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The President, 
The Congress, and 

UNITED STATES SENTENCING COMMISSION 
ONE COLUMBUS CIRCLE, NE 
SUITE 2-500, SOUTH LOBBY 

WASHINGTON, DC 20002-8002 
(202) 273-4500 

FAX (202) 273-4529 

LE1TER FROM THE CHAIRMAN 

The Judicial Conference 
·of the. United States of America 

I am pleased to transmit th,is report of the activities and 
accomplishments of the United S~ates S~f!tencing Commission in 1993 . 

During the past year, the. Commission has continued to refine the 
guidelines to maximize the effectiveness of our federal sentencing system. 
Increasingly, the Commission is called on by all three branches of government to 
provid~ research, data, and analyses. on important criminal justice issues. 

We look forward to continuing in our role as a clearinghouse for 
information and substantive research on federal sentencing issues. 

Respectfully, 

.~;;r~~ ~~ 
· William W Wilkins, Jr. 
Judge, U.·S. Court of Appeal for the 
Fourth Circuit · 
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Introduction 
The United States Sentencing Commission, an 
independent agency in the judicial branch of 
government, is· responsible for developing and 
monitoring sentencing policies and practices for 
the federal courts. The Commission promulgates 
sentencing guidelines, subject to congressional 
review, that prescribe the appropriate form and 
severity of punishment for offenders convicted of 
federal crimes. The agency's activities are di~ 
rected by seven voting members, appointed by 
the President and confirmed by the Senate, and 
two non-voting, ex-officio members: 

The sentencing reform provisions of the Compre­
hensive Crime Control Act, Pub. L. No. 98-4 73 
(1984), established the Commission. The 
authority and duties of the Cominission are set 
out in chapter 58 of title 28, United States Code, 
with procedures for implementing guideline sen­
tencing prescribed i~ chapter 227 of title 18. 

The Commission's sentencing guidelines, as 
specified in 28 U.S.C. § 991(b)(1), are designed: 

• To effectuate the sentencing purposes 
enumerated in 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a)(2). In 
brief, those purposes are just punishment, 
deterrence, incapacitation, and rehabilitation; 

• To provide certainty and fairness in meet­
ing these purposes by avoiding unwar­
ranted sentencing disparity among offend­
ers with- similar characteristics convicted 
of similar criminal conduct while permit­
ting sufficient judicial flexibility to ac~ 
count for relevant aggravating and mi~igat­
ing factors; and 

• To reflect, to the extent practicable, ad­
vancement in the knowledge of hu~an be­
havior as it relates to the criminal justice 
process. 
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In addition, the Commission is directed by 
28 U.S.C. § 991(b)(2) to "develop means of 
measuring the degree 'to whkh the sentencing; 
penal, and correctional practices are effective in 
meeting the purposes of sentencing .... " 

Organized in October 1985, the Commission 
submitted to Congress on April 13, 1987; its 
original Sentencing Guidelines and Policy State­
.ments. Prior to this initial submission, the Com­
mission held 13 public hearings, published two 
drafts for public comment, and received more 
than 1,000 letters and position papers from hun­
dreds of individuals and organizations .. The 
guidelines became effective November 1, 1987; 
following the requisite period of congressional 
review; they apply to all offenses committed on 
or after that date. 

Shortly after implementation of the guidelines, 
defendants throughout the -country challenged 
the constitutionality of the Commission and the 
Sentencing Reform Act on the basis of improper 
legislative delegation and violation of the sepa­
ration of powers doctrine. The U.S. Supreme 
Court rejected these challenges in Mistretta y. 
United States, January 18, 1989, and upheld the 
constitutionality of the Commission as an inde­
pendent judicial branch agency. This decision 
cleared the way for nationwide implementation 
of the guidelines. 

