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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 no postage.
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INTRODUCTION ~

This publication is the eighth in a series of annual
reports that present public expenditure and employ-

_ment data on criminal justice activities in the United
States. In this report, expenditure data cover the fiscal -

year 1974, and employment data refer to the month
of October 1974.

As in previous years, specific data are supplied for the
Federal Government, each of the 50 State governments,
and the aggregate local.level of government within each
State, Survey coverage was designed to produce reliable
estimates for each State of the percent of State and
local law enforcement expenditure. funded and ex-
pended by units of general local government. These
estimates, shown in table 1, are necessary for com-
pliance with the provisions of the Omnibus Crime
Controland Safe Streets Act of 1968 as amended by the
Omnibus Crime Control Act of 1970 (further discussion
with table 1), For the fourth year, data are published
separately for the aggregate county governments anc the
aggregdte municipal governments (cities and townships)
within each State, and. for each of 312 counties with a
1970 population of 100,000 or more, as well as 384
cities with a 1970 population of 50,000 or more. Also,
data are shown for the 17 largest standard metropolitan

statistical areas (SMSA’s). Reports for fiscal year 1970

through fisca year 1972 displayed data for the 15 larg-
est SMSA’s. ‘

- 'The presentation of the tables is organized inte two
major parts—the summary “Criminal Justice System”
section showing ‘the interrelationship of the various
seators of the system, and the six ''Sector” sectiotis
providing, where possible, a further breakdown of data
on. a particular ctiminal justice activity. The six sectors
of eriminal justice activity covered in this report are:
police protection,judicial, legal services and prosecution,
indigent defense, corrections, dand “othér criminal
justice.” In addition, appendix 1 presents two tables
that show. expenditure and employment data for special
police force activities in selected school districts and
special districts pot included in the summary totals,

"This series of reports.is based on an annual fiscal perjod
thut ends June 30 for most governmenis, In the first seven
volumes, - the designation-for this fiscal period used in the tite
andd tables included the two calendar years involved:e.g., Fiscal
Year 197172, In this volume and. subsequent volumes, the
designation will refer only to the year in which the fiscal period
ended: e.g., Fiscal Year 1974 instead of Fiscal Year 1973.74,

Dbefinitioﬁs for concepts, categories and terms used
in this report are contained in appendix 2.

Historical overview

Although this annual series of repotts 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 sample of govern-
mental 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, 1972, 1973, and 1974
volumes “are - essentially comparable; these data were
collected in each year from the same sample of govern-
ments and were edited and processed in a uniform
fashion. (See the sect:on on Survey Methodology for
more detail.) Table A shows tlie steady rise in expendi-
ture for criminal justice activities at all levels of govern-

- ment over the 4 years, :

The number of full-time equivalent criminal justice
employees also increased at all levels of gove.nment
but at a much slower rate than expenditure (see table

'B). A report entitled Historical Statistics on Expendi-

ture and Employment for the Criminal Justice System
1971 to 1973, which summarizes data from the annual
publications, is available. A second historical report,
covering fiscal years 1971 to 1974, is being prepared,

General, fiscal year 1974

Local governments continued to spend more than the
Federal and State governments combined for all ¢rimi-
nal justice activities. Figure 1 shows that local govern-
ments accounted for 60.8 percent of ull direct criminal
justiceexpenditure, while State governments contributed

26,1 percent and the Federal government 13.1 percent, _

However, when cach activity is examined separately,
the proportion accounted for by the different levels of
government varied throughout the criminal justice
system.

AN i - T 2
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2 INTRODUCTION

Table A. Total criminal justice expenditure and percent change by level of government,
fiscal years, 971, 1972, 1873, and 1974

Amount (millions of dollars) Percent increase
Level of govermment [ 1973 to | 1972 to | 1971 to
1974 1973 1972 1971 1671 1973 1975
Federalli.iuieesovsses $2,603 | $2,261 | $1,910 | 2$1,449 15.1 18.4 231.8
SEALE . e vnrrreernnnnes 4,545 3,855 3,342 2,921 17.9 15.4 14.4
LOGAL s ersearsennsnss 9,130 8,004 7,373 6,683 12.8 9.8 10.6

lyedernl Government data for fiscal years 1971, 1972, and 1973 have be?n revised upward
to reflect expenditures of the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration inadvertently ex-

cluded, Se¢e table 4, footnote 5.

?The Fednral expenditure amount shown for 1971 does not include data for the Office of
Building Security Services for the Federal Reserve System, the Jqdicial, PreYention ;mcl E;-—
forcement Services Division of the Bureau of Indian Affairs; and the Centexr for Studies o )
Crime and Delinquency at the National Institute of Mental Health, as these agencies were no

canvassed in the 1971 survey.

surveys and thelr expenditure is reflected in the data.

These agéiicies were canvassed in the 1972, 1973, and 1974

The 31,8 percent increase from

1971 to 1972 is, therefore, overstated to the extent that these agencies, which expended
31.3 million in 1972; were not included in the 1971 base year,

Table B, Total fuli-time equivalent criminal justice employees and percent change, by level of
" government, October 1971, October 1972, October 1973, and October 1974

Numbexr of employees

Percent increase

Level of government

Oct. 1973[0ct. 1972|0ct. 1971

Oct. 1974{0ct. 1973|0ct., 1972|0c¢t. 1971 to to to

Oct. 1974|0ct. 1973|0ct. 1972

7 177,523 7.8 2.2 9.9
Federal,sseseeronnens 93,755 87,139 85,222 77,
State.esesnnseernonse 252:588 232,299 | 216,603 | 205,859 8.7 7.2 5,2
Iocal,sesveanaraessss | 664,862 | 625,871 | 596,480 | 578,394 6.2 4.9 3.1

1

Ythe Federal employment figure shown for October 1971 does not include employees of the
Office of Bullding Security Services for the Federal Reserve Sys'tem, the Judiecial, Pre‘vgn-
tion and Enforcement Services Division of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, and the Cente1 for
Sﬁudies of Crime and Delinquency at the National Institute of Mental Health, as these o7
agencles were not canvassed in the 1971 survey. .These agencies were canvassed in the 1 3

re he data.
1978, and 1874 surveys and their employees are reflected in t , ’ !
" crea;e from Octoher 1971 to October 1972 is, therefore, overstated to the extent that these

The 9.9 percent in-

‘mgencies, which had 2,005 full-time equivalent employees in Qctober 1972 were not included

“in the October 1971 base.

As seen in ‘table C, three of the activities--police

. protection, judicial, and legal services and prosecution—

were supported mainly by local governments, For the
first time: in 1974, local povernments also expended
the largest amount for indigent defense; in previous
years, the Federal government had been the prgwicipal
supporter in this sector, State governments contnbpt\ed
the largest amounts for corrections and those activities
included in the “other criminal justice” sector.

Relationships similar to those found for expenditure
among the- levels of pgovernment also apply to the
employment situation. Figure 2 shows that almost
two-thirds of the total full-time equivalent criminal
justice employees of all governments were employed
by local governmenits, As seen in table D, the proportion
of workers employed by the threc levels of government
in cach sector generally approximated the proportion of
expenditures nmade in the sector, An exception to this

e it ey
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pattern is seen in the indigent defense sector, where
the Federal government accounted for 37.5 percent of
the total expenditure, but: only 2.5 percent of the
employees. This is because the Federal government
makes more extensive use of court-appointed counsel
systems whereby fees arc paid to private counsel to
defend indigent clients accused of crimes than do State
anil local governments, which more frequently hire
employees directly to provide indigent defense services.

Federal Government (tables 4 and 5)

General expenditure by the Federal government
totaled $223,483 million in fiscal year 1974. Of this
amount, $2,603 million, or 1.2 percent, was expended
on criminal justice activities, The $2,603 million rep-
resents an increase of $342 mijllion, or 15.1 percent, of
the -$2,261 million expended in FY 1973. This is
somewhat less than the 18.4 percent increase from
1972 to 1973.

The police protection sector accounted for the
largest portion of the $342 million overall increase:
$135 million or 39.4 percent. Substantial expenditure
increases oceurred in the 1.8, Capitol Police unit, the
Drug  Enforcement Administration, the Internal
Revenue Service Intelligence Division, and the Postal
Inspection Service, The Hospital “/rotective Services
Staff in the various Veterans Administration hospitals
more than doubled its expenditure, from $7.1 million
in FY 1973 to $15.0 million in FY 1974, a 109.3
percent increase. Gxpenditure in the “other criminal
justice” sector increased by $145.9 million, 42.6 percent

of the total Federal expenditure increase. The Law
Enforcement Assistance Administration accounted for

_ virtually all of the increase, representin‘g;increased‘grants ‘
to State and local governments and contractual services
. with other Federal agencies and private organizations.

While the police protection and ‘‘other criminal
justice” sectors showed the largest increases in absolute
dollars expended, the fastest growing sector was. cor-
rections! expenditure rose from $189 million in FY
1973 to $237 million in FY 1974, 1 25.5 percent
increase, Only- the legal services and prosecution sector
showed. a decrease; $5.7 million less, a 4.8 percent
decrease. The decrease reflected a widespread reorgani-
zation in the Department of Justice offices and divisions
that comprise this sector. Percent increases in expendi-
ture in the other sectors were: police protection, 12.4
percent; judicial, 15.0 percent; indigent defense, 1.3
percent; and “other criminal justice,” 12.5 percent.

Figure 3 shows that as in previous years, the largest
share of Federal criminal justice money was eXpended
for police protection activities, including those agencies
that enforce Federal law and those that provide security
and police services tc Federal property and :buildings,
Of the $2,603 million in total Federal criminal justice
expenditure, nearly half, $1,225 million, “was for

~agencies in the police protection sector, including the
Federal Bureau of Investigation ($372 million), the
Bureau of Customs ($232 million), the Postal Inspection
Service ($98.1 million), and the Drug Enforcement
Administration ($92.9 million). As . noted earlier,

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

activity and level of government, fiscal year 1974

o Police . Proge- Indigent Cor-
govermmant | 7001 | protoction | MG | cution | dotense | rections | Oer
" activities activities | activities | activities | AOFIVEItLes
Total. | 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1000
Federal,.,.,| 13.1 14.3 7.5 15.3 37.5 6.6 463
State....il. | 26.1 15.4 24.4 28.1| 211 55.9 28.2
Local.......| 60,8 70.3 68.0 61.6| © 41.4 37.5 25.5

Table D. Percent of full-time equivalent employment in the criminal justice system by activity -

arid level of government, October 1974

Police Prose- Iﬁdigent Cor-
level of ) Judi ) N

gbvernmenf Total | protection ac::vzizis cution defense | rections ‘é2:3:zie§

‘ activities - activities | activities -activities & T

Total, | 100.0 100.0 100.0 ' 100.0 100.0 160.0 [ . 100.0
Fedexral..... 9.3 11.3 ‘5.4 13.1 2.5 4.7 23:4
State.....oie 25,0 14.8 19,1 22,6 42,9 56,8 49,8
Local.iv,ia. 65.7 73.9 75.5 64,3 54.6 38.5 | 27.3

i i R
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FIGURE 1. Percent distribution of criminal justice syéfém direct expenditure
by level of government, flscal year 1974
$14,)b4‘m|lllor .

