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TABLE FINDING GUIDE

Subjects by Type of Government and Table Designation

This guite 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-
inent 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 data for individual governments.
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Local governments
. Totay | Federal State
Subject U.s. | govern- | govern- Total, 17 333 395 -
ment ments county, Jarge large large
municipal SMSA’s counties cities
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM «
Direct expenditure: FY *71, *72,
*73,°74,15,76,°77,718 A A A A
Total expenditure: direct and inter-
governmental 2 24 2,6,8 2,6,8 15,17 20,22
Total expenditure from own sources ‘
(variable pass-through) 1 i
Direct expenditure only C C C,7 C,1J Y12 16 21
7 ]
Number of employees: FY *71, 72,
"73,%74,15,16,°11,"18 B B B B
Number of employees. D,3 D,E,3, D,F,3, D,G.H, 13 18 23
S 9 39 ’
Payroll E3 E3,5 F;3,10 G,E),s, 14 19 24
POLICE PROTECTION'
Total expenditure: direct and inter- )
governmental 2 24 - 246,25 2,6,25 15,29 20,30
‘Direct expenditure only C C C,7 C,;,J ? ¥,12 16 21’
" “Wumber of employees D,3 D,E,3, D,F3, D,G,H, 13 18 23
5 9,27 39
Payroll 3 EJ3,5 F,3,10 G:H,2,10 14 19 2
.28 28
Average monthly salaries Figure 6 Figure 6 Figure 6
JUDICIAL
Total expenditure: direct and inter-
governmental : 2 2,4 2,6,31 2,6,29 15,35 20,38
Direct expenditure only C C,7,33 C!',I’J J12 16,36 21
Number of employees D3 | DES3, D,F,3, D,GH, 13 18,37 - 23
5 9,34 39
Payroll 3 Ej3,5 F,3,10, GH.3, 14 19,37 24
34 10
Average monthly salaries Figure 5 Figure 6 Figure 6
Direct expenditure, employment
and payroll, by type of court
and miscellaneous , 33,34 36,37

. Total Federal State -
Subject us. | sovern- govem- Total, 17 333 395
ment ments county, large large large
L o municipal SMSA’s ‘counties cities
LEGAL SERVICES AND
PROSECUTION
Total expenditure: direct and 2.6 26
intergovernmental 2 24 » 79y
g 39:40 30 1541 20,42
Direct expenditure only c c,7 c,;,.v, 5,12 16 21
Number of employees D3 | DE3, D,F,3, D,GH, 13 18 23
5 9 3,9
Payroll 3 | E3s E310 | O 14 19 2%
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,7 GL, 3,12 16 21
7
Number of employees D,3 D.E,3, D,F,3, D,GH, 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 24 2,6,47 26,47 15,57 20,60
Direct expenditure only C C C,7,55 CLi, 1,12 16,58 21,61
7
Number of employees D,3 | ' D,E3, D3, D,GH, 13 18,59 23,62
5 9,52,56 3,52,56
Payroll 3 E3.5 F,3,10, $,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 .
batizn/parole/pardon, and miscel- 52,53 4849
laneots 55,56 52,53 58,59 61,62
OTHER, CRIMINAL JUSTICE
Total expenditure: direct and inter- .
goveramental 2 24 2,6,63 2,6,63 15, 20
Direct expenditure only C C C,7 C’;’J ’ 312 16 21
Number of employees D,3 D,E3, D,F,3, D,GH, 13 18 23
5 9 . 39 - .
Payroll E3 | E35 F,3,10 G»l‘ff’ 14 19 2
Averajze monthly salaries Figure 6 Figuré 61 Figure 6 .

-

! Exhibit Tables A and Bin Appendix 1 present expenditure and emp
independg¢nt schaol disiricts or special districts, These data are not included in other police protection data in this report.

Exhibjt 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.

v

loyment data for large speciél police forces which are part of
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SELECTED FINDINGS

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 criminal justice full-time equivalent
employment rose 2 percent to 1,167,436 (table B), a decline
from the 5 percent increase in FY 1977.

Local governments (counties and municipalities) accounted
for B9 percent of ail 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 equivalent justice employment (figure 8).

Orn 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 bilfion 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 governments predominatgd in the corrections sector, while
the other five justice activities were supported primarily by local
governiments to varying degrees. In most sectors, the proportion
of peaple employed by Federal, 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 regich and State {figures 3 and 4)
include an $849 million or 17.1 percent increase among the
State and local governments of the Northeast Region, over three
times greater than the rise of $268 million for the region in
1977. However, New York, whose State and local justice
expenditure rosu $597 million, accounted for 70 percent of the
1978 Northeast Reaion increase.

On a per capita basis, State and local government justice
expenditure was $97 in 1978, an 11.5 percent increase over the
$87 recorded in 1977 (figure 2). Local governments spent $66
per capita, or 68 parcent 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
criminai 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 Federal agencies in the
police protection sector (figure 9), which also accounted for the
largest dollar increase among the six Federal justice activities or
sectors: $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 oceurred in
the Federal legal services and prosecution, judicial, and correc-
tions sectors, respectively.

State governments

Civil and criminal justice expenditure of State governments,
increasing $855 million or 13 percent to $7.5 billion, consti-
tuted 4 percent of their total 1978 expenditure of $180
billion—the same proportion of total 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 of 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 State justice expenditure, the judicial sector rose
sharply from $736 million in FY 19877 to $1.2 Liilion 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 programs is responsible for this
large increase,

The sharp decline 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 Assistance Administration block grants,
which States redistribute to local governments.

Overall State full-time equivalent justice employment rose 4
percent to 310,654, 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

Municipal governments (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 increased 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 over 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 employess on a full-time equivalent basis, or 40
percent of total full-time equivalent local government employ-
ment for justice activities (table 13).
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INTRODUCTION

This publication is the tweifth 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
repott, 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 discussion of
the variation in some fiscal year ending dates.

As in previous years, specific data are supplied for the
Federal Government, each of the 50 State governments, and
the aggregate local [evel 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 of 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.?

Historical overview

Although this annual series of reports began in fiscal year
1967, caution: should be exercised in comparing data in the
FY 1971 and later volumes with data in earlier volumes. 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 within
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 shows the steady rise in expenditure for justice acti-
vities at all levels of government over the 8 years. Full-time
equivalent justice employment also rose steadily at all levels 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-

' 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, covering fiscal years
1971 through 1978, is being prepared for release in the fall of
1980.

Table A. Total civil and criminal justice direct expenditura and bercent
change by levsl of governrmient, fiscal years 1971 to 1978

Year Total Federal State L.ocal

Amount {millions of dollars)

1971 . ... .00 10,517 1,216 2,681 6,621
1972, ..... e 11,732 1,602 2,948 7,281
1973 ... ool 13,007 1,651 3,304 8,062
1974 . ..o v i 14,851 1,859 3,900 9,092
1976 . ... oo vh 17,249 2,188 4,612 10,449
1976 . ... . ..., 19,681 2,450 5,204 12027
1977 ... oo 21,574 2,779 5,812 12,983
1978 .. ... ... 24,132 3,122 6,688 14,322

Percent increase or decrease {—)

1971101972 . .. ... 11.6 236 100 10.0
1972101973 . .. ... 10.9 98 12.1 10.6
1973t01974 . . .... 14.2 12.6 18.0 129
1974101975 . ... .. 16,1 17.7 18.3 14,9
1976101976 . .. ... 14.1 12.0 12.8 18.1
1976t0 1977 . ., .. .. 9.6 134 1.7 7.9
1977t01978 . . . ... 11.9 12.3 15.1 10.3
197101978 . .. ... 129.5 i57.0 149,56 116.3

o

Note: Because 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 and employment data are discussed
and compared with 1977 data. Accompanying tables and charts
are followed by a description of survey methodology, data
sources, and limitatjons.

Following the introductory text are the main tables, which
are organized into three major parts. Section | presents "vari-
able pass-through’ data (table 1}, with an accompanying ex-
pianation of this unique concept. Section I presents summary
data for the justice system at the Federal, State, and local
government levels and for selected SMSA's and individual
governments, showing the interrelationship of the various
sectors of the system {tables 2-24). Sections [11-VI!] cover each
of the six “’sectors’ of the 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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rections subfunctions {i.e. institutions, probation/parole, and
miscellaneous) by State and type of government. Charts showing
percent distribution of justice expenditure by State and type of

government appear at the beginning of Sections H-VIII (see
figures 20-26).

Tables A and B of appendix 1 show expenditure and employ-
nent data for speciai police force activities in selected school
districts and special districts not included in the summary totals
for general local governments. Tables C and D of appendix 1
show expenditure and employment data for campus police
forces of State and local governments—data which are include
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 sciiool districts and special
districts in the presentation of data in this report.

Immediately preceding this 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 goverrment—
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-
ceots, 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 intergovernmental payments
between counties and municipalities within the same State.

The other concept that should be noted here is fuli-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 resultant quotient
by the number of full-time empluyees.

It is also important to note that in this report the judicial,
legal services and prosecution, and public defense categories
include expenditure and emplovment 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
gevernmental officials who provide the survey data zble 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 and 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 all 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 te 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 justice 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 justice” category
declined 14 percent, the first overall decline in this function in
the 8-vear 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 of the 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 amount recorded in 1978. Among the
States, Alaska at $238 led the Nation, followed by Nevada
($165), New York ($165), and California ($131).

INTRODUCTION 3

Table B, Total full-time equivsisnt justice employees and percent change,
by level of governmeint, October 1971 to October 1978

Payroll period Total Federal State l.ocal
. 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 93,765 | 252,588 664,862
Qctober 1975, . ...} 1,050,503 96,136 | 263,208 691,159
October 1976 ., . . . . 1,079,892 99,563 | 272,488 707,851
Qoctober 1977 . .. .. 1,131,780 | 100,088 | 298,571 733,121
October 1978 . ...,. 4 1,167,436 | 103,678 | 310,554 743,204
Percent increase or decl:ease {-)

October 1971 to

October 1972 , . , . 4.2 9.9 5.2 3.1
October 1972 to

QOctober 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 25 4,2 4.0
October 1975 to ‘

October 1976 . . .. 28 36 35 2.4
October 1976 to

Qctober 1977 . . .. 4.8 0.5 9.6 3.6
October 1977 to v

Qctober 1978 . . .. 23 3.6 4,0 14
October 1971 to

October 1978 . .. . 34.3 33.7 50.9 285

In 10 States (Alaska, Delaware, Maine, New Mexico, North
Carolina, Oklahoma, Rhode lIsland, 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, In addition, 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 miilion or 17.1 percent,
followed by the South, up $536 million or 8.3 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 miilion or 10.9 percent
compared with an increase of $421 million in 1977. The
Northeast regional increase of $849 million in 1978 is over three
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 this increase.

Year-to-year changes in expenditure of State and |ocal govern-
ments by individual States are shown in figure 4. Twenty-two
States and the District of Columbia showed gains in the rate of
increase over 1977; and twenty-eight States showed declines
in their rate of increase in justice activities. Following New
York’s $597 millicn increase, California’s justice expenditure
rose $167 millio~ and Michigan’s by $133 million. After these
States, the big st dollar gains at State and local government

levels were made by lHinois {$115 million), Ohio ($114 million), !

Texas ($92 million), and Pennsylvania ($86 million). In terms of
percent increase, Utah led ali 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 Tennessee {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 justice
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 Jargest 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
(66 percent), followed closely by the Faderal 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 diract expenditure for the justice system by activity and level of government, fiscal year 1978

Poli Legal Public - Other

olice . s s imi

Level of government Total protection Judicial services defense Corrections c)r(:::;g:l
Total . ... v v - 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.6

19.9

Federal. . . ... v vov v 129 149 10.5 14.8 39.9 6.1 i

State . .. i s - 27.7 14.4 33.0 26.4 18.7 57.5 28.0

local..... e e 594 70.7 56.5 58.8 414 36.4 52.1
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Figure 8 shows that almost two-thirds of the total full-time ‘The next largest increase occurred in Federal legal services

equivalent justice employment of -all governments was at the
local level, As seen in table D, the proportion of people employsd
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 gystems, 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 pereent of Federal public defense
expenditure was in the form of payments to the Legal Services
Corporation for counseling indigent persons in purely civil
matters. Because the corporation 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 iarge 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 smali changes have a greater proportionate impact.

Federal Government (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 slightly 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.

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 miltion 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 crimiral justice” expenditure experienced a
decline, dropping $127 million or 15 percent. This 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
million 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 buitdings. Of the $3.8 billion in total Federal
criminal justice expenditure, about one half {$2 bilijon) was for
activities in the police 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 re-
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
enquivalent 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.

Tabla D. Percent distribution of full-time equivalent employmant in the justice system by activity and level of government, October 1978

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 6-11)

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 1978 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 miilion,
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 corrections expenditure
rose 12 percent, down from the 15 percent increase in the
prior year. Public defense total expenditure rose 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: Pnlice protection,
$2 billion, or 27 percent; judicial, $1.2 billion or 15 percent;
fegal services and prosecution, $400 ‘million, or 5 percent;
public 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 fuli-time equivalent
employment in each sector was generally proportioncte 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 puyroll of $407 million wasdivided 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 Aetivity, Octobar 1978

{Dollar amounts in thousands)

. Other
Police - Legal Public . .
Level of government Total protection Judicial services defense Corrections cjr::t;::\:l
Total . ....... [P 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Federal . . ...... P 9.0 11.3 5.6 10.9 3.2 4.5 18.3
State . . .. h v e 26,8 141 279 26.3 380 57.1 40,8
local . . .. .. v i 64.2 74.6 66.5 62.8 58.8 { 38.4 . 409

e T e O SV OO

Percent distribution
Full-time equivalent October 1978 i
\ employees cber payro Full-time equivalent
Activity : employ?nent October 1978 payroll
Total. . .. v v i i i e e 103,678 $184,202 100.0 100.0
Policeprotection . . . ... ... ..o 73993 128,182 71.4 69.6
Judicial, . . ... v e, e e 8,289 17474 8.0 9.5
Legalservices . ... ... .c0vv v un 7,558 14940 7.3 8.1
Publicdefense. . .. ............. 265 525 0.2 0.3
Corrections . ... vv v v v v vansns e 11918 20,162 1185 109
Othercriminal justice. . .. . ... ..... 1,655 2919 1.6 1.6
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equivalent employment in the ssctor (see table F). For those
sectors characterized by higher-paid amnployees, namely judicial,
legal services, and public sufense {see figure B), the sector's
share of payroll of course exceeded the share of employment,

Local governments: Countie? snd misnicipalities (table 6-16
and 14-24)

Total expenditure for justice by local governments in fiscal
year 1978 was $14.5 biltion, a $1.4 billion or 11 percent increase
from FY 1977—iit comparison to an 8 percent increase from
1976 to 1977. As in past years, close 0 two-thirds of this.
expenditure occurred in the 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 to
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 warkers. .

Analyzing local justice expenditure in total, however, tends
to obscure important differences between the county level of
government and the municipal level. Municipal governments
(cities, towns, and townships) outspent county governments for
justice 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 more than 4 to 1. Over one third {37 percent)
of county justice expenditure was for activities in the judicial,
legal services/prosecution, and public defense areas: another
third (32 percent) was for police protection; corrections (28
percent) and other criminal justles (3 percent) round out the

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

county justice total. Municipal governments spent $7.5 biltion
(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 sector dominates county justice expenditure as police
protection 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 public 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
criminal justice” declining by $4 million, or 2.3 percent, pri-
marily 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 9to 12 percent, judicial from 8 to 9 per-
cent, and corrections from 10 to 12 percent respectively.

Total justice expenditure for municipalities increased by
almost $1 billion ($889 million} or 11 percent to $8.9 billion in
1978. This was nearly double the $509 million or 6.8 percent
increase in 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. Municipal legal services and public defense spending,
although rising sharply at 20 and 30 percent rates respectively
in 1978, still constitute only a 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
and H). There were 296 thousand full-time equivalent county
justice emplovees in October 1978 drawing a monthly payrolt

OCctober 1978

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

. ‘ Percent distributicn
Full tire equivatent
. employees Full-time equivalent
Activity Oct sber 1978 payroll empl oycr‘n ent Octaber 1978 payroll

Total, . ....... e e e 310,554 $406,897 100.0 100.0

Policeprotection . . .. ......... 92,443 122,337
ceprotection . .. .......,..... y . 298 .

Judlclal, SRR ST I P 41,642 68,050 134 ?g;
Lega.t SEIVICES & . v v v i v v v v s v e 18,212 27,334 5.9 6.7
Public defense . . . . . . . . e, 3,159 4724 1.0 12
Correctsong .................. 151 408 179,654 48.7 44'1
Other criminal justice. . . . . . .. ... .. 3,690 4.797 12 12

N » Ry — e oo £
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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 every sector
among all governments.

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

{Doliar amounts in thousands)

Percent distribution

Full-time October

Activity equivalent 1978 Fulltime |October
employees | payroll equivalent 1978
employment | payroll
Total ........ 295,970 | $343,125 100.0 100.0
Police protection , . . 99,889 | 124,757 33.7 364
Judicial, . .. ... 78,748 79,803 26.6 23.2
Legal services ., ... 29,208 38,713 9.9 113
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 08

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

{Dollar amounts in thousands}

Percent distribution

Fulltime | October
Activity equivalent 1978 Full-time }October
employees | payroli 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 46 3.7
L egal 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
Cther 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 menthly payroll of
$593 million. This was an increase of only 0.4 persent 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
thousand to 390 thousand; this was offset by a decline of more

than 5 thousand in municipal judicial employment.® In the
remaining municipal sectors, increases in legal services, public
defense, and corrections were partly offset by a decline in
“gther - 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 (68 percont) of the total United States population
fives in the 343 largest 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 county-level 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
stightly more than one-half (63 percent) of the total muni-
cipal population and accounted 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 B3 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.

1t 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: Anchorage, Alaska; Washington, D.C.; Baitimore, 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 dectine 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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8 INTRODUCTION

included in the survey sample and are reflected in table |, 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.; Jacksoriville, Fla.; Honolulu, Hawaii; Indianapolis,
Ind.; Lexington, Ky.; Baton Rouge, La.; New Orleans, La.;
Boston, Mass.; New York City, N.Y.; Philadelphia, 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 | 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, ai:d
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 include 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

abfe 1. Criminal and civil ]ustlce system direct ex oun (-] [:}
Table rim d [:> pandlturo and employmaﬂt of indepandent cities and consolidated
8 clty-c u ty governm nts,

Dollar amounts in thousands)

T
Esti d justic: :slstem . Total
State and type of imate ~ Estimated justice system
government population State and type of lati
July 1, 1977 Direct Total government Jlmm; a::;;} o1
expendi- employ- 4 o lfezf‘ Total
tures ees ::325 i- | employ-
fes
United States: K ky:
Local governments, eT::in;on Fayett
Counties, oral, 21 L) | $14.821.613 | 801506 yore. - 190,142 12,082 671
ctotal, ... . X 5611815 322,538 { Louisiana:
s e ! ana:
Municipalities, total® . , (X) 8,709,697 478,968 Baton Rouge-East
Independent citjes and Baton Rouge . . . . . 308,178 21,808 1,659
consolidated city- New Orleans-Orieans 561,266
> . 9,560
county governments. . 18,887,804 2,669,301 116,174 | paryland : 49,38 3619
aryland:
Alaska: Balti
JAnchorage e 181,764 11.054 233 altimore. . «+ ... . 804,304 91,978 4,951
uneau ..., . 19,093 1,269 Messachusetts:
Sitka .. .vun., 7,315 ‘468 gg zostto nfuffolk ..... 705,719 98,047 4,508
antucket . ...,... ’
California: 5,469 649 43
San Francisco . . .. .. 655,072 93,942 4,031 Mis;t:u:-l;u.
. S e e
Colorado: ' 517,671 63,780 3,934
Denver . ......... 475,098 54,677 2,442 Ne\g;i;:o o City 2767
District of Columbia . 684,891 206,665 9,026 New York e ’ 1,683 a5
ew York:
Florida: New York-Bronx,
Jacksonville-Duval. ., . , 556,031 34578 1977 Kings, New York,
Georgia: ! Queens, Richmond. . 7,297,787 1,380,432 59,255
Columbus-Muscogee 165,511 9,279 647 Pennsylvania:
Howali: Philadelphia . . . . 1,778,345 293,144 14,096
Honolulu. . .. ... .. 717,852 45,336 2,050 | Tennessee:
/ Nashville-Davidson, . . 428 957 32,260 1,915
Indiana: Virs';india: dent citl
Indianapolis-Marion. . . 771,720 51,63 Mona ont citles
. 635 2,846 (@07, . ... 2,017,955 115,704 7,018

X Not applicable.

1 .
y _!li'r‘sre:g;:uﬁ ?ngeempcl‘oyme.n.t da}ta fpr .independent cities and consolidated city-county governments are included
ndependent cities in Virginia; however, 8 of these cities are not included in the survey sample; and f.our did not respond

g
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SMSA areas in the SMSA tables because the city is either the
only government within a county area, €.g., consolidated city-
county governments such as Philadelphia or New York City, or
the city is organizationally independent and within 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 England are defined int¢-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 percent of local experidit’ure
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 empioyees working in each justice sector in these
SMSA'’s was: Police protection, 40 pereent; 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—Qakiand to 80
percent for the New York, New York—New Jersey SMSA.

SURVEY METHODOL(3Y-SOURCES AND
LIMITATIONS OF THE DATA

General

Survey 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 generai

expenditure and full-time equivalent erployment 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 “iecal’ jevel of government
in several tables have included data {ar uniis of general local
government only and have excluded dey:sugant 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
thase independent school districts and specia} districts having
significant special police expenditure and employment. In
addition, appendix 1 includes separate data for campus police
of colleges and universities that are depandent agencies of State
and local general governments—data that are also included in
the summary figures for State and jocal governments.

Survey 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-
jation 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 focal governments in the 17 Iargesf SMSA's, fiscal year 1978

{Millions of dollars)

Police . Other
. . L.egal Public Correc- PR
L.ocal government Total pr?tec- Judicia! services defense tions c‘rlm!nal
tion justice
All local governments. . . . . . e $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® . . . .. .. 46.3 474 38.8 46.6 49.3 47.3 45.2

! Percentages based on unrounded figures shown in tables 7 and 12.
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10 INTRODUCTION

of Governments. The survey panel therefore included the
Federal Government, the 50 State governments, and 9,044 local
governments (the 3,042 county governments,. 4,305 munici-
palities, and 1,697 townships).

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 30, 1978.
Most municipalities and counties ended their fiscal years on
December 31, 1977 or June 30 1978. The fiscal year reported
for Washington, D.C. ended on September 30, 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-compiles 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 reference to a variety of published government documents
such as budgets, financial statements, and audit reports. In
some cases, such sources were the basis for breakdowns of
totals into more detailed employment and expenditure figures,

The expenditure and employment data for the Federal
Government were coilected through a special mait survey, with
telephone followup of Federal justice agencies, in accordance
with definitions used for State and local governments (see
appendix 2).

Data limitations

~ The sample selected to develop iocal government figures is
one of all possible samples of the same size that could have
been chosen using the same sampling design. Estimates derived
from these different samples would differ from each other and
also from a complete census using the same data collection 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
sampling error, '

The local gavernment sample was designed to produce an
estimate for each State ot 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 al} 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 mave reliable than the Jocal government estimates
they include. :

Table K. Relative standard 4 3rs of local government totals of criminal justice expenditure

0.5 or less . 05410 1.0-2.0 2.0-3.0
Califo'x:nia Alaska Colorado Maryland Alabama North Dakota
Hz_awan Arizona Delaware Massachusetts Arkansas Oklahoms
Michigan Connecticut Florida Montana Idaho Pennsylvania
Nevada ) Indiana Georgia Nebraska fowa South Carolina
New Mexico Rhode tsland Hinois North Carolina Minnesota Tennessee
New York Vermont Kansas Ohio . Mississippi Utah
Texas Kentucky Oregon Missouri West Virginia

Louisiana South Dakota New Hampshire  Wisconsin
Maine Virginia New Jersey
Washington
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The data are also subject to the inaccuracies in classification,

response, and processinig that would occur if a complete census -

had been conducted under the same conditions as the sample
survey, Every effort was made to keep such errors to a
minimum through care in examining, editing, and tabulating
the data submitted by government officials. Followup pro-
cedures were used extensively to clarify inadequate and in-
consistent survey returns,

Readers should be generally cautious in comparing govern-
ments, because other differences in functional responsibilities
from State-to-State anrd 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 result, 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 farge govern-
ments frem 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, police 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

employed 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-
cluded 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 governments were 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 earlier
reports} and for 158 large cit'es {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. Sirice EY
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, Washington,
D.C. 20531.
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GRAPHIC SUMMARY—Continued

FIGURE 1.

Percent and amount of change in total criminal justice
expenditure'by function from 1976 to 1977 and from
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GRAPHIC SUMMARY —Continued

FIGURE 2.
Per capita direct expenditure for criminal justice activities

of state and local governments, for state areas, fiscal year 1978
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FIGURE 2.

Percent change, 1977-78
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FIGURE 3. v
Percent.and amount of increase in total|criminal justice
expenditure of state and local governments, by region, g
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FIGURE 4.
Change in total criminal justice expenditure of state and
local governments, by state areas, by region, 1977 to
1978
Millions of dollars Percent
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*Decrease of 1.0 percent or $3.2 million
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FIGURE 4.

Change in total criminal justice expenditure of state and

local governments, by state areas, by region, 1977 to
1978 (Cont'd)
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FIGURE 6.

FIGURE 5. ‘ Average monthly salaries for criminal justice employees on a

Change in total criminal justice direct expenditure by full-time equivalent basis by activity and type of government
function and by type of government, 1976 to 1977 | 1976 10 1977 October 1978 ’
and 1977 to 1978 R 1977 to 1978
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22 _GRAPHIC SUMMARY—Continued

FIGURE 7.

Percent distribution of criminal justice system
direct expenditure by level of government, Fiscai Year 1978

$24,132 million*

Federal®
$3,122 million
(12.9%)

State

$6,688 million
Local (27.7%)
$14,322 million
(59.4%)

*“For each leval of government, this graph depicts direct expenditure only and excludss intergovernmental expenditure to avoid
duplication, since payments from one level of government to another are reflected in the direct expenditures of the recipient
level of government. On the other hand, figures 9,11, 13, 15 and 17 depict total expenditure, including both direct and
intergovernmental expendigu re, 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

1,157,436

Local Employees
743,204
(64.2%)

State Employees
310,654
(26.8%)

Federal Employees
103,678
{9.0%)
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FIGURE 9.
Federal government criminal justice system
total expenditure, Fiscal Year 1978

Other Criminal Justice
$749 mitlion
(19.5%)

Corrections
$376 million

$3,835 million*

Police Protection
$1,959 million

(9.8%) (51.1%)
Public Defense
$209 million
(5.5%)
Legal Servizes Judicial
$220 million $321 million
{5.7%) (8.4%)

.

*Because of rounding, detail daoes not add to total,

FIGURE 10.

Federal government criminal justice system

Corrections
11,918
(11.5%)

Public Defense
265
(0.2%)

Legal Services
7,558
(7.3%)

Judicial
8,289
(8.0%)

full-time equivalent employment, October 1978

103,678

Other Criminal Justice
1,655
(1.6%)

Police Protection
73,993
(71.4%)
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FIGURE 11.

total expenditure, Fiscal Year 1978

Other Criminal Justice

State government criminal justice system

$7,544 million*

$527 million
(7.0%)

Corrections
$3,341 milllon
(44.3%)

Public Defense

$109 million
(1.5%)

*Bacause of rounding, detall does not add to total.

Judicial
$1,150 million
(15.2%)

Police Protection
$2,016 million
(26.7%)

L.egal Services
$400 million

(5.3%)

FIGURE 12.

State government criminal justice system

Other Criminal Justice

full-time equivalent employment, October 1978

310,554

3,690
(1.2%)

Corrections
151,408
(48.7%)

Public Defense

92,443

Judicial
41,642
(13.4%)

3,158
{1.0%)

18,212
(6.9%)

{29.8%)

Police Protection

Leghl Services
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FIGURE 13.

Local government criminal justice system
total expenditure, Fiscal Year 1978

$14,456 million

Corrections
$2,031 million

Other Criminal Justice

] " $242 million
(14.0%) (1.7%)
Public Defense
$217 million
(1.5%)

Legal Services

$862 million
(6.0%)
81 823\’:‘?";_:("5: R Police Protection
' (12.6%) $9,281 mitlion
' (64.2%)
FIGURE 14.

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

743,204

Corrections Othe_r Criminal Justice
102,058 3,696
(13.7%) (0.6%)

Public Defense
4879
{0.7%)

L.egal Services
43,477
{5.8%)

Judicial
99,359
(13.4%)

‘Police Protection
489,735
(65.9%)
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FIGURE 15.

County government criminal justice system
total expenditure, Fiscal Year 1978

$5,700 million*

Corrections
$1,676 million
(27.6%)

Public Defense
$180 million
(3.2%)

Legal Services
$520 million
{9.1%)

*Because of rounding, detall doss not sdd to total.

Other Criminal Justice
$173 million
(3.0%)

Police Protection
$1,833 million
(32.2%)

Judicial
$1.,419 million
(24.9%)

FIGURE 17.

Municipal government criminal justice
system total expenditure, Fiscal Year 1978

$8,917 million™

Public Defense
$39 million
(0.4%)

Legal Ssrvices
$343 million
(3.8%)

Judicial
$433 million
(4.9%)

- Corrections

$491 million
{5.5%)

Other Criminal Justice
$72 million.
{0.8%)

Police Protection

FIGURE 16.

County government cyiminal justice system
full-time equivalent employment, October 1978

295,970

Corrections
81,015
{27.4%)

Public Defense
4,543
{1.6%)

Other Criminal Justice
2,567
(0.9%)

Police Protection
99,889
(33.7%)

Legal Services
29,208
(9.9%)

Judicial
78,748
(26.6%)

$7,540 million
{84.6%)
*Because of rounding, detail does not add to total
FIGURE 18.
Municipal government criminal justice system
full-time equivalent employment, October 1978
447 234
Public Defense Corrections
336 21,043
{(G.1%) (4.7%)

Legal Services
14,269
{3.2%)

Judicial
20,611
(4.6%)

Other Criminal Justice
1,129
{0.2%)

Police Protection
389,846
(87.2%)
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FIGURE 19.
Per capita criminal justice expenditure

of the 17 largest SMSA's, Fiscal Year
1978*

Police Protection
All Other Functions
{(Amounts in Dollarsj

Total, 17 largest [

SMSA’s 106

Baltimore SMSA |8

Boston SMSA |

Chicago SMSA | “l1o3

Cleveland SMSA §

Dallas-Fort
Worth SMSA

Detroit SMSA (NS PR 100

Houston SMSA §

Los Angeles-Long §

Beach SMSA | .o (118

Minneapolis-
St. Paul SMSA

Nassau-Suffolk
SMSA

1108

Newark SMSA [N 100

New York, N.Y.-
N.J. SMSA

Philadelphia,
Pa.-N.J. SMSA

LA 165

105

Pittsburgh SMSA

St. Louis, Mo.-
. SMSA

San Francisco-
Oakland SMSA

Washington, D.C.-
Md.-Va. SMSA

119

118

120 150

*Computed from 1977 population estimates
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Section . 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-local law enforcement expenditure from their own revenue sources.

The Safe Streets Act was amended in 1979 by the Justice System [mprovement 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 uses 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.

Table 1 of this report presents the variable pass-through data to allow for historical analysis with earlier data published in previous
reports.

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

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

The following items were deducted from total criminal justice expenditure of local governments to arrive at local government
expenditure from own revenue sources: Revenue received directfy 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 focal criminal justice payments to the State government
were deducted from the total State expenditure for criminal justice. This procedure 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.

