANSAS. • ,. • 
STATE •••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

CALIFORNIA. •• • 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL ••• 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

· . · . 

COLORADO. • ••••• 
STATE • • g • • • • • • • 

LOCAL. TO.TAL. • • • • • 
COUNTIFS •••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES ••••• 

CONNECTICUT • •• •• 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL, •••• 

MUNICIPALI'lES •••• 

DELAWARE. • •• • 
STATE • • •• • 
LOCAL. TOTAL ••• 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. • 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

FLORIDA. •••••• • 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL.. •• •• 

COUNTIES •••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • 

GEORGIA • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL ••• 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

HAWAII. • • • •• ." 
STATE: • • •• • •• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

IDAHO • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • •• •• 

COUNTIES •• , • •• • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

. .. . 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Legal services and 
__ prOl!lecut~on 

Percent of 
Amount total criminal 

justice system 

1 21111 ~311 
385 783 
8M 551 

,;~~ g~~ 

10 780 
5 512 
5 268 
3 1108 
1 860 

9 977 
7 220 
2 757 

1125 
2 332 

18 928 
3 883 

15 0'15 
10 153 

'I 892 

II 387 
1 055 
:5 332 
2 297 
1 035 

257 5111 
55 058 

202 483 
155 663 

116 820 

20 1113 
II 510 

15 903 
9 643 
6 261 

11 1106 
7 198 
'I 20B 
'I 208 

2 932 
2 109 

823 
315 
507 

6 99~ 

6 993 
6 993 

'16 1186 
32 '116 
1'1 070 

6 199 
7 872 

15 087 
5 502 
9 585 
7 '182 
2 103 

6 1130 
2 190 
'I 2'10 
1 392 
2 8'18 

'I 847 
1 833 
, 01'1 
2 198 

816 

5.9 
5.8 
6.1 
9.2 
3.9 

4.6 
5.8 
3.9 
6.3 
2.3 

10.4 
10.3 
10.6 
26.2 
9.5 

6.B 
11.8 
7.6 

11.3 
'1.5 

II.' 
2.4 
5.8 
9.6 
3.1 

8.8 
8.1 
9.1 

12.1 
'1.9 

7.5 
'1.0 

10.1 
23.9 
5.3 

4.6 
5.8 
3.'1 
3.4 

'1.6 
5.0 
3.9 
3.8 
'1.0 

3.'1 

3.11 
3.11 

5.'1 
10,3 
2.5 
2.1 
3.0 

3.9 
3.5 
4.1 
5.8 
2.0 

6.0 
11.9 
6.9 
8.7 
6.3 

7 .. 5 
6.8 
7.9 

10.5 
'1.8 

Public defense Correo tions other crimi.ral justice 

-------,-~p~.-rc-.·-nt~of~+--------r~p-.r-c-.n~t-o~f~r------.~~~rc-.~nt~of~ 
Amount 

314 675 
97 956 

216 719 
179 469 

37 2'19 

1 816 
1 571 

2'15 
1111 
132 

2 159 
2 159 

5 '196 
5 1103 

94 

552 
15 

537 
453 

BII 

75 938 
'I 716 

71 222 
67 907 

3 315 

3 067 
3 0'15 

22 
16 

6 

3 196 
, 183 

13 
13 

908 
758 
150 
150 

5 770 

5 770 
5 770 

16 '158 
13 8~7 

2 631 
2 533 

98 

2 27'1 
200 

2 074 
1 926 

1'18 

~ 011 
2 011 

855 

85!l 
85!5 

total criminal Amount total criminal Amount total criminal 
justice. system justice system jL~Btice system 

1.5 !S 185 537 
1.5 3 176 963 
1.5 2 008 57'1 
3.2 1 5'5 625 
0.'1 472 949 

0.8 
1.6 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 

2.2 
3.1 

2.0 

2.8 
6.0 
0.1 

0.5 
(Zl 
",9 
1.9 
0.3 

2.6 
0.7 
3.2 
5.3 
0.3 

1.1 
2.7 
(Zl 
(Zl 
(Zl 

1.3 
2.6 
(Zl 
(Zl 

1.4 
1.8 
0.7 
1.8 

2.8 

2.8 
2.6 

1.9 
'1.'1 
0.5 
0.9 
(Zl 

0.6 
0.1 
0.9 
1.5 
0.1 

1.9 
'1.5 

2.3 
'1.1 

- I 

52 470 
33 295 
19 175 
16 2~5 

2 9110 

19 071 
18 627 

'1'14 

4'1'1 

65 885 
36 173 
29 712 
28 950 

762 

26 577 
20 623 
5 95'1 
'I 975 

979 

785 767 
338 7611 
'1'17 003 
'125 555 

21 '1'19 

63 805 
50 '188 
13 317 

8 016 
5 301 

53 751 
53 6'18 

103 
103 

16 11'16 
16 446 

69 835 

69 835 
69 835 

227 8'11 
166 369 

61 472 
50 587 
10 885 

126 165 
91 298 
3'1 867 
28 9'19 
5 918 

23 320 
22 1117 

1 173 
1 173 

11 791 
9 645 
2 146 
2 103 

43 

211.7 
117.5 
1'1.0 
27.'1 
5.'1 

22.6 
3'1.8 
111.1 
JO.l 
3.6 

19.9 
26.7 
1.7 

1.8 

23.6 
'1'1.7 
15.0 
32.2 
0.7 

26.2 
'17.0 
10.3 
20.7 
2.9 

26.9 
49.6 
20.0 
33.1 

2.3 

23.5 
11'1.2 
8.5 

19.8 
4.5 

21.7 
'13.1 

0.1 
0.1 

26.0 
38.8 

33.8 

33.6 
33.S 

26.2 
52.7 
11.1 
17.3 

11.2 

32.2 
58.7 
1'1.8 
22.'1 
5.6 

21.9 
'19.2 
1.9 
7.3 

18.2 
35.8 
5.7 

10.0 
0.3 

350 9011 
122 '16'1 
228 'Ilia 
170 997 
57 '1'13 

1 333 
935 
398 
376 

22 

1 367 
1 367 

1 232 
7'11 
'191 

66 
'125 

3 019 
1 6211 
1 395 

5116 
8'19 

2~ ~~~ 
t~ m 

II 7111 

" 81B 2 100 
2 716 
1 066 
1 652 

3 '101 
2 155 
1 246 
1 2'1E 

1 279 
1 265 

1~ 

1'1 

1 '183 

1 1183 
1 '183 

9 536 
1 252 
8 2~~ 
6 906 
1 37E 

1m 
1 185 

559 
62E 

2 832 
1 'I9l tm 

67 

5 233 
2 227 
3 006 
:5 006 

1.7 
1.8 
1.6 
3.0 
0.7 

0.6 
1.0 
0.3 
0.7 
(Zl 

0.'1 
0.9 
0.2 
0.1 
0.1I 

3.0 
3.7 
2.'1 
2.3 
2.5 

0.9 
1.0 
0.9 
1.2 
0.5 

1.8 
1.8 
1.7 
2.6 
1.'1 

1.'1 
1.7 
1.0 
1.0 

2.0 
3.0 
0.1 

0.1 

0.7 

0.7 
0.7 

1.1 
0.'1 
1.5 
2.'1 
0.5 

0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
0.'1 
a.6 
2.7 
3.3 
2.2 
7.9 
0.1 

8.1 
8.3 
7.9 

14.11 

I, 

1 
, 
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure, by State and type of 
government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

st&: te nnd type of gO"'ornment1 

ILLINOIS. •••••• 
STATE • • •• •• 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 

COUNTIES ••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES •••• 

INDIANA • • •• ••• 
STATE. • • •• •• 
LOCAL, TOTAL. ••• 

COUNTIES •••• " •• 
MUNICIPALITIES. •• 

IOWA. ., •••• • 
STATE • • • • • • • , 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • • 

COUNTIES •••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES •• 

KANSAS. • • •• • • 
STATE • • •• ••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 

COUNTIES •••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

KENTUCKy. • • • , • 'II • 

STATE • • •• " < 
LOCAL, TOTAL. , • 

COUNTIES ••••• 
MUNICIP,~LITIfS. , • 

LOUISIANA. • ••• 
STATE • • • •• • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. 

PARISHES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

MAINE e. .,. 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. 

COUNTIES, ••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES.. • 

MARyLAND. ••••• •• 
STATE • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 

COUNTIES •••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. •• 

MASSACHUSETTS • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. •• • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

MICHIGAN.. " •• 
STATE • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL.. •• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

MINNESOTA. •• • 
STATE ••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL.. • •• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • 

MISSISSIPPI '. • • • • 
STATE • • • • e. . 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 

COUNTIES. • •• • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • 

MISSOURI.. " •• 
STATE • • • • • t • • 

LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 
COUNTIES •••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

MONTANA • • • • • ~ • 
STATE •••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • 

COUNTI ES. • > • 
MUNICIPALITIE~ •• 

Sec footnoto~ at end of table. 

... . 

Population­
(in thousands l 

11 2411 
(X) 

t~l (X 

5 330 
(X) 
(xl 
(xl 
(xl 

2 879 
(xl 
(xl 
(xl 
(xl 

2 326 
(X) 
(xl 
(xl 
(xl 

3 458 
(xl 
(xl 
(xl 
(xl 

3 921 
(xl 
(X! 
(x 
(X) 

1 085 
(X! 
(X 
(X! 
IX 

5 782 
(xl 
(xl 
(x) 
(xl 

9 129 
(xl 
(xl 
(xl 
(xl 

:; 975 
(xl 
(xl 
(xl 
(xl 

2 389 
(xl 
(Xl 
(x 
(xl 

4 801 
(xl 
(xl 
(xl 
(x) 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

'rotal 
direct 

expenditure :I 

9 582 000 
5 889 000 
3 693 000 
1 028 000 
2 665 000 

3 622 000 
1 99'1 000 
1 628 000 

755 000 
873 000 

2 679 000 
1 51'1 000 
1 165 000 

575 000 
590 000 

2 096 000 
1 156 000 

940 000 
314 000 
625 000 

2 935 000 
2 223 000 

712 000 
294 000 
418 000 

3 772 000 
2 '130 000 
1 343 000 

641 000 
702 000 

1 153 000 
669 000 
'183 000 

18 000 
466 000 

6 164 000 
2 538 000 
3 626 000 
2 501 000 
1 125 000 

8 212 000 
3 664 000 
'I 5'18 000 

147 000 
'I '101 000 

9 'I~5 000 
5 291 000 
'I 20'1 000 
1 '17'1 000 
2 729 ;)00 

4 :;03 000 
2 252 000 
2 051 000 
1 065 000 

985 000 

1 907 000 
1 188 000 

719 000 
'135 000 
28'1 000 

3 177 000 
1 932 000 
1 2'15 000 

349 000 
895 000 

793 000 
531 000 
262 000 
1'18 000 
11'1 000 

'total. cl."iminal 
justice ayestem 

Amount 

1 159'866 
273 01'1 
886 852 
316 '112 
570 'IqO 

319 136 
113 260 
205 876 

69 856 
136 020 

181 702 
67 356 

11'1 3'16 
57 093 
57 253 

166 756 
68 8'18 
97 908 
'13 985 
53 923 

234 45'1 
116 020 
118 43'1 
52 928 
65 506 

338 198 
12'1 031 
21'1 167 
101 169 
112 999 

59 '122 
30 823 
28 599 
7 8'13 

20 756 

'168 226 
217 002 
251 22'1 
139 669 
111 555 

593 83'1 
157 301 
'136 533 
100 7'10 
335 793 

99'1 062 
277 636 
716 '126 
286 1155 
'I,~9 972 

308 '169 
81 056 

227 '113 
127 '175 

99 938 

116 360 
'19 029 
67 331 
32 061 
35 270 

361 372 
97 543 

263 829 
79 '187 

18'1 3'12 

55 876 
21 '108 
34 468 
20 105 
14 36J 

Percent 
ot total 
direct 

expendi .. 
ture 

12.1 
4.6 

2'1.0 
30.8 
21.'1 

8.8 
5.7 

12.6 
9.3 

15.6 

6.8 
'1.'1 
9.8 
9.9 
9.7 

8.0 
6.0 

10.'1 
14.0 
8.6 

8.0 
5.2 

16.6 
18.0 
15.7 

9.0 
5.1 

15.9 
15.8 
16.1 

5.2 
'1.6 
5.9 

'13.6 
4.5 

7.6 
8.6 
6.9 
5.6 
9.9 

7.2 
4.3 
9.6 

68.5 
7.6 

10.5 
5.2 

17.0 
19.'1 
15.8 

7.2 
3.6 

11.1 
12,0 
10.1 

6.1 
4.1 
9.4 
7.4 

12.'1 

11.'1 
5.0 

21.2 
22.8 
20.6 

7.0 
'1.0 

13.2 
13.6 
12.6 

Police protection 

Amount 

685 25" 
76 'ISO 

608 809 
56 68'1 

552 125 

177 869 
'13 630 

134 231 
22 001 

112 230 

98 0'11 
26 972 
71 069 
16 771 
5'1 298 

76 167 
13 225 
62 9'12 
13 927 
'19 016 

125 031 
'13 188 
81 ell3 
2'1 068 
57 775 

180 0'10 
'15 600 

13'1 4'10 
55 917 
78 522 

33 197 
10 3'16 
22 851 

2 7'17 
20 10'1 

2'10 15'1 
5'1 371 

185 783 
98 3'13 
87 '1'10 

333 '160 
'13 002 

290 458 
1 506 

288 952 

524 872 
85 189 

'139 683 
64 113 

J75 570 

146 88B 
24 971 

121 917 
29 545 
92 372 

66 J05 
23 J76 
'12 929 
11 010 
31 919 

219 588 
34 5'14 

185 044 
31 185 

153 858 

27 9311 
6 597 

21 J37 
8 951 

12 J86 

Percent 
of total 
cr1minal 
justice 
system 

59.1 
28.0 
66.6 
17.9 
96.8 

55.7 
38.5 
65.2 
31.5 
82.5 

511.0 
110.0 
62.2 
29.'1 
9'1.8 

45.7 
19.2 
611.3 
n.7 
90.9 

5J.3 
37.2 
69.1 
115.5 
86.2 

53.2 
36.8 
62.8 
55.3 
69.5 

55.9 
33.6 
79.9 
35.0 
96.9 

51.J 
25.1 
74.0 
70.4 
78.11 

56.2 
27.3 
66.5 
1.5 

86.1 

52.8 
30.7 
61.'1 
22.4 
87.J 

117.6 
JO.8 
53.6 
23.2 
92.4 

57.0 
117.7 
6J.8 
J'I.3 
90.5 

60.8 
J5.4 
70.1 
39.2 
83.5 

50.0 
30.8 
61.9 
'14.5 
86.2 

Judicial 

Anount 

12'1 '108 
'17 158 
77 250 
76 !H5 

7J5 

110 900 
8 6'10 

J2 260 
23 331 

8 929 

26 949 
a 703 

18 2'16 
18 216 

30 

27 459 
12 593 
14 866 
13 066 
1 777 

J3 773 
2'1 756 

9 017 
6 602 
2 1115 

46 915 
12 305 
34 610 
20 663 
IJ 9116 

8 205 
6 336 
1 869 
1 8112 

27 

'17 00'1 
24 862 
22 142 
15 636 

6 506 

91 870 
13 97'1 
77 896 
57 230 
20 666 

151 251 
J6 692 

11'1 559 
87 572 
26 987 

'14 '173 
11 065 
JJ '106 
JJ JOO 

108 

15 900 
3 679 

12 221 
11 027 

1 19'1 

'16 378 
15 294 
Jl 06'1 
20 165 
10 919 

7 747 
2 175 
5 572 
'I 736 

8311 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

10.7 
17.J 
8.7 

24.2 
0.1 

12.8 
7.6 

15.7 
33.4 

6.6 

111.8 
12.9 
16.0 
31.9 

0.1 

16.5 
18.3 
15.2 
29.8 
3.3 

1'1.'1 
21.3 
7.6 

12.5 
3.1 

IJ.9 
9.9 

16.2 
20.'1 
12.3 

IJ.8 
20.6 
6.5 

2J.5 
0.1 

10.0 
11.5 
8.8 

11.2 
5.8 

15.5 
8.9 

17.8 
56.8 
6.2 

15.2 
13.2 
16.0 
JO.6 
6.J 

1'1.'1 
13.7 
1'1.7 
26.1 
0.1 

13.7 
7.5 

18.2 
3'1.'1 

3.'1 

12.8 
15.7 
11.6 
25.'1 
5.9 

13.9 
10.2 
16.2 
23.6 
5.8 

I 
I 
I 
i ,I 
i.l 

I 
ij 
I, 

Ii 
it 
ii 
Ii 
ii ,I 
iI 
11 
II 
II 
i I 
r'l , 

I 
i 
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure, by State and type of 
government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State and type of government1 

ILLINOIS. • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • •• ;I 

LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • 
COUNTIE~. • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

INDIANA • • • • • •• • 
sTATE • • • • • • • • e • 

LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 
COUNTIES ••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • 

IOWA ••••••••• 
sTATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL.. • •• 

COUNTIES. • •• • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

KANSAS •••• " • 
STATE • • • • ., •• 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • •• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITI~S. • • 

KENTUCKy. • •• •• 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. •• • 

COUNTIES. • •• • 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

LOUISIANA • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • 

PARISHES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

MAINE. •• • 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL •• 

COUNTIES. • •• •• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • 

MARYLAND. • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL.. • ••• 

COUNTIES. • •• • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

MASSACHUSETTS • • • • • 
SlATE •••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •• 

MICrIGAN. • •• • • 
STATE •••••••• 
LCCAL, TOTAL ••••••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • 

MINNESOTA • • • • • 
STATE ••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

MISSISSIPPI • • • • 
STATE •••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • •• 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

MISSOURI. •• • ••• 
STATE • • •• I • ~ 
LOCAL, TOTAL.. ••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • 

MONTANA ........ . 
STATE • • • • • • • • Q • 

LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 
COUNTIES. • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. •• •• 

See footnotes at end of table. 

.. · . 

· . · 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

.Legal services and 
prosecu tion 

Percent of 

Public defense 

Percent of 

Corrections Other criminal justice 

Amount total r;riminal Amount total criminal Amount 
Percent at Percent of 

total criminal Amount total criminal 

52 595 
11 567 
41 028 
29 '116 
11 612 

16 663 
5 311 

11 352 
6 092 
5 261 

10 297 
2 836 
7 q59 
5 184 
2 275 

12 6'19 
5 273 
7 376 
5 128 
2 248 

1'1 818 
8 318 
6 500 
3 826 
2 674 

18 677 
6 892 

11 785 
6 232 
5 553 

3 182 
2 049 
1 13J 

539 
594 

18 2ll 
2 769 

15 4114 
9 5'10 
5 904 

23 219 
10 q69 
12 750 

3 67'1 
9 076 

47 938 
10 545 
37 393 
24 732 
12 661 

24 0511 
5 059 

18 995 
13 267 

5 728 

5 260 
2 7'11 
2 519 
1 '186 
1 033 

16 1166 
2 315 

14 151 
7 OJ9 
7 112 

4 1119 
1 002 
3 1'17 
2 439 

708 

JUStice system 

5.2 
4.7 
5.5 
8.7 
3.9 

5.7 
'1.2 
6.5 
9.1 
4.0 

7.6 
7.7 
7.5 

U.7 
4.2 

6.3 
7.2 
5.5 
7.2 
'1.1 

5.5 
5.6 
5.'! 
6.2 
q.9 

5.'1 
6.6 
'1.0 
6.9 
2.9 

3.9 
1.3 
6.1 
6.8 
5.3 

3.9 
6.7 
2.9 
3.6 
2.7 

4.8 
3.B 
5.2 
8.6 
2.9 

7.8 
6.2 
8.'1 

10.'1 
5.7 

4.5 
5.6 
3.7 
4.6 
2.9 

4.6 
2.4 
5.11 
8.9 
3.9 

7.'1 
'1.7 
9.1 

12.1 
4.9 

14 1119 
1 712 

12 '137 
12 381 

57 

3 113 
1 123 
1 990 
1 968 

22 

2 538 

2 538 
2 529 

9 

2311 
2 103 

206 
113 

94 

2 039 
1 424 

615 
579 

36 

1 631 
230 

1 '101 
631 
770 

684 
6M 

7 074 
7 015 

59 
59 

6 877 
J 56'1 
3 313 
2 393 

920 

15 '196 
1 169 

1'1 327 
13 767 

559 

5 075 
573 

'I 502 
'I '181 

20 

876 

876 
839 

37 

2 8'16 
2 54'1 

302 
18 

284 

905 

905 
832 

74 

justice system 

1.2 
0.6 
1.4 
3.9 
(Z) 

1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
2.8 
(Z) 

1.4 

2.2 
'1.'1 
(Z) 

1.4 
J.l 
0.2 
0.3 
0.2 

0.9 
1.2 
0.5 
1.1 
0.1 

0.5 
0.2 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 

1.2 
2.2 

1.5 
3.2 
(Z) 
(Z) 

1.2 
2.3 
0.8 
2.4 
0.3 

1.6 
0.'1 
2.0 
11.8 
0.1 

1.f. 
0.7 
2.0 
J.5 
(Z) 

0.8 

0.8 
2.6 
0.1 
(Z) 
0.2 

1.6 

2.6 
/j.l 
0.5 

220 072 
127 708 

92 J64 
91 292 
IOn 

76 643 
53 279 
23 J6'1 
15 100 
8 2611 

'12 428 
28 082 
1'1 346 
IJ 720 

626 

4J 912 
34 5J4 

9 J78 
8 855 

523 

55 571 
36 962 
18 609 
16 OOJ 

2 606 

86 86J 
57 181 
29 682 
16 567 
13 115 

13 'Ill! 
10 69'1 

2 720 
2 689 

31 

152 225 
125 466 

26 759 
15 707 
11 052 

130 6'16 
83 '126 
47 220 
35 726 
11 49'1 

249 900 
141 7'17 
106 153 
94 877 
13 276 

B4 081 
37 378 
'16 703 
46 139 

56'1 

26 198 
17 6'12 

8 556 
7 502 
1 05'1 

73 5'14 
41 730 
31 814 
20 888 
10 926 

13 656 
10 5'17 
J 109 
2 B46 

261 

justice system 

19.0 
46.6 
10.'1 
28.9 
0.2 

211.0 
'17.0 
11.3 
21.6 
6.1 

23.4 
41.7 
12.5 
21!.0 

1.1 

26.J 
50.2 
9.6 

20.1 
1.0 

23.7 
31.9 
15.7 
30.2 

4.0 

25.7 
46.1 
13.9 
16.'1 
11.6 

22.6 
3Q.7 
9.5 

J4.3 
0.2 

32.5 
57.8 
10.7 
11.2 
9.9 

22.0 
53.0 
10.8 
35.5 
3.4 

25.1 
51.1 
15.1 
33.1 
J.l 

27.3 
'16.1 
20.5 
36.2 
0.6 

22.5 
36.0 
12.7 
23.4 
3.0 

20.4 
42.8 
12.1 
26.J 
5.9 

6J J82 
8 419 

54 96J 
50 12J 

'I 840 

3 948 
1 269 
2 679 
1 364 
1 315 

1 1149 
761 
688 
673 

1'1 

4 259 
1 120 
3 139 
2 8711 

265 

3 223 
1 372 
1 651 
1 851 

4073 
1 823 
2 250 
1 159 
1 091 

740 
71'1 

26 
26 

3 555 
2 519 
1 036 

38'1 
653 

7 762 
2 866 
4 896 

212 
'I 684 

4 606 
2 29'1 
2 J12 
1 39'1 

918 

3 899 
2 010 
1 889 

7'lJ 
1 146 

1 821 
1 591 

230 
198 
32 

2 550 
1 116 
1 'IJ'I 

192 
1 2'f, 

1 483 
1 087 

396 
297 

99 

justice system 

5.5 
3.1 
6.2 

15.8 
0.8 

1.2 
1.1 
1.J 
2.0 
1.0 

0.8 
1.1 
0.6 
1.2 
(Z) 

2.6 
1.6 
3.2 
6.5 
0.5 

1.'1 
1.2 
1.6 
J.5 

1.2 
1.5 
1.1 
1.1 
1.0 

1.2 
2.3 
0.1 
0.3 

0.8 
1.2 
0.'1 
0.3 
0.6 

1.3 
1.8 
1.1 
0.2 
1.4 

0.5 
0.8 
0.3 
0.5 
0.2 

1.J 
2.5 
0.6 
0.6 
1.1 

1.6 
J.2 
0.3 
0.6 
0.1 

0.7 
1.1 
0.5 
0.2 
0.7 

2.7 
5.1 
1.2 
1.5 
0.7 

i ~ 

r 
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure, by State and type of 
government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

sto. to and typo ot: govornment1 

NEBRASKA ••••••• 
STATE ~ • • • •• •• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • •• 

COUNTIES •••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

NEVADA. • •• 
STATE •••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL ••• 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. •••• 
STATE ••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

NEW JERSEY •••• 
STATE •••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

. . . . . . . 

NEW MEXICO, •••••• 
STATE • • • •• •• 
LOCAL. TOTAL •• 

COUNTIES. • •• • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • 

NEW YORK. .,. 
STATE •••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 
sTATE •••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES ••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • 

NORTH DAKOTA. • 
STATE ••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • •• •• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

OHIO. •• ••• 
STATE • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL ••• 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

OKLAHOMA. • •••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. •• • 

COUNTIES. • •• •• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

OREGON.. • ••••• 
STATE • • • • t • • • • 

LOCAL. TOTAL •••• 
COUNTIES. • •• • 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

PENNSYLVANIA •••• 
STATE ••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

RHODE ISLAND •••••• 
STATE e , • •• •• 
LOCAL. TOTAL ••••• 

MUNICIPALITIES •• 

SOUTH CAROLINA.. • •• 
STATE ••• " ,. 
LOCAL. TOTAL.. • 

COUNTIES. • • • &. •• ft 

MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Population:l 
(in thousand.) 

1 561 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

633 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

8119 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

7 329 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

1 190 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

17 9211 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

5 525 
(X) 
IX) 
(~l 
653 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

10 701 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

2 811 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

2 376 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

11 785 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

935 
(X) 
~Xl IX 

2 876 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Total 
direct 

expenditure :s 

1 351 000 
757 000 
594 000 
290 000 
305 000 

819 000 
411 000 
408 000 
274 000 
133 000 

794 000 
q71 000 
323 000 

45 000 
277 000 

7 606 000 
3 610 000 
3 995 000 
1 610 000 
2 385 000 

1 114 000 
796 000 
318 000 
103 000 
:!15 000 

27 121 000 
7 770 000 

19 351 000 
Q 524 000 

1'1 826 000 

5 831 000 
2 '115 000 
3 '116 000 
2 677 000 

739 000 

665 000 
466 000 
199 000 
80 000 

119 000 

8 7'16 000 
Q 569 000 
4 177 000 
1 82'1 000 
2 353 000 

2 309 000 
1 485 000 

824 000 
212 000 
613 000 

2 558 000 
1 621 000 

937 000 
'153 000 
48Q 000 

10 236 000 
6 572 000 
3 665 000 
1 06'1 000 
2 601 000 

1 288 000 
732 000 
556 000 
555 000 

2 153 000 
1 5'1'1 000 

608 000 
417 000 
191 000 

Total criminal 
justice system 

Amount 

106 629 
'15 826 
60 803 
26 125 
3'1 677 

109 286 
36 56'1 
72 722 
53 561 
19 161 

57 176 
21 387 
35 789 

7 885 
27 90q 

825 691 
199 977 
625 71q 
20'1 655 
'121 059 

103 937 
53 394 
50 543 
16 112 
311 '131 

2 925 q92 
808 646 

2 116 8'16 
438 nq 

1 678 522 

39q 323 
21J 688 
~80 635 
75 720 

10'1 91'1 

35 222 
12 942 
22 280 
10 '156 
11 824 

882 568 
237 886 
64'1 682 
270 957 
373 725 

202 202 
107 816 

9q 386 
25 708 
68 678 

248 6811 
98 334 

150 350 
88 8'15 
61 506 

993 980 
30'1 22'1 
689 756 
179 '129 
510 327 

88 016 
49 796 
38 220 
38 220 

182 463 
84 155 
98 308 
55 323 
'12 985 

Percent 
of total 
direct 

expendi­
ture 

7.9 
6.1 

10.2 
9.0 

11.'1 

13.3 
8.9 

17.8 
19.5 
1'1.'1 

7.2 
'1.5 

11.1 
17.5 
10.1 

10.9 
5.5 

15.7 
12.7 
17.7 

9.3 
6.7 

15.9 
15.6 
16.0 

10.6 
10.4 
10.9 
9.7 

11.3 

6.8 
8.8 
5.3 
2.8 

1'1.2 

5.3 
2.8 

11.2 
13.1 
9.9 

10.1 
5.2 

15.4 
14.9 
15.9 

8.8 
7.3 

11.5 
12.1 
11.2 

9.7 
6.1 

16.0 
19.6 
12.7 

9.7 
q.6 

18.8 
16.9 
19.6 

6.8 
6.8 
6.9 
6.9 

8.5 
5.5 

16.2 
13.3 
22.5 

Police protection 

Amount 

51 755 
12 416 
39 339 

9 Oq5 
30 29q 

q8 981 
6 8q2 

q2 139 
27 513 
lq 627 

34 qOa 
8 700 

25 708 
1 723 

23 984 

q78 90q 
65 511 

q13 393 
2'1 270 

389 123 

52 961 
15 352 
37 609 
8811 

28 798 

1 726 009 
115 q62 

1 610 5q7 
229 '176 

1 381 071 

181 07q 
'11 879 

139 195 
37 7q8 

101 q'l7 

18 Oq5 
3 189 

H 856 
3 888 

10 968 

'108 58'1 
53 618 

35q 966 
55 289 

299 677 

100 186 
31 97'1 
68 212 

7 367 
60 8q5 

120 853 
33 95q 
86 899 
30 393 
56 505 

530 519 
122 q03 
'lOB 116 

17 953 
390 163 

47 OqO 
10 066 
36 974 
36 974 

97 558 
30 192 
67 366 
26 98q 
40 382 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

'18.5 
27.1 
64.7 
3q.6 
87.'1 

'Iq.8 
18.7 
57.9 
51.q 
76.3 

60.2 
qO.7 
71.8 
21.9 
86.0 

58.0 
32.8 
66.1 
11.9 
92.'1 

51.0 
28.8 
7q.1I 
54.7 
83.6 

59.0 
14.3 
76.1 
52.'1 
82.3 

q5.9 
19.6 
77.1 
49.9 
96.7 

51.2 
2q.6 
66.7 
37.2 
92.8 

46.3 
22.5 
55.1 
20.'1 
80.2 

'19.5 
29.7 
72.3 
28.7 
88.6 

48.6 
34.5 
5'7.8 
34.2 
91.9 

53.4 
40.2 
59.2 
10.0 
76.5 

53.4 
20.2 
96.7 
96.7 

53.5 
35.9 
68.5 
q8.8 
93.9 

Judicial 

Amount 

15 159 
7 184 
7 975 
6 007 
1 968 

12 996 
2 218 

10 778 
8 779 
1 999 

7 119'1 
1 996 
5 498 
2 876 
2 622 

101 029 
26 607 
7'1 '122 
57 396 
17 026 

11 875 
9 572 
2 303 

649 
1 653 

37'1 237 
301 lq6 

73 091 
46 136 
26 955 

46 626 
34 071 
12 555 
11 876 

679 

!S 184 
1 735 
3 449 
3 059 

390 

162 373 
17 918 

lq4 '155 
112 260 

32 195 

23 035 
9 410 

13 625 
11 210 

2 415 

30 513 
7 869 

22 64'1 
21 096 

1 5q8 

153 362 
'10 '199 

112 883 
6'1 609 
48 274 

11 334 
11 054 

280 
280 

22 819 
6 0'12 

16 777 
15 756 

1 021 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

1'1.2 
15.7 
13.1 
23.0 
5.7 

11.9 
6.1 

111.8 
16.Q 
10.'1 

12.2 
13.3 
11.9 
28.0 

'1.0 

11.q 
17.9 

'1.6 
'1.0 
4.8 

12.8 
37.2 
3.5 

10.5 
1.6 

11.8 
15.9 
7.0 

15.7 
0.6 

1'1.7 
13.4 
15.5 
29.3 
3.3 

18.'1 
7.5 

22.'1 
'11.4 
8.6 

11.'1 
S.7 

1'1.Q 
'13.6 
3.5 

12.3 
8.0 

15.1 
23.7 
2.5 

15.'1 
~3.3 
16.Q 
36.0 
9.5 

12.9 
22.2 
0.7 
0.7 

12.5 
7.2 

17.1 
28.5 

2.'1 
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure, by State and type of 
government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State and type of government1 

NEBRASKA. • •• 
STATE •••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL ••• 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • 

NEVADA. • •• " ••• 
STATE .....". 
LOCAL. TOTAL.. •• 

COUNTIES. , " • , , 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

NEW HAMPSHIRE • • • 
STATE , • ". , 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

NEW JERSEY. • •• 
STATE , " " , " , 
LOCAL. TOTAL •• 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

. . . . 

NEW MEXICO. • • • 
STATE" " " " • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES •• 

NEW YORK. ••• •• 
STATE • " ~ " •• 5 

LOCAL, TOTAL. •• •• 
COUNTIES. " " • • " 
MUNICIPALITIES. • 

. .. 

NORTH CAROLINA... • 
STATE • , • • ~" • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • 

COUNTIES. • •• • 
MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

NORTH DAKOTA. • 
STATE. , , ••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL •• 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • 

OHIO. • • ••• • • 
STATE • • • " " " • " 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES. • •• • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

OKLAHOMA. • •••• 
STATE • " " " •• 
L!)CAL. TOTAL. • 

COUNTIES ••••• 
',UNICiPALITIES. 

OREGON. , • ." ~ 
STATE ~.""" 
LOCAL, TOTAL, •• 

COUNTIES. • • • • 
MUNICIPALIT IES. 

PENNSYLVANIA.. ••• • ••• 
STATE ."",,. , 
LOCAL. TOTAL. •• • 

COUNTIES~ , " " , , " 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • , 

RHODE ISLAND. •• • •• 
STATE. " , " • , 
LOCAL. TOTAL. •• • 

MUNICIPALITIES. • 

SOUTH CAROLINA ••• 
STATE " •• " "" 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

See footnotes at end of tabla. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Legnl services and 
prosecution 

Amount 

6 508 
925 

5 583 
3 824 
1 758 

6 215 
1 81'1 
6 '101 
'I 971 
1 1130 

2 290 
1 019 
1 271 

'195 
776 

58 9'1'1 
11 512 
'17 Q32 
3'1 951 
12 1181 

8 327 
6 51'1 
1 810 

480 
1 330 

163 1135 
39 275 

1211 160 
35 071 
89 089 

21 553 
17 397 
'I 156 
1 723 
2 1133 

2 982 
1 118 
1 864 
1 501 

363 

'13 791 
13 087 
30 7011 
16 886 
13 817 

10 '167 
7 003 
:3 116'1 

888 
2 576 

23 880 
11 900 
11 980 

9 603 
2 378 

43 364 
7 !i33 

35 831 
17 6'16 
18 185 

:3 1145 
2 11/12 

963 
96Z 

7 '123 
3 882 
3 5111 
2 622 

920 

Percent of 
total criminal 

• justice system 

6.1 
2.0 
9.2 

14.6 
5.1 

7.5 
5.0 
8.8 
9.3 
7.5 

11.0 
4.8 
3.6 
6.3 

.2.11 

7.1 
5.8 
7.6 

17.1 
3.0 

8.0 
12.2 
'.6 
3.0 
3.9 

5.6 
'1.9 
5.9 
8.0 
5.3 

5.5 
8.1 
2.3 
2.3 
2.3 

8.5 
8.6 
8./l 

U.4 
3.1 

5.0 
5.5 
11.8 
6.2 
3.7 

5.2 
6.5 
3.7 
3.5 
3.8 

9.6 
12.1 
8.0 

10.8 
3.9 

'1.'1 
2.5 
5.2 
9.8 
3.6 

3.9 
5.0 
2.5 
2.5 

11.1 
11.6 
3.6 
4.7 
2.1 

Pub11c defense 

Amount 

1 279 

1 279 
1 279 

1 9114 
266 

1 678 
1 6311 

4'1 

320 
319 

1 
1 

14 289 
13 846 

4'13 
190 
253 

3111 
3 056 

55 

55 

38 79Q 
9 063 

29 731 
12 538 
17 193 

5 101 
5 010 

91 
57 
33 

217 

217 
212 

5 

12 525 
669 

11 856 
11 002 

8511 

1 255 

1 255 
1 028 

227 

'1713 
385 

4 328 
Q 2'15 

83 

10 963 

10 963 
6 5'16 
II '117 

666 
666 

1 Q83 
627 
856 
856 

PerCEtnt of 
total criminal 
justice sy~tem 

1.2 

1.8 
0.7 
2.3 
3.1 
0.2 

0.6 
1.5 
IZl 
IZl 

1.7 
6.9 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 

3.0 
5.7 
0.1 

0.2 

1.3 
1.1 
1.'1 
2.9 
1.0 

1.3 
2.3 
0.1 
0.1 
IZl 

0.6 

1.0 
2.0 
IZl 

1.'1 
0.3 
1.8 
Q.l 
0.2 

0.6 

1.3 
'1.0 
0.3 

1.9 
O.Q 
2.9 
11.8 
0.1 

1.1 

1.6 
3.6 
0.9 

0.8 
1.3 

0.8 
0.7 
0.9 
1.5 
IZl 

Corrections 

Amount 

30 8QO 
2Q 3112 

6 '198 
5 951 

5q7 

36 117 
211 939 
11 178 
10 117 

1 062 

11 83Q 
8 615 
3 219 
2 790 

'129 

167 145 
81 009 
86 136 
85 834 

)02 

211 307 
16 367 

7 9qO 
5 1164 
2'177 

592 621 
322 182 
270 Q39 
111 905 
158 534 

129 699 
110 394 

19 305 
19 086 

219 

7 028 
5 166 
1 862 
1 7611 

98 

229 155 
lQ9 689 
79 266 
59 712 
19 55'1 

65 410 
58 15'1 

7 256 
5 215 
2 0111 

66 013 
'12 787 
23 226 
22 885 

3'11 

2'19 325 
129 329 
119 996 

72 156 
Q7 838 

2'1 541 
2'1 5'10 

1 
1 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice system 

28.9 
53.1 
10.7 
22.8 
1.6 

33.0 
68.2 
15.11 
18.9 
5.5 

20.7 
'10.3 
9.0 

35.11 
1.5 

20.2 
'10.5 
13.8 
Ql.9 

0.1 

23.11 
30.7 
15.7 
33.9 
7.2 

20.3 
39.8 
12.8 
25.5 

9.'1 

32.9 
51.7 
10.7 
25.2 
0.2 

20.0 
39.9 

8.'1 
16.9 
0.8 

26.0 
63.0 
12.3 
22.0 
5.2 

32.3 
53.9 
7.7 

20.3 
3.0 

26.5 
'13.5 
15.'1 
25.8 
0.6 

25.1 
'12.5 
17.11 
40.2 

9.'1 

27.9 
Q9.3 

eZl 
IZl 

50 76'1' 27.8 
111 728 '19.6 

9 039 9.2 
8 Q'l6 15.3 

593 1.11 

Other criminal justice 

Percent of 
Amount total criminal 

~USt1co system 

1 089 
959 
130 

20 
110 

1 032 
Q85 
5117 
5'17 

830 
738 

92 

92 

5 379 
1 '192 
3 887 
2 0111 
1 873 

3 355 
2 530 

825 
708 
117 

30 396 
21 518 

8 878 
:3 198 
5 680 

10 270 
'I 937 
5 333 
5 230 

102 

1 766 
1 73Q 

32 
32 

26 1'10 
2 705 

23 '135 
15 607 

7 628 

1 aq9 
1 275 

57'1 

1.0 
2.1 
0.2 
0.1 
0.3 

0.9 
1.3 
0.8 
1.0 

1.5 
3.5 
0.3 

0.3 

0.7 
0.7 
0.6 
1.0 
0.'1 

3.2 
'1.7 
1.6 
4.'1 
0.3 

1.0 
2.7 
0.4 
0.7 
0.3 

2.6 
2.3 
3.0 
6.9 
0.1 

5.0 
13.'1 
0.1 
0.3 

3.0 
1.1 
3.6 
5.8 
2.0 

Cl.9 
1.2 
0.6 

57'1 0.8 

2 713 1.1 
1 Q39 1.5 
1 27'1 0.8 

622 0.7 
651 1.1 

6 '126 0.6 
'I 460 1.5 
1 966 0.3 

517 0.3 
1 '1'19 0.3 

990 1.1 
988 2.0 

2 IV 
2 eZl 

2 41'1 1.3 
1 68'1 2.0 

730 0.7 
661 1.2 

69 0.2 

, 

, .. 
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure, by State and type of 

government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 
(Dollar amounts in thousa!lds) 

State and typo of govornment1 

SOUTH DAKOTA •••••• 
STATE • • • •• ••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL.. • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • 

TENNESSEE. • •• • •• 
STATE •••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL I ., •• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • 

TEXAS • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES, ••• 
MUNICIPAL1TIES. 

UTAH •••••••• 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

VERMONT ••••• 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

. .. 
VIRGINIA. • ••••• 

STATE • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

WASlllNGTON ••••••• 
STATE. • • •• •• 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 

COUNTIES •••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES ••••• 

WEST VIRGINIA • • • • •• 
STATE • • • • • • I • • 

LOCAL, TOTAL. • •• •• 
COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. •• 

WISCONSIN • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••• II •••• 

LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • 
COUNTIES, ••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

WYoMING •• ••••• 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • •• 

COUNTIES •••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES ••••• 

... ... 

- Represents zero OJ:," rounds to zero. 
X Not available. 

Populat1on2 

(in thous.nds) 

689 

!~l 
(X) 
(X) 

'I 299 I 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

12 8:30 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

! 268 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

'18:3 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

5 1'18 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

:3 658 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

1 859 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

Ij 651 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(Xl 

'106 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 
(X) 

Z Less than half the unit of measurement shown. 

Total 
direct 

expend1 ture' 

657 000 
'17:3 000 
18'1 000, 
7' 000 

111 000 

'I 6111 000 
2 0'18 000 
2 593 000 
1 192 000 
1 '101 000 

8 825 000 
5 339 000 
3 '186 000 

. 1 I'll 000 
2 3'15 000 

1 160 000 
81:3 000 
3'16 000 
169 000 
178 000 

506 000 
'108 000 

98 000 
1 000 

98 000 

5 981 000 
2 889 000 
3 092 000 
1 6:36 000 
1 456 000 

:3 622 000 
2 '137 000 
1 185 000 

508 000 
678 000 

1 606 000 
1 277 000 

329 000 
118 000 
211 000 

5 105 000 
2 271 000 
2 83'1 OCIO 
1 287 0(10 
1 5'16 000 

509 000 
305 000 
20:3 000 
11'1 000 

90 000 

Total criminal 
justice system 

Amount 

'11 '1:30 
19 876 
21 55'1 

9 973 
11 581 

323 '169 
107 580 
215 889 

8ll 695 
127 19'1 

885 420 
2'10 667 
64'1 753 
272 51'1 
372 239 

109 208 
47 384 
61 824 
27 6a6 
3'1 198 

33 :305 
2'1 623 

8 682 
700 

7 982 

'123 807 
186 272 
2:37 535 
lOll 165 
1:33 370 

325 15'1 
113 922 
211 232 
108 033 
10:3 199 

93 '123 
118 :328 
115 095 
22 118 
22 977 

365 9'10 
107 253 
258 687 
115 061 
1'13 625 

'16 338 
25 :361 
20 977 
10 7'11 
10 236 

Percent 
of total 
direct 

expendi­
ture 

6.:3 
'1.2 

11.7 
13.7 
10.'1 

7.0 
5.:3 
8.3 
7.'1 
9.1 

10.0 
'1.5 

18.5 
23.9 
15.9 

9.'1 
5.8 

17.9 
16.3 
19.2 

6.6 
6.0 
8.9 

70.0 
8.1 

7.1 
6.'1 
7.7 
6.'1 
9.2 

9.0 
'1.7 

17.8 
21.:3 
15.2 

5.8 
3.8 

13.7 
18.7 
10.9 

7.2 
'1.7 
9.1 
8.9 
9.3 

'1.1 
8.3 

10.3 
9.'1 

11.'1 

Police protection 

Amount 

22 199 
6 '109 

15 790 
'I 901 

10 890 

156 935 
27 189 

131 7'16 
2'1 267 

107 1j79 

486 19'1 
87 560 

398 63'1 
61 398 

:3J7 236 

59 521 
18 312 
'11 209 
11 928 
29 281 

16 '169 
8 648 
7 821 

186 
7 635 

190 652 
'1'1 367 

1'16 2B5 
61 830 
84 455 

163 a31 
34 685 

128 5'16 
39 '10'1 
89 1'12 

'19 165 
18 243 
30 922 

9 090 
al 83a 

aOl 371 
20 318 

181 05:3 
4'1 178 

136 875 

20 553 
5 662 

1'1 891 
5 535 
9 355 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

53.6 
32.2 
73.3 
'19.1 
9'1.0 

'19.1 
25.3 
61.0 
27.'1 
8'1.5 

5'1.9 
36.'1 
61.8 
22.5 
90.6 

5'1.5 
:38.6 
66.1 
'13.2 
85.6 

'19.'1 
35.1 
90.1 
26.5 
95.7 

'15.0 
23.8 
61.6 
59.'1 
63.:3 

50.2 
30.'1 
60.9 
36.5 
86.'1 

52.6 
37.7 
68.6 
'11.1 
95.0 

55.0 
18.9 
70.0 
38.'1 
95.:3 

'1'1.'1 
22.:3 
7,\ .0 
51.5 
91.'1 

Judicial 

Amount 

6 288 
5 129 
1 159 
1 155 

'I 

:39 265 
10 :304 
28 9f!! 
22 05'1 

6 907 

118 198 
17 all 

101 187 
87 535 
13 652 

10 62'1 
:3 719 
6 905 
'I 29'1 
2611 

'I 6'17 
'I 180 

'167 
'1QO 

27 

'1'1 751 
20 27'1 
2'1 '177 
12 859 
11 618 

35 681 
6 829 

28 852 
n 613 

5 239 

16 890 
11 088 

5 802 
5 39'1 

'108 

37 233 
7 28'1 

29 9'19 
28 7'10 
1 209 

'I 207 
1 691 
2 516 
2 117 

398 

Percent 
of total 
ct-iminal 
justice 
system 

15.2 
25.8 
5.'1 

11.6 
eZl 

12.1 
9.6 

13.4 
2'1.9 

5.11 

13.3 
7.1 

15.7 
32.1 
3.7 

9.7 
7.8 

11.2 
15.5 
7.6 

1'1.0 
17.0 
5.'1 

62.9 
0.3 

10.6 
10.9 
10.3 
12.:3 
8.7 

11.(; 
6~C 

13.7 
21.9 
5.1 

18.1 
22.9 
12.9 
211.1+ 

1.B 

10.2 
6.8 

11.6 
25.0 
0.8 

9.1 
6.7 

12.0 
19.7 
3.9 

lOata for municipaUtles, and the local governments totals which include municipal data, are estimates subject to sampling variation; data for counties 
(boroughs; parishes) are based on a canvass of all county governments and therefore are not subject to sampling variation; see text for data U1'llitations~ 

lEstimated population of States as of July 1, 1977 is derived from Bueau of the Census; Current Population Reports, Series P-2S, No. 790, December 1978. 
aThe relation of criminal justice total expenditure to total general expenditure 1s based on data for general purpose governments only and does not in .. 

elude data for State .. operated liquor stores, independent s¢hool districts, or special districts. 
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure, by State and type of 
government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State Bnd type of government! 

SOUTH DAKOTA. • • • 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

TENNESSEE. • • •• • 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • • 

COUNTIES ••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

TEXAS • • • • • • • 
STATE •••.••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL •• 

COUNTIES, ••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

.. . · . · . · . 
UTAH. • • • • • • • • • 

STATE • • • •• •• 
LOCAL, TOTAL.. • 

COUNTIES •••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • 

VERMONT. •• • ••• 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL.. •• 

COUNTIES~ ••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

VI~GINIA. • •• • 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

WASHINGTON ••••••• 
STATE •••••• , • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 

COUNTIES •••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • 

WEST VIRGINIA • • • • • • • 
STATE , • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • 

COUNTIES •••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. •• 

WISCONSIN • •• • 
STATE ••• , • , 

.. ... 

. . . .. 

. .. 

LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 
COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

., ... · . . 
WVoMING • • • • • • 

STATE • • • • • I 

LOCAL, TOTAL ••• 
COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

. , 

· . . . . . · . . . 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Legal 8ervi~e8 and 
pro.ecuti,on 

Amount 

3 676 
1 752 
1 92'1 
1 518 

'106 

13 391 
8 789 
II 602 
1 672 
2 931 

52 730 
12 2!18 
110 '172 
30 '118 
10 0511 

6 9911 
1 955 
!I 039 
3 26'1 
1 77'1 

2 057 
1 710 

3'17 
29 

318 

16 757 
II 'lOll 

12 353 
5 V,7? 
6 876 

21 2'12 
6 '195 

111 7117 
10 1311 
'I 613 

!S 9110 
2 726 
3 2111 
2 608 

606 

30 171 
13 fl89 
16 282 
11 1:37 
!I 111!! 

2 :361 
707 

1 654 
1 281 

37'1 

Percent of 
total c:rirninal 
jusUce system 

8.9 
B.8 
e.9 

15.2 
3.5 

'1.1 
8.2 
2.1 
1.9 
2.3 

6.0 
5.1 
6.3 

11.2 
2.7 

6.11 
/j.l 
8.1 

11.8 
5.2 

6.2 
6.9 
11.0 
11.2 
11.0 

6.5 
5.7 
7.0 
9.'1 
'1.5 

6.11 
5.6 
7.1 

11.8 
2.6 

8.2 
12.9 
6.3 
9.7 
3.6 

5.1 
2.8 
7.9 

11.9 
3.7 

Public defenele 

Amount 

627 

627 
617 

10 

3 183 
1 761 
1 q2 

9H 
501 

7 :361 

7 361 
7 332 

29 

807 

807 
780 

27 

1 180 
1 180 

5 669 
5 292 

377 
1511 
22'1 

6 609 
398 

6211 
5 1162 

750 

1 057 
1 011 

'16 
'16 

5 027 
781 

'I 2116 
'I 2'15 

1 

379 

379 
379 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice system 

1.5 

2.9 
6.2 
0.1 

1.0 
1.6 
0.7 
1.0 
0.'1 

0.8 

1.1 
2.7 
eZl 

0.7 

1.3 
2.8 
0.1 

:3.5 
11.8 

1.3 
2.8 
0.2 
0.1 
0.2 

2.0 
0.3 
2.9 
5.1 
0.7 

1.1 
2.1 
0.1 
0.2 

1.lI 
0.7 
1.6 
3.7 
eZl 

0.8 

1.8 
3.5 
eZI 

Correotion. 

Amount 

8 315 
6 261 
2 05'1 
1 782 

272 

82 15'1 
58 731 
23 li23 
15 663 

7 760 

191 925 
11'1 992 

76 933 
70 '117 

6 516 

29 071 
22 857 

6 21'1 
6171 

'13 

8 325 
8 278 

'17 
'15 

2 

153 767 
107 618 

'16 1'19 
18 162 
27 987 

9'1 872 
6'1 163 
30 709 
28 '106 

2 302 

18 527 
13 60ll 
'I 923 
'I 907 

16 

83 587 
60 3'10 
23 2117 
22 863 

3811 

18 315 
16 779 

1 5.36 
1 '129 

108 

Percent of 
total oriminal 
justice system 

20.1 
31.5 
9.5 

17.9 
2.3 

25.li 
511.6 
10.8 
17.7 
6.1 

21.7 
'17.8 
11.9 
25.8 
1.8 

26.6 
'18.2 
10.1 
22.3 
0.1 

25.0 
3:3.6 
0.5 
6.'1 
eZ) 

36.3 
57.8 
19.11 
17.'1 
21.0 

29.2 
56.3 
1'1.5 
26.3 
2.2 

19.8 
28.1 
10.9 
22.2 
0.1 

22.8 
56.3 
9.0 

19.9 
0.3 

39.5 
66.2 
7.3 

13.3 
1.1 

Other criminal Justice 

Amount 

:325 
325 

26 5111 
B06 

25 735 
211 118 

1 617 

29 012 
e 8q6 

20 166 
15 111'1 
'I 752 

2 191 
541 

1 650 
1 188 

1162 

627 
627 

12 209 
II 317 
7 892 
5 68~ 
2 209 

3 519 
1 352 
2 167 
1 01'1 
1 152 

1 8'1, 
1 656 

187 
73 

11/j 

8 551 
'I 6ql 
3 910 
3 898 

12 

522 
522 

Percent of 
total criminal 
ustice system 

O.B 
1.6 

8.2 
0.7 

11.9 
27.2 
1.3 

:3.3 
3.7 
3.1 
5.7 
1.3 

2.0 
1.1 
2.7 
11.3 
1.J 

1.9 
2.5 

2.9 
2.3 
:3.3 
5.5 
1.7 

1.1 
1.2 
1.0 
0.9 
1.1 

2.0 
3./j 
0.'1 
0.3 
0.5 

2.3 
'1.3 
1.5 
3.'1 
eZl 

1.1 
2.1 
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Table 8. Total criminal justice system expenditure, by character and object, by State and 

type of government, fiscal year 1978 

state and type of government' 

STATES-LOCAL I TOTAL. 
STATES • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

ALABAMA. • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

. . . . 

ALASKA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCALI TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

BOROUGHS • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ARIZONA ••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL I TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

. ARKANSAS • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCALI TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

CALIFORNIA • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL I TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

COLORADO • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

CONNECTICUT ••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCALI TOTAL • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES • 

DELAWARE • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCALI TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • " • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

FLORIDA. • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

GEORGIA •••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

HAWAII ••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCALI TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

. . . . . 
See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 2 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Total 

Direct expenditure 

Direct 
'current 

21 009 105 21 009 105 19 111 2811 
7 5411 251 6 688 192 6 205 501 

111 1156 003 111 321 513 13 505 183 
5 699 9711 5 611 815 5 112 010 
8 916 8911 8 109 698 8 393 113 

232 063 
100 385 
136 381 
54 088 
82, 978 

95 966 
70 839 
26 L'02 

1 652 
24 781 

278 9911 
88 1132 

198 241 
90 118 

109 149 

101 532 
49 219 
57 909 
2~\ 201 
34 328 

2 919 787 
778 622 

2 238 658 
1 290 901 

988 134 

271 597 
120 132 
157 454 

40 926 
117 194 

248 025 
126 6"9 
124 499 
124 942 

63 303 
44 195 
20 988 

8 ,:s4:',1 
12 7119 

206 6601 

206 665 
206 665 

868 287 
330 228 
553 054 
295 6118 
261 215 

391 251 
169 977 
235 733 
129 171 
107 217 

106 461 
116 818 
61 415 
16 079 
45 336 

232 063 
95 770 

136 293 
53 977 
82 316 

95 966 
69 8L13 
26 123 

1 621 
24 501 

278 994 
80 943 

198 051 
89 953 

108 098 

101 532 
4) 895 
57 637 
23 994 
33 643 

2 919 787 
683 115 

2 236 672 
1 287 010 

949 661 

271 597 
114 158 
157 439 

40 382 
117 057 

2q8 025 
124 513 
123 !.i12 
123 512 

63 303 
42 1110 
20 893 

8 248 
12 6115 

206 665 

206 665 
206 665 

868 287 
315 720 
552 567 
292 618 
259 949 

391 251 
155 640 
235 611 
128 986 
106 625 

106 1161 
45 046 
61 415 
16 079 
45 336 

221 651 
94 069 

127 582 
50 799 
76 783 

92 991 
67 802 
25 189 

1 616 
t3 573 

258 390 
68 777 

189 613 
86 612 

103 001 

93 071 
38 930 
54 1111 
22 786 
31 355 

2 807 342 
653 543 

2 153 799 
1 239 588 

914 210 

256 540 
109 5711 
1116 966 

37 314 
109 652 

ill4 0211 
U8852 
.ti5 172 
115 172 

S{! 021 
39 417 
19 610 

7 290 
12 320 

203 208 

203 208 
203 208 

791 156 
281 571 
509 585 
2M 186 
2119 399 

356 321 
133 920 
222 401 
121 112 
101 288 

95 584 
31J 876 
60 708 
15 690 
45 018 

Capital 
outlay 

1 298 1121 
482 691 
815 730 
499 806 
315 925 

10 412 
1 701 
8 711 
3 178 
5533 

2 975 
2 041 

934 
5 

929 

206QIJ 
12 166 

8 438 
3 3'11 
5 097 

8 461 
II 965 
3 496 
1 208 
2 288 

112 4115 
29 572 
82 873 
47 1122 
35 1151 

15 057 
4 584 

10 4731 
J 068 
7 40S! 

14 001 
5 661 
8 J'IO 
8 340 

4 276 
2 993 
1 283 

959 
324 

3 '157 

3 457 
3 457 

77 131 
34 1119 
42 982 
32 432 
10 550 

34 930 
21 720 
13 210 

7 874 
5 336 

10 87' 
10 170 

707 
389 
31€ 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

1 151 '113 
eS6 059 
295 351J 

88 158 
207 196 

5 387 
'I 615 

772 
111 
662 

1 307 
996 
311 

31 
280 

8 705 
7 489 
1 216 

165 
1 051 

6 215 
5 3211 

891 
207 
685 

137 871 
95 50? 
42 3611'1 

) 891 
38 Wl'l'! 

6 651!i 
5 9711 

6~s. 
51J'I 
1)7 

5 59,S 
L! 166 
1 429 
1. '129 

1 984 
1 785 

199 
94 

105 

18 8011 
14 508 
4 296 
3 030 
I 266 

15 114 
14 337 

'/77 
185 
592 

1 772 
1 772 

To State To local 
governments gov,ernments 

13'1 490 
(X) 

1311 490 
46 107 
88 383 

88 
(Xl 
88 
5'1 
3'1 

280 
(Xl 
280 

280 

190 
(Xl 
190 
162 
28 

272 
(Xl 
272 
179 

93 

1 986 
(Xl 

1. 986 
:I. 922 

611 

15 
(Xl 
15 
15 

987 
(Xl 
987 
987 

95 
(Xl 
95 
94 

(Xl 

487 
(Xl 
487 
361 
126 

123 
(Xl 
123 

96 
27 

(Xl 

1 016 923 
856 059 
160 8611 
42 051 

118 813 

5 299 
4 615 

684 
56 

628 

1 027 
996 

31 
31 

8 515 
7 '189 
1 026 

3 
1 022 

5 943 
5 3211 

619 
28 

592 

135 885 
95 507 
40 37S. 

1 968 
38 409 

6 640 
5 974 

666 
528 
1"? 

4 609 
II 166 

443 
443 

1 889 
1 785 

104 

101J 

18 317 
111 508 

3 809 
2 669 
1 140 

14 991 
14 337 

654 
89 

565 

1 772 
1 772 
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Table 8. Total criminal justice system expenditure, by character and object, by State arid 

type of government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 
(Thousands of dollars) 

-'-------------r----~------~.~--~--------------Direct expenditure 
State and type of government' 

IDAHo •••••••• 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
ILLINOIS • • • • • • • • • • • 

STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

INDIANA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

IOWA • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • · . . . . 

KANSAS • • • • • • • • • • • • 
stATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL,TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

KENTUCKY • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL; TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . 
e , • • • 

· . . . . 
LOU1Sl~~A. • • • • • • • • • • 

SfATf.. , • • • • • • * • • • 
LOOAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

PARISHES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MAtN~ ••••••••••••• 
sTAT£. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNttES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MARYLAND • ~ • • • • • • • • • 
StATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL.. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNIC!PALITIES • • • • • • 

MASSACHUSETTS. • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • e • • • • • • 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MIcHIGAN • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • & • • • • • 

LOCAL I TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALIYIES • • • • • • 

MINNESOTA. • • • • • 
STATE. • • • , • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

• • II • • 

· . . . . · . . . . 
MISSISSIPPI ••••••• 

STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

. . 

Tota1 2 

64 883 
28 102 
38 083 
23 582 
17 439 

1 159 866 
299 56:! 
887 281 
317 712 
572 085 

319 136 
122 728 
207 385 

71 216 
136 727 

181 702 
79 868 

114 830 
58 785 
58 914 

166 756 
76 25 
98 OO~ 
1J4 25~ 
55 94e 

234 45~ 
1113 73~ 
11.8 115 
53 25! 
66 10E 

.n8 191 
13'1 08~ 
214 73~ 
101 1f0~ 
1111 161 

59 422 
32 705 
29 071 

8 52e 
21 38~ 

1168 2~E 
279 554 
252 134 
1110 7112 
111 642 

593 83' 
175 9'11 
437 3~: 
100 85! 
339 61~ 

991J O~~ 
333 98! 
719 211 
301 22:1 
437 921 

308 II~? 
99 426 

228 104 
129 682 
102 10~ 

116 3~( 
52 1~~ 
67 36· 
32 24 
35 1172 

Total 

64 883 
26 911 
37 972 
20 945 
17 027 

1 159 866 1 
273 014 
886 852 
316 '112 
570 440 

319 136 
113 260 
205 876 

69 856 
136 020 

181 702 
67 356 

114 346 
57 093 
57 253 

166 756 
68 848 
97 908 
43 985 
53 923 

2311 1151J 
116 020 
118 4311 
52 928 
65 506 

3~B 198 
124 031 
214 167 
101 169 
112 999 

59 1122 
30 823 
28 599 

7 8<13 
20 756 

468 226 
217 002 
251 224 
139 669 
111 555 

593 83ij 
157 301 
'136 533 
100 740 
335 793 

994 062 
277 636 
716 426 
286 1155 
429 972 

308 469 
81 056 

227 413 
127 475 
99 938 

116 360 
49 029 
67 331 
32 061 
35\ 270 

Direct 
current 

56 769 
25 670 
31 099 
16 740 
14 359 

OLl9 7119 
255 338 
7911 411 
236 865 
557 5116 

292 347 
97 319 

195 028 
67 301J 

127 724 

173 298 
6'l 264 

109 034 
54 881 
54 152 

151 579 
59 494 
92 085 
IJO 475 
51 610 

217 787 
106 286 
HI 501 
49 682 
61 819 

320 929 
120 705 
200 <!211 

t'5 5139 
106 634 

55 1]21 
29 019 
26 802 
683'7 

19 965 

4)4 80,3 
200 39q 
23L1 1109 
124 91J0 
109 469 

563 607 
154 368 
409 239 
82 180 

327 060 

922 835 
247 551 
675 284 
266 608 
408 676 

287 807 
78 250 

209 557 
114 006 

95 551 

105 895 
liS 784 
60 111 
26 1J61 
3J 650 

Capital 
outlay 

8 113 
1 241 
6 872 
LI 205 
2 667 

110 117 
17 676 
92 441 
79 547 
12 895 

26 788 
15 941 
10 847 

2 552 
8 295 

8 404 
3 092 
5 312 
2 212 
3 100 

15 177 
9 354 
5 823 
3 510 
2 J13 

16 61'16 
9 73L1 
(; 932 
3 245 
3 687 

17 270 
3 326 

13 944 
7 580 
636'l 

~ 601 
1 8011 
1 797 
1 006 

791 

33 424 
16 608 
16 816 
14 729 
2 086 

30 227 
2 93.3 

27 294 
.t8 560 
8733 

71 228 
30 085 
41 143 
19 847 
21 296 

20 662 
2 806 

17 856 
13 469 

4 387 

10 465 
3 245 
7 220 
5 601 
1 620 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

4 240 
1 191 
3 01J9 
2637 

1113 

29 493 
26 5119 
2 9114 
1 300 
1 61J4 

11 536 
9 468 
2 068 
1 360 

708 

15 865 
12 512 

3 353 
1 692 
1 661 

9 698 
7 1105 
2 293 

268 
2 025 

28 6L13 
27 713 

930 
330 
600 

11 1157 
10 052 

1 1J05 
235 

1 170 

3 200 
1 882 
1 318 

685 
633 

63 711 
62 552 

1 159 
1 073 

87 

22 579 
18 640 

3 939 
117 

3 822 

79 068 
56 352 
22 716 
14 767 
7 949 

22 7118 
18 370 
4 378 
2 207 
2 171 

3 521 
3 133 

388 
186 
202 

To State To local 
governments governments 

112 
(Xl 
112 
112 

429 
(Xl 
429 
295 
134 

1 509 
(Xl 

1 509 
1 215 

29'1 

1184 
(Xl 
484 
4'17 

37 

97 
(Xl 
97 
94 

3 

19 
(X) 
19 
15 

4 

570 
(Xl 
570 
207 
362 

472 
(X) 
472 
1J52 

20 

910 
(Xl 
910 
910 

819 
(Xl 
819 

12 
807 

2 784 
(Xl 

2 784 
2 773 

11 

691 
(Xl 
691 
672 

19 

37 
(X) 
37 
19 
17 

4 129 
1 191 
2 938 
2 525 

/113 

29 065 
26 5119 

2 516 
1 005 
1 511 

10 027 
9 468 

559 
145 
414 

15 381 
12 512 
2 869 
1 2L15 
1 624 

9 600 
7 405 
2 195 

173 
2 022 

28 tl24 
27 713 

911 
315 
596 

10 887 
10 052 

835 
28 

807 

2 728 
1 882 

8116 
233 
613 

62 802 
62 552 

250 
163 

87 

21 760 
18 61J0 

3 120 
105 

3 015 

76 283 
56 352 
19 931 
11 993 

7 938 

22 057 
18 370 

3 687 
1 531J 
2 153 

3 484 
3 133 

:351 
167 
185 
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Table 8. Total criminal justice system expenditure, by character and object, by Stab~ 'and 

type of government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State and type of government 1 

MISSOURI • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNIcrPALITIES • • • • • • 

MONTANA •••••••••••• 
SrATE. • • • • • •••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEBRASKA • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NEVADA " • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. • • • • • • • • 
sTATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW JERSEY • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPAL!TIES • • • • • • 

NEW MEXICO • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW YORK • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NORTH C4ROLINA • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NORTH DAKOTA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNI~IPALITIES • • • • • • 

OHIO • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • _ • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

OKLAHOMA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

OREGON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total" 

361 372 
109 5.H 
263 941 
79 674 

185 262 

55 876 
23 041 
34 492 
20 329 
14 876 

106 629 
49 805 
60 806 
26 197 
35 179 

109 286 
39 881 
12 788 
53 624 
31 756 

57 176 
21 855 
35 932 

7 892 
28 565 

825 691 
223 554 
625 963 
204 657 
42.3 237 

103 937 
55 316 
50 548 
16 98.3 
34 580 

2 925 L192 
922 759 

2 216 955 
463 092 

1 758 401 

39L1 323 
229 9.31 
180 652 

76 aLl3 
105 856 

35 222 
1.3 7L19 
22 291 
10 489 
12 175 

882 568 
279 678 
6L15 078 
276 L161 
.391 2.31 

202 202 
111 813 

98 223 
29 986 
68 843 

2L18 68L1 
107 903 
150 612 

89 4.32 
62 295 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

361 372 
97 543 

26.3 829 
79 487 

18L1 .342 

55 876 
21 408 
3L1 468 
20 105 
14 363 

106 629 
45 826 
60 803 
26 125 
.34 677 

109 286 
365M 
72 722 
53 561 
19 161 

57 176 
21 387 
35 789 

7 885 
27 90Ll 

825 691 
199 977 
625 71L1 
2M 655 
L121 059 

103 937 
53 39L1 
50 5L1J 
16 112 
3L1 L131 

2 925 1+92 2 
808 6L16 

2 116 846 2 
L138 32L1 

1 678 522 1 

391+ 323 
21.3 688 
180 635 

75 720 
101+ 91L1 

.35 222 
12 9L12 
22 280 
10 L156 
11 82L1 

882 568 
2.37 886 
61+L1 682 
270 957 
373 725 

202 202 
107 816 

91+ 386 
25 708 
68 678 

2L18 684 
98 .334 

150 350 
88 845 
61 506 

Direct Capital 
current out~ay 

338 lL19 
90 2611 

2L17 885 
70 290 

177 595 

52 952 
20 630 
32 322 
18 597 
1.3 725 

97 810 
39 071 
58 739 
25 569 
33 170 

95 668 
26 16L1 
69 SOLI 
51 322 
18 182 

51 011 
19 1+80 
31 531 

7 702 
23 829 

794 793 
191 8L10 
602 953 
193 201+ 
L109 749 

91 807 
L17 818 
~3 989 
11 669 
.32 321 

845 380 
757 523 
087 857 
425 491 
662 365 

364 065 
205 381 
158 68L1 

59 9611 
98 720 

3.3 041 
12 LIla 
20 631 

9 868 
10 76L1 

796 574 
233 625 
562 9L19 
215 725 
347 22L1 

170 479 
82 922 
87 557 
22 420 
65 137 

229 553 
91 889 

1.37 661+ 
77 858 
59 806 

23 223 
7 279 

15 9114 
9 197 
6 7L18 

2 92L1 
778 

2 lL16 
1 508 

638 

8 819 
6 755 
20611 

556 
1 507 

1.3 618 
10 L100 

3 218 
2 239 

979 

6 164 
1 907 
II 257 

183 
4 075 

30 897 
8 137 

22 760 
11 L150 
11 310 

12 130 
5 576 
6 55L1 
II L143 
2 111 

80 113 
51 123 
28 990 
12 833 
16 157 

30 257 
8 307 

21 950 
15 756 

6 194 

2 181 
532 

1 6119 
589 

1 060 

85 993 
LI 261 

81 732 
55 232 
26 500 

~1 72.3 
24 894 

6 829 
.3 287 
3 542 

19 132 
6 L1L15 

12 687 
10 987 

1 700 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

13 096 
11 988 

1 108 
188 
920 

2 370 
1 633 

737 
224 
513 

LI 553 
3 979 

574 
72 

502 

15 97L1 
3 317 

12 657 
63 

12 594 

1 137 
L168 
669 

8 
661 

25 757 
23 577 

2 180 
2 

2 178 

2 9L12 
1 922 
1 020 

872 
1L19 

218 761 
11L1 113 
104 6L18 

211 768 
79 879 

18 307 
16 2L13 

2 064 
1 122 

9L11 

1 190 
807 
383 

32 
351 

6q 802 
41 792 
23 010 
5 504 

17 506 

8 1+L11 
3 997 
LI L144 
LI 279 

165 

10 9L16 
9 569 
1 377 

587 
790 

To State To local 
governments governments 

112 
(X) 
112 
112 

25 
(X) 
25 

3 
21 

3 
IX) 

3 
2 
1 

66 
(X) 
66 
57 

9 

143 
(X) 
1L13 

143 

249 
(X) 
2L19 

2 
21+7 

5 
(X) 

5 
4 
1 

100 108 
(X) 

100 108 
21 934 
78 175 

17 
(X) 
17 
1.3 

5 

11 
IX) 
11 

9 
2 

397 
(X) 
397 
291f 
103 

3 837 
IX) 

3 837 
.3 83.3 

4 

262 
(X) 
262 
1.311 
.1.27 

12 983 
11 988 

995 
75 

920 

2 3L15 
1 633 

712 
221 
L192 

LI 5L19 
3 979 

570 
69 

501 

15 908 
3 317 

12 591 
6 

12 585 

99L1 
L168 
526 

8 
519 

25 508 
23 577 

1 931 

1 931 

2 937 
1 922 
1 015 

867 
lLl8 

118 652 
114 113 

4 539 
2 835 
1 7011 

18 289 
16 243 

2 OLl6 
1 110 

937 

,I. 179 
807 
372 

2L1 
349 

M L105 
41 792 
22 613 
5 210 

17 L103 

4 603 
3 997 

606 
L145 
161 

10 68L1 
9 569 
1 115 

453 
662 

\ I 
I 

i 

, i 
I 

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

type of govf'rnment, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State and type of government1 

PENNSYLVANIA ',' • • • •••• 
STATE. • • • , • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • ',' •• 

COUNTIES • • • • l • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

RHoOE ISLAND • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • ~ •• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINA • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • 

SOUTH DAKOTA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • •••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES, ••••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

TENNESSEE. • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • ••• 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

TEXAS. • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • •••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • •• 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

UTAH • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

VERMONT •••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • •• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

VIRGINIA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • ••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES ~ • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

WASHINGTON • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • •••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

WEST VIRGINIA. • • • • •••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • •• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • •• 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

WISCONSIN. • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

WYOMING. • ., • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 

Total" 

993 980 
378 08L1 
695 845 
183 876 
515 913 

88 016 
52 399 
38 220 
38 220 

182 L163 
89 290 
98 7L19 
56 017 
L13 639 

L11 L1.30 
21 lOll 
23 060 
11 515 
12 023 

323 469 
121 233 
215 9L12 

89 292 
128 305 

885 L120 
279 569 
6L16 675 
27L1 292 
375 L186 

10Q 208 
52 542 
61 827 
27 706 
.3L1 646 

33 305 
25 180 

8 684 
700 

8 11L1 

42.3 807 
234 656 
241 L189 
107 124 
137 226 

325 154 
122 356 
211 547 
109 56C 
109 260 

93 423 
L19 927 
L15 26L1 
22 296 
23 166 

365'940 
117 L149 
260 019 
116 580 
1Ifq 061 

46 338 
26 014 
20 989 
10 71+6 
10 356 

(Thousands of <;!ollars) 

Direct expenditure 

Total ~irect Capital 

993 980 
30Ll 224 
689 756 
179 q29 
510 327 

88 016 
49 796 
38 220 
J8 220 

182 L163 
eLI 155 
98 308 
55 323 
42 985 

41 L130 
19 876 
21 55L1 

9 973 
11 581 

323 L169 
107 580 
215 889 

88 695 
127 19L1 

885 420 
240 667 
6Ll4 753 
272 51L1 
372 239 

109 208 
L17 38L1 
61 82q 
27 G.!l6 
3q 198 

3.3 305 
24 623 

8 682 
700 

7 982 

L123 807 
186 272 
2.37 535 
104 165 
133 370 

:!l1l5 15L1 
1.1..3 922 
211 ~32 
108 033 
103 199 

93 L123 
48 328 
45 095 
22 118 
22 977 

365 940 
107 253 
258 687 
115 061 
1113 625 

46 338 
25 361 
20 977 
10 7L11 
10 236 

current outlay 

961 379 
293 572 
667 807 
170 122 
497 685 

78 5L16 
41 091 
37 L155 
37 L155 

168 599 
76 919 
91 680 
50 616 
L11 06'1 

38 198 
18 991f 
19 20Ll 
8 196 

11 008 

275 622 
9L1 891 

180 731 
61 L179 

119 252 

824 233 
224 191 
600 OLl2 
249 290 
350 752 

100 533 
113 931 
56 602 
2L1 362 
32 241 

31 991 
23 5L19 

8 L1q2 
6L17 

7 795 

388 153 
175 L160 
212 693 

9.3 985 
118 708 

310 2l.'I 
105 0118 
205 1.66 
lOll .!)82 
100 583 

86 191 
41t .399 
L11 792 
19 685 
22 107 

350 747 
105 081+ 
245 663 
106 lL12 
139 521 

33 067 
1.3 582 
19 L185 
96(,6 
9 819 

32 601 
10 652 
21 9L19 
9 307 

12 642 

9 q70 
8 705 

765 
765 

13 865 
7 236 
6 629 
LI 708 
1 921 

3 232 
882 

2 350 
1 778 

57.3 

L17 847 
12 689 
;)5 158 
27 216 
7 9112 

61 187 
16 L176 
4L1 711 
23 223 
21 L187 

8 675 
3 L15.3 
5 222 
J 264 
1 957 

1 31L1 
1 074 

240 
53 

187 

35 654 
10 812 
2L1 8L12 
10 179 
iLl 662 

111 9L10 
8 874 
6 066 
3 L151 
2 615 

7 232 
3 929 
3 303 
2 L133 

870 

15 192 
2 169 

13 023 
8 919 
LI lOll 

13 271 
11 779 

1 492 
1 075 

L116 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

83 894 
73 860 
10 034 
4 447 
5 586 

2 603 
2 6Q3 

6 L183 
5 135 
1 3q8 

69L1 
65L1 

3211 
1 228 
1 983 
1 5L12 

L1L12 

15 361 
13 653 

1 708 
597 

1 111 

'13 927 
::S8 902 

5 025 
1 778 
3 2L17 

5 686 
5 158 

528 
80 

L149 

689 
557 
132 

132 

55 199 
413 38L1 

6 815 
2 959 
3 856 

16 022 
8 L13L1 
7 588 
1 527 
6 061 

1 965 
1 599 

366 
177 
189 

12 150 
10 196 

1 95L1 
1 518 

L136 

778 
653 
125 

LI 
121 

To State To local 
governments governments 

6 089 
(X) 

6 089 
3 7q8 
2 3L1l 

IX) 

LIllI 
(X) 
IILI! 
287 
153 

1 506 
IX) 

1 506 
1 L156 

50 

5J 
(X) 
53 
10 
LIL1 

1 923 
(X) 

1 923 
960 
963 

3 
IX) 

3 
3 

2 
(X) 

2 

2 

3 9511 
IX) 

3 95L1 
1 777 
2 177 

315 
(X) 
315 

39 
276 

169 
(X) 
169 
169 

1 333 
(X) 

1 3~3 
1 149 

184 

12 
(X) 
12 

LI 
8 

77 805 
73 860 

3 9L15 
699 

3 245 

2 603 
2 603 

6 OLl2 
5 135 

907 
L107 
501 

1 705 
1 228 

477 
86 

392 

15 0308 
13 653 

1 655 
587 

1 068 

112 005 
38 902 

3 103 
819 

2 28L1 

5 683 
5 158 

525 
77 

4119 

687 
557 
130 

130 

51 2115 
L18 J811 

2 861 
1 182 
1 679 

15 707 
8 L13L1 
7 273 
1 L188 
5 785 

1 796 
1 599 

197 
8 

189 

10 817 
10 196 

6j?1 
3e,9 
252 

766 
653 
113 

113 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 
X Not applicable. 
lData for lI1unicipaUUeB and the local governments totals which include municipal data, are estimates subject to sampling 

variation; data for ~ount1e~ (boroughs, parishes) are based on a canvass of all county gove~DII1ents and therefore are not subject 
to sampling variation; see text for data lim 1 tations. "" 

"For each State and the ~nited States s~arYI the expenditure figures shown on the Local, total line and the cOll1bined 
State-local total line (the data shown opposite the names of the individual States) exclude duplicative 1ntergoverDll1e~tal 
expenditure amounts This was done to avoid the artificial inflation which would result if an intorgovernmental expenditure 
amount for one gove~nment 1s tabulated and then counted again when the recipient'govornment(s) ultimately expend(o) that amount. 
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1 
2 
3 
II 
5 

State and type of 
government 1 

STATES-LOCAL. TOTAL. 
STATES. •• •• 
LoCAL. TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

6 ~LABAMA • • • • • • • • 
7 STATE........ 
8 LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • 
9 COUNTIES ••••• 

10 MUNICIPALITIES. 

11 ~LASKA ••••••••• 
12 STATE ~ • • • • • • • 
13 LOCAL, TOTAL.. •• 
111 BOROUGHS... •• 
15 MUNICIPALITIES... 

16 ~RIZONA • • • • • • • • 
17 STATE •••••••• 
18 lOCAL. :~TAL. • • • • 
19 COUNTIES •••••• 
20 MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

21 ~RKANSAS •••••••• 
22 STATE........ 
23 LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • 
211 COUNTIES •••••• 
25 MUNICIPALITIES.. 

26 ALIFORNIA ••••••• 
27 STATE •••••• ,. 
28 LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • 
29 COUNTrES •••••• 
30 MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

31 FOLORADO ••• " •• 
32 STATE 5 • • • • • • • 

33 LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • 
311 COUNTIES •••••• 
35 MUNICIPALITIES... 

36 FONNECTICUT • • • • • • 
37 STATE........ 
38 LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • 
39 MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

110 DELAWARE. • • • • • • • 
111 STATE........ 
112 LOCAL. TOTAL.. •• 
113 COUNTIES...... 
1111 MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

115 PISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. • 
116 STATE........ 
117 LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • 
118 MUNICIPALITIES... 

119 FLORIDA • , • •• •• 
50 STATE........ 
51 LOCAL. TOTAL •••• 
52 COUNT1ES...... 
53 MUNICIP4LITIES ••• 

511 GEORGIA • • • •• •• 
55 STATE........ 
56 LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • 
57 COUNTIES...... 
56 MUNICIPALITIES... 

59 HAWAII ••••••• 
60 STATE...... 
61 LOCAL. TOTAL. • • 
62 COUNTIES.... 
63 MUNICIPALITIES. 

6~ IDAHO • • • • • • • • • 
65 STATE..... • '.: I 66 LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • 
67 COUNTIES..... 
68 MUNICIPALITIES.. 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 9. Criminal justice system employment and percent distribution of full-tim~ 

Total. 
full-time 

equivalent 
employees 3 

, 6 750 180 
, 2 949 933 

3 800 2117 
1 595 77') 
2 2011 11711 

109 1311 
60 985 
118 1'1<:' 
19 302 
28 8117 

28 578 
15 618 
12 900 
3 3011 
9 596 

71 '138 
36 :310 
35 128 
15 531 
19 597 

55 831 
33 000 
22 831 
12 026 
10 805 

60S 858 
2112 823 
363 035 
212 9118 
150 087 

85 6111 
1111 813 
'10 801 
16 73'1 
2'1 067 

129 536 
115 3111 
811 195 
811 195 

19 162 
111 572 

II 590 
2 297 
2 293 

113 896 

113 896 
113 896 

237 097 
101 8'16 
135 251 

68 753 
66 1198 

1311 559 
76 5'10 
58 019 
2ti 7011 
: I ::15 

45 142 
34 317 
11 '125 

3 098 
8 327 

211 917 
111 850 
10 067 
5813 
II 2511 

Total criminal justice system Police protection Judicial 

Number of employees Percent Number of empl.oyces Percentl-_N_um_b_e,...r _o_f_e_m_pl,-O_ye_e_s---i Farcen 
1-----r----,-----1 of 1---,....--... ---] of of 

Total 

123 552 
322 0'16 
801 506 
322 538 
'178 968 

15 653 
5 299 

10 3511 
3 686 
6 668 

2 921 
2 075 

8116 
11 

835 

13 505 
3 721 
9 7811 
II 811 
II 973 

7 500 
1 9511 
5 5116 
2 428 
:3 118 

12'1 033 
26 157 
97 876 
56 '706 
'11 170 

13 772 
II 6511 
9 118 
2 718 
6 1100 

13 7'15 
611111 
7 331 
7 331 

3 632 
2 506 
1 126 

377 
7119 

8 728 

8 728 
8 728 

119 756 
17 832 
31 9211 
17 072 
111 852 

2'1 557 
7 718 

16 839 
9 00'1 
7 835 

'I 390 
1 613 
2 777 

727 
2 050 

II 557 
1 713 
2 8'111 
1 655 
1 189 

Full­
time 
only 

023 25 1 
303 95( 
719 302 
285 37~ 
433 930 

13 88t 

~ g~: 
3 O"~ 
5 92 

2 '77~ 
1 96~ 

81 
l( 

80 

13 22~ 
3 6~: 
9 5~. 
II 72 
II 862 

6 2~! 
1 909 
Ii 378 
1 801 
2 577 

117 0811 
211 613 
92 1171 
52 983 
39 1/88 

12 805 
II 351 
8 11511 
2 '170 
5 9811 

12 593 
6 1511 
6 tl39 
6 1139 

3 503 
2 11'10 
1 063 

377 
686 

8 688 

8 688 
8 688 

118 707 
17 726 
30 981 
16 608 
1'1 373 

22 597 
7 382 

15 215 
7 9311 
7 281 

II 369 
1 6011 
2 765 

715 
2 050 

3 7311 
1 209 
2 525 
1 '1911 
1 031 

Full­
time 

equiva­
lent 

053 758 
310 5511 
743 204 
295 970 
'147 234 

111 5113 
5 052 
9 1191 
3 398 
6 093 

2 806 
1 98'1 

822 
10 

812 

13 351 
3 708 
9 6113 
II 753 
II 890 

6 682 
1 923 
II 759 
2 002 
2 757 

119 720 
25 358 
911 362 
511 5119 
39 813 

13 067 
II 111/5 
8 622 
2 535 
6 087 

12 8115 
6 232 
6 613 
6613 

3 527 
2 1150 
1 077 

377 
700 

a 705 

8 705 
a 705 

'18 9118 
17 739 
31 209 
16 736 
111 '173 

23 1311 
7 '185 

15 6119 
8 253 
7 396 

II 372 
1 606 
2 766 

716 
2 050 

! 899 
1 303 
2 596 
1 535/ 
1 061 

total total total 

£u11- Fu11- Full- priminal Fu11- ~'ull- priminal 
time time justice time justice 

equiva -' Total time equlva- system Total time equiva- system 
lent only lent employ- only lent employ-

employ- ees ees I 
ees 

15.6 622 544 568 747 
10.5 98 651 89 977 
19.6 523 893 '178 770 
18.5 110 502 98 311" 
20.3 1113 391 380 '126 

13.3 
8.3 

19,7 
17.6 
21.1 

9.8 
12.7 

6.11 
0.3 
8.5 

18.7 
10.2 
27.5 
30.6 
25.0 

12.0 
5.8 

20.8 
16.6 
:~5.5 

19.a 
10.11 
26.0 
25.6 
26.5 

15:J 
9.9 

21.1 
15.1 
25.3 

9.9 
13.7 
7.9 
7.9 

18.11 
16.8 
23.5 
16.'1 
30.5 

19.8 

19.8 
19.8 

20.6 
17.11 
23.1 
211.3 
21.8 

17.2 
9.8 

27.0 
30.9 
23.6 

9.7 
11.7 

2'1.2 
23.1 
211.6 

15.6 
8.8 

25.8 
26.11 
24.9 

8 993 
1 581 
7 1112 
1 355 
6 057 

1 1/37 
682 
755 

" 751 

7 398 
1 609 
5 789 
1 32'1 
II 1.165 

4 1106 
886 

3 520 
91/6 

2 57'1 

62 096 
9 763 

52 333 
111 1/69 
37 864 

7 569 
1 0811 
I; 1/85 
1 260 
5 225 

8 551 
1 1198 
7 053 
7 053 

1 696 
767 
929 
258 
671 

11637 

'1637 
II 637 

25 92) 
3 1153 

22 1.170 
8 91.15 

13 525 

13 053 
2 3117 

10 706 
3 777 
6 929 

2 651 
102 

2 5'19 
619 

1 930 

2 '1211 
'190 

1 9311 
822 

1 112 

8 324 
1 516 
6 808 
1 270 
5 538 

1 1102 
672 
730 

II 
726 

7 325 
1 609 
5 716 
1 310 
1/ 1106 

3 975 
8111 

3 1311 
820 

2 3111 

59 1195 
9 2611 

50 231 
13 922 
36 309 

7 1117 
967 

6 180 
1 165 
5 015 

7 670 
1 1133 
6 237 
6 237 

1 606 
723 
883 
258 
625 

II 6211 

II 6211 
II 624 

25 285 
:; 1I1~ 

21 871 
8 726 

13 1115 

12 358 
2 209 

10 1I~9 
3 610 
6 539 

2 640 
102 

2 538 
608 

1 930 

2 2011 
1186 

1 718 
735 
983 

582 178 
92 11113 

489 735 
99 889 

389 846 

8 1169 
1 526 
6 9113 
1 295 
5 6118 

1 tl08 
6711 
7311 

II 
730 

73:'1 
1 609 
5 728 
1 315 
111/13 

II 101. 
855 

3 2116 
861 

2 385 

60 069 
9 1121 

50 6118 
14 078 
36 570 

7 231 
989 

6 2112 
1 186 
5 056 

7 825 
1 111111 
6 3al 
6 381 

1 619 
729 
890 
258 
632 

4 637 

II 637 
1/ 637 

25 371 
3 1115 

21 956 
8 767 

13 189 

12 512 
2 21/5 

10 267 
3 6118 
6 619 

2 6111 
102 

2 539 
609 

1 930 

2 2115 
1187 

1 758 
750 

1 008 

55.2 
29.8 
65.9 
33.7 
87.2 

58.2 
30.2 
73.2 
38.1 
92.7 

50.2 
34.0 
89.3 
110.0 
89.9 

55.0 
113.11 
59.11 
27.7 
90.2 

61.11 
1111.5 
68.2 
'13.0 
86.5 

50.2 
37.2 
53.7 
25.8 
91.9 

55.3 
22.2 
72.~ 
46.8 
83.1 

60.9 
23.2 
96.5 
96.5 

115.9 
29.8 
82.6 
68.11 
90.3 

53.3 

53.3 
53.3 

51.8 
19.3 
70.11 
52.11 
91.1 

5'1.1 
30.0 
&5.6 
'111.2 
89.5 

60.'1 
6.11 

91.8 
85.1 
911.1 

57.6 
37.11 
67.7 
118.9 
95.0 

511 9113131 851 III 001 
113 625 39 11118 1/1 6112 

111 318 92 1103 99 359 
85 725 71/ 002 78 7'18 
25 593 18 1101 20 611 

13.11 
13.11 
13.11 
26.6 

'1.6 

2 5~~ 
1 112. 
1 100 

832 
268 

606 
605 

1 

1 

1 7118 
191 

1 557 
1 28' 277 
1 173 

103 
1 070 

722 
3118 

111 8112 
976 

13 866 
13 2511 

612 

1 870 
1 181 

689 
11111 
5115 

1 925 
1 261 

6611 
5112 
122 

2 181 
1 326 

855 
696 
159 

15.0 
26.2 
9.0 

20.5 
2.6 

526 
525 

1 

539 19.2 
538 27.1 

1 0.1 

1 0.1 

! 600 1 693 
1111 178 

1 1186 1 515 
1 251 1 261 

235 25'1 

593 773 
103 103 
1190 670 
365 1170 
125 200 

13 117 
521 

12 596 
12 011 

585 

111 286 
976 

13 310 
12 710 

600 

1 598 1 691 
1 068 1 113 

530 578 
111'1 1'111 
386 113(j 

12.7 
11.8 

15.7 
26.5 
5.2 

11.6 
5.11 

111.1 
23.5 
7.3 

11.9 
3.8 

111.1 
23.3 
1.5 

12.9 
25.0 
6.7 
5.7 
7.1 

1 693 1 521 1 568 12.2 
1 607 1 '180 1 516 211.3 

86 III 52 0.8 
86 III 52 0.8 

753 
598 
155 
107 

118 

8111 

8111 
8111 

6 372 
1 329 
5 0'13 
II 605 

1138 

3 558 
5311 

3 0211 
2 665 

359 

686 
686 

579 
179 
1100 
378 

22 

733 
592 
1111 
107 

3'1 

808 

808 
808 

6 122 
1 327 
II 795 
II 1137 

358 

2 765 
383 

2 382 
2 128 

2511 

679 
679 

5117 
170 
377 
360

1 17 

7111 21.0 
5911 211.2 
1117 13.6 
107 28.11 

110 5.7 

810 9.3 

810 9.3 
810 9.3 

6 225 12.7 
1 327 7.5 
II 898 1:::.,7 
II 1198 26.9 

1100 2.8 

3 003 13.0 
1132 5.8 

2 571 16.11 
2 293 27.6 

278 3.8 

680 15.6 
680 112.3 

557 111.3 
173 13.3 
3811 111.8 
366 23.8 

!8 1.7 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 

equivalent employees by State and type of government, October 1978 
Legal services and prosecution Public defense Corrections 

Number of employees Percent Number of employees Percent Number of employees 
of of 

total total 

Full- Fu11- crimi- Full- crimi- Full-Full- Full-time nal time nal time Total time 
equiva- justice Total time 

equiva- justice Total time 
equiva-only only only lent system lent system lent employ- employ-

ees eas 

68 13'~ '58 150 61 689 5.9 8 1150 7 716 8 038 0.8 261 385 2'19 5q7 253 1166 
18 97'4 17 596 18 212 5.9 3 256 3 121 3 159 1.0 153 770 150 1'18 151 1108 
49 105 40 5511 43 1177 5.9 5 1911 II 595 4 879 0.7 107 615 99 399 102 058 
32 1199 27 7113 29 208 9.9 11817 II 278 II 5113 1.5 86 327 78 '185 81 015 
16 666 12 811 111 269 3.2 377 317 336 0.1 21 288 20 91'1 21 0113 

773 337 571 3.9 11 5 6 (Zl 3 3111 3 253 3 276 
373 160 277 5.5 2 2 2 eZI 1 883 1 883 1 883 
1100 177 2911 3.1 9 3 II eZI 1 1131 1 370 1 393 
290 136 236 6.9 5 2 2 0.1 l 202 1 1117 1 167 
110 II! 58 1.0 II 1 2 eZI 229 223 226 

2711 265 266 9.5 511 50 51 1.8 529 516 522 
210 205 205 10.3 511 50 51 2.6 503 1190 496 

611 60 61 7.11 - - - - 26 26 26 
7 6 6 60.0 - , - - - - -57 511 55 6.e - - - - 26 26 26 

970 9111 951 7.1 165 160 161 1.2 3 193 3 172 3 178 
203 203 203 5.5 - - - - 1 6911 1 6911 1 6911 
767 738 7118 7.8 165 160 161 1.7 1 1199 1 1178 1 '1811 
573 552 560 11.8 1611 159 160 3.11 1 1165 1 '146 1 1152 
1911 186 188 3.8 1 1 1 (Zl 311 32 32 

391 273 331 5.0 311 29 30 0.11 1 111111 1 367 1 396 
112 112 112 2.2 - - - - 879 879 879 

3119 231 289 6.1 311 29 30 0.6 565 1188 517 
253 188 2111 10.7 28 23 211 1.2 117'1 1100 '128 
96 113 75 2.7 6 6 6 0.2 91 88 89 

11 226 10 962 11 0711 9.2 1 936 1 897 1 908 1.6 33 5611 31 263 32 02'1 
2 221 2 199 2 205 8.7 11111 1111 1111 0.6 12 927 12 365 12 1190 
9 005 8 763 8 869 9.11 1 '192 1 756 1 767 1.9 20 637 18 898 19 5311 
7 377 7 216 7 282 13.3 1 718 1 683 1 69'1 3.1 19 727 17 999 18 629 
1 628 1 5'17 1 587 4.0 711 73 73 0.2 910 899 905 

1 099 962 1 01>0 7.7 153 1116 149 1.1 2 9911 2 868 2 911 158 1511 155 3.5 153 1116 1119 3.11 2 0110 1 978 2 001 
9111 808 8'15 9.8 - - - - 9511 890 910 
639 5'16 571 22.5 - - - - 633 573 592 
302 262 2711 '1.5 - - - - 321 317 318 

580 527 557 4.3 135 128 132 1.0 2 688 2 655 2 669 
11110 1112 1125 6.8 135 128 132 2.1 2 682 2 650 2 6611 
1110 U5 132 2.0 - - - - 6 5 5 
1110 h5 132 2.0 - - - - 6 5 5 

1115 1112 1113 '1.1 111 111 III 1.2 958 942 911'1 
1011 1011 10'1 11.2 111 111 111 1.7 958 9112 9'111 

111 38 39 3.6 - - - - - - -12 12 12 3.2 - - - - - - -29 26 27 3.9 - - - - - - -
207 207 207 2.4 106 106 106 1.2 2 9'11 2 920 2 922 - - - - - - - - - - -207 207 207 2.4 106 106 10~ 1.2 2 91.11 2 920 2 922 207 207 207 2.4 106 106 1O~ 3..2 2 9111 2 920 2 922 

2 331 2 303 2 320 11.7 8118 8110 8113 1.7 13 806 13 687 13 716 
1 8119 1 8115 1 8116 10.11 786 786 786 11.11 10 360 10 299 10 310 

1182 1158 11711 1.5 62 511 !i7' 0.2 3 11116 3 388 3 1106 
229 223 225 1.3 60 52 55 0.3 2 861 2 8011 2 822 
253 235 2119 1.7 2 2 2 eZI 585 5811 5811 

973 7211 801 3.5 96 58 611 0.3 6 818 6 639 6 697 
271 2111 258 3.11 30 13 111 0.2 II 505 II 505 II 505 
702 118] 5113 3.5 66 115 50 O.l 2 313 2 1311 2 192 
570 39!1 1152 5.5 56 38 42 0.5 1 920 1 7'17 1 802 
132 85 91 1.2 10 7 8 0.1 393 387 390 

289 289 289 6.6 53 53 53 1.2 629 627 628 
108 108 108 6.7 53 53 53 3.3 5811 582 583 
181 181 181 6.5 - - - - 'IS 115 115 

61 61 51 8,5 - - - - 115 115 115 
120 120 120 5.9 - - - - - - -
335 2811 298 7.6 37 36 36 0.9 1 11111 625 725 78 75 76 5.8 - - - - 928 '1110 529 
257 209 222 8.6 37 

36/ 
36 1.11 216 185 196 

2011 180 189 12.3 37 36 36 2.3 2111 183 1911 
53 29 33 3.1 - - - 2 2 2 

Percent 
of 

total 
criml-

nsl 
justice 
system 
emptoy-

ees 

24.1 
118.8 
13.7 
27.11 

11.7 

22.5 
37.3 
111.7 
311.3 
3.7 

18.6 
25.0 
3.2 

-
3.2 

23.8 
115.7 
15.11 
30.5 
0.7 

20.9 
'15.7 
10.9 
21.11 
3,2 

26.7 
119.3 
20.7 
311.2 
2.3 

22.3 
115.0 
10.6 
23.11 
5.2 

20.8 
112.7 

0.1 
0.1 

26.8 
38.5 ---
33.6 -
33.6 
33.6 

28.0 
58.1 
10.9 
16.9 

11.0 

28.9 
60.2 
111.0 
21.8 
5.3 

14.11 
36.3 
1.6 
6.3 -

18.6 
110.6 
7.6 

12.6 
0.2 

59 

. 
Other criminal justice 

NUlllb(ltr of employees 

Full-Full-
time Total time equiva-only 
lent 

8 091 7 2111 7 386 
3 770 3 660 3 690 
II :'121 3 581 3 696 
2 668 2 520 2 567 
1 653 1 061 1 129 

110 '10 110 
38 38 38 

2 

~I 
2 

2 2 - -
21 20 20 
21 2? 20 - - -- - -- - -
31 31 31 
2'1 211 211 

7 7 7 
5 5 5 
2 2 2 

52 50 51 
1111 1111 1111 

8 6 7 
5 5 5 
3 1 2 

369 350 359 
126 123 125 
2113 227 2311 
161 152 156 

82 75 78 

87 811 85 
38 38 38 
119 46 117 
112 112 112 

7 II 5 

98 92 911 
52 51 51 
116 '11 113 
'16 111 113 

39 39 39 
38 38 38 

1 1 1 .. - -
1 1 1 

23 23 23 - - -
23 23 23 
23 23 23 

476 1170 II'?;; 
55 55 55 

'121 1115 1118 
372 366 369 

119 '19 119 

59 53 57 
31 31 31 
28 22 26 
16 13 16 
12 9 10 

82 81 81 
80 80 80 

2 1 1 
2 1 1 - - -

38 38 38 
38 38 38 - - -- - -- - -

Perceht i: of ~ 

total " 
crlml- i nal 
justice " " system 
employ-

ees 

0.7 1 
1.2 2 
0.5 3 
0.9 II 
0.3 5 

0,3 6 
0.8 7 
eZI 8 
0,1 9 

- 10 

0.7 11 
1.0 12 

-13 
-111 
- 15 

0.2 16 
0.6 1 7 
0.1 18 
0.1 19 
eZI 20 

0.8 21 
2.3 2 
0.1 2 
0.2 2 
0.1 2 

0.3 2 
0.5 2 
0.2 2 
0.3 2 
0.2 3 

0.7 3 
0.9 3 
0.5 3 
1.7 3 
0.1 3 

0.7 3 
0.8 3 
0.7 3 
0.7 3 

1.1 II 
1.6 II 
0.1 II 

- II 
0.1 II 

0.3 II 
- II 

0.3 II 
0.3 II 

1.0 II 
0.3 5 

2 
3 
II 
5 

6 
7 
8 
9 
o 

1 
2 
3 
II 
5 

6 
7 
8 
9 

o 
1 
2 
3 
II 

5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
o , 1.3' 5, 

2.2 5 
0.3 5 

0.2 5 
0.'1 5 
0.2 5 
0.2 5 
0.1 8 

1.9 5 
5.0 6 
eZI 6 
0.1 6 

- 6 

1.0 6 
2.9 6 

- 6 
- 6 
- 6 

2 
3 

II 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
o 
1 
2 
3 

II 
5 
6 
7 
8 
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State and type of 
goyernmen t t 

1 ILLINOIS. • • • • • • • 
2 STATE • • • • • • 
3 LOCAL. TOTAL. • • 
II COUNTIES •••• 
5 MUNICIPALITIES. 

6 INDIANA • • • • • • • • 
7 STATE..... •• 
8 LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • 
9 COUNTIES..... • 

10 MUNICIPALITIES... 

11 lOWA •••••• v •• II 

12 STATE........ 
13 LOCAL. TOTAL ••••• 
111 COUNTIES...... 
15 MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

16 KANSAS. • • • • • • > • 

17 STATE........ 
18 LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 
19 COUNTIES...... 
20 MUNICIPALITIES.. 

21 KENTUCKY •••••• 
22 STATE...... 
23 LOCAL. TOTAL. • • 
211 ~OUNTIES. • • • 
25 MUNICIPALITIES. 

26 LOUISIANA • • • • • • • 
27 ST#.TE........ 
28 LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 
29 PARISHES...... 
10 MUNICIPALITIES... 

31 MAINE • • • • • • • • • 
32 STATE........ 
33 LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • 
311 COUNTIES...... 
35 MUNICIPALITIES... 

36 MARYLAND •••••••• 
37 STATE........ 
38 LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • 
:'19 COUNTI ES. •• •• 
110 MUNICIPALITIES... 

III MASSACHUSETTS • • • • • 
112 STATE........ 
113 LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 
1111 COUNTIES. • • • • • 
q5 MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

116 IMICH1GAN. • • • • • • • 
117 STATE •••••••• 
118 LOCAL. TOTAL. •• • 
119 COUNTIES •••••• 
50 MUNICIPALITIES... 

53. MINNESOTA • • • • • 
52 STATE........ 
53 LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 
511 COUNTIES. • • • • • 
55 MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

56 MISSISSIPPI • • • • • • 
57 STATE....... 
58 LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 
59 COUNTIES. • • • • • 
60 MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

61 MISSOURI ••••••• , 
62 STATE...... • 
63 LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 
611 COUNTIES. • • • • • 
65 MUNICIPALITIES... 

66 MONTANA • • • • • • • • 
67 STATE........ 
68 LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • 
69 COUNTIES.. • • • • 
70 MUNICIPALITIES... 

See footnotes at end of table. 

CRIMINAL JUSTiCE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 9. Criminal justice system employment and percent distribution of full·time 
Total criminal justice system Police pro~eotlon 

Number of employees Percent Number of employees Percent 
Totol f----.-----,..-----! of 1-----..---,.-----1 of 

full-time total tobl 

equivalent Full- :.Uimll
e

- Full- tfUimlel -
employees· Full- time Full- ti 

Total time equiva- Total time me equiva-

2118 11611 
113 1:l1 
D5333 
III 671 
93 662 

135 1197 
62 059 
73 1138 
36 969 
36 1169 

79 8711 
112 1158 
J7 1116 
20 622 
16 'l'9q 

69 1199 
38 001 
31 q98 
15 010 
16 1188 

91 008 
59 5112 
31 1166 
13 128 
18 338 

120 1182 
68 1311 
52 3118 
21 963 
30 385 

38 30\1 
17 070 
21 23q 

926 
20 308 

220 251 
7'1 161 

lq6 090 
100 332 

q5 758 

252 '183 
72 291 

180 192 
6 792 

173 1100 

23q 036 
118 736 
115 300 

116 377 
68 923 

111 371 
53 351 
58 017 
30 016 
28 001 

72 169 
36 676 
35 q93 
21' 162 
15 331 

1~O 3118 
63 695 
56 653 
19 279 
37 37'1 

2q 991 
1'1 598 
10 393 

5 MO 
II 533 

60 4':'6 
12 780 
117 716 
16 983 
30 733 

20 518 
5 1175 

15 0113 
5 666 
9 377 

11 313 
3 3611 
7 9119 
3 835 
'I 11'1 

11 291 
3 217 
II 0711 
3 765 
II 309 

111 556 
6 3lf7 
8 209 
J 595 
116111 

27 773 
10 761 
17 012 
7 685 
9 327 

q 1196 
1 732 
2 76'1 

860 
1 9011 

22 696 
9 896 

12 800 
6 505 
6 295 

31 102 
7 566 

23 536 
q 898 

18 638 

45 376 
11 11311 
33 9'12 
13 998 
19 911q 

15 666 
3 409 

12 257 
6 271 
5 98!> 

8 1181 
2 817 
5 6611 
2 369 
3 295 

211 q96 
5 1136 

19 060 
5 952 

13 108 

q 050 
1 2117 
2 803 
1 7211 
1 079 

only ei~~~·- lent only ei~~~a- lent 
employ- , employ-

55 696 
12 1199 
113 197 
15 316 
27 881 

17 963 
q 981 

12 982 
'I 587 
8 395 

9 707 
3 055 
6 652 
3 208 
3 111111 

9 792 
3 059 
6 733 
3 201 
3 532 

12 853 
5 8911 
6 959 
3 153 
3 806 

18 723 
5 609 

13 11'1 
5 886 
7 228 

3613 
1 69q 
i 919 

'168 
1 1151 

22 109 
9 5611 

12 5115 
6 372 
6 173 

28 369 
7 1162 

20 907 
II 1109 

16 1198 

III 685 
10 557 
31 128 
12 755 
18 373 

13 866 
3 315 

10 551 
5 659 
II 892 

7 236 
'2 727 
II 509 
1 688 
2 821 

21 867 
5 282 

16 585 
5 1119 

11 1136 

3 375 
1 183 
2 192 
1 296 

896 

56 813 
12 5811 
1111 229 
15 832 
28 397 

19 296 
5 35'1 

13 9112 
5 13'1 
8 808 

10 080 
3 157 
6 923 
3 380 
3 5113 

10 112 
3 081 
7 031 
3 365 
3 666 

13 253 
6 062 
7 191 
J 267 
:> 9211 

22 890 
., 552 

15 338 
6 368 
8 970 

3 783 
1 706 
2 077 

5611 
1 513 

22 281 
9 671 

12 610 
6 1109 
6 201 

29 006 
7 500 

21 506 
II 602 

16 90'1 

112 952 
10 987 
31 965 
13 3011 
18 661 

111 188 
3 331 

10 857 
5 822 
5 035 

7 6'13 
2 7119 
'I 89'1 
1 920 
2 9711 

22 418 
5 328 

17 090 
5 370 

11 720 

3 552 
1 206 
2 3116 
1 1108 

938 

ees 

22.9 
11.1 
32.7 
38.0 
30.3 

111.2 
8.6 

19.0 
13.9 
211.2 

12.6 
7.q 

18.5 
16.11 
21.1 

111.5 
8.1 

22.3 
22.11 
22.2 

H.6 
10.2 
22.9 
2'1.9 
21.'1 

19.0 
11.1 
29.3 
29.0 
29.5 

9.9 
10.0 
9.8 

60.9 
7.5 

10.1 
13.0 
8.6 
6.4 

13.6 

11.5 
10.11 
11.9 
67.8 
9.7 

18.'1 
9.3 

27.7 
28.7 
27.1 

1210 
610 

18.7 
19.11 
18.0 

10.6 
7.5 

13.8 
9.5 

19.'1 

18.6 
8.11 

30.2 
27.9 
31.11 

111.2 
8.3 

22.6 
2'1.0 
20.7 

37 339 
3 716 

33 623 
3 519 

30 1011 

11 383 
2 t~q 
9 189 
1 M6 
7 623 

6 3113 
1 237 
5 106 
1 111 
3 995 

5 836 
931 

II. 905 
1 '2511 
3 651 

7 518 
1 993 
5 ~25 
1 632 
3 893 

16 722 
6 290 

10 1132 
3 918 
6 5111 

2 8112 
5'10 

2 302 
illS 

1 8811 

12 1135 
2 8'11 
9 59q 
'I 558 
5 036 

18 762 
2 388 

16 3711 
57 

16 317 

25 11'1'1 
II 210 

21 2311 
3 11611 

17 770 

8 321 
930 

7 391 
1 7'17 
5 611q 

5 216 
1 216 
II 000 
1 0110 
2 960 

111 535 
1 803 

12 732 
2 0711 

10 658 

2 000 
335 

1 1\65 
789 
876 

3'1 3511 
3 6511 

30 700 
3 277 

27 '123 

10 529 
2 083 
8 '1'16 
1 366 
7 080 

5 505 
1 196 
II 309 

955 
3 35q 

5 065 
800 

II 265 
988 

3 277 

6 8611 
1 863 
5 001 
1 1155 
3 5116 

9 1167 
1 591 
7 876 
3 2011 
II 672 

2 170 
533 

1 637 
201 

1 1136 

12 2611 
2 815 
9 11119 
q 52'1 
II 925 

16 622 
2 3011 

1'1 318 
11'1 

14 2711 

23 655 
3 909 

19 7116 
3 259 

16 1187 

7 198 
878 

6 320 
1 596 
'I 7211 

II 657 
1 203 
3 11511 

837 
2 617 

13 266 
1 739 

11 527 
1 900 
9 627 

1 779 
333 

1 446 
6q2 
8011 

311 863 
3 665 

31 198 
3 326 

27 1123 

10 712 
2 106 
8 606 
1 413 
7 193 

5 629 
1 2011 
'I 1125 

986 
3 '139 

5 196 
821 

'I 375 
1 038 
3 337 

7 001 
1 893 
5 108 
1 1190 
3 618 

12 917 
3 292 
9 625 
3 3117 
6 278 

2 270 
535 

1 735. 
2110 

1 495 

12 29'1 
2 819 
9 '175 
'I 531 
II 91111 

17 017 
2 339 

H 678 
116 

1'1 632 

23 876 
3 93'1 

19 9'12 
3 308 

16 63'1 

7 3qll 
887 

6 1157 
1 6211 
'1833 

II 808 
1 205 
3 603 

8911 
2 709 

13 1182 
1 7'19 

11 733 
1 933 
9 800 

1 826 
3311 

1 q92 
672 
820 

ees 

61.4 
29.1 
70.5 
21.0 
98.2 

55.5 
39.3 
61.7 
27.5 
81.7 

55.8 
38.1 
63.9 
29.2 
97.1 

51.11 
26.6 
62.2 
30.8 
91.0 

52.8 
31.2 
71.0 
115.6 
92.2 

56.'1 
113.6 
62.8 
52.6 
70.0 

60.0 
:51.11 
83.5 
q2.6 
98.8 

55.2 
29.1 
75.1 
70.7 
79.7 

58.7 
31.2 
68.3 
1.0 

86.6 

55.6 
35.8 
62.11 
2q.9 
89.1 

51.8 
26.6 
59.5 
27.9 
96.0 

62.9 
'13.8 
73.6 
q6.6 
91.1 

60.1 
J2.8 
68.7 
36.0 
83.6 

51.q 
27.7 
63.6 
117.7 
87.11 

JUdicial 

Number of employees Perce"nt 

Total 

7 909 
1 619 
6 290 
6 260 

30 

Full­
time 
only 

6 888 
1 601 
5 287 
5 263 

2'1 

3 157 2 '199 
'110 HI 

2 7117 2 358 
1 968 1 7111 

779 611'1 

of 
total 

Full- !~;!-
time equiva-

ei~!~·- lent 
employ­

ees 

7 215 
1 605 
5 610 
5 5811 

26 

2 97'1 
ql0 

2 56'1 
1 850 

71'1 

12.7 
12.8 
12.7 
35.3 
0.1 

15.'1 
7.7 

18.11 
36.0 
8.1 

1 6118 1 229 1 359 13.5 
367 171 2111 7.6 

1 281 1 058 1 118 16.1 
1 281 1 058 1 118 33.1 

2 0115 1 657 
)118 322 

1 697 1 335 
1 3117 1 216 

350 119 

2 3113 
1 871 

1172 
3111 
158 

II 013 
358 

3 655 
2 326 
1 329 

5011 
361 
1113 
1'12 

1 

2 3q5 
1 219 
1 126 

719 
1107 

'I 355 
780 

3 575 
2 1106 
1 169 

7 050 
732 

6 318 
q 990 
1 328 

2 079 
1 789 

290 
250 

110 

2 971 
2115 

2 726 
1 576 
1 150 

'108 
3ql 

67 
66 

1 

2 209 
1 136 
1 073 

666 
1107 

'I 101 
771 

3 330 
21711 
1 156 

5 9117 
375 

5 572 
'I 398 
1 1711 

1 7311 
323 

1 '111 
1 2119 

162 

2 135 
1 80'1 

331 
271 

60 

3 265 
265 

3 000 
1 761 
1 239 

1138 
3'16 

92 
91 

1 

2 250 
1 1611 
1 086 

t.79 
'107 

'I 197 
772 

3 1125 
2 263 
1 162 

6 771 
732 

6 039 
'I 759 
1 280 

17.1 
10.5 
20.1 
37.1 

11.11 

16.1 
29.8 

11.6 
8.3 
1.5 

111.3 
3.5 

19.6 
27.7 
13.8 

11.6 
20.3 

11.11 
16.1 
0.1 

10.1 
12.0 
8.6 

10.6 
6.6 

111.5 
10.3 
15.9 
11".2 
6.9 

15.8 
6.7 

18.9 
35.8 
6.9 

2 109 1 9311 1 973 13.9 
338 332 332 10.0 

1 771 1 602 1 6111 15.1 
1 771 1 602 1 6'11 28.2 

1 033 
136 
897 
723 
1711 

3 890 
855 

3 035 
1 865 
1 170 

592 
68 

5211 
q16 
108 

671 
126 
5115 
'Iq8 
97 

3 192 
852 

2 3110 
1 603 

737 

3911 
611 

330 
290 

110 

800 
127 
673 
535 
138 

3 352 
853 

2 1199 
1 689 

810 

10.5 
'1.6 

13.8 
2'1.9 
4.6 

15.0 
16.0 
111.6 
31.5 
6.9 

11'15 12.5 
6'1 5.3 

381 16.2 
327 23.2 

5q 5.8 

I" ! : ; . 

i i 

I 

I 
'1 

c 
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 

equivalent employees by State and type of government, October 19j'S-Continued 
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Legal Sel"Vil!:es and prosecution Public defense Correctl0."lS Other criminal justice 
Number of employees 

Percent Number of employees Eumbel' of employees Percent Percent Number of employe~s I of Percent of of of ~ total total 
crimi- total total .. Full- Full- crimi-

nal Full- Full- Full- crimi- Full- crimi" i Total time time Total time time nal time nal Full-
nal equiva- justice equ1va- justice ':'otal time Total time time 

only equiva- justice equiva- justice .. lent system lent system onl17 only ~ 
employ- employ- lent system lent system 

employ- employ-ees ees ees - eeo 

3 071 2 610 2 773 /j.9 798 705 7'16 1.3 10 987 10 7119 10 825 19.1 392 390 391 0.7 1 810 6111 68:> 5.q 102 98 99 0.8 6 2118 6 2117 6 2q7 '19.6 285 285 285 2.3 2 2 261 1 996 2 090 '1.7 696 607 6117 1.5 II 739 II 502 II 578 10.2 107 105 106 0.2 3 1 735 1 6:35 1 66'1 10.5 696 607 6117 '1.1 II 730 II q93 q 569 28.9 '13 '11 112 0.3 II 526 361 '126 1.5 - - - - 9 9 9 (Zl ~'1 6'1 6'1 0.2 5 
1 1113 672 1 19', 6.2 169 86 1'17 0.8 II 2118 II 0119 II 132 21.q 1'18 128 13'1 0.7 6 333 2'13 308 5.8 39 37 38 0.7 2 11113 2 1121 2 1136 IIS.5 56 56 56 1.0 7 1 080 '129 889 6.'1 130 49 109 0.8 1 805 1 628 1 696 12 .. 2 92 72 78 0.6 8 709 33q ,57'1 11.2 128 '19 108 2.1 1 266 1 096 1 162 22.6 29 26 27 0.5 9 371 95' 315 3.6 2 - 1 (Zl 539 530 5311 6.1. 63 116 5.1 0.6 10 

626 507 557 5.5 56 '1'1 116 0.5 2 587 2 371 2 1138 2'1.2 53 51 51 0.5 11 HI 118 121 3.6 - - - - 1 600 1 551 1 572 '19.6 19 19 19 0.6 12 1185 389 1136 6.3 56 1111 '16 0.7 987 820 866 12.5 3q 32 32 0.5 13 1101 331 365 10.8 56 'Ill 116 1.11 952 788 833 211.6 311 32 32 0.9 111 811 58 71 2.0 - - - - 35 32· 33 0.9 - - - - 15 
615 599 671 6.6 22 20 20 0.2 2 '162 2 3'18 2 386 23.6 111 103 105 1.0 16 165 165 165 5.'1 17 17 17 0.6 1 731 1 730 1 730 56.2 25 25 25 0,8 17 650 '13'1 506 7.2 5 3 3 (Zl 731 618 656 9.3 86 78 80 1.1 18 11011 356 399 11.9 :1 - - - 681 570 607 18.0 117 71 72 2.1 19 2'16 78 107 2.9 3 3 3 0.1 50 '16 '19 1.3 9 7 8 0.2 20 
676 535 578 11.11 76 711 75 0.6 3 328 2 960 3 121 23.5 615 3ql 31j3 2.6 21 2611 2'19 251 '1.1 75 73 74 1.2 1 9'18 1 732 1 850 30.5 196 188 190 3.1 22 '112 286 327 '1.5 1 1 1 (Zl 1 380 1 228 1 271 17.7 1119 153 153 2.1 23 296 228 250 7.7 1 1 1 (Zl 1 215 1 082 1 118 311.2 137 137 137 '1.2 211 116 58 77 2.0 - - - - 165 lq6 153 3.9 282 16 16 0.11 25 

1 1121 829 1 1"9 5.2 811 711 78 0.3 5 1102 5 256 5 321 23.2 131 126 130 0.6 26 1138 150 350 '1.6 8 6 7 0.1 3 609 3 559 3 580 47.q 58 58 58 0.8 27 983 679 829 5.q 76 68 71 0.5 1 793 1 697 1 7'11 11.11 73 68 72 0.5 28 539 280 '105 6.4 2'1 20 22 0.3 870 798 825 13.0 8 8 8 0.1 29 11'1'1 399 '1211 '1.7 52 118 119 0.5 923 899 916 10.2 65 60 611 0.7 30 
193 177 18'1 '1.9 - - - - 936 837 870 23.0 21 21 21 0.6 31 126 126 126 7.'1 - - - - ~811 673 678 39.7 21 21 21 1.2 32 67 51 58 2.8 - - - - 252 1611 192 9.2 - - - - 33 q8 37 '11 7.3 - - - - 252 1611 192 3q.O - - - - 311 19 1'1 17 1.1 - - - - - - - - - - - - 35 

1 005 9'1 970 11.'1 330 268 283 1.3 6 1109 6 2q9 6 312 28.3 172 172 172 0.8 36 155 127 ' 136 1.11 330 268 283 2.9 5 205 5072 5 123 53.0 1'16 1116 1q6 1.5 37 850 820 8311 6.6 - - - - 1 20'1 1 177 1 189 9.'1 26 26 26 0.2 38 538 519 524 8.2 - - - - 682 655 667 10.'1 8 8 8 0.1 39 312 301 310 5.0 - - - - 522 522 522 6.q 18 18 18 0.3 '10 
1 137 1 021 1 075 3.7 162 156 158 0.5 6 1169 6 262 6 3q9 21.9 217 207 210 0.7 III 1186 1180 1181 6.'1 135 135 135 1.8 3 688 3 667 3 687 119.2 89 85 86 1.1 q2 651 5111 5911 2.8 27 21 23 0.1 2 781 2 575 2 662 12.11 128 122 12'1 0.6 113 215 182 195 11.2 27 21 23 0.5 2 180 1 975 2 062 "'1.6 13 13 13 0.3 '1'1 1136 359 399 2.q - - - - 601 600 600 3.5 115 109 11.1 0.7 '15 
1 961 1 6'13 1 876 11.11 100 92 911 0.2 10 726 10 055 10 2'12 23.8 95 93 93 0.2 46 1111 378 38'1 3.5 110 110 110 0.11 5 992 5 806 5 6'18 53.2 '19 119 119 0.11 117 1 550 1 1165 1 '192 11.7 60 52 5'1 0.2 II 7311 'I 2'19 'I 3911 13.7 '16 1111 1111 0.1 '18 1 232 1 180 1 1911 9.0 59 51 53 0.11 II 218 3 83'1 3 957 29.7 35 33 33 0.2 q9 318 285 296 1.6 1 1 1 (Zl 516 '115 1137 2.3 11 11 11 0.1 50 
1 330 1 O!;5 1 130 8.0 208 162 186 1.3 3 613 3 1137 3 '17'1 

, 
2'1.5 85 80 81 0.6 51 216 213 213 6.q 22 22 22 0.7 1 8113 1 813 1 819 5'1.6 60 57 56 1. '7 52 1 1111 8112 917 8.11 186 1110 16'1 1.5 1 770 1 624 1 655 15.2 25 23 23 0.2 53 793 693 735 12.6 186 1110 16'1 2.8 1 7511 1 610 1 6110 28.2 20 18 18 0.3 511 321 1'19 182 3.6 - - - - 16 111 15 0.3 5 5 5 0.1 55 

3311 18'1 252 3.3 28 12 16 0.2 1 8.0 1 652 1 707 22.3 60 60 60 0.8 5\~ 126 101 113 4.1 - - - - 1 2911 1 252 1 259 115.8 115 '15 115 1.6 51' 208 83 139 2.8 28 12 16 0,3 516 1100 q'l8 9.2 15 15 15 0.3 88 137 60 100 5.2 211 11 13 0.7 1131 318 36'1 19.0 111 111 111 0.7 59 71 23 39 1.3 4 1 3 0.1 85 82 8'1 2.8 1 1 1 (Zl 60 
1 239 972 1 031 11,6 121 119 119 0.5 " 637 II 211'1 II 360 19.11 7'1 7'1 7'1 0.3 61 13'1 119 12q 2.3 119 119 119 2.2 2 501 2 1129 2 1159 '1(,.2 2'1 211 211 0.5 62 1 105 853 907 5.3 2 - - - 2 136 1 815 1 901 11.1 50 50 50 0.3 63 608 562 578 10.8 1 - - - 1 38q 1 Ofll 1 150 21.'1 20 20 20 0.11 611 1197 291 329 2.8 1 - - - 752 7S1 751 6.11 30 30 30 0.3 65 

372 231 281 7.9 11 9 10 0.3 1 018 913 939 26.'1 57 119 51 1.11 66 89 39 58 4.8 - - - - 709 708 709 58.8 116 39 '11 3,,'1 67 263 192 223 9.5 11 9 10 0.11 309 205 230 9.8 11 10 10 0.11 68 2J.2 163 182 12.9 11 9 10 0.7 290 187 212 15.1 6 5 5 O.q 69 71 29 'II '1.11 - - - - 19 18 18 1.9 5 5 5 0.5 70 



62 

State and type of 
government 1 

1 NEBRASKA. • • • • • • • 
2 STATE • • • • • • 
3 LOCAL. TOTAL. • • 
'I COUNTIES. • • • 
5 MUNICIPALITIES. 

6 NEVADA. .. • • ,. • • • 
7 STATE........ 
8 LOCAL. TOTAL ••••• 
9 COUNTIES.. • • • • 

10 MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

11 NEW HAMPSHIRE • • • 
12 STATE •••••• 
13 LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • 
111 COUNTIES.. • • • • 
15 MUNICIPALITIES. 

16 NEW JERSEY. • • • • • • 
17 STATE........ 
18 LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 
19 COUNTIES...... 
20 MUNICIPALITIES... 

21 NEW MEXICO. • • • • • • 
22 STATE........ 
23 LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 
211 COUNTIES...... 
25 MUNICIPALITIES... 

26 NEW YORK. • • • • • • • 
27 STATE •••••••• 
28 LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • 
29 COUNTIES •••••• 
30 MUNICIPALITIES... 

31 NORTH CAROLINA. • • • • 
32 STATE........ 
33 LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 
311 COUNTIES..... • 
35 MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

36 NORTH DAKOTA. • • • • • 
37 STATE........ 
38 LOCAL. TOTAL ••••• 
39 COUNTIES...... 
110 MUNICIPALITIES... 

q1 OHIO. • • • • • • • • • 
42 STATE........ 
'13 LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 
1111 COUNTIES. • • • • • 
'15 MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

'16 OKLAHfAA. • • • • • • • 
'17 STATE........ 
118 LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 
'19 COUNTIES.. • • • • 
50 MUNICIPALITIES.. • 

51 OREGON •••••••• 
52 STft,TE •••••••• 
53 LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 
511 COUNTIES.. • • • • 
55 MUNICIPALITIES... 

56 PENNSYLVANIA. • • • • • 
57 STATE........ 
58 LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 
59 COUNTIES •••••• 
60 MUNICIPALITIES... 

61 RHODE ISLAND. • • • • • 
62 STATE........ 
63 LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 
6'1 MUNICIPALITIES.. • 

65 SOUTH CAROLINA. • • • • 
66 STATE........ 
67 LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • 
68 COUNTIES. • • • • 
69 MUNICIPALITIES.. 

See footnotes at end of table. 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 9. Criminal justice system employment and percent distribution of full-time 

Total 
full-time 
equivalent 
employees 2 

51 '185 
28 116 
23 369 
12 6117 
10 722 

26 189 
12 119 
1'1 07C 

9 511 
II 559 

26 989 
12 865 
JIf 1211 
2 383 

11 7'11 

2111 962 
79 128 

162 8j~ 
60 688 

102 1'16 

'11 516 
27 962 
13 55'1 

'I 132 
9 '122 

665 '122 
190 712 
'17'1 710 
101 2'10 
373 1170 

265 386 
83 99~ 

181 3911 
152 :;:02 

29 192 

17 707 
11 6'12 

6 065 
3 169 
2 896 

262 1115 
109 815 
152 330 

72 220 
80 110 

88 916 
50 787 
38 129 
13 '188 
2'1 6'11 

68 983 
'11 750 
27 233 
111 978 
12 255 

256 521 
126 917 
129 60'1 

50" 0'16 
79 558 

'12 692 
18 815 
23 877 
23 877 

91 92'1 
58 875 
33 0'19 
L' 097 
11 952 

Total criminal justioe system Police protection 

Number of employees Percent Number of employees Percent 
r-------r-----~------~ of r------r----~r_----~ of 

Total 

6 600 
2 2'13 
'I 357 
1 885 
2 '172 

5 10'1 
1 299 
3 805 
2 732 
1 073 

'I 317 
1 153 
3 16'1 

'197 
2 667 

'19 '161 
10 14'1 
39 317 
1.'3 993 
25 32'1 

6 3'17 
2 858 
3 '189 

872 
2 617 

12'1 917 
35 961 
88 956 
19 8'17 
69 109 

2'1 505 
12 75'1 
11 751 

'I '161 
7 290 

2 712 
656 

2 056 
1 026 
1 030 

'19 123 
10 896 
38 227 
15 709 
22 518 

12 311 
'I 9'19 
7 362 
1 979 
5 383 

12 610 
'I 139 
8 '171 
'I 955 
3 516 

59 299 
12 655 
116 M'I 
17 769 
28 875 

'I 502 
2 012 
2 '190 
2 1190 

1.'3 305 
5 537 
7 768 
'I 150 
3 618 

Full­
time 
?nly 

5 91.'3 
2 209 
3 70'1 
1 529 
2 175 

'I 951 
1 257 
3 69'1 
2 669 
1 025 

3 008 
1 096 
1 912 

lI08 
1 5011 

'16 1111 
10 005 
36 109 
1.'3 672 
22 '137 

6 029 
2 81'1 
3 215 

811 
2 '10'1 

117 3'15 
3'1 711 
82 6311 
18 339 
6'1 295 

23 623 
12 666 
10 957 

'I 071 
6 886 

1 9'16 
607 

1 339 
627 
712 

'13 3118 
10 1152 
32 896 
13 55'1 
19 3112 

11 156 
'I 71!l 
6 '1116 
1 717 
'I 729 

11 589 
3 962 
7 627 
'I '186 
3 1111 

'19 82'1 
12 '133 
37 391 
11 '1'17 
25 91111 

'I 280 
1 997 
2 283 
2 283 

12 172 
5 377 
6 795 
3 563 
3 232 

Fu11-
time 

equiva­
lent 

6 066 
2 219 
3 8'17 
1 623 
2 2211 

'I 993 
1 269 
3 72'1 
2 687 
1 037 

3 251 
1 119 
2 132 

'138 
1 69'1 

116 928 
10 021 
36 907 
1.'3 782 
23 125 

6 11'1 
2 820 
3 29'1 

827 
2 '167 

119 061 
35 0'18 
8'1 01.'3 
18 802 
65 211 

23 820 
12 676 
11 1'1'1 
'I 170 
6 97'1 

2 08'1 
61'1 

1 '170 
717 
753 

118 257 
10 816 
37 '1111 
111 5'10 
22 901 

11 515 
II 806 
6 709 
1 812 
'I 897 

11 867 
'I 016 
7 851 
'I 610 
3 2'11 

50 736 
12 '161 
38 275 
11 911 
26 3611 

'I 326 
1 999 
2 327 
2 327 

12 519 
5 '107 
7 112 
3 769 
3 3'13 

total 
full­
time 

equiva-
lent 

employ­
ees 

11.8 
7.9 

16.5 
12.8 
20.7 

19.1 
10.5 
26.5 
28.3 
22.7 

12.0 
8.7 

15.1 
18.11 
1'1.11 

19.'1 
12.7 
22.7 
22.7 
22.6 

1'1.7 
10.1 
2'1.3 
20.0 
26.2 

17.9 
18.'1 
17.7 
18.6 
17.5 

9.0 
15.1 
6.1 
2.7 

23.9 

11.8 
5.3 

2'1.2 
22.6 
26.0 

18.'1 
9.8 

2'1.6 
20." 
28.6 

1.'3.0 
9.5 

17.6 
13.'1 
19.9 

17.2 
9.6 

28.8 
30.8 
26.'1 

19.8 
9.8 

29.5 
23.8 
33.1 

10.1 
10.6 
9.7 
9.7 

13.6 
9.2 

21.5 
17.9 
28.0 

Total 

3 558 
665 

2 893 
705 

2 18B 

2 396 
315 

2 081 
1 296 

785 

2 975 
1117 

2 558 
129 

2 '129 

28 215 
3 70'1 

2'1 511 
1 6'17 

22 86'1 

3 69'1 
923 

2 771 
605 

2 166 

73 133 
6 58'1 

66 5119 
10 537 
56 012 

12 2119 
2 276 
9 973 
2 771 
7 202 

1 395 
221 

1 17'1 
32'1 
850 

2'1 '180 
2 716 

21 76'1 
3 '196 

18 268 

6 990 
1 7115 
5 2'15 

602 
'I 6'13 

6 157 
1 338 
'I 819 
1 679 
3 1110 

35 92'1 
5 762 

30 162 
6 '163 

23 699 

2 750 
360 

2 390 
2 390 

7 232 
1 950 
5 282 
1 926 
3 356 

Full­
time 
only 

3 19'1 
6'11 

2 553 
0520 

1 933 

2 3'15 
303 

2 0112 
1 285 

757 

1 867 
'10'1 

1 1163 
105 

1 358 

25 963 
3 567 

22 396 
1 631 

20 765 

3 '189 
882 

2 607 
581 

2 026 

70 158 
6 387 

63 771 
10 113 
53 658 

11 585 
2 193 
9 392 
2 581 
6 811 

1 1.'31 
187 
9'1'1 
262 
682 

21 985 
2 623 

19 362 
3 178 

16 18'1 

6 '181 
1 628 
'I 853 

552 
'I 301 

5 8'17 
1 292 
'I 555 
1 568 
2 987 

27 757 
5 608 

22 1'19 
1 26.3 

20 886 

2 580 
3'16 

2 23'1 
2 23'1 

6 783 
1 8111 
'I 9112 
1 8'1'1 
3 098 

total 
Full- full-
time time 

equ1va- equiva-
lent lent 

3 260 
6'1.8 

2 612 
639 

1 973 

2 35'1 
306 

2 0'18 
1 287 

761 

2 02'l. 
'108 

1 61'1 
109 

1 505 

26 299 
3 582 

22 717 
1 639 

21 078 

3 533 
886 

2 6'17 
587 

2 060 

70 59'1 
6 '117 

6'1 177 
10 198 
53 979 

11 7111 
2 201 
9 513 
2 617 
6 896 

1 169 
192 
977 
270 
707 

25 1112 
2 636 

22 506 
3 2'18 

19 258 

6 627 
1 661 
'I 966 

569 
'I 397 

5 891 
1 298 
'I 593 
1 580 
3013 

28 207 
5 621 

22 586 
1 309 

21 277 

2 600 
3'18 

2 252 
2 252 

6 883 
1 856 
5 027 
1 865 
3 162 

employ-
ees 

53.7 
29.2 
67.9 
39.11 
88.7 

'17.1 
2'1.1 
55.0 
'17.9 
73.'1 

62.2 
36.5 
75.7 
2'1.9 
88.8 

56.0 
35.7 
61.6 
11.9 
91.1 

57.8 
31.'1 
80.'1 
71.0 
83.5 

59.3 
18.3 
76.'1 
511.2 
82.8 

'19.2 
17.11 
85.'1 
62.8 
98.~: 

56.1 
31.3 
66.5 
37.7 
··3.9 

52.1 
2'1.'1 
60.1 
22.3 
8'1.1 

57.6 
3'1.6 
7'1.0 
31.'1 
89.6 

119.6 
32.3 
58.5 
3'1.3 
93.0 

55.6 
'15.1 
59.0 
11.0 
80.7 

60.1 
17.'1 
96.8 
96.8 

55.0 
3'1.3 
70.7 
'19.5 
9'1.6 

JUdicial 

NUmber of employees Percent 

Tntal 

9\S5 
1I1l1 
118(\ 
366 
118 

729 
83 

6'16 
502 
111'1 

391 
93 

298 
151 
1117 

6 683 
985 

:; 698 
3 956 
1 7112 

903 
670 
233 

39 
1911 

111 65'1 
11 080 

3 5711 
853 

2 721 

Full­
time 
only 

890 
'173 
'117 
30'1 
113 

669 
72 

597 
'167 
.DO 

2133 
86 

19 ... 
110 

87 

6 109 
985 

5 12'1 
3 859 
1 265 

8'12 
670 
172 

36 
136 

12 162 
10 752 

1 '110 
589 
821 

of 
total 

FuU- full-
time time 

equi va- equi va-
lent lent 

907 
'175 
1132 
318 
1111 

688 
7'1 

6111 
'178 
136 

336 
89 

2'17 
127 
120 

,6 379 
985 

5 3911 
3 883 
1 !Ill 

867 
67\1 
197 

37 
160 

12 7211 
10 822 

1 902 
660 

1 2'12 

employ-
ees 

15.0 
21.'1 
11.2 
19.6 
5.1 

13.8 
5.8 

16.5 
17.8 
13.1 

10.3 
8.0 

11.6 
29.0 
7.1 

13.6 
9.8 

1'1.6 
28.2 
6.5 

14.2 
23.8 
6,0 
'1.5 
6.5 

W.7 
30.9 

2.3 
3,,5 
1.9 

2 851 2 796 2 815 11.8 
2 395 2 390 2 392 18.9 

'156 '106 '123 3.8 
'156 '106 '123 10.1 

617 
77 

5'10 
1102 
138 

8 7'13 
526 

8 217 
5 902 
2 315 

1 712 
'1'16 

1 266 
820 
'1116 

1 792 
276 

1 516 
1 273 

2113 

8 952 
1 119 
7 833 
5 28~ 
2 5'17 

652 
610 

'12 
'12 

1 776 
2911 

1 '182 
1 318 

16'1 

278 
75 

203 
188 

15 

6 926 
175 

6 751 
'I 920 
1 831 

338 
75 

263 
235 

28 

8 178 
526 

7 652 
5 553 
2 099 

1 318 1 '127 
'130 1131 
888 996 
693 7'18 
195 2'18 

1 '111'1 1 556 
232 2'10 

! 212 1 316 
1 111'1 1 191 

68 125 

8 391 
1 119 
7 272 
'I 725 
2 5'17 

8 600 
1 119 
7 '181 
II 93'1 
2 5'17 

16.2 
12.2 
17.9 
32.8 
3.7 

16.9 
'1.9 

20.'1 
38.2 
9.2 

12.'1 
9.0 

14.8 
'11.3 

5.1 

13.1 
6.0 

16.8 
25.8 
3.9 

17.0 
9.0 

19.5 
'11.'1 
9.7 

631 
609 

22 
22 

638 1'1.7 
609 30.5 

29 1.2 
29 1.2 

1 305 1 
287 

1 018 1 
~51 1 
67 

'172 11.8 
288 5.3 
184 16.6 
083 28.7 
101 3.0 

c 
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equivalent employees by State and type of government, October 1978-Continued 
Legal services and prosecution Public defense 

Number of employees Percent Number of employees Percent 
of of 

total total 

Full- Full- crimi- Full- crimi-
na1 Full-time time na1 Total time justice Total time justice only equiva-

only equiva 
lent system lent system 

employ- employ-
ees ees 

'179 381 '112 6.8 62 5~1 56 0.9 
56 56 56 2.5 - - - -'123 325 356 9.3 62 53 56 1.5 

319 257 280 17.3 62 53 56 3.5 
10'1 68 76 3.'1 - - - -
'130 1117 '121 8.'1 77 77 77 1.5 

72 71 71 5.6 10 10 10 0.8 
358 3116 ;350 9.'1 67 67 67 1.8 
279 273 275 10.2 67 67 67 2.5 

79 73 75 7.2 - - - -
123 95 1011 3.2 - - - -56 56 56 5.0 - - - -67 39 '18 2.3 - - - -25 22 25 5.7 - - - -'12 17 23 1.'1 - - - -

3 '180 3 193 3 320 7.1 5'16 518 526 1.1 
708 708 708 7.1 513 513 513 5.1 

2 772 2 '185 2 612 7.1 33 5 13 (Zl 
2 17'1 2 160 2 167 15.7 2 2 2 (Zl 

598 325 '1"5 1.9 31 3 11 (Zl 

'135 '126 1128 7.0 77 73 76 1.2 
363 363 363 12.9 72 69 71 2.5 
72 63 65 2.0 5 'I 5 0.2 

'I II 'I 0.5 - - - -68 59 61 2.5 5 'I 5 0.2 

8 '1'16 7 613 7 91!:> 6.6 250 175 216 0.2 
2 001 1 965 1 97'1 5.6 5 5 5 (Zl 
6 '1'15 5 6'18 5 9'11 7.1 2'15 170 211 0.3 
1 925 1 681 1 801 9.6 2115 170 211 1.1 
II 520 3 967 'I 1110 6.3 - - - -
1 107 1 070 1 oBo '1.5 6'1 6ij 6'1 0.3 

9'15 9'15 9"5 7.5 60 60 60 0.5 
162 125 135 1.2 'I 'I 'I (Zl 
83 59 66 1.6 'I 'I II 0.1 
79 66 69 1.0 - - - -

220 1'17 16'1 7.9 - - - -'17 '15 115 7.3 - - - -173 102 119 8.1 - - - -138 9'1 108 15.1 - - - -35 8 11 1.5 - - - -
2 883 2 377 2 61'1 5.'1 277 237 253 0.5 

680 680 680 6.3 '16 '16 '16 0.'1 
2 203 1 697 1 93'1 5.2 231 191 207 0.6 
1 20 5 1 153 1 212 8.3 207 170 185 1.3 

905 5tl'l 722 3.2 2'1 21 22 0.1 

7'12 6'12 673 5.8 31 30 30 0.3 
518 1189 '198 10.'1 - - - -22'1 153 175 2.6 31 30 30 0.'1 

'1'1 3'1 37 2.0 29 28 28 1.5 
180 119 138 2.8 2 2 2 (Zl 

1 228 1 069 t 117 9.'1 193 177 191 1.6 
531 '173 '188 12.2 18 15 16 0.'1 
697 596 629 8.0 175 162 175 2.2 
579 525 5'11 11.7 175 162 175 3.8 
118 71 88 2.7 - M - -

2 '189 2 12'1 2 230 '1.'1 531 '196 521 1.0 
2911 29'1 29~\ 2.'1 M - - -2 195 1 830 1 936 5.1 531 '196 521 1.'1 

1 11011 1 157 1 23'1 10.'1 531 '196 521 '1.'1 
791 673 702 2.7 - - - -
192 163 182 '1.2 39 39 39 0.9 
136 136 136 6.8 119 39 39 2.0 

56 27 '16 2.0 - - - -56 27 ij6 2.0 - - - -
'162 38'1 '113 3.3 36 2'1 33 0.3 
208 202 205 3.8 - - - -25'1 182 208 2.9 36 2'1 33 0.5 
211 162 177 '1.7 36 2'1 33 0.9 

'13 20 31 0,,9 - - - -

... 
Corrections 

Number of employees Percent 
of 

total 
Full- crimi-

Full-
time nal 

Total time 
only equiva- justice 

lent system 
employ-

ees 

1 508 1 367[ ~ '103 23.1 
1 017 1 015' • )16 '15.8 

lI91 352 .s87 10.1 
1133 295 330 20.3 

58 57 57 2.6 

1 '131 1 '102 1 1112 28.3 
802 78'1 791 62.3 
629 618 621 16.7 
5611 553 556 20.7 

65 65 65 6.3 

789 729 752 23.1 
553 520 53'1 '17.7 
236 209 218 10.2 
192 171 177 110.11 
.'1'1 38 '11 2.'1 

10 296 10 091 10 16'1 21.7 
'I 176 'I 17'1 'I 175 '11.7 
6 120 5917 5 989 16.2 
6 095 5 901 5 972 '13.3 

25 16 17 0.1 

1 150 1 135 1 1112 18.7 
810 810 810 28.7 
3'10 325 332 10.1 
161 151 156 18.9 
179 17'1 176 7.1 

27 277 26 150 26 512 22.3 
15 '106 1'1768 1'1 989 '12.8 
11 871 11 382 11 52;.\ 13.7 

6 117 5 631 5 772 30.7 
5 75'1 5 751 5 751 8.8 

8 0/,\5 7 931 7 966 33.'1 
6 992 6 992 6 992 55.2 
1 053 939 97'1 8.7 
1 0118 93'1 969 23.2 

5 5 5 0.1 

'16'1 375 398 19.1 
295 285 287 '16.7 
169 90 111 7.6 
162 83 10'1 1'1.5 

7 7 7 0.9 

11 885 11 230 11 '133 23.7 
6 80'1 6 80'1 6 80'1 62.9 
5 081 'I 1126 'I 629 12.'1 
'I '127 :3 790 3 987 27.11 

65'1 636 6'12 2.8 

2 796 2 6'15 2 718 23.6 
2 203 2 126 2 179 lI5.3 

593 519 539 8.0 
1/6'1 '110 '130 23.7 
109 109 109 2.2 

3 192 3 005 3 065 25.8 
1 9'1'1 1 919 1 9'13 '18.'1 
1 2'18 1 086 1 122 1'1.3 
1 239 1 077 1 113 211.1 

9 9 9 0.3 

11 1'10 10 793 10 915 21.5 
5 2t;3 5 175 5 190 '11.6 
5 897 5 618 5 725 15.0 
'I 065 :3 786 3 893 32.7 
1 832 1 632 1 832 6.9 

8'13 8'12 8'12 19.5 
8'12 8'12 8'12 '12.1 

1 - - -1 - - -
3 7'15 3 626 3 667 29.3 
3 0'L5 3 008 3 019 55.8 

700 618 6118 9.1 
650 573 602 16.0 

50 '15 1j6 1.'1 

Other criminal justice 

Number of employees 

Full- FuU~ 

time Total time 
only equiva-

lent 

28 28 28 
2'1 24 2'1 

II 'I 'I - - -
'I 'I 'I 

'11 '11 '11 
17 17 17 
2'1 2'1 2'1 
2'1 2'1 2'1 - - -
39 3'1 37 
311 30 32 

5 'I 5 - - -5 'I 5 

2111 2'10 2'10 
58 58 58 

183 182 182 
119 119 119 

6'1 63 63 

88 611 68 
20 20 20 
68 '1'1 '18 
63 39 '13 

5 5 5 

1 157 1 087 1 100 
885 83'1 8'11 
272 253 259 
170 155 160 
102 98 99 

189 177 181 
86 86 86 

103 91 95 
99 87 91 
'I 'I 'I 

16 15 15 
16 15 15 - - -- - -- - -

855 593 637 
1211 1211 12'1 
731 '169 513 
379 3'13 355 
352 126 158 

'10 '10 '10 
37 37 37 
3 3 3 - - -3 3 3 

118 '17 '17 
32 31 31 
16 16 16 
10 10 10 

6 6 6 

263 263 263 
237 237 237 

26 26 26 
20 20 20 

6 6 6 

26 25 25 
25 25 25 

1 - -
1 - -

51j 50 51 
'10 39 39 
1'1 11 12 

9 9 9 
5 2 3 

Percent 
of ~ 

total " " crimi-

i nal 
justice .. 
system ~ 

employ-
ees 

0.5 1 
1.1 2 
0.1 3 - 'I 
0.2 5 

0.8 6 
1.3 7 
0.6 8 
0.9 9 

- 10 

1.1 11 
2.9 12 
0.2 13 

-14 
0.3 15 

0.5 16 
0.6 17 
0.5 18 
0.9 19 
0.3 20 

1.1 21 
0.7 22 
1.5 23 
5.2 2'1 
0.2 25 

0.9 26 
2.11 27 
0.3 28 
0.9 29 
0.2 30 

0.8 31 
0.7 32 
0.9 33 
2.2 3 
0.1 35 

0.7 36 
2.'1 3 7 

8 
9 
o 

- 3 
- 3 
- 'I 

1.3 '11 
1.1 'I 
1.'1 'I 
2.ij 'I 
0.7 'I 

0.3 'I 
0.8 'I 
(Zl II 

- 'I 
0.1 5 

2 
3 
'I 
5 

6 
7 
8 
9 
o 

0.'1 51 
0.8 5 
0.2 5 
0.2 5 
0.2 5 

0.5 5 
1.9 5 
0.1 8 
0.2 5 
(Zl 6 

0.6 6 
1.3 6 

- 6 
- 6 

0.'1 6 
0.7 6 
0.2 6 
O.~ 6 
0.1 6 

2 
3 
'I 
5 

6 
7 
8 
9 
o 
1 
2 
3 
'I 

5 
6 
7 
13 
9 

' ... 
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 9. Criminal justice system employment and percent distribution of full-time 

,~ 

J.8 : 
!§ 
"I ~, 

;S: 

State and type of 
government! 

1 SOUTH DAKOTA.' ••••• 
2 STATE • • • • • • 
3 LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 
'I COUNTIES. • • • 
5 MUNICIPALITIES. 

6 TE~N~~SEE • • • • • • • 
7 STATE........ 
8 LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 
9 COUNTIES.. • • • • 

10 MUNICIPALITIES.. 

11 TEXAS • • • • • • • • • 
12 STATE..... • 
13 LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 
1'1 COUNTIES. • • • • • 
15 MUNICIPALITIES... 

16 UTAH. • • • • " ,. 
17 STATE....... 
18 LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 
19 COUNTIES..... • 
20 MUNICIPALITIES... 

21 VERMONT • • • •• •• 
22 STATE.... • • 
23 LOCAL, TOTAL. , • • • 
2'1 COUNTIE.S •• , ••• 
25 MUNICIPALITIES,.. 

26 VIRGINIA. • • • • • • • 
27 STATE........ 
28 LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 
29 COUNTIES •••• , , 
30 MUNICIPALITIES... 

31 WASHINGTON. • • • • • • 
32 STATE..... •• 
33 LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 
3'1 COUNTIES...... 
35 MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

36 WEST VIRGINIA. •• 
37 STATE........ 
38 LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • 
39 COUNTIES...... 
'10 MUNICIPALITIES... 

'1 WISCONSIN • • • • • • • '2 STATE •••••••• 
'3 LOCAL, TOTAL. ~. • 
" COUNTIES •••••• '5 MUNICIPALITIES... 

'16 WYOMING •••••••• 
q7 STATE........ '8 LOCAL. TOTAL ••••• 
'9 COUNTIES.. • • • • 
50 MUNICIPALITIES.. • 

Total criminal justice system 
Police protection 

Number of employees Percent Number of employees Percent 
Total I-----.----''-T'-----l of 1----.,..---'-'..:....:....;:....:.-'----1 of 

full-time total total 
equivalent fUll- full-
employees' Full- Full- time Full- Full- time 

19 9911 
12 565 

7 1129 
3 516 
3 913 

199 79~ 
63 '8~ 

136 305, 
71 Olle 
65 26! 

323 751 
165 58 
158 1611, 
58 526 
99 631 

39 S~! 
26 9;~ 
12 92, 

6 81 
6 112! 

13 582 
10 51qi 
3 068 

, 59 
3 OO~; 

269 7115: 
930BJi 

176 6~2: 
102 7~C: 
73 92.: 

I-
106 8;~; 

67 2321: 
39 571\: 
18 711i! 
20 86~~ 

5' 55d, 
37 90d 
16 655\ 
7 21d; 
9 1I':i; 

1'18 9~~: 
55 5'10, 
93 II~~, 
39 711/;; 
53 7Q~~ 

1. 
15 20e: 

8 62L , 

6 5?/ I 
II 06 
2 51! ; 

Total 

2 791 
1 207 
1 58' 

6119 
935 

19 501 
5 791, 

13 710 
5 051 
8 659 

5'1 990 
11 529 
113 '61 
19 670 
23 791 

6 82' 
1 973 
, 851 
2 720 
2 131 

2 253 
1 381 

872 
121 
751 

25 712 
11 386 
111 326 
6 032 
8 29' 

17 580 
5 1190 

12 090 
6 385 
5 705 

6 395 
2 7'18 
361J7 
1 708 
1 939 

20 989 
5 1.168 

15 521 
6 203 
9 31B 

2 3'15 
680 

1 665 
823 
8IJ2 

time time c"uiva- Total time time equiva-
only equivn- lent only equivn- lent 

2 211lj 
1 0110 
1 2011 

11611 
7110 

18 159 
5 735 

12 11211 
II 359 
8 061> 

51 1197: 
11 1311 
110 363 
17 7'13 
22 620 

5 130' 
1 855! 
3 275' 
1 1105: 
1 870 

1 836 
1 272 

5611 
39 

525 

23 598 
10 0110 
13 558 
5 600 
7 958 

1S 981 
5 307 

10 6711 
5 709 
1.1 965 

5 877 
2 727 
:3 150 
1 565 
1 585 

18 1135 
5 lLJII 

13 291 
55'" 
7 7117 

2 0811 
665 

1 1119 
690 
729 

lent employ- lent employ-
ees Bes 

2 36'/ 
1 076 
1 291 

513 
778 

18 1f75 
5 753 

12 722 
, 526 
8 196 

521171 
11 230 
'1 2111 
18 365 
22 876 

5 282 
1 886 
3 396 
1 11611 
1 932 

1 903 
1 286 

617 
1f9 

568 

21f 186 
10 1115 
13 771 

5 711 
8 060 

16 522 
5 '36 

11 086 
5 963 
5 123 

6 010 
2 728 
3 282 
l 619 
1 663 

18 967 
5 229 

13 738 
5 726 
8 012 

2 172 
671 

1 501 
737 
761f 

11.8 
8.6 

17.' 
1'1.6 
19.9 

9.2 
9.1 
9.3 
6.1f 

12.6 

16.2 
6.8 

26.1 
31.1J 
23.0 

13.3 
7.0 

26.3 
21.5 
31.6 

111.0 
12.2 
20.1 
83.1 
18.9 

9.0 
11.2 
7.8 
5.6 

10.9 

15.5 
8.1 

28.0 
31.9 
211.6 

11.0 
7.2 

19.7 
22.5 
17.6 

12.7 
9.11 

lLJ.7 
1'.' lll.9 

~1I.3 
7.8 

22.8 
18.1 
30.' 

1 566 
318 

1 2118 
356 
892 

10 1198 
1 11'3 
9 055 
1 783 
7 272 

30 991 
5 071 

25 920 
II 715 

21 205 

3 382 
769 

2 613 
80'1 

1 809 

1 3()1 
1188 
813 

67 
7116 

12 015 
2 563 
9 1152 
3 733 
5 719 

8 693 
1 7BO 
6 913 
2 173 
If 7110 

3 581 
1 0611 
2 517 

728 
1 789 

12 115a 
1 058 

11 1100 
2 626 
8 7711 

1 381 
235 

1 1116 
1111 
735 

1 287 
Z91 
996 
27 ') 

'1'21 

9917 
1 395 
8 522 
1 635 
6 887 

1 3110 
295 

1 0115 
292 
753 

10 061 
1 '12 
8 6'19 
1 67' 
6 975 

29 810 30 026 
II 862 II 899 

2' 9118 25 127 
II 310 '399 

20 630 20 728 

:3 121 
705 

2 1116 
776 

1 6110 

955 
1120 
535 

11.1 
521 

11 1123 
2 3113 
9 080 
3 536 
5 51111 

8 2011 
1 715 
(: 1f89 
2 071 
II 1118 

3 2811 
1 0113 
2 2111 

690 
1 551 

10 859 
930 

9 929 
2 1111 
7 518 

1 272 
2JII 

1 038 
359 
679 

3 170 
717 

2 '53 
783 

1 670 

1 005 
'26 
579 

16 
56:3 

11 551 
2 396 
9 155 
3 573 
5 582 

8 280 
1 726 
6 5511 
2 088 
II 1166 

3 3119 
1 alill 
2 305 

703 
1 602 

11 105 
955 

10 150 
2 1f52 
7 698 

1 296 
?311 

1 062 
:373 
689 

56.6 
27.11 
80.9 
56.9 
96.8 

511.5 
211.5 
68.0 
37.0 
85.1 

57.2 
113.6 
60.9 
211.0 
90.6 

60.0 
38.0 
72.2 
53.5 
86.'1 

52.B 
33.1 
93.8 
32.7 
9901 

117.8 
23.0 
66.5 
62.6 
69.3 

50.1 
31.8 
59.1 
35.0 
87.2 

55.7 
38.3 
70.2 
'3.11 
96.3 

58.5 
18.:3 
73.9 
112.8 
96.1 

59.7 
311.9 
70.8 
50.6 
90.2 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 

Judicial 

Number of e.tnploye~s Percent 

Full-

of 
total 
fUll-

.1"'11- time 
Total time time equiva­

equ! vn- lent 
lent employ-

:396 
393 

3 
3 

2 922 
1112 

2 510 
1 873 

637 

9 357 
572 

8 785 
7 212 
1 573 

701 
2.lLJ 
1187 
265 
222 

2110 
193 

117 
117 

3 323 
2 292 
! 031 

573 
1158 

2 11811 
31f:3 

2 I'll 
1 631 

510 

1 182 
632 
550 
1131f 
116 

2 373 
501 

1 872 
1 61f5 

227 

336 
65 

271 
'!03 

68 

cdy 

291. 
288 

3 
3 

2 1178 
'12 

2 066 
1 573 

1193 

8 019 
571 

7 111/8 
6 333 
1 115 

562 
2011 
358 
207 
151 

)03 
300 

3 
3 

2 570 
1.112 

2 158 
1 637 

521 

8 523 
571 

7 952 
6 7111 
1 238 

611 
207 
11011 
227 
177 

ees 

12.8 
27.9 
0.2 
0.6 

13.9 
7.2 

17.0 
36.2 

6.11 

16.2 
5.1 

19,3 
36.6 

5.'1 

11.6 
11.0 
11.9 
15.5 
9.2 

207 215 11.3 
1811 186 1'.5 
23 29 '.7 
23 29 59.2 

2 1177 2 603 10.8 
1 555 1 6119 15.8 

922 9511 6.9 
1197 517 9.1 
1125 1137 5.11 

1 807 
225 

1 582 
1 318 

26'1 

2 135 
3113 

1 792 
1 1187 

305 

12.9 
6.3 

16.2 
211.9 
6.0 

1 0511 1 089 IB.l 
632 632 23.2 
1122 1157 13.9 
1103 1116 25.7 

19 111 2.5 

1 951 
1168 

1 LJB3 
1 113! 

52 

2118 
65 

183 
153 

30 

2 088 
1I118 

1 600 
1 511 

89 

11.0 
9.3 

11.6 
26.11 
1.1 

2811 13.1 
65 9.7 

219 lLJ.6 
175 23.7 

1111 5.B 

Z Less tban balf tbe unit of measurement sbown. 

1Data for municipalities, and tbe local governments totals wbie, .• nclude municipal data, are estil:1ates subject to sampling variation; see text for data limitations • 

"The relation of cril:1inal jUstice full-time equivalent employees to total full-time equivalent employees is based on data for general purpose governments 
only and does not inclUde data for State-operated liquor stores, locally operated utility systems, or for indepondent scbool dist,,!,cts and special districts, 
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equivalent employees by State and type of government, October 1978-Continued 
Legal services and prosecution Public detense Correctiono Other criminal justice 

Number of employees Number of employees Percent Number of employees 
Pel'cont Number of employees 

Perc"""t ~ 
Percent 

~ 
of of oi of total total total total 

~ crimi- crimi- k'ull- crimi- Full- crimi-
Full- Full-

Full- b' 
Full- Full- nal Full- nal time nal 

~ 
time nal time 

Total time time 
Total time justice 

Total tim" justice Total time 
equiva- justice equ1va- justice 

only equiva-
equ1va-

only , only 
sy8tem 

only system lent system lent system lent 
lent 

employ- employ-
employ- employ-

ees ees ees 
e<ls 

7 8 0.3 522 '35 1.168 19.8 13 13 13 0.5 1 285 211 235 9.9 9 
355 37' 3'.8 13 13 13 1.2 2 97 93 9, 8.7 · - · · 366 

3 0.6 136 80 9' 7.3 · . . -188 118 1111 10.9 9 7 8 
II 133 77 91 17.7 - - . · H8 102 119 23.2 9 7 8 1.6 
5 3 3 3 0.' · - - · II() 16 22 2.8 - · · · 

123 126 0.7 5 128 50H 5 056 27.' 63 63 63 0.3 6 752 551.1 599 3.2 138 
3 '23 3 '23 59.5 36 36 36 0.6 7 '2'1 '2' '12' 7.11 53 115 116 0.8 3 1123 

27 27 0.2 8 1.11 8.5 78 80 0.6 1 705 1 601 1 633 12.8 27 328 130 175 
1 16' 1 063 1 09' 2'.2 1LJ 111 111 0.3 9 167 28 60 1.3 50 1.16 IJ7 1.0 

13 13 0.2 10 35 32 33 0.' 5111 538 539 6.6 13 161 102 115 1.' 

080 5.9 17 12 13 eZI 10 675 10 1611 10 329 19.7 501 1187 500 1.0 11 3 '119 3 005 3 
5 188 5 057 5 106 '15.5 127 127 127 1.1 12 571 517 527 11.7 · · · -

13 5 '87 5 107 5 223 12.7 37LJ 360 373 0.9 2 878 2 1188 2 553 6.2 17 12 13 eZI 
320 1.7 1'1 5 107 , 738 II 851 26.11 321 31'1 2 298 2 028 2 068 11.3 17 12 13 0.1 

116 53 0.2 15 380 369 372 1.6 53 580 '60 '85 2.1 - · - -
2 3 0.1 1 166 1 09' 1 119 21.2 IB 18 18 0.3 16 1 5119 333 361 6.8 8 

16 0.8 17 - 87'1 852 863 '15.8 16 16 100 78 83 11.11 - - -
0.1 18 292 2112 256 7.5 2 2 2 1 '119 255 27B 8.2 8 2 3 0.1 

253 17.3 2 2 2 0.1 19 2 3 0.2 289 239 1 353 179 196 13.' 7 
3 3 3 0.2 - - - - 20 

96 76 82 '1.2 1 · - -
56 56 2.9 512 1192 1196 26.1 26 25 25 1.3 21 118 101 106 5.6 56 

'.11 508 1189 1193 36.3 26 25 25 1.9 22 110 98 100 7.8 56 56 56 
- 23 II 3 3 0.5 - - -8 :; 6 1.0 - · - -

211 3 2 2 11.1 - . - -2 '1.1 · · - -
- 25 

'I -
1 1 1 0.2 - - -II 3 II 0.7 · - - -

211 18 22 0.1 9071 8 527 8 BI0 36.' 1163 '127 1139 1.8 26 816 726 761 3.1 
6 318 5 960 6 17L1 59.3 87 71 79 0.8 27 15 19 0.2 105 96 98 0.9 21 
2 753 2 567 2 636 19.1 376 356 360 2.6 28 711 630 663 11.8 :5 3 3 eZI 

299 287 289 5.1 29 305 326 5.7 - · - · 1 077 975 1 006 17.6 
30 

350 
eZI 1 676 1 592 1 630 20.2 77 69 71 0.9 361 325 337 11.2 

7~ I 
3 3 

69 71 0.1.1 II 936 II 7113 II 793 29.0 119 90 95 0.6 '1 
1 272 1 068 1 1118 6.9 

- 3 011 3 011 30U 55.1f 27 27 27 0.5 32 329 329 '29 6.1 · -
63 68 0.6 33 0.4 l 925 1 732 1 782 16.1 92 9113 739 819 7.11 76 69 71 

1 836 1 6417 1 696 28.LI 32 28 29 0.5 3' 6'1 576 593 9.9 72 69 70 1.2 
0.8 35 eZI 89 85 86 1.7 60 35 39 302 163 226 '.t! 'I · 1 

- 1 19'1 1 130 1 155 19.2 28 28 28 0.5 36 '10 361 389 6.5 · - -
28 28 1.0 37 - 85B 858 858 31.5 28 166 166 166 6.1 · - -

- 3B 336 272 297 9.0 - - -2'111 215 223 6.8 - - '" -
39 335 271 296 18.3 - '" - · 211 201 2011 12.6 - - - -
110 1 1 1 0.1 · - - -33 lLJ 19 1.1 - - '" -

92 95 0.5 II 527 , 2811 II 3'2 22.9 118 109 111.1 0,6 111 1 '13 1 1'0 1 223 6.11 100 
3 208 3 228 61.7 60 52 57 1.1 '12 73 75 1.' 3 291.1 '77 '13 1.126 8.1 78 

0.1 1 233 1 076 1 11' 8.1 58 57 57 0.11 '3 
936 727 797 5.8 22 19 20 

57 57 1.0 " 0.3 1 210 1 056 1 092 19.1 58 6118 573 598 10.11 16 16 16 
22 0.3 - - - - '15 

288 15' 199 2.5 6 3 II eZI 23 20 

5 1I LI 0.2 '139 '17 '25 19.6 11 11 11 0.5 '6 
173 132 152 7.0 

3L10 326 332 119.5 11 11 11 1.6 117 29 29 29 11.3 - - - -
- '8 99 91 93 6.2 - - -1" 103 123 8.2 !i 'I II 0.11 
- 119 tj 0.5 90 82 8L1 11.11 - - -Illl 92 101 13.7 i5 II 

~ ~O 9 9 9 1.2 - - -30 11 22 2.9 - - - - .... 
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66 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

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

October 1978 

State and type of government1 

STATES-LOCAL. TOTAL • • 
STATES. • • • " • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • 

ALABAMA • • " • • • • • " 
STATE " •••••• " •••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL ••••••••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • 

ALASKAct ••• " " •••••••• " 
STATE •••• " " ." ••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 

BOROUGHS. • • • •• • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • 

ARIZONA •••••• 
STATE ~ " • " • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. " .. . .. " 

ARKANSAS. • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE • " • • • " 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••• 

CALIFORNIA. • • • • • • 
STATE • " • II • " " •••• 

LOCAL. TOTAL. • • •• ••• 
COUNTIES. • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •• , •• 

COLORADO. " • • • " " " " • • • 
STATE • • • • " • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • 

COUNTIES •••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • 

CONNECTICUT • • • • • • • • • 
STAT~ • • • • • " " " • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • 

DELAWARE. • " " " • • • • ... 
STATE " ••• " ........ .. 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA •••• 
STATE " " • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES. • • • 

FLORIDA • • • • • • • • • • 

. . . . 
STATE •••••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTA~. • • • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • 

GEORGIA • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

. . 
HAwAII. • • • • • • •• • •••• 

STATE ••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

IDAHO • • • • • • • 
STATE • 0 • • • • 

LOCAL. TOTAL. • • 
COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

.... 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Total 
October 

payroll' 

17 200 275 
!3 080 050 
4 120 225 
1 322 254 
2 797 971 

111 821 
70 663 
III 158 
12 392 
28 767 

50 559 
26 059 
211 500 

'I 823 
19 676 

711 661 
311 3115 
110 316 
111 930 
25 386 

46 904 
31 2111 
15 662 

6 133 
9 530 

758 795 
282 809 
'175 986 
233 1176 
2112 510 

96 558 
53 638 
42 919 
10 .522 
32 597 

147 502 
46 818 
98 683 
99 369 

19 7811 
15 255 
'I 529 
1 736 
2 792 

68 812 

68 812 
68 812 

235 669 
96 397 

139 272 
62 570 
76 703 

120 1117 
70 695 
119 723 
19 910 
29 812 

56 683 
112 677 
111 006 

2 980 
11 026 

25 295 
l6 528 

8 768 
II 325 
II 1111) 

Total c"iminal 
justice system 

October 
payroll 

1 342 880 
1106 897 
935 983 
3113 125 
592 859 

15 11811 
5 968 
9 516 
3 2'16 
6 269 

5 807 
II 037 
1 769 

26 
1 7113 

17 872 
II 665 

13 207 
5 810 
7 397 

5 785 
1 998 
3 787 
1 1167 
2 320 

185 565 
41 '172 

1411 093 
80 '1'15 
63 6118 

17 018 
6 227 

10 791 
2 750 
8 0110 

16 5119 
7 819 
8 730 
8 730 

II 185 
2 8119 
1 336 

1191 
8115 

15 493 

15 493 
15 493 

58 685 
21 479 
37 206 
19 3118 
17 858 

211 1211 
8 982 

15 1111 
8 0311 
7 107 

6 120 
2 190 
3 930 
1 015 
2 915 

4 110 
1 633 
2 1177 
1 319 
1 158 

Percent 
of total 
October 
payroll 

18.7 
13.2 
22.7 
26.0 
21.2 

13.8 
8.4 

23.1 
26.2 
21.8 

11.5 
1!.i.5 
7.2 
0.5 
8.9 

23.9 
13.6 
32.B 
38.9 
29.1 

12.3 
6.11 

211.2 
23.9 
211.3 

211.5 
111.7 
30.3 
3'1.5 
26.2 

17.6 
11.6 
25.1 
26.6 
211.7 

11.2 
16.0 
8.8 
8.8 

21.2 
18.7 
29.5 
28.3 
30.3 

22.5 

22.5 
22.5 

2'1.9 
22.3 
26.7 
30.9 
23.3 

20.0 
12.7 
30.5 
110.11 
23.8 

10.8 
5.1 

28.1 
34.0 
26.11 

16.2 
9.9 

28.2 
30.5 
26.1 

Police protection 

October 
payroU. 

768 828 
122 337 
646 491 
124 757 
521 735 

8 976 
1 877 
7 099 
1 331 
5 769 

3 089 
1 1188 
1 601 

6 
1 596 

10 685 
2 180 
8 505 
1 733 
6 772 

3 507 
856 

2 651 
621 

2 030 

96 321 
111 660 
81 661 
23 127 
58 5311 

9 354 
1 337 
8 017 
1 265 
6 752 

10 1191 
2 028 
8 1163 
8 463 

2 078 
9116 

1 133 
372 
761 

8 053 

8 053 
8 053 

32 100 
4 011 

28 089 
11 658 
16 1131 

12 757 
2 7'10 

10 017 
3 671 
6 3115 

3 690 
132 

3 558 
8'18 

? no 
2 335 

571 
1 761! 

663 
1 101 

Pnrcent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

57.3 
30.1 
69.1 
36.11 
88.0 

58.0 
31.11 
711.6 
'11.0 
92.0 

53.2 
36.9 
90.5 
22.11 
91.5 

59.8 
116.7 
611.11 
29.8 
91.5 

60.6 
112.9 
70.0 
112.3 
87.5 

51.9 
35.3 
56.7 
28.7 
92,0 

55.0 
21.5 
711.3 
'16.0 
8'1.0 

63.11 
25.9 
96.9 
96.9 

119.7 
33.2 
84.8 
75.8 
90.0 

52.0 

52.0 
52.0 

54.7 
18.7 
75.e, 
60.3 
92.0 

52.9 
30.5 
66.2 
115.7 
89.3 

60.3 
6.0 

90.5 
83.6 
93.0 

56.8 
35.0 
71.2 
50.3 
95.1 

Judicial 

October 
paY1'011 

169 516 
68,~50 

:01 1166 
79 803 
21 663 

2 302 
1 1194 

808 
618 
191 

1 006 
1 OOLI 

3 

3 

1 869 
301 

1 567 
1 285 

282 

6811 
223 
1161 
324 
137 

20 370 
2 999 

17 371 
16 523 

8'18 

2 185 
1 539 

646 
150 
1196 

1 771 
1 715 

56 
56 

807 
658 
150 
103 
47 

1 332 

1 332 
i 332 

7 325 
2 921 
II 'lOll 
II 015 

389 

3 229 
767 

2 Ll63 
2 191 

272 

912 
912 

620 
3110 
280 
2611 

16 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

12.6 
16.7 
10.8 
23.3 

3.7 

14.9 
25.0 
8.5 

19.0 
3.0 

17.3 
2L1.9 
0.2 

0.2 

10.5 
6.5 

11.9 
22.1 
3.8 

U.S 
11.2 
12.2 
22.1 
5.9 

\1.0 
7.2 

12.1 
20.5 
1.3 

12.8 
211.7 
6.0 
5.5 
6.2 

10.7 
21.9 
0.6 
0.6 

19.3 
23.1 
11.2 
20.9 
5.6 

8.6 

8.6 
8.6 

12.5 
13.6 
11.8 
20.8 
2.2 

!J.LI 
8.5 

16.3 
27.3 
3.8 

15.1 
20.8 
11.3 
20.0 

1.11 

---'T--~"""""'--------------------~-------------------
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Table 10. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll, by State and type of government, 

October 1978-Continued 

State and type of government1 

STATES-LOCAL. TOTAL. 
STATES. • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL.. • '" 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • 

.... 

ALABAMA • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

... 

AL.ASKA. • • • • • • • •• • •• 
STATE • • • • • • ~ • •• • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 

BOROUGHS. • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • • 

ARI~ONA • • • • • • 
SrATE •••••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • •• ••••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • 

ARKANSAS. • • • • • • • •• • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • •• •• • 
MUNICIPALITIES. •• ••••• 

... CALIFORNIA. • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

...... 
COLORADO. • • a • • • • • • 

STATE • • • " •••• ..... 
LOCAL. TOTAL. ••• 

COUNTIES ••••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

CONNECTICUT • • • • • •• •••• 
STATE ••••• I • •• • ••• 

LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • •• ••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • • 

.. . . 
DELAWARE. • • • • • • • • 

sTATE • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL •••••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • . . . . . 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA ••••• 
STATE • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • 

... " . FLORIDA • • • • • I • • • 

STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • 

J I. '" 

GEORGIA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • , • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • 

.... 

HAWAII ••••••• tf ••••• 

STATE •••••• II • •• • 

LOCAL, TOTAL. • • •• • • 
COUNTIES. • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. •• ••• 

IDAHO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •• 0 ••••• f., ••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • •• '" 
MUNICIPALITIES. •• ••• 

See f<>otnotes at end of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

legal services and 
prosecut1.on 

October 
P.yroll 

86 348 
27 334 
59 014 
38 713 
20 302 

772 
'138 
331+ 
2112 
92 

629 
495 
13'1 

20 
ULI 

1 1110 
290 

1 121 
822 
299 

326 
58 

268 
19L1 

711 

17 179 
3 2311 

!J 9115 
11 107 

2 837 

1 412 
2711 

1 138 
7110 
398 

786 
618 
168 
168 

189 
137 
52 
16 
36 

451 

451 
451 

3 339 
2 591 

7'18 
353 
395 

1 075 
41111 
631 
508 
1211 

1179 
170 
309 
lOll 
205 

3'11 
121 
221 
1112 

39 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice system 

6.11 
6.7 
6.3 

11.3 
3.4 

5.0 
7.3 
3.5 
7.5 
1.5 

10.8 
12.3 
7.6 

77.6 
6.5 

7.9 
6.2 
8.5 

H.l 
4.0 

5.6 
2.9 
7.1 

13.2 
3.2 

9.3 
7.8 
9.7 

13.8 
11.5 

B.3 
4.'1 

10.5 
26.9 

4.9 

11.7 
7.9 
1.9 
1.9 

11.5 
11.8 
3.9 
3.3 
LI.3 

2.9 

2.9 
2.9 

5.7 
12.1 
2.0 
1.8 
2.2 

11.5 
LI.9 
'1.2 
6.3 
1.7 

7.8 
7.8 
7.9 

10.3 
7.0 

8.3 
7.4 
8.9 

13.8 
3.11 

Public defense 

October 
payroll 

12 062 
II 7211 
7 337 
6 8211 

513 

8 
II 
LI 
2 
2 

107 
107 

291 

291 
289 

2 

35 

35 
28 

7 

3 759 
286 

3 1173 
3 331 

1'12 

242 
2L12 

210 
210 

56 
56 

185 

185 
185 

1 206 
1 1112 

611 
60 

LI 

77 
17 
60 
117 
12 

711 
711 

36 

36 
36 

Percent of 
total criminal 
jUstice system 

0.9 
1.2 
0.8 
2.0 
0.1 

0.1 
0.1 
(Zl 
0.1 
(Zl 

1.8 
2.6 

1.6 

2.2 
5.0 
IZI 

0.6 

0.9 
1.9 
0.3 

2.0 
0.7 
2.11 
'1.1 
0.2 

1.3 
2.0 

1.2 

1.2 
1.2 

2.1 
5.3 
0.2 
0.3 
IZI 

0.3 
0.2 
0.11 
0.6 
0.2 

0.9 

1.LI 
2.7 

Corrections 

October 
payroll 

297 367 
179 6511 
117 713 

90 290 
27 1123 

3 362 
2 097 
1 266 
1 050 

216 

933 
902 

31 

31 

3 573 
1 859 
1 71'1 
1 676 

38 

1 172 
803 
369 
297 

72 

47 Ll19 
20 090 
27 329 
26 1113 
1 186 

3 721 
2 781 

9110 
551 
389 

3 191 
3 185 

6 
6 

1 0011 
1 0011 

5 Ll37 

5 1137 
5 1137 

111 209 
10 7112 
3 1167 
2 8'15 

591 

6 917 
II 976 
1 941 
1 598 

3'13 

8L15 
7811 

61 
61 

726 
551 
176 
1711 

2 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice systsm 

22.1 
44.2 
12.6 
26.3 
4.6 

21.7 
35.1 
13.3 
32.'1 

3.'1 

16.1 
22.3 

1.8 

1.8 

20.0 
39.8 
13.0 
28.8 
0.5 

20.3 
110.2 
9.7 

20.2 
3d 

25.6 
118.11 
19.0 
32.5 
1.9 

21.9 
1111.7 
8.7 

20.0 
11.8 

19.3 
40.7 
0.1 
0.1 

211.0 
35.3 

35.1 -35.1 
35.1 

24.2 
50.0 
9.3 

111.9 
3.3 

28.7 
55.11 
12.6 
19.9 
4.8 

13.8 
35.8 
1.6 
6.0 

17.7 
33.7 
7.1 

13.2 
0.1 

Other criminal justice 

October 
payroll 

8 759 
LI 797 
3 963 
2 739 
1 223 

63 
59 

4 
II 

112 
112 

liS 
36 

9 
6 
3 

61 
56 

5 
3 
1 

516 
202 
3111 
213 
101 

lOll 
53 
50 
115 

5 

101 
611 
38 
38 

50 
118 

1 

1 

35 

35 
35 

505 
72 

1133 
386 

118 

68 
39 
30 
19 
11 

119 
118 

1 
1 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice system 

0.7 
1.2 
0.'1 
0.8 
0.2 

0.11 
1.0 
(Zl 
0.1 

0.7 
1.0 

0.2 
0.8 
0.1 
0.1 
(ZI 

1.1 
2.8 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 

0.3 
0.5 
0.2 
0.3 
0.2 

0.6 
0.9 
0.5 
1.6 
0.1 

0.6 
0.8 
0.11 
0.'1 

1.2 
1.7 
0.1 

0.2 

0.2 

0.2 
0.2 

0.9 
0.3 
1.2 
2.0 
0.3 

0.3 
O.LI 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 

1.9 
5.'1 
(Z) 
0.1 

1.2 
3.1 
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

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

October 1978-Continued 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

----------------------~r---------_r------------____ ~--------------~---------------
Total criminal 
jUlltice system 

State and type of lI'overllll1ent1 

IL.LINOIS •••••••••••••• 
STATE • • • • • • •• ••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • _ • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • •• •• 

INDIANA • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

• •••• (I •• 

•• (I. (I, 
• ••• (I ••• 

• ... "'. (I 

• • (I (I (I • • • 

IOWA ••• II •••••••• 

STATE • • • • • (I • • • 

LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • 
COUNTIES. • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • 

• (I (I (I 

.... ..... 
KANSAS •••••••••••• (I •• 

STATE • • • • • • • • • • .. • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • '" 

KENTUCKy. • 41 • • (I • • • (I ¥ (I, 
STATE •••••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAl.. • • • • • •• •• 

COUNTIES. • • • • •• • ••• 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••••• 

LOUISIANA • • • • • • • , • • • 
STATE •••••••••••••• 
LOCAL3 TOTAL. • • • •• •• 

PARISHES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPA~ITIES. • • • • • • 

MAINE • • • u • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • 
LOCAl .• TOTAL •••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • 

. . . 
... 

MARYLAND. • • • • • • • •• '" 
STATE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • •• " 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • 

MASSACHUSETTS • • • 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••• 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

· . .. '" · ...... . .. . ... · . . . . . . . · ........ . 
. . . MICHIGAN. • • • • • • • • • 

STATE • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • ..... 

MINNESOTA • • • • • • • • • .. • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • •• '" 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • 0 

MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • • 

MISSISSIPPI • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • 
lOCAL1 TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • • 

MISSOURI. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • •• • •••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • • 

MONTANA • • • • • • • , •• '" 
sTATE •••••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • •• '" 

COUNTIES. II • • • • • • • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 
October 

payroll" 

270 071 
112 383 
157 688 
31 022 

126 666 

131 798 
71 854 
59 91111 
23 1130 
36 514 

811 187 
50 106 
34 081 
111 707 
19 3711 

64 902 
39 247 
25 6511 

B 68<:' 
16 969 

81 1117 
55 852 
25 2911 

7 371 
17 923 

102 732 
62 026 
110 706 
111 283 
26 1123 

35 026 
16 507 
18 519 

599 
17 920 

259 789 
83 3118 

176 11111 
131 8711 

1111 567 

2711 2118 
62 3Bl 

211 867 
II 735 

207 132 

297 184 
152 2113 
11111 941 
39 1I7B 

105 1163 

130 901 
65 718· 
65 184 
27 800 
37 3B4 

55 319 
30 736 
211 583 
11 BBO 
12 703 

112 569 
60 519 
52 0119 
10 703 
III 3117 

26 326 
17 029 

9 297 
II 1132 
II B65 

October 
payroll 

79 667 
18 111 
61 556 
17 365 
411 191 

19 829 
6 689 

13 1110 
II 182 
8 958 

11 725 
II 312 
., 413 
3 473 
3 9/10 

9 762 
3 326 
6 436 
2 675 
3 761 

i3 820 
6 470 
7 350 
3 151 
II 199 

22 037 
8 721 

13 316 
5 567 
7 7119 

3 956 
1 927 
2 029 

1141 
1 588 

29 281 
12 536 
16 7116 

9 236 
7 510 

37 633 
9 298 

28 335 
5 259 

23 076 

611 588 
17 1171 
117 117 
17 087 
30 031 

19 928 
5 356 

111 572 
7 259 
7 314 

6 903 
2 8111 
II 089 
1 524 
2 566 

24 3119 
6 116 

18 232 
II 9611 

13 269 

3 686 
1 1171 
2 215 
1 2110 

975 

Percent 
of total 
October 
payroll 

29.5 
16.1 
39.0 
56.0 
:;4.9 

15.0 
9.3 

21.9 
17.8 
2/1.5 

13.9 
8,6 

21.8 
23.6 
20 .. '5 

15.0 
8.5 

25.1 
30.8 
22.2 

17.0 
11.6 
?9.1 
42.7 
23.11 

21.5 
111.1 
32.7 
39.0 
29.3 

11.3 
11.7 
11.0 
73.6 
8.9 

11.3 
15.0 
9.5 
7.0 

16.9 

13.7 
14.9 
13.11 

111.1 
11.1 

21.7 
11.5 
32.5 
43.3 
28.5 

15.2 
8.1 

22.4 
26.1 
19.6 

12.5 
9.2 

16.6 
12.8 
20.2 

21.6 
10.1 
35.0 
46.11 
32.1 

111.0 
8.6 

23.8 
28.0 
20.0 

POlice proteotion 

October 
payrOll 

53 223 
5 836 

47 387 
3 B911 

113 49:; 

11 4B6 
2 578 
8 908 
1 309 
7 599 

6 1141 
1 639 
II B02 
1 012 
3 790 

5 242 
932 

II 310 
874 

3 436 

7 879 
2 312 
5 568 
1 675 
3 893 

11 820 
3 350 
8 1170 
3 085 
5 386 

2 3811 
617 

1 766 
202 

1 5611 

16 655 
3 801 

12 853 
6 843 
6 010 

23 394 
2 B91 

20 503 
50 

20 '152 

38 167 
6 525 

31 642 
II 450 

27 192 

10 1171 
1 512 
B 959 
1 9B3 
6 976 

4 320 
1 255 
3 065 

710 
2 355 

15 2911 
2 062 

13 232 
1 889 

11 3113 

1 863 
382 

1 IIBl 
618 
863 

Peroent 
of total 
criminal 
Justice 
system 

66.8 
32.2 
77.0 
22.11 
98.11 

57.9 
3B.5 
67.8 
31.3 
811.8 

511.9 
38.0 
611.8 
29.1 
96.2 

53.7 
2/).0 
6'7.0 
32.7 
91.11 

57.0 
35.7 
75.8 
53.2 
92.7 

53.6 
3a.1I 
63.6 
55.11 
69.5 

60.3 
32.0 
67.0 
115.9 
98.5 

56.9 
30.3 
76.8 
711.1 
80.0 

62.2 
31.1 
72.4 
1.0 

88.6 

59.1 
37.4 
67.2 
26.0 
90.5 

62.6 
11'1.6 
75.0 
116.6 
91.8 

62.8 
33.7 
72.6 
3S.1 
85.5 

50.5 
26.0 
66.9 
119.9 
66.4 

Judicial 

October 
payroll 

8 731 
3 406 
5 325 
5 302 

23 

2 596 
676 

1 920 
1 379 

5111 

1 755 
655 

1 100 
1 100 

1 568 
545 

1 023 
891 
132 

2 152 
1 893 

260 
200 

60 

3 612 
1 1110 
2 1172 
1 462 
1 009 

1179 
418 
61 
60 

1 

2 730 
1 1186 
1 2114 

821 
1123 

5 057 
1 182 
3 875 
2 5110 
1 335 

8 832 
1 571 
7 261 
5 623 
1 638 

2 845 
95B 

1 887 
1 887 

aS8 
3311 
554 
1155 

98 

3 543 
1 393 
2 150 
1 1136 

7111 

445 
136 
309 
257 
52 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

11.0 
18.8 
8.7 

30.5 
0.1 

13.1 
10.1 
14.6 
33.0 
6.0 

15.0 
Hi .2 
l l l.8 
31.7 

16.1 
16.11 
15.9 
33.3 
3.5 

15.6 
29.3 
3.5 
6.3 
1.11 

16.11 
13.1 
18.6 
26.3 
13.0 

12.1 
21.7 
3.0 

13.6 
0.1 

9.3 
11.9 

7.11 
8.9 
5.6 

13.4 
12.7 
13.7 
118.3 
5.8 

13.7 
9.0 

15.11 
32.9 
5.5 

14.3 
17.9 
12.9 
26.0 

12.9 
11.9 
13.5 
29.9 
3.8 

111.6 
22.8 
11.8 
28.9 

5.11 

12.1 
9.) 

13.9 
20.7 
5.3 

'I II 
II 
(I 

II 

) 

I 

II 
II 
II 
'I 

II 
I' 

!I 

II 
II 
!I 

1/ 

I 
I 
'I 
II 
II 
'I 

II 

II 

II 

II 

• 
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Table 10. Percent distribution of clriminal justice system payroll, by State and type of government, 

October 1978-Continued 

Bta te and type of government 1 

ILLINOIS. • • • • • • • • •• •• 
STATE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL.- TOTAL. • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • •• •• • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • •• •• 

INDIANA ••• e •••• (I (I •••• 

STATE • • • • • • • • • (I • • (I (I 

LOCAL. TOTAL. • • •• ••••• 
COUNTIES. • • (I • • (I (I (I.. 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • 

IOWA. • • • • • • • • • • (I • • (I 

STATE • • • • • • • • • •• •• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • •• •••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • (I (I .. • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES. • • • •• • 

KANSAS ••••••••••••••• 
sTATE • • • • • • • • • • • (I 

LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • • • •• • 
COUNTIES •••••••• ~ • (I 

MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • • 

KENTUCKV. • • • • • • • •• • • 
STATE • • • • • • •• ••• • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • • •• •• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • 

LOUISIANA • • • • • • • •• • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • • • ~ • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • • 

PARISHES ••••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. •• •• •• 

MAINE • • • • • • • • • • ." • 
STATE • • • • • • • • •• • ~ • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • •• ••• • 

COUNTIES. • • • •• ••• • 
MUNICIPALITIES. •• • 

MARYLAND. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • " • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • •• •• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • 

MASSACHUSETTS • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • •• •••• 

MICHIGAN. • • • • • • • • • •• • 
STATE ............. .. 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • •• •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••••• 

MINNESOTA • • • • • • • • •• • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • •• • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • •• •••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •• ,. " • 

MISSISSIPPI • • • • • • •• '" 
STATE • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 

C~UNTIES. • • • • •• •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • • 

MISSOURI ••• g •••••••••• 

STATE •••• II ••••••••• 

LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • •• '" 

MONTANA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••• $ •••••••••• 

LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • • 

See footnote. at end of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Logal services Bnd 
prosecution 

October 
payroll 

3 780 
8'16 

2 9311 
2 3115 

589 

1 212 
1157 
755 
1155 
301 

729 
195 
5311 
1127 
107 

689 
200 
1190 
3114 
1115 

639 
325 
3111 
221 
92 

1 204 
518 
687 
:524 
363 

220 
169 

52 
29 
23 

1 1125 
220 

1 205 
760 
4115 

1 364 
712 
652 
197 
11511 

3 2119 
782 

2 1167 
1 926 

540 

1 708 
375 

1 333 
1 019 

314 

318 
196 
122 

79 
43 

1 175 
163 

1 01:5 
585 
427 

277 
79 

197 
158 

39 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice system 

11.7 
4.8 
7.5 

13.5 
1.3 

6.1 
6.8 
5.7 

10.9 
3.11 

6.2 
4.5 
7.2 

12.3 
2.7 

7.1 
6.0 
7.6 

12.9 
3.9 

11.6 
5.0 
11.3 
7.0 
2.2 

5.5 
5.9 
5.2 
5.8 
4.7 

5.6 
6.8 
2.6 
6.5. 
1.11 

4.9 
1.8 
7.2 
8.2 
5.9 

3.6 
7.7 
2.3 
3.8 
2.0 

5.0 
4.5 
5.2 

11.3 
1.8 

8.6 
7.0 
9.1 

111.0 
4.3 

4.6 
7.0 
3.0 
5.2 
1.7 

4.8 
2.7 
5.6 

11.8 
).2 

7.5 
5.4 
B.9 

12.7 
4.0 

Public defense 

October 
payroll 

1 108 
134 
975 
975 

1611 
51 

113 
112 

60 

60 
60 

23 
21 

3 

2 

83 
81 

1 
1 

88 
14 
73 
22 
52 

426 
426 

212 
182 

30 
30 

139 
69 
70 
69 

1 

299 
32 

267 
267 

15 

15 
111 

2 

127 
127 

10 

10 
10 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice system 

1.11 
0.7 
1.6 
5.6 

0.8 
0.8 
0.9 
2.7 
IZ) 

0.5 

0.8 
1.7 

0.2 
0.6 
IZl 
IZl 
0.1 

0.6 
1.3 
IZl 
IZI 

0.11 
0.2 
0.6 
0.11 
0.7 

1.5 
3.4 

0.6 
2.0 
0.1 
0.6 

0.2 
0.4 
001 
0.4 
IZI 

1.5 
0.6 
1.8 
3.7 

0.2 

0.11 
0.9 
0.1 

0.5 
2.1 
eZl 
IZl 
IZI 

0.3 

0.11 
0.8 

Corrections 

October 
payroll 

12 303 
7 485 
4 818 
II 807 

11 

II 230 
2. 855 
1 375 

900 
475 

2 677 
1 795 

881 
840 

112 

2 135 
1 602 

533 
496 

36 

2 709 
1 629 
1 080 

9111 
139 

5 182 
3 636 
1 546 

663 
883 

8119 
699 
150 
150 

7 800 
6 392 
1 1108 

797 
611 

7 366 
II 220 
3 1116 
2 1128 

718 

14 054 
8 435 
5 619 
4 979 

6110 

II 1192 
2 397 
2 096 
2 079 

16 

1 301 
982 
318 
252 

6-(, 

II 126 
2 339 
1 787 
1 036 

751 

1 017 
813 
2011 
188 

16 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice system 

15.11 
41.3 
7.8 

27.7 
(z) 

21.3 
112.7 
10.5 
21.5 
5.:; 

22.8 
111.6 
11.9 
24.2 

1.1 

21.9 
48.2 
8.3 

18.5 
1.0 

19.6 
25.2 
H.7 
29.9 
3.3 

23.5 
41.7 
U.6 
11.9 
11.11 

21.5 
36.3 
7.4 

34.1 

26.6 
51.0 
8.4 
8.6 
8.1 

19.6 
115.4 
11.1 
116.2 
3.1 

21.8 
IIB.3 
11.9 
29.1 
2.1 

22.5 
1111.7 
14.11 
28.6 
0.2 

18.8 
34.9 
7.8 

16.5 
2.6 

16.9 
38.2 
9.8 

20.9 
5.7 

27.6 
55.3 
9.2 

15.2 
1.6 

Other criminal justice 

Ootober 
payroll 

521 
405 
117 

111 
76 

1lI0 
72 
68 
27 
42 

63 
28 
35 
35 

105 
27 
78 
70 

9 

357 
230 
127 
112 

16 

131 
63 
67 
11 
57 

23 
23 

245 
210 
35 
15 
21 

2110 
110 
130 

13 
117 

1117 
89 
58 
39 
19 

113 
83 
31 
23 

7 

61 
116 
14 
13 

1 

83 
32 
51 
17 
34 

711 
60 
111 

9 
6 

Percent of 
total oriminal 
justice system 

0.7 
2.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 

0.7 
1.1 
0.5 
0.6 
0.5 

0.5 
0.6 
0.5 
1.0 

1.1 
0.8 
1.2 
2.6 
0.2 

2.6 
3.6 
1.7 
3.5 
0.11 

0.6 
0.7 
0.5 
0.2 
0.7 

0.6 
1.2 

0.8 
1.7 
0.2 
0.2 
0.3 

0.6 
1.2 
0.5 
0.3 
0.5 

0.2 
0.5 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 

0.6 
1.5 
0.2 
0.3 
·0.1 

0.9 
1.7 
0.3 
0.9 
(Z) 

0.3 
0.5 
0.3 
0.3 
0.3 

2.0 
4.1 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 
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Table 10. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll, by State and type oi government, 

October 1978-Continued 

State and type of government1 

NEBRAS~A. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STA1'E • .. • • • " • • •• '" 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. , • • • • • • • 

NEVADA. • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

· . . . . . . . 
• \I • • • • • • · . . . . . . . .. ...,.. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL ••••••• 

COUNTIES ••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • 

NEW JERSEy ••••• 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

· . . . . . '. · . . . . . . . 
NEW MEXICO. • • • • • • • 

STATE • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • ~ • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES ••••• 

· .. 

NEW YORK. • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

· . . . . . . . 
• • • • • • • II · . .. . ,. . . . · . . . . . . . · . . . .... . 

NORTH CAROLINA. • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL •••••••••• '. 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES ••••• · .. 

NORTH DAKOTA. • • • • • • • • 
STATE .............. . 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • 

OHIO. • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL ••• 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

· . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . · . .. '" 

OKLAHOMA. • • • • • • • • • · .. STATE •••••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • • 

OREGON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL ••••••••••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • • 

PENNSyLVANIA. • • • • • •• ••• 
STATE •••••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • •• •••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • : 

RHODE ISLAND. • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • · . . 
SOUTH CAROLINA. • • • • • • • • • • 

STATE •••••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES •••••••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • •• •• 

See footnotes at end of table. 

i, 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Total 
Octobe .. 

payroll# 

38 259 
18 238 
20 021 

7 032 
12 990 

31 982 
15 015 
16 966 
11 136 
5 831 

27 387 
1'1 561 
12 826 

1 285 
11 5111 

2693H 
911 8!S1I 

1711 1160 
57 189 

117272 

111 11911 
29 113 
12 382 

2 6711 
9 707 

767 172 
167 785 
599 387 

33 551 
565 837 

256 259 
88 IB7 

168 072 
137 6111 

30 1132 

19 100 
13 219 

5 882 
2 3BO 
3 501 

2611 250 
113 915 
150 3311 

!SO 6B2 
99 652 

77 0111 
117 139 
29 875 

6 01111 
23 B31 

80 566 
118 3'IB 
32 21B 
15 366 
16 B53 

270 573 
13711sq 
133 1l.9 

35 305 
97 81'1 

1199M 
20 8B5 
29 099 
29 11117 

BO 636 
55 058 
25 578 
15 IB9 
10 390 

Total criminal 
justice system 

October 
payroll 

6 575 
2 377 
II 199 
1 576 
2 622 

6 665 
1 6811 
'I 9Bl 
3 525 
1 '157 

3 56B 
1 339 
2 229 

'12'1 
1 B06 

59 373 
13 376 
115 997 
15 582 
30 /11'1 

6 217 
3 109 
3 108 

709 
2 1100 

176 328 
51 066 

125 262 
27 090 
98 171 

211 702 
13 772 
10 930 

3 7115 
7 1B6 

2 262 
751 

1 510 
665 
8/15 

55 172 
15 035 
110 136 
H 3B9 
25 7'1B 

11 589 
5 090 
6 '199 
1 /159 
5 0'10 

15 1119 
5 595 
9 82'1 
5 '136 
II 3BB 

65 6BII 
17 B22 
/17 862 
10 92B 
36 93/1 

5 6351 2 B03 
2 B32 
2 832 

11 7711 
5 1178 
6 297 
3 272 
3 02'1 

Percent 
of total 
October 
payroll 

17.2 
13.0 
21.0 
22.'1 
20.2 

20.8 
11.2 
29.11 
31.7 
25.0 

13.0 
9.2 

17.11 
33.0 
15.6 

22.0 
111.1 
26.11 
27.2 
25.9 

15.0 
10.7 
25.1 
26.5 
211.7 

23.0 
30.'1 
20.9 
BO.7 
17.3 

9.6 
15.6 
6.5 
2.7 

23.6 

11.B 
5.7 

2!>.7 
27.9 
211.1 

20.9 
13.2 
26.7 
28.'1 
25.B 

15.0 
10.8 
21.8 
2'1.1 
21.1 

19.1 
11.6 
30.5 
35.11 
26.0 

211.3 
13.0 
36.0 
31.0 
37.8 

11.3 
13.'1 
9.7 
9.6 

1'1.6 
9.9 

211.6 
21.5 
29.1 

Police protection 

October 
payroll 

3 7111 
785 

2 957 
631 

2 326 

3 335 
'113 

2 922 
1 822 
1 100 

2 207 
/l7B 

1 729 
105 

1 625 

35 072 
'I 710 

30 362 
1 838 

28 52'1 

:3 '171 
968 

2 503 
521 

1 982 

lOB 11'17 
B 956 

99 '191 
16 '132 
B3 059 

12 0/16 
2 577 
9 '169 
2 1105 
7 06/1 

1 279 
237 

1 0111 
2511 
7B7 

28 B22 
3 751 

25 072 
3 /153 

21 619 

6 766 
1 813 
II 9511 

1126 
'I 528 

8 110 
1 B80 
6 231 
2 lOB 
'I 123 

39 569 
a 26/1 

31 305 
1 2SB 

30 0'17 

3 356 
601 

2 755 
2 755 

6 'ISO 
1 892 
'I 558 
1 699 
2 859 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

56.9 
33.0 
70.11 
/10.0 
BB.7 

50.0 
2'1.5 
58.7 
51.7 
75.5 

61.9 
35.7 
77.6 
24.7 
90.0 

59.1 
35.2 
66.0 
11.B 
93.8 

55.B 
31.1 
Bo.5 
73.6 
B2.6 

61.5 
17.5 
79.'1 
60.7 
B'I.6 

'IB.B 
IB.7 
86.6 
6/1.2 
98.3 

56.5 
31.6 
69.0 
3B.3 
93.1 

52.2 
2/1.9 
62.5 
2'1.0 
8'1.0 

5B.'I 
35.6 
76.2 
29.2 
B9.B 

60.2 
'16.'1 
65.'1 
11.5 
Bl./I 

59.6 
21.'1 
97.3 
97.3 

5'1.B 
3'1.5 
72.'1 
51.9 
9'1.5 

Judicial 

October 
payroll 

986 
5B3 
'10'1 
28B 
115 

7BO 
1'10 
6'10 
'186 
15'1 

373 
147 
226 
121 
105 

7 323 
1 57'1 
5 7'19 
'I '157 
1 292 

887 
707 
180 

3'1 
1'16 

19 781 
17 7111 

2 067 
7'13 

1 323 

2911 
2 1197 

1115 
'lIS 

3B1 
130 
251 
21B 

33 

a 583 
1 3JB 
7 2'15 
!5 OB3 
;1 162 

1 !S28 
13B 
790 
571 
218 

1 92'1 
611 

1 313 
1 199 

11'1 

9 686 
2 389 
7 298 
'I 182 
3 116 

767 
7'15 

23 
23 

1 '17'1 
'193 
980 
892 

89 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

15.0 
2'1.5 
9.6 

18.3 
'1.'1 

11.7 
8.3 

12.8 
13.8 
10.5 

10.'1 
11.0 
10.1 
28.S 
5.8 

12.3 
11.8 
12.5 
28,6 

'1.2 

1'1.3 
22.B 
5.B 
'1.8 
6,1 

11.2 
3'1.7 

1.6 
2.7 
1.3 

11.8 
18.1 
3.8 

11.1 

16.8 
17.3 
1~.6 
3;:.~ 

'.9 

15.6 
8.9 

18.1 
35.3 

B.'I 

13.2 
111.5 
12.2 
39.2 

'1.3 

12.5 
10.9 
13.'1 
22.0 
2.6 

1'1.7 
13.'1 
15.2 
3B.3 

8.'1 

13.6 
26.6 

O.B 
0.8 

12.5 
9.0 

15.6 
27.3 
2.9 

" 
I 

) ! 

I : , 
L: , 

I ! 
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Table 10. Percent di$tribution of criminal justice system payroll, by State and type of government, 

October 1978-Continued 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) ------1--------
-------------------r------~~~~~------~_r_---

Iltato and type of gove>:nment 1 

N~BRASKA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
sTATE ••••• I I e ;f ~ •••• 
L OeAL. TOTAL. • f' • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICl~ALlTIE.. • • • • • • • 

NEVADA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • ~ • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. ' •••••••••• 

COUNTIES. • • 0 • • • • • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES ••••••••• 

NEW H<\MPSHIRE • • • • • • • • • • • 
STA'rE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL ••••••••••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • e. •••• 

MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • • 

NEW JERSEY •••••• , •••••• 
STATE • • • • • • • • •• ••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL ••••••••••• 

COUNTIES. ~ • • , • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • • 

NEW MEXICO. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE • e I • • • • • • • • , • ~ 
LOCAL. TOTAL ••••••••••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES ••••••••• 

NEW YORK. • • • • • • • ~ p • • • • 

STATE .......... 11 It ••• 

LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • • 

NORTH CAROLINA. • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • , • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • 

NORTH DAKOTA. • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • • 

. ; 
LOCAL. TOTAL •••••••••• ; 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••• . . . ,,., . 

OHIO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • , • • ~ • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • • 

OKLAHOMA, • • • • • • • •• '" 
STATE • • • .. • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • • 

OREGON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • , 
STATE • • • ~ • c • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL ••••••••••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • • 

PENNSYLVANIA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE , • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • • 

RHODE ISLAND. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • • • • ~ • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINA. • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • • 

Se. footnotes at end of table. 

Legal service. and 
prosecution 

October 
payroll 

'195 
76 

'119 
29'1 
12'1 

627 
130 
/l9B 
3BO 
118 

1'17 
B2 
65 
35 
,30 

'I '191 
1 112 
3 380 
2 B7;!; 

50'1 

582 
'I9.~ 

e.<tJ 
6 

83 

11 502 
:; 2311 
8 268 
2 728 
5 5'10 

1 519 
1 327 

192 
7B 

11'1 

190 
65 

125 
108 
17 

3 291 
9'11 

2 3'19 
1 390 

959 

853 
6'13 
210 
35 

175 

1 522 
678 
Mil 
711 
133 

2 837 
/12'1 

2 /113 
1 359 
1 053 

222 
168 

5'1 
5'1 

5'17 
30/1 
2'13 
211 
32 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice system 

1.5 
3.2 

10.0 
IB.7 

'1.7 

9./1 
7.7 

10.0 
10.B 
B.l 

4.1 
6.1 
2.9 
8.2 
1. " 

7.6 
B.3 
7.3 

18.'1 
1.7 

9.'1 
J.5.9 
2.9 
0.9 
3.5 

6.5 
6.3 
6.6 

10.1 
5.6 

6.2 
9.6 
1.8 
2.1 
1.6 

a.'I 
B.6 
8.3 

16.3 
2.0 

6.0 
6.3 
5.9 
9.7 
3.7 

7.'1 
12.6 
3.2 
2.'1 
3.5 

9.9 
12.1 

B.6 
13.1 
3.0 

'1,3 
;'.'1 
5.0 

12.'1 
2.9 

3.9 
6.0 
1.9 
1.9 

'1.6 
5.6 
3.9 
6.'1 
1.1 

Public defense 

October 
payroll 

"16 

16 
76 

129 
16 

113 
113 

869 
85/1 

15 
2 

13 

92 
88 

'I 

'I 

26'1 
13 

250 
250 

91 
87 

/I 
'I 

299 
61 

238 
203 

35 

4'1 

11'1 
'11 

3 

65 
23 
/12 
'12 

'198 

1198 
'198 

61 
61 

35 

35 
35 

Percent of 
total criminal 
jUBtice system 

1.2 

1.B 
'I.B 

1.5 
6.'1 
eZI 
eZI 
(Zl 

1.5 
2.B 
0.1 

0.2 

0.1 
(Zl 
0.2 
0.9 

0.'1 
0.6 
eZI 
0.1 

0.5 
0.'1 
0.6 
1.4 
0.1 

0.'1 

0.7 
2.8 
0.1 

0.'1 
0.'1 
0.11 
0.8 

1.1 
2.2 

0.3 

0.6 
1.1 

Corrections 

October 
payroll 

1 2'15 
906 
338 
2117 
52 

1 7'13 
967 
776 
690 

85 

795 
592 
203 
16'1 
39 

11 357 
5 0'16 
6 311 
6 297 

1'1 

1 11'1 
B27 
287 
109 
178 

35 101 
20 196 
1'1 906 
6 779 
8 127 

7 9jB 
7173 

765 
762 

3 

39'1 
301 

93 
811 

8 

13 '1'10 
8 763 
'I 677 
3 892 

785 

2 353 
1 853 

500 
3B6 
11'1 

3 728 
2 356 
1 372 
l. ~62 

;0 
12 757 

6 '13'1 
6 323 
3 611 
2 712 

1 19'1 
1 19'1 

3 209 
2 7'10 

'170 
'129 

'11 

Percent ot 
total criminal 
justice system 

18.9 
38.1 
B.l 

IB.2 
2.0 

26.2 
57.5 
15.6 
19.6 
5.9 

22.3 
'1'1.3 
9.1 

3B.6 
2.2 

19.1 I 
37.'7 
13.7 
'10.'1 

(Z) 

17.9 
26.6 

9.2 
15.3 
7.4 

19.9 
39.5 
11.9 
25.0 

B.3 

32.1 
52.1 
7.0 

20.'1 
eZI 

17.11 
'10.1 

6.1 
12.7 
1.0 

2'1.'1 
5B.3 
11.7 
27.0 
3.1 

20.3 
36.'1 
7.7 

26.5 
2.3 

211.2 
'12.1 
1'1.0 
25.1 
0.2 

19.'1 
36.1 
;"".2 
33.il 
7.3 

21.2 
112.6 

IZI 
(Zl 

27.3 
50.0 
7.5 

13.1 
1.'1 

Other criminal justice 

October 
payroll 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice system 

32 
26 

6 

6 

51 
18 
33 
33 

6 

260 
BO 

180 
116 

65 

0.5 
1.1 
0.1 

0.2 

0.8 
1.1 
0.7 
0.9 

1.3 
3.0 
0.3 

0.3 

0.'1 
0.6 
0,'1 
0.7 
0.2 

70 1.1 
25 O.B 
'15 1.5 
39 5.'1 

6 0.3 

1 232 0.7 
952 1.9 
280 0.2 
158 0.6 
122 0.1 

196 0.8 
111 0.8 

B5 0.8 
81 2.2 
5 0.1 

19 O.B 
19 2.5 

736 
IB2 
5511 
368 
186 

'16 
'13 

3 

3 

71 
'IB 
23 
15 

B 

337 
311 

26 
19 
7 

3'1 
3'1 

59 
118 
11 

7 
3 

1.3 
1.2 
1.'1 
2.6 
0.7 

0.11 
0.8 
(Zl 

0.1 

0.5 
0.9 
0.2 
0.3 
0.2 

0.5 
1.7 
0.1 
0.2 
eZI 

0.6 
1.2 
eZI 
eZI 

0.5 
0.9 
0.2 
0.2 
0.1 

, 
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Table 10. Percent distr~~uteon of trirninal justice system payroll, by State and type of government, 

October 1978-Continued 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

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

S'tate and type of government1 

SOUTIJ DAKOTA •••• 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

· . . .. .. 
• I 11". " 

TENNESSEE • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • •• •••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • 

TEXAS •• •••• 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

UTAH. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••• " ••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

VERMONT • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE e I • • • ~ • • • • 

LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • 
COUNTIES. • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • 

VIRGINIA. • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • ~ • 
LOCAL. TOTAL •••••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • , • • 

... 

WASHINGTON. • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

· . . . . . . . . . . . · . .. II.. · . .. . ... . 
WEST VIRGINIA • • • • • 

STATE • • • • • • • • • .. • • .. 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • • • • • 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • .. • • * • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • 

WISCONSIN • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

• CI ... • • · .. . . . . .. 
.. ... . 

WYOMING • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • • • 

COUNTIES ••••••• 
MUNICiPALITIES. • • • 

- RepresoIIts .zero 01' l.'Ounds to zero. 

Total 
October 

p6.yrol1 2 

18 7(,2 
'2 822 
5 9110 
1 955 
3 985 

173 .1116 
118 323 

12'1 822 
'16 876 
77 9116 

310 023 
161 659 
l'l8 3611 
30 281j 

118 080 

III 857 
28 389 
13 '168 
6 182 
7 286 

1tl 090 
10 976 

3 Utl 
37 

3 077 

270 0'17 
97 375 

172 671 
100 138 

72 533 

12~ 093 
71i 729 
'19 363 
15 262 
3" 1il2 

118 738 
36 08'1 
12 65'1 

'I 378 
8 276 

170 902 
67 007 

103 895 
35 823 
68 072 

15 772 
9 8110 
5 932 
3 086 
2 8116 

Total cl"iminal 
juatica '1ysteJll POlice protection 

~r-I-----t-------------r -;''''ercent 

Percsnt of total 
October 
payroll 

2 117'1 
1 278 
1 195 

1128 
768 

18 619 
6 083 

12 537 
'I 177 
8 360 

58 867 
12 713 
116 1511 
17 5111 
28 613 

6 551 
2 512 
II 0110 
1 618 
2 1122 

2 097 
1 1167 

610 
35 

575 

26 1196 
11 1196 
15 001 
6 731 
8 270 

22 173 
7 236 

111 9'J7 
7 551 
7 387 

5 837 
2 800 
3 037 
1 1111 
1 626 

211 851 
7 197 

17 65'1 
6 80'1 

10 8'19 

2 336 
8611 

1 '173 
658 
815 

of total October criminal 
October payroll justice 
payroll system 

1.3·2 [ 
It.. :. 
20.1 
21.9 
19.3 

10.8 
12.6 
10.0 
8.9 

10.7 

19.0 
7.9 

31.1 
57.9 
211.2 

15.7 
8.8 

30.0 
26.2 
33.2 

1tl.9 
13.5 
19.6 
911.6 
18.7 

9.8 
11.8 
8.7 
6.7 

11.'1 

17.9 
9.7 

30.3 
119.5 
21.7 

12.0 
7.8 

211.0 
32.2 
19.6 

1'l.5 
10.7 
17.0 
19.0 
15.9 

111.8 
8.8 

2'1.8 
21.3 
26.6 

1 331 
3119 
982 
2'U 
7110 

10 212 
1 569 
8 6113 
1 536 
7 107 

35 1172 
5 208 

30 2611 
3 981 

26 2tl3 

3 999 
957 

3 0112 
861 

2 182 

1 118 
537 
581 

11 
570 

13 060 
2 721 

10 339 
If 1129 
5 910 

11 888 
2 1191 
9 397 
2 8flll 
6513 

3 293 
1 120 
2 172 

607 
1 565 

l'l 636 
1 218 

13 1118 
3 018 

10 1100 

1 111'1 
3211 

1 091 
3116 
7115 

:53.8 
27.3 
82.1 
56.'1 
96.'1 

5'1.8 
25.8 
68.9 
;56.8 
85.0 

M.3 
'11.0 
65.6 
22.7 
91.9 

61.0 
38.1 
75.3 
53.2 
90.1 

53.3 
36.1 
95.2 
30.0 
99.2 

'19.3 
23.7 
68.9 
65.8 
71.5 

53.6 
311.11 
62.9 
38,2 
88.2 

56.11 
'10.0 
71.5 
113.1 
96.2 

58.9 
16.9 
76.0 
'11',3 
95.9 

60.5 
37.5 
7'1.1 
52.1'> 
'11.'1 

Judicial 

October 
payroll 

396 
396 

2 
2 

2 852 
771 

2 082 
1 545 

537 

8 692 
1 383 
7 309 
6 <!17 
1 092 

728 
358 
370 
225 
1115 

26'1 
2'12 

22 
22 

2 970 
2 026 

91111 
536 
1108 

2 528 
529 

1 999 
1 665 

335 

1 028 
702 
326 
293 
33 

2 7'17 
1 0'19 
1 698 
1 6011 

9'1 

277 
125 
l'H 
118 

311 

Percent 
of tQtal 
crina.nal 
justice 
system 

16.1 
31.0 
0.2 
0.5 

15.:1 
12.7 
16.6 
37.0 

6.'1 

14.8 
10.9 
15.8 

.35.11 
3.8 

11.1 
1'l.3 
9.2 

13.9 
6.0 

12.6 
16.3 
3.6 

62,2 

11.2 
17.6 
6.3 
8.0 
'1.9 

17.6 
25.1 
10.7 
20.8 
2.0 

11.1 
1'1.6 
9.6 

23.6 
0.9 

11.6 
14.5 
10.3 
17.9 

'1.1 

Z Less than half the unit of measur ... ont shown. 
1Data for municil.'alities, and the :local governments totals which include municipal data, are estimates subject to sampling variation; data :for CQunties 

(ho)."oughs, parishes) arc based on a canvass of all county governmonts and there tore are not subject to sampling variation; see text fer data limitations. 
2Tbe relation of criminal justice October payroll to total October payroll is based on data for general gover"",ents only and doos not include data for 

Iltate-ope,.ated l1qu:>r stGres, locally operated utility aydoms, or for independent school districts and special districts. 
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Table 10. Percent distribution of criminal/justice!system payroll, by State and type of government, 

October 1978-Continued 

State and type of government l 

souP! DAKiirA •••••• , • 
SlATE • • ~ • • • • • • 
L()()AL, TOTAL •••••• 

CQUNTIES. • • • • ~ • • • 
MUNi~lPALITIES •••••• 

... ... 
TENNESSEE • • • • • 

STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

· . . . . . . . · .. .... · .' . . . . . . 
TEXAS • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

sTATE • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • •• '" 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • 

UTAH. • • • • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

· ...... . · . . . . . . . 
VERMONT •••••• " •••• 

STATE ••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • •• ••• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • 

VIRGINIA. • • • • • •• • '" 
STATE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • •• • •• 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. • • • • • • • • 

WASHINGTON. • • • • 
STATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. , • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

WEST VIRGINIA • • • 
STAT~ • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

WISCONSIN • • • • • 
sTATE • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPliLITIES. 

· ...... . 
• II •••••• 

· . .. . . · ...... . · ...... . 
· . . '" · .. .... .. . .... 

WYOMING • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••••• 
kQQAL# TOTAL ••••••••••• 

C~UNTIES. • • • • • •• ••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. • •• •••• 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Legal se:.-trlces and Public defenr.e Corr~ctions Other criminal justice . 
~----~p~r~oTse~c~u=ti~o=n~----+_------_,,_--------_4--------~----------_+--------r_--_______ _ 

October 
payroll 

2511 
12'1 
130 
106 

2'1 

959 
735 
22'1 

85 
1'10 

'I 031 
651 

3 180 
2 1129 

751 

527 
155 
372 
280 

92 

139 
133 

6 
1 
5 

1 036 
1~9 
8117 
'108 
'180 

1 705 
515 

1 190 
819 
372 

521 
206 
315 
:>86 

28 

1 789 
6115 

1 1'111 
8111 
330 

182 
39 

1'l1l 
117 

26 

Percent of 
total oriminal 
justice system 

10.3 
9.7 

10.9 
211.7 
3.1 

5.2 
12.1 
1.6 
2.0 
1.7 

6.6 
6.7 
6.9 

13.8 
2.6 

8.0 
6.2 
9.2 

17.3 
3.8 

6.6 
9.0 
1.0 
3.2 
0.8 

3.9 
1.3 
5.9 
6.1 
5.8 

7.7 
7.1 
8.0 

10.6 
'J.O 

8.9 
7.3 

10.'1 
20.'1 
1.7 

7.2 
9.0 
6.5 

12.0 
3.0 

7.8 
11.5 
9.6 

17.9 
3.2 

October 
payroll 

9 

9 
9 

1117 
118 
99 
61 
38 

16 

18 
18 

'I 
'I 

62 
62 

28 
27 

2 

2 

93 

93 
92 

1 

132 
109 

23 
17 

6 

6 

6 
6 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice systsJII 

0.'1 

0.7 
2.1 

0.8 
0.8 
0.8 
1.5 
0.5 

eZI 

eZI 
0.1 

0.1 

0.1 
0.2 
eZI 

3.0 
11.2 

0.1 
0.2 
eZI 

eZI 

0.11 

0.6 
1.2 
eZI 

0.5 
1.5 
0.1 
0.3 
0.1 

0.3 

0.11 
0.9 

October 
payrol!. 

1167 
395 

73 
70 

3 

'I 386 
2 925 
1 '161 

935 
526 

10 1110 
5 088 
5 052 
II 591 

'161 

f «70 
1 021 

2'19 
2116 

3 

1185 
1183 

2 
2 

8 853 
6 1173 
2 380 

975 
1 1105 

5 828 
3 660 
2 168 
2 058 

110 

965 
7112 
223 
223 

1 

5 1109 
'I 102 
1 306 
1 286 

20 

'1113 
362 

81 
71 
10 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice systeJII 

18.9 
30.9 
6.1 

16.3 
0.11 

23.6 
118.1 
11.7 
22.1! 
6.3 

17.2 
110.0 
10.9 
26.2 
1.6 

19.'1 
'10.7 
6.2 

15.2 
0.1 

23.1 
32.5 
0.3 
'1.7 

33.11 
56.3 
15.9 
1'l.5 
17.0 

26.3 
50.6 
1'1.5 
27.3 
1.5 

16.5 
26.5 

7.'1 
13.8 

eZI 

21.6 
57.0 

7.'1 
18.9 
0.2 

19.0 
112.0 
5.5 

10.3 
1.12 

October 
payroll 

15 
15 

6'1 
36 
28 
16 
12 

514 
183 
331 
3011 

26 

23 
20 

2 
2 

29 
29 

550 
101 
11119 
383 

66 

131 
III 
90 
33 
57 

30 
30 

139 
711 
65 
65 

111 
1'1 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice systelll 

0.6 
1.1 

0.3 
0.6 
0.2 
0.'1 
0.1 

0.9 
1.'1 
0.7 
1.7 
0.1 

0.3 
0.8 
0.1 
0.1 

1.'1 
1.9 

2.1 
0.9 
3.0 
5.1 
O.e, 

0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.11 
0.8 

0.5 
1.1 

0.6 
1.0 
0.11 
1.0 

0.6 
1.6 
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Table 11. Total criminal justice system expenditure of State governments, by cha.racter 
and object, fiscal year 1978 

State' 

TOTAL • . . . . . . 
ALABAMA • • • • • • • • • 
ALASKA. • • • • • • • • • 
ARIZONA • • • • • • • • • 
ARKANSAS. • • • • • • • • 
CALIFORNIA. • • • • • • • 

· . 
· . · . · . 

COLORADO. • • • • • • • • • • 
CONNECTICUT • • • • • • • • • 
DELAWARE ••••••••••• 
FLORIDA • • • • • • • • • • • 
GEORGIA • • • • • • • • • • • 

HAWAII •••••••••••• 
IDAHO • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ILLINOIS. • • • • • • • • • • 
INDIANA • • • • • • • • • • • 
IOWA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 

KANSAS. • • • • • • • • • 
KENTUCKy ••••••••• 
LOUISIANA • • • • • • • • 
MAINE • • • • • • • • • • 
M~pY~AND. • • • • • • • • 

· . · . · . 
MASSACHUSETTS • • • • • • • • 
MICHIGAN. • • • • • • • • • • 
MINNESOTA • • • • • • • • • • 
MISSISSIPPI • • • • • • • • • 
MISSOURI ••••••••••• 

MONTANA • • • • • • • • • 
NEBRASKA. • • • • • • • • 
NEVADA. • • • • • • • • • 
NEW HAMPSHIRE • • • • • • 
NEw JERSEY •••••••• 

· . · . · . 
· . 

NEW MEXICO. • • • • • • • • • 
NEW YORK. • • • • • • • • • • 
NORTH CAROLINA •••••••• 
NORTH DAKOTA. • • • • • • • • 
OHIO •••• ~ ••••••••• 

OKLAHOMA. • • • • • • • • • • 
OREGON. • • • • • • • • • • • 
PENNSYLVANIA. • • • • • • • • 
RHODE ISLAND. • • • • • • • • 
SOUTH CAROLINA. • • • • • • • 

SOUTH DAKOTA. • • • • • • • • 
TENNESSEE • • • • • • • • • • 
TEXAS • • • • • • • • • • • • 
UTAH. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
VERMONT • • • • • • • • • • • 

VIRGINIA. • • • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON. • • • • • • • 
WEST VIRGINIA • • • • • • 
WISCONSIN • • • • • • • • 
WYOMING • • • • • • • • • 

· . 
• • · . · . 

Total 

7 544 251 

100 385 
70 839 
88 ~32 
~9 219 

778 622 

120 132 
128 679 
~~ 195 

330 228 
169 977 

~6 818 
28 102 

299 563 
122 728 

79 868 

76 253 
1~3 733 
134 083 

32 705 
279 55~ 

175 9~1 
333 988 

99 ~26 
52 162 

109 531 

23 041 
~9 805 
39 881 
21 855 

223 554 

55 316 
922 759 
229 931 

13 7~9 
279 678 

111 813 
107 90.3 
3'18 08~ 
52 399 
89 290 

21 104 
121 233 
279 569 

52 ?42 
25 180 

2311 656 
122 356 
49 927 

117 1I~9 
26 014 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 
Direct expenditure Intergovern-

~--------~--------~---------------------------------------4 mental 

Total 

6 688 192 

95 770 
69 8~3 
80 9~3 
43 895 

683 115 

llLJ 158 
12~ 513 
42 ~10 

315 720 
155 MO 

45 0~6 
26 911 

273 014 
113 260 

67 356 

68 848 
116 020 
124 031 

.30 823 
217 002 

157 301 
277 636 

81 056 
49 029 
97 543 

21 408 
45 826 
36 56LJ 
21 387 

199 977' 

53 39~ 
808 6~6 
213 688 

12 942 
237 886 

107 816 
98 )34 

30~ 224 
~9 796 
8'1 155 

19 876 
107 580 
2~0 667 
~7 J8~ 
2~ 623 

186 272 
113 922 

48 .328 
107 253 

25 ;561 

Direct 
current 

) 

6 205 501 

94 069 
67 802 
68 777 
38 930 

653 543 

109 574 
118 852 
)9 417 

281 571 
133 920 

3~ 876 
25 670 

255 338 
97 319 
64 264 

59 49~ 
106 286 
120 705 
29 019 

200 394 

154 368 
2q 551 

,,' 250 
45 784 
90 264 

20 631 
;:19 071 
26 166 
19 '180 

191 840 

47 818 
757 523 
205 381 

12 '110 
233 625 

82 922 
91 889 

293 572 
~1 091 
76 919 

18 994 
9~ 891 

22~ 191 
~3 <>':'1 
23 51+9 

175 460 
105 048 
~~ 399 

105 084 
13 582 

Capital outlay 

Total Equipment Construction 

482 692 

1 701 
2 041 

12 166 
LJ 965 

29 572 

4 584 
5 661 
2 993 

3/~ 149 
21 720 

10 170 
1 241 

17 676 
15 9LJl 

3 092 

9 354 
9 73LJ 
3 326 
1 804 

16 608 

2 933 
30 085 

2 806 
3 245 
7 27g 

778 
6 755 

10 400 
1 907 
8 137 

5 576 
51 123 

8 307 
532 

LJ 261 

211 894 
6 445 

10 652 
8 705 
7 236 

882 
12 689 
16 476 

3 1153 
1 074 

10 812 
8 87LJ 
3 929 
2 169 

11 779 

193 172 

1 066 
1 275 
4 035 
2 515 

19 087 

3 990 
2 628 

950 
6 376 
7 179 

1 121 
6 430 
3 065 
1 875 

3 441 
4 5LJO 
3 326 
1 509 
3 717 

487 
15 574 

2 770 
2 917 
4 548 

778 
6 750 
1 17LJ 

913 
2 815 

5 523 
7 110 
5 920 

216 
3 605 

4 1./52 
5 45LJ 
2 746 
1 793 
5 052 

882 
6 728 
7 017 
1 109 

8511 

9 237 
3 1189 
3 1119 
1 501 

LJ82 

277 966 

635 
766 

8 131 
2 443 

10 005 

3 033 
2 043 

27 773 
11-1 332 

10 170 
120 

10 747 
12 156 

1 212 

5913 
4 658 

295 
12 800 

2 LJ17 
9 435 

36 
328 

1 920 

5 
9 226 

994 
5 32~ 

28 
43 994 

2 3&7 
52 

656 

20 LJ42 
991 

7 906 
6 912 
1 881 

5 857 
7 869 
2 344 

220 

1 575 
5 385 

687 
668 

11 199 

Land 

11 553 

7 
LJ80 

594 

209 

499 
720 

5 

536 

91 

29 
5 076 

811 

2~ I 
19 ' 

2611 

303 

1011 
1 590 

93 

98 

expen&iture 

Total 

856 059 

~ 615 
996 

7 ~89 
5 32~ 

95 507 

5 97~ 
4 166 
1 785 

14 508 
14 337 

1 772 
1 191 

26 549 
9 468 

12 512 

7 405 
27 713 
10 052 

1 882 
62 552 

18 640 
56 352 
18 370 
3 133 

11 985 

1 633 
3 979 
:3 )',7 

~68 
23 577 

1 922 
114 113 
16 2~3 

807 
41 792 

) 997 
9 569 

73 860 
2 60) 
5 135 

1 228 
13 653 
38 902 

5 158 
557 

4a 384 
8 434 
1 599 

10 196 
653 

IData are based on a field compilation from records of each State government shown; see text for data limitations. 
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Table 12. Criminal justice system direct expenditure of local governments in the 17 largest 

SMSA's, by county area, fiscal year 1978 

Area1 

TOTAL117 LARGEST SMSAIS •• 

BALTIMORE SMSA •••••••••• 
ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY AREA. • • • 
BALTIMORE CITY ••••••••• 
BALTIMORE COUNTY AREA ••••• 
CARROLL COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
HARFORD COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
HOWARD COUNTY AREA ••••••• 

BOSTON SEA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
ESSEX COUNTY AREA • • • • • • • 
MIDDLESEX COUNTY AREA • • • • • 
NORFOLK COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
SUFFOLK COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 

CHICAGO SMSA. • • • • • • • • • • 
COOK COUNTY AREA. • • • • • • • 
DU PAGE COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
KANE COUNTY AREA •••••••• 
LAKE COUNTY AREA •••••••• 
MCHENRY COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
WILL COUNTY AREA. • • • • • • • 

CLEVELAND SMSA. • • • • • • • • • 
CUYAHOGA COUNTY AREA. • • • • • 
GEAUGA COUNTY AREA ••••••• 
LAKE COUNTY AREA. • • • • • • • 
MEDINA COUNTY AREA ••••••• 

DALLAS~FORT WORTH SMSA. • • • • • 
COLLIN COUNTY AREA ••••••• 
DALLAS COUNTY AREA ••••••• 
DENTON COUNTY AREA. • • • • • • 
ELLIS COUNTY AREA • • • • • • • 
HOOD COUNTY AREA. • • • • • • • 
JOHNSON COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
KAUFMAN COUNTY AReA • • • • • • 
PARKER COUNTY AREA. • • • • • • 
ROCKWALL COUNTY AREA. • • • • • 
TARRANT COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
WISE COUNTY AREA. • • • • • • • 

DETROIT SMSA. • • • • • • • • • • 
LAPEER COUNTY AREA ••••••• 
LIVINGSTON COUNTY AREA ••••• 
MACOMB COUNTY AREA ••••••• 
OAKLAND COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
ST. CLAIR COUNTY AREA ••••• 
WAYNE COUNTY AREA • • • • • • • 

HOUSTON SMSA. • • • • • • • • • • 
BRAZORIA COUNTY AREA •••••• 
FORT BEND COUNTY AREA • • • • • 
HARRIS COUNTY AREA ••••••• 
LIBERTY COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY AREA. • • • • 
WALLER COUNTY AREA ••••••• 

LOS ANGELES-LONG BEACH SMSA 
LOS ANGELES COUNTY AREA • 

. . . 
MINNEAPOLIS-ST. PAUL SMSA •• , • 

ANOKA COUNTYI MN. AREA ••••• 
~ARVER COUNTY1 MN. AREA •••• 
jH ISAGO COUNTY 1 "IN. AREA. • • • 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MN. AREA •••• 
HENNEPIN COUNTYI MN. AREA •• , 
RAMSEY COUNTYI MN. AREA •••• 
sr. CROIX COUNTYI WI. AREA ••• 
SCOTT COUNTYI MN. AREA. • • 
WASHINGTON COUNTY, MN. AREA •• 
WRIGHT CP'lW\'" ~N. AREA •••• 

NASSAU-SU~fOLK SMSA • • • • • • • 
NASSAU COUNty AREA. • • • • • • 
SUFFOL~ COUMry AREA • • • • • • 

See fOGtnotes at end of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Population 2 

62 767 645 

2 144 913 
356 374 
804 .304 
641 976 
88 L109 

lL13 66L1 
110 186 

3 336 669 
62L1 862 

1 386 584 
619 504 
705 719 

7 017 911 
5 309 763 

580 ·:)2 
271 399 
Ll16 208 
133 788 
306 491 

1 9L16 831 
1 559 L171 

70 084 
210 670 
106 606 

2 659 550 
103 351 

1 L158 358 
97 831 
53 039 
11 L183 
58 80Ll 
35 496 
3;; 652 

9 963 
773 LIlLI 

22 159 

LI L112 387 
6L1 931 
86 851 

687 316 
989 807 
132 209 

2 Ll51 273 

2 502 772 
136 120 
88 872 

2 123 161 
L10 689 
98 lL19 
15 781 

7 028 518 
7 028 518 

2 OLl8 889 
194 57:.'1 

3L1 L167 
2L1 09', 

18L1 1('2 
909 6),9 
LlSLI 0'/8 

40 0()5 
Lll 7511 

111 833 
5L1 367 

2 69L1 993 
1 399 725 
1 295 268 

Total criminal 
justice system 

Amount 

6 632 559' 

150 865 
111 875 
91 978 
29 983 

II 1128 
II 689 
II 912 

289 355 
38 0115 

1011 820 
113 856 

102 63L1 

725 339 
6311 616 

31 617 
16 573 
22 921 

(, ~85 
:L3 327 

172 391 
1511 8r;~ 

1 18: 
11 276 

5 126 

168 288 
II 186 

109 7911 
3 3111 
1 L171 

196 
1 11119 

868 
2 016 

69b 
113 ~~~ 

1162 

11110 1111 
2 5116 
'-1 1136 

113 056 
82 1190 

6 221 
301 365 

153 740 
5 865 
3 194 

1110 399 
1 523 
2 110 

6~9 

832 052 
8.32 052 

152 86~ 
9 578 
1 &7~ 

8115 
7 7C$~ 

75 009 
~6 966 

2 5811 
2 790 
3 809 
1 615 

291 9:35 
177 8~7 
HII 088 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total" 

(X) 

100.0 
9.9 

61.0 
19.9 
2.9 
3.1 
3.3 

100.0 
13.1 
36.2 
15.2 
35.5 

100.0 
87.5 
~.L1 
2.3 
3.2 
0.9 
1.8 

100.0 
89.8 

0.7 
6.5 
3.0 

100.0 
2.5 

65.2 
2.0 
0.9 
0.1 
0.9 
0.5 
1.2 
0.11 

26.0 
0.3 

100.0 
0.6 
1.0 
9.8 

18.7 
1.'1 

68.5 

100.0 
3.8 
2.1 

91.3 
1.0 
1.1~ 
O.~ 

100.0 
100.0 

100.0 
6.3 
1.2 
0.6 
5.1 

~9.1 
30.7 

1.7 
1.8 
2.5 
1.1 

100.Q I 60.9 
39.1 

Police protection 

Amount 

4 397 5117 

110 776 
11 6'111 
68 113~ 
211 '1117 

2 :3ti9 
3 882 

186 828 
25 030 
611 311() 
32 151 I 65 30~ 

500 721 
'135 515 

21 161 
12 8~9 
16 263 

'I 765 
10 168 

1011 036 
93 309 

1126 
6 8113 
3 1158 

116871 
2 11311 

78 1125 
1 909 
1 077 

97 
96:3 
550 
691 
370 

30 061 
29'1 

286 600 
1 736 
), 950 

27 7119 
~9 862 

:3 671 
201 632 

91 711 
3 165 
2 558 

83 758 
828 

1 200 
202 

506 388 
506 388, 

78 615 
5 £;,,7 
1 026 

6:36 
5613 

38 235 
21 282 

1 521 
1 3~6 
2 373 
1 066 

210 900 
126 085 
82 815 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 

(X) 

100.0 
'10.5 
61.8 
22.1 

100.0 
13.~ 
3'1.11 
17.2 
.35.0 

100.Q 
87.0 

'1.2 
2.6 
:3.2 
1.0 
2.0 

100.0 
89.7 

0.11 
6.6 
3.,} 

100.0 
2.1 

67.1 
1.6 
0.9 
0.1 
0.8 
0.5 
0.6 
0.3 

25.7 
0.3 

100.0 
0.6 
0.7 
9.7 

17.'1 
1.3 

70.'1 

100.0 
3.5 
2.8 

91.3 
0.9 
1.3 
0.2 

100,0 
100.0 

100.0 
7.0 
1.3 
0.8 
7.1 

'18.6 
27.1 

1.9 
1.7 
3.0 
1.4 

100.0 
60.7 
39.3 

Judicial 

Amount 

673 25L1 

13 3211 
1 235 
6 506 
1 9511 
2 612 

763 
25~ 

58 360 
6 3~0 

27 017 
5 565 

19 1158 

61 875 
53 937 

3 575 
1 168 
1 11.33 

377 
1 :385 

29 693 
26 1112 

1185 
1 a05 

991 

21 167 
1122 

13 '1116 
56~ 
197 

65 
277 
199 
5'11 
2115 

5 1'19 
62 

6:3 750 
1196 

1 659 
6 9119 

12 ~98 
9~9 

111 199 

24 8311 
1 ~611 

327 
21 901 

377 
450 
.315 

96 356 
96 356 

19 32L1 
1 236 

'3.39 
109 
968 

9 515 
5 302 

509 
117~ 
625 
2~7 

20 071 
11 801 

8 270 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 

(X) 

100.0 
9.3 

'18.8 
11.1.7 
19.6 
5.7 
1.9 

100.0 
10.9 
116.:3 
9.5 

33.3 

100.0 
87.2 
5.8 
1.9 
2.3 
0.6 
2.2 

100.0 
89.0 

1.6 
6.1 
3.3 

100.0 
2.0 

63.5 
2.7 
0.9 
0.3 
1.3 
0.9 
2.6 
1.2 

21.1.3 
0.3 

100.0 
0.8 
2.6 

10.9 
19.6 
1.5 

6~.6 

100.0 
5.9 
1.3 

8~l. 2 
1.5 
1,,8 
1,,3 

100.~) 
100.tll 

100.0 
6.~ 
1.8 
0.6 
5.0 

~9.2 
27.11 
2.6 
2.5 
3.2 
1.3 

100.0 
58.8 
111.2 

I 

I 
1 

j 
I 
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Table 12. Criminal justice system direct expenditure of loca~ governments in the 17 largest 

SMSA's, by county area, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

TOTALI' 17 LARGEST SMSA'S •• 

BALTIMORE sMsA •••••••••• 
ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY AREA •••• 
BALTIMORE CITY ••••••••• 
BALTIMORE COUNTY AREA ••••• 
CARROLL COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
HARFORD COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
HOWARD COUNTY AREA ••••••• 

BOSTON SEA. • • • • • • • 
ESSEX COUNTY AREA • • • 
MIDDLESEX COUNTY AREA • 
NORFOLK COUNTY AREA • • 
SUFFOLK COUNTY AREA • • 

CHICAGO SMSA. • • • • • • • • • • 
COOK COUNTY AREA •••••••• 
DU PAGE COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
KANE COUNTY AREA. • • • • • • • 
LAKE COUNTY AREA. • • • • • • • 
MCHENRY COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
WILL COUNTY AREA •••••••• 

CLEVELAND sMSA. • • • • • • • • • 
CUYAHOGA COUNTY AREA ••• 
GEAUGA COUNTY AREA •••• 
LAKE COUNTY AREA. • • • 
MEDINA COUNTY APF.A ••• 

DALLAS-FORT WORTH SMSA •• 
COLLIN COUNTY AREA ••• 
DALLAS COUNTY AREA ••• 
DENTON COUNTY AREA ••• 

· . . . 
· . . . 

ELLIS COUNTY AREA • • • • • • • 
HOOD COUNTY AREA. • • • • 
JOHNSON COUNTY AREA • • 
KAUFMAN COUNTY AREA • • 
PA~KER COUNTY AREA ••• 
ROCKWALL COUNTY AREA. • 
TARRANT COUNTY AREA • • 
WISE COUNTY AREA. • • • 

· . . . · . . . 

DETROIT SMsA. • • • • • • • • • • 
LAPEER COUNTY AR~A ••••••• 
LIVINGSTON COUNTY AREA ••••• 
MACOMB COUNTY AReA ••••••• 
oAKLAND COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
ST. CLAIR COUNTY AREA ••••• 
WAYNE COUNTY AREA • • • • • • • 

HOUSTON SMSA. • • • • • • • • • • 
BRAZORIA COUNTY AREA •••••• 
FORT BEND COUNTY AREA • • • • • 
HARRIS COUNTY AREA ••••••• 
LIBERTY COUNTy AREA • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY AREA. • • • • 
WALLER COUNTY AREA ••••••• 

LOS ANGELES-LONG BEACH SMSA • • • 
LOS ANGELES COUNTY AREA • • • • 

MINNEAPOLIS-ST. PAUL SMSA •••• 
ANOKA COUNTYI MN. AREA ••••• 
CARVER COUNTY, MN. AREA •••• 
CHISAGO CeUNTY, MN. AREA •••• 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MN. AREA •••• 
HENNEPIN COUNTYI MN. AREA ••• 
RAMSEY COUNTY, MN. AREA •••• 
ST. CROIX COUNTY, WI. AREA ••• 
SCOTT COUNTYI MN. AREA ••••• 
WASHINGTON COUNTY, MN. AREA •• 
WRIGHT COUNTY1 MN. AREA •••• 

NASSAU-SUFFOLK SMSA • • • 
NASSAU COUNTY AREA ••• 
SUFFOLK COUNTY AREA • • 

· . . . · . . . 
Sec footnotes at end of table. 

(DQllar amounts, in thousands) 
1 Legal services and 

prosecution I Public defense 

Amount 

qOO 2951 

10 087 
1 065 
5 362 
1 7~7 

8'111 
601 
1168 

8 766 
737 

2 1199 
1 988 
3 5'12 

29 31L1 
22 825 

2 931 
7112 

1 1197 
L179 
8~0 

6 6:37 
5 3911 

196 
'155 
292 

10 ~1I9 
219 

5 713 
3~2 

57 
20 

102 
'15 

371 
:30 

3 ~78 
72 

18 307 
231 
298 

2 696 
II ~61 

560 
10 061 

8 493 
'1108 

99 
7 537 

158 
180 
111 

72 9'18 
72 9118 

13 619 
980 
127 

60 
537 

7 ~1I7 
3 366 

180 
569 
257 

96 

17 1179 
10 2~1 

7 238 r 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 

(Xl 

100.0 
10.6 
5302 
17.3 

8.11 
6.0 
11.6 • 

100.0 
8.11 

28.5 
22.7 
110.11 

100.0 
77.9 
10.0 
2.5 
5.1 
1.6 
2.9 

100.0 
81.3 
3.0 

11.11 
~,~ 

100.0 
2.1 

511.7 
3.3 
0.5 
0.2 
1.0 
0.11 
3.6 
0.3 

33 • .3 
0.7 

100.0 
1.3 
1.6 

111.7 
2~.1I 
3.1 

55.(1 

10C.0 
LI.8 
1.2 

88.7 
1.9 
2.1 
1 • .3 

100.0 
tOO.O 

100.0 
7.2 
0.9 
D.'1 
3.9 

5~.7 
2'1.7 
1.3 
'1.2 
1.9 
0.7 

100.0 
58.6 
111 .. 11 

Amount 

107 133 

23 

23 

2 038 
211 
799 
150 
878 

9 567 
8 2711 

61}9 
1113 
171 

811 
2116 

2 799 
2 6'111 

155 

1 7811 
18 

1 .331 
92 

8 
5 

9 
23 

3 
293 

2 

7 755 
Ll8 

187 
70 

1 305 
128 

6 017 

2 156 
71 

2 062 

20 
3 

25 0'19 
25 M9 

3 102 
22~ 
162 

1 ~~~ I 
516 

20 
72 
18 

II 13~ 
2 ~3'1 
1 700 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 

(X) 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 
10.11 
39.2 

7.11 
113.1 

100.0 
86.5 
6.8 
1.5 
1.8 
0.9 
2.6 

100.0 
911.5 

5.5 

100.0 
1.0 

711.6 
5.2 
O.~ 
0.3 

0.5 
1.3 
0.2 

16.11 
0.1 

100.0 
0.6 
2.LI 
0.9 

16.8 
1.7 

77.6 

100.0 
3.3 

96.6 

0.9 
0.1 

100.0 
100.0 

100.0 
7.2 
5.2 

3.7 
63.7 
16.6 

0.6 
2.3 
0.6 

100.0 
58.9 
'11.1 

Corrections 

Amount 

951 653 

16 011 
911 

11 05,2 
1 835 

972 
933 
1CCi 

29 32~ 
5 376 
9 229 
.3 880 

10 839 

73 233 
63 617 

3 258 
1 6~7 
3 1188 

580 
61}3 

186511 
16 585 

80 
1 6110 

3~9 

16 352 
1 093 

10 5150 
1107 
132 

9 
107 

65 
390 

118 
3 519 

32 

62 573 
35 

3'12 
5 592 

13 856 
913 

'11 835 

19 496 
757 
181 

18 120 
160 
260 

18 

128 78) 
128 783 

36 113'1 
1 621 

220 
20 

561 
16 878 
15 858 

37'1 
232 
1182 
188 

37 687 
2'1 750 
12 937 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 

(X) 

100.0 
5.7 

69.0 
11.5 
6.1 
5.8 
1.9 

100.0 
18.3 
31.5 
13.2 
37.0 

100.0 
86.9 
~.II 
2..2 
11.8 
0.8 
0.9 

100.0 
88.9 
O.~ 
8.8 
1.9 

100.0 
6.7 

611.5 
2.5 
0.8 
0.1 
0.7 
0.11 
2.11 
0.3 

21.5 
0.2 

100.0 
0.1 
0.5 
8.9 

22.1 
1.5 

66.9 

100.0 
3.9 
0.9 

92.9 
0.8 
1.3 
0.1 

100.0 
100.0 

100.0 
~.'1 
0.6 
0.1 
1.5 

~6.3 
113.5 

1.0 
0.6 
1.3 
0.5 

100.0 
65.7 
311.3 

Other criminal 
justice 

Amount 

102 677 

611L1 
20 

6211 

II 019 
351 
930 
122 

2 616 

50 629 
50 11118 

113 
2'1 
69 

115 

10 572 
10 1158 

78 
36 

1 665 

329 

1 336 

1 129 

508 

621 

7 050 

29 
7 021 

2 528 
2 528 

1 770 

2.0 

959 
6'12 

1119 

1 6611 
536 

1 128 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total· 

(Xl 

100.0 
3.1 

96.9 

100.0 
8.7 

23.1 
3.0 

65.1 

100.0 
99.6 
0.1 
(Z) 
0.1 

0.1 

100.0 
98.9 

0.7 
0.3 

100.0 

19.8 

100.0 

115.0 

55.0 

100.0 

O.LI 
99.6 

100.0 
100.0 

100.0 

1.1 

8.11 

100.0 
32 .• 2 
67.8 
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Table 12. Criminal justice system direct expenditure of local governments in the 17 largest 
SMSA's, by county area, fiscal year 1918-Continued 

(Dollar'ilmounts in thousands) 

'rotal crimin~.l 
justice systel!! 

Area~ 

NEWARK SMSA • • • • • • • • • • • 
ESSEX COUNTY AREA • • • • • • • 
MORRIS COUNTY AREA. • • • • • • 
SOMERSET COUNTY AREA. • • • • • 
UNION COUNTY AREA • • • • • • • 

Population" 

1 96L1 781 
852 3L15 
396 513 
203 650 
512 273 

Amount 

196 385 
106 729 

26 160 
15 380 
1.18 116 

NEW YORK. N.Y.-N.J. S~ISA ••••• 9 375 318 1 551 350 
BERGEN COUNTY. N.J. AREA. • •• 87L1 329 65 615 
NEW YORK CITY, N.Y ••••••• 7 297 787 1 380 Ll32 
PUTNAM COUNTY. N.Y. AREA. • •• 71 591 2 1128 
ROCKLAND COUNTY. N.Y. AREA. •• 257 5L13 18 625 
WESTCHESTER COUNTy; N.Y. AREA. 87L1 068 81.1 250 

PHILADELPHIA. PA.-N.J. SMSA • • • LI 792 012 
BUCKS COUNTY. PA, AREA ••• " Ll69 738 
BURLINGTON COUNTY, N.J. AREA.. 361 2L13 
CAHDEN COUNTY. N.J. AREA •• " Ll71 553 
CHESTER COUNTY. PA, AREA. • •• 303 512 
DELAWARE COUNTY, PA, AREA • •• 582 060 
GLOUCESTER COUNTY, N.J. AREA.. 196 370 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY, PA, AREA.. 629 191 
PHILADELPHIA CITY, PA •••••• 1 778 3L1~ . 

PITTSBURGH SMSA • • • • • • • .• • 2 298 722-
ALLEGHENY COUNTY AREA • • • • • 1 Ll93 272 
BEAVER COUNTY AREA. • • • • •• 208 705 
WASHINGTON COUNTY AREA. • • " 21L1031 
WESTMORELAND COUNTY AREA •• " 382 71L1 

ST. LOUIS. MO.-ILL. SMSA ••••• 
CLINTON COUNTy. ILL. AREA ••• 
FRANKLIN COUNTY. MO. AREA • • • 
JEFFERSON COUNTY. MO. AREA. • • 
MADISON COUNTY. ILL. AREA ••• 
MONROE COUNTY. ILL. AREA •••• 
ST. CHARLES COUNTy, MO. AREA •• 
ST. CLAIR COUNTY. ILL. AREA •• 
ST. LOUIS CITY. MO ••••••• 
ST. LOUIS COUNTY. MO. AREA ••• 

2 38G 522 
30 666 
65 657 

125 932 
2L16 366 

18 8L18 
122 897 
280 531 
517 671 
122 897 

SAN FRANCISCO-OAKLAND SMSA •••• 3 178 396 
ALAMEDA COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 1 099 136 
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY AREA. • •• 612 866 
MARIN COUNTY AREA • • • • • •• 223 5L18 
SAN FRANC ISCO CITy. • •• " 655 072 
SAN ~lATEO COUNTY AREA • • • •• 587 72L1 

WASHINGTON. D.C.-MD.-VA. SMSA •• 2 978 Ll61 
ALEXANDRIA CITY; VA.. • • • •• lOll 050 
ARLINGTON COUNTY; VA. • • • •• 15~ 269 
CHARLES COUNTY, MD. AREA •• " 6L1 922 
FAIRFAX CITY. VA •••••• " 20 966 
FAIRFAX COUNTY. VA. AREA. • •• 533 95L1 
FALI.S CHURCH CITY, VA.. • • •• 9 377 
LOUDOUN COUNTY, VA. AREA. • •• 5L1 268 
MONTGOMERY COUN'fY, MD. AREA •• 571 868 
pRINCE GEORGES COUNTY. MD. AREA 671 98L1 
PRINCE WILLIAM COUNTY, VA. AREA 109 906 
WASHINGTON. D.C. CITY • • • •• 68L1 891 

~ Represents zero or rounds to zero. 
X Not applicable. 
Z Less than half the unit of measurement shown. 

501 173 
~5 609 
21 106 
55 0911 
18 952 
311 112Ll 
11 858 
110 986 

293 11111 

108 969 
85 880 

9 015 
L! 967 
9 107 

159 1IL15 
255 

2 393 
2 277 
9 990 

2311 
12 042 
11 838 
63 780 
56 636 

378 325 
137 350 
65 586 
21 2111 
93 9112 
60 2::13 

359 969 
8 Ll72 

11 001 
2 180 
1 258 

31 702 
961 

1 798 
110 720 
.38 840 

7 182 
206 665 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 3 

100.0 
5L1.3 
13.3 
7.8 

211.5 

100.0 
1.1.2 

89.0 
0.2 
1.2 
5.1.1 

100.0 
5.1 
LI.2 

11.0 
3.8 
6.9 
2.1.1 
8.2 

58.5 

100.0 
78.8 
8.3 
11.6 
8.11 

100.0 
0.2 
1.5 
1.11 
6.3 
0.1 
7.6 
7.LI 

LlO.O 
35.5 

100.0 
36.3 
17.3 
5.6 

2L1.8 
15.9 

100.0 
2.11 
3.1 
0.6 
0.11 
9.1 
0 • .3 
0.5 

11.6 
11.1 
2.1 

60.0 

Police protection 

Amount 

117 1198 
61 373 
18 11113 

8 271 
29 1111 

1 2.36 620 
115 875 

1 122 016 
6911 

11 1611 
56 871 

286 6.38 
15 211.3 
10 1811 
26 561 

6 005 
17 122 

6 .357 
22 602 

182 5611 

71 811.1 
59 530 

I.f 661 
3 017 
II 606 

115 219 
8L1 

1 785 
1 157 
6 357 

160 
10 336 

7 1.11.10 
liS 152 
112 71.18 

178 9111 
62 682 
28 720 
10 655 
50 555 
26 302 

197 398 
5 1.180 
7 678 
1 777 
1 087 

18 769 
8119 

1 257 
27 796 
29 203 

I.f 607 
98 895 

Perc('nt 
Qf SMSA 
total 

100.0 
52.2 
15.7 
7.0 

25.0 

100.0 
3.7 

90.7 
0.1 
0.9 
1.1.6 

100.0 
5.3 
3.6 
9.3 
2.1 
6.0 
2.2 
7.9 

6.3.7 

100.0 
82.9 
6.5 
11.2 
6.11 

100.0 
0.1 
1.5 
1.0 
5.5 
0.1 
9.0 
6.5 

39.2 
37.1 

100.0 
35.0 
16.1 
6.0 

28.3 
lL1.7 

100.0 
2.8 
.3.9 
0.9 
0.6 
9.5 
0.11 
0.6 

11.1.1 
111.8 
2.3 

50.1 

,Tudicial 

Amount 

27 881.1 
16 382 

2 560 
2 ()93 
6 8119 

27 097 
7 8Ll5 

12 ~85 
529 

1 1.18.3 
II 755 

81 Ll29 
II 2.32 
3 730 
8 005 
3 988 
6 1105 
1 518 
6 712 

116 8'9 

15 289 
10 021 

2 252 
920 

2 096 

18 Ll02 
66 

350 
611.3 

1 507 
27 

803 
1 22' 
6 605 
7 178 

511 232 
21 652 

6 7111 
.3 117 

111 653 
8 096 

40 lL17 
1 :~511 

799 
106 

.38 
3 102 

23 
lL18 

5 831 
II 012 
1 OilS 

23 689 

Percent 
of SMSA_ 
total 

100.0 
58.8 
9.2 
7.5 

211.6 

100.0 
29.0 
116.1 
2.0 
5.5 

17.5 

100.0 
5.2 
11.6 
9.8 
11.9 
7.9 
1.9 
8.2 

57.5 

100.0 
65.5 
11.1.7 
6.0 

13.7 

100.0 
O.LI 
1.9 
3.5 
8.2 
0.1 
II.Ll 
6.6 

35.9 
39.0 

100.0 
.39.9 
12.Ll 
5.7 

27.0 
lLl.9 

100.0 
.3.11 
2.0 
0 • .3 
0.1 
7.7 
0.1 
O.LI 

lLl.5 
10.0 
2.6 

59.0 

IData for county areas include figures for the county government and an estimate for municipalities within that county and are subject to 
sampling variation; see text for data limitations. 

'Estimated popUlation of States as of .'u1y 1, 1977 is derived from Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports, Series P~25, No. 790, 
Oecember 1978. 

'Because of rounding, the detail may not addpre<:isely to totals. 
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Table 12. Criminal justice system direct expenditure of local gove·rnments in the 17 largest 
SMSA's, by county area, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

..... --------------------~------------------~----------~~---------,--~-----------Legal services and 
prosecution 

Areal 

NEWARK SMSA • • • • • • • • • • • 
ESSEX COUNTY AREA • • • • • • • 
MOR~IS COUNTY AREA ••••••• 
SOMERSET COUNTY AREA •••••• 
UNION COUNTY AREA • • • • • • • 

NEW YORK, N.Y.~N.J. SMSA ••••• 
BERGEN COUNTY, N.J. AREA •••• 
NEW YORK CITY. N.y ••••••• 
PUTNAM COUNTY. N.Y. AREA •••• 
ROCKLAND COUNTY, N.Y. AREA ••• 
WESTCHESTER COUNTy. N.Y. AREA. 

PHILADELPHIA. PA.-N.J. SMSA ••• 
BUCKS COUNTY, PAD AREA ••••• 
BURLINGTON COUNTY, N.J. AREA •• 
CAMDEN COUNTY, N.J. AREA •••• 
CHESTER COUNTy, PA, AREA •••• 
DELAWARE COUNTY, PA, AREA ••• 
GLOUCESTER COUNTY, N.J. AREA •• 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY, PA. AREA •• 
pHILADELPHIA CITY, PA •••••• 

PITTSBURGH SMSA • • • • • • • • • 
ALLEGHENY COUNTY AREA • • • • • 
BEAVER COUNTY AREA ••••••• 
WASHINGTON COUNTY AREA. • • • • 
WESTMORELAND COUNTY AREA. • • • 

ST. LOUIS, MO.-ILL. SMSA ••••• 
CLINTON COUNTY. ILL. AREA ••• 
FRANKLIN COUNTY. MO. AREA ••• 
JEFFERSON COUNTY. MO. AREA. • • 
MADISON COUNTY. ILL. AREA ••• 
MONROE COUNTY, ILL. AREA •••• 
ST. CHARLES COUNTy, MO. AREA •• 
ST. CLAIR COUNTY. ILL. AREA •• 
ST. LOUIS CITY. MO ••••••• 
ST. LOUIS COUNTY, MO. AREA ••• 

SAN FRANCISCO-OAKLAND SMSA. • • • 
ALAMEDA COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY AREA •••• 
MARIN COUNTY AREA • • • • • • • 
SAN FRANCISCO CITY ••••••• 
SAN MATEO COUNTY AREA • • • • • 

WASHINGTON, D.C.-MD.-VA. SMSA •• 
~LEXANDRIA CITY. VA ••••••• 
ARLINGTON COUNTY. VA •••••• 
CHARLES COUNTY. MD. AREA •••• 
FAIRFAX CITY. VA •••••••• 
FAIRFAX COUNTY, VA. AREA •••• 
FALLS CHURCH CITY, VA •••••• 
LOUDOUN COUNTY. VA. AREA •••• 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MD. AREA •• 
PRINCE GEORGES COUNTY. MD. AREA 
PRINCE WILLIAM COUNTY, VA. AREA 
WASHINGTON. D.C. CITY ••••• 

Amount 

16 236 
7 678 
2 2La 
1 6911 
II 623 

87 253 
II 791 

'72 728 
278 

2 181 
7 27!S 

~Il 159 
1 920 
2 309 
5 685 
2 41111 
:3 129 
1 320 
2 752 

11 600 

6 511 
II 977 

552 
273 
709 

7 766 
53 

176 
190 
611 

117 
608 
808 

3 179 
2 0911 

.31 7611 
11 8111 
5 989 
1 6119 
8 131 
II 181 

lL1 317 
510 
11115 
178 
102 

1 054 
511 

116 
1 901 
2 5011 

1160 
6 993 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 

100.0 
117.3 
13.8 
10.Ll 
28.5 

(X) 
5.5 

83.11 
0.3 
2.5 
8.3 

100.0 
6.2 
7.11 

18.2 
7.8 

10.0 
11.2 
8.8 

37.2 

100.0 
76.11 
8.5 
11.2 

10.9 

100.0 
0.2 
1.0 
2.5 
8.0 
0.6 
8.0 

10.6 
111.7 
27.11 

100.0 
37.2 
18.9 
5.2 

25.6 
13.2 

100.0 
3.6 
3.1 
1.2 
0.7 
7.LI 
O.LI 
0.8 

13.3 
17.5 
3.2 

118.8 

Public defense 

Amount 

1:51 
112 

2 
17 

18 9115 
69 

16 563 
111 
ij19 

1 783 

6 756 
337 

3 
6 

713 
670 
ill 

686 
II 327 

1 1.177 
1 106 

155 
56 

160 

435 
12 

207J 

219 

1 

111· 978 
(; 81.13 
2 617 

951 
2 8811 
1 683 

6 0011 
59 

6 
131 

38 

5 770 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 

100.0 
85.5 

1.5 
13.0 

(X) 
0.1.1 

87.ij 
o.fI 
2.2 
9.11 

100.0 
~i.O 
(Zl 
0.1 

1.0.6 
9.9 
\').2 

10.2 
611.0 

100.0 
71.1.9 
10.5 
3.8 

10.8 

100.0 

118.0 

51.8 

0.2 

100.0 
115.7 
17.5 
6.3 

19.3 
11.2 

100.0 
1.0 

0.1 
2.2 

0.6 

96.1 

Corre<.)tions 

Amount 

32 678 
20 343 

2 830 
3 203 
6 .302 

176 7115 
6 825 

152 779 
'il16 

l 378 
12 91.17 

93 661.1 
3 850 
II 7LlO 

111 11.37 
5 802 
7 015 
2 558 
8 1911 

1.17 068 

13 239 
9 678 
1 327 

701 
1 533 

17 2L11 
LlO 
82 

165 
1 312 

295 
2 1118 
8 5112 
1.1 557 

93 887 
33 31111 
20 817 

II .369 
17 Ll96 
17 861 

85 652 
1 021 
1 596 

119 
25 

LI 097 
35 

5 027 
2 859 
1 0.38 

69 835 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 

100.0 
62.3 
8.7 
9.8 

19 • .3 

(X) 
3.9 

86.11 
0.5 
1.9 
7.3 

100.0 
11.1 
5.1 

lS.LI 
6.2 
7.5 
2.7 
8.i' 

50.3 

100.0 
73.1 
10.0 
5.3 

11.6 

100.0 

1.0 
7.7 

1.7 
12.5 
50.5 
26.6 

100.0 
35.5 
22.2 
4.7 

18.6 
19.0 

100.0 
1.2 
1.9 
0.1 
(Z) 
'i.8 
(Zl 

5.9 
3.3 
1.2 

81.5 

Other criminal 
justice 

Amount 

1 958 
SLll 

811 
102 
931 

4 690 
210 

:5 861 

619 

1 527 
27 

lL10 
1100 

o 
91 
40 

7L16 

639 
568 

68 

3 

.382 

122 

202 
58 

1.1 550 
1 015 

729 
1173 
223 

2 110 

7 261 
118 

118,} 

II 549 

277 
165 
2211 

.32 
1 1.183 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 

100.0 
113.0 

4.3 
5.2 

117.5 

(X) 
11.5 

82.3 

13.2 

100.0 
1.8 
9.2 

26.2 

5.4 
6.0 
2.6 

1.18.9 

100.0 
88.9 
10.6 

0.5 

100.0 

31.9 

100.0 
22 • .3 
16.0 
10.L! 
11.9 

116.11 

100.0 
0.7 
6.9 

65.1 
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-- ----_._-----

CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Total 

Table 13. Criminal justice system employment of local governments 
(Dollar amounts 

Total criminal justice s)-stem Poltte protection Judic:ial 

Number of employees 

Fu11-
time 
only 

full-time 
equiva­

lent 

Number of employees Number of employees 

Percent Percent Percent 
of SMSA of SHSA of SHSA 
total total tota 1 
fu11- Full- Full-time fu11- Full- Full-tim, [u11-
time Total time equiva- time Total time equiva- time 

equivll- only lent equiva- only lent equiva-
lent Ip"lt lent 

em- b1l1- em-
ployees:Z plLyces 1 ployees Z 

_4-------------------+-----~------~--~~~-4-----r----~----~~--+-----r---~-----+~--~ 

1 TOTAL, 17 LARGEST SMSAIS. 305 3'17 291 6'17 295 822 (Xl 202 61q 195 271 196 7q8 (Xl 36 892 33 279 3'1 952 (XI 

2 BALTIMORE SMSA •••••• 
3 ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY AREA. 
'I BALTIMORE CITy •••••• 
5 BALTIMORE COUNTY AREA •• 
6 CARROLL COUNTY AREA • • • 
7 HARFORD COUNTY AREA • • • 
8 HOWARD COUNTY AREA. • • • 

9 BOSTON SEA. • • • • • • 
10 ESSEX COUNTY AREA • • 
11 MIDDLESEX COUNTY AREA 
12 NORFOLK COUNTy AREA 
13 SUFFOLK COUNTy AREA 

111 CHICAGO SMSA. • • • • 
15 COOK COUNTY AREA. • • • • 
16 DU PAGE COUNTy AREA • • 
17 KANE COUNTY AREA ••• 
16 LAKE COUNTY AREA. • • 
19 MCHENRY COUNTy AREA 
20 WILL COUNTY AREA ••••• 

21 CLEVELAND SMSA. • • • • 
22 CUYAHOGA COUNTY AREA. • • 
23 GEAUGA COUNTY AREA. • • 
2'1 LAKE COUNTY AREA. • • • • 
25 MEDINA ~OUNTY AREA. 

26 DALLAS-FORT WORTH SMSA •• 
27 COLLIN COUNTY AREA. 
28 DALLAS COUNTY AREA. 
29 DENTON CCUNTY AREA. 
30 ELLIS COI/"lTY AREA • 
31 HOOD COUNTY AREA. • 
32 JOHNSON COUNTy AREA 
33 KAUFMAN COUNTy AREA • • • 
3q PARKER COUNTY AREA. • 
35 ROCKWALL COUNTY AREA. • • 
36 TARRANT COUNTy AREA • • • 
37 WISE COUNTY AREA. • • 

38 DETROIT SMSA. • • • • • • 
39 LAPEER COUNTY AREA. • • • 
'10 LIVINGSTON COUNTY AREA. • 
111 MACOMB COUNTY AREA •••• 
'12 OAKLAND COUNTy AREA • • • 
'13 ST. CLAIR COUNTY AREA •• 
q'l WAYNE COUNTY AREA • • 

115 HOUSTON SMSA. • • •• • 
'16 BRAZOR I A COUNTY AREA. • 
'17 FORT BEND COUNTY AREA • • 
'18 HARRIS COUNTY AREA. • • • 
119 LIBERTY COUNTy AREA • • • 
50 MONTGOMERY COUNTY AREA. • 
51 WALLER COUNTY AREA. • • • 

52 LOS ANGELES-LONG BEACH SMSA 
53 LOS ANGELES COUNTy AREA • 

5'1 MINNEAPOLIS-ST. PAUL SMSA • 
55 ANOKA COUNTY, MN. AREA •• 
56 CARVER COUNTY. MN. AREA. 
57 CHISAGO COUNTy, MN. AREA. 
58 DAKOTA COUNTY. MN. AREA. 
59 HENNEPIN COUNTY, MN. AREA 
60 RAMSEY COUNTY. MN. AREA. 

ST. CROIX COUNTY, 
61 WI. AREA ••••••• 
62 SCOTT COUNTY, MN. AREA. 

WASHINGTON COUNTY, 
63 MN. AREA • • • • • • • • 
6q WRIGHT COUNTY. MN. AREA. 

65 NASSAU-SUFFOLK sMSA • • 
66 NASSAU COUNTY AREA. • 
67 SUFFOLK COUNTy AREA • • • 

68 NEWARK SMSA • • • • • • • 
69 ESSEX COUNTY AREA • • • • 
70 MORRIS COUNTY AREA •• 
71 SOMERSET COUNTY AREA. 
72 UNION COUNTY AREA • • • • 

See footnoeef; at end of table. 

8 362 
827 

'I 951 
1 799 

255 
267 
263 

13 75'1 
2 077 
'I 76'1 
2 1'13 
II 770 

35 892 
30 '132 

1 787 
952 

1 233 
522 
966 

9 1103 
7 525 

270 
1 089 

519 

9 835 
326 

6 000 
263 
1'17 

38 
117 
108 
18'1 

6'1 
2 551 

37 

18 '120 
173 
290 

1 978 
3 372 

355 
12 252 

8 '170 
'loa 
117 

7 710 
101 

82 
52 

8 282 
807 

'I 951 
1 780 

232 
255 
257 

13 119 
1 819 
'I 'Ia'l 
2 052 
II 76'1 

33 1181 
28 765 

1 557 
853 

1 167 
3'12 
797 

8 193 
6 9119 

186 
721 
337 

9 579 
307 

5 a97 
2112 
133 

311 
110 

77 
1811 
56 

2 502 
37 

17 705 
168 
1911 

1 916 
3 180 

307 
11 9'10 

7 937 
367 
105 

7 2511 
96 
76 
39 

8 301 
813 

'I 951 
1 786 

232 
260 
'259 

13 286 
1 88'1 
II 557 
2 080 
II 765 

3'1 111 
29 219 
1 628 

877 
1 180 

366 
8'11 

8 555 
7211 

206 
792 
3'16 

9 633 
308 

5 92'1 
2q9 
138 

35 
112 

ao 
la'l 
56 

2 510 
3'1' 

18 051 
169 
218 

1 953 
3 257 

319 
12 135 

a 115 
386 
107 

7 '101 
97 
80 
q'l 

100.0 
9.8 

59.6 
21.5 
2.8 
3.1 
3.1 

100.0 
lq.2 
3Q.3 
15.7 
35.9 

100.0 
85.7 

'1.8 
2.6 
3.5 
1.1 
2.5 

100.0 
SII.3 

2.'1 
9.3 
'1.0 

100.0 
3.2 

61.5 
2.6 
1.'1 
0.4 
1.2 
0.8 
1.9 
0.6 

26.1 
0.'1 

100.0 
0.9 
1.2 

10.8 
1a.0 
1.8 

67.2 

100.0 
'1.8 
1.3 

91.2 
1.2 
1.0 
0.5 

6 164 
633 

3 709 
1 '162 

151 
209 

9 125 
1 '172 
3 238 
1 507 
2 90a 

25 707 
21 856 

1 1311 
697 
877 
'136 
707 

5 7311 
'I '117 

132 
802 
383 

6 469 
265 

3 9011 
139 

99 
19 
76 
67 
63 
28 

1 7aa 
21 

12 2'1'1 
118 
1'10 

1 129 
2 009 

207 
8 6'11 

5 087 
224 
106 

'I 612 
56 
72 
17 

6 1'13 
618 

3 709 
1 '162 

1116 
208 

8 711 
1 317 
3 0'19 
1 '1110 
2 905 

211 231 
20 987 

993 
618 
830 
260 
5'13 

501'1 
'I 192 

8'1 
524 
21'! 

6 366 
250 

3 863 
138 

95 
19 
76 
52 
63 
28 

1 761 
21 

12 075 
115 
137 

1 12'1 
1 976 

190 
8 533 

'I 906 
219 
103 

'I '148 
51 
72 
13 

6 147 
621 

3 709 
1 462 

1'17 
208 

8 786 
1 3117 
3 077 
1 '156 
2 906 

2'1 536 
21 171 

1 028 
63'1 
e:n 
283 
58J 

5 102 
'I 228 

92 
565 
217 

6 379 
250 

3 869 
1.38 

96 
19 
76 
5'1 
63 
28 

1 765 
21 

12 12'1 
115 
1:'7 

1 12'1 
1 963 

192 
eo 573 

'I 9311 
220 
10'1 

II 471 
52 
72 
15 

100.0 
10.1 
60.3 
23.8 

2.'1 
3.4 

100.0 
15.3 
.35.0 
16.6 
33.1 

100.0 
86.3 

'1.2 
2.6 
3.4 
1.2 
2.11 

100.0 
62.9 
1.8 

11.1 
4.3 

100.0 
3.9 

60.7 
2.2 
1.5 
0.3 
1.2 
O.B 
1.0 
0.'1 

27.7 
0.3 

100.0 
0.9 
1.1 
9.3 

16.11 
1.6 

70.7 

100.0 
'1.5 
2.1 

90.6 
1.1 
1.5 
0.3 

786 
96 

1107 
117 
116 

'11 
9 

2 '198 
250 
872 
28'1 

1 092 

119111 
II 265 

290 
71 

126 
38 

1211 

1 829 
1 '191 

110 
1'13 

85 

1 668 
38 

1 060 
56 
28 
12 
26 
26 
5'1 
20 

3'11 
7 

3 10'1 
'11 

10'1 
400 
611 

67 
1 881 

1 621 
9'1 
10 

1 '156 
31 

6 
24 

75'1 
9'1 

1107 
111 

99 
3'1 

9 

2 1100 
213 
619 
277 

1 091 

4 157 
3 570 

2116 
65 

122 
3'1 

120 

1 558 
1 297 

7'1 
107 

80 

1 590 
3'1 

1 032 
'16 
23 
11 
20 
12 
54 
20 

329 
7 

2 733 
39 
11 

370 
527 5,. 

1 732 

1 465 
85 

2 
1 322 

31 
'I 

21 

760 
9'1 

'107 
113 

99 
38 

9 

2 437 
22'1 
8112 
280 

1 091 

'I tlO'l 
3 792 

26'1 
67 

123 
35 

123 

1 718 
1 423 

86 
128 

81 

1 605 
35 

1 037 
51 
25 
11 
21 
13 
5'1 
20 

331 
7 

2 967 
110 
35 

396 
580 

59 
1 857 

1 585 
92 

2 
1 '131 

31 
6 

23 

100.0 
12.'1 
53.6 
111.9 
13.0 
5.0 
1.2 

100.0 
9.2 

311.6 
11.5 
'IlI.8 

100.0 
86.1 
6.0 
1.5 
2.8 
0.8 
2.8 

100.0 
82.B 
5.0 
7.5 
'1.7 

100.0 
2.2 

64.6 
3.2 
1.6 
0.7 
1.3 
0.8 
3.11 
1.2 

20.6 
0.11 

100.0 
1.3 
1.2 

13.3 
19.5 

2.0 
62.6 

100.0 
5.8 
0.1 

90.3 
2.0 
0.11 
1.5 

35 775 3'1 661 35 177 100.0 20 909 20 601 20 678 100.0 II 683 II 159 'I 506 100.0 
35 775 311 661 35 177 100.0 20 909 20· 601 20 678 100.0 II 683 'I 159 'I 506 100.0 

7 'ILl9 
505 
138 
51 

11'18 
3 325 
1 795 

116'1 
385 

252 
86 

11 57:! 
6 715 
II 857 

12 37'1 
6 795 
1 709 
1 043 
2 827 

6 480 
'17'1 
121 
39 

389 
3 200 
1 750 

10'1 
128 

200 
75 

6 6l!5 
'178 
12'1 

112 
396 

3 235 
1 76'1 

218 
138 

212 
78 

11 305 11 36'1 
6 600 6 63l. 
4 705 4 733 

11 7B2 
6 665 
1 501 

937 
2 679 

11 912 
6 699 
1 5112 

959 
2 712 

100.0 
7.2 
1.9 
0.6 
5.9 

48.4 
26.4 

100.0 
58.'1 
'11.6 

100.0 
56.2 
12.9 
8.1 

22.8 

'I 4'17 
299 

76 
'12 

349 
1 831 

939 

1115 
260 

176 
60 

8 6'1'1 
'I 981 
3 663 

6 98'1 
3 702 
1 113 

524 
1 6'15 

3 670 
285 

60 
33 

307 
1 751 

922 

55 
B2 

125 
50 

8 525 
'I 933 
3 592 

6 568 
3 597 

956 
'180 

1 535 

3 8115 
266 

63 
33 

308 
1 779 

927 

169 
91 

136 
53 

8 5'1'1 
II 939 
3 605 

6 629 
3 621 

97'1 
'183 

1 551 

100.6 
7.4 
1.6 
0.9 
8.0 

'16.3 
2'1.1 

'1.4 
2.'1 

3.5 
1.'1 

100.0 
57.8 
1j2.2 

100.0 
5'1.6 
1'1.7 
7.3 

23.4 

93) 
66 
26 

5 
45 

'1112 
260 

22 
21 

33 
13 

282 
182 
100 

1 9'1'1 
1 069 

250 
177 
'1118 

902 
63 
25 

3 
37 

'138 
251 

22 
18 

33 
12 

165 
151 

31j 

1 856 
1 05'1 

225 
1'10 
'137 

913 
611 
25 

5 
40 

1139 
25'1 

22 
19 

33 
12 

202 
163 

39 

1 866 
1 060 

233 
152 
1141 

100.0 
7.0 
2.7 
0.5 
'I.lI 

'18.1 
27.8 

100.0 
80.7 
19.3 

100.~ 
56.2 
12.'1 
8.1 

23.~ 

, 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 

in the 17 largest SMSA's, by county area, October 1978 
\ 

in thousands) 

Lega 1 services and prosecution Public defense Corrections 

tJ;,mber of employees Number of employees Number of employees 

Percent Percent 
of SMSA of SMSA 
total total 

Full- Full-time fu11- Full- Full-time full- Full- Full-time 
Total time equiva- time Total time equiva- time Total time equiva-

only lent equiva- only lent equiva- only lent 
lent lent 
em- em-

ployees l ployees' 

19 296 16 115 18 600 (Xl 2 129 2 044 2 073 (Xl 43 115 '11 658 '12 162 

589 572 578 100.0 - - - 100.0 806 796 799 
58 55 58 10.0 ~ - - - 39 39 39 

297 297 297 51.'1 - - - - 522 522 522 
112 107 109 18.9 - - - - 108 100 102 611 58 58 10.0 - - - - 75 75 75 

:33 :33 33 5.7 - - - - '12 '12 42 
25 22 23 '1.0 - - - - 20 18 19 

409 378 395 100.0 25 21 22 100.0 1 592 1 511 1 5'16 115 26 36 9.1 15 11 12 5'1.5 280 239 251 87 83 85 21.5 - - - 1196 '167 '186 
96 90 95 2'1.1 10 10 10 45.5 2'13 2'2 236 

181 179 179 '15.3 - - - - 573 573 573 

1 '163 1 355 1 '109 100.0 509 '186 '191 100.0 3 215 3 169 3 188 
1 159 1 085 1 125 79.8 'lIB 399 403 82.1 2 656 2 6'16 2 650 

125 106 112 7.9 '13 39 '10 6.1 195 173 1811 
'17 37 112 3.0 8 8 8 1.6 128 125 126 
70 65 68 4.8 10 10 10 2.0 1'18 136 1'10 
11 11 11 0.6 5 5 5 1.0 32 32 32 
51 51 51 3.6 25 25 25 5.1 56 55 56 

'117 307 365 100.0 52 '17 50 100.0 1 110 1 009 1 061 
307 211'1 295 BO.8 117 '17 '17 911.0 1 006 915 963 

18 18 18 11.9 - - - - 10 10 10 
75 32 35 9.6 5 - 3 6.0 6'1 58 61 
17 13 17 '1 •. 7 - - - - 30 26 27 

558 5'11 5'19 100.0 5 5 5 100.0 1 089 1 031 1 0'19 
8 8 8 1.5 - - - - 15 15 15 263 259 262 Q7.7 - - - - 760 730 743 

23 23 23 '1.2 - - - - '15 33 37 
6 3 II 0.7 - - - - 11l 12 13 6 'I 5 0.9 - - - - 1 - -9 8 9 1.6 - - - - 6 6 6 
4 'I 4 0.7 - - - - 11 9 'i 

3l 31 '1 5.6 - - - - 36 36 36 
'I 4 'I 0.7 - - - - 12 'I II 

197 190 192 35.,0 5 5 5 100.0 187 184 18'1 
7 7 7 1.3 - - - - 2 2 2 

707 685 700 100.0 19 19 19 100 .• 0 2 33'1 2 181 2 229 
11 11 11 1.6 - - - - 3 3 3 22 22 22 301 - - - - 211 2'1 24 

109 106 109 15.6 18 18 18 9'1.7 320 296 30'1 168 163 16'1 23.11 - - - - 581 511 527 
16 14 15 2.1 - - - - 65 '19 53 

381 369 379 511.1 1 1 1 5.3 1 341 1 298 1 318 

611'1 '189 503 100.0 2 2 2 100.0 1 025 98'1 1 000 22 21 22 '1.'1 - - - - 68 '12 52 
1 - 1 0.2 - - - - - - -611 1164 '173 9'1.0 2 2 2 100.0 938 927 933 - - - - - - - - 14 111 111 
'I - 2 0.'1 - - - - - - -6 'I 5 1.0 - - - - 5 1 1 

3 081 3 057 3 073 100.0 568 567 568 100.0 6 509 6 253 6 328 3 081 3 057 3 073 100.0 568 567 568 100.0 6 509 6 253 6 328 

666 570 577 100.0 13'1 130 130 100.0 1 2119 1 188 1 200 49 '13 11'1 7.6 8 6 6 4.6 83 77 78 
8 Ii 6 1.'1 1'1 1'1 14 10.8 14 111 14 
3 2 3 0.5 - - - - 1 1 1 

26 20 22 3.8 - - - - 28 25 26 
309 308 308 53.4 79 79 79 60.8 656 616 622 
152 1117 1'19 25.8 :51 29 29 22.3 ~Q5 393 397 

12 12 12 201 - - - - 15 15 15 88 12 12 2.1 - - - - 12 12 12 

14 13 1'1 2.11 2 2 2 1.5 27 27 27 
5 5 5 0.9 - - - - 8 8 8 

1127 802 819 100.0 - - - 100.0 1 7116 1 721 1 726 
'153 '139 '1117 5'1.6 - - - - 1 089 1 067 1 072 
374 363 372 '15.'1 - - - - 657 65'1 65'1 

935 893 915 100.0 'I 2 2 100.0 2 '116 2 373 2 389 
'150 '141 '14'1 '18.5 2 2 2 100.0 1 5'1'1 1 54'1 1 54'1 
116 110 11'1 12.5 - - - - 227 207 218 

9'1 92 9'1 10.3 1 - - - 2110 218 223 
275 250 263 28.7 1 - - - 405 40'1 '10'1 
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Other criminal justice 

Number of employees 

Percent 
~ 

Percent i of SHSA of SHSA 
totd total R 
fu11- Full- Full-tim full- .. 
time Total time equiva- time ~ 

equiva- only lent equiva-
lent lent 
em- em-

ployees Z loyees Z 

(Xl 1 301 1 280 1 ~87 (Xl 1 

100.0 17 17 17 100.0 2 
'1.9 1 1 1 5.9 3 

65.3 16 16 16 94.1 'I 
12.8 - - - - 5 

9.11 - - - - 6 
5.3 - - - - 7 
2.'1 - - - - 8 

100.0 105 98 100 100.0 9 
16.2 15 13 1'1 1'1.0 10 
31.'1 71 66 67 67.0 11 
15.3 3 3 3 3.0 12 
37.1 16 16 16 16.0 13 

100.0 811 83 83 100.0 14 
83.1 78 78 75 94.0 15 
5.8 - - - - 16 
'1.0 1 - - - 17 
'1.4 2 2 2 2.4 18 
1.0 - - - - 19 
1.8 3 3 3 3.6 20 

100.0 261 258 259 100.0 21 
90.8 257 251l 255 98.5 22 
0.9 - - - - 23 
5.7 - - - - 2'1 
2.5 'I " II 1.5 25 

100.0 116 '16 46 100.0 26 
1.'1 - .. - - 27 

70.8 13 t:l 13 28.3 28 
3.5 - - - - 29 
1.2 - - - - 30 - - - - - 31 
0.6 - - - - '2 
0.9 - - - - $3 
3.4 - - - - 3'1 
0.'1 - - - - ,5 

17.5 :!3 33 33 71.7 36 
0.2 - - - - 37 

100.0 12 12 12 100.0 38 
0.1 - - - - 39 
1.1 - - - - '10 

13.6 2 2 2 16.7 41 
23.6 3 :3 3 25.0 '12 
2.4 - - - - '13 

59.1 7 7 7 58.3 44 

100.0 91 91 91 100,0 '15 
5.2 - - - - 46 - - - - - '11 

93.3 91 91 91 100.0 '18 
1.'1 ., - - - 119 - - - - - \iO 
0.1 - - - - 51 

100.0 25 24 24 100.0 52 
100.0 25 24 2'1 100.0 53 

100.0 20 20 20 100.0 5'1 
6.5 - - - - 55 
1.2 - - - - 56 
0.1 - - - - 57 
2.2 - - - - 58 

51.8 8 8 8 40,0 59 
33.1 8 8 8 110.0 60 

1.2 - - - - 61 
1.0 'I 'I 4 20.0 62 

2.2 - - - - 63 
0.7 - - - - 6'1 

100.0 73 '72 73 100,0 65 
62.1 10 10 10 13.7 66 
37.9 63 /,2 63 86.3 67 

100.0 

"I 
90 91 100.0 68 

6'1.6 28 27 28 30.8 69 
9.1 3 3 3 3.3 70 
9.3 7 7 7 7.7 71 

16.9 53 53 53 58.2 72 
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Table 13. Criminal justice system employment of local governments 

(Dollar amounts 

Areal 

1 NEW YORK. N.Y.-N.J. SMSA •• 
2 BERGEN COUNTY, N.J. AREA. 
3 NEW YORK CITY. N.Y •••• 
It PUTNAM COUNTY, N.Y. AREA. 
5 ROCKLAND COUNTY. N.Y.AREA 
6 WESTCHESTER COUNTY. 