Federal
/ {$1,961 million)
12:4% ~
Local State ‘
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FIGURE 3 Total Federal Government expenditure for criminal justlce
] - fiscal year 1974
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FIGURE 2, Percent dlstrlbutlon of crlmmal justice system full-time equivalent
employment by level of government, Octebm 1974
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FIGURE 4. Federal Government full time equivalent employment,
: October 1874 ’
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the second largest block of Federal criminal éustice
expenditure was reported by agencies in the “other
criminal justice” sector, $796 million or 30.6 percent,
primarily LEAA with FY 1974 expenditure of $770
million. The other four sectors accounted for t‘he
remaining 22.4 percent of Federal criminal justice

expenditure, :

If Federal grants to Sté’t‘e and local governmer}ts are
not included, the increase in Federal criminal justice
direct expenditure (current operating expenses and
capital outlay) was 15.7 percent.

The number of full-time equivalent Federal employ-

ges in criminal justice ‘activities increased 7.5 percent

from October 1973 to October 1974, There were
93,755 full-sime equivalent employees in October 1974,
including 68,504 (73.1 percent) in the police pgqie‘ction
sector; 9,967 (10.6 percent) in the corrections sector;
6,845 (7.3.percent) in the legal services and prosecution
sector and 6,734 (7.2 percent) in the judicial sector (see
figure 4). Indigent défense and “‘other criminal justice”

~ together accounted for.only 1,705 full-time equivalent
employees (1.8 percént). although ' these fwo- sectors
accounted for more than 34 percent of the total Federal,
crimingl justice sgpenditure, As previously mentioned,
the greatest portion of the indigent defense money was
paid to court-appointed counsel who are not considered
regular public employees, and the greatest portion of
the “other criminal justice” expenditure was in the
form of intergovernmental grants,

The 93,’75 5 chefiﬂ employees drew an October 1974 -

payroll of $130.8 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 concentra-
*tion of higher paid employees. For example, the judicial
sector with only 7.2 percent of the employees, received

8.0:percent of the payroll; similarly, the legal services

sector drew 8.0 percent of the payroll with only 7.3
percent of the employees. Average. montlily  salaries
by sector are shown in table F, C

Table F. Average monthly salaries for Federal
full-time equivalent employees in the
criminal justice system, by activity,
October 1974

Activity October 1974
Police protection........s... $1,382
Judicialieievioevensonasannns 1,562
Legal ServicCeS. i evaiciinsnscs 1,523
Indigent defense.........c00s 1,442
CorrectionS:veeeessevasonnens 1,293
Other criminal justice....... 1,322

Staté govémm‘ents (tables 6-10)

The total general expenditure‘ of State governments
in FY 1974 was $120 billion. Of this amount $4.5

“billion, or 3.8 percent, was expended on criminal

justice activities. This represents an increase of $691
million, or 17.9 percent, in criminal justice expenditure
from the previous fiscal year, slightly more than the
15.4 percent increase from 1972 to 1973.

From FY 1971 to FY 1973, the indigent defense
and “other criminal Jjustice” sectors each year made
substantially - larger proportionate increases than the
other four sectors. In the case of indigent defense, the
increases reflected thé expansion of existing programs
and the initiation of new programs to provide counsel
for the poor, In some States, also, expanded efforts are
underway to provide counsel not only to those accused
of crime but also to those convicted persons still in
need of an attorney’s services, either in the appellate
process or in disputed situations within the penal insti-
tutions. The indigent defense sector at the State level
continued to expand in FY 1974, showing a 38.8
percent increase; but this increase was considerably less
than the 63.6 percent increase in FY 1973 and the
48.1 percent increase in FY 1972.

Table E. Perc'ent’distribution of Federal full-time equivalent employment and payroll,
' October 1974, by activity ~

i : - 3 Percent distribution
B ' Full-tine October
Activity ‘ equivalent 1974 Full-tinme October
employees. - payroll equivalent 1974
- employment payroll
TOAL s sseivnnonrnoavensonssinion 93,755 $130,802 100.0 100.0
Police protection.....ceovveeionisnrans '68, 504 94,705 - 73.1 72.4
JUALCLaL e v v e siesninvsnsvesrnuininavasss 6,734 10,517 7.2 8
Legal ServiceS...cevevevrerstonivsinsas 6,845 10,422 | 7.3 8,
Indigent. defense..ieivavnecvireosensocss 154 | - 222 0.2 0.
CorrectionS..v.eivivecrasrssiveninrans 9,987 12,885 10.6 -9,
Other erdminal Justice...oivvinarsoies 1,551 2,051 1.8 1.

g

INTRODUCTION. .

In the case of the “other criminal justice” sector, the
large proportionate increases in previous years reflected
expanding intergovernmental payments to local govern-
ments for criminal justice purposes. Again, as with
indigent defense, the “other criminal justice”. sector
-continued io expand, but at a much slower rate, a 23.3
percent increase in FY 1974 compared to a 48.6 percent
increase in FY 1973 and a 104.3 percent. increase in
FY 1972. The rate of expansion over the 4 years, in this
‘sector more than any other, reflects the growth pattern
of the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration:
several years of rapid growth followed by a gradual
leveling off as the program matured. Intergovernmental
grants to local ‘governments continued to increase,
$94.6 million more in FY 1974 than in FY 1973 for all
criminal justice sectors, but at a less Spectacular rate.

Two - other sectors, legal services and corrections,
showed fast growing rates of expansion, Legal services
expenditure increased by 24.5 percent in FY 1974
compared to a 14.0 percent increase in FY 1973. Cof-
rections ingreased by 17.5 percent in FY 1974 com-
pared to a 9.9 percent increase in FY 1973. The 16.5
percent increase in police protection and the 13.5 per-
Fent in_crease in judicial were more typical of increases
in previous years. - R

While indigent defense, legal services, and ‘“‘other
criminal justice” were the fastest growing areas of State
‘criminal\ justice expenditure, the correction sector, as
in past years, accounted for the largest portion of State
criminal justice expenditure ($1,895 million or 41,7
percent); these expenditures included 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, $1,383 million; or 304

Table G. Percent distribution of State fu"tlme ‘éqjtu
e ‘ October 1974, by activity

percent; judicial, $476 million, or 10.5 percent; legal
services and. prosecution, $182 million, or 4.0 percent;
mfhg_ent defense, $58 million or 1.3 percent; and “other
criminal justice,” $552 million or 12.1 percent:
figure 5). ‘

sk
Increases in expenditure were accompanied by in-
creases in criminal justice employment and payroll in
‘all sectors. The number of full-time equivalent employ-

~ees in State criminal justice agencies-increased: 8.

-percent, and the payrollincreased 15.4 ‘percent, ‘be-
tween October 1973 and October 1974. The 252,588

- employees (8.5 percent of the:total 2,968,020 full-time

equivalent employees on State’ payrolls) received $252
million in salaries, wages, fees;"and commissions in the
month of October 1974. The’ percentage ‘of total em-
ployees in each sector was generally ‘proportionate to
the percentage of total expenditure in each sector (see
figures 5 and 6). :

_ Indigent defense, which showed the greatest increase
in expengiiture, also showed the greatest proportionate
Ingrease in full-time equivalent employees, from 2,102

employees in October 1973 to 2,625 employees in-

October 1974, a 249 percent increase, The: other
sectors experienced considerably more modest increases
in employment, ranging from a 4.2 percent increase in
Jjudicial employees to a 12,3 percent increase in legal
services and prosecution employees. :

The October 1974 payroll of $252 million was

. divided ameng 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-
pgid employees (see table H), namely judicial, legal ser-
vices, and indigent defense, the sector's share of payroll,
of course, exceeded the sector’s share of employees

BEN
ol

ivalent vemplkoymen't and payroll,

Dollar amounts in. thgusands)

Lo o - Percent disﬁribu;ion'
‘ Full~time October L
Activity equivalent | = 1974 Full-time October .o
employees payroll equivalent 1974
: employment payroll

Total..oounuoiiiiiiniinny . ., 252,588 $252,214 100.0 100,0
Pol.lcg protection........... .l vuui,., - 89,822 88,425 35.5 35.0
f:dlc:Lal............,......... 23,939 33,220 9.5 13.2
_ g%l SeIVICES i vttt et iavenneia 11,778 13,579 4.7 5.4
Indigent defense.....i.........v.'\u. ... 2,625 2,950 1.0 1.2
Correctlgng.....;.1,.;.........,....... 121,160 110,710 48.0 43.9
Other criminal Justice................. 3,286 3,329 148 1.3
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_-Other criminal justice

FIGURE 5. Total State government expendituré"for criminal justice,
fiscal year 1974
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FIGURE 6. State governmient full-time equivalent emplqyment,
Qctober 1974
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Table H. Average monthly salaries for State
full-time equivalent employees in the
criminal justice system, by activity,
October 1974 ‘ ‘

Activity October 1974
Police protection.....,...... $ o984
Judicial..... Crereeraiieias, . 1,388
Legal services...... I 1,153
Indigent defense............. | 1,124 .
Corrections.,..... 914
Other criminal. justice....... 1,019

Local governments: counties and municipalities o
(tables 6-10 and 13-22) , o

Total expenditure for criminal Justice by local govern-
ments in fiscal year 1974 was $9,130 million, a $1,036
million or 12.8 percent increase from FY 1973, slightly
higher than the 9.8 percent increase from 1972 to 1973,
As in past years, approximately two-thirds of this: ex-

penditure occurred  in  the . police protection sector'

($5,984 million or 65.6 ‘percent). The judicial sector

“and the corrections sector each accounted for slightly

more than 13 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 inter-
governniental payments) amounted to $9,092 million
in fiscal year 1974, a 12.9 percent increase from FY
1973. Direct expenditure of local governments was

distributed among the six criminal justice sectors in -

virtually‘vthe same proportions as total expenditure.

Tof_élj local - full-time equivalent employment” was

also distributed 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 indigent defense sector, where payments are fre- k

quently made to private‘courtgappoint‘ed'pounsel who
are not. direct employees of the governmeént;;and: the
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‘other criminal justice” sector, where expenditures

are frequently grant funds used to-assist with operations”
of private agencies connected 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
employing the workers . -

Analyzing local crimiﬁa] ; jtis’fi‘ce expenditure in'total,

however, tends to “obscure important differences
bptween the county level of government and: the munj-;
cipal level. Municipal governments (cities and townships)- " d

outspent county governments on criminal justice by
almost 2 to 1 overall ($5,867 million to $3,226 million),
but the difference can be attributed almost exclusively
to the police sector, where the municipal governments
outspent the county governments by better than a 4 tq
1 mrargin, Municipal governments spent $4,885 million
(or'83.3 percent of all their criminal justice expenditure)
on police protection, more than county governments
spent on all six sectors altogether. On a sector-by-sector
basis, however, county governments spent substantially
more than municipal governments for judicial activities,
indigent defense, and corrections. No ene sector domi-

" nates county criminal Jjustice expenditure as police pro-
- tection does municipal expenditure (see figures 9 and
i

11), :

County criminal justice expenditure - increased for all
activities over FY 1973, Proportionately the greatest
increase occurred in the “other criminal justice” sector,
$16.9 million or 63.0 percent, As last year, counties
received .and  expended increasing amounts of grant
funds. Additionally, for the past few years, expenditure
in the “cther c¢riminal Justice” sector have reflected
significant capital® outlay for the construction of multi-
functional criminal justice buildings, e.g., a police-jail
facility or a police-court facility, In FY 1974, $19.4
million of the'$43.8 million spent in the “other criminal
justice® sector, 'by counties, was for construction of
such buildings. Expenditure increases were smaller for
the other five sectors, ranging from 11.2 percent in the
police protection sector to 28.8 percent in the indigent
defense sector, - '

At the municipal level, also, the largest propottionate
increase year to year was in the “other criminal justice”
sector, 56.1 percent. Construction: played a less signifi-
cant role than at the county level. Only $4.4 million of
the total $55,1 million spent for “other criminal justice”’
at the municipal level was for construction purposes,
The increase generally reflected new programs and
grants being administered by the cities, Municipal ex-
penditure for the other sectors ranged . from a 10.6
percent increase in police protection to a 24.6 percent
increase in the indigent defense area. However, indigent
defense represented only a small portion of municipal
criminal justice expenditure, 0.4 percent, and the in-
crease reflected expansion of programs in a limited num-
ber of large cities having significant judicial responsibili-

" -ties (primarily consolidated city-county governments)

rather than a general trend.

