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INTRODUCTION

CRIMINAL STATISTICS.—The American people are today devoting a great deal
of energy and effort to the dual problem of controlling crime and Improving the
administration of criminal Justice. Governmental and private agencies are
cooperating in programs for crime prevention. Frequent conferences are being
held on the question of better methods of law enforcement. As a result, a great
variety of suggestions are being made for the reform of criminal law and proce-
dure, the reorganization of the administrative agencies enforcing the criminal
law, and the development of nev; techniques for preventing or controlling crim-
inal behavior.

Each proposal or suggestion is supported by assertions of fact which pre-
sumably demonstrate the need for the proposed remedy. These "facts" are almost
im'arlably descriptions of existing conditions in statistical terms. Who has
not heard hundreds of statements similar to these'?' "The figures show that crime
has been steadily increasing in this city for the last five years." "Too many
robbers and burglars are being granted probation." "Large numbers of aangerous
criminals are paroled from prison almost as soon as they are sent there."
"There were three times as many persons arrested in our county last year as
there were in blank county but we had only two-thirds their number of convic-
tions."

Unfortunately, the actual data available on crime and law enforcement have
oecn so fragmentary and so lacking in uniformity that very few general asser-
tions of this nature could Justifiably be made, and consequently the conclusions
drawn from such alleged facts were very apt to be erroneous.

The frequency with which statements of statistical nature are made in this
field demonstrates how dependent we are on this type of data for any knowledge
at all of our success or failure in criminal law enforcement and suggests very
forcefully the need for reliable data on crime and criminal Justice in order
that any kind of intelligent approach may be made to the solution of the social
problems involved. It is only through measuring the extent or frequency of
certain types of occurrences that we are able to learn enough about them to

suggest reasonable changes. This means that the use of statistical data on
crime is not only desirable, but is absolutely essential to any effective sug-
gestions for reform or improvement.

It was through the crime surveys carried on in ^/arious sections of this
co'ontry from 1920 to 19o2 that the possibilities of statistical Information on
the administration of criminal Justice were revealed. These surveys served as
the developing and testing ground for statistics on criminal administration.
They aemonstrated that by accounting methods much could be learned about the

administrative agencies enforcing the criminal law, the allocation of responsi-
bility for the various dispositions made of criminal cases, and the relative
efficiency of their work. These sun.'eys, however, provided a picture of condi-
tions in the locality limited to the particular time the survey was made. They
showed how a statistical accounting could be made but, of course, did not provide
for a continous program of accounting. From these beginnings there developed
the idea of a system of criminal statistics whereby the activity of each agency
involved in law enforcement could be measured annually. This could be done only
by means of keeping records on a uniform basis and preparing summaries or
reports of such activities in comparable terms. A real beginning has been made
toward the collection of national criminal statistics in the work on uniform
crim.e reports carried on by the Federal Bureau of Investigation in the Depart-
ment of justice, the work of the Bureau of Prisons in the same Department, which
gathers comprehensive data on Federal courts and prisons, and the work carried
on by the Census Bureau in collecting, from the States, Judicial criminal
statistics of orisons and Jails.

ADMINISTRATION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE. —Judicial criminal statistics is that
part of the field of criminal statistics which accounts for the work of the

Not3.—This report presents a summary of the investigation for 1925, the basic figures for »4iioh were

issued in rotaprinted sheets as they beoame available for each State. The report was prepared under the

general supervision of Dr. Leon t. Traesdell, Chief Statistician for Population, assisted by Dr. Alba M.

Sdvrards, mho supervised the collection and tabulation of the data, and by Mr. Ronald H. Seattle, who

wrote the text and prepared the analytical tables.
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courts In the handling of criminal cases. The phrase "administration of crimi-
nal Justice" refers to all the activities carried on by organized society in
its efforts to control crime. Functionally, this total activity may toe divided
into three separate divisions, each being an essential and chronological part
of the entire administrative process but at the same time a distinct activity
in Itself.

The first step to be taken after a crime has been committed is, necessarily,
that of investigating and determining exactly what happened and then as quickly
as possible bringing about the apprehension of the person or persons responsi-
ble for the offense. This is the first general function performed in law
enforcement and may be called the police function. This particular activity Is

carried on by a great variety of agencies connected with Federal, State, and
local governments, including police departments, sheriffs, special investigation
units, etc. The main objective of these agencies Is to find out the facts
about the crime and apprehend the alleged or suspected offenders.

The second general function in the administration of criminal justice Is

the prosecution and trial of those charged with crime. This Includes all the
procedures carried out under the law after the offender has been apprehended
and terminates with the determination of guilt and sentence of those declared
guilty. A separate set of agencies is responsible for this particular function.
These Include courts of inferior, general, and appellate jurisdiction, prosecu-
tors, grand juries, and petit juries. The primary objective of the activity of

all these agencies is the determination of the guilt or Innocence of the

alleged offender. In the case of those found guilty, the court in addition
selects the punishment or type of treatment that is imposed.

The third general function in the administration of criminal justice is the
penal function. The agencies responsible for the administra-tion of punishment
or treatment of convicted offenders are prisons, reformatories, and jails, pro-
bation officers, parole boards, and parole officers. The objective of these
agencies is twofold. First, they must keep In custody the persons placed under
their control and, second, while these offenders are In their custody they must
undertake, as far as possible, the reformation and rehabilitation of these
individuals.

It will be noted that each of these three general functions has Its o'lm

particular responsibilities and duties and each activity Is carried out for the

most part .by separate sets of administrative agencies. The records and data
kept by each group have been developed to record the essential information
connected with the particular activity carried on by that group; consequently,
each function has its own set of criminal statistics. Police statistics are
concerned primarily with the number of crimes reported, the number verified by
investigation, the number of persons apprehended, and the number of offenses
cleared or accounted for by the arrests made. Judicial or court statistics are
concerned with the number of offenders prosecuted, the number convicted, and

the method or procedure followed in determining guilt, the number not convicted,
and the point in the procedural process at which these cases were eliminated
and under whose responsibility. Court statistics also account for the number
found guilty and the type of sentence imposed upon these persons. Penal statis-
tics are concerned with the number placed in the different types of custody, the

characteristics of these defendants, the time spent in custody, the methods of

treatment used, the types of release from custody, and the number and kinds of

persons who are recidivists.

JUDICIAL CRIMINAL STATISTICS.—The statistics covered by this report have
been gathered from courts and relate to the work performed by those agencies
charged with the prosecution of alleged offenders, the determination of guilt,
and the selection of the punishment to be Imposed upon those who are guilty.

Many States have collected certain statistics on the criminal business of

their courts for their own use. However, these data have not been as useful as
they should have been by reason of the fact they were not on a uniform basis
and therefore not comparable. Criminologists and students of criminal adminis-
tration therefore urged that the Federal Government undertake the collection of

such statistics from the states in order that through Federal supervision a

uniform plan could be followed by all States and the data be recorded and
reported in uniform and therefore comparable terms. The Wlckersham Commission
in its report on criminal statistics recommended that this work be undertaken
by the Census Bureau.

An Act of Congress approved March 4, 1931, authorized the Bureau of the

Census to compile and publish annually statistics relating to crime and crim-
inal administration. In 1932 a number of States were invited to cooperate in
furnishing statistics on court dispositions. Sixteen States, Including the

District of Columbia, responded. Twenty-four States furnished information for
1933, 27 States for 1934, and 30 States for 1935, the year covered by the present
report.

METHODS OP COLLECTION.—The statistics collected by the Census Bureau are

obtained through the voluntary cooperation of court clerks in the various

States. Two uniform tally sheets are furnished by the Census Bureau to each
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clerk; one sheet relates to procedural disposition and the other to sentences
imposed on convicted offenders. In each State, a State official or other
responsible official supervises the collection of the data for the Census
Bureau and examines and approves all reports from the individual courts before
forwarding them to V/ashington.

This method has some inherent limitations. The accuracy of the data
reported by the clerks depends largely on the care with which these clerks fill
out the tally sheets in accordance 'with the instructions furnished them. The
fact that most court clerks are exceedingly busy officials, and that they are
asked to do this extra work without additional compensation or assistance, means
that they neither can nor will always make the effort to fill out the sheets
with the care desired. Nevertheless, it should be pointed out that the response
of the court clerks in the cooperating States has been very much better than
'Aras originally expected.

While it is recognized that the data now reported do not attain a bookkeep-
ing accuracy in all details, it is believed they are sufficiently representative
to present a fairly reliable picture of the general work and practices of the
courts of the various States in the disposition of criminal cases and the
sentencing of convicted defendants. For this reason a comparative analysis of
certain of the data reported is offered each "year by the Bureau of the Census.
As the accuracy of reporting increases, it will be possible in the future to
extend the analysis of criminal Judicial statistics considerably further and
take Into account more of the detail furnished in the reports.

SCOPE OF STATISTICS.—Criminal offenses are made up of a wide variety of
prohibited acts, from the relatively m.lnor offenses of violating some municipal
or State regulation to the most serious of offenses, that of murder. Most
people, however, are concerned chiefly with the more serious offenses in their
thinking about crime; and while such offenses are by far the least numerous,
there is no question but that from the standpoint of the protection of the
person and of property, they are the most important and Justify the particular
attention paid to them.. In most Jurisdictions offenses are divided into felo-
nies and miisdemeanors. -The former are the more serious crimes and are fre-
quently defined as those offenses for which is prescribed the punishment of
death or prison sentence. I.'isdemeanors, on the other hand, include all other
offenses, which means in terms of punishment those that can be punished only by
Jail or fine or a combination of the two.

In general, under the system of courts existing in most States, there are
inferior courts, courts of general Jurisdiction, and appellate courts. Inferior
or minor courts include police courts, municipal courts. Justice of the peace
courts, mayors' courts, etc. There are literally hundreds of these in each of
the more populous States. They are courts of limited Jurisdiction in criminal
cases, handling chiefly misdemeanor cases, their power in felony cases being
limited to that of holding a preliminary examination. Courts of general Juris-
diction are those which have the full power to dispose of the more serious
cases. Their jurisdiction usually extends to all felonies and the more serious
misdemeanors. In most counties there is one court of general Jurisdiction and
many courts of inferior Jurisdiction. Appellate courts usually do not have
original Jurisdiction to try cases, but hear only those cases in which there has
been appeal taken from the Judgment of a trial court.

For the reasons that there are fewer courts of general Jurisdiction, that
the records of such courts are more complete, that these courts handle the
felony cases, with which offenses the public interest is chiefly concerned, and
that the crime surveys developed their techniques and classifications with
respect to felony cases in courts of general Jurisdiction, the Initial efforts
in the gathering of uniform statistics are limited to courts of general Juris-
diction. A further practical reason for this limitation is the fact that from
Jurisdiction to Jurisdiction felony offenses are fairly similar and, conse-
quently, data confined to these offenses are more comparable.

The object of collecting judicial criminal statistics has been to obtain as
complete data as possible on the handling of serious offenses in the different
States. It was found that in a few States special jurisdiction -nas occasionally
given to a minor court to dispose of felony cases. In some instances municipal
courts were given concurrent jurisdiction with the courts of general jurisdic-
tion in criminal cases. Occasionally, a separate court was created in a metro-
politan county to handle criminal offenses only. In some places municipal or
other courts have been given the power to accept a plea of guilty in a felony
case and impose sentence. An attempt has been made in these States to obtain
reports from all the courts which are actually disposing of felony cases.

One other limitation on the scope of the data reported must be pointed
out. While Judicial criminal statistics cover the whole field of prosecution
and trial, it has been impossible at this stage of development to Include data
on preliminary examinations in felony cases, which occur in the Inferior courts.
Further, it has not been feasible yet to attempt to account for the work of the
grand Juries in the various States. All cases reported are, therefore, those
which are before the courts on indictment. Information, or affidavit, for trial
and final disposition.
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The Statistics have been reported for the calendar year 1935 from all
States except Connecticut, where the data are for the fiscal year July 1, 1935,
to June 30, 1936.

DIFFICULTIES OF CO^y!PAR ISON.—Although the data collected In this study are
limited to cases handled by the courts of general criminal Jurisdiction, diffi-
culties of comparison will nevertheless be encountered, because there are wide
differences in such Jurisdiction between the courts of the various States. Some
idea of the varying extent of the Jurisdiction of these courts will be gained
from table 2, which shows the portion of the total number of cases reported for
each state v.'hich fell In certain classifications selected as those most repre-
sentative of felony cases. Interstate comparisons are also complicated by
differences in the definitions of offenses and the rules of the substantive
criminal law. The statistics analyzed in this report are gathered in each State
on the basis of a uniform classification of offenses, but "the categories of this
classification do not cover the same kinds of conduct in every Stats. Further-
more, there are frequently marked procedural differences between the States, so
that a disposition such as "dismissed by the prosecution" may account for all
dismissals in one Jurisdiction and only a portion of them in another.

Despite the existence of these differences, the classifications used have
been so dra'mi up as to group like types of crime and like types of court dispo-
sitions, and it is believed that on the basis of these classifications inter-
state comparisons can Justifiably be made. Similarities are more fundamental
than differences. It is this fact which makes possible national criminal
Judicial statistics.

The statistics analyzed In this report cover only those cases which sur-
vived the earlier stages in the prosecution procedure and which came definitely
before the trial courts of general criminal Jurisdiction for trial and final
disposition. Defendants charged with serious crimes are tried in the courts of
general criminal Jurisdiction. Felony charges can be brought or dismissed in
the earlier stages of prosecution, but the usual rule is that no one charged
with a felony can be convicted except in a court of general criminal Jurisdic-
tion. The statistics show what happened to this type of case in the 30 States
covered by this report. They make it possible to answer such questions as the
following: How many cases were eliminated without conviction and by what
agencies? How many defendants were tried by Jury, or by the court without a
Jury, and with what results? How many defendants were convicted? Were convic-
tions on plea of guilty or by means of trial? What type of sentence was imposed
on the convicted offenders?

Statistics, no matter how complete, cannot tell us all that we need to know
about the administration of criminal Justice even in the courts covered by this
report. Statistics record phenomena; they do not explain them. They reveal the
existence of certain situations or relationships, but a detailed study of indi-
vidual and typical situations is almost essential to secure an understanding of
the whole. Statistics of this type are analogous to systems of accounting In
the business and commercial world. Accounting practice has devised standard
forms for summarizing and analyzing the books and records of a business concern.
From these summaries and analyses, managers will secure an accurate picture of
the condition of the business. They will be able to determine the changes which
have taken place and obtain a basis for predicting the trends of the future.
Business accounting does not explain everything that It reveals, but it does
show at what point losses and inefficiency occur and under whose responsibility.
In the same way criminal statistics should furnish the information which would
serve as a basis for changes and improvement. Criminal statistics will reveal
differences in the policies and practices of the various courts and officials.
This information is essential before such differences can be explained or
before any Judgment may be made as to what policies or practices are the best.
In fact, in law enforcement and court administration it is not until statistical
methods have revealed certain practices and procedure that the public is aware
that they even exist.

ANALYSIS OF DATA IN 1935 REPORT.— In some States, courts of general Juris-
diction handle a large number of misdemeanor cases as well as felony cases; In
other States, in order to obtain complete coverage on the handling of serious
offenses. It has been necessary to collect reports from those inferior courts
possessing the power to finally dispose of felony cases on pleas of guilty.
Hence the data reported for 1935 from different States are composed of widely
varying proportions of serious and minor offenses. It seemed therefore that If

the presentation of the statistics were made on the basis of felony offenses,
the comparisons among the States would be more valid.

The cases are reported on the tally sheets under 26 offense classifications.
Some of these classifications, such as murder, robbery, etc., are clearly
classifications which are exclusively for felonies or serious offenses. Others
of these classifications, such as disorderly conduct, vagrancy, and violations
of road laws, are almost uniformly made up of minor offenses or misdemeanors.
In determining which of the 26 offense classifications would represent most
consistently the felony cases it was decided to use as a criterion the propor-
tion of convicted defendants in each offense group who were sentenced to either
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a State prison or refonr.atory. The usual definition of a felony Is "an offense
which Is punishable by death or Imprisonment In a State prison." Not all felo-
nies, of -course, result in such punishment, but unless an offense group shows
some punishment of this nature there is a serious question as to whether it

should be considered a felony offense group. The following table lists the 25

offense groups in the order of the proportion of sentences of imprisonment
imposed in the cases found guilty, using the median percentage 1/ of prison
sentences in each offense group for the three years, 1933, 1934, and 1935,

TABLE 1.—MEDIAN PERCENTAGE OF DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY,WHO RECEIVED A SENTENCE TO PRISON
OR REFORMATORY, BY OFFENSE

Ifedlan

percent

Uediaii

percent

Murder Cincludice death senteaces)--

Robbery
Rape
Mansleugbter
Burglary
Forgery
Auto theft
Larceny, except auto theft

Other 3ei offenses
Aggraveted assault

Violating drug laws

Prostitution and comnerciellzed vice

Stolen property
Embezzlement and fraud

24.1
23.8
21.2
20.8
20.8
20.2

Carrying weaponse, etc.

Other assault
Violating liquor laws
Nonsupport or neglect
Other motor vehicle laws
Disorderly conduct and drunlcenness-

DrlTlng while intoxicated

Gambling
Road and driving laws
Vagrancy
Parking violations

All other offenses-

3.0
2.4

It will be observed that in 14 of the offense classifications 20 percent or
more of those found guilty were sentenced to imprlsonrient. The table further
shows that In IC of the offense classifications sentences of Imprisonment
resulted In only 3 percent or less of the total cases. s/ There seems to be

sound reason for considering the 14 groups showing 20 percent or more sentenced
to prison as typical felony offense groups and the 10 groups showing only 8

percent or less so sentenced as more typically misdemeanor groups. The two
remaining classifications, the "weapons" group, with 14.5 percent of the guilty
receiving prison sentences, and the "all other offense" grx)up,with 11.6 percent,
are borderline classes. In the present study of the 1935 figures the "weapons"
group has been Included with the other 14 as a felony offense group and the
"all other offenses" have been excluded. This has been done on the ground that
the offenses which are classified under the weapons group are for the most part
quite serious offenses and, in a majority of States, are considered felonies.
These Include such offenses as possession of d&adly weapons by ex-convicts or
aliens, unlawful possession of machine guns, etc. The "all other offense" group,
on the other hand, is a catchall for a long list of miscellaneous crimes.
Because of this it includes offenses which range from kidnaping, one of the most
serious crimes on our statute books, to violations of minor police regulations.
This classification does not represent any particular kind of offense, but
rather a motley group of offenses, and the inclusion of It with the limited
felony offense groups would be apt to distort the picture rather than to clar-
ify it in any way.

For these reasons all of the analytical tables which follow will be based
on those cases reported, in the 30 States, in the 15 groups designated as major
offense groups. The complete data reported from the States have, however, been
presented in the detailed source tables which are printed in this report.

On the basis of the 15 major offense groups selected, the material reported
from the 30 States in 1935 '/vill be presented in three sections as follows:

1. The volume and kind of offense reported.
2. Procedural outcome—the disposition of cases.
3. The punishment or treatment irnposed by the court.

1/ By median percentage is meant the middle percentage of those computed for the three years 1933,

1934, and 1935. While the variations in the proportions sentenced to prison from year to year were small,

in every offense group, it was felt that the middle values of the three years were better samples of the

typical proportions than the percentages for a single year.

The percentage of those found giilty of murder and sentenced to death or prison was 86.9 in 1933,

91.4 in 1934, and 92.2 in 1935. The median percentage for the three years was therefore 91.4. The

percentage for burglary was 46.8 in 1933, 45.3 in 1934, and 45.7 in 1935, consequently the median for

burglary was 45.7.

2/ The "other assault" group, in which 8.1 percent of the total found guilty were sentenced to prison,

shows the highest of the percentage cases in the ten "misdemeanor" groups with this type of sentence. Yet

it is clear that this percentage would be much lower if the cases had been accurntely tallied. The

specific offenses described in the instructions as belonging in the "aggravated assault" group almost

preclude the possibility of any kind of an assault which could be punished by a prison sentence felling

within the "other assault" group.
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VOLUME AND KIND OF OFFENSES REPORTED

TOTAL NUMBER OF CASES REPORTED . —The total numtier of cases reported by the
courts of the 30 States sending In data on dispositions for the year 1935 was
153,434. The number of these defendants charged with offenses Included in the
15 major offense classifications was 84,437, or 53 percent of the total number
reported. There were wide variations, however, among the 30 States in the pro-
portion of cases reported which were in the major offense groups. Table 2 shows
the total number of defendants reported and the number and percentage of the
total which were charged with major offenses for each of the 30 States.

TABLE 2.— DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION WHO
WERE CHARGED WITH MAJOR OFFENSES, BY STATES: 1935

Total
defend-
ants

DEFENDANTS
CHARGED WITH

MAJOR OFFENSES
Total

defend-
ants

DEFENDANTS
CHARGED WITH

MAJOR OFFETJSEa

Number Percent

Thirty Stat«3

—

Illinois
Colorado
Idaho
District of Coluinbi

Rhode Island
Massachusetts
California
Utah
Washington
New Mexico
Minnesota
Oregon
Arizona
Montana

4,601
1,843

537

2,143
868

5,860
10,043

577

E,419
1,399
3,21k;

1,169
1,052

918

84,437

3,950
1,568

453

1,684
676

3,913
7,223
415

1,721
944

2,164
784
702
595

85.9
85.1
84.4
78.6
77.9
74.4
71.9
71.9
71.1
67.5
67.4
67.1
66.7
64.9

Ohio
New Jersey
Wyominj;

Kansas
New Hampshire-
Nebraska
Indiana
Connecticut
Michigan
South Dakota

—

Pennsylvania-

-

North Dakota

—

Iowa
Maine
Wisconsin
Vermont

10,364
11,198

609

3,696
702

2,371
10,861
1,720
5,217
1,103

45 , 340
1,002
4,219
1,199

16,728
6,064

6,591
6,590

356
2,110

397

1,311
5,885

931

2,693
557

23,019
504

2,109
505

3,417
659

63.5
58.8
58.5
57.1
56.6
55.3
54.2
54.1
51.6
51.4
50.8
50.3
50.0
42.1

20.4
10.9

The proportion of major offenses reported from the States ranged from 85.9
percent of the Illinois cases to 10.9 percent of the Vermont cases. The reason
that both Vermont and Wisconsin show such a small proportion of major offenses
is that it was necessary to obtain reports from courts other than courts of
general Jurisdiction in both of these States in order to secure fairly complete
data on the disposition of felony cases.

In Vermont, municipal courts are permitted to accept pleas of guilty In
felony cases and pronounce sentence. These courts also handle most of the minor
offenses prosecuted in this State, and consequently, while the compl'3te returns
from these courts include the majority of the felonies disposed of in Vermont,
they are made up chiefly of minor offenses. Likewise, various courts of limited
Jurisdiction in Wisconsin have been granted Jurisdiction to make final disposi-
tion of certain felony cases. The reports from these courts contain in addition
to felonies, large numbers of minor cases.

It is quite obvious from the facts shown in table 2 that any attempt to
compare the States on the basis of the total number of defendants reported
would be misleading, as these totals from State to State are composed of such
varying proportions of serious and minor offenders.

No attempt has been made in this report to compare States on the basis of
the ratio of defendants to population. The comparison of States, or even of
counties within a State, by means of such ratios computed from the number of
defendants appearing in courts of general Jurisdiction is probably never Justi-
fied. In the first place, the returns from both the States and the counties
vary in completeness and accuracy and it would be impossible to adjust the
ratios to eliminate the effect of these variations. Secondly, and of greater
importance, the defendants appearing in the courts of general Jurisdiction are
only a portion of the total defendants prosecuted for major offenses- the por-
tion that have not been eliminated in the earlier steps of procedure.

Some defendants who are arrested and charged with a felony offense are nev-
er prosecuted. Those that are prosecuted are usually first given a preliminary
examination before a magistrate. At this examination the case may be eliminated
by a dismissal, a discharge, or the reduction of the felony charge to a misde-
meanor. If the defendant is not eliminated at this stage, he will either be
bound over to the grand Jury or held to answer to the trial court. Before he
can be further prosecuted in the trial court, a grand Jury indictment or an
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Information must tie filed charging him with the alleged offense. This brief
outline of the chronological process Indicates why those defendants who appear
in the general trial courts are a selected group and are not in any sense rep-
resentative either of the total number of crimes committed or even of the total
number of defendants prosecuted.

The Wlckershara commission in its report on prosecution offered some compar-
ative data on court dispositions taken from several crime surveys. 3/ one table
showed the proportion of defendants arrested a"d charged with serious crime who
survived the earlier stages of prosecution and came before the trial courts in
about a dozen different Jurisdictions. These proportions ranged from 23 percent
to 83 percent. In other words, in some Jurisdictions, only one-fourth of those
charged with serious offenses actually come before the general trial courts for
disposition, and in others as many as four-fifths. Obviously, any per capita
ratio based on the number of defendants appearing in the courts of general tri-
al Jurisdiction could not possibly be indicative of either the amount of felony
crime in a county or the number of persons prosecuted.

