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TABLE FINDING GUIDE
Subjects by Type of Government and Table Designation

This . guide lists all subjects covered in this report, but does not indicate all
the detail shown in some tables, e.g. percent distributions, capital outlay,
employment by full-time and full-time equivalent, etc. Unless otheriwise
noted, expenditure data are for FY 1975 and empioyment and payroll
data for October 1975. Symbols appear with some table designations to
indicate that only U.S. summary data are shown. A guide to the symbols
appears at the end of the matrix.

Local governments
. Total Federal State
Subject U.s. | govern- govern- Total, 17 334 394
ment ments county, large large large
municipal SMSA’s counties cities
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM
Direct expenditure: FY 71, 72,
’73,74,715 A A A* A*
Total expenditure: direct and inter-
governmental 2 24 2* 6.8 2*.6,8 19,23 14,16
Total expenditure from own sources
(variable pass-through) 1 1
Direct expenditure only C C C*,7 C* M,N¥ N#* 11 20 15
7
Number of employees: FY '71,°72,
'73,°74,%15 B B B* B¥*
Number of employees D3 D,E,3, D,*G*,3*,| D*ItJI, 12 21 17
5 9 3*9
Payroll E3 Ej3,5 G*3%10 | 11J%,3%, 13 22 18
10
POLICE PROTECTION®
Total expenditure: direct and inter-
governmental 2 24 2%.6,24 2%,6,24 19,25 14,26
Direct expenditure only . C C C*7 C*’N,[;N:k N** 11 20 15
Number of employees D3 | DE3, |D*G*3%| D+I{I, 12 21 17
5 9 3*9
Payroll 3 E3.,5 G*3%10 | 11,J%,3%,10 13 22 18
Average monthly salaries F H* Kt,Li
JUDICIAL
Total expenditure: direct and inter-
governmental 2 24 2%6,27 2%6,27 19,29 14,31
Direct expenditure only c c C*7,28 C*,I\g,N?‘ N*%,11 20,30 15
Number of employees D3 D,E.3, D*G*3*% | D*I1,J1, 12 21,33 17
: 5 9,32 3*9
Payroll 3 Ej3,5 G*3%, | IT,JL3% 13 22,33 18
10,32 10
Average monthly salaries g H* KtLi
Direct expenditure, employment
and payroll, by type of court :
and miscellaneous 28,32 30,33




i

e,

Local governments
. Total | Federal State u ,
Subject U.S. . | govern- govern- Total, 17 334 394
ment ments county, large large large
municipal SMSA’s counties cities
LEGAL SERVICES AND
PROSECUTION
Total expenditure: direct and
intergovernmental 2 24 2%6,34 1 2%,6,34 19,35 14,36
Direct expenditure only C C*7 C*’N,I;N;k N#* 11 20 15
Number of employees D3 D,E,3, D*,G*, p* 1131, 12 21 17
5 3*9 3*9
Payroll 3 E3.5 G*, 3%, 10 11,7$,3%,10 13 22 18
Average monthly salaries F T G
PUBLIC DEFENSE .
Total expenditure: direct and inter- : «
governmental 2 24 2%,6,37 2%,6,37 19,38 14,39
Direct expenditure only c C*7 C*,M,;N?‘ N#* 11 20 15
Number of employees D3 D.E3, DRG*, | DXITIT, 12 21 17
5 3*9 3*9
Payroll 3 E3,5 G*, 3% 10)11.14,3%10 13 22 18
Average monthly salaries F H* ktLE
CORRECTIONS
Total expenditure: direct and inter-
governmental 2 24 2%.5,40 2%6,40 19,42 14,44
Direct expenditure only c c C*,1,41 C*J\;:Nf N**,11 2043 | 1545
Number of employees D,3 | D,E;3, D*,G*3*, [ DAIT,IEL, 12 21,47 17,48
5 9,46 3*9
Payroll 3 | B35 G*3%, | THIL, 13 22,47 18,48
10,46 10
Average monthly salaries F H* Kt,LE
Direct expenditure, employment and ‘
payroll for correctional institutions,
by type, and for administration, pro-
bation/parole/pardon, and miscel-
laneous 41,46 4347 45,48
OTHER CR‘lMINAL JUSTICE
Total expenditure: direct and inter-
governmental 2 24 2%,6,49 2%,6,49 19 14
Direct expenditure only c | ¢ ch7 | CRMNE | e 20 15
Number of employees D3 | DES3, p*G*, | DA I, 12 21 17
: 5 3*9 3%9 -
Payroll E3 | E3S |G%3%10 |1TIf3%10| 13 22 18
Average monthly salaries F H* Kt.LE " i /7?
-

1 Exhibit Tables A and Bin Appendix 1 present expenditure and employment data for large (specxal police forces wl'uch axe\part of
independent schnol districts or special districts. These data are not included in other police protection data in this report.
Exhibit Tables C and D in Appendix 1 present expenditure and employment data for speci.alpohce forces which are part of State
and local colleges and universities. These data are inciuded in other police protéction data in this report.

*Table shows total data for combined state or local governments only; it does not: gwe data for individual state or local
governments.

+Tuable shows data for combined county governments only; it does not give data for individual counties.

$ Table shows data for combined municipal governments only; it does not give data for individual municipalities.

xTable shows data for 17 SMSA’s combined; it does not give data for individual SMSA’s.



IMPORTANT

We have provided a User Evaluation Questionnaire at the end of this
publication. It will assist us in improving future reports if you will complete
and return it at your earliest convenience. The questionnaire is a self-mailing
form and requires rio postage.




INTRODUCTION

This publication is thz ninth in a series of annual reports that
present public expenditure and employment data on criminal
justice activities in the United States. In this report, expenditure
data cover the fiscal year (FY) 1975, ans smployment data are
for the month of October 1975. Refer .0 the Survey Method-
ology section of the text for a discussion of the varation 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 aggre-
gate local level of government within each State. Survey ccverage
was designed to produce reliable estimates for each State of the
percent of total State and local law enforcement expenditure
funded and expended by units of general local government.
These estimates, shown in table 1, are necessary for compliance
with the provisions of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe
Streets Act of 1968, as amended. Data are published separately
for the aggregate county governments and the aggregate muni-
cipal governments (cities, towns, and townships) within each
State, for each of the 334 counties with a 1973 population of
100,800 or more, for the 394 cities with a 1973 population of
50,000 or more, and for the 17 largest standard metropolitan
statistical areas (SMSA’s).

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. Beginning
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 criminal

justice systems of the various States and of the individual units
within the States. Data from the FY 1971 through FY 1975
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 criminal
justice activities at all levels of government over the 5 years.
The number of full-time equivalent criminal justice employees
also increased at all levels of government but at a much slower
rate than expenditure (see table B). A report entitled Trends in
Expenditure and Employment Data for the Criminal Justice
Swstem, 1971-1974, which summarizes data from the annual
publications, is available. The next trends report, covering fiscal
years 1971 through 1975, is being prepared for release in the
spring of 1977.

Obtaining copies of reports

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,
Law Enforcement Assistance Administration, Washington, D.C.
20531.

Organization of this report

In this introductory text, Federal, State, and local government
criminal justice expenditure and employment data are discussed
and compared with 1974 data. Accompanying tables and charts
are followed by a description of survey methodology, data
sources, and limitations.

Table A. Total criminal justice direct expenditure and percent change by level of government, fiscal years
1971, 1972, 1973, 1974, and 1975 |

Amount (millions of dollars) Percent increase or decrease (~)
Level of govermment 1971 to | 1972 to | 1973 to | 1974 to | 1971 to
1971 ) 1972 | 1973 | 1974 | 1975 | ygn 1973 1974 | 1975 1975
Total'........ | 10,517 11,732 | 13,007 | 14,851 | 17,249 11.6 10.9 14.2 16.1 64.0
Federal®........,... | %1,215| 1,502 1,651| 1,859} 2,188 223.6 9.9 12.6 7.7 280 .1
StAte.vsuussenceness | 2,681) 2,048 3,304| 3,900 | 4,612 10.0 12.1 18.0 18.3 72.0
IOCAL. cuevneeenssnes | 6,621) 7,281) 8,052 | 9,092 | 10,449 10.0 10.6 12.9 14.9 57.8

Note:

Because of rounding, detail does not add to total.

1Federal Government data for fiscal years 1971, 1972, 1973, and 1974 have been vevised, with resulting

revisions made to total.

29he Federal expenditure amount shown for 1971 does not include data for the Of:ﬁice of Building Secu-
rity Services of the Federal Reserve System; the Judicial, Prevention and Enforcement Services Division of
the Bureau of Indian Affairs; or the Center for Studies of Crime and Delinquency at the National Institute’
of Mental Health, as these agencies were not included in the 1871 survey.
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Table B. Total fuli-time equivalent criminal justice employees and percent change, by level of government,
October 1971, 1972, 1973, 1974, and 1975

Number of employees Percent increase or decrease (—)

Le;el of October | October | October | October | October
government |October | OQctober | Octoher | October October | 1971 to | 1972 to | 1973 to | 1974 to | 1971 to
: 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 October | October | October | October | Octoberx

1972 1973 1974 1975 1975
Total | 861,776 |898,305 {945,309 |1,011,205 | 1,050,503 4.2 5.2 7.0 3.9 21.9
Federal.... | 77,523 | 85,222 | 87,139 93,755 96,136 9.9 2.2 7.6 2.5 124.0
State...... |205,859 [ 216,603 | 232,299 252,588 263,208 5.2 7.2 8.7 4.2 27.9
Iocal...... 1578,394 | 596,480 | 625,871 664,862 691,159 3.1 4.9 6.2 4.0 19.5

ithe Federal employment figure shown for October 1871 does not include employees at the Office of
Building Security Services of the Federal Reserve System; the Judicial, Prevention and Enforcement Serv-
ices Division of the Bureau of Indian Affairs; or the Center for Studies of Crime and Delinquency at the
Ndational Institute of Mental Health, as these agencies were not canvassed in the 1971 survey.

Following the introductory text are the main tables, which
are organized into three major parts. Section I presents ‘““variible
pass-through” data (table 1), with an accompanying explanation
of this unique concept. Section II presents summary data for
the criminal justice system at the Federal, State, and local
government levels and for selected SMS8A’s and individual goviérn-
ments, showing the interrelationship of the various sector§ of
the system (tables 2-23). Sections III-VIII cover each of the
six “sectors” of the criminal justice system individually, pro-
viding where possible a further breakdown of data on particular
criminal justice activities (tables 24-49).

In addition, appendix 1 includes two tables that show ex-
penditure and employment data for special police force activities
in selected school districts and special districts not iacluded in
the summary totals for general local governments. For the first
time, appendix 1 includes two tables that show expenditure and
employment data for campus police forces of State and local
governments—data which are included in the summary tables.
Refer to the Survey Methodology section of the text for a dis-
cussion of the differences in general local governments and
independent school districts and special districts in the pre-
sentation 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 perfaining to criminal justice activities by all govern-
ments combined and each level of government—Federal, 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 2. 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 criminal justice activities.
In most expenditure tables, certain totals must be adjusted to
exclude duplicative intergovernmental expenditure amounts.
For example, money paid by a State government to a county
government within that State is reported by the State govern-
ment as an intergovernmental expenditure and by the county
government as a direct expenditure when the money is spent,
Therefore, in order to arrive at a combined State-local govern-
ment total that does not duplicate these amounts, intergovern-

mental expenditure amounts are deducted from the Statelocal
total, since those amounts are also reflected in the direct ex-
penditures of the recipient governments. The same is true of
intergovernmental payments befween counties and munici-
palities within the samp State. Full-time equivalent employment
is a statistical measure that represents the total number of em-
ployees (full and part-time), discounted by applying average
full-time earning® rates, It is calculated by dividing the total
payroll (full-time plus part-time) by the full-time payroll and
multiplying the resultant quotient by the number of full-time
employees.

It is also important to note that in this report the judicial,
legal services and prosecution, and. public defense categories
include expenditure and employment data for both criminal and
civil justice activitics 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
government officials who provide the survey data able to make
this break reliably and consistently. Therefore, in the absence
of a consistent and reliable basis for proration, and to preserve
uniformity in the collection and presentation of data, both
criminal and civil activities are included for these categories.

Appendix 3 exhibits the mail questionnaires used in the 1975
survey, followed by a user evaluation questionnpire soliciting
comments from readers. ‘

General, fiscal year 1975

Local governments continued to spend more than the Federal
and State governments combined for all criminal justice activi-
ties. Figure 1 shows that local governments accounted for 61
percent of all direct criminal justice expenditure; State govern-
ments contributed 26 percent and the Federal government 13 .
percent. However, when each activity is examined separately, the
proportion accounted for by the different levels of government
varied throughout the criminal justice system.

As seen in table C, four of the activities—police protection,
judicial, legal services and prosecution, and public defense, were
supported mainly by local governments. For the first time in
1975, local governments also expended the largest amount for
activities included under “other criminal justice.”” State govern-
ments contributed the largest amounts for corrections.
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Table C. Percent distribution of total direct expenditure for the criminal justice system by activity and

level of government, fiscal year 1975
s . Other
Level of government Total PO]'IC? Judicial Legial Public Corrections | criminal
protection services | defense
justice

TOLALsesrssrnnesnacesncnaes| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0] 100.0 100.0 100.0
Federall. e eeinoerovesnnasansne 12.7 14.9 8.0 19.0 31.0 5.8 23.9
SEALE . cxunnnanrrsrnecnanstannnnie 26.7 15.5 24,1 23.1 23.4 57.1 37.9
LOCRL s e st anencncenannnnesonnoenes 60.6 69.6 67.9 57.9 45.6 37.3 38.2

'Federal Govermment data for fiscal years 1971, 1972, 1973, and 1974 have heen revised. See text

table A.

Relationships similar to those found for expenditure among
the various levels of government also apply to employment.
Figure 2 shows that almost two-thirds of the total full-time
equivalent criminal justice employees of all governments were
employed by local governments. As seen in table D, the propor-
tion of people employed by the three levels of government in
each sector generally approximated the proportion of expendi-
tures made in the scctor. An exception to this pattern is seen in
the public defense sector, where the Federal government ac-
counted for 31 percent of the total expenditure, but only 3 per-
cent of the employees. This is because the Federal government
makes more extensive use of court-appointed counsel systems,
whereby fees are paid to private counsel to defend indigent
clients accused of crimes, than do. State and local governments
which more frequently hire employees directly to provide public
defense services. It should also be noted that 82 percent,of
Federal public defense expenditure was accounted for by the
Community Services Administration’s legal services program
(formerly a part of QEQO) for counseling indigent persons in
purely civil matters. Other Federal public defense programs
service clients involved in criminal matters or mixed criminal
and civil matters.

Federal Government (tables 4 and 5)

General expenditure by the Federal government totaled
$252,707 million in fiscal year 1975, Of this amount, $3,019
milliont, or 1 percent, was expernded on criminal justice activities.
The $3,019 million represents an increase of $417 million, or
16 percent over the $2,602 million expended in FY 1974.

The police protection sector accounted for the largest portion
of the overall dollar increase; $240 million. However, the legal
services and prosecution sector accounted for the largest per-
centage increase, 51 percent or $59.5 million, reflecting large
increases within the Department of Justice for the Executive

Office of U.S. Attomneys, up $28.8 million, and the Office of
Management and Finance, up $14.7 million.

Increases also occurred in the judicial sector, up 21 percent;in
“other criminal justice,” up 11 percent; and in corrections, up 2
percent. The public defense sector showed a slight decrease of
$4.6 million or 5 percent.

Figure 3 shows that as in previous years, the largest share of
Federal criminal justice money was expended for police protec-
tion activities, including those agencies that enforce Federal law.
and those that provide security and police services to Federal
property and buildings. Of the $3,019 million in total Federal
criminal justice expenditure, nearly half (or $1,464 million) was
for agencies in the police protection sector, including the Federal
Bureau of Investigation ($417 million), the Bureau of Customs
($288 million), the Drug Enforcement Adminisiration ($126
million), and the Postal Inspection Service ($105 million). The
second largest block of Federal criminal justice -expenditure
(3882 million or 29 percent) was reported by agencies in the
“other criminal justice” sector, primarily by LEAA with FY
1975 expenditure of $852 million. The other four sectors ac-

counted for 22 percent of Federal ctiminal justice expenditure,

" If Federal grants to State and local governments are not in-
cluded, the increase over 1974 in Federal criminal justice direct
expenditure (cutrent operating expenses and capital outldy) was
18 percent. -

The number of full-time equivalent Federal employees in
criminal jusiice activities increased 3 percent from October
1974 to October 1975. There were 96,136 full-time equivalent
employees in October 1975, including 69,196 (72 percent) in

the police protection sector; 10,707 (11 percent) in the cor-~’

rections sector; 7,099 (7 percent) in the legal services and
prosecution sector; and 7,278 (8 percent) in the judicial sector

Table D. Percent distribution of fuli-time equivalent employment in the criminal justice system by activiiy
' and level of government, Qctober 1975

: . . Other
Level of government Total . POllc? Judiwial Legal  Puklic Corrections | criminal
: protection services | defense N

: Justiqe
TOEAL.vsprossrsnsassessssns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
FOAETAL s e nennsreracaonsreacancnns 7.1 11,1 5.5 . 12.8 2.9 4.8 23.1
SEALE  svansasrasssranssbisscnnves 25,1 14.8 19.4 22,31 40.1 56.5 46.6
10CAL s ersvssrssrnassrsserscanven 65 .8 74,1 75.1 64.9 57.0 38.7 30.3
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~ FIGURE 1. Percentdistribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure
by level of government, fiscal year 1975

$17,249 million

Federal®
< $2,188 million
(12.7%!}
Local
$10,449 million
(60.6%j State
$4,612 millicn
126.7%)

! Federal government data for fiscal years 1371, 1972, 1973, and 1974 have been revised. See text table A.
For each level o7 government, -this graph dpicts direct expenditure only and excludes intergovernmental
expenditure to aveid duplication, since payn\ents from one level of government to another are reflected in
the. direct expenditures of the recipient level of government. On the ather hand, figures 3, 5, 7, 9, and 11
- A depict total expenditure, including both direv, and intergovernmentul expenditure, of individual levels and
' types of governments. See text and Appendix 2: Definitions of terms. -

FIGURE 2, Percent distribution of ciiminal justice svstem full-time
equivalent employment by level of government, October 1975

1,060,503

Federal employees
96,136
{9.1%)

Loca) employees

691,159

(65.8%) .State employees
263,208
(25.1%)

U.S, Department of Commerce BUREAU OF THE CENSUs
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FIGURE 3. Federal government criminal justice system total expenditure,
fiscal year 1975

$3,019 million'

Other criminal justice
$882 million

\

(29.2%)
Corrections
$243 million
{8.0%) Police protection
$1,464 million
Public defense {48.5%}
$87 million
{2.9%)
"Legal services
$177 million
(5.9%) \ Judicial
$165 million
(5.5%)

! Federal government data for fiscal years 1971, 1972, 1973, and 1974 have been revised. See text tabje A,

FIGURE 4. Federal Government criminal justice system full-time equivalent
employment, October 1975

96,136
Corrections i Other criminal justice

10,707 \ / 1,671

{11.1%) {1,7%)

Public devense
185
10.2%)

Legal services /—— =

7,089

0,
(7.4%) Police protection

69,196
(72.0%)

——————————,

Judicial
7,278
(7.6%)




6 INTRODUCTION

Table E. Percent distribution of Federal criminal justice full-time equivalent empleyment and payroll,
by activity, October 1975

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Perce nt distribution
Full-time October -
Activity equivalent 1975 Fuli~time October
employees payroll equivalent 1975
employment payroll
TOtBLeeearcnsonssosrssasncsnsnnsnineesassensasns 96,136 $145,110 100.0 100.0
Police protection.vsvvevecnncnsenans et reeseeunannrnn 69,196 102,289 72 .0 70.5
JUAICialesvassevesssnsassvscnncosons Cetesenessaerssse 7,278 13,118 7.6 9.0
Leg‘alServices-....‘...‘.............‘............... 7)099 11’270 7.4 7.8
Public defense..eecisntnieericssoesonsoassnsonsnnanes 185 315 0.1 0.2
COrTEChIONS s srencieriersvessagesersrosasnsssoncsncnnes 10,707 15,693 11.1 10.8
Other criminal JuStiCE.svseeeeoscvervracssarassrrannne 1,671 2,425 1.8 1.7

(see Saure 4), Public defense and “other criminal justice” to-

gether accounted for only 1,856 full-time equivalent employees
(2 percent) although these two sectors accounted for more than
32 percent of the total Federal criminal justice expenditure. As
previously mentioned, the greatest portion of public defense
expenditure was for court-appointed counsel, who are not con-
sidered regular public employees, and the greatest portion of
the “other criminal justice” expenditure was in the form of
intergovernmental grants.

The 96,136 Federal employees drew an October 1975 payroll
of $145.1 million; each sector’s percentage of the total payroll
was generally proportionate to its percentage of total employees
(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
percent of the payroll. Average monthly salaries by sector are
shown in table F.

Table F. Average monthly salaries for Federal
full-time equivalent employees in the
criminal justice system, by activity,
October 1975

Activity

October 1975

Police protection...vessssesssosss $1,478
JUALiCiBLeeoraevonsenaesnnnsonassno 1,802

Logal SerVICESiiasscevecscnsacasnn 1,587
Public defense..siascvessnoncarssss 1,703
CorrectionsS.seeecscecassrnsasossoss 1,466
Other criminal justice.....eose000]. 1,451

As in past years, the corrections sector accounted for the
largest portion of State criminal justice expenditure ($2,292
million,or 43 percent); these expenditures includec! the operation
of State prison systems and, in many States, the operation of the
probation and parole systems as well. The balance of State
criminal justice expenditure was distributed as follows: Police
protection; $1,578 million, or 30 percent;judicial, $561 million,
or 11 percent; legal services and prosecution, $219 million, or
4 percent; public defense, $73 million, or 1 percent; and “other

- criminal justice,” $598 million, or 11 percent (see figure 5).

Increases in expenditure were accompanied by increases in
criminal justice employment and payroll in all sectors. The

rumber of fulltime equivalent employees in State criminal
justice agencies increased 4 percent and payroll increased 11
percent between October 1974 and October 1975. The 263,208
employees (10 percent of the total 2,727,462 full-time equivalent
employees on State payrolls) received $281 million in salaries,
wages, fees, and commissions in the month of October 1975.
The percentage of total employees in each sector was generally
proportionate to the percenfage of total expendiiure in each
sector with the exception of “other criminal justice’ (see figures
5 and 6).

State governments (tables 6-10)

The total general expenditure of State governments in FY
1975 was $138.3 billion, of which $5.3 billion or 4 percent was
expended -on criminal justice activities, about the same pro-
portion as in past years. This represents an increase of $775
million or 17 percent in criminal justice expenditure from the
previous fiscal year, slightly less than the 18 percent increase
from 1973 to 1974.

The increase in expenditure by State governments was re-
flected in ali criminal justice sectors. The public defense sector
at the State level showed the largest percentage increase, up 26
percent; but this increase was considerably less than the 39
percent incréase in FY 1974 and the 64 percent increase in
FY 1973.

As with public defense, the “other criminal justice” sector
continued to expand but at a miuch slower rate—8 percent in
FY 1975 compared to a 23 percent increase in FY 1974 and a
49 percent increase in FY 1973. The rate of expansion over 5
years, in this sector more than any other, reflects the growth
pattern of the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration;
several years of rapid growth were followed by a gradual leveling

-off as the program matured. Intergovernmental grants to local

governments continued to increase but at a lower rate—$62.6
million more in FY 1975 than in FY 1974 for all criminal
justice activities.

The remaining 4 sectors showed rates of increase similar to
those of previous yeays: Corrections increased by 21 percent
(compared to an {8 percent increase in FY 1974); legal services
by 21 percent (compared to a 25 percent increase in FY 1974);
judicial by 18 percent (compared to 14 percent); and police
protection by 14 percent (compared to 17 percent).
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FIGUREB. State government criminal justice system total expendituke,‘
fiscal year 1975 .

$5,321 million

Other criminal justice
$598 miilion
{11.2%)

Police protection
$1,578 million
{29.7%)

Corrections

$2,292 miltion
{43.1%)
’ [ Judicial
$561 million
(10.5%)
Public defense \ , )
$73 million - _ Legal services
(1.4%) $219 mitlion
(4.1%)

FIGURE 6. State government criminal justice system full-time equivalent employment,
October 1975

263,208
Other criminal justice
3,371 N\
(1.3%) o
Police protection
92,445
(35.1%)
Corrections
126,933
{48.2%)
Judicial
25,578
(9.7%)

Public defense Legal services
2,547 ' 12,334
{1.0%) (4.7%)
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; Table G. Percent distribution of State criminal justice full-time equivalent employment and payroli,
K by activity, October 1975

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Activity

$

TOtal, s evrsarsintosvasssssnssnessssssssnnssssh

Police protection. . ieeiaccssnestasnscansssninasasnns
JUAICLAN et aeesscracronvsnosssssctesssasesatasasssarns
I1egal SEXVICEB esrsstssrearonsosassnscresnernatsacssns
Public defenS@ecseocsvesvonsscassssssossassnsnnssocvos
COrreCtionNS cev e vvssvioriressnaosorcssssancssossennsons
Other crim:Lpal JUSEiCEr st nvesisstcansanarisnsrasnan

,Aﬂ
!
{

Percent distribution
Full-time October
equivalent 1975 Full-time October
enployees payroll equivalent 1975
employment payroll
263,208 1280,593 100.0 100.0
92,445 97,737 35.1 34.8
25,578 37,372 9.7 13.3
12,334 15,615 4.7 5.6
2,547 3,057 1.0 1.1
126,933 123,252 48 .2 43.9
3,371 3,561 1.3 1.3

*Because Of rounding, detail does not add to total.

Public defense, which showed the greatest increase in expendi-
ture, actually experienced a slight decrease (3 percent) in full-
time equivalent employees, from 2,625 employees in October
1974 to 2,547’empioyees in QOctober 1975. The increase in ex-
penditure in this sector reflects a growing use of court-appointed
counsel systems. The uther sectors experienced modest increases
in employment, ranging from a 3 percent increase in police
protection employees to a 7 percent increase in judicial
emplovees.

The U stober 1975 payroll of $281 million was divided among
the six criminal justice sectors roughly in proportion to the
number of employees in the sector (see table G). For those
sectors characterized by higher-paid employees, namely judicial,
legal services, and public defense (see table H), the sector’s share
of payroll of course exceeded the sector’s share of employees.

Table H. Average monthly salaries for State fuli-time
equivalent employees in the criminal
justice system, by activity, October 1975

Activity October 1975

Police protection..vscveievescenas $1,057
JUdicialeessercvonsescarsovsovevue 1,461
Jegal ServViCeSsasessssarsstosasssa 1,266
Public defensecciieiscsrrerervanss 1,200

CorrectionS.eevevecssciisnvnnvisos 271
Other criminal Justic@.svevecsrsss 1,056

Local govémments: Counties and municipalities
{tables 6-10 and 14-23)

Total expenditure for criminal justice by local governments
in fiscal year 1975 was $10,502 million, a $1,372 million or
15 percent increase from FY 1974, slightly higher than the 13
percent increase from 1973 te 1974, As in past years, close to
twao-thirds of this expenditure occurred in the police protection
sector (86,817 million or 65 percent). The judicial sector and the
corrections sector each accounted for 14 percent of expenditure,
while the other three sectors accounted for relatively smaller
percents (see figure 7)., Direct criminal justice expenditure by

local governments (i.e., all expenditure except intergovernmental
payments) amounted to $10,449 million in fiscal year 1975, a
15 percent increase from FY 1974,

Total local full-time equivalent employment was also dis-
tributed among the six sectors roughly in the same proportions
as total expenditures (see figures 7 and 8). Two slight exceptions
to this generalization are the public defense sector, where pay-
ments 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 used to assist with operations of private agencies associated
with criminal justice activities or used for construction of
criminal justice facilities. In both instances, large expenditures
may be made without the governments involved directly em-
ploying the workers.

Analyzing local criminal justice expenditure in total, however,
tends to obscure important differences between the county
level of government and the municipal level. Municipal govern-
ments (cities, towns, and townships) outspent county govern-
ments on criminal justice by almost 2 to 1 overall {$6,697
million to $3,896 million), but the difference can be attributed
almost exclusively to the police sector, where the municipal
governments outspent the county govermnments by better than
a 4 to 1 margin, Municipal governments spent $5,574 million
(or 83 percent of all their criminal justice expenditure) on
police protection, more than county governments spent on all
six sectors altogether. On 3 sector-by-sector basis, however,
county governments spent substantially more than municipal
governments for judicial activities, public defense, and correc-
tions. No one sector dominates county criminal justice expendi-
ture as police protection does municipal expenditure (see figures
9and 11).

County criminal justice expenditure increased for all activities
over FY 1974 by 19 percent. Proportionately the greatest in-
crease occurred in the “other criminal justice” sector, $20.8
million or 47 percent. As in previous years, counties received
and expended increasing amounts of grant funds. Additionally,
for the past several years, expenditure in the “other criminal
justice” sector has reflected significant capital outlay for the
construction of multifunctional criminal justice buildings, e.g.,
a police-jail facility or a police-court facility, Expenditure in-
creases in the other five sectors ranged from 18 percent in the
legal services sector to 29 percent in the public defense sector.




INTRODUCTION

FIGURE 7. Local government criminal justice system total expenditure,

Coarrections
$1,471 million
{14.0%)

Public defense
$128 million
(1.2%)

Legal services
$542 million
{5.2%)

Judicial
$1,413 million
{13.5%)

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

fiscal year 1975
$10,502 milliont

—

Other criminal justice
$130 million
{1.2%)

Po‘lice- protection
$6,817 million
{64.9%)

FIGURE 8. Local government criminal justice system full-time equivalent

Corrections
86,880
(12.6%)

Public defense
3,625
{0.5%)

Legal services
35,931
{5.2%)

Judicial
89,132
(14.,3%)

—

employment, October 1975

691,159

/

Other criminal justice
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Police brotection
463,404
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FIGUREQ, County government criminal justice system total expenditure,
fiscal year 1975 ‘

$3,896 million!

Other criminal justice
i $65 million
- (1.7%)

Corrections
$1,092 million

{28.0%) Police protection
$1,304 million
Public defense ; (33.5%)
$102 million <
(2.6%)
Legal services Judicial
$320 mxlhgn Ly " $1,014 million
(8.2%) ) (26.0%)

! Because of rounding,etail does not add to total,

FIGURE 10. County government criminal justice system full-time equivalent
, emplioyment, October 1975

257,592
Corrections Other criminal justice
67,942 932
{26.4%) {0.4%)

Police protection

Public defense 89,273
3,423 (34.7%)
(1.3%)
Legal services »
23,261 Judicial .
{9.0%) 72,761
128,2%)
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FIGURE 11. Municipal government criminal justice system total expenditure,

fiscal year 1975
$6,627 million!
Public defense Corrections
$26 million / $400 million

{0.4%) {6.0%) ;
Legal services ' Other criminal justice
$223 million { $65 million

(3.3%) (1.0%)

Judicial

$408 million

{6.1%)

Police protection
$5,574 million
(83.2%)

——————

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

FIGURE 12. Municipal government criminal justice system full-time equivalent
employment, October 1975

433,567
) Corrections
Public defense / 18,938
5 (4.4%)

Other criminal justice

202 N\
{0.04%)

Legal services ~

12,670 1,255
{2.9%) (0.3%)
Judicial ;
26,371 Police protection
(6.1%) 374,131
(86.3%)
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Table |. Percent distribution of county criminal justice full-time equivalent er

by activity, October 1975

{Dollar amounts in thousands)

(ment and payroll,

Percent distribution
Full-time October
Activity equivalent 1975 Full-time October
employees payroll equivalent 1975
employment payroll
TOta Lt ae et venrestnvennnsnecnsoroecaarvsananes 257,592 1$251,535 100.0 1100.0
Police Protectlion. ivsecvecvrrsrtacaressaserssornsanense 89,273 90,874 31.7 36.1
BT B - B e 72,761 64,488 28.2 25.6
1BEaYl SEIrVICES suusressteasnsornsaansasssrtosssansnesnsss 23,261 26,172 9.0 10.4
Public defenSeu e iivrsvsesvosassnsesocsneransocessne 3,423 4,629 1.3 1.8
COTTeC L ONS s et s v vuerntonnanareasssivasnsnosasnsassnses 67,942 64,478 26.4 25.6
Other criminal Justice...v.iieerenssrssesscoasvssocsonnes 932 893 0.4 0.4

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

At the municipal level, also, the largest proportionate in-
crease year-to-year was in the “other criminal justice” sector,
17 percent; but this increase was considerably less than the 55
percent increase between FY 1973 and FY 1974, Munigipal
expenditure for the other sectors ranged from a 9 percent in-
crease in legal services to a 17 percent increase in the corrections
sector. :

At both the county and municipal levels, employment and
payrolls were distributed throughout the varous sectors in
negrly the same percentages as expenditure (see tables I and T).
There were 257,592 full-time equivalent county criminal justice
employees in October 1975 drawing a monthly payroll of $252
million. As at the State level, in those sectors with a concentra-
tion of higher-paid employees, such as legal services and public
defense (see table K), the percentage of total payroll exceeded
the percentage of total employees. There were 433,567 full-time
equivalent municipal criminal justice employees in October 1975
with a monthly payroll of $482 million. Among the sectors
with a significant number of employees, the legal services and
corrections sectors paid the highest average salaries (see table L).