Following the Mistretta decision, the Commission 
continued to address its significant responsibilities 
concerning research, sentence monitoring, evalu­
ation, and training. It also has served as a clear­
inghouse of sentencing information for Congress, 
criminal justice practitioners, and the public. 
Since nationwide implementation in January 
l989, federal judges have sentenced more than 
168,000 defendants under the guidelines. 



lfn£ted States Sentenc£ng Comrniss£on 

The Commission's comprehensive data collec­

tion system tracks guideline application in each 

case. Staff members routinely extract, code, and 

enter data from judgment of conviction orders, 

presentence reports, statements of reasons, and 

written plea agreements for cases sentenced un- · 

der the guidelines. These monitoring data fur­

nish important ingredients for the Commission's 

working group studies and amendment choices 

and provide support for other Commission activities. 

Current Commission research includes studies 

on criminal history, prison impact, recidivism~ 

just puriishment, the changing composition of 

offenses· and offenders, utilization of prison re­

sourC((S, race and ethnicity, and the relationship 

between dntgs and violence. TI1e Commission 

also responds to requests from the Congress arid 

the courts for sentencing data and analyses. 

In 1993, in furtherance of its statutory mandate, 

the Commission· sponsored a research ?onfer­

ence and a national symposium on dntgs and 

violence. The research conference examirie(l such 

topics as: (1) the role of empirical research in 

sentencing; (2) the methodology of. sentencing 

research; (3) available sentencing data sources; 

and (4) the utilization of sentencing data for 

policy ·analysis and applied research by Con­

gress, the courts, and the Commission. TI1e 125 

conference attendees included experts from the 

academic community, research instit_utes, con­

sulting firms, the courts, congressional staff, the 

Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, the 

·Federal Judicial Center;. the Federal Bureau of 

Prisons, the Department of Justice, the General 

Accounting Office, and other governmental agen­

cies. The conference served as a useful first step 

in stimulating individual research efforts that 

will assist the Commission and policymakers in 

assessing thtt effectiveness of various sentencing 

and penal practices. · 
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More than 350 people attended the Commis­

sion's Inaugural Symposium on Crime and Pun­

ishment: Dntgs & Violence in America, held in 

Washington, D.C., June 16-18. 'The symposium 

brought together: key policymakers and experts 

to share information and exchange ideas about 

the problem of dntg abuse and v~olence. Partici­

pants included the Attorney. General, the Chief 

Justice of the Supreme Court, n:embers of Con­

gress and their staffs, state o~ ficials, mayors, 

judges, federal and state correl!tions officials, 

probation officers, and law enfm1cement person­

nel. In September, the Commilision published 

the proceedings of this symposi1,:. m. 

The harsher federal penalties iln;•osed by statute 

on crack cocaine offenders compared to powder 

cocaine offenders· came under il!lcreasing sent­

tiny by courts and commentators in 1993. In 

response, the Commission begm 1t a comprehen­

sive study that examines the issue from a variety 

of perspectives, including the kgislative back­

ground of the crack and powde1r cocaine penal­

ties, the pharmacological aspeds of crack and 

powder cocaine, dntg distribution patterns, the 

association of dntgs with violence and other 

crime, cocaine's effects on hea] th and society, 

· research data <?n federal dntg nffenders, legal 

challenges to the crack cocaine penalties, and 

public comment on the issue." 

As part of its study, the Commiss: on scheduled a 

public hearing forNovemberin \Vashingt~n, D.C., 

to hear testimony from four jlanels of experts on 

law enforcement, violence and l ;angs, pharma­

cology, and crack cocaine's effec1s on the nation's 

social institutions. The CommisB=on planned to 

release its report to Congress in ~ ~arly 1994. 

This annual report covers fiscal >rear 1993 (Oc­

tober 1, 1992, through SepterrL•er 30, 1993). 

Unless otherwise noted, "1993" refers to fiscal 

year 1993. 

-1 
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Chapter One 

Commission ·Overview 
The Sentencing. Commission's seven voting 
members - at least three of whom must he 
federal judges, and no more than four can he 
members of the same political party -· - are ap­
pointed to staggered six-year terms by the Presi­
dent with the advice ·and consent of the Senate. 
By statute, Commissioners will hold full-time 
positions until November 1, 1993, at which time 
all Commissioners except the Chairman. convert 
to part-time status. 