N.Y. AR~A •••••••• 

7 PHILADELPHIA. PA.-N.J. AREA 
6 BUCKS COUNTY. PA. AREA •• 
9 BURLINGTON COUNTY. 

N.J. AREA. • • • • • • • 
10 CAMDEN COUNTY, N.J. AREA. 
11 CHESTER COUNTy. PA. AREA. 
12 DELAWARE COUNTY. PA. AREA 
13 GLOUCESTER COUNTY. 

N.J. AREA. • • • • • 
111 MONTGOMERY COUNTY. 

PAl AREA • • • • • • • • 
lS PHILADELPHIA CITY. PA ••• 

16 PITTSBURGH SMSA • • • • • • 
17 ALLEGHENY COUNTY AREA 
18 BEAVER COUNTY AREA. • • • 
19 WASH!NGTON COUNTY AREA. • 
20 WESnlORELAND COUNTY AREA. 

21 ST. LOUIS. MO.-ILL. SMSA •• 
22 CLINTON ·COUNT.y. ILL. AREA 
23 FRANKLIN COUNTY. MO. AREA 
211 JEFFERSON COUNTY. MO. AREA 
25 MADISON COUNTy. ILL. AREA 
26 MONROE COUNTY. ILL. AREA. 
27 ST. CHARLES COUNTY. 

MO. AREA • • • •• • 
28 ST. CLAIR COUNTY. 

ILL. AREA. • • • • • • • 
29 ST. LOUIS CITy. MO •••• 
30 ST. LOUIS COUNTY. MO. AREA 

31 SAN FRANCISCO-OAKLAND SMSA. 
32 ALAMEDA COUNTy AREA • • • 
33 CONTRA COSTA COUNTY AREA. 
311 MARIN COUNTY AREA •• • 
35 SAN FRANCISCO CITY •••• 
36 SAN MATEO COUNTY AREA • • 

:' Total criminal justice system 

Number of employees 

Total 

59 1t62 
It 197 

50 255 
153 

1 163 

3 711t 

Full­
time 
only 

57 982 
3 6~( 

'19 77~ 
121 
861 

:; 56q 

Full-time 
equiva­
lent 

56 '132 
3 80'1 

'19 91'1 
13'1 
938 

3 6lt2 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 
full­
time 

equiva­
le(lt 
em­

ployees! 

100.0 
6.5 

85.'1 
0.2 
1.6 

6.2 

Total 

117 239 
2 7lt7 

1/1 1211 
61/ 

606 

2 67f. 

Police protection 

Number of employees 

Full­
time 
only 

116 292 
2 373 

'10 651 
72 

570 

2 626 

Full-tim 
equiva­

lent 

116 503 
2 '131 

110 765 
73 

575 

2 639 

26 !i15 
1 1t67 

25 6~? 
1 37< 

25 961 
1 399 

100.0 15 1t17 15 008 15 067 

1 1/57 
3 01/9 
1 226 
2 089 

930 

2 199 
lit 096 

7 032 
5 207 

723 
1t03 
699 

10 827 

167 
20tt 
660 

52 

1 098 

759 
:> 9311 
3 953 

H 731t 
5 098 
2 56'1 

872 
'I (131 
2 169 

1 3~~ 
2 89C 
1 07( 
2 0'1. 

885 

1 375 
2 911'1 
1 131t 
2 051 

900 

1 98'1 2 062 
1'1 096 111 096 

6 517 
5 100 

507 
338 
572 

9 81E 

12'1 
176 
59 

11 

1 002 

726 
3 911 
3 273 

13 9511 
'I 816 
2 358 

759 
'I 006 
2 015 

6 686 
5 I'll 

591 
371 
585 

10 111 

129 
187 
615 

21 

1 052 

7'1'1 
3 916 
3 '1'17 

111 199 
'I 901 
2 '125 

788 
'I 020 
2 065 

5.11 875 808 616 

3.5 

100.0 
76.9 

8.8 
5.5 
8.7 

100.0 

10.1t 

7.'1 
38.7 
3'1.1 

100.0 
31/.5 
17.1 
5.5 

28.3 
11/.5 

699 
1 1/70 

398 
1 001 

1133 

1 2111 
9 300 

II 11112 
3 369 

1/05 
257 
391 

7 3116 

1'19 
l 'l6 
386 

39 

'925 

'157 
2 66'1 
2 620 

7 633 
2 6112 
1 260 

'123 
2 266 
1 042 

638 
1 J711 

3'13 
956 

1122 

1 167 
9 300 

II 067 
3 333 

233 
2111 
287 

6 909 

109 
63 

369 
8 

923 

1/53 
2 6'13 
2 '21 

7 339 
2 5112 
1 162 

389 
2 266 

960 

6'1'1 
1 387 

356 
965 

'122 

1 175 
9 300 

II 163 
3 3'10 

301 
232 
290 

7 031 

11'1 
92 

370 
18 

923 

'15~ 
2 6q " 
2'1111 

7 388 
2 560 
1 178 

391 
2 266 

993 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 
full­
time 

equiva­
lent 
em­

ployees l 

100.0 
5.2 

87.7 
0.2 
1.2 

5.7 

100.0 
5.'1 

11.3 
9.2 
2.11 
6.'1 

2.8 

7.8 
61.7 

100.0 
80.2 

7.2 
5.6 
7.0 

100.0 

1.6 
1.3 
5.3 
0.3 

6.'1 
37.6 
311.3 

100.0 
3'1.7 
15.9 
5.3 

30.7 
13.'1 

37 WASHINGTON. D.C.- 15 16 15 2ltl 100.0 9 023 8 846 8 892 100.0 
MD.-VA. SMSA • • • • • •• 15 1151 79 277 276 3.1 

3a ALEXANDRIA CITY. VA.. • • 1119 '11 '118 2.7 2 363 3611 11.1 
39 ARLINGTON COuNTY. VA. • • 579 5?! 573 3.8 370 " 90 1.0 
ItO CHARLES COUNTY. MD. AREA. 113 1~~ 112 0.7 90 ~7 57 0.6 
41 FAIRFAX CITY. VA. • • • • 57 1 "69 1 "75~ 0.11 9~~ 905 905 10.2 
112 FAIRFAX COUNTy. VA. AREA. 1 521 ~"1 ~It" 9.7 37 6 36 0.'1 
113 FALLS CHURCH CITY. VA.. • '15 ~ 68~ 0.3 73 38 68 0.8 
It It LOUDOUN COUNTy. VA. AREA. 73 68 0.11 6 

Judicial 

Number of emp loyees 

Total 

1 12'1 
605 
I'll 

5 
232 

Ilt1 

5 015 
296 

238 
517 
319 
513 

171 

511 
~ '1'18 

1 290 
683 
166 

78 
163 

1 655 

1'1 
56 

133 
2 

126 

106 
501 
715 

2 069 
657 
305 
1'1'1 
602 
301 

1 '177 
55 
1/6 

'I 

129 
3 

Full­
time 
only 

Full-time 
equiva­

lent 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 
full­
time 

equiva­
lent 

em­
ployees' 

767 
508 
1111 

2 
35 

61 

'I 771 
263 

21'1 
'193 
260 
513 

153 

'107 
2 'Ilt8 

1 265 
66' 
155 

71 
156 

1 313 

11 
5'1 

107 
2 

'19 

95 
'199 
'196 

1 9'19 
6'1'1 
278 
119 
517 
331 

1 L155 
55 
'18 

3 

123 

929 
571 
1111 

5 
1011 

106 

'I 896 
292 

226 
501/ 
29'1 
513 

156 

'163 
2 IIlt8 

1 2711 
683 
156 

71t 
151) 

1 L100 

11 
56 

113 
2 

67 

99 
500 
532 

2 005 
650 
292 
130 
591 
3L12 

1 '163 
55 
'18 

3 

1211 
3 

100.0 
61.5 
15.2 
0.5 

11.2 

11.6 

100.0 
6.0 

'1.6 
10.3 
6.0 

10.5 

3.2 

9.5 
50.0 

100.0 
69.3 
12.'1 
5.B 

lll.5 

100.0 

0.8 
1t.0 
6.1 
0.1 

6.2 

7.1 
35.7 
38.0 

100.0 
32.11 
111.6 
6.5 

29.5 
17.1 

100.0 
3.8 
3.3 
0.2 

8.5 
0.2 

liS MONTGOMERY COUNTY. 1 1113 1 3811 1 396 9.2 1 016 1 011 1 013 11.1t 135 129 131 
MD. AREA • • • • • • ~ 

9.0 

'16 PRINCE GEORGES COUNTY. 1 696 1 195 1 169 1 176 13.2 225 225 225 15.V, MD. AREA • • • • • • • 1 715 1 689 11.1 
47 PRINCE WILLIAM COUNTY. 3911 2.6 3611 2116 268 3.0 61t 611 64 '1.11 

VA. AREA. • •.• ••• 1190 372 9 • 59 1 II 637 II 624 'I 637 52.1 814 808 610 55.11 
'18 WASHINGTON. D.C. CITY .~.~ __ ~9~0~2~6L-~8~9~86~~~00~~~ __ ~'~ __ ~~L-~~~~~~L-~~~---2~--~~~----~----

- Represents zero or rounds t~'! zero. 
X Not applicable. t bj t t 11 II 
1llata for county areas include figures for the county government and an estimate for municipalities within that coun y and nrc su ec 0 samp n, 

variation; see text for data limi'tations. 
'Because of rounding. the deta:ll may not add precisely to totals. 

1 

I 
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II 
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il 
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 

in the 17 largest SMSA's, by county area, October 1978-Continued 
in thousands) 

Legal services and prosecution Public defense Corrections 

Number of employees Number of employees Nl,lmber of employees 

Percent Percent 
of SMSA of SMSA 
total total 

Full- Full-time full- Full- Full-tim full- Full- Full-time 
Total time equiva- time Total time equ!va- time Total time equiva-

only lent CqUiVll- only lent equiva- only lent 
lent lent 
em- em-

ployees' ployees' 

II 2111 II 059 'I 127 (X) 37 22 23 (X) 6 791 6 766 6 775 
310 261 288 7.0 15 - 1 1t.3 510 1198 503 

3 389 3 369 3 389 62.1 - - - - 5 5118 5 5'18 5 SII8 
18 18 18 0.11 - - - - 116 36 38 

171 10'1 107 2.6 22 22 22 95.7 130 130 130 

326 287 325 7.9 - - - - 557 556 556 

1 603 1 520 1 578 100.0 178 171 1711 100.0 II 251 II 166 'I 193 
79 77 79 5.0 26 22 211 ll.8 189 188 186 

150 136 1117 9.3 - - - - 368 350 356 
325 289 319 20.2 - - - - 716 713 713 
115 110 112 7.1 115 115 115 25.9 351 312 325 
158 156 156 9.9 62 62 62 35.6 335 335 335 

911 86 911 6.0 1 - 1 0.6 225 216 219 

135 115 1211 7.9 L1'1 112 112 2'1.1 266 251 256 
5117 5117 5117 311.7 - - - - 1 801 1 801 1 801 

1125 3ltll 392 100.0 113 109 112 100.0 758 728 7'13 
310 259 293 711.7 80 80 80 71.11 5112 5112 5lt2 

'16 311 37 9.11 15 15 15 13.11 90 69 79 
17 8 16 LId 6 2 S 11.5 '15 '13 1111 
52 '13 '16 11.7 12 12 12 10.7 61 7'1 78 

536 378 '126 100.0 36 23 33 100.0 1 230 1 169 1 195 - - - - - - - - - - -'I It II 0.9 - - - - - - -18 16 18 '1.2 - - - - 11 10 10 
39 30 3'1 7.9 17 7 16 116.5 85 80 62 
11 1 1 0.2 - - - - - - -
18 17 16 11.2 - - - - 28 12 23 

51 '10 51 11.9 19 16 17 51.5 126 122 12'1 
162 162 162 37.9 - - - - 602 602 602 
233 106 1110 32.7 - - - - 378 3113 351t 

1 368 1 322 1 3'13 100.0 3'11 3311 336 100.0 3 293 2 983 3 099 
'IS6 1123 4J6 32.5 172 168 169 50.3 1 171 1 039 1 086 
278 273 276 20.6 67 66 67 19.9 6118 573 606 

71 67 69 5.1 32 30 30 6.9 198 151 165 
379 379 379 28.2 70 70 70 20.8 701 701 701 
1811 160 183 13.6 - - - - 575 519 5ltl 

8511 M3 6'19 100.0 106 106 106 100.0 3 701 3 628 3 6'12 
22 22 22 2.6 - - - - 57 57 57 
21 21 21 2.5 - - - - 102 102 102 
11 11 11 1.3 - - - - 8 8 8 - - - - - - - - - - -112 111 '12 11.9 - - - - 230 186 193 
3 3 3 0.1t - - - - 2 2 2 - - - - - - - - - - -

90 BO 85 10.0 - - - - 166 158 163 

136 136 1:16 16.0 - - - - 157 157 157 

211 211 211 2.8 - - - - 38 38 38 
505 505 50S 59.5 106 106 106 100.0 291H 2 920 2 922 
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Oth~~ criminal justice 

Number of employees 

~ 
Percent Percent " of SMSA of SMSA ~ 
total total " full- Full- Full-tim, full- " " time Total time equiva-, time ;:1 

equiva- only lent equiva_ 
lent lent 
em- em-

ployees 2 loyees 2 

(X) 77 711 7! (X) 1 
7.11 10 10 ;i 13.3 2 

81.9 53 50 68.0 3 
0.6 - - - II 
1.9 - - - 5 

8.2 111 111 1~ 16.7 6 

100.0 51 51 51 100.0 7 
~.5 - - . - 8 

6.5 2 2 
21 

3.9 9 
17.0 21 21 '11.2 10 
7.8 - - - 11 
8.0 20 20 20 39.2 12 

5.2 6 6 6 11.8 13 

6.1 2 2 2 3.9 1'l 
113.0 - - - - 15 

100.0 II II II 100.0 16 
72.9 3 3 3 75.0 17 
10.6 1 1 1 25.0 18 
5.9 - - - - 19 

10.5 - - - - 20 

100.0 211 211 211 100.0 21 - - - - - 22 - - - - - 23 
0.8 11 11 11 '15.8 2'1 
6.9 - - - - 25 - - - - - 26 

1.9 1 1 1 '1.2 27 

10.11 - - - - 28 
50.11 5 5 5 20.6 29 
29.6 7 7 7 29.2 30 

100.0 30 27 26 100.0 31 
35.0 - - - - 32 
19.6 6 6 6 21.'1 33 
5.3 II 3 3 10.7 311 

22.6 13 13 13 116.'1 35 
17.5 7 5 6 21.'1 36 

100.0 290 289 269 100.0 37 
1.6 6 6 6 2.1 36 
2.8 38 :S6 38 13.1 39 
0.2 - - - - '10 - - - - - '11 
5.3 215 2111 2111 7'1.0 1t2 
0.1 - - - - 1t3 - - - - - 114 

'1.5 6 6 6 2.1 115 

11.3 2 2 2 0.7 1t6 

1.0 - - - - 117 
80.2 23 23 23 8.0,lt8 
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Table 14. Criminal justice system payrolls of local governments in the 17 largest SMSA's, 

by county area, October 1978 

TOTAL, 17 LARGEST SMSA'S •• 

BALTIMORE SMSA •••••••••• 
ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY AREA. • • • 
BALTIMORE CITY. • • • • •• • 
BALTlMORE COUNTY AREA ••••• 
CARROLL COUNTY AREA • • • • • 
HARFORD COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
HOWARD COUNTY AREA ••••••• 

BOSTON SEA. • • • • • • •• •• 
ESSEX COUNTY AREA • • • • • • • 
MIDDLES~X COUNTY AREA • • • • • 
NORFOLK COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
SUFFOLK COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 

~HICAGa SMSA. • • • • • • • • • • 
COOK COUNTY ARE~. • • • • • • • 
nu PAGE COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
~ANE COUNTY AREA. • •• • • 
LAKE COUNTY AREA •••••••• 
MCHENRY COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
WILL COUNTY AREA. • • • • • • • 

CLEVELAND SMSA. • • • • • 
CUYAHOGA COUNTY AREA. • • • • • 
GEAUGA COUNTY AREA •••• 
LAKE COUNTY AREA. • • 
MEDINA COUNTY AREA ••• 

• tI • • 

DALLAS-FORT WORTH SMSA. • • • • • 
COLLIN COUNTY AREA ••••••• 
DALLAS COUNTY AREA. • • • • • • 
DENTON COUNTY AREA ••••••• 
ELLIS COUNTY AREA • • • • • • • 
HOOD COUNTY AREA. • • • • • • • 
JOHNSON COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
KAUFMAN COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
PARKER COUNTY AREA ••••••• 
ROCKWALL COUNTY AREA. • • • • • 
TARRANT COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
WISE COUNTY AREA. • • • • • • • 

DETROIT SMSA. • • • • • • • • • • 
LAPEER COUNTY AREA ••••••• 
LIVINGSTON COUNTY AREA. • • • • 
MACOMB COUNry AREA ••••••• 
OAKi.,MlD COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
ST. CLAIR COUNTY AREA ••••• 
WAYNE COUNTY AREA • • • • • • • 

HOUSTON SMSA. • • • • • • • • • • 
BRAZORIA COUNTY AREA. • • • • • 
FORT BEND COUNTY AREA • • • • " 
HARRIS COUNTY AREA •••••• " 
LIBERTY COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY AREA ••••• 
WALLER COUNTY AREA ••••••• 

lOS ANGELES-LONG BEACH SMSA • • • 
LOS ANGELES COUNTY AREA • • • • 

MINNEAPOLIS-ST. PAUe SMSA •••• 
ANOKA COUNTYI MN. AREA. '" 
CARVER COUNTY, MN. AREA •••• 
CHiSAGO COUNTY, HN. AREA •••• 
DAKOTA COUNTY, MN. AREA •••• 
HENNEPIN COUNTY, MN. AREA ••• 
RAMSEY COUNTY, MN. AREA •••• 
ST. CROIX COUNTY, WI. AREA ••• 
SCOTT COUNTY, MN. AREA ••••• 
WASHINGTON COUNTY, MN. AREA •• 
WRIGHT COUNTY, MN. AREA •••• 

NASSAU~SUFFOLK SMSA • • • • • • • 
NASSAU COUNTY AREA. • • • • 
SUFFOLK COUNTY AREA • • • . . . 
Bee footnotes at end of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousand-) 

Total crimlnal justice system 

October 
payroll 

410 680 

10 1\55 
1 024 
6 239 
2 317 

237 
300 
338 

18 26'. 
2 6t.4 
6 389 
3 008 
6 201 

25 593 
19 167 

2 224 
1 151 
1 514 

430 
1 107 

10 571 
'il 254 

138 
818 
361 

12 1102 
256 

8 536 
2111 
109 

20 
95 
611 

134 
37 

2 884 
26 

29 313 
199 
272 

2 951 
5 021 

1178 
20 392 

11 122 
390 
120 

10 437 
73 
7(1 
32 

57 977 
57 977 

9 83'1 
691 
153 

43 
!)90 

5033 
2 607 

195 
157 
272 

93 

18 873 
11 312 
7 561 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 

October 
payroll" 

(X) 

100.0 
9.8 

59.7 
22.2 
2.3 
2.9 
3.2 

100.0 
14.6 
35.0 
16.5 
34.0 

100.0 
74.9 
8.7 
4.5 
5.9 
1.7 
4.3 

100.0 
87.5 
1.3 
7.7 
3.11 

1,00.0 
2.1 

68.8 
1.9 
0.9 
0.2 
0.8 
0.5 
1.1 
0.3 

23.3 
0.2 

10C'.0 
0.7 
0.9 

10.1 
17.1 
1.6 

69.6 

100.0 
3.5 
1.1 

93.8 
0.7 
0.6 
0.3 

100.0 
100.0 

100.0 
7.0 
1.6 
0.11 
6.0 

51.2 
26.5 
2.0 
1.6 
2.8 
0.9 

100.0 
59.9 
110.1 

Police prC)tection 

October 
payroll 

280 605 

7 898 
810 

II 760 
1 898 

166 
264 

13 0116 
2 0111 
II 7011 
2 281 
II 020 

111 627 
9 8011 
1 533 

915 
1 173 

361 
8111 

6 860 
5 954 

63 
5911 
249 

8 673 
193 

6 007 
1112 

79 
12 
69 
1\5 
119 
18 

2 01111 
15 

20 689 
153 
1711 

1 905 
:5 262 

'21 
14 8711 

7 '82 
238 
118 

6 900 
48 
66 
12 

36 031 
36 031 

5 652 
435 

94 
36 

475 
2 880 
1 1150 

1113 
8'1 

186 
69 

1'1 979 
8 939 
6 040 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 

October 
payroll 

()O 

100.0 
10.' 
60.3 
211,0 

2.1 
3.3 

100.0
1 15.6 

36.1 
17.5 
'0.8 

100.0 
67.0 
10.5 
6.3 
8.0 
2.5 
5.7 

100.0 
86.8 
0.9 
8.7 
3.6 

100.0 
2.2 

69.3 
1.6 
0.9 
0.1 
0.8 
0.5 
0.6 
0.2 

23.6 
0.2 

100.0 
0.7 
0.8 
9.2 

15.8 
1.6 

71.9 

100.0 
3.2 
1.6 

93.5 
0.7 
0.9 
0.2 

100.0 
100.0 

100.0 
7.11 
1.6 
0.6 
8.1 

119.2 
211.3 
2.4 
1,11 
3.2 
1.2 

October 
payroll 

Judicial 

40 689 

819 
91 

1123 
1'12 
100 

411 
19 

2 755 
2611 
916 
312 

1 :<63 

4 391 
3 853 

260 
51 

103 
22 

102 

1 805 
1 581 

'18 
110 

66 

1 770 
J3 

1 21111 
'12 
19 

6 
111 
10 
33 
16 

3118 
5 

3 9911 
33 
38 

1150 
694 

67 
2 712 

1 710 
85 

2 
1 589 

16 
3 

15 

6 036 
6 036 

1 166 
79 
22 

3 
53 

588 
3116 

111 
19 
32 
10 

232 
192 

110 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 

October 
poyroll 

(X) 

100.0 
11.1 
51.6 
17.3 
12.2 

5.11 
2.3 

100.0 
9.6 

33.2 
11.3 
115.8 

100.0 
87.7 
5.9 
1.2 
2.3 
0.5 
2.3 

100.0 
87.6 
2.7 
6.1 
3.7 

100.0 
1.9 

70.3 
2,4 
1.1 
0.3 
0.8 
0.6 
1.9 
0.9 

19.7 
0.3 

100.0 
0.8 
1.0 

11.3 
17.4 
1.7 

67.9 

100.0 
5.0 
0.1 

92.9 
0.9 
0.2 
0.9 

100.0 
100.0 

100.0 
6.8 
1.9 
0.3 
11.5 

50.11 
29.7 
1.2 
1.6 
2.7 
0.9 

100.0 
82.8 
17.2 
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Table 14. Criminal justice system payrolls of local governments in the 17 largest SMSA's, 

by county area, October 1978-Continued 

Areal 

TOTAL. 17 LARGEST SMSA'S •• 

BALTIMORE SMSA •••••••••• 
ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY AREA •••• 
BALTIMORE CITY ••••••••• 
aALTIMORE COUNTY AREA ••••• 
CARROl.L COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
HARFORD COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
HOWARD COUNTY AREA ••••••• 

BOSTON SEA. • • • • • • • 
ESSEX COUNTY AREA • • • • 
MIDDLESEX COUNTY AREA •••• 
NORFOLK COUNTy AREA • • • • 
SUFFOLK COUNTY AkEA • • • ... 

CHTCAGO SMSA. • • • • • • • • • • 
COOK COUNTY AREA. • • • • • • • 
DU PAGE COUNTY AREA • •• " 
KANE COUNTY AREA. • • •• " 
LAKE COUNTY AREA. • •• '" 
MCHENRY COUNTY AREA • •• • 
WILL COUNTY AREA •••••••• 

CLEVELAND SMSA ••••••• 
CUYAHOGA COUNTY AREA. • • 
GEAUG~ COUNTY AREA •••• 
LAKE COUNTY AREA. • • • • 
MEDINA COUNTY AREA ••• 

DALLAS-FORT WORTH SMSA. •••• 
COLLIN COUNTY AREA. , •• " 
DALLAS COUNTY AREA ••••••• 
DENTON COUNTY AREA.. •••• 
ELLIS COUNTY AREA • • • • • • • 
HOOD COUNTY AREA. • • • • • • • 
JOHNSON COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
KAUFMAN COUNTY AREA. ••• 
PARKER COUNTY AREA. •• ••• 
ROCKWALL COUNTY AREA. • •• 
TARRANT COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
wISE COUNTY AREA. • • , • • • • 

DETROIT SMSA. • • • • • •• " 
LAPEER COUNTY AREA ••••••• 
LIVINGSTON COUNTY AREA.. •• 
MACOMB COUNTY AREA ••••• 
oAKLAND COUNi'Y AREA • • • • • • 
ST. CLAIR COUNTY AREA •••• 
WAYNE COUNTY AREA • • • • • 

HOUSTON SMSA. • • • • • • • 
BRAZORIA COUNTY AREA. • • 
FORT BEND COUNTY AREA • 
HARRIS COUNTY AREA. • • 
LIBERTY COUNTY AREA • • • • 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY AREA •• 
WALLER COUNTY AREA •• 

LOS ANGELES-LONG BEACH SMSA • • • 
LOS ANGELES COUNTy AREA • • 

MINNEAPOLIS-ST. PAUL SMSA •••• 
ANOKA COUNTY, MN. AREA. • • • • 
CARVER COUNTY, MN. AREA •••• 
CHISAGO COUNTY. MN. AREA. " 
DAKOTA COUNTY,. MN. AREA •• , • 
HENNEPIN COUNTY, MN. AREA ••• 
RAMSEY COUNTY, MN. AREA •••• 
ST. CROIX CQUNTY, WI. AREA ••• 
SCOTT COUNTY, MN. AREA ••••• 
WASHINGTON COUNTY, MN. AREA •• 
WRIGHT COUNTY, MN. AREA •••• 

NASSAU-SUFFOLK SMSA • • •• •• 
NASSAU COUNTY AREA ••••••• 
SUFFOLK COUNTY AREA •• ••• 
See footnotes at end of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Leg41 servic"s and 
prosecution 

October 
payroll 

27 679 

805 
80 

428 
1118 

74 
'10 
35 

468 
41 

101 
1.19 
207 

2 05/~ 
1 681 

157 
52 
El9 
11 
611 

1171 
380 

21 
51 
19 

771 
13 

437 
26 

3 
2 
7 
3 

24 
! 

250 
5 

1 3111 
11 
31 

185 
297 

20; 
792 

725 
22 

698 

1 
'I 

5 002 
5 002 

955 
~u 
11 

3 
31 

530 
237 

111 
40 
18 

6 

1 286 
716 
570 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 

OctOber 
payroll 

IX) 

100.0 
9.9 

53.2 
18.11 

9.2 
5.0 
4.3 

100.0 
8.8 

21.6 
:>5.11 
1111.2 

100.0 
81.8 
7.6 
2.5 
11.3 
0.5 
3.1 

100.0 
80.7 

'1.5 
10.8 

11.0 

100.0 
1.7 

56.7 
3.11 
0.4 
0.3 
0.9 
0.4 
3.1 
0.1 

32.4 
0.6 

100.0 
0.8 
2.3 

13.8 
22.1 
1.9 

5901 

100.0 
3.0 

96.3 

0.1 
0.6 

100.0 
100.0 

100.0 
6.8 
1.2 
0.3 
3.2 

55.5 
2'1.8 
1.5 
11.2 
1.9 
0.6 

100.0 
55.7 
1111.3 

Public defense 

October 
payroll 

3 6LB 

30 
15 

15 

788 
660 
55 
10 
111 

6 
'13 

6' 
61 

? 

9 

9 

22 

1 

3 

1 289 
1 289 

217 
13 
12 

153 
38 

1 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 

Oc-tober 
payroll 

(X) 

100.0 

100.0 
50.0 

50.0 

100.0 
83.8 
7.0 
1.3 
1.8 
0.6 
5.5 

100.0 
96.8 

'.2 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

95.7 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 
100.0 

100.0 
6.0 
5.5 

70.5 
17.5 

0.5 

100.0 

Corrections 

October 
payroll 

56 5811 

914 
112 

610 
129 

63 
50 
20 

1 858 
289 
601 
276 
692 

3 635 
3 079 

219 
122 
132 

30 
53 

1 0711 
9a3 

6 
61 
2'1 

1 131 
17 

832 
31 

8 

5 
6 

28 
2 

2,01 
1 

3 2113 
2 

29 
387 
763 

65 
1 997 

1 206 
115 

1 151 
9 

1 

9 5811 
9 5811 

1 619 
99 
14 

1 
31 

869 
526 

211 
12 
35 

8 

2 "1 
1 1151 

880 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 

(X) 

100.0 
11.6 

66.7 
111.1 
6.9 
5.5 
2.2 

100.0 
15.6 
32.3 
111.9 
37.2 

100.0 
8L1.7 
6.0 
3.11 
3.6 
0.8 
1.5 

100.0 
91.5 
0.6 
5.7 
2.2 

100.0 
1.5 

73.6 
2.7 
0.7 

0.4 
0.5 
2.5 
0.2 

17.8 
0.1 

100.0 
0.1 
0.9 

11.9 
23.5 
2.0 

61.6 

100.0 
3.7 

95.11 
0.7 

0.1 

100.0 
100.0 

100.0 
6.1 
0.9 
0.1 
1.9 

53.7 
32.5 

1.5 
0.7 
2.2 
0.5 

100.0 
62.2 
37.8 

Other criminal Jus tice 

October 
payroll 

1 1195 

19 
1 

18 

105 
1'1 
6'r 
5 

19 

98 
90 

3 

298 
295 

, 
118 

16 

32 

23 

2 
5 

16 

96 

96 

35 
35 

25 

13 
10 

2 

115 
1'1 
31 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 

October 
payroll 

(X) 

100.0 
5.3 

911.7 

100.0 
13.3 
63.8 
4.8 

18.1 

100.0 
91.8 

1.0 
3.1 

LI.l 

100.0 
99.0 

1.0 

100.0 

100.0 

69.6 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 
100.0 

100.0 

52.0 
'10.0 

8.0 

100.0 
31.1 
68.9 
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Table 14. Criminal justice system payrolls of local governments in the 17 largest SMSA's, 

by county area, October 1978-Continuecl 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) -----------..,....---------..,....----_ ... ",.------------
Areal 

NEWARK SMSA • • • • • • • • • • • 
ESSEX COUNTY AREA • • • • • • • 
MORRIS COUNTY AREA. • • • • • • 
SOMERSET COUNTY AREA. • • • • • 
UNION COUNTY AREA • • • • • • • 

NEW YORK, N.Y.-N.J. SHSA ••••• 
BERGEN COUNTY, N.J. AREA •••• 
NEW YORK CITY, N.Y ••••••• 
PUTNAM COUNTY, N.y. AREA •••• 
ROCKLAND COUNTY, N.Y. AREA ••• 
WESTCHESTER COUNTY, N.Y. AREA. 

PHILADELPHIA. PA.~N.J. SMSA ••• 
aUCKS COUNTY~ PA. AREA ••••• 
BURLINGTON COUNTY. N.J. AREA •• 
CAMDEN COUNTY, N.J. AREA •••• 
CHESTER COUNTY, PA. AREA •••• 
DELAWARE COUNTY, PA. AREA ••• 
GLOUCESTER COUNTY, N.J. AREA •• 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY. PA. AREA •• 
pHILADELPHIA CITY. PA •••••• 

PITTSBURGH SMSA • • • • • • • 
ALLEGHENY COUNTY AREA • • 
BEAVER COUNTY AREA. • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON COUNTY AREA ••• 
WESTMORELAND COUNTY AREA. 

ST. LOUIS, MO.-ILL. SHSA ••••• 
CLINTON COUNTY, ILL. AREA ••• 
FRANr.LIN COUNTY. MO. AREA ••• 
JEFFERSON COUNTY, MO. ~REA. • • 
MADISON COUNTY, ILL. AREA ••• 
MONROE COUNTY, ILL. AREA •••• 
ST. CHARLES COUNTy, MO. AREA •• 
ST, CLAIR COUNTY. ILL. AREA •• 
ST. LOUIS CITY, MO ••••••• 
ST. LOUIS COUNTY, MO. AREA ••• 

SAN FRANCISCO-OAKLAND SMSA. • • • 
ALAMEDA COUNTY AREA • • • • • • 
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY AREA •••• 
MARIN COUNTY AREA • • • • • • • 
SAN FRANCISCO CITy ••••••• 
sAN MATEO CbUNTY AREA • • • • • 

WASHINGTON, D.C.-MD.-VA. sMSA •• 
ALEXANDRIA CITY, VA ••••••• 
ARLINGTON COUNTY, VA.. ••• 
CHARLES COUNTY, MD. AREA •••• 
FAIRFAX CITY, VA •••••••• 
FAIRFAX COUNTY, VA. AREA •••• 
FALLS CHURCH CITY. VA •••••• 
LOUDOUN COUNTY. VA. AREA •••• 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY. MD. AREA •• 
PRINCE GEORGES COUNTY, MD. AREA 
PRINCE WILLIAM COUNTY, VA. AREA 
WASHINGTON, D.C. CITY ••••• 

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

Total criminal jpstice system 

October 
payroll 

15 160 
8 398 
1 97q 
1 1M 
3 60q 

89 206 
5 088 

77 030 
191 

1 307 
5 590 

35 0311 
1 737 
1 q68 
3 595 
1 287 
2 236 

991 
2 q86 

21 23q 

8 M5 
6 52q 

557 
3q3 
621 

10 9q8 

99 
1q9 
705 

16 
762 
792 

q 599 
3 826 

22 073 
8 017 
3 722 
1 117 
5 907 
:5 310 

25 812 
589 
857 
~q6 
100 

2 300 I 61 
66 

2 331\ 2 761 
1198 

16 103 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 

October 
payroll" 

100.0 
5!:.q. 
13.0 

7.8 
23.8 

100.0 
5.7 

86.q 
0.2 
1.5 
6.3 

lon.O 
5.0 
4.2 

10.3 
3.7 
6.4 
2.8 
7.1 

60.6 

100.0 
81.1 
6.9 
q.3 
7.7 

100.0 

1).9 
1.q 
6.q 
0.1 
7.0 
7.2 

q2.0 
3q.9 

100.0 
36.3 
16.9 
5.1 

26.8 
15.0 

100.0 I 
2.3 
3.3 
0.6 
O.q 
8.9 
0.2 
0.3 
9.0 

10.7 
1.9 

62.q 

Police protec tion 

October 
payroll 

e 947 
II 665 
1 385 

6q2 
2 255 

73 lq6 
:3 5'15 

6q q18 
108 
897 

II 178 

22 211 
1 16q 

753 
1 779 

q62 
1 257 

517 
1 587 

1'1 692 

5 q56 
q 560 

3!7 
230 
3q9 

7 968 

89 
79 

q72 
11 

661 
518 

3 36'1 
2 77'1 

11 7311 
q 288 
1 908 

552 
3 387 
1 599 

15 106 
'110 
620 
123 
100 

1 50q. 
53 
66 

1 7q3 
2 080 

355 
8 052 

Percent 
of SMfsA 
total 

October 
payroll 

100.0 
52.1 
15.5 

7.2 
25.2 

100.0 
q.8 

88.1 
0.1 
1.2 
5.7 

100.0 
5.2 
3.q 
8.0 
2.1 
5.7 
2.3 
7.1 

66.1 

100.0 
83.6 
5.8 
'1.2 
6.q 

100.0 

1.1 
1.0 
5.9 
0.1 
8.3 
6.5 

11-2.2 
3q.8 

100.0 
36.5 
16.3 
q.7 

28.9 
13.6 

100.0 
2.7 
q.l . 
0.8 
0.7 

10.0 
O.q 
O.q 

11.5 
13.B 
2.q 

53.3 

Judicial 

october 
payroll 

2 212 
1 33'1 

218 
156 
5M 

992 
MO 
185 

65 
102 

5 305 
257 
219 
551 
272 
1109 
1112 
IllIq 

3011 

1 27') 
957 
119 

58 
139 

1 235 

5 
qO 
92 

1 
58 
76 

q37 
526 

2 813 
961 
~06 
166 
832 
506 

2 121 
M 
51 

1 

H9 
1 

191 
269 

65 
1 332 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 

October 
payroll 

100.0 
60.3 
9.9 
7.1 

22.B 

100.0 
6q.5 
18.6 

6.6 
10.3 

100.0 
q.8 
q.l 

10.q 
5.1 
7.7 
2.7 
8.q 

56.8 

100.0 
75.2 
9.3 
11.6 

10.9 

100.0 

O.q 
3.2 
7.q 
0.1 
q.7 
6.2 

35.q 
q2.6 

100.0 
:53.q 
1'1.1 
5.8 

29.0 
17.7 

100.0 
2.9 
2.q 
(Zl 

7.0 
(Zl 

9.0 
12.7 
3.1 

62.8 

Z Less than half the unit of measurement SholVll. ' 
1Data for county area. include figures for the county government atl!! an 'lstimate for municipalities within ths·t county and are subject to 

sampling variation; Bee text for data limitations. 
"Because of rounding, the detail may not add precisely to totalS. 
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Table 14. Criminal justice system payrolls of local governments in the 17 largest SMSA's, 

by county area, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

NEWARK SMSA • • • • • • • • 
ESSEX COUNTY AREA • • • • • 
MORRIS COUNTY AREA ••••••• 
.;O{v)ERSET COUNTY AREA. • ••• 
lINION COUNTY AREA • • • • • 

NE:E~g~~' C~U~Ty~'~:J:M~~EA' : • : I 
NEW YORK CITY, N.Y ••• : ••• 
PUTNAM COUNTY, N.Y. AREA •••• 
ROCKLAND COUNTY, N.Y. AREA ••• 
WESTCHESTER COUNTY, N.Y. AREA. 

PHILADELPHIA, PA.-N.J. SMSA •• 
BUCKS .COUNTY, PA. AREA. • • • • 
BURLINGTON COUNTY. N.J. AREA •• 

g~~~~~Rcgg~~iy,Npi: ~~~~: : : : 
DELAWARE COUNTYI PA. AREA •• : 
GLOUCESTER COUNTY. N.J. AREA •• 
MONTGOMER~' COUNTY. PA. AREA • • 
PHILADELPHIA CITY. PA •••••• 

PITTSBURGH 5MBA • • • • • • 
ALLEGHENY COUNTY AREA • • • : • 
BEAVER COUNn' AREA •••••• : 
WASHINGTON COUNTY AREA. • • 
WESTMORELAND COUNTY AREA •• : : 

ST. LOUIS, MO.-ILL .• SMSA •••• 
CLINTON COUNTY, ILL. AREA •• : 
FRANKLIN COUNTY, MO. AREA ••• 
JEFFERSON COUNTY, MO. AREA •• 
MADISON COUNTY, IL~. AREA •• : 
MONROE COUNTY, ILL. AREA •••• 
$T. CHARLES COUNTY, MO. AREA. 
s1'. CLA1~ COUN'rY, ILL. AREA. : 
Sr. LoUIS CITY, Mo ••••••• 
51',. LOUIS COUNTy, MO. AREA. • 

SAN FRANCISCO-OAKLAND SMSA •••• 
ALAMtDA COUNTY AREA • • • • 
CON'rM COSTA COUNTY AREA •• 
MARIN COUNTY AREA • • • : • • • 
SAN FRANCISCO CITy. • •• .: 
SAN MA'rEO COUNTY AREA • • 

WASHINGTON .• D.C.-MO.-VA. SMSA • 
ALEXANDRIA CITY, VA ••••••• 
ARLINGTON COUNTY, VA. • •• • 
CKAAL~S COUNty, MD. AREA •• : : 
FArR~AX CJ'rV. VA •••••••• 
FAIRFAX COUNTY, VA. AREA •••• 
FALLS CHURCH CITY. VA ••••• 
LOUDOUN COUNTY, VA. AREA ••• : 
M()N~CiOMERY COUNTY, MD. AREA • 
~RINUE GEORGES COUNTY, MD. AREA 
PRINCE WILLIAM COUNTY, VA. AREA 
WASHINGTON, D.C. CITY ••••• 

(D?"ar amounts in thousands) 

Legal services and 
prosection 

October 
payroll 

1 212 
606 
137 
126 
3q3 

5 59q 
366 

q 529 
22 

157 
520 

2 150 
103 
16q 
1128 
lq6 
189 
115 
139 
866 

q67 
371 
37 
13 
116 

521 

5 
16 
Q6 

'I 
22 
67 

197 
16Q 

2 229 
762 
Ql0 
111 
633 
313 

1 628 
Ql 
36 
13 

72 
5 

160 
202 

36 
1 063 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 

October 
payroll 

100.0 
50.0 
11.3 
10.q 
28.3 

100.0 
6.5 

Bl.0 
0.'1 
2.8 
9.3 

100.0 
'1.8 
7.6 

19.9 
6.8 
8.8 
5.3 
6.5 

'10.3 

100.0 
79./1 
7.9 
2.8 
9.9 

100.0 

1.0 
301 
8.8 
0.8 
q.2 

12.9 
37.8 
31.5 

100.0 
:sq.2 
18.q 
5.0 

28.11 
111.0 

100.0 
2.5 
2.2 
0.8 

q.q 
0.3 

9.8 
12.q 
2.2 

65.3 

Public defense 

October 
payroll 

2 
2 

30 
1 

176 
28 

52 
56 

QO 

115 
85 
1/1 
II 

12 

35 

16 

663 
352 
125 

Q9 
137 

185 

185 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 

October 
payroll 

100.0 

100.~ I 
100.0 

3.3 

96.7 

100.0 
15.9 

29.5 
31.B 

22.7 

100.0 
73.9 
12.2 
3.~ 
10.~ 

100.0 

115.7 

100.0 
5j.1 
18.9 
7.q 

20.7 

100.0 

100.0 

Corrections 

October 
payroll 

2 703 
1 761 

232 
253 
1157 

9 3q7 
523 

7 B33 
61 

159 
771 

5 lqo 
185 
329 
Slq 
355 
307 
211 
27q 

2 665 

731 
5qB 

70 
38 
75 

1 168 

8 
79 

20 
112 
595 
3511 

Q 525 
! 65Q 

865 
232 
898 
876 

6 375 
68 

108 
9 

277 
2 -226 

207 
Q2 

5 1136 

Percent 
of SMSA 
total 

October 
payroll 

100.0 
65.1 
8.6 
9.q 

16.9 

100.0 
5.6 

B3.8 
0.7 
1.7 
8.2 

100.0 
3.6 . 
6.q 

15.8 
6.9 
6.0 
'101 
5.3 

51.8 

100.0 
75.0 
9.6 
5.2 

10.3 

100.0 

0.7 
6.8 

1.7 
9.6 

50.9 
30.3 

100.0 
36.6 
19.1 
5.1 

19.8 
19.'1 

100.0 
1.1 
1.7 
0.1 

'1.3 
eZI 

3.5 
3.2 
0.7 

85.3 

Other criminal justice 

October 
pajroll 

BII 
30 

2 
7 

115 -

97 
13 
65 

19 

52 

18 
6 
2 

3 
3 

21 

6 

6 
8 

Q9 

8 
7 

20 
lQ 

397 
8 

Q2 

298 

11 
:5 

35 

Percent 
of 5MBA 
total 

October 
payroll 

100.0 
35.7 

2.'1 
B.3 

53.6 

100.0 
13.q 
67.0 

19.6 

100.0 

3Q.6 
11.5 
3.8 

100.0 
100.0 

100.0 

28.6 

'1.8 

28.6 
38.1 

100.0 

16.3 
111.3 
QO.8 
28.6 

100.0 
2.0 

10.6 

2.8 
0.8 

B.8 
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Table 15. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) 
of 343 large ,tounty governments,fiscal year 1978 

County' 

TOTAL · . . , . . , . . . . . 
ALABAMA: 

CALHOUN ••••• 
JEFFERSON • • • • 
MADISON • • • • • 
MOBXLE. • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY •••• 
TUSCALOOSA. • • • 

· ...... . · . . .. .. · ...... . · ...... . · .. .. '" · ...... . 
ARIZONA: 

MARICOPA. • • • • • • 
PIMA ••• , ••• ~ •• 

• •• a I .... 
ARKANSAS: 

PULASKI ••• c ••••••• 

SEBASTIAN • • • • • • • • 

CALIFORNIA: 
ALAMEDA • • • • • •• ••••• 
BUTTE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CONTRA COSTA ••••••••••• 
FRESNO. • • • • • • •• •••• 
HUMBOLDT ••••••••••••• 
KERN. • • • • • • • • • • •• • 
LOS ANGELES • • • • • • • • • • • 
MARIN • • • • I •• "'" 

MERCED. • • • • ~ • • • • • • • • 
MONTEREY. • • • •• • •••• 
oRANGE. •••••••••••• 
~IVERSIDE 0 ••••• '" 0 

SACRAMENTOo • • • • • • • • • • • 

SAN BERNARDINO. • • •• ••• .• 
SAN DIEGO • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN JOAQUIN • • • • • • 
SAN LUIS OBISPO • • • • 
SAN MATEO • • • • • • • 

• ••• 'J 

: : : : ~[ 
SANTA BARBARA • • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA CLARA • • • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA CRUZ. • • • • • • • • • • • 
SOLANO ••• u •••••••••• 

SONOMA •••••••••••••• 
STANISLAUS •••••••••••• 
TULARE •••••••••••••• 
VENTURA • • • • • • • • t- • • • • 

YOLO. • • • • • • • • • • f' • 

COLORADO: 
ADAMS • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ARAPAHOE. • u • • • • • • • • • • 

BOULDER ••••••••••••• 
EL PASO • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JgFFERSON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LARIMER • • • • • • •• •••• 
PUEBLO •••••••••••••• 
WELD. • • • • • • • • • •• •• 

UELAWAREI 
NEW CASTLE. ........... 

FLoRIDA: 
ALACHUA • • • • • • , • • • • • • 
BREVARD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BROWARD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DADE •••• -' •••••••••• 
ESCAMBIA. • • • • •• • •••• 
HILLSBOROUGH. • • • •• •• • 
lEE ••••••••••••••• 
LEON ••••••••• l" • C ••• 

MANATEE ••••••••••••• 
OKALOOSA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 

ORANGE •••••••••••••• 
PALM BEACH. • • • • • • • • • • • 
PASCO • • • • • • • • • - • • • • 
PINELLAS. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
POLK. • ~ • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SARASOTA. • • , • • • • • • • • • 
SEMINOLE. ~ ••••••••••• ~ 
VOLUSIA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

GEORGIAI 
BIBB ••• 
CHATHAM • 
CLAYTON • 

· . . . . . . · ..... . · . . . . . . · .. · .. · .. 
See footnotes at end of table. 

.-

. . . . 

Population2 

125 793 27ij 

112 ij09 
652 222 
186 532 
352 970 
lSij Q73 
123 895 

1 288 75ij 
ij5Q 627 

325 159 
88 707 

1 099 186 
127 8Ql 
612 866 
Q72 ij92 
106 793 
363 305 

7 028 518 
223 5q8 
12Q 3,30 
275 304 

1 799 032 
575 095 
721 311 

736 5QO 
1 675 71Q 

311 612 
134 q98 
587 72ij 
287 Q33 

1 216 365 
169 188 
201 q30 
263 2Q3 
235 997 
216 927 
q67 ij80 
106 Q25 

22lj 133 
238 179 
171 1136 
285 987 
335 8Q2 
12Q QOl 
123 1108 
109 980 

398 488 

126 363 
233 955 
867 B61 

1 q39 85Q 
225 793 
583 383 
165 965 
129 1106 
125 300 
10Q 2q7 

Ljill ~78 
477 250 
',~12 033 
(,51; r:!94 
277 175 
J.P :;70 
142 9LJ3 
213 741 

143 730 
191 613 
~.36 108 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Total 
general 

expend! tUl 'a 

2"( 950 6211 

5 1211 
?8 850 
10 820 
29 7118 
13 6116 
17 827 

185 7211 
106 8116 

377 523 
50 9110 

2112 076 
209 381J 

50 3611 
161J 1J19 

2 759 317 
78 379 
6'1 71J2 
90 387 

1107 766 
225 6116 
11111 890 

302 165 
1172 5112 
1'19 557 

56 275 
186 667 
115 281J 
1113 1J25 

67 358 
69 719 

102 629 
109 660 
118 673 
191J 226 

1J1 827 

1J1 777 
2Li 1J03 
25 708 
32 356 
1J3 539 
22 1113 
29 917 
25 212 

59 527 

18 637 
112 813 
95 2'10 

521 218 
33 928 

131 551J 
37 565 
17 317 
30 Li27 
13 399 

86 1197 
82 511 
20 189 
90 583 
IJO 7Li8 
22 106 
17 827 
311 103 

19 570 
39 316 
25 31J2 

Total criminal 
justice system 

Amount 

IJ 1112 226 

950 
13 991 

2 823 
B 322 
3 355 
3 029 

38 579 
27 521 

II 795 
1 873 

82 312 
6 260 

III! 591 
32 IIJ3 

7 aliI 
2'? 869 

1I2B 880 
12 1I5/;! 
5 908 

17 651J 
79 Li95 
33 '105 
511 931 

'17 956 
72 997 
22 280 

8 '138 
37 129 
21 168 
61 500 
12 3110 
13 027 
III 1J69 
15 509 
15 535 
30 Ol! 

7 oall 

3 692 
II 586 
3 113l 
'I 881 
5 1161 
2 158 
1 91J8 
3 1J91 

7 896 

7 899 
6 050 

22 562 
78 682 
13 119 
21 326 

5 381 
3 91J6 
3 235 
1 7118 

16 292 
17 825 

II 165 
17 611J 

8 265 
II 880 
3 78'1 

10 669 

'I 063 
5 767 
5 602 

Percent 
of total 
general 

expendi-
ture 

15.8 

18.5 
1'1.2 
26.1 
28.0 
21J.6 
17.0 

20.8 
25.8 

35.11 
38.0 

21.8 
12.3 
18.'1 
15.11 
15.6 
16.2 
15.5 
15.9 

9.1 
19.5 
19.5 
111.8 
12.'1 

15.9 
15.1J 
lIJ.9 
15.0 
19.9 
18.1J 
1'1.9 
18.3 
18.7 
1'1.1 
lQ·.l 
13.1 
15.5 
16.9 

8.8 
18.8 
13.3 
15.1 
12.5 
9.6 
6.5 

13.8 

13.3 

42.'1 
1'1.1 
23.7 
15.1 
38.7 
16.2 
111.3 
22.8 
10.6 
13.0 

18.8 
21.6 
20.6 
19.1J 
20.l 
22.1 
21.2 
:31.3 

20.8 
lIJ.7 
22.1 

Police protection 

Amount 

1 280 321J 

161 
3 923 

5'19 
2 138 

628 
599 

6 860 
7 388 

1 290 
331 

10 072 
2 008 
e 655 
9 lIJ3 
3 073 
8 373 

131 705 
2 1J1I7 
1 733 
5572 

12 992 
10 760 
16 81J5 

15 726 
13 713 
5 991J 
2 822 
6 522 
6 025 

10 781 
2 937 
2 1'111 
5 085 
3 325 
lj 261 
9 219 
2 3.39 

2 1.01 
1 'i38 
1 550 

7'13 
2 825 
1 235 

612 
1 6'19 

6 322 

2 550 
3 013 

10 0113 
1J3 J.30 

2 602 
8 951 
2 998 
1 972 
1 120 

755 

8 )55 
9 q'·8 
2 1J68. 

6 3811 3 991J 
3 01J2 
2 321 
3 059! 

1 339 
2 2111 
3 OIJO 

I 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

29.0 

16.9 
28.0 
19.1J 
25.7 
18.7 
19.8 

23.0 
26.8 

26.9 
17.7 

12.2 
32.1 
19.'1 
26.11 
39.2 
28.0 
30.7 
19.6 
29.3 
31.6 
16.3 
32.2 
30.7 

32.8 
18.8 
26.9 
33.1J 
17.6 
28.5 
17.5 
23.B 
16.5 
35.1 
21.1J 
27.1J 
30.7 
33.0 

56.9 
39.0 
1J5.2 
15.2 
51.7 
57.2 
31.11 
'17.2 

80.1 

32.3 
'19.8 
'11J.5 
511.8 
19.B 
1J2.0 
55.7 
50.0 
5~.2 
!;,:S.2 

50.1 
53.1 
59.3 
36.2 
48.3 
62.3 
61.3 
28.7 

33.0 
38.9 
51J.3 

Amount 

1 111J 587 

512 
IJ tl85 
1 029 
2 Jill 
1 J38 
l. 018 

.. 516 
5 IIJ6 

1 '11J7 
51J9 

21 762 
1 509 
6 651 
5 731\ 
1 672 
'I 5011 

95 657 
2 951 
1 3'18 
3 IJOI 

22 287 
7 1I1J6 
9 31J3 

11 913 
19 '122 

IJ 91J3 
1 718 
7 /jIj3 
IJ 613 

IIJ 582 
2 652 
2 1125 
2 ':177 
3 026 
2 1110 
5 6:;6 
1 325 

37 
595 

53 
1 1J35 

1211 

IB8 

1 2117 

3 827 
2 013 
6 273 

18 535 
8 075 
5 1J911 
1 307 
1 213 

1152 
791J 

3 931 
II 111J 
1 110 
7 219 
2 6112 

/;!99 
836 

1 666 

1 112 
2 001 
1 293 

Percent 
of tota 1 
criminal 
justice 
system 

53.9 
311.9 
36.5 
20.1 
39.9 
33.6 

2Q.7 
18.7 

30.2 
29.3 

26.'1 
211.1 
lIJ.9 
17.8 
21.3 
15.1 
22.3 
23.7 
22.8 
19.3 
28.0 
22.3 
17.0 

2'1.8 
26.6 
22.2 
20.'1 
20.0 
21.8 
23.7 
21.5 
21.7 
17.8 
19.5 
18.1 
18.8 
18.7 

1.0 
13.0 
1.5 

29.'1 
2.3 

9.7 

15.8 

1I6.1J 
33.3 
27.1l 
23.1;) 
61.6 
25.1l 
211.3 
30.7 
26.3 
115.1J 

2lj.l 
23.1 
26,7 
41.,0 
:52.0 
18.'1 
22.1 
15.6 

I ! 

, 
.1 ) , 

(.1 

c 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 89 

Tabl@ 15. Percent distribution of criminal justic.'e system total expenditure (dir~ct and. intergovemmental) 
of 343 large county governments. fis~.al year 1978-Continued 

TOTAL ... II ••••••••• 

ALABAMA I 
CALHOUN • • • • • • •• •••• 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MADISON ••••••••••••• 
MOBILE •••••••••••••• 
MONTGOMERY •••••••••••• 
TUSCALOOSA. • • II • .. • • • • • • 

AP·IZONA: 
, MARICOPA. 
~f~~Mt.. • 0 

4RKANSAS: 
PULASKI • 
SEBASTIAN 

CALIFORNIA I 

· . · . 
· . · . 

· ~ . . . . .. · .... 
• • II ," •• · ...... 

ALAMEDA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BUTTE ~ • • II , • • • • • • • • .. 

CONTRA COSTA ••••••••••• 
FRESNO ••••••••••• ~ •• 
HUMBOLDT •••••••••••• , 
KERN ••••••••••• r. ••• 

LOS ANGELES • • • • •• •••• 
MARIN • c • • • II • • • • • .. • • 

HERr-EO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MONTEREY ••••••••••••• 
ORANGE ••• II •• II ••••••• 

RIVERSIDE • • .. • • • • II • • • , 

SACRAMENTO •••••••••••• 

sAN BERNARDINO. • • • • • • • • • 
SAN DIEGO • • • • • • • ~ • • • • 
SAN JOAQUIN • • • • , • • • • • • 
SAN LUIS OBISPO • • • • • • • • • 
SAN MATEO • • • • • • • • Q • • • 

SANTA BARBARA • • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA CLARA • • • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA CRUZ. • • • • • • • • • • • 
SOLANO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SONOMA •••••••••••••• 
STANISLAUS. • • • • • • • • • • • 
TULARE ••••••••••• , •• 
VENTURA • ~ • • • • • • • • • • • 
yOLO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

COLORADO I 
ADAMS •••••••••••••• 
ARAPAHOE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BOULDER , • • • • • • • • • • • • 
EL PASO ~ • • • • • • .. ~ • • • • 
JEFrERSON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LARIMER • • • • • • • .. • II • • • 

PUEBLO ............... . 
WELD ••• II ••••••••••• 

DELAWARE I 
NEW CASTLE •••••••••••• 

FLORIDAI 
ALACHUA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BREVARD • • • • • • • • • • .. • • 
SROWARD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DADE. • II • • • .. • • • • • • • • 

ESCAMBIA ••••••••••••• 
HILLSBOROUGH. • • • • • • • • • • 
L.EE •••••• II ••• ';, •••• 

LEON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MANATEE ••••••••••••• 
OKALOOSA~ • , • • • ~ • • • • , • 

ORANGE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PALM BEACH. • • • • • • • • • • • 
PASCO • • • • • • .. • .. • • • • • 
PINELLAS~ • • II • • • • • • • • • 

POLK. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SARASOTA. • II • • • • II • • • • • 

SEMINO~E. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
VOLUSIA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

GEORGIA I 
BIBB ............... I 

CHATHAM • ~ • • • • • • • • • • • 
CLAYTON 1 • • • • • • • • • • II • 

·See footnotes at end of table. 

(Do"ar amounts in thousc)nds) 

Legal services and 
prosecution 

Amount 
Percent of 

tot a 1 criminal 
justice systen 

'109 563 

117 
996 
3711 
370 
366 
141J 

'I 852 
3 015 

812 
190 

9 92? 
980 

5 300 
II 237 
1 005 
3 351 

50 035 
1 1J70 

689 
2 326 

10 657 
II 262 
13 56" 

II 2'15 
9 289 
2 720 
1 292 
3 257 
2 1138 
7 607 
1 5\18 
1 1180 
1 673 
2 OB9 
2 1)57 
3 960 

969 

1 068 
1 303 

620 
1 328 
1 5112 

'112 
6'16 
570 

256 

182 
37'1 
569 

1 363 
292 
368 
190 
116 
125 

1I1J 

306 
29'1 
152 
516 
235 
119 
136 
138 

'77 
371 
11113 

9.3 

1J.9 
7.1 

13.2 
1J.1I 

10.9 
11.8 

12.6 
11.0 

16.9 
10.1 

12.1 
15.7 
11.9 
13.2 
12.8 
11.2 
11.7 
11.8 
11.7 
13.2 
13.11 
12.8 
15.6 

8.9 
12.7 
12.2 
15.3 
8.8 

U.5 
12.11 
12.9 
11.11 
11.6 
13.5 
13.2 
13.2 
13.7 

28.9 
28.1J 
18.1 
27.2 
28.2 
19.1 
33.3 
16.3 

3.2 

2.3 
6.2 
2.5 
1.7 
2.2 
1.8 
3.5 
2.9 
3.9 
2.5 

1.9 
1.6 
3.6 
2.9 
2.8 
2.11 
3.6 
1.3 

Public defense 

Amount 
Percent of 

total criminal 
justice .system 

152 82. 

51 

IE 

10 

2 889 
1 1I2L! 

1IJ9 
57 

6 715 
218 

2 576 
1 575 

331J 
88J 

211 9110 
901 
185 
8'19 

3 856 
B78 

3 1119 

1 767 
II 391 
1 '195 

262 
1 5118 

998 
3 205 

619 
7311 
561 
1J1I!l 
902 

1 111'1 
113'1 

15 

71 

1111 
31 

131' 
539 

66 
11).2 

67 
25 
25 
15 

60 
11211 

12 
130 

93 
101 

17 
'I 

6~ 20 
72 

3.5 

0.11 

0.2 

0.3 

7.5 
5.2 

3.1 
3.0 

B.2 
3.5 
5.8 
'1.9 
1J.3 
3.0 
5.8 
7.2 
3.1 
'1.8 
11.9 
2.6 
5.7 

3.7 
6.0 
6.7 
J.l 
11.2 
1J.7 
5.2 
5.0 
5.6 
3.9 
2.9 
5.8 
3.8 
6.1 

0.8 

0.9 

0.6 
0.5 
0.6 
0.7 
0.5 
1.9 
1.2 
0.6 
0.8 
0.9 

0.11 
2.11 
0.3 
0.7 
1.1 
2.1 
0.'1 
lZl 

Corrections 

Amount 
Percent of 

total criminal 
justice system 

1 301 50= 

23( 
3 8~~ 

8~~ 
3 1J5 

971 
1 258 

12 376 
10 51J! 

32 8~~ 
1 5111 

20 678 
9 892 
1 667 

11 '310 
126 5113 

'I 2111 
1 773 
5 22S 

28 O~~ 
10 05, 
15 1176 

111 305 
25 89'1 

7 105 
2 296 

16 II~~ 
7 09" 

21J 711q 
IJ 275 
5 81111 

~ ~~~ 
II 936 

~ ~6~J 
1J8 
85 
95 

1 3~~ 
'10, 
'16.\ 
1I~~ 1 23. 

933 
511 

3 3je 
13 '136 

2 03S 
5 2~: 

73 .. 
511 
113 
111( 

3 572 
3 19B 

1J22 
2 9~2. 
1 1311 

67~ 
'15 

5 7611 

1 171 
9115 
739 

29.5 

211.2 
27.5 
JO.IJ 
1J1.5 
28.9 
1J1.5 

32.1 
38.J 

19.2 
23.2 

39.9 
21J.6 
116.1J 
30.8 
21.3 
39.5 
29.5 
31J.0 
30.0 
29.6 
35.3 
30.1 
28.2 

29.8 
35.5 
31.9 
27.2 
1J1J.2 
33.5 
'10,2 
31J.6 
'11J.9 
31.0 
1J0.1· 
31,<1 
31.8 
28.3 

13.2 
16.7 
27.8 
28.2 
7.5 

21.1J 
21.9 
35.'1 

11.8 
8.'1 

1'1.8 
17.1 
15,5 
21J.8 
13.6 
12.9 
13.11 
8.0 

21.9 
17.9 
10.1 
17.0 
13.7 
13.9 
12.0 
5'1.0 

28.8 
16.11 
13.2 

Other criminal justice 

Amount 
Percent of 

total criminal 
jus t ice syg tern 

153 1J05 

282 
12 

52 

60 

175 
312 

969 
4 

731 
1 562 

90 
9118 

1J1I8 
180 
275 

1 652 

1 551 

288 
23 
118 

1 9110 

581 
259 

81 
1J06 
569 
506 

13 

111 
255 

561 
50 

~~ 

363 
lOB 

2 201 
! 679 

/16 
786 

B 
109 

80 

268 
337 

1 
376 
167 

'13 
21 
38 

3.5 

1.5 

0.2 

3.6 
16.7 

1.2 
0.1 
1.6 
1J.9 
1.1 
3.2 

3.6 
3.0 
1.6 
2.1 

2.8 

O.IJ 
0.1 
0.6 
5.2 

0.9 
2.1 

0.6 
2.6 
3.7 
1.7 
0.2 

0.9 
7.1J 

10.3 
2.3 
3.0 
1.1 

11.6 
1.8 
9.6 
2.1 
O.IJ 
3.7 
1.6 
2.8 
2.5 

1.6 
1.9 
(Zl 
2.1 
2.0 
0.9 
0.6 
0.'1 

0.3 

! ---. .--1~ ______ _ 



90 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 15. Percent.distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) 
of 343 large county governments. fiscal year 1978-Continued 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 
------------------------~~--------T-------r_----.------~~--------------~--------------_ 

County1 

GEORGIA--CONTINUED 
COBB ••• l1li ••••••••• 

DE KALB • • • • • • • • • • 
FULTON ••• ~ ~ • • •• • ••• 
GWINNETT ••••••••••• 
RICHMOND. • • • • • • • • • • 

IDAHOI 
ADA • • • •••• It ••••••• 

ILLINOIS; 
cHAMPAIGN • • • • • " •••• 
COOK ••••••••• , ••••• 
DU PAGE. • • • • • • • • •• • 
KANE •• " •••••••••••• 
LAKE. • • • • • , •• •• ~. 
LA SALLE ••••••••••••• 
MCHENRY • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MCLEAN. • ~ • • ~ , • • • •• • 

MACON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MADISON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PEORIA •••••••••••••• 
ROCK ISLAND > • • • • • • •• • 

ST. CLAIR •••••••••••• 
SANGAMON u • • , • • • • • • • • • 

TAZEWELL. 4 • • • • • • • • • • • 

WILL •• " •••••••••••• 
WINNEBAGO ••••••••• 0 • 

INDIANA: 
ALLEN ••••• 0 • • • •• " 

DELAWARE. • • • • •• ••• • 
ELKHART ••••••••••••• 
LAKE ••• 1/ ••••••••••• 

LA PORTE. • • • • ~ • • •• •• 
MADISON tI •• ,. •••••••••• 

ST. JOSEPM Q ~ • • • • • • • • 4 • 

TIPPECANOE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
VANDER8URGH • • , • • • • • • • • 
VEGO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

IOWA: 
BLACK HAWK. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LINN •••••••• ~ •••••• 
POLK ••••••••••••••• 
ScoTT • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WOODBURY ••••••••••••• 

KANSAS: 
JOHNSON • ~ • • • • • • • • • • ~ 
SEDGWICK. ~ ••••••••••• 
SHAWNEE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WYANDOTTE • • • • • • • •• •• 

KENTUCKY: 
JEFFERSON • 
KE:NTON. • • 

LOUISIANA I 

... ... • • • II •• 

• • • • 0 • 

CADDO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CALCASIEU • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • ~ • • • • • • • • • 
LAFAYETTE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OUACHITA. • • ~ • • • • • • • • • 
RAP IDES • • • • • •• ••• 8 • 

MAINEI 
CUMBERLAND. • • • • 8 • • • • t • 

KENNEBEC I • • • • • • ,; • • I'J • • I 
PENOBSCOT • • • • • • • • • • • • 
YORK •••••••• " •••••• 

MARYLAND: I 
ANNE ARUNDEL. • • • • • • • • • • 
BALTIMORE •••••••••••• 
HARFORD • • • It • • • • • • • • • I 
MONTGOMERY •••••••••••• 
PRINCE GEORGES •••••••• , • ' 
WASHINGTON. • • • • •• ..., 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
BARNSTABLE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
BERKSHIRE I • e I • • • • • • • • 

BRISTOL • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ESSEX •••••••••••••• 
HAMPDEN • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HI'-,MPSHIRE • • • • • • • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Population2 

251 635 
457 698 
566 963 
128 206 
1511 829 

11111 665 

168 156 
5 309 763 

580 262 
271 399 
1116 208 
108 8119 
133 788 
118 389 

127 227 
2116 366 
201 223 
163 778 
280 531 
173 727 
127 907 
306 1191 
2111 715 

288 ~2? 
128 900 
1311 031 
5113 056 
106 820 
138 205 
239 228 
115 1117 
162 099 
111 521 

136 993 
167 1191 
301 030 
15t! 336 
103 535 

251 1101 
352 595 
156 3311 
176 668 

683 1195 
130 '131 

2112 518 
156 5110 
422 801 
132 318 
ljO 226 
1211 836 

2011 783 
103 256 
136 1167 
125 867 

356 3711 
6111 976 
1'13 66'1 
571 868 
671 9811 
108 716 

136 919 
1113 8110 
1168 893 
6211 862 
1156 868 
131 858 

Total 
general 

expenditure 

'18 200 
122 963 
130 792 

29 165 
2L1 839 

16 19'1 

11 730 
352 629 

57 9'10 
15 305 
'12 952 
10 866 
7 L176 
8 52L1 

8 258 
15 '120 
15 623 
11 578 
14 953 
11 837 
6 086 

25 452 
23 862 

35 1'12 
11 369 
17 370 
87 536 
to 66'1 
l'5 473 
27 '100 

9 961 
17 990 
11 213 

13 939 
19 990 
'11 071 
12 02'1 
15 239 

36 666 
39 L197 
17 738 
lLi 676 

117 719 
21 237 

18 758 
30 996 

111 361 
18 '183 
1L1 095 
20 509 

2 729 
1 '161 
1 536 
1 361 

2'18 880 
'185 627 

92 251 
585 823 
516 393 

61 900 

5 380 
3 263 
8 '1'13 

1'1 537 
10 381 

3 778 

Tot"l criminal 
justice system 

Amount 

9 76'1 
18 '131 
19 138 
'I 623 
5 921 

6 298 

2 523 
196 787 

10 382 
5 13L1 
8 357 
1 879 
2 918 
3 428 

2 195 
q 333 
'I 369 
2 796 
'I 736 
3 '163 
1 "{62 
'I 928 
5 831 

6 027 
1 676 
2 636 

12 651 
2 283 
2 152 
'I 602 
1 763 
3 Ll15 
1 902 

3 212 
'I 198 

10 61'1 
2 '179 
2 531 

q 812 
9 553 
II 61L1 
3 692 

27 323 
1 565 

5 080 
5 875 

2L1 013 
3 "l6L1 
3 192 
2 976 

1 609 
523 
862 

1 035 

13 116 
29 983 

3 230 
38 917 
.36 526 

1 195 

3 '173 
2 252 
6 012 

11 683 
11 7'12 

2 562 

Percent 
of total 
general 

expondi­
ture 

20.3 
15.0 
lL1.6 
15.9 
23.8 

38.9 

21.5 
55.8 
17.9 
33.5 
19.5 
17.3 
39.0 
LlO.2 

26,6 
28.1 
28.0 
2L1.! 
31.7 
29.3 
29.0 
19.LI 
2L1.11 

17.2 
lL1.7 
16.3 
ll1,5 
21.4 
13.9 
16.8 
17.7 
19.0 
17.0 

23.0 
21.0 
25.8 
20.6 
16.6 

13.1 
2L1.2 
26.0 
25.2 

27.1 
19.0 
21.6 
20.LI 
22.6 
1L1.5 

59.0 
35.8 
56.1 
76.0 

5,3 
6.2 
3.5 
6,6 
7.1 
1,9 

6l1.6 
69,0 
71.2 
80.LI 

113.1 
67.8 

Police protection 

Amount 

LI 33'1 
10 239 

2 782 
2 H"I 
2 051 

! Ll90 

799 
16 550 

2 777 
1 365 
2 90/1 

Ll83 
1 Ll08 

769 

926 
1 378 
1 379 
1 198 
1 219 
1 2L13 

626 
2 388 
1 902 

1 868 
Ll75 
930 

3 11113 
665 
3S9 

1 161 
636 

1 1lf6 
3'17 

589 
872 

1 010 
750 
3511 

1 6117 
1 520 

Sill 
591 

11 918 
715 

2 195 
3 668 

11 9'17 
2 273 
1 1195 
1 612 

9 927 
2'1 '1117 

1 3011 
26 266 
26 976 

508 

1196 
113 
66 
75 
89 
23 

Percent 
of total 
crimina 1 
justice 
system 

LlII.1I 
55.6 
H.5 
'16.11 
3'1.6 

23.7 

31.7 
8.LI 

26.7 
26.6 
3'1.7 
25.1 
'18,3 
22.'1 

'12.2 
31.8 
31.6 
'12.8 
25.7 
35.9 
35.5 
'18.5 
32,6 

31.0 
28.3 
32.8 
27.2 
29.1 
18.1 
25.2 
36.1 
33.6 
18.2 

18,3 
20.8 
9.5 

30.3 
H.O 

3L1.2 
15.9 
18.2 
16.0 

'13.6 
Ll5.7 

Ll3,2 
62.LI 
'19.8 
60.'1 
Ll6.8 
5L1.2 

35.6 
27.5 
23.3 
20.1 

75.7 
81.5 
lIO,1I 
67.5 
73.9 
112.5 

1'1.3 
1,9 
1.1 
0,6 
0.8 
0.9 

Judicial 

Amount 

3 776 
3 6117 
7 852 
1 5211 
1 1811 

826 

lI66 
51 950 

2 t417 
1 336 
1 255 

306 
'136 
501 

'189 
1 273 

821 
'16'1 

1 025 
602 
'128 

1 182 
1 238 

1 789 
~75 
707 

3 938 
857 
797 

1 599 
385 

1 202 
810 

1 306 
1 352 
3 '118 

769 
1 050 

1 '165 
2 666 
1 158 
1 519 

4 0'12 
275 

876 
822 

'I 278 
632 
1107 
398 

208 
116 
256 
286 

1 235 
1 95'1 

6110 
5 795 
'I 026 

2011 

1 286 
967 

3 152 
6 U52 
5 711 

917 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

38.7 
19.8 
'11.0 
33.0 
20.0 

18.5 
26.11 
27.1 
26.0 
15.0 
16.3 
1'1.9 
1'1.6 

22.3 
29.'1 
18.8 
16.6 
21.6 
17.'1 
2'1.3 
2'1.0 
21.2 

29.7 
311.3 
211.9 
31.1 
37.5 
37.0 
3'1.7 
21.8 
35.2 
'12.6 

'10.7 
32.2 
32.2 
31.0 
111.5 

30,'1 
27.9 
25.1 
'11.1 

1'1.8 
17.6 

17.2 
14.0 
17,8 
16,8 
12.8 
13.'1 

12.9 
22.2 
29.7 
27.6 

9.4 
6.5 

19.8 
1lI.9 
11.0 
17.1 

37.0 
lj2.9 
52.11 
51.8 
'18.6 
35.8 

I 
~ 
II 
II 
iJ 

I 
l 
'I 
!, 
(j 

N 

II 
Ii 
n 
II 
'I 

~ 
II 
!I 

'I 
II 
II 
~ 

~ 
V-

I 
I 
l 
I 
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Table 15. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) 
of 343 large county governments, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

County I 

GEORGIA--CONTINUED 
COBB. ••••••••••••• 
DE KALB • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FULTON. • • • • • • •• 8' ~ 
GWINNETT ••••••••••••• 
RICHMOND ....... "l' ••••• 

IDAHOI 
ADA ••••••••• II ••••• 

ILLINOIS I 
CHAMPAIGN • • • • • • • • • • • • 
COOK. • • • u • • • • • • • • • • 

DU PAGE • • • • • • • • • • • • I 

KAN~. •• ••••• II • • • • • 

LAKE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LA SALLE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MCHENRY • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MCLEAN ...... $ •••••••• 

MACON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MADISON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PEORIA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ROCK ISLAND • • • • •• •••• 
ST. CLAIR. • • •• •• 8 ••• 

sANGAMON ••••••••••••• 
TAZEWELL ••••••••••••• 
wILL ••••••••••••••• 
WINNEBAGO • • • • •• ••• ~ • 

INDIANAI 
ALLEN • • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • 
DELAWARE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ELKHART • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAKE. ~ y • • • • • •• • r • • 

LA PORTE ••••••••••• ~ • 
MADISON u ••••••••••• 

ST. JOSEPH •••••••••••• 
TIPPECANOE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
VANDER8URGH • • •• •••••• 
VIGOr • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

IOWA: 
BLACK HAWK. • • • • • ~ • • • • • 
LINN •••••••••• " •••• 
POLK. • • • • • • • •• •••• 
SCOTT • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WOODBURY, •••••••••••• 

KANSAS: 
JOHNSON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SEDGWICK. • • • • • a. •• ~ • 
SHAWNEE • • • G ) • • • • • • • • 

WYANDOTTE • • , • • •• •••• 

KENTUCKy: 
JEFFERSON • 
KENTON ••• 

LOUISIANAI 

· .. · .. . .... •• II •• 

CADDO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CALCASIEU • • • • • ~ • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAFAYETTE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OUACHITA ••••••••••••• 
RAP IDES • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MAINEI 
CUMBERLAND. • • • • 0 • • • • • • 

KENNEBEC ••••••••••••• 
PENOBSCOT • • • • • • • • ~ • • • 
yORK. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MARYLAND: 
ANNE ARUNDEL. • • 
BALTIMORE • • • • 
HARFORD • • • • • 
MONTGOMERV •••• 
PRINCE GEOI'GES, • 
WASHINGTON. • , • 

MASSACHUSETTS; 

· . . . .. . 
• Ii •••••• · ...... . . ... · ....... . · ...... . 

BARNSTABLE. ~ • • • • • • • • • • 
BERKSHIRE • • ~ • • ~ • • • • • • 
BRISTOL • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ESSEX • • , • ~ • • •• •••• 
HAMPDEN • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMPSHIRE • • • • • • • • • • • • 

See footnotes at ond of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Legal services and 
prosecution 

Amount 

551 
915 

1 9l'1 
202 
400 

3'14 
15 190 

1 660 
'168 
933 
235 
296 
214 

2119 
397 
11110 
352 
50'1 
'Il'I 
256 
52'1 
572 

395 
153 
149 

1 226 
182 
158 
400 
281 
312 
220 

217 
335 
7'17 
211'1 
256 

6'13 
1 168 

1169 
'129 

1 '7l9 
78 

262 
1I75 

1 9'1t1 
93 

1117 
273 

116 
80 

129 
76 

1 023 
1 7117 

li84 
1 696 
2 '119 

11'1 

215 
85 

172 
235 
29'1 
135 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice system 

5.6 
5.0 

10.0 
11,11 
6.8 

13.6 
7.7 

1(;.0 
9.1 

11.2 
12.5 
10.1 
6.2 

11.3 
9.2 

10.1 
12.6 
10.6 
12.0 
14.5 
10.6 

9.8 

6.6 
9.1 
5.3 
9.7 
8.0 
7.3 
8.7 

15.9 
9.1 

11.6 

6.8 
8.0 
7.0 
9.6 

10.1 

13.11 
12.2 
10.2 
11.6 

6.3 
5.0 

5.2 
8.1 
8.1 
2.5 

13.1 
9.2 

7.2 
15.3 
15.0 
7.3 

7.8 
5.8 

15.0 
q.'1 
6.6 
9.5 

6.2 
3.8 
2.9 
2.0 
2.5 
5.3 

Pub lie de fens e 

Amount 

38 
206 
368 

8 
78 

171 

176 
7 988 

512 
15'1 
150 
55 
98 
81 

9'1 
172 
119 

'13 
1811 
117 
63 

210 
2119 

170 
'1'1 
71 

300 
1 

89 
145 

'13 
2011 

68 

220 
282 
5'11 
U3 
212 

39 

37 

326 
57 

176 
25 
22 
10 
96 
68 

20 

39 

78 
30 

356 
201 
318 

59 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice system 

6.8 
6.7 
5.1 
li.6 
8.1! 

0.8 

1.0 

3.5 
0.'1 
001 
0.3 
3.0 
2.3 

0.6 

0.1 

Corrections 

Amount 

936 
3 2S'l 
5 9911 

7112 
2 208 

591 

738 
60 698 

2 580 
1 785 
3 05li 

3611 
680 
'1'111 

'137 
1 108 
1 610 

561 
1 799 
1 066 

354 
6011 

1 628 

1 805 
365 
799 

3 631 
382 
580 

1 OOLI 
li18 
1117 
393 

873 
1 3112 
'I 356 

596 
652 

1 018 
2 275 
1 5'17 
1 Oll! 

7 885 
260 

1 571 
865 

5 368 
586 
'169, 
623 

713 
183 
255 
1160 

911 
1 835 

782 
1I 996 
2 869 

369 

1 398 
1 127 
2 266 
5 120 
5 302 
1 1117 

Percent of 
tota 1 crimina 1 
justice system 

9.6 
17,8 
31.3 
16.1 
37.3 

9.'1 

29.3 
30.8 
2'1.9 
311.8 
36.5 
19.'1 
23.3 
13.0 

19.9 
25.6 
36.9 
20.1 
38.0 
30.6 
20.1 
12.3 
27.9 

29.9 
21.8 
28.2 
28.7 
16.7 
27.0 
21.8 
23.7 
12.2 
20.7 

27.2 
32.0 
'11.1 
2'1.1 
25.8 

21.2 
23.8 
33.5 
27.5 

28.9 
17.9 

30.9 
15.1 
22.'1 
15.6 
1'1.7 
20.9 

1I'1.3 
35.0 
29.6 
'111.11 

6.9 
6.1 

211.2 
12,8 

7.9 
30.9 

110.3 
50.0 
37.7 
'13.6 
115.2 
55,3 

Other criminal justice 

Amount 

2 816 

'1'1 lill 
36 
26 
61 

'136 

1 '119 

5 

178 
5 

21 
35 
20 

2'12 

6'1 
180 
113 
196 
139 
293 

13'1 
611 

7 
15 

5'10 
5 
7 

1 1133 
160 

'15'1 
170 
308 

2 

21 
5 

20 

1611 
197 

28 
11 

Percent of 
otal criminal 

~ustice system 

1.3 
0.6 
1.2 

22.6 
0.3 
0.5 
0.7 

23.2 

0.1 

6.'1 
0.1 
0.6 
2.0 
0.4 
'1.2 

3.8 
6.3 
0.9 
8.6 
6.5 
6.4 

3.9 
3.4 

0.2 
0.'1 
5.1 
0.2 
0.3 

20.1 
13.0 
2.8 

5.2 
10.2 

1.9 
'1.5 
9.6 
0.1 

2." 
0.5 

0.2 

0.11 
0.5 

0.2 
0.'1 

, 

, ,.. 
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Table 15. Percent distribution of criminal justice system bltal expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) 
of 343 large county governments, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

Countyl 

MASSACHUSETTS--CONTINUED 
MIDDLESEX • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NORFOLK ! • • • • • • • • • • • • 

PLYMOUTH ••••••••••••• 
WORCESTER • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MICHIGAN: 
BAY •••••••• O! ••••• 

BERRIEN ••••••••••••• 
CALHOUN • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GENESEE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
INGHAM ••••••••••••• I 

JACKSON • • • • • • •• •••• 
KALAMAZOO • • • • • • • • • • • • 
KENT ••••••••••••••• 

MACOMB ••••••• II: •••••• 

MONROE. • • • • • • • • •• •• 
MUSKEGON. • .. • e .. u .. .. • • • • 
OAKLAND ••• I ... I ...... . 

OTTAWA •••••••••••••• 
SAGINAW ••••••••••••• 
ST. CLAIR • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WASHTENAW • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WAYNE .............. . 

MINNESOTA I 
ANOKA • • • , 
DAKOTA. • • • 
HENNEPIN. • , 
RAMSEy. , •• 
ST, LOUIS, • 
STEARN. , , , 
WASHINGTON, , 

MISSISSIPPI: 

, . 
, , 
, , 
, , 
, , 
, , 

, , 
, , 

· ...... . · ...... . 
• II •••••• 

• .. t ••••• · ....... . · . . . . . . . · ...... . 
HARRISON, 
HINDS e 

JACKSON • . , . .... . ... 
MISSOURI: 

CLAY. • • • • • • .. .. • • • • • • 
GREENE. • • • _ • • • • • • • .. • 
JACKSON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. CHARLES ............. . 
ST. LOUIS e • • • • • • • • • • • 

NEBRASKA: 
DOUGLAS , • , • , , , • 
LANCASTER , , , , , • 

, . , 
· . . . . . .. . NEVADA I 

CLARK • , 
WASHOE •• .... · . . . . . . . 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
HILLSBOROUGH, 
ROCKINGHAM, , 

NEW JERSEy: 

. . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
ATLANTIC ............. . 
BERGEN. • • • • • .. • • • • • .. • 
BUriLINGTON. • • .. .. • • • • • .. • 
CAMDEN. • • • .. .. • • • • • I • • 

CUMBERLAND •• , , , , , • , • , , 
ESSEX •• ;, ........... . 
GLOUCESTER. • 0 • • • • .. • • • • 

H~DSON. ~ • ~ H • ~ • • • • • • • 

MERCER ••••• I •• ~ ••••• 
MIDDLESEX • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MONMOUTH. • • • • • • • • .. I • • 

MORRIS. • • .. • • • • • • , • • • 
OCEAN D • • • • • • .. • • I ... 

PASSAIC • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SOMERSET •••• I •••••••• 

UNION •••••••••••••• 

NEW MEXICO: 
BERNALILLO, • • • • • • • I • • • 

NEW YORKI 
ALBANy ••••••• ~ •••••• 
BROOME. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHAUTAUQUA, , , • , • • • • , • , 
CHEMUNG • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DUTCHESS. • • • • • • • • f • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

1 386 5811 
619 5011 
337 9117 
6111 2112 

120 957 
170 302 
1110 265 
11117 396 
271 1167 
1118 805 
206 426 
430 705 

687 316 
129 419 
158 677 
989 807 
145 770 
227 397 
132 209 
250 788 

2 451 273 

,"III 573 
1SL1 102 
909 619 
11511 078 
2211 381 
106 816 
111 833 

1116 672 
235 11118 
113 096 

135 0511 
172 1187 
625 7119 
125 932 
122 897 
977 9511 

1107 976 
183 267 

361 095 
156 785 

256 355 
175 316 

190 579 
8711 329 
361 2113 
1171 553 
131 175 
852 3115 
196 370 
564 189 

316 501 
593 823 
1191 683 
39(' 1513 
31')' ::'66 
1160 288 
203 650 
512 273 

377 311~ 

286 883 
219 281 
1116 878 
99 103 

232 236 

Total 
general 

expenditure 

29 7711 
13 256 

8 231 
111 1511 

29 1106 
21 885 
21 1159 
73 223 
32 211 
21 808 
21 957 
61 1156 

79 8911 
28 125 
32 603 

177 590 
111 603 
38 815 
110 769 
38 3112 

1130 671 

31 332 
25 153 

2115 069 
1115 1169 

68 885 
11 9117 
17 11111 

15 919 
11! 791 
21 691 

6 1157 
5 978 

69 868 
8 998 
5 652 

121 2511 

59 3111 
29 1\82 

1113 568 
113 052 

10 238 
6 511 

57 085 
125 9111 
62 301 

1211 762 
30 8311 

288 1197 
26 809 

139 371 

73 801 
129 030 

85 770 
65 7113 
511 072 
89 825 
33 0811 
60 931 

26 3110 

1113 920 
611 1I0B 
65 2B5 
36 888 
711 757 

'-

Total crimillal 
justi<:c system 

Amount 

311 580 
8 IIIB 
B 253 

1(l 1109 

6 7113 
6 509 
6 155 

15 8'10 
8 658 
" 756 
9 '178 

10 B72 

111 03'1 
'I Bll1 
5 007 

211 953 
3 036 
6 301 
'I 121 
9 993 

68 '197 

5 387 
3 093 

37 155 
25 725 

9 60'1 
1 522 
2 899 

3 838 
3 83'1 
2 060 

2 19'1 
1 806 

17 578 
1 61t0 
2 017 

29 9311 

7 729 
3 211 

38 1t81 
8 065 

2 132 
1 60'1 

5 '156 
17 3311 
7 228 

17 0112 
3 663 

111 930 
3 538 

15 570 

1'1 086 
111 865 

8 103 
7 215 
6 567 

13 758 
'I 998 

15 507 

9 065 

8 1158 
'I 902 
3 9011 
3 138 
5 355 

Percent. 
of total 
general 

expendi­
ture 

116.1 
63.5 

100,3 
73,5 

22,9 
29,7 
26,7 
21,6 
26.9 
21,8 
113,2 
17.7 

17,6 
17,1 
15,11 
111.1 
20,8 
21.11 
10,1 
26,1 
20.5 

17,2 
12,3 
15.2 
17,7 
13,9 
12,7 
16,6 

311,0 
30,2 
25,2 
18,2 
35,7 
211.7 

13.0 
10,9 

26,8 
18,7 

20,8 
211,6 

9,6 
13,8 
11.6 
13.7 
11,9 
111,5 
13.2 
11,2 

19,1 
11,5 

9.'1 
11.0 
12.1 
15,3 
15,1 
19.2 

32.0 

!l,9 
7,6 
6,0 
8,5 
7,2 

Police protection 

A'llount 

178 
67 

335 
58 

1 111111 
1 298 
1 129 
2 570 
2 0611 
1 089 
1 739 
2 582 

3 099 
1 916 
1 1133 
5 9113 
1 131 
2 1195 

985 
2 726 
8 239 

1 758 
8116 

3 8211 
2 067 
1 658 

500 
1 215 

8113 
731 
718 

5113 
536 

1 398 
673 

1 058 
17 329 

1 975 
5'111 

20 686 
2 633 

208 
291 

66 
3 838 

'119 
775 
179 

II 8811 
1102 

II 01111 

502 
1 711S 

796 
1 8311 

885 
780 
780 

1 1186 

2 991 

966 
1 329 
1 0112 

659 
1 1199 

Percent 
of total 
crirni,.al 
justice 
system 

0,5 
0,8 
11,1 
0,6 

21,'1 
19,9 
18,3 
16,2 
a'l,l 
22,9 
18,3 
23,7 

22,1 
39,S 
28,6 
23,8 
37,2 
30,1 
23.9 
27,3 
9,3 

32,6 
27.'1 
10.3 
8,0 

17,3 
32,9 
111.9 

22,0 
19.1 
311.9 

211,7 
29.8 

8,0 
111,0 
52,5 
57,9 

25,6 
16,9 

53,8 
35,1 

9,8 
18.1 

1.2 
22,1 
5,8 
11,5 
11,9 

11,6 
11,11 
26,0 

3,6 
11,8 

9,B 
25.11 
13,5 
5,7 

15,6 
9,6 

33,0 

11,11 
27,1 
26,7 
21,0 
28.0/ 

Judicial 

Amount 

211 625 
II 191 
II 289 
5 '120 

1 090 
1 863 
2 372 
5 378 
2 566 
1 5118 
3 91111 
2 060 

'I 357 
1 110 
1 1189 
6 281 

1:11<1 
1 992 
1 256 
2 790 

26 079 

1 116 
1 083 
9 38'1 
5 213 
2 J711 

652 
788 

2 271 
'137 
81'1 

572 
738 

5 118 
5'17 
'197 

6 529 

1 879 
1 3911 

6 071 
1 618 

963 
766 

1 929 
'I 972 
2 M1 
'I 263 

71'6 
12 8511 

722 
II 152 

2 662 
II 788 
2 295 
1 583 
1 9111 
II 586 
1 114 
II 792 

186 

1 ~~~I 5119 
'125 

1 0311 

Perceht 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

71,2 
119,8 
52',0 
52,1 

16,2 
28.6 
38,5 
311,0 
29,6 
32,5 
111,6 
18,9 

31,0 
23,1 
29,7 
25,2 
26.8 
24.0 
30.5 
27.9 
29,5 

20,7 
35,0 
25,3 
20,3 
24,7 
112.8 
27.2 

59.2 
211,'1 
39,5 

26.1 
110.9 
29,1 
33,11 
2/j,6 
21,8 

15.8 
20,1 

115,2 
117,8 

35,3 
28,7 
29,6 
25.0 
21.2 
30.7 
20,11 
26,7 

18,9 
32,2 
28.3 
21,9 
29.1 
33,3 
22.3 
30,9 

20,8 
19.7 
1'1,1 
13.5 
19,3 

I,' 
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Table 15. Percent distribut~on of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) 
of 343 large county governments, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

Countyl 

MASSACHUSETTS--CONTINUED 
MIDDLESE,X • .. • • • •• • ••• 
NORFOLK.. • • • • •• • •••• 
PLYMOUTH~ • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WORCESTER • • • • • • • • • • • • 

.,' 'I, MICHIGAN: 
~ .. BAy ••••• I • ... .. •• II I 

BERRIEN • u • • • .. ~ ~ • • • • • 

CALHOUN • • • • • • 1 • • • • • , 

GENESEE • • • • , , , , • • • 
INGHAM.. • ........... . 
JACKSON • • • • • • • ~ • • • • • 
KALAMAZOO • • • • • • • ~ • • • • 
KENT •••• II' I ••••••••• 

MACOMB. • • • • •• ••• 
MONROE. • • • •• • •••• 
MUSKEGON. • • • • • • • • • 
OAKLAND • I • • • • • • e , • 
OTTAWA. • • • g • • • • • • • 

· , · , 
9AGI~AW • I • • • • •• • · . ST. CLAIR •••••••••• · . WASHTENAW • • II' • • • • • • • 

WAYNE • • • • .. • • • • • • • 

MINNESOTA: 
ANOKA ............. . 
DAKOTA. • • • • • • • • •• 
HENNEPIN •••• ~ • • • •• •• 
RAMSEy,. I •••••••••• 

ST. LOUI S • • ,. .,..,.., 
STEARN. • • • •• ......, 
WASHINGTON •• , •• , ••••• , 

MISSISSIPPI: 
HARRISON. 
HINDS , 
JACKSON • 

• •••••••••• I · ........... . · . . . . . . .. , 
MISSOURII 

CI...AY ••••••••••••••• 
GREENE •••••••••••••• 
JACKSON .. • • • • • • • • .. • • ~ 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. CHARLES ••••••••••• 
ST. LOUIS •••••••••••• 

NEBRASKA: 
DOUGLAS • 
LANCASTER 

NEVADAI 
cLARK • • • • • • • 
WASHOE. • • • • • I 

........ ...... 
NEW HAMPSHIRE I 

HILLSBOROUGH. , , 
ROCKINGHAM. , , • 

· ...... . 
• D ....... . 

NEW JERSEY: 
ATLANTIC ••• , •••• ~ •••• 
BERGEN. • • • • • e • , • • • • • 

BURLINGTON, • , , •••••• , , 
CAMDEN •••••••••• It ••• 

CUMBERLAND. , •••••••• I • 

ESSEX , •••• II •••••••• 

GLOUCESTER. • • • • • • • • • • • 
HUDSON ••• ~ ••••••• I •• 

MERCER. • • • I • 

MIDDLESEX , • , • 
MONMOUTH. • , , • 
MORRIS •••• , • 
oCEAN • , , , , , 
pASSAIC • , • • , 
SOMERSET, , • , , 
UNION • , , • • , 

NEW MEXICO: 

· ...... . 
•••••• I 

• • !lI ••••• .. . ... . · ...... . 
• •• , •• I • · .. , .... 
, . . .. .. 

SERNALILLO, • , , , • • • , • • , 

NEW YORKI 
ALBANY •••••••• I ••••• 

BROOME.:. ............. . 
CHAUTAUQUA, , , •• , , , , , • , 
CHEMUNG • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DUTCHESS. • • • • • • • , • • • • 

See footnotes nt end of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Legal services and 
prosecution 

Amount 

660 
1 097 

1161 
2118 

350 
609 
518 

2 298 
1 16'1 

35'1 
858 
8115 

1 671 
270 
3'17 

2 190 
162 
578 
357 
683 

5 576 

667 
1107 

5 007 
2 250 

8112 
153 
236 

175 
87 
98 

293 
160 

1 660 
160 
209 

1 119'1 

8'18 
5311 

2 979 
1 188 

1112 
85 

1 2118 
3 021 
1 328 
3 007 

3'16 
5 313 

780 
2 91\1 

1 1197 
2 760 
1 1126-
1 31)!} 
1 320 
2 815 

999 
3 247 

2111 

815 
508 
lI07 
2711 
591 

Perceot of 
total criminal 
justice systen 

1,9 
13,0 
5.6 
2,11 

5,2 
9,11 
8.11 

111.5 
13.11 

1.11 
9.1 
7,8 

11.9 
5.6 
6.9 
8.8 
5.3 
7.0 
8.7 
6.8 
6.3 

12.11 
13,2 
13,5 
8,7 
8.8 

10.1 
8,2 

11.6 
2.3 
11.8 

13.11 
8,9 
9.11 
9,8 

10,11 
5.0 

11.0 
16.6 

7.7 
111.7 

22.9 
17.'1 
18.'1 
17.6 

9.11 
12,8 
22.0 
18.9 

10.6 
18,6 
17,6 
19,3 
20,1 
20.5 
20,0 
20.\'1 l 

9,6 
10.'1 
10,11 
8,7 

11.0 

Public defense 

Percent of 
Amount total criminal 

justice system 

730 2,1 
113 1,3 
290 3.5 
20'1 2.0 

226 3.11 
2113 3,7 
21:3 3.5 
'131 2.7 
637 7.4 
227 '1,8 
'100 11,2 
508 11,7 

171 
95 

1 031 
109 
1166 
170 
1185 

5 706 

203 
187 

1 962 
508 
1189 

'11 
86 

15 
159 

37 

368 
219 

1 0'19 
'185 

22 

102 

35 
3 

II 
6 

3011 
205 
166 

85 
2911 

3,6 
1.9 
11,1 
3,6 
5.6 
11.1 
11,9 
6.11 

3.8 
6.0 
5.3 
2,0 
5,1 
2.7 
3.0 

0.11 
'1.1 
1.8 

11.8 
6.8 

2,7 
6,0 

0.1 

0.2 

0.2 
eZI 

eZI 
0,1 

3.6 
11,2 
11,3 
2.7 
5.5 

Corrections I Other criminal justice 

Amount 
Percent cf 

total c~\minlll 
ju!:tice system 

8 386 
2 1176 
2 8611 
II 395 

3 633 
2 1196 
1 923 
5 088 
2 207 
1 538 
2 5;57 
II 683 

/j 907 
1 JII7 
1 621 
9 1116 

822 
2 658 
1 353 
3 309 

112 412 

1 6113 
570 

16 665 
15 5119 

4 2111 
176 
572 

534 
1 80ll 

361 

786 
370 

9 387 
152 
253 

II 523 

2 6'111 
520 

7 278 
1 827 

819 
1162 

2 050 
5:317 
3 2'111 
8 8111 
2 325 

18 576 
1 598 
II 380 

9 3117 
5 11'17 
3 528 
2 3119 
2 1106 
5 527 
2 0311 
5313 

5 001 

II 552 
1 860 
1 7110 
1 695 
1 935 

211,3 
3'1.2 
311.7 
112,2 

53,9 
38,3 
31,2 
32,1 
25,5 
32,3 
26.8 
113.1 

35,0 
28,0 
32,11 
37,7 
27,1 
32,0 
32,8 
33.1 
'17,9 

30,5 
18,lI 
11'1,9 
60,11 
11'1.2 
11,6 
19,7 

13.9 
117,1 
17,5 

35,8 
20,5 
53,'1 
9,3 

12.5 
15.1 

311,2 
16.2 

18.9 
22,7 

38,11 
28,8 

37.6 
;'0,7 
1111,9 
51.9 
63,5 
'111,3 
115,2 
28.1 

66.11 
36,6 
IIJ,5 
32,6 
36,6 
'10,2 
110,7 
3'1.3 

55,2 

53.8 
37,9 
1111.6 
511,0 
36,~ 

Amount 
Percent of 

total criminal 
justice system 

75 

1911 

22 
92 

112 

1185 

313 
138 

116 
32 

15 
108 

59 

15 

165 
1611 

96 
156 
37 

1111 
36 
53 

78 
87 
55 
55 
'12 
116 
65 

669 

62 
35 

2 

eZI 
0,9 
0,2 
0,8 

0,5 

1.8 

0,'1 
0.11 

0.5 

O,a 
0.5 

3.0 
1,6 

0.1 
6,6 

0,.2 

0.2 

3,0 
0,9 
1.3 
0.9 
1,0 
0,3 
1,0 
0,3 

0.6 
0.6 
0.7 
0,8 
0,6 
0,3 
1.3 
11,3 

0.7 
0,7 

eZI 
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Table 15. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and inter8;overnmental), 
of 343 large counbt governments, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

Total criminal 
justice system 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 
-----~,------------r-------r-----~~~~~~~~----------~--.----------

Countyl 

NEW YORK--CONTINUED 
ERIE. • • • • $ • • • • • • • (f • 

MONROE •••••••••••••• 
NASSAU. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NIAGARA ••••••••••••• 
ONEIDA •••••••••••••• 
ONONDAGA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ORANGE~ • • • • • • • ~ • • • • • 
OSWEGO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RENSSEL,AER. • • • • • • .... 
ROCKLAND. • • • • a I • • • • • • 

ST. LAWRENCE. • • •• ••• • 
SARATOGA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SCHENECTADY • • • • • • • • • • • 
STEUBEN • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SUFFOLK • • • • • • •• ..,. 
ULSTER •••••••••••••• 
WESTCHESTER • • • • • • • • • • • 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
BUNCOMBE. • • • • • • • • • I • • 

CUMBERLAND. • • • • • • • • • • • 
DURHAM •••••••• " ••••• 
FORSYTH • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GASTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GUILFORD •••• , ••••• f, •• 

MECKLENBURG • • • •• ••••• 
oNSLOW •••••••••••••• 
WAKE •••••••••• " '1 ••• 

OHIO: 
ALLEN • •• ••••• ~ • • • • 
ASHTABULA • • • • • • , • • • • • 
BUTLER. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CLARK •••••••••••••• 
CLERMONT •• , •••••••••• 
COLUMBIANA •••• I ••••••• 

CUYAHOGA ••••• ~ ••••••• 
FRANKLIN ••••••••••••• 
GREENE •••••••••••••• 
HAMILTON. • • • • • •• • ••• 
LAKE. • • • • • • • • • •• •• 

LICKING • • • • •• •••••• 
LORAIN. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LUCAS • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MAHONING. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY •••••••••••• 
PORTAGE ••••••••••••• 
RICHLAND. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STARK •••••••••••••• 
SUMMIT ••••••••••• , , • 
TRUMB~L~. • • , • • • • • • • • • 
WOOD. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

OKLAHOMA: 

.... CLEVELAND • • • • • • • • • • 
COMANCHE. • • • • • ~ • • 
OKLAHOMA ••••••••• 
TULSA • • • • • • $ • • 

OREGON I 
CLACKAMAS • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JACKSON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LANE. • • • • • • • • • • W • • • 

MARION •••••••••••••• 
MULTNOMAH •••••••••••• 
WASHINGTON. • • • • • • • • • • • 

PENNSyLVANIA: 
ALLEGHENY • • • • • •• • ~ • • 
BEAVER ••••••••• It •••• 

BERKS •••••••••••••• 
BLAIR • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BUCKS ••••••• , •••••• 
BUTL-ERo • • • • • • •• • ••• 
CAMBRIA • • • • , • • • • • • • • 
CENTRE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHESTER • • • • • • • ~ • • • • • 

CUMBERLAND. • • • • • • • • • • • 
DAUPHIN , ........... Ii • 

DELAWARE, , , • • , • • • • • • • 
ERIE. • • • • • • • • • • • • a , 
FAYETTE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FRANKLIN. • • • • • • • • • • • t 

LACKAWANNA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LANCASTER ~ • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAWRENCE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Bee footnotes at end of table. 

Population" 

1 077 086 
707 160 

1 399 725 
237 772 
262 521 
LJ7LJ 133 
2LJ6 939 
111 239 
151 LJ71 

257 5LJ3 
117 101 
lLJ8 212 
155 930 
100 738 

1 295 268 
1511 597 
B7LJ 068 

151 788 
230 917 
lLJ3 lLJLJ 
228 LJ33 
155 186 
30LJ 288 
377 150 
115 168 
273 011 

107 072 
99 722 

250 LJ79 
150 059 
11LJ 195 
112 620 

1 559 LJ71 
869 996 
128 77LJ 
883 339 
210 670 

llLJ 197 
263 929 
1169 030 
299 8LJ5 
580 609 
132 212 
130 067 
376 258 
529 253 
2LJO 190 
102 697 

105 1189 
117 1171 
5117 1111 
LJ31 918 

213 15LJ 
117 159 
2LJ9 268 
177 363 
5LJ5 198 
203 196 

1 LJ93 272 
208 705 
30LJ 06LJ 
133 729 
LJ69 738 
1111 527 
188 1132 
109 323 
303 512 

171 575 
223 669 
582 060 
273 833 
155 901 
107 256 
233 387 
!"q7 91lt 
105 983 

Total 
general 

expenditure 

52'1 009 
350 526 
765 713 
87 395 
75 911 

285 1185 
92 '107 
112 687 
5'1 926 

112 512 
37 890 
37 297 
118 29'1 
30 6115 

622 '199 
50 598 

111111 576 

73 0211 
112 931 

7'1 '155 
121 2'18 
72 063 

152 800 
219 006 
36 316 

130 1199 

20 760 
13 392 
30 298 
22 1110 
19 021 
10 003 

229 1158 
128 315 

22 051 
125 866 

33 5118 

1l! 3511 
32 988 
60 L115 
112 986 

153 '193 
29 82'1 
12 6911 
115 379 
80 059 
30 '116 
17 275 

3 '198 
II 728 

32 378 
30 793 

311 507 
23 853 
68 507 
18 520 
90 '179 
29 9'12 

213 374 
23 1156 
32 531 
10 713 
115 163 
18 331 
21 126 

8 752 
28 721 

13 127 
29 900 
88 396 
22 219 

6 209 
7 138 

17 107 
29 265 

7 252 

ftJUount 

30 51111 
23 637 

151 868 
5 416 
II 566 

18 038 
5 059 
2 717 
2 996 

6 626 
1 993 
2 000 
3 21111 
1 930 

108 730 
3 309 

29 129 

2 866 
6 0112 
3 55'1 
3 722 
2 137 
II 650 
8 293 
1 908 
2 931 

2 551 
3 51111 
3 318 
2 B86 
1 691 
1 6113 

52 9411 
49 966 

2 711 
211 t98 

4 1186 

2 128 
4 020 

13 130 
II 670 

17 559 
2 975 
2 633 
7 6'15 

10 L1011 
3 9311 
1 815 

634 
1 563 
'I 652 
8 299 

6 1150 
7 672 

111 3511 
5 0511 

211 613 
5 951 

29 173 
3 876 
7 217 
1 776 
9 578 
1 859 
2 753 
1 090 
7 616 

2 339 
7 026 

16 023 
6 277 
2 106 
1 462 
2 839 
5 952 
1 271 

Percent 
of total 
general 

expendi­
ture 

5.8 
6.7 

19.8 
6.2 
6.0 
6.3 
5.5 
6.11 
5.5 

5.9 
5.3 
5.11 
6.7 
6.3 

17.5 
6.5 
6.6 

3.9 
5.11 
11.8 
3.1 
3.0 
3.0 
3.8 
5.3 
2.2 

12.3 
26.5 
11.0 
12.9 
8.7 

16.11 
2301 
38.9 
12.3 
19.2 
13.11 

111.8 
12.2 
21.7 
10.9 
11.L1 
10.0 
20.7 
16.8 
13.0 
12.9 
10.5 

1801 
33.1 
111.11 
27.0 

18.7 
32.2 
21.0 
27.3 
27.2 
19.9 

13.7 
16.5 
22.2 
16.6 
21.2 
1001 
13.0 
12.5 
27.2 

17.8 
23.5 
18.1 
28.3 
33.9 
20.8 
16.6 
20.3 
17.5 

Police protection 

Amount 

6 '163 
5 999 

107 056 
1 5116 

789 
'I 213 

81 
768 
501 

1 132 
1128 
537 
3'19 
3111 

76 1l!1 
512 

5 682 

1 5117 
2 707 

'192 
1 177 
1 271 
1 7211 
3 128 

1170 
890 

581 
601 
792 
602 
3110 
228 

7 828 
'I 275 

661 
6 578 

787 

11311 
8118 
827 
79'1 

3 '129 
8116 
685 

2 007 
2 '10'1 
1 295 

538 

232 
351l 
;:26 
983 

2 635 
1 867 
3 567 
1 566 
8 6'16 
2 '1211 

6 782 
11117 
161 

35 
731 
211 
160 

16 
769 

277 
193 

1 025 
210 
318 

39 
5'1 

313 
23 

Percent 
of tot.l 
criminal 
justice 
system 

21.2 
25.'1 
70.5 
28.5 
17,3 
23.11 
1.6 

28.3 
16.7 

17.1 
21.5 
26.8 
10.8 
16.3 
70.0 
15.5 
19.5 

5LJ.0 
114.8 
13.8 
31.6 
59.5 
37.1 
37.7 
211.6 
30.11 

22.8 
17.0 
23.9 
20.9 
20.1 
13.9 
111.8 
8.6 

211.11 
27.2 
17.5 

20.11 
21.1 
6.3 

17.0 
19.5 
28.11 
26.0 
26.3 
23.1 
32.9 
29.6 

36.6 
22.6 

LJ.e; 
11.8 

110.9 
211.3 
211.9 
31.0 
35.1 
'10.7 

23.2 
11.5 
2.2 
2.0 
7.6 

11.LJ 
5.8 
1.5 
9.8 

11.8 
2.7 
6.4 
3.3 

15.1 
2.6 
1.9 
5.3 
1.8 

Judicial 

Amount 

6 129 
6 323 

10 505 
1 119'1 
1 1196 
3 011 
1 !:i28 

78t} 
!:i70 

1 28J 
S52 
616 
79'1 
507 

11 229 
982 

'I 657 

525 
2 138 

1107 
1 327 

273 
716 

2 238 
1 075 

891 

678 
601 

1 1l!3 
795 
655 
6'19 

20 069 
36 1115 

765 
7 975 
1 1170 

695 
1 238 
II 0'12 
2 061 
II 660 
1 032 

680 
1 720 
2 9'10 
1 512 

714 

11'1 
575 

1 891 
'I 763 

1 031 
3 IIB4 
3 1101 
1 231 
5 89'1 
1 0'16 

8 916 
1 787 
2 0511 

873 
3 826 

721 
1 255 

1199 
2 170 

822 
2 25'1 
5 705 
1 910 

9311 
11'19 

1 2118 
2 318 

6(;0 

Percent 
of tot.l 
criminal 
justice 
system 

20.1 
26.8 
6.9 

27.6 
32.8 
16.7 
30.2 
28.9 
19.0 

19.'1 
27.7 
30.8 
211.5 
26.3 
10.3 
29.7 
16.0 

18.3 
35.11 
11.5 
35.7 
12.6 
15.11 
27.0 
56.3 
30.11 

26.6 
17.0 
311.11 
27.5 
38.7 
39.5 
37.9 
72.9 
28.2 
33.0 
32.6 

32.7 
30.8 
30.8 
4'1.1 
26.S 
3'1.7 
25.8 
22.5 
28.3 
38.11 
39.3 

18.0 
36.8 
'10.6 
57.11 

16.0 
115.4 
23.7 
2'1.4 
23.9 
17.6 

30.6 
'16.1 
28.5 
119.2 
39.9 
38.8 
45.6 
'I5.t! 
27.8 

35.1 
32.1 
35.6 
30.'1 
114.3 
30.3 
1I1j.0 
38.9 
47.2 
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Table 15. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) 
of 343 large county governments, fiscal ye~r 1978-Continued 

County' 

NEW YORK--CONTINUED 
E'RIE ••••••••••••••• 
MONROE •••••••••••••• 
NASSAU. • ~ • • • • • • • • • • • 
NIAGARA • • • • • • • • ~ • • • • 
ONEIDA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ONONDAGA ••••••••••••• 
ORANGE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OSWE60. • • • • • • e • • • • • • 

RENSSELAER. , •••••••••• 

ROCKLAND. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STa LAWRENCE ••••••••••• 
SARA'raGA ••••••••••••• 
sCHENECTADY • • • • • • • • • • • 
STEUBEN • • • • • • • • • • • , • 
SUFFOLK • • • • • • •• •••• 
ULSTER •••••••••••••• 
WESTCHESTER • • • • • • • • • • • 

NORTH CAROLINAI 
BUNCOMBE. • • • • • •• •••• 
CUMBERLAN~. • • • • • • • • • • ~ 
DURHAM. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FORSYTH , • • , • " ••••• 
GASTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GUILFORD •• e I ••••••••• 

MECKLENBURG • • • • • • • • • • • 
ONSLOW~ •••• ~ ••••• I •• 

WAKE •• I •••••••••••• 

OHIOI 
ALLEN. I • I • I • I •••••• 

ASHTABULA • u • , " ••••• 
BUTLER •••••••••••••• 
CLARK • • , • • I • •• •• I • 

CLERMONT. I • I ••••••••• 

COLUMBIANA h • • , • •• •••• 

CUYAHOGA ••••••••••••• 
FRANKLIN. I ••••••••••• 

GREENE ••••••• ~ •••••• 
HAMILTON. •• ~ •••••••••• 
LAKE::: ••••••••••••••• 

LICKING • • • • • ., ,.... 
LORAIN •••••• 0 ••••• ~ • 

LUCAS • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MAHONING •••••••• I •••• 

MONTGOMERY. , • • • , • • • • • • 
PORTAGE • • • • • • • • e I • • • 

RICHLAND ••••••••••••• 
STARK • • • • , • • • • • • • t • 

SUMMIT •••••••••• I ••• 

TRUMBULL ••••••••• ~ ••• 
WOOD ••••••••••••••• 

OKLAHOMA: 
CLEVELAND 
COMANCHE. 
oKLAHOMA. 
TULSA • • 

OREGON I 

· .......... . · ....... , .. . · .. , ....... . · .......... . 
CLACKAMAS , • • • • • , • • • • • 
JACKSON • • • • • • • • • • • • e 
LANE.. • •• I •••••••• 

MARION. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MULTNOMAH •••••••••••• 
WASHINGTON. • • • • • • • •• • 

PENNSyLVANIA: 
ALLEGHENY • ~ • • • • • • • • • • 
BEAVER. • • • • • • • • • • • ~ • 
BERKS. fI •• \'I ••••••••• 

BLAIR • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BUCKS ••••• \'I • , •••••• 

BUTLER. • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • 
CAMBRIA ••••• \'I ••••••• 

CENTR.E ••••••••• " •••• 
CHESTER • • • • • • ~ • • • • • • 

CUMBERLAND •••••••••••• 
DAUPHIN •••••••••••• 
DELAWARE. • , • • • • • • • • • • 
ERIE •••••••• t •••••• 

FAYETTE • • • • • • ~ • • • • • • 
FRANKLIN ••••••••••••• 
LACKAWANNA •••••••••••• 
LANCASTER • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAWRENCE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
See footnotes at cnd of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Legal set"vices and 
prosecution 

hmount 
Percent of 

total criminal 
justice sY,'item 

3 285 
2 137 
7 978 

1138 
525 

1 1138 
651} 
239 
350 

1 063 
155 
227 
IIl0 
213 

5 0811 
325 

II 685 

72 
100 

67 
122 

58 
256 
1'18 
35 

132 

2116 
125 
218 
236 
119 
19~1 

2 011b 
1 708 

208 
9~!7 
l!'16 

2,BO 
'109 
651 
369 

1 003 
2113 
396 
1100 
950 
289 
13B 

201 
1911 
731 
717 

685 
~60 

1 5811 
761 

2 980 
642 

3 396 
3611 
3'15 
12!:i 

1 O?II 
132 
30~ 

77 
1 091 

151 
532 

2 288 
1129 
139 

91 
277 
3'17 
152 

10.8 
9.0 
5.3 
8.1 

11.5 
8.0 

12.9 
8.8 

11.7 

16.0 
7.8 

11.3 
12.9 
11,,0 

11.7 
'9.8 

,,6.1 

2.5\ 1.7 
1.9 
3.3 
2.7 
5.5 
1.8 
1.8 
'+.5 

9.6 
3.5 
6.6 
8.2 
7.0 

12.1 
3.8 
3.11 
7.7 
).8 

10.t. 

13.2 
10.2 
5.0 
7.9 
5.7 
8.2 

15.0 
5.2 
9.1 I 
7.3 
7.6 

10.6 
'1.7 

11.0 
15.1 
12.1 
10.8 

11.6 
9.'1 
'I.a 
7.0 

ll.Q 
7.1 

11.2 
7.1 

111.0 

6.5 
7.6 

1'1.3 
6.8 
6.6 
6.1 
~.8 
5.8 

12.0 

Public defen~e 

Per'cent of 
Amount total criminal 

justice system 

1 261 '1.1 
837 3.5 

2 312 1.5 
172 3.2 
159 3.5 
7l!3 LJ.l 
296 5.9 

39 1.'1 
136 '1.5 

351 
87 
56 
71 
911 

1 715 
107 

1 730 

27 

23 

37 

'11 
28 
57 

131 
65 
88 

t: '193 
1 390 

131 
1 091 

157 

146 
'72 

6119 
270 

1 213 
1,W 
87 

256 
62.7 

65 
85 

41 
llliO 
191 

276 

692 
375 

1 f,68 
3011 

1 029 
12' 
120 

\'12 
306 

6& 
108 

52 
3M 

61j 
2;', 
597 
30'1 

55 
56 

129 
212 

'Ill 

5.3 
'1.11 
2.8 
2.2 
'1.9 
1.6 
3.2 
5.9 

0.'1 

1.1 

0.11 

1.6 
0.8 
1.7 
11.5 
3.8 
5.'1 
11.7 
2.8 
'I.e 
11.5 
3.5 

6.9 
1.8 
6.5 
5.B 
6.9 
11.0 
3.3 
3.3 
6.0 
1.6 
11.7 

'1.8 
3.5 
6.8 
5.1 

Corrections 

Amount 
Percent of 

tota 1 crimina 1 
justice system 

13 276 
6 05'1 

23 507 
1 7411 
1 597 
8 092 
2 500 

81:17 
1 '139 

2 797 
771 
5611 

1 603 
802 

13 1123 
1 319 

12 102 

680 
1 066 

'39 
995 
Lj75 

1 '167 
1 665 

298 
688 

1 005 
'120 
981 
996 
371 
'128 

13 383 
1177l! 

8711 
751L1 
1 513 

565 
1 ll53 
6 761 

9811 
II '185 

733 
715 

3 2'12 
3 08'1 

772 
3110 

87 
399 

1 36'1 
1 6115 

1 607 
1 961 
5 110 
1 321 
5 208 
1 535 

9 001 
1 101 
II 537 

661 
3 621 

729 
922 
'I'll 

3 398 

972 
3 588 
6 3311 
3 1109 

660 
8117 

1 131 
2 762 

'152 

LJ2,2 
38.7 
28.2 
ll9.LJ 
'11.6 
12.3 
39.9 
lIl.5 

23.7 
17.6 
9.5 

26.7 
22.2 
31.5 
20.1 
15.6 
23.5 

39.11 
11.9 
29.6 
311.5 
21.9 
26.0 
25.3 
9.6 

32.2 
31.1 
33.7 

26.6 
36.1 
51.5 
21.1 
25.5 
211.6 
27.2 
112.11 
29,6 
J9.6 
18.7 

13.7 
25.5 
29.3 
19,8 

2'1,9 
25.6 
35.6 
26.1 
21.2 
25.8 

30.9 
28.'1 
6~.'J 
:37.2 
37.& 
39.2 
33.5 
'10,5 
113.5 

111.6 
51.1 
39.5 
511.3 
31.3 
57.2 
39,8 
116.11 
35.(1 

Other criminal justice 

Percent of 
Amount otal criminal 

~ustice system 

130 0.11 
287 1.2 
510 0.3 

22 0.4 

5'11 3.0 

7 

1 138 
611 

273 

112 
II 

2 2'19 
101 

37 
LJ87 

1 077 
30 

330 

1 769 
127 
126 
1111 
51 

7 155 
1 110'1 

72 
113 
83 

8 

192 
2 769 

1 
70 
20 

399 
3 

216 

217 

5 

53 
222 

7'1 
15 

0.2 

1.0 
1.9 
0.9 

1.5 
0.1 

63.3 
2,7 
1.7 

10.!l 
13.0 
1.6 

11.3 

'19.9 
3.8 
11.11 
8.3 
3,1 

13.5 
2.6 
2.7 
0.5 
1.9 

0.11 

!I.l 
15.6 

(Zl 
2.7 
0.3 
3.8 
0.1 

0.9 

0.5 

2.3 
3.2 
0.5 
0.2 
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Table 15.· Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) 
of 343 large county governments. fiscal year 1978-Continued' 

Countyl 

PENNSYLVANIA--CONTINUEo 
LEBANON • • • , • • • • • • • • • 
LEHIGH •••••••••••••• 
LUZERNE • • • • • t • • • t •• 

LYCOMING, •••• , • v ••••• 

M~RCER •••••••••••••• 
MONTGOMERY •••••••••••• 
NORTHAMPTON • • • • •• •••• 
NORTHUMBERL.~No. • • • • • • • • • 
SCHUY~KILL. • • •• •••••• 
WASHINGTON. • • • • •• •••• 
WESTMORELAND. • • • • • • • • • • 
yORK ••••••••• I ••••• 

SOUTH CAROLINA I 
ANDERSON. • • 
CHARLESTON. • 
GREENVILLE. • 
LEKINGTON •• 
RICHLAND ••• 
SPARTANBURG • 

TENNESSEE I 

· . · . · · . 
HAMILTON ••••• 
KNOX. , • • • • • 
SHELBY •••••• 
SULLIVAN ••••• 

TEXASI 

· ...... . · ...... . 
., ...... . · ...... . · ...... . · ...... . 
.. . ... . · .. , ... . · ...... . · ...... . 

BELL ••••••••••••••• 
BEXAR • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BRAZORIA, • • • • •• • •••• 
CAMERON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DAL~AS ••••• ~ •••••••• 
EL PASO • • • • • • •• •••• 
GALVESTON • • ~ • • • • • • • • • 
HARRIS. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HIDALGO • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

JEFFERSON • • • • •• ••••• 
LUBBOCK • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MCLENNAN. • • • • •• ••••• 
NuECES •••••••••••••• 
SMITH •••••••••••••• 
TARRANT ••••••••••••• 
TAYLOR. • • • • • • • • ~ • • • • 
TRAVIS. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WICHITA • • • • • • • ~ • • • • • 

UTAHI 
·OAVIS •••••••••••••• 
SALT LAKE •••• ~ ••••••• 
UTAH ••••••••••••••• 
WEBER • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

VERMONT I 
CH ITTENoEN. . ~ .. ..... . 

VIRGINIAI 
ARLINGTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHESTERFIELD. • • • • • • • • • • 
FAIRFAX • • • • • • ~ • • • • • • 
HENRICO ••••••••••••• 
pRINCE WILLIAM. • • • • • • • • , 

WAsHINGTON; 
CLARK' •••••••••••••• 
KING •••••••••••••• " 
KITSAP ••• ., • , •••••••• 
pIERCE. • • • • • • • • • • • , • 
SNOHOMISH • • • , • • • • • • • • 
SPOKANE • • • • ~ • • • • • • • • 
yAKIMA. • • • • • , •• •••• 

WEST VIRGINIAI 
CABELL •••••• 
KANAWHA • • • • • 

WISCONSINI 

· ........ . · ...... . 

PopulationJ 

106 329 
265 035 
3L11 07L1 
115 123 
127 077 
629 121 
225 573 
99 001 

158 336 
2lLl 031 
302 71L1 
289 703 

117 213 
260 537 
269 136 
126 573 
2L18 176 
195 083 

271 750 
299 708 
7L18 733 
137 320 

159 888 
9L17 207 
136 120 
177 ULI 

1 Ll58 358 
Ll36 640 
194 035 

2 123 161 
235 033 

2L15 '103 
200 332 
160 762 
~'I9 375 
tll 557 
773 '11'1 
10'1 296 
388 187 
122 519 

122 692 
5'10 533 
177 106 
135 97'1 

111 73'1 

152 269 
121 7L11 
533 95L1 
171 535 
131 363 

164 Ll81 
1 160 211 

122 063 
1126 067 
275 357 
312 Ll67 
158 527 

105 534 
227 3L11 

(Dollar amounts ih thousands) 

Tot.\ 
general 

expenditure 

8 860 
32 213 
21 325 
16 750 
B 673 

57 291 
23 047 
11 102 
15 107 
16 005 
42 061 
21 185 

6 418 
26 032 
47 646 
1:3 42~ 
21 364 
20 762 

83 902 
BO 3l)4 

192 737 
50 861 

5 220 
36 o!2 
12 242 
9 351 

74 669 
15 593 
18 65B 

1811 34B 
8 972 

14 020 
17 643 
10 243 
18 448 

II 386 
31 618 

2 '320 
19 181 
3 968 

5 873 
93 697 

9 013 
11 722 

179 

119 789 
72 084 

436 701 
U3335 
86 855 

25 949 
217 072 

18 136 
53 939 
38 336 
33 570 
19 1169 

7 250 
1:3 1~5 

Total criminal 
justice system 

AJnount 

1 509 
5 280 
II 708 
2 717 
1 877 

16 109 
4 1170 
1 633 
2 697 
" 058 
II 750 
5 133 

1 966 
5 9118 
6 661 
2 872 
8 2117 
Ij 120 

5 959 
5 582 

40 190 
1 994 

2 162 
16 009 

3 178 
5 103 

33 889 
7 100 
" 365 

55 704 
" 1133 
5 1193 
3 029 
2 950 
7 667 
2 019 

14 317 
1 1195 
9 1194 
1 520 

1 362 
15 099 

30611 
2 lila 

1113 

11 402 
II 211 

J1 666 
12 577 
5 357 

5 361 
35 086 

3 666 
11 1191 

7 776 
8 11211 
II 207 

1 105 
2 325 

Percent 
of total 
general 
exp~ndi­

turf\ 

17.0 
16,11 
22.1 
16.2 
21.6 
28.1 
19.11 
14.7 
17.9 
19.1 
11.3 
24.2 

30.6 
22.8 
14,0 
21.'1 
38.6 
19.B 

7.1 
6.9 

20.9 
3.9 

111.11 
113.7 
26.0 
5L1.6 
'15.'1 
'15.5 
23.11 
30.2 
119.11 

39.2 
17,2 
28.B 
'Il,~ 
116.0 
115.3 
53.0 
119.5 
3B.3 

23.2 
16.1 
34,0 
IB.3 

79.9 

9.5 
5,8 
7.3 

11.1 
6,2 

20.7 
16.2 
20.2 
21.3 
20.3 
25.1 
21.6 

15.2 
17.7 

Police protection 

167 
155 
235 

211 
23 

1 961 
52 
BII ( 
118 

383 
170 
771 

B33 
3 :325 
3 162 
1 502 
:<877 
2 11'13 

1 7B8 
2 276 
5 000 

6119 

339 
2 1'10 
1 135 

219 
8 876 
1 2BII 
1 119 
7 IB8 

42!' 

1 160 
575 
IIB6 
627 
512 

3 111 
21B 

1 556 
35B 

626 
7 297 

375 
595 

7 

7 67B 
2 707 

17 910 
6 150 
3 363 

1 960 
11 602 
1 J57 
" 539 
3 311'1 
2 866 
1 113 

317 
582 

Percent 
of total 
.!riminal 
justice 
system 

11.1 
2.9 
5.0 
0.9 
1.2 

12.2 
1.2 
5.1 
1.B 

12.5 
3.6 

15.0 

"2.11 
55.9 
'17.5 
52.3 
311.9 
59.3 

30.0 
'IO.B 
12.'1 
'12.6 

15.7 
13.11 
35.7 

11.3 
26.2 
18.1 
~5.6· 
12.9 
9.6 

21.1 
19.0 
16.5 

B.2 
25.'1 
21.7 
111.6 
16.4 
23,6 

116.0 
IIB.3 
12,2 
27,7 

11.9 

67,3 
6'1.3 
56.6 
116.9 
62,B 

36.6 
33.1 
37.0 
39,5 
113.0 
311,0. 
26.5 

28,7 
25,0 

Judicial 

Amount 

5119 
1 717 
2 OB9 

891 
aOIl 

5 332 
1 4116 

600 
9111 

1 36'1 
2 220 
1 825 

5'16 
1 4'19 
1 592 

783 
3 631 
1 001 

1 9112 
1 922 
6 660 

705 

538 
'I 353 
1 OB2 
1 039 

10 all7 
2 270 
1 'IB8 

19 3BO 
1 235 

1 !i93 
1 050 

702 
2 '150 

901 
'I 207 

693 
2 IIB'I 

533 

176 
2 1173 

47B 
295 

1 200 
579 

3 11511 
2 969 

8116 

1 153 
7 'J12 

778 
2 175 
1 797 
1 7113 
1 1311 

1711 
521 

Percent 
of tota I 
criminal 
justice 
system 

36.4 
32.5 
1111.'1 
32.B 
112.B 
33.1 
32.3 
36.7 
3'1.9 
11'1.6 
116.7 
35.6 

27.9 
2'1." 
23.9 
27.3 
'111.0 
211.3 

32.6 
3'1.LI 
16.6 
35.'1 

211.9 
27.2 
311.0 
20.11 
32.0 
32.0 
3'1.1 
311.8 
27.9 

29.0 
3,*.1 
23.a 
32.0 
411.6 
29.11 
116.'1 
26.2 
35.1 

12.9 
16.11 
15.6 
13.7 

93.7 

10.5 
13.7 
12.2 
23.6 
15.B 

21.5 
22.6 
21.2 
IB.9 
23.1 
20.7 
27.0 

15.7 
22.11 

BROWN •••• , • • • • • • • • • 1711 930 30 75B 3 1180 il,3 2 001 57.5 6B8 19.8 
DANE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 311 7L10 57 2B1 9 295 16.2 3 236 311,8 2 657 2B.6 
KENOSHA. • • • • • •• • •• , 124 1153 21 6811 3 1182 16.1 1 7211 '19,5 876 25.2 
MARATHON, • • • • • • • • • • • • 106 'I6B 19 032 2 222 11.7 1 130 50.9 1102 IB.l 
MILWAUKEE •••• , ••••••• ' 1 003 569 313 586 29 6116 9.5 5 253 17.7 10 233 311.5 
OUTAGAMIE • • • • • • • • • • • • 127 175 21 5BO 2 553 11,8 991 38,8 8J2 3?6 
RACINE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 176 793 39 511 6 5711 16.6 2 096 31.9 1 2B2 19.5 
ROCK ••••• , • • •• •••• 1311 730 32 090 3 650 11'.'1 1 176 32,2 916 25.1 
WAUKESHA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 270 691 39 034 5 3'13 13.7 2 637 '19.11 1 1152 27.2 
WINNEBAGO. • • • • • • • • • • • 132 629 211 0118 2 670 11,1 1 016 38.1 662 211.8 

----~~--______ ~ ____ -L ____ ~ ______ -L ____ ~ ____ ~~ ____ ~ __ ~~ 

- Repl'esents zero or rounds to zoro. 
Z Leas than half the unit of meaollrellont shown. 
1nata are based on a fiold compiltltlon ;from records of each county government shown; see text for data limitations. 
'Population as of July 1, 1677 froll! Bureau of the Census estimates. 
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Table 15. Percent distribution of criminB'f '·!lJstice system total expenditure (dir~ct and intergovernmental) 
of 343 large county governments, fiscal year 1973-Contlnued 

County' 

PENNSYLVANIA--CONTINUEtJ 
LEBANON • • • , • • • • • • • • • 
LEHIGH. • • • • • • • • • • • • , 
LUZERNE • • • • • • •• •••• 
LYCOMING. I ••••••••••• 

MERCER. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY •••••••••••• 
NORTHAMPTON • , • • • , • • • • • 
NORTHUMBERLAND. • • • • • , • • • 
SCHUYLKILL •• , • • •• • ••• 
WASHINGTON •• , • • •• • ••• 
WESTMORELAND. • • • • • • • • • • 
yORK ••••••••••••••• 

SOUTH CAROLINA I 
ANDERSON. • • • • • • • • • • a • 

CHARLESTON. • • • • •• •••• 
GREENVILLE. • • • • • • • • • • , 
LEXINGTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RICHLAND ••••••••••••• 
SPARTANBURG • • , • • • • • • • , 

TENNESSEE I 
HAMILTON. " ••••••••••• 
KNOX • •••••••••••••• 
SHELBY ••••••••••••• , 
SULLIVAN. • • • • • • • • • • • • 

TEXASI 
BEll ••• r, ••••••••••• 

BEXAR •• , .••••••••••• 
BRAZORIA •• t •••••••••• 

CAMERON • c • • • • • • • • • • • 
DALLAS •••••••••••••• 
£L PASO • • • • • • • • •• •• 
GALVESTON , , • • • • • • • • • • 
HARRIS ••••••••••••• i 

HIDALGO • • • • ~ • • • • • I • • 

JEFFERSON • , • e • •• ..., 

LUBBOCK • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
t,CLENNAN ••••••••••••• 
~!UECES ••••••• , , ••••• 
S\tITH • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
tARRANT • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TAYL.OR. • • • • • • • • • , • • • 
TRAVIS ••••••••• OJ •••• 

WICHITA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

UTAHI 
DAVIS •••••••••••••• 
SALT LAKE •• ~ ••• I ••••• 

UTAH •• " g c; II It •••••••• 

WEBER • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

VERMONT: 
CHITTENDEN. , • • • • • • • • • • 

VIRGINIAI 
ARLINGTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHESTERFIELD ••••••• , ••• 
FAIRFAX • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HENRICO •••••• I ••••• , 

PRINCE WILLIAM. • • • • • • • • • 

WASHINGTON I 
CLARK « fl. • • • • • • • • • • 

KING. • • • • • • • • e , • • • • 
KITSAP ••• I ••••••••• , 

PIE~CE •••••• I ••••••• 

SNOHOMISH • • • , • • • • • • • • 
SPOKANE • • I • • • • I • ~ • • • 

YAKIMA ••••••• I •••••• 

!lEST VIRGINIA I 
CAaEl~ •••••••••••••• 
KANAWHA • • • • • • • • • I ~ • • 

WISCONSIN I 
BROWN • • • • • • • • • I • e I • 

DANE" •••• , ••••••••• 
KENOSHA • • • • • • • • • I • • • 

MARATHON. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MILWAUKEE • • • • • • , • • • • , 
OUTAGAMIE • • • • • • • , , • • • 
RACINE •••••••••••••• 
ROCK. I • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

WAUKESHA. • • • • • • • • , • • • 
WINNEBAGO • • , • • • • • • • • • 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Legal services and 
prosecution 

Amount 
Percent of 

total criminal 
justice syste. 

86 
1199 
11111 
196 
233 

1 533 
2B8 
152 
1118 
237 
567 
235 

B7 
235 
364 
102 
718 
1911 

17B 
1lj" 
666 

61 

493 
2 02B 

271 
273 

3 722 
1 093 

561 
6 255 

337 

7611 
388 
303 
591 
169 

2 705 
139 
865 
174 

196 
1 BII9 

222 
331 

2 

1145 
181 

1 011 
IIB2 
336 

537 
3 Oil!> 

357 
992 
6BLI 
635 
379 

lIIB 
333 

189 
1 6311 

.;laB 
166 

2 931 
198 
1134 
360 
1112 
187 

5.7 
9.5 
8.6 
7.2 

12.'1 
9.5 
6.11 
9.3 
5.5 
7.B 

11.9 
11.6 

'1.11 
11.0 
5.5 
3.6 
8.7 
11.7 

3.0 
2.6 
1.7 
3.1 

22.B 
12.7 

6.5 
5.3 

11.0 
15.11 
12,9 
11.2 

7.6 

13.9 
12.8 
10.3 
7.7 
8.11 

1B.9 
9.3 
9.1 

11.11 

3.9 
11.:5 
3.2 
3.8 
6.3 

10.0 
B.7 
9.7 
8,6 
B.8 
7.5 
9,0 

13.4 
111.3 

5.'1 
17,6 

9.11 
7.5 
9.9 
7.B 
6.6 
9.9 
7.7 
'7.0 

Public defense 

Amount 
PI;l:t:cent of 

tot.l cHminal 
justice system 

32 
1116 
199 

611 
130 
5115 
170 

91 
lOB 
75 

170 
90 

36 
139 
155 

JII 
2~5 
\:J 

13B 
1156 

57 
811 

1 325 
21111 
124 

2 111 
98 

201 
6'1 
113 

1112 
'13 

281 
96 

lBII 
37 

6B 
1160 

73 
75 

129 

211 
2 272 

2113 
5116 
2115 
567 
195 

101 
:310 
138 

43 
1 659 

60 
468 
181 
139 

85 

2.1 
2.B 
11.2 
2.11 
6.9 
3.11 
3.B 
5.6 
11.0 
2.5 
3.6 
1.B 

1.B 
2.3 
2.3 
1.2 
3.0 
1.B 

1.9 
0.2 

5.0 
3.0 
2.11 
3.5 

0.4 

3.9 
6.5 
6.6 
11.8 
3.2 
6.7 
11.6 

2.9 
3.3 
'1.0 
1.9 
5.6 
2.11 
7.1 
5.0 
2.6 
3.2 

Corrections 

Amount 
Percent of 

total criminal 
jus tice system 

675 
2 763 
1 771 
1 D26 

665 
6 73B 
25111 

706 
1 1152 

999 
1 623 
a 212 

462 
770 

1 012 
367 
763 
253 

1 eq3 
1 165 
6 727 

375 

597 
5 26'1 

6011 
1 026 
B 853 
2 179 

779 
15 399 

2 339 

1 116 
89B 

1 2117 
2 166 

3111 
2 B25 

319 
4 2~1 

395 

1116 
2 2'17 
1 770 

7L17 

1 596 
71B 

II 26B 
2 976 

786 

1 1189 
10 1117 

892 
3 lBII 
1 6110 
2 170 
l 31111 

1166 
B89 

501 
1 'I5B 

'116 
1170 

8 '122 
3011 
772 
9110 
637 
176 

1111.7 
52.3 
37,6 
56,2 
35.11 
'11.0 
56,2 
43.2 
53.8 
32.7 
311.2 
113.1 

23,5 
12.9 
15.2 
12.B 
9.3 
6,1 

30.9 
20.9 
16.7 
lB.B 

27.6 
32.9 
19.0 
20.1 
26.1 
30.7 
1-Y .B 
27.6 
52.8 

20.4 
29.6 
'12,3 
2B.3 
16.9 
19.7 
21.3 
LI'I.6 
26.0 

10.7 
111.9 
57.B 
311.B 

27,B 
2B.9 
~'I.3 
27,7 
21.1 
25.B 
:31.9 

112.2 
3B.2 

111.11 
15.7 
11,9 
21.2 
2B.II 
11.9 
11.7 
25,B 
11.9 
6,6 

Other criminal justice 

Amount 
Percent of 

total crimina 1 
justice system 

16 
22 

30 
376 .. aLI 

13 
156 

208 
72 

20 363 

57 
1 768 

29 
2 1162 

266 
30 

2911 
5 371 

657 
5'1 

169 
1 691 

53 
1 18B 

:30 
17'1 

23 

150 
773 
1116 
105 

IIB3 
26 

4 1194 

24 

11 
107 

39 
55 
66 

'1113 
112 

11 
1 ll1e 

l.68 
1 522 

'17 
66 

51111 

0.6 
1.2 

0,5 
5.6 
2.9 
0.2 
3.8 

3.5 
1.3 

50.7 

2.6 
11.0 
0.9 

IIB.2 
O.B 
0.'1 
6.7 
9.6 

12.0 
1.8 
5.7 

22.1 
2.6 
B.3 
2.0 
1.B 
1.5 

11.0 
5.1 
'1.B 
11.9 

0.2 
0.3 
1.1 
0.5 
0.6 
5.3 
1.0 

0.5 
3.9 
6.6 

2'.2 
2.1 
1.2 

20.11 
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Table 16. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure of 343 large county 
governments, fiscal year 1978 . 

County' Population' 

TOTAL • • • 125 793 27/J. ! 
ALABIIMA: 

CALHOUN • • • • , • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • ., • •••• 
MADISON • • • • • • • • ~ • • • • 
MOBILE. • • • ~ • • y • • •• • 

MONTGOMERY. • • • • f • • • • • a 

TUSCALOOSA. • • • • •• • ••• 

ARIZONAI 
MARICOPA. • • • • 
PIMA ••••••• 

ARKANSAS: 

... .. 
PULASKI • • • • • • • 
SEBASTIAN • • • • • 

CALIFORNIA: 

.... 
•••• 0 

... . . . . . 
ALAMEDA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BUTTE • • • • • •• •••••• 
CONTRA COSTA ••••••••••• 
FRESNO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HUMBOLDT ••••••••••••• 
KERN. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOS ANGELES • • • •• ••••• 
MARIN •• ,. ............ . 
MERCED •••••••••••••• 
MONTEREY ••••••• 6 ••••• 

ORANGE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RIVERSIDE • • • • • • , • • • • • 
SACRAMENTO. • • • • • • " • • , • 

SAN BERNARDINO •••••••••• 
SAN DIEGO • • • • • • • • , • • • 
SAN JOAQUIN • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN ~UIS OBISPO. •• •••• 
SAN MATEO •••• , It ••• , •• 

SANTA BARBARA • • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA CLARA • • • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA CRUZ. • • • • • ~ • • • • • 
SOLANO. • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • 
SONOMA •••••••••••••• 
S:'l~NISLAUS •••• 'k , •••••• 

iULARE. • • • • • •• •• J •• 

VENTURA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
YOLO •••• ~ ~ •••••• 

COLORADO I 
ADAMS. • • • • • • •• • ••• 
ARAPAHOE. • • , • • • • • • • • • 
BOULDER • • • • • • • • • • • • , 
EL PASO ••••••••••••• 
,IEFFERSON • • • • • • • •• •• 
LARIMER • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PUEBLO.. ••••••••••• 
WELD.. • •••• ,. • ••• 

DELAWARE: 
NEW CASTLE. ........... 

FLOIUDA: 
ALACHUA • •• ••••••••• 
BREVARD • • , • • • III ., • • • • • 

BROWARD • • • I • • • • • • • • • 

DADE. • I • • I • • • • • • • • • 

ESCAMBIA .............. 11 

HILLSBOnOUGH ••••••••••• 
lEE. • • • • • • • •• • ••• 
LEON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
t~ANATEE • • .1 • • • • • • • • • • 

OKALOOSA. • • • • • •• • ••• 

ORANGE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PALM BEACH, • • • • • •• • •• 
PASCO • • • • • e I I • • • • • • 

PINELLAS. '" ••••••••••• 
POLK ••••••••••••••• 
SARASOTA ••••••••••••• 
SEMINOLE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
VOLUSIA • • • I • I I • • • I • • 

GEORGIAI 
BIBB. • • 
CtlATHAM • 
CLAYTON • 

• I I • , I •••••• · .......... . · .......... . 
See footnotes .t end of table. 

112 Q09 
652 222 
186 532 
352 970 
184 473 
123 895 

1 288 754 
454 627 

325 159 
88 707 

1 099 186 
127 841 
612 866 
472 492 
106 793 
363 305 

7 028 518 
223 5/18 
12'1 330 
275 304 

1 799 032 
575 095 
721 311 

736 5L10 
1 675 714 

311 612 
134 498 
587 724 
287 433 

1 216 365 
169 188 
201 430 
263 2'13 
235 991 
216 921 
'167 480 
106 425 

224 133 
238 1'19 
171 436 
285 987 
335 842 
124 401 
123 408 
109 980 

398 488 

126 363 
2:53 955 
867 861 

1 439 854 
225 793 
583 3B3 
165 965 
129 406 
125 300 
104 247 

LI lit 378 
Ll77 250 
lL12 033 
654 25L1 
277 175 
167 570 
142 9'13 
213 7L11 

lL13 730 
191 613 
136 108 

I 

I 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Total 
direct 

expend itu~e 

2~ 857 877 

II 508 
92 017 
10 195 
23 490 

8 1136 
10 2114 

183 218 
106 1113 

13 1110 
LI 9311 

3113 1111 
118 131 

216 6511 
181 920 

1f7 732 
171 177 

2 '189 5'19 
75 279 
60 272 
81 206 

3115 533 
191/ 595 
1106 117 

277 0811 
1135 !Ill 
138 01/5 

50 871 
165 861 
109 088 
3Bl 507 

61 757 
67 825 
96 892 

101 607 
109 211 
188 787 

39 232 

111 198 
23 985 
24 673 
30 9111 
112 0011 
21 11811 
29 1150 
211 706 

59 0911 

18 037 
III 9811 
87 9311 

510 588 
33 0311 

125 597 
31) 381 
17 250 
29 347 
12 1159 

6:) P;;'6 
77 707 
19 787 
77 332 
37 750 
20 809 
17 ~12 
33 Q83 

13 9113 
28 11118 
25 3112 

Total crilninal 
juatice system 

Jl..mount 

If 3118 153 

930 
13 962 

2 823 
8 322 
3 326 
3 028 

38 579 
27 370 

II 713 
1 818 

81 512 
6 ~13 

LlIf Ll96 
32 0711 

7 827 
29 8112 

'127 852 
12 3511 

5 836 
n 648 
79 307 
:'3 1105 
511 928 

117 956 
72 997 
22 2511 

8 309 
37 129 
21 068 
61 1IL!9 
1<: 333 
12 963 
lLI '139 
15 267 
15 1152 
29 921 

7 030 

3692 
II :598 
3 1131 
II 881 
5 1161 
2 158 
1 9118 
3 1191 

7 896 

7 8711 
5 985 

20 700 
78 682 
13 119 
21 183 

5 381 
3 9'16 
3 227 
1 7L!8 

16 203 
17 761/ 

II 1118 
17 6lL1 
8 230 
1/ 880 
3 738 

10 592 

II 063 
5 691 
5 602 

Percent 
of total 
direct 

expendi­
ture 

16.8 

20.6 
15.2 
27.7 
::>5.11 
39.11 
29.6 

21.1 
25.7 

35.9 
36.8 

23.8 
12.9 
20.5 
17.6 
16.11 
17.11 
17.2 
16.11 
9.7 

21.7 
23.0 
17.2 
1:l.5 

17.3 
16.8 
16.1 
16.3 
22.11 
19.3 
16.1 
20.0 
19.1 
111.9 
15.0 
111.1 
15.8 
17.9 

9.0 
18.3 
13.9 
15.8 
13.0 
10.0 
6.6 

111,1 

13.11 

112.2 
111.3 
2:1.5 
15.11 
39.7 
16.9 
15.7 
22.9 
11.0 
111.0 

20.2 
22.9 
21.0 
22.8 
21.8 
23.5 
21.2 
31.2 

29.1 
20.0 
22.1 

Police protection 

Amount 

1 275 6111 

161 
3 907 

5119 
. 2 138 

628 
599 

8 886 
7 388 

1 290 
300 

10 072 
2 008 
8 652 
9 1113 
3 073 
8371 

131 705 
2 447 
1 699 
5572 

12 992 
10 760 
16 8115 

15 726 
13 713 
5 991/ 
2 818 
6 522 
5 9611 

10 7Bl 
2 937 
2 1111/ 
5 085 
3 325 
II 261 
9 219 
2 339 

2 101 
1 788 
1 550 

71/3 
2 825 
1 235 

612 
1 6119 

6 322 

2 550 
2 977 
8 202 

'13 130 
2 602 
8 951 
2 998 
1 972 
1 712 

755 

8 155 
9 1158 
2 1168 
6 381 
3 9911 
3 0112 
2 303 
3 0111 

1 339 
2 2111 
3 0110 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

29.3 

17.3 
28.0 ,. .~ 

.7 
",,0.9 
19.8 

23.0 
27.0 

12.11 
32.3 
19.11 
28.5 
39.3 
28,1 
30.8 
19.8 
29.1 
31.6 
16.11 
32.2 
30.7 

32.8 
18.6 
26.9 
33.9 
17.6 
28.3 
17.5 
23.8 
16.5 
35.2 
21.8 
27.6 
30.8 
33.3 

56.9 
110.7 
115.2 
15.2 
51.7 
57.2 
31.11 
117.2 

80.1 

32.11 
'19.7 
39.6 
511.8 
19.8 
'12.3 
55.7 
50.0 
53.1 
113.2 

50.3 
53.2 
59.5 
36.2 
118.5 
62.3 
61.6 
28.7 

Judicial 

Amount 

1 091 8011 

512 
'I 885 
1 029 
2 3111 
1 338 
1 018 

9 516 
5 1'13 

1 '133 
5'19 

21 232 
1 !)09 
6 651 
5 719 
1 672 
II 50'1 

95 657 
2 951 
1 3113 
3 '101 

22 287 
7 tfll6 
9 ;;Ll3 

11 ':113 
19 tf22 

II 9113 
1 718 
7 Lllf3 
'1(1) 

1'1 582 
2 652 
2 825 
2 577 
3 026 
2 780 

5 630 I 1 325 

37 
595 

53 
1 '135 

1211 

188 

1 21/7 

3 802 
1 9811 
6 273 

18 535 
8 075 
5 383 
1 307 
1 213 

852 
7911 

3 931 
II 053 
1 0911 
7 219 
2 607 

899 
836 

1 607 

1 112 
1 925 
1 293 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

25.1 

55.1 
35.0 
3';.5 
28.1 
'10.2 
33,6 

24.7 
18.8 

30.11 
30.2 

26.0 
211.3 
111.9 
17.8 
21.1/ 
15.1 
22.11 
23.9 
23.0 
19.3 
28.1 
22.3 
17.0 

211.8 
26.(;> 
22.2 
20.7 
20.0 
2l.9 
23.7 
21.5 
21.8 
17.8 
19.8 
18.0 
18.8 
18.8 

1.0 
13.5 
1.5 

29.11 
2 • .:5 

9.7 

15.8 

118.3 
33.1 
30.3 
23.6 
61.6 
25.'1 
2'1.3 
30.7 
26.11 
115.11 

2'1.3 
22.8 
26.11 
41.0 
31.7 
18.11 
2.2.1/ 
15.2 

27.'1 
33.8 
23.1 

\ 
~ 
11 

" n 

)1 

:1 
!i 

I! 
il 
II 
il 
:1 
:1 
Ii 
lJ 

II 
ii 
I' d 
11 

!\ 
~ j , 

, 
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Table 16. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure of 343 large county 
governments, fiscal fear 1978-Continued 

County' 

TOTAL 

ALABAMA: 
CALHOUN • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • •• ....,. 
MADISON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MOBILE. • • 5 • • • • • • • • 4 e 
MONTGoMERY ••••••••• a , • 

TUSCALOOSA ••••••••• , •• 

ARIZONA: 
MARICOPA. 
pIMA ••• 

ARKANSAS: 
PULASKI • 
SEBASTIAN 

CALlFvRNIA I 

· .. . · .. . 
· . 
• • 

. . , .... 
• III •••••• 

ALAMEDA • • • • • •• • q • • • 

BUTTE • • • • • c • • , • • • • • 

CONTRA COSTA. • • • ) • • • • • • 
FRESNO ••••• ~ • ~ •••••• 
HUMBOLDT ••••••••••••• 
KERN. • • • • • • •• ...., 
LOS ANGELES • • • • • • • •• • 
MARIN ••• e , ••••••••• 
MERCED •••••••••••••• 
MONTEREy ••••••••• , •• 
ORANGE. • • • • • • • '" 
RIVERSIDE • • • • • • • •• •• 
sACRAMENTO. • • • • • • • • • • • 

SAN BERNARDINO. • • • • •• •• 
SAN DI£GO • • • • • •• •••• 
sAN JOAQUIN • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN LuIS OBISPO ••••••••• 
SAN MATEO • • • • • •• •••• 
sANTA BAR8ARA • • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA CLARA • • • • • • • • • • • 
sANTA CRUZ ••••• t •••• 

SOLANO. • • • • •• •• • • 
SONOMA •••••••••••••• 
STANISLAUS •••••••••••• 
TULARE •••••••••••••• 
VENTURA. • • •• • •••••• 
YOLO ••••••••••••••• 

COLORADO: 
ADAMS • • • 0 • • t • • • • • • • 

ARAPAHOE. III • • • • • • • • • • • 

BOULDER •••••••• 0 • • • 

EL rASa • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LARIMER • • • •• •••••• ~ 
PUEBLO •••••••••••••• 
wELD •••••••••• ~ •••• 

DELAWARE: 
NEW CASTLE. . .. . .. .,. .. 

FLORIDA: 
ALACHUA • • • • e , • • • • • • • 
BREVARD • • • • • , • • • • • • • 
SROWARD • • • • • • • , • • • • • 
DADE •• $ •••••••• It ••• 

ESCAMBIA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HILLSBOROUGH. • • • • • • • • • • 
I,.EE. • •••••••••••• 
LEON. ~ • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MANATEE • • • • • • • ~ • • • • • 
oKALOOSA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 

ORANGE •••••••••••••• 
PALM BEACH. • • • • • • • • • • • 
PASCO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PINELLAS ••••••••••••• 
POLK. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SARASOTA. • • • • • • • v ~ • • • 

SEMINOLE ••••••••••••• 
VO~USIA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

!;EOHGIAI 
BIBB ••••••••••••••• 
CHATHAM • • • • • • • • ~ • • • • 
CLAYTON •••••••••• ., •• 

See footnotes at end of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Legal services and 
prosecution 

Amount 

1107 5119 

117 
996 
3711 
370 
366 
11111 

4 852 
3 015 

7115 
169 

9 922 
980 

5 300 
II 237 
1 005 
3 327 

50 035 
1 1170 

689 
2 328 

10 657 
II 262 
8 567 

" 2115 
9 289 
2 720 
1 292 
3 257 
2 Ll38 
7 607 
1 598 
1 '180 
1 673 
2 089 
2 057 
3 960 

969 

1 068 
1 303 

620 
1 328 
1 5112 

1112 
6'18 
570 

256 

182 
3711 
566 

1 363 
292 
386 
190 
116 
125 

1111 

306 
2911 
152 
516 
235 
119 
136 
138 

377 
371 
11113 

Percent 
of tot.l 
criminal 
Justice 
system 

9.11 

5.1 
7.1 

13.2 
LI.II 

11.0 
11.8 

12.6 
11.0 

15.8 
9.3 

12.2 
15.8 
11.9 
13.2 
12.8 
11.1 
11.7 
11.9 
11.8 
13.2 
13.4 
12.8 
15.6 

8.9 
12.7 
12.2 
15.5 
8.8 

11.6 
12.11 
13.0 
11.11 
11.6 
13.7 
13.3 
13.2 
13.8 

26.9 
29.6 
18.1 
27.2 
28.2 
19.1 
33.3 
16.3 

3.2 

2.3 
6.2 
2.7 
1.7 
2.2 
1.8 
3.5 
2.9 
3.9 
2.5 

1.9 
1.7 
3.7 
2.9 
2.9 
2.11 
3.6 
1.3 

9.3 
6.5 
7.9 

Puhlic defense 

Amount 

152 328 

38 

16 

9 

2 889 
1 11211 

1119 
57 

6 715 
218 

2 576 
1 575 

33'1 
883 

24 911;> 
901 
185 
849 

3 856 
878 

3 1119 

1 767 
II 391 
1 1195 

262 
1 51i8 

998 
3 205 

619 
7311 
561 
11118 
902 

1 1111! 
'13'1 

15 

71 

114 
31 

132 
539 

66 
1112 

67 
25 
25 
15 

60 
11211 

12 
130 

93 
101 

17 
I! 

611 
209 

72 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

3.5 

0.3 

0.2 

0.3 

7.5 
5.2 

8,2 
3.5 
5.8 
11.9 
'1.3 
3.0 
5.8 
7.3 
3.2 
11.8 
11.9 
2.6 
5.7 

3.7 
6.0 
6.7 
3.2 
11.2 
11.7 
5.2 
5.0 
5.7 
3.9 
2.9 
5.8 
3.8 
6.2 

0.8 

0.9 

0.6 
0.5 
0.6 
0.7 
0.5 
1.9 
1.2 
0.6 
0.8 
0.9 

0.11 
2.4 
0.3 
0.7 
1.1 
2.1 
0.5 
eZ) 

1.6 
3.7 
1.3 

Corrections 

Amount 

1 :.68 6911 

210 
3 8511 

859 
3 tl57 

942 
1 258 

12 376 
10 tlOO 

922 
1131 

32 602 
1 11911 

20 619 
9 838 
1 653 

11 809 
125 515 

II 137 
1 7110 
5 223 

27 872 
10 059 
15 1176 

111 305 
25 89L1 

7 079 
2 171 

16 1119 
7 055 

21/ 693 
LI 268 
5 780 
'I tl62 
5 973 
'I 883 
9 1162 
1 950 

1186 
671 
953 

1 375 
1109 
461 
1126 

1 235 

933 
511 

3 318 
13 1136 

2 038 
5 26.3 

732 
511 
1133 
140 

3 1183 
3 198 

1122 
2 992 
1 1311 

676 
1125 

5 7611 

1 171 
9115 
739 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

29.2 

22.6 
27.6 
30.'1 
Lll.5 
28.3 
111.5 

32.1 
38.0 

19.6 
23.7 

110.0 
24.0 
116.3 
30.7 
21.1 
39.6 
29.3 
33.5 
29.8 
29.6 
35.1 
30.1 
28.2 

29.8 
35.5 
31.8 
26.1 
1111.2 
33.5 
110.2 
311.6 
1111.6 
30.1' 
:l9.1 
31.6 
31.6 
27.7 

13,2 
15.3 
27,8 
28.2 
7.5 

21.11 
21.9 
35.11 

11.6 
8.5 

10:..0 
17.1 
15.5 
211.8 
13.6 
12.9 
13.11 
8.0 

21.5 
18.0 
10.2 
17.0 
13.8 
13.9 
11.11 
511.LI 

28.8 
16.6 
13.2 

Other criminal justice 

Amount 

152 16q 

282 
12 

52 

60 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
Justice 
system 

3.5 

2.0 
0.11 

0.2 

1711 
312 

3.7 
17.2 

969 
II 

698 
1 562 

90 
9118 

IItl8 
180 
275 

1 643 

1 5118 

286 
23 
1/8 

1 9110 

581 
259 

81 
1106 
569 
506 

13 

III 
255 

561 
50 
59 
37 

363 
108 

2 207 
1 679 

46 
786 
87 

109 
80 

268 
337 

376 
167 

113 
21 
38 

1.2 
0.1 
1.6 
11.9 
1.1 
3.2 

3.6 
3.1 
1.6 
2.1 

2.8 

0.'1 
O.~ 
0.6 
5.2 

0.9 
2.1 

0.6 
2.7 
3.7 
1.7 
0.2 

0.9 
7.11 

10.J 
2.J 
3.0 
1.1 

11.0 
1.8 

10.7 
2.1 
0.11 
3.7 
1.6 
2.8 
2.5 

1.7 
1.9 

2.1 
2.0 
0.9 
0.6 
0.11 

0.3 
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Table 16. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure of 343 large county 
governments, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

County' 

GEORGIA--CONTINUED 
COBB. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DE KAL8 ••••••••••••• 
FULTON •••••••••••••• 
GWINNETT ••••••••••••• 
RICHMOND. • • • • • • • • • • • • 

IDAHO I 
ADA ••••••••••••••• 

ILLINOIS: 
cHAMPAIGN • • • • • • • • • • • • 
cOOK ••••••••••••••• 
oU PAGE e I ••••••••••• 

KANE ••••••••••••••• 
LAKE ••••••• lit ••••••• 

LA SALLE ••••••••••••• 
MCHENRY • • • • • • • • • • • • e 
MCLEAN. • e _ • • • • • • • • • • 

MACON • D • • • • • • •• '" 

MADISON ••••••••••••• 
PEORIA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ROCK ISLAND • • • • • • • • • • • 
sT. CLAIR •••• t 0 q ••••• 

sANGAMON ••••••••••••• 
TAZEWELL ••••••••••••• 
WItL •••••••• I •••••• 

wINNEBAGO • ~ • • • • • • • • • • 

INDIANAI 
ALLEN • • • • • • • • 0 • • • • • 

DELAWARE. • • " • • • • • • • • • 
ELKHART • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
L4KE ••••••••• " ••••• 
LA PORTE ••••••• 0 ••••• 

MADISON • • • • • • • • ~ • • • • 
sT. JOSEPH ••••••••• 'I I • 

TIPPECANOE. • • • I I • • • • • • 

VANDERBURGH • • • • •• •••• 
VIGO ••••••••••••••• 

IOWAI 
B~ACK HAWK •••• 
LINN ••••••• 
POLK. • • • • • • 
SCOTT • • • • • • 
wOODBURY ••••• 

· ...... . 

KANSASI 
JOHNSON • • 
SEDGWJCK. • 
sHAWNEE • • 
WYANDOTTE • 

KENTU'KY: 

· ...... . · . . . . . . . · . " .... . · ....... . 
. . . . . .. . . . . . 
• • I •••••••• 

III •••••• I ••• 

(II • • • • • • • • • • 

... JEFFERSON ••••••••• 
KENTON. • e • • • • • • • . . . . 

LOljISIANAI 
CADDO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CALCASIEU • • • " • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
L.AFAYETTE •••• '" III •••••• 

OUACHITA. • • • • • • • • • q • • 

RAPIDES • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MAINEI 
CUMBERLAND. • • • • • • • • • • • 
KENNEBEC. .• • • '" • • • • • • • • 
PENOBSCOT • • • • • • • • • • • • 
yORK. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MARYLAND: 
ANNE ARUNDE~. • • • • • • • • • • 
BALTIMORE •••• " ••••••• 
HARFORD • • • • • t • • • • • • • 

MONTGOMERY •••••••••••• 
pRINCE GEORGES •••••••••• 
WASHINGTON •••••••••••• 

MASSACHUSETTS I 
BARNSTABLE. • • • • • • 
BERKSHIRE • • • • • • • 
BRISTOL • • • • • • • • 
ESSEX • • " • • III • " • 

HAMPDEN • • • • • • • • 
HAMPSHIRE • • • • • • • 

· .... 
• • • II • · .... 
• • • e • 

• • t,\I •• · .... 
See footnotes at end of table. 

« 

Population" 

251 635 
457 698 
566 963 
128 206 
154 829 

144 665 

168 156 
5 309 763 

580 262 
271 399 
416 208 
108 849 
133 788 
118 389 

127 227 
246 366 
201 223 
163 778 
280 531 
173 727 
127 90'1 
306 491 
241 715 

288 527 
128 900 
134 031 
543 056 
106 820 
138 205 
239 228 
115 417 
162 099 
111 521 

136 993 
167 491 
301 030 
154 336 
103 535 

251 401 
352 595 
156 334 
176 668 

683 495 
130 4:31 

242 518 
156 540 
422 801 
132 318 
130 226 
124 836 

204 783 
103 256 
136 467 
125 867 

356 374 
641 976 
143 664 
571 868 
671 9811 
108 716 

136 919 
1113 8110 
1168 893 
624 862 
456 868 
131 858 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Total 
dir~ct 

expendiJalre 

47 135 
93 562 
59 3111 
29 015 
18 638 

13 176 

11 6118 
333 307 

57 936 
15 305 
112 952 
10 868 

7 1176 
8 52'1 

6 793 
15 '120 
15 003 
11 578 
1'1 953 
11 3811 

6 036 
~9 056 
23 862 

311 870 
.11 369 
13 685 
81 765 
10 6611 
15 '15'1 
26 865 

9 793 
16 61'1 
11 213 

12 11'12 
17 929 
36 666 
10 622 
13 '162 

30 !H'I 
35 620 
16 205 
10 886 

85 052 
21 03'1 

17 955 
29 '136 
95 905 
18 '18;3 
1;3 967 
16 068 

2 '193 
1 259 
1 '176 
1 252 

2'15 11112 
1173 578 

91 711 
550 062 
1186 895 

60 368 

5 350 
3 263 
8 180 

111 263 
10 219 

3 6113 

Total criminal 
juetice system 

Amount 

9 751 
18 1131 
19 138 

II 623 
5 920 

6 206 

2 520 
196 '118 

10 357 
5 050 
8 339 
1 875 
2 907 
3 1127 

2 195 
II 322 
II 369 
2 686 
II 720 
3 1155 
1 751 
II 873 
5 582 

5 992 
1 638 
2 729 

12 093 
2 279 
2 026 
II 527 
1 736 
3 369 
1 1380 

3 129 
LI 122 

10 269 
2 1179 
2 '!7'1 

II 812 
9 553 
II 6111 
3 692 

27 lifO 
1 1197 

5 OBO 
5 7'16 

2'1 013 
3 752 
3 19? 
2 950 

1 608 
523 
8lI6 
701 

13 116 
29 983 

3 230 
38 8'18 
36 526 

1 1'18 

3 1173 
2 252 
5 985 

11 627 
11 7111 

2 5511 

Percent 
of total 
direct 

expendi­
ture 

20.7 
19.7 
32.3 
15.9 
31.8 

21.6 
58.9 
17.9 
33.0 
19.'1 
17.3 
38.9 
flO.2 

32.3 
2B.0 
29.1 
23.2 
31.6 
30.3 
28.8 
25.6 
23.11 

17.2 
111.11 
19.9 
111.B 
21.'1 
1301 
16.9 
17.7 
20.3 
16.B 

25.1 
23.0 
28.0 
23.3 
18.'1 

15.8 
26.8 
28.5 
33.9 

6'1.5 
111.5 
57.3 
56.0 

611.9 
69.0 
73.2 
81.5 

11'1.9 
70.1 

11,01108 protecti.Qt) 

Amount 

'! 3311 
10 239 

2 782 
2 1117 
2 050 

1 398 

799 
16 550 

2 767 
1 365 
2 865 

1179 
1 1108 

768 

926 
1 372 
1 379 
1 088 
1 208 
1 2'13 

622 
2 388 
1 897 

1 868 
'155 
930 

3 '1111 
665 
3711 

1 105 
630 

1 1.31 
3'12 

589 
872 

1 010 
750 
35'1 

1 6117 
1 520 

8111 
591 

11 7117 
703 

2 195 
3 539 

11 9117 
2 ;173 
1 1195 
1 588 

571 
111'1 
201 
208 

9 927 
211 11'17 

1 30'1 
26 i97 
26 976 

'161 

1196 
113 
66 
7'1 
88 
23 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

'1'1.11 
55.6 
111.5 
'16.11 
311.6 

22.5 

31,7 
8.11 

26.7 
27,0 
3'1.6 
25.5 
48.'1 
22.'1 

112.2 
31.7 
31.6 
110.5 
25.6 
36.0 
35.5 
119.0 
311.0 

31.2 
27.8 
3'1.1 
28.5 
29.2 
18.11 
211.'1 
36.3 
33.6 
18.2 

HI.8 
21.2 
9.8 

30.3 
111.3 

311.2 
15.9 
18.2 
16.0 

'!3.3 
47.0 

113.2 
61.6 
119.8 
60.6 
116.8 
53.8 

35.5 
27,S 
23.8 
29.7 

7,'$.7 
81.5 
'10.11 
1>7.11 
73.9 
110.2 

111.3 
1.9 
1.1 
0.6 
0.7 
0.9 

Judicial 

Amount 

3 776 
3 b'l7 
7 1J52 
1 5211 
1 1811 

1J26 

'166 
51 581 

2 1J17 
1 252 
1 255 

306 
'136 
501 

'189 
1 273 

821 
'1611 

1 025 
b02 
'121 

1 182 
1 237 

1 759 
561 
696 

3 IJB5 
1J53 
761 

1 ti82 
.367 

1 178 
793 

1 271 
1 291 
3 .35'1 

769 
1 050 

1 1165 
2 666 
1 158 
1 ti.\9 

'I 0'12 
275 

1J76 
1J22 

'I 278 
620 
'107 
398 

208 
116 
256 
1116 

1 235 
1 "'5'1 

6110 
5 795 
'I 026 

2011 

1 286 
..,67 

3 150 
6 016 
5 711 

..,1'1 

Percent 
of total 
'riminal 
justice 
system 

38.7 
19.8 
111.0 
33.0 
20,0 

13.3 

18.5 
26.3 
27.2 
211,8 
15,0 
16 • .3 
15.0 
111.6 

22 • .3 
29.5 
18.8 
17.3 
21.7 
17.11 
211.0 
211 • .3 
22.2 

29.11 
311.2 
25.5 
32.1 
37.'1 
37.5 
311.9 
21.1 
35.0 
112.2 

110.6 
31.3 
32.7 
31.0 
112.'1 

30.'1 
27.9 
25.1 
'11.1 

17.2 
111.3 
17.8 
16.5 
12.8 
13.!:i 

9.'1 
6.5 

19.8 
111.9 
11.0 
17.8 

! 
I , 

' ____________________ • ____________ ~ __________ .. ____ .. ~ .... ~w=--=r ............................ ~ 
~ ................ ~ .... ~,~~ .. BI' ................. .---.... -------

i! 

Table 16. 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 

Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure of 343 large county 
governments, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

101 

(Dollar amounts in thousar'~::s!..) _~ _______ .,.... ______ _ 

Corrections Other criminal justice Legol s .. rvices and Publie defens~ 
~------p~r~o:s:e:cu;t:i:o=n~----~_+----------._-------.--~----------~----------~----------1r----------

GEORGIA--CONTINUED 
COBB ••••••••••••••• 
DE KALB • • • • I • • • • • • • • 

FULTON •••••••••••••• 
GWINNETT. • ~ • • • • • • • • • • 
RICHMOND. • • • • • • • • • • • • 

IDAHOI 
ADA ••••••••••••••• 

ILLINOIS: 
CHAMPAIGN • • • • •• ••••• 
cOOK ............... . 
DU PAGE • • • • • ~ • • • • • • • 
KANE ••••••••••••••• 
LAKE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LA SALLE. • • ., ••••••• 
MCHENRY • • • • • • , • • • • • • 
MCLEAN ••••••••••••• , 

MACON ......,...... 
MADISON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PEORIA •••• 0 •• r • e I ••• 

ROCK ISLAND • • • • •• •••• 
ST. CLAIR •.••••••••••• 
SANGAMON. • • • • ! • • • • • • • 

TAZEWELL. • • • • • •• • ••• 
WILL. It. •••••• • ••• 

WINNEBAGO ••••••••••• '. 

INDIANAI 
ALLEN • • • • • • , • • • • • • • 
DELAWARE~ • • • • • • • • • • • • 
E~KHART •• " •••••••••• 
LA~E ••••••••••••••• 
LA PORTE ••••••••••••• 
MADISON • • • ~ • • • • • • • • • 
ST. JOSEPH, ••••••••••• 
TIPPECANOE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
VANDER BURGH • •• •• •••• 
VIGO ••••••••••••••• 

IOI'MI 
BLACK HAWK. • • • 
LINN ••••••• 
POLK. ••••• 
SCOTT • • • • • • 
WOODBURY ••••• 

KANSAS: 
JOHNSON • • • • • 
SEDGWICK ••••• 
sHAWNEE • • • • • 
WYANDOTTE • • • • 

KENTUCKY: 

.. . ... . · ...... . · ...... . · ...... . · ...... . 
· ...... . · . . . . . . . 
• fl •••••• 

• •• • I •• 

JEFFERSON • • t • • • • • • • • • 

KENTON •••••••••••••• 

I.OUISIANAI 
CADDO • • • • • • • • • • • R • • 

cALCASIEU • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • • • , 
LAFAVETTE • • • • • $ • • • • • I 

oUACHITA ••••••• III ••••• 

RAP IDES •••• , •••••••• 

MAINEI 
CUMBERLAND •••••••••••• 
KENNEBEC ••••••••••••• 
PENOBSCOT • • • • • • • • • • • • 
yORK •••••••••• , •••• 

MARYLAND: 
ANNE ARUNDEL. • • • • " • • • • • 
BALTIMORE •• , ••••••••• 
HARFORD • • III ,. ••••••• 

MONTGOMERV •••••••••••• 
PRINCE GEORGES •••••••••• 
WASHINGTON •••••••••••• 

MASSACHUSETTS I 
BARNSTABLE. • • • • • • • • ~ • • 
BERKSHIRE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BRISTOL • • • , • • • • • • • • • 
ESSEX • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMPDEN ............. . 
HAMPSHIRE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
Soo footnotes at end of table. 

Amount 

551 
915 

1 91'1 
202 
1100 

31111 
15 190 

1 660 
1168 
933 
235 
295 
2111 

2119 
397 
'1'10 
352 
504 
'106 
256 
52'1 
572 

395 
153 
tll9 

1 226 
182 
158 
'100 
281 
312 
220 

217 
335 
7117 
2'111 
256 

<,113 
1 166 

1169 
1129 

1 710 
78 

262 
'175 

1 911'1 
93 

'I!7 
273 

116 
80 
~26 
76 

1 023 
1 7'17 

'IB'I 
1 696 
? 1Il,9 

11'1 

215 
85 

172 
235 
29'1 
130 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

5.7 
5.0 

10.0 
'1.11 
6.8 

13.7 
7.7 

16.0 
9.3 

11.2 
12.5 
10.1 
6.2 

11.3 
9.2 

10.1 
13.1 
10.7 
11.8 
111.6 
10.8 
10.2 

6.6 
9.3 
5.5 

10.1 
8.0 
7.8 
8.8 

16.2 
9.3 

11.7 

6.9 
8,1 
7.3 
9.8 

10.3 

13.Ll 
12.2 
10.2 
11.6 

6.3 
5.2 

5.2 
8.3 
B.l 
2.5 

1301 
9.3 

7.2 
15.3 
15.1 
10.8 

7.8 
5.8 
15.~ 

'1.11 
6.6 
9.9 

6.2 
3.8 
2.9 
2.0 
2.5 
5.1 

Amount 

38 
206 
368 

8 
78 

171 

176 
7 988 

512 
15'1 
150 

55 
98 
81 

911 
172 
119 

113 
1811 
117 

63 
210 
2119 

170 
'1'1 
71 

300 
1 

89 
1'15 

113 
2011 

68 

220 
282 
5111 
113 
212 

39 

37 

326 
1 

176 
25 
22 
10 
96 
68 

20 

39 

78 
30 

356 
201 
318 

59 

Percel.\t 
o~ total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

0.11 
1.1 
1.9 
0.2 
1.3 

2.8 

11.3 
'1.0 
2.7 
1.6 
3.9 
3.'1 
3.6 
11.3 
'1.5 

7.0 
6.8 
5.3 
11.6 
8.6 

0.8 

1.0 

1.2 
0.1 

3.5 
0.'1 
0.1 
0 • .3 
3.0 
2.3 

0.6 

0.1 

Amount 

923\ 
J 28'1 
5 99'1 \ 7112 
2 208 

591 

"35 
60 698 

2 567 
1 7!15 
J 0511 

36'1 
670 
11'111 

'137 
1 108 
1 610 

561 
1 799 
1 066 

3511 
5'19 

1 627 

1 BOO 
.361 
703 

.3 In 
382 
507 

1 002 
1115 
1110 
393 

825 
1 3'12 
11077 

598 
602 

1 016 
2 275 
1 5117 
1 01'1 

7 882 ' 
280 

1 571 
885 

5 368 
5B6 
'169 
623 

713 
183 
2'10 
266 

911 
1 835 

782 
II 996 
2 869 

369 

1 398 
1 127 
2 2111 
5 101 
5 302 
1 1117 

Percent Percent 
of total of total 
criminal Amount criminal 
~stioo j~tioo 

syst~e~m __ _4----------_+~S~y~s~te~m~---

9.5 
17.8 
31.3 
16.1 
37.3 

9.5 

19.9 
25.6 
36,9 
20.9 
38.1 
;\0.9 
20.2 
11.3 
29.1 

30.0 
22.0 
25.8 
25.9 
16.8 
25.0 
22.1 
23.9 
12.2 
20.9 

26.'1 
3?.6 
39,,7 
211 •. t 
211.3 

21.2 
23.8 
33.5 
27.5 

29.0 
lB.7 

30.9 
15.'1 
22.tI 
15.6 
1'1.7 
21.1 

'1'1,3 
35.0 
28.'1 
37.9 

6.9 
601 

211.2 
12.9 
7.9 

32,1 

'10.3 
50.0 
37.'1 
'13.9 
115.2 
55.5 

129 
1110 
228 

11'1 'Ill 
311 
26 
61 

'136 

1 '119 

178 

21 
35 
20 

6'1 
180 
109 
196 
139 
293 

13'1 
6'1 

7 

5'10 
5 

1 9211 
599 
102 

1 1f33 
160 

11511 
170 
308 

21 
5 

20 

16'1 
197 

28 
11 

1.3 
0.8 
1.2 

22.6 
0 • .3 
0.5 
0.7 

23 • .3 

6.6 

0.2 

5.3 
0.2 

20.1 
13.0 
'2.6 

5.3 
10,.7 

2.5 
0.7 

0.2 

0.'1 
0.5 

0.2 
0.'1 
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Table 16. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure of 343 large county 
governments, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

county' Popuhtion' 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Total 
di'cect 

expenditU!f\';': 

Total c:t'i.td.D.l 
Justice syste" 

Amount 

Pt.1rcent 
[if total 
airect 

expend1-
'bJrE,. 

Polic. protection 

Ms<Iunt 

Percent 
of tot .. l 
crilUina.l 
justice 
sy!lLew 

Judicial 

Amount 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

____________ -1-____ -1-_ ----1--- .... -1-----+-----1----+-----1-----

~~SSACHUSETTS--CONTINUED 
MIDDLESEX • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NORFOLK • • • • • • ~ • • • • • • 
PLYMOUTH •• If ••••••• 0 ••• 

WORCESTER • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MICHIGAN: 
SAY ••• C • • • •• • •••• 

BERRIEN • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CALHOUN • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GENESEE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
INGHAM •••••••••••••• 
JACKSON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
KALAMAZOO • • • • • • • • • • • • 
KENT. • • • • • • • • • • e " • • 

MACOMB •••••••••••••• 
MONROE~ • • • • • • • ~ • • e • • 

MUSKEGON. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OAKLAND • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OTTAWA. • • • • • • • • • 8 • • • 

SAGINAW ••••••••••••• 
ST. CLAIR • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WASHTENAW • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WAYNE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MINNESOTA: 
ANOKA • • • • • • 1 • • • • • • • 

DAKOTA .............. . 
HENNEPIN ••••••••••••• 
RAMSEv_ ••••••••••••• 
ST. LOUIS •••••••••••• 
sTEARN ••••• I ••••• I I • 

WASHINGTON. • • • • • • • • • • • 

MISSISSIPPI; 
HARRISON. • ~ • • ~. •• 
HINDS • • • • • • • • • • 
JACKSON • I • • • • • • 

MISSOURI; 

.... 
CLAY. • • • • • • • • • • •• • 
GREENE •••••••••••••• 
JACKSON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. CHARLES ••••••••••• 
sT. LOUIS •••••••••••• 

NEBRASKAi 
DOUGLAS • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
lA~CASTER • • ~ • • • • • • • • • 

NEVADAI 
CLARK • • 
WASHOE •• 

. . . . 
1~t:W HAMPSHIRE: 

.. .. • ••• e ••• ........ 
HILLSBOROUGH. • • • 
ROCKINGHAM. • • • • 

..... ..... 
NEW JERSEy; 

ATLANTIC •••••••••••• , 
BERGEN ••• I •••••••••• 

BURLINGTON. • • • • • ft • , • • • 

CAMDEN. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CUMBERLAND. • • • • • • • • • • • 
ESSEX ••••••••••••• I 

GLOUCESTER. • • • • • • • ~ • • • 
HUDSON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MERCER. • • • • • • • • ~ • • • I 

MIDDLESEX • • • • I • • • • • • • 

MONMOUTH. • • • • • • • • • q • • 

MORRIS. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OCEAN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PASSAIC " • • • • • • • I .. I, • • 

SOMERSET ••••••••••• ~ • 
UNION •• v ••••• I •• " •• 

NEW MEXICO; 
BERNALILLO. 

NEW YORK I 

. . . . . . . . . . . 
ALBANy •••••••••••••• 
BROOME. • • • • • • ~ • • • • • • 
CHAUTAUQUA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHEMUNG • • • • • • • • • I • • • 

OUTCHESS. • • • • • • • • • • • I 

See footnotes at end of table. 

1 386 5/1.Il 
619 5JIl 
387'S1l7 
641 2112 

120 957 
170 302 
1110 265 
Ilq7 396 
271 467 
lll8 805 
206 1126 
430 70!:; 

687 316 
129 1119 
158 677 
989 807 
145 770 
227 397 
132 209 
250 786 

2 1151 273 

1911 573 
181l 102 
909 619 
4511 078 
2211 381 
106 816 
111 833 

146 672 
235 11118 
113 096 

135 054 
172 487 
625 749 
125 932 
122 897 
977 954 

407 976 
183 267 

361 095 
156 785 

256 355 
175 316 

190 579 
874 329 
361 2113 
471 55:! 
131 175 
852 3115 
196 3'70 
564 189 

316 501 
593 823 
1191 683 
396 513 
319 566 
460 288 
203 650 
512 273 

377 3115 

286 883 
219 281 
146 878 
99 103 

232 236 

29 1128 
13 202 

B G95 
13 815 

29 201 
2:' 885 
21 332 
73 223 
32 1311 
20 568 
20 755 
53 267 

78 579 
26 226 
32 050 

171 725 
14 357 
37 801 
110 595 
35 371 

399 572 

31 332 
211 252 

228 300 
1113 372 

68 885 
11 700 
17 363 

l'I 912 
l'I 5711 
20 2119 

6 1157 
5 978 

69 353 
a 929 
5 552 

88 980 

53 255 
27 799 

127 817 
35 877 

9 538 
6 291 

55 020 
120 142 

60 998 
122 319 

29 923 
277 11115 

25 7;.1 
113 1127 

72 '117 
121 129 

83 005 
63 112 
52 780 
86 656 
32 065 
71 7411 

21 7011 

129 826 
57 956 
60 657 
3'1 255 
7/j 221 

311 565 
8 1118 
8 252 

10 '109 

" SIIII 
6 280 
!J 805 

15 27'7 
8 592 
'I 'jll, 
9 318 

10 813 

1q. Ol'l 
q 720 
/.1 826 

211 1189 
2 920 
7 8811 
3 976 
9 777 

78 856 

5 206 
3 005 

37 023 
25 689 

9 1167 
1 1178 
2 653 

J 738 
3 823 
2 059 

2 169 
1 806 

17 56) 
1 6311 
2017 

29 9311 

7 729 
3 211 

38 1181 
6 065 

2 132 
1 6011 

5 '156 
17 3311 
7 228 

17 0'12 
3 663 

111 930 
3 538 

15 570 

III 066 
111 865 

8 101 
7 215 
6 567 

13 758 
'I 998 

15 507 

8 357 

7 733 
II 126 
) 573 
2 178 
II 788 

11'7.5 
63,8 

101.9 
75.3 

~2.11 
28.7 
~7.2 
20.9 
26.7 
?2.1 
1111,9 
20.3 

17.8 
18.0 
15.1 
111.,J 
20.3 
20.9 

9.8 
27,6 
19.7 

16.6 
12.11 
16,2 
17.9 
13,7 
12.6 
16.11 

25.1 
26.2 
10.2 

33.9 
30.2 
25.J 
18.3 
36.3 
)3.6 

30.1 
22.5 

22.11 
25.5 

9.9 
111.11 
11.8 
13.9 
12.2 
15.1 
13.8 
13.7 

19.5 
12.3 
9.8 

11.'1 
12.11 
15,9 
15.6 
21.6 

38.5 

6.0 
7.1 
5.9 
6.11 
6.5 

178 
67 

J35 
58 

1 !filII 
1 298 
1 121 
2 570 
2 078 
1 089 
1 7J9 
2 562 

3 079 
1 916 
1 358 
5 9'13 
1 131 
2 466 

985 
2 726 
8 239 

1 758 
8116 

3 8211 
2 067 
1 658 

501l 
1 215 

8113 
731 
717 

5'13 
538 

1 396 
673 

1 058 
17 329 

1 975 
SIIII 

20 686 
2 833 

208 
291 

66 
3 838 

419 
775 
179 

II 8811 
1102 

If 0'111 

502 
1 7118 

796 
1 8311 

885 
780 
780 

1 1186 

2 991 

966 
1 329 
}. 0'12 

659 
1 499 

0.5 
0,8 
11,1 
0.6 

22.1 
20.7 
19.3 
16.8 
211.2 
23.9 
18.7 
23,9 

22.0 
110,6 
28.1 
211.3 
38.7 
31.3 
2'1.8 
27,9 
10.11 

33.& 
28.2 
10.3 
8.0 

17;5 
3J.8 
112.6 

22.6 
19.1 
'11.8 

211,8 
29.8 
8.0 

'11.2 
52.5 
57.9 

25.6 
16.9 

53.8 
35.1 

9.8 
18.1 

1,2 
22.1 

5.1l 
11,5 
11.9 

11,6 
11,11 
26.0 

3,6 
11( e 
9.~ 

25,'" 
13,5 
5.7 

lS.6 
9.6 

35,8 

12.5 
32.2 
29,2 
)0.3 
31.3 

,,4 618 
II 191 
If 289 
5 1120 

1 090 
1 8115 
2 170 
5 378 
2 566 
1 !:>lI8 
3 91111 
2 0'12 

q 357 
1 110 
1 1189 
6 275 

8111 
1 <J311 
1 256 
2 790 

25 570 

1 116 
1 061 
9 3811 
5 213 
2 J711 

652 
7112 

572 
738 

5 118 
5117 
1197 

6 529 

1 879 
1 3911 

60'l1 
1 618 

963 
766 

1 <J29 
II 972 
2 1111 
II 263 

776 
12 85q 

722 
II 152 

2 662 
" 788 
2 295 
1 563 
1 9111 
II 586 
1 1111 
II 792 

186 

1 2117 
601 
3211 
215 
1167 

71,2 
119.8 
52.0 
52.1 

16.7 
29.11 
37.~ 
35.2 
29.9 
311.0 
112.3 
18.9 

31.1 
23.5 
30.9 
25.6 
27.9 
211.5 
31.6 
28.5 
32.11 

21.'1 
35.3 
25.3 
20.3 
25.1 
1111.1 
26.0 

60,8 
211,5 
39.5 

26.1 
'10.9 
29.1 
33.5 
211.6 
21.8 

15.!! 
20.1 

45.2 
117.8 

35,3 
28.7 
29,6 
25.0 
21.2 
30.7 
20.11 
26,7 

18.9 
32.2 
28.3 
21,9 
29.1 
33,3 
22.3 
30,9 

2,2 

16,1 
14,6 
9.1 
9,9 
9.8 

I , 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
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Table 16. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure of 343 large county 
governments, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

County' 

..... ~lASSACHUSETTS--CONT I NUED 
MIDDLESEX , • • • • • , 
NORFOLK • • • • • • • • 
pLYMOUTH ••••••••••• 
WORCESTER •••••••• 

MICHIGAN' 

. , .. 
BAY •••••••••• I •••• 

BERRIEN • • • • • • • • •• •• 
CALHOUN • • • 0 • •• ••••• 

GENESEE I • I • • • • • • • • • • 

INGHAM •••••••••••••• 
JACKSON •••••• I •••••• 

KALAMAZOO • • • • • • 0 • • • • • 

KENT. I ••••••••••••• 

MACOMB •••••• , a I ••••• 

MONROE ••••••••••• I I • 

MUSKEGON. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OAKLAND ••••••••••••• 
OTTAWA •••••••••••••• 
SAGINAW ~ • • .. g • • • • • • • • 

ST. CLAIR • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WASHTENAW • • I • • • • • • • • • 

WAYNE • • • • • • • • • • I • • • 

MINNESOTA I 
ANOKA • • • • • • • • • • • • • I 

DAKOTA. • • • u • • • • • • • • • 

HENNEPIN •• , •••••••• I • 

RAMSEy. • • • I • • • • • • • I • 

ST. LOUIS • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STEARN •••••••••••••• 
WASHINGTON. • • • I • • • • • • • 

MISSISSIPPI: 
HARRISON. • • • • • • • • 
HINDS • • • • • • • ••• I 

JACKSON • • • • • ., ~ . . . 
MISSOURI: 

CLAY •••••• I •••••••• 

GREENE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JACKSON • • • • ~ • • • • ~ • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • I • ~ • 

ST. CHARLES •• I • , •••••• 

ST. LOUIS • • 0 I • • • 9 • I • • 

NEBRASKA: 
DOUGLAS • • • • • 
LANCASTER • • • • 

NEVADA: 

.. .... . · ...... . 
CLARK •• 
WASHOE •• 

.. . . . . . . . . . . . . ••••••• I •• 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
HILLSBOROUGH. , • 
ROCKINGHAM. , • • 

NEW JERSEy; 

· ...... . 
• •••• I •• 

ATLANTIC. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BERGEN. ct I •••••••••• , 

BURLINGTON. , • 0 .. .. • • • • • • 

CAMDEN. • • • • 0 • • • • • I • • 

CUMBERLAND •••••••• , • , , 
ESSEX • • • ~ • • • • • • • • • • 
GLOUCESTER. • • • • • • • • • • • 
HUDSON •••• ~ I I •••• I •• 

MERCER. • • • • • 
MIDDLESEX • , , • 
MONMOUTH. • • • , 
MORRIS. • • • • • 
OCEAN • • I • • • 

pASSAIC • • • , • 
SOMERSET ••• , , 
UNION • • • • • • 

I ••••••• · ...... . 
• .. I 11 •••• · ...... . 
• • • • • • • I 

• ••• " •• I 

• •••••• I · ...... . 
NEw MEXICO, 

BERNALILLO. ........... 
NEW YORKI 

ALBANy. _ • I • I •••••••• 

BROOME. • • • I • • • e • • • • • 

cHAU'AUQUA. • • • • •• •••• 
CHEMUNG • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DUTCHESS. • • • t , • • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end, f table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 
Legal services and 

prosecution 

Amount 

660 
1 097 

1161 
2118 

350 
609 
503 

2 298 
1 1611 

3511 
858 
8115 

1 671 
270 
3117 

2 190 
162 
578 
357 
683 

5 576 

667 
40'1 

5 007 
2 250 

8112 
153 
236 

175 
66 
96 

2c.d 
160 

1 660 
160 
209 

1 4911 

8118 
5311 

2 979 
1 188 

1'12 
85 

1 2118 
3 021 
1 326 
3 007 

3116 
5 373 

780 
2 9111 

1 1197 
2 760 
1 1126 
1 394 
1 320 
2 815 

999 
3 2117 

2111 

ftl5 
ll06 
'107 
271f 
591 

Percent 
of total 
criminsl 
justice 
system 

1.9 
13.0 
5.6 
2.11 

5.3 
9.7 
8.7 

15.0 
13,5 
7.8 
9.2 
7.8 

11.9 
5.7 
7.2 
8.9 
5.5 
7.3 
9.0 
7.0 
7.1 

12.8 
13.11 
13,5 
8,8 
8.9 

10.11 
8.3 

11.7 
2.2 
11.8 

13.2 
8.9 
9.5 
9.8 

10.11 
5.0 

11.0 
16.6 

7.7 
111.7 

6.7 
5.3 

22,9 
17.11 
18,11 
17.6 

9.11 
12.8 
22,0 
18.9 

10.6 
18.6 
17.6 
19.3 
20.1 
20.5 
20.0 
20.9 

2,6 

10.5 
12.3 
11.11 
12.6 
12.3 

Public defense 

Amount 

730 
113 
290 
2011 

226 
2113 
213 
431 
637 
227 
400 
508 

171 
95 

1 031 
109 
1166 
170 
1185 

5 706 

203 
129 

1 962 
508 
1189 

II 
86 

15 
159 

37 

368 
219 

1 01f9 
1185 

22 

102 

35 
3 

" 6 

3011 
205 
166 

85 
2911 

Percent 
of total 
oriminal 
justice 
system 

2.1 
1.3 
3.5 
2.0 

3.5 
3.9 
3.7 
2.8 
7.11 
5.0 
'1.3 
11.7 

3.6 
2.0 
'1.2 
3.7 
5.9 
11.3 
5.0 
7.2 

3.9 
11.3 
5.3 
2.0 
5.2 
0.3 
3.0 

II.S 
6.8 

2.7 
6.0 

0.1 

0.2 

0.2 
(Zl 

(Z) 
0.1 

3.9 
5,0 
11.6 
3,9 
6.1 

Corrections 

Antount 

6 378 
2 876 
2 863 
II 395 

3 11311 
2 285 
1 798 
II 525 
2 1'/7 
1 329 
2 377 
II 683 

II 907 
1 253 
1 515 
8 958 

70'1 
2 328 
1 208 
3 093 

33 280 

1 11611 
565 

16 533 
15 513 

II 1011 
169 
572 

11311 
1 7911 

361 

786 
370 

9 387 
146 
253 

4 523 

2 611'1 
~20 

7 278 
1 827 

819 
'162 

2 050 
5 317 
3 21111 
8 8111 
2 325 

18 576 
1 596 
II 380 

9 3117 
5 4117 
3 526 
2 3119 
2 1106 
5 527 
2 03'1 
5 313 

II 293 

II 339 
1 II'1B 
1 6311 

9115 
1 935 

Percent 
of totnl 
criminal 
justice 
system 

211.2 
311.2 
311.7 
42.2 

52.5 
36.'1 
31.0 
29.6 
25.0 
29.2 
25.5 
'13.3 

35.0 
26.5 
31.11 
36.6 
2'1,1 
29,5 
30.11 
31.6 
112.2 

26.1 
18.8 
11'1.7 
60.'1 
'13.11 
11.11 
20.0 

11,6 
116.9 
17.5 

35.9 
20.5 
53.11 
8.9 

12.5 
15.1 

16.9 
22.7 

38.11 
28,8 

37.6 
30.7 
1111.9 
51.9 
63,5 
114.3 
115,2 
28.1 

66,11 
36.6 
'13,5 
32,6 
36,6 
'10.2 
110,7 
311,3 

51.11 

56,1 
35,1 
115,7 
113,11 
110,11 

Other criminnl justice 

Amo~t 

75 

153 

22 
92 

112 

1j85 

116 
32 

108 

59 

15 

165 
1611 
96 

156 
37 

1111 
36 
53 

78 
87 
55 
55 
112 
46 
65 

669 

673 

62 
35 

2 

Percent 
of total 
crim1n.l 
justice 
system 

(Zl 
0.9 
0.2 
0.8 

0.5 

0.5 
0.11 

0.6 

0.8 
0.5 

3.0 
1.6 

6.6 

0.2 

0.2 

1.1 
1.'1 

3.0 
0.9 
1.3 
0.9 
1.0 
0.3 
1.0 
0.3 

0.6 
0.6 
0,7 
0.8 
0.6 
0.3 
1,3 
4.3 

8,1 

0.6 
0,8 

(Zl 

~1 
I 
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Table 16. • 
Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure of 343 large county 

governments, fiscal year 1978-Continued 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

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

Countyl 

NEW YORK--CeNTINUED 
ERIE. • •••••••••••• 
MONROE •••••••••••••• 
NASSAU. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NIAGAR.l\ ••••••••••••• 
ONEIO~ •••••••••••••• 
ONONDAGA. • , • • • • • • • • ~ • 
ORANGE. • • • •• ••••••• 
OSWEGO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RENSSELAER. • • • • • • • • • • • 

ROCKLAND. • • • # • • • • • • • • 

ST. LAWRENCE. •• • ••••• 
SARATOGA ••••••••••••• 
SCHENECTADY • • • • • • • • • • • 
STEUBEN • • • • • • •• •••• 
SUFFOLK • • • • • • • • • • 
ULSTER. • • • 0 • • • • • • • • • 

WESTCHESTER • • • • • • • • • • • 

NORTH CAROLINA I 
BUNCOM8E. • • • • • • • • • • • I 

CUMBERLAND •••••••••••• 
DURHAM •••••••••••••• 
FORSYTH • • • • • , • • • • • • • 
GASTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GUILFORD. • • • • • •• • •• 
MECKLENBURG • • • • • • • • • • • 
oNSLOW •••••••••••••• 
WAKE ••••••••••••••• 

OHIOI 
ALLEN • • • • • ~ •• ••••• 
ASHTABULA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BUTLER. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
cLARK • • • • • •• •••••• 
CLERMONT ••••••••••••• 
COLUMBIANA. • • • •• ••• 
CUYAHOGA. • • • • • • • • • • : .:. I 
FRANKLIN. • • • • • • • ~ • • • 
GREENE ••••••••••••• 
HAMILTON •••••••••••• ~ 
LAKE. • • • • • • • •• •••• 

LICKING • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LORAIN. • • • • • •• " • 
LUCAS • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MAHONING. • • • • •• •• •• 
MONTGOMERY •••••••••••• 
PORTAGE • • • • • I • • •• • 

RICHLAND ••••••••••••• 
STARK •••••••••••••• 
SUMMIT •••••••••••••• 
TRUMBULL. • • • • • • • • • • • ~ 
WOOD, •••••••••• •• 

OKLAHOMA: 
CLEVELAND • • • • • • • • • • • • 
COMANCHE. • • • •• • ••••• 
oKLAHOMA ••••••••••••• 
TULSA •• eo •••• " •••• 

OREGONI 
CLACKAMAS • • • • • • • I • • • I 

JACKSON ••••••• e ••••• 

LANE. ••••••••••••• 
MARION. • • • • • •• • •••• 
MULTNOMAH ••••••• e I ••• 

WASHINGTON. • • • • I • • • • • • 

PENNSYLVANIA I 
ALLEGHENY • • • • • • • • ~ • • • 
BEAVER. • • • • • • •• III ••• 

BERKS •••••••••••••• 
BLAIR •••••••• •••• 
BUCKS. I •••••••• It ••• 

BUTLER. • 9 • e • • • • • • • I • 

CAMBRIA ............. . 
CENTRE. ••••••••••••• I 

CHESTER • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

CUMBERLAND. • • • • • • • • • • • 
DAUPHIN • • • • • • • • • • • I • 

DEL~WARE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ERIE ••••••• 0 ••••••• 

FAYETTE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FRANKLIN. • • • • • • • ~ • • • • 
LACKAWANNA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LANCASTER • • • • • ~ • • • • • • 
LAWRENCE. • • • • • • • ~ 0 • • • 

See footnotes at end of tattLe .. 

Population' 

1 077 086 
707 160 

1 399 725 
237 772 
262 521 
1I711 133 
2116 939 
111 239 
151 1I71 

257 5113 
117 101 
1118 212 
155 930 
100 738 

1 295 268 
1511 597 
8711 068 

151 78B 
230 917 
1113 1L111 
228 1I33 
155 186 
301l 288 
377 150 
115 168 
273 011 

107 D72 
99 722 

250 1I79 
150 059 
llll 195 
112 620 

1 559 1I7.l. 
869 996 
128 7711 
8B3 339 
210 670 

1111 9117 
263 929 
1I69 030 
299 8115 
580 609 
132 212 
130 067 
376 258 
529 ~53 
2110 190 
102 697 

105 '189 
117 lJ71 
5117 1111 
1I31 918 

213 1511 
117 919 
249 26B 
177 363 
5115 198 
203 196 

1 1I93 272 
208 705 
3011 0611 
133 729 
1I69 738 
141 527 
IBB 1132 
109 323 
303 512 

171 575 
223 669 
562 060 
273 B33 
155 901 
107 256 
231 387 
3117 9111 
105 9B3 

Total 
direct 

expenditure 

1135 716 
305 982 
737 1)11 

78 551 
711 639 

260 718 
89 7112 
112 325 
53 0711 

108 397 
36 195 
36 197 
116 969 
2B 692 

600 502 
48 989 

431 205 

70 IIB5 
110 700 

71 602 
116 96) 
69 889 

146 606 
208 756 
35 778 

123 918 

20 632 
12 877 
30 298 
22 410 
19 015 
9 977 

223 9911 
1211 365 

21 550 
1011 2711 
3) 5111 

111 3511 
32 979 
60 267 
112 932 

150 78B 
29 2711 
12 6911 
411 6411 
77 521 
30 376 
17 275 

3 041 
4 151 

23 655 
25 535 

32 1164 
22 253 
57 656 
16 B8Lf 
87 700 
29 560 

lB5 093 
23 296 
31 620 
10 392 
39 265 
17 519 
20 503 

B 503 
27 LfB9 

12 802 
29 138 
83 12Lf 
21 069 
5 B13 
7 135 

16 Lf35 
27 650 

6 926 

Total criminal 
jUEtice system 

Amount 

27 239 
21 '186 

151 B68 
II 76Lf 
3 712 

16 699 
II 506 
2 3BB 
2 531 

6 009 
1 7311 
1 725 
2 755 
1 625 

.105 036 
2 9211 

26 1124 

2 B66 
5 922 
3 554 
:3 1176 
2 098 
'I 556 
7 900 
1 90S 
2 930 

2 551 
J 511'1 
J 318 
2 870 
1 65'1 
1 Lf9J 

51 117'1 
Lf9 557 
2 711 

22 11'19 
Lf 1186 

2 128 
Lf 020 

12 9Bl 
LI LlO'! 

17 068 
2 975 
2 63J 
7 611L1 

10 330 
3 9311 
1 7L16 

456 
1 273 
3 9)0 
7 37:5 

6 450 
7 672 

111 326 
5 053 

211 2'17 
5 951 

29 17J 
J 62B 
7 158 
1 758 
957:5 
1 B58 
2 721 
1 090 
7 575 

2 3211 
6 B07 

15 937 
6 191 
1 966 
1 Lfll7 
2 710 
5 147 
1 231 

Percent 
of total 
direct 

expendi­
ture 

6.3 
7.0 

20.6 
6.1 
5.0 
6.11 
5.0 
5.6 
II.I! 

5.5 
'l.8 
4.8 
5.9 
5.7 

17.5 
6.0 
6.1 

11.1 
5.J 
5.0 
J.O 
3.0 
J.1 
3.8 
5.3 
2.11 

12.11 
27.5 
11.0 
12.B 
8.7 

15.0 
2J.O 
39.6 
12.6 
2) .• 5 
13.11 

1/1.8 
ll.2 
21.5 
10.3 
11.J 
10.2 
20.7 
17.1 
13.J 
IJ.O 
10.1 

15.0 
30.7 
16.6 
26.9 

19.9 
J/I.5 
211.9 
29.9 
27.6 
20.1 

15.8 
16.11 
22.6 
16.9 
211./1 
10.6 
13.3 
12.8 
27.6 

18.2 
2).11 
19.2 
29.11 
311.2 
20.3 
16.5 
18.6 
17.8 

Police protec tion 

Amount 

6. '163 
5 999 

107 056 
1 5116 

7()9 
'I 213 

81 
768 
501 

1 132 
428 
537 
3119 
3111 

76 1111 
512 

5 682 

1 5117 
2 587 

/192 
1 165 
1 271 
1 7211 
2 772 

1170 
890 

581 
601 
792 
602 
3110 
228 

7 828 
'I 275 

661 
6 578 

787 

11311 
848 
827 
794 

3 1129 
8116 
685 

2 007 
2 11011 
1 295 

5J8 

2J2 
351/ 
226 
983 

2 635 
1 867 
3 567 
1 566 
8 351 
2 42'1 

6 782 
11117 
161 
35 

7Jl 
211 
160 

16 
769 

277 
193 

1 025 
210 
318 

39 
511 

313 
23 

Percent I 

of total 
cr;'i:jrinal 

justice 
system 

23.7 
27.9 
70.5 
32.5 
21.3 
25.2 
1.8 

32.2 
19.8 

18.8 
211.7 
31.1 
12.7 
19.3 
72.5 
17.5 
21.5 

511.0 
113.7 
13.8 
J3.5 
60.6 
:37.8 
35.1 
211.6 
30.11 

22.8 
17.0 
23.9 
21.0 
20.6 
15.J 
15.? 
8.6 

211.11 
29.) 
17.5 

20.4 
21.1 

6.11 
18.0 
20.1 
28.'1 
26.0 
26,J 
2).3 
32.9 
30.8 

50.9 
27.8 
5.8 

13.03 

110.9 
24.3 
2'1.9 
31.0 
311.'1 
'10.7 

2J.2 
11.7 
2.2 
2.0 
7.6 

11.'1 
5.9 
1.5 

10.2 

11.9 
2,8 
6.4 
3,11 

16.0 
2.7 
2.0 
6.1 
1.9 

Judicial 

Percent 
of total 

haunt criminal 

3 627 
'I 652 

10 505 
Y511 
993 

2 105 
1 525 

5112 
301 

666 
3'18 
1102 
1/31 
222 

7 910 
.713 

2 012 

525 
2 138 

'107 
1 327 

27.~ 
716 

2 238 
1 075 

1:191 

678 
bOl 

1 1113 
795 
655 
6'19 

20 068 
36 1115 

765 
7 975 
1 '170 

b95 
1 238 
II 0'12 
1 '195 
'I 660 
1 032 

660 
1 72D 
2 CJIIO 
1 512 

714 

1111 
4'19 

1 1:191 
" ~05 

1 OJl 
3 11811 
3 1101 
1 231 
5 1:123 
1 Dlj6 

1:1 916 
1 787 
2 0511 

1:173 
3 826 

721 
1 255 

/199 
2 170 

1:122 
2 2511 
5 705 
1 910 

9)11 
'1119 

1 2118 
2 J18 

596 

justice 
system 

13.J 
21.7 
6.9 

20.0 
26.8 
12.6 
33.8 
22.7 
11.9 

11.1 
20.1 
23.3 
15.6 
13.7 
7.5 

24.4 
7.6 

18.J 
36.1 
11.5 
38.2 
13.0 
15.7 
28.J 
56.3 
30.'1 

26.6 
17.0 
34.4 
27.7 
39.6 
43.5 
39.0 
73.5 
28.2 
35.5 
32.8 

32.7 
30.a 
31.1 
1i0.S 
27.J 
34.7 
25.8 
22.5 
28.5 
36.'1 
110.9 

25.0 
35.3 
48.1 
61.1 

16.0 
115.4 
.23.7 
2Lf.'I 
211.0 
17.6 

30.6 
116.7 
28.7 
49.7 
'10.0 
38.8 
1/6.1 
115.8 
28.6 

35.4 
33.1 
35.13 
30.9 
47.0 
31.0 
'16.1 
115.0 
IIB.II 

! i 

; I 
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Table 16. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure of 343 large county 
governme~ts, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

Countyl 

NEW YORK~-CONTINUED 
ERIE ••••••• 
MONROE. • • • • • 
NASSAU. • • • • • 
NIAGARA • • • • • 
ONEIDA. • • • • • 
ONONDAGA. • • • • 
ORANGE •••••• 
OSWEGO. • • • • • 
RENSSELAER. • • • 

I ••••••• 

I ••••••• .. . .... 
• •••• I •• 

• ••• iii ••• 

• •••• It •• · .. " .... 
• •• • e I • · ...... . 

ROCKLAND. • • • • • • • • C • • • 

sT. LAWRENCE ••••••• ~ •• ~ 
SARATOGA. I ••••••••••• 

SCHENECTADY • • • • •• •••• 
STEUBEN ••••••••••••• 
SUFFOLK • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ULSTER •••••• " •••••• I 

WESTCHESTER • • • • • • • • • • • 

NORTH CAROLINA I 
BUNCOMBE. • • • • ! • • • • • • • 

CUMBERLAND •••••••••••• 
DURHAM •••••••••••••• 
FORSYTH • • • • • • • • • • • ~ • 
GASTON •••••••••••••• 
GUlLFORD. • • • • t • • • • • • • 

MECKLENBURG • • • • • • • • • • • 
ONS~OW •••••••••••••• 
WAKE ••••••••••••••• 

OHIOI 
ALLEN • • • • • • • • • • I • • • 

ASHTABULA • • • • •• ••••• 
BUTLER ••• I ••••••••• II 

CLARK • • • • • • •• ••••• 
CLERMONT ••••••••••••• 
COLUMBIANA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
CUYAHOGA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FRANKLIN. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GReENE ••••••••••••• D 

HAMILTON ••••••••••••• 
LAKE ••••• , ••••••••• 

LICKING • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LORAIN. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LUCAS • • • • • •• •••••• 
MAHONING. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY •••••••••••• 
PORTAGE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RICHLAND ••••••••••••• 
STARK •••••••••••••• 
SUMMIT. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
T~UMBULl ••••••••••••• 
WOOD ••••••••• II ••• II • 

OKLAHOMA I 
CLEVELAND 
COMANCHE. 
oKLAHOMA. 
TULSA • • 

OREGON I 

· . . . .. . .... · . . . . . . ~ . . . . · .......... . 
j i • j •• it II Ii i • cr 

CLACKAMAS • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JACKSON 0 • • • • • • • • • • • • 

LANE ••••••••••••••• 
MARION •••••••••••••• 
MULTNOMAH •••••••••••• 
WASHINGTON. • • • • • • • • • • • 

PENNSYLVANIA I 
ALLEGHENY • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BEAV~R. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BER~S • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BLAIR • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BUCKS • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BUTLER. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CAMBRIA • • • • 0 ~ • • • • • • • 

CENTRE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHESTER • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

CUMBERLAND. • • • • • • • • • • • 
DAUPHIN • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DELAWARE. • • • • • f • • • • • • 

ERIE ••••••••••••••• 
FAYETTE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FRANKLIN ••••••••••••• 
LACKAWANNA •••••••••••• 
LANCASTER • • • • • •• •••• 
LAWRENCE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
See footnotes at end of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 
Legal services and 

prosecution 

3 285 
2 137 
7 978 

1138 
525 

1 438 
654 
239 
350 

1 063 
155 
227 
1120 
2D 

5 08'1 
325 

'I 685 

72 
100 
67 

122 
58 

256 
148 

35 
132 

2116 
125 
218 
236 
119 
199 

2 016 
1 708 

208 
927 
1176 

280 
/109 
651 
369 

1 00) 
2113 
396 
1100 
950 
289 
13B 

23 
30 

9 
119 

685 
360 

1 5811 
761 

2 980 
6112 

3 396 
3611 
345 
125 

1 0911 
132 
308 

77 
1 091 

151 
532 

2 288 
429 
139 

91 
277 
347 
152 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

12.1 
9.9 
5.3 
9.2 

14.1 
8.6 

1/1.5 
10.0 
13.8 

17.7 
8.9 

13.2 
15.2 
13.1 

11.8 
11.1 
17.7 

2.5 
1.7 
1.9 
3.5 
2.8 
5.6 
1.9 
1.8 
/1.5 

9.6 
).5 
6.6 
6.2 
7.2 

13.3 
3.9 
3.11 
7.7 
11.1 

10.6 

13.2 
10.2 
5.0 
8.11 
5.9 
8.2 

15.0 
5.2 
9.2 
7.3 
7.9 

5.0 
2.11 
0.2 
0.7 

10.6 
4.7 

11.1 
15.1 
12.3 
10.8 

11.6 
9.5 
Lf.8 
7.1 

11.4 
7.1 

11.3 
1.1 

111.4 

6.5 
7.8 

14.11 
6.9 
7.0 
6.3 

10.2 
6.7 

12.3 

Public defense 

Amount 

1 261 
837 

2 312 
172 
159 
743 
296 

39 
136 

351 
87 
56 
71 
911 

1 715 
107 

1 730 

27 

23 

41 
28 
57 

131 
65 
88 

2 493 
1 390 

131 
964 
157 

1116 
72 

6119 
270 

1 213 
120 

87 
256 
627 

63 
85 

41 
4110 
191 

276 

666 
175 

1 668 
3011 

1 029 
123 
120 
82 

306 
66 

lOB 
52 

38B 

611 
2:57 
5'il7 
30'1 

55 
56 

129 
212 

44 

Percent 
of totol 
criminal 
justice 
system 

11.6 
3.9 
1.5 
3.6 
11.3 
/1.'1 
6.6 
1.6 
5.4 

5.8 
5.0 
J.2 
2.6 
5.8 
1.6 
3.7 
6.5 

0.5 

1.1 

1.6 
0.8 
1.7 
4.6 
3.9 
5.9 
11.8 
2.8 
4,8 
4.3 
3.5 

6.9 
1.8 
6.5 
6.1 
7.1 
11.0 
3.3 
:S.3 
6.1 
1.6 
'1.9 

'1.3 

11.6 
3.5 
6.9 
5.1 

3.5 
3.2 
1.7 
11.7 
3.2 
3.6 
4.0 
11.8 
5.1 

2.8 
3.5 
3.7 
1/.9 
2.8 
3.9 
II.B 
4.1 
3.6 

Corrections 

Amount 

12 /173 
75711 

23 507 
1 635 
1 2'16 
7 659 
1 950 

800 
1 211) 

2 797 
716 
503 

1 477 
782 

13 OilS 
1 203 

12 0'12 

680 
1 066 

3J9 
765 
436 

1 373 
1 665 

298 
687 

1 005 
420 
981 
980 
3311 
278 

11 91/1 
II 365 

87/1 
5 926 
1 513 

565 
1 tl53 
6 612 

9B'1 
110111 

733 
715 

:I 2111 
3 010 

772 
271 

87 
399 

l 36if I 
1 6115 f 

1 607 
1 961 
5 110 
1 320 
5 208 
1 535 

9 001 
1 053 
4 478 

6113 
J 616 

728 
690 
4111 

3 157 

957 
) 369 
6 211B 
3 323 

5/10 
812 

1 002 
1 957 

416 

'I5.B 
35.3 
15.5 
:S1l.3 
33.6 
45.9 
113.3 
33.5 
119.1 

/16,5 
111.3 
29.2 
5J.6 
118.1 
12.4 
41.1 
45.6 

23.7 
18.0 
9.5 

22.0 
20.8 
30.1 
21.1 
15.6 
23.'1 

39.4 
11.9 
29.6 
3'1.1 
20.2 
18.6 
23.1 
8.8 

32.2 
26.11 
3J.7 

26.6 
36.1 
50.9 
22.3 
23.5 
24.6 
27.2 
'12.'1 
29.1 
19.6 
15.5 

19.1 
31.3 
311.7 
22.3 

211.9 
25.6 
35.7 
26.1 
21.5 
25.8 

30.9 
2'1.5 
62.t. 
36.6 
'J7.8 
39.2 
32.7 
40.5 
41.7 

41.2 
119.5 
39.2 
53.7 
27.2 
56.1 
37.0 I .38.0 
33.B 

other criminal j;'ot1ce 

Amount 

130 
287 
510 

19 _., 
5111 

7 

1 138 
6tf 

273 

42 
II 

2 2119 
97 
37 

1187 
1 077 

30 
330 

1 769 
127 
126 
1/11 
51 

7 155 
1 4011 

72 
79 
83 

B 

192 
2 769 

1 
70 
20 

399 
3 

216 

217 

5 

53 
222 

74 
15 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

0.5 
1.3 
0.3 
0.'* 
J.2 

0.3 

1.1 
2.2 
1.0 

49.9 
3.8 
4.11 
6.5 
3.11 

13.9 
2.8 
2.7 
0.11 
1.9 

0.11 

'1.11 
16.2 

IZI 
2.7 
0.3 
3.9 
0.1 

3.J 

0.9 

0.2 
1.'1 

0.5 

2.3 
).J 
0.5 
0.2 

.. , 
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Table 16. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure of 343 large county 
governments, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

Countyl 

PENNSYLVANIA--CONiINUED 
LEBANON • ~ • • ~ • • • • • • • w 
LEHIGH. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LUZERNE •••••••••••• 
LYCOMING. • • •• ••••••• 
MERCER •••••••••••••• 
MONTGOMERY ••••••••••• ~ 
NORTHAMPTON • • • • • • • • • • • 
NORTHUMBERLAND •••••••••• 
SCHUYLKILL. • • • • • • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON. • • • • • • • • • • • 
WESTMORELAND. • • • • • • • • • • 
yORK. , • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
ANDERSON. • • • • • • 0 • • • • • 

cHARLESTON •••••••••••• 
GREENVILLE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LEXINGTON • • • • , • • • • • • • 
RICHLAND ••••••••••••• 
SPARTANBURG • • • • • • • • • • • 

TENNESSEE I 
HAMILTON •• 
KNOX •••• 
sHELBY ••• 
SULL:iVAN •• 

TEXAS I 

• • e I • , " • • • • 

• •••••••• w • · ..... . ... · ......... . 
BELL. • , • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BEXAR • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BRAZORIA ••••••••••••• 
CAMERON • • • • • • •• •• • 
DALLAS. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
EL PASO Ii!' •••••••••• t • 

GALVESTON • • ~ • • • • •• •• 
HARRIS. • • • • • • •• \I ••• 

HIDALGO • • • • • • • • ~ • • • • 

JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LUBBOCK • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MCLENNAN. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NUECES •••••••• ~ ••••• 
sMITH •••••••• •••• 
TARRANT • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TAYLOR5 ••••••••••••• 
TRAVIS. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WICHITA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

UTAHI 
DAVIS • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SALT LAKE •••••••••••• 
UTAH ••••••••••••••• 
WEBER •••••••••••••• 

VERMONT: 
CHITTENDEN. · . . . . . . . . . . 

VIRGINIA: 
ARLINGTON •••••••••••• 
cHESTERFIELD. • • • • • • • • • • 
FAIRFAX ••••••••••••• 
HENRICO • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PRINCE WI~LIAM. • • • • • • • • • 

WASHINGTON: 
CLARK •••••••••••••• 
KING. • ••••••••••• -. 
KITSAP. ~ •••••••••••• 
PIERCE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SNOHOMISH • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SPOKANE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
YAKIMA •••••••••• e ••• 

WEST VIRGINIA: 
CABELL •••• 
KANAWHA • • • 

.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
WISCONSIN: 

BROWN • • • 
DANE •••• 
KENOSHA • • 
MARATHON •• 
MI~WAUKEE • 
OUTAGAMIE • 
RACINE ••• 
ROCK •••• 
WAUKESHA. • 
WINNE8AGO • 

· . . . . . ~ . . . . · . . . . . . . . . . · ......... . 
• • • • • • • • • 5 • · ......... . ............ · . . . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . . . . · ......... . · ......... . 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 

Population" 

106 329 
265 035 
3L11 07L1 
115 123 
127 077 
629 191 
225 573 
99 001 

158 336 
21L1 031 
382 71L1 
289 703 

117213 
260 537 
269 136 
126 573 
2L18 176 
195 083 

271 750 
299 708 
7L18 733 
137 320 

159 888 
9L17 207 
136 120 
177 llL1 

1 L158 358 
L136 6L10 
19L1 035 

2 123 161 
235 033 

2L15 L183 
200 332 
160 762 
2L19 375 
111 557 
773 LIlLI 
lOll 296 
388 187 
122 519 

122 692 
olJO 533 
177 106 
135 97L1 

111 73L1 

152 269 
121 7L11 
533 95lJ 
171 535 
131 363 

16L1 L181 
1 160 211 

122 063 
L126 067 
275 357 
312 L167 
158 527 

105 !l-3L1 
227 3L11 

1711 930 
311 7110 
124 453 
106 lI68 

1 003 569 
127 175 
176 793 
1311 730 
270 691 
132 629 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Total 
direct 

expenditure 

8 5'12 
31 115 
20 3'13 
113 107 

8 610 
53 lI'I5 
21 635 
10 9'10 
14 585 
15 778 
'10 861 
19 '199 

6 178 
26 032 
115 Ill:! 
12 37'> 
20 386 
19 998 

59 Mil 
59 536 

118 1173 
'11 985 

5 220 
33 673 
12 2112 

9 276 
72 '126 
14 1193 
18 658 

1811 16'1 
8 951 

14 020 
17 381 
10 028 
18 125 

'I 386 
31 351 

2 761 
19 181 

3 950 

5 873 
89 81'1 

9 013 
11 722 

179 

115 '110 
71 903 

421 335 
113 290 
86 2'17 

21 277 
147 035 

15 581 
119 972 
30 007 
29 298 
16 972 

7 061 
13 135 

30 758 
56 921 
21 6811 
18 960 

295 719 
21 1167 
39 1199 
32 027 
38 853 
211 025 

Total criminal 
justice system POlice protection 

Amount 

1 11511 
5 002 
II 1127 
2 700 
1 875 

15 880 
3 970 
1 590 
2 675 
2 8119 
II 750 
II 917 

1 928 
5 756 
6 661 
2 839 
8 151 
II 061 

5 958 
5 560 

39 802 
1 9911 

2 161 
15 960 

3 1'15 
II 9113 

33 889 
7 100 
II 316 

55 70~ 
II 1133 

5 '156 
2 978 
2 9311 
7 657 
l 966 

13 912 
1 1165 
9 372 
1 501 

1 330 
15 099 
3 062 
2 1118 

11 001 
II 151 

30 632 
12 305 
5 21111 

5 3117 
311 708 

J 666 
11 11115 

7 326 
8 '12'1 
II 207 

1 lOll 
2 298 

3 1112 
9 109 
3 393 
2 169 

29 6111 
2 1176 
6 '11'1 
3 589 
5 185 
2 636 

Percent 
of total 
direct 

expendi­
ture 

17.0 
16.1 
21.8 
17.9 
21.8 
29.7 
18.3 
111.5 
18.3 
18.1 
11.6 
25.2 

31.2 
22.1 
1'1.8 
22.9 
110.0 
20.3 

10.0 
9.3 

33.6 
1l.7 

1I1.11 
117,1l 
25.7 
53.3 
116.8 
119.0 
23.1 
30.2 
119.5 

38.9 
17.1 
29.3 
112.2 
1l'l.8 
Qll.1I 
53.1 
1~8.'J 
38.0 

22.6 
16.8 
3L1.0 
18.3 

9.5 
5.8 
7.3 

10.9 
6.1 

2501 
23.6 
23.5 
22.9 
211.11 
28.8 
211.8 

Amount 

167 
155 
235 

211 
23 

1 961 
52 
8'1 
118 

383 
170 
771 

795 
3 302 
3 162 
1 1169 
2 820 
2 3811 

1 787 
2 255 
5 000 

8L19 

338 
2 HO 
1 131 

219 
8 876 
1 2811 
1 116 
7 188 

11211 

1 159 
575 
1186 
627 
512 

3 111 
218 

1 552 
357 

626 
7 297 

)75 
595 

7 

7 678 
2 707 

17 885 
6 li!o 
3 ;)63 

1 9116 
11 602 

1 35"·7 
II 1193 
2 8911 
2 866 
1 113 

15.6 317 
17.5 582 

11.1 2 000 
16.0 3 201 
15.6 1 715 
11.11 1 130 
10.0 5 253 
11.5 991 
16.2 2 087 
11.2 1 176 
13.3 2 626 
11.0 1 012 

Z Less than half the unit of .measurement shown. 
~Data are based on a field compilation from records of each county government shown; 
Population as of July 1, 1977 from Bureau of the Census estimates. 

see text for data limitations. 

11.5 
3.1 
5.3 
0.9 
1.2 

12.3 
1.3 
5.3 
1.8 

D.ll 
3.6 

15.7 

111.2 
57.11 
117.5 
51.7 
311.6 
58.7 

30.0 
'10.6 
12.6 
112.6 

15.6 
D.ll 
36.0 

'I.ll 
26.2 
18.1 
25.9 
12.9 
9.6 

21.2 
19.3 
16.6 
8.2 

26.0 
22.11 
111.9 
16.6 
23.8 

117.1 
118.3 
12.2 
27.7 

69.8 
65.2 
58.11 
119.7 
611.1 

36.11 
33.11 
37.0 
39.3 
39.5 
31).0 
26.5 

28.7 
25.3 

58.6 
35.1 
50.5 
52.1 
17.7 
1l0.0 
32.5 
32.8 
50.6 
38.11 

JUdicial 

5119 
1 717 
2 089 

1191 
1l0,! 

5 332 
1 'I1l6 

600 
911l 

1 218 
2 220 
1 1125 

!)1l8 
1 11119 
1 592 

783 
3 631 
1 001 

1 9112 
1 922 
6 660 

705 

538 
II 35J 
1 082 
1 039 

10 6117 
2 270 
1 1188 

19 380 
1 235 

1 593 
1 050 

701 
2 1150 

901 
3 935 

693 
2 'I811 

533 

176 
2 '173 

1178 
295 

799 
519 

J 065 
2 810 

763 

1 153 
7 912 

7/8 
2 175 
1 797 
1 7113 
1 1Jll 

17L1 
'I911 

636 
2 506 

1105 
3119 

10 230 
757 

1 llJ9 
655 

1 328 
633 

37.8 
3'1.3 
117.2 
33.0 
112.9 
33.6 
30.11 
37.7 
35.2 
'12.8 
116.7 
37.1 

28.'1 
25.2 
23.9 
27.6 
Q'l.5 
211.6 

32.6 
Jll.6 
16.7 
35.11 

211.9 
27.3 
311.11 
21.0 
32.0 
32.0 
3'1.5 
3'1.8 
27.9 

29.2 
35.3 
23.9 
32.0 
115.6. 
28.J 
117.3 
26.5 
35.5 

93.7 

7.3 
12.::; 
10.0 
22.8 
llJ.5 

21.6 
22.6 
21.2 
19.0 
211.5 
20.7 
27.0 

15.8 
21.5 

18.6 
27.5 
23.7 
16.1 
3'1.5 
30.5 
17.9 
23.8 
25.6 
211.0 
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Table 16. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure of 343 large county 
governments, fiscal year 1978-Continuerl 

Gounty' 

PENNSYLVANIA--CONTINUED 
LEBANON • • • • • • •• •••• 
LEHIGH •••••••••••••• 
LUZERNE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LYCOMING ••••••••••••• 
MERCER. • • • • • • •• •••• 
MONTGOMERY •••••••••••• 
NORTHAMPTON • • • • • • • • • • • 
NORTHUMBERLAND. • • • • • • • • • 
SCHUYLKILL. • • • • • • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON. • • • • •• • ••• 
WESTMORELAND ••••••••••• 
yORK ••••••••••••••• 

SOUTH CAROLINA I 
ANDERSON. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHARLESTON •••••••••••• 
GREENVILLE. • • • • •• •••• 
LEXINGTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RICHLAND ••••••••• 0 ••• 

SPARTANBURG • • • 0' ••••• 

TENNESSEE I 
HAMILTON. 
KNOX ••• 
SHELBY •• 
SULLIVAN. 

· ..... . .. , . 
• ••• , • 0 •••• 11 

• • i ....... a IJ •••• · .......... . 
TEXASI 

BELL. • • • • • • • •• • ••• 
BEXAR • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BRAZORIA. • • • • • • • • • • • I 

CAMERON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DALLAS ••••••••••••• ;; 
EL PASO • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GALVESTON • • • • • •• •• 0 t 

HARRIS •• 0 ••• 8 ••••••• 

HIDALGO • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

JEF~ERSON • • • , • • • • • • • • 
LUBBOCK • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MCLENNAN. • • • • • • • • • • , • 
NUECES. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SMITH •••••••••••• :; • 
TARRANT • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TAYLOR •••••••••••••• 
TRAVIS. • • • I • • • • • • • • • 

WICHITA • • • • • • •• •••• 

UTAHI 
DAVIS • • • • • • 
SALT LAKE •••• 
UTAH ••••••• 
WEBER • • • • • • 

VERMONT; 

· ...... . · ...... . · ...... . 
CHITTENDEN. • • • • • • • • • • • 

VIRGINIA: 
ARLINGTON • • • • • • • • • , • • 
CHESTERFIELD. • • • • • • • • • • 
FAIRFAX • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HENRICO • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PRINCE WILLIAM. • • • • • • • • • 

WASHINGTON: 
CLARK , • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
KING ••••••••• 0 ••••• 

f<ITSAP •••••••••••••• 
PIERCE. • • 0 • • • •• •••• 

SNOHOMISH • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SPOKANE • • • • • • • • • • D • • 

YAKIMA •••••••• ~ ••••• 

WEST VIRGINIA I 
CABELL •••••••••••••• 
KANAWHA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

WISCO:.SINI 
BROWN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DANE ••••••• , ••••••• 
KENOSHA c •••••••••• , • 
MARATHON. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MILWAUKEE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OUTAGAMIE • • • • I • • • • • • • 

RACINE •• II ••••••••••• 

ROCK. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WAUKESHA ••••••••••••• 
WINNEBAGO • • • , • • • • • • • I 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 
Legal services and 

proseclttion 

Amount 

86 
1199 
'11'1 
196 
233 

1 533 
268 
152 
lll8 
237 
567 
235 

87 
235 
3611 
102 
710 
1911 

178 
1117 
666 

61 

1193 
2 028 

271 
273 

3 '722 
1 093 

561 
b 255 

337 

7611 
388 
303 
591 
169 

2 591 
139 
856 
1711 

196 
1 8119 

222 
331 

2 

11115 
181 

1 011 
1182 
336 

537 
3 0116 

357 
992 
68'1 
633 
379 

1117 
333 

189 
1 632 

J28 
166 

2 930 
198 
1133 
360 
1106 
186 

Percent 
of total 
oriminal 
justice 
system 

5.9 
10.0 

9.LI 
7.3 

12." 
9.7 
7.3 
9.6 
5.5 
8.3 

11.9 
4.8 

1l.5 
1l.1 
5.5 
3.6 
8.7 
ll.a 

3.0 
2.6 
1.7 
3.1 

22.8 
12.7 
8.6 
5.5 

11.0 
15.11 
13.0 
11.2 
7.6 

11l.0 
13.0 
10,3 
7.7 
8.6 

18.6 
9.5 
9.2 

11.6 

11l.7 
12.2 
7.3 

15.11 

1/.0 
4.11 
3.3 
3.9 
6.11 

10.0 
8.8 
9.7 
8.7 
9.3 
7.5 
9.0 

13.3 
111 .5 

5.5 
17.9 
9.7 
7.7 
9.9 
8.0 
6.8 

10.0 
7.8 
7.1 

Public defense 

Amount 

32 
1lJ6 
199 

611 
130 
5115 
170 

91 
106 

75 
170 

90 

36 

7711 
II 

136 
1156 

57 
8'1 

1 325 
2'111 
12'1 

2 111 
96 

201 
611 
113 

1112 
113 

281 
96 

1811 
37 

68 
'160 

73 
75 

129 

211 
2 272 

2'13 
5116 
2115 
567 
195 

101 
310 
138 

113 
1 659 

60 
1168 
181 
139 

85 

Perotlllt 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

1.9 
0.2 

5.1 
3.0 
2.11 
3.5 

O.ll 

3.9 
6.5 
6.6 
1l.8 
3.3 
6.7 
LI.6 

3.0 
3.11 
1l.1 
2.0 
5.6 
2.11 
7.3 
5.0 
2.7 
3.2 

Correc:t1illle 

Amount 

620 
2 lla5 
1 1190 
1 509-

663 
6 509 
2 0111 

663 
1 1130 

936 
1 623 
1 996 

1162 
770 

1 012 
367 
732 
253 

1 8113 
1 165 
6 639 

375 

597 
5 2611 

6011 
866 

8 853 
2 179 

779 
15 399 

2 339 

1 118 
898 

1 232 
2 166 

3111 
2 825 

319 
'I 229 

395 

1111 
2 2'17 
1 768 

7'17 

1 596 
718 

'I 0118 
2 893 

758 

1 '189 
9 769 

892 
3 1811 
1 6110 
2 170 
1 3lill 

1166 
889 

1186 
1 1158 

1107 
1170 

8 1121 
JOIl 
772 
9110 
637 
.l76 

Peroent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

112.6 
119.7 
33.7 
55.9 
35.11 
111.0 
50.7 
111.7 
53.5 
32.9 
Jll.2 
1l0.6 

211.0 
13.11 
15.2 
12.9 
9.0 
6.2 

30.9 
21,0 
16.7 
18.8 

27.6 
33.0 
19.2 
17.5 
26.1 
30.7 
18.0 
27.6 
52.8 

20.5 
30.2 
'12.0 
28.3 
17.3 
20,3 
21.8 
115.1 
26.3 

8.6 
llJ.9 
57.7 
311.8 

11l.5 
17.3 
13.2 
23.5 
111.5 

27.8 
28.1 
2'1.3 
27.6 
22.11 
25.8 
31.9 

'12.2 
36.7 

llJ.2 
16.0 
12.0 
21.7 
28.11 
12.3 
12.0 
26.2 
12.3 
6.7 

Other criminal justice 

Amount 

16 
22 

376 
8'1 
13 

156 

208 
71 

20 063 

57 
1 719 

2 1162 
266 

30 
2118 

5 371 

621 
3 

169 
1 681 

1 169 

65 
5 

150 
773 
1116 
105 

1163 
26 

II 11911 

:all 

!l 
107 

39 
55 
66 

11113 
112 

!l 
1 1L18 

168 
1 505 

77 
119 

5tjtj 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

0.6 
1.2 

5.6 
3.0 
0.2 
3.8 

3.5 
1.3 

50.11 

2.6 
10.8 

119.8 
0.8 
O.ll 
5.7 
9.6 

!l.ll 
0.1 
5.8 

22.0 

8.11 

0.7 
0.3 

11.3 
5.1 
ll.a 
11.9 

0.5 

0,2 
0.3 
1.1 
0.5 
0.9 
5.3 
1.0 

0.5 
3.9 
6.8 

23.5 
2.1 
0.9 

20.6 

, 
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'Table 17. Total criminal justice ~ystem expenditure of 343 large county governments, by character and 

object, fiscal year 1978 

(Thousands of dollars) 

---------,r---...,--------:-:--:---.:==------..,..-::===:-:==;-Direct expenditure Intergovernmental expendi tuu 

County' 

TOTAL • . . . . . . . . 
ALABAMA I 

CALHOUN • • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON ••••••••• 
MADISON • • • • • • • • • • 
MOBILE. • • • • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY. • • • • • • • • 
TUSCALOOSA. • • • • • • • • 

ARIZONAI 
MARICOPA. • • • • • • • • • 
PIMA. • • • • • • • • • • • 

ARKANSAS I 
pULASKI • 
SEBASTIAN 

CALIFORNIAI 

.. . . . . .. . . . . . . .. . . 
ALAMEDA • • • • • • • • • • 
BUTTE • • • • • • • • • • • 
CONTRA COSTA. • • • • • • • 
FRESNO. • • • • • • • • • • 
HUMBOLDT •••••••••• 
KERN •••••••••••• 
LOS ANGELES • • • • • • • • 
MARIN II •••••••••• 

MERCED. • • • • • • • • • • 
MONTEREy •••••••••• 

·t ORANGE. • • • • • • • • • • 
RIVERSIDE • • • • • • • • • 
SACRAMENTO. • • • • • • • • 

SAN BERNARDINO. • • • • • • 
SAN DIEGO • • • • • • • • • 
SAN JOAQUIN • • • • • • • • 
SAN LUIS OBISPO • • • • • • 
SAN MATEO • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA BARBARA • • • • • • • 
SANTA CLARA • • • • • • • • 
SANTA CRUZ. • • • • , • • • 
SOLANO. • • a 0 ~ • • • • • 

SONOMA. • • • • • • 0 • • • 

STANISLAUS. • • • • • • • • 
TULARE. • • • • • • • • • • 
VENTURA • • • • • • • • • • 
VOLO ••••• II •••••• 

COLORADO I 
ADAMS • • • • • • • • • • • 
ARAPAHOE. • • • • • • • • • 
BOULDER •••••••• I • 

EL PASO • • • • • • 0 • • • 

JEFFERSON ••••••••• 
LARIMER • • • • • • • • • • 
PUEBLO. • • • • • • • • • • 
WELD •••••••••••• 

DELAWARE I 
NEW CASTLE. • • • • • • • • 

FLORIDAI 
ALACHUA • • • • • • • • • • 
BREVARD • • • • • • • • • • 
BROWARD • • • • • • • • • • 
DADE •••••••••••• 
ESCAMBIA. • • • • • • • • • 
HILLSBOROUGH. • • • • • • • 
LEE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LEON. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MANATEE • • • • • • • • • • 
C~~LOOSA. • • • • • • • • • 

ORANGE. • • • • • • • • • • 
PALM BEACH. • • • • • • • • 
PA~CO • • • • • • • • • • • 
P1NELLAS. • • • • • • • • • 
POLK. • • • , • • • • • • • 
SARASOTA. • • • • • • • • • 
SEMINOLE. • • • • • , • • • 
VOlUSIA • • • • • • • • • • 

GEORGIAI 
BIBB. • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHATHAM. ••••••••• 
CLAYTON • • • • • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

-

Total 
Total Direct 

current 

'I '112 226 'I 3'1a 153 3 947 2'19 

950 
13 991 

2 823 
8 322 
3 355 
3 029 

38 579 
27 521 

'I 795 
1 873 

82 312 
6 260 

'1'1 591 
32 1'13 

7 8'11 
29 869 

'128 880 
12 '158 
5 908 

17 65'1 
79 '195 
33 '105 
5'1 931 

'17 956 
72 997 
22 280 

8 '138 
37 129 
21 168 
61 500 
12 3'10 
13 027 
1'1 '169 
15 509 
15 535 
30 011 
7 OB'I 

3 692 
'I 5B6 
3 '131 
'I 881 
5 '161 
2 15B 
1 9'16 
3 '191 

7 696 

7 B99 
·6 050 
22 562 
78 6B2 
13 119 
21 326 
5 381 
3 9'16 
3 235 
1 7'1B 

16 292 
17 B25 

'I 165 
17 61'1 

6 265 
'I 680 
3 78'1 

10 669 

'I 063 
5 767 
5 602 

930 
13 962 
2 823 
8 322 
3 326 
3 028 

38 579 
27 370 

'I 713 
1 Bl8 

81 512 
6 213 

'1'1 '196 
32 07'1 

7 B27 
29 8'12 

'127 852 
12 35'1 
5 836 

17 61f8 
79 307 
33 '105 
5'1 92B 

'17 956 
72 997 
22 25'1 
8 309 

37 129 
21 068 
61 '1'19 
12 333 
12 963 
1'1 '139 
15 267 
15 452 
29 921 

7 030 

:5 692 
'I 31lB 
3 '131 
'I 881 
5 '161 
2 158 
1 9'18 
3 491 

7 896 

7 87'1 
5 985 

20 700 
78 682 
U 119 
21 183 
5 381 
3 946 
3 227 
1 74B 

16 203 
17 76'1 

'I 148 
17 6111 
8 230 
4 B80 
3 738 

10 592 

'I 063 
5 691 
5 602 

891 
13 000 

2 738 
7 97'1 
3 170 
2 978 

37 337 
26 9'18 

'I 50'1 
1 7'11 

78 306 
5 852 

38 211 
29 981 

7 5B2 
25 '118 

'126 045 
12 155 
5 592 

16 552 
78 201 
33 021 
54 383 

'16 548 
66 972 
21 187 

6 0'12 
35 U!2 
20 537 
59 4'13 
11 676 
11 519 
13 946 
13 33J 
15 276 
27 ~50 

6 7?1 

3 616 
'I 359 
3 336 
'I 812 
5 208 
1 968 
1 667 
1 7'11 

6 974 

4 '160 
5 190 

19 755 
73 371 

7 927 
19 '151 

4 8'17 
3 6'15 
3 092 
1 663 

14 637 
15 956 
3 768 

15 534 
7 5'15 
'I 502 
3 358 
6 538 

3 J85 
5 '126 
5 318 

Total 

400 90''1; 

39 
962 

85 
3'1S 
156 
50 

1 2'12 
'122 

209, 
77 

3 206' 
361 

6 285· 
2 093 

2'15 
4 '12'1' 
1 807: 

199, 
2'1'1 

1 096, 
1 106 

38'1 
5'15 

1 'loB 
'I 025· 
1 067 

267; 
2 007 

531' 
2 006 

657. 
1 '1'1,,' 

'193. 
1 93'1' 

17/j, 
2271, 

2591 

76, 
39, 
93' 
69i 

253' 
190' 

81 
1 750. 

922 

3 'Il/j, 
795 
9'15 

5 311 
5 192 
1 732 

53'1 
301 
135 

85 

1 .366 
1 BOB 

3BO 
2 OBO 

685 
J7B 
3BO 

'I 05'1 

678 
265 
28'1 

Capital outlay 

Equipment 

82 1511 

39 
3111 

76 
3118 
156 
50 

1 223 
1122 

178 
77 

637 
361 
3511 
512 

71 
352 

1 071 
65 

218 
346 
268 
3811 
221 

1 1108 
1 151 

2111 
61 

1101 
1115 
197 

73 
175 
1161 
119 
160 
586 
259 

76 
21 
93 
69 

253 
190 
81 

II 

76 

83 
265 
8111 

1 8211 
196 

1 100 
371 
280 
135 
85 

656 
1 267 

331 
692 
672 
378 
2911 
308 

112 
160 
283 

Construc­
tion 

3111 024 

1169 
9 

19 

31 

2 551 

5 792 
1 581 

1711 
II 072 

736 
1311 
26 

750 
838 

282 

2 8711 
839 
206 

1 606 
116 

1 809 
5811 

1 268 
32 

1 815 
111 

1 685 

18 

1 7116 

3 331 
530 
131 

3 1187 
II 996 

6;32 
163 

21 

710 
5111 

49 
1 388 

13 

86 
3 746 

566 
105 

1 

Total 
Land 

II 726 16'1 073 

20 
29 

- ! 
- , - : 

, , 
: i 

I 

18 
! 

- , 
1:59 i 

- [ 

- , 

-112 ! 

111 

- I 

29 
1 

151 

82 
55 

800 
'17 
95 
69 
14 
27 

1 028 
10'1 

72 
6 

188 

26 
129 

100 
51 

7 
6'1 
30 

2'12 
8.3 
90 
5/j 

188 

25 
65 

1 86j! 

8 

89 
61 
17 

.35 

'16 
77 

76 

To Stat. To loc.l 
governments govtprnlDenta 

;)5 092 

1 

U8 

82 
55 

31.3 
13 
59 
18 
10 
2'1 

590 
10'1 

B 
6 

179 

17 
11 

7 
51 

7 
63 
30 

2'12 
7'1 
2'1 

2 

25 
30 
30 

111 

55 
1 

35 

76 

28 981 

16 

29 

'187 
34 
36 
51 

'I 
3 

'138 

6'1 

9 

3 

9 
U8 

93 

1 

9 
66 
52 

18B 

35 
1 832 

32 

8 

89 
6 

16 

116 
13 

) , 

i , 
j i 

I 

: , 

: I 
.1 i 
! i 

i i 
I' 

< , 

, 
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Table 17. Total criminal justice system expenditure of 343 large county governments, by character and 

object, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

County1 

GEORGIA--CONTINUED 
COBB. • • • • • • • • s • • 

DE KALB • • • • • • • • • • 
FULTON ••••••••••• 
GWINNETT •••••••••• 
RICHMOND. • • • • • • • • • 

IDAHO I 
ADA •• .... " 

Il.LINOISI 
CHAMPAIGN • • • • • • • • • 
COOK •••••••••••• 
OU PAGE • • _ • • • 0 • • • 

KANE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAKE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LA SALLE. • • • • • • • • • 
MCHENRY • • • • • • • • • • 
MCLEAN •••••••••• I I 
MACON • • • • • • • • • • ~ 
MADISON • • 0 • • • • • • 

PEORIA. • • • • • • • • • 
ROCK ISLAND • • • • • • • • 
ST. CLAIR ••••••••• 
sANGAMON •••••••••• 
TAZEWELL •••••••••• 
WILl. •••••• " ••••• 
WINNEBAGO • • • • • • • • • 

INDIANAI 
ALLEN • • • • • • • • • • • 
DELAWARE. • • • • • • • • • 
ELKHART • • • • • • • • • • 
LAKE_ ••••••••••• 
LA PORTE •••••••••• 
MADISON • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. JOSEPH ••••••••• 
TIPPECANOE~ • • • • • • • • 
VANDER BURGH • • • • • • • • 
VIGO. • • • • • • • • • • • 

IOWAI 
BLACK HAWK ••••••••• 
LINN ••••• ~ •••••• 
POLK •••••••••••• 
SCOTT ........... , 
WOODBURy. • • • • • • • • • ... 

KANSASI 
JOHNSON • 
SEDGWICK. 
SHAWNEE • 
WYANDOTTE 

KENTUCKy I 
JEFFERSON 
KENTON •• 

LOUISIANAI 

· ..... . 
• ••••• II · ..... . · ..... . 
· . · . . .. ... 

CADDO • • • • • • • • • 
CALCASIEU • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • 
LAFAYETTE • • • • • • • 
OUACHITA. • • • • • • • 
RAP IDES • • • • • • • • 

· . · . · . · . 

· . · . · . · . 
MAINEI 

CUMBERLAND. • 
KENNEBEC ••• 
PENOBSCOT • • 
YORK. • • • • 

· ..... . · . . . . . . · . . . . . . · ..... . 
MARYLAND I 

ANNE ARUNDEL •••••••• 
BALTIMORE ••••••••• 
HAR~ORD • • • • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY ••••••••• 
PRINCE GEORGES. • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON ••••••••• 

MASSACHUSETTS I 
BARNSTABLE. • • • • • • • • 
BERKSHIRE • • • • • • • • • 
BRISTOL • • • • • • • • • • 
ESSEX ••••••••• , .• 
HAMPDEN • • • • • • • , • l 

HAMPSHIRE • • • • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

9 76'1 
18 '131 
19 138 

'I 623 
5 921 

6 298 

2 523 
196 787 

10 382 
5 13'1 
B 357 
1 879 
2 918 
3 '128 

2 195 
II .333 
'I 369 
2 796 
'I 736 
3 '163 
1 762 
'I 928 
5 831 

6 027 
1 676 
2 836 

12 651 
2 2B3 
2 152 
'I 602 
1 763 
3 1115 
1 902 

3 212 
'I 19B 

10 614 
2 '179 
2 531 

II B12 
9 553 
'I 614 
3 692 

27 323 
1 565 

5 OBO 
5 B75 

2'1 013 
3 764 
3 192 
2 976 

1 609 
523 
862 

1 0~3 

13 116 
29 9B3 

3 230 
38 917 
36 526 

1 195 

3'173 
2 252 
6 012 

11 683 
11 7112 

2 562 

Total 

9 751 
18 '131 
19 13B 

'I 623 
5 920 

6 206 

2 520 
196 'I1B 
10 357 
5 050 
B 339 
1 875 
2 907 
3 '127 

2 195 
'I 322 
4 369 
2 686 
4 720 
3 '155 
1 751 
'IB73 
5 582 

5 992 
1 63B 
2 729 

12 09) 
2 279 
2 02B 
'I 527 
1 736 
3 369 
1 880 

3 129 
'I 122 

10 269 
2 479 
2 '17'1 

'I 812 
9 553 
'161'1 
3 692 

27 1110 
1 '197 

5 080 
5 7'16 

24 01.3 
3 752 
3 192 
2 950 

1 ·608 
523 
8116 
701 

13 116 
29 983 

3 230 
38 8'18 
36 526 

1 II1B 

3 '173 
2 252 
5 985 

11 627 
11 7'11 

2 5!5'1 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct 
ourrent 

8 B32 
18 308 
18 651 

'I 31'1 
'I 952 

2 331 
126 079 

9 961 
'I 955 
7 207 
1 396 
2 756 
3 2'16 

2 195 
'I 158 
'I 292 
2 648 
'I 6'17 
3 3J:5 
1 710 
" 7B6 
5 513 

05 659 
1 537 
2 522 

11 875 
2 118 
1 990 
" 112'1 1 601 
3 2'17 
1 8114 

2 963 
3 5805 

10 159 
2 322 
2 333 

'I 61B 
B 620 
'I 121 
) 2'1'1 

25 630 
1 '112 

'I 788 
5 1192 

20 000 
3 539 
2 90'1 
2 B29 

1 534 
502 
BOB 
620 

12 27B 
29 796 

J 060 
30 266 
35 053 

1 0118 

3 Lj~l 
2 173 
5 920 
9 2B9 

10 0,~5 
2 '10'1 

Direct flxpendi ture 

Total 

919 
123 
LlB7 
309 
968 

2 976 

189 
70 33~ 

396 
95 

1 132 
1179 
151 
IBl 

16'1 
77 
J!l' 
7' 

122 
'11 
87 
69 

333 
101 
207 
218 
161 
·38 
103 
135 
122 
36 

166 
537 
110 
157 
I'll 

19'1 
933 
"93 
11'18 

1 510 
85 

292 
25'1 

'I 013 
213 
2BB 
121 

7'1 
21 
38 
Bl 

B3B 
187 
170 

8 582 
1 1173 

100 

52 
79 
65 

2 33B 
1 716 

150 

Capital outlay 

Equipment 

898 
123 
Ll87 
309 
369 

269 

86 
2 257 

396 
92 

348 
43 

151 
181 

1611 
40 
38 
73 
71 
41 
87 
69 

301 
101 
1119 
218 
1;31 

35 
103 
129 
122 
36 

30 
1711 
11Q 
135 
102 

194 
11'>3 
?l 

131 

1 291 
82 

207 
248 

1 032 
122 
2B8 
113 

61 
21 
35 

II 

388 
187 
155 

1 680 
997 

95 

Construc­
tion 

21 

599 

2 707 

103 
68 082 

3 
784 
436 

37 

51 

32 

58 

30 
2 

6 

136 
363 

22 
39 

770 
1122 
317 

186 
3 

85 
6 

2 981 
91 

8 

13 

3 
77 

1150 

15 
6 902 

476 
5 

52 -
25 511 
!ill 11 
88 2 250 
49 1 667 
12 138 

Land 

Intergovernmental expendi ture 

Total 

92 

.3 
369 

25 
B'I 
18 

4 
11 

1 

11 

110 
16 

B 
11 
55 

2'19 

35 
3B 

107 
558 

'I 
12'1 

75 
27 
'16 
22 

83 
76 

345 

57 

IB3 
68 

129 

12 

26 

16 
"'I 

69 

'17 

27 
56 

1 
8 

To State To local 
governments governments 

20 
8'1 
18 

'I 

9 

16 
8 

11 

5 

35 
3B 

107 
52'1 

'I 
12'1 

75 
27 
'16 
22 

37 
31 

2'17 

57 

12 

26 

1 

1 
1'10 

'17 

13 

1 

92 

3 
369 

5 

11 

2 

110 

'16 
'15 
9B 

171 
68 

12 

15 
19'1 

69 

27 
56 

1 
B 

1 
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Table 17. Total criminal justics system expenditure of 343 large county governments, by character and 

object, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

Countyl 

MASSACHUSETTS.·CONTINUED 
MIDDLESEX • • • • • • • • • 
NORFOLK • • • • • • • • • • 
PLYMOUTH •••••••••• 
WORCESTER ••••••••• 

MICHIGANI 
SAY • • • • , • • • • • • • 
BERRIEN • • • • • • • • • • 
CALHOUN • • • • • • • • • • 
GENESEE • • • • • • • • • • 
INGHAM •••••••••• I 

JACKSON • • • • • • • • • • 
KALAMAZOO • • • • • • • • • 
KENT. • • • II • • • • • • • 

MACOMB ••••••••••• 
MONROE. • • • • • • • • • • 
MUSKEGON. • • • • • • • • • 
OAKLAND • • • • • • • • • • 
OTTAWA. • • • • • • • • • • 
SAGINAW • • • • • • • • • • 
sT. CLAIR ••••••••• 
WASHTENAW • • • • • • • • • 
WAVNE ••••••••••• 

MINNESOTA I 
ANOKA • I • • • • • • • • • 

DAKOTA. • • • • • • • • • • 
HENNEPIN. • • • • • • • • • 
RAMSEY ••••••••••• 
ST. LOUIS ••••••••• 
STEARN. • • • • • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON. • • • • • • • • 

MIsSISSIPPI I 
HARRISON. • • • • • • • • • 
HINDS • • • • • • • • • • • 
JACKSON • • • • • • • • • • 

MISSOURI I 
CLAY •••••••••••• 
GREENE. • • • • • • • • • • 
JACKSON • • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON ••••••••• 
ST. CHARLES • • • • • • • • 
ST. LOUIS ••••••••• 

NEBRASKA I 
DOUGLAS • 
LANCASTER 

NEvADA I 

. . . . . . . . · ... . · ... . 
CLARK • • $ • • • • • • • • 

WASHOE. • • • • • • • • • I 

NEW HAMPSHIRE I 
HILLSBOROUGH. • • • • 
ROCKINGHAM. • • • • • 

. . . . . . 
NEW JERSEY I 

ATLANTIC. • • • • • • • • • 
BERGEN ••••••••••• 
BURLINGTON ••••••••• 
cAMDEN. • • • • • • • • • • 
CUMBERLAND. • • • • • • • • 
ESSEX • • • • • • • • • • • 
GLOUCESTER. • • • • • • • • 
HUDSON ••••••••••• 

MERCER. • • • • • • • • • ~ 
MIDDLESEX • • • • • • • • • 
MONMOUTH •••••••••• 
MORRIS. • • • • • • • • • • 
OCEAN • • • • • • • • • • • 
PASSAIC • • • • • • • • • • 
sOMERSET •••••••••• 
UNION • • • • • • • • • • • 

NEW MEXICO' 
BERNALILLO •• 

NEW YORKI 
ALBANY •••••• 
BROOME •••••• 
CHAUTAUQUA. • • • 
CHEMUNG • • • • • 
DUTCHESS ••••• 

· .. 
· . . . . · . . . . · .... · . . .. · .... 

See tootnote. at end at tabl ... 

Total 

3'1 580 
8 '118 
8 253 

10 1109 

6 7'13 
6 509 
6 155 

15 8'10 
8 658 
'I 756 
9 '178 

10 872 

14 03'1 
'I 81'1 
5 007 

2'1 953 
3 Ol!! 
8 301 
4 121 
9 993 

88 '197 

5 387 
3 093 

37 155 
25 725 

9 60'1 
1 522 
2 899 

3 838 
3 83'1 
2 060 

2 19'1 
1 806 

17 578 
1 6'10 
2 017 

29 93'1 

7 729 
3211 

38 '181 
8 065 

2 132 
1 60'1 

5 '158 
17 33'1 

7 228 
17 0'12 
3 663 

'11 930 
3 538 

15 570 

1'1 086 
1'1 865 
8 103 
7 215 
6 567 

13 758 
'I 998 

15 507 

9 065 

8 '158 
'I 902 
3 90'1 
3 138 
5 355 

Total 

34 565 
8 '118 
8 252 

10 409 

6 5'1'1 
6 280 
5 805 

15 277 
_8 592 
'I 547 
9 318 

10 813 

1'1 01'1 
4 720 
'I 826 

24 1189 
2 920 
'( 884 
3 976 
9 777 

78 856 

5 208 
3 005 

37 023 
25 689 

9 467 
1 '178 
2 853 

3 738 
3 823 
2 059 

2 189 
1 806 

17 563 
1 6311 
2 017 

29 93'1 

7 729 
3211 

3/3 1181 
3 065 

2 132 
1 6011 

5 '158 
17 33'1 
7 228 

17 042 
3 663 

41 930 
3 538 

15 570 

1'1 086 
1'1 865 
8 101 
7 215 
6 567 

13 758 
'I 998 

15 507 

8 357 

7 733 
'I 126 
3 573 
2 178 
'I 788 

(Thousands of dollars) . 

Direct expenditure 

Direct 
current 

Capital ou tloy 

22 451 
8 037 
7 252 
9 816 

3 595 
6 129 
5 6'11 

1'1 96j 
8 1165 
4 '13'1 
7 '187 

10 172 

13 3'13 
'I 323 
'I 792 

2'1 031 
2 867 
7 126 
3 912 
9 11'19 

70 638 

5 018 
2 889 

33 19'1 
19 353 

9 2'11 
1 400 
2 7'16 

2 333 
2 929 
1 919 

2 083 
1 7'12 

12 921 
1 '13'1 
1 875 

28 297 

7 70'1 
3 191 

36 8'1'1 
7 8'15 

2 110 
1 '183 

5 295 
17 118 

6 320 
1'1 326 
3 '121 

'11 6'13 
3 525 

15 5'16 

8 992 
1'1 399 
8 096 
7 1'16 
6 336 

13 689 
'I 809 

1'1 980 

'I 582 

7 631 
3 96'1 
3 '171 
2 106 
II 718 

Totol 

12 11'11 
381· 

1 000 
593 

2 9'19 
151 
16'1. 
31'1 
127 
"113 

1 831 
6'11 

671 
397 

3'1 
'158 

53 
758 

6'1 
32B 

8 218 

190 
116 

3 829 
(, 336 

226 
78 

107 

1 '105 
89'1 
1110 

106 
6'1 

'I 6'12 , 
200 
1'12 

1 6J7 

25 
20 

1 637 
220 

22 
121 

163 
216 
908 

2 716 
2'12 
287 

13 
24 

5 09'1 
'166 

5 
69 

231 
69 

189 
527 

3 775 

102 
162 
102 

72 
70 

Equipment 

671 
Ul 
227 

77 

431 
151 
1611 
81 

127 
113 
106 
94 

206 
397 

16 
309 

53
1 756 

64 
328 
278 

149 
116 
733 
322 
226 

78 
107 

237 I 
260 
113 

106 
64 

361 
97 

142 
1 637 

12 
20 

937 
209 

17 
47 

38 
72 

183 

211 
281 

13 
24 

10 
273 

69 
62 
61 
96 

177 

70 

83 
123 
102 
72 
70 

Construc­
Hon 

11 443 
270 
773 
516 

2 518 

1 725 
547 

465 

18 

2 

7 940 

41 

3 096 
6 0111 

1 168 
6311 

27 

4 281 
103 

700 
11 

5 
711 

125 
11111 
725 

2 716 
218 

6 

~ 084 
193 

5 

169 
8 

93 
350 

3 705 

19 
39 

Land 

233 

149 - , 

- I 
- I 

1 

13 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

15 

1 

199 
229 
350 
563 

66 
209 
160 

59 

20 
9'1 

181 
116'1 
118 
1117 
1'15 
216 

9 6'11 

179 
88 

132 
36 

137 
'1'1 
'16 

100 
U 

1 

5 

i5 
6 

2 

70B 

725 
776 
331 
960 
567 

To State To local 
governments governments 

11 

187 
206 
110 

'18 
208 
160 

9'1 
106 
'158 
116 
330 
1'15 
117 

179 
5 

132 
36 

137 

5 

15 

2 

725 
776 
106 
960 
567 

12 
23 

2'10 
563 

18 
1 

59 

20 

75 
6 
2 

87 

83 

4'1 
'16 

100 
11 

6 

708 

225 

i I, 
II 
~ i 
Ii 

I! 
I j 
II 
, I 

l i 
II 
II 
'I 

11 

\1 
1/ 

1,'1 ! 

\1 
il 

II 
I' ,I 

[I 
I 

i 
I 
I , 

;1 

lJ 

I .,J 

l 
j 

! 

I 
~ 
~ 

I 
~ 
ij 
I 
'I 

II 

II 

~ 
iI 

II 

• 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 111 

Table 17. Total crimi.nal Justice system expenditure of 343 large county governments, by character and: 

object, fiscal year 1978-Continued. 
(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct f)xpendi ture Intergovernmental expenditure 

countyl Total Capital outlay 

Total Total To State To local Direct 
cur-rent governments governments 

Equipment co~~~~c- ." tal!d 

--------------------~------~-.----+------4------j------~~~~--~--~~------+_-----
Total 

NEW YORK--CONT1NUED 
ERIE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MONROE. • • • • • • • • • • 
NASSAU ••••••••••• 
NIAGARA • • • • • • • • • t 

ONEIDA. • • • • • • I • • • 

ONONDAGA. • • • • • • • • • 

g~~~~~: : : : : : : : : : : I· 
RENSSELAER •••••••• 0 

ROCKLAND. • • • • • • • 
ST. LAWRENCE •••••• 
SARATOGA.· • • • • • • • 
SCHENECTADY • • • • • • 
STEUREN • • • • • • • • 
SU~FOLK • • • • • • • • 
ULSTER. • • • • • • • • 
WESTCHESTER • • • • • • 

· . · . · . · . 
· . · . · . 

NORTH CAROLINA I 
BUNCOMBE •••••••••• 
CUMBERLAND ••••••••• 
DURHAM. • • • • • • • • • • 
FORSYTH • • • • • • • • • • 
GASTON. • • • • • • • • • • 
GUILFORD. • • • • • , • • • 
MECKLENBURG • • • • • • • • 
ONSLOW ••••••••••• 
WAKE. • • • • • • • • • • • 

OHIOI 
ALLEN , • • • • • • • • • • 
ASHTABULA • • • • • • • • • 
BUTL.ER ••••••••• II • 

CLARK • • I • • • • • • • • 

CLERMONT •••••• , •••• 
COLUMBIANA ••••••••• 
CUYAHOGA. • • • • • • • • • 
FRANKLIN •••••••••• 
GREENE ••••••••••• 
HAMILTON •••••••••• 
LAKE •••••••••••• 

LICKING • • ~ • • • • • • • 
LORAIN. • • • • • • • • • • 
LUCAS • • • • • • • • • • • 
MAHONING. • • • • • I • • • 

MONTGOMERY ••••••••• 
PORTAGE • , • • • • • • • • 
RICHLAND. • • • • • • • • • 
STARK ••••••••••• 
SUMMIT ••••••••••• 
TRUMBULL. • • • • • • • • • 
WOOD. • • • • • • • • • • • 

Or-LAHOMA I 
CLEVELAND • 
COMANCHE. • 
OKLAHOMA. • 
TULSA • • • 

OREGONI 
CLACKAMAS • 
JACKSON •• 
LANE •••• 
MARION ••• 
MULTNOMAH • 
WASHINGTON. 

PENNSYLVANIA I 

· ...... . · ...... . · ...... . · ...... . 
· . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . · ...... . · ...... . · ...... . · . . . . . . . 

ALLEGHENY • • • • • • • • • 
BEAVER. • • • • • • • • • • 
BERKS ••••••••••• 
BLAIR • • • • • • • • • • • 
BUCKS • • • • • • • • • • • 
BUT~ER. • • • • • • • • • • 
CAMBRIA • • • • • • • • • • 
CENTRE. • • • • • • • • • • 
CHESTER • • • • • • • • • • 

CUMBERLAND. • • • 
DAUPHIN ••••• 
DELAWARE. • • • • 
ERIE ••••••• 
FAYETTE • • • • • 
FRANKLIN. • • • • 
LACKAWANNA. • • • 
LANCASTER • • • • 
LAWRENCE. • • • • 

It •••• · .... 
• II ••• · . . . . · ... . · ... . · ... . · ... . · ... . 

/lee footnotes at end of table. 

30 5'1'1 
:'13 637 

151 B6B 
5 '116 
4 566 

18 038 
5 059 
2 717 
2 996 

6 626 
1 993 
2 000 
3 2'1'1 
1 930 

108 730 
3 309 

29 129 

2 866 
6 0'12 
3 55" 
3 722 
2 137 
'I 650 
8 293 
1 908 
2 931 

2 551 
3 5'1'1 
3 318 
2 886 
1 691 
1 6'13 

52 9'1'1 
'19 966 
2 711 

2'1 198 
'I 1186 

2 128 
II 020 

13 130 
'I 670 

17 559 
2 975 
2 633 
7 6'15 

10 '10'1 
3 93'1 
1 815 

6311 
1 563 
'I 652 
8 299 

6 '150 
7 672 

1'1 35'1 
5 05'1 

2'1 613 
5 951 

29 173 
:3 876 
7 217 
1 776 
9 578 
1 859 
2 753 
1 090 
7 816 

2 339 
7 026 

16 023 
6 277 
2 106 
1 '182 
2 839 
5 952 
1 271 

2'1 239 
21 '186 

151 668 
II 761! 
:5 712 

16 699 
'I 506 
2 38B 
2 531 

6 009 
1 73'1 
1 725 
2 755 
1 625 

105 036 
2 92'1 

26 '12'1 

2 866 
5 922 
3 55'1 
3 '176 
2 098 
'I 556 
7 900 
1 908 
2 930 

2 551 
3 5'111 
3 J18 
2 870 
1 654 
1 1193 

51 '17'1 
'19 557 

2 711 
22 '1'19 
'I IIB6 

2 128 
'I 020 

12 981 
'I 4011 

17 088 
2 975 
2 6J3 
7 6'1'1 

10 330 
3 93'1 
1 7116 

'156 
1 273 
3 930 
7 373 

6 '150 
7 672 

14 328 
5 053 

2'1 2'17 
5 951 

29 173 
3 828 
7 158 
1 758 
9 573 
1 858 
2 721 
1 090 
7 575 

2 32'1 
6 807 

15 937 
6 191 
1 986 
1 '147 
2 710 
5 147 
1 231 

26 6'10 
21 187 

148 555 
11611 
3 '135 

16 197 
'I 1'19 
2 02'1 
2 '18'1 

5 852 
l 676 
1 625 
2 1199 
1 566 

102 7'11 
2 1181 

25 383 

2 433 
3 '189 
1 27'1 
3 oa'l 
1 816 
4 261 
6 669 
1 072 
2 663 

2 1190 
1 7112 
3 128 
2 602 
1 '169 
1 '175 

'12 1153 
15 872 

2 6'13 
21 7'1'1 
3 117a 

2 081 
3 921 

11 156 
'I 232 

17 005 
2 920 
2 510 
7 '155 

10 1118 
3 872 
1 561 

'133 
1 2'11 
3 915 
'I 687 

5 866 
'I 051 

10 60'1 
'I 828 

23 450 
5 810 

28 800 
3 789 
7 029 
1 732 
9 '138 
1 8'15 
2 687 
1 068 
7 372 

2 280 
6 260 

15 53'1 
6 127 
1 939 
1 '1110 
2 705 
'I 200 
1 211 

599 
299 

3313 
153 
277 
502 
357 • 
36'1 

'17 

157 
58 

100 
256 
59 

2 295 
. '1'13 
1 0'11 

1133 
2 '133 
2 280 

392 
282 
295 

1 231 
836 
267 

61 
1 802 

190 
266 
185 

18 
9 1.)21 

33 685 
68 

705 
1 008 

'17 
99 

1 825 
172 

83 
55 

123 
1M 
11121 6" 
1<15 

23 
32 
15 

2 686 

58'1 
3 621 
3 72'1 

225 
797 
I'll 

373 
39 

129 
26 

135 
13 
3'1 
22 

203 

'1'1 
5117 
'103 

6'1 
'17 

7 
5 

9117 
20 

299 
299 

1 843 
138 

62 
151 
'S 

323 
47 

83 
28 
95 

222 
59 I 

1 622 ' 
30 

485 

157 
201 

55 
180 
268 
292 
858 

69 
122 

61 
59 

187 
49 
23 
18 

356 
128 

68 
248 

69 

L17 
58 

2114 
162 
83 
:55 
5) 

189 
103 
35 
39 

23 . 
32 
15 

495 

283 
249 
193 
225 
610:'> 
141 

373 
39 
27 
26 
30 
13 
34 

151 

4'1 
55 

122 
49 
22 

7' 
5 

L12 
20 

300 

1 '170 
15 

215 
351 
3'19 

41 

74 
30 

5 
34 

627 
413 
556 

~76 
2 232 
2 225 

212 
111 
'I 373 . 

767 
145 

1 7113 
3 

219 
162 

8 665 
33 557 

457 
939 

41 
1 581 

10 

70 

79 
27 

146 

2 191 

301 
3 372 
3 531 

131 

102 

90 

22 
52 

4'32 
281 

15 

.:ll 

46 

15 

3 305 
2 151 

652 
'854 

1 339 
553· . 
329

1." 465 ., 

617 
259 

- 275 
489 
305 

3 694 
385 

2 705 

120 

2'16 
39 
94 

393 

1 

16 
37 

150 
1 470 

409 

1 7L19 

149 
266 
1171 

1 
74 

69 

178 
290 
722 
926 

26 
1 

366 

L18 
59 
18 
5 
1 

32 

241 

15 
219 

86 
FJ6 

120 
35 

129 
805 

'10 

803 
2 151 

652 
85'1 

1 339 
553 
329 

; 465 

ljl"' 
259 
275 
'189 
305 

3 69'1 
366 

2 705 

:1 

266 

178 
290 
722 
920 

56 

'18 
59 
17 

10 

83 

219 
86 
a6 

120 
35 

129 
805 

35 

2 502 

19 

120 

2'16 
39 
9'1 

393 

16 
37 

150 
1 '170 

'109 

1 7'19 

1'19 

1171 

1 
74 

69 

6 

1 
310 

i 
5 
1 

22 

158 

15 

5 

, 



112 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 17. Total criminal justice system expenditure of 343 large county governments, by character and 

object, fiscal year 1978-Con~inued 
(Thousands of dollars) 

Direc t expend! ture Intergovernmental expenditure 

Capital outlay 
county· Total 

Total Direct 
current 

TotaL" To State To locnl 

Total Equipment 
Construc­

tion Land 
governments g07Crnments 

PENNSYLVANIA--CONTINUED 
LEBANON • • • • • • • • • • 
LEHIGH. • • • • • • • • • c 
LUZERNE • • • • • • • • • • 
LYCOMING •••••••• , • 
MERCER. I ••• It ••••• 

MONTGOMERy. • • • • • • • • 
NORTHAMPTON • • • • • • • • 
NORTHUMBERLAND. • • • • • • 
SCHUYLKILL. • • • • • • • • 
wASHINGTON. • • • • • • • • 
wESTMORELAND •••••••• 
yORK. • • • • • ~ • • • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINAI 
ANDERSON. • • • ~ • • • • • 
CHARLESTON. • • • • • • • • 
GREENVILLE. • • • • • • • • 
LEXINGTON • • • • • • • • • 
RICHLAND •••••••••• 
SPARTANBURG • • • • • • • • 

TENNESSEE I 
HAMILTON •••••••••• 
KNOX. • • • • • • • • • • • 
SHELBY. • • • • • • • • • • 
SULLIVAN •••••••• 0 • 

TEXASI 
BELL. • •••••••• 
BEXAR • • 0 • • • • • • • • 

BRAZORIA. • • • • • • • • • 
CAMERON • • • • • • • • • • 
DALLAS. • • • • • • • • • • 
EL PASO • • • • • • • • • • 
GALVESTON • • • • • • • • • 
HARRIS. II •• CI •••••• 

HIDALGO • • • • •• ••• 

JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • 
LUBBOCK • • • • • • • • • • 
MCLENNAN. • • • • • • • • • 
NUECES. • • • • • • • • • • 
SMITH • • • • • • • • • • • 
TARRANT • • • • • • • • • • 
TAyLOR, I ••••••••• 

TRAVIS. • • • • • • • • • • 
WICHITA • • • • • • • • • • 

UTAHI 
DAVIS • • • • • • • • • 
SALT LAKE ••••••• 
UTAH. • • • • • • • • • 
WEBER • • • • • • • • • 

VERMONTI 
CHITTENDEN. 

VIRGINIAI 
AR~INGTON • • • • • • • • • 
CHESTERFIELD •••••••• 
FAIRFAX • • • • • I • • • • 

HENRICO •••••••••• 
PRINCE WILLIAM. • • • 

WASHINGTONI •• " 
CLARK • • • • • • • • • • • 
KING. • • • • • • • • • • • 
KITSAP. • • • • • t • • • • 

PIERCE. • • • • e I • • • • 

SNOHO~T~H • • • • • • • • • 
SPOKANa • • • • • • • • • • 
YAKIMA ••••••••••• 

WEST VIRGINIAI 
CABELL. t • • • • • • • 

KANAWHA • • • • • • • • 

WISCONSINi 

1 509 
5 260 
ij 706 
2 717 
1 677 

16 109 
II 1170 
1 633 
2 697 
3 056 
ij 750 
5 133 

1 966 
5 9116 
6 661 
2 672 
8 2117 
II 120 

5 959 
5 562 

'10 190 
1 9911 

2 162 
16 009 
3 178 
5 103 

33 669 
7 100 
II 365 

55 70'1 
'I '133 

5 1193 
3 029 
2 950 
7 667 
2 019 

111 317 
1 1195 
9 1194 
1 520 

1 362 
15 099 

3 06'1 
2 1'16 

1113 

11 '102 
1\ 211 

31 666 
12 577 

5 357 

5 361 
35 066 

3 666 
11 1191 
7 776 
6 11211 
II 207 

1 105 
2 325 

1 11511 
5 002 
II 1127 
2 700 
1 875 

15 860 
3 970 
1 590 
2 675 
2 BII9 
II 750 
II 917 

1 926 
5 756 
6 661 
2 639 
6 151 
II 061 

5 956 
5 560 

39 602 
1 99'1 

2 161 
15 960 
3 1'15 
II 9'13 

33 669 
7 100 
II 316 

55 7011 
II '133 

5 '156 
2 976 
2 9311 
7 657 
1 966 

13 912 
1 1165 
9 3"/2 
1 501 

1 330 
15 099 
3 062 
2 1'16 

1'13 

11 001 
II 151 

30 632 
12 305 

5 21111 

5 3117 
3'1 706 

3 666 
11 11'15 

7 326 
6 '12'1 
II 207 

1 10'1 
2 296 

1 1106 
'I 666 
II '103 
2 351 
1 603 

11 539 
3 609 
1 561 
2 675 
2 626 
4 700 
'1- 365 

! 616 
5 310 
6 3'15 
2 367 
6 570 
3 653 

5 1195 
5 155 

16 670 
1 916 

2 093 
15 260 

2 710 
2 '139 

32 672 
7 020 
'I 201 

50 736 
J 155 

5 305 
2 56'1 
2 616 
5 522 
1 639 

12 '12'1 
1 353 
6 731 
1 115'1 

1 173 
111 7115 
1 1179 
2 120 

1113 

10 9511 
3 791 

29 1'10 
7 5'13 
II 7'17 

5 216 
33 960 

3 !i69 
11 365 

6 91'1 
6 237 
'I 106 

1 090 
2 169 

1I6 
11'1 

24 
3119 

72 
~ 341 

161 
9 

23 
50 

532 

112 
'1116 
316 
'172 

1 561 
206 

1163 
'105 

21 132 
76 

66 
680 
1135 

2 5011 
1 017 

60 
115 

II 966 
1 276 

151 
39'1 
116 

2 135 
327 

1 466 
112 
6'11 

47 

157 
35'1 

1 583 
26 

117 
360 

I '192 
4 762 

'197 

129 
7tl8 
177 

60 
'112 
167 
101 

111 
129 

22 
96 
211 
30 
55 

1119 
, 60 

9 

23 
50 

3118 

112 
380 
3111 
Li61 
2L11 
208 

463 
L105 
553 

76 

68 
680 
13L1 
175 
997 
80 

115 
1 292 

136 

1119 
199 

511 
659 

62 
1I51 
108 
234 

311 

157 
3110 
83 
28 

117 
255 
Lloo 
557 
252 

129 
602 
1511 
50 

3115 
178 
101 

III 
81 

211 
18 

179 
'17 

LI 19.2 
101 

184 

66 
2 

11 
1 268 

20 579 

2 329 

2 250 
1 lIH 

62 
1 476 

3 
407 

13 

9 
1 500 

105 
1 092 
q 205 

2 115 

146 
23 
10 
67 

9 

48 

140 

72 

301 

20 

1 4~1I 
1 

2 
195 

265 
1 037 

1 

5 

55 
276 
261 

17 
2 

229 
500 

'13 
22 

209 

216 

36 
192 

33 
96 
59 

1 
22 

366 

1 
49 
33 

160 

49 

37 
51 
16 
10 
53 

1105 
30 

122 
19 

32 

2 

'101 
60 

1 03'1 
272 
113 

1'1 
378 

116 
'ISO 

1 
27 

BROWN • • • • • • • • • • • 3 1160 :3 412 3 27'1 138 138 - _ 66 
DANE. • • • • • • • • • • • 9 295 9 109 8 63'1 275 275 - _ 166 
KENOSHA • • • • • • • • • • 3 1182 l 393 3 227 166 161 5 _ ~D 
MARATHON. • • • • • • • • • 2 222 2 169 2 031 136 127 ,11 _ 53 

55 
276 
261 

6 

229 
500 

32 
22 
63 

191 

38 
23 

33 
57 
'19 

1 
28 
33 

'19 

37 
51 

1 
10 
53 

129 
30 

122 
1') 

'-
'101 

60 
769 

56 
.63 

27 

15 
1'19 

71 
53 

MILWAUKEE. • • • • • • • • 29 6'16 29 6'11 26 917 724 286 438 - 5 
OUTAGAMIE • • • • • • • • • 2 553 2 1176 2 250 228 101 127 _ 75 75 
RACINE. • • • • • • • • • • 6 57'1 6 41'1 'I 829 1 585 138 1 447 _ 160 133 

11 
2 

11 

25 

169 

39 
10 

1 
22 

366 

21 

160 

15 

276 

2 

2115 
21'1 
30 

1'1 
3'15 

'16 
'150 

1 

53 
37 
16 

5 

27 
ROCK. • • • • • • • • • • • 3 6~0 3 569 3 q95 911 9q - _ 61 61 
WAUKESHA. • • • • • • • • • 5 3113 5 185 'I 69'1 291 162 129 156 1111 17 
WINNEBAGO • • • • • • • • • 2 670 2 636 ~ 011 625 9'1 150 381 311 29 5 

----~--~~~ ____ ~~ __ ~~~ ____ ~L-____ ~ ____ _L __ ~J_ ____ _L _______ ~ ____ _ 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 
'Pata are based on a field compilation from records of each county government shown; see tCltt for data limitations. 
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County· 

TOTAL. • 

ALABAMA I 
2 CALHOUN...... 
3 JEFFERSON. ••• 
'I MADISON..... 
5 MOBILE.... • 
6 MONTGOMERy.... 
7 TUSCALOOSA.... 

ARIZONAI 
8 MARICOPA. 
9 PIMA... 

ARKANSAS I 
10 PULASKI •• 
11 SEBASTI AN. 

CALIFORNIA I 

... .. 
12 ALAMEDA •••• 
13 BUTTE..... • 
14 CONTRA COS,A ••• 
15 FRESNO.... • 
16 HUMBOLDT..... 
17 KERN.... • ~ 
18 LOS ANGELES. • • • 
19 MARIN ••••••• 
20 MERCED...... 