Overall, the number of county full-time equivalent employees
in QOctober 1975 increased by 18,421 or 8 percent over October

1974. The police protection sector showed the greatest increase
in the number of full-time equivalent employees, 6,205 (8 per-
cent), and the “other criminal justice” sector showed the
greatest proportionate increase, 50 percent (311 employees).
The number of municipal full-time equivalent employees in-
creased by 2 percent compared with October 1974. The police
sector had the greatest increase in the number of fulltime
equivalent employees, 7,612 (2 percent); and the public defense
sector showed the greatest proportionate increase, 13 percent,
but the numbers were very small—179 employees in October
1974 and 202 employees in October 1975.

Separate data are presented in tables 19-23 for the 334 county
governments with a 1974 population of 100,000 or more. Over
one-half (54 percent) of the total 1974 United States population
lives in the 334 largest counties,and these counties accounted
for more than threz-fourths ($3,033 million) of the total ex-
penditure - for criminal justice activities at the county level.
These same counties employed 73 percent of all county-level
full-time equivalent criminal justice employees (186,958) and
paid them 80 percent of the total county criminal justice payroll
for October 1975. These figures, of course, reflect the greater
need for criminal justice services and the larger salaries in densely
populated areas.

Table J. Percent distribution of municipal sriminal justice full-time equivalent employment and payroll,
by activity, October 1975

(Dollar amounts

in thousands)

Percent distribution
Fuli-time October
Activity equivalent 1975 Full-time October
employees payroll equivalent 1975
employment payroll
TOEAL s ssersnasinrsssnssasssssssanensprarsnens 433,567 $481,634 100.0 100.0
Police Protection.iciiscsstanrecassnssnncvesasanssnnns 874,131 417,988 86.3 86.8
JUALCIAL s ¢ s s e aveneseannsnsnednsenatorssossnsnnsnsns 26,371 26,144 6.1 5.4
legal SeIrVICES  cviiiiniavisensersvsttniavesnrasnssans 12,670 14,638 2.9 3,0
T PUDLIC defENSE ittt aetie it r it 202 212 0.1 (z)
COPLECHIONS s us i vesensovnenessnsocrassssananssnsensas 18,938 21,213 4.4 4.4
Other criminal JUSTICE®. v cisivertesiivotasnssnsnasssns 1,255 1,439 0.3 0.3

PR

7% Less than hal,fl' the unit of measurement shown.

V
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Table K. Average monthly salaries for county
full-time equivalent employees in the
criminal justice system, by activity,
October 1975

Activity October 1975
Police Protection...eeveereevooens $1,018
Judicialessivecvonassoennssssasoss ) 886
Legal S5erviceS.vecosscercsccrsanss 1,125
Public defens€.viseescoccosncsasses 1,352
CorrectionS.vssvevecsceceosnnsveons 949
Other criminal justice....cvovaee. 958

- Separate data are presented in tables 14-18 for the 394 city
governments with a 1973 population of 50,000 or more. Total
criminal justice expenditure by the 394 large city governments
amounted to $4,576 million, and full-time equivalent criminal
justice employees numbered 275,991, These 394 cities have
slightly more than one-half (53 percent) of the municipal popu-
lation and - accounted for more than two-thirds of the
municipal criminal justice expenditure, 68 percent. These same
394 cities employed 64 percent of all municipal full-time
equivalent employees working in the criminal justice system and
paid them 69 percent of the total municipal criminal justice
payroll. Again, as with the large counties, the proportion of
payroll exceeded the proportion of employees, reflecting the
generally larger salaries in the large metropolitan areas.

Table L. Average monthiy salaries for municipal
full-time equivalent employees in the
criminal justice system, by activity,
October 1975

Activity October 1975
Police Protection.esssesensss e $1,117
Judicial. v ernsnsscssassanannana T 991
legal ServiceS..sevevssscsnersnose . 1,156
Public defense@...seeiceciosascerss 1,049
COrrectionS.ccecsecescosssronnasss 1,120
Other criminal justice..cssenceren ’ 1,147

The distribution of expenditure and employment throughout
the various criminal justice sectors in the 334 counties and the
394 cities reflects the distribution for counties and cities
generally.

It should be noted that in the individual city tables, certain
cities displayed are either independent, veing wholly oufside
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 criminal
justice responsibilities; that is, in addition to police protection,
which is the primary criminal justice function in most cities,
these cities also operate extensive judicial and corrections
systems and may haye significant public defense expenditures.
The independent cities are: Washington, D.C.; Baliimore, Md.;
St. Louis, Mo.; and the following cities in Virginia; Alexandria,
Chesapeake, Hampton, Lynchburg, Newport News, Norfolk,
‘Portsmouth,- Richmond, Roanoke, Virginia Beach, and 31
others, 23 of which are included in the survey sample and are

shown in table M below. Data are not available for the eight
cities not included in the survey sample. The congolidated
city-county governments are: San Francisce, Calif.; Denver,
Colo,; Jacksonville, Fla.; Columbus, Ga.; 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 four othem that are not
displayed in the individual city tables because they had popula-
tions of less than 50,000 in 1973. They are: Juneau, Alaska;
Sitka, Alaska; Nantucket, Mass.; and Carson City, Nev. All 17,
however, ate displayed in table M below to show their effect
on total municipal direct expenditfure and employment for all
crimeinal justics functions.

Because New York City’s criminal justice expenditure ac-
counted for 50 percent of the combined total of independent

cities and consolidated city-counties, the-cffsct of these units

on -total . municipal expenditure is less dramafic when New
York ity is removed, dropping from 26 percep’ to 17 percent.
Similz Iy, New York City accounts fol 45 perbent of total crim-
inal justice employmeént for this group, and when it is removed,
the impact on total municipal employment is reduced from 2
percent to 14 percent. :

Local governments in the 17 largest SMSA’s (tables 11, 12, and
(tables 11, 12, and 13) ;

Data are presented on c¢riminal justice expenditure, employ-
ment, and payroll of all governments in the 17 largest standard
metropolitan statistical areas (SMSA’s) and within the individual
SMSA for each of its compoient county areas. The county area
data include aggregate figures for the county government and for
all municipalities within that ¢ounty. In a few instancsidata for
individual cities are listed separately in the SMSA tablesibecause
the city is either the only government within a county area, e.g.,
consolidated city-county governments such as Philadelphia or

New York City, or the city is organizaticnally independent and

within no recognized county boundary, 2.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 made up of the towns rather than the counties, a deviation
from the general SMSA concept, The SEA, on the otherhand, is
made up of counties.

Asseen in table 11, the 17 largest SMSA’s expended $4,987
million for criminal justice activities in FY 1975. Almost half
(48 percent) of the Nation’s total local criminal justice direct
expenditure was made by governments in these areas,where 30
percent of the 1970 United States population resides. On a
sector-by-sector basis; governments in these SMSA’s accounted
for 48 percent. of all local government direct expendituge for
police protection; 47 percent of local expenditure for juulcial
activities; 44 percent of local expenditure for legal services and
prosecuticn activities; 50 percent of local expenditure for public
defense activities; 49 percent of all local expenditure for cor-
rections activities; and 41 percent of local expenditure for
“other criminal justice” activities (see table N).

The local governments in the 17 largest” SMSA’s employed

288,520 full-time equivalent personnel in criminal justice, or ‘

42 percent of the total number of local governiment full-time
equivalent employees working in criminal justice. The percentage
of all local government employees working in each - criminal
justice sector in these SMSA’s was police protection, 42 per-
cent; judicial, 40 percent; legal services and prosecution, 39
percent; public  defense, 46 percent; corrections, 44 percent;
and “other criminal justice,” 51 percent.
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Table M. Criminal justice system direct expengiture and employment of independent cities and

consolidated city-county governments, fiscal year 1975

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total criminal justice Total criminal justice
State and type of system State and type of system
gqvermment Direct Total government Direct Total
: expznditure | employees expenditure | employees
United States: Kentucky :
Local governments, totall. 10,448,613 756,627 Iexington-Fayette..coeese 9,329 683
Counties, total......s.. 4,040,844 306,080 Louisiana:
3t . g :
Municipalities, total”.. 7,155,858 509,765 Baton Rouge-East Baton
. ROUGE+treecarrsacssacanns 15,368 1,4G6
Independent cities and . _ ’ ?
consolidated city- New Orleans-OrleanS.sses. 40,261 3,178
county governments..... 2,108,770 120,098 | Maryland:
Baltimore..veeeesocensnsse 81,621 5,616
Al;iﬁ:;u 894 35 Massachusetts:
Sitka Treteeseenrrrreeeees 261 20 Boston-Suffolk..ie..veenas 89,799 4,485
rerrreterarireenacer Nantucketseoeoosesesseese 468 51
California: Missouri:
. R Ly *
San Francisco...eeeveceses 75,518 R 57,383 3,978
Colorado: Nevada:
Denver.ssesesssescesssnsnss 40,924 2,368 Carson City..eeeeeeesoans 916 69
District of Columbig....saas 200,378 9,525 | New York:
" - 3 2
Jacksonville-DUval.... ... 26,566 1807 RiCHMONA.eeereserevesses| 1,054,895 54,454
Georgia: Pennsylvania:
Columbus-Musgogee......... 6,881 604 Philadelphif.evseeanvnsas 232,500 14,974
Hawaii: Tennessee:
Honolult.e oo nnnnessionssoe 29,397 1,981 Nashville~Davidson.....e«. 22,491 1,755
Indiana: Virginia:
Indianapolis~Marion....... 30,379 2,746 Independent cities (33)2%. 87,546 6,361

1Expenditure and employment data for independent cities and consolidated city-county governments are

included.

2There dre 41 independent cities in Virginia; however, 8 of these cities are not included in the sur-

vey sample

‘Table N. Total crlmlnal justice direct expenditure of all local governments and local governments in the 17
largest SMSA's, fiscal year 1975

(Millions of dollars)

o Other
Local government Total ollc? Judicial Leggl Public Corrections | criminal
j protection services | defense : .
justice
All local governments......{$10,449 $6,813 $1,405 $540 $128 $1,434 $129
local governments in 17 largest .
COBMBA'S. st iiis it ressiinesenean | 4,987 3,266 663 237 64 705 53
Percent of all local governments®| 47.7 47.9 47.2 43.9 50.0 49.2 41.1

“percentages based on unrounded figures shown in tables 7 and 11.
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SURVEY METHODOLOGY—SOURCES AND LIMITATIONS
OF THE DATA

General

Survey coverage and collection methods are described in
detail later in the text, and the definitions applied in the col-
lection of data are presented in appendix 2.

As in the previous editions of this annual seties, several tables
show comparisons of criminal justice expenditure and full-time
equivalent employment with the total general expenditure and
full-time. equivalent employment for all functions of the par-
ticular government or level of government. Prior to the FY 1971
report, local government total expenditure and full-time equiva-
lent employment included data for independent school districts
and special districts as well as for general local governments,
i.e., counties, municipalities; and townships.

The “variable pass-through” provisions of the Omnibus Crime
Control Act of 1970, however, required that ‘the concept of
“local” government be confired to units of general local govern-~
ment only in determining the ratio of State-todocal government
criminal justice expenditure. Beginning with the FY 1971 report,
therefore, the same concept was applied consistently throughout
the publication to reflect the intent of the law, and the total
general expenditure and total full-time equivalent employment
figures shown for the “local” level of government in these com-
Darisons include data for units of general local government only
dnd do not include data for independent school districts or
special districts. This change may result in significant differences
from the percentages shown in years prior t6 FY 1971 in those
States where education is largely the responsibility of inde-
pendent school districts, or where there are large special districts.
Criminal justice expenditure and employment data in this series,
however, have always been for units of general local government
only; i.e., no data on the criminal justice activities ofindependent
school districts or special districts have ever been included. As in
previous reports, however, appendix 1 presents separate data for
those independent school districts and special districts having
significant special police expenditure and employment. In ad-
dition, appendix 1 includes separate data for campus police of
colleges and -universities that are dependent agencies of State
and local general governments—data that are also included in the
summary figures for State and local governments. ‘

Survey coverage

The survey through which basic figures for this report were
collected covered the Federal government, all State governments,
and a representative sample of local governments within each
State. Data were collected for all county governments (regardless
of size), for all municipalities (and townships in the New England
and Middle Atlantic States) having a 1970 population of 10,000
or more, and for a sample of the remaining municipalities and
townships with less than 10,000 population, selected according
to the relative size of their annual expenditures as reported in
the 1967 Census of Governments. The survey panel therefore
included the Federal government, the 50 State governments,
and 9,045 local governments (the 3,043 county ‘governments,
4,305 municipalities, and 1,697 townships).

The survey period

Federal Government data are shown for FY 1975, which
ended June 30, 1975.

The State expenditure data presented in this report cover the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1975, for all States except three

whose fiscal years ended as follows: New York, March 31, 1975;
Texas, August 31, 1975; and Alabama, September 30, 1975.
However, there are some State agencies that operate on a dif-
ferent fiscal year basis from the rest of the State government.
In such instances, figures shown are for the agency’s fiscal vear
that ended within the State’s regular fiscal year.

For local governments, the 1975 fiscal years reported are
those that closed between July 1, 1974, and June 30, 1975
Most municipalities and counties ended their fiscal years on
December 31, 1974, or June 30, 1975,

Employment data shown for Federal, State, and local govern-
ments are for October 1975,

Data collection i

The survey was accomplished using twa mé:tl;bds of data

collection: Field compilation and mail canvass.; Trained field
representatives compiled ‘expenditure and employment data
from the governments’ own records for the 50 States, the 334
largest counties, the 394 largest cities, and selected ‘smaller
units. The compilation work was done between July 1975 and
June 1976 in accordance with the definitions ‘presented in
appendix 2. All other unifs in the sample were canvassed by
mail for expenditure and eémployment data, over a S-month
period beginning in January 1976 and ending in May 1976.
Response for field-compiled units was 100 percent. The response
from mail canvass units was 95 percent. The mail canvass ques-
tionnaires are exhibited in appendix 3.

The field survey efforfs 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 mto\h

more detailed employment and ex; .penditure figures.

The expenditure and employment data for the Federal |

Government were collected through a special mail survey, with
telephone followup, of Federal criminal justice agencies, in ac-
cordance with definitions used for State and local governments
{(see appendix 2). For reports prior to 1971, expenditure data
were derived from the Budget of the Unifeq States Government,
and employment figures were obtained from the U.S. Civil
Service Commission.

Data limitations

The sample selected to develop local government figures is
one of all possible samples of the same size that could have been
chosen using the same sampling design. Estimates derived from
these different samples would differ from each other and also
from a complete census using the same data collection 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
samplmg e1Tor. ”

The local government sample was designed to produce an
estimate for each State of the portion of total criminal justice
expenditures made by local governments with a relative sampling
error of less than one-half of | percent. For the fiscal year
1975 data, the errors were less than one-half of 1 percént in all
but.11 States; however, in-all States, the errors were less than
three-quarters of 1 percent, at the 95 percent confidence lcvel

The relative samplmg error of the State-by-State estimates of
local government ¢triminal justice expenditure has been calculated
at the two-thirds confidence level and found to be within 3

Q
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percent of the estimated totals for all but 2 States and less than
2 percent for 37 States. The results of the computations of
standard errors for local government totals on a relative standard
error basis are summarized in table O below.

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

W v

The data are also subject to the inaccuracies in classification,
response, and processing that would occur if a complete census
had been conducted under the same conditions as the sample
survey. Every effort was made to keep such errors to a minimum

. through care in examining, editing, and tabulating the data

submitted by governmient officials. Followup procedures were
used extunsively to clarify inadequate and inconsistent survey
returns.

" Readers should be generally cautious in comparing govern-

‘ments, because other differences in functional responsibilities

from  State to State and povernment 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 governments,
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-
\lowns. 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 specizl in-houst study in which police protection, judicial,
and corrections data were extracted for selected large govern-

~ments from data cotnpiled in the Bureau’s regular annual finance

and employment sataple 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 carvass questionnaire designed specifically to elici
orirginal justice data was used for all but the largest govemments
which were canvassed by field agents. These changes must bs
taken into account in making vear-to-year comparisons fron
FY 1967 through FY 1970.

In the FY 1970 report, individual unit data were publishec
for 128 large counties (s compared with 55 counties in earlie
reports) and for 158 large cities (compared with 48 cities it
eatlier reports). The Fedeial expenditure data presented in a
reports through FY 1970 were extracted from the Budget o
the United States Government, and the employment data w2
provided by the U.8. Civil Service Commission. Since FY 1971
Federal data have been collected by a special mail canvas:

For the FY 1971 survey, a new and enlarged panel of loc:
governments was drawn specifically for the criminal justic
expenditure and employment survey, including all count
governments. and a larger sample of municipalities and towr
ships, to produce more reliable estimates for use by LEAA i
the allocation of block grant funds between State and loc:
governments. The data presented in repurts since FY 1971 a1
therefore essentially comparable, because they are derived fro
the same sample using the same methods of data collection an
processing. The only significant variations occurred in classific
tion of certain expenditure items discussed in detail in i
following section.

Changes in classification

In the FY 1971 report, police protection expenditure include
amounts expended for traffic safety and related traffic enginee
ing. Beginning with the FY 1977 report, these expenditur
were excluded from the police protection figures. ‘Also, data f
special police forces administered by general-purpose gover
ments (such as airport police, park police, housing police, etc
were included in the police protection figures if the force et
ployed 10 or more full-time sworn officers with general arre
powers. Beginning with the FY 1972 report, data for these forc
were inciuded regardless of size. ‘

In the FY 1971 report, corrections expenditure figur
covered a number of drug and alcohol abuse facilities and pr
grams administered by assorted agencies, departments, a

‘private organizations receiving public funding, Beginning with t

FY 1572 report, these institutions and programs were includ:
only if administered by a corrections agency of the crimir
justice system.

Table 0. Relative standard errors of Iocal'government totals of criminal justice expenditure

0.5 or less 0.5-1.0 1.0-2.0 2.,0-3.0 3.0~4,0
Alagka Arizorna Colorado New Jersey Alabama South Carolina .
California Connecticut Delaware New Mexico Arkansas Wyoming
Hawadii Indiana Florida North Carolina | Idaho
Nevada Maryland Georgia Ohio Minnesota
New York Massachusetts Illinois Oklahoma Missouri
Rhode Island ‘ iai;':;chigan Towa Oregon Nebraska

Taxas Kansas - Pennsylvania New Hampshire
Kentucky South Dakota North. Dakota
Louisiana Tennessee Utah
Maine Vermont West Virginia
Mississippi Virginia Wisconsin
Montana Washington
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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 nof uniformly successful. There-
fore, beginning with the FY 1972 report, judges actually re-
ceiving a check from both the State and lccal governments
were counted as part-time employees at both levels.

AVAILABILITY OF DATA

In addition to this publication, data are also available on
magnetic tape ard computer printout. For details, contact the

Statistics Division, National Criminal Justice Information and
Statistics Service, Law Enforcement Assistance Administration,
Washington, D.C. 20531. :
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Section I. VARIABLE PASS-THROUGH DATA

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

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

“Specifically for local government, any expenditure from revenve 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 frem the Federal Government must be excluded.

The following items were deducted from fotal criminal justice expenditure of local governments to arrive at local government expend-
iture from own revenue sources: Revenue received directly from the Federal Government for criminal justice purposes, State payments
to local governments for cirminal justice purposes, and payments from local government(s) to other local government(s) for criminal
justice purposes. The same procedure was followed to arrive at State government expenditure from own revenue sources. Criminal
justice revenue received directly from the Federal Government and local criminal justice payments to the State goverment were
deducted from the total State expenditure for criminal justice. This procedure assumes that all intergovernmental payments received by
a gevernment will be expended during the same fiscal year they were received. While this may not be the case in a particular year, any
discrepancy. will cancel out over time.
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Table 1. Percent distribution of tota’ criminal justice expenditure from owri-sources of
State and local governments, by State, fiscal year 1975
(Amounts in thousands of dollars)

Item

Expenditures from own sources

Percent distribution

Total
State-locall State Local’ State Local

UNITED STATESy TOTAL . . . 13 599 116 4 385 122 |° 9 213 994 32,2 67.8
ALABAMAG ¢ ¢ 4 ¢ ¢ s o o o o v o 119 531 44 650 74 881 37.4 62.6
ALASKA ¢ « o 4 o ¢ o o s s o .0 » 64 741 53 660 i1 o081 82.9 17.1
ARIZONA. o o o o o o 6 o o o o o 177 083 55 018 122 065 31.1 68.9
ARKANSAS - o v ¢ o o s o s o o o 58 813 26 763 32 050 45,5 54.5
CALIFORNIM o o o 4 o o ¢ o o o 2 094 267 565 172 1 529 095 27.0 73,0
COLORADD 4 ¢ ¢ o o o o o s o o o 162 679 65 430 97 189 40,3 59,7
CONNECTICUT: s o o o« o ¢ o o o o 187 934 100 786 87 148 53.6 46.4
DELAWARE ¢« o o o ¢ o o « o o » @ 38 181 29 143 9 038 76.3 23.7
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA + o o o & 183 176 - 193 176 - 100,0
FLORIDA: o o s ¢ 2 4« « « 2 s o = 557 781 207 249 350 532 37.2 62.8
GEORGIA: & ¢ o o o ¢ o o s o o » 239 117 84 066 155 051 35,2 64.8
HAWAIT & ¢ o o o o o ¢ o o ¢ o 55 101 17 547 37 554 31.8 68,2
IDAHO. & o o o o o ¢ o s s o « o 34 761 14 051 20 710 40.4 59:6
TLLINOIS v o o o 5 & 5 o s s = » 698 387 i84 713 513 674 26.4 73.6
INDIANAG o e ¢ o o 6 o o s o o » 201 958 72 538 129 420 35.9 64,1
IOWA o o o ¢ « o o o o 2 o s ¢ & 110 075 41 350 68 725 37.6 62.4
KANSAS © o o o o o ¢ o 0 o s & & 110 617 50 478 60 139 45,6 54,4
KENTUCKY & o ¢ v ¢ & o o o o o » 126 357 56 319 70 038 uu.6 55.4
LOUISIANA: ¢ o « 6 o ~ s o o o 191 240 67 U469 123 771 35.3 64,7
MAINE: o o o o o o o s 0 5 o o 39 658 21 150 18 508 53,3 46.7
MARYLAND o o ¢ ¢ o 4 o o ¢ o o 311 420 167 035 144 385 53.6 6.4
MASSACHUSETTS: o ¢ o o 2 ¢« o o o 412 339 121 460 290 879 29.8 7Q.5
MICHIGAN o+ ¢ ¢ o o ¢ o o « o & & 610 330 160 740 449 590 26.3 T3.7
MINNESOTA. & ¢ o o o o 2 o s o« o 181 762 47 006 134 756 25.9 T4.1
MISSISSIPPIs o o ¢ o & 2 o 4 ¢ « 77 836 36 230 ui 606 46,5 53,5
MISSOURT 4 o o 5 o o & o o ¢ o o 237 770 60 441 177 329 25.4 4.6
MONTANA: ¢ o o o« o » o ¢ 5 ¢ o ¢ 32 749 12 486 20 263 38.1 61.9
NEBRASKA « ¢ ¢ 2 o o 2 ¢ ¢ ¢ o o 69 170 26 383 42 787 38.1 61,9
NEVADA o« & o o o o 2o + o o .8 « 70 156 20 346 49 810 29,0 71,0
NEW HAMPSHIRE. s o o o o o ¢ o 33 109 12 353 20 756- 37.3 62,7
NEW JERSEY &« & 4 o 4 s ¢ ¢ « o & 589 283 157 747 431 336 26.8 73.2
NEW MEXICO » o » » 2 s » s 5 s o 54 551 26 723 27 828 49,0 51,0
NEW YORK « ¢ s 2 o 4 ¢ o ¢ v o « 1 979 499 466 727 1 512 772 23.6 76.4
NORTH CAROLINA » ¢ 4 o ¢ o o o = 261 940 148 933 113 Ob7 56,9 43,1
NORTH DAKOTA ¢ » ¢ 4 o « o s » 20 125 6 617 13 508 32,9 67.1%
OHIO o o o 5 o 2 o & o ¢ 5 o« s » 520 997 173 409 347 588 33.3 6647
OKLAHOMA o 5 o o ¢ 4 v ¢ o » o & a8 142 38 162 59 980 38.9 6141
OREGOMN o s » ¢ ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢ » o o o 145 186 51 808 93 378 35,7 64,3
PENNSYLVANIA o ¢ o 4 & ¢ o s o 657 809 210 120 q47 689 31,9 68,1
RHODE ISLAND & ¢ o v ¢ o s o o & 48 712 26 551 22 161 54,5 45,5
SOUTH CAROLINA + o ¢ o ¢ o o ¢ o 124 445 61 219 63 226 4o,2 50,8
SOUTH DAKOTA ©+» ¢ o ¢ o« « o s & @ 25 397 10 968 14 429 43,2 56,8
TENNESSEE: ¢+ ¢ # o ¢ o o o o o o 190 956 65 343 125 613 34,2 65.8
TEXAS, 2 o # o ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o a o o 530 134 151 791 378 343 28.6 71.4
UTAH o o e v o ¢ o ¢ o o ¢ o o 3 48 668 22 806 25 862 06,9 53,1
VERMONT, o+ v+ o ¢ o o o 2 o o o » 25 237 18 740 6 497 78:3 2:11:'7
VIRGINIA &+ ¢ s ¢ o o ¢ o o o o « 273 807 138 423 135 384 50,6 4g, 4
WASHINGTON & o o o s ¢ o o o+ o & 210 132 79 712 130 420 37.9 62,1
WEST VIRGINIA., o « & o« o o o » @ 54 338 24 630 29 708 45,3 54,7
WISCONSING ¢« o o o o o o o ¢ o &« 224 591 75 013 149 578 3%.4 66,6
WYOMING: 2. ¢ o o « o ¢ o o o + o 17 069 7 588 9481 44,5 55,5

- Represents zero or rounds to zero.

171ocal governments data are estimates subject to sampling variation; see text for data limitations,
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Table 2. Percent distribution of expenditure for the criminal justice system,
by level of government, fiscal year 1975
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Amount Porcout distribution
. :
Activity ALl Federal State Iocal Fedoral State Local

governments® | Government? | governments? | gov ts? | Gov t2 g tu? i povernments?

TOTAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM®s « o ¢ v o o & 17 248 860 3 013 566 5 321 378{ 10 501 604 (x) (x) (x)
DIRECT EXPENDITUREs « o o o o » o o o &« » o« | 17 248 870) 2 187 875 | & 612 373 10 448 612 12,7 26,7 6046
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE o o o o o o o (3) &30 691 709 005 144 501 {x) %) (x)
POLICE PROTECTION®s 4 « v o o v o s o s o o o 9 786 162 1 ded 244 | 1 577 B89 | 6 817 005 (x) (x) {x)
DIRECT EXPENDITURE: '« o o %« % o« o o o « s o 9 786 162 1 460 625| 1 512 130{ 6 B13 407 14,9 1565 6946
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE « o o & o« o o (*) 3 619 65 759 &4 620 (x) (x) {x)
JUDICIAL® & 6 o o « o o o 2 o a6 6 ¢ s s o o 2 067 664 165 332 561 291 1 412 783 (x) (x) (®)
DIRECT EXPENDITUREs + o » e 0 s e e e 2 067 664 165 332 497 6601 1 404 &72 8.0 24.1 67.9
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE o » v v + o o (*) - 63 631 17 226 (x}) {x) (%)
LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION® o & o« 4 4 o @ 933 126 177 275 219 247 542. 450 (x) (x) )
DIRECT EXPENDITURE: o o 4 “ s e e e s 933 126 177 275 215 997 839 854 23, 87,9
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE + + + + o o o ) - 3 250 2 967 (x) (x) (%)
PUBLIC DEFENSE® o 4 ¢ o o o o o o o 5 » 4.5 o 280 270 87 017 73 127 127 938 (x) {x) {x)
DIRECT EXPENDITURE. & o 5 a o o o s « o s o 280 270] 87 0i7 6% 481 127 772 31,0 23,4 45,6
INT ERGOVERNMENT AL EXPENDITURE e e s s e s s (*) - 7 446 545 (x) (%) {x)
CCRRECTIONSI, o+ o & s e s e e e e e 3.843 313 245 113§ 2 291 249} 1 471 470 (x) (%) {r)
DIRECT CXPENDITURE. » » 4 s e e s s 3 843 313 216:778 |' 2 193 000 | .1 433 535 57,1 3743
INTERGOVERNMENT AL EXPENDXTURE e e s v e v (* 26 339 98 749 58 170 (x) (x) )
OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE® o+ o o o o o o & o o » 338 325 881 585 598 075 129 988 (x) (x) {x).
DIRECT EXPENCITURE. « o o e 4 e s e e 338 325 80 8us 128 105 129 372 23.9 37.9 3842
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE o o + o o » (3) 800 737 469 970 1 007 (x) (x) (&3]

Note: Data in "Local governments" column are estimates subject to sampling variation; see text for data limltations.
~ Represents zerp or rounds to zero.

X Not applicable.

liocal governments datn are estimates subject to sampling variation; see text for data 1imitotions.

2pats and percent distributions for total criminal justice system and other criminsl justice for fiscal years 1971, 1972, 1973 and 1974 are rovised. See
text.

3The total line for each sector, and for the total criminal justive system, excludes duplicative intergovernmental ospenditure amounts. This wag dong to
avoid the artificial inflation which wotild redult if an intergovernmental expenditure amount for one govevnment 1 tabnlnted and then counted again when the
recipient government(s) ultimately expend(s)} that nmount. The intergovérmmental expendifure lines are not totaled for tite sSame reason.