At both the county. and municiﬁélglevels,ﬂemploy—
ment and payrolls were distributed throughout the varj-
ous sectors in’ nearly the same percentages.as expendi-

- ture (see tables I and J); There were 239,171 full-time

equivalent county criminakjustice employees in October
1974 drawing a monthly payrofl'of $216 million, As at
the State fevel, in those sectors with a-concentration of
higher-paid employees, such as legal services and in-
ligent defense (see table K), the percentage of total
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payroll exceeded the percentage of total employees.
There were 425,691 full-time equivalent municipal crim-
inal justice employees in October 1974 with a monthly
payroll - of $444 million. At the municipal level, the
“other criminal justice” employees received the highest
average monthly salaries (see table L) but their numbers
were limited—only 1,190 employees. Among the sectors
with a significant number of employees, the legal ser-
vices and police sectors paid the highest average salaries,

Overall, the number of county full-time equivalent
employees in October 1974 increased by 19,277.0r 8.8
percent over October 1973; the judicial sector added the

ot gt g et g
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greatest number of employees, 6,913 (an 11,2 percent:
increase) and the “other criminal justice’ sector showed
the greatest proportionate increase; 24.9 percent (124
employees). The number of mumczpal full-time equiva-
lent employees increased by 4.9 percent compared with
October 1973, The police sector added the greatest
“number of employees, 15,956 (a 4.6 percent mcrease)A
~‘and the legal services sector showed the greatest pro-
- portionate increase, 8.5 ‘percent (974 employees)i
among the sectors with significant numbers;of employ-’
-Indigent defense employees mcreased by 234
percent but their numbers were very small—145 employ-
“ges in October 1973, 179 employees in October 1974,

Table I. Percent distribution of county full-time equivalent employment and payroll,
: October 1974, by activity

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

Full-time

Percent distribution

i October -
Activity " “equivalént 1974 Full~time October
- ‘ employees | = payroll equivalent 1974
: N — employment payroll
TOEALw v voussvernensisnnsneoiiesns 239,171 $216,430 100.0 100,40,
Police protection....icivsvsvesnnsivaees 83,088 78,380 34.7 36.2
Judicial. e eiieneiisediveresnonnnnsns 68,727 56 425 28.8 26.1
Legal ServViCeSicus.ssivitsuassvsasansss 21,112 22 198 8.8 10.3
Indigent defense..ivvevercoviiionscnsss 3,161 ) 3 849. 1.3 1.8
Corrections. .vovieveneerianesanarans 62,482 55 027" 26.1 25.4
Other criminal Justice..........yssesss 621 551 © 0,3 0.2

‘Table J. Percent distribution of municipai full-time equivalent employment and payroll,
October 1974, by activity

Dollar amounts in thousands)

Full-time

October

Percent distribution .

Activity equivalent 1974 Full-time | ‘October
‘ employees payroll equivalent 1974

employment payroll

e AP 425,591 |~ " '$443,559 100.0 | 100.0
Police protection..svivevetiiiacnnrvnas |t 348,519 384,10% 88.1 '86.6
JUALCIAL st e et vnasnnsesataninensorransss 25,729 24,655 6.0 5.6
Logal 8ervicesS.isieveesarnvvonissaiiones 12,486 13,386 2.9 3.0
Indigent defensS.cerseivesoissrnssssnsen 179 180 0.04 -0.04
GOX‘rECtiOnS-....”.-;‘.................. 19,588 19}840 4.5 4-5
Other criminal justice......ivivsvanasn 1,190 1,497 0.3 0.3
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FIGURE 7. Total local go\/ernment expenditure for crlmmal‘just:ce
\ fiscal year 1974
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FIGURE 8 Local goyernment full-tlme equwalent emp!o;yment
: October 1974 '
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FIGURE 9. County direct expenditure for criminal justice, fiscal year 1974
- $3,226 million?
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! Because of rounding, detail may not add precisely to total shown.

FIGUREi 10. CoLmty full-time equivalent employment, October 1974
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Separate data are presented in tables 18-22" for the
312 county governments with a 1970 population of
100,000 or more and in tables 13-17 for the 384 city
governments with a 1970 population of 50,000 or more.
Only 57.1 percent of the total United States population

lives in the 312 largest counties, but these counties -

accounted for more than three-fourths (82,494 million)
of the total direct expenditure for criminal justice
activities at the county level. These counties employed
71.9 percent of all county level full-time equivalent
criminal justice employees (171,965), and paid these
employees 78.9 percent of the total county criminal
justice payroll for October 1974. These figures, . of

course, reflect the greater need for criminal justice

services and the larger salaries in densely populated
areas,

Table K. Average monthly salaries for county
full-time equivalent employees in the
criminal justice system, by activity,
October 1974

Activity October 1974
Police protection.,........ .. $ 944
Judicial..................... 821
Legal serviceS...v....... ‘e 1,081
Indigent defensei............ 1,218
Corrections..... i veemeanay : 881
Other criminal justice.... . 887

‘Table L. Average monthly salaries for
municipal full-time employees in the
criminal justice system, by activity,
October 1974 :

Activity October 1974
Police protection............ $1,048
Judicial.veviurinnninennnn.., 958
Legal services..i.vevuvo..... 1,072
Indigent defense........,.... 1,005
Corrections....vevuivnenenn... ‘ 1,013
Other criminal justice....... 1,258

Direct criminal justice expenditure by the 384 large
city governments amounted to $4,026 million, and
full-time equivalent criminal justice employees num-
bered 273,401, These 384 cities have slightly over one-

third (35.6 percent) of the total United States popula-
tion, but accounted for more than two-thirds of the
municipal criminal justice expenditure, 68.6 percent,
These same 384 cities employed 64.2 percent of all
municipal full-time equivalent employees working in
the criminal justice system and paid them 69,7 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,

. The distribution of expenditure and employment
throughout the various criminal justice sectors in the

312 counties and the 384 cities reflects the distribution’

for all county governments and for all city governments
respectively.

It should be noted that in the individual city tables,
certain cities are either independent, being wholly out-

side 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 court and corrections .
systems and may“havt; significant indigent  defense

expenditures. - The ihdependent cities aré; Washington,
D.C.; Baltimore, Md.; St. Louis, Mo.; and- all displayed
cities in Virginia. The cofisolidated city-county gOVEIm-
ments are: San Francisco, Calif.; Denver, Colo.; Jackson:

ville, Fla.; Columbus, Ga.; Honolulu, Hawaii; Indi-
anapolis, Ind.; Baton Rouge, La,; New Orleans, La,;"
Boston, Mass.: New York City, N.Y.; Philadelphia, Pa, Vo

and Nashville-Davidson, Tenn,

Local governments in the 17 largest SMSA’s (tables 11

and 12) :

- Data are prese‘nted on criminal justice expenditure
and employment of all governments in the 17 largest

" standard metropolitan statistical areas (SMSA’) and

within: the individual SMSA for each of its component
county areas. The county area data include aggrepate
figures for the county government and for all muni-
cipalities within that county. In a few instances, data
for individual cities are listed Separately in the SMSA
tables because 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 organizationally independent and within
no recognized county boundary, e.g., St. Louis, Mo, or
Washington, D.C. The State  Econoniic Area (SEA)
rather than the SMSA is sliown for Boston because the
SMSA's in ‘New England:are made up of the towns
crather than the counties, 4 deviation from the general
SMSA concept. The SEA, on'the other hand, is made up
of counties, L
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FIGURE 11, Municipat direct expehditu‘re for criminal justice, fiscal y‘gar 1974

' $5,867 miltion? Corrections
indigent defense

i {$332 million)
{822 migtz;) 833
. (]
Legal i Other criminal justice
egal services ther e
($206 miltion) (éig%
3.8% .
Judicial
{$367 million)

6.4%

Police protection
($4,885 million)

83.3%

! Because of rounding, detail may not add precisely to total shown.

FIGURE 12. Municipal full-time equivalent employment, October 1974

425,691 Corrections
|ndigent de(f;a;sge) (19,588)
0.04% 4,6%

Legal services Other criminal justice
egal servi

- {1,190)
(12;261 C0.3%
/b &
Judicial /
{25,729)
6.0%
. Police protection
{366,519)
86.1%
‘ #
4

INTRODUCTION - L b

As seen in table I, the 17 largest SMSA’s expended
$4,454 million for criminal justice activities in FY 1974,
Almost half (49.0 percent) of the Nation’s total-local
criminal justice direct expenditure was made by govern-
ments in these areas where 30.3 percent of the United
States population resides, On a sector-by-sector basis,
governments in these SMSA’s accounted for 490
percent of all local government direct expenditure for
police protection; 48.1 percent of local expenditure
for judicial activities; 44.1 percent of local expenditure
for legal services and prosecution activities; 50.1 per-
cent of local expenditure for indigent defense activities;
51,3 percent of all local expenditure for corrections
activities; ‘and 53.7 percent of local expenditure for
“other criminal justice” activities (see table M).

The local governments in the 17 largest SMSA's
employed 286,897 full-time equivalent personnel in
criminal justice, or 43.2 percent of the total number of
local government 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, 43.3 percent; judicial, 41.2
percent; legal services and prosecution, 40,2 percent;
indigent defense, 42.5 percent; corrections, 45.7
percent; and ‘“‘other criminal justice,” 58,6 percent.

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 collection of data are presented in appendix 2,

[T

As in previous editions of this annual series, several
tables show comparisons of criminal justice expenditure
and full-time equivalent employment with thie total
general expenditure and full-time equivalent employ-
ment for all functions of the particular government or
level of government, Prior to the FY 1971 report, these
figures, total expenditure and full-time equivalent
employment, included data for mdependent school

- districts and special districts.

The “variable pass-through™ provisions of the Omni-
bus Crime Control Act of 1970, however, required that
the concept of “local” government be confined to units
of general local government only, ie., counties, cities,
and townships, in determining the ratio of State-to-local
government criminal justice expenditure, Beginning with
the FY 1971 report, therefore, the same concept was
applied consistently throughout the publication to re-
flect the intent of the law, and the total general ex-
penditure and total full-time equivalent emp‘oyment
figures shown for the ‘‘local” level of governinent in
these comparisons include data for units of general local
government only and do not include data for inde-
pendent school districts or special districts. This change
may result in significaht differences from the per-
centages shown in years prior to FY 197! in those
States where education is largely the responsibility of
independent school districts, or where there are large
special districts. Criminal justice expenditure and em-
ployment data in this series, however, have always been
for units of general local government only, i.e., no data
on the criminal justice activities of independent schoal
districts or special districts have ever been included, (As
in previous reports, however, appendix 1 provides sup-
plementary data for those independent school districts
and special districts having significant special police ex-
penditure and employment.)