21 MONTEREy..... 
22 ORANGE..... 
23 RIVERSIDE.. • 
24 SACRAMENTO... 
25 SAN BERNARDINO • 
26 SAN DIEGO ••• 
27 SAN JOAQUIN. • • • 
28 SAN LUIS OBISPO •• 
29 SAN MATEO. •• • 

30 SANTA BARBARA. • 
31 SANTA CLARA. • 
32 SANTA CRUZ • • • 
33 SOLANO.... 
3'1 SONOMA..... 
35 STANISLAUS.. 
36 TULARE. • 
37 VENTURA.. • • 
'8 yOLO... • •• 

COLORADO I 
39 ADAMS.... •• 
~O ARAPAHOE..... 
41 BOULDER ••••• 
~2 EL PASO. • • • • • 
43 JEFFERSON... 
'1'1 LARIMER...., 
~5 PUEBLO...... 
q6 WELD •••• c • 

DELAWARE I 
~7 NEW CASTLE • 

FLORIDAI 
~8 ALACHUA. • •• 
'19 BREVARD •• ,. 
50 BROWARD... •• 
51 DADE... ~ • • • 
52 ESC AMBIA.... 
53 HILLSBOROUGH... 
Sq LEE..... • ~ 
55 LEON.,.... ~ 
56 MANATEE •••••• 

57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
6'1 
65 

OKALOOSA • • • 
ORANGE • • • • 
PALM BEACH •• 
PASCO •••• 
PINELLAS •• 
POLK • • • • • 
SARASOTA ••• 
SEMINOLE • • • 
VOLUSIA. •• 

. .. .. 

- ---~-------- ----- - -"--

CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 18. Criminal justice system employment and' percent distribution of f,ul/-time 

Total ct:f.tdnal justice system Police protection Judicial 

Total Number of employees Percent Number of ~mployecs Perc;ent Number of employees Percent 
full_timef-----r-.::........::..::.;..:..:.:.----J of f----,---=--:...;.-....::..--I pf f-~--=----.:.,....-=-=~~.::....-I of 

equi,va- Fu11- Fu11- fui~~~lme Full- total Fu11- total 

ei'I!~~;ees Total time e:~~~a- .~~!~a- Total ~~!~- time CI~:~~I~! Total {~!!~ e~~~~a- ~~:m! 
only lent employ'" only ei~!~a- employ- only lent employ-

962 378 220 97'1 206 121 

222 
4 299 

62'1 
1 15'1 

601 
519 

7 288 
3 953 

716 
259 

10 7'17 
1 059 
6 908 
5 555 
1 351 
5 263 

78 '178 
1 711 
1 7411 

2 '161 
9 568 
5 955 
7 102 
9 154 

11 296 
'I 377 
1 717 
3 884 

2977 
10 607 

1 609 
1 521 
3 1'16 
2 617 
2 097 
'I '185 
1 166 

1 310 
585 
9'17 

1 2'18 
1 6'19 
1 023 

771 
1 80'1 

1733 

1 880 
2 166 
'I 086 

20 92'1 
897 

6 583 
1 '191} 

582 
1 017 

1 106 
3 373 
3 590 
1 '116 
2 939 
2 202 
1 094 
1 183 
1 612 

59 
680 
166 
615 
230 
185 

2 093 
1 313 

38'1 
121 

2 718 
322 

1 627 
1 '117 

356 
1 272 

18 935 
533 
3'19 

71'1 
3 252 
1 82S 
2 375 
2 -i76 
3 589 
1 11'1 

369 
1 217 

950 
2 920 

'122 
55'1 
72'1 
760 
691 

1 160 
325 

235 
2'18 
197 
318 
337 
12S 
151 
17'1 

357 

316 
327 

1 462 
" 121 

565 
1 056 

336 
259 
237 

135 
1 05~ 

982 
286 
961 
583 
332 
267 
517 

50 
61'1 
138 
520 
186 
168 

2 093 
1 28S 

371 
100 

2 53'1 
292 

1 511 
1 ::90 

325 
1 1'16 

18 096 
'155 
319 

666 
3 06'1 
1 7'12 
2 279 
2 335 
3 '172 
1 032 

351 
1 128 

882 
2 '122 

387 
527 
6'1'1 
6'19 
659 

1 092 
319 

235 
236 
176 
308 
329 
109 
148 
167 

357 

307 
305 

1 352 
'I 093 

5'13 
1 032 

333 
2'12 
225 

130 
1 053 

971 
268 
957 
582 
325 
256 
504 

212 190 

5'1 
660 
161 
576 
216 
179 

2 093 
1 297 

378 
110 

2 599 
298 

1 56'1 
1 356 

340 
1 220 

18 5'16 
'182 
331 

690 
3 153 
1 782 
2 31'1 
2 465 
3 519 
1 072 

358 
1 163 

901 
2 532 

402 
536 
670 
676 
672 

1 112 
321 

235 
239 
18'1 
313 
330 
117 
149 
169 

357 

310 
310 

1 381 
'I 103 

557 
1 035 

33'1 
2'19 
228 

132 
1 05'1 

976 
273 
958 
582 
328 
259 
509 

ees ces ees 

22.1 

28.7 
32.8 

52.8 
'12.5 

24.2 
28.1 
22.6 
24.4 
25.2 
23.2 
23.6 
28.2 
19,0 

28.0 
33.0 
29.9 
32.6 
26.9 
31.2 
2'1.5 
20.9 
29.9 

30.3 
23.9 
25.0 
35.2 
21.3 
25.8 
32.0 
2'1.8 
27.5 

17.9 
'10.9 
19.'1 
25.1 
20.0 
11.'1 
19.3 

9.'1 

20.6 

16.5 
1'1.3 
JJ.8 
19.6 
62.1 
15.7 
22.3 
'12.8 
22.'1 

11.9 
31.2 
27.2 
19.3 
32.6 
26.'1 
30.0 
21.9 
31.6 

63 923 61 732 62 318 

'108 
359 

117 
23 

373 
110 
356 
342 
125 
366 

'I 999 
106 

95 

189 
613 
510 
765 
731 
710 
292 
121 
201 

252 
506 
103 

85 
210 
177 
225 
336 
108 

123 
97 
82 
'16 

180 
72 
3'1 
57 

253 

1'13 
198 
527 

2 302 
231 
'16'1 
200 
128 
135 

58 
'1'18 
'169 
179 
379 
30'1 
201. 
1'12 
259 

~08 
355 

11'1 
19 

365 
96 

3'1'1 
337 
118 
3'18 

'I 935 
103 

85 

189 
588 
50'1 
7'16 
697 
702 
290 
116 
192 

235 
'103 

97 
83 

200 
152 
20'1 
331 
108 

123 
88 
79 
'16 

179 
58 
3'1 
5'1 

253 

1'13 
181 
'15'1 

2 300 
230 
~'IO 
200 
126 
127 

58 
~'I7 
'169 
172 
379 
30'1 
201 
131 
258 

18 
246 
3t 

138 
50 
51 

'108 
357 

117 
21 

367 
98 

3'18 
339 
121 
355 

'I 96'1 
10'1 

89 

189 
595 
505 
751 
731 
70'1 
291 
118 
196 

241 
~1'1 
99 
83 

202 
155 
212 
332 
108 

123 
90 
80 
46 

179 
65 
3'1 
5'1 

253 

143 
18'1 
'169 

2 300 
230 
'1'13 
200 
126 
129 

58 
'148 
'169 
17'1 
379 
30~ 
201 
13'1 
258 

29.~ 60 925 5'1 837 57 876 27.3 

33.3 
37.3 
23-.6 
24.0 
23.1 
28.5 

19.5 
27.5 

31.0 
19.1 

1'1.1 
32.9 
22.3 
25.0 
35.6 
29.1 
26.8 
21.6 
26.9 

27.4 
18.9 
28.3 
32.5 
29.7 
20.0 
27.1 
33.0 
16.9 

26.7 
16.'1 
2'1.6 
15.5 
30.1 
22.9 
31.5 
29.9 
33.6 

52.3 
37.7 
'13.5 
1'1.7 
5'1.2 
55.6 
22.8 
32.0 

70.9 

46.1 
59.'1 
3'1.0 
56.1 
41.3 
'12.8 
59.9 
50.6 
56.6 

'13.9 
'12.5 
'18.1 
63.7 
39.6 
52.2 
61.3 
51.7 
50,7 

623 
306 

85 
'1'1 

6'15 
77 

303 
286 

85 
199 

4 662 
137 
92 

17'1 
1 030 

387 
392 
5'10 

1 019 
223 

93 
332 

250 
728 

97 
130 
150 
151 
141 
236 
73 

5 
27 
~ 

79 

17 

92 

81 
98 

'197 
1 103 

159 
257 

81 
92 
65 

37 
333 
253 

76 
~03 
180 

75 
85 

127 

12 
12'1 
32 

109 
'11 
13 

623 
299 

82 
32 

632 
72 

276 
25'1 

7'1 
17'1 

'I 140 
113 

79 

157 
977 
356 
367 
522 
984 
206 
82 

305 

211 
593 

91 
119 
133 
125 
136 
222 
67 

5 
27 
'I 

79 

17 

92 

75 
93 

'164 
1 087 

1'17 
257 
78 
78 
61 

3'1 
333 
2'12 

66 
'101 
179 

69 
85 

118 

16 29.6 
158 23.9 

'1'1 27.3 
129 22.'1 
56 25.9 
20 11.2 

623 
301 

83 
37 

638 
73 

290 
267 

83 
199 

'I '186 
12'1 
85 

165 
1 013 

381 
380 
530 
996 
212 

86 
315 

222 
637 

9'1 
123 
ll11 
135 
139 
229 
69 

29.8 
23.2 

22.0 
33.6 

2'1.5 
2'1.5 
18.5 
19.7 
2'1.'1 
16.3 
24.2 
25," 
25.7 

23.9 
32.1 
21.'1 
16.'1 
21.5 
28.3 
19.8 
2'1.0 
27.1 

2'1.6 
25.2 
23.'1 
22.9 
21.0 
20.0 
20.7 
20.6 
21.5 

5 2.1 
27 11.3 
'I 2.2 

79 25.2 

17 11.4 

92 

77 
95 

'176 
1 093 

156 
257 

79 
8'1 
62 

36 
333 
2'17 
69 

402 
179 

71 
85 

122 

25.8 

2'f.8 
30.6 
3'1.5 
26.6 
28.0 
2'1.8 
23.7 
33.7 
27.2 

27.3 
31.6 
25.3 
25.3 
42.0 
30.8 
21.6 
32.8 
2'1.0 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 

equivalent employe~s of 343 large county governments, October 1978 

Legal services and prosecution Public defense Corrections 

Number of employees Percent Number of employees Percent Number of employees 
of of ---

total total 
Full- cl;'iminal Full- criminal Full-

Full- Full- Full-
"Total time time justice Total time time. justice Total time 

time 

only 
equiva- system only equiva- system only 

equiva-
lent employ- lent employ- lent 

ees ees 

2<': 564 21 002 21 678 10.2 'I 082 3 769 3 851 1.8 67 112 62 532 64 178 

5 'I 'I 7.'1 - - - - 16 16 16 
58 38 50 7.6 - - - - 20'1 20'1 20'1 
21 11 21 lJ,Q - - - - 61 57 58 
28 2 28 '1.9 - - - - 282 280 281 
29 15 26 12.0 - - - - 87 81 8'1 
1.:l 10 12 6.7 - - - - 96 9'1 96 

270 270 270 12.9 89 89 89 '1.3 698 698 698 
167 158 161 12.'1 57 57 57 '1.'1 42'1 '119 '121 

77 75 76 20.1 6 6 ~ 1.6 99 9'1 96 
13 13 13 11.8 3 ;3 2.7 J3 28 31 

386 357 367 1'1.1 169 16! 161 6.'1 1 1'15 1 015 1 061 
53 52 52 17.'1 - - 82 72 75 

257 255 256 16.'1 6'1 6 6 4.1 6~l 568 601 
228 220 22.'5 16.'1 53 !~ 

53 3.9 5qE '126 47'1 
'11 '11 '11 12.1 13 

~~ 
3.5 'I;~ 78 81 

176 155 167 13.7 32 
~~ 

2.61 '137 1167 
2 380 2 371 2 376 12.8 565 56 56 3.0; 6 321 6 085 6 155 

67 6'1 65 13.5 31 2~ 2i 6.01 188 1'13 157 
'17 '17 '17 1'1.2 8 2.'1

1 
10 95 97 

9,5 91 93 13.5 25 1~~ l~i 3.6' ~~~ 20'1 218 
'126 '123 '124 13.4 125 3.7: 1 9'19 990 
238 226 229 12.9 64 6' 64 3.6, 628 589 602 
375 375 375 16.2 95 95 ~~ '1.11 698 6'16 663 
233 232 232 9.'1 7'1 7'1 J.Oi m 810 898 
'1'12 '138 '141 12.5 3 7~ 0.11 1 1 342 1 372 
167 159 16'1 15.3 73 71 6.7! 359 306 3:53 
55 5/j 5'1 15.1 - . _I 96 96 96 

1'18 1'18 148 12.7 - -I 529 '178 '198 

10'1 10'1 104 11.5 30 3( 1~~ 3.31 31~ 302 30'1 
363 357 359 1~.2 111 10! ~.2' 1 ~9f 9'19 1 002 

72 66 69 17.2 - . - 1'1\ 132 139 
72 72 72 IJ.~ 29 29 29 5.'1 238 22'1 229 
96 90 92 13.7 26 21 23 3.'1 23\ 199 210 

112 108 109 16.1 20 19 20 3.0 286 232 2'14 
100 99 100 1'1.9 26 25 25 3.7 m 19'1 195 
176 159 16'1 1'1.7 32 ii ;'2 2.9 338 3'11! 

'16 '16 ~6 1'1.3 15 15 '1.7 83 83 83 

78 78 78 33.2 - - - ~~ 29 29 
83 8l 81 33.9 - - - '10 '11 
45 37 '10 21.7 - - - - ;~ 56 60 
97 89 92 29.'1 - - - - 9'1 96 
89 82 83 25.2 - - - - 3'1 3'1 3'1 
22 22 22 18.8 - - - - 3'1 29 30 
51 '18 '19 32.9 - - - - '16 '16 '16 
32 30 31 18.3 - - - - 82 80 81 

12 12 12 3.'1 - - - - - - -

5 5 5 1.6 - - - - 6'1 61 62 - - - - - - - - 29 29 29 
34 34 3~ 2.5 - - - - 2'12 2'12 2'12 
78 76 77 1.9 J1 23 26 0.6 539 539 539 

7 7 7 1.3 .'5 3 3 0.5 165 156 161 
9 9 9 0.9 7 7 7 0.7 300 300 300 

13 13 13 3.9 6 6 6 1.8 36 36 36 
3 3 3 1.2 - - - - 33 JJ 33 - - - - - - - - 37 37 37 

2 - - - - - - - 38 38 38 
2 2 2 0.2 - - - - 219 219 219 

13 13 13 1.3 8 8 8 0.8 216 216 216 
5 5 5 1.8 - - - - 26 25 25 

1'1 1'1 1'1 1.5 :3 3 3 0.3 15'1 153 153 
6 6 6 1.0 1 1 1 0.2 90 90 90 
1 - 1 0.3 - - - - 55 55 55 
3 3 3 1.2 - - - - 37 37 37 
8 8 8 1.6 - - - - 123 120 121 

Percent 
of 

total 
criminal 
justice 
system 
employ-

ees 

30.2 

29,6 
30.9 
36.0 
'18.8 
38.9 
53.6 

33.3 
32.5 

25.'1 
28.2 

'10.8 
2:.2 
38.'1 
35.0 
23.8 
38.' 
33.2 
32.6 
29.3 

31.6 
31.'1 
33.8 
28.7 
36.'1 
39.0 
31.1 
26.8 
~2.8 

33.7 
39.6 
3'1.6 
~2.7 
31.3 
36.1 
29.0 
30.9 
25.9 

12.3 
17.2 
32.6 
30.7 
10.3 
25.6 
30.9 
47.9 

-
20.0 
9.4 

17.5 
13.1 
28.9 
29.0 
10.8 
13.3 
16.2 

28.8 
20.8 
22.1 

9.2 
16.0 
15.5 
16.8 
1'1.3 
23.8 

-
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Other criminal justice 

Number of employees Percent " of . g total 
Full- criminal c 

Full-
Total time time 

only 
equiva-

lent 

2 ,68 2 249 2 289 

- - -
2 2 2 - - -- - -- - -- - -
5 5 5 - - -
- - -
5 5 5 

- - -- - -
5 5 5 - - -
2 2 2 - - -- - -
'I 3 3 
5 5 5 

- - -
13 13 13 

1 1 1 
50 50 50 - - -

3 :l :3 - - -
'I 3 ~ 
7 5 6 

- - -1'1 1'1 1'1 
1 1 1 - - -
3 1 2 

1'1 13 13 
1 1 1 

11 11 11 - - -
- - -- - -- - -- - -

3'1 3'1 3'1 - - -
3 3 3 
3 J 3 

- - -
23 23 23 

2 2 2 
162 158 160 

68 68 68 - - -
19 19 19 - - -

3 2 3 - - -
- - -

52 52 52 
23 23 23 - - -
8 7 7 
2 2 2 - - -- - -- - -

. justice c 
system ;:; 
employ-

ees 

1.1 1 

- 2 
0.3 3 - 'I 

- 5 - 6 - 7 

Q.2 8 - 9 

- 10 
'1.5 11 

- 12 
- 13 

0.3 1'1 
- 15 

0.6 16 
- 17 
- 18 

0.6 19 
1.5 20 

- 21 
0.4 22 
0.1 23 
2.2 2'1 

- 25 
0.1 26 

- 27 
1.1 28 
0.5 29 

- 30 
0.6 31 
0.2 32 

- 33 
0.3 3'1 
1.9 35 
0.1 36 
1.0 37 

- 38 

- 39 
- '10 
- '11 
- '12 

10.3 '13 
- '14 

2.0 '15 
1.8 '16 

- 'I 

7.'1 'I 
.0.6 'I 

11.6 5 

7 

8 
9 
o 

1.7 51 
- 5 

1.8 5 
- 5 

1.2 5 
- 5 

- 5 
4.9 5 
2.'1 5 

- 6 
O. 7 6 

2 
3 
'I 
5 
6 

O. 3 6 

7 
8 
9 
o 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

- 6 
- 6 
- 6 

. -, 
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 18. Criminal justice system employment and percent distribution of full-time 

Total criminal justice system Po lice protee t 10n 

Total Numbt::r uf empLoyees 
fUll-tim. 1---,-----'---;------, 

Percent 
of 

total 
full-time 
eqUiva­
lent 

el'.lploy-

Number of emp loyees 
Countyf 

~EORGIA' 
1 BIBB....... 
2 CHATHAM...... 
, CLAYTON.. ••• 
q COSB....... 
5 DE KALB. • • • • • 
6 FULTON •••••• 
7 GWINNETT..... 
6 RICHMOND..... 

IDAHOI 
9 ADA..... 

Il.LINOISI 
10 CHAMPAIGN..... 
11 COOK. I • • • • • 

12 DU PAGE. • • • • • 
13 KANE....... 
lq LAKE...... 
15 l.A SALl.E • • • • • 
16 MCHENRy •••••• 
17 MCLEAN ••••••• 

18 MACON.. ~ • • • • 
19 MADISON ••••• 
20 PEORIA...... 
21 ROCK ISLAND •••• 
22 ST. CLAIR ••• 
23 SANGAMON..... 
2~ TAZEWELl...... 
25 WILL....... 
26 WINN~BAGO..... 

INDIANA. 
27 ALLEN ••••••• 
26 DEl.AWARE..... 
29 ELKHART •••••• 
30 LAKE....... 
31 LA PORTE ••••• 
32 MADISON...... 
33 ST. JOSEPH •••• 
3q TIPPECANOE.... '5 VANDERBURGH.... 
~6 VIGO...... 

IOI'IAI 
37 BLACr. HAWK • • • • 
38 LINN....... 
39 POLK....... 
40 SCOTT ••••••• 
ql WOODBURy..... 

~ANSAS' 
42 JOHNSON...... 
q3 SEDGWICK,..... 
q4 SHAWNEE...... 
q5 WYANDOTTE... • 

ENTUCKYI 
q6 JEFFERSON.. •• 
q7 KENTON..... 

OUISIAtIAI 
'fa CADDO ••••••• 
q9 CALCASIEU..... 
50 JEFFERSON..... 

;~ ~c~~~~irE::::: 
53 RAP IDES. • • • • • 

~AINEI 
54 CUMBERLAND.... 
55 KENNEBEC..... 
56 PENOBSCOT ••••• 
!7 yORK....... 

~ARYl.ANDI 
58 ANNE ARUNDEl. • • • 
59 BALTIMORE ••••• 
60 HARFORD..,.. 
61 MONTGOMERy.... 
62 PRINCE GEORGES • • 
63 WASHINGTON.... 

equha­
lent 

employees 

597 
1 103 
1 01q 
1 8311 
q 382 
2 933 

786 
1 598 

532 

1189 
19 857 

1 819 
7611 

1 557 
323 
396 
1103 

288 
6511 
7q8 
691 

1 130 
q21 
293 
903 
935 

1 63q 
819 
615 

3 211 
523 
765 

1 2qO 
qOl 
678 
81'1 

569 
718 

1 679 
ql0 
q12 

1 16'1 
1 533 

6'1q 
655 

'I 011 
lI36 

76'1 
1 306 
5 780 

558 
637 
6Sq 

160 
85 
93 
5q 

10 067 
18 951 
'I 001 

18 618 
22 22q 

2 972 
See footnote at end of table. 

Total 

'07 
'102 
358 
661 

1 O'IB 
1 16q 

26'1 
'113 

300 

192 
iI 727 

653 
358 
1153 
121. 
1811 
1711 

207 
301., 

310 
195 
355 
273 
126 
332 
337 

q05 
128 
208 
737 
16q 
19q 
315 
121 
272 
170 

190 
2'16 
620 
161 
lq6 

3'10 
527 
390 
308 

1 509 
95 

320 
1133 

1 357 
277 
235 
265 

152 
59 
79 
llB 

699 
1 799 

170 
1 317 
1 539 

67 

Full­
time 
only 

225 
qOl 
335 
595 

1 029 
1 085 

256 
384 

290 

1'18 
7 987 

586 
3qO 
432 
107 
176 
130 

191 
269 
285 
173 
338 
255 
10£ 
326 
316 

324 
97 

172 
678 
135 
151 
2!!!5 
98 

189 
lQO 

169 
206 
588 
155 
131 

317 
'188 
338 
298 

1 480 
62 

285 
315 

1 25q 
217 
183 
172 

69 
38 
60 
31 

697 
1 780 

164 
1 298 
1 539 

55 

Full_ 
time 

equiva­
lent 

2115 
qOl 
3qO 
623 

1 038 
1 126 

261 
398 

292 

170 
8 222 

613 
3'1'1 
q37 
11' 
176 
153 

196 
2M 
299 
181 
'lIq 
264 
111 
329 
323 

377 
123 
194 
706 
151 
180 
29q 
U5 
2q9 
169 

175 
219 
595 
157 
133 

325 
'198 
350 
301 

1 '188 
89 

299 
3q6 

1 299 
2qO 
203 
202 

113 
51 
67 
qq 

697 
1 "86 

167 
1 305 
1 539 

60 

••• 

'11.0 
36.'1 
33.5 
3q.0 
23.7 
38.'1 
33.2 
2'1.9 

5'1.9 

J!!.! 
'11.'1 
33.7 
115.0 
28.1 
35.0 
'1'1.9 
J8.0 

68.1 
'13.'1 
qO.O 
26.2 
30.11 
62.7 
37.9 
36.'1 
3q.5 

23.1 
15.0 
31.5 
22.0 
28.9 
23.5 
23.7 
28.7 
36.7 
20.8 

30.8 
30.5 
35.'1 
38.3 
32.3 

27.9 
32.5 
5lI.3 
q6.0 

37.1 
20.3 

39.1 
26.6 
22.5 
'13.0 
211.3 
30.9 

7;).6 
60.0 
72.0 
81.5 

6.9 
9.'1 
q.2 
6.9 
6.9 
2.0 

Total 

89 
12q 
184 
276 
565 
167 
1'l6 
168 

12'1 

aij 
797 
lq8 
91 

146 
33 
81 
'11 

82 
81 
84 
69 

109 
111 

37 
119 
86 

99 
28 
63 

1!!7 
'6 
35 
78 
33 
76 
28 

31i 
38 
q7 
47 
18 

80 
13'1 

71 
Ijl/ 

58l 
'13 

101 
256 
629 
120 
99 

H3 

q3 
16 
21 
2~ 

508 
1 q62 

71 
927 

1 018 
29 

Full­
time 
only 

&9 
123 
lBO 
276 
56q 
165 
14S· 
i6q 

118 

51 
790 
1'18 
88 

HO 
31 
79 
38 

81 
~!l 
az 
68 

Full_ 
time 

equlva_ 
lent 

89 
123 
181 
276 
5611 
166 
1116 
167 

119 

Sq 
793 
1'18 
88 

I'll 
32 
80 
'9 

81 
60 
all 
68 

HI7 
111l 

311 
U"!r 
I!:l 

!~~ f. 

"~O 
35 

117 8' 
9'0 
27 
62 

1 II!! 
32 
.30 
73 
32 
61l 
27 

3,\ 
J5 
q7 
116 
17 

76 
U, 
63 
'12 

579 
40 

97 
178 
617 
1.1'1 
98 

101 

29 
15 
18 

6 

50l> 
1 462 

71 
927 

1 018 
24 

92 
27 
63 

1'l9 
33 
'0 75 
33 
71 
28 

32 
36 
q7 
q6 
17 

77 
116 

66 
q2 

579 
III 

97 
197 
621 
116 
98 

109 

35 
16 
19 
17 

508 
1 q62 

71 
927 

1 018 
26 

Percent 
of 

total 
criminal 
justice 
system 
employ_ 

ees 

36.3 
30.7 
53.2 
q'l.3 
5q.3 
111.7 
55.9 
'12.0 

31.8 
9.6 

2q.l 
25.6 
32.3 
28.3 
qll.9 
25.5 

Ill.' 
28.2 
28.1 
37.6 
31.1 
ql.7 
31.5 
35.6 
25.7 

2q.q 
22.0 
JO'!.5 
21.0 
21.9 
16.7 
25.5 
28.7 
28.5 
16.6 

18.3 
16.4 
7.9 

29.3 
12.8 

23.7 
23.3 
18.9 
lq.O 

J2.q 
56.6 
Q7.8 
Q8.3 
Q8.3 
5'1.0 

31.0 
31.Q 
28.4 
38.6 

72.9 
81.9 
Q2.5 
71.0 
66.1 
43.3 

JudiCial 

Number of employees Pert:ent 
r-----.---~~~--~ of 

Total 

135 
129 

77 
270 
205 
1172 
59 

111 

60 

39 
q 107 

229 
75 

111 
32 
qq 
56 

6q 
113 
77 
q,e 
89 
55 
q7 

106 
B2 

lOll 
52 
59 

261 
73 
71 

128 
36 
98 
65 

76 
106 
205 

5'1 
69 

134 
2110 
12i 
136 

170 
22 

74 
86 

q30 
82 
60 
51 

21 
lq 
2/j 
16 

96 
117 
35 

135 
226 

12 

Full_ 
time 
only 

68 
129 
73 

210 
191 
qll2 
56 
93 

80 

26 
3 IIJ9 

19'1 
70 

107 
27 
qO 
30 

55 
91 
6lI 
29 
80 
q6 
29 

10' 
80 

92 
q!5 
q6 

246 
66 
62 

llq 
26 
78 
58 

62 
83 

195 
53 
62 

128 
2qO 

99 
136 

158 
18 

5'1 
q9 

377 
53 
25 
16 

10 
7 

15 
13 

911 
111 
29 

129 
226 

9 

Full_ 
time 

equiva­
lent 

82 
129 
75 

233 
197 
'161 
58 

101 

80 

30 
3 653 

208 
72 

106 
29 
'11 
39 

38 
96 
68 
37 
83 
q8 
36 

105 
81 

101 
51 
SQ 

2S5 
70 
68 

121 
32 
89 
65 

66 
89 

197 
5'1 
63 

131 
2'10 
10'1 
136 

163 
20 

57 
62 

398 
6q 
311 
2q 

13 
1'1 
18 
1'1 

9'1 
113 
32 

131 
226 

10 

total. 
criminal 

jU5til!e 
system 
employ-

ee. 

33.5 
32.2 
22.1 
37.'1 
19.0 
'10.9 
22.2 
25.q 

27.'1 

17.6 
qq.q 
33.9 
20.9 
2'l.7 
25.7 
23.0 
25.5 

29.6 
33.8 
22.7 
20.q 
2q.l 
18.2 
3q.2 
31.9 
25.1 

26.8 
111.5 
27.8 
36.0 
Q6.Q 
37.8 
Ql.2 
27.8 
35.7 
38.5 

37.7 
'10.6 
33.1 
311.'1 
117.'1 

QO.3 
Q6.2 
29.7 
'15.2 

11.0 
22.5 

19.1 
17.8 
30.6 
26.7 
16.7 
11.9 

11.5 
27.5 
26.9 
31.8 

13.5 
6.3 

19.2 
10.0 
lQ.7 
16.7 
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 117 

equivalent employees of 343 large county governments, October 1978-Continued 

Legal services and prosecution Public defense 

Number of employees Percent Number of employees Percent 
of of 

total total 
full- criminal Ful1- criminal Full- Full-time justice time justice Total time Total time cquiva- system equiva- system only 
lent cmploy- only 

lent employ-
ees ees 

38 25 29 11.8 2 - 2 0.8 
22 22 22 5.5 11 11 11 2.7 
29 27 27 7.9 - - - -q3 39 q3 6.9 - - - -5q 51 5'1 5.2 11 11 11 1.1 

119 101 109 9.7 6 6 6 0.5 
16 12 H 5.4 - - - -30 25 27 6.8 - - - -
29 29 29 9.9 10 10 10 3.'1 

20 19 19 11.f! 9 6 8 '1.7 
833 796 806 9.~ '105 387 391 q.8 

88 76 80 13.1 3q 31 32 5.2 
112 36 37 10.8 9 9 9 2.6 
55 53 54 12.4 9 9 9 2.1 
17 17 17 15.0 3 - 3 .1.."1 
13 13 13 7.3 6 6 6 3 ... 
15 15 15 9.8 10 - 10 6.S 

24 21 22 11.2 5 5 5 2.6 
26 2q 2'1 8.5 15 6 1q q.9 
29 29 29 9.7 8 - 8 2.7 
23 22 22 12.2 7 7 7 3.9 
35 3'1 35 10.2 16 H 15 q.1I 
31 30 30 1l.q 7 - 7 2.·7 
12 12 12 10.6 5 5 5 '1.5 
37 37 37 11.2 22 22 22 6.7 
31 30 30 9.3 10 10 10 :S.1 

31 12 28 7.q i:.D - 20 5.3 
15 6 1lI 11.q q 1 q 3.3 
16 6 16 8.2 'I 1 'I 2.1 

115 85 101 H.3 18 18 18 2.5 
17 'I 13 R,6 - - - -19 5 18 ! .0 7 - 7 3.9 
3q lq 31 10.5 9 - 9 3.1 
14 5 lq 12.2 q 2 3 2.6 
36 11 36 1'1.5 18 . 18 7.2 
16 1 16 9.5 6 " 6 3.6 ,. 

lq 13 13 7.11 5 5 5 2.9 
25 2q 25 l1.q - - - -116 q'l lIq 7.q lq 1'1 111 2.'1 
20 19 19 12.1 - - - ~ 

19 17 17 12.8 5 5 5 3.B 

'12 38 '10 12.3 - - - -50 50 50 10.0 - - - -36 30 32 9.1 - - - -32 32 32 10.6 - - - -
66 61 62 q.2 - - - -2 1 2 2.2 - - - -
22 11 22 7.'1 5 5 5 1.7 
31 31 31 8.9 3 2 2 0.6 

108 87 101 7.8 6 6 6 0.5 
10 2 5 2.1 1 1 1 O.q 
33 26 JJ 16.3 2 - 2 1.0 
22 12 22 10.9 - - - -
11 7 8 7.1 - - - -5 q q 7.8 - - - -11 9 10 lq.9 - - - -5 J q 9.1 - - - -
55 55 55 7.9 - - - -112 107 109 6.1 - - - -28

1 

28 28 j.6.8 - - - -84 78 79 6.1 - - - -136 136 136 8.6 - - - -10 7 8 13.3 - - - -

Corre-=tions 

Number of employees PerCent 
of 

total 
Full- criminal 

Full-
time justice 

Total time 
cquiva- system 

onl} lent eml'loy-
.es 

4:5 qJ '13 17.6 
116 116 116 28.9 
67 Sq 56 16.5 
67 65 66 10.6 

207 206 206 19.8 
397 371 381 33.8 

q3 113 '13 16.5 
10q 102 103 25.9 

57 53 5q 18.5 

60 116 59 3'1.7 
2 568 2 558 2 562 31.2 

15q 137 lq5 23.7 
139 136 137 39.8 
130 121 123 28.1 
36 32 32 28.3 
'8 38 38 21.3 
ql 3'1 J7 2q.2 

32 29 30 15.3 
72 68 70 2'1.6 

112 110 110 36.8 
'18 q7 '17 26.0 

106 103 10q 30.2 
69 69 69 26.1 
22 18 18 16.2 
q8 117 118 H.6 

128 llq 119 36.8 

151 130 136 36.1 
29 18 27 22.0 
62 51 53 27.3' 

181 179 160 25.q 
38, 33 35 23.2 
55 '17 50 27.6 
66 5q 58 19.7 
3'1 33 33 28.7 
38 25 29 11.6 
55 52 5'1 32.0 

59 56 57 32.6 
75 66 69 31.5 

282 263 268 q5.0 
'10 37 38 '2q.2 
35 30 31 23.3 

811 75 77 23.7 
103 85 92 18.5 
106 92 95 27.1 
85 77 80 26.6 

577 569 571 38.'1 
22 17 20 22.5 

118 116 118 39.5 
57 55 56 16.1 

181 16q 170 13.1 
6q 117 S4 22.5 
'11 3q 36 17.7 
49 113 '17 23.3 

77 113 57 50.q 
211 12 17 33.3 
23 18 20 29.9 
10 9 9 20.5 

39 39 39 5.6 
108 100 102 5.7 
36 36 36 21.6 

165 158 162 12.q 
158 158 158 10.3 

16 15 16 26.7 

Other criminlll justice ,-"", ., """"'d "~;"' ~ 
.0 

total g 
F 11 Full_ criminal " 0 

U .. - time justiC'f:: .!l Total time 
equ!va- svscem ,., 

only 
lent employ-

- - -- - -
1 1 1 
5 5 5 
6 6 6 
3 - 3 - - -- - -

- - -
- - -17 17 17 - - -
2 1 1 
2 2 2 - - -- - -

13 13 13 

- - -- - -- - -- - -- - -- - -
3 3 3 - - -- - -
- - -- - -
4 'I q 
5 5 5 - - -
7 7 7 - - -- - -
6 6 6 - - -
2 2 2 - - -

26 25 25 - - -- - -
- - -- - -

56 52 53 
11 11 11 

113 113 113 
6 6 6 

- - -- - -
3 3 :3 - - -- - -- - -

- - -- - -- - -- - -
1 1 1 - - -- - -
6 6 6 
1 1 1 - - -

••• 
- 1 - 2 

0.3 3 
0.8 4 
0.6 5 
0.3 6 - 7 - 6 

- 9 

- 10 
0.2 11 

- 12 
0.3 13 
0.5 H 

- 15 
- 16 

8.5 17 

- 18 
- 19 
- 20 
- 21 
- 22 
- 23 

2.7 2'1 
- 25 
- 26 

- 27 
- 28 

2.1 29 
0.7 30 

- 31 
3.9 32 

- '3 
- 3q 

2.'1 35 
- 36 

1.1 37 
- 38 

11.2 39 
- '10 
- ql 

- 42 
- '13 

15.1 q'l 
3.7 q5 

7.6 'I 6 
6.7 '17 

- 'I 
- II 

0.2 S 
- 5 
- S 
- !5 

- 5 
- 5 
- 5 
- 5 

o. 1 5 
- !i 
- 6 

O. 5 6 
O. 1 6 

- 6 

8 
9 
o 
1 , 
3 

'I 
5 
6 
7 

8 
9 
() 

1 
2 
3 

.----------------------------------'-""""'------'--~---~-~--~-,--,--
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 18. Criminal Justice system employment and percent distribution of full-time 

CQuntyl 

MASSACHUSETTS I 
1 BARNSTABLE.... 
2 BERKSHIRE... • 
J BRISTOL...... 
q ESSEX.... •• 
5 HAMPDEN... •• 
6 HAMPSHIRE... • 
7 MIDDLESEX..... 
8 NORFOLK ••••• 
9 PLyMOUTH.... 

10 WORCESTER..... 

MICHIGANI 
11 BAy •••••••• 
12 BERRIEN...... 
13 CALHOUN. •••• 
1'1 GENESEE.... • 
15 INGHAM ••••• 
16 JACKSON •••••• 
17 KALAMAZOO... • 
18 KENT.... •• 

19 MACOMB... • 
20 /oIQNROE •••••• 
21 MUSKEGON.... 
22 OAKLAND •••••• 
23 OTTAWA ••••• 
2'1 SAGINAW •••••• 
25 ST. CLAIR •• 
26 WASHTENAW •••• 
27 WAyNE....... 

MINNESOTA! 
28 ANOKA....... 
29 DAKOTA.... 
30 HENNEPIN... 
31 RAMSEy..... 
32 ST. LOUIS. • • • • 
33 STEARN...... 
3'1 WASHINGTON ••• 

MISSISSIPPI I 
35 HARRISON..... 
36 HINDS.... " 
37 JACKSON •••••• 

MISSOURI I 
38 CLAY.. • ••• 
39 GREENE...... 
'10 JACKSON...... 
'11 JEFFERSON ••••• 
'12 ST. CHARLES ••• 
'13 ST. LOUIS. • • • • 

NEBRASKA I 
'1'1 DOUGLAS •••••• 
'15 LANCASTER.... 

NEVADA I 
'16 CLARK.,.. 
'17 WASHOE... 

NEW HAMPSHIREI 
'18 HILLSBOROUGH 
'19 ROCKINGHAM. 

NEW JERSEY I 

· .. · .. 
· .. · .. 

50 ATLANTIC..... 
51 BERGEN..... 
52 BURLINGTON.... 
53 CAMDEN.... • 
5'1 CUMBERLAND.. 
55 ESSEX....... 
56 GLOUCESTER.... 
57 HUDSON..... 

58 MERCER...... 
59 MIDDLESEX.,.. 
60 MONMOUTH..... 
61 MORRIS...... 
62 OCEAN ••••••• 
63 PASSAIC •••••• 
6'1 SOMER~ET..... 
65 UNION ••••• ,. 

NEW MEXICOI 
66 BERNALILLO. ... 

'130 
152 
'12/1 
652 
622 
300 

1 7'16 
891 
7'12 
976 

870 
1 130 

670 
2 005 
2 258 

867 
838 

2 015 

2 362 
762 

1 098 
3 716 

717 
1 '135 

628 
1 291 
B 299 

806 
570 

6 886 
'I 987 
2 '110 

323 
'19'1 

720 
1 'f57 
1 5'17 

509. 
399' 

1 827 
301 
3'11 

'I 878 

3 '152 
t 038 

'I 856 
3 065 

'168 
li81 

2 087 
5 238 
2 060 
'I 908 
1 170 
9 '152 
1 3'17 
'I '187 

2 580 
6 128 
3 101 
2 765 
2 509 
2 819 
1 552 
3 200 

890 
See footnotes at end of table. 

'rotal criminal justice system 

199 
135 
328 
538 
612 
1/15 

1 266 
'165 
'169 
63'1 

259 
366 
293 
531 
'132 
268 
38'1 
577 

772 
281 
251 

1 159 
167 
383 
269 
5119 

2 7'111 

271 
158 

1 593 
906 
378 

711 
156 

229 
169 
172 

202 
162 
980 
139 
16'1 

1 765 

'1'13 
191 

1 83'1 
'116 

.1J6 
90 

'158 
1 175 

'183 
923 
283 

2 873 
30li 

1 178
1 

652
1 1 061 

603 
538 
'169 

1 071 
359 
962 

265 

192 
102 
318 
'155 
5'11 
118 

1 192 
'ISO 
Q'l2 
531 

2'11 
3'13 
276 
'157 
'100 
23'1 
367 
50'1 

738 
258 
231 

1 058 
15;! 
329 
205 
508 

2 627 

2'18 
137 

1 5'1'1 
871 
3'11 

73 
155 

130 
158 
1'17 

192 
1'18 
952 
136 
1'16 

1 693 

'103 
169 

1 B22 
'105 

106 
79 

'I'll 
1 165 

'168 
918 
271 

2 873 
295 

1 178 

631 
1 0'11 

601 
521 
'150 

1 027 
327 
9!S'I 

238 

192 
117 
320 
'179 
583 
123 

1 230 
'156 
'ISO 
570 

250 
357 
285 
490 
'117 
255 
375 
535 

758 
268 
2'1'1 

1 098 
159 
351 
221 
52'1 

2 726 

252 
1'1'1 

1 552 
882 
367 
73 

156 

165 
163 
157 

19'1 
151 
961 
137 
157 

1 729 

1 827 
'107 

118 
83 

'1'16 
1 169 

'172 
919 
274 

2 873 
297 

1 178 

638 
1 OliS 

602 
530 
'15'1 

1 0'10 
336 
955 

'1'1.7 
77.0 
75.5 
73.5 
93,7 
41.0 
70.'1 
51.2 
60.6 
58.'1 

28.7 
31.6 
'12.5 
2'1.'1 
18.5 
29.'1 
'1'1.7 
26.6 

32.1 
35.2 
22.2 
29.5 
22.2 
2'1.5 
35.2 
'10.6 
32.8 

31.3 
25.3 
22.5 
17.7 
15.2 
22.6 
31.6 

22.9 
11.2 
1!).1 

38,1 
37.B 
52.6 
'15.5 
'16.0 
35.'1 

12.0 
16.5 

37.6 
13.3 

25.2 
17.3 

21.'1 
22.3 
22.9 
18.7 
23.'1 
30.'1 
22.0 
26.3 

2'1.7 
17.1 
19.'1 
19.2 
18.1 
36.9 
21.6 
29.8 

27.3 

35 
1 

2 

7 

68 
7'1 
'11 

130 
89 
70 

115 
167 

1'10 
102 
57 

231 
62 
90 
7'1 

1112 
337 

89 
'16 

175 
106 

88 
27 
63 

50 
39 
B3 
55 
82 

782 

136 
30 

910 
127 

12 
18 

8 
235 
21 
63 
17 

3'17 
29 

308 

2'1 
139 
50 

118 
53 
5'1 
52 
78 

152 

Police protection 

32 

7 

68 
72 
'11 

108 
89 
66 

106 
136 

1'10 
102 
53 

225 
62 
86 
51 

13'1 
32'1 

81 
'1'1 

171 
99 
D8 
27 
63 

78 
4'1 
7'1 

50 
38 
81 
53 
80 

775 

129 
30 

910 
127 

11 
15 

6 
235 
21 
63 
17 

3'17 
29 

308 

20 
139 
50 

118 
53 
5'1 
52 
78 

1'19 

32 

7 

68 
73 
'11 

112 
89 
67 

108 
1'13 

1'10 
102 

55 
225 
62 
88 
5'1 

136 
333 

82 
'IS 

172 
101, 

88 
27 
63 

80 
'15 
76 

50 
38 
81 
5'1 
80 

780 

130 
30 

910 
127 

11 
16 

7 
235 
21 
63 
17 

3'17 
29 

308 

22 
139 
50 

118 
53 
5'1 
52 
78 

150 

1.6 

27.2 
20.'1 
.'1.'1 
22.9 
21.3 
26.3 
28.8 
26.7 

18.5 
38.1 
22.5 
20.5 
39.0 
25.1 
2'1.1I 
26.0 
12.2 

32.!! 
31.3 
11.1 
11.5 
2'1.0 
37.0 
'10./1 

'18.5 
27.6 
'18.'1 

25.8 
25.2 
8.'1 

39.lI 
51.0 
'15.1 

31.5 
17.5 

119.8 
31.2 

9.3 
19.3 

1.6 
20.1 
'1.'1 
6.9 
6.2 

12.1 
9.8 

26.1 

3.'1 
13.3 
8.3 

22.3 
11.7 
5.2 

15.5 
8.2 

61.7 

67 
'13 

166 
238 
281 

'13 
796 
2H 
211 
301 

73 
130 
1'1'1 
21'1 
168 
95 

111 
1'f9 

255 
86 
98 

371 
60 

1110 
89 

173 
1 I'll 

60 
51 

'139 
256 
137 

29 
'10 

55 
'12 
50 

!S!! 
67 

1102 
'16 
'12 

507 

99 
81 

.103 
1011 

56 
'IS 

126 
336 
117 
257 

62 
785 

76 
311 

211 
318 
193 
1" I'll 
336 

92 
310 

12 

JUdicial 

6'1 
39 

165 
203 
239 
38 

7'f8 
209 
192 
250 

66 
121 
135 
179 
152 

8'1 
103 
136 

2'12 
80 
89 

320 
'18 

112 
72 

157 
1 056 

57 
'12 

'135 
247 
12'1 
29 
110 

56 
66 

391 
118 
39 

'177 

92 
71 

291 
96 

3'1 
38 

119 
336 
11'1 
253 
52 

785 
73 

311 

198 
318 
193 
137 
136 
33'1 

7'1 
306 

12 

6'1 
'10 

165 
213 
257 

'10 
7&9 
.Hl 
198 
271 

72 
130 
1111 
198 
163 
93 

109 
1117 

255 
86 
97 

3'19 
5'1 

129 
79 

169 
1 137 

5B 
'15 

'136 
250 
126 
29 
'10 

1I8 
'12 
45 

5S 
66 

396 
'18 
'11 

'197 

93 
72 

296 
97 

'III 
'11 

120 
336 
11'1 
25'1 

55 
785 
73 

311 

202 
318 
193 
137 
137 
33'1 

80 
306 

12 

33.3 
3'1.2 
51.6 
'1'1.5 
'1'1.1 
32.5 
62.5 
'16.:3 
'1'1.0 
'17.5 

28.8 
36.'1 
'19.5 
'10.'1 
39.1 
36.5 
29.1 
27.5 

33.6 
32.1 
39.8 
31.8 
34.0 
36.8 
35.7 
32.3 
111.7 

23.0 
31.3 
28.1 
28.3 
3'1.3 
39.7 
25.6 

29.1 
25.8 
28.7 

28.9 
'13.7 
'11.2 
35.0 
26.1 
28.7 

16.2 
23.8 

26.9 
28.7 
2'1.2 
27.6 
20.1 
27.3 
2'1.6 
26.'1 

31.7 
30.3 
32.1 
25.8 
30.2 
32.1 
23.8 
32.0 

'f.9 

I! 
[ I 

i 

, 
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equivalent employees of 343 large county governments, October 1978-Continued 

Legal services and prosecution 

Number of employees 

Full­
Total time 

only 

8 
12 

9 
17 
25 

8 
18 
60 
34 
18 

22 
32 
26 
67 
68 
22 
3'1 
'15 

78 
16 
19 

109 
8 

28 
19 
liS 

228 

39 
29 

2'11 
111 
'IS 

7 
17 

5 
12 

2 

33 
17 

111 
16 
15 
92 

163 
62 

10 
5 

90 
198 

91 
153 

2li 
323 5, 
201 

96 
161 
83 
91 
83 

182 
57 

189 

7 

8 
1'1 
23 
7 

18 
58 
33 
12 

21 
31 
26 
67 
63 
22 
34 
'13 

78 
1'1 
19 

106 
8 

28 
16 
'13 

228 

''I 
23 

2'10 
106 
'IS 

7 
16 

1 
3 

3J 
17 

100 
16 
15 
91 

'13 
31 

163 
62 

9 
5 

90 
198 

91 
153 

2'1 
323 
55 

201 

95 
161 
83 
91 
83 

178 
57 

186 

Full­
time 

equiva­
lent 

7 
5 
8 

15 
2'1 

7 
18 
59 
33 
15 

21 
32 
26 
67 
65 
22 
3'1 
'13 

78 
1'1 
19 

106 
8 

28 
17 
'13 

228 

35 
25 

2'10 
108 
'IS 

7 
17 

Ii 

" 2. 

33 
17 

103 
16 
15 
92 

'IS 
31 

163 
62 

9 
5 

90 
198 

91 
153 

2'1 
323 
55 

201 

95 
161 

83 
91 
83 

179 
57 

187 

Percent 
of 

total 
criminal 

justice 
system 
employ-

ees 

3.6 
'1.3 
2.5 
3.1 
'1.1 
5.7 
1.5 

12.9 
7.3 
2.6 

8.'1 
9.0 
9.1 

13.7 
15.6 
8.6 
9.1 
8.0 

10.3 
5.2 
7.8 
9.7 
5.0 
8.0 
7.7 
8.2 
8.'1 

13.'9 
17.4 
15.5 
12.2 
12.3 
9.6 

10.9 

2.'1 
'1.3 
1.3 

17.0 
11.3 
10.7 
11.7 
9.6 
5.3 

10.9 
18.1 

8.9 
15.2 

7.6 
6.0 

20.2 
16.9 
19.3 
16.6 
8.8 

11.2 
18.5 
17.1 

1'1,9 
15.11 
13.8 
17.2 
18.3 
17.2 
17.0 
19.6 

0.'1 

Public def'lnse 

Number of cmployccG 

Total 

15 

2 

8 

9 

16 

21 

8 

79 
31 
2'1 

3 

19 
11 

'IS 
21 

2 

Fult­
time 
only 

11 

2 

8 

8 

16 

19 

6 

79 
29 

3 

3 

18 
11 

'15 
21 

2 

Full­
time 

equiva­
lent 

2 

8 

8 

16 

19 

6 

79 
29 
2'1 

3 

3 

18 
11 

'IS 
21 

2 

Corrections 

Percent Number of employees 
of ~~~'---~-r-----1 

total 
criminal 
justice 
system 
employ-

ee. 

1.6 

1.8 

2.1 

3.6 

S,l 
3.3 
6.5 

2.5 
5.2 

0.1 

Total 

89 
79 

153 
266 
30'1 

92 
'152 
180 
217 
307 

87 
130 
82 

117 
107 

81 
12'1 
215 

281 
77 
75 

'f'l5 
37 

125 
87 

168 
1 C36 

75 
32 

651 
399 

8'1 
11 
'3 
67 
58 
32 

61 
39 

38'1 
10 
2'1 

376 

137 
35 

390 
101 

58 
22 

221 
398 
252 
'137 
177 

1 '110 
I'll 
355 

319 
'138 
2711 
189 
188 
'196 
1!53 
3'12 

39 

Fult­
time 
anI:! 

89 
63 

1'15 
227 
277 

71 
'126 
172 
210 
261 

78 
119 

7'1 
100 

96 
62 

12'1 
188 

260 
62 
68 

1)0'1 
34 

103 
66 

155 
1 017 

70 
28 

611 
387 

8'1 
10 
JJ 

7 
58 
30 

53 
27 

380 
9 

11 
''12 

121 
26 

390 
98 

52 
21 

213 
38a 
2'10 
'136 
175 

1 '110 
135 
355 

316 
'118 
272 
172 
1711 
'158 
139 
3'11 

38 

Full­
time 

equiva- . 
lent . 

89 
72 

1'17 
239 
300 

7'1 
'1'13 
175 
212 
276 

81 
122 
77 

110 
100 
73 

124 
201 

267 
66 
71 

'115 
35 

106 
71 

157 
1 026 

71 
29 

617 
391 

8'1 
10 
33 

33 
56 
31 

55 
'0 

381 
9 

20 
352 

127 
27 

390 
99 

5'1 
21 

216 
392 
2'1" 
'136 
175 

1 1110 
137 
355 

317 
'125 
273 
181 
177 
'170 
1'12 
3'11 

38 

Other cd.minat justice 

Percent Number of employ~es 
of 1----=::::;::::"";:':""':::::"-'-'-' __ -1 

total 
criminal 
justice 
system 
employ-

ees 

35.2 
2'1.6 
29.1 
37.8 
22.0 
30.2 
32.1 
30.0 
37.6 

Z8.2 
20.1 
39.8 
4'1.3 
22.9 
13.7 
21.2 

20.0 
35.6 
19.7 

28.'1 
19,9 
39.6 
6.6 

12.7 
20.'1 

30.8 
15.8 

21.3 
2'1.3 

115.8 
25.3 

'18.'1 
33.5 
51.7 
'17.4 
1!13.9 
li9.1 
'16.1 
30.1 

119.7 
'10.6 
'15.3 
3'1.2 
39.0 
'15.2 
'12.3 
35,7 

15.6 

Total 

2 

3 

8 

3 

1 

2 

2 
3 

2 

8 
3 

11 

10 
1 
8 

23 
1 

13 
8 
2 

13 
3 
6 
3 
3 

2 
5 
3 
3 
'I 
3 
5 

'13 

61 

Full­
time 
only 

2 

3 

3 

1 

2. 

2 
3 

2 

6 
J 

11 

10 
1 
8 

23 
1 

13 
8 
2 

13 
3 
6 
3 
3 

2 
5 
3 
3 
4 
3 
5 

'13 

38 

Full-
time 

equiva­
lent 

2 

8 

1 

:! 

2 
3 

2. 

6 
3 

11 

10 
1 
8 

23 
1 

13 
8 
2 

13 
3 
6 
3 
3 

2 
5 
3 
3 
4 
3 
5 

'I' 

'12 

Percent ~ 

to~!l 1 
criminal 0.1 

justice ,!; 
system .4 

em,l)loy-
ees 

- 1 
- 2 
- 3 
- 'I 

0.3 5 
- 6 
- 7 

0.7 8 
~ 9 

1.'1 10 

- 11 
- 12 
- 13 

0.6 1'1 
- 15 
- 16 
- 17 

0.2 18 

0.3 19 
- 20 

0.8 21 
0.3 22 

- 23 
- 2'1 
- 25 
- 26 

0.1 27 

- 28 
- 29 

0.5 30 
0.3 31 

- 32 
-33 
- 3'1 

- 35 
6.7 36 

- 37 

- 38 
- 39 
- '10 

7.3 '11 
0.6 '12 
0.5 '13 

- '1'1 
- 'IS, 

1.~ 46 
0.2 '17 

- '18 
- '19 

2.9 50 
0.7 51 
0.'1 52 
1.'1 53 
1.1 5'1 
0.2 55 
1.0 56 
0.3 57 

0.3 58 
0.5 59 
0.5 60 
0.6 61 
0.9 62 
0.3 63 
1.5 6li 
'1.5 65 

17.3 66 
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Table 18. Criminal justice system employment and percent distribution of full·time 

NEW YORK! 
1 ALBANy •••••• 
2 BROOME.... • 
3 CHAUTAUQUA.. 
4 CHEMUNG...... 
5 OUTCHESS..... 

6 ERIE....... 
7 MONROE".... 
8 NASSAU...... 
9 NIAGARA •••••• 

10 ONEIDA.. • •• 

11 ONONDAGA..... 
12 ORANGE ••••• 
13 OSWEGO...... 
14 RENSSELAER.... 
15 ROCKLAND.... 
16 ST. LAWRENCE ••• 

17 SARATOGA..... 
18 SCHENECTADY.. • 
19 STEUBEN...... 
20 SUFFOLK •••• 
21 ULSTER... • 
22 WESTCHESTER.. • 

NORTH CAROLINA! 
23 BUNCOMBE. ••• 
24 CUMBERLAND... 
25 DURHAM •••••• 
26 FORSyTH.... 
27 GASTON •••••• 
28 GU I LFORD. ••• 
29 MECKLENBURG.... 
30 ONSLOW.. •• 
31 WAKE •••••• 

OHIO: 
32 ALLEN. t ••••• 

33 ASHTABULA... • 
311 BUTLER... •• 
35 CLARK... • •• 
36 CLERMONT.... 
37 COLUMBIANA.... 
38 CUyAHOGA..... 
39 FRANKLIN... • 
110 GREENE •••••• 
111 HAMILTON ••••• 
q2 LAKE....... 

113 LICKING •••••• 
1111 LORAIN..... 
45 LUCAS....... 
116 MAHONING..... 
117 MONTGOMERY.. • 
118 PORTAGE... • 
49 RICHLAND..... 

;~ ;~~~~;.:::::.: I 
52 TRUMBULL. 
53 WOOD •••• , 'I 

OKLAHOMA! 

Total 
full-elmo 
equivn­
lent 

employees 

3 106 
2 035 
1 11110 
1 03'1 
1 887 

11111 
5 155 

20 58'1 
1 874 
2 004 

5 267 
2 258 
1 2117 
1 821 
3 253 
1 H2 

1 028 
1 253 

966 
9 8116 
1 H2 
7 373 

3 763 
7 700 
3 610 
7 092 
3 505 
8 H9 

10 5H 
2 012 
7 389 

869 
666 

t 561 
88;! 
610 
'161 

12 007 
3 391 

816 
'I 405 
1 759 

'171 
1 082 
2 '161 
1 787 
3 570 
1 88" 

597 
2 065 
3 7'18 
1 316 

6511 

511 CLEVELAND..... 200 
55 COMANCHE... 703 
56 OKLAHOMA... 1 120 
57 TULSA....... 1 382 

OREGON! 
58 CLACKAMAS..... 
59 JACKSON..... 
60 L.ANE ••••••• 
61 MARION. •• 
62 MULTNOMAH ••••• 
63 WASHINGTON.... 

PENNSYLVANIA! 
6'1 ALLEGHENy ••••• 
65 BEAVER..... 
66 BERKS..... ~ • 
67 BLAIR....... 
68 BUCKS ••••• ,. 
69 BUTLER...,.. 
70 CAMBRIA ••••• 

975 
9113 

1 766 
816 

2 511S 
1 162 

8 592 
580 

1 722 
557 

1 7'19 
705 
9'1b 

See footnotes at end of table. 

&Z 

Total crimina 1 justice system 

Number of employees 

Total 

1171 
236 
2110 
1'15 
302 

1 29) 
9112 

5 637 
265 
235 

1 031 
199 
168 
196 
293 
123 

119 
1116 
101 

II 301 
192 

1 030 

166 
264 

95 
176 
125 
268 
3110 

82 
1811 

203 
139 
251 
213 
!ij6 
129 

2 528 
852 
181 

1 )30 
2611 

IIJ7 
330 
819 
422 
910 
333 
199 
567 
751 
281 
125 

49 
110 
332 
345 

356 
1J26 
663 
351' 

1 075 
380 

2 050 
292 
432 
1)6 
598 
150 
2110 

full­
time 
only 

390 
209 
1118 
120 
290 

1 202 
872 

5 616 
207 
213 

791 
175 
125 
162 
293 

99 

93 
90 
7'1 

II 239 
168 

1 022 

161 
256 

78 
170 
120 
251 
317 

78 
16!l 

151 
113 
201 
172 
109 
100 

2 302 
7'18 
11111 

1 271 
198 

112 
277 
719 
328 
823 
203 
159 
4a'l 
648 
2111 

99 

110 
79 

3211 
322 

320 l' 396 
570 
31'1 ' 

1 058 
357 

2 0211 
24'1 
1125 
1111 
576 
131 
208 

full­
time 

equiva­
lent 

'110 
219 
183 
1311 
292 

1 230 
893 

5 621 
2'111 
225 

873 
185 
1'13 
175 
293 
106 

106 
115 

86 
'I 257 

181 
1 026 

163 
259 

87 
172 
122 
257 
325 

79 
17'1 

173 
132 
228 
193 
1'10 
121 

2 '128 
816 
160 

1 302 
228 

132 
308 
776 
377 
863 
226 
177 
531 
'100 
268 
ti2 

'III 
87 

325 
33'1 

326 
266 
593 
32'1 

1 065 
362 

2 03'1 
261 
1128 
129 
589 
138 
220 

Percent 
of 

tctal 
full-time 
equivA­
lent 

employ-

••• 

13.2 
10.8 
12.7 
13.0 
15.5 

11.1 
17.3 
27.3 
13.0 
11.2 

16.6 
8.2 

11.5 
9.6 
9.0 
9.3 

10.3 
9.2 
8.9 

113.2 
10.'1 
13.9 

19.9 
19.8 
1'1.6 
21.9 
23.0 
26.2 
20.2 
2'1.1 
19.6 
29.6 
13.0 

28.0 
28.5 
31.5 
21,\ 
2'1.2 
12.0 
29.6 
a5.7 
18.7 
20.'1 
17 •• 

22.0 
12.11 
29.0 
2'1.2 

33.4 
213.2 
33.6 
39.7 
111.8 
31.2 

23.7 
115.0 
2'1.9 
23.2 
33.7 
19.6 
23.3 

Police protection Judicial 

Number of employees Percent Number of employees Percent 
f---,..---,...-=----1 of f----.---~=----\ of 

Total 

93 
80 
57 
'16 

105 

350 
335 

'I 157 
89 
56 

323 
'I 

'12 
5'1 

105 
31 

III 
10 
19 

3 280 
'17 

286 

90 
16'1 

38 
60 
72 

117 
138 

29 
58 

56 
40 
5'1 
'12 
32 
16 

247 
157 

50 
255 
53 

31 
61 
78 
79 

1711 
67 
49 

122 
209 

78 
28 

21 
211 
1/1 
55 

141 
1011 
228 
100 
330 
139 

451 
39 

9 
3 

60 
16 
211 

Full­
time 
only 

83 
76 
55 
112 
93 

333 
302 

'I 157 
811 
511 

226 

liO 
'19 

105 
;;10 

39 
5 

15 
3 227 

1111 
278 

89 
161 

28 
60 
71 

117 
13'1 

29 
58 

50 
39 
51 
37 
28 
13 

2/111 
150 

48 
2115 

38 

28 
51 
70 
58 

170 
65 
49 

113 
20) 

74 
27 

20 
16 
1'1 
51 

137 
101 
186 
90 

329 
136 

1151 
27 

9 
3 

58 
14 
24 

Full­
time 

equiva­
lent 

85 
80 
55 
'13 
95 

3111 
308 

II 157 
86 
56 

258 
1 

'10 
52 

105 
30 

110 
7 

17 
3 239 

45 
282 

89 
162 
32 
60 
71 

117 
136 

29 
58 

52 
39 
52 
38 
28 
1'1 

2115 
153 

119 
2117 

40 

30 
54 
71 
61 

172 
66 
119 

116 
204 
75 
27 

20 
18 
1'1 
52 

137 
102 
188 

91 
329 
136 

'151 
30 

9 
3 

59 
15 
211 

total Full-. total 
Friminal Total Full- time rimlnlll 

justi('c tIme equiva- justice 
syst()m only lent system 
ernploy- employ-

ees ee$ 

20.7 
36.5 
30.1 
32.1 
32.5 

27.7 
31J.5 
7'1.0 
35.2 
2'1.9 

29.6 
0.5 

28.0 
29.7 
35.8 
28.3 

37.7 
6.1 

19.8 
76.1 
2'1.9 
27.5 

511.6 
62.5 
36.8 
34.9 
58.2 
'15.5 
41.8 
36.7 
33.3 

30.1 
29.5 
22.8 
19.7 
20.0 
11.6 
10.1 
18.8 
30.6 
19.0 
17.5 

22.7 
17.5 
9.1 

16.2 
19.9 
29.2 
27.7 
21.8 
29.1 
28.0 
2'1.1 

'!!I.5 
20.7 

11.3 
15.6 

112.0 
38.3 
31.7 
28." 
30.9 
37.6 

22.2 
11.5 

201 
2.3 

10.0 
10.9 
10.9 

71 
29 
26 

2 
10 

114 
81 
95 
31 
29 

111 
116 
35 
19 

19 

27 
28 
10 

8 
7 

22 
38 
26 
57 
15 
36 
70 
20 
71 

62 
59 

100 
69 
66 
61 

1 020 
30'1 

60 
566 
118 

55 
118 
J06 
173 
319 
77 
53 

163 
242 
131 

'18 

17 
'11 

195 
160 

8) 
76 

2'16 
99 

303 
82 

787 
132 
135 

71 
269 

68 
104 

36 
17 

2 

10 

110 
73 
95 
28 
29 

55 
39 
16 
11 

6 

16 
1 
4 
8 
7 

22 
34 
23 
57 
15 
30 
62 
19 
64 

114 
39 
7<1 
56 
52 
113 

885 
2511 

112 
526 

85 

111 
89 

267 
132 
258 
70 
'13 

128 
185 

98 
33 

12 
28 

187 
1111 

72 
6'1 

217 
93 

298 
78 

787 
123 
135 
58 

255 
63 
91 

42 
19 

S 
2 

10 

111 
75 
95 
29 
29 

7'1 
41 
22 
111 

8 

20 
10 

5 
8 
7 

22 
36 
25 
57 
15 
32 
65 
19 
68 

55 
57 
94 
69 
66 
59 

963 
304 

55 
553 
106 

10.2 
8.7 
11.4 
1.5 
3.4 

9.0 
8.'1 
1.7 

11.9 
12.9 

8.5 
22.2 
15.'1 
8.0 

7.5 

18.9 
8.7 
5.8 
0.2 
3.9 

13.5 
13.9 
28.7 
33.1 
12.3 
12.5 
20.0 
2<1.1 
39.1 

31,8 
113.2 
41.2 
35.8 
47.1 
48.8 
39.7 
37.3 
34.'1 
'12.5 
116.5 

52 39.'1 
112 36.11 
303 39.0 
165 '13.8 
288 33.4 
76 33.6 
50 28.2 

159 29.9 
227 32.4 
123 45.9 

'12 37.5 

15 311.1 
31 35.6 

188 57.8 
152 45.5 

711 22.7 
67 25.2 

230 38.8 
96 29.6 

300 28.2 
80 22.1 

787 38.7 
126 48.3 
135 31.5 

66 51.2 
26'1 '14.8 

65 47.1 
9'1 42.7 
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 12( , 

equivalent employees of 343 large county governments, October 1978-Continued 

Legal services and prosecution Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice 

Number of f;mployees Percent Percent Percent Percent " Number of employees Number of employees Number of employees ~ 
of of of of .0 

~ total total total total ~ 

Full- Full- criminal 
Full- Full- criminal 

Full- Full- criminal 
Full- Full- criminal ~ 

Total time time justice 
Total time time justice Total time time justice Total time time justice ~ 

equiva- system equiva- system equiva- system equiva- system ... only 
lent employ- only 

lent employ- only 
lent employ- only 

lent employ-
•• s ... .e. ees 

54 1111 119 12.0 30 22 24 5.9 21'1 20'1 206 50.2 9 1 II 1.0 1 30 30 30 13.7 12 12 12 5.5 83 73 77 35.2 2 1 1 0.5 2 30 8 18 9.8 15 5 13 7.1 112 78 89 48.6 - - - - 3 20 10 17 12.7 6 3 6 4.5 71 65 66 49.3 - - - - 'I 31 31 31 10.6 21 21 21 7.2 135 135 135 46.2 ". - - - 5 
163 156 158 12.8 - - - - 651 588 605 '19.2 15 15 15 1.2 6 11'1 111 114 12.8 3.1 36 36 11.0 362 336 3'16 38.7 1'1 14 14 1.6 7 3'10 3110 3'10 6.0 - - - - 1 035 1 014 1 01Q 18.1 10 10 10 0.2 II 33 12 31 12.7 111 3 14 5.7 98 80 811 34.q - - - - \I 32 31 32 14.2 8 7 8 3.6 110 92 100 IIIj.q " - - - - 10 

98 81 87 10.0 q II II 0.5 1167 399 423 48.5 28 26 27 3.1 11 34 34 34 18.'1 - - - - 115 102 109 58.9 - - - - 12 17 9 16 11.2 - - - - 711 60 65 '15.5 - - - -13 211 15 19 10.9 9 7 8 4.6 90 80 82 46.9 - - - - 111 62 62 62 21.2 19 19 19 6.5 107 107 107 36.5 - - - - 15 11 7 9 8.5 2 1 2 1.9 60 55 57 53.8 - - - - 16 
12 5 9 8.5 3 - 3 2.8 36 3) 34 32.1 - - - -17 21 9 18 15.7 1 - 1 0.9 85 75 78 67.8 1 - 1 0.9 18 15 a 13 15.1 2 1 11 2.3 55 116 1/9 57.0 - - - - 19 266 281 286 6.7 - - - - 663 660 660 15.5 6'1 63 64 1.5 20 21 16 19 10.5 2 - 1 0.6 109 95 103 56.9 6 6 6 3.3 21 206 206 206 20.1 - - - - 528 528 528 51.5 10 10 10 1.0 22 

q II 4 2.5 - - - - q7 43 '15 27.6 3 3 3 1.8 23 6 6 6 2.3 2 2 2 0.8 54 53 53 20.5 - - - - 24 3 3 3 3.4 - - - - 28 24 27 31.0 - - - - 25 5 5 5 2.9 - - - - 45 39 41 23.8 9 9 9 5.2 26 4 3 'I 3.3 2 2 2 1.6 28 26 27 22.1 4 3 3 2.5 27 18 18 18 7.0 - - - - 97 86 90 35.0 - - - - 28 - - - - - - - - 83 82 82 25.2 119 39 112 12.9 29 3 1 2 2.5 - - - - 28 27 27 34.2 2 2 2 2.5 30 7 6 6 3.'1 - - - - 38 30 32 18.4 10 10 10 5.7 31 

28 20 22 12.7 - - - - 57 37 1111 25.11 - - - - 32 12 1r 11 8.) ~ - - - 26 22 23 17.11 2 2 2 1.5 33 15 1'1 15 6.6 - - - - 82 62 67 29.'1 - - - - 311 18 17 17 8.8 9 8 9 11.7 65 52 56 29.0 10 2 4 2.1 35 111 5 12 8.6 6 1 6 11.3 25 20 25 17.9 3 3 3 2.1 36 13 13 13 10.7 8 8 8 6.6 211 19 21 17.'1 7 II 6 5.0 37 133 133 133 5.5 48 'IS 118 2.0 891 803 850 35.0 189 189 189 7.8 38 100 91 95 11.6 3 3 3 0.4 237 208 217 26.6 51 42 44 5.4 39 16 12 13 8.1 2 2 2 1.2 35 32 33 20.6 8 8 8 5.0 '10 63 61 61 4.7 12 9 10 0.8 4)'1 430 431 33.1 - - - - 41 34 28 29 12.7 5 - 3 1.3 511 '17 50 21.9 - - - - 42 
20 15 17 12.9 - - - - 41 28 33 25.0 - - - - '13 111 38 39 12.7 4 - 1 0.3 106 99 102 33.1 - - - - 114 53 '16 '19 6.3 - - - - 382, 336 353 45.5 - - - - 115 29 28 28 7.'1 7 - 5 1.3 110 87 95 25.2 24 23 23 6.1 46 69 69 69 8.0 29 29 29 3.4 268 257 261 30.2 51 110 114 5'.1 117 20 18 19 8.'1 4 'I II 1.8 165 116 61 27.0 - - - - 48 20 18 19 10.7 - - - - 77 4~ 59 33.3 - - - - 119 35 29 31 5.8 18 15 16 3.0 226 198 208 39.2 3 1 1 0.2 50 71 69 69 9.9 - - - - 228 190 199 28.'1 1 1 1 0.1 51 23 20 21 7.8 - - - - '19 '19 119 18.3 - - - - 52 12 5 8 7.1 3 3 , 2.7 34 31 32 28.6 - - - - 53 

- - - - - - - - 11 8 9 20.5 - - - - 54 - - - - 1 - 1 1.1 '14 35 37 42.5 - - - - 55 - - - - 16 16 16 4.9 107 107 107 32.9 - - - - 56 - - - - 9 9 9 2.7 121 121 121 36.2 - - - - 57 

45 39 110 12.3 - - - - 87 72 75 23.0 - - - - 58 21 16 18 6.8 1:58 138 - - 82 n 74 27.8 5 5 5 1.9 59 87 73 78 13.2 - - - - 102 94 97 16.11 - - - - 60 56 '19 52 16.0 - - - - 96 82 85 26.2 - - - - 61 155 1!511 155 111.6 - - - - 282

1 

272 276 25.9 !5 5 5 0.5 62 36 36 36 9.9 - - - - 123 107 110 30.4 - - - - 63 

" 
231 205 215 10.6 75 75 75 3.7 505 505 505 211,8 1 1 1 IZI 611 36 26 29 11.1 12 12 12 4.6 72 55 63 211.1 1 1 1 0.4 6!5 311 27 30 7.0 10 10 10 2.3 244 2411 244 57.0 - - - - 66 13 13 13 10.1 9 9 9 7.0 40 31 38 29.5 - - - - 67 66 65 66 1l..2 25 21 23 3.9 178 177 177 30.1 - - - - 68 17 11 12 8.7 5 5 5 3.6 44 38 '11 29.7 » - .. -,69 33 23 25 11.'1 10 10 10 4.5 69 60 67 30.5 - - - - 70 
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County' 

PENNSYLVANIA--CON. 
1 CENTRE •••••• 
2 CHESTER ••••• 
J CUMBERLAND.... 
4 DAUPHIN..... 
5 DELAWARE..... 

6 ERIE.... •• 
7 FAyETTE...... 
8 FRANKLIN. ••• 
9 LACKAWANNA.... 

10 LANCASTER..... 

11 LAWRENCE..... 
12 LEBANON •••••• 
13 LEHIGH...... 
14 LUZERNE •••••• 
15 LyCOMING.... 
16 MERCER •••••• 

17 MONTGOMERy •••• 
16 NORTHAMPTON..,. 
18 NORTHUMBERLAND • 
20 SCHUyLKILL.... 
21 WASHINGTON.... 
22 WESTMORELAND.. 
23 YORK •• It ••• 

SOUTH CAROLINA I 
24 ANDERSON..... 
25 CHARLESTON... 
26 GREENVILLE... 
27 LEXINGTON.. •• 
2, RICHLAND..... 
29 SPARTANBURG.. • 

TENNESSEE I 
30 HAMILTON..... 
31 KNOX....... 
J2 SHELBy..... 
33 SULLIVAN.... 

TEX1;S~ 
2£+ BEl..~ ••••••• 
35 ~EXAR....... 
36 BRAZORtA..... 
37 CAMERON.... • 
38 DALLAS...... 
39 EL PASO. • • • • 

40 GALVESTON,.... 
41 HARRIS.. • •• 
42 HILDALGO..... 
43 JEFFERSON..... 
44 LUBBOCK •••••• 
45 MCLENNAN..... 

46 NUECES ••••• 
47 SMITH....... 
48 TARRANT •••••• 
'19 TAyLOR •••••• 
50 TRAVIS...... 
51 WICHITA •••••• 

UTAHI 
52 DAVIS ••••• 
53 SALT LAKE ••• 
54 UTAH....... 
55 WEBER ••••• 

VERMONT! 
56 CHITTENDEN. 

VIRGINIAI 
57 ARLINGTON..... 
58 CHESTERFIELD... 
59 FAIRFAX...... 
60 HENRICO...... 
61 PRINCE WILLIAM • • 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 18. Criminal justice system employment and percent distribution of full·time 

Total criminal justice syst(!m Pol:J.ce prot~ction Judicial 

Number of employees Numbcl:' of employees Percent Number of employees Perce"": 
Total I--....:.:.:::.-r....:.:.....:.:.=:;-~--I Pcrcent 1----.---..:.,----1 of 1----.----,----1 of 

full-time of full-time full-tim 
cquivn- Full- Full- full-time Full- Full- criminal Full- Full- riminal 

lent T.otal time time e~~!~a- Tota! time time justice Total time time justice 

employees only e~~!~a- employ- only e~~!~a- :~:~~~_ only e~~~~a- :~~~:~_ 
ces ecs ccs 

'131 
1337 

806 
1 259 
3 355 

688 
409 
3Jl 
896 

2 185 

315 
722 

1 600 
1 432 

503 
'1'13 

2 721 
1 090 

715 
1 091 

776 
1 '169 
1 153 

3611 
1 608 
1 320 
1 21'1 
3 095 
2 '127 

5 905 
3 336 
8 824 
2 093 

3'16 
4 11'1 

5'10 
'187 

6 557 
1 702 

1 597 
9 240 

711 
723 
'124 
5'16 

2 503 
277 

2 658 
,\78 

1 138 
251 

3'11 
3 26'1 

710 
77'1 

6 

4 297 
4 353 

19 999 
5 916 
3 970 

8'1 
519 
188 
431 

1 051 

354 
187 
127 
220 
364 

125 
140 
360 
356 
191 
1'10 

813 
259 
156 
200 
232 
;S50 
339 

1'12 
'108 
459 
169 
433 
286 

372 
465 

1 229 
160 

227 
1 )39 

2111 
280 

1 954 
525 

286 
3 109 

292 
373 
200 
264 

'113 
175 
788 
112 
677 
111 

78 
842 
115 
110 

8 

579 
327 

1 470 
528 
359 

68 
'1'13 
137 
339 

1 0'16 

3'15 
187 
88 

215 
317 

102 
116 
3'1'1 
3'13 
155 
121 

703 
228 
129 
177 
207 
327 
285 

119 
363 
'lOll 
159 
'107 
2'15 

353 
397 

1 120 
153 

208 
1 09'1 

182 
279 

1 922 
521 

256 
2 76'1 

278 
358 
191 
220 

388 
167 
769 

96 
637 
108 

74 
818 

88 
101 

7 

572 
311 

1 '119 
508 
273 

78 
1176 
158 
368 

1 0'18 

3'18 
187 
106 
216 
328 

114 
126 
3'19 
351 
170 
127 

757 
2'10 
138 
187 
222 
337 
305 

130 
377 
'128 
163 
'113 
25'1 

356 
419 

1 1'19 
155 

216 
1 127 

198 
279 

1 936 
523 

269 
2 883 

280 
367 
198 
235 

396 
169 
771 
109 
656 
110 

75 
826 
98 

104 

7 

573 
315 

1 '127 
511 
289 

18.1 
35.6 
19.6 
29.2 
31.2 

50.6 
'15.7 
32.0 
2'1.1 
15.0 

36.2 
17.5 
21.8 
2'1.5 
33.8 
28.7 

27.6 
22.0 
19.3 
17.1 
28.6 
22.9 
26.5 

35.7 
23.'1 
32.'1 
13.'1 
13.J 
10.5 

6.0 
12.6 
13.0 
7.'1 

62.4 
27.11 
36.7 
57.3 
29.5 
30.7 

16.8 
31.2 
39.'1 
50.8 
'16.7 
'13.0 

15.8 
61.0 
29.0 
61.2 
57.6 
'13.8 

22.0 
25.3 
13.8 
13.'1 

116.7 

13.3 
7.2 
7.1 
8.6 
7.;$ 

3 
66 
28 
24 
93 

16 
'19 

5 
3 

23 

5 
1'1 
16 
20 
10 

7 

54 
3 

15 
3 

37 
33 
51 

61 
21'1 
221 
79 

176 
167 

85 
160 
246 
79 

36 
237 

7'1 
33 

27'1 
93 

56 
5'18 

5'1 
77 
35 
37 

57 
63 

219 
2'1 

115 
25 

'16 
19 
21 
88 

16 
'19 
2 
3 

21 

'I 
1'1 
15 
lij 

8 

5'1 
3 

15 
:! 

37 
J2 
'17 

59 
212 
216 
77 

173 
159 

35 
237 
70 
32 

271 
9) 

55 
'151 
53 
77 
35 
37 

55 
60 

207 
22 

112 
25 

363 
231 
tl60 
37:5 
1801 

3 
53 
22 
22 
90 

16 
49 

3 
3 

21 

5 
1'1 
15 
20 

9 
2 

54 
3 

15 
:I 

37 
32 
'19 

60 
212 
218 
78 

17'1 
161 

3~ 
~]7 
71 
'2 272 
93 

liS 
'162 
53 
77 
35 
37 

56 
60 

209 
23 

11'1 
25 

'11 
'167 

36 
36 

364 
231 
860 
376 
196 

,.~ 

11.1 
13.9 
6.0 
8.6 

'1.6 
26.2 
2.8 
1.4 
6.'1 

11.'1 
11.1 

'1.3 
5.7 
5.3 
1.6 

7.1 
1.2 

10.9 
1.6 

16.7 
9.5 

~ -"'~.1 

'16.2 
56.2 
50.9 
'17.9 
'12.1 
63.4 

23.6 
37.9 
20.5 
51.0 

16.2 
21.0 
~5.9 
11.5 
l'1.Q 
17.:; 

20.~ 
16.0 
18.9 
21.0 
17.7 
15.7 

1'1.1 
35.5 
27.1 
21.1 
17.'1 
22.7 

!I'I.7 
56.5 
36.7 
3'1.6 

1'1.3 

63.5 
73.3 
60.3 
73.6 
67.8 

47 
17'1 
79 

196 
'157 

155 
76 
53 

111 
1'13 

61 
59 

1'13 
163 
58 
70 

1106 
125 

52 
90 

105 
173 
139 

1/6 
107 
1'13 
56 

137 
82 

122 
166 
'1'13 

'12 

58 
278 

67 
102 
851 
139 

127 
1 177 

96 
103 
70 
82 

179 
58 

227 
50 

198 
39 

13 
138 

26 
12 

7 

'18 
21 

1?~ 
53 
47 

'10 
1'12 
60 

133 
'157 

1'16 
76 
33 

111 
117 

51 
'16 

138 
163 
53 
59 

324 
103 

'12 
90 
96 

166 
10'1 

28 
70 
97 
50 

132 
'19 

120 
138 
'136 
38 

'19 
261 

61 
102 
8'13 
137 

103 
1 076 

87 
88 
61 
67 

159 
55 

224 
37 

172 
36 

10 
131 

15 
12 

6 

48 
21 

122 
53 
'17 

'12 53.8 
160 33.6 

66 '11.8 
151 '11.0 
'157 43.6 

1'19 '12.8 
76 '10.6 
'10 37.7 

111 51.'1 
12'1 37.8 

58 50.9 
51 '10.5 

140 '10.1 
163 '16.'1 
55 32.'1 
63 49.6 

368 '18.6 
112 46., 

'15 32.6 
90 '18.1 
99 4'1.6 

169 50.1 
119 39.0 

36 27.7 
81 21.5 

119 27.8 
52 31.9 

133 32.2 
56 22.0 

120 33.7 
153 36.5 
'138 38.1 
39 25.2 

53 24.5 
278 2'1.7 

67 33.8 
102 36.6 
8'15 43.6 
138 26.'1 

11'1 
1 170 

88 
97 
68 
73 

'12.'1 
'10.6 
31.'1 
26.'1 
311.3 
31.1 

166 '11.9 
56 33.1 

22'1 29.1 
'19 '15.0 

18'1 28.0 
38 34.5 

11 1'1.7 
133 16.1 

20 20.'1 
12 11.5 

6 

'18 
21 

123 
53 
'17 

85.7 

8.'1 
6.7 
8.6 

10.'1 
16.3 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 123 

equivalent employees of 343 large county governments, October 1978-Continued 

Legal services and prosecut;ion Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice 

Number of cmp 10Y6e5 Percent Number of clllj)lol"ees Percent Number of employees Percent Number of cmployccG Percent ~ of of of of 1J total total total total 0 
Full- criminal Full- crit<:inal Full- criminal Full- criminal " Full_ full- Full- Full- ~ 

Total timo time justice Total time time justice 
Tot,01 time time Justice Total time tlfllc justice " only equiva- system only equiva- system only cquiva- system only cquiva- system :l 

lent employ- lent employ- lent cmploy- lent employ-
ees ees ees c.s 

5 'I 5 6.'1 'I 2 'I 5.1 25 22 24 30.8 - - - - 1 63 60 61 12.8 25 25 25 5.3 191 170 ,1,77 37,2 - - - - 2 18 9 11 7.0 7 - 7 4.Q 56 '19 52 32.9 - - - - 3 50 32 39 10.6 16 16 16 '1.3 ~~5 1J7 1'10 38.0 - - - - 'I 128 128 128 12.2 56 56 56 5.3 299 299 299 28.5 18 18 18 1.7 5 

23 23 23 6.6 2'1 211 2'1 6.9 136 136 136 39.1 - - n - 6 12 12 12 6.'1 7 7 7 3.7 43 '13 '13 23.0 - - - - 7 9 8 9 8.5 7 6 7 6.6 53 39 '17 L14.3 - - - - 8 30 25' 26 12.0 1'1 1'1 III 6.5 62 /,2 62 28.7 - - - - 9 25 23 23 7.0 12 12 12 3.7 161 1'1'1 148 '15.1 - - - - 10 
18 11 13 11.'1 5 5 5 '1.4 36 31 3J 28.9 - - - . -11 10 8 9 7.1 3 3 3 2./f 5'1 '15 '19 38.9 - - - - 12 110 30 33 9.5 12 12 12 3.'1 1'19 1'19 1'19 '12,7 - - - -13 37 32 3'1 9.7 19 19 19 5.'1 117 115 115 32.8 - - - - 1'1 17 8 12 7.1 'I 'I 'I 2.'1 102 82 90 52.9 - - - .. 15 
1'1 14 1'1 11.0 8 8 8 6.3 41 110 '10 31.5 - - - - 16 

106 91 ~7 12.8 35 3'1 311 '1.5 212 200 204 26.9 - - - - 17 25 24 2'1 10.0 1'1 1'1 1'1 5.8 92 84 87 36.2 - - - - 18 17 9 12 8.7 6 5 S 3.6 66 58 61 11'1.2 - - - - 19 J1 20 23 12.3 9 9 9 '1.8 67 56 62 33.2 - - - - 20 20 12 18 8.1 9 Ij 8 3.6 61 58 60 27.0 - - - - 21 '15 37 40 11.9 13 13 13 3.9 86 79 83 2'1.6 - - - - 22 3'1 23 25 8.2 8 8 8 2.6 107 103 104 34.1 - - - - 23 

8 7 8 6.2 3 3 3 2.3 24 22 23 17.7 - - - - 2'1 18 14 16 '1.2 - - - - 69 67 68 18.0 - - - - 25 31 31 31 7.2 - - - - 57 53 53 12.4 7 7 7 1.6 26 5 5 5 3.1 2 2 2 1.2 25 23 2'1 1'1.7 2 2 2 1.2 27 63 '19 51 12.3 - - - - 57 53 55 13.3 - - - - 28 10 10 10 3.9 6 6 6 2.'1 21 21 21 8.3 - - - - 29 

20 'I 7 2.0 - - - - 145 1'15 1'15 40.7 - - - - 30 12 5 6 1.4 - - - - 122 90 96 22.9 5 5 5 1.2 31 8'1 9 26 2.3 '13 39 39 3.'1 '110 '102 '107 35.'1 3 3 3 0.3 32 
'I 2 3 1.9 - - - - 35 3'1 34 21.9 - - - -33 

42 '11 41 19.0 - - - - 83 77 79 36.6 8 6 8 3.7 3
'
1 1'18 1'17 1'18 13.1 - - - - '126 399 41'1 36.7 50 50 50 11.'1 35 18 17 18 9.1 - - - - 55 34 '12 21.2 - - - - 36 21 21 21 7.5 - - - - 112 112 112 40.1 12 12 12 11.3 37 17'1 17'1 174 9.0 - - - - 6'12 621 632 32.6 13 13 13 0.7 38 57 55 56 10.7 - - - - 2:1'1 23'1 23'1 'I'~. 7 2 2 2 0.'1 39 

29 28 29 10.8 - - - - 73 69 70 26.0 1 1 1 0.'1 40 516 380 388 13.5 3 3 3 0.1 771 760 766 26.6 9'1 9'1 9'1 3.3 '11 27 2'1 25 8.9 1 1 1 0.'1 114 113 113 '10.'1 - - . - - '12 '18 48 48 13.1 - - - - 97 97 97 26.'1 '18 '18 '18 13.1 '13 25 25 25 12.6 - - - - 70 70 70 35.'1 - - - - 4'1 22 21 21 8.9 - - - - 111 88 93 39.6 12 7 11 4.7 '15 
'11 '10 '10 10.1 - - - - 136 134 13'1 33.8 - - - - 116 20 18 19 11.2 - - - - 3'~ 3'1 3'1 20,1 - " - - '17 1'16 145 1'15 18.B 5 5 5 0.6 159 156 156 20.2 32 32 3a 11.2 '18 13 12 12 11.0 - - - - 25 25 25 22.9 - - - '19 75 71 73 11.1 2 2 2 0.3 279 272 275 '11.9 8 8 8 1.2 50 10 10 10 9.1 - - - - 37 37 37 33.6 - . - - 51 

16 15 15 20.0 - - - - 6 6 6 8.0 ;1 <- :1 2.7 52 95 95 95 11.5 - - - - 1:39 128 131 15.9 - - - !is 1'1 12 12 12.2 'I 2 3 3.1 3'1 23 27 ?'7.6 - ~ - 5q 15 15 15 1'1.'1 - - - - '17 38 '11 39,4 - ~ ~ ~ - 55 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 56 

21 21 21 3.7 - - - - lOt 102 102 17.8 38 38 38/ 6.6 57 10 10 10 3.2 - - - - 5'1 49 52 16.5 6 -
2111 

0.3 56 '11 '11 41 2.9 - - - - 228 184 191 13.'1 213 212 14.9 59 
20 20 20 3.9 - - - - 61 61 I 61 11.9 1 1 0.2 60 18 18 18 6.2 - - - - 28 28 28 9.7 - - -161 
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countyl 

WAsHINGTONI 
1 CLARK ••• 
2 KING... 
3 KITSAP •• 
'I PIERCE.. 
5 SNOHOMISH. 
6 SPOKANE •• 
7 YAKIMA.. 

· .. . · .. . · .. . · .. . · , .. · .. . · .. . 
WEST VIRGINIAI 

8 CABELL...... 
9 KANAWHA...... 

WISCONSIN I 
10 BROWN ••••••• 
11 DANE....... 
12 KENOSHA...... 
13 MARATHON.... 
14 MILWAUKEE..... 
15 OUTAGAHIE..... 
16 RACINE...... 
17 ROCK •••••• 
18 WAUKESHA..... 
19 WINNEBAGO..... 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 18. Criminal justice system employment and 'percent distribution of full.time. 

Total 
full-tim. 
C!lquiva­
lent 

employees 

89'1 
'I 23'1 

687 
1 9:51 
1 555 
1 159 

772 

1 '1112 
599 

962 
1 489 

827 
1 207 

11 081 
72'1 

1 136 
927 

1 333 
876 

Total criminal justice system Police protection Judicial 

1-_...:N:.:u::mb:;e::<...:o:.:f~e::m:!p.::lo~y.:.c.::S~_-I per~~nt 1-__ N...:u...:mT-be:.:r~of~em:::p;.::l.::oY~'':''.=--I pe~~ent I-_-.::Nu:;m;:b;:.:.r:....:.of:...::c:m~p::.:l.:.oy:.:.:: • .:.s -I Pe~~ent 
full-ti... full-tim. full-tim 

Total 

308 
1 772 

235 
698 
'17'1 
507 
276 

a4 
213 

218 
'155 
17'1 
129 

1 256 
127 
271 
198 
300 
135 

Full­
time 
only 

283 
1 61'1 

184 
643 
419 
'189 
276 

80 
1711 

191 
408 
171 
116 

1 199 
112 
263 
191 
287 
127 

Full­
time 

equiva­
lent 

294 
1 704 

200 
669 
1/47 
4;J2 
;;!16 

81 
185 

201 
421 
173 
liEl 

1 223 
116 
267 
193 
291 
131 

equ!va- Full- Full- criminal Full- Full- criminal 

lelne Total time time ~~:~!~e Total time time jUS~iCe 
emp oy- only r.qulva- only equ!va- sys em 

eBS lent employ- lent employ-

32.9 
40.2 
29.1 
34.6 
28.7 
42.5 
35.8 

5.6 
30.9 

20.9 
2a.3 
20.9 
9.8 

11.0 
16.0 
23.5 
20.8 
21.8 
15.0 

105 
561 

81 
269 
13\1 
167 
69 

25 
66 

110 
142 
100 
68 

236 
55 

116 
67 

lq3 
62 

103 
559 

63 
269 
129 
166 
69 

2'~ 
52 

109 
139 
98 
~9 

23'1 
55 

114 
67 

141 
61 

103 
559 

67 
269 
131 
166 
~9 

24 
55 

110 
139 
99 
60 

235 
55 

115 
67 

lq2 
62 

ees eas 

35.0 
32.8 
33.5 
qO.2 
29.3 
33.7 
25.0 

29.6 
29.7 

5'1.7 
33.0 
57.2 
50.8 
19.2 
47.4 
q3.1 
;;'1.7 
48.8 
47.3 

67 
455 
59 

155 
14) 
134 
80 

17 
56 

54 
156 
35 
26 

4118 
41 
61 
qO 
89 
46 

53 
389 

4q 
124 
121 
127 
80 

17 
49 

q2 
139 
35 
24 

402 
28 
61 
39 
81 
42 

62 
455 
52 

144 
136 
129 
80 

17 21.0 
51 27.6 

q7 23.4 
145 '4.q 
35 20.2 
25 21.2 

424 311.7 
32 27.6 
61 22.8 
40 20.7 
84 28.9 
q4 33.6 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. ---::-
IOata are baaed on B field compilation from records of each county government shownJ see text for data limitations. 

~~ ________ .. ______ .~I ____ ~ __ .. _______ . ________________________________ ~ ________________________________________________________________________ ~I~. __________ LL_ 
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 125. 

equivalent employees of 343 large county governments, October 1978-Continued 

Legal services nnd ptoaecution Public defense Corrections Ocher criminal justice 

Number of cn1ploycen Percent Number of cmp loyees Percent Number of employees Percent Percent ... 
of of Number of employees ~ 

of of 1 total total total total 
Full~ 

Pull- trimiJ"al Full- criminal Full- criminal Full- criminal " 
time justice Full- time justice Full- Full- ~ 

Total time time justice time justice " equiva- Total time Total time To\~al tim,\! ::l only system 
only equiva- system only cquiva- Ilyatem equtvu- system 

lent employ- lent emp16 •• lo"t employ- only 
lent empLoy-

.es ••• ees ce. -- I----
3E 311 35 11.9 2 2 2 0.7 97 90 91 31.0 1 1 1 0.3 1 

166 ll1q 148 8.7 13 13 1) 0.8 573 505 525 30.6 1\ 4 4 0.2 2 
22 21 21 10.5 10 10 10 5.0 6j 116 50 25.0 - - ~ - 3 
77 65 69 10.3 12 19 10 1.5 181 172 17q 26.0 4 3 3 O.'J! q 
58 52 56 12.5 2 2 0.4 128 111 118 26.4 4 4 4 0,9' 5 
39 39 39 7.'i 26 26 26 5.3 136 126 127 25.a 5 5 5 1.0 6 
24 24 24 8.7 ~ - ~ - 100 100 100 36.2 3 3 3 1.1 7 

a 7 7 8.6 ~ - - - 34 32 33 40.7 - ~ - - 8 
21 21 21 11.11 - - - - 70 52 5(3 31.4 - - ~ - 9 

14 13 13 6.5 - - - - 40 27 31 15.q - ~ - - 10 65 55 58 13.8 - - - - 92 75 79 18.8 - - - - 11 
19 19 19 11.0 - - - - 20 19 20 11.6 ~ - ~ - 12 

8 7 7 5.9 - - - - 27 26 26 22.0 - - - - 13 
145 1110 141 11.5 - ~ - - 397 393 ;;93 32.1 30 30 30 2.5 lq 

12 11 11 9.5 - - - - 19 18 18 15.5 - - - ~ 15 
27 27 27 10.1 10 10 10 3.7 52 46 '19 18.4 5 5 5 1.9 16 
211 24 211 12.q - - - - 62 56 57 29.5 5 5 5 2.6 17 
23 21 21 7.2 - - - - 35 35 35 12.0 10 9 9 3.1 15 
11 11 11 8.11 ~ - - - 13 10 11 8.q 3 J J ~., 19 
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Table 19. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll of 343 large county governments, 
October 1978 

County· 

TorAL ......... 
A!.ABAMAI 

CALHOUN • • • • • • • , • , • • • 
~EFFERSON • t • • • • .. • • • • • 

MADISON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HOBILE •••••••••••••• 
~ONTGOMERY •••••••••••• 
TUSCALOOSA. • • •• • ••••• 

ARIZONAI 
MARICOPA. • 
PIMA •••• 

... , , . · ...... . · ...... . 
ARKANSAS I 

PULASKI, , 
SI19ASTIAN , 

CAl.IFORNIAI 

, , , 
, , , · .. .. · .... 

ALAMEDA • • II • • .' ••• 

BUTTE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CONTRA COSTA, , • • , , • , • 
FRESNO. • • • • • • •• •• 
HUMBOLDT" ••••• " •• 
KERN •••• " • • • • • • 
LOS ANGE!.!(S • • , •• ••• 
MARIN • • • • • • • • • • 
MERCED. • • • • • • • , • • • 
MONf~REY ••••••• t ••• 

ORANGEe ~ • • • • • • • • • • 
RIV£RS!C! • • • • • •• •• 
SACRAHI!NTO'l e , • • •• •• 

· . · . 
, . 
, . · . · , · . · . · . · , · , · , · . · . 

SAN BERNARDINO, ••••••••• 
SAN DIEGO • • • • • •• • •• 
SAN JOAQUIN • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN LUIS OBISPO • • • • • • , • • 
SAN MATEO. • • • • •• • ••• 
SANTA BARBARA • , • • • • • • • 
SANTA CLARA • • • ~ • • ~ 0 • • • 

SANTA CRUZ. e I • • • • D • • e • 
SOLANO. • • • • • • •• • ••• 
SONOMA. • • • • • • •• • ••• 
STANIS~AUS •• ~ • • ••••••• 
TUl.ARE •••••••••••••• 
VENTURA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
yo~O. ~ • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

COLORADOI 
ADAMS • • ¥ • • • • • • • • • • • 

ARAPAHOE. • • I • I •• '" ~ 
BOULDER • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
EL PASO • • • , D • •• •••• 

JEFFERSON •••••••••••• 
LARIMER • • • • • , = • • • • • • 
PUEBLO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WELD. • • • • • • •• ••••• 

DE!.AlIAREI 
NEW CA:.T!.E. . . . . . . .. .. 

F!.ORIDAI 
ALACHUA ~ • • • • • • • • • • 
BREVARD • • • • • • • • • • • 
BROWARD • • • • • • • • , • • 
DADE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ESCAMBIA. • • • • • • • • • • 
HILLSBOROUGH, • • • • • • , • 
LEE ••••• " ••••••• 
LEON ••••••••••••• 
MANATEE • • • • • • • • • • • 
OKALOOSA. • • • • • •• •• 

· . · . · . · . · . · . · , 
'.' 

ORANGE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PALM BEACH •••••••••••• 
PASCO • • • • t • • • • • • ~ • • 

PINELLAS. • , • • • • • • • • • • 
POL.K ••••••••••••••• 
SARASOTA •••• II •••••••• 

SEMINOLE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
VOLUSIA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

GEORGIAI 
BIBB. • • 
CHATHAM • 
C!.AYTON • 

· ..... , ... 
• •••• 0 •••• · ........ . 

See fo,;,tnotcs at end of table. 

· . · . · . 

Total 
October 
payroll 

1 0'15 609 

166 
3 6'11 

'188 
998 
50'1 
'162 

6 736 
4 12/j 

526 
206 

13 339 
1 105 
8 652 
6 5'11 
1 '175 
6 289 

101 0611 
2 060 
1 7911 
3 167 

12 617 
'r 067 
9 173 

10 153 
1'1 336 
4 696 
1 865 
5 641 
3 583 

13 666 
1 833 
1 889 
3 912 
2 769 
2 163 
6 065 
1 3i3 

1 32'1 
617 
995 

1 095 
1 719 

857 
69'1 

1 685 

1 677 

1 'lOS 
1 6,,6 
3 859 

2'1 166 
816 

6 606 
1 336 

'ISS 
856 
667 

2 992 
3 609 
~ 107 
2 9'13 
2 037 
1 007 

986 
1 36'1 

5113 
952 
863 

(Dollal" amounts in thousand~) 

Total criminal justice system 

October 
poyroll 

267 101 

117 
622 
136 
577 
221 
185 

2 778 
1 581 

329 
93 

II 127 
336 

2 328 
1 831 

11113 
1 658 

30 06~ 
6B8 
370 
927 

5 038 
2 339 
3 'I'll 

3 177 
II 875 
1 312 

'159 
1 861 
1 231 
;$ 9311 

522 
702 
6511 
855 
790 

1 636 
'126 

266 
330 
236 
322 
'1'12 
129 
125 
170 

'179 

272 
267 

1 550 
5 'IS6 

562 
1 300 

337 
2~O 
206 

94 

1 097 
1 109 

257 
1 00'1 

531 
310 
263 
505 

373 
37'1 
369 

Percent of 
total October 

payroll 

25.5 

28,1 
22.6 
27.9 
57.9 
'13.7 
'10.1 

62.2 
'15,3 

30.9 
30.'1 
26.9 
28.0 
30.1 
26,'1 
29.7 
33.1 
20.6 
29,3 
39.9 
33.1 
37,5 

31.3 
3'1,0 
27,9 
2'1,6 
33.3 
311.'1 
28.'1 
28,5 
37.2 
21,8 
30.6 
36.5 
27.0 
:'10,6 

20.3 
53.5 
23.9 
29.'1 
25.7 
15,0 
18.1 
10,1 

19·~1 16.2 
'JO.t 
;'2.7 
67.1 
19.7 
25.2 
5'1.9 
:1.'1.1 
13.7 

36.7 
30.7 
22.0 
3'1.1 
26.1 
30.6 
26.7 
37,0 

66.6 
39.3 
'12.7 

Police protection 

October 
payroll 

18 
33/j 

311 
180 

5'1 
53 

95 
17 

560 
122 
567 
1190 
172 
5!(' 

9 7Q'l 
l!a 
113 
~59 
98'1 
697 

1 1'16 

1 078 
1 07(, 

396 
1'16 
3'16 
35,. 
70'1 
1112 
117 
293 
216 
271 
519 
157 

1'1'1 
112 
103 

'16 
250 

71 
25 
59 

369 

12B 
1711 
692 

3 369 
276 
65'1 
21& 
133 
125 
'Ia 

525 
616 
177 
'160 
290 
206 
167 
263 

206 
127 
206 

Percent of 
total crimina 1 
justice system 

37,8 
'10,7 
2~.7 
31.2 
2'1.7 
26.9 

1'1.1 
36.'1 
2'1.11 
26.8 
38.9 
32.3 
32,'1 
21.9 
30.5 
27.9 
19.5 
29.S 
33.'1 

33.9 
22.1 
30.2 
31.9 
IS.'I 
2S.7 
17,9 
27.1 
16.6 
3'1.11 
25.3 
311.3 
31.7 
36.8 

'17.0 
65.3 
'111.6 
61.'1 
'19.'1 
50,3 
611.7 
53.2 
60.6 
50.9 

117,6 
55.6 
66.9 
'15.9 
511.7 
66.5 
63.'1 
56.0 

55.2 
,'1.0 
55.8 

~""~~"~.u&~~,-*t~ ...... ~* .............. --.. ------------------··------------------~---------------------

Judicial 

October 
~ayroll 

62 7'16 

"II 
173 

35 
115 
59 
20 

6611 
307 

77 
31 

911'1 
69 

'103 
351 

92 
251 

6 007 
158 

85 
186 

1 372 
1163 
513 

638 
1 288 

2'10 
100 
'167 
260 
896 
107 
153 
163 
16'1 
I'll 
288 
60 

q 
;''1 

5 
61 

93 

56 
63 

385 
1 166 

1'16 
2'15 
67 
6'1 
52 
26 

291 
212 

52 
352 
153 
57 
6'1 

101 

8'1 
12'1 

70 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice systenl 

23.5 

29.6 
21.1 
25.4 
19.9 
27.0 
11,0 

23.9 
19,'1 

23.5 
33.1 

22.9 
20.6 
17.3 
19.2 
20.8 
15.1 
20.0 
22,9 
23.0 
20.1 
27.2 
19.8 
111.9 

20.1 
26.'1 
18.3 
21.9 
211.8 
22.7 
22.8 
20.6 
21.8 
19.1 
19.2 
17.8 
17.6 
18.8 

1.6 
10.2 
2.a 

25.2 

11.5 

19.5 

21.1 
23.'1 
211,8 
21.2 
26,0 
16.8 
19.9 
25.6 
"''It 1 

2?:1 
26.5 
19.1 
20.11 
35.1 
26.6 
16.'1 
211.2 
20.0 

22,'1 
3J.l 
19.0 

" 

c 
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Table 19. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll of 343 large county governments, 
October 19i'8-Continued 

County1 

TOTAL , • • • • • • •• •• 

A!.A6AMAI 
CALHOUN • • • • • • • • •• •• 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MADISON • • • • • • • • , ~ • • • 
MOBILE. • • • • • • • • e , • 
MONTGOMERY If • :, I. • •••• 
TUSCALOOSA •••• t. • •••• 

ARIZONAI 
MARICOPA. ••••••••••• 
pIMA. • • • • •• • •••••• 

ARKANSAS I 
pULASKI • • • • • • •• •••• 
SEBASTIAN • • • • •• ••••• 

CA!.IFORNIAI 
ALAMEDA • ~ • • • • •• •••• 
BUTTE • • • • • • •• ••••• 
CONTRA COSTA. • • • • • • • • • • 
FRESNO. • • • • • • • • ,. '. 
HUMBOLDT ••••••••••• 0 • 

KERN. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOS ANGELES • • • • • • • • • • • 
MARIN • • • • • • • •• ,... 
MERCED. • • • •• •• •••• 
MONTEREY ••••• , • • ••• 
ORANGE ••••••••••••• 
RIVERSIDE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SACRAMENTO. • • • • • • • •• Ii' 

SAN BERNARDINO. • •• • ••• 
SAN DIEGO • • • • • •• •••• 
SAN JOAQUIN • • • • •• •••• 
SAN loUIS OBISPO • , ••••••• 
SAN MATEO • • • • • •• • •• 
SANTA BARBARA • • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA Cl.ARA • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA CRUZ •••••••••••• 
SOLANO •• ~ • • •• • •••• 
SONOMA. • • •••••••••• 
STANISLAUS. • • • • • • • • • • • 
TULARE. • ~ • • • • •• •••• 
VENTURA c • • D • • • • • • • 

yOLO. 0 ~ • • • • • •• •••• 

CO!.ORADOI 
ADAMS • • • • ~ • • • • •• •• 
ARAPAHOE ••• n , •••••••• 
BOULDER • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
EL PASO • • , • •• • ••• 
JEFFERSON. •••••••• • 
LARIMER • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PUEBLO. • • •• ••••• • 
WELD. • • • • • • • •• • ••• 

DE!.AWAREI 
NEW CASTLE •••••••••••• 

FlooR IDA I 
ALACHUA • • • • • • • • • • 
BREVARD • • • • • • • , • • • • • 
BROWARD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DADE •••••••••••••• 
ESCAMBIA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HILLSBOROUGH. • • • • • • • • • • 
LEE •••• , • •• • ••••• 
LEON. • • • • • • , • • • • • • • 
MANATEE • • • • • • • , • • • , , 
OKALOOSA. • • •• •• • ••• 

ORANGE. • • , ~ I • • • • • • 

pALM BEACH, • , •• , •••••• 
PASCO • • • • • • • • F • • • • • 

PINELLAS ••• , , ••••••• , 
POLK ••••••••••••••• 
SARASOTA. • e , •••• , ••• 
SEMINOLE. • • • • • •• , ••• , 
VOLUSIA • • • • • • • , • • , • • 

GEORGIAI 
BIBB ••• 
CHATHAM • 
CLAYTON • 

. . . . . . . , ... 
I ••••••••••• . . . . . . . . . . . . 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Legal services and Public defense Corre,:tionB Other criminal justice 
prosecutio~n~ ______ ~ ________ ~ __________ -+ __________ -r __________ +-__________ ~ ________ __ 

Oet:obe~ 
payroll 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice system 

30 7'16 

3 
71 
23 
2'1 
28 
15 

'1311 
210 

6'12 
66 

372 
321 

60 
228 

3 700 
105 
55 

1'13 
752 
318 
56'1 

357 
650 
200 

93 
2'19 
157 
563 
lOa 
10'1 
122 
1'18 
119 
275 
63 

89 
1'10 

58 
10'1 
117 

28 
116 
36 

16 

7 

.5'1 
136 

8 
15 
1'1 

'I 

2 
21 

7 
22 
10 

1 
3 

15 

5.6 
6.6 

16.9 
'1.1 

12.7 
8.0 

22,2 
1'1,6 

15.6 
19.7 
16.0 
17.5 
13,5 
13.8 
12,3 
15.2 
1'1.9 
15,4 
1'1.9 
13.6 
16,11 

11.2 
13,3 
15.2 
20.2 
13.2 
12.7 
1'1.6 
19,6 
1'1,6 
111.3 
17.3 
15.0 
16.6 
1'1.9 

'3.3 
112.5 
211.3 
32.3 
26.5 
22.0 
36.6 
22.3 

3.'1 

2.6 

3.5 
2.5 
1.5 
1.2 
5.6 
0.3 

0.1 

0.2 
1.9 
2.7 
2.2 
1,9 
0.3 
1,0 
3.0 

9,7 
6.7 
9.9 

October 
payroll 

Percent of 
tota 1 crimina 1 
ustice system 

6 1'1 

171 
8 

3'16 

1~~ 

~~ 
1 26 

II 
11 

"" 241 
95 

179 

1'10 

8~ . 
55 

206 

111 
36 
2e 

!~ 
211 

. 

3'1 
2 
8 
5 

6 

2 
1 

2.8 
'1.8 

e.'I 

5.2 
'1.8 
'1.0 
3.9 
'1.3 
6.8 
3.1 
11.7 
'1.8 
'1.0 
5.2 

11.'1 
0.2 
6.e 

'1.5 
5.2 

5.8 
'1.2 
3.' 
'1,6 
'1.2 
5.6 

· 

· 
· 0.6 

O. 
0.6 
2.0 

· 

0.5 

O.! 
2.: . 

October 
payroll 

Percent of 
tota 1 crimina 1 
justice system 

75 72! 

13 
2'10 

115 
259 

79 
97 

7'1 
211 

1 615 
78 

657 
580 

99 
579 

9 332 
220 
101 
295 

1 670 
765 
972 

965 
1 ell7 

;l86 
117 
806 
385 

1 522 
169 
286 
237 
282 
223 
'169 
102 

31 
'15 
73 
91 
39 
29 
37 
69 

61 
28 

261 
711 
128 
356 

3'1 
28 
29 
20 

215 
228 

21 
156 

75 
'16 
30 

106 

'15 
S9 
56 

28,' 

~~:~ 
32.9 
"'1.8 
35.6 
52.1 

30.5 
31.1 

22.6 
26.0 

39.1 
23. 
36.8 
:51.7 
22.2 
''1.9 
31.0 
32.0 
27.3 
31.9 
;13.2 
32.7 
28,2 

:l0.'I 
37.9 
29.5 
25.'1 
'12.8 
31.3 
38.7 
32,'1 
'11.0 
27.8 
33.0 
26.2 
28,6 
23.9 

11.6 
13.5 
30.5 
28.3 

6.6 
22.6 
29.3 
'11.0 

22.3 
10.6 
16.8 
13.0 
22.8 
27,5 
13.6 
2.2 

111,3 
21.3 

19.6 
20.6 
8.0 

15.5 
111,1 
1'1,8 
11,'1 
21.0 

October 
payroll 

Percent of 
tota criminal 
ustice system 

3 

5 

3 

7 

3 

7 
'I 

18 
1 

6'1 

6 

23 
2 

'I 
3 

19 
2 

158 
71 

21 

2 

65 
2'1 

11 
2 

0.9 

0.2 

0.3 

0.7 

1.1 
1.2 

0.11 
0.1 
1.9 

0.1 

0.6 
0.7 

0.2 
1.9 
0.2 
1.1 

6.0 

2.9 
2.0 

7,0 
0.7 

10.2 
1.3 

1.6 

O. 

5.9 
2.1 

1.1 
0,'1 

0.3 

1 
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Table 19 .. Percent dis~ribution of criminal justice system p:::llyroll of 343 large county governments, 
October 1978-Continued 

Countyl 

GEORGIA--CONTINUED 
COBB. • • • • • • I • • • • • • • 

DE KALB • • • w • • •• •••• 
FULTON •••••• 0 ••••••• 

GWINNETT ••••••••••••• 
RICHMOND •••••••••••• ~ 

IDAHO I 
ADA ••• ••••••••• a I • 

ILLINOISI 
CHAMPAIGN • • • • • • • • • • 
COOK. • • • • • • • •• •• 
DU PAGE • • • • • • • I • • • 

KANE ••••••••••••• 
LAKE ••••••••••••• 
LA SALLE. • • • • , •• •• 
MCHENRY • • • • • • • • • • • 
MCLEAN. • • • • • • •• t. 

· . · . · . · . · . · . , . · . 
MACON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MADISON • • • • • • • • • • • • , 
PEORIA. • • • • • • • • • • • , • 
ROCK ISLAND • • • •• ••••• 
ST. CL.AIR Ijj C • • • • • • • .. • • 

SANGAHON. • • • • • •• •••• 
TAZEWELL. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WILL. ••••••••••••••• 
WINNEBAGO • • • • • • • .... 

NDIANAI 
ALLEN • • • •• •••••••• 

~Ek~:~~E: : : : : : :: ::;: 
LAKE. $ ••••••••••• 

LA PORTE ••••••••••• : : 
MADISON • • • • • • • • , , , , • 
ST. JOSEPH •••••••••••• 
TIPPECANOE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
VANDERBURGH • • • •• ••• 
VIGO •••••••• " • 

OIVAI 
B~ACK HAWK. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LINN ••••••••••••••• 
PO~K ••••••••••••••• 

~ggJJURY: : : : : : : : : . : : : 
KANSAS I 

JOHNSON • • • • • 
SEDGWICK. • • • • 
SHAWNEE ••••• 
WYANDOTTE • • • • 

KENTUCKy I 

· ...... . · ...... . · ...... . .. . ... . 
JEFFERSON 
KENTON •• 

• • • ~ • • • t , • • • . . . . . . . .. " 
LOUISIANA I 

CADDO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CALCASIEU • • • • • " •••• 
JEFFERSON • , • • • •• •••• 
LAFAYETTE •••••••• 
OUACHITA. • • • • • • • ... 
RAPIDES • • • • • • • • • : : : : 

MAINEI . , CUMBERLAND •••• 
KENNEBEC ••••• 
PENOBSCOT • • • • 
YORK. • • • • • • 

. " .... ....... .... , . " 
MARYLAND I 

ANNE ARUNDEL. , •••• 
BALTIMORE ••••••• 
HARFORD •••••••• 
MONTGOMERY •••••• 
PRINCE GEORGES. • • • • 
WASHINGTON. • • • • •• 

MASSACHUSETTS I 

· .... 
• $ ••• · .... ...... · .... . " 

BARNSTABLE. • • • • • • ••• 
BERKSI'IRE • I • • • " •••• 

BRISTOL • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ESSEX • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMpDEN • • • • • • • • .... 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 
Oct~ber 
payroll 

1 773 
II 56'1 
3 1511 

792 
1 06B 

'193 

;370 
21 611 
2 0113 

726 
1 550 

262 
3110 
332 

221 
665 
653 
508 
957 
361 
2110 
BB7 
621 

1 29B 
5211 
SOB 

2 833 
'109 
1191 

1 026 
323 
5B6 
557 

1131 
693 

1 951 
1123 
371 

6116 
1 '1117 

507 
525 

3 8118 
361 

660 
1 0112 
II 807 

376 
6111 
510 

139 
56 
65 
38 

13 '131 
26 699 
'I 1l1l9 

30 959 
30 501 

3 180 

1162 
136 
/193 
75/1 
693 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Total criminal justice system 

October 
payroLl 

633 
1 179 
1 336 

2611 
320 

2B7 

1611 
9 772 

7118 
350 
'172 
100 
196 
135 

1611 
2B6 
302 
168 
3?5 
2'+0 
98 

363 
3511 

378 
10'1 
1611 
731 
125 
133 
2BO 

93 
221 
117 

198 
250 
699 
172 
151 

1 630 
83 

267 
312 

1 1'12 
lB5 
166 
190 

101 
37 
118 
32 

861 
2 316 

203 
2 220 
2 563 

57 

219 
12B 
3611 
556 
650 

Percent of 
tota 1 Oc tober 

payroll 

35.7 
25,8 
112.11 
33.3 
30.0 

58.3 

1111.3 
115.2 
36.6 
118.0 
30.5 
3B.2 
57.6 
110.5 

711.2 
113.1 
'16.3 
33.0 
3'1.0 
63.1 
110.9 
110.9 
'13.1 

29.1 
19.9 
32.3 
25.8 
30.6 
27.1 
27.3 
21l.8 
37.6 
20.9 

'12.1 
30.0 
23.8 
/19.2 
30.6 
37.2 

73.1 
6/1.9 
7J.~ 
85.9 

6.6 
8.7 
11.6 
7.2 
8.5 
1.8 

'17,51 
911.5/' 73.B 
73.7 
93.6 

Police protection 

October 
P'y<oU 

297 
669 
209 
153 
1110 

122 

5B 
l 181 

217 
1011 
161 
32 

1111 
'12 

75 
95 

10'1 
68 

10'1 
96 
39 

1'17 
111 

13'1 
27 
58 

166 
35 
25 
67 
31 
B2 
22 

97 
117 

73 
36 

106 
IBl 
580 

96 
107 
113 

33 
12 
15 
111 

669 
1 898 

89 
1 641 
1 902 

25 

36 

Percent of 
tota I criminal 
justice system 

117.0 
56.7 
15.7 
5B.l 
113.6 

35.1 
12.1 
2B.9 
29,8 
3B.2 
32.5 
58.2 
31.0 

115.7 
33.2 
311.3 
110.11 
32.0 
110.9 
39,7 
110.6 
31.11 

35.6 
25.5 
35.2 
22.6 
27.8 
18.11 
211.1 
33.7 
37.3 
16.5 

20.1 
lS.6 

6.11 
31.11 
13.3 

30.7 
25.5 
22.6 
15.9 

51.0 
52.11 

36.9 
58.0 
50.8 
52.l 
56,9 
59.5 

32.0 
33.0 
30.7 
111.7 

75.9 
61.9 
113.9 
73.9 
73,6 
11'+.11 

16.2 
0.2 

eZl 

Judicia 1 

October 
payroll 

22E 
20B 
5a9 
56 
79 

63 

211 
3 7111 

205 
511 
90 
19 
26 
27 

36 
7B 
/16 
25 
611 
37 
22 
67 
70 

83 
III 
/12 

2117 
50 
5/1 

115 
211 
66 
116 

71 
101 
216 
56 
69 

100 
2011 

811 
6B 

1211 
15 

91 
1112 

38 
191 
270 

9 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice system 

35.7 
17.6 
39.6 
21.1 
211.5 

21.8 

111.11 
38.0 
27.'+ 
15.!i 
19.1 
18.9 
13.2 
19.9 

22.2 
27.3 
15.1 
15.1 
19.8 
15.11 
22.3 
211.1 
19.B 

22.1 
.39.1 
25.7 
33.7 
'10.1 
110,5 
111.2 
26.0 
30.0 
39.11 

31.6 
1111.3 
25,9 
39.0 

7.6 
17.9 

18.9 
li.1I 
29.8 
2~.9 
15.9 
8.~ 

9.6 
26.7 
23.1 
28.3 

10,3 
6.1 

18,5 
8.6 

10.5 
15./1 

32.0 
36.5 
S1.0 
115.2 
113.9 

}[ 
I. 

! 
~ : 
~ II 

t 1 

i I 
II 
II 
'I !i 
ji 
!i Ii 
11 
\

1 

d 
:1 
II 
Ii 

Ii 
Ii 
Ii 
Ii 
II 
Ii 
!I 
!I I, 
II 

II 
II I! 
II 
II 
rl 
i! 
II 
If 
!I 
:1 

11 
il d 
), 

11 
Ii 
" 11 
;1 
II' 
I, 
I! 
~! 
~ II 

'. 
~ ! 
~,; 
~;. ,! 

c 
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Table 19. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll of 343 large county governments, 
October 1978-Continued 

countyl 

GEORGIA--CONTINUED 
COBB. • • • • • • 
DE KALB • • • • • 
FULTON •••••• 
GWINNETT ••••• 
RICHMOND. • • • • 

· ...... . · ...... . · . , .... . · ...... . · ...... . 
IDAHOI 

ADA • ............ 
ILLINOISI 

CHAMPAIGN • • • • • 0 • • • • • • 

COOK ••••••••••••••• 
DU PAGE • • • ~ • • • • • • • • • 
KANE ••••••••••••••• 
L.AKE. • • • • • • • • • •• •• 
LA SAL.~E. • • • e , • • • • • • • 

MCHENRY • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MCLEAN. • • • • • • • • •• •• 

MACON • • • • • • • • · .... MADISON • • • • • • , • • • • • • 
PEORIA. • • • • • , ••••••• 
ROCK IS~ANO • • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. C~AIR • • • • • • · .... SANGAMON •••••••••••• 
TAZEWEL~ ••••••••••• , • 
WILL. • • • • • • • • 
WINNEBAGO • • • 0 • • • 

INDIANAI 

· .... 
AL~EN • • • • • •• •••••• 
DELAWARE. • • • • • • • • • 0 • • 

E~KHART c • • • • • • • •• •• 

LAKE. 0 , • • • • • •• •••• 

LA PORTE. • • • • •• ••••• 
MADISON • • • • •• •••••• 
ST. JOSEPH •••••••••••• 
TIPPECANOE. • , • • I. •••• 
VANDERBURGH • • .. • • • • • • • • 
VIGO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

IOWAI 
B~ACK HAWK •••••••••••• 
LINN. • • • • • •• • •••• 
POLK ••• e • • • •• • •••• 

SCOTT • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WOODBURY ••••••••••••• 

KANSAS I 
JOHNSON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SEDGWICK. • • • • • •• • ••• 
SHAWNEE • • • • • • •• •••• 
WVANDOTTE • • • • •• •• •• 

KENTUCKy I 
JEFFERSON • • • • ., ••••• 
KENTON. • • • • •• •••••• 

i.OUISIANAI 
CADDO • , • • • • • •• •••• 
CALCASIEU • • • • • , • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • •• ,..... 
L.AFAYETTE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OUACHITA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RAP IDES • • , • •• •••••• 

MAINEI 
CU~BERLAND. • • • • • • 
KENNEBEC. • • • , • • 
PENOBSCOT ••••••• 
yORK. •• •••••• 

MARYLAND I 

· .... .... .... · .... 
ANNE ARUNDEL. • • • " •••• 
BALTIMORE •••••••••••• 
HARFORD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY •••••••••••• 
PRINCE GEORGES. • • • • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON. • • • • • • • • • • • 

MASSACHUSETTS I 
BARNSTABLE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
BERKSHIRE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BRISTOL • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ESSEX ••••••••••••• 
HAMPDEN • • • • • • •• •••• 
HAMPSHIRE • • • • • • • • • • • • 

(Dollar amounts in thouroands) 

Legal services and 
prose cut ion 

October 
payroll 

3S 
511 

163 
1'1 
25 

35 

211 
1 21111 

110 
115 
70 
20 
13 
18 

211 
32 
36 
27 
116 
37 
111 
'15 
113 

25 
11 
10 

107 
11 
11 
311 
12 
29 
13 

16 
31 
73 
25 
21 

711 
2 

19 
30 
76 

7 
211 
21 

6 
3 
B 
2 

77 
1118 

311 
152 
202 

8 

B 
II 
9 

15 
19 

5 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice system 

6.0 
11.6 

12.2 
5.2 
7.9 

12.2 

1'1.9 
12.7 
111.7 
12.8 
1II.B 
19.7 
6.9 

13.3 

111.9 
11.3 
12.0 
16.3 
111.2 
15.6 
111.1 
12.5 
12.2 

6.6 
10.9 
6.2 

111.6 
9.0 
S.3 

12.0 
12.6 
13.1 
11.3 

6.5 
9.7 
6.8 
3.7 

12.7 
11.2 

5.B 
8.11 

16.2 
7.3 

3.11 
2.8 
2.5 
2.7 
2.9 
3.'1 

Public cJefense 

October 
payroll 

17 
9 

13 

10 
639 

1111 
11 
13 

;, 
7 
7 

6 
111 

8 
7 

16 
7 
6 

37 
12 

15 
3 
3 

211 

7 
10 

3 
13 

6 

8 

22 

6 

t 
II 
1 
1 

· 

· 
if 
· « 

Percent of 
tota 1 crimina l 
justice system 

1.11 
0.6 

5.B 
6.5 
5.9 
3.3 
2.8 
2.8 
3.6 
5.0 

3.6 
11.6 
2.5 
11.1 
'1.9 
3.0 
5.B 

10.3 
3.2 

11.0 
2.7 
2.1 
3.2 

5.1 
3.5 
3.6 
5.6 
11.9 

3.9 

3.1 

2.3 
0.5 
0.11 
0.5 
0.6 

1.B 

Corrections 

October 
payroll 

67 
225 
1121 

'U 
76 

511 

119 
2 976 

173 
133 
116 

26 
36 
32 

22 
67 

109 
'10 
95 
60 
16 
'15 

11B 

120 
23 
117 

182 
29 
32 
511 
22 
2'1 
30 

62 
71 

29B 
38 
311 

75 
91 
83 
61 

510 
18 

101 
115 

138 
37 
26 
39 

53 
12 
1'1 
7 

1\2 
129 

112 
225 
208 

15 

106 

1~~1 275 
3113 

86 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice system 

10.6 
19.1 
31.5 
15.5 
23.7 

18.8 

29.7 
30.5 
23.1 
38.1 
2'1.5 
26.0 
18.2 
23.5 

13.5 
23.11 
36,0 
2/1.1 
29.1 
25.1 
15.B 
12.5 
33.3 

31.B 
21.9 
28.6 
211,9 
23.2 
211.2 
19.2 
211.1 
10.9 
25.9 

31.1 
28.5 
'+2.7 
21.9 
22.7 

23.6 
19.B 
25.7 
27.3 

31.3 
21.5 

52.6 
32.0 
30.0 
22.6 

11.8 
5.6 

20.7 
10.1 

B.1 
25.6 

Other criminal justice 

October 
payroll 

II 
7 
5 

2 
3 

10 

2 

II 
6 

5 

7 

2 

52 
9 

92 
5 

2 

2 

12 
1 

2 

Percent of 
tota 1 crimina 1 
justice system 

0.2 

0.5 
0.6 

7.:5 

2.2 

2.2 
O.~ 

3.5 

3.1 

0.9 

16.0 
11.0 

5.6 
6.1 

0.2 

0.2 

0.5 
IZl 

0.3 
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Table 19. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll of 343 large county governments, 
October 1978-Continued 

MASSACHUSETTS--CONTINUED 
MIDDLESEX • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NORFOLK • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PLYMOUTH ••••••••••••• 
WORCESTER • • • • • •• '" 

MICHIGANI 
BAY • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BERRIEN • • • • • • •• •••• 
CALHOUN k • • • • • •• •••• 

GENESfE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
INGH,o- ••••••••• ,.,. 
JACt( . ~1 • , • 11 ••••••••• 

KALAh ... ~"'O III ••••••• ~ ••• 
KENT •••••••••••••• 0 

MACOMB. • • • • • • • • • • • • , 
MONROE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUSKEGON. • • • • • • • ~. •• 
OAKLAND • • I • • • •• ••• Q 

OTTAWA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAGINAW • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. CLAIR. • • • •• • •••• 
WASHTENAW • • • I ••••••• 

WAYNE • • • • • • • • • ~. •• 

MINNESOTA, 
ANOKA. • ••• 
DAKOTA. •• •• 
HENNEPIN. • • • • 
RAMSEY. • • • • • 
ST. ~OUIS •• , • 
STEARN. • • • • • 
WASHINGTON. • , • 

MISSISSIPPI I 

· . .. · .. · .. · .. · .. · .. 
HARRISON ••••••• 
HINDS • • • • • • • 
JACKSON •••••••• 

MISSOURI I 
CLAY. If I • • •• • 

GREENE. • • • • • • •• 
JACKSON •••••••• 
JEFFERSON ••••••• 
ST. CHARLES • • • • • • 
ST. LQUIS • •• • •• 

NEBRASKA I 
DOUG~AS ••••• 
LANCASTER • • • • 

NEVADA I 
C~ARK , • 
WASHOE •• 

.... .... 
· .. · .. 
· .. · , . 

· .. · .... 
• ••• I 

If' ••• · .. . · ... . · ... . 
· . · . · . 

· .... ... · ... . · ... . · .. . · .. . 
· ... . , .. . 

• • II • · .... 
NEW HAI~PSHIRE I 
HI~~SBOROUGH. • • 
ROCKINGHAM. • • • 

.. , 
, ... I ••• · ... 

NEW JERSEY I 
ATLANTIC ••••••••••••• 
BERGEN. • • • • • • •• '" ~ 
BURLINGTON. • • • • • • • • • • • 
CAMDEN ••••• to. • ••••• 
CUMBERLAND •••••••••••• 
ESSEX • • • • • ~ • • • • • • • • 
GL.OUCESTER. • • • • , • • • • • • 
HUDSON. • • • • •• •••••• 

MERCER. • • • • •• •••••• 
MIDDLESEX • • • • • • • • 
MONMOUTH •••••••• 
HORRIS. • • • • • • • • 

... · ... 
OCEAN .' ••••••••••••• 
PASSAIC • • • • • t • • • • t 

SOMERSET ••••••••• 
UNION • • • • •• ••• · ... 

NEW MEXICOI 
BERNALIl.~O. . . . . .. . ... 

NEW YORKI 
ALBANY ••••••• t. • ••• 
BROOME. • t • • • • • • • • • • • 

CHAUTAUQUA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHEMUNG • • • • • • • • • • • • t 

DUTCHESS. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 
October 
payroll 

2811 
1 969 

920 
7)0 

965 
870 

1 189 
673 

2 377 
2 206 

8116 
B82 

2 216 
2 803 

872 
1 007 
5 019 

666 
1 1157 

773 
1 760 

12 3211 
9'13 
630 

8 8511 
5 63) 
2 695 

331 

559 
1137 

1 029 

1 323 
303 
288 

1 598 
220 
290 

5 1110 
2 769 

987 
5 921 

) 502 
355 

332 
1 767 
6 007 
2 227 
II 793 
1 088 
9 650 
1 208 

:I 005 
2 768 
5 701 
2 870 
2 813 
2 515 
2 873 
1 593 

3 301 

857 
2 1166 
1 875 
1 23S 

8'111 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Total criminal justice systcm 

October 
payroll 

135 
1 1102 

530 
1180 

701 
307 
1101 
357 
769 
5111 
282 
1165 

6811 
983 
322 
289 

1 608 
197 
IIZ8 
2911 
620 

II 281 
3115 
195 

2 25'1 
1 ;1,08 

'166 
83 

198 
132 
1611 

119 
1611 
127 
908 
108 
1115 

1 929 
1190 

200 
2 1192 

573 
120 

81 
1130 

1 '111 
1171 

1 101 
2111 

3 1188 
311 

1 185 
690 

1 205 
627 
585 
516 

1 159 
38S 

1 139 

257 
5110 
230 
217 
1111 

Percent of 
total October 

payroll 

117,6 
71.2 
57.6 
65.7 

72.6 
35.3 
33.7 
52.9 
32,3 
23.3 
)J.II 
52.7 

30.8 
35.1 
37.0 
28.7 
32.0 
29,6 
29.11 
38.0 
35.) 

311.7 
36.6 
30,9 
25.5 
21.5 
17.3 
25.1 

35,11 
30,3 
15.9 

9.0 
53.9 
1111.2 
56.8 
118.8 
50.2 

37.5 
17.7 

20.2 
112.1 

16.11 
33.7 

211.5 
2'1.3 
23.5 
21.1 
23.0 
22.2 
36.1 
25.7 

31,1 
211.9 
21.1 
21.8 
20.e 
20.5 
110.3 
211.2 

311.5 

30.0 
21.9 
12.3 
17.6 
16.7 

Police protection 

October 
payroll 

8 

93 
97 
511 

175 
123 

81 
162 

213 
210 
1118 

77 
392 

88 
125 

87 
179 

506 
122 
66 

256 
1112 
122 

311 

59 
116 
36 
87 
115 
73 

950 
192 

187 
12 

18 
6 

31'1 
22 
72 
12 

368 
33 

299 
27 

11111 
119 

1112 
73 
63 
57 

99 

176 
108 
82 
71 
1111 

Percent of 
total criminal 
juatice system 

30.2 
211.2 
15.1 
22.8 
211.0 
28.8 
)'1.7 

31.2 
21.) 
'15.9 
26.6 
211.11 
1111.5 
29.2 
29.8 
26.9 

11.8 
)5.2 
33.7 
11.3 
11.8 
26.2 
111.2 

116.8 
'16.1 
28.1 

119.7 
28.0 
28.0 
9.6 

'12.0 
50.2 

'19.3 
39.1 

17.) 
55.1 

32.7 
9.8 

21.5 

2~:~ 
11.6 
6.5 
5.1 

10.6 
10.8 

25.2 
3.9 

12.0 
7.9 

211. 
111.1 
5.11 

111.7 

8.6 

68.5 
20·2 
35 .;, 
32.~ 
31.:> 

Judicial 

Octobc'." 
payroll 

'12 
836 
235 
216 

329 
77 

130 
179 
297 
187 

90 
117 

150 
281 
87 

103 
1119 

57 
130 

90 
198 

1 712 
72 
59 

5811 
3111 
155 

26 

39 
'III 
51 

1186 
81 

82 
292 

121 
37 

3B 
119 
1115 
118 
292 
56 

1 0116 
72 

320 
223 
3116 
177 
138 
153 
390 

85 

368 

10 
511 
15 
13 
1 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice system 

31.1 
59.6 
'111.'1 
115.1 

'16.9 
25.2 
32.11 
50.2 
38.6 
36.'1 
32.0 
25.2 

22.0 
28.6 
26.9 
35.5 
26.1 
29.0 
30.3 
30.5 
30.3 

110.0 
20.7 
30.3 
25.9 
28.2 
33.11 
31.7 

19.5 
33.'1 
31.3 

30.9 
27.8 
39.7 
38.'1 
31.9 
211.3 

25.2 
16.11 

1I0.S 
11.7 

21.2 
31.1 

117.1 
27.6 
29.'1 
2S.1 
26.5 
23.0 
30.0 
23.3 

27.1 
32.3 
28.7 
28.2 
23.6 
29.7 
33.6 
22.2 

32.3 

11.1 
10.0 

6.-"1 
6.0 
0.9 

, 
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Table 19. 

, 
Percent distribution of cri~inal justice system payroll of 343 large county governments, 

October 191~Continued 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Legal services and 
prosecution 

Pub lie defense Corrections Other criminal justice 

Countyl 

MASSACHUSETTS--CONTIN\JED 
MIDDLESEX • • • • • •• •••• 
NORFOLK • • • • • ., ..., t 

PLYMOUTH. • • • •• • • ••• 
WORCESTER • • • •• • •••• 

MICHIGAN; 
BAY • • • • •• .,. •••• 
BERRIEN • 0 ••••••••• 

CALHOUN • • • • • • • • • t • • 

GENESEE •• II • • • ., •• 

INGHAM. • • • • • • • • • • • 
JACKSON ••••••••••••• 
KALAMAZOO • • • • • • • • •• • 
KENT. ••••• ••• • • 

MACOMB. • • •• •• • •••• 
MONROE. .....,....., 
MUSKEGON. • t • • • •• •••• 

OAKLAND • • • • ., .." • 
OTTAWA.. ••••••••• • 
SAGINAW • • D • • • • • • • • • , 

ST. CLAIR •••••••••••• 
WASHTENAW • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WAYNE • • • • • • • ,. ,... 

MINNESOTA! 
ANOKA ,........,. • 
DAKOTA. • • • • • • ., •••• 
HENNEPIN.. • ., •• , •• 
RAMSEV •••• , ." •••• 
ST. LOUIS, , • •• • •• ~ • 
STEARN. • • • • • •• •• •• 
WASHINGTON. • • • , • • • • • • ~ 

MIsSISSIPPI I 
HARRISON. , • t • • • • ~ • 

HINDS •••••• , •• • ••• 
JACKSON • • • • • • • • ., •• 

MISSOURI I 
CL.AY.· .. , • • • • • •• , ••• 
GREENE •• , , • • • • • • • • 
JACKSON • • • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • , • , ., ., • 
ST. CHARLES ••••••••••• 
ST. L.OUIS •• , ••••••• , • 

NEBRASKA I 
DOUGL.AS • • , • • • • • • • • 
LANCASTER ••••• ..,.. 

NEVADA I 
CLARK • • • • • • 
WASHOE •• , •• 

........ 
, ... , 

NEW HAMPSHIREI 
HILLSBOROUGH. I • • , • • • , • • 

ROCKINGHAM. t • •• • •••• 

NEW JERSEY I 
ATLANTIC ••••• " , e,. 
BERGEN ••••••• , .,. 
BURLINGTON ••• ,. • •••• 
CAMDEN ••••••••••••• 
CUMBERLAND. •• .,...... 
eSSEX • • • • •• • c ..,. 

GLOUCESTER. • • • • • • , • • • t 

HUDSON. • • • • • • •• •• 

MERCER. • • •• ••• ,.. 
MIDDLESEX • •• •• •• • 
MONMOUTH ••••• J • • • •• • 

MORRIS ••••••••••• t •• 

OCEAN •••• •••••• • 
PASSAIC , • • • • •• ••••• 
SOMERSET ••••••• , ••••• 
UNION • I • • • •• • ••• ,. 

NI::W MEXICO I 
BERNALILLO. • • • • • • • •• 

NEW YORKI 

October 
payroll 

ALBANY. • • • • • •• • •• ,. 
BROOME •••••••••• , " •• 
CHAUTAUQUA. , • • • •• •••• 
CHEMUNG • • • • • • .., • 
DUTCHESS, •••• , ••••••• 

flcrcent of 
total criminal 
justice system 

Octobct' 
payroll 

18 
71 
J2 
1'1 

32 
115 
32 

133 
85 
28 
lib 
69 

130 
22 
26 

189 
11 
11'1 
30 
58 

509 

51 
35 

385 
167 

60 
11 
22 

II 
I> , 

27 
15 

111 
15 
18 

131 

70 
111 

227 
96 

12 
7 

103 
2611 
1011 
226 

22 
1160 

70 
230 

120 
253 
107 
109 
109 
252 
77 

250 

59 
113 
31 
23 
117 

1.3 
13.11 
6.6 
2.0 

10.3 
11.3 
8.9 

17.3 
16.5 
10.0 
10.0 
10.0 

13.3 
6,8 
9.0 

11.7 
5.8 

10.3 
10.1 

9.11 
11.9 

1'1.7 
17.8 
17.1 
13.8 
13.0 
12.9 
11.11 

2.8 
3.8 
2.2 

1b.1I 
12.1 
12.2 
13.8 
12.6 
6.8 

111.2 
20.5 

9.1 
16,7 

10.2 
8.9 

211.0 
18.7 
22.0 
20.5 
9.1 

13.2 
22.5 
19.11 

17.11 
21.0 
17.0 
18.7 
21.1 
21.7 
20.0 
21.9 

11.0 
18.7 
111.5 
16.5 
13.9 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice sy~tell' 

October 
payroll 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice system 

October 
payroll 

12 

13 

20 

211 

12 

1<;3 
J8 
32 

2 

28 
19 

77 
33 

2 

20 
111 
13 

7 
25 

2.2 

'1.2 

2.0 

3.9 

3.5 

1.2 

5.6 
9.3 

3.1 
5.8 

0.1 

3.8 
6.1 
5.8 
5.1 
7.6 

5118 
207 
223 
351 

92 
129 

92 
158 
118 

82 
1110 
251 

3'9 
66 
81 

6011 
III 

129 
87 

171 
1 5119 

89 
35 

863 
517 

96 
12 
112 

21 
so 
18 

115 
26 

362 
7 

18 
352 

120 
all 

1 

1191 
1311 

59 
18 

190 
1108 
225 
1198 
1119 

1 609 
132 
3J2 

318 
lI56 
290 
193 
177 
1150 
161 
386 

J3 

296 
7'1 
89 
65 

139 

30.1 
32.1 
25.8 
20.6 
23.1 
29.2 
30.1 
36.7 

311.5 
20.5 
28.2 
37.5 
20.7 
30.2 
29.6 
27.6 
;;6.2 

25.9 
18.2 
)8.3 
112.8 
20.7 
1'1.2 
21.2 

15.8 
30.6 
111.8 

27.B 
20.2 
39.9 

6.7 
12.1 
lB.3 

2'1.6 
12.1 

19.7 
2:5.'1 

118.9 
22.5 

1111.1 
28.9 
117.8 
115.2 
61.8 
116.1 
'12.6 
28.1 

'16.1 
37.9 
116.3 
33.0 
JII.II 
38.9 
'11.8 
33.8 

12.8 

511.8 
32.3 
111.1 
116.0 
'11.6 

Percent of 
total criminal 
ustice system 

! 
. 
! 

lC 

-
31 

1 

3 

2 
2 

-

0.8 

1.0 

0.7 

0.2 

0.3 

0.8 
0.3 

0.1 

0.6 
0.2 

5.7. 
0.8 
0.'1 

1.2 
0.2 

2.7 
0.8 
0.5 
1.3 
1.0 
0.1 
0.9 
0.2 

0.3 
0.5 
0.6 
0.11 
0.7 
0.3 
1.3 
3.2 

111.3 

0.'1 
0.7 

_______________ -'"""'-"'._~_~ ....... ________________ ~ _______ • _0-
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Table 19. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll of 343Ia'rge county governments, 
October 1978-Continued 

Countyl 

NEW YORK--CONTINUED 
ERIE. • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • • 
MONROE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NASSAU. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NIAGARA • • • • • • •• •••• 
ONEIDA. • • • • • • • • •• •• 
ONONDAGA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ORANGE.. •••••••• •• 
OSWEGO. • • • • • • " •••• 
RENSSELAER. .. • • •• •• • 'J 

ROC~LAND. • • • • • •• •••• 
ST. LAWRENCE. • • • •• • ••• 
SARATOGA. • • • • •• ••••• 
SCHENECTADY • • • • • • • • • • • 
STEUBEN • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SUFFOLK • • • • • •• •••• I 

ULSTER. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WESTCHESTER • • • • • • •• '" 

NORTH CAROLINAI 
BUNCOMBE. • • • • • • • • I • • • 

CUMBERLAND. • • • •• ••••• 
DURHAM. • • • • • •• ••••• 
FORSYTH • • • • • • " •••• 
GASTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GUl~FORD. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MECKLENBURG • • • • • • • • • • • 
ONSLOW, ••••••••••••• 
WAKE. •••••••• • ••• 

OHIOI 
ALLEN • • • • I • • • • • • • • • 

ASHTABUI.A • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BUTLER. • • , • • 4 • • , • • • • 

CLARK. , •••• I ••••••• 

C~EAHONT. 0..... . ... 
COLUMBIANA, • • • • • • • I • • • 

CUYAHOGA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FRANKLIN ••• e • '. •• •• • 
GREENE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMILTON •••••• " •••• 
LAKE. !II ••••••••••••• 

LICKING • • • • • 
LORAIN. • • • • • 
LUCAS • • • • • • 
MAHONING. • • • • 
MONTGOMERY •••• 
PORTAGE ••••• 
RICHLAND. • • • • 
STARK •••••• 
SUMMIT. • • • • • 
TRUMBUL~. • • • • 
WOOD. • • • • • • 

OKLAHOMA I 

· ...... . · ...... . · " ... . · . . ... 
• •• • e I • 

• ••• I • I • · ...... . 
• I. • ••• · ...... . · ...... . · ...... . 

CLEVELAND ••••• " •••• 
COMANCHE. • • • .. • • • • ~ • 
OKLAHOMA •••••••• 
TULSA • • • • • • • • • 

. , .. .... 
OREGON I 

CLACKAMAS • 
JACKSON • 
LANE. • 
MARION. • • 
MULTNOMAH • 
WASHINGTON. 

PENNSYLVANIA I 

· .. · .. · .. · .. · .. · .. 
.... · ...... . · .. . .. . · .. . .. . · " ... . 

• • I ••••• 

ALLEGHENY • • • • • • • • It . 
BEAVER ••••••• 
BERKS •••••• 
BLAIR •••••• 
BUCKS •••••• 
BUTL.ER. • • • • -I! 

CAMBRIA • • • • • 
CENTRE. • • • • • 
CHESTER • • , • • 

· . · . · .... · .. · .. 
· .. · .. .... · .. , .. 

, . , · . · , · , 
CUMBERLAND. , • • • " •••• 
DAUPHI~ • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DEL.AWARE ••••••••••••• 
ERIE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FAYETTE ••••••••••••• 
FRANKL.IN. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
L.ACKAWANNA •••••• , ••••• 
LANCASTER •••••••••••• 
LAWRENCE ••••••••••••• 
See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 
October 
payroll 

2 090 
10 217 
5 771 

23 085 
2 22'1 
1 836 
5 112 
2 137 

999 

1 717 
3 065 

832 
8'12 

1 185 
727 

12 536 
1 302 

9 676 
3 590 
6 915 
3 532 
1 224 
3 61'1 
8 391 

10 997 
1 822 

7357 
701 
liS'! 

1 072. 
607 
'197 
382 

10 1198 
2 725 

732 
'I 783 

1 539 
387 

1 005 
2 '126 
1 50'1 
3 326 
1 62'1 

'189 
1 609 
3 10'1 
1 286 

597 
1'17 
513 
958 

1 030 
1 368 
1 011 
2 331 

918 
3 227 

1 15'1 
8 '10'1 

513 
1 123 

'151 
1 '1118 

11'16 
6'16 
329 

1 260 
629 

1 003 
2 920 

682 
263 
233 
652 

1 '137 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Total criminal justice system 

October 
payroll 

336 
1 515 
1 221 
9 690 

290 
215 
9BII 
197 
1'1'1 

150 
3'10 
109 
112 
111 
87 

6 882 
168 

1 551 
1'1'1 
25'1 
79 

195 
123 
211/1 
3n 
67 

179 
158 
120 
216 
178 
119 
102 

2 553 
898 
163 

1 1191 

2211 
125 
290 
808 
'311 
995 
213 
180 
503 
7'1 
291 

110 
311 
62 

285 

353 
1150 
308 
697 
379 

1 1186 

11116 
2 273 

218 
357 

97 
578 
113 
182 
60 

5011 
1118 
3'10 
9'19 
342 
127 
83 

172 
292 

Percent of 
total October 

payroll 

16.1 
1'1,8 
21.1 
lI2.0 
13.1 
11.7 
19,3 
9.2 

1'1.4 

8.7 
11.'1 
13.1 
13.3 
9.'1 

12,0 
5'1.9 
12.9 

16.0 
'1.0 
3.7 
2.2 
2.7 
3.'1 
2.9 
3.11 
3.7 

2.'1 
22.6 
2'1.8 
20.1 
29.3 
2'1.0 
26.6 
211.3 
33.0 
22.3 
31.2 

111.6 
32.'1 
28.9 
33.3 
22,2 
29.9 
13.1 
36.7 
31.3 
23,6 
22.6 

18.11 
23.1 
12.0 
29.7 

3'1.2 
32.9 
30.'1 
29.9 
111.3 
'16.0 

38.7 
27.0 
'12.6 
31.6 
21.5 
39.9 
25,'1 
28.2 
18.2 

lIO,O 
23.5 
33.9 
32.5 
50.1 
'1'1,7 
35.6 
26.'1 
20.3 

Police protection 

October 
payroll 

116 
'108 
1125 

7 6':~," 
lOll 
52 

288 
1 

112 

38 
107 

311 
111 

7 
18 

5 5011 
'13 

11119 
79 

167 
32 
70 
73 

117 
166 
27 

65 
53 
'10 
58 
110 
32 
16 

250 
182 

511 
325 

59 
30 
55 
87 
61 

2119 
7'1 
58 

129 
225 
91 

28 
17 
111 
111 

61 
199 
130 
220 
108 
565 

181 
5110 
26 

9 
2 

60 
1'1 
15 
2 

55 
20 
15 
88 
111 
31 

2 
2 

16 

Percent of 
total cri.minal 
justi.ce system 

311.5 
26.9 
3'1.8 
78.5 
35.9 
211.3 
29.3 
0.5 

29,5 

25.11 
30.6 
31.0 
36.2 
6.7 

20.1 
80.0 
25.11 

29.0 
55.2 
65.5 
'10.11 
35.9 
59.11 
47.9 
'19.9 
'10.3 

36.~ 
33.'1 
33.5 
26.7 
22.3 
26.9 
16.0 
9.8 

20.3 
33.1 
21.8 

26.11 
2'1.0 
19.1 
10.8 
18.'1 
25.0 
311.9 
32.3 
25.6 
30.8 
31.1 

25.1 
50.0 
23.0 
5.1 

17.2 
'1'1.2 
112.3 
31.5 
28.5 
38.0 

110.6 
23.8 
12.1 
2.6 
1.9 

10.'1 
12,11 
8.0 
3,0 

10.9 
1.3.6 

'1.11 
9.3 
'1.2 

211.11 
2.11 
1.3 
5.'1 

Jodieial 

October 
payroll 

6 
131 
85 

136 
36 
25 
82 
113 
2'1 

9 

9 
20 
10 
5 
6 
'I 

19 
28 
23 
67 
1'1 
33 
65 
18 

70 
117 
'1'1 
81 
57 
'17 
113 

1 016 
299 
52 

61'1 

89 
'15 

101 
279 
1'12 
297 
60 
'15 

1110 
217 
118 

138 
as 
60 

256 
95 

315 

113 
856 

95 
96 
'15 

nl 
118 
79 
31 

1118 
59 

116 
365 
131 
51 
30 
86 

103 

Percent of 
tota 1 crimina 1 
justice system 

6.2 

0.5 
16.1 
9.2 
6.1 
0.1 
~.7 

13.0 
11.1 
26.6 
311.1 
11.'1 
13.5 
17.'1 
26.9 

39.8 
36.~ 
311.7 
311.6 
112.6 
29.8 
28.3 
211.9 
27.9 
29.7 
110.7 

)!I.? 
3:5,,1 
33,2 
51.9 

39.2 
18,9 
19.11 
37.0 
25.0 
21.2 

18.6 
37.7 
'13.' 
26.8 
116.6 
39,9 
112.6 
'13.3 
51.2 

29.'1 
39.6 
3'1.2 
38.5 
38.11 
110.2 
36.'1 
51.1 
35.5 

----_.-.-
---------~~--------------------------------------------------------------.. ----------~ ...... ~ .................. ~;~ .................... ~ .......... ~~ ...... -----
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Table 19. Percent distribution of crimina! justice system payroll of 343 large county governments, 
October 1918-Continued 

County' 

NEW YORK--CONTINUED 
ERIE. • •• ••• • ••••• 
MONROE ••••• !i" •••• ~ ••• 
NASSAU. • • • • • • •• • ••• 
NIAGARA • • • • • • .. • • • • 
ONEIDA •••••••••••• I • 

bNONDAGA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ORANGE. • It...... .. 
OSWEGO. • • • ~ ••••• " 
RENSSELAER. • • • •• • •••• 

ROCKLAND. • • • • •• • •••• 
ST. LAWRENCE. • • •• • •••• 
SARATOGA.. •••• ••••• 
SCHENECTADY • • • • • • • • • • • 
STEUBEN • • • • • • • , • • • 
SUFFOLK • • • I •• ,..... 

ULSTER. • • • • • • • • • • • 
WESTCHESTER • • • • • " • 

NORTH CAROLINAI 
BUNCOMBE ••••••••••••• 
CUMBERLAND •••••••••••• 
DURHAM. • • • • • • ••• 
FORSYTH • • • • • •• •••• 
GASTON. • • t • •• ••• " 

GUILFORD. • • • •• ••• " 
MECKLENBURG • • • • •• • •• 
ONSLOW •••••••••••••• 
WAKE. • • • • • • • •• • I: •• 

OHIOI 
ALLEN • e, •••••• '" 
ASHTABUl.A • • • • .., ... 
BUT~ER. • • ••• • • • • • 
CLARK • • • • • • ; • • • • • 
CLERMONT. • • • • • • • ••• 
COLUMBIANA. • • • • • • , • • • • 
CUYAHOGA. • • • • •• \1.... 
FRANKLIN. ••••• • '" 
GREENE. • • • •• ••• • • 
HAMILTON •••••••• , •••• 
LAKE. • •••••• , •••• 

LICKING • • • • • • • • • • • • , 
~ORAIN, • • • • , • •• • •• 
LUCAS • • • 8 •• ....... . 

MAHONING. • • • • • • • ••• 
MONTGOMERY. • • • •• ••• • 
PORTAGE • • • • • • • • • • • 
RICHLAND. • • • • • • '" 
STARK • • • • • • •• •• " 
SUMMIT •••••••••••• , • 
TRUMBULL. •• •• I •••• 

WOOD ••••••••••••••• 

OKLAHOMA I 
CLEVELAND ••••• 
COMANCHE •••••••• 
oKl.AHOMA. • • •• •• 
TULSA ....... . 

OREGON I 

· .. . . .. . · ... . · ... . 
CLACKAMAS. ••• •••••• 
JACKSON ••••• ••• " 
LANE. • • • • • • • • • • •• • 
MARION.. • • • •• • •••••• 
HUI..TNOMAH • • • •• • ••••• 
wASHINGTON. • • • • • • • _ • • • 

PENNSYLVANIA I 
ALLEGHENY. • •• • •••• 
BEAVER. • • • • •• ••• •• 
BERKS. • • • • •• • • •• 
BLAIR • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BUCKS • • • • • • • •• •••• 
BUTLER. • • • • • • •••• 
CAMBRIA • • • • •• ,~ 0" 

CENTRE. • • • • • • •• •••• 
CHESTER • • • • • ~ • , • • • • • 

CUMBERLAND, • , ••••••••• 
DAUPHIN , • • • 0 • ~ • • • • • • 

DELAWARE. • • • • , •• ••• e 
ERIE. • • • • • • • •• •••• 
FAYETTE ., ••••• • " 
FRANKLIN •••••• , •• " 
LACKAWANNA. • • • • , • • • • • • 
LANCASTER • • • • ~ • • • • • • • 
LAWRENCE ......... . .... 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Corrections Other criminal justice Lega 1 s~'t'v'..cea and Public defee'n~.:.~ ___ + ____ ':'::':":""r _______ :-t--__ -:-__ T-:::=~~_ proseeut!on ~ f 

~--...!::::::::';;==:""-·~----I------I-Fercent of Percent of Octc.ber tQ~:~c:~im~nal 
'op,earIC·enr'!",O!nfal October total criminal October total criminal payroll Justice system 

October 
payroll ... justice system 

2117 
183 
558 

38 
'II 

127 
51 
21 
28 

86 
13 
17 
21 
16 

'152 
23 

361 

" 8 
5 
9 
'I 

16 

4 
9 

23 
11 
16 
19 
13 
13 

179 
123 

16 
86 
30 

20 
38 
57 
33 
89 
20 
211 
33 
81 
27 

9 

61 
2'1 

111 
78 

197 
119 

285 
29 
28 
11 
87 
12 
26 

5 
79 

12 
'16 

155 
30 
10 

8 
20 
20 
11 

16.3 
15.0 
5.8 

13.2 
19.1 
13.0 
26.1 
111.3 
18.7 

2'1.7 
12.0 
15.3 
18.8 
18.7 
6.6 

13.6 
23.3 

3.2 
'1.8 

111.5 
9.'1 
7.'1 

10.6 
11.0 
12.5 
7.0 

13.7 
9.8 
5.9 

13.2 

15.9 
13.0 
7.1 
9.7 
8.9 
9.'1 

13.5 
6.5 

11.0 
9.'1 
8.'1 

IZI 

13.5 
7.8 

15.9 
20.6 
13.2 
11.1 

12.6 
13.'1 
7.8 

11.3 
15.0 
10.3 
1'1.0 
8.6 

15.8 

8.0 
13.6 
16.'1 

8.7 
7.9 
9.5 

11.6 
6.8 

13.9 

payroll justice system payroll justice system 

59 
~ 

111 
11 

5 

7 

25 
2 
3 
1 
2 

2 

8 
3 
7 

62 
2 
2 

13 
2 

'I 
36 

5 

15 

3 

1 
23 
13 

79 
11 
10 

7 
26 

5 
9 
3 

29 

6 
16 
50 
2'1 

5 
5 

12 
10 

II 

11.8 

4.9 
5.0 
0.6 

'1.8 

7.2 
1.5 
3.1 
0.5 
2.0 

0.5 

0.2 

1.1 
3.6 
2.1 

0.9 
8.0 
3.6 

3,5 
5.3 
2.7 
7.1 
'1.6 
'1.0 
'1.8 
5.8 
5.7 

3,6 
11.6 
5.3 
7.1 
3.7 
6.2 
6.7 
3.6 
'1.5 

707 
11118 

1 379 
98 
87 

11'16 
102 
57 
67 

131 
51 
31 
71 
'16 

868 
91 

726 

39 
'19 
20 
'11 
29 
76 
81 
18 
27 

36 
22 
61 
50 
21 
17 

839 
255 
33 

'152 
11'1 

30 
95 

38'1 
80 

266 
5'1 
53 

18'1 
207 
55 
31 

6 
26 

100 
1111 

105 
88 

108 
98 

'100 
133 

510 
56 

215 
n 

174 
35 
54 
19 

193 

51 
1'17 
2711 
1'12 

30 
38 
50 

1'12 
23 

'16.7 
36.7 
1'1.2 
33.8 
40.2 
115.3 
51.8 
39.6 
'1'1.8 

)1.5 
'11.0 
27.3 
6'1.3 
53.0 
12.9 
511.1 
46,8 

26.9 
19.2 
25.1 
21.1 
23.'1 
31.1 
21.9 
26.9 
15.:3 

22.7 
18.6 
28,3 
27.9 
17.5 
17.2 
32.9 
26.'1 
20.5 
30.3 
19.8 

23.9 
32.9 
'17.5 
2'1.0 
26.7 
25.3 
29.3 
36.5 
28.'1 
18.8 
28.2 

23.'1 
28.6 
15.5 
25,9 
26.9 
29.8 

22.5 
25.6 
60.1 
33.2 
30,1 
30 •. 7 
29.9 
31.~ 
38.3 

3'1.8 
113.3 
28.9 
111.6 
23.7 
115.5 
29.2 
'18.7 
29,8 

20 
3 

· 
· 

· 

E 

· 

1.5 
1.7 
0.1 

3.6 

0.'1 

O.S 
3.8 
1.0 

1.5 

'1.2 
5.9 

0.'1 
0.1 

2.0 

0.6 

0.1 
0.'1 

1.7 

, 

; 
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Table 19. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll of 343 large county governments, 
October 1978-Continued 

Countyl 

PENNSYLVANIA--CONTINUED 
LEBANON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LEHIGH. • • • • • •• ••••• 
LUZERNE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
~YCOMING ••••••••••••• 
MERCER. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERy •••••••••••• 
NORTHAMPTON • • • • • • • • , • • 
NORTHUMBEIRLAND. • • • • • • • • • 
SCHUYL.KILl •••••••••• " • 
WASHINGTON. • • • • • • • • c • • 

WESTHOREL,AND. • • •• ••••• 
YORK •• 'J •••••••••••• 

SOUTH CARQU NA I 
ANDERSON •••• ,. • ••••• 
CHARL.ESTON. • • • • • • • • • • • 
GREENVILLE. • • • • •• •••• 
LEXINGTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RICHLAND ••••••••••••• 
SPARTANBURG • • • • • • • • • • • 

TENNESSEE I 
HAMIl-TON ••••••••• 0 ••• 

KNOX ••••••••••••••• 
SHELBY •••••••••••••• 
SUL.l.IVAN. • • • • • • (I • • • • • 

TEXAS I 
BEL.L.. • • ~ • • • •• ••• 
BEXAR • ~ • • • • • • • • • • 
BRAZORIA. • • •• • •••• 
CAMERON • • • • • • • • • • • 
DALLAS. • • • • • • • • • • 
EL. PASO • • • • • • • • • • • 
GALVESTON •••••••••• 
HARRIS. • • • • • • • • • • • 
HIDALGO • e I I • • • • • • • 

· . · . · . · . · . · . · . · . · . 
JEFFERSON ••••••••••• 
LUBBOCK •• • 0 • • • • • • • • 

MCLENNAN. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NUECES. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SMITH • • • • • • • •• • ••• 
TARRANT • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TAYL.OR. • • 0 • • • f ~ ~ ~ • • • 
TRAVIS. • • ~ , • • • • • • ~ • , 
WICHITA • • • • • • •• •••• 

UTAHI 
DAVIS • • • ~ t • • • • • • • • • 

SALT LAKE •••••••••••• 
UTAH. ••••••••••••• 
WEBER • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

VERMONT I 
CHITTENDEN, • • • , • • • • • • • 

VIRGINIAI 
ARLINGTON • • • • • •• •••• 
CHESTERFIELD ••••••••••• 
FAIRFAX , • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HENRICO • • • • • • •• ..,. 
PR!tJCE WIL.LIAM.. • •••••• 

WASHINGTON I 
CLARK • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
KING. • • • • • • • 0 • • • • • • 

KITSAP ••••••••• · ... PIERCE •• , 0 ••••• 

SNOHOMISH • • • • • • • 
SPOKANE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
yAKIMA. , , ••• , •• 

· ... 
· ... 

WEST VIRGINIA I 
CABELL.. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
KANAWHA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

WISCONSINi 
BROWN • • • • • • (I • • • • • • • 

DANE ••••••••••••••• 
KENOSHA • • • • • • • 0 • • • • I 

MARATHON. • • • • • • I • • • • • 

MILWAUKEE • • • • • • ~ • • • • • 
OUTAGAMIE •••••••••••• 
RACINE •••••••••••••• 
ROCK. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WAUKESHA. , • • • • • • • • • • • 
WINNEBAGO • • • • • • • • • • • • 
See footnotes at end ot table. 

Total 
October 
payroll 

207 
5'13 

1 306 
1 1110 

'138 
373 

2 220 
981 
601 
688 
553 

1 292 

786 
2118 

1 287 
1 112 
1 001 
2 893 

1 957 
5 8/12 
3 101 
772/1 

1 996 
267 

3 203 
465 
'28 

5 769 
1 138 
1 '1"7 

10 213 

'185 
757 
'3/1 
1159 

2 125 
218 

2 52'1 
139 

1 085 

209 
360 

'I 0711 
5'19 

770 

5 
6 1'17 
3 363 

25 518 
5 5911 

'I 672 
1 09/1 
5 965 

821 
2 162 
1 630 
1 351 

769 
856 

/197 
991 

1 8119 
923 

1 158 
12 036 

665 
1 22'1 

805 
1 360 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Total ctiminol justice system 

October 
pay':"oll 

'/9 
105 
318 
308 
1116 
109 
765 
23'1 
107 
151 
1711 
:'11 

227 
105 
350 
'lOS 
139 
'1'1" 

135 
191 

1 015 
179 
237 

2 '101 
'153 
290 

3 /183 

217 
391 
162 
198 
'100 
137 
8/16 

80 
665 

89 
93 

97~ 
107 

102 

6 
859 
255 

2 219 
590 

365 
379 

2 ;:175 
2/19 
672 
/19'1 
633 

30'1 
80 

171 
2/16 
569 
229 
129 

1 738 
131 
3/15 
2L7 
3'13 

Percent of 
total October 

payroll 

38.1 
19.3 
2/j.'I 
27.0 
33.4 
29.1 
3/1.'1 
23.9 
17.6 
22.0 
31.6 
2'1.1 

12.3 
5.9 

11.1 
16.8 

6.7 
71./1 
31.7 
38.5 
72.3 
'11.6 
39.6 
20.0 
3'1.1 

'1'1.7 
51.7 
'18.5 
'13.0 
18.8 
62.9 
33.5 
57.7 
61.2 

/12.3 
25.9 
2'1.0 
19.6 

13.21 

J 
12i;.'f r 

1/1.0 , 
7.6 I 
8.7 

10.6 

7.8 
3'1.7 
39.8 
30.3 
'10.0 
30.3 
/16.8 

39.5 
9.3 

311.3 
24.8 
30.8 
24.8 
11.2 
1/1.4 
19.1 
28.2 
26.9 
25.2 

PoUce protection 

October 
payroll 

2 
12 
10 
16 

7 
1 

53 
3 

10 
2 

22 
27 

38 
50 

201 
208 
72 

193 

1'15 
93 

135 
311 

71 
29 

207 
63 
26 

3/18 
61 
72 

565 

36 
86 
31 
37 
59 
/16 

207 
17 

116 

21 
55 

5/18 
39 

36 

260 
153 
89/1 

91 
359 
171 
239 

82 
21 

'19 
150 
209 
145 
73 

360 
66 

170 
90 

193 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice system 

2.0 
11.7 
3.2 
5.3 
'1.8 
1.1 
6.9 
1.3 
8.9 
1.5 

12.7 
8.7 

16.7 
/17.8 
57.3 
51.3 
52.0 
43.5 

60.5 
26.9 
39.5 
2'1.0 

52.6 
15.3 
20.3 
:;;'1.9 
10.8 
14.5 
18.0 
2'1.9 
16.2 

16.6 
22.1 
19.2 
18.7 
111.8 
33.9 
2'1.5 
21,S 
17.5 

23.7 
58.8 
56.0 
35.9 

35./1 

10,9 
72.3 
69.6 
6/1.6 
76.1 

71.0 
'10.5 
37.6 
36.5 
/11.2 
3/1.7 
37.8 

26.9 
26./1 

28.5 
60.9 
36.7 
63.6 
56.8 
20.7 
50.7 
'19.'1 
41.5 
56.2 

Judicial 

October 
payroll 

39 
38 

108 
136 

'16 
'19 

353 
89 
32 
69 
79 

1/17 

80 
28 
80 

109 
'10 

133 

57 
125 
121 
/16/1 

'11 
46 

251 
62 
80 

1 0117 
116 
129 

1 339 

74 
105 

117 
52 

161 
115 

251 
33 

179 

12 

5 
51 
19 

11/8 
5'1 

1/8 
71 

5'17 
59 

164 
1'7 
11/8 

85 
15 

39 
'15 

181 
J7 
23 

568 
29 
61 
35 
73 

Percant of 
tota 1 crimina 1 
justice system 

'19.7 
36.3 
34.0 
'111.2 
31,2 
'I!l.5 
/16.1 
38.1 
29.8 
/15.7 
115.1 
'17.3 

35.11 
26.7 
22.9 
27.1 
28.'1 
30.1 

23.9 
36.::1 
35.2 
35.7 

3'1.4 
26,9 
29.0 
26.5 
'10.3 
33.2 
29.6 
11l.3 
27.0 

31.'1 
12.6 
1'1.3 
17.9 

11.7 

89.1 
5.9 
7.6 
6.6 
9.1 

13.1 
18.7 
23.0 
23.6 
18.8 
27.7 
23.' 

28.0 
18.6 

2'.0 
18.1! 
31.8 
~6.1 
17.7 
33.8 
22.2 
17.7 
16.2 
21.1/ 

r i 

; 1 , , 

c 
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Table 19. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll of 343 large county governments, 
October 1978-Continued 

countyl 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Lega 1 services and 
prosecution Public defense Corrections 

Percent of October Percent of October Percent of 
October total criminal payroll total criminal payroll total criminal 
payroll justice system justice system justice system 

------------~~--~~~--~~~~---j-
PENNSYLVANIA--CONTINUED 

LEBANON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LEHIGH. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LUZERNE • • • • • • •• •••• 
L.YCOMING. • • •• • & t •••• 

MERCER. • • • • • • •• •••• 
MONTGOMERY. • • • • • , • '0' • • 
NORTHAMPTON • • • • • • • • • • • 
NORTHUMBERLAND. • • • • • • • • • 
SCHUYLKILL •••••••••••• 
WASHINGTON. • • • • • • • • • • • 
WESTMORELAND ••••••••••• 
yORK. • • • • • • • •• • ••• 

SOUTH CAROl.INAI 
ANDERSON. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHARL.ESTON. • • • • • • • • • • • 
GREENVIL~E. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LEXINGTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RICHLAND. • • • • • ••••••• 
SPARTANBURG ••••••••••• 

TENNESSEE I 
HAMILTON •••••• t ••••• 

KNOX. • • • • • • • •• •••• 
SHELBV •••••••••••••• 
SULLIVAN. • • • • • • • • • • • • 

TEXAS I 
BELL. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BEXAR • • • • • • • • • • 0 • • • 

BRAZORIA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CAMERON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DALL.AS. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
E1.. PASO • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GALVESTON •••••••••••• 
HARRIS ••••••• , •••••• 
HIDALGO • • • , • • •• •••• 

JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LUB~OCK • • • • • • •• •••• 
MCLENNAN. e , • • • • _ • • • • • 
NUECES. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
sMITH. • • • • • • •• • ••• 
TARRANT • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TAY~OR. • • • , • , • • • • • • • 
TRAVlSe ••••••••••••• 
WICHITA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

UTAHI 
DAVIS • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SALT LAKE • • • • • ••••••• 
UTAH ••••••••••••••• 
WEBER •••••••••••••• 

VERMONT I 
CHITTENDEN. • • • • • • • • • • • 

VIRGINIAI 
ARLINGTON • • • • •• ••••• 
CHESTERFIELD. , • • • • • • • • • 
FAIRFAX ••••••••••••• 
HENRiCO • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PRINCE WILLIAM. • • • • • • • • • 

WASHINGTON I 
CLARK • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
KING. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
KITSAP. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PIERCE. • • • • • • •• •••• 
sNOHOMISH • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SPOKANE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
yAKIMA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

WEST VIRGINIA I 
CABELL •••••••••••••• 
KANAWHA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

WIsCONSINI 
BROWN • • • • • • • •• •••• 
DANE.", • • • • • •• • ••••• 
KENOSHA • ~ • • • • • • • • • ~ • 
MAR~THON. i • • • • • • • • • • • 

MIL4AUKEE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OUTAGAMIE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RACINE. • • • • • • ••••••• 
ROCK. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WAUKESHA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WINNEBAGO • • • • • • • • • • • • 
- Represents :cero or rounds to zero. 

7 
39 
35 
13 
15 
~08 
26 

9 
25 
16 
1/1/ 
22 

7 
20 
36 

7 
65 
111 

10 
9 

I/O 
3 

51 
171 
18 
25 

282 
56 
38 

552 
24 

63 
25 
26 
49 
16 

186 
10 
96 
11 

18 
151/ 

20 
19 

36 
1'1 
70 
28 
2'/ 

11';1 216 
31 

101 
61! 
55 
32 

19 
31 

17 
82 
25 

9 
230 

11/ 
111 
27 
29 
14 

6.8 
12.3 
11.1/ 
8.6 

13.11 
111.1 
11.0 
8.8 

16.3 
9.2 

111.2 
9.8 

6.6 
5.8 
8.9 
/1.9 

111.6 
5.7 

2.9 
2.5 
3.1 
2.2 

26.5 
16.8 
10.1 
10.6 
11.8 
12.3 
13.1 
15.8 
11.0 

16.2 
15.7 
12.9 
12.3 
11.6 
22.0 
12.11 
111.5 
12.2 

19.7 
15.8 
18.3 
19.0 

11.2 
5.:1 
3.2 
'1.8 
7.'1 

12.3 
9.1 

12.J 
11.5 
12.9 
8.7 

10.5 

23.6 
18.1 

6.8 
1'1.11 
11.0 
6.9 

13.3 
10.9 
11.8 
12.6 
8.3 

10.1 

3 
12 
17 
5 
a 

33 
12 

4 
8 
7 

13 
6 

2 

7 

51 

4 
1 

9 

2 

2 
16 
1:; 
15 

3 
3/1 

13 

2.5 
3.8 
5.5 
3.3 
7.5 
11.3 
5.2 
3.9 
5.'1 
J.8 
4.2 
2.9 

1.7 

3.0 

3.9 

0.1 
0.2 

1.0 

0.3 

2.7 

0.11 
0.7 
5.8 
1.7 
0.5 
5.3 

3.8 

~; 
111\ 
1~, 
~~ 

218 
1011 

~~ 
51 
8 
So. 

1 

~; 
1 
!5 
1 

117 
72 

'I~~ 

61 
3j~ 

96 
7~~ 
1;( 
92 

8 

~i 
72 

131 
29 

1~~ 
261 

29 

2 
52 

311 
98 
21 
2/1 

521 

~; 
59 
III 

9 

Z Less than half the unit of measurement shown. d 11 it i 
lOata are based on B field eompU"tion from records of each county government shown; see text for ata m at ons. 

1/2.8 
116.7 
33.6 
52.2 
32.5 
28.6 
'111.'1 
'18.6 
31.1 
29.3 
25.6 
iJ~~.;J 

16.5 
1'1.0 
11.2 
12.3 
11.8 
7.0 

33.9 
20.9 
33.0 
1/1.6 

32.0 
33.5 
20.'1 
'10.'1 
29.4 
1/3.7 
17.2 
26.5 
37.8 

25.11 
36.2 
36.3 
32.7 
21.3 
19.2 
2'1.9 
39.2 
32 .• 7 

6.5 
111.0 
25.4 
3/1.0 

12.6 
17.2 
12.3 
9.9 
8.5 

13.9 
17.1 
9.2 

18.5 
:10.0 
16.1 
16.0 
27.1/ 
12.0 
6.6 

Other criminal justice 

October 
payroll 

6 
1 

7 
3 

10 
17 

2 
1 

99 

37 

31 

10 

2 

1/3 
1 

295 
1 

1 
6 

3 
'I 
6 
3 

39 

5 
5 
7 
3 

Parcent of 
total criminal 
justice system 

1.5 
0.7 

1.9 
0.3 

2.2 
'1.6 

4.11 
0.7 
0.5 
0.2 
2.8 

9.'1 

5.6 

3.7 

2.5 

5.0 
0.:1 

13.3 
0.1 

0.3 
0.3 

0.11 
0.9 
0.9 
1.1 

2.2 

1.3 
2.2 
2.1 
2.1 
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Table 20. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure' (direct and intergovernmental) 

of 406 large city governments, fiscal year-1978 

TOTA~ ••• 

A~ABAMAI 
BIRMINGHAM • • • •• ••• 
GADSDEN. • • •• • •• 
HUNTSVI~~E •••••• 
MOBI~E • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY • • • 
TUSCA~OOSA • • • 

A~ASI<AI 
ANCHORAGE. 

ARIZONA: 
GLENDALE. • • • •• • •• 
MESA • • • ~ ., ••• •• 

~~g~~~~ALE : : : . : : . : : . : : 
TEMPE, • • • •••••••• 
TUCSON. • •••••••••• 

ARI<ANSASI 
FORT SMITH • • • • 
LI TT~E ROCI<. • • • •• • 
NORTH ~ITTLE ROCI<. • • • 
PINE BLUFF ••••••• 

CALIFORN1AI 

... ... 

ALAMEDA. • • • • ••• 
ALHAMBRA • • • •• •• ..:: 
ANAHEIM. • • •• • ••••••• 
BAI<ERSFIE~D. • • • •• • •• 
BELLFLOWER • • • • •• ••• 
BERKELEy • • •• • •••••• 
BUENA PARK • • • • , • • • • • 
BURBANK, •• ••••••• •• 
CARSON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHUL.A VISTA. •• •• ..: 
COMPTON. • • •• • • •••• 
CONCORD ••••• 
COSTA MESA • • • : , : • • • • • • 
DALY CITY. • •• •• ::: • 
DOWNEY • • • •• •• ••••• 
EL CAJON • • • • •• ••••• 
EL MONTE • • • , • • • • • • • 
FAIRFIEl.D. • • • •• •• 
FOUNTAIN VA~~EY. • •• .:.:: 
FREMONT. • • •• ••• • •• 
FRESNO , • • • • • , • • • • • 
FU l.ERTON. • • • • • • •• ••• 
GARDEN GROVE • • • • • • • • 

GLENDALE. • •• ••••• • 
HAWTHORNE. ~ ~. ••••••• 
HAYWARD. • • •• • 
~~~l~~g6g~ ~E~C~ : • : • : : : : : 
LAKEWOOD • •• • ••••••• 
LONG BEAt'H • •• • 
LOS ANGELES. : : • : : : • :. • 
MODESTO •• , •• • ••••••• 
MOUNTAIN VIEW. • • • •• • ••• 
NEWPo~r BEACH.. •••• ••• 
~ORW~LK. • , •• ••••• • 
OAKLAND. • • , , • • • • •• " 
OCEANSIOE. • , • • • • • • • • 
ONTARIO, •• , •• , ••••• 
OPANGE • • • • , • • • • • • 
OXNARD • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PALO ALTO. • •• •• • 

~~~~D~~~ERA: : : .' .'::,:: 
POMONA • • , • • • • • • • • 

~~g~~gg ~i~~H: : : . : : : : : . . 
RICHMOND • • • • • • • • • ., • 
RIVERSIDE. • , , • • • • • • 
SACRAMENTO • • • •• ...::: 
SALINAS. • , • • •• ••••• 
SAN BERNARDINO • • • • • • • • • 
SAN BUENA VENTURA • • • • • • • 
~~~ ~~~~gisco:: :......: 
SAN JOSE • • • • • • : : : : : : : 
SAN LEANDRO. • • • • , • • , • • 
SAN MATEO. • • • • , • • • • , • 

S
SANTA ANA, , ., ., •••• 

ANTA BARBARA •••••••••• : 

See 1'ootnoteB at end of table. 

66 0116 129 

282 ~~8 
119 01' 

111~ 90~ 
205 17 ~ 
156 ~~J, 

69 118;;; 

181 7511 

nBO 
110 079 
6811 516 
81 II~B 
98 1116 

~01 152 

68 180 
153 11911 

62 875 
5~ 817 

72 612 
60 2112 

202 1177 
83 035 
50 306 

109 367 
62 396 
811 611 
60 3~9 
78 7119 
73 6115 . 
96 718 
77 656 
7~ 966 
85 090 
66 156 
66 6BQ 
53 651 
511 602 

120 223 
187 895 
96 980 

117 7~7 

133 8611 
~3 591 
97 3711 

161 860 
86 976 
79 6011 

336 697 
2 761 222 

92 035 
55 221 
65 195 
83 8113 
~32 385 

611 615 
68 1/03 
BQ 9311 
9;1 379 
51/ 277 

106 535 
50 690 

85 1197 
62 1311 
511 990 
70 361 

155 029 
2611 511 
75 316 

102 270 
67 2116 

799 725 
655 072 
583 1102 

66 717 
79 303 

183 1~6 
72 753 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Totol 
goneral 

expendi ture 

Tot.l criminal 
justice Iy_tent 

Amount 

Percent of 
total 

general 
expendituro 

Police protection 

Amount 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justioe 
By.tom 

1/11 169 098 6 081 1;19 1~.8 II 925 675 81.0 

126 961 
111 1119 
1/1 260 
66 115e 
115 680 
18 1165 

266 128 

111 822 
25 608 

28'1 971 
29 717 
22 525 

119 '1.36 

11 800 
11'1 51'1 
11 886 

8 .356 

13 013 
15 '186 
79 '7311 
32 219 
6313 

52 900 
12 911;} 
31 991 
31 653 
HI 177 
311 119 
23 850 
16 1115 
111 022 
.\8 11511 
11 895 
1'1 M2 
15 776 
9 1167 

23 8113 
60 333 
27 6111 
29 019 

110 193 
12 5118 
28 328 
36 Mo 
37 058 
12 385 

193 078 
1 008 1167 

23 130 
17 3118 
22 665 
9 599 

167 6S11 
20 383 
17 279 
19 1166 
22 789 
27 711 
58 967 

9 996 

21 972 
13 9116 
15 381 
1111 852 
'13 106 

105 710 
20 389 
112 1109 
23 1011 

236 0'16 
710 698 
170 002 

21 285 
27 03'1 
62 895 
25 085 

18 210 
1 1112 
II 5211 
7 993 
!I 5'11 
2 797 

11 30'1 

2 691 
II 226 

58 856 
3 683 
II 898 

15 397 

1 757 
5 928 
2 314 
1 687 

2 800 
2 1199 

12 763 
5 892 
3 3112 
6 135 
3 211 
5 039 
3 168 
3017 
5 216 
II 383 
II 726 
3 008 
3 731 
2 660 
3 683 
2 056 
1 9111 
II 780 

11 977 
II 101 
II 279 

5 2116 
2 599 
4 3511 
B 093 
8 601 
1 969 

211 6117 
256 578 

3 7115 
2 5111 
II 806 
3 093 

26 01111 
;3 091 
3 1118 
'1171 
5 006 
3 899 
9 277 
1 607 

6 11911 
II 181 
2211 
6 5110 
7 2911 

15 9711 
3 6118 
7 1185 
2 866 

32 30'1 
93 9112 
28 1167 
2 951 
3 057 

11 312 
II 029 

111.3 
10.0 
11.0 
12.0 
lZol 
15.1 

18.2 
16.11 
20.7 
12,11 
21.7 
12.9 

21.5 
15.8 
16.0 
IB.3 
52.9 
11.6 
211.8· 
15.8 
10.0 
19.9 
17.3 
18.11 
26.0 
21.5 
20.2 
22.11 
27.7 
13.0 
20.2 
20.0 
19.9 
111.8 
111.7 

13.1 
20.7 
15.11 
22.5 
23.2 
15.9 
12.8 
25.11 
16.2 
111.6 
21.2 
32.2 
15;5 
15.2 
:19.8 
21.11 
22.0 
111.1 
15.7 
16.1 

29,6 
30.0 
1I!.1I 
111.6 
16.9 
15.1 
17.9 
17.6 
12.11 
13.7 
13.2 
16,' 
13.9 
11.3 
18.0 
16.1 

15 723 
1 2B3 
II 051 
6 758 
II 990 
2 569 

9 790 

2 36'1 
:3 9111 

52 257 
3 182 
II 11117 

111 139 

1 '119 
II 575 
1 9211 
1 288 

2 697 
2 1112 

12 232 
5 696 
3 299 
5 925 
2 960 
'I 529 
2 788 
2 917 
II 897 
'I 272 
II 506 
2 932 
3 1182 
2 605 
.3 767 
1 995 
1 782 
II 6117 

11 535 
3 99'1 
3 782 

II 890 
2 1135 
II 215 
6 959 
8 359 
1 886 

20 697 
2110 6117 

3 598 
2 '12'1 
II 676 
2 827 

25 1169 
2 981 
3 375 
II 005 
'I 845 
3 596 
8 all7 
1 526 

II 119'1 
3 876 
2 067 
6 3117 
6 915 

15 726 
3 330 
7 315 
2 72'1 

29 263 
50 555 
27 117'1 

2 7711 
2 951 

10 676 
3 839 

86.3 
90.9 
89.5 
811.5 
90.1 
91.8 

86.6 

87.8 
92.6 
88.8 
86.11 
90.8 
91.8 

80.8 
77.2 
83.1 
76.3 

96.3 
96.5 
95.8 
96.7 
98.7 
96.6 
92.2 
89.9 
68.0 
96.7 
93.9 
97.5 
95.3 
97.5 
93.3 
97.9 
97.0 
97.0 
93.1 
97.2 
96.3 
97.11 
88.11 

93.2 
93.7 
96.8 
86.0 
97.2 
95.8 
811.0 
93.8 
96.1 
95.11 
97.3 
91.11 
97.8 
96,11 
98.7 
96.0 
96.0 
92.2 
95.11 
95.0 

69.2 
92.7 
93.5 
97.0 
9'1.i! 
98.11 
91.::; 
97.7 
95.0 
90.6 
53.8 
96.5 
911.0 
96,5 
911.11 
95.3 

JII~101.1 

Amount 

3116 9118 

5.32 
23 

136 
11113 
130 
132 

7'1 
1119 

3 073 
113 
155 
515 

61 

72 

6 

15 

13 

1'1 

57 

111 653 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

2.9 
1.6 
3.0 
5.5 
2.3 
11.7 

2.7 
3.5 
5.2 
3.1 
3.2 
3.3 

1.9 

0.1 

0.3 

IZI 

IZI 

0.1 

0.9 

15.6 

.: 
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Table 20. 
Percent distribution of criminal justice system tutal expenditures (dire(~ and intergovernmental) 

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

Legal serviqe8 and 
proascution 

City' 

TOTA~ •• , ..... 
ALABAMA I BIRMINGHAM • , • • • • • , • • • • 

GADSDEN, , , • • • • • • • • • • • 
HUNTSVILLE • • , • • • •• ••• 
MOB%~E , , • •• • ,...,. 
MONTGOMERY • • • • , • • • • • • • 
TUSCALOOSA • • , • • • • • • • • • 

A~ASKAI 
ANCHORAGE •••• 

ARIZONAI 
G~ENDALE • • • • • 
MESA ,. ,... 
pHOENIX. • • • • • 
sCOTTSDALE • • • • 
TEMPE, , • • • , • 
TUCSON • , , , • • 

ARKANSAS I 

· ...... . 
· ..... . · .. " . " .. , . . .. .. · .. , . , .. · , ..... . · ... , . 

FORT SMITH. 
~lTTLE ROCK. 
NORTH LITT~E 
PINE a~UFF • 

. . . . . .. . 
, , ..... . 

CALIFORNIAI 
ALAMEDA. • • • • • • • • , • , • • 
ALHAMBRA • • • • • , • • • • • • • 
ANAHEIM. , • • • • • •• • ••• 
BAKERSFIE~D. • • • • • • • • • 
BELL.FLOWER • • • • • • • • • • 
BERKELEy. , • • • •• ,.. • 
BUENA PARK, •••••••••• 
BURBANK. • , , • • • • , • • • 
CARSON • , , • • • • • • • • • 
CHULA VISTA, , •• , ••••••• 
COMPTON. • , , , • • •• •••• 
CONCORT> ~ • e • • • ., , ••• 
COSTA MESA, •• •• • •••• 
DALY cITY. , • • • • , •••• 
DOWNEY • • • • , • • • • • • 
EL CAJON , , • , • , • • •• • 
EL MONTE • , • •• ....., • 
FAIRFIELD •• , , ••••••••• 
FOUNTAIN VA~~EY. • • • • ••• 
FREMONT. , • " ••••••• 
FRESNO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FULLERTON. , • , •• , •••••• 
GARDEN GROVE • • •• •••• 

GLENDALE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HAWTHORNE ••••• , ••• 0 •• 

HAY!'IARO, ••• , • " •• • 
HUNTINGTON BEACH ••• •••• 
INGLEWOOD. • , • • • , • • • • • 
LAKEWOOD • , •• ,.. Ie , • • • 

LONG BEACH, •• • •••• , •• 
LOS ANGELES\\ • .. • , , • • •• • 
MODESTO. • • • • •••••••• 
MOUNTAIN VIEW. • • • •• • ••• 
NEWPORT BEACH. , • • • • • • • • • 
NORWALK •••• , ••••••••• 
OAKLAND ••• , , •• , • , , ••• 
OCEANSIDE. • " ••• ,... 
ONTARIO. • • " • • • • • • • 
ORANGE • • • ., •••••••• 
OXNARD • • • ., ,. ••••• 
PALO ALTO, , • , • • • • • • • • 
PASADENA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PICO RIVERA •••••••••••• 

POMONA • , • , , • • • • • • • • 
REDONDO BEACH. • • • • • • • • • • 
REDWOOD CITY , , , • , • •• •• 
RICHMOND • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RIVERSIDE, •• , • , •••••• 
SACRAMENTO , :I • • , • • • • , • • 

SALINAS. , • t , • • • • , • , • • 

SAN BERNARDINO • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN BUENAVENTURA • • • • • • • • • 
SAN DIEGO. , ••••• , , •••• 
SAN FRANCISCO, •••• , • , ••• 
SAN JOSE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN ~EANDRO. • • • , • • , , • , • 
SAN MATEO •• , , ••••••• '.' 
SANTA ANA. • • • • , • • • • • • • 
sANTA BARBARA ••••••••• 

aee footnote. at end of tllble. 

Amount 

Perceht of 
tCltRl 

critl1nal 
JUllltice 
·YlJtom 

246 6511 

506 
311 

11'1 
286 
t05 
58 

1 281 

33 
77 

2 568 
266 
173 
713 

63 
130 

70 
67 

t03 
87 

531 
196 

113 
210 
251 
3"/2 
3110 
1/)0 
218 
111 
1'17 

76 
36 
55 

61 
65 

133 
'1112 
101 

215 

2111 
1611 
126 
293 
238 

1j6 
2 198 

15 229 
tll7 
117 
130 
39 

561 
110 

113 
t66 
161 
303 
'121 

80 

136 
102 
11/11 
176 
379 
2118 

95 
170 
11111 

2 21111 
8 131 

993 
177 
106 
1188 
190 

2.8 
2.11 
2.5 
3.6 
1.9 
2.1 

11.3 

1.2 
1.8 
11.11 
7.2 
3.5 
11.6 

3.6 
2.2 
3.0 
11.0 

3.7 
3.5 
11.2 
3.3 
1.3 
3.11 
7.8 
7.4 

12.0 
3.3 
11.2 
2.5 
3.1 
2.5 
1.0 
2.1 

3.0 
3.11 
2.8 
3.7 
2.5 
1.5 

11,1 
6.3 
2.9 
3.6 
2.8 
2.3 
8.9 
5.9 
3.9 
11.6 
2.7 
1.3 
2.2 
3.6 
1.3 
11.0 
3.2 
7.8 
11.5 
5.0 

2.1 
2.'1 
6.5 
2.7 
5.2 
1.6 
2.6 
2.3 
5.0 
6.9 
8.7 
3.5 
6.0 
3.5 
11.3 
11.7 

Publio defense 

Anlount 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
jUl,tice 
systom 

36 288 0.6 

75 

!5 
18 

5 

23 
11 

308 
11 

9 

8 
31 
20 

17 

376 
~. 8811 

0.'1 

0.1 
0.3 
0.2 

0,9 
0,3 
0.5 
0.3 
0.2 

0.5 
0.5 
0.9 

0.3 

CorrectionB other criminal justice 

Amount 

Pel'cent of 
total 

cr.bdnal 
Justice 
By.tam 

Amount 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
jU8tioe 
system 

1160 055 7.6 65 519 

1 353 
72 

223 
501 
298 

33 

233 

112 
75 

557 

22 
30 

137 
276 
152 
100 

136 

8 

127 

13 
383 

1 752 
1165 

1 

200 
203 

292 
17 1196 

'7.11 
5.1 
11.9 
6.3 
5.11 
1.2 

11.2 
1.8 
0.9 

0.11 
0.2 

7.8 
11,7 
6.6 
5.9 

0.2 

0.3 

0.3 
4.7 

7.1 
0.2 

0.1 

3.1 
11.9 

0.9 
18.6 

IZI 

21 

85 

9 
111 
9, 

65 
502 

~ 

91 

2 

'10 

65 

203 

J 
1132 

1i58 

37 

227 . 
. 

9 

1 607 

223 

129 
223 

1117 

0.1 

3.2 

O.:.! 
3.0 
1.9 

3.7 
8.5 

5.11 

eZI 

0.8 

1.'1 

5.11 

1.1 

3.5 

10.1 

5.7 

1.9 

0.1 

0.1 

211.7 

0.11 
o.a 

, 
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Table 20. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) 

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

C1ty' PoPUlation' 
Total 

general 
expendl ture 

Total criminal 
justice .ystem PoUce llrotectton Judicial 

Percent ot Percent Percent 

g!~!~!l Amount ~;i~!:i Amount ~;i!~!:~ AlDount 
oxpendlture Justice justice 

~~~~~~~~~---------------i-----------t-----------+---------1~--------+---------~-~.~y~.t~.~m~-+ ________ 4-~.~y.~t~'.~m __ ~. 
CALIFORNIA-~CONTINUED 1 

SANTA CLARA •••••••••• , 
SANTA HONICA • • •• • •••• : 
SANTA ROSA • • • • •• ••• • 
SIMI VALLEY ••••••••••• 
SOUTH GATE • • • •• •• ~ • • 
STOCKTON ~ • • • ~ •• ••••• 
SUNNYVALE •••••••• $ •••• 

THOUSAND OAKS.. •• ••••• 
TORRANCE • • •• •• • • • • 
VALLE~O. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WEST COVINA. ••• ~ • • 9 •• WESTMINSTER. •• •••••••• 
WHITTIER • • • • •• •••• 

COLORADO' 
ARVADA. • • •• • ••••••• 
AURORA , • • • • •• •••••• 
BOULDER. • • • • • • • • • • • 
COLORADO SPRINGS • •• ...:: 
DENVER • • • • • • • • •• • 
FORT COLLINS • • • •• ••••• 
LAKEWOOD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PUEBLO • • • • • • • •• •••• 

CONNECTICUT' 
BRIDGEPORT • • • • • • • • • • • 
BRISTOL, • • • • •• • ••••• 
DANBURY. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HARTFORD • • • • •• ••••• 
MERIDEN. • • •• ••• • ••• 
MILFORD. • • •• ••••• •• 
NEW BRITAIN. , • • • • • • • • • 
NEW HAVEN. • • • • • •• ••• 
NORWALK, ••••••••••• 
STAMFORD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WATERBURY, • •• • ••••• 
WEST HAVEN •••••••••••• 

DELAWARE I 
WILMINGTON • • • 

DIsTRICT OF COLUMBIA' 
WASHINGTON • • • • • 

FLORIDAI 
CLEARWATER • • • • • •• ••• 
FORT LAUDERDALE. • •• • •••• 
GAINESVILL.E. • • • • •• • •• 
HIA~EAH. • • • • • •• •••• 
HOL~YWOOD. • •• •••••• • 
JACKSONVILLE • • • • •• •••• 
MIAMI. • • • • • • • •• • •• 
HIAHl BEACH. •• ••••••• 
ORLANDO o • • • • • • • • • 0 a , 
PENSACOLA. • • • • • • •• •• 
ST. PETERSBURG ••••••••• 
TALLAHASSEE. • • • • • • • • • , • 

~~~;ApALM'BEACH: : : • : : : : : : 

GEORGIA, 
ALBANY ••••• 
ATLANTA. • • • • 
AUGUSTA ••••• 
COLUHBUS • • • • 
MACON •••••• 
SAVANNAH • • • • 

HAWAII' 
HONOLULU •• 

DAHOI 
BOISE CITY 

LLINOISI 

· . . . .. .. · ....... . · .. . ... . ........ ........ · ....... . 

ARLINGTON HEIGHTS ••••••••• 
AURORA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
eERWVN • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHAMPAIGN. • • • • • • • • •• : 
CHICAGO ••••••••••••• 
CICERO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DECATUR •• -It •• • •• ,. ,. 

~~;TP;~!NEgUIS : : : : : : : : • • 
ELGIN. • • • • • , •• ...:: 

See tootnotea at end ot table. 

84 06~ 
89 319 
71 335 
73 262 
S9 776 

1211 037 
1.05 .065 
63 171 

129 .067 
70 2611 
7277.0 
69 155 
69 528 

79 958 
127 121 
76 795 

183 53'1 
'175 098 

58 1.07 
12'1 350 
1.02 5'17 

137 116 
57 597 
56 382 

130 015 
57 13~ 
50 240 
7S 986 

122 085 
77 159 

105 136 
10'1 890 
52 190 

72 9'1' 

68'1 891 

75 492 
151 502 
70 108 

122 793 
116 820 
527 777 
346 716 
87 904 

116 115 
65 915 

237 134 
85 856 

26'1 884 
60 139 

76 619 
416 715 
52 861 

165 511 
121 282 

·lL3 020 

717 852 

107 687 

71 977 
78 753 
47 799 
59 519 

3 062 881 
60 483 
89 690 
57 422 
53 902 
61 690 

3'1 268 
27 850 
28 171 

8 586 
12 S!Jl 
67 6:!0 
31 083 
18 589 
39 686 
20 7'18 
1'1 220 

9 831 
15 031 

10 807 
31 1'19 
22 3110 
'19 12', 

31j6 785 
18 "'18 
22 252 
22 868 

11!5 587 
'11 502 
35 988 

175 2'08 
35 881 
37 903 
35 253 

11'1 696 
!5'1 071 
89 993 
69 7111 
27 577 

1 551 2911 

27 229 
60 789 
26 518 
3!5 072 
3" 803 

193 717 
115 301 

119 565 
58 277 
119 262 
71 626 
36 126 

127 356 
22 779 

16 753 
260 1117 

16 891 
51 389 
23 363 
36 970 

27!5 056 

26 303 

1'1 368 
20 19!5 

6 057 
1'1 073 

1 213 9'12 
10 415 
15 332 
11 311 
19 530 
13 055 

II 338 
5 617 
3 232 
2 238 
2 763 
'1 6117 
3 826 
1 668 
7 228 
3 250 
3 3.0'1 
2 716 
3 096 

2 11'18 
5 30'1 
3 090 
7 678 

5'1 677 
1 537 
6 601 
'I 716 

8 1.;'10 
2 8'1' 
2 292 

11 812 
2 .01'1 
2 882 
3 157 
8 127 
2 980 
5 9'10 
'1 763 
2 1'111 

7 711 

206 665 

II 001 
12 26'1 

3 689 
5 69'1 
7 !51() 

34 673 
22 'Ill 
6 921 

1.0 263 
J 068 

16 951 
3 23'1 

1!5 897 
3 920 

2 890 
:n 160 

2 !587 
9 279 
'I 266 
'I '158 

1I!5 336 

3 7!511 

2 570 
!5 117 
1 320 
2 2'19 

336 055 
;: 177 
2397 
2 290 
2 720· 
2 211~ 

12.7 
20.2 
11.5 
26.1 
22.0 
11.3 
12.3 
10.2 
18.2 
15.7 
23.2 
27.6 
20.6 

22.7 
17.0 
13.6 
15.6 
15.6 
e.3 

29.7 
2.0.6 

7.1 
6.9 
6.'1 
6.7 
5.6 
7.6 
9.0 
7.1 
5.5 
6.6 

11.1 
7.8 

13.3 

1'1.7 
20.2 
13.9 
16.2 
21.6 
17.9 
19.'1 
1'1.0 
17.6 
6.3 

23.7 
9.0 

12.5 
17.2 

17.3 
12.0 
15.3 
18.1 
18.3 
12.1 

16.5 

17.9 
25.3 
21.8 
16.0 
27.7 
20.9 
15.6 
20.2 
13.9 
17.2 

II 147 
5 085 
3 126 
2 070 
2 5111 
7 2111 
3 655 
1 783 
6 '1110 
3 131 
3 191 
2 686 
3 05'1 

2 275 
4 641 
2 688 
7 093 

'10 192 
1 'lOa 
5 802 
'I 407 

7 896 
2 270 
2 221 

11 166 
1 798 
2 7'17 
2 672 
7 843 
2 671 
5 530 
7 '176 
1 930 

6 916 

98 895 

3 786 
11 552 
3 511 
5 "56 
7 126 

20 066 
21 723 

6 567 
8 78'1 
2 823 

is 7'11 
3 050 

15 285 
3 556 

2 713 
24 1392 

2 372 
5 740 
:3 7!50 
'I 097 

3 279 

2 '173 
4 979 
1 281 
2 187 

325 976 
2 050 
2 317 
2 215 
2 612 
2 168 

95>.6 
90.5 
96.7 
92.5 
92.0 
911.7 
95.5 
911.4 
89.1 
96.3 
96.6 
98.9 
98.6 

92.9 
87.5 
87.0 
92. U 

7J.5 
9L.l 
t'1.9 
9:S,'I 

96.9 
79.8 
96.9 
94.5 
89.3 
95.3 
91.0 
96.5 
89.6 
93.1 
96.3 
90.0 

89.7 

9'1.6 
9'1.2 
95.2 
99.3 
94.9 
57.9 
96.9 
94.9 
85.6 
91.'1 
92.9 
9'1.3 
96.2 
90.7 

93.9 
79.9 
91.7 
61.9 
87.9 
91.9 

8'?3 

96.2 
97.3 
97.0· 
97.2 
97.0 
9'1.2 
96.7 
96.7 
96.0 
96.7 

75 
202 
183 
321 

I.f 707 
55 

275 
96 

425 
6 

21 
26 
32 

6 
1 

10 
8 

22 
2 

369 

23 669 

229 

!56 
5 770 

120 
1'14 

17 

16 
1 389 

66 
2 016 

157 
1!54 

153 

II 

516 

13 

1.2 

3.1 
3.8 
5.9 
'1.2 
8.6 
3.6 
'1.2 
2.0 

1'1.9 
0.3 
0.2 
1.3 
1.1 
0.2 
eZI 
0.3 
0.1 
0.3 
0.1 

5.0 

1.9 

0.8 
16.6 

1.7 
1.11 
0.6 

0.6 
'1.5 
2.6 

21.', 
3.7 
3.5 

0.1 

0.2 

IZI 

0,6 

j 

I 

, 
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Table 20. P.ercent distribution of criminal justice system total'expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) 

of 406 large city governments, fiscalyear 1978i--Continued 

City' 

CALIFORNIA--CONTINUED 
sANTA CLARA. • • • • • 
sANTA MONICA • •• • 
sANTA ROSA. •• •• 
siMI VALLEY. • • •• • •• 
SOUTH GATE • •• ••• 
sTOCKTON •••••• 
sUNNYVALE. • • • • • 
THOUSAND OAKS.. •••• 
TORRANCE • • •• •• 
VALLEJO. •• ." •• 
WEST COVINA •••••• 
WESTMINSTER. • •• • •••• 
wHITTIER ••••••••• 

COLORADO, 
ARVADA • • • • • • 
AURORA • • • • • 
BOULDER ••••• 
COLORADO SPRINGS 
DENVER • • • • • 
FORT COLLINS • • 
LAKEWDOD •••• 
PUEBLO ••••• 

• •• • t •• 

· ...... . .. . .. · .. .. · .... · .. 
CONNEcn CU'," 

BRIDGEPORT • • • • • • • • • 
BRISTOL. • • • • •• , •••• 
DANBURY. • • •• ••••• • 
HARTFORD. • ••• •••• 
MERIDEN. • • •• • •• •• 
MILFORD. • • ., ••• •••• 
NEW BRITAIN. • • •••• 
NEW HAVEN. • • •• •••• •• 
NORWALK. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STAMFORD • • •• ••••••• 
WATERBURV. • • • • •• • •••• 
WEST HAVEN. • • • •• • •• 

DELAWARE' 
WILMINGTON 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIAI 
WASHINGTON • •• • 

FLORIDAI 
CLEARWATER • • • 
FORT LAUDERDALE •• 
GAINESVILLE. • • 
HIALEAH. • • • • • 
HOLLYWOOD ••••• 
JACKSONVILLE • • • 
MIAMI •••••• 
MIAMI BEACH •••• 
ORLANDO. • • • • • 
PENSACOLA ••••• 
ST. PETERSBURG •• 
TALLAHASSEE ••• 
TAMPA. • • • • • • 
WEST pALM BEACH. 

GEoRGIA, 
A~BANY • • • • • • 
ATLANTA ••••• , 
AUGUSTA •• , •• 
COLUMBUS • c • • • 
MACON ••••••• 
SAVANNAH • • • • • 

HAWAI,' 
HONOi.ULU 

IDAHO I 
BOISE CITY 

~'~11N(lIS' 
AW~INGTDN HEIGHTS. 
AU~~RA • • • • • • 
BEfiWVN • • • • • • 
CHAMPAIGN. • • • 
CHICAQO •••••• 
CICERO • • • • • 
DECATUR. • • • • 
DES PLAINES, • • • 
EAST ST. LOUIS •• 
ELGIN. • • • • • • 

•• •• I • · .. 
• • •• II. .. . ... .. . .. · ...... " 
.. . .. ". · ... . · ... . 
• • 1'1 •••• .. ... ... · ..... 
· .. ::. , .. " 

., .. · ..... " , 

· .... 
...... " · ...... . 

.. . ... " 

· ...... , · . . ... · ...... " 
See footMtos at ond ot table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Legal aeryj,nll!lB and 
prosecution 

Amount 

P,..rcent ot 
total 

criminal 
justice 
fly.tem 

111 
'160 
106 
168 

85 
363 
171 
t05 
382 
119 

43 
30 
112 

91 
299 
160 
250 

3 527 
69 

380 
t'lO 

179 
61 
57 

625 
68 
92 

In 
282 
176 
260 
185 
t09 

1'111 
231 
178 

38 
220 

1 Oij2 
670 
218 
203 
111 
1101 
161i 
'136\ 10~ 

!il 
9211 

2.0 
3ij4 
119 

68 

2!5'1 

97 
t311 
39 
62 

II 5'9 
127 

80 
7'1 

108 
62 

3.7 
5.6 
5.2 
3.J 
6.5 
'1.5 
5.8 
3.0 

3.6 
1.9 
11.8 
0.7 
~.9 
3.0 
3.0 
3.1 
2 • .0 
J.6 
2.4 
5.7 
2.7 
2.6 

1.6 
3.0 
0.8 
3.7 
~.6 
1.5 

6.3 

6.8 

3.8 
2.6 
3 • .0 
2.8 
1.'1 '.8 
3.3 
;3.2 
'1.0 
2.81 

Public defenle 

MOunt 

Percent of 

5 
16 

12 

5 771 

6 

21 

3 

total 
cr1minal 
justice 
system 

0.1 
0.3 

0.2 

2.8 

0.1 

0.1 

eZI 

63 0.2 

78 0.8 

~orrec tiona Other c::'idli!t;l justica 

Amount 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
oystem 

322 

7 

1<1 
II 931 

13 
139 

33 

11 

1'1 

69 8;35 

71 
211ij 

106 
7 373 

869 
137 
113S 

217 

110 
, 319 

1:19 
1 101 

240 
139 

66 

810 

0.3 

0.2 
9.0 
0.8 
2.1 

0.2 

33.8 

5.5 

3.8 
10.7 
5.0 

11.9 
5.6 
3.1 

1.8 

0.2 

hount 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

80 
72 

70 

162 
59 

1 320 

57 

'10 
87 

8 

122 

107 
1 

123 
130 

66 
103 

13 

'101 
16 
16 

260 

37'1 

176 

57' 

67 

'I 21'1 

5.0 
0.6 

2.1 

3.1 
1.9 

1.2 

0.5 
3.1 
0.3 

6.1 

0.2 

0.7 

1.2 
0.1 
0.2 
2.5 

2.2 

1. 

1.8 

O. 

1.3 

" 
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Table 20. Percent distribution of Criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) 

of 4U5large city governmenls, fisca~ year 1978-·Confinued 

Cit~l 

ILLINOIS •• CON1'INt!ED 
EVANSTO~ • , •• 
JOLIET •••••• 
OAK LAWN •••• 
OAK PARK • •• 
~P.ORIA • • • • • • 
ROCKFORD • • • , • 
ROCK ISLAND •••• 
SKOKIE • • • • • • 
SPRINGFIELD ••• 
WAUKEGAN • , • • 

INDIANAI 
ANDERSON < • • • • 

EVANSVILLE • • • 
FORT WAYNE • • • • 
GARY •••••• 
HAMMOND, •• .., •• 
INDIANAPOLIS • • 
MUNCIE • • • • • 
KOKOMO. f' •••• 

SOUTH BEND • • • • 
TERRE HAUTE. • • 

IOWAI 
CEDAR RAPIDS • • • 
COUNCIL BLUFFS • • 
DAVENPORT •••• 
DES MOINES • • • 
DUBUQUE ••••• 
SIOUX CITY • • • 
WATERLOO ••••• 

KANSAS I 
KANSAS CITY •••• 
LAWRENCE • • • • • 
OVERLAND PARK. • 
TOPEKA • •• • 
WICHITA •••••• 

KENTUCKy I 

· ..... . · ... '" '" .. · ...... . .. . ... . 

II ••••••• 

. . . . · ...... ... 

· . . .. .. .. .. 

COVINGTON •••• 
LEXINGTON •••• " 
LOUISVILLE • • • 
OWENSBORO.. • ••• 

LOUISIANAI 
BATON ROUGE. • • 
LAFAYETTE. • • • • 
LAKE CHARLES • • • 
MONROE • • • • • • 
NEW ORLEAf:~. • • 
SHREVEPORT • • • • 

MAINE. 
PORTLAND • 

MARYLAND I 
BAI., TIMORE ••• 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

· ..... .. .. . .. .. .. . ... . · ...... . . .. ... . 

BOSTON • • • • • 
BROCKTON • • • • 
CAMBRIDGE. • •• •• 
cHICOPEE • • •• •• 
FAL~ RI','~R ••••• 
HOLYOKE ••••• 
LAWRENCE • • • • 
LOWELL •••••• 
LYNN •••••• 

HALDEN • • • •• • ••• •• 
MEDFORD. • • • •• •• t.\. • 

NEW BEDFORD. ••• ••• 
NEWTCN • • • • • • • • • • • 
?ITTSFIELD •••• 00 ••• If' •• 

QUINCY • • • • • •• • R • 

SOMERVILLE • •• • •••••• 
SPRINGFIELD, •• 0.. 0... 
WALTHAM, • • •• • •• 0 ••• 

WORCESTER. • • • • • • 

MICHIGAN. 
ANN ARaOR. • • • •• ••• •• 

m~~g~~ AEiGlirs : • : : : : : : • 
DETROIT. • • •• • 
EA3T LANSING • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Population2 

72 019 
72 102 
62 198 
56 691 

125 724 
140 667 

117 299 
65 885 
87 520 
63 398 

68 ~84 
133 975 
182 213 
159 412 
102 027 
704 556 

82 152 
:;2 006 

114 019 
63 443 

107 996 
58 668 

101 410 
193 772 

62 349 
85 115 
78 915 

167 064 
51 459 
82 372 

122 065 
268 012 

46 925 
190 142 
322 870 

50 490 

308 178 
79 732 
78 1164 
63 633 

561 266 
188 652 

62 127' 

804 304 

618 493 
94 175 
99 296 
56 572 
98 898 
44 267 
63 845 
88 449 
77 089 

54 987 
60 519 
98 8115 
87 183 
52 313 
90 571 
76 771 

164 695 
55 632 
16~ 229 

105 602 
93 671 
7Z 108 

1 289 910 
50 789 

Total 
general 

expenditure 

25 512 
25 572 
15 228 
16 617 
32 540 
31 608 
12 169 
13 881 
29 916 
15 759 

13 586 
:n 9-/7 
53 338 
28 962 
15 999 

279 616 
16 577 
16 024 
21 200 
13 855 

70 441 
16 229 
3' '167 
66 625 
18 622 
42 447 
26 033 

57 a4' 
24 389 
11 869 
110 686 

205 823 

13 813 
52 '133 

172 147 
111 775 

150 7~1 
23 106 
16 306 
17 790 

259 721 
'16 44l! 

44 640 

983 740 

717 63!:1 
82 99'1 
94 719 
32 249 
64 6'16 
39 016 
38 273 
68 411 
69 287 

56 35'1 
38 106 
87 116 
82 976 
35 933 
92 892 
III 758 

122 711 
44 910 

1115 697 

38 063 
50 788 
lS :171 

a40 :162 
10 782 

Tot.l crlminal 
justice system 

AmOWlt 

3 894 
4 003 
2 263 
3 661 
7 294 
5 387 
I 914 
2 856 
3 658 
2 919 

2 308 
If 844 
5 903 
7 112 
3 664 

51 89'1 
1 990 
2 055 
4 544 
1 793 

3 500 
2 588 
2 562 
7 959 
1 708 
2 851 
2 719 

7 012 
1 441 
3 228 
5 406 
9 471 

2 528 
12 271 
20 586 

1 730 

21 808 
2 431 
2 080 
1 826 

50 276 
7 237 

3 048 

91 97e 

96 047 
5 501 
B 2U 
2 499 
5 61.5 
2 162 
3 155 
3 994 
5 039 

2 419 
J '17 
6 ,g4 
6 271 
2 089 
,f, 628 
3 435 
7 98!! 
3 '171 
9 91' 

5 1311 I 5 912 
3 1/79 

1';'0 717 
1 706 

Percent of 
total 

general 
expend1 ture 

15,' 
15.7 
1'1.9 
22.0 
22.4 
17.0 
15,7 
20.6 
12.2 
18.5 

17.0 
1'1.' 
11.1 
2'1.5 
22.9 
18.6 
12.0 
12.8 
21.4 
12.9 

5.0 
15.9 
7.7 

11.9 
9.2 
6.7 

10.4 

12.1 
5.9 

27.2 
1'.' 4.6 

lEI.' 
23.4 
12.0 
11.7 

14.5 
10.5 
12.8 
10.' 
19.4 
15.6 

6.8 

9.3 

13.7 
6.7 
8.7 
7.7 
8.7 
5.6 
8.2 
5.8 
7.' 
".3 
8.7 
7.' 
7.6 
5.8 
7.1 
8.2 
6.5 
7.7 
6.8 

13.5 
11.6 
22.6 
20,' 
15.8 

Polico protection 

Amount 

J 728 
3 852 
2 159 
3 572 
6877 
5 130 
1 631 
2 717 
3 389 
2 a'5 

2 162 
4 666 
5 550 
5 788 
32J7 

35 152 
1 859 
1 912 
4 J38 
i 636 

3 309 
2 467 
2 471 
7 051 
1 569 
2 546 
2 653 

6 118 
1 328 
2 76B 
4 799 
8 '170 

2 279 
8 721 

19 055 
1 618 

12 776 
1 9'0 
1 604 
1 523 

29 '102 
6·2138 

2 891 

68 1134 

60 8:10 
5 '123 
7 637 
2 "33 
5 164 
2 073 
2 975 
3 681 
4 716 

2 :169 
3 220 
6 160 
6 039 
2 018 
6 '156 
2 ~62 
7 '135 
3330 
9 0<11) 

'I 359 
5 140 
:l 1J37 

147 734 
1 269 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

95.7 
96.2 
95.4 
97.6 
94.3 
95.2 
95.7 
95.1 
92.6 
97.1 

9'.7 
96.3 
9'1.0 
81.'1 
88.3 
67.7 
93.4 
93.0 
95.5 
91.2 

94.5 
95.3 
95.7 
88.6 
91.9 
89.3 
97.6 

87.3 
92.2 
85.7 
88.8 
89.4 

90.2 
71.1 
92.6 
93.5 

58.6 
79.4 
77.1 
83.4 
58.5 
86.9 

9'1.8 

62.0 
97.0 
93.0 
97.4 
92.0 
95.0 
94.3 
92.2 
93.6 

97.9 
97.1 
96.8 
96.3 
96.6 
97.4 
81'>.2 
9::1.1 
95.9 
91.2 

8'1.9 
86.9 
84.'! 
86.5 
74.4 

Judicial 

Amount 

24 
10 

57 

'183 
297 

6 255 
66 
43 

83 

164 
27 

159 
111 
'59 

4 730 
288 
295 

95 
6 963 

421 

6 506 

19 '158 
2 

67 

7 

'153 
291 
238 

12 4:;!8 
27' 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

1.3 
0,4 

6.8 
8.1 

12.1 
3.3 
2.1 

4.6 

0.1 

2.3 
1.9 
4.9 
2.1 
3.8 

1.6 
!l.9 
2.7 
1.8 

21.7 
11.8 
14.2 
0.2 

13.8 
5.8 

7.1 

19.8 
eZI 

0.8 

0.1 

8.8 
'1.9 
6.8 
7.3 

16.0 

r 
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Table 20. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) 

of 40Srarge-city governments, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

City' 

... . 
· . .(, ... 

ILLINOIS··CONTINUED 
EVANSTON • • • • • 
JOLIET • • • • • • 
oAK LAWN • • • • • 
OAK PARK • • • , 
pEORIA. • •• 
ROCKFORD • • • • 
ROC~ IsLAND •••• 
SKOKIE • • • • • 
SPRINGFIELD •••• 
wAUKEGAN ••••• 

• • • r'~ 

INDIANAI 
ANDERSON • • • • • 
EVANSVILLE • • • • 
FORT WAYNE •••••• ,. 
GARY • • • • • • • • 
HAMMOND. • • • • 
INDIANAPOLIS • • 
MUNCIE • • • • • 
KOKOMO •••• 
SOUTH BEND • • • 
TERRE HAUTE ••• 

IOWAI 

· . 

.. . 

CEDAR RAPIDS • • 
COUNCIL BLUFFS • 
DAVENPORT.. • 
DES MoINES • • • 
DUBUQUE ••••• 
SIOUX CITY • • • 
~ATERLOO • • • • 

. . . . . . 
KANSAS' 

~ANSAS CITY ••• 
LAWRENCE 
OVERLAND PARK: : 
TOPEKA • • • 
WICHITA ••• 

KENTUCKy I 
cOVINGTON. • • • 
LEXINGTON. • • • • 
LOUISVILLE • • • • 
OWENSBORO. • • • • • • 

LOUISIANA. 
BATOf' ROUGE. • • 
LAFAYETTE •••• 
LAKE CHARLES • • 
MONROE • • • • • • 
NEW ORLEANS, • • 
sHREVEPORT • • • 

MAINEI 
pORTLAND 

MARYLAND I 
BALTIMORE. 

MASSACHUSETTS I 
eOSTON ••••• 
I3ROCKTON •••• 
CAMBRIDGE •••• 
cHICOPEE • • • • 
FALL RIVER •• 
HOLyOKE. • • • • 

· .. 
LA~R~NCE • • •• ••• 
LOHELL • • • • • •• •• 
LYNN. ••• • ••• 

HALDEN. • • • • •• • 
MEDFORD ••••••••• ~ 
NEW BEDFORD. •• •• 
NEWTON • ~ • ••• • 
pITTSFIELD • • • • • • 
QUINCY • • • • • • •• • 
sOMERVILLE • •• • • 
SPIUNGFIELD. • • • •• 
WALTHAM. ••• • •• 
WORCESTER. •• • •••• 

MicHIGAN I 
ANN ARBOR ••••• 
DEARBORN • • • • 
DEARBORN HEIGHTS 
DETROIT ••••• 
EAST LANSING • • 

.... 

Seo footnotos at end of table. 

. . 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Legal services and 
prosecution 

Percent of 

Amount 
totsl 

criminal 
justlce 
system 

136 
132 
tOll 

89 
252 
173 

31 
1~9 
221 

84 

67 
176 
200 
179 
93 

2 901 
53 
89 

186 
74 

182 
95 

109 
4117 

61 
196 

66 

377 
57 

205 
302 
381 

1 673 
152 
114 

95 
2 !l27 

164 

157 

5 362 

3 426 
123 
258 

66 
217 
t09 
59 

178 
109 

50 
97 

1111 
232 

71 
126 
87 

313 
I'll 
281 

156 
238 

59 
2 984 

127 

3.5 :s., 
4.6 
2.4 
'.5 
3.2 
1.6 
4.5 
6.0 
2.9 

2.9 
3.6 
3.4 
2.5 
2.5 
5.6 
2.7 
11.3 
'1.1 
4.1 

5.2 
3.7 
4.2 
5.6 
3.6 
6.9 
2.'1 

5.4 
4.0 
6.4 
5.6 
4.0 

7.0 
3,6 
'1.8 
2.9 

7.7 
6.3 
5.5 
5.2 
5.0 
2.3 

5.2 

5.8 

3.5 
2.2 
3.1 
2.6 
3.9 
5.0 
1.9 
'1.5 
2.2 

2,1 
2.9 
2.2 
3.7 
3.11 
1.9 
2.5 
3.9 
'1.1 
2.8 

3.0 
'1.0 
1.7 
1.7 
7.4 

Public defense 

Amount 

Percent 0 

21 

28 

2 

6 

12 
55 

108 

355 

397 

870 

51 
4 
6 

169 
6 

total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

0.5 

1.5 

0.2 

0,1 

0.1 

0.4 
1.0 

0.9 

1.6 

0.8 

0.9 

1.0 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
0.'1 

Correction" 

Percent of 

Amol1nt 
total 

criminal 
j 1ls'tlce 
system 

9 

85 

18 

186 
35 

7 19'1 
12 
11 

,~ 

11l 

461 
56 

105 

290 
10 

3 
39 

261 

32 
2 079 

29 

2071 
61 
67 

113 
10 111 

364 

11 052 

10 839 
43 

149 

1 
3:;! 

59 

46 

62 

115 
2'9 
239 

7 263 
J1 

0.2 

1.2 

1.3 

0.8 

2.6 
1.0 

13,9 
0.6 
0.5 

0.3 
0.7 

5.8 
3.'1 
3.7 

11.1 
0.7 
0.1 
0.7 
2.6 

1.3 
16.9 

1.7 

9.5 
2.5 
3.2 
6.2 

20.1 
5.0 

11.1 
0.8 

eZI 
0.8 

0.9 

0.7 

0.8 

Other criminal justice 

Amount 

Peroent ot 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

19 

80 
811 

392 

20 

6 
2 

19 
'I 

57 
19 
81 

100 

71 

203 

876 

62'1 

2 616 

316 

85 

120 
10? 
214 

4 

386 
108 

585 

129 

0.5 

eZI 
2.6 
6.7 

0.8 

0.'1 

O.:;! 
0.1 

1.1 
0.1 

0.8 
l.3 
2.5 
1.8 

0.6 

0.9 

1.7 

0.7 

2.7 

3.8 

ll. 

11.2 
1.11 

5.9 

O. 
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Table 20. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) 

of 406 large city goverriments,fiscal year 1978-Contlnued" 

City' 

HICHIGAN-.CONTINUED 
FARMINGTON H~LLS • • • • • • • • • 
FL~NT •••• ~ ••••••• I •• 

GRAND RAPIDS •• ••• •• • 
KALAMAZOO ••••••• 10 • ., •• 

LANSING. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LINCOLN PARK • • • • • • • • • • • 
LIVONIA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
tJONTIAC .............. . 
ROSEVILLE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 

ROYAL OAk. • • • • • • • • • • • ~ 
SAGINAW •••••••••••••• 
SOUTHFIELD • • • • • •• • ••• 
ST. CLAIR SHORES • >' ••••••• 
STERLING HEIGHTS • •• ••••• 
iAY~OR • • • • •• ••••••• 
TROV • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WARREN • • • •• •••• • • 
WESTLAND ••• ~ 0 •••••• 

WYOMING •••••• \) • •• •• 

MINNESOTAI 
BLOOMINGTON. • • • • • 
DULUTH • • • , , • • • 
MINNEAPOLIS. • • • • • 
ROCHESTER. • • • • • 
ST. PAUL ., • • • • • • 

MISSISSIPPI I 
IlILOXI • • 
JACKSON. • 

MISSOURII 

. . . . · . · . 

· ..... · . . · ... '." 
• Co •••• · ..... 
" .... . · .... . 

COLUMBIA • • •• •••• ••• 
FLORISSANT 0 • • • • • • • • • • " 

INDEPENDENCE ••••••••• 
KANSAS CITY. • • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. JOSEPH. • • • • • •• • 
ST, ~OUIS •••• ¥ • ~ •••••• 

SPRINGFIELD. • • ~. ..,... 

MONTANA I 
BILLINGS • • 
GREA'I' FALLS. 

.. . . 
NEBR"SKAI 

LlNCOW. 
OMAHA •• 

" ....... , .... . 
B 0 • ~ • • • • • • • ,. If 

NEVADA I 
LM VEGAS •••• 
RENO • • • • 0 • , 

NEW HAMpSHIRE. 

• ••• " • I) · ...... . 
MANCHESTER • • • • • • 
NASHUA • e • a • '" • • . .. . 

NEil JERSEY, 
BAYONNE •••••• 
BLOOMFIELD • • • • 
CAMDEN ••• , •• 
CLIFTON. • • • • • 
EAST ORANGE. • • • 
ELIZABETH ••••• 
IRVINGTON. , ••• 

1.1 ...... .. 

• •• II ••• .. . .. " 

JERSEY CITY •••••••••• '.' 
NEW~kK } • • • , • • II • a • • • • 

PASSAIC o • •• ••• ~ • • • • • 

PATERSON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TRENTON •••• ". • •••• 
UNION CITY • • • • • • • • • • • • 
VINELAND • • •• •• ft , • • • • 

NEW MEXICOI 
ALBUQUERQUE. • 

NEW YORi(1 
· . ,. " ..... 

ALBANY • • • •• •• ~ • • • • • 
BINGHAMTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BUFFALO ••••••••••••• 
HOUNT VERNON • • • • • • • • • • • 
NEW ROCNELLE , • • • • • • • • • • 
NEW YORK CITV. " •••• II •••• 

Bee icotnoteB at end of table. 

57 538 
163 5911 
1811 9511 
79 077 

127 12B 
117 502 

lOB 337 
79 189 
56 978 

76 208 
82 162 
75 5111 
85 1182 
96 676 
79 223 
62 390 

170 0811 
88 631 
58 335 

78 052 
95 2118 

360 269 
56 865 

261> 971 

1111 1139 
190 5112 

611 612 
70 639 

111 575 
1158 573 

77 804 
517 671 
1311 9711 

72 303 
60 3311 

163 937 
365 711 

161 086 
82 5111 

85 119 
64 273 

70 222 
50 957 
88 785 
76 83B 
71 863 

103 1197 
56 036 

232 137 
3211 138 

50 258 
152 11111 
96 951 
52 305 
52 984 

291 187 

107 798 
60 130 

390 065 
7:3 572 
70 1150 

7 297 787 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Total 
general 

expend1 ture 

11 882 
83 885 
88 9111 
25 939 
611 990 
10 772 
29 809 
>63 157 
12 531 

16 1101 
:.u 7'19 
29 009 
17 378 
23 931 
18 960 
19 162 
"19 056 
21 376 
13 105 

23 1711 
117773 

183 778 
17 627 

15J 858 

7 310 
511 1126 

111 939 
5 160 

19 527 
2'16 162 
30 580 

2118 901 
J3 071 

25 118 
17 028 

53 355 
126 717 

115 575 
11'1 1511 

60 '125 
311 9711 

21 '180 
11 696 
33 '109 
29 779 
119 077 
67 880 
111 0211 

156 636 
3'12 1122 

111 163 
96 859 
J5 998 
15 30'1 
:51 6119 

lll; 522 

56 606 
24 261 

:361 598 
27 11811 
37 085 

11 5'11 9011 

Total criminal 
justice system 

Amount 

2 236 
12 11113 
10 066 

II 5'111 
8 573 
2 077 
II 26'1 
& 150 
2 7711 

3 1111 
7 3'11 

10 052 
3 607 
'I 806 
~ '107 
II 297 
7 8:37 
3 516 
2 902 

2 552 
J 607 

23 1185 
1 822 

16 86'1 

1 N2 
6 962 

2 121 
1 '130 
3 607 

37 1156 
2 233 

63 780 
3 700 

2 :579 
1 780 

6 508 
1'1 302 

13 838 
7 503 

'I 011 
'I 998 

3 560 
2 675 

10 517 
3 631 
5 1112 
7 067 
J OJ8 

26 576 
31 2113 

:3 398 
8 916 
8 652 
3 309 
2 237 

16 371 

6 899 
2 8117 

27 1113 
II )09 
II 7'11 

1 452 9n 

Percent of 
total 
general 

expenditure 

18.8 
1'1.9 
11.3 
17.5 
13.2 
19.3 
ltJ.3 
J.2.9 
22.1 

a.2 
23.1 
311.7 
20.8 
20.1 
18.0 
22.'1 
16.0 
16.11 
22.1 

11.0 
7.6 

12.8 
10.3 
11,0 

16.0 
12.8 

111.2 
27.7 
18.5 
15.2 
7,3 

25.6 
11.2 

9.5 
10.!! 

12.2 
11.3 

:3C).1I 
17.0 

6.6 
1'1.3 

),6.6 
22.9 
31.5 
12.2 
10.5 
10.11 
21.7 

17.0 
9.1 

:2'1.0 
9.2 

2'1.0 
21.6 
7.1 

111.2 

12.2 
11.7 
7.6 

15.7 
12.8 
12.6 

Police protection 

Amount 

1 963 
10 876 
7 978 
3 702 
6 857 
1 831 
3 576 
6 708 
2 392 

2 7'19 
7 116 
6 122 
3 111,' 
Ii '56 
:3 107 
3 515 
6 739 
2 868 
2 5211 

2 320 
:3 251" 

20 6119 
1 721 

15 1106 

1 102 
5 728 

1 920 
1 387 
:3 289 

31 797 
2 092 

'15 152 
3 '1112 

2 1116 
1 6:32 

'I 999 
12 075 

12 '186 
6 1115 

3 526 
3 661 

3 2'19 
2 1160 
9 78'1 
3 396 
II :33'1 I 6 6Q3 
~ 659 

25 079 
29 191 
3 106 
8 '152 
8 063 
2 88'1 
2 038 

12 693 

6 3117 
2 586 

211 662 
3 818 
q 353 

1 122 016 

Percent 
ot total 
criminal 
JUBtico 
oystem 

87.8 
87.1 
79.:3 
81.5 
80.0 
86.2 
83.9 
82.:3 
86.2 

87.5 
96.9 
60.9 
9'1.6 
90.6 
91.2 
81.8 
86.0 
81.6 
87.0 

90.9 
90.3 
88.8 
9'1.5 
91.11 

9'1.0 
82.0 

90.5 
97.0 
91.2 
8'1.9 
9:3.7 
70.8 
93.0 

90.2 
91.7 

76.8 
8'1.11 

90.2 
85.5 

87.9 
73.2 

91.:3 
92.0 
93.0 
9:3.5 
811.3 
9:3.11 
87.5 

911.'1 
93.'1 
91.'1 
9'1.8 
"'J.2 
87.2 
91.1 

77.5 

92.0 
90.8 
90.0 
88.6 
91.8 
77.2 

Judicial 

Amount 

162 
7'18 

1 013 
11'12 
7115 
187 
335 
782 
261 

228 

1 385 
1:32 
299 
224 
635 
778 
112'1 
21~ 

65 
35 

21 
251 

86 
25 

1119 
1 690 

47 
6 605 

115 

106 
37 

681 
1 2'111 

697 
1100 

183 
1 165 

1'19 
92 

;379 
143 
1155 
161 
206 

615 
851 
102 
2111 
335 
21111 
107 

997 

315 
162 

1 156 
252 
237 

69 667 

Percent 
of total 
crim.1nal 
justice 
system 

':'.2 
6.0 

10.1 
9.7 
e.7 
9.0 
7.9 
9.6 
9.11 

7.3 

13.8 
3.7 
6.2 
6.6 

111.8 
9.9 

12.1 
7.11 

2.5 
1.0 

1.8 
3.6 

4.1 
1.7 
11.1 
11.5 
2.1 

10.11 
3.1 

4.5 
2.1 

10.5 
8.7 

5.0 
5.3 

11.6 
23.3 

11.2 
3.'1 
3.6 
3.9 
8.8 
2.3 
6.8 

3.1 
2.7 
3.0 
2.7 
3.9 
7.11 
'1.8 

6. 

11.6 
5.7 
11.2 
5.8 
5.0 
11.8 

____________________________________________________________ ~IJ_~ 
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Table 20. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) 

"of 406 large' city governments, fiscal year1978-Continued 

CIty' 

MICHIGAN--CONTINUED 
FARMiNGTON HILLS • • • • • • • • • 
FLINT. • • • •• ".... " 
GRAND RAPIDS •• • ••••••• 
KALAMAZOO. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LANSING. • • • • • • , • • • • • 
LINCOLN PARi( • • • • • • • • • • • 
LIVONIA. • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • 
PONTIAC, ••••• ••• •• 
ROSEVILLE ••• e ,. • •••• 

ROVAL OAK. • • • • 
SAGINAW ••••• 
SOUTHFIELD • • • • 
ST. CLAIR SHORES. 
STERLING HEIGHTS • 
TAYLOR • • • • • • 
TROY • • • • • • 
WARREN. ... •• 
W:ZSTLAND " ••••• 
WYOMING. • • • • 

MINNESOTA. 
BLOOMINGTON. • • • 
DULUTH ••••• 
MINNEAPOLIS. • • • 
ROCHESTER. • • • • 
ST. PAUL •••• If 

MISSISSIPPI I 
BILOXI. • •• 
JACKSON. • • 

MISSOURI I 
COLUMBIA • • • • • 
FLORISSANT • • • 
INDEPENCENCE • • • 
KANSAS CITY ••• 

.. . . .. .. 

. .... 
ST. JOSEPH. •• • ••• 
ST. LOUIS •••••• 
SPRINGFIELD. • • • 

MONTANA I 
BILLINGS • • 
GREAT FALLS, · ... . · ... . 

NEBRASKA I 
LINCOLN • 
OHAHA. • 

. . .. . ....... 
NEVADA I 

LAS VEGAS. • 
RENO • • • • · . . 

NEW HAMPSHIRE I 
MANCHESTER • • • • 
NASHUA •••••• 

NEW JERSEY I 
BAYONNE ••••• 
BLOOMFIELD • • • • 
CAMDEN • • • • • 
CLIFTON. • • • • • 
EAST ORANGE. • • 
EL~ZABETH. •• • 
IRVINGTON ••••• 

JERSEy CITY •••• 
NEWARK •• t ••• 

PASSAIC. • • • • • 
PATERSON • • • • 
TRENTON ••••• 
UNION CITY • • • • 
VINELAND • • • • • 

NEW MEXICO, 
ALBUQUERQUE. • 

NEW YORIO 

.... ... 

· . . .. .. · . . . .. . · ..... . 
• •• (I •••• · ..... . · ...... . 
" . . . .. . · ...... . 
J. ••••••• · ..... . · ..... . · .... ,. . · . . . .. . 

ALBANY • • • •• •••••••• 
BINGHAMTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BUFFALO •••••••••••••• 
HOUNT VERNON •• •••••••• 
NEW ROCHELLE •• •••••••• 
NEW YORK CITY. • • • •• • ••• 

Bee footnotes at end of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Legel services and 
prosecution 

Percent of 
total 

Amount criminal 
justice 
system 

106 11.7 
320 2.6 
3411 3.11 
271 6.0 
1711 2.0 

110 1.9 
165 3.9 
:398 11.9 

92 3.3 

85 2.7 
l!25 3.1 
2211 2.2 
62 1.7 

123 2.6 
60 1.8 

121 2.8 
)01 3.8 

72 2.0 
125 11.3 

11111 5.6 
2811 7.9 

1 1181 6.3 
101 5.S 
866 5.1 

31 2.6 
374 5.4 

115 5.'1 
18 1.:3 

138 3.8 
1 229 3.3 

91 11.1 
:3 179 5.0 

128 3.5 

97 ".1 
37 2.1 

1102 6.2 
782 5.5 

51111 3.9 
298 11.0 

12/j 3.1 
76 1.5 

151 11.2 
87 3.3 

2611 2.5 
92 2,5 

2118 '1.8 
187 2.6 
173 5.7 

327 1.2 
7211 2.3 
82 2,11 

223 2,5 
133 1.5 
68 2.1 
92 4.1 

678 11.1 

201 
99 

1 026 
202 
151 

72 728 

2.9 
3.5 
3.7 
11.7 
3.2 
5.0 

Public defense 

Amount 

Percent of 
total 

cr1minal 
justice 
system 

38 0.3 
13 0.1 

26 0.:3 
1 eZl 

15 0.11 
3J 0.11 
29 1,0 

7 0.2 

1'1 0.1 

9 0.2 

3 0.1 
19 0 •• 1 
12 0.:1 

II 0.1 

20 0.6 

19 0.1 

1 eZl 
258 0.7 

1 eZl 

7 0.3 

111 0.8 
9 0.1 

11 0.3 

39 0.1 

12 0.1 

17 0.1 

7 0.1 

63 0.2 

16 563 1.1 

r)orreotione 

..4.mount 

5 
501 
332 
129 
771 

18 
173 
229 

72 

2 307 

19 
16 
23 

140 
35 

23 
11 

515 

79 

18 
598 

30 
1 526 

2 
8 6'12 

6 

23 
711 

1126 
9:3 

381 

96 
96 

1 938 

27 

156 387 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
JlloUce 
Iystem 

0.2 
11.1) 
3.3 
2.8 
9.0 
0.9 
11.1 
2.8 

23.0 

0.'1 
0.5 
0.5 

'1.0 
1.2 

0.9 
0.3 
2.2 

0.5 

1.5 
8.6 

0.8 
11.1 
0.1 

13.5 
0.2 

1.0 
4.2 

11.8 

0.6 

10.8 

Other crim1nal justice 

Amount 

[Percent of 
total 

criminal 
JUBtice 
system 

386 :3.8 

6110 2.7 

4911 2.9 

31 0.'1 

956 2.6 

202 0.3 
9 0.2 

108 0.8 

82 2.0 

36 1.3 
90 0.9 

105 2.0 
116 1.6 

316 1.2 
1177 1.5 
108 3.2 

109 1.3 
113 3.'1 

118 0.3 

29 

506 
10 

0.'1 

1.8 
0.2 

15 6111 1.1 
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Table 20. Percent distribution of criminal ju!stice s)'stem total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) 
of 40& large citY govlernm~nts. fiscal year 1978-Continued 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

----,------------------------------~------.--~----------~--------------------~------------------_T-------------------

C1ty' 

NEW YORK-.CONTINUED 
NIAGARA FALLS. • • 
ROCHESTER. • • • • 
ROME • • • • • • 
SCHENECTADY • 
SYRACUSE • • • • 
TROy • • • • • • 

• It •• · .. · · .... 
UileA •••• It • 

WHITE PLAINS. ••• 
YONKERS. • ••• 

NORTH CAROLINA' 
ASHEVILLE. • • • 
CHARLOTTE, ••• 
DURHAM • • • • • 
FAYETTEVILLE • • 
GREENSBORO • •• ••• 
HIGH POINT • • • • • 
RALE~GH. • • • • • • • 
WILMINGTON • • • 
WINSTON-SAL~M •• 

NORTH DAKOTA' 
FARGO. • 

OHIO. 
AKRON.. • • 
CANTON • • • • • • 
CINCINNATI • • • • 
CLEVELAND ••••• 
CLEVELAND HEIGHTS. 
COLUMBUS ••••• 
DAYTON. ••••••• 
ELYRIA. ••• 
EUCLID • • • • , • 
HAMILTON ••••• 

KETTERING. • • • 
LAKEWOOD • • • • • • • 
LIMA •• ••••• 
LORAIN •••••• 
MANSFIELD •••• 
PARMA ••••••• 
SPRINGFIELD. • • • 
TOLEDO. •••• 
WARREN ••••• 
YOUNGSTOWN • • • • 

.. .. 
OKLAHOMA' 

LAWTON • • 
MIDWEST •• 
i40RMAN • 
OKLAHOMA 
TULSA •• 

CITY: : : 

OREGON. 
EUGENE • •• • 
PORTLAND • • • • • 
SALEM. • ••• 

.. " . 

· .... .... 

: • I 

· .... · . 

PENNSYLVANIA' 
ALLENTOWN. • • • 
ALTOONA. • • • • • 
BETHLEHEM ••••• 
CHESTER •••••• 
ERIE • • • • • • • 
HARRISBURG • • • • 
LANCASTER. • • • • 
PHILADELPHIA •• 
PITTSBURGH • • • • 
READING. • • • • 
SCRANTON • • • • 

· ..... . 

WILKES-BARRE •• 
yORK •• ••• 

RHoOJr ISLAND. 
CRANSTON • • • 
pAWTUCKET •••• 
PROVIDENCE • • • • 
WARWICk •••••• 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 
CHARLESTON • • • • 
COLUMBIA • • • • • 
GREENVILLE • • • 
NORTH CHARLESTON • 

· ...... . · . .. . ... · ..... · . . .. .. 

.. . 
•• •• 0 •• · . .. . . . . ...... 

See tootnotaa at end of table. 

lbpulation:J 

79 060 
256 285 

47 377 
73 265 

177 564 
58 739 
80 103 
46 895 

189 139 

58 6112 
295 685 
103 686 

67 072 
160 562 

68 343 
138 005 

54 353 
139 686 

57 3911 

2411 265 
96 0114 

403 363 
609 187 
54 9411 

532 339 
197 71111 
51 260 
61 080 
66 712 

68 569 
63 584 
50 263 
61 197 
56 1170 
97 427 
74 018 

358 677 
59 262 

129 875 

83 785 
50 341 
62 521 

371 802 
3311 365 

99 220 
383 904 

83 738 

103 2011 
58 630 
72 887 
115 775 

1211 469 
56 105 
56 9511 

1 778 3115 
qll2 139 
76 1157 
91 503 
54 867 
116 595 

73 523 
69 911 

160 982 
87 1150 

59 911 
110 851 

57 1106 
58 658 

Total 
general 

expend! ture 

74 1117 
278 501 

33 606 
18 157 

1311 58q 
qO 382 
25 576 

107 815 
140 250 

17 291 
1111 786 

31 842 
15 32'1 
56 225 
26 317 
46 1181 
1'1 678 
52 771 

21 196 

81 011 
36 269 

2117 57(1 
339 734 

11 596 
191 699 

96 &97 
11 1121 
20 249 
18 750 

9 933 
12 092 
19 958 
19 035 
12 '187 
13 6711 
19 232 

1311 033 
11 151 
38 120 

22 2119 
7 656 

10 11111 
139 536 
12\; 578 

311 3211 
184 573 

111 0110 

35 563 
10 li~3 
19 0(,5 
14 385 
31 On 
22 12'1 
16 59(1 

1 335 582 
166 837 

19 385 
25 656 
18 1'13 
10 6115 

112 112 
1111 395 

101 182 
54 998 

16 810 
29 9115 
16 902 

II 431 

Total criminal 
justice system 

Amount 

3 683 
17 362 

1 :.'157 
3 7113 

10 9011 
2 551 
:3 206 
5 173 

12 819 

2 463 
12 1181 

6 348 
2 782 
8 133 
2 568 
7 051 
2 156 
8 542 

2 013 

10 823 
5 4J'i 

34 499 
79 539 

2 237 
38 t.o6 
17 140 

1 811 
2 795 
3 721 

2 306 
1 860 
2 333 
2 1102 
3 856 
2 575 
3 587 

20 520 
2 668 
6 8119 

2 980 
1 685 
2 212 

17 039 
13 930 

') 1178 
23 026 

3 878 

3 1196 
1 610 
2 562 
2 796 
11072 
2 910 
2 0113 

295 'l1l8 
25 331 

3 239 
3 057 
1 829 
2 318 

2 867 
2 838 
9 728 
4 416 

3 665 
II 566 
2 834 
1 5';6 

Percent of 
total 

general 
expend1 ture 

'1.9 
6.2 
4.0 

20.6 
8.1 
6,J 

12,5 
11.8 
9.1 

111.2 
10.9 
19.9 
18.2 
111.5 
9.8 

15.2 
111.7 
16.2 

9,5 

13.4 
15.0 
13.9 
23.4 
19.3 
20.1 
17.7 
15.9 
13.8 
19.8 

23.2 
15.11 
11.7 
12.6 
30.9 
18.8 
18.7 
15.3 
211.1 
18.0 

13.4 
22.0 
21.2 
12.2 
11.0 

13.0 
12.5 

9.11 

9.8 
15.9 
13.4 
19.11 
13.1 
13.2 
12.3 
22.1 
15.2 
16.7 
11.9 
10.1 
21.8 

6.8 
6.4 
9.6 
8.0 

21.8 
15.3 
16.8 
35.6 

Poltce protection 

Amount 

3 299 
15 811a 

1 0211 
3 53'1 
9 698 
2 311 
2 817 
II 506 

10 878 

2 265 
12 155 

6 170 
2 677 
7 891 
2 493 
6 793 
2 060 
8 230 

1 865 

7 661 
II 299 

23 968 
51 954 

1 9211 
29 505 
12 1128 
1 201 
2 465 
2 055 

1 668 
1 567 
1 758 
1 7811 
1 811 
1 995 
2 69\1 

15 932 
1 796 
5 098 

2 1138 
1 567 
2 012 

14 506 
12 039 

3 8311 
21 710 

3 5211 

3 1106 
1 5"/2 
2 50q 
2 688 
:5 751 
2 819 
1 9911 

182 5611 
23 835 

3 1112 
2 971 
1 777 
2 260 

2 809 
2 726 
9 282 
q 333 

3 515 
3 697 
2 392 
1 511 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

89.6 
91.2 
75.5 
911.11 
88.9 
90.6 
87.9 
87.1 
811.9 

92.0 
97.4 
97.2 
96.2 
97.0 
97.1 
96.3 
95.5 
96.3 

70.8 
79.1 
69.5 
65.3 
86.0 
76.'1 
72.5 
66.3 
88.2 
55.2 

72.3 
811.2 
75.'1 
711.3 
117.0 
77.5 
75.2 
77.6 
66.8 
711.11 

81.8 
93.0 
91.0 
85.1 
86.11 

97.11 
97.6 
97.7 
96.1 
92.1 
96.9 
97.6 
61.B 
911.1 
97.0 
97.2 
97.2 
97.5 

98.0 
96.1 
95.11 
98.1 

95.9 
80.9 
811.11 
95.9 

Judi.1sl 

Percent 
of total 

Amount criminal 
justice 
system 

216 5.9 
786 11,5 

78 5.7 
115 3.1 
588 5.11 
111 11.11 
192 6.0 
273 5.3 
627 11.9 

58 

1 311 
679 

II 075 
18 1111 

169 
II 321 
1 373 

368 
172 
153 

265 
170 
313 
300 
11111 
1121 
11711 

2 009 
Sill 
673 

1811 
111 

1011 
5110 
11211 

265 

100 

106 

ij6 839 
4011 

8 
31 

190 
5 

2.9 

12.1 
12.5 
11.8 
22.8 
7.6 

11.2 
8.0 

20.3 
6.2 
'1.1 

11.5 
9.1 

13.4 
12.5 
11.<1 
16.3 
13.2 
9.8 

20.2 
9.8 

6.2 
2.<1 
11.7 
3.2 
3.0 

5.9 

2.6 

15.9 
1.6 

0.3 
1.1 
2.0 
0.1 

1.3 
6.9 
11.7 
1.8 

r 
I 
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Table 20. "Percent diStriblJtion~ of criminal justice systemtotal expenditure-(d'lrect'ailcfintergovernmental) 
;of406large"citY -governments. fiscal year'1978-Continued 

City' 

NEW YORK-.CONTINUED 
NIAGARA FALLS. • • • , • •• •• 
ROCHESTER. • • • • • • •• .. •• 
ROME ...... II .. •• • ...... 

SCHENECTADY •• ••• • • 
SYRACUSE •••• '," •••• 
TROY. .. • •• • ........ . 
UTICA. • • .. •• ........ . 
WHITE PLAINS •• •• • 
YONKERS. ... ••• • ••• 

NORTH CAROl.INA' 
ASHEVILLE •••• 
CHARl.OTTE. • • • 
DURHAM • • • • • 
FAYETTEVILLE • • 
GREENSBORO • • • 
HIGH POINT • • • • 
RALEIGH. • • • • • 
WILMINGTON • • • • 
WINSTON.SALEM. • 

NORTH DAKOTA. 
FARGO •••• 

OHIO. 

.. " . .... 

AKRON. • • • • • • • • • • •• • 
CANTON • • • • • •• ••• • 
CINCINNATI • • • •• • • 
CLEyELAND ••••••••••••• 
CLEVELAND HEIGHTS.. •••••• 
COl.UMBUS • • • • • •• •••• 
DAYTON • • • • • • • •• ••• 
El.YRIA ••••••••••••• 
EUC~ID • • • •• •••••• 
HAMILTON •••• 0 •••••••• 

KETTERING. • •• •• ••••• 
LAKEWOOD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LIMA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LORAIN • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MANSFIELD. • • • • •• • ••• 
PARMA ••• I •• ••• • ••• 

SPRINGFIELD. •• •••••• • 
TOl.EDO •••••••••••• 
WARREN • • • • •• • ••••• 
yOUNGSTOWN • • , • • • •• • • 

OKLAHOMA' 
LAWTON • • • • •• • ••••• 
MIDWEST •••• ~ • • • ••• 
WORMAN • • • • • • • • • • • 
oKLAHOMA CITY. • • •• •••• 
TULSA. • • • • • • • • • • • 

OREGON' 
EUGENE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PORTLAND • • •• •••••••• 
SALEM. • • • • • • • • • •• 

PENNSYLVANIA' 
ALLENTOWN. • •• ••• • ••• 
ALTOONA. • • • • • • • • •• •• 
BETHLEHEM. • • • • •• • ••• 
CHESTER. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ERIE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HARRISBURG • •• •• ••••• 
LANCASTER ••• , •• •••• • 
pHIl.ADE~PHIA • • • • • • • • 
PITTSBURGH • • • • •• ••••• 
READING. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SCRANTON • • •• •••••• • 
WILKES-BARRE •• •••••••• 
YORK .. , ••••••••••••• 

RHODE ISLAND. 
CRANSTON • • • • • • • • • • • 
PAWTUCKET. • •• • •••••• 
PROVIDENCE • • • • • • • • • • • 
WARWICK, • , •• ...,.... 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 
CHARLESTON • • • • •• •••• 
COLUMBIA • • • • • • • • • • * • 
GREENVILLE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NORTH CHARl.ESTON • • • • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of thble, 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Legal services and 
prosecution 

Percent of 

Amount 

16B 
68!5 
2!!5 

911 
27' 
129 
187 
3911 
505 

111 
310 
167 
105 
185 

75 
215 

96 
206 

90 

1191 
285 

1 217 
1 1138 

100 
1 <169 

1175 
2:37 
157 

60 

156 
101 

Bl 
182 

85 
159 
167 
'175 
/,70 
383 

116 
28 
90 

839 
517 

308 
685 
183 

90 
38 
58 

t08 
122 

68 
119 

11 600 
665 

97 
B6 
52 
39 

50 
81 

256 
76 

102 
119 

80 
36 

total 
criminal 
justice 
systelll 

11.6 
3.9 

18.8 
2.5 
2.5 
5.1 
5.8 
7.6 
3.9 

11.5 
2.5 
2.6 
3.8 
2.3 
2.9 
3.0 
11.5 
2.11 

11.5 

11.5 
5.2 
3.5 
1.8 
'1.5 
3.11 
2.8 
7.6 
5.6 
1.6 

6.8 
5.<1 
3.5 
7.6 
2.2 
6.2 
11.7 
2.3 
6.3 
5.6 

3.9 
1.7 
11.1 
11.9 
3.7 

6.9 
3.0 
4.7 

2.6 
2.ij 
2.3 
3.9 
3.0 
2.3 
2.11 
3.9 
2.6 
3.0 
2.8 
2.8 
1.7 

1.7 
2.9 
2.6 
1.7 

2.8 
2.6 
2.8 
2.3 

Publ.ic dtlfcnse 

Amount 

Percent of 

32 

26 

286 
153 

10 

20 

21 
5 

27 

162 

23 

8 

II 327 

total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

0.5 

0.3 

0.8 
0.2 

0.9 
1.1 
1.3 

0.3 

0.9 

0.9 
0.2 

0.2 

0.9 

1.2 

0.5 

0.2 

1.5 

Corrections 

Percent of 

Amount 

10 

1191 

16 

57 

11 

80 

1 280 
17ij 

4 720 
II 596 

110 
2 350 
2 6811 

81 
1 

152 

197 
22 

160 
1'1 
113 

711 
2 051 

911 
11611 

86 
119 

6 
772 
788 

Q8 

63 

~ 

119 372 

total 
criminal 
jUstice 
system 

0.3 

3.8 

0.1 

0.7 

0.2 

0.9 

11.8 
3.2 

13.7 
!I.8 
1.8 
6.1 

15.7 
q.5 
eZI 
11.1 

8.5 
1.2 
6.9 
5.5 
2.9 

2.1 
10.0 
3.5 
6.S 

2.9 
2.9 
0.3 
11.5 
5.7 

1.1 

1.6 

16.7 

Q05 8.9 

Other criminal justice 

ercent of 

Amount 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

51 

318 

87 

11 

80 

233 
3 3011 

II 
609 

1 291 

1 1106 

173 
11 
85 

231 

129 

382 

631 

93 
23 

7116 
q27 

19 

2 

1 
33 

229 

0.3 

3,2 

2.5 

3.5 

0.2 

0.7 

0.7 
Q.2 
0.2 
1.6 

36.5 

11.8 
0.1 
3.2 
3.11 

11.3 

2.2 

2.7 

2.3 
0.8 

0.3 
1.7 

0.8 

eZI 

eZI 
0.7 
8.1 

" 
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Table 20. Percent distribution of crimi~1 justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) 

of 406 large city governments, fiscal year 1978--Continuea 

City' 

SOUTH DAKOTA I 
SIOUX FALLS. • • • • 

TENNESSEE I 
CHATTANOOGA. • • • • 
cLARKSVILLE •••••• 
KNOXVILLE •••••• 
MEMPHIS, • • • • • ~ • 
NASHVILLE-DAVIDSON • • 

TEXASI 
ABILENE. • • • • • 
AMARILLO • • • • • 
ARLINGTON. • • • • 
AUSTIN • • • • • • 
BEAUMONT • • • • 

.... · .... 

BROWNSVILLE. • • •• ••••• 
CORPUS CHRISTI • • • • • • • 
DALl.AS • • •• • •• 
EL PASO. • •••• 

FORT WORTH. •••• • •• 
GALVESTON.. • •••• 
GARLAND, • • • • •• •• •• 
GRAND PRAIRIE. • • • • • • •• • 
HOUSTON. ••••• •••••• 
IRVING. • ~. •••••••• 
LAREDO. •• • •• 
LONGVIEW •• • 
LUBBOCK •••• , ... 

MESQUITE 

MIDLAND •••••• 
ODESSA •••••• 
PASADENA.. •• 
PORT ARTHUR. • • • 
RICHARDSON • • • 
sAN ANGELO • • • 
SAN ANTONIO. • • • • • • • • 
TYLER.. • ••• 
WACO , • • • • • • 
WICHITA FALLS •• 

UTAHI 
OGDEN,. • •• 
PROVO. • • • • • 
sALT LAKE CITY. 

........ . . .. .. . .. .. . 
VIRGINIAI 

ALEXANDRIA •• •• 
cHESAPEAKE • • • • • 
HAMPTON •••••••• 
LYNCHBURG •••••••• 
NEWPORT NEWS • •• • 
NORFOLK. • • • • • • • 
PORTSMOUTH •• •••• 
RICHMOND. • •• •• 
ROANOKE ....... . 
VIRGINIA BEACH • • • • • 

WASHINGTON I 

· . · . 
BELLEVUE ••• 
EVERETT. • •• • 
SEATTLE •••••• 
SPOKANE. • • • • • 
TACOMA. ••• 

...... 
WEST VIRGINIA I 

cHARLESTON • • • 
HUNTINGTON • • • • 

WISCONSINI 
APPLETON. ••• •••••• 
GREEN BAY. • • • •• •••••• 
KENOSHA. • • • • • • • •• • • 
LA CROSSE. • • • • • • • • 0 • • • 

MADISON. • • • • • • •• •••• 
MILWAUKEE. • • • • • • • • • • 
OSHKOsH. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RACINE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
wAUWATOSA. • •• •• • •••• 
WEST ALI.IS • • • • •• • ••• 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 

Population2 

711 927 

165 280 
57 299 

1811 9112 
668 11113 
1128 957 

95 392 
1113 1134 
121\ 6116 
323 250 
117 11111 
71 092 

215 2211 
81111 528 
395 1\19 

367 993 
60 1119 

1211 298 
61 017 

1 5511 960 
105 070 
80 570 
511 173 

166 127 

62 878 

65 829 
87 624 

103 856 
61 286 
611 870 
67 710 

793 3711 
611 097 

101\ 329 
96 8811 

68 512 
55 577 

167 11011 

1011 056 
111 136 
126 761 
63 221 

1112 262 
281 962 
108 1117 
223 212 
96 606 

235 8110 

68 679 
50 505 

1188 928 
175 327 
1511 3110 

66 965 
69 592 

60 311 
90 368 
80 385 
117 81111 

168 932 
653 1117 
50 1160 
93 1197 
56 613 
69 3116 

Z Less than half the unit of measurement swm. 

(Dollar amounts in thous:;!rtds) 

Total 
general 

expendi ture 

27 139 

107 529 
8 391 

116 3112 
379 282 
335 765 

15 0113 
35 1111 
27 522 

101 1111'1 
25 5'12 
15 290 
115 278 

255 0'16 
711 262 

119 085 
26 353 
31 0"7 
1'1 703 

/j11 68'1 
17 363 
19 179 
12 539 
11'1 939 

9 629 

1'1 SilO 
12 '150 
19 860 
1'1 816 
13 718 
12 6115 

188 371 
1'1 261 
32 928 
18 096 

18 487 
18 '169 
611 liS" 

98 860 
65 7511 
811 220 
113 001 
811 211 

156 '196 
86 580 

216 130 
80 689 

138 692 

23 57'1 
H 790 

229 639 
51 989 
62 1182 

25 757 
18 185 

'10 !l1I0 
73. 072 
16 632 
30 853 

131 285 
238 228 

36 279 
32 917 
36 015 
!I'I 356 

Total crimina.l 
justice system 

Amount 

2 56'1 

8 631 
1 232 
7 '178 

37 9:1!2 
32 260 

2 279 
'I 710 
3 695 

13 7111 
II J'IS 
1 927 
9 630 

56 92/j 
13 592 

19 383 
2 803 
3 '100 
1 620 

76 728 
2 767 
1 359 
1 525 
5 855 

2 0011 

2 365 
2 317 
3 55'1 
2 036 
1 652 
2 026 

33 368 
1 67/j 
3 532 
2 530 

'I 100 
1 725 

IJ 61'1 

8 796 
6 271 

10 OJ2 
II 020 
8 881 

18 389 
6 867 

18 283 
9 1'16 

12 000 

2 8'11 
2 601 

37 1711 
7 209 
8811 

3 088 
2 676 

1 708 
3 0119 
3 002 
1 1177 
8 177 

117 ;329 
1 575 
II 67'1 
2 1Jl 
3 199 

Percent of 
total 

general 
expenditure 

8.0 
H.7 
6./j 

10.0 
9.6 

15.1 
13.J 
1:1.11 
13.5 
17.0 
12.6 
21.3 
22.3 
18.3 

16.3 
10.6 
11.0 
11.0 
18.6 
15.9 
7.1 

12.2 
13.0 

20.8 

16.3 
18.6 
17.9 
13.7 
12.0 
16.0 
17.7 
11.7 
10.7 
H.O 

22.2 
9.3 

21.1 

8.9 
9.5 

11.9 
9.3 

10.5 
11.8 
7.9 
8.5 

11.3 
8.7 

12.1 
17.6 
16.2 
13.9 
111.1 

12.0 
1'1.7 

'1.2 
11.2 

18.0 
'1.8 
6.2 

19.9 
'1.3 

1'1.2 
5.9 
7.2 

Police proteotion 

Amount 

2 1193 

8 115 
1 216 
6 685 

32 252 
21 613 

2 0'15 
'I 3511 
3377 

11 853 
3 913 
1 730 
e 801 

52 009 
12 262 

17 76'1 
2 525 
3 137 
1 359 

68 173 
2 515 
1 151 
1 379 
5 '1111 

1 881 

1 980 
2 010 
3 238 
1 819 
1 566 
1 796 

28 806 
1511 
3 128 
2 150 

3 395 
1 203 

12 286 

5 '180 
3 555 
6 612 
2 7'17 
'I 0'15 

10 969 
'I 021 

10 628 
2 901 
7 '112 

2 398 
2 377 

29 606 
6 2311 
6 805 

2 827 
2 '19'1 

1 663 
2 8119 
2 857 
1 '105 
7 795 

115 1192 
1 506 
II 514 
2 056 
3 081 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

97.2 

9'1.0 
98.7 
89.4 
85.0 
67.0 

89.7 
92.11 
91.4 
86.4 
90.0 
89.8 
91./1 
91.'1 
90.2 

91.6 
90.1 
92.3 
83.9 
86.9 
90.9 
8'1.7 
90.'1 
92.9 

93.9 

63.7 
86.8 
91.1 
89.3 
911.6 
88.6 
86.3 
90.3 
88.6 
85.0 

82.8 
69.7 
90.2 

62.3 
56.7 
65.9 
613.3 
'15.5 
59.6 
56.6 
58.1 
31.7 
61.8 

84.'1 
91./1 
80.2 
66.5 
77.2 

91.5 
93.2 

97.'1 
93.'1 
95.2 
95.1 
95.3 
96.1 
95.6 
96.6 
96.5 
96.3 

~Data are based on a .field compilation frpm records of each city govcrmaont shown; see text for data limita.tions. 
Populati~n ae. of July 1; 1977 from Bureau of the Census estimates. 

Judicial 

Amount 

226 
6 

72 
1 371 
'I 237 

127 
202 
1'15 
599 
1118 

'18 
'106 

1 946 
517 

561 
I'll 
63 
9'1 

2 536 
115 
117 
101! 
2~6 

1111 

122 
1117 
161 
72 
77 
89 

731 
811 
85 

1111 

1132 
13'1 
868 

1 6/13 
700 
610 
22'1 

1 221 
1 919 

920 
2 769 
1 0'12 

549 

80 

2 746 
358 
582 

67 
26 

115 
72 
55 
18 

30 
22 
23 

Percent 
ot total 
criminal 
jUstice 
system 

2.6 
0.5 
1.0 
3.6 

13.1 

5.6 
'1.3 
3.9 
11.4 
3.11 
2.5 
4.2 
3.'1 
3.8 

2.9 
5.0 
1.9 
5.8 
3.3 
11.2 
8.6 
6.8 
3.7 

2.2 

5.2 
6.3 
11.5 
3.5 
4.7 
II./j 
2.2 
5.0 
2.4 
5.6 

10.5 
7.8 
6.11 

18.7 
11.2 
6.1 
5.6 

13.7 
10.'1 
13.'1 
15.1 
11.4 
4.6 

2.8 

7.4 
5.0 
6.6 

2.2 
1.0 

2.6 
2.'1 
1.6 
1.2 

1.0 

0,6 
1.0 
0.7 

, I 
I 

; 
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Table 20. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental) 

of 406 large city governments, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

City' 

SOUTH DAKOTA I 
SIOUX FALLS. • • • • " 

TENNESSEE I 
CHATTANOOGA. • • • • • • • • • 
CLARKSVILLE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
KNOXVILLE. • ,. ...,. 
MEMPHIS. • • • •• ••••••• 
NASHVILLE-DAVIDSON • • •• •• 

TEXAS I 
ABll.ENE. •• t; •• • 0 ••• 

AMARILLO ••••••••••• 
ARLINGTON. • • • • • •• • 
AUSTIN • • • • , • • • • • • • • 
BEAUMONT. • •• •• •• • 
BROWNSVILLE. • •• • •••• ". 
CORPUS CHRISTI • • • •• •••• 
DALLAS • • • •• •••••• • 
EL PASO •••••••• " ••••• 

FORT WORTH. • • • • •••• 
GALVESTON, • • • • • • • ••• 
GARLAND. • • • • • • • • • •• • 
GRAND PRAIRIE. • • • ••• 
HOUSTON. • • • • • ••• 
IRVING • • • • • • • •• ••• 
LAREDO • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LONGVIEW • • • • • •• •• •• 
LUBBOCK •••••••••••••• 

MESQUITE. 

MIDLAND. • • • • • • • • • • 
ODESSA • • • • • •• • ••• II 

PASADENA • • , • • • • • • • 
pORT ARTHUR. • • • • • •• ••• 
RICHARDSON • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN ANGELO. • • • •• • •• 
SAN ANTONIC. •• •• • • • • 
TyLER. • • • • • •• • ••••• 
WACO • • • • • • • • • • •• • 
WICHITA FALLS. • • • • • • • • 

UTAH I 
OGDEN. • • • 0 • • • • • • • • • • 

PROVO. • • • y • • •• ••••• 

SALT LAKE CITY •••••••••• 

VIRGINIAI 
ALEXANDRIA ••• '.' ••••• 
CHESAPEAKE • • • • • • • •• •• 
HAMPTON. • • • • • • • •• • 
LYNCHBURG. • • • • • • • •• •• 
NEWPORT NEWS • • • • • • •• • 
NORFOLK. • • • • • • •• •• 
PORTSMOUTH • • , • • • , • • • • • 
RICHMOND •• ."....,., II 

ROANOKE •••••••••••••• 
VIRGINIA BEACH • • • • • • •• • 

WASHINGTON I 
BELI.EVUE •• 
EVERETT •••••• 
SEATTLE ••••• 
SPOKANE ••••• 
TACOMA • • • , • • 

WEST VIRGINIAI 

, ....... . . . . . . . ...... 
CHARLESTON • •• ••••••• 
HUNTINGTON. ••••• •••• 

WISCONSINI 
APPLETON. • • • ••• •• II 

GREEN BAY. , • • • • • • • ~ • 
KENOSHA. • • •• • •••• • 
LA CROSSE. • •• • •••••• 
MADISON. • • •• • • ••• 
MILWAUKEE. • • • • •• • ••.•• 
OSHKOSH. • • • • • • • • • • 4 

RACINE • • • • •• • ••••• 
WAUWATOSA. • • • • • • • • •• 
WEST ALLIS • • • • 3 • • • • • • • 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Legal services and 
prosecution 

Percent t)f 

Amount 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

71 

290 
7 

293 
6'10 
976 

98 
1511 
173 
867 
1'18 
58 

301 
1 315 

!l22 

399 
78 

1'111 
167 

1 060 
137 

7!1 
2'1 

198 

79 

71 
8'1 

155 
1311 

9 
69 

597 
71 

138 
97 

132 
61 

'108 

510 
3'111 
1122 
203 
393 

1 130 
528 
981 
380 
6'17 

2118 
121 

1 316 
352 
1156 

121 
91 

122 
85 
'Ie 

377 
1 366 

67 
130 
53 
95 

2.8 

3.'1 
0.6 
3.9 
1.7 
3.0 

'1.3 
3.3 
'1.7 
6.3 
3.'1 
3.0 
3.1 
2.3 
3.8 

2.1 
2.8 
'1.2 

10.3 
1.'1 
5.0 
5.5 
1.6 
3.11 

3.9 

3.0 
3.6 
11.'1 
6.6 
0.5 
3.11 
1.8 
11.2 
3.9 
3.8 

3.2 
3.5 
3.0 

5.8 
5.5 
11.2 
5.0 
11.'1 
6.1 
7.7 
5.'1 
'1.2 
5.11 

'1.0 
2.B 
3.2 
'1.6 
2.9 
11.3 
20.8 
2.5 
J.O 

Public defense 

Amount 

Percent of 

69 
395 

29 

12 
2 

59 

17 
29 
20 

20 
31 

18 

total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

0.2 
1.2 

0.2 

0.3 
0.1 

0.7 

0.2 
0.7 
0.2 

0.3 
0.2 

0.6 

562 
25 
112 

1.6 
0.3 
0.5 

: i 

CorreCltiODS Other criminal justice 

Percent of 

Amount 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

.. 
J 

1128 
2 439 
'I 674 

98 
1211 
63 

122 
1 6116 

209 

5117 

3 1115 

2 
18 

192 
76 

'11 
1189 

5 
151 
1'12 

'I 
52 

1 056 
1 639 
2 2711 

782 
2 6811 
'I 3110 

978 
3 322 
II 6116 
3 072 

97 
77 

1 890 
2'10 
710 

22 
16 

6 
5 
6 
5 

19 
2 

0.2 
5.7 
6.'1 

1'1.5 

0.1 
1.2 

6.1 
3.3 

2.0 
1.5 
0.3 
'1.3 
5.6 

0.2 
0.'1 

12.0 
26.1 
22.7 
19.5 
32.5 
23.6 
111.2 
18.2 
50.8 
25.6 

3.11 
3.0 
5.1 
3.3 
8.1 

0.7 
0.6 

0.2 
0.2 
0.'1 
0.1 
(Z) 
0.1 

Amount 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

1 161 
365 

3.1 
1.1 

9 

268 
15 
28 

6 
82 

112 
59 
56 

1 8111 

111 

11 

31 
2 7'15 

:3 
30 

129 
321 

48 
33 
97 
35 

318 
31 

400 
552 
177 
320 

26 
8311 

216 

51 
119 

0.11 

2.0 
0.3 
1.5 

IZI 
0.6 

0.6 
2.1 
1.6 

0.5 

1.5 
8.2 
0.2 
0.8 

3.1 
16.6 

0.5 
0.5 
1.0 
0.9 
3.6 
0.2 
5.8 
3.0 
1.9 
2.7 

1.0 
2.2 

2.5 

1.7 
1.8 

.. 
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Table 21. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure of 406 large city governments, 
fiscal year 1978 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 
--------------.,----,-------r------r--------~~~----------,_-----------

Cityl 

TOTAL. 

AL.ABAMAI 
BIRMINGHAM. • •• 
GAOSDEN ••••••• 
HUNTSVIL.L.E • • • • • • • 
MOBILE • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY • • • • • 
TUSCAL.OOSA • • • • • • 

AL.ASKAI 
ANCHORAGE. 

ARIZONAI 

. , 

G~ENDAL.E • • • • • 
MESA • • • • • • • 
pHOENIX •••••• 
sCOTTSDAL.E • • • • 
TEMPE.. • ••• 
TUCSON •••••• 

. '.' .. . . .. 
ARKANSAS I 

FORT SMITH • • • • 
L.ITTL.E ROCK. • • • 
NORTH LITTLE ROCK. 
PINE BL.UFF •• •• 

CAL.IFORNIAI 
ALAMEDA. • • , ~ • • • • • • • 
ALHAMBRA.. ••• • •• 
ANAHEIM. • • •• •••••••• 
BAKERSF I EL.D. • • • • • • • • 
BEL.L.FL.OWER • •• •• •• 
BERKELEy • • • • • • • • 
BUENA PARK • •• ., • 
BURBANK~ ~ • • •• • •• 
CARSON • • • • •• ••••• 
CHUL.A VISTA. • • • • • • • • • 
COMPTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CONCORD. • • •• ., •• , 
COSTA MESA • • • • • • • 
DAL.Y CITY. • ••• • 
DOWNEY • • • • • • • • • • • • , 
EL CAJON , • • • •• •••••• 
EI.. MONTE. • • • • •• • •• 
FAIRFIELD. • • • • •• ••• 
FOUNTAIN VAL.L.EY. • • • • • 
FREMONT, ••• • • • 
FRESNO. • • •• • •• 
FULLERTON. • • • •• ••• •• 
GARDEN GROVE • • ••••• 

GLENDALE • • • • 
HAWTHORNE. • • • • 
HAYWARD ••••••• 
HUNTINGTON BEACH • • • • 
INGL.EWOOD. • • • 
LAKEWOOD. • •• • •• 
LONG BEACH • • • • • 
L.OS ANGEL.ES ••••• 
MODESTO ••••• 
MOUNTAIN VIEW •• 
NEWPORT BEACH. • • 
NORWALK. • ••••• 
OAKLAND ••••••••• 
OCEANSIDE. • • • • • 
ONTARIO. • • • • • • 
ORANGE. • •••• 
OXNARD • • • • • • • • • • • 
pALO AL.TO, •• I • • • fj. , 

pASADENA • • • • • • • •• '" 
PICO RIVER~. • • • • • • • • • 

POMONA • • • • • • •• • • 
REDONDO BEACH. • •• • ••• 
REDWOOD CITY •• •• ••• 
RICHMOND • • • • • • •• • •• 
RIVERSIDE. • • • • • • • •• •• 
SACRAMENTO • • • .. • • • • • • • 
SALINAS ••••••• ~ •••••• 
SAN BERNARDINO • •• •••••• 
SAN BUENAVENTURA •••• • 
SAN DIEGO. • • • •• • • 
SAN FflANCISCO.. •• • • 
SAN JOSE. • ••• ••• 
SAN LEANr.RO. • • • •• ••••• 
SAN ~ATEO. •• •• •••••• 
SANTA ANA. • • • • •• ••• • 
SANTA BARBARA. • • •• ••••• 

de footnotes at end of table. 

Population' 

66 0'16 129 

282 358 
'19 013 

1'13 906 
205 17'1 
156 333 

69 '182 

181 75'1 

73 730 
110 079 
68'1 516 

81 458 
98 1'16 

301 152 

68 180 
153 494 

62 875 
55 817 

72 612 
60 2'12 

202 '177 
83 035 
50 306 

109 387 
62 396 
81\ 811 
80 339 
78 71\9 
73 81\5 
98 718 
77 656 
73 968 
85 090 
"6 158 
66 681\ 
53 S51 
54 602 

120 223 
187 895 

96 980 
117 737 

133 864 
53 591 
97 374 

161 860 
86 976 
79 6011 

:336 697 
?. 761 222 

92 035 
55 221 
65 195 
83 8113 

332 385 
tIl 615 
68 1103 
84 934 
93 379 
51\ ?.77 

106 53~ 
50 690 

85 1\97 
62 131\ 
54 990 
70 381 

155 029 
26'1 511 

75 316 
102 ?,70 

67 2116 
799 725 
655 072 
583 1\02 
68 717 
',9 303 

183 138 
72 75~ 

Total 
direct 

expenditure 

1\1 010 167 

123 506 
13 881 
38 510 
65 275 
'III 836 
12 858 

266 128 

111 1198 
25 320 

275 005 
29 617 
22 '167 

119 006 

11 800 
11'1 1I39 
11 888 
8 3'17 

13 013 
15 786 
79 7311 
'2 219 

II 528 
52 900 
12 9'13 
31 991 
22 973 
111 639 
30 119 
23 850 
18 1'15 
111 022 
18 lI5'1 
11 895 
13 115 
15 776 
9 1167 

23 8'13 
60 33' 
27 6111 
29 019 

110 193 
12 5118 
28 3011 
36 0'10 
'7 058 

8 0711 
187 300 
955 932 

23 022 
17 3118 
21 265 

5 n6 
167 606 

20 383 
17 279 
19 1166 
22 789 
27 698 
58 967 

8 229 

21 972 
13 9116 
15 058 
1111 852 
II' 106 

103 670 
20 389 
'12 '109 
23 Oll' 

215 837 
652 963 
169 9011 

21 285 
27 0'11 
62 6951 
25 085 

Total criminal 
justice system 

Amount 

5 91\7 032 

18 210 
1 1112 
II 11:57 
., 610 
5 501 
2 760 

11 0511 

2 691 
II 226 

58 27'1 
3 683 
II 876 

15 367 

1 630 
5 928 
2 257 
1 5118 

2 800 
2 '190 

12 758 
5 892 
1 615 
6 135 
3 207 
5 023 

629 
3 017 
5 208 
'I '8' 
'I 710 
3 008 
3 50'1 
2 660 
, 729 
2 056 
1 907 
II 780 

11 971 
II 095 
II 262 

5 2311 
2 591 
II 35'1 
8 069 
8 '163 

'78 
2'1 1197 

256 001 
3 7'15 
2 5'11 
II 795 

38 
26 O'l~ 
, 091 
, 375 
'I 155 
b 001 
3 ~99 
9 090 

79 

6 11911 
3 480 
2 211 
6 5110 
7 29/1 

15 9711 
3 5118 
7 381 
2 855 

32 188 
93 9112 
28 1167 

2 951 
:3 057 

11 l!II5 
3 982 

Percent 
of total 
direct 

expenditure 

111.7 
10.2 
11.5 
11.7 
12.3 
21.5 

18.6 
16.7 
21.2 
12.11 
21.7 
12.9 

!J.8 
1'.' 19.0 
18.5 

21.5 
15.8 
16.0 
18.3 
35.7 
11.6 
211.8 
15.7 
2.7 

20.6 
17.3 
18.'1 \ 
26.0 
21.5 
19.0 
22.11 
28./1 
13.0 
20.1 
20.0 
19.8 
111.8 
111.7 

13.0 
20.6 
15.11 
22./1 
22.8 

11.7 
13.1 
26.8 
16.3 
111.6 
22.5 
0.7 

15.5 
15.2 
19.5 
21.3 
21.9 
H.l 
15.'1 
1.0 

29.6 
25.0 
14.7 
111.6 
16.9 
15./1 
17.'1 
17./1 
12.11 
1'1.9 
1'+.& 
16.8 
1'.9 
11.3 
17,9 
15.9 

Police protection 

Amount 

'I 896 970 

15 723 
1 283 
'I 051 
6 758 
'I 990 
2 569 

9 78'1 

2 3611 
J 91'1 

52 257 
3 182 
II 44'1' 

1'1 139 

1 1\19 
II 575 
1 92'1 
1 27' 

2 697 
2 1I0J 

12 227 
5 696 
1 573 
5 925 
2 956 
'I 513 

2'19 
2 917 
'I 889 
4 272 
II 498 
2 932 
3 301 
2 605 
3 6111 
1 995 
1 775 
'I 6'17 

11 529 
3 99'1 
3 765 

'I 878 
2 1127 
'I 215 
6 9'13 
8 221 

320 
20 5'17 

2'10 603 
3 598 
2 42q 
II 665 

25 1169 
2 981 
3 332 
3 989 
'I 8110 
3 596 
8 660 

II '19'1 
3 175 
2 067 
6 347 
6 915 

15 726 
3 230 
7211 
2711 

29 2'16 
50 555 
27 '174 

2 77'1 
2 951 

10 639 
3 793 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

82.3 

86.3 
90.9 
91.3 
88.8 
90.7 
9'.1 

88.5 

87.8 
92.6 
89.7 
86.'1 
91.2 
92.0 

87.1 
77.2 
85.2 
82.2 

96.3 
96.5 
95.8 
96.7 
97.'1 
96.6 
92.2 
89.8 
39.6 
.6.7 
93.9 
97.5 
95.5 
97.5 
9'1.2 
97.9 
96.9 
97.0 
93.1 
97.2 
96.3 
97.5 
88.3 

93.2 
93.7 
96.B 
86.0 
97.1 
84.7 
83.9 
9'1.0 
96.1 
95.'1 
97.3 

97.8 
96.4 
98.7 
96.0 
96.8 
92.2 
95.3 

69.2 
91.2 
93.5 
97.0 
911.8 
98.'1 
91.0 
97.7 
95.0 
90.9 
53.8 
96.5 
9'1.0 
96.5 
911.6 
95.3 

Judicial 

Amount 

2~9 23:3 

532 
23 

102 
291 
130 
132 

7'1 
149 

3 073 
11, 
155 
515 

65 
'114 

91 
125 

61 

71 

15 

13 

14 

57 

1'1 65, 

Perc~nt 

of total 
criminal 

justice 
:.~~tem 

2.9 
1.6 
2.3 
3.8 
2.'1 
'1.8 

2.7 
3.5 
5.3 '.1 
'.2 
3.4 

'1.0 
7.0 
'1.0 
8.1 

1.2 

1.9 

0.3 

(ZI 

(ZI 

0.1 

0,9 

15.6 

, 
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Table 21. Percent distribution of crimin~1 justice system 'direct expenditure of 406 large city governments, 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

City' 

TOTAL.. • 

AL.ABAMAI 
BIRMINGHAM • • • • • • • • • • • 
GADSDEN. • • •• •••••••• 
HUNT.~VIL\..E ••••••••••• 
~OeiLE •• II' ••••••••••• 

MONTGOMERY • • • • • • • • • • • 
TUSCALOOSA • , • • 11 • • • • • • : 

ALASKA I 
ANCHORAGE. • 

ARIZONAI 
GLENDALE • • • • • • • • •• •• 
MESA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
pHOENIX. • • •• •••••• 
SCOTTSDALE • • " ••••••• 
TEMPE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TUCSON • • • •• •• •••• 

ARI<ANSASI 
FORT SMITH • • • 
LITTLE ROCK. • • • 
NORTH L.ITTLE ROCI<. 
PINE BL.UFF • • • • 

CALIFORNIA I 

· ...... . · ...... . · . . . .. . . . . . 
ALAMEDA. • I •• •••••••• 

AL.HAMBRA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ANAHEIM. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BAKERSFIELD. • • • • • • •• •• 
BEL~FLOWER • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BERKELEy • • _ • •• •• ••• 
BUEIIA PARK •••••••••••• 
BURBANK. • • •• •••••• • 
CARSON • • • ., ••• ~ • • • • 
cHULA VISTA. •• • •••••• 
COMPTON. • • 9 U • • • • • • • • 

CONCORD. • • • • • • • • • •• • 
COSTA MESA • •• , •••••• 
DALV CITY. • •• • ••••• 
DOWNEY • • • • • • • ~ • • • • 
El CAJON • • •• ••••••• 
EL MONTE. • •• ..,... • 
FAIRFIELD. • • •• .,.. 
FOUNTAIN YAL.L.EY. • • • • • •• : 
FREMONT. •• • ••• _ •••• 
FRESNO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FULLERTON. • • • • • • • • ~ • • • 
GARDEN GROVE •• •••••••• 

~~~~~~~~E: : : : . : : : : : : : . 
HAYWARD •••••••• ~ •• 
HUNTINGTON BEACH • • • • • • • • 
INGLEWOOD. • • • • • ••••• 
LAKEWOOD • • •• •••••• 
LONG BEACH. • • • • • • • •• • 
LOS ANGELES •••••••••••• 
MODESTO. • • • • • • • • • • 
MOUNTAIN VIEW. • • • • • • • 
NEWPORT BEACH. • • • • • • • • • • 
NORWALK. • • • • • • • • • •• • 
OAKL.AND. • •• ••••••••• 
OCEANSIDE •••••••••••• 
ONTARIO. • • • • • • • • • • 
ORANGE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OXNARD • • • •• •••••••• 
pALO ALTO. • •• •••••• • 
PASADENA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PICO RIVERA. • • • • • • • • • • 

POMONA • • • • • • 
REDONDO BEACH. • • 
REDWOOD CITY ••• 
RICHMOND • • • • • 
RIVERSIDE. • • • • 
SACRAMENTO • • • • 
SAL.INAS •••••• 
SAN BERNARDINO • • 
SAN BUENA VENTURA • 
SAN OIEGO. • • • 
SAN FRANCISCO. • • 
SAN JI"'lE • • • • • 
SAN L.EANDRO. • • • 
SAN MATEO. • • • • 
SANTA ANA. • • • • 
SANTA BARBARA. • • 

. . . .. . · .. . .. . · ...... . 
• 110 ...... . · ...... . · ...... . · . . . .. . · ...... . · . .. .. .. · ..... . 