OFFENSE CLASSIFICATION.—The offenses are reported on the tally sheets in
accordance with a standard classification of criminal offenses adopted in 1932
for use in the Bureau of Census and in the Federal Bureau of Investigation.
This classification has 26 divisions. We have already discussed the fact that
only 15 of these 26 divisions were selected for use in this analysis, as being
most representative of major offenses.

Unfortunately, it is not always easy to classify offenses within the stand-
ard classification scheme. The line of demarcation between the various offense
groupings is not always clear, and this, added to the fact many offenses are
defined differently in different States, makes it Impossible to Insure absolute
uniformity of classification.

A clearer understanding of the difficulties and problems involved in the
classification of offenses will be gained if some discussion is given to the
content of the 15 major offense groups. The Instructions to the clerks of court
describing offenses which are included in each of the 26 groups that appear on
the tally sheets are reprinted as appendix 1 of this report.

.

(1^ Murder . —Only those _offenses which are specifically defined as murder
are included in this classification. There is probably no difficulty identify-
ing the offenses so defined; however, there are differences among the states in
defining Just what constitutes murder. This classification, therefore, includes
in addition to premeditated killings, the other types of homicide which have
been defined by the legislatures of the States as murder.

(2) Manslaughter .—Offenses classified under this heading Include all those
acts defined by the various penal statutes as manslaughter. In recent years,
however, several States have Incorporated involuntary manslaughter or negligent
homicide sections in their motor vehicle codes. It is thought that some clerks
have been tallying this type of case under one of the classifications dealing
with violations of motor vehicle laws, rather than in the manslaughter group,

(3) Robbery .—A fair degree of uniformity would be expected among the
States in the definition of what constitutes robbery; however, it will be ob-
served in table 3 following that there Is a wide variation among the 30 States
in the proportion of robbery cases in the total number of cases.

(4) Aggravated assault .—The probabilities are that all of the cases class-
ified under this heading are true cases of aggravated assault. However, it seems
apparent from the returns that there were some cases that belonged in this
group which were classified with the "other assault" group. This latter classi-
fication has been excluded from the major offenses as It is primarily a group-
ing of simple assault and misdemeanor assault cases. These mlsclasslficatlons
evidently resulted from the failure of the clerks of court to distinguish care-
fully between the t.vo assault groupings. Presumably, therefore, the cases of
"aggravated assault" have been correctly classified but not all such cases
appearing in these courts have been Included.

(5) Burglary .—There is probably little difficulty encountered in the clas-
sificatlDn of cases falling under this heading, insofar as the statutes of each

State define burglary. However, it must be recognized that there Is tremendous
variation among some of the States in their definition of what is burglary. In

one State the crime of larceny from a dwelling will be equivalent to the crime
of burglary in another. In some States, larceny from buildings, or even shop-
lifting, will be equivalent to acts coming under the definition of burglary in

other States. Consequently, the cases appearing under burglary are not always
clearly distinguishable from those appearing under the larceny classification.

3/ National Commission on Law Observance and Enforoosent , Beport on Prosecution: Table 2, pp. 190-191.
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(6) Larceny, exc e pt auto theft. (7) auto theft. (8) embezzlement and fraud.
(9) stolen property .—These classifications cover four subdivisions of larceny
or theft offenses. It will be noted In the tables that most larceny offenses
are classified In group 6.

The 'auto theft group, of course, Is supposed to Include all cases of larceny
of motor vehicles, but In some States the stealing of an automobile is frequent-
ly charged only as grand theft. This means that many auto thefts have been
tallied in the sixth group so that the seventh -group, while it is undoubtedly
made up entirely of auto thefts, will not Include all cases of this type which
appear In the courts.

The eighth group, embezzlement and fraud, offers considerable difficulty In
the matter of classification. In some States the obtaining of money or property
by fraudulent means Is defined as larceny or theft and, consequently, such
offenses are apt to be tallied in the sixth group, rather than In the eighth In
these States. It is probable that most of the cases tallied in this classifi-
cation are embezzlement and fraud offenses, but the group does not Include all
cases 'Which might be classified as embezzlement or fraud.

One other corament must be made In regard to group 6, larceny, except auto
theft. Although by confining this analysis to the I.'-; major offense groups, most
of the misdemeanor offenses reported were eliminated from consideration, It must
be recognized that some minor offenses have been included in certain of the
major offense groups. Particularly Is this true In the sixth group, where petty
larceny charges have been reported along with grand larceny charges. There is
no way of identifying or eliminating these minor cases from our analysis. In
any comparison, therefore, that nny be made betv/een burglary and larceny, it
should be kept In mind that the burglary grouo is much more nearly a pure
felony group than Is the general larceny group.

(10) Forgery .—This classification is not a broad one and is designed to
cover those offenses in which a person forges another's name. While counter-
feiting cases are also included in this group, there are exceedingly few such
cases that ever come before our State courts.

The great maJoFlty of forgeries are probably connected with the passing of
worthless checks. However, under the definitions in the standard classification
this group does not include all cases of worthless checks. It would appear that
checks passed under fictitious names or under a person's true name with fraudu-
lent Intent are to be classified under the heading of "embezzlement and fraud".
There is undoubtedly a certain amount of confusion in the tallying of this type
of case on the part of the clerks, as a result of which fictitious check cases
are being tallied both v/ays. The forgery classification, therefore. Includes
check cases, other than actual forgeries, but does not Include all offenses
resulting from the obtaining of money or property by means of v.'ortMess checks.

(11) Rape. (12) prostitution and commerc ial ized vice, (i:^) other sex
offenses.—These three groups constitute the classif icaticns for sex offenses.
The first one includes all rape cases. Again, it must be pointed out that the
offenses appearing under this heading are not a clearly defined group. The
term rape is usually considered to involve the element of force. However, as
this offense is defined in many States, It Includes not only forcible rfipe, but
also statutory rape. The latter offense in some States has been termed carnal
knowledge or given some other name. Prom the manner in which these cases are
classified it appears, therefore, that the rape classification includes all
cases of forcible rape and a good many cases of statutory rape, but also that a
good many cases of the latter have been classified under group 13, other sex
offenses. The title of group 12, prostitution and commercialized vice, m.ay be
somewhat misleading. The cases included in this grouping are for the most part
not prostitution but rather the more serious commercialized vice cases. This
is the reason that it has been retained in our selection of major offenses.

(14) Violating drug laws .—Not all States report violations that fall with-
in this class. This Is due to the fact that in many of the more agricultural
States, the problem of narcotics has not become so acute and the few laws they
have on the subject do not bring such offenses within the Jurisdiction of
felony courts. However, In a number of the States, the statutes regulating and
providing punishment for illicit dealing In narcotics are quite severe. There
Is probably no difficulty in the classification of offenses belonging in this
group.

(15) Carrying weapons, etc.—The same comments that were m;ade in regard to
drug laws may be made In regard to this grouping. In many States, the posses-
sion or carrying of concealed weapons is not considered a serious offense. But
in some of our more heavily populated States, it has come to be considered more
serious and the possession of such weapons by ex-convicts or aliens, and the
possession of machine guns or sawed-off shotguns by other than peace officers,
have been made felony offenses calling for rather heavi' penalties. There is
probably little difficulty in the matter of classifying offenses belonging in
this group.
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The relative frequency of the various kinds of offenses making up the total
number of cases handled Is of particular Interest. The type of offense may
have a direct bearing on the difficulty with which a defendant is convicted.
Illustrations of this fact will be observed In some of the following tables of
this analysis which compare conviction rates on the basis of offense.

Table 3 shows the offense distribution of the 84,437 defendants charged
with major offenses in 30 States.

TABLE 3 . —PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF MAJOR OFFENSE GROUPS IN 30 STATES; MEDIAN PERCENT,

INTER-ftUARTILE RANGE OF PERCENTS, AMD TOTAL RANGE OF PERCENTS SHOWN FOR 30 STATES

TAKEN INDIVIEUALLY: 1935

30 STATES COMBINED
PESCEIJT OF ALL CONVICTIONS IN

STATES TAKEN INDIVIDUALLY

Inter-
quartl le

range

Total defendants

1. Murder
2. Manslaughter
3. Robbery
4. Aggravated assault

D. Burglary
6. Larceny, except auto theft

7. Auto theft

8. Bnbezzleraent and fraud

9. Stolen property

10. Forgery
11. Rape
12. Prostitution and ccmmerciallzed vice

13. Other sex offenses
14. Violating drug laws

15. Carrying weapons, etc.

Selected oonbinations of orrense groups:

Homicide (1, 2)

Larceny (6, 7, 8, 9)

Sex offenses (11, 12, 13)

Offenses against property (5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10

84,437

1,691
1,557
7,359
7,561

16,948
17,899
5,847
6,742
2,046
4,186
3,462
1,035
4,864
1,150
2,080

3,248
32,534
9,361

53,668

2.0
1.8
8.7
9.0

20.1
21.2
6.9

S.O
2.4
0.0
4.1
1.2

5.8
1.4
2.5

1.7

1.5
6.0

5.4
23.0
22.6
7.0
6.8

2.2
6.6

4.7
0.8
4.7
0.5

1.1

0.9- 2.4
1.1- 2.1
3.8- 7.7

4.4- 7.3
17.3-29.8
15.2-30.9
4.2- 9.4
5.5- 9.4
1.5- 2.8

9.44.2-
2.9-
0.3-
2.0-
0.3-
0.4-

2.7- 4.8
31.8-47.5
7.6-14.0
62.0-76.5

0.2-13.6
0.1- 5.7
0.5-25.5
1.7-15.4
7.6-47.2
5.9-43.1
1.7-14.9
3.5-14.4
0.2- 5.2
1.2-15.9
0.3- 9.7

0.1- 4.3
1.0-15.5
0.1-10.1
0.1- 4.4

0.7-15.1
24.1-56.3
3.3-26.4

54.1-80.3

Two different measures of the offense distribution are presented in table
3. First is shown the percentage distribution of all cases from the 30 States
combined. Secondly is shown the median percent for each offense group when the
30 States are considered as separate and equal units or Jurisdictions. Both, of
these m.easures are useful for a complete understanding of the distribution by
offense.

The combined data from the 30 States are representative of the total dis-
tribution of all cases handled. However, some States contributed an exceed-
ingly large proportion of the total. Thus 5 of the 30 States, California,
Indiana, New Jersey, Ohio, and Pennsylvania, together account for 58 percent of
the cases reported, although they make up only one-sixth of the number of
reportirig States. Consequently, the combined data is more representative of
the offense distribution in these 5 States than of the 30.

In speaking and thinking of the States in this country, there is a perfectly
natural and logical tendency to consider all as of equal Importance. While it
is true that from the standpoint of population. New York is almost 140 times as
Important as Nevada, yet from the standpoint of comparing the work of their
respective courts, they must be treated equally. Each has its own laws, prac-
tices, and courts of Justice; In this they are equal units. Yet if reports on
the work of courts in these two States were combined, the identity of Nevada
would be completely submerged in the greater number of cases from New York. By
taking the median values 4/ of .the thirty separate States, we have a measure
which better typifies the situation in the 30 States than does the same per-
centage shown for the 30 States combined. The inter-quartlle range of percent-
ages in the same way shows the upper and lower limits of that half of the

States which are grouped nearest around the median or typical percentage. 5/

4/ The median percentage of the 30 States taken IndiTidually will be half way betwee'n the percentage
of the fifteenth and sixteenth States, when the States are arranged in order of magnitude of percentages.

5/ The inter-quartile range covers the middle half of the cases or States of which the median is the

center. It acooiints for all cases between the one-fourth mark and the three-fourths mark on the scale of

States arranged la order of magnitude. For convenience, the inter-quartile range as shovm on these tables
of the 30 State'3 is the range between the percentages of the eighth State and the twenty-third State.
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Both of these measures contribute to the full understanding of the nature
of the offense distribution and the variations observed among the reporting
States. The combined data can be said to be more representative of the country
taken as a whole, the measures based on the separate States, more representative
of the States considered as Independent and equal units of government.

An Illustration of the difference between these two measures will be found
in the data shown in table 3 for the "aggravated assault" group. From the com-
bined data it appears that 9 percent of the total offenses were for aggrav-
ated assault. However, the median State shows a percentage of 5.4 for this

group and the middle half of States show percentages for assault ranging from
4.4 to 7.3. In other words, in three-fourths of reporting States the percentage
distribution for aggravated assault did not go higher than 7.3 percent. Conse-
quently, the 9 percent is not a good measure of the distribution in the

States; a very few States had a higher percentage, but most of them had a sub-

stantially lower percentage of assaults.
Table 3 shows by these two measures the general makeup of the felony busi-

ness handled by our criminal courts. Burglary and larceny clearly account for

the largest part of this business. Certain combinations of offense groups are

shown in the lower portion of table 3. It appears that from 3 to 4 percent of

the cases were homicides, that about 39 percent of the cases were classified as

some form of larceny and that approximately 10 percent of the total were made
up of sex offenses.

If the forgery and burglary groups are combined with the four larceny
groups, we have a classification which includes most offenses usually considered
"offenses against property". Sixty-four percent of the total crimes charged
were property offenses and the median of the 30 States was 72.5 percent.

It is clear that the bulk of our felony offenses are made up of offenses of

this nature.
The last column of table 3 shows the entire range of percentages for the

30 separate States for each offense grouping. The range in robbery is par-
ticularly striking, being from one-half of one percent in one State to 2.^.6

percent in another. However, the inter-quartile range indicates that the pro-
portion of robbery cases does not vary as greatly among the States as the total
range would indicate.

The total range of percentages in both burglary and larceny is rather
large; and the inter-quartile range in each of these groups indicates that
there is considerable variation among even the middle half of the States.

PROCEDURAL OUTCOI.S;

DISPOSITION OF CASES.— In the prosecution of criminal cases, the primary
objective is to decide the question of whether or not the accused is guilty of

the offense charged. This does not mean that a final determination is made of

the guilt or Innocence of the defendant. Certain legal requisites and proofs
are set up which must be met in order to establish the guilt of the defendant.

All cases that fall short in any -way of meeting these requisites result in a
failure to establish guilt and such failure terminates the case Just as much as

if the defendant had been proven innocent.
There are, then, two primary classifications of procedural outcome of

defendants that pass through our criminal courts: Those convicted, or the

defendants whose guilt is established, and those eliminated, or the defendants
who have been prosecuted but whose guilt has not been legally established. Table
4 shows that of the 84,437 defendants disposed of, as reported by the 30 States,
70.9 percent were convicted and 29.1 percent were eliminated through failure to
convict.

TABLE 4.—SUMMARY OF PROCEDURAL DISPOSITION IN 30 STATES AND MEDIAN PERCENT AND
INTER-QUARTILE RANGE FOR THE STATES TAKEN INDIVIDUALLY: 1935

PROCEDURAL DISPOSITION
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Table 5 shows the proportion of dispositions which resulted in elimination
without conviction and the complementary proportions which resulted In convic-
tion for the 30 States in order of decreasing percentages of elimination.

TABLE 5.—DEFENDANTS ELIMINATED WITHOUT CONVICTION AND DEFENDANTS CONVICTED,
BY STATES: 1935

Total
defendenta

disposed of

DISPOSn) OF WITKOUT
CONVICTION

Indiana
Naw Mexico
Massachusetts
Maine
Illinois
Colorado
Pennsylvania
Oregon
New Jersey
Montane

Utah — -

Arizona
Kansas
District of Colujnbi

Vermont
Iowa
Ohio
North Dakota
Wyoming
Washington

California
New Han-pshire

Wisconsin
Idaho
Nebraska
Michigan
Connecticut
Minnesota
South Dakota
Rhode Island

5,885
944

3,913
505

3,950
1,568

23,019
784

6,590
596

415
702

2,110
1,684

659

2,109
6,591

504
356

1,721

7,223
397

3,417
453

1,311
2,693

931

2,164
567

676

2,600
383

1,555
197

1,525
518

7,465
236

1,976
173

120
187

559
444
172
532

1,643
116

82
390

244
434
140
£84

44.2
40.6
39.7
39.0
38.6
33.0
32.4
30.1
30.0
29.0

28.9

22.0
£1.9
20.9

3,285
561

£,358
308

2,425
1,050
15,554

548
4,614

423

295
515

1,551
1,£40
487

1,577
4,948

338
£74

1,331

5,635
310

£,703
361

1,067
£,259

791

1,880
503
639

55.8
59.4
60.3
61.0
61.4
67.0
67.6
69.9
70.0
71.0

71.1
73.4
73.5
73.6

73.9
74.8
75.1
77.0
77.0
77.3

78.0
78.1
79.1
79.7
81.4

The proportion of defendants convicted or eliminated without conviction in
the general trial courts may be Influenced by a variety of factors. In the
first place, as has already been pointed out, the cases appearing in these
courts have already passed through several procedural stages In which elimina-
tions have occurred. If the earlier processes have been efficient in the
elimination of weak and unfounded cases, then a high percentage of convictions
could well be expected In the trial courts. If, hov/ever, the preliminary pro-
cesses have not disposed of the weak cases, then a much larger percentage of
eliminations would be expected in the trial court stage.

The experience, ability, and independence of the prosecutor have much to do
with the success or failure in establishing guilt. An aggressive district
attorney who vigorously prosecutes every case he handles soon gains a reputa-
tion among criminals that it is hopeless to bargain or attempt to fight charges
and such a prosecutor not only will have a higher proportion of convictions In
cases tried but his reputed efficiency results in more pleas of guilty.

The Individual Judges, themselves, influence to an extent the outcome of
many cases. Some Judges are quite lenient in the matter of granting dismissals
and defense attorneys often know this. There is also a great difference between
Judges in the matter of determining the question of guilt in those cases wher.e
a Jury has been waived. Where the final determination of guilt Is made by one
Judge alone, his individual views and feelings in regard to the offense of the
defendant will necessarily Influence his decision.

The differences between the States in the proportion of cases convicted or
eliminated without conviction should therefore not be considered as any final
evidence in the comparison of States. No Judgment should be passed as to the
responsibility for eliminations without knowledge of the earlier stages of
procedure. The data presented in table 5 have some value in Indicating exactly
what was reported from 30 States, in suggesting that wide differences do exist
among them, and in encouraging further research into the administrative prac-
tices of these different Jurisdictions to determine what factors might be
responsible for such wide variations.
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ELIMINATIONS WITHOUT CONVICTION. —Six methods of elimination are listed on
the tally sheets used In the gathering of these statistics. They are as
follows:

1.—Dismissed by prosecution.
2.—Dismissed by court on motion of defense.
3.—Jury waived, acquitted by court.

'

4.—Acquitted by Jury.
5. —Never In custody.
6.—Other no-penalty dispositions.

In the following analysis of eliminations, these six different categories
have been combined Into four. The two dismissal groups have been combined to

show total number of cases dismissed. It was felt that some clerks did not
clearly distinguish between these two methods of dismissal in reporting the
cases on the tally sheets. Consequently, it will be much more accurate to com-
bine the two groups for purposes of this analysis, as the total number of cases
dismissed were reported with a fair degree of accuracy.

The "never in custody" cases have also been combined with the "other no-
penalty" dispositions. Presumably the "never in custody" cases include those

in which an indictment had been filed but the defendant had not been appre-
hended. It 'jvas clear, however, that many clerks had reported such cases as
pending and undisposed of rather than as eliminated without conviction; conse-
quently, this particular category would offer no valid comparisons among the

30 States.

TABLE 6.—ELIMINATIONS WITHOUT CONVICTION BY METHOD OF DISPOSITION IN 30 STATES AND
MEDIAN PERCENTS AND INTSR-QUARTILE RANGE FOR STATES TAKEN INDIVIDUALLY: 1935

METHOD OF DISPOSmON

30 STATES COMBINED

Percent of
all dis-

positions

Percent of
all elim-
inations

PEEJCEWT OF ALL CONVICTIONS
IN STATES TAKEN
INDIVIDUALLY 1/

Inter-quartlle
range

Total ellmlnatlons-

Dlsiclssed

Jury waived, acquitted by court-
Acquitted by jury
Other no-penalty dispositions

14,400
1,345
6,564
2,E4S

6E.6-78.9
0.2- 4.3
11.7-19.5
5.6-13.6

1/ The percentage values in this section of the table are actually based on 25 States. These are the
States that had a total number of 100 or more cases eliminated. Percentages are not used where the base

Is less than 100 cases.

The major portion of eliminations without conviction occur through the pro-
cess of dismissing the charges. Dismissals constituted 17 percent of all dis-
positions, and 58.6 percent of all eliminations. Considering the 30 States
individually, the median State showed approximately 71 percent of all elimina-
tions resulting from dismissals.

TABLE 7 . —DEFENDANTS NOT CONVICTED WHOSE CASES WERE DISMISSED, BY STATES: 1935

STATE 1/

Disposed

v:ithout

conviction

TOTAL
DISIIISSALS

Number Percent

STATE 1/ without
conviction

TOTAL
DISMISSALS

Number Percent

Connecticut
North Dakota
Maine
Iowa
Indiana
New Mexico
Oregon
Ohio
Arizona
Kansas
Montana
Minnesota
District of Columbia

140
116
197

532
,600
383
236
,643
187
559
173
284
444

128
100
168
443

2,100
302
186

1,239
140
417
125
202
315

91.4
86.2
85.3
83.3
80.8
78.9
78.8

Vermont
Colorado
Nebraska
Wisconsin
Michigan-
Washington
Massachusetts
Illinois
Utah
New Jersey
California
Pennsylvania-

172
518
244
714
434
390

1,555
1,525

120

1,976
1,588
7,465

121
360
166
480
291
251
946
908
71

1,040
778

2,848

70.3
69.5
68.0
67.2
67.1
64.4
60.8
59.5
59.2
52.6
49.0
38.2

1/ States not shown where total niimber is less than 100.
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Table 7 shows that the proportion of cases eliminated which resulted irom a

dismissal ranged from 38.2 percent of all eliminations in Pennsylvania to 91.4

percent in Connecticut. The inter-quartile range shows that in the middle half

of the States the proportions of eliminations by dismissal were from 63 to 79

percent.

TABLE 8.—DEFENDANTS NOT CONVICTED WHO WERE ACQUITTED EITHER BY JURY OR BY THE COURT
AFTER WAIVER OF JURY, BY STATES: 1935

STA.1E 1/

Disposed

without
conviction

ACCiUITTED
BY JTJEY OR
BY THE COURT

Number Percent

STATE 1/

Disposed

without
convictlo

ACftUITTKD
BY JURY OR

BY THE COURT

Number Percent

Pennsylvania
California
Utah
District of Columbia---
New Jersey
Nebraska
Michigan
Illinois-
Minnesota
Massachusetts
Kansas
Montana
Coloredo

7,455
1,588

120
444

1,976
844
434

1,525
284

1,555
559
173
518

,374
594
35

129
527
65

106

354
61

330
115

29.2
29.1
26.7

23.2
21.5
21.2
20.6
20.2
18.9

Washlngton--
Ohlo
Arizona
Oregon
New Mexlco--
Wlsconsln
lOWE
Indiana
Maine
Connecticut-
Vermont
North Dakota

390

,643
187
236
383
714
532
,600
197
140
172
116

18.2
17.8
17.1
15.3
14.4
14.1
12.6
12.5
9.1

7.1

5.8
5.2

1/ States not shown where total number Is less than 100.

Table 8 shows the same comparison of the proportion of eliminations which
resulted from an acquittal, either by the Jury or by the court. The propor-
tions ranged from 5.2 percent to 58.6 percent, but the inter-quartile range was
only from 13 to 26 percent.

CONVICTIONS.—A defendant may be convicted of an offense in any one of
three ways. He nsy plead guilty to the charge made, thereby being convicted on
his own confession of guilt. If a defendant denies his guilt by pleading not
guilty then the issue of guilt must be tried either before a jury or before a
court after waiver of jury trial. In such a trial, the verdict of the Jury or
the finding of the court will then determine the issue of guilt.

TABLE 9.—CONVICTIONS BY METHOD OF DISPOSITION IN 29 STATES AND MEDIAN PERCENT AND
INTER-QUARTILE RANGE FOR THE STATES TAKEN INDIVIDUALLY: 1935

METHOD OF DISPOSITION

29 STATES COMBINED

Percent of
all dis-

positions

Percent
of all

convictions

PERCENT or ALL CONVICTIONS
IN STATES TAKEN
INDIVIDUALLY 1/

Inter-quart lie
range

Total convictions

Plea of guilty
Jury R-Blved, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

57 , 522

44,557
3,162
9,783

55.3
4.0

12.1

85,4
2.4
8.8

80.4-91.0
1.3- 6.1
6.5-13.9

1/ Massachusetts has necessarily been excluded from all tables showing method of conviction, as no
details were furnished in the returns from this State.