Table M. Tetal criminal justice direct expenditure of all local governments and local
governments in the 17 largest SMSA's, fiscal year 1974
{Millions of dollars)

Police . Prose~ Inigent Cor~ .
Local government | Total |protection Judi?lal cution défense rections gtvei
activities|2°tIVITIes| o1 vities|activities |activittes [2CEIVITLeS
All local i E
governments. | $9,092 $5,982 $1,223 $475 $101 $1,213 499
Local governments
in 17 largest
SMSA'S iiaiunivin 4,454 2,931 ] 588 209 51 322 : 53
Péercent of all
local govern~ ] L
mentst. ... iiaes 49.0] 49.0 48,1 44,1 50,1 51.3 58,7

-

NS

percentages based on unrounded figures shown in tables 7 and 11.

Pt

\\Z

SETEE o

SPE




AT e SRS X Y5 B L o e g 6 TR YT e 1, 5 5 gt o3 ey

16 INTRODUCTION

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 (including 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 cities 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 govern-
ments, and 9,036 local governments (the 3,044 county
governments, and 5,992 municipalities, including 1,706
townships).

The survey period

Federal Government data are shown for FY 1974,
which erided June 30, 1974,

The State expenditure data presented in this report
cover the fiscal year ending June 30, 1974, for all States
except three whose fiscal years end as follows: New
York, March 31, 1974; Texas, August 31, 1974; and
Alabama, Septembcr 30, 1974, However, there are some
State agencies that operate on a different fiscal year
basis from the rest of the State government. In such
instances, figures shown are for the agency’s fiscal
year that ended within the State’s rewular fiscal year.

For local governments, the 1974 fiscal years reported
are those that closed between July 1, 1973, and June 30,
1974. Most municipalities and countles ended their
fiscal years on December 31, 1973, or June 30, 1974.

Erployment data shown for Federal, State, and local
~yernments are for October 1974,

Data collection

The survey was accomplished using two methods of
data collection: field compilation and mail canvass.
Trained field representatives compiled expenditure and
einployment data from the governments’ own records
for the 50 States, 312 largest counties, 384 largest cities,
and selected smaller units. The compilation work was
done between July 1974 and June 1975 in accordance
with tlre definitions presented in appendix 2. All other
units in the sample were canvassed by mail for expendi-
ture and employment data, over a S-month period
beginning in January 1975 and ending in May 1975.
Response for field-compiled units was 100 percent.
The response from 1mail canvass units was 92.4 percent.
The mail ~ canvass questionnaires are included as
appendix 3.- ‘

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

The expenditure and employment data for the
Federal Government were collected through a special
mail survey, with telephone followup, of Federal
criminal justice agenciss, in accordance 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 United States Govern-
ment, and employment figures were obtained from the
U.s. ClVll 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. Bstimates derived from these different samples
would differ from each other and also from a complgte
census using the same data collection procedures. 'llus
variation among all possible estimates is sampling error,

Since all State and county governments were included
in the survey, State and county figures are not subject
to sampling error. The local government sample was
designed to produce an estimate for each State of the
ratio of State-to-local government criminal justice
expenditure with a sampling error of less than; one—half
of 1 percent at the 95 percent confidence level. i

The relative sampling error of the State-by-State
estimates of local government criminal justice expendi-
ture has also been calculated at the 95 percent confi-
dence level, All States had a relative error of lessithan
1 percent except Wyoming (with 2.5 percent)."The
implication of this calculation is that there is a 19-out
of 20 probability that the estimated . State-by-State

criminal justice total for the local level of government: :
(except in Wyoming) is within 1 percent of the total ="
that would result from a complete enumeration of "

local governments,

The estimated data are also subject to the inaccura-
cies in classification, response, and processing that
would occur if a complete cesisus had been conducted
under the same conditions as the sample. Every effort

. was made to keep such errors to a minimum through

care in examining, editing, and tabulating the data
submitted by government officials. Followup proce-
dures were used extensively to. clarify madequate and
inconsistent survey returns.

4

e Ry e e e

INTRODUCTION: - »

: Readers should be generally cautious in comparmg
governinents, since other differerces in-*functional
reésponsibilities from State to State and government to
government can also atfect the comparability of ex-
penditure 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 responsxbllltxes exists for counties and” cmes

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 breakdowns may be incomplete for
particular governmental units.

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

Changes in survey methodology

As discussed earlier, this series of annual reports dates
back to FY 1967. The survey originated in the Bureau
of the Census as a special in-house study in which police
protection; judicial, and corrections data were extracted
for selected large governments from data compiled in
the Bureau’s regular annual finance and employment
sample surveys. In the FY 1969 survey, prosecution and
indigent definse were added to the. original three
criminal justice categories, coverage was extended to
the enfire regular annual survey sample of counties and
municipalities, and a mail canvass questionnaire de-
signed specifically to elicit criminal justice daty was
used for all but the largest governments, whiclh’ were
canvassed by ficld agents, These changes must b" taken
into account in making year- to-year comparlsfms from
FY 1967 through FY 197G, :

In the FY 1970 report, individual unit data were
published for 128 large counties (as compared to 55
counties in earlier reports) and for 158 large cities
{compared to 48 cities in earlier reports). The Federal
expenditure data presented in ail reports through FY
1970 were extracted from the Budget of the United
States Government, and the employment data was
provided by the U.S. Civil Service Commission.

For the FY 1971 survey, a new and enlarged sample

criminal justice expenditure and employment survey,
lo produce more reliable estimates for use by LEAA
in the allocation of block grant funds between State

_criminal justice: system

‘total payroll only at the"State level:

f local governments was drawn specifically for the : |
Federal,
provided the information and gave other assistance

17

B
R i

and local governments, The data presented in reports
since FY 1971 are therefore essentially comparable,
because they are derived from the same sample usmg
the same methods of data collection and processing,
The only significant variations occurred in classification
of certain expenditure items disciissed"in detail in the
following section. In each year since 1971, as noted
earlier, all States had a relative error for local criminal
justice expenditure estimates of less. than | percent
except Wyoming (thh 2.5 percent),

Since FY l97l‘?‘FéZleral data have been collected by
a special mail canVass

Changes in classaﬁcatnon x

In the FY 1971 report, police protection expendi-

ture included amounts expended for traffic safety and
related traffic engineering, Beginning with the FY 1972

report, these expenditures were excluded from the
police protection figures. Also, data for special police
forces administered by general purpose governments
(such as airport police, park police, housing police, etc.j
were included in the police protection: figures if the
force employed 10 or more full-time sworn officers

with general arrest powers. Beginning with the FY 1972

report, data for these forces were mcluded regardless of
size.

“In the FY 1971 report ‘gprrechons expend;iure
figures covered a number o
facilities and - programs
agencies, departments, and private organizations re-
ceiving public funding, Beginning with the FY 1972
report; these institutions and programs \:,: e['
only if administered by a corrections 4 y

In many Sta tes statutes either require or pemut local

governments 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
However, this
effort was not uniformly successful. Therefore, begin-
ning with the FY 1972 report, judges actually receiving
a check from both the State and jocal governments

‘were counted as part-time employees at both levels,
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Section I. VARIABLE PASS-THROUGH DATA

The data in this table were develQpcd to comply with the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968
as amended, which requires that thc-block grants made by the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration to each
State be allocated between the Sta(c and local govemments according to the ratio of State-to-local law enforcement
expenditure from their own revenuewources,

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-loral ratio was developed do not include amounts expended from
revenuc received from other governments. 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 shoutd be noted that this is thc(only table in this publication based on this concept All other expendxture tables
reﬂect expenditure from all sources;

Specitically for local govemment z ", expendxture from revenue received from another local government, or
received directly from the Federal C. #snment or from the State governmient must be excluded, Likewise for State

governments, expenditure from xevenuc reruved from local govemmcnts or from the Federal Government must:be

‘excluded,

The following items were deducted from total criminal justice expenditure of local governments to arrive at local
government expenditure from own revenue sources: Revenue received directly from the Federal Government for
criminal justice purposes, State payments to local governments for criminal justice purposes, and payments from local
government(s) to other local govérnment(s) for criminal justice purposes. The same procedure was followed to arrive
at State government expenditure-from own revenue sources. Criminal justice revenue recexvcd directly from-the
Federal Government and local criminal justice payments to the State gevernment were dedug ‘ted from the total State
expenditure for cnmmal justice. This procedure assumes that all intergovernmentaf payman\ received by a govern-
ment will be expendcd during the same fiscal year they were received. While this muy not be" thc case in a partncular

KMk,

my diserepancy will cancel out over time,

A
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Table 1. Percent distribution of mta! criminal ;ustlca expendnture from own sources of

State and local governments, by State, fiscal year 1974

(Amoujn}t’s in thousands of doliars)