• •••••• II · ...... . · ...... . · ..... . 
See footnote! at end of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

L(lgal services and 
prosecution 

Amount 

506 
311 

11/j 
286 
105 
58 

1 270 

33 
77 

2 568 
266 
1'73 
713 

6' 
130 
70 
50 

103 
87 

531 
196 

'12 
210 
251 
372 
380 
100 
0i!18 
111 
1117 
76 
35 
55 

61 
65 

133 
11'12 
101 

65 

21'1 
16'1 
126 
293 
238 

'13 
2 198 

15 161 
1117 
117 
1'0 
38 

561 
110 

'13 
166 
161 
303 
421 

79 

1:16 
102 
1'111 
176 
379 
2118 

95 
no 
%'1'1 

2 2411 
8 131 

993 
177 
106 
4S8 
189 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

'1.1 

'.9 
2.2 
3.1 
3.2 

3.7 
3.5 
'1.2 
3.3 
2.6 
3.'1 
7.8 
7.'1 

60.'1 
J.3 
'1.2 
2.5 
3.1 
2.5 
1.0 
2.1 

3.0 
3.'1 
2.8 
3.7 
2.5 
1.5 

11.1 
~.3 
2.9 
3.6 
2.8 

11.'1 
9.0 
5.9 
3.9 
11.6 
2.7 

100.0 
2.2 
3.6 
1.3 
11.0 
3.2 
7.8 
'1.6 

100.il 

2.1 
2.9 
6.5 
2.7 
5.2 
1.6 
2.7 
a.3 
5.0 
7.0 
8.7 
3.5 
6.0 
3.5 
11.3 
11.7 

Public defense 

Amount 

35 255 

75 

5 
18 

23 
11 

11 
9 

8 
31 
20 

17 

376 
:I. 8ell 

Percent of 
total 

crimina 1 
justice 
system 

0.6 

0.1 
0.3 

0.9 
0.3 

o.s 
O.~ 
0.9 

0.3 

1.2 '.1 

Correctione 

Amount 

1 353 
72 

170 
270 
258 

1 

112 
75 

283 

75 
276 
152 
100 

136 

127 

13 
383 

1 7!i2 

200 
203 

193 
17 '196 

Percent of 
total 

cJ;'iminal 
justice 
DYBtem 

7.5 

"'.'1 
5.1 
3.8 
'.5 
'1.7 
eZI 

'1.2 
1.8 
0.5 

'1.6 
'1.7 
6.7 
6.5 

2.7 

7.2 

3.1 
5.8 

0.6 
18.6 

Other criminal justice 

Amount 

52 298 

21 

85 

93 
111 

92 

!l02 

2 

/10 

65 

168 

'1'1 

67 

1132 

15 

22'1 

9 

1 607 

223 

129 
223 

118 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

0.9 

0.1 

3.2 

0.2 
3.0 
1.9 

8.5 

(ZI 

0.8 

1.'1 

'1.8 

1.2 

3.5 

10.1 

5.6 

4.0 

0.1 

0.1 

6.3 

O.q 
0.2 

1.0 

w ..... _______ ...;;..,..;. _______________________________ -', _________________________________________ -'-____ ~~==~~ __ ._~ __ .. ___ _ 
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Table 21. Percent distribution of c:riminal justice system direct expenditure of 406 large city governments, 
fiscal yeaII' 1978-Continued 

Cityl 

CALIFORNIA--CONTINUED 
SANTA CLARA. • ••• 
SANTA MONICA • • • 
SANTA RvSA •• • ••• 
SIMI VALLEY ••••••• 
SOUTH GATE • • • • 
STOCKTON • • • • • • 
SUNNYVALE. • • • 
THOUSAND OAKS •• 
TORRANCE •••• 
VALLEJO ••••• 
WEST COVINA. • • 
WESTMINSTER ••• 
WHITTIER • • • , • • • 

COLORADO' 
ARVADA ••••• 
AURORA • • • • • • 
BOULDER. • • • • • 
COLORADO SPRINGS • 
DENVER •••••• 
FORT COLLINS • • 
LAKEWOOD ••••• 
PUEBLO • • , • • • 

CONNECTI CUlt 
BRIDGEPORT • • • 
BRISTOL. • • • • 
DANBURY ••••• 
HARTFORD •••••••• 
MERIDEN. • •• 
MILFORD •••• 
NEW BRITAIN ••• 
NEW HAVEN. • • 
NORWALK ••••• 
STAMFORD • • • • 
WATERBURY •••••• 
WEST HAVEN.. • 

DELAWARE' 
WILMINGTON • 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
WASHINGTON • • • • • 

FLORIDA. 
CLEARWATER • •• ••• 
FORT LAUDERDALE. • • 
GAINESVILLE ••••• 
HIALEAH. • • • • 
HOLLYWOOD. • • • • • • 
JACKSONVILLE • • • • • • • 
MIAMI. • • •• • •• 
MIAMI BEACH •••••• 
ORLANDO ••••• 
PENSACOLA. • • • 
ST. PETERSBURG ••••••• 
TALLAHASSEE •••••• 
TAMPA •••••• 
WEST PALM BEACH •• 

GEORGIA. 
Al.BANy •••••• 
ATLANTA •••••• 
AUGUSTA. I ••••• 

COLUMBUS • • , • • 
MACON. • • • • • 
SAVANNAH • • • • 

HAWAII. 
HONOLULU • 

IDAHO. 
BOISE CITY • 

ILLINOIS. 
ARLINGTON HEIGHTS. 
AURORA. • ••• 
BERWYN ••••• 

.. . 
CHAMPAIGN. • •• • •••• 
CHICAGO. ••••••• 
CICERO ••••• 
DECATUR •••••• 
DES PLAINES •••• 
EAST ST. LOUIS. 
ELGIN.. •••• 

See fooi:notes at end of table. 

POpullition ll 

84 065 
89 319 
71 335 
73 2.62. 
59 776 

12.4 037 
105 065 
63 171 

12.9 067 
70 2~:4 
72 770 
69 155 
69 52.8 

79 958 
12.7 121 

76 795 
183 034 
'175 098 

58 107 
124 350 
102 547 

137 116 
57 597 
56 :;~2 

130 015 
57 135' 
50 240 
75 986 

122 085 
77 159 

105 1,6 
104 890 

52 190 

72 9'13 

68'1 891 

75 '192 
151 502. 
70 108 

122 793 
116 820 
527 777 
346 71.6 

87 90'1 
116 115 
65 915 

237 134 
85 856 

26'1 884 
60 139 

76 619 
416 715 

52. 861 
165 511 
121 282 
113 020 

717 852 

107 687 

71 977 
78 753 
117 799 
59 519 

3 062. 881 
60 483 
89 690 
57 422 
53 902 
61 690 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Totl11 
direct 

expenditure 

32 233 
27 850 
27 930 
8 586 

12 551 
67 620 
31 083 
18 589 
39 686 
20 748 
13 725 

9 831 
12 803 

10 e07 
31 1'19 
22 255 
'18 912 

340 141 
18 448 
22 252 
2.2 878 

108 218 
III 489 
35 782 

168 421 
:J5 808 
:J7 838 
:" 79'1 

113 565 
!5'1 071 
.s9 890 
69 71'1 
27 385 

78 266 

1 515 957 

27 229 
60 789 
26 518 
35 072 
34 803 

187 711 
115 197 

'19 565 
55 815 
'18 '1'12 
71 626 
36 126 

127 356 
22 779 

16 753 
252 791 

16 891 
49 098 
22 929 
36 857 

268 535 

26 303 

111 310 
20 195 

6 057 
14 073 

1 200 865 
10 '115 
15 13'1 
11 311 
19 530 
13 055 

Total criminal 
justice system 

Amount 

4 338 
5 588 
3 232 
2 238 
2 762 
7 611'1 
3 826 

179 
7 206 
3 250 
3 290 
2 682 
3 08'1 

2 448 
5 304 
3 090 
7 66'1 

54 677 
1 537 
6 601 
'I 700 

B 150 
2 843 
2 283 

11 792 
2 01'1 
2 882 
3 157 
a 127 
2 980 
5 920 
7 757 
2 14'1 

7 711 

206 665 

'I 001 
12 200 
3 685 
5 694 
7 510 

34 578 
22 'Ill 

6 921 
10 263 

3 088 
16 951 
:; 23'1 

15 897 
3 91~ 

2 810 
31 055 

2 582 
9 279 
'I 2119 
4 '1411 

45 336 

3 686 

2 565 
5 095 
1 320 
2 225 

336 053 
2 177 
2 382 
2 290 
2 719 
2 237 

Percent 
of total 
direct 

expenditure 

13.5 
20.1 
11.6 
26.1 
22,0 
11.3 
12.3 
1.0 

18.2 
15.7 
24.0 
27.3 
24.1 

22.7 
17.0 
13.9 
15.7 
16.1 
8.3 

29.7 
20.5 

7.5 
6.9 
6.'1 
7.0 
5.6 
7.6 
9.3 
7.2 
5.5 
6.6 

11.1 
7.8 

9.9 

1'1.7 
20.1 
13.9 
16.2 
21.6 
18.'1 
19.5 
1'1.0 
18.'1 

6.'1 
23.7 
9.0 

12.5 
17.2 

16.8 
12.3 
15.3 
18.9 
18.5 
12.1 

16.9 

14.0 

17.9 
25.2 
21.8 
15.8 
28.0 
20.9 
15.7 
2Q.2 
13.9 
17.1 

Police protection 

Amount 

4 lli7 
5 056 
3 126 
2 070 
2 5111 
7 241 
3 655 

7'1 
6 1118 
3 131 
3 177 
2 652 
J 042 

2 275 
" 6'11 
2 688 
7 093 

'10 192 
1 '100 
5 802 
II 407 

7 898 
2 270 
2 212 

11 166 
1 798 
2 7117 
2872 
7 8'13 
2 671 
5 510 
7 '170 
1 930 

6 916 

98 895 

3 786 
11 552 

3 507 
5 656 
7 126 

20 066 
21 723 

6 567 
8 784 
2 823 

15 7'11 
3 050 

15 285 
3 556 

2 713 
2'1 892 

2 367 
5 740 
3 733 
'I 097 

112 '121 

3 279 

2 468 
4 967 
1 281 
2 163 

325 976 
2 050 
2 302 
2 215 
2611 
2 16? 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

95.6 
90.5 
96.7 
92.5 
92.0 
9'1.7 
95.5 
41.3 
89.1 
96.3 
96.6 
98.9 
98.6 

92.9 
87.5 
87.0 
92.5 
73.5 
91.1 
87.9 
93.8 

96.9 
79.8 
96.9 
911.7 
89.3 
95.3 
91.0 
96.5 
89.6 
93.1 
116.3 
90.0 

89.7 

9'1.6 
9'1.7 
95.2 
99.3 
9'1.9 
58.0 
96.9 
94.9 
85.6 
91.4 
92.9 
9'1.3 
96.2 
90.8 

96.5 
80.2 
91.7 
61.9 
87,9 
92.2 

93.6 

89.0 

96.2 
97.5 
97.0 
97.2 
97.0 
9'1.2 
96.6 
96.7 
96.0 
96.6 

Judicial 

Amount 

84 

75 
202 
183 
321 

II 707 
55 

275 
96 

1125 
6 
1 

26 
32 

6 
1 

10 
8 

22 
2 

389 

23 689 

215 

58 
5 675 

120 
1'1'1 

17 

'11 

16 
1 389 

66 
2 016 

157 
15'1 

153 

516 

13 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

1.2 

3.1 
3.8 
5.9 
11,2 
8.6 
3.6 
11,2 
2.0 

1'1,9 
0.3 
IZI 
1.3 
1.1 
0.2 
IZI 
0.3 
0.1 
0.3 
0.1 

5.0 

11.5 

1.8 

0.8 
16.'1 

1.7 
1.4 
0.6 

1.0 

0.6 
~,5 
2.6 

21.7 
3.7 
3.5 

IZ 

0.2 

IZ 

0.6 

.--.-..;.....:.----------.:.---~----'-----~~.~~----~ 

c 
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Table 21. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure of 406 large city governments, 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

City' 

CALIFORNIA--CONTINUED 
SANTA CLARA •••• 
SANTA MONICA • , • 
SANTA ROSA • • • 
SIMI VALLEY ••• 
SOUTH GATE • , • • 
STOCKTON • • • • • 
SUNNYVALE. • • • • 
THOUSAND OAKS. • 
TOP RANCE • • • 
VALLEJO ••••• 
WEST COVINA. • • • 
WESTM I NSTER. •• 
WHITTIER • • • • 

COLORADO' 
ARVADA • • • • • 
AURORA ••••• 
BOULDER. • • • • • 
COLORADO SPRINGS • 
DENVER •••••• 
FORT COLLINS • 
LAKEWOOD • • • • 
pUEBLO • , • • • • 

CONNECTICUTt 
BRIDGEPORT • • • 

It. • • • • 

• • • •• II · .. . · ... . 
•• •• G • .. . ... 
· .. .. . · .. · . . . 
.. ... . · ... . · . . . . .. . .... · . . . . . · ..... . 

BRISTOL. • •••••• 
DANBURY.. • •• 
HARTFORD ••••• 
MERIDEN, •• 
MILFORD. • • • • 
NEW BRITAIN •••• 
NEW HAVEN.. • 
NORWALK. • • • • • 
STAMFORD ••••• 
WATERBURY ••• 
WEST HAVEN • • • 

DELAWARE' 
WILMINGTON • 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIAI 
WASHINGTON • • • • • 

FLORIDAI 
CLEARWATER • • • • 
FORT LAUDERDALE. 
GAINESVILLE. • • • 
HIALEAH. •• • 
HOLLYWOOD •••• 
JACKSONV I LLE • • •• ••• 
MIAMI •••••••••• 
MIAMI BEACH. • • 
ORLANDO •••••• 
PENSACOLA. • • • • 
ST. PETERSBURG •• 
TALLAHASSEE. • • 
TAMPA •••••• 
WEST PALM BEACH. • 

GEORGIA. 
ALBANy • • • •• ••• 
ATLANTA ••••••• 
AUGUSTA •••• 0 ••• 

. .. 
COLUMBUS • • • • ., ••• 
MACON •••••••••• 
SAVANNAH ••••••• 

HAWAII. 
HONOLULU 

IDAHO. 
BOISE CITY 

ILLINOIS' 

... ... 

ARLINGTON HEIGHTS ••••••••• 
AURORA • • • •• • ••• 
BERWYN • • • • • • •• ••• 
CHAMPAIGN. • • • • •• •• 
CHICAGO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CICERO • • • • •• •••••• 
DECATUR. • • • • • •• •• 
DES PLAINES. • • • • • •• •• 
EAST ST. LOUJS " •••••• 
ELGIN. • • • • • • •• ••• 
See fODtnotes at end of table • 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Lrlsnl services and 
prosecution 

Amount 

111 
460 
106 
168 

811 
363 
171 
105 
382 
119 

113 
30 
112 

91 
299 
160 
250 

, 527 
69 

380 
tliO 

179 
61 
57 

625 
68 
92 

172 
282 
176 
260 
185 
109 

6 993 

11111 
231 
178 
38 

220 
1 0112 

670 
218 
203 
11.1 
1)01 
t84 
1136 
101 

51 
9211 
20 

3Q'l 
119 

68 

2 8118 

25'1 

97 
127 
39 
62 

4 539 
127 

80 
7'1 

t08 
62 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

2.6 
8.2 
3.3 
7.5 
3.0 
11.7 
11.5 

58.7 
5.3 
3.7 
1.3 
1.1 
1.'1 

3.7 
5.6 
5.2 
3.3 
6.5 
'1.5 
5.8 
3.0 

2.2 
2..1 
2.5 
5.3 
3.11 
3.2 
5.'1 
3.5 
5.9 
II.'! 
2.11 
5.1 

3.4 

3.6 
1.9 
'1.8 
0.7 
2.9 
J.O 
3.0 
3.1 
2.0 
3.6 
2.'1 
5.7 
2.7 
2..6 

1.8 
3.0 
0.8 
3.7 
2.8 
1.5 

3.8 
2.5 
3.0 
2.8 
1.'1 
5.8 
3.11 
3.2 
'1.0 
2.8 

Public defense 

Amount 

5 

12 

5 770 

8 

21 

63 

78 

Percent of 
total 

crimina 1 
justice 
system 

0.1 

0.2 

2.8 

IZI 

0.8 

Corrections 

AmlJunt 

322 

7 

II 931 
13 

139 

11 

111 

69 035 

71 
194 

106 
7 373 

869 
137 
435 

217 

30 
3 222 

129 
1 101 

240 
125 

808 

Percent of 
totd 

criminal 
justice 
system 

'1.5 

0.3 

9.0 
0.8 
2.1 

O.'f 

0.2 

:;:;.8 

1.8 
1.6 

1.11 
21.3 

5.5 

1.1 
10.4 
5.0 

11.9 
5.6 
2.8 

0.2 

Other criminal justice 

Amount 

13 
II 

7C 

162 
59 

1 '2C 

57 

~~ 
~ 

122 

107 
1 

go 
66 

10 

13 

1 '183 

'101 
18 
16 

260 

176 

565 

67 

II 214 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
jUll\tice 
system 

1.8 
1.3 

5.0 
0.6 

2.1 

1.2 

0.5 
3.1 
O.'f 

6.1 

3.11 
IZI 
11.1 
2.2 
0.9 
4.8 

0.2 

0.7 

1.2 
0.1 
0.2 
2.5 

2.2 

1.1 

1.8 

0.1 
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Table 21. Per~ant distribution of criminal justice system direct expe.nditure of 406 large city governments, 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

ILLINOIS--CONTINUED 
EVANSTON • 
JOLIET. ., 
OAK LAWN • • • • 
OAI< PARI< , •• 
PEORIA • • • , • 
ROCKFORD • • • • 
ROCK ISLAND, • , 
SKOKIE • • , • 
SPRINGFIELD, 
WAUKEGAN ". 

INDIANAI 
ANDERSON , • • 
EVANSVILLE , • , 
FORT WAyNE •• 
GARY. • •• 
HAMMOND ••• , • 
INDIANAPOLIS • 
MUNCIE. , , 
KOKOMO •••• 
SOUTH BEND, •• 
TERRE HAUTE. • 

IOWAI 
CEDAR RAPIDS , • 
COUNCIL BLUFFS , 
DAVENPORT, , 
DES MOINES • 
DUBUQUE. , , , 
SIOUX CITY " 
WATERLOO , , , 

KANSAS I 

· . · · , 

, 
, , , 

, 

. . .. 
KANSAS CITY, , , 
LAWRENCE 
OVERLAND PARK: , 
TOPEKA, , , , 
WICHITA. . . . " 

KF.UTUCKYI 
JOVINGTON •••• 
LEXINGTON, , , 
LOUISVILLE ,. 
OWENSBORO. • 

LOUISIANA I 
BATON ROUGE. 
LAFAYET'rE. , , , 
LAKE CHARLES , • • 
MONROE, •• , 
NEW ORLEANS ••• 
sHREVEPORT , , 

MAINE I 
PORTLAND • 

MARYLAND I 
BALTIMORE, • 

• <. 

MASSACHUSETTS I 
BOSTON. , • , 
BROCKTON, " 
CAMBRIDGE. , • 
CHICOPEE • , , • 
FALL RIVER , , 
HOLYOKE •• , •• 
LAWRENCE.. • 
LOWELL ••• , 
LYNN.. • •• 

.. .. .. 
MALDEN • • , • • 
MEDFORD ••• , , 
NEW BEDFORD, ••• 
NEWTON ••••• 
pITTSFIELD • • • 
QUINCy • • • • • 
SOMERVILLE • • • • 
SPRINGFIELD. 
WALTHAM ••• 
WORCESTER. • • , 

MICHIGAN I 
ANN ARBOR.. • 
DEARBORN ••••• 
DEARBORN HEIGHTS 
DETROIT •••• 
EAST LANSING • • • 

Sea footnotes ot end of table. 

Populntion2 

72 019 
72 102 
62 198 
56 691 

125 7211 
1110 667 

117 299 
65 885 
87 520 
6:5 :598 

68 5811 
1:53975 
182213 
159 1112 
102 027 
7011 556 

82 152 
52 006 

1111 011 
63 1111:5 

107 996 
58 668 

101 1110 
19:5 772 
62 3119 
85 U5 
78 915 

167 0611 
51 1159 
82 372 

122 065 
268 012 

46 925 
190 1112 
322 870 

50 1190 

308 178 
79 732 
78 116lJ 
6:5 633 

,61 266 
188 652 

62 127 

618 1193 
911 175 
99 296 
56 572 
98 898 
ull 267 
63 8115 
81l 11119 
77 089 

511 987 
60 519 
98 8115 
B7 183 
52 :513 
90 571 
76 771 

1611 895 
55 632 

165 229 

105 602 
93 871 
73 lOa 

1 289 910 
50 789 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Total 
direct 

expenditure 

25 512 
25 572 
15 228 
16 617 
32 5l!0 
:51 3l!9 
12 169 
13 851 
29 906 
15 759 

13 586 
33 977 
53 338 
28 982 
15 979 

276 218 
16 577 
16 02lJ 
21 200 
13 751 

70 lJlJl 
15 786 
33 lJ67 
65 279 
18 622 
lJ2 lJlJ7 
26 015 

57 479 
2lJ 389 
11 869 
qO 207 

205 702 

13 813 
52 lJ33 

155 096 
111 7lJ6 

150 791 
23 007 
16 226 
17 77lJ 

258 01lJ 
lJ6 258 

IIlJ 6lJO 

9511 1138 

659 627 
81 030 
88 025 
31 987 
63 269 
38 781 
3lJ 757 
63 75lJ 
67 287 

52 98lJ 
33 829 
86 '196 
82 976 
35 933 
88 222 
37 837 

lllJ 391 
lJO 939 

H2 161 

37 2lJ6 
50 7lJ7 
111 89lJ 

823 022 
10 668 

I 
! 
I 

Total criminal 
justice system 

/unount 

3 89lJ 
lJ 003 
2 25lJ 
:3 661 
7 2lJl 
5 387 
1 91lJ 
2 856 
3 658 
2911 

2 308 
lJ 8lJlJ 
5 903 
7 112 
3 66lJ 

51 635 
1 990 
2 '055 
lJ 5qlJ 
1 793 

;! lJ88 
(!lJ37 
2 582 
7 939 
1 685 
2 851 
2 719 

7 0.\2 
1 1112 
3 22a 
5 399 
9 312 

2 528 
12 082 
20 586 

1 7Ql 

21 808' 
2 369 
2 011, 
1 826. 

lJ9 560 
7 237 

3 0119 

91 978 

98 OlJ7 
5 589 
8 211 
2 lJ99 
5 615 
2 182 
3 155 
3 991 
5 039 

2 lJ19 
3 299 
6 36lJ 
6 271 
2 089 
6 628 
3 lJ35 
7 985 
3 lJ71 
9 913 

5 13lJ 
5 806 
3 '169 

169 779 
1 706 

Percent 
of total 
direct 

expenditure 

15.3 
15.7 
llJ.8 
22.0 
22.:5 
17.2 
15.7 
20.6 
12.2 
18.5 

17.0 
1'1.3 
11.1 
24.5 
22.9 
18.7 
12.0 
12.8 
21.'1 
13.0 

5.0 
15.lJ 
7.7 

12.2 
9.0 
6.7 

10.5 

12.2 
5.8 

27.2 
13.11 

lJ.5 

~8.3 
23.0 
13.3 
11.5 

llJ.5 
10.3 
12.lJ 
10.3 
19.2 
15.6 

6.8 

9.6 

llJ.9 
6.9 
9.3 
7.a 
8.9 
5.6 
9.1 
6.3 
7.5 

lJ.6 
9.a 
7.11 
7.6 
5.8 
7.5 
9.1 
7.0 
a.5 
7.0 

13.8 
11.11 
23.3 
20.6 
16.0 

Police protection 

Amount 

3 728 
3 852 
2 150 
3 572 
6 868 
5 130 
1 831 
2 717 
3 389 
2 827 

2 162 
4 666 
5 550 
5 788 
3 237 

;:15 070 
1 8!>9 
1 912 
II ~:!I8 
1 636 

3 306 
2 326 
2 lJ71 
7 051 
1 569 
2 5lJ6 
2 653 

6 118 
1 328 
2 768 
II 799 
8 470 

2 279 
8 721 

19 055 
1 618 

12 776 
1 929 
1 602 
1 523 

28 686 
6 28a 

2 891 

60 830 
5 '123 
7637 
2 lJ33 
5 164 
2073 
2 975 
3 678 
lJ 716 

2 369 
, 202 
6 160 
6 039 
2 018 
6 lJ56 
2 962 
7 1135 
3 330 
9 OlJO 

4 359 
5 1'10 
2 937 

147 6lJ8 
1 2E>9 

Percent 
of total 
crimina 1 
justice 
system 

95.7 
96.2 
95.lJ 
97.6 
9lJ.8 
95.2 
95.7 
95.1 
92.6 
97.1 

93.7 
96.3 
9lJ.0 
81.lJ 
88.3 
67.9 
93.l! 
93.0 
95.5 
91.2 

9'1.8 
95.'1 
95.7 
88.8 
93.1 
89.3 
97.6 

87.3 
9lJ.l 
85.7 
8a.9 
91.0 

90.2 
72.2 
92.6 
95.1 

58.6 
111.'1 
'79.7 
83,11 
57.9 
86.9 

9'1.8 

62.0 
97.0 
93.0 
97.lJ 
92.0 
95.0 
9lJ.3 
92.2 
93.6 

97.9 
97.1 
96.8 
96.3 
96.6 
97.lJ 
86.2 
93.1 
95.9 
91.2 

8lJ.9 
88.5 
8lJ.7 
87.0 
7lJ.lJ 

Judicial 

Percent 
of total 

Amount criminal 

2lJ 
10 

57 

lJ83 
297 

6 078 
66 
lJ3 

83 

16lJ 
27 

159 
111 
359 

110 
8lJ8 
5lJ9 

32 

lJ 730 
28a 
295 

93 
6 963 

lJ21 

I> 506 

19 lJ5a 

67 

7 

lJ53 
291 
238 

11 586 
273 

JUBtice 
system 

1.3 
O.lJ 

2.5 

6.8 
8.1 

11.8 
3.3 
2.1 

11.6 

2.3 
1.9 
lJ.9 
2.1 
3.9 

1.6 
7.0 
2.7 
1.9 

21.7 
12,2 
1'1.7 
5.2 

llJ.O 
5.8 

7.1 

19.a 

0.8 

0.1 

8.8 
5,0 
6.9 
6.8 

16.0 

, 
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Percent distribution of crimin~1 justice system direct expenditure of 406 large city governments, 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

City' 

ILLI~~IS-eCONTINUED 
EVANSTON •••••••••• • 
JOLIET • • • • • • •• •••• 
OAK ~AWN • • • •• • ••••• 
OAK PARK • • •• •• ••••• 
pEORIA • • • •• •• ••• 
ROCKFORD • • • • •• •••• 
ROCK ISLAND. • • • • • • • 
SkOKIE • • • • • • • • • • 
SPRINGFIELD. , • • •• ••••• 
WAUKEGAN • • • • • •• ••• 

lNDIANAI 
ANDERSON. • •• •• .. •• 
EVANSVILLE • • • • •• ••••• 
FORT WAYNE • •• • ••••• 
GARY •• ••• ~ • • •• • 
HAMMOND. • • • • • • • • • 
INDIANAPOl.IS • • •• •• • 
MUNCIE •••• •• • • • 
KOKOMO • • • • • • 0 • • • • • • 

sOUTH BEND. •• •• • •• 
TERRE HAUTE. I. ••...•. 

IOWAI 
CEDAR RAP I OS •• •• 
COUNCIL BLUFFS • • • • • 
DAVENPORT. • •• • •• 
DES MOINES • • • 
DUBUQUE. • • •• •• 
SIOUX CITY • • • • • 
WATERLOO • • • • 

KANSAS I 
KANSAS CITY ••• 
LAWRENCE · '. OVERLAND PARK:: ••• 
TOPEKA • • • •• ••• 
wICHITA. • • • • • • 

.. . 
KENTUCKy I · ... · ... COVINGTON. • • • • • • 

LEXINGTON. • • • • • , • 
LOUISVILLE • • • • • • 
OWENSBORO ••••••• · .... 

LOuISIANAI 

· ..... . BATON ROUGE ••• 
LAFAYETTE. • • • • 
LAKE CHARLES • • • 
MONROE • • • • • • 
NEW O~LEANS. • • • 
SHREVEPORT • • • • 

.. . ... . 
MAINEI 

PORTLAND • • 

.. . .. . 
· ..... 

MARYLAND I 
BALTIMORE •• .. . .... 

MASSACHUSETTS I 
BOSTON • • • •• •• • • 
BROCKTON • • • • • • • • • • 
CAMBRIDGE. • •• • •••• 
CHICOPEE • • • • • • • • • • • 

. .. 
FALL RIVER • • • • • • • • • 
HOLyOKE. • • •• •• •• 
LAWRENCE • • • • .. • • .. 
LOWELL • • • •• •• 

. .. 
LYNN ........ . 

..... 
HALDEN • • • • • •• ••••• 
MEDFORD. • • • • • •• I. • 

NEW BEDFbRD. •• • •••••• 
NEWTON • • • • • • •• •••• 
PITTSFIELD • •• ••• ••• 
QUINCy • • • • • • • • •• •• 
SOMERVILLE • •• • •••••• : 
SPRINGFIELD ••••••••••• 
WALTHAM ••••••••••••• ~ 
WORCESTER o ••••••••• e ~ 

MICHIGAN I 
ANN ARBOR. • • • 
DEARBORN ••••• 
DEARBORN HEIGHTS • 
DETROIT, • • • • • 
EAST LANSING • • • 

· . · . · . · . 
· .. : : :1 · .. · .. : I · .. ( . 

See footnotes at end ot table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Legtll services and 
prosecution 

AJnount 

13(, 
132 
10lJ 

89 
252 
173 
31 

129 
221 

8lJ 

67 
176 
200 
179 

93 
2 901 

53 
89 

186 
7'1 

182 
95 

109 
lJq7 
61 

196 
66 

377 
57 

205 
302 
381 

1 673 
152 
Uti 
95 

:2 527 
1611 

157 

5 362 

, '126 
123 
258 

66 
217 
109 
5'i\ 

178 
109 

50 
97 

I'll 
232 

71 
126 

87 
313 
lql 
281 

156 
238 
59 

2 984 
127 

rercent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

3.5 
3.3 
4.6 
2.4 
3.5 
3.2 
1.6 
'1.5 
6.0 
2.9 

2.9 
3.6 
3.'1 
2.5 
2.5 
5.6 
2.7 
lJ.3 
'1.1 
lJ.l 

5.2 
3.9 
'1.2 
5.6 
3.6 
6.9 
2.lJ 

!I.'I 
lJ.O 
6.lJ 
5.6 
'1.1 

7.0 
3.7 
lJ.8 
3.0 

7.7 
6.'1 
5.7 
5.2 
5.1 
2.3 

5.2 

5.8 

3.5 
2.2 
3.1 
2.6 
3.9 
5.0 
1.9 
lJ.5 
2.2 

2.1 
2.9 
2.2 
3.7 
3.lJ 
1.9 
2.5 
3.9 
4.1 
2.8 

3.0 
lJ.l 
1.7 
1.8 
7.lJ 

Public defense 

Amount 

21 

28 

2 

6 

12 
55 

355 

397 

B78 

51 
q 
6 

169 
6 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
j U3tice 
ByS tern 

0.5 

1.5 

0.2 

0.1 

0.1 

C.lJ 
1.0 

1.6 

o.a 

0.9 

1.0 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
O.lJ 

Corrections 

Amount 

9 

lJa 

18 

186 
35 

7 194 
12 
11 

8 

lJlJl 
55 

105 

290 

3 
32 

102 

32 
2 069 

2 071 

113 
10 111 

36lJ 

11 052 

10 839 
113 

1 
33 

59 

'16 

62 

11 !I 
133 
229 

7 263 
31 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

0.2 

0.6 

1.3 

0.8 

2.6 
1.0 

13.9 
0.6 
0.5 

0.3 

5.6 
3.3 
3.7 

0.1 
0.6 
1.1 

1.3 
17.1 

9.5 

6.2 
20.lJ 
5.0 

12.0 

11.1 
0.8 

2.7 

eZl 
0.8 

0.91 

0.7 

0.8 

2.2 
2.3 
6.6 
lJ.3 
1.8 

Other criminal justice 

Amount 

19 

80 
alJ 

2 
153 
lJ76 

392 

20 

8 
2 

lJ 

57 

al 
100 

20:0 

876 

62lJ 

2 616 

316 

85 

!20 
102 
21'1 

lJ 

386 
108 

585 

129 

Perc.cnt of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

0.5 

eZl 
2.6 
6.7 

0.8 

O.lJ 

0.3 
0.1 

0.1 

0.8 

2.5 
1.9 

0.9 

1.8 

0,7 

3.8 

1.5 

3.8 
2.6 
'1.2 

0.1 

5.9 

0.1 
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Table 21. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure of 406 large city governments, 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

City' 

MICHIGAN-_CONTINUED 
FARMINGTON HILLS 
FLINT ••• , , 
GRAND RAPIDS • 
KALAMAZOO. 
LANSING ••••• 
LINCOLN PARK • 
LIVONIA. •• • 
PONTIAC. •• • 
ROSEVILLE. 

ROYAL OAK. '" 
SAGINAW.. •• 
SOUTHFIELD • • • 
ST. CLAIR SHORES 
STERI.ING HEIGHTS 
TAYLOR. • • 
TROY. • • 
WARREN. • • 
WESTLAND • 
WYOMING. 

MINNESOTAI 
BLOOMINGTON. 
DULUTH • • • 
MI"'NEAPOLIS. 
ROCHESTER ••• 
ST. PAUL •• , • 

MISSISSIPPI I 
BILOXI • 
JACKSON •• 

MISSOURI I 
COLUMBIA • 
FLORISSANT • • 
INDEPENDENCE •• 
KANSAS C lTV. 
ST. JOSEPH. 
ST, LOUIS, • 
SPRINGFIELD ••• 

MONTANA I 
BILI.INGS ••• 
GREAT FALLS. 

NEBRASKA I 
LINCOLN. 
OMAHA. 

NEVADA I 
LAS VEGAS. 
RENO • 

NEW HAMPSHIREI 
MANCHESTER • 
~~A.SHUA • , • 

.. . . . .... 
NEW JERSEY I 

BAYONNE.. • • 
BLOOI~FIELD ••• 
CAMDEN. ••• 
CLIFTON •••• 
EAST ORANGE. • 
ELIZABETH ••• 
lRVl!'lGTON •••• 

JERSEy CITY. • 
NEWARK • 
PASSAIC. •• • 
PATERSON. •• • 
TRENTON • • • • 
UNION CITY • • • 
VINELAND •• 

NEW MEXICO I 
ALBUQUERQUE ••• 

NEW YORKI 
ALBANy, •••• 
BINGHAMTON • • 
BUFFALO ••••• 
MOUNT VERNON 
NEW ROCHELLE • • 
NEW YORK CITY •• 

See for:'.10tes at end of table. 

(DoIIClr amounts in thousands} 

Total 
Population2 direct 

57 538 
163 59'1 
184 95'1 

79 077 
127 128 

'17 !i02 
108 '.537 

79 189 
56 976 

76 208 
62 162 
75 5'11 
65 '162 
96 676 
79 223 
62 '.590 

170 06'1 
66 631 
56 335 

78 052 
95 2'18 

360 269 
56 865 

265 971 

'1'1 '139 
291 187 

611 612 
70 639 

111 575 
'158 573 

77 80'1 
517 67J. 
13'1 974 

72 303 
60 334 

163 937 
365 711 

85 119 
64 273 

70 222 
50 957 
88 785 
76 838 
71 863 

103 '197 
56 036 

232 137 
32'1 138 

50 258 
152 Lll'1 

96 951 
52 305 
52 98'1 

291 187 

107 798 
60 130 

390 065 
73 572 
70 1150 

7 297 767 

expenditure 

11 O~~ 
83 88: 
88 62 
25 9:3S 
64 99C 
10 68 
26 88C 
60 338 
11 876 

15 779 
31 599 
27 '101 
16 813 
21 3'16 
16 828 
16 669 
'16 32~ 
19 112 
13 '.05 

2:3 174 
117 475 

172 4112 
17 '190 

13:3 1185 

7 245 
53 8:3'1 

1'1 939 
5 1:32 

19 527 
217 7G8 

30 580 
221 570 

:33 071 

25 008 
17 028 

50 9'19 
12'1 325 

33 509 
114 15'1 

60 '125 
:3'1 792 

21 480 
11 696 
3:3 409 
29 07:3 
47 867 
67 4:30 
1'1 024 

151 2116 
:330 707 

14 163 
9'1 650 
:35 998 
15 :30'1 
31 6119 

115 522 

56 606 
2:3 e71 

:360 879 
27 48'1 
36 980 

10 732 95:3 

Total cri""l.ina 1 
justice s~s:-em 

Amount 

2. 062 
12 46'1 
10 012 
II 500 
8 570 
2 077 
II 172 
8 0111 
2. 7711 

:3 1111 
7 :338 

10 002 
:3 598 
II 7911 
3 '1011 
'I 288 
7 827 
:3 516 
2 902 

2 529 
3 561 

23 185 
1 801 

16 8115 

1 15'1 
6 982 

2 121 
1 1130 
:3 577 

37 1156 
2 2:30 

63 780 
3 700 

2 :356 
1 757 

6 508 
1'1 255 

1 672 
7 '169 

'I 011 
'I 998 

3 560 
2 675 

10 517 
3 6:31 
5 1'12 
7 067 
:3 038 

26 576 
:31 2'1:3 

:5 :398 
8 916 
8 652 
3 :309 
22J7 

16 :371 

6 785 
2 8'17 

26 595 
'I 309 
4 596 

1 :380 1132 

.. , Percent 
of total 
direct 

expc~d1ture 

18.7 
1'1.9 
11.:! 
17.3 
13.2 
19.'1 
15.5 
13.3 
23.'1 

19.9 
23.2 
:36.5 
21.'1 
22.5 
20.2 
25.7 
16.9 
18.'1 
2?-.1 

10.9 
".5 

13.'1 
10.3 
12.6 

1:<.9 
1:3.0 

1'1.2 
27.9 
18.3 
17.2 
7.3 

28.8 
11.2 

9.'1 
10.3 

12.8 
11.5 

5.0 
16.9 

6.6 
111.'1 

16.6 
22.,} 
:31.5 
12.5 
10.7 
10.5 
21.7 

17.6 
9.'1 

2'1.0 
9.'1 

2'1.0 
21.6 
7.1 

1'1.2 

12.0 
11.9 

7.'1 
15.7 
12.'1 
12.9 1 

Police protection I 

Amount 

1 9:'6 
10 857 

7 97~ 
:3 702 
6 85'1 
1 831 
3 576 
6 708 
2 :392 

2 7'19 
7 114 
6 100 
:3 404 
'I :356 
3 10'1 
:3 515 
6 729 
2 868 
2 524 

2 :320 
:3 257 

20 849 
1 700 

15 '106 

1 102 
5 728 

1 920 
1 387 
:3 289 

31 797 
2 092 

'15 152 
3 '1'12 

4 999 
12 \)75 

'120 
6 :389 

Z 526 
3 661 

:3 2119 
2 460 
9 784 
3 :396 
'I :33'1 
6 60:3 
2 659 

25 079 
29 191 

:3 106 
8 452 
8 063 
2 88'1 
;) 038 

12 693 

6 347 
2 586 

2'1 662 
:3 818 
II 353 

122 016 

Percent 
of total 
crimina 1 

j U 5tir.e 
system 

94.9 
87.1 
79.7 
82.:3 
60.0 
88.2 
85.7 
8:3.'1 
86.2 

87.5 
96.9 
61.0 
94.6 
90.9 
91.2 
82.0 
86.0 
81.6 
J7.0 

91.7 
91.5 
89.9 
94.'1 
91.5 

95.5 
82.0 

90.5 
97.0 
91.9 
811.9 
9:3.8 
70.8 
9:3.0 

91.1 
91.6 

25.1 
85.5 

87.9 
73.2 

91.:3 
92.0 
9:3.0 
93.5 
8'1.:3 
9:3.11 
87.5 

94.'1 
93.'1 
91.4 
94.8 
93.2 
87.2 
91,1 

77.5 

93.5 
90.8 
92.7 
88.6 
9'1.7 
81.:3 

Judicial 

Amount 

74a 
1 01:3 

4112 
745 
187 
3:35 
782 
261 

228 

1 385 
1:32 
287 
224 
6:35 
778 
424 
214 

65 

21 
251 

86 
25 

1'19 
1 690 

47 
6 605 

115 

106 
:37 

681 
1 2'14 

697 
'100 

183 
1 165 

997 

201 
162 
:338 
252. 

92 
12 485 

Percent 
of tota 1 
criminal 
justice 
syste.:! 

6.0 
10.1 
9.8 
8.7 
9.0 
8.0 
9.7 
9.4 

7.:3 

U.6 
3.7 
6.0 
6.6 

14.8 
9.9 

12.1 
7.4 

2..6 

1.8 
3.6 

11.1 
1.7 
4.2 
11.5 
2.1 

10.11 
3.1 

11.5 
2.1 

10.5 
8.7 

41.7 
5.4 

'1.6 
23.:3 

4.2 
3.4 
3.6 
3.9 
8.8 
2.:3 
6.8 

3.1 
2.7 
:3.0 
2.7 
:3.9 
7.'1 
4.8 

6.1 

3.0 
5.7 
1.:3 
5.8 
2.0 
0.9 

II 
I 

j 

I 
I 
I 

I 
II 

1 
I 

:1 

I 
I 
II 

l!l 

.. 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 155 

Table 21. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure of 406 large city governments, 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

MICHIGAN--CONTINUED 
FARMINGTON HILLS 
FLINT ••••• 
GR~,ND RAPIDS •••• 
KALAMAZOO. • • 
LANSING. • • • • 
LINCOLN PARK 
LIVONIA. • ••• 
PONTIAC ••••• 
ROSEVILLE ••• 

ROYAL OAK ••••• 
SAGINAW ••••• 
SOUTHFIELD • • • 
ST. CLAIR SHORES 
STERLING HEIGHTS • 
TAYLOR • • •• 
TROV. • •• 
WARREN • • • 
wESTLAND ••••• 
WYOMH!G. • •• 

MINNESOTAI 
BLOOMWGTON ••• 
DULUTH •••••• 
MINNEAPOLIS ••• 
ROCHESTER ••• 
ST. PAUL ••• 

MISSISSIPPI I 
BILOXI • • 
JACKSON. • 

MISSOURI' 

· · .. 
COLUMBIA • • • • 
FLORISSANT. •• 
INDEPENDENCE • • 
KANSAS C lTY. • 

· · . 

ST. JOSEPH. • •• 
ST. LOUIS ••• 
SPRINGFIELD. • • 

MONTANA I 
BILLINGS •• 
GREAT FALLS. • 

NEBRASKA I 
LINCOLN. 
OMAHA. 

NEVADA I 
LAS VEGAS. 
RENO • 

. · .. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE I 

MANCHESTER • • • 
NASHUA • • • • • 

NEW JERSEY I 
BAYONNE, • • " •• 
BLOOMFIELD. • •• 
CAMDEN •••• 
CLIFTON ••••• , , 
EAST ORANGE. • • • • 
E .. IZABETH. • 
IRVINGTON. • • • 

JERSEY CITY. 
NEWARK • • • 
PASSAIC. _ ••• 
PATERSON • • • • 
TRENTON •••• 
UNION CITY •••• 
VINELAND •••• 

NEW "IEXICOI 
ALBUQUERQUE. • • 

NEW YORKI 
ALBA~'Y , •••• 
BINGHAMTON • • • 
BUFFALO. • • • • • 
MOUNT VERNON • 
NEW ROCHELLE • • • 
NEW YORK CITY •• 

· · . 
. . . . ~ . . .... 

See tootnotCB at end of: table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Legal services and 
prosecution 

Amount 

106 
320 
3411 
271 
1711 

'10 
165 
:398 

92 

85 
224 
224 
62 

123 
60 

121 
301 

72 
t2.5 

1'14 
28'1 

1 '181 
101 
866 

:31 
3711 

115 
18 

138 
1 229 

91 
:3 179 

128 

97 
:37 

'102 
782 

12'1 
76 

151 
67 

26'1 
92 

248 
187 
173 

327 
724 

82 
223 
133 

68 
92 

678 

201 
9Q 

1 026' 
202

1 

151 
72 '128 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

5.1 
2.6 
3.4 
6.0 
2.0 
1.9 
'1.0 
4.9 
3.3 

2.7 
:3.1 
2.2 
1,7 
2.6 
1.8 
2.8 
3.8 
2.0 
11.3 

5.7 
8.0 
6.11 
5.6 
!l.1 

5.'1 
1.3 
3.9 
3.3 
'1.1 
5.0 
:3.5 

6.2 
5.5 

:32.5 
4.0 

4.2 
3.3 
2.5 
2.5 
11.8 
2.6 
5.7 

1.2 
2.3 
2.11 
2..5 
1.5 
2.1 
4.1 

4.1 

3.0 

~:~I 4.7 
3.3 
5.3 

Public d".!fense 

Amount. 

3& 
13 

26 
1 

15 
:3:3 
29 

7 

9 

3 
19 
12 

4 

20 

1 
258 

7 

111 
1 

11 

39 

12 

17 

7 

6:3 

16 563 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

0.3 
0.1 

0.:3 
(Z) 
0.11 
0.4 
1.0 

0.2 

0.1 

0.2 

0.1 
0.2 
0.3 
0.1 

0.6 

(Z) 
0.7 

0.:3 

0.7 
(Zl 

0.3 

0.1 

0.1 

0.1 

0.1 

0.2 

1.2 

Corrections 

Amount 

501 
278 
85 

771 
18 
81 

120 

72 

2 279 

215 

79 

!S98 

1 526 

8 6'12 
6 

:381 

96 
96 

1 9:38 

27 

152 779 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

'1.0 
2.8 

1"·1 9.0 
0.9 
1.9 
1.5 

22.8 

0.'1 
0.5 
0.3 

!I.O 
1.2 

0.9 

0.5 

8.6 

1:3.5 
0.2 

4.2 

6.5 
0.:3 

5.1 

11.8 

0.6 

11.1 

Other criminal justice 

386 

6'10 

'19'1 

:31 

956 

202 
9 

108 

82 

36 
90 

105 
116 

316 
1177 
108 

109 
113 

48 

29 

606 
10 

:3 861 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

3.9 

2.8 

2.9 

0.11 

2.6 

0.:3 
0.2 

0.6 

2.0 

1.3 
0.9 

2.0 
1.6 

1.2 
1.5 
:3.2 

1.:3 
:3.'1 

0.:3 

0.11 

1.9 
0.2 

0.3 
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Table 21. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct e~pendit!)re of 406 large city governments, 
fiscal year 1978-Ccntjnued 

NEW YORK--CONTINUED 
NIAGARA FALLS •• 
ROCHESTER •••• 
ROME " • • • • • • 
SCHENECTADY •• 
SYRACUSE •••• 
TROy. ••••• 
UTICA ••••••• 
WHITE PLAINS • 
YONKERS ••••• 

NORTH CAROLINAI 
ASHEVILLE ••• 
CHARLOTTE •••••••• 
DURHAM • • It • • ~ • • 

FAYETTEVILLE 
GREENSBORO • • • • 
HIGH POINT • • 
RALEIGH •• , 
WILMINGTON • • • 
WINSTON-SALEM. • • • • 

NORTH DAKOTA I 
FARGO. 

OHIOI 
AKRON. • • •• • 
CANTON • • • • • • • • • 
CINCINNATI • 
CLEVELAND ••••• 
cLEVELAND HEIGHTS. 
COLUMBUS •• 
DAYTON ••••• 
~LYRIA • • 
EuCLID. •• 
HAHll.TON • 

KETTERING.. • 
LAKEWOOD. •• 
LIMA • • • • , • 
LORAIN • • • • • 
MANSFIELD. • • • 
PARHA~ •••••• 
SPRINGFIELD •••• 
TOLEDO ••••• 
WARREN • • • • • • 
YOUNGSTOWN • • • 

OKLAHOMA I 
LAWTON ••• 
MIDWEST ••••• 
NORN~N • • • •• •• 
OKLAHOMA CITY •••• 
TULSA. •• • 

OREGON I 
EUGENE ••••• 
PORTLAND.. •• 
SALEM. • • • 

PENNSYLVANIAI 
ALLENTOWN •••• 
ALTOONA •• 
BETHLEHEM.. •• 
CHESTER. • ••• 
ERIE • • • • • • 
HARRISBURG • • 
LANCASTER. • 
PHILAflELPHIA • • • • • 
P ITTS\:IURGH • 
READING ••• 
SCRANTON • • • • 
WILKeS-BARRE • • • • 
yORK.. •• 

RHoDE ISLANDI 
CRANSTON • 
PAWTUCKET •• 
PROVIDENCE • 
WARWICK ••• 

, It It • 

SOUTH CAROLINA I 
CHARLESTON • • • 
COLUMBIA • • • • • 
GREENVILLE • • • • 
NORTH CfllARLESTON 

· .. . .. · ... . · ..... . · .... . 
See footnotes at end of table. 

79 060 
256 285 
ll7 377 
73 265 

177 56'1 
58 739 
80 10! 
'16 895 

189 139 

M 61\2 
295 685 
10:; G86 

67 ()n 
160 5~2 

69 3'13 
138 005 

5'1 J53 
139 688 

2U'l 265 
98 01111 

'103 363 
609 187 

5'1 9'11l 
532 339 
197 "/IlL! 

51 260 
61 080 
66 712 

68 569 
63 581l 
50 263 
81 197 
56 1170 
97 1127 
7'1 018 

358 677 
59 262 

129 8"/5 

83 785 
50 3'11 
62 521 

371 302 
331l 365 

99 220 
383 901l 

83 738 

103 201l 
58 630 
72 687 
'15 775 

121l 1169 
56 105 
56 95'1 

1 778 3115 
'I1l2 139 
78 1157 
91 503 
511 867 
116 595, 

73 523 
69 911 

160 982 
87 1150 

59 911 
110 851 

57 1106 
58 658 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Total 
direct 

expenditure 

711 253 
278 201 

33 1101 
18 157 

13/1 257 
'10 177 
25 11.27 

107 lIlI3 
ll10 129 

17 291 
1111 275 
31 8'12 
15 2112 
51l OS? 
26 000 
'11 559 
111 678 
51 038 

21 196 

80 829 
n 537 

232 210 
291 963 

11 596 
'89 17'1 

911 810 
11 1121 
20 122 
18 750 

9 779 
11 983 
19 958 
19 0)5 
12 1187 
13 506 
19 167 

132 577 
11 13'1 
38 120 

22 2/19 
7 656 

10 11111 
137 B25 
125 0'1) 

311 3211 
182 611 

III 0110 

311 5115 
9 )96 

17 396 
111 )85 
28 8113 
20 581 
111 608 

1 279 592 
16'1 609 

19 32'1 
2) 2'111 
18 016 
10 133 

'11 883 
112 991 

100 75'1 
511 517 

16 810 
29 9115 
16 555 

II 1131 

Total criminal 
justice system 

Amount 

3 573 
16 783 

1 357 
3 660 

10 7116 
2 1176 
) 089 
5 173 

12 819 

2 11'18 
12 1181 

6 3118 
2 762 
8 125 
2 565 
6 817 
2 156 
8 5'12 

2013 

10 565 
5 302 

311 185 
65 558 
2237 

)8 269 
17 1110 

1 7119 
2 79'1 
3 721 

2 217 
1 860 
2 297 
2 351 
, 8'11 
2 571 
) 570 

20 OO~ 
2 659 
6 8'17 

2 980 
1 685 
2 206 

17 039 
13 8811 

II 1130 
23 026 

3 811 

) 496 
1 610 
2 562 
2 796 
4 072 
2 910 
2 0'13 

293 1'14 
25 3)1 

) 2)9 
) 057 
1 829 
2 318 

2 867 
2 838 
9 728 
" 1116 

3 64'1 
II 5'10 
2 605 
1 563 

Percent 
of tot.al 
direct 

expenditure 

11.8 
6.0 
11.1 

20.2 
8.0 
6.2 

12.1 
11.8 
9.1 

1'1.2 
10.9 
19.9 
18.1 
15.0 
9.9 

16.11 
111.7 
16.7 

9.5 

13.1 
16.3 
111.7 
22.5 
19.) 
,0.2 
18.1 
15.3 
1).9 
19.8 

22.7 
15.5 
11.5 
12.11 
30.8 
19.0 
18.6 
15.1 
23.9 
18.(\ 

13.11 
22.0 
21.1 
12.11 
11.1 

12.9 
12.6 
9.3 

10.1 
17.1 
1'1.7 
19.11 
14.1 
111.1 
111.0 
22.9 
15.11 
16.8 
13.2 
1~.2 
22.9 

6.8 
6.6 
9.7 
8.1 

21.7 
15.2 
15.7 
35.3 

Police protection 

Amount 

3 29(' 
15 8110 

1 0211 
3 53'1 
9 698 
2 )11 
2 817 
II 506 

10 878 

2 250 
12 155 

6 170 
2 657 
7 883 
2 1190 
6 596 
2 060 
8 230 

1 865 

7 661 
II 299 

23 968 
51 9511 

1 92'1 
29 505 
12 '128 

1 201 
2 '165 
2 055 

1 668 
1 567 
1 758 
1 765 
1 811 
1 995 
2 699 

15 932 
1 796 
5 098 

2 1138 
1 567 
2 012 

111 506 
12 033 

3 83/1 
21 710 

3 5211 

3 1106 
1 572 
2 5011 
2 688 
3 751 
2 819 
1 9911 

182 56'1 
23 835 

3 1112 
2971 
1777 
2 260 

2 809 
2 726 
9 282 
/1333 

3 1195 
3 669 
2 392 
1 1198 

Percent 
of tetal 
criminal 
justice 
system 

~;:·JI 94.11 
75.5 
96.6 
90.2 
93.' 
91.2 
87.1 
811.9 

91.9 
97.11 
97.2 
96.2 
97.0 
97.1 
96.8 
95.5 
96.3 

92.6 

72.5 
81.1 
70.1 
79.2 
86.0 
77.1 
72.5 
68.7 
88.2 
55.2 

75.2 
811.2 
76.5 
75.1 
117.1 
77.6 
75.6 
79.6 
67.5 
'7/1.5 

81.8 
93.0 
91.2 
85.1 
86.7 

86.5 
9'1.3 
92.5 

97.'1 
97.6 
97.7 
O~.l 
92.1 
96.9 
97.6 
62.3 
9/1.1 
97.0 
97,2 
97.2 
97.5 

98.0 
96.~ 
95.'1 
98.1 

95.9 
80.8 
91.8 
95.8 

Judicial 

Amount 

tOo 
207 

78 
32 

'130 
36 
75 

273 
627 

58 

1 289 
679 

) 761 
'I 113 

169 
II 321 
1 373 

317 
172 
153 

263 
170 
277 
288 
'139 
'117 
'17/1 

2 009 
5111 
673 

184 
'11 

10'1 
5110 
/12'1 

265 

96 

106 

'16 839 
/lOll 

8 
31 

190 
5 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

3.0 
1.2 
5.7 
0.9 
11.0 
1.5 
2.4 
5.3 
'1.9 

2.9 

12.2 
12.8 
11.0 
6.3 
7.6 

11.3 
8.0 

18.1 
6.2 
'1.1 

11.9 
9.1 

12.1 
12.) 
11./1 
16.2 
13.3 
10.0 
19.3 
9.8 

6.2 
2./1 
11.7 
3.2 
3.1 

6.0 

2.5 

2.6 

16.0 
1.6 

0.) 
1.1 
2.0 
0.1 

1.3 
6.9 
5.1 
1.9 

\ 

\ 
" 
\ 
.\ 
\ 
I 
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Table 21. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct e~penditure of 406 large city governments, 
fiscal,year 1978-Continued 

Cityl 

NEW YORK--CONTINUED 
NIAGARA FALLS •• 
ROCHESTER •••• 
ROME • • • • 
SCHENECTADY •• 
SYRACUSE ••• 
TROy • • • • • • 
UTICA ••••• 
wHITE PLAINS •• 
YONKERS. • •• 

NORTH CAROLINA I 
ASHEVILLE •••• 
CHARLOTTE •• 
DURHAM ••• 
FAYETTEVILLE 
GREENSBORO • • 
HIGH POINT •• 
RALEIGH •••• 
WILMINGTON • • 
WINSTON-SALEM. • • 

NORTH DAKOTAI 
FARGO,. • 

OHIOI 
AKRON. 
CANTON • • 
CINCINNATI • 
CLEVELAND ••••• 
CLEVELAND HEIGHTS. 
COLUI~BUS 
DAYTON 
ELYRIA • 
EUCLID • 
HAMILTON 

KETTERING. •• 
LAKEWOOD • • • 
LIMA. • • 
LORAIN ••• 
MANSFIELD •••• 
PARMA. • • ••• 
SPRINGFIELD ••• 
TOLEDO • 
WARREN • • • 
yOUNGSTOWN • • • 

OKLAHOMA I 
LAWTON •• 
MIDWEST •••• 
NORMAN • • • • 
oKLAHoMA CITY. 
TULSA, ••• 

OREGON I 
EUGENE 
PORTLAND 
SALEM. 

PENNSyLVANIAI 
ALLENTOWN. 
ALTOONA •••••• 
BETHLEHEM •• 
cHESTER. 
ERIE ••• 
HARRISBURG • • 
LANCASTER •••• 
PHILADELPHIA • • 
PITTSBURGH • 
READING. • 
SCRANTON • • • 
wILKES-BARRE • • 
yORK. • •• 

RHoDE ISLANDI 
CRANSTON • 
FAWTUCKET •• 
PROVIDENCE • 
WARWICK ••• 

. . . 
SOUTH CAROLINA I 

CHARLESTON • • • 
COLUMBIA •• ,. 
GREENVILLE • • • • 
NORTH CHARLESTON • 

SeQ footnotes at ond of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

LEgal services and 
prosecution 

Amount 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

168 
685 
255 

9'1 
273 
129 
le7 
39'1 
1105 

111 
)10 
167 
105 
105 

75 
215 

96 
206 

90 

'191 
285 

1 217 
1 '1)8 

100 
1 q69 

1175 
137 
157 

60 

156 
101 

81 
182 

85 
159 
167 
'175 
170 
381 

116 
28 
90 

839 
517 

308 
685 
183 

90 
38 
58 

10e 
:22 
~8 
/19 

11 600 
665 

97 
86 
52 
39 

50 
81 

256 
76 

102 
119 

80 
36 

'1.7 
'1.1 

18.8 
2.6 
2.5 
5.2 
6.1 
7.6 
3.9 

'1.5 
2.5 
2.6 
3.e 
2.3 
2.9 
3.2 
4.5 
2.'1 

/1.5 

4.6 
5.4 
3.6 
2.2 
'1.5 
3.8 
2.8 
7.8 
5,6 
1.6 

7.0 
5. 11 
3.5 
7.7 
2.2 
6.2 
/1.7 
2.'1 
6.'1 
5.6 

7.0 
3.0 
'1.8 

2.6 
2.'1 
2.3 
3.9 
3.0 
2.3 
2.11 
'1.0 
2.6 
3.0 
2.8 
2.8 
1.7 

1.7 
2.9 
2.6 
1.7 

2.8 
2.6 
3.1 
2.3 

Public defense 

Amount 

6 

26 

286 
153 

15 
180 

211 

10 

20 

21 
5 

/12 

27 

162 

23 

8 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

0.1 

0.3 

0.8 
0.2 

IZ) 
1.1 
1.'1 

0.3 

0.9 

0.9 
0.2 

0.2 

0.9 

1.2 

0.5 

0.2 

4 327 1.5 

~I 

Corrections 

Percent of 

Amount 

10 

'191 

16 

57 

80 

1 04'1 
39 

II 720 
/I 596 

40 
2 350 
2 68'1 

70 

152 

110 
22 

160 
111 
100 

57 
1 5311 

9'1 
/16/1 

86 
/19 

772 
7'18 

/17 068 

'105 

total 
crimina 1 
justice 
system 

0.3 

3.8 

0.1 

0.7 

0.9 

9.9 
0.7 

13.8 
7.0 
1.8 
6.1 

15.7 
11.0 

5.0 
1.2 
7.0 
11.7 
2.6 

1.6 
7.7 
3.5 
6.8 

2.9 
2.9 

4.5 
5.'1 

16.1 

8.9 

Other criminal justice 

Amount 

51 

3115 

318 

87 

11 

· 

· 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

0.3 

3.2 

2.5 

3.6 

0.2 

0.8 

0.7 
5.0 
0.2 
1.6 

1 291 34.7 

· 
1 1I0E 

17 
11 

2~i 
12~ 

38 

63 

9 
2 

. 

. 

7/1E 
42 

11 

3 -

36.6 

11.8 
0.1 
3.2 
3./1 

2.2 

2.7 

2.3 
0.8 

0.3 
1.7 

0.8 

IZ) 

0.7 
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Table 21, Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure of 406 large city governml:!nts, 
fis/cal year 1978-Continued 

(Dellar amounts in thousands) 
Total criminal 
justice system Police protection 

SOUTH DAKOTM 
SIOUX FALLS. 

TENNESSEE! 

Cityl 

CHATTANOOGA. • 
CLARKSVILLE ••• 
KNOXVILLE. • • • 
MEMPHIS •• , ••• 
NASHVILLE-D,WIDSON •• 

TEXAS! 
ABILENE. • • • • • • • • • 
AMARILLO • • • • • • 
ARLINGTON. • • • • • 
AUSTIN. •••• 
BEAUMONT. • •• • 
BROWNSVILLE. •• • •• 
CORPUS CHRISTI • • • 
DALLAS • • • • • • • • 
EL PASO. •• •••• 

FORT WORTH • • 
GALVESTON. • 
GARLAND •••••• 
GRAND PRAIRIE. • •• 
HOUSTON ..... .. 
IRVING • • • • • • 
LAREDO •••• 
LONGVIEW •• 
LUBBOCK ••••• 

MESQUITE 

MIDLAND. • • • , 
ODESSA • • • • • • 
PASADENA • 
PORT ARTHUR •••• 
RICHARDSON • • • • 
SAN ANGELO • • • • 
SAN ANTONIO. • • • 
TYLER, • •• •• 
WACO ••••• 
WICHITA FALLS •• 

· . .. .. · . . . .. . 

UTAH! 
oGDEN. • ••• 
PROVO ••••• 
SALT LAKE CITY •• 

ViRGINIA! 
ALEXANDR!A • • • 
CHESAPEAKE • • • • , 
HAMPTON ••••• 
LYNCHBURG, • •• •• 
NEWPORT NEWS • • • • 
NORFOLK. • • • • • • • 
PORTSMOUTH • • • • 
RICHMOND. •• • •• 
ROANOKE. • • • , 
VIRGINIA BEACH • • • • • 

WASHINGTON I 

... . . 

BELLEVUE • • • • • 
EVERETT. •• •• 
SEATTLE. • ••• 
SPOKANE ••••• 
TACOMA • • • • , • 

• 't •••• 

WEST VIRGINIA I 
CHARLESTON • 
HUNTINGTON • 

WISCONSINI 
APPLETON.. • 

~ . . . · .. '" . 

GREEN BAY •••• 
KENOSHA. ••••• 
LA CROSSE. • • • 
MADISON ••••• 
MILWAUKEE. • • • • • • 
OSHKOSH ........ . 
RACINE • •• • 
WAUWATOSA. ••••• II 

WEST ALLIS. • •••• 
- Represents zero or ~ounds to zero. 

Total 
Fopulatlon2 direct 

711 927 

165 280 
57 299 

1811 9112 
668 11113 
1128 957 

95 392 
1113 11311 
1211 6'16 
323 250 
117 1'111 

71 092 
215 22'1 
81111 528 
395 1119 

367 993 
60 1119 

1211 298 
61 017 

1 5511 960 
105 070 
80 570 
511 173 

166 127 

62 878 

65 829 
87 6211 

103 856 
61 :<86 
6'1 870 
67 710 

793 3711 
611 097 

1011 329 
96 8811 

68 512 
55 577 

167 11011 

1011 056 
111 136 
126 761 

63 221 
1112 262 
281 962 
108 1117 
223 212 

96 606 
235 8110 

68 679 
50 505 

488 928 
175 327 
1511 3110 

66 965 
69 592 

60 311 
90 368 
BO 385 
117 81111 

168 932 
653 1117 

50 1160 
93 497 
56 613 
69 3116 

expenditure 

26 935 

1011 912 
Il 292 

116 3112 
368 720 
3311 612 

15 0113 
35 1111 
26 062· 

101 292 
25 5'12 
15 290 
115 278 

255 0116 
711 070 

118 555 
25 991 
31 0117 
111 703 

'97 659 
17 3'11 
19 179 
12 539 
'1'1 939 

9 629 

111 5'10 
12 1150 
19 860 
1'1 811 
1" 718 
12 6115 

180 060 
13 856 
32 928 
18 096 

18 '187 
18 1169 
63 877 

911 823 
65 75/1 
8'1 188 
'12 191 
83 969 

156 009 
86 399 

21'1 '159 
77 332 

13'1' 895 

21 011'1 
1'1 '1110 

2U 2'18 
50 525 
60 056 

25 275 
18 185 

110 '117 
73 063 
16 632 
30 789 

130 985 
226 '152 

36 160 
32 813 
35 '115 
'1'1 3'13 

Z Less than half the I.!nit of measurement shown. 

Amount 

2 5611 

8 631 
1 229 
7 '178 

37 /171 
32 260 

2 278 
'I 710 
3 695 

13 '118 
'I 3/18 
1 86/1 
9 608 

56 92/1 
13 383 

19 383 
2 803 
3 1100 
1 620 

76 728 
2 767 
1 339 
1 5211 
5 855 

2 0011 

2 365 
2 317 
3 55/1 
2 025 
1 652 
1 995 

32 502 
1 666 
3532 
2 530 

/I 100 
1 721 

13 562 

81172 
6 081 
9 911 
3 913 
8 7511 

17 755 
6 556 

18 283 
8 81'1 

12 000 

2 ~.17 
2 392 

35 921 
6 606 
8 3'12 

3 066 
2 660 

1 708 
3 0'13 
2 997 
1 '171 
8 172 

'17 )'10 
1 573 
'I 67'1 
2 131 
3 199 

Percent 
of total 
direct 

expenditure 

9.5 

8.2 
1/1.8 

6.'1 
10.2 
9.6 

15.1 
13.3 
111.2 
13.2 
17.0 
12.2 
21.2 
22.3 
18.1 

16.3 
10.8 
11.0 
11.0 
19.3 
16.0 
7.0 

12.2 
13.0 

20.8 

16.3 
18.6 
17.9 
13.7 
12,0 
15.8 
18.1 
12.0 
10.7 
1/1.0 

22.2 
9.3 

21.2 

8.9 
9.2 

11.8 
9.3 

10.'1 
11.'1 
7.6 
8.5 

11.'1 
8.7 

13.5 
16.6 
16.8 
13.1 
13.9 

12.1 
H.6 

11.2 
'1.2 

18.0 
11.8 
6.2 

20.9 
'1.11 

111.2 
6.0 
7.2 

Amount 

8 115 
1 216 
6 685 

32 252 
21 613 

2 0'1'1 
'I 35'1 
3 377 

11 853 
3 913 
1 730 
8 780 

52 009 
12 262 

17 76'1 
2 525 
3 137 
1 359 

68 173 
2 515 
1 151 
1 378 
5 /1111 

1 881 

1 980 
2 010 
3 238 
1 819 
1 566 
1 796 

28 806 
1 511 
3 128 
2 150 

3 395 
1 203 

12 286 

5 '180 
3 555 
6 612 
2 7'17 
'I 0115 

10 969 
II 021 

10 628 
2 901 
7 /112 

2 398 
2 2115 

29 791 
5 972 
6 361 

2 827 
2 119'1 

1 663 
2 8119 
2 857 
1 1105 
7 795 

115 '192 
1 506 
'I 51'1 
2 056 
3 081 

lOata are based on a field compilation from records of each city government shown; see text for data limitations~ 
zPopulation 85 of July 1, 1977 from Bureau of the Census estimates. 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

9'1.2 

9'1.0 
98.9 
89.'1 
86.1 
67.0 

89.7 
92.'1 
91.11 
88.3 
90.0 
92.8 
91.'1 
91.'1 
91.6 

91.6 
90.1 
92.3 
83.9 
88.9 
90.9 
86.0 
90.'1 
92.9 

93.9 

83.7 
86.8 
91.1 
89.8 
9'1.8 
90.0' 
88.6 
90.7 
88.6 
95.0 

82.8 
69.9 
90.6 

6'1.7 
58.5 
66.7 
70.2 
'16.2 
61.8 
61.3 
58.1 
32.9 
61.8 

811.5 
93.9 
82.9 
90.'1 
76.3 

92.2 
93.8 

97.11 
93.6 
95.3 
95.5 
95.11 
96.2 
95.7 
96.6 
96.5 
96.3 

Judicial 

Amount 

226 
6 

72 
1 371 
11237 

127 
202 
1115 
599 
1'18 

'18 
'106 

1 9'18 
517 

561 
1111 

63 
911 

2 536 
115 
101 
1011 
216 

'1'1 

lOl2 
1117 
161 
72 
77 
89 

731 
811 
85 

I'll 

1 3511 
535 
502 
117 

1 094 
1 285 

6/15 
2 769 

710 
5'19 

80 

2 667 
277 
582 

67 
26 

115 
72 
55 
18 

'152 

30 
22 
23 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

2.6 
0.5 
1.0 
3.7 

13.1 

5.6 
'1.3 
3.9 
11.5 
3.11 
2.6 
11.2 
3.11 
3.9 

2.9 
5.0 
1.9 
5.8 
3.3 
11.2 
7.5 
6.8 
3.7 

2.2 

5.2 
6.3 
11.5 
3.6 
'1.7 
'1.5 
2.2 
5.0 
2.11 
5.6 

10.5 
7.8 
6.'1 

16.0 
8.8 
5.1 
3.0 

12.5 
7.2 
9.8 

15.1 
8.1 
/1.6 

2.8 

7./1 
'1.2 
7.0 

2.2 
1.0 

2.6 
2.'1 
1.8 
1.2 

1.0 

0.6 
1.0 
0.7 

I I 

c 
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Table 21. Percent distribution of criminal justice system dire~ expenditure of 406 large city governments, 
fiscal year 1978-Contmued 

_____ . ____________________________ r-__________ ~(~D~O~I~ld~r~a~rn~o~u~n~t:s~i~n~t~h:o~u:s~a~n~d:s:)~_r----:co=r=r:eC=t:i:O=nS~------r-:O:th:e:r-C~r:i:m~in:.:l~j~U:S:ti:C:e--
Legal services and Public defense 

City' 

SOUTH DAKOTA I 
SIOUX FALLS •••• 

TENNESSEE I 
CHATTANOOGA. • • ., 
CLARKSVILLE. • • • • • 
KNOXVILLE. • • • • • 
MEMPHIS. • • • • • • 
NASHVILLE-DAVIDSON 

TEXASI 
ABILENE •••••• 
AMARILLO • • • • 
ARLINGTON. •• • 
AUSTIN • • • • • • 
BEAUMONT •• • 
BROWNSVILLE ••• 
CORPUS CHRISTI • • 
DALLAS ••••• 
EL PASO ••••• 

.. . .... .. . .. .. . ... .. .. " . .. 
FORT WORTH • • • 
GALVESTON, ••••• 
GARLAND. • • • • 
GRAND PRAIRIE. • 
HOUSTON •••••• 
IRVING •• 
LAREDO. • ••• 
LONGVIEW •••• 
LUBBOCK •• , • 

MESQUITE • • • • • 

MIDLAND. • • •• • · . . 
ODESSA • • •• ••• 
PASADENA. • •• • •• 
pORT ARTHUR. • • • • 

· ... 
RICHARDSON • • • • 
SAN ANGELO. •• •• 
SAN ANTONIO.. • •• 
TyLER.. •• It. • 

WACO • • • • ., ••• 
WICHITA FALLS •••• 

· . . · .. . 
UTAHI 

OGDEN.. • •••• 
PROVO. • • • •• • 
SALT LAKE CITY. • 

VIRGINIA I 
ALEXANDR I A. •• 
CHESAPEAKE • • • 
HAMPTON ••• It , 

LYNCHBURG. ._. 
NEWPORT NEWS • • 
NORFOLK •••••• 
PORTSMOUTH • • • • 
RICHMOND •••• 
ROANOKE. • • • • 
VIRGINIA BEACH • 

· . . ... 

WASHINGTON I 
BELLEVUE ••• 
EVERETT. •• •• 
SEATTLE, • • • • 
SPOKANE. • • • • • 
TACOMA. •• • 

. . . · ... . 

· ... · . . .. · . . ... 
· ..... 

WEST VIRGINIA! 
CHARLESTON •• •••••• 
HUNTINGTON • • • • •• • • • 

WISCONSINI 
APPLETON.. •• 
GREEN BAY •••• 
KENOSHA. • • • • 
LA CROSSE. • • • 
MADISON. • • • • • 
MILWAUKEE. • • • 
OSHKOSH. • • • • • 
RACINE • •• • 
WAUWATOSA. • • • 
WEST ALLIS •• • 

· . . . . . · .... · . .. . 
· .... . . .. .. · ... . · ... . . .. . 

prosecution 

Amount 

P~rcent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

71 

290 
7 

293 
6'10 
976 

98 
15ij 
173 
787 
1'18 

58 
300 

1 315 
522 

399 
78 

1'1'1 
167 

1 060 
137 

73 
2ij 

198 

79 

71 
8'1 

155 
13ij 

9 
69 

597 
71 

138 
97 

132 
61 

ij08 

510 
3'1'1 
'122 
203 
393 

1 130 
528 
981 
380 
61)7 

2'18 
121 

1 316 
352 
ijS6 

121 
91 

122 
85 
'18 

377 
1 366 

67 
130 

53 
95 

3.ij 
0.6 
3.9 
1.7 
3.0 

'1.3 
3.3 
'1.7 
5.9 
3.'1 
3.1 
3.1 
2.3 
3.9 

2.1 
2.8 
ij.2 

10.3 
1.11 
5.0 
5.5 
1.6 
3.'1 

3.9 

3.0 
3.6 
lI.ij 
6.6 
O.!l 
3.5 
1.8 
'1.3 
3.9 
3.8 

3.2 
3.5 
3.0 

8.7 
5.1 
:1.7 
5.3 
5.5 

'1.0 
2.8 
3.3 
'1.6 
2.9 
'1.3 
2.8 
2.5 
3.0 

Amount 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

69 
395 

29 

12 
2 

59 

17 
29 
20 

20 
31 

18 

527 

17 

0.2 
1.2 

0.2 

0.3 
0.1 

0.7 

0.2 
0.7 
0.2 

0.3 
0.2 

0.6 

1.5 

0.2 

Percent of 
total 

Amount criminal 
justice 
system 

'128 
1 978 
II 67ij 

79 
12ij 

122 
1 6ij6 

5ij7 

3 1'15 

18 

192 
76 

151 
1'12 

1 021 
1 639 
2 261 

782 
2 88'1 
'I 3110 

9'12 
3 322 
'I 6'16 
3 072 

93 

786 
5 

710 

5.7 
5.3 

1'1.5 

0.6 
2.9 

2.8 

1.2 

2.1 

'1.3 
5.6 

12.1 
27.0 
22.8 
20.0 
32.9 
2'1.'1 
1'1.'1 
18.2 
52.7 
25.6 

2.2 
0.1 
8.5 

Amount 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

1 161 
365 

9 

71 
15 
28 

6 
82 

112 
59 
56 

1 81'1 

14 

2 368 

30 

129 
321 

'18 
8 

97 
35 

318 
31 

'100 
552 
177 
320 

216 

51 
'19 

3.1 
1.1 

0.'1 

0.5 
0.3 
1.5 

eZI 
0.6 

0.6 
2.1 
1.6 

1.0 

0.8 

3.1 
18.7 

0.6 
0.1 
1.0 
0.9 
3.6 
0.2 
6.1 
3.0 
2.0 
2.7 

1.1 
2.3 



160 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 22. Total criminal justice system expenditure of 406" large city governments, by character and object, 

fiscal year 1978 

City' 

TOTAL. 

ALABAMA I 
BIRMINGHAM • • • • 
GADSDEN ••••• 
HUNTSVILLE • • • • 
MOBILE • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY. '" 
TUSCALOOSA • • • • • 

ALASKA I 
ANCHORAGE •• . . . 

..... 
· . · '" · .. · .... · . · '" 

· ..... 
· .. . . ARIZONA; 

GLENDALE • 
MESA •••• 
PHOENIX •••• 
SCOTTSDALE • 
TEMPE. ., 
TUCSON •• , 

· ... . · . 
... 

ARKANSAS I 
• 01 ••• .. . .. FORT SMITH.. • 

LITTLE ROCK, • • , 
NORTH LITTLE ROCK. 
PINE BLUFF • • • 

. .. . . 
CALIFORNIAI 

A~AMEDA. • • • • • • 
ALHAMBRA • • • • 
ANAHEIM. • • • • • 
BAKERSFIELD.. • 
BELLFLOWER • • • • • 
BERKELEy. '" 
BUENA PARK • • • 
BURBANK, •••• 
CARSON • • • • • • • 
CHULA VISTA ••• 
COMPTON •••• 

CONCORD. •• • 
COSTA MESA •• 
DALY CITY •••• 
DOWNEY •••••• 
EL CAJON ••••• 
EL MONTE •••••• 
FAIRFIELD ••••• 
FOUNTAIN VALLEY •• 
FREMONT •••••• 
FRESNO. •• •• 
FULLERTON. • • • • 
GARDEN GROVE " 

· .. 
· . · . 

l' •• 

, . · . 
· . · , · . · 

· , . 
· .. 

· ... 
GLENDALE • , • • • • • • • • • 
HAWTHORNE, • • • •• ••• •• 
HAYWARD. , • • • • • •• • • 
HUNTINGTON BEACH • •• • • • 
INGLEWOOD. • • • • • • • •• , 
LAKEWOOD. ,... .., ,. 
LONG BEAC'~ • • • • '" 
LOS ANGELES. • • • •• • , 
MODESTO •• , • " • • •••• 
MOUNTAIN VIEW. " ., •••• 
NEWPORT BEACH,.. • • • • 
NORWALK. ,..... • • • 

OAKLAND.. • ••• 
OCEANSIDE ••• , • • 
ONTARIO •••••• C 

ORANGE • , • • • • • • 
OXNARD • • • • • • • • 
PALO ALTO, ••• 
PASADENA • • • • • 
PI CO RIVERA. • • • • • 

POMONA • • • • • • • • 
R~DONDO BEACH, • • • • 
REDWOOD CITY • • • • • 
RICHMOND • , • , • • 
RIVERSIQE. • •• • 
SACRAMENTO. •••• 
SALINAS. w •••••• 
SAN BERNARDINO • • • • 

· ... 
• ., It 

· '" · .. · ..... 
· . , .. · , " . · ..... · , .. · .. .. .. · . . · ... 

SAN BUENAVENTURA ••• •••• 
SAN DIEGO, ••••••••••• 
SAN FRANC I seo. • •• •••••• 
SAN JOSE • • • • ,. • • I. c • 

SAN LEANDRO. • " •• • • • 
SAN MATEO. • • • • ~ • • • • • ~ • 
SANTA ANA. • •• ••• •••• 
SANTA BARBARA. • • • • • • • • , • 

Sec footnotes at end of table. 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Total 
Total Diract 

current 

6 OBl 1:39 5 947 032 5 750 96L 

18 210 
1 412 
4 52'1 
7 99) 
5 541 
2 797 

2 691 
'I 226 

58 856 
3 68) 
4 898 

15 )97 

1 757 
5 928 
2 )1'1 
1 687 

2 800 
2 '199 

12 76) 
5 892 
J )'12 
6 1)5 
) 211 
5 039 
) 168 
) 017 
5 216 

lj )83 
'I 726 
) 008 
) 731 
2 660 
3 B8) 
2 056 
1 914 
4 780 

11 977 
4 101 
'I 279 

5 246 
2 599 
'I 35'1 
8 093 
B 601 
1 969 

2'1 647 
256 57B 

) 745 
2 5111 
'I 806 
) 09) 

26 04'1 
) 091 
) '118 
'I 171 
5 006 
) B99 
9 277 
1 607 

6 '19'1 
'I 161 
2211 
6 5'10 
7 29'1 

15 97lj 
) 648 
7 '185 

2 86B 
)2 30'1 
9) 9'12 
28 '167 

2 951 
) 057 

11 )12 
'I 029 

18 210 
1 412 
'I 'IJ7 
7 610 
5 501 
2 760 

11 05'1 

2 691 
4 226 

58 27'1 
3 68) 
lj 876 

15 367 

1 6)0 
5 928 
2 257 
1 5'18 

2 800 
2 1190 

12 758 
5 892 
1 615 
6 1)5 
3 207 
5 023 

62<) 
)017 
5 208 

'I 3B3 
4 710 
) 008 
3 504 
2 660 
) 729 
2 056 
1 907 
'I 780 

11 971 
'I 095 
'I 262 

5 2)'1 
2 591 
'I 3511 
8 069 
8 '163 

376 
24 497 

256 001 
3 7'15 
2 5'11 
'I 795 

)8 

26 0'14 
) 091 
) 375 
'I 155 
!> 001 
3 899 
9 090 

79 

6 '19'1 
3 '180 
2 211 
6 SilO 
7 29'1 

15 97'1 
) 5'1B 
7 )81 

2 855 
J2 188 
9) 9'12 
2B '167 

2 951 
) 057 

11 2'15 
3 9B2 

16 611 
1 377 
'I 1)8 
7 210 
5 300 
2 567 

10 983 

2 5'1''1 
) 826 

56 019 
) 6)0 
'I 585 

1'1 682 

1 555 
5 5'19 
2 243 
1 '137 

2 682 
2 '121 

12 506 
5 7'19 

42 
6 119 
2 789 
'I 948 

629 
2 776 
5 069 

'I 2)6 
4 616 
2 94'1 
) 1'19 
2577 
) 1119 
2 0)9 
1 86) 
'I 571 

10 920 
3 928 
) 966 

5 08'1 
2 1186 
'I )01 
771) 
8 422 

2811 
23 917 

250 092 
) 696 
2 226 
'I 576 

)8 

25 77:5 
? 96'1 
) 3116 
'I 109 
'I '10'1 
) 813 
8 778 

79 

6 156 
3 '1)2 
2 16'1 
6 35'1 
7 026 

15 928 
) '147 
5711 

2 750 
:31 579 
92 470 
2B )77 

2 921 
2977 

10 99'1 
) B9'1 

Direct expenditure 

Capital outlay 

Total 

196 066 

1 599 
35 

299 
qOD 
201 
19) 

71 

117 
1100 

2 255 
53 

291 
685 

75 
379 

1'1 
111 

118 
69 

252 
1'13 

1 57) 
16 

'118 
75 

2'11 
139 

1'17 
94 
G'I 

355 
113 

580 
107 
'14 

209 
1 051 

1(,7 
2116 

150 
105 
53 

)56 
'11 
9'1 

580 
5 909 

'19 
315 
219 

271 
127 

29 
46 

597 
86 

)12 

338 
'18 
47 

186 
268 

'16 
101 

1 670 

105 
609 

1 '172 
90 
30 
80 

251 
88 

Equipment 

1 1111 
35 

280 
24 

201 
173 

71 

117 
1100 
397 

53 
291 
596 

75 
117 

111 

83 
69 

2115 
127 

1 573 
16 

287 
75 

98 
139 

138 
911 
116 

355 
8; 
92 
17 
114 
27 

757 
165 
296 

150 
105 

53 
356 

111 
911 
55 

3 :S09 
119 
67 

177 

206 
127 
29 
116 

179 
86 

266 

59 
118 
117 

186 
268 

116 
101 
:355 

105 
609 

1 300 
90 
30 
77 

251 
78 

Construc­
tion 

77 395" 

19 
376 

20 

1 858 

89 

111 

35 

7 
16 

131 

1113 

18 

488 

182 
294 

2 

525 
2 600 

248 
42 

60 

1118 

10 

279 

1 315 

172 

10 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

Land 

3 659' 13'1 101' 

458 

262 

5 

36 

87 
)83 

'10 
J7 

250 

582 

22 
30 

127 

57 
1)9 

9 
5 

1 727 

'I 
16 

2 539 

6 

16 

227 

15'1 

7 

6 
6 

17 

12 
8 

2'1 
138 

1 591 
150 
577 

11 
) 055 

'I) 
16 
~ 

187 
1 528 

701 

100 
10'1 

13 
116 

67 
'17 

To To 
State local 

govern- govern-
ments ments 

5 

250 

8 

22 

53 361 

87 
)83 

'10 
J2 

582 

22 
30 

127 

57 
126 

9 
5 

1 727 

'I 
16 

2 539 

8 

16 

227 

15'1 

7 

6 
6 

17 

12 
6 

16 
138 

1 569 
150 
5'15 

11 
3 055 

4:.1 
16 

5 

167 
1 528 

701 

100 
10'1 

13 
116 

67 
46 

, 
i ., 

i 
I 
1 

I 
1 

~ 
11 
Ij 
il 
q 

; 
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Table 22. Total criminal justice system expenditure of 406 large city governments, by character and object, 

fiscal year 1978-Continued 

CALIFORNIA--CONTINUED 
SANTA CLARA. • • •• • ••• 
SANTA MONICA • • •• • ••••• 
SANTA ROSA. • • • • •• • ••• 
SIMI VAL.LEY. • • • •• • •••• 
SCUTH GATE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STOCKTON • • , • • •• • • • 
SU~JNYVALE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
THOUSAND OAKS. • • • • • • • • • 
TORRANCE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
VALLEJO. • • • • •• • •••• 
WEST COVINA. • • • • •• • ••• 
WESTMINSTER •••••••••••• 
WHITTIER • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

COLORADO I 
ARVADA , • • • • • , • • • • , • , 
AURORA •• , , •••• , •••• 
BOULDER. • • • • • • • • • • • , , 
COLORADO SPRINGS • • • • • • • • • 
DENVER •••••••••••••• 
FORT CO~LINS • • •• • ••••• 
LAKEWOOD • • • • • •• ••••• 
PUEBLO • • • • • , • • , , • • • • 

CONNECTICUT! 
BRIDGEPORT • • , •• • ,.. 8 

BRISTOL. • • • • • •• ••••• 
DANBURY ••• , " ••• ' •• 0 • 

HARTFORD • • • • • • • • • • • 
MERIDEN ••••• , •• , ••••• 
MI~FORD •• e • • •• , ••••• 
NEW BRITAIN, , • • • • , • , • • • 
NEW HAVEN. • , • " ,..... 
NORWALK. • , • • • • , •• ••• 
STAMFORD , • • • • • •• •••• 
WATERBURY. , , , •• .."., 
WEST HAVEN. • • •• , ••••• 

DELAWARE I 
WILMINGTON • • • 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA I 
WASHINGTON • • • • 

FLORIDA I 
CLEARWATER ••••• , •• , , •• 
FORT LAUDERDALE. • • • • • • • • • 
GAINESVILLE. • •• ...," 
HIALEAH. .,.. • • • • • • 
HOLLYWOOD. • • • •• • ••• ,. 
JACKSONVILLE • • • • • • • • • • , 
MIAMI, w ••• , , •••••••• 
MIAMI BEACH. • • • • • , • • • • , 
ORLANDO. • • , • • • • • e • • 
PENSACOLA, • • • • , • • , • • • 
ST. PETERSBURG " •• •••• 
TALl.AHASSEE ••• , •• • •••• 
TAMPA •••• , • • • • ••• 
WEST PALM BEACH, •••••• , •• 

GEOR~\IAI 
ALBANY • 
ATLANTA. 
AUGUSTA. 
COLUMBUS 
MACON, • 
SAVANNAH 

HAWAII I 

, , •• 0 , •• • ••• 

· ...... , ... . · .......... , , · ......... , , · . , .. , ... , . , . 
HONOLULU • • , , , • • • • • • • • 

IDAHO I 
BOISE CITY •• 

ILLINOISI 
ARLINGTON HEIGHTS. • • • , • • 
AURORA • • , • • •• ,..... 
BERWYN • • • • • ., •••••• 
CHAMPAIGN. • • • • • • • • • , • • 
CHICAGO •••••• , ., 0 ••• 

CICERO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DECATUR. , • • , •• • , , • • 
DES PLAINES. • , , • • • • • , • • 
EAST ST. LOUIS • •• ••• , •• 
ELGIN.. ...,....... 

Bee .footnotos at end of table. 

Total 

II )38 
5 617 
J 2)2 
2 2)8 
2 763 
'! 6'17 
) B26 
1 88B 
7 228 
) 250 
3 )0'1 
2 716 
) 096 

2 '1"8 
5 )0'1 
3 090 
7 678 

511 677 
1 5)7 
6 601 
'I 716 

B 150 
2 8'1) 
2 292 

11 812 
2 01'1 
2 882 
) 157 
B 127 
2 980 
5 9'10 
7 76) 
2 1411 

7711 

206 665 

'I 001 
12 2611 

) 689 
5 69'1 
7 510 

)'1 67) 
22 1111 

6 921 
10 26) 

) 088 
16 951 

) 2)'1 
15 897 

3 920 

2 890 
31 160 

2 587 
9 279 
'I 266 
'I '158 

'15 )36 

2 570 
5 117 
1 )20 
2 249 

JJ6 055 
2 177 
2 )97 
2 290 
2 720 
2 2'13 

(Thousands of dollars) 

D1rect expend1ture 

Total 

4 ))8 
5 58B 
) 2)2 
2 238 
2 762 
7 6'17 
) 626 

179 
7 206 
) 250 
) 290 
2 662 
) 084 

2 '1'18 
5 30'1 
) 090 
7 6611 

5'1 61'7 
1 5317 
6 601 
'I 700 

8 150 
2 all' 
2 28) 

11 792 
2 014 
2 882 
) 157 
6 127 
2 9BO 
5 920 
7 757 
2 1'1'1 

7711 

206 665 

q. 001 
12 200 

) 685 
5 694 
7 510 

)'1 57B 
22 1111 

6 921 
10 26) 

) 088 
16 951 
) 2)'1 

15 897 
J 915 

2 810 
)1 055 

2 582 
9 279 
'I 249 
'I '1'1'1 

'15 3)6 

3 686 

2 565 
5 095 
1 )20 
2 225 

))6 05) 
2 177 
2 )82 
2 290 
2 719 
2 237 

Direct 
current 

'I 185 
5 '199 
2 6111 
2 151 
2 697 
7 585 
) 797 

175 
6 '199 
) 098 
) 055 
2 6'18 
2 99' 

2 263 
5 060 
2 979 
7 278 

49 689 
1 502 
6 5'19 
'I 377 

8 112 
2 001 
2 202 

10 150 
1 977 
2 )05 
3 060 
8 029 
2 883 
5 651 
5 429 
2 11'1 

7 639 

?O:S 208 

3 9lj5 
12 068 

3 562 
5 601 
7 '1'1'1 

)'1 323 
22 257 

6 908 
10 096 

2 88'1 
13 5'1) 
) 110 

15 179 
3 763 

2 661 
29 502 

2 '106 
8 700 
3 781 
'I '113 

45 01B 

3 )67 

2 '58 
) 706 
1 320 
2 112 

332 695 
2 068 
2 303 
2 209 
2 650 
2 121 

Total 

153 
89" 

618 
87 
65 
62 
29 

'I 
707 
152 
235 

)'1 
91 

165 
2ljlj 
111 
)86 

II 988 
35 
52 

32) 

)B 
8'12 

81 
1 6'12 

37 
577 

97 
98 
97 

269 
2 328 

)0 

72 

:l '157 

56 
1)2 
123 

93 
66 

255 
15'1 
1) 

167 
2011 

3 '108 
12'1 
718 
152 

318 

319 

207 
1 )89 

11) , 
) )58 

109 
79 
81 
69 

116 

Cap1tal outlay 

Equipnent 

110 
89 

186 
87 
65 
55 
29 

4 
50~ 
112 
235 

311 
55 

185 
82 

111 
386 
,,;; 
35 
52 

32::' 

:S8 
60 
81 
95 
37 
15 
97 
98 
61 

2112 
1115 
30 

62 

:3 037 

56 
132 

99 
52 
66 
au 
65 
13 

165 
204 
629 
124 
716 
13/1 

149 
1 ,19 

174 
2911 
305 

;11 

306 

318 

54 
18 

113 
3 358 

13 
79 
56 
69 

116 

Construc­
tion 

145 

7 

204 
110 

::16 

l62 

II 945 

782 

1 547 

562 

27 
2 183 

10 

1120 

24 
41 

171, 
89 

2 

2779 

18 

215 

285 
163 

12 

153 
1 371 

25 

Land 

287 

36 

19 

Intergovernmental expend1 ture 

Total 

29 

1 709 
22 

14 
34 
12 

16 

9 
20 

20 
6 

64 
'I 

95 

5 

80 
105 

5 

17 
111 

68 

5 
22 

2'1 
2 

15 

1 
6 

To 
State 

govern­
ments 

9 
20 

20 
6 

95 

5 

!5 
B 

24 

15 

1 
6 

To 
local 

govern­
ments 

29 

1 709 
22 

1'1 

16 

50 
'I 

80 
105 

5 

17 
1'1 

66 

1'1 

2 
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Table 22. 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Total criminal justice system expenditure of 406 large city governments . ' by character and object, 

City' 

ILLINOIS--CONTINUED 
EVANSTON • 
JOLIET • • : : : : : : • • • 
OAK LAWN. • • 
OAK PARK • • • : • • : • • : 
~~g~~AR' • • • •• • ••• a 0 •••••• 
ROCK ISLAND, • • • , • • • : • : : 
sKOKIE •••• 
SPRINGFIELD •• : : • 
WAUKEGAN • • • • • 

NDIANA: 
ANDERSON •• EVANSVILLE ••••••• ." 
FORT WAYNE : : • : : • • : • : : : 

~~~~OND: : : : : . . .. . ... 
INDIANAPOLIS •• : : • : t : : 

MUNCIE • • • • • • 
KOKOMO ••••• 
SOUTH BEND •• .' 
TERRE HAUTE. • • • : : • • : : : • 

OWA: 
CEDAR RAPIDS • • 
COUNCIL BLUFFS •• 
DAVENPORT ••• : • 
DES MOINES •••• : 
D~BU~UE. • • • • • • 
SAOU CITY. • • • • 
W TERLOO • • • • • • 

KANSAS: 
KANSAS CITY. •• • 

~e~~E~~g PARK: : • : 
TOPEKA. 
WICHITA. 

KENTUCKy: 
COVINGTON. 
LEXINGTON. 
LOUISVILLE 
OWENSBORO. 

LOUISIANA, 
BATON ROUGE. • ••• 
LAFAYETTE •••• 

M
LAKE CHARLES • • : • 

ONROE • • •• • 
NEW ORLEANS.. .::'.' 
sHREVEPORT • • • 

MAINE: 
PORTLAND 

MARYLAND: 
BALTIMORE ••••• 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
BOSTON • • • • • • • • 
BROCKTON. •• • 
CAMBRIDGE ••••• 
CHICOPEE • • • • • • 
FALL RIVER 0 • • • 

HOLYOKE ••• 
LAWRENCE. : • 
LOWELL.. ..':. 
LYNN •• .... 

· . . 

· . · . 

MALDEN •• ••••• 
~~OFgRD. • • •• ..:':::: 

W EDFORD •• , • 
NEWTON • • • • • 

~~I~~~I:L~ : : : : 
SOltERVILLE • • • 
SP~INGFIELD ••• 
WALTHAM •••••• 
WORCESTER ••••• 

MICHIGIIN: 
ANN ARBOR. • •• • • 
DEARBORN • • • • 
DEARBORN HEIGHTS : • • : : : : : : 
DETROIT ••••• 
EAST l.ANSING •• : • : : • : : : : 

Seo footnotes at ond of tllblo. 

Total 

3 89'1 
'I 003 
2 263 
3 661 
7 29'1 
5 387 
1 9111 
2 856 
3 656 
2 919 

2 306 
'I 6'1'1 
5 903 
7 112 
3 66'1 

51 89'1 
1 990 
2 055 
'I 5'1'1 
1 793 

3 500 
2 586 
2 582 
7 959 
1 706 
2 851 
2 719 

7 012 
1 'I'll 
3 226 
5 '106 
9 '171 

2 528 
12 271 
20 586 

1 730 

21 808 
2 '131 
2 080 
1 826 

50 276 
,7 237 

3 0'16 

91 976 

96 047 
5 591 
8 211 
2 '199 
5 615 
2 182 
3 155 
3 99lj 
5 039 

2 lj19 
3 317 
6 36'1 
6 271 
2 089 
6 626 
3 '135 
7 985 
3 '171 
9 913 

5 13'1 
5 912 
3 '179 

170 717 
1 706 

fiscal year 1978-Continued 
(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expenditure 

Capital outlay 
Total Diroct 

3 89'1 
'I 003 
2 25'1 
3 661 
7 2'11 
5 387 
1 91'1 
2 856 
3 658 
2 911 

2 308 
'I 8'1

'
1 

5 903 
7 112 
3 664 

51 635 
1 990 
2 055 
'I 5'1'1 
1 793 

3 488 
2 '137 
2 582 
7 939 
1 685 
2 851 
2 719 

7 012 
1 '1l2 
3 228 
5 399 
9 312 

2.528 
12 082 
20 586 

1 701 

21 808 
2 369 
2 011 
1 826 

'19 560 
7 237 

3 0'16 

91 978 

98 0'17 
5 589 
8 211 
2 '199 
5 615 
2 182 
3 155 
3 991 
5 039 

2 419 
3 299 
;5 36'1 
6 271 
2 089 
6 628 
3 '135 
7 965 
3471 
9 913 

5 13'1 
5 806 
3 '169 

169 779 
1 706 

current 

3 839 
3 690 
2 181 
3 '175 
7 100 
5 268 
1 906 
2 795 
3 501 
2 8'16 

2 267 
'I 807 
5 7'1'1 
6 799 
:3 57'1 

'17 071 
1 865 
I 963 
q 3'1'1 
1 713 

3 111 
2 17'1 
2 '152 
7 871 
1 605 
2 759 
2 657 

6 615 
1 3117 
2 969 
5 220 
9 15'1 

2 382 
1l 256 
19 '1'18 

1 623 

20 6'13 
2 098 
1 886 
1 791 

'16 583 
6 757 

2 927 

91 311 

96 092 
5 589 
8 108 
2 '123 
5 515 
2 10'1 
3 1011 
3 9'1'1 
'I 969 

2 383 
:3 251 
6 28'1 
5 386 
2 010 
6 '177 
;3 379 
7 887 
3 '12'1 
9 636 

5 10'1 
5 795 
3 317 

16~ 990 
1 639 

Total 

55 
113 

73 
186 
I'll 
119 

8 
61 

157 
65 

'11 
37 

159 
313 

90 
II 56'1 

125 
92 

200 
80 

377 
263 
130 

68 
80 
92 
62 

397 
65 

259 
179 
158 

1'16 
826 

1 138 
78 

1 165 
271 
125 

35 
2977 

'180 

121 

667 

1 955 

103 
76 

100 
78 
51 
'17 
70 

36 
'18 
eo 

885 
79 

151 
56 
96 
'17 

277 

30 
1l 

152 
'I 769 

67 

Equipment 

42 
109 

73 
186 
89 
35 

8 
61 

157 
65 

q1 
37 

159 
313 

90 
q 56q 

125 
92 

200 
80 

272 
2q8 
117 

47 
80 
81 
62 

397 
65 

259 
166 
lq3 

146 
826 

1 105 
75 

1 165 
194 

92 
35 

1 578 
24 

121 

613 

1 823 

101 
51 

100 
7B 
51 
q7 
70 

36 
4B 
BO 

8B5 
79 

151 
56 
9B 
47 

277 

29 
11 

1q9 
1 735 

65 

Construc­
tion 

13 
q 

52 
8q 

105 
15 
13 
21 

11 

13 
15 

33 
3 

77 

1 399 
q56 

5q 

132 

2 
25 

3 
2 993 

2 

Land 

-' 

61 

Intergovernmental expandi tlll'e 

Total 

9 

53 

8 

259 

12 
151 

20 
23 

29 

7 
159 

189 

29 

62 
69 

716 

2 

3 

18 

106 
10 

938 

To To 
Stato local 

govct'n- govern-
ments menta 

9 

9 

259 

2 

3'15 

2 

3 

8 

10 
151 

20 
23 

29 

7 
159 

189 

29 

61 
69 

371 

18 

106 
10 

938 

II 

I 

11 
i 

~~----"----"-- ------- --
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Table 22. Total criminal justice system expenditure of 406 large city governments, by character and object, 

fiscal y~ar 1978-Continued 
(Thousands of dollars) 

Db'oct expondi ture 

Capital outlay 

Tot"l City' Total Total Equipmont 
Construc­

tion 
Land 

MICHIGAN--CONTINUED 
FARMINGTON HILLS ., ..,.. 
FLINT ••••••• , • • ••• 
GRAND RAP I OS • • • • • .., .., 
KALAMAZOO. • • • • • • • • • • 
LANSING. • • • • • • •• •••• 
LINCOLN PARK ••• , •••••• 
LIVONIA.. •••• ••••• 
PONTIAC •••••••••••••• 
ROSEVILLE. • • • ., •••••• 

ROYAL OAK ••••• , •• 
SAGINAW •••••• t •• 

SOUTHFIELD • • • • • 

. . ... 
• /I , • sT. CLAIR SHORES. 

sTERLING HEIGHTS • 
TAYL.OR ••••••• 
TROY • • • • • • , • 
WARREN ••••••••• 
WESTLAND ••••••• 
WYOMING. • • • , 

· . 

MINNESOTA: 
BLOOMINGTON. • •• 
DULUTH •••••• 
MINNEAPOLIS. • • • • 
ROCHESTER. • • • • 
ST. PAUL ••••• 

MISSISSIPPI: 

... 
. . . 

. .. . , . 

· . 
· . · . 
· . · , · . · . · . 

BILOXI ••••• 
JACKSON. •••• 

· . . .. . ...... · . 
MISSOURI: 

cOLUMBIA • • 
FLORISSANT •• 
INDEPENDENCE • • 
KANSAS CITY. • • • 
sT. JOSEPH •••• 
ST. LOUIS •••• 
SPRINGFIELD. • • • 

· ... 
t ••• · ., ... .... · ., .. 

110NTANA: 
BILI.INGS , • 
GREAT FALLS. 

NEBRASKA: 

· . · .. 
LINCOLN. 
OMAHA •• 

· .. . · ... 
NEVADA: 

LAS VEGAS, 
RENO • • • 

· .. · ... .. , 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
MANCHESTER • • • • • 
NASHUA. • •• • 

NEW .JERSEY I 

. . . 

. 
" ... 

. . , 
, . . 

. . . 
, , 

, .. 
BAVONNE. •• •• • • • • • 
BLOOMFIELD t • • .' • •••• 

cAMDEN. •••••• t. ., 
CLIFTON. •• .,.' •• • • 
EAST ORANGE. • • • • • •• • • 
ELIZABETH. • •• ••• •• 
IRVINGTON. • • • • • •• • ••• 

~ERSEV CITY •••• ' ••••• 
NEWARK. ••••• • ••• 
PASSAIC. • • • • ., • • ••• 
pATERSON • • • • • • •• • • • 

2 236 
12 '183 
10 066 

'I 5'1'1 
8 573 
2077 
'I 26'1 
8 150 
277'1 

3 I'll 
7 3'11 

10 052 
3 607 
'I 806 
3 '107 
'I 297 
7 1)'7 
3 516 
2 902 

2 552 
3 607 

23 '185 
1 822 

16 86'1 

1 172 
6 982 

2 121 
1 '130 
J 607 

37 '156 
2 233 

63 780 
J 700 

2 379 
1 780 

6 508 
1'1 302 

13 838 
7 503 

'1011 
'I 998 

3 560 
2 675 

10 517 
3631 
5 1'12 
7 067 
3 038 

2 062 
12 '1611 
10 012 

'I 500 
8 570 
2 077 
'l172 
S 0'11 
2 77'1 

1 930 
12 318 

9 661 

3 I'll 
7 338 

10 002 
3 598 
'I 79'1 
3 '10'1 
'I 268 
7 827 
3 516 
2 902 

2 529 
3 561 

23 185 
1 801 

16 8'15 

1 15'1 
6 982 

2 121 
1 '130 
3577 

37 '156 
2 230 

63 780 
3 700 

2 356 
1 757 

6 508 
1'1 255 

1 672 
7 '169 

'I 011 
II 998 

:3 560 
2 675 

10 517 
3 631 
5 1'12 
7 067 
3 03!! ' 

26 576 
31 2'13 

3 398 
8 916 
8 652 

" 332 7 966 
2 012 
'I 137 
7 966 
2 707 

3 125 
5 385 
5 109 
3 '139 
'I 575 
3 285 
2 958 
7 60i 
3 '193 
2 802 

2 521 
3 '129 

23 129 
1 7'19 

1'1 758 

1 051 
6 8'15 

2 336 
1 60'1 

6 '158 
13 1126 

1 620 
7 010 

3 366 
2 701 

:3 51'1 
2 637 
888'1 
3 631 
5 071 
7 0:S2 
2 9'10 

TRENTON • • • • • • ,. ..., 
uNION CITY • • • • • • • • f • • • 

VIN~LANO • ~ : : - • • • • • - • • 

26 576 
31 2'13 

3 398 
8 916 
8 652 
3 309 
2 2~7 ~ ~g~ \ 

26 25'1 
30 823 

3 290 
8 763 
8 510 
3 309 
2 116 

NEW MEXICO: 
ALBUQUERQUE. 

NEW YORK: 
ALBANY • • • •• •• •••• 
BINGHAMTON • • • ., • ••• 
BUFFALO. • • • • .' • •••• 
HOUNT VERNON • • • • • • • • • • • 
NEW ROCHELLE • • .' •••••• 
NEW YORK CITY.. ••• •••• 1 

SOD footnotcs at ond of table. 

16 371 

6 899 
2 8'17 

27 '113 
'I 309 
'I 7'11 

'152 975 

16 371 

6 785 
2 8'17 

26 595 
'I 309 
'I 596 

1 380 '132 

15 099 

6 573 
2 776 

26 451 
'I 278 
'I 529 

1 370 120 

132 
1'16 
151 
168 
60'1 

65 
35 
75 
67 

16 
1 953 
'I 893 

159 
219 
119 

1 330 
218 

23 
100 

8 
132 

56 
52 

2 087 

103 
137 

110 
9 

185 
I 096 

87 
1 296 

126 

20 
153 

50 
829 

52 
'159 

6'15 
2 297 

'16 
38 

1 633 

71 
35 
98 

322 
'120 
108 
153 
1'12 

121 

1 272 

212 
71 

1'1'1 
31 
67 

10 312 

132 
1116 

60 
168 
2q2 

611 
27 
q4 
62 

16 
152 
108 
159 
219 
119 

q2 
1q9 

10 
100 

8 
132 

56 
52 

1 048 

102 
137 

110 
9 

155 
57q 

B7 
779 
126 

20 
153 

50 
829 

91 

362 
1 
B 

31 
5 

1 801 
Ii 7B5 

1 2BB 
69 
13 

1 039 

30 
51 

30 
2B7 

22 
172 

q1 
79 

q6 
3B 

71 
35 
9B 

322 
420 
lOB 
108 
1q2 

1 261 

106 
71 
2B 
31 
67 

6 217 

60q 
2 218 

1 633 

106 

116 

II 095 

Intorgovornmontal expenditure 

Total 
Statc 

govern­
ments 

To 
local 

govern­
ments 

1171 

q5 

11 

92 
109 

3 
50 

12 
3 
9 

10 

23 
'16 

300 
21 
19 

18 

30 

3 

23 
23 

2 

92 
109 

1 
1$0 

9 
12 

J 
9 

10 

23 
'16 

300 
21 
19 

18 

30 

3 

'17 
_ '17 

12 166 
3'1 

- 12 166 
9 25 

11'1 11'1 

818 818 

1'15 1'15 
72 5'13 72 5113 
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Table 22, Total criminal justice system expenditure of 406 large city governments, by character and object, 

fiscal year 197~ontinued 

City' 

NEW YORK--CONTINUED 
NIAGARA FALLS, • • , ••••• 
ROCHESTER. •• 
ROME. • • • • • • • •• 
SCHENECT ADY •••• •• 
SYRACUSE •••••• 
TROY. • ••• 
UTICA •••••• 
WHITE PL.AINS ••••••••.• 
yONKERS. •••••••••• 

NORTH CAROLINAI 

· . · . 
· . · . 

ASHEVIL.L.E. • • •• •••••• 
CHARLOTTE. • •• • v • • • • • • 

DURHAM. • • • • •• • ••• 1 · . FAYETTEVILLE •• • •• · . · . GREENSBORO • • • • • 
HIGH POINT • • • • 
RALEIGH. • •• •• 

· . · . 
WILMINGTON • •• • 
WINSTON-SALEM. • • 

NORTH DAKOTA I 
FARGO. • • • • 

OHIOI 
AKRON ••••••••• 
CANTON • • • •• •• 
CINCINNATI • • • • • • 
CLEVELAND ••••••• 
CLEVELAND HEIGHTS •• 
COLUMBUS ••••• 
OAYTON • • • • • • • 
ELVRIA ••••••• 
EUCL.ID • • • • • • • • 
HAMILTON • • •• ••• 

, .. . . . 
KETTERING. • • • • • •• •••• 
LAKEWOOD • • ., • •••••• 
LIMA • • • • • • • • • • • • • I • 

LORAIN. •••••••••••• 
MANSFIELD. • • " ••••••• 
PARMA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
SPRINGFIELD. • • • • •• • ••• 
TOLEDO • • • • •• •• •••• 
WARREN. • • •• •• • ..... 
yOUNGSTOWN • • • • • • • • • , • • 

OKLAHOMA I 
LAWTON • 
MIDWEST. 
NORMAN • 
OKLAHOMA 
TULSA. • 

OREGON I 

. . . . . . . . 
CITY: : 

EUGENE • • • • • • • • 
PORTLAND ••••••• 
SALEM •••••••• 

PENNSYLVANIA I 

· .. · .. · . 
· .. · . · . 

ALLENTOWN. • • • • • ••••••• 
ALTOONA. • • • •• • •••••• 
BETHLEHEM. • • • •• ••••• 
CHESTER. •••••••••••• 
ERIE. • • • • •• • •••••• 
HARRISBURG • • • •• ••••• 
LANCASTER. • •• • ••••••• 
pHILADELPHIA • • •• • ••••• 
PITTSBURGH • •• • •••••• 
READING. • • • • • • •• • •• 
SCRANTON • • • • • • • • •• •• 
WILKES-BARRE • • • •• ••••• 
yORK • • • • • • •• •••••• 

RHODE ISLANDI 
CRANSTON ••••• 
pAWTUCKET ••••• 
PROVIDENCE • • • • • 
WARWICK. • • • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINA I 

· · .. . · .. . · .. · .. . · .. 
CHARLESTON • • •• ••••••• 
COLUMBIA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GREENVIL~E • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NORTH CHARLESTON •• ••••• 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

3 68J 
17 362 

1 357 
3 7'1' 

10 90'1 
2 551 
3 206 
5 173 

12 819 

2 ~63 
12 '181 

6 3/18 
2 782 
8 133 
2 568 
7 051 
2 156 
8 5q2 

2 013 

10 823 
5 ~37 

3'1 /199 
79 559 
2237 

38 606 
17 1/10 

1 811 
2 795 
3 721 

2 306 
1 860 
2333 
2 '102 
3 856 
2 575 
3 587 

20 520 
2 688 
6 8'19 

2 980 
1 685 
2 21~ 

17 039 
13 930 

'I ~78 
23 026 

3 878. 

:s /196 
1 610 
2 562 
2 796 
'1072 
2 910 
2 0'13 

295 '1/18 
25 331 

3 239 
3 057 
1 829 
2 316 

2 867 
2 838 
9 728 
/I ~16 

3 665 
'I 568 
2 B3'1 
1 576 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Total 

:5 57J 
16 783 

1 357 
J 660 

10 7'16 
2 '176 
3 089 
5 173 

12 819 

2 '1'18 
12 '181 
6 3'18 
2 762 
8 125 
2 565 
6 817 
2 156 
8 5'12 

2 013 

10 565 
5 302 

3'1 185 
65 558 
2 237 

38 269 
17 1'10 

1 7'19 
2 79'1 
3 721 

2 217 
1 860 
2 297 
2 351 
3 8'11 
2 571 
3 570 

20 003 
2 659 
6 8'17 

2 980 
1 685 
2 206 

17 039 
13 88'1 

'I '130 
23 026 

3 ~11 

3 '196 
1 610 
2 562 
2 796 
'I 072 
2 910 
2 0'13 

293 1'1'1 
25 331 

3 239 
:3 057 
1 829 
2 318 

2 867 
2 83d 
9 728 
'I '116 

3 6'1'1 
'I 5'10 
2 605 
1 563 

Diroct 
current 

3 568 
16 260 

1 125 
3 612 

10 '1'12 
2 350 
3 000 
5 06'1 

12 656 

2 21'1 
11 118'1 

5 996 
2 560 
7 536 
2 J52 
6 55'1 
20M 
8 202 

1 9'19 

9 91Jl 
5 29'1 

3J 766 
51 968 

2 192 
37 081 
16 609 

1 7'17 
2 613 
2 300 

2 156 
1 821 
2 28'1 
2 J07 
J 000 
2 '1117 
J '109 

19 118 
2 6J6 
6 565 

2 8'15 
1 62'1 
1 818 

16 120 
13 383 

'I 255 
22 9'10 

.J 76J 

3 371 
1 610 
2 '162 
2 781 
3 996 
2 810 
1 989 

286 670 
25 290 

2 966 
2 860 
1 732 
2 303 

2 776 
2 775 
9 696 
'I 285 

3 3'16 
'I 526 
2 '1'16 
1 1113 

Direct expenditure 

Capital outlay 

Total Equipnent Construc­
tion Land 

I 

I 
5 I 

523 
232 

'18 
30'1 
126 

89 
109 
163 

23'1 
'197 
352 
202 
589 
213 
263 

90 
3'10 

6'1 

652 
8 

1119 
13 590 

115 
1 188 

831 
2 

181 
1 '121 

61 
39 
13 
'1'1 

8'11 
12'1 
161 
885 

23 
282 

135 
61 

388 
919 
501 

175 
86 
/lB 

125 

100 
15 
76 

100 
5'1 

6'17'1 
'II 

273 
197 

97 
15 

91 
63 
32 

131 

298 
1'1 

159 
150 

5 
S23 

32 
118 

3011 
86 
89 

109 
IS3 

23'1' 
1102 
:318 
188 
M9 
213 
26:3 

76 
:3'10 

611 

:363 
8 

1119 
10 1167 

'15 
115:3 
206 

2 
181 
172 

61 
39 
1:3 
411 

109 
12'1 
1:3:3 
127 

2:3 
19:3 

1:35 
61 

:388 
919 
'165 

175 
86 
118 

125 

100 
15 
76 

100 
511 

1 8<!:3 
1 

273 
197 

75 
15 

72 
6:3 
32 

131 

298 
1'1 

156 
1119 

200 

110 

10 

9S 
3'1 
14 : 

111 

28~ I 

3 123 

735 
325 

1 2'19 

732 

758 

89 

36 

-. , 
II 651 

'10 

17 

19 

3 
1 : 

28 

5 

Intergovernmental ex:poHdi ture 

Total 

110 
579 

83 
158 

75 
117 

15 

20 
8 
J 

2J'I 

2!i8 
135 
31'1 

1'1 001 

J37 

62 
1 

89 

36 
51 
15 

'I 
17 

517 
29 

2 

6 

116 

'18 

67 

2 30'1 

21 
28 

229 
13 

To 
State 

govern­
ments 

110 
579 

8J 
158 

75 
117 

19 

2 

63 

2 30'1 

20 
28 

To 
local 

govern­
ments 

15 

258 
135 
31'1 

1'1 001 

3:57 

62 
1 

89 

36 
32 
15 

/I 
17 

517 
29 

6 

/16 

/18 

/I 

229 
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Table 22, Toti~1 criminal justice system expenditure of 406 large city governments, by character and object, 

fiscal year 1978-Continued 

SOUTH DAKOTA I 
SIOUX FALLS. 

TENNESSEE I 

City' 

CHATTANOOGA ••• 
CLARKSVILLE. • • 
KNOXVILLE •••••• 
MEMPHIS. • • • • e , • 
NASHVILLE-DAVIDSON • • 

. . , , . ... 
TEXASI 

ABI~ENE. • • • • • • 
AMARILLO • • • • • • 
ARLINGTON. • •• •• 
AUSTIN • • • • • • • • 
BEAUMONT. • •• •• 
BROWNSVILLE. • • • • 
CORPUS CHRISTI. • 
DAL~AS • • • • • • • 
EL PASO. • • •• ••• 

FORT WORTH • • • • 
GALVESTON •• 
GARLAND •••• 
GRAND PRAIRIE. • • 
HOUSTON ••••••• 
IRVING • • •• •••• 
LAREDO • • • • • • • 
LONGVIEW • • • • • • 
LUBBOCK, • • •• • •• 
MESQUITE •••• 

MIO~AND. • • • • • • 
ODESSA • •• •••••• 
PASADENA, •• • •• 
PORT ARTHUR. • • •• • 
RICHARDSON • • • • • 
SAN ANGELO • • • • • 
SAN ANTONIO. • • • • , • • 
TYLER.. ••••• 
WACO ~ • • • • • • 
WICHITA FALLS. • • • 

UTAHI 

· . · . · .. · .. 

· . · . 

· . · . · . · . · . 

OGDEN •••••••• 
PROVO •••••• 

.. . .. . . .... . 
SALT LAKE CITY. ••••• (I • 

VIRGINIAI 
ALEXANDRIA • • • • •• •••• 
CHESAPEAKE • • • • • • • f • • • • 

HAMPTON. • • • • • • ••••• 
LYNCHBURG ••••• , •••••• 
NEWPORT NEWS • • • • •• •••• 
NORFOLK. • • • • ., • • ••• 
PORTSMOUTH • • • • •• •• •• 
RICHMOND • • • • • • • •• • 
ROANOKE. • • • " • ~ ~ • • • • 
VIRGINIA BEACH • • • • • •• •• 

WASHINGTONI 
BELLEVUE • • • • ., •••••• 
EVERETT •••• " •••••• 
SEATTLE •••••••••••••• 
SPOKANE. • • • , ., •• o. • 
TACOMA • • • • • • • v • , • • • • 

We;ST VIRGINIAI 
CHAR~ESTON • • • • 
HUNTINGTON. • 

WISCONSIN I 
APPLETON • 
GREEN BAY. 
KENOSHA •• 
LA CROSSE. 
MADISON. • 
MILWAUKEE. 
OSHKOSH •• 
RACINE • • 
WAUWATOSA. 
WEST ALLIS 

· .... · . . . . . . . .. . · ... , ..... . 
• II •••••••• 

· .......... . · ......... . · ... · ... , ..... . · .......... . 

Total 

2 56/f 

8 6:31 
1 232 
7 /178 

37 932 
32 260 

2 279 
/I 710 
3 695 

13 71'1 
/I 3118 
1 927 
9 630 

56 92'1 
13 592 

19 3B3 
2 803 
3 '100 
1 620 

76 728 
2 767 
1 359 
1 525 
5 855 
2 00'1 

2 365 
2 317 
3 55'1 
2 036 
1 652 
2 026 

33 368 
1 67/1 
;, 532 
2 530 

'I 100 
1 725 

13 61/1 

8 796 
b 271 

10 032 
'I 020 
8 881 

18 389 
6 867 

18 283 
9 1/16 

12 000 

2 8'11 
2 601 

37 17/1 
7 209 
8 811 

3 088 
2 676 

1 '/08 
3 0'19 
3 002 
1 /177 
8 177 

/17 329 
1 575 
/I 67/j 
2 131 
3 199 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Total 

8 631 
1 229 
7 /178 

37 ''171 
32 260 

2 278 
'I 710 
3 695 

13 /118 
'I 3/18 
1 86'1 
9 608 

56 92/1 
13 383 

19 38) 
2 803 
3 /100 
1 620 

76 728 
2 767 
1 339 
1 52/1 
5 855 
2 00'1 

2 365 
2 317 
3 55'1 
2 025 
1 652 
1 1195 

32 502 
1 6~6 
3 532 
2 530 

'I 100 
1 721 

13 562 

8 /172 
6 081 
9 911 
J 913 
8 75/1 

17 755 
6 556 

18 28J 
8 81/1 

12 000 

2 837 
2 392 

35 921 
6 606 
8 3/12 

3 066 
2 660 

1 708 
3 0'13 
2 997 
1 '171 
e 172 

117 310 
1 573 
'I 67/1 
2 131 
3 199 

Direct 
current 

2 /183 

8 058 
1 169 
7 390 

3/1 267 
30 /113 

2177 
'I 6~8 
3 5118 

13 050 
3 8/10 
1 571 
9 358 

56 /1'12 
12 622 

19 238 
2 583 
3 258 
1 551 

68 221 
2 /193 
1 2)0 
1 211 
/I 560 
1 802 

2 3'16 
2 25l 
:\ /1/18 
1 859 
1 557 
1 819 

31 116 
1 M9 
3 '176 
2 266 

3 739 
1 587 

13 19'1 

7 'I'll 
5 575 
5 7/13 
3 853 
8 388 

17 317 
6 '1/13 

18 188 
5 536 

10 317 

2 726 
2 307 

35 588 
6 513 
8 J03 

1 66'1 
3 029 
2 876 
1 '119 
7 928 

/16 577 
1 53'1 
/I 563 
2 119 
3097 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

81 

573 
60 
88 

3 20'1 
1 8'17 

101 
62 

1117 
368 
508 
293 
250 
'182 
761 

1'15 
220 
1/j2 

69 
8 507 

27/1 
109 
313 

1 295 
202 

19 
66 

106 
166 

95 
176 

1 386 
17 
56 

26/j 

361 
13'1 
368 

1 031 
506 

/I 168 
60 

366 
'138 
113 

95 
3 278 
1 683 

111 
85 

333 
93 
39 

19 
21 

/1/1 
1/1 

121 
52 

2'1'1 
733 

39 
111 

12 
102 

Capi tnl outlny 

Equipment 

81 

'1911 
60 
88 

1 085 
1 373 

70 
62 

1'17 
138 
508 

92 
250 
'182 
761 

1'15 
11111 
1'12 

69 
6 1154 

227 
109 
ql 

1 217 
202 

19 
66 

106 
159 

93 
170 

1 382 
17 
56 

115 

361 
1~11 

316 
227 
142 
60 

281 
373 
11;; 

71 
113 

167 

111 
68 

256 
92 
39 

19 
21 

q'l 
111 

121 
52 

2'1'1 
733 

39 
111 

12 
'16 

Construc­
tion 

- I, 

79 

1 860 
190 

31 

230 

76 

1 170 

222 

7 

6 
II 

368 

715 
209 

II 026 

85 
65 

211 
3 235 
1 516 

17 
77 

56 

Land 

259 
28'1 

201 

883 
'17 

78 

1'19 

_ Represonts zero or rounds to zero. 
lData arc based on a fiold compilation from records of each city governmont shown; soe text tor data limitations. 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

3 

'161 

296 

63 
22 

209 

20 
1 

11 

Jl 
866 

8 

'I 
52 

32'1 
190 
121 
107 
127 
63/j 
311 

332 

'I 
209 

1 25) 
603 
'169 

22 
16 

6 
5 
6 
5 

19 
2 

To To 
State local 

govern- govern-
ments menta 

197 

22 

16 
1 

31 
377 

J 

289 
165 
108 
107 
127 
626 
275 

'161 

99 

63 

209 

'189 
5 

q 
52 

35 
25 
13 

8 
36 

332 

'I 
209 

1 253 
603 
q69 

22 
16 

6 
5 
6 
5 

19 
2 
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Table 23, Criminal justice system employment and percent distribution of full.time 

ALIFORNIA--CONTINUE[ 
1 SANTA CLARA, , , , 
, SANTA MOIHCA 

SANTA ROSA , 
: SIMI VALLEY, 
i ;~g~~Tg~ T: . 

SUNNYVALE, 

~ THOUSAND OAKS, 
, TORRANCE •• 

11 VALLEJO". 11 WEST COVINA, 
1 WESTMINSTER. 
1 WHITTIER, 

1~ co~~O~g~: .. 
1 AURORA,. 
11 BO~' QER. 
1 COLOrlADO SPRINGS • 
~! DENVER,.. 
1, FT. COLLINS. 
2C LAKEWOOD. 
21 PUEBLO.. 

CONNF.CTJCUT: 
BRIDr,EPORT 
BRISTOL. 
DANBURY, 
HARTFORD 
MERIDAN. 
MILFORD. 

2 
2~~ NEW BRITAIN. 
0> NEW HAVEN. 
3~ NORWALK. 
3

1 
STAMFORD. 

3 WATERBURY. 
3 WEST HAVEN 

DELAWARE: 3j WILMINGrON 

J 
DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA: 

3 WASHINGTON 

FLORIDA. 
3< CLEARWATER... 
3 FORT LAUDERDALE. 
31 GAINESVILLE. ?: HIALEAH •• 
~, HOLLYWOOD.. 
'11 JACKSONVILLE 
q2 MIAMI ••• , 

MIAMI BEACH. 
ORLANDO •• 
PENSACOLA ••• 
ST. PETERSBURG 
TALLAHASSEE. 
TAMPA •••••• 
w~sr PALM BEACH. 

GEORGIA: 
ALBAllY • 
ATLANTA ••• 
AUGUSTA. 
COLUMBUS • 
MACON ••• 
S'.vANNAH 

HAWAT! , 
5 HONOLULU 

IDAHO: 
5 BOISE CITY 

ILLINOIS: 
55~~ A,lLlNGTON HEIGHl'S. 
~, AURORA •• 
60 BERWYN •• 
61 CHAMPAIGN. 
6~ CHICAGO ••• 

6~? CICERO. 
,. DECATUR. 

Total 
full-time 
equivalent 
employeos: 

78 
1 01 

51~ 
22 
331 

1 'I!~ 
73, 

198 
1 312 

'120 
3'1\ 
36 
'110 

'I 170 
1 535 
1 566 
5 879 
1 915 
1 616 

1 627 
5 2'13 
2 389 
3 ;61 
2 869 
1 281 

'13 901 

1 327 
1 ~98 

93'1 
1 028 
1 '105 
9 3q2 
'I tJO 

1 376 
2 552 
1 105 
2 823 
~ q91 
" 535 

982 

982 
8 132 

880 
2 928 
1 630 
1 630 

8 ~27 

869 

37Q· 
'135 
199 

1 077 
'1'1 983 

529 
5'16 

Sec footnotes at end of table. 

Total criminal justice syst'Om Police protection Judicial 

NUmber of employaos Percent .Number of employees Percent NUmber of employees Percent 

/-----;,------,-----1 of f!~~at/_--_r---_,_--_l ~;i!~!:~.t---r---~--_l~;l!~!:~ 
Total 

q 
296 
136 
16 
17~ 
12" 

8 721: 

~~i 
22 
3~~ '10, 

1 97 
1 06 

306 
58 
16 
69 
191 

~5~ 

H 
1 761 

20< 
6'1' 
315 
32 

2 05C 

20E 

Full­
time 
only 

177 
231 
122 
117 
123 
3'18 
li9 

lq5 
285 
155 
'137 

2 '136 
96 

~1J 
2'11 

'116 
102 
108 
'167 
109 
118 

175 
'190 
226 
269 
365 
12'1 

J84 

8 688 

252 
596 
222 
316 
'10(' 

1 903 
1 082 

308 
565 
159 
692 
166 
613 
233 

191 
1 780 

202 
632 
313 
327 

2 050 

208 

112 
193 

79 
loa 

15 9'7 
1\2 
1'12 

~;~- time Full- Full- justice Full- Full- justice 
equiva- ~:~!v:;_ Total time t1~e Dystem Total time e:~~:8-
lent ployeos only ei:n~8- Pl~;;es only lent 

By.tem 
em­

pll'-!,II~ 

'I2C 
104 
11' 
'16 

W 
176 
505 
228 
271 
36 
125 

22.8 
23.3 
2'1.1 
53.2 
36.9 
2'1.6 
17.1 

1.5 
22.'1 
32.'1 
38.'1 
39.5 
28.8 

'11.9 
25.6 
15.3 
23.1 
20.6 
17.8 
50.1 
28.9 

10.1 
6.8 
7.3 
6.3 
5.8 
7.7 

10.6 
11.6 
9.5 
8.1 

12.6 
9.8 

385 26.6 

B 70~ 19.8 

2:12 19.0 
596 29.8 
2.22 23.8 
316 30.7 
'100 28.5 

1 941 20.8 
1 082 2'1.0 

30~ 22.4 
567 22.2 
162 11l.7 
692 2/f.5 
187 '1.5 
813 14.7 
233 23.7 

193 19.7 
1 780 21.9 

203 23.1 
6'11 21.9 
313 19.2 
327 20.1 

2 050 211.6 

208 V.9 

112 29.9 
197 '15.3 

81 '10.7 
108 10.0 

15 967 35.5 
116 22.3 
1,'12 26.0 

267 
131 
165 
176 
120 

137 
25'1 
1'13 
'105 

1 710 
90 

331 
237 

'118 
95 

132 
'173 
101 
128 

16'1 
52'? 
220 
256 
355 
111 

337 

'I 637 

2'12 
561 
215 
31'1 
381 

1 124 
1 050 

295 
557 
1'18 
622 
195 
791 
210 

191 
1 '166 

lR8 
391 
276 
306 

1 930 

18'1 

113 
196 
82 

106 
15 669 

115 
138 

172 
211 
U8 
111 
119 
337 
115 

265 
1:1' 
1<L 
l'1C 
117 

135 
253 
139 
'105 

1 707 
90 

28'1 
23'1 

'106 
95 

107 
'173 
101 
115 

162 
'172 
217 
251 
::132 
111 

337 

'I 62'1 

2'12 
561 
215 
31'1 
381 

1 12'1 
1 05(' 

295 
539 
H8 
622 
185 
791 
210 

191 
1 '165 

185 

~~~l 306 

1 930 

18'1 

lil 
190 
iu 

105 
15 659 

111 
136 

17q 97.2 
216 91.1 
121 96.6 
112 9'1.9 
119 96.0 
3:n 96.6 
120 96.0 

265 90.1 
131 96.3 
1:>2 98.5 
1'15 100.0 
118 100.0 

136 92.5 
25'1 65.8 
1'10 88.6 
'105 f,2.7 

1 708 70.1 
90 93.8 

289 89.6 
23'1 96.7 

'108 97.1 
95 91.3 

113 99.1 
'173 97.1 
101 91.0 
121 96.8 

163 92.6 
'187 96.'1 
219 96.1 
252 93.0 
353 96.2 
111 66.8 

337 87.5 

'I 637 53.3 

?-'I2 96.0 
581 97.5 
215 96.8 
31'1 99.'1 
361 95,2 

1 12'1 57.9 
1 050 97.0 

295 ~5.8 
5'11 95.'1 
1'18 91.'1 
622 89,9 
186 99.5 
7?~ 97.3 
210 90.1 

191 99.0 
1 '165 82.3 

185 91.1 
39l 61.0 
27'1 67.5 
306 93.6 

1 93\)1 9/1.1 

18'1 88.5 

111 99.1 
192 97.5 
79 97.5 

105 97.2 
15 689 98.3 

112 9'1.9 
136 97.2 

6 
23 

9 
17 

253 
q 

17 
a 

3 

22 

81'1 

370 

7 
11 

1 

1 
67 
5 

120 
9 

13 

6 
15 

8 
17 

251 
;) 

12 
7 

22 

80E 

87 
'I 

115 
9 

13 

6 
23 

6 
17 

252 
:I 

16 
6 

'. : 

'1.1 
7.8 
5.1 
3.9 

10.3 
3.1 
5.0 
3.3 

1 1.0 

1 0.9 

1 0.3 

22 5.7 

810 9.3 

335 

7 
11 

1 

.\ 
87 

5 
118 

9 
13 

17.3 

2.3 
1.9 
0.6 

0.5 
'1.9 
2.5 

18.'1 
2.9 
'1.0 

6.7 

0.1 

-I 

~------------~----~---------------------------------.-------
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equivalent employees of 406 large city governments, October 1978-Continued 

r . Legal services and prosecution Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice 

I Perqent Percent Percent Percent ~ Number of employees Number of employees Number of employees Nt1"1ber of eJllPloyees • of total of total of total of total ~ criminal criminal criminal criminal ~ 
Full- Full- justice 

Full- Full- justice 
Full- Full- justice 

Full- Full- justice C' time Ume system time system Ume system ~ Total time system 
Total time Total tim", Total time " only tlquiva- em-

only equiva- em-
only equ1va- em-

only equ1va- em-lent ployees lent ployees lent ployees' •. , lent ployees 

6 5 5 2.8 - - - - - - - - ~ - - - 1 
20 18 19 8.0 - - - - - - - - 3 2 2 0.8 2 
II q 'I 3.2 - - - - - - - - - - - - 3 
6 6 6 5.1 - - - - - - - - - - - - II 
2 1 2 

5:~ I - - - - - - - - 3 3 3 2.'1 5 
11 11 11 " u - - - - - - - - - - 6 
7 4 5 'I.U - - - - - - - - - - - - 7 

'I 3 :!S 100.0 - - - - - - - .. - - - - 8 
1'1 1'1 1'1 '1.8 - - - - 15 15 15 5.1 - - - - 9 

5 5 5 3.7 - - - - - - - - - - - -10 - - - - - - - - - - - - 2 2 2 1.5 11 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 12 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 13 

5 'I 'I 2.7 - - - - 2 - 1 0,7 - - - - 1'1 
19 17 19 6.'1 - - - - - ~ - - - - - -15 
9 5 6 3.8 - - - - - - - - 6 3 'I 2.5 16 

15 15 15 3.'1 - - - - - - - - - - - - 17 
179 179 179 7.3 - - - - 300 299 299 12.3 - - - - 18 

'I 3 3 3.1 - - - - - - - - - - - -19 
11 11 11 3.'1 - - - - 6 6 6 1.9 - - - - 20 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -21 

11 11 11 2.6 - - - - 1 1 1 0.2 - - - - 22 
6 /I " 5.8 - - - - - - - - 2 2 2 1.9 23 
2 

1ij I 
1 0.9 - - - - - - - .. - - - -2'1 

1'1 1'1 2.9 - - - - - - - - - - - - 25 
5 'I 5 '1.5 - - - - - - Q .. 'I 'I 'I 3.6 26 
'I 3 'I 3.2 - - - - - - - " - - - - 27 

7 6 6 3.'1 ~ - - - - - - '" 7 7 7 '1.0 28 
18 18 18 3.6 - - - - - - - & - - - - 29 
6 6 6 2.6 - - - - - - - - 3 3 3 1.3 30 
8 8 8 3.0 - - - - - - - · 13 10 11 '1.1 31 

13 11 12 3.3 - - - - 1 1 1 0.3 - - - - 32 
6 !: 6 '1.8 - - - - - - - - 9 8 8 6.'1 33 

27 2'1 25 6.5 - - - - ~ - - - 1 1 1 0.3 3'1 

207 207 207 2,Q 106 106 106 1.2 2 9'11 2. 920 2 922 :n.6 23 23 23 0.3 35 

7 7 7 2.8 - - - - :3 3 J 1.2 - - - - 36 
9 9 9 1.5 ,. u - - 6 6 6 1.0 - - - -37 
7 7 7 3.2 - - - - - - - .. - - - -38 
2 2 2 0.6 - - - - - - - - - - - - 39 

11 9 9 2.2 - - - - 10 10 10 2.5 - - - -40 
'18 '17 /17 2.'1 - - - - '121 1121 '121 21.7 1'1 1'1 1'1 0.7 '11 
32 '2 32 3.0 - - - - - - - .. - - - - '12 

6 6 6 1.9 - - - - - - - · - - - - '13 
6 6 6 1.1 - - - - 5 5 5 0.9 'I II 'I 0.7 '1'1 
5 2 5 J.l - - - - 8 8 8 11.9 - - - - '15 

18 17 17 2.5 - - - - 26 26 26 3.8 27 27 27 3.9 '16. 
1 1 1 0.5 - - - - - - - · - - - - '17 

22 Z2. 22 2.7 - - - - - - - .. - - - - '18 
5 5 " 2.1 - - - - 19 18 18 7.7 - - - -'19 

1 - 1 0.5 - - - - - - - - - - -50 
51 51 51 2.9 5 5 5 0.3 165 165 165 9.3 7 7 7 0.'1 51 

1 1 1 ~.5 - - - - 12 12 12 5.9 - - - - ~2 
27 2'1 25 3.9 5 2 3 0.5 10'1 103 1011 16.2 - - - - !;;l 

1 1 1 0.3 - - - - 29 29 29 9.' - - - - 5'1 
2 2 2 0.6 - - - - 7 6 6 1.8 - - - - 55 

120 120 120 5.9 - - u - - - - .. - - - - 56 

10 10 10 '1.8 - - - - - - - - - - - -57 

2 1 1 0.9 - - - - - - - - - - - - 58 
5 3 5 2.5 - :1 - - - - - - - - - - 59 
2 2 2.5 - - - - - - .. - - - - 60 
3 j 3 2.8 

~I ~ I 
- - - - - - - - - - 61 

216 216 216 1.'1 - - - - - - '18 '18 118 0.3 62 
6 1 6 5.1 - - - - - - - - - 63 
II 'I 'I 2.8 - - - - - - - - - - 6'1 
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Clty l 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
1 CHARLESTON. • 
2 COLUMBIA.. •• 
3 GREENVILLE... 
~ NORTH CHARLESTON 

SOUTH DAKOTA: 
5 SIOUX FALLS. 

TENNESSEE: 
6 CHATTANOOGA. 
7, CLARKSVILLE. • 
81 KNOXVILLE... • 
9 MEMPHIS...... 

10 NASHVILLE-DAVIDSON 

TEXAS: 
11 
12 
13 
111 
J3 
10 
17 
19 
19 

ABILENE •••••• 
AMARIl.LC •• 
ARLINGTON. 

ill 

AUSTIN •• 
BEAUMONT •• 
BROWNSVILLE •• 
CORPUS ~HRISTI • 
DALLAS. •• • 
EL PASO. • • ••• 
FORTH WORTH •• 

211 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 

30 
31 
n 
33 
3'1 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 

GALVESTON .... 
GARLAND •••• , 
GRAND PRAIRIE. 
HOUSTON. • 
IRVING. • 
LAREDO •• 
LONGVIEW • 
LUBBOCK •• 
MESQUITE. 

MIDLAND. 
ODESSA •• 
PASADENA • • 
PORT ARTHUR •• 
RICHARDSON • 
SAN ANGELO • 
SAN ANTONIO. 
TYLER. •• 
WACO ••••• 
WICHITA FALLS. 

UTAH: 
qO OGDEN.. • 
III PROVO..... 
~2 SALT LAKE CITY 

~3 
'III 
LIS 
116 
47 

VIRGINIA: 
ALEXANDRIA 
CHESAPEAKE 
HAMPTON •• 
LYNCHBURG •• 
NEWPORT NEWS • 

48 
119 
50 
51 
52 

NORFOLK •••• 
PORTSMOUTH • 
RICHMOND • • 
ROANOKE •••• 
VIRGINIA BEACH • 

WASHINGTON. 
53 BELLEVUE. 
511 EVERETT. 
55 SEATTLE •• 
56 SPOKANE ••• 
57 TACOMA... 

WEST VIRGINIA: 
58 CHARLESTON 
59 HUNTINGTON. 

WISCONSIN: 
60 ApoLETON. 
61 GReEN BAY ••• 
62 KENOSHA.... 
63 LA CROSSE. 
611 MADISON... 

. .. 
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Table 23. Criminal justice system employment and percent distribution of full·time 

Total 
full-time 
eqUivalent 
employees'-

1 080 
1 515 

869 
311J 

702 

5 302 
300 

II 6811 
20 569 
15 861 

908 
1 395 

895 
5 532 
1 183 

781 
2 350 

11 020 
3 871 
II 278 

1 0112 
8113 
1117 

12 565 
839 

1 122 
1166 

1 1106 
'183 

631 
585 
812 
6110 
5511 
6110 

7 916 
65'1 

1 358 
895 

571 
285 

2 1'111 

3 286 
'I 302 
'I 105 
2 070 
5 521 

10 047 
" 371 9 750 
.) 931 
8 1311 

591 
563 

6 919 
1 675 
2 126 

1 088 
753 

Total criminal justice system Police protection Judicial 

Number of employees Percent N""'ber of employ... Percent ., "I b • 1 Pe' cent 
ot tota --- of total .l~um er 0 ... emp oyees of total 

f--T-o-t.-l--'r--~-~!-~----r-~-:~m-l!---l !~!~ 1--T-ot-'-l--r--FU-l-l---r-!-~!-!-_-l ~~~~~::l/-To-t-.l-r--F-Ul-l---'--F-~-ll---I~:~!::l 
only. equiva- equlva- time equiva- system time t ~e system 

268 
337 
167 
1111 

508 
107 
1128 

1 985 
1 915 

177 
339 
221 
878 
285 
127 
1133 

2 885 
1 0115 
1 005 

205 
172 
110 

3 998 
196 
I'll 
111 
299 
107 

170 
172 
219 
128 
101 
167 

1 611 
124 
253 
185 

185 
89 

709 

1119 
1107 
3118 
2511 
552 

1 002 
1115 

1 160 
383 
7511 

150 
1111 

1 576 
336 
3112 

195 
169 

256 
326 
165 
107 

ll1J 

1190 
105 
427 

1 972 
1 883 

173 
3J7 
~,. .... , 
Bl.'tl 
2811 
127 
377 

2 867 
1 018 
1 005 

200 
166 
102 

39M 
195 
138 
109 
299 
106 

168 
172 
215 
127 
101 

1 !~i I 
122 
2118 
185 

176 
79 

635 

1117 
389 
311'1 
2119 
541 

975 
1115 

1 136 
373 
7'19 

1'10 
107 

1 5~6 
335 
3112 

193 
167 

It!mt lent em- only lent em- only eiu4~a- em-
ployees ployees en ployees 

263 2'1.11 
328 21.7 
166 19.1 
111 32.11 

s,n 
11)7 
1I~'.7 

1 91'5 
1 890 

9.11 
35.7 
9.1 
9.6 

11.9 

17;5 19.1 
33"1' 211.2 
219 211.5 
869 15.7 
285 211.1 
127 16.3 
390 16.6 

2 870 26.0 
1 023 26.11 
1 005 23.5 

201 19.J 
168 19.9 
lOll 211.9 

3 997 31.8 
195 23.2 
1'10 12.5 
110 23.6 
299 21.3 
106 21.9 

168 
172 
216 
128 
101 
167 

1 611 
122 
251 
185 

26.6 
29.'1 
26.6 
20.0 
18.2 
26.1 
20.11 
18.7 
18.5 
20.7 

180 31.5 
81 21.0 

6'17 30.2 

'118 
395 
3'15 
250 
51111 

9811 
illS 

1 157 
376 
750 

1112 
112 

1 5'12 
336 
3112 

12.7 
9.2 
8.11 

12.1 
9.9 

9.8 
9.5 

11.9 
9.6 
9.2 

211.0 
19.9 
22.3 
20.1 
16.1 

193 17.7 
167 22.2 

256 
262 
151 
110 

1'10 

1189 
105 
Jail 

1 66J 
1 228 

160 
J11 
2011 
781 
251 
118 
387 

2 563 
973 
901 

187 
163 
99 

3 1176 
176 
123 
102 
271 

99 

152 
150 
1911 
120 

95 
1'16 

1 11711 
112 
221 
162 

1112 
75 

625 

279 
252 
230 
171 
28J 

680 
259 
673 
222 
507 

131 
106 

1 2611 
2911 
280 

186 
160 

2119 
260 
1'19 
105 

140 

'171 
105 
3811 

1 650 
1 228 

156 
Jl0 
201 
781 
251 
118 
J32 

2 5511 
9~G 
901 

183 
157 

91 
3 1176 

176 
120 
100 
271 

99 

152 
150 
1911 
120 

95 
1116 

1 '1711 
111 
218 
162 

142 
69 

560 

277 
252 
226 
171 
283 

680 
259 
673 
220 
507 

1211 
103 

1 2611 
29'1 
280 

186 
159 

252 95.8 
261 79.6 
150 90.'1 
107 96.'1 

1110 97.9 

1182 
105 
38'1 

1 653 
1 228 

96.2 
98.1 
89.9 
83.7 
65.0 

156 90.2 
310 92.0 
202 92.2 
781 89.9 
251 88.1 
118 92.9 
34'1 88.2 

2 555 89.0 
953 9J.2 
901 89.7 

1811 91.5 
159 911.6 
9J 89.11 

J 1176 87.0 
176 90.3 
122 87.1 
101 91.8 
271 90.6 

99 93.11 

152 
150 
19'1 
120 

95 
146 

1 11711 
111 
219 
162 

90.5 
87.2 
89.8 
93.8 
911.1 
87.11 
91.5 
91.0 
87.3 
87.6 

1'12 78.9 
71 87.7 

568 87.8 

278 
252 
227 
171 
283 

66.5 
63.8 
65.8 
68.11 
52,0 

680 69.1 
259 62.4 
673 58.2 
221 58.8 
507 67.6 

125 
105 

1 2611 
2911 
280 

88.0 
9J.8 
82.0 
87.5 
81.9 

186 96.11 
159 95.2 

6 
28 
11 

3 

17 
1 
7 

91 
J18 

9 
20 

9 
56 
18 

6 
28 

1'12 
'1'1 
55 

15 
5 
7 

250 
13 
13 

6 
17 

'I 

11 
1'1 
17 

5 
6 

12 
67 

8 
9 

12 

35 
6 

66 

55 
21 

9 
6 

116 

53 
11'1 
611 
117 
1111 

150 
27 
27 

8 
II 

5 
28 
11 

2 

17 

7 
91 

313 

9 
19 

9 
112 
17 

6 
27 

1'12 
112 
55 

1'1 
5 
7 

236 
12 
13 

6 
17 

II 

9 
1'1 
13 
'I 
6 

12 
67 

8 
9 

12 

27 
6 

57 

55 
19 

9 
6 

118 

52 
1111 
611 
116 
39 

3 

137 
27 
27 

6 
3 

6 2.3 
28 8.5 
11 6,6 
3 2.7 

17 
1 
7 

91 
3111 

9 
19 

9 
119 
18 

6 
28 

1'12 
112 
55 

111 
5 
7 

2119 
12 
13 

6 
17 

II 

9 
1'1 
1'1 

5 
6 

12 
67 

8 
9 

12 

3.11 
0.9 
1.6 
11.6 

16.6 

5.2 
5.6 
11.1 
5.6 
6.3 
11.7 
7.2 
11.9 
'1.1 
5.~ 

7.0 
3.0 
6.7 
6.2 
6.2 
9.3 
5.5 
5.7 
3,8 

5.'1 
8.1 
6.5 
3.9 
5.9 
7.2 
11.2 
6.6 
3.6 
6.5 

30 16.7 
6 7.'1 

61 9.'1 

55 13.2 
20 5.1 

9 2.6 
6 2.'1 

118 8.8 

52 5.J 
1111 10.6 
611 5.5 
'17 12.5 
'10 5.3 

138 
2.7 
27 

2.1 

8.9 
A,Q 
7.9 

6 J.l 
3 1.8 

1 J12 106 96 98 7.5 103 95 97 99.0 3 
5 
'I 
3 

1 
5 
'I 
2 

1 
5 
'I 
J 

1.0 
2.6 
2.J 
3.0 

2 630 195 191 193 7.J 1811 181 182 9'1.3 
6811 1711 1711 17'1 25.11 165 165 165 9'1.8 

1 1911 100 98 99 8.J 911 93 9J 93.9 
'I 806 386 J79 381 7.9 369 363 365 95.8 

65 MILWAUKEE. 8 828 2 371 2 371 2 J71 26.9 2 286 2 286 2 286 96.11 
66 OSHKOSH... 1 11711 98 98 98 6.6 911 9'1 911 95.9 

2J 23 23 1.0 

67 RACINE.. 1 028 287 286 287 27.9 278 278 278 96.9 2 1 2 0.7 
68 WAUWATOSA. • • 1 162 118 112 1111 9.8 1111 109 110 96.5 2 1 2 1.8 
~6~9~~W~E~ST~A~L:L~IS~~~~ ____ ~1~6~'I~9-L __ ~16~0~ __ ~1~5~8~ __ ~1~5~9J-~9~.~6-L __ ~15~J~ __ ~1~53~ __ ~1~5~J~9~6~.2~~ __ ~1~ ____ ~1~ __ ~1~~~~ 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 
Z Less than half the unit of measurement shown. 
'Data are based on a field compilation from recorda of each city government shownj see text for data limitations. 
2Employees of city-operate~ utilities are excluded. 
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equivalent employees of 406 large city governments, October 1978-Continued 

Legal services and proseoution Public defense Corrections Othel" criminal justic.e 

Percent Percent Percent 
I:! 

Number of employees Number of employees Percent • of total of total Number of employees 
of total Number of employees 

of total · criminal crim1nal criminal criminal g 
Full- Full- jus t1ce 

Full- Full- justice Full- justice ";'U- justice il-Full- Full- · Total time time systum time system time syotem time system " em- Total time Total time Total time equiva- equlva- om- equlva- .m- em-only 
lent ployeos only only only equiva-

lent ployees lent ployees lent ployees 

C. 2 5 1.9 - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 7 5 5 1.5 - - - - J5 31 31 9.5 5 2 3 0,9 2 5 5 5 3.0 - - - - - - - " - - - - 3 1 - 1 0.9 - - - - - - - - - - - - 'I 

3 J 3 2.1 - - - - - - - - - - - - 5 

2 2 2 0.11 - - - - - - - " - - - - 6 
1 - 1 0.9 - - - - - - - " - - - - 7 20 19 19 '1.'1 - - - - 17 ,1' 17 '1.0 - - - - 8 '10 '10 110 2.0 9 9 9 0.5 113 1"73 173 8.8 9 9 9 0,5 9 53 29 3'1 1.8 25 22 2J 1.2 287 287 287 15.2 'I 'I II 0.2 10 

8 8 8 '1.6 - - - - - - - - - - - - 11 8 8 8 2.11 - - - - - - - - - - - - 12 8 8 8 3.7 - - - - - - - " - - - - 13 '11 38 39 '1.5 - - - - - - - - - - - - 1'1 7 7 7 2.5 - - - - 9 9 9 3.2 - - - - 15 3 3 3 2.'1 - - - - - - - - - - - - 16 18 18 18 '1.6 - - - - - - - - - - -17 65 65 65 2.3 - - - - 115 106 108 3.8 - - - - 18 20 20 20 2.0 - - - - - - - - 8 8 8 0.8 19 
~Q 26 ~S 2.8 - - - - 21 21 21 2.1 - - - 20 ~v -
3 J J 1.5 - - - - - - - - - - - - 21 'I II II 2.11 - - - - - - - - - - - - 22 II 'I II 3.8 - - - - .- - - , - - - - 23 8J 83 8J 2.1 - - - - 189 189 189 '1.7 - - - - 2'1 7 7 7 3.6 - - - - - - - - - - - - 25 'I 'I II 2.9 - - - - - - - - 1 1 1 0.7 26 1 1 1 0.9 - - - - 2 2 2 1.8 - - - - 27 11 11 11 3.7 - - - - - - - - - - - - 28 'I 3 3 2.8 - - - - - - - - - - - - 29 
'I II 'I 2.'1 - - - - J J J 1.8 - - - - 30 5 5 5 2.9 - - - - 3 J 3 1.7 - - - - 31 e 8 8 J.7 - - - - - - - . - - - - 32 3 3 J 2.3 - - - - - - - - - - - -33 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 311 5 5 5 3.0 - - - - 'I 'I 'I 2.11 - - - - 35 37 J7 37 2.3 - - - - - - - .. 3J J3 3J 2.0 36 
II 3 3 2.S - - - - - - - - - - - 37 7 7 7 2.8 - - - - 11 11 11 '1.11 5 3 5 2,0 38 
5 5 5 2.7 - - - - 6 6 6 3.2 - - - - 39 

8 7 8 '1.'1 - - - - - - - .. - - - - 110 8 II 'I '1.9 - - - - - - - . - - - - III 18 18 18 2.8 - - - - - - - - - - - - '12 

~a 22 22 5.3 - - - - 57 57 57 13.6 6 6 6 1.11 '13 
U 11 11 2.8 - - - - 123 107 112 28.11 - - - - 1111 21 21 21 6.1 2 2 2 0.6 86 86 86 211.9 - - - _ '15 
10 10 10 11.0 - - - - 67 62 63 25.2 - - - - '16 
20 20 20 3.7 

I 
1 1 1 0.2 188 185 186 311.2 12 'I 6 1,1 117 51 51 51 5.2 - - - - 218 192 201 20.'1 - - - - '18 21 21 21 5.1 - - - - 711 7'1 7'1 17.8 '17 17 17 11.1 '19 117 '17 117 '1.1 - - - - 367 3113 36'1 31.5 9 9 9 0.8 50 15 15 15 11.0 - - - - 99 92 9J 211.7 - - .. - 51 :$1 37 37 11.9 - - - - ll1J 143 l'1J 19.1 2J 23 .23 3,1 52 

11 a 9 6.J - - - - 5 5 5 3.5 - - - - 53 8 'I 7 6.J - - - - - - - - - - - - 511 63 63 63 11.1 - - - - '12 J9 '10 2.6 51 J3 37 2.11 55 15 1'1 15 11.5 - - - - - - - - - - - _. 56 
29 29 29 8.5 - - - - 6 6 6 1.8 - - - - 57 

1 1 1 2·~ - - - - - - - - - - - - 58 :; 5 5 ""V - - - - - - - - - - - - 59 

- - - - - - - - - - - .. - - - -60 6 5 6 3.1 - - - - - - - .. .. - - - 61 5 5 5 2.9 - - - - - - - - - - - - 62 3 3 J 3.0 ~ - - - - .. - .. - - - - 6J 
17 16 16 '1.2 - - - .. - - - .. - - - - 6'1 62 62 62 2.6 - - - . - - - -

~ I 
- - - 65 'I 'I II '1.1 - - - - - - - .. .. - - 66 7 7 7 2.'1 - - - - - - - - - - - 67 2 2 2 1.8 - - - - - - - .. - - .. 68 

6 'I 5 3.1 - - - - - - - - - - - 69 
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Table 24. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll of 406 large city governments, 
October 1978. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 
---'--------------,-----~------------_r------------r_------~--~ 

City' 

TOTAL. 

ALABAMA I 
BIRIHNGHAM • • • 
GADSDEN •••• 
HUNTSVILLE • • • 
MOBILE • •• • 
MONTGOMERY. • 
TUSCALOOSA. • 

ALASKA I 
ANCHORAGE. 

ARIZONA I 
GLENDALE • • 
MESA • • • • • 
PHOENIX ••• 
SCOTTSDALE • • 
TEMPE ••••• 
TUCSON ••• 

ARKANSAS I 
FORT SMITH ••• 
LITTLE ROCK. • • • 
NORTH LITTLE ROCK. 
PINE BLUFF • • • • 

CALIFORNIAI 
ALAMEDA ••••• 
ALHAMBRA.. •• 
ANAHEIM. • • • • 
BAKERSFIELD •••• 
BELLFLOWER • • • • 
BERKELEy • • • • 
BUENA PARK. • 
BURBANK. • • • • • 
CARSON • • • • • • • 
CHULA VISTA. • • 
COMPTON ••..•• 
CONCORD •••••• 
COSTA MES~ • • 
DALy CITY". •• 
DOWNEY. •• •• 
EL CAJON.. •• 
EL MONTE •••• 
FAIRFIELD. • • • 
FOUNTAIN VALLEY •••• 
FREMONT" • • • 
FRESNO • • • • • • • • 
FULLERTON. • 
GARDEN GROVE 

GLENDALE •••• 
HAWTH'JRNE.. ••• 
HAYWARD. • • • ••• 
HUNTliNGTON BEACH 
INGLEWOOD. • • • • • • 
LAKF.WOOD •• • • 
LON/a BEACH • • • • • .. 
LOS ANGELES. • • 
HOrlESTO ••••••• 
MOUNTAIN VIEW. • ••• 
NElJPORT BEACH. • • 
NOIIWALK •••••• 
OAICLAND ••••• 
OCEANSIDE •••• 
ONTARIO. • • •• 
ORANGE.. •• 
OXNARD ••••••• 
PALO ALTO ••••• 
PASADENA • • • • • 
PICO RIVERA.. , 

POMONA ••••• 
REDONDO BEACH. • , • • 
REDWOOD CITY • • • • 
RICHMOND • • • • 
RIVERSIDE. • • • • 
SACRAMENTO •• • 
SALINAS •••••• 
SAN BERNARDINO • • 
SAN BUENA VENTURA • 
SAN DIEGO •••• 
SAN FRANCISCO •• 
SAN JOSE • • • • 
SAN LEANDRO. • • 
sAN MATEO •••• 
SANTA ANA. • • • • 
SANTA BARBARA. • • 

See footnotas at end of table. 

'total October 
payroll' 

1 7H 888 

4 133 
567 

2 306 
24JJ 
1 8611 
1 758 

12 1110 

776 
1 188 

10 t75 
1 021 

9113 
II 520 

1180 
1 Q20 

575 
320 

697 
489 

2 897 
1 023 

132 
2 132 

569 
1 388 

3S4 
669 
798 
804 
651 
512 
704 
595 
5111 
1124 
382 
944 

3 095 
910 

1 t70 

1 433 
118:5 

1 031 
1 565 

9911 
227 

6 226 
51 9116 

1 019 
6117 
905 
182 

7 371 
7115 
870 
870 
961 
922 

1 760 
208 

1 141 
625 
562 

1 2116 
1 831 
II 27' 

7611 
1 1102 

661 
7 930 

23 791 
6 1,60 

792 
798 

1 967 
1 t20 

Total crlm.1nal.ljul!ltice .Ylltem 

October payroll 

1 291 
127 
305 
628 
1123 
243 

8211 

226 
303 

3 945 
306 
285 

1 077 

121 
393 
169 
117 

191 
166 
771 
3911 

3 
11110 
214 
353 

7 
18~ 
343 
309 
295 
185 
212 
192 
201 
1117 
H6 
316 
823 
289 
360 

'119 
176 
286 
582 
1}37 

7 
1 724 

18 2'12 
2611 
157 
291 

1 899 
218 
262 
315 
256 
216 
511 

2 

308 
218 
1113 
382 
528 

1 162 
239 
389 
192 

2 092 
5 910 
1 8211 

212 
210 
765 
278 

Percent of 
total October 

payroll 

21.9 

31.2 
22,11 
13.2 
25.8 
22.7 
13.8 

6.6 

29.1 
25.5 
38.8 
29.9 
30.3 
23.8 

25.2 
27.7 
29.11 
36.5 

27.11 
33.8 
26.6 
38.5 

2.1 
20.6 
37.7 
25.11 
1.9

1 27.3 
113.0 
'8.5 
'11.7 
36.1 
30.1 
32.11 
37.0 
3'1.8 
38.3 
33.11 
26.6 
31.8 
30.8 

211.3 
36.5 
27,8 
37.2 
114.0 
3.1 

27.7 
35.1 
26.0 
211.3 
32.2 

25.8 
29.3 
30.1 
36.1 
26.6 
23.11 
29.0 
1.1 

27.0 
34.9 
25.11 
30.7 
28.8 
27.2 
31.3 
27.7 
29.0 
26.11 
24.8 
29.6 
26.8 
26.3 
38.9 
211.8 

Police protection 

Perc1;mt of 
October po.yroll total cr1m1nal 

justice .ystem 

316 213 

1 111 
116 
2711 
582 
3811 
228 

749 

202 
281 

3 631 
276 
2611 
986 

108 
346 
H2 
96 

185 
1611 
733 
381 

425 
212 
323 

7 
176 
330 
301 
286 
181 
208 
188 
196 
1113 
1115 
307 
7911 
285 
3'15 

326 
163 
277 
539 
419 

5 
1 422 

17 3311 
253 
152 
2811 

1 357 
210 
262 
302 
2'17 
203 
'186 

276 
209 
133 
373 
515 

1 I'll 
220 
377 
184 

1 908 
3 388 
1 755 

199 
201 
744 
266 

64.1 

86.0 
91.8 
90.0 
92.7 
90.6 
93.8 

90.9 

89.5 
92.7 
92.0 
90.2 
92.5 
91.6 

89.7 
88.1 
8'1.3 
81.9 

96.6 
99.2 
95.0 
96.6 

96.6 
99.0 
cn.5 

100.0 
96.3 
96.2 
97.2 
96.7 
97.9 
98.2 
97,,8 
97.6 
96.7 
98.9 
97.2 
96.5 
98.5 
96.0 

93.5 
92.7 
96.6 
92.5 
95.8 
611.8 
82.5 
95.0 
95.6 
96.9 
97.6 

97.8 
96.5 

100.0 
96.2 
96.8 
911.1 
95.2 

89.11 
9!5.8 
93.0 
97.6 
97.7 
98.2 
92.1 
96.9 
95.8 
91.2 
57.3 
96.2 
911.1 
95.11 
97.3 
95.9 

JUdicial 

October payrol 

16 1Ii7 

38 
J 

11 
17 
12 
7 

6 
10 

153 
11 
8 

27 

6 
12 

9 
9 

5 

832, 

Percent of 
total criminal 
juatice system 

3.0 
2.6 
3.8 
2.8 
2.8 
2.8 

2.8 
3.'1 
3.9 
3.6 
2.7 
2.5 

5.3 
3.1 
5.1 
8.0 

c 
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Legal sarv1ass and 
prosecution Public de tense Corrections Other cl'imina! jus tice 

City' 

TOTAL. ............ 
ALABAMA I 

BIRMINGHAM 
GADSDEN •• 
HUNTSVILLE 
MOBILE • • 
MONTGOMERY 
yUSQALOOSA 

ALASKA I 
ANCHORAGE. 

ARIZONAI 
GLENDALE ••••• 
H~SA • • • • • • • 
pHOENIX. • • • • 
SCOTTSDALE. • 
TEMPE ••••••• 
TUCSON ••••• ..... " .. 

ARKANSAS I 
FORT SMITH • • • • • • • • • 
LITTLE ROCK. • • • • • 
NORTH LITTLE ROCK •• 
PINE BLUFF • • • • • • • • • • 

CALIFORNIAI 
ALAMEDA •••• 
ALHAMBRA • • • • 
ANAHZIM ••••• 
BAKERSFIELD. • • 
BELLFLOWER • • • 
BERKELEy • •• 
BUENA PARK. • ••••••••• 
BURBANK, • • • •••• 
CARSON • • • • • 
cHULA VISTA. • • 
COMPTON, .' •• 
CONCORD. • • • • 
COSTA MESA • • • • 
DALY CITY. • •• • ••• 
DOWNEY. ,.,. •• 
EL CAJON ••••••• 
EL MONTE ••••• 
FAIRFIELD •••• 
FOUNTAIN VALLEY. 
FREMONT •••••••••••••• 
FRESNO • • • • 0 • • • 

FULLERTON. • • • 
GARDEN GROVE • • 

GLENDALE • • • •• ••••• 
HAWTHORNE. • • • • ••• 
HAVWARD. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HUNTINGTON BEACH • • • • 
INGLEWOOD. • • • • •• • •••• 
LAKEWOOD. • • • • • •• • 
LONG BEACH. •• • •••• 
LOS ANGELES. •• •• • 
MODESTO. • • •• •• ••••• 
MOUNTAIN VIEW.. •• •• 
NEWPORT BEACH. • • • • • • • 
NORWALK ••••••••••• 
OAKLAND ••••••••• 
OCEANSIDE. • • • • • • • 
ONTARIO. • • •• •• 
ORANGE • • • • • • • • 
OXNARD • • , • • • • 
pALO ALTO, • •• • .... 
pASADENA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PICO RIVERA. •• ••••••• 

POMONA • • • •• • 
REDON,'O BEACtl... • • • • 
REDWOO~ C lTY • , • • • • • • 
RICHMOND • • • • • • 
RIVERSIDE. • •• • 
SACRAMENTO • •• • 
SALINAS ••••••• 
SAN BERNARDINO • 
SAN BUENAVENTURA 
SAN DIEGO. • • • 
SAN FRANCISCO. • • • 
SAN JOSE • • • • 
SAN LEANDRO. • • 
SAN HATEO. • • • • • 
SANTA ANA. • •• • •••• 
SANTA BARBARA •••••• 

October 
payroll 

16 331 

37 
2 
(, 

12 
6 
5 

75 

:5 
7 

1511 
19 
13 
611 

10 
iI 
I~ 

6 
1 

39 
13 , 
15 

2 
21 

7 
13 

9 
10 
'I 

5 
2 
9 

29 
q 
5 

15 
13 
10 
21 
18 

2 
1'18 
909 

12 
5 
7 

'12 
8 

12 
8 

13 
25 

2 

4 
II 

10 
7 

12 
21 

7 
12 

8 
164 
633 

69 
13 
10 
~1 
11 

!Percent of 
total 

cr!.m:l.nBl I 
JUBUOt 
system 

2.9 
1.6 
2.1 
2.0 
1.3 
2.2 

9.1 

1.4 
2.3 
3.9 
6.2 
4.7 
5.9 

2.6 
2.6 
3.'1 

3.'1 
0.8 
5,0 
3.4 

100.0 
3.4 
1.0 
5.9 

:3.7 
3.8 
2.8 
3.3 
2.1 

2.2 

3.3 
1.1 
2.8 
3.5 
1.5 
1.4 

11.2 
7.3 
3.4 
3.7 
4.2 

35.2 
8.6 
5.0 
'1.11 
3.1 
2.4 

3.8 
3.2 
5.9 
11.8 

100.0 

1.11 
1.7 
7.0 
1.8 
2.3 
1.8 
2.8 
3.1 
11.2 
7.9 

10.7 
:...8 
5.9 
4.6 
2.7 
'1.1 

Octob~r 
payroll 

478 

2 

2 
3 

~I 

2 

138 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

0.1 

0.3 

0.9 

0.6 
1.9 

0.5 

October 
payroll 

25 858 

11)5 
5 

12 
16 
21 

3 

12 
5 
4 

6 
22 
10 

8 

9 

8 

22 

19 
5 

11 
898 

P&rcen1 of 
toul 

criltinal 
justice 
system 

6.9 

5.3 
1.7 
0.1 

5.1 
5.6 
6.2 
6.'Z 

2.5 

3.8 

8.9 

0.5 
15.2 

October 
payroll 

1 076 

2 

10 

9 

12 

8 
21 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
Justice 
system 

0.3 

(Zl 

1.8 

2.7 

J.O 

5. 

0.4 
0.'1 

, 



c 

I 

I 
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Table 24. Percent distribution of criminafjustice system payroll of 406 large city governments, 
October 1978-Continued 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

City' 

CALIFORNIA--CONTINUED 
SANTA CL.ARA. •• ••• •••• 
SANTA MONICA ••••••• • 
SANTA ROSA • •• •• u. . 
SIMI VALLEY. •• • ••••••• 
sOUTH GATE • • • • • • • • • t 

sTOCkTON • • • • • •• •••• 
SUNNYVALE. • • • • • • • • • • • , 
THOUSAND OAKS.. •• ••• • 
TORRANCE • • •• •• •• • 
VALLEJO. • • • • • • ••• 
WEST COVINA, •• • ~ ••• 
WESTMINSTER. •• • ••••• 
WHITTIER • • •• • ••••• 

COLORADO I 
ARVADA • • • 
AURORA ••••• 

gg~~~~~o SPRINGS • : 
DENVER ••••• 
FORT COLLINS •• 
LAKEWOOD.. • 
PUEBLO. • • 

CONNECTICUT I 
BRIDGEPORT • • •• 
BRISTOL. •• • ••• 
DANBURY. • • • • 
HARTFORD • • •• •• 
HERID~Nc • •• • • 
HILFORO~ • • •• •• 
NEW BRlTAIN. • • 
NEW HAV~N~ • • • 
NORWALK, • • •• • 
STAMFORD • • • • • • 
WATERBURY. • •• • •• 
WEST HAVEN. •• • 

DELAWARE I 
WILMINGTON • 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA I 
WASHINGTON ••• ; • 

fLORIDA~ 
CLEARWATER •••••••••••• 
FORT LAUDERDALE. 
GAINESVILLE. • • • • • • • 
HIALEAH. .,. • ••• 
HOLLYWOOD.. • •••• 
JACKSONVILLE • • 
MIAMI, • • •• • •• 
MIAMI BEACH •••••• 
ORLANDO ••••• 
pENSACOLA. • • • 
ST. PETERSBURG. 
TALLAHASSEE. • • 
TAMPA. • • ••• 
WEST pALM BEACH. 

GEORGIAI 
ALBANY •••• 
ATLANTA ••••• 
AUGUSTA •• 0 ••• 

COLUMBUS • •• ••• 
MACON.. • ••• 
SAVANNAH •• 

HAWAII I 
HONOLULU. 

IDAHOI 
BOISE CITY • 

ILLINOISI 

.. . 

ARLINGTON HEIGHTS ••••••• 
AURORA • • • •• •• • ..... 
BERWYN • • ~ ~ D • • • • • • • • • 

CHAMPAIGN •••••• , •••• 
CHICAGO'. • • •• • •••• 
CICERO ••••• ',' ••••• 
DECATUR. • p ~ • 0 • •• • ~ • 

DES PLAlNES. •• • •••••• 
EAST ST. LOUIS • • •• ••• 
E~GIN. • • • • •••••••••• 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total OCtober 
payroll I 

1 187 
1 3B~ 

725 
271 
q37 

2 091 
963 
259 

2 022 
585 
1.19q 
520 
531 

409 
1 q57 
1 030 
2 r8!! 

15 023 
615 
812 
916 

5 293 
1 737 
1 868 
6 635 
2 037 
1 873 
1 950 
5 '166 
2 689 
1.1 '182 
3 639 
1 4qa 

1 631 

68 005 

1 21.11 
2 355 
1 031 
1 482 
1 696 
9 OM 
6 080 
1 742 
2 511.1 
1 2'17 
3 002 
2 169 
5 t77 
1 068 

8'16 
7 997 

653 
2 321 
! 353 
1 '134 

10 161 

966 

553 
611 
2q9 

1 30q 
62 669 

561 
646 
542 
11(18 
572 

Total criminal justice sYBtem 

October payroll 

317 
419 
207 
167 
200 
615 
226 

7 
6'11 
218 
194 
200 
209 

200 
354 
265 
583 

3 47q 
131 
472 
3q3 

625 
1'16 
152 
712 
148 
190 
231 
61.16 
306 
'124 
420 
175 

505 

15 493 

292 
806 
255 
464 
5'19 

2 284 
1 611 

515 
669 
219 
820 
232 
921 
304 

2H 
2 037 

167 
6'19 
306 3" 

2 915 

272 

185 
329 

96 
161.1 

2 942 
162 
197 
164 
161 
187 

Percent of 
total October 

payroll 

26.7 
30.2 
28.5 
61.5 
q5.7 
29.q 
23.5 
2.B 

31.7 
:37.3 
39.3 
38.4 
39.4 

48.8 
21.1.' 
25.7 
26.7 
23.1 
21.2 
58.1 
37.5 

11.8 
8.4 
8.2 

10.4 
7.2 

10.1 
11.8 
11.8 
11.1.1 
9.5 

11.5 
12.1 

30.9 

22.8 

2'.5 
34.2 
2'1.8 
31.3 
'2.Q 
25.1 
26.5 
29.6 
26.6 
17.6 
27.3 
10.7 
17.8 
28.0 

25.3 
25.5 
25.6 
28.0 
22.7 
23.2 

28.7 

27.6 

33.11 
53.9 
38.6 
12.6 

'1.7 
28.9 
30.5 
30.2 
18.2 
32.6 

--~-----------.. --------------------------

Police protection Judicial 

October payroll 

306 
386 
200 
158 
193 
597 
220 

60) 
209 
190 
200 
209 

186 
311 
239 
5'15 

2 536 
121 
"'2 
3'6 

609 
1'8 
151 
689 
137 
186 
215 
621 
29' 
402 
'107 
162 

8 OS, 

279 
786 
2q3 
'161 
527 

1 '130 
1 557 

497 
6'11 
200 
7'18 
231 
890 
278 

212 
1 698 

155 
q12 
272 
311 

2 710 

la, 
322 

911 
159 

2 572 
155 
190 
160 
1511 
182 

Percent of Percent of 
total criminal Octobttr payroll 'total criminal 
justice system justice Byatelll 

93.7 
95.9 
98.1 

100.0 
100.0 

93.1 
87.7 
90.3 
93.6 
73.0 
92.5 
91.7 
97.8 

52.0 

95.7 
97.5 
95.0 
99.11 
96.1 
62.6 
96.6 
96.5 
95.8 
91.5 
91.2 
99.11 
96.6 
91.3 

99.1 
83.'1 
92.6 
63.5 
88.6 
93.5 

91.3. 

!5 
20 
n 
16 

307 
5 

16 
8 

29 

1 332 

326 

8 
9 
2 

1 
101 

4 
107 

7 
12 

- I 

12 

12 

2.6 
5.5 
'1.7 
2.7 
8,8 
3.9 
3.3 
2.2 

0.6 

0.5 

0.1 

5.8 

8.6 

1.6 
1.'1 
0.7 

C.6 
'1.9 
2.3 

16.6 
2.'1 
3.5 

'1.6 

IZI 

0.6 

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

c 
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City' 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 
Legal servlaeB and 

prosecution Publ1::: defenlle Corrections Other criminal justice 

OctOber 
payroll 

per~e:\ of Percent of Percent of Percent of 
c 1~ a 1 Outober total October total total 