H
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT

Table 1. Percent distribution of total criminal justice expenditure from own sources of State and local governments,

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

Expenditure from own sources Percent distribution
Item
Staf:fﬁical‘ State Locai! State Local

UNITED STATES, TOTAL « ¢ « o o s o o o ¢ o » 18 436 656 6 547 333 11 889 323 35.5 64,5
ALABAMAG o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ o o & PR S S P S 187 919 74 392 113 527 39.6 60.4
ALASKA & ¢ o o o « o o » o " e e e e w e &9 513 67 240 22 273 75.1 24,9
ARIZONAs o s o o o o o o o P S S 247 369 77 953 169 416 315 68.5
ARKANSAS ¢ o ¢ v ¢ o ¢ » « 4 e s v e v 81 315 4y 317 39 998 50,8 49,2
CALIFORNIA o o ¢ o « o o « R 2 674 472 705 553 1 968 919 2644 73.6
COLORADO « » o o o 5 ¢ o o o« o o 2 o 0 5 o v s & » 251 639 111 003 140 636 44,1 55,9
CONNECTICUTs o o o o s o « o o o o ¢ o 0 o s o & o 220 866 114 754 106 112 52.0 48,0
DELAWARE o o ¢ o ¢ o & ¢ o 8 o @ 0 ¢ 0 o 6 ¢ o o o 53 189 40 135 13 053 7545 24,5
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 4 o o« © » ¢ o o s o = o o o s 154 194 - 194 194 - 100.0
FLORIDAC o o o o o 5 ¢ o o ¢ o a s 2 ¢ v 6 s 0 ¢ o 784 400 282 359 502 042 3640 64.0
GEORGIAe « o ¢« o o o o o ¢ R L 352 109 152 869 199 240 43.4 5646
HAWALIL & 2 o v ¢ o « o ¢ o P T R T I 80 273 39 441 40 832 49,1 50.9
IDAHO: ¢ o o o o o o o o &« A 54 786 24 508 30 277 44,7 55.3
ILLINOIS « o o o o o ¢ o « e 4 s s e r s e 1 056 339 262 462 793 877 24.8 75.2
INDIANA: « ¢ o o o s o o D 274 398 101 808 172 590 371 62.9
IOWA o ¢ o ¢ o o o ¢ ¢ o o v s @ o o 0 o % s 2 + @ 163 206 69 190 24 016 d2.4 57.6
KANSAS s ¢ & o ¢ o o 4 o o o s 5 s ¢ s s s v ¢ o o 143 273 62 301 80 972 43.5 56.5
KENTUCKY « o ¢ « o o o 4 o ¢ o s s o o o s ¢ o o & 186 297 121 46> 64 834 6542 34.8
LOUISIANAe o « o © ¢ o o o o o & » o o s 2 o a o 303 312 116 218 187 094 38.3 61,7
MATNES o o 2 o o o ¢ 5 s o ¢ 6 o o o s s o v s o » 4g 764 27 589 22 175 55.4 44.6
MARYLAND & 4 o o o o o o o o o o o o« 5 0 o o 0 o 415 651 255 436 160 215 61.5 38.5
MASSACHUSETTS: o o o o o o o » o o o o 0 o 0 o o » 523 016 161 406 361 610 30.9 69,1
MICHIGAN 4 o o o o « ¢ o o o o o ¢ o s 2 2 0 5 s o 852 034 301 987 550 047 35.4 64,6
MINNESOTAs o o a o o o o « s o ¢ o o ¢ o » o 5 ¢ @ 262 952 83 633 179 419 31.8 68,2
MISSISSIPPIe o ¢ » o ¢ « o o 5 ¢ 5 5 o 2 0o ¢ s ¢ & 99 851 43 345 56 505 43.4 56,6
MISSOURI « « o o « o o ¢« s o 5 o s ¢ ¢ ¢ v s » ¢ » 299 783 91 160 208 623 30.4 69.6
MONTANAe o o o « o o ¢ o s ¢ o o o o s s = ¢« o ¢ @ 47 935 18 865 29 070 39.4 60,6
NEBRASKA ¢ ¢ o v o ¢ o 5 o 6 2 o s o o ¢ 2 5 6 0 0 96 177 43 399 52 778 45.1 54.9
NEVADA ¢ o 2 o o o o 5 o o« » ¢« ¢ o ¢ s « 0o o ¢ & o 101 650 35 615 66 036 35.0 65,0
NEW HAMPSHIREs s o o ¢ o o o s ¢ 2 o 3 5 1 s o o » 4o 764 18 808 30 956 37.8 62.2
NEWUJERSEY 2 ¢ o o o o & o 9 o o o o 8 8 0 0 ¢ 3 712 551 193 754 518 797 27.2 72.8
NEWMEXICO o s o o o o ¢ ¢ 9 5 o 2 o 0 s 0 s s s o 95 BO7 50 752 43 055 54,1 45.9
NEW YORK o o o o =« ¢ o « ¢ o o 5 o o o s ¢ ¢ s oo 2 492 720 748 886 1 743 835 30,0 70.0
NORTH CAROLINA o o o o o o o s o ¢ 2 2 o o o 5 » ¢ 345 671 202 335 143 336 5845 41.5
NORTH DAKOTA « o « s s o ¢ » o o ¢ s ¢ 2 o s ¢ o o 30 767 11 717 19 050 38.1 61.9
OHIO v o o ¢ o s o o ® v ¢ ¢ ¢ 2 o s « 0 0.3 2 s o 760 354 250 BHO 509 513 33.0 67.0
OKLAHOMA & 2 o 2 ¢ o o ¢ o v ¢ v 2 s 5 0 ¢ ¢ s s o 187 778 98 953 88 826 52.7 47.3
OREGON o « o o o o o o ¢ « o o ¢ o ¢ s o s s o o s 210 917 86 U460 124 457 41.0 59.0
PENNSYLVANIA « o o o o o s o s ¢ o s o o ¢ s 0 » @ 843 922 306 028 537 894 363 63,7
RHODE ISLAND o « » s o ¢ o o o o o s 8 a5 ¢ o o » 69 936 45 g8l 24 055 65.6 34.4
SOUTH CAROLINA « o o & « ¢ s o o o o o o ¢ o o & @ 149 976 80 717 69 259 53.8 46,2
SOUTH DAKOTA o & ¢ o & ¢ s s 2 s o o o ¢ s o 6 o « 36 127 15 722 20 405 43,5 5649
TENNESSEEe ¢ o » ¢ o o ¢ o o o 5 s ¢ o ¢ 0 0 s o o 302 029 12 737 189 293 37.3 62.7
TEXASe o ¢ o o o o o ¢ o s ¢ v 8 o 8 ¢ o 2 2 s 0 o 781 294 235 576 545 718 30.2 69.8
UTAH o ¢ o » o s o ¢ ¢ 5 ¢ o ¢ ¢ o 3 s 0 6 s 5 o o 98 440 #6 179 52 261 46.9 53,1
VERMONTs o ¢ o o« o o ¢ o o o o s s ¢ o » .. 29 667 23 098 6 569 7749 22.1
VIRGINIA « o ¢ o ¢ o » o o e e e .. 384 056 212 177 171 879 55.2 44,8
WASHINGTON o o o ¢ & o « » " e e,e . .. 268 208 106 240 161 968 39.6 60.4
WEST VIRGINIAs o o o o o 2 ¢ o o &+ o 5 o ‘e 80 661 43 953 36 708 54,5 45,5
WISCONSINe o o ¢ o o ¢ o 2 o a o ¢ o o » .. 315 926 104 503 2131 423 3341 16649
WYOMINGs & 4 o o o o o s o o a « s s s & . 44 400 24 715 19 685 55.7 44,3

~ Represents zero or rounds to zero.
'Local governments data are estimates subject

to sampling variations; see

text

for data limitations.
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. - - e . ) . . ' y 4 .
Table 2. Percent distribution of expenditure for the criminal justice 'system;, by level of government, fiscal year 1978.
(Dollar amounts in thousands)
FIGURE 20.
. . o . . - . . Am 3 P t distributi
Percent distribution of total criminal justice direct 7 states estutey oun ercent distribution
. H . All Federal State Local Federal State Local
QXPendlture by State and type Of government’ Flsca' Year 1978 governments?! Government 2 governments governments ! Government 2 | governments governments )
TOTAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM'e ¢ & o o o « o & o | 28 131 995 3 834 607 7 544 2511 14 456 004 {x) (x) (%)
DIRECT EXPENDITUREe o o o o o o o o o « « o o «| 24 131 995 3 122 290 6 688 192| 14 321 513 12.9 27.7 59,4
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE 4 o o o o o o o o ) - 712 317 856 059 295 356 (x) (x) (x)
0 0 POLICE PROTECTION®s + o o o o o o o o o o« s o « o| 13 120 193 1 959 305 2 016 228 9 231 149 (x) (X) (x;
DIRECT EXPENDITUREs o« o o o o o » o o o o o o o 13 120 193 1 951 786 1892 127 9 276 280 4.9 14,4 70.7
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE « o o v o o o o o () 7 519 124 101 96 279 (x) (x) (x)
Total, U.S. Missouri JUDICIALY o+ 4 o o o o8 o o o s s o o s s o o o o » 3 067 221 321 373| 1 150 265 1 823 223 (x) (x) (x)
{ DIRECT EXPENDITURE: o o o o o v o o o o o s o 3 067 %.53 321 373 1 012 899 1732 949 1(()..;, 3?.3) 5?.5):
! INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE o o o o o o o o & - 137 366 118 381 X X X
Alabama Montana i
H LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION ¢ « 4 o o o« o o o 1 459 859 220 058 400 367 862 094 {(x) (x) (x)
| DIRECT EXPENDITUREs o o s o o o o s o o o o o & 1 459 859 215 525 385 783 858 551 14,8 26.4 58,8
Alaska Nebraska INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE o« » o o o o « o o (*) 4 533 14 584 4 537 (x (x) (x)
PUBLIC DEFENSE® 4 o 4 o o o ¢ o o » o o s o o o o 523 735 209 060 109 294 216 824 (x) (x) (x)
. Nevad } DIRECT EXPENDITUREs o o o o o o o o o o o o o o 523 735 209 060 97 956 216 719 39,9 18.7 41,4
Arizona evaga ! INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE o o o o o o o o o ) - 11 338 2 152 (x) (x) {(x)
. ‘ CORRECTIONS ® v 4 o o« o « o s s o o o ¢ o o s o o 5 522 711 375 802 3 341 200 2 030 722 (x) (x) (x)
Arkansas New Hampshire i DIRECT EXPENDITURE. o o « s o o o o » o o o o o 5 522 711 337 174] 3 176 963| 2 o008 574 6.1 57.5 36.4
r ; INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE o o o o o o » o &« () 38 628 164 237 58 369 (x) (x) (x)
. N . OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE 4 4 « o o s o s o » o o 438 276 749 009 526 897 241 992 (x) (x) (x)
California New Jersey i GIRECT EXPENDITURE. o o o o o o o o o o o o o » 438 276 87 372 122 464 228 440 19.9 28,0 52,1
[ INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE 4 o ¢ o o o o « o - () 661 637 404 433 15 638 (x) (x) (x)
i
H - Represents zero or rounds to zero.
Colorado New Mexico | X Not applicable.
| i 'Local governments data are estimates subject to sampling varfations; see text for data limitations.
H *Federal Government data are for the fiscal period beginning October 1, 1977 and ending September 30, 1978, .
Connecticut NeW YOrk .;' *The total line for each sector, and for the total Criminal Justice System, excludes duplicative {ntergovernmental 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-
P ment(s) ultimately expend(s) that amount. The intergovernmental expenditure lines are not totaled for the same reason,
. i
Delaware North Carolina ;
[:
I
D.C. North Dakota |
: Table 3. Percent distribution of employment and payrolls for the criminal system, by level of government,
Florida Ohio ii October 1978
(Dollar amounts in thousands)
Georgia Oklahoma :
Percent distribution
) ! Activiey All Federal State Local
HaWaii OI’EQon . i governments? Government governments governments? Federal State Local
. i Government governments governments
Idaho Pennsyivania i TOTAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM:
i TOTAL EMPLOYEES o o o » o o« o o o o 2 o o« o o 1 228 928 105 376 322 046 801 506 8.6 26.2 65,2
i FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES o o o o o « s o o » s o o o 1125 974 102 722 303 950 719 302 9.1 27.0 63.9
[T Rhode Island i FULL=TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEESe s o o o o o « & 1 157 436 103 678 310 554 7435 204 9.0 26.8 64,2
Hlinois
; OCTOBER PAYROLL o « o o s o o o o s o o o o o o 1 527 082 184 202 406 897 935 983 12,1 26,6 61.3
. ima, ; POLICE PROTECTION:
Indiana South Carolina : TOTAL EMPLOYEES o o o s o o « « o s o o o o o » 697 726 75 182 98 651 523 893 10.8 1.1 75.1
i FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES o o o » o o o o s ¢ ¢ o« o o 642 306 73 559 89 977 478 770 11.5 14,0 7445
FULL=TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEESe « o o o o o o & 656 171 73 993 92 443 489 735 11,3 14,1 7446
fowa South Dakota OCTOBER PAYROLL 4 o 4 o o o o o o s o o o o o o 897 010 128 182 122 337 646 491 14,3 13,6 72.1
JUDICIAL:
TOTAL EMPLOYEES o o o o s o o v o o o o s o » o 163 264 8 321 43 625 111 318 5.1 2647 6842
Kansas Tennessee ) FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES o o o » s o o & v o o o o 140 080 8 229 39 4u8 92 403 5.9 28.2 65.9
] FULL~TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES: o o o o o « o o i49 290 8 289 41 642 99 359 5.6 27.9 6645
Kentuck Texas ; OCTOBER PAYROLL o o o o « 4 o s s o o o ¢ o v o 186 990 17 474 68 050 101 466 9.3 36.4 54.3
entuc ;
Y i LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION:
i TOTAL EMPLOYEES o o o o o o « o o v o o » s o o 75 950 7 811 18 974 49 165 10,3 25.0 64,7
s Utah i FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES o o o o o o o o o o o o o o 65 475 7 325 17 596 40 554 11.2 26.9 61.9
Louisiana i FULL~TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES: o + « o o o o » 69 247 7 558 18 212 43 477 10.9 26.3 62.8
' OCTOBER PAYROLL & ¢ o« o o o o o o ¢ o o o o o o 101 288 14 9lio 27 334 59 014 14,7 27.0 58,3
Maine Vermont PUBLIC DEFENSE:
b TOTAL EMPLOYEES o o o o o o « o v o o o s o & o 8 715 265 3 256 5 104 3,0 37.4 59.6
. H FULL~TIME EMPLOYEES + o o o o o« o o o o » o o & 7 981 265 3 121 4 595 3.3 39.1 57,6
Maryland Virginia | FULL=TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES: o o« o o o o o o 8 303 265 3 159 4 879 3,2 38,0 58.8
; OCTOBER PAYROLL « o o« o o o o v o & o » o o o o 12 586 525 4 724 7 337 4,2 37.5 58.3
. . CORRECT IONS:
Massachusetts Washington ; TOTAL EMPLOYEES o « o o o s o o o o o s o o + » 273 440 12 055 153 770 107 615 4.4 56.2 39.4
| | FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES o ¢ o o » o o o « o o o o o 261 347 11 800 150 148 99 399 4,5 5745 3840
. i FULL~TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEESs ¢ o o ¢ o o o & 265 384 11 918 151 408 102 058 4,5 57.1 3844
Michigan West Virginia | OCTOBER PAYROLL o ¢ « o o s o o o s o o s » « o 317 529 20 162 179 654 117 743 6.3 5646 37.1
! OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE:
. Wi . I TOTAL EMPLOYEES o o « o o o 2 o o o s o s o & 9 833 1 742 3 770 4 321 17.7 38.3 44,0
Minnesota isconsin ; FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES o o o o o o o« o o o o o o 4 8 785 1 544 3 660 3 581 17.7 31,7 40,7
i FULL-TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEESe o o o « o » o o 9 oy1 1 655 3 690 3 696 1843 40.8 40,9
. W . | OCTOBER PAYROLL o + « o o « o o o o o s o o o & 11 679 2 919 4 797 3 963 25,0 41,1 33,4
MISSISSIppI yoming s‘ 'Local governments data are estimates subject to sampling variation; see text for data limitations.
) i
|
!
| .
j
i
1
1
H
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Table 4. Criminal justice system expenditure of the Federal Government, by character and object, fiscal year 1978
(Thousands of dollars)

Direct expenditure

Intergovernmental expendituve

1
item Total Total Direct Capital Total To State To local
current ocutlay governments governments
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT GENERAL
EXPENDITURE, ALL FUNCTIONS . o « o | 348 000 000| 268 828 000] 232 539 000 36 289 000| 79 172 000 | 52 043 000 27 129 Q00
TOTAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM o« + o « 3 834 607 3 122 290 2 978 292 143 998 712 317 591 736 120 581
POLICE PROTECTION, TOTALs o « » s » o o o » 1 959 305 1 951 786 1 861 076 90 710 7 519 150 7 369
THE CONGRESS:
UaSe CAPITOL POLICE o v s » o o o o s & 24 256 22 827 22 152 675 1 429 - 1 429
LIBRARY OF CONGRESS POLICE FORCE. o » . 1 599 1 599 1 599 - - - -
FEDERAL JUDICIARY:
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
POLICE FORCE o o o« o« » o o o s 5 o o 1 284 1 284 1 229 55 - - -
OEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE:
U.S, FOREST SERVICE:
COOPERATIVE LAW ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM . 5 943 () (2) (2) 5 943 150 5 793
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR:
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE!
UeSe PARK POLICEs o o o = s s ¢ s o &« 14 o038 14 038 13 271 767 - - -
UeSe PARK RANGERS . o o o s o o o o o 20 910 20 910 20 399 511 - - -
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION . + + 168 641 168 641 163 288 5 353 - - -
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION o o o » 4a7 344 487 344 456 807 30 537 - - -
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE:
UsSe BORDER PATROLs s 5 s « » o s & & 69 739 69 739 68 283 1 456 - - -
INVESTIGATION DIVISION. o v ¢ o o o « 27 454 27 454 26 832 622 - - -
UsSs MARSHALS SERVICE®s o o ¢ » s » o o 19 027 19 027 18 639 388 - - -
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION:
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION: .
AIRPORT POLICEs o o« o s & o s s o o » 3 162 3 162 3 105 57 - - -
UsSe CCOAST GUARDs o o o ¢ v o o o o o » 75 149 75 149 47 yuy 27 705 - - -
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY:
BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, TOBACCD. AND
FIREARMS o o o o « » o 112 189 112 189 112 052 137 - - -
FEDERAL LAW ENFORCEMENT TRAINING CENTER 17 620 17 538 11 854 5 684 8z - 82
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE:
INTELLIGENCE DIVISION o« o o « o » o &« 111 551 111 551 110 298 1253 - - -
INTERNAL SECURITY DIVISION. o o« o & 13 155 13 155 13 089 66 - - -
OFFICE OF LAW ENFORCEMENT o o » o » & o 410 410 410 - - - -
UeSe CUSTOMS SERVICE: o o o o o o » o 414 528 414 528 409 728 4 800 - - -
UsSe SECRET SERVICE 5 o« o o o o o o 124 686 124 621 116 790 7 831 65 - 65
GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION:
OFFICE OF FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE
MANAGEMENT o o s o s o s o » s o & s o 83 618 83 618 82 658 960 - - -
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION:
NAT 1ONAL ZOOLOGICAL PARK POLICE o« « o & 502 502 502 - - « -
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION POLICE FORCE. 324 324 323 1 - - -
UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE:
POSTAL INSPECTION SERVICE o o o « o o o 142 101 142 101 140 249 1 es2 - - -
VETERANS ADMINISTRATION:
SECURITY DIVISION « 4 « o o s s o o o & 20 075 20 075 20 075 - - - -
JUDICIAL, TOTAL « o o o o v o o o o v ¢ a ¢ 321 373 321 373 306 133 15 240 - - -
APPELLATE COURTS, TOTAL o o« o o o o o « = 41 043 41 043 38 834 2 209 - - -
COURTS OF LAST RESORT, TOTAL: o + s o o 7 085 7 085 6 753 332 - - -
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES. . 7 085 7 085 6 753 332 - - -
INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURTS, TOTAL: 33 958 33 958 32 081 1 877 - - -
UsS+ COURTS OF APPEALSe o o o . 33 958 33 958 32 081 1877 - - -
COURTS OF GENERAL JURISDICTION, TOTAL + 218 182 218 182 207 451 10 731 - - -
UsS. DISTRICT COURTSs o s » » o o s » 218 182 218 182 207 451 10 731 - - -
COURTS OF LIMITED JURISOICTION, TOTAL .. 17 310 17 310 16 280 1 030 - - -
U.S. COURT OF CLAIMS. + + « .. 3 890 3 890 3 837 53 - - -
U.S. COURT OF CUSTOMS AND PATENT
APPEALSS o o o o o o o o o o« o s o % 14314 1 My 1 397 17 - - -
UsSe CUSTOMS COURTe o o o » o « « o o 3 926 3 926 3 833 93 - - -
UsSe TAX COURT: o o o 5 o « o o o o o 8 080 8 080 7 213 867 - - -
MISCELLANEOUS, TOTALe o o o o & s s & s » 4y 838 44 838 43 568 1270 - - -
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE UsSe
COURTS » o o o o o s s s s o ¢ o « » 10 876 10 876 10 583 293 - -
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
U.S. MARSHALS SERVICEY. . 4+ + o o+ & 27 747 27 47 27 181 566 - - -
FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER o » o o o o o 6 215 6 215 5 804 411 - - -

See 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 Intergovernmental expenditure
t
Teem Total Total Direct Capital Total To State To local
ota current outlay ota governments governments
LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION, TOTAL + o 220 058 215 525 211 127 4 398 4 533 4 533 -
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICES
ANTITRUST DIVISION:s ¢ » » o o o ¢ o o o 30 484 25 951 25 789 162 4 533 4 533 -
BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS: ¢ « ¢ « « 972 972 972 - - - -
CIVIL DIVISIONe o ¢ o o o o o ¢ « » s » 15 807 15 807 15 711 96 - - -
CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION o o o ¢ ¢ o o o ¢ 10 366 10 366 10 329 37 - - -
CRIMINAL DIVISION + o« & 5 s e o o 18 275 18 275 18 145 130 - - -
LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES D!V!SION .. 7 797 7 797 7 722 75 - - -
OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL o o« ¢ o o o o o 1124 1124 1121 3 - - -
OFF ICE OF LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS o o o o o 666 666 666 - - - -
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND FINANCE. « o « 11 199 11 199 10 721 478 - - -
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERALe o« « o o 1 165 1 165 1 162 3 - - -
OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL « 1 260 1 260 1 260 - - - -
EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF UeSe ATTORNEYS. « 104 788 lo4 788 101 553 3 235 - - ~
OFF ICE FOR IMPROVEMENTS IN THE
ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICEe o« » o o o 1 162 1 162 1162 - - - -
OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR GENERAL +« o o o 2 040 2 o040 2 030 10 - - -
TAX DIVISION: « o ¢ o o o o o v o o o s 12 953 12 953 12 784 169 - - ~
PUBLIC DEFENSE, TOTAL. o ¢ ¢ = s & o o o o » 209 060 209 060 208 333 27 - - -
FEDERAL JUDICIARY:
COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS. o « o 3 347 3 347 3 347 - ~ - -
FEDERAL. PUBLIC DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS . 7 275 7 275 6 946 329 - - -
REPRESENTATION 8Y COURT~-APPOINTED
COUNSELs + o o o o ¢ o « o s s s o o « 13 075 13 075 13 075 - - - -
LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION % ¢ o « o o &« 185 363 185 363 184 965 398 - - -
CORRECT ION! TOTALe » « ¢ ¢« o o s o o ¢ o & 375 802 337 174 305 314 31 860 38 628 - 38 628
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
BUREAU OF PRISONS 4« o s o o 2 s o o 2 @ 269 245 247 941 218 794 29 idy 21 304 - 21 304
INSTITUTIONSs o o o o o s o o v o o » 222 736 201 432 172 964 28 468 21 304 - 21 30{
FOR MEN « o » s s 5 o « o 5 ¢ o o o 157 687 157 687 133 691 23 996 - -
FOR WOMEN o« « ¢ o « s o o ¢ o » o 0 9 980 9 980 7 661 2 319 - - -
FOR JUYENILES . . o s o s 8 s e 8 036 8 036 T 637 399 - - -
OTHER AND COMBINED. R 47 033 25 729 23 975 1 754 21 304 - 21 304
ADMINISTRATIONe o« o » P Y 46 509 46 509 45 830 679 - - -
OFFICE OF THE PARDON ATTORNEY “ o s s e 232 232 231 1 - - -
UeSe MARSHALS SERVICE" e o o o o v o o o 42 692 25 368 24 851 517 17 324 - 17 324
UsSe PAROLE COMMISSION: ¢ o « o o o o o 3 854 3 854 3 801 53 - - -
FEDERAL JUDICIARY:
FEDERAL PROBATION SERVICE o o« o o « o & 59 779 59 779 57 637 2 142 - - -
OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE, TOTAL o » ¢ o« o & » 749 009 87 372 86 309 1 063 661 637 587 053 74 584
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND
WELFARE:
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF MENTAL HEALTH:
CENTER FOR STUDIES OF CRIME AND
DELINQUENCYs o o ¢ o o o o o o o« » « 4 460 2 374 2 374 - 2 086 2 086 -
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR:
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS .
DIVISION OF LAW ENFORCEMENT SERVICES. 23 333 23 333 22 463 870 - - -
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE: .
COMMUNITY RELATIONS SERVICE o o o o o 4 436 4 436 4 409 27 - - -
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE i
ADMINISTRATION « « « ¢ & & ¢ o 5 o » o 709 645 50 094 50 074 20 659 551 584 967 74 584
UsSe MARSHALS SERVICE': « ¢ o v o v o s o 7 135 7 135 6 989 146 - - -

- Represents zero or rounds to zero.

ipata are based on a canvass of all Federal criminal justice agencies; see text for data limitations.

*Information developed for the gurrent fiscal year indicates that no Federal employees are assigned to administer this program.

Jgstimated criminal justice activities only.

“Total expenditure allocated to police protection, judicial, corrections and other criminal justice based on information supplied by the U.S. Marshals Service.
Sprimarily focuses on matters of a ¢ivil nature in contrast to State and local programs which focus on crimimal as well as civil matters.
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Table 5. Criminal justice systam employment and payrolls of the Federal Government, October 1978

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

e —————y T T

Item!

Number of employees

Total October

1
Total Full-time only Fyll-time equivalent payroll
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT CIVILIAN EMPLOYMENT, ALL
FUNCTIONS: o » o o ¢ o o 5 & » 8 3 s s » ¢ o 0 s« 2 888 169 2 630 454 2 746 628 4 343 851
TOTAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM o o o o » v o » o o o » 105 376 102 722 103 678 184 202
POLICE PROTECTION, TOTALs o s o o o o o 4 o o s ¢ o o s s 75 182 73 559 73 993 128 182
THE CONGRESS:
UeSs CAPITOL POLICE o & o c et s e e e s e e 1 120 1 120 1 120 2 016
LIBRARY OF CONGRESS POLICE FORCEs + + « o w o o o v o o 107 107 107 151
FEDERAL JUDICIARY:
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES POLICE FORCE o o » o 70 70 70 108
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE: s
U.S. FOREST SERVICE:
COOPERATIVE LAW ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM « s o o« o o o o o (2) (2} (z) (+)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR:
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE:
UsSe PARK POLICEs o o o o o o o s ¢ o v o s o ¢ s & « 679 644 661 1157
UsSe PARK RANGERS® s o o o v o ¢ o o ¢ o ¢ o o ¢ & o o 1 867 1 786 1 827 1 390
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION o « + « o o s ¢ o ¢ o o 3 921 3 906 3 911 9 640
FEDERAL SUREAU OF INVESTIGATION o o o # « » o o o » o » 19 432 19 430 19 43 34 307
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE:
UsSe BORDER PATROLs o o o o 4 o » s o o o v o & 2 » o 2 4771 2 442 2 4s8 3 882
INVESTIGATION OIVISION: o » o v o o o o s o o o s 2 o 1 066 1 062 1 064 1 785
UeSe MARSHALS SERVICE s v ¢ o o o s o o o o « s o s s o 550 511 s42 1 036
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION:
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION:
AIRPORT POLICE. + o » ¢ o o o o s 5 s s o s o o 6 o s 164 163 163 287
UsSe COAST GUARD. « o o o s o o o o 8 8 o s o o o o o » 3 475 3 475 3 475 4 210
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY:
BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, AND FIREARMS. « o o & o » o 4 012 3 921 3 940 8 099
FEDERAL LAW ENFORCEMENT TRAINING CENTER o o o o o v » o 295 286 288 467
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE:
INTELLIGENCE DIVISION « o o o « ¢ 2 o s » » o o » s o 4 246 4 151 4 192 7 671
INTERNAL SECURITY DIVISTONe o o « s o s ¢ s o o o o o 575 566 570 1 140
OFFICE OF LAW ENFORCEMENT o o s » o « o o s s o o s o o 9 9 9 23
UeSe CUSTAMS SERVICEe s 5 o o o o » o ¢ o a ¢ o 5 s o o 16 488 15 401 15 597 28 782
UsSe SECRET SERVICE « o o o # o o 5 o ¢ 5 s o ¢ o = ¢ » 3 578 3 577 3 578 7 928
GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION:
OFFICE OF FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE MANAGEMENT o o+ o o 3 676 3 639 3 669 4 030
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION:
NAT IONAL ZOOLOGICAL PARK POLICE o o o « o o s o o o « » 29 26 27 4y
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION POLICE FORCEe o o o s o o o o o 21 21 21 24
U.S. POSTAL SERVICE:
POSTAL INSPECTION SERVICE « 2 o o o « 5 s 5 ¢ 5 ¢ o & » 5 586 5 509 5 534 8 297
VETERANS AOMINISTRATION:
SECURITY DIVISION & o o o o o o o s o o o o ¢ « ¢ ¢ a s 1 739 1737 1739 1711
JUDICTAL, TOTAL » o o s o o ¢ o o 5 s s o s s o o s o s a o 8 321 8 229 8 289 17 474
APPELLATE COURTS, TOTAL o o o o o o o s s » o o s v o o » 1436 408 1 419 2 334
COURTS OF LAST RESORT, TOTALe « « o » o o o ¢ « ¢ o » » 274 246 257 472
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES« « « o o o s o o 274 216 257 472
INTERMEDIATE APPELLATE COURTS, TOTALs o o o ¢ o o o & « 1 162 1162 1162 1 862
UsSs COURTS OF APPEALS 5o o 2 o o o ¢ 2 8 o o » o o o 1 162 1162 1162 1 862
COURTS OF GENERAL JURISDICTION, TOTAL « o s o s s o o o » 5 112 5 112 5 112 11 730
U.S, DISTRICT COURTS® o « o o s e s o s s b s s e 5 112 5 112 5 112 11 730
COURTS OF LIMITED JURISDICTION, TOTAL A 48 441 445 912
UeSs COURT OF CLAIMS %4 o o o o o ¢ ¢ s o s o o 5 & o 106 106 106 231
UsS. COURT OF CUSTOMS AND PATENT ARPEALS s + o o o o 35 35 35 82
UeSe CUSTOMS COURT * 0 o o ¢ o o ¢ o o o o 5 o 5 ¢ & ¢ 111 111 111 220
UeSe TAX COURTe o o + o o o s o o o s 5 ¢ 6 o 8 ¢ o o 196 189 193 379
MISCELLANEOUS, TOTALy o « o o o s » o o o o s o o o o o » 1 325 1 268 1 313 2 498
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE U.S. COURTS % o o o o o « 435 435 435 788
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
UeS. MARSHALS SERVICE s o o o o o ¢ o 5 o s ¢ + o o 801 744 789 1511
FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER® s o o o o o ¢ 5 s s 5 s s « « 89 89 89 199

See foatnotes at end of table.
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Table 5. Criminal justice system employment and payrolls of the Federal Government, October 1978—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

1tem®

Numbér of employees

Total

Full-time only

Full-time equivalent

Total October
payroll

LEDAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION, TOTAL o o ¢ o s o

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
ANTITRUST DIVISION: o o o ¢ » »
BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS. .
CIVIL DIVISIONs o o o s o & « o
CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION » o o o
CRIMINAL DIVISION o« ¢ o o s » &
LAND AND NATURAL RESQURCES DIV1S
OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL o o a o
OFF ICE OF LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND FINANCE.
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL. & o+ »
OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL
EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF Us.S. ATTORNEYS.
OFFICE FOR IMPROVEMENTS IN THE ADMIN
JUSTICEs o o » o e e
OFFICE OF THE SOL!CITOR GENERAL . s
TAX DIVISIONs o o o o @ o o o o o o o

e 14e o o e

.
..
.« b
..
.

ON. «
.« .
.«
)

RAT

..-1.....-..-.-
e s s Be e s ae e e
P BRI SR R Y

is

PUBLIC DEFENSE, TOTAL o ¢ » ¢ + s 3 s o s« o o o

FEDERAL JUDICIARY:
COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS: ¢ » o o o o
FEDERAL PUBLIC DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS®e
REPRESENTATION BY COURT~APPQINTED COUNSEL « .

1LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION: ¢ s o o o o« o ¢ ¢ ¢

CORRECT 10| OTALe « o o o o o s o s a o ¢ o & &

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
BUREAU OF PRISONS » .
INSTITUTIONS. « .
FOR MEN » & o o -

FOR WOMEN « « « .

FOR JUVENILES » .

OTHER AND COMBINED. .
ADMINISTRATIONs & + o » &

s e e e
PP

* s e o a

.
.
.
OFFICE OF THE PARDON ATTORNEY

U.Se MARSHALS SERVICE“e o
UeSe PAROLE COMMISSION. o

e s e a s e e s
e e s e s e s e
o s s 0 s 8w v
R
P
I IR I I
s e s 0 a0 00 00
T e s e s e e

FEDERAL JUDICIARY:
FEDERAL PROBATION SERVICES®: o o s o s s s o o

OTHER CRIMIN, JUSTICE oT. “ e e s s s s e e s
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH EDUCATION, AND WELFARE:
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF MENTAL HEALTH:
CENTER OF STUDIES OF CRIME AND DELINQUENCY.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR:
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS:
DIVISION OF LAW ENFORCEMENT SERVICESs o o «

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
COMMUNITY RELATIONS SERVICE o o o o @ « .
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION ..

UeSe MARSHALS SERVICE e o o s o o o o ¢ 2 o o

Q

Te v e e s e ue oo

“ e s s s e 0 0

e s 8 Qs v e e n s e n e

s 4 s v e o

« ® s 6 6 008 8 s 0

o e e e e s 8 e

e 8 s e s s e s e s o

e 8 s s b e e a0

P A A LR BN

N e

12

o~

-

265

{x)
265
x)

(x)
055

497
857
120
357
347
033
640

733
157
658

742
10

563

136
828
205

7 325

852

37
570
377
652

11 800

o~
~
&
[

10

506

121
716
151

7 558

899

38
588
391
669
258

(x)
(x)
(x)

11 918

372
793
076
356
343

oN®

579

723
157

2 658

546

127
769
203

4

- -

20

13

e

[

940

(x)
(x)
(x)

162

899
489
874
478
522
615
410

381
304
559

919

23

603

280
624

.>89

X Not applicable.

1Data ave based on a canvass of all Federal criminal justice agenciesj see text for data limitations.
*Information developed for the current fiscal year indicates that no Federal employees are asgigned to administer this program.

dpstimated criminal justice activities only.

“Toral employment and payroll silocated to police protection, judicial, corrections, and other ¢riminal justice based on information supplied
SEmployment and payroll totalr for 1977 were repeated due to non-response to survey questionnaire.

by U.S. Marshals Service.
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Table 6. Percent distriblition of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
iby State and type of government, fiscal year 1978

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total eriminal

Justice system Police protection Judicial
Stat d t 1 Population? Total general
ate and type of government (1n thousands) expendi tured o:’::::: o§°§:::: D:":ﬁ:’::
Amount* general Amount ¢ ortminal Amount ¢ - criminal
expendi~ Justice Justice
ture system syatem
STATES-LOCAL, TOTAL . . . 216 332 | 219 998 000 | 21 009 705 9.5 11 168 4
.. . a7 53.2( 2 745 8 .
fgérEs. I §x) 145 637 000| 7 544 251 5.2 2 016 228 26.7] § 190 265 FH
CAls TOTAL, » o o o L ] X} | 109 502 000 14 456 oo 13.2| 9 281 149 64.2] 1 823 223 12,6
oN cxss. S v e e e, (x) 43 274 Q00| 5 699 974 13.2] 1 832 616 32.2| 1 418 524 24,9
MUNICIPALITIES. . . . & © (x} | 66 664 000 B 916 89y 13.4| 7 539 oy3 84,6 432 806 4.9
ALABAMA « » 4 4 4 o . 3 690 2 972 000 232 063 7.8 1
e e e e e . 21 9uy .5

STATE . . AEEEEEEEE RS (x) 2 253 000 100 385 4.5 30 373 323 b oY e

L GALa TOTALe v v Ll (x 914 000 136 381 14,9 52 512 67.8 18 738 1327
COUNTIES: & v o v v ool 1] §x 296 000 54 088 18.3 17 179 31.8 16 698 30.9

1ESe ¢ 0 v v v u ot s X} 623 000 82 978 13.3 5 370 20.8 2 224 2.7
ALASKAY o o 4 o 4 o 407 1 488 000 95 966 6.4
e . 47 387 9.