ot

Expenditures from own sources Percent distribution
Item. :
“ Shita State "~ Local State Local
UNITED STATESe TOTAL . . o 11 900 140 3 725 706 8 174 434 31.3 68.7
ALABAMAG & 2 ¢ & o 2% 3 4 ¢ 0 o 107 800 37 586 - 69 914 35.0 65.0
ALASKA o s o o o s o s ¢ o 4 o 45 149 37 406 7 743 . 82.9 ; 17.1
ARIZONA, o o ¢ ¢ o 2 s o o o o 135 615 43 444 92 171 32.0 | 68,0
ARKANSAS « o v 0 o o @0 v i o . 43 981 © 19 988 23 95% 1 45.4 54.6
CALIFORNTIA » s.v o o i 0 o o o o 1 826 838 485 081 1 341 75% 26,6 73.4
COLORADO '« o o s o o 4i6 o o o+ » 130 100y~ 52 451 77. 649 40.3 59.7
CONNECTICUT vv o o iie.0 o o @ 167 527 83 113 ay 414 49,6 50.4
DELAWARE . . @ e tw e e e 33 706 24 293 9 413 Co72.1 27.9
_-DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA Woe e e e e 171 601 - 171 601 L - . 100,0
FLORIDA: o+ o o« S e e e e 480 707 168 848 311 8ae 35,1 64,9
GEORGIA., « o T N 211 825 78 839 132 986 37.2 62.8
HAWAII . « o & P 52 753 16 270 ) 36 483 30.8 ] 69,2
IDAHO. « + '+ & ve e e e s 29 133 13 106 16 027 45,0 |- 55,0
TLLINOIS + + . « de e 0 669 479 176 003 493 474 26,31 73,7
INDIANA. « « P e w e v e 179 599 63 129 116 470 35,1 64,9
TOWA v o o o v o o o o 2 o 95 339 33 310 62 029 34,9 : 65,1
VANSAS o o ae e o o e o 92 2114 41 212 50 999 ug,7 55.3
KENTU(KY L ...100 963 4 885 ‘37 078 43,5 56,5
LOUISIANA. e e e s e 4 s ‘176 373 63 902 112 473 36.2 63.8
« s s e i s s e 37 202 19 827 17375 53.3 . 46.7
MARYLAND: ¢ o v o o6 & s o 280 901 1563 076 a7 825 54.5 . 45,8
MASSACHUSETTS. o o o o o & 355 088 © 104 073 251 018 29.3 70,7
MICHIGAR o o « & o o o o » 546 413 129 609 416 804 23.7 76.3
MINNESOTA: v o v o o o o & 139 920 45 119 114 801 | . 28.2 . 71.8
MISSISSIPPL. +» & ¢ + &« & & 64708 29 508 35 200 45,6 54.4
MISSQURI e ea e . 210 07 33 273 : 157 334 25.3 78:7
MONTANA: « « o & . 28,431 11 873 16 558 4i.8 | 58,2
NEBRASKA v o ~ % &« . 55 426 20 126 35 300 36.3 63.7
‘NEVADA. s o o o o & . 54 349 14 454 39. 895 26.6 3.4
NEW HAMPSHIR E. v . . 27170 9 907 17 263 36.5 63,8
NEW JERSEY». et e e e e s 493 284 | ° 134 948 388 336 27.4 72,6
NEW MEXICO &+ 4 ¢ o ¢ v o o o ¢ & 47 %28 22 702 24 826 | 47.8 52,2
NEW.-YORK & ¢ ¢ o o o o o 4« o o« » 1 786 995 Y 370 995 1 416 000 20,8 . 79,2
NORTH. CAROLINA ¢ = & o o « o o @ 221 599 ‘ 125 991 95 608 56,9 : 43,1
NORZH DAKOTA « + w1 v v v v v o o 17 722 6085 11 637 348.3 , 65,7
0%10 e e e 4 e e bt e e e é v 450 540 147 193 303 347 32,7 67:3
“OKLAHOMA o s o o o s o o 4 o o & 85936 34395 51 541 40,0 60,0
OREGON v v w0 v o o o o s o = » 122 879 47 138 73 444 38.5 61.%
PENNSYLVANTIA o o ¢ ¢ o v o o o 4 597 843 19227 405 572 32.2 67:8
RHODE ISLAND & o & « & ¢ 4 o o » 42 939 23 951 18988 85.8 . 44,2
SOUTH CAROLINA & ¢ ¢ 6 « 3 o o+ & 95 510 45,023 20 487 ' 47.1 52.9
SOUTH DAKOTA. « ; T 20 556 8 896 11 660 43,3 86.7
TENNESSEE. . . o P e e e e 157 831 . 51 348 ", 106 483 | . 32.5 67,5
TEXAS. o « & o e e e 4. 442 588 124 272 318 3161 28.1 71.9
UTAH o . o + ¢ . v e e e e e 39 750 19 002 ‘ 20 748 47.8 | 82.2
Ll A
V’RMONT.\ R 22 817 17 065 5 782 Y 74.8 2%.2
VIRGINIA & & o ¢ 4.6 o s o 4 o 220 358 104 suy 115 514 Sk 47.6 52.4
WASHINGTON o v v v o o o % ¢ o o 188 794 70 654 118 140 1 37.4 62,6
WEST VIRGINIA: s 6 o 4 o o .0 o o 46 329 22 246 24 683 . 87.4 52.6
WISCONSING o w o » o o s o o o & 212 is4 76 934 135 260 3643 63.7
WYOMING: o ¢ o 4 4 o o ¢ o o v o 15 232 7043 8 189 46,2 33,8

~ Represents zero or rounds to zero.
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CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM sy

Table 2 Percent distribution of expenditure for the criminal ;us%zce system.
by level of government, fiscal year 1974
{Dotiar amounts in thousands)

" Amount Percont diztridbution
Activity Al Federal State Llogal FedaraX S~tntg‘ ‘Lasal -
govarumentat |.Govexnmont! govornmonts | governments Goverament [ goveranments | goveriments
TOTAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM®. o 4 « + o o & 14 953 6611 2. 602 9581 U 546 3u8 1 9 129 864 {x) |- (x) ! {x)
DIRECT EXPENOQITURES & o s » + o « « « o o o | 14 953 661171 °961°333-1 :3+809 958 | 9 Q92 370 13,1 : as 60.8
INTERGOVERNHENTAL EXPENDITURE « + o v &« ) 6HY 625 646 387 115 395 (%) x) : (X}
POLICE PROTECTION®, s o suv v o o v o v i o 8 5117676) 1 224 586 | 1 382 931 & 984 077 (x) (x) i {x)
DIRECT EXFENDITURE. s o o 400 s'-5 o » o o o { 87511 6761 1 221 510 1 308 458 { & 981 711 14,3 135 70,3 .
INT ERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE P S S (%) 3 076 74 476 52 ¢85 (x) %) {x) -
JUDICIALY 0 s wiw o v o o o 6 4 0 4 # a0 v o 1 798 1983 136 135 475 992 | 1 227 391 (x) () Ax)
XTURE C e ey 1 798 153 136 135 439 436 | 1 222 362 7.6 24,4 68,0
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE + % + + o+ o+ (%) - 36 536 11 729 {x) {x) (x}
LEGAL. sekvxcss AND PROSECUTION® . & o o 4 o 770 762 117 798 181 537 476 793 ) o (x)
DIRECT EXPENDITURE. o o o s o « o ¢ o & v s 770 762 117 798 178 355 474 609 13,3 23,1 61,6
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE + « &+ o o + « (*) - 3 182 2 627 (£5% (x) {x)
INDIGENT OEFENSE? , 4 v v s ¢ v o o o v o o's 244 593 91 629 58 055 101 445 (%) %) “{x)
DIRECT EXPENDITURE, o & ¢ o o o o o % & & o 244 593 91 629 51 683 101 281 37,8 211 41,4
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE ¢ + o o o + » (*) - 6 312 822 (x} %)
CORRECTIONS®s ¢ o o 4 o o o o ¢ o s ¢ a'o o o 3 240 396 237 300 | 1898 434 | 1 240 815 (x) (%) (X)
DIRECT EXPENDITUREY '@ o o v o o « o o & » & 3 240 396 214 529 | 1 812 529 ] 1 213 338 6.6 85,9 37.5
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE « o + o + v (%) 22 774 82 905 46 456 (x) (XY [N ¢'3]
OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE® v ¢ v o s o o s o 0 388 081 795 510 552 396 99 343 {x) Lo{r) R
DIRECT EXPENOITURE, + o a' ¢ 5 o v o ¢ 2 9 o 388 081 179 732 109 480 98 869 46,3 28,2 2%.5
INTERGOVERNMENTAL EXPENDITURE « ¢ o o o o o | . () 615 778 442 916 1076 | (x) XY (X)
~ Reéprosents zoro or rounds ‘to saro, X Not npplicable. L a1n governments dntn for totdl eriminal justice aystom and diract exponditura and othar

ariminal justice and divect expenditure for fiscal yesrs 1971, 1072, und 1873 aro revised as follows; 1971~-$10,513,854 and $79,708; 1072--$11,724,840 and
$160,846; and 1973~-$18,060,545 and $236,187. Faderal Govermmont data for total criminnl Justics system and dlrcct expondl ture and othor oriminal Justios
and direct expenditure for tiacnl yaars 1971, 1872, and 1873 are rovised as follows; 1971--:81 448,728/1,211,628 and $239,004/13,3064; 1912--&1 874,803/
1,185,501 and $400,857/33,673} and 1973-~$2, 260,891/1,681 705 and $649,653/102,708, Dollar umuunta are nhnvm in thouaunda. Porcent dlltrlhut;lonn for
dxreut expenditure should be rovlaed accordingly. 2For ench State, and the United States summary, the expenditure figures shown on the. "Lacnl. total"
line ond thie combinod Stnte-local total line (tho data shown opposite the names of the individunl Sfdtes) oxclude duplicative intergovernmontal expondnuro
amounts, - This was done to avoid thé artificial inflation which would result if an intergoversmental expenditure amount for one govornmont is tabulated snd
then counted again whén the recipiont governmont(s) ultimntely expend{s) that amount.

Table 3. Percent distribution of employment and payrolis for the criminal justice
system, by level of government, October 1974
(Dollar amounts in thousands) '

R Porcent distributicn
Activity All ~ Fedoral tate Iocal s -
governments Movernment | govornments | govornments Yadoral State Local
0| Govornmment | gevernmonta | governments

TOTAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM: ) i i - s '

TOTAL EMPLOYEES & ¢ o o o o "¢ o 5 o » o o 1 093 609. 95-252 262 735 735 622 -5 4 24,0 67.3

FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES « o ¢ o 4 4 o v o o o o 980 230° 93 234 247 356 639 B4o 9.9 © 25,2 65.3

FULL~TIME EQUIVALENT EHFLOYEES.‘. e e a e 1 011 202 93 755 252 588 664 862 . 9.5 25,0} 63:7

OCTOBER PAYROLL % 4 o 6 v ¢ o o ¢ % s 4 « o 1043 104 130 802 252 2141 . 660 088, 12,5 4.2 63,3
POLICE PROTECTION: ) o ‘-

TOTAL EMPLOYEES &« o o « 6 s % 5 ¢ s o «. 5 653 480 69 420 a2l 486 936 10.6 18,9 B

FULL~TIME EMPLOYEES + . & S RS 394 209 68 257 7 626 438 926 11,5 4.6 73,9

FULL=TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES. “ s s e 607 913 68 504 822 449 587 11,3 14.8 73.9

OCTOBER PAYROLL & o 4 o 2 o v & ¢ o 5 o & & 645 612 94 705 426 462 48y 14,7 13,7 1.6
JUDTGIALS .

TOTAL EMPLOYEES o « o o o v o o ¢ o o 8 ¢ 6 804 24 560 109 730 4.8 17.4 77.8

FULL~TIME EMPLOYEES o » o o » si0 o .0 o s 6 700 22 582 87 313 5,7 19.4 749

FULL-TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES. o ¢ o o o o 6. 734 23 939 94 458 8.4 194 75.53

OCTOBER PAYROLL o 2 v o s o o o % 0 s o » o 10 817 33 220 a1 080 8.4 26,6 65.0
LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTTON: s . ' ‘

TOTAL EMPLOYEES o o+ « » o o o & 7 094 12 384 39 1i0 12,1 2141 66.8

FULL-TIME EMPLOYEES o 6 749 11 408 29 217 IR c 244 6147

FULL=TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES. 6 845 11 776 33 598 | 13,1 22:6 64,3

OCTOBER PAYROLL ¢ o '« s v o ¢4 10 422 13 579 38 534 179 22.8 59,7
INDIGENT DEFENSE: o . : .

TOTAL EMPLOYEES '« o 4 o & s o o o o s & o o & 687 154 2 710y - 3 823 2,3 40.5 8742

FULL-TIME EMPLOYEES o « 4 Ch e e e e 5.655 sy 2,575 2 926 2.7 Y. 3 51.6

FULL=TINE EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES. . RPN 6 1ig 154 R TY 3 34 - 2.5 42.9 84,6

OCTOBER PAYROLL & s + o o o 5 o4 o % v o 7 201 222 2 950 4029 31 41,0 55,9
CORRECTIONS: B .