r na payroll criminal paYl'cll criminal October criminal 
~US:ice justice justice payroll justice 

~~~~------------li-------------r~y~·~·m~t-___________ {~.~y.:t:e:m __ ~ __________ ~~.~y~.t~e~m~~ __________ 1-~.y~.~t~.m~ 
CAll FORNI A--CONT WUED 

SANTA CLARA. • • • • • 
SANTA MONICA • • •• • 
SANTA ROSA • • • 

~5~?HV~~~~Y: : •• : : 
STOCKTON •• " : 
SUNNYVALE. • • • 
THOUSAND OAKS •• 
TORRANCE ••• 
VALLEJO. •• • 
WEST COVINA. • • 
WESTMINSTER •••••• 
WHITTIER • • • • 

COLORADO I 
ARVADA • • •• • •• 
AURORA. •••• 

· ... · .... 

~g~5~~So SPRINGS • • 
DENVER • • • • • • • • : • : • • 
FORT COLLINS " .' 
LAKEWOOD '" • : • • 
PUEBlO • • • • • 

CONNECT! CUT I 
BRIDGEPORT • • • • 
BRISTOL. • • 
DANBURY. • ••• 
HARTFORD • • , • 
MERIDEN. • • • • 
MILFORD •••••• 
NEW BRITAIN.. • 
NEW HAVEN. • • • 
NORWALK ••••• co 

STAMFORD • • • • • 
WATERBURY •••• 
WEST HAYEN • • , 

DELAWARE I 
WILMINGTON • 

· . . .. . 

· . · . . . 
• • • •• 'I! 

. . . 
DISTRICT OF COI.UMBIA I 

WASHINGTON • • • • • 

FLORIDAI 
CLEARWATER • • • • 
FORT LAUDERDALE. 
GAINESVILLE. • • • 
HIALEMI ••• 
HDLLY~OOD ••••• 
JACKSONYILLE • • • 
MIAMI •••••• 
MIAMI BEACH. • • • 
ORLANDO. • •• • 
PENSACOLA ••••• 
ST. PETERSBURG •• 
TALLAHASSEE. • • 
TAMPA •••••• 
wEST PALM BEACH. 

GEORGIAI 
ALBANy • 
ATLANTA •••••• 
AUGUSTA ••••• 
COLUMBUS • 

. .. 

. .. 
MACON •• 
SAVANNAH 

· .... 
· .. ...... 
· ..... ...... .. . ... · . . 

· .. · .. 
. " · ... .. . 

HAWAII I 
HONOLULU • . . . . . . 

IDAHOI 
BOISE CITY 

'.' . 
ILLINOIS I 

ARLINGTON HEIGHTS. .. AURORA •••• · . BERWYN •••••• 
CHAMPAIGN. • • • • 
CHICAGO. • • •• ••• 
CICERO •••••••••• 
DECATUR" •• • •• 
DES PLAINES. • • • 
EAST ST. LOUIS. 
ELGIN ••••••• 

.. I,' 

11 
28 

7 
9 
3 

18 
7 
7 

22 
9 

8 
2'1 

c;. 
22 

266 
5 

13 

15 
5 
1 

23 
6 
4 

10 
25 

9 
1~: 

11 
6 

451 

10 
13 
13 

3 
12 
79 
55 
10 
10 

8 
25 

1 
32 

9 

1 
76 
1 

28 
2 
q 

205 

12 

1 
7 
2 
5 

300 
7 
7 
4 
7 
4 

3.3 
6.8 
3.q 
3.3 
1.3 
2.9 
2.9 

100.0 
l.Z 
'1.1 

q.O 
6.8 
3.3 
3.7 
7.7 
3.6 
2.9 

2.q 
3.6 
1.0 
3.3 
3.8 
2.0 
q.2 
3.9 
2.9 
3.2 
2.7 .'.5 
6.5 

2.9 

3.3 
1.6 
5.0 
0.6 
2.2 
3,/1 
3.11 
2.0 
1.6 
3.5 
3.1 
0.6 
3.'1 
3.0 

7.0 

0.8 
2.0 
2.0 
2.9 

10.2 
'1.5 
3.3 
2.3 
4.6 
2.1 

185 1.2 

7 0.3 

5 0.7 

18 

10 

3 
7 

5 
9 

23 

18 

1117 
7 

97 
26 

6 

2.9 

0.' 

10.5 

2.1 

0.2 

0.' 

35.1 

1.0 
o.a 

1. ~I 
19.1) 

0/,7 
11.2 
2.8 

5.8 

7.2 
q.5 

15.0 
8.5 
1.9 

6 , 
9 

7 

35 

16 

8 

58 

5 1.2 

2.0 

1.9 

1.7 

1.0 

2.7 

2.6 

1.1 
2.0 

11.1 

0.3 

0.2 

0.7 

0.5 

2.8 

0.4 

2.0 
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Table 24. Percent distribution of criminal. justice system payroll of 406 large city governments, 
October 1978-Continued 

City' Total October 
payrol12 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Tot..a~ c:r1m1ntl justice system Police protection Judicial 

Percent of Perc/Jnt ot Pel'cent of 
October payroll total Oct t ,,,or October payroll total criminal Octobor payroll total criminal ________________ -+ ______ + _____ --l_~p:.. • .:.Y_rO_l_l _ _t------_!j:.:U&tice ey"tem jU8tice sy.tem 

ILLlNOIS--.CONTlNUED 
EVANSTON. • • • •• iii.. " 
JOLIET II • • • • • •• • ••• 

oAK LAWN • • •• •••• ••• 
OAK PARK • • • • • • • • • •• • 
PEORIA • • • • • • • • • •• • 
ROCKFORD • • •• •••••••• 
ROCK ISL.AND,. ••••••• • 
SKOKIE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SPRINGFIELD ••••••••••• 
WAUKEGAN • • •• • •••••• 

INDIANAI 
ANDERSON. • •• ••• • 
EVANSVILLE • • • •• ••• 
FORT WAYNE • •• • ••••• .1 • 

GARY ••••••••• ' ...... ,. • 
HAMMOND, ••• ~ ~. •• • •• 
INDIANAPOLIS •• • •• , ••• 
MUNCIE • • • • • • • • • • 
KOKOMO. • • • • • •• • •••• 
SOUTH BEND. • ••• •••• 
TERRE HAUTE. • • • • • • • 

10WAI 
CEDAR RAPIDS • • 
COUNCIL BLUFFS • • 
DAVENPORT. • • • • 
DES MOINES • •• • 
DUBUQUE. • • • • • • • 
SIOUX CITY • • • • 
WATERLOO.. • 

KANSAS' 
KANSAS CITY. •• ••••• 
LAWRENCE. • • • • • • •• 
OVERLAND PARK. •• •• 
TOPEKA • • • •• ••• 
WICHITA. • • •• • 

KENTUCKy I 
COVINGTON. • • • • • • • •• •• 
LEXINGTON. • ., ••••••• 
LOUISVILLE • • •• • ••••• 
OWENSBORO ••••••••••• 

LOUISIANA. 
BATON ROUGE, •••••• 
LAFAYETTE •••••••• 
LAKE CHARLES • • • 
MONROE • • • • • ~ • • • 
NEW ORLEANS. • • • • • • 
SHREVEPORT • • • • • • • 

MAINE' 
PORTLAND • 

MARYLAND' 
BAL TIMORE. , 

MASSACHUSETTS' 
BOSTON • • • • • • • • • •• • 
BROCKTON • • •• • ~ • • • • • • 
CAMBR1DGE. , • • • • • •• ••• 
CHICOPEE • • • • • • • • •• • 
FALL RIVER • •• •••••• ~ 
HOLyOKE, • • • • •• •• •• 
LAWRENCE • • •• ••• • •• 
LOWELL •••••• I • • .. •• • 

LYNN ••••••••••••••• 

MALDEN. •••••••••••• 
MEDFORD ••••••••••••• 
NEW BEOfrORD. • • • •• • •• 
NEWTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PITTSFIELD • • • • • • • •• •• 
QUINCY • • • • • • • • • • •• • 
SOMERVILLE • • • • • • • • • • ~ • 
SPRINGFIELD. • • • • • • • • • 
WALTHAM. • • •• • ••••• 
WORCESTER. • •• ,.... 

MICHIGAN' 
ANN ARBOR. • • • • • • • 
DEARBORN • • II , • • • • 

DEARBORN HEIGHTS • 
DETROIT •••••• 
EAST LANSING • • 

Bee .footnotes at Mnd of table. 

1 191 
9611 
555 
796 

1 1121 
1 1139 

528 
792 

1 116 
606 

!I 111 
1 37!1 
1 505 
2 3211 
1 1116 

11 010 
1197 
535 

1 387 
'1115 

1 118 
532 
926 

2 559 
6112 
961 
831 

1 319 
769 
370 

1 11511 
3 012 

496 
2 087 
5 749 
1 280 

3 321 
736 
698 
694 

9 373 
2511 

2 1168 

38 662 

33 313 
3 294 
5 162 
1 584 
3 028 
1 /119 
2 308 
3 002 
:J 1108 

867 
1 792 
3 1311 
3 938 
2 153 
5 1189 
2 872 
7 876 
2 2119 
7 203 

1 3e!! 
1 827 

566 
34 837 

451 

321 
3311 
193 
260 
1199 
'1118 
111/1 
235 
300 
193 

160 
35/1 
/142 
502 
273 

3 1011 
152 
135 
326 
112 

2115 
1'16 
21B 
576 
119 
211 
212 

'199 
110 
17'1 
392 
660 

1'12 
753 

1 356 
126 

1 '173 
1115 
125 
115 

:J 393 
608 

239 

6 242 

5 886 
311 
581 
171 
'112 
168 
215 
302 
40'1 

1811 
268 
398 
353 
162 
'177 
:!65 
697 
275 
669 

1120 
1191 
237 

12 462 
119 

27.0 
311.6 
'".8 
32.6 
35.1 
31.1 
27.2 
29.7 
26.9 
31.8 

31.2 
25.8 
29.11 
21.6 
23.8 
28.2 
30.6 
25.2 
23.5 
25.1 

21.9 
27.5 
23.5 
22.5 
18.5 
21.9 
25.5 

37.8 
14.2 
117.1 
27.0 
21.9 

28.6 
36.1 
23.6 
9.9 

114.4 
19.7 
16.0 
16.5 
36.2 
24.2 

9.7 

16.1 

17.7 
9.5 

11.3 
10.8 
13.6 
11.5 
9.3 

10.1 
11.9 

21.2 
15.0 
12.7 
9.0 
7.5 
8.7 
9.2 
8.8 

12.2 
9.3 

30.3 
26,9 
111.8 
35.8 
26.3 

313 
320 
193 
253 
481 
1133 
1110 
225 
2811 
189 

235 
139 
208 
513 
109 
195 
206 

1135 
1011 
153 
36<, 
590 

1311 
579 

1 31J 
1211 

905 
12'"1 
106 
93 

1 8511 
5115 

227 

'I 761 

3 706 
306 
5liO 
165 
397 
161 
210 
290 
383 

180 
2611 
386 
3/10 
159 
1163 
223 
667 
267 
636 

366 
1137 
208 

11 100 
103 

97.3 
95.9 

100.0 
97.3 
96.5 
96.5 
97.1 
95.5 
911.7 
98.1 

92.8 
97.'1 
96.0 
8/1.7 
90.2 
69./1 
93.3 
911.1 
97.7 
91.8 

96.0 
95.2 
95.3 
89.0 
91.6 

.92.4 
97.4 

87.1 
96.2 
87.7 
93.3 
89.5 

95.1 

76.3 

63.0 
98.4 
911.7 
96.7 
96.11 
96.3 
97.9 
96.2 
9/1.7 

98.1 
98.3 
97.3 
96.3 
98.2 
97.1 
811.1 
95.8 
97.1 
95.11 

87.2 
89.0 
87.8 I 89.1 
87.1 

2 

4 

37 
18 

351 
6 
II 

5 

9 
2 

11 
5 

31 

36 

316 
16 
111 
8 

542 
33 

/123 

1 263 

33 
24 
17 

750 
13 

1.7 

2.8 

7.3 
6.7 

11.3 
3.9 
3.3 

'1.6 

1.9 
2.1 
6.5 
1.3 
11.8 

/1.8 

21./1 
10,8 
11.11 
6.8 

16.0 
5.'1 

6.8 

21.5 

7.8 
4.9 
7.3 
6.0 

10.6 

/' 

6. 

, 
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Tablt! 24. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll of 406 large city governments, 
October 1978-Continued 

ILLINlIS-~CONTINUED 
EVANSTON • • • • • • • •• ••• 
JOLIET • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OAK LAWN • • • • • • • •• • 
OAK PARK • • • • • •• •••• 
pEORIA • u • •• •• ••• 

ROCKFORD • • • • •• •••• 
ROCk ISLAND. • • • • • • • • • • • 
SKOKIE • • • • • • • • • • 
SPRINGFIELD. • • • • •• • 
WAUKEGAN ..t ••• • e • • • • 

INDIANAI 
ANDERSON • • • • • • 
eVANSVILLE. , 
FORT WAyNE • • • • • • 
GARY I·' ••••• 
HAMMOND. • • • • • 
INDIANAPOLIS • • 
MUNCIE • • • • • • • • 
KOKOMO. •• • •• 
SOUTH BEND •••• 
TERRE HAUTE. • • 

IOWA' 
CEDAR RAPIDS • • • 
COUNCIL BLUFFS • • 
DAVENPORT •••• 
DES MOINES • • 

.... . . 

DUBUQUE. • • • • •• • ••••• 
SIOUX CITY • • •• •• 
WATERLOO • • • • • • • 

KANSAS' 
KANSAS CITY. •• •• 
LAWRENCE • • • • • • 
OVERLAND PARK. • 
TOPEKA • • • • • • • • • 
WICHITA. • • • • • • • • • • 

KENTUCKY I 
COVINGTON. • 
LEXINGTON. 
LOUISVIl.LE 
OWENSBORO. 

LOUISIANA I 
BATON ROUGE •••• 
LAFAYETTE. • • • • 
LAKE ~HARLES • 
MONROE • • • • • • • 
NEW ORLEANS. • • • 
SHREVEPORT • • • • 

MAINEI 
PORTLAND 

MARYLAND I 
BAI.TlMORE. 

MASSACHUSETTS, 
DOSTON •••••• 
BROCKTON. •• • 
CAMBRIDGE. • • • • 
CHICOPEE • • • • 
FALL RIVER • • • 
HOLYOKE ••••• 
LAWRENCE • • • • 
LOWELL •••••• 
LYNN. , • I •• 

HALDEN • • • •• ••••••• 
MEDFORD. • • •• •• • ••• 
NEW BEDFORD. • • •• ••••• ~ 
NEWTON • • • • • • • • • • • 
pITTSFIELD • •• •• ~ ••• 
QUINCy • • • •• •••••••• 
SOMERVILLE. •••••••••• 
SPRINGFIELD. • • • • • • • •• • 
WALTHAM •••••••••••••• 
WORCESTER, • • • •• • ••• 

MICHIGAN' 
ANN ARBOR •••• 
DEARBORIl ••••• 
DEARBORN HEIGHTS • • • • • 
DETROIT •••••• 
EAST LANSING • • .... 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Legal services and 
proll8cutlcn 

October 
payroll 

Percent of 

9 
10 

7 
17 
16 

2 
10 
13 

II 

5 
9 

15 
17 

7 
166 

~ 
3 
7 
/I 

10 
7 

10 
31 

!5 
13 

5 

28 
3 
9 

16 
3(1 

8 
16 
29 
·3 

U:l 
2 
6 
9 

190 
11 

12 

205 
5 
7 
6 
4 
6 
'I 

11 
7 

II 
II 

11 
13 

3 
13 
o 

23 
8 

23 

12 
18 

219 

total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

2.7 
3.0 

2.7 
3.5 
3.5 
1.1 
'1.5 
/1.11 
1.9 

/1.0 
'1.8 
~.7 
5.3 
'1.'1 
6.0 
2.6 

5.6 
2.7 
5.2 
'1.1 
/1.8 

5.6 
2.1 
2.1 
2.0 

8.0 
1.6 
'1./1 
8.1 
5.6 
1.9 

'1.9 

6.9 

3.5 
1.6 
1.3 
3.3 
0.9 
:S.7 
2.1 
3.8 
1.8 

1.9 
1.7 
2.7 
3.7 
1.8 
2.6 
3.0 
3.3 
2.9 
3.11 

2.8 
3.7 

1.8 

Public dofense 

Ootober 
payroll 

2 

20 

32 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

0.2 

1.3 

0.9 

-, 

Correctiona 

Percent of 

october 
payroll 

5 
2 

~23 
1 

33 
5 
3 

23 

6 

122 

101 

5 
733 

19 

611 

693 

. 
1 

9 
12 
12 

381 
3 

total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

f),9 

0.9 

1.0 
0.6 

13.6 
0.5 

5.7 
'1.0 
1.6 

0.9 

16.2 

6.8 

'1.5 
21.6 
3.1 

9.8 

11.8 
IZl 

1.3 

0.3 

2.2 
2./1 
/1.9 
3.1 
2.2 

Other criminal justice 

October 
payroll 

Percent of 

2 
18 

9 

1 
3 
~,' 

14 

15 

III 

19 

19 

211 

6 

3/1 
7 

8 

11 

total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

1.1 

0.6 
3.7 

0.3 

0.7 

0.6 
0.8 

1.0 

1.0 

1.2 

0.3 

0.3 

3.5 

12.9 
1.0 

1. 

0.1 

---
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Table 24. Percent distribution of crimina! justice system payroll of 406 large city governments, 
October 1978-Continued 

City' 

MICHIGAN--CONTINUED 
FARMINGTON HILLS 
FLINT •••• 
GRAND RAPIDS 
KALAMAZOO. • 
LANSING ••• 
LINCOLN PARK • 
LIVONIA. • 
PONTIAC •• 
ROSEVILLE. 

ROYAL OAK ••• 
SAGINAW •••• 
SOUTHFIELD • • • 
ST. CLAIR SHORES. 
STERLING HEIGHTS 
TAYLOR • • 
TROY • • • 
WARREN. '" 
WESTLAND 
WYOMING. 

MINNESOTA, 
BLOOMING'fON •• 
DULUTH •••• 
MINNEAPOLIS. 
ROCHESTER. 
ST. PAUL " 

MISSISSIPPI, 
BILOXI • 
JACKSON. 

MISSOURI' 
COLUMBIA.. •• 
FLORISSANT • • • 
INDEPENDENCE 
KANSAS CITY. • 
ST. JOSEPH ••• 
ST. LOUIS. • • • 
SPRINGFIELD. • 

MONTANA' 
BILLINGS ••• 
GREAT FALLS. 

NEBRASKA' 
LINCOLN •• 
()MAH~,. 

NEVADA, 
LAS VEGAS •• 
RENO •• 

NEW HAMpSHIRE, 
MANCHESTER • 
NASHUA • 

NEW JERSEy, 

Ii ••• 

. .. 
· . · 

. . 

. . . 

BAYONNE, • • • • 
BLOOMFIELD • • 
CAMDEN. • ••• 
CLIFTon ••••• 
EAST ORANGE. • • 
ELIZABETH •• 
IRVINGTON. 

· . 
JERSEY CITY. 
NEWARK. • " 
PASSAIC, ••••• 
PATERSON ••• 
TRENTON. •• 
UNION CITY • • 
VINELAND •••• 

NEw MEXICO, 
ALBUQUERQUE. 

NEW YORK' 

· ... . · . . . 
· . .. .. 

ALBANy •••• 
BINGHAMTON 
BUFFALO. •• • 
MOUNT VERNON ••••• 
NEW ROCHELLE • • 
NEW YORK CITY ••• 

... 
..... 

See footnotes at end of taltle. 

(Dollar amounts in thous:ands) 

Total October 
payrol.1 2 

3'10 
q 95'1 
2 430 
1 t'l8 
2 100 

366 
1 OB6 
3 230 

'1'16 

7'11 
1 3'12 

988 
52'1 
790 
5'19 
569 

1 73'1 
557 
'166 

653 
1 332 
7 2'19 

600 
'I '161 

310 
2 22'1 

67~\ 
222 

1 079 
7 568 

657 
1'1 193 

1 386 

821 
518 

2 552 
3 "'IB 

1 885 
1 531 

2 759 
1 805 

2 320 
511 

1 8'18 
2 013 
'I 421 
3 972 
1 097 

9 855 
19 268 

626 
5 5'1'1 
2 176 
1 026 
1 B30 

'I 185 

1 696 
1 906 

15 B95 
1 0'13 
1 %98 

3B9 9Hi 

Total criminal jUstice system 

Percent o.t 
October payroll total October 

payroll 

1'13 
983 
69'1 
367 
629 
139 
32'1 
530 
177 

226 
367 
365 
22'1 
315 
202 
191 
600 
226 
168 

18B 
279 

1 690 
162 

1 162 

76 
571 

167 
92 

288 
2 893 

166 
j~ 601 

256 

165 
102 

521 
1 093 

11'1 
591 

271 
216 

293 
17'1 
653 
266 
'Ill m
l
, 

1 '118 
2 335 

225 
723 
66'1 
259 
157 

1 129 

501 
207 

2 065 
296 
332 

77 032 

'12.0 
19.8 
28.5 
31.9 
30.0 
38.1 
29.8 
16.'1 
39.7 

'0.5 
27.3 
36.9 
ij2.8 
39.9 
36.7 
33.6 
3'1.6 
'10.6 
36.1 

2B.8 
20.11 
23.3 
a7.0 
J6,O 

2Q.8 
'11.'1 
26.7 
38.2 
25.2 
32.'1 
18.Q 

20.0 
19.7 

20.Q 
27.7 

6.0 
38.6 

9.B 
12.0 

12.6 
)'1.1 
35.3 
13.2 
9.7 

15.0 
2'.5 

1'I.q 
12.1 
36.0 
13.0 
30.5 
25.3 
8.6 

27.0 

29.5 
10.9 
13.0 
28.3 
27.7 
19.8 

Police protection 
Judicial 

Percent 0.£ Percent of 
October payroll total criminal October payroll total crimina 

justice system justice system 

1'13 
869 
573 
312 
501 
121 
287 
456 
158 

196 
351 
30B 
213 
290 
18B 
176 
528 
192 
152 

177 
256 

1 56'1 
153 

1 08a 

7'1 
'189 

1'19 
89 

267 
2 581 

155 
3 365 

235 

158 
98 

'108 
9'15 

501 

272 
159 
605 
250 
377 
;71 
236 

1 323 
2 188 

20B 
691 
616 
235 
1'16 

836 

'186 
2<10 

1 935 
281 
320 

64 'lla 

100.0 
88.5 
82.5 
a5.1 
79.7 
86.6 
88.6 
86.0 
89.2 

86.'1 
95.B 
811.'1 
94.8 
92.1 
93.0 
91.9 
88.0 
85.0 
90.Q 

9'1.4 
91.7 
92.6 
94.3 
93.6 

96.9 
a5.7 

89.5 
96.3 
92.6 
89.2 
93.3 
73.1 
92.0 

95.9 
95.7 

7B.3 
B6.5 

B'I.7 

85.0 
85.9 

92.B 
91.6 
92.6 
94.3 
B7.6 
96.1 
91. t! 

93.3 
93.7 
92.2 
95.7 
92.7 
90.6 
93.1 

7'1.1 

97.0 
96.6 
93.7 
95.2 
96.3 
83.6 

55 
66 
33 
5'1 
16 
18 
38 
19 

18 

33 
10 
21 
13 

8 
'17 
25 
15 

2 
2"1 ! 

8 
2 
9 

97 
4 

'138 
9 

7 
2 

'1'1 
69 

17 
17 

11 
7 

2q 
7 

38 
10 
1'1 

59 
79 

8 
18 
27 
16 

9 

89 

3 
1 

20 

1 
185 

5.6 
9.5 
9.0 
8.6 

11.8 
5.6 
7.2 

10.8 

8.1 

9.1 
'1.3 
6.7 
6.5 
'1.1 
7.8 

11.2 
8.B 

2.5 
'I.B 

Q.5 
2.6 
3.1 
3.3 
2.3 
9.5 
3.5 

'1.1 
1.B 

8.5 
6.3 

56.7 
5.6 

6.3 
7.7 

3.9 
3.8 
3.6 
2.B 
8.9 
1.6 
5.3 

'1.1 
3.'1 
3.5 
2.5 
'1.0 
6.3 
5.5 

7.9 

0.7 
0.3 
1.0 

0.'1 
0.2 j 

I 
. if 

/ 

, ~, 
: ~ 

, 
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Table 24. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll of 406 large city governments, 
October 1978-Continued 

City' 

MICHIGAN--CONTINUED 
FARMINGTON HILLS • • • • • • • • • 
FLINT. • • , • • • • • • • ~ • ~ • 
GRAND RAPIDS • • • • • • • • • • • 
KALAMAZOO. • • • • • '.' • • • • • 
LANSING. • • 0 • • • 0 • • • • • • 

LINCOLN PARK •• ',' ••••••• 
LIVONIA •••••• ~ ••••••• 
PONTIAC. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ROSEVILLE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 

ROYAL OAK. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAGINAW •••••••••••••• 
SOUTHFIELD • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. CLAIR SHORES ••••••••• 
STERLING HEIGHTS • • • • • • • • • 
TAYLOR • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TROY ••••••••••••••• 
WARREN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WESTLAND •••••. ' ••••••• 
WYOMING. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MINNESOTAI 
BLOOMINGTON. • • • • • • • • • • • 
DULUTH • • • • • • • • 0 • • • • • 

MINNEAPOLIS ••• e,' ••••••• 

ROCHESTER. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. PAUL • ~ ••••••••••• 

f.lISSISSIPPII 
BILOXI 0 • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

JACKSON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MISSOURI I 
COLUMBIA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FLORISSANT • • • • • • • • • • • • 
INDEPENDENCE • • • • • • • • • • 
KANSAS CITY •••••••••••• 
ST. JOSEPH ••••••• 0 •••• 

ST. LOUIS ••••••••••••• 
SPRINGFIELD. • • • • • • • • • • • 

MONTANA I 
BILLINGS • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GREAT FALLS. • • • • • • • • • • • 

NEBRASKA I 
LINCOLN. • • • • • • • • • • 
OMAHA. • • • • • • • • • • • 

NEVADAI 
LAS VEGAS. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RENO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

NEW HAMPSHIRE, 
MANCHESTER • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NASHUA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

NEW JERSEY, 
BAYONNE. • Q • • • • • • • • • • • 

BLOOMFIELD • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CAMDEN • • • • • • • ~ • • • • • • 
CLIFTON. • • • • • • • • • ~ ~ • • 
EAST ORANGE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
ELIZABETH. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
IRVINGTON. • • • • • • • e • • • 0 

JERSEY CITY. v •••••••••• 

NEWARK • • • • • • • • • • • ~ • • 
PASSAIC •••• ~ ••••••• ~ • 
PATERSON • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • 
TRENTON •••••••• 0 • • • • 

UNION CITY • • • • • • • • • • • • 
VINELAND • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

NEW MEXICO, 
ALBUQUERQUE. • • • • • • • • • • • 

NEW YORK' 
ALBANy • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BINGHAMTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BUFFALO ••••• '.' ••••••• 
MOUNT VERNON • • ',' • • • • • • • 
NEW ROCHELLE • • • • • • • • • • • 
NEW YORK CITY. • • • • • • • • • • 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Legal services and 
prosecution 

October 
payroll 

16 
27 
16 
17 
1 

12 
29 

6 
15 
1~ 

2 
2 

7 
25 

11 
23 

126 
9 

66 

1 
19 

10 
1 

12 
88 

7 
197 

9 

29 
68 

10 
3 

10 
5 

2~ 
8 

HI 
12 

9 

28 
~7 
~ 

1~ 
11 

5 
2 

50 

11 
7 

85 
12 
11 

~ 530 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

1.6 
~.O 
~.3 
2.7 
0.9 
3.7 
5.5 

2.8 
~.2 
3.8 
0.9 
0.6 

3.5 
~.2 

5.6 
8.3 
7.~ 
5.7 
5.7 

0.7 
3.3 

6.0 
1.1 
~.3 
3.1 
~.3 
~.3 
3.6 

5.6 
6.2 

~3.3 
~.O 

3.6 
1.6 

3.3 
2.9 
3.7 
2.9 
3.5 
1.9 
3.~ 

2.0 
2.0 
1,,9 
1.9 
1.7 
IL.9 
1.'1 

2.2 
3.1 
~.1 
~.2 
3.2 
5.9 

Public defense 

October 
payroll 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

0.2 

0.2 

, Corrections 

October 
payroll 

112 
21 

6 
57 

1 
7 
7 

6 

10 

2 
1 
1 

9 
1 

35 

595 
1 

3 

110 
6 

33 

8 
11 

H7 

2 

7 83~ 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

11.3 
3.0 
1.6 
9.1 
0.6 
2.1 
1.3 

2.7 

2.7 

0.6 
0.11 
0.5 

3.8 
0.8 

6.1 

3.6 

12.9 
0.3 

2.5 

7.7 
0.5 

5.7 

3.0 
11.9 

13.0 

0.7 

10.2 

Other criminal justice 

October 
payroll 

7 

7 

1 

211 

6 
2 

6 

6 

2 

8 
21 

6 

9 
3' 

II 

25 

65 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

1.0 

0.6 

0.2 

0.8 

0.1 
0.6 

0.5 

2. 

0.3 

0.5 
0.9 
2.5 

1.4 
l,,2 

0.11 

0.1 

1.2 

0.1 

, 
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 

Table 24. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll of 406 large city governments, 
October 1978-Continued 

Table 24. Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll of 406 large city governments, 
October 1978-Continued 

City1 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Total October 
pnyroU' 

Total criminal justice system 

October payroll 

Police protection Judicial 

City1 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

October 
payroll 

Publio d_~fense Corrections Otter criminal justice 

Percent of Percent of total October total 
total October total October criminnl criminnl 

criminal payroll criminal payroll justice payroll justice 

NEW YORK--CONTINUED 
NIAGARA FALLS. • • • • • • • • • • 
ROCHESTER. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ROME • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SCHENECTADy ••• • • • • • • • • 
SYRACUSE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TROY • • , • 0 • • • • • • • • • • 

UTICA. • , • • • • • • G • • • • • 

WHITE PLAINS • • • •• ••••• 
YONKERS. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

1 200 
11 1152 

8611 
1 013 
8 910 

329 
1 210 

Percent of 
total October 

payroll 

27.11 
10.6 
9.5 

22.9 

Percent of 
October payroll total criminal 

justice system 

295 
1 149 

89.5 
911.9 
93.11 
96.5 
95.8 
911.8 
911.3 
95.1 
93.6 

Percent of 
October payroll total criminal 

justice system 

19 
19 

1 

justice justice system system _______________________________________ t-____________ -t __ S_y_st_e_m __ j-____________ -1r-_Sy_s_t~:m~+_------------1_--~----r_------------~-------
3 1.0 

NORTH CAROLINA I 
ASHEVILLE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHARLOTTE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OUR HAM • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FAYETTEVILLE • • • • • • • • • • 
GREENSBORO • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HIGH POINT • • • • • • ~ • • • • • 
RALEIGH. • • • • • • • • • • e I • 

WILMINGTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WINSTON-SALEM. • • • • • • • • • • 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
FARGO •••• 

OHIOI 
AKRON •••• 0 •••••••••• 

CANTON • • • • • •• •••••• 
CINCINNATI • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CLEVELAND. • • • • ~ • • • • • • • 
CLEVELAND HEIGHTS. • • • • • • • • 
COLUMBUS • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DAYTON • • • •• •••••••• 
ELYRIA •••••••••••••• 
EUCLID • • q • • • • • • • • ~ • • 

HAMILTON Q ••••••••• , •• 

KETTERING~ • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAKEWOOD • • • ~ •••••••• 
LIMA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LORAIN • • • • • • • • • • •• • 
MANSFIELD. • • • • • • • • 8 • • • 

PARMA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SPRINGFIELD •••••••••••• 
TOLEDO • • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • 
WARREN • • • • I • • • • • • • • • 

yOUNGSTOWN • • • • • • • • • • • • 

OKLAHOMA: 
LAWTON • 
f~IDWEST • 
NORMAN • 
OKLAHOMA 
TULSA •• 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . 
• • • 0 • • • • • • • • • 

CITY: : • • • • • II • ,'" • . . . . . . . . . 
OREGON: 

EUGENE • • • • • • 
PORTLAND • • • • • 
SALEM. • • • • • • 

• • • • • • It • . . . . . . . . 
PENNSYLVANIA: 

ALLENTOWN. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ALTOONA •••••••••••••• 
BETHLEHEM. • • • • • • • ~ 0 • • • 

cHESTER. • • • • • • • • • ~ • ~ • 
ERIE ............... . 
HARRISBURG • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LANCASTER ............. . 
PHILAOE~PHIA • • • • • • • • • • • 
PITTSBURGH • • • • • • • • • • • • 
READING. ij • • • • • • • • • • • • 

SCRA~TON ~ • • • • • • • • • • .. • 
WILKES-BARRE • • • • • • • • • • • 
yORK: ••••••••••••••• 

RHODE ISLAND: 
CRANSTON • • 
PAWTUCKET •• 
PROVIDENCE • 
WARWICK ••• 

SOUTH CAROLINA I 

• • • -4\' • • ,;: • • • _ 

• • • • • " a • • • • · . . . . . . . . . . 
• 0 • • • • • • • • • 

CHARLESTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
COLUMBIA • • • • _ • • • • • • • • 
GREENVILLE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NORTH CHARLESTON • • • • • • • • • 

See footnotes a t end of table. 

695 
1 059 
1 3117 
6 601 

789 
II 151 
1 1189 

7119 
2 006 

859 
1 811 

596 
1 917 

II 076 
1 3111 
8 771 

11 337 
1131 

7 385 
II 1128 

608 
695 
7111 

523 
1 551 

519 
755 
606 
701 
880 

5 150 
638 

1 1171 

655 
807 

1 158 
II 336 
2 809 

1 360 
6 169 

971 

1 023 
1176 
768 
696 
9011 
729 
635 

1i7 639 
6 156 

839 
773 
625 
1183 

2 657 
2 353 
5 1107 
3 090 

836 
1 1113 

T73 
269 

82 
232 
7711 
199 
225 
351 
938 

1117 
935 
1119 
208 
552 
163 
1187 
157 
527 

161 

962 
367 

1 979 
3 897 

160 
2 639 
1 0117 

132 
212 
185 

168 
167 -
1711 
176 
2511 
212 
269 

1 1169 
179 
1156 

180 
126 
152 

1 187 
1 0119 

305 
! 622 

281 

2811 
135 
207 
231 
301 
211l 
1711 

21 235 
2 021 

269 
250 
201 
157 

1911 
192' 
827 
256 

2311 
358 
173 

95 I 

8.7 
28.6 
21.2 
26.1 
14.2 

18.6 
22.5 
28.1 
27.7 
27.5 
19.0 
26.9 
26.3 
27.5 

25.8 

23.6 
27.9 
22.6 
311.11 
37.1 
35.7 
23.6 
21.6 
30.5 
211.9 

32.2 
10.8 
33.5 
23.3 
111.9 
30.2 
30.5 
28.5 
28.1 
31.0 

27.5 
15.6 
13.1 
27.11 
37.3 

22,11 
26.3 
28.9 

27.7 
28.3 
27.0 
33.2 
33.3 
33.0 
27.11 
11'1.6 
32.8 
32.1 
32.'1 
32.2 
32.11 

7,3 
8.2 

15.3 
8.3 

28.0 
25.'1 
22.'1 I 
35.'1 

77 
2211 
7111 
188 
212 
3311 
877 

1112 
916 
1107 
203 
5110 
159 
1178 
151 
516 

1'13 

768 
299 

1 67'1 
3 206 

138 
2 12'1 

816 
89 

189 
159 

125 
I'll 
135 
131 
152 
167 
211 

1 211 
132 
3116 

1511 
115 
1110 

1 031 
921 

289 
! 566 

258 

278 
131 
203 
22'1 
285 
236 
1711 

1'1 692 
1 9111 

262 
2'13 
197 
152 

190 
185 
797 
2'19 

226 
292 
157 

92 

96.5 
98.0 
97.2 
97.9 
97.9 
97.2 
98.2 
96.2 
98.0 

88.9 

79.9 
81.6 
811.6 
82.3 
86.3 
80.5 
78.0 
68.0 
89.2 
85.8 

711.2 
811,5 
77,11 
711.5 
59.7 
79.0 
78.5 
82.11 
73.7 
75.8 

85.7 
1>1.11 
92.3 
86.8 
87.8 

95.0 
96.6 
91.8 

97.9 
97.11 
97.9 
96.6 
911.6 
97.9 

100.0 
69.2 
96.1 
97.3 
97.3 
9S.~ 
97.2 

97.8 
96.4 
96.11 
97.5 

96.11 
81.51 90.6 
96.9 

8 

9 

105 
III 

8 
385 

111 
285 
103 

28 
12 
12 

211 
16 
23 
21 
J3 
33 
36 

132 
36 
511 

9 
3 
II 

58 
liS 

15 

8 

9 

3 012 
311 

1 
2 

17 

II 
27 
10 

2 

5,8 
1.6 
1.'1 

1.1 

5.3 

11.0 
11.1 

0.11 
9.9 
9.0 

10.8 
9.8 

21.6 
5.9 
6.7 

111.2 
9.6 

13.5 
11.9 
13.1 
15.7 
13.5 
9.0 

20.3 
11.8 

'1.7 
a,lI 
3.0 
'1.8 
'1.3 

5.0 

2,8 

3.0 

111.2 
1,"' 

0.11 
1.2 
2.1 
0.1 

1.7 
7.'1 
6.1 
2.3 

NEW YORK--CONTINUED 
NIAGARA FALLS. , • • • • • • • • • 
ROCHESTER. • • • • • • • • • • .. .. 
ROME • • • • • • • • .. .. 0 • • • -

SCHENECTADY ••••••••••• 
SYRACUSE • • • • • • • .. • • • .. 
TROY •••••••••• ~ ~ .. .. 
UTICA •• e •••• 0" ....... . 
WHITE PLAINS • • • • • • • • • • • 
yONKERS •• 6 ........... . 

NORTH CAROLINA I 
ASHEVILLE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHARLOTTE. • • • .. • • • • • • • • 
DURHAM • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FAYETTEVILLE • • • • • • • • • • • 
GREENSBORO ••• ,_ •••••••• 
HIGH POINT • • • • .. s • • • • • .. 

RALEIGH. • • • • • • • • •• •• 
WILMINGTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WINSTON-SALEM ••••••••••• 

NORTH DAKOTA I 
FARGO ••••••••••••••• 

OHIOI 
AKRON ••••••••••••••• 
CANTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • -
CINCINNATI • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CLEVELAND ............. . 
CLEVELAND HEIGHTS ••••••••• 
COLUMBUS ~ • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DAYTON e • ~ ••• 0 •••••••• 

ELYRIA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
EUCLID • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMILTON ............. . 

KETTERING. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAKEWOOD • • • • • • • • • • • .. • 
LIMA • • .. • .. • • • • • • • • .. • 
LORAIN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MANSFIELD. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PARMA ••••••••••••••• 
SPRINGFIELD. • • • • • • • • • • • 
TOLEDO • ~ •••• 0' ••••• -0· 
WARREN • .. • • • • • • • • • • .. .. 
yOUNGSTOWN • • • • • • • • • • • • 

OKLAHOMA I 
LAWTON • • • • • • • • ~ • • • • • 
MIDWEST •••••••••••••• 
NORMAN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OKLAHOMA CITY ••••••••••• 
TULSA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

OREGON I 
EUGENE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PORTLAND • • • • • • .. • • • • • • 
SALEM ••••••••••••••• 

FI:.NNSYLVANIAI 
ALLENTOWN ••••••••••••• 
ALTOONA •••••••••••••• 
BETHLEHEM. • .. • • • • • • • • • • 
CHESTER •••••••••••••• 
ERIE • • • • ft • • • • • • • • • • 

HARRISBURG • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LANCASTER. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
pHILADELPHIA • • • • • • • • • • • 
PITTSBURGH • • ~ • • • • • • • • • 
READING. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SCRANTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WILKES-BARRE • • • • • • • • • • • 
YORK • • • • • • - • • • • • • • • 

RHODE ISLANDI 
CRANSTON • • e • • • • • • • • • • 

PAWTUCKET ••••••••••••• 
PROVIDENCE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WARWICK. • • • • • • • • • • • • ~ 

SOUTH CAROLINA I 
CHARLESTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
COLUMBIA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GREENVILLE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NORTH CHARLESTON • • • • • • • • • 

_~~T~---~--------------------------~-~~---­..... 

12 
38 

'I 
8 

22 
10 
12 
17 
36 

1 
19 
12 
~ 

12 
5 
9 
6 

10 

9 

33 
23 

102 
76 

7 
97 
39 

9 
10 

8 

12 
8 
7 

18 
11 
11 
15 
'16 

7 
29 

8 
II 
7 

611 
36 

'18 
15 

6 
3 
II 
8 
(: 

5 

866 
113 

7 
7 
II 
3 

II 
5 

13 
6 

5 
7 
6 
1 

0.6 
2.0 
2.8 
2.1 
2.1 
2.8 
1.8 
3.8 
2.0 

5.8 

3.11 
6.11 
5.1 
2.0 
'1,5 
3.7 
3.7 
6.7 
11.9 
11.6 

7.3 
'1.8 
11.1 

10.0 
11.11 
5.3 
5.'1 
3.2 
11,1 
6.11 

2.1 
2,6 
2,1 
3.11 
2.0 
2.1 

lI.l 
2.1 
2.7 
2.7 
1.8 
2.2 

1.8 
2.11 
1.5 
2.3 

2.0 
2.1 
3.3 
0,8 

2 

2 

1.6 

1.1 

1.2 

21 

50 
3 

1611 
1111 

10'1 
89 

5 

2 

7 
2 
7 
6 
8 

II 
80 

3 
27 

7 
II 

33 
ItS 

2 665 

29 

0.11 

5.2 
0.9 
8.3 
3.6 
0.2 
3.9 
8.5 
3.7 

0.9 

11.3 
1.1 
3.8 
3.6 
3.0 

1.5 
5.5 
1.9 
5.9 

3.7 
3.5 

2.8 
'1.3 

12.5 

8.2 

5 0.'1 

2 0.3 

0.'1 

3.0 

6 0.6 

88 2.3 

29 1.1 

2.0 

50 19.8 

1.2 

2 0.2 

8 0.5 

1 0.11 

2 0.1 

1 0.7 

0.1 

0.8 

, 
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Table 24. 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Percent distribution of criminal justice system payroll of 406 large city gov'rernments, 
October 1978-Continued 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Total criminal justice system Police protection Judicial 

City' Total Oc tobor 
payroll' Percent of Percent of Percent of 

October payroll total October October payroll total criminal October p.yro~l total criminal 
~ ____________________________________ +-______________ ~ ____________ +-~p~a~y_r~Ol~l ____ 4-____________ ~j~U=S~t=i=c~e~8~y=s=t=e=m~- justice system 

SOUiH DAKOTAI 
SIOUX FALLS. 

TENNESSEE I 
CHATTANOOGA. • • • 
CLARKSVILLE. • • • 
KNOXVILLE. • • • • 
MEMPHIS. • • • • • 
NASHVILLE-DAVIDSON 

...... 
TEXASI 

ABILENE, ••••••••••••• 
AMARILLO • • •• •••••••• 
ARLINGTON ••••••••••••• 
AUSTIN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BEAUMONT • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
8ROWNSVILLE~ • • • • • • • • • • • 
CORPUS CHRISTI • • • • • • • • • • 
DALLAS • • • ~ • • • • • • • • • • 
EL PASO •••••••••••••• 

FORT WORTH • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GALVESTON ••••••••••••• 
GARLAND •••••••••••••• 
GRAND PRAIRIE,' •••••••••• 
HOUSTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
IRVING • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAREDO • • • • • • • • ~ • • • • 
LONGVIEW Q • • • • • • • • • • • • 

LUBBOCK. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MESQUITE • • • II . . . . 
MIDLAND •••••• 
ODESSA • • • • • • 
PASADENA • • • • • 
PORT ARTHUR. • • • 
RICHARDSON • • • • 
sAN ANGELO • • • • 
SAN ANTONIO. • • • 
TyLER ••••••• 
wACO • • • • • e • 

· . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . 
• •• It , ••• 

• • II • • • • 

• •••••• 1 • 

WICHITA FALLS ••• 

UTAHI 
OGDEN. • • • • • • • • • 
PROVO. • • • • • • • • • 
SALT LAKE CITY ••••• 

VIRGINIA I 
ALEXANDRIA • • • • 
CHESAPEAKE • • • • 
HAMPTON. • • • • • 
LyNCHBURG ••••• 
NEWPORT NEWS • • • 
NORFOLK. • • • • • • • 
PORTSMOUTH • • • • • 
RICHMOND • • • • • 
ROANOKE. • • • • • 
VIRGINIA BEACH • • 

WASHINGTON I 
BELLEVUE • 
EVERETT •• 
SEATTLE •• 
SPOKANE. • 
TACOMA •• 

· . . . . . . . . . . . · " . . . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . . . . . · .......... . 
WEST VIRGINIA I 

CHARLESTON • • 
HUNTINGTON • • 

. . .. . . . . . . 
WISCONSINI 

APPLETON • • • • • • • • • • , • • 
GREEN BAY ••••••••••••• 
KENOSHA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LA CROSSE, • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MADISON •••• , • , , •••••• 
MILWAUKEE, • s • • • • • • • • • • 

OSHKOSH, • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RACINE ............ , •• 
WAUWATOSA. • • • • • • • • • • ~ • 
wEST ALLIS • • • • • • • • • • • • 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero_ 

832 

5 6119 
257 

II 1180 
23 :!05 
17 616 

896 
1 509 
1 039 
6 527 
1 1122 

520 
2 :!611 

12 906 
.3 767 

5 056 
1 199 
1 000 

'185 
15 595 

959 
821 
410 

1 468 

58'1 

663 
648 
86'1 
665 
632 
567 

7 9911 
"02 

1 110 
886 

561 
11117 

2 277 

.3 817 
II 119 
4 155 
2 1711 
II 753 

10 395 
3 819 

10 522 
3 8311 
731.3 

881 
782 

10 095 
2 1911 
3 205 

1 003 
789 

1 6115 
3 333 

827 
1 518 
5 916 

12 29~, 
1 72!) 
1 .'93 
1 ~\21 
2 3fjJ 

177 

5311 
85 

113! 
2 395 
2. 0511 

195 
1111 
275 

1 193 
333 
121 
529 

II 785 
1 1112 

1 222 
237 
2116 
1111 

6 373 
237 
1110 
99 

363 

150 

211 
197 
28C 
175 
110 
157 

2 039 
123 
258 
205 

198 
99 

1 112 

591 
386 
3711 
253 
553 

1 020 
11111 

1 2118 
1100 
7113 

211 
197 

2 511 
500 
576 

230 
193 

1110 
250 
232 
121 
611 

3 629 
12i1 
1108 
162 
235 

21.2 

9.'1 
33.3 
9.6 

10.3 
11.7 

21.8 
27.3 
26.5 
18.3 
23.'1 
23.3 
23.'1 
37.1 
30.3 

2'1.2 
19.8 
211.8 
23.5 
110.9 
2'1.7 
17.0 
211.1 
211.7 

25.7 

31.8 
30.'1 
32.4 
26.3 
17.5 
27.7 
25.5 
20.5 
23.2 
23.2 

35.'1 
22.2 
118.8 

15.5 
9.'1 
9.0 

11.6 
11.6 
9.8 

11.5 
11.9 
10.11 
10.2 

23.9 
25.2 
2'1.9 
22.8 
18.0 

23.0 
211.5 

8.5 
7.5 

28.0 
8.0 

10.3 
29.5 
7.2 

29.3 
10.0 
10.2 

173 

513 
811 

3911 
2 069 
1 378 

175 
382 
250 

1 082 
297 
112 
1176 

II 396 
1 073 

1 105 
222 
2'8 
103 

5 731 
213 
127 

93 
328 

11.fl 

192 
175 
253 
1611 
105 
1110 

1 912 
113 
228 
180 

166 
88 

1 032 

1111 
21j8 
256 
180 
309 
731 
282 
825 
2111 
515 

185 
187 

2 123 
1159 
1186 

222 
181! 

137 
235 
220 
113 
579 

3 1192 
119 
3911 
157 
225 

Z Less than half the unit of measurement shown_ 
IOsta are based on a field compilation from records of each city government shown; see text for data limitations. 
'Payroll for city-operated utilities excluded. 

97.8 

89.8 
92.8 
90.9 
90.6 
89.1 
92.6 
89.9 
91.9 
911.0 

90.11 
93.8 
95.8 
90.11 
a9.9 
89.8 
90.11 
93.5 
90.5 

93.7 

90.9 
88.6 
90.1 
93.5 
15.0 
89.1 
93.8 
91.9 
88.5 
a7.7 

83.9 
88.7 
92.8 

69.5 
611.3 
68.11 
71.2 
55.91 71.7 
611.1 
66.1 
60.2 
69.3 

97.11 
911.1 
911.9 
93.1 
911.8 
96.2 
95.6 
96.6 
96.8 
95.8 

16 
1 
5 

88 
328 

9 
18 
12 
119 
15 
'I 

26 
1117 

36 

118 
10 

II 
5 

2117 
13 
7 
3 

17 

4 

10 
12 
15 

5 
5 
9 

56 
6 
6 

10 

21 
5 

51 

62 
17 

9 
5 

111 
tt3 
37 
70 
117 
34 

3 

168 
22 
31 

6 
2 

II 
6 
II 
:5 

29 

2 
2 
1 

3.1 
0.6 
1.2 
3.7 

16.0 

'1.8 
'1.3 
'1.2 
11.1 
'1.6 
3.3 
5.0 
3.1 
3.1 

11.0 
'1.2 
1.8 
11.11 
3.9 
5.3 
5.3 
3.11 
'1.6 

'I,"' 
6.2 
5.11 
2.9 
5,0 
5.7 
2.7 
5.2 
2.2 
5.0 

10.7 
11.8 
11.6 

10.5 
11.11 
2.11 
1.8 
7.11 
11.2 
8.11 
5.6 

11.8 
11.6 

1.6 

6.7 
11.'1 
5.11 

2.6 
1.2 

2.6 
2.5 
1.8 
2.6 

0.8 

0,6 
1,.1 
0,5 

---~----------~--------.------------~ C 

Table 24. 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 

Percent distribution of crimina! justice system payroll of 40f~ large city governments., 
October 1978-Continued 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 
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Legal services and 
prosecution Public defense Corrections Other cril1Jinal jusUe", 

City' 

SOUTH DAKOTA I 
SIQUX FALLS •• 

TENNESSEE I 
CHATTANOOGA. • 
CLARKSVILLE ••• 
KNOXVILLE •••• 
MEMPHIS •••••• 
NASHVILLE-DAVIDSON 

TEXAS I 
ABIl.ENE. • •• 
AMARILl.O • • • • 
ARLINGTON ••• 
AUSTIN. ••• 
BEAUMONT • • • • 
BROWNSV I l.LE. • 
CORPUS CHRISTI • 
DALl.AS •• •• 
EL PASO ••••• 

FORT WORTH , • 
GALVESTON •• 
GARLAND ••• , 
GRAND PRAIRIE. • 
HOl)STON, •••• 
IRVING • • • • • 
LAREDO •••• 
l.ONGVIEW • • • • 
LUBBOCK •••• 

MESQUITE. 

MIDLAND. •• 
ODESSA • • • • 
pASADENA •••• 
pORT ARTHUR. , • 
RICHARDSON. ,. 
SAN ANGELO • , • 
SAN ANTONIO ••• 
TYLER, • • • 
WACO. , •••• 
WiCHITA FALLS. , 

UTAHI 
OGDEN., 0 • ..., 

pROVO,. ,., • 
SAl.T LAKE CITY •• 

VIRGINIA I 
ALEXANrrllA • , • 
CHESAPEAKE , • • 
HAMPTON. ,., 
L VNCHBURG:. It , • 

NEWPORT NEWS • 
NORFOLK. ., , 
pORTSMOUTH • 
RICHMOND ••• 
ROANOKE •••• 
ViRGINIA BEACH • 

WAsHINGTONI 
BELl.EVUE • 
EVERETT •• 
SEATTLE. 
SPOKANE •• 
TACOMA 

, ,. . . . ... 
WEST VIRGINil\1 

CHARLESTON • • • 
HUNTINGTON • • • 

WISCONSINI 
APPLETON. , •• 
GREEN BAY, ••• 
KENOSHA. •• • 
LA CROSSE. • • • 
MADISON ••••• 
MIl.WAUKEE •••• 
OSHKOSH, • • ~ • • • 
RACINE • •• • 
WAUWATOSA. • • • 
WEST ALl.IS , • • 

. . . . 

Octob3r 
payroll 

11 
12 
13 
63 
12 

5 
27 

119 
27 

38 
5 
6 
6 

1'10 
12 

5 
2 

18 

6 

6 
8 

13 
6 

5 
56 
II 

10 
7 

11 
6 

30 

'11 
16 
32 
15 
29 
72 
32 
73 
211 
55 

16 
10 

109 
20 
51 

2 
7 

8 
7 
5 

32 
108 

5 
11 

J 
9 

Percent of 
totol 

criminnl 
justice 
system 

2.2 

3.0 
'1.0 
'1.5 
3.6 

3,2 
2.8 
2.9 
'1,0 
3.3 

5.5 
6.5 
2.7 

6.9 
'1.2 
8.5 
5.9 
5.3 
701 
7.'1 
5.9 
5.9 
7.11 

7.8 
5.2 
'1.3 
3.9 
8.9 

1.0 
3.6 

October 
payroll 

7 
29 

Percent of 
total 

criminal 
justice 
system 

0.3 

0.1 

October 
payroll 

9 

122 

31 

:5 
2 

:5 

11 
8 

68 
10'1 

76 
53 

168 
1711 

71 
273 

88 
121 

6 

58 

7 

Percont of 
total 

criminal 
.1ustice 
system 

3.2 
7.5 

13.0 

2.5 

1.1 

1.5 
1.J 

11.3 
'1.0 

• 11.6 
27.1 
20.'1 
21.1 
30,'1 
17.0 
16.2 
21.9 
22.1 
16.2 

Octoi;er 
pnyruU 

Percont of 

7 
'I 

6 

15 

3 

8 

18 
7 

18 

53 

total 
cdminnl 
justice 
syatem 

0.3 
0.2 

0.5 

0.'1 

0.7 

1.0 

0.8 

'1.0 
0.5 

2.5 

" 
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POLICE PROTECTION 

FIGURE 21. 

Percent distribution of police protection direct expenditure 
by state and type of government, Fiscal Year 1978 
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 25. Police protection expenditure, by character and object, by State and type of 
government, fiscal year 1978 

State and type of government l 

STATES-LOCAL3 TOTAL ••• 
STATES • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • 

ALABAMA. ~ • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIP4LITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . ... 
• • • 4: • · . ... . . · . . . . 

ALASKA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • •• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • 

BOROUGHS • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • 0 . . . 

ARIZONA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••• , •••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • : : : 

ARKANSAS • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • •••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

~B~~6i~~LiTiES : : : : : : 

CALIFORNIA • • • • • • • ••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICiPALITIES • • •••• 

COLORADO • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • ••• ~ • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • ••• 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • •••• 

CONNECTICUT. • • • • ••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • •••• 

LO~C~ICr~rtiTiES : : : : : : 

DELAWARE • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL .. TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA • • 
STATE: ••.••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIF.:S ••• 

. . . 

. . . 
FLORIDA. • • • • • • 

STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . 
• • • I. • 

• • • • it · . . . . 
GEORGIA. • • • • • • • • 

STATE. • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES : : : 

· . . 
· . . · . . · . . 

HAWAII •••••• 
STATE ••••••• ' •••• '1' 
LOCAL I TOTAL • • .' .: .: .: '.' :: COUNTIES • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • 
Sae footnotes at end of table. 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expenditure 
Tota l' 

Total Direct Capital 
current outlay 

11 168 Ll07 
2 016 228 
9 281 lL19 
1 832 616 
7 520 133 

121 9L1L1 
30 373 
92 512 
17 179 
75 370 

47 387 
2L1 518 
22 875 

1 196 
21 679 

1'37 284 
36 521 

121 751 
25 l1e; 
96 7Y1 

55 956 
17 006 
39 032 
10 Ll29 
28 695 

11 168 407 
1 892 127 
9 276 280 
1 822 610 
7 433 560 

121 944 
29 Ll68 
92 Ll76 
17 1LI6 
75 330 

Ll7 3871 
2L1 518, 
22 869 

1 196 
21 673 

157 28L1 
35 533 

121 751 
25 119 
96 633 

55 956 
17 006 
38 950 
10 380 
28 570 

10 669 776 
1 7"11 625 
8 898 151 
1 122 262 
7 175 888/ 

11L1 190 
28 229 
85 961 
16 129 
69 832 

Ll5 592 
2.3 6iLl 
21 978 

1 196 
2Q 782 

14'1 520 
32 Ll91.1 

115 026 
2.3 111.1 I 

91 912 

52 042 
15 .359 
36 683 

9 809 
26 an 

1 LILlO 077 1 
253 335 

1 200 575 1 
3L12 Ll90 
895 597 

Ll40 077 1 
239 5311 
200 5L13 1 
342 3Lt3 
858 200 

383 051.1 
226 696 
156 .358 
332 957 
82.3 401 

139 570 
211 220 

115 365 
19 070 
96 4517 

146 958 
30 3lfl 

117 585 
116211 

30 835 
13 060 
18 OOLI 

6 472 
11 635 

98 895 

98 895 
98 895 

444 419 
65 907 

379 230 
148 657 
233 539 

194 903 
48 401 

146 784 
53 414 
93 520 

56 401 
1 739 

54 662 
12 241 
42 421 

139 570 
24 205 

115 365 
19 007 
96 358 

146 958 
30 336 

116 622 
11'1 9L13 

30 835 
12 925 
17 910 

6 378 
11 532 

98 895 

98 895 
98 895 

44L1 1.119 i 
65 225 

379 194 
lL16 681 
2.32 51.3 

194 903 
48 142 

lL16 761 
5.3 1.102 
9.3 360 

56 QOl 
1 739 

54 662 
12 241 
Ll2 1.121 

129 868 
23 1.11.16 

106 Ll22 
J7 210 
89 212 

1.37 229 
28 tt89 

108 740 
108 7L10 

28 85L1 
12 154 
16 700 
5 1.178 

11 222 

97 148 
-

97 11.18 
97 148 

1.119 976 
61 688 

358 288 
135 94.3 
222 .345 

180 887 
1.12 .31.15 

1.38 542 
49 Ll66 
89 076 

55 'l!Q 
1 7.39 

53 975 
11 866 
1.12 109 

1.198 6~2 
120 502 . 
378 130 
100 3L18 
257 972 

7 75Q 
1 239 
6 515 
1 017 
5 Ll98 

1 795 
901.1 
891 

891 

9 76L1 
3 039 
6 725 
2 005 
LI 721 

.3 911.1 
1 61.17 
2 267 

572 
1 696 

57 02.3 
12 838 
I.Iq 185 

9 386 
.31.1 799 

9 702 
759 

8 91.1.3 
1 797 
7 11.16 

9 729 
1 847 
7 882 
6 20.3 

1 981 
771 

1 210 
900 
310 

1 iLl7 

1 71.17 
1 7L17 

24 44.3 
3 537 

20 906 
10 738 
10 168 

11.1 016 
5 797 
8 219 
3 1.)36 
LI 284 

687 

687 
375 
312 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

220 380 
124 101 

96 279 
10 006 
86 27.3 

977 
905 

72 
33 
39 

7 

7 

7 

1 092 
988 
104 

101.1 

173 

17.3 
Ll8 

125 

51 .3q5 
13 801 
37 5qq 

1LI7 
37 .397 

179 
15 

164 
63 

101 

1 273 
5 

1 268 
1 268 

.333 
135 
198 

94 
lOLl 

3 683 
682 

.3 001 
1 976 
1 026 

432 
259 
173 

13 
160 

fo State To local 
governments governments 

4 869 
(X) 

4 869 
2 023 
2 846 

.36 
(X) 
36 
15 
21 

7 
(X) 

7 

7 

(X) 

82 
(X) 
82 
LI.3 
.39 

3.3 
(X) 
.33 

(X) 

963 
(X) 
963 
963 

94 
(X) 
94 
94 

(X) 

36 
(X) 
.36 
.36 

23 
(X) 
23 

23 

(X) I 

: I 

215 511 
12q 101 

91 1.110 
7 98.3 

8.3 Ll27 

9L11 
905 
36 
17 
19 

1 092 
988 
104 

lOLl 

92 

92 
6 

86 

51 .313 
1.3 801 
37 512 

147 
.37 365 

179 
15 

164 
6.3 

101 

310 
5 

305 
.305 

239 
135 
lOLl 

lOLl 

3 6L17 
682 

2 965 
1 9L10 
1 025 

Ll09 
259 
150 

13 
137 

---------- c 
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Table 25. Police protection expenditure, by character and object, by State a~d type of 
government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State and type of government l 

IDAHO ••••••••••••• 
STATE~ ••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTXES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • , • • 

ILLINOIS • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••• ~ ••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

INDIANA •••••••••••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

IOWA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALIT!ES • • • • • • 

KANSAS • • ~ • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • . •••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

KENTUCKy • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIF.S • • • • • • 

LOUISIANA ••••••••••• 
STATE ••••• ~ •••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

PARISHES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MAINE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

MARYLAND • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• e , ••• 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

MASSACHUSETTS. • • • • • • • • 
STATE. c •••••••••• 

LOCAL. TOTAL •••••••• I 
COUNTIES ••••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

MICHIGAN • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
HUNICIPALITIES • 

MINNESOTA ••••••••••• 
STATE. • ~ • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MISSISSIPPI •••••••••• 
STATE. ~ • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

-'-~------~-~ ---

(Thousands of dollars) 

I Direct expenditure Intergovernmental expenditure 

Tot"l' r··--------r-------~--------~------~~------_r--------

33 808 
9 183 

24 799 
11 287 
16 2L12 

685 259 
78 362 

608 999 
56 891 

552 787 

177 869 
Ll3 638 

134 471 
22 16q 

.112 690 

98 OQl 
28 398 
71 110 
16 876 
55 888 

76 167 
·13 225 
62 945 
13 982 
50 767 

125 031 
50 373 
81 8L18 
2L1 301 
57 866 

11:.0 OLIO 
q5 625 

135 006 
56 122 
79 277 

33 197 
10 3L16 
22 856 

2 7L18 
20 102 

2qO 154 
109 qOO 
186 692 

99 3q8 
87 52q 

333 460 
q6 666 

290 q61 
1 508 

28q 908 

524 872 
91 S80 

Ll39 708 
64 286 

379 695 

lL16 888 
3L1 671 

121 936 
29 822 
9q 065 

66 305 
23 886 
Ll2 9L1~· 

11 012 I 
31 987 

Total 

33 808 
9 076 

21.1 732 
8 774 

15 958 

685 259 
76 L150 

608 809 
56 684 

551 2L16 

177 869 
Q3 638 

134 231 
22 001 

112 230 

98 OLll 
26 972 
71 069 
16 771 
5q 298 

76 167 
13 225 
62 91.12 
13 927 
1.19 016 

125 031 
1.13 188 
81 843 
21.1 068 
57 775 

180 OLIO 
45 600 

13L1 1.140 I 
55 917 
7U 522 

33 197 
10 JI.I6 
22 851 

2 71.17 
19 700 

2L10 15L1 
5L1 371 

185 783 
98 3L13 
87 4L10 

333 460 
43 002 

290 Ll58 
1 506 

281.1 804 

524 872 
85 189 

LlJ9 683 
6q 113 

371.1 077 

lL16 888 
24 971 

t21 917 
29 545 
92 31.1q 

66 305 
2) 376 
42 929 
11 010 
31 919 

Direct Capital 
current outlay 

29 633 
8 506 

21 127 
7 832 

13 295 

664 712 
72 048 

592 66L1 
53 310 

539 35q 

163 51L1 
.38 676 

12Q 838 
20 Ll64 

lOLl 37L1 

92 467 
25 539 
66 928 
15 697 
51 231 

71 336 
11 822 
59 SiLl 
12 717 
46 797 

116 677 
40 360 
76 317 , 
22 200 , 
5L1 117 

165 952 
Ll3 178 

125 77L1 
52 960 
72 814 

30 850 
8 961 

21 889 
2 575 

19 31L1 

227 777 
51 178 

176 599 
91 113 
85 Ll86 

324 386 
42 Ll86 

281 900 
1 323 

280 577 

499 863 
80 726 

L119 137 
60 qLl5 

358 692 

137 918 
22 LlS7 

115 Ll61 
27 356 
88 105 

61 829 
21 q80 
40 349 
10 027 
30 322 

LI 175 
570 

3 605 
9q2 

2 663 

20 5~7 
LI Ll02 

16 145 
3 374 

11 892 

14 355 
LI 962 
9 393 
1 537 
7 856 

5 57L1 
1 L133 
4 1q1 
1 07L1 
3 067 

LI 831 
1 Ll03 
3 428 
1 210 
2 219 

8 354 
2 828 
5 526 
1 868 
3 658 

11 088 
2 Ll22 
8 666 
2 957 
5 708 

2 .3L17 
1 385 

962 
172 
387 

12 377 
3 193 
9 184 
7 230 
1 95L1 

9 07L1 
516 

8 558 
183 

4 227 

25 009 
LI Ll63 

20 5L16 
3 668 

15 385 

8 970 
2 514 
6 456 
2 189 
LI 239 

LI Ll76 
1 896 
2 580 

983 
1 597 

Total 

2 90q 
107 

2 797 
2513 

28L1 

3 660 
1 912 
1 748 

207 
1 541 

623 

623 
163 
460 

3 120 
1 Ll26 
1 69L1 

10q 
1 590 

1 807 

1 807 
56 

1 751 

7 510 
7 185 

325 
233 

91 

985 
25 

960 
205 
755 

Ll02 

Ll02 
1 

qOl 

56 118 
55 020 

1 089 
1 005 

84 

3 770 
3 664 

106 
2 

lOLl 

12 Ll82 
6 691 
5 791 

174 
5 617 

11 698 
9 700 
1 998 

277 
1 721 

580 

510 I 70 
2 

68 

To State To local 
governments governUlents 

67 
(X) 
67 
67 

189 
(X) 
189 

5!> 
13L1 

2L11 
(X) 
2lfl 
143 

98 

Lll 
(X) 

Lll 
LI 

37 

3 
(X) 

3 

3 

5 
(X) 

5 
1 
LI 

567 
(X) 
567 
205 
362 

5 
(X) 

5 
1 
LI 

910 
(X) 
910 
910 

3 
(X) 

3 

3 

25 
(X) 
25 
23 

2 

19 
(X) 
19 

19 

17 
(X) 
17 

1 
16 

2 837 
107 

2 730 
2 I.ILl6 

284 

3 Ll71 
1 912 
1 559 

15t 
1 Ll08 

382 

382 
20 

362 

3 079 
1 Ll26 
1 653 

101 
1 552 

1 803 

1 803 
56 

1 7L18 

7 50Ll 
7 185 

319 
232 

87 

Ll18 
25 

393 

393 

397 

397 

397 

55 209 
55 029 

180 
96 
8L1 

3 767 
3 ~6LI 

103 
2 

101 

12 457 
6 691 
5 766 

151 
5 615 

11 680 
9 700 
1 980 

277 
1 702 

563 
510 

53 

52 

" 
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Table 25. Ponce protection ex~enditure, by character and object, by State and type of 
government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State and type of government' 

MISSOURI • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
1'::JNIC!PALITIES • 

MONTANA ••••••• 
STATE, •••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NEBRASKA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •• , ••• 

NEVADA • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL •••••• 

COUNTIES • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NEW HAMPSHIRE •••• 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCALa TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NEW JERSEY • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NEW MEXICO ••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NEW YORK • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NORTH CAROLINA • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NORTH DAKOTA • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

OHIO • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

OKLAHOMA • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

OREGON • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

• I' • ~ • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total' 

219 588 
3~ 5~~ 

185 O~~ 
31 21~ 

15~ T"c 

27 9)~ 
f> 675 

21 .356 
8 985 

12 8.37 

51 755 
12 ~16 
39 3~0 

9 0~5 
30 747 

~8 981 
6 8~2 

42 149 
27 51.3 
27 098 

34 408 
8 700 

25 755 
1 723 

23 963 

~78 90~ 
73 311 

~13 613 
211 270 

Je5 890 

52 961 
15 582 
37 610 

8 818 
28 822 

1 726 009 
116 887 

1 610 550 
229 488 

1 381 221 

181 074 
43 120 

139 211 
38 33~ 

102 3~9 

18 045 
3 189 

14 865 
3 896 

11 117 

~08 58i4 
5~ 359 

355 055 
55 435 

300 489 

100 186 
32 065 
68 252 

7 406 
60 932 

120 853 
36 097 
86 936 
30 706 
57 061 

(Thousands of dollars) 
Dt~ect expenditure 

Total 

219 588 
3~ 5~~ 

185 0~4 
31 185 

153 858 

27 934 
6 597 

21 337 
8 951 

12 386 

51 755 
:'2 ~16 
39 339 

9 045 
.30 294 

48 981 
6 8lJ2 

42 139 
27 513 
11! 627 

.34 408 
8 700 

25 708 
1 723 

23 462 

478 90~ 
65 511 

413 393 
24 270 

383 78~ 

52 961 
15 352 
37 609 

B 811 
28 798 

1 726 009 
115 462 

1 610 547 
229 1}76 

1 379 538 

181 074 
41 879 

139 195 
37 748 

101 4~7 

18 045 
3 189 

14 856 
3 888 

10 806 

408 584 
53 618 

354 966 
55 289 

299 669 

100 186 
31 974 
68 212 

7 .367 
60 845 

120 853 
33 954 
86 899 
30 393 
56 505 

Direct 
current 

206 873 
30 090 

176 783 
28 877 

147 906 

26 299 
6 026 

20 273 
8 457 

11 816 

49 323 
11 674 
37 649 

8 687 
28 962 

45 796 
6 196 

39 600 
25 75~ 
13 8~6 

30 244 
7 565 

22 679 
1 677 

21 002 

465 227 
63 169 

402 058 
23 819 

378 239 

50 008 
14 875 
35 13~ 

8 337 
26 796 

1 704 131 
112 003 

1 592 128 
223 228 

1 368 900 

169 619 
39 110 

130 509 
34 598 
95 911 

16 945 
3 189 

13 756 
3 831 
9 925 

J80 821 
52 388 

.328 43.3 
51 612 

276 821 

93 729 
29 113 
64 616 

7 159 
57 ~57 

11.3 910 
.30 171 
83 739 
28 902 
54 837 

12 715 
4 451\ 

e 261 
2 308 
5 95? 

1 636 
571 

1 065 
49~ 
570 

2 432 
742 

1 690 
358 

1 332 

3 185 
646 

2 539 
1 759 

781 

4 16/f 
1 135 
3 029 

47 
2 460 

13 677 
2 342 

11 335 
451 

5 545 

2 953 
477 

2 /f76 
474 

2 002 

21 878 
3 /f59 

18 /f19 
6 248 

10 638 

11 /f55 
2 769 
8 686 
3 150 
5 536 

! lOCI 

1 100 
57 

882 

27 763 
1 230 

26 533 
3 677 

22 M8 

6 /f57 
2 861 
3 596 

207 
3 388 

6 943 
3 783 
3 160 
1 491 
1 668 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

90~ 

90~ I 

29 
875 

563 
78 

/f85 
34 

450 

453 

/f53 

12 ~71 

12 /f71 

12 471 

501 

501 

501 

9 906 
7 800 
2 106 

2 106 

262 
230 

32 
8 

2~ 

3 119 
1 425 
1 694 

11 
1 683 

2 729 
1 241 
1 488 

587 
901 

318 

318 
8 

310 

1 707 
741 
966 
1/f6 
820 

217 
91 

126 
39 
87 

3 011 
2 143 

868 
313 
556 

1 
(Xl 

1 
1 

19 
(Xl 
19 

3 
16 

1 
(Xl 

1 

1 

9 
(Xl 

9 

9 

48 
(Xl 
/f8 

/f8 

220 
(Xl 
220 

220 
! 

1 
(X l 

1 

1 

3 
(Xl 

3 

3 

16 
(Xl 
16 
11 

5 

9 
(Xl 

9 
7 
2 

89 
(X l 
89 

2 
87 

41 
(Xl 
41 
37 

4 

37 
(Xl 
37 

37 

90/f 

452 

~53 

9 685 
7 SJO 
1 885 

1 885 

261 
230 

31 
a 

23 

3 116 
1 ~25 
1 691 

11 
1 680 

2 713 
1 2~1 
1 /f72 

575 
897 

309 

309 
1 

308 

1 618 
HI 
877 
144 
733 

177 
91 
86 

2 
83 

2 97~ 
2 1/f3 

831 
313 
519 

_._---------- __ .cc-------------c---~'--· ----

POLICE PROTECTION 195 

Table 25. Police protection expenditure, by character and objectl by State and type of 
government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State and type of government' 

PENNSyLVANIA • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

RHODE ISLAND • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES 

SOUTH CAROLINA •••••••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

SOUTH OAKOTA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

TENNESSEE ••••••• 
STATE •••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

TEXAS. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

UTAH • • • • • • • • • •• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

VERMONT •••••••••••• 
STATE ••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • 

COUNTIES ••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • • 

VIRGINIA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • •• • •• 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

WASHINGTON • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • 

WEST VIRGINIA. • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • •• • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • •• 

WISCONSIN. • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

WYOMING ••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

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

(Thousands of dollars) 

Total' 

530 519 
123 268 
408 116 

17 955 
390 L197 

47 0110 
11 575 
36 97L1 
36 614 

97 558 
30 968 
67 741 
27 221 
40 562 

22 199 
6 L109 

15 816 
4 958 

11 269 

158 935 
27 189 

131 788 
2L1 34L1 

loa 029 

486 194 
89 858 

398 927 
61 663 

338 568 

59 521 
19 032 
L11 209 
11 928 
29 665 

16 1169 
8 6L18 
7 821 

186 
7 674 

190 652 
44 367 

1L16 290 
61 956 
85 021 

163 231 
35 062 

128 769 
40 0/f3 
92 328 

L19 165 
18 243 
30 933 

9 101 
21 858 

201 371 
21 006 

181 082 
L14 279 

136 805 

20 553 
5 662 

14 898 
5 535 
9 430 

Direct e~penditure 

Total 

530 519 
122 403 
L108 116 

17 953 
387 252 

47 040 
10 066 
36 974 
36 6111 

97 558 
30 192 
67 366 
26 984 
L10 382 

22 199 
6 L109 

15 790 
4 901 

10 890 

158 935 
27 189 

131 746 
24 267 

107 479 

486 194 
87 560 

398 63L1 
61 398 

337 236 

59 521 
16 312 
41 209 
11 928 
29 281 

16 469 
8 648 
7 821 

186 
7 560 

190 652 
44 367 

146 285 
61 830 
8L1 /f55 

163 231 
34 685 

128 546 
39 404 
89 142 

49 165 
18 243 
30 922 

9 090 
21 832 

201 371 
20 318 

181 053 
44 178 

136 606 

20 553 
5 662 

14 891 
5 515 
9 355 

Direct 
current 

513 517 
116 683 
396 834 

16 161 
380 673 

4~ 984 
8 775 

36 209 
36 209 

89 603 
26 734 
62 869 
24 391 
38 478 

20 050 
5 829 

14 221 
3 691 

10 531 

145 556 
22 333 

123 223 
21 664 

101 559 

456 L196 
82 621 

373 875 
57 578 

316 297 

56 039 
17 561 
38 L178 
11 110 
27 368 

15 656 
8 030 
7 626 

175 
7 L151 

177 338 
40 109 

137 229 
58 978 
78 251 

156 828 
32 703 

124 125 
37 380 
86 7L15 

L15 292 
15 719 
29 573 

8 611 
20 962 

194 589 
19 922 

174 667 
/fl 795 

132 872 

18 915 
5 367 

13 5L18 
4 60Ll 
8 944 

Capital 
outlay 

17 002 
5 720 

11 282 
1 792 
6 579 

2 056 
1 291 

765 
L105 

7 955 
3 L158 
4 497 
2 593 
1 904 

2 lL19 
580 

1 569 
1 210 

359 

13 379 
LI €:56 
8 523 
2 603 
5 920 

29 698 
4 939 

24 759 
3 820 

20 939 

3 482 
751 

2 731 
818 

1 913 

813 
618 
195 

10 
109 

13 314 
4 258 
9 056 
2 852 
6 204 

6 L103 
1 982 
4 421 
2 024 
2 397 

3 873 
2 52L1 
1 3L19 

479 
870 

6 782 
396 

6 386 
2 383 
3 734 

1 638 
295 

1 343 
931 
412 

Itltergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

LI 113 
. 865 

3 248 
3 

3 2L15 

1 509 
1 509 

1 193 
776 
417 
237 
180 

L1:57 

437 
58 

379 

627 

627 
77 

550 

3 895 
2 298 
1 597 

265 
1 332 

1 104 
720 
384 

38L1 

114 

114 

692 

692 
126 
566 

4 203 
377 

3 826 
6L10 

3 186 

36 

36 
11 
25 

1 068 
768 
300 
101 
199 

7L1 

To State 
governme.n ts 

(X) 

375 

~~i I 152 

26 
(X) 
26 
15 
11 

L12 
(Xl 
42 

1 
L11 

293 
(X) 
293 
103 
190 

(X) 

(Xl 

5 
(X) 

5 
1 
4 

223 
(X) 
223 

:s 
220 

11 
(X) 

11 
11 

29 
(Xl 
29 

7 
22 

8 
(X) 

8 

8 

To local 
governments 

4 113 
865 

3 2L18 
:3 

3 245 

1 509 
1 509 

817 
776 

L11 
14 
28 

411 

411 
L12 

368 

585 

585 
76 

509 

3 602 
2 298 
1 304 

162 
1 lL12 

1 104 
720 
38L1 

38L1 

114 

687 

687 
125 
561 

3 980 
377 

3 603 
637 

2 966 

25 

25 

25 

1 039 
768 
271 

94 
178 

67 

67 

67 

'Data for municipalities, and the local governments totals which include municipal data, are estimates subject to sampling 
variation; data for counties (boroughs, parishes) are based on a canvass of all county governments and therefore are not subject 
to sampling variation; see text for data limitations. 

"For 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 of the individual States) exclude duplicative intergovernmental expend­
iture amounts. This was done to avoid the artificial inflation which would result if an intergovernmental expenditure amount for 
one government is tabulated and then counted again when the recipient government(s) ultimately expend(s) that amount. 
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Table 26. Total police protection expend!ture of State governments, by character and object 
fiscal year 1978 . I 

- --------_..,.-___ _. (Thousands of dollars) 
·~'--------------------~o:i~r:e:ct~e:x:pe:n=d~i:t:ur:e~----------------------~----------

State' 

· . . TOTA~ . . · . 
ALABAMA • • • • • • 
ALASKA. • • • • • • 
ARIZONA • • • • • • 
ARKANSAS. • • • • • 
CALIFORNIA. • • • • 

· . . · . · . . · . . · . . · . · . . 
COLORADO. • • • 
CONNECTICUT • • : : : : : : : 
DELAWARE ••••••••••• 
FLORIDA • • • • • • • , • • • 
GEORGIA • • • • • • • • • • • 

~~W~II. • • • • • • • • • • • 
A 0 • • • • • • • • • • • • 

ILLINOIS. • • • • • • • • • • 
INDIANA • • • • • • • • • • • 
IOWA ••••••••••••• 

KANSAS •••••••••• 
KENTUCKy ••••••••• 
LOUISIANA • • • • • • • • 
MAINE • • • • • • • 
MARYLAND. • • • • • : : : 

MASSACHUSETTS • • • • • • 
MICHIGAN. • • • • • • • • 
MINNESOTA • • • • • • • • 
MISSISSIPPI • • • • • • • 
MISSOURI ••••••••• 

MONTANA • • • • • • 
NEBRASKA. • • • • • : : : 
NEVADA •••••••••• 
NEW HAMPSHIRE • • • • • • 
NEW JERSEy •••••••• 

NEW MEXICO. • • • • • • • 
NEW YORK. • • • • • • • • 
NORTH CAROLINA. • 
NORTH DAKOTA. • • : : : : 
OHIO, • • • • • , • • • • 

OKLAHOMA. • • • • • 
OREGON. • • • • • • 
PENNSYLVANIA. • • • 
RHODE ISLAND. • • • 
SOUTH CAROLINA. • • 

· . . · . . · . . · . . · . . 

· . 
· . · . 
· . 

· . · . · . 
· . 
· . · . 
· . · . 
· . · . 
· . · . 

SOUTH DAKOTA. • • • • • • • • 
TENNESSEE • • • • • • • • • • 
TEXAS • • • • • • • • r • • • 

~TAH. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ERMONT • • • • • • • • • • • 

VIRGINIA •••••• 
WASHINGTON. • • • • 
WEST VIRGINIA • • • 
WISCONSIN • • • • • 
WYOMING • • • • • • 

· . . · . · . . · . · . . · . . · . · . . . . 

Tot~l 

2 016 228 

30 373 
211 518 
36 521 
17 006 

253 335 

211 220 
30 341 
1:3 060 
65 907 
118 401 

1 739 
9 183 

78 362 
113 638 
28 398 

13 225 
50 373 
45 625 
10 346 

109 1100 

46 666 
91 880 
311 671 
23 886 
311 51111 

6 675 
12 1116 
6 8112 
8 700 

73 311 

15 582 
116 887 

113 120 
3 189 

511 359 

32 065 
.36 097 

12.3 268 
11 575 
.30 968 

6 1109 
27 1!!9 
a9 858 
19 032 
8 6118 

1111 .367 
35 062 
18 211.3 
21 086 
5 662 

r----------r--------~---=~=:~~::~~--------------,------____ Jlntergovern-
mental 

expenditure Tbtal 

1 892 127 

29 1168 
2'1 518 
.35 533 
17 006 

2.39 5.311 

211 205 
.30 336 
12 925 
65 225 
118 1112 

1 739 
9 076 

76 1150 
113 638 
26 972 

13 225 
'f3 188 
115 600 
10 3116 
511 371 

113 002 
85 189 
211 971 
23 376 
.311 51111 

6 597 
12 1116 
6 8112 
8 700 

65 511 

15 352 
115 1162 
III 879 

.3 189 
53 618 

31 9711 
33 9511 

122 403 
10 066 
30 192 

6 1109 
27 189 
87 560 
18 312 
8 6118 

1111 367 
311 685 
18 243 
20 318 
5 662 

D'l.rect 
current 

1 771 625 

28 22'9 
23 614 
32 11911 
15 359 

226 696 

23 11116 
28 1189 
12 1511 
61 688 
112 3115 

1 739 
a 506 

72 0118 
38 676 
25 539' 

11 822 
40 360 
43 178 

8 961 
51 178 

42 1186 
80 726 
22 457 
21 1180 
30 090 

6 026 
11 6711 

6 196 
7 565 

63 169 

111 875 
112 003 
39 110 

:5 189 
52 3aS 

29 113 
30 171 

116 683 
8 775 

26 7311 

5 829 
22 333 
82 621 
17 561 
8 030 

110 109 
32 703 
15 719 
19 922 
5 367 

Total 

120 502 

1 239 
904 

3 039 
1 6117 

12 838 

759 
1 8117 

771 : 
3 537 
5 797 

570 
II 402 
II 962 
1 1133 

1 1103 
2 828 
2 1122 
1 385 
3 193 

516 
II 463 
2 514 
1 896 
II 115'1 

571 
7112 
646 

1 135 
2 342 

477 
3 459 
2 769 

1 230 

2 861 
3 783 
5 720 
1 291 
3 458 

580 
II 856 
II 939 

751 
618 

4 258 
1 982 
2 5211 

396 
295... 

Capital outlay 

Bquipment Construction 

96 921 

660 
854 

2 998 
1 380 

11 651\ 

759 
1 540 

385 
3 518 
4 960 

570 
4 402 
1 759 
1 333 

1 403 
2'298 
2 422 
1 340 
2 367 

351 
4 200 
2 514 
1 894 
3 042 

571 
737 
646 
717 

1 65J 

431 
457 

2 713 

1 230 

2 217 
3 783 
1 734 
1 291 
3 412 

580 
4 788 
1 444 

388 
614 

4 120 
1 982 
2 121 

396 
295 

20 856 

579-
50 
41 

267 
707 

307 
386' 

19 
835 

2 663 
95 

53Q_ 

45 
788 

136 
263 

2 
1 33~ 

5 

418 
691 

6411 

3 986 

46 

68 
2 055 

363 
4 

138 

310 

Land 

2 725 

-477 

2 

540 
5 

38 

29 

76 

25 

1 L140 

93 

Total 

1211 101 

905 

988 

13 801 

15 
5 

135 
682 
259 

107 
1 912 

1 1126 

~ 

7 185 
25 

55 029 

3 664 
6 691 
9 700 

510 

78 

7 aOO 

230 
1 1125 
1 241 

7111 

91 
2 1113 

865 
1 509 

776 

2 296 
720 

377 

768 
- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 

'Data are based on a field compilation from records of pach State government 
shown; see text for data limitations. 
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Table 27. Police protection sworn and nonsworn employment and percent distribution of full-time 
equivalent employees, by State and type of government"October 1978 

Sta tu and type of 
go; .. ~.\~_·nmentl 

ST ATES-LOCAL, TOTAL.. ••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ALABAMA ••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

ALASKA • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

ARIZONA.. • ••• 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· ... . · ... . 
• It ••• 

ARKANSAS • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • • 

CALIFORNIA • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • ~ • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

COLORADO • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • f • • 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES f • • • • • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

CONNECTICUT •••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. •••• 

DELAWARE. •••• •••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • , • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

FLORIDA ••••••• 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

GEORGIA. • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· ... . · ... . 
• • I\' •• 

· ... . · ... . 
See footnotes at elld of table. 

Total police protection 

Number of employees 

Totai 2 

622 5L1L1 
98 651 

523 893 
110 502 
1113 391 

8 993 
1 581 
7 tl12 
1 355 
6 057 

1 1137 
682 
755 

II 
751 

7 398 
1 609 
5 789 
1 3211 
II 1165 

II 1106 
866 

3 520 
9116 

2 5711 

62 096 
9 763 

52 333 
111 1169 
37 8611 

7 569 
1 0811 
6 1185 
1 260 
5 225 

8 551 
1 !l98 
7 053 

7 053 

1 696 
767 
929 
258 
671 

II 637 

!I 637 

II 637 

25 923 
3 1153 

22 Ll70 
8 9!15 

13 525 

13 053 
, 2 3L17 
10 706 

3 777 
6 929 

Full­
flriie 
only 

568 7117 
,89 977 
Ll78 770 

9B 31111 
380 Ll26 

8 3211 
1 516 
6 808 
1 270 
5 538 

1 1102 
672 
730 

II 
'726 

7 325 
1 609 
5 716 
1 310 
II 1106 

3 975 
8111 

3 1311 
820 

2 3111 

59 1195 
9 2611 

50 231 
13 922 
36 309 

7 1117 
967 

6 180 
1 165 
5 015 

7 670 
1 1133 
6 237 

6 237 

1 606 
723 
883 
258 
625 

II 6211 

II 6211 

II 62'1 

25 285 
3 11111 

21 871 
8 726 

13 1115 

12 358 
2 209 

10 1'19 
:5 610 
6 539 

Full­
time 

equiva­
lent 

582 178 
92 11113 

Ll89 735 
99 B89 

3B9 8116 

B '169 
1 526 
6 9'13 
1 295 
5 6'18 

1 ·!lOB 
6711 
7311 

II 
730 

7 337 
1 609 
5 72B 
1 315 
11'113 

'I 101 
B55 

3 2'16 
861 

2 385 

60 069 
9 '121 

50 6'1B 
1'1 078 
36 570 

7 231 
989 

6 2112 
1 186 
5 056 

"' 825 
1 1111'1 
6 381 

6 381 

1 619 
729 
890 
258 
6:.<?, 

'I 637 

'I 6J7 

II 637 

25 371 
3 '115 

21 956 
B 767 

13 189 

12 512 
2 2'15 

10 267 
3 6118 
6 619 

Sworn Nonsworn 

Number of employees Per- NUmber of employees Pcr-
Per- f------,-----..:....-;------ cent f-------.----'----;.--------i cent 
cent of of 

of total total 
total Full- Full- (FTEQ) .Full- Full- (FTEQ) 

(FTEQ) TotAl Ume time POlice Total time time police 
em- only equl va,:", em- only equi vn- em-

ploy- lent ploy- lent ploy-
eeB ees ees 

,55.2 
29.8 
65.9 
33.7 
87.2 

58.2 
30.2 
73.2 
38.1 
92.7 

50.2 
3'1.0 
89.3 
110.0 
89.9 

55.0 
113.11 
59.11 
27.7 
90.2 

61,11 
LlII.5 
68;2 
113;0 
86.5 

50.2 
37.2 
53.7 
25.8 
91.9 

55.3 
22.2 
72.11 
116.8 
83.1 

60.9 
23.2 
96.5 

96.5 

115.9 
29.8 
82.6 
68.LI 
90.3 

51.5 

51.5 

51.8 
19.3 
70.11 
52.'1 
91.1 

5'1.1 
30.0 
65.6 
1111.2 
89.5 

Ll83 611, ',1152 1123 
68 682 65;579 

11111 929 387 0'1111 
. 85 192 76 900 
329 737 310 11111 

6 6118 
926 

5 722 
1 102 
'I 620 

902 
3'79 
523 

/j 
519 

5 306 
1 025 
'I 281 
1 02/j 
~ 257 

3 398 
585 

2 813 
758 

2 055 

LI'I 018 
6 928 

37 090 
10 331 
26 759 

5 570 
61111 

II 926 
929 

3 997 

6 985 
971/ 

6 011 

6 011 

1 271 
552 
719 
183 
536 

'I 036 

'I 036 

II 036 

18 829 
2 787 

16 0112 
6 11'1 
9 928 

10 502 
1 53(; 
8 966 
3 120 
5 ali6 

6 '1176 
917 

5 559 
1 093 
'I 1166 

902 
379 
523 

II, 
519 

5 292 
1 025 
II 267 
I, 016 
3 2119 

3 203 
577 

2 626 
697 

1 929 

'13 192 
6 653 

36 539 
10 151 
26 386 

5 1171 
627 

II 61111 
696 

3 9118 

6 386 
9711 

5 1112 

5 1112 

1 2115 
552 
693 
183 
5),0 

II 036 

'I 036 

II 036 

16 5911 
2 767, 

15 807 
'6 068 
9 739 

10 2'13 
1 5111 
8 729 
3 0113 
5 666 

'Ll60 172 
• 66 '115 
393 757 

77 11811 
316 273 

79.0 
71.8 
60.11 
77.6 
31.1 

6 522 77.0 
919 60.2 

5 603 80.7 
1 095 8L1.6 
II 506 79.8 

902 611.1 
379 56.2 
523 71,3 

II 100.0 
519 71.1 

5 295 
1 025 
II 270 
1 020 
3 250 

72.2 
63,7 
711.5 
77.6 
.73.6 

3 259 79.5 
561. 66.0 

2 678 82.5 
715 83.0 

1 963 62.3 

113 3117' 7'l.2 
6 732 71.5 

36 615 72.3 
10 181 n.3 
26 11311 72.3 

5 Ll93 76.0 
630, 63.7 

II 863 77.9 
906 76.LI 

3 957 78.3 

6 1191 83.0 
9711 67.5 

5 517 86.5 

5 517 86.5 

1 2119 77.1 
552 75.7 
697 ,78.3 
163 70.9 
51'1 61,3 

II 036 87.0 

II 036 87.0 

II 036 87.0 

18 611 
2 787 

1!.i 8211 
6 075 
9 7119 

10 292 
1517 
8 775 
3 059 
5 716 

73.11 
61.6 
72.1 
69.3 
73.9 

62.3 
67.6 
85.5 
63.9 
66.11 

136 933 
27 969 

108 9611 
25 310 
63 6511 

2 3115 
655 

1 690 
253 

1 Ll37 

535 
303 
232 

232 

2 092 
5811 

1 508 
300 

1 206 

1 008 
301 
707 
186 
519 

18 076 
2'635 

15 2L13 
LI 136 

11 105 

1 999 
11'10 

1 559 
331 

1 228 

1 566 
5211 

1 OLl2 

1 0112 

Ll25 
215 
210 

15 
135 

601 

601 

601 

7 09L1 
666 

6 Ll26 
2 631 
3 597 

2 551 
811 

1 7110 
657 

1 063 

116 3211 
2L1 596 
91 72t; 
21 111111 
70 262 

1 6L16 
599 

1 2119 
177 

1 072 

500 
293 
207 

207 

2 033 
5811 

1 11119 
292 

1 157 

'172 
2.6L1 
506 
123 
385 

16 303 
2 611 

13 692 
3 771 
9 921 

1 676 
3110 

1 336 
269 

1 067 

1 26L1 
Ll59 
625 

825 

361 
171 
190 

75 
115 

566 

586 

586 

6 691 
627 

6 06L1 
2 656 
3 1106 

2 115 
695 

1 1120 
567 
853 

122 006 
26 028 
95 97B 
22 Ll05 
73 573 

I <;iLl7 
607 

1 340 
200 

1 ILIO 

506 
295 
211 

dl 

2 OLl2 
58 /1 

I Ll58 
295 

1 163 

8L12 
27L1 
568 
lL16 
~22 

16 722 
2 689 

14 033 
3 897 

10 136 

1 73B 
359 

1 379 
280 

1 099 

I 33L1 
Ll70 
86L1 

864 

370 
177 
193 
75 

llB 

601 

601 

601 

6 760 
628 

6 132 
2 692 
3 440 

2 220 
728 

I ~92 
589 
903 

21. 0 
28.2 
19.6 
22.4 
18.9 

23.0 
39.8 
19.3 
15.11 
20.2 

49.8 
43.8 
2B.7 

28.9 

27.8 
36.3 
25.5 
22.LI 
26.LI 

20.5 
32.0 
17.5 
17.0 
17.7 

27.B 
26.5 
27.7 
27.7 
27.7 

2L1.0 
36.3 
22.1 
23.6 
21.7 

17.0 
32.5 
13.5 

13.5 

22.9 
24.3 
21.7 
29.1 
18.7 

13.0 

13.0 

13.0 

26.6 
19.4 
27.9 
30.7 
26.1 

17.7 
32.LI 
111.5 
16.1 
13.6 
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Table 27. Police protection sworn and nonsworn employment and percent distribution of full.time 
equivalent employees, by State and type of government, October 1975-:-Continued 

State and tYr1e of 
government 1 

HAWAII •••• ~ ••••••• 
~TATE. • • • •• • •••• 
L0CAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

~OUNTIES • ~ 7 • ~ ~ • • • 

MU~ICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

IDAHO, , •••• e I •••• 

~TATt •• e I •••••••• 

LuCAl" TOTi~~ • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MQNIC.PALII lES •••••• 

ILLINOIS • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • * • • • ~ • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

INDIANA ••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

IOWA • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· .... · .. · .... 
· .... 
· ... . · " .. . · .... · .... · . ~ . . 

KANSAS • • • • • ... • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • •• •• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

KENTUCKY • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

LOUISIANA. • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

CIOUNTIES •••• 
~tUNICIPALlTIES • 

MAINE •••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL •• 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

MARYLAND • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTlES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· .... · .... · '" · ... . · ... . 
· ... . · ... . · ... . · ... . · ... . 
· ... . · ... . · .... · .... · .... 
· ... . · ... . · ... . · ... . · .. . 

MASSACHUSETTS. • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MICHIGAN • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

• • I •• · .... 
o III ••• · ~ . . . · .... 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total pOlioe proteotion 

f-__ N_um--,.be_r_o_f_em_p_l_Orye_e_s __ -I !:~; 

2 651 
102 

2 5119 
619 

1 930 

2 11211 
1190 

1 9311 
822 

1 112 

37 339 
3 716 

33 623 
3 519 

30 1011 

11 383 
2 1911 
9 189 
1 566 
7 623 

6 3113 
1 237 
5 106 
1 111 
3 995 

5 836 
931 

II 905 
1 2511 
3 651 

7 518 
1 993 
5 525 
1 632 
3 893 

16 722 
6 290 

10 1132 
3 918 
6 5111 

28112 
5110 

2 302 
'118 

1 8811 

12 1135 
2 8111 
9 5911 
II 558 
5 036 

18 762 
2 388 

16 3711 
57 

16 317 

25 '11111 
II 210 

21 2311 
3 116'1 

17 770 

Full­
~;;~!r.f 

only 

2 6'10 
102 

2 538 
608 

1 930 

2 2011 
1186 

1 718 
735 
983 

3'1 )511 
3 6511 

30 700 
3277 

27 1123 

10 529 
2 083 
8 11'16 
1 366 
7 080 

5 505 
1 19~ 
II 309 

955 
3 35'1 

5 065 
800 

II 265 
988 

3 277 

6 86'1 
1 863 
5 001 
1 'ISS 
3 5116 

9 1167 
1 591 
7 876 
3 2011 
11672 

2 170 
533 

1 637 
201 

1 1136 

12 2611 
2 815 
9 11119 
II 5211 
II 925 

16 622 
2 3011 

111 318 
'Ill 

111 2711 

23 655 
3 909 

19 7116 
3 !59 

16 la7 

Full­
time 

equivc.­
lont 

2 6111 
102 

2 539 
609 

1 930 

2 2115 
1187 

1 758 
750 

1 008 

311 863 
3 665 

31 198 
:3 326 

27 872 

10 7i2 
2 106 
8 606 
1 '113 
7 193 

5 629 
1 20'1 
II '125 

986 
3 1139 

5 196 
821 

'I 375 
1 038 
3 337 

7 001 
! 893 
5 108 
1 1190 
3 618 

12 917 
3 292 
9 625 
3 3117 
6 278 

2 270 
535 

1 735 
2110 

1 '195 

12 2911 
2 819 
9 '175 
II 531 
II 91111 

17 017 
2 339 

1'1 678 
'16 

1'1 632 

23 876 
3 9311 

19 9112 
3 308 

16 6311 

of 
total 

(FTEQ) 
em­

ploy'" 
ees 

60.11 
6.11 

91.8 
85.1 
911.1 

57.6 
37.11 
67.7 
118.9 
95.0 

61.11 
29.1 
70.5 
21.0 
98.2 

55.5 
39.3 
61.7 
27.5 
81.7 

55.8 
38.1 
63.9 
29.2 
97.1 

51.11 
26.6 
62.2 
30.8 
91.0 

52.8 
31.2 
71.0 
'15.6 
92.2 

56.'1 
113.6 
62.8 
52.6 
70.0 

60.0 
31.'1 
83.5 
112.6 
98.8 

55.2 
29.1 
75.1 
70.7 
79.7 

58.7 
31.2 
68.3 
1.0 

86.6 

55.6 
35.8 
62.11 
211.9 
89.1 

Sworn 

Number of employees Per­
f-------,--------r----__ ~ cent 

Full-
Total time 

2 102 
99 

2 003 
1196 

1 507 

1 973 
377 

1 :596 
635 
961 

28 821 
2 337 

26 11811 
2 5111 

23 9113 

8 990 
1 1172 
7 518 
1 227 
6 291 

II 933 
898 

II 035 
'/JII 

3 301 

II 1132 
581 

3 851 
907 

2 91111 

5 6'19 
1 195 
II '1511 
1 286 
3 168 

15 108 
5 971 
9 137 
3 600 
5 537 

2 '157 
1115 

2 0'12 
393 

1 6119 

9 769 
2 082 
7 687 
3 608 
II 079 

16 206 
1 823 

111 383 
15 

111 368 

19 899 
2 1162 

17 '137 
2 610 

111 827 

I only 

2 102 
99 

2 003 
'196 

1 507 

1 allO 
"S77 

1 '163 
596 
867 

27 359 
2 326 

25 033 
2 11511 

22 579 

a 602 
1 11111 
7 161 
1 170 
5 991 

II 11117 
887 

3 560 
716 

2 811'1 

II 120 
580 

3 51t0 
809 

2 731 

5 2511 
1 188 
II 066 
1 169 
2 897 

8 366 
1 3116 
7 020 
3 121 
3 899 

1 853 
1112 

1 '1111 
187 

1 25'1 

9 7115 
2 082 
7 663 
3 589 
'I 07'1 

111 678 
1 752 

12 926 
13 

12 913 

19 ::tll'l 
2. '153 

lli 791 
;2 571 

1'1 220 

Full­
tin;e 

equiva­
lent 

2 102 
99 

2 003 
1196 

1 507 

1 863 
377 

1 4a6 
601 
885 

27 "68 
2 329 

25 139 
2 '165 

22 67" 

8 676 
1 LlII7 
7 229 
1 183 
6 0116 

'I 507 
890 

3 617 
719 

2 898 

II 162 
581 

3 581 
820 

2 761 

5 327 
1 191 
II 136 
1 190 
2 9116 

10 831 
2 206 
8 625 
3 219 
5 1106 

1 938 
'113 

1 525 
223 

1 302 

9 7'18 
2 082 
7 666 
J 591 
'I 075 

1'1 9'13 
1 778 

13 165 
13 

13 152 

19 311'1 
2 1155 

16 88~1 
2 58~$ 

111 :504 

of 
totnl 

(FTEQ) 
polioe 

em­
ploy­
oes 

79,6 
97.1 
78.9 
81.11 
78.1 

83.0 
77.11 
811.5 
80.1 
87.8 

78.8 
63.5 
80.6 
711.1 
81.11 

81.0 
68.7 
811.0 
83.7 
811.! 

80.1 
73.9 
81.7 
72.9 
811.3 

80.1 
70.8 
81.9 
79.0 
82.7 

76.! 
62.9 
81.0 
79.9 
81.'1 

83.9 
67.0 
89.6 
96.2 
86.1 

85.UI 
77.2 
87.9 
92 .. 9 
87.1 

7~1.3 
7:$,9 
80.9 
79.3 
02.11 

87.8 
76.0 
89.7 
28.3 
89.9 

81.0 
62.11 
811.7 
78.1 
86.0 

Nonsworn 

Number of employees Per­
cent 
of 

total 

Total 

5'19 
3 

5116 
123 
1123 

1151 
113 
338 
187 
151 

8 518 
1 379 
7 13\1 

'178 
6 161 

2 393 
722 

1 671 
339 

1 332 

1 '110 
339 

1 071 
377 
69'1 

1 11011 
350 

I. 05'1 
3117 
707 

1 669 
798 

1 on 
3116 
725 

1 61'1 
319 

1 295 
318 
\177 

385 
125 
260 

25 
235 

2 666 
759 

1 907 
950 
957 

2 556 
565 

1 991 
112 

1 9119 

5 5115 
1 7'18 
3 797 

85'1 
2 9113 

Full­
time 
only 

538 
3 

535 
112 
'123 

3611 
109 
255 
139 
116 

6 995 
1 J28 
5 667 

823 
'I 84'1 

1 927 
6112 

1 285 
196 

1 089 

1 058 
309 
7119 
239 
510 

9'15 
220 
725 
179 
5'16 

1 610 
675 
935 
286 
6'19 

1 101 
2'15 
856 

83 
773 

317 
121 
196 

111 
182 

2 519 
733 

l 786 
935 
85.1 

1 9'111 
552 

1 392 
31 

1 361 

'I 1111 
1 1156 
2 955 

688 
2 267 

Full­
time 

equiva­
lent 

539 
3 

536 
113 
1\23 

382 
110 
2'12 
149 
l.23 

7 395 
1 336 
6 059 

861 
5 198 

2 036 
659 

1 377 
230 

1 1"7 

1 122 
31" 
808 
267 
5"1 

1 03" 
2"0 
79" 
218 
576 

1 674 
702 
972 
300 
672 

2 086 
1 086 
1 000 

128 
872 

332 
122 
210 

17 
193 

(FTEQ) 
police 

em­
ploy­
eea 

20." 
2.9 

21.1 
18.6 
21.9 

17.0 
22.6 
15." 
19.9 
12.2 

21.2 
36.5 
19." 
25.9 
18.6 

19.0 
31.3 
16.0 
16.3 
15.9 

19.9 
2~.1 
18.3 
27.1 
15.7 

19.9 
29.2 
18.1 
21.0 
17.3 

23.9 
37.1 
19.0 
20.1 
18.6 

16.1 
33.0 
10." 
3.8 

1>.9 

1".6 
22.8 
12.1 
7.1 

12.9 

2 5'16 
737 

1 809 
9"0 
869 

20.7 
26.1 
19.1 
20.7 
17.6 

2 074 
561 

1 513 
33 

1 480 

" 532 
1 '179 
3 053 

723 
2 330 

12.2 
2".0 
10.3 
71.7 
10.1 

19.0 
37.6 
15.3 
21.9 
1".0 

AI 

; 
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Table 27. Police protection sworn and nonsworn employment and percent distributi~n of full·time 
eqUivalent employees, by State and type of government, October 1978-Contmued 

State and type of 
government 1 

Total police protection SWorn WonSWOI'n 

Number of employees I Per- I ___ N_u_mb_eTr __ of_e_mp_l_O-,ye ... o_s __ --t Por-1--__ N_um_b_e,r_o_f_e_m_p_lo_yTe_es ___ i Per- I-----,-----"T-----j 0oe~t ... o~~t 
c~nt total 
of Full- total Full- F:.!ll- (FTEQ) 

Total' 
Full­
time 
only 

Full­
time 

equiva­
lent 

total) Full- t1me (FTEQ Total time time "olice 
(FTEQ Total time pol1ce equiva- ... em-

MINNESOTA. • • • • • • r • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

8 321 

p~~;_ only e~~!~a- p~~;_ only lent ploy-

ees ees ---------------l-----t----+----+-e-e-ts-----t----:-t-::~::_:_t~"1-·-----1-----1----'1--
5 878 5 9'16 81.0 1 925 1 320 1 398 19.0 7 198 7 311'1 51.6 

26.6 
59.5 
27.9 
96.0 

6 396 

MISSISSIPPI •••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNiCIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MISSOURI • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MONTANA. • ~ • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEBRASKA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEVADA • ~ • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. J • • • • • • • • • • 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • , 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEw HAMPSHIRE. • • • • • • • • 
STATE. " •••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW JERSEY • • , • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW MEXICO • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW YORK • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NORTH CAROLINA • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • , • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NORTH DAKOTA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

930 
7 391 
1 7117 
5 6'1'1 

5 216 
1 216 
'I 000 
1 0'10 
2 960 

111 535 
1 803 

12 132 
2 0711 

10 658 

2 000 
335 

1 665 
789 
876 

:3 558 
665 

2 893 
705 

2 188 

2 396 
315 

2 081 
1 :296 

785 

2 975 
1117 

2 558 
129 

2 1129 

28 215 
3 7011 

211 5U 
1 6117 

22 86'1 

3 6911 
923 

2 771 
605 

2 166 

7:3 133 
6 5811 

66 5'19 
10 537 
56 012 

12 2'19 
2 276 
9 973 
2 771 
7 202 

1 395 
221 

1 17'1 
32'1 
850 

878 
6 320 
1 596 
II 7211 

II 657 
1 203 
3 '1511 

837 
2 617 

13 266 
1 739 

11 527 
1 900 
9 627 

1 779 
333 

1 '1'16 
6112 
80'1 

3 1911 
6111 

2 553 
620 

1 933 

2 3115 
303 

2 0'12 
1 285 

757 

1 867 
1.;0'1 

1 '163 
105 

1 358 

25 963 
3 567 

22 396 
1 631 

20 765 

3 1189 
882 

2 607 
581 

2 02b 

70 158 
6 387 

63 771 
10 113 
53 658 

11 585 
2 193 
9 392 
2 581 
6 811 

1 131 
187 
91111 
262 
682 

887 
6 '157 
1 62'1 
II 833 

'I B08 
1 205 
3 603 

8911 
2 709 

~3 1182 
1 7119 

11 733 
1 9:33 
9 800 

1 826 
33'1 

1 '192 
672 
820 

3 260 
6118 

2 612 
639 

1 973 

2 3511 
306 

2 0'18 
1 287 

761 

2 022 
1108 

1 6111 
109 

1 505 

26 299 
3 582 

22 717 
1 639 

21 078 

3 533 
886 

2 6117 
587 

2 060 

70 59'1 
6 1117 

611 177 
10 198 
53 979 

11 71'1 
2 201 
9 513 
2 617 
6 896 

1 169 
192 
977 
270 
707 

62.9 
'13.8 
73.6 
116.6 
91.1 

60.1 
32.8 
68.7 
36.0 
83.6 

51.11 
27.7 
63.6 
117.7 
87.11 

53.7 
29.2 
67.9 
39.'1 
88.7 

117.1 
211.1 
55.0 
'17.9 
73.'1 

62.2 
36.5 
75.7 
211.9 
88,8 

56.0 
35.7 
61.6 
11.9 
91.1 

57.8 
n.'I 
80.11 
71.0 
83.5 

59.3 
18.3 
76.11 
511.2 
82.8 

'19.2 
17.'1 
85.'1 
62.8 
98.9 

56.1 
31.3 
66.5 
37.7 
93.9 

612 
5 7811 
1 2Jl 
q 553 

II 157 
856 

3 301 
851 

2 1150 

10 862 
992 

9 890 
1 536 
8 35'1 

1 '173 
251 

1 222 
5118 
6711 

2 6118 
'159 

2 189 
528 

1 661 

1 709 
225 

1 11811 
911 
573 

2 51111 
293 

2 251 
111 

2 1'10 

21 9511 
2 3'12 

19 612 
812 

18 800 

2 366 
551 

1 817 
11110 

1 377 

57 012 
5 628 

51 38'1 
8 627 

'12 757 

10 095 
1 ';05 
8 1190 
2 '112 
6 078 

1 13'1 
115 

1 019 
273 
7116 

612 612 69,0 318 266 275 31. 0 
5 266 5 3311 82.6 1 607 1 0511 1 123 17." 
1 180 1 189 7J.2 516 1116 "35 26.8 
'I 086 'I 1'15 85.8 1 091 638 688 1".2 

3 8110 3 92'1 81.6 1 059 817 88'1 18'6 
85'1 855 71.0 360 3119 350 29. 

2 986 3 069 85.2 699 '168 53" 1".8 
712 7'16 83.11 189 125 1"8 16.6 

2 27'1 2 323 85.8 510 3113 386 1".2 

10 057 10 179 75.5 3 653 3 209 
990 990 56.6 811 7119 

9 067· 9 189 78.3 2 8112 2 '160 
1 1175 1 ~83 76.7 538 1125 
7 592 7 706 78.6 2 3011 2 035 

1 3'13 1 367 7'1.9 527 1136 
250 250 7'1.9 811 83 

1 093 1 117 7'1.9 11113 353 
1173 1187 72.~ 2'11 169 
620 630 76.6 202 18'1 

2 '161 2 '192 76.~ 910 733 
'158 '158 70." 2C1() 183 

2 003 2 0311 77.9 7011 550 
1186 1195 77.5 177 1311 

1 517 1 539 78.0 527 1116 

1 68'1 1 686 71.6 687 661 
225 225 73.5 90 78 

1 1159 1 '161 71.3 597 563 
902 903 70.2 385 383 
557 558 73.3 212 200 

1 563 1 691 83.6 1131 30'1 
292 293 71.8 1211 112 

1 271 1 398 86.6 307 192 
88 92 811.'1 18 17 

1 183 1 306 66.8 289 175 

21 205 21 296 81.0 6 261 II 758 
2 271 2 277 6J.6 1 362 1 296 

18 93'1 19 019 83.7 II 899 3 '162 
609 811 119,5 835 822 

18 125 18 208 86.11 'I 0611 2 6110 

2 3117 2 352 66.6 1 ~26 1 1112 
5112 5'1'1 61.11 372 3'10 

1 805 1 808 68.3 9511 802 
1135 1136 711.3 165 1116 

1 370 1 :372 66.6 789 656 

55 396 55 539 78.7 16 121 111 762 
5 616 5 621 87.6 956 771 

'19 780 '19 918 77.8 15 165 13 991 
8 '1711 8 50'1 83.'1 1 910 1 639 

111 306 '11 ~111 76.7 13 255 12 352 

9 789 9 8'19 84.1 2 1511 1 796 
1 6011 1 601t 72.9 671 589 
8 185 8 2115 86.7 1 1183 1 207 
2 319 2 332 89.1 359 262 
5 866 5 913 85.7 1 1211 9'15 

941 966 82.6 261 190 
115 115 59.9 106 72 
826 851 87.1 155 118 
233 237 87.8 51 29 
593 6111 86.8 1011 89 

:; ~03 
759 

2 5"" 
"50 

2 09" 

"59 
e4 

375 
185 
190 

768 
190 
578 

1"" "3" 
668 
81 

587 
38'1 
203 

331 
115 
216 

17 
199 

5 003 
1 305 
3 698 

828 
2 870 

1 181 
3"2 
839 
151 
688 

2".5 
"3." 
21.7 
23.3 
21." 

25.1 
25.1 
25.1 
27.5 
23.2 

23.6 
29.3 
22.1 
22.5 
22.0 

28." 
26.5 
28.7 
29.8 
26.7 

16." 
28.2 
13.4 
15.6 
13.2 

19.0 
36." 
16.3 
50.5 
13.6 

33." 
36.6 
31.7 
25.7 
33." 

15 055 21. 3 
796 12." 

1" 259 22.2 
1 6911 16.6 

12 565 23.3 

1 865 15 .• 9 
597 27.1 

1 268 13.3 
285 10.9 
983 1'1.3 

203 17." 
77 "0.1 

126 12.9 
33 12.2 
93 , 13.2 

, 

.. 
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Table 27. Police protection sworn and nonsworn employment and percent distribution of full·time 
equivalent employees, by State and type of government, October 1978-Continued 

State and type of 
government 1 

OHIO • • • • • • , • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· ... . · ... . 

OKLAHOMA 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL. • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES 

OREGON •• ••• • ••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • , u • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES ., ••• 

PENNSyLVANIA • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

RHODE ISLAND • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES, ••• 
MUNICIPALITIES 

· .... .. . 
., ,. 

SOUTH CAROLINA • • • 
STATE, • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

SOUTH DAKOTA • • " •••• 
STATE, • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

TENNESSEE. •••• 
sTATE. • • , • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • , 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIP.~LITIES • 

... 
, .. 

TEXAS •••••• ~. •• 
STATE. • • ~ ~ • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • 

COUNTIES ••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

UTAH • • • • • ~ • • • • • • • 
STATE, •• ~ •••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • , • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

VERMONT •••••••••••• 
S-rATE. • • •• ., ••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • ., ••• 

COUNTIES • • • ., ••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • • •• • 

VIRGINIA • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· ... . · .. . 

See footnotes at end of table. 

-

Total police protection 

Number of employees 

T'Qta1 2 

2'1 '180 
2 716 

21 76'1 
3 1196 

18 268 

6 990 
1 7115 
5 2115 

602 
II 6113 

6 157 
1 338 
'I 819 
1 679 
3 1110 

35 9211 
5 76? 

30 162 
6 IIt,3 

23 6 1)9 

2 750 
360 

2 390 

2 390 

7 232 
1 950 
5 282 
1 926 
3 356 

1 566 
318 

1 2118 
356 
892 

10 1198 
1 '1113 
9 :>55 
1 783 
7 272 

30 991 
5 071 

25 920 
II 715 

21 205 

3 382 
769 

Z 61~ 
8011 

1 809 

1 301 
'188 
813 

67 
7116 

12 015 
2 563 
9 '152 
3 7J3 
5 719 

Full­
time 
only 

21 985 
2 623 

19 362 
3 178 

16 1811 

6 '181 
1 628 
'I 853 

552 
II 301 

5 8117 
1 292 
II 555 
1 568 
2 987 

27 757 
5 608 

22 1'19 
1 263 

20 886 

2 580 
3'16 

2 23'1 

2 23'1 

6 783 
1 8'11 
'I 9'12 
1 8'1'1 
3 098 

1 287 
291 
996 
275 
721 

9 917 
1 395 
8 522 
1 635 
6 887 

29 810 
II 862 

211 9'18 
II 318 

20 630 

3 121 
705 

2 '116 
776 

1 6'10 

955 
1120 
535 

111 
521 

11 '123 
2 3'13 
9 080 
3 536 
5 5'111 

Full­
time 

equiva­
lent 

25 1'12 
2 636 

22 506 
:3 2'18 

19 258 

6 627 
1 661 
'I 966 

569 
'I 397 

5 891 
1 298 
'f._593 
1 580 
3 013 

28 207 
5 621 

22 586 
1 309 

21 277 

2 600 
3118 

2 252 

Z 252 

6 883 
1 856 
5 027 
1 865 
3 162 

1 3'10 
295 

1 0'15 
292 
753 

10 061 
1 1112 
8 6'19 
1 6711 
6 975 

30 026 
'I 899 

25 127 
II 399 

20 728 

3 170 
717 

2 1!5J 
783 

1 670 

1 005 
'126 
579 

16 
563 

11 551 
2 396 
9 155 
3 573 
5 582 

Sworn 

Number of employees 

=:~~ j-----r---.-----j 
of 

total 
(FTEQ) 

em­
ploy­
ees 

52.1 
2'1.'1 
60.1 
22.3 
8'1.1 

57.6 
3'1.6 
7'1.0 
31.'1 
89.8 

'19.6 
32.3 
58,5 
3'1.3 
93.0 

55.6 
'15.1 
59.0 
11.0 
80,7 

60.1 
17.'1 
96,8 

96,8 

55.0 
3'1.3 
70.7 
'19.5 
9'1.6 

56.6 
27.'1 
80.9 
56.9 
96,8 

5'1.5 
2'1.5 
68,0 
37.0 
85.1 

57.2 
113.6 
60.9 
211.0 
90.6 

60.0 
38.0 
72.2 
53.5 
86.'1 

52.8 
33.1 
93.8 
32.7 
99.1 

'17.8 
23.0 
66.5 
62.6 
69.3 

'l'otal 

19 816 
2 5'111 

17 272 
2 5211 

111 7'18 

5 071 
755 

II 316 
513 

3 803 

'I 682 
997 

3 685 
1 18'1 
2 501 

30 798 
II lI08 

26 390 
5 820 

20 570 

2 252 
281 

1 971 

1 971 

5 5119 
1 367 
II 182 
1 508 
2 67'1 

1 200 
252 
9118 
2115 
703 

8 lI06 
973 

7 lI33 
1 518 
5 915 

211 lell 
II 062 

20 102 
3611 

16 lI91 

2 lI32 
561 

1 871 
558 

1 .313 

951 
296 
655 

58 
597 

9 235 
1 5.31 
7 70'1 
.3 052 
II 652 

Full­
timo 
only 

18 312 
2 500 

15 812 
2 lIlli 

13 398 

II 826 
736 

II 090 
503 

3 587 

II lI87 
991 

.3 lI96 
1 095 
;: 1101 

2.3 769 
II '108 

19 361 
708 

18 653 

2 160 
281 

1 879 

1 879 

5 393 
1 .367 
II 026 
1 lI81 
2 5'15 

1 088 
250 
838 
213 
625 

8 0119 
956 

7 093 
1 lI30 
5 663 

23 777 
II 062 

19 715 
3 '162 

16 253 

2 390 
561 

1 329 
550 

1 279 

728 
296 
'132 

6 
1126 

9 026 
1 523 
7 503 
2 916 
'I 587 

Full­
time 

equiva­
lent 

20 6113 
2 505 

18 138 
2 i.f311 

15 70'1 

II 898 
7115 

'I 153 
507 

.3 6116 

'I 510 
992 

.3 518 
1 100 
2 '118 

211 070 
II '108. 

19 662 
726 

18 936 

2 169 
281 

1 888 

1 888 

5 '126 
1 367 
'I 059 
1 1188 
2 571 

1 108 
251 
857 
219 
638 

8 123 
961 

7 162 
1 '150 
5 712 

23 8112 
'I 062 

19 780 
.3 '191 

16 289 

2 .397 
561 

1 BJ6 
551 

1 285 

757 
296 
1161 

8 
'153 

9 05'1 
1 526 
7 528 
2 931 
'I 597 

Per­
cent 
of 

total 
(FTEQ) 
police 

em­
ploy­
ees 

82.1 
95.0 
80.6 
74,9 
81.5 

73.9 
'111.9 
8.3.6 
89.1 
82.9 

76.6 
76.'1 
76.6 
69.6 
80,.3 

85.3 
78.'1 
87.1 
55.5 
89.0 

83.11 
80.7 
83.8 

83.8 

78.8 
73.7 
80.7 
79.8 
81.3 

82.7 
85.1 
82.0 
75.0 
8'1.7 

80.7 
68.1 
82.8 
86.6 
81.9 

79.'1 
82.9 
78.7 
79.'1 
78.6 

75.6 
78.2 
7'1.8 
70.11 
76.9 

75.3 
69.5 
79.6 
50.0 
80.5 

78.'1 
63.7 
82.2 
82.0 
82.'1 

Nonsworn 

Number of employees Per-

Total 

II 66'1 
17,l 

'I 'I9;! 
97:2 

3 520 

1 919 
990 
929 

89 
8'10 

1 '175 
3'11 

1 13'1 
'195 
639 

5 126 
1 35'1 
3 772 

6'13 
3 129 

'198 
79 

'119 

1119 

1 68.3 
583 

1 100 
'118 
682 

366 
66 

.300 
111 
189 

2 092 
'170 

1 622 
265 

1 357 

6 827 
1 009 
5 818 
1 10'1 
'171'1 

950 
208 
7'12 
2116 
'196 

350 
192 
158 

9 
1119 

2 780 
1 032 
1 7118 

681 
1 067 

Full­
time 
only 

3 673 
12.3 

3 550 
76'1 

2 786 

1 655 
892 
763 

'19 
71'1 

1 360 
301 

1 059 
'173 
586 

3 988 
1 200 
2 788 

555 
2 233 

'120 
65 

355 

355 

1 390 
'171+ 
916 
.363 
553 

199 
111 

158 
62 
96 

1 868 
1139 

1 1129 
205 

1 22'1 

6 033 
800 

5 2.33 
856 

'I 377 

731 
1'1'1 
587 
226 
361 

227 
12'1 
103 

8 
95 

2 .397

1 

820 
1 577 

620 
957 

cent 
of 

total 
Full- (FTEQ) 
time police 

equiva- em-
lont ploy-

LI Lltl9 
131 

LI 368 
81L1 

3 55L1 

1 729 
916 
813 

62 
751 

ees 

17.9 
5.0 

19. L! 
25.1 
18.5 

26.1 
55.1 
16.L! 
11.1 
17.1 

1 381 23.L! 
306 23.6 

1 075 23.L! 
L!80 30.L! 
595 19.7 

L! 137 
1 213 
2 92L! 

583 
2 3L!1 

L!31 
67 

.36L! 

36L! 

'L!57 
Llfl9 
968 
377 
591 

232 
L!L! 

188 
73 

115 

1 938 
L!51 

1 ;l1l7 
22LJ 

1 263 

6 l811 
837 

5 3L!7 
908 

L! L!39 

773 
156 
617 
232 
385 

2L1B 
130 
118 

fl 
110 

2 1197 
870 

1 627 
6112 
985 

lL1.7 
21.6 
12.9 
ilL!. 5 
11.0 

16.6 
19.3 
16.2 

16.2 

21.2 
26.3 
19.3 
20.2 
18.7 

17 • .3 
lL1.9 
18.0 
25.0 
15.3 

19.3 
31.9 
17.2 
D.L! 
18.1 

20.6 
17.1 
21.3 
20.6 
21.L! 

2L1.L! 
21.fl 
25.2 
29.6 
23.1 

2L!.7 
30.5 
20.'1 
50.0 
19.5 

21. 6 
36.3 
17.fl 
IB.O 
17.6 

____ ~ __ --.--____ --____ --__ -------------~--,~ ~~___________ __ ____________________ ~C __ --------~------~-----------·--~------.. --.... ~ ...... ---

.. 
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Table 27. Police protection sworn and nonsworn elT!ployment and percent distribution of full·tim" 
equivalent employees, by State and· type of government, October 1978-Continued 

Sta te and type of 
goverm:tont1 

WAsHINGTON • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • , 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

WEST VIRGINIA ••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

WISCONSIN ••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • 0 • 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

WYOMING •••••••••••• 
sTATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • ; • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

Total police protection 

Number of employees 

Total' 

8 693 
1 780 
6 913 
2 173 
'I 7110 

.3 581 
1 0611 
2 517 

728 
1 789 

12 '158 
1 058 

11 1100 
2 626 
8 7711 

1 381 
2.35 

1 1Ii6 
1111 
7.35 

Full­
time 
only 

8 20'1 
1 715 
6 ljB9 
2 071 
'I '118 

.3 2811 
1 011.3 
2 2'11 

690 
1 551 

10 859 
9.30 

9 929 
2 1111 
7 518 

1 272 
2.311 

t 0.38 
.359 
679 

Full­
time 

equiva­
lent 

8 280 
1 726 
6 55'1 
2 088 
'I '166 

.3 .3'19 
1 0'1'1 
2 .305 

703 
1 602 

11 105 
955 

10 150 
2 '152 
7 698 

1 296 
23'1 

1 062 
37.3 
689 

Sworn Nonsworn 

Per­
cent 
of ~ 

total I 
(FTEQj 

Number of employees 
I-----.----i--. -

Per- Number of employees Per­
cent 1----.----''--;------1 c"nt 

em­
ploy-
6es 

50.1 
31.8 
59.1 
35.0 
87.2 

55.7 
.38 • .3 
70.2 
'1.3.'1 
96.3 

58.5 
18 • .3 
7.3.9 
112.8 
96.1 

59.7 
3'1.9 
70.8 
50.6 
90.2 

Total 

6 '193 
1 087 
5 '106 
1 5'11 
.3 865 

2 773 
7'15 

2 028 
618 

1 '110 

10 587 
6'17 

9 9'10 
2 259 
7 681 

1 026 
199 
827 
2B6 
5'11 

Full­
time 
only 

6 2'11 
1 086 
5 1.55 
1 505 
.3 650 

2 687 
7t10 

1 9t17 
606 

1 3'11 

9 .350 
6'16 

8 70'1 
2 111 
6 59.3 

986 
199 
787 
270 
517 

~ ~ 

Full­
time 

equiva­
lent 

6 268 
1 086 
5 182 
1 510 
.3672 

2 707 
7110 

1 967 
610 

1 357 

total 
(FTEQ) 
police 

em­
ploy­
ees 

75.7 
62.9 
79.1 
72 • .3 
62.2 

80.8 
70,9 
85 • .3 
86.8 
BII.7 

9 513 85.7 
6117 67.7 

8 866 87.3 
2 1t? 86.7 
6 7;,9 87,5 

Tot.l 

2 200 
693 

1 507 
632 
875 

808 
.319 
'189 
110 
379 

1 871 
'111 

1 1160 
367 

1 093 

.355 
.36 

.319 
125 
19'1 

Full­
time 
only 

1 96.3 
629 

1 3.3'1 
566 
768 

597 
303 
29'1 

BII 
210 

1 509 
28'1 

1 225 
300 
925 

286 '5 
251 

89 
162 

Full­
time 

equiva­
lent 

2 012 
6110 

1 372 
578 
79L1 

6L12 
30L! 
338 
93 

2L15 

1 592 
308 

1 2811 
325 
959 

t,')t&l 
(I'T.EQ ) 
police 

em­
ploy­
ees 

2L!.3 
37.1 
20.9 
27.7 
17.8 

19.2 
29.1 
lL!.7 
13.2 
15.3 

1L1.3 
32.3 
12.7 
13.3 
12.5 

302 23.:> 
35 15.0 

267 25.1 
99 ,26.5 

166 j2L!.L! 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 
'Data for municipalities and the local goverments totals which inolude municipal data, are estimates subject to sampling variation; data for counties 

(boroughs, parishes) are ba~ed on a canvass of all county goverments and therefore are not subject to sampling variation; seo text for data limitations. 
'Because of rounding, the detail figures may no1; add precisely to totals. 
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Table 28. Police protection payroll for sworn and nonsworn personnel and percent distribution, 

by State and type of government, October 1978 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

--~--_Q'------------,--~--------------------~----------------------~------------------. Total police protection 

state and type ot government 1 

STATES-LOCAL~ TOTAL. • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ALABAMA. • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

. . . . . . . . . . 
ALASKA • • • • • • • • • • • • 

STATE ••••••••• e , • 

LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ARIZONA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • e , • • • • • • • 

LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

ARKANSAS • • • • • • • • '.". • 
STATE •••• , ••••• ~ .• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

CALIFORNIA • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • c • • • • 

LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

COLORADO • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE, • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

CONNECTICUT. • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • 

· . . · . . 

DELAWARE • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

DISTRICT OF tOLUMBIA • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

FLORIDA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

GEORGIA. • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL ••••• 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • 

· . . · . . · . . · . . · . . 
See footnotes at end of table. 

October 
payroll 

768 828 
122 337 
6116 1191 
1211 757 
521 735 

8 976 
1 877 
7 099 
1 331 
5 769 

3 089 
1 1188 
1 601 

6 
1 596 

10 685 
2 180 
8 505 
1 733 
6 772 

3 507 
856 

2 651 
621 

2 030 

96 321 
111 660 
81 661 
23 127 
58 534 

9 3511 
1 337 
8 017 
1 265 
6 752 

10 1191 
2 028 
B 1163 

a 1163 

2 078 
9116 

1 133 
372 
761 

8 053 

8 053 

8 053 

32 100 
II 011 

28 089 
11 658 
16 1131 

12 757 
2 7ttO 

10 017 
3 671 
6 3115 

Percent ot 
total criminal 
jus tice system 

October 
payroll' 

57.2' 
30.0 
69.1 
36.11 
88.0 

58.0 
:51 ~tI-
711.6 
111.0 
92.0 

53.2 
36.9 
90.5 
22.11 
91.5 

59.8 
116.7 
611.tI-
29.8 
91.5 

60.6 
112.9 
70.0 
112.3 
87.5 

51.9 
35.3 
56.7 
28.7 
92.0 

55.0 
21.5 
711.3 
116.0 
811.0 

63.1f 
25.9 
96.9 

96.9 

119.7 
33.2 
811.8 
75.8 
90.0 

50.0 

50.0 

50.0 

70.5 
67.0 
75.5 
60.3 
92.0 

52.9 
30.5 
66.2 
115.7 
89.3 

Sworn personnel 

October 
payroll 

651 259 
911 878 

556 380 
101 812 
11511 568 

7 327 
1 327 
6 000 
1 17:5 
II 827 

2 239 
939 

1 300 
6 

1 2911 

6 858 
1 517 
5 3111 
1 3111 
II 027 

2 976 
686 

2 290 
535 

1 755 

78 518 
11 71111 
06 7711 
18 6511 
118 120 

7 567 
8116 

6 721 
1 009 
5 712 

9 275 
1 5118 
7 727 

7 727 

1 717 
770 
9117 
280 
667 

7 199 

7 199 

7 199 

211 8111 
3 539 

21 275 
8 031 

13 21111 

10 867 
2 031 
8 836 
3 076 
5 760 

Percent of 
total police 
protection 
October 
payroll 

811.7 
77.6 
86.1 
81.6 
87.1 

81.6 
70.7 
811.5 
88.1 
83.7 

72.5 
63.1 
81.2 

100.0 
81.1 

611.2 
69.6 
62.8 
75.8 
59.5 

811.8 
80.1 
86.11 
86.1 
86.5 

81.5 
80.1 
81.8 
80.7 
82.2 

80.9 
63.3 
83.8 
79.8 
811.6 

88.11 
76.11 
91.3 

82.6 
81.11 
83.6 
75.2 
87.7 

89.11 

89.11 

89.11 

77.3 
88.2 
75.7 
68.9 
80.6 

85.2 
711.1 
88.2 
83.8 
90.8 

Nonsworn personnel 

October 
payroll 

117 569 
27 tl-58 
90 111 
22 91111 
67 167 

1 6119 
550 

1 099 
158 
9112 

850 
5119 
302 

302 

3 828 
663 

3 1611 
1119 

2 7115 

531 
170 
361 

86 
275 

17 802 
2 915 

111 -887 
II 1173 

10 11111 

1 787 
1191 

1 296 
256 

1 0111 

1 216 
1180 
736 

736 

362 
176 
185 

92 
93 

85L1 

8511 

85L1 

7 286 
1172 

6 81L1 
3 627 
3 187 

1 890 
709 

1 181 
595 
585 

Percent of 
total pOlice 
protection 
October 
payroll 

15.3 
22.11 
13.9 
18.11 
12.9 

18.11 
29.3 
15.5 
11.9 
16.3 

27.5 
36.9 
18.8 

18.9 

35.8 
30.11 
37.2 
211.2 
110.5 

15.2 
19.9 
13.6 
13.9 
13.5 

18.5 
19.9 
18.2 
19.3 
17.8 

19.1 
36,7 
16.2 
20.2 
15.11 

11.6 
23.6 
8.7 

8.7 

17.tt 
18.6 
16.11 
211.8 
12.3 

10.6 

10.6 

10.6 

22.7 
11.8 
211.3 
31.1 
19.11 

111.8 
25.9 
11.8 
16.2 
9.2 

, 
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Table 28. Police protection payroll for sworn and nonsworn per\~,onnel and percent distribution, 

by State and type of government, October 1978-Continued 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 
---------------..,...---~~~ 

Stnt~,end type of government 1 

HAWAII ••• , ••• 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . · . . , . · . . . . · . . 
IDAHO ••••••••••••• 

STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ILLINOIS • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • ••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • 

INDIANA •••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES ••••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

IOWA • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALIiIES • 

· . . · . . · . . · . . . . 
• • a • • 

KANS~S • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL I TOTAL • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

KENTUCKy • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••••• a , • 

LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • · . . 

LOUISIANA. • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MAINE. • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • •• •• • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

MARYLAND • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

MASSACHUSETTS. • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . 
• • • • II 

· . . . . 
· . . 
· . . · . . · . . . . 

MICHIGAN • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • · . . COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES • · . . 
See footnotes at end of table. 

TO,tal pOlice pre ,tection 

Percent of 

October 
payroll 

total criminal 

3 690 
132 

3 558 
8118 

2 710 

2 335 
571 

1 7611 
663 

1 101 

53 223 
5 836 

117 387 
3 8911 

113 1193 

11 1186 
2 578 
8 908 
1 309 
7 599 

6 11111 
1 639 
II 802 
1 012 
3 790 

5 2L12 
932 

II 310 
8711 

3 1136 

7 879 
2 312 
5 568 
1 675 
3 893 

11 820 
3 350 
8 wro 
3 085 
5 386 

2 3811 
617 

1 766 
202 

1 5611 

16 655 
3 801 

12 853 
6 8113 
6 010 

23 3911 
2 891 

20 503 
50 

20 1152 

38 167 
6 525 

31 6L12 
II 1150 

27 192 

j ustice system 
October 
payroU2 

60.3 
6.0 

90.5 
83.6 
93.0 

56.8 
35.0 
71.2 
50.3 
95.1 

53.7 
32.2 
63.6 
22.11 
96.8 

57.9 
~8.5 
67.8 
31.3 
8t1-.8 

511.9 
38.0 
611.8 
29.1 
96.2 

53.7 
28.0 
67.0 
32.7 
91.11 

57.0 
35.7 
75.8 
53.2 
92.7 

53.6 
38.11 
63.6 
55.11 
69.5 

60.3 
32.0 
87.0 
115.9 
98.5 

56.9 
30.3 
76.8 
7".1 
80.0 

62.2 
31.1 
72.11 

1.0 
88.6 

59.1 
37.11 
67.2 
26.0 
90.5 

Sworn personnel . 
Percent of 

October total police 

payroll protee:tion 
October 
payroll 

3 150 85.11 
U9 97.8 

3 02~ 811.9 
7110 87.3 

2 281 811.2 

2 0110 87.11 
1162 81.0 

1 578 89.11 
573 86.3 

1 005 91.3 

115 7':>8 86.0 
II 277 73.3 

III 481 87.5 
3 123 80.2 

38 358 88.2 

9 8111 85.7 
1 915 711.3 
7 926 89.0 
1 1119 87.8 
6 776 89.2 

5 Ll39 811.11 
1 27/l 77.7 
II 165 86.7 

817 80.8 
3 3118 88.3 

tt Ll85 85.6 
756 81.1 

3 730 86.5 
733 83.9 

2 996 87.2 

6 550 83.1 
1 722 711.5 
II 828 86.7 
1 11115 86.3 
3 383 86.9 

10 015 811.7 
2 220 66.3 
7 796 92.0 
2 993 97.0 
II 802 89.2 

2 132 89.11 
52t1- 811.9 

1 608 91.0 
190 93.9 

1 1118 90.7 

13 8511 83.2 
2 785 73.3 

11 069 86.1 
5 875 85.9 
5 1911 86.11 

21 362 91.3 
2 3311 80.7 

19 028 92.8 
16 31.1 

19 012 93.0 

32 396 811.9 
tt 225 611.7 

28 171 89.0 
3 6911 83.0 

211 Ll77 90.0 

Nonsworn personnel 

October 
payroll 

5"0 
3 

537 
108 
1129 

295 
108 
187 

91 
96 

7 ,,65 
1 559 
5 906 

771 
5 135 

1 6116 
663 
982 
160 
823 

1 002 
365 
637 
1911 
1I'~2 

756 
176 
580 
1111 
11110 

1 330 
590 
7110 
230 
510 

1 805 
1 130 

675 
91 

583 

252 
911 

158 
12 

1116 

2 800 
1 016 
1 7811 

968 
816 

2 032 
557 

1 117L1 
35 

1 11"0 

5 771 
2 300 
3 Ll71 

756 
2 715 

Percent of 
total pOlice 
protection 
October 
payroll 

lL1.6 
2.2 

1501 
12.7 
15.8 

12.6 
19.0 
10.6 
13.7 
8.7 

111.0 
26.7 
12.5 
19.8 
11.8 

lL1.3 
25.7 
11.0 
12.2 
10.8 

15.6 
22.3 
13.3 
19.2 
11.7 

!tI. II 
18.9 
13.5 
1601 
12.8 

16.9 
25.5 
13.3 
13,7 
13.1 

15. 
33. 
8. 
3. 

10. 

10. 
15. 
9. 
6. 
9. 

16. 
26. 
13. 
111. 
13. 

8. 
19. 
7. 

68. 
7. 

15. 
35. 
11. 
17. 
10. 

3 
7 
o 
o 
8 

6 
1 
o 
1 
3 

a 
7 
9 
1 
6 

7 
3 
2 
9 
o 

1 
3 
o 
o 
o 
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Table 28. Police protection payroll for sworn and nonsworn personnel and percent distribution, 

by State and type of government, October 1978-Continued 

State and type of government 1 

MINNESOTA. • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MISSISSIPPI ••••• 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . 
• II • • • · . . . . 

MISSOURI • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MONTANA. • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . 

NEBRASKA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEVADA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
S'rATE. • • • • • • 0 • • • • 

LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • > • • • 

NEW JERSEY • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW MEXICO • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••• a ••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW YORK • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . · . · . . · . . · . . 
NORTH CAROLINA • • • • • • • • 

STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NORTH DAKOTA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 
Total poli~e protection 

October 
payroll 

10 471 
1 512 
8 959 

·1 983 
6 976 

4 320 
1 255 
3 065 

710 
2 355 

15 294 
2 062 

1:3 232 
1 889 

11 Z43 

1 863 
382 

1 481 
'618 
863 

3 741 
785 

2 957 
631 

2 326 

3 335 
41:3 

2 922 
1 822 
1 100 

2 207 
478 

1 729 
105 

1 625 

35 072 
4 710 

30 362 
1 838 

28 524 

3 471 
968 

2 503 
521 

1 982 

108 447 
8 956 

99 491 
16 4:32 
83 059 

12 046 
2 577 
9 469 
2 405 
7 064 

1 279 
237 

1 041 
254 
787 

Percent of 
total cl"iminal 
justice system 

October 
payroll' 

52.5 
28.2 
61.5 
27.3 
95.4 

62.6 
44.6 
75.0 
46.6 
91.8 

62.8 
33.7 
72.6 
38.1 
85.5 

50.5 
26.0 
66.9 
'19.9 
88.4 

56.9 
33.0 
70.4 
40.0 
88.7 

50.0 
24.5 
58.7 
51.7 
75.5 

61.9 
35.7 
77.6 
24.7 
90.0 

59.). 
35.2 
66.0 
11.8 
93.8 

55.8 
31.1 
80.5 
73.6 
82.6 

61.5 
17.5 
79.4 
60.7 
84.6 

48.8 
18.7 
86.6 
64.2 
18.3 

56.5 
31.6 
69.0 
38.3 
93.1 

Sworn personnel 

October 
payroll 

cj 129 
1 206 
7 923 
1 613 
6 310 

3 696 
955 

2 741 
630 

2 111 

12 091 
1 347 

10 744 
1 477 
9 266 

1 523 
299 

1 224 
496 
727 

3 137 
628 

2 508 
517 

1 992 

2 710 
328 

2 383 
1 507 

676 

1 911 
369 

1 542 
91 

1 451 

30 633 
3 501 

27 333 
1 029 

26 304 

2 615 
639 

1 976 
418 

1 558 

95 607 
6 244 

87 363 
14 201 
73 162 

10 436 
1 944 
6 492 
2 211 
6 281 

1 118 
171 
947 
2:31 
716 

Percent of 
total police 
protection 
.October 
payroll 

87.2 
79.8 
88.'1 
81.3 
90.'1 

85.6 
76.1 
69.'1 
68.7 
89.6 

79.1 
65.3 
81.2 
"1'8.2 
/lol.7 

B1.7 
76.3 
82.6 
80.3 
84.3 

83.8 
80.0 
84.8 
81.9 
65.6 

81.3 
79.4 
81.5 
82.7 
79.6 

86.6 
77.3 
89.2 
87.1 
89.3 

87.9 
74.3 
90.0 
56.0 
92.2 

75.3 
66.0 
76.9 
60.1 
76.6 

86.2 
92.1 
87.6 
86.4 
68.1 

86.6 
75.4 
89.7 
92.0 
88.9 

87.4 
72.0 
90.9 
90.7 
91.0 

Nonsworn personnel 

October 
payroll 

1 342 
306 

1 036 
370 
666 

624 
300 
324 

61 
244 

3 203 
715 

2 486 
'l·12 

2 076 

340 
83 

257 
122 
135 

605 
157 
446 
114 
334 

624 
85 

539 
315 
224 

296 
106 
187 

14 
174 

4 239 
1 210 
3 029 

809 
2 220 

857 
329 
527 
104 
424 

12 840 
712 

12 126 
22:31 
9 896 

1 610 
634 
977 
193 
783 

161 
66 
94 
24 
71 

Percent of 
total police 
protection 
October 
payroll 

12.8 
. 20.2 
11.6 
18.7 
9.6 

20.9 
34.7 
18.8 
21.r 
18.: 

18.3 
21.7 
17.4 
19.7 
15.7 

16.2 
20.0 
15.2 
1801 
14.4 

16.7 
20.6 
16.5 
17.3 
20.4 

13.4 
22.7 
10.8 
12.9 
10.7 

12.1 
25.7 
iO.O 
44.0 
7.8 

211.7 
34.0 
21.1 
19.9 
21.4 

11.8 
7.9 

12.2 
1:3.6 
11.9 

lJ.4 
24.6 
10.3 
8.0 

11.1 

12.6 
28.0 
9.1 
9.3 
9.0 
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Table 28. Police protection payroll for sworn and nonsworn personnel and percent distribution, 

by State and type of government, October 1978-Continued 

State and type of government 1 

OHIO • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. , ~ ••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

OKLAHOMA 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
OREGON • • • • • • • • • • • • 

STATE, •••• , ~ ••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

PENNSYLVANIA • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . · .... · . . . . · . . . '" 
RHODE ISLAND • • • • • • • • • 

STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINA • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

SOUTH DAKOTA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

TENNESSEE ••••••••••• 
STATE. , • , •••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

TEXAS. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••• ~ •••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

UTAH • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

VERMONT •••••••••••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

VIRGINIA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••• ~ •• ~ •••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Totol police protection 

October 
payroll 

28 822 
3 751 

25 072 
3 453 

21 619 

6 766 
1 813 
4 954 

426 
4 526 

8 110 
1 880 
6 231 
2 108 
4 123 

39 569 
8 264 

31 305 
1 256 

30 047 

3 356 
601 

2 755 

2 755 

6 450 
1 892 
4 558 
1 699 
2 859 

1 331 
349 
982 
241 
740 

10 212 
1 569 
6 643 
1 536 
7 107 

35 472 
5 208 

30 264 
3 981 

26 283 

3 999 
957 

3 042 
861 

2 162 

1 118 
537 
581 

11 
570 

13 060 
2 721 

10 339 
4 429 
5 910 

Percent of 
total criminal 
justice system 

October 
payroll" 

58.4 
35.6 
76.2 
29.2 
89.6 

52.6 
33.6 
63.4 
36.8 
qll.O 

60.2 
46.4 
65.4 
11.5 
81.4 

59.6 
21.1.1 
97.3 

97.3 

54.8 
34.5 
72.4 
51.9 
94.5 

53.6 
27.3 
82.1 
56.4 
96.4 

54.6 
25.8 
68.9 
:36.8 
85.0 

60.3 
41.0 
65.6 
22.7 
91.9 

61.0 
38.1 
75.3 
53.2 
90.1 

53.3 
36.1 
95.2 
30.0 
99.2 

49.3 
23.7 
68.9 
65.8 
71.5 

Sworn personnel 

October 
payroll 

25 247 
3 601 

21 645 
2 678 

16 967 

5 255 
907 

4 343 
381 

3 967 

6 666 
1 526 
5 140 
1 579 
3 561 

35 301 
7 026 

26 275 
714 

27 561 

2 970 
516 

2 454 

2 454 

5 J73 
1 485 
3 688 
1 436 
2 ~53 

1 151 
299 
652 
199 
653 

6 566 
1 109 
7 457 
1 370 
6 087 

30 272 
4 439 

25 632 
3 194 

22 638 

3 111 
793 

2 317 
704 

1 614 

692 
398 
495 

6 
469 

10 952 
1 914 
9 037 
3 665 
5 173 

Percent of 
total police 
protection 
October 
payroll 

67.6 
96.0 
86.3 
77.6 
87.7 

77.7 
50.0 
87.8 
89.5 
87.6 

82.2 
81.2 
82.5 
74.9 
86.4 

89.2 
85.0 
90.3 
56.7 
91.7 

86.5 
85.9 
89.1 

69.1 

83.3 
76.5 
85 .. 3 
84.5 
65.6 

86.5 
85.7 
66.8 
62.6 
86.1 

83.9 
70.7 
66.3 
89.2 
85.6 

65.3 
85.2 
85.4 
80.2 
86.1 

7'1'.6 
82.9 
76.2 
81.7 
74.0 

79.6 
7'1.1 
65.1 
54.6 
85.7 

63.9 
70.4 
87.4 
67.3 
67.5 

Nonsworn personnel 

october 
payroll 

3 576 
150 

3 426 
774 

2 652 

1 512 
906 
606 

45 
561 

1 445 
354 

1 091 
529 
562 

4 266 
1 236 
3 030 

545 
2 466 

386 
84 

301 

301 

1 076 
407 
669 
263 
406 

180 
50 

130 
42 
86 

1 645 
460 

1 186 
166 

1 020 

5 201 
769 

4 432 
767 

3 6'15 

888 
163 
725 
157 
566 

226 
139 

86 
5 

62 

2 108 
806 

1 301 
564 
738 

Percent of 
total police 
protection 
October 
payroll 

22.3 
50.0 
12.2 
10.5 
12.4 

17.8 
18.8 
17.5 
25.1 
13.6 

10.8 
15.0 
9.7 

43.3 
6.3 

11.5 
14.1 
10.9 

10.9 

16.7 
21.5 
14.7 
15.5 
14.2 

16.1 
29.3 
13.7 
10.8 
14.4 

14.7 
J.4.8 
1~.6 
19.8 
13.9 

22.2-
1'7. ~ 
2.3.8 
16.3 
26.0 

20.2 
25.9 
14.9 
45.4 
14.3 

16.1 
29.6 
12.6 
12.7 
12.5 
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Table 28. 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Police protection payroll for sworn and nonsworn personnel and percent distribution, 

by State and type of government, October 1978-Continued 

State and type of government1 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 
Total pOlice protection Sworn personnel 

October 
payroll 

Nonsworn personnel 

Percent of P~~cent of Percent of 

jtottBli criminal October total police October total police 
us ce system protection 

October payroll October payrQll protection 
• Octobdr .------------------------------i __________ ~--_+----p-a-y-rO-l-l--_i----------------t_~pa~y~r~C~ll~ __ ~------------~--~pa~y~r~O~ll~---

WASHINGTON • • • • • • • • • • 
. 'STATE. '. • • • • • • • • • • 

L;OCAL .. TOTAL • • • '.' • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICI~ALITIES • • • • • • 

WEST VIRGINIA. • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL; • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • I 

WISCONSIN. • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • 

· . . · . . · ~ . · . . · . . 
WYOMING. • • • • • • • • • • • 

STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

Ii 888 
2 1J91 
9 397 
2 881J 
6 513 

3 293 
1 120 
2 172 

607 
1 565 

11J 636 
1 218 

13 1J18 
3 018 

10 IJOO 

1 IJIIJ 
321J 

1 091 
3~6 
7~5 

53.6 
31J.1J 
62.9 
38.2 
88.2 

56.1J 
IJO.O 
71.5 
1J3.1 
96.2 

58.9 
16.9 
76.0 
1J~.3 
95.9 

60.5 
37~5 
71J.1 
52.6 
91.~ 

9 650 
1 768 
7 883 
2 310 
5 572 

2 710 
757 

1 953 
549 

1 1J05 

13 11J8 
872 

12 275 
2 700 
9 575 

1 153 
266 
886 
278 
608 

!fl.2 
71.0 
83.9 
80.1 
85.6 

82.3 
67.5 
89.9 
90.3 
89.8 

89.8 
71.6 
91.5 
89.5 
92.1 

81.5 
82.1J 
81.2 
80.5 
81.6 

2 237 
723 

1 511J 
571J 
9~0 

583 
361J 
219 

59 
160 

1 ~88 
31J6 

1 IIJ2 
317 
825 

262 
57 

205 
67 

137 

17.7 
32.5 
10.1 
9.7 

10.2 

10.2 
28.1J 
8.5 

10.5 
7.9 

18.5 
17.6 
18.8 
19.5 
18.1J 

- Represents zero· or rounds to zero. 
f 'Data for municipalities, and the local governments totals which include municipal data, are estimates 

t Or COfuntdies (bloroughs, parishes) are based on a C4flvass of all County governments and therefore are not 
ext or ata imitations. 

subject to sampling variation; data 
subject to sampling variation; see 

'Because of rounding, the detail figures may not add precisely to totals. 

-{ 

c 
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POLICE PROTECTION20'! 

Table 29. Police protection expenditure of ~43 large county governments, by character and object, 
fiscal year 1978 

(Thousands of dollars) 

------------------.------,---------~----------------------------~--------------------~------------~----~----. 

County1 

TOTAL • ... 
ALABAMA I 

CALHOUN • • • • • •• • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • 
MADISON • • • • • • • • • ~ 
MOBILE. • • • • • •• •• 
MONTGOMERY. • • • •• •• 
TUSCALOOSA. • • • • • • • • 

ARIZONAI 
MARICOPA. • • • • 
PIMA. • • • • • • 

ARKANSAS I 
PULASKI • • • • 
SEBASTIAN ••• 

.. .. 
CALIFORNIAI 

ALAMEDA • • • • • • • • • • 
BUTTE ••••••••••• 
CONTRA COSTA. • • • • • • • 
FRESNO. • • • • • • • • • • 
HUMBOLDT ••••••••• 
KERN. • • • • • ~ • • • • • 
LOS ANGELES • • • • • • • • 
MARIN • • • • • • • • • • • 
MERCED. • • • • • • • • • • 
MONTEREY •••••••• 
oRANGE. • • • • • • • • • 
RIVERSIDE • • • • • • • • • 
SACRAMENtO. • • • • • • • 

nAN BERNARDINO. • 
SAN DIEGO • • • • 
SAN JOAQUIN • • • 
SAN LUIS OBISPO • 
SAN MATEO • • • • 
SANTA BARBARA • • 
sANTA CLARA • • • 
sANTA CRUZ. • • • 
SOLANO. • • • • • 
SONOMA •••••• 
STANISLAUS. • • • 
TULARE •••••• 
VENTURA • • • • • 
VOLO. • • • • • • 

COLORADO: 

c •• • · ... . · .... . 
.. .. · ... .. · .... . · ... . · ... . · ... . · .. . · . .., . 

ADAMS • • • • • • • • • 
ARAPAHOE. • • • • • • • • 
BOULDER • • • • • • • • • • 
EL PASO • • • • • •• •• 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • 
LARIMER • • • • • • • • • • 
PUEBLO. • • • • • • • • • 
wELD ••••••••••• 

DELAWARE I 
NEW CASTLE. • • • 

FLoRIDAI 
ALACHUA • • • • • • • 6 • • 

BREVARD • • • • • • • • 
BROWARD • • • • • • • • 
DADE •••••••••• 
ESCAMBIA. • • • • • • • 
HILLSBOR~UGH. • • • • • 
LEE • • • • • • • • • 
LEON •••••••••••• 
MANATEE • • • • • • • • 
OKALOOSA. • • • • • • • 

ORANGE. • • • • • • • • 0 • 

pALM BEACH. • , • • • • • • 
PASCO • • • • • • • • • 
PINELLAS. • • • • • • • • • 
POLK. • • • • • • , • • 
SARASOTA. • • • • • • • • • 
SEMINOLE. • • • • • • • • • 
VOLUSIA • • • • • • • • 

GEORGIAI 
BIElB ••• 
CHATHAM. 
CLAYTON • 

· . · . · . . . . . 
See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 
Total Direct 

current 

1 280·32'1 1 275 61'1 1 209 507 

161 
J 92J 

5'19 
2 138 

628 
599 

8 666 
7 J88 

1 2~0 
J31 

10 072 
2 008 
8 655 
9 1'13 
3 073 
8 373 

131 705 
2 1l'l7 
1 733 
5 572 

1~ 992 
10 760 
16 8'15 

15 726 
13 713 

5 99'1 
2 822 
6 522 
6 025 

10 781 
? 937 
2 11l'l 
5 085 
3 325 
'I 261 
9 219 
2 339 

2 101 
1 16a 
1 550 

7'1::S 
2 825 
1 235 

612 
1 6119 

6 322 

? 550 
3 01::S 

10 o'l::S 
'13 130 

2 602 
8 951 
~ 998 
1 972 
1 720 

755 

8 155 
9 1158 
2 1168 
6 381 
3 99'1 
3 0'12 
2 321 
3 059 

1 3::S9 
2 2'11 
3 0110 

161 
3 907 

5'19 
~ l::S8 

628 
599 

8 886 
7 ::S88 

1 290 
300 

10 072 
2008 
8 652 
9 1'I::S 
::s 073 
8 371 

1'1 705 
2 '1'17 
1 699 
5 5'r2 

12 992 
10 760 
16 8'15 

15 726 
13 713 

5 9911. 
2 81e 
6 522 
5 96'1 

10 781 
2937 
2 111'1 
5 085 
3 ;!25 
'I 261 
9 219 
2 339 

2 101 
1 788 
i 550 

711S 
2 825 
1 2::S5 

612 
1 6119 

• 6 322 

2 550 
2 977 
8 202 

'I~ 1:50 
2 602 
8 951 
2 998 
1 972 
1 712 

755 

8 155 
9 1158 
2 '168 
(, 381 
::s 99'1 
3 0112 
2 303 
3 0111 

1 339 
2 2'11 
3 0110 

1'19 
3 618 

508 
1 8'18 

539 
568 

7 838 
7 07'1 

~ 184" 
265 

9 877 
1 7511 
8 529 
8 720 
2 962 
8 123 

!::sO 89'1 
2 11'1" 
1 573 
'I 985 

12 7t12 ! 
10 5!S7 
16 662 

1'1 62'1 
.:2 831 

5. 923 
2 7::S0 
6 167 
5 622 

10 671 
2 905 
2 082 
'I 698 
3 270 
'I 193 
8 776 
2 176 

2 081! 
1 769 
1 '182 

725 
2 6!1!l 
1 062 

560 
776 

5 '122 

2 H!3 
2 759 
7 615 

'11 722 
2 '163 
7 566 
2 668 
1 7'1'1 
1 586 

676 

7 610 
8 568 
2 159 
5 702 
3 1110 
2 687 
2 025 
2 856 

1 2'17 
2 096 
2 777 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

66 1\17 

12 
289 

111 
290 

89 
31 

1 olle 
Jll1 

106 
::S5 

195 
2511 
123 
1123 
111 
2'18 
811 

1 
126 
587 
230 
20::S 
l8::S 

1 102 
882 

71 
88 

::S55 
3'12 
110 

32 
62 

387 
55 
68 

11'13 
163 

17 
19 
68 
18 

170 
1" 52 
673 

900 

1127 
218 
587 

1 '106 
J.J9 

1 385 
"0 
228 
126 

79 

5'15 
890 
::S09 
6'/9 
58'1 
::S55 
278 
185 

92 
1'15 
263 

Capital outlay 

Equipment Construc­
tion 

53 318 12 663 

12 -
289 -
III -

290 -
89 -
31 -

1 029 19 
::Sl'" -

106 -
35 -

195 -
25'1 -
123 -
'118 5 
32 79 
70 178 

695 116 
1 -

117 9 
2115 3112 
80 150 

203 -

69 1111 
1 102 -

e~2" -
71 -
30 58 

330 25 
J11 31 

71 39 
32 -
61 1 

386 1 
49 6 
67 1 

11113 -
163 -

17 
19 
68 
18 

170 
173 

52 

58 
218 
587 

1 1108 
139 
765 
330 
228 
126 

79 

5115 
878 
309 
517 
5811 
355 
278 
185 

92 
11l!; 
263 

873 

8116 

369 

620 

12 

162 

Land 

126 

- I 

: I 

I'tltergove~n_ment.l ~xpenditure 

Total 

'I 710 

16 

31 

3 

2 

61 

::S6 
1 aIIl 

8 

18 
18 

To Stat. 
30vern-
menta 

653 

31 

1 
29 

To loc~l 
govern­

mentl 

" 057 

16 

3 

2 

61 

'5 1 812 

a 

18 
13 
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Table 29. Police protection expenditure of 343 large county governments, by character and object, 

fiscal year 1978-Continued 

County 1 

GEORGIA--CONTXNUED 
COBB. • • • • • • • •• • 
DE KALB • • • • • • • • • • 
FULTON. • • 1 • • • •• • 

GWINNETT. • • • • •• • 
RICHMOND. • • • • •• • 

IDAHOI 
ADA. a If ••• I ••• 

ILLINOIS: 
CHAMPAIGN • • • • • • • 
COOK ••••• I •••• 

DU PAGE ••••••••• 
KANE. • • • • • • •• • 
LAKE. • • • • • • •• • 
LA SALLE. • • • • • • 
MCHENRY • • • • • • • 
MCLEAN. • • • • • • • 

MACON • • • • • • • • • 
MADISON •••••• • 
PEORIA •••••••••• 
ROCK ISLAND • • • • • • 
ST. CLAIR ••• ~ •• • 
SANGAMON. • • • • •• • 
TAZEWELL. • • • • • • 
WILL. • • • 0 • ~ • •• • 

WINNEBAGO • • • • • 

INDIANAI 
ALLEN • • • • • • • • 
DELAWARE. • • • • • • 
ELKHART •••••• 
LAKE. • • • • • • •• • 
LA PORTE. • • • • • • 
MADISON • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. JOSEPH. • • • • •• • 
TIPPECANOE. • • • • • 
VANDERBURGH • • • • • 
VIGO. • • • • • •• • 

IOWAI 
BLACK HAWK. • • • • • 
LINN. • • • , •• •• • 
POLK. • • • • • • • •• • 
SCOTT • • • • • • •• ~ 
WOODBURy •••••••••• 

KANSAS. 
JOHNSON ••••• 
SEDGWICK. • • • • 
SHAWNEE • • • • • 
WYANDOTTE • • • • 

KENTUCKy I 
JEFFERSON.. • •••• 
KENTON •••••••••• 

LOUISIANAI 
CADDO • • • • • • • •• • 
CALCASIEU • • • • • •• • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • •• • 
LAFAYETTE •••••• 
OUACHITA. • • • • • • • • 
RAP IDES • • , • ~ • •• • 

MAINE. 
CUMBERLAND. • • • 
KENNEBEC ••••• 
PENOBSCOT • • • • 
yORK. • • • • • • 

MARYLANDI 
ANNE ARUNDEL. • • 
BALTIMOR~ •••• 
HARFORD • •• • 
MONTGOMERY •••• 
PRINCE GEORGES. • 
WASHINGTON •••• 

Sec footnotc!:J at end of table. 

Total 

II 3311 
10 239 

2 782 
2 1117 
" 051 

1 1190 

799 
16 550 

2 777 
1 365 
:2 9011 

1183 
1 1108 

769 

926 
1 378 
1 379 
1 198 
1 219 
1 2113 

626 
2 388 
t 902 

1 868 
1175 
930 

3 11113 
665 
389 

1 161 
636 

1 1116 
3117 

589 
872 

1 010 
750 
35'1 

1 6117 
1 520 

8'11 
591 

11 918 
715 

" 195 
3 668 

11 9'17 
2 273 
1 1195 
1 612 

572 
111'1 
201 
208 

9 927 
211 11117 

1 30tl 
26 266 
26 976 

508 

Total 

4 3311 
10 239 

2 782 
2 1117 
2 050 

1 398 

799 
16 550 

2 767 
1 365 
2 886 

1179 
1 1108 

768 

926 
1 372 
1 379 
1 088 
1 208 
1 2113 

622 
2 388 
1 897 

1 868 
1155 
930 

3 ll!11 
665 
37ll 

1 105 
630 

1 131 
3112 

589 
872 

1 010 
750 
3511 

1 6t17 
1 520 

8111 
591 

11 7117 
703 

2 195 
3 539 

11 9117 
2 27, 
1 1195 
1 588 

571 
11111 
201 
208 

9 927 
24 11117 

1 3011 
26 197 
26 976 

ll61 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expenditure 

Capital outlay 
Direct 
current 

3 729 
10 182 

2 505 
1 881 
1 819 

1 laa 

733 
15 221 

2 562 
1 301 
2 5711 

11115 
1 265 

6aO 

926 
1 230 
1 369 
1 055 
1 146 
1 178 

588 
2 309 
1 853 

1 'i17 
376 
8112 

3 271 
575 
3118 

1 010 
560 

1 021 
311 

5611 
771 
999 
634 
310 

1 516 
1 tI'I6 

807 
569 

10 535 
633 

2 046 
3 335 

10 9211 
~ 117 
1 1135 
1 510 

515 
129 
182 
208 

9 145 
211 287 

1 189 
22 289 
25 653 

402 

Total 

605 
57 

277 
266 
231 

210 

66 
1 329 

205 
6Ij 

312 
3ll 

lll3 
88 

lll2 
10 
33 
62 
65 
311 
79 
1111 

151 
79 
8a 

170 
90 
26 
95 
70 

110 
31 

25

1 

101 
11 

116 
1111 

131 
N 
311 
22 

1 212 
70 

149 
2011 

1 023 
156 

60 
78 

56 
15 
19 

782 
16() 
115 

3 908 
1 323 

59 

Equipment 

605 . 
57 

277 
266 
231 

210 

66 
1 276 

205 
611 

312 
311 

143 
88 

142 
10 
33 
62 
65 
34 
79 
IIll 

120 
79 
88 

170 
90 
211 
95 
611 

110 
31 

25 
101 

11 
116 

IIll 

131 
7ll 
311 
22 

1 1119 
70 

1119 
20ll 

1 023 
110 

60 
78 

56 
15 
19 

3112 
160 
115 

1 652 
919. 

59 ; 

Construc­
tion 

53 

31 

2 

6 

63 

116 

qllO 

2 256 
4011 

Land 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

92 

10 

18 
II 

1 

6 

110 
11 

5 

20 

2 

15 
5~; 

6 
15 
5 

171 
12 

129 

211 

69 

117 

To State 
govern­

ments 

5 

18 
II 

11 

5 

20 

2 

15 
56 

6 
15 

5 

129 

211 

47 

To local 
govern­

ments 

92 

5 

2 

110 

171 
12 

69 

. -~-----~------~.--~-.---
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Table 29. Police protection expenditure of 343 large county governments, by character and object, 

fiscal year 1978-Continued 

Countyl 

MASSACHUSETTS. 
BARNSTABLE. • • • 
BERKSHIRE • • • • 
BRISTOL • • • • • 
ESSEX • • • • • • 
HAMPDEN • • • • • 

· .... · . . 
• @ •• 

HAMPSHIRE • • • • • • • • 
MIDDLESEX • • • • • • • • 
NORFOLK • • • • • • • • 
PLYMOUTH •••••••••• 
WORCESTER • • • • • • • • 

MICHIGAN I 
BAY • • • • • • • • • 
BERRIEN • • • • • • • 
CALHOUN • • • • • • • 
GENESEE • • • • • • • 
INGHAM. • • • • • • • • 
JACKSON • • • • • • • • • • 
KALAMAZOO • • • • • • 
KENT ••••••••• 

MACOMB. • • • • • • • 
MONROE. • • • • • • • 
MUSKEGON. • • • • • • • • 
OAKLAND • • • • • • • • • 
oTTAWA. • • • • • •• • 
SAGINAW • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. CLAIR. • • • •• •• 
WASHTENAW • • • • • • • • • 
WAYNE ••••••••••• 

MINNESOTAI 
ANOKA , • • • • • • • 
DAKOTA ••••••••• 
HENNEPIN •• " ••••• 
RAMSEY •••••••• 
ST. LOUIS ••••••• 
STEARN. • • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON. • • • • • 

MISSISSIPPI' 
HARRISON. • • • • • • 
HINDS • • ~ • • , • • • 
JACKSON • • • • • • • 

MISSOURI I 
CLAV, ••••••••••• 
GREENE. ••••••• 
JACKSON • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • 
ST. CHARLES ••••• 
ST. LOUIS •••••• 

NEBRASKA I 
DOUGLAS • • • • • , • • • 
LANCASTER • • • • •• • 

NEVADAI 
CLARK •• 
WASHOE •• 

. . . . . . . . ......... 
NEW HAMPSHIREI 

HILLSBOROUGH. • • • 
ROCKINGHAM ••••• 

NEW JERSEY. 
ATLANTIC ••• 
BERGEN •••• 
BURLINGTON •• 
CAMDEN. • • • 
CUMBERLAND. • 
ESSEX • • • • 
GLOUCESTER. • 
HUDSON •••• 

· . .. . · . .. . · ..... . · .... . · ... . 
• •• e , · ..... . · ... , .. 

MERCER. • • • • • • • • 
MioDLESEX • • • • • • 
MONMOUTH ••••••• 
MORRIS. ••••••• 
OCEAN • • • • • • • • • • • 
PASSAIC • • • • • • • • 
: ·'MERSET. • • • • • • • • • 
l/ .... ION •••••••• 

Soe footnotes at end of table • 

Total 

1196 
113 
66 
75 
89 

23 
178 

67 
335 

58 

1 41111 
1 298 
1 129 
~ 570 
2 0811 
1 089 
1 739 
2 582 

3 099 
1 916 
1 1133 
5 9113 
1 131 
2 1195 

985 
2 726 
8 239 

1 758 
8116 

3 8211 
2 067 
1 658 

500 
1 215 

843 
731 
718 

5113 
538 

1 398 
673 

1 058 
17 329 

1 975 
51111 

20 686 
2 833 

208 
291 

66 
3 838 

1119 
775 
179 

II 8811 
1102 

II 044 

502 
1 7118 

796 
1 8311 

885 
780 
780 

1 1186 

Total 

1196 
43 
66 
711 
88 

23 
178 

67 
335 

58 

1 11114 
1 298 
1 121 
2 570 
2 078 
1 089 
1 739 
2 582 

3 079 
1 916 
1 358 
!5 9113 
1 131 
2 1166 

985 
2 726 
8 239 

1 758 
8116 

3 8211 
2 067 
1 658 

500 
1 215 

8113 
731 
717 

5113 
53e 

1 398 
673 

1 058 
17 329 

1 975 
51111 

20 686 
2 B33 

20e 
291 

66 
3 838 

1119 
775 
179 

II 8811 
1102 

II 01111 

502 
1 7118 

796 
1 8311 

885 
780 
780 

1 1186 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct 
current 

1178 
113 
66 
711 
88 

23 
178 
67 

170 
58 

1 029 
1 199 
1 019 
2 546 
1 978 
1 039 
1 657 
2 579 

2 825 
1 794 
1 358 
5 716 
1 082 
1 7q·2 

937 
2 531 
7 963 

1 661 
771 

3 609 
1 872 
1 576 

1155 
1 1113 

800 
671 
6!l5 

518 
1177 

1 218 
596 
9118 

15 766 

1 961 
535 

19 370 
2 687 

208 
262 

66 
3 832 

236 
7711 
179 

4 8511 
1102 

4 0211 

502 
1 610 

791 
1 801 

883 
778 
766 

1 471 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

18 

165 

1115 
99 

102 
211 

100 
50 
82 

3 

2511 
!22 

227 
119 

7211 
118 

195 
276 

97 
75 

215 
195.. 
82 
115 
72 

113 
60 
72 

25 
61 

180 
77 

110 
1 563 

111 
9 

1 316 
1116 

29 

6 
183 

1 

30 

20 

138 
5 

33 
2 
2 

14 
15 

Capital outlay 

EqUipment 

J.8 

165 

415 
99 

102 
24 

100 
50 
82 

3 

145 
122 

189 
49 

724 
48 

195 
107 

97 
75 

215 
195 
82 
45 
72 

43 
60 
58 

25 
61 

177 
77 

110 
1 563 

10 
9 

616 
146 

29 

5 
183 

30 

20 

138 

33 

2 
14 
15 

Construc­
tion 

109 

169 

14 

3 

700 

1 

5 

2 

Land 

38 

Inter.:;overnmental expenditure 

Total 

1 
1 

8 

6 

20 

75 

29 

To State To local 
govern_ govern-

ments ments 

1 
1 

8 

6 

20 

75 

29 
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Table 29. Police protection expenditure of 343 large county governments, by character and object, 

fiscal year 1978-Continued 

.county 1 

NEW ~tEXICOI 
BERNALILLO ••• 

NEW YORKI 
ALBANy •• , " •••• 
BROOME. • •• • •••• 
CHAUTAUQUA. • • • •• •• 
CHEMUNG • • • • • • • • • 
DUTCHESS. • • • • • ~ • • • 
ERIE. •••••••• 
MONROE. • • • • • • • • • • 
NASSAU9 • • • • • • • • • 
NIAGARA • • • • • • • 
ONEIDA. • •••••••• 
ONONDAGA ••••••• 
ORANGE ••• e I •••••• 

OSWEGO. • • • • • • • 
RENSSELAER •••••• 

ROCKLAND. •• • ••• 
ST. LAWRENCE. • 
SARATOGA. • • • • • • • • 
SCHENECTADY ••••••• 
STEUBEN • • • • • • • 
SUFFOLK • • • •• ••• 
ULSTER. • • • • • • ~ 
WESTCHESTER • • • • • • • • 

NORTH CAROLINA I 
BUNCOMBE. • • • • • • • • 
CUMBERLAND. • • • • • • • • 
DURHAM. • • • • • 
FORSYTH • • • • • • • • • 
GASTON. • • • • • • • • 
GUILFORD •••••••• 
MECKLENBURG • • • • • • • 
ONSLOW •••••••••• 
WAKE. • • • • • • • • 

OHIO: 
ALLEN • • • • • • • • 
ASHTABULA • • • • • • 
BUTLER. • • • • • • • • • • 
CLARK • • • • • • • • • 
CLERMONT ••••••• 
COLUMBIANA •••••• 
CUYAHOGA ••••••• 
FRANKLIN. • • • • • • 
GREENE. • • • • • • • 
HAMILTON ••••••• 
LAKE. • • • • • • • • • • 

LICKING • • • • • • • 
LORAIN. • • • • • • • • • 
LUCAS •••••••••• 
MAHONING. • • • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY •••••••• 
PORTAGE • • • • • • • 
RICHLAND •••••••••• 
STARK • • • • • • • • 
SUMMIT. • • I • • • • • • 

TRUMBULL. • • • • • • • • 
WOOD. • • • • • • • • 

OKLAHOMA: 
CLEVELAND • •• •• 
COMANCHE. • • • • • • 
OKLAHOMA. • • • • • • • • • 
TULSA • • • • • • • • • 

OREGON I 
CLACKAMAS • • • • • • • • • 
JACKSON • • •• •• 
LANE. • • • • • • • • 
MARION. • • • • • • • • • • 
MULTNoMAH •• • ••• 
WASHINGTON. • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

2 991 

966 
1 329 
1 0112 

659 
1 1199 
6 1163 
5 999 

107 056 
1 5116 

789 
11213 

81 
768 
501 

1 132 
1128 
537 
3119 
3111 

76 !lIl 
512 

5 682 

1 5117 
2 707 

1192 
1 177 
1 271 
1 7211 
3 128 

1170 
890 

581 
601 
792 
602 
3'10 
228 

7 828 
II 275 

661 
6 578 

787 

113L1 
atl8 
827 
7911 

3 1129 
atl6 
685 

:? 007 
2 11011 
1 295 

538 

232 
3511 
226 
983 

2 635 
1 867 
3 567 
1 566 
8 6L16 
2 Ll211 

Total 

2 991 

966 
1 329 
1 OLl2 

659 
1 1199 
6 Ll63 
5 999 

1(7 056 
1 5116 

789 
II 213 

81 
768 
501 

1 132 
1128 
537 
3119 
3111 

76 1111 
512 

5 682 

1 5117 
2 587 

1192 
1 165 
1 271 
1 7211 
2 772 

L170 
890 

581 
601 
792 
602 
3110 
228 

7 828 
II 275 

661 
6 578 

787 

11311 
8118 
827 
7911 

3 1129 
8L16 
685 

2 007 
2 11011 
1 295 

538 

232 
3511 
226 
983 

2 635 
1 867 
3 567 
1 566 
8 351 
2 11211 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct 
current 

2 951 

930 
1 2115 

958 
589 

1 11511 
6 290 
5 7611 

105 293 
1 1158 

7119 
II 022 

81 
521 
11811 

1 102 
1105 
1177 
11111 
282 

73 999 
11911 

5 569 

1 195 
2 277 

1165 
1 1011 
1 0211 
1 559 
2 728 

1105 
81111 

553 
568 
681 
1189 
3211 
219 

7 632 
3 105 

622 
6 392 

7112 

393 
801 
6711 
771 

3 1110 
812 
653 

1 665 
2 "II 
1 260 

3511 

211 
330 
219 
975 

2 395 
1 6117 
3 115L1 
1 1168 
8 295 
2 328 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

36 
811 
811 
70 
115 

173 
235 

1 763 
88 
110 

191 

2117 
17 

30 
23 
60 

205 
32 

2 1112 
18 

113 

352 
310 

27 
61 

2117 
165 

1111 
65 
116 

28 
33 

111 
113 

16 
9 

196 
1 170 

39 
186 

115 

III 
117 

153 
23 
19 
311 
32 

1112 
70 
35 

1811 

21 
211 

7 
8 

2110 
220 
113 

98 
56 
96 

Capital outlay 

Equipment 

110 

36 
811 
811 
70 
1i5 

173 
235 

1 61111 
88 
110 
91 

2117 
17 

30 
23 
60 

205 
32 

1 1188 
18 

113 

76 
1115 
27 
61 

238 
165 

1111 
65 
116 

28 
33 

111 
19 
16 

9 
196 
103 

39 
166 

115 

111 
117 

153 
23 
19 
311 
32 

ll12 
15 
35 
38 

21 
211 

7 
8 

2110 
220 
105 

98 
56 
96 

Construc_ 
tion 

-
119 

100 

608 

276 
165 

9 

911 

1 067 

20 

55 

1116 

-8 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

To State To local 

Land 
Total govern- govern-

ments ments 

116 

120 120 

12 12 

356 356 

--295 - 295 -

c 
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Table 29. Police protection, ~xpenditure: of 343 large county governments, by character and object, 

fiscal year 1978-Continued 

County' 

PENNSYLVANIA I 
ALLEGHENY • • • • •• •• 
BEAVER. • • • • • • • • 
BERKS •• •••••• 
BLAIR • • • • • • • • 
BUCKS • • • • • • • • 
BUTLER. • • • • • • • • • • 
CAMBRIA • • • • • • • 
CENTRE. • • • • • • • 
CHESTER • • • • • •• • 

CUMBERLAND •••••••• 
OAUPHIN • • • • • • • 
DELAWARE. • • • • •• • 
ERIE. • • • • • • •• •• 
FAYETTE • • • • • •• • 
FRANKLIN. • • • • • • 
LACKAWANNA •••••• 
LANCASTER • • • • •• • 
LAWRENCE. • • • • • • • • • 

LEBANON • • • • • • • • 
LEHIGH •••••••• 
LUZERNE • • • • • • • 
LYCOMING ••••••• 
MERCER •••••••• 
MONTGOMERY ••••• 
NORTHAMPTON • • • • • 
NORTHUMBERLAND ••••• 
SCHUYLKILL. • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON ••••••• 
WES TMORELAND. •• • 
yORK. • • • • • • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINA I 
ANDERSON ••• 
CHARLESTON. • 
GREENVILLE. • 
LEXINGTON • • 
RICHLAND. • • 
SPARTANBURG • 

TENNESSEE I 
HAMILTON ••••••• 
KNOX ••••• .t ••• 

SHELBY. • • • • • •• ., 
SULLIVAN. • • • • • • 

TEXAS, 
BELL. • •••••• 
BEXAR. • • • • • • • • 
BRAZORIA. • • • • •• • 
CAMERON • • •• ••• 
DALLAS. • • • 0 • • • 

EL PASO • • • • • • • • 
GALVESTON • • • • •• •• 
HARRIS. • • • • • •• • 
HIDALGO • • • • • • • • • 

JEFFERSON • • • • • • 
LUBBOCK • • • • • • • • • 
MCLENNAN. • • • • • • • • 
NUECES. • • • •• •• 
SMITH • • • • • • • • • 
TARRANT • • • • • • • • 
TAYLOR. • • • • • • • • 
TRAVIS. • • • • • •• •• 
WICHITA ••• ••• 

UTAHI 
DAVIS • • • • • • • I • • • 

SALT LAKE. • •• • •• 
UTAH. • • • • • • • • • 
WEBER • • • • • • • • • • 

VERMONT I 
CHITTENDEN. 

VIRGINIAI 
ARLINGTON • • • • • • 
CHESTERFIELD ••••• 
FAIRFAX • • • • • • • • 
HENRICO • • • • • • • 
pRINCE WILLIAM. • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

6 782 
11117 
161 

35 
731 
211 
160 

16 
769 

277 
193 

1 025 
210 
318 

39 
511 

313 
23 

167 
155 
235 

24 
23 

1 961 
52 
811 
118 

383 
170 
771 

833 
3 325 
3 162 
1 502 
2 877 
2 IIL13 

1 788 
2 276 
5 000 

8119 

339 
2 1110 
1 135 

219 
8 876 
1 2811 
1 119 
7 188 

112'1 

1 160 
575 
1186 
627 
512 

3 111 
218 

1 556 
358 

626 
7 297 

375 
595 

7 

7 678 
~ 707 

17 910 
6 150 
3 363 

Total 

6 782 
11117 
161 

35 
731 
211 
160 

16 
769 

277 
193 

1 025 
210 
318 

39 
511 

313 
23 

167 
155 
235 

211 
23 

1 961 
52 
811 
116 

383 
170 
771 

795 
3 302 
3 162 
1 1169 
2 820 
2 3811 

1 787 
2 255 
5 000 

8119 

338 
2 1110 
1 131 

219 
8 876 
1 28" 
1 116 
7 188 

11211 

1 159 
575 
1186 
627 
512 

3 111 
218 

1 552 
357 

626 
7 297 

375 
595 

7 

7 678 
2 707 

17 885 
6 120 
3 363 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct 
current 

6 662 
1119 
161 

311 
731 
207 
160 

16 
696 

277 
192 

1 0111 
208 
318 

38 
511 

313 
23 

158 
1~9 
235 

211 
23 

8117 
52 
611 
118 

382 
169 
1178 

697 
2 905 
2 902 
1 016 
2 610 
2 2112 

1 1127 
1 880 
II 1118 

783 

301 
1 880 

961 
199 

8 533 
1 238 
1 061 
6 839 

11211 

1 078 
5116 
Li75 
566 
1172 

2 833 
1611 

1 '166 
335 

1179 
7 027 

305 
591 

7 

7 656 
2 1195 

17 572 
5 115'1 
3 220 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

120 
28 

1 

73 

1 
11 

2 

1 

9 
6 

1 1111 

1 
1 

293 

98 
397 
260 
1153 
210 
1112 

360 
375 
582 

66 

37 
260 
170 

20 
3113 

116 
55 

3119 

81 
29 
11 
61 
110 

278 
511 
86 
22 

1117 
270 

70 
II 

22 
212 
313 
666 
1'13 

Capital ?utlay 

Equipment 

120 
28 

73 

1 
11 

2 

9 
6 

19 

1 
1 

293 

98 
369 
260 
1153 
210 
1112 

360 
375 
1177 

66 

37 
260 
1311 
20 

3113 
116 
55 

3118 

81 
29 
11 
61 
110 

277 
511 
86 
22 

1117 
270 

70 
II 

22 
212 
223 
393 
143 

Construc­
tion 

1 095 

28 

-
105 

90 
273 

Land 

-36 

1 

Intergovernmenta 1 expenditure 

Total 

38 
23 

33 
57 
59 

1 
21 

3 

1 

!f 
1 

25 
30 

To State To local 
govern- govern-
ments ments 

38 
23 

33 
57 
"9 

3 

II 
1 

10 

1 
21 

25 
30 
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Table 29. Police protection expenditure of 343 large county governments, by character and object, 

fiscal year 1.978-Continued 
(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expenditure 

Countyl Total 
Direct 
current 

Capital outlay 

WAsHINGTON I 
CLARK • • • • • • 
KING. • ~ • • « 
KITSAP •••••• 
PIERCE. • • • • • 
SNOHOMISH • • • • 
SPOKA~E • • , • • 
YAKIMA •••••• 

WEST VIRGINIA I 
CABItLL ••• 
KANAWHA • • 

WISCONSIN: 

1 960 
11 602 

1 357 
II 5.39 
:3 JII'I 
2 866 
1 113 

.317 
582 

Total 

1 9'16 
11 602 

1 357 
II 1193 
2 8911 
2 866 
1 113 

.317 
582 

1 8112 
11 097 

J 220 
II 11118 
2 59.3 
2 760 
1 0118 

.305 
519 

Total 

1011 
505 
1.37 

115 
.301 
106 

65 

12 
6.3 

',quipmcnt 

lOll 
1I87 
llll 

1I5 
301 
106 

65 

12 
63 

BROWN • • • • • • • ••• 2 001 2 000 1 8811 116 116 
DANE. • • • • • • ••• 3 236 3 201 2 988 213 213 
KENCSHA • • • • • • • • • • 1 7211 1 715 1 573 1'12 1112 
MARATHON. • • • • • ••• 1 130 1 130 1 019 111 111 
MILWAUKEE • • • • • ••• 5 253 5 253 5 160 9.3 93 
OUTAGAMIE • • • • • • • • • 991 991 899 92 92 
RACINE. • • • • • •• •• 2 096 2 087 1 979 106 108 

Construc­
tion 

18 
23 

Land 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

111 

116 
'ISO 

1 
.35 

9 

9 

To State To local 
govern- govern-
ments ments 

116 
1150 

1 
35 
9 

9 ROCK. • • • • • • • • • • 1 176 1 176 1 090 86 86 
WAUKESHA. • • • • • • • • • 2 637 2 626 2 510 116 113 3 _ 11 - 11 

~W~IN~N~E~B~~,~GO~'~'~'~'~'~~'~'~~L-__ .~1~0~1~6L-__ ~1~0~12~ ____ ~9~3~2~ ____ -=80~ ____ ~8~0-L _______ -L-____ ~-~ ______ 211L-____ ~-~-----! 
- RepresentiJ ze:-~ -;. ... rounds to zero. 
10ata are based ~~n a field compilation from records of each county government shown; see text for data limitations. 

c 
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Table 30 .. Police protection expenditure of 406 large city governments, by character and object, fiscal 
year 1978 

City' 

TOTAL •• . . . ..... 
ALABAMA: 

BIRMINGHAM • •• •••••••• 
GADSDEN. • • • • • •• •••• 
HUNTSVILLE • • • • • •• •••• 
MOBILE •••• II •••••••• 

MONTGOMERY • • • •• •••••• 
TUSCALOOSA • • • •• •••••• 

ALASKA: 
ANCHORAGE • ..... 

ARIZONA: 
GLENDALE , • • • • • • •• ••• 
MESA •••••••••••••• II 

PHOENIX. II........... 
SCOTTSDALE • • • • • • • • •• • 
TEMPE. • • • • • • •• • •••• 
TUCSON • •• •••••••••• 

ARKANSAS: 
FORT SMITH • • • • •• ••• 
LITTLE ROCK ••••••••• , 
NORTH LITTLE ROCK.. • ••• 
PINE BLUFF • • • • • • • • 

CALIFORNIA: 
ALAMEDA. , ••••••••••• 
ALHAM~RA •• ••••• •••• 
ANAHEIM. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BAKERSFIELD. •••••• • •• 
BELLFLOWER • • • • •• •••• 
BERKELEY • • • • • • •• •••• 
BUENA PARK • • • •• • • • • • 
BURBANK. • • • • • • • ~ • 0 • • • 

CARSON • • • •• •• ~ •• •• 
CHULA VISTA. • • • • •• •••• 
COMPTON •••••••••••••• 

CONCORD. • • • • •• •••••• 
CO~TA MESA • • • • • • • • • • • II 

DALY CITY. • • • • • • • •• • 
DOWNEY • c • • • •• •••• c • 
EL CAJON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
EL MONTE • • • • • • •• •••• 
FAIRFIELD. • •• • ••••••• 
FOUNTAIN VALLEY. • • •• • •• 
FREMONT •••••••••••••• 
FRESNO • • • •• •••••• • 
FULLERTON. • • • • ••• •• 
GARDEN GROVE • • • • • • • • • • 

GLENDALE • • • • • •• • ••• 
HAWTHORNE.. •••••••••• 
HAYWARD •••• " ••••••• 
HUNTINGTON BEACH • • • • • • • 
INGLEWOOD ••••••••••••• 
LAKEWOOD • • • • • •• ••••• 
LONG BEACH • • II • ~ •••••• 

LOS ANGELES. • •• ••••• • 
MODESTO •••• " ••••• • 
MOUNTAIN VIEW. • •• • ••••• 
NEWPORT BEACH. • • •••••• 
NORWALK. • • • • • • •• •••• 

OAKLAND. ~ • • • • • c • • • • • • 
OCEANSIDE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ONTARIO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ORANGE • • , • " ••••• • 
OXNARD • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PALO ALTO ••••••• ~ ••••• 
PASADENA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PICQ RIVERA. • • • • • • • • • • • 

POMONA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
REDONDO BEACH. • •• •• ••• 
REDWOOD CITY • • •• • •••• 
RICHMOND • •••••••••• 
RIVERSIDE. • • • • • •• • ••• 
SACRAMENTO • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SALINAS •••••• , •••••• 
SAN BERNARDINO ••••••••• 

SAN BUENA VENTURA • 
SAN DIEGO. • • • • 
SAN FRANCISCO. • • 
SAN JOSE • • • • • 
SAN LEANDRO. • • • 
SAN MATEO. • • • • • 
SANTA ANA. • • • • 
SANTA BAR~ARA. • • 

...... ... ... ..... ...... .. 
See footnote's at end of ta.ble. 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expenditure 

Total 
Total Direct 

current 

4 925 675 1I 896 970 q 734 756 

15 723 
1 283 
II 051 
6 758 
'I 990 
2 569 

9 790 

2 36'1 
3 914 

52 257 
3 182 
'I '1'17 

111 139 

1 1119 
'I 575 
! 92'1 
1 2!l8 

2 697 
2 '112 

12 232 
5 696 
.3 299 
5 925 
2 960 
II 529 
2 7B8 
2 917 
'I 897 

'I 272 
'I 506 
2 932 
3 IIB2 
2 605 
3 767 
1 995 
1 7B2 
II 6117 

11 535 
3 99'1 
3 7B2 

II 890 
2 '135 
'I 215 
6 959 
8 359 
1 886 

20 697 
2'10 6'17 

3 598 
2 '12'1 
'I 676 
2 827 

25 1169 
2 9Bl 
3 375 
II 005 
II 8'15 
3 596 
8 8'17 
1 526 

II '1911 
3 B76 
2 067 
6 347 
6 915 

15 726 
3 330 
7 315 

2 724 
29 263 
50 555 
27 117'1 

2 77'1 
2 951 

10 676 
3 !l39 

15 723 
1 283 
'I 051 
6 758 
'I 990 
2 569 

9 78'1 

2 36'1 
3 91'1 

52 257 
3 182 
LI 11117 

lL1 139 

1 '119 
'I 575 
1 9211 
1 2'73 

2 6:, i 
2 1103 

12 227 
5 696 
1 573 
5 925 
2 956 
11513 

2L19 
2 917 
II 889 

'I 272 
'I Lj98 
2 932 
3 301 
2 605 
3 61'1 
1 995 
1 775 
'I 6117 

11 529 
3 99'1 
3 765 

'I 878 
2 '127 
4 215 
6 9'13 
8 221 

320 
20 5117 

2110 603 
3 598 
2 42'1 
'I 6{>5 

25 469 
2 981 
3 332 
3 989 
LI 8110 
3 596 
8 660 

'I '19'1 
3 175 
2 067 
6 3q7 
6 915 

15 726 
3 230 
7 211 

2 711 
29 2'16 
50 555 
27 Ll7'1 

2 7711 
2 951 

10 639 
3 793 

1'1 133 
1 2119 
:3 752 
6 360 
'I 801 
2 3811 

9 7'17 

2 2'19 
3 5'13 

50 063 
3 137 
'I 16'1 

13 1158 

1 3'15 
'I 1159 
1 910 
1 162 

2 5B2 
2 33'1 

11 978 
5 553 

5 909 
2 5'10 
'I '1119 

2q9 
2 677 
II 757 

4 125 
II 1105 
2 870 
2 9'16 
2 522 
3 03'1 
1 979 
1 731 
4 1138 

10 '183 
3 827 
3 117'1 

'I 733 
2 322 
'I 16.3 
6 598 
8 180 

232 
20 022 

23'1 7311 
3 552 
2 109 
'I '1'16 

25 20.l 
2 855 
3 303 
3 9119 
II 2116 
3 510 
6 355 

'I 159 
3 127 
2 020 
6 162 
6 6117 

15 682 
3 133 
5 5111 

2 608 
28 651 
Ll9 1136 
27 386 

2 7'17 
2 871 

10 396 
3 707 

Total 

163 066 

1 590 
3'1 

299 
398 
189 
185 

37 

115 
371 

2 19'1 
'15 

283 
681 

711 
116 

1'1 
111 

115 
69 

2'19 
1'13 

1 573 
16 

'116 
6'1 

2110 
132 

1117 
93 
62 

355 
83 

580 
16 
'1'1 

209 
1 0'16 

167 
291 

1115 
105 

52 
3'15 

'11 
88 

525 
5 869 

116 
315 
219 

268 
126 

29 
'10 

59'1 
86 

305 

335 
'18 
'17 

185 
268 

11'1 
97 

1 670 

103 
595 

1 119 
88 
2.7 
80 

2113 
86 

Capital outlay 

Equipment 

106 403 

1 132 
311 

280 
22 

189 
171 

37 

115 
371 
336 

1I5 
283 
592 

711 
116 

111 

80 
69 

2112 
127 

1 573 
16 

285 
611 

97 
132 

138 
93 
1I1i 

355 
83 
92 
16 
1I1i 
27 

752 
165 
291 

1115 
105 

52 
311S 

1I1 
88 

3 269 
116 
67 

177 

203 
126 
29 
1I0 

176 
86 

259 

56 
1I8 
1I7 

185 
268 

411 
97 

355 

103 
595 
983 

88 
27 
77 

2113 
76 

Construc­
tion 

53 635· 

19 
376 

14 

1 858 

89 

111 

35 

7 
16 

131 

1113 

9 

18 

1I88 

182 
2911 

2 

525 
2 600 

248 
42 

60 

1I18 

10 

279 

1 315 

136 

3 

10 

Land 

3 0113 

1I58 

5 

36 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

28 705 

6 

15 

9 
5 

1 726 

'I 
16 

2 539 

8 

8 

181 

153 

7 

6 

17 

12 
8 

16 
138 

1 566 
150 

'1'1 

11 
2 827 

'13 
16 

5 

187 
1 526' 

701 

100 
10'1 

13 
17 

37 
'16 

To State To local 
govern- govern-
ments ments 

696 

6 

32 

28 009 

15 

9 
5 

1 726 

'I 
16 

2 539 

8 

8 

181 

153 

7 

6 

17 

12 
8 

16 
138 

1 566 
150 

12 

11 
2 627 

113 
16 
5 

167 
1 526 

701 

100 
10'1 

1..5 
17 

37 
116 

, 

.. 
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Table 30. Police protection expenditure of 406 large city governments, by character and object, fiscal 
year 1978-Continued 

City' 

CALIFORNIA--CONTINUED 
SANTA CLARA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA MONICA • • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA ROSA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SIMI VALLEY •• , ••••••••• 
SOUTH GATE ••••• '0' ••••• 
STOCKTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SUNNYVALE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
THOUSAND OAKS. • • • • • • • • • • 
TORRANCE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
VALLEJO, ••• 0 ••••••••• 

WEST COVINA. • • i • • • • • I • • 

WESTMINSTER. • • • • • • • •• • 
WHITTIER ............. . 

COLORADO: 
ARVADA • • • • • • 
AURORA • • • • • • 
BOULDER. 
COLORADO SPRINGS : 
DENVER • • • • • • 
FORT COLLINS • • • 
LAKEWOOD • • • • • 
PUEBLO • • • • • • 

CONNECTICUT: 

· ...... . · ...... . · ...... . · . . . . . . . · ...... . · , ..... . · ...... . · ...... . 
BRIDGEPORT • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BRISTOL. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DANBURY, ••••••••••••• 
HARTFoRD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MERIDEN •••••••••••••• 
MILFORD •••••••••••••• 
NEW BRITAIN. • • • • • • • • • • • 
NEW HAV~N. • e I •• •••••• 

NORWALK •••••••••••••• 
STAMFORD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WATERBURY ••••••••••••• 
WEST HAVEN • • • • • • • • • • • • 

DELAWARE I 
WILMINGTON •• II •• · . . . . . . 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA I 
WASHINGTON • • • • • · ..... . 

"LORIDA: 
CLEARWATER • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FORT LAUDERDALE •••••••••• 
GAINESVILLE •••••••••••• 
HIALEAH. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HOLLYWOOD ••••••••••••• 
JACKSONVILLE • • • • • • • • • • • 
MIAMI ••••••••••••••• 
MIAMI BEACH. • • • • • • • • • • • 
ORLANDO •••••••••••••• 
PENSACOLA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. PETERSBURG •••••••••• 
TALLAHASSEE. • •• ••••••• 
TAMPA ••••••••••••••• 
WEST PALM BEACH. • • • • • • • • • 

GEORGIAI 
ALBANy • • • • • • • • • • • • • c 

ATLANTA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
AUGUSTA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
COLUMBUS • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MACON ••••••••••••••• 
SAVANNAH • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

HAWAIII 
HONOLULU • . . . . . · ..... . 

IDAHOI 
BOISE CITY .... 

ILLINOIS I 
ARLINGTON HEIGHTS. 
AURORA • • • • • • 
BERWYN • • • • • • 
CHAMPAIGN. • • • • 
CHICAGO. • • • • • 
CICERO • • • • • • 
DECATUR •••••• 
DES PLAINES. • • • 
EAST ST. LOUIS •• 
ELGIN. • • • • • • 

· ...... . 
· ...... . · ..... . 

• •••• 0 • · . . . . . . 
• • (I ••••• · ...... . · ...... . · ...... . · ...... . · ...... . 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

'I 1'17 
5 085 
3 126 
2 070 
2 5'11 
7 2'11 
3 655 
1 783 
6 '1'10 
3 131 
3 191 
2 686 
3 05'1 

2 275 
'I 6'11 
2 688 
7 093 

'10 192 
1 '100 
5 802 
'I '107 

7 898 
2 270 
2 221 

11 166 
1 798 
2 7'17 
2 872 
7 8'13 
2 671 
5 530 
7 '176 
1 930 

6 916 

98 895 

3 786 
11 552 

3 511 
5 656 
7 126 

20 066 
21 723 

6 567 
8 78'1 
2 823 

15 7'11 
3 050 

15 285 
3 556 

2 713 
2'1 89:? 

2 372 
5 7'10 
3 750 
'I 097 

3 279 

2 '173 
II 979 
1 281 
2 187 

325 976 
2 050 
2 317 
2 215 
2 612 
2 168 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

'I 1'17 
5 056 
3 126 
2 070 
2 5'11 
7 2'11 
3 655 

7'1 
6 tl18 
3 131 
3 177 
2 652 
3 0112 

2 275 
II 6'11 
2 688 
7 093 

'10 192 
1 '100 
5 802 
'I '107 

7 898 
2 270 
2 212 

11 166 
1 798 
2 7'17 
2 872 
7 8'13 
2 671 
5 510 
7 '170 
1 930 

6 916 

98 895 

3 786 
11 552 
3 507 
5 656 
7 126 

20 066 
21 723 

6 567 
8 78'1 
2 823 

15 7111 
3 050 

15 285 
3 556 

2713 
211 892 

2 367 
5 7110 
3 733 
II 097 

112 1121 

3 279 

2 1168 
II 967 
1 281 
2 163 

325 976 
2 050 
2 302 
2 215 
2 611 
2 162 

Direct 
current 

3 9911 
'I 973 
2 508 
1 983 
2 1176 
7 179 
3 626 

70 
5713 
2 985 
2 9112 
2 618 
2 951 

2 090 
II 582 
2 580 
6 711 

35 2211 
1 366 
5 758 
'I 08'1 

7 860 
1 820 
2 131 
9 527 
1 761 
2 170 
2 775 
7 7118 
2 621 
5 2111 
5 1112 
1 906 

6 8117 

97 1118 

3 732 
11 1/20 
3 3811 
5 563 
7 060 

20 01/5 
21 569 

6 551/ 
8 625 
2 621 

12 '109 
2 926 

IIj 571 
3 1108 

2 5611 
23 909 

2 193 
5 531j 
3 295 
Ij 066 

1/2 109 

2 962 

2 261 
3 578 
1 281 
2 050 

322 618 
1 9'11 
2 223 
2 131/ 
2 51j2 
2 01j6 

Total 

153 
63 

618 
87 
65 
62 
29 

Ij 
705 
1116 
235 

3'1 
91 

185 
59 

108 
382 

Ij 966 
31j 
Ijlj 

323 

38 
1j50 

81 
1 639 

37 
577 

97 
95 
50 

269 
2 328 

211 

69 

1 71j7 

5'1 
132 
123 

93 
66 
21 

151j 
13 

159 
202 

3 332 
121j 
71'1 
Ilj8 

1'19 
963 
171j 
206 
'138 

31 

312 

317 

207 
1 389 

113 
3 358 

109 
79 
81 
69 

116 

Capital outlay 

Equipment 

110 
83 

186 
87 
65 
55 
29 

II 
501 
106 
235 

311 
55 

185 
59 

108 
382 

28 
311 
1111 

323 

38 
59 
81 
92 
37 
15 
97 
95 
50 

2112 
1115 

211 

59 

1 5117 

511 
132 
99 
52 
66 
19 
65 
13 

158 
202 
553 
1211 
7111 
130 

1119 
932 
1711 
206 
275 

31 

300 

317 

511 
18 

113 
3 358 

10 
79 
56 
69 

116 

Construc­
tion 

113 

1115 

7 

2011 
110 

36 

391 

1 5117 

562 

27 
2 183 

10 

200 

211 
III 

2 
89 

2 779 

18 

51 

163 

12 

153 
1 371 

99 

25 

Land 

287 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

29 

1 709 
22 

11/ 
3'1 
12 

9 

20 
6 

5 

17 

5 
12 

21j 

15 

1 
6 

To State To local 
govern- govern-
ments ments 

9 

20 
6 

5 
8 

15 

1 
6 

29 

1 709 
22 

5 

17 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
j 

I 
I 
1 

I 
1 
I , 
1 
,I 

~ 

c 
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Table 30. Police protection expenditure of 406 large city governments, by character and object, fiscal 
year 1978-Continued 

City' 

ILLINOIS--CONTINUED 
EVANSTON • • • • • 
JOLIET • • • • • • 
oAK LAWN • • • • • 
OAK PARK • • • • • • • 
PEORIA ••••••• 
ROCKFORD • • • • • 
ROCK ISLAND. • • • 
SKOKIE • • • • • • • • 
SPRINGFIELD. • • • • 
WAUKE~AN • • • • • 

INDIANAI 

· .~. . 
· .. · . . 

. . . 

· .. · .. 
· .. · .. 

ANDERSON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
EVANSVILLE •••••••••••• 
FORT WAYNE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GARY • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMMOND •••••••••••••• 
INDIANAPOLIS • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNCIE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
KOKOMO •••••••••••••• 
SOUTH BEND • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TERRE HAUTE. • • • • • • • • • • • 

IOWAI 
CEDAR RAPIDS • • •• • •••• 
COUNCIL BLUFFS • • • • • • • • • • 
OAVENPORT ••••••••••••• 
DES MOINES • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DUBUQUE ••••••••••••• ~, 
SIOUX CITY • • • •• •••••• 
WATERLOO • • • • • • • • • • • • 

KANSAS I 
KANSAS CITY •••• 
LAWRENCE 
OVERLAND PARK: : : 
TOPEKA • • • • • • 
WICHITA. • • • • • 

KENTUCKY I 

• •• 11 •••• · ...... . 
• •• tI ••• 

, •• t •••• · ...... . 
COVINGTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LEXINGTON ••••••••••••• 
LOUISVILLE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OWENSBORO ••••• 

LOUISIANAI 
aATON ROUGE •• " ••••••• 
LAFAYETTE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAKE CHARLES • • • • • • • • • • • 
MONROE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NEW ORLEANS. • • • • • • • • • • • 
SHREVEPORT • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MAINEI 
pORTLAND • ............ 

MARYLAND I 
BAL TIMORE •• 

MASSACHUSETTS I 
BOSTON • • • • • • 
BROCKTON • • • • • 
CAMBRIDGE. • • • • 
CHICOPEE • • • • • 
FALL RIVER • • • • 
HOLYOKE •••••• 
LAWRENCE • • • • • 
LOWELL • • • • • • 
LYNN ••••••• 

· ...... . · ...... . · ...... . · ....... . · ...... . · ...... . 
· ...... . · ...... . 

MALDEN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MEDFORD. • • • • • • • • •• •• 
NEW BEDFORD. • • • • • • • • • • • 
NEWTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PITTSFIELD • • • • • • • • • • • • 
QUINCy • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SOMERVILLE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SPRINGFIELD. • • • • • • • • • • • 
WALTHAM. • • • • • • • • •• •• 
WORCESTER •••• 0 •••••••• 

MIcHIGANI 
ANN ARBOR. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DEARBORN • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DEARBORN HEIGHTS • • • • • • • • • 
DETROIT. II •••••••••••• 

EAST LANSING • • • • • • • • • • • 
See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

3 728 
3 852 
2 159 
3 572 
6 877 
5 130 
1 831 
2 717 
3 389 
2 835 

2 162 
II 666 
5 550 
5 738 
3 237 

35 152 
1 859 
1 912 
'I 338 
1 636 

3 309 
2 1167 
2 '17l 
7 051 
1 569 
2 5116 
2 653 

6 118 
1 328 
2 768 
Ij 799 
8 1170 

2 279 
8 721 

19 055 
1 618 

12 776 
1 930 
1 601j 
1 523 

29 '102 
6 288 

2 891 

68 1j3'1 

60 830 
5 '123 
7 637 
2 1j33 
5 161j 
2 073 
2 975 
3 681 
II 716 

2 369 
:; 220 
6 160 
6 039 
2 018 
6 '156 
2 962 
7 '135 
3 330 
9 0'10 

Ij 359 
5 1'10 
2 937 

llj7 731j 
1 269 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct exp..;.nditure 

Total 

3 728 
3 852 
2 150 
3 572 
6 868 
5 130 
1 831 
2 717 
3 389 
2 827 

2 162 
Ij 666 
5 550 
5 788 
3 237 

35 070 
1 859 
1 912 
II 338 
1 636 

3 306 
2 326 
2 1j7l 
7 051 
1 569 
2 51j6 
2 653 

6 118 
1 328 
2 768 
'I 799 
8 '170 

2 279 
8 721 

19 055 
1 618 

12 776 
1 929 
1 602 
1 523 

28 686 
6 288 

2 891 

68 'I31j 

60 830 
5 '123 
7 637 
2 '133 
5 16'1 
2 073 
2 975 
3 678 
Ij 716 

2 369 
3 202 
6 160 
6 039 
2 018 
6 '156 
2 962 
7 1j35 
3 330 
9 0'10 

Ij 359 
5 1'10 
2 937 

1'17 61j8 
1 269 

Direct 
current 

3 673 
3 758 
2 077 
3 386 
6 727 
5 095 
1 823 
2 656 
3 235 
2 762 

2 121 
Ij 629 
5 1103 
5 '.78 
3 150 

30 860 
1 731j 
1 820 
II 157 
1 559 

2 929 
2 063 
2 3111 
7 012 
1 '189 
2 1j56 
2 592 

5 7'19 
1 265 
2 516 
'I 625 
8 339 

2 1311 
7 908 

17 921j 
1 5'~0 

11 j'81j 
1 7'i2 
1 '177 
1 1j88 

25 998 
5 826 

2 770 

67 898 

59 203 
5 '123 

. 7 536 
2 357 
5 061j 
1 995 
2 925 
3 631 
II 6116 

2 333 
3 15'1 
6 080 
5 151j 
1 939 
6 305 
2 906 
7 3'10 
:; 299 
8 763 

II 337 
5 13;5 
2 803 

1113 115 
1 208 

Total 

55 
91j 
73 

186 
Iljl 
35 

8 
61 

151j 
65 

Ijl 
37 

Ilj7 
310 

87 
'I 210 

125 
92 

181 
77 

377 
263 
130 

39 
80 
90 
61 

369 
63 

252 
17'1 
131 

ltI5 
813 

1 131 
78 

992 
187 
125 

35 
2 688 

'162 

121 

536 

1 627 

101 
76 

100 
78 
50 
117 
70 

36 
1j8 
80 

865 
79 

151 
56 
95 
31 

277 

2" 
7 

1311 
'I 533 

61 

Capital outlay 

Equipment 

112 
90 
73 

186 
89 
35 

8 
61 

1511 
65 

111 
37 

1117 
310 
87 

II 210 
125 

92 
181 

77 

272 
2118 
117 

39 
80 
79 
61 

369 
63 

252 
161 
131 

1115 
813 

1 098 
711 

992 
185 

92 
35 

1 289 
5 

121 

1196 

1 622 

101 
51 

100 
78 
50 
117 
70 

36 
118 
80 

885 
79 

151 
56 
95 
31 

277 

21 
7 

1311 
1 702 

58 

Construc­
tl.on 

13 
II 

52 

105 
15 
13 

11 

JJ 
II 

2 

1 399 
1157 

110 

5 

25 

1 

2 792 
3 

Land 

33 

39 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

9 

9 

8 

82 

3 
I'll 

1 
2 

716 

3 

18 

86 

To State To local 
govern- govern-

ments ments 

9 

9 

82 

2 

1 

31j5 

3 

8 

1 
ltIl 

2 

371 

18 

86 

, 



216 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 30. Police protection expenditure of 406 large city governments, by character and object, fiscal 
year 1978--Continued 

City' 

MICHIGAN--CONTINUED 
FARMINGTON HILLS • • • • • • • • • 
FLINT ••••••• 
GRAND RAPIDS. • 
KALAMAZOO •••••• 
LANSING. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LINCOLN PARK • • • • • • • • • 
LIVONIA.. •••••••••• 
PONTIAC. •••••••••••• 
ROSEVILLE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 

ROYAL OAK ••••• , • • ••• 
SAGINAW. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SOUTHFIELD • • • • $ • •• .., 

sT. CLAIR SHORES ••••••• 
sTERLING HEIGHTS •• •••••• 
TAYLOR • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TROY ••••••••••••••• 
WARREN • • • • • • •• •••• 
wESTLAND •••••••• ••• 
WYOMING. • • • • • • •• •••• 

MINNESOTA: 
BLOOMINGTON. 
DULUTH • • • 
MINNEAPOLIS. 
ROCHESTER •• 
sT. PAUL •• 

........... 
MISSISSIPPI: 

BILOXI ••••• 
JACKSON •••••• 

...... . . .. 
MISSOURI{ 

COLUMBIA , • • • • • •• •• 
FLORISSANT • • • • 
INDEPENDENCE • • • 
KANSAS CITY.. ., 
sT. JOSEPH ••••••••• 
ST. LOUIS ••••• 
sPRINGFIELD. " 

MONTANA: 
BILLINGS , • 
GREAT FALLS, ....... 

NEBRASKA: 
LINCOLN, 
oMAHA, , ............. 

NEVADA: 
LAS VEGAS •• 
RENO , •• 

. , . 
, . 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
MANCHESTER • 
NASHUA ••• . . . . . . " . 

NEW JERSEY: 
BAYONNE. • • • • • •• ••••• 
BLOOMFIELD • • • • • • • • • • • • 
cAMDEN • • • • • • • • • •• •• 
cLIFTON. • • • • • • • • • • • 
EAST ORANGE ••••••••••• 
ELIZABETH.. • '" •• , 
IRVINGTON. • • " ••••••• 

JERSEy CITY •••• 
NEWARK. •••• ••• 
pASSAIC •••• ~ ••• 
pATERSON • • • • • 
TRENTON •• • • • • • 
UNION CITY • • • • 
vINELAND • • • • • 

NEW MEXICO I 
ALBUQUERQUE. 

NEW YORK: 
ALBANy • ,. ., 
BINGHAMTON • • • , 
BUFFALO. • • • • • 
MOUNT VERNON • • • 
NEW ROCHELLE • • • 
NEW YORK CITY. , , 

........ ........ 
•• 1 

See footnotes at end of table. 

.... " 

Total 

1 963 
10 876 

7 978 
3 702 
6 857 
1 831 
3 576 
6 708 
2 392 

2 7~9 
7 116 
6 122 
3~13 
~ .356 
3 107 
3 515 
6 739 
2 868 
2 52~ 

2 320 
3 257 

20 8~9 
1 721 

15 ~06 

1 102 
:5 728 

1 920 
1 387 
3 289 

31 797 
2092 

~5 152 
3 11112 

2 H6 
1 632 

~ 999 
12 075 

12 1186 
6 ~15 

3 526 
3 661 

3 2119 
2 ~60 
9 78~ 
3 396 
~ 33~ 
6 603 
2 659 

25 079 
29 191 
3 106 
8 ~52 
8 063 
2 88~ 
2 038 

12 693 

6 3lj7 
2 586 

2~ 662 
3 818 
~ 353 

122 016 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

1 956 
10 857 

7 978 
3 702 
6 85~ 
1 831 
3 576 
6 708 
2 392 

2 H9 
7 IH 
6 100 
3 ~O~ 
~ 356 
3 10~ 
3 515 
6 729 
2 868 
2 52~ 

2 320 
3 257 

20 8119 
1 700 

15 1106 

1 102 
5 728 

1 920 
1 387 
3 289 

31 797 
2 092 

~5 152 
.3 ~~2 

2 1~6 
1 609 

~ 999 
12 075 

lj20 
6 389 

3 526 
3 661 

3 2~9 
2 '160 
9 78~ 
3 396 
~ 3311 
6 603 
2 659 

25 079 
29 191 

3 106 
8 ~52 
8 063 
2 88~ 
2 038 

12 693 

6 3117 
2 586 

2'1 662 
3 818 
~ 353 

1 122 016 

Direct 
current 

1 82~ 
10 7~1 

7 9113 
3 5111 
6 258 
1 77~ 
3 5~3 
6 689 
2 327 

2 7'13 
5 161 
'I 303 
3 2116 
~ 139 
2 985 
2 667 
6 539 
2 850 
2 '128 

2 31~ 
3 128 

20 600 
1 651 

13 1115 

999 
5 596 

1 618 
1 37B 
3 136 

30 731 
2 005 

~'I 501 
3 320 

2 126 
1 '156 

~ 978 
11 386 

~20 
5 9~2 

2 883 
2 321 

3 203 
2 '122 
8 151 
3 396 
'I 263 
6 568 
2 561 

2'1 812 
28 78'1 

2 998 
8 31111 
7 923 
2 8811 
1 917 

11 1196 

6 1118 
2 515 

2'1 6211 
3 787 
'I 286 

1 115 100 

Tot.l 

132 
116 
35 

161 
596 

57 
33 
19 
65 

6 
1 95) 
1 797 

158 
217 
119 
8118 
190 

18 
96 

6 
129 

119 
'19 

1 991 

103 
132 ' 

102 
9 

153 
1 066 

87 
651 
122 

20 
153 

21 
689 

6L13 
1 3110 

'16 
36 

1 633 

71 
35 
96 

267 
'107 
108 
108 
1'10 

121 

1 197 

199 
71 
38 
31 
67 

6 916 

Capital outlay 

Equipment 

U2 
111 

35 
161 
23~ 

57 
25 
16 
62 

6 
152 
105 
158 
217 
119 
~2 

137 
5 

96 

6 
129 
~9 
~9 

1 031 

101 
132 

102 
9 

153 
5'14 

87 
651 
122 

20 
153 

21 
689 

275 

39 
78 

46 
38 

71 
35 
98 

267 
407 
108 
108 
140 

68 

1 IB6 

99 
71 
21 
31 
67 

5 256 

Construc­
tion 

362 

8 
3 
3 

1 801 
1 692 

806 
53 
13 

960 

51 

172 

6011 
1 262 

15 

1 633 

53 

100 

17 

1 660 

Land 

5 

-117l 

11 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

7 
19 

3 

2 
22 

9 

3 

10 

21 

23 

12 066 
26 

To State 
govern­
ments 

2 

9 

To local 
govern­

ments 

7 
19 

22 
9 

3 

10 

21 

23 

12 066 
17 

I 
I 
f 
I 
1--

c 
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Table 30. Police protection expenditure of 406 large cit,y governments, by character and object, fiscal 
year 1978-Continued 

City' 

NEW YORK--CONTINUED 
NIAGARA FALLS, •• ,...... 
ROCHESTER ••••••••••••• 
ROME • • • • • • 0 • • • • • • • • 

SCHENECTADY •• • • • , , • • • • 
SYRACUSE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TROY •••••• " •••••••• 
UTICA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WHITE PLAINS • • • • • • • , • • • 
VONKERS ••••••••••• ~ •• 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
ASHEVILLE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHARLOTTE ••••••••••••• 
DURHAM • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FAYETTEVILLE • , • • • , • • • • , 
G~EENSBORO • • • •• •••••• 
HIGH POINT • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RALEIGH. • • • • •• • ••••• 
WILMINGTON • • • •• •••••• 
WINSTON-SALEM.. ."..,.. 

NORTH DAKOTA: 
FARGO. ..,. 

OHIOI 
AKRON. • • • • • • • •• •••• 
CANTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CINCINNATI • , , • • • • • • • , , 
CLEVEL.AND. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CLEVELAND HEIGHTS. • • , • • • • , 
COLUMBUS • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DAYTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ELYRIA •••••••••••••• 
EUCLID •••••••••••••• 
HAMILTON ••••••••••••• 

KETTERING. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAKEWOOD • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LIMA. • • • • • •• • ••••• 
LORAIN • , • • • • • • • , • • • 
MANSFIELD ••••••••••••• 
PARMA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • ~ 
SPRINGFIELD •••••••••••• 
TOLEDO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WARREN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
yOUNGSTOWN • • • ., ,... • 

OKLAHOMA: 
LAWTON •• ••••••••••• 
MIDWEST. • • • •• • •••••• 
NORMAN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OKLAHOMA CITY ••• , •• , •••• 
TULSA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

OREGON: 
EUGENE • 
PORTUND 
SALEI1, • 

...... 
PENNSYLVANIA: 

ALLENTOWN. • • " ......, 
ALTOONA ••••• q •••••••• 

BETHLEHEM. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHESTER. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ERIE ••• " ••••••••••• 
HARRISBURG , • • • • • • • • • • • 
LANCASTER. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PHILADELPHIA • • • • • • , , • • • 
PITTSBURGH • • • • • • • • • • • • 
READING. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SCRANTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WILKES-BARRE • • • • • • • • , , • 
YORK • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

KtiODE ISLAND: 
CRANSTON • • • • • , 
PAWTUCKET ••••• , , 
PROVIDENCE • • • • • • 
WARWICK. • • • • • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINA I 
CHARLESTON • • • • • , • • • • 
COLUMBIA • • • • • • • • • D • 

GREENVILLE • • • • • , • • • • 
NORTH CHARLESTON • • • • , , • 

See footnotes at end of table • 

rotal 

3 299 
15 8~0 
~ 02'1 
3 53'1 
9 698 
2311 
2 817 
'I 506 

10 878 

2 265 
12 155 
6 170 
2 677 
7 891 
2 '193 
6 793 
2 060 
8 230 

1 865 

7 661 
'I 299 

23 968 
51 95~ 

1 92~ 
29 505 
12 '128 

1 201 
2 1165 
2 055 

1 668 
1 567 
1 758 
1 7811 
1 Bll 
1 995 
2 699 

15 932 
1 796 
5 098 

2 1138 
1 567 
2 012 

111 506 
12 039 

3 83'1 
21 710 

3 52'1 

3 1106 
1 572 
2 50'1 
2 688 
3 751 
2 819 
1 99'1 

182 56'1 
23 835 
3 1'12 
2 971 
1 777 
2 260 

2 809 
2 726 
9 282 
II 333 

3 515 
3 697 
2 392 
1 511 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expenditure 

Tot.l 

3 299 
15 840 

1 02'1 
3 53'1 
9 698 
2 311 
2 817 
4 506 

10 878 

2 250 
12 155 
6 170 
:! 657 
7 883 
2 '190 
6 596 
2 060 
8 230 

1 865 

7 661 
~ 299 

23 968 
51 95~ 

1 92~ 
29 505 
12 '128 

1 201 
2 1165 
2 055 

1 668 
1 567 
1 758 
1 765 
1 811 
1 995 
2 699 

15 932 
1 796 
5 098 

2 1138 
1 567 
2 012 

1l! 506 
12 033 

J 83'1 
21 710 

3 52~ 

3 '106 
1 572 
2 50'1 
2 688 
3 751 
2 819 
1 9911 

182 5611 
23 835 

3 1'12 
2971 
1 777 
2 260 

2 809 
2 726 
9 282 
II 333 

3 1195 
3 669 
2 392 
1 1198 

Direct 
current 

3 2911 
15 32'1 

992 
3 1186 
9 1108 
2 185 
2 728 
II '102 

10 732 

2 018 
11 66'1 
5 818 
2 1155 
7 29'1 
2 277 
6 33'1 
1 975 
7 890 

1 815 

7 321 
4 295 

23 569 
38 766 

1 885 
28 tl05 
11 936 

1 199 
2 287 
1 9811 

1 6111 
1 528 
1 750 
1 7211 
1 703 
1 883 
2 567 

15 tl25 
1 773 
II 819 

2 309 
1 506 
1 658 

13 619 
11 579 

3 66'1 
21 639 

3 1177 

3 281 
1 572 
2 1I0~ 
2 673 
3 675 
2 719 
1 9~0 

179 191 
23 79'1 

2 869 
2 77~ 
1 681 
2 2115 

2 718 
2 663 
9 250 
II 202 

3 197 
3 660 
2 2311 
1 3'18 

Total 

5 
516 

32 
118 

290 
126 

89 
~O'l 
1'16 

232 
'191 
352 
202 
589 
213 
262 

85 
3'10 

50 

3110 
~ 

399 
13 188 

39 
1 100 

1192 
2 

178 
71 

5~ 
39 

8 
'11 

108 
112 
132 
507 

23 
279 

129 
61 

3511 
887 
'15'1 

170 
71 
~7 

125 

100 
15 
76 

100 
5'1 

3373 
~1 

273 
197 

96 
15 

91 
63 
32 

131 

296 
9 

158 
150 

Capital outlay 

EqUipment 

5 
516 

32 
48 

290 
86 
89 

lOll 
146 

232 
396 
318 
188 
589 
213 
262 

71 
340 

50 

3110 
q 

399 
10 270 

39 
386 
167 

2 
178 

71 

54 
39 

8 
1I1 

108 
112 
132 
117 

23 
190 

129 
61 

354 
887 
454 

170 
71 
47 

125 

100 
15 
76 

100 
54 

1 155 

273 
197 

74 
15 

72 
63 
32 

131 

296 
9 

155· 
149· 

Construc­
tion 

40 

95 
34 
14 

111 

2 918 

7l~ 
325 

390 

89 

2 218 
41 

17 

19 

3 
1 

Land 

5 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Tot.l 

15 

20 
8 
3 

197 

19 

6 

20 
28 

13 

To State To local 
govern- govern-
ments ments 

19 

20 
28 

13 

15 

20 
8 
3 

197 

6 
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Table 30.: Police protection expenditure of 4()~ large city gover!1ments, by character and object, fisCal 
year 197$-C9ntinued 

- SOUTH DAKOTA I 
SIOUX FALLS. 

TENNESSEE: 

City' 

... · ...... . 
CHATTANOOGA •••••• 
CLARKSVILLE. • • • • • 
KNOXVILLE. • • • • • • 
MEMPHIS. • • • • • • • 
NASHVILLE-DAVIDSON • • 

· .... . · .... . · .... . 
TEXAS: 

ABILENE. • • • •• • •••••• 
AMARILLO • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ARLINGTON ••••••••••••• 
AUSTIN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BEAUMoNT • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BROWNSVILLE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
CORPUS CHRISTI • • • • • • • • • • 
DALLAS • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
EL PASO. • • • • •• • •••• 

FORT WORTH • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GALVESTON. • • • •• • ••••• 
GARLAND, • • • • • •• • •••• 
GRAND PRAIRIE. • • • • • • • • • • 
HOUSTON. • • • • • • • • • • • 
IRVING • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAREDO • • • • • ., •••••• 
LONGVIEW • • • • • •• ••••• 
LUBBOCK •••••••••••••• 

MESQUITE . . " ~ . . . . . . . . 
MIDLAND. • • • • e , • • • • • • • 
ODESSA • ~ • ~ ~ • ~ • • • • • • • 
pASADENA • • 0 • • c • • • • • • • 

PORT ARTHUR. • • • • • » • • • • • 
RICHARDSON • • Q • • • • • • • • • 

SAN ANGELO • I • • ) • • 0 • • • • 

SAN ANTONIO. • • , • • • • • • • • 
TYLER ••••••• ~ G •••••• 

WACO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WICHITA FAt.I.S ••••••••••• 

UTAH: 
OGDEN. e ••••• ~ •• ~ •••• 
PROVO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SALT LAK~ CITY •••••••••• 

VIRGINIA: 
ALEXANDRIA • • • ., •••••• 
CHESAPEAKE • • • • • •• •••• 
HAMPTON •••••••••••••• 
LYNCHBURG ••••••••••••• 
NEWPORT NEWS • • • • • • • • • • • 
NORFOLK. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PORTSMOUTH • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RICHMOND • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ROANOKE •••••••••••••• 
VIRGINIA BEACH • • • • • • • • • • 

WASHINGTON: 
BELLEVUE • • • • • 
EVERETT •••••• 
SEATTLE •••••• 
SPOKANE. • • • • • 
TACOMA ••••• 

WEST VIRGINIA I 

· . . . . . . . · ...... . 
· ...... . · ...... . 

CHARLESTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HUNTINGTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 

WISCONSIN: 
APPLETON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GREEN BAV. • • • •• • ••••• 
KENOSHA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LA CROSSE. • • • • •• • •••• 
MADISON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MILWAUKEE •• 0 •••••••••• 

OSHKOSH. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RACINE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WAUWATOSA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WEST ALLIS • • • • • • • • • • • • 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 

Total 

2 L193 

8 115 
1 216 
6 685 

32 252 
21 613 

2 0'15 
LI 35L1 
3377 

11 853 
3 913 
1 730 
8 801 

52 009 
12 262 

17 76L1 
2 525 
3 137 
1 359 

68 173 
2 767 
l 151 
1 379 
5 'lLll 

1 Sal 

1 980 
2 010 
3 23B 
1 819 
1 566 
1 796 

28 806 
1 511 
3 128 
2 150 

3 395 
1 203 

12 286 

5 L180 
3 555 
6 612 
2 7117 
Il 0115 

10 969 
Il 021 

10 628 
2 901 
7 1112 

2 398 
2 377 

29 806 
6 231l 
6 805 

2 827 
2 L191l 

1 663 
2 8119 
2 857 
1 1105 
7 795 

'15 1192 
1 506 
Il 511l 
2 056 
3 081 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Total 

2 1193 

8 115 
1 216 
6 685 

32 252 
21 613 

2 01111 
II 3511 
3 377 

11 853 
3 913 
1 730 
8 780 

52 009 
l~ 262 

17 :'61l 
2 525 
3 137 
1 359 

68 173 
2 767 
1 151 
1 378 
5 1l1l1 

1 661 

1 980 
2 010 
3 238 
1 819 
1 566 
1 796 

26 606 
1 511 
J 128 
2 150 

J 395 
1 203 

12 266 

5 1180 
3 555 
6 612 
2 7117 
II 0115 

10 969 
II 021 

10 628 
2 901 
7 1112 

2 398 
2 2115 

29 791 
5 972 
6 361 

2 9,271 
2 '1911 

1 663 
2 6119 
2 657 
1 1105 
7 795 

115 1192 
1 506 
II 51'1 
2 056 
3 081 

Direct 
current 

2 1112 

7 5115 
1 156 
6 596 

30 276 
20 1133 

1 953 
Il 2911 
J 233 

11 1191/ 
3 1105 
1 1I1l0 
8 5113 

51 556 
11 502 

17 629 
2 307 
2 996 
1 2911 

59 918 
2 112 
1 0112 
1 139 
II 153 

1 681 

1 970 
1 9119 
3 IJII 
1 657 
1 tj71 
1 628 

27 1125 
1 ,,97 
3 073 
1 890 

3 052 
1 07" 

11 918 

5 213 
3 300 
3 638 
2 720 
3 8"9 

10 595 
3 9111 

10 621 
2 889 
7 267 

2 289 
2 161 

29 562 
5 917 
6 333 

2 808 
2 1173 

1 619 
2 836 
2 736 
1 J53 
7 553 

lIll 778 
1 1166 
II 1103 
2 01111 
2 979 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

81 

570 
60 
87 

1 976 
1 160 

91 
60 

11l1l 
,359 
50B 
290 
237 
1151 
760 

135 
218 
I'll 

65 
8 255 

"03 
109 
239 

1 288 

200 

10 
61 

lOll 
162 
95 

168 
1 381 

11l 
55 

260 

3,,3 
129 
368 

267 
255 

2 9711 
27 

196 
3711 
107 

7 
12 

1'15 

109 
611 

229 
55 
26 

19 
21 

1111 
13 

121 
52 

2112 
71" 

38 
111 

12 
102 

Capital outlay 

Equipment 

81 

lI91 
60 
87 

1 018 
1 174 

Construc­
tion 

79 

699 
6 

59 32 
60 -

1l1l1 -
129 230 
508 -
89 -

237 -
L151 -
760 -

135 -
1112 76 
1111 -

65 -
6 202 1 170 

285 -
109 -
91 1118 

1 210 -

200 

10 
61 

10" 
155 

95 
165 

1 377 
111 
55 

111 

3113 
129 

267 
236 
115 

27 
196 
336 
107 

7 
12 

110 

109 
67 

199 
54 
28 

19 
21 

lIlI 
13 

121 
52 

2112 
7111 

38 
111 

12 
116 

7 

368 

19 
2 859 

38 

35 

17 
30 

1 

56 

Land 

259 

201 

883 
118 

78 

3 

IOata are based em a field compilation from records of each city government shown; see text for data limitations. 

Intergovernmenta 1 expenditure 

Total 

1 

21 

132 
15 

262 
111111 

To State To local 
govern- govern-

ments ments 

21 

132 
15 

262 
Ill/II 

, 
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FIGURE 22. 

Percent distribution of judicial direct expenditure, by 
state and type of government, Fiscal Year 1978 

o 20 40 ,60 80 100 

Total, U.S. 
I==::::::::.:~==::;===:=:::~ 

Alabama 
~======~====~ 

Alaska 

Arizona 

Arkansas' 

California 
j::::=:::========:=:::;:::;::::::!:j 

Colorado 

Connecticut 

Delaware 

D.C. 

Florida 

Georgia 

I==~===========~~ 
Hawaii 

Idaho 

Illinois 
~:::::;=::~======:;::=~ 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Kansas 

Kentucky 
I====;::======;;;:;;~;::J 

Louisiana 

Maine 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 
~--~~--~----~----~--~ 

o 20 40 60 80 100 

o 20 
I 

Missouri I 
Montana I 
Nebraska 

Nevada [, 
New Hampshire I c 

New Jersey I 
New Mexico 

New York 

North Carolina 

North Dakota I 
Ohio I 

Oklahoma 

Oregon I 
Pennsylvania I 
Rhode Island 

South Carolina I 
South Dakota 

Tennessee I. 
Texas II 
Utah I: 

Vermont 

Virginia 

Washington I, 

West Virginia 

Wisconsin J 
Wyoming 

I 
o 20 

§ States 
Counties 

. Municipalities 

40 60 80 100 
I I I 

I Q'.' 

I 
I I 

I 
I 

r 
I I 
'/ I 

I I 
,. 111 

" r 
I I 

I 
-r 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I \) 

" I 
1 1 

I I, 
I 

1 -r 
r 

I f 
I I I 

40 60 80 100 

.. 

JUDICIAL 221 

Table 31. Judicial expenditure, by character and object, by State and type of government, 
fiscal year 1978 

(Thousands of dollars) 
------'------------------~--------~--------------------------~------------------------

State and type of government' 

STATES-LOCAL; TOTAL ••• 
STATES • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL; TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • •• 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • 

ALABAMA •••••••••••• 
STATE. • ~ • • • • • •••• 
LOCAL; TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ALASKA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL; TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

BOROUGHS • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ARIZONA ••••••• 
STATE. • • • • •• 
LOCAL; TOTAL • • • 

COUNTiES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

ARKANSAS • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • •• •• 
LOCAL; TOTAL • • • • • • , • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • ••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • •• 

CALIFORNIA • • • •• 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL; TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • •• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

COLORADO • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL; TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

CONNECTICUT •••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • ••• 
LOCAL; TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

DELAWARE • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL; TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • •• 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA • • • • • 
STATE ••••••••• a , • 

LOCAL; TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • •••• 

FLORIDA ••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL; TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • 

GEORGIA. • • • ••• 
STATE. • • • • •• 
LOCAL; TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . 
• • e • • 

• II • • • 

HAWAII • i •••••••••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL; TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • •••• 

See footnotes at end of table_ 

1'ota 12 

2 7qS 8q8 
1 150 265 
1 823 223 
1 q18 52q 

432 SD6 

43 719 
25 .021 
18 738 
16 698 

2 234 

16 005 
15 976 

53 

53 

3D 169 
4 6,13 

25 584 
2.0 266 

5 321 

11 040 
3 572 
7 529 
5 369 
2 343 

333 819 
45 185 

296 050 
,281172 

15 no 
39 924 
29 810 
10 130 

2 650 
7 479 

29 312 
27 993 

1 343 
1 3S9 

10 90q 
9 92q 
1 997 
1 q05 

592 

23 689 

23 689 
23 689 

123 5q6 
36 631 
8'7 36q 
8.0 588 

7 329 

50 833 
9 695 

41 223 
3f1 758 

q 471 

15 q67 
15 467 

Direct expenditure lnterf" -ernmental expenditure 
i-----r-----r------I----- .~'.'---__r-

Total 

2 745 848 
1 012 899 
1 732 949 
1 ~87 147 

345 SD2 

4:'1 719 
24 989 
18 730 
16 698 

2 032 

16 005 
15 952 

53 

53 

30 169 
q613 

25 556 
20 263 

5 293 

11 040 
3 572 
7 q68 
5 342 
2 126 

333 819 
38 078 

295 741 
280 577 

15 163 

39 92q 
29 810 
10 !i4 

2 (;35 
7 q79 

29 312 
27 993 

1 319 
1 319 

10 904 
8 907 
1 997 
1 405 

592 

23 689 

23 689 
23 689 

123 546 
36 631 
86 915 
79 712' 

7 203 

50 833 
9 695 

41 138 
36 669 

4 469 

15 467 
15 467 

Direct 
current 

2 585 092 
983 068 

1 602 02q 
1 269 478 

332 5q6 

43 168 
24 721 
18 4q7 
16 426 

2 021 

15 273 
15 220 

53 

53 

29 45q 
q Ll70 

24 984 
19 981 

5 003 

10 q95 
3 473 
7 .022 
5 191 
1 831 

326 306 
'J7 962 

288 34'1 
273 30'1 

15 040 

39 300 
29 268 
10 .032 

2 577 
7 Ll55 

26 898 
25 981 

917 
917 

10 660 
8 733 
1 927 
J 3q8 

578 

22 839 

22 839 
22 839 

111 703 
36 089 
75 61q 
68 631 

6 983 

Ll9 700 
9613 

LlO 087 
35 990 

4 097 

1'1 561 

.. 56~1 

Capita I 
outlay 

16.0 756 
29 831 

130 925 
117 669 

13 256 

552 
268 
28q 
272 

12 

732 
732 

715 
lL13 
572 
282 
29(l 

5'15 
g9 

LI'I6 
152 
295 

7 513 
116 

7 397 
7 273 

123 

62'1 
5q2 

82 
58 
2'1 

2 qlL1 
2 012 

q02 
4.02 

2'14 
17q 

70 
57 
lq 

850 

850 
850 

11 8qLl 
5q2 

11 302 
11 081 

221 

1 132 
82 

1 050 
679 
372 

906 
906 

Total 

255 7'16 
137 366 
118 380 

31 377 
87 OOq 

233 
32 

201 

201 

2q 
2q 

31 

31 
.3 

28 

2q/f 

2q4 
27 

217 

7 709 
7 107 

602 
595 

7 

15 

15 
15 

7.0 

70 
70 

1 017 
1 017 

1 003 

1 003 
876 
126 

91 

91 
89 

2 

To State To I~'al 

governmpnts gov~= .nts 

90 27q 
(X) 

90 27/f 
2q 152 
66 122 

8 
(X) 

8 

8 

(X) 

28 
(X) 
28 

28 

61 
(X) 
61 
27 
3/f 

3.09 
(X) 
3.09 
309 

15 
(X) 
15

1 15 

(X) 

(X) 

'1L19 
(X) 
4q9 
323 
126 

85 
(X) 
85 
83 

2 

(X) 

165 q72 
137 366 
28 1.06 

7 225 
20 881 

226 
32 

19'1 

19'1 

2q 
2L1 

3 

3 
3 

183 

183 

183 

7 /f00 
7 107 

293 
286 

7 

'16 

q6 
'16 

1 017 
1 017 

55'1 

55'1 
55q 

6 
6 
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Table 31. Judicial expenditure, by character and object, by State and type of government, 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State and type of government I 

IDAHO. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. ~ ••• ~ •••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ILLINOIS • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • ft • • • • • • • • 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

INDIANA •••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

IOWA • • • • ~ ~ • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • ~ • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

KANSAS • • • • s • • • • • • • 

STATE ••• c •••••••• 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

K£NTUCKy • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL •••••••• 

COUNT XES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

LOUISIANA. • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

PARISHES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MAINE ••••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MARYLAND • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTI~S • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MASSACHUSETTS ••••••••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL •••••••• 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MICHIGAN • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••••••• e 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MINNESOTA. • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••••••• 0 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MISSISSIPPI ••••••• 
STATE ••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • 

. . . 
See footnotes at end of table. 

Total' 

8 3119 
II 130 
II 2110 
II 091 

2116 

1211 1108 
119 700 
77 lIlI7 
77 Il13 

738 

110 900 
9 122 

32 725 
23 6l1l~ 
9 163 

26 9119 
8 703 

18 262 
18 697 

31 

27 lI59 
III 318 
111 959 
13 230 

1 780 

33 773 
28 561 

9 017 
6 609 
2 lI26 

116 915 
12 509 
311 611 
20 679 
13 956 

8 205 
6 336 
2 323 
2 292 

139 

117 0011 
211 916 
22 1Ll2 
15 636 
6 506 

91 870 
23 120 
78 702 
57 278 
211 103 

151 251 
51 076 

1111 700 
88 672 
28 501 

IIl1 lI73 
11 065 
33 528 
3.3 719 

158 

15 900 
3 679 

12 2110 
11 0115 
1 196 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

8 3119 
II 130 
II 219 
II 010 

210 

1211 408 
lI7 158 
77 250 
76 515 

735 

lIO 900 
8 6110 

32 260 
23 J:J1 
8 929 

26 9119 
8 703 

18 2116 
18 216 

30 

27 1159 
12 593 
111 866 
13 088 
1 777 

33 773 
211 756 
9 017 
6 602 
2 415 

lI6 915 
12 305 
311 610 
20 663 
13 9116 

8 205 
6 336 
1 869 
1 8112 

27 

47 OOll 
211 862 
22 1112 
15 636 

6 506 ! 

91 870 
13 9711 
77 896 
57 230 
20 666 

151 251 
36 692 

Ull 559 
87 572 
26 987 

lIlI 1173 
11 065 
33 lI08 
33 300 

108 

15 900 
3 679 

12 221 
11 027 

1 .!-9l1 

Direct Capital 
current outlay 

8 019 
II 056 
3 963 
3 755 

208 

120 986 
lIlI 515 
76 lI71 
75 736 

735 

39 925 
8 5311 

31 391 
22 7611 

8 ~27 

26 907 
8 562 

17 9115 
17 915 

30 

22 6118 
8 3711 

ll1 2711 
12 521 

1 753 

32 276 
23 337 

8 939 
6 531 
2 lIOS 

lI6 251 
U 305 
3l 9116 
2' lIll1 
13 5321 

7 61181 
6 2115 
1 lI03 
1 377 

27 

lI3 077 
211 5611 
18 513 
12 020 
6 lI93 

76 559 
1.3 9711 
62 ' 585 
lI2 0211 
20 561 

135 980 
26 lI90 

109 1190 
811 220 
25 270 

lI3 lI95 
10 898 
32 597 
32 lI89 

108 

1.3 857 
3 556 

10 301 
9 107 
1 1911 

331 
711 

257 
2511 

2 

3 lI22 
2 6113 

779 
779 

975 
106 
869 
567 
302 

lIlI2 
ll11 
301 
301 

II 810 
II 219 

591 
567 

211 

1 lI97 
1 lI!9 

78 
70 

8 

6611 

661t 
2119 
qlll 

556 
91 

lI65 
'165 

3 927 
298 

3 629 
3 616 

13 

15 311 -15 311 
15 206 

105 

.1.5 271 
10 202 

5 069 
3 352 
1 717 

978 
167 
811 
811 

2 Oll2 
123 

1 919 
1 919 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

118 

118 
81 
36 

3 173 
2 5112 

631 
628 

3 

1 030 
lIS2 
5118 
313 
2311 

lI82 -1182 
lI81 

1 

1 869 
1 725 

11111 
ll12 

3 

3 823 
3 805 

18 
7 

11 

229 
20ll 

25 
15 
10 

562 

562 
'150 
112 

511 
511 

12 631 
9 ll16 
3 lI85 

lI8 
3 lI37 

16 999 
111 381+ 
2 615 
1 100 
1 515 

lI69 

20 
18 

2 

To State To local 
gover~lments governments 

20 
(X) 
20 
20 

197 
(X) 
197 
197 

lI66 
(X) 
lI66 
270 
195 

16 
(X) 
16 
16 

(X) 

1 
(X) 

1 

(X) 

806 
(X) 
806 

3 
803 

ll11 
!X) 
ll11 
132 

9 

120 
(X) 
120 
120 

20 
(X) 
20 
18 

2 

97 

97 
61 
36 

2 976 
2 5112 

lI3l1 
lI31 

3 

56'1 
lI82 

82 
lI3 
39 

466 

lI66 
lI65 

1 

1 776 
1 725 

51 
lI8 

2 

3 823 
3 805 

18 
7 

11 

228 
20ll 

211 
15 

9 

108 

108 

11 8211 
9 Il16 
2 678 

lI5 
2 633 

16 858 
ll1 3811 
2 lI7l1 

968 
1 506 

3119 

3119 
299 

50 

, 
I' 

, ' , , 

c 
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Table 31. Judicial expenditure, by character and object., i,)y State and type of government, 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State and type of government I 

MISSOURI...... 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

MONTANA ••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

NEBRASKA • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NEVADA • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NEW JERSEY • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

. .,. . . 

NEW MEXICO • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NEW YORK • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NORTH CAROLINA • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • ~ • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NORTH DAKOTA • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

OHIO • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

OKLAHOMA • • • • • • 
STATE. " • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

OREGON • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total' 

lI6 378 
15 2911 
31 0811 
20 165 
10 919 

7 7117 
2 175 
5 578 
II 738 

8l1! 

15 159 
7 1811 
7 975 
6013 
1 968 

12 996 
2 218 

10 789 
8 790 
1 999 

7 lI9l1 
1 996 
5 593 
2 876 
2 777 

101 029 
282M 
711 lIlI3 
57 396 
17 047 

11 875 
9 572 
2 303 

6119 
1 655 

3711 237 
339 651 
151 916 

65 lI70 
89 210 

lI6 626 
311 071 
12 555 
11 876 

679 

5 1811 
1 735 
3 lI51 
3 061 

395 

162 37.3 
18 816 

ll14 7511 
112 602 

lI7 087 

23 035 
9 1113 

III 5611 
12 5116 
2 lI18 

30 ·513 
10 ll11 
22 756 
21 264 

1 583 

(Thousands of dollars) 

~, _____ D_i~r_ec_t_e_x~pe_n_d_it~u_re ________ ~ __ I_nt_e~rg~o~ve~r~nm~e_n_ta_l_e_x~pe_n_di_t_u_re __ _ 

Total 

lI6 378 
15 2911 
31 0811 
20 165 
10 919 

7 747 
2 175 
5 572 
II 738 

8311 

15 159 
7 1811 
7 975 
6 007 
1 968 

12 996 
2 218 

10 778 
8 779 
1 999 

7 lI9l1 
1 996 
5 q98 
2 876 
2 622 

101 029 
26 607 
711 '122 
57 396 
17 026 

11 875 
9 572 
2 303 

6119 
1 653 

3711 237 
301 Il16 

73 091 
lI6 136 
26 955 

'16 626 
311 071 
12 555 
11 876 

679 

5 1811 
1 735 
.3 lIlI9 
3 059 

390 

162 373 
17 918 

1411 lI55 
112 260 

32 195 

23 035 
9 lII0 

13 625 
11 210 
2 415 

30 513 
7 869 

22 6l!lI 
21 096 

1 5118 

Direct 
current 

45 lI7l1 
15 2911 
30 180 
19 737 
10 lIlI3 

6 766 
2 102 
II 6611 
3 8ql 

823 

111 900 
7 177 
7 723 
5 903 
1 820 

12 662 
2 202 

10 lI60 
8 sail 
1 876 

6 361 
1 963 
II 398 
2 8119 
1 5119 

98 lI19 
26 301 
72 118 
55 360 
16 758 

11 620 
9 352 
2 268 

6119 
1 619 

370 7118 
300 603 

70 ll15 
lIlI 206 
25 939 

III 228 
33 765 

7 lI63 
7 q27 

36 

5 163 
1 731 
3 lI32 
3 Oll5 

387 

121 2110 
17 5113 

103 697 
72 lI92 
31 205 

19 858 
9 335 

10 523 
8 190 
2 333 

26 651 
7 707 

18 91111 
17 lI07 

1 537 

Capital 
outlay 

90ll 
lI28 
'176 

981 
73 

908 
897 

U 

259 
7 

252 
lOt! 
1118 

3311 
16 

318 
195 
123 

1 13'1 
33 

1 101 
27 

1 074 

2 610 
306 

2 30ll 
2 036 

268 

2511 
220 

3'1 

311 

3 lI89 
5113 

2 9116 
1 930 
1 016 

5 398 
306 

5 092 
4 lIlI9 

6113 

20 
II 

16 
ll1 
3 

III 133 
375 

lIO 758 
39 768 

990 

3 177 
75 

3 102 
3 020 

~82 

3 862 
162 

3 700 
3 689 

11 

Total 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 
6 

11 

11 
11 

155 

155 

155 

1 678 
1 657 

21 

21 

2 

2 

2 

120 0911 
38 505 
81 589 
19 3311 
62 255 

7 

7 
2 
5 

16 132 
898 

15 2311 
'112 

ll1 892 

1 3112 
3 

1 339 
1 3.36 

3 

2 lI75 
2 272 

203 
167 

35 

To State To local 
governments governments 

00 

5 
(X) 

5 

5 

(X) 

11 
(X) 
11 
11 

95 
(X) 
95 

95 

21 
(X) 
21 

21 

(X) 

78 8211 
(X) 

78 8211 
16 582 
62 2112 

(X) 

2 
(X) 

2 
2 

300 
(X) 
300 
288 

11 

939 
(X) 
~39 
939 

112 
(X) 
112 

86 
25 

1 

1 

1 

6 

o 
6 

59 

59 

59 

1 657 
1 657 

2 

2 

2 

III 269 
38 505 

2 7611 
2 752 

12 

5 

5 

5 

15 833 
898 

14 935 
511 

ll1 881 

1103 
3 

lIOO 
398 

3 

2 363 
2 272 

91 
81 
10 
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Table 31. 

-~---......---~ ------ -----~ -

CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

J~dicial expenditure, ,by chara~er and ob.ject, by Stats and type of government, 
fiscal year ~978-:-Continued 

.(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expenditure Intelgovernmental expenditure 

State and type of government' 

PENNSYLVANIA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • , • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • 

COUNTIES • • •• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

RHODE ISLAND • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • 

MUNICIPALITIES 

SOUTH CAROLINA • • • • 
STATE. • • ~ • •• •••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • 

SOUTH DAKOTA • • • • • • • •• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

TENNESSEE. • • • • • 
STATE. • • • 0 • • • • • 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • 
MUNrCIPALITIES • • 

TEXAS. 0 • • • • • • • • • • • 

STATE, ~ • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

UTAH • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • , • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • 

VERMONT •••••••••••• 
STATE. ~ • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

VIRGINIA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

WASHINGTON • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

WEST VIRGINIA. • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • , • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • : 

WISCONSIN. • • • • • • • • • • 
BTATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • , • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

WYOMING. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • : 

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

Total' 

153 382 
6'1 1199 

112 888 
611 762 
118 2711 

11 .3311 
11 054 

280 
280 

22. 819 
6 0511 

16 842 
15 820 
1 022 

6 288 
5 129 
2 319 
2 276 

113 

39 26!'i 
10 304 
28 967 
22 086 

6 909 

118 198 
19 473 

101 1122 
87 917 
13 8ll 

10 6211 
3 879 
6 905 
II 2911 
2611 

II 647 
II 180 

1170 
'1110 

115 

!t!1 751 
113 826 
28 391 
III 7411 
111 .363 

35 681 
6 852 

28 882 
23 61.3 

5 7118 

16 890 
11 088 
5 8113 
5 1135 

1108 

37 233 
10 5811 
.31 1110 
29 931 

1 300 

II 207 
1 691 
2 516 
2 117 

398 

Total 

153 382 
110 1199 

112 883 
611 609 
118 2711 

11 3311 
11 0511 

280 
280 

22 819 
6 0112 

16 777 
15 756 

1 021 

6 288 
5 129 
1 159 
1 155 

II 

39 265 
10 3011 
28 961 
22 0511 

6 907 

118 198 
17 011 

101 187 
87 535 
13 652 

10 6211 
3 719 
6 905 
II 2911 
2 611 

II 6117 
II 180 

1167 
11110 

27 

1111 751 
20 2711 
211 1177 
12 859 
11 618 

35 681 
6 829 

28 852 
23 613 

5 239 

16 890 
11 088 

5 802 
5 3911 

1108 

37 233 
7 2811 

29 9119 
28 7110 

1 209 

4 207 
1 691 
2 516 
2 117 

398 

Direct 
current 

151 3711 
110 496 

110 878 
62 838 
118 0110 

10 990 
10 710 

280 
280 

20 862 
5 729 

15 133 
111 125 
1 008 

6 143 
5 022 
1 121 
1 117 

II 

37 996 
9 999 

27 997 
21 339 

6 658 

115 0311 
16 965 
98 069 
811 811 
13 258 

10 224 
3 1168 
6 756 
II 182 
2 574 

II 501 
II 068 

1133 
406 

27 

38 1163 
20 062 
18 401 

8 901 
9 500 

35 108 
6 683 

28 1125 
23 316 

5 109 

15 2113 
10 5811 

II 659 
~ 250 

1108 

36 1123 
7 120 

29 303 
28 105 

1 198 

II 058 
1 586 
2 1172 
2 077 

395 

Capital 
outlay 

2.009 
3 

2 006 
1 771 

235 

31111 
3114 

1 957 
313 

1 61111 
1 631 

13 

1116 
107 

39 
38 

1 268 
305 
963 
715 
2118 

3 164 
116 

3 118 
2 7211 

.3911 

1101 
251 
150 
113 

37 

1116 
112 

311 
311 

6 288 
212 

6 076 
3 958 
2 118 

573 
1116 
1127 
297 
131 

1 647 
5011 

1 143 
1 111.3 

810 
164 
6116 
635 

11 

1119 
105 

1111 
111 

3 

Total 

211 152 
24 000 

152 
15.~ 

77 
12 
65 
611 

1 

1 160 

1 160 
1 121 

39 

35 

35 
33 

2 

3 0011 
2 1162 

542 
382 
159 

160 
160 

18 

J.8 

18 

28 183 
23 552 

II 6.31 
1 885 
2 7115 

5.31 
23 

508 

508 

111 

111 
111 

4 582 1 
3 300! 
1 282 
1 191 

91 

To State To local 
governments governments 

II 
(Xl 

II 
II 

(Xl 

65 
(Xl 
65 
611 

1 

1 160 
(Xl 

1 160 
1 121 

.39 

6 
(Xl 

6 
4 
2 

235 
(Xl 
235 

85 
150 

(Xl 

2 
(Xl 

2 

2 

3 9111 
(Xl 

3914 
1 7411 
2 170 

30 
(Xl 
.30 

30 

111 
(Xl 

111 
111 

1 191 
(Xl 

1 191 
1 103 

88 

(Xl 

24 148 
211 000 

148 
148 

12 
12 

28 

28 
28 

2 768 
2 1162 

306 
297 

9 

160 
160 

15 

15 

15 

24 269 
23 552 

717 
1112 
575 

501 
23 

1178 

478 

3 391 
3 300 

91 
88 

3 

'Data for municipalities, and the local governments totals which i cl d i i 1 d 
variation; data for counties (boroughs parishes) are based n u e mun c pa ata, are estimates subject to sampling 
to sampling variation; see text for da~a limitations. on a canvass of all county governments and therefore are not subject 

'For each State and the UnitAd Stat I di 
State-local total iine (the dat,,'shown ~;p~~~~:r~het~:m:xpe~ t~ur~ !~g~~es shown on the "Local, total" line and the combined 
iture amounts. This was done to avoid the artificial in~l:tioneWh~Chvwou~~ States) exclude duplicative intergovernmental expend­
one government is tabulated and then counted again when the ~eci i t u resul(t)if an ,intergovernmental expenditure amount for . p en government s ultimately expend(s) that amount. 
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Table 32. Total judicial expenditure of State governments,' by character and object, 

fiscal year 1978 
(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expenditur8 Intergovern-
~ ________ ~ ________ ~ __________________________ . ____________ ~ mental 

expenditure 

&tate' 

TOTAL 

ALABAMA • • 
ALASKA. • • 
ARIZONA • • 
ARKANSAS •• 
CALIFORNIA. 

· . . . . . . . . 
· . . . . . . . . · . . . . . ., . . · . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . . 

COLORADO ••••••••••• 
CONNECTICUT • • • • • • • • • 
DELAWARE ••••••••••• 
FLORIDA • • • • • • • • • • • 
GEORGIA • • • • • • • • • • • 

HAwA!I •••••••••••• 
IDAHO • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ILLINOIS ••••••••••• 
INDIANA • • • • • • • • • • • 
IOWA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 

KANSAS. • • • • • • 
KENTUCKY •••••• 
LOUISIANA • • • • • 
MAINE • • • • • • • 
MARYLAND •••••• 

MASSACHUSETTS • • • 
MICHIGAN. • • • • • 
MINNESOTA • • • • • 
MISSISSIPPI •••• 
MISSOURI •••••• 

MONTANA • • • • • • 
NEBRASKA. • • • • • 

• • 0 • • · . . . . · . . . . 
• • • • c · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . 
• It • • • · . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . NEvADA. • • • • • • • • • • • 

III :) • • NEW HAMPSHIRE • • • = 
NEw JERSEY ••••• · . . 
NEW MEXICO. • • • • • • • • • 
NEW YORK. • • • • • • • • • • 
NORTH CAROLINA. • • • • • • • 
NORTH DAKOTA ••••••••• 
OHIO. • • • • • • • • • • • • 

OKLAHOMA ••••••••••• 
OREGON. • • • • • • • • • • • 
PENNSyLVANIA. • • • • • • • • 
RHODE ISLAND ••••••••• 
SOUTH CAROLINA. • • • • • • • 

SOUTH DAKOTA. • • • • • • • • 
TENNESSEE • • • • • • • • • • 
TEXAS • • • • • • • • • • • • 
UTAH. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
VERMONT • • • • • • • • • • • 

VIRGINIA. • • • • • • • • • • 
WAsHINGTON. • • • • • • • • • 
WEST VIRGINIA • • • • • • • • 
WISCONSIN • • • • • • • • • • 
WYOMING • • • • • • • • • • • 

Total 

1 150 265 

25 021 
15 976 

Lf613 
J 572 

115 185 

29 810 
27 99.3 

9 9211 
.36 6.31 

9 695 

15 1167 
1/. 130 

49 700 
9 122 
8 703 

111 318 
28 561 
12 509 

6 336 
211 916 

23 120 
51 076 
11 065 

3 679 
15 2911 

2 175 
7 184 
2 218 
1 996 

28 26Lf 

9572 
3.39 651 

311 011 
1 7.35 

18 816 

9 111.3 
10 1111 
611 1199 
11 0511 

6 0511 

5 129 
.11) 3011 
19 1173 

.3 879 
II 180 

11.3 826 
6 852 

11 088 
10 5811 

1 691 

Total 

1 012 899 

211 989 
15 952 

II 61.3 
3 572 

38 078 

29 810 
27 993 

8 907 
36 631 

9 695 

15 1167 
II 1.30 

117 158 
8 640 
8 70.3 

12 593 
24 756 
12 305 

6 .336 
2Lf 862 

13 9711 
.36 692 
11 065 

.3 679 
15 2911 

2 175 
7 1811 
2 218 
1 996 

26 607 

9572 
301 11)6 

311 071 
1 735 

17 918 

9 1110 
7 869 

110 1199 
11 0!511 

6 0112 

5 129 
10 3011 
!7 011 

.3 719 
II 180 

20 2711 
6 829 

11 088 
7 2811 
1 691 

Direct 
current 

983 068 

211 721 
15 220 
·11 1170 
.3 1173 

37 962 

29 268 
25 981 

8 7.33 
36 089 

9 613 

111 561 
II 056 

411 515 
8 5.311 
8 562 

8 .3711 
2,3 3.37 
12 305 

6 2115 
211 5611 

13 9711 
26 1190 
10 898 

3 556 
15 2911 

2 102 
7 177 
2 202 
1 963 

26 .301 

9 .352 
300 603 

33 765 
1 7.31 

17 511.3 

9 335 
7 707 

110 1196 
10 710 

5 729 

5 022 
9 999 

16 965 
.3 1168 
II 068 

20 062 
6 683 

10 58Lf 
7 120 
1 586 

Total 

29 831 

268 
732 
1113 

99 
116 

5112 
2 012 

174 
542 

82 

906 
74 

2 M.3 
1061 
1111 

II 219 
1 L119 

91 
298 

10 202 
167 
123 

73 
7 

16 
33 

.306 

220 
5113 
306 

II 
375 

75 
162 

3 
3411 
313 

107 
.305 

116 
251 
112 

212 
1116 
5011 
1611 
105 

Capital outlay 

Equipment Construction 

20 142 

268 
306 
1L13 

99 
116 

5L12 
337 
133 
137 
82 

7L1 
176 
106 
1L11 

986 
1 379 

80 
263 

10 202 
167 
123 

73 
7. 

16 
33 
68 

220 
5L13 
306 

4 
375 

75 
162 

3 
180 
313 

107 
292 

116 
251 

79 

212 
144 
504 
164 
105 

9 654 

426 

1 675 
41 

L105 

906 

2 L167 

3 233 
LiO 

11 

238 

16L1 

.33 

2 

_ Represents zero or rounds to zero. 
1Data are based on a field compilation from records of each State government shown; see text for data limitations. 

Land Total 

35 137 .366 

- 32 
- 211 

- 7 107 

35 

1 017 

1 725 
3 805 

2011 

511 

9 1116 
111 .3811 

1 657 

.38 505 

898 

3 
2 272 

211 000 

12 

2 1162 
160 

23 552 
2.3 

3 300 

i 
I 
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Table 33. Detail of direct current expenditure for judicial activities of State governments, 
'fiscal year 1978 

· . . . . . . . . . . . 
TOTAL • 

ALABAMA • • 
ALASKA ••• 
ARIZONA • • 
ARKANSAS •• 
CALIFORNIA. 

• • • • • • • • • II .. .. · . . .. . . .. .. .. .. .. .. · . .. .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. · . . . . . . . 
COLORADO. • • • 
CONNECTICUT • • 
DELAWARE ••• ". 
FLORIDA • • • • 
GEORGIA • • • • 

· . . . . . .. .. .. . 
• • • ;I • .. .. .. .. .. · . . . . . .. . . . · . . .' .. . .. .. . .. · . . . . .. . . . . 

HAWAII ............... .. 
IDAHO • • .. • • • " • • • • .. .. • .. 
ILLINOIS ................. . 
INDIANA • • • • • • • • .. .. • • • • 
IOWA ................. . 

KANSAS. • • • , • • • • .. .. 
KENTUCKY •••••••••••• 
LOUISIANA • • • • • • • • • 
MAINE • • • • • • • • • .. .. 
MARYLAND. • • • • • • • • • 

.. .. . .. 

MASSACHUSETTS • • • 
MICHIGAN •••••• 
MINNESOTA • • • • • 
MISSISSIPPI • • • • 
MISSOURI •••••• 

· . .. .. .. .. .. .. 

• • 01 ...... · " . . .. .. .. .. 
• a • .. .. • • • 

MONTANA • • • • 8 • • • .. .. .. .. • • 

NEBRASKA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NEVADA ................. . 
NEW HAMPSHIRE • • • • • • • • • • • 
NEW JERSEY. • • • • • •• • ••• 

NEW MEXICO. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NEW YORK ............... ~ • 
NORTH CAROLINA. • • • • • • • • • • 
NORTH DAKOTA. • • • •• • •••• 
OH I O. • • • • • • .. • • .. 1-" .. • .. .. 

OKLAHOMA •••••• 
OREGON. • • • • • • 
PENNSYLVANIA •••• 
RHODE ISLAND •••• 
SOUTH CAROLINA ••• 

· . . .. ~ .. . .. · . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . 
SOUTH DAKOTA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
TENNESSEE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TEXAS • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
UTAH. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
VERMONT • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

. . . . . VIRGINIA. • • • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WEST VIRGINIA • • • • • • • 
WISCONSIN • • • • • • • • 
WYOMING • • • • • • • • • . . . . . 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 

Total direct 
current 

expenditure 

983 068 

211 721 
15 220 

II 1170 
3 1173 

37 ~62 

29 268 
25 981 

8 733 
36 089 

9 613 

111 561 
II 056 

1111 515 
8 5311 
8 562 

8 3711 
23 337 
12 305 

6 2115 
211 5611 

13 9711 
26 1190 
10 898 

3 556 
15 2911 

2 102 
7 177 
2 202 
1 963 

26 301 

9 352 
300 603 

33 765 
1 731 

17 5113 

9 335 
7 707 

110 1196 
10 710 

5 729 

5 022 
9 999 

16 965 
3 1168 
II 068 

20 062 
6 683 

10 5811 
7 120 
1 586 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Appellate courts 

Total 

138 532 

2 026 
1 047 
3 000 

620 
11 797 

1 961 
819 
293 

5 2110 
2 5110 

808 
1 127 

11 278 
2 820 
1 267 

2 193 
2 515 
3 938 

6113 
1 966 

3 228 
8 5.38 
2 060 

909 
3 3911 

590 
1152 

1 012 
532 

3 662 

1 031 
111 048 

1 901 
870 

4 421 

2 153 
2 818 
6 428 
1 357 

518 

351\ 
2 9311 
5 237 

11311 
329 

1 94.3 
3 151 
4 137 
1 672 

521 

Courts of 
last 

resort 

66 231 

1 230 
1 0117 
1 596 

620 
2 738 

1 055 
819 
293 

2 133 
1 218 

808 
1 127 
4 751 
1 130 

859 

1 506 
952 

1 009 
643 
721 

2 144 
3 0911 
2 060 

909 
1 2011 

590 
452 

1 012 
532 

1 2113 

5911 
3 3110 

8911 
870 

1 239 

1 709 
2 051 
3 0911 
1 357 

518 

3511 
1 851 
2 1112 

4311 
329 

1 911.3 
1 302 

536 
1 658 

521 

Intermediate 
appellate 
courts 

72 301 

796 

1 40~ 

9 059 

906 

3 107 
1 322 

6 527 
1 690 

1108 

687 
1 563 
2 929 

1 2'15 

1 08'1 
5 '1'1'1. 

2 190 

2 1119 

1137 
10 708 

1 007 

3 182 

111111 
767 

3 33'1 

1 083 
3 095 

1 8'19 
3 601 

1'1 

Courts of • Courts of 
general lill1i ted Miscellaneous 

jurisdiction .1urisd~ction 

3'15 975 

15 13'1 
7,985 
1 225 
2 512 

21 918 

23 563 
9 18.3 
1 975 

21 882 
5 908 

6 2'12 
2 883 

211 187 
5 283 
6 6311 

5 729 
11 126 

6 999 
2 027 
3 683 

2 958 
II 265 
3 756 
2 216 
5 975 

1 227 
1 781 

847 
1 026 
7 258 

II 6'13 
21 845 
21 0'10 

81'1 
11 372 

7 181 
II 697 

16 0'12 
3 02'1 
2 078 

4 133 
5 653 

10 8'17 
1 753 
1 16'1 

4 2'18 
2 151 

4 869 
1 03'1 

250 723 

'I 81j18 
1 352 

·1 358 
12 056 

"5 5'17 
8 649 

48 

4 888 

2 l64 
890 

2 688 
15 642 

7 237 
5 220 
II 127 

5 282 

3 537 

.30'1 

1 512 
111 995 

8 963 

1 1175 

15'1 
13 316 

3 993 
2 688 

1 281 
2 182 

13 810 

3 1167 

2'17 838 

2 663 
II 836 

2'15 
3'11 

4 2'17 

2 386 
3 923 

918 
318 

1 117 

2 623 
116 

9 050 
431 
661 

452 
7 532 

478 
887 

3 273 

551 
8 1167 

955 
'131 
6113 

285 
1 1107 

3113 
101 

15 381 

2 166 
152 715 

1 861 
117 

275 

1 
38 

'I 710 
2 336 

11115 

535 
1 '112 

881 

393 

61 
1 .381 
2 980 

579 
31 

1 Data are based on a field compilatiGn from records of each state government shown; see text for data lilllitations. 

11 

II 
II 
II 
11 
, ! 

I! 
II 
II II 

II 
I! 
! 
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II 

II 
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. Table 34. Detail of judicial employment and payrolls of State governments;' October 1978 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

State' 

Total jUdicial 

!lumber of employees 

Total 
FUll­
time 
only 

Full­
time 

equiv­
lent" 

Total appellate courts 

October Number of employees 
payroll' /---..,---,----1 

Total 
FUll­
time 
only 

October 
Full-time 
equi va- payroll 
lent 

TOTAL 113 625 39 11118 111 6112 68 050 5 686 5 5'1 

86 
39 

1111 
30 

5 5511 

88 
39 

1111 
30 

9 921 

159 
81 

1911 
51 

858 

ALABAMA •••• 
ALASKA ••••• 
ARIZONA • • • • 
ARICANSAS. • • • 
CALIFORNIA ••• 

COLORADO •••• 
CONNECTICUT • • 
DELAWARE. • • • 
FLORIDA • • • • 
GEORGIA • • • • 

HAWAII ••••• 
IDAHO • • • • • 
ILLINOIS •••• 
INDIANA • • , • 
IOWA. • • • • • 

KANSAS. • • • • 
KENTUCKy •••• 
LOUISIANA • • • 
HAINE • • • • • 
MARYLAND •••• 

MASS.~CHUSETTS • 
MICHIGAN. • • • 
MINNESOTA ••• 
MtSSISSIPPI • • 
MISSOURI •••• 

MONTANA • • • • 
NEBRASKA •••• 
NEVADA. • • • • 
NEW HAMPSHIRE • 
NEw JERSEy ••• 

NEW MEXICO. • • 
NEW YORK. • • • 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
NORTH DAKOTA. • 
OHIO. • • • • • 

OKLAHOMA. • • • 
OREGON. • • • • 
PENNSYLVANIA. • 
RHoDE ISLAND •• 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. • 
TENNESSEE • • • 
TEXAS • • • • • 
UTAH. • • • • • 
VERMONT • • • • 

VIRGINIA •••• 
WASHINGTON. • • 
WEST VIRGINIA • 
WISCONSIN • • • 
WYOMING • • • • 

1 1122 
605 
191 
103 
976 

1 181 
1 607 

598 
1 329 

5311 

686 
179 

1 619 
1110 
367 

3118 
1 871 

358 
361 

1 219 

780 
732 
3'8 
136 
855 

66 
1181 

63 
93 

985 

670 
11 060 
2 395 

77 
526 

11116 
276 

1 119 
610 
2911 

393 
1112 
572 
2111 
193 

2 292 
3113 
632 
501 

65 

1 261 
525 
1111 
103 
521 

1 066 
1 1160 

592 
1 327 

363 

679 
170 

1 601 
1LIl 
171 

322 
~ 769 

2115 
3111 

1 136 

771 
375 
332 
126 
652 

611 
1173 

72 
86 

985 

670 
10 752 

2 390 
75 

175 

1130 
232 

1 119 
609 
267 

288 
1112 
571 
2011 
1811 

1 555 
225 
632 
1168 

65 

See footno~es nt end of table. 

1 326 
538 
178 
103 
976 

1 113 
1 515 

593 
1 327 

432 

680 
172 

1 605 
410 

'"l 
322 

1 8011 
265 
3116 

1 1611 

7"/1 
732 
3)2 
126 
852 

611 
1175 

73 
88 

985 

670 
10 822 

2 391 
75 

526 

1131 
2110 

1 119 
609 
286 

300 
1112 
571 
207 
186 

1 6119 
3113 
632 
1187 

65 

1 11911 
1 001i 

301 
223 

2 999 

1 539 
1 715 

658 
2 922 

767 

911 
311t) 

:s 1106 
676 
655 

5115 
1 893 
1 1110 

418 
1 486 

1 182 
1 571 

958 
3311 

1 393 

135 
583 
140 
1117 

1 575 

706 
17 714 
2 1197 

130 
1 338 

738 
611 

2 390 
7115 
493 

396 
771 

1 363 
358 
2112 

2 026 
529 
702 

1 0119 
125 

88 
110 

1111 
30 

355 

79 
37 
15 

2117 
108 

35 
117 

379 
106 
50 

97 
99 

163 
7 

87 

129 
251 
86 
116 

171 

31 
9 

117 
20 

201 

117 
5112 

82 
III 

183 

115 
110 
227 

79 
113 

18 
1111 
237 

27 
15 

88 
136 
2311 
1211 

23 

3117 

79 
27 
15 

2117 
106 

35 
113 

363 
106 
50 

97 
98 

163 
7 

87 

123 
2112 

86 
115 

166 

29 
9 

110 
17 

201 

117 
536 

80 
39 

1116 

99 
110 
227 

79 
112 

16 
1111 
237 

211 
15 

79 
135 
2311 
115 

23 

3118 

79 
29 
15 

2117 
108 

35 
113 

367 
106 
50 

97 
98 

163 
7 

87 

123 
2113 
86 
115 

168 

29 
9 

111 
18 

201 

47 
539 

60 
39 

151 

100 
110 
227 
79 
42 

18 
1111 
237 

211 
15 

82 
135 
2311 
116 

23 

1311 
49 
211 

1127 
195 

63 
63 

577 
180 

92 

136 
1116 
310 

17 
161 

226 
1191 
Ilf8 

91 
272 

1111 
31 
63 
31 

358 

77 
1 0011 

1113 
57 

379 

157 
181f 
353 
107 

60 

30 
226 
11'111 

111 
27 

1111 
2113 
3119 
211 

39 

Appellate courts 

CourtB of last resort 

Number of employees 

Total 

2 658 

51f 
110 
50 
30 
76 

39 
37 
15 
62 
53 

35 
1f7 
92 
1f7 
37 

70 
32 
1f8 

7 
30 

92 
79 
86 
116 
57 

31 
9 

47 
20 
50 

24 
136 

34 
41 
65 

100 
73 
96 
79 
113 

18 
99 

105 
27 
15 

88 
50 
30

1 74 
231. 

Full­
time 
only 

FUl.l-time October 
equ:va- payroll 
lent 

2 579 

511 
39 
50 
30 
75 

39 
27 
15 
82 
53 

35 
113 
89 
117 
37· 

70 
32 
118 

7 
30 

B6 
79 
66 
115 
55 

29 
9 

110 
17 
50 

211 
136 

34 
39 
65 

84 
73 
96 
79 
112 

18 
99 

105 
211 
15 

79 
119 
30 
67 
23 

2 568 

511 
39 
50 
30 
75 

39 
29 
15 
62 
53 

35 
113 
69 
117 
37 

70 
32 
116 

7 
30 

86 
79 
86 
liS 
55 

29 
9 

111 
16 
50 

211 
136 

311 
39 
65 

85 
73 
96 
79 
1/2 

16 
99 

105 
211 
15 

62 
1f9 
30 
66 
23 

II 360 

91 
81 
80 
51 

167 

611 
119 
24 

133 
92 

63 
63 

1LIl 
71 
67 

92 
55 
B7 
17 
59 

150 
171f 
I11S 
91 
89 

IIIf 
31 
63 
31 
90 

39 
2211 

61 
57 

131 

133 
111 
133 
107 

60 

30 
122 
186 
III 
27 

1111 
95 
52 

120 
39 

Intermediate 
appella te courts 

Number of employees 

Total 

3 028 

311 

611 

279 

110 

165 
55 

287 
59 
13 

27 
67 

115 

57 

37 
172 

151 

23 
1106 

Ifa 

116 

15 
37 

131 

1f2 
132 

86 
2011 

50 

Full-time 
only 

2 952 

311 

272 

III> 

165 
55 

271f 
59 
13 

27 
66 

115 

57 

37 
.163 

113 

151 

23 
If 02 

1f6 

81 

15 
37 

131 

112 
132 

86 
2011 

118 
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Tabie 34. Detail of judicial employment and payrolls of State -governments, October 1978-ContinL!ed 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

State l 

TOTAL 

ALABAMA •• 
ALASKA ••• 
ARIZONA •• 
ARKANSAS •• 
CALIFORNIA. 

· . · . 
· . · . 

COLORADO •••• 
CONNECTICUT • • 
DELAWARE. • • • 
FLORIDA ••• 
GEORGIA •••• 

HAWAII. 
ID,~HO • 
ILLINOIS. 
INDIANA •• 
IOWA •••• · . · . 
KANSAS ••••• 
KENTUCKY •••• 
LOUISIANA • • • 
MAINE •• •• 
MARYLAND. •• 

MASSACHUSETTS • 
MICHIGAN. • • • 
MINNESOTA ••• 
MISSISSIPPI •• 
MIsSOURI •••• 

MONTANA •••• 
NEBRASKA •••• 
NEvADA ••••• 
NEw HAMPSHIRE • 
NEw JERSEY ••• 

NEW MEXICO ••• 
NEW YORK •••• 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
NORTH DAKOTA. • 
OHIO •••••• 

OKLAHOMA •••• 
OREGON. • • • • 
PENNSyLVANIA •• 
RHODE ISLAND. • 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. • 
TENNESSEE ••• 
TEXAS • • • • • 
UTAH.. • •• 
VERMONT •••• 

VIRGINIA. • • • 
WASHINGTON. • • 
WEST VIRGINIA • 
WISCONSIN ••• 
WYOMING •••• 

Appellate courts-­
Continued 

Intermediate 
appalls te courts 

--Continued 

Number of 
employees 
--Con. 

Full-time 
equiv­
alent 

2 961/ 

31/ 

273 

110 

165 
55 

278 
59 
1:5 

27 
66 

115 

57 

37 
161/ 

113 

151 

2)1 
1/03 

116 

86 

15 
37 

131 

1/2 
132 

86 
201/ 

118 

OctOber 
payroll 

5 562 

68 

671 

70 

1136 
109 

25 

1I11 
9'1 

222 

102 

77 
317 

183 

268 

39 
780 

83 

2'18 

24 
711 

220 

106 
258 

1'18 
296 

91 

- Represents zero or munds to zero. 

Courts of general jurisdiction 

Number of employees 

Total 

18 008 

931 
308 

77 
63 

539 

976 
739 
1211 
669 
360 

293 
1:52 
6511 
265 
299 

216 
1 223' 

388 
'13 
92 

9'1 
1116 

85 
75 

282 

33 
53 
26 
110 

368 

'129 
3 552 
1 1186 

311 
3111 

331 
157 
287 
120 

92 

3115 
200 
305 
108 

33 

116 
111 

363 
'10 

Full­
time 
only 

15 702 

8111 
290 

64 
63 
95 

868 
661 
120 
669 
219 

293 
127 
6511 

107 

216 
1 186 

3:52 
113 
92 

91 

85 
66 

282 

33 
53 
26 
37 

368 

'129 
3 539 
1 '185 

311 

331 
117 
287 
120 

91 

2110 
200 
305 
105 

33 

116 

3'10 
110 

Full- October 
time payroll 
equiv-
alent 

16 326 28 655 

845 
292 

6] 
5411 

91;1 
67:5 
121) 
661~ 

269 

293 
128 
6511 
265 
177 

216 
1 190 

352 
113 
92 

91 

85 
66 

282 

33 
53 
26 
37 

368 

1129 
3 51111 
1 1185 

311 
314 

331 
122 
287 
120 

91 

252 
200 
305 
106 

33 

116 
117 

356 
110 

880 
581 
107 
159 

1 987 

1 239 
823 
170 

1 605 
510 

1131 
277 

2 024 
1I58 
5116 

397 
1 111a 

6911 
111 
:521 

2311 

29J. 
226 
583 

89 
153 

66 
83 

111111 

'162 
7 0311 
1 1118 

70 
921 

578 
397 

1 117 
178 
178 

315 
1/82 
905 
221 

53 

397 
102 

778 
85 

Courts of lim! ted jurisdiction 

Number of employees 

Total 

16 508 

169 
69 

76 
601 
1138 
390 

301 

209 
60 

179 
9'15 

527 
205 
1'10 

368 

3'12 

30 

128 
5 1/59 

737 

27 

5 
560 
227 
133 

79 
126 

2 086 

377 

Fuo'­
time 
only 

15 159 

169 
60 

71 
5711 
'138 
390 

296 

196 
8 

159 
862 

527 
!I. 

11/0 

368 

30 

128 
5 261/ 

737 

27 

5 
560 
227 
133 

75 
119 

1 358 

377 

Full- October 
time payroll 
equ1v-

15 637 20 3'10 

169 
62 

72 
589 
1138 
390 

200 
18 

1611 
898 

527 
266 
1'10 

368 

337 

30 

128 
5 303 

737 

27 

5 
560 
227 
133 

76 
120 

1 1/65 

377 

257 
81 

96 
627 
1I1111 
863 

351 

308 
32 

181 
8'15 

690 
19 

1195 

1195 

299 

26 

112 
7 9911 

825 

311 

9 
860 
296 
227 

90 
139 

1 397 

326 

IData are based on a field compilation from records of nach State governmellt shown; see text for data limitations. 
'Because of rounding, the detail figures may not add precisely to totals shown. 

Miscellaneous 

Number of employees 

Total 

5 207 

2311 
188 

10 
82 

50 
230 

21 
23 
62 

57 

586 
1/7 
18 

35 
31/0 

17 
132 

95 

30 
130 

27 
15 
3'1 

'I 
77 
10 

3 
'117 

66 
1 527 

90 
2 
2 

'I 
'15 

1811 
26 

30 
71 
30 

19 

2 
96 
21 
16 

2 

Full­
time 
only 

'I 838 

190 
1:56 

10 
79 

50 
218 

19 
21 
53 

55 

58'1 
35 
1'1 

9 
30'/ 

12 
132 

95 

30 
122 

21 
15 
3'1 

2 
77 

6 
2 

1/17 

66 
1 '111 

88 
2 
2 

'15 
183 

21 

30 
71 
29 

1"1 

2 
90 
21 
13 

2 

Full­
time 

1.eCl~lV-
alent 

'I 938 

22'1 
1'13 

10 
80 

50 
221 

19 
21 
55 

55 

5811 
39 
111 

9 
316 

13 
132 

95 

30 
123 

22 
15 
3'1 

2 
77 

6 
2 

1117 

66 
1 '1'16 

88 
2 
2 

30 
71 
29 

17 

2 
91 
21 
13 

2 

October p.yroll 

6 165 

198 
261 

1'1 
155 

70 
216 

21 
27 
62 

66 

805 
38 
17 

12 
289 

17 
103 
125 

32 
261 

2'1 
15 
112 

2 
97 

7 
2 

773 

57 
1 682 

111 
3 
'I 

60 
163 

26 

35 
62 
3'1 

21 

'I 
10'1 

27 
17 

2 

, . 
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____________________ -r ________ r-________ ~(~T~h~O~u~sa~n~d~s~o~f~d;o~"~a;r~S~)~--_=================J:~In~t~e;rg~o~v~er~n~m~en~t~a~l~e;x~p.~n~d~it;U~l'~e== _ Direct expenditure 

countyl 

TOTAL • • • • • • • 

ALABAMA: 
CALHOUN •••••••• 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • 
MADISON •••••••• 
MOBILE •••••••• 
MONTGOMERy. '" • • • 
TUSCALOOSA •••••••• 

ARIZONA: 
MARICOPA. • • • • • • 
pIMA. •• •••••• 

ARKANSAS: 
pULASKI ." I • • • • 

SEBASTIAN • • • • • • • • • 

Total Total 

1 114 587 1 091 80'1 

512 
II 885 
1 029 
2 3111 
1 338 
1 018 

9 516 
5 1'16 

1 11'17 
5Li9 

512 
1/ 885 
1 029 
2 3'11 
1 '38 
1 018 

9 516 
5 1'13 

1 '133 
5119 

Direct 
current 

987'728 

il88 
II 7118 
1 026 
2 333 
1 307 
1 003 

9 396 
5 091/ 

i 383 
51'1 

Total 

104 076 

211 
137 

3 
8 

31 
15 

120 
1I9 

50 
35 

Capital outlay 
Construc-

Equipment tion 

13 171 

211 
6 
3 
8 

31 
15 

120 
1I9 

50 
35 

89 586 

131 

Total 
Land 

1 319 22 783 

3 

1'1 

To State 
govern­
ments 

17 673 

To Ioea 1 
govern­

ments 

5 110 

CALIFORNIA: 21 232 
1 509 
6 651 
5 719 
1 672 
II 504 

18 '163 
1 '132 
6 623 
5 682 
1 616 
'I 3'12 

2 769 
77 
28 
37 
56 

221 
77 
28 
35 
33 
46 

2 539 9 530 272 258 
ALAMEDA • • •• ••• 
BUTTE • ~ • •• ••••• 
CONTRA COSTA ••••• 
FRESNO ••••••••• 
HUMBOLDT. •• • •••• 
KERN. • • • •• •• 
LOS ANGELES • • • • • 
MARIN • • • • • • • • 
MERCED •••••••• 
MONTEREY •••••••• 
ORANGE •••••••• 
RIVERSIDE • • • • • • 
SACRAMENTO. • • • • • 

SAN BERNARDINO ••••• 
SAN DIEGO • • • • • • • • • 
SAN JOAQUIN • • • • • • • 
SAN LUIS OBISPO • • • 
SAN MATEO • • • • • • 
SANTA BARBARA • • • • • • 
SANTA CLARA • • • • • • • • 
SANTA CRUZ •••••• 
SOLANO •••••••• 
SONOMA •••••••• 
STANISLAUS. • • •• • 
TULARE, • • •• • •• 
VENTURA • • • • • • • • 
YOLO •••••••••••• 

COLORADO: 
ADAMS • • • • • • • • • • 
ARAPAHOE ••••••• 
BOULDER • • • • • • • 
EL PASO • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • 
LARIMER • • • • • • • 
PUEBLO •••••• I • 

WELD5 •••••••••• 

DELAWARl':1 
NEW CASTLE ••••••••• 

FLORIDA: 
ALACHUA • • • • • • • • • 
BREVARD • • •• •••• 
BROWAR~ • • • • • •• ., 
DADE ••••••••• 
ESCAMBIA. • • • • • • • • 
HILLSBOROUGH •••••• 
LEE • • • • • • • • • 
LEON •••• , •••• 
MANATEE •••••• 
OKALOOSA. ••••• 

ORANGE. • • • • • • • 
pALM BEACH. •• • ••• 
pASCO • • • • • • • • 
PINELLAS. • • • • • • 
pOLK. • • • • • • • • • • 
sARASOTA ••••••• 
SEMINOLE •••••••• 
VOLUSIA • • • • • • • • • 

GEORGIA: 
918B. • • • • • • • • • 
CHATHAM. •••••••• 
CLAYTON • ~ • • • • • • • • 

Sec footnotes at end of table. 

21 762 
1 509 
6 651 
5 73'1 
1 672 
'I 50'1 

95 657 
2 951 
1 348 
3 1101 

22 287 
7 '1'16 
9 3113 

11 913 
19 '122 

Ij 9'13 
1. 718 
7 1j'l3 
1161:5 

III 582 
2 652 
2 825 
2 577 
3 026 
:>. 810 
5 636 
1 325 

37 
595 

53 
1 '135 

12'1 

183 

1 2'17 

3 827 
2 013 
6 273 

18 535 
8 075 
5 11911 
1 307 
1 213 

852 
79'1 

3 931 
'I 11'1 
1 110 
7 219 
2 6'12 

899 
836 

,;, 666 

1 112 
:>. 001 
1 293 

95 657 
2 951 
1 3'13 
3 '101 

22 287 
7 '1'16 
9 3113 

11 913 
19 '122 
'I 9'13 
1 718 
7 '1'13 
'I 613 

11/ 582 
2 652 
2 825 
2 577 
3 026 
2 780 
5 630 
1 325 

37 
595 

53 
1 '135 

12'1 

188 

1 2'17 

3 802 
1 9811 
6 273 

18 535 
8 075 
5 383 
1 307 
1 213 

852 
7911 

3 931 
1/ 053 
1 0911 
7 219 
2 607 

899 
836 

1 6()7 

1 112 
1 925 
1 293 

9'1 981 
2 902 
1 320 
3 381 

21 589 
7 '133 
9 301 

11 720 
18 920 

II 398 
1 670 
7 '119 
'I 53'1 

1'1 1112 
2 202 
2 767 
2 531 
3 000 
2 735 
5 6211 
1 318 

37 
577 

53 
1 1101 

12Li 

185 

1 227 

8110 
1 '122 
6 213 

18 202 
3111 
5 175 
1 287 
1 173 

8'13 
7911 

3 863 
3 533 
1 031 
6 '171 
2 554 

879 
827, 

1 581 

1 098 
1 866 
1 279 

162 
676 

1I9 
23 
20 

698 
13 
1I2 

193 
502 
545 

48 
211 
79 

170 
450 

58 
1I6 
26 
45 

6 
7 

11l 

311 

3 

20 

2 962 
562 

60 
333 

1I 964 
208 

20 
40 

9 

68 
520 

63 
7118 

53 
20 

9 
a6 

288 
49 
20 
III 
87 
13 
1I2 

193 
129 
77 

1 
23 
35 
42 
19 
26 
22 
24 
40 

6 
7 

311 

3 

20 

9 
32 
60 

173 
32 

208 
20 
1I0 

9 

68 
129 

13 
147 

40 
20 

9 
25 

111 
111 
III 

2 
23 

116 
388 

3 
6 

611 

373 
1I511 

1I7 
1 

411 
128 
1I31 

31 
211 

2 
5 

18 

2 953 
530 

160 
1I 932 

391 
50 

601 
13 

1I5 

14 

15 

5 

30 
6 

25 
29 

111 

61 
16 

35 

59 

76 

30 

25 
29 

111 

55 

35 

59 

76 

15 

5 

6 

6 
16 
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Table 35. Judicial expenditure of 343 large county governments, by character and object, 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expenditure 
Intergovernmental expenditure 

County! 

GEORGIA--CONTINUED 
COBB. • • • • • • • • • • • 
DE KALB • • • • • • • 
FULTON ••••••••••• 
GWINNETT •••••••• 
RICHMOND ••••••••• 

IDAHO. 
ADA • • • • 

ILLINOIS' 
CHAMPAIGN • • • • • • • • • 
COOK. • • • • • • • • 
DU PAGE • • • • • • • 
kANE. • • • • • • • • 
LAKE •••••••••••• 
LA SALLE. • • • • • • • 
MCHENRY • • • • • • • 
MCLEAN. • • • • ~ • • 

MACON • • • • • • • • • • • 
MADISON • • • • • • • • 
PEORIA. • • • • • • • 
ROCK ISLAND • • • • • • • • 
ST. CLAIR ••••••• 
SANGAMON. • • • • • • • 
TAZEWELL. • • • • • , • 
WILL ft • • • • • • ~ • 

WINNEBAGO • • • • • • 

INDIANA I 
ALLEN • • • • • • • • • • • 
DELAWARE. • • • • • • 
ELKHART • e I • • • • • • • 

LAKE. • • • c • • • • • • • 
LA PORTE. • • • • • • • • • 
MADISON • • • • • • • • 
ST. JOSEPH ••••••• 
TIPPECANOE. • • • • • • • 
VANDERBURGH • • • • • • 
VIGO. • • • • • • • • • • • 

IOWA, 
BLACK HA~K. • • • • • • • 
LINN •••••••••• 
POLK. • • • • • • • • 
SCOTT • • • • • • • • • 
WOODBURy ••••••••• 

KANSAS I 
JOHNSON • • • • • • • • 
SEDGWICK. • • • • • • • 
SHAWNEE • • 
WYANDOTTF • • • • • • 

KENTUCKY' 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • 
~ENTON. w • • • • 8 • • • • 

LOUISIANA, 
CADDO. • • • • • • •• • 
CALCASIEU • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • 
LAFAYETTE • • • • • • • • • 
OUACHITA. • • • • • • • • • 
RAP IDES • • • • • • • • • • 

MAINE, 
CUMBERLAND. • • • • • • 
KENNEBEC. • • • • • • • • • 
PENOBSCOT • • • • • • • • • 
YORK. • • • • • • • • • 

MARYLAND' 
ANNE ARUNDEL ••• 
BALTIMORE •••• 
HARFORD • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY •••• 
PRINCE GEORGES. • 
W~SHINGTON. • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

3 776 
3 6117 
7 852 
1 5211 
1 1811 

826 

1166 
51 950 

:1 817 
1 336 
1 255 

306 
1136 
501 

1189 
1 273 

821 
11611 

1 025 
602 
1128 

1 182 
1 238 

1 789 
575 
707 

3 938 
857 
797 

1 599 
385 

1 202 
810 

1 306 
1 352 
3 1118 

769 
1 050 

1 1165 
2 666 
1 158 
1 519 

II D112 
275 

876 
822 

II 278 
632 
1107 
398 

208 
116 
256 
286 

1 235 
1 9511 

6'1D 
5 795 
'I 026 

2011 

Total 

3 776 
3 6117 
7 852 
1 5211 
1. lS11 

826 

1166 
51 581 

2 817 
1 252 
1 255 

306 
'136 
501 

'189 
1273 

821 
11611 

1 025 
602 
'121 

1 182 
1 237 

1 759 
561 
696 

3 885 
853 
761 

1 582 
367 

1 178 
793 

1 271 
1 291 
3 3511 

769 
1 050 

1 1165 
2 666 
1 158 
1 519 

'I 0112 
275 

876 
822 

'I 278 
620 
'107 
391} 

208 
116 
256 
1'16 

1 235 
1 9511 

6110 
5 795 
II 026 

2011 

Direct 
current 

3 553 
3 607 
7 7117 
1 '191 
1 161 

786 

1159 
51 166 

2 652 
1 2115 
1 235 

302 
'128 
'199 

1189 
1 267 

768 
1159 

1 023 
602 
1117 

1 182 
1 2211 

1 586 
557 
6611 

3 8'11 
812 
753 

1 576 
3115 

1 171 
791 

1 135 
1 263 
3 327 

7611 
1 0'12 

1 '107 
2 623 
1 138 
1 21111 

'I 005 
271 

8211 
797 

II 278 
611 
1102 
3811 

201 
115 
255 
1'15 

1 196 
1 951 

5911 
2 6115 
3 976 

171 

Total 

223 
110 

105 
33 
23 

110 

7 
1115 
165 

7 
20 

II 
8 
2 

6 
53 

5 
2 

173 
'I 

32 
1111 
111 

8 
6 

22 
7 
2 

136 
28 
27 

5 
8 

58 
'13 
20 

275 

37 
II 

52 
25 

9 
5 

1'1 

7 
1 
1 
1 

39 
3 

'16 
3 150 

50 
33 

Capital outlay 

EqUipment 

223 
110 

105 
33 
23 

110 

7 
1115 
165 

7 
20 

II 
8 
2 

6 
16 
5 
2 

II 

13 

173 
II 

32 
1111 
26 

8 
6 

22 
7 
2 

28 
27 

5 
8 

58 
113 
20 
83 

37 
II 

118 
25 

9 
5 

111 

2 
1 
1 
1 

39 
3 

31 
9 

5D 
33 

Construc ... 
tion 

37 

15 

136 

192 

II 

5 

15 
3 1111 

Land 
Total 

369 

8'1 

7 

30 
111 
11 
53 

II 
36 
17 
18 
2'1 
17 

35 
61 
6'1 

12 

1'10 

To State 
govern­
ments 

8'1 

7 

30 
1'1 
11 
19 
'I 

36 
17 
18 
2'1 
17 

1'10 

To loca 1 
govern­
ments 

369 

35 
'15 
6'1 

12 

• ! 

...-------------------------~--------'-' .. ----

, 

JUDICIAL 231 

Table 35. Judicial expenditure of 343 large county governments, by character and object, 

Countyl 

MASSACHUSETTS I 
BARNSTABLE. • • • • • • • • 
BERKSHIRE • • • • •• •• 
BRISTOL • • • • • •• • 
ESSEX • • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMPDEN • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMPSHIRE • • • • • • • • • 
MIDDLESEX • • • • • • • • • 
NORFOLK • • • • • • •• • 
plYMOUTH. • • • • • •• • 
WORCESTER • • • • • •• • 

MICHIGAN' 
BAY • • • • • • • • • • 
BERRIEN • • • • • • • • • 
CALHOUN • • • • • • I • 

GENESEE • • • • • • • 
INGHAM. • • • • • • • • • 
JACKSON • • • • • • • • • • 
KALAMAZOO • • • • • • • • • 
KENT ••••••••••• 

MACOMB •• 
MONROE •• 
MUSKEGON. 
oAKLAND • 
OTTAWA •• 
SAGINAW • 
ST. CLAIR 
IVASHTENAW 
WAYNE , • 

MINNESOTA I 

· . . . .. .. · . . . . .. . 
• •••• 8 ••• · . . . . .. . · . . . .. . · ..... . · ..... . · . . . . . . . 

ANOKA • • • • • • • • • • 
DAKOTA. • ~ • • • • •• • 
HENNEPIN. • • • • • • • • 
RAMSEy. • • • • • •• •• 
ST. LOUIS •••••••• 
STEARN. • • • • • •• •• 
WASHINGTON. • • • • • • • • 

MISSISSIPPI, 
HARRISON. • • • • • • • • • 
HINDS • $ • • • • • • ~ • ~ 
JACKSON • • • • • • • • • • 

MISSOURII 
CLAVI • • • • • • • • • , 
GREENE. • • • • • • •• • 
JACKSON • • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • 
ST. CHARLES. • • •• •• 
ST. LO~~S • • • • • • • • • 

NEBRASKA' 
DOUGLAS • • • • • • • • , , 
LANCASTER • • • • • • • • • 

NEVADA' 
CLARK • • • • • • •• •• 
WASHOE. • • • • • •• •• 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
HILLSBOROUGH. • • • • • • • 
ROCKINGHAM. • • • •• • 

NEW JERSEY, 
ATLANTIC •••••••••• 
BERGEN. 8 • • • • • • • • 

BURLINGTON. • • • •• •• 
CAMDEN. • • • • • • •• • 
CUMBERLAND. • • • • •• • 
ESSEX It • • • • • • • • • • 

GLOUCESTER. • • • • • • • • 
HUDSON. • • • • • • • • • • 

MERCER. • • • • • • • • .. • 
MIDDLESEX • • • • • • • • • 
MONMOUTH. • • • • • • • • • 
MORRIS. It • • • • • • • • • 

OCEAN • • • • • • • • • • • 
PASSAIC • • • • • • • • • • 
SOMERSET •••••••••• 
UNION .......... .. 

See footnotes at end of table • 

Total 

1 286 
967 

3 152 
6 0~2 
5 711 

917 
211 625 
'I 191 
II 289 
5 '120 

i 090 
1 863 
2 372 
5 378 
2 566 
1 5'18 
3 911'1 
2 060 

II 357 
1 110 
1 1189 
6 281 

81'1 
1 992 
1 256 
2 790 

26 079 

1 116 
1 083 
9 38'1 
5 213 
2 )7'1 

652 
788 

2 271 
937 
8111 

572 
738 

5 118 
5117 
1197 

6 529 

1 879 
1 39'1 

6 071 
1 618 

963 
766 

1 929 
II 972 
2 1111 
II 263 

776 
12 85'1 

722 
II 152 

2 662 
'I 788 
2 295 
1 583 
1 9111 
II' 586 
1 11'1 
II 792 

fiscal year 1978-Continued 
(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expenditure 

Capital outlay 

Total 

1 286 
967 

3 150 
6 016 
5 711 

91'1 
2'1 618 

'I 191 
II 289 
5 '120 

1 090 
1 8115 
2 170 
5 378 
2 566 
1 5118 
3 9'1'1 
2 0'12 

'I 357 
1 110 
1 '189 
6 275 

81'1 
1 93'1 
1 256 
2 '790 

25 570 

1 116 
1 061 
9 3811 
5 213 
2 37/1 

652 
7'12 

2 271 
937 
81'1 

572 
738 

5 118 
5117 
1197 

6 529 

1 879 
1 3911 

6 071 
1 618 

963 
766 

1 929 
'I 972 
2 I'll 
'I 263 

776 
12 85'1 

722 
II 152 

2 662 
II 788 
2 295 
1 583 
1 91'1 
'I 586 
1 11'1 
II 792 

Direct 
current 

1 276 
955 

3 117 
'I 500 
II 620 

865 
13 669 

3 985 
3 '186 
'I 885 

1 076 
1 806 
2 13B 
5 103 
2 5'15 
1 516 
2 20Q 
2 N6 

'I 203 
1 109 
1 '177 
6 167 

810 
1 921 
1 256 
2 68'1 

25 193 

1 086 
1 039 
9 135 
5 1L19 
2 3'13 

628 
736 

912 
932 
770 

567 
738 

II 970 
'1511 
1180 

6 '197 

1 872 
1 38B 

5 919 
1 606 

95'1 
753 

1 780 
II 9'11 
1 1I',ilj 
3 833 

759 
12 650 

722 
'I 1'18 

2 650 
'I 617 
2 295 
1 583 
1 786 
'I 569 
1 069 
II 660 

Total 

10 
12 
33 

1 516 
1 091 

'19 
10 9'19 

206 
803 
535 

1'1 
39 
32 

275 
21 
32 

1 735 
36 

151.1 
1 

12 
108 

'I 
13 

~06 
,)'17 

30 
22 

2119 
611 
31 
2'1 

6 

1 359 
5 

'III 

5 

1118 
93 
17 
32 

7 
6 

152 
12 

9 
13 

1'19 
31 

687 
'130 

17 
20'1 

'I 

12 
171 

128 
17 
'15 

132 

Equipment 

10 
12 
22 

1 
11 

II 
6 

25 
44 
32 

111 

32 
112 
21 
32 
10 
36 

39 
1 

12 
711 

II 
13 

106 
122 

30 
22 

2112 
611 
31 
211 

6 

191 
5 

1111 

5 

1111 
16 
17 
32 

6 

152 
12 

II 
13 

25 
31 

17 
2011 

II 

9 
27 

3 
17 

5 
62 

Construc­
tion 

11 
1 515 
1 080 

115 
1D 9113 

181 
759 
503 

1 725 

115 

255 

7 

1 168 

311 
77 

5 

1211 

687 
1130 

:5 
11111 

125 

110 
70 

Land 

233 

311 

7 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

2 
36 

3 
7 

18 
202 

18 

22 

'16 

To State To local 
govern­
ments 

3 

6 

govern ... 
ments 

2 
36 

3 
II 

18 
202 

18 

58 

509 

22 

'16 
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< Table 35. 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Judicial expenditure !If 343 large county governments, by character and object, 
'Iscal year 1978-Continued 

(Thousands of dollars) I 

County' 

Direct expenditure 
Intergovernmental expenditure 

NEW MEXICOI 
BERNALILLO. 

NEW YORKI 

... 
ALBANY. • • • • • • • • • 
BROOME. • • • • • • • • 
CHAUTAUQUA •••••• 
CHEMUNG • • • • • • • 
DUTCHESS. • • • • • • 
ERIE ••••••••••• 
MONROE •••••••••• 
NASSAU •••••••• 
NIAGARA • • • • • • • • • • 
ONEIDA •••••••••• 
ONONDAGA ••••••••• 
ORANGE. • • • • • • • 
OSWEGO. • • •• '" 
RENSSELAER. • • • • • 

ROCKLAND. • •• •• • 
ST. LAWRENCE. • • •• •• 
SARATOGA. • • • • • •• • 
SCHENECTADY • • • • • • • • 
STEUBEN • • • • • • • • • • 
SUFFOLK • • •• •• 
ULSTER. • • • • • • • 
WESTCHESTER • • • • • • 

NORTH CAROLINA I 
BUNCOMBE. • • • • • • 
CUMBERLAND. • • • • • 
DURHAM. • • • • • • • 
FORSYTH • • • • • • • 
GASTON. • • • • • • • 
GUILFORD ••••••• 
MECKLENBURG • • • • • 
ONSLOW •••••••• 
WAKE ••••••••• 

OHIOI 
ALLEN • • • • • • • • 
ASHTABULA • • • • • • 
BUTLER. • • • • • •• • 
CLARK • • • • • • • • • • • 
CLERMONT •••••••• 
COLUMBIANA ••••••• 
CUYAHOGA ••••••• 
FRANKLIN. • • • • • • 
GREENE. • • • • • 
HAMILTON. • • • • : : : : • 
LAKE ••••••••• 

LICKING • • • •• • 
LORAIN. • • • • • • • • 
LUCAS • • • • • • • • 
MAHONING. • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY ••••••••• 
PORTAGE • • • • • •• •• 
RICHLAND. • • • • • • • 
STARK • • • • • • • • • 