Organization 

The Conunission staff of approxillli!.tely 100 
employees, headed by ·a Staff Director, com­
prises six: offices: Co~unications, General 
Counsel, Monitoring, Policy Analysis, Training 
and Technical Assistance, and Administration 
(see organization chart, Figure A). The Staff 
Director is responsible forplanning, directing, 
coordinating, and allocating resources for all 
staff activities and special projects. 

The Office of Communications directs the 
public information functions of the Commission. 
In 1993, the Communications staff responded to 
approximately 4, 900 telephone inquiries and 
1,200 written requests for information or publi­
cations from Congress, attorneys, government 
agencies, the academic community, inniates and 
their families, the 'public, and the media. In 
addition: to providing writing and editorial sup­
port to the Commission, the Communications 
staff processes and coordinates the distribution 
of Commission publications and reports. 

TI1e Office of General Counsel provides sup­
port to the Commission on a variety of legal 
issues, including the formulation and application 
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of guidelines and guideline amendments, legis­
lative proposals, and statutory interpretations. 
Legal staff members monitor district· and circuit 
court application and interpretation of the guide­
lines ·and advise Commissioners about statutes 
and legislation affecting the Commission's work. 
The legal staff operate a "hotline" on guideline 
application issues for assistant U.S. attorneys 
and defense attorneys, and provide training sup­
port for· the Office of Training and Tech~ cal 
Assistance. 

TI1e Office of Monitoring·maintainsa compre­
hensive· computerized data collection· system to 
report on federal sentencing practices and to 
track application of the guidelines for indi~idual 
cases. The staff receive and enter case data and 
produce periodic· reports about guideline appli­
cation, providing significant information for 
Conmi.is~ion review as it monitors the . national 

. implementation process or considers amending 
individual guidelines. New data collection com­
ponents under development in 1993 include da­

. tabases for appeals, real offense sentencing, 
·probation revocation and· violation of supervised 
release, and organizational sanctions. The office 
maintains a master file of guideline sentencing 
data, ·available ·to the ·public through the lnte~­
University Consortium for Political and Social 
Research at the University of Michigan. This 
staff also provides the . Commission with pro­
gramming, acquisition, and other automated data 
processing services. 

TI1e Office of Policy Analysis,. working with 
the Commission's comprehensive sentencing da­
tabase, provides to the Comnnssion short- and 
long-term guideline and .sentencing-related re .. 
search support. The office's efforts focus on a 
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variety of research topics including deterrence, 
recidivism, just punishment, and selective inca­
pacitation; the· effect of proposed guideline 
~mendments on projections of the federal prism~ 
population; and sentencing practices related to 
organizational defendants. In addition, the office 
provides data and analyses on specific criminal 
justice issues at the request of Congress and the 
courts. 

TI1e Office of Training and Technical Assis­
tance teacl~es .guideline application to judges, 
probation officers, prosecuting and defense at­
tonleys, and other criminal justice professionals. 
The staff develop training materials, participate 
in the sentencing guideline segments of training 
programs sponsored by other agencies, and pro..;. 
vide substantive inpt~t in the amendment process 
by informing the Commission of current guide­
line application practices. The office also oper­
ates a "hotline" to respond. to guideline 
application questions from judges and probation . 
officers. 

The Office of Administration provides gen­
eral administrative support to Commissioners 
and staff regarding budget and finance, contract-·· 
ing, personnel management, the Commission li­
brary, facilities, and a variety of other office 
activities. The office provides support to the Staff 
Director and senior managers in accomplishing 
project planning and budget forecasting on a 
short- and long-term basis. 