Table 9 shows the total number of convictions and the number and proportion
of thd total convicted under each of these three methods. Even in felony cases,
the most common method of conviction is through a plea of guilty. 77.5 percent
of all convictions recorded were by this method and only 22.5 percent were by
means of a trial. As a matter of fact, considering the States individually, the
median State showed 85.4 percent convicted on the plea of guilty, which means
that there were 14 States out of the 29 which showed an even greater percentage
of total convictions by pleas of guilty. This data fully corroborates the
findings of many studies which have shown that Jury trials are used in a rela-
tively small number of cases, and that the usual method by which a prosecutor
obtains a conviction is through a plea of guilty. It will be observed that
there are considerably fewer defendants convicted by a court after waiver of
Jury than by jury verdicts. Part of the reason for this is that in many States
waiver of Jury trial is allowed in only certain types of cases.
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TABLE 10.—DEFENDANTS CONVICTED THROUGH PLEA OF GUILTY, AND BY JURY OR COURT TRIAL,

HY STATES: 1935

STATE 1/
Total

:onvictlons

PLEft OF GUILTy
CONVICTED BY
COURT OR JURY

Number Percent

Rhode Island
Minnesota
South Dakota
Vermont
New Hampshire
Oregon
North Dakota
Connecticut
Iowa
Maine
Michigan
Montana
Wisconsin
Idaho
Wyoming
Kansas
Ohio
Illinois
Arizona
New Jersey
New Mexico
Washington
California
Colorado
Nebraska
District of Columbia
Indiana
Utah
PenneylTanie

639
.,880

503
.487

310
548
388
791

.,577

308
;,259
423

;,703

361
274

L,551

1,948

2,425

515
1,614

561
L,331

i,635

L,050

L,067

L,240

5,285

295

5,554

627

1,762
461
446

283
500
353
719

1,429
278

1,994
370

2,346
313
234

1,311
4,177
2,021

428
3,832

454
1,080
4,483

834
844
971

2,376
192

9,429

98.1
93.7

91.2
91.0
90.9

86.8
86.7
85.4
84.5
84.4
83.3
83.1
83.1
82.7
81.1
79.6
79.4
79.1
78.3
72.3
65.1
60.6

240
771

404
87

782
97

251

1,152
216
223
269
909
103

6,125

5.3
8.3
8.4
8.7
8.8
9.0
9.1

9.4
9.7

11.7
12.5
13.2
13.3
14.6
15.5
15.6
15.7
16.9
16.9
17.3
18.9
20.4
20.6
20.9
21.7
27.7
34.9
39.4

1/ Etcludes Uasseohusetts, not returned separately.

Table 10 shows the States In order of percentage of convictions which
resulted in pleas of guilty, and also the percentages convicted by trial. There
are rather wide variations in the proportions as reported from the 29 States.
The inter-quartlle range Indicates that In the prosecution of defendants
charged with serious offenses In the trial courts of our various States, from
80 to 90 percent of the convictions result from pleas of guilty.

CONVICTIONS FOR LESSER OFFENSES . —The tally sheets on which the statistics
were reported provided for tallying separately convictions for the offense
charged and convictions for a lesser offense. The facts as to the relative
number of convictions for a lesser offense have always been of Interest to
students of criminal administration. The earlier crime surveys revealed the
fact that in many cases a defendant would plead guilty to a lesser offense than
charged for the purpose of obtaining more lenient treatment or a lighter sen-
tence. Consequently, the classification of convictions for lesser offenses has
been considered quite significant. It is presumed that the number of convic-
tions for lesser offenses will be a measure of the reduction of charges and
will be indicative of the degree of bargaining or compromise that is carried on
In the prosecution of defendants charged with felonies.

Unfortunately, the determination of whether or not a conviction Is for the
offense charged or for a lesser offense is not always easy to make. It was
felt that the returns on the tally sheets for 1935 were not sufficiently accu-
rate in this classification to justify analyzing this Information. Of the total
number of convictions reported, approximately 5 percent were recorded as con-
victed of a lesser offense. However, a comparison of States on the basis of
lesser offense could hardly be made until a more careful check Is available on
the returns listed in regard to this classification.

There is a current tendency to widen the scope of punishment which may be
Imposed after conviction for a given offense. This tendency makes the classi-
fication "convicted of a lesser offense" all the less valid as an indication of
bargaining by the prosecutor or undue leniency by the courts. As long as the
only 'Afay of Insuring lenient treatment was to allow a plea of guilty or find
the defendant guilty of another offense calling for lesser punishment, convic-
tions for lesser offenses were an indication of leniency. However, In many
States today the punishment for a given felony may be an Indeterminate sentence
up to 20 years in prison, the granting of probation, or the serving of a defi-
nite Jail sentence of not over 12 months. Under such a statutory penalty as
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this, It will be seen that a defendant can he found guilty of the crime charged

and yet receive a very slight punishment.

TRIALS.—Considerable mention has already been made of the fact that the

gi-eat majority of the defendants charged with major offenses are disposed of by
administrative means and not by trial. However, the public trial of a person

charged with a criminal offense, through which the State must prove to a court

or Jury the guilt of a defendant beyond a reasonable doubt, will always be

necessary for the satisfactory disposition of a substantial number of criminal

cases.
In recent years, there has been not only an extension of the privilege of

waiving Jury trials In many States but an Increase In the relative number of

Jury trials waived In those States where It has been permitted. By this method,

a defendant can plead "not guilty", waive a Jury trial, and still have all of

the evidence produced against him and be tried on the Issue of his guilt by the

court alone. It Is well-known that a waiver of Jury trial speeds up materially
the process of disposing of cases at Issue on the question of guilt.

The analysis of cases tried Is of particular Interest, for these cases

account for all prosecutions in which the defendant did not admit his guilt and

In which also the prosecution considered the evidence of guilt sufficiently
strong to bring the defendant to trial.

It would be very interesting to be able to compare court trials with Jury
trials, both in relative number and in outcome. The difficulty in drawing any
comparison between court trials and Jury trials in the various States which
have reported these statistics is that in very few States is the Jurisdiction
of courts to try felony cases after waiver of Jury trial the same. There are a

few States which allow waiver of Jury trial in any type of offense. There are

other States which allow such a waiver in all but capital cases or in all but

murder prosecutions, other States limit the waiver of Jury trial to a much
smaller group of the felonies and in still other States, waiver of a Jury trial

In a felony case is not allowed at all. 6/ This being the situation it is evi-
dent that no Justifiable comparison can be made between the States on this
basis. The analysis of trials is therefore limited to total trials, including
both court trials and Jury trials. This total figure is comparable from State
to State for it Indicates all the cases coming before the courts in which the

final plea was "not guilty" and In which the prosecutor brought the case to

trial.
Table 11 shows the number and proportion of all cases disposed of which

were tried by either a court or a Jury.

TABLE 11.—CASES TRIED BY JURY, OR BY THE COURT (JURY WAIVED GASES), BY STATES: 1935

STATE 1/

Total
defendants
disposed

DEFENDANTS
TBimi BY JURY

OR BY THE COURT

Number Percent

STATE 1/

Total
defendants
disposed

DEFENDANTS
TRIED BY JURY

OR BY THE COURT

Number Percent

Pennsylvania
Utah——
Callfornle
District of Columbia-
Nebraska
Indiana
Colorado
New Jersey
Illinois
Washington
Arizona
Kansas
New Uezlco
Ohio
Montana

23,019
415

7,223
1,684
1,311
5,885
1,568
6,590
3,950
1,721

702

2,110
944

6,591
596

10,499
138

1,746
398
288

1,235
314

1,309
758
322
119
355
152

1,064

45.6
33.3

23.6
22.0

16.1
14.8

Idaho
Michigan
Wlsconsls
South Dakota-
Wyoming
Oregon
Iowa
Maine
Connecticut

—

Minnesota
North Dakota-
New Hampshire
Vermont
Rhode Island-

453
2,693
3,417

567

356
784

2,109
505
931

2,164
504
397

659
676

65
371

458

14.3
13.8
13.4
12.5
12.1
10.7
10.2
9.5

8.8
8.3
8.1
7.8
7.7

3.0

1/ Excludes Massachusetts, not returned separately for cases tried by Jury or by the court.

There are 29 States for which the data on the number of cases disposed of
by trial Is available. Of the total of 80,524 defendants disposed of in these
States, 20,544 or 25.5 percent were disposed of by trial. However, the median
State showed a percentage of 14.8 and the inter-quartile range was from 10 to
30 percent. This means that the great majority of felony cases In the States
of this country are disposed of by administrative methods, and not through

6/ See J. A.

January, 1932.
C. Grant, Waiver of Jury Trials in Felony Cases, 20 California Law Review, 132 - 161,
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formal trials. In 22 of these 29 States, more than four-fifths of all cases

were disposed of by means other than trial.

Of the 20,544 cases disposed of tiy trial In the 29 States, 12,965, or 63.1

percent, resulted in conviction. (See table 16). Table 12 shows the 18 States

with more than 100 cases disposed of by trial and the number and proportion

convicted.

TABLE IS.—CASES TRIED BY .rURY, OR BY THE COURT (JURY WAIVED CASES), AND CONVICTED,

BY STATES: 1935

STATE 1/'

Washir-gtOD'

Wisconsin-
Nebraska

—

Utah •

Indiana
Arizona
Ohio
Michigan

—

Colorado

—

Total
defendants
tried by

Jury or by
the court

322
458
£88

138
,235
119

,064

DEFEMDANTS
CONVXCTED

Number Percent

251
357

223
103
909
87
771

265

216

73.6
73.1

STATE 1/

lovja

District of Columbia
Kansas
California
Minnesota
New Mexico
New Jersey
Pennsylvania
Illinois

Total
defeadants
tried by
Jury or by
the court

398
355

1,746
179
152

1,309
10,499

758

DEFENDANTS
COlNlCTcD

Number Percent

148
269
240

1,152
118
97

782

6,125
404

67.6
66.0

1/ States not shown where total number is less than 100.

The median of these States is 68.8 percent and the Inter-quartlle range is

fairly narrow, being from 65.9 to 73.6 percent. It would seem that the conclu-
sion that around two-thirds of felony cases going to trial result in convic-
tions is substantiated by these figures.

DISPOSITION OP DEFENDANTS BY OFFENSE.—The tables which have been analyzed
up to this point have offered comparisons of the States and have been based on

the disposition of all types of offenses combined. However, the type of offense
with which a defendant Is charged has a great deal of Influence on the ultimate
disposition of the case. The four tables following will compare the different
offense groups on the basis of procedural outcome. Table 13 shows the total
number of defendants disposed of in the 30 States and the number and proportion
convicted in each offense group.

TABLE 13 . —DEFENDANTS CONVICTED, BY OFFENSE, IN 30 STATES: 1935

Number of

defendants
disposed of

Total major offenses

Violating drug lews
Burglary
Auto theft
Forgery
Larceny, except auto theft
Robbery
Carrying weapons, etc.
Other sex offenses
Rape
Prostitution and commercialized vice
Stolen property
Aggravated assault
Murder
Snbezzlement and fraud
Manslaughter

Selected combinations of offense group

Homicide (2 groups)
Larceny (4 groups)
Sex offenses (3 groups)
Offenses against property (6 groups)

1,150
16 , 948

5,847
4,186
17,899

7 , 369
2,080
4,864
3,462
1,035
2,046
7,561

1,691
6,742
1,557

59,880

936
13,761
4,572
3,163
13,207
5,387
1,442
3,289
2,230

661
1,221
4,447

993
3,812

759

3,248
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Vlolauions of narcotic laws and burglary are the offenses with the highest
proportion of convictions, while manslaughter shows the lowest percentage of

all the offense groups. It will be noted that murder and aggravated assault

also show low conviction rates. It is undoubtedly much more difficult to prove

beyond a reasonable doubt the facts connected with an offense against a person

than It is in an offense against property. The combinations of the. offenses

shovm in the latter part of the table make this very clear. Convictions were

obtained in only 53.9 percent of the homicide cases, but in 74 percent of the

offenses against property.

TABLE 14.— DEFENDANTS WHO PLEADED GUILTY, BY OFFENSE, IN 29 STATES: 1935 1/

Tof.al

defen-
dants
con-

victed

PLEA or GUILTY

Number Percent

Tota:

defen-
dants
con-

victed

PL|yi OF GUILTY

Nmcber Percent

Total major offenses

—

57,522

Forgery
Burglary
Auto theft
Violating drug lavis

Larceny, eicept auto theft-
Qabezzlement and fraud

—

Stolen property
Other Bex. offenses

Carrying weapons, etc.

—

Rape
Kobbery

3 , 135
12,875
4,288

936
12,909
3,812
1,157
3,194
1,399
2,047
5,099

2,793
11,166
3,614

778
10,624
3,069

849

2,313
951

1,355
3,289

89.1
86.7
84.3
83.1
82.

3

80.5
73.4
72.4

68.0
66.2
64.5

Prostitution ana commer-
cialized vice

Aggravated assault
Manslaughter
Murder

Selected combinations
of offense groups

Homicide (2 groups)

Larceny (4 groups)
Sex offenses (3 groups)

—

Offenses against* property
(6 groups)

717

980

1,697

£2,166
5,902

38,175

420
2,507
410
419

829
18,156
4,088

32,115

57.2
42.8

48.9
81.9
69.3

1/ Eicli;des Massachusetts, not returned separately.

Table 14 shows, by offense, the proportion of defendants found guilty who
were convicted through a plea of guilty. It will be seen that there Is a fairly
high correlation in the offense groups between the rate of conviction shown In
table 13 and the proportion of those convicted pleading guilty. Again, the
offenses of murder, manslaughter, and aggravated assault are among the lowest
proportions of pleas of guilty, while burglary and forgery are among the high-
est. Pleas of guilty were entered in only 48.9 oercent of the homicide cases
but in 84.1 percent of those offense groups listed as offenses against property.

TABLE 15.—StnvMAHY OJ CA3S3 TRIED BY JURY OR BY THE COURT, BY OFFENSE,
IN 29 STATES: 1935 i/

Total
defendants
disposed of

DEFENDANTS TRIH) BY
JURY OR BY THE COURT

Total major offenses-

Murder
Manslaughter
Aggravated assault
Prostitution and consaerclallzed vice
Robbery
Carrying weapons, etc.

Rape
Stolen property
Other sex offenses
Larceny, except auto theft-
Vloleting drug laws
Auto theft
Embezzlement and freud
Burglary
Forgery

Selected combinations of offense groups

Homicide (2 groups)
Larceny (4 groups)
Sex offenses (3 groups)
Offenses against property (6 groups)

20,544

1,556
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Table 15 shov/s the proportion of all cases disposed of which resulted In a
trial. Murder, manslaughter, and aggravated assault have the highest propor-
tion of cases going to trial, burglary and forgery the lowest. Slightly over
half of the homicide cases are disposed of by means of trial, but only 18.4
percent of the defendants charged with offens&s against property are disposed
of by this method.

Table 15 shows the proportion of the cases tried in each offense group
which resulted in a conviction. There seems to be some relation between the
conviction rate in cases tried and the willingness of defendants to go to
trial. Burglary and forgery, according to table 15, had the lowest proportion
of cases going to trial, but of those cases tried, as shown in table 16, they
have the highest conviction rates. Likewise, manslaughter and aggravated
assault showed a relatively high proportion of cases going to trial, and in
this table, showed the low conviction rates. Murder seems to be one exception
to this apparent tendency. In table 15, the murder cases showed the highest
proportion of any offense group in the cases going to trial, but table 16 shows
that they also had a conviction rate which was higher than the rate for all
major offenses combined.

TABLE 16.—SUMMARY OF CASES TRIED BY JURY OR BY THE COURT AND CONVICTED,
IN 29 STATES: 1935 1/

BY OFFENSE,

Total defen-
dants tried
by Jury or
by the court

Total major offenses

Forgery
Burglary
Robbery
Violating drug laws
Other sex offenses
Murder
Larceny, except auto theft
Rape
Auto theft
Carrying weapons, etc.
Prostitution and commercialized vice
Embezzlement and fraud
Aggravated assault
Stolen property
Manslaughter

Selected combinations of offense groups

Homicide (2 groups)
Larceny (4 groups)
Sex offenses (3 groups)
Offenses against property (6 groups)

20,544

454
;,385
= ,532

236
L,325

861
5,537

L,074

L,079

735

421
-,324

S,229

525
716

1,577

6,565
2,821
9,414

342

1,709
1,810

158
881
561

2,285
692
674

448
241
743

1,806
308
307

4,010
1,814
6,061

73,7
71.7
71.5
66.9
56.4
65.2

64.6
64.4
62.5
61.0
57.2
56.1
55.9
49.3
42.9

55.0
6l.l
54.3

1/ Excludes Massachusetts, not returned separately for cases triad by jury or by the court.

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT

SENTENCES IMPOSED ON CONVICTED OFFENDERS . —When a defendant enters a final
plea of guilty to an offense or is convicted by court or jury trial, unless a
new trial is granted or some legal grounds exist to support a motion in arrest
of judgment, the court must impose sentence upon him. The penalty for every
offense is prescribed by the law of the State. Usually penalties are stated in
terms of minimum and maximum limits of imprisonment or fine. The courts in
pronouncing judgment usually have considerable discretion in the selection of
both the type of punishment and the extent of the penalty imposed. In some
States, juries are given the power to determine the punishment for certain
offenses at the time of finding their verdict. This power exists for the most
part in those offenses in which the penalty is either death or life imprison-
ment. In most felony offenses, however, the court has the responsibility for
the selection of the penalty to be imposed.

Where a convicted offender is to be sentenced to a State prison or peniten-
tiary, there is considerable variation among the States in the judgment which
the court is authorized to pronounce. In some States, the judge is given the
power to fix a definite term of sentence between the minimum and maximum
allowed by law. In other States, he has the authority to fix a minimum and a
maximum, or a minimum only, within the limits allowed by law for the particular
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offense. In still others, he merely sentences the defendant to prison for the

term prescribed by law, the length of the term being fixed at a subsequent time

by a sentencing board; or In some Instances, the defendants are committed for

the maximum terra, subject to earlier release on parole.
In many States, trial courts have the discretion of imposing a sentence

other than a prison sentence for a large number of felony offenses. They may
place the defendant on probation or they may give him a Jail sentence or fine

him if the law permits these alternatives. Despite certain limitations on the

power of the court to Impose a prison sentence, it will be seen that the judges

In the trial courts have rather broad powers in selecting the ti^pe of punish-

ment to be imposed. As might be expected, this discretion results in rather

wide variations In the sentences imposed by different judges for the same types

of offense and also in variations in the sentencing practices of a single judge

over a period of time.
The sentences reported for the year 1935 cover all cases in which there was

a conviction and a sentence during that year. For purposes of these statistics,

those cases which resulted in the granting of probation without any judgment
ever being Imposed are considered as cases in which a sentence has been Imposed
and are included in the classification of probation. Under each punishment
classification on the tally sheets, provision was irade for recording separately
the cases in which a money payment was attached to the particular type of

punishment and those in which no money payment was so attached. This distinc-
tion is not rrnde a part of the present analysis as the accuracy with which this

data -was reported is questioned. The sentences on probation were also reported
in two divisions, those in which probation or suspended sentence was granted
under supervision and those in which it was granted without supervision. As

the great majority of cases were reported as being under supervision and fur-

ther, as the court order granting probation under supervision would not indi-

cate whether or not the defendant was actually supervised, all probation cases

have been thrown into one group In the present analysis.
Table 17 shows the distribution of the defendants convicted of an offense

falling under the 15 rrajor offense classifications and sentenced.

TABLE 17.—DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT,

IN 30 STATES: 1935

SENTENCE OR TREAUffiNT

30 STATES COMBINID

PERCENT OF ALL
CONVICTIONS IN
STATES TAKEN
INDIVIDUALLY

Int er-quart 1 le

range

Defendants sentenoed-

Prlsons and reformatories
Probation or suspended sentence-
Local Jails
Fines
Other

1/ 22,617
17,844
14,789
3,419

861

38.0
30.0
24.8

32.6-62.7
19.4-35.8
9.4-23.0
2.0- 4.5
0.4- 2.5

1/ Includes 55 death sentences

There were 65 death sentences reported in murder cases in these 30 States.
These have been included in the imprisonment classification in table 17. It
might also be mentioned that there were two other death sentences reported for
kidnaping during the year, which because they were in the "all other" offense
group do not appear in this analysis. Of the defendants, 38 percent were sen-
tenced to imprisonment in a State prison or reformatory. Another 30 percent
received probation or suspended sentence, about one-fourth were given Jail sen-
tences, and a small proportion were fined. If the 15 major offense groups
included in the table were entirely made up of felonies, there would undoubtedly
be a heavier proportion of prison sentences shown and a lesser proportion of
the other types of sentence. As a matter of fact, the comparisons on the basis
of the median percentage for the 30 States individually probably reflect
better what is done with the felony cases. This is because in a majority of
these 30 States, the cases reported in the 15 major offense groups were almost
entirely felony cases and only In the larceny groups in a few States were many
misdemeanors included.

Taking the States Individually, It will be seen that 51 percent represents
the median proportion of prison sentences, and that consequently the propor-
tions of the other types of sentence are smaller.
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TABLE 18.— DEFENDANTS SENTENCED TO STATE PRISONS AND REFORMATORIES, 3Y STATES: 1935

Total
defen-
dants
sen-

tenced

SENTENCED TO

STATE PRISONS AND
REFOKMATORIES 1/

Number Percent

Total
defen-
dants

SENTENCED TO
STATE PRISONS AM)
REt'ORMATORIES 1/

Thirty States

l^ontana

Colorado
District of Columbia-

Kansas
Washington
Indiana
Arizona
Utah
South Dakota
Illinois
Wyoming
New Mexitio

Nebraska
Oregon

22,617

422
1,048
1,240
1,545
1,323
3,275

515
29b
503

2,422
272
557

1,065
548

305
748
876

1,066
871

2,095
328
185
314

1,502
168
336

640
309

72.3
71.4
70.6

69.0
65.8
54.0
63.7
62.7
62.4
62.0
61.8
60.3
60.1
56.4

Minnesota
Michigan
Idaho
North Dakota-
Ohio
lo-A-a

Connecticut

—

Vermont
Maine
Wisconsin
New Jersey
California
Massachusetts
New Hampshire
Rhode Island-
Pennsylvanla-

1,878
2,257

360
387

4,847
1,570

785
487
307

2,703
4,534
5,523
2,358

310
539

15,554

966

1,154
182

190
2,305

645
312
193
100
867

1,452
1,664

700

92

120
1,931

51.4
51.1
50.6
49.1
47.5
41.1
39.7
39.6
32.5
32.1
32.0

30.1
29.7
29.7
18.8
12.4

1/ Includes 55 sentenced to death penalty.

Table IB shows the number and proportion of prisoners sentenced to prisons
and reformatories, by States. There Is a rather wide variation In the percent-
ages, ranging from 12.4 percent In Pennsylvania to 72.3 percent In Montana.

TABLE 19. -DEFENDANTS PLACED ON PROBATION OR GIVEN SUSPENDED SENTENCE WITH OR WITHOUT
SUPERVISION,. BY STATES: 1935

Total
defen-
dants
sen-

tenced

PLACED ON

PROBATION OR '

OIVEN SUSPENDED
SENTENCE VnTH
OR WITHOUT
SUPERVISION

Number Percent

Total
defen-
dants
sen-

tenced

PLACED ON
PROBATION OH
GIVEN SUSPENDED
SENTENCE WIIH
OH WITHOUT
SUPERVISION

Number Percent

Thirty States-

Rhode Island

—

New Hampahire-
New Jersey
Massachusetts-
Maine
Michigan
Ohio
Wisconsin
California
Minnesota
Idaho
Pennsylvania

—

Arizona
Oregon

59,530 17,844

639
310

4,534
2,358

307

2,257

4,847
2,703
5,523
1,878

360
15,554

515
548

395
142

1,886
941

115
818

1,742
969

1,877
585
109

4,513
135
142

52.0
45.8
41.6
39.9
37.5
35.2
35.9
35.8
34.0
31.2
30.3
29.0
25.2
25.9

New Mexico
Connecticut
Iowa
District of Columbia
Illinois
Indiana
Wyoming
Vermont
Nebraska
Montana
South Dakota
Colorado
Kansas
North Dakota
Washington
Utah

557
786

1,570
1,240
2,422
3,275

272
487

1,065
422
503

1,048
1,545

387
1,323

295

140



SENTENCE OP. TREATMENT

TABLE 20.—SUAJMARY OF DEFENDANTS SENTENCED TO STATE PRISONS AND REFORMATORIES,
BY OFFENSE, IN 30 STATES: 1935

Total
defendants
sentenced

SENTENCED TO
STATS PRISOtJS AND

RE>'0HiJATORIES

Total 3iajor offenses

Murder
Robbery
Rape
Xlanslaughter

Burglary
Forgery
Auto theft
Larceny, except auto theft
Other sex offenses
Aggravated assault
Snbezzleraent and fraud
Prostitution and commercialized Tice
Violating drug laws

Stolen property
Carrying weapons, etc.

Selected combinations of offense groups

Homicide (2 groups)
Larceny (4 groups)

Sex offenses (3 groups)

Offenses against property (6 groups)

59,530

875

5,255
2,197

845

13,587
3,172
4,737
13,155
3,301
4,273
3,837

661
939

1,254
1,441

1,720
22,983
6,159

39,742

1/ 22,617

807
3,137
1,057

387

6,209
1,449
1,757
4,232

911

1,015
883
140
199
261
172

1,194
7,133
2,108

14,791

92.2
59.7

48.1
45.8
45.7
45.7
37.1
32.2
£7.6
23.8
23.0
21.2
21.2
20.8
11.9

69.4
31.0
34.2

37.2

1/ Includes 65 sentenced to death.