Table 3. Percent distribution of employment and payrolls for the criminal jUStICe
system, by level of government, October 1975
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Porcent distribution
Activity AlL . Federal State Local
governments Guvernment | governments governmenta® Federdl Stato Iocal
Government | governments [jgavernments
TOTAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM:
TOTAL EMPLOYEES « o o o o o o 2 o » o o o & 1 123 569 97 623 274 319 756 627 8,7 24,3 6740
FULL=TIMNE FMPLOYEES o ¢ '« o ¢ & o o o o ¢ o 1G24 508 95 465 257 633 671 un7 9,3 29,32 6505
FULL-T IMt cQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES: o o o o o @ 1 050 503 96 136 2R3 203 691 159 . 2.1 35.1 65,8
OCTOBER PAYROLL o ¢ o o o ¢ o 3 5 o ¢ o o 1 158 872 145 ti0 230 593 733 169 12.% 24.2 6343
POLICE PROTECTION: .
TOTAL EMPLOYEES o a'e ¢ ¢ ¢« « o o 0 ¢ o o o 669 51& 70 087 100 272 499 159 10:3 15.0 7445
FULL~TIME EMPLOYEES « « « P 612 321 68 924 89 428 453 969 11,3 6] - 4.1
FULL~TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES. « e s e 8 625 04 69 196 92 445 463 Ho4 11,1 15,8 KLTYS
OCTOBER PAYROLL « .4 o o o o o ¢ 0 ¢ ¢ o & o 708 888 102 289 97 737 508 862 4.4 13.8 71.8
JUDICTALE )
TOTAL EMPLOYEES « o « ¢ ¢« o » ¢ & & o o o « 151 534 7 351 26 402 117 781 4,9 17.4 7.7
FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES ¢ s« o o 2 ¢ o o » + o & 127 940 7 238 24 183 96 519 507 18.9 5.4
FULL=TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEESe « o o o & o 131 988 T ar8 25 578 99 132 Se5 19.4 751
OCTOBER PAYROLL ¢ o « « o « o 4.0 35 o v o o 141 122 13 118 37 372 90 632 9.5 26,5 84,2
LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION‘
TOTAL EMPLOYEES ¢ o« ¢ o s o o o o o ¢ & » o 61 403 7 323 13 122 4g 959 i1.2 24,4 : 6h,F
FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES o ¢ o o o P 50 323 6 992 11 950 31 381 139}, 2%.7 A2, U
FULL-T IME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES. v e s oe v 55 364 7 099 12 334 35 931 . 12,4 a2.31 N 64,49
OCTOBER PAYROLL o » o o o ¢ » 5 & » o s o » 67 695 11 270 15 613 40 810 . 1646 231 60.3
PUBLIC DEFENSE: :
TOTAL EMPLOYEES « o ¢ ¢ & 5 ¢ a s & o a s 6 647 ias 2 602 5860 g.e 39.1 58.1
FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES o o+ o « & BRI 6 02t 185 2 518| . %.318 el 4l.8 95.1
FULL-TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES- P T 6 357 185 2 547 3 625 249 4041 57.0
OCTOBER PAYROLL s o« o 5. 6 ¢ o o 5 o » o o @ 8 213 315 3 057 4 841 3.8 372 5Ba9
CORRECT IONS: . i
OI'I{‘OTiz EMPLOYEES o o o # 4 o % o o % s 5 ¢ @ 232 009 10 894 128 %23 92 592 4,7 Ho.4 39,9,
FULL=T IME EMPLOYEES o « « s e 4 s 6% 220 952 10 647 126 196 84 109 4.8 a7, 1 3Bl
FULL~T IME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES. PRI ST ST 224 520 10 707 126 933 26 /30 4.8 ?6-5 28+7
OCTOBER PAYROLL « o » & ¢ o s & a o.5 o ¢ o 224 635 15 693 123 252 85 690 7.0 S, 9 38.1
L ICES
OTﬁginiRén;EéYE‘égst SE. e v s s b e b ve s a 7 458 1 783 3 398 2 277 23:9 4546 30,5
FULL-TIME EMPLOYEES o o » . P 6 248 1479 5 358 2 111 21.3 38.3 30.4
FULL=T IME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES- « e s w0 7 229 =1l 671 3 374 2 187 2341 42-6 gg.,’g
OCTOBER PAYROLL s o o « o o o o- 6 o o o s o a8 319 2 #4325 3 561 2 333 2?.2 «8 .

11pcal governments data are estimates subject to sampling variation; see fext for data Limitationd.



22

CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT

Table 4. Criminal justice system expenditure of the Federal Government,
by character and object, fiscal year 1975

(Thousands of dollars)

Bee footnotes at end of table.

) Direct expenditure Intergovernmer.tal expenditure
Ivam® Total
Direct Capital T¢ State To local
Totad current outlay Total gevernments | governments
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT GENERAL ) !
EXPENDITURE, ALL FUNCTIONS . « . » | 252 707 000} 203 079 000| 181 281 DOC| 21 798 DOOQ| 49 628 000| 35 451 000| 1y 177 000
TOTAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM , « . & 3 018 566 2 187 875 2 101 546 B6 329 830 691 735 586 95 145
POLICE PROTECTION; TOTAL., o « o » & o o & o 1 464 244 1 ue8 625 1 307 702 52 923 3 618 - 3 619
THE CONGRESSS
U.5. CAPITOL POLICE . . . e 16 258 14 497 14 498 449 1 311 - 1 311
L.IBRARY OF CONGRESS POLICE FORCE. . . . 1 204 1 204 1 204 - - - -
FEDERAL JUDICIARY®
SUPREME COLRT OF THE UNITED STATES
POLICE FORCE & & 4 v o o o o' o o » o 775 775 730 us - - -
DEPARTMENT OF AGRTCULTURE .
U.S. FOREST SERVICE?
COOPERATIVE LAW ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM . 3 359 1 051 992 5% 2 308 - 2 308
DEPARTMENT OF TRE INTERIOR:
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE! .
U5, PARK POLICE. o 5 5 s o o s « = 11 499 11 899 11 228 671 - - -
UyS, PARK RANGERS®. & 4 o v o 4 o 4 » 14 162 14 162 14 052 110 - - -
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE?
DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION . + . . 125 820 125 820 122 150 3 670 - - -
FEDERAL BUREA OF INVESTIGATION . + . . 516 THO 416 74O 327 748 18 992 - -
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICES
U.5. BORDER PATROLs « o s o o o o o o 51 147 51 147 46 215 4 932 - - -
INVESTIGATION DIVISION. % o v o o & R7 137 27 137 27 073 64 - - -
U.Ss MARSHALS SERVICE®. o v o 4 o & 4 & 12 425 12 425 12 245 180 - -
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION:
FEDERAL AVIATION ANMINISTRATION:
ALRPORT POLICE: 4 « s » « s + » « « & 3 056 3 056 2 989 67 - - -
U.S. COAST GUARD® 4y 4 4 o o o o v 49 » 23 901 23 90t 23 759 142 - - -
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY:
BUREAU OF ALCOHOL ¢ TOBACCOy AND .
FIREARMS . . , . R3 08% 83 085 77 396 5 689 - - -
CONSULIDATED FEDERAL LAW ENFORCEMENT
TRAINING CENTER: s « + « 5 o 5 + s v = 2 974 2974 ? 681 293 - - -
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE
INTELLIGENGE DIVISION « &+ &+ » & » o & 93 934 93 934 89 025 4 909 - - =
INTERNAL SECURITY DIVISION, » « . . . 10 772 10 772 10 715 57 - - -
QFFICE OF LAW ENFORCEMENT + ¢ o o « 4 o y24 424 yau - - - -
UsSs CUSTOMS SERVICE. « ¢ 4 » 4 ¢ 4 & o 287 614 287 614 285 743 1 871 - - -
U,Se SEGRET SERVICE o « 4 4 o 4 « o ¥ » 78 492 78 492 75 248 3 204 - - -
GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION:
OFFICE OF FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE
MANAGEMENT v o v o v o o 4 & 4 o » 4 o 75 985 75 985 71 385 4 600 - - -
SMITHSONTIAN INSTITUTION:
NATIONAL ZOOLOGICAL PARK POLICE ., , . . 469 469 469 - - - -
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION POLICE FORCE. « 243 243 240 3 - - -
UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE?
POSTAL INSPECTION s:avuce el e e s 105 033 105 033 102 9V} 2 132 - - -
VETERANS ADMINIGTRATION®
SECURITY DI/ISION 17 336 17 336 16 592 T8 - - -
JUDICIALY TOTAL 4 o .0 « » o o o o o o o o & 165 332 165 332 156 919 8 413 - - -
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE! g
Us8y MARSHALS SERVICE®. & 4 v 4 o & o« « 17 394 17 394 17 143 251 - -l -
FERERAL JURTCIARY!
ADMINISTRATIVE orrxca oF THE u.s.
COURTS ¢ o o B s e w e e e 4 78l 4 784 § 717 67 - - -
FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER T ‘s 1 844 1 suy 1 708 136 - - -
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED sTATEs. .. 5 653 % 683 4 982 6714 - - -
Uy S, COURT OF CLAIMS. o+ 4 & ., 1 927 1 927 1 918 12 - - -
U.S. COURT OF CUSTOMS -AND PATENT
APPEALS. o ¢ 4 « = » 639 659 652 7 - - -
UeSe COURTS OF APPEALS. C et e e ey 16 492 16 492 16 177 315 - - -
UsSs CUSTOMS COURT. & o o o o o o o o o 2 L7 2 147 2 132 15 - - -
U.S, DISTRICT COURTSe + « 4 » o % s o » 103 999 103 999 102 141 1 858 - - -
UiSy TAX CQURT: 4 & s o0 o % 4 « o o o 10 433 10 433 5 352 5 081 - - -
LEBAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION, TOTAL o+ « . 177 275 177 278 173 683 3 592 - - -
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE!
© ANTITRUST DIVISION. . . e e e 16° 767 16 767 16 660 107 - - -
BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS. P 698 698 684 14 - - -
CIVIL DIVISION: ¢ « o a0 » ¢ o o o 4 @ 10 971 10 971 10 3959 12 - - -
CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION v « o o 0 v o o o 8 254 8 254 8 226 28 - - -
. GRIMINAL DIVISION , + » eh e e 16 665 16 665 16 534 131 - - -
LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES DIVISION . 6 550 6 550 6 510 40 - - -




- - - - - )
.
Table 4. Criminal justice system expenditure of the Federal Government,
N - o » »
by character and object, fiscal year 1975—Continued
(Thousands of doliars)
Direct expenditure ;ntergcvernmentnl expenditure
1tem? Total Direct Capital To State To local
Total Total
current outlay governrents governments
LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION--CONTINUED
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE-=CONTINUED
OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL o o o o o « o s 888 888 873 15 - - -
OFFICE OF LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS . . « . . 506 506 503 3 - - -
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND FINANCE. . . . 22 891 22 891 21 007 1 884 - - -
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL. . » . . 1121 1 121 1 107 14 - - -
OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL ., sy2 s42 921 21 - - -
EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF U.S. ATTORNEYS, , 76 094 76 094 74 874 1 220 - - -
OFFICE OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE: +» + o+ « 594 59U 576 18 - - -
OFFICE OF THE SOLICTTOR GENERAL + + . . 1 gou 1 604 1 588 16 - - -
OFFICE OF WATERGATE SPECTAL PRGSECUTION ) 0
FORCE. + « o o o o o s o o ¢ + o o s 4 2 41 2 411 2 508 3 - - -
TAX DIVISION. o o o v s o 4 o 5 o » « & 10 319 10 319 10 283 66 - - -
PUBLIC DEFENSEs TOTAL « »-4 oo o o o o 4 & 87 017 87 017 86 874 143 - - -
FEDERAL JUDICIARY:
COMMUNTTY DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS. . . . 1 701 1 701 1 701 - - - -
FEDERAL PL'.IC DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS . 3 U65 3 165 3 322 13 - - -
REPRESENTATION 8Y COURT-APPOINTED
COUNSELs + v ¢ o o o = » # o « « « s « 10 394 10 394 10 394 - -l - -
COMMUNITY SERVICES ADMINTSTRATION:
LEGAL SERVICES PROGRAMY . « o & v « o . 71 457 71 457 71 457 - - - -
CORPECTIONSy TOTAL: » o o o o « o « « o o o 243 113 216 778 196 009 20 769 26 335 - 26 335
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH; EDUCATION, AND
WELFARE y
NATIONAL INSTITUTE ON DRUG ABUSE?:
ADDICTION RESEARCH CENTER
(LEXINGTONy KYa) v o s s o o o o o o 1960 1 960 1 852 108 - - “
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE: . )
BOARD OF PAROLE + o« « o o o« o o « o o 2 938 2 938 2 907 3 - - -
BUREAU OF PRISONS « v o o o o '« « o o 4 188 014 161 679 142 275 19 404 26 335 - 26 335
OFFICE OF THE PARDON ATTORNEY + + « . 191 191 191 - - - -
UsS. MARSHALS SERVICE®. & « o o s o 4 o 14 909 14 909 14 694 215 - - -
FEDERAL JUDICIARY:
FEDERAL PROBATION SERVICE + + . 4 » . . 35 101 35 101 34 090 1 011 - - -
OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE: TOTAL + s « o+ « o o 881 585 a0 sus 80 359 1489 800 737 736 548 65 191
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND
WELFARE
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF MENTAL HEALTH:
CENTER FOR STUDIES OF CRIME AND ,
DELINQUENCYe v o o s « s o o o o o 9 373 6 809 6 809 - 2 564 2 309 255
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS:
DIVISION OF LAW ENFORCEMENT SERVICES, 10 795 10 795 10 520 275 - - -
UEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE: | 5
COMMUNITY RELATIONS SERVICE o+ o ¢ o + & 3 413 3 413 3 379 34 - - &
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE _ .
ADMINTISTRATION®. o o o o o o s 0 1 » & 851 545 53 372 53 264 108 798173 733 237 64 936
U.S. MARSHALS SERVICES, . % o &0 o o » 4 970 4 970 4 898 72 - - o
TEMPORARY STUDY COMMISSIONS + + + » ¢ o & 1 489 1 489 1 489 - - -

~ Represénts Zero or rounds to zeyo.

1pats are based on a canyass of all Federal criminnl justice

2Estimated criminal justice activities onlif.

agencies; see text for data limitations.

Yfotal expenditure allocated to police pretection, Jjudicial, corrections, and other criminal justice based on infermation supplied by the U.8, Marshals

Service,

4primarily focusés on matters of a civil natupe in contrast to State and local programs which focus on ériminal and civil matters,
SLaw Enforcement Assistance Administration data presented in the fifth (¥Y 1971), sixth (FY 1972); seventh {FY 1973), and eighth (FY 1974) reports in
this series for total expenditure, tot4l direct expenditure, direct current expenditure, total intergovernmental expenditure, intergovernmental expenditure
to State governments, and intergoverrmental expenditure to local governments are rovised as follows: 1971—-&32,938, $10,831, $10,783, $222,107,} $198,209,
ond $23,898; 1972»?19,230, $19,848; $19,801, $359,382, $325,068, and $34,314; 1973--$623,214, §$33,602, §$33,551, §589,612, $539,180, and 350,422} 1974«
1

$769,429, $33,087,

3,070,  $716,34%, $655,180, and $61,162, Dollar amounts are in thousands. Thess revisions affect the “other eriminal justice" total

and ‘criminal Justice system total /n these earlier reports. Revised figures for the Federal Covernment and the total for all levels of government are
/.

shown in text table A,



CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT

Table 5. Criminal 1ustlce system employment and payrolls of the Federal Government,
QOctober 1975

{Dollar amounts in thousands)

Number of employees

Total
Item? Jetober
Full~time Full~time
Total only equivalent PayTOLL
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT CIVILIAN EMPLOYMENT, ALL
FUNCTIONSs o o o o o o 6 o 2 s « = » ¢ 6 v o & % 2 889 698 2 647 246 2 757 319 3 583 761

TOTAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 4 4 o 2 o « o o o o o 97 623 95 465 96 136 15 110
POLICE PROTECTION, TOTALe & » s o o o o » s 2 o s v o ¢ o 70 087 68 924 69 196 102 289
THE CONGRESS®

UeSs CAPITOL POLICE « o o o s e e s n e i 1 104 1 1ot 1 104 1 336

LIBRARY OF CONGRESS POLICE FORCE. o v v v o o o s 9 s 100 100 100 108
FEDERAL JUDICIARY!

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES POLICE FORCE o + o Sl 54 54 64
ODEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,

U.5, FOREST SERVICE:

COOPERAT IVE LAw ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM 4 s 4 o o 2 o uz2 37 41 59
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE:

UeSe PARK POLICEe o = o s o s 2 o & o 5 2 o o o o » 655 640 650 830

UsSe PARK RANGERS®s v v s v v s 5 o 3 s o ¢ 5 o o o 1 545 1 498 1 545 997
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:

DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGMINISTRATION o o o o o s o & » & o 4 080 4 057 4 060 7 687

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION « o o o o » o 5 o o & 19 172 19 170 19171 29 281

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE:

UeSe BORDER PATROLe o« o o o o s o.5 o 5 o « s s o o 2 323 2 218 2 245 3 583

INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION & « o & s s 5 o + » + o « = 1 166 114y 1145 1 824

UsSe MARSHALS SERVICE™: & v o ¢ o o 6 o » o ¢ o o o o 549 490 511 645
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTAT ION,

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION:

. AIRPORT POLICEs « o s » s & o 2 s ¢ o o o « o » o 172 171 171 2013,

UeSe COAST GUARD® & v o o o o 5 o « 5 .o ¢ a s o « o o 1 oys 1 948 1 ous 1 294
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY: :

BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, AND FIREARMS: o o o & o+ 3 758 3 711 3 752 5 905

CONSOL IDATED FEDERAL LAW ENFORCEMENT TRAINING CENTER. 197 197 197 272

INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE:

INTELLIGENCE DIVISION o s o o o » » o o+ o o o o o « 3 919 3 826 3 838 5 7U6
INTERNAL SECURITY DIVISIONs + 2 o 2 ¢ o v o s & 4+ 556 556 556 aug

OFFICE OF LAW ENFORCEMENT o o o o o o s o o 6 ¢ s o & 16 16 16 30

UeSe CUSTOMS SERVICEe s o o 5 o o6 25 o o s o « » 14 475 13 786 i3 866 22 315

UsSe SECRET SURVICE o o ¢ 5 o o » ¢ o s ¢ s.v s o o 3 155 3 155 3 155 5 359
GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION:

OFFICE OF FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE MANAGEMENT . . . 3 766 3 753 3 761 3 599
SMITHSONIAN INST ITUT ION:

NAT IONAL ZOOLOGICAL PARK POLICE « « » o o o o o o o o 30 30 30 44

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION POLICE FORCEs o o s s o o o o 41 4y 41 33
UeSs POSTAL SERVICE:

POSTAL INSPECTION SERVICE o « o o s s 4 s o o s v o & 5 535 5 496 5 510 8 815
VETERANS ADMINISTRATION:

SECURITY DIVISION 4 o o a v » o o o s o ¢ ¢ s-.0 o o « 1 729 1 729 1 729 1 413
JUDICIAL, TOTAL « o o o « » o o & + ¢ o ¢ 2 s s o o o o & 7 351 7 238 7 278 13 118
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:

UsSi MARSHALS SERVICE® s o o o ¢ v 4 o o o o s 2 4 & 769 666 715 903
FEDERAL JUDICTARY:

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE UsSe COURTS: o « « » o o 330 330 330 476

FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER o o o o e e e s e e m e 58 58 58 104

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES. S s e e e s e e 248 226 2318 364

UsSs COURT OF GLAIMS: « » o N 92 9z 92 172

UiS. COURT OF CUSTOMS AND PATENT APPEALSS v « o 4 o v 35 35 35 64

UsSs COURTS OF APPEALSe » o 5 o o o o o o o 2 s o o » 840 840 840 1 513

UeSa CUSTOMS COURT» » » o o 5 5 o » o s « o o o 5 o » 115 115 115 197

UsSe DISTRICT COURTSe '« 4 o » ¢ o o o s- 5 o s v o o o 4 664 I 664 4 664 9 006

UsSe TAX COURTs v & 4 o o o & 0 o s ¢ % o 5 s o & o » 200 192 195 319

Seco footnotes at end of table,
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Table 5. Criminal justice system employment and payroils of the Federal Government,
October 1975—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)
Number. of emplayees Total
Item* October
Full-time Full-time
Total ‘ only equivalent payroll
LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTIOM, TOTAL ¢ o o a o o o « s & 7 323 6 992 7 09§ - 11 270
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
ANTITRUST DIVISION: o s 2 » o v o s 0 % 5 ¢ = & » » » 788 735 758 1241
BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALSe o o o 5 o o s v s o o & 33 33 33 69
CIVIL DIVISTONG o 2 o o s o o » # « o « 5 o s o o o s 528 492 507 776
CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION s « « « « o o « s o o = s « « « 347 332 341 527
CRIMINAL DIVISION ¢ o« o s o o « v o s o5 o s o ¢ o o 690 661 679 1138
LAND AND NATURAL RESOURCES DIVISION o v.ws o o = « « o 243 234 238 4oy
OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL » o o o ¢ o v o o o 5 o = s o 30 30 30 3 58
OFFICE OF LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS % v s o o .o o o = o o & 20 20 20 36
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND FINANCEe s o o o s o o o v s 732 | 682 703 1115
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERALs « o o s o o o o o o & 40 40 40 72
OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL o + & o « o « » 59 55 57 6oogz.
EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF UoSe ATTORNEYSe & ¢ o o o » o o 3 219 3 129 3 137 4 793
OFFICE OF CRIMINAL JUSTICEe « o » ¢ = o 0 o & o » o 23 22 22 47
OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR GENERAL « « o o o o o 0 « » o 45 n4 44 82
OFF ICE OF WATERGATE SPECIAL PROSECUTION FORCE « « o & 40 39 4o 61
TAX DIVISIONe o o o ¢ ¢ o o @ ¢ o a » ¢ o« « o 6 ¢ o » 488 gug 450 39
PUBLIC DEFENSE, TOTAL & o o o » o o s o s s o oo o 5« o 185 185 185 315
FEDERAL JUDICIARY: ‘
COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS: o o o « o o« o » o & (%) {x) (x) (x)
FEDERAL PUBLIC DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS o o ¢ o o o o & 185 185 185 315
REPRESENTATION BY COURT~ARPOINTED COUNSEL o o s » « & (%) {x} (x) (x)
COMMUNITY SERVICES ADMINISTRAT ION: '
LEGAL SERVICES PROGRAMe o s o o o o o' ¢ o s s « o o (x) (x) (x) {x)
CORRECT!ONS: TOTALe = + & % ¢ % & & ¢ 3 + ¢ ¢ 2 & s ¢+ o » 10 894 10 647 10 707 15 693
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE,
NAT IONAL INSTITUTE ON DRUG ABUSE:
ADDICTION RESEARCH CENTER (LEXINGTON, KYe)e o o o & 109 103 105 186
DEF ARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
‘BOARD OF PAROLE 4 o » o o o o o o o o o s o 5 o v o & 129 128 128 207
BUREAU OF PRISONS & & .+ « o s 4 e s n o s w e 7 612 7 444 7 477 11 330
OFFICE OF THE PARDON ATTORNEY e h s e s e ee v oas 9 8 8 16
U/Se MARSHALS SERVICE . & o s o 4 o « 5 o » o .6 o v & 659 588 613 774
FEDERAL JUDICIARY:
FEDERAL PROBATION SERVICE s o o o 4 o o o o « s oo o 2 376 2 376 2 378 3180
OTHER CRIMINAL dU?TICE. TOTAL » s o o o 5 ¢ o o o o & » o 1 783 1 479 1 671 2 425
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE,
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF MENTAL HEALTH:
CENTER FOR STUDTES OF CRIME AND DELINQUENCY .« 5 « & 10 10 10 19
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, ‘
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS:
DIVISION OF LAW ENFORCEMENT SERVICESs « « o o o & & 564 390 521 529
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
COMMUNITY RELATIONS SERVICE o + e v e e e 120 102 114 215
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION o o + o o + 839 757 795 1 361
UeSs MARSHALS SERVICE®s o o a8 s o s « ¢ » 5 s s 2 s 220 196 204 258
TEMPORARY STUDY COMMISSTONS & s o o o o o 5 o o o s o s 30 24 27 ur

X Not applicable.

IData are based on 4 canvass of ull Federal criminal justice agencies; see text for

2gstimated eriminal justice activicies only.

data limitations.

3Totnl employment and payroll allocated to police protection, judicial, corrections, and other criminal Justice basad -on information

supplied by the U.S. Marshals Service.

o
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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 1975

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Seo footnotes at end of table.

Total criminal justice system Pollice protection Judicial
Total general
State and type of govornment‘ expengiture"' Percent of Percent of Percent of
Amount® total general Amount? total criminal Amount? total criminal
expenditure justice system Justice system
STATES=LOCAL, TOTAL o « o » +] 170 119 961 15 060 987 8,9 8 325 537 55,3 1 902 332 12.6
STATESe o 4 2 o o o o s o oof 138 302 913 5 321 378 3,8 1 577 889 29.7 561 291 10,5
LOCAL, TOTAL. e 4t e s .. 85 o048 297 10 501 604 12,3 6 Bl7 005 64,9 1 412 763 13,5
COUNTIE PR 32 744 225 3 896 347 11.9 1 303 993 33,5 1 013 652 26,0
MUNICIPALh 1ESs 4 v v v 54 283 380 6 696 801 12,3 5 57U 033 83.2 4o8. 246 641
ALABAMA vy 4 v oo e s s o o o s 2 203 895 149 497 6.8 89 348 59.8 21 851 14,6
STATE 4 4 v v 6 6 v 0 8 5 s 2 o:s 2 o049 795 64 070 3.1 22 396 35,0 6 197 9.7
LOCAL, TOTAL, & 4 ¢ ¢ a 5 2 o o » T4 491 95 654 12.8 67 139 70,2 15 931 16,7
COUNTIES, o« o s 4 o o 2 o s o & 252 348 34 230 13,6 11 128 32,5 14 059 41,1
MUNICIPALITIES: ¢ o 0 » o 5 » o 534 473 61 926 11.6 56 024 90,5 1974 3,2
ALASKAY o i w0 o 0 s ¢ 0 4 4 0 o s 979 189 67 877 6.9 27 090 39,9 12 587 18,5
STATE 4 o 0 ¢ » s o 6 8 4 ¢ o 5 » 797 754 56327 Tal 16 734 29.7 12 482 22,2
LOCAL, TOTALs o 5 » s 3 & » » » 360 104 12 694 3.5 10 483 82,6 187 1,5
BOROUGHS, 4 « o a o s.¢ 0 « o &« 184 34y 2 475 1.3 1789 72,3 7 3.1
MUNICIPALITIES, ¢« v o # o« o « @ 177 915 11 958 6,7 10 433 87.2 110 0.9
ARIZONA f e s s e s Y e v e 1 549 836 201 958 13,0 117 976 68,4 21 188 10.5
STATE cee s s e w e 1 459 718 63 660 4,4 32 671 51,3 3 236 5.l
LoCAL, TGTAL. R 737 644 142 873 19.4 85 312 59,7 17 952 12,8
COUNTIES, o« o« v » ¢ o ¢ o & & o 310 005 71 108 22,9 19 532 27.5 15 509 21.8
MUNICIRALITIES: + v v v v o 434 234 72 093 16,6 65 846 91,3 2 476 3.4
ARKANSAS, & 2 ¢ « 2 o ¢ s 6 5 o s « 1 092 731 70 353 6,4 36 732 52,2 7 532 10,7
STATE & o 0 4 o6 o ¢ 0 ¢ 0 a o & 1 135 590 34 288 340 10 969 32,0 2 097 6.1
LOCAL, TOTALS 4 & o 4 o a ¢ o a s 300 629 40 792 13,6 25 829 63,3 5 450 13.4
COUNTIES, 4 4 o o 0 s o o s o s 135 162 18 652 13,8 6 383 34,2 4 452 23,9
MUNICIPALITIES: 4« o o o » 6 a o 166 828 22 599 13.5 19 613 86,8 1 246 5.5
CALIFDRNIA. P 18 131 786 2 238 343 12,3 1 137 706 50,9 266 837 11,9
STATE P TR T TSP 15 271 €87 636 845 4,2 230 ©06 36,3 28 446 4,5
LOCAL, "TOTALy » s o o o o v s o s 10 625 620 1 685 361 15,9 916 4es 54 4 239 517 14,2
COUNTIES, v w o ¢ » ¢ o s & & 6 569 270 987 457 15,0 273 764 27.7 228 633 23,2
MUNTCIPALITIES. - o o [P 4 228 620 719 902 17.0 663 913 92,2 11 054 1,5
COLORADDG: & « o w o o & s o » o o « 1 854 008 188 406 10.2 100 830 53,5 26 601 14,1
STATE 4 o w s 6 0 o v 2 2 ¢ o o 1 616 188 84 322 5,2 16 128 19.4 18 733 22,2
LOCAL, TOTALs 4 o o ¢ o o o » & o 840 732 115 379 13,7 84 729 73.4 7 872 6,8
COUNTIES, v 4 o o o v « « « o & 299 070 23 144 Te7 10 765 46,5 2 425 9.2
MUNICIPALITIES: o « o s o o o o 555 092 92 415 1646 73 999 80,1 5 749 6,2
CONNECTICUT At s e s e s 3 190 625 205 342 6.4 117 236 57.1 22 960 11,2
STATE 6 v s 4y o o o s o0 a s & 1 930 237 111 660 5.8 23 88y, 21,4 22 829 20,4
LOCAL, TOTAL: o ¢ « ¢ o o « o & 1 715 113 99 834 5,8 95 319 95,5 382 0.4
© MONICIPALITIES. o v o« o ¢ s ¢ o 1 750 200 100 034 5.7 95 513 85,5 389 0.4
DELAWARE. P I T T P 510 072 45 341 849 22 064 48,7 8 604 19,0
STAT vt et e e e 514 979 32 377 6.3 10 104 31,2 7 178 22,2
LOCAL, TOTALs + v v v v 0 s . s 117 504 14 187 12,1 11 978 84,4 1 548 10.9
COUNTIES: s o o ¢ « o o o o 4 » 37 668 4 768 12.7 3 829 74,0 995 20,9
MUNICIPALITIESs + o » o o o o+ 80 olo 9 420 11.8 8 449 89.7 553 5,9
DISTFA}ICT OF COLUMBIA, ¢ « o« o 4 4 « 1 328 336 200 378 15,1 97 056 48.4 19 112 9.5
2. 8 8 3 s 3 a ® 9 @ - - - - ind - -
LOCAL, “TOTAL. R 1 328 366 200 378 15,1 97 056 48,4 19 112 9,5
MUNTCIPALITIES: o + o s » o o o 1 368 780 200 378 14,6 97 056 48.4 19 112 9,5
FLORIDA & v o o o 5 s 0. 0 ¢ ¢ o 2 o 4 985 B35 834 052 12,7 314 507 49,6 85 405 13,5
STATE , I 4 528 405 268 454 5,9 48 275 18.0 31 639 11.8
LoCAL.; TOTAL. T 2 313 696 376 634 16,3 266 271 70,7 53 783 14,3
COUNTIESY 4 o o « o 5 0 o o # o 1 118 724 182 680 16,3 o4 726 51,9 46 459 25,4
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o o o « » 1 212 583 194 120 16,0 171 595 88,4 7 326 3.8
G'::ORG[A N 2 956 316 282 758 9,6 142 785 50,5 37 801 13.4
STA O T S 2 764 481 115 805 4,2 30 838 26,6 7 112 6,1
LOCAL, TOTAL. e et e ete 998 769 182 342 18,3 111 991 61.4 30 700 16,8
COUNTIES. « v s ¢ » s s v % v » 569 347 97 405 1741 36 719 37.7 27 846 28,6
MUNICIPALITIES: v ¢ « 2 s « & & 528 899 87 268 16,5 77 205 88,5 2 980 3.4
HAMAILG @ 6 0 0 € 0 v o ¢ ¢ ¢ & 2 s 1 349 514 58 777 W) 36 608 62.3 8 461 14,4
CSTATE & 4y w e e 1h e be e s s 1 082 473 20 569 1.9 228 1.1 8 461 41,1
‘LOCAL: TOTAL. R T 295 270 39 745 13.5| - 36 380 91,5 - -
COUNTIES: o a v o s o o ¢ « & o h 755 10 354 139 9 479 91.5 - -
MUNTCIPALITIES: + + v s o & .. 220 515 29 397 13,3 26 908 91,5 - -
IDAHO & 4 4w o v 0 e b 0 u o 0 0 533 olle 40 979 7.7 20 224 49.4 5 908 14,4
STATE 4 4 e s e n o' b o s o 2 o & 536 390 18 348 3.4 §.799 26.2 3 247 17.7
LOCAL, TOTALs v s o7 s s o « & o o 183 457 23 928 15,6 15 495 64,8 2 661 11,1
COUNTIES: « o v 570 o o 0.0 o' 98 478 13 358 13.4 5 311 40,4 2 611 19,8
MUNICIPALITIES. ip o 0 o o » 73 487 11066 15,1 10 350 93.5 156 1.4
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Lezgal services and