TOTAL EMPLOYEES « s o 4 o o » ,‘. Ve s e 226 794 10 126 122 560 5 54,0 41,5

FULL=TIME EMPLOYEES « o o « Ve e b e 209 905 9 893 120 819 [ 4,74 874 37.9

FULL~TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES. o 213 197 9. 967 121 160 gl 568 3845

OCTOBER PAYROLL o o 6 w o e o o 5 29 o o 198 482 12 88Y 110 710 T4 867 645 55,8 37.7
OTHER: CRIMINAL JUSTICE: . : .

TOTAL EMPLOYEES o & o s o o o 5 v o 0 % s o 6 872 1 457 3 300 28,8 43.0 27.9

FULL~TIME EMPLOYEES + .\ fe i w e e s 6 489 1 481 3 246 2248 80.0 272

FULL=-TIME EQUIVALENY EMPLOYEES. “hoe o 6 628 1 551 3 266 23. 49.3 273

QCTOBER PAYROLL B I A T Uy 2 051 3 329 276 44,8 27.6
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22 ' CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT

Table 4. Criminal justice system expenditure of the Federal Government,
by character and object, fiscal year 1974 ‘

(Thousands of dollars)

Direct expenditure Intergovernmental expenditure
Itom Total Direct Capital To State To local
Total current outlay Total governments : governments
L. GOVERNMENT GENERAL )
nggcuﬂt}kﬂ. ALL FUNCTIONS + « « o | 223 483 000 180 621 000} 166 784 000} 13 837 000 | 42 862 000 | 30 708 000] 12 154 000
TOTAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM « » « 2 602 938 1 961 333 1 860 839 100 494 641 62% 609 535 32 090
POLICE PROTECTION, TOTAL, « o o 5 o o ¢ @ o 1 224 386 1 221 510 1 181 191 40 319 3 076 - 3 076
: . W,

THE CONGRESS:

UeS, CAPITOL POLICE o « o & ¢ o 6 o 4 o 13 759 12 675 12 400 275 1 o084 - <o 1 084

LIBRARY OF CONGRESS POLICE FORCES + .+ , 979 979 979 - - ~ : -
FEDERAL JUDICIARY?

SUPREME GOURT OF THE UNITED STATES .

POLICE FORCE o #» » o' s o ¢ . ¢ 5 ¢ 2. 4 & 641 841 631 1o - - -

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,

U:S, FOREST SERVICE!: . : ¥ .
COOPERATIVE LAW ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM. . 2 719 727 718 12 1 992 - 1992

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,

NAT IONAL PARX SERVICE;
UsSe PARK POLICES v o o % s 4 & 3 4 o 9 925 9 925 9 290 635 - - -
UsGe PARK RANGERS s « o » o o o o ¢ o 13 8%6 13 856 13 628 228 - - -

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICES
DRUG: ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION o o o o 92 869 92 869 89 310 3 559 - -
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION &+ , v & 271 565 378 565 355 820 15 745 - ~ -
TMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE: .

UeSe BORDER PATROL: « 2 0 o 4 o o & & 40 346 40 346 37 898 2 u4s - -
INVESTIGATIONS ODIVISION o o o 4 ¢ » 20 997 20 997 20 906 91 - - -
UeSs MARSHALS SERVICE®y « '« v o o o 4 o 13 512 13 512 15 331 181 - = -
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION,
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION:
ATRPORY POLICEs o ¢ s o o » 4 « o s & 2586 2 586 2 495 91 - -
UeSe COAST GUARD? s 0 o o o v o o o ¢ 15 064 15 064 15 064 - - - -
DEPARTMENT - OF THE TREASURYY -
BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, AND
FIREARMS o o « ¢ 0 5 v o o ¢ é.0 » 2 s 68 297 68 297 67 643 654 - - -
CONSOLIOATED FEOEZRAL LAW ENFORCEMENT .
TRAINING CENTER: & » v o v o o 2 o o o 2 4635 2 465 1 866 599 - - -
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE:
INTELLIGENCE DIVISION ¢ o « 4 ¢ s o 4 79. 940 79 910 74 a74 5 036 - - -
INTERNAL SECURITY DIVISION: o s o & o 10 21% 10 215 10 113 102 - - -
OFFICE OF LAW ENFORCEMENT + o ¢ o« v ¢ « 4oy 4oy oy - - - -
UeS, CUSTOMS SERVICE: o o 4 o 4 o o o o 231 608 231 608 229 089 2 519 - ~- -
oMy Be SECRET SERVICE 4 « ¢ ¢ o o s 4 & o 66 398 66 398 64 032 2 366 - -~ -
GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION:
OFF(CE OF FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE
MANAGEMENT & v 0 4 o 5 2 v 0 o o s & o 49 olé 49 oUe 46 768 2 278 - - -

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION:

NATIONAL ZOOLOGICAL PARK FOLICE « o + 375 375 373 2 - - -
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION POLICE FORCE, . 3-8l 3 845 3 802 43 - - -

UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE:

POSTAL INSPECTION SERVICE o v 4 o4 + 98 175 98 175 ol 917 3 288 - - -

VETERANS AOMINISTRATION: - .

HOSPITAL PRUTECTIVE SERVICES STAFF. o o 15 030 15 030 <14 843 187 - - -

JUDICIAL; TOTAL « o o 5o o % v o & & o % o 136 133 136 135 124 238 11 897 - - -

DEPARTHMENT OF JUSTICQE: ) :

VeS¢ MARSHALS SERVICEZe & 4 o 4 ¢ o v 4 10 730 10 730 14y - - -

FEDERAL JUDICTARY: .

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE UsS. - L -

COURTS o o 4 o s v s 4 4 o o s o v o 4l A 128 4 128 4 097 31 - - -
FEDERAL JUDICTIAL CENTER o o o .0 % & 4.4 1 U493 1 493 1.466 27 - - -
SUPREHE COURT OF THE UNITED STATES: .o o 4 824 4 g2y 4 223 601 - - -
UsSs COURT OF CLATMS, w4 4 v 4+ 4 e 1873 1873 1 864 9 - = -
UeBe COURT OF CUSTQMS AND PATENT ) :

APPEALSS o v v o % a v o & 64 » 4 s 606 60 6502 4 - - -
UsBy COURTS OF APPEALSe + ¢ + o o 5 & o 15 287 15 287 15,005 282 - - -
WiSe CUSTOMS COURTY v o @ o 4 o 4 4 v « 2 115 2 1% 2 101 14 - - -
Usille DISTRICT COURTSe o » 4 v 0 o o » o a2 120 82 120 80 411 1 709 - - -
VaSe TARCOURT G v %0 v % & v in a0 s 12 989 | 12 959 3 883 | 9.076 - - -

LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION, YOTAL « & & 147 198 | 117 798 114 278 3 320 - - -

’%\\\nunkm:m OF JUSTICE: o ;

S8 ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISION o v 4 ¢ o o o 4 8 146 8 146 7 994 852 - - -
ANTITRUST DIVISION: & & v 4 o e % & 8 o 12 Qo7 12 oor ~7 11 964 43 - - -
A0ARD OF IMMIGRATAON APPEALS« « v 4 & 246, 546 : 5U6 - - - -
CIVEL DIVISION, « s v « & S8t sk 8 972 8972 8 969 > - o -
CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION + 4 + » w. o % o « 7 492 T 192 7 ia8 4 - - L
CRIMANAL DIVISION ¢ o v v 0 o 0 o o s o 12 716 12 716 12 7195 1 - - -

Seo foatnoton Rt end of teble)
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Table 4. Criminal justice system expenditure of the Federal Government,
by character and object, fiscal year 1974—Continued .
} N ~_(Thousands of dollars) . : ‘
) Direct expenditure Intorgoveimyental expenditure
Item * Total - e
" Direct Capital 1
Total | Cap o State To -lden)
current Ceoutlay Total flovarnmonts | gavernments
LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION--CONT INUED -
" DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE-~CONTINUED x
. LAND AND ‘NATURAL {RESOURCES DIVISION . . 5 558 5 59
OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL 4 o o » o o o o 738 738 5 2 Z z -
OFFICE OF LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS & + o o . 414 Y14 409 5 - z z
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL., + + o . 1099 1 059 971 88 N N N
OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL®, 564 564 ‘544 20 N N -
EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF U.S. ATTORNEYS® , 47 271 47 271 44§21 2 630 : z z
OFFICE OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE® ., . ., , ., 235 235 213 22 - Z -
OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR GENERAL . . .+ . 1334 1 334 1333 1 z N -
OFFICE OF WATERGATE SPECIAL PROSECUTION ) B b -
FORCES o o 0 o s 4 o s o v v oo o o s 2 419 2 419 2z 294
2 - -
TAX OIVISIONY o o o 0 o v v v v v o s 8 627 8 627 5 e 23 - - :
INDIGENT DEFENSE, TOTAL o s o o v o 4 & o o 91 629 91”859 91 529 160 - t
FEDERAL JUDICIARY:
COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANTZATIONS. . . . 1 352 1 352 -
FEDERAL PUBLIC DEFENDER DRGANIZATIONS . 2 392 2 392 100 z - :
REPRESENTATION BY COURT~APPOINTED = o
COUNSELY « 2 v o o o ¢ o 4 ¢+ 4 o v o » 13 965 13 965 - < -
OFFICE OF ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY:® ) e
LEGAL SERVICES PROGRAMs « o o & 4 o 4 o 73 920 73 920 -
CORRECTIONS, TOTALe « ¢ o 4+ o o o o o o o & 237 300 zi& 529 170 135 [0 a4y 306 22 774 - 227171 5
DEPARTMENT -OF HEALTH,. EDUCATION, AND - v
WELFARE, . .
NATIONAL INSTITUTE ON DRUG ABUSE:
ADDICTION RESEARGH CENTER i
(LEXINGTON, KYo) v o 4 o o s 4 4 o & 3 055 3 055 690 - -
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
BOARD OF PAROLE oo & & 4 oo o & W 1 as8 1858 ;
. .« N 98 N -
BUREAU OF PRISONS + + v 4 v o 4 & « « . 196 006 1737238 ; * ! z
OFFICE OF THE PARDON ATTORNEY . . . , . 155 ‘idg 4 62; 22 7 k z
UiS. MARSHALS SERVICEZ. 4 4 4 o 4 4 & o 10 730 10 730 1ay 22 z
FEDERAL JUDICIARY:; " )
FEDERAL: PROBATION SERVICE + "y o 4 o . 25 496 25 496 735 -
OTHER CRIMINAL JUS‘ICE, TOTAL ¢ o v o o« 4 o 795 510 179 732 179 470 | 262 615 7%6 L 609 335
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTR, EDUCATION, AND
WELFARE, ‘~
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF MENTAL HEALTH:
CENTER FOR STUDIES OF CRIME AND
DELINQUENCY'S s o o o 4 6. v o o & o o 5 620 4 963 4 963 - 657 334
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 3
BUREAU OF INDTAN AFFAIRS: 125
DIVISION OF LAW ENFORCEMENT SERVICES. 11 sa4 11 844 11 67% 169 - - e
DEPAS;MENT OF JUSTICE{ )
COMMUNITY RELATIONS SERVICE o o . 4« ¢ o 2 Us6
LﬁgMESFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE 2 46 2 450 ¢ - - CT
INISTRATION®S & o 4 4 & 4 ¢ 0 o & » 770 428 155 30
UsS. MARSHALS SERVICEZ. '\ « o , . » .+ » 4 769 L} 76; 153 332 él 615 121 60? 201 3 720
TEMPORARY STUDY COMMISSIONS & . ., I 393 393 387 [ -
" Represents zero or rounds to zeroy
’l;::imntad eriminnl justice activities only. ) : ’ )
Ssrvicc?l expenditures allocated to mgqe protection; Judietnl, corroctions; and other eriminal justice based on information supplied by the li.s. Marshals
Motal . o
stnce 195702";2?““““ for all thrga lines combined are comparable to total for Office of tha Deputy Attorney Gehoral in Previous reports of this series
‘Btfottive January 4, 1975 the i 3 ‘ ‘ :
. , gal San{lces Program transferred to newly wreated Community Services Admintstration, su
toﬁﬁ:aw Bn!n:iement Assistence Adulnistraticn data presented in the f1fth (FY 1971), sixth (FY 1972), and seventh (F*";973§“:::::t:Ff:?{hf: gggina tor
$12,88§fp::g $ix;’a§-a;‘nt:;7gf:;§§4oggzydé;:r:agnd d;rgc;; g:;renﬁyoxpnndltura are reviged as follows: 1971--$ﬂ33, 333, $1,602, and $7,554; 1912--$319,74a,
el Sk o sys:;am oy h; r'av’jl.aed)a;c;r::.‘ngly.l « Dollar amounts are shown in thquaands. l?nca for o‘ther :url.m!.nnl Juatice; total and Total
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Table 5, Criminal justice system employment and payrolls of