The results shown in table 20 are almost Identical with those already
observed in table 1. page 5.

TABLE 21.— DEFENDANTS SENTENCED TO PROBATION OR SUSPENDED SENTENCE, BY OFFENSE,
IN 30 STATES: 1935

Total
defendants
sentenced

placed on probation
or given suspended

se:»tewce

Total major offenses-

Stolen property
Embezzlement and fraud
Auto theft
Forgery
Burglary
Larceny, except auto theft
Carrying weapons, etc.

Violating drug laws
Other sex offenses
Prostitution and commercialized vice
Aggravated assault
Manslaughter
Rape
Robbery
Uurder

Selected combinations of offense groups

Homicide (2 groups)
Larceny (4 groups)
Sex offenses (3 groups)
Offenses against property (6 groups )-

59,530

1,254
3,837
4,737
3,172

13,587
13,155
1,441

939

3,301
661

4,273
845

2,197
5,256

875

1,720
22,983
6,159
39,742

17,844

505
1,479
1,750
1,034
4,382
4,141

441

283
983
189

1,140
207

510
780

20

227
7,875
1,682

40.3
38.5

36.9
32.6
32.3
31.5
30.6
30.1
29.8
28.5
26.7
24.5
23.2
14.8
2.3
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Table 21 shows the defendants sentenced to protiatlon or given suspended
sentence, by offense. As might be expected, the order of offenses in this table
is somewhat the reverse of that in the previous table, showing sentences to

prison. Very few murder cases resulted in sentences of probation. Robbery and
rape showed the next lowest percentages of probation, while they were the next
highest in the proportion of sentences to prison. It will be observed that the
offenses against property shov/ about one-third 'of all sentences resulting in

probation. In table 20, It will be seen that more than one-third of the sen-
tences in property offenses resulted in imprisonment.

Sm*1ARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The statistical analysis of major offenses reported in 1935 has sho'jvn that

there is considerable variation among the States in the distribution of

offenses coming before the courts of general Jurisdiction, in the disposition
of defendants prosecuted, and in the sentences Imposed on convicted offenders.
This variation, undoubtedly, is due in part to differences in court Jurisdic-
tion and in legal procedure. However, much of the variation results from the

differences in administrative practices and In the relative efficiency of the
agencies engaged in law enforcement.

Because of the limitations which exist in the present collection of the

data, the statistics presented in this report must, of necessity, be inter-
preted with caution. As the development of a uniform system for the collection
of Judicial criminal statistics progresses and as increased support is given by
the States, statistics will be collected which can be analyzed much more inten-
sively and which will furnish us with those facts essential to a more Intelli-r

gent understanding of the criminal business of our courts and of the adminis-
trative practices of Judges and prosecutors.

The data presented in this report demonstrate again 7/the Importance of the
prosecutor in the trial and disposition of felony offenders. The number of

cases dismissed and the number of defendants who enter pleas of guilty account
for nearly three-fourths of all defendants prosecuted.

Despite the variations, a common pattern will be noted among the States in

the composition of the major offense groups and in the procedural outcome.
Felony offenses are made up chiefly of the property offenses of burglary, lar-
ceny, and forgery. From two-thirds to three-fourths of all major offenses were
classified in these groups.

Procedural outcome can be summarized as follows: About three-fourths of

the defendants prosecuted for major offenses are convicted. Dismissals account
for more than two-thirds of the defendants eliminated without conviction. Pleas
of guilty account for four-fifths of all who are convicted. Only one-fourth of
the defendants prosecuted in the courts of general criminal Jurisdiction are
disposed of by means of trial. Of those defendants convicted, approximately
one-half received sentences to a State penitentiary or reformatory and about
one-fourth were given probation or suspended sentence.

7/ Practically every crime survey made In the past few years has shown the predominant position of
the prosecutor In the trial and disposition of criminal oases. See particularly the National Commission
on Law Observance and Enforcement, Report on Prosecution, which summarizes the data gathered by the lead-
ing crime surveys.



DETAILED TABLES

The following thirteen tables show the complete detail of all cases reported by the

30 States for 1935. By reason of the fact that in a few States a large number of minor

offenses were reported by courts of general criminal jurisdiction, comparisons between

States in these tables should be made with extreme caution.

The totals shown for the 30 States are subject to certain omissions in the returns

from some States, as follows:

1, Certain offenses in Massachusetts were not reported separately, so that totals

for the 30 States are affected in some degree. The figures given for "Larceny, except

auto theft" In Massachusetts included "Embezzlement and fraud", "Other sex offenses"

included "Prostitution and commercialized vice", and "Other motor-vehicle laws" included

"Parking violations." (Tables 32, 33, and the tables showing offenses by States.)

S. In Massachusetts, oases dismissed on motion of the defense were not reported

separately from those dismissed by the prosecution; all convictions were reported as for

the offense charged; and no details were given as to the method of conviction. (Tables

36 and 37; the effect of these omissions will be seen more clearly in Tables 38 and 39.)

3. Massachusetts did not make a report of money payments in connection with

sentences, except commitments to State prisons or to jails; nor was any information

available regarding money payments available for Cook County, Illinois. (Tables 46, 47,

48, and 49.)

23
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TABLE 22.—DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DEFINITELY BEFORE TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL
CRIMINAL JURISDICTION, 3Y PROCEDURAL OUTCOME, BY STATES: 1935

Thirty States-

Arizona
California
Colorado '

Connecticut
District of Columbia

—

Idaho
Illinois—
Indiana
Iowa
Kansas
Maine
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Montana
Nebraska
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
North Dakota
Ohio
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
South Dakota
Utah -

Vermont
Washington
Wisconsin
Wyoming

DEFENDANTS BEFORE THE COURT

187,666

1,250
11,042
2,138
1,854
3,001

500
6,068

17,368
4,763
4,517
1,550
6,397
6,114
3,602
1,202
2,786

937

12,666
1,777

1,325
14,652
1,328

47,361
3,360
1,287

557

6,199
3,188
17,883

792

Cases
carried
over

»35,767

112

1,214
525

183
704

51

2,118
6,948

568
966

543
(•)

671

323
200
421
235

2,142
317

280
4,275

378
7,859
2,712

66

84
101
505

1,117
138

New
Cises

1,138
9,628
1,613
1,671
2,297

539
3,950
10,420
4,195
3,551
1,007

5,443
3,279
1,002
2,365
701

10,526
1,460
1,045

10,377
950

39,502
546

1,221
573

5,096
2,683
16,766

554

DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF

1,052
10,043
1,843
1,720
2,143

537

4,601
10,851
4,219
3,695
1,199
5,260
5,217
3,212

918
2,371
702

11,198
1,399
1 ,002

10,364
1,169

45,340
868

1,103
577"

5,054
2,419

15,728
509

Without
con-

viction

313
2,288

702

451
593

145
1,959
5,343
1,188
1,358

452
2,405

952
499
310
783
241

3,646
575
281

3,073
37 8

15,640
70
152

203
727

680
2,094

155

Convicted
of offense
charged

105,816

723
7,177
1,072
1,237
1,237

379

2,502
5,169
2,965
2,104
740

£,855
4,124
2,579

597

1,559
453

7,258
806
7 01

5,477
785

29,356
798
927

335
5,316
i,500

14,558
429

Convicted
of lesser
offense

3,830

578
109
32

213
13

130

329

(•)

131
134
11

262
18

139
76

Cases
pending
at end
of year

29,232

198
999
295
134
858
63

1,467
6,507

544
821
351

1,137
897

390
264
415
235

1,470
378
323

4,288
159

2,021
2,492
184
80

135
769

1,155
163

Exclusive of figures for Massachusetts, not reported separately;
23.

see par. 2 of explanatory note on

TABLE £3.—DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL
CfilMINAL JURISDICTION, BY OFFENSE, 3Y STATES: 1935

All offenses

Murder
Manslaughter
Robbery
Aggravated assault
Other assault
Burglary
Larceny, except auto theft
Auto theft
Embezzlement and fraud
Stolen property
Forgery

—

:

Rape
Prostitution and coraner-

clallzed vice
Other sex offenses
Violating drug laws
Carrying weapons, etc.

Nonsupport or neglect
Violating liquor laws

Driving while intoxicated--
Road end driving laws

—

Parking violations
Other motor-vehicle laws
Disorderly conduct and

drunkenness
Vagrancy
Gambling
All other offenses

158,434

1,691
1,557
7,359
7,561
5,596

15,946
* 17, 899

5,847
•6,742

2,045
4,1=6
3,462

*1,02£
'4,864
1,150
2,080
8,116

11,549
9,527
5,020
*2,183
»3,016

5,865

3,335
4,150
14,534

Ari-
zona

1,052

108
12

174

Cali-
fornia

10,043

175

175
632
528
52

1,519
1,005

409

544
155

515

375

293

727
157

Eoe

65

625

Colo-
rado

1,843

407
369

Conn-
actlcut

1,720

49
203

28

36
317

194

353
244
229

63

!§

Ill-
inois

4,601

1,011
147

15

652
500
381
257

71
165
146

Ind-
iana

10,851

124

64

358
305
545

1,021
1,639

477

724
140
292
247

45

106
951

759

328
140

144
1,217

4,219

101

105
72

366
555
149
173
51

198
56

36

175

749
567

23

100
324

See par. 1 of explanatory note on p. 23.
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TABLE 23.—DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL
CRIMINAL JURISDICTION, BY OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935— Continued

Kan-
sas

Uassa-
ohu-

satts

Mich-
igan

Ulnne-

sota
Mon-
tana

Ne-
bras-

New
Jersey

New
Mex-
ico

North
Dakota

All offenses- 3,696 1,199 5,260 5,217 3,212 2,371 11,198 1,399 1,002

Murder
Manslaughter
Robbery
Aggrarated assault
Other assault
Burglary
Larceny, except auto theft--
Auto theft
Embezzlement and fraud
Stolen property
Forgery
Eape
Prostitution and commercial-

ized vice
Other sex offenses
Violating drug laws
Carrying weapons, etc.

Nonsupport or neglect
Violating liquor laws
Driving while intoxicated
Road and driving laws

Parking violations
Other motor-vehicle laws
Disorderly ocnduct and drunk-

enness
Vagrancy
Oanbling
All other offenses

139
109
69

432
600
144
179
49
208
109

175
908

167

102
24

33

156

171
38

35
98
498
229
111

1,203
•741

442
(•)

108
47

278

(•)

•156

398
20

(•)

40

63
115

152
178
820
431
253
138
34

114

202

146

335
158
152

31
136

295
777

230
148
62

187

31

169

6

9

102
47

256
33
1

144
177

17

346
298

146
65

172
161
52

92

59

114

245

12

133

94
110

532
844
483

1,389
1,004
405
696
246
210
168

183

459

19

231

959

1,298
109
28

500

1,218

128
14

328
31

64
15

13
31
30
69

161
21

32
26

34

33
190

Penn-
syl-

vania

Rhode
Island

South
Dakota

Wash-
ington

Wis-
consin

Wyo-
ming

All offenses- 1,169 1,103 6,064

Murder
Manslaughter
Robbery--
Aggravated assault
Other assault
Burglary
Larceny, except auto theft---
Auto theft
anbezzlemsnt and fraud
Stolen property
Forgery
Rape
Prostitution and oomnerolal-

Ized vice
Other sex offenses
Violating drug laws
Carrying weapons , etc.

Nonsupport or neglect
Violating liquor laws
Driving while intoxicated
Road and driving laws
Parking violations
Other motor-vehicle laws
Disorderly conduct and drunk-

enness
Vagrancy
Oanbling
All other offenses

216
134
823
532
374

1,961
849
520
494
144
357
190

10

206

839
,463
184

112
559

243
447

1,968
3,451
2,504
2,924
5,134
1,209
2,011

654
578
716

521

1,987
159

1,017
3,183
3,933
4,224

934
10

720

397

4

2,249
4,163

39
137

175

64
108
284

101

38

418
500
123
89

22

122
23

108
157

348
608
876

251
355
40

219
271

56

131

30
136

156

86

178
395
870

,669
191
55

347

378
508
554

2,063
2,112

728

2,003
2,975

165

1,477

* See par. 1 of explanatory note on p. 23,
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TABLE 24.—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY OFFENSE, OF DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF

BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION, BY STATES: 1935

(Percent not shown where less than O.l)

30
States

Ari-
zona

Cali-
fornia

Colo-
rado

Conn-
ecticut

Ill-
inois

Ind-
iana

All offenses-

Murder
Manslaughter
Robbery
Aggravated assault
Other assault
Burglary
Larceny, except auto theft-
Auto theft
Embezzlement and fraud

2.3
1.0

1.7

1.7

Stolen property
Forgery

Prostitution and commercial-
ized vice

Other sex offenses
Violating drug laws

Carrying weapons, etc.

Nonsupport or neglect

Violating liquor laws
Driving while intoxicated
Road and driving laws
Parking violatious
Other motor-vehicle laws

Disorderly conduct and drunk-

enness
Vagrancy
Gambling
All other offenses

4.8
3.5

10,7
•11.3

3.7
*4.3

0.7

1.3
5.1

4.3
2.1
2.5
9.2

0.7
3.3
4.3

1.5
0.1

0.3
15.9

1.2

0.2
1.2

9.6

5.8
4.3
1.6

4.0
6.6

0.1

0.1

0.7

0.3
0.1

1.4
7.4

14.0
5.4

0.5
0.3
1.9

11.0
0.2
2.4

11.4
10.7

1.1

5.3
1.5

1.0

1.3

1.5
0.7

25.4
19.0

12.5
4.5

0.3
13.7
10.9

0.9

9.4

1.7
0.2

2.2
2.2
0.2

0.5
3.3

9.4
16.9
4.4

1.1

0.2

2.4
2.5
1.7

9.1
15.5
3.5
4.1

1.2

0.7

0.4
0.3

0.4

0.7

2.8
11.8

7.4
3.7

0.4
5.8

0.2
1.3

11.2

0.5
0.3

Kan-
sas

Massa-
chu-

setts

Mich-
igan

Minne-
sota

Mon-
tana

Ne-
bras-

New
Jersey

New
Mex-

ico

North
Dakota

All offenses-

Murder
Manslaughter
Robbery
Aggravated assault
Other assault
Burglary
Larceny, except auto theft---

Auto theft
Embezzlement and fraud

0.5
3.8

Stolen property
Forgery
Rape
Prostitution and commercial

Ized vice
Other sex offenses
Violating drug laws
Carrying weapons, etc.

Nonsupport or neglect

Violating liq^uor laws
Driving while intoxicated
Road and driving laws
Parking violations
Other motor-vehicle laws
Disorderly conduct and drunk-

enness
Vagrancy
Oambling
All other offenses

5.5
2.9

0.4
0.1
4.7

24.6
1.6
0.4

13.9
8.5

4.1
1.0

0.4
4.3

0.3

1.6

22.9
14.1

(»)

0.9
5.3

(•)

*3.0

0.1
1.4

7.6

0.4
1.0
1.4

(•)

*1.8

1.2

2.2

3.4
15.7

2.2
3.9

0.2
4.5
0.1
1.5

0.7

1.0
4.2

7.2
4.6

5,3
1.0

0.2
0.3
3.2

0.9
2.2

1.9
2.3

0.9
0.8
3.2

1.6
2.2

14.5
12.6
4.0
3.5

0.3
0.4
0.9
2.6
1.7

13.9
8.8
5.6
6.4

3.0
3.6

1.6
6.2

0.5
11.2

0.4
10.8

0.4
17.6

1.1
0.2

5.5
0.2
0.7

12.0
8.7

0.3
3.8

1.0
4.3
7.5
4.3

12.4
9.0
3.6
6.2

1.6
4.1
0.2
2.1

9.1

1.0

8.9
4.5

23.4
2.2

1.1
3.4
3.3

0.9
1.1
0.9

3.1
6.9
1.1

0.6
1.3
3.1

2.1
3.2

0.1
4.3

19.0
6.0
0.5

1.4
0.2

0.3

0.5
0.9
0.2

16.1

• See par. 1 of explanatory note on p. 23.
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TABLE 24.—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY OFFENSE, OF DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF
BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

(Percent not shown where less than 0.1)

Oregon
Penn-
syl-

vania

Rhode
Island

South
Dalcota

Wash-
ington

Wis-
consin

Wyo-
ming

All offenses-

Uurder
Manslaughter
Robbery
Aggravated assault
Other assault
Burglary
Larceny, except auto theft

—

Auto theft
Embezzlement and fraud

Stolen property
Forgery
Rape
Prostitution and commercial-

ized vice
Other sex offenses
Violating drug laws
Carrying weapons, etc.

Nonsupport or neglect

Violating liquor laws
Driving while Intoxicated
Road and driving laws

Parking violations
Other motor-vehicle laws

Disorderly conduct and drunk-

enness
Vagrancy
Gambling
All other offenses

2.1
1.3

5.1
3.6

18.9
8.2
5.0
4.8

1.4
3.4
1.8

2.0
3;1

14.1
1.8
0.8

0.3
1.3
2.4
4.0
3.8
9.2

18.3
1.9
9.7

2.1
10.7
3.3

0.2
0.1

2.9
0.9

1.0
4.3
7.6
5.5
6.4

11.3
2.7

4.4

1.3
1.6

1.1
4.4
0.4
2.2

8.7

9.3

0.6

1.0

1.1
5.4

1.1
0.1
1.8
12.1

5.0
9.2

0.5
0.1
3.6
4.5
2.3
36.8
4.6

11.6

1.6
1.2

2.5
3.7

0.7

2.0
1.2

0.7

5.1
3.0

0.7

3.6

1.0
2.1

3.5
12.4

0.2

1.8
0.1
0.5
2.7

1.7
3.1

5.0
4.0

2.9
3.8

8.5
0.3

3.5
1.2
2.4

0.1

0.1

0.2
1.1

0.2
0.4
0.5

0.2
1.5

6.5
14.3
0.4

0.9
5.7

1.4
1.9
3.4

0.2
6.0

0.9
5.0

0.5
2.5

1.0
1.6
0.7
8.1

0.1
0.2

0.2
1.3
1.6

3.0
3.3

12.3
12.6
4.4

12.0
17.8
1.0

4.4
9.2

21.5

1.5
6.4

0.2
O.S
0.3
0.2
1.6

2.1
9.9
0.7

3.8
0.5
0.8
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TABLE 25. —DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION IN 30 STATES. BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME ACT OFFENSE: 1935

(For States Included, see table 23)

PROCEDURAL OUTCCME
All
of-
fenses

Uan
slaugh-
ter

Rob-
bery

Aggra-
vated

Other
as-

sault

Bur-
glary

Lar-
ceny,

except
auto
theft'

Total defendants disposed of- 158,434 7,369

Disposed of without conviction
JJlsmlssfj.1 by proseoutlon*--
Dlsmisseii on motion of defonse*-
Jury waived, acquitted by court-
Acquitted by Jury
Never In custody
Other no penalty dispositions

—

Found guilty of offense charged
1:

Plea guilty*
Jury waived, court finds guilty*
Jury verdict guilty*

Found guilty of lesser offense*
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty-
Jury verdict guilty

47,788
26,170
2,666
2,529

11,783
2,139
2,501

106,816
81,612
7,748

14,601

3,830
2,903

390
537

698
227

720
271

273
143
15

110

798

300

691

368

1,982
914
60

155

611
186

56

5,071
3,054

235

1,494

316

235
40

3,114
1,414

125
168

1,284
54
69

3,924
2,147

318
1,325

523
360
59

104

2,723
1,626

169
111
697
36

84

2,805
1,917

257

546

70

3,187
1,957

88
170
582
164
226

13,099
10,587

600
1,025

662
579
48

4,692
2,688

218
215

1,096
262
213

12,557
10,045

649

1,565

650
579
33

PROCaDUIiAL OUTCa.i

bezzle-
ment
and

fraud

Stolen
prop-
erty

For-
gery

Rape

Pros-
titu-
tion
and

com.

vice*

Other
sex

Viola-
ting
drug
laws

Carry-
ing

weap-
ons,

etc.

Total defendants disposed of- 3,462 l.OS."^ 1,150

Dlspo.'jed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution'
Dismissed on notion of defense*-

Jury waived, acquitted by court-

Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty ulspositions

—

Found guilty of offense charged
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty*
Jury verdict guilty*

2,930
1,858

212
120
461
165
114

3,739
3,015

181
543

825
436

1,176
809

Found guilty of lesser offense*
Plea quilty
Jury waived, court finds 'uilty-

Jury verdict guilty

1,023
722

53

3,091
2,729

117

217

72

1,232
681

51

76

336
19

69

2,058
1,242

130

503

172
113

162

13

650
411

1,575
915

66

79

378
50
87

3,213
2,251

181
676

75

214
116

918
766

538
289

1,424
935

PROCEDURAL OUTCOy.:

/iolEt-
inf;

liquor
laws

Driv-
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TABLE 26.—PEHCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME, OF DEFEND.<VNT3 IN CRIMINAL CASES

DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION IN 30 STATES, BY

OFFENSE: 1935

(Percent not shown where less than 0.1)

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME
Man-
slaugh-

ter

Rob-
bery

Aggra-
vated

Other
as-
sault

Bur-
glary

Lar-
ceny,
except
auto
theft*

Auto
theft

Total defendants disposed of-

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution*
Dismissed on motion of defense*
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

Found guilty of offense charged
Plea guilty*
Jury waived, court finds guilty*
Jury verdict guilty*

Found guilty of lesser offense*
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty-
Jury verdict guilty

1.6
7.4

6''.

4

51.5
4.9 1.6

24.

E

19.3
2.9
3.2

24.0
0.9
1.1

44.4
23.6
3.5

4.4
2.7

0.4

8.3
2.5
0.8

68.8
41.4
3.2

41.2
13.7

51.9
28.4

4.8
0.8
1.4

48.6
29.0
3.0
2.0

12.5
0.6
1.5

50.1
34.2
4.6
9.8

1.3
0.8
0.1
0.4

18.8
11.5
0.5
1.0
3.4
1.0
1.3

62.5
3.5
6.1

3.4

0.3
0.2

26.2
15.0

3.6
8.7

21.8
11.9

0.4
1.2
6.4
1.1
0.9

76.3
59.3
3.2

2.5
0.1

0.3

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

Em-
bezzle-
ment
and

fraud"

Stolen
prop-
erty

For-
gery

Rape

Pros-
titu-
tion
and

com.

vice*

Other
sex

offen-

Viola-
ting
drag
lews

Carry-
ing

weap-
ons,

etc.

Non-
sup-
port
or

neg-
lect

Total defendants disposed of-

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution*
Dismissed on motion of defense'

Jury waived, acquitted by court-
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

Found guilty of offense charged
Plea guilty*
Jury waived, court finds guilty*
Jury verdict guilty'

Found guilty of lesser offense*-
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty-
Jury verdict guilty

100.0

3.1
1.8
6.8

44.7
2.7

8.1

1.4
3.5

39.5
4.0
10.8

24.4
17.2

2.0
1.9

73.8
65.2
2.8

1.3
2.4

15.0

32.4
18.8

1.6
7.8

59.4
35.9
3.8

5.0
3.3
0.4
1.3

1.1
0.9

1.6
1.1
0.1
0.3

10.1
0.8
3.0

79.8
66.6

1.0
0,3
0.3

30.7
13.9
1.1

2.0

12.1
0.9
0.7

68.5
45.0
3.7

17.7

0.9

44.8
30.4

1.0
6.9
2.0

27.3
24.0
1.6

1.0
0.3

PROCEDURAL OUTCCME

Viola-
ting
liquor
laws

Driv-
ing

while
intox-
icated

Road
and
driv-
ing
laws

Park-
ing

viola-

tions'

Other
motor
ve-
hicle
laws*

Disor
derly
conduct
and

drunk-
enness

Va-
grancy bllng

All
other

Total defendants disposed of-

Dlsposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution*
Dismissed on motion of defense*
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty disposltlona--

Found guilty of offense charged
Plea guilty*
Jury waived, court finds guilty*
Jury verdict guilty*

Found guilty of lesser offense*
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

100.0

32.8
18.1
2.3
0.9
3.9
1.0

23.7
8.0
1.0

58,0
4.5

2.6

0.4
3.6

67.2
7.0

98.8
0.3

25.4
14.1
3.0

62.0
6.2

9.1

1.0

4.0
2.6
0.4
0.5
0.1
0.1

1.7
0.1

0.1
0.1

17.5
0.4

0.8
0.3
0.1

43.8
25.8
3.5
2.1
8.0
1.4

1.2
0.7
0.4

* See pars. 1 and 2 of eicplanatory note on p. 23.
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TABLE 27.— DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDUHAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935

ALL OFFENSES

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

Total defendants disposed ofl58,434 1,052

Disposed of without conviction 1 47,71

Dismissed by prosecution *26,170
Dlsijiissed on motion of defense- *2,665

Jury waived, acquitted by court 2,529
Acquitted by Jury 11,783
Never in custody 2,139
Other no penalty dispositions— 2,501

Found guilty of offense charged 106,816
Plea guilty - - 'SI, 612
Jury waived, court finds guilty *7,748

Jury verdict guilty rl4i601

313
223

723
608

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, coilrt finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

*3,830
2,903

390
537

2,288
1,126

83

433
368

5

273

7,177
5,769

727
681

578
485

702
485

1,032
825

451
351

1,237
1,059

125

693
522
11

,237

962

213

161
1

379
328

1,969
108
62

186
264
166

183

2,502
2,073

130
117

5,343
4,102

321

410
181

130
199

5,189
3,861
1,080

248

329
247

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

Total defendants disposed of 3,696 1,199 5,260 2,371

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions-

Found guilty of offense charged

—

Plea guilty
Jury »aived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

1,368
937
203

2,104
1,787

452
373

740
681

2,405
'1,474

(•)

61
413
457

2,855
(•)

()
(•)

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

962
536
150
46

164
3

63

4,124
3,612

131

381

131
107

499
296

2,579
2,387

134
122

310
213

597

514

783

370
106

1,559
1,146

317

3,648
1,814
143
419
425
787

60

7,268
5,988

667

613

£82

575

440
31

5

806
686

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME Oreg.