Public defense

Corrections

prosecution Other criminal justice
1 1
State and type of government Percent of Percent of Percent of Parecent of
Amount? total eriminal!  Amount® total criminal| Amount® total criminal Amount® | tatal eriningl
Justice systemw Justice system Justice system Jugtice system
STATES~LOCALs TOTAL &+ 4 & o & 755 851 5,0 193 253 13| 3 626 535 24.1 257 478 147
STATESs v s v v v 5 2 o o @ 219 247 4,1 73 127 1.41 2 291 749 43,1 598 Q75 1.2
ZO0CAL, TOTAL. « ¢ ¢ o« o« o & 542 440 5,2 127 938 1.2] 1 471 470 14,0 129 988 142
COUNTIES: 4 o s o 4 ¢ o 319 540 8,2 102 280 2.6] 1 091 552 28,0 65 330 1.7
MUNLCIPALITIES. s e e 223 282 3,3 26 036 0,4 400 153 6,0 85050 1,0
ALABAMA & 4 & o 4 6%s 0 0 s ¢ v a o 6 424 8,3 1 396 0.9 29 246 19.6 1 233 0,8
STATE o 4 4 s 4 s ¢ ¢ 0.0 o 2 o o 3 097 4,8 1 243 1.9 21 889 34,2 9 248 14,4
LOCAL, TOTALe '« « o o o o o & ¢« 3 344 3.5 191 0.2 8 953 0.4 99 0.1
COUNTIES. & w o o s o s o o« o 1 984 5.8 79 0.2 6 966 20,3 14 (2)
MUNICIPALITIESe o s o o « o o & 1 360 2,2 111 0.2 2 372 3,8 85 0.4
ALASKAG o 4 2 « 0 o o v ¢ 2 o & 5 & 5 588 8.2 1 304 1.9 20 738 30,6 570 0.8
STATE W v 4 o 2 o o s s 4 ¢ 8 & » 4 970 7.2 1 302 2,3 20 747 36,8 1 o2z 1.8
LOCAL, TOTALe w & o « o o « & & s 1 518 12,0 2 12y 505 4,0 - -
BOROUGHS, « & s » o 5 & ¢ s o &« 601 24,3 - - 8 0.3 - -
MUNICIPALITIES: ¢ « o o « o « s 947 77 2 (2) 497 4,2 - Lo
i N
ARIZONA 4 v 4 ¢ & o o o s 5 2 a2 10 445 5.0 3 535 1.8 43 786 2147 5 329 2.6
STATE & 4 4 e s o o ¢ 0 s 4 o s 1 745 2.7 - 20 341 32,0 5 667 8,9
LOCAL, TOTAL. & v o v v v v v o s 8 400 5.9 3 535 245 23 445 16,4 4 229 3,0
COUNTIES, o o s o o s o o « 2 « 5 636 749 3 247 4,6 23 169 32,6 4 oLy 5.6
MUNICIPALITIES: o « o ¢ ¢ s o 2 775 3,8 288 0.4 492 0.7 215 0.3
ARKANSAS. 4 4 v o o s o o s o ¢ o 2 763 349 452 0.6 20 951 29,8 1924 2.7
STATE ¢ 4 s v 6 8 o2 6 ¢ o v 4 » o44 248 20 0,1 13 755 401 6 503 19,0
LOCAL, TOTALG v o o ¢ 4 o o 4 o & 1 829 4,5 475 1.2 7 200 17.6 9 tZ)
COUNTIES, s o o o s o o 5 s o « 1176 6,3 474 2.5 6 166 33,11 - -
MUNICIPALITIES: ¢ v 4 5 « ¢ o » 655 2.9 8 (2) 1 068 4,7 9 tZ)
CALIFORNIAG 4 s w e ¢ o 0 s s o o s 137 385 6,1 40 255 1.8 630 900 28,2 21 260 1.0
STATE 4 o ¢ o o o » o 0 s & 5 o 21 628 3.4 1 878 0.3 299 087 47.0: 54 900 8,6
LOCALy TOTALe 4 ¢ s 4 5 + 5 2 3 » 118 757 6.9 39 152 2.3 366 194 217! 8 252 0.5
COUNTIES, 4 o s ¢ ¢ o o s o o & 88 479 9,0 38 096 3.9 352 138 35,71 6 346 0,6
MUNICIPALITIES: + + + + v v v+ 27 290 3.8 1 056 0.1 14 682 2'.0{ 1 907 0.3
COLORADOL w & o o o 2 # ¢ « & 5 o & 12 876 6.8 2977 1.6 41 209 2149 3 912 251
STATE & 4 4 s a8 o % 0 0 0 5 o & 2 760 3.3 2 794 3.3 31 167 37.0 12 740 15,1
LOCAL; TOTALs 4 s s v s o + » 2 o 10 116 8.8 183 0.2 10 043 8,7 2 435 244
COUNTIES, « o s s ¢ 5.5 ¢ 2 o « 5 375 23,2 20 0.1 3 719 16,4 1 140 4,9
MUNICIPALITIES: o o ¢ o o o o @ 4 852 5.3 163 0.2 6 356 6,9 1297 1.4
CONNECTICUT W o o o o 4 ¢ ¢ ¢ o o » 8 989 b.4 2 024 1.0 52 529 25.6 1 605 0,8
STATE 4 4 o s o o ¢ o 8 ¢ o o » 5 659 5,1 2 007 1.8 52 323 46,9 4 961 [
LOCAL, TOTALs 4 ¢ e 4 o o « « & « 3 480 3.5 17 (Z) 206 0,2 428 0.4
MUNICIPALITIES: v o o o s o o & 3 480 3.5 17 {Z) 207 0.2 428 0.4
DELAWARE: 4 4 o o o o ¢ ¢ » o » 1 949 4,3 560 1.2 11 361 25.4 803 1.8
STATE W o w o 5 o 5 o o o 4 1 3146 he2 540 1.7 11 361 35.1 1 851 5,7
LOCAL, TOTALa s s o s o o« « o 603 4,3 20 (181 - - 38 043
COUNT(ES, TN 186 3.9 20 0.4 - - 38 0.8
MUNICTPALITIES, & s s oece 418 th 4 - - - - - (23
DIST§ICT WF COLUMBIA. o v v 4 o & o &6 736 3.8 1 935 1,0 73 114 36,5 2 425 1.2
STAT R - - - - - = - -
LOCAL, I‘OTI\L. s bt s s s e e e & 736 3.4 1 935 1.0 73 114 36,5 2 425 1.2
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 o o s o o o o 6 736 3.4 1 935 140 73 114 36,5 2 425 1.2
FLORIDA v v 2 s 4 o 6 ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ 5 a s 29 541 4,7 10 068 146 184 802 29.1 9 729 18
STATE . S e s e s b e s e 20 741 747 9 o4 3.4 145 802 54,3 12 956 4,8
LQCaL, rOTAL. N S 8 803 243 1 028 0.3 39 077 10,4 7 673 2.0
COUNTIES, ¢ & s 0. 0.3 o o o« o » 3 709 2.0 921 0.5 30 464 16,7 6 405 3.5
MUNIGIPALITIES, 2 ¢ 2 o o o o » 5 105 2.6 134 0.1 8 692 4,5 1 268 0.7
GEOREGIA i e o o 2 ¢ o o s ¢ o 8 a's 10 632 3,8 2 854 1.0 86 306 30,5 2 379 048
STATE 4 4 o o s # ¢ o s s 0 s o 3478 3.0 1 316 1.1 56 185 48,5 16 876 1446
LOCAL, TOTALs 4 ¢+ o o.0 » s & o » 7 187 3.9 i 638 0.9 30 569 16,8 287 0.2
COUNYIES. v 4 ¢ o s o s « 2 o & 5 284 LN 1 570 1.6 25 948 2646 38 (2}
MUNTIIPALITIES: o o o o o « o' s 1 875 2,4 87 0,1 4 873 5.6 249 0.3
HAWAIL, "¢ o o s o ¢ 2 2 ¢ o o 2.0 s 4 039 6.9 1 269 2,2 7 862 13,4 538 0.9
STATE (¢ o o o o ¢ 6 ¢ 5 6 ¢ 8 o » 1 655 8,0 1 269 6.2 6 916 33,6 2 040 9,9
LOCAL.ji TOTAL. P S T T S 2 384 6.0 3 (Z) U6 2.4 32 0.1
COUNTIES, « o o o ¢ « 0 s 5.0 & 614 5.9 3 t2) 227 2.2 32 0.3
MUNICIPALITIES: o o v & o o « 1.770 6,0 - - 719 244 - -
IDAHO A 2 387 5,8 684 1.7 10 770 26,3 L 039 2,5
STATE o s & v e h e 628 3.4 - - 7 851 42.8 1 823 9.8
LOCAL, TOTALs + 4 + « o » 2 s o s 1729 742 681 2.8 2 931 12,2 432 148
COUNTIES, ¢ o v ¢ o ¢ s 2 8 o o 1 248 9,5 685 5.2 2 877 2149 426 342
HUNTCIPALITIES, o & » o o o « & 481 4,3 1 129 69 0.6 9 0.1

Sie footnotss at end of

table,
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT

Tayble 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure
(direct and intergovernmental) by State and type of government,
fiscal year 1975—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total criminal justice system Police protectivn Judicial
1 Total general
State ond type of government expm’xﬁitnre! Percent of Percont of Percent of
Amotint?® total genpral Amount? total criminal Amount? total eriminal
expenditure Justice system Jastice system
TLLINOIS, 4 4 o o o ¢ 0 o s ¢ o o & 7 370 931 778 322 10.6 513 159 65,9 87 365 11,
STATE | o w o a4 o v ¢ 62 5 s o « 7 119 197 217 121 3.0 63 807 29.4 30 340 i4.
LOCAL, TOTALs o o ¢ v o & o 4 o & 2 811 203 589 564 21.0 452 018 76,7 57 034 9,
COUNTIES. s o o v s o o « o o &« 746 923 172 166 23,1 39 895 23,2 56 847 33,
MUNICIPALITIES: ¢ o s o » o o o | - 2 118 513 423 997 20,1 #12 887 97.4 437 0,
INDEANA , & ¢ v n e v s 6 8 o0 s s 2 882 074 223 026 Te7 131 775 59,1 24 386 10,
STATE , , P I T 2 706 998 91 121 3.4 33 409 36,71 5 009 5,
LOCAL, "TOTALY + o v o o o + v v s 1 275 938 146 433 15.5 98 371 67,2 19 853 13,
COUNTIES: v s o & o o s°0a 2 » & 344 022 8 797 9.0 15 238 31,2 14 122 28,
MUNICIPALITIES. [ 751 446 97 923 13.0 83 156 84,9 5 896 6,
TOWAY o v o o ¢ o o ¢ ¢ 0 6 4 s o« 1 968 287 125 689 6,4 68 954 54,8 17 794 14,
STATE , P A 1 770 611 54 040 3.1 19 107 35.4 5 918 11,
LOCAL, TOTAL. + o v v o n v o v 869 758 77 428 8.9 49 935 64,4 11 921 15.
COUNTIES: ¢ o c o ¢ 3 o 8 s 5 o 442 718 35 406 8,0 9 435 26,6 1z 324 34,
MUNICIPALITIES, + v » « o » o o 440 oh2 43 382 9,9 41 094 94,7 25 0.
KANSAS. & v & e st s o o o o o o o 1 478 8lo 121 155 8,2 55 592 45,9 15 927 13.
STATE & 4" o o 0 5 s 2 ¢ o 2 o « 1 228 422 58 127 4.7 11 154 19,2 5 377 9.
LOCAL, TOTAL, & & v » » o s o o & 604 728 69 869 11,6 44 462 63,6 10 551 15,
COUNTIES: o o o ¢ s o #° s s = 4 256 009 30 518 11.9 9 529 31,2 9 318 30,
MUNICIPALITIES: « 4 o 2 » s o » 379 982 40 589 10,7 36 098 88,9 1 248 3,
KENTUCKY. C e d e s e e 2 120 al2 154 555 7.3 85 285 55,2 19 288 12,
STATE & & ¢ o o « 59 o 2 s s o 2 032 510 67 785 3.3 24 116 35,6 6 588 9.
. LOCAL, TOTALe & & o o o 8 « & « « 538 170 97 601 19,1 62 822 6.4 12 818 13,
OUNTIES., & v ¢ o ¢ o » o o o 183 676 46 342 25,2 17 859 38.5 10 462 22,
MUNICIPALITIES. S s a s e e s s 370 051 52 353 1441 45 509 86,9 2 359 4,
LOUISIANA Ve e e a e e e e s 2 532 052 226 362 8.9 135 579 59,9 29 162 12,
STATE , I 2 585 136 86 974 3.4 32 889 37.8 5 615 6,
LOCAL, ‘TOTAL+ + o o v « v o o v & 776 215 153 850 19,8 102 759 66,8 23 547 15,
PARISHES. o « o 2 o s # o 5 o o 333 507 62 609 18,8 38 066 60,8 12 155 19,
MUNICIPALITIES: o 4 o ¢ o 4 o & 470 860 91 527 19.4 64 847 70,9 11 392 12,
MAINE &0 u ¢ 0 v o s o o 0 ¢ 0 2 o « 857 188 45 941 5.4 25 982 56,6 6 115 13,
STATE & 4 6 0 o 2 s o ¢ o 0 o o o 736.675 25 300 3.4 8 297 32,8 3 744 14,
LOCAL, TOTALe o o o » s v v o o o 323 208 22 832 7.0 17 686 78,2 2 529 11,
COUNTIES. v w o o o o ¢ » & o » 12 235 6 827 55,8 2 283 33,8 2 511 36,
MUNICIPALITIES:, « v o « o v o » 324 403 16 149 5,0 15 427 95,5 232 1.
MARY‘.AND. c e s et e h s e s 4 924 11t 346 097 Te0 185 916 53,7 35 422 10,
STATE 4 v 4 o & a s 06 v o o o « 3 136 475 190 258 6.1 62 904 33,1 21 018 11,
LOCAL, TOTALG s % s o 6 6 o o o » 3 123 957 192 679 642 147 569 76,6 15 430 8,
COUNTIESs v o o ¢ ¢ a5 a5 o & 2 118 591 97 447 4,6 74 654 73,5 9 998 10,
MUNICIPALITIES, @ v 4 o o 5 o & 1 060 529 95 592 9.0 76 271 79.8 5 436 5,
MASSACHUSETTS Py s s s s a e e e & 683 017 472 711 T 283 883 59.6 62 368 13,
STATE , P T . 4 360 815 143 465 3.3 40 860 28,5 12 646 8,
LOCALS "TOTAL. » + » v o w v o o v 4. 169 978 345 327 843 242 663 70.3 52 136 15,
COUNTIES: & 4 s 5 2 5 » » » & o 129 879 68 172 52,6 135 1,7 37 Q54 s4,
MUNICIPALITIES, o v o v v o « s 4 $74 804 278 911 6.7 244 561 86,6 16 786 6,
MICHIGAN. N h et e e e 7 434 578 675 409 9.1 391 059 57,9 94 065 13,
STATE . s h b e e e 6 499 624 200 962 3.4 66 905 33,3 18 719 9.
LOCAL, TOTAL: + & + v s Pe e s 3 181 356 513 311 16,4 326 134 63.5 78 240 15,
COUNTIES. s u o » 5 o 4 s « » » 1 224 834 191 686 15,6 4y 15y 23,0 58 700 304
MUNICIPALITIES: o o 4 4 o 4« o & 2 102 570 328 763 15,6 285 807 86.9 21 242 6,
MINNESOTA Cv s e e e e 3 142 40 203 024 6.5 110 812 54,6 27 247 13,
STAT I 2 918 245 64 505 2.2 22 184 34,4 4 722 7a
LoCAL, TOTAL. Vs s e s e e 1 615 262 148 760 9.2 92 748 62,3 22 542 15,
COUNTIES: o i & o o o o v 0 » » 854 050 71 500 8.4 22 242 31,1 21 939 30,
HUNICIPALITIES, o v 4 5 o 4 2 809 090 79 962 9.9 71 704 89.7 911 i,
MISSISSIPPI o 4 s 4 o 0 ¢ ¢ ¢ » & 1 439 665 87 209 6.1 53 383 61.2 10 797 12,
STATE 4w w o v e v o 4 w0 o w s 1 433 630 43 440 3.0 20 287 46,7 2 960 b,
LOCAL, TOTALs w o oo s o s o o 525 305 46 815 8,9 33 133 70,8 7 843 16,
COUNTIES. 4 v s .6 ¢ o « o « s » 311 916 20 275 6.5 8 652 42,7 7 232 35,
HUNTCIRALITIES: &+ 4 ¢ o os e 215 837 26 699 12,4 24 537 91.9 b1y 2,
MISSOURTW o v o 4 « o 5 2 ¢ 2 v 4 6 2 569 004 272 022 10,6 164 416 60,4 35 109 12,
STATE & % v m v v 0 5 o 0 v o s s 2 219 820 86 276 3,9 24 603 28,5 12 306 4,
LOCAL, TOTAL. v o 4 » & o o o ¢ o 996 879 197 702 19,8 140 243 70,9 23 246 11,
COUNTIES: & o o o5 o ¢ & o 4 o 285 850 54 056 18,9 20 704 38,3 15 230 284
MuNteTPACTTIES, © 4 s vl b b s 743 522 144 429 19,4 120 216 83,2 8 052 5,
AY

MONTANA & v ¢ v o a0 0 o v a4 » 545 700 38 793 Tel 19 400 50,0 4 544 11,
STATE @ W w w v s 4 ¢ 2 v a s v n 476 517 16 858 3.5 4 189 24,8 1 135 6,
LOCALs TOTAL. v s o » a0 o 4 5 & 186 906 23 300 12,5 15 271 65,5 3 409 14,
L COUNTIES: « w o 50 o 4 ¢ o ¢ » 174 774 12 985 7ol 5 919 45,6 3 066 23,
MUNICIPALITIES: o « o s « & « o 73 495 10 503 14,3 9 493 90.4 344 3,

Sey foothotos nt end of table. P
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM
Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure-
(direct and mtergovernmental) by State and type of government,

fiscal year 1975—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)
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Legal services and

Public defense

Corrections

Other eriminal justice

prosecution
State and type of government? )
Percent of Percent of Percent of . Percent of
Anount? total criminal | = Amount? total criminal Amount®  |total eriminal | Amount® total criminal
Justice system Justice system Justice system Justice system
TLLINOIS, o ' o w0 v o 0 0 2 s v « 35 892 H,6 7 393 0.9 127 490 1644 7.023 0.9
STATE e et e e 8 e e 10 183 4,7 1 712 0.8 85 735 39.5 25 344 11.7
LOCAL; TOTAL- RN 27 204 4,6 5 681 1,0 43 874 T4 3 752 0.6
NTIES PN I T BT S 18 133 10.% 5 660 343 48 816 28,1 3 215 1.9
MUNICIPALITIE T T S A 9 072 2.1 21 (Z) 915 0,2 666 0.2
INDIANA & v v s 4 o s ¢ 0 s 5 o v 10 406 4.7 1 797 0,8 50 029 22.4 4 633 24l
STATE 4 o ¢ o s o ¢ 6 o 5 s 8 s s 4 244 Kb 252 0.3 33 910 37.2 4 327 15,7
LOCAL, TOTALe « & = o v o « & « ¢ 6 232 B3 1 545 1.1 17 718 12,1 2 18 1.9
COUNTIES, & o o o s 2 ¢ o & o » 3 879 Tel 1 335 2.7 13 318 27,3 1 306 247
MUNICIPALITIES. 4 v 4 ¢ o v & & 2 r6l 2.8 214 0,2 i 487 Be6 1 409 1.4
T0WAG o 4 s 3 € 5 & s s v 5 2 2 v s 6 607 5.3 t 738 1.4 29 086 23.4 1 512 1.2
STATE 4 o a ¢ 5 ¢ ¢ 0 o 2 ¢ s s &« 1 836 3.4 18 (2) 21 659 40.1 5 502 102
LOCAL, TOTALe & o o o o » o o « » 4 771 642 1 718 2.2 8 054 10.4 1 030 1,3
COUNTIES, o u o ¢ o o ¢ o« s o 3 310 9.3 1 746 4.9 8 108 2249 ng3 14
MUNICIPALITIES: o 4 o ¢ o v « & 1 495 3.4 - - 216 0.5 553 1,3
KANSAS: 4 ¢ o ¢ « ¢ 50 ¢« v o « o & 8 557 7.1 1 507 142 36 900 30,5 2672 2,2
STATE | R 3 748 6.4 1 337 243 28 845 £49.6 7 669 13.2
LOCAL, TOTAL. R 4 813 6,9 170 0.2 8 069 11.5 805 2.6
COUNTIES: ¢ « o o o 4 o & & « o 3 376 1.1 153 0,51 7 325 24,0 819 247
MUNICIPALITIES. ¢ o o o « o o » 1 438 3.5 18 (2 801 240 986 2,4
KENTUCKY. o 0 o 4 o o o 6 o o ¢ o 9 07% 549 1 083 0.7 32 359 20,9 7, 468 4,8
c STATE 4 o 4 6 s o 0 6 v 0 s 8 u @ 4 007 5.9 1 890 2.8 22 790 33.6 8 394 12,4
LOCAL, TOTALs « 4 & s 2 » v » = » 5 067 5.2 444 Q.5 9 569 9.8 6 883 Tl
COUNTIES, « 4 s 4 o ¢ o o 2 o & 3 066 6,6 450 1.0 7 649 16,5 &6 856 14.8
MUNICIPALITIES, . o 4 s 4 ¢ o o 2 001 3,8 45 0.1 2 413 4,6 28 0.1
LOUISIANA 4 4 o o s o 5.0 5 o o o 10 862 4,8 1 169 0,5 48 177 213 1 414 0.6
STATE 4 ¢ a'e o o 0 0 5 o w0 o s 5 420 6,2 - - 27 840 32,0 15 210 17,8
LOCAL, TOTALe « 4 s » 5 o » a s « 5 442 3.5 1 169 0.8 20 337 13.2 597 0.4
PARISHES, T I T 2 784 L 691 el 8 759 14.0 154 0.2
MUNICIPALITIES. W Y s b s e 2 667 2.9 48y 0.5 11 694 12.8 443 0.5
MAINE o 4 4 2 o o 0 v 6 0 o s o 3 o 2 020 4.4 411 0.9 10 449 22.8 933 2,0
STATE « s o v 0 6 ¢ 0 o .0 o o 1 423 5.6 150 0.6 8 976 35,5 2 740 10,8
LOCAL, TOTAL. . R 598 246 261 1e2 1475 645 &4 0.2
COUNTIES, o o o s « 5 o o o o » 225 3,3 259 3.8 1 482 21.7 66 10
MUNICIPALITIES, 4 4 4 » = 2 & » 374 243 2 (2) 83 0.5 30 0.2
MARYLAND, & 4 o 2 6 s o o ¢ & 5 5.4 12 977 3.7 5 579 1.6 99 870 28.9 6 333 1.8
STATE & 4. ¢ ¢ o o 2 s 4 ¢ 6 s & » 1 791 0.9 5 569 2.9 84 272 443 14 704 A
LOCAL, TOTALs 4 ¢ o 2 o o o o o » 11 186 5.8 10 {Z) 15598 81 2 887 1.5
COUNTIES, o o s o v ¢ o o » o 6 194 Bolt 10 {2y T 875 Bl 1716 1.8
MUNICIPALITIES, v o ¢ ¢ v o« o » 4 991 5.2 - - 7 724 8.1 § 17 1.2
MASSACHUSETTS I R TS T S SR PR 16 567 3.5 5 100 1.l 97 347 20.6 9 4le 2.0
R 5 216 346 3 095 242 63 364 44,2 18 284 12.7
LOCAL, TOTALe o s o a 4 ¢ « o o o 11 355 3,3 2 083 0.6 33 985 9.8 3 105 0.9
COUNTIESs o o 56 s o o & & » o 2 883 4,2 2 074 3.0 24 948 3646 78 Ol
MUNICIPALITIES. i o 4 o o o o « 8 w72 3.0 9 (2) 9 057 32 3 027 A T3
MICHIGANL 4 2 ¢ u ¢ s 2 38 ¢ « s 34 Q12 5.0 12 490 1.8 134 851 200 8 932 143
STATE 4 4 o ¢ o 4 610 ¢ o o a a o 7 422 3.7 6 532 3.3 71 582 35.6 29 832 14,8
LOCAL, TOTAL: o 4 « » s s s & o & 26 593 5,2 11 437 242 68 608 13.4 2 303 Ot
COUNTIES. v s o e« 2.0 o ¢ 5 o » 17 254 9.0 9 559 5.0 60 829 3147 1193 0.6
MUNICIPALITIES, 4 4 o o ¢ o o « 9 384 2.9 1 878 0.6 9 330 248 1121 043
MINNESOTA & & v 6 ¢ o # 2 s ¢ o & 11323 5.6 2 172 1.l 47 852 23.6 3 618 1.8
STATE & % a v a ¥ 3 5 3 % 2 s s & 1 934 3.0 335 0.5 28 235 43,8 7 095 11.0
LOCAL, TOTALy 2 # « » o 5 o o » » 9 389 6,3 1 838 1.2 20 312 13.7 1 931 L3
COUNTIES: v o v o o o # s ¢ o .o 5 5444 T8 1 920 247 19 465 27.2 390 0,5
MUNICIPALITIES, u 4 4 4 w2 o & 3 858 4,8 113 0.1 1 835 2.3 1 581 L%
MISSISSIPPI R EEREERER 3 581 4,1 594 07 17 237 19.8 1 617 19
TATE [} LI A R I I ) i 788 4.1 - - 14 239 3208 L4 166 9.6
LOCAL, TOTAL. R 1793 3.8 594 13 3 170 6.8 284 06
COUNTIES: o« o s.'¢ ¢ o 2 « & « » 1123 5,5 551 2.7 2 46) 1201 256 1,3
MUNICIPALITIES, v 4 « ¢ o s 2 » 670 2,5 42 . 0.2 808, 3.0 28 0l
MISSOURIL 4 6 o« 2 o o0 3 4 2 v v 11 350 3,2 2 067 0.8 55 475 20.4 3 605 L
STATE P I T A S TSP I 1 553 1.8 11781 2.1 34 045 39.4 12 020 13,9
LOCAL, TOTAL: « o + o o v ¢ s o o 9 799 5,0 286 0.1 21 543 1049 2 585 13
COUNTIES. 4 » & s o« s s = « « & 4 983 9:2 36 0,1 11 425 2l 677 3l
MUNICIPALITIES. 4 o o v 0 .o » 4 819 3.3 250 0,2 10 184 7.4 908 0.6
MONTANA & ¢ o s s o o ¢ s & & & & 4 2 541 6,8 381 1.0 10 927 28.2 1 000 246
STATE a o 6 ¢ ¢ s e« ¢ 4 o s o 2 655 3,9 - - 8 712 587 2 167 12.9
LOCAL, TOTAL: o o 6 s ¢ s 45 o o 1 886 7% a8y 1.6 2 215 9.8 438y 0.8
COUNTIES: o a o s o ¢ o s ¢ » o 1 483 11,4 370 2,8 2 015 15.5 132 - 1.0
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o « ¢ s « » 403 3.8 1 0,1 246 2.3 6| 0.}

See footnotes at end of table.




CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURF AND EMPLOYMENT

Table 6. Percent distribution of criminal justice system total expenditure
(direct and intergovernmental) by State and type of government,
fiscal year 1975—Continued

(Dollar armounts in thousands)

State and type of gomarxunen‘c1

Total general

Total criminal justice system

Police protection

Judicial

expanditure’ Percent of Percent of Percent of

fanount? total general Amount® - total criminal Amount? total eriminal
expenditare Justice system Justice system
NEBRASKA. e 6 e u kb e e h e e 1 097 325 77 467 7.1 40 445 52.2 12 064 15,6
STATE e s o5 e ms s e s B24 5§92 32 992 4,0 9 488 28,8 5 929 18,0
LOCAL, "TOTALs = « v v o v & v + o 510 721 48 507 9.5 30 984 63.9 6 140 12,7
COUNTIES, o « o ¢ s o 2 s o s o 229 970 19 898 8,7 5 715 28,7 5 053 25.4
MUNxcxPALITIEs. e s e d e s e 294 334 29 019 9.9 25 461 87,7 1 098 3.8
NEVADA. « 8 as s e e s s e 574 148 76 371 13,3 39 690 52,0 6 774 849
STATE & W 4 v o 5 v 3 o 2 % o 5 » 411 571 24 715 6.0 3 914 15.8 1 306 5.3
LOCAL, TOTAL: = o o v v o o v o v 285 056 54 295 19,0 35 779 65,9 5 471 10.1
COUNTIESS o o » o ¢ o ¢ o o o o 208 535 | 39 099 18.7 23 405 59,9 4 yyy 1.4
MUNICIPALITIES« « o o« & ¢ » » o 99 634 25 794 25,9 22 963 89.0 1 028 4,0
NEW HAHPsHmE St e s e e e e 602 860 37 441 6.2 22 794 60,9 5 100 13,6
STA C st e e e e 433 954 14 970 3.4 6 858 45,8 1535 10,3
LGOAL, TOTALs = » + s o o o o o 253 452 23 878 9.4 17 177 71.9 3 754 15,7
COUNTIESe o 2. ¢ & s 4 ¢ s o s » 28 6H8 5 864 20,51 1 085 18,5 2 669, 45,5
MUNICIPALITIES: + o o v o » o o 225439 18 060 8,0 16 110 89.2 1 091 6,0
NEW-JERSEYs o o « ¢ o o s 5 o 4 » o 5 918 486 &46 367 1049 383 058 59,3 74 209 11.5
STATE 4 2 w ¢t ¢ o ¢ ¢ s ¢ o 5 o » 4 325 166 188 912 4,4 65 905 34,9 17 846! 9.4
LOCAL, TOTAL: « o + v v o v v o' 3 206 993 484 539 14.7 324 864 87,0 58 026 12,0
COUNTIES. o o 4 ¢ ¢ 5 4 « o o » 1 295 093 153 029 11.8 19 991 $3.1 44 999 29,4
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o v o o » & 2 033 838 332 304 16,3 305 523 91,9 13 162 _H.0
NEW MEXTCOe v o o o o o o s o s o » 784 556 63 050 8.0 37 885 60,1 6 916 11.0
STATE 4 4 a ¢ = e o s 4 o 5 o o & 857 584 32 247 3.8 10 729 33,3 5 564 17,3
LOCAL, TOTAL. v o v o o 4 5 o « & 239 089 33 886 1h.2 27 469 81,1 1 352 4,0
COUNTIES, & o 5 « s u v o « o = 77 708 8 131 10.5 5 282 65.0 285] 3,5
MUNICIPALITIES: « o v v o o = o 162 854 25 976 16,0 22 302 85.9 1 068 4,1
MEW YORK: & o v 5 6 » ¢ o ¢ 6 o o » 24 328 192 2 061 406 8,5 1 180 757 57,3 269 380 13.1
STATE W 4 a4 0 v 0 ¢ 2 5 o 2 ¢ 15 704 675 522 396 3,3 110 434 21,1 73 902 14,1
LOCAL, TOTAL: o v o v s o o s o s 17 358 &34 1 647 893 9.5 L Q7L 843 65.0 221 890 13,5
COUNTIES: & s o o ¢ s v o ¢ o o 3 698 083 363 254 9.8 174 617 48,1 61 981 17,1
MUNICIPALITIES. o « o o o o « o 13 865 374 1 292 371 9.3 903 970, 69,9 160 287 12,4
NORTH CARoLINA. fE e s e e e e 4 397 185 290 414 6.6 144 227 49,7 35 415 12,2
B 3 226 479 166 620 5.2 39 977 24,0 25 936 15.6
LOCAL, TQTAL. fs s s e 2 624 609 133 917 541 104 850 78.3 9 484 7.1
COUNTIE R 2 126 031 54 286 2.6 26 958 49,7 9 486 17,5
MuNIGIPALITIES. C o ae e e 547 638 80 564 14,7 78 684 97.7 2 (2)
NoRTH DAKOTAs o 4 v o o 6 o a o » o 473 588 23 775 5,0 12 512 52,6 3 .902 16,4
STA v s s i s s e e e s 464 387 10 163 2.2 2 357 23,2 1 103 10,9
LOCAL, TOTAL. R 133 875 15 559 11.6 10 161 65,3 2 799 18,0
COUNTIES. & o o s o o o &« s » o 78 007 7 280 9,3 2 500 34,3 2 879 34,0
MUNICIPALITIES, « 4 4 o « 4 o & 71 108 8 491 11.9 7 844 92.4 320 3.8
OHIOW o« o o '« o 2 6 o s o ¢ 8 '« « ¢« & 674 781 511165 9.2 323 254 52,9 84 707, 13,9
STATE , “ b v e e e e e e s 5 449 408 228 454 4,2 49 148 21.5 12 496] 5,5
LOCAL, TOTAL. fr e s s e e e 3 188 359 428 567 13.4 274 476 64,0 74 558 17.4
COUNTIES: o 4 s o s o o « o o« & 1 251 945 147 915 11.8 38 177 25,8 51 6U46 34,9
MUNICIPALITIESe o o 4 o o o s & 1 995 557 286 337 14,3 237 %01 83,1 23 548 8,2
OKLAHDMA,, I T T P 1 733 396 115 964 6,7 63 255 54,5 14 862 12,8
STATE o 4 o ¢ 5 o ¢ a o o006 o » 1 536 607 57 278 2.7 18 043 31,5 6 349 11.1
LOCAL, TOTALs o 2 v o s o o o o « 614 062 66 9uY 10,9 45 320 67.7 9 140 13,7
COUNTIES, « o o « o o 4 ¢ o o & 204 329 20 485 10.0 5 412 26,4 7628 37.2
MUNICIPALITIES. + o v o o v o o 427 115 46 589 10.9 39 942 85,7 1 595 3.4
OREGON: 4 4 o » a v o 2 ¢ » s & v s 1 746 158 165 492 9.5 80 607 48,7 20 381 12,3
STATE ¢ w s 0 0 o 0 s s 60 0 a s 1499 491 68 182 4.5 20 653 30,3 5 494 8,1
LOCAL, TOTALs 4.6 o s ¢ o & & o « 626 653 104 826 16,7 60 799 56,9 15 180 14,5
COUNTIES: & s s ¢ v o 2 « & o = 333 817 58 841 17.6 19 518 33.2 14 214 24,2
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 o o s « & o » 310 517 46 954 15,1 41 902 89,2 1 086 2.3
PENNSYLVANIA. R 7 919 397 751 287 9,5 422 000 56,2 114 127 15,2
STAT f e v v e s e e s 7933 758 300 691 3,8 107 324 35,7 49 847 16,6
LocAL, TOTALy v n v b s e 2 588 204 531 280 20.5 T15 59% 59,4 88 338 16,6
COUNTIES. « o o v s a s o s s & 764 816 128 344 16.8 10 098 7.9 49 519 38,6
MUNICIPALITIESy &4 o 4 4. ¢ o w o 1 919 594 4ok 730 21,1 306 875 75.8 38 921 9.6
RHODE TSLAND. o o o 4 s 2 s 2 ¢ o » 943 034 55 042 5.8 32 369 58,8 8 207 14,9
STATE o o 6 s # 6 s 2 o o v o o 4 656 013 26 734 4,5 6 697 22,5 7 908 26,5
LOCAL, TOTALe 4 ¢ o v « s o » o « 421 691 27 665 646 26 519 95,9 301 1.1
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 ¢ & s » o & » 424 007 27 665 645 26 519 95,9 304 1,1
soUTH CAROLINAG 4 ¢ o o o 00 o o & 1 789 437 146 297 8,2 71 150 48,6 15 106 10,3
STAME . PR T U TP 1 854 946 74 288) ° 4,0 23 642 1.8 1 934 2.6
LOCAL, TOTAL. P IR I S 426 74O 77 606 - 18,7 47 80 6.6 13 199 17,0
CoUNTI R 286 769 45 719 159 18 340 40,1 12 040 26,3
MUNICIPALITIES. e s s s h e s 143 404 32 061 22.4 29 483 92,0 1 184 3.7

See fdotnotes. nt 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 1975—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Legal services and

prosecution Public defense Corrections Other eriminal justice
>3

State and type of government Parcent of Percent of Percent of Percent of
Amount? total criminal Amount® total criminal Amount?®  ltotal criminal Amount® | totdl. criminal
Justice system Justice system . Justice system Justice system
NEBRASKAL & v o o v o 50 o v ¢ o o 4 702 6.1 975 1.3 17 546 2246 17135 242
STATE 4 4 ¢ 0 o ¢ v ¢ 0 o s o o » 447 1,3 - - 12 350 374 4 808 14,6
LOCALs TOTALs « » s s o o ¢ « « & 4 285 8,8 975 2.0 5 208 10.7 915 1,9
COUNTIES, 4 u 4 o s 2 s »n s o & 2 940 14,8 976 4,9 4 867 24,5 346 1,7
MUNICIPALITIES, ¢ o o o « o o & i 346 4,6 3 (23 492 1.7 618 2,1
NEVADAY & v s 0 o o 5 o ¢ n s o s & 5 217 6,8 1222 1.6 22 118 29.0 1 354 1,8
STATE W 6 ¢ o o 2 8 6 ¢ - s o o » 1 062 4.3 161 0.7 14 862 60.1 3413 13,8
LOCAL, TOUAL. o o o o s ¢ o & » & 4 155 7.7 1 094 240 7 767 14.3 29 0,1
COUNTIES. o o o v+ o s o « « « & 3 084 7.9 1 081 2.8 7 059 1841 29 - 0.1
MUNICIPALITIES: « & o o o & » & 1 074 4.2 13 0.1 716 2.8 - T
NEW HAMPSHIRE « o v « & « o« o 4 ¢ o 1 342 3.6 230 0.6 7 479 20,0 463 1.2
STATE & 4 o 4 o s o ¢ o' 0 o o o » 638 4,3 230 1.5 5 417 36,2 292 2,0
LOCAL, TOTALe & & « s ¢ o o & « « 704 2,9 - {2) 2 070 8,7 173 0.7
COUNTIES. o o ¢ 5 s o o o o o &« 249 4,2 - - i 855 31,6 5 0.1
MUNICIPALYTIES: o v o s o & » & 454 2,5 - (2) 236 1.3 168 0,9
NEW JERSEYs o o o o« ¢ ¢ 0 ¢ o o o 4 42 264 6.5 10 930 1.7 127 865 19.8 8 040 1.2
STATE ¢ ¢ @ ¢ @« ¢ ¢t & ¢ 272 o a 7 189 3.8 10 547 5.6 66 813 35.4 20 632 10,9
LOCAL, TOTALs o « o ¢ o o 2 s o 35 075 - 383 0.1 61 083 12,6 5 105 1,1
COUNTIESs « o o o s o o o s 2 25 696 16,8 236 0,2 60 848 39,8 1 250t 0.8
MUNICIPALITIES: « 4 ¢ o o o » & 9 379 2.8 147 (2) 243 0.1 3 850) 1,2
NEW MEXICOs o o 5 o o 0 2 ¢ 2 » 5 & 3 722 5,9 L 84S 2,9 11 569 18.3 1113 1.8
STATE 4 o o o s s 2 2 80 ¢ v o o » 2 543 7,9 1813 5.6 8 415 26,3 3 183 9,9
LOCALy TOTAL: « « o « « « ¢ » & « 1179 3,5 32 0.1 3 535 10,4 319 0,9
COUNTIES: v o o ¢ « 5 ¢ o o & & 292 3.6 - {Z) 1971 24,2 301 3.7
MUNICIPALITIES: o o« & s o « 2 « 892 3.4 32 0ol 1 661 6.4 24 Gal
NEW YORKY « o ¢ o s o ¢ o ¢ o o # » 94 632 4.6 2¢ 295 1.3 447 937 21.7 42 405 2.4
STATE 2 o 2 o s s s o s s v ¢ » o 23 607 4,5 4 o4 0.8 263 120 50,4 47 329 9.4
LOCAL, TOTAL. + o ¢ o o o« ¢ o « & 71 310 4,3 22 294 1.4 233 581 14,2 26 978 1.6
COUNTIES, ¢ a o« o o ¢ & s & o « 25 134 6.9 8 106 2.2 89 033 245 4 383 1.2
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 o v o s« o o & 46 176 3.6 14 185 1.1 145 138 11.2 22 595 1.7
NORTH CAROLINA: o o« 2 o o 0 o 4 o « 7 B18 Za7 B 9u3 1.7 89 583 30,8 8 B0& 249
STATE 4 o 4 0o 2 s 0 ¢ 8 2 ¢ 2 o o 5 230 3.1 4 965 3.0 76 309 45,8 14 203 8,5
LOCAL, TOTALY » o o 4 s s o s o o 2 583 1.9 - - 13 285 9,9 3 109 2,8
COUNTIES, 5 o o s o » o ¢ o o » 1 037 1,9 - - 13 316 24,5 3 488 N
MUNICIPALITIES: 2 4 « ¢ « « « « 1 550 1.9 - - 105 0.1 222 03,
NORTH DAKOTAY 4 o o o o ¢ o1e o s 4 1 726 7.3 205 0.9 5 120 21.5 311 1.3
STATE v « 4 o o & 5 o ¢ ¢ 5 o = « 522 5.1 - - 3 958 38,5 2 223 21.9
LOCAL; TOTALe o » 4 o o o s & o 1 204 747 205 1.3 1162 75 30 0.2
COUNTIES, c v o s o o 5 o s o & 952 13,4 205 2,8 1 123 15.4 21 0.3
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o o o o o 252 3.0 - - 66 0.8 9 0.4
OHIO: o o o w o o 2 6 6 0 + 5 4.0 & 32 13¢ 5,3 4 282 0.7 160 997 2643 5789 . 049
STATE 4 s o 6 ¢ o 4° 68 ¢ s 2 2 » 11 302 4,9 50 (2) 112 280 49,1 43 178 18,9
LOCAL, TOTALe & » v o 5 s 2 & o » 20 834 4,9 4 235 1.0 50 580 11,8 3 8sY 0.9
COUNTIES, o o o v s ¢ ¢ 2 5 = 10 309 7.0 3 548 2,4 1 999 28,4 2 235 1,5
MUNICIPALITIES. 4 o o o 5 o ¢ & 10 586 3.7 695 0,2 14 952 4.2 1 685 7%}
OKLAHOMA, o & « ¢ v 2 = 5 ¢« & 5 » o 6 674 5.8 739 0.6 27 494 23.7 2 940 Z'Sx
STATE « « « o o o o« s 8 o # & s & 4 542 7.9 - - 22 4561 39,2 5. 888 10,3
LOCAL, TOTALa o o « s ¢ o o o o o 4 499 6.7 739 1,1 5 QH2 7.8 2 203 3,3
COUNTIES. o 4 4 o o « 204 2 & 2 899 14,2 704 3.4 3 842 18,8 - s
MUNICIPALITIESe o o o« o o « o o 1 605 3.4 35 0.1 1207 2.6 2 203 4,7
OREGONG o ¢ « s o 8 2 ¢ 2 o o s o » 13 260 8,0 2 660 1.6 42 275 25,5;" 6 309 3.8
STATE { a v e ¢ 0 ¢ ¢ e e e v o 5 924 8.7 113 0.2 27 020 39.6 8 978 13,2
LOCAL, TOTALs « o s ¢ o ¢ # o o 7 336 7.0 2 547 2.4 15 264 14,6 3 700 - 3,5
COUNTIES, o o o ¢ 5 2 » ¢ a o « 5 597 9.5 2 472 4e2 15 137 25,7|- 1 873 3.2
MUNICIPALITIES: o v s s v o « « 1 740 3,7 77 042 323 0,7 1 B2t 3.9
PENNSYLYANTAL o ¢ o 0 2 s ¢ ¢ 0 ¢ o 31 247 4,2 7368 1.0 165 947 22,4 10 828 Lol
STATE W o o 5 6 0 o 8 ¢ s 2 0 4 & 5 517 1.8 o - 99 -337 33,0 38 666 12,9
LOCAL, TOTAle o = o @ ¢ « « « ¢ « 25 700 4.8 7 168 1.3 87 456 16,5 7 023 1.3
COUNTIES: o « s o ¢ o 9 s 5 « o 11 848 9.2 4 o42 3.1 52 545 40.9 321 0,3
MUNICIPALITIES. o ¢ o ¢ o » « 13 883 3.4 3125 0.8 35 223 8,7 6 702 S a7
RHODE ISLAND: o 4 ¢ o s o » « o 2 & 1978 3.6 420 0.8 11 549 21.0 519 0.9
STATE & o w o 2.8 8 5.5 ¢ ¢ o 2. 1172 3.9 420 1.8 11 549 38,8 2 o4o 6.8
LOCAL,) TOTALe o ¢ » ¢ o s 5 o s « 806 2,9 - - - - 39 0.l
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 n ¢ u « ¢ « « 806 2.9 - - - - 39 04t
SOUTH CAROLINAG o o o o o o 2 ¢ o & 3 451 2.4 1 049 0.7 46 952 3241 8 591 5.9
STATE o o s o o s o0 » 50 s o o 1875 2.5 508 0.8{ 38 869 52,3 7 260 2.9
LOCAL, TOTALe & o s o s o o s o & 1 577 2.0 442 0.6 .. 8 083 10,4 6 506 S Bl
COUNTIES, ¢ v @ o 5 o o 5 ¢ o o 1025 2.2 429 . 0.9 T 444 16,3 6 442 14,1
MUNTCIPALITIESe 2 o o o o ¢ o 564 1,8 13 t2) 674 2.1 142 0.4

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 1975 —Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total criminal justice system Police protection Judicial
Total general
State and type of government? oxpenﬁiturez Percent of Percent of Percent of
Anmount? totsl general Amount® total criminal Amount® total eriminal
expenditure Justice system Justice system
SOUTH DAKOTAs v & » ¢ 2 o 2 v o o 487 730 29 425 5.9 14 637 49,7 4 529 15.4
STATE 4 oo s s ¢ 2 ¢« o v ¢ o v o 406 779 4% 637 3.6 4 651 31,8 2 065 14,8
LOCAL, TOTALe o ¢ 4 ¢ « ¢ o o « » 153 420 16 119 10.5 9 987 62.0 2 569 15.9
COUNTIES, s 2 s ¢ v+ v 2 a v v » &% 412 8 364 13.0 2 634 31.5 2 470 2945
MUNICIPALITIES: o 4 o « o 5 « o 90 234 38 188 9.1 7.582 92.6 242 3.0
TENNESSEE 4 o o a. ¢ o v ¢ 5 o 4 » 3 488 725 212 04é 6,1 109 739 51.8 30 012 14,2
STATE 4 o v ¢ ¢ 0 5 s s v o s o » 2 187 759 80 616 3.7 17 878 22,2 565 8.1
LOCAL, TOTALe & 4 ¢ o 6 o o s 4 » i 947 810 144 956 Tt 92 126 63,6 23 502 16,2
COUNTIES, & 4 o o 2 v e s s & » 1 028 585 §5 280 5.4 14 862 26,9 18 074 32,7
MUNICIPALITIESs o s o 2% 3.9 » 1 063 U445 91 U477 8.6 77 357 a4.6 6 469 7.l
TEXAS ¢ o o s ¢ n o ¢ 0 0.5 ¢ ¢ 2 6 568 763 594 175 9.0 347 277 58,4 74 738 12.6
STATE ¢ ¢ s o o s ¢ o5 ¢ o0 s o 'a 5754 523 192 732 3,3 68 765 35,7 10 880 5.6
LOCAL, TOTALe « 6 oo & ¢ o s o » 2 531 373 428 631 17.1 278 663 65.0 65 299 15,2
COUNTIES. o v s o + o » « o » o 825 030 169 487 20.6 48 178 26.6 54 400 32,0
MUNICIPALITIES: v o o o o o o « 1 701 967 260 480 15,3 234 025 89.8 10 920 4,2
UTAHs w4 s o ¢ o % 5.4 o ¢ o o o s 776 027 56 974 7.3 33 014 57.9 6 416 14,3
STATE 4 4 o 4 o ¢ o ¢ 6 5 o 0 o » 804 336 27 507 3.4 8 866 32,2 2 148 7.8
LOCAL, TOTALs & o o o ¢ ¢ 5 o 2 & 230 880 34 195 14,8 24 455 71,5 4 352 12.7
COUNTIES: ¢ v v a ¢ s ¢ ¢ o o & 115 8908 13 467 11,6 6 443 47.8 2 420 18,0
MUNICIRPALITIES, v 4 o o w o o 116 652 20 827 17.9 18 028 86,6 1 947 9.3
VERMONT « ¢ « ¢ & & & ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ « « o 404 220 26 913 6.7 12 084 44,9 3 359 w245
STATE & 4 v o » ¢ 4 o « 50 8 « » 411 128 20 110 4,9 5 670 28,2 3 196 15,9
LOCAL, TOTALe 4 o « » » ¢ o ¢ o s 71 283 6 932 9,7 6 yai 92,6 163 2.4
COUNTIES, o s o o ¢ o o 2 o 5 o 307 245 50,2 37 15,1 163 66,5
MUNJCIPALITIES: « o« s o o o o 74 366 6 775 9.5 6 450 95,2 20 0.3
VIRGINIA, + v ¢ % s v 0 o ¢ n 't v o 4 734 459 293 836 6.2 153 929 52,4 33 204 11,3
STATE v wis ¢ o 28 o 6.0 v ¢2 s « 3 040 962 156 994 5.2 49 416 3L.5 14 571 9.3
LOCAL, TOTALe o 2 o « o o o ¢ = » 2 568 479 160 350 6,0 106 760 66,6 21 354 13,3
COUNTIES: o 4 o o s o 5 o 4 « o 1 340 962 62 875 4,7 39 994 63.6 10 542 16,8
HUNICIPALITIES: & o o ¢ o & « & 1 372 459 98 517 7.2 66 966 68,0 10 987 11,2
WASHINGYONS o ¢ o o & 4.0 3 o ¢ o » 2 762 248 228 506 8,3 119 575 52.3 24 720 10,8
STATE W o o s ¢ 3 0 0 0 ¢ s s 2 » 2 695 762 91 843 3.4 27 225 29.6 4 548 5.0
LOCAL, TOTAL: « o o ¢ o v + 5 o o 913 159 145 846 16,0 92 389 63,3 20 226 13.9
COUNTIES: o o ¢ o ¢ s o o s » « 442 226 73 062 16,5 28 071 38,4 16 938 23,2
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o ¢ o o o » 836 136 76 351 14,2 65 870 863 3 456 H5
WEST VIRGINIA o o « & o 's o ¢ s o o 1 162 287 64 385 5,5 34 489 53.6 8 702 13,5
STATE o 4 o o 2 0 2 ¢ o5 ¢ 8 5 « 1 230 734 31 614 2,6 13 412 42,4 2 816 8.9
LOCAL, TOTALe & ¢ o & o 6 s o 2 & 225 101 35 959 16,0 21 080 58,6 6 541 18,2
COUNTIESY « o 5 s s 2 + 5 » » » 79 402 19 037 23.9 978 26,1 6 294 33,1
MUNICIPALITIES: o v 4 o ¢ o o » 146 845 17 128 11,7 16 114 94,1 247 1.4
WISCONSIN o o o « % s ¢ o o 2 s o » 3 800 820 262 721 6.9 152 101 57.9 28 526 10,9
BTATE w o o ¢ o 5 o 5 4 5 ¢ & s 3 406 685 20 727 2,7 21 048 23,2 8 661 9.5
LOCAL, TOTALe o« o = o ¢« « o s o & 2 117 540 182 372 8,6 133 016 72.9 21 387 1147
COUNTIES, o «.s o % o o ¢ o o 894 804 72 527 841 28 079 38,7 20 825 28,7
MUNICIPALITIES: & v 0w o « & o o 1 258 556 110 550 8.8 105 132 95.4 953 a9
WYOHING ¢ 4 o ¢ o o ¢ o ¢ ¢ 6 0 o = 328 684 20 185 641 11 367 56,3 2 546 1246
STATE &, o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ « s s o 0 s « 300 645 9 953 3.3 3 175 31.9 970 9,7
LOCAL, TOTALe « o o % 2 o ¢ & » o 110 &8z 11 835 10,7 8 194 69.2 1 577 13,3
COUNTIES: 4 2 » 5 o o ¢ s « « « 100 794 5 670 5.6 2 130 48,1 1 382 24,0
MUNICIPALITIES: o v o o« o » o o 42 476 6 237 14,7 5 519 88,5 216 3.5

~ Represents zero or

rounds

to zera,

% Loge than half the unit of mensurement shown,

3pnta for munjeipalities, and the local governments totals which include municipal data  are estimates subject to sampling variation; data for countiecs
(boroughs, pariahes) axe based on o canvasg of all county governments and therefore are not subject to sampling variation; see text for data limitations.

e relhtion of criminnl justice total expenditure to total general expenditure is bosed on data for general purpose governments only and does not in~

clyde dotn for State~operpied liquor stores, independert school districts or gpecial districts.

#For oach State, and the United States summary, the expenditure figures shown on the "Incal, total” line and the combined State-local total Iine (the
datn shown oppoaite the hames of the individual States) exclude duplicative intergovernmental expenditure amounts.
inflation which would result if an intergovernmental expenditure amount for one government is tabulated and then counted again when the racipient govera-
ment{s) ultimately expend{s) that amount.

‘This was done to avoid the artificinl
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33

Legal services and

prosecution Public defense Corrections other criminal justice
1

State and type of government Percent of Percent of Percent of . Parcent of
Amount? total criminal | Amount?® total criminal| - Amount® totul criminal| Amount® |total eriminal
Jjustice system Jjustice system Justice system Justice system

SOUTH DAKOTAG 4 4 o o o 4 o s ¢ s 2 780 9.4 267 0.9 6 296 21,4 916 3.1
STATE st e e e 1 336 9.1 - - 4 hug 30.4 2 136 14,6
LOCAL, TOTAL. P 1 444 9.0 267 1.7 1 849 11.5 2 (Z)
COUNTIES: « o o ¢ o 4 ¢ o o « & 1 154 13.8 261 3.4 1 844 22.0 2 (¥4
MUNICIPALITIES, o '« o s o » « » 290 3.5 6 0.1 59 0.7 8 0,1
TENNESSEE o o o o o o o ¢ ¢ 2 ¢ 2 o 7 449 3,5 1 669 0.8 60 169 28,4 3038 14
STATE o o « o 4 o ¢ 2 » 5.8 & o » 4 511 546 955 1.2 39 968 4946 10 739 133
LOCAL, TOTALe « o s o o s 5 » ¢ & 2 908 2.0 714 0.5 23 796 16,4 1911 1.3
COUNTIES, o o o o 2 o o ¢ « o 1 012 1,8 469 0.8 19 812 35,8 1 051 1.9
MUNICIPALITIES: « o o ¢ » o « & 1 896 2.1 244 0.3 4645 541 865 0:9
TEXAS R 33 027 5.6 4 020 0.7 107 776 6.1 27 337 4,8
STATE & v 6 o o % o ¢ o o s o o o 7 272 3.8 - - 59 802 31,0 46 013 23,9
LOCALs TOTALe o o 2 s o » s o » 25 773 6.0 4 020 0.9 47 987 1142 6-889 1.6
COUNTIES. 4 & o s ¢ s .0 s « ¢ o 18 427 10,9 4 020 2.4 42 081 24,8 6 281 3.2
SMUNICIPALITIESe 4 ¢ 2 o = o o & 7 347 2,8 15 2 6 618 245 1 B58% 0.6
UTAHo o o o o ¢ o o o 0 o o s o 2 « 3 398 6,0 395 0.7 12 943 22.7 809 Lok
STATE 4 o s o 6 s ¢ 8 ¢ o o s o o 1 353 4,9 - - 10 938 ’ 39.8 4 202 15,3
LOCAL; TOTALs & o o ¢ o 4 o o ¢ o 2 318 6,8 395 1.2 2 676 7.8 - -
UNTIES, s & 6 08 0 e e e s 1 579 11.7 382 2.8 2 642 19,61 - -
MUNICIPALITIES- P T R, 739 346 13 0,1 100 0.5 - -
VERMONT 2 4 & s s o o ¢ s 0 o s « » 1 581 5,9 628 2.3 8 822 32.8 440 146
STATE o s e 2 6'a s o o o 8 o o « 291 6.4 628 341 8 775 43,6 550 2.7
LOCAL, TOTALe o o o o6 o o o s s 290 4.2 - - 47 0.7 12 0.2
COUNTIES: o« o o o o o s o » 4 » - tZ) - - 34 1349 i1 4,5
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o « 5 o o & 290 3,3 - - 13 0.2 i (2}
VIRGINIA, &« o o « o o ¢ 4 a s & o & 10 868 3.7 4 068 L4 87 544 29,8 g 224 1.4
STATE 4 o o ¢ o o ¢ s o s s o s o 3 425 2,2 3 850 245 74 491 47.4 11 24 7e2
LOCAL, TOTALs o o o o o # s o » o 7 598 4,7 218 0.1 22 290 13.9 2 134 1.3
COUNTIES, & o o ¢ v 4 6 o s o 3 3 348 5,3 111 0.2 8 513 13,5 367 D46
MUNICIPALITIES: & o o w s o » » 4 261 4,3 107 0.1 14 427 14,6 1 769 1.8
WASHINGTON: & » o o o &« a 3 ¢ ¢ o & 13 132 5,7 3 425 1.5 65 017 2845 2 636 1.2
STATE o 4 ¢ o o 8 o 5 8 6.5 s s 4 4 357 4,7 416 0,5 47 658 51.9 7639 8.3
LOCALy TOTALe w2 ¢ o o 4 o o » o 9 103 6.2 3 009 2.1 19 698 13,5 .1 A21 1,0
TCOUNTIES, 4 4 o o ¢ o s ¢ % v & 6 150 8.4 2 580 3.5 18 743 25,6 -~ 6i} . 0.8
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o « o o o o 2 954 3.9 434 0,6 2 827 3.7 810 Yol
WEST VIRGINIA o oo « s ¢ ¢ v ¢ o &« 3 254 5,1 7L 0.1 16 863 26.2 1 006 16
STATE 4 v o 0 o6 s o 9.5 ¢ & s & 913 2.9 - - 11 229 35,5 3 244 10,3
LOCAL, TOTALe o o s o ¢ & » o o » 2 342 6,5 74 0,2 5 634 15,7 292 0.8
COUNTIES, & o o o 0 ¢ s s s o & 1 848 9.7 71 0.4 5 628 29.67 218 Lol
MUNICIPALITIES: 5 o o ¢ « & & & 494 2,9 - - 200 1.2 L 0.4
VISCONSIN RN 13 693 5.2 2 687 1.0 60 631 23.1 5 083 1,9
STATE P T S T S Y 3 878 8.5 286 Q.3 46 563 5143 10 291 11,3
JCAL, TOTAL. R 10 499 5.8 2 #o7 1.3 14 828 8,1 265 0,1
COUNTIES, o « o ¢ o a s o o » » & 188 845 2 407 343 14 848 2045 180 0.2
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 o « o » o & o 4 329 ) - - 53 (Z) 84 0.l
WYOMING 4 o o ¢ o o 8 o s 8 # o o & 1 367 6,8 253 1.3 4 420 21.9 231 1.1
STATE o v o o o o ¢ 2 a 0 ¢ o o & #35 4.4 - - 3 583 36.0 1. 7%0 18.0
LOCAL, TOTALs 4 s o o « o s » o 932 7.9 253 241 848 Te2 - 32 0,3
COUNTIESe o o 0 o ¢ ¢ ¢ o 4 » &« 677 11,9 250 4,4 643 11,3 -9 ()
MUNICIPALITIESs « o v & o o « o 255 4,1 2 2y 221 3.5 23 0.4