Egéxs N R I (x) 1 158 000 70 839 6.1 24 518 e i % 30
CAL, TOTAL. Lo o DD D0 X 596 000 26 402 4.y 22 875 8646 53 0.2
BOROUGHS: & oo v o o vl ] X 141 000 1 652 1.2 1 195 724 - <
UNICIPALITIES, . + + o o & o ° x) 455 goo 24 781 5.4 21 679 87.5 53 0.2

ARIZONA + 4 o o 4 o 2 o o v o . 2 296 2 168 000 278 994 12.9 1
e .. . 57 284 56.4

STATE N R (x) 1 382 000 88 432 6.5 36 521 41.3 8 853 19:2

LOCALy TOTAL. o o v L L1l Ll {x) 1084 000 ' 198 281 18.3 12) 751 61.4 25 53 12.9
MONTCIPALI IS, = " * " ¢+ (x) 465 000 90 118 19.4 25 119 27.9 20 266 22,5

ESe o o v v v v {x) 620 000 109 149 17.6 96 737 8.6 5 331 4.9
ARKANSASs & o 4 4 o a0 0 o v o 2 144 1 504 000 101 532 6.8
. . 55 956 55.

R I {x) 1 228 000 49 219 4.0 17 006 a6 Y 19:3
AL TOTAL. L. Ll il (x) 441 000 57 909 1301 39 032 57.4 7 529 13.0
SOUNTIES. + vt il Dl Il (x) 205 000 24 201 11.8 10 439 43.1 5 369 22.2

ESe o v v e v uu s {(x) 236 000 34 328 14,5 28 695 83.6 2 343 6.8
CALIFORNIAY & v o v 4 4w v v s 21 896 | 25 459 000| 2 919 787 11.5
.. 511 440 077 49,3 333

ES(A:AL T (x) | 16 284 000 778 622 4.8 253 335 32.5 5 155 %Ig
GALs TOTALe o w s i LDl D0 {x) | 14 440 900| 2 238 656 15.5| 1 200 575 53,6 296 050 13,2
COUNTIES. & o vy vt L] 5") 8 856 000| 1 290 901 14,6 342 499 26.5] 281 172 21.8

IESe o 4 v vom e n s X} 5 608 000 988 134 7.6 95 597 90.6 15 170 1.5
COLORADO. » , o . . e 2 619 2 528 000 271 597 10,7 1
o v .. . 39 570 51.4 9 9

STATE I I (x) 1 581 000 120 132 7.6 24 220 20.2 4 a5 Erid
GAL TOTAL. o v s it Dl D0 (xg 1 189 000 157 454 13.2 115 365 73.3 10 130 6.4
SOUNTIES. & s o v v v oot ) (x 462 000 40 926 8.9 19 070 46.6 2 650 6.5

BSe v v v v v vt (x) 727 000 117 194 1601 96 450 82.3 7 479 P
CONNECTICUT , . . . . 3 108 3 911 000 248 025
e e e 6.3 146 958 59,

STATE N R R R R (x; 2 383 000 128 679 5.4 30 341 358 55 358 FYR

CALe ToTAL, LoDl DDl {x 2 109 o000 124 499 5.9 117 585 o4y 1343 a1
ICIPALITIES, o 4 » v v o o & X) 2 108 000 124 942 5.9 117 890 94.4 1 389 11

DELAWAREY o v ¢ o « o o o . 582 862 000 63 303 9.6
e e . 30 835 48,7 10 .

STATE R I (x; 516 000 4% 195 8.6 13 050 29.6 9 994 35
CALaTOTAL. w0 v u Ll {x 190 000 20 9a8 110 18 004 85.8 1997 9.5
HONTCIoACI B, * Pt m e (x) 92 000 8 343 9.1 6 472 776 1 405 16.8

ESe ¢ v o v v m ot (x) 98 000 12 749 13.0 11 635 91.3 592 4.6
DISTRICT OF coLumMBIA, . . . . . . 690 1 623 000 206 665 12,7 98 895 47,9 23 689 11,5
EEéAL R R {x) - - - - - - :
’ e (x) 1623 000 206 665 12,7 98 895 47, N 5
MUNICIPALITIES, . o o » . .+ . . (x) 1 623 oo 206 665 12,7 98 895 PO 3 &9 ﬁg
FLORIDA o o 4 4 4 s ... 8 us52 6 408 000 868 287 13
e e e e, .6 444 419 51.2 3

STATE S R R (x) 3570 000| 330 228 9.3 65 907 a0esl % i i
ALy TOTALe v w o vt L ix) 3 334 000 553 054 1616 379 230 68.6 87 384 15.8
SOUNTIES. & o v o v v i 00 0] {x) 1 742 000 295 648 17.0 148 657 50.3 80 5a8 27.3

Sy v e e (x) 1 613 000 261 215 1602 233 539 89.4 7 329 2.8
GEORGIA o o ¢ o 4 & . 5 o048 3 758 000 391 254
e e e e e, 10.4 194 903 49,

STATE ALttt e .. (x) 2 716 000 169 977 6.3 48 401 28.5 K] 635 12:9
CALaTOTAL. o v v v ol oL (x; 1 320 000 235 733 17.5 146 784 62.3 41 223 175
COUNTIES & o e v v oo i ] {x 841 000 129 171 20.2 53 414 41.4 36 758 28,5

et e (x) 684 000 107 217 15.7 93 520 87.2 4 473 4.2
HAWAII, o . . . 895 1 687 000 106 461
e e 6.3 56 40 53,

STATE REE R ERE (x) 1 359 000 46 818 3.3 1 7% 309 13 497 FEaE

LOGALy TOTALe & 4 oy LD §x) 380 000 1 415 16.2 54 662 89.0 - ‘.
SOUNTIES. & 2 0 0 v ol o0 x) 98 000 16 079 16.4 12 241 7641 - -

IPALITIES, + + + o o o {x) 282 000 45 336 16.1 42 421 93.6 - -
IDAHO & & o o o o0 o & & as7 737 000 64 863 8
. .8 33 808 52,

‘SEQXE el e . (x) 550 000 26 102 4.8 9 183 32 3?33 ﬁ;

LOCAL, TOTAL. . . L . .o (x) 215 000 38 083 17.7 24 799 85.1 4 240 1.1
COUNTIES. & & o o .. Co 124 000 23 s82 19.0 11 287 47,9 4 051 17.3

1TIEs, . . e (x 91 000 17 439 19.2 16 202 93,1 246 1.4

See footnotes at end of

table.
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM

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

by State and type of government, fiscal year 1978—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)
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Mg;:‘o:::zt::: and Public defense Correctiona Other criminal justice

State and type of government® Parcont of Percont of rereane o2 ooreont ot
Amount* total oriminal| Amount® |totel eriminai Amount® totel criminal| Amount* [total criminsl

Justice aystem Justice system Justice system Justice system

STATES-LOCAL, TOTAL o « « . . |1 244 334 5.9 | 314 675 1.5] 5 185 537 24,71 350 904 1.7
TaThteg oaks TOTAL .\ » o o | 1 200 220 5.3 | 109 294 1.4 13 381 200 44,3 ] 526 897 7.0
LOCAL, TOTAL: + + o » « » | 862 094 6.0 | 216 824 1.5| 2 030 722 14.0 | 241 992 1.7
COUNTIESs o o + + + « o o | 519 871 9.1 | 180 215 3.2 1'5% 185 277 172 563 3.0
MUNICIPALITIES. « « + » o | 343 217 38 | 38 655 0.4 | " w90 758 5.5 71 515 0.8

A et e e e 0 780 4.6 1 816 0.8 52 470 22.6 1 333 0.6
MR i : it 5.5 1 571 1.6| 33 265 3302 4 613 426
LOCAL, TOTALs v v + o o o o o 5 270 3.9 266 0.2 15 196 4.1 398 0.3
COUNTIES: s o o o o o o o o o v 3 410 5.3 129 0.2 16 296 30.1 376 0.7
MUNICIPALITIES, &+ o o o ' o o & 1 860 2.2 137 0.2 3 355 4.0 22 ()
e e e e 9 977 1044 2 159 2.2 19 071 19,9 1 367 1.4
Addhre o et 7 226 10.2 2 159 3.0 19 170 2744 L 790 2.5
LOCAL, TOTALs o+ o o o « o v v v o 2 770 10.5 M - 704 2.7 - -
BOROUGHS s & o v s o o o o o o v 456 27.6 - - - - - -
MUNICIPALITIES: o o & o o » o o 2 345 9.5 - - 704 2.8 - -
et e e e e 928 6.8 5 496 2.0 65 885 23.6 1 232 0.4
A .. 13 o053 4.4 - - 26 173 4019 7 22 8.2
LOCAL, TOTALs o v v s » o o = o v 15 045 7.6 5 496 2.8 29 874 151 491 0.2
COUNFIES, o « o o v o o v v v s 10 183 1123 5 403 6.0 29 112 32.3 66 0.1
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o 1 00Dl 4 892 4.5 " 426 0.4 1347 1.2 428 0.4

50 o vt s e s e e 87 4,3 552 0.5 26 577 26.2 3 019 3.0
AT D ' oss 221 15 (2 21 493 4317 & 078 123
LOCAL, TOTALs + o o o s o o o« o+ 3 432 5.9 537 0.9 5 969 1023 1 410 2.4
COUNTIESs o v o o v o o o « o v 2 397 9.9 353 1.9 5 005 20.7 547 2.3
MUNICIPALITIES: + o & v o o o o 1 059 3. 84 0.2 1129 3.3 1 018 3.0
e e e e e .| 257 B4Y 8.8 75 938 2.6 785 767 26.9 26 645 0.9
cAlé%';ORNfA. P 55 088 7.4 6 489 0.8| 359 a23 46,2 58 752 7.5
LOCAL, TOTALs + s o o v o « + + o | 202 810 9.0 71 222 3.2| 48 589 20.0 19 710 0.9
COUNTIES: o o o o s o o o o o o | 185 689 1201 67 907 5.31 428 629 3312 15 014 1.2
MURICIPALITIES. o o + o o v o . 46 v2t 4.7 3 315 3 22 43 2.2 5 087 0.5

¢ e et e 20 413 7.5 3 067 1.1 63 805 23.5 4 818 1.8
OSTaTe s e 4 510 3.3 3 045 2.5 50 512 42.0 8 035 6.7
LOCAL, TOTALe + o v v v v o o ot 15 903 101 22 (2) 13 317 8.5 2 718 1.7
COUNTIES, o « s o o o v + o v o 9 901 24,2 16 (z) 8 222 20,1 1 066 2.6
MUNICIPALITIES. o o + o v v o+ 6 261 5.3 22 t2) 5 321 4.5 1 652 1.4
e e e e 406 4.6 3 196 1.3 53 751 21.7 3 4oy 1.4

OO T P 11308 5.6 3 183 2.5 53 660 4137 6 304 4.9
LOCAL, TOTALy 2 o v s v o o v o o 4 208 34 13 () 103 ot 1 246 1.0
MUNICIPALITIES. + v v o v o o o 4 294 3.4 13 (2 103 0.1 1 252 1.0
e e e e e 2 932 4.6 906 1.4 16 446 26.0 1279 2.0
PELANIRS: 1 v e e 3 109 4.8 758 1.7 16 446 372 1 898 4.3
LOCALs TOTALe o v o o o o o« o o v 823 3.9 150 0.7 - - 14 0.1
COUNTIESs v 2 o o s + v o o & o 315 3.8 150 1.8 - - - -
MUNICIPALITIES: + + v o o o o o 508 4.0 - - - - 14 0.1
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, o o o « » o . 6 993 3.4 5 770 2.8 69 835 33.8 1 83 0,7
STATE o o v o 0 6 o o o o v v v s - - - - - - - -
LOCAL, TOTAL:s + o o v v v v v u s 6 993 3.4 5 770 2.8 69 835 33,8 1 483 0.7
HUNICIPALITIESS + o o o o v o0 o 6 993 3 5 770 2.8 69 835 358 1 483 0.7

- e e e e 46 486 5.4 16 458 1.9 227 8u1 26.2 9 536 1.1
s R o 3 416 9.8 | 13 827 42| 166 369 5044 15 078 e
LOCAL, ‘TOTAL: o = o v v v v v o v 14 o071 2.5 2 631 0.5 61 472 1141 3 285 1.5
COUNTIESe o o o o o o o « v o 4 6 200 2.1 2 535 0.9 50 761 17.2 6 907 2.3
HUNICIPALITIES: + o o o « o + + 7 872 3.0 98 (2 10 954 4.2 1424 0.5
et e e e e 15 08 3.9 2 274 0,6 | 126 165 32.2 1 988 0.5
o S R RS .. % 907 3.2 349 0.2 94 §37 55.7 11 393 6.7
LOCAL, TOTALs v o v v o o o o o v 9 585 Ha1 2 074 0.9 34 880 14.8 1 188 0.5
COUNTIES, « o o o v « o o o o » 7 484 5.8 1 927 1.5 29 030 22.5 559 0.4
MUNIGIPALITIES: + v o o o v o .+ 2 103 2.0 148 0.1 6 335 5.9 640 0.6
6 430 6.0 2 011 1.9 23 320 21.9 2 832 2.7
it R R o 2 190 4.7 2 01 43 22 147 47.3 5 264 7.0
LOCAL, TOTALy o » v + o o o v o 4 240 6.9 - - 1173 1.9 1 340 2.2
COUNTIES, o o o o s o o « + v & 1 392 8.7 - - 1173 7.3 1273 7.9
MUNICIPALITIES, « o v o o + o+ 2 848 6.3 - - - - 67 0.L
e n s e e 8 7.5 855 1.3 11 791 18.2 5 233 8.1
R R R R - T o5 6.5 - - 3 645 34.3 3311 11.8
LOCAL, TOTAL+ o o « v v o = o + & 3 014 7.9 as5 2.2 2 170 5.7 3 006 7.9
COUNTIES, » o o o o v o v o v o 2 198 9.3 855 3.6 2 145 9.1 3 006 12.7
MUNICIPALITIES: o o v « « o o 816 4.7 - - 136 0.8 2 -

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

Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
by State and type of government, fiscal year 197\8—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total criminal

Justice system Police protection Judioial

1 Population? | Total general Percent Percent Percent

Stato and type of government (in thousands) | oxpenditure ¥ of total of totael of total

Amount ¢ general Amount* erdminal Amount* crimingl

expendi- Justice Justice

ture system systen
TLLINOIS: & v o 4 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 W, 11 245 9 582 000] 1 159 866 12.1 635 259 59.1 124 408 10,7
STATE o o o 6 6 ¢ o s 0 o o o o 4 (x; 6 534 000 299 563 4,6 78 362 2642 49 700 16,6
LOCAL, TOTAL: o & 4 o o o » & o . (x 3 695 000 887 281 24,0 608 999 68.6 77 447 8.7
COUNTIES: 4 o ¢ 4 o o v o o o . (x} 1 043 000 317 712 30,5 56 891 17.9 77 143 24,3
MUNICIPALITIES. o+ v o o o w . . (x 2 676 000 572 085 214 553 666 96.8 738 0.4
INDIANA v v v 4 e b vt 0w o v o, 5 330 3 622 000 319 136 8,8 177 869 55,7 40 900 12,8
STATE . I (x) 2 700 000 122 728 4,5 43 638 35.6 9 122 7.4
LOCAL, TOTALs v o 4 o « ¢ o o 4 o (xg 1 631 000 207 385 12.7 134 471 64.8 32 725 15,8
COUNTIES: 4 & ¢ v o o o o o 4 . (x 757 000 71 216 9.4 22 164 2141 23 644 33,2
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o o . . . (x) 874 000 136 727 15,6 112 690 82.4 9 163 6.7
TOWA, & o v s i e s e e e, 2 879 2 679 000 181 702 6.8 98 041 54.0 26 949 14,8
STATE o v o o 4 ¢ 4 o o o o o o o (x) 1 836 000 79 868 4.4 28 398 35.6 & 703 10,9
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 s & 0 v o o 4o v o §X) 1 197 000 114 830 9.6 71 110 61.9 18 262 15.9
COUNTIES: v v v 4 s ¢ o o« o o . X) 607 000 58 785 9.7 16 876 28.7 18 697 3.8
MUNICIPALITIES. o v o o o o o . (x) 590 000 58 914 10.0 55 888 94,9 31 0.¢
KANSAS, o v o 0w o v 00w o .. 2 326 2 096 000 166 756 8.0 76 167 45,7 27 459 16.5
STATE o 4 v o s o 0 n o o« o o o o (%) 1 252 000 76 253 6,1 13 225 1743 14 318 18.8
LOCAL, TOTAL: 4 v 4 0 v o o o 4+ o gx; 941 000 98 005 10,4 62 945 6442 14 959 15,3
COUNTIES: & 4 v s s 4 o s o 4 . X 315 000 44 252 14.0 13 982 31.6 13 230 29,9
MUNICIPALITIES. v o o « o o o . (x) 626 000 55 948 8.9 50 767 90.7 1 780 3.2
KENTUCKYs v & v 4w u v v s oy, 3 458 2 935 000 234 454 8,0 125 034 53,3 33 773 14,4
STATE ¢ 4 o 6 4 0 0 s o o o o v o (x) 2 332 000 143 733 6.2 50 373 35.0 28 561 19,9
LOCAL, TOTAL: o o 4 o & o o & o o (x) 712 000 118 453 16,6 81 848 69.1 9 017 7.6
COUNTIES: ¢ u w s v 0 v o o & 4 fx; 322 000 53 258 16.5 24 301 15,6 6 609 12.4
MUNICIPALITIES. o o o o o o . . X 429 000 66 106 15.4 57 866 87.5 2 426 3.7
LOUISIANA & v 4 ¢ 4 4w v v w W o, 3 921 3 772 000 338 198 9.0 180 040 53,2 46 915 13,9
STATE o & o 6 o o n 8 2 o o o o o Ex; 2 721 000 134 083 4,9 45 625 34,0 12 509 9.3
LOCAL, TOTALy & s 4 o s o o o u o X 1 344 000 214 737 16,0 135 006 62.9 34 614 16,1
PARISHES: v o o ¢ ¢ o v v & o . (x) 642 000 101 404 15,8 56 122 55.3 20 679 20.4
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o o o . . (x) 702 000 114 168 1643 79 277 69.4 13 956 12,2
MAINE & v 4 s a0 s o s an . 1 085 1 153 000 59 422 5,2 33 197 55,9 8 205 13,8
STATE & 4 v 6 v b a0 o o o v ot (x 939 000 32 705 3,5 10 346 31.6 6 336 19.4
LOCAL, TOTALs o o 4 o o v & o . . (x 486 000 29 071 6.0 22 856 78,6 2 323 8.0
COUNTIES, ¢ u u v s o o o o o & fx 19 000 8 528 44,9 2 748 32.2 2 292 26.9
MUNICIPALITIES, o 4 o v & . . . X 467 000 21 389 4,6 20 505 95,9 139 0.6
MARYLAND. & 4 ¢ v 4 4 0 0 v v W, 4 139 6 164 000 468 226 7.6 240 154 51,3 47 Qo4 10,0
STATE &4 4 v v 0 0 v 0w 0 v oy (xg 3 736 000 279 554 7.5 109 400 39.4 24 916 8.9
LOCAL, TOTAL: v o o o & v o 4+ o . (x 3 653 000 252 134 6.9 186 692 74,0 22 142 8,8
COUNTIES, o 4 o 4 v o o o o 4 . (x) 2 527 000 140 742 5.6 99 348 70.6 15 636 11,1
MUNICIPALITIES. o « o o o . . . (x) 1154 000 111 642 9.7 87 524 78.4 6 506 5.8
MASSACHUSETTS v 4 & 4 4w o 4 o o . , 5 782 8 212 000 593 834 7.2 333 460 56.2 91 870 15,5
STATE & 4 v o v v 4 6 0w v w o (x) 4 953 000 175 944 3.6 46 666 26,5 23 120 13.1
LOCAL, TOTALe o « 4 o o o o & 4 o (x) 4 661 000 437 352 9.4 290 463 66,4 78 702 18,0
COUNTIES, v & v 4 4 o v o o 4 . (x) 147 000 100 858 68,6 1 508 1.5 57 278 56,8
MUNICIPALITIES. o o o o o 4 , . (x) 4 514 000 339 614 7.5 289 056 85,1 24 103 7sl
MECHIGAN. o o o v 4 4 v b w v W ., 9 129 9 495 000 994 062 10,5 524 872 52.8 151 251 15,2
STATE o v 0 o o ¢ 2 5 0 o o o o . (x) 6 539 000 333 988 5.1 94 880 27.5 51 076 15,3
LOCAL, TOTALs « v o 4 o v o 4 o . (x}) 4 220 000 719 211 17.0 439 708 61,1 118 700 15,9
COUNTIES, o o w y o 0 o o 4 o . {x) 1 497 000 301 222 20,1 64 286 21, 88 672 29,4
MUNICIPALITIES. o o v o o o , . (x) 2 734 000 437 921 16,0 381 187 87.0 28 508 6,5
MINNESOTA . , . . . . 3 975 4 303 000 308 469 7.2 146 888 47.6 44 473 4.4
TATE & v 4 s o & . (x) 3 073 000 99 426 3.2 34 674 34,9 11 065 1.1
LOCAL, TOTAL. , . . (x) 2 066 000 228 104 11.0 121 936 53.5 33 528 14,7
COUNTIES, . , . . (x) 1 086 000 129 682 11,9 29 822 23.0 33 119 26.0
MUNICIPALITIES, . {x) 987 000 102 109 10,3 94 093 92.1 158 0.2
MISSISSIPPI & v 4 v 4 4 v v v u . . & 389 1 907 000 116 360 6.1 66 305 57.0 15 900 13.7
STATE & 4 0 6 0 0 s o 6 o v v v . (x; 1 384 000 52 162 3.8 23 886 45,8 3 679 7.4
LOCAL, TOTALs o v o o o o o & o . fx 721 060 67 367 9.3 42 946 63,7 12 240 18,2
COUNTIES, v v v 4 ¢ & o o o . . X) 437 000 32 247 T.4 11 012 34,1 11 045 34,3
MUNICIPALITIES: o o 4 o o . o . (x) 284 000 35 472 12,5 31 987 90,2 1 196 3.4
MISSOURI. & v v v v v v 0w v w ., 4 8ot 3 177 000 361 372 1.4 219 588 60.8 46 378 12.8
STATE , P h e e e e e a e (x) 2 076 000 109 531 5,3 34 544 31.5 15 294 14,0
LOCAL, TOTAL, & o 4 4 o o v o o . x) 1 251 000 263 941 21,1 185 044 0.1 31 o84 11.8
COUNTIES: o 4 v 4 ¢ o o o o o . x) 363 000 79 674 21.9 31 214 39.2 20 165 25,3
MUNICIPALITIES, , & o o & o o . x) 906 000 185 262 20,4 154 733 83,5 10 919 5.9
7 761 793 000 55 876 7.0 27 934 50.0 7 747 13,9
STATE & v v 0 0 6 6 0 o o s o . (x) 602 000 23 041 3.8 6 675 29.0 2 175 9.4
LOCAL, TOTALe o « o 4 o o o o o o (x 27% 000 34 492 12,5 21 356 61.9 5 578 16,2
COUNTIES: o v v 4 o o 0 o s o\ . (x 160 000 20 329 12,7 8 985 44,2 4 738 23,3
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 o o o o o, . . (x 115 000 14 876 12,9 12 837 8643 841 5.7

See footnotes at end of table,
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Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmentatl)

by State and type of government, fiscal year 1978—Continued
' (Dollar amounts in thousands)
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Legal services and

Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
prosecution ‘ A
! >4 Percent of Percent of
eate snd tywe of governnent Amount* toii;c:l:‘:mﬁul Amount* tn::;cg::m:nul Amount* total criminal Amount* [total eriminal
Justice syaten Justice system Justice system Justice system
1.2 | 220 072 19.0 | 63 382 5.5
B R S SRR 5% 403 k1t 0.6 | 128 068 42.8 27 ot 9.2
QCAL, TOTALs = + + v ot il 00 4y o4y 5.6 12 437 1.4 92 378 104 54 976 &e2
BT e A Y I+ -+ or3| 12 414 39| erdw 8.8 0 399 5.2
MUNICIPALITIES: &+ & + & o . o L 11 619 2.0 57 12 11 . P o
. 3113 1.0 76 643 24,0 8 .
ceLLul 550 a3 1123 0:9 | 83210 .41 1 2 8.
LoaLo 11 353 5.5 1 990 1 2 1.7 2 e84 4.3
e 6 092 8.6 1 968 2.8 15 97 . 19
SS'&S’HE?M:&S. e 5 261 3.8 22 (2) 8 277 6.1 1 :15 : ;
1.4 42 428 23.4 L 449 .
T R, Y S 2 538 - 34 255 42,9 5 674 T
BOCAL, "TOTAL 7 459 6.5 2 538 2.2 14 750 12:8 710 08
Lo IRe 5 184 8.8 2 529 431 103 =2 % 12
MUNICIPALITIES, 2 277 3.9 9 j . o
1.4 43 912 26.3 259 .
e R S SRR 12433 o 3 23 2.9 34 534 45.3 § 660 8.7
) 6 103 208 0.2 . .
HOSNTIeR s . .15 1116 118 0.3 8 si¢ 204 2 ¢m 8
MUNICIPALITIES, & + o o ot 10 2 250 4.0 o4 0.2 I o2
39 0.9 55 §71 23.7 3 .
KENTUGKYs o v o o v v e o e 1 o1 6.3 2 039 0.9 o i At ¥
! . 615 0.5 8 . .
T R 3 a3 303 644 12| s ot7 3ot et 3is
MUNICIPALITIES. & + o o o v o " 2 674 4.0 166 0.3 2 . o o
045 86 863 25.7 .
e R AR Y 2 ) 0.2 58 243 434 10 584 I
COGAL, TOTALL Lol 11 785 5.5 1 4ot 0.7 29 682 13:8 2 252 g
e e & 245 6.2 631 0.6 16 567 a3 el L
HONTCIRALITIES, T T L L Lot . 5 553 4.9 988 0.9 13 303 . > e
. 684 1.2 13 444 22.6 0 .
e . 3 tis e 684 3.1 o ¢4 3.7 2 53¢ 7
LOCAL, TOTALS § il illl 1 136 3.9 - - 2 728 o 28 0.1
COUNTIES. o v o o v v o v v ot 540 5.3 - - 17 4.2 1 0,
MUNICIPALITIES, © & + + + o & & 500 2.8 - . @
1.5 | 152 225 32.5 5 .
MARTAE oLl 528 ] 70 2.5 | 127 ous 4504 8 o 3.0
COCAL, ‘TOTAL. e 15 444 .1 59 (2 26 759 1046 1 0% 04
ATt g R 9 541 6.8 53 {2) 18 174 12 304 0.3
MUNICIPALITIES. + o o o ¢ o o ° 5 904 5.3 - - 11 o . & o
1.2 ] 130 eue 22,0 2 .
HEeeciiniiiin B R sE o a) RE B H
: 3 5ol 2. : :
S 2 e 2 393 2.4 | 35 788 358 , 22 0.2
NONTCTRRLITIES T 1Ll il N 9 226 2.7 920 0.3 11 624 3, .
" 0.5
. 5 496 1.6 | 249 900 25.1 4 606 .
B S S S R R 1 353 el %16 o | te1 93 4.5\ 16 571 5.0
$ e &2 4 8 ¥ ° F s e s 0 e 4 5.2 1" 327 2‘ . :
O, .. o 49 8.2 13 767 416 | 108 308 3.9 L i3 0:8
MUNICIPACITIES. o + o o 0 4 o | 12 678 2.9 559 0.t 14 0 . g o
1.6 | a4 o081 27.3 3 899 .
B S %8 959 G ® 875 0.6 37 378 37.6 10 380 10,4
R : 18 995 3.3 4 510 2.0 | 47246 20.7 Bes o8
e 13 272 10,2 . . 016
SONTCIFALIHES, e e 5 728 5.6 39 53) 945 0.9 i::i »
0.8 26 198 22.5 .
MISSISSIPPT o o 0w e v e e 5 260 4.5 876 8 s i i L4 b
. 03 : :
T e S T e H 2.6 7 665 23.8 138 0:é
MUNTCIPALITIES: + « & + o + o & 1 033 2.9 37 0.1 1 . k o
46 0.8 73 544 2044 2 550 .
B I B - 2.5 2 544 2.3 | 41730 .| a2 03 1.8
L] . * o 8 . & . . e LY - Jo*’ 0‘1 N .
T R .. '3 i A 18 () 21 024 264 , 208 0.3
NONTCTPALITIES. o L L Lot . 7 112 3.8 285 0.2 10 970 .“ e o
1.6 13 656 24, 4 .
MONTANA & & o o o o ¢ o o ¢ o o & . ;‘. %)LO‘; Z:‘; 902 n- 10 598 !&5.8 3 gé: lt,i
LORAL, TOTALL § Lttt 3 147 9.1 305 2.6 3 i 5 396 1
COUNTIES, « v o o v v o v v ot 2 439 12.0 632 4 038 s i 1
HUNICIPALITIES: & o o o o o o+ & 708 4.8 .

See footnotes at end of table.
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‘Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice s\

CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT

sem total expenditure (direct and intergovernmental)
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1978—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total criminal

Justice system Police protection Judicial
X Population? Total general Percent Percent Percent
Btate and type of government (in thousands) expenditure’ . of total of total of igtnl
Amount general Amount 4 criminal Amount ¢ criminal
expendi- Justice Justice
ture aystem systen
NEBRASKAs o o « o o ¢ o o o o o o u 13561 1 351 000 106 629 7.9 51 755 48,58 15 159
STATE o o s o o o o v o o v o o s xg 977 000 49 805 5.1 12 416 24.9 7 1a4 i
LOCAL, TOTAL:s 2 + o o o # o o o 4 X 611 000 60 806 1020 39 340 64.7 7 975 13.1
COUNTIES: o o o » ¢ « o o o o (x 305 000 26 197 8.6 9 045 34.5 6 013 23.0
MUNICIPALITIES: &+ o v v v v o s (x 308 000 35 179 1.4 30 747 87.4 1 968 5.6
NEVADAG o o o o o ¢ o 6 « ¢ = o o s 633 819 000 109 286 13.3 48 981 44,8 12 996 9
STATE o 4 4 e a s o o o o o o o 4 (x) 482 000 39 881 8.6 842 17.2 3 238 lé:s
LOCAL, TOTAL: o v o o v = o o + + (x 411 000 72 788 1747 42 149 57.9 10 789 14,8
COUNTIESs o o o o o o o o o o & sx 277 000 53 624 19.4 27 513 51.3 8 790 16.4
MUNICIPALITIES: o« o o = + = & » X 146 000 31 756 21.8 27 098 85.3 1 999 6.3
NEW HAMPSHIRE o o o 4 o o o o o & & au9 794 000 57 176 7.2 34 408 60.2 7 494
STATE + , e e s e e e, 2x) 567 000 21 855 3.9 8 700 39.8 1 996 13:1
LOCAL, TOTALu o o o o o « = « & » X 326 000 35 932 11.0 25 755 717 5 593 15.6
COUNTIES: v o o o o o o o o « (x 47 000 7 892 16.8 1723 21.8 2 876 36.4
MUNICIPALITIES. © o+ o v o o . (x 279 000 28 565 10.2 24 486 85.7 2 177 9.7
NEW JERSEY. o s o« o o ¢ o o o o o & 7329 7 606 000 825 691 10,9 478 904 58.0( 104 029
STATE o o o o o o o ¢ # o o # « 4 (x; 5 752 000 223 554 3.9 73 311 32.8 28 244 1%:2
LCTAL, TOTALs o o o o v v v v o (x 4 057 000 625 963 15.4 413 813 86.1| 74 4g3 11.9
COUNTIESs o o « o o « o v « o o (x)| 1 685 000 204 657 1201 24 270 11.9 57 396 28.0
MUNICIPALITIES: v v « o « o & + (x}| 2 393 00 423 237 7.7 391 229 92.4 17 o047 4.0
NEW MEXICOW o « o o o o o « « o o & 1190 1 114 00 103 937 9.3 52 961 51.0 11 875 4
STATE o v v o o o o o o o o« o o 5 (x 903 000 55 316 6.1 15 582 28.2 3 872 i%::
LOCAL, TOTALs v o o o o o » o » « f" 325 000 50 548 1506 37 610 a4 2 303 4.6
COUNTIES: o o « o o « + « o o » X 110 000 16 983 5.4 8 818 51.9 549 3.8
MUNICIPALITIES, & o o o+ o o & (x} 215 000 34 580 1621 28 22 83.3 1 655 4.8
NEW YORKs « o o « o o o o s o o o & 17 924 | 27 121 000| 2 925 492 10.8] 1 726 009 59, 374 237 8
STATE o v o ¢ o o o o« . n o o o o {x)| 15 248 ooo 922 759 6.1 116 887 12:7| 339 a1 388
LOCAL, TOTALs v v « v o o « « o & (x} | 20 215 000 216 955 11,0] 1 610 550 72.6] 151 916 6.9
COUNTIES: o o o o ¢ o o o o o+ gx 4 641 000 483 092 10.0 229 438 49.6 65 470 14,1
MUNICIPACITIES: o o « o o o o . x} | 15 626 000 1 758 4ol 11,3} 1 382 753 78.6 89 210 5.1
NORTH CAROLINAG o o« o ¢ o o = = & & 5525 5 831 000 394 323 6.8 181 074 45.9 6 626
STATE ¢ 2 s o o o ¢ + o 0 o + « « x} | # 376 000 229 931 5.3 43 120 18.8 15 538 1
LOCAL, TOTALe o o o o v o o o o & x; 3 429 000 180 652 5.3 139 211 7.1 12 555 6.9
COUNTIES: o o o s « v o o + o X 2 688 000 76 843 2.9 3¢ 334 49.9 11 876 15.5
MUNICIPALITIESs + o o » « o o o (x) 741 000 105 856 1.3 102 349 96.7 679 0.6
NOPTH DAKOTAu o o« v o « o « = = o 4 653 665 000 35 222 5.3 18 045 51.2 5 184 7
STATE 4 o v v iia el éx) 526 000 13 749 2.6 3 189 23,2 1 738 1226
Locsiaﬁr}'g;AL- e e e e (3:) 203 000 22 291 1.0 14 865 66.7 3 451 15.5
0 8 2.5 3 896 37.1 3 06l
MUNICIPALITIES, v v o v « o « & (x; 119 000 12 175 10.2 11 278 92.6 395 zg:g
OHIOW & ¢ o o ¢ o s o s o o n o o 10 701 | 8 746 000 8az 568 10,1 408 584 46,3 162 373
STATE o o 4oLl (x)| 5 661 000 279 678 4.9 4 359 19.3 %3 816 183
LOCALs TOTALs v o s o v o « « o « (x) 4 209 000 645 078 15,3 355 055 55.0| 144 7854 22.4
COUNTIES: o o o o o v o o o o o (x) 1 859 000 276 461 14.9 55 435 20,11 112 602 40,7
MUNICIPALITIES. + & » v o + o v (x)| 2 422 o000 391 231 16.2 300 497 76.8 47 087 12.0
OKLAHOMA: & o o o « o o « o o » & & 2811 | 2 309 000 202 202 8.8 100 186 49,5 23 035
STATE « v o o o o + o v v o o o s (x) 1 627 000 111 813 6.9 32 065 28.7 3 433 13:3
Loggbm}ggn. e &) 830 000 % 223 11.8 58 252 69.5 14 564 14,8
13.8 7 406 24,7 12 546 .8
MUNICIPALITIES. + + v + o « o (xg 615 000 68 B43 11,2 60 932 88.5 3 a8 N
OREGON: + o o s o ¢ o o o o o o o & 2376 | 2 558 000 243 684 9.7 120 853 48.6 30 513
TATE + . P (x) | 1830 000 107 903 5.9 36 097 33.5 10 141 123
LOGALy TOTALe & 2 s 0w o e o D gx; 940 000 150 612 16.0 86 936 57.7 22 756 15.4
X 89 432 19.7 30 706 34,3 21 264 .8
MUNICIPALITIES. » o + v o o & o (x) 485 000 62 295 12.8 57 061 91.6 1 583 23
PENNSYLVANIAG « « o o » v o o « o & 11 785 | 10 236 o000 993 989 9.7 530 519 53,4{ 153 382
TE o 4 o v 0 o o o v s s oo (x; 7 317 000 378 084 5,2 123 268 32.6 At 5
LOCAL; TOTAL: + o o o v « » « & & (x 3 673 000 595 845 18.9 408 116 58.7] 112 888 16.2
COUNTIES, o o« o 2 o o » o « o zx) 1 072 000 183 876 17.2 17 955 9.8 64 762 35.2
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o v v o o x) 2 603 000 515 913 19.8 393 405 7643 48 274 9.4
RHODE ISLANDs o o v o » o « o o 935 1 288 000 88 016 6.2 47 040 53.4 11 334
.. .2 . 12.9
STAT et e e e {(x) 894 000 52 399 5.9 1l 575 22.1 11 o34 2101
LOCAL, TOTALs o o o v v o v v o s 556 00 .
. (x) 000 38 220 6.9 36 974 96.7 280 0.7
MUNICIPALITIES: + v o v o « .« . (x) 555 000 38 220 6.9 36 974 96.7 280 0.7
SOUTH CAROLINA: ¢ o o o o o o - 2 876 2 153 000 182 463 8.5 97 558 53,5 22 819
.. . 5
STATE L o o 0o bbbt (xg 1 787 000 9 290 5.1 30 968 3407 T 1
L%th}é’é“' et e e (x 614 000 98 749 e.1 57 741 8.6 16 Bs2 1701
O X 22 000 6 017 3.3 27 221 48.6 15 820
MUNICIPALITIES, o o o v v v » » Ix; 191 000 43 639 22.8 40 562 92.9 1 032 25