October 1974

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

CRIMINAL JUSTICE EXPENDITURE AND EMPLOYMENT
the Federal Government,

i{umber of employees

o Total
Item October
Full-time Full-time -
Total only equivalent s pf:yroll
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT CIVILIAN EMPLOYMENT, ALL T
FUNCTIONS: o o o o + 4 o o 2 ¢ o o o s o o s o« 2 874 408 2 639 971 2 742 654 3 294 271 :
TOTAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM « o o 4 o o o o o » 95 292 93 234 93 75% 130 802
POLICE PROTECTION, TOTALe « o o n o o o s oo o o o o o o 69 420 68 257 68 504 94 708
THE CONGRESS:
UeSe CAPITOL POLICE « o v o o o o o o o s 5 o « o o & 988 988 988 1102
LIBRARY OF CONGRESS POLICE FORCE. v v o o+ o o 6 s ¢ o 99 99 99 115
FEDERAL JUDTCIARY:
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES POLICE FORCE o o » 52 52 52 57
DEPARTMENT OF AGRIGULTURE,
.S, FOREST SERVICE?S
COOPERATIVE LAW ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM ¢+ o o o o o o 39 39 39 62
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, :
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE:
UeSe PARK POLICE, o o ¢ o 6 o o 4 o o o o o o « o » 627 616 623 754
UsSs PARK RANGERS s 4 v 4 ¢ o v 0 ¢ v v s v 4 o0 » 1.574 1 527 1574 967
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE: -
DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION « o ¢ « o o o o o 4 » 4y oz22 3 999 4 o019 6 855
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 4+ o o & « o o + +.0 o 19 858 19 854 19 854 28 224
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION 5ERVICES I
UoSy BORDER PATROLY o ¢ o o o o o o « 6 o s s s 5 o 1 982 1919 1 930 3 043
INVESTIGATIONS DIVISTION o 0 o s ¢ o o ¢ o o & s.¢ o 1216 - 1 182 1 187 1 938
UeSs MARSHALS SERVICE!s o v o v 4 v 4 ¢ 4 v ¢ s o o o 3 658 683 802
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION,
FEDERAL AVIATION AOMINISTRAT 1ON:
ATRPORT POLIGE, o o v s v 4 .0 o & o ¢ s o o s o & & 208 208 208 251
UsSe COAST GUARDY & o & & o o o o o o o ¢ o s o s s & 1 410 1 410 1410 851
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY: :
BUREAU OF ALCOMOL; TOBACCO; AND FIREARMS: o o o & 4 4 3 741 3 705 3 716 5 313
CONSOLIDATED FEDERAL LAW ENFORCEMENT TRAINING GENTER. 74 7Y 74 117
INTERFALS REVENUE SERVICES ~
AHTELUIGENCE DIVISION o ¢ & « s .6 o 6 o o 2 s s 4 o 3 970 3 854 3 881 5 984
SINTERNAL SECURITY DIVISION: « o o o 6 ¢ o o o s o o 548 548 548 782
QRIICE OF LAW ENFORCEMENT o o « o s s o o o o o o 5 17 17 17 27
RYEVCUSTOMS SERVICEe « o ¢ s o o o o o o o s 5 ¢ o & 14 029 13 303 13 387 19 384
450 SECRET SERVICE o « v o o « o o s 4 4 v s s o o o 2 935 2 2 4 754
LNERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION:
OFFICE OF FLOERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE MANAGEMENT o o o 5 778 3 3 928
SMITHSONTAN THST ITUTION:
WNATIONAL ZOOLOGICAL PARK POLICE o + o 4 o s ¢ o o ¢ o .31 39
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION POLICE FORCEs o o + o o o & o 386 401
Uifa), POSTAL SERVICE:
. HOSTAL INSPECTION SERVICE o & 4 o o o o s o o o o 4 o 5 409 5 7 700
VETERANS ADMINISTRATION: . ,
HOSPITAL PROTECTIVE SERVICES STAFFs o 4 o » « o & o 1 68U 1-eat 1 684 1 255
WUDTCTALY TOTAL 5ia o o o o o o o a4 s 4 s o b o o o os 6 so4 6 700 6 734 10 517
UEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE:
CUiS. MARSHALS SERVICE®r o 4 0 4 4 v s www o 6 o a s 591 523 543 637
FEDERAL JUD IC TARY! o
ADMINTSTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE U.S. COURTS: +%¢ o » o 265 265 265
FEDERAL JUDICTAL CENTER ¢ o o e 0 & 2 s » s ¢ o « o 4 44 4y uy
SUBREME- COURT OF THE UNITED STATES: & o o o o o s ¢ ¢ 306 278 289
WSy COURT OF CLAIMS: w & ¢ o + o 0 4 o 65 v o v o o 92 92 92
UiSs COURT QF CUSTOMS. ANO PATENT APPEALS. o « s s o 31 31 31
UsSs COURTS OF APPEALS: o + % s ¢ 6 o 6 s s o o o o o 779 779 779
UaSe CUSTOMS COURTY « 6 6 o 5 » o v 2o o o 2 6 4 o & 110 110 110
UsSy DISTRICT COURTS. & 5 o 4 s 0 o o ¢ 1.0 & o s o o 43901 4 391 4 391
UsSy TAX COURTw o v o s wit o o 4 o o s o s 5 » 5 28 195 187 190

Sea footnotis at end of table,
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25
:Criminal, justice system employment and payrolls of the Federal Government,
ch i« October 1974—Continued
(Doltar amounts in thousands)
Number of employces Total
Item 5
Full-timo Full-time October
Total
s only equivalent Payroll
_ LEGAL SERVICES AND PROSECUTION, TOTAL + o« v 4 4 o 4w & . . 7091 6 749 6 845 ) 1’5 422
" 'DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE: ' v ‘
ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISION o & » 4 o 4 4 4 o 4 4 0 o o .
ANTITRUST DIVISION: o « o o o : s e e e e : . : .. 22;’ Z?g b { 524
BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS. o o 4 v 4 v & o w o o . 28 28 62 1. 988
CIVIL DIVISION: w v o v 0 s v s o o % o u o o 0 v o . qou 463 & 749
CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION v o o o « o' 4 4 o o o 4 4 v o 378 374 £ Enid
CRIMINAL DIVISION v 4 4 o v 0 4 s o 0 o« o o o o P 670 6;6 8 S
LAND AND NATURAL RESQURCES DIVISION .+ o . . . . o o . 248 232 1 g
OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL o v v & v o o o o o 4 w o o o 33 33 2:35§ ;gg
OFFICE OF LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS o & 4.4 4 &4 o o o0 + . 23 23 |
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL. o o o o 4 4 o o o o o 35 35 32 FH
OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL® e , . 4 . . . . 36 36 3% : i
EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF U.S. ATTORNEYS® . , , . . . ... 3 123 2 989 2 4 us
OFFICE OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE® 4 o'y o 4 o o & o v ore 20 20 .o 11
OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR GENERAL o 4 o o o & 4 o o o0 41 41 it 29
OFFICE OF WATERGATE SPECIAL PROSECUTION FORCE , . o . 89 79 gtl: i50
TAX DIVISIONG 4 v 4 0 0 v 0 on a % o o o n o v o o 455 422 4zs égg
INDIGENT DEFENSE, TOTAL o e v 4 o 4 4 o ¢ 4 o o 4 v o & 4 154 154 154 222
FEDERAL JUDICIARY:
COMMUNTTY: DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS, + » o o o+ o & o . .
FEDERAL PUBLIC DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS , . . + » o .+ .. iéa Psig ) )
REPRESENTATION BY COURT-APPOINTED COUNSEL . . , . . . (%) (x) %23‘ %i?
OFFICE OF ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY:!
LEGAL SERVICES PROGRAMs "o 4 o'iivs 4 o & v o o 4 v W (x) (x) (x) (x)
CORRECTIONS, TOTAL:s & 4 ¢ o v o 4 4 o 6 s s wa v o v v s 10 126 9 893 9 967 12 885
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE,
NATIONAL INSTITUTE ON DRUG ABUSE:
ADDICTION RESEARCH CENTER (LEXINGTON, KY.J}s . . . . 108 102 105 126
DEPARTMENT : OF JUSTICE: . ‘
BOARD OF PAROLE « ¢ o o o & ' e e e e 3 Lh90
BUREAU OF PRISONS o o o 4 o+ 4 v v v v v st 0t . 7 é;ﬁ 7 é;g 7 é?? ' '690'\\‘ b
OFFICE OF “THE PARDON ATTORNEY 4 v o o o 4 0 o o o o o 9 NI *
UeSs MARSHALS SERVICE®. o & w'o s v won s v v 0w v ot 591 523 54§ 6:15;‘
FEDERAL UUDICIARY: : :

FEDERAL PROBATION SERVICE o o 4 4 o o o o o 0 s o o . 1 895 1 895 1895 | 2 U495
OTHER CRIMINAL JUSTICE, TOTAL o « o v o s o o 5 « o v o . 1 657 141 1 55‘& 2 051
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE, : 1 ‘

NATIONAL - INSTITUTE OF MENTAL HEALTH: ; '
CENTER FOR STUDIES OF CRIME AND DELINQUENCY , . . ., 11 11 11 20
BEPARTMENT OF THE 'INTERIOR, :
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS: :
DIVISION OF LAW ENFORCEMENT s e e e e 4yn tae 400
DEPASTMENT OF JUSTICE: :
COMMUNITY RELATIONS SERVICE o oo 4 v o 4 o o o o o .
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE Aurﬁfw;swmroN AN éSZ é'% 1 FEH
UeSe MARSHALS SERVICE®. . 4 . &4 W o 4 v v o 4ot ! 232 241 Y aes
TEMPORARY STUDY COMMISSIONS & v Vv o oo 4 4 4 v 4 v W 25 30 u3