34 CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT
~Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure,
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1975
(Dollar amounts in thousands)
Total criminal justice system Police protection Judiceial
Btate and type of t:ovn:ax'mmant:1 Total direct
yP & exponditure? Percent of Porcent of Percent of
Amount tatal direct Amount total crimingl Amount total ceriminal
expenditure Justice system Justice systen
STATES«LOCALS TOTAL « o & & » 170 119 964 15 060 987 8,9 8 325 537 55,3 1 902 332 12,6
STATES« 4 s ¢ 2 o 5 ¢ 3 3 » 86 335 299 4 612 373 5,3 1 512 130 32,8 497 660 10,8
LOCALy TOTAL, ¢ o o 4 & » 83 784 662 10 448 613 12,5 6 813 4o7 65,2 1 404 672 13,4
COUNTIES: W o v v & a o« 30 903 381 3 828 436 12.4 1 294 838 33,8] - 1006 601 26,3
HUNICIPALITIES, & o o v o 52 881 277 6 620 178 12,5 5 518 569 83.4 398 072 6,0
ALABAMA ss 6 8 e e e b s e e e 2 203 895 149 497 6,8 89 348 59,8 21 851 14,6
STATE &4 6 0 o o s s 5 ¢ ¢ s o ¢ & 1 462 070 54 358 3.7 22 387 41,2 6 157 11.4
LOCAL, ‘TOTALs « » « o » = » + o 4 744 825 95 140 12.8 66 961 70.4 15 654 16,5
COUNTIES, s u v v ¢ o o o i o « 22) 877 34 053 15,3 10 986 32,3 14 059 41,3
MUNICTPALITIES. © 4 o v o v o o 519 948 61 087 11,7 55 975 91,6 1 594 2.6
ALASKAY « o 4 v s s ¢ ¢ s 2 s o o » 979 189 67 877 5.9 27 090 39.9 12 587 18,5
STATE , R 619 192 5% 315 8.9 16 616 30,0 12 uB2 22.6
LOCAL, "TOTAL = + o v v v v n v 359 997 12 562 3,5 10 474 83,4 105 0.8
BOROUGHS. « « « ¢ ¢ 2 ¢ & 2 o 182 456 650 0,4 50 7.6 - -
MUNICIPALITIES. R 177 544 11 912 6,7 10 424 87.5 105 0.9
ARIZONA o ¢ 4 o v o 6 o s ¢ 0 2 4 s 1 549 836 201 958 13.0 117 976 58,4 21 188 10,5
STATE &, & 4 o s ¢ ¢ ¢ o o « 2 # o 815 300 59 092 7.2 32 678 55,3 3 236 5,5
LOCAL, TOTALs o o o ¢ 2 # o s & & 734 536 142 866 19.4 85 305 59,7 17 952 12,6
COUNTIES, o 4 o6 ¢ a o o s o « 304 253 71 065 23,6 19 516 27.5 15 485 1.8
MUNICIPALITIES: « v « o =« « « & 43x 283 71 801 16,6 &5 788 91,6 2 467 3.4
ARKANSAS. v v o 4 v s o s o 2 o o &« 1 092 734 70 353 6.4 36 732 62,2 7 532 10,7
STATE o 4 v 0 4 ¢ ¢ o s ¢ 2 ¢ 4 & 792 783, 29 672 3.7 10 941 36,9 2 097 7.1
LOCALs TOTALe o o o o o s o o o 299 950 40 684 13,6 25 794 63,4 5 435 13.4
COUNTIES. o o o 2 ¢ ¢ o 2 ¢ & 134 273 18 513 13,8 & 362 34,4 y 386 23,7
g HUNICIPALITIES: + v v « o o + o 165 678 22 169 13,4 19 429 87,6 1 049 4,7
CALIFORNIA. [ T, 18 131 786 2 234 343 12,3 1 137 706 50,9 266 837 11.9
STATE 4w v & s u o v 0 0 ¢ s s 0 & 7827 715 555 630 7.1 221 591 39,9 27 546 5,0
LOCAL, TOTALY & o « 2 6 o o » o &« 10 304 971 1 678 713 16,3 916 115 54,6 239 291 14,3
COUNTIES, s « o o s o 0 o o o & 6 169 399 980 319 15,9 273 270 27.9 228 245 23,3
MUNTICIPALITIES, & v o o 2 s & « 4 L34 672 698 394 169 su2 8us 92,0 11 046 1.6
COLORADOL o » o & o = ¢ ¢ ¢ 2 & o 1 854 008 188 406 10,2 100 830 53.8 26 601 14,1
STATE & ¢ o ¢ « 2 ¢ o 2 8 s o 2 o 1 013 276 73 033 Te2 16102 22,0 18 733 25,7
LOCAL., TOTAL. P T S 840 732 115 373 13.7 84 728 73.4 7 868 6,8
COUNTIES: o o o s ¢ o 22 5 o o 290 510 23 026 7.9 10 765 46,8 2 120 9,2
MUNICIPALITIES: « o o o o s.s » 549 822 92 347 16,8 73 964 80,1 5 747 642
CONNECTICUT 4 4 o s v ¢ o o o o &« 3 190 625 205 342 6ol 117 236 57.4 22 960 11.2
STATE 4 0 4 ¢ 6.0 s ¢ ¢ 5 o s « o 1 476 653 106 195 7.2 22 596 21.3 22 580 21,3
LOCAL, TOTALs « o o ¢ o 5.6 o « « 1 713 972 99 147 5.8 94 640 95,5 380 0.4
MUNICIPALITIES, W ¢ o o « o o 1 713 972 99 147 5,8 94 640 95,5 380 0.4
DELAWARE. P e h e e s e e e e e 510 072 45 341 8,9 22 064 48,7 8 604 19.0
8T e r ke e e e e 392 574 31 169 7.9 10 101 32,4 7 056 22,6
LOCAL, TOTAL' RN 117 504 14 3172 12,4 i1 963 84,4 1 548 10.9
COUNTIES, 4 o 's o s « 8 o ¢ o « 37 499 4 753 12.7 3 514 3.9 995 20,9
MUNICIPALITIES, v s o v o o o 80 004 9 419 11.8 8 4ug 89,7 553 5,9
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIAL o o 5 « o o & 1 328 336 200 378 15,1 97 056 48,4 19 112 9.5
LOCAL:.TC’)T;«L.’. R 1 328 336 200 378 18,1 97 038 48,4 19 112 9,5
‘ MUNICIPALITIES; S b e b e ee 1 328 336 200 378 15,1 97 056 48,4 19 112 9,5
FLORIDA v v 4 v 4w v 0 v v s 0 s 2 s 4 985 835 634 052 12,7 314 507 49,6 85 405 13,5
STATE , G e e s e s e e 2 682 540 257 554 9.6 48 275 18,7 31 639 12,3
LOCAL: TDTAL. A EEEEEEE 2 303 295 376 498 16,3 266 232 70.7 53 766 14,3
COUNTIES, o « o « v 9.9 o -0 & 1 094 026 182 568 16,7 94 722 51.9 46 442 25,4
MUNTCIPALITIESY & v o o & s oa 1 209 269 193 930 16,0 174 510 88,4 7 323 3,8
GEORGIA & 4 4 4 o « 4 ¢ o ¢ ¢ 4 2 o 2 956 316 282 758 9.6 142 785 50,5 37 aot 13.4
STATE ¢ w v s 0 o ¢ 0 a o o s o » 1 959 984 100 527 5.1 30 838 30,7 7112 74l
LOCAL, TOTALe ¢ o o « o ¢ o 4 n « 996 332 182 231 18,3 111 947 614 30 689 16.8
COUNTIES. e e e e e 475 588 95 447 20,1 34 915 36,6 27 793 29,1
MUNICIPALITIES. & + o v . P 520 343 86 784 16,7 77 032 88,8 2 897 3.3
HAWATI. o v 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 v 0w 5 1 349 534 58 777 4e4 36 608 62,3 8 461 14,4
STATE e h et e e s e s 1 059 320 12 035 1.8 228 1,2 8 461 4y, 4
LOCALS TOTALY o « o ¢ o & o ¢ o o 290 194 39 742 13.7 36 380 91.5 - -
COUNTIES: 4 o s s ¢ s s 5 o o « ™ 616 10 345 13,9 9 472 91.6 - -
MUNICIPALEITIES, o v o o o & o o 215 578 29_ 397 13.6 26 908 91,5 - -
JIOAHO & & s 4 ¢ a v 4 34 22 5 2 s 833 94g 40 979 Te7 20 224 49,4 5 908 14,4
STATE , T I 380 887 17 066 4,5 4 732 27.7 3 247 19,0
LOCAL, rOTALn I T R R RS AP S 153 059 23 913 15.6 15 492 64,8 2 661 11.1
COUNTIES: o o & o o ¢ s o o & 79 699 13 128 16,5 5 308 40,4 2 606 19,9
MUNICIPALITIES, & v o o o » o » 73 359 10 786 14,7 10 184 ol 4 55 0.5

8oo footnotes ot end of toble.

cein
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system dlrect expenditure,
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1975—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

»

legnl services and

See footnotes at end of table.

prosecation Public defense’ Correctlions Other prininal justice
1

State ahd type of gevernment . Pertent of Porcent of Porcent of Pobcont of
Amount total eriminal Amount total criminal Amount total criminal Amount total criminal

. B Justice system L Justice system ' Justice system Justice system

STATES-LOCAL; TOTAL & . . 4 . 755 851 5,0 193 253 143]°3 626 535 2441 257 478 167
STATES, . R 215 997 4,7 65 481 1,47 2 193 000 47,5 128 -305 2.8

LOCAL, TOTAL. + & & N 539 854 5.2 127 172 1.2 1 433 535 13.7 129 372 1.2
COUNTIES, s e e s e s 316 765 8,3 101 90% 2.7 1 043 818 27.3 64 513 1.7
MUNICIPALITIES, &+ o . o & 223 090 3.4 25 871 0.t 389 718 , 549 64 860 1.0

ALABAMA & & 4 4 o 6 o o o o ¢ 2 o o * 6424 4,3 1 396 0.9 29 246 19,6 1 233 0.8
STATE v o 4 s o 5 o ¢ s ¢ v o o & 3 097 5¢7 1243 2.3 20-293 37.3 1141 2.4
LOCAL, TOTAL. o 4 2 v s o ¢ o « » 3 327 3,5 153 0.2 8 953 9.4 92! (81
COUNTIES. o o s o o o o « o o s 1 984 5.8 74 0.2 6 946 20,4 7 (Z)
MUNICIPALITIES, 2 4 ¢ o v « o » 1 344 2.2 82 0.1 2 007 3,3 85 0.1
ALASKAG & v 4 ¢ o s o o s 5 & s o o 5 588 8.2 1 304 1.9 20 738 30.6 570 0.8
STATE 4 4 0 o o 5 o o 3 ¢ o o o » 4 070 T4 1 302 2.4 20 275 36,7 570] 1.0
LOCAL, TOTALY o 5 2 v a5 o« v » » L 518 12,8 2 (%3] 463 3.7 - -
BOROUGHS, « « s o s » « o s o & 601 92,4 - - - - - -
MUNICIPALITIES, & o o o o o o « 917 7.7 2f 73] 463 3.9 - -
ARIZONA & 4 4 s s 4 ¢ o o & o s o 10 145 5,0 3 535 1.8 43 786 21.7 5 329 2.6
STATE W 4 u o o 6 s ¢ ¢ o o s o s 1 745 3.0 - - ‘0 341 34,4 1 099 1.9
LOCAL, TOTALs « ¢ « ¢ & « « « " « 8 400 5.9 3 535 2.5 23 445 1644 4 229 3.0
COUNTIES, «. o v v o » & o » & « 5 636 7.9 3 247 4.6 23 166 32.6 4 014 5.6
MUNICIPALITIES, 4 o v o« 4 o o o 2 764 3.8 288 0.4 278 0.4 215 0.3
ARKANSAS, & 2 ¢ o 2 o o o o 2o o &« 2 763 3.9 452 046 20 951 29.8 1 924 2.7
STATE 4 4 v o 6 s 2 s ¢ o o « o o 94y 3,2 20 0.1 13 755 46,4 1 915 6.5
LOCAL, TOTALe o 4 « o o o o & & « 1819 4,5 432 1.1 7 196 17.7 9 (Z)
COUNTIES: o o v o ¢ 5 s « » o o 1176 6.4 430 2.3 6 158 33,3 - -
MUNICIPALITIES: v ¢ o o o s « 643 2.9 1 (Z) 1 037 4,7 9 tZ)
CALIFORNIA: & o « v ¢ o s 5 & s « « 137 385 6.1 40 255 1.8 630 900 28,2 21 260 1,0
STATE 4 & o o 6 4 o o 4 o o 8 o ¢ 21 628 3.9 1 103 0.2 270 735 48,7 13 o027 243
LOCAL, TOTALe « o o o o o o a's » 115 757 6.9 39 152 © 243 360 165 21,5 8 232 0.5
COUNTIES, « o v 2 s o o « s « & 88 u78 9.0 33 096 3.9 345 904 35,3 6 325 0.6
MUNICIPALITIES, v 4 o s « o o « 27 279 3.9 1 056 0.2 14 261 2.0 1 907 0.3
COLORADOL. 4 . o v 4 o 0 0 4 o o o 12 876 6,8 2 977 te6 41 209 21.9 3 912 2l
STATE & 4 o o % ¢ # 5.8 o o s o « 2 760 3,8 2 794 3.8 31 167 42,7 1477 240
LOCAL, TOTAL: & v o v o s o o & &« 10 116 8,8 183 0.2 10 o042 8,7 2 435 2.1
COUNTIESs o o o » o o o o o o & 5 264 . 22,9 20 191 3 716 16,1 1 140 » 540
MUNICIPALITIES: + o o o & o v o 1} 852 5.3 163 Gs2 6 327 6.9 1.294 14
CONNECTICUT « 1 s e e et e e 8 989 4.4 2 024 1.0 52 529 25.6 1 605 0.8

STAT LI I R S 5 512 5.2 2 007 1.9 52 323 49,3 1177 1ad
LOcAL, TOTAL. R 3 477 3.5 17 t2) 206 .. 042 #28 0.4
MUNTCIPALITIES, 4 4 » s 2 » » » 3 477 3.5 17 (Z) 206 0.2 428 048
DELAWARE, ¢ 4 « a o « o s ¢ o o o » 1 949 4,3 560 1.2 11 361 25,1 803 1.8
STATE 2 8 % & s 4 4 A ¢ 2 ¢ o2 e n 1 346 l‘..} 540 1-7 11 361 36.“ 765 2‘5
LOCAL, TOTALs o o s ¢ o 5 o « & » 603 4,3 20 0ol - - 38 0.3
COUNTIES: o o # o o ¢ v ¢ ¢ « & 186 2.9 20 [\ - - 38 0.8
MUNICIPALITIES: o » & o o o o » 417 3.4 - - - - - {Z)
DISTEICT OF COLUMBIA. & o s 4 o » & 6 736 3.4 1 935 1.0 73 114 3645 2 425 1.2
2 8 % & 8 8 ¢ 8 % o8 s - - - - - - - -
LOCAL, TOTAL® 4 o o o 5 ¢ o s « & 736 3.8 1 935 1.0 73 114 36,5 2 425 12
MUNICIPALITIES, o + « o s s o+ & 6 736 3.4 1 938 1,0 73 114 36,5 2 425 1,2
FLORIDA , 4 4 o 5 4 « 0 4 o 0 o « 4 29 581 B, 10 068 1,6 184 802 29.1 9 729 1.5
STATE , Ca e v b ek s e 20 741 8.1 9 041 345 145 802 56,6 2 056 0,8
LOCAL, "TOTALs -+ o + o o » o o o s 8 800 2,3 1027 043 39 000 10,4 7 673 240
COUNTIES, 4 « oo v s o o s & o 3 704 2,0 917 0.5 30 382 16.6 6 405 3.5
HUNIGIPALITIES. & + v v s o o . 5 100 2,6 110 0.1 8 619 4.4 1 268 047
GEORGIA 4 w w o o o o o o s°2 « o o 10 632 3,8 2 854 1.0 86 306 30,5 2 379 0,8
STATE |, 4 4o o s 0 o 8 o 2 o o & 3 478 3.5 1223 1.2 55 785 55.5 2 093 2.4
LOCAL, TOTALe 5 o o « s o ¢ » o » 7 154 3.9 1 633 0.9 30 521 16,7 287 042
COUNTIES, 4 o w5 v o & & o o # 5 279 5,5 1 546 1,6 25 878 271 38 (2)
MUNICIPALITIES. o o o « 2 4 o & 1 875 . 2.2 87 0.1 4 646 54 249 0.3
HAWALT. o a o v % 2 3 3 v 0 o & o & 4 039 6.9 1 269 242 7 862 13.4 538 0,9
STATE 4 s v o o o s 4 8 35 0 o o & 1 655 8.7 1 269 . 6,7 6 916 3643 506 2.7
LocaL, TOTAL. RN 2 384 6.0 - - 946 2.4 32 0,4
COUNTIES. « 2 » = + s % » s o'« 614 5,9 - - 227 2.2 32 0,3
MUNICIPALITIESy o o o o ¢ » o s 1 770 6,0 - - 719 2.4 - -
IDARD & v & ¢ « & ¢ o a2 & s 8 & « 2 357 5,8 681 1.7 10 770 26.3 1 039 2.5
STATE v « w's s v o 5 8 5 2.5 o « 628 347 - - 7 854 4640 608 3,6
LOCAL, TOTALe o & o o+ 5 o s o « » 1729 7.2 681 2.8 2819 1242 432 1,8
COUNTIES: o o o s ¢ 5 o » 8 & « 1 248 9,5 680 5,2 2 863 21.8 423 3.2
MUNICIPALITIES, « 4 2 o o & « &« 481 4.5 1 (¥4] 55 0.5} e Ol
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by State and type of government, fiscal year 1975—Continued

CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT
Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure,

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total eriminal justice system Police protection Judicial

Stata 1 Total direct -
wte and fymc of govomdent expend ture? Percent of Percent ol Percent of
Amount total direct Antount total criminal Amount total criminal
expenditure Justice system Justice systen
lLLINOIS‘ s e e e s e e s 7 370 931 778 322 1046 513 159 65,9 87 365 11,2
STATE & o o s 4 o ¢ v v o ¢ & 4 563 210 188 810 4,1 61 186 32.4 0 332 $6a4
LOCAL, TOTAL: v o ¢ ¢ o o o 2 807 721 589 512 21.0 451 973 76.7 57 033 947
COUNTIES, 4 4 2 ¢ o s 2 o & 726 765 166 329 22.9 39 833 23,9 56 596 34,0
HUNICTPALTTLES, + o oo o & 2 080 955 423 183 20,3 412 40 97.4 437 0.1
INDIANA « o o ¢ s o s 5 2 o 5 2 4 2. 882 074 223 026 7.7 131 775 59,1 24 386 10,9
STATE W 4 o s 2.2 s 5 % v 2 2 2 » 1 608 716 78 339 4,9 33 409 42,6 4 635 5,9
LOCAL, TOTALs « ¢ o » 4 v o o » « 1 273 358 144 688 11.4 98 366 68,0 19 751 13,7
COUNTIES: 4 s o o o o v o » @ s 528 924 47 192 8.9 15 231 32,3 13 883 29.4
HUNICYPALITIES. o o o o ¢ o o =« 744 434 97 Ug9é 13,1 83 135 85.3 5 868 6.0
TOWAY & o s o 58 8 o % 5 0 o« « ¢ o 1968 287 125 689 6.4 68 954 54,8 17 794 14,2
STATE o 4 o & o 0 2 8 8 s 2 2 ¢ 1 126 829 48 954 4,3 19 032 38,9 5 918 12,
LOCAL, TOTAL. « o o s o v o & o » 841 458 76 735 9,1 49 922 65,0 11 876 15,5
COUNTIES, v o s w0 5 % o & » & 402 710 34 062 8,5 9 426 27.6 11 870 34,8
MUNICIPALITIES. % s « o o 5 o &« 438 748 42 673 9.7 40 495 94,9 6 (2)
KANSASs w « s o 0 s o o0 6 s 2 o & 1 478 8lo 121 155 8.2 55 592 45,9 15 927 13,1
STATE &, 4w 6 o o 6 6 8 o 5 ¢ ¢ « » 876 814 51 326 5.9 11 154 21.7 5 377 10.5
LOCAL, TOTAL. w ¢ o o & 26 .0 » & 601 996 69 B30 11,6 44 438 63,6 10 350 15,1
COUNTIES. o o v ¢ ¢ 6 2 « o o o 223 835 30 478 13,6 9 511 31.2 9 302 30,5
MUNICIPALITIES: « o o 4 « s o & 378 160 39 352 1044 34 927 88,8 1248 3,2
KENTUGKY. c e e et e 2 120 Bi2 184 555 743 85 285 55,2 19 288 12.5
STATE & 4 v s 0 o 2 6 3 4 « o « « 1 584 737 56 979 3.6 22 463 39.4 6 470 11.4
LOCAL, TOTAL. o ¢ o @ o ¢ o & o » 536 075 97 576 18,2 62 822 ol 4 12 818 13,4
COUNTIESs « s o o ¢ 8 4 5 ¢ o » 175 644 45 818 26,1 17 383 37,9 10 462 22,8
MUNICIPALITIES: v ¢ o 4 s o = 360 461 51 759 14,4 45 439 87.8 2 356 4,6
LOUISIANA & 4 o o s 2 5 ¥ o o o » & 2 532 052 226 362 8.9 135 579 59,9 29 162 12,9
STATE . P 4 765 326 2. 528 4,1 32 835 45,3 5 615 Te?
. Logal, TATALs & v v v s v v o 766 126 153 834 20.1 102 744 66.8 23 547 15,3
PARISHES: 4 o 5 a o o v & .0 « 4 297 692 62 541 2140 38 027 60,8 12 155 19.4
MUNICIPALITIESe 4 o o « o & o » 169 034 91 293 19.5 64 717 70,9 11 392 12.5
MAINE o o o o « » s s 5 o ¢ s 5 o o 857 188 45 911 5.4 25 982 56,6 6 115 13,3
STATE o ' v v a0 o 5 5 0 0 2 s & 535 166 23 301 N 8 297 35,6 3 586 15.4
LOCAL, TOTAL: o 2 « « ¢ ¢ s o « « 322 022 22 610 7.0 17 685 78.2 2 529 11,2
COUNTIES, s o v o s » « o' s o & 11 997 6 813 56,8 2 282 33.5 2 511 36,9
MUNICIPALITIES. e s s e e e 310 025 15 797 5,1 15 403 97.5 18 0,1
MARYLAND. S e et e st e e e 4 g2y §11 346 097 740 185 916 53,7 35 422 10,2
STATE , P e s e b s e e 1 813 573 153 723 8.5 38 653 25,1 19 992 13,0
LQCAL, TOTALe o v v v e et 3 110 538 192 373 6.2 147 263 76,6 15 430 8,0
COUNTIEBY o u o o 6 o « o s s & 2 050 268 96 852 4,7 71 064 73.4 9 954 10,3
MUNICIPALITIES. e e e e L 060 270 95 524 9.0 76 199 79,8 5 436 5,7
MASSACHUSETTS ¢ 4 o 4 s o o « o o » 6 683 017 372 71y 7.1 281 883 59,6 62 368 13,2
STAT R 3 011 904 128 376 4,3 39 220 30,6 11 215 8.7
LocaL, TOTAL. e 5w a e e .. 3 671 113 344 335 9.4 242 663 70.5 51 153 14,9
COUNTIES, v 4 « o ¢ 4 0 ¢ o o » 124 295 68 148 54,8 1131 1. 37 043 54,4
MuNICIPALITIES. e e e e 3 546 8l8 276 187 Y] 241 532 87.5 14 148 5,1
MXCHIGAN. R R T 431 578 875 409 9.1 391 059 57.9 94 065 13.9
ATE P s oa O e e ks 4 268 921 166 256 3,9 64 954 3%.1 16 224 9.8
LOCAL: CTOTALs v e vt 3 162 657 509 152 16,4 326 105 64,0 77 881 15,3
COUNTIES, 4 4 & ¢ # o o 0 o' » » 1191 444 186 420 15,6 43 962 23,6 58 121 31,2
MUNICXPALITIES. T T 1 974 213 322 732 1644 282 143 87.4 19 720 6,1
MINNESOTA 4 & s 5 » 2 ¢ s 3 v » s & 3 142 4o 203 024 6,5 110 812 54,6 27 247 13,4
STATE & v s g ¢ 0 s v ¢ 4 0 s 0 1 541 790 54 389 3.5 18 087 33,3 4 722 8,7
LOCAL, TOTALs o s o o a « o o » 4 1600 350 148 635 9.3 92 725 62,4 22 525 15,2
COUNTIES: ¢ o « 4 o s 2 2 » » 831 434 69 877 8,4 22 082 31,6 21 646 31.0
MUNICIPALITIES. e e h s 768 915 78 758 10,2 70 643 89,7 879 1,1
ISSlsslPPI e e a e e e s 1 439 665 87 209 6.1 53 383 61,2 10 797 12,4
TATE &« o o 0w 0 2 8 s o « & e 920 519 40 416 4.4 20 267 50,1 2 960 73
LOCAL, TOTALY o o o v ¢ o o o 4 & 519 146 46 794 9.0 33 116 70.8 7 837 16,7
COUNTIESs & o v s o 5 o ¢ o ¢ » 305 586 20 258 6,6 8 641 427 7 228 35,7
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 s e 6 o o o « 213 560 26 535 12,4} 24 Y476 92,2 609 2.3
MISSOURI, & o « w o o ¢ & s 39 s 2 569 004 272 022 10,6 164 416 60.4 35109 12,9
STATE o o o o s o s s 6 ¢ o « 4 o 1 574 299 T 46 4,7 24 188 32,5 11 891 16,0
LOCAL, TOTALe 4 s o ¢ o 4 o & o &« 994 705 197 576 19,9 140 228 71.0 23 218 11,8
COUNTIES: o 4 o o ¢ & s o ¢ # & 260 927 53 802 20,6 20 639 38.4 15 167 28,2
MUNICIPALITIES: o ¢ w o s'¢ « o 733 718 143 774 19,6 119 589 83,2 B 051 5.6
MONTANA « ¢ ¢ o« o & 6 » 6 5 0 4 @ 545 700 38 793 Tal 19. 400 50,0 4 544 11,7
STATE P 361 382 15 498 4,3 § 134 26,7 1135 T3
LOCAL.- ‘TOTAL. P I 184 318 23 295 12,6 15 266 65,5 3 409 14,6
COUNTIES, & w ¢ v ¢ v s 4.0 s 110 978 12 9560 11,7 5 917 45,7 3 065 23.%
HUNICIPALITIESS & + o v s o o s 73 343 19 334 14,1 9 349 90,5 344 3.3

See footnotes t\.-.,/ond of table,
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Tabie 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure,'
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1975—Continued

{Dollar amounts in thousands)

Legal services and

prosccution Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
N 1
State and type of government Percent of Porcent of Parcent of Percont of
Amount total c¢riminal Amount total eriminal Amount total eripinal Amount totnl criminal
Justice system Justice system Justice system Justico systen
!LLINNS. « 0 v a ke s a e 35 892 h,6 7393 0.9 127 490 16.4 7 023 0.9
STAT P 8 688 4,6 1712 0.9 83 616 44,3 3276 1.7
LOCAL, "TOTAL: & 4 o s v v v v ot 27 204 4,6 5 681 1.0 43 874 C 7.4 3 741 0.6
COUNTIES, & » s s » & » » ¢ + » 18 432 10,9 5 660 3.4 43 005 25.9 3 102 1.9
MUNICIPALITIES: « o ¢ o « ¢ « 9 072 2.1 21 174} 869 . 0.2 645 0.2
INDIANA ¢ 4 » ¢ o ¢ x v 2 % ¢ s o @ 10 406 4.7 1 797 0,8 50 029 22.4 4 633 2el
STATE 4 4 o v s 8 2 ¢ 8 5 s o o « 4 214 5.4 252 0.3 33 910 43,3 199 2.4
LOCAL, “TOTALs = o » v o v o o u s 6 192 3,3 1545 1.l 16 119 11.1 2 5 1.9
COUNTIESs o o v 5.6 o ¢ 2 s o » 3 449 7e3 1 332 2.8 11 992 25,4 1 306 2.8
MUNICIPALITIES. o 4 « o o o o » 2 743 2.8 214 0.2 4 128 4,2 1409 1.4
TOWAG o o 0 0 o 2 2 ¢ 0 0 0 ¢ 0 ¢ s 6 607 5,3 1 736 1.4 29 086 23.1 1 512 1,2
STATE o & o5 2 s s o o o « o o 1 836 3.8 18 (Y3} 21 655 34,2 495 1.0
LOCAL, TOTALe o o s o o ¢ o s 5 « 4 771 6,2 1 718 2.2 7 431 9.7 1017 1.3
COUNTIES, « o o « o s ¢ « s = « 3 310 9.7 11718 5.0 7 268 2843 470 1.4
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 o 4 o ¢ o & & 1 462 344 - - 163 .4 547 143
KANSAS, 4 o % oo 5 » ¢ s o o o « » 8 557 7.1 1 507 1.2 36 900 30,5 2 672 2,2
STATE & 4 o ¢ o ¢ o2 6.0 0 o v « 3 745 7.3 1337 2.6 28 845 5642 867 1.7
LoCAL, TOTALe + + o s v o s . i s 4 812 6,9 170 0.2 8 055 11.5 1 805 2.6
COUNTIES: v o o o 5 s o « o o » 3 374 11,1 152 0.5 7 320 24.0 819 2.7
MUNICIPALITIES, « o o o ¢ & o » 1 438 3.7 18 (¥4] 735 1.9 986 2.5
KENTUCKY. v 4 o 2 o s o o o 2 o & » 9 074 5,9 1 083 0.7 32 359 20,9 7 468 4.8
STATE o w 6 o o s o 2 6 a o s 2 4 007 7.0 664 1.2 22 790 40,0 585 140
LOCAL, TOTAL: 4 o & + 2 o o & » o 5 067 5.2 419 0.4 9 569 9.8 6 883 7e1
COUNTIES, « o o s « o o « o o o 3 066 6.7 419 0.9 7 632 16,7 6 856 15,0
MUNICIPALITIES: o 4 o v o o 2 o 2 001 3.9 - - 1 937 3,7 27 0.l
LOUISIANA S st a st e s e e 10 862 4,8 1169 0.5 48 177 2443 1 414 0.6
STATE & o v o v 2 s 8 2.2 3 2 5 » 5§ 420 7.5 - - 27 840 38.4 818 1.t
LOCAL, TOTAL: o o ¢ o s o o & & & 5 4u2 3.5 1 169 048 20 337 13,2 596 0.4
PARISHES, '+ o« o » « ¢ o o o+ o » 2 783 4,4 685 tid 8 738 14,0 154 0,2
MUNICIPALITIES: & ¢ v s ¢ ¢ & « 2 659 2.9 usy 0,4 11 599 12.7 442 0.5
MAINE & & 4 v o o« s o s s 5 2 ¢ o » 2 020 4,4 41y 0,9 10 449 22.8 933 2.0
STATE o 4 « o o s o 2 ¢+ 2 a & o » 1 423 6.1 150 0.6 8 976 385 869 3.7
LOCAL, TOTALs « & o o v o o « o 597 2,6 261 1.2 1473 645 &l 0,3
COUNTIES: « » o s o 5 » s o 4 o 224 3.3 259 3.8 1 473 21,6 63 0,9
MUNICIPALITIES: « v o « s » & » 373 2.4 2] 2y - - 1 %3]
MARYLAND. o o v o ¢ 2 ¢ o o s o & » 12 977 3,7 5 579 1.6 99 870 28.9 & 333 1,8
STATE ¢ 4 v ¢ s 4 5 3 5 ¢ ¢ o s o 1791 1.2 5 569 3.6 84 272 54,8 3446 242
LOCAL, TOTALs o v o v o o s ¢ o o 11 188 5,8 10 t2) 15 598 8,1 2 487 1.5 7
COUNTIES: & « « « o 2 o o » » s 6 194 6.4 10 (23 7 874 a4 1 716 1.8
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o o « ¢ 4 991 5,2 - - 7724 8,1 1171 1.7
MASSACHUSETTS ¢ « o o ¢ o v o o .o o 16 567 3.8 5 100 1t 97 347 20,6 9 446 70
STATE o & o ¢ o 6 o o o s 4 & o'« 5 216 4,1 3 017 2.4 63 364 49,4 6 344 a9
LOCAL, TOTALs o o o o « « 4 s ¢ o 11 351 3,3 2 083 0.6 33 983 9.9 3 102 7049
COUNTIES: s o s o o 2 s 4 o o 2 879 B,2 2 074 3,0 24 946 36,6 75 S 041
MUNICIPALITIES: & v « v s o o 8 472 3.1 9 (2) 9 037 3,3 3 027 1.1
MICHIGAN. o 4 o o 4 o o o o o o o & 34 012 5,0 12 490 1.8 134 851 20,0 & 932 1.3
STATE o o 4 o 2 o % s ¢ 3 ¢ 4 4 o 7 422 4,5 1 060 0.6 69 967 42,1 6 629 0
LOCAL, TOTALs + = » o v v s v » « 26 590 5.2 11 43¢ 2.2 64 884 12.7 2 303 0.5
COUNTIES: « a » o ¢ o o ¢ 5 o o 17205 9,2 9 551 5,1 56 399 30.3 1 187 045
MUNJCIPALITIES. o o o o 4 o o o 9 384 2.9 1 878 0.6 8 485 2.6 1125 0,3
i
MINNESOTA & & o s 0 s « s 6 s ¢ o o 11 323 5.6 2172 11 47 852 23.6 3 618 1.8
STATE o« o 0 4 o 4. 5 6 5 4 & a-n 1934 3,6 335 0.6 27 623 50,8 1688 3.1
LOCAL, TOTAL: o v ¢ ¢ o o ¢ & 'a = 9 389 6,3 1837 1.2 20 229 13.6 1 9%0 1.3
COUNTIES, o a o s ¢ 8 ¢ ¢ » & » 5 543 729 1 747 2.5 18 470 26,4} 343 Oub
MUNICIPALITIES: « & s o ¢ s o « 3 846 4,9 90 0.1 1 759 2,217 18 2.0
MISSISSIPPY v a4 s v s v w0 o 3 561 3,1 594 07| 17 237 19.8 16l 1.9
STA 4 s & & 5 8 8 3 8 8 4 0 & @ 1 788 4.4 v - 14 087 34,8 1 334 3.3
LOCAL, TOTALe « o o s o s ¢ o o s 1793 3.8 594 1.3 3170 6.8 284 0.6
COUNTIES, 4 « v o o o 5 v o o » 1123 5,5 554 2.7 2 489 12,1 256 143
MUNICIPALITIES, & s o « « s o & 670 2.5 4z 042 711 2.7 28 0,1
MISSOURIe o « o o o ¢ s o ¢ « o o .0 11 350 4,2 2 067 0.8 55 475 20.4 3 605 1.3
STATE v ¢ o @ o 2 v s ¢ « v s o 1 551 2.1 1 781 2.4 34 045 5.7 1 020 1.4
LOCAL, TOTALs o o s % o ¢ o « ¢ s Q? 799 5,0 286 Ol 21 460 109 2 585 163
COUNTIES, ¢ a o o oo « ¢ 5 o & i 980 9.3 36 0,1 114 303 21,0 1677 3,1
HUNICIPACITIES, o + o o o v oo 4 819 3.4 250 0.2 10 158 Tel 908 046
MOMTANA & & o o o o 6 « » 2 o o n @ 2 541 6,6 381 140 10 927 28.2 1 000 246
STATE o o a0 4 0 o 0 0 ¢ o 2 o » 655 4,2 - - 8 712 56.2 B62 5,6
LOCAL, TOTALe & s 4 o o s s o ¢ » 1 886 Bel 381 I Y] 2 215 9.5 138 Qab
COUNTIESs o« o o o s o ¢ « v s s 1 483 11.4 370 2.9 1.994 15,4 132 140
MUMICIPALITIES: & o o o 5 2. « 403 3,9 11 0.1 221 2,1 [ 0ud