See footnotes at end

of table.
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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
(Dollar amounts in thousands)
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Legal services and

Public defense

Corrections

Other c¢rimina) justice

prosecution

State and type of guvernment Tercent of Percent of Percent of Percent of
Amount* total criminal | Amount® total criminal| Amount* total criminal Amount® |total oriminal
Justice system Justice system Justice syotem Juatice system
NEBRASKAY o o o o o o v s o o » o & 6 508 6.1 1279 1.2 30 840 28,9 1 089 1.0
STATE v v o o ¢ o o 0 s ¢ s 0 o o 925 1.9 - - 24 455 49.1 4 825 9.7
LOCAL, TATALs 4 o o 5 ¢ o » o o« & 5 583 2.2 1279 2.1 6 5004 10,7 130 0.2
COUNTIES: o o ¢ o o ¢ o » 5 & & 3 824 14.6 1279 4.9 6 01§ 23.0 20 0.1
MUNICIPALITIESs o« o « o « o » & 1 759 5.0 - - 595 1.7 119 0.3
NEVADAG ¢ o o v ¢ ¢ 0 v ¢ 2 o ¢ o & 8 215 7.5 1 944 1.8 36 117 33.0 1 032 0.9
STAT L T R I R 1 814 4,5 266 0.7 26 015 6542 2 728 6.8
LOCAL: TOTALe o 0 v e e e n s 6 4011 8.8 1 725 2.4 11 17 15.4 547 0.8
COUNTIES: 4, s o o o o ¢ o v o & 4 971 9.3 1 680 3.1 10 12 18.9 547 1.0
MUNICIPALITIES. S e e v e 1 430 4,5 156 0.5 1 073 3.4 - -
NEW HAMPSHIRE ¢ o v o o s o ¢ o o o 2 290 4,0 320 0.6 11 834 20.7 830 1.5
STATE ¢ v 4 o 0 ¢ 0 0t v 0 s ¢ 0 0 1 049 4.7 319 1.5 8 615 29.R 1 20§ 5.5
LOCAL, TOTALe & ¢ o 0 o ¢ = » & & 1271 3.5 1 (Z) 3 a1 9.0 92 03
COUNTIES, o o ¢ 4 s o o » o o o 495 6.3 1 (Z) 2 79 35.4 - -
MUNICIPALITIESe o o o o o o 4 o 776 2.7 - - 43 1.5 92 0.3
NEW JERSEYs « ¢ ¢ ¢ o s « o o o & & 58 944y Ted 14 289 1.7 167 14 20.2 5 379 0?7
STATE o o 4 6 s s o s v o ¢ s oo 11 512 5.4 14 076 643 81 00 36,2 15 382 6.9
LOCALs TOTALs & o o ¢ o o 5 o & & 47 432 7.6 443 0.l 86 14 13,8 3 887 0.6
COUNTIES: « o ¢ o o o o 5 o o & 34 951 17.1 190 0.1 85 83 41.9 2 01y 1.0
MUNICIPALITIES. R 12 482 2.9 269 0.1 33 0.1 1 873 0.4
NEW MEXICOs o o 0 o a o ¢ o ¢ s o & 8 327 8.0 3 111 3oy 24 30 23.4 3 355 3.2
STATE . R I B R 6 517 11.8 3 056 5.5 16 367 29.6 4 222 7.6
LOCAL, TOTALs 4 o o o « o o 0 o & 1 814 3.6 55 0.1 7 94 15,7 82! 1.6
COUNTIES, v & ¢ 0 7 s o s & s & 484 2.9 - - 6 32 372 708 4,2
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o ¢ o & & 1 330 3.8 55 0.2 2 60 - 11 0.3
NEW YORKs « o o o o 0 ¢ o o ¢ s o & 163 435 5.6 38 b 1.3 592 621 2043 20 396 1.0
STATE 4 o s ¢ 6 ¢ o 5 ¢ o o o 4 o 39 575 4.2 9 LS 1.0 352 13 38.2 65 450 7.1
LOCAL, TOTALe o « o ¢ o s « o o o 124 211 5.6 29 731 1437 279 51 1246 21 03 0.9
COUNTIES, o 4 o & o « o ¢ » & & 35 071 7.6 12 538 2.7 117 32 2543 3 20 0.7
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 ¢ ¢ o v o o & 89 143 5.1 17 193 1.0 162 27 9.2 17 a29 1.0
NORTH CAROLINAY & & o o v o o + o & 21 553 5.5 5 101 1.3 129 699, 32.9 10 27 2.6
STATE . R 17 397 Te6 5 010 2.2 112 16} 48.8 18 17 7.9
LOCAL, TOTALe & ¢ o ¢ s s o ¢ & & 4 156 2.3 91 0.1 19 307 10.7 5 33 3.0
COUNTIES., MR 1 723 2.2 100 0,4 19 574 25,8 5 23 6.8
MUNICIPALITIES. R 2 U433 2.3 60 [+7%} 232 0.2 102 0.1
NORTH DAKOTA: ¢ 4 » ¢ o s « o o » & 2 982 8.5 217 0.6 7 028 20.0 1 766 5.0
STATE o v o ¢ 0 o v 0 0 ¢ v o 4 1 118 8.1 - - 5 164 37.6 2 544 18,5
LOCAL, TOTALs & o o ¢ o ¢ » ¢ o« & 1 864 8.4 217 1.0 1 862 8.4 32 0.1
COUNTIES, R 1 501 4.3 212 2.9 1 787 17.0 32 0.3
MUNICIPALITIES. P S 365 3.0 5 (2) 133 1ed - -
OHIO, & « o ¢ o ¢ o o o o o o o & & 43 791 5.0 12 525 1.4 229 159 26,0 26 140 3.0
STATE o o o o ¢ o 6 ¢ 2 o s s & & 13 087 4,7 7 804 2.8 160 607 57.4 25 Q0% 8.9
LOCAL, TOTALs & o o o s o o « & & 30 706 4.8 11 356 1.8 79 272 12,3 23 43 3.6
COUNTIES. o ¢ & o s 5 » » o o & 16 887 6.1 11 139 4.0 64 554 23.4 15 84 5.2
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o o o o & 13 847 3.5 1 245 0.3 20 919 543 7 635 2.0
OKLAHOMAL & o o 4 0 o ¢ s & o o o & 10 467 5.2 1 255 0.6 65 410 3243 1 849 0.9
STATE o o o s o o v o o ¢ ¢ 0 o o 7 003 6.3 - - 58 296 52.1 5 036 4.5
LOCAL, TOTALs o o o s o o v o o 4 6 293 6.4 1 255 1.3 7 285 7.4 574 0.6
COUNTIES, & o a o s o ¢ & o & & 3 762 12.5 1 028 3.4 5 244 17.5 -] -
MUNICIPALITIESs « « o o « ¢ o @ 2 577 3.7 227 0.3 2 115 3el 574 Q.8
OREGONe « o« s o o o ¢ o o o o ¢ o & 23 880 9.6 4 713 1.9 66 013 26.5 2 713 1.1
TATE o o a0 o ¢ 1 o ¢« s ¢ o ¢ o 12 106 11.2 385 0.4 43 289 40.1 5 885 5.5
LOCAL, TOTALY « o o & « v ¢ ¢ o & 11 999, 8.0 4 357 2.9 23 294 15.5 1 274 0.8
COUNTIES, R 9 621 10.8 4 283 4,8 22 936 25,6 £22 0,7
MUNICIPALITIES. A 2 378 3.8 85 0.1 538 0.9 654 1.0
PENNSYLVANIA, & 5 o o v ¢ 0 ¢ s o & 43 364 44 10 963 1.1 249 325 25.1 6 426 0.6
STATE ¢ ¢ o o e s v s o v o o o & 8 284 2.2 ~ - 152 247 49, 29 786 7.9
LOCAL, TOTAL4 & & o s o o o o & & 35 a3% 5.4 10 963 1,6 126 081 18.1 1 966 0.3
COUNTIES: s « o o o o s o o ¢ & 17 646 9.6 6 5u6 3.6 76 45} 436 517 0.3
MUNICIPALITIES. TR 18 185 3.5 4 417 0.9 50 179 P 1 449 0.3
RHODE ISLAND. R 3 445 3.9 666 0.8 24 541 27.9 290 1.1
STAT st s e n s e e 2 482 4,7 666 1.3 24 540 46.6 2 082 4,0
LOCAL, TOTAL. R 963 2.5 - - 1 (¢4 2 (2)
MUNICIPALITIESe o o o« o v s o & 963 2.5 - - 1 (2) (Z)
SOUTH CAROLINA. R 7 423 4.1 1 483 0.8 50 767 27.8 2 414 1,3
STAT RN 4 467 5.0 665 0.7 41 802 46.8 5 334 6.0
LOCAL, TOTAL. " e s e e s e 3 541 3.6 856 0.9 9 039 9.2 T30 0.7
COUNTI T R R N 2 630 4.7 1 002 1.8 8 653 15.4 692 1.2
MUNICIPALITIES. R 920 2.1 - (Z) 808} 1.9 327 0,7

See footnotes at end of table.
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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
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

}:::ic:r:;;::; Police protection Judicial

3 Population? .| Total gensral Percent Percent Percent

State and type of government (tn tho“san:s) expenditure of total of total of total

Amount 4 general Anount * criminal Amount* criminal

expendi-~ Justice Justice

ture system Bystam
SOUTH DAKOTA, &w 4 4 4 o & o o & . . 689 657 000 81 430 6,3 22 199 53.6 6 288 15.2
STATE o 0 4 s 0 ¢ a0 a s o oo, (x) 496 000 21 104 4,3 6 409 30.4 5 129 24,3
LOCAL, TOTALe o 4 o s & o & » 4 o (%) 188 000 23 060 12.3 15 816 68,6 2 319 10.1
COUNTIES: & w ¢ 5 ¢ o« o o « & & (%) 76 000 11 515 15,2 4 958 43.1 2 276 19,8
MUNICIPALITIES, &4 v o « o o o & 111 oo00 12 023 10.8 11 269 93.7 43 0.4
TENNESSEE o 4 4 v « o 5 o o o . 4 299 4 641 000 323 469 7.0 158 935 49,1 3% 265 12.1
STATE o o 4 ¢ 4 s o o & .. (x) 2 836 000 121 233 4.3 27 89 22.4 10 304 8,5
LOCAL, TOTAL. & o o & & LRI (x) 2 600 000 215 942 8,3 131 788 61.0 28 967 13.4
COUNTIES: & 4 o o o & v e . (x} 1 267 000 89 292 7.0 24 384 27.3 22 086 24,7
MUNICIPALITIES, . o . ¢ v o (x) 1 413 o000 128 305 9.1 108 929 84,2 & 909 5.4
TEXAS ¢ o o v 6 o 0 60 o v s .« 12 830 8 825 000 885 420 10,0 486 194 54.9 118 198 13.3
STA « . L (x) 5 424 000 279 569 5.2 89 858 32.1 19 473 7.0
LOCAL, TOTALs v » 4 o ¢ o o o 4 . (x) 3 494 000 646 675 18,5 398 927 61.7 10} 422 15,7
COUNTIES, o o « o o ¢ ¢ 5 o o . (x) 1 145 000 274 292 24.0 61 663 22.5 87 917 32.1
MUNICIPALITIES., o o o 0 o« o« o . {x) 2 354 000 375 486 16,0 338 568 90.2 13 811 3.7
UTAHe ¢ ¢ v 0 0 v 0 o s o 0 o W .. 1 268 1 160 000 109 208 98 59 521 54,5 10 624 9.7
STA L I T T (x) 885 000 52 542 %.9 19 032 36.2 3 879 To8t
LCCAL, TOTALe o o ¢ o « o o o o (x) 349 000 61 827 17,7 41 209 66.7 6 905 15,2
COUNTIES: o s ¢ o o « o ¢ o & . (x) 173 000 27 706 16.0 11 928 43.1 4 294 18,5
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 o « o « o , . ( 178 000 34 646 19,5 29 665 85.6 2 611 7.5
VERMONT &« v v o o 0 o o o s o .. 483 506 000 33 305 6.6 16 469 49.4 4 647 14,0
STATE + , L I R T (%) 440 000 25 180 5.7 8 648 34,3 4 180 16,6
LogébﬁTIg;AL. L gxg 9? 000 8 684 8,8 7 821 90.1 470 5.4
L I N T T S S P, X 000 700 70.0 186 26.5 440 62.9
MUNICIPALITIES: « 2 « o & » . . 98 000 8 114 8.3 7 749 95.5 25 5.6
VIRGINIAG & 4 o o ¢ 4 o o o o “ . 5 1us 5 981 000 423 807 Ted 190 652 45,0 44 754 10.6
STATE . LI P T (x) 3 931 000 234 656 6.0 44 367 18.9 43 826 18,7
LOCAL; TOTALs @ o 2 o o o o & . . (x; 7 099 000 241 489 7.8 146 290 60.6 28 391 11.8
COUNTIES: 4 4 & o o o o o o . . gx L 641 000 107 124 6.5 61 956 57.8 14 744 13.8
HUNICIPALITIES: & o o o o o . . X) 1 458 000 137 226 9.4 85 021 62.0 14 363 10,5
WASHINGTON, & o 4 o o o o o & & .« . 3 658 3 622 000 325 154 9.0 163 234 50.2 35 681 11.0
STATE 4 o o s o s ¢ s ¢ o o o o . (x) 2 716 000 122 356 4,5 35 062 28.7 6 852 5,6
LOCAL, TOTALs & « 4 o o o = + o . (x) 1 216 000 21l 547 17.4 128 769 60.9 28 882 13.7
COUNTIESy o o o o v ¢ o s o & . (x; 540 000 109 560 20,3 40 043 36.5 23 613 21.6
MUNICIPALITIES, & ¢ v o o & . . (x 679 000 109 260 16,1 92 328 84.5 S 748 5.3
WEST VIRGINIA & ¢ o 4 4 o o » & . . 1 859 1 606 000 93 423 5.8 49 165 52.6 16 890 18,1
STATE &+ v 4 ¢ 4 o « v s o o o 4 . (x) 1 312 000 49 927 3.8 18 243 3645 1i 088 22.2
LOCAL, TOTALe & o 2 o « o o & 4 . (x; 329 000 45 264 13.8 30 933 68,3 5 843 12.9
COUNTIES: 4 o o « o v o o o o . [$3 118 000 22 296 18,9 9 101 40.8 5 435 24.4
MUNICIPALITIES: o o v o« o & o . (x) 211 000 23 166 11.0 21 858 4.y 408 1.8
WISCONSIN o ¢ ¢ 4 s 4 s o o & & .. 4 651 5 105 000 365 940 7.2 201 371 55.0 37 233 10.2
STATE @ v 4 o 4 o 4 0 o o s o 4 4 Ex) 3 655 000 117 449 3.2 21 086 18.0 10 584 9.0
LOCAL, TOTALs v o« « o o o o & 4 . x; 2 836 000 260 019 9.2 185 082 69.6 31 140 12.0
COUNTIES: & o o 4 ¢ o o « & o & (x 1 292 000 116 580 9.0 44 279 38.0 29 931 25,7
MUNICIPALITIES: « o o & o o . . (x) 1 548 000 144 o061 9.3 137 074 95.2 1 300 0.9
KYOMING o & o 4 ¢ ¢ o o « o o » .. 406 509 000 46 338 9.1 20 553 44.4 K 207 9l
STATE o 4 o o o ¢ 4 s o s o o 4 4 Ex) 378 000 26 014 6,9 5 662 21.8 1 691 6.5
LOCAL, TOTALe & o o v o o o o o . x) 205 000 20 989 10,2 14 898 71.0 2 516 12,0
COUNTIES: o o o o & o o & & . . (x) 115 000 10 746 9.3 5 535 51.5 2 117 19.7
MUNICIPALITIES: o 2 « o o & . . ) 90 000 10 356 11.5 9 43¢ . 91.1 398 3.8

~ Represents zero or rounds to zero.

X Not applicable.

Z Less than half the unit of measurement shown.

*Data for municipalities, and the local governments totals which include municipal data, are estimates subject to sampling variation; data for countias
(boroughs, parishes) are based on a canvass of all county governments and therefore are not subject to sampling variation; sec text for data limitations.

*Escimated 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-
clude data for State-operated liquor stares, independent school districts, or special districts.

*for each State, and the United States summary, the expemditure 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 avold the artificial

inflation which would result Lf an intergovernmental expenditure amount for one government is tabulated and then counted again where the recipient govern-
ment(s) ultimately expend(s) that amount.
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Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure (direct and intergovernmentai)
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1978—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)
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Legal services and

Public defense

Corrections

Other criminal justice

prosecution
Btate and type of government? Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of
Amount * total eriminal Amount* total criminal Amount* total criminal Amount* |tatal criminal
Justice aystem Justice system Justice system Justice system
. 627 1.5 8 315 20.1 325 0.8
s°§¥2TE“’f°T“: L LTI 385 3 - - 6 261 29.7 1 553 7.4
LOCAL, TOTALs = » o o » o v v v v 2 284 9.7 627 2.7 2 054 8.9 2 -
COUNTIES, s o o o o « o « « o o 1 838 16.0 617 5.4 1 825 15.8 - -
MUNICIPALITIES: o o v v » o » .+ 406 3.4 10 0.1 295 2. -
. 9 4. 3 183 1.0 82 154 25.4 26 541 8.2
T st e ' 288 703 1 761 1.5 65 869 5403 7 324 6.0
LOCAL, TOTALs o v v v o o v o o+ 4 602 2.1 1 422 0.7 23 423 10.8 25 740 11.9
COUNTIES: ¢ o o o o o o o o o + 1 672 1.9 921 1.0 15 790 17.7 28 479 27.4
MUNICIPALITIES: v « & o v o + o 2 931 2.3 501 0.4 8 318 6.5 t 617 1.
. 6.0 7 361 0.8 191 925 21.7 29 otz 3.3
I 13 238 44 - o g2k 42.3 39 131 1.z
40 605 6.3 7 361 1. : .
T 30 551 1101 7 332 2.7 70 774 25.8 16 055 5.2
MUNICIPALITIES: + v o v o o o o 10 154 2.7 29 () 7 545 2.0 5 379 1.
e e 9 6.l 807 0.7 29 071 26,6 2 191 2.0
i R R S SR 3 204 43 - - 33 336 iy4 4 011 7.6
LOCAL, TOTALs v o v o o o o o o + 5 039 8.1 807 1.3 6 218 10.1 1 650 2.7
COUNTIES: o o o v o w o o o o 3 264 1.8 780 2.8 6 227 22.5 212 .4
MUNICIPALITIES: + o & & » o » 1778 5.1 27 0.1 108 0.3 462 .
e 5 6.2 1 180 3.5 8 325 25.0 6ic7 1.9
s S i %0 6.8 1 180 4.7 8 278 52.9 1 184 w7
LOCAL, TOTALe v v s o o o o « o o 347 4.0 - - 47 08 - -
COUNTIES: » o + o o o o w o o v 29 4.2 - - 4 65 - -
MUNICIPALITIES: + o o o o o o » 318 3.0 - -
e e . 57 4.0 5 669 1.3 153 767 36.3 12 209 2.9
S s : 12 Tae 3.1 5 292 2.3| 122 374 5202 it 511 4.9
LOCAL, TOTALe o o o o o o » . 12 356 5.1 377 0.2 46 182 19.1 785 3.3
COUNTIES, v o o o o « o » . 5 4§77 5.1 154 0.1 19 109 17.8 & 5.3
MUNICIPALITIES: + » o + . : 6 911 5.0 224 0.2 28 470 20.7 2 238 .
e 4 6.5 6 609 2.0 94 872 29.2 3 519 1.1
R . . 2 ate 5.7 398 0.3 67 334 55.0 5 §92 427
LOCAL, TOTAL: o o o o o v o v o o 14 747 7.0 6 211 2.9 30 770 14,5 2 167 1.0
COUNTIESs o o v o o o o o o o v 10 135 9.3 5 482 5.0 29 289 26.7 L ois 0.9
HUNICIPALITIES: + o o v o « o o § 813 4.2 881 0.8 4 300 3.9 1 399 .
e 0 6.4 1 057 1.1 18 527 19.8 1 843 2.0
M TATE I 3 55 5.5 1011 2.0 13 604 2702 3 255 6.5
LOCAL, TOTALas o v o o o o o o & & 3 218 79 48 0.t 5 036 1.1 &7 04
COUNTIES: « o o = o ¢ o o o« o 2 613 11.7 46 0.2 5 027 22.3 3 0.3
MUNICIPALITIES: + o v v o « o & 506 2.6 - - 179 0. 3 .
e e e e e e e 30 171 8.2 5 027 1.4 83 587 22.8 8 551 2.3
et R R RS 16 233 13.8 1 392 1.2 60 372 5104 7782 6:8
LOCAL, TOTALs o o o o « v o o v 4 16 282 6.3 4 245 1.6 23 309 3.0 3 961 1
COUNTIES: o o o o o o » o« « o o 11 174 9.6 4 245 3.6 23 015 19.7 36 3.
MUNICIPALITIES: o o « o o o » » 5 147 3.6 1 (2 494 0.3 4
5. 579 0.8 18 315 39.5 522 1.1
it R . 2 55 2.t - : 16 719 64:5 1175 45
OTALe o o o v v o v v v s 1 654 7.9 379 1. . - -
O TIE T 1 281 1129 379 3.5 § 833 1213 - -
MUNICIPALITIES: + o o o o « o » 374 3.8 - (2 154 . o

SRS
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT

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

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total criminal

Justize system Police protection Judicial

Stante and type of government® Population? ::::tt Percent Pexcent Percent

b e & (in thousands) expenditure 3 of total of total of total

P Amount direct Amount criminal Amount criminal

expendi~ Justice Justice

ture syatem system

STATES=LOCALs, TOTAL + » . . . 216 332 219 998 000 21 009 705 9.5 11 168 407 53.2 | 2 74% d48 13.1

STAT R (x)| 112 514 000! 6 688 192 5.9 1 892 427 28,311 012 899 15,1

[P sxg 107 484 000 14 321 513 13.3] ¢ 276 280 $8.711 732 949 12.1
c e e X 42 043 000! 5 611 815 13,3]| | 822 610 32.5| 1 387 147 24,7
MUNICIPALITIES. © + - & & (X} | 65 437 000| 8 709 697 13,3] 7 453 670 85.5 345 802 4.0
ALABAMA o o v ¢ 4 ¢ ¢ o s ¢ 2 0 o 3 690 2 972 000 232 063 7.8 121 944 52,5 43 719 18.8
STATE s e e s e e s e {x) 2 061 000 95 770 4,6 29 468 30.8 24 9g2 2641
LOCAL, TOTALY o 4 o o ¢ s ¢ o o 4 (x) 911 000 136 293 15.0 92 476 67.9 18 730 13,7
COUNTIESe v o o o o o o o o 4 & (x) 286 000 53 977 18,7 17 146 31.8 16 698 30,9
MUNICIPALITIES: = o o o o o o & (x) 623 000 82 316 13,2 7% 330 91,5 2 032 2.5
ALASKAG & ¢ 4 ¢ o o o 0 ¢ o o v 4 W 407 1 488 000 95 966 6.4 47 387 49.4 16 005 16,7
STATE o 4 6 o 4 o o 0 6 o s ¢ o (x) §%3 000 69 843 7.8 24 518 35.1 15 952 22.8
LOCAL, TOTAL: & o o o « o s & & & (x) 596 000 26 123 4.4 22 8§69 87.5 53 0.2
BOROUBHS, o o o o & ¢ » o ¢ 4 4 {(x) 141 000 1 621 1,1 L 196 73.8 - -
MUNICIPALITIES: o o » « o ¢ o (x) 455 000 24 501 5.4 21 673 88,5 53 0.2
ARIZONA + o ¢ o o o 6 5 1 ¢ v o & 2 296 2 168 090 278 994 12,9 157 284 56.4 30 169 10.8
STA C s e b e e (%) 1 094 000 80 943 7.4 5 533 43,9 4 613 5.7
LOCAL, TOTALy = o o v v v v v . (x) 1 074 000 198 054 18.4 121 751 61.5 25 556 12.9
COUNTIES, 4 o o » o o o o ¢ o & (x) 461 000 89 953 19,5 25 119 27.9 20 263 22,5
KUNICIPALITIES. « 4 « o o o & & (x) 613 000 108 098 17.6 96 633 89.4 5 293 4,9
ARKANSAS: o 4 o ¢ o ¢ o ¢ v s o o o 2 144 1 504 000 101 532 6.8 55 956 55,4 11 040 10,9
STATE « o o ¢ o ¢ ¢ 0 ¢ s o s o & (x) 1 064 000 43 895 4,1 17 006 38,7 2 572 8,1
LOCAL, TOTALs & o o ¢ o« o ¢ o » o (x) 441 000 57 637 13,1 38 950 67,6 7 468 13.0
COUNTIES: o o o o ¢ o o o o o & (%) 204 000 23 994 11.8 10 380 43,3 5 342 22,3
MUNICIPALITIES. » o o o » « o & (x) 236 000 33 643 14,3 28 570 84,9 2 126 6.3
CALIFORNIA: 4 o « o s o s « s o & 21 896 | 25 459 000 919 787 11.5] 1 440 077 49,3 333 819 11.4
STATE « o 4 ¢ s o o 5 o o 2 o 4 & (x) | 11 656 000 683 115 5.9 239 534 35.1 38 078 5.6
LOCAL; TOTALs o « s ¢ o s « o« o & (x) | 13 803 000( 2 236 672 16,21 1 200 543 53,7 295 741 13.2
COUNTIES, o o o o # « o « o o & (x) 8 284 000| 1 287 010 15,5 342 343 26.6 280 377 21.8
MUNICIPALITIES: o + o ¢ v o o (x) 5 519 000 949 661 17,2 858 200 90.4 15 163 1.6
COLORADOY & & o « o o ¢ o » o » o & 2 619 2 528 000 271 597 10.7 129 570 51,4 39 924 14,7
STATE « o v v o o o ¢ o » o o 4 & (x) 1 341 000 114 158 8.5 24 205 21,2 29 810 26,1
LOCAL, TOTALs o o o o o v o o o & (x) 1 188 000 157 439 13,3 115 365 73.3 10 114 6.4
COUNTIES, s o o 5 o « s o ¢ o & (x) 462 000 40 382 8.7 19 007 47,4 2 635 6.5
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o« o » 4 & (x) 726 000 117 057 16.1 96 358 82,3 7 479 6.4
CONNECTICUT s e s e e e e e e 3 108 3 911 00¢ 248 025 6,3 146 958 59,3 29 312 11,8
STAT! e r et e e e, {x) 1 803 000 124 513 6.9 336 24.4 27 993 22,5
LOCAL, ‘TOTAL, + v v v v o v s e . (x) 2 108 000 123 512 5,9 116 822 94,4 1 319 1.1
MUNICIPALITIES. o o o « » ¢ & & (x) 2 108 000 123 512 5.9 116 622 94.4 1 319 1.1
DELAWARE. [ 582 662 00¢ 63 303 9.6 30 835 48.7 10 904 17.2
STAT e s et ee e e (x) 472 000 42 410 9.0 12 925 30.5 8 907 21,0
LOCAL: ToTALL L o il .. {(x) 196G 000 20 893 11.0 i7 910 85,7 1 997 9.6
COUNT S e e e e (x) 92 000 8 248 9.0 6 378 7.3 1 405 17,0
MUNICIPALITIES: + o+ o » + o .. (x) 98 000 12 645 12.9 11 532 91.2 592 4.7
DIsTR%CT OF COLUMBIAY o o 0 » o 4 & ?9? 1 623 000 206 665 12,7 98 895 47,9' 23 689 11,5
T 4 e P & 8 % 0 s s e e 4 o X - - - - - - -
LOCAL, TOTALs & o o ¢ « o o « & & (x) 1 623 000 206 665 12,7 98 895 47,9 23 689 11,5
MUNICIPALITIES: o o » o v o o & (x) 1 623 000 206 665 12,7 98 895 47,9 23 689 11,5
FLORIDA ¢ 4 ¢ s o ¢ 0 8 ¢ o o s v o 8 452 6 408 000 868 287 13.6 444 419 51.2 123 546 14,2
STATE s m s e e e e (x) 3 102 000 315 720 10,2 65 225 20.7 36 631 11.6
LOCAL, ‘TOTALL © - . o il . s (x) 3 306 000 552 567 16,7 379 194 68,6 86 915 15,7
COUNTIES: o o o o o o s s s & & (x) 1 701 600 292 618 17.2 146 681 5041 79 712 27.2
MUNICIPALITIES: o v o o v ¢ o o (x} 1 605 000 259 949 16.2 232 513 89,4 203 2.8
GEORGIA © o o o o o o 0 ¢ ¢ ¢ 0 o & 5 oug 3 7%8 000 391 251 10.4 194 903 49,8 50 833 13,0
STATE e vk h e et (x) 2 443 000 155 640 6.4 48 142 30.9 9 695 642
LOCAL, TOTALe o ¢ o o « « o & 4 & (x) 1 315 000 235 614 17.9 146 761 62.3 41 138 17.5
COUNTIES, o o o » o o v ¢ ¢ o & (x) 633 000 128 986 20,4 53 402 41.4 36 669 28.4
MUNICIPALITIES. + » o v v o o . (x) 682 000 106 625 15.6 93 360 87.6 4 49 4,2
HAWAIZ e ¢ o o o 4 s ¢ 2 a o o ¢ o W 895 1 687 000 106 461 6,3 56 401 53.0 15 467 14,5
STATE . S e e b ee e e (x) 1 313 000 45 046 3.4 1 739 3.9 15 467 34,3
LOCAL, TOTALs 2 o o o o o« » « o o (x}) 374 000 61 415 16.4 54 662 89.0 - -
COUNTIES: o« a o o s « s o o o & (%) 98 000 16 079 16.4 12 244 7641 - -
MUNICIPALITIES: + o v - + + .. (x) 276 000 45 336 16,4 42 424 93.6 - -
IDAHO & o o o ¢ o 2 2 6 ¢ o o s & & 857 737 000 64 883 8.8 33 808 52.1 8 349 2.9
STATE 5 « o s o o s o 5 6 s o o @ (x) 522 000 26 911 5.2 9 076 33,7 4 130 15,3
LOCAL, TOTALe o o o o o o o « o & (x) 215 000 37 972 17.7 24 732 65,4 4 219 11.1
COUNTIES: ¢ o s ¢ o v o 5 o o & (x) 124 000 20 945 16.9 8 174 41,9 4 010 19.1
MUNICIPALITIES, o + & + & o & . (x) 91 000 17 027 18,7 15 958 93,7 210 1.2

8ee footnotes 5t end of table.
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM
Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure, by State and type of

government, fiscal year 1978—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