Staffing 

During fiscal year 1993, the Commission used 
staff _resoilrces totaling 98 workyears. Approxi­
mately 33 percent of staff resources was spent in 
various aspects of sentence monitoring efforts, 
16 percent in research and analysis, ten percent 
in technical as·sistance and training, and 16 per­
cent in legal activities. TI1e Commissioners' of­
fices, the Office of the' Staff Director, the Office 
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of Communications, and the Office of Admini­
stration accounted for the remaining 25 percent 
of staff resources. 

Budget and Expenditures 

For fiscal year 1993, Public Law 102-395 pro­
vided an appropriation of $9,000,000 for the 
Commission's salaries and expenses, and the 
Commission expended $8,850,000. For fiscal 
year 1994, Public Law 103-121 granted the 
Commission an appropriation of $8,468,000. 
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Table 1 

BUDGET AUTHORI1Y AND OBLIGATIONS 
(dollar amounts in thousands) 

New Budget Authority 

Personnel Compensation 
. Personnel Benefits 
Travel and Transportation 
Communications, Utilities 

and Other Rent 
Printing and Reproduction 
Other· Services 
Supplies and Equipment 

Total Obligations 

FY 1993 

$9,000 

$4,535 
$1,280 
$ 425 

$ 625 
$ 174 
$1,508 
$ 303 

$8,850 

FY·1994 

$8,468 

$5,302. 
$1,467 

. $ 400 

$ 418 
$ 180 
$1,327 
$ 321 

$9,415* 

*Total obligation amount includes funds carried forward from previous "no-year" appropriations.·' 
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Chapter Two 

Guideline Amendments 
i . 

The legislation creating the Sentencing Com­
mission envisioned that the guidelines would he 
modified and refined over time. Congress pro­
vided that "[t]he Commission periodically shall . 
review and revise, in consideration of comments 
and data coming to its attention, the guidelines 
promulgated pursuant to the provisions of this 
section." 28 U.S.C. § 994(o). 

The Commission has adopted an evolutionary 
approach to guideline development. Accord­
ingly, it refines and modifies the guidelines in 
light of district court sentencing practices, ap­
pellate decisions, research, congressional enact­
ment of new statutes, and input from federal 
criminal justice practitioners. 

Amendment Authority 

By sta~ute,. the Commission may transmit 
amendments to the Congress annually on or after 
the beginning of a regular session of Congress 
but not later than the first day of May. Such 
amendments become effective automatically af­
ter the expiration of a 180-day congressional 
review period, or at a later date set by the Com­
mission unless the Congress provides otherwise 
by enactment of law. 

Ame.ndments Promulgated 

In 1993, the Commission continued its efforts 
to clarify and improve the Guidelines Manual, 
publishing proposed amendments for public com­
ment in the Federal Register December 31, 1992. 
The Commission received extensive written and 
oral comnient on the proposed amendments in 
cQnnection with a public hearing (see Table 2) 
held in Washington, D.C., March 22, 1993. 
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After review of the written comment and hearing 
testimony, the Commission adopted 22 amend­
ments to the sentencing guidelines, policy state­
ments, and official commentary which, along 
with explanatory reasons, were reported to Con­
gress on April29, 1993. Congress took no action 
to delay or revise the amendments . during its 
180-day review period, and consequently, they 
became effective November 1, 1993. An addi­
tional nine amendments to clarify cormrientary to 
the guidelines did not require submission to ' 
Congress and also became effective.·at that time. 
The 29 amendments in Appendix C of the Guide­
lines Manual reflects a consolidation of the 22 
amendments published in the Fedeml Register 
of May 6, 1993, and the nine amendments in the 
Federal Register of October 8, 1993. 

A number of the amendments promulgated by the 
Commission in 1993 were derived ·primarily 
from analyses conducted by interdisciplinary 
staff working groups. Some of the more signifi­
cant amendments were: 

• §2B3.1 (Robbery)- TI1e amendment adds a 
specific offense characteristic for "catjack­
ing" and a cross reference to address the 
situation in which a victim is murde~ed dur­
ing the offense. 