Total defendants disposed of 1,169 45,340

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

Foimd guilty of offense eharged-
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds giillty

Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

3,073
2,328

93

177

277

109
89

6,477
5,664

351
462

814
633

378
300

785
705

15,640
5,54£
814
525

8,255
141
357

29,366
16,996
2,830
9,540

334
131
109

798
784

923
844

203

115

335
195

727

586

60

5,318
5,113

140
65

19

680
362

67

1,600
1,283
131
186

139

2,094
983
245
118
132
36
580

14,558
13,609

731
218

76

• See par. 2 of explanatory note on p. 23.
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TABLE 27.—DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME
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TABLE 27.—DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

MANSLAUOTTER

PROCEDUHAL OUTCOME
30

States

Total defendants disposed of 1,557

Disposed of without conTiotlon
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury vaived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty Ispositions

—

Found guilty of offense charged—
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

798
•300
45
50

17

691
*368
*55
226

Found guilty of lesser offense-'

-

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

PROCEDUHAL OUTCOME

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court

Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

(•)

Found guilty of offense charged
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense

—

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

42
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TABLE 27.— DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

ROBBERY

PROCEDDHAL OOTCCaffi

Total defsadants disposed of 7,369 1,011

Dispoasd of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by co'jrt

Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

—

Found guilty of offense charged

—

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of iesser offense-
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

1,982
•914
•60

155

611
186
56

5,071
•3,054

•235
•1,494

•316

235
40

162
61

408
232

201

140

324
171

669

541

171
115
14

163

83

PROCEDURAL OOTCOME

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense-
Jury waived, acquitted by 'court

Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody-
Other no penalty dispositions

210
•119

(•)

Found guilty of offense charged
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense-
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury Terdict guilty

288
(•)

(*)

343
270
20

PROCEDURAL OUTCOlffi
S.

Dak-

Total defendants disposed of 1,968

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions-

Found guilty of offense charged
Plea guilty
Jury wiived, court finds guilty-
Jury verdict guilty

196
123

520
432
24

416
61

1,552
641

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

• See par. 2 of explanatory note on p. 23.
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TABLE 27.—DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT

PROCEDURAL OUTCaffi

Total defendants disposed of 7,561

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense-
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions-

Found guilty of offense oharged--
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense

—

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

3,114
•1,414

•125

168

1,284
54
69

3,924
*2,147

*318
•1,325

•523
360
59

104

135
57

314
208

173
117

32
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TABLE 27.—DEFENDANTS IN CRI^aNAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

OTHER ASSAULT

PEOCEDDEAL OOTCOME
30

States

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conTictlon
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense-
Jury waiTed, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Otber no penalty dispositions

—

Found guilty of offense charged
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

2,723
*1,626
•169

111
697

36
84

2,805
'1,917
•257
•546

•70

42
5

23

391
298

249
178

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never In custody
Other no penalty dispositions-

(•)

Found guilty of offense charged
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense-
Plea guilty
Jury waived, couirt finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

1

37
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TABLE 27.— DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME
30

States

Total defendants disposed ol 16,948 1,519 1,021

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions-

Found guilty of offense oharged—
Plea guilty
Jury veived, court finds guilty

Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

3,187
*1,957

»88

170
582
164
226

13,099
'10,587

*600

*1,026

*662
579
48

141
130

242
108
10

56

1,221
1,004

125

92

295
249

222
211

260
218

123
113

277

190

12
24

532
458
31

332
259
15

633
450
158
25

56

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

Total defendants disposed of 1,389

Disposed of without conviction-
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense-
Jury waived, acquitted by coxixt

Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions-

Found guilty of offense charged

—

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

317
*195
(*)

297
235

103
97

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

(•)

(•)

(•)

746

714
247

236

298
247

37

115

108

213
97

1,112
1,004

46

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME Oreg.

Total defendants disposed of 1,961

Disposed of without conviction--
Dlsmissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defensi

Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never In custody
Other no penalty dispositions-

Found guilty of offense charged

—

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense-
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

381
294

1,382
1,247

198
166

50O
179
18

2,414
1,971

306
304

131
127

338
293

496
453

* See par. 2 of explanatory note on p. 23.
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TABLE 27.— DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL

JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935— Continued

LAHCENY, EXCEPT AUTO THEFT*

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defens

Jury Halved, acquitted by court
Acquitted by jury

Never In custody
Other no penalty dispositions-

Found guilty of offense charged

—

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty

Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

17,699

4,692
•2,688

•Elfc

215

1,095
262
213

12,557
10,045

•649
•1,565

*650

579

251
127

513
397

241
218
16

119

83

247

213

142
115

179

133

306
272
13

1,839

658
492

1,124
915
162

548
512

PROCEDURAL OUTCCME
N.

Mez.

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction

—

Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense-
Jury waived, aocuitted by court

Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

—

62 1,004

Found guilty of offense charged

—

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty

Jury verdict guilty

120
81

10

440
404

Found guilty of lesser offense-

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

443
•260

()
10
49

124

298
(•)

()
(•)

(•)

648
621

133
120

240
195
38

259
148

731
660

38

217

192
134
123

5

6

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME Oreg. Wyo.

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defer

Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

Found guilty of offense charged
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

186
143

574
508

172
154

Found guilty of lesser offense-

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

1,372
487

741
21
47

3,732
2,547
125

1,060

30

147
128

221
208

555
294

30

727

654
57

• See pars. 1 and 2 of explanatory note on p. 23.
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TABLE 27 . —DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

AUTO THEFT

PROCEDUEAL OUTCOME
30

States

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without ooniflotiou

—

Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defens
Jury waived, acquitted by c ourt
Acquitted by jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions-

Found guilty of offense charged

—

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense-
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

1,275
*694
24

50

4,401
*3,469

*187
*461

•171

145

171

146

£83
255

144
114

321
229

112
106

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME
N.

Mex.

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions-

Found guilty of offense charged--
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

round guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

158
*102

(*)

284
(*)

(*)

(*)

(•)

233
219

212
207

307
285
14

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense-
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty d Isposltlons--

Found guilty of offense charged
Plea guilty
Jury veived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

389
353

835
530

201
171

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury vBlved, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

• See par. 2 of explanatory note on p. 23.
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TABLE 27 . —DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

iMBEZZLfflENT AND FRAUD*

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME
30

States

Total defendants disposed of 6,742

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense-
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

—

Found guilty of offense charged-
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense-
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

2,930
1,858

212
120
451
165
114

3,739
3,015

181
543

73

151
68

450
401

496
413

217
165
41

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions-

Found guilty of offense charged--
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

(*)

10

1

2

83
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TABLE 27.— DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL

JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES; 1935—Continued

STOLEN PROPERTY

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME
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TABLE 37.—DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

PROCEDURAL OUTGONE
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TABLE 27.—DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

PROCEDURAL OUTCOlffi
30

States

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
DismlssiBd by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions-

Found guilty of offense charged

—

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense-
Plea guilty
Jury wa;ived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

1,232
*6B1

69

2,058
*1,242
130
•503

*172

113

150

101

252
194

PROCEDUHAL OUTCOME

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense-
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

—

Found guilty of offense charged'

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

183

(*)

{)
(*)

Found guilty of lesser offense

—

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

Total defendants disoosed of

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Disjnissed on motion of defense-
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty disposltlons--

Found guilty of offense charged
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

427

195

5

15



DETAILED TABLES 43

TABLE 27.—DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JTTRISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

PROSTITUTION AND COMMERCIALIZED VICE*

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME
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TABLE 27.— DEFENDANiTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

OTHER SEX OFFENSES*

PROCEDtraAL OUTCOME

Total defendants disposed of 4,864

Disposed of without conviction

Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense-
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

—

Found guilty of offense charged

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense-
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

1,575
*915

378
50
87

3,213
'•£,261

*iai
676

»76

176
116

122
114

1

2



DETAILED TABLES 45

TABLE 27.—DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COUHTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL

JLT?I3DICTI0N, BY PHOCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

VIOLATING DRUG LAWS

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME
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TABLE 27.—DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

CAHRYING WEAPONS, ETC.

PROCEDUEAL OUTCOME
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TABLE 27.—DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

NONSUPPORT OR NEGLECT

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME
30

States

Total defendants disposed of 8,118

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never In custody
Other no penalty dispositions-

Found guilty of offense charged--'

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

3,633
2,467

»211

147

84
559
165

4,401
•2,220
1,945
132

154
132

706

598

232
154
73

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense-
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by jury
Never In custody
Other no penalty dispositions

Found guilty of offense charged-
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty

Jury verdict guilty

294
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TABLE 27.— DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL

JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

VIOLATING LIQUOR LAWS

PKOCSDURAL OUTCOME
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TABLE 27.—DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, SY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFEJEE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

DRTVINC aHILE INTOXICA'TED

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

Total defendants disposed ol

Disposed of without conTlotlon
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

—

Found guilty of offense charged

—

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty

Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

2,285
»767
•101

145
1,158

25

7^241
*5,584

*437

*1,176

*101

245
116

1,327
1,170

196
142

478
461

PROCEDURAL OUTCQIE

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed Dy prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions'

Found guilty of offense charged
plea guilty
Jury viaived, court finds guilty
J'ory verdict guilty

137

121 (•)

(*)

(•)

117

100
5

232
222

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty

Jury verdict guilty

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

—

Found guilty of offense charged
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

140
126

1,338
244

1,010

2,870
1,807

148
132
10

351
328

522
443

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

• See par. 2 of explanatory note on p. 23.



50 JUDICIAL CRIMINAL STATISTICS, 1935

TABLE 27.—DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL

JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

ROAD AND DRIVING LAWS

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME



DETAILED TABLES

TABLE 27.—DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

PAK3N0 VIOLATIONS*

PRCCEDUHAL ODTCOME
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TABLE S7.—DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL

JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND. OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

OTHER MOTOR-VEHICLE LAWS*

PR0C2DURAL OUTCOME
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TABLE 27.— DEFENDANTS IN CRIK'.INAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

DIS0RDi3lLY CONDUCT AND DRUNKENNESS

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME



JUDICIAL CRIMINAL STATISTICS, 1935

TABLE 27.— DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME
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TABLE 27.— DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINA.L
JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OLTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

PROCEDURAL 0OTC0M3
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TABLE 27.— DEFENDAKTS Ilv' CRIMINAL CASES DISPOSED CF 3Y TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL

JURISDICTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

ALL OTHER OFFENSES

PROCEDURAL OUTCOi.3

Total defendants disposed of 14,534

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on notion of defense-
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by jury
Never In custody
Other uo penalty dispositions

—

Found guilty of offense charged—
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

found guilty of lesser offense-
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

6,360
•3,749

•520

299
1,162

203
427

7,999
•5,963

•801

•1,105

•175

104

297

189

322

214
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TABLE 28.—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME, OF DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES
DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION, BY OFFENSE,
BY STATES: 1935

(Selected Statee. Percent not shown where less than 0.1. Fercenteges for the 30 States combined shown
by offense in table 26.)

PROCEDURAL OOTCOME

ALL 0FI^3GES

Aplz. Calif. Colo. Conn. D. C. Idaho 111. Ind. Iowa

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by ^ury
Never in custody
Other no penalty disposition-

Found guilty of offense charged
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense--
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

30.2
'16.5
*1.7

1.6
7.4
1.4
1.6

67.4
*51.5
*4.9
•9.2

*2.4
1.8
0.2
0.3

29.8
21.2
2.1

4.2
0.8
1.5

68.7
57.8
0.2

10.7

1.5
1.1

22.8
11.2
0.8
4.3
3.7

2.7

5.8
4.8
0.5
0.4

38.1
26.3
1.0
0.1
5.9
2.5
2.3

56.0
44.8
1.2

10.0

5.9
4.0
0.4
1.5

26.2
20.4
1.0
2.1
0.9
0.2
1.5

71.9
61.6

1.9
1.7
0.1
0.1

32.3
24.4
0.5
0.4
7.1

44.9
0.4

12.4

9.9
7.5

27.0
18.2
2.4
0.2
3.9
1.1

1.1

70.6
61.1

0.4
0.6

42.8
24.1

4.0
5.7

54.4
45.1

0.2
0.1

49.2
37.8
3.0
3.8
1.7
1.2

1.8

47.8
35.5

2.3
0.5
0.3

2.7
0.9

70.3
64.9

ALL OFIEIBES

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME
Kans. Maine Mass. Mich. Minn. Mont. Nebr. N.H. N.J. ^^ ^

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never In custody
Other no penalty dispositions

—

Found guilty of offense charged-

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense-
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

37.0
25.4
5.5

56.9
48.3
1.3

6.1
5.5
0.1

0.5

37.7
31.1
1.1
0.1
3.1

1.9
0.4

61.7
56.8
0.7

0.4
0.1
0.1

45.7
•28.0
(*)

1.2
7.9
8.7

54.3
(•>

(•)

(*)

{*)

2.9
0.9
3.1
0.1

1.2

79.0
69.2

2.1
0.2
0.3

15.5
9.2

1.0
0.1
2.9
0.4

1.1

4.9

4.2
3.8

33.8
23.2
2.6
0.9
4.5
1.7

0.8

65.0
56.0
3.1
6.0

1.2
0.9

33.0
15.6
4.5
1.3
3.8
0.9
6.9

65.8
48.3
13.4
4.0

1.2
0.9

34.3
29.3

3.4
4.1

1.1
1.0

32.6
16.2
1.3

6.0
5.5

1.6

57.6
49.0
1.4
7.2

1.3

28.0
18.0
4.1

70.0
63.4

ALL OFFENSES

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME
Ohio Oreg Wis. Wyo

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense-
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions-

Found guilty of offense charged--
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty—

29.7
22.5

2.7
1.1

54.7
3.4

0.8
0.9

32.3
25.7
0.5
0.3
4.3
0.6
0.9

67.2
60.3
1.0
5.8

0.5

34.5
12.2
1.8
1.2

18.2

0.3

64.8
37.5
6.2

0.7
0.3
0.2
0.2

0.1

91.9
90.3
0.1

1.5

4;5
0.8
0.1

83.7
76.5

2.5
1.9
0.1

0.5

12.0
9.7

0.1
0.4
0.9

1.2
2.9

58.1
33.8
5.4

18.9

6.8
5.4

0.3
0.2
0.1

28.1
15.0
3.3
0.2
4.3
2.5
2.8

66.1
53.0
5.4

5.7

3.8
0.2
1.7

1.5
0.7
0.8
0.2

0.5
0.3
0.1

0.2
1.5

70.4
59.1

0.2
0.3

* See par. 2 of explanatory note on p. 23.
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TABLE 28.—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME, OF DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES
DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION, BY OFFENSE,

BY STATES: 1935—Continued

(See note at head of this table)

FROCEDUEAL OUTCOME N.

Hex. °'^^°

MUBLAUGHTKR

Calif. N. J. Ohio Pa

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions-

Found guilty of offense charged--
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense

—

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

50.9
19.4

17.1
10.9

47.4
15.1
2.0
5.6

10.4
8,0
6.4

48.6
30.3

4.0
3.2

61,3
24.2
4.8
1.6

11.3
1.6

17.7

13.7
5.6
£.4

78.9
64,8
1.6
0.8
9.4

2.3

16.4
10.2

6.3

4.7

23.6
6.5

0.5
1.9
9.7

2,8
2,3

31.9
8.3

44.4
29.2

0.8
3.9

1.6
37.0

7.4
2.5
0.4
4.5

48.6
14.9
1.7
9.7

21.7

0.6

46.9
22.9
9.7

4.5
2.3

59.1
16.4
3.6
2.7
27.3
9.1

37.3
IS.

2

1.8
17.3

3.6
1.8

47.8
23.1
1.5
3,0

17.9

2.2

39.6
29.8
3.0
6.7

12,7
8.2
0.7
3.7

57.3
15.9

41.6
21.9

1.1
0.7
0.2
0.2

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME
111. Ind. Iowa Kans. a. Mich. Minn

Total defendants disposed of 100.0

Disposed of without conviction-
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense-
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

—

Found guilty of offense charged
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

25.6
9.7

1.9

17.0
7.5
1.9

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

1.6

64.6
36.7

11.7
16.1

9.8

7.6
1.7

0.5

4.7
0.9
1.9

74.5
60.4

8.5
2.8

34.7
20.8
0.3
0,9

12.6

63.4
44.2

1.9
0.3

3.1
1.4

66.2
53.5
0.7

12.0

1.8
1.7

47.8
32.1
3.9
5.3
3,4
0,8
2,2

45.5
23,2
16,2
6.1

6.7

3.6

25.2
15.8

42.2
*23.9
(*)

0.6
8.2
9.4

13,0
9.6

13,2
6,6
0,7

0,7
2,2
0,7

46,5
5,9

13,9

66.2
52.5
0.7

12.9

57.8
(•)

(•)

(*)

(*)

80.0
56,5
1,7

21.7

7.0
6,1

0.9

19.1
19.1

ROBBERY—Continued

PROCEDURAL OUTCOIviE

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT

Ariz. Calif. D. C 111, Ind. Iowa

Total defendants disposed of 100.0 100.0 ICO.O

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

Found guilty of offense charged
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

31.8
10.7
0.8
0.9
3.4

15.4
0.6

64.5
50.8
3.8

10.0

3.8
2.8

£3.8
14.9
1.3

63.2
52.5
£.9

21.1
3.1
0,3
0,1

17.6
0.1
0.1

0.2
46.1

14.8
6.5

1.9
3.7

2.8

85.2
67.6
7.4

10.2

41.7
30.6

10.2

0.9

53.7
38.0

4,6
3,7

25,6
10.8

1.9

59.5
39.4
11.0
9,1

15,0
11.7
2.3

24.7
0.5

44.8
25.8

18.6
17.5

8.2
3.4
5.4

39.5
34.0
2.7
2.7

3,4
2.0

56.7
38.4
3.0

10.5
4.6

28.6
23.8
1.0

0.3

35.4
14.8
14.1

1.3
1.6

1.9
1.9

60.0
57.1

11.4
4,8

* See par. 2 of explanatory note on p. 23.
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TABLE 28.—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME, OF DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES
DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION, BY OFFENSE,
BY STATES: 1935—Continued

(See note at head of tills table)

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT—Continued OTHER ASSAULT

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without oonvletlon

—

Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense-
Jury waived, acquitted by court

Acquitted by Jury
NeTer in custody
Other no penalty dispositions-

Found guilty of offense charged—
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

36.7
27.5

Found guilty of lesser offense-
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

0.9

45.0
24.

8

0.9
19.3

18.3
14.7

41.5
*25.S
(*)

0.4
12.2
3.1

(*)

()
(*)

(•)

2.0
6.6

1.3

63.8
46.1
1.3
16.4

9.2
5.3

38.4
17.7

5.8
3.7

10.3
7.7

1.7

44.4
36.3
0.8

5.6
1.6

52.4
37.1

3.2
2.4

25.2
17.7
0.8
1.3
4.3
0.4
0.8

49.2
36.7

6.0
6.6

25.6
18.6
3.4
3.6

0.2
29.8

1.2
E7.6

0.9
0.3

31.8
15.9

59.9
42.0
10.2

60.5
46.1
4.3
5.9
1.1
1.7

0.9
0.8

23.4
*14.4
(*)

0.9
4.5
3.6

76.6
(*)

(•)

(*)

(*)

OTHER ASSAULT-Continued

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

Mich. N. J. Ohio Pa Ariz. Calif. Colo. Conn

Total defendants disposed ol

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense-

Jury waived, acquitted by court

Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

—

Found guilty of offense charged

—

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of leaser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

35.4
20.8
2.2
1.1

10.7

0.6

60.1
41.6
3.4

15.2

4.5
2.6

42.9
24.6
2.1
6.8
8.5
0.4
0.4

56.1

0.6
0.4

45.2
38.2

4.3
0.5

52.9
47.1
2.9
2.9

1.9

53.9
26.5
2.5
0.9

22.0
0.1
1.8

45.5
27.5
2.0
16.0

0.6

31.9
18.7
6.3
1.4
1.7

3.7

68.1
53.2
12.1

18.4
13.8
1.1

1.7

1.7

81.0
74.7

0.6
0.6

66.1
8.2
6.1

3.4
0.3
0.1

2.2
2.7
1.0

78.5
61.2

6.6

5.8

0.4
0.4

3.3
1.2

20.4
14.7

0.3
5.4

73.7
61.8

5.9
4.2

BURGLARY—Continued

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

Ind. Io«ra Eans. Maine Mass. Mich. Ulnn. Mont.

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court

Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

12.0
7.0
0.7

32.1
22.0

2.1
2.1

Found guilty of offenses charged
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

86.6
79.6
0.7
6.3

1.4
1.4

3.7

1.4
2.8

61.7
53.1
3.6
5.0

6.1
5.9
0.1
0.1

32.5
25.4
1.5
2.5
1.2
0.7

1.3

62.0
44.1

1.2
0.2

22.8
18.1
1.3

2.8

0.5

74.6
69.2
0.8
4.7

2.6
2.6

18.8
10.9

0.5
1.4

68.8
54.4
1.6

12.7

12.5

26.4
•16.2
(*)

0.8
5.5
3.8

1.8

61.7
58.1
0.6
3.0

2.4

(*)

(•)

(•)

6.2
4.3
0.9

0.4

91.0
87.1
0.5
3.4

2.8

9.2
7.5

0.3

83.7
80.0
0.3
3.4

7.1
7.1

0.7
2.8
2.8
0.7

75.0
66.0
6.3
2.8

0.7
0.7

* See par. 2 of explanatory note on p. 23.
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TABLE 28.—PERCECT DISTRIBUTION, BY PROCEDUR.'^.L OUTCOME, OF DEFENDATTTS IN CRIMINAL CASES
DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF' GENERAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION, BY OFFENSE,
BY STATES: 1935—Continued

(See note at head of this table)

PHOCEDUHAL OUTCOEffi

BUHGLARY—Oontl nued

Ohio Oreg. Pa. R. I
S.

Dak.

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense-

Jury waived, acquitted by court

Acquitted by jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

—

Found guilty of offense charged
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

12.4
3.4
0.3
0.3
2.6
0.3
0.6

35.1
71.4
10,7
4.0

1.4
1.4

13.5
11.3

0.8
1.5

86.5
ai.2
3.8
1.5

0.5
1.7

3.3
4.5

4.5
0.1

19.4
15.0
0.4
0.9
1.5
0.8
1.0

70.5
63.6
2.7

4.2

10.1
8.5

26.9
21.3

69.4
68.5

3.7

3.7

6.1
0.6
0.3
9.2
0.2
0.6

82.6
57.4
2.1
13.0

0.3
0.2

4.1
2.2

29.1
15.7

2.2
1.5

BURGLARY—
Continued

LARCENY, EXCEPT AUTO THEFT

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

Ariz. Calif. Colo. D. C. Idaho 111

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Disalssad by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by jury

Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions-

Found guilty of offense charged

—

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense-
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

12.7
5.7

0.5
0.2
2.9
0.7

2.6

6.5

4.8

17.3
10.4
0.5
0.3
1.0

5.1

81.6
74.5
5.8
1.3

1.2

22.7
14.4
1.5

6.1

0.8

75.8
65.2

1.5
1.5

25.0
12.6
0.4
5.4
1.8

0.2

21.7
1.8
0.5

30.6
21.3

5.9
2.1
1.0

63.5
54.8
1.3

5.9
5.1
0.3
0.5

22.1
15.4

27.5
26.5

72.5
69.6

35.8
25.6
0.4
1.8
3.4
1.6

61.2
54.4

11.1

19.7
17.2
0.4
2.0

35.8
26.3

51.7
49.8
9.9

0.1
0.2

LARCENY, EXCEPT AUTO THEFT—Continued

PROCEDURAL OUTCOiviE

Kans. Uaine Mass.* Uich. Minn. Mont. Nebr. N, J
N.