?XC Not applicable. s
2fzt1mutnd ceriminal justice setivities only.
tal employnent and payrolls allocated to police
‘ protection, judicia
sup];lied by the U.8: Marshals Service, S » !
Total employment and payrolls for all three lines combined ar
o Compar
reports of this series since 1970-71, pore

A 3 g
Effective January 4, 1975 tho legal Servicea Program transferred to newly created Co

, corrections, nnd other criminnl Justice based on dnformatfon

ble to total xor.;otnce of the Deputy Attornay Genoral in previous.

mmi;}iit’:y Services Administration; successor agency to

Ny
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. Table 6. Percent dis nbu io
Table 6. Percent dmtnbutlon of criminal justice system total expenditure I (direet dt : tion of criminal justice system total exp&nd:ture
e Iy
(dlrect,and mtergovernmental) by State and type of government, ect and intergovernmental) by State and type of gowamment
: L fiscal year 1974——Ccmtmued ;
i ‘
) . 9
i ' 3 Dollar amou -
‘ (Doltar amounts in thousands) 3 (Dollar amo nts in thousands)
v doaaa - : i " Logh) services and 1ndg " — .
tal crisinal tice systom Police protaction Judicisl i prohecution o gang d“‘““ Carractions Other ariminal justice
j rotat N | ToRel ¢ i ¢ ) ; [ State and typa of government Peroent ot oo o
. 41 general - g K { . 2 Percent of - Po t of S
State and type 4f governacnt {  expenatture® | Parcant of Perceat of Perceant of i Ancunt™ | total criminal|  Amount? total crininai] Amount? total Srlntol J— reent o :
| i b e X o N , uwiics saton vt maten ] gl
' UNITED STATES; Tom.. y 0 v s 652 964 5,01 152 964 1.2] 3 025 B67 3,3
7 8.8 7 290 166 56,1 1662 018 12,8 L STATES, . & Yoo e s e a] 181537 4.0 ‘ . 244 208 350 16
uﬂiﬁu TES, ToL, Wil M s8] 1 382 931 Joig 475 992 10.5 i LOCAL, "TOTAL, + 1 1ot i) 4ms 7a3 sz 101 445 1311 20 are Beap cme 12,1
LOCAL Torin' C v e il Tde 218 112) 9 129 868 12,31 5 984 077 _E5.6] 1227 341 13.% ; COUNTIES, + + o o 0 b 201 295 831 ars| o das 1d( 1200218 el 8w 101
bteiiee e ey TR 2L 2L 9 129 846 11.3) 1102 €95 33,7 861 243 26,3 i Munrclratifigs, © 10 1l %05 705 sl s 2l 1 B 4 542 e
WuntcIPACIfiES) o & L o t] 47 135 024) B 931 029 12.6{ % 932 ooy, 32 373 046 6.3 ik © 208 o S . 42 3 H) . 55 4p2 0.9
: : R I I . [ 161 0.9] . 25573 20,0 1 30y 100
04 6,8 75 054 5%,4 18 45 18.6 k . s R SR T P 2 467 4,5 067 . * ] .
7 SN RIS+ 125 12 3.0 19 419 35,2 5377 9.8 | LOCAL, "TOTAL, o 4 s oot 2 749 3y teer ail s B 8 351 15,4
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Table 6. Perrent distribution of criminal justice sygtem total expendlture

(direct and intergovernmental) by State and type of gevernmenﬁ.l

fiscal year 1974—Continued

(Dollar amounts in thousands)

kN

Total criminnl justice system Police protection Judicinl
" Total goneral T
Btate and typa of govornont expondtturo‘ Percent of Percant Af :Percent of
B Amount? totrl goneral Amount? total criminal Amount?® tatal criminal
g expehdLiture Justice gystam | justice system
ILLINGIS, o o 4 o « & s 8 0 & ¢ o o 6 660 628 717 012 10,8 468 340 65,3 42 115} . 113
TATE o P T T T T 6 079 399 210 594 3,5 60 283 28,6 28 629 13,6
LOCAL, TOTAL, o « o « o & v o » o 2 626 TN 536 447 20,4 410 697 76,6 53 486 10.0
COUNTIES: 4 o 0 o 6 0 & o 0 2 s 828 191 151 {16 18,2 35 137 23,3 53 100 35,1
MUNICIPALITIES, &+ 4 v v o v o o 1 BH9 366 390 906 21,1 375 944 96,2 4oy 0.1
INOIANA & o o0 o v o 0 v o v ¢ o s 2 497 103 195 493 7.8 117 932 60,3 20 781 10.8
£ . e e e e e s 2 124 311 79 016 3.7 29 405 37.2 4 560 5.8
LOCAL) TOTALG o o v o 4 o 4 ¢ o s 1 128 600 129 300 11,5 88 554 68,5 16 434 12.7
COUNTIES: v o o ¢ o & 8 8 5 o 488 982 39 764 8,1 12 804 32,2 1) 394 28,7
HUNICIPALITIES, + ¢ o s o o .« s 650 534 8g 724 13,8 75 797 84,5 5.18p 5.8
TOWAY o + ¢ 2 o ¢ ¢ 5 & 5 o ¢ ¢ ¢ s 1 607 366 107 564 6,7 57 697 53.6 15 969 Vil 8
STATE o s s o 6.6 ¢ ¢ ¢ & ¢ o & ¢ 1 494 560 43 649 2,9 13 229 30,3 5 457 1246
LOCAL: TOTALy & s 4 o 4% 2 o « o 735 250 69 275 9.4 44 656 64,5 10 493 1541
OUNTIES, & o s o0 v v o ¢ » s 385 405 29 725 7.7 7 839 26,4 9 931 33.4
MUNXCXPALITIES. e e e s 360 998 41 008 11,4 37 351 914 11871 2.9
KANSAS. [ A A A S 1 288 565 100 819 7.8 48 781 12 761 1247
i e et e 1 048 623 48 007 4,6 9 501 3738 . 7.8
ocAL, CTOTAL: & h h i e e e s 562 554 58 744 10,4 39 308 9 071 15,4
COUNTIES: o o o vy s 8 o ¢ s o s 277 669 21 742 7.8 6 769 7 ‘7182 35,8
MUNICIPALITIES. eae e e e 353 912 37 302 10,5 32.792 1297 3.5
KENTUCKY. o o ¢ o % ¢ ¢ 0 ¢ ¢ o o o 1 766 726 125 093 7.1 74 207 14 499 11,6
STATE o s o n 0 ¢ 0 ¢ 0 870 o o o 1 698 250 59 634 3,5 25 252 4 402 Tolt
LOCAL, TOTAL, « 4.0 o o o ¢ 3 o o 477 768 78 877 16,5 54§41 10 143 12.9
OUNTIES, v v s s v & v o & & & 170 255 | 34 827 20,5 13 359 8 974 25,8
MUNICIPALITIES, © v s v s v o & 317 233 45 118 14,2 4y 422 1173 2.6
LOUISIANA R 2 161 863 193 642 9,0 120 637 26 186 13.5
ATE & 4 6 6 o v o o ¢ v 0 v s s 2 237 167 78914 3,5 31050 6 108 7.7
LOCAL. TOTAL. P R 665 186 128 023 19,2 89 656 20 078 15,7
PART R 287 661 54 243 18,9 34 056 11 006 20,3
MUNICIPAL!TIES, Ve v e e - 402 663 73 973 18,4 55 636 9 079 1243
MAINE o v o o o & s ¢ 0 0 o ¢ 0 o s 743 927 4i j06 5,5 22 292 5 376
STATE + o a0 o 6 ¢ 60 v 5 ¢ 5 863 183 23 345 41 7 329 3 338
LOCAL, TOTAL, « & s s o v o o o » 294 249 19 150 6,6 14 963 Lot
COUNTIES: & o v » v o ¢ o ¢ n ¥ 11 74 5 587 47,6 1 733 52 138
MUNICIPALITIES, 4 4 v s. v o ¢ s 326 049 13 678 4,2 13 241 ‘ 8o b
HARYLAND, « » & « s o © 3 ¢ s v 0 4 i 135 846 301 339 743 162 994
TE P A 2 628 506 167 013 6,4 60 372
LOCAL) TOTALGY o o & & ¢ o o0 o o 2 612 184 167 208 6,4 127 393
. COUNTIES, « « v v # ¢ ¢ v & v s & 750 862 83.163 %7 60 861
© MUNICIPALITIES, v ¢ o v o ¢ o » 880 128 84 297 9.6 66 784
MASSACHUSETTS R 5 967 395 395 637 $.6 235 084
STATE « . w s v o 2 0 0 o v s 0.3 3 823 694 125 156 3,3 30 454
LOCAL: TOTALG w6 o ¢ o o s 8 2 @ 3 174% 392 283 o024 8,9 204 679
OUNTIES: o v o s s s 1.3 s & ¢ 109 839 52 173 47.5 -933
MUNlcxPALxTIEs. e e e e 3 157 641 231 438 7.3 203788
MICHIGANG & v v o o o ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ 0 s ¥ 6 416 360 600 138 9.4 353 714 4,
STATE o via v 270 v 4 ¢ 4 b 2 3 2 5 702 035 173 167 3,0 65 710 8,
LOCAL, TOTALY o « o « s ¢ 4 o o 2 812 793 455 451 16,2 290 948 15,9
COUNTIES, o v s o ¢ v o o o o o 1131 263 165 232 14,6 34 590 33,5
MUNICIPALITIES, o o o s v o o o 1 808 274 296 797 16.4 258 653 6.3
MINNESOTA o o 6 o v o o v 0 8 0 v & 2 724 Bl8 177 674 6,5 98 175 13,5
STATE o v o » siv o ¢ ¢ 6 8 3 v » 2 630 426 61 120 2.3 21 140 74
LOCAL, TOTALy & v s s o o o o 1 503 070 128 595 8.6 80930 15,3
COUNTIES, o o o v o6 4 8 0 ¢ o ¢ 859 833 59 434 6,9 17 995 31.7
NUNICIPALITIES, v o s s 5 o & o 685 060 72 166 © 40,8 64. 319 1,9
MISSISSIPPI v s o i 0 v ¢ 0% w ¥ 1 250 647 73 364 5.9 45372 12.4
STATE R A T 1 290 078 36 448 2,8 16 587 646
LOCAL, TOTALY « v o v s ¢t s o s 420 248 39 600 9.4 28 806 16,8
COUNTIES: 4 o v » o s 3 v ¢ o3 242 O¢ 15 653 6,5 & 527 39.8
MUNIGIPALITIES, o oiv s 0 2 o o 182 480 24 051 13,2 22 323 1.9
MISSOUREs 'y & o » ¢ vt » 0 ¢ 3 2 0 2 197 969 238 252 10,8 146 147 1340
STATE « o s m o 0 60 & v 8 s 4 v 1 918 604 76 B28 4,0 21 038 14,3
LOCAL, YOTALL & 4 & s s s v o o 4 879 078 178 110 20,3 125 171 11:6
COUNTIES, v s & » 0 4.0 o v & 2 251 254 47 404 18,9 17 481 2841
MUNICIPALITIES, v & o s ¢ ¢ s » . 651 434 131 204 2051 108 100 7 354 5.6
MOHTANA & o o 3 o % o o 0 3 5 ¢ & @ 455 661 31 794 | - 7.0 16 364 3735 1127
STATE v v v 0 s 