~~~~~GLL: : : ..... 
WOOD ••••• : : : : : • 

OKLAHOMA I 
CLEVELAND • • • • • • • 
COMANCHE. • • • • • • 
OKLAHOMA. • • • • • • • • 
TULSA ••••••••••• 

OREGON I 
CLACK~.MAS • • • • • • • • • 
JACKSON •••••••• 

~~~iON: : : : : : : : : 
MULTNOMAH I I • • • •• : 

WASHINGTON. • • • • • • : • 
See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

186 

1 759 
965 
5119 
425 

1 0311 
6 129 
6 323 

10 505 
1 11911 
1 1196 
3 011 
1 528 

7811 
570 

1 283 
552 
616 
7911 
507 

11 229 
982 

II 657 

525 
:> 138 

1107 
1 327 

273 
716 

2 238 
1 075 

891 

678 
601 

1 1113 
795 
655 
6119 

20 069 
36 1115 

765 
7 975 
1 1170 

695 
1 238 
II 01/2 
2 061 
II 660 
1 032 

680 
1 720 
2 9110 
1 512 

7111 

1111 
575 

1 891 
II 763 

1 031 
3 lIaq 
3 1101 
1 231 
5 8911 
1 0116 

Total 

186 

1 2111 
601 
3211 
215 
lI67 

3 627 
II 652 

10 505 
9511 
993 

2 105 
1 525 

5112 
301 

666 
3118 
lI02 
11.31 
222 

7 910 
713 

2 012 

525 
2 138 

lI07 
1 327 

273 
716 

2 238 
1 075 

891 

678 
601 

1 lLI3 
795 
655 
6119 

20 068 
36 1115 

765 
7 975 
1 1170 

695 
1 238 
II 0112 
1 795 
II 660 
1 032 

680 
1 720 
2 9110 
1 512 

7111 

1111 
1j1l9 

1 891 
II 505 

1 031 
3 11811 
3 lIOl 
1 231 
5 823 
1 0116 

Direct 
current 

186 

1 232 
551 
313 
213 
11611 

3 561 
II 6112 

10 1j92 
9111 
769 

1 867 
1 522 

1198 
297 

591 
3111 
376 
393 
212 

7 908 
299 

1 450 

11911 
1113 
383 

1 121 
265 
651 

1 270 
305 
841 

656 
597 

1 085 
767 
582 
6111 

16 213 
II 212 

752 
7 929 
1 311 

691 
1 237 
3 9711 
1 795 
II 629 
1 021 

680 
1 6911 
2 6911 
1 512 

7111 

114 
11116 

1 891 
1 8'11 

1 018 
802 

3 349 
1 149 
5 222 
1 033 

Total 

15 
50 
11 

2 
3 

66 
10 
13 
110 

224 
238 

3 
IIIj 
4 

75 
34 
26 
38 
10 

2 
4lL1 
562 

31 
1 725 

211 
206 

8 
65 

968 
770 

50 

22 
II 

56 
26 
73 

8 
3 655 

32 203 
13 
116 

159 

4 
1 

66 

31 
11 

26 
116 

3 

2 664 

13 
2 682 

52 
82 

601 
13 

Capital outlay 

Equipment 

15 
1lt 
11 
2 
3 

66 
10 

40 
9 

26 

28 
II 

37 
4 

26 
II 

10 
2 

6 

31 
111 
211 
66 

7 
65 

752 
3 

50 

22 
II 

58 
27 

3 
B 

141 
22 
'.3 
28 
12 

II 
1 

68 

31 
11 

26 
30 

1173 

13 
17 
52 
82 

558 
13 

Construc_ 
tion 

39 

215 
212 

3 
16 

38 
30 

311 

Ill11 
556 

1 711 

1110 
1 

216 
767 

1 
70 

3 7111 
32 181 

18 
1117 

16 

2 191 

2 665 

Land 
Total 

512 
3611 
225 
210 
567 

2 502 
1 671 

5110 
503 
906 

3 
2112 
269 

617 
2011 
214 
363 
285 

3 319 
269 

2 6115 

1 

266 

126 

256 

71 

To State 
govern_ 
ments 

512 
3611 

210 
567 

1 671 

5110 
503 
906 

3 
2112 
269 

617 
2011 
214 
363 
285 

3 319 
269 

2 6115 

266 

126 

To local 
govern­
ments 

225 

2 502 

6 

15 
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TElble 35. Judicial expnnditure of 343 large county governments, by character and object, 

fiscal year 1978-Continued 
(Thousands of dollars) 

.'------------~~--.-r----~--------~----------~~----~--~--Direct expenditure Intergovernmenta 1 expend! ture 

Countyl 

PENNSYL.VANIA I 
ALLEGHENY •••••• 
BEAVER. I • • • • • • • • 

BERKS • • • • • • • • • 
BLAIR • • • • ~ • • •• • 
BUCKS • • • • • • • • • 
SUTLER. • • • • • •• •• 
CAMBRIA • • • • • • • • 
CENTRE. • • • • • • • • • 
CHESTER • • • • • •• •• 

CUMBERLAND. • • • • • • 
DAUPHIN • • • • • • • • 
DELAWARE. • • • • • •• • 
ERIE •••••••••••• 
FAYETTE • • • • • • • 
FRANKLIN. • • • • • •• • 
LACKAWANNA. • • • • • • 
LANCASTER • • • • •• •• 
LAW~~NCE ••• '_1 ••••• 

LEBANON I • • • • • • • • • 

LEHIGH. • • • • • • • • 
LUZERNE • • • • • • • • 
LYCOMING •••••••••• 
MERCER ••••••••• 
MONTGOMERY ••••••• 
NORTHAMP'TON • • • • • • 
NOf\THUMBERLAND. • • • • 
SCHUYLKILL. • • • • • 
WASHIN~TON. • • • • • • 
WESTI~OR"LAND. • • • • • • 
yORK •••• I ••••• 

SOUTH CAROLINA I 
ANDERSON. • • • • • • • 
CHARLESTON. • • • • • • • 
GREENVILLE. • • • • • 
LEXINGTON • • • • • • 
RICHLAND. • • • • • • 
SPARTANBURG • • • • • • 

TENNESSEE I 
HAMILTON. 
KNOX. • • 
SHELBY •• 
SULLIVAN. 

TEXASI 

• • I • • e:. ~ · . . . .. . 
· ....... . 

BELL. 0 ••••••••• 

BEXAR • • • • • I • • 

BRAZORIA. • • • • • • 
CAMERON • • • • • • • • 
CALLAS ••••••••• 
EL PASO • • • • • • • • 
GALVESTON ••••••• 
HARRIS. • • • • • • • 
HIDALGO • • • • • • • 

JEFFERSON • • • • • • 
LUBBOCK • • • • • • • 
MCLENNAN. • • • • • • • 
NUECES •••••• ~ •• 
SMITH ••••••.• 
TARRANT • • • • • • • 
TAYLOR. • • • • • • • • 
TRAVIS. • • • • • • • 
WICHITA • • • • • • • • 

UTAH I 
DAVIS • • 
SALT LAKE 
UTAH ••• 
WEBER • • 

· ....... . · . . . .. .. · ..... . · ...... . 
VERMONT I 

CHITTENDEN. 

VIRGINIAI 
ARL:NGTON • , • • • • 
CHESTERFIELD, • • • • 
FAIRFAX • • • • • • • • 
HENRICO • • ~ • • • • • • • 
pRINCE WILLIAM. • • • • 
llec footnoto. at end of ·table. 

'rotal 

B 916 
1 767 
2 0511 

873 
3 826 

721 
1 255 

1199 
2 170 

822 
2 2511 
5 705 
1 910 

9311 
11119 

1 2116 
2 318 

600 

5119 
1 717 
2 OB9 

891 
8011 

5 332 
1 11116 

600 
9'11 

1 3611 
2 220 
1 B25 

5118 
1 11119 
1 592 

7B3 
3 631 
1 001 

1 9112 
1 922 
6 660 

705 

538 
II 353 
1 082 
1 039 

10 8117 
2 270 
1 1188 

19 360 
1 235 

1 593 
1 050 

702 
;:0 1150 

901 
II 207 

693 
:> IIBII 

533 

176 
2 1173 

1178 
295 

1311 

1 200 
579 

3 8511 
:> 969 

BII6 

Total 

6 916 
1 7B7 
2 05'1 

873 
3 826 

721 
1 255 

lI99 
2 170 

822 
2 2511 
5 705 
1 910 

9311 
4119 

1 2118 
2 :"lB 

596 

S'l9 
1 717 
2 089 

B91 
6011 

5 332 
1 11116 

600 
9'11 

1 216 
2 220 I 1 825 

5118 
1 11119 
1 592 

783 
:5 631 
1 001 

1 9112 
1 922 
6 660 

705 

538 
II 353 
1 082 
1 039 

10 8117 
2 270 
1 1188 

19 380 
1 235 

1 593 
1 050 

701 
2 1150 

901 
3 935 

693 
2 11811 

533 

176 
2 lI73 

1178 
295 

799 
519 

3 065 
2 BI0 

763 

Direct 
current 

6 800 
1 7811 
1 9117 

853 
3 791 

713 
1 232 

11911 
2 133 

7B3 
2 230 
5 637 
1 8BO 

909 
111111 

1 2117 
1 673 

582 

534 
1 69:5 
2 065 

B711 
776 

5 223 
1 1113 

596 
9111 

1 196 
2 186 
1 770 

536 
1 1129 
1 551 

766 
2 30B 

982 

1 B86 
• 906 
6 176 

700 

526 
II 280 

9110 
987 

10 7011 
2 21111 
1 1160 

19 069 
1 1911 

1 563 
9(S5 
6~\6 

2 199 
61\~ 

3 31.11' 
677 

2 1111 
522 

176 
2 11112 

1171 
2B8 

1311 

789 
1102 

2 1155 
8110 
662 

Total 

116 
3 

107 
20 
35 

8 
23 

5 
J7 

39 
211 
68 
30 
25 

5 
1 

6115 
111 

15 
22 
211 
17 
28 

109 
33 

II 

22 
311 
55 

12 
20 
111 
15 

1 323 
19 

511 
16 

11811 
5 

12 
73 

1112 
52 

1113 
26 
28 

311 
III 

30 
85 
115 

251 
262 
588 

16 
73 
11 

31 
7 
7 

10 
117 
610 

1 970 
101 

Capital outlay 

EqUipment 

116 
3 
5 

20 
17 

8 
23 

5 
21 

39 
211 
68 
30 

5 
1 

32 
111 

13 
22 
211 
17 
28 
68 
33 

Il 

22 
311 
52 

12 
II 

111 
8 

111 
19 

eq 
16 
26 

5 

12 
73 

52 
1113 
26 
28 

303 
111 

28 
85 
28 

251 
17 
76 
12 
73 
11 

17 
7 
7 

10 
30 
50 

101 
101 

Construe .. 
tion 

102 

3 

16 

25 

613 

2 

111 

3 

16 

7 
1 237 

458 

17 

9 

87 
560 

1 869 

Land 

15 

72 

1112 

8 

2 

265 
512 

5 

Total 

1116 

272 

1101 
60 

769 
159 

83 

To State To local 
govern.. govern .. 

ments ments 

1101 
60 

789 
'5B 
~3 

1116 

272 

10 

~-.--~---------------------------------------~ 
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 35. Judicial expenditure of 343 large county governments, by character and objects, 
fiscal year 1978-continued 

Countyl 

WASHINGTONI 
cLARK • • • 8 • • • • • 

KING. • • • • • • • • t • 

KITSAP ••••••••• 
PIERCE. • • • • • • • • • • 
SNOHOMISH • • • • • • 
SPOKANE • • • • • • • 
VAKIMA. • • • • • • •• • 

WEST VIRGINIA I 
CABELL. • • • 
KANAWHA • • • 

WISCONSINI 
BROWN • • • • • • • • • 
DANE. • • • • • • • • 
KENOSHA • • • • • • • 
MARATHON. • • • • • • 
MILWAUKEE • • • • • • 
OUTAGAMIE • • • • • • • 
RACII4E •••••••• 
ROCK •••••••••• 
WAUKESHA. • • • • • • 
WINNEBAGO • • • • • • • 

Total 

1 153 
7 912 

778 
2 175 
1 797 
1 7'13 
1 13'1 

17t1 
521 

666 
;> 657 

876 
402 

10 233 
632 

1 262 
916 

1 '152 
662 

Total 

1 15.3 
l' 912 

776 
2 175 
1 797 
1 7'13 
1 1.3'1 

17'1 
'19'1 

636 
2 506 
·605 

3'19 
10 230 

757 
1 1'19 

655 
1 326 

6.33 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct 
current 

1 150 
7 660 

76.3 
2 17'1 
1 721 
1 702 
1 111 

172 
'176 

617 
2 490 

767 
.3'15 

9 978 
62'1 

1 I'll 
653 

1 321 
622 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

3 
52 
15 

1 
76 
til 
2.3 

2 
16 

19 
18 
16 
'I 

252 
133 

6 
2 
7 

11 

Capl.tal outlay 

Equipment 

3 
52 
15 

19 
39 
23 

2 
16 

19 
16 
13 
II 

22 
6 
8 
2 
7 

11 

Construc­
tion 

1 
57 

2 

5 

230 
127 

Land 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 

lData are based on a field compilntion from records of each coun\,y government shown; see text for data limitations. 

Intergovernmental rxpenditure 

Total 

27 

52 
149 

71 
53 

3 
75 

1.33 
61 

1211 
29 

To State To local 
govern­
ments 

27 

1119 
71 
53 

75 
133 

61 
124 
29 

govern-
ments 

52 

c 
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Table 36. Detaii of direct current expenditure for judicial activities of 343 large county 
governments, fiscal year 1978 

(Thousands of dollars) 

County' 

TOTAL. . . . . . . . . . . . ~ . . . . . . . , . 
ALABAMA: 

CALHOUN. • ~ • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • t • • • 

MADISON. • • • • • • • • • • • • " ~ • • • • • • • • 
MOBILE • • • , • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TUSCAL09SA • • • • • •.• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

ARIZONAI 
MARICOPA 
PIMA • • 

ARKANSAS I 

... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
PULASKI ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SEBASTIAN. • • • • • • • • • • • e I • • • • • • • • 

CALIFORNIA I 
ALAMEDA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • ~ • ~ • • • 
BUTTE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CONTRA COSTA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FRESNO • • • • • • • • • • ? • • • ~ • • • • • • • • 
HUMBOLDT • • • • • • • • • • • e I • • • • • • • • • 

KERN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • , • • 
LOS ANGELES. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MARIN. • • , • • • • • • • ~ • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MERCED • • • • • • • • • • ~ • e • • • • • • • • • • 

MONTEREY • • • , • , • • , • , , • , • • • • • • • , 
ORANGE • ~ • • • • ~ • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • , 
RIVERSIDE •• , , ~ , •••••••• , , • , • r •• 
SACRAMENTO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN BERNARDINO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN DIEGO. • • • • • • • • u • • • , • • • • • • • , 

SAN JOAQUIN. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN LUIS OBISP0. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN MATEO. • : , • • • • • • • • • • • • , • • • , • 

SANTA BARBARA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA CLARA. • • • , • • , , , • • , • • • , • • • • 
SANTA CRUZ • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SOLANO • • ~ ! • • • • • • , • • • • • , • • • • • • 

SONOMA • • a , • • • • • • • • • , • • • • • • • • • 

STANISLAUS • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TULARE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • , , • • • • • • 
VENTURA ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
YOLO • • • ~ • , • • • • 8 • • • • , • • • • • • • • 

COLORADO I 
ADAMS. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ARAPAHOE • • • • • • • • , • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BOULDER ••••••••• , ••••••••••••• 
EL PASO. • • • • • , • • , • , • • • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON. • • • , • • • ~ • • • • • • • • • • • • , 
LARIMER ••••• a , •••••• , ••••••••• 

PUEBLO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • , • • • • • • • 
WELD • • • • • I) • • • • • • • • " • • • • • • • • • 

DELAWARE I 
NEW CASTLE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Ft.ORIDAI 
ALACHUA. • • • • • • , • • , • • • • • & • • • • • • 

BREVARD. iii ••••••••• II! ••••••••••• 

BROWARD. • • • • • • ~ • ~ • • , • • • • • • • • , • 
DADE • • • • • e ~ , • • • • • , , • , • • ~ • • • • 

ESCAMBIA • • • , , • , • • • • • , • • • • • • • • • 
HILLSBOROUGH • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

LEE. • • , • , • , • • • • • • • , • , • • • tf. *' • • 
LEON • • • • • • • • • • • , • • e • • • • • • • 0 • 

MANATEE. • • • • , • • • • • • • ~ • • • • • • • , • 
OKA~OOSA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • , • • • • , • • 
ORANGE • • • • • c • • , • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

PALM BEACH • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PASCO. • • t • • • • • • 0 • • • • • • • • ~ • • • • 

PINELLAS • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
See footnotes at end of table. 

. . . . . 

Total 
direct 

current 

987 728 

1188 
4 748 
1 026 
2 333 
1 307 
1 003 

9 396 
5 09ij 

1 3G3 
51ij 

18 ij63 
1 ij32 
6 623 
5 682 
1 616 
ij 3ij2 

9ij 981 
2 902 
1 320 

3 381 
21 589 

7 ij33 
9 301 

11 720 
18 920 

ij 398 
1 670 
7 ij19 

ij 53ij 
lij ij12 

2 202 
2 767 
2 531 
3 000 
2 735 
5 624 
1 318 

37 
577 

53 
1 401 

124 

185 

1 227 

840 
1 ij22 
6 213 

18 202 
3 111 
5 175 

1. 287 
1 173 

843 
794 

3 863 
:!i 533 
1 031 
6 1t71 

Courts of 
genera 1 

jurisdiction 

Q51,' 9,,1 

156 
2 Oijlt 

ijij5 
1 Oij8 

527 
ijijlt 

7 226 
3 564 

802 
26ij 

3 670 
1t09 
9ijO 

1 76ij 
370 

1 886 
50 Q15 

615 
175 

1 17ij 
ij 875 
1 911 
2. 655 
3 838 
1.1 32~ 

793 
66L~ 

,013 

2 6511 
:3 2~'1'1 

71(' : 
105 
1t89 
781 
579 

2 379 
290 

37 
97 

762 

65'] 
1 088 
2 781 
5 309 
1 029 
2 686 

536 
620 
1t33 
730 

1 084 
1 7~81 53Q 
5 327 

Courts of 
limit"d 

jurisdiction 

299 701t 

213 
1 656 

332 
895 
l/68 
280 

1 679 
582 

8 0611 
1t87 

II 136 
2 1172 

773 
1 726 

111 9311 
1 222 

805 

1 bll2 
11 639 

2 791 
3 6011 
II 909 
8 090 
2 1911 

723 
2 900 

1 772 
5 960 
1 107 
1 :301 
1 222 
1 2115 
1 5111 
2. 858 

5111 

20 
66 

760 
ij 2011 

121t 
1 338 

'227 
267 
166 

15 
8119 
986 
198 
120 

Misce llnn00us 

229 063 

, l. ' 
1 lAp: 

2ij9 
390 
312 
279 

ij38 
158 

6 729 
536 

1 5117 
1 ijij6 

ij73 
730 

2 632 
1 065 

3110 

565 
5 075 
2 731 
3 0112 
2 973 
6 508 
1 ijl1 

283 
2 506 

108 
5 158 

380 
1 301 

620 
9711 
615 
387 
511t 

336 
53 

1 ij01 
1211 

185 

ij65 

161 
268 

2 672 
8 689 
1 958 
1 151 

5211 
286 
21111 

ij9 
1 930 

799 
2119 

1 02ij 
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Detail of direct current expenditure for judicial activities ofl3~~ large county 
governments, fiscal year 19-78-Continued. 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Countyl 
Total 
direct 

current 

Courts of 
general 

jurisdiction 

Courts of 
limited 

jurisdiction 
Miscellaneous 

UTAHI 
DAVIS ••••• , , 
SALT LAKE, •••• 
UTAH • • • • • , • 
WEBER •••••• , 

VERMONT: 

· . . . . . . .. . · . . . . . . . · . . . . . " . . · . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . 
CHITTENDEN . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

VIRGINIA I 
ARLI~IGTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHESTERFIELD , , , • • • • • • • • • , • • • • • • • 
FAIRFAX. e , • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • ~ • • 

HENRICO •••••••• 0 •••••••••••••• 

PRIN~E WILLIAM • • • , • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

WASHINGTON: 
CLARK ••••••• 
KING • " e , • • • 
KITSAP • 0 • • • • 

PIERCE • • • , • • 
SNOHOMISH, • • • • 
SPOKANE. • • • • • 
yAKIMA • • • • • • 

WEST VIRGINIAI 

· . . . " . . . . . . . . . . . . · . . . . , . .. . . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . . . . . . . . " . 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • " c- • • · . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . ~ . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

CABELL • " • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • 
KANAWHA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

. . . . . . . . . . 
WISCONSIN I 

BROWN. • • • • • • 
DANE • • • • • • • 
KENOSHA. • • • • • 
MARATHON • • • • • 
MILWAUKEE. • • • • 
OUTAGAMIE. • • • • 
RACINE • • • • , • 
ROCK • • • • • • • 
WAUKESHA • • • • • 
WINNEBAGO. • • • • 

· . ., . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
c • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • · . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . · . . . , . . . . . . . . . . . . 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • " e · . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • iii • • • 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 

176 
2 ~~2 

~71 
288 

789 
~02 

2 ~55 
8~0 
662 

1 150 
7 860 

76:3 
2 17~ 
1 721 
1 702 
1 111 

617 
2 ~90 

787 
:3~5 

9 978 
62~ 

1 1~1 
85:3 

1 :321 
622 

15 
628 

86 

:307 
:3 297 

~72 
1 218 

526 
995 
~72 

12~ 
178 

186 
2 277 

570 
:3~5 

9 281 
~71 
97:3 
799 

1 ?'J~ 
556 

IOata are based on field compilation from records of each county government shown; see text for data limitations. 

2 

600 
2 7:32 

196 
68~ 
77'J 
526 
:375 

505 
187 
6:39 
6:32 
281 

2~:3 
1 831 

95 
272 
~22 
181 
26~ 

~8 
137 

697 
15:3 
168 
5~ 
87 
66 

;' 

Ii 
ii 
:1 
fl 

~ 11 
(I 

Ii 
l' 

il 
Ii 
I! 
II 
Ii 
II 
Ii 
Ii 
fl 
il 
II 
~ 
:1 

~ 
ij 
11 

~I 
,I 

iI 
'I 
II 
II 
!f 

~ 
if 

11 

II 
II 
II 
Ii 
P 
I; 
II 
L1 
Ij 

Page left blank to preserve table sequence. 
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Table 37. Detail of judiCial employment and payrolls of 343 large county governments, 
October 1978 

County' 

TOTAL • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
ALABAMA: 

CALHOUN • • • • • • •• •• ~ • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • •• •••• 
MADISON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MOBILE •••••••••••••• 
MONTGOMERY •••••••••••• 
TUSCALOOSA. • I • • • • • • • • • 

ARIZONAI 
MARICOPA. • • • • • • • • 
PIMA. • • • • • t • • • 

.... .... 
ARKANSAS: 

PULASKI • 
SEBASTIAN 

. . . . . . . . ........ •••• I ••• 

CALIFORNIA: 
ALAMEDA • • • • • • • • • a , • • 

BUTTE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CONTRA COSTA. • • • • • • • • • • 
FRESNO •••••••••••••• 
HUMBOLDT ••••••••••••• 
KERN. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOS ANGELES • • • • " •••• 
MARIN ••••••••••••• 
MERCED. • • • • • • •• •••• 
MONTEREY ••••••••••••• 
ORANGE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RIVERSIDE • • • • •• ••••• 
SACRAMENTO •••••••••••• 

SAN BERNARDINO. • • •• • ••• 
SAN DIEGO • • • • • • • • • • I • 

SAN JOAQUIN • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN LUIS OBISPO • • • • • • • • • 
SAN MATEO • • • • I •• •••• 

SANTA BARBARA • • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA CLARA • • • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA CRUZ. • • • • • • • • • • • 
SOLANO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SONOMA. • • • • • • •• • ••• 
STANISLAUS. • • I • • • • • • • • 

TULARE. • • • • e • • • • • • • • 

VENTURA • • • • • • •• •••• 
YOLO. • • • • • • •• ••••• 

COLORADO: 
ADAMS • • • • • u • • e t • • • • 

ARAPAHOE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BOULDER ••••••••••••• 
EL PASO • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LARIMER • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PUEBLo •••••••••••••• 
WELD ••••••••••••••• 

DELAWARE I 
NEW CASTLE. 

FLORIDAI 
ALACHUA • • • • • • • * • • • • • 
BREVARD • • t • • • • • • • • • • 

BROWARD ••••••••••••• 
DADE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ESCAMBIA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HILLSBOROUGH. • • • • • • • • • • 
LEE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LEON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MANATEE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OKALOOSA ••••••••••••• 

ORANGE. • • • • • • ~ • • • • • • 
PALM BEACH •••••••••••• 
PASCO • • • • • • • • • • • • , • 
PINELLAS. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
POLK. • • • • • • • •• "" 
SARASOTA •••••••••••• , 
SEMINOLE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
VOLUSIA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

GEORGIA: 
BIBB •••••••••• 
CHATHAM • • • • • • • • 
CLAYTON • • • • • • • • 

· .. ',' · .. . · ... . 
See tootnotes at and of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Total judicial nctivi ties 

Number of employees 

Total 

60 925 

18 
170 

115 
1112 
6~ 
23 

623 
306 

85 
1111 

6115 
77 

303 
286 

85 
199 

II 662 
1:37 

92 
1711 

1 030 
387 
392 

5110 
1 019 

223 
93 

:332 
250 
728 

97 
130 
150 
151 
1111 
236 

73 

5 
27 

II 
79 

17 

92 

81 
98 

1197 
1 103 

159 
257 

81 
92 
65 
37 

333 
253 
76 

1103 
180 

75 
85 

127 

135 
129 

77 

Full-time 
only 

511 837 

12 
1211 

32 
109 

111 
1:3 

623 
299 

82 
32 

632 
72 

276 
2511 

711 
1711 

II 1110 
113 

79 
157 
977 
358 
367 

522 
9811 
206 

82 
305 
211 
593 

91 
119 
133 
125 
1:36 
222 

67 

5 
27 

II 
79 

17 

92 

75 
93 

116'1 
1 087 

1117 
257 

78 
78 
61 
311 

333 
2112 

66 
1101 
179 
69 
85 

118 

68 
129 

73 

Full-time 
equivalent2 

57 876 

16 
158 

11;:1 
129 
56 
19 

623 
300 

83 
36 

638 
72 

289 
266 

82 
203 

II 1185 
12'1 

85 
165 

1 01:3 
381 
379 

530 
996 
211 

86 
315 
222 
6:37 

93 
122 
1110 
1311 
139 
229 

69 

5 
27 
'I 

79 

17 

92 

76 
95 

1176 
1 093 

156 
257 

79 
811 
62 
35 

333 
2'16 

68 
1102 
179 

70 
85 

121 

81 
129 
75 

October 
payroll' 

62 7116 

·111 
173 
35 

115 
59 
20 

6611 
307 

77 
31 

91111 
69 

/103 
351 

92 
251 

6 007 
158 
85 

186 
1 372 

1163 
51:3 

638 
1 288 

2'10 
100 
'167 
280 
896 
107 
153 
163 
1611 
1111 
288 
80 

'I 
3'1 

5 
81 

1'1 

93 

58 
63 

385 
1 166 

1116 
2'15 
67 
6'1 
52 
26 

291 
212 
52 

352 
153 
57 
6'1 

101 

8'1 
1211 
70 

Courts of general jurisdiction 

Number of employees 

Total 

28 '192 

6 
33 
15 
55 
15 
10 

'172 
220 

55 
15 

67 
1:3 
3'1 
811 
18 
62 

2 369 
20 
16 
6/1 

183 
50 
99 

89 
178 

17 
311 
73 

139 
138 
29 
11 
26 
25 
19 
90 
12 

5 

611 

62 
82 

278 
11118 
112 

91 
27 
36 
18 
31 

102 
122 
28 

2112 
'1/1 
50 
32 
65 

51 
68 
30 

Full-time 
only 

25 298. 

'I 
28 

1172 
216 

52 
15 

65 
1:3 
27 
83 
15 
'11 

2 It12 
12 

9 
55 

1115 
37 
77 

87 
160 

11 
30 
58 

11'1 
105 

28 
6 

18 
18 
15 
82 

9 

5 

6'1 

61 
77 

2'17 
11117 
100 

91 
27 
30 
18 
28 

102 
112 

27 
2'12 

'1'1 
117 
32 
65 

25 
68 
26 

Full-time 
equivalent 

26 958 

15 
'15 

'172 
217 

53 
15 

65 
13 
31 
83 
17 
68 

2 331 
15 
12 
60 

170 
52 
88 

87 
165 

1'1 
30 
65 

122 
123 

28 
8 

22 
20 
17 
86 
11 

5 

6'1 

61 
79 

258 
'1117 
109 

91 
27 
33 
18 
29 

102 
116 
27 

2112 
11'1 
117 
32 
65 

31 
68 
28 

October 
payroll 

28 91) 

II 
27 
11 
38 
111 
7 

5111 
221 

50 
12 

107 
12 
116 

lOa 
1!l 
87 

3 317 
2'1 
12 
60 

280 
79 

133 

117 
2113 
19 
311 

105 
1116 
165 

30 
10 
27 
30 
16 

118 
9 

62 

113 
117 

212 
'138 

911 
81 
23 
21 
17 
21 

89 
98 
21 

2011 
119 
39 
21 
56 

28 
62 
211 

, 

; 
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Table 37: Detail of judicial employment and payrolls of 343 large county governments, 
October 1978-Continued 

County' 

TOTAL • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

ALABAMA: 
CALHOUN • • • • • • • • • • • I • 

JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MADISON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MaBILE., •••••••••••• 0 

MONTGOMERY •••••••••••• 
TUSCALOOSA. • • • • • • • • • • • 

ARIZONAI 
MARICOPA •••••••• 0 •••• 

PIMA. • • • • • • • •• • ••• 

ARKANSAS: 
PUl.ASKI • • 
SEBASTIAN 

CALIFORNIA I 

... ... 
ALAMEDA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BUTTE • • • • • • • • • , • • • • 
CONTRA COSTA ••••••••••• 
FRESNO •••••••••••••• 
HUMBOLDT ••••••••••••• 
KERN. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOS ANGELES • • • • • • • • • • • 
MARIN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MERCED. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MONTEREY ••••••••••••• 
ORANGE. t •••••••••••• 

RIVERSIDE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SACRAMENTO. • • • • • • • • • • • 

SAN BERNARDINO. • • •• • ••• 
SAN DIEGO • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN JOAQUIN • • • • •• •••• 
SAN LUIS OBISPO • • • • • • • • • 
SAN MATEO • • • • • • • • • • a • 

SANTA BARBARA • • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA CLARA • • • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA CRUZ. • • • • •• • ••• 
SOLANO •• 0 ••••••••••• 

SONOMA •••••••••••••• 
STANISLAUS •••••••••••• 
TULARE. • • • • • •• • •••• 
VENTURA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
YOLO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

COLORADO: 
ADAMS • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ARAPAHOE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BOULDER • • • • • • I • • • • • • 

EL PASO • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LARIMER • • • • • •• • •••• 
PUEBLO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WELD ••••••••••••••• 

DELAWARE: 
NEW CASTLE. • • • • • • • • • • • 

FLORIDAI 
ALACHUA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BREVARD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BROWARD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DADE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ESCAMBIA ••••••••••••• 
HILLSBOROUGH ••••••••••• 
lEE ••••••••••••••• 
LEON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MANATEE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OKALOOSA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 

ORANGE •••••••••••••• 
PALM BEACH •••••••••••• 
PASCO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PINELLAS. • • • • • • • ~ • • • • 
POLK ............... " •• 
SARASOTA. • • • , • • • • • • c • 
sEMINOLE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
VOLUSIA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

GEORGIAI 
BIBB. • • , • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHATHAM • • • • • • • • • • • • a 

CLAYTON • ~ • • • • • • • • • • • 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Courts of limited jurisdiction Miscellaneous 

Total Number of employees 
~------~~----'----r----~~--r---I-

Number of employees 

Total 

18 253 

10 
87 
17 
53 
29 

9 

126 
115 

6 
1:3 

279 
27 

185 
118 

'16 
93 

2 182 
58 
57 
8~ 

637 
156 
136 

2111 
1162 
128 

'1'1 
129 
111 
293 

55 
79 
67 
511 
85 

128 
27 

58 
380 

12 
83 
25 
30 
23 

1 

92 
72 
20 
79 
55 

21 
31 

61 
58 
38 

Full-time 
only 

16 5111 

10 
7'1 
15 
117 
25 

9 

126 
112 

6 
2 

273 
27 

172 
108 
39 
90 

1 993 
51 
51 
76 

631 
150 
133 

238 
1155 
121 

'10 
128 
97 

252 
50 
76 
63 
117 
8'1 

126 
26 

57 
379 

12 
83 
25 
22 
23 

1 

92 
71 
19 
79 
511 

21 
30 

112 
58 
38 

Full-time 
equivalent 

17 189 

10 
811 
16 
50 
27 

9 

126 
112 

6 
5 

275 
27 

178 
109 

'15 
91 

2 080 
53 
53 
78 

63lf 
151 
133 

2110 
'158 
122 

111 
128 

99 
260 

51 
76 
63 
119 
8lf 

126 
26 

1 

57 
379 

12 
83 
25 
25 
23 

1 

92 
71 
19 
79 
5lf 

21 
30 

1111 
58 
38 

October 
payroll 

19 '139 

8 
81 
111 
'15 
26 

9 

11'1 
311 

7 
6 

'120 
26 

259 
159 
53 

115 
2 591 

71 
55 

100 
85'1 
185 
183 

282 
58L1 
1:37 

Ll8 
189 
1:311 
375 

63 
93 
80 
67 
93 

150 
J2 

1 

36 
336 

1:3 
69 
17 
20 
17 

1 

71 
51 
12 
61 
1111 

111 
27 

119 
59 
35 

Total 

1L1 180 

2 
50 
1:3 
311 
20 

'I 

25 
111 

2'1 
16 

299 
37 
8'1 
811 
21 
1111 

111 
59 
19 
26 

210 
181 
157 

210 
379 

78 
15 

130 

297 
13 
'10 
57 
72 
37 
18 
311 

27 
'I 

79 

17 

28 

18 
16 

161 
275 
35 
83 
29 
26 
211 

5 

139 
59 
28 
82 
81 
25 
32 
31 

23 
3 
9 

Full-time 
only 

13 025 

2 
50 
1:3 
3'1 
16 
II 

25 
111 

211 
15 

2911 
32 
77 
63 
20 
113 
'15 
50 
19 
26 

201 
171 
157 

197 
369 

711 
12 

119 

236 
13 
:37 
52 
60 
:37 
111 
32 

27 
'I 

79 

17 

28 

1:3 
16 

160 
261 

35 
83 
26 
26 
20 

5 

139 
59 
20 
80 
81 
22 
32 
23 

1 
3 
9 

Full-time 
equivalent 

1:3 729 

2 
50 
13 
3'1 
16 

II 

25 
111 

2'1 
15 

297 
32 
79 
711 
20 
lf3 
62 
511 
19 
26 

202 
17'1 
157 

202 
371 

7'1 
13 

120 

253 
13 
37 
53 
611 
37 
15 
32 

2.7 
II 

79 

17 

28 

111 
16 

160 
265 

35 
83 
26 
26 
21 

5 

139 
59 
21 
80 
81 
22 
32 
27 

9 
3 
9 

243 

October 
payroll 

111 3911 

2 
65 
10 
32 
20 

:) 

37 
53 

20 
1.3 

1117 
31 
97 
90 
2lf 
119 
99 
63 
18 
27 

238 
199 
197 

239 
1161 

8.3 
17 

1711 

355 
111 
50 
56 
67 
31 
19 
39 

3'1 
5 

81 

111 

32 

13 
15 

1:37 
392 

39 
911 
27 
23 
17 

II 

130 
62 
19 
87 
60 
18 
29 
18 

6 
3 

10 
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Table .37. Detail of judicial employment and payrolls of 343 large county governments, 
October 197s--,...Contrn ued 

County 1 

GEORGIA~-CONTINUED 
COBB. • • • • • • • • • 
DE KALB ~ • • • • • • • 
FULTON ••••••••• 
GWINNETT •••••••• 
RICHMOND. • • • • • , • 

· ... . · ... . · ... . 
• 0 ••• · .... 

IDAHO I 
ADA. • • I •••••••••• 

ILLINOIS: 
CHAMPAIGN • • • • • • • • • • • • 
COOK ••••••••••••••• 
DU PAGE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
KANE ••••••••••••••• 
LAKE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LA SALLE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MCHENRY • • • • • •• ••••• 
MCLEAN •••••••••••••• 

MACON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MADISON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PEORIA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ROCK ISLAND • , • • • • • • • • • 
ST. CLAIR • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SANGAMON ••••••••••••• 
TAZEWELL. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WILl. ••••••••••••••• 
WINNEBAGO • • • • • • • • • • • • 

INDIANA: 
ALJ .... EN •••••••••••••• 
DELAWARE. • • • • • •• •••• 
ELKHART • • • • • • • • • • , • • 
LAKE ••••••••••••••• 
LA PORTE ••••••••••••• 
MADISON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. JOSEPH. • • • • •• • e •• 

TIPPECANOE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
VANDERBURGH • • • • • • , • • • , 
VIGO ••••••••••••••• 

IOWAI 
BLACK HAWK •••••••••••• 
LINN. • • • • • .. • • • ... • .. 
POLK. • • • • , • • • • • • • • • 
SCOTT • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WOODBURY ••••••••••••• 

KANSAS: 
JOHNSON • • • • • • • • • 
SEDGWICK. • • , , • • • 
SHAWNEE , • • • • • • , 
WYANDOTTE • • • • • • • 

KENTUCKY: 

... 
JEFFERSON • 
KENTON ••• 

........... ........... 
LOUISIANA: 

cADDO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CALCASIEU .. • • • .. • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • c • • • • • • • • • • 

LAFAYETTE , • • • • • , • • • • • 
OUACHITA ••••••••••••• 
RAPIDES • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MAINEI 
CUMBERLAND ••••••••••• , 
KENNEBEC ••••••••••••• 
PENOBSCOT • • • • • • • • • • • • 
yORK ••••••••••••••• 

MARYLAND: 
ANNE ARUNDEL. • • • • • • • • • • 
BALTIMORE •••••••••••• 
HARFORD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY, •••••••• , •• 
PRINCE GEORGES. • • • • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON. • • • , • • • • • • • 

MASSACHUSETTS I 
BARNSTABLE. • • • • • • • • , • • 
BERKSHIRE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BRISTOL • • • • • • 0 • • • • • • 

ESSEX • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMPDEN • .. • • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMPSHIRE • , • • • • • • • • • • 

Bee footnotes at end of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thotlsands) 

Total judicial activities 

Number of employees 

Total 

270 
205 
1172 

59 
111 

BO 

39 
II 107 

229 
'1'5 

111 
~2 
Iflf 
56 

61f 
113 
77 
1f8 
89 
55 
1f7 

106 
B2 

101f 
52 
59 

261 
73 
71 

128 
36 
98 
65 

76 
lOB 
205 

51f 
69 

1311 
2lfO 
121 
136 

170 
22 

71f 
86 

1f30 
B2 
60 
51 

21 
IIf 
211 
16 

96 
117 
)5 

135 
226 

12 

67 
If) 

166 
238 
281 

1f3 

Full-time 
only 

210 
191 
1f1f2 

56 
93 

80 

26 
3 1f39 

191f 
70 

107 
27 
If 0 
30 

55 
91 
61f 
29 
80 
1f6 
29 

10) 
BO 

92 
115 
118 

2lf6 
66 
62 

11 If 
26 
78 
58 

62 
83 

195 
53 
62 

128 
2lfO 

99 
136 

158 
18 

51f 
1f9 

377 
53 
25 
16 

10 
7 

15 
13 

91f 
111 
29 

129 
226 

9 

61f 
39 

165 
203 
239 
38 

Full-time 
equivalent 2 

233 
197 
1f61 

57 
100 

80 

29 
3 652 

208 
71 

108 
29 
110 
38 

57 
96 
6B 
36 
82 
liB 
37 

101f 
Bl 

101 
50 
53 

255 
69 
68 

121 
31 
89 
611 

65 
B9 

197 
53 
63 

130 
2110 
101f 
136 

162 
19 

57 
61 

397 
611 
31f 
21f 

12 
IIf 
17 
IIf 

911 
113 
32 

130 
226 

10 

61f 
1f0 

165 
213 
256 

39 

october 
payroll' 

226 
208 
529 

56 
79 

63 

2'1 
3 711f 

205 
51f 
90 
19 
26 
27 

36 
78 
116 
25 
61f 
,17 
22 
87 
70 

B3 
If! 
1f2 

2lf7 
50 
51f 

115 
21f 
66 
1f6 

71 
101 
218 

56 
69 

100 
2011 

81f 
88 

121f 
15 

51f 
51f 

;lifO 
II If 
30 
17 

10 
10 
11 

9 

9l, 
1112 
38 

191 
270 

9 

70 
117 

185 
251 
286 

112 

Court. of general jurisdiction 

Number of employees 

Total 

BO 
Bif 

167 
7 

1f5 

71 

39 
If Olf8 

229 
75 

110 
32 
II If 
56 

611 
105 

77 
IfB 
B8 
55 
1f7 

106 
82 

115 
22 
12 

181f 
33 
26 
31 
12 
1f7 
20 

611 
97 
51f 
50 
57 

119 
Ilfl 
77 

20 
31 
19 
35 
26 
11 

21 
6 
9 
9 

61f 
'19 
17 

135 
75 

7 

17 
11 
51f 
BII 
96 
10 

Full-time 
only 

1f6 
H 

II1B 
II 

32 

71 

26 
3 391f 

191f 
70 

106 
27 
If 0 
30 

55 
B9 
611 
29 
79 
116 
29 

103 
80 

36 
17 

9 
1711 

29 
21 
25 

6 
29 
17 

51 
73 
1f7 
50 
50 

113 
Ilfl 
56 

If 

20 
29 
19 
35 
19 
11 

10 
1 
II 
8 

611 
'15 
11 

129 
75 

II 

17 
11 
5'1 
65 
65 

9 

Full-time 
equivalent 

62 
7B 

1611 
7 

3B 

71 

29 
3 6011 

208 
71 

107 
29 
If 0 
3B 

57 
93 
6B 
36 
81 
IfB 
37 

1011 
81 

1f3 
20 
11 

IBl 
31 
25 
27 

9 
3B 
20 

51f 
78 
liB 
50 
51 

115 
H1 
60 

20 
30 
19 
35 
22 
11 

12 
8 
5 
B 

61f 
1f6 
1lf 

130 
75 

5 

17 
1! 
51f 
70 
79 

9 

October 
payroll 

51f 
71 

170 
'l 

27 

53 

21f 
3 656 

205 
51f 
B9 
19 
26 
27 

36 
75 
1f6 
25 
61f 
37 
22 
87 
70 

37 
16 
11 

175 
23 
22 
35 

7 
31 
1lf 

57 
92 
50 
52 
55 

81f 
110 

1f9 

2 

19 
26 
17 
23 
19 

6 

10 
5 
3 
5 

68 
67 
15 

191 
67 

5 

IB 
11 
56 
79 
90 
10 

II 
I 
1 

c 
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Table 37. Detail of judicial employment and payrolls of 343 large county governments 
October 1978-Continued ' 

County' 

GEORGIA-nCONTINUED 
COBB ............... . 
GE KALB • • • • • • •• •••• 
FULTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GWINNETT. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RICHMOND ••••••••••••• 

IDAHO I 
ADA • • • ......... ' ... 

ILLINOIS: 
cHAMPAIGN • • • • 
COOK. • • • • • • 
DU PAGE • , • • • 
KANE. • • • • • • 
LAKE. • • • • • • 
LA SALLE. • • • • 
MCHENRY • • , • • 
MCLEAN ••• , •• 

· ...... . 
• •••••• ill 

• ••••• ill • · ...... . · ...... . 
• •••••• ill · ...... . 
• /J • " •••• 

MACON • • • • • • • • e • • • 

MADISON • • • • ill • • • • • • • • 

PEORIA. • • • • • • •• '." 
ROCK ISLAND • • , • • • , • • • • 
ST. CLAIR • • • ~ • • • • • • • • 
SANGAMON •••• '" •• • •••• 
TAZEWELL. • • • • • • • • • • • ill 

WILL ••••••••••••• ill • 

WINNEBAGO • • • • • • • • • • • • 

INDIANA: 
A~LEN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DELAWARE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ELKHART • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAKE ••••••••••••••• 
LA PORTE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MADISON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. JOSEPH •••••• , ••••• 
TIPPECANOE. • • • • " ..,. 
VANDERBURGH • • • • • • • • , • • 
VIGO ••••••••••••••• 

IOWA: 
BLACK HAWK. • • • 
LINN ••••••• 
POLK ••••••• 
SCOTT • , • , • • 
WOODBURy ••• , • 

KANSAS I 

· . , . . , . . · ...... . · ...... . · ...... . · ...... . 
JOHNSON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SEDGWICK, •••••••••••• 
SHAWNEE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WYANDOTTE • • • • • • • • • • • • 

KENTUCKY: 
JEFFERSON • • 
KENTON. • • • 

, ...... . · . , .... . 
LOUISIANAI 

CADDO , • 
CALCAS!EU 
JEFFERSON 
LAFAYETTE 
OUACHITA, 
RAP IDES • 

· .......... . · .......... . · .......... . · ........ , .. · .......... . 
• • • • • ... •• ill • 

MAINEr 
CUMBERLAND. • • • 
KENNEBEC, •••• 
PENOBSCOT , • • • 
YORK. • • • • • • 

MARYLAND: 

· ...... . 
• ••• a ••• · ...... . · ...... . 

ANNE ARUNDEL, ••••• 
BALTIMORE ••••••• 
HARFORD • • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY ••••••• 
PRINCE GEORGES. • • • , 
WASHINGTON ••••••• 

· .... · . . . . · ... . · ... . · ... . · .. , . 
MASSACHUSETTS I 

BARNSTABLE. • • • 
BERKSHIRE • • • • 
BRISTOL • • • , • 
ESSEX • • • , • • 
HAMPDEN • • • • • 
HAMPSHIRE • • • • 

· ...... . · ...... . · " ..... . · ...... . · ...... . · . . . . . . . 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Court. of limitod jurisdiction 

Total 

NUmber of employees 

Total 

BII 
109 
201 

15 
50 

10 
IIf 
77 
llf 
15 
15 

If 

11 

32 

99 
25 

136 

8 
If 

33 
27 
53 
29 
25 
35 

7 
1:5 

6 

2 
If 

21f 

1f7 
31 

107 
152 
180 
28 

Full-time Full-time 
only equivalent 

71 
105 
190 

15 
1f5 

8 
10 
72 
11 
13 
10 

2 

7 

32 

99 
25 

136 

B 
If 

-, 
53 

6 
11 

5 

21f 

If If 
27 

106 
138 
170 

27 

76 
106 
191f 

15 
1f7 

9 
12 
711 
12 
1lf 
11 

3 

10 

32 

99 
25 

136 

B 
If 

16 

53 

6 
12 

5 

21f 

Iflf 
28 

106 
Ilf2 
173 

27 

October 
payroll 

76 
125 
237 

15 
3B 

10 
10 
72 
11 
10 
16 

2 

7 

29 -. 

91f 
17 
BB 

7 
II 

IIf 
9 

119 
B 
If 
6 

If 
B 
II 

7 

30 

1f9 
35 

123 
172 
192 

29 

Miscellaneous 

Number of employees 

Total 

106 
12 

101f 
37 
16 

9 

59 

8 

59 
20 
JJ 

26 
30 
82 
20 
51 
31f 

12 
11 

119 
II 

12 

15 

19 

162 
H 

21 
28 

358 
18 

9 
5 

1 
2 
1 

30 
61f 
18 

127 
5 

3 
1 
5 
2 
5 
5 

Full-time 
only 

93 
12 

101f 
J7 
16 

9 

1f5 

2 

56 
20 
29 

26 
28 
79 
16 
'19 
31f 

11 
10 

116 
3 

12 

15 

IB 

150 
10 

21 
20 

305 
18 

6 
5 

30 
62 
18 

127 
5 

3 
1 
5 

II 
2 

Full-time 
equivalent 

95 
12 

10'1 
37 
16 

9 

IfB 

"! 

1 

2 

57 
20 
29 

26 
2B 
Bl 
19 
1f9 
31f 

11 
10 

116 
3 

12 

15 

18 

155 
11 

21 
21 

325 
1B 

7 
5 

30 
62 
IB 

127 
5 

3 
1 
5 

If 
2 

,245 

OctOber 
payroll 

96 
12 

121 
)7 
13 

10 

5B 

3 

1f7 
15 
22 

17 
22 
65 
1'1 
35 
25 

16 

118 
9 

21 
20 

275 
13 

6 
5 

23 
6B 
22 

173 
II 

3 
1 
6 
1 
If 
2 
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Table 37: Detail of judicial employment and payrolls of 343 large county governments, 
October 1978-Continued 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

•. ----------------------~----------------------------,-----------------------------Toto! judicial activities 

County' 

MASSACHUSETTS--CONTINUED 
MIDDLESEX • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NORFOLK • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PLYMOUTH ••••••••••••• 
WORCESTER • • • • • ~ • • • • • • 

MICHIGANI 
SAY ••••••••••••• " "­
BERRIEN • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CALHOUN • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GENESEE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
INGHAM. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JACKSON • • • • • • •• •••• 
KALAMAZOO • • • • • • • • • • • • 
KENT ••••••••••• ., ••• 

MACOMB. • • • • • • • , • • • • • 
MONROE. • • • • , • •• •••• 
MUSKEGON ••••••••••••• 
OAKLAND • • • • • • • • • • " • • 
OTTAWA. • • • a , I • • • • • • • 

SAGINAW • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. CLAIR •••••••••••• 
WASHTENAW • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WAYNE •••••••••••••• 

MINNESOTA I 
ANOKA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DAKOTA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HENNEPIN. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RAMSEY •••••••••••••• 
ST. LOUIS •••••••••••• 
STEARN. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON. • • • • • • • • • • • 

MISSISSIPPI I 
HARRISON. • • • • 
HINDS • • • • • • 
JACKSON • • • • • 

MISSOURII 

· ...... . · ...... . · ...... . 
CLAV. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GREENE •••••••••••••• 
JACKSON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. CHARLES ••••••••••• 
ST~ LOUIS • • • • r • • • • • • • 

NEBRASKA I 
DOUGLAS • 
LANCASTER 

NEVADAI 
CLARK • • 
WASHOE •• 

· . · . . . . ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
· ... · . . . . . . . · . . . · . . . . . . . 

NEI' HAMPSHIRE I 
~ILLSBOROUGH. • • • • • • • • • • 
ROCKINGHAM. • • • • • • • • • • • 

NEW JERSEYI 
ATLANTIC ••••••••••••• 
BERGEN. • II • • • • • • • • • • • 

BURLINGTON. • • • • • • • • • • • 
CAMDEN. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CUMBERLANO. • • • • • • • • • • • 
ESSEX • • • • • • • • • • I • • • 

GLOUCESTER. • • • • • • • • • • • 
HUDSON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MERCER. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MIDDLESEX • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MONMOUTH. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MORRIS •••••••• I ••••• 

OCEAN •••••••••••••• 
PASSAIC • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SOMERSET ••••••••••••• 
UNION • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

NEW MEXICOI 
BERNALILLO. 

NEW YORKI 

........... 
ALBANV •••••••••••••• 
BROOME. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHAUTAUQUA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHEMUNG • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DUTCHESS. • • • • • • • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Number of employeel:l 

Total 

796 
211+ 
211 
301 

73 
130 
11111 
211+ 
168 

95 
111 
1119 

255 
86 
98 

371 
60 

1110 
89 

173 
1 1111 

60 
51 

1+39 
256 
137 

29 
110 

55 
112 
50 

58 
67 

1+02 
118 
112 

507 

99 
81 

30~ 
101+ 

56 
115 

126 
336 
117 
257 

62 
785 

76 
311 

211 
318 
193 
137 
1111 
336 

92 
310 

12 

71 
29 
26 

2 
10 

Full-time Full-time 
only equivalent' 

7118 
209 
192 
250 

66 
121 
135 
179 
152 

8L1 
103 
136 

2L12 
80 
89 

320 
Ll8 

112 
72 

157 
1 056 

57 
Ll2 

Ll35 
2L17 
121+ 
29 
1+0 

LILI 
Ll2 
LlO 

56 
66 

391 
118 
39 

1177 

92 
71 

291 
96 

3L1 
38 

119 
336 
11L1 
253 

52 
785 

73 
311 

198 
318 
193 
137 
136 
331+ 

7L1 
306 

12 

36 
17 

2 

10 

768 
210 
198 
271 

71 
129 
1110 
198 
163 

92 
108 
lL17 

255 
86 
96 

3L18 
53 

128 
79 

169 
1 136 

57 
Llil 

Ll35 
21+9 
125 

29 
1+0 

56 
66 

395 
118 
111 

1+97 

93 
72 

295 
97 

113 
110 

120 
336 
1111 
253 

511 
785 

73 
311 

201 
318 
193 
137 
137 
3311 

80 
306 

12 

1+1 
18 

8 

10 

October 
payroll" 

836 
235 
216 
329 

77 
130 
179 
297 
187 

90 
117 
150 

281 
87 

103 
Ll19 
57 

130 
90 

188 
1 712 

72 
59 

58L1 
3111 
155 
26 
39 

81 
82 

292 
121 

37 
38 

119 
1+15 
118 
292 

56 
1 0116 

72 
320 

223 
31+6 
177 
138 
153 
390 

85 
368 

10 

511 
15 
13 
1 
8 

Courts of general j uriBdiction 

Number of employees 

Total 

169 
63 
63 
79 

30 
113 
59 

112 
83 
Ll8 
52 
86 

157 
35 
38 

173 
21+ 
69 
3L1 
75 

72;1 

5L1 
9 

139 
92 
Ll3 

2 
3L1 

26 
21 
25 

32 
35 

317 
22 
!* 

115 

66 
28 

115 
50 

21 
22 

Ll2 
118 
37 
80 
22 
90 
16 

109 

68 
62 
29 
39 
23 
58 
38 
77 

Full-time Full-time 
only equivalent 

168 
62 
5L1 
6'1 

28 
39 
55 

101 
75 
Ll2 
118 
79 

lL17 
31 
311 

15L1 
19 
52 
27 
66 

638 

51 
7 

139 
88 
113 

2 
3'1 

20 
21 
16 

30 
3'1 

309 
22 
11 
98 

112 
50 

20 
19 

39 
118 
37 
80 
15 
90 
16 

109 

68 
62 
29 
39 
23 
58 
38 
73 

168 
62 
57 
71 

30 
Ll3 
57 

109 
82 
1+8 
52 
88 

159 
3'1 
37 

171 
21 
60 
30 
73 

719 

51 
7 

139 
88 
Ll3 

2 
3'1 

23 
21 
20 

30 
3'1 

313 
22 
13 

116 

62 
22 

113 
50 

39 
118 

37 
80 
16 
90 
16 

109 

68 
62 
29 
39 
23 
58 
38 
73 

- , 

October 
payroll 

206 
69 
6'1 
8'1 

32 
Ll6 
67 

167 
90 
'15 
53 
79 

170 
3'1 
1+2 

195 
22 
61 
32 
79 

1 071 

62 
13 

201 
123 

52 
3 

31 

11 
23 
15 

2'1 
27 

26L1 
16 
11 

10'1 

'16 
23 

lL10 
60 

19 
18 

Ll7 
151 

Ll6 
116 

26 
lL12 

35 
120 

90 
81 
1+2 
53 
'10 

·76 
50 
91+ 

, 
11 
! 

'I 

c 

JUDICIAL 

Table 37. Detail of judicial employment and payrolls of 343 large county goverrlments, 
October 197s-.-Contrnued 

county! 

MASSACHUSETTS--CONTINUEO 
MIDDLESEX • • • • • •• •••• 
NORFOLK • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PLYMOUTH ••••••••••••• 
WORCESTER • • • • • •• •••• 

MiCHIGAN' 
BAY • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BERRIEN • •• ••••••••• 
CALHOUN • • • • • • • • • • • 
GENESEE • • • • • • • " • 
INGHAM. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JACKSON • • • • • • • • • • • 
KALAMAZOO • • • • • • ~ •• •• 
KENT. • • • • • • • • • •• •• 

MACOMB. • • • • • • •• '" II 

MONROE. • • • • • • •• •••• 
MUSKEGON. • • • • • ••••••• 
OAKLAND • • • • • • • • •• • I 

OTTAWA. • • • • • • • • • , • 
SAGINAW • • • • • • •• •••• 
ST. C~AIR • • • • •• •• •• 
WASHTENAW • • • I •• •• •• 

WAYNE. • • • • • • • • ••• 

MINNESOTA, 
ANOKA • • • • •• ••• • 
DAKOTA. • • • • • •• •• •• 
HENN~PIN. • • 0 • • •• •••• 

RAMSEY •••••••••••••• 
ST. LOUIS ••••• , •••••• 
STEARN. • • • • • • • • •• •• 
WASHINGTON. • • • • •• •••• 

MISSISSIPPI' 
HARRISON ••• 
HINOS • • • • 
JACKSON ••• 

MISSOURI' 
cLAY ••••• 
GREENE •••• 
JACKSON ••• 
JEFFERSON • • 
ST. CHARLES 
ST. LOUIS •• 

· ... . · ... . · ... · . . . . .. .. 
· .. . · ... . 
• •• II • · ... . · .. . · ... . 

.. .. .. .. · ... . · ... . · .. . · .. . 
NEBRASKA' 

DOUGLAS • 
LANCASTER 

I" •••• .. .. · .... . ..... . 
NEVADA' 

CLARK • • • • • • • • 
WASHOE. • • • • • • • • · .. · ... 

NEW HAMPSHIRE' 
HILLSBOROUGH. 
ROCKINGHAM •• · ... . · .. . · .. · ... 

NEW JERSEY, 
ATLANTIC. • • • • • ••••• 
BERGEN •••••••••••• 
BURLINGTON. • • • •• • •• 
CAMDEN. • • • • • • ••••• 
CUMBERLAND. •• ••• •• 
ESSEX • • • • • • •• ••• 
G~OUCESTER. • • , , • • • • • 
HUDSON. •• •••••••• 

· . · . 
· . · . 
· . · . 

I~ERCER •• , • • • • •• • ••• 
HIDDLESEX • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MONMOUTH. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HORRIS. • • • • • • •• • ••• 
OCEAN • • , • • • • • • •• •• 
pASSAIC •• " •••••••••• 
SOMERSET ••• , ••••• , ••• 
UNION ••• , ••• ,. • ••• 

NEW MEXICO' 
BERNALILLO •• 

NEW YORK' 
ALBANV •••• 
BROOME •••• 
CftAUT AUQUA. • 
CHEMUNG • • • 
DUTCHESS. • • 

· . · . · , .. , .. · . · ...... . · . · . . .. .. · . 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Courts ot 11nd tud jurisdiction 

Total 

Numher of employees 

Total 

617 
1'19 
112 
208 

39 
811 
81 
96 
B2 
29 
57 
57 

97 
51 
5'1 

186 
3'1 
70 
52 
B6 

1118 

2'1 
200 
92 
60 
17 

12 
21 
16 

19 
30 
67 
18 
lB 

2B8 

18 
16 

83 
19 

8 
6 

25 
135 

19 
66 
15 

168 
20 

117 

29 
6B 
11'1 
33 
33 

118 
20 

105 

5 

1 
II 
5 

Full-time Full-time 
only equivalent 

572 
1115 
106 
177 

311 
79 
76 
73 
75 
25 
53 
51 

911 
'19 
119 

157 
27 
!19 
112 
79 

'118 

22 
198 

B7 
59 
17 

11 
21 
15 

19 
30 
6'1 
18 
18 

278 

16 
12 

76 
16 

8 
5 

2'1 
135 
19 
66 
15 

168 
20 

117 

26 
68 
11'1 
J3 
31 

118 
20 

105 

5 

1 
II 

591 
1116 
107 
188 

37 
82 
79 
83 
78 
27 
5'1 
53 

96 
52 
53 

167 
30 
66 
'16 
83 

1118 

22 
198 
89 
59 
17 

11 
21 
15 

19 
30 
65 
lB 
lB 

281 

16 
12 

77 
16 

B 
5 

21f 
135 

19 
66 
15 

168 
20 

117 

26 
68 
'III 
JJ 
32 

118 
20 

105 

5 

1 
'I 

October 
payroll 

621 
163 
123 
230 

39 
80 

108 
122 
95 
J2 
62 
63 

111 
53 
52 

211 
32 
67 
5'1 
95 

6'11 

27 
260 
117 

72 
15 

23 
28 
17 

15 
22 
61 
12 
15 

296 

13 
16 

75 
23 

6 
'I 

18 
155 
21 
65 
11 

212 
1'1 

118 

25 
83 
'1'1 
35 
30 

130 
15 

123 

5 

1 
2 
3 

Miscellaneous 

Number of employees 

Total 

10 
2 

36 
111 

'I 
3 
'I 
6 
;; 

18 
2 
6 

1 

6 
12 

2 
1 
3 

12 

6 
lB 

100 
72 
3'1 
10 

6 

17 

9 

7 
2 

18 
8 

10 
10'1 

15 
37 

105 
35 

27 
17 

59 
83 
61 

111 
25 

527 
'10 
85 

11'1 
188 
~20 
65 
85 

160 
3'1 

128 

7 

70 
25 
21 

2 
\0 

FUll-time FuLl .. time 
only oquivalent 

8 
2 

32 
9 

II 
3 
'I 
5 
2 

17 
2 
6 

1 

6 
9 
2 
1 
J 

12 

6 
13 
98 
72 
22 
10 

6 

9 

7 
2 

18 
8 

10 
101 

15 
37 

103 
30 

6 
1'1 

56 
83 
58 

107 
22 

527 
37 
85 

10'1 
188 
120 
65 
82 

158 
16 

128 

7 

35 
13 

2 

10 

B 
2 

32 
11 

II , 
If 
5 
2 

17 
2 
6 

1 

6 
9 
2 
1 
3 

12 

6 
lLf 
98 
72 
23 
10 

6 

9 

7 
2 

18 
8 

10 
101 

15 
37 

10~ 
31. 

15 
15 

56 
63 
58 

107 
22 

527 
37 
85 

107 
168 
120 
65 
82 

158 
21f 

128 

7 

'10 
1'1 

6 

10 

October 
payroll 

9 
3 

29 
1Lf 

6 
'I 
5 
8 
2 

1'1 
2 
9 

1 

8 
13 

3 
1 
'I 

llf 

10 
19 

123 
101 

31 
9 
7 

11 

5 

7 
2 

23 
6 
9 

8 

78 
38 

13 
16 

53 
109 

51 
109 
19 

691 
23 
63 

108 
182 
90 
50 
8J 

18'1 
20 

152 

5 

53 
13 
10 

1 
8 
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Table 37. Detail of judicial employment and payrolls of 343 large county governments, 
October 1978--Continued 
(Dollar amounts in thous,ends) 

----------------------------~--------.--~----------------------~--~-------------------------------------
countyi. 

NEW YORK--CONTINUED 
ERIE. • , • • • , 
MONROE ••••• 
NASSAU. • • • • • 
NIAGARA • • • • • 
ONEIDA. •• •• 
ONONDAGA •• , •• 
ORANGE •••••• 
OSWEGO •••••• 
RENSSELAER •••• 

ROCKLAND •• , •• 
ST. LAWRENCE. • 
SARATOGA ••• , • 
SCHENECTADY ,. 
STEUBEN • • • • • 
SUFFOLK ..., 
ULSiER. • • • • • 
WESTCHESTER , , • 

NORTH CAROLINAI 
BUNCOMBE. , • • • 
CUMBERLAND, • , 
DURHAM. • ••• 
FORSYTH .,., 
GASTON ••••• 0 

GUILFORD, • , •• 
MECKLENBURG • • , 
ONSLOW.. • •• 
WAKE. ••••• 

OHIOI 
• U.LEN •• • •• 
ASHTABULA • • , • 
BUTL.ER •••••• 
CLARK • • • • • • 
CL,ERMONT, •••• 
COLUMBIANA, , , , 
CUYAHOGA, •• , , 
FR~INKLlN. , • , 
GREENE •••• I • 

HAMILTON,. " 
LAKE. • • , • 

· , . · , , · , , . · . · .. , , , 
, . , 
, . 

· .. . · ... . ., .. · ... 
., • It .. .. · ... , , . · .... 

· ...... . · ...... . · . . . ... . · ...... . .. . ... . ... . ... . · .. . .. . · .. . .. 
· . . .. · . . .. . .. . ... . · ...... . · .,. · .. . .. . · .... . · .... . · . . .. .. 
· .. .. . .. . ... . · ., ... . · . . .. . 

" .. .. .. .. · .... , .. . .. · . . .. . · .. . · . . .. . 
LICKING •••••••• • 
LORAIN ••••• t • •• • •• t 

LUCAS • • • • • • •• •• •• 
HAHONING. • • • • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY. • • • • •• •• t • 

PORTAGE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RICHLAND. • • • • • •• •••• 
STARK •••••••••••••• 
SUMMIT •••••••••••••• 
TRUMBULL. • • • • • •• • •• 
WOOD. • • • • • • • • • •• •• 

OKLAHOMA I 
CLEVELAND , , • • • • • , , 
COMANCHE. • ••• · ... . OKLAHOMA •••••••• 
TUkSA • • • • • • • • 

· ... . · . , 
OREGON I 

CLACKAMAS • • , • 
JACKSON ..,' 
LANE. ••••• 
HARION •••••• 
MULTNOMAH •• , , 
WASHINGTON. • •• 

PENNSYLVANIA I 
ALLEGHENY • • • , 
S~AVER •••••• 
BERKS • • • • • • 
BLAIR • • • • • 
BUCKS ••••• ., 
BUTLER •••••• 
CAMBRIA ".. 
CENTRE •••••• 
CHESTER , , • • , 

CUMBERLAND, • , • 
DAUPHIN , • , • • 
DELAWARE, , • , • 
ERIE. ••••• 
FAYETTE, • , , • 
FRANKLIN, , , , • 
LACKAWANNA, , • • 
LANCASTER • • • , 
LAWRENCE, • , • • 

. , ... . · .. . .. . · . '" .. . ... . · .. . .. . · .. . .. 
· . .. '" · .. . ... 
· .. , , , · . , . 
, . , 
, , . 

· . 'I · ... · .. · ... .. .. · ... . · .. . 
· ... · ...... . 

• •• '" I 

• ••••• I I . . ... . · ...... , · .. . .. . · ...... . · ... 
Bee footnote8 at end of table. 

Total judicial activities 

Number of employee» 

Total 

11'1 
81 
95 
31 
29 

111 
46 
35 
19 

19 
27 
28 
10 

8 
7 

22 
38 
26 
57 
15 
36 
70 
20 
71 

62 
59 

100 
69 
66 
61 

1 020 
3011 

60 
566 
118 

55 
118 
306 
173 
319 
77 
53 

163 
242 
131 

48 

17 
41 

195 
160 

83 
76 

246 
99 

303 
82 

787 
132 
135 

71 
269 

68 
104 

47 
174 

79 
196 
457 
155 

76 
53 

111 
143 

61 

Full-time 
only 

110 
73 
95 
28 
29 
55 
39 
16 
11 

6 
16 

1 
4 
8 
7 

22 
34 
23 
57 
15 
30 
62 
19 
64 

4'1 
39 
7'1 
56 
52 
43 

885 
254 

'12 
526 

85 

41 
89 

267 
132 
258 

70 
'13 

128 
185 
98 
33 

12 
28 

18'1' 
141 

72 
6'1 

217 
93 

298 
78 

787 
123 
135 
58 

255 
63 
91 
40 

1'12 

60 
133 
'157 
146 
76 
33 

111 
117 

51 

Full-tb.e 
equivalent! 

8 
19 

9 
5 
8 
7 

22 
35 
24 
57 
15 
31 
6'1 
19 
67 

5'1 
56 
9'1 
69 
66 
59 

962 
303 

55 
552 
105 

52 
112 
302 
164 
288 

75 
50 

158 
226 
122 

'11 

15 
30 

187 
152 

7'1 
67 

2251 
95 

300 
80 

787 
126 
135 

66 
264 

65 
9'1 
42 

159 

66 
150 
'157 
149 
76 
J9 

111 
124 
57 

Ootobco 
p.y~ol1. 2 

131 
85 

136 
36 
25 
82 
43 
24 

9 

9 
20 
10 

5 
6 
'I 

19 
28 
23 
67 
1,. 
33 
65 
18 
70 

11'7 
411 
81 
57 
47 
43 

1 016 
299 
52 

6H 
89 

45 
101 
279 
142 
297 
60 
45 

140 
217 
118 
39 

85 
60 

258 
95 

315 
83 

856 
95 
96 
45 

231 
48 
79 
31 

148 

59 
116 
365 
131 
51 
30 
88 

103 
39 

Courts of gelleral jurisdiction 

Total 

Number of employees 

Full-time 
only 

15 15 

20 -

4 -

5 -

19 19 

47 38 
27 21 
66 39 
57 51 
26 19 
38 30 

693 680 
178 157 

44 40 
353 321 

81 68 

42 37 
59 52 

205 189 
76 69 

217 172 
26 23 
40, 35 

123 105 
190 165 
96 83 
28 18 

17 12 
35 22 

138 1:32 
139 120 

22 19 
12 10 

155 136 
25 22 

130 128 
29 25 

412 '112 
8Y 84 
75 75 
25 24 

~\68 25'1 
37 32 
70 65 
29 23 

107 89 

!11 36 
1(17 70 
2~2 282 
lCll 101 

55 I 55 29 22 
72 72 
83 67 
36 34 

Full-time 
equivalent 

15 

19 

45 
27 
66 
58 
24 
37 

695 
177 

'14 
3'16 

78 

'13 
59 

204 
77 

192 
27 
41 

120 
184 
93 
24 

15 
2'1 

132 
131 

19 
10 

143 
22 

129 
27 

412 
85 
75 
24 

263 
3'1 
66 
24 
97 

'11 
79 

282 
101 
55 
2'1 
72 
70 
38 

October 
payroll 

8 

13 

38 
22 
58 
47 
19 
28 

766 
182 

'13 
370 

64 

35 
58 

194 
75 

206 
21 
37 

101 
175 
89 
25 

11 
16 
90 

115 

26 
11 

178 
29 

145 
32 

42'1 
69 
55 
18 

229 
24 
57 
18 

100 

39 
68 

229 
89 
38 
21 
63 
6'1 
26 

! 

\ ~. 

s; 
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Table 37~' Detail of judicial employment and payrolls of 343 large county governments, 
October !978--Continued 

county! 

NEW YORK--CONTINUED 
ERIE ••.••• I ••••••••• 

MONROE. • • • • • • • • • • • •• 
NASSAU. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NIAGARA ••••••••••• I 

ONEIDA. • • • • • • • • • • • •• 
ONONDAGA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ORANGE. • • • • • •• •••• I 

OSWEGO ••••••••••••••• 
RENSSELAER. • • • • • I •••• 

ROCK~AND •••• I • • • •• •• 

ST. LAWRENCE ••••••••••• 
SARATOGA. • • • • • , • • • • 
SCHENECTADY • • • • • .. • • • • • 
STEUBEN • • • • • • • • • I • • • 

SUFFOLK • • • • • • • •• • 
ULSTER. • • • • • • •• • ••• 
WESTCHESTER • • , • " • ., 

NORTH CAROLINA I 
BUNCOMBE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CUMBERLAND. • • • a • • • • • • • 
DURHAM. • ~ • • • • • • • • I • • 

FORSYTH • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GASTON. • • • • • • •• •••• 
GUILFORD. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MECKLENBURG • • • • • • • • • • • 
ONSLOW. • • • • • • • • ••• 
WAKE. • • • • • I , ». •••• 

OHIOI 
ALLEN • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ASHTABULA • • • • • •• •••• 
SUTLER. • • • • • •• ••••• 
CLARK • • • • ~ • • •• •••• 
CLERMONT ••••• ~ •• • ••• 
COLUMBIANA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
CUYAHOGA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FRANKLIN. • • • • • •• • ••• 
GREENE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMILTON ••••••••••••• 
LAKE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

LICKING • • • • • • • • ••••• 
LORAIN. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LUCAS •••••••••••••• 
MAHONING. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY •••••••••••• 
PORTAGE • • • • • • •• •••• 
RICHLAND. • • • • • • • • • • •• 
STARK • • • • • • • • I • • • • • 

SUMMIT •••••• , • , , •••• 
TRUMBULL. • • • • , • • •• •• 
WOOD. • • • • • • • •• '" ~ 

OKLAHOMA I 
CLEVELAND 
COMANCHE, 
oKLAHOMA, 
TULSA •• 

OREGON I 

· ........ . 
• • I ••••• I • · ....... . · ........ . 

, . . , 
, . 
, . 

Ct,ACKAMAS • • • • • • • • • • • • 
J~CKSON • • • • I • •• •• g • 

LANE ••••••••••• , •• I 

MARI~N •••••••••••••• 
HUL TNOMAH • I • • • •• •• • 

WASHINGTON. • I I • • • • • • • • 

PENNSYLVANIA I 
ALLEGHENY • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SEAVER. • • • • • • •• •••• 
BERKS • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BLAIR •• • •••••••••• 
SUCKS • • • • • • • • • • • • ~ • 
BUTLER ••••••••• I •••• 

CAMBRIA • • • • • • • • • • ~ • • 
CENTRE. • • ~ • • • • • • • • 
CHESTER • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

CUMBERLAND. • • • • • • • • • •• 
DAUPHIN • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DELAWARE. • • • • • • • • • ••• 
ERIE. • I • • • • ~ • • • I • • • 

FAYETTE • • • • • 0 • • • I • • • 

FRANKLIN. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LACKAWANNA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LANCASTER • • • • • • • • • I • • 

LAWRENCE. • • • • • • I • • I • • 

[':I1..\IJ." 

(Dollar amounts in thousand:;) 

Court" ot limited Jurisdiotion 1Iisclfllaneou8 

~ _____ • ____ ....:T:.:o:.:t::a:.l _____ .,-_____ ~ ____ -,Nttmber ot employees .-

Total 

Numbet' of emplOYe .• o_" _____ -l 

10 

21 
'I 

7 

1 
5 
3 

7 
18 
23 

5 
19 
15 

156 
28 
10 

168 
1'1 

6 
10 
21 
'13 
26 
3'1 

2 
20 
34 
2'1 

2 

9 
12 
56 
16 

15'1 
27 

82 
28 
36 
1'1 

13 
27 
1'1 
'16 

17 
11'1 

110 
35 
13 
13 
27 
43 
7 

Full-time 
0111y 

18 

1 
4 

5 
3 

7 
6 

13 
8 

36 

163 

1 
17 
13 
34 

J 
5 
5 
2 

7 
9 

51 
13 

151 
27 

82 
2'1 
36 
13 

13 
:!1 
13 
'10 

15 
43 

110 
26 
13 

7 
27 
37 

7 

Full-time 
equivalent 

18 

'I 
4 

3 

5 
3 

18 
22 

22 
18 
93 

163 

2'1 
27 
22 

2 

7 
10 
52 
15 

152 
27 

82 
25 
36 
13 

13 
22 
13 
'12 

13 
43 

ao 
29 
13 

9 
27 
110 

7 

October 
payroll 

16 

9 
3 

2 

4 
2 

3 
11 
15 
5 

14 
9 

103 
28 

7 
193 

8 

;; 
1 

1a 
211 
23 
28 

16 
25 
17 

2 

7 
8 

'14 
14 

149 
23 

73 
15 
22 

8 

9 
16 

9 
31 

~~ " 
f1 
23 

1~ I 26 

" 

Total 

81 
81 
95 
31 
29 
70 
42 
35 
18 

8 
27 
28 
'I 
3 
4 

22 
19 
26 
57 
14 
36 
70 
20 
71 

8 
14 
11 

7 
21 

8 
171 
98 

6 
'15 
23 

7 
49 
80 
!I" 
76 
17 
11 
20 
18 
11 
18 

6 
57 
21 

52 
52 
35 I 
58 
19 
26 

all:> 
)5 
24 
32 

1 
18 
7 
4 

21 

11 
45 
65 
19 

S 
11 
12 
17 
16 

Full-time 
only 

77 
73 
95 
28 
29 
5'1 
35 
16 
10 

5 
16 

1 
4 
3 
4 

22 
15 
23 
57 
14 
30 
62 
19 
64 

6 
11 

;J 
5 

20 
5 

169 
97 

2 
'12 
17 

'I 
37 
77 
46 
73 
13 

8 
20 
15 
10 
13 

6 
55 
21 

293 
15 
2'1 
21 

1 
18 

5 
4 

13 

9 
20 
65 
19 
e 
'I 

12 
13 
10 

Full-time 
oqul\":llent 

78 
75 
95 
29 
29 
59 
36 
22 
13 

5 
19 

9 
If 
3 
4 

22 
16 
2'1 
57 
14 
31 
64 
19 
67 

6 
12 

9 
5 

20 
5 

170 
97 
2 

'12 
18 

'I 
43 
78 
!SO 
73 
1'1 

8 
20 
16 
10 
1'1 

6 
55 
21 

q7 • 
'17 
32 
58 
19 
26 

293 
15 
24 
28 

1 
18 

5 
'I I 

19 

9 
26 
65 
19 

S 
6 

12 
14 
12 

1249 • 

October 
payroll 

101 
85 

136 
36 
25 
66 
41) 
24 

9 

7 
20 
10 
'I 
2 
2 

19 
15 
23 
67 
13 
33 
65 
18 
70 

14 
6 

147 
89 

J 
!l0 
17 

6 
34 
67 
38 
68 
11 

8 
23 
16 
12 
13 

5 
58 
2J 

52 
41 
36 
52 
21 
28 

359 
11 
19 
19 
1 

15 
6 
4 

17 

8 
22 
65 
20 
7 

" 10 
1'1 

B 
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Table 37: Detail of judicial employment and payrolls of 343 large r:ounty governments, 
Octr/ber 1978-Contlnued 

countyl 

PENNSYLVANIA--~ONTINUED 
LEBANON • • • ., •• 
LEHIGH, , • • • • · .. LUZERNE.. ••• '" · . LYCOMING. • • • •• 
MERCER. • • •• • 
MONTGOMERY. •• • 
NORTHAMPTON • • • 
NORTHUMBERLAND ••• 
SCHUYLK 1 LL. • • •• • 
WASHINGTON. • ••• 
WESTMORELAND. • • 
YOR~. • • •• , 

SOUTH CAROLINA! 
ANDERSOj~'"Ii ....., 
CHARLESTON, • • 
GREENVILLE, • •• •• 
LEXINGTON '" •• 
RICHLAND. I ••• •• 

SPART~N9URG • • • 

TENNESSEE I 
HAMILTON •••• 
KNOX. •• • • 
SHELBy ........ . 
SULLIVAN. • • • • 

TEXAS I 
BELL. • 

· · . · · . · · .. , 
· .. · 
· . · .. · · .. · . .. .. 
· .. · ... · .. · .. 

· . . BEXAR •• 
BRAZORIA. 
CAMERON • 
DALLAS. • 
EL PASO • • 
GALVESTON • 
HARRIS. • 
HIDALGO • 

· , . . .. " · .. · ... " . · .. · ... · ... .. .. · , .. , . . .. . 
JEFFERSON • • • • 
LUBBOCK ••••• 
MCLENNAN. • • • • • • 
NUECES. • •••• 
sMITH ••••• 
TA~RANT • • ••• 
TAYLOR. • • •• •• 
TRAVIS ••• " • 
WICHITA •• •••• 

UTAHI 
DAVIS •• •••• 
SALT LAKE.. • 
UTAH. • • • • 
WEBER. '" 

.. . 

· . · ... ,. .. · .. · .. · .. 
• • II • · . · . 
· . · .. · 

VERMONrl 
CHITTENDEN. · . . . . 

VIRGINIAI 
ARLINGTON • • • • 
CHESTERFIELD ••• 
FAIRFAr. • • • 
HENRICO • • • • 
PRINCE WILLIAM. 

WASHINGTONI 
CLARK • '" ... 
KING ••• It ...... 

KITSAP •••••• 
PIERCE. •• •• 
SNOHOMISH • • •• • 
SPOKANE. •• •• f 

yAKIMA. • • • • • 

WEST VIRGINIAI 
CABELL. ••• 
KANAWHA • • • 

. . . 
• • • t 

· . 

· . · . · · 
· .. 
· .. · · .. · ~ '. 
· .. · .. 

WISCONSIN I 
BRIlWN , • 
DANE. • 
KENOSHA 
MARATHON. 
MILWAUKEE 
OUTAGAMIE 
RACINE •• 
ROCK ••• 
WAUKESHA. 
W!NNEBAGO 

· ..... , , . · . .. . .. . .. .. .. , . . .. . ... 
. .. . ... .. 

- Represents i':ero (.or rounds to zero. 

(Dor.lar amounts in thousands) 
Total JUdicial retlv! ties 

\--------
Number ot employees 

Total 

59 
1'13 
163 

58 
70 

'106 
125 

52 
90 

105 
173 
IJJ 

'16 
107 
1'1' 

56 
137 

82 

122 
166 
'14' 

'12 

58 
278 

67 
102 
851 
1'9 
12~ 

1 177 
96 

10' 
70 
82 

179 
58 

227 
50 

198 
39 

13 
138 

26 
Ie 

7 

'18 
21 

128 

5' '17 

67 
'155 
59 

155 
1'13 
13'1 

80 

17 
56 

5'1 
156 

35 
26 

'1'18 
'II 
61 
'10 
89 
'16 

Full-time 
only 

'16 
1'8 
163 

53 
59 

'24 
10' 

'12 
90 
96 

166 
10'1 

28 
70 
97 
50 

1:52 
49 

120 
1'8 
436 

38 

'19 
261 

61 
102 
843 
137 
103 

1 076 
87 

S8 
61 
67 

159 
55 

22'1 
'7 

172 
36 

10 
1:51 

15 
12 

6 

'18 
21 

122 
5' 
'17 

5' 389 
'14 

12'1 
121 
127 
80 

17 
49 

'12 
1'9 
35 
24 

40., 
28 
61 
39 
81 
42 

Full-time 
equi valent2 

51 
139 
163 
55 
63 

368 
111 

'1'1 
90 
99 

168 
116 

'5 
81 

116 
51 

133 
55 

120 
153 
'137 

39 

52 
278 
72 

102 
8'15 
137 
11'1 

1 169 
88 

97 
68 
7J 

166 
5S 

22'1 
'19 

183 
38 

10 
132 

20 
12 

6 

'18 
21 

123 
53 
WI 

62 
1156 

51 
1'13 
136 
129 

80 

17 
50 

46 
H'I 
35 
25 

1123 
31 
61 
39 
83 
113 

Octohar 
payrol1 2 

38 
lOll 
136 
46 
'19 

353 
89 
32 
69 
79 

H7 
80 

28 
80 

109 
'10 

133 
57 

125 
121 
'16'1 

'II 

'16 
251 

62 
80 

1 0'17 
116 
129 

1 339 
7'1 

lOS 
'17 
52 

161 
'IS 

251 
JJ 

179 
28 

12 
1'10 

19 
12 

5 

51 
19 

1'18 
5'1 
'18 

71 
5".7 

59 
16'1 
137 
H8 

85 

15 
39 

'15 
181 

37 
23 

588 
29 
61 
35 
73 
38 

Courts of general juriad1ction 

r-________ N_u_mrb._r __ O_f_e_m~p_10~Y~e,e-8----------

Total 

35 
92 

108 
33 
39 

228 
79 
36 
66 
58 
98 
7'1 

Jq 
12 

5 
10 

5 

68 
103 

98 
26 

17 
151 

31 
32 

199 
56 
37 

'123 
29 

53 
2'1 
2'1 
'17 
16 

108 
15 
6'1 
15 

37 

7 

7 
7 

32 
10 
27 

20 
161 
32 
82 
22 
7'1 
26 

12 
2'1 

1'1 
HO 
26 
26 

'Ill 
34 
54 
37 
86 
'II 

Full-Ume 
only 

26 
87 

108 
31 
3J 

17'1 
7Q, 
26 
66 
55 
97 
60 

1~ I 
~ I 

68 
97 
97 
22 

15 
136 

28 
32 

199 
511 
33 

370 
29 

'12 
18 
16 
J7 
15 

106 
12 
53 
15 

35 

6 

7 ., 
32 
10 
27 

13 
122 

25 
68 
15 
'/1 
26 

12 
22 

7 
125 

26 
2'1 

368 
21 
511 
36 
79 
37 

Full-time 
equivalent2 

211 
88 

108 
32 
35 

203 
76 
28 
66 
55 
97 
63 

13 
8 

7 
5 

68 
99 
97 
23 

15 
152 

::'l0 
32 

199 
5'1 
39 

'127 
29 

118 
21 
18 
41 
15 

108 
13 
61 
15 

35 

6 

7 
7 

32 
10 
27 

18 
177 

31 
83 
211 
71 
26 

12 
22 

10 
130 

26 
25 

389 
24 
511 
36 
80 
39 

~lIata arc based on f~cld compilation from records of each county government shown; s<=:!e text for data limitations. 
Because of rounding, the detail figures may not add precisely to the totals shown. 

October 
payroll 

23 
69 
96 
29 
29 

216 
62 
22 
51 
'15 
87 
44 

12 
10 

1 
10 

6 

68 
67 

102 
20 

1'1 
137 

29 
28 

259 
40 
5'1 

'I'll 
2'1 

52 
13 
17 
38 
12 

12'1 
9 

53 
11 

38 

5 

5 
6 

3'1 
9 

25 

22 
2:51 

.15 

" 29 
8'1 
35 

10 
17 

10 
157 

25 
23 

536 
22 
53 
'1 
69 
31 

-~---~------....-..-------------"--------c 
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Table 37. Detail of judicial employment and payrolls of 343 large county governments, 
October 1978-.-Contlnued 

PENNSYLVANIA--CONTINUED 
LEBANON. ••••••••• 
LEHIGH •••••••• , ••• 
LUZERNE • • • • • • •• • •• 
LYCOMING •• , ••• , •• , •• 
MERCER. • • • • • •• •• •• 
MONTGOMERY. • • • • • • Ii! • 

NORTHAMPTON • • • • '" 
NORTHUMBERLAND. •• • •••• 
SCHUYLKILL. • • • • • • •• •• 
WASHINGTON. • •• •• •• • 
WESTMORELAND. •• •• •• • 
yORK. • •••••••••••• 

SOUTH CAROLINAI 
ANDERSON. • • • • • 
CHARLESTON. • • • • • • 
GREENV 1 LLE. ••••• 
LEXINGTON • • • • • • 
RICHLAND. • • •• ~ •• 

· ... · . . · .. SPARTANBURG • • • •• •• · .. 
TENNESSEE I 

HAMILTON ••••••••• 
KNOX.. ••••• 
sHEL.BY, •• • •••• 
SULL.IVAN. • • • • • 

TEXAS. 
BELL. • •••• 
&EXAR •• •• ••• 
BRAZORIA. • • • • • •• 
CAMERON • • • • •• • 
DALLAS. • • • • • • • , 
EL PASO • • • • • • • • 
GALVESTON • • • • 
HARRIS. • • • • • 
HIDALGO • ••••• 

JEFFERSON • • • 
LUBBOCK. •• 
MCLENNAN. • • • • • • • • 
NUECES. • • • •• • 
sMITH " •••••• 
TARRANT • ., • •• • •• 
TAYLOR. • • •• •• 
TRAVIS. • ••••• 
WICHITA • • • • • , • 

UTAHI 

· ... · . 
· ... .. . 
· .. .. . · ... · .. 

· ... · .. · .. · · . · .. · . 
DAVIS • • 
SALT LAKE 
UTAH ••• 
WEBER • • 

. .... . . . · .. . · .. . . . . . ... • •• fI • .. . 
VERMONTI 

CHITTENDEN. • • •• • •••• 

VIRGINIAI 
ARLINGTON • •• • • 
CHESTERFIELD •• , ••• 
FAIRFAX • • • •• •• 
HENRICO • • g • • • • • 

PRINCE WILLI,4M. • •• 

· .. . · .. · . ~ . . 
WASHINGTON I 

CLARK • • • • • • 
KING. • • • • •• • 
KrTSAP. • • • • ••• 
pIERCE. • • • • •••• f 

SNOHOMISH • • • • • • • 
SPOKANE ,.... • 
yAKIMA. • • • • • • • 

· ... 
'I " •• · .. · .. · .. · ... 

WEsT VIRGINIA • 
CABELL •••••• 
KANAWHA •••• 

. ..... . . ,. . .. 
WISCONSIN I 

BROWN •• f •• .. ..... 

DANE. .. • • • • • • •••• 
KENOSHA • , • • • .. •• •••• 
MARATHON. , • , • • •• • ••• 
MILWAUKEE •••••• •••• 
oUTAGAMIE • • • • • •• •••• 
RACINE.. •••••• • •• 
ROCK ........ , ••••••• 
WAUKESHA, • • • • • •• • ••• 
WINNEBAGO. •••••••••• 

Total 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

COU1'ts of 11m! ted jurisdiction 

Total 

Number of employees 

13 
31 
36 
12 
20 
98 
27 

8 
14 
29 
'16 
38 

19 
39 
79 
31 
94 
60 

32 
50 

223 
6 

26 
'13 
22 
27 

268 
117 
36 

237 
23 

38 
24 
'11 
87 
27 
'18 
24 

100 
20 

6 
30 2a 

7 

16 

63 
1 

23 
158 

20 
59 
80 
49 
30 

111 

Full-time 
only 

9 
31 
36 
11 
15 
70 
16 

8 
111 
23 
'10 
32 

7 
39 
38 
30 
92 
28 

32 
36 

217 
6 

25 
43 
19 
27 

265 
117 
35 

209 
23 

34 
21 
38 
77 
26 
47 
16 
87 
18 

5 
29 
11 ., 

16 

57 
1 

20 
1311 
12 
'17 
67 
45 
30 

1'1 

Full-time 
equivalent 

11 
31 
36 
11 
16 
86 
21 

tl 
1'1 
26 
42 
35 

12 
39 
56 
30 
92 
311 

32 
40 

218 
6 

26 
113 
28 
27 

265 
47 
35 

233 
23 

36 
211 
110 
80 
26 
47 
28 
90 
20 

5 
29 
16 
7 

16 

58 
1 

22 
139 

13 
49 
70 
46 
30 

Octobor 
payroll 

7 
20 
24 

8 
11 
56 
1'1 

5 
10 
17 
32 
20 

13 
112 
56 
23 
9'1 
37 

36 
45 

219 
12 

2'1 
53 
23 
20 

379 
50 
39 

300 
22 

43 
18 
25 
76 
25 
61 
16 
91 
14 

6 
31 
15 

7 

15 

69 
1 

28 
173 

16 
51 
72 
50 
30 

10 

Totol 

M1&cellaneous 

Number of employees 

11 
20 
19 
13 
11 
80 
19 

8 
10 
18 
29 
27 

27 
54 
52 
20 
33 
17 

22 
13 

122 
10 

15 
8'1 
1'1 
113 

38~ 
36 
54 

517 
4q 

12 
22 
17 
QS 
15 
'/1 
11 
3'1 

4 

7 
71 

4 
5 

25 
14 
33 
'12 
20 

.1'1 
136 

7 
III 
'II 
11 
2'1 

5 
18 

qO 
16 

9 

'7 
7 
7 
3 
3 
5 

Full-time 
only 

11 
20 
19 
11 
11 
80 
1J 

B 
10 
18 
29 
12 

21 
18 
52 
20 
JJ 
16 

20 
5 

122 
10 

9 
82 
lQ 
1!3 

379 
36 
J5 

497 
35 

12 
22 
13 
45 
1'1 
69 

9 
32 

3 

5 
67 

4 
5 

25 
1'1 
33 
'12 
20 

20 
133 

7 
9 

39 
11 
211 

5 
13 

35 
1'1 

9 

311 
7 
7 
3 
2 
5 

Full-time 
equivalent 

U 
20 
19 
1! 
11 
80 
lQ 

8 
10 
18 
29 
19 

21 
30 
52 
20 
33 
16 

20 
11 

122 
10 

11 
82 
III 
43 

380 
36 
39 

510 
36 

12 
22 
111 
'15 
1'1 
69 

9 
32 

3 

5 
67 

4 
5 

25 
14 
33 
'12 
20 

21 
134 

7 
10 
39 
11 
2Q 

5 
13 

36 
1'1 

9 

3'1 
7 
7 
3 
2 
5 

251, 

October 
payroll 

9 
19 
16 

9 
9 

{;II 
U 

5 
8 

17 
21l 
11] 

15 
26 
1/:3 
15 
29 
1'1 

22 
8 

1'13 
9 

8 
62 
10 
33 

410 
26 
36 

598 
28 

10 
16 
10 
117 

8 
66 

8 
35 

2 

70 
'I 
5 

31 
13 
45 
4'1 
23 

22 
1'13 

6 
16 
36 
13 
21 

II 
12 

36 
211 
11 

52 
7 
8 
5 
'I 
7 

1 
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Table 38. Judicial expenditure of 406 large city governments, by character and object, fiscal year 1978 

(Thousands of dollars) 

City' 

TOTAL. 

ALABAMA I 
BIRMINGHAM • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GADSDEN. • • • • , ~ • • • • • • • 
HUNTSVILLE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MOBILE • • • • • • • • 0 • • • • • 

MONTGOMERY • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TUSCALOOSA • • • • • • • • • • • • 

ALASKA I 
ANCHORAGE. 

ARIZONAI 
GLENDALE • • • , • 
MESA • • • • • , • 
PHOENIX •••. 1 •• 

'SCOTTSDALE • • • • 
TEMPE. • • • • • • 
TUCSON •••••• 

ARKANSAS I 

· . . . . . . . 
• • ¢ • • • • • 

• ell. • • ¢ • 

• • • It • • • • · . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . 
FORT SMITH • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LITTLE ROCK. • • • • • • • • • • • 
NORTH LITTLE ROCK ••••••••• 
PINE BLUFF • • • • • • • • • • ~ • 

CALIFORNIAI 
A~AMEDA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ALHAMBRA • • • It • • • • • • • • • 

ANAHEIM. • II • • ~ • • • • • • • • 

BAKERSFIELD. • • • • • • • • • • • 
BELLFLOWER • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BERKELEy • • • • e • • • • • • • • 
BUENA PARK • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BURBANK. • • e • e , • • • • • • • 
CARSON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHULA VISTA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
COMPTON. • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • 

CONCORD. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
COS,TA MESA • • • • • • • II • • • • 

DALY CITY ••••••••••••• 
DOWNEY • • • • • 4 • • • • • • • • 

EL. C/IJON • • • • • • • • C • • • • 

EL MONTE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FA'RFIELD. • • • • • • u • • • • • 

FOUNTAIN VALLEY •••••••••• 
FREMONT •••••••••••••• 
FRESNO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FULLERTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GARDEN GROVE • • • • • • • • • • • 

GLENDALE • • • • • • • • • • • II • 

HAWTHORNE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HAYWARD. • • • ~ • • • • • • • • • 
HUNTINGTON BEACH • • • • • • • • • 
INGLEWOOD. • • • • • • ~ • • • • • 
LAKEWOOD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LONG BEACH • • • • • • • • • • • ~ 
LOS ANGELES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MODESTO. • • • • • Q • • • • • • • 

MOUNTAIN VIEW ••••••••••• 
NEWPORT BEACH. • • • • • • • • '.' 
NORWALK. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

OAKLAND. • • • • c • • • • • • • • 
OCEANSIDE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ONTARIO ••••••••••• " •• 
ORANGE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OXNARD • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PALO ALTO ••••••••••• e • 

;~~~D~~¢ERA: : : : : : : : : : : : 
POMONA • • • •• •• • 
REDONDO BEACH. • : • • : • : : : : 
REDWOOD CITY • • • • • • • • • • • 
RICHMOND • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RIVERSIDE. • • n • • • • • • • • • 
SACRAMENTO • , • • • • • • • • • • 
SALINAS. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN BERNARDINO • • • • • • • • • • 

SAN BUENA VENTURA • • • • • • • • • 
SAN DIEGO. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN FRANCISCO. • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN JOSE • • • • • • ~ • • • • • • 
SAN LEANDRO. • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN MATEO. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA ANA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA BARBARA. • • • • • • • • • • 
See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

3116 9118 

532 
23 

136 
11113 
130 
1::12 

711 
1119 

3 073 
113 
155 
515 

65 
11111 
1118 
1111 

61 

72 

15 

13 

111 

57 

111 653 

Direct expenditure Intergovernmental expenditure 

~----~----~--~----"~------------+--~.-----~---

Total 

269 233 

532 
23 

102 
291 
130 
132 

711 
1119 

3 073 
113 
155 
515 

65 
III II 

91 
125 

61 

71 

15 

13 

57 

111 653 

Direct 
current 

259 056 

531 
23 

102 
289 
129 
126 

711 
120 

3 066 
113 
155 
513 

65 
152 

91 
125 

61 

71 

15 

13 

111 

57 

111 532 

Total 

10 177 

1 

2 
1 
6 

29 
7 

2 

262 

121 

Capital outlay 

'Construc-
Equipment tion Land 

3 502 

2 
1 

29 
7 

2 

llq 

6 382 293 

6 

262 

7 

Totd 

7'7,715 

311 
152 

57 
16 

6 

To State To local 
govern.. govern .. 
ments ments 

61 1107 16 308 

311 
152 

57 
16 

1 

6 

c 
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Table 38. Judicial expenditure of 406 large ,city governments, by character and object, fiscal year 

1978-Continued 

City' Total 

(Thousands of dollars)' 

Total 
Direct 
current 

Direct eXf-enaiture 

Capital outlay 

Total Equipment con~~~~c .. 

----------------------+-----+-----4-----~----~--~ r 
CALIFORNIA--CONTINUED 

SANTA CLARA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA MONICA ••••••••• '.' 
SANTA ROSA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SIMI VALLEY •••••••••••• 
SOUTH GATE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STOCKTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SUNNYVALE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
THOUSAND OAKS. • • • • • • • • • • 
TORRANCE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
VALLEJO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WEST COVINA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
WESTMINSTER. • • • • • • • • • • • 
WHITTIER • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

COLORADO I 
ARVADA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
AURORA •••••••••••••• 
BOULDER. • • • • • • • • ~ • • • • 
COLORADO SPRINGS • • • • • • • • • 
DENVER • • • • • • • • • • • • , • 
FORT COLLINS • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAKEWOOD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PUEBLO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

CONNECTICUT I 
BRIDGEPORT • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BRISTOL. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DANBURY ••• ~ •••••••••• 
HARTFORD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MERIDEN •••••••••••••• 
MILFORD. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NEW BRITAIN. • • • • • • • • • • • 
NEW HAVEN. • • • • II • • • • • • • 

NORWALK. • • • • • • • • • 8 • • • 

STAMFoRD • • • • • • ~ • • • • • • 
WATERBURY ••••••••••• e • 
WEST HAVEN • • • • • • • • • • • • 

DELAWAREI 
WILMINGTON ..... 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA I 
WASHINGTON • • • • • 

FLORIDAI 
CLEARWATER • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FORT LAUDERDALE. • • • • • • • • • 
GAINESVILLE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
HIALEAH. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HOLLYWOOD ••••••••••••• 
JACKSONVILLE • • • • • • • • • • • 
MIAMI ••••••••••••••• 
MIAMI BEACH. • • • • • • • • • • • 
ORLANDO. • • • • ~ • • • • • • • • 
PENSACOLA ••••••••••••• 
ST. PETERSBURG •••••••••• 
TALLAHASSEE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
TAMPA •••••• II •••••••• 

WEST PALM BEACH. • • • • • • • • • 

GEORGIA I 
ALBANy •••••••••••••• 
ATLANTA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
AUGUSTA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
COLUMBUS • • • • • • • • • • II • • 

MACON ••••••••••••••• 
SAVANNAH • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

HAWAII I 
HONOLULU • 

IDAHOI 
BOISE CITY 

ILLINOISI 

II • • • II • • • • • • • 

••• II . . . . . . . . 
ARLINGTON HEIGHTS ••••••••• 
AURORA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BERWYN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHAMPAIGN. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHICAGO. • • • • • , • ~ • • • • • 
CICERO • • • • • • • • • ~. • • • • 
DECATUR. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DES PLAINES ••••••• ' ••••• 
EAST ST. LOUIS •••••••••• 
ELGIN ••••••••••••••• 
Sec footnotes at end of table. 

811 

75 
202 
183 
321 

II 707 
55 

275 
96 

1125 
6 

21 
26 
32 

6 
1 

10 
8 

22 
2 

389 

23 689 

229 

58 
5 770 

120 
11111 

17 

116 

16 
1 389 

66 
2 016 

157 
1511 

516 

1 

13 

811 

7'5 
~U2 
183 
321 

II 707 
55 

275 
96 

1125 
6 
1 

26 
32 

6 
1 

10 
8 

22 
2 

389 

23 689 

215 

58 
5 675 

120 
11111 
17 

III 

16 
1 389 

66 
2 016 

157 
1511 

153 

1 

516 

1 

13 

811 

75 
19.2 
181 
320 

II 706 
55 

275 
96 

33 
6 
1 

26 
32 

6 
1 
II 
8 

22 
2 

387 

22 839 

215 

58 
5 1176 

120 
11111 

17 

111 

16 
1 3811 

66 
1 682 

139 
1511 

516 

1 

13 

10 
2 
1 
1 

392 

6 

2 

8!:j0 

199 

3JII 
18 

2 

10 
2 
1 
1 

6 

2 

850 

35 

119 
18 

391 

16q 

285 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

To State To local 
Total govern- govern-

Land ments ments 

" -

20 20 

1q 

95 95 

5 5 

3 
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Table 38. Judicial expenditure of 406 large city governments, by character and object, fiscal year 

1978-Continued 

City' 

ILL I NO'I S--CONTI NUED 
EVANSTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JOLIET • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OAK LAWN • • • • • • a I • • • • • 

OAK PARK • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PEORIA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ROCKFORD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ROCK ISLANO. • • • • • • • • • • • 
SKOKIE • • 0 • • • • • • • • • • • 

SPRINGFIELD. • • • • • • • • • • • 
WAUkEGAN & • • • • • • • • • • • • 

INDIANA! 
ANDERSON • • • ~ • • • • • • • • • 
EVANSVILLE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FORT WAYNE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GARY ••••••••••••••• 
HAMMOND. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
INDIANAPOLIS • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNCIE • • • • • ~ • • • • • • • • 
KOKOMO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SOUTH BEND • • • • • • 0 • • • • • 

TERRE HAUTE. • • • • • • • • • • • 

IOWA! 
CEDAR RAPIDS • • • 
COUNCIL BLUFFS • c 

DAVENPORT ••••• 
DES MOINES • • • • 
DUBUQUE •••••• 
SIOUX CITY • • • • 
WATERLOO • • • • • 

KANSAS! 

· . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . 
• 111 • • • • • • · . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . 
• • • • • • CJ • 

KANSAS CITY •••••••••••• 

~e~~E~~5 PARK: : : : : : : : : : : 
TOPEKA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WICHITA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

KENTUCKy! 
COVINGTON ••••••••• a I •• 

LEXINGTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOUISVILLE , • • • • • • • • • • • 
OWENSBORO. • • • • • • • • • • • • 

LOUISIANA! 
BATON ROUGE. • • • 
LAFAYETTE. • • • • 
LAKE CHARLES • • • 
MONROE • • • • • • 
NEW ORLEANS •••• 
SHR~VEPORT • • • • 

MAINE! 

• • • • II • • • · . . . . . . . 
• • • • • It • • · . . . . . . . · . . " . . . . · . .. . . . . . 

PORTLAND • • • • • • II • • (I • • • 

MARYLAND! 
BAL TIMORE. . . , . . . . . . . . . 

MASSACHUSETTS! 
BOSTON • • • • • • 
BROCKTON • • • • • 
CAMBRIDGE. • • • • 
cHICOPEE ••••• 
FALL RIVER • • • • 
HOLYOKE. • • • • • 
LAWRENCE • • • • • 
LOWELL • • • • • • 
LYNN ••••••• 

MALDEN •••••• 
MEDFORD •••••• 
NEW BEDFORD. • • • 
NEWTON • • • • • • 
pITTSFIELD • • • • 
QUINCy • • • • • • 
SOMERVILLE • • • • 
SPRINGFIE~D. • • • 
WALTHAM •••••• 
WORCESTER. • • , • 

MICHIGAN! 

• • • 'f • • • • 

• • • • • • (I • , .. , .... · . . . . . . . · . ~ . . . . . 
• • • • • • if • 

• • • • t • II • 

II • • • • II • • 

II • • • • • • • 

II e II II •• II • 

• It • • • • • • · . . . . . . . 
• • • • II • • II · . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . 
.,. .. " ... . 
... .. ... . · . . . . . . . 

ANN A~BOR. • • • ~ • • • • • • • • 
DEARBORN • • • ~ '! • • • • • • • • 

DEARBC'RN HEIGHTS • • • • • • • • • 
DETROIT •••• (I ••• II ••••• 

EAST LANSING • • • • • • • • • • • 
See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

57 

83 

1 

16'1 
27 

159 
111 
359 

tj 730 
288 
295 

95 
6 963 

tj21 

6 506 

19 '158 
2 

67 

7 

'153 
291 
238 

12 '138 
273 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Total 

57 

83 

16tj 
27 

159 
111 
359 

II 730 
288 
295 

95 
6 963 

1121 

6 506 

19 '158 

67 

7 

'153 
291 
238 

11 586 
273 

Direct 
Current 

57 

82 

II 653 
2011 
295 

95 
6 788 

'105 

6 '193 

19 355 

67 

7 

1f1f5 
268 
220 

11 580 
267 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

2 
3 

~271 

1 
1 
3 
1 

1tj 

6 

77 
8'1 

175 
16 

13 

103 

8 
3 

18 
6 
6' I 

Capital outlay 

EqUipment 

2 
3 

271 

1 

1 
1 
3 
1 

12 

6 

I 
77 i 

8 

175 
16 

13 

103 

8 
3 

15 
6 
6 

Construc­
tion 

2 

76 

Intergovernmenta 1 expenditure 

... To State To local 
Tota 1 govern.. govern-

Land ments ments 

177 177 

1 

2 2 

852 852 

! ! 

------' ~->--

; 
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Table 38. Judicial expenditure of 406 large city governments, by character and object, fisCal year 

1978-Continued 

City' 

MICHIGAN-~CONTINUED 
FARMINGTON HILLS • • • • • • • • • 
FLINT. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GRANO RAPIDS • • • • • • • • • • • 
KALAMAZOO. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LANSING. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LlNCOLN PARK • • • • • • • • • • • 
LIVONIA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PONTIAC. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ROSEVILLE. • • • • • • • II • • • • 

ROYAL OAK. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAGINAW •••••••••••••• 
SOUTHFIELD • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. CLAIR SHORES ••••••••• 
STERLING HEIGHTS • • • • • • • • • 
TAYLOR • • • • • • • • • • • , • • 
TROV • • • • c • • • • • • • • • • 

WARREN • • • • • • • • • • • II • • 

WESTLAND • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WY,OMING •••••••••••••• 

MINNESOTA! 
BLOOMINGTON. • • • 
DULUTH • • • • • • 
MINNEAPOLIS. • • • 
ROCHESTER. • • • • 
ST. PAUL ••••• 

• • • • 0 • • • · . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . · . . . . , . . · . . . . . . . 
MISSISSIPPI I 

BILOXI • • • • • • 
JACKSON. • • • • • 

· . . . . . . . 
• •••••• II 

MISSOURI! 
COLUMBIA • • 
FLORISSANT • 
INDEPENDENCE 
KANSAS CITY. 
ST. JOSEPH. 
ST. LOUIS •• 
SPRINGFIELD. 

MONTANA! 
BILLINGS • • 
GREAT FALLS. 

NEBRASKA! 

• • • ::t " • • • • • • · . . . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . . . . 
• • • • • ft • • • • • · . . . ..' . . . . . · . . . . . . . . . . 
· . . . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . . . . 

LINCOLN. 
OMAHA •• 

. . . . . . . . . . . .... 
NEVAOA! 

LAS VEGAS. 
RENO ••• 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
NEW HAMPSHIRE I 

MANCHESTER • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NASHUA ~ • • • • • • • • • • ~ • • 

NEW JERSEY! 
BAYONNE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BLOOMFIELD • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CAMDEN •••••••••••••• 
CLIFTON. • • • • • • • • ~ • • • e 
EAST ORANGE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
ELIZABETH. • ~ • • • • • • • • • • 
IRVINGTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • 

JERSEy CITY •••••••••••• 
NEWARK • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PASSAIC. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PATERSON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TRENTON ••••• • • • • • • • • 
UNION CITY • • • • • • • • • • • • 
VINELAND • • • ~ • • • • • • • • • 

NEW MEXICO I 
ALBUQUERQUE. 

NEW YORK! 

· . . . . . . . . . . 
ALBANY • • • • • • • • " • • • • • 
BINGHAMTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BUFFALO, • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MOUNT VERNON • • • • • • • • • • • 
NEW ROCHELLE • • • • • • • • • • • 
NEW YORK CITY, , ••••••••• 
See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

162 
7lf8 

1 013 
tjll2 
7115 
187 
335 
782 
261 

228 

65 
35 

21 
251 

86 
25 

!lf9 
1 690 

'17 
6 605 

115 

106 
37 

183 
1 165 

!If 9 
92 

379 
!lf3 
1f55 
161 
206 

815 
851 
102 
2111 
335 
2'111 
107 

997 

315 
162 

1 156 
252 
237 

69 667 I 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expend! ture 

Total 

7'18 
1 013 

11112 
7115 
187 
335 
782 
261 

228 

1 385 
132 
287 
22'1 
635 
778 
112'1 
21/f 

65 

21 
251 

86 
25 

1lf9 
1 690 

'17 
6 605 

115 

106 
37 

6Bl 
1 2lfll 

697 
'100 

183 
1 165 

llf9 
92 

379 
llf3 
1f55 
161 
206 

815 
851 
102 
2lfl 
335 
21f1f 
107 

997 

201 
162 
338 
252 

92 
12 1f85 

Direct 
current 

,. 
7211 

1 003 
ifill 
7lf3 
179 
333 
7lf3 
259 

218 

65 

21 
251 

80 
25 

117 
1 689 

1f7 
6 208 

US 

106 
37 

667 
1 113 

683 
388 

183 
208 

968 

193 
162 
239 
252 

92 
11 631 

t 

Total 

211 
10 

1 
2 
6 
2 

39 
2 

10 

937 
1 
2 

'182 
20 

5 
II 

6 

32. 
1 

397 

!If 
131 

111 
12 

957 

55 
10 

29 

99 

85tj 

Capital outlay 

Equipment 

24 
10 

1 
2 
7 
2 

11 

10 

3 
1 
2 

4 
5 
4 

6 

2 
1 

47 

14 
131 

14 
12 

55 
10 

29 

111 

Construc­
tion 

28 
2 

934 

1182 
16 

30 

350 

956 

7 

99 

813 

Land 

Intergovernmenta I expenditure 

Total 

162 

12 

35 

11'1 

818 

1115 
57 182 

'1'0 S ta te To loca I 
govern- govern-
ments ments 

11 If 

818 

!lf5 
57 182 

162 

12 

35 

1 , 
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Table 38. Judicial expenditure of 406 large city governments, by character and object, fiscal year 

1978-Continued 
(Thousands of dollars) 

-------------------r----r---~~~~==~--------------~-------------. Direct expenditure Intergover'lmenta 1 ~xpenditure 

City' 
To Stato To local 

Total Capital outlay 
Direct 

To~al 

~--~~----------__ ------------------_r--------_1----------+_--c-u-r-r-e-n-t_t--~T~o~ta~1~.~.~=E:qu:i~p=m=e:n:t~C-on~~~~~:~~~C~-~~L:.~n~d~_i--1_u_t_a_t __ L--g~._~_~_.~_~_-~ __ g_~_~_~_~~_-_ 
NEW YORK"-CONTINUED 

NIAGARA FALLS. • • • • • • • • • • 
ROCHESTER. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ROME • • • II II • • • • • • • • • • 

SCHENECTADY ••••••••••• 
SYRACUSE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TROY • • • • • • • • • • • • • , • 
UTICA ••••••• tI II •••••• 

WHITE PLAINS • • • • • • • • • • • 
YONKERS. • 0 • • • 0 • • • • • • • 

NORTH CAROLINAI 
ASHEVILLE. It • • • • • • • • • • • 

CHARLOTTE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DURHAM • ~ • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FAYETTEVILLE • • • • • • • • • • • 
GREENSBORO It • • • • • I,l • • It • • 

HIGH POINT • • • • • • • It. • • • • 

RALEIGH •••••• It ••••••• 

WILMINGTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WINSTON-SALEM. • • • • • • • • • • 

NORTH DAKOTA I 
FARGO •••• 

OHIOI 
AKRON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CANTON • • • It • • • • • • • • • • 

CINCINNATI • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CLEVELAND. • • • • • It • • • • It • 

CLEVELAND HE I GHTS. • • • • • • • • 
COLUMBUS • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DAYTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ELYRIA •••••••••••• 
EUCl.ID •••••••••••• : : 
HAMILTON ••••••••• It •• 0 

KETTERING. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAKEWOOD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LIMA • • • • a • • • • • • • • • • 

LORAIN • • It • • • • • • • • • • • 

MANSFIELD ••••••••••••• 
PARMA ••••••••••••••• 
SPRINGFIELD. • • • • • • • • • • • 
TOLEDO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WARREN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
yOUNGSTOWN • • • • • • • • • • • • 

OKLAH:lMAI 
LAWTON • • • • • • • • • • • It • • 

MIDWEST •••••••••••••• 
NORMAN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OKLAHOMA CITY ••••••••••• 
TULSA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

OREGON I 
EUGENE •••••• 
PORTLANO • • • " • 
SAL~M. • • • • • • 

PENNSYLVANIAr 

· . . . . . · . . . . . · . . . . . 
ALLENTOWN. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ALTOONA •••• ~ ••••••••• 
BETHLEHEM. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHESTER. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ERIE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HARRISBURG • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LANCASTER. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PHILADELPHIA • • • • • • • • • • • 
PITTSBURGH • • • • • • • • • • • • 
READING. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SCRANTON • • • • • • • • • • 
WILKES-BARRE • • • • • • • • : : : 
yORK • • • • III • • • • • • • • • • 

RHODE ISLANDI 
CRANSTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PAWTUCKET ••••••••••••• 
PROVIDENCE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WARWICK. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINA I 
CHARLESTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CO~U~BIA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GREENVILLE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NORTH CHARLESTON • • • • • • • • • 
See footnotes at e\1d of table. 

216 
786 
78 

115 
588 
111 
192 
273 
627 

58 

1 311 
679 

II 075 
18-1111 

169 
II 321 
1 373 

368 
172 
153 

265 
170 
313 
300 
11111 
1121 
11711 

2 009 
5113 
673 

1811 
111 

1011 
5110 
11211 

265 

100 

106 

116 839 
11011 

8 
31 

190 
5 

117 
3111 
133 

29 

106 
207 

78 
32 

1130 
36 
75 

273 
627 

58 

1 269 
679 

3 761 
II 113 

169 
II 321 
1 373 

317 
172 
153 

263 
170 
277 
266 
1139 
1117 
11711 

2 009 
5111 
673 

1611 
111 

1011 
5110 
11211 

265 

96 

106 

116 839 
11011 

6 
31 

190 
5 

117 
3111 
133 
29 

106 
207 

76 
32 

1127 
36 
75 

273 
627 

56 

1 191 
677 

J 761 
3913 

163 
II 2511 
1 3110 

317 
169 
150 

259 
170 
272 
286 
1136 
1106 
11116 

1 6611 
5111 
672 

161 
111 
70 

517 
1121 

260 

95 

106 

116 608 
11011 

6 
31 

190 
5 

115 
311 
133 

29 

3 

96 
2 

200 
6 

67 
33 

3 
3 

II 

5 
2 
1 

11 
28 

3115 

3 

311 
23 

3 

5 

231 

~ I 

3 

8 
2 

1811 
6 

116 
33 

II 

5 
2 
1 

11 

10 

3 

311 
23 

3 

5 

1 

178 

2 
3 

90 

16 

21 

28 
335 

53 

110 
579 

83 
158 
75 

117 

22 

3111 
111 001 

51 

2 

36 
12 

2 
II 

29 

II 

110 
579 

83 
158 
75 

117 

22 

3111 
111 001 

51 

2 

36 
12 
2 
II 

29 

II 

~ . -

c 
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-Table 38. Judicial expenditure of 406 large city governments, by character and object, fiscal year 
1978-Continued 

City' 

SOUTH DAKOTA I 
SIOUX FALLS. · . . . . . . . . . . 

TENNESSEE I 
CHA TT ANOOGA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
CLARKSVILLE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
KNOXVILLE ••••••••••• to II 

MEMPHIS •••• II ••• II •• II II • 

NASHVILLE-DAVIDSON • • • • • • • • 

TEXAS I 
ABI~ENE. • • • • • 

·ANARILi.O ••••• 
ARLINGTON. • • • • 
AUSTIN • • • • • • 
BEAUMONT • • • • • 
BROWNSVILLE. • • • 
CORPUS CHRISTI • • 
DALLAS • • • • • • 
EL PASO. • • • • • 

• • • • • • II • 

• • • • II II " • 

• • • • • • II • 

• • II II II • • • 

• • • • • II • • · . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . 
• • • II • • • • 

• • II • • • • • 

FORT WORTH II II • • • • • • • • • II 

GALVESTON. • • II • • • • • • • II • 

GARLAND •• II •• II •••••••• 

GRAND PRAIRIE. • • • • • • • • • • 
HOUSTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
IRVING • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAREDO • • • • • • • II • II • • II • 

LONGVIEW • II • • • • • • II • • • • 

LUBBOCK. II •••••••••••• 

MESQUITE • .. 
MIDLAND ••••••• II •••••• 

ODESSA II II II • • • • • • • II II II • 

PASADENA • • • • • • • II • • • • • 

PORT ARTHUR. • • • • • • • • • • • 
RICHARDSON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN ANGELO II • • • I • • • • • • • 

SAN ANTONIO. • • • • • • • • • • • 
TYLER. • • • II • • • • • • " II II II 

WACO • • II • • • II • • II • • II • • 

wICHITA FALLS ••••••••••• 

UTAHI 
OGDEN. • • II • • • 

PROVO ••••••• 
SALT LAKE CITY •• 

VIRGINIA I 

• • II • • • • • · . . . . . . . 
II • , ••••• 

ALEXANDRIA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
cHESAPEAKE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMPTON. • II II • • • • • • • • • • 

LYNCHBURG ••••• II ••••• II • 

NEWPORT NEWS • • • • • • • • • • • 
NORFOLK. II • • • • ) ~ II • • II • • 

pORTSMOUTH • • • • • • • • , • • • 
RICHMOND • , • • • ~ ~ • ; ~ II • • 

ROANOKE. • • II • • ~ ~ • • • • • • 

VIRGINIA BEACH • • • • • • • • • • 

WASHINGTON I 
BEL~EVU£ II • • • • • • • • • • • • 

EVERETT~ • • II • II • • • • II • • • 

SEATTLE. • , • • • • • II • II • • • 

SPOKANE. II • • • II II • • • • • • • 

TACOMA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

WEST VIRGINIAI 
CHARLESTON • 
HUNTINGTON • 

WISCONSINI 

· .. · .. .. .. 
APPLETON • • • II • • II • II • • • II 

GREEN BAY •••••• II II •• II •• 

KENOSHA. • • • • • • • II • II • • • 

LA CROSSE. II ••• II • II II II •• II 

MADISON. II • • • • • II • • • II • • 

MILWAUKEE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OSHKOSH. • • • II • • • • • • • • II 

RACINE • • II • II • • • • II • • • • 

WAUWATOSA. • • • • • • • • II II • • 

WEST ALLIS • • • • • • • • • • • • 
- Represents zero or roundR to zero. 

Total 

226 
6 

72 
1 371 
II 237 

127 
202 
1'15 
599 
1116 

118 
1106 

1 9118 
517 

561 
1111 
6) 
911 

2 536 
U5 
117 
1011 
216 

1111 

122 
1117 
161 

72 
77 
89 

731 
811 
85 

1111 

1132 
1311 
868 

1 6113 
700 
610 
2211 

1 221 
1 919 

920 
2 769 
1 0112 

5119 

80 

2 7116 
358 
582 

67 
26 

115 
72 
55 
18 

1152 

JQ 
22 
23 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Total 

226 
6 

72 
1 371 
II 237 

127 
202 
1115 
599 
1118 

116 
1106 

1 9118 
517 

561 
1111 
6) 
911 

2 536 
115 
101 
1011 
216 

1111 

122 
1117 
161 

72 
77 
89 

731 
811 
85 

1111 

1132 
1311 
866 

1 3511 
5'5 
502 
117 

1 0911 
1 265 

611!:1 
27M 

710 
5119 

80 

2 667 
277 
562 

67 
26 

115 
72 
55 
18 

1152 

30 
22 
23 

Direct 
current 

225 
6 

72 
1 322 
II 053 

1211 
202 
1113 
599 
1116 

117 
1101 

1 926 
517 

561 
1111 
63 
93 

2 311 
115 
101 
30 

215 

/jll 

120 
1115 
160 

72 
77 
85 

731 
83 
811 

137 

11111 
1311 
868 

6'18 
lIIO 
Ill) 
11) 

1 078 
1 279 

6115 
2 711 

679 
5111 

80 

2 5911 
259 
562 

67 
:'0 

115 
71 
55 
18 

1152 

30 
22 
23 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

119 
1611 

3 

2 

1 
5 

20 

1 
225 

711 
1 

2 
2 
1 

II 

1 
1 
II 

16 

706 
195 
69 
II 

16 
6 

56 
31 
35 

73 
18 

1 

Capital outlay 

Equipment con~~~~c-

119 
79 

3 

2 

1 
5 

20 

1 
225 

2 
2 
1 

1 
1 
II 

18 

39 
17 
13 

II 
9 
6 

311 
15 
15 

26 
18 

1 

105 

711 

667 
178 

76 

7 

211 
16 
20 

117 

lOats are based on a field "'ompilation from records of each city government shown; see text for data limitations. 

Land 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

16 

289 
165 
108 
107 
127 
63/j 
275 

332 

79 
81 

To State 
govern­
ments 

16 

289 
165 
108 
107 
127 
626 
275 

To local 
govern­
ments 

8 

332 

79 
81 
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II 

~ FIGURE 23. 

Percent distribution of legal services direct expenditure 
II by state and type of government, Fiscal Year 1978 States 
I' Counties II 
II Municipalities 
Ii 
1/ 0 20 40 60 80 .100 0 20 40 60 80 100 
II 
II 
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'I 
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II 
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II 
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:1 
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Table 39. Legal services and prosecution expenditure, by charact:er and object, by State 
and type of government, fiscal year 1978 

(Thousands of dollars) 
----------------~~--'----~~~~~~~------~,-----------------

State and type of government l 

STATES-LOCALI TOTAL. • • 
STATES • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

ALABAMA. • ••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

ALASKA • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

BOROUGHS • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

ARiZONA. • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

ARKANSAS • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

CALIFORNIA • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

COLORADO • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

CONNECTICUT ••••• 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES • 

DELAWARE • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . 
· . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
III • • • • 

· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . 
• • II • • · . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

FLORIDA ••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

GEORGIA. • • • ••• 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTA~ • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

HAWAII ••••••• 
STATE. • • • • •• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total' 

1 244 334 
400 367 
862 09Lt 
519 871 
3Lt3 217 

10 780 
5 512 
5 270 
3 410 
1 860 

9 977 
7 226 
2 770 

1156 
2 3115 

18 928 
3 883 

15 0115 
10 153 

II 892 

4 387 
1 055 
3 '1-32 
2 397 
1 059 

257 5111 
55 058 

202 510 
155 689 

116 921 

20 413 
II 510 

15 903 
9 901 
6 261 

11 406 
7 198 
II 208 
4 292 

2 932 
2 109 

823 
315 
508 

6 993 

6 993 
6 993 

'1-6 1186 
32 1116 
!q 071 

6 200 
7 872 

15 087 
5 502 
9 585 
7 1184 

.2 103 

6 1130 
2 190 
4 2110 
1 392 
2 8118 

Direct expenditure 

Total Direct Capital 

11 2LiLi 334 
385 783 
858 551 
515 967 
3Li2 584 

10 780 
5 512 
5 268 
3 408 
1 860 

9 977 
7 220 
2 757 

1125 
2 332 

18 928 
3 883 

15 0115 
10 153 
4 892 

II 387 
1 055 
3 332 
2 297 
1 035 

257 5111 
55 058 

202 1183 
155 663 

46 820 

20 1113 
4 510 

15 903 
9 643 
6 261 

11 1106 
7 198 
II 208 
4 208 

2 932 
2 109 

823 
315 
507 

6 993 

6 993 
6 993 

116 1186 
32 1116 
111 070 

6 199 
7 872 

15 087 
5 502 
9 585 
7 '1-82 
2 103 

6 430 
2 190 
4 2110 
1 392 
2 8118 

current outlay 

1 228 943 
379 029 
849 914 
510 052 
339 861 

10 63'1-
5 1186 
5 1118 
3 292 
1 856 

9 905 
7 191 
2 7111 

1120 
2 295 

18 688 
3 818 

111 870 
10 050 

II 820 

II 327 
1 032 
3 295 
2 263 
1 032 

253 741 
52 621 

201 120 
1511 652 

116 1168 

20 1118 
II 1170 

15 678 
9 1153 
6 225 

11 335 
7 176 
II 159 
II 159 

2 8111 
2 022 

819 
313 
506 

6 962 

6 962 
6 962 

115 827 
31 923 
13 9011 

6 076 
7 828 

111 850 
51113 
9 1137 
7 1102 
2 036 

6 1109 
2 189 
II 220 
1 378 
2 8112 

15 392 
6 7511 
8 638 
5 915 
2 723 

1117 
26 

121 
116 

II 

72 
29 
113 

5 
38 

2110 
65 

175 
103 

72 

60 
23 
37 
311 

3 

3 800 
2 1137 
1 363 
1 011 

352 

266 
110 

226 
190 

36 

71 
22 
119 
Lt9 

90 
87 

3 
2 
1 

31 

31 
31 

660 
1193 
167 
123 

1111 

237 
89 

1118 
80 
67 

21 
1 

20 
111 

6 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

19 121 
111 5811 

II 537 
3 904 

633 

2 

2 
2 

119 
6 

'1-3 
31 
12 

1211 

1211 
100 

211 

,t28 

128 
27 

101 

259 

259 
259 

86 

86 
86 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 
1 

2 

2 
2 

To State To local 
governments g.overnments 

3 5113 
(X) 

3 5113 
:3 1170 

72 

2 
(X) 

2 
2 

12 
(X) 
12 

12 

(X) 

100 
(X) 
100 
100 

28 
(X) 
28 
27 

1 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

1 
(X) 

1 
1 

(X) 

(X) 

15 579 
111 584 

995 
4311 
561 

37 
6 

31 
31 

211 

211 

211 

100 

100 

100 

259 

259 
259 

86 

86 
86 

1 

1 

1 

2 

2 
2 

c 

LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION 261 

Table 39. Lega~ services and prosecution expenditure, by character and object, by State 
and type. of government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State and type of government l 

IDAH5. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ILLINOIS • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

INDIANA •••••••••••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

IOWA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

KANSAS • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

KENTUCKY • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOiAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

LOUISIANA ••••••••••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

PARISHES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MAINE ••••••••••••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MARYLAND • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••• ~ ••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MASSACHUSETTS ••••••••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MICHIGAN • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MINNESOTA ••••••••••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MISSISSIPPI •••••••••• 
STATE. • • • P- • • • • • • • 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total' 

4 8117 
1 833 
3 01'1-
2 198 

816 

52 595 
1'1- 120 
'1-1 011'1-
29 '1-33 
11 619 

16 663 
5 311 

11 353 
6 092 
5 261 

10 291 
2 838 
7 '159 
5 18'1-
2 277 

12 6119 
5 273 
7 376 
5 132 
2 250 

14 818 
10 914 

6 510 
3 836 
2 67'1-

18 677 
6 892 

11 785 
6 2'1-5 
5 553 

3 182 
2 049 
1 136 

5'1-0 
600 

18 213 
2 769 

15 11'1-11 
9 5'1-1 
5 90'1-

23 219 
10 1169 
12 750 

3 679 
9 225 

'1-7 938 
11 353 
37 393 
2'1- 7'1-9 
12 678 

2'1- 0511 
5 359 

18 995 
13 272 

5 728 

5 260 
2 7111 
2 519 
1 1189 
1 033 

(Thousands..of dollars) 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

II 8117 
1 833 
3 01'1-
2 198 

816 

52 595 
11 567 
111 028 
29 '1-16 
11 612 

16 663 
5 311 

11 352 
6 092 
5 261 

10 297 
2 838 
7 ~59 
5 1811 
2 275 

12 M9 
5 273 
7 3"/6 
5 128 
2 2118 

111 818 
8 3111 
6 500 
3 826 
2 6711 

18 677 
6 892 

11 785 
6 232 
5 553 

3 182 
2 0119 
1 133 

539 
59'1-

18 213 
2 769 

15 '1-411 
9 5'1-0 
5 9011 

23 219 
10 '1-69 
12 750 

3 6711 
9076 

117 938 
10 5115 
37 '93 
211 732 
12 661 

2'1- 0511 
5 059 

18 995 
13 267 

5 728 

5 260 
2 7111 
2 519 
1 '1-86 
1 033 

Direct 
current 

II 770 
1 820 
2 950 
2 1311 

816 

52 320 
11 507 
40 813 
29 21'1-
11 599 

16 1181 
5 253 

11 228 
6 033 
5 195 

10 209 
2 807 
7 1102 
5 159 
2 2'1-2 

12 335 
5 098 
7 237 
5 055 
2 182 

111 6110 
8 165 
6 1175 
3 816 
2 658 

18 471 
6 872 

11 599 
6 129 
5 '1-69 

3 139 
2 026 
1 113 

520 
593 

18 051 
2 692 

15 359 
9 '1-60 
5 900 

22 336 
10 1115 
11 921 

2 89" 
9 031 

117 688 
10 'l-9() 
37 ,98 
2'1- 6.09 
12 589 

23 810 
'I- 952 

18 858 
13 166 

5 692 

5 222 
2 737 
2 '1-85 
1 1169 
1 016 

Capital 
outlay 

275 
60 

215 
202 

13 

183 
58 

125 
59 
65 

88 
31 
57 
25 
32 

31'1-
175 
139 

73 
66 

178 
153 

25 
10 
15 

206 
20 

186 
102 

84 

43 
23 
20 
19 

1 

162 
77 
85 
81 

'I-

883 
511 

829 
7811 

1I5 

251 
55 

196 
123 

73 

2'1-3 
107 
136 
101 

36 

38 
'I-

311 
17 
17 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

2 577 
2 553 

2'1-
17 

7 

2 

2 

2 

7 

7 
5 
2 

2 606 
2 596 

10 
10 

13 

13 
13 

7 

7 
1 
6 

156 

156 
5 

151 

841 
808 

33 
17 
17 

305 
300 

5 
5 

3 

3 
3 

To State 
governments 

(X) 

16 
(X) 
16 
16 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

10 
(X) 
10 
10 

(X) 

3 
(X) 

3 
1 
2 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

To local 
governments 

2 561 
2 553 

8 
1 
7 

2 

2 

2 

7 

7 
5 
2 

2 596 
2 596 

13 

13 
13 

'-

156 

156 
5 

151 

8111 
808 

33 
17 
17 

305 
300 

5 
5 

:3 

3 
3 
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Table 39. Legal services and prosecution expenditure, by character and object, by State 
and type of government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

__________________ ~ ______ ~~(T~h~O~us~a~n~d~s~Of~d~O~I/~a~rs~)-------r----____ . __________ __ 
Direct expenditure Intergovernmental expenditure 

State and type of government' 

MISSOURi • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MONTANA •••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEBRASKA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • a _ • • 

LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEVADA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNXCIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW JERSEY • • • • • • • • • • 
STAiE. • • • • • a • • • • • 

LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW MEXICO • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE~ • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW YORK • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NORTH CAROLINA • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • _ • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NORTH DAKOTA • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

OHIO • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

OKLAHOMA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

OREGON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total' 

16 ~66 
2 716 

1~ 157 
7 045 
7 112 

It 1~9 
1 002 
3 147 
2 439 

708 

6 508 
925 

5 583 
3 82~ 
1 759 

8 215 
1 81~ 
6 401 
~ 971 
1 430 

2. 290 
1 019 
1 271 

~95 
776 

58 944 
11 512 
~7 ~32 
3~ 951 
12 482 

8 327 
6 517 
1 814 

~84 
1 330 

163 435 
39 575 
12~ 211 

35 071 
89 Ill} 

21 553 
17 397 
4 156 
1 723 
2 ,q,33 

2 982 
1 118 
1 81)4 
1 501 

365 

~3 791 
13 08'1 
30 706 
16 88i' 
13 847 

10 467 
7 003 
6 293 
3 762 
2 577 

23 880 
12 106 
11 999 

9 621 
2 378 

Total 

16 ~66 
2 315 

1~ 151 
7 039 
7 112 

4 1~9 
1 002 
3 147 
2 ~39 

708 

6 508 
925 

5 583 
3 82~ 
1 758 

8 215 
1 81~ 
6 ~01 
4 971 
1 ~30 

2 290 
1 019 
1 271 

~95 
776 

58 9~~ 
11 512 
~7 ~32 
3~ 951 
12 ~81 

8 327 
6 517 
1 810 

~80 
1 330 

163 ~35 
39 275 

124 160 
35 071 
89 089 

21 553 
17 397 

II 156 
1 723 
2 ~33 

2 982 
1 118 
1 86~ 
1 501 

363 

~3 791 
13 087 
30 704 
16 886 
13 817 

10 ~67 
7 003 
3 ~64 

888 
2 576 

23 880 
11 900 
11 980 

9 603 
2 378 

, 
Direct 
current 

16 160 
2 208 

13 952 
6 882 
7 070 

4 101 
995 

3 Hi6 
.2 398 

707 

1I ~55 
920 

5 535 
3 800 
1 735 

8 093 
1 802 
6 291 
4 907 
1 384 

2 256 
1 011 
1 245 

~88 
757 

58 467 
11 326 
47 141 
3~ 718 
12 ~23 

8 076 
6 353 
1 723 

~48 
1 275 

162 203 
38 957 

123 2'+6 
3~ 848 
38 398 

21 263 
17 1'+7 
~ 116 
1 697 
2 419 

2 910 
1 07~ 
1 836 
1 487 

3'+8 

43 260 
12 892 
30 368 
16 616 
13 752 

10 336 
6 9~~ 
3 392 

8~7 
2 546 

23 ~28 
11 625 
11 803 

9 '+~'+ 
2 358 

Capital 
outlay 

306 
107 
199 
157 
~2 

~9 
7 

~2 
~1 

1 

52 
5 
~7 
2~ 
23 

122 
12 

110 
6~ 
~6 

3~ 
8 

26 
7 

19 

477 
186 
291 
233 

58 

251 
164 

87 
32 
55 

1 232 
318 
91~ 
223 
691 

290 
250 
~O 
26 
1~ 

73 
44 
29 
14 
15 

531 
195 
336 
270 

65 

130 
59 
71 
~1 
31 

453 
275 
178 
158 

20 

Total 

407 
~01 

6 
6 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

35~ 
300 
5~ 

5~ 

2 

2 

2 

30 

30 

30 

2 875 

2 875 
2 87~ 

1 

To State To local 
governments governments 

6 
(X) 

6 
6 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

51 
(X) 
51 

51 

(X) 

(X) 

2 
(X) 

2 

2 

2 829 
(X) 

2 829 
2 829 

19 
(X) 
19 
19 

'+01 
401 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

303 
300 

3 

2 

2 

2 

28 

28 

28 

46 

'16 
'15 

1 

206 
206 

c 
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Table 39. Legal services and prosecut~on expenditure, by character and object, by State 
and type of government, fiscal year 1975:-Continued . 

(TholUsands of dollars) ____________________ ~--__ ~~.~~~~~~--------r--------------------
Direct expenditure Intergovernmental expenditure 

--,---.--~~~~~~-------+--~~~~----~-------
State and type of government' 

PENNSYLVANIA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • , • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

RHOuE ISLAND • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES • • tI • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINA • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

SOUTH DAKOTA • • • • 
STATE. • • • 0 • • • • • • • 

LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 
COUNTIES ••• 
MUNICIPALITIES 

• • tJ • 

TENNESSEE. • • • • • • • • 
STA1E •••••••••• 
'~OC~,l" TOTAL • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • 

TEXAS. • • • ~ ••• 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . " . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
UTAH • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

S'rATE. • • • • • • • • • •• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • •• 

VERMONT •••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

VIRGINIA • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • . . . 

WASHINGTON • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL •••••••• 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MuNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

WEST VIRGINIA. • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • •• 

WIScoNSIN. • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL I TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • •• 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

Total' 

113 36~ 
8 2811 

35 C~l 
17 il46 
18 185 

:5 II~5 
2 '+82 

963 
963 

7 ~23 
ij ,+67 
3 5111 
2 630 

920 

3 676 
1 752 
2 211~ 
1 838 

1106 

is 391 
fl 789 
II 602 
1 672 
2 931 

52 730 
12 256 
110 605 
30 551 
10 1511 

6 9911 
2 28~ 
5 039 
32611 
1 7711 

2 057 
1 710 

3117 
29 

318 

Total 

113 36ij 
7 533 

35 831 
17 6~6 
18 185 

3 '1115 
:< 1182 

963 
963 

7 '+23 
3 882 
3 5111 
2 622 

920 

3 676 
1 752 
1 92'+ 
1 518 

1106 

13 391 
8 789 
II 602 
1 672 
2 931 

52 730 
12 258 
110 1172 
30 1118 
10 05~ 

6 994 
1 955 
!S 039 
:5 26'+ 
1 7';'11 

2 057 
1 710 

3117 
29 

31B 

Direct 
current 

112 965 
7 50ij 

35 '+61 
17 368 
18 093 

3 tt16 
2 ~53 

963 
963 

7 262 
:3 7110 
3 522 
2 603 

918 

3 599 
1 700 
1 899 
1 '1911 

IIC16 

13 203 
8 658 
II 5~5 
1 639 
2 906 

51 915 
12 126 
39 789 
29 8f;o 

9 91.(3 

6 888 
1 939 
II 9119 
3 183 
1 767 

2 023 
1 679 

3'+'+ 
29 

315 

16 757 16 757 16 6311 
7 286 '+ 11011 II 396 

12 356 12 353 12 238 
5 1177 5 1177 5 '+38 
6 911 6 876 6 800 

21 2~2 21 2~2 20 865 
7 018 6 1195 6 ;}06 

1~ 7'+7 111 7~7 111 559 
10 135 10 13'+ 10 017 

II 613 'I 613 II 5'+2 

5 9'+0 5 9'1' 5 397 
2 726 2 726 a 690 
3 218 3 21'+ 3 207 
2 613 2 608 ~ 600 

606 606 b~~ 

Capital 
outlay 

:;99 
29 

370 
278 

92 

29 

" 
162 
1'+2 

20 
18 

1 

76 
52 
211 
211 

189 
131 

58 
33 
25 

815 
132 
683 
552 
131 

105 
16 
89 
81 

8 

J~ 
31 

3 

:3 

123 
8 

115 
39 
76 

377 
189 
188 
117 

71 

~II 
36 

8 
8 

30171 30171 297881 383 
16 233 13 889 13 715 1711 
16 282 16 282 16 073 209 
11 1711 11 137 11 009 128 

!5 111'7 5 1'+5 5 06(1 81 

WYOMING. • • • • • • • • • • • 2 361 2 361 2 3~0 15 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 707 707 6911 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 1 6511 1 65'+ 1 6116 ~ 

Total 
To State 

governments 
To local 

governments 

751 
751 

593 
585 

8 
8 

320 

'20 
320 

233 

233 
133 
100 

329 
329 

2 916 
2 882 

3~ 

3~ 

523 
523 

5 

5 
5 

2 383 
2 31111 

39 
37 

2 

(Xl 

(X) 

(X) 

320 
(Xl 
320 
320 

(X) 

133 
(Xl 
133 
132 

1 

(X) 

(X) 

3 
(X) 

:5 

3 

(X) 

II 
(X) 

II 
II 

(Xl 

(X) 

751 
751 

100 

100 
1 

99 

329 
3::>9 

291'+ 
2 882 

32 

32 

523 
523 

1 

1 
1 

2 383 
2 3'+~ 

39 
37 

2 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 1 281 1 281 1 273 
MUNICIPALITIES •• ~'~'~'~'L-____ ~3~7~IIL-____ ~3~7'1~-----=3~73~_------~l~-------J---------~---------

_ Represents zero or rounds to ze~o. 
X Not QPplicable. 
tData for municipalities, and the local govornments totals which include municipal datal are estimates subjeot to sampling 

variation; data for counties (boroughs I parishes) are based on a canvass of all COlUlty governments and therefore are not subject 
to sampling variation; see text for data limitations. 

2For each State and United States SUlIIIllBrYI the expenditure figures shown on the "Local1 total" linD and the combined State-
local total line (the data shown opposite the names of the individual Statos) exclude duplicative intergov •.. '!Jllental expenditure 
amounts. This was done to avoid the artificial inflation which would result ~f an intergovernmental expenditure amount for one 
government is tabulatod and then counted again when the recipient government (s) \\It:lmately expend (8) that omount. 
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Table 40. Total legal services and prosecution expenditure of State governments, 
by character and object~ fiscal year 1978 

(Thousands of dollars) 

~ ____ ~ ______ r-_D_i_r_e_c_t._c_x~p_e_n_d_it_u_r_e _____________ ~ Intergovern-
I mental 

Sta te' 
Total 

1-____ --r ___ C.:.a:.'..... a lout is,)' 

Total 
Total Equipment Construction 

TOTAL . . .. 
A~ABAM~ • • • • • • • • • 
ALASKA •••••••••• 
ARIZONA • • • • • • • • • 
ARKANSAS •••••• 
CALIFORNIA •••••• 

COLORADO •••••• 
CONNECTICUT • • • • 
DELAWARE. • • • • • 
FLORIDA • • • • • • 
GEORGIA • • • • • • 

HAWAII ••••••• 
IDAHO • , • • • • • 
ILLINOIS. • • • • • 
INDIANA • • • • • • 
IOWA •••••• s • 

KANSAS ••••••• 
KENTUCKy •••••• 
LOUISIANA • • • • • 
MAINE • • • • • • • 
MARYLAND •••••• 

MASSACHUSETTS • • • 
MICHIGAN. • • • • • 
MINNE£OTA • • • • • 
MISSISSIPPI • • • • 
MISSOURI •••••• 

MONTANA •••••• 
NEBRASKA •••••• 
NEvADA. , ••••• 
~EW HAMPSHIRE • • • 
NEW JERSEY. • • • • 

NEW MEXICO. • • • • 
NEW YORK. • • • • • 
NORTH CAROLINA ••• 
N~RTH DAKOTA. • • • 
OHIOQ • ~ ••••• 

OKLAHOMA •••••• 
OREGON. • • • • • • 
PENNSYLVANIA •••• 
RHODE ISLAND •••• 
SOUTH CAROLINA. • • 

· . . . . · . . . . 
II • • • • · . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . · . . . , 
· . , . . 
• • • (t • 

• f< • • • 

• • • • I · . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . 
• • • • 8 · . . . . 
· . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . 
~ . . . . · . . . . 
• • II • • 

• • • III • · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 

1100 367 385 783 379 029 

5 5121 5 !S12 5 1186 
7 226 7 220 7 191 
3 883 ) 883 3 818 
1 055 1 055 1 032 

55 058 55 058 52 621 

II 510 4 510 II ~70 
7 198 7 198 7 176 
2 109 2 109 2 022 

32 1116 32 416 31 923 
5 502 5 502 5 1113 

6 75LJ 

26 
29 
65 
23 

2 1137 

LJO 
22 
87 

1193 
89 

2 190 2 190 2 189 1 
1 833 1 833 1 820 13 

111 120 11 567 11 507 60 
5 311 5 311 5 253 58 
2 838 2 838 2 807 31 

5 273 5 273 5 098 175 
10 91~ 8 318 8 165 153 

6 892 6 892 6 872 20 
2 0119 2 0119 2 026 23 
2 769 2 769 2 692 77 

10 1169 10 1169 10 1115 511 
11 353 10 5115 10 1190 55 

5 359 5 059 II 952 107 
2 7111 2 7111 2 7'7 II 
2 716 2 315 2 208 107 

6 299 

26 
~9 
65 
23 

2 21.12 

LJO 
22 
87 

LJ93 
19 

13 
60 
58 
31 

175 
153 

20 
23 
77 

5LJ 
55 
71 

LJ 
107 

1 002 1 002 995 7 7 
925 925 920 5 5 

1 81~ 18111 1 802 12 12 
1 019 1 019 1 011 8 8 

11 512 11 512 11 326 186 62 

6 517 6 517 6 353 1611 16LJ 
39 575 3~ 275 38 957 318 318 
17 397 17 397 17 1117 250 250 

1 118 1 118 1 0711 1111 LJLJ 
13 087 13 087 12 892 195 195 

7 003 7 0031 f, 91111 59 59 
12 106 11 900 11 625 275 275 
8 2811 7 533 7 5011 29 29 
2 ~82 2 1182 2 1153 29 29 
~ ~67 J 882 3 7110 1112 1LJ2 

SOUTH DAKOTA. • • • • • • • • 1 752 1 752 1 700 52 52 
TENNESSEE • • • • • • • • • • 8 789 8 789 8 658 131 121.1 

1.155 

195 

70 

1 

36 

12LJ 

7 
22 

Land 

expenditure 

Total 

6 

2 553 

2 596 

B08 
300 

300 

206 
75~ 

585 

TEXAS • • • • • • • • • • • • 12 258 12 258 12 126 132 110 
UTAH. • • • • • • • • • • • • 2 2811 1 955 1 939 16 16 - 329 

_i;~:!~i~:~~~I_~~~~~j~I~j~i~i~i~~~i~i~i~iL-____ li~i~i~iL-___ 1_i_i~i~i~ ___ 1_i~~!~i~ ______ ~~ii~:L-_____ ~~~~~1-_______ ~1 ___ j~ _____ : __ :_:_i 
- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 
'Data are based on a field compilation from records of each State government shown; see text for data limitations. 

--~---.--- ----.--

\ 

('. 

\\ 

LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION 265 

Table 41. Legal services and prosecution expenditure of 343 large county governmer~ts, 

by character and object, fiscal year 1978 

County1 

TOTAL • 

ALABAMA I 
CALHOUN • • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • 
MADISON • • • • ~ • • • • • 
MOBILE. • • • • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY ••••••••• 
TUSCALOOSA. • • • • • • • • 

AaIZONAI 
MARICOPA. • • • • • • • • • 
PIMA. • • • • • • • • • • • 

ARKANSAS I 
PULASKI • • • • • • • • • • 
SEBASTIAN • • • • • • • • • 

CALIFORNIAI 
ALAMEDA • • • • • • • • • • 
BUTTE • • • • • I • • • • • 

CONTRA COSTA. • • • • • • • 
FRESNO ••••••••••• 
HUMBOLDT •••••••••• 
KERN. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOS ANGELES • • • • • • • • 
MARIN • • • • • • • • • • • 
MERCED ••••••••••• 
MONTEREY •••••••••• 
ORANGE. • • • • • • • • • • 
RIVERSIDE • • • • • • • • • 
SACRAMENTO. • • • • • • • • 

SAN BERNARDINO. • • • • • • 
SAN DIEGO • • • • • • • • • 
SAN JOAQUIN • • • • • • • • 
SAN LUIS OBISPO • • • • • • 
SAN MATEO • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA BARBARA • • • • • • • 
SANTA CLARA • • • • • • • • 
SANTA CRUZ ••••••••• 
SOLANO. • • • • • • • • • • 
SONOMA. • • • • • • • , , • 
STANISLAUS. • • • • • • • • 
TULARE ••••••••••• 
VENfURA • • • • • • • • • • 
VOLO. • • • • • • • • • • • 

COLORADO I 
ADAMS • • • • • • • • • • • 
ARAPAHOE. • • • • • • • • • 
BOU~OER • • • • * • • • • • 
EL pASO • • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • 
LARIMER • • • • • • • • • • 
PUEBLO •• , , ••••••• 
WEL~. • • • • • • • • • • • 

DELAWARE I 
NEW CASTLE •• ... 

FLORIDAI 
A~ACHUA • • • • • • • • • • 
BREVARD • • • • • • • • • • 
BROWARD • • • • • • • • • • 
DADE. • • • • • • I • • • • 

ESCAMBIA. • • • • • • • • • 
HILLSBOROUGH •••••••• 
LEE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LEON. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MANATEE • • • • • • • • • • 
OKALOOSA. • • • • • • • • • 

ORANGE. a e , • • • • • • • 
pALM 8EACH. • • • • • • • • 
PASCO • • • • ~ • • • • • • 
PINELLAS •••••••••• 
Pf)LK ••••• t ••••• ~ 
~ARASOTA, • • • • • • • • • 
SEMINOLE. • • • • • • • • • 
VOLUSIA • • • • • • • • • • 

GEORGIAI 
BIBB. • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHATHAM. ••••••••• 
CLAYTON • • • • • • • • • • 
See footnotes at end of tnblc. 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expenditure 

Total 
Capital outlay 

Total 
Direct 
current Total EquipmLnt 

Construc­
tlan 

'109 58:3 '107 5'19 1102 95:3 

117 '17 117 
996 996 9:35 
3711 :3711 :36:3 
:370 :370 369 
366 :366 3:35 
11111 11111' 11111 

II 852 
:3 015 

812 
190 

9 922 
980 

5 :300 
'I 2:37 
1 005 
:3 :351 

50 0:35 
1 '170 

689 
2 :328 

10 657 
'I 262 
8 567 

'I 2'15 
9 289 
2 720 
1 292 
:3 257 
2 '1:38 
7 607 
1 598 
1 '180 
1 67:3 
2 089 
2 057 
:3 960 

969

1 1 068 
1 :303 

620 
1 :328 
1 5'12 

'112 
6'18 
570 

256 

182 
:37'1 
569 

1 363 
292 
388 
190 
116 
125 

11'1 

306 
2911 
152 
516 
235 
119 
1:36 
138 

377 
371 
11'1:3 

II 852 
:3 015 

9 922 
980 

5 :300 
112:37 
1 005 
:3 :327 

50 035 
1 '170 

689 
2 328 

10 657 
II 262 
8 561 

II 2'15 
9 289 
2 720 
1 292 
:3 257 
2 11:38 
7 607 
1 598 
1 1180 
1 67:3 
2 089 
2 057 
:3 960 

969 

1 068 
1 :30:3 

620 
1 :328 
1 5112 

1112 
6118 
570 

256 

i82 
37'1 
568 

1 :363 
292 
J88 
190 
U6 
125 

'Ill 

:306 
2911 
152 
516 
2:35 
119 
1:36 
1:38 

:377 
:371 
'111:3 

II 817 
2 986 

72:3 
162 

9 871 
963 

5 281 
II 222 

962 
:3 279 

'19 9117 
1 1165 

671 
2 295 

10 600 
II 2112 
8 530 

II 1811 
9 2'10 
2 706 
1 221 
:3 211.:5 
2 111:3 
7 567 
1 587 
1 '15:3 
1 6110 
2 0:311 
2 015 
:3 958 

966 

1 0:35 
1 :30:3 

610 
1 317 
1 q6:3 

:396 
6:31 
570 

25'1 

180 
:37'1 
5:3:3 

1 :360 
28'1 
37:3 
177 
11:3 
125 

'III 

;'06 
29'1 
1'18 
507 
225 
119 
129 
138 

:372 
:371 
'139, 

II 596 

61 
11 

1 
:31 

:35 
29 

22 
7 

51 
17 
19 
15 
'13 
'18 
88 

5 
18 
3:3 
57 
20 
:37 

61 
119 
111 
71 
111 
25 
110 
11 
27 
3:3 
55 
'12 

2 
3 

10 
11 
79 
16 
17 

2 

2 

:35 
:3 
8 

15 
13 

:3 

'I 
9 

.0 

7 

5 

4 053 

5 
11 

1 
31 

35 
29 

22 
7 

51 
17 
19 
15 

1 
L18 
88 

5 
18 
33 
113 
20 
37 

61 
49 
14 

5 
1L1 
25 
L10 
11 
27 
33 

9 
L12 

2 
3 

10 
11 
79 
16 
17 

2 

35 
3 
8 

15 
13 

3 

LI 
9 

10 

7 

5 

505 

56 

42 

1L1 

66 

116 

Land 

38 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

2 0:3'1 

67 
21 

2'1 

To State To 10ca 1 
govern­

ments 

1 989 

67 
21 

2'1 

1 

govern­
ments 

115 

1 

--
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Table 41. Legal services and prosecution expenditure of 343 large county governments, 

by character and object, fiscal year 1978-Continued 
(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expenditure Intergovernmental expenditure 

Countyl 

GEORGIA--CONTINUED 
COBB. •••••••• • 
DE KALB • • • • • • • • • • 
FULTON. • • • I • • • • • • 

GWINNETT •••••••••• 
RICHMOND. • • • • • • • • • 

IDAHO I 
ADA • 

ILLINOIS: 
CHAMPAIGN • • • • • • • • • 
COOK. •••••••••• 
DU PAGE • • • • • • • • • • 
KANE. • • • • • • •• •• 
LAKE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LA SALLE. • • • • • • • • • 
MCHENRY • • • • • • • • • • 
MCLEAN. I • • • • • • • • • 

MACON • • • , • • • • • • • 
MADISON • • • • • • • • • • 
PEORIA. • • , ••••••• 
ROCK ISLAND J • • • • • • • 

ST. CLAIR •••••• • 
SANGAMON, • • • • • • • • • 
TAZEWELL. • • • • • • • • • 
WILL •••••••••••• 
WINNEBAGO • • • • • • • • • 

INDIANA: 
ALLEN • • • • • I • • • • • 

DELAWARE. • • • • • • 0 • • 

ELKHART • • • • • • • • • • 
LAKE ............ . 
LA PORTE •••••••••• 
MADISON • • • , • • • • • • 
ST. JOSEPH ••••••••• 
1IPPECANOE. • • • • • , • • 
v4NDERBURGH • • • • • • • • 
VIGO. • • • • • • • •• • 

IOWA: 
BLACK HAWK ••••••••• 
LINN. • • • • • • • • • • • 
POLK •••••••••••• 
SCOTT • • • • • • • • Ii' • • 

WOODBURy •••••••••• 

KANSAS: 
JOHNSON • • • 0 • • • • • • 

SEDGWICK. • • • • • • • • • 
SHAWNEE • • • • • • • • • • 
WYANDOTTE • • • • • • • • • 

KENTUCKy: 
JEFFERSON 
KENTON •• 

LOUISIANA: 

. . . . . . . . ..... . .... 
CADDO • • • • • • • • • • • 
CALCASIEU • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • 
LAFAYETTE • • • • • • • • • 
OUACHITA. • • • • • • • • • 
RAPIDES • • • • • • • • • • 

MAINE: 
CUMBERLAND. • • • • • • • • 
KENNEBEC •••••••••• 
PENOBSCOT • • • • • • • • • 
YORK ••••••••• I •• 

MARYLAND: 
ANNE ARUNDEL. • • • • • • • 
BALTIMORE ••••••••• 
HARFORD • • • • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY ••••••••• 
PRINCE GEOR~ES. • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON. • • • • • • • • 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
BARNSTABLE. • • • • • • • • 
BERKSHIRE • • • • • • • • • 
BRISTOL • • • • • • • • I • 

ESSEX •••• , •••••• 
HAMPDEN • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMPSHIRE • • • • • • • • • 
See f.:ootnotes at end or table. 

Total 

551 
915 

1 9111 
202 
1100 

11011 

311'1 
15 190 

1 660 
1168 
933 
235 
296 
2111 

2119 
397 
11110 
352 
5011 
'1111 
256 
52'1 
572 

395 
153 
1'19 

1 226 
182 
158 
1100 
281 
312 
220 

217 
335 
7117 
21111 
256 

6'13 
1 168 

1169 
1129 

1 719 
78 

262 
1175 

1 91111 
93 

1117 
273 

116 
80 

129 
76 

1 023 
1 7117 

11811 
1 696 
2 1119 

UII 

215 
85 

172 
235 
2rll 
1)5 

Total 

551 
915 

1 9J:II 
202 
1100 

11011 

31111 
15 190 

1 660 
116U 
933 
235 
295 
2111 

2119 
397 
11110 
352 
50'1 
1106 
256 
5211 
572 

395 
153 
1119 

1 226 
182 
15B 
1100 
281 
312 
220 

217 
335 
7117 
21111 
256 

6113 
1 if>B 

1169 
1129 

1 710 
78 

262 
1175 

1 91111 
93 

1117 
273 

1%6 
80 

128 
76 

1 023 
1 7117 

!j811 
1 696 
2 1119 

1111 

215 
85 

172 
235 
2911 
130 

Direct 
current 

5111 
897 

1 9011 
195 
393 

392 

336 
15 072 

1 6115 
1168 
925 
230 
295 
209 

2119 
396 
1137 
352 
1198 
1106 
253 
516 
572 

392 
150 
1113 

1 226 
182 
156 
398 
258 
312 
219 

217 
325 
71111 
2112 
2511 

6111 
1 165 

1165 
1105 

1 705 
78 

261 
11(\' 

1 911" 
92 

1111 
2511 

109 
80 

123 
73 

1 018 
1 7311 

1177 
1 693 
2 398 

1111 

212 
85 

16B 
231 
260 
129 

Total 

10 
IB 
10 
7 
7 

12 

13 
118 
15 

B 
5 

5 

1 
3 

6 

3 
B 

31 
3 
6 

2 
2 

23 

10 
3 
2 
2 

2 
3 
II 

211 

5 

1 
12 

2 
1 
6 

19 

7 

5 
3 

5 
13 
7 
3 

21 

II 
II 

311 
1 

Capital outlay 

Equipment 

10 
18 
10 

7 
7 

12 

8 
112 

15 

8 
5 

5 

1 
3 

6 

3 
8 

3 
3 
6 

2 
2 

23 

10 
3 
2 
2 

2 
3 
lj 
2 

5 

1 
12 

2 
1 
6 

19 

2 

5 
3 

:; 
13 

7 
3 

21 

3 

4 

1 
1 

Construc­
tion 

6 

5 

Total 
Land 

~l 
8 

9 

1 

To State 
govern­

ments 

8 

9 

To local 
govern­

ments 

1 

5 

c 
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Table 41. Legal services and prosecution expenditure of 343 large county governments, 

by character and object, fiscal year 1978-Continued 
(Thousands of dollars) 

267 

Direct expenditure Intergovernmental expendi tUre 

Countyl 

MAsSACHUSETTS--CONTINUED 
MIDDLESEX • • • • • • • • • 
NORFOLK • • • • • • • • • • 
PLYMOUTH ••• e I ••••• 

WORCESTER • • • • • • • • • 

MICHIGAN: 
SAY • • • • e , • • • , • • 
BERRIEN • • , , I , • • • • 

CALHOUN • • • • • • • • • • 
GENESEE • • • • • • • • • • 
INGHAM. • • • • • I • • • • 

JACKSON • • • • • • • • • • 
KALAMAZOO • • • • • • • • • 
KENT •••••••••••• 

MACOMB ••••••••••• 
MONROE. • • • • • • • • • • 
MUSKEGON •••••••••• 
OAKLAND • • • • • • • • • • 
OTTAWA. • • • • Q • • • • • 

SAGINAW • • • • • • • • • Q 

ST. CLAIR ••••••••• 
WASHTENAW • • • • • • • • • 
WAYNE • • • • • • • • • • • 

MINNESOTA: 
ANOKA ••••••••• (I • 

DAKOTA. • • • • • • • • • • 
HENNEPIN. • • • • • • • • • 
RAMSEy ••••••••••• 
ST. LOUIS ••••••••• 
STEARN. • • • • • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON ••••••••• 

MISSISSIPPI: 
HARRISON •••••••••• 
HINDS • • • • • • • " • 
JACKSON • e • • • • • • • • 

MISSOURI: 
CLAY ••• ft ••••••• ~ 
GREENE ••••••••••• 
JACKSON • • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • 
ST. CHARLES •••••••• 
ST. LOUIS ••••••••• 

NEBRASKA: 
DOUGLAS ~ • , • • • • • • • 
LANCASTER • • • • • • • • • 

NEVADA: 
CLARK • • • • • ~ • • • • • 
WASHOE ••••••••••• 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 
HIL~SBOROUGH •••••••• 
ROCKINGHAM. • • • • • • • • 

NEW JERSEY: 
ATLANTIC •••••••••• 
BERGEN. • • • • • • • • • • 
BURLIN~~9N ••••••••• 
CAMDEN. • • • • • • • • • • 
CUMBERLAND. • • • • • • • • 
ESSEX • • • • • • • • • • • 
GLOUCESTER. • • • • • • • • 
HUDSON. • • • • • • • • • • 

MERCER. • • • • • • • • • • 
MIDDLESEX • • • • • • • • • 
MONMOUTH •••••••••• 
MORRIS ••••••••••• 
OCEAN • • • • • • • • • • • 
PASSAIC • • • • • • • • • • 
SOMERSET •••••••••• 
UNION • • • • • • • • • • • 

NEW MEXICO: 
BERNALILLO. 

NEW YORK: 
ALBANY •••••• ' ••••• 
BROOME ••••• I ••••• 

CHAUTAUQUA. • • • • • • • • 
cHEMUNG • • • • • • • • • • 
DUTCHESS •••••••••• 
Sec footnotes a~ end of table. 

Total 

660 
1 097 

1161 
2'1B 

350 
609 
518 

2 298 
1 1611 

3511 
858 
8115 

1 671 
270 
3117 

2 190 
162 
57B 
357 
683 

5 576 

667 
1107 

5 007 
2 250 

8112 
153 
23B 

175 
87 
98 

293 
160 

1 660 
160 
209 

1 11911 

8118 
5311 

2 979 
1 188 

1112 
85 

1 2118 
3 021 
1 328 
3 007 

3116 
5 373 

780 
2 9111 

1 1197 
2 760 
1 1126 
1 3911 
1 320 
2 815 

999 
3 2117 

815 
508 
1101 
2711 
591 

Total 

660 
1 09·, 

1161 
2118 

350 
609 
503 

2 298 
1 1611 

3511 
B5B 
8115 

1 671 
210 I 
3117 

2 190 
162 
578 
357 
6B3 

5 576 

667 
11011 

5 007 
2 250 

8112 
153 
23B 

175 
86 
98 

288 
160 

1 660 
160 
209 

1 11911 

8118 
5311 

2 979 
1 lB8 

1112 
85 

1 2118 
3 021 
1 328 
3 007 

3116 
5 373 

780 
2 9111 

1 1197 
2 760 
1 1126 
1 '911 
1 320 
2 815 

999 
3 2117 

2111 

815 
50B 
1107 
2711 
591 

Direct 
current 

1 028 
1161 
2113 

3119 
599 
1192 

2 2B9 
1 15B 

3511 
858 
836 

1 659 
270 
3'15 

2 185 
162 
573 
357 
678 

5 567 

661 
402 

II 999 
2 225 

B32 
150 
216 

I 
175

1 
83 
9B I 

22B 
160 

1 5911 
159 
203 

1 1192 

8117 
531 

2 960 
1 162 

1110 
83 

1 235 
30111 
1 328 
3 007 

3116 
5 362 

7BO 
2 9111 

1 1197 
2 736 
1 1126 
1 358 
1 320 
2 BOil 

9113 
3 173 

212 

815 
1196 
1106 
2711 
590 

Tot.al 

660 
69 

5 

1 
10 
11 

9 
6 

9 

12 

2 
5 

5 

5 
9 

6 
2 
8 

25 
10 

3 
22 

60 

66 
1 
6 
2 

1 
3 

19 
26 

2 
2 

13 
7 

11 

2'1 

36 

11 
56 
711 

2 

12 
1 

Capital out~ay 

EqUipment 

660 
1 

5 

1 
10 
11 

9 
6 

9 

12 

2 
5 

3 

5 
9 

6 
2 
8 

25 
10 

3 
22 

3 

60 

22 
1 
6 
2 

1 
3 

19 
26 

2 
2 

13 
7 

11 

21.1 

36 

11 
56 
74 

2 

12 
1 

1 

Construc­
tion 

68 

2 

Total 
Land 

15 

3 

5 

To State 
govern­

ments 

5 

To local 
govern­

ments 

15 

3 

1 

I 
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 41. Legal services and prosecution expenditure of 343 large county governments, 

by character and object, fiscal year 1978-Continued 
(Thousands of dollars) 

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

County' 

Direct expenditure 
Intergovernmenta 1 expenditul"e 

· . . · . NEW YORK--CONTINUED 
ERIE ••• I! , •• · .. · . · .. · . · .. · .. · .. · . · .. · . · .. · . 

MONROE. • • • • • 
NASSAU. • • • • • 
NIAGARA • • • • • 
ONEIDA. • • • • • 
ONONDAGA. • • • • 
ORANGE. • • • • • 
OSWEGO. • • • • • 
RENSSELAER. • • • · .. · . 
ROCKLAND. • • • • • • • • • 
ST. LAWRENCE •••••••• 
SARATOGA. • • • • • • • • • 
SCHENECTADY • • • • • • • • 
STEUBEN • • • • • • • • • • 
SUFFOLK • • • • • • • • • • 
ULSTER. • • • • • • • • • • 
WESTCHESTER • • • • • • • • 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
BUNCOMBE. • • • • • • • • • 
CUM8ERLAND. • • • • • • • • 
DURHAM. • • • • • • • c • • 

FORSYTH • • I • • • • • • • 

GASTON. • • • • • • • • • • 
GUILFORD. • • • • • • • • • 
~lECKLENBURG • • • • • • • • 
ONSLOW ••••••••••• 
WAKE •••• e I •••••• 

OHIOI 
ALLEN ••••••••••• 
ASHTABULA • • • • • • • • • 
BUT~ER ••••••••••• 
CLARK • • • • • • • • • • • 
CLERMONT •••••••••• 
COLUMBIANA ••••••••• 
CUYAHOGA. • • • • • • • e I 

FRANKLIN. • • • • • • • • • 
GREENE. ~ • • • • • • • • • 
HAMILTON •••••••••• 
LAKE. • • • • • • • , • • • 

LICKING • • • • • • • • , • 
LORAIN. • • • • • • • • • • 
LUCAS , • , • , • • • , • • 
MAHONING. • • • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY ••••••••• 
PORTAGE • • • • • • , • • • 
RICHLAND. • • • • • • • • • 
STARK , •••• , •••• , 
SUMMIT ••••• II • " ••• 

TRUMBULL. • • • • • • • • • 
WOOD. • • • • • • , , • • • 

OKLAHOMA I 
CLEVELAND • • • • • • • 
COMANCHE. • • • • • • • 
OKLAHOMA. • • • , • • • 
TULSA • • • • • , • • , 

OREGONI 
CLACKAMAS • • • • • • • 
JACKSON • • • • • • • • 
LANEc • , • • • • , , • 
MARION. , t • • • • • • 

MULTNOMAH ••••••• 
WASHINGTON ••••• , • 

PENNSYLVANIA I 

· . · . 
· . · . · . · . · . · . 

ALLEGHENY • • • • • • • • • 
BEAVER. • , • • • • , • • • 
BERKS • • • • • • • • • • • 
BLAIR • • • • • • • , • • • 
SUCKS • • • • • • • • • • • 
SUTbER. ~ • • • • • • • • • 
CAMBRIA • • • • • ~ ~ , • • 
CENTRE. • • • • • • • • , • 
CHEST~R • • • • • • •• • 

CUMBERLAND. • • • • • • • • 
DAUPHIN • • • • • • • • • • 
DELAWAftE. • • • • • • • • • 
F~~·:· 8 , ••••••••• 

':.' I!~ ~ "(. ~. : '1... • • • • • • • • • • 

;.'ttANKLIN •••••••••• 
LACKAWANNA. • • • • • • • • 
LANCASTER • • • • • • • • • 
Lf1.!'!'~~tNCE. • • • • • • • • • 
See footnotes a.t end of ta.ble. 

Total 

3 285 
2 137 
7 978 

1138 
525 

1 1138 
6511 
239 
350 

1 1)63 
155 
227 
1120 
213 

5 0811 
325 

II 685 

72 
00 
67 

122 
58 

256 
1418 
35 

132 

2116 
125 
218 
236 
119 
199 

2 016 
1 708 

208 
927 
1176 

280 
'109 
651 
369 

1 003 
2'13 
.396 
1100 
950 
289 
1.38 

201 
19'1 
731 
717 

685 
.360 

1 58'1 
761 

2 980 
6112 

.3 .396 
.3611 
.31i5 
125 

1 0911 
132 
.308 

77 
1 091 

151 
5.32 

2 288 
'129 
1.39 

91 
277 
.3117 
152 

Total 

.3 285 
2 1.37 
7 978 

11.38 
525 

1 11.38 
65'1 
2.39 
.350 

1 06.3 
155 
227 
1120 
21.3 

5 0811 
325 

II 685 

2116 
125 
218 
2.36 
119 
199 

2 Ot6 
1 708 

208 
927 
1176 

280 
1109 
651 
.369 

1 ')OZ 
211.3 
.396 
1100 
950 
289 
138 

23 
.30 

9 
119 

685 
.360 

1 58'1 
761 

2 980 
6112 

.3 .396 
.3611 
.3115 
125 

1 0911 
1.32 
'08 
77 

1 091 

151 I 5.32 
2 288 

'129 
139 

91 
277 
,:3417 
1~2 I 

Direct 
CUrrent 

3 257 
2 110 
7 978 

11.37 
520 

1 '1.36 
652 
233 
.350 

1 052 
155 
227 
1119 
212 

5 0.36 
32'1 

II 6.38 

72 
100 
65 

122 
511 

2'17 
1118 

.35 
1.32 J 

21111 
125 
20B 
2.36 
119 
199 

2 0011 
1 708 

196 
927 
1171 

278 
1107 
6116 
369 
996 
2.311 
.396 
.399 
917 
289 
1.38 

21 
29 

9 
.35 

6611 
.356 

1 552 
7.3.3 

2 971 
628 

.3 .3.36 
3611 
3115 
123 

1 092 
132 
306 

77 
1 075 

151 
512 

2 269 
1127 
139 
91 

277 
261 
1118 

Total 

28 
27 

1 
5 
2 
2 
6 

11 

1 
1 

118 
1 

117 

2 

II 
9 

2 

10 

12 

12 

5 

2 
2 
5 

7 
9 

1 
33 

2 
1 

21 
II 

32 
,28 

9 
141 

60 

2 
2 

2 

16 

20 
19 

2 

86 
II 

Capital outlay 

Equipment 

28 
27 

1 
5 
2 
2 
6 

11 

1 
1 

1I8 
1 

1I7 

2 

1I 
9 

2 

10 

12 

12 

5 

2 
2 
5 

7 
9 

1 
33 

2 
I 

III 

21 
1I 

32 
28 

9 
111 

60 

2 
2 

2 

16 

20 
19 

2 

1 
1I 

Construc_ 
tion 

85 

Land 
Total 

178 
1611 
722 
668 

:/ 

To State 
govern­
ments 

178 
1611 
722 
668 

To local 
;jovern­
ments 

c 

LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION 

Table 41. Legal services and prosecution expenditure of 343 large county governments, 

by character and object, fiscal year' 1978-Continued 
(Thousands of dollars) 
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Direct ei"penditure Intergovernmental expenditure 

County1 

PENNSYLVANIA--CONTINUED 
LEBANON • • • • • • • • • ff 

LEHIGH. • • • • ~ • • • • ~ 
LUZERNE • • • • • • • • • Q 

LYCOMING •••••••••• 
MERCER. • • • • • , • • , • 
MONTGOMERY ••••••••• 
NORTHAMPTON • • • • • • • • 
NORTHUMBERLAND. • • • • • • 
SCHUYLKILL ••••••••• 
WASHINGTON ••••••••• 
WESTMORELAND. • • • • • • • 
yORK. • • • • • • • • • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINAI 
ANDERSON. • • • • • • • • • 
CHARLESTON. • • • • • • • • 
GREENVILLE, • • • • • • • • 
LEXINGTON • • • • • • • • • 
RICHLAND •••••••••• 
SPARTANBURG • • • • • • • • 

TENNESSEE I 
HAMILTON •••••••••• 
KNOX. • • • • • • • • • • • 
SHELBY ••• ~ •••••• II 

SULLIVAN •••••••••• 

TEXASI 
BELL ••••••••• , ~ • 
BEXAR ••••••••••• 
BRAZORIA. • • • • • • • • • 
CAMERON • • • • • • • • • • 
DALLAS. • • • • • • • • • • 
EL PASO • • • • • • • • • • 
GALVESTON • • • • • • • • • 
HARRIS. • • • • • • • • • • 
HIDALGO • • • • • • • • • • 

JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • 
LUBBOCK • • • $ • • • • • • 

MCLENNAN. • • • • • • • • • 
NUECES. • • • • • • • • • • 
SMITH , •••••••••• 
TARRANT • • • • • • • • • • 
TAYLOR. • • • • • • • • • • 
TRAVIS ••••••••••• 
WICHITA • • • • • • • • • • 

UTAHI 
DAVIS • • • • • • • • • • ~ 
SALT LAKE ••••••••• 
UTAH. • • • • • • • • • • • 
WEBER • • • • • • • • • • • 

VERMONT I 
CHITTENDEN. • • • • • • • • 

VIRGINIAI 
ARLINGTON • • • • • • • • • 
cHESTERFIELD •••••••• 
FAIRFAX • • • • • • • • • • 
HENRICO • • • • • • • • • • 
PRINCE WILLIAM ••••••• 

WASHINGTON I 
CLARK • • • • • • • • • • • 
KING. • • • • • • • • • • • 
KITSAP. • • • • • • • • • • 
PIERCE. • • • • • • • • • • 
sNOHOMISH • • • • • • • • • 
SPOKANE • • • • • • • • • • 
YAKIMA. • • • • • • • • • • 

WEST VIRGINIAI 
CABELL ••••••••••• 
KANAWHA • • • • • • • • • • 

WISCONSINI 
BROWN • • • • • • • • • • • 
DANE. • • • • • • • • • • 0 

KENOSHA • • • ~ • • • • • • 
MARATHON ••••• , •••• 
MILWAUKEE • • • • • • • • • 
OUTAGAMIE • • • , • • • • • 
RACINE ••••••••••• 
ROCK. • • • • • • • • • • • 
WAUKESHA. • • • • • • • • • 
WINNEBAGO • • • • • • • • • 

Total 

86 
1199 
11141 
196 
233 

1 533 
288 
152 
1118 
237 
567 
235 

87 
235 
3611 
102 
718 
1911 

178 
1117 
666 

61 

1193 
2 028 

271 
273 

3 '/22 
1 !)93 

561 
6 255 

337 

7611 
388 
303 
591 
169 

2 705 
139 
B65 
1711 

196 
1 B'l9 

222 
331 

2 

11115 
181 

1 011 
1182 
336 

537 
3 0'16 

357 
9n 
6611 
635 
379 

1'18 
333 

189 
1 63'1 

328 
.t66 

2 931 
198 
11311 
360 
1112 
187 

Total 

86 
1199 
111'1 
196 
233 

1 533 
288 
152 
1118 
237 
567 
235 

87 
235 
3611 
102 
710 
1911 

178 
1417 
666 
- 61 

1193 
2 028 

271 
27, 

3 722 
1 09, 

561 
6 255 

337 

7611 
JBB 
30J 
591 
169 

2 591 
139 
85B 
1711 

196 
1 8119 

222 
331 

2 

11115 
181 

1 Ot! 
1182 
336 

53'7 
3 0116 

357 
992 
6811 
635 
379 

189 
1 632 

328 
166 

2 930 
196 
113:.'l 
360 
'106 
l86 

Direct 
current 

86 
1192 
11111 
192 
229 

1 518 
288 
152 
1418 
237 
556 
235 

87 
232 
362 
102 
701 
1911 

177 
136 
657 

59 

1180 
2 025 

235 
273 

3 626 
1 093 

557 
6 083 

329 

739 
377 
301 
561 
1611 

2 576 
135 
811'1 
1711 

192 
1 797 

216 
325 

2 

11'15 
179 

1 010 
1162 
331 

533 
3 013 

351 
990 
681 
616 
3711 

1'17 
333 

188 
! 613 

322 
165 

2 918 
196 
1131 
356 
378 
181! 

Total 

7 

II 
II 

15 

11 

3 
2 

9 

1 
11 

9 
2 

13 
3 

36 

911 

~ 

172 
8 

25 
11 

2 
30 

5 
15 

II 
1'1 

II 
52 

6 
6 

~ 
1 

20 
5 

II 
33 

6 
2 
3 

19 
5 

1 
19 

6 
1 

12 
2 
2 
'I 

28 
2 

Capital outlay 

EqUipment 

7 

1I 
1I 

15 

11 

3 
2 

9 

1 
11 

9 
2 

13 
3 

1I 
172 

8 

25 
11 

2 
30 

5 
13 

1I 
111 

1I 
52 

6 
6 

2 
1 

10 
5 

1I 
33 

6 
2 
3 

17 
5 

1 
19 

6 
1 , 

12 
2 
2 
1I 

28 
2 

Construc­
tion 

'. 

10 

2 

Land 

36 

Total 

8 

1111 

7 

2 

6 
1 

To State 
govern­

ments 

7 

To local 
govern­
ments 

6 

2 

6 
1 

I 
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Table 42. Legal services and prosecution expenditure of 406 large city governments, 

by character and object, fiscal year 1978 

__________________ ~ __ ~----~----l(T~h.~o~u~sa~n~d~s~o~fd~o~I~la~rs~)--________________ ~-------~~----~t 
Direct expenditure IntergoverIUllc'31taJ expenditure 

TOTAL. • • • • • •• •••• 

ALABAMA. 
BIRMINGHAM , , , • , • • , , , • • 
GADSDEN. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HUNTSVILLE , • • , , , , , • • , , 
MOBILE • • • • • • • • ~ • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY , , • , , • , , • • , , 
TUSCALOOSA , • • • • • • • • , , , 

ALASKA' 
ANCHORAGE ••••••••• 0 ••• 

ARIZONA, 
GLENDALE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MESA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
pHOENIX. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
sCOTTSDALE , , , • • • • • , , , • 
TEMPE •• fJ •••••••••••• 

TUCSON ••••••••••••• '. 

ARKANSAS' 
FORT SM~TH , , , , • • • , , , , • 
LJTT~E R~CK. • • • • • • • • • b • 

NORTH LIT1'LE ROCK. • , • , , • , , 
PINE BLUFF • , , • • • • , • • , , 

CALIFORNIA' 
ALAMEDA. • • • • • • • • • • II • • 

A~ ... HAMBRA ••••••••••••• 
ANAHEIM. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BAKERSFIELD, • • , • , , • , , , , 
BELLFLOWER , • • , • • , , • , , • 
BERKELEy • • • • • • • • • , • • • 
BUENA PARK , • • • , , , • • , , • 
BURBANK. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CARSON , • , , • • , • , , , , , • 
CHULA VISTA. , , , • • , , , , , • 
COMPTON. • • • • e , • • • • • • • 

CONCORD, • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
COSTA MESA , , • • • , • , • , , • 
DALY CITY ••••••••••••• 
DOWNEY ••••••••• c •••• 
EL CAJON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
El MONTE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FAIRFIELD, • • , , , , • • • , , , 
FOUNTAIN VALLEY. , , • " • • , , • 
FREMONT •••••••••••••• 
FRESNO •••••••••••••• 
FULLERTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GARDEN GROVE • • , • • , • , , , , 

GLENDALE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HAWTHORNE. • • , , • • • • , • , • 
HAYWARD. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HUNTINGTON BEACH • • • , , • , , , 
ING~EWOOD. ~ • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAKEWOOD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LONG BEACH • , • , • • , • • , • • 
LOS ANGELES, • • • , • , • • , , , 
MODESTO. • • • • • • ft • • • • • • 

MOUNTAIN VIEW, • , • • , • • • , , 
NEWPORT BEACH, • • • • • , , , , • 
NORWALK. • * • • • • • • • • • • • 

OAKLAND. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OCEANSIDE. • I , • • 0 I • • • • • 

ONTARIO. • e , • • • • • • • • • I 

ORANGE • • • 0 • • • • • • I • • • 

OXNARD • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PALO ALTO •••••• I ••• , •• 

PASADENA • • • • • • I • • • • • • 

PICO RIVERA, , • • • , , • , , • • 

pOMONA •••••••• II ••••• 

REDONDO BEACH. , • • • • • • • • , 
REDWOOD CITY • , , , • , , , • • • 
RICHMOND • • • • 5 • • • • ~ • • • 

RIVERSIDE, , , • • • • • • , , , , 
SACRAMENTO • • , , • • , • • , , , 
SALINAS, • • • w • • • • • • • • • 
SAN BERNARD I NO • • , • , • , , , • 

SAN BUENAVENTURA • • • , • • , , • 
SAN DIEGO ••••••••••••• 
SAN FRANC I sec, , • , • • • • , , , 
SAN JOSE • • • • • • • • • • , • • 
SAN LEANDRO, • , • • • • • , • , • 
SAN MATEO. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA ANA. • • I • • • • • • • • • 

SANTA BARBARA. • , • • • • • • , • 

See footnotes at end Qf table. 

Total 

5,06 
311 

1111 
2B6 
105 
58 

1 281 

33 
77 

2 566 
266 
173 
713 

63 
130 

70 
67 

103 
87 

531 
196 

113 
210 
251 
372 
380 
100 
218 

111 
1tl7 
76 
36 
55 

61 
65 

133 
11112 
101 
65 

2111 
1611 
126 
293 
23B 

116 
2 198 

15 229 
1117 
117 
130 
39 

561 
110 

113 
166 
161 
303 
1121 

80 

136 
102 
11111 
176 
379 
2118 

95 
170 

11111 
2 21111 
B 131 

993 
177 
106 
'l88 
190 

Total 

2116 G56 

r 
!:O" l 

'" 1111 
28~ 
11)'i 

!S8 

1 270 

33 
77 

2 568 
266 
173 
713 

63 
130 

70 
50 

103 
87 

531 
196 

112 
210 
251 
372 
380 
100 
218 

111 
1117 

76 
35 
55 

61 
65 

133 
11112 
101 
65 

2111 
1611· 
126 
293 
238 

113 
2 198 

15 161 
1117 
117 
130 
36 

561 
110 

113 
166 
161 
303 
1121 

79 

136 
102 
11111 
176 
379 
2118 

95 
170 

11111 
:2 21111 
8 131 

993 
177 
106 
118B 
189 

Direct 
current 

2LI'I 182 

506 
33 

1.111 
286 
lOll 
56 

1 .236 

33 
77 

2 5111 
258 
172 
711 

63 
130 

70 
50 

100 
B7 

526 
196 

112 
210 
2119 
361 
380 

99 
211 

111 
1116 

711 
35 
55 

60 
65 

133 
1137 
101 

65 

209 
1611 
125 
292 
238 

113 
2 159 

15 121 
11111 
H"I 
130 
38 

55B 
109 

113 
160 
158 
303 
1119 

79 

136 
102 
11111 
175 
379 
2116 

92 
170 

1112 
2 230 
8 006 

991 
1711 
106 
1180 
187 

Total 

2 2711 

1 

1 
2 

311 

511 
a 
1 
2 

3 

3 

2 
11 

1 
7 

1 
2 

5 

5 

39 
110 

3 

3 
1 

6 
3 

2 

2 
3 

2 
111 

125 
2 
3 

8 
2 

Capital outlay 

Eqqipment co~~~~c-

1 900 

1 
2 

511 
8 
1 
2 

3 

2 
11 

1 
7 

1 
2 

5 

39 
110 

3 

3 
1 

6 
3 

2 

2 
3 

2 
111 

125 
2 
3 

8 
2 

293 

.. , 

Total 
Land 

81 198 

17 

68 

1 

1 

To State To locol 
govern- govern-
ments menta 

15 

11 

183 

17 

1 

1 

3 

68 

---~~'---- ----- ------
------~--------------~c~---------------____________ 'j 

i 
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Table 42. Legal services and prosecution expendliture of 406 large city governments, 

lOy character and object, fiscal year 1978--Continued 

Cityl 

CALIFORNIA--CONTINUED 
SANTA CLARA, , • • • , • • , , • , 
SANTA MONICA , • • • • , • , • , • 
SANTA ROSA , • • • • • • • , , , , 
SIMI VALLEY ••• , ••••• , • , 
SOUTH GATE , • , • • • • • • , , • 
STOCKTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SUNNYVALE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
THOUSAND OAKS, • , • .• • , , • , • 
TORRANCE 0 • • • ~ • ~ • • & • • • 

VALLEJO. • • • • • • It • • • • • • 

WEST COViNA, , , • • , • • • • , • 
WESTMINSTER, • • • , , , • • , , • 
WHITTIER • • I • • • Q • • • • • • 

COLORADO' 
ARVADA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
AURORA • • • • • • Q ~ • • • • • • 

BOULDER. , • • • • • • • • • • • • 
COLORADO SPRINGS • • • • • • • , • 
DENVER • • • • • • • • • • • u • • 

FORT COLLINS • • • • • • • , • • , 
LAKEWOOD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PUEBLO • • • • e , ~ • • • • • • • 

CONNECTICUT! 
BRIDGEPORT , , • , • • • • • , • , 
BRISTOL. • • • e I • • & • • • • • 

DANBURY ••••• I •••• G ••• 

HARTFORD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MERIDEN. • • • v • • • • • • • • • 

MILFORD. ~ e , • • • • • • • • • • 
NEW BRITAIN, • • • • • • , , • , , 
NEW HAVEN. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NORWALK. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STAMFORD • • • • • • • • • • • 0 • 

WATERBURV •••• 0 •• 0 ••••• 

WEST HAVEN , • • • • • , • • • , • 

DELAWARE' 
WILMINGTON • , • • • • • • , • , , 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA' 
wASHINGTON , • • • • • • • • • , • 

FLORIDA' 
CLEARWATER , , • • • • , , • • • • 
FORT LAUDERDALE, ••••••• , • 
GAINESVILLE. , , • , • , • • • • • 
HIALEAH. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HOLLYWOOD ••••••••••••• 
JACKSONVILLE • • , • • • • • • , , 
MIAMI ••••••••••••••• 
MIAMI BEACH, , , , , • • , • • , • 
ORLANDO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PENSACOLA. • • • • • • • • c • • • 
ST. PETERSBURG. , •• , • , , , • 
TALLAHASSEE, , , •••• , , , , • 
TAMPA. , ••••••••••••• 
WEST pALM BEACH. , • • , • • • , , 

GEORGIAI 
ALBANY • • • 0 • • • • ~ • • • • • 

ATLANTA. • • • • u • • • • • • • • 

AUGUSTA. • • • • • • • • • • • • ~ 
COLUMBUS • • • , • • • 0 • • • • • 

MACON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAVANNAH • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

HAWAII' 
HONOLULU • • • e • • • • • ~ • • • 

IDAHO, 
BOISE CITY . . . . 

ILLINO;SI 
ARLINGTON HEIGHTS, • • • • , , , • 
AURORA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BERWYN ••••••••••• II' ••• 

cHAMPAIGN. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHICAGO, •••••••• c • ~ •• 

CICERO l' • • • • • • • • ~ • • • • 
DECATUR, •••••••••••••• 
OES PLAaNES, • • • • • , • • , , • 
EAST ST. LOUIS •••••• , , •• 
ELGIN. ~ ••••••••••••• 

See footnotes a t end of ~able. 

Total 

111 
q60 
106 
16B 

85 
363 
171 
105 
382 
119 

113 
30 
112 

91 
299 
160 
250 

3 527 
69 

380 
1110 

179 
61 
57 

625 
68 
92 

172 
282 
176 
260 
185 
109 

393 

6 993 

11111 
231 
178 

3B 
220 

1 0112 
670 
218 
203 
111 
qOl 
18q 
1136 
101 

51 
9211 

20 
3qll 
119 

68 

2 BII8 

97 
13q 
39 
62 

II !.'i39 
127 
80 
711 

108
1 62 

(Thousands of dollars) 

'rotal 

111 
Q60 
106 
168 

811 
363 
171 
105 
382 
119 

113 
30 
112 

9J. 
299 
160 
250 

3 527 
69 

3BO 
1110 

1·/9 
61 
57 

625 
68 
92 

172 
282 
176 
260 
185 
109 

393 

6 993 

11111 
231 
178 
J8 

220 
1 0112 

670 
218 
203 
111 
1101 
1811 
1136 
101 

51 
9211 

20 
JIIII 
119 
68 

2 8QS 

25'1 

97 
127 

39 
62 

II 539 
127 

80 
7f: 

108 
62 I 

Direct 
current 

111 
Q5'1' 
106 
16B 

811 
363 
171 
105 
380 
113 

Q3 
30 
Li2 

91 
286 
160 
2117 

3 517 
6B 

380 
1110 

179 
61 
57 

622 
6B 
92 

172 
279 
135 
2.60 
185 
109 

392 

6 962 

lQ2 
231 
17B 
38 

220 
1 0110 

670 
218 
202 
109 
391 
181l 
1132 

97 

51 
878 

20 
l23 
117 
68 

97 
127 
39 
62 

II 539 
127 

80 
711 

108 
62 

Direct expendi turo 

Total 

6 

2 
6 

13 

3 
10 
1 

3 

3 
111 

2 

2 

1 
2 

10 

II 
II 

116 

16 
2 

6 

Capi tal outlay 

6 

2 
6 

13 

3 
5 
1 

3 
5 

31 

2 

2 

1 
2 

10 

'I 
II 

116 

16 
2 

6 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

To State To local 
Total govern- govern-

Land ments ments 

1 

36 

7 7 

I 
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Table 42. Legal services and prosecution expenditure of 406 large city governments,· 

by character and object, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

City' 

ILLINOIS--CONTINUED 
EVANSTON • • • • • • • ~ • • • • • 
JOLIET • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OAK LAWN • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OAK PARK • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PEORIA •••••••••••••• 
ROCKFORD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ROCK ISLAND •••••••••••• 
sKOKIE •••••••••••••• 
SPRINGFIELD. • • • • • , • • • • • 
WAUKEGAN • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

INDIANAI 
ANDERSON • • • • • • • • • • • e I 

EVANSVILLE , • , • • • • • • • • • 
FORT WAYNE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GARy • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMMOND. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
INDIANAPOLIS • • • , • • • • • • • 
MUNCIE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
KOKOMO • • • • , • • • • • • • • • 
SOUTH BEND • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TERRE HAUTE. • • • • • • • • • • • 

IOWAI 
CEDAR ~APIDS • • • • • • • • • • • 
COUNCIL BLUFFS •••••••• , .• 
DAVENPORT ••••••••••••• 
DES MOINES • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DUBUQUE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SIOUX CITY • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WATERLOO I , • • • • • • • • • • • 

KANSAS, 
KANSAS CITY •••• 
LAWRENCE 
oVERLAND PARK: : : 
TOPEKA • • • • • • 
WICHITA. • • • • • 

KENTUCKY I 
COVINGTON. 
LEXINGTON, 
LOUISVILLE 
OWENSBORO, 

LOUISIANAI 

· . . . · ... · . . . · . . . 
BATON ROUGE, • • • 
LAFAYETTE. , • • , 
LAKE CHARLES • • • 
MONROE •••••• 
NEW ORLEANS •• , • 
SHREVEPORT • • • • 

· . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . · ...... . · ...... . · . . . . . . . 
· . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . 
· . . . . . . . 
• • • • • • It • · . . . . . . . · ...... . . . . . . . . 
• • • • • to. • • 

MAINEI 
PORTLAND . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

MARYLAND I 
BALTIMORE. . . . . . . . . . . . . 

MASSACHUSETTS I 
BOSTON •••••• 
BROCKTON • , , • , 
CAMBRIDGE, • • • • 
cHICOPEE • , • • • 
FALL RIVER , • • • 
HOLYOKE •••••• 
LAWRENCE • • • • , 
LOWELL • • • • • • 
LYNN ••••••• 

· . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . 
, . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . · ...... . · . . . . . . . · ...... . · ...... . · . . . . . . . 

MALDEN ••••• r' •••••••• 
MEDFORD •••••••••••••• 
NEW BEDFORD. • • • • • • • • • • • 
NEWTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
pITTSFIELD • • • • • • • • • • • , 
QUINcy • • • • • • • • • • • " • • 
SOMERVILLE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SPRINGFIELD. • • • • • , • • • , • 
WALTHAM •• , ••••••••••• 
WORCESTER. • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MICHIGAN' 
ANN ARBOR. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DEARBORN • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DEARBORN HEIGHTS • • • • • • , , • 
DETROIT ••••••••••• e , ct 

EAST LANSING • • • • • • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end 0;( table. 

Total 

136 
132 
10~ 
89 

252 
173 
31 

129 
221 
8~ 

67 
176 
200 
179 

93 
2 901 

53 
89 

186 
7~ 

182 
95 

109 
~~7 

61 
196 
66 

377 
57 

205 
302 
381 

177 
~~~ 
982 

51 

1 673 
152 
11~ 
95 

2 527 
16'1 

157 

5 362 

3 ~26 
123 
258 
66 

217 
109 
59 

178 
109 

50 
97 

I'll 
232 
71 

126 
87 

313 
1111 
281 

156 
238 

59 
2 98'1 

127 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Total 

136 
132 
10'1 

89 
252 
173 
31 

129 
221 
8~ 

67 
176 
200 
179 

93 
2 901 

53 
89 

186 
7~ 

182 
95 

109 
"'17 

61 
196 

66 

377 
57 

205 
302 
381 

177 
'1'1'1 
982 
51 

1 673 
152 
11~ 
95 

2 527 
16~ 

157 

5 362 

3 ~26 
123 
258 
66 

217 
109 

59 
178 
109 

50 
97 

1~1 
232 

71 
126 
87 

313 
I'll 
281 

156 
238 

59 
2 98'1 

127 

Direct 
current 

136 
132 
10~ 
89 

252 
173 
31 

129 
220 
8~ 

67 
176 
200 
178 

93 
2 863 

53 
89 

167 
72 

182 
95 

109 
'119 

61 
19'1 
65 

353 
56 

201 
299 
368 

176 
~36 
981 

51 

1 600 
152 
11'1 
95 

2 519 
162 

157 

5 359 

3 'lOS 
123 
256 
66 

217 
109 

58 
178 
109 

50 
97 

I'll 
232 

71 
126 
87 

310 
125 
281 

156 
237 

59 
:: 971 

127 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

1 

38 

28 

2 
1 

2'1 
1 
'I 
3 

13 

1 
8 
1 

73 

8 
2 

3 

21 

2 

:5 
16 

Capital outlay 

38 

19 
2 

7 

2 
1 

24 
1 
4 
3 

1 
8 
1 

73 

8 
2 

3 

21 

1 

3 
16 

Construc­
tion 

21 

Intergovernmental expend! ture 

To St .. te To local 
Total govern- govern-

Land ments ments 

H 

ij 
11 
R 

~ 
~ 
~ 

I 
~ 
u 

i 
I 
I 

I 
I 

f 

I 
! 

c 
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Table 42. Legal services and prosecution expenditure of 406 large city governments, 

by character and object, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

City' 

MICHIGAN--CONTINUED 
FARMINGTON HILLS ••.• , •••• , 
FLINT. • , • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GRAND RAPIDS • , • • , , • • • • • 
KALAMAZOO. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LANSING. • • • • • • • • ~ • • • • 
LINCOLN PARK • • • • , • • • • • • 
LIVONIA. • • • • • • • • • , • • • 
PONTIAC •••••• e • " ••• , • 
ROSEVILLE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 

ROYAL OAK. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAGINAW •••••••••••••• 
SOUTHFIELD • • • • • • • • • , • • 
sT, CLAIR SHORES ••••• , ••• 
STERLING HEIGHTS • • • • • • • • • 
TAYLOR • • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • 
TROY ••••••••••••••• 
WARREN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WESTLAND • • • 0 • • • • • • • • • 

WYOMING. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MINNESOTA, 
BLOOMINGTON, • • • • • • • • • , • 
DULUTH • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MINNEAPOLIs, • • • • • • • • • • • 
ROCHESTER. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. PAUL ••••••••••••• 

MISSISSIPPI I 
BILOXI • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JACKSON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MISSOURI I 
COLUMBIA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FLORISSANT , , , • , • • • , • , , 
INDEPENDENCE , • • , • • • , • • • 
KANSAS CITY, , , • e • , • , • , • 
S,~ yOSEPH ••• , •••••••• 
ST. LOUIS. : : , •• : : , • , •• 
SPRINGFIELD. , , , •• , , • , , • 

MONTANA, 
BILLINGS • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GREAi r-Al~S. • • • • • • • • • • • 

NEBRASKA I 
LINCOLN. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OMAHA. • • ~ e ~ ~ p • • • • • • • 

NEVADA' 
LAS VEGAS. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RENO • , • ., • • ~ :: e , • • • • • 

NEW HAMPSHIRE! 
MANCHESTER • • , • • • • • • • • • 
NASHUA • • , • • • • • • • • • • • 

NEW JERSEYI 
BAYONNE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BLOOMFIELD • • • • • • • , • • • • 
CAMDEN •••••••••••••• 
CLIFTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
EAST ORANGE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
ElIZABETH. • • • , • • • • ~ • ~ • 
IRVINGTON. • • • • • • • • e • • • 

JERSEy CITY, • • • • • • • •.• , • 
NEWARK •••••••••••••• 
PASSAIC. • , • • • • • • • • • • • 
~ATERSON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TRENTON ••••••••••••• 
UNION CITY • • , • • • • • • • • • 
VINELAND • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

NEW MEXICOI 
ALBUQUERQUE, • • • • • • • , • , • 

NEW YORKI 
ALBANY •••••••••••••• 
BINGHAMTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BUFFALO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MOUNT VERNON • • • • , • • , , • • 
NEW ROCHELLE • , • • • , • • • • • 
NEW YORK CITY •••••••• , , • 

See footnotes at end of table, 

Total 

106 
320 
3~~ 
271 
17~ 
40 

165 
398 

92 

85 
225 
22'1 

62 
123 
60 

121 
'J01 

72 
125 

1~~ 
28'1 

1 ~81 
101 
866 

31 
3711 

115 
18 

138 
1 229 

91 
3 17'9 

1~81 
qr 
37

1 
~02 
782 

12'1 
76 

151 
87 

26~ 
92 

2'18 
187 
173 

327 
72'1 

82 
223 
133 
68 
92 

678 

201 
99 

1 026 
202 
151 

72 728 

(Tho!,Jsands of dollars) 

Db"oot expend! tl.lre 

Total 

106 
320 
3'1'1 
271 
17~ 
~O 

165 
398 

92 

85 
22'1 
22'1 

62 
123 

60 
121 
,lIOl 

72 
125 

1'1'1 
28'1 

1 '181 
101 
866 

31 
37'1 

115 
18 

138 
1 229 

91 
3 179 

128 

97 
37 

'102 
782 

5~~ 
298 

1M 
76 

151 
87 

26~ 
92 

2~8 
187 
173 

327 
72~ 

82 
223 
133 
66 
?2 

678 

201 
99 

1 02€! 
202 
151 

72 728 

Direct 
current 

106 
316 
3~2 
265 
173 

'10 
165 
382 
92 

85 
22'1 
22'1 

62 
123 
60 

121 
293 

72 
125 

1'12 
281 

1 117'1 
98 

850 

113 
16 

138 
1 212 

91 
3 166 

12~ 

97 
37 

391 
773 

506 
298 

122 
76 

151 
87 
26~ 

92 
2'18 
187 
173 

327 
721 

82 
1711 
131 
66 
92 

638 

196 
99 

1 019 
202 
151 

72 32'1 

Total 

~ 
2 
6 
1 

16 

8 

2 
3 
7 
3 

16 

2 

17 

13 
~ 

11 
9 

38 

2 

3 

'IS 
2 

~O 

5 

7 

"0'1 

Capital outlay 

Equipment 

4 
2 
6 
1 

16 

8 

2 
3 
7 
3 

16 

2 

17 

13 
4 

11 
9 

16 

2 

3 

2 

40 

5 

7 

404 

Construc­
tion 

22 

Intergovernmental expend1 ture 

To State To local 
Total govern- govern-

Land ments ments 

45 
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Table 42. Legal services and prosecution expenditure of 406 large city governments, 

by character and object, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

Cityt 

NEW YORK--CONTINUED 
NIAGARA FALLS. • • • • • • • • • • 
ROCHESTER ••••••••••••• 
ROME • • • • • • ~ • • • • • • • • 
SCHENECTADY • • • • • • • • • • • 
SYRACUSE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TROY ••••••••••••••• 
UTICA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WHITE PLAINS • • • • • • • • • • • 
YONKERS. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

NORTH CAROLINA I 
ASHEVILLE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHARLoTTE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DURHAM • • 0 • • • • • • • • • • • 

FAYETTEVILLE • • • • • • • • • • • 
GREENSBORO • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HIGH POINT • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RALEIGH. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WILMINGTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WINSTON-SALEM ••••••••••• 

NORTH DAKOTA I 
FARGO ••••••••••••••• 

OHIO: 
AKRON ••• I ••••••••••• 

CANTON •••••••••••••• 
CINCINNATI • • • • • • • • • • • , 
CLEVELAND ••••••••••••• 
CLEVELAND HEIOHTS. • • • • • , • • 
COLUMBUS M q • • • • • • • • • • • 

DAYTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ELYRIA •••••••••••••• 
EUCLID • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMILTON ••••••••••••• 

KETTERING. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAKEWOOD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LIMA ••. ' ••••••• III •••• 

LORAIN • • • • • • • III • • • • • • 

MANSFIELD. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PARMA ••••••••••••••• 
SPRINGFIELD. • • • • • • • • • • • 
TOLEDO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WARREN • • e • • • • • • • • • • • 
yOUNGSTOWN • • • • • • • • • • • • 

OKLAHOMA: 
LAWTON • • ~ • • • • • • • • • 
MIDWEST ••••••• 
NORMAN • • • • • • • • • • • • 

· . · . · . OKLAHOMA CITY. • •• • ••••• 
TULSA. • • • , • , • • • • • • 

OREGONI 
EUGENE • 
PORTLAND 
SALEM •• 

· .. . · .. . · ... 
PENNSYLVANIAs 

· ..... . · . 
• III , , ••• · . · ..... . · . 

ALLENTOWN. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ALTOONA. ~ • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BETHLEHEM. • • • • • • • • • , • • 
CHESTER. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ERIE ••••••••••••••• 
HARRISBURG • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LANCASTER. III • • • • • • • • • • • 

PHILADELPHIA • • • • • • • • • • • 
PITTSBURGH • • • • • • • • • • • • 
READING. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SCRANTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WILKES-BARRE • • • • • • • • • • 
yORK • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

HHODE ISLAND: 
CRANSTON • • • • • • • • • • e 
PAWTUCKET •••••• III •••• 

PROVIDENCE • • • • • • • • • • 
WARWICK. • • • • • • • • • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINAI 
CHARLESTON • • • • • • • • • • 
COLUMBIA • • • • • • • • • • • 
GREENVILLE • • • • • • • • • • 
NORTH CHARLESTON • • • • • • • 

See footnotos at end of table. 

· . · . · . · . 
· . · . · . · . 

Total 

168 
685 
255 

911 
273 
129 
187 
3911 
505 

111 
310 
167 
105 
185 
75 

215 
96 

206 

90 

1191 
285 

1 217 
1 1138 

100 
1 1169 

1175 
137 
157 
60 

!.56 
101 

81 
182 
85 

159 
167 
1175 
170 
383 

116 
28 
90 

839 
517 

308 
685 
183 

90 
38 
58 

108 
122 

68 
119 

11 600 
665 

97 
86 
52 
39 

50 
81 

256 
76 

102 
119 

80 
36 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Total 

168 
685 
255 

911 
273 
129 
187 
3911 
505 

111 
310 
167 
105 
185 

75 
215 

96 
206 

90 

1191 
285 

1 217 
1 1138 

100 
1 1169 

1175 
1.37 
157 

60 

156 
101 

81 
182 
85 

159 
1&'1' 
'175 
170 
381 

116 
28 
90 

839 
517 

308 
685 
183 

90 
.38 
58 

108 
122 

68 
119 

11 600 
665 

97 
86 
52 
39 

50 
81 

256 
76 

102 
119 

80 
36 

Direct 
current 

168 
678 

55 
911 

272 
129 
187 
389 
1198 

109 
3011 
167 
105 
185 

75 
215 

91 
206 

76 

1185 
283 

1 201 
1 1125 

100 
1 1168 

117Ij 
137 
157 

60 

1511 
101 

81 
181 
85 

156 
166 
1175 
170 
379 

113 
28 
90 

830 
509 

308 
670 
183 

90 
38 
58 

108 
122 
68 
119 

11 510 
665 

97 
86 
51 
39 

5(j 
81 

256 
76 

102 
119 

79 
36 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

7 
200 

5 
7 

2 
6 

5 

6 
2 

16 
13 

1 
1 

2 

2 

3 

9 
8 

15 

90 

Capi tnl outlay 

Equipment 

7 

5 

111 

6 
2 

16 
13 

2 

1 

2 

3 

9 
8 

15 

90 

Construc­
rion 

200 

Land 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

2 

To state To local 
govern­
ments 

2 

govern­
ments 

I' 
I 

c 

LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION 

Table 42. Legal services and prosecution expenditure of 406 large city governments, 

by character and object, fiscal year 1978-Continued 
(Thousands of dollars) 
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Direct expenditure Intergovernmental expenditure 

Cityt Total 
Total lJlrect 

current Total 

Capital outlay 
To State 

Land 
Total govern-

ments 

To local 
govern­
ments 

---------------~--~--~---+--~--~---~--_T--_!--_j---
SOUTH DAi<CTAI 

SIOUX FALLS. • • • • • • • • • • • 

TENNESSEEs 
CHATTANOOGA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
CLARKSVILLE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
KNOXVILLE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MEMPHIS •••••••••••••• 
NASHVILLE-DAVIDSON •••••••• 

TEXAS I 
ABI~ENE •••••••••••••• 
AMARILLO • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ARLINGTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
AUSTIN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BEAUMONT • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
8ROWNSVILLE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
CORPUS CHRISTI • • • • • • • • • • 
DALLAS • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
EL PASO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

FORT WORTH • • • • • • • • • • • u 

GALVESTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GARLAND. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GRAND PRAIRIE. • • • • • • • • • • 
HOUSTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
IRVING' • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAREDO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LONGVIEW • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LUBBOCK. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MESQUITE • . . . . . ... 
MIDLAND. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ODESSA • • • • • • • • • • III • • • 

PASADENA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PORT ARTHUR. • • • • • • • • • • • 
RICHARDSON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN ANGELO • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN ANTONIO •••••••••••• 
TYLER, ••••••••• " •••• 
WACO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WICHITA FALLS. • • • • • • • • • • 

UTAH-
OGDEN. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PROVO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SALT LAKE CITY •••••••••• 

VIRGINIA: 
ALEXANDRIA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHESAPEAKE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMPTON. • • • • • III • • • • • • • 

LYNCHBURG ••••••••••••• 
NEWPORT NEWS • • • • • • • • • • • 
NORFOLK. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PORTSMOUTH • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RICHMOND • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ROANOKE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
VIRGINIA BEACH • • • • • • • • • • 

WASHINGTON I 
BELL.EVUE ............. . 
EVERETT •••••••••••••• 
SEATTLE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SPOKANE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TACOMA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

WEST VIRGINIA I 
CHARl.ESTON • 
HUNTINGrON • 

WISCONSIN I 

. . . . . . . . . . . .. . .. 
APPLETON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

71 

290 
7 

293 
6110 
976 

98 
1511 
173 
867 
1'18 
58 

301 
1 315 

522 

399 
78 

11111 
167 

1 060 
137 

75 
211 

198 

79 

71 
811 

155 
1311 

9 
69 

597 
71 

138 
97 

132 
61 

1108 

510 
31111 
1122 
20;5 
393 

1 130 
528 
981 
380 
6117 

2118 
121 

1 316 
352 
1156 

121 
91 

71 

290 
7 

293 
6110 
976 

98 
1511 
173 
787 
1118 
58 

300 
1 315 

522 

399 
78 

1'111 
167 

1 060 
137 

7:1 
2~' 

198 

79 

71 
811 

155 
1.311 

9 
69 

597 
71 

1.38 
97 

132 
61 

'108 

510 
311'1 
1122 
203 
393 

1 130 
528 
981 
380 
6117 

2118 
121 

1 316 
352 
1156 

121 
91 

71 

288 
7 

292 
636 
960 

92 
15t! 
172 
778 
1118 
56 

292 
1 30'1 

521 

389 
76 

1113 
1611 

1 0'111 
131 
73 
2'1 

192 

77 

69 
82 

1511 
130 

9 
65 

595 
69 

138 
97 

132 
56 

1108 

508 
3111 
'117 
199 
393 

1 099 
528 
975 
377 
633 

2117 
120 

1 286 
332 
1155 

121 
91 

2 

1 
II 

16 

6 
2 
1 
9 

2 
8 

11 
1 

10 
2 
1 
3 

16 
6 

6 

2 

2 
2 
1 
II 

'I 
2 
2 

5 

2 
3 
5 
II 

31 

1 
1 

30 
20 

1 

2 

1 
4 

16 

6 
2 
1 
9 

2 
8 

11 
1 

10 
2 
1 
3 

16 
6 

6 

2 

2 
2 
1 
4 

4 
2 
2 

5 

2 
3 
5 
II 

14 

6 
3 

14 

1 
1 

30 
20 

1 

80 

1 

2 

17 

GREEN BAY.. •••••••••• 122 122 1~~ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

ili!!!!;:~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ; ~ ~ ~ ~:l 1 :!I 1 :!! 1 :l! 1! '! j ~ ~ ~_ L 
WAUWATOSA. • • • • • • • • • • • 53 53 ~; : : : _ _ 
WEST ALLIS. • • • • • • • • •• ______ 9~5-l ______ 9_5-J _______ ~ ______ . _______ ~ ______ L_ _____ ~ _______ ~ ______ _ 

- Reprosents zero or rounds to zero. 
lData are bnsed on a field compilation from records of each city government shown; sec ttht for dat~, limitations. 

80 

2 
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Section VI. PUBLIC DEFENSE'-
~ . 

PUBLIC DEFENSE 

FIGURE 24. 

Percent distribution of public defense direct expenditure by 
state and type of government, Fiscal Year 1978 

~
States 

0 

Total, U.S. 

Alabama 

Ala"ka 

Arizona 

Arkansas 

California 

Colorado 

Connecticut 

Delaware () 

D.C. 

Florida 

Georgia 

Hawaii 

Iowa 

Kentucky 

~=:;::;:;:::==== Louisiana 

Maine 
I==============~~ 

Maryland 
1=========;;;;;;:;== 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 

" I Counties 
MUnicipalities 

Missouri i=::;::========= 
Montana 

Nebraska 
e::;::::==========::;;1 

Nevada 

~====:=::::====~ New Hampshire 

t:::============~ New Jersey 

~==========~ 
New Mexico 

New York 
I:=========~~~ 

North Carolina 

t:::;;:================~ 
North Dakota 

~~~~======~ 

Oklahoma I=:::========~=~ 
Oregon 

Pennsylvania 
e=~====~==~~ 

South Carolina 

South Dakota 
e:::::::~===:;:===::::;;:;;;;:J 

Tennessee 

t::==========~~ Texas 
t::::::::==::;:=:::=::;::::==::1 

Utah 

Vermont I==============:=.:;:;;;;l 
Virginia 

!=;:;:;;;:::::::::;::===::;:;:==:::;:; 
Washington 

t;:!:::::::::=========~:=l 
West Virginia , 

1==:;:=:::===========1 
Wisconsin 
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Table 43. Public defense expenditure, by character and object, by State 

and type of government'l fiscal year 1978 

Direct expenditure 

(Thousands of dollars) 
-------,------r~-=..:..:..,;",,:.,.,:;----:.;:...-~_r_--M~_:_ ___ :_:__-

Intergovernmental expenditure 

State and type of government' 

STATES-LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 
STATES • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • 

ALABAMA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ALASKA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

BOROUGHS • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ARIZONA •••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ARKANSAS • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

CALIFORNIA • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. ~ •••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

COLORADO • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • L • 

MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

CONNECTICUT •••• 
STATE •••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • 

MUNICIPALITIES 

DELAWARE • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATEe , • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

FLORIDA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATEa • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

GEORGIA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

HAWAII •••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

See footnotes at end of tablr. 

Total' 

311J 675 
109 291J 
216 821J 
180 215 

38 655 

1 816 
1 571 

266 
129 
137 

2 159 
~ 159 

5 1J96 
5 1J03 

1J26 

552 
15 

537 
1J53 

81J 

75 938 
6 1J69 

71 222 
67 907 

3 315 

3 067 
3 01J5 

22 
16 
22 

3 196 
3 183 

13 
13 

908 
758 
150 
150 

5 770 

5 770 
5 770 

16 ~58 
13 82'1 

2 631 
2 535 

98 

2 27~ 
3~9 

2 071J 
1 927 

1~8 

2 "11 
2011 

Total 

311J 675 
97 956 

216 719 
179 ~69 

37 21J9 

1 816 
1 571 

2~5 
llq 
132 

2 159 
2 159 

5 q96 
5 1J03 

91J 

5i(1 
537 
~53 
e~ 

75 938 
~ 716 

71 222 
67 907 

3 315 

3 067 
3 01J5 

22 
16 

6 

3 196 
3 183 

13 
13 

908 
758 
150 
150 

5 770 

5 770 
5 770 

16 q58 
13 827 

2 6:51 
2 533 

98 

22H 
200 

2 071J 
1 926 

11J8 

2011 
2 011 

Direct 
current 

313' 591J 
97 :!;;3 

216 231 
179 035 

37 196 

1 816 
1 571 

245 
lllJ 
132 

2 158 
2 158 

5 479 

5 479 
5 385 

94 

551 
15 

536 
1J52 
8~ 

75 778 
IJ 681 

71 097 
67 796 

3 301 

3 015 
2 993 

22 
16 

6 

3 184 
3 171 

13 
13 

901 
751 
150 
150 

5 763 

5 763 
15 763 

16 292 
13 663 

2 ~29 
2 531 

98 

2 272 
200 

2 072 
1 924 

148 

2011 
2011 

Capita 1 
outlay 

1 080 
593 
~87 
1J34 

53 

1 
1 

18 

18 
18 

1 

1 
1 

• 160 I 35 
125 
111 

:: I 
52 

12 
12 

7 
7 

7 

7 
7 

167 
164 

3 
3 

2 

2 
2 

Total 

13 49d 
11 338 

2 152 
7L16 

1 406 

20 

20 
15 

5 

332 

332 

332 

.1 753 
1 753 

17 

17 

17 

2 

2 
2 

150 
149 

1 
1 

To State To local 
governments governments 

105 13 384 
(X) 11 338 
105 2 046 
100 646 

5 1 400 

20 
(X) 
20 
15 

5 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

332 

332 

332 

1 753 
1 753 

17 

17 

17 

2 

2 
2 

150 
149 

1 
1 

PU BUC DEFENSE 

Table 43. Public defense expenditure, by character and object, by State 

and type of government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

(Thousands of dollars) 

279 

Direct expenditure Intergovernmental expenditure 

State and type of government' 

IDAHO. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ILLINOIS • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE, 0 • • • • • • • • • • 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

INDIANA •••••••••••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

IOWA • • • • • • • • • • • II • 

STATEo • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

KANSAS • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • ~ • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

KENTUCKy • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

LOUISIANA •• ~ •••••••• 
STATE, •••• II •••••• 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
PARISHES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MAINE. • • • • • • • • ••• & 

STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MARYLAND • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL •••••••• 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • •••• 

MASSACHUSETTS. • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

MICHIGAN • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

MINNESOTA •••••• 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

• • • • I) 

:::::.\ 
· . . . 
:::::1 · . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . 

MISSISSIPPI •••••••••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total" 

855 

855 
855 

14 11J9 
1 712 

12 437 
12 414 

57 

3 113 
1 123 
1 990 
1 968 

22 

2 5'8 

2 538 
2 529 

9 

2311 
2 243 

208 
118 

94 

2 039 
2 706 

615 
6qIJ ~ 
166 

1 631 
230 

1 q01 
631 
988 

681J 
681J 

7 071J 
7 015 

59 
59 

6 877 
3 56ij 
3313 
2 393 

920 

15 496 
1 169 

14 327 
13 767 

559 

5 075 
573 

ij 510 
4 698 

39 

876 

876 
839 

37 

Total 

855 

855 
855 

14 149 
1 712 

12 437 
12 381 

57 

3 113 
1 123 
1 990 
1 968 

22 

2 538 

2 538 
2 529 

9 

2 311 
2 103 

208 
113 

94 

2 039 
1 42ij 

615 
579 

36 

1 631 
230 

1 401 
631 
770 

684 
68ij 

7 074 
7 015 

59 
59 

6 877 
3564 
331:5 
2 393 

920 

15 1J96 
1 169 

1ij 327 
13 767 

559 

5 075 
573 

ij 502 
4 ij81 

20 

876 

876 
839 

37 

Direct 
current 

848 

14 096 
1 684 

12 412 
12 355 

57 

3 105 
1 118 
1 987 
1 965 

22 

2 536 

2 536 
2 527 

9 

2 304 
2 096 

208 
113 

9q 

2 003 
1 388 

615 
579 

36 

1 623 
230 

1 393 
623 
770 

684 
684 

7 058 
6 999 

59 
59 

6 877 
3 564 
3313 
2 J93 

920 

15 481 
1 169 

14 312. 
13 766 

546 

5 019 
561 

IJ 458 
4 438 

20 

876 

876 
839 

37 

Capital 
outlay 

7 

7 
71 

54 
28 
26 
26 

8 
5 
3 
3 

2 

2 
2 

7 
7 

36 
36 

8 
8 

16 
16 

15 

15 
1 

lit 

55 
12 
1t3 
43 

Total 

33 

33 
33 

lij5 
140 

5 
5 

1 477 
1 282 

195 
65 

130 

217 

217 

217 

;n5 

235 
216 

19 

To State 
governments 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

1 
(X) 

1 
1 

(X) 

(X) 

()() 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

9 
(X) 

9 
9 

(X) 

To local 
governments 

33 

144 
140 

4 
4 

1 477 
1 282 

195 
65 

130 

217 

217 

217 

227 

227 
207 

19 
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280 CRIMINAL .JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 43. Public defense expenditure, by character and object, by State 

and type of government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 
(Thousands of dollars) 

------.----------.------~------~-----------------------~--------------------
State and type of government' 

MISSOURI • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• a , ••• 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MONTANA •••••••••••• 
STATE. • ~ • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

NEBRASKA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNIC~PALITIES • • • • • • 

NEVADA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••• ~ ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW HAMPSHIRE ••• 
STATE. n •••• 

LOCAL, TOTAL •• 
COUNTIES • • • 
MUNIC!PALITIES 

.. . . . . . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . 
NEW JERSEY • • • • • • • • • • 

STATE •• " ••••••••. ) . 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • , I 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW MEXICO • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW YORK • • • • • • • • • • ., 
STATE. • • • • • • • •••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES ••••••••• I 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NORTH CAROLINA • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

NORTH DAKOTA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. ~ • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

OHIO • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••••• G •• 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• I 

OKLAHOMA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES ••••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

0REGON • , • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • , • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Tota1 2 

2 8116 
2 51111 

302 
18 

285 

90S 

905 
832 

77 

1 279 

1 279 
1 279 

1 91111 
266 

1 725 
1 £ISO 

156 

320 
319 

1 
1 

111 289 
111 076 

tllI3 
'-90 
269 

3 111 
:5 056 

55 

55 

38 7911 I 
9 063 

29 7.31 
12 538 
17 193 

5 101 
5 010 

91 
100 

60 

217 

217 
212 

5 

12 525 
7 8011 

11 856 
11 139 

1 M5 

1 255 

1 255 
1 028 

227 

11713 
385 

II 357 
II 283 

85 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

2 8116 
2 51111 

302 
18 

2811 

905 

905 
832 

711 

1 279 

1 279 
1 2'79 

1 91111 
266 

1 678 
1 6311 

1111 

320 
, 319 

1 
1 

111 289 
13 SlI6 

11113 
190 
253 

3 111 
3 056 

55 

55 

38 7911 
9 063 

29 731 " 
12 538 
17 193 

5 101 
5 010 

91 
57 
33 

217 

217 
212 

5 

12 525 
669 

11 856 
11 002 

8511 

1 25~ I 
.I. 25:'> 
1 028 

227 

II 713 
385 

II 32S/ 
II 2115 

83 

Direct 
current 

2 8211 
2 5211 

300 
16 

2811 

892 

892 
819 

711 

1 267 

1 267 
1 267 

1 929 
2611 

1 665 
.t 621 

IILf 

320 
319 

1 
1 

111 21.9 
13 776 

11113 
190 
253 

3 088 
3 033 

55 

55 

38 7611 
9 OSO 

29 7111 
12 521 
17 193 

5 098 
5 010 

88 
56 
32 

217 

217 
212 

5 

12 501 
659 

11 8112 
10 988 

8511 

1 255 

1 255 
1 028 

227 

u. 663 
3110 

II 323 
II 2110 

82 

Capita 1 
outlay 

22 
20 

2 
2 

13 

13 
13 

11 

11 
11 

15 
2 

13 
13 

70 
70 

23 
23 

30 
13 
17 
17 

2 

2 
1 
1 

50 
115 

5 
5 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

1 

1 

1 

II 

158 

2116 
230 

16 

16 

69 

69 
112 
27 

7 6611 
7 135 

~29 
!3? 
.392 

110 

110 
38 

2 

1'0 State 
governments 

(x) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

29 
(X) 
29 
29 

1'0 10ca 1 
governments 

1 

1 

1 

II 

111 

111 

111 

2116 
230 

16 

16 

69 

69 
112 
27 

7 6611 
7 135 

529 
13'1 
392 

10 

10 
8 
2 

Q: 

" 

!, 

Ii 
11 
)i 
11 
Ii 
I' 
" i! 
l! 

i! 
li 
II 
Ii 
L 
!I /, 
I' Ii ,I 
Ii 
li 
tj 
Ir 

j 
~ 
I 
I 

I 

.. 
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Table 43. Public defense expenditure, by character and object, by State 

and type of government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 
(Thousands of dollars) 

281 

Direct expenditure Intergove~nmental expenditure 
State and type of government' 

PENNSYLVANIA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • •• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

RHODE ISLAND • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •• , • , ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINA • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • , • • • • ••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • •••• 

SOUTH DAKOTA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •• , • • • • • • • •• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • •••• 

TENNESSEE. • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • •• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • ~ 
MUNICIPALITIES • • . . 

tr. 

TEXAS. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • •• 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

UTAH ~ • • , • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. e , • • • • • • • •• 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

VERMONT •••••••••• e , 

STATE. • • • e , • • • • •• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

VIRGINIA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •• , , , • • • • • •• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

WASHINGTON • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

WEST VIRGINIA. • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • , , • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

WISCONSIN. • • • • • • • • •• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • 0 • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

WVOMING o • • • , ~ • • • • • • 

STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • •••• 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

Total' 

10 963 

10 963 
6 5116 
II 1117 

666 
666 

1 '183 
665 
856 

1 002 

627 

627 
617 

10 

3 183 
1 761 
1 1122 

921 
501 

7 361 

7 361 
7 332 

29 

807 

807 
780 

27 

1 180 
1 180 

5 669 
5 292 

377 
1511 
2211 

6 609 
398 

6 211 
5 1162 

881 

1 057 
1 011 

116 
116 

5 027 
1 392 
II 2116 
'I 2'15 

1 

379 

'J79 
379 

Total 

10 963 

10 963 
6 5116 
II 1117 

666 
666 

1 1183 
627 
856 
856 

627 

627 
617 

10 

3 183 
1 761 
1 1122 

921 
501 

7 361 

7 361 
., 332 

29 

807 

807 
780 

27 

1 180 
1 180 

5 669 
5 292 

377 
1511 
2211 

6 609 
398 

6 211 
5 1162 

750 

1 057 
1 011 

116 
116 

5 027 
781 

II 2116 
II 2115 

1 

Direct 
current 

10 851 

10 851 
6 11311 
II 1117 

662 
662 

1 1180 
627 
853 
852 

627 

627 
617 

10 

3 166 
1 761 
1 1105 

921 
11811 

7 361 

7 361 
7 332 

29 

807 

807 
780 

27 

1 1711 
1 1711 

5 669 
5 292 

377 
1511 
2211 

6 593 
398 

6 195 
5 11115 1 

750 

i 057 
1 011 

116 
116 

'I 999 
756 

II 2113 
II 211'J 

1 

379 

379 
379 

Capital 
outlay 

112 

112 
112 

3 
3 

17 

17 

17 

6 
6 

16 

16 
16 

28 
25 

3 
3 

Total 

1811 
36 

1116 
1116 

131 

131 

131 

611 
611 

1'0 State 
governments 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

ex) 

.-' 
(X) 

ex) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

ex) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

To local 
governments 

1811 
38 

1116 
1 'Iii 

131 

131 

131 

611 
611 

- Represents zero or rounds to ~uro. 
X Not IIpplicab1e. 

'Data for municipalities, and the local governments totals which include municipal data, are estimates subject to sam~ling 
varintion; do:a for counties (boroughs. parishes) are based on a canvass of all county governments and therefore are no~ subject 
to sampling variation; see text for data limitations. 

'For each State, and the United States summary, the expenditure figures shown on the "1,oca1, tot31" line and the combined 
State-local total line (the data shown opposite the names of the individual States) exclude duplicative intergovernm~ntal expend­
itur~ amounts. This was done to avoid the artificial inflation which would result if an intergovernmental expenditure amount for 
one government is taou1ated and then counted again when the recipient government(s) ultimately expend(s) that amount. 
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Table 44. Total public defense expenditure of State governments, by character and object, 

fiscal year 1978 
(Thousands of dollars) 

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

State 1 

TOTAL . . . . . . . . . 
ALABAMA • • • • • • • • • 
ALASKA •••••••••• 
ARIZONA • • • • • • • • • 
ARKANSAS ••••••••• 
CALIFORNIA. • • • • • • • 

COLORADO. • • • • • • • • 
CONNECTICUT • • • • • • • 
DELAWARE. • • • • • • • • 
FLORIDA • • • • • • • • • 
GEORGIA • • • • • • • • • 

· . 
· . · . · . · . 

HAWAII •••••••••••• 
IDAHO • • • • e , 8 • • • • ~ 
ILLINOIS ••••••••••• 
INDIANA • • • • • • • • • • • 
IOWA. • • ~ ~ • • • • • • $ • 

KANSAS •• 
KENTUCKy. 
I.OUISIANA 
MAINE • • 
MAflYL,AND. 

• • • • If • • • • II · . . . . , . . . . 
II • • • • • • I!' • • · . . . . . . . . . 
• • • • • • • • • 0 

MASSACHUSETTS • • • • • • 
MICHIGAN. • • • • • • • • 
MINNESOTA • • • • • • • • 
MISSISSIPPI • • • • • • • 
MISSOURI ••••••••• 

· . · . · . · . 
MONTANA • • • • • • • • • • • 
NEBRASKA. • • • • • • • • • • 
NEVAJA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
NEW HAMPSHIRE • • • • • • • • 
NEW JERSEY •••••••••• 

NF.W MEXICO. • • • • • • • • • 
NEW YORK. • • • • • • • • • • 
NORTH CAROLINA •••••••• 
NORTH DAKOTA ••••••••• 
OHIO ••••• *' • II •••• '. 

OKLAHOMA. • • • • • • • • 
OREGON •••••••••• 
PENNSYLVANIA. • • • • • • 
RHODE ISLAND ••••••• 
SOUTH CAROLINA. • • • • • 

· . · . · . · . · . 
SOUTH DAKOTA. • • • • • • • • 
TENNESSEE • • • • • • • • • • 
TEXAS • • • • s • • • • • • • 

UTAH. • • ~ ~ • ~ • • • • • • 
VERMONT • • • • • • • • • • • 

VIRGINIA. • • • • • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON. • • • • • • • • • 
WEST VIRGINIA • • • • • • • • 
WISCONSIN • • • • • • • • • • 
WYOMING • • • • • • • • • • • 

Total 

109 2911 

1 571 
2 159 

15 
6 1169 

3 0115 
3 183 

758 
13 8~7 

3lt9 

2011 

1 712 
1 123 

2 2lt3 
2 706 

230 
6811 

7 015 

3 5611 
1 169 

573 

266 
319 

111 076 

3 056 
9 063 
5 010 

7 8011 

385 

666 
665 

1 761 

1 180 

5 292 
398 

1 011 
1 392 

Direct expenditure Intergovern-
~----------T---------~r-----------~----~--------------------------~ mental 

Total 

97 956 

1 571 
2 159 

15 
It 716 

3 Olt5 
, 183 

"iS8 
13 827 

200 

2011 

1 712 
1 123 

2 103 
1 lt21t 

230 
681t 

7 015 

3 561t 
1 169 

573 

2 51111 

266 
319 

13 8lt6 

3 056 
9 063 
5 010 

669 

385 

666 
627 

1 761 

1 180 

5 292 
398 

1 011 
781 

Direct 
current 

97 363 

1 571 
2 158 

15 
II 681 

2 993 
3 171 

751 
13 663 

200 

2 011 

1 681t 
1 118 

2 096 
1 388 

230 
6811 

6 999 

3 561t 
1 169 

:;61 

26t; 
319 

13 776 

3 033 
9 050 
5 010 

659 

3110 

662 
627 

.. 
1 761 

1 171t 

5 292 
398 

1 011 
756 

Total 

593 

1 

35 

52 
12 

7 
161t 

28 
5 

7 
36 

16 

12 

20 

2 

70 

23 
13 

10 

1t5 

6 

25 

Capital outlay 

Equipment Construction 

529 

1 

35 

52 
12 

7 
16q 

28 
5 

7 
36 

16 

12 

2C 

2 

6 

2;} 

13 

10 

q5 

6 

25 

6q 

Land 

expenditure 

Total 

11 ::538 

1 753 

l'lO 
1 282 

230 

7 135 

38 

611 

_ Represents z~~o or rounds tc zero. 
'n~ta are based on a field compilation from records of each State government shown; see text for data limitations. 
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Table 45. Public defense expenditure of 343 large county governments, by character and object, 
fist..11 year 1978 

____________________ r-____ ~--------~(T~h~o~u~S~dso~f~d~o~lIa~r~s~)--~------------r-----.----------------

County1 

TOTAL 

ALABAMA I 
CALHOUN • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • • 
MADISON • • • • • 
MOBILE •••• 
MONTGOMERY •• 
TUSCALOOSA. • 

ARIZONA I 
MARICOPA. 
PIMA •• 

ARKANSAS I 

· . 
PULASKI • • • • • 
SEBASTIAN • • 

CALIFORNIAI 
ALAMEDA • · . . BUTTE • • • • 
CONTRA COSTA •••• 
FRESNO ••••• 
HUMBOLDT ••• 
KERN ••••••• It •••• 

LOS ANGELES • 
MARIN • • 
MERCED •••• 
MONTEREy ••• 
ORANGE •••• 
RIVERSIDE • • 
SACRAMENTO. • 

SAN BERNARDINO. • • • • • • 
SAN DIEGO • • • • • 
SAN JOAQUIN • • • • • • • • 
SAN LUIS OBISPO • • 
SAN MATEO • • • • • • • 
SANTA BARBARA •• • 
SANTA CLARA • • • • • • 
SANTA CRUZ. • • • 
SOLANO. • • • 
SONOMA. • • • • • • • • • • 
STANISLAUS •• 
TULARE •• 
VENTURA • • • • 
yOLO •• 

COLORADO I 
ADAMS • • 
ARAPAHOE. 
BOULDER • 
EL PASO • 
JEFFERSON • 
LARIMER • 
PUEBLO •• 
WELD •••••• 

DELAWARE I 
NEW CASTLE. 

FLORIDAI 
ALACHUA • • 
BREVARD • 
BROWARD • 
DADE ••••••• 
ESCAMBIA ••••• 
HILl,SBOROUGH. 
LEE ••• 
LEON ••• 
MANATEE • 
OKALOOSA ••• · . 

· ... . · ... . 
· .... ... 

· ... . · ... " · ... . · ... . · ... . · ... . · ... , 

ORANGE. • • • • • • , • 
PALM BEACH. • • • • • • • • 
PASCO , • • • , • • • ~ • • 
PINELLAS. • • • • 
POLK ••• 
SARASOTA. • • • • • • • • • 
SEMINOLE. 
VOLUSIA • • 8 • • • • • • • 

GEORG'{AI 
BIB9. • • 
CHATHAM. •••• 
CLP,YTON ••• · .... 
See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

152 822 

51 

16 

10 

2 889 
1 112'1 

1'19 
57 

6 715 
218 

2 576 
1 575 

3311 
883 

211 9110 
901 
185 
8119 

3 856 
878 

3 1119 

1 767 
II 391 
1 1195 

262 
1 5118 

998 
3 205 

619 
7311 
561 
!l1I8 
902 

1 11111 
113!1 

15 

71 

!III 
)1 

132 
539 

66 
'112 

67 
25 
25 
15 

60 
'1211 

12 
130 

93 
101 

17 
'I 

61j 
209 
72 

~ ______ -. ________ -r_D_;_r"_e_ct __ e_x~pe_n_d_i_tu_r_e ____________________ ~ __ In_t_e_r~go_v_e_rrnm_e_n_ta_I __ e_xp~eTTI_d_it_u_r_e __ __ 

Total 

152 328 

36 

16 

9 

2 889 
1 '1211 

1119 
57 

6 715 
218 

2 576 
1 575 

331j 
883 

211 9ljO 
901 
185 
a/!9 

3 856 
878 

3 1119 

1 767 
II 391 
1 1195 

262 
1 5118 

998 
3 205 

619 
731j 
561 
11118 
902 
11111 
113'1 

15 

71 

1111 
31 

132 
539 

66 
1112 

67 
25 
25 
15 

60 
11211 

12 
130 

l~il 17 
II 

6'1 
209 

72 

Direct 
current 

151 967 

38 

16 

9 

2 882 
1 '115 

1'19 
57 

6 688 
218 

2 570 
1 575 

332 
882 

2'1 9'10 
900 
1811 
8'19 

3 851 
876 

J 1111 

1 762 
'I 386 
1 '183 

262 
1 51j8 

983 
3 201 

619 
727 
558 
1j'l3 
902 

1 1'111 
'1311 

15 

71 

1111 
31 

132 
539 

66 
'l12 

67 
25 
25 
15 

60 
1123 

12 
130 
93 

101 
1,., 

II 

6'1 
209 
72 

,36l 

'"I .' 

7 
9 

27 

6 

2 
1 

1 
1 

5 
2 
8 

5 
5 

12 

15 
'I 

7 
3 
5 

Capital outlay 

Equipment 

266 

7 
9 

27 

6 

2 
1 

1 
1 

5 
2 
8 

5 
5 

12 

7 
:5 
5 

Construc­
tion 

95 

15 

Land 
Total 

,-

~I 

11911 

13 

To State 
govern­

ments 

· · · · 

· · · · 

· · · · 

· · · · · · 

· · · · · · 

· · · · 

· 

To lot-a.l 
govern­
ments 

11511 



284 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 45. Public defense expenditure of 343 large county governments, by character and object, 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

countyl Total 
Total 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct 
currUII": 

Direct expenditure 

Capital outlay 

Total Equipment Land 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 
'1'0 State 
g~vern­
ments 

To IDea I 
govern­

ments 
Construc­

tion 
-------""----t----t----+---_I_ ---+---+---f---+---jI--.2;.--l----
GEORGIA--CONTINUED 

COBB. • • • • • • • • • • • 
DE KALB • • • • • • • • • • 
FULTON ••••••••••• 
GWINNETT •••••••••• 
RICHMOND. • • • • • • • • • 

IeAliOI 
ADA • • • 

ILLINOISI 
CHAMPAIGN • • • • • • • • • 
COOK. • • • • • • • • • • • 
DU PAGE • • • • • • • • • • 
KANE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAKE. • • • • • • • • • • I 

LA SALLE •• ~ ••••••• 
MCHENRY • • • • • • • • • • 
MCLEANn • • • • • • • • • • 

MACON • • • • • • • • • • • 
MADISON • • • • • • • • • • 
pEORIA. • • • • • • • • • • 
ROCK ISLAND • • • • • • • • 
ST. CLAIR ••••••••• 
SANGAMON •••••••••• 
TAZEWEll. • • • • • • • • • 
WILL. • • • • • • • • • • • 
WINNEBAGO • • • • • • • • • 

INDIANAI 
ALLEN • • • • • • • • • • • 
DELAWARE. • • • • • • • • • 
ELKHART • • • • • • • • • • 
LAKE. ~ •••• ~ ••••• 
LA PORTE o • • • • I • • • & 

MADISON • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. JOSEPH ••••••••• 
TIPPECANOE. • • • • •• • 
VANDERBURGH • • • • • • • • 
VIGO. • • • • • • • • • • • 

10WAI 
BLACK HAWK ••••••••• 
LINN. • • • • • • • • • • • 
pOLK •••••••••••• 
SCOTT • • • • • I • 0 • • • 

WOODBURY •••••••••• 

KANSAS I 
JOHNSON • • I • • • • • • I 

SEDGWICK. • • • • • • • • • 
SHAWNEE • • • I • • • • • • 

WYANDOTTE • • • • • • • • • 

KENTUCKY I 
JEFFERSON • • • • 
KENTON. • • • • • 

LOUISIANAI 

· .. · .. .. .. 
CADDO I I • • • • • • • • I 

CALCASIEY • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSO,~ • • • • • • • • • 
LAFAYETTE • • • • • • • • • 
OUACHITA. • • • • • • • • • 
RAPIDES I • I • 0 • • • • • 

MAINEI 
CUMBERLAND. • • • 
KENNEBEC ••••• 
PENOBSCOT • • • • 
YORK. • • • • • • 

MARYLAND I 

o •••• 

• •• I • · . . . . · .... 
ANNE ARUNDEL. • • • • • • • 
BA~TIMORE ••••••••• 
HA~FORD • • I • • • • • ~ • 

MONTGOMERY. • • • • • • • • 
PRINCE GEORGES. • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON ••••••••• 

MASSACHUSETTS I 
BARNSTABLE. • • • • • • • • 
BERKSHIRE • • g • • • • • • 

BRISTOL • • • I • • • • • I 

ESSEX • • • I • I • • • • • 

HAMPDEN • • • • • • • • e I 

HAMPSHIRE • • • • • • • • • 
See footnotes at end of table. 

38 
206 
368 

6 
78 

171 

176 
7 988 

512 
1511 
150 

55 
96 
81 

911 
172 
119 

IIJ 
1811 
117 

63 
210 
2119 

170 
1111 
71 

300 
1 

69 
1l1S 

II) 
20ll 

6B 

220 
2B2 
5111 
113 
212 

39 

37 

326 
57 

176 
25 
22 
10 
96 
68 

20 

39 

7B 
30 

356 
201 
31B 

59 

38 
206 
368 

8 
78 

171 

1'76 
7 988 

512 
1511 
150 

55 
96 
81 

911 
172 
12;9 

113 
1811 
1:1:7 
63 

210 
2119 

170 
l!1I 
71 

300 
1 

89 
1lI5 

113 
2011 
6~ 

220 
282 
5111 
113 
212 

39 

37 

326 
1 

176 
25 
22 
10 
96 
6B 

20 

)9 

76 
30 

356 
201 
31B 
59 

~7 
205 
)68 

8 
76 

171 

172 
7 976 

507 
1511 
150 

55 
96 
61 

911 
169 
119 

113 
1811 
117 
63 

210 
2119 

170 
114 
71 

300 
1 

89 
1lI5 

113 
2011 

68 

220 
262 
:SilO 
113 
211 

39 

326 
1 

172 
25 
22 
10 
93 
63 

2li 

39 

78 
30 

356 
201 
318 
59 

II 
12 

5 

3 

1 

q 
12 

5 :1 

56 56 

--~-~-- ---------------.......----------......:-.. -----=------------

I 
I 

j 

I 
.~ 
II 

II 
II 
II 
Ii 
U 
II 
II 
II 
!: 
l\ 
If 

II 
~ 'I 

II 
1'1 

II 
}I 

li 
II II 
,I. 
q 
II 
I! 
H 
II 

Ii 
il 
iI 
II 
II 

·:1 
I, 

Ii 
:i 

Ii 
1\ 
II 
'J 
~1 

II 
il 
Ii 
it 

'1) 
! 
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Table 45. Public defense expenditure of 343 large county governments, by character and object, 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

Countyl 

MASSACHUSETTS~-CONTINUED 
MIDDLESEX • • • • • • • 
NORFOLK • • • • • • • • 
PLYMOUTH •••••••• 
WORCESTER • • • • • • • 

MICHIGANI 

.. .. 
BAV •••••••••••• 
BERRIEN • • • • • • • • • • 
CALHOUN • • • • • • • • • • 
GENESEE • • • ~ • II • • • • 

INGHAM ••••••••••• 
JACKSON • • • • • • • • • • 
KALAMAZOO • • • • • • • • • 
KENT •• a ••••••••• 

MACOMB •••••••• 3 •• 

MONROE •••••••••• II 

MUSKEGON •••••••••• 
OAKLAND , • • • II • • • • • 

oTTAWA ••••••••••• 
SAGINAW • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. CLAIR • , • • • • • • • 
WASHTENAW • • • • • • • • • 
WAYNE • • • • • • • • • • • 

MINNESOTA I 
ANOKA • • • • • • • • • • • 
DAKOTA. • • • • • • • • • • 
HENNEPIN •••••••••• 
RAMSEY ••••••• , •• II 

ST. LOUIS ••••••••• 
STEARN. • • • • • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON. • • • • • • • • 

MISSISSIPPI I 
HARRISON. • • • • • • • • II 

HINDS • • • • • • • • • w • 
JACKSON • • • • • • •• • 

MISSOURII 
CLAY~ ••••••••••• 
GREENE ••••••••••• 
JACKSON lie' • • ~ • • • • 

JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • 
ST. CHARLES ••.•••••• 
ST. LOUIS ••••••••• 

NEBRASKA I 
DOUGLAS • • • • • • • • 
LANCASTER • • • • • • • 

NEVADA I 
CLARK • • 
WASHOE •• 

.... • II ••• ..... 
NEW HAMPSHIRE I 

HILLSBOROUGH. • • • • • • • 
ROCKINGHAM ••••••• , • 

NEVI JERSEY I 
ATLANTIC •••••••••• 
BERGEN •••••••• II •• 

BURLINGTON ••••••••• 
CAMDEN. • • • • • • • • • • 
CUMBERLAND ••••••••• 
ESSEX •••••• a •••• 

GLOUCESTER. • • • • • • • • 
HUDSON ••••••••••• 

MERCER. • • • • • • • • • • 
MIDDLESEX • • • • • • • • • 
MONMOUTH. • • • • • • • • • 
MORRIS. • • , • • • • • • e 

OCEAN • • • • • • • • • • • 
PASSAIC • • • • • • • • • • 
SOMERSET ••• u • , •••• 
UNION • • • • • • • • • • • 

NEW MEXICOI 
BERNALILLO • 

NEW VORIO 

. . . . . . . . 
ALBANV ••••••••••• 
BROOME. • • • • • • • • • • 
CHAUTAUQUA. • • • , • • • • 
CHEMUNG • • • • • • • • • • 
DUTCHESS •••••••••• 
Sec footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

730 
113 
290 
2011 

226 
2113 
213 
1131 
637 
227 
1100 
508 

171 
95 

1 031 
109 
1166 
170 
'IB5 

5 706 

203 
lB7 

1 962 
50B 
1189 

111 
86 

15 
159 

37 

368 
219 

1 0119 
1185 

22 

102 

35 
3 

'I 
6 

3011 
205 
166 
85 

2911 

Total 

730 
113 
290 
201j 

226 
2113 
21::' 
1131 
637' 
227 
1100 
508 

171 
95 

1 OJl 
109 
1166 
170 
IIB5 

5 706 

203 
129 

1 962 
SOB 
IIB9 

II 
B6 

15 
159 

37 

36B 
219 

1 0119 
1185 

22 

102 

35 
3 

II 
6 

3011 
205 
166 
85 

2911 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct 
current 

730 
113 
290 
2011 

225 
2113 
213 
1131 
637 
227 
1100 
50B 

171 
95 

1 031 
109 
1166 
170 
1185 

5 706 

203 
129 

1 9311 
50B 
IIB9 

II 
86 

15 
159 
37 

~I 
368 
219 

1 039 
1182 

22 

102 

)5 
3 

'I 
6 

3011 
202 
166 
85 

293 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

28 

10 
3 

3 

Capital outlay 

Equipment 

28 

10 
:5 

:5 

Construc­
tion Land 

Intergovernmental expendi ture 

'.total 

37 

To Sttlte 
govc:t.'n·, 

ments 

To local 
govern­

II1ents 

58 

37 

~----------------------"""-----------.---'--....----'--~~~~-~-~.=~~. -~--~~----~ 
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Table 45. Public defense expenditure of 343 large county governments, by character and object, 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

countyl 

NORTH CAROLINA! 
BUNCOMBE. • • • • • • • • • 
CUMBERLAND. • • • • • • • • 
DURHAM. • • • • • • • • • • 
FORSYTH • • • • • • • • • • 
GASTON. • • • • • • • • • • 
GUILFORD. • • • • • • • • • 
MECKLENBURG • • • • • • • • 
ONS~OW •• I •••••••• 

wAKE •••••••••••• 

OHIO! 
ALLEN • • • • • • • • • • • 
ASHTABULA • • • • • • • • • 
BUTLER ••••••• 0 ••• 

CLARK • • • 0 • • • • • • • 

CLERMONT •••••••••• 
COLUMBIANA. • • • • • • • • 
CUYAHOGA. • • • • • • • • • 
FRANKLIN. • • • • • • • • • 
GREENE. • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMILTON •••••••••• 
LAKE. • • • • • • • • • • • 

LICKING • • • • • • • • • • 
LORAIN. • I • • • • • • ~ • 

LUCAS ••••••••••• 
MAHONING. • • • • • • • • u 

MONTGOMERY ••••••••• 
PORTAGE • • • I • • • • • • 

RICHLAND •••••••••• 
STARK • • • • • • • • • • • 
SUMMIT ••••••••••• 
TRUMBULL. • • • • • • • • • 
WOOD •••••••••••• 

OKLAHOMA I 
CLEVELAND • • • • 
COMANCHE ••••• 
oKLAHOMA. • • • • 
TULSA • • • • • • 

OREGON I 
CLACKAMAS • • • • 
JACKSON • • • • • 
LANE. • • • • • • 
MARION. • • • • • 
MULTNOMAH •••• 
WASHINGTON. • • • 

PENNSYLVANIAI 
ALLEGHENY • • • , 
BEAVER. • • • • • 
BERKS • • • • • • 
BLAIR • • • • , • 
BUCKS •••••• 
BUTLER, ••••• 
CAMBRIA • • • • • 
CENTRE •••••• 
cHESTER • • • • • 

· .... 
• ••• 0 · ... . · ... . 
· .... · . . . . · ... . · ... . · ... . · ... . 
· ... . · ... . · . . . . · ... . · , .. . · ... . · ... . · ... . · ... " 

CUMBERLAND. • • • • • • • , 
DAUPHIN • • • • • • • • • • 
DELAWARE. • • • • • • • • • 
ERIE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
FAYETTE • • • • • • • • • • 
FRANKLIN. • • • • • • • • • 
LACKAWANNA. • • • • • • • • 
LANCASTER • • • • • • • • • 
LAWRENCE. • • • • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table, 

Total 

1 261 
B37 

2 312 
172 
159 
7'13 
296 

39 
136 

351 
B7 
56 
71 
9'1 

1 715 
107 

1 730 

27 

23 

37 

'11 
2B 
57 

131 
65 
BB 

2 '193 
1 390 

131 
1 091 

157 

1116 
72 

B'I9 
270 

1 213 
120 

B7 
256 
627 
6' 
B5 

'11 
11'10 
191 

276 

692 
175 

1 668 
30'1 

1 029 
123 
120 
82 

306 
66 

lOB 
52 

3BB 

6'1 
237 
597 
30'1 

55 
56 

129 
212 

11'1 

Total 

1 261 
BJ? 

2 3f2 
172 
159 
7'13 
296 

39 
136 

351 
B7 
56 
71 
9'1 

1 715 
107 

1 730 

27 

23 

'11 
2B 
57 

131 
65 
BB 

2 '193 
1 390 

131 
96'1 
157 

1'16 
72 

B'I9 
270 

1 2t3 
120 

B7 
256 
627 

63 
B5 

If! 
'1'10 
191 

276 

666 
175 

1 668 
30'1 

1 029 
123 
120 

B2 
306 
66 

lOB 
52 

3BB 

6'1 
237 
597 
30'1 

55 
56 

129 
212 

'1'1 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct 
current 

1 261 
835 

2 312 
172 
159 
7'13 
296 

39 
135 

350 
B7 
56 
71 
9'1 

1 707 
'07 

1 '130 

26 

23 

111 
2B 
57 

131 
65 
a8 

2 '192 
1 390 

12B 
960 
157 

1116 
72 

B'i9 
270 

1 210 
120 

B7 
25'1 
627 

63 
B5 

III 
'1'10 
191 

276 

666 
175 

1 66B 
3011 

1 025 
123 
120 
82 

306 
66 

106 
52 

3B7 

6'1 
236 
586 
303 

55 
56 

129 
132 

'13 

Direct expenditure 

2 

1 

1 

B 

3 
'I 

2 

2 

1 
11 
1 

BO 
1 

Capital outlay 

2 

1 

1 

8 

2 

II 

2 

1 
11 

1 

Intergovernmell:'ltal expenditure 

Total 

37 

127 

26 26 

80 

-- ~---------- ... ---

37 

127 

--1$ 
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Table 45. Public defense expenditure of 343 large county governments, by character and object, 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

County' 

PENNSYLVANIA--CONTINUED 
LEBANON • • • • • • • ~ • • 
LEHIGH. • • • • • • • • • • 
LUZERNE • • • • • • • • • • 
LYCOMING •••••••••• 
MERCER. • • ~ • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY ••••••••• 
NORTHAMPTON • • • • • • • • 
NORTHUMBERLAND. • • • • • • 
SCHUYLKILL. • • • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON. • • • • • • • • 
WESTMORELAND. • • • • • • • 
yORK. • ~ • ft • • • • • • • 

SDUTH CAROLINA I 
ANDERSON. • • • • • • • • • 
cHARLESTON. • • • • • • • • 
GREENVILLE ••••••••• 
LEXINGTON • • • • • • • • • 
RICHLAND. • , • • • • • • • 
SPARTANBURG , • • • • • • • 

TENNESSEE I 
HAMILTON •••••••••• 
KNOX. • • • • • • • • • • • 
SHELBY ••••••••••• 
SULLIVAN. • • • • • • • • • 

TEXASI 
BELL.. • • • • • •• • •• 
BEXAR • • • • • • • • • • • 
BRAZORIA. • • • • • • • • • 
CAMERON • • • • • • • • • • 
DALLAS. • • • • • • • • • • 
EL PASO • • • • • • • • • • 
GALVESTON • • • • • • • • • 
HARR1S ••••••••••• 
HIDALGO • • • • • • • • • • 

JEFFERSON • • • • • • • 
LUBBOCK • • • • • • • • 
MCLENNAN. • • • • • • • 
NUECES ••••••••• 
SMITH • • • • • • • • • 
TARRANT • • • • • • • • 
TAYLOR. • • • • • • • • 
TRAVIS, • • • • & • • • 

WICHITA • • • • • • • • 

UTAHI 

· . · . · . · . · . · . · . 
DAVIS ••••• fI ••••• 

SALT LAKE ••••••••• 
UTAH •••••••••••• 
WEBER ••••••••••• 

VE:rlMONTI 
CHITTENDEN. . . . . . . . . 

VIRGINIAI 
ARLINGTON • • • • • • • 
CHESTERFIELD. • • • • • 
FAIRFAX • • • • • • • , 
HENRICO • • • • • • • • 
PRINCE WILLIAM. • • • • 

WASHINGTON I 

· . · . · . · . 
CLARK • • • • • • • • • • • 
KING. • • • • • • • • • • • 
KITSAP ••• ~ ••••••• 
pIE~CE. • • • • • • • • • • 
SN~HOMISH • • • • • • • • • 
SPOKANE • • • • • • • • • • 
yAKIMA. • • • • • • • • • • 

WEST VIRGINIAI 
CABELL •••••• ii' • , • '. 

KANAWHA • • • • • • • • • • 

WISCONSIN I 
BROWN • • • • • • • • • • • 
DANE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
KENOSHA • • • • • • • • • • 
MARATHON •••••••••• 
MILWAUKEE • • • • • • • • • 
OUTAGAHIE • • • • • • • • • 
RACINE. • • • • • • • • • • 
ROCK. • • • • • • • • • • • 
WAUKESHA. • • • • • • • • • 
WINNEBAGO • • • • • • • • • 

Total 

32 
1'16 
199 

6'1 
130 
5'i5 
170 
91 

lOB 
75 

170 
90 

36 
139 
155 

3'1 
2115 

73 

77'1 
'I 

13B 
'156 

f>7 
B'I 

1 325 
a '1'1 
1211 

2 111 
9B 

201 
6'1 
'13 

1'12 
'13 

2Bl 
96 

lB'I 
37 

6B 
1160 
73 
75 

129 

211 
2 27' 

2'13 
5116 
2115 
567 
195 

101 
:310 
13B 

113 
1 659 

60 
1/68 
181 
139 

B5 

Total 

32 
1116 
199 

611 
UO 
5115 
170 

91 
lOB 

75 
170 

90 

36 

77'1 
II 

13B 
1156 

57 
B'I 

1 325 
2'HI 
1211 

2 111 
98 

201 
611 
113 

1112 
'13 

2Bl 
96 

IBII 
37 

613 
1160 
73 
75 

129 

2U 
2 272 

2113 
5116 
2115 
567 
195 

101 
:31"0 
138 

113 
1 659 

60 
1168 
IBl 
139 

85 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct 
current 

32 
1115 
199 

6'1 
129 
5112 
170 

91 
lOB 

75 
169 

89 

36 

152 
311 

2115 
73 

7711 
If 

nB 
1156 

57 
811 

1 325 
2'111 
1211 

2111 
9B 

201 
611 
IIJ 

1112 
113 

281 
96 

1611 
37 

6B 
1160 

73 
75 

129 

211 
2 271 

231 
5116 
2115 
565 
195 

101 
310 
138 

113 
1 659 

60 
1166 
181 
139 

B5 

Llircct expenditure 

Capital outlay 

Total 

1 
3 

1 
1 

3 

Equipment 

~I 
12 

2 

2 

1 
:3 

1 
1 

3 

Construc­
tion 

1 
!2 

2 

2 

Land 

:1 

_ Represents zero or roul'ds to zero. 
lData arc based on a field compilation from records of each county governm('nt shown; see text for data ~im!tations. 

Intergovernmenta 1 expenditure 

Total 

139 

To State 
govern­

ments 

To local 
govern­

ments 

139 
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Table 46. Public defense expenditure of 406 large city governments, by character and object, 
fiscal year 1978 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Dire...:.c expenditure Intergovernmenta 1 expend! tl,lrc 

City' 

TOTAL. . . . . . . ..... 
ALABAMA: 

BIRMINGHAM • • • • • • • • • • 
GADSDEN.. • • • • • • • • • • • 
HUNTSVILLE • • • • • • • • • • 
MOBILE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY • • • • • • • • • • 
TUSCALOOSA • • • • • • • • • • 

ALASKA: 

· . · . · . · . · . · . 
ANCHORAGE. • • • • I • • • • • • • 

ARIZONA: 
GLENDALE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MESA • • • • • ~ e , • • • • • • • 

PHOENIX. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
sCOTTSDALE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TEMPE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TUCSON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

ARKANSAS: 
FORT SMITH • • • • • • • • • • 
LITTLE ROCK. • • • • • • • • • 
NORTH LITTLE ROCK. • • • • • • 
PINE BLUFF • • • • • • • • • • 

· . · . 
CALIFORNIA: 

ALAMEDA •••••••••••••• 
ALHAMBRA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ANAHEIM. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BAKERSFIELD. • • • • • • • • • • • 
BELLFLOWER • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BERKELEY • • • • • • ., • • • • • • 
BUENA PARK • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BURBANK. • • • • • • • • • • Q • • 

CARSON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHULA VISTA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
COMPTON. • • • • •• •••••• 

CONCORD •••••••••••••• 
COSTA MESA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DALY CITY ••••••••••••• 
DOWNEy • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
EL CAJON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
EL MONTE • • • • • • • • • ( • • • 
FAIRFIELD ••••••••••••• 
FOUNTAIN VALLEY •••••••••• 
FREMONT •••••••••••••• 
FRESNO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FULLERTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GARDEN ~ROVE • • • • • • • • • • • 

GLENDALE • • • • ~ • • • • • • • • 
HAWTHORNE. J • • • • • • • • • • • 

HAYWARD. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HUNTINGTON BEACH • • • • • • • • • 
INGLEWOOD. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAKEWOOD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LONG BEACH • • • • • • • • , • • • 
LOS ANGELES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MODESTO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MOUNTAIN VIEW ••••••••••• 
NEWPORT BEACH. • • • • • • • • • • 
NORWALK •••••••••• 0 ••• 

OAKLAND. • • 
OCEANSIDE •• 
ONTARIO ••• 
ORANGE • • • 
OXNARD • • • 
PALO ALTO •• 
PASADENA • • 
PlCO RIVERA. 

· . . . . . . . . . . 
• • II • • • • • • • • · . . . . . . . . . . · ......... . · ......... . 
• ........ c , • · ......... . 

POMONA • • • • • • 
REDONDO BEACH ••• 
REDWOOD CITY • • • 
RICHMOND • • • • • 
RIVERSIDE. • • • • 
SACRAMENTO • • • • 
SALINAS. • • • • • 
SAN BERNARDINO • • 

• ••••• II • · ... , .. . · ...... . · . . . . . . . · ...... . · . . . . . . . · ...... . · ...... . 
SAN BUENAVENTURA • • • • • • • • • 
SAN DIEGO. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN FRANCISCO. • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN JOSE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN LEANDRO •••••••••••• 
SAN MATEO. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA ANA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA BARBARA. • • • • • • • • • • 

Sec .footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

36 281 

· 

1 
31 
2C 

· 
· 

· · · 

· 
· 

· · · · 

· · · 
· · · 
· 

17 
· · · · 

3?~ 
2 88~ 

· · 

Total 

35 255 

75 

5 
18 

23 
11 

11 
9 

8 
31 
20 

17 

376 
2 8eq 

Direct 
current 

35 20'1 

75 

5 
18 

23 
11 

11 
9 

8 
31 
20 

17 

376 
2 870 

Total 

5i 

1'1 

Capital outlay 

Equipment 

115 

8 

Construc­
tion 

6 

6 

Lpnd 
Tiltal 

1 033 

5 

J08 

To St~t. 
govern­

ments 

5 

5 

To local 
govern­

ments 

1 028 

J08 

!, 

I 
i' 
i! 
Ii 
II 
ii ,I 
:1 

11 

\1 
" ~ 
II 
I! 
II 

II 

II 
II 

i I. 
il 
,I 

i 

I 
! 
1\ 

il 

II 

II 
1/ 
I, 
I, 
I' d 

11 
n 
" :1 
II 

Ii )1 
II 
Ii 
ij 
I, 

Ii 
I 
i 
I 

.. 
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Table 46. Public defense expenditure of 406 :~)rge city governments, by character and object. 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

(Thousands of dollars) 

289 

Direct expendi ture Intergovernmental expenditure 

City' 

CALIFORNIA--CONTINUED 
SANTA CLARA, ••••••••••• 
SANTA MONICA • • • • > • • • • • • 

SANTA ROSA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SIMI VA~LEY •••••••••••• 
SOUTH GATE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STOCKTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SUNNYVALE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
THOUSAND OAKS. • • • • • • • • • • 
TOR~ANCE • • • • • • • • • • • ~ • 
VALLEJO •••••••• , ••••• 
WEST COVINA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
WESTMINSTER. • • • • • • • • • • • 
WHITTIER • • • • ~ • • • • • • • • 

COLORADO: 
ARVADA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
AURORA e • • • • e • • • • • • • • 

BOULDER. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
COLORADO SPRINGS • • • • • • • • • 
DENVER ••••••••••••• 
FORT COL~TNS • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAKEWOOD • • • • • • • • • • , • • 
PUEBLO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

CONNEC'TICUT I 
BRIDGEPORT • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BRISTOL. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DANBURY ••• ~ •••••••••• 
HARTFORD • • 0 • • • • • • • • • • 

MERIDEN. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MILFORD. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NEW BRITAIN. • • • • • • • • • • • 
NEW HAVEN •••••• 0 •••••• 

NORWALK, ••••••••••••• 
STAMFORD • • • • • • • • • • • ~ • 
WATERBURY •••••• ~ • ~ •• * • 
WEST HAVEN • • • • • • • • • • • • 

DELAWARE: 
WILMmGTON . . . . . · . . . ., . . 

DISTRICT OF CALUMBIA: 
WASHINGTON , • • • • • • • • t'I • • 

FLORIDA I 
CLEARWATER • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FORT LAUbERDALE. • • • • • • • • • 
GAINESVILLE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
HIALEAH. • • • • • ; • • • • • • • 
HOLLYWOOD ••••••••••••• 
JACKSONVILLE • • • • • • • • • • • 
MIAMI ••••••••••••••• 
MIAMI BEACH. • • • • • • • • • • • 
ORLANDO •••••••••••••• 
PENSACOLA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. PETERSBURG •••••••••• 
TALLAHASSEE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
TAMPA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WEST PA~M BEACH. • • • • • • • • • 

GEORGIA: 
ALBANY e • t • • • • • ~ • • • • • 

ATLANTA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
AUGUSTA. • • • • • • • • ~ • • • • 
COLUMBUS • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MACON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAVANNAH • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

HAWAII I 
HONOLULU • 

IDAHOI 
BOISE CITY 

ILLINOIS: 

,. . . · . . . . . . 
. . . . . (, ..... . 

ARLINGTON HEIGHTS ••••••••• 
AURORA 8 • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

BERWYN • " •••••••••••• 
CHAMPAIGN. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHICAGO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CICERO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OECATUR. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DES PLAINES •••••••• '.' •• 
EAST ST. ~OUIS •••••••••• 
ELGIN. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
Sec footnotc~ at cnd of table. 

Total 

5 
16 

12 

5 770 

8 

21 

6J 

7e 

Total 

5 

12 

5 770 

B 

21 

6J 

78 

Direct 
current 

5 

12 

5 76J 

8 

21 

J 

6J 

78 

Total 

7 

Capital outlay 

Equipment 

7 

Construc­
tion Land 

Total 

16 

To State 
govern­
ments 

To local 
govern­
ments 

16 
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Table 46. p",bnc defense expenditure of 406 large city governm1mts, by character and object, 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

City' 

ILLINOIS--CONTINUED 
EVANSTON ••••• 
JOLIET • • • • • • 
OAK LAWN • • • • • 

· . · . · . OAK PARK • • • • • 
PEORIA • • • • • • 
ROCKFORD ••••• 
ROCK ISLANP •••• 
SKOKIE • • • • • • 
SPRINGFIELD. • • • • • 
WAUKEGAN ••••• 

· . . . . . 
· . ... 

INDIANA: 
ANDERSON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
EVANSVILLE • • •• ••••••• 
FORT WAYNE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GARY • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMMOND. • • • • ., •••••• 
INDIANAPOLIS • • • • • • • • • • • 
MUNCIE • • I • • • • • • • • • • • 

KOKOMO. • • • • • • •• • ••• 
SOUTH BEND • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TERRE HAUTE. • • • • • • • • • • • 

IOWAI 
CEDAR RAPIDS • • • • • • • • • • • 
COUNCI~ 8LUFFS •• <...... 
DAVENPORT ••••••••••••• 
DES MOINES • • e , • • e , • • • • 

DUBUQUE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SIOUX CITY • • • • • • • • • • I • 

WATERLOO • I • • , • • • • • • • • 

KANSAS I 
KANSAS CITY. • • • • • · ..... 
LAWRENCE ~AR'K'. '. '. OVERLAND .-

• •••• I 

• •••• I 

TOPEKA • • • • • • 
WICHITA. • • • • • 

• •••• 111 · ..... 
KENTUCKy: 

COVINGTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LEXINGTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOUISVILLE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OWENSBORO ••••••••••••• 

J,nUISIANAI 
BATON ROUGE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAFAYETTE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAKE CHARLES • • • • • • • • • • • 
MONROE • • • • • • • • • • • c • • 

NEW ORLEANS •••••••••••• 
SHREVEPtiRT • • • • • • ~ • • • • • 

MAINEI 
PORTLAND • ............ 

MARYLAND I 
8.ALTIMORE •• .. . . . . . . . . . . 

HASSACHUSETTSI 
BOSTON • 0 •••••••••• 

BROCKTON • • • • • • • • • • • 
CAMBRIDGE ••••••••••• 
~HICOPEE • • ~ • • • • • • • • 
FALL RIVER • • • • • • • • • • 
HOLYOKE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAWRENCE • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOWELL • • • • • • • • e • • • 

LYNN •••••• ~ •••••• 

· . · . · . 
· . · . 

MALDEN. • • • • •• • ••••• 
MEDFORD •••••••••••••• 
NEW BEDFORD. • • • • • • • ~ • • ~ 
NEWTON 6 • • • • • • • • • I I • • 

PITTSFIELD • • • • • • • • • • • • 
QUINCy • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
~OMERVILLE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SPRINGFIELD. • • • • • • • • • • • 
WALTHAM •••••••••••••• 
WORCESTER~ • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MICHIGAN: 
ANN AR80~. • • • ,. ..., 
OEARSORN • • • • • • • • • • • 
DEARBORN HEIGrlTS • • • • • • • 
DETROIT •••• ~ ~ •••••• 
EAST LANSING • • • • • • • • • 
See footnotes at end of tahle. 

· . · . · . · . 

Total 

21 

28 

2 

6 

12 
55 

108 

355 

397 

878 

51 
II 
6 

169 
6 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Total 

21 

28 

2 

6 

12 
55 

355 

;397 

878 

51 
II 
6 

169 
6 

Direct 
current 

21 

28 

2 

6 

12 
55 

355 

397 

87cl 

51 
II 
6 

169 
6 

Direct expendi tUI~ 

Capital outlay 

Total Equipment 

-I 
_t 

Construc­
tion 

Land 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

108 

To State 
govern­
ments 

To local 
govern­
ments 

108 
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Table 46. Public defense expenditure of 406 large city governments, by character and object, 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

(Thousands of dollars) 

291 

Direct expenditure Intergovernmenta 1 expendi ture 

City' 

HICHIGAN--CGNTINUED 
FARMINGTON HILLS • • • • • • • • • 
FLINT ••••••••••••••• 
GRAND RAPIDS • • • • • • • • • • • 
KALAMAZOO. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LANSING. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LINCOLN PARK • • • • • • • • • • • 
LIVONIA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PONTIAC, ••••••••••••• 
RQSEVILLE •••••••••• ~ •• 

ROYAL OAK. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAGINAW •••••••••• ~ ••• 
SOUTHFIELD • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. CLAIR SHORES ••••••••• 
STERLING HEIGHTS • • • • • • • • • 
TAYL.OR •••••••••••••• 
TROY •••••••••••••••• 
WARREN •••••••••••••• 
WESTLAND • • • • • • • • • " • • • 
WYOMING. • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • 

HINNESOTAI 
BLOOMINGTON. • • • • • • • • • • • 
DULUTH • • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • 
MINNEAPOLIS. • • • • • • • • • • • 
ROCHESTER. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. PAUL ••••••••••••• 

MISSISSIPPI: 
BILOXI • • • I I • • • • • • • • I 

JACKSON. • ~ • • • • • • I • • • • 

MISSOURII 
COLUMBIA • • I • • • • • I I • • • 

FLORISSANT • • • I • • • I I • • • 

INDEPENDENCE • • • • • • • • • • • 
KANSAS CITY •••••••••••• 
sT. JOSEPH •••• I I • I I I •• 

ST. LOUIS. • • • • • • • • I I • • 

SPRINGFIELD. • • • • • • • • • • • 

MONTANA I 
BILLINGS • • • • I I I • I • • I • 

GREAT FALLS. • • • • • • • • • • • 

NEBRASKA I 
LINCOLN. • • I • • • • I • • e I • 

oMAHA. • • • • • I • • • I I • • • 

NEVADA I 
LAS VEGAS. • • • • • • • • • I • • 

RENO • I • • I • I • I • • • • • I 

NEW HAMPSHIRE I 
MANCHESTER • I • • • • • • • • • • 

NASHUA • • • • • I • • • I I 0 • • 

NEW JERSEY I 
9AYONNE ••• I •••• I ••••• 

BLOOMFIELD • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CAMDEN • • • • • • • • • I • • • • 

CLIFTON. • • • • • I I I • • • • • 

EAST ORANGE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
ELIZABETH. • • • • • • • I • • • I 

IRVINGTON. • • • • • • • I • • • • 

Total 

JERSEy CITY •••••••• , ••• 
NEWARK • • • I • • • I • • • • • • 

PASSAIC ••••••••• I •••• 

PATERSON • • • • • I I • • I • • • 

TRENTON • • • • • • • I • I I • I 

UNION CITY • • • • • • • • • • • • 
VINELAND • • I • • • I • I • $ • I 

NEW MEXICOI 
ALBUQUERQUE. , • • • • • • • • • • 

NEW YORKI 
ALBANY • • I • • • I • • • • c • • 
BINGHAMTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BUFFALO. • • • • • • I • • • • • • 

MOUNT VERNON • • • • • • • • • • • 
NEW ROCHELLE • • • • • • • • • • • 
NEW yORK CITY ••••••••••• 
See footnc. ... tes at end of table. 

38 
13 

26 
1 

15 
33 
29 

7 

111 

9 

3 
19 
12 

II 

20 

19 

7 

111 
9 

Total 

11 

39 

12 

17 

7 

63 

16 563 

38 
13 

26 
1 

15 
33 
29 

7 

111 

9 

3 
1.9 
12 

II 

20 

1 
258 

7 

11 
1 

Direct 
current 

11 

39 

12 

17 

7 

63 

38 

26 
1 

15 
33 
29 

7 

111 

9 

3 
19 
12 
II 

20 

1 
258 

7 

11 
1 

Total 

11 

39 

12 

17 

7 

16 563 16 563 

13 

Capital outlay 

Equipment 

13 

Construc­
tion 

Total 
Land 

19 

1 

To State 
govern­

ments 

100 
8 

To local 
govern­

ments 

19 

100 
8 
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Table 46. Public defense expenditurp, of 496 large city ~overnments, by character and object, 
fiscal year 197~ontinued 

(Thou$ands of dollars) 
---------I---r-~.:.:.:.:.::::.:.:::.:..:::::.=.:.:::.:.:::.!-.------r-----·,---

City' 

NEW YORK--CO~TINUED 
NIAGARA FALLS. • • • • • • • • • • 
ROCHESTER. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ROME • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SCHENECTADY '" • • • • • • • • 
SYRACUSE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TROY • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
UTICA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WHITE PLAINS • • • • • • • • • • • 
yONKERS, • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

NORTH CAROLINA I 
ASHEVILLE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHARLOTTE ••••••••••••• 
DURHAM • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FAYETTEVILLE • • • • • • • • • • • 
GREENSBORO • • • • • • ~ • • • • • 
HIGH POINT • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RALEIGH. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WILMINGTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WINSTON-SALEfl. • • • • • • • • • • 

NORTH DAKOTAI 
FARGO •••• . . . . . . . . . . . 

OHIOI 
AKRON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CANTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CINC~NNATI • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CLEVELAND. ~ • • • • • • • • • • • 
CLEVELAND HEIGHTS. • • • • • • • • 
COLUMBUS • • • • • • • • • • • 
DAYTON • • • • • • • • • • • • : : 
ELYRIA •••••••••••••• 
EUCLID • • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMILTON •••••••••• : : : 

KETTERING, • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAKEWOOD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LIMA • • ft • • e • • • • • • • • • 
LORAIN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MANSFIELD. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PARMA. ~ ••••••••••••• 
SPRINGFIELD. • • • • • • • • • • • 
TOLEDO • • , • • • • • • • • • • • 
WARREN ••• , ••••• , , •• , 
yOUNGSTOWN • • • • • • • • • • • • 

OKLAHOMA I 
LAWTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MIDWEST •••••• e ••••••• 
NORMAN • • • • , • • • • • , 
OKLAHOMA CITY •••••••• : : : 
TULSA •••• , , • , ••• , a , • 

OREGON I 
EUGENE • 
PORTLAND 
SALEM •• 

· ... . · ... . · . . . " 
PENNSYLVANIA' 

· ... . · . . · , .. . · .. · . . . . 
ALLENTOWN. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ALTOONA •••••••••••••• 
BETHLEHEM •••••• I •••••• 

CHESTER o • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
E~IE • • • • • • • • • • • , • w • 
HARRISBURG • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LANCASTER ••••••••••••• 
PHILADELPHIA • • • • • • • • • • • 
PITTSBURGH • • • • • • • • • • • • 
READING. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SCRANTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WILKES-BARRE • • • • • • • • • • • 
yORK • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

RHODE ISLANDI 
CRANSTON • • • • • 
PAWTUCKET ••••• 
PROVIDENr.E • • • • 
WARWICK. • • • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINAI 

· ...... . · . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . · ...... . 
CHARLESTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
COLUMBIA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GREENVILLE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NORTH CHARLESTON • • • • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

32 

26 

286 
153 

352 
180 

211 

10 

20 

21 
5 

112 

27 

162 

23 

8 

II 327 

Total 

6 

26 

2B6 
153 

15 
180 

211 

10 

20 

21 
5 

112 

27 

162 

23 

8 

II 327 

Direct 
current 

5 

26 

286 
153 

15 
180 

211 

10 

20 

21 
5 

112 

27 

162 

23 

8 

II 327 

Direct expendi ture 

Capital outlay 

Total Equipment 
Construc­

tion 
Land 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

To State To local 
Total govern- govern-

ments ments 

26 26 

337 337 

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

(/ 
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Table 46. Public de~ense expenditure of 406 large city governments, by character and object, 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

City' Total 

SOUTH DAKOTA I 
SIOUX FALLS • . . . . . . . . . . . 

TENNESSEE I 
CHATTANOOGA •••• 
CLARKSVILLE •••• 
KNOXVILLE. • • • • 
MEMPHIS. • • • • • 
NASHVILLE-DAVIDSON 

· . . . . . . . · ...... . · ...... . · ...... . · ...... . 
TExASI 

ABILENE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
AMARILLO • • • • • • • u • • • 

ARLINGTON. • • •• ••••• 
AUSTIN • • • • • • • • • • • • 
B'EAUMONT ••••••••••• 
BROWNSVILLE. • • • • • • • • • 
CORPUS CHRISTI • • • • • • • • 
DALLAS • • • • • • • • • • • • 
EL PASO. • • • • • • • • • • • 

· . · . · . · . · . · . 
· . · . 

FORT WORTH • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GALVESTON. • • • • • • 0 • • • • • 

GARLAND •• , ••••••••••• 
GRAND PRAIRIE. • • • • • • • • • • 
HOUSTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
IRVING ••••••••••• I •• 

LAREDO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LONGVIEW • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LUBBOCK. • ~ • • • • • • • I. • • • 

MESQUITE 

MIDLAND. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ODESSA • • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • 
PASADENA • • • • • • • a • • • • • 

pORT ARTHUR. • • • • • • • • • • • 
RICHARDSON • • • • • • • • • • • I 

SAN ANGELO • ~ • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN ANTONIO •••••••••••• 
TYLER ••••••••••••••• 
WACO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WICHITA FALLS ••••••••••• 

UTAHI 
OGDEN. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PROVO ••••••••••••••• 
SALT LAKE CITY •••••••••• 

VIRGINIAI 
ALEXANDRIA • • • • • • • • • e • • 

CHESAPEAKE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMPTON ••••••••••• ~ •• 
LYNCHBURG ••••••••••••• 
NEWPORT NEWS • • • • • • • • • • • 
NORFOLK •••••••••••••• 
PORTSMOUTH • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RICHMOND • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ROANOKE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
VIRGINIA BEACH • • • • • • • • • • 

WASHINGTON I 
BELLEVUE 
EVERETT. 
SEATTLE. 
SPOKANE. 
TACOMA • 

· ........... . · ........... . · . . . . . ~ . . . . . . · ........... . · ........... . 
WEST VIRGINIA I 

CHARLESTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HUNTINGTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 

WISCONSINI 
APPLETON • 
GREEN BAY. 
KENOSHA •• 
LA CROSSE. 
MADISON. • 
MILWAUKEE. 
OSHKOSH •• 
RACINE •• 
WAUWATOSA. 
WEST ALLIS 

· . . . . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . . . . ( · .......... . · .......... . · . . . . . . . . . . . · .......... . · .......... . · .......... . · .......... . · .......... . 

69 
395 

29 

12 
2 

59 

17 
29 
20 

20 
31 

18 

582 
25 
112 

Total 

(Thousands of dollars) 

69 
J95 

29 

12 
2 

59 

17 
29 
20 

20 
31 

18 

527 

17 

Direct expen~i ;;U1."e 

Direct 
current 

69 
379 

29 

-' 

12 
2 

59 

17 
29 
20 

20 
31 

18 

527 

17 

Total 

16 

Capital outlay 

Equipment 

16 

Construc­
tion 

Land 

_ Represents zero or rounds to zero. 
lData are based on a field compilation from records of each city government shown; see text for data limitations. 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 
To State To local 

55 
25 
25 

govern- govern-
ments mcnts 

55 
25 
25 
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FIGURE 25. 

Percent distribution of corrections direct expenditure by 
state and type of government, Fiscal Yeat 1978 States 

Counties 
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Table 47. Corrections expenditure, by character and object, by State and type of 

government, fis\cal year 1978 

State and type of government' 

STATES-LOCAL, TOTAL. • • 
STATES • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • 

ALABAMA •••••••••••• 
STATE. • •.• • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • •• 

ALASKA • • • • • • • ~ • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

BOROUGHS • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ARIZONA. • • • • • • • •••• 
STATE. • • • ~ • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • 0 • • • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES • • • • •• 

ARKANSAS • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

CALIFORNIA • • • • • 

. . . . . 

STATE. • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

COLORADO • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • •••• 

CONNECTICUT ••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES • 

DELAWARE • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • ••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITJES • 

DISTRICT 6F COLUMBIA 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

MUNICIPAL!TIES • 

. . . ~ . 

FLORIDA •••• " •••••••• 
STATE •• _0 ••••••••• 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

GEORGIA. • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

HAWAII ••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL,.TOTAL ••• 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total' 

5 185 5:51' 
:5 3ql 200 
2 0:50 722 
1 576 185 

490 758 

52 q70 
3:5 295 
19 196 
16 296 

3 :555 

19 071 
19 170 

70tl 

70tl 

65 885 
36 17:5 
29 87t1 
29 112 

1 3t17 

26 577 
21 tl93 

5 969 
5 005 
1 129 

785 767 
359 823 
tltI8 589 
tl28 629 

22 Ot.l3 

63 80: 
50 512 
13 317 

8 222 
5 321 

5:5 751 
53 660 

103 
t03 

16 1.1/-16 
16 t.lq6 

69 8:55 

69 835 
69 835 

227 8ql 
166 369 

61 q72 
50 761 
10 95t1 

126 165 
9t1 637 
:5t1 880 
29 030 

6 335 

23 320 
22 lq7 

1 173 
1 173 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

5 185 537 
3 176 963 
2 008 57q 
1 5:55 625 

Ll72 949 

52 q70 
3:5 295 
19 175 
16 235 

2 9QO' 

19 071 
18 627 

tItItI 

tltIQ 

65 885 
:56 173 
29 712 
28 950 

762 

26 577 
20 623 

5 9SQ 
tI 975 

979 

785 767 
338 76Q 
tltI7 00:5 
tl25 555 

21 tltI9 

63 805 
50 tl88 
13 31.7 

8 016 
5 301 

53 751 
53 6t18 

10:5 
103 

16 tltI6 
16 tlt.l6 

69 8:55 

69 8:551 69 8:55 

227 8t11 
166 369 

61 tl72 
50 587 
10 885 

126 165 
91 298 
:5t1 867 
28 9t.19 

5 918 

23 320 
22 It17 

1 17:5 
1 173 

Direct 
current 

tI 669 2t19 
2 855 318 
1 813 931 
1 358 232 

tl55 699 

50 826 
33 137 
17 689 
1t1169 

2' 920 

18 701 
18 257 

t.ltlQ 

1.11.11.1 

56 025 
27 254 
28 771 
28 016 

755 

23 1.185 
17 982 

5 50:5 
1.1 526 

977 

71.16 I.Itl3 
321.1 759 
1.121 684 
1.100 358 

21 325 

59 568 
1.17 2~7 
12 271 
7 000 
5 271 

52 009 
51 906 

10:5 
103 

11.1 492 
11.1 Q92 

69 026 

69 026 
69 026 

188 161.1 
136972 

51 192 
til) 1.125 
10 767 

106 962 
'75 563 
31 399 
25 772 

5 627 

11.1 057 
12 881.1 

1 173 
1 17:5 

Capita 1 
outlay 

516 287 
321 61.15 
19,1.1 61.12 
177 392 

17 218 

1 61.13 
158 

1 485 
1 1.166 

19 

370 
370 

9 859 
8 919 

91.10 
9:51.1 

6 

:5 093 
2 61.11 

1.152 
1.11.19 

2 

39 325 
11.1 005 
25 :520 
25 196 

123 

1.1 237 
3 191 
1 01.16 
1 016 

30 

1 7/.12 
1 71.12 

1 951.1 
1 951.1 

809 

809 
809 

39 677 
29 :597 
10 280 
10 16:5 

117 

19 203 
15 735 

3 1168 
:5 177 

292 

9 263 
9 263 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

222 606 
161.1 237 

58 369 
1.10 560 
17 809 

1.177 

1.177 
61 

1.116 

80/.1 
51.13 
261 

261 

71.18 

7Qa 
162 
586 

1 050 
870 
180 

30 
150 

21.1 727 
21 059 

3 668 
3 OH 

591.1 

250 
21.1 

226 
207 

20 

12 
12 

2/.1:5 

243 
17/.1 

69 

3 836 
:5 339 

1.197 
81 

1.116 

To State To local 
governments governments 

22 11.18 
(X) 

22 11.18 
15 661 

6 1.187 

22 
(X) 
22 
22 

261 
(X) 
261 

261 

162 
(X) 
162 
162 

H 
(X) 

11.1 
8 
6 

1 586 
(X) 

1 586 
1 586 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(Xl 

1:5 
(X) 

1:5 
1J 

(Xl 

200 1.158 
161.1 237 

36 221 
21.1 899 
11 322 

1.155 

1.155 
39 

1.116 

51.13 
51.1:5 

586 

586 

586 

1 036 
870 
166 

22 
11.11.1 

23 11.11 
21 059 

2 082 
1 /.188 

594 

250 
21.1 

226 
207 

20 

12 
12 

21.13 

21.1:5 
171.1 
69 

3 823 
:5 339 

1.181.1 
68 

1.116 

----------~--------------------------------------------------,~--------------------------------.-----c 
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Table 47. Corrections expenditure, by character and object, by State and type of 

government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State and type of government' 

XOAHO. e • • • • • • • • • • • 

STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ILLINOIS • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••• ~ ••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

INDIANA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIE~ •••• '.' 

IOWA • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••• ~ •••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • 

KANSAS • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

KENTUCKY • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••• ~ •••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

LOUISIANA ••••••••••• 
STATE •••• ~ ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

PARISHES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MAINE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MARYLAND • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. ~ •••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MASSACHUSETTS. • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MICHIGAN • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MINNESOTA ••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MISSISSIPPI •••••••••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL •••••••• 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALIT:ES • • •••• 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total' 

11 791 
9 6t.I5 
2 170 
2 lQ5 

136 

220 072 
128 068 

92 378 
91 1.132 

1 164 

76 6413 
53 279 
21.1 162 
15 979 

8 277 

42 428 
34 255 
14 750 
11.1 803 

675 

/.13 912 
31.1 534 

9 378 
8 916 

772 

55 571 
48 988 
18 613 
16 017 

2 892 

86 863 
58 21.13 
29 682 
16 567 
13 :503 

13 1111.1 
10 691.1 

2 728 
2 917 

141.1 

152 225 
127 01.19 
26 759 
15 774 
11 052 

130 646 
83 426 
1.17 229 
35 788 
11 621.1 

249 900 
161 9:59 
110 771 
108 :509 

14 076 

84 081 
37 378 
/.17 246 
1.17 1.128 

91.15 

26 198 
18 514 

8 556 
7 665 
1 1'86 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct s3penditure 

Total 

11 791 
9 6t.15 
2 1/.16 
2 103 

1.13 

220 072 
127 708 

92 364 
91 292 

1 072 

76 61.13 
53 279 
23 361.1 
15 100 

8 264 

/.12 1.128 
28 082 
lit 346 
13 720 

626 

43 912 
31.1 534 

9 378 
8 855 

523 

55 571 
36 962 
18 609 
16 003 

2 606 

86 863 
57 181 
29 682 
16 567 
13 115 

13 1.114 
10 691.1 

2 720 
2 689 

31 

152 225 
125 4166 
26 759 
15 707 
11 052 

130 61.16 
83 1.126 
/.17 220 
35 726 
11 /.194 

2/.19 900 
141 71.17 
108 153 

91.1 877 
1:5 276 

84 081 
n 378 
1.16 703 
1.16 139 

564 

26 198 
17 61.12 

8 556 
7 502 
1 05'1 

Direct 
current 

11 211.1 
9 119 
2 095 
2 051.1 

1.11 

180 057 
117 189 

62 868 
61 798 

1 070 

65 1.125 
1.12 1.192 
22 933 
1'1 718 

8 215 

1.10 171 
26 609 
13 562 
12 937 

625 

39 872 
31 283 

8 589 
8 069 

520 

1.19 051 
31 689 
17 362 
1'1 762 

2 600 

81 806 
56 30/.1 
25 502 
12 5/.15 
12 957 

12 771 
10 395 

2 376 
2 34/.1 

31 

135 306 
112 1.163 
22 81.13 
11 906 
10 937 

125 691 
81 063 
41.1 628 
33 3/.11 
11 287 

219 329 
126 382 

92 91.17 
82 189 
10 757 

73 686 
37 378 
36 308 
35 828 

480 

22 325 
16 435 

5 890 
1.1 81.12 
1 01.18 

Capital 
outlay 

576 
526 

50 
/.18 

2 

1.10 015 
10 519 
29 496 
29 1.191.1 

2 

11 217 
10 787 

1.130 
381 

4Q 

2 257 
1 /.173 

781.1 
783 

1 

'I 0/.10 
3 251 

789 
786 

3 

6 520 
5 273 
1 21.17 
1 2/.11 

6 

5 057 
877 

/.I 180 
/.I 022 

158 

61.1:5 
299 
31.11.1 
344 

16 919 
13 OOZ; 

3 916 
3 801 

115 

/.I 955 
2 363 
2 592 
2 385 

208 

:50 571 
15 365 
15 206 
12 687 
2 518 

10 395 

10 395 
10 3U. 

M 

3 873 
1 207 
2 666 
2 660 

6 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

135 

135 
/.12 
93 

593 
360 
233 
1/.11 

92 

892 

892 
879 

13 

7 306 
6 173 
1 133 
1 08Q 

119 

310 

310 I 61 
21.19 

12 3271 
12 026 

301 
14 

286 

1 250 
1 062 

188 

188 

3/.11 I 

31.11 
228 
112 

1 650 
1 583 

61 
67 

193 

193 
62 

130 1 

34 1.12/.1 
20 192 'I' 

1/.1 232 
13 4321 

800 

1 671 

1 671 
1 289 

381 

1 168 
872 
296 
163 
132 

To State To local 
governments governments 

2/.1 
iX) 

2/.1 
2/.1 

14 
(X) 

11.1 
1/.1 

798 
(Xl 
798 
798 

404

1 
(X) 
1.104

1 
110/.1 

-I 
(X~ I 

3 
(X) 

3 
3 

8 
(X) 

8 

8 

2 619 
(X) 

2 619 
2 619 

51.13 
(X) 
5/.13 
51.13 

(X) 

110 

110 
18 
93 

579 
360 
219 
J.27 

92 

91.1 

94 
81 
13 

6 902 
6 173 

729 
680 

119 

310 

310 
61 

21.19 

12 323 
12 026 

297 
11 

286 

1 250 
1 062 

188 

188 

333 

333 
228 
l04 

1 650 
1 583 

67 
67 

18'1 

181.1 
53 

130 

31 80S 
20 192 
11 613 
10 813 

800 

1 127 

1 127 
71.16 
:581 

1 168 
872 
296 
163 
132 
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Table 47. Corrections expenditure, by character and object, b:y State and type of 

government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 
(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expenditure Intergovernmental expenditure 

State and type of government' Tota l' 
Total Direct Capital Total To State To local ______________ . _____________ -r ________ -t ________ -i __ c_u~r_re_.n_t __ +_~o-ut~l~a~y __ -+ ________ ,~g~ov~e~r~n~me~n~t~s~g~ov~e~r~nm:e~n~ts 

MISSOURI • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MONTANA •••••••••••• 
STATE •• ft ••••••• 

LOCAL, TOTAL ••••• 
COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES ••• 

NEBRASKA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • < • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITI~S • • • • • • 

NEVADA • • • • • • • • • • ~ • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW HAMPSHIRE, •••••••• 
STATE •••• ~ ••• ea •• 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

NEW JERSEY • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • , •••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • I 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW MEXICO • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

I 
I 

NEW YORK • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • .' '. • • I 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • •• • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • I 

NORTH CAROLINA • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

I 
I 

I 
I 

NORTH ~AKOTA • • • • • • • • • I 
STATE. • • • • • • • • •• I 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • : I 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

OHIO • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •• ~ ••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • •• •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES •••• g • 

OKLAHOMA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

OREGON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • 0 • • • • • • 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES ••••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

See footnote.s at end of table. 

73 5qq 
q1 730 
31 90q 
21 02q 
10 970 

13 656 
10 575 

3 llCl 
3 038 

313 

30 8qO 
2q q55 

6 500 
6 016 

595 

36 117 
26 015 
11 178 
10 123 

1 073 

11 83q 
8 615 
3 219 
2 797 

q35 

167 lq5 
81 009 
86 lqq 
[15 83:' 

337 

2~ 307 
16 367 

7 9qO 
6 32q 
2 600 

592 621 
352 133 
';>79 517 
117 325 
162 273 

129 699 
t12 161 
19 307 
19 57q 

232 

7 028 
5 166 
1 862 
1 787 

133 

229 155 
160 607 

79 272 
611 55q 
20 919 

65 ql0 
58 296 

7 285 
5 2qq 
2 115 

66 013 
~3 289 
23 291 
22 936 

538 

73 5qq 
ql 730 
31 81q 
20 888 
10 926 

13 656 
10 5q7 

3 109 
2 8q8 

261 

30 8qO 
2q 3q2 

I) q98 
5 951 

5q7 

36 117 
2q 939 
11 178 
10 117 

1 062 

11 A3q 
8 615 
3 219 
2 790 

q29 

167 1q5 
81 009 
86 136 
85 83q 

302 

2q 307 
16 367 

7 9qO 
5 q6q 
2q77 

592 621 
322 182 
270 q39 
111 905 
158 53q 

129 699 
110 39q 

19 305 
19 086 

219 

7 028 
5 166 
1 862 
1 76q 

98 

229 155 
1~9 889 
79 266 
59 712 
19 55q 

65 q10 
58 15q 

7 256 
5 215 
2 Oq1 

66 013 
q2 787 
23 226 
22 885 

3ql 

6q 306 
39 03q 
25 272 
lq 612 
10 659 

i.3 q71 
10 q32 

3 039 
2 785 

25q 

2q 779 
18 3~4 

6 q35 
5 892 

5~3 

26 183 
15 2q2 
10 9q1 

9 909 
1 032 

11 003 
7 885 
3 it6 
2 688 

1J.29 

153 150 
7S 776 
77 37L1 
77 lOll 

270 

15 699 
11 681 

4 018 
1 5~3 
2 q75 

5~0 162 
276 069 
26q 093 
107 779 I 
156 31q 

119 q25 
105 q6q 

13 961 
13 7q2 

219 

6 052 
q 69q 

, 1 358 
1 260 

98 

222 359 
1LI7 q59 

74 900 
55 915 
18 985 

LI3 q97 
36 301 

7 196 
5 196 
2 000 

58 362 
qO 609 
17 753 
17 ~13 

340 

9 239 
2 696 
6 5q3 
6 275 

267 

186 
115 

71 
63 

7 

6 061 , 
S 998 

63 
59 

q 

9 93q 
9 697 

237 
208 

29 

831 
730 
101 
101 

13 995 
5 233 
8 762 
8 730 

8 608 
~ 686 
3 922 
3 920 

2 

52 q60 
46 113 
6 3q7 
II 126 
2 220 

10 27q 
q 930 
5 3qq 
5 3q4 

976 
q72 
50q 
50q 

6 796 
2 q30 
q 366 
3 797 

569 

21 913 
21 853 

60 
20 
qO 

7 651 
2 178 
5 L173 
5 472 

1 

180 

180 
136 

qq 

270 
28 

2L12 
190 

52 

226 
113 
113 

65 
q8 

1 09/~ 
1 076 

18 
6 

12 

13 

13 
8 
6 

36 

36 
2 

3q 

983 

983 
860 
123 

39 110 
29 951 

9 159 
5 q20 
3 739 

2 268 
1 767 

501 
q88 

13 

57 

57 
22 
3~ 

16 925 
10 718 

6 207 
q 8L12 
1 365 

2L16 
1LI2 
10q 

29 
7q 

7L19 
502 
2L17 

51 
197 

89 
(Xl 
89 
89 

(Xl 

2 
(Xl 

2 
2 

(Xl 

(Xl 

8 
(Xl 

8 
2 
6 

(Xl 

9 078 
(Xl 

9 078 
5 3~8 
3 730 

1 
(Xl 

1 
1 

6 
(X) 

6 
3 
3 

29 
(Xl 
29 
29 

65 
(Xl 
65 

65 

91 

91 
q7 
44 

270 
28 

242 
189 

52 

224 
113 
111 

63 
48 

1 09q 
1 076 

18 
6 

12 

13 

13 
8 
6 

28 

28 

28 

983 

983 
860 
123 

30 032 
29 951 

81 
72 

9 

2 267 
1 767 

500 
487 

13 

57 

57 
22 
34 

16 918 
10 718 

6 200 
q 839 
1 362 

216 
142 

711 

74 

6811 
502 
182 

51 
132 

- --~~------ ---- ------- ----- .. 
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Table 47. Corrections expenditure, by character and object, by State and type of 

governme1nt, fiscal year 1978-Continued 
(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expenditure Intergovernment.al expenditure 

State and eype of government' 

PENNSYLVANIA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••• 0 ••••• 

LOCAL, TOTAL • •• •••• 
COUNTIES • • •• •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

RHODE ISLAND • • • 
STATE. c • • • • • • 

LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

SOUTH CAROLINA • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • I I 

LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • .". 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

SOUTH DAKOTA • • • • • • • • • 
STATEa •• I • I. •• I I 

LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

TENNESSEE. • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

TEXAS. • • ~ ~ • • • • • • • a 

STATE ••••• j ~ a I • 

LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES 

UTAH • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

VERMONT ••••••• 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • 

COUNTIES ••• 
MUNICIPALITIES 

VIRGINIA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

WASHINGTON • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

WEST VIRGINIA. • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••• , ••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • •• •••• 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNIC IPALITIES·.. ••• 

WISCONSIN. • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • 
MUNICI~ALITIES • 

Tota 12 

;H19 325 
152 2L17 
126 081 
76 q51 
50 179 

2L1 5L11 
2L1 540 

1 
1 

50 767 
Lll 602 
9 039 
8 653 

808 

8 315 
6 261 
'? 05L1 
1 825 

295 

82 15L1 
65 869 
23 Ll23 
15 790 

8 318 

191 925 
118 2119 

76 959 
70 77L1 

7 545 

29 071 
23 336 
6 218 
6 227 

108 

8 325 
8 278 

47 
L15 

2 

153 767 
122 37L1 

L16 182 
19 109 
28 470 

Total 

249 325 
129 329 
119 996 
72 158 
'17 838 

2'1 541 
2'1 5'10 

1 
1 

50 767 
Lll 728 

9 039 
8 L1'16 

593 

8 315 
6 261 
2 05L1 
1 782 

272 

82 154 
58 731 
23 423 
15 663 

7 760 

191 925 
11'1 992 

76 933 
70 lI17 

6 516 

29 071 
22 857 

6 21L1 
6 171 

Ll3 

Direct 
current 

236 277 
124 1157 
111 820 
66 807 
115 013 

17 592 
17 591 

1 
1 

118 002 
39 376 

8 626 
8 036 

591 

7 1!~lt 
6 118 
1 336 
1 277 

59 

74 377 
51 336 
23 OLll 
15 482 

7 559 

170 1148 
103 652 
66 796 
60 297 

6 Ll99 

2L1 1107 
20 Ll4L1 

3 963 
3 920 

Ll3 

8 325 8 020 
8 278 7 981 

47 39 
lI5 37 

2 2 

153 767 137 90Ll 
107 618 101 29L1 

46 1'19 36 610 
18 162 ILl 877 
27 967 21 733 

94 872 9'1 872 87 337 
67 33'1 6L1 163 57 606 
30 770 30 709 29 731 
29 289 28 '106 27 434 

II 300 2 302 2 297 

18 527 18 527 16 865 
13 60Ll 13 60Ll 12 739 
5 036 II 923 LI 1?6 
5 027 'I 907 LI 110 

179 16 16 

Capital 
outlay 

13 O'~8 
4 v12 
8 i ';.'tl 
5 35t 
2 8~'S 

6 9L19 
6 9'19 

2 764 
2 352 

412 
1110 

2 

861 
1113 
718 
505 
213 

7777 
7 395 

382 
181 
201 

21 Ll77 
11. 3L10 
10 137 
10 120 

17 

4 665 
2 Ll13 
2 252 
2 252 

305 
297 

8 
8 

15 863 
6 3211 
9 539 
3 285 
6 25'1 

7 534 
6 557 

977 
972 

5 

1 661 
865 
796 
796 

83 587 83 587 78 718 LI 86B 
60 372 60 3L10 58 933 1 '107 
23 309 23 2117 19 785 3 '161 
23 015 22 863 19 L111 3 '152 

L19L1 384 375 9 

WYOMING. • • • • • • • • • • • 18 315 18 315 6 937 11 378 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 16 779 16 779 5 Ll97 11 282 

Total 

29 551 
22 918 
6 633 
LI 292 
2 3L11 

Ll97 
7L1 

423 
208 
215 

66 

66 
Ll3 
23 

7 823 
7 138 

685 
126 
559 

'I 643 
3 257 
1 386 

357 
1 029 

600 
lI79 
121 

56 
65 

16 186 
1'1 756 

1 Ll30 
9L17 
Ll82 

6 051 
3 171 
2 880 

883 
1 997 

284 

28L1 
120 
163 

295 
32 

263 
152 
111 

51 

LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 1 5111 1 536 1 LILlO 96 51 

To State 
governments 

6 085 
(Xl 

6 085 
3 74'1 
2 341 

(X) 

(X) 

(Xl 

(Xl 

26 
(Xl I 26 
26 
-I 

I 

3 I 

(Xi I 
3 I 
3 : 

(X) 

32 
(X) 
32 
32 

62 
(Xl 
62 
36 
26 

113 
(X) 
113 
113 

62 
(Xl 
62 
20 
42 

LI 
(Xl 

4 
4 

To local 
governments 

23 1167 
22 918 

5L19 
549 

1196 
7'1 

1122 
207 
215 

66 

66 
L13 
23 

7 823 
7 138 

685 
126 
559 

II 617 
3 257 
1 360 

331 
1 029 

596 
'179 
117 
53 
65 

16 153 
1'1 756 

1 397 
915 
Ll82 

5 98'1 
3 Pl 
2 818 

8L17 
1 972 

171 

171 
7 

163 

232 
32 

200 
132 

68 

Ll7 

L17 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • t L133 1 '129 1 333 96 LI 
MUNICIPALITIES. •••• 1511 108 107 1 Ll7 ~ 117 

--------------~--~----~-------~-----~--~------~---------~------~------~------. 
- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 
X Not applicable. 
'Data for municipalities, and the local governments totals which include mu~icip.t data, are estimates subject to sampling 

variation: data for counties (boroughs, parishes) are based on a canvass of all county governments and cherefore are not subject 
to sampling variation; see text for data limitations. 

2For each State, and the Unit2d States summary, the expenditure figures shown on the "Local, t<>·c1" line and the combined 
State-local total line (the data shown opposite the names of the individual States) exclude duplicative intergovernmental expend­
iture amounts. This was don€,\ to avoid the artificial inflation which would result if an intergovernm(mtal exp£lnditurp amount for 

• _ •• 1. 1 -' ~'-_ ~~_...I ___ ~ ____ t... __ .. L_ •• __ J_~ __ .. _ .... ___ • ___ .. l_ • •• l .. ~ __ .. _l ..... , ..... ,,~ •• i{, \ .. l,·,~ ,,, ..... ,,t 
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Table 48. Detail of corrections total expenditure, by State and type of ff,OVerIiMent, 

fiscal year 1978 

State and type of government1 

STATES-LOCALI TOTAL. 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • ~ • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

ALABAMA •••••••••••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL; TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ALASKA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. , • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL» TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ARIZONA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ARKANSAS • • • • , • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL ' ••• 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

CALIFORNIA • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
" . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 

COLORADO • • • , • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIDALITIES • • • • • • 

CONNECTICUT •••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

DELAWARE • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • ~ • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • ~ • • • • 

FLORIDA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL I TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

GEORGIA •••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Percent 
of total 

Total criminal 
corrections justice 
expenditure system 

5 185 537 
3 3111 200 
2 030 722 
1 576 185 

1190 758 

52 1170 
33 295 
19 196 
16 296 

3 355 

19 071 
19 1'70 

7011 

7011 

65 085 
36 173 
29 8711 
29 112 

1 3117 

26 577 
21 1193 

5 969 
5 005 
1 129 

785 767 
359 823 
11118 589 
1128 629 

22 0113 

63 805 
50 512 
13 317 

8 222 
5 321 

53 751 
53 660 

103 

103 

16 11116 
16 11116 

69 835 

69 835 

69 835 

227 8111 
166 369 

61 1172 
50 761 
10 9511 

126 165 
911 637 
3q 880 
29 030 

6 335 

direct 
'expenditure 

23.6 
III1.J 
13.9 
27.7 
5.5 

22.1 
33.2 
111.1 
30.1 

11.0 

19.8 
27.1 
2.7 

2.8 

23.0 
110.9 
15.0 
32.3 

1.2 

211.9 
113.7 
10.2 
20.7 
3.3 

25.9 
116.2 
19.'1 
33.2 
2.2 

23.0 
112.0 

8.11 
20.1 

11.5 

21.2 
111.7 

.1 

.1 

25.2 
37.2 

25.7 
50.11 
11.0 
17.2 

11.2 

31.3 
55.7 
111.8 
22.5 
5.9 

Institutions 

Amount2 

3 905 938 
2 536 096 
1 1166 77.7 
1 115 7811 

381 616 

38 2113 
211 561 
13 7011 
10 9113 

3 183 

15 607 
15 706 

7011 

7011 

117 7115 
30 9116 
16 960 
16 598 

9211 

23 559 
19 777 

II 660 
3 8113 

976 

5116 609 
277 1911 
2711 719 
261 1123 

15 236 

50 850 
38 1190 
12 360 

7 566 
II 821 

37 2~6 
3727,G 

10 1101 
10 1101 

115 1119 

115 419 

45 1119 

173 795 
117 251 
56 51111 
116 738 

9 957 

87 110 
61 9119 
28 513 
23 570 

5 :5211 

Percent 
of total 

'Corrections 
expenditure 

75.3 
75.9 
72.2 
70.8 
77.8 

72.9 
73.8 
71,4 
67.2 
911-.9 

81,8 
81.9 

100.0 

100.0 

72.5 
85.5 
56.8 
57.0 
68;6 

88.6 . 
92.0 
78.1 
70.8 
86.11 

69.6 
77.0 
61.2 
61.0 
69.1 

79.7 
76.2 
92.8 
92.0 
90.6 

69.3 
69.5 

63.2 
63.2 

65.0 

65.0 

65.0 

76.3 
70.5 
92.0 
92.1 
90.9 

69.0 
65.5 
81.7 
81.2 
811.1 

Probation. pardon and 
parole MiscellaneQus 

Amount2 

8116 0112 
385 5811 
1193 365 
1113 317 

81 962 

8 601 
5 7tiB 
2813 
2 673 

169 

2 417 
2 1117 

15 1145 
3 200 

12 2115 
12 125 

145 

2 022 
769 

1 253 
1 110 

1113 

207 1197 
113 9111 

163 6011 
157 230 

6 5011 

9 8511 
9 770 

108 
58 
119 

9 571 
9 526 

45 

115 

1 1133 
1 1133 

11.1 099 

111 099 

14 099 

16 788 
14 937 

1 851 
1 151 

700 

20 720 
111 1109 

6 311 
5 1130 

983 

Percent Percent 
of total Amount2 of total 

corrections corrections 
expenditure expenditure 

---~------~--------
16.3 
11.5 
211.3 
26.2 
16.7 

16.11 
17.4 
111.7 
16.11 
5.0 

12.7 
12.6 

23.11 
8.8 

41.0 
111.6 
10.7 

7.6 
3.6 

21.0 
22.2 
12.6 

26.11 
12.2 
36.5 
36.7 
29.5 

15.4 
19.3 

.8 

.7 

.9 

17.8 
17.8 
113.6 

113.6 

8.7 
8.7 

20.2 

20.2 

20.2 

7.11 
9.0 
3.0 
2.3 
6.11 

16.11 
15.2 
18.1 
18.7 
15.5 

433 557 
1119 520 

70 579 
117 0811 
27 180 

5 626 
2 9116 
2 680 
2 680 

3 

1 047 
1 047 

2 695 
2 027 

668 
389 
279 

997 
9117 

56 
52 
11 

31 661 
38 688 
10 266 

9 975 
30~ 

3 101 
2 252 

8119 
597 
451 

6 9011 
6 858 

58 

58 

II 612 
II 612 

10 317 

10 317 

10 317 

37 258 
311 181 
3077 
2 872 

297 

18 335 
18 279 

56 
30 
27 

8.11 
12.6 
3.5 
3,0 
5.5 

10.7 
ti.S 

111.0 
16.11 

.1 

5.5 
5.5 

11.1 
5.6 
2.2 
1.3 

20.7 

3.8 
4.11 

.9 
1.0 

.9 

'-1.0 
10.8 
2.3 
2.;5 
!"II 

12.8 
12.8 
56.11 

56.11 

28.0 
28.0 

111.8 

111.8 

111 .8 

16.11 
20.5 
5.0 
5.7 
2.7 

111.5 
19.3 

.2 

.1 
• 11 

c 
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Table 48. Detail of corrections total expenditure, by State and type of government, 

fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State and type of government 1 

HAWAII •••••••••••• 
STATE •••••• 0 ••••• 

LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

IDAHO. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL I TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ILLINOIS • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL 1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES ••••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

INDIANA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

IOWA • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••• , •• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • · . . . . · . . . . 

KANSAS • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••••••• ~ 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

KENTUCKY • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• ~ •••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

LOUISIANA •••••• 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • · . . . . · . . . . 

MAINE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL I TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

MARYLAND • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL 1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MASSACHUSETTS. • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MICHIGAN • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • e , • • 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

SeA footnotes at end of table. 

(Thousands of'dGilars) 
--~--~------------~--------------Percent 

of total 
Total criminal 

corrections justice 
e.<penditure system 

23 320 
22 1117 

,\ 173 
t 173 

11 791 
9 nIlS 
2 i70 
2 1115 

220 
128 
92 
"I , 

136 

072 
068 
378 
Ll32 
1611 

7b 643 
53 279 
211 162 
15 979 

8 277 

112 1128 
311 255 
111 ISO 
111 803 

675 

113 912 
31.1 5311 

9 378 
8 916 

772 

55 571 
118 988 
18 613 
16 017 

2 892 

86 863 
58 2113 
29 682 
16 567 
13 303 

13 4111 
10 6911 

2 728 
2 ~17 

11111 

152 225 
127 0119 

26 759 
15 7711 
11 052 

130 6116 
83 1126 
117 229 
35 788 
11 6211 

2119 900 
161 939 
110 771 
108 ':;09 

111 076 

direct 
expenditure 

21.5 
117.3 
1.9 
7.3 

17.1 
311.3 
5.3 
9.1 

.8 

18.5 
112.8 
10.11 
28.8 

.2 

22.3 
112.9 
12.6 
25.2 
1.1 

24.9 
115.3 

9.11 
20.1 
1.4 

22.2 
311.1 
15.6 
30.1 

11.4 

211.9 
113.11 
13.8 
16.3 
11.7 

21.5 
32.7 
9.2 

311.2 
.7 

28.7 
115.11 
10.6 
11.2 
9.9 

21.2 
117.11 
10.7 
35.5 
3.4 

211.1 
118.5 
15.2 
36.0 
3.2 

Institutions 

Amount" 

111 0111 
13 2115 

769 
769 

8 431 
6 623 
1 808 
l, 779 

158 
86 
71 
71 

136 

8811 
9113 
9111 
931 
210 

65 620 
119 027 
17 383 
11 7112 

5 672 

33 5115 
26 073 

7 8111 
7 825 

327 

110 020 
32 112 

7 908 
7 5911 

602 

118 330 
38 291 
16 055 
13 606 

2 735 

69 491 
113 791 
26 762 
15 1119 
11 793 

11 721 
9 035 
2 6911 
2 883 

11111 

111 671 
86 972 
26 282 
15 392 
10 957 

95 359 
70 3511 
25 006 
17 8110 

7 336 

207 922 
1211 1136 

87 100 
88 050 
10 592 

Percent 
of tota 1 

corrections 
expenditure 

60.1 
59.8 
65.6 
65.6 

71.5 
68.7 
83.3 
82.9 

100.0 

72.2 
67.9 
77.9 
78.7 
18.1 

85.6 
92.0 
71.9 
73.5 
68.5 

79.1 
76.1 
53.0 
52.9 
48.11 

91.1 
93.0 
84.3 
85.2 
78.0 

87.0 
78.2 
86.3 
811.9 
94.6 

80.0 
75.2 
90.2 
91.11 
88.6 

87.4 
811.5 
98.8 
98.8 

100.0 

73.11 
68.5 
98.2 
97.6 
~9.1 

73.0 
84.3 
52.9 
49.8 
63.1 

8;:1.2 
76.8 
78.6 
81.3 
75.2 

Probation, pardon and 
parole 

Amount" 

3 126 
3 126 

2 839 
2 501 

362 
366 

33 2118 
111 2611 
19 281 
19 291 

9 

8 71111 
2 223 
6 521 
II 063 
2 1181 

7 096 
6 706 
6 271 
6 333 

275 

2 750 
1 365 
1 385 
1 252 

1117 

4 805 
38111 

991 
907 

83 

l,3 1117 
10 728 

2 1119 
1 121 
1 307 

1 022 
1 022 

23 511 
23 128 

383 
383 

28 1119 
6 127 

22 022 
17 933 

II 103 

31 883 
11 323 
20 560 
17 832 

2 786 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
expenditure 

211.1 
25.9 
16.7 
17.1 

15.1 
11.1 
20.9 
21.1 

.8 

11.11 
11.2 

2'7.0 
25.11 
30.0 

16.7 
19.6 
112.5 
42.8 
110.7 

6.3 
11.0 

111.8 
14.0 
19.0 

8.6 
7.8 
5.3 
5.7 
2.9 

15.1 
18.11 
8.2 
6.8 
9.8 

7.6 
9.6 

15.11 
18.2 

1.11 
2.11 

21.5 
7.3 

46.6 
50.1 
35.3 

12.8 
7.0 

18.6 
16.5 
19.8 

Miscellaneous 

Amount2 

6 180 
5 776 

110 11 
11011 

521 
521 

27 939 
26 861 

1 155 
211 
91111 

2 279 
2 029 

258 
175 
1211 

1 788 
1 476 

664 
6115 

73 

1 141 
1 057 

811 
70 
23 

2 1136 
6 883 
1 566 
1 5011 

7'+ 

4 2211 
3 7211 

500 
297 
203 

671 
637 

311 
311 

17 O'l4 
16 9119 

95 

95 

7 138 
6 9115 

201 
15 

186 

10 095 
26 180 
3 112 
2 1126 

698 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
expenditure 

12.7 
21.0 
1.3 

.2 
8101 

3.0 
3.8 
1.1 
1.1 
1.5 

2.6 
3.1 

.9 

.8 
3.0 

11.11 
111.1 

8.11 
9.11 
2.5 

5.0 
6.0 
1.2 
1.2 

11.2 
13.3 

.11 

.9 

5.5 
8.3 

.11 

1.6 

11.0 
16.2 
2.8 
2.2 
5.0 
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Table 48. Detail of corrections total expenditure, by State and type of government, 

fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State and type of government 1 
Total 

corrections 
expenditure 

(ThoLisands of dollars) 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 

Institutions Probation, pardon and 
parole 

justice I Percent Percent 
system Amount 3 of total Amount 2 of total 
direct corrections corrections 

expenditure expenditure expenditure 
------------------------~--------r_~----_r------~~~----~------~r 

MJNNESOTA. • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

MISSISSIPPI ••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . 
• • • II • 

MISSOURI • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MONTANA. • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCALI TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NEBRASKA • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUN!CIPALITIES • 

· . . . . 
e I • • • · . . . . 

· . . . . · . . . . 
NEVADA • • • • • • • • • • • • 

STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
~UNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL I TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NEW JERSEy • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NEW MEXICO • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCALI TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . " ~ . · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . 
· . . . . 

NEW YORK • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NORTH CAROLINA • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NORTH DAKOTA • • • • 
STATE. • • • • 0 • 

LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . 
II • • • • · " . . . · . . . . 

See footnotes at end of table. 

8~ 081 
37 378 
~7 2~6 
~7 ~2a 

9~5 

26 198 
18 51~ 

8 556 
7 665 
1 186 

73 5~4 
~1 730 
31. 90~ 
21 02~ 
10 970 

13 656 
10 575 

3 110 
3 038 

313 

30 8~0 
2~ ~55 
6 500 
6 016 

595 

36 117 
26 015 
11 178 
10 123 

1 073 

11 83~ 
8 615, 
3 219 
2 797 

~35 

167 1~5 
81 OO~ 
86 1~~ 
85 836 

337 

2~ 307 
16 367 

7 9~0 
6 ~2~ 
2 600 

5t:i2 621 
3Sa 133 
2'1<} 517 
117 325 
162 273 

129 699 
112 !61 
19 307 
19 <;H 

232 

7 028 
5 166 
1 862 
1 787 

133 

25.5 
37.6 
20.5 
36.6 

.9 

22.1 
35.5 
12.7 
23.8 
'.3 

19.6 
38.1 
12.0 
26.~ 
5.9 

23.6 
~5.9 
8.9 
1~.9 
2.1 

29.1 
65.2 
13.1 
18.9 
3.~ 

20.3 
39.~ 
8.8 

35.~ 
1.5 

19.6 
36.2 
13.7 
~1.9 

.1 

19.1 
38.2 
12.6 
25.3 
9.2 

31.6 
~8.8 
10.6 
25.5 

.2 

19.3 
37.6 
8.2 

17,0 
1.1 

60 265 
29 557 
31 21~ 
30 9~5 

872 

2~ ~96 
16 976 

8 392 
7 575 
1 112 

5~ 123 
29 286 
2~ 926 
17 770 

7 246 

9 978 
8 302 
1 70~ 
1 525 

236 

17 799 
12 308 

5 ~91 
5 168 

~07 

30 177 
21 698 
8 783 
79M 

895 

9 909 
7 126 
2 783 
2 791 

129 716 
71 610 
58 106 
57 856 

251 

20 462 
12 89~ 

7 568 
6 227 
2 32~ 

459 0~2 
262 715 
217 ~53 

78 53~ 
139 000 

108 527 
91 ~85 
18 811' 
19 179 

132 

6 127 
~ 577 
1 550 
1 ~74 

133 

71.7 
79.1 
66.1 
65.2 
92.3 

93.5 
91.7 
98.1 
98.8 
93.7 

73.6 
70.2 
78.1 
8~.5 
66.1 

57.7 
50.3 
8~.5 
85.9 
68.~ 

83.6 
83.~ 
78.6 
78.1 
83.4 

83.7 
82.7 
86.5 
99.8 

77.6 
88.~ 
67.5 
67.4 
7~.5 

8~.2 
78.6 
95.J 
98.5 
89.~ 

77.5 
H.6 
77.8 
66.9 
85.7 

83.7 
81.6 
97.~ 
98.0 
56.9 

87.2 
88.6 
83.2 
82.5 

100.0 

16 572 
~ 150 

12 ~58 
12 691 

13 

1 326 
1 285 

41 
~1 

12 181 
6 639 
5 5~2 
2 0~5 
3 ~97 

3 535 
2 220 
1 315 
1 282 

77 

~ 668 
3 682 

988 
803 
188 

~ 930 
3 161 
2 39~ 
2 215 

178 

1 781) 
1 38~ 

396 

~01 

33 28~ 
5 61~ 

27 672 
27 ~28 

~II 

3 138 
2 870 

268 
8~ 
18~ 

75 926 
35 :591 
58 ~40 
35 813 
22 627 

1~ 770 
1~ 536 

23~ 
217 

17 

825 
589 
236 
236 

5.1 
6.9 

.5 

.5 

16.6 
15.9 
17.~ 
9.7 

31.9 

25.9 
21.0 
~2.3 
112.2 
2~.7 

15.1 
15.1 
15.2 
13.4 
31.6 

15.0 
16.1 
12.3 

92.2 

19.9 
6.9 

32.1 
32.2 
13.1 

12.9 
17.5 
3.~ 
1.3 
7.1 

12.8 
10.1 
20.9 
30.5 
13.9 

11.4 
13.0 
1.2 
1.1 
7.2 

11.7 
:1.1. ~ 
12.7 
13.2 

Miscellaneous 

Amount 2 

., 24~ 
3 671 
3 573 
3 792 

60 

376 
253 
123 
~9 
7~ 

7 2~0 
5 805 
1 1135 
1 209 

226 

1~3 
53 
90 

232 

1 011 
1 156 

2 
2 

1~5 
105 
~O 

7 
3~ 

~ 1~5 
3 785 

366 
352 
~2 

"/07 
603 
10~ 

13 
91 

57 651 
5~ 027 

3 62~ 
2 978 

646 

6 ~02 
6 1~0 

262 
179 

83 

77 

77 
77 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
expenditure 

8.6 
9.8 
7.6 
8.0 
6.~ 

9.8 
13.9 
~.5 
5.8 
2.1 

1.0 
.5 

2.9 
7.6 

2.8 
'+.4 

1.2 
1.2 
1.3 

.2 
7.8 

2.9 
3.7 
1.~ 

.2 
:5.5 

9.7 
15.3 
1.3 
2.5 
.~ 

~.9 
5.5 
1.~ 
.9 

35.9 

1.1 

I 
II 
Ii 

II II 

I 
11 

j 

.. 
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Table 48. Detail of corrections total expenditure, by State cmd type of government, 

fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State and type of government 1 

OHIO • • • • , • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

OKLAHOMA 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

OREGON • • • • • • • 
STATE, • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . ~ · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 

PENNSYLVANIA • • • 0 • • • • • 

STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITI~S • • • • • • 

RHODE ISLAND • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

SOUTH CAROLINA • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

SOUTH DAKOTA • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPAL!TIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 

TENNESSEE ••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

TEXAS. • e I • • • • • • • • • 

STATE ••••••••• ~ •• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

UTAH • • • • • • , • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

VERMONT ••••••• 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

VIRGINIA • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL 1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
• • • • II · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . 
If • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 
corrections 
expenditure 

229 155 
160 607 
"9 272 
6~ 554 
20 919 

65 ~10 
58 296 

7 285 
5 2~~ 
2 115 

66 013 
43 289 
23 291 
22 936 

538 

2~9 325 
152 2~7 
126 081 

76 ~51 
50 179 

24 5~t 
24 540 

1 

1 

50 767 
~1 802 

9 039 
a 653 

808 

8 315 
6 261 
2 05~ 
1 825 

295 

82 15~ 
65 869 
23 423 
15 790 

8 318 

191 925 
118 249 

76 959 
70 774 

7 545 

29 071 
23 336 

6 218 
6 227 

108 

8 325 
8 278 

~7 
45 
a 

153 767 
1?2 374 
~6 182 
19 109 
28 ~70 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
just.ice 
system 
direct 

expenditure 

31.1 
52.1 

7.11 
17.5 
3.1 

25.5 
~0.1 
15.11 
25.6 

.9 

23.8 
~0.3 
18.0 
~1.6 
9.7 

27.1 
~6.8 

26.9 
~6.8 
9.1 

15.11 
1.9 

18.7 
29.7 
8.8 

11).8 
2.5 

2L1.8 
5L1.3 
10.8 
17.7 
6.5 

20.8 
42.3 
11.9 
25.8 

2.0 

25.~ 
~II.~ 
10.0 
22.5 

.3 

33.2 
52.2 
19.0 
17.8 
20.7 

Institutions 

167 225 
115 825 
55 625 
~3 663 
16 366 

29 546 
2~ 330 
5 3~~ 
3 755 
1 662 

'19 5~~ 
:52 253 
17 3911 
17 036 

520 

192 326 
132 016 

85 502 
55 969 
30 011 

20 32:> 
20 323 

41 307 
:52 881 

fl 500 
8 115 

808 

6 93~ 
5 019 
1 915 
1 703 

273 

73 506 
52 ~65 
21 0111 
1~ 674 
7 0~7 

145 173 
96 677 
~8 ~96 
~2 559 

6 653 

22 603 
16 892 

6 190 
6 200 

108 

5 ~~7 
5 ~02 

45 
~5 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
expenditure 

73.0 
72.1 
70.2 
67.6 
78,.2 

~5.2 
41.7 
73.~ 
71.6 
78.6 

75.1 
7~.5 
7~.7 
7~.3 
96.7 

77.1 
86.1' 
67.EI 
73.<! 
59.0 

82.B 
82.1~ 

81.~ 
78.7 
911.0 
93.8 

100.0 

83.~ 
80 •. 2 
93.2 
93.3 
92.11 

89.5 
79.7 
89.8 
92.9 
8~.7 

75.6 
81.8 
63.0 
60.1 
88.2 

77.7 
72.~ 
99.6 
99.6 

100.0 

65.~ 
65.3 
95.8 

100.0 

Probation, pardon and 
parole 

Amount 2 

32 553 
15 735 
19 092 
16 55~ 

2 603 

5 168 
3 306 
1 862 
1 ~~~ 

~20 

11 830 
7 300 
~ 99~ 
~ 99~ 

1~ 

~O 795 
15 598 
28 905 
17 527 
11 386 

2 15~ 
2 153 

1 

1 

~ 7q2 
~ ~88 

255 
255 

7 193 
~ 839 
2 35~ 
1 108 
1 ~~6 

3~ 510 
11 ~~6 
21.1 682 
2~ 696 

115 

5 1108 
:; ~08 

1 589 
1 587 

2 

2 

2~ 188 
17 098 

7 090 
3 398 
3 777 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
expenditut"e 

7.9 
5.7 

25.6 
27.5 
19.8 

17.9 
16.9 
21.~ 
21.8 
2.6 

8.8 
6.8 

100.0 

100.0 

9.3 
10.7 
2.8 
2.9 

S.8 
7.3 

10.0 
7.0 

15.0 

18.0 
9.7 

32.1 
34.9 

1.5 

18.6 
23.2 

19.1 
19.2 
4.2 

100.0 

15.7 
1~.0 
15.~ 
17.8 
13.3 

Miscellaneous 

Amount 2 

Percent 
of total 

c(l-rrections 
expenditurr 

29 377 12.8 
29 047 1L.l 
4 555 !S.7 
~ 338 6.7 
1 950 9.3 

)0 696 ~6.9 
30 660 52.6 

79 1.1 
~6 .9 
33 1.6 

~ 639 7.0 
3 736 6.6 

903 ;;;.9 
906 <f.O 

q .7 

16 203 6.5 
4 633 3.0 

11 675 9.3 
2 955 3.9 
8 782 n.5 

II 717 
~ ~33 

28~ 
28~ 

139 

139 
122 

22 

1 ~55 
8 565 

28 
8 

25 

12 2~1 
10 126 

3 780 
3 519 

777 

1 060 
1 036 

28 
28 

1 289 
1 289 

15 113 
14 702 

~23 
36~ 
121' 

1.7 

6.8 
6.7 
7.6 

1.8 
13.0 

.1 

.1 

.3 

15.5 
15.6 

9.8 
12.0 

.9 
1.9 

.4 
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Table 48. Detail of corrections total expenditure, by State and type of government, 

fiscal year 1978-Continued 
(Thousands of dollars) 

Percent Institutions 
Probation, pardon and Miscellaneous 

of total parole 
Total criminal 

State and type of government1 corrections justice Percent Percent Percent 
of total of total expenditure I system Amount" of tota 1 Amount' Amount" 

direct corrections corrections corrections 
expenditure expenditure expenditure expenditure 

WASHINGTON 911 872 28.3 72 31111 76.3 17 9115 18.9 II 583 11.8 · · · · · · · · · · 55.0 56 178 83.11 7 992 11.9 3 16'1 11.7 STATE. · . . · · · · · · · · 67 3311 
62.6 9 953 32.3 1 5110 5.0 LOCAL~ TOTAL 30 770 111.2 19 277 · · · · · · · · 9 5118 32.6 1 880 6.11 COUNTIES 29 289 26.7 17 801 61.0 · . . · · · · · · 22.1 115 1.0 MUNICIPALITIES II 300 3.9 3 3011 76.8 951 · · · · · · 

WEST VIRGINIA. 18 527 19.5 16 080 86.8 1 1169 7.9 978 5.3 · · · · · · · · 11 161 82.0 1 1165 10.8 978 7.2 STATE. · . . · · · · · · · 13 6011 27.2 · 3:1.1 5032 99.9 II .1 - -LOCAL~ TOTAL 5 036 · · · · · · · · 22.5 5 023 99.9 II .1 - -COUNTIES · . · · · · · · · 5 027 
.1 - -MUNICIPALITIES 179 .8 179 99.9 -· · · · · · 

WISCONSIN. 83 587 22.1 59 1193 71.2 12 8511 15.11 11 239 13.11 · · · · · · · · · · 11 3116 18.8 9 910 16.11 STATE. 60 372 51.11 39 116 611.8 
TOYAL · · · · · · · · 20 1172 87.8 1 508 6.5 1 329 5.7 LOCAL~ · · · · · · · · 23 309 8.9 

6.1 1 329 5.8 COUNTIES 23 015 19.7 20 285 88.1 1 1101 · . . · · · · · · MUNICIPAliTIES 11911 • 3 387 78.3 107 21.7 n -· · · · · · 
WYOMING. 18 315 38.9 17 376 911.9 700 3.8 239 1.3 · · · · · · · · · · · 95.3 5113 3.2 239 1.11 STATE. 16 779 611.5 15 997 · . . · · · · · · · · 89.8 157 10.2 - -LOCAL, TOTAl. 1 5111 7.3 1 383 · · · · · · · · 73 5.1 - -COUNTIES 1 1133 13.3 1 360 911.9 · . · · · · · · · 115.5 811 511.5 - -MUNICIPALITIES · · · · · · 1511 1.5 70 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. , t 
1Data for municipalities and the local governments totals which include munl.r.tpal data, are estimates subject to sampling variation, d" a 

for coun*ies (b~roughs, pari~hes) are based on a canvass of all county gov;rnments and therefore are not subject to samPling,variation; see 
text for data limitations. " ," 

"For each State, and the United States summary, the expenditure figures shown on the Lo?al, to~~, line and the combined State-local 
total line (the data shown opposite the names of the individual States) exclude duplicative l.ntel'gu"~L'limental expenditure amounts. This was 
done to avoid the artificial inflation v,hi"h would resul·t if an intergovernmental expenditure amount for one government is tabulated and then 
<:ounted again when the recipient government (s) ultimately expend (5) that amount. ' 

.. 
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Table 49. Detail of corrections direct expenditure, by State and type of government, 

fiscal year 1978 

State and type of government1 

STATES-LOCAL. TOTAL. 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

ALABAMA ••••••• 
STATE. • '. • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

· .... · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . 

ALASKA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••• p •••••••• 

LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

ARIZONA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ARKANSAS • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL " • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

CALIFORNIA • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

· . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . 
· . . . . · .... · . . . . · . . . . 

COLORADO • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL •••••••• 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

CONNECTICUT •••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

DELAWARE • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • , 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

FLORIDA. • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL ••• 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICiPALITIES. 

GEORGIA. • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . · . . · . . . . 
• • • • Ii · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 
corrections 

direct 
expendi ture" 

5 185 537 
3 176 963 
2 008 5711 
1 535 625 

1172 9119 

52 1170 
33 295 
19 175 
16 235 

2 9LiO 

19 071 
16 627 

IlI1Li 

111111 

65 885 
36 173 
29 712 
28 950 

162 

26 577 
20 623 
5 9511 
II 975 

979 

785 767 
338 7611 
11117 003 
1125 555 

21 11119 

63 805 
50 1188 
13 317 

8 016 
5 301 

53 751 
53 6118 

103 

103 

16 11116 
16 11116 

69 835 

69 835 

69 835 

227 8Lil 
166 369 

51 1172 
50 !l.'37 
10 885 

126 165 
91 298 
311 867 
28 9119 
5 918 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 
direct 

expenditure 

211.7 
'Li7.5 
lLi.O 
27.11 

5.11 

22.6 
3Li.8 
111'.1 
30.1 
3.6 

19.9 
26.7 
1.7 

1.8 

23.6 
1111.7 
15.0 
32.2 

.7 

26.9 
119.6 
20.0 
33.1 
2.3 

23.5 
1111.2 
8.5 

19.8 
Li.5 

21.7 
113.1 

.1 

.1 

32.11 

26.2 
52.7 
11.1 
17.3 
4.2 

Institutions 

Amount 

111111 

117 7Li5 
30 9116 
16 799 
16 1136 

362 

23 559 
18 907 
II 652 
3 816 

836 

5Li6 609 
273 31' 
273 296 
258 651 

111 6Li5 

50 850 
38 1190 
12 360 
7 559 
II 801 

37 276 
37 276 

10 1101 
10 1101 

115 1119 

115 1119 

115 Li19 

173 795 
117 251 
56 51111 
116 656 I 
9 888 

87 110 
58 610 
28 500 
23 1190 I 
5 010 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
direct 

expenditure 

75.3 
77.5 
72.0 
70.'1 
77.2 

72.9 
73.8 
71.11 
67.1 
95.0 

81.8 
81.11 

100.0 

100.0 

72.5 
85.5 
56.5 
56.8 
117.6 

88.6 
91.7 
78.1 
76.7 
85.11 

69.6 
80.7 
61.1 
60.8 
68.3 

65.0 

65.0 

65.0 

76.3 
70.5 
92.0 
92.2 
90.8 

69.0 
611.2 
81.7 
81.1 
811.7 

Probation, pardon 
and parole 

Amount 

8Li6 0112 
353 030 
Li93 012 
Lil1 512 
81 500 

8 6i:>1 
5 788 
2813 
2 669 

11111 

2 1117 
2 Li17 

15 11115 
3 200 

12 2115 
12 125 

121 

2 022 
769 

1 253 
1 110 

1113 

207 1197 
113 91H 

163 556 
157 052 

6 501-1 

9 851(, 
9 7116 

108 
58 
119 

9 571 
9 526 

115 

115 

1 1133 
1 1133 

111 099 

111 099 

111 099 

16 788 
111 937 

1 851 
1 151 

700 

20 720 
111 1109 
6311 
5 1130 

881 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
direct 

expenditure 

16.3 
11.1 
2Li.5 
26.8 
17.2 

16.11 
17.11 
111.7 
16.11 
11.9 

12.7 
13.0 

23.11 
8.8 

111.2 
111.9 
15.9 

7.6 
3.7 

21.0 
22.3 
111.6 

26.Li 
13.0 
36.6 
36.9 
30.3 

15.11 
19.3 

.8 

.7 

.9 

17.8 
17.8 
'13.6 

8.7 
8.7 

20.2 

20.2 

20.2 

7.11 
9.0 
3.0 
2.3 
6.11 

16.11 
15.8 
18.1 
18.8 
111.9 

Miscellaneous 

Amount 

1133 557 
363 322 

70 235 
113 719 
26 51.5 

5 626 
2 9116 
2 680 
2 676 

3 

1 0117 
1 0117 

2 695 
2 027 

668 
389 
279 

997 
9117 

50 
119 

1 

31 661 
21 510 
10 151 

9 852 
300 

3 101 
2 252 

8119 
398 
1151 

6 9011 
6 8116 

58 

58 

II 612 
II 612 

10 317 

10 317 

10 317 

37 258 
311 181 
3077 
2 780 

297 

18 335 
18 279 

56 
29 
27 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
direct 

expenditure 

8.11 
11.11 
3.5 
2.8 
5.6 

10.7 
8.8 

111.0 
16.5 

.1 

11.1 
!i.6 
2.2 
1.3 

36.6 

3.8 
11.6 

.8 
1.0 

.1 

12.8 
12.8 
56.11 

111.8 

16.11 
20.5 
5.0 
5.5 
2.7 

111.5 
20.0 

.2 

.1 

.5 
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Table 49. Detail of corrections direct expenditure, by State and type of government, 

fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State and type of government1 

HAWAII •••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

IDAHO. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••• , , ••• , 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ILLINOIS • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE, , • • • • , • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

INDIANA •••••••••••• 
STATE •••••• , ••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

IOWA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

KANSAS • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

KENTUCKY • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • , • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

LOUISIANA. • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

MAINE. 3 • • • • • • • • • • • 

STATE ••••• e, •• e ••• 

LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MARYLAND • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MASSACHUSETTS. • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES ••••.••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MICHIGAN • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • , 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • '. I 
MUNICIPALITIES ••••• 

See footnotes nt end of table. 

Total 
corrections 

direct 2 

expendi ture 

23 320 
22 1117 

1 173 
1 173 

11 791 
9 6115 
2 1'16 
2 103 

113 

220 072 
127 708 
92 361! 
91 292 

1 072 

76 6113 
53 279 
23 3611 
15 100 

8 2611 

112 1128 
28 082 
1'1 3116 
13 720 

626 

113 912 
311 5311 

9 378 
8 855 

523 

55 571 
36 962 
18 609 
16 003 

2 606 

86 863 
57 181 
29 682 
16 567 
13 115 

13 11111 
10 6'i'1l 

2 720 
2 689 

31 

152 225 
125 1166 

26 759 
15 707 
11 052 

130 6116 
83 1126 
117 220 
35 726 
11 11911 

2119 900 
1111 7117 
108 153 

911 877 
13 276 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 
direct 

expenditure 

18.2 
35.8 
5.7 

10.0 
.3 

19.0 
116.8 
10.11 
28,9 

.2 

211.0 
117.0 
11.3 
21.6 
6.1 

23.11 
111.7 
12.5 
211.0 
1.1 

26.3 
50.2 
9.6 

20.1 
1.0 

23.7 
31.9 
15.7 
30.2 

11.0 

25.7 
116.1 
13.9 
16.11 
l:1.6 

22.6 
311.7 
9.5 

311.3 
.2 

32.5 
57.8 
10.7 
11.2 
9.9 

22.0 
~3.0 
10.8 
35.5 

3.11 

25.1 
51.1 
15.1 
33.1 
3.1 

Institutions 

Amount 

111 0111 
13 2115 

769 
769 

8 1131 
6 623 
1 808 
1 765 

113 

158 8811 
86 9113 
71 9111 
71 823 

118 

65 620 
119 027 
16 593 
10 921 
5 672 

33 5Lf5 
26 073 

7 1172 
7 187 

2811 

110 020 
32 112 

7 908 
7 533 

375 

118 330 
32 278 
16 052 
13 592 

2 1160 

69 1191 
112 729 
26 76::! 
15 1119 
11 613 

11 721 
9 035 
2 686 
2 655 

31 

111 671 
a5 389 
26 282 
1.'3 325 
10 957 

95 359 
70 3511 
25 005 
17 800 

7 205 

207 922 
123 1112 

811 510 
H 6611 

9 846 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
direct 

~l'l'endi ture 

60.1 
59.8 
65.6 
65.6 

71.5 
68.7 
811.3 
83.9 

100.0 

'72.2 
68.1 
77.9 
78.7 
11.0 

85.6 
92.0 
71.0 
72.3 
68.6 

79.1 
92.8 
52.1 
52.11 
115.11 

91.1 
93.0 
811.3 
85.1 
71.7 

87.0 
87.3 
86.3 
811.9 
911.11 

80.0 
711.7 
90.2 
91.11 
88.5 

87.11 
811.5 
98.8 
98.7 

100.0 

73.11 
68.1 
98.2 
97.6 
99.1 

73.0 
811.3 
53.0 
119.8 
62.7 

83.2 
87.1 
78.1 
78.7 
711.2 

Probation, pardon 
and parole 

Amoupt 

3 126 
3 126 

2 839 
2 501 

338 
338 

33 2118 
13 981 
19 267 
19 258 

9 

8 71111 
2 223 
6 521 
II 053 
2 1168 

7 096 
863 

6 233 
5 958 

275 

2 750 
1 365 
1 385 
1 252 

133 

II 805 
3 8111 

991 
907 

83 

13 1117 
10 728 

2 1119 
1 121 
1 299 

1 022 
1 022 

23 511 
23 128 

383 
383 

28 1119 
6 127 

22 022 
17 919 

II 103 

31 883 
11 323 
20 560 
17 815 

2 71111 

Pel'cent 
of total 

corrections 
direct 

expenditure 

211.1 
25.9 
15.7 
16.1 

15.1 
10.9 
20.9 
21.1 

• 9 

11.11 
11.2 

27.9 
26.8 
29.9 

16.7 
3.1 

113.11 
113.11 
113.9 

8.6 
10.3 
5.3 
5.7 
3.2 

15.1 
18.8 
8.2 
6.8 
9.9 

7.6 
9.6 

21.5 
7.3 

116.6 
50.2 
35.7 

12.8 
8.0 

19.0 
18.8 
20.7 

Miscellaneous 

Amount 

6 180 
5 776 

11011 
11011 

521 
521 

27 939 
26 7811 

1 155 
211 
91111 

2 279 
2 029 

250 
126 
1211 

1 788 
1 1116 

6112 
575 

67 

1 1111 
1 057 

811 
70 
15 

2 1136 
870 

1 566 
1 5011 

62 

II 2211 
3 7211 

500 
297 
203 

671 
637 

311 
311 

17 01111 
16 9119 

95 

95 

7 138 
6 9115 

193 
7 

186 

10 095 
7 012 
3 083 
2 397 

685 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
direct 

e/<penditure 

12.7 
21.0 
1.3 

.2 
88.1 

3.0 
3.8 
101 

.8 
1.5 

2.6 
3.1 

.9 

.8 
2.8 

5.0 
6.0 
1.2 
1.3 

.9 

5.5 
8.3 

.11 

1.6 

11.0 
11.9 
2.9 
2.5 
5.2 

II 
I' 

I 
I 
i 
I 
II 
'I 

II 
I' 
ri 

II 
I 

II 

II 

I 

c 
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Table 49. Detail of corrections direct expenditure, by State and type of government, 

fiscal year 1978-ContinuE~d 
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State and type of government 1 

MINNESOTA ••••••••••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MISSISSIPPI ••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

MISSOURI • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALiTIES • 

MONTANA ••••••• 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NEBRASKA • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NEVADA • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NEW JERSEy • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NEW MEXICO • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NEW YORK • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NORTH CAROLINA • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NORTH DAKOTA • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
· ~ . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
• • • t' • 

· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . .. · . . . . · . . . . · .... · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · .... 
• • II • • · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . 
• II • • • · . . . . · . . . . 
• f,I • • • 

· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
• • 9 • • · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 
corrections 

direct 
expendi ture2 

811 081 
37 378 
116 703 
116 139 

5611 

26 198 
17 6112 

8 556 
7 502 
1 0511 

73 51111 
111 730 
31 8111 
20 888 
10 926 

13 656 
10 5117 
3 109 
2 8118 

261 

30 8110 
211 31.12 

6 1198 
5 951 

5117 

36 117 
211 939 
11 178 
10 117 

1 062 

11 8311 
8 615 
3 219 
2 790 

1129 

167 1115 
81 009 
86 136 
85 8311 

302 

211 307 
16 367 
7 9110 
5 11611 
2 1177 

592 621 
322 182 
270 1139 
111 905 
158 5311 

129 699 
110 3911 

19 305 
19 086 

219 

7 028 
5 166 
1 862 
1 7611 

98 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 
direct 

expenditure 

27.3 
116.1 
20.5 
36.2 

.6 

22.5 
36.0 
12.7 
23.11 
3.0 

20.11 
112.8 
12.1 
26.3 
5.9 

211.11 
119.3 
9.0 

111.2 
1.8 

28.9 
53.1 
10.7 
22.8 
1.6 

33.0 
68.2 
15.11 
18.9 
5.5 

20.7 
110.3 
9.0 

35.11 
1.5 

20.2 
110.5 
13.8 
111.9 

.1 

23.11 
30.7 
15.7 
33.9 
7.2 

20.3 
39.8 
12.8 
25.5 

9.11 

32.9 
51.7 
to.7 
25.2 

.2 

20.0 
39.9 

8.11 
16.9 

.8 

InstitUtions 

Amount 

60 265 
29 557 
30 708 
30 217 

1191 

211 1196 
16 1011 

8 392 
7 1112 

980 

511 123 
29 286 
211 837 
17 6311 

7 203 

9 978 
8 2711 
1 7011 
1 521 

1811 

17 799 
12 308 
5 1191 
5 132 

359 

30 177 
21 3911 

8 783 
7 900 

883 

9 909 
7 126 
2 783 
2 783 

129 716 
71 610 
58 106 
57 856 

251 

20 1162 
12 8911 
7 568 
5 367 
2 201 

1159 0112 
250 579 
208 1163 

73 202 
135 261 

108 52? 
89 718 
18 609 
18 690 

119 

6 127 
II 577 
1 550 
1 1152 

98 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
direct 

expend i ture 

71.7 
79.1 
65.8 
65.5 
87.0 

93.5 
91.3 
98.1 
98.8 
92.9 

73.6 
70.2 
78.1 
811.11 
65.9 

73.1 
78.~ 
511.8 
53.11 
70.11 

57.7 
50.6 
811.5 
86.2 
65.7 

83.6 
85.8 
78.6 
78.1 
83.2 

83.7 
82.7 
86.5 
99.8 

77.6 
88.11 
67.5 
67.11 
82.9 

811.2 
78.8 
95.3 
98.2 
88.9 

77.5 
77.8 
77.1 
65.1t 
85.3 

83.7 
81.3 
97.11 
97.9 
511.11 

87.2 
88.6 
83.2 
82.3 

100.0 

Probation, pardon 
and parole 

Amount 

16 572 
II 150 

12 1122 
12 1109 

13 

1 326 
1 285 

111 
111 

l' 181 
(, 639 
5 5112 
2 0115 
3 1197 

3 535 
2 220 
1 315 
1 237 

77 

II 668 
3 682 

986 
798 
188 

II 930 
2 536 
2 3911 
2 215 

178 

1 780 
1 3811 

396 

396 

33 2811 
5 6111 

27 670 
27 626 

1111 

3 138 
2 870 

268 
811 

1811 

75 928 
17 576 
58 352 
35 725 
22 627 

111 770 
111 536 

2311 
217 

17 

825 
589 
236 
236 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
direct 

expenditure 

i9.7 
11.1 
26.6 
26.9 
2.3 

5.1 
7.3 

.5 

.5 

16.6 
15.9 
17.11 
9.8 

32.0 

25.9 
21.0 
112.3 
113.11 
29.6 

13.6 
10.2 
21.11 
21.9 
16.8 

15.0 
16.1 
12.3 

92.1 

19.9 
6.9 

32.1 
32.2 
111.6 

12.9 
17.5 

3.11 
1.5 
7.11 

12.8 
5.5 

21.6 
31.9 
111.3 

11.11 
13.2 
1.2 
1.1 
7.6 

Miscellaneous 

Amount 

7 21111 
3 671 
3 573 
3513 

60 

376 
253 
123 

119 
711 

7 2110 
5 805 
1 1135 
1 209 

226 

1113 
53 
90 
90 

8 3'/3 
8 352 

21 
21 

1 011 
1 009 

2 
2 

1115 
105 

110 
7 

311 

II 1115 
3 785 

360 
352 

8 

707 
603 
1011 

13 
91 

57 651 
511 027 

3 6211 
2 978 

6116 

6 1102 
6 1110 

262 
179 

83 

77 

77 
77 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
direct 

expenditure 

8.6 
9.8 
7.7 
7.6 

10.7 

1.11 
1.11 
1.11 

.6 
7.1 

9.8 
13.9 

1f.5 
!S.8 
2.1 

1.0 
.5 

2.9 
3.2 

2701 
311.3 

.3 

.3 

2.8 
11.0 

1.2 
1.2 
1.3 

.2 
7.9 

11.9 
5.6 
1.11 

.9 
38.0 

101 
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Table 49. Detail of corrections direct expenditure, by State and type of government, 

fiscal year 197~Continued 

state and type of government1 

Total 
corrections 

direct 
expenditure' 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 
direct 

expenditur<! 

Institutions Probation, pardon 
and parole Miscellaneous 

Percent Percent Pern~nt 

of total of total of total 
Amount corrections AmoWlt corrections Amount corrections 

direct direct direct 
expenditure expenditure expenditure 

__ -==--=~~~~-=~~-=~~~--______ ~ _________ 1~======= __ ,. --------~r---------~--------~--------~--------
OHIO • • • • • • • • 

STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

OKLAHOMA 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

OREGON • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

PENNSYLVANIA • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . 

· . . . . 
· . . . . 
o • • • • · . . . . 

RHODE ISLAND • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINA • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

SOUTH DAKOTA • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPA~ITIES • 

TENNESSEE •••••• 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

TEXAS. • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

UTAH • • 0 • • • • • 

STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

VERMONT. • • .'. • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

VIRGINIA • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTI£S • • • • 
MUNICIP~~ITIES • 

· . . . . 
II •••• 

• • • e , 

· . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . 
• • • &\ • 

· . . . . · . . . . 
See footnotes at end of table. 

229 155 
1119 889 

79 266 
59 712 
19 5511 

65 1110 
58 1511 

7 256 
5 215 
2 0111 

66 013 
112 787 
23 226 
22 885 

3111 

2119 325 
129 329 
119 996 

72 158 
117 838 

211 5111 
211 5110 

1 

1 

50 767 
111 728 

9 039 
8 11116 

593 

8 315 
6 261 
2 0511 
1 782 

272 

82 1511 
58 731 
23 1123 
15 663 
7 760 

191 925 
1111 992 

76 933 
70 1117 

6 516 

29 071 
22 857 

6 2111 
6 171 

113 

8 325 
8 278 

117 
115 

2 

153 767 
107 618 

116 1119 
18 162 
27 987 

26.0 
63.0 
12.3 
22.0 
5.2 

32.3 
53.9 
7.7 

20.3 
3.0 

26.5 
113.5 
15.11 
25.a 

.6 • 

25.1 
112.5 
17.11 
110.2 

9.11 

27.9 
119.3 

27.8 
119.6 
9.2 

15.3 
1.11 

20.1 
31.5 
9.5 

17.9 
2.3 

25.11 
511.6 
10.8 
17.7 
6.1 

21.7 
117.8 
11.9 
25.8 
1.8 

26.6 
118.2 
10.1 
22.3 ; 

.1 

36.3 
57.8 
19.11 
17.11 
21.0 

167 225 
111 602 

55 623 
110 538 
15 085 

29 5116 
211 231 

5 315 
:3 725 
1 589 

119 51111 
32 215 
17 329 
16 988 

3111 

192 326 
112 718 

79 608 
51 939 
27 670 

20 323 
20 323 

111 307 
32 807 

8 500 
7 907 

593 

6 9311 
5 019 
1 915 
1 665 

250 

73 506 
52 1165 
21 0111 
111 5117 
6 11911 

1115 173 
96 677 
118 1196 
112 3117 

6 1119 

22 603, 
16 1113 
6 190 
6 1117 

113 

5 11117 
5 1102 

115 
115 

114 1167 
75 829 
38 638 
111 5117 
211 091 

73.0 
711,,5 
70.2 
6'7.9 
77.1 

115.2 
111.7 
73.2 
71.11 
77.9 

75.1 
75.3 
711.6 
H.2 

100.0 

77.1 
87.? I 
66.3 
72.0 
57.8 

82.8 
132.8 

81.11 
78.6 
911.0 
93.6 

100.0 

83.11 
80.2 
93.2 
93.5 
91.8 

B9.~ 
89,) 
89.8 
92.9 
B).7 

75.6 
BII.1 
63.0 
60.1 
911.11 

77.7 
71.8 
99.6 
99.6 

100.0 

65.11 
65.3 
95.8 

100.0 

711.11 
70.5 
B3.7 
BO.l 
86.1 

32 553 
13 1165 
19 088 
16 5511 

2 535 

5 168 
3 306 
1 862 
1 111111 

1118 

11 830 
6 836 
II 9911 
II 9911 

110 795 
11 978 
28 B17 
17 1131 
11 386 

2 1511 
2 153 

1 

1 

II H2 
II 1188 

2511 
2511 

1 2112 
1 2112 

7 19:­
II 839 
2 3511 
1 108 
1 2116 

311 510 
9 836 

211 6711 
211 569 

105 

5 1108 I 

5 1108 

1 589 
1 587 

2 

2 

211 188 
17 098 

7 090 
3313 
3 777 

111.2 
9.0 

211.1 
27.7 
13.0 

7.9 
5.7 

25.7 
27.7 
20.5 

17.9 
16.0 
21.5 
21.8 

16.11 
9.3 

211.0 
211.2 
23.8 

8.8 
S.8 

100.0 

100.0 

9.3 
10.8 
2.8 
3.0 

111.9 
19.8 

8.8 
8.2 

10.0 
7.1 

16.1 

18.0 
13.6 

32.1 
311.9 
1.6 

18.6 
23.7 

19.1 
19.2 

11.2 

100.0 

15.7 
15.9 
15.11 
18.2 
13.5 

29 377 
211 822 

II 555 
2 621 
1 9311 

30 696 
30 617 

79 
116 
33 

II 639 
:5 7J6 

903 
903 

16 203 
II 633 

11 570 
2 788 
8 782 

20611 
2 064 

II 717 
1(. 1133 

2811 
2811 

139 

139 
117 

22 

1 1155 
1 1127 

28 
8 

20 

12 2111 
8 1179 
3 762 
::; 501 

261 

1 060 
1 036 

211 
211 

1 289 
1 289 

15 113 
111 691 

1122 
302 
120 

116.9 
52.6 
1.1 

.9 
1.6 

6.5 
3.6 
9.6 
3.9 

18.11 

8.4 
8.11 

1.7 

6.8 
6.5 
8.2 

1.8 
2.11 

01 
.1 
.3 

15.5 
1!).6 

9.8 
13.7 

.9 
1.7 

.4 

" 
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Table 49. Detail of corrections direct expenditure, by State and type of government, 

fiscal year 1978-Continued 

1 
State and type of government 

WASHINGTON • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNT1ES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

WEST VIRGINIA. • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

WISCONSIN. • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

WYOMING ••••••• 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . 

· .. 
e , • • • 

· . . . . 
· . . . . 
· . . . . 

Total 
corrections 

direct 2 

expenditure 

911 872 
611 L63 
30 709 
28 1106 

2 302 

18 527 
13 6011 

II 923· 
II 907 

16 

83 587 
60 3110 
23 2117 
22 863 

3811 

18 315 
16 779 
1 536 
1 1129 

108 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Fercent 
of total 
oriminal 
justice 
system 
direct 

expendi ture 

29.2 
56.3 
111.5 
26.3 
2.2 

19.8 
28.1 
10.9 
22.2 

.1 

22.8 
56.3 
9.0 

19.9 
.3 

39.5 
66.2 
7.3 

13.3 
1.1 

Institutions Probation, pardon 
and parole Miscellaneous 

r------,r-----~-------_.------_r--~--~------. 

Amount 

72 31111 
53 103 
19 2111 
17 761 

1 1180 

16 080 
11 161 
II 919 
II .903 

16 

59 1193 
39 0811 
20 lf09 
20 133 

276 

17 376 
15 997 

1 379 
1 355 

211 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
direct 

expenditure 

Amount 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
direct 

expenditure 

Amount 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
direot 

expenditure 
-'---r------~------~------~----~ 
76.3 
82.8 
62.7 
62.5 
611.3 

86.8 
82.0 
99.9 
99.9 

100.0 

71.2 
611.8 
87.8 
88.1 
72.0 

911.9 
95.3 
89.8 
911.9 
21.9 

17 9115 
7 992 
9 953 
9 136 

817 

1 1169 
1 1165 

II 
II 

12 8511 
11 3116 

1 508 
1 1101 

107 

700 
5113 
157 

73 
811 

18.9 
12.5 
32.L! 
32.2 
35.5 

7.9 
10.8 

.1 

.1 

15.11 
18.8 
6.5 
6.;1. 

28.0 

3.8 
3.2 

10.2 
5.1 

78.1 

II 583 
3 068 
1 515 
1 509 

5 

978 
978 

11 239 
9 910 
1 329 
1 329 

239 
239 

13.11 
16.q 
5.7 
5.8 

1.3 
1.11 

lData for muniCipalities, and the local governments totals w' .ch include municipal data, are estimates s~~ject to sampling variation; data 
for counties (boroughs, parishes) are based on a canvass of all county governments Bnd therefore are not subject to sampling variation' see 
text for data limitations. ' 

.... 
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Table 50. Correctional institution eltpenditure by char'acter and object, by State and type of 

government, fiscal }lear 1978 

state and type of government 1 

STATES-LOCAL~ TOTAL. 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

ALABAMA •••••••••••• 
STATE ••••••••••• G 

LOCAL~ TOTAL , • • • • , • • 
COUNTIES , • • • • , • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ALASKA • • t. • • • • • • • • • 

STATE. • • • • • • • • ," • • 
LOCAL I TOTAL • , • • • , , • 

COUNTIES • • • • , • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ARIZONA •••••••••• , • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • , • • • • 

COUNTIES • , • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES , • • • • • 

ARKANSAS • • • • • , • , • • , 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • , • • , 

COUNTIES • • , • • , • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • , 

CALIFORNIA , • • • • • • • • • 
STATEa , •••• , ••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • , • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • , , • • • 

COLORADO • • • • • • , • • • • 
STATE. ~ ~ • • • e , • • • • 

LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • , • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • , • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • , • 

CONNECTICUT •••••••••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOT~L ••• , , • , • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • , • , 

DELAWARE • • • • • • • • , • • 
STATE. • • • • , • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • , • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA • • , • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • , , • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

FLORIDA •••••••• , ••• 
STATE. • • • , • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES , • • • • • 

GEORGIA, ••••••• , , , • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TeTAL • • • • , • • , 

COUNTIES • • • • , , • • , 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • , • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

(Thousands o'f dollars) 

Direct expenditure IntergovernmentaL 
I-------..:;.:.::..:::..=-::.::.:..~---r------_j expenditure 

3 905 938 
2 536 096 
1 lI66 777 
1 U5 78L1 

381 616 

38 2113 
24 561 
13 704 
10 943 

3 183 

15 607 
15 706 

705 

705 

47 7L15 
30 9'16 
16 96l 
16 598 

92'1 

23 559 
19 777 

4 660 
3 8L13 

976 

546 609 
277 19L1 
274 719 
261 '123 

15 236 

50 850 
38 '190 
12 387 

7 559 
It 821 

37 276 
3'r 276 

10 '101 
10 '101 

'15 1t19 

'15 '119 

'15 '119 

173 795 
117 251 

56 544 
'16 738 

9 957 

87 110 
61 949 
28 513 
23 570 

5 32'1 

Total" 

3 905 938 
2 '160 611 
1 L1'15 327 
1 080 393 

36L1 93'1 

38 243 
2L1 561 
13 682 
10.889 

2 793 

15 607 
15 163 

L1L1'1 

'1'1'1 

'17 7'15 
30 9'16 
16 799 
16 '136 

362 

23 559 
18 907 

'I 652 
3 816 

836 

5'16 609 
273 313 
273 296 
258 651 

1'1 6'15 

50 850 
38 '190 
12 360 

7 559 
'I 801 

37 276 
37 276 

10 '101 
10 '101 

'15 '119 

ItS L119 

'15 '119 

17J 795 
117 251 

56 5'111 
LI6 656 

9 888 

87 110 
58 610 
28 500 
23 490 

5 010 

Direct current· 

3 501 088 
2 2L10 09'1 
1 260 99L1 

912 235 
3L18 75S 

36 728 
2'1 527 
12 201 

9 '128 
2 77'1 

15 2711 
1L1 830 

IIL1L1 

11'111 

37 973 
22 0'16 
15 927 
15 569 

358 

20 602 
16 388 
'121'1 
3 380 

83'1 

511 353 
260 661 
250 692 
236 155 

1'1 5;n 

'16 65'1 
35 326 
11 328 
6 5'19 
'I 779 

35 681 
35 681 

6 535 
8 535 

'1'1 892 

'1'1 892 

'1'1 892 

135 503 
87 877 
'17 626 
37 847 

9 779 

78 685 
53 609 
25 0"l6 
20 357 

'I 719 

Capital outlay 

'1011 850 
220 5~7 
18'1 333 
168 158 

16 176 

1 515 
311 

1 '181 
1 L162 

19 

3:33 
3:33 

9772 
8 900 

872 
867 

4 

2 957 
2 519 

'138 
'136 

2 

35 256 
12 652 
22 60'1 
22 496 

108 

'I 196 
3 16'1 
1 032 
1 010 

22 

1 595 
1 595 

1 866 
1 866 

527 

527 

527 

38·293 
29 37'1 

8 919 
8 809 

110 

8 !+25 
5 001 
3 '12'1 
3 133 

292 

127 558 
75 '185 
52 073 
35 391 
16 682 

'1'1'1 

'1'111 
53 

391 

8011 
5'13 
261 

261 

7211 

72'1 
162 
562 

1 037 
670 
167 

27 
1'10 

7 2'111 
J 881 
3 363 
2 772 

591 

27 

27 
8 

20 

151 

151 
82 
69 

3 733 
J J39 

J9'1 
80 

Jl'1 

.. 
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Table 50. Correctional institution expenditure by character and object, by State and type of 
government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State and type of government1 

HAWAII •••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • , • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

IDAHO. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • , • • , • 

COUNTIES • • , • , • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • , • • • , 

ILLINOIS • , • • , • , • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • , • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • , • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • , • , , • 

INDIANA. • • • • • • • , • • , 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • , • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • , • v • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES • , , • , • 

IOWA • • • • • • • • • • • 0 • 

STATE •••••••••• ~ • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • , • • , • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • , • • • • 

KANSAS • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••• , •••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • , • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • , • , , • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • , • • 

KENTUCKY • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • , , , • 

COUNTIES • , • • , , , • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • 

· . . 
· . , 

LOUISIANA, • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • , • • • , 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • , • 
MUNICIPALITIES • , • • • • 

MAINE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •• ~ ••••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • , • • • • • , 

COUNTIES • • • • • , • • , 
MUNICIPALITIES , • • • • , 

MARYLAND • , • • • , • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTA~ • • , • • • • , 

COUNTIES • • • , • • • , • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • , • • • 

MASSACHUSETTS, • • • • , 
STATE. • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • , , 

. . MICHIGAN • • • • • • , • 
STATE. • • • , • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . · . , 

See footnotes at end of table. 

(Thousands of dollars) 

I-______ --r-D_i_re_c_t_e_xp_e_nd_i_t_ur_e-,-______ -I Intergovernmental 
expenditure 

1'1 014 
13 2'15 

769 
769 .-

8 431 
6 623 , 
1 808 
1 779 

136 

158 884 
86 943 
71 941 
71 931 

210 

65 620 
49 027 
17 383 
11 7'12 

5 672 

33 545 
26 073 

7 815 
7 825 

327 

L10 020 
32 112 

7 908 
7 59'1 

602 

L18 330 
38 291 
16 055 
13 606 

2 735 

69 491 
43 791 
26 762 
15 1'19 
11 793 

11 721 
9 035 
2 694 
2 883 

1'1'1 

111 671 
86 972 
26 282 
15 392 
10 957 

95 359 
70 354 
25 006 
17 8'10 

7 336 

207 922 
124 436 

87 100 
88 050 
10 592 

Total" 

1'1 01'1 
13 2L15 

769 
769 

8 L131 
6 623 
1 808 
1 765 

L13 

158 86L1 
86 9'13 
71 9'1~ 
71 823 

118 

65 620 
119 027 
16 593 
10 921 
5672 

33 5L15 
26 073 

7 L172 
7 187 

28'1 

L10 020 
32 112 

7 908 
7 533 

375 

L18 330 
32 278 
16 052 
13 592 

2 L160 

69 L191 
'12 729 
26 762 
15 lL19 
11 613 

11 721 
9 035 
2 686 
2 655 

31 

111 671 
85 389 
26 282 
15 325 
10 957 

95 359 
70 354 
25 005 
17 800 

7 205 

207 922 
123 L112 

8L1 510 
74 66'1 

9 8'16 

Direct current 

9 '156 I 
8 687 

769 
769 

7 937 
6 166 
1 771 
1 730 

'11 

128 139 
85 655 
'12 '18'1 
'12 368 

116 

5'1 '161 
38 278 
16 183 
10 560 

5 623 

31 352 
2'1 655 

6 697 
6 '113 

28'1 

36 179 
29 058 

7 121 
6 7'19 

372 

'12 079 
27 25'1 
1'1 825 
12 370 

2 '155 

6'1 '165 
'11 856 
22 609 
11 135 
11 '17'1 

11 079 
8 737 
2 3'12 
2 310 

31 

101 658 
79 292 
22 366 
11 52'1 
10 8'12 

92 7'15 
66 623 
2'1 122 
17 116 

7 006 

177 876 
108 0'17 

69 829 
62 003 

7 826 

Capital outlay 

LI 558 
LI 558 

'19'1 
'157 

37 
35 

2 

30 ?q5 
1 288 

29 '157 
29 '155 

2 

11 159 
10 7'1~ 

'110 
361 

'19 

2 193 
1 '118 

775 
775 

3 8'11 
3 05'1 

787 
78L1 

3 

6 251 
5 02'1 
1 227 
1 222 

6 

5 026 
873 

'I 153 
'I 01L1 

139 

6'12 
298 
3'1L1 
3'1'1 

10 013 
6 097 
3 916 
3 801 

115 

261'1 
1 731 

883 
68'1 
200 

30 0'16 
15 365 
1'1 681 
12 661 

2 020 

106 

106 
1'1 
93 

200 

200 
108 

92 

820 
~ 

820 
820 

681 

681 
638 

'13 

288 

288 
61 

227 

6 302 
6013 

289 
1'1 

275 

1 2'12 
1 062 

180 

180 

J'Il 

J'Il 
228 
112 

1 650 
1 583 

67 
67 

171 

171 
40 

130 

15 156 
1 02'1 

1'1 132 
1J 386 

7'16 
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Table 50. Correctional institution expenditure by character and object, by State and type of 
government, fiscal yea.' 1978-Continued 

State and type of government 1 

MINNESOTA ••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MISSISSIPPI •••••••••• 
STATE. • • 0 • • • • • • • • 

LOCAL I TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MISSOURI • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MONTANA •••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEBRASKA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • , • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

NEVADA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTlES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL 1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW JERSEY • • • • • • • , • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL 1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW MEXICO • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL I TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

. . . 

NEW YORK • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL •.••••••• 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NORTH CAROLINA • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NORTH DAKOTA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • & • • • • • • 

LOCALI TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

(Thousands of dollars) 

1-______ -,-_Di_r_ec_t_8X-=...Pe_n_d_i t_u_re-,-______ -J Intergovernmental 
expenditure 

60 265 
29 557 
31 215 
:50 9115 

872 

24 496 
16 976 

8 392 
7 575 
! 112 

54 123 
29 286 
24 926 
17 770 

7 2116 

9 978 
8 302 
1 704 
1 525 

2:56 

17 799 
1,2.308 

5 1191 
5 168 

1107 

30 177 
21 698 

8 783 
7 906 

895 

9 909 
7 126 
2 783 
2 791 

129 716 
71 610 
58 106 
57 856 

251 

20 462 
12 891.1 

7 568 
6 227 
2 :5211 

459 042 
262 715 
217 453 

78 5:511 
139 000 

108 527 
91 485 
18 810 
19 179 

1:52 

6 127 
11577 
1 550 
1 11711 

133 

60 265 
29 557 
30 708 
30 217 

1191 

211 1196 
16 1011 
8 392 
7 1112 

980 

51!· 123 
29 286 
211 837 
17 6311 

7 203 

9 978 
8 2711 
1 7011 
1 521 

1811 

17 799 
12 308 
5 1191 
5 132 

:559 

30 177 
21 :5911 

8 783 
7 900 

883 

9 909 
7 126 
2 783 
2 783 

129 716 
71 610 
58 106 
57 856 

251 

20 1162 
12 8911 
7 568 
5 :567 
2 201 

1159 0112 
250 579 
208 1163 

73 202 
135 261 

108 527 
89 718 
18 809 
18 690 

119 

6 127 
II 577 
1 550 
1 1152 

98 

Direct current 

119 992 
29 557 
20 1135 
20 028 

1107 

20 6211 
111 897 
5 727 
II 753 

9711 

115 1311 
26 792 
18 3112 
11 110:5 

6 939 

9 889 
8 2113 
1 6116 
1 1170 

176 

17 6611 
12 228 
5 1136 
5 080 

355 

20 309 
11 732 

8 577 
7 712 

865 

9 080 
6 398 
2 682 
2 682 

116 1190 
66 869 
119 621 
49 1103 

218 

11 898 
8 251 
:5 6117 
1 11116 
2 200 

1138 11111 
235 817 
202 597 

69 3911 
133 203 

100 079 
86 6111 
13 1165 
1:5 3116 

119 

5 168 
II 121 
1 0117 

9118 
98 

Capital outlay 

10 27:5 

10 273 
10 189 

811 

3872 
1 207 
2 665 
2 660 

5 

8 989 
2 11911 
6 495 
6 231 

2611 

89 
31 
58 
51 

7 

136 
80 
56 
52 

II 

9 866 
9 662 

206 
188 

18 

829 
728 
101 
101 

1:5 226 
II 7111 
8 1185 
8 1153 

:52 

8 5611 
II 6113 
:5 921 
:; 920 

1 

20 628 
111 762 
5 866 
:5 808 
2 058 

8 11118 
:; 1011 
5 31111 
5 31111 

959 
1156 
503 
503 

1 109 

1 109 
728 
381 

1 168 
872 
296 
163 
1:52 

180 

180 
136 

1111 

84 
28 
56 
II 

52 

811 

811 
36 
118 

.322 

.}Oll 
18 

6 
12 

8 

8 
8 

983 

983 
860 
123 

21 207 
12 136 

9 071 
5 :532 
3 7:59 

2 268 
1 '/67 

501 
1188 

1:5 

57 

57 
22 
:511 

c 
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Table 50. Correctional institution expenditure by character and object, by State and type of 
government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State and type of govel'nment 1 

OHIO • • • • • • 0 • « • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

OKLAHOMA 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTA~ • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

OREGON • • • • • • 0 • • • • • 

STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

PENNSYLVANIA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL I TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

RHODE ISLAND • • • • • • • • • 
STATE, • 0 • • • • • • • • • 

LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINA • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

SOUTH DAKOTA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

TENNESSEE. • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • 

. . 

. . 
TEXAS. • • • • • • • • • • • • 

STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

UTAH • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL I TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

VERMONT •••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCALI TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES ••••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

VIRGINIA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Total2 

167 225 
115 825 

55 626 
113 663 
16 366 

29 546 
24 330 

5 31.14 
3 755 
1 662 

49 544 
32 253 
17 394 
17 036 

520 

192 326 
132 016 

85 501 
55 969 
30 011 

20 323 
20 323 

41 307 
32 881 

8 500 
8 115 

808 

6 931./ 
5 019 
1 915 
1 703 

273 

73 506 
52 1.165 
21 041 
111 67'1 

7 0117 

145 173 
96 677 
48 496 
112 559 

6 653 

22 603 
16 892 

6 190 
6 200 

108 

S 11117 
5 1102 

115 
115 

114 467 
90 574 
38 670 
15 3117 
211 57.3 

Direct expenditure 
f--------r--------,--------j Intergovernmental 

expenditure Total" 

167 225 
111 602 
55 623 
110 538 
15 085 

29 5116 
211 231 

5 315 
3 725 
1 589 

119 51111 
32 215 
17 329 
16 988 

3111 

192 326 
112 718 

79 608 
51 939 
27 670 

20 323 
20 323 

111 307 
.32 807 

8 500 
7 907 

593 

6 934 
5 019 
1 915 
1 665 

250 

73 506 
52 1165 
21 0111 
111 5117 

6 11911 

1115 173 
96 677 
118 1196 
112 311" 

6 1119 

22 603 
16 1113 

6 190 
6 1117 

113 

5 1147 
5 1102 

115 
115 

1111 1167 
75 829 
38 638 
111 5117 
211 091 

Direct current 

160 1189 
109 172 

51 317 
36 795 
1'1 522 

28 7118 
2:5 1185 

5 263 
3 7111 
1 5119 

112 111111 
30 236 
12 208 
11 868 

:5110 

179 9811 
108 :501 

71 68:5 
116 838 
211 8115 

13 399 
13 399 

38 982 
:50 892 

8 090 
7 1199 

591 

6 077 
II 880 
1 197 
1 161 

37 

65 802 
115 136 
20 666 
111 370 

6 296 

125 71:5 
86 636 
39 077 
32 9115 

6 132 

18 095 
111 157 

:5 938 
3 895 

113 

5 295 
5 258 

37 
37 

101 121 
71 632 
29 1189 
11 613 
17 876 

Capital outlay 

6 736 
2 '130 
II 306 
:5 7113 

563 

798 
7116 

52 
12 
40 

7 100 
1 979 
5 121 
5 120 

1 

12 3112 
II 1117 
7 925 
5 101 
2 825 

6 9211 
6 924 

2 325 
1 915 

'110 
1108 

2 

857 
1:59 
718 
505 
213 

7 7011 
7 329 

375 
177 
198 

19 1160 
10 0111 
9 1119 
9 1102 

17 

II 508 
2 256 
2 252 
2 252 

152 
11111 

8 
8 

13 3116 
II 197 
9 1119 
2 9311 
6 215 

8 629 
II 223 
II 1106 
3 125 
1 281 

201 
99 

102 
29 
73 

2611 
38 

226 
117 

179 

25 669 
19 298 
6 371 
II 0:50 
2 :5111 

1196 
711 

1122 
207 
215 

61 

61 
:58 
23 

680 

680 
126 
5511 

715 

715 
212 
503 

596 
1179 
117 

5.3 
65 

16 028 
111 7115 

1 283 
800 
1182 
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Table 50. Correctional institution expenditure by character and object, by State and type of 
government, fiscal year 1978-Contin.ued 

State and type of government1 

WASHINGTON • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • , • 

WEST VIRGINIA. • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITI~S • 

WISCONSIN. • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . 
· . . . . · .... 
• e , • • 

· . . . . 
" . . . . 

(Thousands of dollars) 

I-_______ -r-D_i __ r __ ec.:..t-=.ex::::p:...e_n_di_t_u_r_e--.-________ -t! Inte-rgovernmental 

Total3 Direct current Capital outlay expenditure 

72 31111 
56 178 
19 277 
17 861 

3 30'1 

16 080 
11 161 

5 032 
5 023 

179 

59 1I93 
39 116 
20 1I71 
20 285 

387 

17 376 
15 997 . 

72 3'1'1 
53 103 
19 2'11 
17 761 

1 '180 

16 080 
11 161 

'I 919 
'I 903 

16 

59 '193 
39 084 
20 '109 
20 133 

276 

17 376 
15 997 

1 379 
1 355 

2'1 

65 571 
'16 6Lll 
18 930 
17 '154 

1 '176 

1'1 55'1 
10 '132 

'I 122 
'I 106 

16 

5'1 768 
37 815 
16 953 
16 683 

270 

5 998 
'I 715 
1 283 
1 260 

24 

6 "!'73 
6 '162 

311 
307 

1I 

1 525 
729 
796 
796 

4 725 
1 269 
3 '156 
3 '150 

6 

11 378 
11 282 

96 
96 

'I 998 
3 075 
1 923 

100 
1 823 

28'1 

28'1 
120 
16.3 

295 
32 

263 
152 
111 

51 

1 383

1

' 
1 360 

70 ________________________ _L ____________ ~ ______________ ~ ____________ _L ____________ _L ___ ~ ______ ,_ 

WYOMING. • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • · . . . . 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 
lData for municipalities, and the local governments totals which include municipal data, are estimates subject to sampling variation; data 

for counties (boroughs, parishes) are based on a canvass of all county governments and therefo~e are not subject to sampling variation; see 
text for data limitations. 

2For each State, and the United States sunnnary, the expenditure fi~es shown on the "loc!!l, total line and the combined State-local 
total line (the data shown opposite the names of the individual States) exclude duplicative intc~governmental expenditure amounts. This was 
done to avoid the artificial inflation which would result if an intergovernmental expend,\tu-re alIloun't f',r one government is tabulated and 
then counted again when the recipient government (s) ultimately expend (s) that amount ,. 

"Because of rounding, the detail may not add precisely to totals. 

c 
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Table 51. Probation, pardon and parole expenditure by character and object, by State and 
type of government, fiscal year 1978 

State and type of government1 

STATES-LOCAL, TOTAL. 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

. . . . 

ALABAMA •••••••••••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ALASKA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

ARIZONA. • • • • , • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL; TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ARKANSAS • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • 

COUNTIES • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES 

· . . . . . · . . . . . · . . . . . · . . . . . · . . . . . 
CALIFORNIA • • • • • • • • • • 

STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • , • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

COLORADO • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • 8 • • • • • • • • 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

CONNECTICUT •••••••••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

DELAWARE • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • e , • • • • • • 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••• , • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

FLORIDA •••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • 

GEORGIA. • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

(Thousands of dollars) 

8lI6 042 
.385 58'1 
1I93 665 
'11.3 .317 

81 962 

8 601 
5 788 
2813 
2 673 

169 

2 1I17 
2 '117 

15 1I115 
3 200 

12 2115 
12 125 

1'15 

2 022 
769 

1 253 
1 110 

1113 

207 1I97 
'13 9'11 

163 601l 
157 230 

6 50'1 

9 8511 
9 770 

103 
58 
'19 

9 571 
9 526 

1I5 

'15 

1 1I33 
1 '133 

111 099 

111 099 

1'1 099 

16 788 
1'1 937 

1 851 
J 151 

700 

20 720 
1'1 '109 
6311 
5 '130 

983 

Total" 

8'16 0'12 
.35.3 030 
493 012 
'111 512 

81 500 

8 601 
5 788 
2 813 
2 669 

1'1'1 

2 417 
2 '117 

15 '1'15 
3 200 

12 245 
12 125 

121 

2 022 
769 

1 25.3 
1 110 

1'13 

207 '197 
'1.3 9'11 

163 556 
157 052 

6 50'1 

9 85'1 
9 7'16 

108 
58 
'19 

9 571 
9 526 

'15 

115 

1 '1.33 
1 '133 

1'1 099 

1'1 099 

1'1 099 

16 788 
1'1 937 

1 851 
1 151 

700 

20 720 
1'1 '109 
6311 
5 '1.30 

881 

Direct expenditure 

Direct current Capital outlay 

835 712 
j'l8 290 
487 '122 
'106 623 

80 799 

8 564 
5 756 
2 808 
2 665 

14'1 

2 396 
2 396 

15 .380 
3 200 

12 180 
12 059 

121 

2 008 
769 

1 239 
1 097 

143 

205 967 
'13 306 

162 661 
156 169 

6 '192 

9 833 
9 728 

105 
57 
'18 

9 548 
9 503 

'15 

'15 

! '108 
1 '108 

1'1 036 

1'1 036 

1'1 036 

16 755 
111 930 

1 825 
1 132 

69.3 

20 613 
1'1 3'16 
6 267 
5 386 

881 

10 3.30 
'I 7'10 
5 590 
'I 889 

701 

.37 
32 

5 
5 

21 
21 

13 

13 
13 

1 530 
635 
E'·95 
883 

12 

21 
18 

.3 
2 
1 

23 
23 

25 
25 

63 

63 

63 

32 
7 

25 
19 

7 

107 
63 
4'1 
41.1 

Intergovernmental 
expenditure 

3'1 821 
.32 55'1 

2 267 
1 80'1 

'162 

29 

29 
'I 

25 

2'1 

2'1 

2'1 

179 

179 
179 

102 

102 

1 
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Table 51. Probation, pardon and parole expenditure by character and object, by State and 

type of government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State and type of government1 

HAWAII •••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • ~ 
LOCAL I TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

IDAHO. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUN!CIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ILLINOIS • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

INDIANA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

IOWA • • • • • • t • • • • • _. 

STATE. • • • • ~ • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

KANSAS • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••• , • , •• , • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

KENTUCKy • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

. . . . " . LOUISIANA. • • • • : • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
MAINE, • • • • • • • • • • • • 

STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MARYLAND • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES •.• • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MASSACHUSETTS. • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPA~ITIES • • • • • • 

. . . · . . . . MICHIGAN • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . · . ~ . . 
See footnotes at end of table. 

3 126 
3 126 

2 839 
2 501 

362 
366 

33 2118 
14 264 
19 281 
19 291 

9 

8 71111 
2 223 
6 521 
4 063 
2 '181 

7 096 
6 706 
6 272 
6 333 

275 

2 750 
1 365 
1 385 
1 252 

1'17 

4 805 
3 81 LI 

991 
907 

83 

13 1117 
10 728 

2 1119 
1 121 
1 307 

1 uG2 
1 022 

23 128 
23 128 

383 
383 

28 149 
6 127 

22 022 
17 933 
4 103 

31 883 
11 323 
20 560 
17 532 

2 786 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Total3 

I--_______ -.-_D_i_re_c_t_ex_p:...e_nd_i_t_ur...,.e ______ ~ Intergovernmental 
expenditure 

3 126 
3 126 

2 839 
2 501 

338 
338 

33 248 
13 981 
19 267 
19 258 

9 

8 7'111 
2 223 
6 521 
'I 053 
? 1.)68 

7 096 
863 

6 233 
5 958 

275 

2 750 
1 365 
1 385 
1 252 

133 

4 805 
3 814 

991 
907 

83 

13 1'17 
10 728 
2 '119 
,. 121 
1 299 

1 022 
1 022 

23 511 
23 128 

383 
383 

28 1119 
6 127 

22 022 
17 919 

'I 103 

.31 88.3 
11 .323 
20 560 
17 815 

2 71111 

Direct current 

.3 126 
3 126 

2 801 
2 476 

.325 
325 

33 076 
1:3 8118 
19 228 
19 219 

9 

8 691 
2 191 
6 500 
'I 032 
2 1168 

7 057 
833 

6 22'1 
5 950 

274 

2 738 
1 35'1 
1 384 
1 251 

133 

II 7211 
3 7411 

980 
897 

83 

13 120 
10 72'1 

2 396 
1 113 
1 282 

1 021 
1 021 

23 390 
23 008 

382 
382 

26 '1113 
6 127 

20 316 
16 218 
II 098 

31 358 
11 323 
20 035 
17 789 

2 2'16 

Capital outlay 

38 
25 
13 
13 

172 
133 

39 
39 

52 
32 
20 
20 

39 
30 

9 
8 
1 

13 
11 

2 
2 

80 
70 
10 
10 

120 
120 

1 706 

1 706 
1 701 

5 

525 

525 
26 

1198 

29 

29 
29 

316 
283 

33 
33 

23 

23 
10 
13 

6 219 
5 8113 

376 
:376 

14 

111 

8 

B 

8 

i 

'-------.-------------"------_ .. ,, ..... _---------
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Table 51. Probation, pardon and parole expenditure by character and object, by State and 

type of government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State and type of government1 

MINNESOTA. • • • • • • • • • • 
SrATE ••• , •••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MISSISSIPPI •••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL •••••••• 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MISSOURI • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE p ••••••••••• 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • , • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MONTANA •••••••••••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEBRASKA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES ••••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEVADA • • • • • • • ~ • • • • 
sTATE. • • • • • • ~ • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNiCIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNXCIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW JERSEY • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW MEXICO • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

. . . 
NEW YORK • • • • • • • • • • • 

STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NORTH CAROLINA • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NORTH DAKOTA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •• e , ~ ••••••• 

LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

16 572 
II 150 

12 459 
12 691 

13 

1 326 
1 285 

41 
41 

12 181 
6 639 
5 5112 
2 Oij5 
3 '197 

3 535 
2 220 
1 315 
1 282 

77 

II 668 
3 682 

988' 
803 
188 

II 930 
3 161 
2 3911 
2 215 

178 

1 780 
1 38'1 

396 

33 2811 
56111 

27 672 
27 628 

ij'l 

3 138 
2 870 

268 
84 

1811 

75 928 
35 391 
58 11110 
35 813 
22 627 

lLi 770 
111 536 

2311 
217 

17 

825 
589 
236 
236 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direc:~. expenditure Intergovernmental L ______ -.--__ ---:---.: __ -y-_______ expenditure 
Direct ~urrent Capital outlay Total3 

16 572 
II 150 

12 422 
12 '109 

13 

1 326 
1 285 

41 
41 

12 181 
6 639 
5 51.12 
2 0115 
3 '197 

3 535 
2 220 
1 315 
1 237 

77 

4 668 
3 682 

98Eo 
796 
18~j 

II 93() 
2 536 
2 3911 
2 21!) 

17a 

1 78() 
1 381~ 

391;' 

396 

33 2811 
5 6111 

27 670 
27 626 

411 

:5 138 
2 870 

268 
8'1 

18'1 

75 928 
17 576 
58 352 
35 725 
22 627 

1'1 710 
14 536 

234 
217 

17 

825 
589 
236 
2J6 

16.1175 
'I 150 

12 325 
12 312 

13 

1 326 . 
1 285 

41 
111 

12 141 
6 60'1 
5 537 
2 0'13 
3 '1911 

3 1157 
2 152 
1 305 
1 227 

77 

'I 650 
3 672 

978 
"ten 
188 

1I £;63 
2 501 
2 362 
2 195 

167 

1 778 
1 382 

396 

396 

32 911 
5 518 

27 393 
27 3L19 

'Iq 

3 097 
2 829 

268 
8'1 

18'1 

75 586 
17 5'15 
58 0111 
35 1149 
22 592 

111 695 
111 1161 

23'1 
217 

17 

809 
573 
236 
236 

97 

97 
97 

110 
35 

5 
2 
3 

78 
68 
10 
10 

17 
10 

7 
7 

I 
67 
35 
32 
20 
11 

2 
2 

373 
96 

271 
271 

342 
31 

3t1 
276 

35 

75 
75 

16 
16 

283 

283 
283 

5 

5 
5 

625 
625 

6 

6 

6 

2 

2 
2 

17 903 
17 815 

88 
88 
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Table 51. Probation, pardon and ~Iarole expenditure by character and object, by State and 

type of goVerl1ment" fiscal year 1978--Contiriued 
I 

(Thousands of dollars) 
------------------~---------,.-,------------~--------------------~---------

state and type of governme~t.' 

OHIO • • • • • • • • L • , • • 

STAT~. • • • • a , • • • • • 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

OKLAHOMA 
STATE~ • • • • • • • • g • • 

LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

OREGON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTI~S • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

PENNSYLVANIA • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . 
:::::j 
• • • • .! 

RHODE ISLAND • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL I TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINA • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

SOUTH DAKOTA • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . 
• • c • • · . . . . 
· . . . . 
• • t • • · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 

TENNE~SEE. • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • e , • • • • 

LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTI~S • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

TEXAS. • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCALI TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

UTAH • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

· , · . · . · . . , . 
· . . . . 
· . . . . 
• c: c • • · . . . . 

VERMONT •••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • , • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITtES • • • • • • 

VIRGINIA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATEs • ~ • • • • • • • • • 
LCCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

Set fo~tnotes at end of table • 

. _-_._----

32 553 
15 735 
19 091 
16 554 

2 60.3 

5 168 
.3 .306 
1 862 
1 444 

420 

11 830 
7 .300 
II 9911 
4 994 

110 

lI0 795 
15 59a 
28 90ll 
17 527 
11 .386 

2 154 
2 153 

1 

1 

(~ 7112 
4 488 

2511 
255 

1 242 
1 2q2 

7 193 
4 839 
2 35lj 
1 108 
1. 2"'6 

34 510 
11 qq6 
2lj 682 
24 696 

115 

5 1108 
5 ~08 

1 589' 
1 587 

2 

2 

24 188 
17 098 

7 090 
3 .398 
.3 777 

, 

Direct expenditure t-_______ -, ________ --r _______ -lIntergovernmental 
expenditure 

.32 55.3 
13 '"465 
19 088 
16 554 

2 535 

5 168 
3 306 
1 862 
1 444 

q18 

11 8.30 
6 836 
4 994 
4 99'1 

40 795 
11 978 
28 81'? 
17 431 
11 386 

2 154 
2 15.3 

1 

1 2q2 
1 2q2 .' 

7 19.3 
4 839 
2 354 
1 108 
1 246 

34 510 
9 836 

24 674 
2q, ~69 

105 

5 408 
5 408 

1 589 
1 587 

2 

2 

2q 188 
17 098 
7 090 
.3 .31.3 
:.'I 777 

Direct current Capital outlay 

32 506 
13 465 
19 041 
16 fi06 

2 .535 

5 159 
J 305 
1 854 
,L 436 

418 

11 323 
6 657 
4 666 
4 666 

qO 443 
11 86q, 
28 579 
17 193 
11 386 

2 147 
2 146 

1 

1 

4 653 
'I 401 

252 
252 

1 238 
1 238 

7 147 
4 800 
2 ,347 
1 104 
1 243 

-'2 88q 
8537 

24 347 
24 242 

105 

5 408 
5 408 

1 574 
1 572 

2 

2 

22 683 
15 959 

6 71'q, 
2 986 
3 737 

---------r------------

9 
1 
8 
8 

507 
179 
328 
328 

352 
114 
238 
238 

7 
7 

89 
87 

2 
2 

45 
39 

6 
4 
3 

1 626 
1 299 

327 
327 

15 
15 

1 505 
1 139 

366 
326 

39 

2 339 
2 270 

69 

69 

2 

2 

1q 

3 716 
3 620 

96 
96 

1 H7 
1 610 

137 
128 

10 

85 

85 
85 

1· 

( 

.. 
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Table 51. Probation, pardon and parole expenditure by character and object, by State and 

type of government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 
(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expenditure Intergovernmental 
State and type of government ' Total2 

Total' Direct current Capital outlay expenditure 

WI\SHINGTON · , '. · , · · · · · 17 9L\5 17 945 17 826 119 547' 
STATE. · . . , · · · · , · .. 7 992 7 992 7 933 59 -
LOCAL1 TOTAL · · · · , · · · 9 953 9 953 9 893 60 5'+7 

COUNTIES. · , · · · · · · 9 5q8 9 136 9 077 59 '+12 
MUNICIPALITIES · · · · · · 951 817 816 1 1.35 

WEST VIRGINIA, · · · , · · · · 1 L\69 1 1169 1 469 - -
STATE. · . , • · · · · · · · 1 465 1 465 1 465 - -
LOCAL1 TOTAL · · · · , · · · L\ 'I 4 - -

COUNTIES, · · · · · · · · 'I 4 II - -
MUNICIPALITIES · · · · · · - - - - -

WISCONSIN. , · · · , · · · · · 12 85L\ 12 85q 12 710 143 -
STATE. · . . · · · · · · · , 11 346 11 346 11 208 138 -
LOCAL1 TOTAL · · · · · · · · 1 508 1 508 1 502 5 -

COUNTIES · · , · · · · · · 1 401 1 401 1 398 2 -
MUNICIPALITIES · · · · · · 107 107 104 3 -

WYOMING, · · · · · · · · · · · 7.00 700 699 1 -
STATE. · · , · , · · · , · · 543 543 5113 - -
LOCALI TOTAL · · · · · · · · 157 1.57 156 1 -

COUNTIES · · · · · · · · , 73 73 73 - -
MUNICIPALITIES · , · · · · 84 611 83 1 -

_ Represents zero or rounds to zero. 
'Data for municipalitie., and the local governments totals which include municipal data, are estimates subject to sampling va'riation; data 

for counties (boroughs, parishes) are based on a canvass of all county governments and therefore are not subject to sampLing variation; see 
text fnr data limitations. 

'For 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 of the individual States) exclude duplicative intergovernmental expenditure amounts. This was 
done to avoid the artificial inflation which would result if an intergovernmental expenditure amount for one government is tabulated and then 
counted again when the recipient government(s) ultimately cxpend(s) that amount. 

'Because of rounding, the detail may ,ot add precisely to totals. 
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Detail of corrections employment and per t d· t· . 
employees, by State and type of govecer n 1S

t 
ro,butlon of fuU-time equivalent 

Table 52. 

. nmen, ctober 1978 
(Thousands of dollars) 

--........ --............ ----................ r-----.... ----:To:t:a~l:c:or:r:ec~t:i~on~s~~~~~~~------------------------------__ _____ 

Institutions 

State and type of government' 
Number of employees Percent 

of total Percent 
Number of employees 

crimInal of total 
Total' Full-time Full-time justice Full-time (FTEQ) 

only equivalent T0tal Full-time correc 
- ------- ayster" only equivalent ti-

---------r--~--J------r ____ ~e~mp~l~Oy~e~e~s~----~--__ ons 
STATES-LOCAL~ TOTAL ••••• 

STATE, •• p •• : ~ • , .~ •• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL ••••••••. 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••• : : 

ALABAMA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • t. • • • • • • • 

LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
~~~~~~~~LiTiES • • • • • • . . . . . . 