See faotnotes at end of table.
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by State and type of government, fiscal year 1975-—Continued

CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT
Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure,

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total eriminal justice system Police protection Judicial
1 Tatdl direct
State and typo of government expend{ ture? Parcent of ‘Percent of Pareent of

Amount totel direct Amount total criminal A unt totnl criminal
expenditure Jjustice system Justice system
NEBRASKAW 2 & o o o s ¢ s s 2 ¢ » & 1 097 325 77 467 7.1 40 445 52,2 12 064 15,6
STATE. , P 595 195 29 004 4,9 9 488 32,7 5 929 2044
LOCAL, TOTALs 2 s « s ¢ o .5 4 » o 502 130 48 453 ¢4 30 957 63,9 6 135 12,7
COUNTIES. o 4 o« s ¢ s o o = & 210 792 19 794 9.4 5 711 28,9 5 037 25,4
MUNICIPALITIES. st e e e e e s 291 337 28 669 9,8 25 246 88,1 1097 3.8
NEVADA, & o o « o ¢ o 5 s ¢ 2 2 o s 574 148 76 371 13,3 39 690 52,0 6 771 8.9
STATE o« s o v 4 ¢ 0 6 0 v s 0 o ¢ 290 807 22 116 7.6 3 911 17.7 1 306 5.9
LOCAL, TOTALe & s 4 v « o = 4 o & 283 341 54 255 19,1 35 779 65,9 5 465 10.1
COUNTIESu o o o ¢ ¢ o ¢ o s & o 194 033 39 057 20,1 23 405 59,9 4 437 11.4
MUNICIPALITIES. s e s v s e e s 89 308 15 198 17.0 12 373 aL.4 1 028 6.8
NEW HAMPSHIRE I T, 602 860 37 411 642 22 794 60,9 5 160 13.6
STAT . s h e v e s s ae 350 854 13 738 3.9 5 619 40,9 1 535 i1.2
LOCAL, TOTALe = + s v o v v o u s 252 006 23 679 9.4 17 175 72.5 3 565 15,1
COUNTIES, o v o « o o % ¢ 5 o a 28 427 5 635 19,8 1 068 19.0 2 487 44,1
MUNICIPALITIES: v & 4 o o o o & 223 580 18 044 8,1 16 107 89,3 1 079 6,0
NEW JERSEY: o o o o s 5 ¢ s s o & « 5 918 486 646 367 10.9 383 058 59,3 74 209 11,5
STATE 4 & s o 2 o s ¢ & ¢ o 2 s .« 2 669 094 162 248 6.1 58 446 36,0 16 318 10,4
LOCAL, TOTAL. = & v v s o v o v s 3 249 392 484 119 14,9 324 612 67,1 57 891 12,0
COUNTIESe v o s n. s o » s o o o 1 245 885 153 000 12,3 19 991 13,1 44 999 29,4
MUNICIPALITIES: o ¢ w ¢ o 5 + & 2 003 507 331 119 16,5 304 621 92,0 12 893 3.9
NEW MEXICO: w o o« « o ¢ 0 ¢ « 2 « & 784 556 63 050 8,0 37 885 60.1 6 916 11.0
STATE &, ¢« vn 0 o ¢ 56 0 ¢ o s » 550 781 29 545 5.4 10 416 35,3 5 564} 18,8
LOCAL, TOTAL: s o 4 o o ¢ « o 4 & 233 775 33 505 14,3 27 469 82,0 1 352 4,0
COUNTIES: s « o o ¢ o o 2 ¢ « &« 71 354 7 619 10,7 5 190 68.1 284 3,7
MUNICIPALITIES. C b et ae e 162 424 25 8a7 15,9 22 279 86,1 1 068 4,1
NEW YORK:e o « ¢ o s 5 + ¢ s u s v 24 328 192 2 061 406 8,5 1 180 757 57,3 269 380 13.4
STATE . « & c e s st e e e 7 122 163 ya4 742 6,0 108 999 25,7 47 828 11,3
L.oCAL, ToTAL. ch e v e e s e 17 206 029 1 636 664 9.5 1 071 758 65,5 221 552 13,5
COUNTIES: o« v o o s o« o o 4 3 420 624 353 115 10,3 174 568 49, 61 751 17,5
MUNTCIPALITIES: 4 4 o ¢ o o & & 13 785 408 1 283 549 9.3 897 190 69.9 159 801 12.4
NORTH CAROLINAe « o o o o ¢ o o o & 4 397 185 290 414 6,6 144 227 49,7 35 415 12.2
TATE & v o 0 v 6 6 o 6 0 0 0 s 1 773 204 156 632 8.8 39 477 25.2 25 936 1646
LoCAL; TOTALx s ¢ o & o s & s = &« 2 623 981 133 783 5,1 104 750 78,3 9 479 741
COUNTIES, v o o o4 s 4 ¢ o o o » 2080 335 53 469 2.6 26 264 49,1 9 478 17.7
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 o o o o o « & 543 6l6 80 313 14,8 78 486 97,7 1 (2)
NoRTH DAKOTAL o« o o o o 0 04 o 4 » 473 588 5.0 12 542 52,6 3 902 16,4
TATE & & a % o o 5 o ¢ 4 ¢ s o 342 138 2,4 2 355 28,7 1103 13.4
LOCAL: TOTALe o o s o v ¢ v s o & 131 450 11.8 10 157 65,3 2 79% 18,0
COUNTIES: & o s o s a4 o o « o 60 768 12,0 2 495 34,3 2 479 34,1
MUNICIPALITIES: & v v o « s o & 70 682 1147 7 662 92,4 320 3.9
OHIO: & » o 6 6 6 ¢ % 0 o a ¢ 5% » 6 674 781 9.2 323 254 52,9 84 707 13,9
STATE 0 4 v o o o0 ¢ ¢ 8 o s o o 3 495 045 5.3 9 147 26,8 10 183 5,5
LOCAL, TOTAL. & & 4 o o ¢ o ¢ & & 3 179 736 13.4 274 107 64,1 74 524 17.4
COUNTIESY s o v « v s ¢ % v s & L 222 775 11,7 36 811 25,8 51 461 36,1
MUNICIPALITIES. S e b e e 1 956 961 14,6 237 298 83,3 23 063 801
OKLAHOMA. Se oy e 4 e e s e e e 1 733 396 6,7 63 255 54,5 14 862 12.8
STATE Ca e e e h e s 1121 o042 4,6 17 935 34,5 6 335 12,2
LOCAL, ‘TOTAL. » « + v o v o s o . 612 354 10,4 45 320 70,9 8 527 13,3
COUNTIES. & o v s o 6 2 ¢ o o & 185 760 9.4 5 412 31,1 6 932 39,8
HUNICIPALITIES: « o 4 ¢ o 4 o 426 595 10,9 39 907 85,7 1 595 3.4
OREGON. & 4. ¢ v n o o v a s ¢ 5 o o 1 746 158 9,5 80 607 48,7 20 381 12,3
STATE @ 0 w v 0 s o a0 2 s o0 1 122 482 5,4 19 829 32,6 5 253 846
LOCAL, TOTAL4 & o « ¢ o s » ¢ o & - 623 676 16,8 60 778 58,0 15 128 14,4
COUNTIESs 4 o o 4 o o s o o o & 314 713 18,6 19 511 33,3 14 054 24,0
MUNICIPALITIES: « s o o v s v o 308 963 14,9 41 267 89,5 1 074 2.3
PENNSYLVANIA. L T SO, 7 949 397 751 287 9.5 822 000 56,2 114 127 15,2
AT I § 348 806 233 044 4.4 106 408 45,7 25 847 11.1
LocAL: TOTALL t v v v e s e 2 570 591 518 276 20,2 315 592 60,9 88 280 17,0
COUNTIES, o v & ¢ o o 5 o 4 « & 700 975 145 ouu 16,5 10 075 8, 7 49 360 42,6
MUNICIPALITIESY v v s o o o & & 1 B69 616 402 332 21,5 305 517 75.9 38 920 9.7
RHODE ISLANDe o & o v ¢ o ¢ v o & 943 034 55 042 5,8 32 369 58,8 8 207 14,9
STATE o 4 o 4 o v o 4 s ¢ a6 o s 521 571 27 3717 5,2 5 850 21,4 7 906 28.9
LOCAL, TOTALs o v v o ¢ ¢ 4 & o & 421 463 27 665 6,6 26 519 95,9 301 1ol
MUNTCIPALITIES, + 4 o 4 + 4 o | 421 462 27 665 646 26 519 95,9 301 1.1
“SOUTH CAROLINAG o o v v o o o o o & 1 789 437 146 297 8,2 71 150 48,6 15 106 10,3
STA R 1 364 152 69 032 5.1 23 642 34.2 1 934 2,8
LOCAL, TOTALs 4 o o« o « v o & « & 425 285 77 265 18,2 47 508 61.5 13 172 17.0
COUNTIES: ¢ o « % » o s o 24 & 282 095 45 323 16,1 18 108 40,0 12 000 2645
MUNICIPALITIES, + o o v s 0 o | 143 190 31 o4z 22,3 29 399 92,0 1472 3.7

Soo fooinotos at ond of table.
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure,
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1975—Ccntinued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Lega;rzzzztziz“and Public defense Corrections Other ¢riminal justice
N .
State and type of government Percent of Porcent of Percent of Parcent of
Amount total criminal Amount total eriminal Amount total criminal Amount  |fotal eriminal
Justice system Justice system Justice system Juatice mystem
NEBRASKA. st e s oLt s e e oo 4 702 6.1 975 Le3 17 546 2246 1 7135 2.2
STATE , , R 417 1.4 - - 12 350 42.6 8201 2,8
LOCAL, ‘TOTAL. f s e e s e s 4 285 8,8 975 2,0 5 196 10,7 915 1.9
COUNTIES, o o o o ¢ 2 s o o » o 2 940 14,9 975 4,9 y 784 24,2 346 1.8
MUNICIPALITIES. & o o o o « 4 & 1 345 4.7 - - 412 1.4 568 2.0
NEVADA: & o o o o # o ¢ o s a0 a s 5 217 6,8 1 222 1.6 22 118 29.0 1 354 1,0
STATE & ¢« 6 o s ¢ ¢ » s 0 s ¢ & 3 1 062 4,8 161 0.7 14 351 6449 1 325 6.0
LOCALy TOTALs ¢ o « o o o o & & 4 155 7.7 1 064 2.0 767 14,3 29 0ol
COUNTIES: o o o s 5 s 2 o o o & 3 081 7.9 1 048 2.7 7 057 1841 29 0.1
MUNICIPALITIESs « o o o o0 & o 1 074 Tk 13 0.4 710 4,7 E -
NEW HAMPSHIRE R 1 342 3,6 230 0.6 7 479 2040 %5# 1.2
STAT R 638 4,6 230 1.7 5 417 39,5 292 2.1
LOCAL, TOTALe + o v 4 « e v e e 704 3,0 - (23 2 062 8,7 173 0.7
COUNTIESs o o o o.0 ¢ o o v « « 249 4.4 - - 1 826 32.4 g 0.1
MUNICIPALITIES: & o o & s v 4 & 454 2.5 - (&3] 236 1.3 168 0.9
NEW JERSEYs o o o o o 5 o o 3 & & & 4o 264 6,5 10 930 1.7 127 865 19,8 8 040 1.2
STATE & i o v e s » v 3 0 o 3 4 o 7 189 4ot 10 547 65 66 813 41,2 2 935 1,8
LOCAL, TOTALe 4 o o 5 » « o o o o 35 075 7.2 383 0.1 61 052 1246 5 105 1.1
COUNTIES, o « o o 5 5 2 oo & &« 25 696 16,8 236 0.2 60 819 39.8 1 259 0,8
MUNICIPALITIES: o & 5 o = « 4 9 379 2.8 147 1Z) 233 0,1 3 84§ 1.2
NEW MEXICOs o ¢ o o 2 o o 2 2 ¢ o & 3 722 5.9 1 845 2.9 11 569 1843 1113 1.8
STATE ¢ 4 5 o ¢ 4 2 8 & 2 e 2 u o 2 543 8,6 1 813 641 8 415 28,5 794 2.7
LOCAL, TOTAL: & v + + » v oaa e 1179 3,5 32 0.1 3 154 9.8 319 1.0
COUNTIES: s u 0 o 5 s o o o v « 287 3.8 - (Z) 1 560 2045 298 3.9
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o « « x « 892 3.4 32 0.1 1 595 6,2 21 0.1
NEW YORKe o o o o o o ¢ o5 « o v« 94 632 3.6 26 295 1.3 4y7 937 21,7 42 405 241
STATE 4 v s s o o s ¢ o o 2 8 ¢ &« 23 322 5.5 4 ool 0.9 225 162 53,0 15 427 3.6
LOCAL, TOTALs « o o o o ¢ o o0 « 714 310 [ 22 291 1.4 222 775 13,6 26 978 1.6
COUNTIES: & o o o ¢ o ¢ s s ¢ & 25 134 74 8 106 2.3 79 173 22,4 383 1.2
MUNICIPALITIES, v « ¢ o « o' 4 @ 46 176 3,6 14 185 1ed 143 602 11.2 22 595 1.8
NORTH CAROLINAG s & » o o % s o « & 7 818 2.7 4 965 1,7 89 583 30,8 8 406 2.9
STATE & o s ¢ o6 4 6 0 o ¢ o o » 5 230 3.3 4 965 3.2 76 309 48,7 4 715 3,0
LOCAL, TOTAL® 4 ¢ « o » ¢ o o « o 2 588 1,9 - - 13 274 9,9 3 694 2.8
COUNTIES: « s o o ¢« o v s o o o 1037 1,9 - - 13 219 24,7 3 471 6.5
MUNICIPALITIES: « o o s o v « » 1 550 1.9 - - 56 0.1 220 03
NORTH DAKOTAs s o « o v ¢ + s v ¢ 1 726 7.3 205 0.9 5 120 21,5 311 1.3
STATE & v o ¢ o 0 ¢ 5 o 8 o 2 4o 522 6.4 - 3 958 48,2 284 3.4 1
LOCAL, TOTAL: o o » 5 o ¢ s o « o 1 204 747 20“ 1.3 1 162 Ta5 30 042 5
COUNTIES:s « s s s. 0 o ¢ 50 o » 952 13,1 205 2.8 1117 15,4 2} 0.3 |
MUNICEPALITIES: « 5 o o « o « o 252 3,0 - 45 0.5 9 O,d |
OHIO: v o o o ¢ o 5 ¢ v ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o 32 136 5,3 282 0.7 160 997 26,3 5 789 0.9 I
STATE o v o s 0 6 5 ¢ 2 o o & o o 11 302 6,2 50 (Z) 111 o002 60,5 1 910 1.0 i
LOCAL, TOTAL: v 3 + % » % s 5 & o 20 834 (] 4 232 1.0 49 995 1147 3 879 0.9 o
COUNTIES. ¢ o s o # o 2 o o« o 10 248 7.2 3 548 2.5 38 450 26,9 2 224 1.8 Y
MUNICIPALITIES: « o o o v o o o 10 586 3,7 684 0.2 11 546 4,1 1 655 0,6 |
1
OKLAHOMAG o 4 o o ¢ o o o ¢ ¢ ¢ o' 6 674 5,8 739 0,6 27 494 23,7 2 940 245 !
STATE @ o o s s« & # # 2 s 3 2 o & 4 542 847 - - 22 454 43,2 737, 1.4 ;
LOCAL, TOTALe 2 o o 5 5 o » 2 » & 2 132 3,3 739 142 5 040 7.9 2203 3.4 ;
COUNTIES. o w o o # 5 o o 4 o » 527 3.0 704 4,0 3 838 22,0 > - ;
MUNICIPALITIES: o o ¢ o o o o o 1 605 3.4 35 0l 1 202 246 2 203 4,7 i
OREGONs v 2 o ¢ »n o » 0.8 ¢ o o o 4 13 260 8,0 2 680 1.6 42 275 25,5 6 309 3,8 ‘
STATE v s & o a o 2 # 2 s ¢ ¢ o & 5924 9,8 113 0.2 27 020 44,5 2 609 8,3 :
LOCAL, TOTALs w o s # 6 0 « a o « 7 336 7.0 2 547 2.4 15 255 14,6 3 700 3.5 i
COUNTIES, & o o o % n ¢ s s o » 5 597 9.5 2 472 4.2 15 111 25,8 1 8731 32 :
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o o o o o 1 740 3.8 5 0.2 144 043 1 827 4,0 1
1
PENNSYLVANIA, o v 0o o ¢ o 4 & 31 217 4,2 T 168 1,0 165 947 22.1 10 828 1.4 L
STATE o 4 o o w 0 4 ¢ « o 517 2.4 - - 9f 413 39.2 3 826 1.6 |
LOCAL TOTALs o o ¢ % » o » 25 700 5,0 7 168 1.4 74 534 14e4 7 002 1.4 :
COUNTIESs s o o v ¢ o o s 11 BiS 10,2 4 o042 3,5 40 350 34,8 300 0,3 j
MUNICIPALITIES, v ¢« o & & 13 883 3.5 3 125 0,8 34 184 8, 6 702 L7 :
RHGDE ISLANDY + o s 0 0 6 4 s & 4 & 1 978 3,6 420 0.8 Iy 549 21,0 519 0.9 :
STA .A. @ e e s e h e s s e 1472 4,3 420 1.5 11 549 42, 480} 1.8 ;
LOCAL, TOTALe o o s 4 o 2 o » ¢ » 806 2.9 - - - 39 0,1 :
MUNICIPALITIES: 2. 9 4 % v % + 806 2.9 - - - - 39 0sf !
SQUTH CAROLIMAG o ¢ .0 s « v 6 o o o 3 451 244 1 049 0.7 6 952 32,4 8 591 5,49
STAT IR EEE N I T 1 875 2.7 608 0.9 38 869 56,3 2 104) 3,0
LoCAL, TOTALe o o 6 v s o o « o o 1 576 2,0 (123} 0.6 8 083 10,5 6 486 8,4
OUNTIES: & o« 6 o » o 8 + & o » 1 011 2.2 428 0.9 7 427 L 16,4 6 349 14.0
MUNIC!PALITIES. e e 564 1,8 13 (2) 656 2,1 137 0.4

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure,
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1975—Continued
(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Total eriminal justice system Police protection Judicial

Stoto and type of govemmt&’ﬂ:1 ?;;Z:d‘f;‘;‘;‘; Percent of Percent of - Percent of
. . Amount: total direct Amount total criminal Amount total criminal
expenditure Justice system Justice systens
SOUTH DAKOTAs v a2 o » o.¢ o0 o & 497 730 29 425 5,9 14 637 49,7 4 529 15,4
STATE & o 2 ¢ s a o 0 8 0 o3 2 o 345 333 13 414 3.9 4 650 34,7 2 065 15.4
LOCAL, TOTAL: o o ¢ o s o 2 '\ o o 152 397 16 01t 10,5 9 987 62,4 2 464 15,4
COUNTIES: ¢ w o o ¢ 5 o ¢ 4 « o 62 156 8 017 12,8 2 529 31,5 2 242 28,0
MUNICIPALITIES: o e o s o o o o 89 o#) 7 994 8,9 7 458 93,3 222 2,8
TENNESSEE « 4 o x s » 26 % » s'b u 3 488 725 211 966 6,1 108 689 51,7 30 012 14,2
STATE 4 o 4 o 5 o0 o 5 0 8 s 3 1 547 802 67 421 4,4 17 878 26,5 & 565 9,7
LOCAL, TOTALy 4 ¢ o+ v n s o & - » 1 940 923 144 545 7.4 91 784 63.5 23 447 16,2
COUNTIES, ¢ o o s ¢ o o ¢ o 4 & 892 580 54 503 6.2 14 614 26,6 18 027 32,8
MUNICIPALITIES: 5 o o o o o o o 1 048 344 89 642 8,6 77 168 86,4 5 420 6,0
TEXAS & v s v o w o 6 o 5 4 o » o' 6 568 763 594 175 9.0 347 277 58,4 74 738 12,6
STATE & 5 v s v 5 #8323 2 5 a3 4 059 955 166 453 4,1 68 760 41,3 9 668 5,8
LOCAL, TOTALy v 0 v o o ¢ # 4 » - 2 508 808 427 723 17.0]" 278 517 65.1 65 070 15,2
COUNTIES: % o « ¢ o 5 o # & « 4 820 475 168 579 20.5 45 053 26,7 54 30 32,2
MHUNICIPALITIES: ¢ « 4 v o ¢ o w 1 688 333 259 144 15,3 233 46y 90,1 10 769 4,2
UTAHe o o« 6 4 o o s 0 ¢ ¢ 0 ¢ 5 » s 778 027 56 974 Te3 33 o014 57,9 & 416 11,3
STATE o o w ¢ a0 » % ¢ 4 ¢ 5 o o 547 356 22 179 4,2 8 559 37,6 2 064 9,1
LOCAL, TOTALe o = % s +. 5 » » # » 230 674 34 195 14,8 24 455 71.5 4 352 12,7
COUNTIES, v o« « 4 o ¢ 6 25 ¢ » 115 256 13 394 11.6 6 437 48,1 2 404 17.9
MUNICIPALITIES. & o v o « o o & 115 415 29 804 18,0 18 017 86.6 BT 9.4
VERMONT & o v 4 w & o ¢ v v v 0 s o 404 220 26 913 6471 12 084 44,9 3 359 12,5
STATE 4 w v o n % a s ¢ 8 20 o « 333 037 19 989 5,0 = 5 670 28,4 3 196 16,0
LOCAL, TOTALs 4 s o 2 4 o o « o o 74 183 6 924 9.7 6 Uiy 92,6 163 2.4
COUNTIES, 4« a s 5% ¢ ¢ s v 2+ 405 245 60,5 37 15,1 163 66,5
MUNICIPALITIES: o « 4 % o « o 70 778 6 679 9.4 6 377 95,5 - -
VIRGINIAG & 4 o 2 o v ot o s o o o s k. 734 459 293 836 6.2 153 929 52,4 33 204 15,3
STATE 4 4 o 5 o o 8 5 v ¢ o 1 o 2, 073 474 136 364 6,6 47 169 24,6 4 571 10.7
LOCAL, TOTAL. 4 2 s ¢ o0 o o o « 2 660 985 157 472 5.9 106 760 67.8 18 633 11,8
COUNTIES, s o v a6 ¢ v 2 « o & 1309 222 61 420 4,7 39 989 65,1 9 435 15,4
MUNICIPALITIES: < v s w s » » 1 351 763 96 052 7.1 66 774 69,5 9 198 9.6
WASHINGTONG o o o o s » o o o « = » 2 742 288 228 506 8,3 119 575 52,3 24 720) 10.8
STATE 4 v v s o o 0 ¢ v ¢ 6% o » 1 889 172 82 685 4,4 27 201 32,9 4 502 5,4
LOCAL, TOTALs 4 v o v o o s » o o 89.% 073 145 821 16,3 92 374 63,3 20 218 13,9
COUNTIES, & 4 o o« o v 6 5 o o & 37 398 72 571 19,3 27 989 3B.6 16 934 43,3
MUNICIPALITIESe o ¢ 0 ¢ o o o » 517 675 73 250 14,1 64 385 87.9 3 284 4,5
WEST VIRGINIA 4 o ¢ ¢ o o ¢ ¢ o o « 1 162 287 64 385 5,5 34 489 53,6 8 702 13,5
STATE v 4 o s v 6 « ¢ s ¢ s a o & 937 u9y 28 432 3.0 13 442 47.2 2 163 7.6
LOCAL, TOTALs & o o ¢ o o 2 o & & 224 493 35 954 16,0 21077 58,6 6 539 18,2
COUNTIES, o ¢ o 2 o s ¢ 2 ¢ o » 78 604 19 025 24,2 4 972 26,1 6 292 33,1
MUNICIPALITIESs « o o o o 2 & o 146 02 16 928 11,6 16 105 95,1 247 1.5
WISCONSIN v « ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ « 4 n s 5 o 3 800 82t 262 721 6,9 152 101 57,9 28 526 10,9
STATE & o w 6 w o 2 4 6 84 4 ¢ o s 1 698 225 82 490 4,9 19 177 23,2 B 461 10,3
LOCAL, TOTALe s o« s s v 6 & & » 2 102 595| 180 231 8,6 132 924 75,8 20 065 11,1
COUNTIES. v o na o o o 2 ¢ o o o 860 131 70 209 8,2 27 868 39.7 19 510 27,8
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 o o s o s o » 1 242 464 110 022 8,9 105 055 95,5 555 0.5
WYOMING & 0 w s 4 v o 0 o 4 ¢ o & » 328 684 20 185 641 11 367 56,3 2 546 12.6
STATE ‘o o 4 v o 8 % s « ¢ 2 o« & 220 542 8 362 3.8 3 175 38,0 970 1146
LOCAL, TOTALe 4 ¢ o o ¢ 2 s o o s 108 142 11 822 10.9 8 192 69.3 1 576 13.3
COUNTIES, « 2 v ¢ s s o « s o » 65 785 5 659 8,6 2 730 48,2 1 360 24,0
MUNJCIPALITIES. o o w a 6.4 o 32 357 6 164 14.6 5 462 88,6 216 3.5

= Represents zero or rounds to zero.
Z Legs than Malf the unit of melsurement shown,

*patn for munieipslitics » and the local governmonts totals which include munieipnl data, are estimstes subject to sampling variation; dota for counties
{boroughs, parishes) are based on a canvass of all county governments and therefore are not subject to sampling variatinn; see text for data limitations,
e relation of oriminal Justice dircot expenditure to total dirget expenditure is based on data for general purpoce govornments only and does not

include dota for independont school districts or special districts. .
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Table 7. Percent distribution of criminal justice system direct expenditure,
by State and type of government, fiscal year 1975—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)
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logel services and

prosecution Public defense Corrections Other criminal justice
1 -
State and type of government Percent of Percent of Percent of Porcent of
Amount total eriminal Amount total criminal Anount total crininel Amount total criminal
justice system Justice system Justice system Justice system
SOUTH DAKOTA: « « « « & « o « « « o 2 780 9.4 267 0.9 & 296 21.4 216 3.1
STATE o 4 o s s o o 0 8 2 a 8 5 1 336 10,0 - - 4 449 33.2 91t 648
LOCALs TOTALe v o o + o« o « o o » 1 444 9.0 267 1.7 1’47 1145 2, (Z)
COUNTIES: o o o ¢ o 2 2 s o « & 1 154 4.4 261 3.3 1 830 22.8 2 {2}
MUNICIPALITIES. « o o » o 4 # 290 3.6 -] 0.4 18 0,2 - -
TENNESSEE o o 4 o« ¢ o ¢ o s ¢ ¢ o & 7 419 3.5 -1 669 0.8 60 169 28.4 3 038 1.4
STATE & 4 « 4 o o o ¢ ¢ 8 a ¢ ¢ o 4 511 6.7 955 1.4 36 385 54,0 1127 1.7
LOCAL, TOTALs o ¢ o ¢ o o ¢ s « & 2 908 2,0 Ti4 0,5 23 784 16,5 1 941 1.3
COUNTIESe v o « s o o 2 ¢ o o o 1 012 1,8 469 0.9 19 731 35,9 1 051 1.9
MUNICIPALITIES: 4 ¢ + « o o o & 1 B%6 2.1 244 0.3 4 054 4,5 860 1,0
TEXAS o 4 o o o o ¢ 0 ¢ v 0 0 a # & 33 027 5.6 4 020 0.7 107 776 18.1 27 331 4.6
STATE 4 4 « ¢ v ¢ s ¢ 6 s 0 0 s & T 272 4,4 - - 59 802 35,9 20 951 1246
LOCALy TOTALe o ¢ « ¢ ¢ 0 o s » « 25 755 6,0 4 020 0.9 47 974 11,2 6 387 1,5
COUNTIES. v o 5 5 ¢ o o o « o & 18 408 10,9 4 020 2.4 41 909 24.8 4 888 3,0
MURICIPALITIES: o o o v v o & « 7 347 2,8 - - 6 065 2,3 1 499 0.6
UTAHe 4 o o ¢ o o0 o ¢ o s 2 s o 3 398 6.0 395 0.7 12 943 22,7 809, 1.4
STATE ¢ @ e o ¢ o o ¢ s o o o o 1 080 8,7 - - 10 267 #5.1 809 2.0
LOCALs TOTALe & o o v o o « o x & 2 318 6.8 395 1.2 2 676 7.8 - -
COUNTIES: v « s o ¢« o o 2 4 o » 1 579 11,8 382 2,9 2 592 19.4 - -
HUNICIPALITIES. o 4 2 v = v & » 739 3.6 13 C.l1 84 0.4 - -
VERMONT & o ¢ v o ¢ s 5 « s o « 2 & 1 584 5.9 628 243 8 822 32,8 440, 1.6
STATE & 4 o v 5 s 5 ¢ 8 2 s s s s 1 291 6.5 628 34l 8 775 43.9 429 2.1
LOCAL, TOTALe & s o v ¢ o « o & & 290 4,2 - - 47 0.7 11 0.2
COUNTIES- L R T I S T R S - {Z2) - - 34 13-9 i1 4,5
MUNICIPALITIES,: o « ¢ o o « o o 290 4,3 - - 13 0.2 - -
VIRGINIA. v o o o 2 0 s o o o » & 10 868 3.7 4 068 1.4 87 544 29.8 4 224 L4
STATE 4 « o 6 & 38 6 ¢ 5 0 ¢ o o s 3 367 2.5 3 850 2.8 65 317 47.9 2 090 1.8
LOCAL, TOTALe o« & s « ¢ 5 » o o o 7 501 4.8 218 0.1 22 227 14,3 2 134 Lot
COUNTIES, 4 a u s « ¢ o o o 2 & 3 300 5.4 111 0.2 8 220 13.4 365 “Qeb
MUNICIPALITIES: « v o o ¢ o o & 4 201 4.4 107 0.1 14 006 1446 1769 1.8
WASHINGTON. o & o o s & 5 % ¢ 5 o o 13 132 5,7 3 428 15 65 017 28:5 2 636 1e2
STATE w 4 o o o ¢ ¢ o 0 8 5 2 o s 4 029 4,9 416 045 45 322 54,8 1215 1.8
LOCAL, TOTALs o » o v o s.0 o » « 9 103 642 3 009 2.1 19 695 13,5 1 421 120
COUNTIESe o o o o« s 6 5 o o o 6 150 8,5 2 580 346 18 308 25.2 611 48
MUNICIPALITIES: i 4 o 4 » o« & & 2 954 5,0 429 0.6 1 387 1.9 810 1.1
WEST VIRGINIA ¢ 4 « 4 o o o o 2 o & 3 254 5,1 71 0.1 16 863 2642 i 006 1.6
STATE & 4 o o o 6 ¢ o 6.0 o o o & 9L3 3.2 - -~ 11 229 39,5 715 245
LOCAL, TOTALe o o o ¢ o 2 o o & & 2 341 6,5 74 8.2 5 634 18,7 292 0.8
COUNTIES., « o ¢ s s ¢ o » s o &« 1 847 9.7 74 0.4 5 625 P96 218 lel
MUNICIPALITIESe s o s o ¢ 2 « &« 494 2.9 - - 9 0.1 74 0.4
WISCONSIN o ¢ o o o o o o o o & « & 13 693 542 2 687 1.0 60 634 2341 5 083 1.9
STATE 4- v s 6 o ¢ .5 6 6 s s v s » 3 214 Y 3.9 286 0.3 46 533 5644 4 819 5.8
LOCAL, TOTALY o v 5 » » % » s » 10 479 5,8 2 401 143 14 098 7.8 265 0.1
COUNTIES, s o s.0 s o s » 5 o « 6 151 8,8 2 404 3.4 14 098 2041 180 0,3
MUNICIPALITIES: o o o o o & & & 4 328 3.9 - - - 12} 84 [+ 1%
WYOMING o 0 4 o o o « ¢ o o o & »°a 1 367 6.8 253 1.3 4 420 21.9 231 1.4
STATE W 4 o v s ¢ o o o 8 o o o & 435 5.2 - - 3 583 42,8 199 2.4
LOCAL, TOTALe o o ¢ v o o & & « o 932 7.9 253 241 a37 Tel 32 0.3
COUNTIES:, s o o s 4 s o o & = o 677 12,0 250 §,4 633 11.2 9 0.2
MUNICIPALITIES, & o o o » » « & 255 4,1 2 (Z) 205 3.3 23 0,4
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT
Table 8. Total criminal justice system expenditure, by character and object by State

and type of government, fiscal year 1975
{Thousands of doliars)