• §2Dl.1 (Dn1g Trafficking) -These amend­
ments: 

(1) Address an intercircuit conflict regarding 
the meaning of the term "mixture or sub­
stance 11 as used in § 2D 1.1, express} y pro­
viding that this term does not include 
portions of a dn1g mixture that must be 
separated from the controlled substance 
before that substance can he used. 



Table 2 

WITNESS LIST: PUBLIC HEARING ON PROPOSED 
AMENDMENTS TO THE SENTENCING GUIDELINES 

Washington D.C. - March 22. 1993 

Judge Vincent Broderick 
Judge Mark Wolf 
Judicial Conference· of the United States 

Roger Pauley 
Department of Justice 

Carol Brook 
Federal Public and Community Defenders 

Donald Santarelli 
Steve Salky 
American Bar Association 

Paul Bergman 
New York Council of Defense Lawyers 

Alan Chaset 
National Association of Criminal Defense Lawyers 

Julie Stewart 
Denise Helou 
Faye Flanagan 
Gene Brown 
Douglas Thrasher 
Families Against Mandatory Minimums 

K.M. Hearst 
u.·s. Postal Inspection Service 

Stephen LaCheen 
Pennsylvania Association of Criminal Defense LaWyers 

Eric Sterling 
Crin1inal Justice Policy Foundation 

Michael Dolan 
Internal Revenue Service 
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James Becker 
Criminal Law Committee, Federal Bar Association 

Nkechi Taifa 
American Civil Liberties Union 

Chuck Morley 
The Morley .Group 

Mary Shilton 
International Association of 
Residential and Community Alternatives 

David Stewart 
Ropes & Gray 

John Zwerling 
National Organization for the Reform of Marijuana Laws 

Rabbi Moshe Horn 
Aleph Institute 

Don Bergerson · 
Barry Dumont 
. Citizens for Equal Justice 

Ed Rosenthal 

Thomas Guidoboni 

David W. O'Brien 

Santina Bayerle 

John Beresford 

Charles W. Blau · 

Michael Stepanian 
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(2) Authorize a downward departure in speci­

fied· circumstances when the quantity. of 

dn1gs overrepresents ·the defendant's 

.culpability in the criminal activity. . 

(3) Authorize ·a ·downward departure if, in a 

reverse sting operation, . the court finds 

that the government agent set a price for 

the· controlled substance substantially 

· below' market value, thereby significantly 

inflating.the quantity purchased beyorid 

the· amount the defendant otherwise 

could have afforded. 

. ( 4) Address an intercircuit conflict by provid~ 

ing that, for ·purposes of the guidelines, 

"cocaine base" means "crack." Under 

this· amendment, forms of cocaine base 

other than crack (e.g., coca paste) will be 

treated as ·cocaine. 

(5) Establish a weight per dose of 0.4 milli­

gram to be used for determining the base 

offense level in cases involving LSD on a 

carrier medium~ Because the weights of 

LSD carrier media vary widely and typi­

cally far exceed the weight of the control­

led· substance itself, the· Commission 

determined that basing offense levels on 

the entire weight of the LSD and the 

carrier medium produced unwarranted 

disparity among offenses involving the 

same qtiantity of actual LSD hut different 

carrier weights~ 

• §2Sl.3 (StniCturing Monetary Transac­

.tions) -The amendment consolidates exist­

ing guidelines §§2Sl.3 and 2Sl.4, modifying 

them to assure greater consistency of punish-

. ment. for similar offenses and greater sensi­

tivity to indicia of offense seriousness. A 

replacement· guideline with accompanying 

commentary is inserted as §2Sl.3. 
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• Chapter Two, Part T (Tax) -This amendment 

consolidates §§2~1.1, 2Tl.2, 2Tl.3, and 

2T1. 5, thereby eliminating confusion in some 

cases about whic~ guideline applies. In ad~· 

· clition, the amendment adopted a uniforin 

definition of iax loss and a revised "tax los~~· 

· 'ta~le ·to provide increased deterrence ·for tax 

offenses. 
. ' .. 