ALASKA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL 3 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • : : 

ARIZONA •••••••••••• 
STATE, • • • 0 • • • 0 • • , 

LOCAL~ TOTAL •• • 0 • • • 

~~~~~~~~LiTiES : : : : : : 

ARKANSAS • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • •..•.• • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

CALIFORNIA • • • • • • • • • • 

E~~rE; TOTAL : : • : : : . • 
~~~~~~~~LiTiES : : : : : : 

COLORADO • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

CONNECTICUT •••••••••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • : : : : 

DELAWARE • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES : : : : : : 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • : ::/ 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • : : • 

FLSORIDA. • • • • • ~ • • • • • 
TATE ••••• 

LOCAL, TOTAL • : : : : : : : 
COUNTIES • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES : : : : : : 

GE~RGIA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
L~~rE' .......... . 

~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • : : : : : 

See footnotes at end of table. 

261 385 
153 770 
107 615 
86 327 
21 288 

J 31'1 
1 883 
1 '131 
1 202 

229 

529 
503 

26 

26 

3 193 
1 ?l9'1 
1 '199 
~ '165 

3'1 

1 '1'1'1 
879 
565 
'17'1 

91 

33 56'1 
12 927 
20 637 
19 727 

910 

2 99'1 
2 0'10 

95'1 
633 
321 

2 688 
2 682 

6 

6 

958 
958 

2 9'11 

1.3 806 
10 360 

3 'I1f6 
2 861 

585 

6 818 
'I 505 
2 313 
1 920 

.393 

2'19 5'1"( 
150 1'18 

99 399 
78 '185 
20 91'1 

3 253 
1 883 
1 370 
1 1'17 

22.3 

516 
'190 

26 

2~ 

3 172 
1 6911 
1 '178 
1 '1'16 

32 

1 367 
879 
'188 
'100 
88 

31 26.3 
°12 365 
18 898 
17 999 

899 

2 868 
1 978 

890 
57.3 
317 

2 655 
2 650 

5 

2 920 

2 920 

2 920 

1J 687 
10 299 
3 388 
2 8011 

5811 

6 639 
II 505 
2 13'1 
17'17 

387 

253 '166 
151 '108 
102 058 
81 015 
21 0'13 

3 276 
1 88.3 
1 .393 
1 167 

226 

26 

3 178 
1 69'1 
1 '1811 
1 '152 

.32 

1 396 
879 
517 
'128 
89 

~2 02'1 
12 '190 
19 5.3'1 
18 629 

905 

2 911 
2 001 

910 
592 
318 

2 669 
2 6611 

5 

2 922 

2 922 

2 922 

13 716 
10 .310 

3 '0106 
2 822 

58'1 

6 697 
'I 505 
2 192 
1 802 

390 

2'1.0 
'18.8 
13.7 
27.'1 
'1.7 

22.5 
37 • .3 
1'1.7 
3'1 • .3 
3.7 

18.6 
25.0 
3 •. 2 

23.8 
'15.7 
15.'1 
30.5 

.7 

20.9 
'15.7 
10.9 
21.11 
3.2 

26.7 
'19.3 
20.7 
3'1.2 
2.3 

22.3 
'15.0 
10.6 
23.'1 
5.2 

.1 

26.8 
38.5 

32.5 

32.5 

32.5 

28.0 
58.1 
10.9 
16.9 

11.0 

28.9 
60.2 
1'1.0 
21.8 
5.3 

195297 
121 1126 

7.3 871 
57 8'1'1 
16 027 

2 39.3 
1 '13'1 

959 
7'11 
218 

'107 
381 

26 

26 

2 372 
1 '169 

903 
881 

22 

1 22'1 
79.3 
'1.31 
;$5'1 

77 

22 551 
10 535 
12 016 
11 '1'10 

576 

2 301 
! 393 

908 
596 
312 

1 9.39 
1 939 

657 
657 

1 902 

1 902-

1 902 

10 .383 
7 161 
3 222 
2 698 

52'1 

5 1.31 
.3 285 
1 8'16 
1 '170 

376 

_-r ____ ~e=m~p=lo~y=ee~s_ 
186 '1'13 
118 96'1 
67 '179 
51 608 
15 871 

2 .3'11 
1 '13'1 

907 
695 
212 

.39'1 

.368 
26 

26 

2 357 
1 1169 

888 
867 

21 

1 175 
793 
382 
.307 

75 

20 7.36 
10 138 
10 598 
10 022 

576 

2 198 
1 3'17 

851 
5'10 
311 

1 918 
1 918 

1 902 

1 902 

1 902 

10 267 
7 100 
.3 167 
2 6'1'1 

52.3 

'I 997 
3 285 
1 712 
1 3112 

370 

l89 Ll57' 
119 8LlLl 

69 613 
53 671 
15 9Ll2 

2 359 
1 '13'1 

925 
710 
215 

'100 
37'1 

26 

26 

2 362 
1 '169 

893 
872 

21 

1 193 
79.3 
'100 
.3211 
76 

21 316 
10 19.3 
11 123 
10 5'17 

576 

2 2.31 
1 363 

868 
557 
311 

1 928 
1 928 

1 902 

1 902 

1 902 

10 29'1 
7 110 
3 1811 
2 661 

523 

5 0'15 
3 285 
1 760 
1 387 

37.3 

7'1.8 
79.2 
68.2 
66.2 
75.8 

72.0 
76.2 
66.11 
60.8 
95.1 

76.6 
75.'1 

100.0 

100.0 

711.3 
86.7 
60.2 
6001 
65.6 

85.5 
90.2 
77.'1 
75.7 
85.'1 

66.6 
81.6 
56.9 
56.6 
6.3.6 

76.6 
68 01 
95.'1 
91101 
97.8 

72.2 
72.'1 

65 01 

75.1 
69.0 
9.3.5 
911.3 
89.6 

75 • .3 
72.9 
80 • .3 
77.0 
95.6 

.. 
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Table 52. Detail of corrections employment and percent dist.ribution of full-time equivalent 
employees, by State and type of government, October 1978-Continued 

(Thousands of dollars) 
--------------------~------------------------------~-------------.-. -------------------

State and type of government' 

STATES-LOCAL, TOTAL ••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • 

· . . 
· . . 

ALABAMA •••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • , 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ALASKA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••• e , ••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ARIZONA. • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . 
• III • • • · . . ~ . 

ARKANSAS • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • 

· . . · . . · . . 
CALIFORNIA • • • • • 

STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

• • • 0 • 

• • • • e · . . . . 
· . . . . 

COLORADO • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

CONNECTICUT ••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • 

· . . · . . 
DELAWARE • • • • • • • • • • • 

STATE. • • w • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA • • • • • 
STATE. • • e , • • • • • • • 

LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

FLORIDA ••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • 

· . . · . . 
GEORGIA. • • • • • • • • • • • 

STATE. • • • • • • • • • • 8 

LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

Probation, pardon, and parole 

Number of employees 

Total" 

52 70'1 
21 320 
.31 38'1 
26 782 

II 602 

5'16 
292 
25'1 
2'13 

11 

92 
92 

715 
1.38 
577 
57~ 

3 

192 
61 

131 
118 

13 

9 985 
1 602 
8 383 
8 060 

323 

597 
580 

17 
10 

7 

'158 
'15'1 

II 

'I 

122 
122 

60'1 

1 25'1 
1 131 

123 
87 
36 

1 297 
8.33 
'16'1 
'1'17 

17 

Full-time 
only 

50 336 
20 536 
29 800 
25 385 

II 1115 

5112 
292 
250 
239 

11 

92 
92 

710 
138 
572 
569 

.3 

166 
61 

105 
92 
1.3 

9 578 
1 '182 
8 096 
7 78'1 

312 

587 
57'1 

1.3 
9 
'I 

'150 
11117 

.3 

.3 

122 
122 

58.3 

58.3 

58.3 

1 252 
1 131 

121 
85 
36 

1 252 
833 
'119 
1102 

17 

Full-time 
equivalent 

51 01.11' 
20 793 
.30 21.18 
25 786 

'I '162 

5'15 
292 
253 
21.12 

11 

92 
92 

711 
138 
573 
570 

3 

176 
61 

115 
102 

1.3 

9 731 
1 5110 
8 191 
7 873 

.318 

590 
576 

1'1 
9 
5 

'153 
'150 

3 

3 

122 
122 

585 

585 

585 

1 252 
1 131 

121 
85 
36 

1 262 
8.3.3 
'129 
'112 

17 

Percent 
of total 

(FTEQ) 
correc­
tions 

employe.es 

20,1 
13.7 
29.6 
31.8 
21.2 

16.6 
15.5 
18.2 
20.7 

'1.9 

17.6 
18.5 

22.4 
8.1 

.38.6 

.39 • .3 
9.'1 

12.6 
6.9 

22.2 
2.3.8 
1'1.6 

30.'1 
12.3 
111.9 
'12.3 
35.1 

20.3 
28.8 
1.5 
1.5 
1.6 

17.0 
16.9 
60.0 

60.0 

12.9 
12.9 

20.0 

20.0 

20.0 

9.1 
11.0 

.3.6 

.3.0 
6.2 

18.8 
18.5 
19.6. 
22.9 

'1.'1 

Miscellaneous 

Number of employees 

Total 

13 38'1 
11 02'1 

2 360 
1 701 

659 

375 
157 
218 
218 

.30 
30 

106 
87 
19 
10 

9 

28 
25 

.3 
2 
1 

1 028 
790 
238 
227 

11 

96 
67 
29 
27 

2 

291 
289 

2 

2 

179 
179 

'1.35 

'1.35 

2 169 
2 068 

101 
76 
25 

390 
387 

:5 
3 

Full-time 
only 

12 768 
10 6'18 
2 120 
1 '192 

628 

370 
157 
213 
213 

30 
30 

105 
87 
18 
10 

8 

26 
25 

1 
1 

9'19 
7'15 
20'1 
19.3 

11 

83 
57 
26 
2'1 

2 

287 
285 

2 

2 

179 
179 

'135 

2 168 
2 068 

100 
75 
25 

.390 
387 

J 
.3 

Full-time 
equivalent 

12 968 
10 771 

2 197 
1 558 

639 

372 
157 
215 
215 

30 
.30 

105 
87 
18 
10 
8 

26 
25 

1 
1 

970 
755 
215 
20'1 

11 

89 
61 
28 
26 

2 

288 
286 

2 

2 

179 
179 

'1.35 

2 168 
2 068 

100 
75 
25 

390 
.387 

3 
3 

Percent 
of total 

(FTEQ) 
correc­
tions 

employees 

68.3 
53.8 
85.0 
88.8 

1'1.8 
63.0 
3.1 
1.8 

266.7 

1'1.8 
'11.0 

.9 
1.0 

10.0 
'19.0 
2.6 
2.6 
3.5 

15.1 
10.6 

200.0 
288.9 

'10.0 

7'1.1.1 

17.3.2 
182.8 
82.6 
88.2 
69.'1 

30.9 
'16.5 

.7 

.7 
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Table 52. Detaii of corrections employment and percent distribution of full.time equivalent 
employees, by State and type of government, October 1978---Continued 

(Thousands of dollars) 

State and type of government' 

HAWAII ••••••• 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 

IDAHO, • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ILLINOIS • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

INDIANA ••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL I TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

IOWA • • • • • • ~ • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCALI TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

KANSAS • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

KENTUCKy • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . 
· . . 
· . .. . . 
• • II • • 

· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
• • • • c 

· . . . . · . . ~. . · . ~ . · ~ . . . 
LOUISIANA. • • • • • • • • • • 

STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MAINE. • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . · .... · . . . . · . . . . 
MARYLAND • • • • • • • • • • • 

STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MASSACHUSETTS. • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

MICHIGAN • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total corrections 

Number of employees 

Total' 

629 
58'1 

'15 
'15 

1 1'111 
928 
216 
2111 

2 

10 987 
6 2'18 
'I 739 
'I 730 

9 

'I 2118 
2 '1!13 
1 805 
1 266 

539 

2 587 
1 600 

987 
952 

35 

2 '162 
1 731 

731 
681 

50 

3 328 
1 9'18 
1 380 
1 215 

165 

5 1102 
3 609 
1 793 

870 
923 

936 
68'1 
252 
25~~ 

6 '109 
5 205 
1 2011 

682 
522 

6 '169 
3 688 
2 781 
2 180 

601 

10 726 
5 992 
II 73'1 
'I 218 

516 

Full-time Full-time 
only equivalent 

627 
582 

115 
115 

625 
'1'10 
185 
183 

2 

10 7'19 
6 2'17 
'I 502 
II '193 

9 

II 0'19 
2 '121 
1 628 
1 098 

530 

2 371 
1 551 

820 
788 

32 

2 3'18 
1 730 

618 
570 

'18 

2 960 
1 732 
1 228 
1 082 

1116 

5 256 
3 559 
1 697 

798 
899 

837 
673 
16'1 
16'1 

6 2'19 
5 072 
1 177 

655 
522 

6 262 
3 687 
2 575 
1 975 

600 

10 055 
5 806 
'I 2'19 
3 83'1 

'115 

628 
583 

'15 
'15 

725 
529 
196 
19'1 

2 

10 825 
6 2'17 
'I 578 
'I 569 

9 

'I 132 
2 '136 
1 696 
1 162 

53'1 

2 '138 
1 572 

866 
833 

33 

2 386 
1 730 

656 
607 

'19 

3 121 
1 850 
1 271 
1 118 

153 

5 321 
3 580 
1 7'11 

825 
916 

870 
678 
192 
192 

6 312 
5 123 
1 189 

667 
522 

6 3'19 
3 687 
2 662 
2 062 

600 

10 2'12 

~ ~~~I 3 957 
'137 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

employees 

1'1.'1 
36.3 
1.6 
6.3 

18.6 
'10.6 
7.6 

12.6 
.2 . 

18.9 
119.6 
10.2 
28.9 

21.11 
'15.5 
12.2 
22.6 
6.1 

2'1.2 
'19.8 
12.5 
211.6 

.9 

23.6 
56.2 
9.3 

18.0 
1.3 

23.5 
30.5 
17.7 
3'1.2 
3.9 

23.2 
'17.'1 
11.'1 
13.0 
10.2 

23.0 
39.7 
9.2 

311.0 

28.3 
53.0 

9.·Q 
10.'1 

8.'1 

21.9 
'19.2 
12.'1 
1111.8 
3.5 

23.8 
53.2 
13.7 
29.7 
2.3 

Institutions 

Number of employees 

Total 

1172 
1133 

39 
39 

537 
351 
186 
18'1 

2 

8 176 
'I 929 
3 2'17 
3 2'13 

'I 

3 '125 
2 216 
1 209 

8f~'I 
365 

2 007 
1 '177 

530 
515 

15 

2 175 
1 599 

576 
536 

'10 

2 79'1 
1 607 
1 187 
1 031 

156 

'I '182 
2 888 
1 59'1 

790 
80'1 

855 
610 
2'15 
2'15 

'I 7117 
3 573 
1 17'1 

652 
522 

'I 26'1 
2 918 
1 3'16 
1 007 

339 

8 '1011 
5 137 
:3 267 
2 967 

300 

Full-time Full-time 
only equivalent 

'171 
1132 

39 
39 

508 
351 
157 
155 

2 

7 991 
'I 928 
3 063 
3 059 

'I 

3 297 
2 197 
1 100 

736 
36'1 

1 860 
1 '128 

1132 
1120 

12 

2 089 
1 599 

'190 
'150 

'10 

2 '133 
1 396 
1 037 

899 
138 

II 355 
2 851 
1 50'1 

722 
782 

76'1 
600 
16'1 
16'1 

'I 6t1'1 
3 1197 
1 1117 

625 
522 

'I 126 
2 917 
1 209 

870 
339 

7 930 
'I 966 
2 9611 
2 66'1 

300 

'171 
1132 

39 
39 

!H9 
351 
168 
166 

2 

8 050 
'I 928 
3 122 
3 118 

'I 

3 355 
2 211 
1 1'1'1 

779 
365 

1 909 
1 '1119 

'160 
'1'17 

13 

2 119 
1 599 

520 
1180 

'10 

2 596 
1 517 
1 079 

935 
1'1'1 

'I '11'1 
2 868 
1 5'16 

7'18 
798 

7911 
605 
189 
189 

'I 689 
3 530 
1 159 

637 
522 

'I 189 
2 917 
1 272 

933 
339 

8 060 
5 0011 
3 056 
2 756 

300 

Percent 
of total 

(FTEQ) 
Correc­

tions 
employees 

71.6 
66.'1 
85.7 
85.6 

100.0 

71+.'1 
78.9 
68.2 
68.2 
'111.'1 

81.2 
90.8 
6.7.5 
67.0 
68.'1 

78.3 
92.2 
53.1 
53.7 
39.'1 

88.8 
92.'1 
79.3 
79.1 
81.6 

83.2 
82.0 
8'1.9 
83.6 
9'1.1 

83.0 
80.1 
88.8 
90.7 
87.1 

91.3 
89.2 
98.'1 
98.'1 

7'1.3 
68.9 
97.5 
95.5 

100.0 

66.0 
79.1 
'I7.!! 
'+5.2 
56.5 

78.7 
85.6 
69.5 
69.6 
68.6 ,­

! 

c 
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Table 52. Detail of corrections employment and p~rcent distribution of full·time equivalent 
employees, by State and type of govenlment, October 1978-Continued 

(Thousand!:', of dollars) 

State and type of government' 

HAWAII •••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

IDAHO. • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

ILLINOIS • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

INDIANA •••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPAL!TIES • • • • • • 

IOWA • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

KANSAS • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

KENTUCKY • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

LOUISIANA. • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

• • • • 11 · . . . . 

· . . . . 
· . . . . 
· . . . . 

MAINE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • •• • 

MARYLAND • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL •••••••• 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MASSACHUSETTS. • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . 

MICHIGAN • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • a I • • • • • • 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

Miscellaneous Probation, pardon, and parole 
~.-.------~.----------------------~------

Number of empLoyees 

Total' 

126 
126 

575 
5'15 

30 
30 

:;~ 165 
701 

1. '16'1 
1. '16'1 

713 
1311 
579 
1111 
168 

5011 
58 

'1'16 
'131 

15 

2'17 
95 

152 
1112 

10 

356 
265 
91 
85 

6 

658 
1169 
189 

77 
112 

66 
66 

1 393 
:L 363 

30 
30 

1. 825 
396 

J. '129 
1 172 

257 

J: 932 
593 

1. 339 
1 1119 

190 

Full-time 
only 

126 
126 

90 
62 
28 
28 

2 113 
701 

1 1112 
1 '112 

656 
131 
525 
359 
166 

'139 
58 

381 
366 

15 

220 
9'1 

126 
118 

8 

352 
262 

90 
8'1 

6 

651 
'166 
185 

73 
112 

65 
65 

1 393 
1 363 

30 
30 

1 758 
396 

1 362 
1 105 

257 

1 7'18 
578 

1 170 
1071 

99 

Full-time 
equivalent 

126 
126 

170 
1L1! 
29 
29 

2 1:30 
701 

1 '129 
1 '129 

677 
133 
5'1'1 
378 
166 

'156 
58 

398 
383 

15 

227 
9'1 

133 
125 

8 

35'1 
263 
91 
85 

6 

652 
'166 
186 

7'1 
~12 

65 
65 

1 393 
1 363 

30 
30 

1 779 
396 

1 383 
1 126 

257 

1 805 
582 

1 223 
1 101 

122 

Percent 
of tota 1 

(F'rEQ) 
correc­
tions 

employees 

20.1 
21.6 

23.'1 
26.7 
1'1.8 
111.9 

H).7 
11.2 
31.2 
31.3 

16.'1 
5.5 

32.1 
32.5 
31.1 

18.7 
3.7 

'16.0 
'16.0 
'15.5 

9.5 
5.'1 

20.3 
20.6 
16.3 

11.3 
1'1.2 
7.2 
7.6 
3.9 

12.3 
13.0 
10.7 
9.0 

12.2 

7.5 
9.6 

22.1 
26.6 
2.5 
'1.5 

28.0 
10.7 
52.0 
511.6 
112.8 

17.6 
10.0 
27.8 
27.8 
27.9 

Total 

Number of employees 

31 
25 

6 
6 

32 
32 

6'16 
618 

28 
23 

5 

110 
93 
17 
11 

6 

76 
65 
11 

6 
5 

'10 
37 

3 
3 

178 
76 

102 
99 

3 

262 
252 

10 
3 
7 

15 
8 
7 
7 

269 
269 

380 
37'1 

6 
1 
5 

390 
262 
128 
102 
26 

Full-time Full-time 
only equivalent 

30 
2'1 
6 
6 

27 
27 

6'15 
618 

27 
22 

5 

96 
93 

3 
3 

72 
65 

7 
2 
5 

39 
37 

2 
2 

175 
7'1 

101 
99 

2 

250 
2'12 

8 
3 
5 

8 
8 

212 
212 

'I 

377 
262 
115 

99 
16 

30 
2'1 

6 
6 

27 
27 

6'15 
618 

27 
22 

5 

101 
93 

8 
'I 
II 

711 
65 

9 
'I 
5 

39 
37 

2 
2 

176 
'7'1 

1()2 
99 

3 

255 
2'11, 

~l 
;II 
6 

12 
8 
'I 
'I 

229 
229 

379 
37'1 

5 
1 
'I 

381 
262 
119 

99 
20 

Percent 
of total 

(FTEQ) 
correc­
tions 

employees 

23.8 
19.0 

1'1.9 
69.9 
1.5 
1.1 
2.11 

16.2 
112.1 

2.3 
1.0 

3:5.3 

17.2 
39.'1 
1.5 
1.6 

'19.7 
28.1 

11201 
116.5 
50.0 

39.1 
52.8 
11.8 
11.1 
5.'1 

18.5 
12.3 

16.'1 
16.8 

21.3 
9'1.'1 

.'1 

.1 
1.6 

21.1 
'15.0 
9.7 
9.0 

;\6.'1 



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

324 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 52. Detail of corrections employment and percent distribution of fun-t~me equivalent 
employees, by State and type of government, October 1978-Continued 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Total corrections Institutions 

Number of employees Percent Number of employees Percent 

State and type of government l of total of total 
criminal (FT~Q) 

justice Total Full-time Full-time corrcc-
system only equivalent tions 

Total' Full-time Full-time 
only equivalent 

.. ________________________ -4 ________ -+ ________ +-______ ~~e~mp~1~o~ye~e~s_+--------+_------~--------~~em~r~l~oy~e~es~ 
MINNtSOTA. • • • • • • • • • • 

STAiE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MISSISSIPPI ••••• 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

MISSOURI • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . 

'.' . . . 

MONTANA •••••••••••• 
STATE, •• ~ •••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEBRASKA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • ~ • • • e , • • • • 

~OCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEVADA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW HAMPSHIRE ••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW JERSEy • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NEW MEXICO • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . 
eI .. • • • · . . . . 

· . . · . . 
· . · . . · . . 

NEW YORK • • • • • • • • • • • 
STA l'E. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NORTH CAROLINA • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••• 0 •••••• 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NORTH DAKOTA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

3 613 
1 8~' 
1 770 
1 75'1 

16 

1 810 
1 29'1 

516 
'131 

85 

'1637 
2 501 
2 136 
1 ·3811 

752 

1 018 
709 
309 
290 

19 

1 508 
1 017 

'191 
'133 

58 

1 '131 
802 
629 
56'1 

65 

789 
553 
236 
192 
'Ill 

10 296 
'I 176 
6 120 
6 095 

25 

1 150 
810 
3'10 
161 
179 

27 277 
15 '106 
11 871 
6 117 
5 75'1 

8 0'15 
6 992 
1 053 
1 0118 

5 

1/6'1 
295 
169 
162 

7 

3 '137 
181"3 
1 62'1 
1 610 

111 

1 652 
1 252 

'100 
318 

82 

'I 2'1'1 
2 '129 
1 815 
1 06'1 

751 

913 
708 
205 
187 

18 

1 367 
1 015 

352 
295 

57 

1 ij02 
78'1 
618 
553 

65 

729 
520 
209 
171 

38 

10 091 
'I 17'1 
5 917 
5 901 

16 

1 135 
810 
325 
151 
17'1 

26 150 
1'1 768 
11 3a2 
5 631 
5 751 

7 931 
6 992 

939 
93ij 

5 

375 
285 

90 
83 

7 

;3 'I7ij 
1 819 
1 655 
1 6'10 

15 

1 707 
1 259 

ij'l8 
36'1 

8'1 

~ 360 
2 '159 
1 901 
1 150 

751 

939 
709 
230 
212 

18 

1 '103 
1 016 

:!I87 
330 

57 

1 '112 
791 
621 
556 

65 

752 
53'1 
218 
177 

'11 

10 1611 
II 1"15 
5 989 
5 972 

17 

1 1'12 
810 
332 
156 
176 

26 512 
1'1 989 
11 523 

5 772 
5 751 

7 966 
6 992 

97'1 
969 

5 

398 
287 
111 
10'1 

7 

2'1.5 
5'1.6 
15.2 
28.2 

.3 

22.3 
'15.8 
9.2 

19.0 
2.8 

1,9.'1 
'16.2 
11.1 
21.'1 

6.'1 

26.'1 
58.8 

9.,S 
15.1 
1.9 

23.1 
'15.8 
10.1 
20.3 
2.6 

28.3 
62.3 
16.7 
20.7 
6.3 

23.1 
'17.7 
10.2 
'10.'1 

2.'1 

21.7 
'11.7 
16.2 
ij3.3 

.1 

18.7 
28.7 
10.1 
18.9 
7.1 

22.3 
'12.8 
1:3.7 
30.7 
8.8 

33.'1 
55.2 
8.7 

23.2 
.1 

19.1 
'16.7 
7.6 

1'1.5 
.9 

2 569 
1 512 
1 057 
1 0'12 

15 

1 566 
1 060 

506 
'126 

80 

3 37'1 
1 785 
1 589 
1 062 

527 

775 
615 
160 
1'16 

1'1 

1 206 
787 
1/19 
381 

38 

1 099 
620 
'179 
'127 

52 

6'1'1 
'153 
191 
191 

7 190 
3 657 
3 533 
3 520 

13 

891 
577 
31'1 
150 
16ij 

21 515 
13 207 

8 308 
3 782 
q 526 

6 637 
5 599 
1 038 
1 033 

5 

377 
260 
117 
110 

7 

2 1152 
1 '19'1 

958 
9'15 

1:3 

1 '119 
1 026 

393 
316 

77 

3 130 
1 729 
1 1101 

87'1 
527 

'136 
61'1 
122 
109 

1:3 

l. 081 
787 
29'1 
256 

38 

1 080 
{>l)5 

'175 
'123 
52 

600 
'129 
171 
171 

7 001 
3 655 
3 3'16 
3 333 

13 

881 
577 
30'1 
11/0 
16'1 

20 '191 
12 615 
7 876 
3 353 
q 523 

6 523 
5 599 

92'1 
919 

5 

321 
250 

71 
6'1 

7 

2 '1711 
1 '197 

977 
963 

1'1 

1 '170 
1 031 

'139 
360 

79 

3211 
1 75'1 
1 '157 

930 
527 

7'16 
615 
131 
118 

13 

1 111 
787 
32'1 
286 

38 

1 088 
611 
'177 
'125 

52 

616 
'139 
177 
177 

7 068 
3 656 
3 '112 
3 399 

13 

886 
577 
309 
1'15 
16q 

20 819 
12 819 
8 000 
3'177 
'I 523 

6 559 
5 599 

960 
955 

5 

333 
252 

81 
7'1 

7 

71.2 
82.3 
59.0 
58.7 
93.3 

86.1 
81.9 
98.0 
98.9 
9'1.0 

73.6 
71.3 
76.6 
80.9 
70.2 

79.'1 
86.7 
57.0 
55.7 
72.2 

79.2 
77.5 
83.7 
86.7 
66.7 

77 .1 
77.2 
76.8 
76.~ 
80.0 

81.9 
82.2 
81.2 

100.0 

69.5 
87.6 
57.0 
56.9 
76.5 

77.6 
71.2 
93.1 
92.9 
93.2 

78.5 
85.5 
69.'1 
60.2 
78.6 

82.3 
8001 
98.6 
98.6 

100.0 

8J.7 
87.8 
73.0 
71.2 

100.0 

I 
I 
( t 

i 
" 

c 
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Table 52. Detail of corrections employment and percent distribution of full-time equivalent 
employees, by State and type of government, October 1978-Continued 

State and type of government l 

MINNESOTA ••••••••••• 
STATE ••••••••• ~ •• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

~~SSISSIPPI •••• 
STATE. • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • 

COUNTIES ••• 
MUNICIPALITIES 

· . . . . . · . . . . . · . . . . . · . . . . . · . . . . . 
MISSOURI , • • • • • • • • • • 

STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • , • • • • • 

COUNTIES ••••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MONTANA •••••• , ••••• 
STATE ••••••• 0 •• e , 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEBRASKA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • , ••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

NEVADA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNT lEu • , • • • , • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

, 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. • • • • • • • • 

STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • , • • , • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • , • • 

NEW JERSEy • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW MEXICO • • • • • 
STATE, •••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL , • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
• • III • • 

NEW YORK • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••• , •••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPAL!TIES • • • • • • 

NORTH CAROLINA • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

NORTH DAKOTA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • , • 

(Thouscmds of dollars) 

Probation, pardon, ana parole 

Number of employees 

Total' 

790 
159 
631 
630 

1 

221 
219 

2 
2 

9q5 
ij85 
'160 
238 
222 

235 
92 

1'13 
138 

5 

238 
167 

71 
51 
20 

289 
139 
150 
137 

13 

138 
98 
110 

'10 

2 9ij9 
373 

2 576 
2 572 

'I 

2q3 
221 

22 
10 
12 

'I 623 
1 lq2 
3 'I8.t 
2 268 
1 213 

1 19'1 
1 180 

111 
l'i 

77 
35 
'12 
'12 

Full-time Full-time 
only equivalent 

7'15 
156 
589 
588 

1 

211 
211 

83'1 
'178 
356 
135 
221 

170 
92 
78 
73 

5 

222 
165 

57 
38 
19 

279 
136 
1'13 
130 

13 

125 
91 
3 L! 

3'1 

2 9'11 
373 

2 568 
2 565 

3 

238 
221 

17 
10 

7 

'I 569 
1 128 
3 'I'll 
2 228 
1 213 

1 19'1 
1 180 

1~ 
1~ 

'19 
35 
1'1 
1'1 

757 
157 
600 
599 

1 

213 
213 

860 
'180 
380 
159 
221 

186 
92 
9'1 
89 

5 

228 
166 

62 
'13 
19 

281 
137 
lijq 
131 

13 

130 
93 
37 

37 

2 9'1'1 
373 

2571 
2 568 

:3 

2'10 
221 

19 
10 

9 

'I 586 
1 133 
3 q53 
2 2'10 
1213 

1 19'1 
1 180 

1'1 
1'1 

56 
35 
21 
21 

Percent 
of total 

(FTEQ) 
correc­

tions 
employees 

21.8 
8.6 

36.3 
36.5 
6.7 

12.5 
16.9 

19.7 
19.5 
20.0 
1:3.8 
29.11 

19.8 
13.0 
'10.9 
'12.0 
27.8 

16.3 
16.3 
16.0 
13.0 
33.3 

19.9 
17.3 
23.2 
23.6 
20.0 

17.3 
17.q 
17.0 

90.2 

29.0 
8.9 

'12.9 
1/3.0 
17.6 

21.0 
27.3 
5.7 
6.'1 
5.1 

17.3 
7.6 

30.0 
38.8 
21.1 

15.0 
16.9 

1.'1 
1.'1 

1'1.1 
12.2 
18.91 2Q.2 

Misce llaneous 

Number of employees 

Total 

25q 
172 

82 
82 

23 
15 

8 
3 
5 

318 
231 

87 
6'1 

3 

8 
2 
6 
6 

6'1 
63 

1 
1 

7 
2 
5 
1 
II 

157 
1'16 

11 
3 
8 

16 
12 

II 
1 
3 

1 139 
1 057 

82 
67 
15 

21'1 
213 

1 
1 

10 

10 
10 

Full-time 
only 

2'10 
163 

77 
77 

22 
15 

7 
2 
5 

280 
222 

58 
55 

3 

7 
2 
5 
5 

6'1 
63 

1 
1 

1/ 

1'19 
1'16 

3 
3 

16 
12 

II 
1 
3 

1 090 
1 025 

65 
50 
15 

2111 
213 

1 
1 

5 

5 
5 

Full-time 
equivalent 

2'12 
16'1 

78 
78 

23 
15 

8 
3 
5 

288 
225 

63 
60 

3 

7 
2 
5 
5 

6'1 
63 

1 
1 

7 
2 
5 
1 
'I 

150 
1'16 

q 
3 
1 

16 
12 

II 
1 
3 

1 108 
1 037 

71 
56 
15 

21'1 
213 

1 
1 

9 

9 
9 

Percent 
of total 

(FTEQ) 
correc­

tions 
employees 

32.0 
10'1.5 

D,O 
13.0 

10.8 
7.Q 

33.5 
'16.9 
16.6 
37.7 

1.'1 

28.1 
38.0 

1.6 
2.3 

10.8 

6.7 
5.'1 

21.1 
10.0 
33.3 

21/.2 
91.5 

2.1 
2.5 
1.2 

17.9 
18.1 
7.1 
7.1 
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Table 52. Detail of corrections employment and percent distribution of full-time equivalent 
employeess by State and type of government, October 1978-Continued 

(Thousands of dollars) 

State and type of government' 

OHIO • • • • • • • • 
STATE., • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

OKLAHOMA 

· . . . . · . r... " 
· . . . . 

STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

OREGON • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

PENNSYLVANIA • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • 

RHODE ISLAND • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINA • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

SOUTH DAKOTA • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

TENNESSEE. • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

TExAS. • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

UTAH • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . 

· . . . . 

· . . . . 
· . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
• " C" • .. · . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . 

VERMONT •••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • .... • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

VIRGINIA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE, • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

See foo~notes at end of table. 

Total corrections 

Number of employees 

Total' 

11 885 
6 804 
5 081 
4 427 

654 

2 796 
2 203 

593 
484 
109 

:3 192 
1 944 
1 248 
1 239 

9 . 

11 1110 
5 2113 
5 897 
II 065 
1 832 

8113 
842 

1 

1 

3 71}5 
:3 0115 

700 
650 

50 

522 
386 
136 
133 

3 

5 128 
3 423 
1 705 
1 1611 

5111 

10 675 
'5 188 
5 1187 
5 107 

380 

1 166 
874' 
292 
289 

3 

512 
508 

4 
3 
1 

9 071 
6 318 
2 753 
1 077 
1 676 

Full-time Full-time 
only equivalent 

11 230 
6 8011 
II 426 
3 790 

636 

2 M5 
2 126 

519 
1110 
109 

:3 005 
1 919 
1 086 
1 077 

9 

10 793 
5 175 
5 618 
3 786 
1 832 

8112 
8112 

3 626 
3 008 

618 
573 

115 

1135 
355 

80 
77 

3 

5 0211 
3 423 
1 601 
1 063 

538 

10 1611 
5 057 
5 107 
'I 738 

369 

1 0911 
852 
242 
239 

3 

492 
489 

3 
2 
1 

8 527 
5 960 
2 567 

97!i 
1 592 

3 667 
3 019 

648 
602 

46 

468 
3711 

911 
91 

3 

5 056 
3 1.}23 
1 633 
1 094 

539 

10 329 
5 106 
5 223 
4 851 

3'72 

1 119 
863 
256 
253 

3 

496 
493 

3 
2 
1 

8 810 
6 174 
2 636 
1 006 
1 630 

_____ r ________ .... __________________________ _ 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

employees 

23.7 
62.9 
12.4 
27.4 
2.8 

23.6 
45.3 
8.0 

23.7 
2.2 

25.8 
48.4 
14.3 
24.1 

.3 

21.5 
41.6 
15.0 
32.7 
6.9 

19.5 
42.1 

29.3 
55.8 

9.1 
16.0 

1.11 

19.8 
34.8 
7.3 

17.7 
.11 

27.11 
~;'.5 

11..8 
2'1.2 
6.6 

19.7 
45.5 
12.7 
26.4 
1.6 

21.2 
45.8 
7.5 

17.3 
.2 

36.4 
59.3 
19.1 
17.6 
20.2 

Institutions 

Number of employees 

Total 

9 262 
5 612 
3 650 
3 156 

494 

2 274 
1 819 

455 
357 

98 

2 283 
1 404 

879 
870 

9 

8 150 
II 397 
3 753 
2 673 
1 080 

584 
584 

3 002 
2 3110 

662 
612 

50 

417 
286 
131 
129 

2 

4 467 
2 970 
1 497 
1 059 

438 

7 .388 
4 257 
3 131 
2 754 

377 

866 
575 
291 
288 

3 

363 
359 

4 
3 
1 

6 527 
4 310 
2 217 

834 
1 383 

Full-time Full-time 
only equivalent 

8 742 
5 61'2 
3 130 
2 642 

488 

2 136 
1 747 

389 
291 

98 

2 117 
1 385 

732 
723 

9 

7 905 
4 397 
3 508 
2 '128 
1 080 

584 
584 

2 912 
2 320 

592 
5117 

45 

331 
255 

76 
74 

2 

4 371 
2 970 
1 401 

966 
1135 

7 042 
4 138 
2 904 
2537 

367 

802 
561 
241 
238 

3 

349 
346 

3 
2 
1 

6 221 
4 117 
2 104 

778 
1 326 

8 898 
5 612 
3 286 
2 795 

491 

2 210 
1 801 

1109 
311 

98 

2 169 
1 Ll07 

765 
756 

9 

8 002 
4 397 
3 605 
2 525 
1 080 

5811 
584 

2 947 
2 326 

621 
575 

46 

364 
275 

89 
87 

2 

4 401 
2 970 
1 431 

995 
436 

7 179 
4 185 
2 994 
2 625 

369 

823 
568 
255 
252 

3 

352 
349 

3 
2 
1 

6 379 
4 222 
2 157 

799 
1 .358 

Percent 
of tota 1 

(FTEQ) 
correc­
tions 

employees 

77.8 
82.,5 
71.0 
7001 
76.5 

81.3 
82.7 
75.9 
72.3 
89.9 

70.8 
72.3 
6ij.2 
67.9 

100.0 

73.3 
811.7 
63.0 
611.9 
59.0 

69.4 
69.4 

80.4 
77.0 
95.8 
95.5 

100.0 

77.8 
7;5.5 
94.7 
95.6 
66.7 

87.0 
86.8 
87.6 
91.0 
80.9 

69.5 
82.0 
57.3 
511.1 
99.2 

7;5.5 
65.8 
99.6 
99.6 

100.0 

71.0 
70.8 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

72.4 
68.4 
81.8 
79.4 
IlJ.3 

c ,----'---
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Table 52. Detail of corrections employment and percent distribution of full-time equivalent 
employees, by StCllte and type of government, October 1978-Continued 

(Thousands of dollars) 

State and type of government' 

OHIO • • • • • • • • e , , • • 

STATE. • • • , • • • 0 • • • 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

OKLAHOMA 
STATE ••••••••• e , • 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

OREGON • • • • M • • • • • • • 

STATE. • • • • • • • a , • • 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

PENNSYLVANIA • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
RHODE ISLAND • • • • • • • • • 

STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINA • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIEf • • • • • • 

SOUTH DAKOTA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

TENNESSEE. • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE, • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

TEXAS ••••••••••••• 
STATE, • • • • • • • • • 0 • 

LOCAL, - )TAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

UTAH • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • ~ • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

VERMONT •••••••••••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

VIRGINIA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE, •••••••••• , 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

Probation, pardon, and parole 

Number of employq.es Percent 
of total 

(FTEQ) 

Total' 
Full-time 

only 
Full-time 

equivalent 
correc­

tions 
employees 

2 043 
721 

1 322 
1 201i 

118 

515 
383 
132 
122 

10 

727 
412 
315 
315 

2 565 
580 

1 985 
1 236 

749 

142 
141 

1 

1 

537 
523 

14 
14 

100 
100 

5711 
371 
203 
100 
103 

2 780 
578 

2 202 
2 199 

3 

283 
283 

92 
92 

1 616 
1 143 

1173 
212 
261 

1 928 
721 

1 207 
1 100 

107 

502 
378 
124 
114 

10 

71J, 
'112 
301 
301 

2 531 
580 

1 951 
1 202 

749 

1tU 
141 

529 
518 

11 
11 

100 
100 

571 
371 
200 

97 
103 

2 636 
572 

2 064 
2 062 

2 

275 
275 

91 
91 

1 '187 
1 071 

'116 
182 
234 

1 '964 
721 

1 243 
1 134 

109 

504 
379 
125 
115 

10 

716 
412 
304 
304 

2 542 
5aO 

1 962 
1 213 

749 

I'll 
141 

532 
520 

12 
12 

100 
100 

572 
371 

""""'~~a 
98 

103 

2 664 
573 

2 091 
2 089 

2 

279 
279 

91 
91 

1 560 
1 132 

428 
188 
2'10 

17.2 
10.6 
20.9 
28.11 
17.0 

18.5 
17.4 
23.2 
26.7 
9.2 

23.4 
21.2 
27.1 
27.3 

23.3 
11.2 
34.3 
31.2 
40.9 

16.7 
16.7 

1L1.5 
17.2 
1.9 
2.0 

11.3 
10.8 
12.3 
9.0 

19.1 

25.e 
11.2 
40.0 
113:~ 

24.~ 
32.3 

-. 
18. 
18 ~~ 

. 
17.~ 
18.; 
16.~ 
18.~ 
14. 

Total 

Miscellaneous 

Number of employees Percent 
of total 

(FTEQ) 

580 
471 
109 

67 
42 

7 
1 
6 
5 
1 

182 
128 

54 
54 

425 
266 
159 
156 

3 

117 
117 

206 
182 

211 
24 

5 

5 
II 
1 

87 
82 

5 
5 

507 
353 
154 
1511 

l7 
16 

1 
1 

57 
57 

928 
865 

63 
31 
32 

Full-time Full-time correC­
tions 

employees 
only equivalent 

560 
471 

89 
48 
41 

7 
1 
6 
5 
1 

175 
122 

53 
53 

357 
198 
159 
156 

3 

117 
117 

185 
170 

15 
15 

'I 
3 
1 

82 
82 

486 
3117 
139 
139 

17 
16 

1 
1 

52 
52 

819 
772 

47 
15 
32 

572 
11,71 
101 

60 
41 

7 
1 
6 
5 
1 

177 
1211 

53 
5.3 

371 
212 
159 
156 

3 

117 
117 

187 
172 

15 
15 

4 
3 
1 

84 
82 

2 
2 

490 
349 
141 
141 

17 
16 

1 
1 

53 
53 

870 
820 
50 
18 
32 

29.1 
6!h3 

8.1 
5.3 

37.6 

1.4 
.3 

'+.8 
11.3 

10.0 

24.7 
30.1 
17.4 
17.4 

1'1.6 
36.6 
8.1 

12.9 
.4 

8;5.0 
83.0 

35.2 
33.1 

125.0 
125.0 

14.7 
22.1 

1.0 
2.0 

5ij.2 
5ij.2 

55.8 
72.4 
11.7 
9.6 

13.3 
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Table 52. Detail of corrections employment and percent distribution of full-time equivalent 
employees, by State and type of government, October 1978-Continued 

(Thousands of dollars) 

State and type of government' 

WASHINGTON • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

WEST VIRGINIA. • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

WISCONSIN. • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••• ft •••••• 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES ••••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

Total corrections 

Number of employees 

Tota l' Full-time Full-time 
only equivalent 

Percent 
of total 
crimina 1 
justice 
system 

employees 

Total 

Institutions 

Number of employees 

Full-time 
only 

Full-time 
equivalent 

'I 936 
3 011 
1 925 
1 836 

~ 7'13 'I 793 29.0 3 '175 3 3'16 3 380 
:5 011 3 011 55.'1 2 29'1 2 29'1 2 29q 
1 732 1 782 16.1 1 181 1 052 1 086 
1 6'17 1 696 28.'1 1 129 1 00'1 1 037 89 85 86 1.7 52 '18 '19 

1 19'1 1 130 1 155 19.2 1 060 996 1 021 
858 858 858 31.5 72'1 72'1 72'1 
336 272 297 9.0 336 272 297 
335 271 296 18.3 335 271 296 

1 1 1 .1 1 1 1 

'I 527 'I 28'1 II 342 22.9 3 360 3 123 3 179 
3 294 3 208 3 228 61.7 2 205 2 199 2 219 
1 233 1 076 1 1111 8.1 1 075 92'1 960 
1 210 1 056 1 092 19.1 1 058 908 944 

23 20 22 .J 17 16 16 

Percent 
of total 

(FTEQ) 
correc-

em~igy~es 

70.5 
76.2 
()0.9 
61.1 
57.0 

88.'1 
8'1.4 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

73.2 
68.7 
86.2 
86.'1 
72.7 

WYOMING.. ••••••••• 1139 '117 '125 19.6 378 357 36'1 85.6 
STATE. , • • • • • • • • • • J40 326 332 '19.5 293 280 285 85.8 
LOCAL, TOTAL. • • • • • • • 99 91 93 6.2 85 77 79 8'1.9 

COUNTIES. • • • • • • • • 90 82 84 11.'1 811 76 78 92.9 
MUNICIPAL~T_I_E_S~. __ ._" __ .~._.~ ________ 9~ _______ 9~ _______ 9~ ______ I~.2~ ______ ~1~ ______ ~1~ ______ ~1L-_____ 11~.~1 

- Represents zpro or rounds to zero. 

'Data for municipalities, and the local governments totals which include municipal data, are estimates subject to sampling variation; data 
for counties (boroughs, parishes) are based on a canvass of all county governments and therefore are not subject to sampling variation; see text for data limitations. 

"Because of rounding, detail may not add preCisely to totals. 

II 

I 

I 
I' 
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I 
I 

I 

c 

CORRECTIONS 329 

Table 52. Detail of corrections employment and percent distribuf,ion of fun-t~me eqruivalent 
employees, by State and type of government, October 1978-Contmued 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Probation, pardon, and parole Miscellaneous 

Number of employees Percen!.: Number of employees Percent 
of total of total State and type of government' 

(FTEQ) (FTEQ) 
Full-time Full-time correc- Full-time Full-time correc-

Total" tions Total only eqUivalent tions only equivalent 
employees employees -. 

79 84 6.3 WASHINGTON 1 369 1 318 1 329 27.7 92 
'Ill 6.5 · • · · • · · · · · 673 673 22.'1 '1-4 '14' STATE. 673 · · • · · · · · · · • 35 40 6.1 6'15 656 36.8 '18 LOCAL, TOTAL 696 

35 40 6.5 · • · · · · · · 608 619 36.5 48 COUNTIES 659 · • · · · · · · • MUNICIPALITIES · · · · · · 37 37 37 43.0 - - - -
113 113 9.8 21 21 21 18.6 WEST VIRGINIA. · • · · · · · · 113 

13.2 21 21 21 18.6 113 113 113 STATE',. · . · · • · · · · · · - - - - -LOCAL, TOTAL - - -· • · · · · · · -- - - -COUNTIES - - -· · · · · · · · · - -- - -MUNICIPALITIES - - -· · · · · · 
828 830 19.1 335 J33 33'1 'l0.2 WISCONSIN. 832 

266 266 35.8 · · · · · · · · · · 7'l3 7'l3 23.0 266 7113 
68 78.2 

STATE. · · · · · · · · · · · 85 87 7.8 69 .67 LOCAL, TOTAL 89 · · · · · · · · COUNTIES · · . · · · · · · 83 81 81 7.'l 69 67 68 84.0 - -if. 6 27.3 - -MUNICIPALITIES · · · · · · 6 

51 51 12.0 9 9 9 17.6 WYOMING. 52 
9 9 2'1.3 · · · · · · · · · · · 37 37 11.1 9 STATE. · · · 38 · · · · · · · · - -14 1'1 15.1 - -LOCAL, TOTAL 1'1 · · · · · · · · COUNTIES · · · · · · · · · 6 6 6 7.1 - u - -- -8 8 88.9 - .. MUNICIPALITIES 8 · · · · · · 

I, 
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Table 53. Detail of corrections payroll and percent distribution, by State and type of government, 

October 1978 

State and type of government1 

STATES-LOCAL, TOTAL4 •••••• 

STATE. ~' ••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ALABAMA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ALASKA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ARIZONA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ARKANSAS • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

CALIFORNIA • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES ••••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

COLORADO • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
CONNECTICUT •••••••••• 

STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTLES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

DELAWARE • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES ••••••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

UISTRICT OF COLUMBIA • • • • • 
STATE. • • • , • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

FLORIDA ••••••• 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

• • • • • 
I' • • • • · . . . . · . . . . 

GEORGIA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Total corrections 

October 
pP"roll 2 

Percent 

Insti tutions 

October 
payroll 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
October 
payroll· 

Probation, pardon 
and parole 

October 
payroll 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
October 
payroll 

Misce!laneous 

October 
payroll 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
October 
payroll 

of total 
criminal 
justice 

system 
October 
payroll 

-+------~-------r------+-------r_------r_------
29.7 367 
179 6511 
117 713 

90 290 
27 1123 

3 362 
2 097 
1 266 
1 050 

216 

933 
902 

31 

31 

3573 
1 859 
1 7111 
1 676 

38 

1 172 
803 
369 
297 

72 

117 1119 
20 090 
27 329 
26 1113 

1 186 

3 721 
2 781 

9110 
551 
389 

3 191 
3 185 

6 

6 

1 004 
1 0011 

5 1137 

5 1137 

111 209 
10 71l-2 
3 1167 
2 875 

591 

6 917 
II 976 
1 941 
1 598 

3113 

21.7 
35.1 
13.3 
32.11 

3.11 

16.1 
22.3 
1.8 

1.8 

20.0 
39.8 
t3.0 
28.8 

.5 

20.3 
40.2 
9.7 

20.2 
3.1 

25.6 
48.4 
19.0 
32.5 
1.9 

21.9 
IILl.7 
8.7 

20.0 
11.8 

19.3 
110.7 

.1 

.1 

3:5.8 

33.8 

15.8 
20.3 
9.3 

1'1.9 
3.3 

28.7 
55.'1 
12.8 
19.9 

'1.8 

220 0'17 
1111 379 

78 668 
58 128 
20 5110 

2 371 
1 567 

80'1 
601 
203 

102 
671 

31 

31 

2 527 
1 573 

9511 
933 

21 

998 
7211 
275 
2111 

61 

31 869 
16 10E. 
15 763 
15 005 

758. 

2 821 
1 926 

895 
517 
378 

2 303 
2 303 

669 
669 

3 328 

.3 328 

.3 328 

10 886 
7 622 
.3 2611 
2 733 

531 

II 903 
3 11'18 
1 1156 
1 12~11 

.327 

711.0 
78.7 
66.8 
611.11 
7'1.9 

70.5 
711.7 
63.5 
57.3 
93.9 

75.2 
7'1.11 

100.0 

100.0 

70.7 
8'1.7 
55.7 
55.7 
511.7 

85.2 
90.1 
711.11 
72.1 
83.8 

67.2 
80.2 
57.7 
57.11 
63.'9 

75.8 
69.3 
95.2 
93.8 
97.1 

72.2 
72.3 

66.6 
66.6 

61.2 

61.2 

76.6 
71,.0 
911.1 
95.0 
89.8 

70.9 
69.3 
75.0 
70.6 
95.3 

61 1185 
25 1'18 
36 336 
30 513 

5 823 

599 
3110 
260 
2116 

13 

1711 
1711 

912 
176 
736 
732 

II 

1119 
56 
93 
82 
12 

13 829\ 
2 552 

11 278 
10 8611 

1113 

779 
762 

17 
9 
8 

556 
553 

3 

3 

123 
123 

1 263 

1 263 

1 263 

1 339 
1 231 

109 
711 
35 

1 4911 
1 012 

'183 
1167 

16 

20.7 
1'1.0 
30.9 
33.8 
21.2 

17.8 
16.2 
20.5 
23.5 

6.1 

18.7 
19.3 

25.5 
9.5 

113.0 
113.7 
11.5 

12.7 
6.9 

25.3 
27.5 
16.1 

29,2 
12.7 
111.3 
41.6 
311.8 

20.9 
27.11 
1.8 
1.6 
2.1 

17.11 
17.4 
61.9 

61.9 

12.2 
12.2 

23.2 

9.11 
11.5 
3.1 
2.6 
5.9 

21.6 
20.3 
211.9 
29.2 

11.7 

15 835 
13 127 

2 708 
1 6'18 
1 060 

393 
190 
202 
202 

57 
57 

133 
109 

211 
11 
13 

25 
211 

1 
1 

1 722 
1 1133 

289 
27'1 

15 

121 
93 
28 
25 

3 

331 
329 

2 

2 

213 
213 

8116 

81~6 

1 984 
1 890 

911 
69 
26 

520 
517 

3 
3 

5.3 
7.3 
2.3 
1.8 
·3.9 

11.7 
901 

16.0 
19.3 

6.1. 
6.3 

2.! 
3.0 

.3 

.11 

.1 

3.6 
7.1 
1.1 
1.0 
1.3 

15.6 

15.6 

15.6 

111.0 
17.6 
2.7 
2.11 
11.3 

7.5 
10.'1 

.1 

.2 

.. 
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Table 53. Detail of correctil)ns payroll and pertent distribution, by State and type of government, 

Octobmr 19j'8-Conti n ued 

State and type of government 1 

HAWAII •••••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

IDAHO ••••••••••••• 
STATE, ••••••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

ILLINOIS • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

INDIANA ••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . 
· . . . . 

IOWA • • III • • • • • • • • • • 

STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

KANSAS • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

KENTUCKY • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

LOUISIANA •••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . ~ . 
· . . . . · . .. . . · . . . . 
· . . . . 

MAINE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MARYLAND • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

MASSACHUSETTS. • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 
· . . . . 
· . . . . · . . . . · . . . . 

MICHIGAN • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Total corrections 

October 
payrOll" 

845 
7811 

61 
61 

726 
551 
176 
1N 

2 

12 303 
7 1185 
II 818 
II 807 

11 

II 230 
2 855 
1 375 

900 
1175 

2677 
1 795 

881 
8'10 

42 

2 135 
1 602 

533 
1196 

36 

2 709 
1 629 
1 080 

9111 
139 

5 182 
3 636 
1 5'16 

663 
883 

8119 
699 
150 
150 

7 800 
6 392 
1 1108 

797 
611 

7 366 
II 220 
3 1116 
2 1128 

718 

111 0511 
8 1135 
5 619 
II 979 

6110 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

October 
payroll 

13.8 
35.8 
1.6 
6.0 

17.7 
.33.7 

7.1 
13.2 

.1 

21.3 
'12.7 
10.5 
21.5 
5.3 

22.8 
111.6 
11.9 
211.2 
1.1 

21.9 
'18.2 
8.3 

18.5 
1.0 

19.6 
25.2 
1'1.7 
29.9 
3.3 

23.5 
111.7 
ti.6 
11.9 
11.'1 

21.5 
36.3 
7.4 

3'1.1 

26.6 
51.0 

8.'1 
8.6 
8.1 

19.6 
115.11 
11.1 
46.2 
3.1 

21.8 
48.3 
11.9 
29.1 
2.1 

Inst1:tutione 

OctOber 
payroll 

508 
362 
1116 
1'14 

2 

9031 
5 820 
3 211 
3 207 

4 

3 1185 
2 568 

917 
5811 
333 

2 0611 
1 641 

423 
1108 

15 

1 8811 
1 '165 

1119 
390 

28 

2 200 
1 290 

910 
781 
130 

4 220 
2 856 
1 364 

587 
777 

761} 
617 
1117 
1117 

5 875 
'I 1199 
1 376 

765 
611 

'I 851 
3 307 
1 54'1 
1 152 

393 

11 043 
7 179 
3 8611 
3 398 

1167 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
October 
payroll 

70.0 
65.8 
83.2 
83.0 

100.0 

73.11 
77.8 
66.6 
66.7 
37.0 

82.4 
89.9 
66.7 
611.9 
70.0 

77.1 
91.4 
118.0 
118.6 
35.3 

88.3 
91.11 
78.7 
78.7 
78.1 

81.2 
79.2 
811.3 
82.9 
93.6 

81.11 
78.6 
88.2 
88.5 
88.0 

89.9 
88.2 
98.0 
98.0 

75.3 
70.11 
97.7 
96.0 

100.0 

65.9 
78.11 
119.1 
117.11 
511.8 

78.6 
85.1 
68.8 
68.2 
72.9 

Probation, pardon 
and parole 

October 
pp.yroll 

173 
173 

2 1131 
852 

1 579 
1 579 

612 
160 
1152 
312 
1'10 

518 
69 

11119 
428 

21 

2011 
93 

111 
103 

8 

325 
2115 

80 
72 

7 

695 
521 
1711 

72 
102 

711 
711 

1 625 
1 5911 

32 
32 

2 063 
1165 

1 598 
1 276 

322 

2 5011 
896 

1 608 
1 '1-56 

152 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
October 
payroll 

20.5 
22.1 

26.7 
29.8 
16.8 
17.0 

19.8 
11.11 
32.8 
32.8 

111.5 
5.6 

32.8 
311.6 
29.4 

19.1t ! 
J,!; i 

50.9 
51.0 
50.9 

9.6 
5.8 

20.8 
20.8 
21.9 

12.0 
15.0 

7.11 
7.7 
5.2 

13.4 
111.3 
11.3 
10.9 
11.6 

8.7 
10.e 

20.8 
24.9 
2.3 
11.0 

28.0 
11.0 
50.8 
52.6 
'1'1.9 

17.8 
10.6 
28.6 
29.3 
23.7 

Miscellaneous 

October 
payroll 

34 
27 

7 
7 

8111 
812 

29 
22 

7 

1311 
127 

7 
5 
2 

911 
85 

9 
3 
6 

1811 
911 
90 
88 

2 

266 
258 

8 
II 
3 

11 
a 
3 
3 

300 
300 

1152 
'1119 

3 

3 

506 
359 
147 
125

1 22 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
October 
payroll 

6.8 
10.8 

.6 

.5 
63.0 

3.5 
11.7 
1.0 

.11 
13.8 

2.2 
2.7 

.5 

.5 

6.8 
5.8 
B.3 
9.11 
1.2 

!:i. 1 
701 

.5 

.6 

.11 

1.3 
1.2 
2.0 
2.0 

6.1 
10.6 

.1 

.11 
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Table 53. Detaii of corrections payr'oll and percent distribution, by State and type of government, 

October 1978-Continued 

state and type of government1 

MINNESOTA ••••• , ••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL~ TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MISSISSIPPI •••••••••• 
STATE. • • 1 • • • • • • • » 
LOCAL. TOiAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MISSOURI • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • a , 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

MONTANA •••••••••••• 
STATEo • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • , • , , • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEBRASKA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEVADA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE, ••• W W U • W ~ • v 

LOCAL, TOTAl, • • v • • u • • 

COUNT:ES • • • • • • • • • 
MUN!C:PAL:T~ES •••••• 

NEW HA~lPStiIRE ••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • , • • • • 

NEW JERSEY • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • ~ • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICI~ALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW MEXICO • • • • • • • • • • 
STATEe , ~ • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NEW YORK • • • • 0 • • • • • • 

STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • , • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NORTH CAROLINA • • • • • • • • 
STATE. " • • • • • • •.• • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

NORTH DAKOTA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end ot table. 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Total corrections 

October 
payroll" 

II 1192 
;2 397 
2 096 
2 079 

16 

1 301 
982 
318 
252 

66 

II 126 
2 3:;9 
1 787 
1 036 

7S1 

1 017 
813 
20Ll 
188 

16 

1 2L15 
906 
338 
287 

52 

1 7L13 
967 
770 
690 

85 

795 
592 
203 
16Q 

39 

11 357 
5 M6 
6 311 
6 297 

111 

1 llQ 
827 
287 
109 
178 

35 101 
20 196 
111 906 

6 779 
8 127 

7 938 
7 173 

765 
762 

3 

3911 
301 

93 
811 

8 

Percent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 

system 
October 
payroll 

22.5 
L1L1.7 
lq.q 
28.6 

.2 

18.8 
3q.9 
7.8 

16.5 
2.6 

16.9 
38.2 
9.8 

20.9 
5.7 

1-

27.6 
55.3 
9.2 

15.2 
1.6 

18.9 
38.1 
8.1 

18.t: 
2.0 

26.2 
57.5 
1!).6 
1'1.6 

:).9 

22 • .3 
1111.3 

9.1 
38.6 
2.2 

19.1 
37.7 
13.'1 
110.11 

17.9 
26.& 
9.2 

15.3 
7.11 

19.9 
39.5 
11.9 
25.0 

8 • .3 

Institutions 

October 
payroll 

Percent 
of total 

correctio!,s 
October 
payroll 

3 153 
1 95L1 
1 199 
1 1811 

15 

1 085 
7711 
312 
250 

62 

2 971 
1 639 
1 3.32 

828 
5011 

81:3 
7011 
109 

99 
10 

966 
691 
276 
2113 

33 

1 332 
736 
596 
528 

66 

6~3 
IIYO 
163 
163 

8 062 
II 378 
3 68Q 
3 67Q 

10 

863 
59L1 
269 
102 
167 

28 020 
17 319 
10 701 

Q 085 
6 616 

6 L133 
5 6811 

7119 
7116 

3 

328 
258 

70 
61 

8 

83.11 
78,7 
97.9 
99.1 
9.3 • .3 

72.0 
"/0.1 
711.5 
79.9 
67.0 

79.9 
86.6 
53.3 
52.6 
62.5 

77.6 
76.2 
81.5 
8L1.8 
63.2 

"6.'1 
76,1 
7f: u 8 
76.L1 
79.9 

82.1 
82.7 
80.11 
99.7 

71.0 
96.8 
58.L1 
58.3 
70.1 

77.5 
71.7 
93.9 
911.1 
93.8 

'/9.8 
85.8 
71.8 
60.3 
81.'1 

81.0 
79.2 
98.0 
98.0 

100.0 

83.3 
85.8 
75.2 
72.7 

100.0 

Probation, pardon 
and parole 

October 
payroll 

Percent 
of total 

cor!"8ctions 
October 
payroll 

1 019 
228 
791 
790 

1 

192 
191 

858 
1163 
395 
152 
21.13 

196 
106 

90 
811 

6 

207 
1116 

61 
'12 
19 

351 
172 
180 
163 

17 

136 
101 
35 

35 

3 071 
11118 

2 623 
2 620 

II 

2311 
220 

111 
6 
7 

5713 
1 583 
II 130 
2 6111 
1 1189 

1 2119 
1 2311 

15 
15 

60 
113 
17 
17 

22;7 
9.5 

37.7 
:38.0 

7.L1 

111.7 
19.5 

.1 

.1 

20.8 
19.8 
22.1 
lQ.7 
32.3 

19.3 
13.0 
1111.2 
1111.7 
37.5 

16.6 
16.1 
18.1 
111.8 
36.8 

20.2 
17u7 
23.2 
23.6 
20.], 

17.1 
17 .0 
17.11 

89.7 

27.0 
8.9 

111.6 
111.6 
25.0 

21.0 
26.6 

11.8 
5.9 
11.1 

16.3 
7.8 

27.7 
39.0 
18.3 

15.7 
17.2 
2.0 
2.0 

15.2 
111.2 
18.5 
20.3 

Miscellaneous 

October 
payroll 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
October 
payroll 

320 
2111 
106 
106 

211 1.8 
17 1.8 

6 2.0 
2 .8 
Q 6.7 

297 ,.2 
236 10.1 

61 3.11 
56 5.L1 

5 .7 

9 .8 
3 .Q 
5 2.5 
5 2.7 

71 5.7 
70 7.7 

1 • II 
1 .5 

59 .3.Q 
59 6.1 

7 .tt 
c: .:::i 
5 2.3 
1 .3 
II 10.3 

225 2.0 
220 II.~ 

II .1 
II ,1 
1 .... 9 

18 1.6 
111 1.7 
II 1.3 

II 

1 368 
1 293 

75 
53 
22 

256 
256 

6 1.5 

.. 
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Table 53. Detail of corrections payroll and percent distribution, by State and type of government, 
October 1978-Continued 

State and type of government1 

OHIO • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

OKLAHOMA 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

. . . . . . . . . . 
OREGON • • • • • • • • • • • • 

STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

PENNSyLVANIA ••••••••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

RHODE ISLAND • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINA • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES ••••••••• 
MUNICI?ALITIES • • • • • • 

SOUTH DAKOTA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

TENNESSEE. • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

TEXAS ••••••••••••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL 1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

UTAH • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

VERMONT. • • • • • 
sTATE. • • • • • 
L()CAL, TOTAL • • 

COUNTIES ••• 
MUNICIPALITIES 

· . . . . . · . . . . . · . . . . . · . . . . . 
• • • , • IJ 

VIRGINIA • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••• G ••••• 

LOCAL1 TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •••••• 

See footnotes at end of table. 

(Thousands of dollars) 

I Total corrections 

r 

October 
payroll' 

13 '1110 
8 76.'3 
11677 
3 892 

785 

2 353 
1 853 

500 
386 
1111 

3 728 
2 356 
1 :!in 
1 362 

10 

12 757 
6 11311 
6 323 
3 611 
2 712 

1 1911 
1 1911 

3 209 
2 7110 

1170 
1129 

111 

1167 
395 

73 
70 

3 

II 386 
2 925 
1 1161 

935 
526 

10 1110 
5 088 
5 052 
II 591 

1161 

1 270 
1 021 

211~ 
2116 

3 

1185 
1183 

2 
2 

8 853 
6 1173 
2 380 

975 
1 1105 

PCOI:cent 
of total 
criminal 
justice 
system 

October 
payroll 

211.11 
58.3 
11.7 
27.0 
3.1 

20.3 
36.11 
7.7 

26.5 
2.3 

19.11 
36.1 
13.2 
33.0 
7.3 

21.2 
112.6 

27.3 
50.0 
7.5 

13.1 
1.11 

18.9 
30.9 
6.1 

16.3 
.11 

17.2 
110.0 
10.9 
26.2 
1.6 

19.11 
110.7 

6.2 
15.2 

.1 

Institutions 

October 
payroll 

10 1175 
7 2()9 
3 266 
2 668 

597 

1 833 
1 1165 

369 
265 
103 

2 622 
1 691 

930 
920 

10 

9 1115 
5 3117 
II 068 
2 291 
1 777 

888 
8aa 

2 1198 
2 050 

11118 
1107 

111 

3113 
2711 

69 
67 

2 

3 7117 
2 1172 
1 276 

8116 
I!JO 

6 8:52 
II 066 
2 766 
2 308 

1158 

913 
665 
2118 
2115 

3 

331 
330 

2 
2 

6 317 
II 11311 
1 883 

7311 
1 1Q9 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
October 
payroll 

77.9 
82.3 
69.8 
68.6 
76.0 

77.9 
79.1 
73.7 
68.8 
90.5 

70.3 
71.8 
67.8 
67.6 

100.0 

73.8 
83.1 
611.3 
63.11 
65.5 

711.11 
'111.11 

77.8 
711.8 
95.3 
911,8 

100.0 

73.11 
69.5 
911.9 
96.5 
60.1 

85.11 
811.5 
87.3 
90.5 
81.7 

67.11 
79.9 
511.7 
50.3 
99.3 

71.8 
65.1 
99.7 
99.6 

100.0 

68.3 
68.2 

100.0 
100.0 

71.11 
68.5 
79.1 
75.3 
81.8 

Probation, pardon 
and jla!:"ole 

October 
payroll 

2 2119 
938 

1 311 
1 167 

11111 

5111 
387 
127 
117 

10 

890 
508 
382 
382 

2 923 
810 

2 113 
1 182 

931 

173 
173 

1190 
1182 

9 
9 

120 
120 

539 
356 
1811 
87 
96 

2 768 
622 

2 1116 
2 1113 

3 

3311 
3311 

100 
100 

1 607 
1 155 

1152 
217 
23S 

Percent 
of total 

corrections 
October 
payroll 

16.7 
10.7 
28.0 
30.0 
18.4 

21.8 
20.9 
25.11 
30.11 
8.7 

23.9 
21.6 
27.8 
28.0 

22.9 
12.6 
33.11 
32.7 
3'1.3 

111.5 
111.5 

100.0 

100.0 

15.3 
17.6 
1.9 
2.1 

25.8 
30.5 

12.3 
12.2 
12.6 
9.3 

18.3 

27.3 
12.2 
112.5 
116.7 

.7 

20.5 
20.6 

18.2 
17.8 
19.0 
22.2 
16.7 

Miscellaneous 

October 
payroll 

Percent 
of total 

c?rrections 
October 
payroll 

716 5.3 
616 7.0 
100 201 

56 1.11 
1111 5.6 

6 .2 
2 .1 
II .8 
3 .8 
1 .8 

217 5.8 
157 6.7 
60 11.11 
60 11.11 

1118 3.3 
276 1~.3 
1112 2.2 
138 3.8 

II 01 

133 11.1 
133 !l.! 

221 6.9 
208 7.6 

13 2.8 
13 3.1 

II ,8 

II 50! 
2 3.5 
1 39.9 

99 2.3 
98 3.3 

1 .1 
1 .1 

5110 5.3 
399 7.8 
1110 2.8 
1110 3,j 

23 1.8 
23 2.2 

1 .3 
1 .11 

929 10.5 
8811 13.7 

115 1.9 
211 2.5 
20 1.11 
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Table 55. Detail of direct current expenditure for corrections activities of State governments, 
fiscal year 1978 

State I 

TOTAL 

ALABAMA • • • • • • • 
ALASKA. • • • • • • • 
ARIZONA • • • • • • • 
ARKANSAS ••••••• 
CALIFORNIA •••••• 

COLORADO. • • • • • • 
CONNECTICUT • • • • • 
DELAWARE ••••••• 
FLORIDA • • • • • • • 
GEORGIA • • • • • • • 

HAWAII •••••••• 
IDAHO • • • • • • • • 
ILLINOIS ••••••• 
INDIANA • • • • • • • 
IOWA ••••••••• 

KANSAS •••••••• 
KENTUCKY ••••••• 
LOUISIANA • • • • • • 
MAINE • • • • • • • • 
MARYLAND ••••••• 

MASSACHUSETTS • • • • 
MICHIGAN. • • • • • • 
MINNESOTA • • • • • • 
MISSISSIPPI ••••• 
MISSOURI ••••••• 

MONTANA • • • • • • • 
NEBRASKA. • • • • • • 
NEVADA •••••••• 
NEW HAMPSHIRE • • • • 
NEW JERSEy •••••• 

NEW MEXICO •••••• 
NEW YORK ••••••• 
NORTH CAROLINA. • • • 
NORTH DAKOTA ••••• 
OHIO. • • • • • • • • 

OKLAHOMA. • • • • • • 
OREGON. • • • • • • • 
PENNSYLVANIA. , • • • 
RHODE ISLAND. , ••• 
SOUTH CAROLINA, , •• 

SOUTH DAKOTA. , • • • 
TENNESSEE • , , • • , 
TEXAS • • • • • • • • 
UTAH, •••••••• 
VERMONT • • , , • • • 

VIRGINIA •• , ••• , 
WASHINGTON. , , , •• 
WEST VIRGINIA , • • , 
WISCONSIN • , , , • • 
WYOMING • • , , • • • 

Total direct 
current 

expenditure 

2 854 046 

33 137 
18 257 
27 25q 
17 982 

324 759 

48 933 
51 906 
H q92 

136 972 
75 563 

12 884 
9 119 

117 189 
q2 q92 
26 609 

31 283 
31 689 
52 580 
10 395 

112 q63 

81 063 
126 382 

37 378 
16 435 
39 034 

10 432 
18 34q 
15 242 

7 885 
76 592 

11 681 
276 069 
105 q64 

4 69q 
147 q59 

36 301 
40 609 

124 457 
17 591 
39 376 

6 118 
51 336 

103 652 
20 q44 

7 981 

101 29q 
57 606 
12 739 
58 933 

5 497 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Institutions f------.-----,-----,---___ r-___ -ICorrections 
adminis­
tration Total 

211 527 
lq 830 
22 0116 
16 388 

260 661 

35 326 
35 681 

8 535 
87 877 
53 609 

8 687 
6 166 

85 655 
38 278 
24 655 

29 058 
27 254 
111 856 

8 737 
79 292 

68 623 
108 047 

29 557 
111 897 
26 792 

8 2113 
12 228 
11 732 

6 398 
66 869 

8 251 
235 817 

86 6111 
II 121 

109 172 

23 485 
30 236 

108 301 
13 399 
30 892 

q 880 
45 136 
86 636 
111 157 

5 258 

71 632 
46 641 
10 432 
37 815 

II 715 

For men For women 

18 993 
q 558 

16 226 
9 112 

153 730 

2q 258 
25 412 

5 636 
65 385 
24 687 

2 Oq5 
4 131 

66 266 
27 383 
.!.8 264 

17 715 
12 909 
30 367 

3 619 
48 993 

30 085 
85 428 
18 417 

17 788 

8 7q3 
7 703 
3 110 

33 118 

5 q97 
189 062 
59 339 

2 365 
59 933 

17 978 
17 311 
63 158 

8 874 
16 702 

2 656 
30 052 
69 8611 

3 039 

57 333 
29 837 
5 825 

211 752 
2 16q 

74 237 

1 0116 
562 

1 lq9 
7211 

8 153 

2 231 
2ql 

q 505 
1 1183 

28 
3 076 
1 3711 

766 

1 298 
1 045 

997 
10 

2 155 

2 714 
3 901 

905 

H 
862 
q69 

17q 
8 849 
2 258 

4 129 

872 
781 

3 781 
525 
586 

116 
1 214 
2 515 

318 

2 905 
2 599 

33q 
2 356 

217 

For 
juveniles 

505 363 

q 488 
5 116 
q 671 
5 807 

73 27q 

11 068 
5 q80 
2 353 

12 891 
12 27q 

1 qq6 
2 007 

16 313 
7 617 
5 625 

6 llq 
10 q59 

8 1191 
3 0311 

22 977 

18 7q6 
18 718 

5 732 
3 988 
8 168 

1 676 
2 623 
2 9111 
2 152 
8 326 

2 566 
20 10q 
22 332 

1 756 
33 033 

II 635 
12 lqll 
31 607 

2 1176 
7 691 

1 968 
11 1185 
111 257 

II 255 
1 990 

11 J911 
111 205 

.3 625 
6 958 
2 3311 

Other and 
combined 

210 672 

II 5911 

745 
25 5011 

2 558 
305 

5 096 
15 165 

5 196 

1 9011 

3 931 
2 8111 
2 001 
2 0711 
5 167 

17 078 

II 503 
10 909 

836 

6 5511 

646 
1 136 

25 1125 

111 
17 802 

2 685 

12 077 

9 755 
1 5211 
5913 

140 
2 385 

9 583 
229 

6118 
3 7119 

231 592 

2 8511 
1 031 
2 008 

825 
18 021 

3 879 
3 138 
II 5119 

311 165 
3 843 

1121 
1177 

13 675 
1 996 

659 

703 
691 

132 
9 991 

6 313 
II 914 
3 1190 

253 
3 505 

;37 
570 
989 

4 205 

209 
18 1162 

II 066 

23 687 

9511 
3 716 
3311 
1 368 
II 083 

1 215 
6 1198 

879 
1161 

13 597 
2211 

835 
9 910 

239 

IData are based on a field compilation from records of each State government; see trxt for data limitations. 

Probation, 
parole, 

and pardon 

348 290 

5 756 
2 396 
3 200 

769 
113 306 

9 728 
9 503 
1 1108 

11~ 930 
111 3116 . 

3 126 
2 1176 

13 8118 
2 191 

833 

1 354 
3 71111 

10 724 
1 021 

23 008 

6 127 
.\1 323 

II 150 
1 285 
6 6011 

2 152 
3 672 
2 501 
1 382 
5 518 

2 829 
17 545 
111 1161 

573 
13 1165 

3 305 
6 657 

11 8611 
2 1116 
II '+01 

1 238 
II 800 
85;37 
5 1108 
1 572 

15 959 
7 933 
1 1165 

11 208 
5113 

Miscel­
laneous 

311 070 

2 771 

3 5811 

3 765 

650 

11011 
27 

1162 

168 

505 
172 

2 098 
181 

2 133 

1 874 
20 

105 

1 135 

981 
678 

185 
1 981 

690 

106 
821 

7 

.. 

CORRECTIONS 

Table 56. Detail of corrections employment and payrolls of State governments, 

October 1978 
(Do"ar amounts in thousands) 

Total corrections activities 

State l 

TOTAL • 

ALABAMA • • • • • • • 
ALASKA. • • • • I • • 

ARIZONA • • • • • • • 
ARKANSAS. • • • • • • 
CALIFORNIA •••••• 

COLORADO. • • • • • • 
CONNECTICUT • • • • • 
DELAWARE •••••• 
FLORIDA • , • • • • • 
GEORGIA • • • • • • • 

HAWAII ••••••• 
IDAHO • • • • • • • • 
ILLINOIS. • • , • • • 
INDIANA • • • • • • • 
IOWA. • • • • •• • 

KANSAS •• 
KENTUCKY. 
LOUISIANA • • • • 
MAINE • • • • 
MARYLAND. 

MASSACHUSETTS • • • • 
MICHIGAN. • • • • • • 
MINNESOTA • • • • • • 
MISSISSIPPI • , , • • 
MISSOURI •• , , ••• 

MONTANA • , • , • • • 
NEBRASKA. • , • • • • 
NEVADA, • , , " • 
NEW HAMPSHIRE , • • • 
NEW JERSEY, • , • , • 

NEW MEXICO ••• , • , 
NEW YORK. • • • • • • 
NORTH CAROLINA. • • • 
NORTH DAKOTA. • • • • 
OHIO •••••••• 

OKLAHOMA. • • • • • • 
OREGON. • • • • • • • 
PENNSyLVANIA, , ••• 
RHODE ISLAND ••••• 
SOUTH CAROLINA. • • • 

SOUTH DAKOTA. • • • 
TENNESSEE • • , • • • 
TEXAS • " • • • • <I • 

UTAH. • • • • • • • • 
VERMONT • • • , • • • 

VIRGINIA. , , • • • • 
WASHINGTON. , • • • • 
lEST VIRGINIA • • • • 
WISCONSIN •• ••• 
WYOMING • • • • , • • 

Total 

153 770 

1 883 
503 

1 69L1 
879 

12 927 

2 0110 
2 682 

958 
10 360 

II 505 

5811 
928 

6 2118 
2 11113 
1 600 

1 731 
1 9118 
3 609 

6811 
5 205 

3 688 
5 992 
1 8113 
1 2911 
2 501 

709 
1 017 

802 
553 

II 176 

810 
15 1106 
6 992 

295 
6 8011 

2 203 
1 91111 
5 2113 

842 
3 0115 

386 
3 1123 
5 188 

8711 
50B 

6 318 
3 011 

858 
3 2911 

3110 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Number of employees 

Full-
Full-time time 

only equiv-
alent Z 

150 1L18 151 L108 

1 883 
1190 

1 6911 
879 

12 365 

1 978 
2 650 

9112 
10 299 

II 505 

582 
'1110 

6 2117 
2 1121 
1 551 

1 730 
1 732 
3 559 

673 
5 072 

3 687 
5 806 
1 813 
1 252 
2 429 

708 
1 01!5 

784 
520 

II 1711 

810 
1'1 768 

6 992 
285 

6 8011 

2 126 
1 919 
5 175 

8112 
3 008 

355 
3 1123 
5 057 

B52 
1189 

5 960 
3 011 

858 
3 208 

326 

1 883 
1195 

1 69'1 
879 

12 L190, 

2 000 
2 6611 

9113 
10 309 
'I 505 

582 
528 

6 2117 
2 '136 
1 571 

1 730 
1 8119 
3 580 

677 
5 123 

3 687 
5 8'17 
1 81B 
1 259 
2 '158 

708 
1 01!5 

790 
53'1 

4 175 

810 
1'1 988 

6 992 
287 

6 8011 

2 178 
1 9113 
5 190 

8112 
3 018 

373 
3 1123 
5 105 

862 
1193 

6 173 
3 011 

858 
3 228 

331 

October 
payrolll 

179 6511 

2 097 
902 

1 859 
803 

20 090 

2 781 
3 185 
1 0011 

10 7111 
'I 976 

7811 
551 

7 485 
2 855 
1 795 

1 602 
1 629 
3 '636 

699 
6 392 

4 220 
8 1135 
2 .397 

982 
2 339 

813 
906 
967 
592 

5 0116 

827 
20 196 

7 173 
.301 

6 763 

1 85.3 
2 356 
6 11311 
1 1911 
2 7110 

395 
2 925 
5 088 
1 021 

1183 

6 1173 
3 660 

7'12 
II 102 

.362 

Total 

Number of employees 

Total 
Full- I Full-
time time 

only e:~!~~ 

Institutions 

For men 

NlJmbcr of employees 

October 
payroll Total 

Full­
time 
only 

Full­
time 

equiv- " 
a lent ' 

121 426 118 9611 119 81111 1111 379 77 '17/1 

1 057 
111 

1 162 
397 

6 0115 

76 338 76 751 

1 11311 
.381 

1 1169 
793 

10 535 

1 393 
1 9.39 

657 
7 161 
3 285 

113.3 
351 

II 929 
2 216 
1 1177 

1 599 
1 607 
2 888 

610 
3 573 

2 918 
5 137 
1 512 
1 060 
1 785 

615 
787 
620 
115J 

3 657 

577 
13 207 
5 599 

260 
5 612 

1 819 
1 11011 
II 397 

5811 
2 3110 

286 
2 970 
II 257 

575 
359 

II :HO 
2 2911 

724 
2 285 

293 

1 IIJII 
368 

1 4(>9 
793 

10 138 

1 3117 
1 918 

641 
7 100 
3 285 

'132 
351 

'I 928 
2 197 
1 112B 

1 599 
1 396 
2 851 

600 
3 1197 

2 917 
II 966 
1 11911 
1 026 
1 729 

6111 
787 
605 
429 

3 655 

577 
12 615 
5 599 

250 
5 612 

1 7117 
1 .385 
II 397 

56'1 
2 320 

255 
2 970 
'I 138 

561 
.3116 

4 117 
2 2911 

7211 
2 199 

2BO 

1 '1311 
373 

1 469 
793 

10 192 

1 363 
1 928 

6112 
7 110 
3 265 

'132 
351 

'I 92B 
2 210 
1 11116 

1 599 
1 517 
2 867 

6011 
3 530 

2917 
5 003 
1 1197 
1 031 
1 75.3 

6111 
787 
610 
1139 

3 656 

577 
12 818 

5 599 
252 

5 612 

1 801 
1 1107 
II 397 

5811 
2 326 

27'1 
2 970 
II 1811 

568 
349 

II 222 
2 291\ 

7211 
2 219 

285 

1 567 
671 

1 573 
72'1 

16 106 

1 926 
2 .303 

669 
7 622 
3 11118 

58'1 
.362 

5 820 
2 568 
1 6111 

1 1165 
1 290 
2 856 

617 
II '199 

J 307 
7 179 
1 9511 

7711 
1 639 

704 
691 
736 
1190 

II .378 

59'1 
17 .319 

5 6811 
258 

7 209 

1 1165 
1 691 
5 3117 

8B8 
2 050 

274 
21172 
" 066 

665 
:330 

1\ 113'1 
2 722 

602 
2 8111 

307 

8'15 
1 329 

402 
5 318 
1 806 

106 
210 

3 9'15 
1 11110 
1 0112 

933 
633 

2 063 
208 

2 292 

1 503 
3 939 
1 006 

1 195 

527 
'126 
212 

1 718 

311.3 
10 .388 

3 599 
122 

2 839 

1 1j51 
738 

2 616 
3'11 

1 098 

1711 
1 852 
2 960 

2110 

:5 357 
1 325 

3711 
1 '181 

106 

1 057 
109 

1 162 
397 

5 930 

8111 
1 319 

1100 
5 268 
1 806 

106 
210 

3 9'15 
1 /135 

99'1 

933 
807 

2 060 
207 

< 238 

1 502 
3 78.3 

993 

1 167 

527 
1117 
197 

1 718 

3'13 
10 1112 

3 599 
113 

2 839 

1 38'1 
731 

2 616 
3'11 

1 090 

1'16 
1 852 
2 880 

232 

3 281 
1 325 

3711 
1 1118 

10'1 

1 057 
110 

1 162 
397 

5 9116 

8113 
1 323 

1100 
5 275 
1 806 

106 
210 

3 9'15 
1 1139 
1 0111 

933 
817 

2 061 
207 

2 259 

1 502 
3 817 

995 

1 179 

527 
1120 
201 

1 718 

3113 
10 237 

3 599 
1111 

2 8.39 

1 1133 
7110 

2 616 
3111 

1 092 

1611 
1 852 
2 907 

234 

3 336 
1 325 

3711 
1 1131 

105 

337 

October 
payroll 

92 113 

1 190 
203 

1 238 
.376 

9 276 

1 221 
1 625 

1126 
5 835 
2 079 

139 
204 

II 551 
1 701 
1.189 

899 
730 

2 130 
213 

2 99/1 

1 696 
5 419 
1 306 

1 062 

1176 
497 
226 

2 079 

3611 
14 078 

3 609 
131 

3 7111 

1 196 
959 

3 267 
565 
863 

165 
1 532 
2 924 

216 

3 602 
1 596 

328 
1 865 

13' 
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Table 56. Detail of corrections employment and payrolls of State governments, 

October 1978-Continued 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Number of employees 

TOTAL 

ALABAMA •• • • • 
ALASKA. •••• • 
ARIZONA • •• • • 
ARKANSAS. • • ., • 
CALIFORNIA. • • • 

COLORADO. • • • • 
CONNECTICUT ••• 
DELAWARE. • • •• • 
FLORIDA •••• • 
GEORGIA • • • • • • • 

HAWAII • 
IDAHO • • 
ILLINOIS. 
INDIANA • 
IOWA. • • 

KANSAS. • 
KENTUCKy. 
LOUISIANA • 
~1AINE • • • 
MARYLAND •• 

MASSACHUSETTS • • • • 
MICHIGAN. •• 
MINNESOTA. •••• 
MISSISSIPPI •• •• 
MISSOURI •••••• 

MONTANA • • • • • 
NEBRASKA ••••• 
NEVADA ••••• 
NEW HAMPSHIRE • 
NEW JERSEY ••• 

NEW MEXICO. • •• • 
NEW YORK. • • •• • 
NORTH CAROLINA •••• 
NORTH DAKOTA. • • • • 
OHIO.. •••••• 

OKLAHOMA •••• , •• 
OREGON •••••• 
PENNSYLVANIA ••• 
RHODE ISLAND ••• 
SOUTH CAROLINA.. • 

SOUTH DAKOTA ••••• 
TENNESSEE ••• 
TEXAS ••••• 
UTAH ••••••• 
VERMONT • • • • • • • 

VIRGINIA. • •••• 
WASHINGTON. • • • • • 
WEST VIRGINIA • • • • 
WISCONSIN •••• 
WYOMING • • • • • • 

Total 

II 3111 

60 
21 
5'1 
5'1 

355 

133 
28 

375 
118 

169 
100 
55 

69 
68 
77 

105 

1'16 
19:! 
55 

58 
22 

12 
lI57 
170 

218 

59 
'11 

163 
23 
71 

10 
80 

221 
11 

1'7'1 
1'10 

36 
127 

l'I 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Full-
Full-time time 

only equiv-

'I 23'1 

60 
21 
5'1 
5'1 

33'1 

126 
28 

375 
118 

169 
99 
511 

69 
65 
72 

10'1 

l'I6 
192 

55 

58 
21 

12 
'139 
170 

218 

5'1 
36 

163 
23 
71 

10 
80 

221 
11 

150 
1110 
36 

112 
1'1 

alent 2 

'I 267 

60 
21 
5'1 
5'1 

337 

128 
28 

375 
118 

169 
100 

5'1 

69 
66 
73 

10'1 

1'16 
192 

55 

58 
21 

12 
'1'13 
170 

218 

58 
39 

163 
23 
71 

10 
80 

221 
11 

160 
1'10 

36 
116 

1'1 

October 
payroll Z 

5 .057 

fJ9 
3'1 
70 
60 

52'1 

201 
30 

'138 
116 

201 
105 

5'1 

6'1 
5'1 
6'1 

139 

155 
256 

65 

53 
21 

11 
602 
188 

279 

'12 
51 

200 
38 
60 

9 
69 

210 
11 

155 
173 

26 
1'12 

17 

Ins t i tut ions--Conc inued 

For j uverd les 

Number of emplbyees 

Total 

28 9L18 

317 
119 
253 
3'12 

3 019 

506 
319 
212 
986 
902 

58 
I'll 
815 
'158 
380 

383 
675 
601 
2'16 
879 

'180 
1 006 

2B'1 
306 
520 

211 
202 
129 
1'1'1 
506 

222 
2 002 
1 663 

138 
1 870 

309 
625 

1 055 
131 
689 

91 
839 

1 076 
1'18 

98 

779 
829 
27'1 
'196 
173 

Full-
Full-time time 

only equiv-

27 8'10 

317 
110 
253 
3'12 

2 790 

5L18 
315 
198 
986 
902 

58 
I'll 
81'1 
'1'17 
380 

383 
Ll9L1 
575 
2L11 
858 

Ll80 
991 
282 
305 
'192 

211 
202 
127 
138 
50'1 

222 
1 681 
1 663 

137 
1 870 

309 
618 

1 055 
131 
680 

88 
839 

1 037 
13'1 

95 

686 
829 
27'1 
'188 
162 

alent 

28 253 

317 
113 
253 
3'12 

2 816 

520 
317 
199 
986 
902 

58 
lL11 
81'1 
'15'1 
380 

383 
612 
587 
,,'13 
869 

'180 
99'1 
282 
305 
50Ll 

211 
202 
128 
1'10 
505 

222 
1 793 
1 663 

137 
1 870 

309 
627 

1 055 
131 
682 

89 
839 

1 057 
1'12 

95 

730 
829 
27'1 
'190 
166 

October 
payroll 

:ll 551 

308 
195 
266 
287 

'I 768 

705 
321 
189 
817 
738 

73 
158 

1 068 
510 
398 

328 
'177 
528 
2L17 
980 

'~56 
1 503 

379 
20'1 
517 

199 
162 
165 
161 
580 

219 
2 1'13 
1 692 

127 
2 227 

227 
681 

1 203 
150 
631.j 

85 
697 
933 
1'18 

95 

677 
952 
220 
601 
156 

Other and combined 

Number of emp loyees 

Total 

10 663 

130 

1 116 

158 
15 

'182 
'159 

269 

218 

21'1 
31 

1'17 
156 
297 

789 

167 
751\ 

70 

'10'1 

'13 
97 

1 433 

360 
167 

685 

563 
89 

'182 

11 
199 

lI16 
21 

'10 
181 

Full-
Full-time time 

only eqUiV-
alent 

10 552 10 573 

128 

1 08'1 

158 
15 

'171 
'159 

268 

216 

21'1 
30 

111'1 
152 
297 

789 

16'1 
721 

70 

'103 

353 
167 

685 

563 
89 

'179 

11 
199 

'116 
19 

lIO 
181 

128 

1 091 

158 
15 

'173 
1159 

268 

216 

21'1 
30 

1'16 
15'1 
297 

789 

16'1 
725 

70 

'103 

'10 
96 

1 '133 

355 
167 

685 

563 
89 

'179 

11 
199 

lI16 
19 

'10 
181 

October 
payroll 

12 657 

239 

1 538 

157 
2'1 

531 
515 

371 

252 

17'1 
29 

13'1 
157 
386 

1 000 

205 
570 

61 

505 

5'1 
10'1 

1 719 

lI96 
195 

963 

677 
135 
'193 

15 
173 

506 
19 

28 
233 

r , 

c 

CORRECTIONS 

Table 56. Detail of cort'edions employment and payrolls of State governments, 

October 1978-Continued 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Corrections and admirlistration 

Number of erop loyees 

State 1 

TOTAL 

ALABAMA • • • • • 
ALASKA. • ••• 
ARIZONA • • • • • 
ARKANSAS. • •• 
CALIFORNIA. • • • 

COLORADO. • • • • 
CONNECTICUT • • 
DELAWARE ••••• 
FLORIDA • • • • • 
GEORGIA • • • • • 

HAWAII. • ••••• 
IDAHO. •••••• 
ILLINOIS. • •• 
INDIANA • • • • • 
IOWA. • • • • • • • 

KANSAS ••••••• 
KENTUCKy ••••• , • 
LOUISIANA • • •• • 
MA!NE • • • • • • • • 
MARYLAND ••••••• 

MASSACHUSETTS • • • • 
MICHIGAN ••••• 
MINNESOTA. •• 
MISSISSIPPI • • • 
MISSOURl ••••••• 

MONTANA • • • • • 
NEBRASKA. • • • • 
NEVADA •••••• 
NEW HAMpSHIRE • • 
NEW JERSEY •• , • 

NEW MEXICO. • " • • 
NEW YORK ••••••• 
NORTH CAROLINA.. • 
NORTH DAKOTA ••••• 
OHIO ••••• ~ •• 

OKLAHOMA ••• " • 
OREGON. • • , • I • • 

PENNSyLVANIA ••••• 
RHoDE ISLAND. • • 
SOUTH CAROLINA •••• 

SOUTH DAKOTA ••• 
TENNESSEE • • • • 
TExAS • • • • • • 
UTAH ••••••• 
VERMONT • • • • • 

VIRGINIA. • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON. • •• • 
WEST VIRGINIA • • • • 
WISCONSIN •••• 
WYOMING • • • •• • 

Total 

10 071 

157 
30 
87 
25 

670 

67 
I'll 
179 

2 068 
220 

12 
32 

602 
93 
39 

37 
76 

252 
8 

257 

37'1 
25'1 
163 

15 
138 

2 
36 
'13 

1'16 

'I 
991 
197 

3'13 

1 
128 
266 

76 
182 

66 
3'15 

16 
38 

855 
'12 
21 

266 
9 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 

Full-
Full-time· time 

only quiv-

9 725 

157 
30 
87 
25 

635 

57 
1'10 
179 

2 068 
220 

12 
27 

602 
93 
39 

37 
7'1 

2'12 
8 

200 

3711 
25'1 
15'1 

15 
137 

2 
38 
'13 

1'16 

'I 
959 
197 

3'13 

alentZ 

9 831 

157 
30 
87 
25 

6'13 

6(l 
1'10 
179 

2 068 
220 

1~ 
27 

602 
93 
39 

Yf 
7'1 

2'16 
8 

216 

3711 
25'1 
155 

15 
137 

2 
38 
'13 

1'16 

'I 
971 
197 

3'13 

1 1 
122 123 
198 212 

76 76 
170 172 

66 
339 

16 
33 

768 
'12 
21 

266 
9 

66 
3'10 

16 
3'1 

811 
'12 
21 

266 
9 

October 
payrol12 

12 072 

190 
57 

109 
2'1 

1 261 

93 
186 
213 

1 890 
306 

1'1 
2'1 

793 
127 

55 

'1'1 
9'1 

258 
8 

288 

'1'19 
3L1'1 
201 

17 
I'll 

3 
'16 
59 

220 

8 
1 205 

2311 

523 

2 
157 
276 

95 
208 

80 
388 

23 
33 

876 
7'1 
23 

337 
13 

Probation, parole, and pardon 

Number of cmp loyees 

Total 

21 320 

292 
92 

138 
61 

1 602 

580 
'15'1 
122 

1 131 
833 

126 
5L15 
701 
13'1 

58 

95 
265 
'169 

66 
1 363 

396 
593 
159 
219 
lI85 

92 
167 
139 

98 
373 

221 
1 111;! 
1 180 

35 
721 

383 
'112 
580 
I'll 
523 

100 
371 
578 
283 

92 

1 1'13 
673 
113 
7113 

3B 

Full-
Full-time time 

only equiv-

20 536 

292 
92 

138 
61 

1 '182 

57'1 
'1'1"( 
122 

1 131 
833 

126 
62 

701 
131 

58 

9'1 
262 
'166 

65 
1 363 

396 
578 
156 
211 
'178 

92 
165 
136 

91 
373 

221 
1 128 
1 180 

35 
721 

378 
'112 
580 
I'll 
5l.B 

100 
371 
572 
275 

91 

1 071 
673 
113 
7'13 

37 

alent 

20 756 

292 
92 

138 
61 

1 5'10 

576 
'1'19 
122 

I 131 
833 

126 
1'10 
701 
132 
58 

94 
262 
'166 

65 
1 363 

396 
582 
156 
213 
'179 

92 
165 
137 

93 
373 

221 
1 132 
1 180 

35 
721 

378 
'112 
580 
I'll 
519 

100 
371 
573 
278 

91 

1 131 
673 
113 
7'13 

37 

October 
payroll 

25 lL181 

3'10 
17'1 
176 

56 
2 552 

762 
553 
123. 

t 231 
1 012 

173 
16'1 
852 
ItO 
69 

93 
2'15' 
521 ' 

711 
1 59'1 

'165 
896 
228 
191 
'163 

106 
1'16 
172 
101 
'1'18 

220 
1 583 
1 23'1 

'13 
938 

387 
508 
810 
173 
'182 

120 
356 
622 
33ll 
100 

1 155 
862 
118 
92'1 

'12 

:oata are based on a field compilation from records of each State government shown; see text for data limitations. 
Because of rounding, the detail figures may not add precisely to totals shown. 

Miscellaneous 

Number of employees 

Total 

953 

120 

11.18 

167 

13 

16 

26 

12 

8 
9 

93 

25 

2 

8 
6b 
16 

128 

L11 

16 
8 

19 

10 
2 

Full-
Full-time time 

only equiv-

923 

110 

167 

12 

16 

26 

12 

8 
9 

85 

25 

8 
66 
16 

128 

'11 

16 
8 

19 

II 
2 

alent 

931.1 

111 

167 

12 

16 

26 

12 

8 
9 

88 

25 

2 

8 
66 
16 

128 

L1I 

16 
8 

19 

8 
2 

339 

October 
payroll 

1 056 

171 

211 

13 

19 

30 

12 

15 
13 

95 

211 

2 

6 
88 
21 

93 

37 

18 
12 

21 

9 
3 
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Table 57. Corrections expenditure of 343 large county governments, by character and object, 

fiscal year 1978 
(Thousands of dollars) 

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

Countyl 

TOTAL · ....... . 
ALABAMA I 

CALHOUN • • • • • • • 0 • • 

JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • 
MADISON • • • • • • • • • • 
MOBILE~ •••••••••• 
MONTGOMERY ••••••••• 
TUSCALOOSA. • • • • • • • • 

ARIZONA I 
MARICOPA. • • • • I e I • • 

PIMA •••••••••••• 

ARKANSAS I 
PULASKI • 
SEBASTIAN 

CALIFORNIA I 

· .. . · .. . · . . " . · .... 
ALAMEDA • • • • • • • • • • 
BUTTE • • • • e I • • • • • 

CONTRA COSTA. • • • • • • • 
FRESNO. • • • • • • • • • • 
HUMBOLDT •••••••••• 
KERN. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOS ANGELES • • • • • • • • 
MARIN • • • • • • • • • • • 
MERCED. ~ • • • • • • • • • 
MONTEREY •••••••••• 
ORANGE. • • • • • • • • • • 
RIVERSIDE • • • • • • • • • 
SACRAMENTO. • • • • • • • • 

SAN BERNARDINO. • • • • • • 
SAN DIEGO • • • • • • • • • 
SAN JOAQUIN • • • , • • • • 
SAN LUIS OBISPO • • • , • • 
SAN MATEO • • • • , • , • • 
SANTA BARBARA • • • • • • • 
SANTA C~ARA • • , , • • • • 
SANTA CRUZ. • • • • • • • • 
SOLANO. • • • • • • • • • • 
SONOMA. • • • • • • • • • • 
STANISLAUS. • , • • • , • • 
TULARE. • • • • • • • • • • 
VENTURA • • , • • • • • , • 
yOLO •••••••••••• 

COLORADO I 
ADAMS • • • • • • • • • • • 
ARAPAHOE. • • • • • • • • • 
BOULDER • • • • • • • • • • 
EL PASO • • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • 
LARIMER • • • • • • • • • • 
PUEBLO. • • • ~ • • • • • • 
WELD ••••• ~ •••••• 

DELAWARE I 
NEW CASTLE. . . . . . . . . 

FLORIDAI 
ALACHUA • • • • • • • • • • 
BREVARD • • • • • • • • • • 
BROWARD • • • • • & • • • • 

DADE •••••••••••• 
ESCAMBIA. • • • • • • • • • 
HILLSBOROUGH, • • • • • • • 
LEE. , •••••••••• 
LEON •• , ••• ~ ••••• 
MANATEE • • • • • • • • • • 
oKALOOSA. • • , • • • • • • 

ORANGE, • • • • • • • • • • 
PALM BEACH ••••••••• 
PASCO ••••••••••• 
PINELLAS ••• " •••• , • 
POLK ••• fJ •••••••• 

SARASOTA. , • , • • • • • , 
SEMINOLE. • , • • • , • • • 
VOLUSIA • • • • • • • • • • 

GEORGIA I 
BIBB. • • 
CHATHAM. 
CLAYTON • 

· .. . · .. . · . . . 
· . . . . 
· ... ',,; 

See footnotes at end of table. \ 

Total 
Total 

Direct 
current 

1 301 505 1 268 69'1 1 13~ 061 

230 
3 85'1 

859 
3 '157 

971 
1 258 

12 376 
10 5'18 

J2 872 
1 5'11 

20 678 
9 892 
1 667 

11 Bl0 
126 5'13 

'I 2'11 
1 773 
5 229 

28 051 
10 059 
15 '176 

1'1 305 
25 8911 

7 105 
2 296 

16 1119 
7 0911 

211 711'1 
II 275 
5 BII'I 
'I '192 
6 215 
II 936 
9 5116 
2 00'1 

1186 
859 
953 

1 375 
'109 
1161 
1126 

1 235 

933 
511 

3 338 
13 1136 

2 038 
5 295 

732 
511 
1133 
1'10 

3 572 
3 198 

'122 
2 992 
1 13'1 

676 
'153 

5 76'1 

1 171 
9'15 
739 

210 
3 85'1 

859 
3 '157 

9'12 
1 258 

12 376 
10 '100 

922 
'131 

32 602 
1 '19'1 

20 619 
9 83B 
1 653 

11 809 
125 515 

'I 137 
1 7110 
5 223 

27 872 
10 059 
15 1176 

1'1 305 
25 89'1 

7 079 
2171 

16 '119 
'1 055 

211 693 
II 268 
5 780 
'I '162 
5973 
'I 883 
~ '162 
1 950 

'186 
671 
953 

1 375 
'109 
'161 
'126 

1 235 

933 
511 ' 

3 318 
13 1136 
2 038 
5 263 

732 
511 
'I" 
1'10 

3 1183 
3 198 

'122 
2 992 
1 13'1 

676 
'125 

5 76'1 

1 171 
9115 
739 

207 
3 661 

829 
3 1108 

937 
1 25'1 

12 31111 
10 379 

891 
1131 

32 1138 
1 1181 

H 652 
9 692 
1 620 
8 792 

125 283 
3 995 
1 685 
5 0'11 

27 756 
9 913 

15 201, 

1'1 258 
23 307 

6 65'1 
2 119 

15 '177 
6 985 

23 033 
'I lOll 
II 1190 
II 11'12 
II 181 
II 8611 
7 70'1 
1 8611 

1160' 
669 
9'11 

1 369 
1109 
'160 
'117 
358 

920 
'196 

3 177 
10 022 

1 957 
5 1'16 

561 
1181 
'133 
13'1 

2 730 
2 807 

1118 
2 353 
1 109 

673 
339 

1 921 

60'1 
88'1 
736 

'lirect expenditure 

Capital outlhy 

Total 

137 633 

J2 
21 

31 

1611 
13 

5 967 
1116 
33 

3 017 
232 
lLi2 
55 

182 
116 
lLi6 
275 

'17 
2 587 

'125 
52 

9112 
70 

1 660 
1611 

1 290 
20 

1 792 
19 

1 758 
86 

26 
2 

12 
I) 

1 
9 

677 

13 
15 

I'll 
3 111'1 

Bl 
117 
171 

30 

6 

753 
391 

II 
639 

25 
3 

86 
3 8'13 

567 
61 

3 

Equipment 

9 656 

3 
111 
21 
119 

5 
II 

32 
20 

1113 
13 
36 
1111 

3 
187 

7 
55 
511 
53 

1116 
65 

117 
85 
39 
22 
311 I 
1111 
18 
11 
511 
13 
31 
11 
73 
86 

26 
2 

12 
6 

1 
9 
II 

II 
15 
11 
96 
16 

109 
7 
9 

6 

113 
253 

II 
111 
25 

3 

98 

1 
1 
2 

Construc­
tion 

125 787 

9 

31 

12 

5 792 
102 
30 

2 830 
232 
135 

128 
63 

168 

2 502 
386 

30 
908 
26 

1 6112 
153 

1 236 
7 

1 761 
8 

1 685 

873 

9 

130 
3 318 

6" 
8 

1611 
21 

710 
138 

625 

86 
3 7115 

566 
60 

1 

Land 

2 190 

179 

9 

139 

112 

Intergov-ernmental expenditure 

Total 

32 Bll 

20 

29 

1'18 

270 
'17 
59 
5Li 
1'1 

1 
1 028 

1011 
33 

I) 

179 

26 
125 

'9 51 
7 

6'1 
30 

2'12 
53 
8'1 
5'1 

lB8 

20 

32 

89 

28 

To Stats To local 
govern- govern-
ments ments 

20 

'11 
13 
59 
18 
10 

590 
1011 

8 
6 

179 

17 
11 

7 
51 
7 

63 
30 

2'12 
11'1 
2'1 

2 

.-

18 576 

29 

229 
3'1 

36 
Li 
1 

'136 

25 

9 
11'1 

32 

9 
60 
52 

186 

20 

32 

89 

26 

c 
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Table 57. Corrections expenditure of 343 large county governments, by character and object, 

fiscal year 1978-Continued 

Countyl 

GEORGIA--COt'lTIt'lU'Ef) I 
COBB. • • • • • • • • • • • 
DE KALB • • • • , • • • , • 
FUl. TON ••••••••••• 
GWINNETT. , •••••••• 
RICHMOND. • • • • • • • • • 

IDAHOI 
ADA ••• ......... 

ILLINOISI 
CHAMPAIGN • • • • • • • • • 
COOK. • • • • • • • • • • • 
OU PAGE • • • • • • • • • • 
KANE. • • • • • • ~ • • • • 
LAKE. • • • , • • • •• • 
LA SALLE. • • • • • • • • • 
MCHENRY • • • • • • • • • • 
MCLEAN. • • • • • • • • • • 

MACON • • • • • • 0 • • • • 

MADISON • • • • • • • • • • 
PEORIA. • • • • • • • • • • 
ROCK ISLAND • • • • • , • • 
ST. CLAIR ••••••••• 
SANGAMON. • • • • • • • • • 
TAZEWELL. • • • • • • • • • 
WILL •••••••••••• 
WINNEBAGO • • • • • • • • • 

INDIANA I 
ALLEN • • • • • • • • • • • 
DELAWARE. • • • • • • • • • 
ELKHART • • • • • • • • • • 
LAKE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LA PORTE. • • • • • • • • • 
MADISON • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. JOSEPH, •••••••• 
TIPPECANOE, • • • • • • • • 
VANDERBURaH • • • • • • • • 
VIGO •••••••••••• 

IOWAI 
BLACK HAWK. • • • • • • • • 
LINN •••••••••••• 
POLK •••••• , ••••• 
SCOTT • • • • • • • • • • • 
WOODBURY •••••••••• 

KANSAS I 
JOHNSON • • • • • • • • • • 
SEDGWICK. • • • • • • • • • 
SHAWNEE • • • • • • • • • • 
WYANDOTTE • • • • • • • • • 

KENTUCKY I 
JEFFERSON • • • • 
KENTON. • • , • • 

LOUISIANAI 

..... 
CADDO • • • • • • • • • • 0 

CALCASIEU • • • • • , • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • 
LAFAYETTE • • • • • • • • • 
OUACHITA ••••••• " •• 
RAPIDES • • • ~ • • • , u • 

MAINE I 
CUMBERLAND. • • • • • • • , 
KENNEBEC. , •••••••• 
PENOBSCOT • • • • • • • • • 
YORK. • • • • • • • • • • • 

MARYLAND I 
ANNE ARUNDEL. • • • • • • • 
BALTIMORE ••••••••• 
HARFORD • • • • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY. , ••••••• 
PRINCE GEORGES. • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON. • • • • , • • • 

MAsSACHUSETTS I 
BARNSTABLE, • • • • • • • • 
BERKSHIRE , • , , • • • • • 
BRISTOL •• , ••••••• 
ESSEX • • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMPDEN • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMPSHIRE • , , , • • • • • 
Sec footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

936 
3 ~811 
5 99'1 

7112 
2 208 

591 

736 
60 698 

2 560 
1 785 
3 05'1 

36Li 
660 
'1'1'1 

Li37 
1 108 
1 610 

561 
1 799 
1 066 

3511 
60'1 

1 628 

1 805 
365 
799 

3 6:51 
382 
580 

1 OOLi 
Li18 
Li17 
393 

B73 
1 3112 
Li 356 

598 
652 

1 016 
2 275 
1 5'17 
1 0lL! 

7 885 
280 

1 571 
885 

5 368 
586 
'169 
623 

713 
163 
255 
1160 

911 
1 835 

782 
II 996 
2 869 

,69 

1 398 
1 127 
2 266 
5 120 
5 '02 
1 '117 

92' 
:3 28'1 
5 9911 

7'12 
2 208 

591 

735 I 60 698 
2 567 
1 785 
3 05'1 

36'1 
670 
'11111 

Li37 
1 108 
1 '610 

561 
1 799 
1 066 

3!1Li 
5119 

1 627 

1 600 
361 
70, 

3 132 
362 
507 

1 002 
1115 
1110 '9, 
B25 

1 3Li2 
Li 077 

598 
602 

1 018 
2 275 
1 5Li7 
1 01Li 

7 B62 
260 

1 571 
865 

5 36B 
586 
'169 
623 

71, 
16, 
2110 
266 

911 
1 835 

7e2 
'I 996 
2 869 

'69 

1 398 
1 127 
2 2Lil 
5 101 
5 302 
1 '117 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expenditure 

Capital outlay 
Direct 
current 

8'13 
3 277 
5 699 

739 
1 501 

5B'I 

631 
3'1 306 

2 561 
1 761 
2 262 

3611 
670 
'12' 

Li37 
1 096 
1 599 

561 
1 796 
1 013 

3511 
5Li9 

1 615 

1 7911 
3116 
622 

, 132 
352 
505 

1 002 
395 
1105 
'91 

620 
9Li'l 

'I 019 
5611 
516 

1 015 
2 275 
1 11' 

8B7 

7 669 
275 

1 '165 
872 

2 380 
539 
1168 
613 

709 
173 
232 
lB9 

B99 
1 8211 

780 
, '177 
2 790 

361 

1 377 
1 060 
2 213 
'I 28' 
'I 711 
1 '17 

Total 

80 
7 

95 
3 

707 

7 

1011 
26 392 

6 
211 

792 

21 

12 
11 

3 
53 

12 

6 
15 
81 

30 
2 

20 
5 
2 

5 
:598 

56 
311 
86 

'I3Li 
127 

21' 
5 

86 
13 

2 968 
Li7 

1 
10 

'I 
5 
8 

77 

12 
11 

2 
1 519 

79 
6 

21 
67 
28 

818 
591 
100 

Equipment 

59 
7 

95 
3 

108 

7 

1 
11112 

5 
20 

8 

21 

12 
11 

3 
2 

12 

5 
15 
23 

15 
2 

20 
5 
2 

5 
35 
58 
12 
117 

12 
211 

90 
5 

5 
7 
7 
1 
1 
2 

1 
5 
5 

2 
11 

2 
111 

6 
3 

21 
13 
2/l 
87 
37 

7 

Construc­
tion 

21 

599 

103 
25 950 

1 
II 

7811 

51 

58 

15 

363 

22 
39 

1122 
103 

123 

81 
6 

2 981 
116 

8 

3 

3 
77 

10 

1 505 
73 

5 

511 

731 
5511 

93 

Land 

Intergovernmenta 1 expendi ture 

Total 

10 

!l5 
1 

5 
II 

96 
Li99 

73 
2 
3 
7 

Li8 

281 

50 

15 
19Li 

25 
19 

To State To loea 1 
govern... govern ... 

menta ments 

13 

5 

" 96 
'199 

7'J 
2 
3 
7 

2117 

50 

13 

10 

55 
1 

11 

3Li 

15 
19Li 

25 
19 
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Table 57. Corrections expenditure of 343 large county governments, by characte.r and object, 

fiscal year 1978-Continued 

County! 

MASSACHUSETTS--CONTINUED 
MIDDLESEX • • • • • • • 
NORFOLK • • • • • • • • 
PLYMOUTH •••••••• 
WORCESTER • • , • • • • 

MICHIGANI 
BAY • • • • • • • • • • 
BERRIEN • • • • • • • • 
CALHOUN • • • • • • • • 
GENESEE • • • • • • • • 
INGHAM ••••••••• 
JACKSON • • • • • • • • 
KALAMAZOO ••••••• 
KENT. · . 
MACOM8 •• 
MONROE •• 
MUSKEGON. 
OAKLAND • 

· . · . · . · . 
OTTAWA. • • • 0 • • • • 

SAGINAW • • • • • • • • 
ST. CLAIR. , ••••• 
WASHTENAW • • • • • • • 

· . · . · . · . 

· . · . 
· . · . 
· . . · . · . 

WAYNE · ......... . 
MINNESOTA I 

ANOKA • • • • • • 
DAKOTA •••••• 
HENNEPIN. • • • • · .. · .. RAMSEY •••••• e I ••• 

ST. LOUIS • • • • • • • • • 
STEARN. • • • • • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON. • • • • • • • • 

MISSISSIPPI I 
HARRISON. 
HINDS • • 
JACKSON • 

MISSOURII 

· .... · ... . · ... . 
CLAY. • • • • • • • • • 
GREENE ••••••••• 
JACKSON • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON • • • • • • • 
ST. CHARLES •••••• 
ST. LOUIS ••••••• 

· . · . 

NEBRASKA I 
DOUGLAS • • 
LANCASTER • 

NEVADA I 

· .. · .. 
CLARK •••• 
WASHOE. • • • · . · . 

· . , .. 
· ... . · ... . 

NEW HAMPSHIRE I 
HILI.SBOROUGH. 
ROCKINGHAM •• 

· ..... . 
NEW JERSEYI 

ATLANTIC •• · .. BERGEN. • • • • • • • • • • 
BURLINGTON. • • • • • • • • 
CAMDEN. • • • • • • • • 
CUMBERLAND. • • • • • • 
ESSEX • • • • • • • • • 
GLOUCESTER. • • • • • • 
HUDSON. • • • • • • • • 

· . · . 
MERCER. • • • • • • 
MIDDLESEX • • • • • 
MONMOUTH •••••• 
MORRIS •• 

· .. . · .. . · .. . · . OCEAN • • 
PASSAIC • 
SOMERSET. 
UNION 

· ..... . · . · ..... . 
o •••••• · . . . . . . . . . . 

NEW MEXICOI 
BERNALILLO. · ...... . 

~EW YORKI 
ALBANY •••••• 
BROOME •••••• 
CHAUTAUQUA. • • • 
CHEMUNG • • • • • 
DUTCHESS ••••• 

· ... . · ... . · ... . 
• •• I • 

• I ••• 

Sec footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

8 386 
2 876 
2 8611 
II 395 

3 633 
2 1196 
1 923 
5 088 
2 207 
1 538 
2 537 
II 683 

II 907 
1 3117 
1 621 
9 1116 

822 
2 658 
1 353 
3 309 

112 1112 

1 6113 
570 

16 665 
15 5119 

II 2111 
176 
572 

5311 
1 8011 

361 

786 
370 

9 387 
152 
253 

II 523 

2 61111 
520 

7 278 
1 827 

819 
1162 

2 050 
5 317 
3 21111 
8 8111 
2 325 

18 576 
1 598 
II 380 

9 3117 
5 11117 
3 528 
2 3119 
2 1106 
5 527 
2 0311 
5 313 

5 001 

II 552 
1 860 
1 7110 
1 695 
1 935 

Total 

8 378 
2 8T6 
2 863 
II 395 

3 11311 
2 285 
1 798 
4 525 
2 1117 
1 329 
2 ')77 
II 683 

II 907 
1 253 
1 515 
8 958 

7011 
2 328 
1 208 
3 093 

33 280 

1 1164 
565 

16 533 
15 513 

II 1011 
169 
572 

11311 
I. 7911 

361 

786 
370 

~I 387 
1116 
253 

II 523 

2 611'1 
520 

7 278 
1 827 

819 
1162 

2 050 
5 317 
3 21111 
8 8111 
2 325 

18 576 
1 598 
II 380 

9 3117 
5 11'17 
3 526 
2 3119 
2 1106 
5 527 
2 0311 
5313 

II 293 

II 339 
1 11118 
1 6311 

9115 
1 935 

(Thousands of dollars) 
Direct eltpenditure 

Capital outlay 
Direct 
current 

7 873 
2 773 
2 831 
II 3112 

916 
2 282 
1 779 
II 519 
2 1117 
1 298 
2 363 
II 098 

II 656 
979 

1 1196 
8 8110 

7011 
2 312 
1 192 
3 071 

l!5 7211 

1 1107 
5118 

13 2011 
9 '161 
II 001 

163 
565 

1131 
98'1 
337 

770 
367 

5 139 
1'10 
2'111 

II 1183 

2 6111 
518 

7 138 
1 7911 

808 
385 

2 0119 
5 1'16 
3 206 
6 556 
2 100 

18 53'1 
1 585 
'I 380 

'I 265 
531'1 
J 526 
2 3'19 
2 305 
5 1188 
1 960 
5 007 

576 

'I 288 
1 '136 
1 628 

9115 
1 915 

ToLal 

505 
103 

32 
53 

2 518 
3 

19 
6 

31 
111 

585 

251 
27'1 
19 

118 

16 
16 
22 

7 556 

57 
17 

3 329 
6 052 

103 
6 
7 

3 
810 

211 

16 
3 

II 2'18 
6 
9 

'10 

3 
2 

1110 
)3 

11 
77 

1 
171 
38 

2 285 
225 

'12 
13 

5 082 
133 

101 
39 
711 

306 

3 717 

51 
12 

6 

20 

Equipment 

5 
82 
18 
'10 

3 
19 

6 

31 
14 
38 

10 
274 

1 
41 

16 
16 
22 
40 

16 
17 

240 
38 

103 
6 
7 

3 
176 

11 

16 
3 

48 
3 
9 

40 

2 

140 
22 

11 
3 

28 

7 
36 
13 

1 
8L1 

59 
31 
21 
26 

12 

32 
12 

6 

20 

CQnstruc­
tian 

500 
21 
1L1 
13 

? 518 

5L17 

241 

18 

7 516 

41 

3 089 
6 01L1 

634 
13 

4 200 
3 

11 

74 

1 
143 
38 

2 285 
218 

6 

5 081 
49 

42 
8 

53 
280 

3 705 

19 

Land 

77 

2 

Intergovernmental expenditure , 

Total 

8 

1 

199 
211 
125 
563 

60 
209 
160 

9'1 
106 
Ll58 
118 
330 
1115 
216 

9 132 

179 
5 

132 
36 

137 
7 

100 
10 

6 

2 

708 

213 
'112 
106 
750 

To State To local; 
govern- govern-
ments ments 

8 

187 
206 
110 

118 
208 
160 

911 
106 
'152 
116 
330 
1115 
117 

179 
5 

132 
36 

137 

2 

213 
1112 
106 
750 

12 
5 

15 
563 

12 
1 

6 
2 

99 
9 1JI2 

7 

100 
10 

6 

708 

f 
L 

.. 
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Table 57. Corrections expenditure of 343 large CfJUnty governments, by character and object, 

fiscal year 1978r-Continued 

County! 

NEW YORK--CONTINUED 
ERIE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
MONROE. • • • • • • • • • • 
NASSAU. • • • • • • • • • • 
NIAGARA • • • • • • • • • • 
ONEIDA. • • • • • • • • • • 
ONONDAGA. • • • • • • • • • 
ORANGE. • • • , • • • • • • 
OSWEGO. • • • • • • • • • • 
RENSSELAER. • • • • • • • • 

ROCKLAND. • • • • • • • • • 
ST. LAWRENCE •••••••• 
SARATOGA. • • • • • • • • • 
SCHENECTADY • • • • • • • • 
STEUBEN • • • • • • • • • • 
SUFFOLK • • • • 0 • • • • • 

ULSTER. • • • • • • • • • • 
WESTCHESTER • • • • • • • • 

NORTH CAROLINA I 
BUNCOMBE. • • • • • • • • • 
CUMBERLAND ••••••••• 
DURHAM. • • • • • • • • • • 
FORSYTH • • • • • • • • • • 
GASTON. • • • • • • • • • • 
GUILFORD. • • • • • • • • • 
MECKLENBURG • • • • • • • • 
ONSLOW ••••••••••• 
WAKE. • ~ • • • • • • • • • 

OHIOI 
ALLEN • • • • • • • • • • • 
ASHTABULA • • • • • • • • • 
BUTlER. • • • • • • • • • • 
CLARK • • • • • • • • • • • 
CLERMONT •••••••••• 
COLUMBIANA. • • • • • • • • 
CUYAHOGA. • • • • • • • • • 
FRANKLIN. • • • • • • • • • 
GREENE. • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMILTON •••••••••• 
LAKE •• ~ •• II •••••• 

LICKING • • • • • • • • • • 
LORAIN. • • • • • • • • • • 
LUCAS • • • • • • • • • • • 
MAHONING. • • • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY ••••••••• 
PORTAGE • • • • • • • • • • 
RICHLAND. • • • • • • • • • 
STARK • • • • • • • • • • • 
SUMMIT ••••••••••• 
TRUMBULL. • • • • • • • • • 
WOOD. • • • • • • • • • • • 

OKLAHOMA I 
CLEVELAND 
COMANCHE. 
OKLAHOMA. 
TULSA • • 

OREGON I 

· ....... . · . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . . 
• ••••••• e 

CLACKAMAS • • • • • • • • • 
JACKSON • 6 ~ • • • • • • • 

LANE. • • • • • • • I • • • 

MARION. • • • • • • • • • • 
MULTNOMAH ••••••••• 
WASHINGTON. • • • • • • • • 

PENNSVLVANVI 
ALLEGHENY • • • • • • • • • 
BEAVER. I • • • • • • • • • 

BERKS • • • • • • • • • I • 

BLAIR ••• " " •••• I • 

SUCKS • • • • • • • • • • • 
BUTLER. • • • • • • • • • • 
CAMBRIA • • • • • • • • • • 
CENTRE. • • • • , • • • • • 
CHESTER • • • • • • • • • • 

CUMBERLAND, • • • • • • • • 
DAUPHIN • • • • • • • • • • 
DELAWARE. • • • • • • • • • 
ERIE •••••••••••• 
FAYETTE • • • • • • • • • • 
FRANKLIN. • • • • • • • • • 
LACKAWAN~lA. • • • • • • • • 
LANCASTER • • • • • • • • • 
LAWRENCE. • • • • • • • • • 
Sec footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

13 276 
8 0511 

23 507 
1 71111 
1 597 
8 092 
2 500 

887 
1 1139 

2 797 
771 
56L1 

1 603 
802 

13 1123 
1 319 

12 102 

680 
1 066 

339 
995 
1175 

1 1167 
1 665 

298 
688 

1 005 
'120 
981 
996 
371 
1128 

13 38) 
II 77'1 

8711 
7 51'1 
1 513 

565 
1 1153 
6 761 

9811 
II '185 

733 
715 

, 3 2112 
3 OBIi 

772 
3110 

87 
399 

1 3611 
1 6115 

1 607 
1 961 
5 110 
1 321 
5 208 
1 535 

9 001 
1 101 
'I 537 

661 
3 621 

729 
922 
II'll 

3 398 

972 
3 588 
6 33'1 
3 1109 

660 
8117 

1 131 
2 762 

1152 

Total 

12 '173 
7 57'1 

23 507 
1 635 
1 2116 
7 659 
1 950 

800 
1 2113 

2 797 
. 716 

503 
1 117", 

782 
13 0118 

1 203 
12 042 

680 
1 066 

339 
765 
1136 

1 373 
1 665 

298' 
6B7 

1 005 
1120 
981 
980 
3311 
278 

11 9111 
II 365 

8711 
5 926 
1 513 

565 
1 1153 
6 63:2 

9811 
II 0111 

733 
715 

3 2'11 
3 010 

772 
271 

87 
399 

1 36'1 
1 6'15 

1 607 
1 961 
513:0 
1 32l) 
5 208 
1 535 

9 001 
1 053 
II '178 

6'13 
3 616 

728 
890 
'I'll 

3 157 

957 
J 369 
6 2118 
3 323 

5110 
812 

1 002 
1 957 

IIt6 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct 
current 

12 1111 
7 5'19 

21 970 
1 611 
1. 238 
'7 588 
1 598 

733 
1 218 

2 757 
715 
'189 

1 1165 
766 

12 956 
1 197 

11 996 

633 
672 
337 
61111 
1113 

1 317 
1 612 

297 
517 

996 
398 
970 
853 
326 
277 

11 908 
'I 278 

873 
5 1165 

7111 

565 
1 11011 
5013 

8115 
3 998 

732 
6911 

3 223 
2 977 

7115 
270 

87 
395 

1 356 
1 6'15 

1 297 
1 2116 
1 583 
1 303 
5 077 
1 517 

8 928 
1 0115 
II 1156 

6110 
3 518 

727 
883 
'1211 

3 OBl 

952 
2 868 
5 954 
J 2911 

518 
811 
998 

1 821 
1115 

Di.rect expenditure 

Total 

332 
25 

1 537 
211 

8 
71 

352 
67 
25 

110 
1 

1'1 
12 
16 
92 

6 
116 

'17 
J911 

2 
121 

23 
56 
53 

1 
170 

9 
22 
11 

127 
8 
1 
6 

67 
1 

'161 
799 

119 
1 599 

139 
16 

1 
21 
18 
33 
27 

1 

'I 
8 

310 
715 

3 527 
17 

131 
18 

73 
8 

22 
3 

98 
1 
7 

17 
76 

5 
501 
29'1 

29 
22 

1 
II 

136 
1 

Capital outlay 

Equipment 

32 
25 

199 
8 
8 

32 
6 

'12 
25 

4 
1 
9 

12 I 16 

7~ I 
116 1 

Ll7 
38 

2 

119 I 19 
53 
53 

1 
25 

'! I 

~ ! 
1 ! 

50 I 
7 

8 
18 

139 
16 

1 
21 
18 
25 

II 
8 

9 
8 
'I 

17 
Ll3 
18 

73 
8 

22 
3 

11 
1 
7 

17 
110 

5 
9 

13 
14 
22 

1 
LI 
9 
1 

Construc­
tion 

300 

1 338 
16 

39 
3116 

25 

36 

5 

19 

356 

72 
'I 
3 

3 
1211 

8 

811 

'Ill 
792 

III 
1 581 

8 
27 

301 
707 

3 523 

88 

87 

36 

Ll92 
281 

15 

127 

Land 

Intergovernmenta I expenditure 

Total 

803 
480 

109 
351 
'133 
550 

87 
196 

55 
61 

126 
20 

375 
116 
60 

230 
39 
911 

16 
37 

150 
1 1169 

'IO\) 

1 588 

1119 

1171 

1 
711 

69 

1 

'18 
59 
18 
5 
1 

32 

2'11 

15 
219 
86 
86 

120 
35 

129 
805 

36 

To State To local 
govern- govern-
ments ments 

803 
1180 

109 
351 
'133 
550 

87 
196 

55 
61 

126 
20 

375 
97 
60 

1 

118 
59 
17 

10 

83 

219 
86 
86 

120 
35 

.l29 
805 

31 

19 

230 
39 
911 

16 
37 

150 
1 1169 

'109 

1 58B 

1'19 

'171 

1 
711 

69 

1 

1 
5 
1 

22 

158 

15 

5 
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Table 57. Corrections expenditure of 343 large county governments, by character and object; 

fiscal year 1978-Continued 

Countyl 

PENNSYLVANIA--CONTINUED 
LEBANON • • • • • • • • • • 
LEHIGH ••••••••••• 
LUZERNE • • • • • • , • • • 
LYCOMING, ••••••••• 
MERCER. • • • • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY ••••••••• 
NORTHAMPTON • • • • • • • • 
NORTHUMBERLAND. • • • • • • 
SCHUYLKILL ••••••••• 
WASHINGTON. • • • • • • • • 
WESTMORELAND. • • • • • • • 
YORK •••••••••••• 

SOUTH CAROLINAI 
ANDERSON. • • • • 
CHARLESTON •••• 
GREENVILLE. • • • 
LEXINGTON • • • • 
RICHLAND ••••• 
SPARTANBURG • • • 

TENNESSEE I 
HAMILTON. 
KNOX ••• 
SHEI.BY •• 
SULLIVAN. 

TEXAS I 

· .. . · .. . · . , . · ... 

· .... 
· ... . · ... . · ... . 
· ... . · ... . · ... . · ... . 

BELL. •••••••••• 
BEXAR • • • • • • • • • • • 
BRAZORIA. • • • • • • • • • 
CAMERON • • • • • • • • • • 
DALLAS. • • , , , • • • • • 
EL PASO • • e , • • • • • • 
GALVESTON • • • • • • • • • 
HA~RIS •••••• e , ••• 

HIDALGO • , • , • • • • • • 

JEFFERSON • • • • • • • • • 
LUBBOCK • • , • • • • • • • 
MCLENNAN. • • , • , • • • • 
NUECES ••••••••••• 
SMITH • • • • • • • • • • • 
TARRANT • • • • • • • • • • 
TAYLOR •••• , •••••• 
TRAVIS ••••• , ••••• 
WICHITA • • • • • • • • • • 

UTAHI 
DAVIS • • 
SALT LAKE 
UTAH ••• 
WEBER •• 

· ....... . 
• •••• Ii ••• · . , ..... . 
, ....... . 

VERMONT I 
CHITTENDEN • . . . 

VIRGINIAI 
ARLINGTON • • • • • • • • • 
CHESTERFIELD. • • • • • • • 
FAIRFAX • • • • • • • • • • 
HENRICO • • , • • • • • • • 
PRINCE WILLIAM. • • • • • • 

WASHINGTON I 
CLARK • • 
KING. • • 
KITSAP •• 
pIERCE •• 
SNOHOMISH 
SPOKANE • 
yAKIMA •• 

· .. , .... . · , ...... , · . , ..... . · .. , ..... 
, . . . . , . . . · . , , , .... · . . . . . . . . 

WEST VIRGINIAI 
CABELL. • • • 
KANAWHA • • • 

· . , .... · , . , . . . 
WISCONSIN I 

BROWN • • 
DANE ••• 
KENOSHA • 
MARATHON. 
MILWAUKEE 
OUTAGAMIE 
RACINE •• 
ROCK ••• 
WAUKESHA. 
WINNEBAGO 

· . · . · . · . 
· . · . · . · . · . 

· . · . · . · . · . · . · . · . · . 

· . , . , 
, .... · . , .. 
, ... . · ... . · . , .. · ... . · ... . · ... . 

- RoprOflcnts zero or rounds to zero. 

Total 

675 
2 763 
1 771 
1 526 

665 
6 738 
2 5111 

706 
1 1152 

999 
1 623 
2 212 

1162 
770 

1 012 
367 
763 
253 

1 atl3 
1 165 
(, 727 

375 

597 
5 264 

6011 
1 026 
8 853 
2 179 

779 
15 399 

2 339 

1 118 
898 

1 2117 
2 166 

3111 
2 825 

319 
II 231 

395 

1116 
2 2117 
1 770 

7117 

1 596 
718 

II 268 
2 976 

788 

1 1189 
10 1117 

892 
3 1811 
1 6110 
2 170 
1 31111 

'166 
889 

501 
1 '158 

1/16 
1/70 

8 '122 
30'1 
772 
9'10 
637 
176 

Total 

620 
2 1185 
1 1/90 
1 509 

663 
6 509 
2 0111 

663 
1 '130 

936 
1 623 
1 996 

1162 
770 

1 03:2 
367 
7)2 
253 

1 8113 
1 165 
6 639 

375 

597 
5 2611 

6011 
866 

8 853 
2 179 

779 
15 399 
2 339 

1 118 
898 

1 232 
2 166 

3'11 
2 !!:25 

319 
'I 229 

395 

111/ 
2 2'17 
1 768 

7'17 

1 596 
718 

II 0'18 
2 893 

758 

1 1189 
9 769 

892 
3 181/ 
1 6110 
2 170 
1 3'111 

'166 
8119 

486 
1 1158 

1/07 
'170 

8 1/21 
3011 
772 
9110 
637 
176 

(Thousands of dollars) 
Direct expenditure 

Capita 1 outlay 
Direct 
current 

598 
2 '107 
1 1/90 
1 181 

627 
3 '109 
1 886 

658 
1 '130 

936 
1 620 
1 813 

1160 
71111 

1 0011 
367 
693 
250 

1 795 
1 165 
6 598 

372 

591 
'I 920 

517 
77'1 

8 '118 
2 171 

751 
12 869 

1 110 

1 103 
629 

1 178 
1 815 

3111 
2 299 

281 
3 761 

381 

108 
2 2116 

268 
736 

1 585 
690 

3 509 
787 
510 

1 1171 
9 612 

885 
3 173 
1 608 
2 152 
1 336 

1166 
8'11 

'181/ 
1 '133 

1107 
'1118 

8 1111/ 
303 
751/ 
939 
511 
175 

Total 

22 
78 

328 
36 

3 100 
128 

5 

3 
183 

2 
26 

8 

39 
3 

'18 

41 
3 

(; 
3'1G 

87 
92 

'135 
8 

28 
2 530 
1 229 

15 
269 

51/ 
351 

526 
38 

'168 
1'1 

6 
1 

1 500 
11 

11 
28 

539 
2 106 

2'18 

18 
157 

7 
11 
32 
18 

8 

2 
25 

22 
277 

1 
18 

1 
126 

1 

Equipment 

60 

9 
19 
L\II 
27 

5 

3 
2 

2 
II 
8 

8 
3 

1/8 

1/1 
3 

6 
31111 

92 
'115 

8 
28 

172 
86 

15 
711 

9 
199 

18 
38 
61 

1 

6 
1 

11 

11 
10 
97 
53 

3 

18 
29 

7 
2 

22 
13 

8 

2 
25 

11 
159 

1 
18 

1 

1 

Construc­
tion 

22 
18 

179 
17 

3 u56 
101 

181 

22 

31 

1 566 
1 1113 

115 
152 

1107 
13 

1 500 

18 
111/2 

2 053 
2115 

128 

9 
10 

5 

118 

11 
118 

126 

Land 

11/0 

87 

20 

792 

195 

508 

'Data l11"e based on n field compilation from records of each county govermnent shown; see text for data limitations. 

Inter-governmenta 1 expenditure 

Total 

55 
278 
281 

17 
2 

229 
500 

'13 
22 
63 

216 

31 

88 

160 

15 

2 

32 

2 

220 
63 
30 

378 

15 

9 

To State To local 
govern.. govern-
ments mcnts 

55 
278 
281 

6 

229 
500 

32 
22 
63 

191 

-. 

2 

15 

11 
2 

11 

25 

31 

88 

160 

32 

2 

220 
B3 
30 

3'15 

9 

" 
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Table 58. Detail of direct current expenditure for corrections activities of 343 large county 

governments, fiscal year 1978 

County1 

TOTAL. · . . . . . . . . ~ . . . . 
ALABAMA I 

CALHOUN •••••••••••••••• 
JEFFERSON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MADISON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MOBILE • • , • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TUSCALOOSA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

ARIZONA: 
MARICOPA • 
PIMA ••• 

· . . . . . . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . . .. . .. . . 
ARKANSAS: . . . . . . . . . . PULASKI ••• 

SEBASTIAN •• • • • • • e • • • • 

CALIFORNIAI 
ALAMEDA •••••••••••••••• 
BUTTE. • • , • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CONTRA COSTA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FRESNO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HUMBOLDT • • • • • • • • • • 8 • • • • 

KERN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOS ANGELES. • • • • • • • • • • : • • 
MARIN. • • , • • • • • • • • • • • D • 

MERCED • • • • • • • • a , • • • • • • 

MONTEREY • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ORANGE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RIVERSIDE ••••••••••••••• 
SACRAMENTO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN BERNARDINO • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN DIEGO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • , 
SAN JOAQUIN. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN LUIS OBISPO. • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN MATEO. • • • • • • • • • • c • • • 

SANTA BARBARA. • 
SANTA CLARA. • • 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
SANTA CRUZ • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SOLANO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SONOMA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STANISLAUS • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TULARE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
VENTURA •••••••••••••••• 
yOLO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

COLORADO I 
ADAMS. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ARAPAHOE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BOULDER. w •••••••••••••• 
EL PASO. , • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LARIMER •••••••••••••••• 
PUEBLO • • • • • ~ • • • • • • • • • • 
WELD • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

DELAWARE I 
NEW CASTLE . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

FLORIDAI 
ALACHUA. • • • • • 
BREVARD. • • • • • 
BROWARD •••••• 
DADE • • • • • • • 
ESCAMBIA • • • • • 
HILLSBOROUGH • • • 

· . . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . . . 
• • c • .. • • • • -= · . . . . . ~ . . . 
.. • .; • • rr • • • • · . . . . . . . . . 

LEE. • • • • 0 • • • • • • • • • • • • 

LEON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MANATEE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OKALOOSA • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • • • 
ORANGE • • • • • • • • • • • • • .. • • 
PALM BEACH • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PASCO ••••••••••••••••• 
PINELLAS • • • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • 

Bee footnotes at end of table. 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Jnsti tutions 
Total direct~------------~------------~----~----~ 

current 

1 131 061 

207 
3 661 

829 
3 1108 

93? 
1 2511 

12 3~~ 
10 379 

891 
~31 

32 ~38 
1 1181 

1~ 652 
9 692 
1 620 
8 792 

125 283 
3 995 
1 685 

5 0~1 
27 756 

9 913 
15 201 
111 258 
23 307 

6 6511 
2 119 

15 1177 

6 985 
23 033 
~ 1011 
~ 1190 
~ 1I~2 
~ 181 
II 86q 
7 7011 
1 86~ 

q60 
669 
9ql 

1 369 
1109 
1160 
~17 
358 

561 
q81 
1133 
13q 

2 730 
2 807 

1118 
2 353 

Total 

7112 526 

132 
2 886 

6111 
1 ~21 

826 
~27 

5 995 
6 171 

753 
357 

16 1172 
1 008 
8 117 
6 q38 

958 
5 <)07 

79 026 
2 087 
1 001 

3 211 
15 7113 

II 795 
9 289 
8 169 

10 569 
~ 517 

78q 
7 857 

II 682 
13 M6 

2 5119 
2 630 
2 833 
2 ~67 
3 301 
II 958 

969 

q60 
669 
9~1 

1 2~8 
1109 
286 
~Oq 
311 

882 
~96 

2 732 
9 382 
1 655 
5 067 

5q2 
1181 
316 
13~ 

2 392 
2. 621 

418 
2 279 

For juveniles 

230 080 

607 
173 
524 
386 

1 778 
2 897 

152 
16~ 

6 571 
1111/ 

II 1I2~ 
2 ~59 

334 
2 297 

31 9311 
7112 
189 

1 001 
6 1196 
2 332 
3 1133 
3 1187 
2 979 
1 1181 

2 256 

1 720 
5 657 

5118 
lOBI 
1 298 

778 
1 107 
1 086 

238 

72 

122 

92 
86 

~81 

557 
11011 
327 

Other and 
combintld 

512 371 

132 
2 279 

q68 
897 
11110 
1127 

~ 217 
3 2711 

601 
193 

9 901 
5911 

3 693 
3 979 

(;2L~ 

3 610 
'17 OQ2 

1 311S 
812 

2 210 
9 2117 
2 1163 
5 856 
II 682 
7 590 
3 036 

7811 
5 601 

2 962 
8 189 
2 001 
1 5119 
1 535 
1 689 
2 194 
3 872 

731 

460 
669 
869 

1 248 
1109 
242 
11011 
189 

882 
1196 

2 732 
9 290 
1 569 
5 067 

SII2 

316 
1311 

2 392 
2 064 

1 952 

~Prob"tion 

and 
parole 

355 681 

75 
775 
188 
283 
111 
200 

6 3"19 
3 889 

115 
65 

12 966 
11110 

6 535 
3 2511 

662 
2 885 

q6 257 
1 857 

68~ 

1 779 
10 506 

5 110 
5 912 
6 089 

11 0118 
2 032 
1 3311 
7 539 

2 280 
9 187 
1 322 
1 773 
1 609 
1 708 
1 563 
2 169 

825 

6 

13 

379 
16 

302 

19 

117 

120 

7~ 

Miscellaneous 

32 854 

1 7011 

627 

319 

23 
9 

3 000 
33 

51 

51 
1 507 

8 

1 690 
105 

1 
81 

23 

233 
67 

6 

577 
70 

121 

1711 
7 

117 

25 

66 
62~ 

79 

338 
66 
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Table 58. 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Detail of direct current expenditure for corrections activities of 343 large county 

governments, fiscal year 1978-Continued 
(Thousands of dollflr~,, ___ ~ __ ~..,..-___ ,, ____ _ 

Institutions Probation 

Countyl 
Total direct 

current 
and Miscellaneous 

FLORIDA--CONTINUED 
POLK • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SARASOTA • • • • • • • • • •• ••• 
SEMINOLE • • • • • • • • • • • •• • 
VOLUSIA. • • • • • • • • • • • •• • 

GEORGIA: 
BI88 • • ~ - • •• ••••••••• 
CHATHAM. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CLAYTON ••••••• 4 •••••••• 

COBe • • a I • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

DE KAlB. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FULTON ••••• • •••••••• 
GWINNETT • • •• • •••••••• 
RICHMOND • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

IDAHO I 
ADA. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

ILLINOIS: 
CHAMPAIGN. • • • • • • , • • • • • • • 
COOK • • • • • • • • • .. ... fI, • • • • • 

DU PAGE •••••••••••••••• 
KANE • • • • • • • • • • 1/ " • • • • • 

LAKE • • • ft • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

LA SALLE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MCHENRY ••••••••••••• ~ •• 
MCLEAN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MACON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MADISON. • • • •• • •••••••• 
PEORIA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ROCK ISLAND. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. CLAIR. • •••••••••••• 
SANGEMON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TAZEWELL • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WILL • • • • 'I • • • • • • • • •• • 

WINNEBAGO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

INDIANA: 
ALLEN. •••••••••••• ~ • • 
DELAWARE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ELKHART ••• 0 ••••••••••• 1/ 

LAKE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LA PORTE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MADISON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. JOSEPH •••••••••••••• 
TIPPECANOE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
vANDERBURGH. • • • • • • • • , • • • • 
vIGO ft • • • • • • • • • • a _ • • • • 

IOWA: 
BLACK HAWK • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LINN • • • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • • • 
pOLK • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SCOTT. • • • ., • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WOODBURY • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

KANSAS: 
JOHNSON. ~ • • • •• •••••••• 
SEDGWICK • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • • • 
SHAWNEE ••••••• ~ •••••••• 
WYANDOTTE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

KENTUCKY: 
JEFFERSON. • ~ • • • • • • • • • • • • 
KENtON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

LOUI!:IANAI 
CADDO. • • • • .. • • • • • • • • • • • 
CALCASIEU. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAFAYETTE ••••••••••••••• 
oUACHITA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
'RAP IDES • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MAINEI 
CUMBERLAND • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
KENNESEC • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PENOBSCOT ••••••••••••••• 
yORK • • • • • • • it a • 0 • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

1 109 
67:3 
:3:39 

1 921 

60'1 
88'1 
1'.36 
8'1:3 

:3 277 
5 899 

739 
1 501 

58'1 

631 

3'1 :306 
2 561 
1 761 
2 262 

3611 
670 
'12:3 
'137 

1 096 
1 599 

561 
1 796 
1 013 

35'1 
5'19 

1 615 
1 79'1 

:3'16 
622 

3 132 
352 
5Ci5 

1 002 
:395 
'105 
391 
820 

9'1'1 
If 019 

5611 
516 

1 015 

2 275 
1 113 

8B7 
7 669 

275 
1 '185 

872 
2 380 

539 
'168 
613 
709 

178 
232 
189 
899 

Total 

1 109 
673 
:330 

1 7'11 

371 
7'18 
585 
5'16 

1 920 
3 6'16 

739 
1 326 

1f92 

360 

23 7'11 
1 232 
1 126 
1 612 

28B 
198 
266 
198 

765 
! 165 

390 
1 511 

809 
227 
369 

1 205 
1 207 

222 
392 

2 266 
167 
37 ~ 
885 
3'11 
177 
316 
'126 

638 
1 '189 

3'10 
306 
630 

2 209 
1 110 

701 
5 9'1'1 

201 
1 3'15 

'1'15. 
2 076 

50'1 
'119 
502 
675 

178 
232 
189 
899 

For juveniles 

509 
591 

251 

1:30 

'I 898 
502 
327 
776 
11'1 

8 
21 

202 
205 
199 
2'13 
381 

7'1 

210 
531 

119 
96 

635 

180 I 92 
157 

176 
98 

176 
779 

10'1 
199 

1 )97 
611 
308 

2 301 

12 
137 

253 
'138 
2'10 
182 
268 

Other and 
combined 

1 109 
673 
330 

1 7'11 

371 
'156 
538 
5'16 

1 '111 
3 055 

739 
1 326 

2'11 

230 

18 8'13 
730 
799 
836 
17'1 
198 
258 
177 

563 
960 
191 

1 268 
'128 
153 
369 
995 
676 

103 
296 

1 631 
167 
19'1 
793 
1811 
177 
1'10 
328 

'162 
710 
3'10 
202 
'131 

8.2 
Lj~9 
3"13 

3 6-1:3 

189 
1 208 

192 
1 638 

2611 
2:37 
23'1 
675 

178 
232 
189 
899 

parole 

233 
136 
151 
297 

1 357 
2 253 

175 
92 

10 565 
1 329 

5119 
650 

76 
'172 
157 
239 

331 
'13'1 
120 
285 
195 
127 
180 
'110 
587 

12'1 
230 
866 
185 
131 
117 

'11 
202 

75 
39'1 

282 
2 172 

1'12 
210 
385 

66 

125 
577 

711 
1'10 

227 
261 

35 
'19 

111 

9 
180 

86 

51 

9 

13 
26 

2'1 
358 

82 

3 
61 

1 1118 

200 
'13 

c 

II 
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Table 58. Detail of direct current expenditure for corrections activities of 343 large county 

governments, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Institutions 

County1 Total direct f--------,-------,-------! 
current 

Total For juveniles 

Probation 
and 

parole 
Miscell aneOUS 

Other and 
combined 

--------------------+-----+------4------1-------~~------4-------
MARYLAND: 

ANNE ARUNDEL • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BALTIMORE ••••••••••••••• 
HARFORD ••••••••••••• 
MONTGOMERY • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PRINCE GEORGES • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MASSACHUSETTS: 
BARNSTABLE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BERKSHIRE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BRISTOL. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ESSEX. • • • • • • II • • • • • • • 

HAMPDEN ••••••••••••• 
HAMPSHIRE ••••••••••••••• 
MIDDLESEX. • • • • • • • •• • 
NORFOLK. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PLYMOUTH ••••••••••••••• 
WORCESTER •••••••••••• 

MIcHIGAN: 
SAV. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • .. • 
BERRIEN. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CALHOUN •••••••••••••••• 
GENESEE ••••••• II II II •• II ••• 

INGHAM • • • • • II • II • • • • II • II II 

JACKSON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
KALAMAZOO ••••••••••••••• 
KENT • II • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MACOMB • • • • • • • • • • • • • II • • 

MONROE ••••••••••• II • 

MUSKEGON • • • • • • • • • • ~ 
OAKLAND •••••••••••••••• 
OTTAWA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAGINAW ••••••••••••• 
ST. CLAIR. ~ •••••••••••• 
WASHTENAW ••••••••••••••• 
WAYNE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MINNESOTAI 
ANOKA. • •• •••••••••••• 
DAKOTA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HENNEPIN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RAMSEY • • • • • • 0 • • • • • • • • 

ST. LOUIS ••••••••••• Q .... 

STEARNS. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 

MISSISS!PPII 
HARRISON • • • • • • 
HINDS. • •••• 
JACKSON. • • • • • 

. . . . . . . 
~lISSOURI : 

CLAY III • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

GREENE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JACKSON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JEFFERSON. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. CHARLES ••••••• , •••• 
ST. LOUIS ••••••••••••••• 

NEBRASKA: 
DOUGLAS. • • • • • 
LANCASTER. • • • • 

NEVADA I 

· . . . . . . . . . 
CLARK. • • • • 0 • • • • • • • 

wASHOE • • • • • • 

NEW HAMPSHIREI 
HILLSBOROUGH 
ROCKINGHAM • 

NEW JERSEY I 

· . . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . . . 
ATLANTIC • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BERGEN • • • • • • • • • •• •••• 
BURLINGTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CAMDEN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CUMBERLAND • • • • • • • • • • • 
ESSEX. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

1 82'1 
780 

:3 '177 
2 790 

361 
1 377 

1 060 
2 213 
'I 283 
'I 711 
1 317 
7 873 
2 773 
2 831 
II 3'12 

916 

2 282 
1 779 
'I 519 
2 1'17 
1 298 
2 363 
'I 098 
'I 656 

979 
1 '196 
8 8'10 

70'1 
2 312 
1 192 
3 071 

25 72~ 
1 '107 

5'18 
13 20'1 

9 '161 
'I 001 

163 
565 
'131 

367 
5 139 

1'10 
2'1'1 

'I '183 
2 6'11 

518 
7 138 

1 79'1 
808 

385 
2 0'19 

5 1'16 
3 206 
6 556 
2 100 

IB 53'1 
1 585 

1 117f> 
780 

3'177 
2 790 

361 
9111 

613 
992 

2 312 
2 395 

8'18 
'I 003 
1 297 
1 263 
2 109 

659 

1 571 
1 35'1 
3 680 
1 770 

908 
1 623 
3 535 
3 393 

790 
1 263 
6 78'1 

528 
1 769 

896 
2 '1'1'1 

18 835 
~?8 

283 
7 798 
5 599 
1 975 

70 
173 
1120 

98'1 
329 
3110 

367 
II 233 

p8 
i'lO 

3 336 
2 '1'19 

253 
5 926 

1 218 
802 

385

1 

1 '186 

3 183 I 
2 0'111 
'I ;29 
1 '151 

111 081 
935 

29 

8 

13 

336 

778 
867 

2 156 
699 
615 
706 

1 260 
1 266 

'115 
6'11 

3 603 
319 

1 01'1 
'197 

1 130 
6 19'1 

~72 

'12 
:3 851 
3 132 

'192 

39 
2'12 

1'12 
226 

63 

67 
2 016 

57 
25 

1 '166 
1 2'12 

253 
3 '116 

532 

577 

i 087 
552 
916 
5t'JS 

2 197\ 
2117 

1 '1'17 
780 

3'177 
2 790 

353 
91'1 

61.) 
992 

2 312 
2 382 

848 
'I 003 
1 297 
1 263 
2 109 

:323 

793 
'187 

1 52'1 
1 071 

293 
917 

2 275 
2 127 

375 
622 

:3 181 
209 
755 
399 

1 31'1 
12 6'11 

396 

2'11 
3 9'17 
2 '167 
1 '183 

70 
13'1 
178 

8'12 
103 
277 

300 
2 217 

81 
115 

1 870 
1 207 

2 510 

686 
802 

385 
909 

2 096 
1 ~92 
3'113 

866 
11 B811 

688 

3'18 

'1'17 
1 221 
1 971 
2 316 

'169 
3 870 
1 1176 
1 568 
2 226 

257 

389 
365 
839 
377 
390 
386 
563 
915 

189 
226 

1 '136 
176 
339 
183 
583 

6 889 
'1'19 

265 
3 155 
3 312 
1 73'1 

93 
392 

871 
2 

98 
191 
192 

265 
1 212 

576 

563 

1 963 
1 162 
2 22'; 

6'10 
'I 391 

650 

7 

322 
60 

35'1 

3'1B 

7 
620 

2011 
113 

'1'1 

90 

2 251 
550 
292 

8 
7 

6 
956 

6 

9 
62 
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Table 58. Detail of direct current expenditure for corrections activities of 343 large county 

governments, fisca'i year 1978-Continued 

County' 

NEW JERSEY--CONTINUED 
GLOUCESTER 
HUDSON •• 
MERCER • • 
MIDDLESEX. 
MONMOUTH • 
MORRIS • • 
OCEAN ••• 
PASSAIC. • 
SOMERSET • 
UNION. • • 

.. • • .. .. • 0 " " .. .. .. .. .. 

.. . . .. .. .. .. . ~ .. .. .. .. .. 
• • • .. .. .. .. .. .. .. " .. 0 .. 

.. • !; .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. " .. 

• •••••• O.Il'."., 
l ••••••••• ca ... tt'll 

* • • .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. • f.! • 

.. .. ... .. " • • .. .. .. .. a .. .. 

.. .. .. .. .. .. " .. .. .. 0 .. " fl 

.. .. .. .. .. .. 0 .. .. .. ... .. .. .. 

NEW ME.XICO: 
BERNALILLO • 

NEW YORK: 
ALBANY .. .. .. .. .. .. ~ .. .. 0 .. .. .. .. .. .. 

BROOME .. .. .. • .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 
CHAUTAUQUA • • • • • • • • • • • • •• 
CHEMUNG. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 
DUTCHESS • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ER IE.. :iI .. .. II .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. c .. .. .. 

MONROE .. .. .. .. ~ .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. " .. .. 

.. .. .. " .. 

NASSAU • • • • • • 
NIAGARA. • • • • • 
ONEIDA • • • • • • 
ONONDAGA • • • • • 
ORANGE • • • • • • 
OSWEGO • • • • • • 
RENSSELAER • • • • • • 

.. .. .. .. .. .. 

ROCKLAND • • • • • 
ST. LAWRENCE ••• 
SARATOGA • • • • • • • 
SCHENECTADY ••••• 
STEUBEN. • • • • • 
SUFFOLK •••••• 
ULSTER • • • • • • 
WESTCHESTER. • • • 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
BUNCOMBE • • • • • • • • 
CUMBERLAND • • • • • 
DURHAM • • • • • • • 
~ORSYTH. .. .. S ~ .. .. .. .. .. .. 

GASTON .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 
GUILFORD • • • • • • • • 
MECKLENBURG, , • • • • 
~NSLOW • • • • • • • 
WAKE • • • • • • • 

OHIO: 
ALLEN ......... " ...................... .. 
ASHTABijlA Oil ., • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

8UTl.;!R • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CLARK. • • • • • .. • • a a • a • a a • 

CLERMONT • • • • a • a • ea. a • • • 

COLUMBIANA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CUYAHOGA • • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • • 
FRANKLIN • • • , • • • • • • • • • • • 
GREENE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMILTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

LAKE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LICKING. • • • • • • • • • a • • a • • 

LORAIN • • • • • • • • • 3 • • • • • • 

LUCAS. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MAHONING • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY • • , • • • • • • • • • • • 
PORTAGE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RICHLAND • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STARK ••••••••••••••••• 
SUMMIT • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TRUMBULL • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
~OOO • • • • • • ~ • • • • • • • • • • 

OKLAHOMA: 
CLEVELAND. • • • • 
COMANCHE • • • • • 
OKLAHOMA • • • • • 
TULSA. • • • • • • 

. . . . . . . . . . 

. . . . . . . . . . 
See footnotes at end of table. 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Institutions 
Total direct,J------,-_' ___ --,-____ _ 

current 

ij 380 
II 265 
5 'lij 
3 526 
2 3ij9 
2 )05 

5 11881 
1 960 
5 01)7 

516
1 

ij :!B8 

1 ij36 
1 628 

9ij5 
1 915 

12 1111 
7 5q.9 

21 ~70 

1 611 
1 238 
7 588 
1 598 

7.33 
1 218 
2 757 

715 
1189 

1 ij65 
766 

12 956 
1 197 

11 996 
633 

672 
33', 
6ijij 
ij1.3 

1 317 
1 612 

297 
517 
996 

398 
970 
853 
326 
277 

11 908 
ij 278 

87.3 
5 ij65 

7H 

565 
1 ijOij 
501.3 

8ij5 
.3 998 

732 
69ij 

3 22.3 
2 977 

7ij5 
270 
87 

395 
1 .356 
1 6ij!! 
1 297 

Total For juveniles 

2 775 757 
3 173 595 
2 897 6611 
2 ij05 ij19 
1 102 3ij8 
1 288 511 
2 9711 829 

762 187 
2 773 997 

56ij 503 

3 836 

721 
381 
1I()5 

1 322 
9 833 
5 383 

10 616 

958 
703 

5 900 
1 117 

359 
776 

2 021 

.32.3 
290 

1 097 
ij.32 

7 87.3 
912 

8 15ij 
627 

672 
.337 
6ijij 
396 

1 317 
1 305 

297 
517 
667 

288 
673 
620 
227 
156 

8 706 
2 12.3 

700 
.3 ij19 

11811 

28J 
837 

3 785 
615 

2 2711 
ij~8 

ij!7 
2 875 
1 57LI 

ij18 
H8 
87 

327 
732 

1 077 
570 

1 580 

ij7 
90 

9 
5 

3 13ij 
1 5911 
1 018 

165 
105 

1 80ij 
339 

16 
ij20 
679 

5 
27 

523 
111 

2 281 
20 

1131 
171 

ij7 
ij5 

117 
.30 

2ijO 
336 

23 
233 
ij13 

12 
169 
23ij 

10 
3 .305 

670 
1H 

2 283 
260 

5ij 
.308 
867 
37ij 

1 3.30 
266 
189 

1 872 
586 
166 

15 

228 
292 
1110 

H7 

Other and 
combined 

2 018 
2 578 
2 233 
1 986 

75ij 
777 

2 1115 
575 

1 776 

2 256 

67ij 
291 
ij56 

1 317 
6 699 
3 789 
9 598 

79.3 
598 

ij 096 
778 
311.3 
.356 

1 .3ij2 

318 
26.3 
5711 
ij18 

5 592 
892 

7 723 
1156 

625 
292 
527 
.366 

1 077 
969 
2711 
28ij 
25ij 

276 
50ij 
386 
227 
1116 

5 1101 
1 ij5.3 

526 
1 1.36 

2211 

229 
529 

2 918 
2ijl 
9ijll 
182 
228 

1 00.3 
988 
252 
13.3 
87 

99 
ijilo 
667 
52.3 

Probation 
and 

parole 

1 605 
1 078 
2 1111 
1 121 
1 2ij7 
1 017 
2 5111 
t 198 
2 231 

1.152 

701 
1.1.33 
1.180 
593 

2 307 
2 166 
9 615 

509 
535 

1 688 
1181 
37ij 
11/12 
736 

392 
199 
.368 
3311 

5 083 
285 

3 81.12 
6 

17 

156 

116 

108 
297 
233 

99 
121 

2 111.17 
1 990 

17.3 
1 66:'1 

178 

282 
567 

1 219 
2211 

1 1116 
271.1 
270 
31.18 

1 198 
221 
122 

68 
6211 
568 
727 

c~· __ ~--=---=···~·=-=--=·~-~-~-·-~·-~!~ ________________________________ ~ __________________ , ____ _ 

Miscellaneous 

111 
6 

3 
12 

111 
8111 

1 

1 739 

11.111 

151 

213 

2 

755 
165 

383 
52 

9 
6 

308 
. 10 

7 

205 
106 

.~-- ----- ----

" 
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Table 58. Detail of direct current expenditure for corrections activities of 343 large county 

governments, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

'(Thousands of dollars) __________________ .,.. ____ j ____ ,c;l(', 

Inst! tutions 

County' 
Total direct I---~--_r_.-----,-----_; 

OREGON: 
CLACKAMAS. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JACKSON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LANE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MARI0N • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MULTNOMAH, •••••••••••• 
WASHINGTON , • • • • • • • • • • • 

PE~JNSYLVANIAI 
ALLEGHENY ••••• 
BEAVER • • • • • • 
BERKS ••••••• 
BLAIR. • • • • • • 
BUCKS ••••••• 
BUTLER • • • • • • • • • 
CAMBRIA ••• , ••• . . . 
CENTRE • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • • • • 
CHESTER •••••••••••••••• 
CUMBERLAND • • • • • • • , • • • • • • 
DAUPHIN •••••••••••••••• 
DELAWARE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ER IE. • • • • • • • " • • • a • • • • 

FAYETTE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

FRANKLIN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LACKAWANNA • • • • • • • • , • • • • • 
LANCASTER. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAWRENCE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • g 

LEBANON. • • • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • 
LEHIGH • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LUZERNE •••••••••••••••• 

LYCOMING ••••••••••••••• 
MERCER • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MONTGOMERY • , • • • • • • 0 • • • • • 

NORTHAMPTON •••••••••••••• 
~ORTHUMBERLAND , • • • • • • • • • • • 
SCHUYKILL. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WASHINGTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WESTMORELAND • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
YORK • • • • • • • • • • • • • G • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINA: 
ANDERSON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHARLESTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GREENVILLE • • • • • , • • • • • • • • 
LEXINGTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RICHLAND • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SPARTANBURG, ••••••••••••• 

TENNESSEE I 
HAMILTON ••••• 
KNOX • • • • • • • • 
SHELBY • • • • • • • • • 
SULLIVAN • • • • • • 

TEXAS 
BELL • • • e • • • 

BEXAR ••••••• 
BRAZORIA • • • , • 
CAMERON •••••••• 
DALLAS • • • • • • • 
EL PASO •••••• 
GALVESTON. • • • • 
HARRIS • • • • • • 
HIDALGO, ••••• 

.. ' 

JEFFERSON ••••••••••••••• 
LUBBOCK •••••••••••••••• 
MCLENNAN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
NUECES • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SM I TH. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TARRANT •••••••• f ••••••• 

TAYLOR • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TRAVIS • • ~ • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WICHITA •••••••••••••••• 

See footnotes at end of table. 

current 

1 2116 
1 58.3 
1 303 
5 077 
1 517 
8 928 

1 0115 
II q56 

6110 
3 518 

727 
883 
112q 

:3 081 
952 

2 868 
5 9511 
3 2911 

518 
811 

998 
1 821 

1115 
598 

2 1107 
1 q90 
1 181 

627 
3 1109 
1 886 

658 
1 11.30 

936 
1 620 
1 813 

1160 

71111 
1 0011 

367 
693 
250 

1 795 

1 165 
6 598 

372 
591 

II 920 
517 
7711 

8 q18 
2 171 

751 
12 B69 

1 110 
1 10.3 

629 
1 178 
1 815 

3111 
2 299 

281 
3 761 

381 
108 

Total 

758 
1 5B3 

763 
3 1133 

830 
II 217 

751.1 
1 838 

518 
2 6113 

1121 
595 
217 

2 5~9 
7011 

2 .33~ 
5 .323 
2 327 

380 
652 

856 
1 1.118 

338 
1129 

2 120 
1 093 

8.33 

509 
2 381 
1 1.175 

501 
1 2113 

696 
9.30 

1 511.1 
1.152 

'1112 
1 0011 

3~6 
69.3 
235 

1 591 

1 113 
6 061 

361 
171.1 

3 291 
1911 
320 

5 296 
1 208 

~99 
7 506 

6113 
61.16 

323 
1171 
825 
199 
~OII 
19q 

1 297 
193 
108 

For juveniles 

191 
397 
225 
1138 
259 

1 789 

3111 
562 
190 

1 169 
11111 
31.3 

115 

886 
2.311 

1 10~ 
1 915 
1 1160 

1115 
211 

30q 
1~1 
139 

592 
125 
315 

2119 
507 
1110 
131 
717 
2118 
529 
71.18 

150 

261.1 

291 
321 
2QO 

250 

1 ~65 
79 

106 
1 802 

180 
92 

51 
137 

~OO 

256 
25 

Other and 
combined 

567 
1 186 

538 
2 995 

571 
2 1128 

11110 
1 276 

328 
1 1171.1 

277 
282 
172 

1 663 
1170 

1 230 
3 1108 

867 
235 
11111 

552 
1 277 

199 
1129 

1 528 
968 
518 

260 
1 8711 
1 335 

370 
1166 
11118 
1101 
766 
1152 

592 
1 001.1 

31.16 
693 
235 

1 327 

822 
5 7110 

161 
1711 

3 Qijl 
1911 
320 

:; 831 
1 129 

.39.3 
5 7011 

1163 
5511 

323 
q20 
688 
199 

q 
191.1 

1 0111 
168 
108 

Probation 
and Miscellaneous 

parole 

1188 

5110 
1 296 

687 
II 711 

291 
390 
122 
70Q 
306 
288 
1111 

532 
21.18 
1166 
631 
877 
138 
159 

11.12 
1103 

77 
169 
287 
397 
3118 

107 
1 028 

1111 
157 
187 
2110 
690 
299 

8 

2 

21 

15 
2011 

52 
5.37 

11 
1117 

1 5511 
2.35 
Q.3.3 

3 063 
9118 
252 

1.1 208 
1I0Q 
II!)? 

291 
707 
552 
132 

1 532 
87 

2 1111.1 
188 

2 228 

171 

68 

90 

75 
88 
21 
59 
15 

1 155 
63 

15 

1138 
10 

363 

320 
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Table 58. Detail of direct current expenditure for corrections activities of 343 large county 

governments, fiscal year 1975-Continued 
(Thousands of dollars) 

Insti tutions 
Probation 

Countyl Total direct f-------t--------,r------i 
current and Miscellaneous 

Other and Total For juveniles parole 
combined 

-'---------------------------+-------+--------~------~~-===~--r_------_r--------
UTAH: 

DAVIS. • • • • • • 
SALT LAKE ••••• 
UTAH • • • • • • • 
WEaER. • • • • • • 

VERMONT: 
CHITTENDEN • • 

VIRGINIA: 

· . . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . . . · . . . . . . . . . 

ARLINGTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CHESTERFIELD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FAIRFAX. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HENRICO. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
~RINCE WILLIAM • • • • • • • • • • • • 

WASHINGTON: 
CLARK. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
KING • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
KITSAP • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PIERCE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SNOHOMISH ••••••••••••••• 
SPOKANE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
YAKIMA ••••••••••• a , ••• 

WEST VIRGINIA: 
CABELL • • • • • • • 
KANAWHA •••••• 

WISCONSIN: 

. . . . 
BROWN. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
DANE • • • • • • • ~ • ~ • • • • • • • 
KENOSHA •••••••••••••••• 
MARATHON • • • • n • • n ,. • • • • • • 

MILWAUKEE ••••••••••••••• 
OUTAGAMIE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RACINE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ROCK • • • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • • • 
WAUKESHA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WINNEBAGO. • • • • • ~ • • • • • • • • 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 

2 246 
268 
736 

1 585 

690 
3 509 

787 
510 

1 471 

9 612 
885 

3 173 
1 608 
2 152 
i 3j6 

1166 

1 1133 
407 
448 

8 144 
303 
754 
939 
511 
175 

2 246 
268 
736 

1 094 

677 
2 108 

341 
400 
604 

7 124 
502 

1 975 
8'16 

1 249 
967 
466 

838 
475 

1 216 
284 
328 

6 762 
290 
434 
782 
511 
175 

733 
154 
281 

191 

262 
502 

182 

2 558 
174 

1 171 
231 
489 
250 
,1.29 

174 
163 

3~5 

't'1 
11:3 

1 428 
75 

112 
198 
38 

1 513 
114 
455 

903 

415 
1 606 

341 
400 
422 

4 566 
328 
804 
615 
760 
717 
337 

664 
312 

871 
21:3 
215 

5 334 
215 
322 
5811 
473 
175 

'Data ere based on a field compilation from records of each county government shown; see text for data limitations. 

491 

13 
1 298 

446 
110 
724 

2 488 
343 
973 
709 
903 
369 

80 
112 
120 
455 

318 
157 

103 

40 
225 

53 

9 

137 
11 

927 
13 

2 

.. 
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County 1 

TOTAL •• 

ALABAMA: 
2 CALHOUN...... 
3 JEFFERSON..... 
'I MADISON •••••• 
5 MOBILE... •• 
6 MONTGOMERy.... 
7 TUSCALOOSA.... 

ARIZONA: 
S MARICOPA.. 
9 PIMA.... 

ARKANSAS: 
10 PULASKI •••• 
11 SEBASTIAN •• 

CALIFORNIA: 

.. .. 

12 ALAMEDA...... 
13 BUTTE ••••••• 
1'1 CONTRA COSTA • • • 
15 FRESNO...... 
16 HUMBOLDT..... 
17 KERN ••••••• 
16 LOS ANGELES •••• 
19 MARIN,... •• 
20 MERCED...... 

21 MONTEREy..... 
22 ORANGE...... 
23 RIVERSIDE.,." 
2 'I SACRAMENTO. " 
25 SAN BERNARDINO , • 
26 SAN DIEGO, , • • • 
27 SAN JOAQUIN. • • • 
26 SAN LUIS OBISPO, , 
29 SAN MATEO. ., , 

30 SANTA BARBARA. , , 
.31 SANTA CLARA, • , 
.32 SANTA CRUZ. • 
.33 SOLANO,.. • 
.3'1 SONOMA", , 
35 ST AN I SLAUS. •• 
.36 TULARE." •• 
37 VENTURA".,.. 
38 yOLO....... 

COLORADO: 
39 ADAMS ••••••• 
'10 ARAPAHOE., ., 
'11 BOULDER,..", 
'12 EL PASO, • , • • , 
'13 JEFFERSON...,. 
'1'1 LARIMER., •• ,. 
'15 PUEBLO."." 
q6 WELD....... 

DELAWARE: 
'17 NEW CASTLE , 

FLORIDA: 
'16 ALACHUA •• "., 
119 BREVARD", ••• 
50 BROWARD", ••• 
51 DADE.... " 
52 ESCAMBIA.,.., 
53 HILLSBOROUGH , 
Sq LEE •••••••• 
55 LEON...... 
56 MANATEE,...., 

57 OKALOOSA., ,. 
56 ORANGE,..." 
59 PALM BEACH , • • • 
60 PASCO ••••••• 
61 PINELLAS..". 
62 POLK....... 
6.3 SARASOTA..... 
611 SEMINOLE.,... 
65 VOLUSIA... •• 

See footnotes at end of table .. 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Total co"rrections activities 

Number of employees 

Table 59. Detail of corrections employment and payrolls 
(Dollar amounts 

Institutions 

Total institutions rnsti tutlons for juveniles 

Total Full-time 
only 

October 
Full-time payroll' I-_N_um_be,r_o_f_em..:.p_lo..:.y,e_es __ -I 

October 
payroll 

Number of employees 

October 
payroll 

67 112 

16 
20'1 

61 
262 

67 
96 

696 
'12'1 

99 
33 

1 1'15 
62 

6<12 
506 

90 
'199 

6 .329 
166 
102 

231 
1 0'15 

626 
696 
696 

1 '112 
.359 

96 
529 

.31'1 
1 196 

t~; 
2.36 
2.39 
266 
196 
.369 

63 

29 
41 
66 
96 
3'1 
3'1 
'16 
62 

6'1 
29 

2'12 
5.39 
165 
.300 

.36 
33 
.37 

.36 
219 
216 

26 
15'1 

90 
55 
37 

123 

62 5.32 

16 
20'1 

57 
260 

61 
9'1 

696 
'119 

9'1 
28 

1 015 
72 

566 
'126 

76 
'137 

6 065 
1113 

95 

20'1 
9'19 
569· 
6116 
610 

1 3'12 
306 

96 
1176 

302 
9'19 
.32 
2211 
199 
232 
1911 
:S36 

63 

29 
'10 
56 
9'1 
3'1 
29 
'16 
80 

61 
29 

2'12 
539 
156 
.300 

36 
33 
37 

36 
219 
216 

25 
153 
90 
55 
37 

120 

equi valent2 

6L1 178 

16 
20'1 

57 
280 

83 
95 

698 
'121 

95 
30 

1 060 
711 

600 
'1711 

80 
'167 

6 15'1 
157 

97 

216 
990 
601 
662 
925 

1 372 
332 

96 
'196 

303 
1 001 

136 
229 
210 
2'1'1 
19'1 
3'1'1 

63 

29 
'10 
59 
95 
3'1 
29 
'16 
60 

62 
29 

2'12 
539 
160 
300 
36 
33 
37 

36 
219 
216 

25 
153 

90 
55 
37 

121 

Total 

75 725 '13 592 

13 
2'10 

'15 
259 

79 
97 

8'17 
'192 

7'1 
2'1 

1 615 
78 

857 
580 

99 
579 

9 332 
220 
101 

295 
1 670 

765 
972 
965 

1 8'17 
388 
117 
806 

385 
1 522 

169 
286 
237 
262 
223 
'169 
102 

31 
'15 
73 
91 
.39 
29 
37 
69 

61 
26 

261 
711 
126 
356 

3'1 
28 
29 

20 
215 
226 

21 
156 

75 
'16 
30 

106 

6 
1'10 

'17 
122 

7'1 
27 

360 
295 

86 
25 

630 
50 

33'1 
325 

56 
321 

3 86S 
110 

57 

101 
512 
332 
'106 
530 
622 
236 

30 
266 

203 
7'12 

98 
131 
152 
192 
120 
232 

116 

29 
'11 
66 
85 
3!\ 
23 
'11 
79 

62 
29 

199 
536 
1115 
300 

33 
.3.3 
25 

36 
195 
191 

26 
1'18 

90 
55 
.36 

110 

Full-time Full-time 
only !equivalent 

39 659 

6 
1'10 

'13 
121 
68 
26 

.360 
290 

63 
21 

5'11 
'11 

265 
256 

'15 
269 

.3 67'1 
71 
51 

91 
'1'15 
299 
.354 
'1'12 
610 
183 

.30 
220 

196 
505 

65 
120 
120 
1:39 
116 
20'1 

116 

29 
'10 . 
56 
65 
3'1 
16 
'11 
76 

59 
29 

199 
536 
136 
300 

3.3 
33 
25 

36 
195 
191 
25 

1'17 
90 
55 
36 

106 

6 
1110 

'13 
121 
70 
26 

360 
292 

566 
'13 

297 
299 

'17 
296 

3 737 
6.3 
53 

97 
1175 
310 
.370 
561 
615 
209 

.30 
236 

196 
5511 

89 
12'1 
131 
151 
116 
209 

'16 

29 
'10 
59 
65 
3'1 
18 
'11 
76 

60 
29 

199 
536 
1'10 
300 

33 
33 
25 

36 
195 
191 

25 
1'17 
90 
55 
36 

106 

6 
160 

31 
106 

6.3 
3'1 

.389 
337 

6'1 
16 

893 
'1.3 

11211 
3115 

56 
362 

5 969 
11.3 
52 

1'12 
872 
.366 
5115 
502 
B03 
2119 

37 
.387 

2115 
6'15 
109 
15'1 
1.36 
161 
1311 
286 
55 

31 
115 
73 
61 
39 
19 
3'1 
67 

59 
28 

217 
707 
1111 
.358 

31 
28 
20 

20 
197 
207 

21 
151 

75 
116 
29 
93 

Total 

.37 
25 
57 
.3.3 

86 
119 

.30 
10 

250 
2'1 

1911 
130 

22 
l'l.3 

1 752 
'16 
16 

291 
160 
160 
329 
199 
10'1 

96 

7'1 
'1112 

32 
'19 
67 
66 
'16 
60 
13 

9 

12 

33 
1 

2'1 

55 
26 
20 

Full-time Full-time 
only . !3quivalent 

11 503 

.37 
21 
56 
28 

66 
11'1 

25 
10 

20.3 
20 

1.31 
115 

1.3 
120 

1 5117 
19 
11 

261 
133 
137 
2'131 169 

5'1 

62 

72 
232 

20 
'10 
6'1 
51 
'III 
'10 
1.3 

11 

.33 
1 

2'1 

55 
25 
19 

12 391 

37 
21 
56 
30 

86 
116 

27 
10 

220 
20 

161 
12.3 

1'1 
13.3 

1 612 
28 
12 

276 
I'll 
153 
'1'16 
193 

80 

7'1 

72 
27.3 

2'1 
'13 
1'2 
55 
'1'1 
'1'1 
13 

6 

11 

33 
1 

2'1 

55 
25 
19 

13 1116 

36 
15 
'19 
2'1 

117 
1.39 

17 
7 

309 
19 

20.3 
136 

17 
151 

2 .32'1 
'11 
12 

36'1 
162 
201 
256 
211S 

66 

11'1 

8.3 
.387 

27 
5.3 
75 
5'1 
'17 
5'1 
1'1 

7 

7 

2S 
1 

13 

'17 
21 
20 

I 
1-

CORRECTIONS 

of :343 large county governments, October 1978 
iri thousands) 

Institutions--Continued Probation and perole 

Other nnd combined institutions Number of employees 

r-' Number of employees 

Full-time Full-time October Total Full-time Full-time 
'l'otal 

only equivalent payroll only equivalent 
I 

29 ?87 28 356 28 770 .311 '135 22 2'19 21 516 21 707 

a 8 B 6 6 8 8 
10.3 103 103 12'1 6'1 6'1 611 

22 22 22 16 1'1 111 1'1 
65 65 65 57 19 19 19 
'11 '10 110 3~ 1.3 13 13 
27 26 26 3'1 21 21 21 

2711 2711 27'1 272 336 338 .338 
176 176 176 197 121 121 121 

58 56 56 117 11 11 11 
15 11 1.3 11 7 6 6 

360 3.36 3116 5611 1163 1128 '1'12 
26 21 23 2'1 32 31 31 

1110 1.3'1 1.36 221 306 30.3 303 
195 I'll 175 209 183 170 176 

3'1 32 32 39 311 3.3 .33 
176 1'19 162 211 178 168 171 

2 1.36 2 127 2 1.31 3 6'15 2 'I'll 2 1111 2 '11.3 
62 52 5'1 72 76 70 71 
'11 '10 110 '10 115 11'1 '1'1 

101 91 97 1'12 i.30 113 120 
221 16'1 196 1166 530 501 510 
172 166 166 20'1 296 290 291 
226 217 216 .311'1 292 292 292 
201 199 200 2'1'1 366 366 .366 
112.3 '121 '121 555 69'1 6'111 665 
1.32 129 1.31 161 123 123 123 

.30 30 .30 37 66 66 66 
170 156 16'1 273 260 255 256 

129 126 126 161 111 1011 lOll 
.300 273 28.3 1156 1156 '1'111 '1'17 

66 65 65 62 51 '17 '19 
82 60 60 101 105 102 103 
65 56 58 63 87 79 79 

126 66 95 107 9'1 93 93 
72 72 72 87 76 78 78 

172 16'1 165 232 1111 111 111 
3.3 3.3 33 '11 37 37 37 

29 29 29 31 - - -III '10 '10 '15 - - -57 52 5.3 66 - - -65 65 65 61 - - -.3'1 3'1 .311 39 - - -2.3 16 16 19 - - -'11 '11 III 3'1 5 5 5 
67 67 67 60 - - -
- - - - - - -

62 59 60 59 1 1 1 
29 29 2.'3 I 28 - - -199 199 199 217 3'1 3'1 .3'1 

536 536 5.36 707 2 2 2 
1115 136 lliO 1111 20 20 20 
.300 .300 300 356 - - -3.3 33 33 31 .3 3 3 - - - - - - -2'1 211 2'1 19 12 12 12 

1'1 111 111 7 - - -195 195 195 197 - - -136 1.36 136 160 - - -- - - - - - . 
126 12B 128 131 6 6 6 
90 90 90 75 - - -55 55 55 116 - - -36 36 .36 29 - - -110 106 106 93 - - -

353 

Miscellaneous ." 
Nwnber of emJ?loy~es Ii 

October October I: ... 
payroll 

'lbtal. Full-time Full-time payroll ;;::1 
only , equivalent 

26 556 1 271 1 155 1 310 1 318 
. 1

1
: 

7 - - - - 2 
60 - '. ~ - .3 
1.3 - - - - 'I 
2'1 I'll 1'10 1'10 129 5 
16 - - - · 6 
1'1 '16 '17 '17 '18 7 

1156 - - - - 6 
1'17 6 6 6 6 9 

10 - - - - 10 
6 1 1 1 1 11 

656 52 116 50 .. 6 12 
.36 - - - - 13 

1133 - - - -1'1 
235 - - - - 15 

'13 - - - - 16 
217 - - - -17 

.3 363 - - - - 16 
106 2 2 2 1 19 

'19 - - - - 20 

153 - - - - 21 
79'1 .3 3 .3 II 22 
379 - - - - 2.3 
'127 - - - - 2'1 
1163 - - - - 25 
905 96 66 90 139 26 
138 - - - - 27 

60 - - - - 26 
'115 3 3 .3 'I 29 

I'll - - - - 30 
677 - - - - 31 

60 - - - - 32 
132 2 2 2 .333 

99 - - - - 3'1 
121 - - - - 35 

69 - - - - 36 
153 23 23 23 30 37 

'17 - - - - 36 

- - - - - 39 - - - - - 110 - - - - - '11 - 11 9 10 10 '12 - - - - - '1.3 - 11 11 11 10 1111 
.3 ~ - - • 115 - 3 2 2 2 116 

- - - - - 117 

1 1 1 1 1 '18 - - - - - 119 
32 9 9 9 12 50 

2 1 1 1 2 51 
1'1 - - - - 52 - - - - - 53 

3 - - - - 5'1 - - - - • 55 
9 - - - -.56 

- - - - - 57 - 2'1 2'1 2'1 17 58 - 25 25 25 21 59 - - - - - 60 
5 - - - - 61 - - - - - 62 - - - - - 63 - 1 1 1 1 6'1 - 13 12 12 1.3 65 



354 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Total corrections activities 

Table 59. Detail of cOlrrections employment" and payrolls 
( Dollar amounts 

Institutions 

County' 

Number of employees Total institutions Institutions for juveniles 
I--------,r---=---=--,-----j October I---.---..:===--:::::.::.:::.::==---.----'--+--N-um-b-e-r -o-f-em-Pl-O-ye-e-s'---I--i 

Full-time payroll' I-_N."" __ rtb_".,r_o_f_e_m'-Pl_O'-yBre_B __ --I October f---.---'---.------IOctober 

GEORGIA~ 
1 BIBB....... 
2 CHATHAM",., 
3 CLAyTON",.., 
ij COBe....... 
5 DE KALB, , , • • 
6 FULTON, ••••• 
7 GWINNETT..... 
B RICHMOND..... 

IDAHO: 
9 ADA..... 

ILLINOIS: 
10 CHAMPAIGN..... 
11 COOK....... 
12 DU PAGE. • • • • • 
13 KANE....... 
lij LAKE....... 
15 LA SALLE • • • • • 
16 MCHENRy •••••• 
17 MCLEAN ••••••• 

IB MACON •••• , •• 
19 MADISON •••••• 
20 PEORIA... •• 
21 ROCK ISLAND.. • 
22 ST. CLAIR ••••• 
23 SANGAMON.. •• 
2q TAZEWELL..... 
25 WILL....... 
26 WINNEBAGO. • • 

INDIANA: 
27 ALLEN... " 
2B DELAWARE... 
29 ELKHART.". 
30 LAKE..... 
31 LA PORTE • • • 
32 MADISON.... 
33 ST. JOSEPH, 
3q TIPPECANOE.. 
35 VANDERBURGH •• 
36 VIGO..,.. 

IOWA: 

, . 
, ., 

37 BLACK HAWK , • • • 
38 LINN...... 
39 POLK.....,. 
qO SCOTT •• , •••• 
ql WOODDURY"... 

KANSAS: 
q2 JOHNSON... •• 
q3 SEDGWICK..... 
q4 SHAWNEE...... 
q5 WyANDOTTE..... 

KENTUCKY: 
q6 JEFFERSON. 
WI KENTON •• 

LOUISIANA: 
48 CADDO.,.,. 
q9 CALCASIEU, •• 
50 JEFFERSON.,. 
51 LAFAYETTE... 
52 QUACHITA". 
53 RAPIDES..,. 

MAINE: 
54 CUMBERLAND, 

· . · . 

• f 55 KENNEBEC. .,' 
56 PENOBSCOT ••••• 
57 VORK... t ~ • 

MARYLAND: 
58 ANNE ARUNDEL 
59 BAL TI MORE. 
60 HARFORD.., 
61 MONTGOMERY',. 
62 PRINCE GEORGES 
63 WASHINGTON, 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

43 
116 

67 
67 

207 
397 

43 
10'1 

57 

60 
2 568 

151! 
D9 
DO 
36 
38 
III 

32 
72 

112 
lI8 

106 
69 
22 
q8 

128 

151 
29 
62 

181 
38 
55 
66 
3q 
38 
55 

59 
75 

282 
qo 
35 

8q 
103 
106 

85 

577 
22 

118 
57 

181 
64 
til 
q9 

77 
2q 
23 
10 

39 
108 

36 
165 
158 

16 

Full-time 
only 

q3 
116 

5q 
65 

206 
371 

q3 
102 

53 

q6 
2 558 

137 
136 
121 
32 
38 
3t1 

29 
68 

110 
. q7 
103 

69 
18 
tl7 

11q 

DO 
16 
51 

179 
33 
q7 
54 
33 
25 
52 

56 
66 

263 
37 
30 

75 
65 
92 
77 

569 
17 

118 
55 

16q 
q7 
3q 
43 

43 
12 
16 

9 

39 
100 

36 
158 
158 

15 

equival.ent" Total Full-time Full-time payroll Tctal Full-time Full-time payroll 
only equivalent o?ly" e~ulvnl~nt 

q3 
116 

55 
65 

206 
361 

q3 
102 

5q 

58 
2 562 

Hq 
137 
122 

32 
38 
37 

30 
70 

110 
47 

104 
69 
16 
47 

119 

136 
26 
53 

179 
34 
50 
57 
33 
29 
53 

56 
68 

267 
37 
31 

77 
91 
95 
60 

116 
55 

170 
53 
35 
q7 

56 
17 
20 

9 

39 
101 
36 

161 
158 

15 

45 
89 
56 
67 

225 
421 
ql 
76 

5q 

49 
2 976 

173 
133 
116 

26 
36 
32 

22 
67 

109 
40 
95 
60 
16 
45 

116 

120 
23 
47 

182 
29 
32 
54 
22 
24 
30 

62 
71 

298 
36 
31t 

75 
91 
83 
61 

510 
16 

101 
q5 

138 
37 
26 
39 

53 
12 
1q 

7 

42 
129 
q2 

225 
208 

15 

21 
104 

42 
39 

120 
229 

43 
90 

q9 

33 
1 821 

84 
76 
67 
~7 
12 
28 

21 
50 
64 
26 
78 
50 
10 
24 
91 

100 
17 
39 

116 
22 
34 
52 
31 

7 
46 

30 
50 

137 
30 
21 

q51 
15 

106 
q2 

166 
60 
35 
q4 

70 
24 
23 
10 

39 
82 
36 

165 
156 

16 

21 
104 

42 
37 

119 
210 

43 
89 

q5 

27 
1 611 

67 
76 
79 
23 
12 
21 

18 
q6 
82 
25 
75 
50 

6 
23 
76 

85 
6 

31 
114 

18 
27 
qa 
30 

7 
4q 

29 
q6 

119 
27 
16 

q5 
65 
68 
66 

q43 
11 

106 
II! 

lq9 
44 
29 
38 

'13 
12 
18 

9 

39 
74 
36 

156 
158 

15 

21 
104 

q2 
37 

119 
217 

q3 
69 

46 

31 
1 815 

7'1 
76 
80 
23 
12 
24 

19 
q8 
62 
25 
76 
50 

6 
23 
63 

90 
16 
32 

11'1 
19 
29 
49 
30 

7 
q5 

29 
'16 

123 
27 
17 

45 
91 
88 
69 

'145 
12 

106 
ql 

155 
50 
30 
42 

53 
17 
20 

9 

39 
75 
36 

161 
158 
15 

22 
78 
41 
39 

llq 
22q 

41 
65 

'15 

26 
2 035 

92 
76 
74 
20 
13 
20 

12 
46 
79 
21 
67 
q2 

5 
28 
63 

79 
12 
29 

116 
15 
21 
q5 
20 

q 
24 

29 
q8 

133 
27 
18 

q3 
91 
78 
51 

39q 
12 

69 
33 

120 
3q 
23 
3q 

50 
12 
14 
7 

42 
100 

'12 
225 
208 

15 

27 

q6 
52 

29 

15 
265 

37 
2q 
26 
1q 

5 
19 
17 

26 
22 

52 
13 
15 
45 

22 
11 
H 

36 

13 
15 
8" 

20 
66 
61 
35 

207 
1 

17 
26 
48 
44 
23 
29 

8 

27 

47 
q7 

25 

14 
259 

21 
23 
22 
11 

q 
17 
15 

24 
22 

16 

38 
2 

10 
4'1 

16 
7 

19 

35 

13 
111 
72 

9 

19 
50 
60 
27 

202 
1 

17 
26 
38 
28 
16 
23 

27 

47 
48 

26 

1q 
262 

28 
23 
23 
11 

4 
16 
15 

25 
22 

19 

43 
9 

10 
44 

18 
8 

19 

35 

13 
14 
74 

10 

19 
55 
60 
30 

203 
1 

17 
26 
'15 
33 
18 
27 

17 

q4 
'15 

23 

10 
308 

35 
20 
23 

9 

2 
15 
14 

2~ I 
15 

18 

36 
9 
9 

40 

11 
6 

11 

17 

9 
15 
70 

10 

1'1 
67 
50 
20 

170 
1 

10 
20 
26 
23 
11 
21 

2 

c 

CORRECTIONS 

of 343 large county governments, October 1978--Continued 
in thousands) 

Inst i tutions--Continued 

Other and combined inBti tutions 

Ntnnber of employees 

Total 

21 
77 
42 
39 
72 

177 
q3 
90 

20 

18 
1 556 

47 
5q 
61 
13 
12 
28 

16 
31 
67 
26 
52 
28 
10 
2/1 
67 

q8 
q 

2q 
71 
22 
12 
ql 
12 

7 
10 

17 
35 
53 
30 

7 

26 
35 
33 
39 

244 
14 

89 
16 

118 
16 
12 
15 

70 
2q 
23 
10 

Full-time Full-time 
only equivalent 

21 
77 
42 
37 
72 

163 
'13 
89 

20 

13 
1 552 

46 
53 
57 
12 
12 
21 

H 
29 
67 
25 
51 
28 

6 
23 
62 

47 
q 

21 
70 
18 
11 
41 
11 

7 
9 

16 
32 
q7 
27 

7 

26 
35 
26 
39 

2ql 
10 

89 
15 

111 
16 
11 
15 

43 
12 
16 

9 

21 
77 
42 
37 
72 

168 
43 
89 

20 

16 
1 552 

q6 
53 
57 
12 
12 
24 

15 I 
30 
67 
25 
51 
26 

6 
23 
63 

47 
4 

21 
70 
19 
11 
41 
11 
7 
9 

16 
32 
48 
27 

7 

26 
35 
28 
39 

2111 
11 

69 
15 

112 
16 
11 
15 

53 
17 
20 

9 

October 
payroll 

22 
61 
41 
39 
70 

179 
41 
65 

22 

16 
1 727 

57 
56 
51 
11 
13 
20 

10 
32 
65 
21 
46 
28 

5 
28 
65 

43 
2 

20 
78 
15 
10 
39 

9 
4 
7 

20 
33 
63 I 
27 

8 

28 
24 
26 
31 

224 
12 

79 
13 
9q 
10 
12 
12 

50 
12 
H 

7 

Total 

22 
12 
25 
28 
87 

168 

8 

27 
747 

70 
45 
43 

9 
26 
13 

11 
22 
26 
16 
26 
19 
12 
24 
37 

51 
12 
23 
65 
16 
21 
H 

3 
22 

9 

29 
21 

lq5 
10 
H 

38 

12 
9 

54 
7 

12 
15 
14 

q 
6 
5 

Probation and parole 

Nwnbcr of employees 

Full-time Full-t'lme 
only equi va~ent 

22 
12 
12 
28 
67 

161 

13 

8 

19 
747 

70 
45 
1)2 

9 
26 
13 

11 
22 
26 
16 
28 
19 
12 
24 
36 

45 
12 
20 
65 
15 
20 

6 
3 

17 
6 

27 
20 

Hq 
10 
14 

30 

4 
9 

54 . 
6 

12 
1'1 
H 

3 
5 
5 

22 
12 
D 
28 
67 

164 

13 

8 

26 
7q7 

70 
45 
42 

9 
26 
D 

11 
22 
28 
16 
28 
19 
12 
2q 
36 

q6 
12 
20 
65 
15 
20 

8 
3 

19 
8 

27 
20 

14q 
10 
lq 

6 
9 

5q 
6 

12 
1'1 
14 

3 
5 
5 

October 
payroll 

24 
11 
15 
28 

111 
197 

11 

9 

23 
9ql 

81 
42 
42 

6 
23 
12 

10 
21 
30 
15 
28 
16 
11 
16 
35 

41 
11 
16 
65 
14 
11 

9 
3 

16 
6 

33 
22 

165 
11 
16 

32 

5 
8 

q7 
6 

12 
12 
17 

3 
4 
5 

Total 

16 

6 

9 

2 

72 

7 

Miscellaneous 

Nmnber of employees 

Full-time Full-time 
only equivalont 

.' 

15 15 

6 6 

2 

2 2 

72 72 

355 

$ 
:~ 

October ,s:I 

payroll ~ 
::l 

- 1 
- 2 
- 3 
- 4 
- 5 
- 6 
- 7 
- 6 

- 10 
- 11 
- 12 

15 13 
-14 
- 15 
- 16 
- 17 

- 18 
- 19 
- 20 
5 21 
- 22 
- 23 
- 24 
- 25 
- 26 

- 27 
- 28 
- 29 
- 30 
- 31 
- 32 
- 3J 
- 34 
2 35 
- 36 

- 37 
2 38 
- 39 
- qO 
- 41 

- 42 
- '13 - q" 
2 45 

66 q6 
- 47 

- 48 
- 49 
1 50 
- 51 
- 52 
- 53 

3 54 
- 55 
- 56 
- 57 

39 39 39 42 - - - - - - - _ 58 
74 7q 74 98 26 26 26 29 ' - - - _ 59 
36 36 36 42 - - - - - _ _ _ 60 

165 158 161 225 - - - - - - - _ 61 
158 156 158 208 - - • - • • • _ 62 

~ ____ 1_6~ ______ 15~ _____ 1_5~ _____ 1_5~ _____ -~ _______ -~ ______ -__ .~ ____ .~ ______ ~~ ___ -~ _______ -~ _____ -~6 __ 3 



356 

County' 

MASSACHUSETTS, 
1 BARNSTABLE.... 
2 BERKSHIRE... • 
3 BRISTOL...... 
4 ESSEX....... 
5 HAMPDEN •••••• 
6 HAMPSHIRE.. •• 
7 MIDDLESEX..... 
8 NORFOLK...... 
9 PLyMOUTH ••••• 

10 WORCESTER..... 

MICHIGAN' 
11 BAy •••••••• 
12 BERRIEN •••••• 
13 CALHOUN •••••• 
111 GENESEE...... 
15 INGHAM...... 
16 JACKSON...... 
17 KALAMAZOO ••••• 
18 KENT.... .-. 

19 MACOMB •••••• 
20 MONROE...... 
21 MUSKEGON..... 
22 OAKLAND •••••• 
23 OTTAWA...... 
211 SAGINAW •••••• 
25 ST. CLAIR ••••• 
26 WASHTENAW ••••• 
27 WAyNE ••••••• 

MINNESOTA' 
28 ANOKA....... 
29 DAKOTA...,.. 
30 HENNEPIN..... 
31 RAMSEY...,.. 
32 ST. LOUIS ••••• 
33 STEARN... •• 
311 WASHINGTON.. • 

MISSISSIPPI' 
35 HARRISON..... 
36 HINDS....... 
37 JACKSON...... 

MISSOURI! 
38 CLAy....... 
39 GREENE...... 
110 JACKSON •••••• 
111 JEFFERSON ••••• 
112 ST. CHARLES •••• 
113 ST. LOUIS ••••• 

NEBRASKA' 
1111 DOUGLAS... 
115 LANCASTER.. 

NEVADA: 
116 CLARK.... •• 
117 WASHOE...... 

NEW HAMPSHIRE' 
118 HILLSBOROUGH... 
119 ROCKINGHAM.... 

NEW JERSEY' 
50 ATLANTIC.. •• 
51 BERGEN... •• 
52 BURLINGTON.... 
53 CAMDEN...... 
511 CUMBERLAND.... 
55 ESSEX....... 
56 GLOUCESTER.... 
57 HUDSON...... 

58 MERCER...... 
59 MIDDLESEX..... 
60 MONMOUTH..... 
61 MORRIS...... 
62 OCEAN....... 
63 PASSAIC •••••• 
611 SOMERSET..... 
65 UNION ••••••• 

NEW MEXICO: 
66 BERNALILLO.... 

See footnotes at end of table. 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Total corrections activities 

Number of employees 

Total 

89 
79 

153 
266 
3011 

92 
1152 
180 
217 
307 

87 
130 

82 
117 
107 

81 
1211 
215 

281 
77 
75 

11115 
37 

125 
87 

168 
1 036 

75 
32 

651 
399 

811 
11 
33 

67 
58 
32 

61 
39 

3811 
10 
211 

376 

1::17 
35 

390 
101 

58 
22 

221 
398 
252 
1137 
177 

1 1110 
nl 
355 

31<) 
q38 
2711 
189 
188 
1196 
153 
3112 

39 

Full-'"ime Full-time 
only equivalent:;! 

89 
63 

1115 
227 
277 

71 
1126 
172 
210 
261 

78 
119 

711 
100 

96 
62 

1211 
188 

260 
62 
68 

11011 
311 

103 
66 

155 
1 017 

70 
28 

611 
387 

811 
10 
33 

7 
58 
30 

53 
27 

380 
9 

11 
3112 

121 
26 

390 
98 

52 
21 

213 
388 
2110 
1136 
175 

1 1110 
135 
355 

316 
1118 
272 
172 
1711 
1158 
1::19 
3111 

38 

89 
71 

1117 
238 
300 

73 
11113 
1711 
212 
275 

81 
122 

76 
109 
100 
72 

1211 
200 

266 
66 
71 

11111 
35 

105 
71 

157 
1 026 

70 
28 

616 
390 

8'1 
10 
33 

33 
58 
31 

55 
30 

381 
9 

19 
352 

127 
27 

390 
99 

511 
21 

216 
391 
21111 
1136 
175 

1 1110 
136 
355 

317 
11211 
273 
180 
177 
1170 
n2 
3111 

38 

October 
payrollS 

106 
77 

169 
275 
3113 

86 
5118 
207 
223 
351 

92 
129 

92 
158 
118 

82 
1110 
251 

339 
66 
81 

6011 
111 

129 
87 

171 
1 5119 

89 
35 

863 
517 

96 
12 
112 

21 
50 
18 

115 
26 

362 
7 

18 
;'32 

120 
211 

1191 
1311 

59 
18 

190 
1108 
225 
1198 
1119 

1 609 
132 
332 

318 
1156 
290 
193 
177 
1150 
161 
386 

33 

Table 59. Detail of corrections employment and payrolls 
(Dollar amounts 

Total institutions 

Number ot employe:.:e.:..s ---1 

Total 

53 
111 
58 

·133 
150 

62 
219 

711 
65 

129 

6:J 
86 
70 
611 
78 
55 

101 
175 

201 
61 
56 

309 
211 

102 
63 

133 
686 

37 
12 

111111 
231 

811 
3 
9 

67 
58 
32 

31 
39 

328 
10 
11 

299 

119 
25 

320 
66 

57 
22 

155 
237 
136 
236 
119 
915 
76 

195 

212 
209 
1115 
86 
98 

306 
62 

169 

39 

Full time Full time 
onl" "qu1"valent 

53 
27 
53 

106 
125 

115 
198 

67 
65 

111 

61 
77 
62 
611 
71 
37 

101 
153 

185 
51 
119 

273 
23 
82 
1111 

122 
667 

35 
9 

1109 
220 

611 
2 
9 

7 
58 
30 

23 
27 

3211 
9 

10 
275 

106 
18 

320 
65 

52 
21 

1117 
2:31 
1211 
235 
117 
915 
70 

195 

210 
189 
1113 
69 
611 

268 
118 

169 

38 

53 
33 
53, 

1111 
1117 

116 
210 
69 
65 

119 

61 
eo 
611 
611 
73 
116 

101 
162 

190 
53 
52 

282 
23 
611 
118 

123 
676 

35 
9 

11111 
223 

811 
2 
9 

33 
58 
31 

25 
30 

325 
9 

10 
283 

111 
18 

320 
6!> 

53 
21 

1119 
233 
128 
235 
117 
915 

71 
195 

210 
1911 
lIIl1 
77 
87 

281 
51 

169 

38 

Institutions 

Institutions for juveniles 

Number of employees. 

October 
paya-oll Total Full-time Full time o~t~:~~ 

only equivalent p y 

611 
39 
66 

132 
173 

56 
278 
83 
77 

155 

71 
83 
77 
87 
87 
53 

112 
203 

2311 
51 
60 

1116 
27 

1011 
61 

129 
989 

115 
13 

5117 
289 

96 
3 

11 

21 
50 
18 

22 
26 

300 
7 
9 

282 

1011 
111 

'101 
89 

58 
18 

138 
238 
125 
296 
102. 

1 0711 
73 

181 

216 
2116 
18'1 

86 
911 

239 
56 

185 

33 

16 
116 
'15 

22 
110 
11'1 
119 

89 
1111 
22 

181 
10 
29 
111 
111 

236 

211 

178 
75 
23 

5 

55 

29 

13 
17 

162 
2 

98 

102 
25 

197 
35 

65 
136 

29 
63 
55 

122 
25 
69 

30 
711 
37 
110 
119 

I'll 
17 
81 

39 

111 
38 
38 

15 
23 
1111 
32 

77 
38 
16 

1'15 
9 

25 
25 
30 

226 

22 

162 
65 
23 

5 

27 

5 
6 

160 
2 

97 

92 
18 

197 
35 

63 
133 

17 
62 
53 

122 
19 
69 

30 
511 
36 
23 
38 

111 
12 
61 

38 

111 
110 
'10 

18 
32 
1111 
110 

82 
39 
19 

15'1 
9 

25 
29 
31 

229 

22 

165 
67 
23 

5 

28 

7 
9 

160 
2 

97 

96 
18 

197 
35 

611 
1311 

21 
62 
53 

122 
21 
69 

30 
60 
36 
32 
111 

122 
12 
81 

38 

1'1 
37 
116 

18 
36 
51 
118 

8'1 
35 
19 

210 
8 

30 
33 
33 

317 

26 

203 
90 
21 

15 

16 

5 
7 

156 
1 

100 

9'1 
111 

259 
'13 

50 
115 

18 
70 
112 

137 
17 
50 

28 
66 
33 
31 
35 

102 
16 
711 

33 

" 

CORRECTIONS 

of 343 large county governmentsi, October 1978-.-Continued 
in thoLisands) -

Insti tutions--Continued Probatior, and parole 

Other and combined institutions Number of employees 

Number of employees I Full-time October 
Total Full-time 

Total Full-time Full-time payroll only equivalent 
only equivalent 

·53 53 53 611 36 36 .36 
111 27 33 39 38 36 37 
58 53 53 66 95 92 93 

133 106 1111 132 133 121 12:1 
1119 125 1116 172 15'1 152 152 
62 '15 116 58 30 26 27 

219 198 210 278 233 228 231, 
7'1 67 69 83 106 105 10!; 
65 65 65 77 152 1'15 1'11' 

129 111 119 155 177 150 156 

117 '17 117 57 211 17 20 
110 39 39 '17 29 29 29 
25 211 2'1 31 12 12 12 
611 611 611 87 53 36 II'" 56 56 56 69 29 25 26 
15 111 111 17 26 25 25 
57 57 57 61 23 23 23 

126 121 122 155 '10 35 3.7 

112 108 108 150 59 511 55 
17 13 13 16 16 11 12 
311 33 33 112 19 19 19 

128 128 128 206 102 97 98 
1'1 1'1 111 19 13 11 11 
73 57 58 711 23 21 21 
22 19 20 27 15 13 13 
92 92 92 95 30 28 26 

'150 11111 11'16 672 350 350 350 

13 13 13 19 31 31 31 
12 9 9 13 20 19 19 

266 2117 2'19 3115 183 179 179 
156 155 155 196 13'1 133 133 

61 61 61 75 - - -3 2 2 3 8 8 8 
II 'I 'I 6 2'1 2'1 211 

12 7 9 6 - - -58 58 58 50 - - -3 3 3 1 - - -
18 18 18 17 30 30 30 
22 21 21 ~8 - - -166 1611 1611 1'111 56 56 56 

fl 7 7 6 - - -11 10 10 9 13 1 11 
201 178 18.5 182 22 22 22 

17 111 15 10 18 15 16 - - - - 10 8 8 

123 123 123 1112 70 70 70 31 30 30 116 35 33 33 

57 52 53 56 - - -22 21 21 18 - - -
90 811 85 87 66 66 66 

101 98 98 122 161 157 158 
107 107 107 106 116 116 116 
173 173 173 226 201 201 201 

611 611 611 59 57 57 57 
793 793 793 937 1195 '195 '195 
51 51 51 57 65 65 65 

126 126 126 131 160 160 160 

182 180 180 187 105 1011 10'1 
135 135 135 180 229 229 229 
108 107 107 151 129 129 129 

116 116 116 55 103 103 103 
119 116 116 60 90 90 90 

165 157 159 138 190 190 190 
'15 36 38 110 91 91 91 88 88 88 111 173 172 172 

- - - - - - -

357 

Miscellaneous 

" " Number of employees ~ 
October Octobor " " payroll 

Total Full-time Full-time payroll ~ 0t:~y cqu1valen.f. 

112 - - - - 1 
39 - - - - 2 

103 - - - - 3 
1113 - - - - II 
171 - - - - 5 

28\ - - - - 6 
270 - - - - 7 
1211 - - - - 8 
1116 - - - - 9 
196 1 - - - 10 

21 - - - ., 11 
31 15 13 13 1'1 12 
15 - - - - 13 
71 - - - -1'1 
32 - - - - 15 
29 - - - - 16 28 - - - - 17 
118 - - - - 18 

79 21 21 21 26 19 
15 - - - - 20 
21 - - - - 21 137 311 3'1 311 50 22 
1'1 - - - - 23 
25 - - - - 2'1 
17 9 9 9 9 25 
37 5 5 5 6 26 

561 - - - - 27 

38 7 II 'I 7 28 
23 - - - - 29 

273 211 23 23 112 30 
186 311 311 311 112 31 - - - - - 32 

9 - - - -33 
31 - - - - 3'1 

- - - - - 35 - - - - - 36 - - - - - 37 

23 - - - - 38 - - - - - 39 
62 - - - - 110 - - - - - III 

8 - - - - 112 23 55 liS '17 '17 113 

16 - - - - 1111 10 - - - - 115 

90 - - - - '16 115 - - - - '17 

- 1 - - - 116 - - - - - 119 

52 - - - - 50 170 - - - - 51 
101 - - - - 52 202 - - - - 53 

117 1 1 1 1 5'1 
535 - - - - 55 

59 - - - - 56 
151 - - - - 57 

99 2 2 2 3 56 
210 - - - - 59 
107 - - - - 60 
107 - - - - 61 

63 - - - ~ 62 
211 - - - - 63 
106 - ,- - - 611 
201 - - - - 65 

-I - - - - 66 
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Table 59. Detail of corrections employment and payrolls 
(Dollar amounts 

~----------~-------------------~----------------------------~~~~ 
Total corrections aotivities 

Number of employees Total institutions 

County l 

Total 

October Number of employees 
Full~'Hme Full-time payroll" l-----..,----.:-ro----I 

NEW YORIO 
1 ALBANy...... 
2 BROOME...... 
3 CHAUTAUQUA.... 
II CHEMUNG...... 
5 DUTCHESS.. •• 

6 ERIE....... 
7 MONROE...... 
8 NASSAU...... 
9 NIAGARA •••••• 

10 ONEIDA... •• 

11 ONONDAGA ••••• 
12 ORANGE...... 
13 OSWEGO...... 
111 RENSSELAER.... 
15 ~OCKLAND..... 
16 ST. LAWRENCE •• 

17 SARATOGA ••••• 
18 SCHENECTAOY •••• 
19 STEUBEN... •• 
20 SUFFOLK...... 
21 ULSTER...... 
22 WESTCHESTER.... 

NORTH CAROLINA: 
23 BUNCOMBE..... 
211 CUMBERLAND.... 
25 DURHAM...... 
26 FORSyTH...... 
27 GASTON...... 
28 GUILFORO..... 
29 MECKLENBURG. •• 
30 ONSLOW...... 
31 WAKE....... 

OHIO: 
32 ALLEN....... 
33 ASHTABULA..... 
311 BUTLER...... 
35 CLARK....... 
36 CLERMONT.. •• 
37 COLUMBIANA.... 
38 CUyAHOGA..... 
39 FRANKLIN..... 
110 GREENE...... 
111 HAMILTON ••••• 
'12 LAKE....... 

'13 LICKING...... 
11'1 LORAIN...... 
'15 LUCAS....... 
'16 MAHONING..... 
'17 MONTGOMERy.... 
'18 PORTAGE...... 
'19 RICHLAND..... 
50 STARK.... •• 
51 SUMMIT....,. 
52 TRUMBULL..... 
53 WOOD....... 

OKLAHOMA: 

21'1 
83 

112 
71 

135 

651 
362 

1 035 
98 

110 

1Ie.7 
115 

7'1 
90 

107 
60 

36 
85 
55 

663 
109 
528 

'17 
5'1 
28 
'15 
28 
97 
83 
28 
38 

57 
26 
82 
65 
25 
2'1 

891 
237 

35 
'13'1 

5'1 

'11 
106 
382 
11/j 
26(; 
165 

77 
226 
228 

119 
3'1 

5'1 CLEVELAND..... 11 
55 COMANCHE..... 11'1 
56 OKLAHOMA..... 107 
57 TULSA....... 121 

OREGON: 
58 CLACKAMAS..... 87 
59 JACKSON...... 82 
60 LANE....... ,102 
61 MARION...... 96 
62 MULTNOMAH..... 282 
63 WASHINGTON.... 123 

PENNSYLVANIA: 
6'1 ALLEGHENy..... 505 
65 BEAVER...... 72 
66 BERKS....... 2'1'1 
67 BLAIR....... '10 
68 SUCKS....... 178 
69 BUTLER...... 11'1 
70 CAMBRIA...... 69 

See footnotes at end of table. 

only equivalent2 

2011 
73 
78 
65 

135 

588 
336 

1 01'1 
80 
92 

:;99 
102 

60 
80 

107 
55 

33 
75 
116 

660 
95 

528 

'13 
53 
2'1 
39 
26 
86 
82 
27 
30 

37 
22 
62 
52 
20 
19 

80;.! 
208 

)2 
1130 

117 

28 
99 

~~~I 
25, 

116 
119 

198 
190 

119 
31 

8 
35 

107 
121 

72 
72 
911 
82 

272 
107 

505 
55 

2'1'1 
31 

177 
38 
60 

206 
76 
89 
66 

135 

605 
3116 

1 019 
8'1 
99 

'123 
108 

65 
82 

107 
57 

33 
78 
119 

660 
103 
526 

'Ill 
53 
26 
'10 
26 
90 
82 
27 
31 

1111 
23 
67 
55 
25 
20 

850 
217 

33 
11:;0 

50 

33 
101 
353 

95 
261 

61 
59 

207 
198 

'19 
31 

9 
37 

107 
121 

75 
711 
97 
811 

276 
110 

505 
63 

2'111 
37 

177 
110 
66 

Total 

296 1611 
7'1 37 
89 2'1 
65 /.10 

139 101 

707 
11118 

1 379 
98 
87 

11116 
102 
57 
67 

131 
51 

31 
71 
116 

888 
91 

726 

39 
119 
20 
'11 
29 
76 
81 
18 
27 

36 
22 
61 
50 
21 
17 

839 
255 

33 
'152 

1111 

30 
95 

38'1 
80 

266 
511 
53 

18'1 
207 

55 
31 

6 
26 

100 
1111 

105 
88 

108 
98 

'100 
133 

510 
56 

215 
32 

1711 
35 
5'1 

522 
2112 
1160 

67 
70 

350 
68 
'10 
'19 
63 
35 

26 
53 
37 

328 
811 

353 

116 
5'1 
28 
'15 
26 
97 
7'1 
28 
38 

39 
20 
'16 
56 
111 
12 

720 
130 

26 
282 

31 

2'1 
71 

302 
91 

171j. 
157 

511 
193 
151 

31 
21 

11 
29 
58 
78 

39 
55 

102 
58 

19'1 
72 

28'1 
50 
87 
27 

116 
28 
116 

Full-thte FUll-time 
only equivalent 

15'1 
27 
16 
311 

101 

1159 
217 
11111 

'19 
52 

293 
55 
29 
111 
63 
31 

23 
115 
28 

327 
70 

353 

112 
53 
211 
39 
211 
86 
73 
27 
30 

27 
19 
37 
'13 
13 

9 
6'18 
123 

23 
278 
27 

1'1 
66 

259 
70 

165 
38 
26 

173 
123 
31 
21 

8 
27 
58 
78 

28 
116 
9'1 
'1'1 

1811 
56 

2811 
3J 
87 
18 

116 
22 
37 

156 
30 
17 
35 

101 

'176 
227 
11115 
53 
61 

313 
61 
JJ 
'13 
63 
32 

23 
'17 
31 

327 
78 

353 

113 
53 
26 
'10 
211 
90 
73 
27 
31 

32 
19 
39 
116 
13 
10 

685 
125 

211 
279 

28 

18 
67 

2711 
77 

168 
511 
37 

180 
128 
31 
21 

9 
28 
58 
78 

3~ 
'18 9, 
1.f6 

188 
59 

2811 
'11 
87 
211 

116 
25 
'1'1 

lnsti'~utions 

Institutions for juveniles 

Number of employees 
October I--==-=r-:'::-'':''':'',--;-';'''-~-j October 
payroll Total Full-time Full-time payroll 

only equivalont 

256 
32 
18 
31 

102 

5'15 
293 
622 

58 
'15 

319 
56 
27 
31 
78 
28 

20 
113 
28 

1185 
69 

'170 

38 
'19 
20 
'11 
27 
76 
71 
18 
27 

25 
18 
37 
'12 
10 
10 

670 
135 

22 
266 

2'1 

16 
63 

30'1 
65 

167 
1!6 
:;0 

160 
136 

35 
21 

6 
20 
511 
91 

'III 
56 

108 
52 

278 
72 

255 
36 
77 
22 

105 
20 
3'1 

110 
60 
62 

5 

59 

2 
16 

311 
1 

21 

12 
2 
5 

111 

23 
25 

J 
22 

26 
1 

21 
311 

278 
51 

3 
198 

20 

10 
31 
82 
611 

1111 
1'16 

3'1 
130 

69 
15 
12 

18 
26 
32 

'I 
22 
27 
26 
29 
19 

168 
18 
15 

32 

10 

511 
51 
53 

2 

26 

1 
13 

311 
1 

21 

9 
2 
3 
8 

18 
2'1 

2 
111 

111 
1 

13 
22 

206 
'18 

3 
1911 

17 

26 
1111 
'13 

107 
29 
12 

122 
'11 
15 
12 

18 
26 
32 

II 
13 
21 
111 
22 
15 

168 
9 

15 

32 

10 

70 
511 
511 

3 

35 

1 
13 

311 
1 

21 

10 
2 
II 

10 

19 
211 

2 
16 

19 
1 

15 
25 

2110 
118 

3 
195 

18 

27 
59 
50 

110 
11'1 
20 
12~ 

III~ 
15 
12 

18 
26 
32 

'I 
15 
22 
16 
:~5 
ll5 

168 
12 
15 

32 

10 

,. 
1 

79 
57 
62 

3 

'10 

1 
11 

'17 
1 

211 

7 
2 
3 
8 

15 
211 

1 
11 

15 
1 

13 
20 

250 
113 

3 
17'1 

15 

II 
26 
59 
'11 

103 
37 
16 

103 
'19 
16 
10 

12 
21 
36 

5 
16 
27 
19 
32 
19 

131 
11 

9 

29 

7 

" 

.. 

CORRECTIONS 

of 343 large count.y governments, October 1978-Continued 
In thousands) 

1 nsti tutions--Continued Probation and parole 

Other and combined institutions Number of employees 

Number of employees 
October Total Full-time Full-time 

Full-time Full-time payroll only equivalent 
Total 

only equivalent 

16'1 15'1 156 256 '19 '19 '19 
3'1 27 29 31 '15 '15 '15 
2'1 16 17 18 32 23 27 
'10 3'1 35 31 31 31 31 

101 101 101 102 3'1 3'1 3'1 

'112 '105 '106 '166 129 129 129 
182 166 172 237 120 119 119 
398 388 391 560 575 573 573 

67 '19 53 58 31 31 31 
65 50 57 ~,3 40 110 110 

291 267 276 280 117 106 110 
68 55' 61 56 47 47 47 
38 28 31 26 34 31 32 
33 28 29 20 111 39 39 
63 63 63 78 'III 11'1 '14 
35 31 32 28 25 2'1 211 

26 23 23 20 10 10 10 
53 115 117 113 32 30 30 
37 28 31 28 18 18 18 

2911 293 293 1138 335 333 333 
83 69 77 68 25 25 25 

332 3,"2 332 '1'17 175 175 175 

311 33 33 31 1 1 1 
52 51 51 '17 - - -23 21 22 17 - - -31 31 31 33 - - -26 211 2'1 27 2 2 2 
7'1 68 70 61 - - -'19 49 119 '17 9 9 9 
2~ 25 25 17 - - ~ 

16 16 16 17 - - -
13 13 13 10 12 6 7 
19 18 18 17 6 3 3 
25 211 2'1 2'1 36 25 27 
22 21 21 22 9 9 9 
111 13 13 10 11 7 11 
12 9 10 10 12 10 10 

11112 11112 11112 1119 1'18 1115 1116 
79 75 76 92 107 85 91 
23 20 21 19 9 9 9 
811 811 811 91 152 152 152 
11 10 10 9 17 17 17 

111 111 111 12 17 111 15 
110 110 110 ''I' 35 33 33 

220 215 216 2115 80 77 78 
27 27 27 211 19 17 17 
60 58 58 611 93 91 91 
11 9 9 9 8 8 8 
20 111 17 111 23 23 23 
63 51 511 57 33 25 26 
82 82 82 87 72 62 65 
16 16 16 19 10 10 10 

9 9 9 11 13 10 10 

11 8 9 6 - - -11 9 9 8 15 8 9 
32 32 32 33 119 119 119 
'16 '16 '16 5'1 '13 113 '13 

35 211 26 39 118 'III '1'1 
33 33 33 '11 27 26 26 
75 73 73 81 - - -32 30 30 33 38 38 38 

165 162 163 2'16 73 73 73 
53 III 11'1 53 51 51 51 

116 116 116 1211 221 221 221 
32 211 29 25 22 22 22 
72 72 72 68 35 35 35 
27 18 211 22 13 13 13 
8'1 811 811 76 50 119 '19 
28 22 25 20 16 16 16 
36 27 311 27 23 23 23 

359 

Miscellaneous ,,. 
Number of employees ," 

1 
October October 

~ payroll 
To·tal Full-time Full-timo payroll 

;!l only oquivalent . 
39 1 1 1 1 1 
'12 ~ 1 1 - 2 
26 56 39 '1'1 '15 3 
3'1 - - - - 'I 
3~ - - - - 5 

162 - - - - 6 
15'1 - - - - 7 
756 - - - - 8 

'10 - - - - 9 
41 - - .. - 10 

127 - - - -11 
115 ~ - - - 12 
30 - - - - 13 
36 - - - - 1'1 
53 - - - - 15 
23 - - - - 16 

10 ~ - - - 17 
29 ., - - - 18 
18 - - - q 19 

'103 - - - - 20 
22 po ~ - - 21 

256 -' ~ - - 22 

1 -, - - - 23 ,. -
~l 

- - 211 - - - - 25 - - - - 26 
1 - - - 27 - - - - - 28 

11 - - - - 29 - ~ - - - 30 - - - ',. - 31 

7 6 II II 'I 32 
II - - - -33 

211 - - - w 311 
8 - - - - 35 

11 - - - - 36 
8 - - - - 37 

150 23 10 18 19 38 
120 - - - - 39 

11 - - - - 110 
186 ~ - - - III 

16 6 3 II II 112 

111 - - - - '13 
32 - - - - 'III 
80 - - - - 115 
15 - - - - 116 
98 1 1 1 1 '17 
8 - - - - 118 

23 - - - - '19 
23 - - - - 50 
67 5 5 5 II 51 
12 8 8 8 8 52 
10 - - - - 53 

- - - - - 511 
7 - - o. - 55 

'16 - - .. - 56 
50 - - . - 57 

61 - - - - 58 
32 - - - - 59 - - - - - 60 
116 - - - - 61 

lOll 15 15 15 19 62 
61 - - - - 63 

256 - - - - 6'1 
20 - - - - 65 
31 122 122 122 107 66 
10 - - - - 67 
57 12 12 12 12 68 
15 - - - - 69 
20 - - - - 70 
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County ' 
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 59. Detail of ~rrections employment and payrolls 
(Dollar amounts 

Total corrections activities Insti tutio~s 

Number of employees Total institutions 

Total •
1 Oc·taber :I Number of employees 

Full-time Full-time payroll 1--"=:""':'::""':=""::"::"'1=---1 
only I equivalent" Total FUll-time Full-time 

October 
payroll 

Institutions for juveniles 

Number of employees 

Total 
October 

Full-time Full-time payroll 
only equivalent 

~~'--------------=4--------~------4-------4---~-+--~-4------~------~-----~-----1------4-------r----
only equivalent 

6 

! 
9 

10 

11 
12 
13 
1'1 
15 
16 

17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 

PENNSYLVANIA--
CONTI Nt;ED 

CENTRE ••••• 
CHESTER. •• •• 
CUMBERLAND • • • • 
DAUPHIN •••••• 
DELAWARE • • • • • 

ERIE • • • • 
FAYETTE. • • • 
FRANKLIN ••• 
LACKAWANNA • 
LANCASTER •• 

LAWRENCE e. •• 
LEBANON. • • • • • 
LEHIGH • •• ,. 
LUZERNE. •• •• 
LYCOMING ••••• 
MERCER. •• •• 

MONTG'MERY • • • • 
NORTHAMPTON. • • • 
NORTHUMAERLAND • 
SCHUYLKILL. •• 
WASHINGTON. •• 
WESTMORELAND • • • 
YORK • • • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINA I 
2'1 ANDERSON..... 
25 CHARLESTON.... 
26 GREENVI~LE.... 
~7 LEXINGTON..... 
~8 RICHLANn..... 
291 SPARTANBURG. •• 

I 
TENNESSEE I 

30 HA~~LTON..... 
31 KNOX ~ • • • • • • 
32 SHELBy...... 
33 SUL.LIVAN ••••• 

34 
35 
36 
37 
36 
39 

40 
111 
112 
113 
'1'1 
'I:; 

116 
117 
'16 
119 
50 
51 

TEXAS: 
BELL • • • • • • • 
BEXAR. • •• •• 
BRAZORIA • • • • • 
CAMEROH. • • • • • 
DALLAS • •• •• 
EL PASO. •• •• 

GALVESTON ••••• 
HARRIS • • • • • • 
HiLOALGO • • • • • 
JEFFERSON ••••• 
LUBBOCK •••••• 
MCLENNAN • • • • • 

NUECES • • • 
SMITH •••• 
TARRANT •••• 
TAYLOR • • • • 
TRAVIS • • • • 
WICHITA ••• 

UTAHI 
52 DAVIS •••• 
53 SALT LAKE ••••• 
5~ UTAH....... 
55 WEBER.... 

VERMONT: 
5' CHITTENDEN.. 

VIRGiNIA I 
57 ARLINGTON... 
56 CHESTERFIELD. 
59 FAIRFAX.... 
6 HENRICO.... 
611 PRINCE WILLIAM 

See footnotes nt end of table. 

25 
191 
56 

1115 
299 

136 
'13 
53 
62 

161 

36 
5'1 

1'19 
117 
102 

'11 

212 
92 
66 
67 
61 
86 

107 

211 
69 
57 
25 
57 
21 

1115 
122 
'110 

35 

83 
!J·26 

55 
112 
b42 
23'1 

73 
771 
1111 
97 
70 

111 

136 
311 

159 
25 

279 
37 

6 
1)9 

3'1 
l!'7 

102 
'59 

228 
61 
28 

22 
170 

'19 
137 
299 

1J6 
'13 
39 
62 

1'1'1 

31 
'15 

it} , 

11;) 
82 
110 

200 
8'1 
58 
56 
58 
79 

1~\3 

22 
67 
53 
23 
53 
21 

1'1!. ! 
90 

'102 
3'1 

77 
399 

311 
112 
621 
2:3'1 

69 
760 
11:; 
97 
70 
88 

13'1 
3~ 

156 
25 

272 
37 

6 
128 
23 
38 

102 
119 

18'1 
61 
28 

2:3 
176 

52 
1'10 
299 

136 
'13 
116 
62 

1'17 

33 
119 

1'19 
115 

89 
'10 

20'1 
87 
60 
62 
60 
82 

103 

22 
67 
53 
23 
511 
21 

1'15 
95 

'107 
3£1 

79 
1113 

'12 
112 
631 
23'1 

70 
765 
113 

97 
70 
92 

13'1 
3'1 

156 
25 

2711 
37 

6 
130 

26 
110 

102 I 
52 

191 I 61 
28 

19 
193 

51 
1117 
27'1 

1'12 
30 
38 
50 

1'12 

23 
115 

1'19 
103 

76 
35 

218 
10'1 

52 
'17 
51 
80 
60 

17 
'19 
'15 
17 
52 
17 

117 
72 

'129 
2U 

61 
3110 

36 
96 

706 
198 

50 
92'1 

82 
99 
59 
72 

131 
29 

162 
20 

261 
29 

6 
137 
27 
35 

108 
11'1 

27'1 
58 
31 

16 
1116 

33 
105 
~~5 

76 
30 
'11 
118 

117 

27 
,6 

121 
89 
56 
32 

136 
68 
51 
'19 
39 
'17 
82 

23 
69 
57 
25 
57 
19 

127 
117 
365 

3'1 

19 
277 

30 
113 

'138 
122 

55 
'133 

51 
53 
'12 
'15 

66 
22 
31 
13 
89 
13 

6 
139 

3'1 
117 

61 
59 

11'1 
27 
21 

13 
125 

28 
97 

2'15 

76 I 
31) 
27 
'18 

106 

2~ 
32 

121 
87 
'13 
31 

1211 
60 
'13 
38 
36 
'10 
78 

21 
67 
53 
23 
53 
19 

127 
85 

358 
33 

1-9 
251 

17 
113 

1/20 
122 

51 
~22 

51 
53 
'12 
35 

6'1 
22 
28 
13 
86 
13 

6 
128 
23 
38 

61 
'19 

112 
27 
21 

1'1 
131 

30 
99 

2'15 

76 
:30 
:35 
118 , 

108 

21/ 
J3 

121 
87 
'17 
31 

128 
63 
'16 
'15 
38 
113 
78 

21 
67 
53 
23 
5'1 
19 

127 
90 

'363 
:33 

19 
266 

22 
'13 

'129 
122 

52 
1128 

51 
53 
'12 
37 

f·" 
22 
28 
13 
87 
13 

6 
1:30 
26 
'10 

61 
52 

112 
27 
21 

11 
1'16 

26 
111 
228 

77 
20 
27 
38 

10'1 

16 
30 

125 
75 
36 
26 

1'17 
79 
39 
30 
32 
I/!) 
58 

17 
119 
115 
17 
52 
15 

103 
68 

38'1 
19 

11 
199 

20 
3'1 

'152 
9'1 

33 
1179 

:31 
5'1 
3'1 
23 

52 
16 
25 
10 
78 
10 

6 
13'( 
27 
:35 

66 
11'1 

16'1 
23 
2!f 

33 

22 
83 

22 
2 

11 
111 
19 

11 

16 
19 

6 
11 

50 
11 
20 
15 

9 
13 
21 

16 

23 
28 
27 
26 

32 
13 

131 
2 

17 
13J 

111 
8 

12 

1'1 

31 

21 

60 
17 
28 

10 
29 
22 

18 

16 
83 

22 
2 
7 

1'1 
11 

10 

16 
19 

6 
11 

38 
9 

20 
11 
9 

10 
18 

16 

23 
28 
27 
25 

32 

115 
2 

13 
122 

1'1 
8 

8 

12 

28 

19 , 

52 
6 

19 

10 
19 
20 

: I 

23 

19 
8:3 

22 
2 
9 

111 
12 

10 

16 
19 

6 
11 

'13 
9 

20 
10 

9 
11 
18 

16 

23 
28 
27 
25 

12'1 
2 

11/ 
129 

1'1 
8 

8 

12 

28 

19 

53 
9 

21 

10 
22 
2U 

21/ 

1'1 
79 

21 
1 
6 
7 

11 

6 

11 
111 

'I 
8 

37 
6 

16 
8 

" 11 
10 

10 

15 
20 
19 
13 

22 
5 

115 
1 

10 
12'1 

7 
7 

II 

9 

25 

17 

52 
10 
18 

10 
19 
26 

: ! 

I 
I 
i 

, 
" 

------------~.------------~----~-------------------------------------

CORRECTIONS 

of 343 large county governments, October 1978--Continued 
in thousands) 

Institutions--Continued 
Probation :and parole 

Other and combined 1TJ'.~ltutions 
Number of employees 

Number of I~ployees 

Full-time !. Full-time 
October Full-time Full-time Total payroll Total only equivalent only • ~qui valent 

-
16 13 1'1 . 11 9 113 107 9' 9 108 121 '15 q5 33 28 30 115 26 23 21 22 83 81 81 96 35 35 35 162 162 162 1119 511 511 51/ 
511 54· 511 55 60 28 28 60 60 28 19 13 30 13 1)1 20 25 20 II 31/ 12 12 3'1 3'1 31 1'1 98 95 111 1'1 96 93 1/'1 38 39 
16 12 1'1 10 9 36 32 a 9 33 30 16 105 105 105 13 15 11'1 28 70 68 68 28 28 62 26 50 28 28 37 III 32 '16 21 39 112 20 20 16 8 8 8 
86 86 86 109 76 57 51 76 76 53 71 21/ 31 23 25 21/ 211 23 15 15 15 3'1 311 3'1 22 18 30 27 29 18 18 26 22 31/ 30 31 22 22 
61 33 J9 39 39 60 60 '18 25 25 25 

23 21 21 17 1 53 51 51 1 1 39 -57 53 53 1/5 - -25 - - -23 23 17 -57 - -53 511 52 19 19 - - -19 15 2 2 2 

lOll 1011 lOll 88 18 18 89 57 62 18 118 5 338 331 335 5 5 365 115 8 8 8 'III 11'1 6 1 1 1 

19 19 19 11 611 58 2'15 219 23'1 177 1'19 59 
17 17 17 1'18 1118 
'13 15 19 11 13 113 113 311 307 305 306 67 67 '>7 '37 2t11 120 120 120 198 199 93 112 112 112 
38 38 38 23 16 300 300 18 18 300 355 320 320 37 37 37 211 320 
115 '15 58 57 57 115 117 1/11 III/ 112 

1121 112 311 1111 
33 .:8 28 28 27 26 21/ U, 53 55 
52 52 52 113 _'9 39 22 22 22 39 16 1; .. 12 - - - - lU 

12 
1:1 13 13 110 110 10 12 12 12 68 67 67 61 157 13 13 13 153 1511 10 21/ 211 2'1 

6 6 6 6 79 76 77 - - -
17 85 - - -17 17 17 19 19 19 - - -17 - M -
- - - - ~ -

51 51 51/ 55 III III 30 30 30 25 1/1 
92 '. - -92 

9~ I 138 9~1 27 27 27 67 71 23 311 21 21 21 211 311 31/ 
7 7 7 

361 

Miscellaneous ,,. 
Number of employees " ,ig 

October '" payroll October 'G> 
Total Full-time Full-time payroll " only equivalent j 

8 - - - 1 118 - -- - - 2 26 - - - - 3 32 5 
'16 

5 5 1/ 1/ - - - 5 -
66 - - - 6 -10 - - - 7 11 -- - - 8 12 -- - - 9 38 -- - - - 10 
8 - - - -11 15 - - - - 12 23 - - ~ 1:3 28 -- - - 1'1 110 -- - - - 15 8 1 1 ! 1 16 

72 - - - 17 25 - -- - - H. 13 - - - - 19 17 - - -19 - - 20 
35 - - - 21 - - - - 22 22 - - - - 23 

- - - - - 2'1 ~ - - - - 25 - - - - - 26 - - - ~ - - 27 - - - - 28 1 - - - - 29 

11/ - - - - 30 II - - -115 - - 31 - - - 32 1 - - - - 33 

50 - - - - 3'1 11/2 - - - - 35 12 6 6 6 60 2 2 5 36 
2 2 37 251 3 3 3 3 38 10'1 - - - - 39 

17 - - - - 110 1121 18 18 18 117 5 21/ III 5 5 II 112 115 - -211 - - IIJ - - - - 'III 113 - - - - 1/5 
1/11 31 31 31 35 116 1'1 - - - - 117 119 18 18 18 18 '18 10 - - - - 119 '.52 33 33 33 30 50 19 - - - - 51 

- - - - - 5~ - - - - 53 - - -- - - 5'1 - - - - - 55 

- - ~ - - 56 

112 - - - .. 57 - - - - - 58 95 19 5 6 1'1 59 36 - -7 - -60 - - - - 61 



362 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 59. Detail of corrections employment and payrolls 

(Dollar amounts 
Total corrections activities Institutions 

Number of 'emplgyees Total .inst.itutions 

County l 

Total 

October Number of employees 
Full-time Full-time payroll" f----r-'--::;;,::.::..;.:..::::..---l 

only equivalent2 
Total Full-time Full-time 

only equ1 valent 
--r-------------4-------~~----~----~~--4_----+_-

WASHINGTON: 
1 CLARK.... ,. 
2 KING... Q • • • 

3 KITSAP...,.. 
II PIERCE. r • • • • 

5 SNOHOMISH..... 
6 SPOKANE...... 
7 yAKIMA...... 

WEST VIRGINIA I 
8 CA8ELL,..... 
9 KANAWHA...... 

WISCONSINI 
10 BROWN....... 
11 DANE.... •• 
12 KENOSHA... •• 
13 MARATHON ••••• 
1~ MILWAUKEE..... 
15 OUTAGAMIE..... 
16 RACINE... •• 
17 ROCK ••••••• 
18 WAUKESHA..... 
19 WINNEBAGO..... 

97 
573 

63 
181 
128 
136 
100 

311 
70 

110 
92 
20 
27 

397 
19 
52 
62 
35 
13 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 

90 I 
505 
~6 

172 
111 
126 
100 

32 
52 

27 
75 
19 
26 

393 
18 
~6 
56 
35 
10 

91 
525 
~9 

173 
117 
127 
100 

32 
57 

30 
79 
19 
26 

393 
18 
1t8 
56 
35 
10 

105 
696 
5~ 

230 
115 
152 
102 

2:5 
52 

3~ 
98 
21 
211 

521 
21 
55 
59 
'H 

9 

69 
358 
~2 

125 
63 
7~ 
71 

3~ 
70 

~o 
76 
11 
18 

330 
18 
3~ 
51 
35 
13 

63 
310 

30 
117 
58 
68 
71 

32 
52 

27 
61 
10 
18 

326 
17 
28 
~5 
35 
10 

63 
326 

33 
117 
59 
68 
71 

32 
57 

30 
611 
10 
18 

326 
17 
J1 
~5 
35 
10 

October 
payroll 

73 
~~1 
3~ 

159 
5~ 
8~ 
70 

25 
52 

3~ 
81 
11 
16 

~20 
20 
33 
~9 
'11 

9 

loats are based on a field compilation from records of each county government shown; see text for data limitations. 
2Because of rounding, the detail figures may not add precisely to totals chown. 

Institutions for juveniles 

Numbel" 0 f employees 

Total Full-tim, Full-time O~to~~~ 
only )equivalent p yr 

3'1 
123 

18 
65 
20 
25 
l~ 

10 
17 

19 
39 

3~ 
97 
a 

58 
17 
20 
~q 

9 
10 

9 
2~ 

10 
63 

1 
H 
13 

3~ 
103 

11 
58 
18 
20 
1~ 

9 
13 

12 
28 

10 
63 

1 
15 
13 

36 
122 

12 
81 
13 
2Q, 
lJ, 

11 
28 

8 
78 

1 
13 
13 

\:' 

.. 

CORRECTIONS 

of 343 large county governments, Octobsr 1978-Continued 
in thousands) 

Inst1 tutions--Continued Probation and parole 

Other and combined institutions Nwnber of employees 

Nwnber of employees 
October October 

Total Full-time Full-time 
Full-time Full-time payroll only equivalent 

• payroll 
Total only equivalent 

35 29 29 37 28 27 27 33 
235 213 222 319 215 195 198 25'1 
2~ 22 22 23 21 16 16 20 
60 59 59 78 51 51 51 65 
~3 ~1 ~1 ~2 58 52 55 57 
lj9 ~8 ~8 60 62 58 58 68 
57 57 57 59 29 29 29 31 

2~ 23 23 19 - - - -53 ~2 ~~ ~O - - "' -
21 18 18 23 - - - -37 37 37 53 5 5 5 6 
11 10 10 11 9 9 9 11 

8 8 8 8 9 8 8 8 
267 263 263 3~2 21 21 21 35 

16 16 16 19 - - - -18 1~ 15 20 18 18 18 22 
37 32 32 35 11 11 11 11 
35 35 35 ljl - - - -13 10 10 9 - - - -

363 

Miscellaneous .. 
~ 

Number of employees 1 
October ~ 

Full-time' Full-time payroll " Total ~ only eqUivalent 

- - - - 1 - - - - 2 - - - - 3 
5 ~ ~. 7 ~ 
7 1 2 3 5 - - - - 6 - - - - 7 

- - - - 8 - - - - 9 

- - - - 10 
11 9 9 11 11 - - - - 12 - - - - 13 
~6 ~6 '16 65 H 

1 1 1 1 15 - - - - 16 - - - - 17 - - - - 18 .. - - - 19 
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Table 60. Corrections expenditure of 406 large city governments, by character and object, 
fiscal year 1978 

City' 

TOTAL ..... 
ALABAMA I 

BIRMINGHAM • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GADSDEN •••••••••••••• 
HUNTSVIL~E • • • •• •••••• 
MOBILE. • • • • •• • ••••• 
MONTGOMERY • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TUSCAl.OOSA • • • • • • • • • • It • 

ALASKA I 
ANCHORAGE. " ........... . 

ARIZONAI 
GLENDALE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
MESA ••••• , •• • ••••• 
PHOENIX. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SCOTTSDALE • • • • • • • • • • • > • 

Ti:.~lPE ••••••••• 0 ..... , 

TUCSON • • • • • , • • c • • • • • 

ARKANSAS I 
FORT SMITH • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LITTLE ROCK. • • • • •• • •• 
NORTH LITTLE ROCK. • • • • • • • • 
PINE BLUFF. • ••••••••• 

CALIFORNIA I 
AL.AMEDA. • • • • •• • •••• 
ALHAMBRA • • e • • • • • • • • • • 

ANAHEIM. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BAKERSF!ELi.i •••••••••••• 
BELL.FLOWER'. • • • • • • • • • • • 
BERKELEy • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BUENA PARK •••••••••••• 
BURBANK •••••••••••••• 
CARSON •••••••••••••• 
CHU~A VISTA. •• • •••••• 
COMPTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

CONCORD. • • • • • • ••••• 
COSTA MESA. • •• • •••••• 
DP,LY CITY. • • • • • • • ••• 
DOWNEY, • • • • • • •• • ••• 
EL. CAJON • • • • • • • • • • ~ 
EL MONTE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

"FAIRFIEL.D •••••••••••• 
FOUNTAIN VALLEY •••••••••• 
FREMONT •••••••••••••• 
FRESNO • • • • •• ••••••• 
FULLERTON ••••••••••••• 
GARDEN GROVE • • • • • • • • • • • 

GLENDALE • • • • • • • • • • • I • 

HAWTHORNE. I I •••••••• I.' 

HAYWARD. " ••••• 0 •••••• 

HllNTlNGTON BEACH. ••••••• 
ING~EWOOD. • • • • • • • • I ••• 

LAKEWOOD • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LONG BEACH •••• , ,. , •• 
LOS ANGELES •••• , •••• , •• 
MODESTO ••• , • • •• ••••• 
MOUNTAIN VIEW •••••••••• 
NEWPORT BEACH. •• ••••••• 
NORWALK, •••• , ••••••• 

OAK~AND. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OCEANSIDE. • •• • •••••• 
ONTARIO, ? •••••••••••• 

ORANGE • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OXNARD •••••••• , ••••• 
PALO AL.TO ••••••••••••• 
pASADENA • • • • • I • • • • • • • 

PlCO RIVERA. •• • •••••• 

POMONA • • • • • • 
REDONDO BEACH. • • 
REDWOOD CITY • • • 
RICHMOND • • • • • 
RIVERSIDE. • • • • 
SACRAMENTO • • • • 
SALINAS •••••• 
SAN BERNARDINO • • 

· ...... . · ...... . · ...... . · ........ . · ...... . · ...... . · ...... . · ..... . 
SAN BUENAVENTURA .••••••••• 
SAN DIEGO. • • • •• • ••••• 
SAN FRANCISCO. •• • ••••• 
SAN JOSE • • • • •• •••••• 
SAN L.EANDRO. • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN HATEO. • • • • • • • • • • • f 

SANTA ANA •••••••••••• ~l 
SANTA BARBARA. • • • • • • • v • .. 

Bee footnotes lit ond ot table. 

Total 

q60 055 

1 353 
72 

223 
501 
298 

33 

112 
75 

557 

22 
30 

137 
276 
152 
100 

." 

136 

B 

10 

127 

l' 
3a3 

1 752 
q65 

1 

200 
20' 

292 
17 q96 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Total 

11116 820 

1 J53 
72 

170 
270 
25a 

1 

112 
75 

283 

75 
276 
152 
100 

136 

127 

13 
Ja3 

1 752 

200 
203 

193 
17 1196 

Direct 
current 

IIJO 3811 

1 3q5 
72 

170 
270 
2118 

1 

110 
75 

283 

7q 
275 
152 
100 

136 

127 

13 
373 

1 736 

19-
17 qO .. 

~I 

Direct expend! ture 

Total 

16 q36 i 

8 

10 

10 

16 

9; 

Capital OUtlAY 

Equipment Construc­
tion 

2 802 13 612 

8 

10 

2 

10 

16 

70 23 

Land 

22 

Intergovernmental expend! tura 

Total 

13 235 

53 
231 

qO 
32 

233 

27q 

22 
30 

6 

10 

99 

To State 'ro local 
• govern- govern-

ments ments 

6 208 

233 

7 027 

53 
231 

40 
32 

2711 

22 
30 

62 

8 

10 

1165 

99 

,---------~----------------------------------------------------------------------------

j' 
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CORRECTIONS 365 

Table 60. Corrections expenditure of 406 large city governments, by character and object, 
fiscal y1ear 1978-Continued 

(ThQusands of dollars) 
------------------~~--~--~--

City' 

CALIFORNIf · •• CONTINUED 
SANTA CLARA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA MONICA • • • • • • • • • • • 
SANTA ROSA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SIMI VALLE~ ••• '.' •••••• 
SOUTH GATE • • • • • • • • • • • , 
STOCKTON. a •••••• ~ ••••• 
sUNNYVA~E. • • • •• •••••• 
THOUSAND OAKS. • • • • • • • • • • 
TORRANCE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
VALLEJO. • • • • • • • • • • • • , 
WEST COVINA. • • • • ~ • • • • • i 

WESTMINSTER. • • • • • • • • • • • 
WHITTIER • • , • , • • • • , • • • 

COLORADO I 
ARVADA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
AURORA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BOU~OER. • • • • • • • • • , • 
COLORADO SPRINGS • • • • • • • 
DENVER • • • • •• ••••• 
FORT COLLINS • • • •••• 
LAKEWOOD • • • • •• •••• 
PUEBLO • • • • • • • • • , • • 

CONNECTICUT I 

· · . · . . · . · . · . · . 
BRIDGEPORT • , • • • • • • • • • • 
BRISTOL •••••••••••••• 
DANBURY •••••••••••••• 
HARTFORD •••••••••••• 
MERIDEN •••••• , •••••• 
MILFORD •• , • • •• • ••••• 
NEW BRITAIN. ••• • • • • • 
NEW HAVEN. • • • • • •• ...' 
NORWALK. ........,. ~ • 
STAMFORD • , • • • • • • • • • • ~ 
WATERBURY ••••• " ••• , •• , 
WEST HAVEN • • • • s • • • • , • • 

DELAWARE; 
WII.MINGTON 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIAI 
WASHINGTON • • • • • 

FLORIDAI 
CLEARWATER G ••••• 0 • , ••• 

FORT LAUDERDALE. •• • ••••• 
GAINESVILLE. •• ...,.... 
HIALEAH. • • • • , , • • • q • • • 

HOL~VWOOD •••••••••••• 0 

,JACKSONVILLE • • •• • •••• 
MIAMI, , •• w ~. • •••••• 
MIAMI BEACH •••• , , ••••• 
ORLANDO. , • • ., •• w • • • • 
PENSACOLA. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ST. PETERSBURG • • • • • , • • • • 
TALLAHASSEE •••••• to ••••• 

TAMPA •••• ." •••••••••• 
WEST PALM BE" ·H. • • •• • ••• 

GEORGIAI 
ALBANy • • • • • • • • • • , • • • 
ATLANTA. , •••••••••• ~ 
AUGUSTA .............. . 
COLUMBUS .."........ 
MACON. • • • • • • •••••••• 
SAVANNAH • • • , • • •• .,.. 

HAWAIII 
HONOLULU • 

IDAHOI 
BOISE CITY 

ILLINOIS! 

. . . . . . . . . . . . 

ARLINGTON HEIGHTS ••••••••• 
AURORA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BERWYN •••••••• , ••••• 
CHAMPAIGN. • • •• ••••••• 
CHICAGO •••• , , •••••••• 
CICERO , • • • • ~ • • , • • • • • 
DECATUR. • • • • •• •• ••• 
DES PLAINES. • • • • • • • • • • • 
EAST ST. LOUIS •••••••••• 
ELGIN. , •• .., ~ • , • • • • 

Bee footnotes at end ot table. 

Total 

322 

7 

1'1 
II 931 

13 
139 

" 
11 

111 

69 a35 

71 
21111 

106 
7 373 

110 
3 319 

129 
1 101 

2110 
139 

68 

810 

Total 

322 

7 

II 931 I 
13 

139 

33 

11 

111 

69 835 

71 
1911 

106 
7 J73 

669 
137 
1135 

"t7 

~\ 

3 <!~'!. 
129 

1 101 
2110 
125 

808 

Direct 
current 

322 

7 

II 922 
13 

131 

11 

1'1 

69 026 

71 
1911 

106 
7 3110 

862 
137 
369 

217 

30 
3 005 

129 
1 078 

230 
125 

808 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

9 

8 

a09 

7 

66 

217 

23 
10 

Capi tal outlay 

Equipment Co~!~UC-

9 

8 

589 

28 

6 

66 

53 

23 
10 

220 

:; 

Land 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

111 

• I 

50 

80 
97 

111 

68 

2 

To State To local 
govern- govern-
ments ments 

I 
: 1 50 

80 
97 

111 

68 

2 
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Table 60 .. Corrections expenditure of 406 large city governments, by character and object, 

fiscal year 1978--Continued 

City' 

ILLINOIS--CONTINUED 
EVANSTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
JOl.II~T .. • • • • • • ••• /I ••• 

OAK l.AWN • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OAK PARK • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PEORIA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ROCKFORD , • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ROCK ISLAND, • • • , • • • • • • 
SKOKIE • I • • • • • • • , , • • • 

SPRINGFIELD. • • • • • • • • 0 • • 

WAUKEGAN • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

INDIAN~I 
ANDERSON • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
EVANSVILLE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
FORT WAYNE , e I •• •••••• 

GARY ••••••••••••••• 
HAMMOND, ••••••••••••• 
INDIANAPOLIS •• •••••••• 
MUNCIE I • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

KOKOMO, • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SOUTH BEND • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TERRE HAUTE. • • • •• ••••• 

IOWAI 
CEDAR RA~IDS • • • • ...... " • 
COUNCIL BLUFFS • • • • • • • • • • 
DAVENPORT ••••••••••••• 
DES MOINES • • •• ••••••• 
DUBUQUE, ~ • • • •• i:'.. ~ 
SIOUX CITY • • • • • • • • • • • , 
wATERLOO • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

KANSAS I 
KANSAS CITY. • • •• • ••••• 
LAWRENCE • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OVERLAND PARK. • • • • • • • • • • 
TOPEKA • • • • ~ • • • • • • • • • 
WICHITA. I • • • • • • • • • • • • 

KENTUCKVI 
COVINGTON. • • •• ••••••• 
LEXINGTON ••••••••••••• 
LOUISVILLE • • • • • • • • • • • • 
OWENSBORO. • • • • • • • • • • • • 

LOUISIANAI 
BATON ROUGE •••••••••••• 
LAFAYETTE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
LAKE CHARLES • • I • • • • • • • • 

MONROE • • • _ • • • • • •• •• 
NEW ORLEANS. • • • • • • • • I • • 

sHREVEPORT • • • • • e I I I • • I 

MArNEI 
PORTLAND • • I • • • • • • • • • • 

MARVLANO! 
BALTIMORE ••••••••••• I I 

MASSACHUSETTS I 
BOSTON • • • • • • • • • • • I • • 

BROCKTON • , • • • • • I • I • • • 

CAMBRIDGE. I • I • • • • • • • • • 

cHICOPEE • • I • • • • • • • • • • 

FALL RIVER • • • •• •••••• 
HOLYOKE. • • • • • • • • • • • • ~ 
LAWRENCE • • • • •• •••••• 
LOWELL • • ~ • • • , • • • • • • ~ 
LYNN. • • • • • • • •• • ••• 

HALDEN • • • • • • • • • • , • • • 
MEDFORD, ••••••••••••• 
NEW BEDFORD. • • • • • • • • • • • 
NEWTON • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PITTSFI~LO • • • •• •••••• 
QUINCy II • • • • • • .. • • • • • • 

SOMERVILLE • • • • • • • •• •• 
SPRINGFIELD. • • • • ••••••• 
WALTHAM •••••••••• I ••• 

WORCESTER. e I • • • • • I • • • • 

MiCHIGAN I 
ANN ARBOR. • • • •• •••••• 
DEARBORN • • • • • • • • • I • • • 

DEARBORN HEIGHTS • • • • • • • • • 
DETROIT. • • • • • • I ••• I ~ • 

EAST LANSING • • • • • • I • • • • 

See f~l,)tnote8 at end 01. table. 

Total 

9 

85 

18 

186 
J5 

7 19'1 
12 
11 

9 
18 

'161 
58 

105 

290 
10 

J 
J9 

261 

J2 
2 079 

29 

2 071 
61 
67 

11J 
10 111 

J6'1 

11 052 

10 8J9 
'IJ 

1 
JJ 

59 

'16 

62 

115 
2J9 
2J9 

7 263 
Jl 

cihousands of dollars) 

Total 

9 

'11 

186 
J5 

7 19'1 
12 
11 

8 

'I'll 
55 

105 

290 

J 
J2 

102 

32 
2 069 

2 071 

113 
10 111 

J6'1 

11 052 

10 8J9 
'IJ 

It;9 

1 
JJ 

59 

'16 

62 

115 
lJ3 
229 

7 263 
31 

Direct 
current 

9 

'11 

'16 

18 

186 
35 

7 1'19 
12 
11 

8 

11'10 
55 

105 

287 

3 
32 

102 

32 
2 06'1 

113 
10 005 

36'1 

10 937 

10 635 
1/3 

1'19 

1 
33 

59 

'16 

62 

115 
133 
229 

7 026 
31 

Direct expenditure 

Capital outlay 

Total 

2 2 

'15 'IS 

5 

106 106 

U5 101 

20~ 77 

237 27 

Lana 

1'1 

127 

186 

Intergovernmental e."q)enditul\!f 

To State To local 
Total govern- govern­

ments 

9 
10 

20 
3 

10 

7 
159 

10 

29 

61 
67 

106 
10 

ments 

9 
10 

20 
3 

10 

7 
159 

10 

29 

61 
67 

106 
10 

---~--- ---~<------- .. 

CORRECTIONS .367 
Table 60. Corrections expenditure of 406 large city governments, by' character and object, 

fiscal year 1978-Continued 

City' 

MICHIGAN--CONTINUED 
FARMINGTON HILLS • •• ••••• 
FLINT ••••••••••••••• 
GRAND RAPIDS • " ••••••• 
KALAMAZOO ••••••••••••• 
~ANSING. • • • • • • • • • • • I I 

LINCOLN PARK • • • • • • • • • • • 
LIVONIA. • • • • • I • • • • • • • 

PONTIAC, •••• , •••• I ••• 

ROSEVILLE. • • • • • • • • • • • • 

ROYAL OAK. ~ • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAGINAW •••••• 0 ••••••• 

SOUTHFIELD • • • • • • • • • 5 e • 
ST. CLAIR SHORES ••••••••• 
STERLING HEIGHTS • • • • • • • • • 
TAYLOR • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
TROY • • • • II • • • , • • • ~ • • 

WARREN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WESTLAND ••••••••• I ••• 

WYOMING. • • • • • • I I • • • • • 

MINNESOTA I 
BLQOHINGTON. • I • • • • • I • • • 

DULUTH • • • • • • • • I • • • • • 

MINNEAPOLIS •••••••••••• 
ROCHESTER. • • • • • • • , • • • • 
ST. PAUL ••••••••••••• 

MISSISSIPPII 
BILOXI. ••• 
JACKSON •••• .. ... . .. · . · . 

MISSOURI I 
COLUMBIA •• 
FLORISSANT • 
INOEPENDENCE 
KANSAS C lTV , 
ST. JOSEPH. 
ST. LOUIS, • 
SPRINGFIELD, 

MONTANA I 
BILLINGS • • 
GREAT FALLS. 

NEBRASKA! 
LINCOLN. 
OMAHA •• 

NEVADA I 
LAS VEGAS •• 
RENO •••• 

NEW HAMPSHIRE I 
MANCHESTER • 
NASHUA • • • 

NEW JERSEVI 

• ••• !I •••••• · ......... . 
• ••• II ...... . 

• •• 1/ ••••••• 

• I ••••• It I •• · ..... , .... 
• • '1 •••••••• 

· .. · .. 
· .. · . , 
· .. · .. 

· ..... 
• •• I • , 

· .... . · .... . 
· . · . 
· . · . 

· ...... . · ..... . 
· ....... . · . · ....... . · . 

BAYONNE. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BLOOMFIELD • • • ~ • • • • • • I • 

CAMDEN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
CLIFTON. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
EAST ORANG~ •••••• « ••••• 
ELIZABETH. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
IRVINGTON. • Q • • • • • • • • • • 

JERSEy CITY. • • •• • •• II •• 

NEWARK • • • • I • • • • I • • • • 

PASSAIC. • • • , • • • • • • • ~ • 
PATERSON • • • I • • • • • • • • • 

TRENTON ••••• • • • • • • • • 
UNION CITY • • • • • • • • • • • • 
VINELAND • • • • • • I • • • • • • 

NEW MEXICOI 
ALBUQUERQUE. 

NEW VORKI 
........... 

ALBANY • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BINGHAMTON • • • •• ••••• I 

BUFFALO. • • •• •••••••• 
MOUNT VERNON • " I...... 
NEW ROCHELLE • " •••••• 
NEW YORK CITY. ~ • • 0 • • • • • • 

Boo footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

5 
501 
332 
129 
771 
18 

173 
229 

72 

2 307 

19 
16 
2J 

1'10 
35 

2J 
11 

515 

79 

18 
598 

30 
1 526 

2 
8 6'12 

6 

23 
74 

'126 
93 

J81 

96 
96 

1 938 

27 

156 'B7 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Total 

501 
278 

85 
771 

18 
81 

120 

72 

2 279 

19 
16 
1'1 

1'10 
35 

215 

79 

598 

1 526 

8 6112 
6 

7'1 

'126 
'16 

381 

96 
96 

1 9J8 

27 

152 779 

Direct 
current 

'199 
278 

85 
766 
18 
81 

119 

72 

120 

19 
16 
1'1 

1'10 
35 

215 

593 

8 '107 
6 

7'1 

'122 
116 

361 

96 
96 

1 936 

27 

150 6'1.1 

Direct expend1ture 

Capi tal outlay 

Total 

2 2 

5 

2 159 2 1~9 

79 79 

5 

2 2 

235 68 167 

2 2 

2 1J8 !H6 1 622 

Land 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

5 

92 
109 

28 

9 

i23 
11 

300 

18 

30 

2 

23 

'17 

3 608 

To state To local 
govern­
ments 

3 608 

govern­
ments 

5 

92 
109 

28 

9 

23 
11 

300 

18 

30 

2 

23 

'17 



368 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 60. Corrections expenditure of 406 large city governments, by character and object, 

fiscal year 1978-Continued 

____ ., ___ ........ ____ .... ________ ~----~~--l(T~h~o~u~s~an~d~s~o~f~d~o~lIa:r~S~)~---------------r::::==::~::::~ 
Diroct expenditure Intftrgovernmental expenditure 

City' 

NEW VORK--CONTINUED 
NIAGARA FALLS. • • • • •• • •• 
ROCHESTER 4 • • • • • •••• 

ROHE • • • • • • •• • •••• 
SCHENECTADY '" •• • • 
SYRACUSE • • • • • • •• '" 
TROY 'I • • • •• It •• 

UTICA. • • • • • • • • • , •• 
WHITE PLAINS • ••• • • • 
yONKERS, •• ....,. ••• 

NORTH CAROLINAI 
ASHEVILLE.. ••• • • • • • 
CHARLOTTE., •• , •••• 
DURHAM • • • • • • • •• •••• 
FAYETTEVILLE • , • •• • •••• 
GREENSBORO • •• • f •••• 

HIGH POINT • • • • • •• ••• 
RALEIGH. • • • • • ••••• 
WILMINGTON • •• ~ •••••• 
WINSTON-SALEM. • • • • • • • • • • 

NORTH ,)AKOTA 1 
FARGO. t • • •• ••••••• 

OHIOI 
AKRON ro •••••••• , •• 

CANTON • • • • • • • •• • • 
CINCINNATI • • • •• • •••• 
CLEVELAND. • • • •• •••••• 
CLEVELAND HEIGHTS. •• • •••• 
COLUMBUS • • • • • • • • • • 
DAYTON • • • •• •• ••••• 
ELYRIA •• • •• ~. • ••• 
EUCLID • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
HAMILTON. • • • •• • •••• 

KETTERING. • • • • 
LAKEWOOD • • • • 
LIMA • • • • • • • • 
LORAIN • • • • • • 
MANSFIELD ••••• 
PARMA •••••• 
SPRINGFIELD. • • 
TOLEDO ••••••• 
WARREN • • • • • • • 
yOUNGSTOWN • • • • • 

OKLAHOMA 1 
LAWTON 0 •••• 

MIDWEST ••••••• 

~~~~~~MA CITY: : : 
TULSA. • • • • • 

. 