Direct expenditure

Intergovernmental expenditure

gtate and type of government® Total? Direct Capital Te State To loeal
Total current outlay Total governments |} governments
STATES~LOCALs TOTAL. .. .] 15 060 98715 060 987} 14 177 015 883 972 853 540 52 957 800 582
STATES ., o « o o » o o] 5 321 378] 4 612 373 4 299 801 312 572 709 005 (X) 709 005
LOCAL, TOTAL . . . . .| 10 501 604j 10 448 613 9 877 213 571 400 144 535 52 957 91 577
COUNTIES . . . .| 3896 347 3 828 435 3 546 926 281 509 67 912 43 769 24 142
MUNICIPALITIES | . 2| & 696 8oy & 620 178 & 330 287 289 891 76 623 9 188 67 435
ALABAMA. e v s s e e e e e s 149 497 149 497 140 263 9 234 10 728 514 10 214
STATE: 4 o « o o o o ¢ « o o 64 070 54 358 49 507 4 851 9 712 {X) 9 712
LDCAL, TOTAL + v v v v o s . 95 654 95 140 90 757 4 383 1 016 514 502
COUNTIES w w » s o o o o 34 230 34 053 32 618 1435 177 157 20
MUNICIPALITIES 4 v v & o . 61 926 61 087 58 139 2 948 839 357 482
ALASKA & ¢ ¢ 4 v v e o 8 o o & 67 877 67 877 58 075 9 802 2 884 132 2 752
STATE, P e e e s e e 56 327 55 315 45 886 9 429 1012 (X) 1 012
LoCAL, ToTAL © &+ v v o o o) 12 694 12 562 12 189 373 1 872 132 1 740
BOROUGHS & w4 o o o « & 2 475 650 640 10 1 825 85 1 740
MUNICIPALITIES v ¢ s « o . 11 958 11 912 11 549 363 47 47 -
ARTZONA, & s o & v 2 o s « o @ 201 958 20) 958 168 612 33 346 4 903 8 4 895
STATE, W v o « o « o s 2 o & 63 660 59 092 51 549 7 543 4 568 3! 4 568
LOCAL, TOTAL + « v v v v o . 142 873 142 pégl 117 063 25 803 335 8 327
COUNTIES v v o s o o o s & 71 108 71 065 54 423 i6 euz 43 1 42
MUNICIPALITIES ¢ o o o o & 72 093 7L 804 62 640 9 164 292 7 285
ARKANSAS |, s & 4 o o ¢« o o s & 70 353 70 353 57 639 12 714 5 186 111 5 075
STATE, 4 « 5 o s ¢ v s.2 4 & 34 288 29 ¢72 23 034 6 643 4 616 x) 4 616
LOCAL, TOTAL & & « v v u 4 & 40 792 40 681 34 608 6 073 570 111 1459
COUNTIES , v o v o o » ¢ & 18 652 18 513 14 327 4 186 139 72 67
MUNICIPALITIES o & o « o . 22 599 22 169 20 281 1 887 431 39 392
CALIFORNIAY o o v o ¢ o o o o] 2 234 344 2 234 343 2 132 159 102 184 109 861 6 648 103 213
STATE, & ¢ o s o o v s o « & 636 BU45 555 630 534 151 21 479 81 215 (X) 81 215
LOCAL, TOTAL , & + + « « « .| L 685 362] 1 678 713 1 598 007 80 705 28 646 6 648 21 998
COUNTIES |, v 4 s« v « o « & 987 457 980 319 924 962 5% 357 7138 6 537 601
MUNICIPALITIES o o 4 « & . 719 903 698 394 673 045 25 348 21 508 111 21 397
COLORADD . ¢ 4w o o o o & o 188 406 188 404 176 569 11 837 11 475 6 11 469
STATE: v o 's 4 o 5 ¢ o« s & 84 322 73 033 68 879 4 154 11 289 tx) 11 289
LOCAL, TOTAL & o o o « o & 115 379 115 373 107 690 7 683 186 6 180
COUNTIES 4 o « ¢t o o 5 3 & 23 144 23 026 20 992 2 034 118 5 113
HUNICIPALITIES 4 o & o 4 » 92 415 92 347 86 699 5649 68 1 63
coNNEcTzcuT. I I 205 342 205 343 186 528 18 814 6 352 685 5 667
STATE, 4 & v v ¢ o ¢ 'a s o & 114 660 106 195 90 709 15 486 5 465 (X) 5 465
LOCAL, TOTAL 4 o o o s &« « 99 831 99 147 95 819 3 328 887 685 202
MUNICIPALITIES « « o v o . 100 034 99 147 9% 819 3 328 887 685 202
DELAWARE . s & & o o # 4 ¢ s W 45 344 45 3h4) 42 922 2 449 1224 15 1 209
STATE. v ¢ o o s o 0 # « & & 32 377 31 169 29 075 2 094 1 208 (X) 1 208
LOCAL, ToTAL + o v v v v ot 14 187 14 172 13 847 325 16 15 1
COUNTIES & v 4 0 o o 4 « & 4 768 4 753 4 547 206 15 15 -
MUNICIPALITIES o 4 o ¢ o & 9 420 9 419 9 300 119 1 - 1
oxsri%ET oF COLUMBIA e 4 b e 200 378 200 378 181 988 18 390 - - -
. s e s - - - - - (X) -
LOCAL, TOTAL “ v e s 200 378 200 378 181 988 ‘18 390 - - -
MUNICIPALITIES « o o & o & 200 378 200 374 181 988 18 390 - - -
FLORIDA. B 634 052 634 052 572 164 61 887 11 203 136 11 067
STATE. , o e o v 0 ¢ » & & 268 454 257 554 224 396 33 158 10 900 (X) 10 900
LOCAL, TOTAL o o s o 8 o o & 376 634 376 493 347 769 28 729 303 136 167
COUNTIES . v v o s o a0 182 680 182 568 166 657 15 93" 112 90 22
MUNICIPALITIES o v & « o & 194 120 193 930 181 12 12 818 191 46 145
GEORGIA, v v & w0 o8 5 o o 282 758 282 758 260 682 22 076 17 720 111 17 609
STATE, , o v s v o s 6.0 ¢ & 115 805 100 527 90 787 9 740 i5 278 (X) i5 278
LOCAL, TOTAL = o o o o v o . 182 342 182 233 169 895 12 336 2 442 111 2 331
COUNTIES . 4 4 o ¢ & o » & 97 405 95 47 88 633 6 814 1 958 68 1 889
MUNICIPALITIES o ¢ & o o . 87 268 86 7dy 81 262 5 522 484 43 LT3
HAWAIT 0 4 v 4 & ¢ 2 2 o & s 55777 58 771 57 329 1 448 1 543 3 1 541
STATE. |, o 4 o ¢ o o o o o 4 20 569 19 035 18 763 272 1 534 (X) 1 534
LOCAL , JoTal o o v vt it . 39 745 39 742 38 566 1176 9 3 7
COUNTIES » v 2 o % o 6 & & 10 354 10 345 9 9iy 404 9 3 7
MUNICIPALITIES « o o o o 29 397 29 397 28 625 772 - - -

- See footnotes at end of

table.
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Direet expenditure

Intergovernmentrl expenditure

. b3 2

State and type of goveriment Total Total Direct Capital Total To State To local
current outlay govermmenis | governments
IDAHO, & w o « o« s o o o « s & 40 979 40 979 35 736 5 243 1 594 15 1 579
STATE, 4 v o v s ¢ ¢ o0 o s 18 348 17 066 15 079 1 987 1 282 tX) 1 282
LOCAL, TOTAL 4 v o o & « s & 23 928 23 913 20 657 3 256 312 15 297
COUNTIES .o & v o' o o = « 13 158 13 328 19 291 2 836 31 13 18
MUNICIPALITIES & « o « « 11 066 10 786 10 366 420 284 2 279
ILLINOIS ., v v ¢ o 4 s o o & & 778 322 778 322 743 012 35 310 34 962 52 34 910
STATE,. 4 o o « ¢ o0 5 s & &« 217 121 188 810 184 912 3898 28 31} tX) 28 314
LOCALs TOTAL , « & o o « ¢ & 589 564 589 512 558 100 31 412 6 651 52 6 599
COUNTIES v o o o o o o o 4 172 166 166 329 150 647 15 682 5 837 7 5 831
MUNICIPALITIES o & o o o & 423 997 423 183 407 453 15 731 813 48 758
INDIANA, . & ¢ v o ¢ ¢ o a o & 223 026 223 o026 207 820 15 206 14 814 S 1 743 13 074
STATE, . 4 o « 0 o o » s s & 91 121 78 339 70 794 7 545 12782 tx) 12 782,
LOCAL, TOTAL v o o « ¢ « o 146 431 144 688 137 027 7 661 2 032 1 743 289
COUNTIES v ¢ o o o « o & & 48 797 87 192 43 639 3 553 1 605 1 362 243
MUNICIPALITIES v o « &« o . 97 923 97 496 93 387 4 108 427 381 46
JOWA 4 o 0 0 a0 ¢ 2 8 4 8 s « 125 689 125 689 118 316 7 373 7 139 693 6 446
STATE, & o o ¢ 2 ¢ o ¢ o 2 ¢ 54 040 4s 954 45 182 3 772 5 08% () 5084
LOCAL, TOTAL &« ¢ » s o o & & 77 428 76 735 73 134 3 601 2 053 693 1 360
COUNTIES & v s o o o o « & 35 406 34 052 32 902 1160 1 384 681 663
MUNICIPALITIES « v o« o o & 43 382 42 673 40 232 2 4431 709 12 697
KANSAS & . v v 0 s ¢ 0 0 s o 121 155 121 155 112 505 8 650 8 079 39 8 040
STATE. @ ¢ o ¢ o o ¢ 2 o o & 58 127 51 325 47 912 3443 6 802 () 6 802
LOCAL, TOTAL & o v ¢ o « & « 69 869 69 830 64 593 5 237 1277 39 1 238
COUNTIES 4 o ¢ ¢ ¢ v s o 30 518 30 478 26 711 3 768 40 4 35
MUNICIPALITIES 4 « o o o & 40 589 39 352 37 883 1 469 1237 35 1 203
KENTUCKY . v o o ¢ o o ¢ 2 s & 154 555 154 555 135 504 19 051 11 924 25 11 899
STATE. & o o o ¢ a5 ¢ o « « &7 785 56 979 50 837 6 142 10 806 tX) 10 806
LOCAL, TOTAL v ¢ & o o o & & 97 601 97 576 84 668 12 909 1118 25 1 093.
COUNTIES v w ¢ o o o o o.4 46 342 45 gig 35 546 10.272 524 25 499
MUNICIPALITIES o o ¢ o o . 52 353 51 759 49 122 2 637 594 - 594
LOUISIANA, & o v ¢ o o s « o & 226 362 226 362 210 429 15 933 14 748 16 14 732
STATE, v v o 6 o s o v a o & 86 974 72 528 68 632 3 896 14 446 ($3] 14 446
LOCAL, TOTAL v ¢ o o & o o . 153 850 153 834 141 797 12 037 302 16 286
PARISHES v v o s v o o & 62 609 62 541 58 803 3 1738 68 6 62
MUNICIPALITIES & o 4 4 & & 91 527 91 293 82 993 8 300 234 11 224
MAINE, ¢ ¢ 4 o o o 0 s ¢ o o & 845 913 45 91y 43 Q24 2 887 2 364 2 2 363
STATE. W v o 0 o 0 o 5 o » & 25 300 23 3ui 21 784 1.520 1 999 £X) 1999
LOCAL, TOTAL o ¢ o o ¢ o o 22 612 22 610 21 243 1 367 365 2 364
COUNTIES . & o o ¢ o o o =« 6 827 6 813 6 345 468 | 13 2 12
MUNICIPALITIES & o s v » 16 149 15 797 14 898 899 352 -} 352
MARYLAND . 4 o o o s ¢ o o o &« 346 097 346 097 333 968 12 129 37 201 306 3¢ 896
STATE, & 4 o o o o ¢ o » o . « 190 258 153 723 146 4e2 7 241 36 535 (X} 36 535
LOCAL, TOTAL . s o o & s « & 192 679 192 373 187 485 4 8gs 666 306 361
COUNTIES v 4 o o ¢ o « « & 97 447 96 852 92 819 4.033 595 306 289
MUNICIPALITIES 4 4 o & o & 95 592 95 521 U 666 855 71 - 74
MASSACHUSETTS: o o s s o o o & 472 711 472 744 454 399 18 312 17 837 992, 16 846
STATE. o o o s o s s s o s & 143 465 128 376 123 379 4 997 15 089 (X) 15 089
LOCALy TOTAL 4 s ¢ o ¢ o« o & 345 327 344 335 331 020 13 315 2 748 992 1757
COUNTIES @ 4 o ¢ o o ¢ 2 & 68 172 68 148 61 824 6 324 24 9 15
MUNICIPALITIES o 4 v v & . 278 911 276 187 269 196 6 992 2 724 983 1742
MICHIGAN 4 s o o o o o o o 4 & 675 409 675 409 639 555 35 853 46 Qo2 4 159 43 844
STATE, 4 o« o« o ¢ 0.8 ¢ o s & 200 962 166 256 152 062 i4 194 34 706 (X} 34 706
LOCAL, TOTAL v o o o « 2 & & 513 311 509 152 487 493 21 659 11 296 4 159 7 138
COUNTIES o v ¢ a 2 o o s & 191 686 186 420 178 519 7 902 5 265 3 762 1 504
MUNICIPALITIES 4 o & v & & 328 763 322 732 308 975 .13 7157 6 031 397 5 634
MINNESOTA, o & o o » o ¢ o o & 203 024 203 024 193 773 9 252 12 943 125 12 818
STATE. W «. v o ¢ o 0 00 « & 64 505 54 389 52 111 2 278 10116 (X) 10 116
LOCAL, TOTAL & o o o o o + 148 760 148 35 141 663 &6 974 2 827 125 2 M2
COUNTIES « o o o o o o ¢ « 71 500 6% 877 65 904 3 973 1 623 102 1521
MUNICIPALITIES v « o & « « 79 962 78 758 75 1757 3 001 1 204 23 i 181
MISSISSIPPI. o o o ¢ o ¢ = o & 87 209 87 209 76 619 10 591 3 205 22 3 183
STATE: v o o o« & ¢ 6 o2 o » 43 440 40 46 33 899 6 517 | 3 024 tX) 3 024
LOCAL, TOTAL & o 4 o o o & & 46 815 46 794 4a 720 4 074 181 22 159
COUNTIES , , o & o ¢ & o & 20 275 20 258 18 000 2 259 17 7 10
MUNICIPALITIES « o o« o 26 699 26 535 24 720 1815 164 15 . 149

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 8. Total criminal justice system expenditure, by character and object, by State
. and type of government, fiscal year 1975—Continued

(Thousands of dollars)

Direct expenditure Intergovernmental expenditure
Btats and type of government?® Total? Direct ca
] pltal To State To local

Total current ! outlay Total governments | governments
MISSOURY . % & « o o s o « & 272 022 272 022 260 080 11 942 12 739 126 12 613
STATE. & @ ¢ s s o s ¢ a o & 86 276 74 4de 69 352 5 o9i 11 830 tX) 14 830
LOCALY TOTAL w v v o o & « o 197 702 197 576 190 728 6 848 509 126 783
COUNTIES o 4 v o 4 o« o & 54 056 53 802 51 620 2 182 254 115 139
MUNICIPALITIES o 4 « o o . 144 429 143 774 139 108 4 666 655 10 644
CMONTANAG o 4 « o « % 5 o 2 o 4 38 793 38 793 34 597 4 196 1 553 5 1 548
STATE. & o o o » ¢ s 0 o s « 16 B58 15 498 13 342 2 156 1 360 Xy 1 360
LOCAL, TOTAL ¢ v ¢ o « o & & 23 300 23 295 21 255 2 040 193 5 188
COUNTIES 4 o v o 4 ¢ o o & 12 985 12 960 12 064 900 24 1 23
MUNICIPALITIES 4 o v o + & 10 503 10 334 9 194 1 140 169 4 165
NEBRASKA » o o o s 2 o « o & & 77 467 77 467 T3 545 3 922 4 441 uy 4 398
STATE, \'v 4 w o o ¢ o 2 » & 32 992 2¢ 004 27 250 1 754 3 988 X 3 988
LOCAL, TOTAL & ¢ o« 4 o o & 48 507 48 463 46 295 2 168 453 u4 410
COUNTIES v 4 o v 3 o o 4 o 19 898 19 794 18 605 1 189 104 5 98
MUNICIPALITIES , « + & . . 29 049 28 669 27 690 979 349 38 311
NEVADA & v'h v w ¢ a v o a oW 76 371 76 371 67 705 8 666 13 237 39 13 197
STATE: o 4 6 s o s ¢ o = o 24 715 22 116 16 635 5 484 2 599 (X -2 599
LOCAL, TOTAL 4 o s v s o « & 54 295 54 255 51 070 3 185 10 638 39 10 598
COUNTIES L v o o o v « o & 39 099 39 057 38 154 902 42 39 2
MUNICIPACITIES o o o o o . 25 794 15 148 12 916 2 282 10 596 - 10 596
NEW HAMPSHIRE. o & ¢ ¢« o o « . 37 411 3T 811 35 817 1 594 1 483 199 1 284
STATE: v o o o 6.8 o0 4 & o 14 970 13 734 13 103 628 1 239 (X) 1 239
LOCAL, TOTAL & o o & v o o 23 878 23 679 22 7i4 966 244 199 45
COUNTIES. 4 4 2 o o s 5 6 & 5 864 5 635 5 312 323 229 190 39
MUNICIPALITIES & v o ne & 18 060 18 o4y 17 402 642 15 9 7
NEW JERSEY & 4 4 o 2 » o o o & 646 367 646 367 621 053 25 314 27 878 420 27 459
STATE, &y « 4 v o o s ¢ 401 & 188 912 162 248 147 500 14 748 26 66# (X) 26 664
LOCAL, TOTAL &+ v v v o o 4 4gd 539 484 119 473 553 10 566 1214 42Q 795
“ COUNTIES 4 o ¢ o o o « & @ 153 029 153 000 148 244 4 755 30 22 8
MUNICIPALITIES & + « « « « 332 304 331 119 325 308 5 811 1 185 398 787
NEW MEXICO 2 o o 2 s o ¢ « o & 63 050 63 050 60 081 2 969 3 304 380 2 923
STATE, . v 4 o s 0 o v & o & 32 247 29 545 28 460 i 085 2 702 (X} 2 702
LOCAL, YOTAL & o o s o ¢ o 33 886 33 505 31 622 1 884 602 380 221
COUNTIES , o 4 « ¢ o o o & 8 134 7 619 6 628 991 512 380 132
MUNICIPALITIES & 4 0 o o W 25 976 25 887 24 994 393 90 - 90
NEW YORK . 4 4 o o oo » o « o 2061 406 2 061 HO6| L 978 939 82 467 116 615 11 228 105 387
STATE. 4 v s o ¢ o s o ¢ 3 « 522 396 n24 742 408 796 15 946 97 654 tx) 97 654
LOCAL, TOTAL & o & s « « o .| 1 647 893 1 636 664 1 570 143 66 521 18 961 11 228 7 733
COUNTIES ¢ o o o o o « « » 353 254 353 115 339 207 13 908 10 140 9 462 77
MUNICIPALITIES . & . « « .| 1 292 378] 1 283 5491 1 230 936 52 613 8 822 1 766 7 056
NORTH cARoLINA et e e e 290 414 290 414 264 253 26 162 11 056 134 10 922
STATE, v 4 v o o o v o s & &« 166 620 156 632 146 643 9 989 9 988 (X} 9 988
LoCAL, TOTAL D N 133 917 133 183 117 610 16 173 1 068 134 934
COUNTIES o & v s s & & » & 54 286 53 469 42 Q71 11 398 817 40 717
MUNICIPALITIES .+ , .+ .+ . . 80 564 80 313 75 539 4 775 251 o4 157
NORTH DAKOTA & v v o v o 4 s 23 775 23 7175 22 150 1 625 2 159 4 2 155
STATE. & ¢ 4 ¢ v o o 5 » o » 10 163 8 219 7 461 758 1 94y (X) 1 944
LOCAL, TOTAL & v v o % & o & 15 559 15 556 14 689 867 215 4 211
COUNTIES 4 v o v o « o & 7 280 7 268 6 573 695 12 4 8
MUNICIPALITIES o ¢ 4 « & . 8 491 8 288 8 116 172 203 - 203
OHIO 4 W 4 4 o 4 o 0 s 8 « o & 611 165 611 165 581 900 29 265 5) 583 995 50 546
STATE, & v 4 o o' % s s o o » 228 454 183 594 179 015 4 579 44 860 (X) 44 860
LOCAL, TOTAL 4 o 2 v o « & & 428 567 427 572 402 88% 24 686 6 681 995 5 686
COUNTIES & v v & o o« o o W 147 915 142 741 129 718 13 024 5 174 513 4 561
MUNICIPALITIES o o 4 .0 & . 286 337 284 830 273 168 1t 662 1 507 382 1128
OKLAHOMA © v & 4 v v o o0 & 115 964 115 964 107 863 8 101 8 388 2 983 5 404
STATE, . & 4 o o ¢ o0 & a2 & 57 278 52 003 47 754 4 249 5 275 (X § 275
LOCAL, TOTAL + o+ v v v o . 66 944 63 961 60 109 3 852 3113 2 983 129
COUNTIES W v v ¢ ¢ o o o 20 485 17 412 16 562 850 3 073 2 983 90
MUNICIPALITIES o« « ¢ & o . 46,729, 46 E49 43 547 3 002 39 - 39
OREGON & o 4 4 4 s ¢ v v s v & 165 492 165 492 157 033 8 460 8 455 82 |- 8 373
STATE. & v s s 4 o o ¢ v o & 68 182 60 748 58 419 2 329 7 434 33 7 434
LOCAL, TOTAL T 104 826 104 744 98 613 6 131 1021 82 939
COUNTIES . 4 s o o « & a 58 814 58 g18 53 053 5 565 193 40 153
MUNICIPALITIES o v ie e . 46 954 he 126 45 561 566. 828 42 786

See footnotes at end of table,
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Table 8. Total criminal justice system expenditure, by character and object, by State
and type of government, fiscal year 1975—Continued

(Thousands of dollars)

Direct expenditure Intergovernmental expenditure
State and type of government? Total®
Total Direct Capital Total To State To locdal
current outlay governments | governments
PENNSYLVANIA & 4 s o % o o » & 751 287 751 287 727 743 23 By B2 478 13 oo4 69 474
STATE. v v o o ¢ ¢ 2 o 2 » 4 300 691 233 011 225 100 7 911 67 680 {X) 67 680
LOCAL, TOTAL & & ¢ « o 2 & . 531 280 518 278 502 643 15 633 14 798 13 00% 1 194
COUNTIES o & o v ¢ o o » & 128 3441 - 115 oly 111 626 4 318 12 400 11 962 438
MUNICIPALITIES .+ o v o o 404 732 402 332 3941 017 11 318 2 398 1042 1 356
RHODE ISLAND . . o o ¢ 4 o » . 55 042 55 042 53 360 1 682 2 407 e 2 407
STATE. 2 v o o o o ¢ 5 s o o 29 78% 27 377 26 693 684 2 407 (X3 2 407
LOCAL, TOTAL & v « v + o & & 27 643 27 665 26 667 998 - - -
MUNICIPALITIES 4 o 5 & o 27 663 27 665 26 667 998 - - -
SQUTH CAROLINA & « o o » o « @ 146 297 146 297 | 121 469 24 g28 5 778 341 5 430
STATE. ¢ ¢ 4 o ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ « ¢ « 74 288 69 032 57 524 11 514 5 256 | (X} 5 256
LOCAL, TOTAL o« o & o 4 o & & 77 606 77 265 63 9lg 13 317 515 341 17
COUNTIES . . o o o 4 » o & 45 719 45 323 34 143 11 180 396 258 138
MUNICIPALITIES o o 4 « o . 32 061 31 942 29 804 27138 i19 83 36
SOUTH DAKOTA & & o « ¢ ¢ o o 29 425 29 425 27 486 1 938 1 764 108 1 656
STATE, . 4 ¢ o ¢ o o ¢ o ¢ & 14 637 13 414 12 835 579 i 223 {(X) 1 223
LOCAL, TOTAL & ¢ v o v « o o 16 119 16 o1} 14 652 1 359 541 108 333
COUNTIES 4 w o s o ¢ o ¢ & 8 364 8 017 5 869 i .147 348 102 246
MUNICIPALITIES + 4 « & & & 8 188 T 994 T 782 212 193 [ 188
TENNESSEE, & o o o v o o« o o & 211 966 211 966 182 651 29 415 15 327 331 14 996
STATE: v o o 6.0 « o o & o & 80 616 67 421 56 327 11 094 13 195 (X) 13 185
LOCAL, TOTAL & » s s o o » . 144 876 ). {44 sU5 126 224 18 328 2 132 331 1 801
COUNTIES 4 o s ¢« o v o » & 55 280 54 903 44 622 10 28t 377 292 85
MUNICIPALITIES 2+ 2 & + 3+ 9% 397 89 s42 81 602 8 040 1 7558 39 1 716
TEXAS. « v « s o @ « o ¢ 'a ¢ & 594 175 594 175 555 665 38 510 28 524 208 27 645
STATE: v o 4 o o o 4 ¢ o « & 192 732 166 453 156 o44 10 409 26 279 {X) 26 279
LOCAL, TOTAL & ¢ o« « s o o « 428 631 427 723 399 621 28 101 2 245 908 1 336
COUNTIES , o o ¢ ¢ o 2 # 169 487 168 579 154 730 13 8l9 908 650 258
MUNICIPALITIES . & o o & . 260 480 259 144 244 891 14 252 1 336 258 1078
UTAH 4 ¢ o 0 v 6 6 o = o o o4 56 974 56 974 53 539 J 435 4 827 = 4 B27
STATE, . o ¢ 4 o ¢ o s s ¢ & 27 507 22 779 21 127 1 652 4 728 (X} 4.728
LOCAL, TOTAL . s o & & o ¢ & 34 195 34 195 32 412 1 783 99 - g9
COUNTIES , v ¢ o o o s ¢ & 13 367 13 394 12 619 776 72 - 2
MUNICIPALITIES o o v & 4+ 20 827 20 801 19 794 1 007 27 - 27
VERMONT. o o o o ¢ o ¢ o o o & 26 913 26 913 24 115 2 798 216 8 209
STATE: o o « o ¢ 0 ¢ o s # 20 110 19 689 17 382 2 607 121 (X 121
LOCAL, TOTAL & v & o o « o & 6 932 6 924 6 733 191 95 8 88
COUNTIES v o » -~ « & s « & 245 245 210 35 - - -
MUNICIPALITIES 4 o o « 2 & 6 775 6. 679 6 523 156 95 8 88
VIRGINIA o ¢ o 4 s ¢ ¢ ¢ o s & 263 836 293 836 278 357 15 479 24 549 2.878 21 671
STATE. & 4 v v s 0 v s o v o 156 994 136 364 122 540 3 824 20 630 (X} 20 630
LOCAL, TOTAL 4 4 o o ¢ « o & 160 350 157 472 L 145 817 11 655 3 919 2 878 1 041
COUNTIES | o & « o « « 4 h2 875 61 420 57 407 4 013 1 455 1 132 323
MUNICIPALITIES & ¢« 4 &« o o 08 517 96 052 88 410 7 642 2 465 1 746 719
WASHINGTON o o o ¢ .0 ¢ 0 o s & 228 506 228 506 217 543 10 962 12 750 26 12 725
STATE: v ¢ s ¢ #. 0 ¢ & o o & 91 843 82 685 77 964 4 728 9 158 (X3 9 158
LOCAL, TOTAL ¢ v o o o o o & 145 846 (185 21 139 579 6 241 3 592 26 3 567
COUNTIES , , & o o « o & & 73 062 72 571 68385 4 176 491 4 487
MUNICIPALITIES & o« 4 o & « 76 351 13 250 71 185 2 065 310} 22 3 079
WEST VIRGINIA, o « ¢ o o & 4 . 64 385 64 385 56 722 T 663 3 393 [ 3 387
STATES 4 » o s ¢ o 0 0 o & o 31 618 28 432 24 822 3 610 3 182 {X) 3 182
LOCAL, TOTAL + o ¢ o ¢ & a & 35 959 35 984 35 908 4 053 211 6 2058
COUNTIES . 4 & o & & o ¢ 19 037 19 o025 15 785 3 240 11 & 6
MUNICIPALITIES o« o o s & o 17 128 16 28 16 116 813 200 - 200
WISGONSIN, » & » » s ¢ » s 3 & 262 728 262 721 254 782 7 938 11 083 2 141 8 943
STATE: w o v o0 0 4 o a & 90 727 82 490 79 828 2 662 . 8 237 (X)y} 8 237
LoCALs TOTAL 4 o o « » = « & 182 372 180 231 174 955 5 276 2 8i6 2 141 706
COUNTIES o 4 o o 2 v s 5 72 527 70 209 67 908 2 30} 2 318 2 138 180
MUNICIPALITIES & 4 v « o . 110 550 110 022 107 0474 2 975 528 3 526
WYOMING,” o v o o o« o # o « & 20 185 20 185 19 075 1 110 1 676 13 1 663
STATE, o o o 2 ¢ & ¢ 5 o s o 9 Y53 8 362 8 097 265 591 (X) 1591
LOCAL, TOTAL & & « v o« o o 4 11 835 11 g22 10 978 845 85 13 72
COUNTIES & o ¢ & ¢ ¢'a o « 5 670 5 689 5 114 545 12 “i2 -
MUNICIPALITIES o o v « o & 6 237 6. 164 5 864 300 73 2 72

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

ipata for municipalities, apd the local governments totals which include municipal data, are estinates- subject to sampling var-

iation; data for counties (boroughs, parishes) are based on & canvass of nll county governments and therefore »re not subject to
sampling variation; see text for data limitations. . e
2por esch Stats, and the United States summary, the expenditure fignres shown on ‘the "Loeal, total' line snd the combined
State-local total line {the dats shown opposite the names of the individual States) exclude duplicative intergovermmental expend-
iture amounts. 