Mez.

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction-
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense-
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by jury
Never la custody
Other no penalty dispositions

Found guilty of offense charged
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

1.7

0.5
3.7
0.2

67.3
1.2

4.8

6.3
0.2

0.2

1.0
2.0

65.7
52.7

1.0

59.8
*35.1
(•)

1.3
6.6

16.7

40.2
(*)

()
(•)

(•)

13.9
7.4

1.9
4.6

12.5
8.5
0.8

2.3
0.3
0.5

83.4
79.9

4.1
3.9

24.9



DETAILED TABLES 61

TABLE 28.—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOhE, OF DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES
DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION, BY OFFENSE,
BY StAtES: 1935—Continued

(See note at bead of this table)
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TABLE 38.—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME, OF DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES
DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION, BY OFFENSE,
BY STATES: 1935—Continued

(See note at head of this table)

PROCEDORAL OUTCOME
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TABLE 38.—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME, OF DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES
DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION, BY OFFENSE,
BY STATES: 1935—Continued

(See note at head of this table)

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

111. Ind

Total defendante disposed of 100.0

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

Found guilty of offense charged-
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

0.3
6.1
4.5

43.4
89.5
1.6

45.

E

23.3

8.9
1.4

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

0.3
2.4

60.7
40.9
3.2
6.1

6.1
2.0
2.4

33.6
13.4
12.1
8.1

34.2
*21.6
(*)

1.1
9.7

26.2
13.9
3.0

43.2
29.5

65.8
(*)

(*)

(*)

(*)

1.5

66.3
46.0
1.0

19.3

7.4
6.9

1.8
3.6
8.9
1.2
l.B

62.5
43.5
5.4

13.7

6.5

4.2

8.9
0.5
2.1

17.9
12.5
2.6

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

RAPE—Contd.
PROSTITUTION
AND COMM. VICE OTHER SEX OFFENSES

Calif. Conn. Ind. Iowa Mas

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

—

Found guilty of offense charged

—

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

21.8
8.1
3.0

27.2
1.3

64.9
7.0

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

27.9
17.5
1.1
5.5
1.6
0.5

1.6

71.0
60.1

1.1
1.1

1.0
28.2

63.0
28.8

0.2
0.2

15.7

1.0

3.4

60.1
39.5
8.2

12.3

3.8
3.4

14.6
11.8
0.7

45.9
36.1
2.5
0.8
1.6

29.1
22.0
2.4

4.9
0.7

0.7
0.7

4.9

0.8
0.8

3.9
0.8

70.1
66.1

3.9

0.8

39.1
*24.4
(*)

2.6
5.1
7.1

60.9
(*)

(*)

(•)

(*)

OTHER SEX OFFENSES—Continued

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

Mich. Minn. N. J

VIOLATINO
DRUG LAWS

Calif. Pa

Total defendASts disposed oi

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense-
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions-

Found guilty of offense charged

—

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

21.4
12.8

23.1
14.2
1.2

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

0.9

75.1
66,7
3.4
6.0

2.6

6.5

1.2

75.1
65.1

1.8
1.2

* See pars. 1 and 2 of explanatory note

4.6
1.5
1.7

69,3
52.9
8.3
8.1

0.9
0.2
0.4
0.2

37.6
28.4
l.B
2.8
2.8

1.8

55,0
35.8
11.0

4.6
2.8

35.8
18.1
1.9
0.3

12.9
1.0
1.1

63.3
37.2
1.5

0.9
0.4
0.1
0.5

28.7
17.2

4.1
1.6

68.0
59.8
4.9

12.7
1.0
1.6

65.3
9.1

2.6

21.4
1.9

0.8
4.4
1.1

0.8

83.8
75.5
5.1
2.2

0.3

0.3

78.6
40.3
0.6

37.7

on p.
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TABLE 28.—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME, OF DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES
DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION; BY OFFENSE,
BY STATES: 1935—Continued

(See note at head of this table)

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

CARRYING KfEAPONS, ETC.

Calif. Ind. N. J. Ohio

NONSUPPORT OR NEGLECT

Calif. Ind. Iowa Ka

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Disaiissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense'

Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

Found guilty of offense oharged-
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

24.

13.2
1.8

5.4
5.4

2.8
1.9
1.9
3.8
1.9

54.7
45.3
8.5
0.9

1.9

0.9
6.1

1.3
0.4

3.9
9.5

21.8
1.0

1.0
0.5

72.3
54.4
12.1
5.8

1.0
1.0

32.8
7.8
0.7
1.0

22.8
0.3
0.3

67.0
34.9
1.2

30.9

0.2

25.5
18.3
1.0

1.9

74.0
63.5
6.7

3.8

0.5
0.5

62.9
2.6

24.4
16.2

1.4
0.8
0.4

51.4
40.0
3.4

1.1
2.3
4.6

48.6
44.6
2.3
1.7

56.6
2.3

0.6
0.6

36,0
29.7

1.1
0.6

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

NOHSUTPORT OR NEGLECT—Continued VIOLATINO
LIQUOR LAWS

Mass. Mich. Minn. N. J. Ohio Pa. Wl

Total defendants disposed of 100.0

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

36.9
(*) 3.4

0.7

15.7
9.8

1.0

3.9
1.0

Found guilty of offense charged-
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilts
Jury verdict guilty

(*)

()
(*)

C)

1.4

65.1
59.6
2.1
3.4

2.1
1.4

75.5
72.5

59.6
22.4
1.0
2.8
1.5

31.1
0.8

40.3
28.5

7.8

1.0

0.5
3.2

4.2
1.5

29.4
2.6
2.4

0.4
0.1

21.7
14.5
3.9
1.5
0.6
0.2
1.1

76.8
24.4
51.2
1.2

1.5

38.9
24.9
5.3
3.2
1.6

4.0

60.8
46.3
13.8
0.8

0.3
0.3

28.7
1.5
0.5

4.0
6.4

35.2
2.1
3.0
1.6
0.7
2.1

45.2
6.6
1.8

VIOLATIKG LIQUOR LAWS—Continued

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense-
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dlspositlons--

Found guilty of offense charged
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

35.8
20.0
1.5
0.1
2.5
0.7

10.9

63.7
58.6
2.0
3.1

0.5
0.5

29.0
12.0

4.4
1.1
0.2

49.9
44.2

3.4
3.2
0.1
0.1

48.7
47.4

51.3
49.4
0.6
1.3

3.6
0.6

0.3

74.9
64.5
1.8
8.7

2.7
2.1
0.6

58.7
36.0
6.4

5.8

40.7
30.2
5.8
4,7

0.6

25.5
15.6
0.8
2.6
2.8
2.9
0.7

73.8
63.1
5,0
5.7

0.7
0.3
0.3
0.1

22.6
18.9

76.8
74.2

20.4
16.5

1.0
0.9

79.2
75.1
2.5

0.3
0.3

8.6
1.0
0.5

0.3

58.1
45.5
1.6

21.0

0.4
0.3

* See par. 2 of explanatory note on p. 23.
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TABLE 28. -PERCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME, OF DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES
DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION BY OFFENSE
BY STATES: 1935—Continued

(See note at heud of this table)

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without oonvlotlon-
Dlsmlssed by prosecution
Dismissed on Motion of defense-
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

Found guilty of offense charged
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilt;
Jury verdict guilty

VIOLATING LIQUOR
LAWS—Continued

3.

Dak.

39.9
36.5

83.1
78.7
3.7

0.7

1.5

60.1
55.1

12.2
1.2
1.2
4.7

3.9
5.7

70.9
57.9

0.2

0.2

DRrVDIG WHILE INTOXICATED

79.8
70.2

0.4
3.4

83.2
73.4
6.0

1.4
1.4

36.9
24.7
1.2

1.5

59.8
43.3
15.2
1.2

3.4

0.4
0.4

19.9
14.0

4.1
1.2

80.1
70.8
1.8
7.6

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

Total defendants disposed ol

Disposed of without con/lction
'Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions-

Found guilty of offense charged—
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense-
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

DRIVING WHILE INTOXICATED—Cont Inued

Mich. Minn. Nebr. N. J. Ohio Pa

18.4
8.2
3.8
1.9
3.2

1.3

74.1
63.3
3.2

7.6
7.6

8.6
6.3

0.4

1.6

0.4

90.6
86.7

32.3
13.0
8.1
1.2
9.9

46.0
19.3

58.7
12.8
44.0 3.3

3.3

1.6
0.5

100.0

31.7

5.8
0.7

0.5
23.9
0.2
0.7

57.9
42.3
1.8
23.4

0.4
0.2

94.9
84.6
6.4
3.8

0.6

1.0
2.5

83.0
4.1

1.6
0.7

0.2
0.2

2.5

94.2
80.0
13.5
0.7

0.5

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

Total defendants disposed ol

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense-
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never In custody
Other no penalty dispositions-

Found guilty of offense charged-
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilts
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty

,

Jury waived, court finds gulltjJ
Jury verdict guilty J

ROAD AND DRIVING LAWS

5.8
1.1

0.5
4.2

34.2
10.5
4.7

59.3
44.3
2.1

10.0
2.1

0,7

39.3
27.9

15.8
8.6
4.6

1.3

1.3

83.6
59.1
9.2

5.3

0.7
0.7

0.1
0.7

0.4
0.5

4.8
0.7

0.2
0.2

0.1
0.1

0.6
5.4

90.6
89.5
1.0
0.1

0.4

PARKING
VIOLATIONS

100.0

0.1
0.1

99.9
99.9
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BtBLE 88.—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY PROCEDURAL OUTCOME, OF DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES

DISPOSED OF BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION, BY OFFENSE,

BY STATES: 1935—Continued

(See note at head of this table)

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

OTHER MOTOR VEHICLE LAWS
DISORDERLY CmiDUCT
AND DRUIKENNESS

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense

Jury waived, acquitted by court

Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

—

Found guilty of offense charged-

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty

Jury verdict guilty

28.5
11.3

2.5
5.8
1.7

0.5
0.5

41.3
15,0

4.4
13.3

8.6
0.2
0.8

Found guilty of lesser offense

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty

Jury verdict guilty

1.6

71.0
50.5
14.0
6.5

0.5
0.5

89.4
87.8

12.1

9.6

90.2
84.5
5.2
0.6

12.4
6.7

0.3
2.2

87.6
84.2

34.5
24.8

60.2
5.3

27.1
17.8
0.9
4.2
0.5
0.3
3.4

59.0

3.9
3.9

0.1
0.3

DISORDERLY CONDUCT AND DRUNKENNESS—Continued

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

Total defendants disposed ol

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense-

Jury waived, acquitted by cour1

Acquitted by jury

Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions--

Found guilty of offense charged
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty

Jury verdict guilty

34.7
27.7

0.7

0.2 1.0

2.0

53.4
60.4
3.0

59.7
20.4
3.8

17.6
15.5
0.3
1.0

11.3
12.6

5.4
5.7

0.1
0.3

93.6
92.8

Found guilty of lesser offense
Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty

Jury verdict guilty

1.0
1.0

2.0
2.0

8.7

2.5
0.3
0.6
0.2

0.1
4.8

91.2
85.0

1.1
0.5

0.1
0.3

86.4
85.4

98.9
97.6

PROCEDURAL OUTCOME

D. C. Ind. Iowa Mont. Nebr. N. J. Ohio Pa. Wis

Total defendants disposed of

Disposed of without conviction
Dismissed by prosecution
Dismissed on motion of defense
Jury waived, acquitted by court
Acquitted by Jury
Never in custody
Other no penalty dispositions

74.2
59.8
1.9

31.3
2.1
4.2

Found guilty of offense charged

—

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

Found guilty of lesser offense

—

Plea guilty
Jury waived, court finds guilty
Jury verdict guilty

13.2
3.8 47.2

12.5
0.7

1.0
4.0

81.0
58.0
12.0
1.0

20.9
10.9
9.1

79.1
72.7

20.8
14.2
3.0
0.6
2.4
0.4
0.2

78.2
59.4

1.0
1.0

14.3
12.5

34.9
3.6

0.9

85.7
80.4
0.9
4.5

15.2
6.7

1.2
3.0
1.8

2.4

84.3
75.4
6.7

1.8
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TABLE 29.— DEFENDAKTS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935

All offensoa- 110,646 7.755 1,269 5,518 3,031

Murder
kanslaughter
Robbery
A^ravated assault
Other assault —
Burglary
Larceny, except auto theft-

Auto theft
Embezzlement and fraud
Stolen property
Forgery
Rape
Prostitution and commercialized

vice

Other sex offenses
Violating drug laws

Carrying weapons, etc.

Nonsupport or neglect
Violating liquor lews
DrlTing while intoxicated-
Road and driying laws

Parking Tiolatlons
Other motor-Tehicle laws
Disorderly conduct and drunken-

nass
Vagrancy
Qembling —

'

All other offenses

875
845

5,256
4,273
3,142

13,587
•13,155

4,737
*3,837

1,254
3,172
2,197

661

•3,301
939

1,441
4,486
7,761
7,335
3,950

*2,166
2,269

5,799
3,206
2,774
8,228

142
102

92
110

415
341
117

,248
582

522
469
97

446
270

192
613
124
155

19
26

207
123

318
269

281
190

34
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TABLE 29.—DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JXmiSDICTION, BY OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935— Continued

Oreg. Wyo.

All offenses-

Murder
Manslaughter
Robbery
Aggravated assault
Other assault
Burglary
Larceny, ejcept auto theft-

Auto theft
Embezzlement end fraud-
Stolen property
Forgery

Prostitution and commercialized
vice

Other sex offenses
Violating drug lews
Carrying weapons , etc.

Nonaupport or neglect
Violating liquor laws

Driving while intoxicated-
Road and driving laws

598
364

151

290

,165
144

Parking violations
Other motor-vehicle laws
Disorderly conduct and drunken^

neas
Vagrancy
Gambling
All other offenses

96

318

29,700 5,337 14,634

150
191

1,552
1,799
1,155
2,424
3,762

843
1,109

388
468
455

329

1,273
125
683

2,492
2,695
2,886

533

1,465
2,328

19
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TABLE 30.— PERCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY OFFENSE, OF DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED
BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

(Percent not shown where lees than 0.1)

Dak.

All offenses- 100.0 LOO.O

Kurder
Manslaughter
Robbery
Aggravated asaault—
Other assault —-——
Burglary
Larceny, except auto theft-

Auto theft
Bnbezzlsnent and fraud
Stolen property--
Forgery
Rape
Prostitution and commercialized

vice

1.5
0.7
4.4
2.7
1.4
14.8
20.8

3.7
1.9

Other sex offenses
Violating drug laws
Carrying weapons, etc.
Nonsupport or neglect
Violating liquor laws

Driving while intoxicated
Road end driving laws

Parking violations
Other motor-vehicle laws
Disorderly conduct and drunken-

ness
Vagrancy
Gambling
All other offenses

2.8
20.8

0.1

1.0

14.5
9.0

4.0
0.8

0.1

3.5

18.3
3.1

0.5
1.5

10.1
4.7
3.0

31.0
•10.4

9.9
(•)

2.2
1.0
6.4

{•)

1.5
3.6

(•)

2.;

18.0
8.8

0.1
1.5
2.3
6.1

3.0
3.1

0.5
3.9

1.7

6.3
0.8

4.8
0.2
0.3
3.2
1.2
8.6
0.9

1.1

1.3

4.4
3.1

17.9

1.0
8.4

0.9
0.8
4.1
1.6
1.3

19.0
15.4

5.5
3.5
2.4
8.0
2.5

0.8
1.8
4.4
5.9
2.4

3.3
2.0

0.4
0.2
1.3
2.6

7.2
5.4

3.5
4.3

0.4
1.6
2.0
8.2

4.3

2.6

15.0
10.1

4.3
5.0
2.3
1.4

4.3
0.3
2.3
5.2
12.8
0.8

2.9
1.5

1.9
7.9
4.1
6.7

3.0
5.5

4.2
3.4

0.7
2.4

10.6

1.3
4.6

0.7
8.7

0.5
4.6

1.5
10.9

0.7
5.4

5.2
11.0

0.8
0.8
1.4
2.4
2.1

8.5
la.l

2.5
2.6
2.1
4.2
4.6

20.4
6.9

0.3
12.1

Oreg. Vt. Wash. Wis.

All offenses

Uurder —
Manslaughter —

-

Robbery
Aggravated assault
Other assault
Burglary
Larceny, except auto theft

Auto theft
Bsbezzlement and fraud
Stolen property
Forgery
Rape
Prostitution end commercialized

vice

0.3
0.8

5.0
4.0

21.1 8.2
12.7

Other sex offenses
Violetlng drug laws
Carrying weapons, etc.
Nonsupport or neglect
Violating liquor laws —
Driving while Intoxlcetod
Road and driving laws

0.9
0.4
2.1
4.0
15.0
2.0
0.6

2.5
10.7

0.3
0.1
2.1
5.9
3.3
1.0

0.4
2.3
8.4
9.1

0.5
0.1

38.3
4.4

12.3
4.4
1.5
1.3
0.3

3.6
0.8
2.1
1.3
0.8
4.6

Parking violations
Other motor-vehicle laws
Disorderly conduct and drunken-

ness
Vagrancy
Oambllng
All other offenses

0.3
0.7
2.0
1.9
3.0

14.1
16.2

3.4
^.7
1.2
5.0
2.0

1.6
0.1
0.6

0.1
1.8

0>9
7.6

4.0
0.6

8.8
0.3

1.6
4.1

0.6
0.4
0.1
0.4
0.3

2.0
6.6

15.4

46.8
3.1

6.2
1.2
0.1

3.4
5.0

1.6

0.2

0.7
4.2

4.0
10.8

5.1
2.2
1.5

0.4
0.2
0.2

2.6
3.5

3.9

14.4
4.4

12.5
20.1

0.9
6.6

0.4
15.0

* See par. 1 of explanatory note on p. 83.
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TABLE 31.—DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION IN 30 STATES, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT AND OFFENSE: 1935

SENTENCE OR TREAIMENT Mur-
der

Man-
slaugh-
ter

Rob-
bery

Aggra-
vated
as-
sault

Other
as-

sault

Lar-
ceny,

except
euto
theft*

Total defendants sentenced- 3,142 13,587 13,155

State prisons and reformatories (for
adults)
With money payment also*
Without money payment*

Institutions for Juvenile delinquents
only

Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also*-
Without money payment*

Fines, costs, or other money payment
only

Fine with or without other payment*
Costs only*
Restitution or support order*

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision-
With money payment also*
Without money payment*

Probation or suspended sentence without
supervision

Death penalty
Other

25,167
6,430

17,712

28,366
9,349

18,706

24,566
17,799
2,838
3,820

24,832
10,761
12,643

6,217

3,137
542

2,111

1,236
117

1,075

196
73

117

710
138
473

,016
229

778

1,712
442

1,259

385
265

1,012
306
650

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT

1,108
481
627

802
563
208

733
301
399

6,209
1,458
4,569

2,485
824

1,582

290
113
129

3,911
1,530
1,894

4,232
1,371
2,844

3,736
1,437
2,272

821
437
275

105

3,555
1,411
1,963

bezzle
ment
and

fraud'

Sto-
len

prop-
erty

For-
gery

Rape

Prosti
tutlon
and

Other
sex

offen-

ses*

Viola-
ting
drug
laws

Carry-
ing
weap-
ons,

etc.

Total defendants sentenced- 3,17^ 3,301

State prisons and reformatories (for
adults)
With money payment also*
Without money payment*

Institutions for Juvenile delinquents
only

Local Jails, workhouses, etc.
With money payment also*-
Without money payment*

352

125
225

1,449
460
985

537
199
334

1,057
226
787

501
120

364

911

191
720

Fines, costs, or other money payment
only

Fine with or without other payment*
Costs only*
Restitution or support order*

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also*
Without money payment*

378
228

1,269
669
573

193
89

104

127
104

434
187
222

944
451
477

471
193
212

655
254

861
309
509

271
24

247

Probation or suspended sentence without
supervj sion

Death penalty
Other

623
106

513

184
147

374

108
255

See pars. 1 and 3 of explanatory note on p. 23.
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TABLE 31 .—DEFEKDANTS FOOTID GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION IN 30 STATES, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT AND OFFENSE: 1935—Cont inued

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT

Viola-
ting
liquor
laws

Driv-
ing

while
in-

toil-
oated

Road
and

driv-

ing

Park-
ing

viola-

tions*

Other
motor-
vehi-
cle
lews*

Disor-
derly
con-
duct
and

drunic-

ennees

Vag-
rancy

Gam-
bling

All
other

Total defendants sentenced- 3,?06 2,774

State prisons and reformatories (for

adults)
With money payment also*
Without money payment*

1,196
337

833

Institutions for juvenile delinquents
only

local Jails, workhouses, etc-
With money payment also*

—

Wlthuut money payment*

2,424
1,486

Fines, costs, or other money payment
only

Fine with or without other payment*
Costs only*
Restitution or support order*

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision

With money payment also*
Without money payment*

3 , 156

2,680

1,494
883
611

3,149
1,551
1,597

1,882
1,666
144

1,936
1,066

869

465
178
284

3,132
2,900

194

2,155
2,138

356
133
219

1,390
1,211

159

335

171

156

2,576
244

2,332

2,384
2,229

319

157

161

915
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TABLE 32.—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT, OF DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY

AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION IN 30 STATES, BY

OFFENSE: 1935—Continued

(Percent not shown where less than 0.1)

SENTENCE OH TREATIENT

Em-
bezzle-
ment
and
fraud*

Sto-
len
prop-
erty

For-
gery

Prosti-
tution
and
com.

vice*

Other
sex

offen-

Viola-

ting
drug
laws

Carry-
ing
weap-
ons,

etc.

Non-
sup-
port
or

neg-
lect

Total defendants sentenoed-

State prisons and reformatories (for

adults)
With money payment also*
Without money payment*

Institutions for juvenile delinquents
only

Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also*-
Without money payment*

Fines, costs, or other money payment
only
Fine with or without other payment*
Costs only*
Restitution or support order*

Probation or suspended sentence with
superrision .-

With money payment also*
Without money payment*

33.1
17.4

Probation or suspended sentence without
superrision

Death penalty-
Other

10.0
17.9

1.8
1.1

34.6
14.9
17.7

5.7

1.7

45.7
14.5
31.1

6.3
10.5

3.4
1.4
1.1
0.9

2.8

0.4

48.1
10.3
35.8

22.

8

5.5

0.7
0.5

21.4
8.8
9.6

1.8

0.7

21.2
6.1

13.5
15.7

27.6
5.8
21.8

21.2
6.0
15.2

3.5
8.5

4.8
1.4
3.4

3.0
42.1

25.1
8.2

16.9

2.2
9.9

26.1
9.4

15.4

3.7

0.6

28.9
2.6

26.3

1.3

0.3

26.0
7.5

5.2
2.2
3.0

2.3
4.3
54.4

26.3
18.3
6.4

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT

Viola-
ting

liquor
laws

Driv-
ing

while
in-

toxi-
cated

Road
and

driv-
ing

laws

Park-

ing
viola-
tions'

Other
motor-
vehi-
cle
laws*

Disor-
derly
con-
duct
and
drunk-
enness

Vag-
rancy

Gam-
bling

All
other

Total defendants sentenced-

State prisons and reformatories (for
adults) --

With money payment also*
Without money payment*

Institutions for Juvenile delinquents
only

Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also*--
Without money payment*

Fines, costs, or other money payment
only
Fine with or without other payment'

Costs only*
Restitution or support order*T

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also*
Without money payment*

Probation or suspended sentence without
supervision

Death penalty —
Other

5.1
2.1
3.1

31.2
19.1
12.1

40.4
34.5
4.8
1.0

19.3
11.4
7.9

2.3
1.2

1.1

42.9
21.1
21.8

25.7
22.7
2.0
0.6

26.4
14.5
11.8

0.9
0.5
0.4

11.8
4.5

73.4
4.9
0.4

5,4
3.5
1.6

99.5
98.7
0.8

0.1

0.1

15.7
5.9
9.7

61.3
53.4
7.0
0.2

14.8
7.5
6.9

3.1
1.3
1.8

44.4
4.2

40.2

38.4
2.4
0.3

0.5

0.5

22.4
1.0

21.4

1.0
0.8
0.2

2.6
0.9

0.7
0.2
0.5

2.4
0.3

25.4
9.3

14.5
4.1
10.1

19.8
5.7

13.4

30.5
17.9
6.2
6.3

25.5
11.0
13.5

2.0

0.6

2.4

0.3

4.2

0.3

4.6

1.3

74.9

0.4

2.6

0.8

6.2

0.7

* See pars. 1 and 3 of e:q>lanatory note on p. 83.
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TABLE 33 .—DEFENnA.NTS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935

ALL OFFEIBES

SENTENCE OH TREATMENT

Total defendants sentenced

State prisons and reformatories (for
adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Jut. delinquents only
Local jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment
Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-
out supervision

Death penalty
Other

110,646 1,269 1,450 5,518

25,167
*6,430
•17,712

873
28,366
•9,349
'18,706

24,566
•17,799
•2,838
•3,820

24,832
•10,761
'12,643

5,217

132
29

103

1,772
13

759
211

2,327
109

2,218
375

362

13

3,049
1,296
1,753

764
128
636

9

120
26

354
162
192

8

433
209
224
223
209

11,549
*205
•318

6

409
•53
45
51

60

593
*147

*132

2,591

1,378
1,213

75
676
564
112
973
876

841
586
255

770
195
574
25

1,037
383
654
444
383
17

44

670

257

413

SEOTENCE OR TREATMENT N.