· ... .. 
· .. . · .. . · .. . . ... · ... 
· . . . . . . . 

OREGON I 
EUGENE • 
PORTLAND 
SALEM •• 

. . . . . . .. . ... 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . 
PENNSYLVANIAl 

ALLENTOWN. •• •••••• ••• 
ALTOONA. • ••••••••••• 
BETHLEHEM. • • •• ••••••• 
CHESTER. • • • • • •• • •••• 
I!RIE ••••••••••••••• 
HARRISBURG • • • • • • • • .. 
LANCASTER ••••••••••••• 
pHI~ADELPHIA • • • • • • • • 
PITTSBURGH • •• •• • •••• 
READING. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SCRANTON • • • • • • • • • • 
WILKES-BARRE • • • • •• • •• 
yORK. •••••• •••••• 

RHODE ISLAND I 
CRANSTON • • • , , • , • • • • • • 
PAWTUCKET. • • ,. •••••• 
PROVIDENCE • • •• ••••••• 
WARWICK. • • , " •••• •• 

SOUTH CAROLINAI 
CHARLESTON • • , • •• •• •• 
COLUMBIA .,....... •• 
GREENVILLE •• " ••••••• 
NORTH CHARLESTON. ••• ••• 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

!O 

1191 

16 

57 

11 

BO 

1 2BO 
1711 

" 720 II 596 
110 

2 350 
2 6BII 

Gl 
1 

152 

197 
22 

160 
131 

11: I 711 
2 051 

911 
11611 

86 
119 

6 
772 
7B8 

'IB 

63 

119 372 

1105 

Total 

10 

16 

57 

80 

1 0'1'1 
39 

/I 720 
II 596 

'10 
2 350 
2 681! 

70 

152 

110 
22 

160 
111 
100 

57 
1 5311 

911 
116'1 

B6 
/19 

772 
7'1B 

117 06B 

'lOS 

Direct 
current 

10 

16 

57 

BO 

836 
39 

'I 716 
'I '107 

'10 
2 330 
2 679 

70 

5'1 

109 
22 

160 
111 
100 

57 
1 501 

9/1 
'16/1 

86 
'19 

172 
712 

'103 

Total 

10 

20B 

'I 
189 

20 
5 

9B 

1 

33 

36 

2 7BO 

2 

Capital outlay 

Equipment co~~::~.-

20 
5 

9B 

400 

2 

10 

199 

189 

36 

2 380 

Land 
Total 

11 

236 
135 

11 
1 

87 

20 
13 

17 
517 

6 

'10 

'IB 

63 

2 30'1 

To state To local 
govern- govern-
ments menes 

63 

2 30'1 

11 

236 
135 

B7 

20 
13 

17 
517 

6 

'10 

'18 

,) 

c 
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Table 60. Corrections exp.enditure of 406 large city governments, by character and object, 

fiscal year 1978-Continued 

City' 

SOUTH DAKOTA I 
SIOUX FALLS. 

TENNESSEE I 
CHATTANOOGA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
CLARKSVILL.E •••••••••• II • 

KNOXVILL.E, • • • • • • • • 0 • • • 

MEMPHIS. • • • • • , ••••••• 
NASHVILLE-DAVIDSON •••••••• 

TEXAS I 
ABIL.ENE. • • • •• • •••••• 
AMARILL.O ••••••••••••• 
ARLINGTO~I ••• " ••••••• 
AUSTIN • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BEAUMONT • • • • • • • • • • • • 
BROWNSVILL.E •••••••••••• 
CORPUS CHRISTI • • • • • • • • • • 
DALLAS • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
EL PASO ••••••• , •••••• 

FORT WORTH • • • • • • • • • • • • 
GALVESTON ••• " ••••••• 
GARL.AND •••••••••••••• 
G~AND PRAIRIE. " • ••••• 
HOUSTON. • • • • •• • ~ • • • 
IRVING • • • • • •• ••••• 
L.AREDO •••••••••••••• 
LONGVIEW ••••••••••••• 
LUBBOCK. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

MESQUITE 

MIDL.AND •••••••••••••• 
ODESSA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
PASADENA • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
POI~T ARTHUR. • • • • • • • • • • • 
RICHARDSON I • • • • • • • • • • • 

SAN ANGELO • • • • • • • • • • • • 
SAN ANTONIO. • • • • • • • •• I • 

TYLER. • • • • • • • • I ••••• 

WACO • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
WICHITA FALLS ••••••••••• 

UTAH I 
OGDEN •••• , • •• •••••• 
PROVO ••• , • • •• •••••• 
SALT LAKE CITY •••••••••• 

VIRGINIAI 
ALEXANDRIA • • • •• •••••• 
CHESAPEAKE • • • • •• •••• 
HAMPTON, • • • • •• • •••• 
LYNCHBURG ••••••••••••• 
NEWPORT NEWS • • • • • • • • • • • 
NORFOLK. • • • • • • ••••• 
PORTSMOUTH • • • • • • • • • • • • 
RICHMOND • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
ROANOKE. • • • • • • •• •••• 
VIRGINIA BEACH • • • • • • • • • • 

WASHINGTON I 
BELL.EVUE 
EVERETT. 
SEATTLE. 
SPOKANE. 
TACOMA 

• •• 0 ••••••••• · ........... . · ........... . · ..... . ..... · ........... . 
WEST VIRGINIAI 

CHARLESTON , •• •••••••• 
HUNTINGTON • • • • • • • • • • • • 

WISCONSIN I 
APPLETON • 
GREEN BAy. 
KENOSHA. • 
~A CROSSE. 
MADISON •• 
MILWAUKEE. 
OSHKOSH. • 

· .......... . 
• ••••••• (I ••• · . . .. .. . .. · ... · , ..... . · .. , .. , 

... .... 
RACINE • • • • • • • • • ••••• 

Total 

3 
1128 

2 1139 
II 6711 

9B 
1211 

63 
122 

1 6'16 
209 

5117 

3 1'15 

2 
lB 

192 
76 

III 
1189 

!I 
151 
1'12 

II 
,52 

1 056 
1 639 
2 2711 

7B2 
2 BBII 
II 3110 

978 
3 322 
'I 6116 
3072 

97 
77 

1 890 
2110 
710 

22 
16 

6 
5 
6 
5 

19 
2 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Total 

'128 
1 978 
II 6711 

79 
1211 

122 
1 6116 

,5117 

18 

192 
76 

111 

151 
1'12 

1 021 
1 639 
2 261 

7B2 
2 8BII 
" JqO 

9112 
3 322 
II 6116 
3 072 

93 

786 
5 

710 

Direct 
curront 

1128 
1 9611 
II 508 

79 
1211 

122 
1 6116 

5'17 

18 

187 
75 

151 
1'12 

965 
1 5B6 
1 161 

757 
2 737 
II 316 

936 
3 298 
1 '1111 
1 5B3 

92 

7B6 
5 

710 

Direct expenditure 

Capital outlay 

Total 

111 
166 

11 

5 
1 

56 
53 

1 100 
25 

1117 
2'1 

6 
2'1 

3 232 
1 '189 

EqUipment 

111 
86 

11 

5 
L 

8 
111 

9 
2~ 
69 
17 

6 
24 
13 
2B 

Construc­
tion 

BO 

4B 
12 

1 091 

78 
7 

3 219 
1 461 

Land 

: j 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

19 

63 

209 

2 

II 
52 

35 

13 

'I 
77 

1 10'1 
235 

22 
16 

6 
5 
6 
5 

'19 
2 

To State To local 
govarn- govern-
ments mente 

1161 

19 

63 

209 

2 

1189 
5 

'I 
52 

35 

13 

36 

'I 
77 

1 1011 
235 

22 
16 

6 
5 
6 
5 

19 
2 

WAUWATOSA •••• (I' •••••• _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ .. 

__ ~_E_S_T_~AL:L::IS~~"~'~'~'~'~'~'~'~'~'~'1-______ -=JL ______ ~1-________ L-______ ~L-____ ~~ ______ _L ________ L_ ______ L_ ______ _L ______ _ 

- Represents zoro or rounds to zero. 
1Data are based on a field compilation fl"Om 'rocords of each oity government shown; see text for data 11m1tatio:lS. 
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Table 61. Detail of direct current expenditure for corrections activities of 406 large city governments, 

'fiscal year 1978 

City' 

TOTAL. 

ALABAMA: 
BIRtHNGHAM 
GADSDEN. • 
HUNTSVILLE 
MOBILE • • 
MONTGOMERY 
TUSCALOOSA 

· ..... · . . . . '" · .... . · .... . · .... . · .... . 
ALASKA: 

ANCHORAGE. 

ARIZONA: 
GLENDALE • • • • • • • 
MESA • ~ • • • • ~ • • 
PHOENIX •••••••• 
SCOTTSDALE • • • • • • 
TEMPE ••••••••• 
TUCSON • • • • • • • • 

ARKANSAS: 
FORT SMITH • • • • 
LITTLE ROCK. • • • 
NORTH LITTLE ROCK. 
PINE BLUFF • • • • 

CALIFORNIA I 

. . . . 
ALAMEDA. • ••••• 
ALHAMBRA •• , ••••• 
ANAHEIM. • • • •• • 
BAKERSFIELD. • • • • • 
BELLFLOWER • • • • • • 
BERKELEy • • • • • • • 
BUENA PARK • • • • • 
BURBANK •••••••• 
CARSON • • • • • • • • 
CHULA VISTA •••••• 
COMPTON. • • • • • • • 
CONCORD. • • • • • • • 

COSTA MESA • • , • • • 
DALY CITY ••• I ••• 

DOWNEy ...,... 
EL CAJON • • • • • • • 
EL MONTE • • • • • • • 
FAIRFIELD ••••••• 
FOUNTAIN VALLEY •••• 
FREMONT •••••••• 
FRESNO • • • • • • • • 
FULLERTON. • • • • • • 
GARDEN GROVE • • • • • 
GL'ENDALE ••••••• 

HAWTHORNE. • • • • • • 
HAYWARD. • • • • • • • 
HUNTINGTON BEACH • • • 
INGLEWOOD. • • • • • 
LAKEWOOD •••••• 
LONG BEACH • • • • • • 
LOS ANGELES ••••• 
MODESTO. • • • • • • • 
MOUNTAIN VIEW ••••• 
NEWPORT BEACH. • • • • 
NORWALK •••••••• 
OAKLAND •••••••• 

OCEANSIDE ••••••• 
ONTARIO. • • • • • • • 
ORANGE • • • • • • • • 
OXNARD • ~ • • • • • 
PALO ALTO ••••••• 
PASADENA • • • • • • • 
PICO RIVERA. • • • • • 
POMONA • • • ~ • • • • 
~EDONDO BEACH. • • • • 
RED~OOD CITY • • • • • 
RICHMOND • • • • • • • 
RIVERSIDE. • • • • • • 

SACRAMENTO • • • • • • 
SALINAS. • • • • • • • 
SAN BERNARDINO • • • • 
SAN BUENA VENTuRA • • • 
SAN DIEGO, • • • • • , 
SAN FRANCISCO ••••• 
SAN JOSE • • • • • • • 

!~~T~~X~~~O: : :: :: :: :: I' 
SANTA BARBARA. 
SANTA CL,~RA •• 

Total 
direct 

current 
expendi­

ture 

1 3'15 
72 

170 
270 
2'18 

1 

110 
75 

283 

7'1 
275 
152 
100 

136 

127 

13 
J73 

1 736 

200 
203 

193 
17 '103 

" 
S'~e footnotes at end of table. 

Institu­
tions 

328 572 

1 212 
72 

170 
270 
2'18 

1 

75 
25 

50 
219 
127 
100 

136 

127 

373 

1 293 

200 

125 
11 6'18 

(Thousanas of dollars) 

Probation 
and 

parole 

76 952 

133 

112 

2'1 
56 
25 

-I 
:1 

13 

'1'13 

203 

5 75!i 

Miscel­
laneous 

City' 

2'1 860 CALIF.ORNIA.,·CONTIN-UED 
SANTA MONICA •••••• 
SANTA ROSA ••••••• 

• SIMI VALLEY • • • • • • 
- SOUTH GATE. • • • • • • 
- STOCKTON........ 
... SUNNyVALE....... 
- THOUSAND OAKS • • • • • 
- TORRANCE........ 

VALLEJO • • • • 0 • • • 

WEST COVINA • • • • • • 
• WESTMINSTER...... 

WHITTIeR. • • • • • • • 

110 COLORADO I 
- ARVADA. I • • • • • • • 

1'16 AURORA......... 
- BOULDER..... - • • 
- COLORADO SPRINGS •••• 
- DENVER,........ 

FORT COLLINS •••••• 
LAKEWOOD •••••••• 

- PUEBLO ••••••••• 

- CONNECTI CUll 
- BRIDGEPORT. 

BRISTOL • • 
DANBURY • • 

- HARTFORD •• 
- MERIDAN.. 
- MILFORD.. 

· .... . · .... . · .... . · .... . · .... . · .... . 
- NEW BRITAIN • • • • • • 
- NEW ~AVEN • • • • • • • 
- NORWALK........ 
- STAMFORD •••••••• 
- WATERBURy....... 
- WEST HAVEN •• , •••• 

- DELAWARE I 
WILMINGTON. · ..... 

- DISTRICT OF COLUMBIAI 
- WASHIN~;illH ••••• 

- FLORIDA: 
- CLEARWATER ••••••• 
- FORT LAUDERDALE • • • • 
- GAINESVII.LE...... 
- HIALEAH •• e '. '. '. '. '.1 - HOLLYWOOD •• 
_ JACKSONVILLE •••••• 1 

- MIAMI......... 

- MIAMI BEACH • • • • • • 
- ORLANDO........ 
- PENSACOLA....... 
- ST. PETERSBURG, •••• 
- TALLAHASSEE...... 
- TAMPA......... 
- WEST PALM BEACH • • • • 

- GEORGIA I 
- ALBANV ••••••••• 
- ATLANTA........ 
- AUGUSTA....,... 

COI.UMBUS •••••••• 
- MACON......... 
- SAVANNAH •••••••• 

- HAWAII I 
- HONOLULU •• · ..... 
- IDAHOI 
- BOISE CITY. · ..... 
- ILLINOIS: 
- ARLINGTON HEIGHTS • • • 
- AURORA,........ 

BERWYN. ~ • • • • • • • 
- CHAMPAIGN....... 
- CHICAGO.,..,... 
- CICERO ••••••••• 
- DECATUR........ 

68 
- DES PLAINES • • • • • • 
- EAST ST. LOUIS ••••• 
- ELGIN......... 
- EVANST~N........ 
- JOLIET ••••••••• 
- OAK LAWN. • • • • • • • 
- OAK PARK •••••••• 

Total 
direct 

current 
expendi­

tu're 

322 

7 

'I 922 
13 

131 

33 

69 026 

71 
19'1 

106 
7 3'10 

862 
137 
369 

217 

30 
3 005 

129 
1 078 

230 
125 

808 

9 

Institu­
tions 

322 

It 592 
13 

'1'1 892 

71 
19'1 

106 
6 501 

808 
137 
369 

217 

30 
2 335 

129 
893 
230 
125 

Probation 
and 

parole 

7 

32 

1/j 036 

626 

6/j'l 

185 

9 

Miscel­
laneous 

330 

99 

33 

11 

1'1 

10 098 

213 

5/j 

26 

808 

.. 
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Table 61. Detail of direct current expenditure for corrections activities of 406 large city governments, 

fiscal year 1978-Continued 

City' 

ILLINOIS--CONTINUED 
PEORIA • • • • • • 
ROCKFORD • • • • • 
ROCK ISLAND •••• 
SKOKIE • • • • • • 
SPRINGFIELD •••• 
WAUKEGAN • • • • • 

INDIANAI 
ANDERSON • • • • • 
EVANSVILLE • • • • 
FORT WAYNE • • • • 
GARY • • • • • • • 
HAMMOND. • • • • • 
INDIANAPOLIS • • • 
MUNCIE • • • • • • 
KOKOMO • • • • • • 
SOUTH BEND • • • • 
TERRE HAUTE. • • • 

IOWAI 
CEDAR RAPIDS • • • 
COUNCIL BLU~FS • • 
DAVENPORT ••••• 
DES MOINES • • • • 
DUBUQUE •••••• 
SIOUX CITY • • • • 
WATERLOO • • • • • 

KANSAS! 

· . · . · . · . · . 

· . · . 
· . · . · . · . 

· . · . · . 

KANSAS CITY •••••• 
LAWRENCE • • • • • • • 
OVERLAND PARK. • • • • 
TOPEKA • • • • • • • • 
WICHITA. • • • • • • • 

KENTUCKy I 
COVINGTON •••• • • 
LEXINGTON •••• • • 
LOUISVILLE • • • • • • 
OWENSBORO •••• • • 

LOUISIANAI 
BATON ROUGE. • • • • • 
LAFAYETTE •••• • • 
LAKE CHARLES • • • • • 
MONROE • • • • • • • • 
NEW ORLEANS. • • • • 
sHREVEPORT • • • • • • 

MAINE: 
PORTLAND • • ••• I • 

MARYLAND! 
BALTIMORE •• . .... 

MASSACHUSETTS! 
BOSTON • • • • • • • • 
BROCKTON • • • • • • • 
CAMBRIDGE. • • • • • • 
CHICOPEE • • • • • • • 
FAL~ RIVER • • • • • • 
HOLyOKE •••••••• 
LAWRENCE • • • • • • • 
LOWELL • • • • • • • • 
LYNN • • • ~ • • • • • 

MALDEN • • • • • • 
MEDFORD •••••• 
NEW BEDFORD. • • • 
NEWTON • • • • • • 
PITTSFIELD • • • • 
QUINCY • • • • • • 
SOMERVILLE • • • • 
SPRINGFIELD. • • • 
WALTnAM •••••• 
WORCESTER. • • • • 

MICHIGAN: 
ANN ARBOR. • • • • 
DEARBORN • • • • • 
DEARBORN HEIGHTS • 
DETROIT •••••• 
EAST LANSING • • • 
FARMINGTON HILLS • 
FLINT ••••••• 
GRAND RAPIDS • • • 
KALAMAZOO. • • • • 
LANSING. • • • • • 
LINCOLN PARK • • • 

· . · . 
· . · . · . · . · . 
· . · . · . · . 
· . · . · . · . · . 

Total 
direct 

current 
expendi­

ture 

'11 

/j6 

18 

186 
35 

7 1/j9 
12 
11 

8 

'litO 
55 

105 

287 

3 
32 

102 

32 
2 06'1 

2 0/j8 

113 
10 005 

36/j 

10 937 

10 635 
1t3 

1'19 

1 
33 

59 

q6 

62 

115 
133 
229 

7 026 
31 

'199 
278 

85 
766 

18 
See footnotes at cnd of table. 

1nstitu­
tions 

'11 

q6 

5 180 

8 

166 

105 

287 

3 
18 

32 
1 9'12 

1 566 

113 
9 037 

36'1 

10 8/j2 

6 850 
33 

106 
38 

6 607 

'97 

253 
18 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Probation 
and 

parole 

18 

186 
'5 

1 969 
12 
11 

27/j 

102 

74 

300 

968 

3 785 
8 

92 

1 
33 

62 

115 
27 

191 

31 

102 
207 
85 

'173 

Miscel­
laneous City' 

MICHl GAN--'CONT INUED 
- LI.lJONIA •••••••• 
- PONTIAC. 8 • • • • • • 

- ROSEVILLE....... 
- ROVAL OAK .1 •••••• 

- SAGINAW........ 
~ ST. CLAIR SHORES •••• 

SOUTHFIELD. • • • • • • 

- STERLING HEIGHTS •••• 
- TAyLOR......... 
- TROy •••••••••• 
- WARREN......... 
- WESTLAND........ 
- WyOMING........ 

~ MINNESOTA I 
- BLOOMINGTON 
- DULUTH ••• 

MINNEAPOLIS 
ROCHESTER • 

- ST. PAUL •• 

- MISSISSIPPI: 

· .... . · .... . · .... . · .... . · .... . 
- BILOXI •••• 

55 JACKSON... . .... 
- MISSOURI I 

COLUMBIA. • • • • • • • 
FLORISSANT ••••••• 

- INDEPENDENCE •••••• 
- KANSAS CITY • • • • • • 
- ST. JOSEPH ••••••• 

1/j ST. LOUIS ••••••• 
- SPRINGFIELD...... 

MONTANAI 
- BILLINGS.... 

'18 GREAT FALLS • • 
. ... .... 

- NEBRASKA: 

182 

LINCOLN 
OMAHA • 

- NEVADA: 

.. . . · ..... 
- LAS VEGAS . ..... . 
- RENO ••• ....... 
- NEW HAMPSHIRE: 

MANCHESTER ••••••• 
NASHUA. • • • • • • • • 

NEW JERSEY: 
BAYONNE •• 

95 BLOOMFIELD. 
CAMDEN. • • 
CLIFTON • • 

- EAST ORANGE 
2 ELIZABETH. 

· . . . . . · .... . · .... . .. . . . . . · .... . · .... . 
- IRVINGTON....... 

57 JERSEY CITY • • • • • • 
- NEWARK......... 
- PASSAIC........ 
- PATERSON •••••••• 
- TRENTON........ 

VINE~AND. • • • • • • • 
- UNION CITY ••••••• 

59 NEW MEXICO! 
- ALBUQUERQUE · ..... 

/j6 NEW YORK! 
- ALBANy ••••••••• 
- BINGHAMTON....... 
- BUFFALO........ 
- MOUNT VERNON •••••• 

NEW ROCHa~LE •••••• 

- NEW YORK CITY • • • • • 
- NIAGARA FAL~S • • • • • 
- ROCHE~~ER....... 

~19 ROME •••••••••• 
- SCHENECTADy...... 

- SVRACUSE........ 
71 TROy., •••••• ,. 
- UTICA......... 

/j0 WHITE PLAINS •••••• 
- yONKERS........ 

Total 
direct 

current 
expendi­

ture 

81 
119 

72 

120 

19 
16 
1/j 

1'10 
35 

215 

593 

8 /j07 
6 

'122 
q6 

381 

96 
96 

1 936 

-i 

2~ I 
I 

150 6H 1 

10 

/j81 

Institu­
tions 

215 

593 

986 

5 /j60 
6 

2811 

381 

1 683 

128 375 

/jal 

Probation 
and 

parole 

71 
119 

72 

120 

19 
16 
1/j 

27 
33 

538 

2 739 

138 
/j6 

96 
96 

-. 

169 

27 

21 803 

10 

Miscel­
laneous 

10 

113 
2 

208 

8'1 

/j63 



r 
J 

• 
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Table 61. Detail of direct current expenditure for corrections activities of 406 large city governments, 

fiscal year 1978-Continued 

City' 

NORTH CAROLINA I 
ASHEVILLE. • • • • • • 
CHARLOTTE. • • • • • • 
DURHAM • • • • • , • • 
FAYETTEVILLE • • • • • 
GREENSBORO • • • • • • 
HIGH POINT • • • • • • 
RALEIGH. • • • • • • • 
WILMINGTON • • • • • • 
WINSTQN-SALEM. • • • • 

NORTH DAKOTA I 
FARGO, ~ • • • • • • • 

OHIOI 
AKRON ••••••••• 
CANTON • • • • • • • • 
CINCINNATI • • • • • • 
CLEVELAND ••• • • • 
CLEVELAND HEIGHTS ••• 
COLUMBUS • • • • • • • 
DAYTON • • • • • • • • 
ELYRIA •••••••• 
EUC~ID • • • • • • • • 
HAMILTON ••••••• 

KETTERING. • • • • • • 
LAKEWOOD • • • • • • • 
LIMA • • • • • • • • • 
LORAIN • • • • • • • • 
MANSFIELD ••••••• 
PARMA. • • • • • • • • 
SPRINGFIELD •••••• 
TOLEDO • • • • • • • • 
WARREN • • • • • • • • 
YOUNGST0WN • • • • • • 

OKLAHOMA I 
LAWTON • • • • , • 
MIDWEST •••••• 
NORMAN • • • • • • 
OKLAHOMA CITY ••• 
TULSA~ • • • • • • 

OREGONI 
EUGENE • • • • • • 
PORTLAND • • • • • 
SALEM. • • • • • • 

PENNsyLVANIA I 

· . · . · . · . 

· . 
ALLENTOWN. • • • • • • 
ALTOONA •••••••• 
BETHLEHEM ••••••• 
CHESTER. • • • • • • 
ERIE • • • • • • • • • 
HARRISBURG • • • • • • 

LANCASTER ••••••• 
pHILADELPHIA • • • • • 
PITTSBURGH • • • • • • 
READING, • • • • • • • 
SCRANTON • • • • • • • 
WILKES-BARRE • • • • • 
yORK ••••••••• 

RHODE ISLAND I 
CRANSTON • • • • • • • 
PAI'II'UCKET. • • • • • , 
PROVIDENCE • • • , , • 
WARWICK. • • • • • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINA I 
CHARLESTON • • • • • • 
COLUMBIA • • • • • • • 
GREENVILLE • • • • • • 
NORTH CHARLESTON • • • 

SOUTH DAKOTAr 
SIOUX FALLS. • • 

To~al 
direct 

current 
expendi­

ture 

16 

57 

80 

836 
39 

II 716 
II 1107 

110 
2 330 
2 679 

70 

511 

109 
22 

160 
111 
100 

57 
1 501 

911 
11611 

86 
119 .. 

772 
712 

.,. 

... .. 

1111 288 

'103 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 

Institu­
tions 

5"1 

661 

3 889 
3 109 

2 050 
2 229 

61 

118 
9'1 
26 

1 061 
79 

332 

76 
119 

'166 
636 

211 '152 

'103 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Probation 
and 

parole 

16 

175 
39 

6'13 
583 

3 
280 

'18 
9 

21 

22 
112 
17 
7'1 

57 
213 

29 

10 

306 
56 

11 206 

Hiscel­
laneous City' 

TENNESSEEr 
- CHATTANOOGA...... 
- CLARKSVILLE...... 
- KNOXVILLE....... 
- MEMPHIS........ 
- NASHVILLE-DAVIDSON... 

- TEXASr 
- ABILENE........ 

80 AMARILLO........ 
ARLINGTON • • • • • • • 
AUSTIN. • • • • • • • • 

- BEAUMONT •••••••• 
BROWNSVILLE • • • • • • 
CORPUS CHRISTI ••••• 

- DALLAS ••••••••• 
- EL PASO • • • • • • • • 

18'1 
715 FORT WORTH ••••••• 
37 GALVESTON....... 
- GARLAND........ 

1102 GRAND PRAIRIE • • • • • 
- HOUSTON....... ~ 
- IRVlhG ••••••••• 

33 LAREDO......... 
LONGVIEW •••••••• 

109 LUBBOCK........ 
- MESQUITE........ 

- MIDLAND........ 
- ODESSA......... 
- PASADENA •••••• ,. 
- PORT ARTHUR • • • • • • 

227 RICHARDSON ••••••• 
15 SAN ANGELO. • • • • • • 

103 SAN ANTONIO • • • • • • 
TYL~A, , •••••• , • 
WACO. • 1 • • • • • • • 

- WICHITA FALLS • • • • • 

- UTAHr 
- OGDEN,. ....... 

20 PROVO.. 
SALT LAKE CITY: : : : : 

- VIRGINIAr 
- ALEXANDRIA ••••••• 
- CHESAPEAKE....... 

HAMPTON , • • • • • • • 
LYNCHBURG ••••••• 

- NEWPORT NEWS, ••••• 
- NORFOLK........ 
- PORTSMOUTH....... 
- RICHMOND •••••••• 
- ROANOKE........ 
- VIRGINIA BEACH. • • • • 

- WASHINGTON I 
8 630 BELLEVUE........ 

- EVERETT...,.... 
- SEATTLE........ 
- SPOKANE........ 
- TACOMA......... 

WEST VIRGINIAr 
CHARLESTON. 
HUNTINGTON. 

- WISCONSINI 

. . . . . . . . 
- APPLETON........ 

GREEN BAY • • • • • • • 
KENOSHA • • • • • • • • 

- LACROSSE •••••••• 
- MADISON........ 
- MILWAUKEE....... 
- JSHKOSH...,.... 

RACINE, • • • • • • • • 
WAUWATOSA ••••••• 

- WEST ALLIS. • • • • • • 

Total 
direct 

current 
expendi­

ture 

'128 
1 96'1 
'I 508 

79 
12'1 

122 
1 6'16 

3 13'1 

18 

187 
75 

151 
1'12 

965 
1 586 
1 161 

757 
2 737 
II 316 

936 
3 298 
1 111'1 
1 583 

92 

786 
5 

710 

lOata are based on a field compilation from records of each city government shown; see text for data limitatio.'ls. 

Institu­
tions 

'128 
1 570 
3 791\ 

12'1 

1 598 

'175 

3 13'1 

18 

187 
75 

III 

151 
1112 

789 
1 53'1 

669 
655 

2 0211 
3 69'1 

8911 
3 153 

6'12 
1 051 

368 

1189 

Probation 
and 

parole 

39'1 
7111 

61 

176 
52 

'192 
102 
713 
586 

'12 
1115 
772 
506 

92 

~18 

221 

Miscel­
laneous 

79 

61 
'18 

72 

36 

26 

5 

I 
II 
I 

1\ 

I 

, 

CORRECTIONS 

Page left blank to preserve table sequence. 
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Table 62. Detail of corrections employment and payrolls of 406 large city governments, 
October 1978 

TOTAL. 

ALABAMA. 
BIRMINGHAM 
GADSDEN •• 
HUNTSVILLE • 

City' 

MOB!LE • • · . · . MONTGOMERY • • • • • 
TUSCALOOSA '" · . · 

.. . 
A~ASIIA' 

ANCHORAGE. 

ARIZONA: ... GLF.NDALE 
MESA 
PHQENIX. 
SCOTTSDALE 
TEMPE. • 
TUCSON 

· . .. . . . . · .. · . 
ARKANSAS: 

FORT SMITH • 
LITTLE ROCK. 
NORTH LITTLE 
PINE aLUFF • 

CALIFORNIA' 

· · · . 
ALAMEDA, , • , •• • 
ALHAMt3RA • .,.. •• 
ANAHEIM. • • • • • • • • 
BAKERSFIELD. '" •• • 
BELLFLOWER • •• •• • 
BERKELEy ., " .., 
BUENA PARK , " 1\ fi , , • • 

BURBANK. •• ~.. • •• • j 
g~~~~NvisTA: :., ::.::, 11 

COMPTON. • • • • • 

CONCORD, ., " 
COSTA MESA , • • • 
DALY CITY •• 
DOWNEY., '" 
EL CAJON •••• 
EL MONTE • • 

:: ... ·1 
• I 

•• I 
• • , • I 

FAIRFIELD. • • • • • • , 
FOUNTAIN VALLEY •• 

: ••• I 
· . I FREMONT. • • · .. FRESNO • • • • • , , · .. FULLERTON. , •••• , 

: : . : I GARDEN GROVE • • • • • 

GLENDALE •••• 
HAWTHORNE ••••• 
HAYWARD ••• , • , 
HUNTINGTON ~r:ACH 
INGLEWOOD. , • • • 
LAKEWOOD • • • • • 
LONG ~EACH •• 
LOS ANGELES. • • • 
MODESTO. • ~ • , , 
MOUNTAIN VIEW ••• 
NEWPORT BEACH. 

· : : . : :: I 
: : : : ~ : : ~ ! 
: : : : : : ·1 

NORWAlK. • • F • • • • 

OAKLAND. • • • • • • • • • • 
OCEANSIDE •• , , ••• , •••• 
ONTARIO, • • • • • •••• 
ORANGE •• • •• • •• 
OXNARD • •• ,.....,',. 
PALO ALTO ••••• , •• • •• 
PASADENA.. ,. ., • , 
pICa RIVERA,. ~... • 

POMONA ••••• 
REDONDO BEAC~I. • • 
REDWOOD CITY • • 
RICHMOND •• 
RIVERSID~. • • • • 
SACRAMENTO • • • • 
SALINAS •••••• 
SAN BERNARDINO • • 

SAN BUIiNAVENTURA 
SAN DIEGO. • • • • 
sAN FRANCISCO •• 
SAN JOSE ••••• 
SAN LEANDRO. • 
sAN MATEO ••••• 
SAN1A ANA ••••• 

· .... · , . , .. · ..... . .. . .. ,. .. . .. 
.. ... .. .. . ... . 
· .... . · ... . · .. . .. . . .. . · . . .. · . .. .. 

SANTA BAR~ARA. • • • • • • 
See footnotes (It nnd of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Tota 1 corrections 

Number of employees 

Total 

19 711 

95 
6 

1'1 
16 
<5 

5 

9 
~ 
3 

6 
25 
12 
11 

15 

106 

13 
5 

7 
701 

Full-time 
only 

19 q19 

95 
6 

14 
16 
25 

3 

6 
23 
12 
11 

i 
- I 

:1 
:1 
- I 
8 ' 

7 

15 

9~ 

13 
2 

7 
701 

Full-time 
equivalent 2 

19 529 

95 
6 

1'1 
16 
25 

!> 

~ 

5 
3 

6 I 
2q I 
12 
11' 

- I 

7 

15 

101 

7 
701 

October 
payroll' 

25 858 

105 
5 

12 
16 
21 

3 

-I 
1~ I 
: I 
2~ I 
10 I 
8 ! 
- , 
-i 
-i ., 
-I 

~I 
_I 

I 
- i 
- I 

: I 
-I 
:1 
: I 

~ i 
- I 

22 ! 

19 
~ 

11 
e9~ 

Ins t itut tons 

~umbcr of employees 

Total 

1'1 798 

85 
6 

1'1 
16 
25 

5 

5 

'I 
19 
10 
11 

- , 
~I 

~I 
7 

15 

67 

Full-time 
only 

Iq 671 

85 
6 

1'1 
16 
25 

3 

7 

1~ 

67 

7 
'125 

Full-time 
equivo lent 

5 

'I 
18 
10 
11 

B 

7 

67 

October 
payroll 

19 :321 

~J 
5 

12 
lb 
21 

J 

5 

.. 
17 

d 
~ 

9 

8 

10:' 

1Y 

'! 

c 

CORRECTIONS, 

Table 62. Detail of corrections employment and payrolls of 406 large city governments, 
October 1978-Continued 

TOTAL. 

ALAI3AMA. 
BIRMINGHAM 
GADSDEN. • 
HUNTSVILLE 
MOBILE • • 
MONTGOMERY 
TUSCALOOSA 

ALASKA' 
ANCHORAGE. 

ARIZONA. 
GLENDALE 
MIiSA •• 
PHOENIX •• 
SCOTTSDALE 
TEMPE ••• 
TUCSON • • 

ARKANSAS' 

. .......... . 

. .......... . 

FO~·T ~:llTH • 
LITTLE ROCK. 
NORTH LITTLE ROCK: 
PINE I:lLUFF 

CALIFORNIA. 
ALAMEDA. • 
ALHAI1BRA • 
ANAHEIM. • • 
AAKERSFIELO. 
BELLFLOWER 
BERKELEy • 
BUENA PAKK 
BURBANK •• 
CARSON ••• 
CHULA VISTA. 
COMPTON. '. 

CONCORD •• 
COSTA MESA 
DALY CITY. 
DOWNEy • • 
EL CAJON • 
EL MONTE • 
FAIRFIELD •••• 
FOUNTAIN VALL~Y. 
FREMONT ••• 
FKESNO ••• 
FULLERTON. • 
GARDEN GROVE 

GLENDALE • 
HAWTHOKNE. 
HAYWARO •••• , • 
HUNTINGTON ~EACH 
INGLEWOOD •• 
LAKEWOOD • • 
LONG BEACH • 
LOS ANGELES. 
MODESTO •••• 
MOUNTAIN VIE~. 
NEIIPORT BEACH. 
NORWALK. • 

OAKLAND. • 
OCEANSIDE. 
ONTARIO •• 
ORANG!:: • • 
OXNARD •• 
PALO ALTO. 
PASADENA ••• 
PICO RIVERA. 

POMONA • • t • 

REDONDO 8EACI". 
REDWOOD CITY 
RICHMOND •• 
RIVERSIDE •• 
SACRAMENTO • 
SALINAS •••• 
SAN BEHNAtlDINO 

SAN BUENA VENTURA 
SAN DIEGO ••• 
SAN FRANCISCO. 
SAN JOSE • • • • • 
SAN LEANDRO. • • • 
SAN MATEO, •• 
SANTA ANA ••• 
SANTA BARBARA. 
Sec footnotes lit end of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Probation and parole 

Number of employees 

Total 

10 

2 
6 
2 

39 

5 

276 

Full-time Full-time 
only equivalent 

'I 192 

10 

3 

2 
6 
2 

31 

2 

276 

q 231 

10 

2 
6 
2 

276 

October 
payroll 

!) 552 

12 

2 
5 
2 

-I 
I 
I 
I -, 

qy 

35" 

Miscelbneous 

Number of employees 

Total Full-time Full-time 
only equivalent 

571 556 

9 8 e 

______ ~ ________________ L=___'_'__., ~ ____ ~ __ .~._ 

375 

October 
payroll 

96:; 

12 
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Table 62. Detail of corrections employment and payrolls of 406 large city governments, 
October 1978--Continued 

CALIFORNIA--CONTINUED 
SANTA CLARA, 
SANTA MONICA 
SANTA ROSA • 
SIMI VALLEY •• 
SOUTH GATE 
STOCKTON • 
SUNNYVALE ••• 
THOUSAND OAKS. 
TORRANCE 
VALLEJO ••• 
WEST COVINA. 
WESTMINSTER. 
WHITTIER • 

COLORADO: 
ARVADA 
AURORA • 
80ULDER. 
COLORADO SPRINGS 
DENVER • • • 
FORT COLLINS 
LAKEWOOD 
PUEBLO 

CO/llNEr.TlCUT: 
B"WG£PORT 
BRISTOL. , 
DANBURY, 
HARTFORD 
MERIDEN. 
MILFORD •••• 
NEW BRITAIN. 
NEW HAVEN. 
NORWALK. 
STA"IFOflD 
WATERBURY. 
WEST HAVEN 

lJELAYlAREI 
WILMI"lGTON 

lJISTP-lCT OF COLUMBIA' 
~"SHINGTON 

!-LORIDA: 
CLEARIVATER • • • 
FORT LAUDERDAL.E. 
GAINESVILLE. 
HIALEAh. 
HOLLYWOOD. 
JACKSONVILLE 
MIAMI •••• 
MIAMI BEACH. 
ORLAND9. 
PENSACOLA. 
ST. PETERSBURG 
TALLAHASSEE. 
TAMPA •• 
WEST PALM BEACH. 

bEORGIA: 
ALBANY 
ATLANTA. 
AUGUSTA •• 
COLUMBUS 
MACON. 
SAVANNAH 

IiAWAI II 
HONOLULU 

IDAHO I 
BOISE CITY 

ILLINOIS: 
ARLINGTON HEIGHTS. 
AURORA 
BERWYN • • 
CHAMPAIGN. 
CHICAGO •• 
CICERO • 
DECATUR. •• • 
DES PLAINe:S. 
EAST ST. LOUIS • 
ELGIN. • 

· . 

..... , 
I 

· . · . · 

... 

I 

Sec footnot~s at end of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 
Total corrections 

Number of employees 

Total 

15 

2 

JOO 

6 

~ I 
: I 

I 

: I 

, ,,~ I 
3 
6 

10 
'121 

5 
8 

26 

19 

165 
12 

10'1 
29 

7 

: j 

~ I 

Full-time Full-time 
only equivalent 2 

15 

29~ I 
- I 
~ I 
: I 
- I 

2 920 

3 
6 

10 
'121 

5 
8 

26 

18 

165 
12 

103 
29 

6 

15 

: I 
- I 
: I 
: " 299 -

: ! 

~ I 
~ 1 

: I 
- I 

2 922 

3 
b 

:-
6 

26 

16 

165 
12 

10Q 
29 

b 

October 
payroll :; 

18 

36'1 

10 

3 
7 

5 
9 

23 

H7 
7 

97 
26 

6 

Institutions 

Number of employees 

Total 

15 

300 

10 
370 

8 
26 

19 

165 
12 
86 
29 

7 

Full-time Full-time 
only equivalent 

15 

~ I 
: I 
- J 

29~ , 

- I 
- I 

: 
: I 

- I 
- I 

: I 

1 902 

;I 
b 

10 
370 

20 

165 
12 
87 
29 

b 

15 

299 

1 902 

3 
6 

10 
370 

8 
26 

18 

165 
12 
88 
29 

6 

- I 

October 
payroll 

16 

36~ 

J J2ts 

J 
1 

9 
38J 

1'17 
7 

d2 
20 

6 

" 

; 

CORRECTIONS 

Table 62. Detail of corrections employment and payrolls of 406 large city governments, 
October 1978--Continued 

City' 

Total 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 
Pt'obation and parole 

Number of employees 

Full-time FuH-time 
October 
payroll 

only eqUivalent 
------------.------r---~r---

... 1 
CALIFORNIA--CONTINUED 

SANTA CLARA •••• 
SANTA MONICA • • 
SANTA ROSA • • • • • 
SIMI VALLEY •••••• 
SOUTH GATE. .,. 
STOCKTON ••••• 
sUNNYVALE ••••••• 
T~OUSAND OAKS. • 
TORRANCE.. •• 
VALLEJO. •• ••• 
WEST COVINA.. • 
WESTMINSTER. • • 
WHITTIER. • • 

COLORADO I 
ARVADA. •• . 
AURORA • •• •••• · . 
~g~~~~~o SPRINGS • • 
DENVER •••• 
FORT COLLINS •• 
LAKEWOOD • • 
PUE~LO •••• 

CONNECTICUT I 
BRIDGEPORT • • 
BRISTOL. • •• 
DANBUHY. •• •• 
HARTFORD.. • 
MERIDEN. •• • 
MILFORU ••••• 
NEW BRITAIN. •• 
NEW HAVEN.. •• • 
NORWALK. ••••• • 
STAMFORD". • • ., 
wAlERBURY •••••••• 
WEST HAVEN. •• • • 

UELAWAREI 
wiLMINGTON 

DiSTRICT OF COLUMBIAI 
wASHINGTON ••••••• 

rL.oRIDAI 

· .. · .. · . 
· . · . · . · . 

· . · . 

CLEARWATEH • • • •• •••••• 
FORT LAUDERDAL.E. • • • •••••• 
GAINESVILLE. • • • •• • • • • 
HIALEAH, • I • • •• ••••• 

HOLL YWOOD. • •• ••••••• ' 

~~~~i~N~I:L:: ::::. '. :. '. :.1 
MIAMI BEACH ••••••• 
ottLANDO. ••• •• ••• 
pENSACOLA. • • • • 
ST. PETERSBUKG. •• " I 
TALLAHASSEE. , • • • • • • • 
TAMPA. • • • • • • • ••• 
WEST PALM BEACH. •••••••• 

bEORGIAI 
ALBANY • • • • • • 
ATLANTA •••• 
AUGUSTA, • •• • • 
COLUMSUS. ••••• 
MACON.. • ••• 
SAVANNAH • • • • • 

HAWAII I 
HONOLULU 

lDA~OI 
BOISE CITY 

ILLINOISI 

· .... · .. .. 

ARLINGTON HEIGHTS. • ••••• 
AURORA. • ••• •••••• 
BERWYN • • ~ • • •• •• ••• 
cHAMPAIGN. • • •• ••••••• 
CHICAGO. • • • • • • •••••• 
cICERO •••••••••••••• 
DECATUR. • • • • ~ • • • • • • • 
DES PLAINES. • • ~. •• " 
EAST ST~ LOUIS •• ; •••••• 
ELGIN. , a , •• • ••••••• 

See £ootn()tes Rt end nf table.. 

2 

585 

33 33 

t6 16 16 

7 

1 263 

31 

1S 

i 
-I 
:1 

~ I 
=1 

Misce llaneous 

Number of employees 

Total 
FUll-time Full-time 

on 1)' equivalenc 

= I 

2 2 2 

-
- I 
1 

ij35 ij35 

1~ I 18 

5 5 I 5 

I 
- J 

: I 

:1 
- ! 

= I 

377 

October 
payroll 

J 

16 
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Table 62. Detail of corrections employment and payrolls of 406 large city governments, 
October 1978-Continued 

ILLINOIS--CONTINUED 
EVANSTON , , 
JOLIET " 
OAK LAWN " , 
OAK PARK 
PEORJA •••• 
ROCKFORD, , 
RuCK ISLAND, 
SKOKIE • , , 
SPRINGFIELD, 
WAUKE(,AN , 

INDIANA. 
ANDERSON • 
EVANSVILLE 
FORT NAYNE , , , 
GARY. , 
HAMMOND, • , 
INDIANAPOLIS 
MUNCIE 
r,1)KO". • • 
SOUTH BfND 
TERRE HAUTE, 

IOWAI 
CEDAR RAPIDS •• 
COU:,C tL BLUFFS 
DAVENPORT. 
DES MOINE~ 
DUBUQUE •• 
SIOUX CITY 
W.4TERLOO 

KANSAS: 
KANSAS CITY. 
LAWRENCE ••• 
OVERLAND PAKK. 
TOPEKA 
WICHITA. 

KENTUCKY: 
COVINGTON. 
LEXINGTON. 
LOUISVILLE • 
OWENSBORO. 

LOUISIANA: 
BATON ROUGE.. • 
LAFAYETTE. 
LAKE CHARLES • 
MONROE ••• 
NEW ORLEANS. • 
SHREVEPORT 

MAINE. 
PORTLAND 

MARYLAND: 
BALTIMORE. , , 

MASSACHUSETTS. 
BOSTON 
BROCKTON • 
CAMBRIDGE. • • 
CHICOPt:E •• " 
FALL KIVEll • 
HOLYOKE. •• 
LAWRENCE • • 
LOWELL. •• 
LYNN .... 
MALDEN • 
MEDFORD ••• 
NEW BEDFORD. 
NEWTON • • •• 
PITTSFIELD •• 
QUINCy • • • 
sOMERVILLE • • 
SPRINGFIELD, 
WALTHAM. 
WORCESTER ••• 

MICHIGAN. 
ANN ARBOR. , • 
DEARBORN •••• 
DEARBORN HEI(,HTS 
DETROIT. • • • 
EAST LANSING 

, , 
, , 

. 
, 

, , 

. .. . , 

. , , 

Set' footnotes at end of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Tota 1 corrections 

Number of employees 

Total 

b 

6 

1'17 

" 726 
23 

522 

573 
1 

8 

3 

10 
7 

22 
2'11 

2 

Full-time 
only 

, 

5 

2q 
q 
3 

6 

130 I 

- I 
- I 

131 

726 
11 

522 

573 

8 

3 

i 

Full-time 
cquivIllent 2 

6 

7 
726 

23 

022 

573 

7 
7 

12 
2'11 

2 

October 
payrol12 

3 

5 
2 

!i23 
1 

33 
5 
3 

23 

6 

122 

101 

~ 
733 

19 

611 

693 

- I 

91
1 

12 
12 

.381 
3 

Institutions 

Number of employees 

Total 

3 

337 

9 

6 

138 

93 

9 
65" 

23 

33q 

5 
3 

232 

I 

Full-time Full-time 
only equivalent 

3 

3 

122 

92 

651 
11 

522 

33q 

5 
3 

232 

3 

128 

92 

'l~ I 
~22 

5 
3 

232 

OetoJber 
payr' '1 

306 

11 

J 

23 

IH 

70 

~ 
660 

1'1 

611 

Job 

9 
3 

3'13 

_ .--____ ~_--__ ~ __ ._---------------"P'-----~----.---

~ i , , 

, , 
" i 

CORRECTIONS 

Table 62. Detail of corrections employment and payroll.s of 406 large city governments 
October 1978-Continued ' 

City' 

lLLINOIS--CONTINUED 
EVANSTON 
JOLIET. 
OAK LAWN 
OAK PARK 
PEORIA • 
ROCKFORD , • , 
ROCK ISLAND, 
SKOKIE , , , 
SPRINGFIELD, 
WAUKEIlAN 

INDIANA: 
ANDERSON , 
EVANSVILLE 
FORT WAYNE 
GARY, •• 
HAMMOtlU. , , , 
INDIANAPOLIS 
MUNCIE, •• 
KOK(}f/,O ••• 
SOUTH BENt) • 
TERRE HAUTE, 

IOWA: 
CEDAR RAPIDS • 
COUNCIL BLUFFS 
DAVENPORT. 
DES MOINES , 
DUBUQUE, , 
SIOUX CITY 
WATERLOO , 

KANSAS: 
KANSAS CITY. 

~e~~E~~5 PARK: ' 
TOPEKA • , 
WICHITA. 

KENTUCKY: 
COVINGTON. , , 
LEXINGTON. 
LOUISVILLE 
OWENS~ORD. 

LOUISIAr.,A. 
BATON ROUbE, 
LAFAYETTE. , 
LAKE CHARLES 
MONROE • • , 
NEW OKLEANS, , 
SHREVEPORT , 

MAINE. 
PORTLAND , , 

MARYLAND I 
BALTIMORE. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 
BUST ON , • 
RROCKTON • • 
CAMBRIDGE. 
CHICOPEE • 
FALL RIVER , 
HOLYOKE. 
LAWRENCE 
LOWELL • 
LYNN, , 

MALDEN • 
MEDFORD. , , 
NEW BEUFORt), 
NEWTON. , , 
PITTSFIELD , 
QUINCY. , , 
SOMERVILI.E , 
SPRINGF]'ELD, 
WAL THAM •• 
WORCESTER, 

MICHIGANI 
ANN ARBOR •• 
DEARBORN • , • , 
DEARBOKN HEIGHTS 
DETROIT, • , • , , 
EAST LANSIN(' , , 

Sce footnotes at end of table. 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 
Probation and parole 

Number of employees 

Total 

5 

5 
q 

136 

: I 
: I 
-I 
- j 

15 

75 

239 

6 

-: 

10 
2 

19 

2 

Full-time 
only 

5 

5 
2 

136 
1 

15 

36 

239 

6 
2 
2 

2 

Full-time 
equiva lent 

5 

5 
2 

136 
1 

b 

6 

36 

7" 

239 

7 
2 
9 

2 

Misce llaneous 

Number of employees 
October -.------,------,------l 
payroll 

~I 
5 
2 

117 
'L 

21 

6 

2S 

73 

307 

9 
3 
9 

3 

Total Full-tim!! Full-time 
only eqUivalent 

2 

-I 
o 

I 

-I 

.3 

9 

379 

October 
payroll 

5 

2 

2 

a 
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Table 62. Detail of corrections employment and payrolls of 406 large city governments, 
October I9l8-Continued 

City' 

MICHIGAN--CONTINUED 
FARMINGTON HILLS. •• • • • 
FLINT ••••• , • • ••• 
GRAND RAP I OS .., • • • • • 
KALAMAZOO. • • • •• • ••••• 
LANSING. • • • • • • •• •• 
LINCOLN PARK ,.. ••• '.', 
LIVONIA, •• Q • • •• • •• 

PONTIAC. • • • • • , • • • • • • • 
ROSEVILLE. • •• •• • • 

ROYAL OAK •• , , 
SAGINAW ••••••• 
SOUTHFIELD • • • 
ST. CLAIR SHORES • 
STERLING HEIGHTS • 
TAYLOR. •• .., 
TROV • • •• • 
WARREN • •• • • 
WESTLAND •• 
WYOMINu. • • • • 

MINNESOTA I 
BLOOMINGTON. • • 
DULUTH • • • • • 
MINNEAPOLIS ••• 
ROCHESTER. • • •• 
ST. PAUL • •• 

· . · . 

MISSISSIPPI, 
BILOXI • 
JACKSON •• 

. .... , ..... , 
MISSOURII I 

COLUMBIA • , • • •• • • • 

i~g~~~~~~~CE: : ; : '. :; :; I KANSAS C lTY • •••• 
ST. JOSEPH •••••• 
ST. LOUIS.. ••• • 
SPRINGFIELD. • •• •• 

MONTANA I 
BILLINGS •• , •••• 
GREAT FALLS. • • • • • • • 

NEBRASKA I 
LINCOLN •••••• 
OMAHA ••••• 

..... .... 
NEVADA I 

LAS VEGAS. 
RENO •• 

. . . .. . ... . . . . .... . 
NEW HAMPSHIRE I 

MANCHESTEK • • • • • 
NASHUA •••••• • 

.0 •• ... 
NEW JERSEY I 

BAYONNE. • • • • • • 
BLOOMFIELD • • • • 
CAMDEN. • ••• 
CLIFTON. • • , • • • 
EAST ORANbE.. •• 
ELIZABETH. • • , 
IRVINGTON, ••• 

JERSEY CITY. • 
NEWARK •••••• 
PASSAIC ••••• 
PATERSON .,. 
T~ENTON ••••• 
UNION ClTY. • 
VINELAND • • , • 

". . .. . .. .. . 

NEW MEXICOI 
ALBUQUEf\QUE, • 

NEW yORKI 
ALBANY • • • • • • • • 
BINGHAMTON • , • •• 
BUFFALO. • • •• • •• 
MOUNT VERNON • • • • • 
NElli ROCHELLE • • •• ..., 
Ntw YQ~I~ CITY. • ••••• 
See footnotes at end of table. 

· . · . 
· . · . 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Total C'orrections 

NumhtlL" of employees 

Total 

30 
28 

II 
77 

1 
6 
5 

17 

8 

1 
1 
2 

6 
1 

-, 
38 

98 

602 
1 

'16 
5 

24 

8 
11 

1'12 

2 

:I 5'1~ I 

Full-time FuU .. time 
only equf.valent Z 

30 
12 

II 
~5 

1 
4 
5 

8 

6 
1 

36 

98 

602 
1 

115 
5 

138 

2 

30 
1& 

'I 
52 

1 
5 
1; 

8 

() 

1 

38 

9~ I 
60~ I 

liS 
5 

2'1 

8 
10 

2 

5 548 

October 
pllyrolP 

'12 
21 

6 
57 

1 
7 
7 

6 

10 

2 
1 
1 

9 
1 

:.15 

10'1 

595 
1 

110 
6 

33 

8 
11 

1'17 

2 

7 63'1 

lnstitueions 

Number of cmp ~o}'ees 

Total 

25 

18 
1 

38 

63 

'126 
1 

31 

128 

'I 366 

Full_time FuB-time 
only equlv-alcnt 

25 

18 
1 

63 

31 

128 

'I 366 

25 

18 
1 

63 

'126 
1 

::II 

2'1 

128 

'I 36~ I 

October 
payroll 

35 

21 
1 

69 

J9t1 
1 

3 

2' 

3J 

130 

6 380 
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Table 62. Detail of corrections employment and payrolls of 406 large city governments 
October 1978-Continued . I 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Probation and parole Miscellaneous 

Number of employees Number of employees 
October October 

Total Full-time Full-time payroll Total Full-time Full-time payroll _________________ +-_____ l-_..:o..:n~IY_+..:e.:::qu:.:i-va:.:l..:en.:.:t~_I-.-__ , __ _ __ •.. __ '-r-~~'- ~iV:l~r.... ____ _ 

MICHIGAN--CONTINUED 
FARMINGTON HILLS • 
FLINT. • • •• ., 
GRAND RAPIDS •• 
KALAMAZOO. • • 
LANSING ••••••• 
LX NCOLN PARK 
LIVONIA. 
PONTIAC ••• 
ROSEVILLE. •• • 

ROYAL OAK.. " 
SAGINAW •• 
SOUTHFIELD • •• • 
ST. CLAIR SHORES 
STERLINu HEIbHTS 
TAYLOR • 
TROY • •• •• • 
WARREN. • 
WESTLAND 
WYOMING. • 

MINNESOTA I 
BLOOMINGTON. • 
DULUTH • • • 
~IINNEAPOLIS •• 
ROCHESTER. • > 

ST. PAUL • 

MISSISSIPPI I 
flILOXI. •• 
JACKSON, •• 

MlssoURII 
COLUMdIA • 
FLORISSANT • • 
INDEPENDENCE • 
KANSAS CITY. • 
ST. JOSEPH 
ST. LOUIS ••• 
SPRINuFIELD. 

MONTANA I 
BILLINGS ••• 
GREAT FALLS. 

M,SKASKAI 
LINCOLN. 
ofiAHA •• 

.. . .. . 
NEVADA I . LAS VEGAS. 

RENO · . 
N£W HAMPSHIRE I 

MANCHEST6K 
NASHUA 

NEW JERSEY; 
BAYONNE ••• 
BLOOMFIELD. 
CAMDEN • 
CLIFTON •••• 
EAST ORANGE. • • 
ELI2A~ETH. • • 
IRVINGTON •• 

JERSEY CITY. 
NEWARK. • 
PASSAIC •• 
PATERSON 
TRENTON •• 
UNION CITY. 
VINELAND 

NEW MEXICOI 
ALBUQUERQUE. 

IIIEw YORK: 
ALBANY •• 

· · · .. 
· · .. 

BINGHAMTON " 
BUFFALO ••••• 
MOUNT VERNON .., 
NEW ROCHELLE • 
NEW YORK C lTY. 

. · . 

· . . . 

· · . 
· · . 

· . · 

," . · . 
· .. . 

. ... . .. 

· . · . · .. · .. 
Set' footnotes at end of table. 

5 
23 

4 
:'1 

6 
5 

17 

8 

1 
1 
2 

2 
1 

35 

173 

15 
5 

8 
11 

11 

2 

1 170 

5 
12 
II 

24 

q 
5 

2 

8 

2 
1 

35 

173 

8 
10 

7 

-
, jl 

5 
15 
'I 

30 

5 
5 

8 

2 
1 

- I 

35 

173 

8 
10 

9 

2 

1 170 

7 
18 

6 
33 

7 
7 

6 

10 

2 
1 
1 

2 
1 

13 
6 

7 

2 

1 'IJb 

5 

8 

3 

1~ I 

3 

q I 
- I 

1 

: I 
: I 

-

~l 
: I 

I 

: I , 

- I 
i 

- i 

J 

12 

5 

J 

I 
:1 

:1 
~ I 
- I 
- I 

j 
3 I 

12 ld 

• 
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Table 62. Detail of corrections employment and payrolls of 406 large city governments 
October 1978-Continued ' 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Total corrections 

Number of employees 

Total Full .. time FUll-time 
------------------------____________ t-__________ t-__ ~o~nly equivalent! 

October 
payroll I 

NEW YORK~-C",,; ~:,l!EO 
NIAGARA FALLS. > 

ROCHESTER, " , 
ROME • • • • • • • 
SCHENECTADY " 
SYRACUSE, , 
TROY, , " 
UTICA. • •• " 
WHITE PLAINS , , 
YONKERS., '" 

NORTH CAROLINA I 
ASHEVILLE •• 
CHARLOTTE, , , , , 
DURHAM, , , 
FAYETTEVILLE , 
GREENSBORO , , , 
HIGH POINT , 
RALEIGH, , , 
WILMINGTON , , • 
WINSTON-SALEH, , , 

NORTH DAKOTA: 

.;, . . . . " · . . . 
" .. . .. .. . . · .. .. . . ... 
· . .. . . 
, ... · . . .. , ,. 
· , , , ...... . , 

FARGO, , . , 
OHIOI 

AKRON, , 
CANTON • • 
CINCINNATI '" 
CLEVELAND, • , , , 
CLEVELAND HEIGHTS, 
COLUMBUS , , 
DAYTON. '" 
ELYRIA , , 
EUCLID " " 
HAMILTON , 

KETTERING, 
LAKEWOOD • • , 
U",A • 
LORAIN •• 
MANSFIELD, • , 
PARMA, • • • • • • 
SPRINGFIELD. , , 
TOLEDO 
WARREN ••• 
YOUNGSTOWN 

OKLAHOMA: 
LAWTON , 
MIDWEST, 
NORMAN , 
OKLAHOMA 
TULSA, 

OREGON: 

, · .... 
· . , .. 

· , , .. · , , , , 

· . · ..... . 
" .. 

. , . 
. , , · . .. · . . . 

, . .. .. 
EUGENE , 
PORTLAND 
SALEM, 

· . . . .. . 
· . . . . . . .. 

PENNSYLVANIA' 
ALLENTOWN, , , , 
AL ,'OONA. , • • • 
BETHLEHEM, " 
CHESTER, • 

.. . 
ERIE • t • • • • 

HARRISBURG , • • • 
LANCASTER.. " 
PHILADELPHIA , 
PITTSBURGH " 

, , 
, 

READING, • 
SCRANTON • , • , , 
WILKES-BARRE " 
YORI< , •••• 

RHODE ISLAND: 
CRANSTON , , 
PAWTUCKET •• , 
PROVIDENCE • 
WARWICK, 

l:iOUTH CAROLINA: 

, , . . 

. .. "" .,. . " ., , . , , 

CHARLESTON , '" 
COLUMBIA , • , 
GREENV I LLE , , • , • 
NORTH CHARLESTON , 

Sec footnotes at end of table. 

10 

35 
'I 

139 
110 

1 
87 
78 

'I 

2 

7 
2 
6 
6 
7 

3 
59 

'I 
21:1 

9 
5 

3'+ 
35 

1 801 

35 

10 

35 
3 

133 
110 

87 
77 

'I 

2 

7 
2 
6 
5 
7 

3 
59 

'I 
28 

9 
5 

3'1 
35 

1 801 

3l 

10 

~ I 
35 

3 
136 
110 

87 
77 
'I 

2 

7 
2 
6 
5 
7 ! 
- I 
3 

59 
q 

28 

" 5 

3'+ 
35 

--/ 

: I 
,j 

: I 

~ I 
21 I 

: I 

104 
89 

5 

2 

7 
2 
7 
6 
8 

'+ 
80 

3 
27 

7 
q 

2 665 

2~ I 

Institutions 

Number of employees 

Total 

10 

30 

126 
67 

7'+ 
73 

3 

8 
5 

26 
3~ 

1 063 

35 

Full .. time Full-time 
only equivalent 

lU 

30 

12U 
67 

'+1 
4 

26 

26 
35 

- I 

1 063 

10 

30 

123 
67 

5 
q 
2 

'11 
'I 

26 

8 
5 

1 063 

31 

October 
payroll 

21 

41 

1'1~ 
1:16 

87 
83 
'I 

5~ 
.l 

2~ 

b 
4 

1 749 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------~--------------------------------~C~------------.. --.. ~ ................. ~FF~ .... ~ ...... ~.u.a .. ~ 

CORRECTIONS 

Table 62. Detail of corrections employment and payrolls of 406 large city governments, 
October 1978-Continued 

City' 

NEW YORK--CONTINUED 
NIAGARA FALLS, , 
ROCHESTER, , , , 
ROME • • • • • • • 
SCHENECTADY " • 
SYRACUSE ". , 
TROY '" • 
UTICA ••••••• 
WHITE PLAINS , , 
yONKERS. • • • • • • 

NORTH CAROLINA I 

. . , . ... 
. , · , , · ... · , , . " · . ~. 

ASHEVILLE ••••• , •• • •• 
CHARLOTTE. • ••• •• 
DURHAM • • • ,. •••• ••• 
FAYETTEVILLE '" • , 
GREENSBORO • • • •• • • 
HIGH POINT • ,.. , , 
RALEIGH. • • • • •• • • 
WILMINGTON • • " ••• •• 
WINSTON-SA~EM, , • , • , , 

NORTH DAKOTAI 
FAKbO, 

OHIO: 
AKRON" "'.. ••• e " 
CANTON , , • •• •• • •• 
CINCINNATI • • • •• • •• • 
CLEVELAND •• , • ~ •••••• 
cLEVELAND HEIGHTS "'" , 
COLUM~US • • • • •• • 
DAYTON • ,. ••• ., • 
ELYRIA • • • • • • , •• 
EUCLID • • • • • • • ••• 
HAMILTON • • • • ••• • • 

KETTERING. • • • ••• 
LAKEWOOO ,.. • •• • 
LIMA. • • • • •• 
LORAIN • • • • • •••• 
MANSFIELD. • • • • ••• • 
PARMA. • • • • • •• • ••• 
SPRINGFIELD. , • • • •• • 
TOLEDO. 8.. l ..... . 
wARREN • • • • • • • •• • 
YOUNGSTOWN • • • • • • • • • • 

OKLAHOMA I 
LAWTON •••• • .,... 
MIDWEST. ••••• •• 4 

NORMAN • • • ~ • • • • • , • • ~ 
OKLAHOMA CITY, •• ~ ••••••• 
TuLSA. • • • • • •• • ,. 

OREGON I 
EUGENE , 
PORTLAND 
SALEM, , 

.. . ... 
•••• !' •••• " • 

P~NNSYLVANIAI 
AL~ENTOWN. • •• •• 9 ~ • • • • 

AlTOONA_ • • •• • ~ , • _ •• 
BETHLEHE~l, , • • 5 ••• 8 • 

CHESTE,K, • • • • t • p • • 

EKIE , • ~ ,. •••• ~ ~ • • • 
HARRISBU~b • ~ .,. 4 • l' 

LANCA!)'rEf\'J • • • • ,~ •• , 
PHILADELPHIA , • " .! ••• , 
PITTSaUKGrl I , , • • ~ , ~ ~ • , • 

REAOIN<i." 11 , •• :; •• 0 II , 

SCRANTQ~ ~ •• ,.. t ..., 
wILKES ... l\JixRE •• " •• , •• , 
YORK • & • , ~ • • • • • , , • , 

KHOOE I.5~A'J[)1 
CRANSTON , 
PAWTUCKEr, • 
PROVIDENCE , 
WARWICK, , • 

SOUTH CAROLINAI 

~ . . , . . . . . , 
• .. • • • • • • • • If 

CHARLESTON • • • • • • ~ • • • • • 
COLUM~IA ~ • , • t , ~ • ~ ,. , 

GKEENVILlE • , , ••• ~ ~ • , •• 
NORTH CHAKLESTON , • • , • • • , , 
Sec footnotos at cnd of f.i1bl-c:. 

Total 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Probation and parole 

Number of employees 

5 
'I 

2b 
1 

13 
5 
1 

2 

2 
1 
2 

;1 
18 

2 

B 

738 

Full .. time Full .. time 
oniy equivalent 

5 
3 

26 

1.3 
q 
1 

2 

2 
1 
1 
~ 

3 
18 

2 

738 

~ I 

13 
q 
1 

2 

- I 
2 I 

t I 
; I 

18 

2 

8 

738 

October 
payroll 

1~ i 
2 

2· 
1 
1 
6 

916 

Total 

~1isce llaneous 

Number of employees 

13 
17 

~ I 
~ I 
- I 
- I 
- I 

: I 
- I 

: I 

Full ... time Full ... time 
only equivalent 

13 
17 

- I 

: I 
- I 

7 

: I 

I 

- ! 

: i 
i 

- I 

~ I 

383 

October 
payroll 

15 
15 

7 



384 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 62. Detail of corrections employment and payrolls of 406 large city governments, 
October 1978-Continued 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Totli 1 corrections Institutions 

Number of employees 
Number of employees 

October 
llctobcr 
payroLl 

SOUTH DAKOTA' 
SIOUX FALLS. 

70t31 Full-time Full-time payrolP Total FUll-time Full-time 
____________________________________ ~--------~~---o-n-IY~--4_,-e~qu-i-v-.-le-n_t_'~----------+_--------~~---O~n~l~Y--_+-e-q~U-i-v-.l-e~n-t4_---------

. . . . 
TENNESSEE: 

CHATTANOObA, 
CLARKSVILLE, , 
KNOXVILL!::" , 
MEMPHIS, • , • • • 
NASHVILLE-DAVIDSON 

TEXAS: 
ABILENE, " 
AMARILLO , , 
ARLINGTON. 
AUSTIN " 
BEAUMONT , , 
BROWNSVILLE, " 
CORPUS CHRISTI , 
DALLAS , , 
EL PASO, , 

FORT WORTH , , 
GAI.VESTON, 
GAkLAND, , , , , 
GRAND PRAIRIE., 
HOUSTON. " 
IRVIN" , 
LAREDO 
LONGVIEW , 
LU6tlOCK, 

~ESQUITE 

MIDLAND, 
OOESSA • 
PASADENA 
PORT ARTHUR, , 
RICHARDSON , 
SAN ANGELO 
SAN ANTONIO, , , 
TYLER. " 

, . . 

wpao • • • • • • • 
V,ICHITA FALLS, 

UTAH: 
OGDEN, , 
PROVO, • • , , 
SALT LAKE CITY, , 

VIRGINIA! 
ALEXI'!..;flIA , 
CKESAr~AKE , , , 
HAMPTr;~. •• • 
l Vt"~htlURG. • 
NI:\\t.QRT NEWS, 
NOI·· -OlK ••••••• 
PO~ iSMOUTH , 
RICHMOND, , 
ROANOKE, , , , , 
VIRGINIA tlEACH 

WASHINGTON: 

, , 
, , , ,. . · ,. . , ... 

. . .. ., ... · . . . 
•• j 

· •.• : • ! 
1 

I 

:: : .. 1 

, . 

•••• t 

I 
:: I 

'1 

I 
. . . . . . , . .. . . ,. 

BELLEVUE , 
EVERETT, 
SEATTLE, 
SPOKANE, 
TACOMA 

. . . .. . 
, " 

..... 
, 
, , , , . . , , , 

WEST VIRGINIA: 
CHARLESTON , , , , 
HUNTINuTON , , , 

WISCONSIN: 
APPLETON. , , 
GREEN BAY, 
KENOSHA ••• 
LA CROSSE, 
MADISON. , , 
MILWAUKEE. , • • • 
OSHKOSH, •• •• 
RACINE • •• • 

: ; .. ; : : I 
. . 

, . .. ... 

17 
173 
287 

9 

U5 

21 

189 

2 

3 
3 

11 
6 

57 
123 

B6 
67 

1B8 
21d 

7<1 
367 

99 
H3 

5 

q2 

6 

17 
173 
287 

9 

106 

21 

189 

2 

3 
3 

11 
6 

5 

39 

6 

17 
173 
287 

9 

108 

21 

189 

2 

3 
3 

11 
6 

57 
112 

B6 
63 

166 
201 
7~ 

36q 
93 

1q3 

5 

b 

H 
179 
267 

II 

122 

3 
2 

J 

6d 
104 
76 
53 

16B 
17q 

71 
273 

8B 
121 

7 

9 

115 

21 

189 

2 

3 
;.5 

-I 
- I 
4 

11 
6 

42 
123 

49 
56 

13Y 
169 

7q 
364 
~~ 
97 

17 

2 

106 

21 

189 

2 

3 
3 

11 
6 

q2 
107 
4~ 
55 

136 
l~d 
74 

343 
51 
97 

2 

17 
126 
2q3 

9 

10~ I 
21 

i 
3' 
31 
-I 

42 
112 

q9 
55 

138 
16q 

74 
362 

51 
97 

2 

122 

31 

J 

11 
a 

52 
10Q 

40 
47 

11B 
141 

71 
272 

4" 
70 

2 

WAUWATOSA.. ••••• ••• 
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- Reprosonts zoro or rounds to zero. 
lDatn /U"o bnsad on a field cCrlllpilat10n from records of ench city government shown; see text :for data limitations. 
2DcCQUBO of rounding, tho detail figures may not add precisely to totals abown. 
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CORRECTIONS 

Table 62. Detail of corrections employment and payrolls of 406 large city governments, 
October 1978-Continued 

City' 

~OUTH DAKOTA! 
SIOUX FALLS. 

TENNESSEE! 
CHATTANOOGA. ••• • •••• 
CLARKSVILLE, ••••• u • • • • 

KNOXVILLE. • • • • • •• •• 
MEMPHIS. • • • • ., •• • I • 

NASHVILkE-DAVIDSON, ..,... 

TEXAS! 
ASI~ENE. ". •• • ••• 
AMARILLO •••••••• • 
ARLINGTON.., " • 
AUSTIN •••••• •••••• 
BEAUMONT • • • • • • • •• • 
SROWNSVILLE. • •• • •• •• 
CORPUS CHRISTI , ,. • , •• , 
DALLAS. .,... • •••• 
EL PASO •••• ,. , •••••• 

FORT WORTH , •• •• • • • 
GALVESTON. • • • • • • • ••• 
GARLAND. • • •• • •••••• 
GRAND PRAIR1~. • •• •• • •• 
HOUSTON. • • • •• .,. ••• 
IRVING. ••••• • , ••• 
LAREDO •• ...,...... 
LONGVIEW • • • •• ••••••• 
LUBSOCK. ••••• • ••••• 

MESGlUITE 

MIDL.AND. •• • ••••••••• 
ODESSA ••••••• j , • • 

PASADENA • • • • • • •• ••• 
PORT ARTHUR.. •• • •••• 
RICHARDSON • • • •• ••••• 
SAN ANuELO • • • • • • • • • 
SAN ANTONIO. • • • • • • " • 
TYLER. • • • • • • • ••• 
WACO • • , • • , • • •• •••• 
wICHITA FALLS. • • • ••••• 

UTAH: 
OGDEN. • • • • • •• • •••• 

i 

I 

I 
1 
I 

: : I PKOVO, •••• " ,.. • 
SALT LAK~ CITY •••• " • 

I 

VIRGINIA! I 
ALEXANORIA • • • • • ••••• I 
CHESAPEAKE • • • • • • , , , • • • 
HAMPTON •••••••••••••• 
LYNCHBUKG, • • •• • •••••• 
NEWPORT NE.WS • • ., ~.. • 
NORFOL.K. • • • • • • f; • • • • • • : 

PORTSMOUTH • • • •• • •••• I 
~~~~~~~~ : : : : : '.' : :, " :. :. :. :. I VIRliINlA tlEACH 

\\ASHINGTON! 
BELLEVUE •••• •• • • • 
EVERETT. • • • • • •• • •••• 
CEATTLE ••••• ~ ••••• 
SPOKANE. • • • •• • •••••• 
TACOMA • • • • • •• • •••• 

~EST VIRC,INIA! 
CHARLESTON • • • •• ••• •• 
HUNTINurON • • • • •• Ii , 

~ISCONSINI 
APPLETON ....,. ••••• 
GREEN BAY ••••••••• , ••• 
KENOSHA •• , •• , •••••• 
LA CROSSE. , • " ..., •• 
MADISON •••••••••••••• 
MILWAUKEE. , •• • ••• , ••• 
OSHKOSH. • • ". 3 ••• 

Total 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 
Prot/Btion and parole 

NI:mber of' employees 

:1 

15 

37 
11 
q9 
q7 

5 

25 

Full .. time t~ull-time 

only aquiva lent 

: I 
- 1 
-I 
-! 
-) 

J7 
8 

q9 
35 

2 
q2 
45 

25 

Ortober 
payroll 

16 

30 
1 
~O 
30 

6 

Total 

Hisce llanaous 

Number of emp loyecs 

2 

Full ... time 
only 

2 

Fu ll .. time 
eqUivalent 

2 

385 

Octobef 
payroll 

J 

2 

RACINE • • • • • , •• ••••• 
WAUWATOSA, • •• •• M ••••• 

WEST ALLIS • • • •• •••••• -------~-~------~-+__ _____ -L_ _______ -~---___ .~-~ _______ ~-~ ______ -_L__ ____ ___ 
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! i FIGURE 26. 
Ii Percent distribution of other criminal justice direct expenditure I' 

States ' I 
I: by state and type of government, Fiscal Year 1978 
L! Counties \1 
!i Municipalities 
II 
II 0 20 40 60 80 100 

II' 
Total, U.S. Missouri 

,J 

II 
Ii AI:abama Montana II 
'I Alaska Nebraska II I, 
II Arizona Nevada H 
'I II I Arkansas. New Hampshire II 
II I
J California New Jersey I, 

'Ii 'I [I Colorado New ~1exico II 
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388 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Table 63. Other criminal justice expenditure, by character and object, by State 

and type of government, fiscal year 1978 

(Thousands of dollars) ----------,.--.. -..,.....-------.. --r---------
State and type of government 1 

STATES-LOCAL. TOTAL. 
STATES • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL· ••• 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

ALABAMA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE ••••••• \to •••• 

LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES. •••• 

ALASKA • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • 0 • 

LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
BOROUGHS • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • •• • 

ARIZONA. • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. ~ • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • '.' •• 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

ARKANSAS • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • •• •• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • v • • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

CALIFORNIA • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • •• • 

COLORADO • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • •• •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

CONNECTICUT •••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

MuNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

DELAWARE • • • • • • • • • 
STATn. • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA • 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

FLORIDA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • 0 • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

GEORGIA. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

t~AWAII ••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • 

COUNTIES ••. , 
MUNICIPALITIES 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total' 

350 9011 
'526 897 
2111 992 
172 563 
71 515 

1 333 
1I613 

398 
376 

22 

1 367 
1 790 

1 232 
7 2112 

1191 
66 

1125 

3 019 
6 078 
1 1110 

5117 
1 018 

26 6115 
58 752 
19 710 
15 0111 
5 087 

II 818 
8 035 
2 718 
1 066 
1 652 

3 1101 
6 3011 
1 2116 
1 251 

1 279 
1 898 

111 

14 

1 1163 

1 IIS3 
1 1183 

9 536 
15 078 

8 285 
6 907 
1 11211 

1 988 
11 393 

1 186 
559 

I 6110 

2 832 
32611 
1 3110 
1 273 

67 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

350 9011 
122 4611 
228 440 
170 997 

57 11113 

1 333 
935 
398 
376 

22 

1 367 
1 367 

1 232 
7111 
1191 

66 
1125 

;5 019 
1 6211 
1 395 

5116 
8119 

26 6'f5 
6 965 

19 680 
111 966 

II 7111 

II 818 
2 100 
2 718 
1 066 
1 652 

3 1101 
2 155 
1 2116 
1 2115 

1 279 
1 265 

111 

111 

1 1183 

1 1183 
1 IIB3 

9 536 
1 252 
8 2811 
6 906 
1 378 

1 966 
803 

1 165 
559 
626 

2 832 
1 1192 
1 3110 
1 273 

67 

Direct 
current 

2114 630 
119 096 
125 532 
72 950 
52 581 

1 016 
925 

91 
70 
22 

! 362 
1 362 

1 2211 
7111 
1183 

66 
1117 

2171 
1 069 
1 102 

5116 
556 

22 020 
6 6211 

15 196 
10 521 

II 675 

II 6112 
2 100 
2 5112 
1 058 
1 11811 

3 368 
2 129 
~ 239 
1 239 

1 279 
1 265 

111 

111 

1 1170 

1 1170 
1 1170 

9 195 
1 236 
7 959 
6 581 
1 376 

1 6119 
786 
863 
559 
3011 

2 832 
1 1192 
1 3110 
1 273 

67 

Capital 
outlay 

106 2711 
3 366 

102 908 
98 0117 
II 7115 

317 
10 

307 
307 

5 
5 

8 

8 

8 

8117 
555 
292 

292 

II 625 
1111 

iI 11811 
II 11115 

39 

176 

176 
7 

169 

32 
26 

6 
6 

13 

13 
13 

3111 
16 

325 
325 

3)\) 
17 

322 

322 

Intergovernmenta 1 expenditure 

Total 

1120 071 
11011 113) 

15 638 
1 566 

111 072 

3 678 
3 678 

1123 
1123 

6 501 
6 501 

II 6211 
II 11511 

170 
1 

169 

52 208 
51 787 

1121 
118 

373 

5 935 
5 935 

II 155 
II 1119 

6 
6 

63) 
63) 

13 872 
13 826 

116 
1 

115 

10 603 
10 590 

13 

13 

1 772 
1 772 

To State 
g'Jvernmf.n~s 

13 552 
(X) 

13 552 
701 

12 851 

(X) 

(X) 

ex) 

15 
(X) 
15 

1 
111 

30 
(X) 
30 

30 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

(X) 

1 
ex) 

1 
1 

1 
ex) 

1 

(X) 

To local 
gQvernments 

1106 519 
11011 113) 

2 086 
865 

1 221 

3 678 
3 678 

1123 
1123 

6 501 
6 501 

II 609 
II 11511 

155 

155 

52 178 
51 787 

391 
118 

3113 

5 935 
5 935 

II 155 
II 1119 

6 
6 

633 
633 

13 871 
13 826 

115 

115 

10 602 
10 590 

12 

12 

1 772 
1 772 

.II 

.~ __ --________ ~ __ ~--~ __ u. __ ----------____ aa __ ------~---.. 

-------------"-------------------~--------------~-c 
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Table 63. Other criminal justice expenditure, by character and object, by State 

and type of government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

State and type of governmentl 

IDAHO ••••••••••• 
STAtE •••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • 

ILLINOIS • • • • • • • • e 

STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • 
MUN I C I PALI TI ES 

INDIANA •••••••• 
STATE ••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

IOWA •• •••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

KANSAS • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL ., ••••• 

COUNTIES • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

KENTUCKy • • • •• •• 
STATE •••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES 

LOurSJANA ••••••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • 

PARISHES • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES 

MAINE. • • • • • •• • ••• 
STATE ••••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES ••• 
MUNICIPALITIES 

MARYLAND • • • • • 
STATE ••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • 

COUNTIES ••• 
MUNICIPALITIES <: ~: I 

MASSACHUSETTS. • • • 
STATE. • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES 

MICHIGAN • • • • • • 
STATE •••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • 

COUNTIES ••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • • 

MINNESOTA ••••••••• 
STATE ••••••• 
LOCAL. TOTAL •• ••••• 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES 

MISSISSIPPI. • • •• • •• 
STATE. • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
II,UNICIPAL.ITIES • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total' 

5233 
3 311 
3 006 
3 006 

63 382 
27 601 
511 976 
50 399 

II 8110 

3 9118 
10 255 

2 6811 
1 369 
1 315 

1 11119 
5 6711 

710 
696 

3'! 

II 259 
6 660 
3 139 
2 8711 

285 

3 223 
2 191 
1 851 
1 651 

82 

11073 
10 5811 

2 252 
1 161 
1 091 

7110 
2 596 

28 
31 

2 

3 555 
8 1105 
1 036 

3811 
656 

7 762 
a 696 
II 896 

212 
II 6811 

II 606 
16 571 

2 312 
1 1139 

917 

3 899 
10 380 

1 889 
7113 

1 1116 

1 821 
3 3112 

230 
198 

32 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Total 

5 233 
2 227 
3 006 
3 006 

63 382 
8 1119 

511 963 
50 123 

II 8110 

3 911B 
1 269 
2 679 
1 3611 
1 315 

1 11119 
761 
686 
673 

111 

II 259 
1 1211 
3 139 
2 8711 

265 

3 223 
1 372 
1 851 
1 851 

II 073 
1 823 
2 250 
1 159 
1 091 

7110 
7111 

26 
26 

3 S~5 
2 519 
1 036 

3811 
653 

7 762 
2 866 
II 896 

212 
II 6811 

II 606 
2 2911 
2 312 
1 3911 

917 

3 899 
2 010 
1 889 

7113 
1 1116 

1 821 
1 591 

230 
198 

32 

Direct expenditure 

Direct 
current 

2 285 
2 169 

116 
116 

17 578 
6 395 
9 183 
II 1152 
1\ '731 

3 898 
1 2116 
2 652 

1 360 I 1 292 

1 1107 
7117 
660 
6116 

111 

3 0811 
821 

2 263 
1 999 

2611 

3 I'll 
1 347 . 
1 794 
1 7911 

3 825 
1 816 
2 009 

917 
1 091 

729 
708 

21 
21 

3 532 
2 1198 
1 0311 

382 
653 

7 759 
2 866 
II 893 

209 
II 6811 

II 1191j 
2 2911 
2 200 
1 376 

822 

3 878 
2 0011 
1 8711 

729 
1 1115 

1 785 
1 576 

209 
177 

32 

Capital 
outlay 

2 911B 
58 

2 890 
2 890 

115 8011 
211 

115 780 
115 671 

109 

51 
23 
28 

5 
23 

111 
111 
27 
27 

1 175 
299 
876 
875 

1 

82 
25 
57 
57 

lila 
7 

2111 
2111 

11 
6 
5 
5 

23 
21 

2 

3 
3 

112 

112 
16 
95 

21 
6 

15 
11.1 

1 

36 
15 
21 
21 

Intergovernmental expenditure 

Total 

1 0811 
1 0811 

19 1157 
19 182 

275 
275 

8 991 
6 986 

5 
II 

II 955 
11913 

112 
23 
19 

5 560 
5 5110 

20 

20 

901 
819 

82 

82 

8 763 
8 761 

2 
2 

1 8'89 
1 882 

7 
5 
2 

5 889 
5 886 

3 

3 

5 630 
5 830 

111 322 
111 277 

liS 
115 

a :no 
8 370 

1 751 
1 751 

To State 
governments 

ex) 

1:3 
ex) 
13 
13 

5 
(X) 

5 
II 

23 
(X) 
23 
23 

ex) 

IX) 

2 
ex) 

2 
2 

2 
(X) 

2 

2 

(X) 

IX) 

ex) 

(X) 

(X) 

To local 
governments 

1 0811 
1 0811 

19 11115 
19 182 

263 
263 

8 986 
8 986 

II 932 
1191:3 

19 

19 

5 560 
5 5110 

20 

20 

901 
819 

82 

82 

8 761 
8 761 

1 887 
1 882 

5 
5 

5 889 
5 886 

3 

3 

5 830 
5 830 

111 322 
14 277 

115 
115 

8 370 
8 370 

1 751 
1 751 
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Table 63. Other criminal justice expenditure, by character and object, by State 

and type of government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 
(Thousands of dollars) 

Direct expenditure Intergovernmenta 1 expenditure 

State and type of govei:nment 1 Total' 
Ta!:al Direct Capital Total To State To local 

__________ ~.w_-+ _____ _t----+-cu-r-re-n-~-t_-o-u...:;-la-"y-_I_-___ r-go:..v_er_n_m_en,;..:t_s-l-~g_ov,;..:e~rn .... m .... e;;,.nt..:.s 

MISSOURI • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • 

COUNTIES ••••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

MONTANA •••••• ~ •• •• 
STATE •••••••••• , • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • ., ••• 

COUNTIES • • • I • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • 

NEBRASKA • • • • • 
sTATE, ••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • 

COUNTIES •••••• 
HUNICIPALITIES • 

NEVADA • • • • • • • • 
STATE. 0 • • • • • 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 
COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • 

COUNTIES • • " •• 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • 

NEw JERSEY • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • ., ••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • 

NEW MEXICO • • • • , • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NEW YORK • • • • • • 
sTATE. • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL •• ••• 

COUNTIES • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NORTH CAROLINA • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES ••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

NORTH DAKOTA • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

OHIO • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
sTATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • •• • 

OKLAHOMA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • & • • • 

LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

OREGON • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • .• • 

COUNTIES ••• 0 

MUNICIPALITIES • • • 
See footnotes at end of table~ 

2 550 
)2 703 
1 1151 

20e 
1 2113 

1 1183 
2 6111 

'96 
2',)7 

99 

1 08~ 
II 825 

130 
20 

110 

1 032 
2 726 

5117 
5117 

830 
1 206 

92 

92 

5 379 
15 382 

J 887 
2 0111 
1 8711 

3 35(1 
II 222 

82S 
708 
117 

30 396 
65 1150 
21 030 I 

3 aOl 
17 829 

10 270 
18 172 

5 333 
5 235 

102 

1 766 I 
2 5'11 

32 
32 

26 1110 
25 005 
23 1135 
15 811L1 

; 635 

1 BLl9 
5 036 

57L1 
( -

57L1 

2 713 
5 885 
1 2711 

622 
651 

!?, 550 
1 116 
1 11311 

192 
1 2113 

1 1183 
1 087 

396 
297 
99 

1 089 
959 
130 

20 
110 

1 032 
1185 
5117 
5117 

830 
738 
92 

92 

5 379 
1 1192 
3 887 
2 0111 
1 873 

3 355 
2 530 

825 
708 
117 

30 396 
21 518 

8 878 
3 198 
5 680 

10 270 
II 937 
5333 
5 230 

102 

1 766 
1 7311 

32 
32 

26 1110 
2 705 

23 li35 
15 807 
7 628 

1 8119 
1 275 

5711 

5711 

2713 
1 1139 
1 2711 

622 
651 

il 512 
1 1111 
1 398 

166 
1 232 

1 1123 
1 075 

3118 
297 
51 

1 086

1 

956 
130 

20 
110 

1 005 
'ISS 
5117 
5117 

829 
737 
92 

92 

5 311 
1 1192 
:5 819 
2013 
1 806 

3 :515 
2 5211 

791 
691 
100 

29 372 
20 8111 

8 531 
2 909 
5 621 

7 1131 
I 885 

::. 5'16 
2 III1Ii 

102 

1 75'1 
1 722 

32 
32 

16 393 
2 68'1 

13 709 
8 101 
5 607 

1 803 
1 229 

57'1 

57'1 

2 539 
1 '137 
1 102 

1151 
651 

:58 
2 

16 
25 
11 

60 
12 
118 

'18 

3 
3 

27 
27 

1 
1 

68 

68 
1 

66 

liQ 
6 

3'1 
17 
17 

1 02'1 
677 
3'17 
289 

58 

2 a38 
52 

2 186 
2 786 

12 
12 

9 7'17 
21 

9 726 
7 7Q6 
2 021 

Ll6 
Ll6 

173 
2 

171 
171 

lJ. 6011 
11 587 

17 
17 

1 527 
1 527 

3 866 
3 866 

13 890 
13 890 

1 692 
1 692 

56 0811 
113 932 
12 152 

3 
12 1119 

13 2110 
13 235 

5 
5 

807 
807 

22 3'111 
22 300 

'II~ 
37 

7 

3 761 
3 761 

17 
(Xl 
17 
17 

(Xl 

(:0 

(Xl 

(Xl 

(Xl 

(Xl 

12 152 
(Xl 

12 152 
3 

12 1'19 

(Xl 

(Xl 

(Xl 

(Xl 

(Xl 

11 5B7 
11 587 

1 527 
1 527 

:5 866 
3 866 

2 2'11 
2 2111 

Ll68 
1168 

13 890 
13 890 

1 692 
1 692 

13 2liO 
13 235 

5 
5 

807 
807 

22 3'1L1 
22 300 

1111 
37 

7 

3 761 
J 761 

----------------------------------------------------------------------~------------------------------~;------------------------------.. ~--~-----------

"---"-------.-'-------.~ 

CORRECTIONS 391 

Table 63. Other criminal justice expenditure, by character and object, by State 

and type of government, fiscal year 1978-Continued 
(Thousands of dollars) 

---------r'-.---r-:....--------,--C-----.--~-Direct expenditure Intergovcrnment81 expenditure 

State and type of government l 

PENNSyLVANIA • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
M~NICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

RHODE ISLAND • • • • • • • • • 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

SOUTH CAROLINA • • • 
STATE •• f • •• • •••• 

LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

SOUTH DAKOTA • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUN I C I PAL I TI ES 

TENNESSEE •••••• 
STATE. • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • 

COUNTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES • 

TEXAS. • • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • •• •••• 

COUNTIES·. • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

UTAH • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • 
MUNIClPALITIES • 

VERMONT ••••• ~ •••••• 
STATE. • • ! • • • • • • • • 

LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • , • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES •• ••• 

VIRGINIA • • • • r. •••• 
STATE •••••••••••• 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

WASHINGTON • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • • • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

WEST VIRGINIA. • • 
STATE. • • • • • • • • 
LOCAL, TOTAL • • • 

CO,INTIES •••• 
MUNICIPALITIES 

WISCONSIN. • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE. • • • • • 0 • • • • • 

LOCA~., TOTAL • • • • • • • • 
COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 
MUNICIPALITIES • • • • • • 

WYOMING. • • • • • • • • • • • 
STATE~ • • • • • • • ~ • • • 
LOCAL. TOTAL • • • • • , • • 

COUNTIES • • • • • • • • • 

6 1126 
29 786 

1 966 
517 

1 LlII9 

990 
2 082 

2 
2 . 

2 111'1 
!5 3311 

73a 
692 
327 

325 
1 553 

26 5111 
7 321 

25 7110 
2L1 1!79 

1 617 

29 012 
39 731 
21 1101 
16 055 
5 379 

2 191 
LlOll 
1 650 
1 212 

1162 

627 
1 18'1 

12 209 
11 511 

7 892 
568t1 
2 238 

3 51~ 
5 692 
2 167 
1 019 
1 390 

1 8113 
3 255 

181 
73 

1111 

8 551 
7 782 
3 961 
3 936 

tjll 

522 
1 175 

Total 

6 '126 
LI Ll60 
1 966 

517 
1 '1119 

990 
988 

2 
2 

2 LIlli 
1 6BII 

730 
661 

69 

325 
325 

26 5'11 
806 

25 735 
211 118 

1 617 

29 012 
8 8'16 

20 166 
15 11111 

II 752 

2 191 
5'11 

1 650 
1 188 

'162 

627 
627 

12 209 
'I 317 
7 892 
5 683 
2 209 

3 519 
1 352 
2 167 
1 014 
1 152 

1 8113 
1 656 

187 
73 

1111 

8 551 
LI 6'11 
3 910 
3 898 

12 

522 
522 

Direct 
current 

6 395 
II 1132 
1 963 

5111 
1 '1'19 

902 
900 

2 
2 

1 390 
713 
677 
608 

69 

325 
325 

1 32'1 
80Ll 
520 
1135 

85 

22 979 
8 827 

1'1 152 
9 1106 
'I 7116 

2 169 
519 

1 650 
1 188 

'162 

617 
617 

12 11111 
II 307 
7 837 
5 638 
2 199 

3 '182 
1 352 
2 130 

990 
1 1'10 

1 837 
1 656 

181 
67 

11'1 

6 229 
II 638 
1 591 
1 580 

12 

1138 
1138 

Capital 
outlay 

31 
28 

3 
3 

88 
88 

1 0211 
971 

53 
53 

25 217 
2 

25 215 
23 683 

1 532 

6 033 
19 

6 01'1 
6 008 

6 

22 
22 

65 
10 
55 
115 
10 

36 

36 
25 
12 

7 

7 
7 

2 322 
3 

2319 
2 )19 

811 
811 

Total 

25 ;526 
25 326 

1 09L1 
1 09'1 

3 939 
3 650 

289 
32 

258 

1 228 
1 228 

6 876 
6 515 

361 
361 

32 153 
30 885 

1 268 
6'11 
627 

3 '19'1 
3 1170 

2'1 
2'1 

557 
557 

7 223 
7 19'1 

29 
1 

28 

'I 583 
'I 3L10 

2113 
5 

238 

1 599 
1 599 

3211 
3 1111 

70 
38 
32 

653 
653 

To State 
governments 

(Xl 

(Xl 

(Xl 

(X) 

5 
(Xl 

5 
5 

1 235 
(Xl 

1 235 
613 
622 

(Xl 

(Xl 

(Xl 

(Xl 

(Xl 

51 
(Xl 
51 
19 
32 

(Xl 

To local 
governments 

25 32(, 
25 326 

1 0911 
1 0911 

3 939 
3 650 

289 
32 

258 

1 228 
1 228 

6 871 
6" 515 

356 
356 

30 918 
30 885 

33 
27 

5 

3 119'1 
3 1170 

211 
2'1 

557 
557 

7 22;5 
7 1911 

29 
1 

28 

II 583 
II 3110 

2113 
5 

238 

1 599 
1 599 

3 160 
3 1111 

19 
19 

653 
653 

__ ~M=UN~I~C~I~PA~L~I~T~IE~S~.~.~.~.~.~.~~---~-~~-------~------~-~ _______ -~ ______ -.~ ______ -~ ________ -

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 
X Not applicable. 
lData for municipalities, and the local governments totals which include municipal data, are estimates subject to sompling 

variation; data fOl· counties (boroughS. parishes) are based on a canvass of all county governments and therefore are not subject 
to sompling variation) see t""t for data limitations. " 

"For each State, and the United Stlltes SUIilIIIBry. the f1Xpenditure figures shown oil, the "Local. total line and the combined 
State-local total line (th" data shown oppesii:e the names of the individual states) exclude duplicative intergovermontal expend­
iture amounts. This was dono to avoid the artificial inflation whi<::h would result if an intergovermental expenditure amount for 
one government is tabulated and then counted again when the recipient govermnent (s) ultimately expend (s) that amount. 
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APPENDIX 1: EXHIBIT TABLES A, B, C, D, AND E 

Table A. Special police force expenditure of !;elected special districts and school districts, 
by character and object, fiscal year 1978 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Unit of government' 

Total •••••••• " ..................................................... . 

ARIZONA 

Independent school districts: 
Phoenix Union High S"hool District •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Tucson School·District No.1 •..•••..•..•....•••...••...... ,. •••..•.•..... 

CALIFORNIA 

Special districts. 
East Bay Municipal Utility District, Oakland ••••••••••••••••••• , •••••••• 
East Bay Regional Park District, Oakland •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Los Angeles City Housing Authority •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Oakland Housing Authority .............................................. . 
Sacramento-Yolo Port District, West Sacramento ................................................. .. 
San Diego Unified Port District ......................................... . 
San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit, Oakland ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
San Francisco City-County Housing Authority ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Stockton Port District ................................................. . 

Independent school districts: 
City Co llege of San Francisco ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Compton Community College .............................................. , 
Compton Unified School District ........................................ . 
E l Camino Co llege, Torrance ........................................... .. 
Foothill Community College District, Los Altos Hills •••••••••••••••••••• 
Grant Union High School District, Sacramento •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Grossmont College, EI Cajon ............................................ . 
Kern High School District, Bakersfield •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Long Beach Unified School District ..................................... . 
Los Angeles Community Colleges ......................................... . 
Los Angeles Unified School District ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Los Rios Junior College, Sacramento .................................... . 
Norwalk-La Mirada Unified School District, Norwalk •••••••••••••••••••••• 

Oakland Unlfied Public School District •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Pasadena Area Community College District •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Peralta Community College District, Oakland ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Richmond Unified School District ......... , .............................. . 
Sacramento City Unified School District ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
San Bernardino Community College District ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
San Diego City Schools ................................................ .. 
San Mateo Junior Cullege District ...................................... . 
Santa Ana College ...................................................... . 
Santa Ana Unified School District ...................................... . 
State Center Community College District, Fresno ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Ventura County Community College District ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

COLORADO 

Independent school districts: 
Jefferson County School District, Lakewood ............................. . 

CONNECTICUT 

Special districts, 
Hartford Metro District ................................................ . 
Housing Authority--City of Bridgeport ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Housing Authority--City of New H!'ven ................................... . 

DELAWARE 

Special districts: 
Delaware River-Bay Authority, New Castle .............................. .. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Special districts: 
Washington Metro Area Transit Authority ................................ . 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

129,641, 

(.) 
(2 ) 

620 
1,124 

659 
275 
155 

1,639 
2,452 

423 
258 

160 
109 
816 
230 
229 
426 
147 

79 
89 

1,979 
8,010 

310 
(2) 

242 
318 
640 
395 
235 

85 
583 
180 

(NA) 
262 
170 
213 

(2) 

155 
43 

333 

375 

4,092 

~ ___ , ___ D"Ti_r_e_c_t_e_x~p~e_n_d_i_t_u1'"r_e __ .. ,._ 

Total 

128,435 

(2) 
(2) 

620 
1,124 

650 
275 
155 

1,639 
2,452 

423 
258 

160 
109 
816 
230 
229 
426 
147 

79 
89 

1,979 
8,010 

310 
(2) 

242 
318 
640 
395 
235 

115 
5/33 
153 

(NA) 
262 
170 
213 

(2) 

155 
43 

333 

375 

4,092 

Direct 
current 

126,943 

(2) 
(2) 

568 
987 
631 
275 
155 

1,618 
2,403 

423 
233 

160 
109 
816 
228 
229 
408 
112 

79 
88 

1,889 
8,010 

310 
(2) 

242 
318 
640 
389 
2~5 

85 
574 
149 

(NA) 
262 
168 
197 

(2 ) 

155 
43 

333 

375 

4,092 

Capital 
outlay 

1,492 

(2 ) 
(2) 

52 
137 

19 

21 
49 

20 

18 
35 

1 
90 

6 

9 
4 

(NA) 

2 
16 

(2) 

Intergov-
ernroental 

expenditure 

393 

1,209 

(2) 
(2) 

9 

(2 ) 

27 
(NA) 

(2) 



394 APPENDIX I-Continued 

Table A. Special police force expenditure of selected special ciistricts and school dh;tricts, 
by character and object, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Unit of government l 

FLORIDA 

Independent school districts: 
Broward County School District, Fort Lauderdale ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Dade County School District, Miami •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Duval County School Board, Jacksonville ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Florida Junior College, Jacksonville •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Hillsborough County School District, Tampa •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Miami-Dade Community College, Miami. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Pensacola Junior College •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Pinellas County School District, Clearwater ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Volusia County School District, Deland •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

GEORGIA 

Special district~' 
Fulton-De Kalb Hospital Authority, Atlanta •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Macon-Bibb County Hospital Authority, Macon ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Northeast GeorgIa Medical Center, Gainesville' •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Richmond County H('spital Authority, Augusta ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Independent school <ilstricts: 
Atlanta Independ"nt School District ...................... " •• " _ ....... .. 

,Bibb County School District, Macon •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Cobb County School District, Marietta ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Muscogee County School District, Columbus •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ 
Savannah-Chatnam County School District, Savannah ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

ILLINOIS 

Special districts: 
Chicago Housing Authority .............................................. . 
Chicago Transit Authority ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••• 
East St. Louis Park District •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Metro Fair Exposition Authority ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Metropolitan Sanitary District of Greater Chicago ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Springfield Airport Authority .......................................... . 

Independent school districts: 
Chicago Board of Education ............................................. . 
Chicago City College ................................................... . 
East St. Louls School District •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Peoria Public School District .......................................... . 

INDIANA 

Independent school districts: 
Gary Community School Corporation ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Indianapolis Public School District ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , ••• 

IOWA 

Independent school districts: 
Waterloo Community School District •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

KANSAS 

Independent school districts: ; 
Kansas City School District ........................................... .. 
Unified School District 501, Topeka ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Wichita Unified School District 259 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

KENTUCKY 

Independent school districts: 
Fayette County School District, Lexington ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Jefferson COllnty School District, Louisville •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

200 
1,310 

414 
347 
320 

49 
220 
281 
108 

700 
145 

88 
247 

337 
160 
206 
243 
116 

4,000 
2,678 

64 
(2) 

1,178 
131 

2,897 
826 
146 
224 

580 
1,316 

105 

200 
153 
470 

368 
903 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

200 
1,310 

317 
347 
320 

220 
281 
108 

700 
145 
88 

247 

121 
160 
106 
243 
114 

3,800 
2,678 

64 
(2 ) 

1,178 
131 

2,897 
826 
146 
224 

580 
1,316 

105 

200 
153 
470 

368 
903 

Direct Capital 
current outlay 

200 
1,310 

317 
327 
320 

220 
276 
108 

700 
141 
88 

247 

95 
142 
106 
243 
108 

3,800 
2,678 

64 
• (2) 

1,173 
131 

2,897 
826 
146 
219 

580 
1,316 

105 

200 
153 
470 

368 
800 

20 

5 

4 

26 
18 

(2) 
5 

5 

103 

Intergov­
ernmental 

expenditure 

97 

49 

216 

100 

200 

(2) 

j! 

I: 
! , 

& 

APPENDIX"I-Continued 395 

Table A. Special police force expenditure of selected special districts and school distr.icts, 
by character and object, fiscal year' 1978-Continued 

(Thousands of dollars) 

--------------------------------
Unit of government l 

LOUISIANA 

Special districts: 
Lake Charles Harbor and Terminal District .............................. . 
Orleans Levee District, New Orleans ..................................... $' • 

Independent school districts: 
East Baton Rouge Parish School, Baton Rouge ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Orleans Parish School District, New Orleans ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

MARYLAND 

Special 'districts: 
Maryland National Capital Park and Planning Commission, Silver Spring ••• 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Special districts: 
Boston Housing Authority ............................................... . 
Massachusetts Bay Transit Authority, Jamaica Plain~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 

MICHIGAN 

SpeCial districts: 
Huron-Clinton Metro Authority, Detroit •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Tri-City Airport Commission, Freeland .................................. . 

Independent .chool districts: 
Flint City School District •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Grand Rapids Public Schools ....................................... " .. .. 
Macomb County Community College, Warren ............................... .. 
Pontiac City School District ........................................... . 

MINNESOTA 

Special districts: 
Hennepin C~unty Park Reserve, Maple Plain ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Minneapolis-St. Paul Metro Airports Commission, St. Paul •••••••••••••••• 

MISSOURI 

Special districts: 
Kansas City Housing Authority .......................................... . 
St. Louis Housing Authority ............................................ . 

Independent school districts: 
Junior College District of St. Louis ................................... . 
Kansas City School District ............................................ . 
St. Louis City School District ......................................... . 
Springfield School District ............................................ . 

NEVADA 

Ir.dspendent school districts: 
Clark County School District, Las Vegas ............................... .. 

NEW JERSEY 

Special districts: 
Burlington County Bridge Commission, Palmyra ........................... . 
Delaware River Port Authority, Camden ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Housing Authority of Trenton City ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

NEW MEXICO 

Independent school districts: 
Albuquerque School District ............................................ . 

Se~ footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

243 
i,OL'O 

(2) 
674 

2,782 

995 
1,253 

853 
154 

106 
402 
335 

81 

544 
900 

663 
380 
913 

93 

340 

469 
2,280 

152 

497 

Total 

243 
1,000 

(2) 

674 

2,782 

995 
1,253 

804 
-

-
402 
335 
-

197 
982 

544 
900 

663 
380 
913 

93 

340 

469 
2,280 

152 

497 

Direct oxpenditure 

Direct Capital 
current outlay 

243 
950 

(2) 
674 

2,681 

995 
1,253 

766 
-

-
402 
335 

-

172 
982 

544 
900 

663 
380 
913 

92 

340 

469 
2,230 

152 

497 

.'-r-----

50 

(2) 

101 

38 
-

----

25 

--

---
1 

Intergov­
ernmental 

expenditure 

(2) 

4 9 
15' 4 

10 6 

8 

.. 
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396 APPENDIX I-Continued 

Table A. Special police force expenditure of selected special districts and school districts, 
by character and object, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Unit of government' 

NEW YORK 

Special districts: 
Port Authority of New York an~ New ,l~rsey, New York City •••••••••••••••• 
Waterfront Commission of New York Harbor, New York City ••••••••••••••••• 

Independent school districts; 
Farmingdale Public Schools ............................................. . 

OHIO 

Special districts: 
Akron Metropolitan Park District •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Cleveland Metro Housing Authority ...................................... . 
Cleveland Metropolitan Park District •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Hamilton County Park District, Cincinnati ••••••••••••••••••• ~ ••••••••••• 
Lorain County Metro Park District, Elyria ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Metro Park District of the Toledo Area •••••••••••••••••••••• ,., ••••••••• 
Montgomery County Park District, Dayton •••• ., .......................... .., .•• 
Youngstown Township Park District ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Independent school districts: 
Cincinnati City School District ........................................ . 
Cuyahoga Community College, Cleveland ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Dayton City School District ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

OKLAHOMA 

Independent school districts: 
Oklahoma City School District ......................................... .. 

OREGON 

Special districts: 
The Port of Portland District ......................................... .. 
Tri~Metro Transportation District, Portland ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Independent school districts: 
Lane Community College ................................................ .. 
Portland School District •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Special districts: 
Delaware River Joint Toll Bridge Commissioh, Morrisville •••••••••••••••• 
Philadelphia lIousing Authority ......................................... . 
Pittsburgh Housing Authority •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Port Authority af Allegheny County, Pitt.burgh •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
South"astern Pennsylvania Transportation Authority, Pl,iladelphia •••••••• 

Independent school districts: 
Pittsburgh City School District ........................................ . 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

Special districts: 
Columbia Metro Airport, West Columbia ......................... " •••••••• 

TENNESSEE 

Special districts; 
Memphis-Shelby Couney Airport Authority, Memphis •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Metropolitan Nashville Airport Authority .............................. .. 

TEXAS 

Special districts: 
Bexar County Hospital District, San Antonio ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Brownsville Navigation District ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Dallas-Fort Worth Airport Authority ................................... .. 
Housing Authority of the City of Houston •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Nueces County Navigation District, Corpus Christi ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Port of Houston Authority ••.•••••••••••••••••..•••.••.•••..••••••• "' .•••• 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

29,075 
1,445 

124 

211 
546 

1,305 
289 
785 
473 
99 

194 

(.) 
519 
206 

433 

1,224 
117 

136 
319 

5,231 
2,481 

683 
359 
670 

(NA) 

200 

813 
691 

355 
143 

3,419 
247 
108 

1,629 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

29,075 
1,445 

124 

211 
546 

1,305 
289 
785 
473 
99 

Hil 

(.) 
519 
206 

433 

1,224 
117 

136 
319 

5,231 
2,481 

683 
243 
670 

(NA) 

200 

813 
691 

355 
143 

3,419 
247 
108 

1,629 

Direct capital 
current outlay 

29,075 
1,423 

124 

211 
528 

1,281 
273 
477-
438 

99 
191 

(.) 
510 
200 

433 

1,224 
117 

114 
306 

5,231 
2,481 

683 
243 
670 

(NA) 

200 

804 
690 

355 
143 

3,419 
247 
108 

1,629 

22 

18 
24 
16 

308 
35 

(. ) 
9 
6 

22 
13 

(NA) 

9 
1 

Intergov­
ernmenta 1 

expenditure 

3 

(.) 

116 

(NA) 

I" 

~: 

f 

c 

APPENDIX I-Continued 

Table A. Special police force expenditure of selected special districts and school districts, 
by character and object, fiscal year 1978-Continued 

397 

(Thousands of r\')Han:;) 

--------------------------~--~~-=~,-------------------i-.--__ __ Direct expenditure 
Unit of government' Total Intergov_ 

Total Direct Capital ernmental 
-------'------------------------'---------------------------------1----________ 1-__________ -+ ____ c~u~r~r~e~n~t __ +_--~ou~t~l~a~y~--+_~e:xp:e~n~d~i~t:u~re~ 

TEXAS--Continued 

Independent school districts: 
Dallas County Co~nunity College District •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
El Paso Independent School Di.!.trict .................................... . 
Houston Independent School Distrlct ••••••••••••••••••.•• o ••••••••••••••• 

Irving Independent School District •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
San Antonio Independent School District ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
San Antonio Community College District .......................... " •••...•. 
San Jacinto College, Pasadena ..•.••.••••.•.••.•.• , ••.•••.•.•••..•.•.•••• 
Tarrant County Junior College, Fort Worth ....................... " ..... . 
Ysleta Independent Sch001 District, El Paso ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

UTAH 

Independent school districts: 
Granite School District, Salt Lake City ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

VIRGINIA 

Spacial districts: 
Chesapeake Bay Bridge and Tunnel District, Cape Charle •••••••••••••••••• 
Elizab~th River Tunnel Commission, Norfolk •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

WASHINGTON 

Special districts: 
Port of Seattle District ............................................... . 
Port of Tacoma District •••.••••.••.•.••. ("" ••..••••...••.•..•.•. f' ••••••• 

Independent school districts: 

403 
200 

1,028 
(. ) 
425 
301 
188 
397 
570 

166 

684 
680 

1,994 
86 

403 
200 

1,028 
(.) 
425 
301 
188 
397 
570 

166 

684 
680 

1,994 
86 

403 
200 
994 
(.) 
425 
257 
188 
391 
570 

166 

684 
680 

1,957 
86 

- -- -34 -(.) (') - -
44 -- -6 -- -

37 

___ s_ea~t~t_l_e __ Sc_h_O_O_l __ D_is_t_r_i_c_t_._ •• _.~._._._._ •• _._._._._ •. _._ •• _._._._._._ •• _._._._._._ •• ~.~.~.~.~.~ •• ~.:~.~.~.~.~ •• ~.~.~.1-______ ~4=6~5~ ________ ~4:6~5~ _________ 4_6_5_~ ___________ -~ ____________ -

~ Represents zero or rounds to zero. 
NA Not available. 
'When the name of the unit of government does t fl t h i h 

appears after the unit name. no re ec t e c ty were the units administrative headquarters arc located, this information 
'No longer has power of arrest. 
'Formerly Hall County Hospital Authority. 
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Table B. Special police force employment and payroll of selected special districts-and school districts,' 
October 1978 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Unit of gove~nmentl 

Total •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• :) •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

ARIZONA 

Independent school districts: 
Phoenix Union High School District ......... , ........................... . 
Tucson School District No.1 .......................................... .. 

CALIFORNIA 

Special districts: 
East Bay Municipal Utility District, Oakland •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
East Bay Regional Park District, Oakland •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Los Angeles City Housing Authority ..................................... . 
Oakland Housing Authority .............................................. . 
Sacramento-Yolo Port District, West Sacramento •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
San Diego Unified Port District ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit, Oakland ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
San Francisco City-County Housing Authority ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Stockton Port District •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Independent school districts: 
City College of San Francisco .......................................... . 
Compton Community College ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Compton Unified School District ........................................ . 
E1 Camino College, Torrance •••• I •••••••••• 1, •• 1. 11 •••••••••• 1. I •••• II ••• 

Foothill Community College District, Los Altos Hills •••••••••••••••••••• 
GJ;'snt Union High School Dfstrict, Sacramento •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Grosamont College, El Cajon ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Kern High School District, Bakersfield •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Long Beach Unified School District •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Lo. Angeles Community Colleges ................................... , ..... . 
Los Angeles Unified ~chool District ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Los Rios Junior College, Sacramento_ ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ •••••••• 
Norwalk-La MiJ;'ada Unified School District, Norwalk •••••••••••••••••••••• 

Oakland Unified Public School District ••••••••••• · ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Pasadena Area. Community College District ............................... . 
Peralta Community College DistJ;'ict, Oakland ••••••••••••••• , ••••••••••••• 
Richmond Unified School Di.trict •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Sacramento City Unified School District ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
San Bernardino Community College District ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
San Diego City Schools •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
San Mateo Junior College District ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Santa Ana College ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Santa Ana Unified School District ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
State Center Gommunity College District, Fresno ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Ventura County Community College DistJ;'ict ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

COLORADO 

ndependent school districts: 
Jefferson County School District, Lakewood •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

CONNECTICUT 

Special districts: 
Hartford Metro District ............................................... .. 
Housing Authority-City of Bridgeport •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Hou.ing Authority-City of New Haven .................................... . 

DELAWARE 

Special districts: I 

Delaware River-Bay Authority, New Castle •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Special districts: 
Washington Metro Area Transit Authority ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

See footnotes at end ot table. 

Total 

7,844 

(2) 
(2 ) 

42 
43 
42 
35 
10 
71 

126 
30 
17 

49 
8 

74 
30 
37 
37 
19 
4 
7 

131 
513 

21 
(.) 

16 
51 
40 
22 
20 

7 
44 
27 

(NA) 
21 
23 
18 

(2 ) 

14 
3 

(2) 

20 

255 

Number of employees 

Full-time 
only 

6,718 

(2 ) 
(2) 

21 
39 
42 
15 
10 
71 

126 
30 
17 

9 
5 

58 
12 

4 
24 

1 
4 
7 

87 
413 

19 
(') 

16 
17 
28 
22 
14 

7 
43 
3 

(NA) 
16 

7 
10 

10 
3 

(') 

20 

255 

Full-time 
equivalent 

7,120 

26 
40 
42 
17 
10 
71 

126 
30 
17 

12 
7 

68 
14 
12 

'. 4 
7 

96 
446 

20 
(» 

16 
21 
30 
22 
16 

7 
44 

6 
(NA) 

17 
10 
13 

(2 ) 

12 
3 

(2) 

20 

255 

October 
payroll 

9,156 

(2) 
(2) 

38 
31, 
60 
23 
14 

104 
277 
33 
22 

12 
7 

53 
16 
17 
26 
10 

7 
9 

149 
590 

21 
(1) 

20 
25 
41 
21 
16 

7 
55 
12 

(NA) 
19 
12 
15 

(2) 

15 
4 

(2 ) 

25 

301 

o 

.. 
c 
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Table B. Special police force employment and payroll of selected special districts and school districts, 
October 1978--Continued 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Unit of government' 
Total 

Number of employees 

Full-time Full-time 
October 
payroll 

only equivalent ____________________ ... , ___ -+ ______ -+ ___ ...:.-_----,I--_~---I--------,. 

FLORIDA 

Independent school districts. 
Broward County School District, Fort Lauderdale ••••• ~ •••••••••••••• ~ •••• 
Dade County School District, Miami •••••••••••••••••••• ,.· •• •• ••• •••••••• 
Duval County School Board, Jacksonville ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Florida Junior College, Jacksonville •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

• Hillsborough County School District, Tampa .............................. . 
Miami-Dade Community College, Miami ............................. •• .. •••• 
Pensacola Junior College •••••••••• , jO, ••••••• , •••••• I ............. • ••••• ".···· 

Pinellas County School District, Clearweter ............................ . 
Volusia County School District, Deland •••••••••••••••••• • •• •• ••• •••••••• 

GEORGIA 

Special districts: 
Fulton-De Kalb Hospital Authority, Atlanta ............................ .. 
Macon-Bibb County Hospital Authority, Macon •••••••••••• • ••• ••••••••••••• 
Northeast Georgia Medical Center, Gainesville· •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Richmond County Hospital Authority, Augusta ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Independent school districts: 
Atlant.a Independent School District ••••••••• , ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Bibb County School District, Macon ••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Cobb County School District, Marietta •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • ••• • 
Muscogee County School District, Columbus ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Savannah-Chatham County School District, Savannah ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

ILLINC"S 

Special districts: 
Chicago Housing Authority .................................. •• .. •••••• .. • 
Chicago Transit Authority .................................. • ... ••••••••• 
East St. Louis Park District. I ••• ' •••• I •••••••••••• • ••• •••• ••••••••••••• 

Metro Fair Exposition Authority •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••• 
Metropolitan Sanitary District of Greater Chicago ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Springfield Airport Authority •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••••••• 

Inrtependent school districts: 
Chicago Board of Education ......................... ••••• ....... •••• .... • 
Chicago City College ...................... • .... • ... • .. ••• .. •••• .. ••• .. .. 
East St. Louis School District ........................... • .. ••• .. • .... .. 
Peoria Public School District ...................... • .... • .. • .... • ..... •• 

INDIANA 

Independent school districts. 
Gary Community School Corporation •••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••••••• 
Indianapolis Public School District" ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• 

IOWA 

Independent school districts: 
Waterloo Community School District •••••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••• 

KANSAS 

Lndependent school ,;istricts: 
Kansas City School DiBtdcC ................................................ . 
Unified School District 501, Topeka •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • ••• • 
Wichita Unified School Distriot 259 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • ••• • 

KENTUCKY 

Independent school distri·cts: 
Fayette County School D$.strict, Lexington •••••••••••••• .> ••••••••••••••• • 

Jefferson County School District, Louisville ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • 

See footnotes at end of table. 

10 
75 

8 
43 
20 

(.) 
18 
25 
5 

71 
15 

9 
26 

9 
16 
13 
28 
10 

('} 
124 

10 
(') 

68 
16 

308 
104 

15 
18 

75 
94 

(.) 

1~ 
13 
50 

28 
88 

10 
75 
8 

28 
20 

(.) 
18 
25 
5 

71 
14 

7 
24 

9 
13 
13 
26 
10 

(.) 
124 

8 
(") 

68 
16 

118 
4 

15 
18 

35 
75 

(. ) 

15 
13 
49 

24 
65 

10 
75 

8 
37 
20 

(') 
18 
25 
5 

9 
14 
13 
26 
10 

(.) 
124 

9 
(2) 
68 
16 

232 
25 
15 
18 

67 
77 

(.) 

15 
13 
49 

25 
70 

16 
101 

11 
27 
22 

(. ) 
15 
25 
5 

53 
14 

6 
18 

8 
11 
11 
19 
10 

(. ) 
215 

5 
(2 ) 

96 
18 

207 
33 
12 
23 

40 
82 

(. ) 

19 
11 
41 

31 
56 

\. 
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Table B. Special police force employment and payroll of selectec~ special districts and school districts, 
October 1978-Continued 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Unit of government' 

LOUISIANA 

Special dtstricts: 
Lake Charles Harbor and Terminal Dtstrict ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Orleans Levee Dis.trict, New Orleans ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Independent school districts: 
East Baton Rouge Parish School Board •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Orleans Parish School District, New Orleans ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

MARYLAND 

Special districts: 
Maryland National Capital Park and Planning Commission, Silver Spring ••• 

MASSACHUSETTS 

~pecial districts: 
Boston Housing Authority ............................................... . 
Massachusetts Bay Transit Authority, Jamaica Plain •••••• , ••••••••••••••• 

MICHIGAN 

. Special districts: 
Huron-Clinton Metro Authority, Detroit •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Tri-City Airport Commission, Freeland .................................. . 

Independent school districts: 
Flint City School District ............................................. . 
Grand Rapids Public Schools ............................................ . 
Macomb County Community Colleg~. Warren ................................ . 
Pontiac City School District ........................................... . 

MINNESOTA 

Special districts: 
Hennepin County Par": Reserve, Maple Plain ............................. .. 
Minneapolis-St. Paul Metro Airports Commtssion, St. Paul .............. .. 

MISSOURI 

Special districts: 
Kansas City Housing Authority .......................................... . 
St. Louis Houdng Authority ............................................ . 

Independent school districts: 
Junior College District of St. Louis •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Kansas City School District ............................................ . 
St. Louis City SchQol District ........................................ .. 
Springfield School District ............................................ . 

NEVADA 

Independe~t school districts: 
Clark County School District, Las Vegas ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

NEW JERSEY 

Special districts: 
Burlington County Bridge Commission, Palmyra .......................... .. 
Delaware River Port Authority, Camden ................................. .. 
Housing Authority of Trenton City ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

NEW MEXICO 

Independent school districts: 
Albuquerque School District ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

17 
73 

(2) 
15 

123 

(') 
60 

50 
(') 

(' ) 
35 
38 

(') 

17 
70 

50 
78 

55 
43 
80 

7 

27 

32 
139 

11 

33 

Number of employees 

Full-time 
only 

17 
69 

(2 ) 

15 

123 

(') 
60 

24 
(') 

(') 
35 
13 

(') 

15 
70 

50 
78 

46 
43 
80 

7 

23 

28 
139 

11 

33 

Full-time 
equivalent 

17 
70 

(2) 
15 

123 

33 
(') 

(' ) 
35 
22 

(') 

15 
70 

50 
78 

51 
43 
80 

7 

24 

29 
139 

11 

33 

October 
payroll 

14 
77 

(2) 
15 

i62 

(' ) 
90 

50 
(') 

(' ) 
32 
26 

(' ) 

21 
123 

43 
58 

51 
36 
74 

7 

27 

49 
197 

11 

31 

---,,-----------___...------------_c------""""!"------

J 
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Table B. Special police force employment and payroll of selected special districts and school districts, 
October 1978-Continued 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Unit of government' 

NEW YORK 

Special districts: 
Port Authority of New York and New Jersey, New York City •••••••••••••••• 
Waterfront Commission of New York Harbor~ New York City ••••••••••••••••• 

Independent school districts: 
Farmingdale Public Schools ............................................. . 

OHIO 

Special districts: 
Akron Metropolitan Park District ....................................... . 
Cleveland Metro Housing Authority ..................................... .. 
Cleyeland Metropolitan Park District •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Hamilton County Park District, Cincinnati ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Lorain County Metro Park District, Elyria ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Metro Park District of the Toledo Area •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Montgomery County Park District, Dayton •••••••• II •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Youngstown Township Park District ...................................... . 

Independent school districts: 
Gincinnati City School District ........................................ . 
Cuyahoga Community Collp.ge, Cleveland ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Dayton City School Diatrict ............................................. . 

OKLAHOMA 

Independent school dist~icts: 
Oklah~,"a City School District .......................................... . 

OREGON 

Special districts: 
The Port of Portland District .......................................... . 
Tri-Metro Transportation District, Portland ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Independent school districts: 
Lane Community College ................................................. . 
Portland School District ............................................... . 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Special districts: 
Delaware River Joint Toll Bridge Commission, Morrisville •••••••••••••••• 
Philadelphia Housing Authority ........................................ . 
Pittsburgh Housing Authority ........................................... . 
Port Authority of Allegheny County, Pittsburgh •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportation Authority, Philadelphia •••••••• 

Independent school districts: 
Pittsburgh City School District ........................................ . 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

Special districts: 
Columbia Metro Airport, West Columbia .................................. . 

TENNESSEE 

Special districts: 
Memphis-Shelby County AirpClrt Authority, Memph.s •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Metropolitan Nashville Airport Authority ............................... . 

TEXAS 

Special districts: 
Bexar County Hospital District, San Antonio ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Brownsville Navigation District ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Dallas-Fort Worth Airport Authority .................................... . 
Housing Authority of the City of Houston •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Nueces County Navigation Di.tri~ , Corpus Christi ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Port of Houston Authority ............... , .............................. . 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

1,191 
62 

17 

20 
49 
76 
33 
46 
32 
11 
25 

(2) 
42 
17 

44 

48 
8 

33 
21 

145 
221 
38 

(') 
27 

(NA) 

9 

45 
52 

31 
19 

210 
66 

(') 
108 

Number of employees 

Full-time 
only 

1,191 
62 

4 

19 
49 
64 
19 
46 
32 

6 
14 

(2 ) 
28 
17 

44 

44 
8 

8 
21 

145 
221 
38 

(') 
27 

(NA) 

9 

45 
52 

31 
19 

210 
-

(' ) 
108 

Full-time 
equivalent 

1,191 
62 

10 

19 
49 
68 
26 
46 
32 

8 
13 

(2) 
36 
17 

44 

43 
8 

14 
21 

145 
221 
38 

(' ) 
27 

(NA) 

9 

45 
52 

31 
19 

210 
35 

(') 
108 

October 
payroll 

2,209 
.96 

9 

20 
57 
77 
23 
30 
36 

9 
15 

(2) 
39 
19 

33 

73 
12 

12 
26 

213 
233 
34 

(') 
39 

(NA) 

8 

45 
63 

2 9 
1 2 

2~ 8 
2 4 

(' ) 
13 9 
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Table B. Special police force employment and payroll of selected special districts and school districts, 
October 1978-Continued 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Unit of government' 
Total 

TEXAS~~Continued 

Independent school districts: 
46 
40 
72 

Number of employees 

Full~ time 
only 

46 
40 
69 

Full~time 

equivalent 

46 
40 
71 

October 
payroll 

45 
36 
68 

Dallas County Community College District •••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••• 
El Paso Independent School District •••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••••••• 
Houston Independent School District ••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••••• 
Irving Independent School District ••••••••••••••••• • •• •••••••••••••••••• (2 ) (2) (') (2) 

San Antonio Independent School District ........................... ; ... .. 
San Antonio Community College District ................. ••• ... ••••• .. •• .. 
San Jacinto College, Pasadena ........................... •• .. ••••••• .. • .. 
Tarrant County Junior College, Fort Worth •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• 
Ysleta Independent School District, El Paso ••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••• 

UTAH 

Independent school districts: 
Granite School District, Salt Lake City •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• 

VIRGINIA 

Special districts: 
Chesap~ake Bay Bridge and Tunnel District, Cape Charles ••••••••••••••••• 
Elizabeth River Tunnel Commission, Norfolk ............................. . 

WASHINGTON 

Special districts: 
Port of Seattle District •••••••••••••• v •••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••• 

Port of Tacoma District ........................ ••••••••••••••••• .. •••••• 

Independent school districts: 
Seattle School District ••••••••••••••••• • ••• ••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• 

_ Represents zero or rounds to zero. 

54 
58 
16 
36 
76 

17 

67 
73 

94 
8 

34 

54 
42 
12 
36 
75 

12 

65 
67 

94 
4 

34 

54 
43 
14 
36 
75 

15 

66 
70 

94 
5 

34 

NA Not available. , administrative headquarters are located, this information 'l~hen the name of the unit of government does not reflect the city where the unit s 
appears after the unit name. 

36 
26 
11 
32 
49 

13 

57 
62 

179 
7 

32 

2No longer has power of arrest. 
'Unit of gcvernment does not directly employ police personnel. 

security firm. 

Police services are provided by contract with another government or with a private 

'Formerly Hall County Hospital Authority. 

" i i 
I, 
I! 
Ii ,. 
l[ 
il !, 
II 
Ii 
IJ 

" 
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il 

a 
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Table C. Campus police force expenditures of State governments, by character and object, 
fiscal year 1978 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Unit of government! 

Total .............................................................. . 

Alabama: 
'Alabama Agricultural and Mechanical University, Normal •••••••••••••••••• 
Alabama Institute for the Deaf and Blind, Talladega ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Alabama State Un".versity, Montgomery .......................................................... .. 
Alexander City State Junior College, Alexander •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Auburn University, Auburn .............................................. . 
Enterprise State Junior College, Enterprise ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Faulkner State Junior College, Bay Minette •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Gadsden State Junior College, Gadsden ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
George C. Wallace State Junior College, Dothan •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Jacksonville State University, Jacksonville ••••••••••• : ••••••••••••••••• 

Jefferson State Junior College, Birmingham •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
John C. Calhoun State Community College, Decatur ...................... .. 
Livingston University, Livingston ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Northeast Alabama State Junior College, Rainsville •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Northwest Alabama Junior College, Phil Campbell ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Troy State Uni',1'ersicy, Troy;:~ ............. ~ •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Alabama, Birmi.ngham ...................................... . 
Uni'/ersity of Alabama, University ...................................... . 
University of Montevallo, Montevallo ................................... . 
University of North Alabama, Florence .................................. . 
University of South Alabama, Mobile ................................... .. 

Alaska: 
University of Alaska, Fai~banks ....................................... .. 

Arizona: 
Arizona State University, Tempe ........................................ . 
Northern Arizona University, Flagstaff ................................. . 
University of Arizona, Tucson .......................................... . 

Arkansas: 
Arkansas Tech University, Russellville ................................. . 
Arkansas State University, Beebe ........................................ . 
Arkansas State University, State University ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Henderson State University, Arkadelphia ................................ . 
University of Arkansas, Fayetteville ................................... . 
University of Arkansas Medical Center, Little Rock •••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Arkansas, Monticello •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Arkansas, Pine Bluff •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Central Arkansas, Conway •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Californu: 
California Polytechnic State University, San Luis Obispo •••••••••••••••• 
California State College, Bakersfield ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Californ1a State College, San Bernardino •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
California State College, Sonoma ....................................... . 
California State College, Stanislaus •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
California State Polytechnic University, Pomona ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
California State University, Chico ..................................... . 
California State University, Dominguez Hills •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
California State University, Presno ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
California State University, Fullerton •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Californ"a State University, Haywa~d •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
California State University, Long Beach ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
California State University, Los Angeles •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
California Statc Univp.rsity, Northridge ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
California State University, Sacramento ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Humboldt State University, Arcata~ •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
San Diego State University, San Diego ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
San Francisco State University, San Francisco ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
San Jose State University, San Jose •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• & •••••••• 

University of California, Berkeley (9 campuses) ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Colorado: 
Adams State College, Alamosa .................................... ~ ...... . 
Colorado School <f Mines, Golden ....................................... . 
Colorado State University, Fort Collins ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Lamar Community College, Lama): ................................... '" ...... " .................................. . 
Otero Junior College, La Junta ......................................... . 
Pikes Peak Community College, Colorado Springs' ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Colorado, Boulder ........................................ . 
University of Northern Colorado, Greeley •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Southern Colorado, Pueblo ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

142,164' 

197 
8 

212 
10 

400 
31 
34 
42 
50 
82 

159 
(2 ) 
85 
25 
24 
90 

1,127 
431 

88 
87 

132 

(') 

752 
349 

1,111 

84 
8 

148 
52 

415 
180 

63 
105 
144 

299 
194 
267 
234 
155 
359 
245 
525 
252 
319 

325 
1,586 

791 
686 
527 
261 
658 
380 
589 

6,811 

106 
77 

498 
24 

8 
107 

1,040 
227 
177 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

141,360 

197 
8 

212 
10 

400 
31 
34 
42 
50 
82 

159 
(2) 

85 
25 
24 
(;/ 

1,127 
431 

88 
87 

132 

(2) 

752 
349 

1,111 

84 
8 

148 
52 

415 
180 

63 
105 
144 

299 
194 
266 
234 
155 
359 
245 
525 
252 
319 

325 
1,586 

791 
686 
527 
261 
658 
380 
589 

6,811 

103 
77 

498 
24 

107 
1,028 

227 
177 

Direct 
current 

138,616 

197 
8 

212 
10 

400 
31 
34 
42 
50 
82 

159 
(2 ) 
85 
25 
24 
87 

1,127 
431 

88 
87 

126 

(2) 

726 
339 

1,075 

84 
8 

148 
51 

395 
179 
57 

105 
138 

294 
194 
266 
234 
155 
359 
245 
525 
251 
319 

317 
1,468 

791 
676 
497 
261 
647 
380 
584 

6,811 

101 
77 

471 
24 

107 
1,009 

227 
177 

Capital 
outlay 

2,744 

6 

(2) 

26 
10 
36 

1 
20 

1 
6 

5 

8 
~ is 

10 
30 

11 

5 

2 

27 

19 

Intergov~ 

ernmental 
expenditure 

804 

3 

(2) 

3 

8 

12 
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Table C. Campus police force expenditures of State governments, by character and object, 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Unit of government' 

Connecticut: 
Central Connecticut State College, New Britain •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Eastern Connecticut State College, W~llimantic •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Manchester Community College, Manchester •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Mattatuck Community College, Watl:!rburl' .. , •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Southern Connecticut State College, Ne~ Haven ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Connecticut, Stvrrs ••••••• 4 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Western Connecticut State College, Danbury •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Delaware: 
University of Delaware, Newark ..................................................... .. 

Florida: 
Florida Agricultural and Mechanical UlliversJ,ty, Tallahassee ............ . 
Florida Atlantic University, Boca Raton ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Florida International University, Miami ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Florida State University, Tallahassee •••••••• : •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Florida Technological University, Orl.ando .............................. . 
University of Florida, Gainesville ..... ~ .. o. .. o. .. "o. .......... o.o.o. .. o..o.o. .... ,. ••••••••• 

University of North Florida, Jacksonvine .............................. . 
University of South Florida, Tamp,t ..................................... . 
University of West Florida, PensacolJ." •• ~ ..... ~ ••••••• ' •••••••••••••••••••• 

G"lorgia: 
Abraham Baldwin Agricultural Collcgp , ·rifton ........................... . 
Albany Junior College, Albany ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Albany State College, Albany ........................................... . 
Augusta College, Augusta ............................................... . 
Columbus College, Columbus .................................................. . 
Fort Valley State College, Fort Valley •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Georgia College, Milledgeville ........... ,. ............................ . 
Georgia Institute of Technology, Atlanta ............................... . 
Georgia Southern College, Statesboro4~ •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Georgia Southwestern College, Americus ................................. . 
Georgia State University, Atlanta., .......................................... . 
Medical College of Georgia, Augusta •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , 
Middle Georgia College, Cochran ........................................ . 
North Georgia College, Dahlonega •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Savannah State College, Savannah ............................................ ••• 
South Georgia College, Douglas ..................................... "" ••• 
University of Georgia, Athens .......................................... . 
Valdosta State College, Valdosta •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
West Georgia College, Carrollton" ................................. •••••• 

Idaho: 
Boise State University, Boise", ... t< ........................................... . 

Idaho State University, Pocatello ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Lewis-Clark State College, Lewiston ........................................... . 

Total 

246 
111 

82 
5 

246 
578 
137 

905 

285 
249 
667 
692 
295 
930 
238 
727 
185 

65 
34 

140 
85 
80 

158 
73 

722 
150 

98 
905 
425 
63 
48 
89 
49 

577 
183 
186 

30 
60 

(2 ) 

Total 

Direct expenditure 

Direct Capital 
current outlay 

246 a46 
111 111 

82 82 

246 246 
578 578 
137 134 

905 896 

285 279 
249 245 
667 656 
692 692 
295 2<;5 
930 909 
238 237 
727 702 
185 183 

65 63 
34 34 

140 131 
85 85 
80 80 

158 158 
73 73 

722 700 
150 143 

98 98 
905 861 
425 425 

63 63 
48 48 

:~ I 89 
49 

577 ~75 

183 183 
186 183 

60 60 
(2 ) (2) 

3 

9 

6 
4 

11 

21 
1 

25 
2 

9 

22 
7 

44 

3 

Intergov­
ernmental 

expenditure 

5 

30 

(2) 

University of Idaho, Moscow ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 168 61 48 
(2) 

13 107 

Illinois: 
Chicago State University, Chicar:;o ...................................... . 
Eastern Illinois University, Charleston ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Covernors State University, Park Forest South ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Illinois State University, Normal ...................................... . 
Northeastern Illinoi5 University, Chicago ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Northern Illinois University, De Kalb ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Sangamon State University, Springfield ................................. . 
Southern Illinois University, Carbondale ••••••••••••. , .................. . 
Southern IHinois University, Edwardsville •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Illinois, Chicago ~ircle Campus ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Illinois, Urbana ......................................... . 
Universit.y of Illinois Medical Center, Chicago ......................... . 
Western Illinois University, Macomb .................................... . 

Indiana: 
Ball State University, Muncie ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Indiana Purdue University, Indianapolis ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Indiana Purdue University, Fort Wayne ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Indiana State School for Deaf, Indianapolis ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Indiana State University, Terre Haute ................................... . 
Indiana Univers t ty, Bloomingt;.on ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Indiana University-Northwest, Gary ..................................... . 
Indiana University-Southeast, New Albany •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Indiana University, South Bend ......................................... . 
Purdue University ... Calumet Campus, Hammond ............................... . 
Purdue University, West Lafayette ....................................... . 
Purdue University-North Central Campus, Westville ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Vincennes University, Vincennes ......................................... . 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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407 
263 
609 
128 
921 
560 
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342 
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856 
120 

77 
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122 

76 
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139 
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756 
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Table C. Campus police force expenditures of State governments, by character and object, 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Unit of government' 

Iowa: 
Iowa State University of Science and Technology, Ames ••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Iowa, low:). City ••••• " ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Northern Iowa, Cedar Falls •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Kansas: 
Emporia Kansas State College, Emporia .................................. . 
Fort Hays Kansas State University, Hays ................................ . 
Kansas State University of 'Agriculture and Applied Science; Manhattan ••• 
Pittsburg State University, Pittsburg· •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Kansas, Lawrence ••• " ••••••••••• " ••••••••••••••••••••• "." •• 
University of Ka~sas Medical Center, Kansas City ••••••• ~ •••••••••••••••• 
Wichita State University, Wichita ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Kentucky: 
Eastern Kentucky University, Richmond ................................... . 
Kentucky State University, Frankfort •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Morehead State University, Morehead .................................... . 
Murray State University, Murray ......................................... . 
University of Kentucky, Lexington ...................................... . 
Western Kentucky University, Bovl1ing Green •••••••••••••••••• , ••••••••••• 

Louisiana: 
Delgado Junior College, New Orleans ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Gramb ling S ta te Un i ve rs i ty, Gramb ling ••••••••••••••• : ••••••••••••••••••• 
Louisiana State University, Baton Rouge~ •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Louisiana State University Medical Center, New Orleans •••••••••••••••••• 
Louisiana Tech University, Ruston ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
McNeese State Univetsity, Lake Charles •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Nicholls State University, Thibodaux •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Northeast Louisiana University, Monroe ................................. . 
Northwp tern State University of Louisiana, Natchitoches •••••••••••••••• 
Southeastern Louisiana University, Hammond •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Southern University Agriculture and Mechanical College, Baton Rouge ••••• 
Southern University, New 0rleans •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Southern University, Shn,veport ••••••••••••••• "" •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Southwest:~1rn Louisiana, Lafayette ......................... . 

Maine: 
Northern Maine Vocational and Technical Institute, Presque Isle ••••••••• 
Southern Maine Vocational and Technical Institute, South Portland ••••••• 
University of Maine, Farmington ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Maine at Oronv-Machias-Presque Isle Campuses, Bangor •••••• 
University of Maine at Portland-Corham, Gorham •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Maryland: 
Bowie State College, Bowie •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Coppin State College, E.ltimore ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Frostburg State College, Frostburg •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Morgan State College, Baltimore ........................................ . 
Saint Mary's College of Maryland, St. Mary's City ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Salisbury State College, Salisbury •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Towson State University, Baltimore ........................ " •••••••••••••• 
University of Baltimore, Baltimore ..................................... . 
University of Maryland, College Park •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Massachusetts: 
Boston State College, Boston •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Bridgewater State College, Bridgewater •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Bristol Community College, Fall River .................................. . 
Fitchburg State College, Fitchburg •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Framingham State College, Framingham ................................... . 
Greenfield Community College, Greenfield •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Holyoke Conwunity College, Holyoke •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
MassachUSetts College of Art, Boston ..................... , ••••••••••••••• 
Massachusetts Maritime Academy, Buzzards Bay •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Massasoit Community College, Brockton .................................. . 
Middlesex Community College, Bedford •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Mount Wachusett Community College, Gardner •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
North Adams State College, North Adams •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Northern Essex Community College, HaverhilL .......................... .. 
Quinsigamond Conununi. ty College, Worcester ............................... . 
Salem State College, Salem .............................................. . 
Southeastern ~assachusetts University, North Dartmouth •••••••••••••••••• 
Springfield Technical Community College, Springfield •••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Lowell, Lowell ............. " ............................. . 
University of Massachuset ts, Amherst •••••• ,..: •••••••••••••••••••• , ••••••• 
Westfield State College, Westfield •••••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Worcester State College, Worcester ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

488 
718 
405 

194 
120 
336 
154 
791 
300 
378 

496 
132 
l53 
174 
996 
1,.11 

153 
194 
633 
265 
196 
101 
144 
190 
167 
233 
362 
120 

59 
297 

(2) 
28 
~O 

433 
120 

227 
237 
21,4 
449 
136 
167 
414 
178 

1,384 

348 
93 
67 

142 
117 

65 
149 
156 

69 
91 
33 

79 
94 
44 
83 

178 
264 
166 
280 
907 
105 

71 

Direct expenditure 

Total Direct Capital 
current outlay 

488 488 
718 718 
405 405 

194 194 
120 118 
336 335 
134 142 
791 729 
300 300 
378 370 

496 475 
132 132 
141 141 
174 174 
996 996 
411 408 

153 153 
194 181 
633 592 
265 250 
196 196 
101 101 
144 143 
190 184 
167 165 
233 211 
362 362 
120 120 
59 59 

297 291 

(2) (2) 
28 28 
40 40 

433 433 
120 120 

227 227 
237 237 
214 214 
449 449 
136 136 
167 167 
414 414 
178 178 

1,384 1,384 

348 344 
98 98 
67 67 

142 142 
117 117 

65 65 
149 149 
156 156 
69 69 
91 91 
33 30 

79 79 
94 94 
44 44 
83 83 

178 178 
264 264 
165 165 
280 280 
907 886 
105 105 

71 61 

2 
1 

12 
62 

8 

21 

3 

13 
41 
15 

1 
6 
2 

22 

6 

(2) 

4 

3 

21 

10 

Intergov­
ernmental 

expenditure 

12 

(2) 
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Table C. Campus police force expenditures of State gover~ments, by character and object, 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Unit of government' 

Michigan: 
Central Michigan University, Mt. Pleasant .............................. . 
Eastern Michigan University, ypsilanti ................................. . 
Ferris State College, Big Rapids •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Grand Valley State College, Allendale ................................. .. 
Michigan State University, East Lansing ................................ . 
Michigan Technological University, Houghton •••••••••••••••••••••••••• : •• 
Northern Michigan University, Marquette ••••••••••••••••.••••••••••••••••• 
Oakland University, Rochester ....... \I ..................................... . 
Saginaw Valley State College, University Center ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
l1niversity of Michigan, Ann Arbor ••••••••••••• _ ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Wayne State University, Detroit ........................................ . 
Western Michigan University, Kalamazoo ••••• ,. •••••••••• t •••••••••••••••••• 

Minnesota: 
Bemidji State University, Bemidji ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Minnesota, Minneapolis ................................... . 
Willmar Community College, Willmar .................................... .. 

Mississippi: 
Alcorn State UniverSity, Lorman ••••••••••••••• _ ......................... . 
Delta State University, Cleveland ...................................... . 
Jackson State University, Jackson ..................... " ..................... . 
Mississippi State UniverSity, Mississippi State ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Mississippi University for Women, Columbus ............................ . 
Mississippi Valley State University, Itta Bena •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Mississippi, University ................................. .. 
University of Mississippi Medical Center, Jackson ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Southern Mississippi, Hattiesburg ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Missouri: 
Central Missour.i State University, Warrensburg •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Missouri Southern State College, Joplin ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Missouri Western State College, St. Joseph •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Northeast Missouri State University, Kirksville ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Northwest Missouri State Univelaity, Maryville •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Southeast Missou~i State University, Cape Girardeau ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Southwest Missouri State University, Springfield •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Missouri, Columbia •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Missouri, Kansas City ................................... .. 
University of Missouri, Rolla .......................................... . 
University of Missouri, St. Louis ................................... " .. . 

Montana: 
Eas:"n, Montana University, Billings ................................... , 
Montana State University, Bozeman •••••• " ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , 
University of Montana, Missoula ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Nebraska: 
Kearney Sta'te College, Kearney .............................................. " ......... : .... .. 
Peru State College, Peru .............................. , ................................... . 
University of Nebraska, Lincoln .................................... " ........................................ .. 
Wayne State College, Wayne ............................................. . 

Nevada: 
University at Nevada, Las Vegas ............................................................. . 
University of: Nevada, Reno •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Ne .. • Hampshire: 
New Hampshire Technical Institute, Concord •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of New Hampshire, Durham ••••••••••••••••••••• I I ••••••• I •••••• 

New Jersey: 
College of Medicine and Dentistry of New Jersey, Newark ••••••••••••••••• 
Glassboro State College, Glassboro •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Kean College ·of New Jersey, Union •••••••••••••••••• , •••••••• , ••••••••••• 
Montclair State College, Upper Montclair •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
New Jersey Institute of Technology, Newark •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• I 
Ramapo College of New Jersey, Mahwah. 9 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Richard Stockton State College, Pomona •••••••••••••• " •••• I ••••••••••••• 

Rutgers the State University," New Brunswick. I ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Trellton State College, Trenton •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
William Paterson College of New Jersey, Wayne............ • •••••••••••• 

New Mexico: 
Eastern New Mexico University, Portales ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
New Mexico Highlands University, Las Vegas •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
New Mexico Military Institute, Roswell ................................ .. 
New Mexico State University, Las Cruces ••• , ••••••• , ••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of New Mexico, Albuquerque ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Western New Mexico University, Silver City •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• " 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

277 
939 
325 
152 

1,108 
140 
282 
330 

84 
503 

1,206 
857 

24 
1,327 

"5 

122 
94 

228 
223 

65 
102 
291 
451 
366 

179 
43 
51 

149 
138 
121 
(') 
652 
490 
242 
414 

98 
148 
140 

82 
12 

601 
42 

148 
248 

10 
578 

1,319 
417 
391 
464 
380 
279 
249 

2,338 
468 
539 

79 
104 
48 

362 
763 

33 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

277 
939 
325 
152 

1,108 
140 
282 
330 

84 
230 

1,206 
851 

1,327 

12l 
94 

228 
223 

65 
102 
291 
451 
366 

179 
43 
51 

149 
138 
121 
(. ) 
652 
490 
242 
414 

98 
148 
140 

82 
12 

601 
42 

i48 
248 

10 
578 

1,319 
417 
391 
464 
380 
279 
249 

2,338 
468 
539 

79 
104 
48

1 

362 
763 
33 

Direct 
current 

277 
685 
322 
152 

1,052 
140 
282 
327 

84 
230 

1,155 
845 

1,327 

122 
94 

217 
216 

64 
102 
291 
438 
366 

176 
43 
51 

149 
138 
118 
(» 
652 
490 
242 
414 

98 
148 
140 

82 
12 

601 
42 

147 
230 

10 
557 

1,319 
417 
391 
464 
380 
279 
249 

2,338 
468 
516 

79 
104 

48 
322 
760 
32 

Capital 
outlay 

254 
3 

56 

3 

51 
6 

11 
7 
1 

13 

3 

3 
(.) 

1 
18 

21 

23 

40 
3 
1 
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Table C. Campus police force expenditures of State gO'/ernments, by character and object,· 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Unit of government' 

New York: 
State University of New York, Albany ................................... . 
State University of New York, llinghamton .............................. .. 
State University of New York, Buffalo .......................... "" .... .. 
State University of New York, Stony Brook .............................. . 
State University of New York, Downstate Medical Center. Brooklyn •••••••• 
State university of New York, College of Environmental SCience and 
Fares try, Syracuse •••••••• I •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

State University of New York College, Brockport ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
State University of New York College, Buffalo ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Stqte University of New York College, Cortland •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
State University of New York College, FI,edonia ......................... . 
State University of New York College, Geneseo ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
State Univ~rsity of New York College, New Paltz ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
State University of New York College, Old Westbury •••••••••••••••••••••• 
State University of New York College, Oneonta ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
State University of New York College, Oswego •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
State University of New York College, Plattsburgh ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
State University of New York College, Potsdam ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

State University of New York College, Purchase •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
State University of New York College of Tech.; Utica~Rome ••••••••••••••• 
State University of New York Maritime College, Bronx •••••••••••••••••••• 
State University of New York igricultural and Technical College, Alfred. 
State University of New York Agricultural and Technical Lollege, Canton. 
State University of New York Agricultural and Technical College, 
CobleskilL .......................................................... .. 

State UniverSity of New York Agricultural and Technical College, Delhi •• 
State University of New York Agricultural and Technical College, 
Farmingda le ........................................................... . 

State University of New York Agricultural and 'rechnical Colleg~, 
Morrisville ........................................................... . 

North Carolina: 
Appalachian State University, Boolle .................................... . 
East Carolina University, Greenville •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Elizabeth City State University, Elizabeth City ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Fayetteville State University, Fayetteville ............................ . 
North Carolina Agriculture and Technical State University, Greensboro ••• 
North Carolina Central University, Durham ............................. .. 
North Carolina State University, Raleigh •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Pembroke State University, Pembroke .................................... . 
University of North Carolina, Asheville ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of North Carolina, Chapel HilL ............................ .. 
UniVersity of North Carolina, Charlotte ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of North Carolina, Greensboro ............................... . 
University of North Carolina, Wilmington ............................... . 
Western Carolina University, Cullowhee ................................. . 
WinstonMSalern State University, Winston~Salem ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

North Dakota: 
North Dakota State School of SCience, Wahpeton ••••••••••••• ~ •• = •• , ••••.• 
North DQkota Statu UniVersity, Fargo •••••••••••••••••••••• ~ ••••••••••••• 
University of North Dakota, Grand Forks ............................... .. 

Ohio: 
Bowling Green State University, Bowling Green •••• , •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Central State University, Wilberforce ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Cleveland State University, Cleveland •••••••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••• 
Kent State University, Kent ............................................ . 
Medica 1 Co llege of Ohio, To ledo ................ " ....................... . 
Miami University, Oxford ............................................... . 
Ohio State Univerfiity, Columbus ........................................ . 
Ohio University, Athens ................................................ . 
University of Akron, Akron ••••••••• , •••••• , ............................. . 
University of Toledo ................................................... . 
Wright State University, Dayton ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Youngstown State University, Youngstown •••••••••••••••••• , .............. .. 

Oklahoma: 
Cameron University, Lawton ................. , ••••••••••••••• _ ......... , •••• 
Central Seate University, Edmond •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Connors State Agriculture College, Warner ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Langston University, Langston •••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••• I ••••••• " ••• 

Murray State College, Tishomingo ...................................... .. 
Northeastern Oklahoma State University, Tahlequah ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Northwestern Oklahoma State University, Alva •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

775 
414 

1,283 
930 
964 

145 
356 
486 

226 
198 
254 
256 
432 
340 
323 
436 
2P5 

233 
32 

189 
222 
181 

128 
167 

318 

128 

184 
344 
115 
102 
218 
197 
367 

81 
86 

483 
318 
286 
126 
145 
90 

38 
169 
166 

274 
155 
596 
579 
(» 

575 
1,261 

369 
406 
475 
327 
318 

54 
110 

16 
100 

21 
116 

20 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

775 
414 

1,283 
930 
964 

145 
356 
486 

226 
198 
254 
256 
432 
340 
323 
436 
205 

233 
32 

189 
222 
181 

128 
167 

318 

128 

184 
344 
115 
102 
218 
197 
367 

81 
86 

483 
318 
286 
126 
145 
90 

38 
160 
164 

274 
155 
596 
579 
(.) 
575 

1,261 
369 
406 
475 
327 
318 

54 
110 
16 

100 
21 

116 
20 

Direct 
current 

750 
414 

1,259 
845 
671 

145 
348 
483 

226 
198 
254 
256 
432 
340 
323 
436 
205 

233 
24 

189 
218 
180 

128 
161 

318 

128 

184 
268 
113 
102 
218 
190 
367 

81 
&6 

468 
318 
286 
121 
145 

90 

38 
160 
156 

274 
155 
593 
570 
(2) 
575 

1,234 
369 
400 
471 
326 
3t8 

54 
101 
16 

100 
21 

110 
2C 

Capital 
outlay 

25 

24 
85 

293 

8 
3 

8 

4 
1 

6 

76 
2 

15 

5 

8 

3 
9 

(') 

27 

6 
4 
1 

9 

6 

Intergov~ 
ernmental 

el<penditure 

9 
2 



408 APPENDIX 1-Continued 

Table C. Campus police force expenditures of State governments, by character and object, 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

(Thousands of dollars)' 

Unit of government' 

Oklahoma~~Continued 

Oklahoma Panhandle State University, Goodwell .......................... . 
Oklahoma State University, Stillwater ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Southeastern Oltlahoma State University, Durant.' ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Tulsa Junior College, Tulsa ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Oklahoma, Norman ......................................... . 
University of Oklahoma Health Science Center, Oklahoma City ••••••••••••• 
University of Science and Arts of Oklahoma, Chickasha ••••••••••••••••••• 

Oregon: 
Oregon State University, Corvallis ......................................................... .. 
University of Oregou, Eugene ........................................... ~ ............ " .......... .. 

Pennsylvan.1a: 
Bluomsburg State College, BloomsbUl;g ................................... . 
California State College, California •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Cheyney State College, Cheyney ......................................... . 
Clarion State College, Clarion ......................................... . 
East Stroudsburg State College, East Stroudsburg •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Edinboro State College, Edinboro ...................................... .. 
Indiana University of Pennsylvania, Indiana ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Kutztown State College, Kutztown ....................................... . 
Lock Haven State College, Lock Haven •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Mansfield State College, Mansfield •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Millersville State College, Millersville State •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Pennsylvania State University, University Park •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Shippensburg State College, Shippensburg ............................... . 
Slippery Rock State College, Slippery Rock •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
West Chester State College, West Chester •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Rhode Island: 
University of Rhode Island, Kingston •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

South Carolina: 
Citadel Military College of South Carolina, Charleston •••••••••••••••••• 
CLemson University, Clemson ............................................................................ . 
France., Marion Collego, Florence ................................................................... .. 
Medical University of South Carolina, Charleston •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
South Carolina State College, Orangeburg •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of South Carolina, Columbia ................................ .. 
Winthrop College, Rock Rill ............................................ . 

South Dakota: 
South Dakota State University, Brookings ............................... . 

Tennessee: 
Austin Pe"y State University, Clarksville ............................. .. 
Cleveland State Community College, Cleveland •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
East Tennessee State University, Johnson City ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Memphis State University, Memphis ............................................................... .. 
Middle Tennessee State University, Murfreesboro ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Motlow State Community College, Tullahoma ............................. .. 
Tennessee State University, Nashville .................... ,. ........... .. 
Tennessee Technical University, Cookeville •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Universlty of Tennessee, Knoxville ........................................................ e ...... .. 

Walters State Community College, Morristown ............................. . 

Texas: 
Angelo State University, San Angelo ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
East Texas State University, Commerce ••••••••••••••••••••••• , ••••••••••• 
Lamar University, Beaumont ............................................................................. .. 
Midwestern State University, IHchita ................................... . 
North Texas State University, Denton •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Pan American University, Edinburg ...................................... . 
Prairie View Agricultural and Mechanical University, Prairie View ••••••• 
Sam Rouston State University, Huntsville •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Southwest Texas State University, San Marcos •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Stephen F. Austin State University, Naoogdoches ....................... .. 
Sul Ross State University, Alpine ..................................... " 
Tarleton State University, Stephenville ................................ . 
Texas Agricultural and Industrial University, Kingsville •••••••••••••••• 
Texas Agricultural and Mechanical University, College Station ••••••••••• 
Texas Southern University, Houston •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Texas State Technical Institute-~James Connolly Campus, Waco •••••••••••• 
Texas Technical University, Lubbock ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Texas Womens University, Denton ............................................ . 
University of HOllston, Houston .................................................................. .. 

See footnotes at end of tab4e. 

Total 

9 
491 
55 
91 

448 
357 

23 

303 
663 

225 
178 
219 
260 
171 
245 
280 

156 
111 
170 
265 

1,491 
234 
286 
326 

489 

148 
362 

67 
377 
179 
872 
231 

104 

117 
(. ) 
170 
629 
275 

28 
259 
137 

1,693 
45 

99 
301 
273 
106 
359 
107 
147 
186 
170 

2/.9 
73 
62 

247 
736 
338 
234 
600 
191 
725 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

9 
491 
55 
91 

448 
357 

23 

303 
514 

225 
178 
219 
260 
171 
245 
280 

156 
lU 
170 
265 

1,491 
234 
286 
326 

489 

148 
362 

67 
377 
179 
872 
231 

104 

117 
(.) 
170 
629 
275 

28 
259 
137 

1,693 
45 

99 
301 
273 
106 
359 
107 
147 
186 
170 

249 
73 
62 

244 
736 
338 
234 
600 
191 
725 

Direct 
current 

9 
491 
55 
82 

448 
357 

23 

303 
514 

225 
178 
218 
260 
170 
245 
280 

156 
111 
170 
264 

1,457 
231 
286 
321 

477 

148 
309 

66 
377 
179 
839 
231 

95 

115 
(.) 
170 
610 
275 

28 
251 
137 

1,693 
45 

95 
261 
262 
106 
340 
107 
147 
186 
132 

249 
73 
62 

244 
736 
322 
200 
582 
187 
676 

Capital 
outlay 

9 

1 
34 

3 

5 

12 

53 
1 

33 

9 

2 
(. ) 

19 

8 

4 
40 
11 

19 

38 

16 
34 
18 

4 
49 

Intergov~ 

ernmental 
expenditure 

149 

(.) 

3 

, 
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Table C. Campus police force expenditures of State governments, by char.acter and object, 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Unit of government' Total 

Texas~~Continued 

University of 'l'exas, Arlington .......................................... 525 
University of Texas, Austin ........................................................... 1,687 
University of Texas at Dallas, Richardson ............................... 264 
University of Texas, EI Paso .............................................. , .... 321 
!hdversity of Texas Cancer Center, Houston ....................................... 680 
University "f Texas Dental School, San Antonio •• ~., ........................ (5) 
University of Texas Health Science Center, Dallas ....................... 565 
University of Texas Health Scienc~ Cent~r, San Antonio ••• ~ •• p ............ 346 
West Texas State University, Canyon •• ~ ...... , .......................... 91 

Utah: 
Dixie College, Saint George •• " ........................................................... 22 
Snow College, Ephraim ................................................ : ................. 34 
Southern Utah State College, Cedar City ................................. 20 
University of Ut~h, Salt Lak~ City ................................................. 969 
Utah State University, Logan ............................................... , ............. 35 
Weber State College, Ogden .............................................. 181 

Vermont: 
Castleton State College, Castleton ........................... , ................... 46 
Lyndon State College, Lyndonville ....................................... 56 
University of Vermont, Burlington ....................................... 449 

Virglnia: 
Central Vir.ginia Community Coll.ege, Lynchburg ........................... 22 
Clinch Valley College, Wise ............................................. 51, 
College of William and Mary, Williamsburg •••••••• : ...................... 285 
Dabney S. Lancaster Community College, Clifton Forge .......................... 19 
Danville COlM1unity College, Danville .................................... 52 
George Mason University, Fairfax ............................................... 249 
J. Sargeant Reynolds Community College, Richmond ........................ 81 
James Madison University, Harrisonburg' .... , .................................. 187 

Mary Washington College, Fredericksburg ................................. 143 
Norfolk btate College, Norfolk .......................................... 272 
Northern Virginia Community College, Annandale .......................... 449 
Old Dominion University, Norfolk •••••••••• · .............................. 343 
Paul D. Camp Community College, Franklin ... < ....... , .................... 29 
Radford College, Radford ................................................ 204 
Southside Virginia Community College, Alberta ........................... 49 
Southwest Virginia Community College, Richlands ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 47 
Thomas Nelson Community College, Richmond ............................... 71 

University of Virginia, Charlottesville ................................. 730 
Virginia Commonwealth University, Richmond •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 948 
Virginia Highlands Community College, Abingdon .......................... 19 
Virginia Military Institute, Lexington ............................................. 71 
Virginia Polytechnic Institute, Blacksburg .............................. 475 
Virginia School at Hampton ........................................... , ........ 14 
Virginia State College, Petersburg ........................................... 127 
Virginia ~lestern Community College, Roanoke ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 96 
Wytheville Community College, Wytheville. ............................... 21 

Washington: 
Big Bend Community College, Moses Lake .................................. (. ) 
Central Washington State College, Ellensburg •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 185 
Eastern Washington State College, Cheney ................................ 217 
Fort Steilacoom Community College, Tacoma ........................ , ........... (NA) 
Green River Community College, Auburn ••• , ......... ': ......................... " •• (2) 
Seattle Community College, Seattle ............... " ............................. , •• 60 
Tacoma Community College, Tacoma ............. , •••• " ............... , ............. 106 
The Evergreen State College, Olympia .................................... , 133 
University of Washington, Seattle ...... , ......... ,., ............ " ............. 1,444 
Washington State University, Pullman .................................... 328 
Western Washington State College, Bellingham ............................ 306 

West Virginia: 
Bluefield ;State College, Bluefield ...................................... 12 
Concord College, Athens ......... 00 ...................................... 49 
Fairmont State College, Fairmont .................. " •••••• " ••• " ................ 65 
Glenville State College, GleI\ville ...................................... 39 
Marshall University, Huntington ......................................... 241 
Shepherd College, Shepherdstown •••••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 28 
West l.iberty Stat~ College, West Liberty ................................ 57 
West Virginia Institute of Technology, Hontgomery ....................... 52 
West Virginia State College, Institute ........................................ , 53 
West Virginia University, Morganto,,,n ................................ , ..... 366 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

525 
1,687 

264 
321 
680 
(.) 
565 
346 

91 

2l 
34 
20 

969 

181 

46 
56 

449 

22 
54 

285 
19 
52 

249 
81 

187 

143 
272 
449 
343 

29 
204 
49 
47 
71 

730 
948 

19 
71 

475 
14 

127 
96 
21 

(.) 
185 
193 

(NA) 
(.) 

60 
106 
133 

1,444 
328 
306 

12 
49 
65 
39 

241 
28 
57 
52 
5.1 

366 

Direct 
current 

518 
1,670 

264 
321 
677 
(.) 
565 
340 

86 

21 
34 
20 

969 

153 

45 
56 

449 

22 
54 

285 
19 
52 

249 
81 

187 

143 
272 
449 
343 

29 
196 

49 
47 
71 

709 
948 

19 
71 

475 
14 

127 
96 
21 

(.) 
182 
193 

(NA) 
(') 

53 
106 
133 

1,435 
319 
297 

12 
49 
65 
39 

228 
28 
57 
52 
53 

366 

Capital 
outlay 

7 
17 

3 
(.) 

6 
5 

28 

8 

21 

(.) 
3 

(NA) 
(. ), 

7 

9 
9 
9 

13 

Intergov~ 

ernmental 
expenditure 

(.) 

35 

('') 

24 
(NA) 
(.) 
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Table C. Campus police force expenditures of State governments, by character and object, 
fiscal year 1978-Continued 

(Thousands of dollars) 

Unit of government l 

Wisconsin: 
University of Wisconsin, Eau Clnire ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Wisconsin, Green Bay ............................ ~ ................ J ....... o. .. 

University of Wisconsin, La Crosse ....................................................................... r. 
University of Wisconsin, Madison ........................................................................... " .. 
Univel:sity of Wisconsin, Milwaukee •••••••••••• .......................... 
Ulliversity of lVisconsin, Oshkosh ........................................ 

Unl.versity of lnsconsin--Parkside, Kenosha •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Wisconsin, Platteville .................................... 
University of lVisconsin, River Falls •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of l?isconsin, Stevens Point .................................. 
University of Misconsin--Stout, Menomonie ....................... 10 .................................... 

University of Wisconsin, Superior ......................................................................... 10 .. 

University of Wisconsin, \<1hitewa ter ......................................... 

Wyoming: 
University of Wyoming, Laramie ........................................... 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 
NA Not availuble. 

Total 

180 
142 
115 

1,466 
506 
183 

186 
85 

103 
(2) 
(.) 
147 
176 

257 

Direct expenditure 

Total 

180 
142 
115 

1,466 
506 
183 

186 
85 

103 
(") 
(") 
67 

176 

257 

Direct 
current 

175 
142 
113 

1,436 
500 
180 

180 
84 
97 

(l) 
(') 

66 
166 

256 

Capital 
outlay 

5 

2 
30 

6 
3 

6 
1 
6 

(" ) 
(.) 

1 
10 

Intergov-
ernmental 

expenditure 

(.) 
(2) 
80 

'Where the name of the unit of government does not reflect the city where the unit's administr~tive headquarters are located, t.his information 
appears after the unit name. 

'No longer has power of arrest. 
'Formerly El Paso Community College. 
'Formerly Kansas State College. 
'Merged with University of Texas Health Science Center, San Antonio. 
'Formerly Madison College. 

I 
II 
~ 
~ , 

~----------------__________ ----____ ~ ________ ~C~ _______ h_r ____________ __ 

APP'ENDIX I-Continued 

Table D. Campus police force employment and payroll. of State governments, 

October 1978; 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Unit of government 1 

Total ..................................................... .o ••••••••••• 

Alaba~: 
Alabama Agricultural and Mechanical University, Normal ................. . 
Alabama Institute for the Deaf and Blind, Talladega .................... . 
Alabama State Univerbity; Montgomery •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Alexander C;ity State Junior College, Alexander ••••••••••• , •••••• , ........ . 
Auburn University, Auburn •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• " •••••••••• 
Enterprise State Junior College, Enterprise •.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Faulkner State Junior College, Bay Hinette •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Gadsden State Junior College t Gadsden ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• c. 

George C. Wallace State Community College, Dothan .. " ... .., ............ ~H 
Jacksonville State University, Jacksonville •••••••• ~, ................... . 

Jefferson State. Junior College, Birmingham .......... " •••••••••••••••••• 
John C. Calhoun State Community College, Oecatur ••• ~~ ...... "' ••••••••••••• 
LiVingston University, Livingston •••••••••••• 0 •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Northeast Al.bama State Junior College, Rainsville ..................... . 
Northwest Alabama State Junior College, Phil Campbell ••••••••••••••••••• 
Troy State University, Troy ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• t ......... . 
University of Alabama, Birmingham ........................................ . 
University of Alabama, University ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ ••• 
University of Montevallo, Montevallo •••••••••••••••••••••••••• .o ••••••••• 

University of North Alabama, F1orenc2 ••••••• o ••••••••••••••••• 0 ••• 0 ••••• 

University of South Alabama, Mobile •••••••••• ' .......................... . 

Alaska: 
University of Alaska, Fairbanks ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Arizona: 
Arizona State University, Tempe •••••••••••••• ., •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Northern Arizona University, Flagstaff •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of AJ:izona, Tucson ...... i ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Arkansas: 
Arkansas Tech Co11ege t Russellville ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Arkansa$ State University, Beebe ..................................... 0 ••• 

AlC'kanS8S State University, State University ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Henderson State University t Arkadelphia ••••••• IJ ••••••• , ••••••••••••••••• 

Uulv~r8ity of Arkansas, Fayetteville ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , 
University of Arkansas Medical Center, Little Rock ..................... . 
University of Arkansas, Monticello ••••••••• 0 •••••••••••• 0 ••••• 0 ••••••••• 

University of Arkansas, Pine Bluff •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Central Arkansas, Conway •••••••••••••••••• 0 ••••••••••••••• 

California: 
California Polytechnic State University, San Luis Obispo •••••••••••••••• 
Oalifornia State College, Bakersfield ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
California State College, San Bernardino •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
California State College, Sonoma ........................................ . 
California State College, Stanislaus •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
California State Polytechnic Unive~sitYt Pomona ..................... 0 .... . 

California State University, Chic.o •••• I •••••• , .......................... . 
California State University, Dominquez Hills ....................... , ••• oo,. 
California State University, Fresno .................. 1 ••••••• 1 ••••••••• , ~ 
California State University, Fullerton ............ , ••••• ot ••••• I., ••...•.. 

California Stste University, ttayward ............... 1 .............. ., ••• 4 •••• 

California State University, Long Beach •••• " ••••••••••••••••••••••• t I .... '. 

California State University, L05 Angeles .............................. Ii CI)" 

California State University. Northridge .................... •••••••••••• ~r 
California State University, Sacramento •••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••••••• 
Humboldt State UnlversitYt Arl!ata •• I ••• "' ••••••••••••• " ••••••••••••••••• 

San Diego State University, San DieSo, .................. ~ ••••••••••••••• Ii •• 
San Francisco State Un1.versicy, San Francisco •••••••••••••• , ............ . 
San Jose State University, San Joso •••••••••••••••••• , ••••••••••••••••• 0 

University of California, Berkeley (9 campuses) ....................... .. 

Colorado: 
Adams State College, AlbmoBa ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• I •••••••• 
Colorado School of Mines J Golden •••••••••• , ••••••• , •••••• I •••••••••••••• 
Colorado State University, Fort Collins ................................. . 
Lamar Community College, Lamar ........................... .o ••• I ••• 1 •• 0 •••• 

Otero JunioJ;' College, La Junta .......................................... . 
Pikes Peak Community College, Colorado Springl"l ......................... . 
University of Colorado, Boulder •• , ••• , •••••••••••••••••••• 0. I ••••••••••• 

University of Northern COl..:.rado, Greeley •••••••••• 0 ••••••••••••• e •••• ~ •• 

University of Southern Colorado, Pueblo •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• " •• 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

12,911 

19 
1 

19 
1 

28 

I, 
7 
6 

15 

21 
(') 

4 
3 
4 
7 

63 
69 
13 
11 
13 

(') 

66 
36 
98 

8 
1 

17 
6 

53 
31 

9 
10 
24 

30 
13 
17 
13 

9 
33 
tt 
2S 
i5 
12 

26 
4; 
64 
39 
38 
17 
27 
19 
4i 

391 

12 
5 

39 
2 

(.) 
11 

lOB 
37 
10 

Number of empl.oyees 

Full-time 
"nly 

9,894 

19 
1 

14 
1 

28, 
3 
4 
6 
6 
9 

17 
(. ) 

4 
2 
1 
7 

63 
34 

9 
8 

12 

(') 

48 
28 
84 

8 
1 

15 
5 

32 
23 

6 
10 
15 

14 
8 

17 
13 
9 

23 
11 
15 
13 
11 

18 
36 
48 
32 
27 
16 
26 
19 
23 

391 

5 
5 

25 
1 

( ') 
1 

50 
11 
10 

Full-time 
equiva lent. 

10,463 

19 
1 

15 
1 

28 
4 
4 
6 
6 

11 

18 
(. ) 

4 
2 
2 
7 

63 
37 
11 
8 

12 

(' ) 

51 
29 
85 

8 
1 

16 
5 

40 
28 
7 

10 
18 

15 
10 
17 
13 

9 
25 
12 
17 
14 
12 

19 
38 
52 
34 
29 
16 
26 
19 
31 

391 

6 
5 

27 
2 

(') 
8 

58 
18

1 10 

411 

October 
payroll 

11,931 

,14 
1 

18 
1 

32 
3 
3 
6 
4 
8 

18 
(') 

4 
2 
2 
6 

65 
35 
10 
10 

9 

(') 

61 
29 
91 

7 
1 

11 
4 

29 
24 
5 
6 

13 

24 
15 
22 
17 
13 
34 
18 
27 
20 
19 

26 
52 
59 
42 
39 
23 
39 
26 
46 

580 

10 
6 

37 
2 

(') 
9 

78 
19 
14 



412 APPENDIX 1-Continued 

Table D. Campus police force employment and payroll, of State governments, 

October 1918-Continued 

(Dollar amounts in thousands)' 

Unit of government l 

Connect icut: 
Central Connecticut State College, New Britain •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Eastern Connecticut State College, Willimantic .......................... . 
Hanchester Community College, Manchester •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Mattatuck Community College, Waterbury ................................. . 
Southern Connecticut State College, New Haven ........................... .. 
University of Connecticut, Storrs •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• .,. •••••• 
Western Connecticut State College, Danbury •••••••••••••••••• '" ••••••••••• 

Delaware: 
University of Delat"are, Newark •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Florida: 
Florida Agricul tura 1 and Mechanical Univers ity, Tallahassee ••••••••••••• 
Florida Atlantic University, Boca Raton •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• '" 
Florida International University, Miami ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Florida State UniversitYt Tallahassee ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Florida Technological University, Orlando ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Florida, Gainesville ..................................... . 
University of North Florida t Jacksonville •••••••••••••••••• " •••••••••••• 
UniverSity of South Florida, Tampa •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of West Florida, Pensacola ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Georgia: 
Abraham Baldwin Agricultural College, Tifton •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Albany Junior College, Albany ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Albany State College, Albany •••••••• 0 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 00 ••• 

Augusta College, Augusta •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Columbus College, Columbus •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Fort Valtey State College, Fort Valley ................................. . 
Georgia College, Milledgeville •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Georgia Institute of Technology, Atlanta •••••••••••••••••• ~ ••••••••••••• 
Georgia Southern College, Statesboro ..................................... . 

Georgia Southwestern College, Americus .................................. . 
Georgia State UniversitYt Atlanta .......................................... . 
Medical College of Georgia, Augusta ...................................... . 
Middle College of Georgia, Cochran •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
North Georgia College, Dahlonega ............................................ . 
Savannah State College, Savannah ........................................... .. 
South Georgia College, Douglas ............................................ . 
University of Georgia, Athens ............................................ . 
Valclvsta State College, Valdosta ............................................. . 
West Georgia College, Carrollton ............................... j •••••••••• 

Idaho: 
Boise State University, Boise ................................................. .. 
Idaho State University, Pocatello ........................................ .. 
Lewis .. Clark State College, Lewiston ........................................ . 
UniverSity of Idaho, Moscow ................................................. . 

Illinois: 
Chicago State University, Chicago ..................... ~ •••••••••••••••••• 
Eastern Illinois University, Charleston ................................. . 
Governors State University, Park Forest South ................................ . 
Illinois State University, Normal ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Northeastern Illinois University, Chicago ............................. .. 
Northern Illinois University J De Kalb ................................... . 
Sangamon State University, Springfield ••••••••••••••• "' ................... . 
Southern Illinois UniverSity, Carbondale .................................... . 
S~uthern Illinois University, Edwardsville •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Illinois, Chicago Circle Campus .......................... . 
University of Illinois, Urbana ............................................ . 
University of Illinois Medical Center, Chicago ......................... . 
Western Illinois University, Macomb ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• n ••••••• 

Indiana: 
Ball State University, Muncie .............................................. . 
Indiana Purdue University, Indianapolis ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Indiana Purdue University, Fort Wayne •••• , •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Indiana State School for Deaf, Indianapolis ............................. . 
Indiana Sta.te University, Terre Haute ................................... . 
Indiana University, Bloomington •••••••••••• J •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Indiana University Northwest J Gary ...................................... . 
Indiana University Southeast, New Albany •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Indiana University, South Bend •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Purdue University-Calumet Campus, Hammond ............................... . 
Purdue University, West Lafayette ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Purdue University-North Central Campus, Westville ..................... ~ ••• 
Vincennes Universi,y, Vincennes ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

25 
,8 

5 
(.) 
30 
70 
15 

94 

19 
20 
35 
45 
24 
79 
18 
83 
16 

7 
(.) 
15 
11 
17 

9 
9 

119 
19 

12 
76 
50 

9 
7 

10 
6 

50 
18 
21 

(.) 
6 

(.) 
5 

31 
18 
17 
32 
25 
43 

8 
73 
39 
56 
65 
48 
23 

73 
71 
15 

9 
41 

120 
13 

6 
9 

14 
49 

8 
9 

Number of employees 

Full~time Full~time 
only eq.uivalent 

25 25 
8 8 
5 5 

(.) (. ) 
20 22 
40 44 

9 10 

50 56 

19 19' 
20 20 
34 35 
43 43 
24 24 
61 64 
18 18 
67 71 
14 14 

7 7 
( .) (.) 
15 15 
11 11 
10 12 

9 9 
9 9 

57 66 
19 19 

11 12 
69 71 
50 50 

8 8 
6 6 

10 10 
6 6 

50 50 
16 17 
19 20 

(') ( .) 
6 6 

(.) (') 
5 5 

18 21 
18 18 
17 17 
32 32 
14 18 
34 35 

8 8 
54 57 
29 32 
43 45 
65 65 
48 48 
23 23 

43 53 
65 71 

8 10 
9 9 

30 32 
76 79 
11 11 

5 5 
8 8 
9 10 

47 

4~1 6 
9 

October 
payroll 

21 
9 
5 

(.) 
22 
43 

9 

77 

26 
20 
40 
55 
25 
90 
23 
62 
20 

5 
(') 

11 
10 

7 
6 
6 

64 
15 

8 
70 
31 

7 
5 
7 
4 

42 
12 
14 

(') 
5 

(. ) 
4 

26 
28 
21 
33 
24 
49 

8 
95 
38 
56 
66 
60 
30 

62 
74 

9 
6 

33 
84 
11 

5 
6 

10 
45 

6 
8 
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APPENDIX 1-Continued 

Table D. Campus police force employment and payroll, of State governments, 

October 191s..-:-Continued 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

I. •• it of government 1 

Iowa: 
'Iowa State University of Science and Technology, Ames ••• ,.. 10 ••••••••••••• 

University of Iowa, Iowa City •• ,. ••••••••••••••••• ,. •••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Northern Iowa, Cedar Falls ......... " ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Kansasl 
Emporia Kansas State College, Emporia ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
FOJ:t Hays Kansas State UniVersity, Hays ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Kartsas State University of AgriCUlture and Applied Science, l'.nhattan ••• 
Pittsburgh State University, Pittsburgh' •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Univers ity of Kansas, Lawrence ..................... ~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Kansas Medical Center. Kansas City ••••••••••••••••••••••• , 
Wichita State UniverSity, Wichita ...................................... . 

Kentucky: 
Eastern Kentucky University, Richmond ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Kentucky State University, Frankfort .................................... . 
Morehead Stl'te University J Morehead. I •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Murray State UniverSity, Murray .......................................... . 
University of Kentucky, Lexington. 4 .............. ,o ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Western Kentucky University, Bowling Green ............................... . 

Louisiana: 
Delgado Junior College, New Orleans •••••••••••••••••••• ,. ~ •••••••••••••• 
Grambling State University, Grambling ......................... ~ •••••••••••• 
Louisiana State University, Buton Rouge ••••••••••••••••• ~ •••••••••••••• 
Louisiana State University Medical Center, New Orleans •••• _, •••••• J •••••• 

Louisiana Tech University, Ruston ........................................ . 
McNeese State University, Lake Charles •••••••• , •••••••••• ,. •••••••• ' •••••• 
Nicholls State Uni/ersity, Thibodaux •••••••••••••••••••••• "3 •••••••••••• 

Northess t Louis ian a Univers ity, Monroe •••••••••••••••• ,." ~ .. ., •• (. •••••••• 
Northwestern State Univers ity of Louisi.ana. Natchito~;!·,estl. t , •••••••••••• 

Southeastern Louisiana University, Hammond •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Southern University Agriculture and Mechanical College, Baton Rouge ..... 
Southern University, New Orleans •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Southern University, Shreveport •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , •••••• 
Un1.vera1.ty of Southwestern Louisiana, Lafayette ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Maine: 
Northern Maine Vocational and Technical Institute, Presque Isle ••••••••• 
Southern Maine Vocational and Technical Institute, South Portland ••••••• 
University of Maine, Famington ................ 1> ••••• c'., .............. 4o ••• 

University of Maine at Orono ... Mathias .. Prcsque Isle Campuses, Bangor •••••• 
University of Maine at Portland .. Gorham, Gorham ............ " .............. . 

Maryland: 
Bowie State College, Dowie .............................................. . 
Coppin State College, Baltimore ....................................... ~ •••• 
Frostburg State College, Frostburg •••••••••••••• i ........................ . 
Morgan State Collegt::, Baltimore ........................................... . 
Saint Mary's College of Maryland, St. Mary's City ....................... . 
Salisbury State College. Salisbury .......................................... . 
Towson State University! Baltimore ....................................... . 
University of Baltimore, Baltimore ................................... , ••• 
University of Maryland, College Park •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Massachusetts: 
Boston State College, Boston ............................................ . 
Bridgewater State College, Bridgewater .................................. . 
Bristol COlllUunity College, Fall River •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Fitchburg State College, Fitchburg •••••••••••••• ,o ....................... . 

Framingham State College, Framinghlilm •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Greenfield Community College, Greenfield •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• " ••• 
Holyoke COrtlllunity College, Holyoke .......................... t •••••••••••• 

Massachusetts Collegt:t of Art, Boston •• tI ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Massachusetts Maritime Academy, Buzzards Bay •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Massasoit Community College, Brockton ................................... . 
Hiddlesex Community College, Bedford .................................... . 

Mount Wachusett Community College, Gardner •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
North Adams State College, North Adams ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 8 •••••• 

Northern Esse,;: Community.College, Haverhill ••••••••••••••••••••• ~ ••••••• 
Quisigamond. Comn;Ui,~tY College, Worcester ••••• ~ •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Salem State College, Salem •••••••••• t •••••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••• 

Southeastern M'assachusetts University; North Dartmouth •••••••••••••••••• 
Sp~!."8field Technical Comunity Colleg., Sprifi~field .................. .. 
lJ~jiversity. of Lowell, LOl:::ell." ••••••••••••••••••• · ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Massachusetts t Amherst •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
W •• tfield State Colles", W""tfield ..................................... . 
Worcester 'State College, Worcester. ~ ........... , ......................... . 

See footnotes at end ot! table. 

Total 

34 
66 
25 

59 
11 
34 
20 

106 
36 
51 

47 
20 
13 
50 
77 
66 

17 
1.4 
63 
34 
16 
11 
12 
15 
18 
21 
36 
10 
5 

42 

(I) 
(') 

4 
51 
12 

17 
21 
16 
31 
11 
28 
43 
17 
78 

2 
10 

9 
12 
11 

2 
13 
3 
7 
3 
7 

8 
14 

(' ) 
7 

16 
27 
13 
24 
79 
11 

6 

Number of employees 

Full~time . Full~time 
unly equival~nt 

31 31 
53 54 
23 24 

12 18 

10 I 10 
31 32 
14 16 
63 71 
32 34 
24 31 

37 43 
20 20 
12 13 
10 26 
69 70 
32 36 

17 17 
14 14 
40 47 
34 34 
16 16 
11 11 
10 12 
15 15 
11 13 
16 18 
36 36 
10 10 

5 5 
20 25 

(I) ('l 
(') (.) 

... 4 
51 51 

9 10 

17 17 
21 21 
16 16 
31 31 
11 11 
15 16 
35 37 
12 14 
78 78 

2 2 
10 10 

5 7 
12 12 
11 11 

2 2 
13 13 
3 3 
7 7 
3 3 
3 5 

8 8 
9 11 

(.) (') 
7 7 

16 16 
27 27 
13 13 
23 23 
79 79 
11 11 

6 6 

413 

October 
payroll 

36 
75 
27 

16 
9 

36 
14 
80 
26 
28 

31 
17 
11 
21 
62 
38 

12 
13 
44 
40 
13 
9 

12 
14 
13 
17 
29 
9 
4 

25 

(.j 
(') 

5 
42 

8 

24 
23 
19 
32 
12 
16 
35 
13 

119 

3 
10 

7 
11 
10 

2 
11 
1 
6 
3 
4 

7 
10 

(') 
6 

14 
21 
12 
23 
62 
11 

4 



414 APPENDIX I-Continued 

Table D. Campus police force employment and payroll, of State governments, 

October 1978-Continued 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Unit of government l 

Mtchigan. 
Central Michigan Universicy~ Mt. Pleasant ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Eastern Michigan University, Upsilanti. ..... ,. ••• H ••••••••••••••••••••• 

Ferris State College, Big Rapi6s •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Grand Valley State College, Allendale ••••••••••••• _ ...................... . 
Michigan State Univorsity, East Lansing ................................. . 
Michigan Technulogical University, Houghton ••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ •••••• 1 
Northern Hichigan University, Marquette .................................................... .. 
Oakland University, Rochester .................................. , •••••••••••••••• 
Saginaw Valley State C.ollege, University Center ••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••• 
Universit:y of Michigan, Ann Arbor ..................................... ~ •• 
Wayne State University, Detroit ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ' •••••••••• 
Hestern Michigan University, Kalamazoo •••••••• ~ •••••••••••• 8 ... , ••••••••• 

Minnesota: 
Bemidj i State University, Bemidj i. ..................................... . 
University of Minnesota, Minpeapoli$ •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Willmar Community College, Willmar ........................................ . 

Mississippi. 
Alcorn State University, Lorman .......................................... . 
Delta t;tate University, Cleveland ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Jackson State University, Jackson ••••••••••••••••••• , ••••••••••••••••••• 
Hir..sissippi State University, MissisSippi State ••••••••••••••••••• ~"." 
Mississippi University for Women, Columbus ............................. .. 
Mississippi Valley State University, Itta Bena •••••• o ••••••••••••••••••• 

UniveL"sity of Mississippi J University ....................................... . 
University of Mississippi Medical Center, Jackson ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Southern MissisRippi, Hattiesburg •••••••••• ,. •••••••••••••• 

Mi~::~~!~ Missouri State UniversitYJ Wa~rensburg •••• '" .................... 1 
Missouri Southern Statio! College, Joplin ............................ ~ ••.•• 
Missouri Western State College, St. Joseph ••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ •• "" '" 

. Northeast Missouri State UniverSity, Kirksville .......................... ). 
Northwest Missouri ~tate University, Maryville ............................... '1 
Southeast Missouri State UniversitYJ Cape Girardeau .............. ~' ...... . 
Southwest Missouri State University, Springfip.ld ••••••••••••••••••••• ~ •• 
Uni-r!~rsity of Missouri, Columu.f,a ....................................... .. 
University of Missouri, Kansas Ci.ty ..................................... . 
Unf-versity Ilf Missour':', Rolla •••••••••• " ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• "' •• 
University of Missouri, St. 1.oUi5.1o'1 ..................................... . 

Muntana: 
Eastt!r.n Montana UnLversity, Billings •••••••••••••••• ~ ..................... . 
Montana State University, Bozeman ••••••• " ••••••••••••••••••••••• I •••••• 

Univ~rsity of Montana, Missoula ••••••••••••••••••• " ••••••••••••••••••••• 

hb~~a. I 
Kearney State College, Kearney ............................................ .. 
Feru State College, Pel:'u •••••••••••••••••••• " •••• ~ •••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Neb!'8ska, Lineo 1.1 ........................................... . 
Way~e State College, Wayne ............................. ~ ••••••••••••••••• 

Nevada: 
University of Nevada, Las Vegas ...................................... a •• '.' 

University of Nevada, Rena ............................................ ,. ••• 

New Hampshire: 
New Hampshire Technical Institute, Concord ................................ . 
University of New Hampshire, Durham ................................ ,. •••••• 

New Jersey: 
College of Medicine ~md Dentistry of New Jersey, Newark ................. .. 
Glassboro Seate Ccllll!gel' Glassboro ................................. ~ ....... . 
Kean College of New Jerst!y, Union ....................................... . 
Montclai:- Stoat.! Cbllege, Upper Montclair .............................. ~~. 
New Jersey Institute of Technology, Newark .............................. . 
Ramapo College of New Jersey, Mahwah •••••••• 0 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

R:f.chard Stockton State College J Pomona .................... ,.., ••••••••••••• 
Rutgers the State Univarsity, New Brunswick, ................... " ••••••••• 
Trclnton State College, Trenton .................... ~ •••• " t .................. . 

William Paterson Cotlege of New JerseYJ Wayne ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

New Mexico: 
Eastern New Mexico UniversitYJ Portales ................................. . 
UeW' Mexico Highlands University, Las Vegas .............................. ~ 
New Hexico Military Institute, Roswell ••••••••••••••••• ~ ...... , .......... . 
New Mexico State ('·,l"ersity, Las Cruces ••••••••••••.•• ~ ................. . 
Univer:::ity of NeW' Mexico, Albuquerque ....................................... . 
Western New Mexico University, Silver City ••• , , .......................... . 

See footnotes at end ot cable. 

Total 

28 
85 
30 
13 

220 
9 

32 
30 

8 
22 
64 
63 

(.) 
101 
(.) 

18 
9 

26 
30 

9 
15 
26 
52 
42 

2,5 
6 
9 

22 
18 
10 

(') 
74 
57 
22 
27 

10 
13 
11 

19 
2 

61 
4 

10 
22 

1 
51 

128, 
49 
48 
28 
12 
27 
20 

169 
32 
37 

16 
15 

5 
17 
75 

5 

Number of employees 

Full-time 
only 

28 
24 
16 

7 
46 

9 
14 
17 
6 

20 
56 
47 

(.) 
S1 

(.) 

18 
9 

26 
22 

7 
15 
26 
52 
39 

19 
6 
7 

12 
14 
8 

(' ) 
46 
51 
22 
25 

8 
11 
11 

~I 
50 

4 

1 
49 

120 
3:; 
32 
27 
12 
21 
16 

144 
29 
37 

4 
12 

5 
17 
51 

3 

Full-time 
equivalent 

28 
32 
18 

7 
55 

9 
16 
21 

7 
21 
57 
50 

(') 
68 

('J 

18 
9 

26 
24 

8 
IS 
i.ti 
52 
40 

22 
6 
8 

Ib 
14 
8 (.) I 

50 
52 
22 
26 

8 
12 
11 

9 
1 

57 
4 

9 
16 

1 
49 

124 
38 
35 
27 
12 
21 
17 

146 
30 
37 

6 
13 
5 

17 
53 

3 

October 
payroll 

33 
40 
20 
11 
88 

9 
22 
15 

7 
32 
92 
70 

C·) 
106 
(.) 

17 
7 

20 
16 

5 
9 

22 
3; 
30 

15 
4 
5 

12 
12 

7 
(') 
54 
48 
17 
24 

8 
11 

9 

7 
1 

52 
4 

12 
19 

1 
41 

135 
36 
36 
28 
12 
19 
18 

155 
31 
38 

6 
8 
4 

19 
50 

2 

- ------~---

I ~. 
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i 

! 
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APPENDIX I-Continued 

Table D. Campus police force employment and payroll, of State governments, 

October 1978-Continued 

(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Unit of government) 

New York: 

State University of New York, Albany .................... , •••••••••••••••• 
State University of New York, Binghamton ................ I •••••••••••••••• 
State University of New York, Buffalo •••••••••••••••••• , ................. . 
State University of New York, Stony Brook .............................. .. 
State University of New York, Downstate Hedical Center I Brooklyn •••••••• 
State University of New York College of Environmental Science and 
Forestry, Syracuse ...................................................... . 

State University of New York College, Brockport ......................... . 
State University of New York College J Buffalo .............................. . 

State University of New York College, Cortland ........................... . 
State University of New York College, Frcdonia •••••••••••• ~ ............. . 
State University of New York College, Geaeseo ........................... . 
State University of New York College J New Paltz .......................... . 
State University of New York College J Old Westbury ...................... . 
State University of New York College, Oneonta ........................... . 
State University of New York College, Oswego •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
State University of New York College, Plattsburgh •••••••••••••••••• ~ •••• 
State~1Jniversity of New York College, Potsdam ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

State University of New York College, Purchase .......................... . 
State University of New York College of Tech., Utica ... Rome ••••••••••••••• 
State University of New York Maritime Collcge, Bronx .................... . 
State University of New York Agricultural and Technical College) Alfr~d. 
State University of New York Agricultural and Technical College, Canton. 
State University of New York Agricultural and Technical College, 

Cobleskill ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
State University of Now York Agricultural and Technical College, Delhi •• 
State University of New York Agricultural and Technica! College, 

Fa rmingda le •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
State University of New York Agricultural and Technical Collegc, 
Morrisville •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

North Carolina: 

Appalachian State UniversitYJ Boone ........... il .......................... . 
East Carolina University, Greenville ........................ , ............. . 
Elizabeth City State Univerdty, Elizabeth City ........................ . 
Fayetteville State Univ2rsity, Fayetteville ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
North Carolina Agr!culttue dnd Technical State University, Greensboro ••• 
North Carolina Centrn\ '- ",sity, Durham ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
North Carolina State U ... .. r, ty, Raleigh •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Pembroke StcH:e University, Pembroke •••• , ................................. . 
University of North Carolina, Asheville ................................. . 
University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of North Carolina, Charlotte .................................. . 
University of North Carolina, Greensboro ..... ~ •••••••••••••••• t •••• " ••••• 

University of North Carolina J Wil.mington •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Western Carolina UniversitYJ Cullowhee ••••••••••••• , ...................... . 
Winston-Salem State University, Winston-Salem ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

North Dakota. 

North Dakota State School of SCience J Wahpeton •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
North Dakota State University, Fargo •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of North Dakota, Grand Forks •••• o •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Ohio: 

Bowling Green State University, Bowling Green ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Central State UniversitYJ Wilberforce ................................... . 
Cleveland State University, Cleveland ..................................... . 
Kent State University, Kent .............................................. . 
Medical College of Ohio, Toledo ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Mi.mi University, Oxford ............................................... . 
Ohio State University, Columbus ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Ohio University, Athens ................................................. .. 
University of Akron, Akron .............................................. . 
University of Toledo, Toledo ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ •••••• t 

Wright State University, D.yton ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Youngstown State University, youngstown ••••••••••••••••••• ~ ••••••••••••• 

Oklahoma. 
Cameron University J LawtJn .......................................... .o. •••• 

Central State University, Edmond •••••••••••••••••• .o. ••••••••••••••••••••• 

Connors State Agriculture College~ Warner ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Langston University, Langston ........................................... . 
Murray State College, Tishomingo ........................................ . 
Northeastern Oklahoma State University, Tahlequah ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Northwestern Oklahoma State University, Alva •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

54 
26 
86 

126 
67 

12 
24 
58 

.'.7 
15 
19 
15 
25 
21 
22 
21 
16 

43 
8 

33 
17 
12 

9 
14 

22 

14 

12 
29 
11 
10 
21 
17 
23 

8 
9 

107 
23 
21 
18 
12 
8 

6 
17 
29 

23 
11 
54 
42 

(') 
bO 
67 
28 
25 
62 
21 
37 

7 
16 

2 
8 
3 

19 
3 

Number of employees 

Fu\l-time FUll-time 
only eqUivalent 

47 49 
26 26 
79 80 
87 91 
67 67 

12 12 
24 24 
33 40 

17 17 
15 15 
19 19 
15 15 
21 22 
21 21 
22 22 
21 21 
14 14 

21 30 
7 7 

10 12 
17 17 
12 12 

9 9 
11 12 

21 21 

12 12 
27 27 
11 11 
10 10 
21 21 
17 17 
23 23 

8 8 
8 9 

35 41 
23 23 
21 21 
10 12 
12 12 

8 8 

2 3 
10 12 
10 13 

23 23 
11 11 
46 47 
40 41 

(' ) (') 
43 46 
57 59 
28 28 
25 25 
32 34 
17 19 
17 20 

7 7 
13 13 

1 2 
5 6 
2 3 

11 13 
2 2 

415 

October 
payroll 

59 
32 

'101 
132 

67 

11 
~1 
43 

20 
18 
22 
19 
33 
26 
25 
24 
16 

29 
8 

t4 
19 
15 

12 
13 

27 

11 

11 
?5 

9 
8 

19 
16 
36 

7 
7 

43 
23 
23 
10 
12 

6 

3 
12 
13 

21 
12 
51 
61 

(. ) 
51 
72 
30 
31 
37 
19 
29 

5 
10 

1 
4 
2 

10 
2 



416 APPENDIX l-;-Continued 

Table D. Campus police force employment and payroll, of State governments, 

October 1978-ContirlUed 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Unit of government 1 

Oklahoma--Continued 
Oklahoma Panhandle State University, Goodwell .......................... . 
Oklahoma State Universtiy, Stilh-rater ........................................................ . 
Southeastern Oklahoma Stat.e University, Durant ............................... . 
Tulsa Junior College, Tulsa .......................................................................... . 
University of Oklahoma, Norman .................. ~ ................................................. ~ ........... .. 
University of Oklahoma Health Science Center, Oklahoma City ................ . 
University of Science and Arts of Oklahoma, Chickasha ......................... . 

Oregon: 
Oregon State University, Corve,llis •••• oo ••••••••••••••• 0 ••• 0 ................. . 

University of Oregon, Eugene ............................... ., ••••••••••••• 

Pennsylvania: 
Bloomburg State College, Bloomburg ............. , ...................... ,' 0 ••• 

California State College, California ................................... . 
Cheyney State College, Cheyney ......................................... . 
Clarion State College, Clarion ••••• " ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
East Stroudsburg State College, East Stroudsburg ......................... . 
Edinboro State College, Edinboro .................. , .... , ........... , .......... . 
Indiana University of Pennsylvania, Indiana ............ 0 ••••••••••••• 0 ..... . 

Kutztown State College, Kutztown .................... ~'OO"""."""""" •••• 
Lock Haven State College, Lock Haven ............ 0 ......................... . 

Mansfield State College, Mansfield ..................................... . 
Hillersville State College, Millersville ............................... .. 
Pennsylvllnia State University, University Park ........................... . 
Shippensburg State College, Shippensburg ............................... . 
Slippery Rock State College, Slippery Rock ............................ .. 
West Chester State College, West Chester ........................... • .1 •••••• 

Rhode Is land: 
University of Rhode Island, Kingston ....................................... . 

South Carolina: 
Citadel Military College of South Carolina, Charleston ................. . 
Clemson University, Clemson ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Frances Marion College, Florence •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Medical University of South Carolina, Charleston •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
South Carolina State College, Orangeburg .............................. .. 
University of South Carolina, Columbia ................................ .. 
Winthrop College, Rock Hill ............................................ . 

South Dakota: 
South Dakota State University, Brookings •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Tennessee: 
Austin Peay State UniverSity, Clarksville .................. 0 ••• 0 •• 0 ....... . 

Cleveland State Community College, Cleveland •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
East Tennessee State UniverSity, Johnson City ............................ . 
MemphiS State University, Memphis .................... 0 .......... oo •••••••••• 

Middle Tennessee Stat,"! University, Murfreesboro ......................... . 
Motlow State Community College, Tullahoma ............................... . 
Tennessee State University, Nashville ..................................... .. 
Tennecsee Technica 1 University, Cookeville .............................. . 
University of Tenne.ssee, Knoxville ........................................ . 
Walter State Community College, Morristol-:n .............................. . 

Texas: 
Angelo State Universit1, San Angelo ...................................... . 
East Texas State Uni"~rsity, Commerce ........................... , •••••••• 
Lamar UniverSity, Beaumont .......................................... oo •••• 

Midwestern State University, Wichita ...................................... . 
North Texas State Univers:=.t:y, Denton ..................................... . 
Pan American University, !:>..:inburg ............... oo .................. : ....... . 

Prairie View Agricultural and Mechanical U:niversity, Prai:rie View ••••••• 
Sam Houston State UniverSity, Huntsville., ......................... , 0 •••• 

Southwest Texas State University, San Marcos ....................... 0 ••••• 

Stephen F. Austin State University, Nacogdoches ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
SuI Ross State University, Alpine ....................................... . 
Tarleton State University, 'Stephenville."' ............................... . 
Texas Agricultural and Industrial Universir.y: Kingsville •••••••••••••••• 
Texas Agricultural and Mechanical Universi:.:.y, College Station .......... . 
Texas Southern University, Houston •••••• 0 ~ ~ "' ............................ . 

Texas State Technical Institute-.. James Connolly Campus, Waco ••••••••••• ~ 
Texas Technical University Lubbock ........ , ................................ . 
Texas Womens University, Denton ............ , ............................. . 
University of Houston, Houston ........................................... . 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

2 
147 
13 
30 
48 
35 

5 

?o3 
56 

17 
14 
17 
13 
13 
20 
22 

4 
7 

13 
93 

203 
15 
22 
20. 

40 

17 
27 
10 
45 
14 

149 
24 

24 

15 
(2) 

26 
55 
47 

4 
25 
19 

103 
7 

16 
24 
28 

8 
49 
17 
26 
20 
46 

44 
6 
8 

26 
64 
26 
22 
51 
30 
61 

Number of employees 

Full-time Full-time 
only equivalent 

1 
35 38 

5 6 
2 14 

35 39 
33 34 

4 4 

22 23 
26 29 

17 17 
14 14 
17 17 
13 13 
13 13 
20 20 
22 23 

4 4 
7 7 

13 13 
15 22 

135 145 
15 15 
14 15 
20 20 

26 28 

11 13 
27 ?7 
6 6 

45 45 
14 14 
72 76 
24 24 

11 

12 13 
(') (' ) 
16 20 
55 55 
28 33 

4 4 
25 25 
19 19 

103 103 
2 6 

11 11 
24 24 
24 25 
8 8 

27 32 
11 12 
17 18 
14 16 
17 18 

23 28 
6 6 
7 8 

24 25 
48 50 
26 26 
21 21 
51 51 
21 24 
53 54 

October 
payroll 

1 
35 

5 
15 
46 
33 

2 

20 
36 

I 
I 

19 I 14 
17 I 14 

I 14 

i 22 
23 i 
5 j 

8 

I 12 
23 

152 
18 

I 14 
22 

1 
35 I 

j 
15 I , 
25 I 8 ! 42 
14 I 70 
20 I 8 

10 
(') 
16 
66 
28 

2 
22 
13 

125 
4 

9 
18 
17 

8 
31 

8 
12 
15 
16 

23 
4 
5 

17 
59 
21 
10 
43 
24 
49 
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APPENDIX I-Continued 

Table D. Campus police force employment and payroll, of State governments, 

October 1978-Continued 
(Dollar amounts in thousands) 

Un i t ot governmen t 1 

Texa.s--Continued 
University of Texas, Arlington ........................................... . 
University of Texas, Austin ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Texas at lJallas, Ric.hardson ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Texas, El Paso .................................................... . 
University of Texas Cancer Center, Houston .............................. . 
Univel·sity of Texas Health Science Center, Dallas ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Texas Health Science Center, San Antonio' ................. . 
West Texas Se,lte UniverSity, Canyon ....................................... . 

Utah: 

Dixie College, Sb.i.nt George ..................... ~ .......................... . 
Snow College, Ephral.m •• oo ..................................................... . 

Southern Utah State College, Cedar City ..................................... . 
University of Utah, Salt Lake City ..................................... . 
Utah State University, Logan .............................................. . 
Weber State College, Ogder. ..................................................... . 

Vermont: 
Castleton ·State College, t:'9.stleton •••••• ~ ............................... .. 
Lyndon State College, Lyndonville ...................................... . 
University of Vermont, Burlington ...................................... 0 •• 

Virginia: 

Central Virginia Community College, Lync.hburg ........................... . 
Clinch Valley College, Wise ............................................ . 
College of William and Mary, Will~amsburg ............................. .. 
Dabney S. Lancaster Community College, Clifton Forge ....................... . 
Danville Community College, Danville ................................... . 
George Masort University, Fairfax ......................................... . 
J. Sargeant Reyno Ids Community College, Richmond ......................... . 
James Madison University, Harrisonburg'. ~ ........... ~ ....................... . 

Mary Washington College, Fredericksburg ..................................... . 
Norfolk State College, Norfolk ....................... ~ ..................... to' ~ i 
Northern Virginia Community College, Annandale ............................... ' 
Old Dominion University, Norfolk •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Paul D. Camp Community College, Franklin .................. 0 ............... . 

Radford College, Radford .............................................. .. 
Southside Virginia Conununity College, Alberta ......................... .. 
Southwest Virginia Community College, Ric.hlands ......... ~oo ............... . 
Thomas Nelson Community College, Richmond .................................. . 

University of Virginia, Charlottesville ..................................... . 
Virginia Commonwea lth University, Richmond ................................. ". 
Virginia Highlands Community College, Abingdon ........................ .. 
Virginia Military Institute, Lexington ................................... . 
Virginia Polytechnic Institute, Blacksburg •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Virginia School at Hampton ................................ 0 ............... .. 

Virginia State College, Petersburg ......................................... . 
Virginia Western Community College, Roanoke ••••••• 0 .......................... . 

Wytheville Community College, Wytheville ............................... . 

Washington: 
Big Bend Community College, Moscs Lake ••• ~ ................................ . 
Central Washington State College, Ellensburg ............................ , ••• 
Eastern Washington State College, Cheney ................................... . 
Fort Steilacoom Cornltlunity College, Tacoma ................................. .. 
Green River Community C(\llege, Auburn .................................... . 
Seattle Community College, Seattle ....... , ................................. . 
Tacoma Community College, Tacoma .......... 0 .................................. . 

The Evergreen State College, Olympia ........................................ 0 

University of Washington, Seattle .......... 0 .................................... . 

Washington State University, Pullman •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Western Washington State College, Bellingham ..................... 0 ....... . 

West Virginia: 
Bluefield State College, Bluefield ..................................... . 
Concord College, Athens .......................................................... . 
Fairmont State College, Fairmont ........................ 0 ............. 0 ..... 0 

Glenville State College, Glenville .................................... .. 
Marshall University, Huntington .............................................. . 
Shepherd Co llege, Shepherds town •••••••••••••••••••••••• '.' .............. . 
West Liberty State College, West Liberty ............................... . 
West Virginia Institute of Technology, Montgomery ........................... . 
West Virginia State College, Institute ................................... . 
West Virginia University, Morgantown ...................... 0 ................. . 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Total 

37 
160 

21 
42 
66 
46 
30 
13 

6 
5 

10 
36 

(') 
38 

31 
. 25 
33 

2 
4 

36 
2 
2 

21 
10 
53 

16 
30 
38 
33 

(') 
19 

9 
5 
8 

68 
121 

17 
6 

37 
(') 
14 

8 
2 

(') 
14 
31 

(NA) 
(') 

9 
6 

10 
98 
25 
35 

1 
5 
6 
4 

27 
4 

26 
6 

11 
33 

Number of employees 

Full-time 
only 

35 
137 

21 
36 
66 
46 
30 
10 

2 
2 
2 

33 
(') 

8 

2 
1 

33 

2 
4 

24 
2 
1 

18 
5. 

19 

11 
28 
27 
31 

(') 
19 
5 
5 
8 

65 
76 

2 
6 

37 
(') 

12 
7 
2 

(') 
11 
9 

(NA) 
(' ) 

5 
6 
9 

88 
20 
15 

1 
5 
6 
4 

27 
4 
5 
6 
9 

33 

Full-time 
eqUivalent 

35 
141 

21 
37 
66 
46 
30 
11 

2 
3 
3 

33 
(') 
13 

5 
3 

33 

2 
4 

27 
2 
2 

19 
8 

23 

12 
28 
32 
32 

(') 
19 

7 
5 
8 

66 
91 

4 
6 

37 
(') 

13 
8 
2 

(2) 
12 
11 

(NA) 
(') 

6 
6 
9 

90 
21 
21 

1 
5 
6 
4 

27 
4 
6 
6 

10 
33 

417 

October 
payroll 

30 
113 

20 
31 
61 
41 
27 
8 

2 
3 
4 

39 
(') 
19 

5 
3 

34 

2 
3 

25 
2 

20 
7 

24 

16 
25 
24 
29 

(') 
17 
6 
4 
6 

69 
104 

4 
6 

35 
(.) 

9 
7 
2 

(2) 
14 
16 

(NA) 
(') 

7 
6 

10 
141 

24 
22 

4 
5 
3 

23 
3 
5 
7 
8 

30 
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Table D .. Campus police force employment and payroll,' of State governments, 

October 1~78-Continued 
(Dollar amounts in thousqnds) 

Unit of government' 

Wisconsin: 
University of Wisconsin Eau Claire 
University of Wisconsin' Green Bay····································· 
University of Wisconsin' La Crosse· .... 10 .... ,. ....................... IO .... ,. ........ , .......... .. 

University of Wisconsin: Madison ... :::::::::::::::::::::::::"" ~ it .. ,. .. ,.,.,.,.,. .. 

University of Wisconsin, Milwaukee....................... ~~ ••••••••••• 
University of Wisconsin, Oshkosh ... ,. .. ,. .. ,. ...... ,. ...... ,. ........ ,.,. ...... ,.::::::::::::::: 

University of Wisconsin~~Parkside, Kenosha •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Wisconsin Platteville 
University of Wisconsin' River Falls···································· 
University of WisconSin' Stevens Poi~~""""""""""""""""" 
University of Wisconsin~~Stout, Menomo~~~" ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Wisconsin Superior ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
University of Wisconsin' Whitewat~;"""""""""""""""""'" , .................................... . 

Wyoming: 
University of Wyoming, Laramie •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 
NA Not available. 

Total 

11 
12 
8 

93 
33 
17 

18 
5 

15 
(2) 
(2) 

6 
15 

21 

Number of employees 

Full~time Full~time 
only equivalent 

10 11 
12 12 
8 8 

86 88 
31 31 
14 15 

12 13 
5 5 
7 8 

(2) (2) 
(2) (2 ) 

6 6 
15 15 

20 20 

October 
payroll 

12 
11 

9 
112 

52 
15 

13 
7 
9 

(2) 
(2) 

7 
15 

19 

'Where the name of the unit of government does not reflect th i h I 
appears after the unit name. • e c ty were the unit s administrative headquarters !!re located, this information 

:No longer has power of arrest. 
.Unit of government does not directly employ police personnel. P I security firm. 0 ice services are provided by contract with another government or with a private 

:Formerly EI Paso Community College. 
,Formerly Kansas State College. 
Merged with University of Texas Health Science Center San Antonio. 

'Formerly Hadison College. ' 

Table -E. Criminal justice system expenditure, employment, and payrolls of the Commonwealth of 

Puerto Rico, by criminal justice activity, 1978 . 

Direct expenditures fiscal year 1978 Total 

Criminal justice activity Capital outlay 
number Total 

Total Direct of November 
current Construc~ 

employees payrolls 
Total Equipment Land November 1978 

tion 1978 

Total criminal justice system •••••••••••••••••• 175,464,000 168,823,000 6,641,000 3,667,000 

Police protection •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
2,974,000 ~ 16,435 10,558,407 

92,365,000 90,246,000 2,119,000 2,119,000 ~ - 9,812 6,356,177 
JUdicial ....................................... 32,419,000 31,163,000 1,256,000 1,256,000 - - 2,240 1,525,158 
Legal services and prosecution ••••••••••••••••• 11,261,000 11,191,000 70,000 70,000 - ~ 807 702,570 
Public defense ................................. 1,176,000 1,176,000 ~ - ~ - ~ 

~ 

Corrections, total ............................. 34,600,000 31,433,000 3,167,000 193,000 2,974,000 

Institutions ................................. 

~ 3,459 1,896,083 
27,466,000 24,333,000 3,133,000 159,000 2,974,000 -

Probation and parole 
2,822 1,461,774 ......................... 4,047,000 4,032,000 15,000 15,00:'- ~ - 482 326,960 

Miscellaneous . . . . . . .. . . ~ ...................... 3,087,000 3,068,000 19,000 19,000 ~ - 155 107,349 
Other criminal justice ......................... 3,643,000 3,614,000 29,000 29,000 ~ - 117 78,419 

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. 

c 

APPENDIX 21:PEFINITIONS- OF TE.RMS 

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

The! definitions are those applied in the field compilation of 
data for the 50 States and the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, 
343 largest counties, and 406 largest cities. These definitions 
were necessarily summarized for inclusion in the survey ques­
tionnaires (see appendix 3) sent to governments in the mail 
portion of tha survey. 

Government expenditure 

Expenditure is all amounts of money paid out (net of any 
correcting transactions) 3 other than for retirement of debt 
(including interest), investment in securities, extensions of 
loans, or agency transactions. It includes only external cash 
payments and excludes any intragovernmental transfers and 
noncash transactions, such as the provision of meals or housing 
of employees. It also includes any payments financed from 
borrowing, fund balances, intergovernmental revenue, and other 
current revenue. In several instances, two or more governments 
share the expense of maintaining a court or criminal justice 
agency. In these cases, the allocable direct expenditure amount 
is reported for each government in the appropriate category. 
When a government pays pensions directly to retired employees 
from appropriated funds, such payments are included as 
expenditure of the government concerned. However, State and 
local government contributions to retirement systems and 
various other employee benefits are not included in expenidture 
data, since the majority of governments make lump-sum 
contributions to plans covering all government employees and 
cannot report for criminal justice employees separately. Neither 
in government's basic accounting fecords (from which criminal 
justice expenditure figures are drawn) nor in the records of their 
general-coverage employee benefit systems is there usually any 
breakdown of amounts contributed in terms of the various 
agencies or functions involved. Nor has an adequate procedure 
for calculating the proportion of such contributions allocable to 
criminal justice employees been developed because of the wide 
variation in the coverage of various plans, employee status 
requirements, benefit rates, etc . 

For those governments whose records reflect contributions 
of cri":linal justice employees separately, separate data were 
obtained. However, these.data are subject to the same variation 
referred to above, and neither the amount nor the quality of the 
data report~d would permit any attempt to estimate total 

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

Expenditure is divided into two major categories by 
character: 

1. Direct expenditure is all expenditure except that 
'classed as intergovernmental and is further divided into 1'.'\10 

principal object categories: 

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

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

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

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

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

419 



420 APPENDIX 2-Continued 

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

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

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

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

Government employment 

Employees includes all persons paid for personal services 
performed, including all paid officials and persons in paid leave 
status, and excludes unpaid officials, persons on unpaid leave, 
pensioners and contractors. Under this definition are two 
classes: 

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

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

Derived from these two classes is: 

Full-time equivalent employees, which means the total 
number of employees, discounted by applying average 
full-time earning rates. This is calculated by dividing the 
total payroll (full-time plus part-time) by the full-time 
payroll and multiplying the results by the number of 
full-time employees, where both full-time and part-time 
employees and payroll are reported. Where only part-time 

employees and payroll are reported, full-time equivalent 
employees are calculated by dividing the total part-time 
payroll by the average full-time salary for the particular 
criminal justice sector and type of government. Average 
full-time salary is calculated by dividing the full-time 
payroll by the number of full-time employees for the 
particular criminal justice sector and type of government. 

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

Governmental functions 

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

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

The special police forces included in the data are only tn,v,\'i! 
which are part of general purpose governments. Security forces, 
building guards, school crossing guards, and met6~ maids 
without general arrest power were excluded. Those special 
police forces that are part of independent school districts or 
special districts are not included in the data, inasmuch as these 
districts are not general purpose governments. However, data for 
selected larger special police forces of these districts are 
displayed in appendix 1, tables A and B. In addition, data for 
State and local government dependent colleges and universities 
are displayed in tables C and D. 

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

Short-term custody and detention are considered part of the 
police protection function. Data for institutions with authority 
to hold prisoners 48 hours or more are included in the 
"corrections" sector. Data for lockups or "tanks" holding 
prisoPdrs less than 48 hours are included in the "police 
prote.ction" sector. 
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Judici:.1f activities encompass all civil and criminal courts and 
activities <lssociated with courts such as law libraries, grand 
juries, petit juries, and the like. Since the names of courts with 
similar functions and legal jurisdiction vary from State to State 
and even within States, data have been categorized by types of 
court rather than by court name. 

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

2. Courts of general jurisdiction are trial courts having 
unlimited original jurisdiction in civil and/or criminal cases, 
the names of which vary considerably. In many States, 
statutes either require or permit local governments to 
supplement the salary of State-paid judges of gen~ral 
jurisdiction courts. These judges were counted as part-time 
employees at both the State and local levels when actually 
receiving a check from both governments. 

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

4. Miscellaneous judicial includes data on judicial activi­
ties that could not be reported under any of the above court 
categories, such as judicial councils and confer~nce~, c~urt 
administration offices (where identifiable), law libraries, Jury 
commissions, and grand juries. 

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

Public defense includes legal counsel and representation in 
either criminal or civil proceedings as provided by public 
defenders and other government programs that pay the fees of 
court-app~inted counsel. These include court-paid fees to 
individually retained counsel, fees paid by the court to 
court-appointed counsel, government contributions to private 
legal aid societies and bar association-sponsored progra~s, and 
the activities of an established public defender office or 

program. Employment data are included only for public 
defenders' offices, because fee-paid counselors are not con­
sidered government employees, nor are counselors working for 
bar associations or legal aid societies. 

Corrections is that function of government involving the 
confinement and rehabilitation of adults and juveniles convicted 
of offenses against the law and the confinement of persons 
suspected of a crime and awaiting adjudication. Data for 
institutions with authority to hold prisoners 48 hours or more 
are included in this sector. Data for lockups or "tanks" holding' 
prisoners less than 48 hours are included in "Police Protectio~." 
Correction includes the operation of prisons. reformatOries, 
jails, houses of correction, and other instituti~ns. It also 
includes institutions, facilities and programs exclUSively for the 
confinement of the criminally .insane or for the examination, 
evaluation, classificatio!1, and assignment of inmates and institu­
tions and programs for the confinement, treatment, and 
rehabilitation of drug addicts and alcoholics if the institution or 
program is administered by a correction agency of the criminal 
justice system. Pardon boards and parole :md probation 
agencies, including resettlement or halfway houses for those ~ot 
in need of institutionalization, are included in the correction 
sector as a separate subcategory. 

1. Correctional institutions are prisons, reformatories, 
jails, houses of correction, penitentiaries, correctio~al far~s, 
workhouses, reception centers, diagnostic centers, industrial 
schools, training schools, detention centers, and a variety of 
other types of institutions for the confinement and cor­
rection of convicted adults or juveniles adjudicated delin­
quent or in need of supervision, and for the detention of 
those adults and juveniles accused of a crime and awaiting trial 
or hearing. When an institution maintains a prison industry 
or agricultural program, data on the cost of production or 
the value of prison labor used by agencies of the same 
government, if identifiable, are excluded (and class~d as 
expenditure for the function using the products or services). 
Expenditure for the manufacture, production, sale, and 
distribution of goods produced for sale or use outside the 
government are included under this heading. 

a. Institutions for men includes identifiable expendi­
ture and employment data for institutions exclusively 
for adult male offenders. 

b. Institutions for women includes identifiable ex­
penditure and employment data for institutions exclu­
sively for adult female offenders. Where there is no 
separate women's prison, women offenders are either 
maintained in a prison complex that also houses other 
offenders or are boarded in private facilities or institu­
tions in another State. No attempt was made to prorate 
data on institutions housing more than one type of 
inmate, but where females are boarded in private 
institutions or in another State, available expenditure 
data was tabulated. Employment data were not tabu­
lated because the personnel were employees of another 
govern ment. 
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c. Institutions for juveniles are those institutions 
identified by the 1975 Juvenil~ Detention and Correc­
tion Facility Census as housing primarily juveniles and 
in some States, "youthful offenders." Th~se institu­
tions include those under the control of a juvenile 
court, a probation department, or a youth authority or 
other similarly designated administrative body, as well 
as independently administered institutions. Also 
included are government payments to private agencies 
for the detention or treatment of delinquent juveniles. 

There is considerable variation from State to State in 
the legal definition of a juvenile, particularly in regard 
to the age at which a person is no longer considered a 
juvenile. Institutions for juveniles have been classified 
individually in accordance with the laws and age 
designations of their respective States. 

d. Other and combined institutions are those institu­
tions holding a combination of inmates. Where 
expenditure or employment data for physically 
separate institutions for juveniles, adult females, and 
adult males were not separable by institution or type 
of institution, the entire amounts were included under 
this category. 

2. Correctional administration consists of data for the 
overall administration of the correctional system, including 
data on the central administrative office (for example, the 
department of corrections Oi a youth authority). Data on the 

administration of individual correctional institutions or 
probation/parole/pardon agencies are included in the 
appropriate subcategory if it was possible to deduct them. 

3. Probation, parole, and pardon includes data on proba­
tion agencies, boards of parole, boards of pardon, and their 
variously named equivalents. Although probation agencies 
frequently function under the administration of the general 
jurisdiction court, the data are presented here after having 
been deducted from the judicial data, because of the 
correctional nature of the probation function. If tha proba­
tion, parole, and pardon activities, or any of them 
individually, were part of the correctional administrative 
office, data were deducted where possible and shown 
separately here, and the balance was shown under the 
correctional administration category. The overlapping 
character of the probation, parole, and pardon activities 
prevented the separate presentation of these data. 

4. Miscellaneous correction includes expenditure and 
employment data that could not be classified under one of 
the other subcategories. 

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

I 
I, 

! 

i. 

c 

APPENDIX 3: SURVEY FORMS 

Fonn CJ-6 Survey of Expenditure and Employment for Civil and Criminal Justice Activities of Local Governments 

This fonn was mailed to the chief financial officer of the counties and municipalities surveyed. 

Form CJ-6D Survey of Expenditure and Employment for Civil and Criminal Justice Activities of Local Governments (Fee-Supported 
Offices) 

This form was mailed to the fee-supported offices of Sheriff and/or Clerk of Court in the States of Kentucky and Louisiana. Data for 
these fee-supported offices were incorporated in the appropriate criminal justice function data for the county where located. 

Fonn CJ-23 Survey of Expenditure and Employment for Selected Special Police Forces 

This form was mailed to special police forces serving colleges and universities, special districts, and independent school districts. Data 
for college and university forces were incorporated in the police protection data for the parent government and are displayed separately 
in appendix 1, tables C and D. Data for special police forces serving independent school districts or special districts were not included in 
the regular police protection data, inasmuch as these districts are not general purpose governments. However, data for selected large 
police forces serving such districts are displayed in appendix 1, tables A and B. 

Fonn CJ-2S Survey of Expenditure and Employment for Civil and Criminal Justice Activities;,f the Federal Government 

This fonn was mailed to the chief financial or administrative officer of individual Federal agencies, bureaus, and offices identified as 
part of the criminal justice system. A list of the units canvassed in the survey for this year is presented in tables 4 and 5. 
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IMPORTANT - PLEASE READ 

APPENDIX 3-Con~inued 

FORM CJ-6 
(10'20'781 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Instructions for rlportln. Eapendlturl data 
In part II on pI.e 2. 

BUREAU OF THF CENl!US 

SURVEY OF EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT FOR CIVIL AND 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITIES OF LOCAL GOVERNMENTS 

.If your government's fiscal year ends on 
December 31, enter annual expenditure data 
for. calendar year 1977 (even though calendar 
year 1978 data may be aVailable) • 

• If your government's fiscal year ends on 
June 30, enter annual expenditure data for 
the period July 1, 1977 - June 30, 1978 • 

• If your government's fiscal year ends on a 
date oth&' than December 31 or June 30, 
enter annual expenditure data tor your 
govemment's fiscal year which ended 
between July 1, 1977 and June 30, 1978. 

Bureau of till: Census 
1201 East Tenth Street 
Jeffersonville Indiana 47132 

Name 

In correspondence pertalnln. to this report, plea.e reflr 
to the Idlntlflcatlon number abOVI your address 

(Please correct any error in name and address inCluding ZIP code) 
Position 

Data 
supplied 
by 

OffiCial address (Number and str&clt, city, State, ZIP code) Telephone 

FROM THE DIRECTOR 
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

Area code Number Extension 

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

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

If there are any items on this questionnaire for which the answer cannot be obtained from available 
records, reasonable estimates are requested. Please indicate such estimates with an asterisk (*). 
The duplicate copy of this questionnaire is for your files. The addr.essed copy should be returned, 
preferably within 3 weeks, in the enclosed preaddressed envelope. If you have any problems in 
~ompleting this questionnaire, please'call collect for assistance on (30 1)763-7825 or (301)763-2843. 

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

Sincerely, 

MANUEL D. PLOTKIN 

Enclosures 

pllea~e mark (X) the box if you would like to receive a free copy of the current 0 
r·.port Expenditure and Employment Data for the Criminal Justice System --------J.~ 

~ --~--------------------""Vc-------------_.ooIIIq 

CIVIL 
AND 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE 
ACTIVITIES 

(Pl .... review actlllltles 
below ptlot to completing 

thl. q.,.,.tlonna/re) 

1. POLICE PROTECTION - All police 
activities, including special polic2 force 
units. Include also coroners and medical 
exanfiners. Exclude jails holding adults or 
juveniles more than 48 hours and report 
under "Corrections." Exclude also 
school crossing guards. 

•• Total personnel (lines b plus c) 

b. Sworn police personnel only (i.e., having 
general power to arrest) 

c, Non·sworn police personnel only (i.e" 
support personnel who do not have 
genera I arrest power) 

~ Part I - EMPLOYMENT AND PAYROLL 

Enter employment and payroll data for your government's 
one pay period which included October IS, 1978. 

Do NOT report ANNUAL payroll data. 

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

PAY PERIOD INTERVAL 

Marll one box to indicate the pay period inter~al 
for wtlich all or most of the employees are paid 
Report for both full- and part·time employees. 

FULL·TIME EMPLOYEES PART·TIME EMPLOYEES 

1 [] Monthly 

2 [] Twice a month 

3 CJ Every 2 weeks 

4[] Weekly 

5 [] Other - SpeCify..:' 

Number of 
employees 

( 1) 

Payroll amount 
(for the one 
pay period 

which included 
October 15,1978) 

(Omit cents) 

(2) 

$ 

$ 

$ 

1 ~MonthiY 

2 =-; Twice a month 

3 CJ Every 2 weeks 

4 L: Weekly 

sOOther - spec/fy.t 

Number of 
emplayees 

(3) 

Payroll amount 
(for the one 
pay period 

which included 
Octobe.r 15,1978) 

(Omit cents) 

(4) 

$ 

$ 

$ 

\ 

~ Part II - EXPENDITURE 
I 

Enter annual expenditure for the activities I 
listed below for your government's fiscal I 
year which ended between July I, 1977and I 
June 30, 1978. Omit cents. : 

Your fiscal year was -

I 
I 
I 

:::J July I, 1977- June 30, 1978 

[] Jan. 1-Dec. 31, 1977 

Do not report for a fiscal year that ended 
after June 30, 1978. For example, if your 
fiscal year ends December 31, you should 
report your fiscal year that ended 
December 31, 1977. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

LJ Other - specif~ 

CURRr::NT CAPITAL 
OPER/ITION OUTLAY 

Annual salaries 
and all current Annual expendi· 

operating expenses. tures for 
Exclude employer construction, 
contributions for equipment,' 

employee benefits and land 
and enter in 
column (9). 

(5) (6) 

$ $ 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

INTERf30VERNMENTAL 
EXPENDITURE 

Annual 
payments to Annual 
other general payments to 

purpose the State 
local government 

governments 

(7) (8) 

$ $ 

GOVERNMENT 
CONTRIBUTIONS 
FOR EMPLOYEE 

BENEFITS 

FICA, PERS, 
insurance, work· 

men's comp., etc, 
Exclude employee 

contributions. 

(9) 

$ 



.. 

2. JUDICIAL - All civil and criminal courts 
and court-related activities. Include: 

Judges and staff (law clerks, 
court reporters, etc.) 

Clerk of Court and staff $ $ 
Other current operating expenditure 
(e.g., jury fees, law library, etc.) 

E:;clude probation and parole and 
r-1:eDort under "Corrections." 

3. L.EGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION 
Prosecuting attorneys' offices, legal 
departments, and all attorneys providing 
legal services for your government. Include: 

Prosecutor and staff 

Legal Advisor and staff 

AHorneys on retainer or fees 
$ $ 

All other legal expenses 
Include annual retainers and/or fees 
paid to private attorneys/law firms 
in column (5) only. Do not include 
as em~loyees. 

4. PUBLIC DEFENSE - Public defenders' 
offices. Include fees paid to court-
appointed counse~ and contributions to 
private legal aid societies in column (5) 
only. Do not include court-appointed 
private attorneys as employees. $ $ 

5. CORRECTIONS 

... Total (lints b, c, and d) $ S 
-

b. Jails, prisons, reformatories, detention 
homes, halfway houses, and the like, 
holding adults or juveniles for more than 
48 hours. EXclude Institutions solely for 

S dependent or neglected children. S 

! 
c. Probation and parole agencies and 

programs. Include probation and parole 
programs administered by the courts. $ S 

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

6. OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE - Other 
criminal justice activities (e.g., crime 
counCils, cr.imlnal justice planning 
agenCies) not reported above. Please 
fist each activity separately In the 

S S spaces provided below. 
---~-
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~ Part III - I~TERGOVERNMENTAL REVENUE .Enter all revenue received from other governments during the fiscal year ending between 
July 1, 1977 and June 30, 1978 that was expended for the above crlmlml; jli$llce activities. -Item A - Revenue direct from the Federal Government Item B - Revenue from the St;lte Government expended for Item C - Revenue from other local governments expended for expended for the above activities the above activities the above activities 

Enter only revenue received directly from the Federal Enter amounts from the Federal Government received thraugi"j Enter amounts from the Federal or State governments G'Overnment. Do lIot enter amounts from the Federal the State or any of its departments or agencies and amounts received through other local governments; and amounts Government received thraueh the Stat. or any of its received from State·funded programs; also include amounts received from other local governments as shared fines, fees, departments or agencies. received from the State as sharp.d fines, fees, and taxes; or taxes; or as reimbursement for criminal justice services 
1. Gln.ral r.venue used for crImInal and reimbursement by til; State for criminal justice services or activities provided by your government to other local 

or activities provided by your government to the State governments by law or under contract. justice purpiises: by law or under contract. 
a. General revenue sharing 

(only that portion used for 
EXAMPLE: Payments received from another county, city, criminal justice purposes} •••••• $ 
or town for police services rendered (such as patrol). 

1. LEAA block action and planning h. CETA/Anti·recession aid .••.•.. $ 
grants passed through the State 

c. Other - SpeCifY,! government .•......•.......• S 

$ 2. Other Federal criminal justice 
revenue passed through the 
State government .•.•....•..•. $ d. TOTAL (add lines a, b, and c) $ 

2. AmOllllts r.celved specifically for criminal jusUee 
3. State·funded criminal justice purposes (I ••• , "dedicated" revenues): 

program grant!> ......•........ $ 

4. Reimbl.lrsements received from the 1. Reimbursements 'received from other 
•• LEAA discretionary grants •••••• $ State government for criminal loca I governments for criminal 

justice services rendered by 
b. Reimbursements received from the justice services rendered by your 

your government .••..•.••.••• $ govr:lrnment . . • • . . . . . . . • • • . . . S Federal government for criminal 
5. Other - Specify If 2. Other - speclttl justice services rendered by your 

government, e.g., boarding of 
Federal prisoners •••••••••••• $ 

c. Other "dedicated" revenues 
$ $ 

(e.g., Alcohol Safety Act 
Program (ASAP) - Spooltt( 

$ $ 
$ 

d. TOTAL (add lines a, b, and c) $ ji.TOTA'.. .. S 3. TOTAL .. $ 
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OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITIES (List activities included on line 6 above) 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

B. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

FORM CJ'6 (10-Ze-781 
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APPENDIX 3-Continued 

DEFINITIONS FOR COMPLETING PARTS I AND II, COLUMNS (1) THROUGH (9) 

~ Part I - EMPLOYMENT AND PAYROLL 

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

Full-time employees, column (1) - Persons employed on a full-time basis during the 
one pay period which included October 15, 1978. Include all full-time temporary 
or seasonal workers employed during this pay period. 

Part-time employees, column (3) - Persons employed on a part·time basis dUring the 
one pay period which included October 15, 1978. Include here all persons working 
for your government who received part of their pay from another government (e.g., 
with supplemental check). 

PAYROLL, columns (2) and (4) - Gross payroll before deductions, including salaries, 
wages, fees, or commissions earned during the one pay period which included 
October 15, 1978, by employees as defined above. If some employees are paid on a 
basis different from the predominant pay period, please include amounts for them 
on an adjusted basis. 

~ Part II - EXPENDITURE 

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

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

CAPITAL OUTLAY, column (6) - Direct expenditure for contract or force account 
construction of buildings and other fixed improve'ments, and for the purchase of 
equipment, land, and existing structures. 

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

Payments to other general purpose local governments, column (7) - Payments of 
your government to other counties, cities, or towns. Exclude payments to special 
purpose governments such as special districts or inde; ndent school districts. 

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

GOVERNMENT CONTRIBUTIONS FOR EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, column (9) -
Any el}1ployer contributions, separable by activity, to the Federal Social Security 
program. State and local retirement systems, commercial or mutual life insurance 
plans, workmen's compensation-funds; and premiums paid by your government for 
health, hospital, disability, and other insurance programs. Exclude payments made 
directly to individuals and contributions made by employees to any of the above 
:,'mgrams. 
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IMPORTANT - PLEASE READ 

Instructlo,ns for reporting Expenditure data 
In part II on page 2. 

• If your government's fiscal year ends on 
December 31, enter annual expenditure data 
for calendar year 1977 (even though calendar 
year 1978 data may be available) • 

• If your government's fiscal year ends on 
June 30, enter annual expenditure data for 
the period July 1, 1977 -June 30, 1978 . 

• If your government's fiscal year ends on a 
date other than December 31 or June 30, 
enter annual expenditure data for your . 
government's fiscal year which ended 
between July 1, 1977 and June 30, 1978. 

Bureau of the Census 
1201 East Tenth Street 
Jeffersonville, Indiana 47132 

APPENDIX 3-Continued 

FORM CJ-6D 
( 12-1-781 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

SURVEY OF EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT FOR CIVIL AND 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITIES OF LOCAL GOVERNMENTS 
(FEE-5UPPORTED Or-FICES) 

In correspondence pertaining to this report, please refer 
to the Identification number above your address 

(Please correct any error in name and address including ZIP code) 
POSltivl1 

Data 
supplied 
by 

Official address (Number and street, city, State, ZIP code) 

Area code 

Telephone 

Number Extension 

FROM THE DIRECTOR 
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

On behalf of the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration, U.S. Department of Justice, the 
Bureau of the Census annually collects publ ic expendi ture and employment data for various cri mi nal 
justice activities. Since the fee-supported offices of Sheriff and Clerk of Court are included as 
part of the civil and criminal justice system, we will appreciate your cooperation in again providing 
information for three of these activities as they apply to your office: police protection, judicial, 
and corrections. 

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

If your office has converted from a fee-supported to a county or State-supported office, please 
follow the instructions at the top of page 2 of this questionnaire. 

If there are any items on this questionnaire for which the answer cannot be obtained from available 
records, reasonable estimates are requested. Please indicate such estimates with an asterisk (*). 
The duplicate copy of this questionnai"'~ is for your files. The addressed copy should be returned' 
preferably within 3 weeks, in the enclosed preaddressed envelope. If you have any problems in 
completing this questionnaire, please ca II collect for ass istance on (301) 763-7825 or (301) 763-2843. 

Thi s report is authori zed by the Omni bus Cri me Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968, as amended 
(42 USC 3701). While you are not legally required to respond, your participation is needed to make 
the results of thi s survey comprehensive, accurate, and timely. 

Sincerely, 

MANUEL D. PLOTKIN 

Please mark (X) the box if you would like to receive a free copy of the current report ... D 
Expenditure and Employment Data for the Criminal Justice Systein --------------+.,. 

-~------- ----- .. 
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DEFINITIONS FOR COMPLETING PARTS I CIId II, COLUMNS (1) THROUGH (9) 

~Part I - EIAPLOYMENT AND PAYROLL: 

8 ~MPL!lYEES-~1I per!l~ns paid l1f.your government for personal services performed, 
including all paid offiCials, salaned workers, other persons in paid leave status 
and persons employed I1f your government under emergency or supplemental programs 
e.g., Comprehensive Expenditure and Training Act (CETA), anti-recession aid etc: 
Exclude unpaid officials, ~rsons on unpaid leave, pensioners, contractors and'theie 
employees, and persons paid entirely by another government for services performed 
for your government. 

Full-tille emplQJees, column (1) - Persons em'ployed on a full·time basis during 
the one pay period which included October 15, 1978. Include all full-time 
temporary or seasonal workers employed during this pay period. , 

Part-tIme HlplOlees, column (3) - Persons employed on a part-time basis during 
the ~ne pay period which included O~tober 15, 1978. Include here all persons 
working for your government Who received part of thei r pay from another govern­
ment (e.g., with supplemental check). 

8PAY~OLL, columns (2) and (4) - Gross payroll before deductions, including 
~alarles, wages, fees, or commissions earned during the one pay period which 
Included October 15, 1978, by employees as defined above. If some employees 
are paid on a basis different from the predominant pay period, please include 
amounts for them on an adjusted basis. 

~Part II - EXPENDITURE 

8 CURRENT OPERATIONS, column (5) - Annual expenditure for salaries and wages 
of your .government's officers and employees, including overtime, termination and 
retro~ctlye. pay; and fo~ the purchase.of supplies, materials, and contractual services 
from Indlv!duals and firms In the private sector, e.g., attorney retainers or fees to 
court-apPointed counsel and any other current ope~ating expenditure. 

.. Part II - EXPENDITURE - Continued 

EXCLUDE .capital outla~ .and. report in column (6), .Also exclude expenditures 
for debt retirement, seCUrities Investment, loan extenSions, and within-government 
transactions. Exclude employer contributions for employee benefits and report 
in column (9). 

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

elNTEftGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE - All money paid to other governments 
as fiscal aid or payment for services rendered, or for contracts or compacts with 
a~other go.vemment (e.g., purchas~ .of police services or care and boarding of 
prisoners, In another government's JaIl). Exclude money paid to another government 
for the purchase of commodities, property or utility services, any taxes imposed 
and paid as such, and contributions for social insurance. 

Payments to other general purpose local govarnments, column (7) - Payments 
of y?ur government to other counties, cities, or towns. Exclude payments to 
speCial purpose governments such as special districts or independent school 
districts. 

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

8GOVERNMENT CONTRIBUTIONS FOR EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, column (9) - Any 
employer contributions, separable by activity, to the Federal Social Security 
program, State and local retirement systems, commercial or mutllal life insurance 
plans, workmen's compensation funds; and premiums paid by your gClvernment for 
health, hospital, disability, and other insurance programs. Exclude p21yments made 
directly to individuals and contributions made by employees to any of the above 
programs. 

> Before completing parts I through III below, please complete the following question. 
Regardless of your answer to this question please complete (he rest of the questionnaire. 

Is your office a fee-supported office now? That is, a. Will your offir:e convert from a fee-supported : Enter date 

\ 

is it financed and staffed in whole or in part by / to a county or State'suppor!ed office on or U Yes ---J-~ : 

~escollectedandret~ned?:=JYeS_AnSwera~ _____ ~~~_b=e~fu=r=e~J=un=e~~~1~~~9~?_--------~~I-~'~N~0-_--~:~E-n-t-er-d-a-~-------~ 
:~ No - Answer b ~ b. When did your office convert from a fee-supported : 

Never was a fee office to a county or State-supported office? I 
--.--------~~~~~~==~=-------------~------------~ 

~----------------------------.------------------------------------------------------------~---
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, Part I - EMPLOYMENT AND PAYROLL 
Enter employment and payroll data frlr your government's 
one pay period which included Oct:;ber 15, 1978. 

Do NOT report ANNUAL payroll data. 
Count each employee only once - in the activity where 
that person works the largest part of the time. 

PAY PERIOD INTERVAL 

CIVIL 

Mark one box to indicate the pay period interval for which 
all or most,-9f the employees are paid. Report for both 
full- and part-time employees 

AND 
CRIMINAl... JUSTICE FULL·TIME EMFLOYEES PART-TIME EMPLOYEES 

ACTIVITIES 
~ 

1 []Moiltniy 1 CJ Monthly 

(Pl •••• review actlvltl •• 
2 [J Twice a month ~ L . Twice a month 

below prior to compl.tlng 3 Cl Every 2 weeks 3 i: : Evtlry 2 weeks 

this qu •• tlonnalr.) 4 [lWeekly 4 C; Weekly 
5 ["1 Other - Specifrr 5 i= Other - SpeCift; 

Payroll amount Payroll amount 
Number of (for the one Number of (for the one 
full-time pay period part-time pay period 

employees which included employees which included 
October 15, 1978 October 15, 1978) 

[Omit cents) (Omit cents) 

(1) (2) (3) (4) 

1. POLICE PROTECTION - All police 
activities, including special police force 
units. Include also coroners and medical 
examiners. Exclellil jails holding adults 
or juveniles mor!) than 48 hours and 
report under "Corrections." Exclude 
also school crossing guards. 

a. Total personna I (lines b plus c) S S 

b. Sworn police personnel only (i.e., having 
general power to arrest) S S 

c. Non-sworn police personnel only (i.e., 
support personnel who do not have 
general arrest power) S S 

2. JUDICIAL - All civil and criminal courts 
and court-related activities. Include: 

Judges and staff (Jaw clerks, 
court reporters, etc.) 

Clerk of Court and staff 

Other current operating expenditure 
(e.g., jury fees, law library, etc.) 

$ S 

Exclude probation and parole and 
report under "Corrections." 

c 

~ Part /I - EXPENDITURE 
Enter annual expenditure for the activities Your fiscal year was -
I isled below for your government's fiscal year 
which ended between July 1, 1977 and 
June 30, 1978. Omit cents. [J July 1, 1977-June 30, 1978 

o Jan.I-Dec. 31, 1977 

Do NOT report for a fiscal year that ended after [J Other -Specif~ 
June 30, 1978. For example, if your fiscal year 
ends December 31, you should report your 
fiscal year that ended December 31, 1977. 

See instructions on cover of questionnaire. 

CURRENT CAPITAL INTERGOVERNMENTAL GOVfRNMENT 
OPERATION OUTLAY EXPENDITURE. CONTRIBUTIONS 

FOR EMPLOYEE 
Annual salaries BENEFITS 
and all current Annual Annual 

operating expenses. expenditures payments to Annual FICA, PERS, 
Exclude employer for construction, other general payments to insurance, work· 
contributi ons for eqUipment, purpose the State m~n' s comp., etc. 

employee benefits and land local government Exclude employee 
and enter in governments contributions. 
column (9). 

(5) (6) (7) (8) (9) 

S S S $ $ 

I 
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3. CORRECTIONS 
a. Total (111115 b, c, and d) $ $ 

b. Jails, prisons, reformatories, detention 
homes, halfway houses, and the like, 
holding adults or juveniles for more than 
48 hours. Exclude institutions solely for 

$ $ dependent or neglected children. 

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

d. Other corrections including non-residential 
treatment programs for adults and 
juveniles. Include alcohol and narcotic 
addiction programs only if administered' 

$ $ by the correctional authority. 

~ Part III -INTERGOVERNMENTAL R~V€NUE Enter all revenue received from other governments during the fiscal year endlflg bstween 
July 1, 1977 and June 30, 1978 that was expended for the above criminal justice actlvltills. . 

Item A - Revenue direct from the Federal Gtwemment Item B - Revenue from the State Government expended for Item C - Revenue from other local governments expended for 
expended for the above activities the above activities the above activities ~ 

Enter only revenue received directly from the Federal Enter amounts from the Federal Government received through Enter amounts from the Federal or State Govern~'lrs 
Government. For example: that portion of General Revenue the State or any of its departments or agencies and amounts received through other local governments; a!ld lIIIIOIIIIts 
sharing used for criminal justice purposes, not the entire received from State-funded programs; also Include amounts received frlJm other local governments as shared fines, fees, 
entitlement(s). Also include payments for eETA, boarding received from the State as shared fines, fees, and taxes; or taxes, or as reimbursement for criminal justice services 
and feeding of Federal prisoners, Alcohol Safety Attion and reimbursement by the State for criminal justice services or activities provided by your government to other local 
Programs, etc. Do not enter amounts from the Federal or activities provided by your government to the State or to governments by law or under contract. 
Governmer:t received through the State or any of its other local governments by law or under contract. 
departmen~3 or agencies. 

1. General revenue used for criminal EXAMPLE: Payments received from another county, city, 
justice purposes: or town for police services rendered (such as patrol)_ 

a. General revenue shari ng '" . . . . . $ 

b. CETA/Antl'recessiOl) aid ••.••... S 1. LEAA block action and planning 
grants passed through the State 

c. Other - SpeclfYJ Government ................. $ 

$ 
2. Other Federal criminal justice revenue 

passed through the State Government S 
d. Total (add lines 1, 2, and 3) $ 

c 
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"--- I 2. Amounts recllved splciflcally for 3. State-funded criminal justice 
criminal JUStiCI purposes; i.e. ~ program grants ................... 
"dedicated" revenues): 

4. Reimbursements received from the 

I. LEAA discretionary grants •• , •• , • $ State government for criminal 
justice services rendered by your 

b. Reimbursements received from the government ......... 'O'O .......... 

Federal Government for criminal 5. Other - SpecifY,/. 
justice services rendered by your 
government, e.g., boarding of 
Federal prisoners ••••• ': •••• , • $ 

c. Other "dedicated" revenues (S)jecify; 
e.g., Alcohol Safety Act Program 
(ASAP) - Speclfr;. 

$ 

d. Totll (add IInls 1, 2, anll 3) ~ $ 6. TOTAL ~ 

OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACTIVITIES (List activities Included on line 6 above) 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6, 

FORM CJ-eo (12-1·781 

.. 

$ I 
1. Reimbursements received from other 

local governments for criminal 
justice services rendered by 

S your government •• , •••• "." •• 

2. Other - specif),; 

$ 

$ 

$ 3. TOTAL • 

u 

, 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 
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Data supplie,f by FORM CJ-23 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
r-,--------------·------IC1t.24.78) I!IUFlEAU l'F THE CENSUS 

Name SURVEY OF EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYME:NT FOR 

Positi on 

SELECTED SPECIAL POLICE FORCES 

In correspondence pertaining to this report, please refer 
to the Identiflcatlan number abova your address 

Official address (Number and street. city. 
State. Z/ P code) 

Telephone (Please correct any error In name and address IncludIng ZIP code) 
~~Arre~~~c~o~d~eT~Nlu~m~be~r~-~-----nl~~x~t~enn.s~lnonn-~----------------~)~-------B-u~r-e~au--o~f-t-he--C~e~n-s~u-s~----~------~ 

FROM THE DIRECTOR 
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

RETURN TO 1201 lEast Tenth Strotlt 
Jeffers~nville. Indiana 47132 

On behalf 'of the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration. U.S. Department of Justice, the 
Bureau of the Census annually collects expenditure and employment data for selected special 
police forces serving colleges. universities. independent school districts. and special districts. 
Your cooperation in completing this year's questionnaire will be appreciated. 

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

If there are any items-on this questionnaire for which the answer cannot be obtained from available 
records. reasonable estimates are requested. Please indicate such estimates with an asterisk (.). 
The duplicate copy of this questionnaire is for your files. The addressed copy should be returned 
preferably within 3 weeks. in the enclosed preaddressed envelope, If YOIl have any problems in 
completing this questionnaire. please call collect for assistance on Area Code (301) 763-7B2S or 
(30 I) 763-2843. 

This report is authorized by the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 as amended 
(42USC370 I). Whi Ie you are not requir~d to respond. your participation is needed to make the 
results of this survey comprehensive. accurate, and timely. 

Sincerely. 

ffi2I::iY ~~. 
~ "'-".e~ ..... :. 

MANUEL D. PLOTKIN 

Enclosures 

Please mark (X) ~!1e box if you would like to receive a free copy of the current report D I 
'--____ E_x_p_e_n_d_it_u_re_a_"_d_E_om_p_!o_y_m_e_n_t_D_o_t_a_f_o_r_t_he_C_r_im_'_ln_a_I_J_u_s_ti_c_e_S_y_s_t_e_m_ --_-':_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-:_-_-_+_. _______ J 
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• Part I - SPECIAL POLICE FORCE 
Does your unit (as described in the address box on the front of the Questionnaire) employ either directly or by 
contract a special police force? A special police force is defined as a group of law enforcement officers with 
general power to arrest, regardless of geographical jurisdiction, other than regular police agencies. Such forces 
usually service a special area or jurisdiction; e.g., campus police, park police, transit police, harbor plllice, 
airport police. Although a special police force may cooperate with the regular local police force, it is admin­
istratively independent. 

DYes - Please complete the questions below 

If applicable, enter here the name of the firm or pol ice 
agency with whom you ~;ontract for police services ...........•.••.•........... 

o No - Please disregr.trd.the remainder of this questionnaire and return in preaddressed envelope 

~MU~a~f'A_" "you cQntract.exclusively lor police services and have no ollicers employee! directly br your unit, fill out only 
-'tT~~ parts /II and IV be/ow. 1/ you employ sworn police ollicers directly, fill out parts /I, /I • and IV below. 

DEFINITIONS FOR COMPLETING PAnTS" AND III, COLUMNS (1) THROUGH (9) 

• Part II - EMPLOYMENT AND PAYROLL 

• EMPLOYEES - All persons in your special pOlice force unit (officers and other 
employees) paid for personal services perfonned, including all paid officials, 
salaried workers, and other persons in paid leave status. Exclude unpaid 
officials, persons on unpaid leave, pensioners, contractors and thei r employees; 
and persons paid entirely by. another government for services performed for 
your unif. 

Full-time employe.s, column (1) - Person·s employed on a full·time basis 
during the one pay period whic~ included October 15, 1978. Include all full·time 
temporary or seasonal workers employed during this pay period. 

p.t-tlme employees, column (3) - Persons employed on a part·time basis 
during the one pay period which included October 15, 1978. 

• PAYROLL, columns (2) and (4) - Gross payroll before deductions including 
salariesr wages, fees, or commissions earned during the one pay period which 
includeD October 15, 1978, by employees as defined above: If some employees 
are paid on a basis different from the predominant pay period, please include 
amounts for them on an adjusted basis: 

~ Part iii - EXPENDITURE 

• CURRENT OPERATIONS, column (5) - Annual expenditures for salaries and 
wages of your unit's officers and employees including overtime, termination, and 
retroactiVe pay; and for the purchase of supplies, materials, and contractual 
services from individuals and finns in the private sector. Exclude all capital 

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

"part III - EXPENDITURE - Continued 

outlay and report In column (6). Also exclude expenditures for debt retirement, 
securities investment, loan extensions

l 
and wlthln·govemment transactions: Ex­

clude employer contributions for emp oyee benefits and report in column (9f. 

• CAPITAL OUTLAY, column (6) - Direct expenditure for contract or force ac· 
count construction of buildings and other fixed improvements, and for the purchase 
of equipment, land, and existing structures. 

• INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE - All money paid to other govemments 
as fiscal aid, or payment for services rendered, or for c;ontracts or compacts with 
another govemment (e.g., purchase of police services). Exclude money paid to 
another govemment for the purchase of commodities, property or utility services, 
any taxes imposed and paid as such, and contributions for social insurance. 

Payments to local governments, column (7) - Payments to a county, City, town, 
or any of their departments or agencies. 

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

• CONTRIBUTIONS FOR EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, column (9) - Any .mployer 
contributions, separ~ble for your unit, to the Federal Social Security program, 
State and local retirement systems, commercial or mutuill Hfe in:;urance plans, 
workmen's compensation funds; and premiums paid for health, hospital, clisabllity, 
and other insurance programs. Exclude payments made directly to Individuals 
and contributions made by employees to any of the above programs. 

, 
\ 

I; 



- - --
- ~ Par~' ~;-=- EMPL~;;~N~ AN'~ 'PA~~~LL 

Enter employment and payroll data for your government's 
One pay period which included October 15, 1978. 

Do NOT report ANNUAL payroll data. 

Count each employee only once - in the activity where 
that person works the I argest part of the time. 

PAY PERIOD INTERVAL 
Mark one bOl( to indicate the pay period interval 
for w~ich all or most of the employees are paid. 

CIVIL 
Report for both full- and part-time employees. 

-
AND FULL.TIME EMPLOYEES PART·TIME EMPLOYEES 

CRIMINAL 
JUSTICE 10MorthlY 10Monthly 

ACTIVITIES 20 Twice a month 2 C Twice a month 

3 0 Every 2 weeks 3 0 Every 2 weeks 

(P/e.lle review activities 40 Weekly 40 Weekly 
below prior to completing 5 0 Other - Specify; s Cather - speCif~ this que.t/onnalre) )' 

i Payroll amount Payroll amount 
Number of (for the ~ne Number of (for. the one 
fl' : pay penod part·time pay period 
u I-tlme which included 

employees which incflld~d 
employees 'October 15.1978) October 15. 1978) 

I 
(Omit cents) (Omit cents) 

( 1) (2) (3) (4) 
.. .-

a. Total (Sum of b and c) I; $ 

b. Sworn police personnel only (i.e., 
having general'power to arrest) 1 

- c. Non-sworn police personnel only . 
- '" 

(i.e., SUPPORT PERSONNEL who do 
NOT have general arrest power) 

.~ Part IV -INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVENUE DIRECT fROM THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT 
EXPENDED BY YOUR SPECIAL POLlCE FOOCE UNIT 

Enter only revenue rel:eived directly from the Federal Gownment. For example: that portion of 
General Revenue Sharing used ffor criminal justice pUrposel, not the entire entitlements; also include 
payments for CETA, boarding and feeding of Federat' prisolers, Alcohol Safety Action Programs, etc. 
Do not enter amounts from the Federal Government receivel through the State or any of its departments 
'or agencies. 

-
FORM CJ-:aa II 1.24-76) 

c 

~ Part III ~EXPENDITURE 
---

I 
I 
I 
I 

Enter annual expenditure for the activities I Your fiscal year was -I listed below for your government's fiscal I 
year which ended between July 1, 1977 I 
and June 30, 1978. Omit cents. I o July 1, 1977-June 30, 1978 

I 
I 

OJan. I-Dec. 31, 1977 I 
I 
I o Other - speci':! I 
I 
I 

Do not report for a fiscal year that ended 
I 
I 

after June 30, 1978. For example; if your I 
fi seal year ends December 31, you shoul d I 
report your fiscal year that ended I 
December 31, 1977. I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

CURRENT CAPITAL nFERGOVERNMENTAL 
GOVERNMENT OPERATION OUTLAY EXPENDITURE 

CONTRIBUTIONS 

Annual sal aries FOR EMPLOYEE 
BENEFITS and all current Annual Annual 

operating expenses. ~xpenditures for payments to Annual FICA, PERS, 
Exclude employer con structi on, other general payments to insurance, work· 
contributions for purpose the State men's comp., etc. 

employee benefits equipment, local government Exclude employee 
and enter in and land governments conlri butions. 
column (9). 

(5) (6) (7) (8) (9) 

$ $ $ $ $ 

Total ••••••••• , •••••••• $ 

1. General revenul sharing ••••••••••••••••• $ 

2. LEAA discrethnary grants (not 
passed through a State agency) •••••••••••• $ 

3. Comprehensive Employment and 
Training Act ((ETA) .•••••••••••••••••• $ ., 

4. Public Works Enployment Act of 
$ 1976 (title II) •..••••••••••••••••.•.•• 

I 
5. Other - Specify; ,. 

$ 

I 

, 
I 

I 
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1
~ ____________________________ ~ __ ~~~----------------------~~~~~~~~:=~::11 

This report has been clearerJ in accordance with FORM CJ-25 u.s. DEP~~~~~~To~FT~~~~N~~~ 

1 

FPMR 101-11.11 and assigned interagency report (1-30-791 

control number 107S-DOC-AN. SURVEY OF EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT FOR CIVIL 
~ Dala supplied by ~ AND CRIMINAL JUSTICE AGTIVITIES OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT 

Name 

Position 

Official address (Number and street, city, 
state, ZIP code) 

(Please correct any error In nane and address Including ZIP code) 
'~----~~~------4---~~~~~~~~~~---------; 

Telephone ) Bureau of Ute Census I Area code I Number I Extension RETURN TO ATTN: Governments Division 
Washington, D.C. 20233 

FROM THE DIRECTOR 
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

On behalf of the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration, U:S. Department 
of Justice, the Bureau of the Census annually collects public expenditure and 
employment data for civi I and criminal justice activities from agencies of the 
Federal Governrnent and from State and local governments. Your cooperation in 
compl eti ng thi s year's qu€!sti onnai re on the reverse side of thi s form wi II be 
appreciated. The informat.ion you enter should be only for the bureau, agency, 

or office in the address ·block above. 

The data collected in this voluntary survey are used by the Law Enforcement 
Assistance Administration in implementing and administering the provisions of 
the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 as amended. Federal 
data are used particularly for intergovernmental comparisons and to meet the 
needs of criminal justice planners at all levels of government. The data are 
published annually in a report entitled Expenditure and Employment Data for 

the Criminal Justice System. 

It would be most helpful if we could receive your reply within 3 weeks. A 
preaddressed envelope, is enclosed for your conven ience. If you have any 
problems in fi IIing out the questionnaire on the reverse side of this form please 

call for assistance on 763-7825 or 763-2843. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
MANUEL D. PLOTKIN 

Enclosure 

PLEASE COMPLETE QUESTIONNAIRE ON REVERSE SIDE 

lit 

c 
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~Parll - EXPENDITURES ~ 
(FOR FISCAL YEAR 1978: OCTOBER 1, 1977 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 1978) 

NOTE - Please enter Informal/on only for the bureau, agency, or oft/ce shown In the /:1ddress box on the front of this form 
If unable to show actual cash dIsbursement, please show lotal obligations Incurred minus the sum of unpaid accounts 
payable and undelivered orders. 

1. What was your total CASH disbursement for CURRENT OPERATIONS; i.e., direct expendilure for annual salaries 
wages, and expenses of officers and employees; purchase of supplies and materials; and for contraclual 
services from other Federal agencies or privale organizations? (Do not Include government contributions for 
employees benefits - Report these amounts In Item 5 below.) 

$ 
2. Whal was your Iota I CASH disbursemenl for CAPITAL OUTLAY; i.e., direct expenditure FROM YOUR OWN 

BUDGET for acquisition of land, construction, renovation and repairs of buildings and facilities, ,md purchase 
equipmenl? 

$ 
o. 

3. Whal was your 10ialiNTERGOVERNMENTAL CASH disbursement 10 all STATE GOVERNMENTS for fiscal 
aid (e.g., gran Is, including amounts which were "passed Ihrough" Stale governmenls 10 local governments) 
or for services rendered? $ 

4. Whal was your 10ialiNTERGOVERNMENTAL CASH disbursement 10 all LOCAL GOVERNMENTS for fisc,,1 
aid (e.g., granls) or for services rendered, made DIRECTLY 10 local governments and NOT "passed Utrough" 
Slale governments or Uteir departmenls or agencies? $ 

5. Whal was your lolal CONTRIBUTION FOR EMPLOYEE BENEFITS; i.e., payments made to Ute Federal Social 
Security program, Federal retiremenl systems, commercial or mUlual life insurance plans, or premiums paid for 
accidenl and health, hospital, and other insurance programs? (Do not include payments made directly to 
Individuals or contributions made by employees for any of the above programs.) $ 

~Parlll - EMPLOYMENT AND PAYROLL~ 
(FOR THE ONE PAY PERIOD WHICH INCLUDED OCTOBER 15, 1978 - NOT ANNUAL DATA) 

NOTE -Please report a/l employees; executives, managers, operatives, and support personnel. Also include 
temporary employees. 

Full-time employees 

1. How many FULL-TIME employees, including sworn personnel, did you have on your payroll during the ONE PAY 
PERIOD WHICH INCLUDED OCTOBER 15, 1978? 

2. \'It.a~ was tlit lotal gross payroll amounl for all FULL·TIME employees reporled in item 1 for Ute ONE PAY 
PERIOD WHICH INCLUDED OCTOBER 15, 1978? 

$ 

3. Whal is Ute pay period inlerval which applies io the payroll reported in ilem 2? CENSUS USE ONLY 

1 o Monthly 3 0 Every 2 weeks 50 Other - sPec,,:! 

20 Twice a month 40 Weekly 

Full-time sworn employees 
4. How many FULL-TIME SWORN * employees did you have on your payroll during the ONE PAY PERIOD WHICH 

INCLUDED OCTOBER 15, 1978? (Should be equal to or less Utan the number reporled in item 1.) 

5. What was Ute lolal gross payroll amOUhL for all FULL·TIME SWORN* employees reported in item 4 for Ute ONE 
PAY PERIOD WHICH INCLUDED OCTOBER 15, 1978? $ 

6. Whal is Ihe pay period inlerval which applies io the payroll reporled in item 5? CENSUS USE ONLY 

10 Monthly 3 0 Every 2 weeks 5 0 Other - specl'j( 

20 Twice a monti] 4 o Weekly 

7. How many PART·TIME employees, incilliling sworn personnel, did you have on your payroll during Ute 
Part-time employees 

ONE PAY PERIOD WHICH INCLUDED OCTOBER 15, 1978? 
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Part II - EMPL01~mNT AND PAYROLL--Continued 

8. What was the Iotal gross payroll amount for all PART·TIME EMPLOYEES reported in item 7 for the ONE PAY 
PERIOD WHICH INCLUDED OCTOBER 15, 1978? 

$ 

9. What is the pay period interval which applies to the payroll reported in item ~? CENSUS USE ONL.Y 

1 o Monthly 30 Every 2 weeks sOOther - SpeCIf~ 

20 Twice a month 40 Weekly 

10. How many PART·TIME SWORN'" employees did you have on your payroll during the ONE PAY PERIOD 
Part·tlme sworn emplO,yees 

WHICH INCLUDED OCTOBER 15, 19781 (Should be equal to or less than the number reported in item 7.) 

11. What was the total gross payroll amount for all PART·TIME SWORN'" employees reported in item 10 for the ONE 
PAY PERIOD WHICH INCLUDED OCTOBER 15, 19781 

$ 

12. What is the pay period interval which applies to the payroll reported in item l1? CENSUS USE OMlY 

10 Monthly 3 0 Every 2 weeks sOOther - speCi'rt 

20 Twice a month 40 Weekly 

"'Sworn empioyees defined: Those persons having statutory authority to arrest suspected violators of the law. Examples: Criminal investigators 
positions series GS:1811, police position series GS-083, customs enforcement officer position series GS-1891, and other positions having 
equivalent arrest authority whether inside or outside the competitive civil service. 

COMMENTS 

-~----___ ~ __ - ----------------_-----------_c~-------_-------------

NCJRS REGISTRATION 

NCJ-66482 
EE-16 

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

Name Telephone 

( ) 

Number and street 

City State ZIP Code 

- - - (Fold here) - --

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 
Wllshington, D.C. 20531 

User Services Department 2 
National Criminal Justice Reference Service 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 
U.S. Dopartment of Justice 
Box 6000 
Rockville, Maryland 20850 

- - -(Fold here) - --

If you wish to receive copies of any of the Bureau of Justice Statistics Reports listed on the reverse 
side, please list them below. 

0 

0 

Please send me a 
NCJRS registration 
form. 

Please send me the 
reports listed 
below. 

-----

Place 
Stamp 
Here 



Bureau of Justice Statistics Reports 

Single caples are available at no charge from the 
Nallonal Criminal Jusllce Reference Service, Box 
6000, Rockville, Md. 20850. Muillple caples are for 
sale by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. 
Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 
20402. 

National Crime Survey: 
Criminal Vicllmlzallon In the United States 
(annual): . 

Summary Findings of 1978-79 Changes '" 
Crime and of Trends Since 1973, NCJ-
62993 

A Description of Trends from 1973 to 1978, 
NCJ-66716 

1978 (final report), NCJ-66480 
1977. NCJ-58725 
1976. NCJ-49543 
1975. NCJ-44593 
1974. NCJ-39467 

*1973, NCJ-34732 
The Cost of Negligence: Losses from 

Preventable HOUSl3hoid Burglaries. 
NCJ-53527 

The Hispanic Victim: Advance Report, 
NCJ-67706 

Inllmate Victims: A Study of Violence Among 
Friends and Relatives, NCJ-62319 

Crime and Seasonality, NCJ-64818 
Criminal Victimization of New York State 

Residents. 1974-77, NCJ-66481 
Criminal Victimization of California Residents, 

1974-77, NCJ-70944 
Indicators of Crime and f':rlminal Justice: 

Quantitative Studies, NCJ-62349 
Criminal Victimization Surveys In 13 

American cities (summary report. 1 voL). 
NCJ-18471 
Boston, NCJ-34816 
Buffalo, NCJ-34620 
Cincinnati, NCJ-34619 
Houston, NCJ-34621 
Miami, NCJ-34!l22 
Milwaukee, NCJ-34623 
Minneapolis, NCJ-34624 
New Orleans, NCJ-34625 
Oakland, NCJ-34626 
Pittsburgh, NCJ-34627 
San Diego, NCJ-34626 
San FranCisco, NCJ-34629 

* Washington, D.C., NCJ-34630 
Public Atllludes About Crime (13 vols.): 

Boston, NCJ-46235 
Buffalo, NCJ-46236 
Cincinnati, NCJ-46237 
HoustQn, NCJ-46236 
Mlamt, NCJ-46239 
MilwaUkee, NCJ-46240 

* Minneapolis, NCJ-46241 
New Orleans, NCJ-46242 
Oakland, NCJ-46243 
Pittsburgh, NCJ-46244 
San Diego, NCJ-46245 
San FranCisco, NCJ-46246 
Washington, D.C., NCJ-46247 * Criminal Victimization Surveys In Chicago, 
Detroit, Los Angeles, New York, and 
Philadelphia: A Comparison of 1972 and 
1974 Findings. NCJ-36360 

Criminal Victimization Surveys In Eight 
American Cities: A Comparison of 1971172 
and 1974175 Findings-National Crime 
Surveys in Atlanta, Baltimore. Cleveland, 
Dallas. Denver. Newark. Portland. and SI. 
Louis, NCJ-36361 * Criminal Victimization Surveys In the 
Nallon's Five Largest Cilles: National 
Crime Panel Surveys In Chicago. Detroit, 
Los Angeles. New York. and Philadelphia. 
1972. NCJ-16909 * Crimes and Vicllms: A Report on the Day ton/ 
San Jose Pilot Survey of Victimization. 
NCJ-013314 

Applications of the National Crime 
Survey Victimization and Attitude Data: 

Public Opinion About Crime: The Attitudes 
of Victims and Nonvlctims in Selected 
Cltle3. NCJ-41336 

Local Victim Surveys: A Review of the 
Issues, NCJ-39973 

*The Police and Public Opinion: An Analysis 
of Victimization and Attitude Data from 
13 American Cities. NCJ-42018 

Atl'ntroductlon to the National Crime 
Survey, NCJ-43732 

Compensating Vlcllms of Violent Crime: 
Potential Costs and Coverage of a National 
Program, NCJ-43367 

Rape Vlctlmlzallon In 26 American CIties, 
NCJ-55878 

Crime Agalnlt Persons In Urban, Suburban, 
and Rural o\rteal: A Comparative AnalYSis of 
Victimization Rates. NCJ-53551 

Criminal Victimization In Urban Schools, 
NCJ-56396 

Reltltutlon to Vlcllms of Personal and 
Household Crimes, NCJ-72770 

Myths and Rea II lies About Crime: A 
Nontechnical Presentation of Selected 
Information from the National Prisoner 
Statistics Program and the National Crime 
Survey, NCJ-46249 

National Prisoner Statistics: 
capital Punishment (annual): 
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