47

Legal services and

Public defense

Corrections

prosecution Other crimiral justice
1

State and type of governnent Porcent of Percent of Percent of Percent of
Amount total criminal Amount total criminal Amount - total criminal Amount jtotal criminal
Justice system Justice system | Justice syatem Justice system
STATES-LOCAL: TOTAL . ¢ . . .| 1 244 334 5.9 314 675 1.5 5 185 537 24,7 350 904 1.7
STAT T T T 385 783 5.8 97 956 1.5 (3 176 963 47.8 122 86y 1.8
LOCAL, TOTAL. e e e e e, 858 551 644 216 719 1.5 |2 008 574 14.0 228 449 1.6
COUNTIES. R 515 967 9.2 179 469 3.2 |1 535 628 27.4 170 997 3.0
MUNICIPALITIES. “ e e a ‘342 584 3.9 37 249 0.4 472 949 5.4 §7 443 0.7
ALABAMA 4 4 4 4 o s o s ¢ ¢ o o o W 10 780 4.6 1 816 0.8 52 470 22,6 1 333 0.6
STATE s e 0 a e s e, 5 512 5.8 1 571 1.6 33 295 34,8 935 1.0
LOCAL., TOTAL- I B 5 268 3.9 245 0.2 19 175 14,1 398 0,3
COUNTIES: ¢ 4 o o o « o = o ¢ & 3 408 6.3 114 0.2 16 235 30.1 376 0.7
MUNICIPALITIES, & o o o + o o & 1 860 2.3 132 0.2 2 940 3.6 22] ¥2]
ALASKAS o o o o o o o 6 o o ¢ o a4 9 977 10:4 2 159 242 19 074 19.9 1 367 1.4
STATE o o o o 0 a8 0 3 o o o 4 4 7 220 10.3 2 159 3.1 18 827 26.7 1 367 2,0
LOCAL, TOTAL: o o o o o« o o o o & 2 7157 10.6 - - 444 1.7 - -
BOROUGHS, « 3 9 % e e o e 4 o 425 26,2 - - - - - -
MUNICIPALITIES. PRI T R T S 2 332 9.5 - - 444 1.8 - -
ARIZONA & o o o 0 o s ¢ o o o« o 4 & 18 @28 6.8 5 496 2.0 65 ags 23,6 1 232 0.4
STATE & s 4 s o 0 ¢ 0 ¢ 0 ¢ o 4 4 3 a83 4.8 - - 36 173 44,7 744 0.9
LOCAL, TOTALe o o o o & s o ¢ 4 & 18 oH4s T 5 496 2.8 29 712 15,0 491 0.2
COUNTIES: ¢ « ¢ o 0 o « o o o & 10 183 11.3 5 403 6.0 28 950 32.2 66| 0.1
MUNICIPALITIES: « o » o = » o & 4 892 4.5 94 0.1 762 0.7 425 (")
ARKANSAS: 4 o o o v o o o o o o o & 4 387 4.3 552 0.5 26 577 26,2 3 3.0
TATE « o & T R R N T 1 058 2.4 i5 (Z) 20 623 47,0 i 3.7
LOCAL, TOTALs o o ¢ o ¢ ¢ o o & & 3 332 5.8 537 "9 5 954 10.3 1 2.4
COUNTIES, s o 0 b s e s w4 . 2 297 9.6 453 1.9 4 975 20.7 243
MUNICIPALITIES. P T SR 1 035 3l a4 0.3 979 2.9 2.5
CALIFORNIA, 4 s o o o s « s « ¢ & & 257 541 8.8 75 938 2.6 788 767 26.9 26 0.9
STATE w o o o o a 5 s ¢ o s o 4 4 55 058 8,1 4 716 0.7 338 764 49,6 6 1.0
LOCALs TOTALs & o o o « o o o &+ 4 202 483 9.1 71 222 3.2 447 003 20,0 19 0.9
COUNTIES, & o o #» o o » ¢ o & & 155 663 12.1 67 907 5.3 425 585 33.1 14 1.2
MUNICIPALITIESs & o o o s o o & 46 820 4.9 3 315 0.3 21 449 2.3 4 0.5
COLORADO. & s & o ¢ o o ¢ o o o 4 & 20 413 7.5 3 067 1.1 63 805 23.5 4 1.8
STATE o o o o 6 ¢ o o o ¢ s o o & 4 510 4.0 3 045 2.7 50 488 44,2 2 1.8
LOCAL, TOTALs o o o ¢ o o o o & & 15 903 10.1 22 (Z) 13 317 8,5 2 1.7
COUNTIES: o a ¢ ¢ o « « o & o o 9 643 23.9 16 (23 8 016 19,8 1 2.6
MUNICIPALITIES: o ¢ o o ¢ o 4 & 6 264 5.3 6 (2 5 301 4.5 i 1.4
CONNEGTICUT R 11 406 4.6 3 196 1.3 53 751 21.7 3 1.4
STA N B S T T S R 7 198 5.8 3 183 246 53 648 43.1 2 1,7
LOCAL; TOTAL R 4 208 3.4 i3 (2) 103 0.8 1 1.0
MUNICIPALIVIES: o o o o o o & o« 4 208 3.4 13 (2) 103 0.1 1 1.0
DELAWARE. P R R S T S S 2 932 4.6 Q08 1.4 16 446 26.0 13 2.0
STAT R 2 109 5.0 758 1.8 16 446 38,8 1 3.0
LOCAL» TOTAL. R R 823 3.9 150 0.7 - d 0.4
COUNTIES, e s e e 64, 315 3.8 150 1.8 - - -
MUNICIPALITIES. 6 e e e e s, 507 4,0 - - - - 0,4
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIAs o o o o & ¢ & 6 993 3.4 5 770 2,8 69 835 33.8 1 0.7
ST R - - - - - - -
LOCAL, TOTAL . DRI TN 6 993 3.4 5 770 2.8 69 835 33.8 1 0,7
MUNICIPALITIES. S 6 993 3.4 5 770 2.8 69 835 33.8 1 0.7
FLORIDA & o o ¢ ¢ s ¢ 5 o « o o o & 46 486 5.4 16 458 1.9 227 8i4 26,2 9 1.1
STA “ o I T T S S 32 416 10.3 13 827 4.4 166 369 52.7 1 0.4
LOCAL, TOTALs & & 4 & s ¢ o o 4 & 14 070 2.5 2 631 0.5 61 472 1.1 8 1,8
COUNTIES, o ¢ » o o o« o+ s o & & 6 199 2.1 2 533 0.9 850 587 17.3 6 2.4
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o s » & & 7 872 3.0 98 (2} 10 885 4,2 1 0.5
GEORGIA o o » o o » ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o o 4 15 087 3.9 274 0.6 126 165 3242 1 0.5
STATE o & o o 0 o 0 0 5 s s o 4 5 502 3.5 200 0.1 91 298 58,7 0.5
LOCAL, TOTALs & ¢ o o o« o o o 4 & 9 885 bed 2 074 0.9 34 867 14,8 1 0.5
COUNTIES: o u o o ¢ o » ¢ o« 4 & T 482 5.8 1 926 1.5 28 949 22,4 0.4
MUNICIPALITIES: o s o o o o & o 2 103 2.0 148 0.4 5 918 5.6 C.6
HAWAIIe o o o 0 a 0 0 4 5 5 o o 4 & 6 430 6.0 2 011 1.9 23 320 21.9 2 2,7
STATE . S s s s s e e s e 4 2 1%0 4.9 2 011 4,5 22 147 49,2 1 3,3
LOCAL, TOTAL- 5 v o 8 % e v e 4 4 240 6.9 - - 1173 1.9 1 2.2
COUNTIES: o 4 o o ¢ o o o o o & 1 392 8,7 - - 1173 7.3 i 7.9
MUNICIPALITIES. R T R 2 848 6.3 - - - - 0.4
IDAHO & o 4 o o 0 o ¢ 0 o o o ¢ o & 4 ah? 7.5 855 1.3 1 18.2 5 8.1
STATE L T S S S S 1833 6.8 - - 9 645 35.8 2 8.3
LOCAL, TOTAL. LR R R R T 3 014 7.9 a5% 2e3 2 146 5.7 3 7.9
COUNTIES: o 5 ¢ s o o « o s & & 2 198 10.% a58s 4,1 2 103 10.0 k] 4.4
MUNICIPALITIES. P R T T S 816 4,8 - - 43 0.3 -

See footnotes at end of table.




48 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT

Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure, by State and type of
' government, fiscal year 1978—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

fz:;ic:r:;:::; Police protection Judicial

2 Total P t

State and type of goverament® ( X:O::}a:::::s ) direct 52"232:1 ::r::::’. of totel
expenditure Amount direct Amount eriminal Amount eriminal

expendi- Justice Justice

ture Bystem system
1 NOISe &« o ¢ 4 o 0 0 o v o & o & 11 24% 9 582 000 1 159866 12.1 685 259 59,1 124 408 10.7
LE%AT I L T R T R N SN (x) 5 889 000 273 014 4,6 76 450 28.0 47 158 17.3
LOCAL, TOTALs o o o o o « o ¢ o & (x 3 693 000 886 852 24,0 608 809 68.6 77 250 8,7
COUNTIES: ¢ v o « o o o « » o & (x 1 028 000 316 412 30.8 56 684 17.9 76 515 24.2
MUNIGIPALITIES: ¢« & » ¢ s » o & (x 2 665 000 570 440 21,4 552 125 96.8 735 0.1
INDIANA o o o v o o o o 2 s » o o 4 5 330 3 622 000 319 136 8,8 177 869 55.7 40 900 12.8
g'{'A U TR B R T P ST SN (%) 1 994 000 113 260 5.7 43 638 38.5 8 640 7.6
LOCAL, TOTAL: & o 4 o o ¢ » o & & {(x) 1 628 000 205 876 12.6 i34 231 65.2 32 260 15.7
COUNTIES: o o o « « o ¢ ¢ o o & {x} 755 000 69 856 9.3 22 00y 31.5 23 331 33.4
MUNICIPALITIESs « o o « o o o & (%) 873 000 136 020 15.6 112 230 82.5 8 929 6.6
TOWAG o o o o v o 2 s s o o o v o & 2 879 2 679 000 181 702 6.8 98 04y 54.0 26 949 14,8
gTiT I R I R {x) 1 514 000 67 356 4.4 26 972 40.0 8 703 12,9
LOCAL, TOTAL: 4 ¢ o ¢ o « ¢ » o & (x) 1 165 000 114 346 9.8 71 069 6242 18 246 16.0
COUNTIES, o o ¢ & 0 o o o o & & (x) 575 000 57 093 9,9 16 774 29.4 18 216 31.9
MUNICIPALITIES: o « » o o o & « (x) 590 000 57 253 9.7 54 298 94.8 30 0.1
KANSAS. « o o R 2 326 2 096 000 166 756 8,0 76 167 45.7 27 459 16.5
5 ATE . . o : PR T I S ST T S (x) 1 156 000 68 848 6.0 13 225 19.2 12 593 18.3
LOCAL, TOTALe & v & 4 o o » o o & (x) 940 000 97 908 10.4 62 942 64,3 14 866 15.2
COUNTIES, o o 8 4 s s e e (x) 314 000 43 985 14,0 13 927 31.7 13 088 29,8
MUNICIPALITIES- R T S R (x) 625 000 53 923 8.6 49 016 90.9 17M 3.3
KENTUCKY. o o LRI R R R PR 3 458 2 935 000 234 454 8,0 125 034 53.3 33 773 4.4
rSr'll"A’I'EY. .. : : L (x) 2 223 000 116 020 5,2 43 188 37.2 24 756 21.3
LOCAL, TOTM-- G € s 8 0 oa b o (x) 7i2 000 118 434 16,6 81 843 69.1 9 017 7.6
COUNTIES, o o « 2 « o o ¢ o o & {x) 294 000 52 928 18.0 24 068 45.5 & 602 12.5
MUNICIPALITI LT S T S N (x) 418 000 65 506 15.7 57 775 88.2 2 415 3.7
LOUISIANA & & o 4 v o s o ¢ o s o » 3 921 3 772 000 338 198 9.0 180 040 53.2 46 915 13.9
STATE ¢ 5 o ¢ 64 2 a ¢ v o v o« o & {x) 2 430 000 124 031 5,1 45 600 36.8 12 305 9.9
LOCAL, TOTALs o« o o o o o v & 4 & (x 1 343 000 214 167 15,9 134 449 62.8 34 610 16.2
PARISHES, o & » » s o o v s o & (x 641 000 101 169 15,8 55 917 55.3 20 663 20.4
MUNICIPALITIES. P TS SR {x) 702 000 112 999 16,1 78 522 69.5 13 946 12.3
MAINE L S S T ST T T S 1 085 1 153 000 59 422 5.2 33197 55.9 8 205 13.8
gTATE IR (x 669 000 30 823 4,6 10 346 33.6 & 336 20.6
LOCALy TOTALs & o ¢ s ¢ o o o o o [§3 483 000 28 599 5,9 22 851 79.9 1 869 6.5
COUNTIES: o o s o s o o s ¢ & & (% 18 000 7 843 43,6 2 747 35.0 1 842 23.5
MUNICIPALITIESs o o « o o o o & €3 466 000 20 756 4.5 20 104 96.9 27 0,1
MARYLAND: & o o o o o o o o o o o & 4 139 6 164 000 H68 226 7.6 240 154 51.3 47 004 10.0
R¥ ATE D (x 2 538 000 217 002 8,6 371 25,1 24 862 11.5
LOCAL, TOTAL' RN (x 3 626 NOO 254 224 6,9 185 783 0 22 142 8.8
COUNTIES, o « o o v ¢ o o o o o {x 2 501 000 139 669 5.6 98 343 T0.4 15 636 11.2
MUNICIPALITIES: o ¢ « o o o « & (X) 4 125 000 111 555 9.9 87 440 78.4 6 506 5.8
MASSACHUSETTS o 4 o s « s o = o o & 5 782 8 212 000 593 834 Te2 333 460 56.2 91 870 15.5
STATE « o s « 4 ¢ o o ¢ o o o 4 & {x) 3 664 000 157 304 4.3 3 002 27.3 13 974 8.9
LOCAL, TOTALs o s o o« ¢ o » o 4« & (x) 4 548 000 "36 533 9.6 290 458 66.5 77 896 17.8
COUNTIES, R R R I I X) 147 000 100 740 68,5 506 1.5 57 230 56.8
MUNICIPALITIES- S s e e e e e X) 4 401 000 335 793 7.6 288 952 86.1 20 666 6.2
MICHIGAN: o 4 o o o o ¢ o « » o o & 9 129 9 435 000 994 062 10,5 524 872 52.8 181 254 15.2
CTATE I N R R B T S (x) 5 291 000 277 636 5.2 85 189 30.7 36 692 13.2
LOCAL, TOTALe & ¢ o s o o o o & & {x) 4 204 000 716 426 17.0 439 683 61.4 114 559 16.0
COUNTIES, I (x) 1 474 000 286 455 19,4 64 113 22.4 87 572 30.6
MUNICIPALITIES. PRI T S {x) 2 729 200 429 972 15,8 375 570 87.3 26 987 6,3
MINNESOTA 4 o o a ¢ o 5 o o v » o & 3 975 4 303 000 308 469 7.2 146 888 47.6 84 473 14.4
NTATE T {x) 2 252 000 83 056 3.6 24 971 30.8 11 065 13.7
LOCAL, TOTAL. R (x) 2 051 000 227 413 11.1 121 917 53.6 33 408 14.7
COUNTIESe o 4 o o s v o ¢ v 4« & (x) 1 065 000 127 475 12.0 29 545 23.2 33 300 26.1
MUNICIPALITIESe o o o o ¢ o o & (x) 985 000 99 938 10,1 92 372 92.4 108 0.1
MISSISSIPPI % o o o v v o o ¢ » & & 2 389 1 907 000 116 360 6,1 66 305 57.0 15 900 13.7
STATE 4 4 4 o 6 s o ¢ o s s ¢ o 4 (x) 188 000 9 029 4,1 23 376 87.7 ‘3 679 7.5
LOCAL, TOTALs & ¢ o o ¢ v ¢ ¢ & & {(x 719 000 67 331 9.4 42 929 63.8 2 221 18,2
COUNTIES, U T T T S {(x 435 000 32 061 Tt 11 0lo 34.3 13 027 34.4
MUNICIPALITIES. P R T S (%) 284 000 35 270 12,4 31 919 90.5 1.i94 3.4
MISSOURI. o« o s o o s 2 » o ¢ 5 o & 4 8ol 3 477 000 361 372 11.4 219 588 60.8 46 378 12.8
STATE P N T T S S (x) 1 932 000 97 543 5,0 34 544 35.4 15 294 15.7
LOCAL, TOTAL: = o v v v o o n ot (x) 1 245 000 263 829 21,2 185 044 70.1 31 o84 11.8
COUNTIES: o 4 o o 4 ¢ o o « & & {x) 349 000 79 487 22,8 34 185 39.2 20 165 25.4
MUNICIPALITIES: & o ¢ o » o o » (x) 895 000 184 342 20,6 153 858 83.5 10 919 5.9
MONTANA & & v s 0 o ¢ o o o v o o & 761 783 000 55 876 7.0 27 924 50.0 7 747 13.9
STATE D TS S S S (X 531 000 21 408 4,0 6 597 30.8 2 175 10.2
LOCAL, TOT"L- P R R R Sx; 262 000 34 468 13,2 21 337 61,9 5 572 16.2
COUNTIES, & 5 ¢ o o o o ¢ 5 » & iX) 148 000 20 105 13,6 8 951 44.5 4 738 23,6
MUNICIPALITIES. o o o v v o » & (%) 114 000 14 363 12.6 12 386 86.2 834 5,8

See footnotes at end of table.
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Legal services and

Public defense

prosecution Other criminal justice
b

Stute and type of government Percent of Percent of Parcent of
Amount total criminal Amount total criminal Amount total criminal
Justice system Justice system Justice system
TLLINOISY o o o o 6 4 0 o o 5 o & & 52 895 4,5 149 1.2 19.0 63 382 5.5
STATE . , P T T 11 567 4,2 712 0.6 46,8 8 419 3.1
LOCAL, TOTALs o o 4 o o o s o o & 41 028 4.6 12 437 1.4 10.4 54 963 6.2
COUNTIESe o u o o ¢ » o « o o , 29 416 9,3 381 3.9 28,9 50 123 15,8
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o « « « o . 11 612 2,0 57 (2) 0.2 4 840 0.8
INDIANA o ¢ & o o ¢ s s 2 o « 5 o & 16 663 5.2 3 143 1.0 24,0 3 948 1.2
STATE ¢ o o o o 2 0 0 o s s 2 « & 5 311 4.7 1123 1.0 47.0 1 269 lel
LOCALs TOTALs o o o o 4 o « o o & 11 352 5.5 1 990 1.0 113 2 679 1.3
COUNTIES: « o o o ¢ « » o & o & 6 092 8.7 1 968 2.8 21,6 1 364 2.0
MUNICIPALITIESs o » o « o o o , 5 261 3.9 22 (Z) 6.1 1 315 1.0
TOWAL v o o 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 v o 0w 10 297 5.7 2 538 1.4 23.4 1 449 0.8
STATE « & o v o ¢ 0 ¢ o o 2 s o & 2 838 4.2 - - 41,7 761 1.4
LOCAL, TOTAL. & ¢ 4 o o o o o & o 7 U459 6.5 2 538 242 12,5 688 0.6
COUNTIES, R 5 184 9.4 2 529 4.4 24.0 673 1.2
MUNICIPALITIES. P 2 275 4.0 9 (2) 1.1 14 (2)
KANSAS: ¢ ¢ o ¢ o v 0 s o o o o o o 12 649 Teb 2 311 1.4 26,3 4 259 2.6
STATE 4 4 o o 2 o s a s ¢ o o 2, 5 273 7.7 2 103 3.4 50,2 1120 1.6
LOCALs TOTALe o o o o « ¢ ¢ o 4 & 7 376 7.5 208 0.2 9.6 3139 3.2
COUNTIESe o 4 s o ¢ o o s = 4 , 5 128 11,7 113 0.3 20.1 2 874 6,5
MUNICIPALITIES: v 4 o o v « & & 2 248 4.2 94 0.2 1.0 265 0.5
KENTUCKYe & & » 4 & . . 14 818 6.3 2 039 0.9 23.7 3 223 L4
ST “ e s v oa s . . 8 318 7.2 1 424 1.2 31.9 1 372 1.2
LOCAL, TOTALe o o . . & 500 5.5 615 0.5 15,7 1 851 1,6
COUNTIES, .« . . . 3 826 7.2 579 1.1 30.2 i 854 3.5
MUNICIPALIT!ES. . . 2 674 4,1 36 0.4 4,0 - -
LOUISIANA , ., + , & D 18 477 5.5 1 631 0.5 25,7 4 073 1.2
STATE &+ + . LR A S 6 892 5.6 230 0.2 46,1 1 823 1,5
LOCAL, TOTAL. . t e e e v 11 785 5.8 1 4oi 0.7 13.9 2 259, 1.1
PARISHES, o o » v e e s e oa s 6 232 6.2 631 0.6 16.4 1 159 1.1
MUNICIPALITIES, P § 553 4.9 770 0.7 11.6 1 0%1 1.0
MAINE o ¢ 4 o o 4 & e e e e ., 3 182 5.4 684 1.2 22.6 740 1.2
STATE o v o o o » [ T, 2 049 6.6 684 2.2 34,7 714 2.3
LOCAL, TOTAL, . & P e e e e 1133 4.0 - - 9.5 26 0.1
COUNTIES, a e P 539 &.9 - - 34,3 26 0.3
MUN!CIPALITIES. P 594 2.9 - - 0.2 - -
MARYLAND: & & o o C e e e e 18 213 3.9 7 074 1.5 32.5 3 558 0.8
STATE . . s D S 2 769 1.3 7 015 3.2 57.8 2 519 1.2
LOCAL, TOTAL., . . s e s v e 4. 15 444 6.1 59 (2) 10,7 1036 0.4
COUNTIES, 4 4 DR T S 9 540 6.8 59 (2} 11.2 284 0.3
MUNICIPALITIES, L TS 5 904 5.3 - - 9.9 653 0.6
MASSACHUSETTS L N 23 219 3.9 6 877 1.2 22.0 7 762 1.3
STAT . I SR 10 469 6.7 3 564 2.3 53.0 2 866 1.8
LCCAL; TOTAL. R 12 750 2.9 3 313 0.8 10.8 & 896 Ll
COUNTIESs ¢ & ¢ o % s o o« » & & 3 474 3.6 2 393 2.4 35,5 212 0.2
MUNICIPALITIES: & o o o o o 4 . 9 076 2.7 920 0.3 3.4 4 684 1.4
MICHIGANG « & ¢ o o a o o o « o & 47 938 4.8 496 1.6 25.1 4 606 0.5
STATE o 4 o o a2 0 0 ¢ ¢ o ¢ o & 10 545 3.8 169 0.4 5141 2 294 0.8
LCCAL, TOTAL. 4 o 4 o o « « o o , 37 393 5.2 327 2.0 15,1 2 312 0.3
COUNTIES: o o o s o o 5 o o & & 24 732 8.6 767 4.8 33.1 1 394 0.5
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o « = o o4 12 661 2.9 559 0.1 3.1 918 0.2
MINNESOTA o o o o & D, 24 054 7.8 075 1.6 27.3 3 899 1.3
STA “ v e s e e & 059 6.2 573 0.7 46,1 2 0lo 2,5
LOCAL, TOTAL, . « f e s e s e, 18 995 8.4 502 2.0 20,5 1 889 0.8
COUNTIES, & , o © e e v e e 13 267 10.4 481 3.5 36,2 743 0,6
MUNICIPALITIES, T R R 5 728 5.7 20 (2) Q.6 1 t4s 1.1
MISSISSIPPI , + 4 & ¢ e s e ou . 5 260 4.5 876 0.8 22.5 1821 1.6
STATE » . P S 2 741 5.6 - - 36.0 1591 3.2
LOCAL, TOTAL. . « LI . 2 519 3.7 876 1,3 12.7 230 0.3
COUNTIES, & . & I S S 1 486 4.6 839 2.6 23.4 198 0.6
MUNICIPALITIES,. L S 1 033 2.9 37 0.t 3.0 32 0.1
MISSOURIW ¢ ¢ o 4 o 2 5 o o s o 4 16 466 4.6 846 0.8 20,4 2 550 0.7
STATE R 2 318 2.4 544 2.8 42.8 1 116 l.1
LOCAL, TOTAL: & » o« o o o s » o 4 14 3151 5.4 302 0.1 12,1 1 434 0.5
COUNTIESe o o o 4 v o o » o o & 7 039 8.9 18 (2) 2643 192 0.2
MUNICIPALITIES. P 7 112 3.9 284 0.2 5.9 1 24y 0.7
MONTANA ¢ o o 4 o o P R & 149 T84 905 1.6 4.4 1 483 2.7
E v o v o0 t e v e e o 1 002 8.7 - - 49,3 1 087 5.1
LOCAL, TOTALs & & T S 3 147 9.1 905 246 9.0 398 1.2
COUNTIES, . . [ 2 439 1241 832 He) 14,2 297 1.5
MUNICIPALITIES. e s s e 4. 708 4,9 4 0.5 1.8 99 0.7

See footnotes at end
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT

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

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total criminal

Justice system Police protection Judicial
Total

State a o 1 Population? o Percent Percent Percent

¢ nd type of government (in thousands} expg:;i::re’ of total of total of total

Amount direct Amount criminal Amount ceriminal

expendi~ Justice Justice

ture system system
NEBRASEA' L T 1 961 1 354 000 106 629 7.9 51 755 48.5 15 159 14,2
STATE & o o v o % v 0 s o o o 4 s (x) 757 000 45 826 6.1 12 416 27.1 7 184 15.7
LOCAL, TOTALs & « s o o o o o o . (x) 594 000 60 803 10.2 39 339 64.7 7 975 13.1
COUNTIES: o v ¢ v o s « o o & o {x} 290 000 26 125 9.0 9 045 38.6 6 007 23,0
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 o o o o o 4 . (x) 305 000 34 6717 11.4 30 294 87.4 1 968 5.7
NEVADA, « o v v 4 v v 0 o w v v 633 819 000 109 286 13,3 48 984 44.8 12 996 | * 11.9
STATE & o o o o o 2 ¢ o « o o o o (x) 411 000 36 564 8.9 6 842 18.7 2 218 6.1
LOCAL, TOTAL: v ¢ o o « o o o o . (%) 408 000 72 722 17,8 42 139 57.9 10 778 14.8
COUNTIES, 4 4 o o o o o o o o & {(x) 274 000 53 561 19.5 27 513 51.4 8 779 16.4
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 o o o o o 4 . (x) 133 000 19 161 14,4 14 627 76.3 1 999 10.4
NEW HAMPSHIRE o & ¢ o ¢ o 5 « o . 849 794 000 57 176 7.2 34 408 60.2 7 494 13,1
STATE . , L T T {x) 471 000 21 387 4.5 8 700 40.7 1 996 9e3
LOCAL, TOTALe & ¢ o ¢ & o o 2 4 . {x} 323 000 35 789 11,1 25 708 71.8 5 498 15.4
COUNTIES: 4 4 o o o o o o « 4 {x) 45 000 7 885 17.5 1723 21.9 2 876 36.5
MUNICIPALITIES: o o v o « & . . (x) 277 000 27 904 10,1 23 984 86.0 2 622 9.4
NEW JERSEYe w 4 4 o o o o o o & & . 7 329 7 606 000 825 691 10.9 478 904 58.0 101 029 12.2
STATE ¢ o o s a o s 0 o o o « o (x) 3 610 000 199 977 5.5 65 511 32.8 26 607 13.3
LOCAL, TOTALs o o ¢ s o o = o 4 o (X) 3 995 000 625 714 15,7 413 393 6.1 T4 422 11.9
COUNTIES: v v v o 0 o « o o o & (x) 1l 610 000 204 655 12.7 24 270 11.9 57 396 28,0
MUNICIPALITIES. & w o o o o . . (x) 2 385 000 423 059 17.7 389 123 92.4 17 026 4.0

NEW MEXICQ, 4 o & & & o LI 1 190 1 114 000 103 937 9,3 52 961 51.0 14 875 11.4
STATE ¢ 4 ¢ ¢ o ¢ o » . .. (X) 796 000 53 394 6.7 15 352 28.8 9 872 17.9
LOCAL, TOTALs & & & & v e e {x) 318 000 50 543 15,9 37 609 4.4 2 303 B.6
COUNTIES, v o o o & LN (x) 103 000 16 112 15.6 8 811 54.7 649 4.0
MUNICIPALITIES, . . " e . (x) 215 000 34 434 16,0 28 798 83.6 1 653 4.8

NEW YORKa & 4 6 s o o ¢ « o o o o . 17 924 27 121 000 2 925 492 10.8 1 726 009 59.0 374 237 12.8
STATE « o 4 D T T S (x) 7 770 000 808 646 10.4 115 462 14.3 301 146 37.2
LOCAL, TOTAL, "3 e s e e e (x) 19 351 000 2 116 B4 10,9 1 610 547 7641 73 091 3.5
COUNTIES: 4 4 ¢ 4 o o o o o o & (x) 4 524 000 438 324 9.7 229 476 52.4 46 136 10.5
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o o o o o (x) 14 826 000 1 678 522 1.3 i 381 om1 82.3 26 955 1,6
NORTH CAROLINAG & o 4 v o « » & & . 5 525 5 831 000 394 323 6.8 181 074 45,9 46 626 11.8
STATE & o o o & o o o o o o » o 4 (x) 2 415 000 212 688 8,8 41 879 19.6 34 o074 15,9
LOCAL, TOTAL: 4 o 2 0 o o o « 4 X) 3 446 000 %80 635 5.3 139 195 77.1 12 555 7.0
COUNTIES, 4 4 4 o 6 ¢ « o s o , X 2 677 000 75 720 2.8 37 748 49,9 11 876 15,7
MUNICIPALITIES, & v o o o o o . {x 739 000 104 914 14,2 101 447 96.7 679 0.6
NORTH DAKOTA, & & & o o & o o & .o . 653 665 000 35 222 5.3 18 045 51.2 5 184 14,7
STATE . . L T S, {x) 466 000 12 942 2.8 2 189 24.6 1 735 13.4
LOCAL: TOTALs & ¢ ¢ o o o o o o & (x) 199 000 22 280 11.2 14 856 66.7 3 449 15,5
COUNTIES, o o o o 0 6 o o« « & 4 {x) 80 000 10 456 13,1 3 ese 37.2 3 059 29,3
MUNICIPALITIES. o o « o o o o , (x) 119 000 11 824 9.9 10 968 92.8 390 3.3
OHIO 4 ¢ v ¢ 54 o 0 s o o o o & . 10 701 8 746 000 882 568 10.1 408 584 46,3 162 373 18.4
STATE « 4 o o 4 ¢ ¢ 2 o o s o o 4 (x) 4 569 000 237 886 5,2 53 618 22.5 17 918 7.5
LOCAL, TOTALs 4 « o o o o o « & & (x) 4 177 000 644 682 15.4 354 966 55.1 144 455 22.4
COUNTIES: o o o o o o o o o 4 o (x) 1 824 000 270 957 14,9 55 289 20.4 112 260 43,4
MUNICIPALITIES: & v v & & o o . (x) 2 353 000 373 725 15,9 299 677 80.2 32 195 8.6
OKLAHOMAYS & 4 4 4 s o 0 o o o o » o 2 811 2 309 000 202 202 8,8 100 186 49.5 23 035 14.4
STATE 4 ¢ 2 o v o ¢ o ¢ o o o o 4 (x) 1 485 000 107 816 Te3 31 974 29.7 9 410 8,7
LOCAL, TOTALs 4 o v v o o « « 4 4 (x) 824000 94 386 11,5 68 212 723 13 625 4.4
COUNTIESe ¢ v v o o o o o « 4 . (x) 212 000 25 708 12.1 7 367 28.7 11 210 43.6
MUNICIPALITIES: « 4 o o o o o . {x) 613 000 68 678 11.2 60 845 88,6 2 415 3.5
OREGONS o o o o o 5 ¢ ¢ « ¢ o« o & . 2 376 2 558 000 248 684 9,7 120 853 48.6 30 513 12.3
STATE . , I (%) 1 621 000 98 334 6.1 33 954 34,5 7 869 8.0
LOCAL, TOTALs 4 o 2 o o o o o & & {x} 937 000 150 350 16,0 86 899 57.8 22 644 15.1
COUNTIES, v v 6 a o v o ¢ o 4 {(x) 453 000 88 845 19.6 30 393 34,2 21 096 23.7
MUNICIPALITIES: o o « v o o o+ . (x) 484 000 61 506 12,7 56 505 91.9 1 548 2.5
PENNSYLVANIA, v 4 4 4 o o o0 & & . 11 785 10 236 000 993 980 9.7 530 549 53.4 153 382 15.4
STATE . , I {x) 6 572 00 304 224 4.6 122 403 40.2 80 499 13,3
LOCAL, TOTAL. w v ¢ v o 0 o » ,°. (x) 3 665 000 689 756 18.8 408 116 59,2 112 883 16,4
COUNTIESs 4 4 s o 0 o « o s o . (x) 1 064 000 179 429 16.9 17 953 10.0 64 609 36,0
MUNICIPALITIES, + o o o v & . . (x) 2 601 000 510 327 19.6 390 163 76.5 48 274 9.5
RHODE ISLAND: « v o o v o o & .« . 935 1 288 000 88 016 6,8 47 040 53.4 11 334 12.9
STATE o o o o o o o o ¢ « o o o (x) 732 000 49 796 6,8 10 064 20.2 11 054 22.2
LOCAL, TOTAL: v v 4 o o o v » , . Sx 556 000 38 220 6,9 36 974 9647 280 0.7
MUNICIPALITIES, 4 o o o o o o . X 555 000 38 220 6.9 36 974 96.7 280 0.7
SOUTH CAROLINA. & o 4 o » 4 & ’ . 2 876 2 153 000 182 463 8.5 97 &58 53.5 22 819 12.5
STATE + 4 o L {(x) 1 544 000 84 155 5.5 30 192 35,9 6 042 7.2
LOCAL, TOTALs ' 4 4 ¢ 4 ¢ 0 o o (x) 808 000 98 308 16.2 67 366 68,5 16 777 17.1
COUNTIES: 4 o w0 o s o s o 4 4 (x) 417 000 55 323 13.3 26 984 48.8 15 756 28.5
HUNICIPALITIES, 4 o o o o« o o . (x) 191 000 42 985 22.5 40 382 93.9 1 021 2.4