Uex.

Total defendants sentenced

State prisons and reformatories (for
adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Juv. delinquents only
Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment
Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with
out supervision

Death penalty
Other

2,328 2,855 2,713 7,550

1,175
1,176

547

547

191
109

382
329
53

106
15

192
43

149
215
211

177

19
158

735

735

893

893
109
(•)

(•)

(*)

1,114
(*)

(•)

1,398

415
1,007

558
281
158

1,214
688

525

1,039

437

309

132
21
106

721
177
544

322

15
307

129
129

684
312
372
30

252
172
90

198
143

397

262
135

1,653
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TABLE 33.—DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OH TREATMENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935— Continued

SENTENCE OR TREATUEOT
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TABLE 33.—DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIPX COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1937— Continued

MANSLAUOHTER

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT
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TABLE 33 . —DEFENDANTS KIUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL

JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935— Continued

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT
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TABLE 33.— DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935— Continued

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT

Total defendants sentenoed-

State prisons and reformatories (for

adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Jut. delinquents only
Local Jails, worichouses, etc,

With money payment also
without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment

—

Fine with or without other payment

Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with

supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

1,016
•E23
•778

13
1,712
*442

"1,259
385
265
96

E4

1,012
*306
*650

198
6

192
10

SENTENCE OR TREATMEITT

Total defendants sentenced

sns and refonnatorles (forState pri

adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

—

Institutions for Juv. delinquents only

Local Jails, workhouses, etc
With money payment also-
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment

—

Fine with or without other payment

Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with

supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

(*)

(•)

100
30

139
106

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT
N.

Dak.
Oreg. Wyo.

Total defendants sentenoed- 1,799

(forState prisons and reformatories
adults)

With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions lor juv. delinquents only

Local jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
iVlthout money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment
Fine with or without other payment

Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with'

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

991

258
733
235
132

130
27

103

See par. 3 of explanatory note on p. 23.
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TABLE 33.— DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

OTHER ASSAULT

SEKTEKCE OR TREATNEKT
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TABLE 33.— DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT

Total defendants sentenced

State prisons and reformatories (for
adults)
With Honey payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Juv. delinquents only
Local jails, workhouses, etc,

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money pajTnent

—

Fine with or without other payment
Coats only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

6,809
•1,458
*4,569

180

2,485
"324

"1,582

290
113

129
48

3,911
'1,530
'1,894

107

107 375
72

420

206

206

309
*50

520
180
340

142

26
116

5

92

378
119
259

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT Kans. Maine Mass. Mich. Minn, Mont. Nebr. N.H. N. J

Total defendants sentenced---

State prisons and reformatories (for

adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Juv. delinquents only
Local jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment

—

Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision

With money payment also
Without money payment

Probetion or suspended sentence with
out supervision

Death penalty
Other

1,134

265
265

238

238

218

218

430
(•)

C)

291
165
125

411

280
131

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT Oreg. Wyo.

Total defendants sentenced

State prisons and reformatories (for

adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for juv. delinquents only
Local jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment

—

Fine with or without other payment
Coats only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

792
273
519

613
158
455

600
280
320
22

878
463
415
189

490
208
282

196
196

187

115

* See par. 3 of explanatory note on p. 23.

153997 0—37 6
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TABLE 33.—DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

LARCENY, EXCEPT AUTO THEFT*

SENTENCE OR THEATMEWT

Total deferdants sentenced

—

State prisons and reformatories (for

adults)
With money payiceut also
Wltliout money payment

Institutions for Juv. delinquents only
Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payroent also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money paiocent

—

Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Hestitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence wit::

supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with
out supervision

Death penalty
Other

4,232
•1,371
''2,844

169

3,73d
•1,437
•2,?72

821
"437
*275
•105

3,555
•1,411
•1,963

131
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TABLE 33.—DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREi^.TMENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

AUTO THEFT

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT

Total defendants sentenced 4,737

State prisons and reformatories (for
adults)

Witt money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Juv. delinquents only
Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Finos, costs, or other money payment-
Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision

With money payment also
Without money payment

Probatioa or suspended sentence with-
out supervision

Death penalty
Other

1,757
*393

*1,252
81
970

*251
•675

170
129
34

1,501
*58a
•809

149
•17

•20

250
113
132

SEOTENCE OR TREATMENT N.

Max.

Total defendants sentenced

State prisons and reforcEtories (for
adults)

With money payment also
V/ithout money payment

Institutions for Juv. dellnq^uents only
Local jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment
Fine *ith or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision

'•'lith money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

115

116

122
(•)

(•)

141
91

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT
N.

Dak.
Oreg.

S.

Dak.
.«yo.

Total defendants sentenced

State prisons and reformatories (for

adults)
With money Dayrnent also
Without money payment

Institutions for Juv. delinquents only
Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or otner money payment

—

Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probatioa or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation isr suspended sentence witL

out supervisiori

Death penalty
Other

420
131

289

par. 3 of explanatory nute
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TABLE 33 . —DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935— Continued

EMBEZZLEMENT AND FRAUD*

sehte:jce or treatment

Total defendants sentenced- 3,837

(forState prisons and reformatorie
adults)

With money payment also
Without money payinent

Institutions for juv, delinquents only
Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payinent

Fines, costs, or other money payment
Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
Wltn money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with
out supervision

Death penalty
Other

383
"243
*610

9

1,055
*357
*685

378

228
59

91

1,269
*669
*573

208
100
108

SENTENCE OH TREAUEOT

Total defendants seatenoed--

State prisons and reformatories (for

adults )

With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Juv. delinijueats only
Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment
Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with
out supervision

Death penalty
Other

(*)

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT
N.

Dak.

Total defendants sentenced

State prisons and reformatories (for

adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Juv. delinquents only
I^cal jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment
Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with

supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-
out supervision

Death penalty
Other

27



DETAILED TABLES

TABLE 33.— DEFENDANTS FOOND GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935— Continued

STOLEN PROPERTY

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT



JUDICIAL CRIMINAL STATISTICS, 1935

TABLE 33.— DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL

JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935— Continued

SKNTENCE OR TREATMENT

Total defendants sentenced

State prisons and reforniatorles (for

adults)
Witt money payment also
WltLcut money payment

Institutions for Juv. delinquents only

Local jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without rioney pajicent

Fines, costs, or other money pejinent

Fine with or without other payiafint

Costs only
Restitution or support order

Frobation or suspended sentence with

supervision
With money paj-ment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

1,449
*460
*985

30

537
•199
*334

108
43
35
29

944
*451
»477

119
10

219
124

Conn.

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT

Total defendants eentenced-

State prisons and reformatories (for

adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Jut. delinquents only

Local Jails, worlchouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment
Fine with or without other payment

Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or sxjspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

116
116

()
(•)

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT
N.

Dak.
Creg.

S.

DBk.

Total defendants sentenced

State prisons and reformatories (for

adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

Inati.tutions for Juv. delinquents only

Local jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment

—

Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-

out supervision
Death penalty

Other

136
65

205
118

* See par. 3 of explanatory note on p. 23.
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TABLE 33.—DEFENDANTS FOUKD GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY THIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATNENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

SENTENCE OR TREiATMENT

Total defendants sentenced- 8,197

State prisons and refomatorles (for
adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Jut. delinquents only
Local Jails, worlthouses, etc.

With money paymsnt also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment

—

Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with

out supervision
Death penalty
Other -

1,057
•226
*787

20
501
*120
*364

471
*193
*212

(•)

SENTENCE OR TREAUEJn

Total defendants sentenced--

State prisons and reformatories (for

adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Juv. delinquents only
Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or otter money payment

—

Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with

out supervision
Death penalty
Otter

103
2

101

(*)

(*)

SENTENCE OR TREATKENT Oreg.
S.

Dak.
Wyo.

Total defendants sentenced

(forState prisons and reformatories
adults)

With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Juv. delinquents only
Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment--
Flne with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-
out supervision

Death penalty
Other

114
103

* See par. 3 of explanatory note on p. 23.
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TABLE 33.—DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

PROSTITUTION AND COMMERCIALIZED VICE*

SENTENCE OH TREATMENT



DETAIDED TABLES 87

TABLE 33.—DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRUL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

OTHER SEX OFFENSES*

SEiWE:JCE OH TRE,\T!.3:;JT



JUDICIAL CRIMINAL STATISTICS, 1935

TABLE 33.— DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

VIOLATING DRUG LAWS

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT



DETAILED TABLES E

TABLE 33.— DEFENDANTS FOimD GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, -BY SENTENCE OH TREATMENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

CARRYING WEAPONS, ETC.

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT



JUDICIAL CRIMINAL STATISTICS, 1935

TABLE 33.—DEFENDA-NTS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

NONSUPPORT OR NEGLECT

SEKTENCE OR THEATMEHT



DETAILED TABLES

TABLE 33.— DEFENDANTS FOLTID GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMIMAL
JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

VIOLATING LIQUOR LA»S

SENTENCE OR TREATMF.NT
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TABLE 33 . —DEFENDANTS FOUND GRJILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

DRIVING WHILE INTOXICATED

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT

Total defendants sentenced

State prisons and reformatories (for

adults)
With money payment also
without money payment

Institutions for juv. delinquents only

Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment

—

Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with

supervision
With money payment also
Without money payuBnt

Probation or suspended sentence with-

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

7,335 1,349

85
32
15

3,149
"1,551
*1,597

1,882
•1,666
*144
*41

1,936
'1,066
•869

396
36

360
172
172

759
466
293

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT

Total defendants sentenced

State prisons and reformatories (for

adults)
With money payment also .—
Without money payment

Institutions for Juv. delinquents only

Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment-
Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with

supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

156
54

102
12

12

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT
N.

Dak.
Oreg.

3.

Dak.

Total defendants sentenced 2,386

State prisons and reformatories (for

adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Juv. delinquents only

Local Jails, workliouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment

—

Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with'

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

12

1,503
971

537

640
493
113
29

650
258
392

191
232
220

3

• See par. 3 of explanatory note on p.



DETAILED TABLES

TABLE 33.—DEFENHANTS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRI^aNAL
JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

ROAD AND DRIVUIG LAWS

SENTENCE OR TKEATMENT

Total defendants sentenced 3,950

State prisons and refoimatorles (for
adults)

With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Juv. dellnq.uents only
Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment-
Fine with or »(ithout other payment
Coats only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also ---

Without money payment
Probation or suspended sentence with'

out supervision
Death penalty
Other-

16

465
•178
*284

3,132
'2,900
194
*14

212
*139
*64

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT
N.

Uez.

Total defendants sentenced

State prisons and reformatories (for

adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Juv. delinquents only

Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment-
Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
8upervlsion-<
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-
out supervision

Death penalty
Other

(*)

(*)

()

(•)

100
62

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT
N.

Dak.
Oreg. Wyo.

Total defendants sentenced- 1,873

(forStats prisons and reformatories
adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Juv. delinquents only
Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment-
Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-
out supervision

Death penalty
Other

132
112
20

279
151

116

149

1

148
1,676
1,655

19

* See par. 3 of explanatory note on p. 23.
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TABLE 33.—DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL

JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT AND OFFEI-BE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

PAHKENG VIOLATIONS *

3EOTENCE OR TREATMENT



DETAILED TABLES 9

TABLE 33.—DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

OTHER MOTOR-VEHICLE LAWS*

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT
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TABLE 33.— DEFENDANTS POUND GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

DISORUERLY CONDUCT Aim DRUNKENIESS

SENTENCE OR TREATIvENT



DETAILED TABLES

TABLE 33.— DEFENDANTS FOUMD GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COraTS OE GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATIENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

SENTEITCE OR TREATIffiNT
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TABLE 33 .— DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY AND SEHTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT AND OFFENSE, BY STATES; 1935—Continued

GAMBLING

SKITEircE OH TREATIvENT



DETAILED TABLES

TABLE 33.—DEFENDANTS FO'Jin) GUILTY AND SENTENCED BY TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT ACT OFFENSE, BY STATES: 1935—Continued

ALL OTHER OFJEJSES

SS2JTE;JCE or TEEATi.E::T

Total defendants sentenoed--

State prisons and refomatories (for

adults)
With money payiDent also

Without money payment
Institutions for juv, delinquents only

Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money pa^Tnent

Fines, costs, or other money payiseat

?ine v;ith or without other paynent
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with

supervision
With money payment also
iJithout money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

8,223

1,196
'337

*833

223
1,630
*469

•1,104

2,513
'1,475
*511
•522

2,096
*907

•1,113

SECTEKCH OR TREATIE"
N.

Ilex.

Total defendants sentenced

(forState prisons and reformatorie

adults)
iVith money payment also

Without money payment

Institutions for juv. delinquents only

Local jails, workhouses, etc

With money payment also-

Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other aoney payment

—

Fine with or without other payment

Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with

supervision
".Vith money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

50
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TABLE 34.—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT, OF DEFENDANTS

TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION AND SENTENCED,

STATES: 1935
(Selected States. Percent not shown where less than 0.1)

FOUND GUILTY BY
BY OFFENSE, BY

SEHTENCE OR TEEATKENT

ALL OFFEMSES

Total defendants sentenced

and reformatories (forState prisons
adults)

With money payment also
Without money payment--

Institutlons for Juv. delinquents only

Local Jails, workhouses, etc
With money payment also-
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment

—

Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

22.7
•5.8
16.0

0.8
£5.6
*8.4
*16.9

22.2
*16.1
*2.6
3.5

22.4
9.7

0.1
0.5

19.6
9.9

22.8
0.2

22.

7

2.7
30.0
1.4

28.6
4.8

16.7
22.6

0.5
0,1

0,2
0,1

67,0
11.2
55.7

0.8
10.5
2.3
8.8
3.5
2.9
0.1
0.5

17.5
6.4

0.1
0.2

27.9
12.8
15.1
0.6

34.1
16.5
17.7
17.6
16.5
0.5
0.6

66.8
0.1
7.4
0.7

6.7

0.3

22.8
1.3

21.5

48.0
1.0
46.9

1.3
14.3

5.1
22.2

2.0

1.3

58,9
7.8
'12.1

0.2
15.5
2.0
1.7
2.3
2.3

5.0

0.3
0.2

47.0
25.0
22.0
1.4
12.3
10.2

17.6
15.9
0.7

15.2
10.6
4.6

ALL OFFENSES—Continued

SEHTENCE OR TREATMENT
Kans. Maine Mass. Mich. Minn. Mont. Nebr. N.H. N. J. N.U.

Total defendants sentenced 100.0

State prisons and reformatories (for

adults)
With money payment also r

Without money payment
Institutions for juv. dellnguents only
Local jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment

—

Fine with or without other payment

Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

50.5
50.5

23.5
23.5

8.2

4,7
2.3
1.2

16.4
14.1
2.3

14.3
0.1

14.2
2.0

25.7
5.8

19.9
28.8
28.2
0.4
0.1

23.7
2.5

21.2

25.7

25.7

31.3

31.3
3.8
()
()
()

39.0
()
()

32.9

11.2
1.4
9.8

23.7
13.1
6.6
3.9

28.5

38.9
0.6

38.3
0.2

19,8
3,6

16,1
11,4
6,7

0,8
3.9

53,0
2.5
50.5
3.3
7.2
1.5
5.8

21.2
21.2

12.3
0.3

2.5
0.3

43.1
19.6
25.4
1.9

16.5
10.8
5.7

12.5
9.0
2.0
1.5

25.0
16.5
8.5

22.6
0.4

22.1
0.9

20.4
2.5
17.8
13.7
11.9
1.5
0.2

3.9
3.0
0.9

13.9
11.

5

0.1

0.1

0.3

ALL OFFENSES—Continued
SENTENCE OH TREATMENT

Oreg.

Total defendants sentenced-

State prisons and refounatorlss (for

adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for juv. delinquents only
Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment

—

Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with'

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

32.0
2.4

29.7
4.9
35.6
20.4
15.3
7.5
2.4
3.1
2.1

10.1
4.4
5.7

6.7

3.2

33.4
12.0
21.4

11.5
4.0

19.1
17.9
0.7
0.5

30.2
12.0
18,2

0,2
0,4

41,6
0,3

18,1
6,1

12,0
11,0
10.5
0.1

0.4

17.7
3.9

13.8

9,4

0,9

0,5
38.3
15.9
22.4
25.5
8.7

23.3
7.8

15.6

4.4

0.8

16.9
16.9

15.7
16.7

57.1
56.8
0.4

36.1
2.4
33,6
1,6

22,8
12.0
10.8
17.1
13.4
3.0
0.7

17.6
8.9
8.6

50.0
0.3

49.2
1.9
16.3
4.0

12.3
12.6
7.2
0.5
4.8

13.1
2.9

10,2

5,9

0,3

5,0

2,2
2,8
0,7

30,4
3.2

27,2
57.5
56.9
0.5
0.1

5.7

4.4
1.3

0.1

0.4

52.0
1.7
50.3
1.3

17.0
6.4

10.6
11.3
10.2
0.2
0.9

3.6
0.2
0.6

6.9

0-3

20.4
1.6
18.8
43.2
41.1
1.1

1.0

9.1
5.8
3.3

19.6

0.7

See par. 3 of explanatory note on p. 23.
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TABLE 34.—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT, OF DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY BY
TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION AND SENTENCED, BY OFFENSE, BY
STATES: 1935—Continued

(See aote at head of this table)

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT



102 .JUDICIAL CRIMINAL STATISTICS, 1935

TABLE 34.—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREAT1£ENT, OF DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY BY
TRIAL COURTS OF SENERAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION AND SENTENCED, BY OFFENSE, BY
STATES: 1935—Continued

(See note at head of this table)

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT
OTHER ASSAULT—Contiaued

Ariz. Calif. Colo. Conn. D. C

Total defendants sentenced 100.0 100.0

State prisons and reforaatories (for
adults)
With money payment also
WithoQt money payment

Institutions for Jut. delinquents only
Local jails, worichouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment
Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

12.4
0.9

11.5
0.9

31.6
4.6
27.0
10.3
9.5

0.6
0.3

30.2
19.0
11.2

14.4

0.3

1.4

45.0
29.2
15.8
35.4
34.4
1.0

15.8
5.8

10.0

1.7

0.3

3.3
1.7
1.6
1.0
36.1
23.2
12.9
23.1

14.5
1.5

28,2
10.7

7.4

0.8

18.6
1.3

17.3
45.6
40.1
5.5

75.4

75.4

2.1

2.1
0.7

0.7

30.0

30.0
5.8

33.7
0.5

33.0
0.2
0.2

75.5
11.6
63.8
1.6
5.7

0.3
5.3

43.5
15.2
28.3

73.3

73.3

6.8

6.8

20.7
2.5

18.1

11.0

0.3

30.3
9.5

20.8
6.6

10.7

E't.2

9.4
14.8

19.9

19.9

BUHGLAEY—Cont Inusd
SENTENCE OR TREATMENT

Idaho 111 ns. Jfaine Mass. Mich. Minn

Total defendants sentenced 100.0

State prisons and reformatories (for

adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Juv. delinquents only

Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment-
Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

44.8
1.6

43.2
4.0

15.2
1.6
13.6

53.8
*8.7
*13.4

0.5
17.1
»3.1
*0.2

0.2

51.1
0.5
1.5
0.8
0.8
1.8
1.2

3.7
38.9
1.7
30.9
12.4
18.5
1.0
0.7
0.3

77.0
77.0

9.9
9.9

1.2

1.2

31.5

31,5
3,7

17.6
5.6

12.0
0.9
0.9

26.9

26.9

24.6

24.6

55.1
4.3

51.8

4.8
0.4
4.4
0.7
0.4

60,7
0,8

59.9
0.4
12,2
0.4

11,8
0.4
0.4

34.4
3.8

25.6

27.9
•8.9
9.1

17.4
2,7

14.3

0.7

0.7

11.3
9.6

1.7

45.4

45.4

0.9

48.5
(*) 21.5

16.5

BURGLARY—Cont inued
SENTENCE OH TREATMENT

Mont. Nflbr. N. H. N. J. Ohio Pa. R. I. S. D. Wash. Wi

Total defendants sentenced- 100,0

State prisons and reformatories (for

adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Juv. delinquents only

Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment
Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

76.1
0,9

75.2

0,9
0.9

2.3
13.6
13.3
5.3
3,0
1.7
1.3

39,7
7.2

32,5
1.1

14,8
3.4

11.5
2.0
1.9

20.2

20.2

2.3

17.9
14.0
4.0

51,6
17.8
33.8

1,0
1,6
1,3

39.9
10.3

1,0
13.3
18.3

64.1
64.1

1.5
63,4

2.2
5.2

4.5
0.7

16,4
4,5

11.9

0.3

0.3

75.3
0.5
4.4
0.3
4.1
0,3

16,2
0,5

15.7

1,4

0,8

44,2
1,0

43.2
0.6

15.8
0.8

16.0
0.2

23.0
14,4

See par. 3 of explanatory note on p. 23.
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TABLE 34.—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT, OF DEFENDAN-^S FOUND GUILTV BV
TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL JLT?ISDICTION AND SENTENCED, BY OFFENSE BY
STATES: 1935—Continued

(See note at head of this table)

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT

Total defendants sentenced

State prisons and refoimatorles (for
adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Jut. delinquents only
Local Jails, worldiouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or otner money payment

—

Fine vrtth or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence vulth

supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

LARCENY, EXCEPT AUTO THEFT

Ariz. Calif. Colo. D. C.

100.0

32.0

52.0

13.7

13,7
1.0
1.0

25,5

25.5

7.8

30.2
0.7

29.6
4.1

22.9
1.2

21.6

40.0
14.6
25.4

63.2
11.5

0.4
10.4

20.8
14.5
5.3

100.0

67.4

67,4

5.3

5.3
0.5

0.5

26.8

26.8

111.

*4.5
»7.5

35.6
*12.9
10.5

Ind. Iowa Kana. Mass

54.9
35.7
19.2
1.2

16.5
14.1
2.4
3.6
3.2

0.2

0.2

18.8

32.0
9.4

22.5
1.8
38.0
11.9
26.0
1.4

24.4
6.1

18.3

2.2

0.2

52.0
62.0

16.9
12,6
4.3

1.4

0.4

100.0

16.1

16.1

35.6

35.6
1.3

C)
(•)

(*)

47,0
()
()

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT
LARCENY, EXCEPT AUTO THEFT—Continued

Mich. Minn. Mont. Nebr. N. J. N. Mei. N.Dak. Ohio Oreg

Total defendants sentenced 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

State prisons and reformatories (for
adults)

With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Juv. delinquents only
Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also >

Without money payment
Fines, costs, or other money payment

—

Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Raatltutlon or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with
out supervision

Death penalty
Other

14.7
8.5
4.3

45.9
1.2

45.

a

0.3
14.5
1.5

13.0
3.2
2.5
0.3
0.4

31.4
6.3

25.1

3.5

0.1

53.2
2.3
60.9

18.8

18.8

4.5

25.3
33.1
2.9

13.4
11.8
6.5

2.9
1.2

1.6

17.6
12.7
4.9

24.8
3.8

21.0

39.6
21.3
18.3

9.1

0.3

51.8
25.5
26.4
2.7

8.2
1.8
6.4
3.5
3.2
0.5

20.5
4.1

16.4

40.5
6.5

34.8
5.8

29.0
1.4

1.4

30.8
12.3
18.4

0.7

0.3

28.7
13.3

46.5

20.9
2.9
18.0
3,5
2.9
0.6

18.0
2.3

15.7

LARCENY, EXCEPT AUTO THEFT—Continued
SENTEI^CE OR TREATilENT

Wyo.