See footnotes at end
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Legal services and

prosecution Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
State and type of government?® Porcent Of Fercent of Y ——— Fo—"
Amount total eriminal Amount total criminal Amount total criminal Amount total criminal
s|Justice system justice system Justice system ijustice system
e e 0 6.1 1279 1.2 30 840 28.9 1 089 1.0
NEOR ARy e P i 2.0 - - 24 342 531 959 2.1
LOCAL, TOTALs = o o o o « « o & o 5 583 9.2 1 279 2.1 6 498 10.7 130 0.2
COUNTIESs o o o v o o o v o o o 3 g2 14,6 1 279 4.9 5 951 22.8 20 0.4
MUNICIPALITIES. » o o o + « & o 1 758 5.1 - - 547 1.6 116 .
. e e e e e e e 8 215 7.8 1 944 1.8 36 117 33.0 1032 0.9
NE!?‘%E e v 1814 5.0 266 0.7 24 939 68.2 485 1.3
LOCAL, TOTALe o o v o o o = « o 4 6 401 8.8 1 678 2.3 i1 178 15.4 547 0.8
COUNTIES: 4 o o o o o o + o o o 4§ 971 9.3 1634 3.1 10 117 18.9 547 1.0
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o » « « o o 1430 7.5 44 0.2 1 062 5.5 :
e e e 2 290 4.0 320 0.6 11 834 20.7 830 1.5
NE!T?Q'EP?HfRf R 1 ois 4.8 319 1.5 8 615 4013 738 35
LOCAL, TOTALe = o o « = = « « o o 1271 3.6 1 12 3 219 9.0 %2 0.3
COUNTIES, o o o o o o & o = & 4 495 6.3 1 (23 2 790 35.4 o o3
MUNICIPALITIES. o v o & o « o . 776 2.8 - - 429 1. 2 .
e e 8 944 7.1 14 289 1.7 | 167 145 20.2 5 379 0.7
NEgTﬁés%Y: e e in T ot 5.8 13 846 6.9 81 009 40.5 1 492 0.7
LOCAL, TOTALs o o o o o« o o = « o 47 432 7.6 443 0.1 86 136 13.8 3 ag7 0.6
COUNTIES, v o v o o o o v o o o 34 954 17:4 190 0.1 85 834 41,9 2 014 1.0
MUNICIPALITIES. & v v v o « o o 12 481 3.0 253 0.1 302 0.1 1873 .
e e e e 8 8.0 3111 3.0 24 307 23.4 3 358 3.2
N hgRICO, - O ¢ 27 12.2 3 056 5.7 16 367 307 2 539 b7
LOCAL, TOTALs « o o o o o v o + » 1 810 5.5 55 0.1 7 940 15.7 825 1.6
COUNTIES. o o o o o o » v v o o 480 3.0 - - 5 g4 339 708 el
MUNICIPALITIES. o o & + s & o . 1 330 3.9 55 0.2 2 477 7.2 117 .
.. 5.6 38 794 1.3 | 592 62y 20.3 30 396 1.0
N ATy o MRS B« 5.9 06 1.1 | 322 182 39l8 21 518 2.7
LOCAL, TOTALs 4 o o o o o » » » o] 124 160 5.9 29 731 1.4 | 270 439 12.8 8 878 0.4
COUNTIESs 4 o o o o o o v o o o 35 071 8.0 12 538 2.9 | 111 905 25.5 3 198 0.7
MUNICIPALITIES. + v + v + o o o 89 089 5.3 17 193 1.0 | 158 s34 9.4 5 680 0.
e e e e e e 21 553 5.5 5 104 1.3 | 129 699 32.9 10 270 2.6
NOEE{TCA?O'IH.‘A. D 17 397 8.1 5 010 2.3 | 110 394 5107 937 2.3
LOCAL, TOTALe o v v o o = o o« o o 4 156 2.3 91 0.1 19 305 10.7 5 333 3.0
COUNTIES: o o o o o s o o o o 1 723 2.3 57 0.1 19 086 25.2 5 23p .9
MUNICIPALITIES: + o » o » « o . 2 433 2.3 33 (23 219 0.2 102 0.
e 8.5 217 0.6 7 028 20.0 1 766 5.0
O TrE A - R ] 8.6 - - 5 18 399 173 13:4
OCAL, TOTALe o v o o o v v v o 1 86k 8.4 217 1.0 . .
HOcouNTIES T L L .. 1 504 144 212 2.0 1 764 t6.9 32 0.3
MUNICIPALITIES. v v v v v o o 363 3.1 5 (2) 98 0. -
e e e e e, 43 791 5.0 12 525 t.4 | 229 155 26,0 26 14p 3,0
L ane e 13 ot 5.5 869 0.3 | 149 889 63.0 2 708 1.1
LOCAL, TOTALe o » o o « o = « o 4 30 704 4.8 11 856 1.8 7% 266 12.3 23 435 3.
COUNTIESs 4 o v o o « « v o o o 16 886 6.2 11 002 4.1 59 712 23.0 15 807 5.8
MUNICIPACITIES: o o o o « - & . 13 817 3.7 854 0.2 19 554 5.2 7 628 .
e 6 5.2 1 255 0.6 65 410 32.3 1 849 0.9
N .. 19 tos 8.5 - - 58 154 53.9 1 275 12
LOCAL, TOTALe o o o o« o « o o . 3 464 37 L 285 33 7 25 o1 574 0.6
COUNTIES. . . 8 . . . -
MUNICIPALITIES, + + o o & v o & 2 576 3.8 227 0.3 2 o041 3.0 574 0.8
et e e e e 880 9.6 4 713 1.9 66 013 26.5 2 713 1.1
T I S S B 1 -1 12.1 385 oua | 42 787 4315 1 439 1
LOCAL, TOTAL: o o o o v o v « o o 11 980 8.0 4 328 2.9 23 226 15,4 127 0.8
COUNTIES. o 2 v o o s o o o o o 9 603 10.8 4 245 4.8 22 885 25.8 622 0.7
MUNICIPALITIES:. « o o « « « o o 2 378 3.9 83 0.1 341 0.6 1 .
e 6 4.4 10 963 1.1 | 249 325 25.1 6 425 0.6
PENTATE AT e e e .. KR 2.5 - o | 1932 42.5 4 460 18
35 831 5.2 10 963 1. . .
T S 17 6h6 0.8 6 545 5.6 | 72 158 4002 517 03
MUNICIPALITIES: o v o o v o + 18 185 3.6 4 #17 0.9 47 838 9.4 1 449 .
e e e e e e e e 3 445 3.9 666 0.8 24 541 27.9 990 1.1
RHS?'EA ISEATDI D 2 482 5.0 666 1.3 24 540 49.3 988 2:0
LOCAL, TOTALs o o o o o v v o o o 963 2.5 - - ! (2) 2 2
MUNTCIPALITIES. o o o « + « & . 962 2.5 - -
e e e 3 41 1 483 0.8 50 767 27.8 2 414 1.3
S oL IR, e e 3 853 e 627 0.7 a1 728 49.6 1 684 2.0
LOCAL; TOTALs o o o s « « = o « 4 3 541 3.6 856 0.9 9 039 9.2 730 0.7
COUNTIESs o o v o o o « o « o o 2 622 h7 856 1.5 8 436 15.3 &1 1.2
MUNICIPALITIES. o v » » » o » o 920 2.4 - (z) 593 1. 9 .
See footnotes at end of tablea.
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Table 7.

" CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT
Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure, by State and type of
government, fiscal year 1978—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total criminal

Justice aystem Police protection Judicial

3 Population? Total Percent Percent Percent

State and type of government (in thousands) diget:t s of total of total of total
expenditure Amount direct Amount criminal Amount eriminal

expendi- Justice Justice

ture system system
SOUTH DAKOTAY v « v s o o o = « o &« 689 657 000 41 430 6,3 22 199 53.6 6 288 15,2
STATE + & e s o o o o o o o o o & xg 473 000 19 876 4.2 6 409 32.2 5 129 25.8
LOCAL, TOTAL: o ¢ ¢ o ¢ o o ¢ o & X 184 000, 21 554 11.7 15 790 73,3 1159 5.4
COUNTIESs ¢ o v o o o s « o o & (x) 73 000 9 973 13.7 4 901 49.1 1155 11.6
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 o o o o » & & (x) 111 000 11 58t 10.4 10 890 94,0 4 (2)
TENNESSEE « o ¢ o o o o ¢ o o o & & 4 299 4 644 000 323 469 7.0 158 935 49,1 39 265 12.1
STATE o 4 v o 6 ¢ ¢ 0 ¢ v o o oW &x) 2 048 000 107 580 5.3 27 189 25,3 10 3ol 9.6
LOCAL, TOTALY « o o 4 « o s 2 o & X) 2 593 000 215 889 8.3 131 746 61.0 28 941 13.4
COUNTIESe & 4 o o 0 o o o s » & (%) 1 192 000 88 695 7.4 24 267 27.4 22 054 24,9
MUNICIPALITIES: o o + o » o o (x) 1 401 000 127 194 9.1 107 479 BY.5 6 907 5.4
TEXAS o s o o ¢ 0 ¢ ¢ ¢ o o ¢ s o & 12 830 8 825 000 885 420 10,0 486 194 54.9 118 198 13,3
STATE o v o s o o 6 o ¢ ¢ s o o @ (x 5 339 000 240 667 4,5 87 560 36.4 17 o4t 7.3
LOCAL, TOTAL: o o o o s s o o o & (x 3 486 000 644 753 18,5 398 634 61.8 101 187 18,7
COUNTIES: ¢ u o o s o o o o o & (x)| "1 141 000 272 514 23.9 61 398 22,5 87 535 32.1
MUNICIPALITIES: ¢ o o o « » & & (x) 2 345 000 372 239 15.9 337 236 90,6 13 652 3,7
UTAMe o o o o s » « 2 o o o o o o & 1 268 1 160 000 109 208 9.4 59 521 54,5 10 624 9.7
STATE « o s s o o o o o 5 o o o o (%) 813 000 47 384 5.8 18 312 38.6 3 719 7.8
LOCAL, TOTALe 2 o o o ¢ o o o & & (x) 346 000 61 824 17.9 41 209 66,7 6 905 11.2
COUNTIESs ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢ s s o o o & (x) 169 000 27 626 16.3 11 928 43,2 4 294 15,5
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o + = « o & (x) 178 000 34 198 19.2 29 281 85.6 2 611 7.6
VERMONT & 4 o 6 ¢ s o o o o s o o & 483 506 000 33 305 6.6 16 469 49,4 4 647 14,0
STATE o o s ¢ o s 0 8 2 o » o o 4 X) 408 000 24 623 6,0 648 35,1 4 180 17.0
LOCAL, TOTALs « o o o « o s o & & %) 98 000 8 682 8.9 7 821 9C.1 467 5.4
COUNTIES: v o o s s o o » o & & (x 1 000 700 70,0 186 26.5 40 62,9
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 o o o « o o & (xi 98 000 7 982 8.1 7 635 95.7 27 0.3
VIRGINIAL o 4 s o 5 o 0 0 s o o o & 5 148 5 981 000 423 807 7ol 190 652 45.0 44 751 10.6
STATE « o s o o s 0 s o s o« 5 4 & (x) 2 889 000 186 272 6.4 4y 367 23.8 20 274 10.9
LOCAL, TOTALs « ¢ « o o o & « o & (x) 3 092 000 237 535 7.7 146 285 61.6 24 477 10.3
COUNTIES: v o o ¢ ¢ s o o o & « (x) 1 636 000 104 165 6.4 61 830 59.4 12 859 12.3
HUNICIPALITIES: o o o o « « & . (x) 1 456 000 133 370 9.2 84 455 63.3 11 618 8.7
WASHINGTON. 4 o o o o o o « o « & & 3 658 3 622 000 325 154 9,0 163 231 50.2 35 681 11.6
STATE o 4 o o o s » ¢ o ¢ s o o &« (x) 2 437 000 113 922 4,7 34 685 30.4 6 829 6.
LOCAL, TOTALs o o o s o « « & & (x) 1 185 000 211 232 17.8 128 546 60.9 28 852 13,7
COUNTIES: v o » ¢ ¢ o o o « o o (%) 508 000 108 033 2143 39 404 36,5 23 6313 21,9
MUNICIPALITIES: o ¢ o o ¢ o & « {(x) 678 000 103 199 18,2 89 142 86.4 5 239 5.1
WEST VIRGINIA « o v s 6 o v o o « & 1 859 1 606 000 93 y23 5.8 49 165 52.6 16 890 18,1
STATE , S a e e e e e, (x 1 277 000 48 328 3.8 18 243 37,7 11 088 22.9
LOCAL, TOTAL: & o o o » o o o & & (x 329 000 45 095 13.7 30 922 68.6 5 802 12,9
COUNTIES: o o o o o o o 5 » o & (x) 118 000 22 118 18.7 9 090 41,1 5 394 24,4
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 « o o « o o & (x) 211 000 22 9717 10.9 21 832 95,0 408 1.8
WISCONSIN « o s o ¢ # 0 o » o ¢ o 4 651 5 105 000 365 940 7.2 201 374 55.0 37 233 10.2
STATE + , P e e e e s s e {x) 2 271 000 107 253 4,7 20 318 18.9 7 284 6.8
LOCAL, TOTAL: 4 s o o o » ¢ 2 o & (x) 2 834 000 258 687 9.1 181 053 70.0 29 949 11.6
COUNTIES: o w o 2 s » s ¢ o o & (x) 1 287 000 115 061 8.9 44 178 38.4 28 740 25,0
MUNICIPALITIES. & o v o o « o+ . (x) 1 546 000 143 625 9.3 136 875 95,3 1 209 0.8
WYOMING & & v ¢ 4 o o s ¢ o s o o & 406 509 009 46 338 q,1 20 553 44,4 4 207 9.1
STATE o o w o a ¢ ¢ s o o » 5 s & (x) 305 0060 25 361 8.3 662 22.3 1691 6.7
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 ¢ 4 v ¢ o » o & & (%) 203 000 20 977 10.3 14 891 74,0 2 516 12,0
COUNTIES: o ¢ o v s o« o 5 s o « (x) 114 000 10 741 9.4 535 51.5 2 117 19.7
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 o » s + o o & (x) 90 000 10 236 11.4 9 355 914 398 3.9

-~ Represents zero
X Not available.

or rounds to zero.

Z Less than half the unit of measurement shown.
ipata for municipalities, and the local governments totals which incliude 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.
*gstimated population of States as of July 1, 1977 is derived from Bueau of the Census, Current Population Reports, Series P-25, No. 790, December 1978.
*The relation of criminal justice total expenditure to kotal general expenditure is based on data for general purpese governments only and does not in-
clude data for Scate~operated liquor stores, independent school districts, or special districts.
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Legal mervices and

prosecution Public defense Corrections Other criminal Justice
8tate and type of government!
Percent of Parcent of Percent of Per:
Amount total criminal Amount total oriminal Amount total criminal Amount totnch::m::nl
Justice system Justice system Justice system ljustice system
SOUTH DAKOTAY o+ ¢ ¢ o o o o o v o & 3 676 8.9 627 1.5 8 315 20.1 325 0.8
STATE , . D R R B 1 752 8.8 - - 6 261 31,5 325 1.6
LOCAL, TOTALe o 4 o o o « « o o & 1 924 8,% 627 2.9 2 054 9,5 - -
COUNTIES: & o o « o o ¢ o s o » 1 518 15.2 617 6.2 1 782 17.9 - -
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o o » o & 406 3.5 10 0.1 272 2.3 - -
TENNESSEE v o o 5 ¢ s 5 o ¢ o » 4 & 13 391 4.1 3 183 1.0 82 154 25.4 26 541 8.2
STATE . . L T S S S 8 789 8.2 1 761 1.6 58 734 54.6 806 0.7
LOCAL, TOTALe o o & o o o « & o 4 602 2.1 1 432 0.7 23 423 10,8 25 7135 11.9
COUNTIES: o o « s o o « ¢ o & & 1672 1.9 921 1.0 15 663 17.7 24 118 27.2
MUNICIPALITIESY 4 o o o o o o & 2 934 2.3 501 0.4 7 760 6.1 1 617 1.3
TEXAS o s o ¢ s o ¢ 0 o s o 0 0 a 52 730 6.0 361 0.8 191 925 21.7 29 012 3.3
ST e n DR I R P TS 12 afs 5.1 - - 114 992 47.8 8 84g 3.7
LOCALs TOTALe s o o o o o o » o & 4o 472 6.3 7T 361 1.1 76 933 11,9 20 166 3.1
COUNTIES, o s v o ¢ v o o o & & 30 418 11,2 7 332 2.7 70 417 25,8 15 414 5.7
MUNICIPALITIES, o o o o o s o o 10 o54 2.7 29 (Z) 6 516 1,8 4 752 1.3
UTAHe ¢ ¢ ¢ o o 0 0 ¢ 0 o & e s 6 994 6.4 807 0.7 29 071 2646 2 191 2,0
STATE « o v ¢ o o & » o & ‘e 1 955 Hal - - 22 8587 48,2 541 1.1
LOCAL, TOTAL: o« 4 o o o o« .. 5 039 8,1 807 1.3 6 214 10.1 1 650 2.7
COUNTIES, .8 0 0 0 04 . . 3 264 1.8 780 2.8 6 171 22.3 1 188 U3
MUNICIPALITIES: & v o o o o o o 1 774 5.2 27 0.1 43 0.1 462 1.3
VERMONT 4 ¢ o o w6 0 8 o o « s & o ig% :.29 { igg i.g gssg 25.0 627 1.9
. e R T T T S T ST S, . . 2 33.6 62 -]
LOCAL, TOTAL. & o 4 v o o & » o o 347 4,0 - - 47 0.5 Z 2 -
COUNTIES: o a o v ¢ o o s » o & 29 4,2 - o 45 ) - -
MUNICIPALITIESe & o o o s o o & 318 8.0 - - 2 (Z) - -
VIRGINIAG 4 o v 4 ¢ o s o s o o o & 16 757 4.0 5 669 1.3 153 767 36,3 12 209 2.9
STA R 4 404 2.4 5 292 2.8 107 618 57.8 4 317 2.3
LOCAL, TOTALs ¢ ¢ o o o ¢ « v o« & i2 353 5,2 377 0.2 46 149 19.4 7 892 3.3
COUNTIES, s & o o o « o o o o & 5 479 5.3 154 0.1 18 162 17.4 5 683 5.5
MUNICIPALITIES: o o « o o o & & 6 876 3.2 224 0.2 27 987 21.0 2 209 1.7
WASHINGTON: o o ¢ o o o o o » o & o 21 242 6.5 &6 609 2.0 o4 872 29,2 3 519 1.1
STATE + . R 6 495 5.7 398 0.3 64 163 56,3 1 352 1.2
LOCAL, TOTAL.s o & o v » o & o & . 14 747 7.0 6 211 2.9 30 709 14,5 2 167 1.0
COUNTIES: ¢ o o« o 5 o o o » o & 10 134 9.4 5 462 5.4 28 406 26.3 1 014 0.9
MUNICIPALITIES: & o o o o o o+ & 4 613 4.5 750 0.7 2 302 2.2 1152 1.1
WEST VIRGINIA o o s 4 o « o o o & & 5 940 6.4 1 057 1.4 18 527 19,8 1 843 2.0
STATE & v & o ¢ o & 6 s a s 5 « & 2 726 5.6 101l 241 13 604 28,1 1 656 3.4
LOCAL, TOTALe o » 2 0 » o « ¢ o & 3 214 Ted 46 0.1 4 923 10.9 187 0.4
COUNTIES: o o o o 6 o o o o 4 o 2 608 11.8 46 0.2 4 907 22,2 73 03
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o » » o o 606 2.6 - - 16 0.1 114 0.5
WISCONSIN & 4 + & e a, 30 171 8,2 5 027 1.4 83 587 22.8 8 551 2.3
TATE . .. D 13 889 12.9 781 0.7 60 340 56,3 4 64) 4.3
LOCAL, TOTAL, . v e e 16 282 6.3 4 246 1.6 23 247 9.0 3 910 1.5
COUNTIES, + e e, 11 437 9.7 4 245 3.7 22 863 19.9 3 898 3.4
MUNICIPALITIES e e e 5 145 3.6 (Z) 384 0.3 12 (2)
HYOMING o o o ¢ o 5 a5 5 « » v o & 2 364 5.4 379 0.8 18 345 39,5 522 1.4
STATE 4+ » CR I BN SR 707 2.8 - - 16 779 66,2 522 2.1
LOCAL, TOTALy « o o o o « o ¢ o & 1 654 7.9 379 1.8 1 536 7.3 - -
COUNTIESe o o ¢ o o o ¢ o o o o 1 281 11.9 379 3.5 1 429 13,3 - -
MUNICIPALITIES: o o +» o o o » & 374 3.7 - (2 108 1.4 - -
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Table 8. Total criminal justice system expenditure, by character and object, by State and
type of government, fiscal year 1978
(Thousands of dollars)

Direct expenditure Intergovernmental expenditure
1 2

State and type of government Total rotal Direct Capital ot To State To 1ocal

‘currant outlay governments jgovernments
STATES=-LOCAL, TOTAL., . .| 21 009 705|221 009 705(19 711 284] 1 298 421} 1 151 413 134 490! 1 o016 923
STATES @ o o « o o ¢ & 7 544 251| 6 688 192| 6 205 501 482 691 856 059 (X} 856 059
LOCAL, TOTAL ., o . . o 14 456 003]14 321 513{13 505 783 815 730 295 354 134 490 160 864
COUNTIES . « v o & & 5 699 974| 5 611 815| 5 112 010 499 806 88 158 46 107 42 051
MUNICIPALITIES . . . 8 916 89Y4] 8 709 698) 8 393 773 315 925 207 196 88 383 118 813
ALABAMA. « v ¢ o 4 o o o« o o » 232 063 232 063 221 651 10 412 5 387 88 5 299
LéTA;E. R 100 385 95 770 94 069 1 701 4 615 (X) 4 615
LOCAL, TOTAL « « & & o o o « 136 381 136 293 127 582 8 711 772 88 684
COUNTIES & 4w ¢ o =« o o o 54 088 53 977 50 799 3 178 111 54 56
MUNICIPALITIES . & & & « & 82 978 82 316 76 783 S 533 662 34 628
ALASKA ¢ & v ¢ ¢ o o a o o o & 95 966 95 966 92 994 2 975 1 307 280 1 027
STATE: ¢ o ¢ ¢ o o o o o o » 70 839 69 843 67 802 2 041 996 (X) 996
LOCAL, TOTAL & & 4 ¢ o « o o 26 402 26 123 25 189 934 311 280 31
BOROUGHS « &« o « ¢ o « « &« 1 652 1 621 1 616 5 31 - 31
MUNICIPALITIES o o o o« & o 24 781 24 501 o3 573 929 280 280 -
ARIZONAG ¢ o o ¢ o o ¢ o o o = 278 994 278 994 258 390 20 604 8 705 190 8 515
ITATE. R EREEEEEEE 88 432 80 943 68 777 12 166 7 489 (X) 7 489
LOCAL, TOTAL & « o ¢ « « o » 198 241 198 051 189 613 8 438 1 216 190 1 026
COUNTIES o o o o o o o o » 90 118 89 953 86 612 3 34) 168 162 3
MUNICIPALITIES o o o & & & 109 t49 108 098 103 001 5 097 1 051 28 1 022
* ARKANSAS o ¢ ¢ 4 ¢ o o o o« o » 10y 532 101 532 93 071 8 46} 6 215 272 5 943
STATE: o 4 o o o s o o o o o 49 219 43 895 38 930 4 965 5 324 (X} 5 324
LOCAL, TOTAL ¢ & & v o« o & &« 57 909 57 637 54 143 3 496 891 272 619
COUNTIES o 4 4 o o ¢ o o« o 24 201 23 994 22 786 1 208 207 179 28
MUNICIPALITIES & o o « « 34 328 33 643 31 355 2 288 685 93 592
CALIFORNIA & & 4 ¢ o o o « o » 2 919 787 2 919 787| 2 807 342 112 HY45 137 a7y 1 986 135 885
STATE: ¢ 4 o o o o o s o « & 778 622 683 115 653 543 29 572 95 507 (X} 95 507
LOCAL, TOTAL & & & ¢ « o o o 2 238 658 2 236 672 2 153 799 82 873 42 364 1 986 40 378
COUNTIES v o o « o o o o o 1 290 904} 1 287 010| i 239 588 47 422 3 89% 1 922 1 968
MUNICIPALITIES & o o« « o o 988 134 949 661 914 210 35 451 38 473 64 38 409
COLORADO & 4 ¢ o o o o o o o o 271 597 27% 597 256 540 15 087 6 635 15 6 640
STATE: o & o ¢ ¢ o o o o o » 120 132 114 158 109 574 4 584 5 974 {X 5 974
LOCAL, TOTAL & 4 v ¢ o o « @ 157 454 157 439 146 966 10 473 634 15 666
COUNTIES o o o o s a v o & 40 926 40 382 37 314 3 068 544 15 528
MUNICIPALITIES ., o & 4 & & 117 194 117 057 109 652 7 408! 37 - 137
CONNECTICUT. + 4 ¢ o o ¢ « o & 248 025 248 025 234 Qa4 14 ol 5 595 987 4 609
STATE: o 4 ¢ o 6 « 2 s o » « 128 679 124 513 118 852 5 661 4 166 (X) § 166
LOCAL, TOTAL 4 o ¢ ¢ o « o @ 124 499 123 512 115 i72 8 240 1 429 987 443
MUNICIPALITIES . . & o « & 124 942 123 512 115 372 8 340 1 429 987 443
DELAWARE & 4 o ¢ o o o o o o 63 303 63 303 5€ 027 4 276 1 98y 95 1 889
STATEe ¢ o o« s v 2 o o o o » Hy 19% 4z 410 39 417 2 993 1 785 (X) 1 785
LOCAL, TOTAL 4 ¢ « o s o & o 20 %88 20 893 19 610 1 283 199 95 104
COUNTIES ¢ 4 v o o o 4 & o 8 343 8 248 7 290 959 94 94 -
MUNICIPALITIES . & & o o o 12 749 12 845 12 320 324 105 - 104
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA , . . . « 206 66% 206 665 203 208 3 457 - -
sTATE----....-n-o - - Ld - - (X) -
LOCAL, TOTAL 4 v o o o « o & 206 665 206 665 203 208 3 457 - - -
MUNICIPALITIES & & o &+ o & 206 665 206 665 203 208 3 457 - - -
FLORIDA: ¢ & ¢ 4 o o o o o o » 868 287 868 287 791 156 77 131 18 804 487 18 317
STATEe v ¢ o 4 o o ¢ ¢ o o o 330 228 315 720 281 571 34 149 14 508 (X) 14 508
LOCAL, TOTAL + 4 & o & « o & 553 054 552 567 509 585 42 982 4 296 487 3 809
COUNTIES ¢ 4 v 4 o o o o 295 648 292 618 260 186 32 432 3 030 3614 2 669
MUNICIPALITIES . & « « & & 261 215 259 949 249 399 10 550 1 266 126 1 140
GEORGIA: ¢ o o o 0 « o o o o o 391 254 391 254 356 321 34 930 15 114 123 14 994
STATE: « 4 o o ¢ 4« o o o o & 169 977 155 640 133 920 21 720 14 337 (X) 14 337
LOCAL, TOTAL 4 4 w « o « & & 235 733 235 611 222 401 13 210 ‘7 123 654
COUNTIES 4 4 o o s « o« o &« 129 174 128 986 121 112 7 874 185 96 89
MUNICIPALITIES & o & o & « 107 217 106 625 101 288 5 336 592 27 565
HAWAII ® 5 5 ® 4 8 5 & & e & @ 106 “61 106 461 95 584 10 877 1 772 - 1 772
STATE: o a o o o o o ¢ o o & 46 818 45 046 34 876 10 170 1772 (X) 1772
LOCAL, TOTAL 4 o & o o o o & 61 415 61 415 60 708 707 - - -
COUNTIES o ¢ o o o o « » 16 079 16 079 15 690 389 - - -
MUNICIPALITIES . « & o 4 & 45 336 45 336 45 018 318 - - -

See footnctes at end of table.
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1'ab[e 8. Total criminal justice system expenditure, by character and object, by State arid
type of government, fiscal year 1978—Continued

(Thousands of dollars)

Direct expenditure Intergovernmental expenditure
State and type of government? Total?
Total Direct Capital Total To State To local

current outlay governments governments
IDAHO, W o o o 4 o o 0 o o o & 64 883 64 883 56 769 8 113 4 240 112 4 129
STATE: & o ¢ ¢ o o o 2 o « o 28 102 26 911 25 670 1244 1191 (X) 1 191
LOCAL, TOTAL 4 & . v & » & . 38 083 37 972 31 099 6 872 3 049 112 2 938
COUNTIES o , v 0 4 o 0 o 23 582 20 945 16 740 4 205 2 637 112 2 5625
MUNICIPALITIES , , ., . . . 17 439 17 027 14 359 2 667 413 - 413
ILLINOIS o v o 0 4 W & & s 1 159 866/ 1 159 866| 1 049 749 110 117 29 493 429 29 065
STATE: ¢ o v o ¢ o 5 o o o » 299 563 273 014 255 338 17 676 26 549 (X) 26 549
LOCAL, TOTAL « ¢ . , . . o . 887 281 886 852 794 411 92 443 2 944 429 2 516
COUNTIES 4 4 o o 4 o o o & 317 732 316 412 236 865 79 547 1 300 295 1 005
MUNICIPALITIES |, . & o o & 572 085 570 440 557 546 12 895 1 644 134 1 58
INDIANAY & & v b ¢ 0 v & . . 319 136 319 136 292 347 26 788 11 536 1 509 10 027
STATE: o & o o o « o ¢ o o 113 260 97 319 15 944 9 468 (X) 9 468
LOCAL, TOTAL ¢ & v & 4 o & » 205 876 195 028 10 847 2 068 1 509 559
COUNTIES o 4 4 o o o o o & 69 856 67 304 2 552 1 360 1 215 145
MUNICIPALITIES ., v 4 o o 136 o020 127 724 8 295 708 294 414
IOWA 5% ¢ 2 % 0 e s s e e o 181 702 173 298 8 Ho4 15 865 484 15 381
S'TATEl s & & 9 0 & s N 5 8 @ 67 356 64 264 3 092 12 512 (x) 12 512
LOCALs TOTAL v & & o & o o & 114 346 109 034 5 312 3 353 484 2 869
COUNTIES v 4 o o o o o o & 57 093 54 881 2 212 1 692 447 1 245
MUNICIPALITIES , ., . . « & 57 a53 54 152 3 100 1 661 37 1 624
KANSAS LI 166 756 151 579 15 177 9 698 97 9 600
STATE: & v % o ¢ o s o o » . 68 848 59 494 9 354 7 405 (X) 7 405
LOCALy TOTAL 4 ¢ 4 v o o & @ 97 908 92 085 5 823 2 293 97 2 195
COUNTIES & 4 o o o ¢ o & 43 985 40 475 3 510 268 94 173
MUNICIPALITIES , , . . . . 53 923 51 610 2 313 2 025 3 2 022
KENTUCKY &+ & « o . [ R 234 454 217 787 16 656 28 643 19 28 &24
STATE: 4 o 4 o ¢ s o o o« o » 116 o020 106 286 9 734 27 13 (X} 27 713
LOCALs TOTAL , . . . . « s 118 434 111 504 6 932 930 19 911
COUNTIES 4 v o o & & o P 52 928 49 682 3 245 330 15 315
MUNICIPALITIES , , . . . . 65 506 61 819 3 687 600 4 596
LOURSIAMAL 4 o 4 4 W v 0 v o W 338 198 325 929 17 270 11 457 570 10 887
STATEG & 4 ¢ 0 s o« o & o o o 124 031 120 705 3 326 10 052 (%) 10 052
LOCAL{ TOTAL v o ¢ ¢ ¢ s o » 214 167 200 224 13 944 1 405 570 835
EAB)%HES € 0 2 4 e s e o » 104 169 8% 589 7 580 235 207 28
MUNICEIPALITIES , . . . .« . 112 999 106 634 & 364 1 170 362 807
MAINE, 4 & w0 v 0 o v 0 0w s 59 422 55 42 3 601 3 200 472 2 728
STATEL + ¢ o o o o o 6 « o @ 30 823 2% N1e 1 8o4 1 882 {X) 1 882
LOCALs TOTAL & v . v 4 o « & 28 599 26 8oz 1 797 1 318 472 846
COUNTIES o y v v v o v 0 W 7 843 6 327 1 006 685 452 233
MUNICIPALITIES . . . [ 20 756 19 365 791 633 20 613
MARYLAND & v & & o . “ a0 H68 226 434 803 33 424 63 711 910 62 802
$ NN 217 002 200 394 16 608 62 552 (X) 62 552
LOGALS, TOTAL v o v v v o « « 251 224 234 409 16 816 1 159 910 250
COUNTIES 4 4 o o o o o o 139 669 124 940 14 729 1 073 910 163
MUNICIPALITIES . ., . . .. 111 555 109 469 2 086 87 - 87
MASSAOﬂUSETTSQ t e s s 8 o o @ 593 834 563 607 30 227 22 579 819 21 760
] RN 157 304 154 368 2 933 18 640 (X} 18 640
LOCAL, TOTAL . , . o & « . 436 533 409 239 27 294 3 939 819 3 120
COUNTIES & § & v v & o o & 100 740 82 180 18 560 117 12 105
MUNICIPALITIES , . o &« o & 335 793 327 060 8 733 3 822 807 3 015
MICHIGAN & & o 4 ¢ o o s o o » 994 062 922 835 Ty 228 79 068 2 784 76 283
STATE, . « R 277 636 247 551 30 085 56 352 {(X) 56 352
LOCAL, TOTAL o 4 & v o 0 o 716 426 675 284 8% 143 22 716 2 784 19 931
COUNTIES v o ¢ o ¢ « « o & 286 455 266 608 19 847 14 767 2 713 11 993
MUNICIPALIYIES , . . " oe e 429 972 408 676 21 296 7 949 11 7 938
MINNESOTA. 4 « 4 4 4 o s o o & 308 469 287 807 20 662 22 748 691 22 057
STATEe o ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o s @« o » 81 056 78 250 2 806 18 370 (X) 18 370
LOCAL, TOTAL 4 & & v ¢ & o & 227 413 209 557 17 856 4 378 691 3 687
COUNTIES 4 ¢ v 4 ¢ o o » & 127 475 114 006 13 469 2 207 672 1 534
MUNICIPALITIES , . . v + W 99 938 95 551 4 387 2 171 19 2 153
MISSISSIPPI. 4 4 « « o « « o » 116 36 116 360 105 895 10 465 3 521 37 3 484
ST L N T T T 52 16 49 029 45 784 3 245 3 133 {X) 3 133
LOCAL, TOTAL 4 & . » « & .« . 67 36 67 331 60 111 7 220 388 37 351
COUNTIES o & o o ¢ o « o 32 24 32 061 26 461 5 601 184 19 167
MUNICIPALITIES . & 4 4 & o 35 472 35 270 33 650 1 620 202 17 185

Seec footnotes at end of table.
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Table 8. Total criminal justice system expenditure, by character and object, by State and
type of government, fiscal year 1978—Continued

(Thousands of dollars)

Direct expenditure

Intergovernmental expenditure

See footnotes at end of table.

State and type of government?® 2
yP L) t Total Total Direct Capital Total To State To local

current outlay governments |governments
HISSOURI & 4 o s o « o « o « » 361 372 361 372 338 149 23 223 13 096 112 12 983
STATE. o o ¢ o ¢ o o 5 o o 109 531 97 B43 90 264 7 279 11 988 (X) 11 988
LOCAL, TOTAL & o ¢« « o o o o 263 941 263 829 247 885 15 944 1 108 112 995
COUNTIES 4 & o o o s » o & 79 674 79 487 70 290 9 197 188 112 5
MUNICIPALITIES ., « o o o 185 262 184 342 177 595 6 748 920 - 920
MONTANA: o 4 o o o o o o & o 55 876 55 876 52 952 2 924 2 370 25 2 345
§TATE. ¢« v 8 € s e s s o v @ 23 o4t 2l 408 20 630 778 1 633 (X) 1 633
LOCAL, TOTAL & & & o o o & o 34 492 34 468 32 322 2 146 737 25 712
COUNTIES ¢ o o o o o o o » 20 329 20 105 18 597 1 508 224 3 221
MUNICIPALITIES . 4 & « o » 14 876 14 363 13 725 638 513 21 492
NEBRASKA « v 4 ¢ ¢ o o o « o » 106 629 106 629 97 810 8 819 4 553 3 4 549
STATE. LS PR N R 49 805 45 gas 39 071 6 755 3 979 tX) 3 979
LOCAL, TOTAL & ¢ 4 o ¢ » o = 60 806 60 803 58 739 2 064 574 3 570
COUNTIES 4 o o o o » & o o 26 197 26 125 25 569 556 72 2 69
MUNICIPALITIES v & o o o @ 35 179 34 677 33 170 1 507 502 b 501
NEVADA 4 & o o o o 2 o o o o @ 109 286 109 286 95 668 13 618 15 974 66 15 908
STATE. o « o ¢ ¢ = o ¢ s o » 39 881 36 564 26 164 10 400 3 317 (X) 3 317
LOCAL:‘TOTAL L T 72 788 72 722 69 504 3 218 12 657 66 12 591
COUN{IES o ¢ s a s s o o @ 53 624 53 561 51 322 2 239 63 87 6
MUNICIPALITIES . 4 4 o « & 31 756 19 164 18 182 979 12 594 9 12 585
NEW HAMPSHMIRE, + o o v o o » 57 176 57 176 51 011 6 164 1 137 143 994
STATE: o o o ¢ o o s o s & o 21 855 21 387 19 480 1 907 468 (X) 468
LOCAL, TQTAL s 4 e s s s o 35 932 35 789 31 531 4 257 669 143 526
COUNTIES o & o 4 o o o o & 7 892 7 885 7 702 183 8 - 8
MUNICIFALITIES . & ¢ o & 28 565 27 904 23 829 4 075 661 143 519
NEW JERSEY 4 4 o o o o « o s & 825 691 825 691 T4 793 30 897 25 757 249 25 508
STATE:. o o o o o ¢ o s o o o 223 554 199 977 191 840 8 137 23 577 (X) 23 577
LOCAL, TOTAL & & & o o o o & 625 963 625 714 602 953 22 760 2 180 249 1 934
COUNTIES o o o« o o o o o » 204 657 204 655 193 204 11 450 2 2 -
MUNICIPALITIES . . & &« & & 423 237 421 059 409 749 11 310 2 178 247 1 931
NEW MEXICO 4 o ¢ ¢ o ¢ o « o & 103 937 103 937 91 807 12 130 2 942 5 2 937
STATE: ¢ s ¢ o o « s o o o » 55 316 53 394 47 818 5 576 1 922 X 1 922
LOCAL, TOTAL & & & v o & o &« 50 548 50 5423 43 989 6 554 1 020 5 1 015
COUNTIES v 4 ¢ o o 6 o ¢ o 16 983 16 112 11 669 4 443 a7z L} 867
MUNICIPALITIES o ¢ « o o & 34 580 34 434 32 321 2 111 149 1 48
NEW YORK 4 4 o ¢ o o » o « o o 2 925 4921 2 925 492 845 380 80 113] 218 761 100 108 18 652
STATE. o 4 o s o o o 5 o o « 922 759 808 646 757 523 51 123 1148 113 (X) ilu 113
LOCAL, TOTAL 4 o & o o o « o 2 216 955| 2 1316 846 087 857 28 990 104 6us 100 108 539
COUNTIES o 4 ¢ o o o o o 8463 092 438 324 425 491 12 833 24 768 21 934 2 835
MUNICIPALITIES . 4 4 o o & 758 401] 1 678 522 662 365 16 157 79 879 78 175 1 704
NORTH CAROLINA . , . v & ¢ o « 394 323 394 323 364 065 30 257 18 307 17 18 289
STATE: ¢ o v 2 o a o o » « « 229 931 213 688 205 381 8 307 16 243 (X) 16 243
LOCAL, TOTAL & 4 ¢ ¢ & « & & 180 652 180 635 158 684 21 950 2 064 17 2 ¢Hé
COUNTIES o o o 2 s u o s & 76 B43 75 720 59 964 15 756 1 122 13 1 110
MUNICIPALITIES . . « « & & 105 856 104 914 98 720 6 194 941 5 937
NORTH DAKOTA &, & & v ¢ « « o @ 35 222 35 222 33 041 2 181 i 190 11 A 179
TATEe o s o 2 o o ¢« o = o & 13 749 12 942 12 410 532 807 (X) 807
LOCAL, TOTAL o & & o+ o o o « 22 2691 22 280 20 631 1 649 383 11 372
COUNIIES ® o o 4 s 8 s a 10 489 10 456 9 868 589 32 9 24
MUNIGIPALITIES . & 4 & o @ 12 175 11 824 10 764 1 060 351 2 349
OHIO 4 o v o o s o o ¢ « o o o 882 568 882 568 796 574 85 993 64 802 397 64 408
STATE: & & o 5 o o o o s o o 279 678 237 886 233 625 4 264 4t 792 (X) 41 792
LOCAL, TOTAL & & « o o o 4 & 645 078 644 682 562 949 81 732 23 010 397 22 613
COUNTIES . o v & s « o & & 276 464 270 957 215 725 55 232 5 504 294 5 210
MUNICIPALITIES . ¢ o o & « 391 231 373 725 347 224 26 500 17 506 103 17 403
OKLAHOMA & & 4 4 4 & ¢ ¢ o o & 202 202 202 202 170 479 21 723 8 441 3 837 4 603
STATE. F P R 111 813 107 816 82 922 24 894 3 997 (X) 3 997
Loggb&TIgg Lo o o ¢ o a s ZB 322 Zg ;gg 87 557 6 829 4 444 3 837 606
R 9 22 420 3 287 4 279 38 45
MUNICIPALITIES ., & o « o & 68 843 68 678 65 137 3 542 165 33 ?61
OREGON 4 ¢ « o o o o o o o & » 248 684 248 684 229 553 19 132 10 946 262 10 684
STATF. R 107 903 98 334 91 889 6 445 9 569 (X) 9 569
LOCAL, TOTAL & & v & 4 & o 150 612 150 350 137 664 12 687 1 377 262 1115
COUNTIES 4 4 4 4 ¢ « o o o 89 432 88 845 77 858 10 987 587 134 453
MUNICIPALITIES , o 4 « « & 62 295 61 B50% 59 806 1 700 790 27 662
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Table 8. Total criminal justice system expenditure, by character and object, by State and

type of government, fiscal year 1978—Continued
(Thousands of dollars)
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Direct expenditure

Intergovernmental expenditure

State and type of government' Total? pirect Capitel To State . To local
Total . current outlay Total governments |governments
PENNSYLVANIA o« ¢ o o ¢ « o o » 993 980 993 980 961 379 32 601 83 694 6 089 77 805
STATE: o o ¢ v ¢ o o o o o & 378 084 304 224 293 572 10 652 73 860 (X) 73 860
LOCAL, TOTAL o 4 o & .o ¢ & 695 845 689 756 667 807 21 949 10 034 6 089 3 945
COUNTIES u o o o ( a. 0 o o 183 876 179 429 170 122 9 307 4 447 3 748 699
MUNICIPALITIES . o o » o & 515 913 510 327 497 685 12 642 5 586 2 344 3 245
RHODE ISLAND & ¢ v o o o o o & 88 0l6 88 016 78 546 9 470 2 603 - 2 603
STATE: o s o ¢ ¢ o o o ¢ s & 52 399 49 1796 43 091 8 705 2 603 (X) 2 603
LOCAL, TOTAL & o o o o o o @ 38 220 38 220 37 455 765 - - -
MUNICIPALITIES . o o o « 38 220 38 220 37 455 765 - - -
SOUTH CAROLINA & & & ¢ o o ¢ & 182 463 182 463 168 599 13 865 6 483 444 6 042
sT R 89 290 84 155 76 919 7 236 5 135 (X) 5 135
LOCAL, TOTAL & ¢ o o o o ¢ & 98 749 98 308 91 680 6 629 1 348 441 - 907
COUNTIES o o & ¢ o o o o & 56 017 55 323 50 616 4 708 694 287 407
MUNICIPALITIES . o & o o+ &« 43 639 42 985 41 o064 1 921 654 153 501
SOUTH DAKOTA 4 4 o o o ¢ o o & 4y 430 41 430 38 198 3 232 3 214 1 506 1 705
STATE: ¢ o o o o o ¢ o o o o 21 104 19 876 18 994 882 1 228 (X) 1 228
LOCAL, TOTAL & o o o« o o o & 23 060 21 554 19 204 2 350 1 983 1 506 477
COUNTIES ‘v v ¢« o o o » o » 11 515 9 973 8 196 1 778 1 542 1 456 88
MUNICIPALITIES . ¢ o « & » 12 023 11 581 11 008 573 442 50 392
TENNESSEE. ¢ o ¢ ¢ o ¢ o & o o 323 469 323 469 275 622 Wy 847 15 361 53 15 308
STATE: s s ¢ o o o ¢ s s ¢ & 121 233 107 580 94 891 12 689 13 653 (X) 13 653
LOCAL, TOTAL 4 o o ¢ ¢ o o &« 215 942 215 889 180 731 35 158 1 708 53 1 655
COUNTIES ¢ o o « ¢ ¢ o o & 89 292 88 695 61 479 27 216 597 10 587
MUNICIPALITIES . o o o » & 128 305 127 194 119 252 7 42 111 44 1 068
TEXASy « o v o 5 o o« ¢ 5 o o 885 420 885 420 sau 233 61 187 43 927 i 923 42 005
STATEe « s o ¢ s o o ¢ o o & 279 569 240 667 224 191 16 476 38 902 (X) 38 902
LOCAL, TOTAL & « & « o o o & 646 675 644 753 600 042 44 714 5 025 1 923 3 103
COUNTIES « o s o o o o« o & 274 292 272 514 249 290 23 223 1 778 960 819
MUNICIPALITIES . o« o« o o o 375 486 372 239 350 752 21 487 3 247 963 2 284
UTAH ¢ v o o o 0 o s o o a o o 109 208 109 208 100 533 8 675 5 686 3 5 683
STATE: o s ¢ ¢« o o v o o o & 52 542 47 384 43 931 3 453 5 158 (X} 5 158
LOCAL, TOTAL & 4 o o ¢ o o 631 827 61 824 56 602 5 222 528 3 525
COUNTIES o o o o o o o o & 27 706 27 €36 24 362 3 264 80 3 77
MUNICIPALITIES . « o« o o & 34 646 34 198 32 24y 1 957 449 - 449
VERMONT s v ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o o o ¢ & 33 305 33 305 31 991 1 344 689 2 687
STATE: ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢ o o s o o & 25 180 24 623 23 549 1 074 557 (X) 557
LOCAL, TOTAL 4 4 o ¢ ¢ o o & 8 684 8 682 8 442 240 132 2 130
COUNTIES " 9 8 & 8 & 8 o 700 700 647 53 bl - -
MUNICIPALITIES ¢ 4 o « o 8 114 7 982 7 795 187 132 2 130
VIRGINIA o 4 v ¢ o o« o o o ¢ & 423 807 423 807 388 153 35 654 55 199 3 954 51 245
STATEs ¢ o ¢ o o o o ¢ o ¢ o 234 656 186 272 175 460 10 812 48 384 (X) 48 384
LOCAL, TOTAL & ¢ & ¢ o & ¢ & 241 489 237 835 212 693 24 842 6 815 3 954 2 861
COUNTIES o ¢ o o o o o s » 107 124 104 165 93 985 10 179 2 959 1777 1 182
MUNICIPALITIES . + o o o & 137 226 133 370 118 708 14 662 3 856 2 177 1 679
WASHINGTON & o o o o o o o » & 325 154 325 154 310 234 14 940 16 022 315 15 707
NN EEEEEEER i22 356 113 922 105 48 8 874 8 434 (X 8 434
LOCAL, TOTAL & o o & o o o o 211 547 211 232 205 566 6 Q66 7 588 315 7 273
COUNTIES o 6 o o o s ¢ » @ 109 56¢ 108 033 104 582 3 451 1l 527 39 ) 488
MUNICIPALITIES & o s o o &« 109 260 103 199 100 583 2 615 6 061 276 5 785
WEST VIRGINIAe o o o ¢ o o ¢ & 93 423 93 423 86 191 7 232 1 965 169 1 796
STATEs « o o o ¢ o ¢ ¢ o o o 49 927 48 328 44 399 3 929 1 599 (X) 1 599
LOCAL, TOTAL & « « s o & o & 45 264 45 095 41 792 3 303 366 169 197
COUNTIES o o 4 o o o o v 22 296 22 118 19 685 2 433 177 169 8
MUNICIPALITIES ¢ 4 o « o « 23 166 22 977 22 107 870 189 - 189
WISCONSING ¢ o o v « ¢ o ¢ o & 365' 940 365 940 350 747 15 192 12 150 1 333 10 817
STATEs o o o o ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o o 117 449 107 253 105 084 2 169 10 196 (X} 10 196
LOCAL, TOTAL « o 4 o o o o & 260 019 258 687 245 663 13 023 1 954 1 333 621
COUNTIES & o v o o o o o &« 116 580 115 0614 106 142 8 919 1 548 1 149 369
MUNICIPALITIES 4 o o ¢ o & 144 061 143 625 139 521 4 104 436 184 252
WYOMING: & o ¢ o o o ¢ o o o o 46 338 46 338 33 067 13 21 778 12 766
STATEe o ¢ o o ¢ ¢« s ¢ s o 26 014 25 364 13 582 1L 779 653 (X) 653
LOCAL, TOTAL o o o o o . ¢ o 20 989 20 977 19 485 1 492 125 12 113
COUNTIES ¢« o o o o o o o » 10 746 10 741 9 656 1 075 4 4 -
MUNICIPALITIES o o o o o & 10 356 10 236 9 819 8416 121 8 113

= Represents zero or rounds to zero.

X Not applicable.

ipata for municipalities, and the local governments totals which include municipal deta, are estimates subject to sampling

variation; data for counties (boroughs, pnrishes) aro based on a canvass of all county govermments and therefore are not subject

to sampling variation; see text for duta limitations.
2Fox each State, and the United States sumdary, 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 smounts.

amount for one govermment is tabulated a

This was done to avold the artificial inflation which would result if an intergovernmontal expenditure
nd then counted agpin when the recipiont’ govornment (s) ultimotely cxpend(s) that amount.
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Table 9. Criminal justice system employment and percent distribution of full-time
Total criminal Justice system Police protection Judicial
& Number of employees Percent Number of employeces Percent] Number of employees Percent]
2 Total, of of of
E State and typ? of full-time ;3:;1 cr:;:::l rf:::i,
o government ::uizat::: Falle iull* time Full- i:;:" Justice Full~ iz;i' Justice
K| ploy Total time ethSa- equiva-{ Total time equiva-| SYSten Total time equiva-| ByStem
only Lent eizizy- only lent emZigy- only lent emsi:y-,
ees i
1 STATES~LOCAL, TOTAL.} 6 750 180]1 123 552t 023 2521 053 758 15,6 [622 544 [568 747|582 178 | 55.2 154 943131 851141 o0t 13.4
2 STATES, o o « o« o] 2 949 933| 322 Ou6| 303 950 310 554 10,5 | 98 651! 89 977 92 443 29,8 | 43 625/ 39 448 41 642| 13.4
3 LOCAL, TOTAL. . .| 3 800 247| 801 506 719 3021 743 204 19.6 523 893 (478 770|489 735 | 65,9 |L11 318 92 403] 99 359| 13.4
4 COUNTIES. . . .{ 1 595 773} 322 538 285 37 295 970 18.5 [110 502 | 98 344 | 99 889 33,7 85 725 74 002 78 748 26.6
5 MUNICIPALITIES. [ 2 204 474) 478 968 U433 930 447 23U 20,3 #13 391 {380 426 {389 846 87.2 | 25 593) 18 401 20 611 4,6
& ﬁLABAMA P TS TR 109 134 15 653 13 &8 14 543 12,3 8 993 8 324 8 469 5842 2 522 1 925 2 181} 15,0
7 STATE o o s s « « o o 60 985 5 299 4 86 5 052 8.3 1 584 1 516 1 526 30.2 142 1 261 1 326 26.2
8 LOCAL, TOTAL., . . . » 48 1490 10 354 9 02 9 491 19,7 7 4l2 6 808 6 943 73,2 1 100 664 855 9.0
9 COUNTIES, ¢ o & « & 19 302 3 686 30 3 398 17.6 1 355 1 270 1 295 3841 832 542 696] 20,5
1o MUNICIPALITIES. . . 28 847 6 668 5 92 6 093 | 21.1 & 057 5 538] 5 648 92.7 268 122 159 2.6
11 ALASKA. 4 o o 4w o o o & 28 578 2 921 2>77 2 Bo6 9.8 1437 1 4p2 1408 1 50,2 606 526) 539 19,2
12 STATE o o o s o o ¢ & 15 678 2 075 1 96 1 984 12.7 682 672 674 34.0 605 525 538| 27.1
13 LOCAL, TOTAL. & « & 12 900 846 81 822 6.4 755 730 734 89,3 1 1 1 0.1
14 BOROUGHS, « o & o & 3 304 11 1 10 0.3 L] 4 4 40,0 = - - -
15 MUNICIPALITIES, , . 9 596 835 80 812 8,5 751 726 730 89.9 1 1 1 0,1
16 ARIZONA & 4 4 4 4 ¢ o & 71 438 13 508 13 22 13 354 18.7] 7 398 T 325 7 337 55,0 1 7480 1 6000 1 693 12.7
17 STATE « 0 o s o o o & 36 310 3 72y 3 64 3 708 10,2 1 609 1 609 1 609 43,4 194 114 178 4,8
18 LOCALs T2TALs u o » &« 35 128 9 784 9 58 9 643 27.5}] 5 789 5 716 5 728 59.4 1 557 1 486l 1 515 15,7
19 COUNTIES, » . « & & 15 5341 4 811 4 72 4 753 30.6 1 324 1 310 L 315 27.7 1 280 1 251 1 261 26.5
20 MUNICIPALITIES, . . 19 597 Y4 973 4 86 4 890 25.0 4 465 4 406 8 413 90.2 277 235 254 5,2
21 ARKANSAS., + 4 o o v o & 55 831 7 500 6 28 6 682 12.0 & 406 3 975 4 101 61.4 1173 593 7731 11.6
22 STATE ¢ o o s o o« s & 33 000 1 954 1 909 1 923 5.8 886 8yl 855 44,5 103 103 103 5.4
23 LOCAL, TOTAL. . « o« 22 831 5 546 & 378 4 759 | 20.8 3 520 3 134 3 ad6 68.2 1 070 490 670 14,1
24 COUNTIES, ¢ 4 s & » 12 026 2 428 1 801 2 002 16.6 946 820 861 43.0 722 365 470 23.5
25 MUNICIPALITIES, . . 10 805 3 118 2 577 2 157 15,8 2 574 2 314 2 385 86,5 348 125 200 7.3
26 ICALIFORNIA. & & & o & & 605 858} 128 033 117 084 119 720 19,8 62 096 | 59 495 | 60 069 50,2 | 14 842 13 117 14 286] 11.9
27 STATE & 4 o o o o ¢ & 242 823 26 157 24 613 25 358 10.4 9 763 9 264 9 421 37.2 976 521 976 3.8
28 LOCAL, TOTAL, . > « &« 363 035 97 876 92 471 o4 362 | 26,0 | 52 333 | 50 231 50 648 53,7 [ 13 866] 12 596[ 13 310 14.1
29 COUNTIES, & 4 o o » 212 948 56 '706) 52 983 54 549 25,6 | 14 469 ] 13 922| 14 078 25.8 | 13 254) 12 011 12 710] 23,3
30 MUNICIPALITIES, . . 150 o087 41 170 39 488 39 813 26.5 | 37 864 36 309 | 36 570 91.9 612 585] 600 1.5
31 COLORADO. & 4 ¢ & = « & 85 614 13 772 12 B80S 13 067 15.3 7 569 7 147 7 231 55,3 1 870 1 598 § 691 12.9
32 STATE ¢ o 5 o o o s « 44 813 4 654 4 351 4 445 9.9 1 084 967 989 22.2 1 181} 1 068 { 113 25.0
33 LOCAL, TOTAL, ., . . « 40 80l 9 118 8 454 8 6221 21.1 6 485 6 180 6 242 72.4 689 530 578l 6.7
34 COUNTIES, o + « & » 16 734 2 718 2 470 2 535 15.1 1 260 1 165 1 186 46.8 144 144 144 5.7
35 MUNICIPALITIES, . . 24 067 6 400 5 984 6 087 25.3 5 225 5 015 5 056 83.4 545 386 434 7.4
36 ICONNECTICUT , +» . &+ o . 129 536 13 745 12 593 12 845 9.9 8 551 7 670 7 825 60.9 1 693 1 521 1 568] 12.2
37 STATE o « v ¢ o o o » 45 341 6 414 6 154 6 232 13.7 1 498 1 433 1 444 23.2 1 607 1 480} 1 516/ 24,3
38 LOCAL, TOTAL, . . . . 84 195 7 331 6 439 6 613 Te9 7 053 6 237 6 381 96.5 86 41] 52| 0.8
39 MUNICIPALITIES. . . 84 195 7 331 6 439 6 613 7.91 7053} 6 237| 6 381 | 96.5 86 41 52| 0.8
HO PDELAWARE. & & » o o o « 19 162 3 632 3 503 3 527 18.4 ) 656 1 606 i 619 45.9 753 733 741 21.0
41 STATE o o o s o o o « 14 572 2 506 2 440 2 450 16.8 767 723 729 29.8 598 592 594) 24.2
42 LOCAL, TOTAL., + - « & 4 590 1126 1 063 1 077 | 23.5 929 883 890 82.6 155 141 147 13,6
43 COUNTIES, « . + . . 2 297 377 377 377 16,4 258 258 258 68.4 107 107 107 28.4
44 MUNICIPALITIES, . . 2 293 9 688 700 30.5 671 625 632 90.3 48 34 40 5,7
Zs DISTR%CT OF COLUMBIA, . 43 896 728 8 688 705 | 19.8 ) 4 637| 4 624 4 637 | 53.3 814 808 810l 9.3
& STA . e e e v s e - - - - - - - - - - - - -
47 1 LOCAL, TOTAL. « oo 43 895 8 728 8 688 8 705| 19.8| 4 637 4 624 4 637 53,3 814 808 810 9.3
48 MUNICIPALITIES. . . 43 896 8 728 8 688 8 705 19.8 4 637 4 624 4 637 53.3 814 808| 810l 9.3
49 FLORIDA o v , & & s « & 237 097 49 756 48 707 48 ous 20.6 125 9231 25 2851 25 371 51.8 6 3721 6 122 6 225( 12.7
50 STATE & v o ¢ 4 ¢ o » 1ol 846 17 832 17 726 17 739 17.4 3 453 3414 3 415 19,3 1 329 1 327 1 327 745
51 LOCAL, TOTAL., . . + & 135 254 31 924 30 981 31 2091 23,122 470 21 871 | 21 956 70.4 S 043] 4 795 4 898] 1=.7
52 COUNTTES, v & o o & 68 753 17 072 16 608 16 736 24,3 8 945 8 726 8 767 52.4 4 605/ 4 437 4 498] 26.9
53 MUNICIPALITIES. . . 66 498 14 852 14 373 14 473 21,8113 525 13 145] 13 189 91.1 438 358 400 2,8
54 IGEORGIA v « o o & o o o 134 559 24 557 22 597 23 134 17,2 | 13 0531 12 358 | 12 512 54,1 3 558/ 2 765| 3 003] 13,0
55 STATE « o ¢ o o o « & 76 540 ‘7 718 7 382 7 485 9.8 2 347 2 209 2 245 30.0 534 383 432 5,8
56 LOCAL, TOTAL, 4 & o & 58 019 16 839 15 215 15 649 | 27.0| 10 706 | 10 149 | 10 267 65,6 3 024) 2 382 2 571 16.4
57 COUNTIES, ., , ., . . 26 704 9 004 7 934 8 2831 30.9 3717 3 610 3 é48 84,2 2 665 2 128 2 293 27.8
56 MUNICIPALITIES. . » LV 245 7 835 7 281 7 396 | 23.6 6 929 6 539 6 619 89,5 359, 254 278 3.8
SO MHAWAIL, o o o ¢ o o & & 45 142 4 390 4 369 4 372 9.7 2 651 2 640 2 644 60.4 686 679, 680[ 15.6
60 STATE o v 4 o o o o « 34 317 1 613 1 604 1 606 4.7 102 102 102 6.4 686 679 6801 42,3
611 LOCAL, TOTAL. . . + & 11 425 2 777 2 765 2 766 ) 28.,2| 2 549| 2 538] 2 539 | 91.8 - - - -
62 COUNTIES, ¢« & v « & 3 098 727 715 716 | 23,4 619 608 609 | 85,1 - = - -
63 MUNICIPALITIES. ., . 8 327 2 050 2 050 2 050 | 24.6 1 930 1 930 1 930 94.1 - - - -
64 JIDAHO . ¢ o o « o s & & 24 917 § 557 3 734 2 899 15.6 2 424 2 204 2 245 57.6 579 547 557 14,3
65 STATE « o o o 2 o o & 14 850 1 713 1 209 1 303 8,8 490 486 487 37.4 179 170 1731 13,3
66 LOCAL, TOTAL. , « « 10 067 2 844 2 525 2 596 25.8 1 934 1 718 1 758 67.7 400, 317 384} 14.8
67 COUNTIES, , ., o 4 « 5 813 1 655 1494 ] 535 26.4 822 735 750 48,9 378 360 366] 23.8
68 MUNICIPALITIES. . . 4 254 1189 1 031 1 061 24.9 1142 983 1 008 95.0 22 17 18 1.7

See footnotes at end of table.
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equivalent employees by State and type of government, October 1978
Legal services and prosecution Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
Number of employees Percent Number of employees Percent Number of employees Percent | Number of employees Percent |
of of of g
t:tnl total total t:inl 8
Full- | erimi- Full- crimi- Full- crimi~ - rimi~ [E
Full- Fulle w Full- u _ | Pull- | erim g
time nal time nal time n&l Full 1
Total | time Total time Total ti time na 4
equiva-| Justice equiva- | Justice o e ive- | Justice | Total | time - 8
only lent | &ystem only 1en¥a system only e?‘énZ" fswsteme only °§2i¥“ g;:::;e §
employ- employ- employ- employ~
ees eas ees ees
68 13 |'58 150 61 689 5.9| 8 450 7 716 | 8 038 0.8 261 385[249 547(253 466 24,14 8 0911 7 241 7 386 0,71 4
18 974 | 17 596| 18 212 5.9} 3 256] 3 121] 3 159 1,0/ 153 770|150 148|153 408 48.,8| 3 770| 3 660 3 690 1.,2] 2
49 165} 40 554 | 43 477 5.9 ‘5 194] 4 595 | 4 879 0.7/ 107 615| 99 399|102 058 13,7 4 321| 3 581 | 3 696 0.5 3
32 499 | 27 743} 29 208 9.9 4 817 4 278 4 543 145/ 86 327| 78 485| 81 015 27.41 2 668 2 5201 2 567 0.97 4
16 6661 12 B1L| 14 269 3.2 37 317 336 0.1| 21 288 20 914| 21 043 4.7] 1 653 1 061 1 129 0,35
773 337 574 3.9 11 5 6 (2) 3 314y 3 283 3 276 22,5 40 40 40 0.,3] 6
373 160 277 5.5 2 2 2 (Z) 1 883 1 883] 1 883 37.3 38 38 38 0.8 7
400 177 294 3.1 9 3 4 (Z) 1 431 1370 1 393 14.7 2 2 2 (Z)| 8
290 136 236 6.9 5 2 2 0.1 i 202] 1 147; 1 167 34,3 2 2 2 0.,1) 9
110 44 58 1.0 4 1 2 (2} 229 223 226 3.7 - - - - {10
274 265 266 9.5 54 50 51 1.8 529 516 522 18.6 21 20 20 0,711
210 205 205 10.3 54 50 51 2.6 503 490 496 25.0 21 29 20 1,012
64 60 61 Tt - - - - 26 26 26 3.2 - - - -113
7 6 6 60.0 - ~ - - - - - - - - - - 114
57 54 55 6.8 - - - - 26 26 26 3.2 - - - =115
970 941 951 7.1 165 160 161 1.2 31937 3 172] 3 178 23.8 31 31 31 0,216
203 203 203 5.5 - - - -1 1 694 1 694] 1 694 45,7 24 24 24 0,617
767 738 748 7.8 165 160 161 1.7 1 499 1 478| 1§ 484 15.4 7 7 7 0,118
573 552 560 11.8 164 159 160 3.4 1 465] 1 446) 1 452 30.5 5 5 5 0,119
194 186 188 3.8 1 1 1 (2} 34 32 32 0.7 2 2 2 (2) |20
391 273 331 5.0 34 29 30 0c4| 1 4441 1 387 1 396 20,9 52 50 51 0.8121 .
H2 42 42 2.2 - - - - 879 879 879 45,7 44 44 44 2.3[22
349 231 289 6.1 34 29 30 0.6 565 488 517 10,9 8 6 7 0,1(23
253 188 214 10.7 28 23 24 1.2 474 400 428 21.4 ] 5 5 0,224
96 43 % 2.7 6 6 6 0.2 91 88 89 3.2 3 1 2 Q,1|25
11 226 10 962{ 11 074 9.2; 1 936] 1 897| 1 so08 1.6 33 564| 31 263| 32 024 26,7 369 350 359 0,3.26
2 221| 2 199| 2 205 8,7 Luy 144 141 0.6] 12 927| 12 365] 12 490 49,3 126 123 125 0,527
9 005 8 763 8 869 9.4 1 792 1 756 1 767 1.9; 20 637] 18 898{ 19 534 20.7 243 227 234 0,228
731 7 216 7 282 13.3 1 7i8 1 683 1 694 3a1] 19 727( 17 999| 18 629 34,2 161 152 156 0.,3129
1 628 1 547| 4 587 4,0 T4 73 73 0.2 910 899 905 2.3 82 75 78 0,230
1 099 962 1 000 7.7 153 146 149 1.17 2 994! 2 868] 2 911 22.3 87 84 85 0,731
158 154 158 3.5 153 146 149 3.4 2 0401 1 978] 2 001 45,0 38 38 38 0.9132
L3 808 845 9.8 - - - - 954 890 910 10.6 49 46 47 0,533
639 546 571 22.5 - - - - 633 573 592 23.4 42 42 42 1,734
302 262 274 4,5 - - - - 321 317 318 5.2 7 4 5 0,1135
580 527 557 4.3 135 128 132 1.0/ 2 688] 2 655 2 669 20.8 98 92 o4 0.,7136
440 412 425 6.8 135 128 132 2.1] 2 682] 2 650] 2 664 42,7 52 51 51 0.8137
140 115 132 2.0 - - - - 6 5 5 0.1 46 41 43 0,738
140 115 132 2.0 - - - - 6 5 5 0.1 46 41 43 0,739
145 142 143 4,1 41 41 41 1.2 958 942 o4y 26.8 39 39 39 1.1140
104 104 104 4.2 L3} 41 41 1.7 958 42 44 38,5 38 38 38 1.6 |41
43 38 39 3.6 - - - - - - - -~ 1 13 1 0.1 (42
12 12 12 3.2 - - - - - - - - - - - - (43
29 26 27 3.9 - - - - - - - - 1 1 1 0.1 Ul
207 207 207 2.4 106 106 106 1.2 2 941 2 920 2 922 33.6 23 23 23 0,3 |45
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - g6
207 207 207 2.4 106 108 106 1e2] 2 981 2 920| 2 922 33.6 23 23 23 0,3 (47
207 207 207 2.4 106 106 10% 1.2 2 941 2 920 2 922 33.6 23 23 23 0,3 (48
2 331 2 303f{ 2 320 8.7 ans 840 843 1.7] 13 806| 13 687| 13 716 28.0 476 870 473 1,049
1 849 1 845| 1 8H6 10.4 786 786 786 4.4 10 360| 10 299| 10 310 58.1 5 55 85 0.3 (50
482 458 474 1.5 62 54 57 0.2] 3 4467 3 388] 3 406 10.9 421 415 418 1,345,
229 223 225 1,3 60 52 55 0.3] 2 861] 2 80o4#| 2 822 16.9 372 366 369 2.2 (52
253 235 249 1.7 2 2 2 (2) 585 584 584 4.0 49 49 49 0,353
973 724 801 2.5 06 58 64 0.3] 6 818| 6 639| 6 697 28,9 59 53 57 0.2 |54
271 24y 258 3.4 30 13 14 0.2| 4 505) 4 505 4 505 60.2 31 31 31 0.4 155
702 483 543 3.5 66 45 50 0.3} 2 3131 2 134; 2 192 4.0 28 22 26 0.2 156
570 398 452 5.5 56 38 42 0.5] 1 920] 1 747 1 802 21.8 16 13 16 0,257
132 85 91 1.2 10 7 8 0.1 393 387 390 5.3 12 9 10 0,1/88
289 289 289 6.6 53 53 53 1.2 629 627 628 4.4 82 81 81 1.9(59
108 108 108 6,7 53 53 53 3.3 584 582 583 36,3 80 80 80 5,060
181 181 181 6.5 - - - - 45 45 45 1.6 2 1 1 (2) {61
61 61 61 8,5 - - - - 45 45 45 6.3 2 1 1 0.1162
120 120 120 5.9 - - - - - - - - - - - - 63
335 284 298 7.6 37 36 36 0.9} 1 144 625 725 18,6 38 38 38 1,064
78 5 76 5.8 - - - - 928 440 529 80,6 38 38 38 2.9 (65
257 209 222 8.6 37 36 36 1.4 216 185 196 T¢6 - - - - 166
204 180 189 12,3 37 36 36 2¢3 214 183 194 12.6 - - - - 167
53 29 33 3.1 - - - - 2 2 2 0.2 - - - - |68
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT
Table 9. Criminal justice system employment and percent distribution of full-time

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM

Total criminal justice system Police pro%jection Judicial

& Number of employees Parcent Number of employees Percent Number of employees Parcent|