AUTO THEFT

Total defendants sentenced

State prisons and reformatories (for
adults)

With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Juv. delinquents only
Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment
Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-
out supervision

Death penalty
Other

100.0

10.7
4.9
5.8
1.0

43.5
19.6
24.1
10,0
2.4
5.8
1.9

27.9

5.7

1.0

55.9
5.2

61.7
1.9

13.6
3.2

10.4
1.3

10.0
12.7
2,3
39.8
12.2
27.6
19.9
17.5
2.3

14.5
11.3
3.2

50.3
0.8

49.5
1.8

24.7
5.9

18.8
4.1

15.6

13.7
1.8

11.9

4.5

0.8

34.0
3.7

30.3
12.8
10.1
1.2
1.5

28.8
15.7
13.1

5.5

0.1

66.7

14.7

10.8
2.0
8.3

18.2
0.2

18.0
6.3

15.3
2.1

13.2
12.3
12.3

52.8

52.8

5.3

5.3

•5.9
•5.9

17.5

17.5

2.0

31.9

31.9

* See pars. 1 and 3 of explanatory note on p
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TABLE 34.—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT, OF DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY BY

TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION AND SENTENCED, BY OFFENSE, BY

STATES: 1935—Continued
(See note at head of this table)

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT
AUTO THEFT—Continued

Total defendants sentenced-

State prisons and reformatories (for

adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Jut. delinquents only

Local jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also

Without money payment
Fines, costs, or other money payment

Fine with or without other payment

Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
auperrislon
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

70.6
E5.8
44.7
2.4
3.3
3.0
0.3
1.2
0.6
0.6

53.1
15.9
37.2

67.5
67.5 0.9

50.4

11.7
11.7

14.2
7.1 4.2

4.2

15.3
6.S
8.7

13.3
1.7

43.0
(•)

(*)

23.9
18.8

44.9
0.5

44.4
1.4

12.0
1.4

10.6
1.4
0.9

39.8
2.3

37.5

19.0
0.6

18.1
4.7

13.4
3.4
3.4

43.9
28.3
15.6

52.9
15.8
37.1

13.2
6.2

7.0
2.6
49.8
15.5
34.3
6.9
3.2
3.0
0.7

22.3
5.2

6.9

0.3

0.7

1.0

4.4

0.4

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT

AUTO THEFT

-

Continued
EMBEZZLEMENT AND FRAUD

Calif. 111. Ind. Minn. N. J. Ohio ?a. Wis

Total defendants sentenced

State prisons end reformatories (for

adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for juv. delinquents only

Local jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment-

Fine with or without other payment

Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with

superrlaion
With money payment also

Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-

out supervision
Death penalty
Other— -

7.5
2.8
4.7
0.9

36.0

19.2
2.5

16.7
3.4
3.4

23.7
1.3

29.6
0.6

29.0
0.9
0.6

8.5

45.4
30.6
14.8

17.2
0.8

16.4

31.2
10.2
21.0 16.7

17.0
•0.9
*3.8

2.3
2.3

IE.

7

10.5
2.2
6.1
4.8

34.4
10.2
24.2 18.4

9.8
4.5

2.8
18.7

39.9
25.1
14.8

44.3
21.3
23.0

35.8
»5.7
*4,7

1.3

24.0
18.3

39.8
14.8
25.0

8.5
4.7
3.7

12.9
12.2
0.3
0.3

44.7
19.0
25.8

45.4
19.0
26.4

4.1
4.3

25.6
8.3
17,3

6.8

23.8
4.8

18.9
15.0
8.8
0.9
5,3

38.3
31.3
7.0

STOLEN PROPERTY

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT
N. J. Ohio

Total defendants sentenced

—

State prisons and reformatories (for

adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for juv. delinquents only

Local jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines , costs, or other money payment

Fine with or without other payment

Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with

supervision
With monsy payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-

out supervision

Daath penalty
Other

17.1
2.9

14.1
2.9

21.8
4.7

17.1
10.0
8.8
1.2

17.8
5.0

12.9

21.8
13.9

37.6
23.5
14.1

49.5
19.8
29.7

8.3
3.6
5.2

35.6
17.3
18.3

12.1
20.4

26.7

26.7
2.2

22.0
1.1

20.9

49.1
27.3
21.3

69.3
50.7
18.7
0.7

.6.0

5.3
0.7
3.3
2.0

10.7
6.7

45.8
14.8
31.0

23.9
3.5

20.4
3.5
1.4
0.7

72.0
72.0

59.1
0.6

58.5

6.2
6.2

23.6
0.8
2.4

1.9

1.9

18.0
16.1
1.9

33,9
5.3

28.7
15.7
7.9

10.0

0.6

See par. 3 of explanatory note on p. 23.
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TABLE 34.—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATIffiNT, OF DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY BY
TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL JTJRISDICTION AND SENTENCED, BY OFFENSE, BY
STATES: 1935—Continued

(See note at head of this table)

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT

Total defendants sentenced

State prisons and reformatories (for
adults)

With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for juv. delincj.uents only
Local Jells, worlchouses, etc,

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment

—

Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

FORGERY—Continued

17.5
6.8

10.7
1.9

19.4
8.7
10.7
6.8
3.9

48.5
27.2
21.4

24.7
27.0

5.7

3.8
1.9
0.8
0.8

38.8
12.2

10.0
7.1
3.0
0.2

43.8
25.2
18.6
18.6
4.5
6.0
2.1

25.2
9.6

15.6

80.5
1.7
78.8

13.6
0.8

12.7

41.3
3.7

37.6

14.8
S.l

12.7
2.6
0.5
0.5
1.6

39.7

Calif. Ifasa. Mich. N. J

29.6
0.4

29.3
2.2

32.2
0.7

31.5

100.0

32.8

32.8

32.2

32.2

35.0
(•)

(•)

68.7

1.3
67.3

7.3

7.3

23.3
10.7
12.7

40.7
7.1

33.6
3.S

23.0
8.8

14.2
5.3
5.3

18.6
15.9
2.7

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT
RAPE—Contd. PROSTITUTION

AND COM. VICE
OTHER SEX OFFENSES

Total defendants sentenced

State prisons and reformatories (for
adults)

With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Juv. delinquents only
Local jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment

—

Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
superrislon
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

21.1
12.7
8.'3

0.7
47.6
19.3
28.3
11.2
6.8
2.6
1.8

14.7
2.0

12.7

27.0
1.4

25.6

10.0
0.5
9.5
9.0
8.5

0.5

46.8
5.2

5.3
32.1
3.1

19.1
10.7
6.4
10.7
10.7

1.5
2.7

23.7
13.7
9.9

5.3

0.8

41.3
17.9
£3.4
20.1
13.7
6.1
0.3

30.4
4.3

26.1

£.7

1.2

44.3
0.5

43.7
1.6

27.6
1.0

26.6
0.5
0.5

0.8
34.1
17.1
17.1
4.9
3.3
0.8
0.8

24.4
10.6
13.8

42.4

17.4
1.6

15.8
2.7
£.2

0.5

33.2
16.8
16.3

7.6
1.5
6.1
9.9
1.5
0.8
7.6

18.3
4.6

13.7

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT

OTHER SEX OFFEIBES-
Continued

VIOLATING
DRUG LAWS CARRYING WEAPONS, ETC.

Calif. N. J. Ohio Pa

Total defendants sentenced

State prisons and reformatories (for
adults)

With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for juv. delinquents only
Local jails, worlchouses, etc

With money payment also-
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment

—

Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

28.8
10.7

21.2
3.7

29.8
14.1
15.6

11.0

0.6

* See par. 3 of explanatory note on p. 23

4.7

2.5
2.2
0.2

22.9
9.4

13.5
40.0
11.3
5.4

23.3

28.7
3.4

20.3

2.4

1.0

35.9
0.7

35.3

26.1
2.3

23.9
11.1
8.5

2.6

24.8
15.0
9.8

1.6

0.3

13.9

13.9

49.6
0.8

48.8
0.3
0.3

4.8
0.8
4.0

64.8
11.2

15.3
£.4

12.9
0.8

66.1
2.4
63.7
8.9
8.9

5.3
28.7

15.2
4.0

11.3

23.2
20.5

1.0
35.2.

5.6
16.8

8.9
0.8
8.1

22.8
12.3
10.5

6.4

1.2

23.5
9.3

19.2

0.7

2.0

£.2
1.0

51.5
9.8

41.7
8.£
3.4
4.0
0.9

30.9
5.3

25.6

5.6

1.6
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TABLE 34.—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATllENT, OF DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY BY

TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION AND SENTENCED, BY OFFENSE, BY

STATES: 1935—Continued
(See note at head of this table)

SEHTENCE OR TREATMENT

NONSUPPORT OR NEGLECT

Total defendants sentenced

(forState prisons and reformatories
adults)

With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for Juv. delinquents only

Local jails, workhouses, etc,

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment

Fine with or without other payment

Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with

supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

1.3
1.3

3.8
0.5
3.3

12.1
5.2
5.9

0.2
0.2

14,8
7.7

72.9
39.4

9.3
6.5

28.9
20.3
8,5

15.4

15,4

10.5
4.3
6.1

31.5
0.8

5.9
4.5
1,4
12.8
2.1

72.1
(*)

(*)

10.7

63,4
50.7

12.8

0.3
93.8

4.4
4.0
0.4

4.1

1.7

0.1

0.1

VIOLATING LIQUOR LAWS

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT

Total defendants sentenced

State prisons and reformatories (for

adults)
With money payment also —
Without money payment

Institutions for juv. delinquents onlj

Local jails, workhouses, etc,

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment

—

Fine with or without other payment

Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

64.2
0.8
63.3

16.7
0.8
0.8

18.3
0.8

17.5

16.2
2.4
0.2

47,3
0.2

5,7

0.5

4.6
0.4

37.3
19.0
18.3
31.9
30.8
0.8
0.2

20,5
12.9
7.7

10.7
10.7

23.8

18.0
2.7
15.3
19.5
17.6
1.9

34.5
20.3
14.2

1.1
0.2
0.9
0.1

28.1
9.5

18.6
43.4
43.4

22.3
18.3

4.2

0.7

10.9

1.4
9.5

62.6
57.8
4.8

10.2
2.7

7.5

6.1

0.7

8.2

11.7
2.6
9.1

6.5

71.0
54.1
16.9

0.3
0.3
0.1

24.2
20.5
3.7
61.8
61.8

11.5
10.2
1.3

1.7

0.2

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT

VlOLATIl'K LIQUOR LAWS—
Continued

Pa. S. Dak,

DRIVING WIIELE INTOXICATED

Iowa Maine Mich

Total defendants sentanoed-

StQte prisons and reformatories (for

adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for juv, delinquents onlj

Local jails, worlchouses, etc,

With money payment also
Without Fioney payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment--
Fine with or without other payment

Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with-
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-

out supervision
Death penalty
Other

0.3 6,1 4.8

33.5
18,1
15.4
38.2
23.3
11.9
3.0

24,4
5.4

18.0
54.8
52.6
2.2

12.8
12.8

28.5
26.5
1.9
13.0
11.6
1.4

29,9
3.6

25.3

8.7
4.3

12.5
3.3

56.3
34.5

20.8
19.8

24.9
12.4
12.6

11.7

2.9

11.1

19,0
4.8

14.3
54.8
52.4
2.4

See par. 3 of explanatory note on p, 23.
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TABLE 34.—PERCENT DISTRIBUTION, BY SENTENCE OR TREATMENT, OF DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY BY
TRIAL COURTS OF GENERAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION AND SENTENCED, BY OFTONSE, BY
STATES: 1935—Continued

(See note at head of this table) «

SKNTENCE OR TREATMENT
EHIVING WHILE INTOXICATED—Continued

Total defendants sentenoed-

State prisons and refoimatorlea (for
adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

Instltitions for Juv. delinquents only
Local jails, irorkhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment-
Fine with or without other payment
Coats only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
superrislon
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-

out superrislon
Death penalty
Other

1.7

1.7 0.9

67.0
23.2
43.8
5.2

5.2

23.2
12.4
10.7

2.6

0.4

15.5
13.8
2.8
18.3
12.8
2.8
2.8

62.4
42.2
20.2

0.9

0.9

0.7

27.8
21.5
6.2

54.2
54.2

15.3
14.6
0.7

0.5
0.5

0.4
52.3

22.2
17.1

2.0

0.1

1.3

1.3

38.9
28.9
10.1
20.1
19.5
0.7

34.9
25.8
8.1

53.1
15.8
36.4
44.

E

41.9
0.6
1.7

ROAD AND DRIVING LAWS
SENTENCE OR TREATMENT

PARKINC}

VIOLA.-

TI0N3
OTHER MDTOR-TEHICLE LAWS

Calif. Mich

Total defendants sentenced

State prisons and refoimatorias (for

adults)
With money payment also
Without money payment

Institutions for juv. delinquents only
Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment

—

Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with
out supervision

Death penalty
Other

1.5

1.5

0.5
0.5

0.4
0.4

1.3

1.3

0.8
6.2

75.9

8.5
3.8

24.8
21.0
3.8

52.3
28.3
21.8

14.5
10.9
3.8

5.0

5.0
91.8
91.7

0.1

2.7

2.2

7.9
89.2

0.5
0.1

1.9

0.4

1.7

0.9
0.7

0.9
24.8
15.8
9.0

0.8
0.2

99.7
99.6

30.0
32.0

5.5

5.4

3.2

4.4

3.0
2.7

0.2

3.3
2.5
0.8

3.8

0.7

SENTENCE OR TREATMENT

DISORDERLY CONDUCT
AND DRUNKENNESS

Total defendants sentenced

—

State prisons and reformatories (for
adults)

With money payment also
Without noney payment

Institutions for Juv. delinquents only
Local Jails, workhouses, etc.

With money payment also
Without money payment

Fines, costs, or other money payment
Fine with or without other payment
Costs only
Restitution or support order

Probation or suspended sentence with
supervision
With money payment also
Without money payment

Probation or suspended sentence with-
out supervision

Death penalty
Other

17.2
14.0
3.2

15.6
0.5

15.1 0.5

15.8
13.5
3.2

47.7

47.2
0.4

24.1
1.5

14.8
5.2
9.6

27.5
7.5

20.0
34.4
17.5
13.8
3.1

29.4
13.1
16.3

4.4

1.3

1.0
54.2
28.2

2.1
0.6
1.5

94.5
12.7
81.3

18.0

18.0
0.2

0.2
0.1

0.3

0.2

42.4
23.2
19.2
28.8
27.8

0.5
0.1
0.4
0.1

45.2
7.4

37.8
17.1
12.9

0.7

0.7

96.4
95.7
0.7

1.0



APPENDIX

OFFENSE CLASSIFICATION

CLASSIFICATION ADOPTED IN 1932 FOR USE IN THE BUREAU OF THE CENSUS, OF THE DEPARTMENT OF
COMMERCE, AND THE BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, OF THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

1-A. MURDER

Include- all degrees of murder. Exclude assaults with intent to klll;exclude
attempt to commit murder (see 3-A, Aggravated Assault).

1-B. ^^ANSLAUGHTER

Include all degrees of manslaughter; exclude assaults with intent to kill
and attempts at manslaughter (see 3-A, Aggravated Assault).

2. ROBBERY

Include all offenses in which property is taken from the person or immedi-
ate presence of another through means of force or violence or by putting in
fear. Examples are robbery armed, highway robbery, bank robbery, holdups, etc.
Include assaults with intent to rob; include attempts to commit robbery.

3-A. AGGRAVATED ASSAULT

Include assaults and attempted assaults which might well have resulted in
severe bodily injury to the victim, or in death. For example, assault with
intent to kill; poisoning; mayhem, maiming; assaults with a dangerous or deadly
weapon; with explosives; obstructing railroads; assaults by shooting, stabbing,
cutting, scalding, use of acids,- and similar offenses. Exclude such assaults in
connection with robbery, burglary, rape, or other specific offense.

3-B. OTHER ASSAULT

Include assaults and attempted assaults which are not of an aggravated
nature and which accordingly do not belong in 3-A, Aggravated Assault. Examples
are simple assault; assault and battery; intimidation; hazing; wife beating;
pointing gun in jest; drawing dangerous weapon; resisting or obstructing an
off icer, unless under circumstances which place the offense under 3-A, Aggravated
Assault.

4. BURGLARY—BREAKING OR ENTERING

Include all offenses wherein any building or structure is broken into or
entered with the Intention of committing a felony or any larceny therein at any
time, either day or night. Include assaults with intent to commit burglary, and
attempts to commit burglary. Exclude making, possessing, etc., burglars' tools.
These offenses are placed In Class 15.

5-A. LARCENY, EXCEPT AUTO THEFT

Include offenses of stealing which are committed under circumstances not
amounting to robbery or burglary. Examples are pocket picking, shoplifting, and
other stealing of personal goods other than by force or violence or putting in
fear. Include attempts to commit such offenses. Exclude auto theft (see 5-B,
Auto Theft). Exclude fraudulent conversion of property entrusted, and obtaining
by false pretenses (see 5-C, Embezzlement and Fraud).

5-B. AUTO THEFT

Include all offenses in which the vehicle of another Is stolen, or Is driven
away and abandoned by someone not having lawful access thereto. Include
attempts at auto theft.
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5-C. EMBEZZLEMENT AND FRAUD

Include all offenses of fraudulent conversion, embezzlement, and obtaining
money or property by false pretenses. For example, embezzlement, fraud, con-
fidence game, fraudulent conversion, false pretense, gross fraud, cheating or
swindling, check frauds, drawing checks without funds, fraudulent use of tele-
gram or telephone messages. Insurance frauds, use of false weights and measures,
false advertising. Include attempts to commit any of these offenses.

5-D. STOLEN PROPERTY

Include buying, receiving, possessing, and attempting to buy, receive, or
possess.

5. FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING

Include all offenses relating to the making, altering, uttering, or possess-
ing, with Intent to defraud, anything false which is made to appear as true. For
example, altering or forging public and other records; making, altering, forging
or counterfeiting bills, notes, drafts, tickets, checks, etc.; forging wills,
deeds, notes, bonds, seals, trade-marks, etc.; possessing or uttering forged or
counterfeited instruments; false signature with intent to defraud; possession,
etc., of counterfeiting apparatus; using forged labels; selling goods with
altered, forged, or counterfeited trade-marks. Include attempts.

7-A. RAPE

include such offenses as rape; rape with consent; assault with intent to
rape; etc. Include attempts to conmit any of these offenses.

7-B. PROSTITUTION AND CO>,'!MERCIALIZED VICE

Include such offenses as prostitution, keeping bawdy or disorderly house or
house of ill fame, pandering, procuring, transporting, or detaining women for
immoral purposes, etc. Include attempts to commit any of these offenses.

7-C. OTHER SEX OFFENSES

Include such offenses as adultery, fornication, and lewd and lascivious
cohabitation; buggery; incest; Indecent exposure; indecent liberties; seduc-
tions; sodomy or crime against nature; etc. Include attempts to commit any of
these offenses. Exclude violations of marriage laws; exclude also abortion and
bastardy. These offenses are to be placed in Class 15.

8. VIOLATIONS OF NARCOTIC DRUG LAWS

Include all offenses relating to narcotic drugs; e.g., unlawful possession,
sale, etc., of narcotics; keeping or frequenting opixun dens; habitual users.
Include attempts. Exclude violations of pure food and drug acts (see 15).

9. CARRYING, ETC., DEADLY WEAPONS

Include all regulatory offenses concerning weapons; e.g. , manufacture, sale,
or possession of deadly weapons, carrying deadly weapons; using, manufacturing,
etc., silencers; furnishing deadly weapons to minors. Include all attempts.

10. NONSUPPORT OR NEGLECT OF FAMILY OR CHILDREN

Include offenses of nonsupport, neglect, or abuse of family and children,
such as desertion, abandonment, or nonsupport of wife or child.

11. VIOLATIONS OF LIQUOR LAWS

Include liquor law violations, such as illegal manufacturing, selling, trans-
porting, furnishing, and possessing Intoxicating liquor; maintaining unlawful
drinking places; bootlegging; operating a still, etc. Include attempts to

commit any of these offenses. Exclude driving while intoxicated (see 12-A)

.

Exclude public Intoxication and drunkenness (see 13-A).
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12-A. DRIVING 'ffllLE INTOXICATED

Include driving or operating any motor vehicle while drunk or under the
Influence of liquor or narcotics.

12-B. VIOLATIONS OF ROAD AND DRIVING LAWS

Include violations of regulations with respect to handling of motor vehicle
when in motion. Examples: Failure to obey traffic signal; failure to signal;
improper speed; reckless driving; operating with unsafe equipment, etc. Exclude
12-A, Driving While Intoxicated.

12-C. PARKING VIOLATIONS

Include all violations of parking ordinances. The emphasis here is upon
situations in which the car is not in motion.

12-D. OTHER VIOLATIONS OP MOTOR VEHICLE LAV/S

Include offenses not covered In 12-A, 12-B, or 12-C. Examples; Improper
license for car or driving; leaving scene of or failure to report accident;
lack of title; obscured or defective markers;misrepresentation of ownership or
license, etc. Exclude 5-B, Auto Theft.

13-A. DISORDERLY CONDUCT AND DRUNKENNESS

Include such offenses, or attempted offenses, as breach of peace; disturbing
the peace; unlawful assembly; disguised or masked person; blasphemy, profanity,
and obscene language; drunk and disorderly; drunkards; public intoxication.
Exclude operating, while intoxicated, motor vehicle on highvays (see 12-A).

13-B. VAGRANCY

Include such offenses as vagrancy; begging; loitering; vagabondage, etc.

14. GAUIBLING

Include offenses of promoting, permitting, or engaging in gambling. Examples
are: Keeping gambling devices; common gambler; owning and frequenting a
gambling resort; lotteries; gambling in any manner. Include attempts to commit
any of these offenses. ,

15. ALL OTHER OFFENSES

Include all offenses for which provision has not been made in Classes 1 to

14, inclusive. A few illustrations are: Violation of marriage laws, such as
bigamy, abduction, and compelling to marry, marriage within prohibited degree,
miscegenation, etc.; offenses contributing to Juvenile delinquency (except as
provided for in Classes 1 to 14, inclusive), such as employment in immoral
vocations or practices, admitting minors to improper places, etc.; violations
of fish and game laws; violations of Sunday laws; violations of labor and fac-
tory inspection laws; violations of health measures affecting pure foods and
drugs, sanitation, quarantine, etc.; arson, bombing, and other malicious injury
to property; trespass; violations of explosives regulations; improper operation
of instruments of transportation (other than motor vehicles); blackmail and
extortion; bribery; perjury and subornation of perjury; contempt of court; crim-
inal anarchism or syndicalism; displaying red or black flag; rioting; kid-
naping; abortion; bastardy;possesslon or sale of obscene literature;manufacture
or possession of burglars' tools; unlawfully bringing weapons, liquor, or drugs
into prisons or hospitals; discrimination; unfair competition; etc.
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SUPERVISORS WHO ACTED AS SPECIAL AGENTS FOR THE BUREAU OF THE CENSUS IN THE COLLECTION
OF 1935 JUDICIAL CRIMINAL STATISTICS

Arizona.—Mrs. Pearl H. Collier, Assistant Attorney General, Phoenix, Ariz.

California.—Fred A. Knoles, Statistician, Division of Criminal Identification and
Investigation, Sacramento, Calif.

Colorado.—Charles H. ftueary. Director, Legislative Reference Office, Denver, Colo.

Connecticut. —Charles C. Swartz, State Comptroller, Hartford, Conn.

District of Columbia.—Frank E. Cunnlngheua, Clerk, Supreme Court of the District of

Columbia, Washington, D. C.

Idaho—Ariel L. Crowley, Office of the Attorney General, Boise, Idaho.

Illinois. — Dr. Ferris F. Laune , Illinois State Penitentiary, Jollet, 111.

Indiana. —Albert E. Dickens, State Board of Accounts, Indianapolis, Ind.

Iowa. — J. S. Gladstone, Bureau of Identification, Department of Justice, Des Moines,

Iowa.

Kansas. —Hon. J. C. Ruppenthal , Secretary , Judicial Council of Kansas, Russell, Kans.

Maine.—Richard H. Armstrong, Assistant Attorney General, Blddeford, fteine.

Massachusetts.— Dr. Sam Bass Warner, Harvard University Law School , Cambridge , Mass.,
and Arthur T. Lyman, Commissioner of Corrections, Boston, Mass.

Michigan. —Miss Helen Rounsville, Secretary, State Crime Commission, Lansing, Mich.

Minnesota. — M. C. Passolt, Superintendent, Bureau of Criminal Apprehension, St . Paul,
Minn.

Montana. —Edmund T. Fritz, Office of the Attorney General, Helena, Mont.

Nebraska.—Miss Dorothy E. Moore, Office of the Attorney General, Lincoln, Nebr.

New Hampshire. —Ralph W. Caswell, Investigator, Office of the Attorney General,
Concord, N. H.

New Jersey.— H. Edward Toner, Secretary , Judicial Council of New Jersey , Newark , N. J.

New Mexico.—Edward P. Chase, Assistant Attorney General, Santa Fe , N. Mex.

North Dakota.—W. J. Austin, Assistant Attorney General, Bismarck, N. Dak.

Ohio.—Robert P. Hall, Statistician, Department of State, Columbus, Ohio.

Oregon.—Charles P. Pray, Superintendent, Department of State Police, Salem, Oreg.

Pennsylvania.—LeRoy C. Schaeffer, Statistician, Department of Welfare .Harrisburg, Pa.

Rhode Island.—Joseph H. Hagan, State Public Welfare Commission, Providence, R. I.

South Dakota. —Hon. Walter Conway, Attorney General, Pierre, S. Dak.

Utah. — L. M. Cummings , Secretary, Utah State Bar, Salt Lake City, Utah.

Vermont. — T. C. Dale, Commissioner, Department of Public Welfare, Montpelier, Vt.

Washington. — 0. L. Hamilton, Office of the Attorney General, Olympla , Wash.

Wisconsin. — George M. Keith, Statistician, State Board of Control, Madison, Wis.

Wyoming. —William C. Snow, Assistant Attorney General, Cheyenne, Wyo

.
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