2 Total of of of
g State and typg of full~time total totsl total
goverament equivalent full- full- full-

2 employees? Full- o= | time Fal- | TR | e Fati- | Do tine
A Total time iva- equiva~| Total time uiva- equiva-| Total time iva- equiva~

only eg:nzn lent only egenzn lent only eg:n:a lent
employ- ! lemploy- employ-

ees aes ees
1 ILLINOIS. I 248 464 60 A6 55 696 56 813 22.9 | 37 339 |34 354 |34 863 61.4 T 909| 6 888] 7 215] 12.7
2 STAT . . 113 134 i2 780 12 499 12 584 111 3 716 3 654 3 665 29.1 1 619 1 601 | 605{ 12.8
3 LoCAL, TOTAL .« o 135 333 87 716 43 197 a4 229 32,701 33 623 | 30 700 |31 198 70.5 6 290| 5 287) 5 610| 12.7
4 COUNTIES, . & » 41 671 16 983 15 316 15 832 38,0 3 519 3 277 3 326 21.0 6 260; 5 263| 5 S84l 38,3
5 MUNICIPALITIES. 93 662 30 733 27 881 28 397 30,3 | 30 104 |27 423 [ 27 423 98,2 30 24 26 0.1
GIINDIANA & & ¢ o 4 o o 135 497 20 518 17 963 19 296 4.2 1 11 383 | 10 529 110 712 55.5 3 157 2 499; 2 974| 15.4
7 STATE o ¢ o o o & o » 62 059 5 475 4 981 5 354 8.6 2 1% 2 083 2 106 39.3 410 141 410 TT
8 LOCAL, TOTAL, . « « & 73 438 15 043 12 982 13 942 19.0 9 189 8 446 8 606 61.7 2 747 2 358| 2 564 18.4
2 COUNTIES, . . + 4 » 36 969 5 466 4 587 5 124 13.9 1 B66 1 366 1 413 27.5 1 968| 1 74} 1 850| 36,0
10 MUNICIPALITIE . o on 36 469 9 377 8 395 8 808 24.2 7 623 7 080 7 193 Bl.7 779 644 714 8.1
11 |30WA, . 4 s a0 e oaoe 79 874 11 313 9 707 10 080 12,6 6 343 5 505 5 629 55.8 1 6481 1 229} | 359 13.5
12 STAT e v e n 42 458 3 364 3 055 3 157 Tl 1 237 1 196 1 204 38,1 367 171 241 7.6
13 LOCAL; TOTAL. PP 37 416 7 949 6 652 6923 | 18,5 5 106 | 4 309 | 4 425 | 63,9 1 281} 1 058f 1 118 16.1
i4 COUNTIES, . , + o & 20 622 3 835 3 208 3 380 16.4 1113 955 986 29,2 1 281] 1 058f 1 118 33,1
15 MUNICIPALITIES, . . 16 794 4 154 3 444 3643 | 21.1| 3995 3 354 | 3 439 | 97.1 - - - -
I6KANSAS: & o v o o o 3 & 69 499 11 293 9 792 10 112 14,5 5 836 5 065 5 196 51.4 2 045] 1 657] L 734 17.%

17 STATE . R 38 001 3 217 3 059 3 081 8.1 934 800 821 26.5 348 322 323 10.
18 LOCAL, TOTAL. o ¢ v 31 498 8 o074 6 733 703 22.3 4. 905 4 265 4 375 6242 1 697f 1 335 1 411 20.1
19 COUNTIES, o v o &« & 15 010 3 765 3 201 3 365 | 22.4] 1254 988 | 1 038 | 30.8 | 1 347] 1 216 1 249 37,1
20 MUNICIPALITIES., . . £6 488 4 309 3 532 3 666 22.2 3 651 3 277 3 337 91.0 350 119 162 4.4
21 [KENTUCKY, & o & 4 & & & 91 oo0s 14 5561 12 8537 13 253 | 14,6 7 518 | 6 864 | 7 00L | 52.8| 2 343| 2 079 2 135 16,1
22 STATE . “ 4 e e 59 542 & 347 5 894 6 062 10.2 1 993 1 863 1 893 3i.2 1 8711 1 789 1 Bo#l 29.8
23| LOCAL, TOTAL. e s 0 31 466 8 209 6 959 7191 | 22.9| 5 %25 | 5 001 | 5 108 | 71.0 472 290 331 4.6
24 AOUNTIES, o o o o o 13 128 3 595 3 153 X 267 24,9 1 632 1 485 1 490 45,6 314 250 271 8,3
25 MUNIC!PALITIES. ‘e 18 338 4 614 3 806 3924 | 21.4| 3893 3546 | 3 618 | 92.2 158 40 60| 1.5
26 ILOUISIANA ¢ & o 4 o & » 120 us2 27 113 18 723 22 890 19.0 1 16 722 9 Ug7 112 917 5644 4 013 2 97| 3 265 14.3
27 STATE s s s 0 s 68 134 10 761 5 609 7 552 1.4 6 290 1 591 3 292 43,6 358 245 265 3.5
28 LOCAL: TOTAL. “ e e 52 348 i7 ol2 13 114 15 338 29.3 | 10 432 7 876 9 625 62.8 3 655| 2 726| 3 000 19.6
29 PARISHES, « s e . 21 963 7 685 5 886 6 368 29.0 3 918 3 204 3 347 52.6 2 326| 1 576| 1 161 27.7
10 MUNICIPALITIES. . s 30 385 9 327 T 228 8 970 29.5 6 514 4 672 6 278 70.0 1 329] 1 150} 1 239 13.8
SLMAINE & 6 ¢ 4 ¢ 4 o 0 & 38 304 4 496 3 613 3 783 9.9 2 842 2 170 2 270 60.0 504 408 438) 11.6
32 STATE + o s s e e 17 070 1 732 1 694 1 706 10.0 540 533 535 1.4 361 341 346 20,3
33 LOCAL, TOTAL. « o » 21 234 2 764 i 919 2 077 | 9.8 | 2 302 1 637 1 735 83.5 143 67 92 4.4
34 COUNTIES, « v & & & 926 860 468 564 60,9 418 201 240 42.6 142 66 91 16.1
35 MUNICIPALITIES. . . 20 308 1 904 1 451 1 513 7.5 1 884 1 436 1 495 98.8 i 1 1 0.1
36 MARYLANDY & ¢ o o » o 220 251 22 696 22 109 22 281 10,1} 12 435 | 12 264 |12 294 55.2 2 345 2 209) 2 250 10.}
37 STATE « » PRI 74 1631 9 896 9 564 9 671 13,0 2 841 2 815 2 819 2941 1 219] 1 136f 1 164] 12.0
38| LOCAL, TOTAL. .« v e 146 090 12 8001 12 545| L2 610 8,61 959 | 9 449 | 9 475 | 75,¢ 1 1261 1 073 1 o6l 8.6
39 COUNTIES, a s o 100 332 6 505 6 372 6 409 G4 4 558 4 524 4 534 T0e7 719 666 579 10.6
40 MUNICIPALITIES. .. 45 758 6 295 6 173 6 201 13.6 5 036 4 925 4 944 9.7 407 407 407 6.6
41 MASSACHUSETTS s e v e s 252 483 31 102 28 369 29 006 11,5 ] 18 762 | 16 622 |17 017 58,7 4 355 4 101 4 197 14.5
42 STATE . o e e .. 72 291 7 566 7 462 7 500 10.4 2 388 2 304 2 339 31.2 780 771 772] 10.3
43 LOCAL, TOTAL» « s s e 180 192 23 536 20 907 21 506 11.9] 16 374 | 14 318 (14 678 68.3 3 575 3 330| 3 425/ 15.9
44 COUNTIES, o & & o 6 792 4 898 4 409 4 602 67.8 57 44 46 1.0 2 406] 2 174) 2 263 49,2
45 MUNICIPALITIES, . . 173 400 18 638 16 498 16 904 9.7 |16 317 | 14 274 |14 632 86.6 1 169 1 156] 1 162 6.9
846 MICHIGAN. ¢ s 0 e s e . 234 036 45 376 41 685 42 952 18,4 | 25 444 |23 655 (23 876 55.6 T 050{ 5 947| 6 771} 15.8
47| STAT « s e e 118 736F 11 434] 10 557| 10 987 9.3 4 210 3909 | 3 934 | 35,8 732 375 732 6.7
48 LOCAL, TOTAL. « o 115 300 33 942 31 128 31 965 27.7 | 2% 234 | 19 746 |19 942 62.4 6 318{ 5 572| 6 039 18,9
49 COUNTIES, ¢ o o o » 46 377 13 998 12 755 13 304 28.7 3 464 3 259 3 308 24.9 4 990f 4 398 4 759 35,8
50 MUNICIPALITIES, . . 68 923 19 944 18 373 18 661 27.1 | 17 770 {16 487 |16 634 89.1 1 328; 1 174| 1 280 6.9
54 MINNESOTA P 111 371 15 666| 13 866| 14 188 [ 1210 | 8 321 | 7 198 | 7 344 | 51,8 | 2 109} 1 934 1 973 13.9
52 STATE PRI 53 351 3 409 3 315 3 331 610 930 878 887 26.6 338 332 3321 10.0
53 LOCAL, TOTAL. « e s » 58 017 12 257 10 551 10 857 18,7 7 391 6 320 6 457 89.5 1 7711 1 602 1 641] 15.1
54 COUNTIES, « . o « & 30 016 6 271 5 659 5 822 19.4 1 747 1 598 1624 27.9 1 7711 1 602] 1 641] 28.2
55 MUNICIPALITIES. . s 28 o001 5 986 4 892 5 035 18,0 5 644 4 724 4 833 96.0 - - - -
56 MISSISSIPPI , o . « o & 72 169 8 481 7 236 T 643 10.6 5 216 4 657 4 808 62.9 1 033 671 80G0[ 10.5
57 STATE . PR 36 676 2 817 -2 727 2 749 7.5 1 216 1 203 1 205 43,8 136 126 127 4,6
58 LOCAL, TOTAL. [P 35 493 5 664 4 509 4 894 13.8 4 000 3 Ush 3 603 7346 897 545 673 13.8
59 COUNTIES, . ., « o+ & 2n 162 2 369 1 688 1 920 9.5 1 040 837 894 46,6 723 448 5351 27.9
60 HUNICIPALITIES. « o] - 15 331 3 295 2 821 2 974 19.4 2 960 2 617 2 709 9141 174 97 138 4,6
61 IMISSOURI, o & ¢ o o o « 120 348 24 496 21 867 22 418 18.6 1 14 535 [ 13 266 [13 482 60,1 3 890 3 192{ 3 352] 15,0
62 STATE o ¢ s v o o o » 63 695 5 436 5 282 5 328 8,4 1 803 1 739 1 749 | 32.8 855 852 8531 16,0
63 LLOCAL, TOTAL, . ¢ « & 56 653 19 060 16 585 17 090 30.2 112 732 | 1L 527 {11 133 | 68,7 3 035] 2 340! 2 499 14,6
64 COUNTIES, & . « & & 19 279 5 952 5 149 5 370 | 27.9] 2 074 | 1 900 | L 933 | 36,0 1 865] 1 603] 1 689 31,5
65 MUNICIPALITIES, , 37 374 13 108 11 436 11 720 31.4 ] 10 658 9 627 9 800 83,6 5 170 137 810 6.9
66 MONTANA & o 4 o o o o » 24 991 4 050 3 375 3 552 4.2 2 000 1 779 1 826 51.4 592 394 4451 12,5
671 STATE o ¢ v 4 o o o & 14 598 1 247 1183 1 206 8,3 335 333 334 1 27.7 68 64 64] 5.3
68 LOCAL, TOTAL, . 4 o 10 393 2 803 2 192 2 346 22.6 1 665 1 446 1 492 63.6 524 330 381] 16.2
69 COUNTIES, o o o o & 5 860 1 724 1 296 1 408 24,0 789 642 672 47.7 416 290 327 23.2
70 MUNICIPALITIES, . . 4 533 1 079 896 938 20.7 876 804 820 87.4 108 40 54 5.8

See footnntes at end of

table.
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equi ¢ " .
quivalent employees by State and type of government, October 1978—Continued
Legal servie d
a. ervites and prosecution Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
Number of L
employees Pe;;ent Number of employees Per;ent Number of employees Percent Number of employeas Percent
. x4
ct:t;l total tZtnl t:ial g
Full- Timl~ - Full- | crimi~ Full- | erimi- - B
Total time tine nal Total i:;; time nal Iy Full- t:me nal Full- ::;i~ °r:fi 5
equiva- | Justice onl equiva-| Justice Total tlme | o uiva-| Justice | Total | time tice |?
lent system y lent system only lent | system only |equiva- iust sl
employ- employ- employ- lent ezslzni
eas ees ees :eny
3071 2 610| 2 773 4,9 798 705 746 "1,3( 10 987| 10 749( 10 825 19.1| 392| 390 301 0,711
810 614 683 5.4 102 98 99 0.8| 6248 6 247| "6 247| H49.6| 285| 285| 288 2.3] 2
2 268| 199 ]| 2 0% 4,7 696 607 647 1.5 4 739] 4 502| 4 578| 10.2| 107! 105| 1g6 0,213
1735| 1635) 1 664 10.5 696 607 647 4,1 4 730 4 493 4 5¢9| 28.9 43 41 42 0,34
526 361 426 1.5 - - - - 9 9 9 () 64 6l 64 0,25
1413 6721 1 19% 6.2 169 86 147 0.81 4 2u8| 4 049 4 132| 21.4| g48| 128 134 0,716
333 243 308 5.8 39 37 38 0.7 2 443| 2 #21| 2 436| 458 56 56 56 1:3 7
1 080 429 889 6.4 130 49 109 0.8 1805 1 628! 1 96| 12.2 92 72 78 0.6 |8
709 334 574 11.2 128 49 108 2,1 1266 1 098] 1 t62| 22.86 29 26 27 0,59
371 95 316 3.6 2 - 1 (2) 539 530 534 6.1 63 46 51 0.6 [10
626 507 557 5.5 56 44 48 0.5| 2587 2 37t| 2 438] 24.2 53 51 51 0.5 |11
141 118 121 3.8 - - - 2| Teoo| 15si| 1572| 4908 19 19 19 0.6 |12
485 389 438 6.3 56 44 46 0.7 987 820 866| 12.5 34 32 32 0.5 |13
401 331 365 10.8 56 4y 46 1o4 952 788 833 2u4.6 3y 32 32 0.9 14
a4 58 7 2.0 - - - - 35 32t 33 0.9 - - - - 15
815 599 671 6.6 22 20 20 0.2 2 462] 2 348! 2 386| 23.6| 11| 103| 105 1,0 116
165 165 165 5.4 17 17 17 0.6 1731 1 730! 1y 730 SB.2 25 25 gs o:g i?
650 434 506 7.2 5 3 3 (2) 731 618 656 9.3 86 78 80 1.1 /18
404 356 399 11,9 2 - - - 681 570 607 18,0 77 71 72 2,1 {19
246 78 107 2.9 3 3 3 0.1 50 48 49 1.3 9 7 8 0,2 [20
676 535 578 [T 76 7 75 0.6 3328 2960 3 121]| 23.8f 15| 341] 343 2.6
264 249 251 4,1 75 73 74 1.2 1948| 1 732| 1850 30.8| 196! 188 130 3.1 gé
412 286 327 4,5 1 1 1 (2)| 1380 { 228| 1271 17.7| &19) 53| 153 2,1 [23
296 228 250 7.7 i 1 1 (z)| 1 215) 1082\ 1 118| 34.2| 137! 137| 137 4.2 24
116 58 77 2,0 - - - - 165 146 153 3.9| 282 16 16 0.4 |25
1 421 8291 1 179 5,2 a4 74 78 0.3{ 5 402! 5 256| 5 321] 23,2 131 126 130 0.6 |26
438 150 350 4.6 8 6 7 0.1] 3 609| 3559 3380 47.4 58 58 58 o:g 37
983 679 829 5.4 76 68 7 0.5 1793 1 697\ 1 741} 1i.4 73 68 72 0.5 |28
539 280 405 6.4 24 20 22 0.3 870 798 825| 13,0 8 8 8 0.1 [29
44g 399 424 4,7 52 u4g 49 0.5 923 899 916| 0.2 65 60 o4 0.7 [30
193 177 184 4,9 - - - - 936 837 a70| 23.0 21 21 21 0.6 31
126 126 126 7.4 - - - - €84 673 678! 39,7 21 21 24 1.2 32
ﬁg 3% ﬁf s.g - - - - 252 164 192 9.2 - - - - |33
. - - - - 252 Lol 92| 34, - - - -
19 14 17 1.1 - - - - - ' *0 - - - - ;g
1 005 947 970 4.4 330 268 283 1,31 6 409| 6 249 6 312 28,3] “172] 72| 172 0,8 {36
155 127 136 1.4 330 268 283 2.9| 5205| 5072| 5123 &3.0| 146! 146| 146 1.5 37
850 820 834 6.6 - - - -| L2084 t177| 1 189 9.4 26 26 26 0.2 38
538 519 524 8.2 - - - - 682 655 667| 10.4 8 8 8 0.1 [39
312 301 310 5.0 - - - - 522 522 522 8,4 18 18 18 0.3 [4o
1137] 1021 1 075 3.7 162 156 158 0.5] 64691 6 2620 & 349] 21,9 217] 2071 210 0
486 480 481 6.4 135 135 135 1.8] 3 688| 3687 3887 49.2 89 85 a6 1 is
651 541 594 2,8 27 21 23 0.4 | 2 781 2575| 2662 12,4 128 122] 128 0.6 (43
215 182 195 4,2 27 24 23 0.5| 2180 t 975| 2 062| 44.8 13 13 13 0.3 (44
436 359 399 2.4 - - - - 601 600 600 3.5 115 109 131 0.7 |45
1964 1843 1 876 4.4 100 92 o4 0.2 10 726| 10 055{ 10 242 23.8 95 93 93 0.2 46
411 378 384 3.5 40 40 40 0.4| 5992| 5806 5 848 53.2 49 49 49 ozﬁ 47
1 550] 1 465 1 492 4,7 60 52 54 0.21 4 734| 4 249| 4 394 13.7 46 44 44 0.1 [48
1 232] 1180 1 194 9.0 59 51 53 o.| 4 218| 3 834| 3957| 29.7 35 33 33 0.2 [49
318 285 298 1.6 1 1 1 (2) 516 415 437 2,3 11 11 11 0.1 [50
1330 1055 1 130 8.0 208 162 186 1.3 3 613 34370 3 474|> 24,5 85 80 81 0.6 [51
216 213 213 6.4 22 23 22 0.7| 1843 1813 1e19| 54l 60 57 58 1.7 52
1114 842 917 8.4 186 140 164 1.5| 1770 1 624| 3 eB5| is.2 25 23 23 0.2 |53
793 693 735 12,6 186 140 164 2,81 1 754| 1 610| 1 e40]| 28.2 20 18 18 0.3 [54
321 149 182 3.6 - - - - 16 14 15 0.3 5 5 5 0.1 |55
334 184 252 3,3 28 12 16 0.2 180 1 652] 1 707| 22.3 60 60 60 0.8 [56
126 104 113 4.3 - - - -| 129%| {252 1 259| 45.8 45 45 45 1.6 57
208 83 139 2.8 28 12 16 0.3 516 400 448 9,2 15 15 15 0.3 |88
137 60 100 5.2 24 11 13 0.7 431| . 318 384  19.0 14 14 14 0.7 59
71 23 39 1.3 it i 3 0.1 85 a2 84 2,8 1 1 1 2y [60
1 239 9721 1 03t 4,6 124 119 119 0.5{ 4 637| 4 244] 4 360 19.4 74 74 74 0,3
134 119 124 2.3 119 119 119 2.2 2501| 2429 2 459| 462 24 24 24 0:3 o3
1105 853 907 5.3 2 - - -1 2136 1815| 1 901) 1.1 50 50 50 0.3 (63
608 562 578 10.8 1 - - -| 1 384| 1 o:u| ¢ 1500 214 20 20 20 0.4 [64
497 291 329 2.8 1 - - - 752 751 751 6.4 30 30 30 0.3 |65
ar2 231 283, 7.9 1 9 10 0.3| 1 o018 913 9391 26,4 57 49 51 1.4 [66
89 39 58 4.8 - - - 2 709 708 709| 58l 46 39 It N
283 192 223 9.5 11 9 10 0.t 309 205 230 9.8 11 10 10 0.4 le8
212 163 182 12,9 11 g 10 0.7 200 187 212 15,1 6 5 5 0.4 l69
71 29 41 4,4 - - - - 19 18 18 1.9 5 5 5 0.5 {70
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT
Table 9. Criminal justice system employment and percent distribution of full-time

Total criminal Justice system Police protection Judicial
" Number of employees Percent Number of employees Parcent Number of employees |Percent]
2 Total of of of
E| State and typf of full-time total total total
g government equivalent _ full- full- full-
2 employees? Full- i:;i time Full-~ i:;:_ time Full- ::Ll— tim:
q Total time equiva- |equiva-]| Total time equiva- | @quiva={ Total time me equiva-
only lent lent only genta lent onty |equdva=1T
lent
employ- employ~ employ-,
ees ees ees
1 INEBRASKA, & « o o s & & 51 485 6 600 5 913 6 066 11.8 3 558 3 194 3 260 53.7 965 890 Q07| 15,0
2 STATE 4 o o o o . 28 116 2 243 2 209 2 219 7.9 665 641 648 2902 484 473 4751 21,4
3 LLOCAL, TOTAL, , . 23 369 4 357 3 704 3 847 16,5 2 893 2 553 2 612 67.9 484 417 4321 11.2
4 COUNTIES, , . . 12 647 1 885 1 529 1 623 12.8 705 820 639 39.4 366, 304 318 19.8
5 MUNICIPALITIES, 10 722 2 472 2 175 2 224 20.7 2 188 1 933 1 973 88,7 118 113 114 5.1
6INEVADA., & o 4 0.y o 4 & 26 189 5 104 4 954 4 993 19.1 2 396 2 345 2 354 47.1 729 669 688| 13,8
7 STATE 4 o o o o« s & 12 119 1 299 1 257 1 269 10,5 315 303 306 2441 83 T2 74 5,8
8 LOCAL, TOTAL., , « & . 14 074 3 805 3 694 3 724 26.5 2 081 2 042 2 048 55.0 646) 597 6147 16,5
9 COUNTIES, , , , .. 9 514 2 732 2 669 2 6871 28.3| 1 296] L 285 1 287 47,9 502 467 478 17.8
1o MUNICIPALITIES. . . 4 559 1073 1 025 1 037 2247 785 757 761 3.4 144 130 136] 13.1
11 INEW HAMPSHIRE , , , ., . 26 989 4 317 3 008 3 25) 12.0 2 975 1 867 2 022 | 62,2 391 283 336 10,3
12 STATE v ¢ o o 0 o o & 12 865 1 153 1 096 1119 8.7 417 404 408 36.5 93 86 89 8.0
13 LOCAL, TOTAL, . « 4 & 14 124 3 164 1 912 2 132 15.1 2 558 1 463 1 614 757 298 197 207 11.6
14 COUNTIES, . . . ., . 2 383 497 408 438 18,4 129 105 109 24,9 151 110 127] 29.0
15 MUNICIPALITIES, ., . 11 794 2 667 1 508 1 694 14,4 2 429 1 358 1 505 88,8 147 87 120 Tl
16 INEW JERSEYe o ¢ o o« & « 241 962 49 464 46 114 46 928 19.4 | 28 215 | 25 963 | 26 299 56,0 6 683 6 109 6 379 13.6
17 STATE & ¢ 4o o o s o « 79 128 10 144 10 005 10 o2% 12.7 3 704 3 567 3 582 35.7 985 985 985 9,8
18 LOCAL, TOTAL, . . . & 162 834 39 317 36 109 36 907 22.7 | 24 511 | 22 396 | 22 717 61.6 5 698 5 1241 5 394) 14,6
19 COUNTIES, , , . , . 60 688 13 993 13 672 13 782 22.7 1 647 1 631 1 639 11.9 3 956/ 3 859 3 883 28,2
20 MUNICIPALITIES. . . 102 146 25 324 22 437 23 125 22,6 | 22 864 | 20 765 |21 o078 91,1 1 742, 1 265] 1 511 6,5
21 INEW MEXICO4 4 o o o & « 41 516 6 347 & 029] 6 114 14,7 3 694 3 489 3 533 57.8 903 842 867 14,2
22 STA o ¢ o e 4 s o » 27 962 2 858 2 814 2 820 10.4 923 882 886 31.4 670 670 670| 23,8
23 LOCAL, TOTAL, , . , . 13 554 3 489 3 215 3 294 24,3 2 11 2 607 2 647 80.4 233 172 197 6,0
24 COUNTIES, , ., o « & 4 132 872 811 827 20.0 605 581 587 71.0 39 36 37 4.5
25 MUNICIPALITIES. , . 9 422 2 617 2 404 2 467 26,2 2 166 2 026 2 060 83.5 194 136 160 6.5
26 INEW YORK, ¢ & & u & o & 665 422 124 917 117 345 119 061 17,9173 133 70 158 | 70 594 59,3 14 654/ 12 162112 724] 10.7
27 STATE & ¢ v 4 o s o » 190 712 35 964 34 714 35 o048 18,4 6 584 6 387 6 817 18,3} 11 080 10 752(10 822 30,9
28 LOCAL, TOTAL, , . . . 474 710) 88 956 82 624 84 013 17.7 1 66 5491 63 774 | 64 177 T6.4 3 574 1 410| § 902 2¢3
29 COUNTIES, . , . ., . 101 240] 19 847 18 339 18 802 18,6 | 10 537 10 113 |10 198 54.2 853 589 660 305
30 MUNICIPALITIES, . . 373 479 69 109 64 295 65 211 17.5 156 012 | 53 658 |53 979 82.8 2 721 821] 1 242 1,9
31 [NORTH CAROLINA, . . , . 265 386 24 505 23 623 23 820 9.0 | 12 249 | 11 585 {11 714 49.2 2 851 2 7967 2 815) 11.8
32 STA ® ¢ ¢ o 4 o s a 83 9¢2 12 754 12 666 12 676 15.1 2 276 2 193 2 201 17.4 2 395 2 390| 2 392| 18.9
33 LOCAL, TOTAL., . . ., . 181 39/ 11 751 10 957 11 144 6,1 9 973 9 392 9 513 85.4 456 406 423 3.8
34 COUNTIES, ., ., . . . 152 202 4 461 4 071 4 170 2.7 2 7 2 581 2 617 62.8! 456 406 423} 10.1
35 MUNICIPALITIES, . . 29 192 7 2%0 6 886 6 974 23.9 7 202 6 811 6 896 98,9 - - - -
36 INORTH DAKOTA, « , . , . 17 707 2 712 1 %46 2 084 11.8 1 395 1 131 1 169 56.1 617 278 338] 16,2
37 STATE & v 4 ¢ o s o. 11 642 656 607, 614 5.3 221 187 192 313 77 75 75 12.2
38 LOCAL, TOTAL, . o« & & 6 065 2 056 1 339 1 470 24.2 1174 944 977 66.5 540 203 2631 17,9
39 COUNTIES, & o o o 3 169, 1 026 627 717 22,6 324 262 270 3747 402! 188 235| 32.8
40 MUNICIPALITIES, . . 2 896 1 030 712 753 26.0 850 682 707 3.9 138 15 28 3.7
ALIOHIO, v 4 o 40 4 o o o & 262 145 49 123 43 348 48 257 18.4 | 24 480 | 21 985 |25 142 5241 8 743 6 926 8 178 16.9
42 STATE & o 2 ¢ o o o & 109 815 10 896 10 452 10 816 9.8 2 716 2 623 2 636 24.4 526 175 526 4,9
43 LOCAL, TOTAL, . . , . 152 330 38 227 32 896 37 441 24,6 1 21 764 | 19 362 |22 506 60,1 8 217 6 751 7 652| 20.4
44 COUNTIES, o v o o+ & 72 220 i5 709 13 554 14 540 2043 496 3 178 248 22.3 5 902 4 920{ 5 553 38,2
45 MUNICIPALITIES. . . 80 110 22 518 19 342 22 9014 28.6 | 18 268 | 16 184 |19 258 84,1 2 315} 1 831) 2 099 9.2
H6 [OKLAHCAA, & 4 o o o & & 88 916 12 311 11 156 1l 515 13,0 6 990 6 48l 6 627 5746 1 7121 1 3181 1 427! 12.4
47 STATE o o c 0 o o o 50 787 4 949 4 719 4 806 9.5 1 745 1 628 1 661 34.6 446 430 431 2.0
4g LOCAL, TOTAL, . . . . 38 129 7 362 6 446 6 709 17.6 5 245 4 853 4 966 T4e0 1 266 888 996{ 14,8
49 COUNTIES, « v o o & 13 488 1 979 1 717 1 812 13.4 602 552 569 3144 820 693 748) 41,3
50 MUNICIPALITIES., ., . 24 64y 5 383 4 729 4 897 19.9 4 643 4 301 4 397 89.8 446 195 248 5.1
SL1I0REGON, o o « o u o & 68 983 12 610 11 589 11 867 17.2 6 157 5 847 5 891 H49.6 1 7921 1 444} 1 856 13,1
52 STATE & o ¢ o o o & 41 750 4 139 3 962 4 016 9.6 1 338 1 292 1 298 32.3 276 232 240 6.0
53 LOCAL, TOTAL, , . . . 27 233 8 471 7 627 7 851 28.8 4 819 4 555 4 593 58.5 1 516f 1 2121 1 316] 16,8
54 COUNTIES, & , o o @ 14 978 4 955 4 486 4 610 30.8 1 679 1 568 1 580 34,3 1.273) { 144} 1 191} 25,8
55 MUNICIPALITIES, . . 12 255 3 516 314 3 281 26,4 3 140 2 987 3 o013 93.0 243 68 125 3.9
56 [PENNSYLVANIA, . ., , . . 256 521, 59 299 49 824 50 736 19,8 | 35 924 | 27 757 |28 207 5546 8 952/ 8 391/ 8 600{ 17.0
57 STATE o o v o o « o 126 917, 12 655 12 433 12 461 9,8 5 762 5 608 5 621 45,1 1 1190 1 119 { 119 9.0
58 LOCAL, TOTAL, . . . . 129 404 6 644 37 391 38 275 29,5 1 30 162 | 22 149 |22 586 59.0 7 8331 7 272| 7 484] 19,5
55 COUNTIES, ¢ o & & 50 046 17 769 11 447 11 911 23.8 6 U463 1 263 1 309 11.0 5 286 4 725! 4 934] 41,4
60 MUNICIPALITIES. . . 79 558 28 875 25 944 26 364 33,1123 699 | 20 886 121 277 80.7 2 547 2 547| 2 547 9.7
61 [RHODE ISLAND, . ., . , . 42 692 4 502 4 280 4 326 10,1 2 750 2 580 2 600 60,1 652 631 638} 14,7
62 STA ¢ 8 e s a4 % s e 18 815 2 ol2 1 997 1 999 10.6 360 346 348 17.4 610 609 609| 30,5
63 LOCAL, TOTAL, « o o 23 877 2 490 2 283 2 327 9.7 2 390 2 234 2 252 96.8 42 22 29 1.2
64 MUNICIPALITIES. , . 23 877 2 490 2 283 2 327 9.7 2 390 2 234 2 252 96.8 42 22 29 1.2
65 |SOUTH CAROLINA, . . . 91 924 13 305 12 172 12 519 13.6 7 232 6 783 6 883 5540 1 776) 1 305) 1 472{ 11,8
66 STATE ¢ v ¢« s o o o & 58 875 5 537 5 377 5 407 9.2 1 950 1 841 1 856 3443 294 287 288 5.3
67 LOCAL, TOTAL., . « o o 33 049 7 768 & 795 7 112 21.5 5 282 4 942 5 027 70.7 1 482 1 018} 1 184 16.6
68 COUNTIES, , ., . . 2% 097 4 150 3 563 3 769 17.9 1 926 1 844 1 865 49.5 1 318 51| L o083| 28,7
69 MUNICIPALITIES, . 11 952 3 sl8 3 232 3 343 28,0 3 356 3 098 3 162 94.6 164 67 101 3.0

See footnotes at end of table.

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 63
equivalent employees by State and type of government, October 1978 —Continued
Legnl services and prosecution Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
Number of employees Parcent Number of employees Percent Number of employees Perceit Number of employees Percent
of of of of E
total total - total total |3
Full~ | crimi- Full- | erimi- _ Full- erimi- _ 1 Fuil- | evimi- |g
Full- t:;; nal Full- time nal Full tgme nal Full time nal 5
Total time equiva-| Justice Total time equiva-] Justice Total time equiva- | Justice Total tiTe equiva-| Justice |S
onty lent | 8ystem onty lent | System omlY | “lent | ystem O"Y | ient | system |7
employ~ employ- employ- employ~
ees ees ees ees
8 6, 6 5% 56 0.9 1 508 1 3e7 403 23,1 28 28 28 0,511
uzg 35% Qég Z.g E ~ - - 1 047 1 015 % 416 45.8 24 24 24 1,112
423 325 356 9.3 62 53 58 1.5 491 252 387 10.1 4 4 4 0.1 i
319 257 280 17.3 62 53 56 3.5 433 295 330 20,3 - - - -
104 68 76 3.4 - - - - 58 57 57 2.6 4 4 4 0.,2]|5
8. 7 m 77 1.5 1 431 1 402 1 412 28.3 4y 41 41 0,8] 6
4;2 Q%Z 4$i 5.2 13 10 10 0.8 802 784 791 62.3 17 17 17 1,31 7
358 346 350 9.4 67 67 67 1.8 629 618 621 16,7 24 24 24 0.,6] 8
279 273 275 10,2 &7 67 67 2,5 564 553 556 20.7 24 24 24 0,919
79 73 75 7.2 - - - - 65 65 65 6.3 - - - - [10
3. - - - - 789 729 752 23,1 39 34 37 le111
lgz gg xgg 5.% - - - - 553 520 534 47.7 34 30 32 2,9 |12
67 39 48 2,3 - - - - 236 209 218 10.2 5 4 5 0,213
25 22 25 5.7 - - - - 192 171 177 40.4 - - - - |14
42 17 23 .4 - - - - 44 38 41 2.4 5 4 5 0.3 )15
93 2 7.1 546 518 526 1.1] 10 296| 10 091} 10 164 21,7 aki 240 240 0.5 116
? ggg ? %08 ? ;Og 7.1 513 513 513 Sal 4 176 4 174 4 175 41,7 5§ 58 58 9.6 {17
2 772 2 485 2 612 Tel 33 5 i3 (Z) 6 120 5 917 5 989 16,2 183 182 182 0,5 (18
2 174 2 160 2 167 15,7 2 2 (4] 6 095 5 904 5 972 43,3 119 119 119 0,919
598 325 445 1.9 31 3 11 (2) 25 16 17 0,1 64 63 63 0,3 [20
-} 8 7.0 77 73 76 1.2 1 150 1135 1 142 18,7 88 64 68 1.1 2t
ggg gg] 323 12.9 72 69 71 2.5 810 810 810 28,7 20 20 20 0,7 |22
72 63 65 2.0 5 4 5 0.2 340 325 332 10,1 68 44 48 1.5 (23
4 4 4 0.5 - - - - 161 151 156 18,9 63 39 43 5,2 124
68 59 61 2.5 ] 4 5 0.2 179 174 176 Tel 5 5 5 0,225
6.6 50 175 216 0s21 27 2771 26 1501 26 512 22.3| 1 1571 1 087| 1 100 0,926
g gg? Z gég Z 3%3 5.6 2 5 ] 5 t2)] 15 406 U4 768| 14 98? 42.8 885 834 841 2.4 (27
6 445 5 648 5 944 7.t 245 170 211 043 11 871/ 31 382| 11 523 13.7 272 253 259 0,3 23
1 925 1 681 1 80t 9.6 245 170 211 1.1 6 117 5 631 5 772 30.7 170 155 160 0,9 |2
4 520 3 967 4 140 6,3 - - - - 5 754 5 75