• Chapter Two (Offense Conduct) ...:.. The 

amendment deletes 25 offense gtlidelines·~by· 

consolidating the~ with others that' cover 

similar offense conduct and that have identi­

cal· or very similar base offense levels· ·and 

adjustments. 

Working. Groups 

In June 1993, the Commission convened inter­

disciplinary staff working groups to study spe.:. 

cific guideline areas in detail for consideration 

during the 1993-94 amendment cycle. Issues for 

working group study irich1ded: ·computet fraud, 

public com1ption, crack cocaine, and Sentenc­

ing Reform Act prison iss'ues. Suhsta:htial assis­

tance, food and dn1g offenses, and departures 

were working group topics designated for longer­

term sti1dy. 

Staff working groups typically stlidy a· specific 

guideline issue, profile relevant sentencing prac.,. 

tices, identify area.s of concern, and recommend 

options for Commission action. During the proc­

ess, each group reviews:· training and legal staff 

reports of frequent · t1uestions ("hotlirte calls") 

from probation officers, judges, and · atton1eys 

about guideline application; monitoring data re­

garding sentencing practices and de}>artures; 

case files of 'sentenced ·defendants; previously 

considered draft amendment proposals;;relevarit 

. court decisions; public comment; andlegislative 

history and recent legislative enactments. The 

groups· also solicit input from the Commission's 

· Judicial Working Group, the Practitioners' ·Adv~-



so~y Groitp,. the Probation Officers' . Advisory 
Group, ~nd subcommittees ·of the American Bar 

Association Sentencing Guidelines Committee. 

Crack Cocaine 

~~ 1986, Congress established mandatory mini­

mum penalties for dntg offenses that based sen..; 
tences on the quantity of illicit dntgs involved in 

tr!lfficking. Among ~he dntgs listed in the statute 

were. two forms of cocaine -powder cocaine and 

crack cocaine. Congress distinguished between 

the two by requiring 100 times less crack co­

caine than powder cocaine to trigger the five- and 

ten-year mandatory minimum sentences. 

The Commission convened an· interdisciplinary 

staff working group to study crack . cocaine and 

federal sentencing policy for a variety of reasons, 

including (1) a recommendation from the· Dntg 

Guid~lines Working Group; (2) public comment 

received by the Commission; (3) statements by 

public officials, criminal justice practitioners, 

and interest groups; and (4) extensive litigation 

challenging· the constitutionality of the statutory 

penalties. 

~e working group is reviewing the economic, 

social, pharmacological, and legal issues sur­

rou:qding crack cocaine to examine Congress's 

differential treatm~nt of crack cocaine. Because 

these_penalties were promulgated at the time of 

crack cocaine's introduction into the American 

dntg culture, a broader objective of the report is 

to collect current information about crack co­

caine and the progression and impact ofits use. 

In its research, the working group is examining 

information from a variety, of sources: (1) the 

langttage and the legislative history of the· 1986 

_and 1988Anti-Dntg Abuse Acts; (2) court opin­

ions dealing with crack cocaine; (3) academic 

and applied journal studies; (4) a Co~ission 

su:rvey of state sentencing practices with respect 
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to the treatment of crack cocaine Qffenses com­

pared to offenses involving other controlled s_ub- . 

stances; (5) input and expert assistance from 

practitioners, probation officers, medical prof~~­
sionals, the Department of Justice, the Dntg En­

force~ent Administration, interest groups, and . 

the academic community; and ( 6) data drawn 

from the Commission's Monitoring files. 

In conjunction withthe working group's study, 

the Commission scheduled a hearing on crack 

cocaine for the Fall of 1993. Plans included 
participation by expert panelists: . law enforce­

ment officials, members of the academic commu­
nity, and medical professionals. Witnesses were 

to address different aspects of crack cocaine: 

( 1) law enforcement and community corrections; 

(2) violence and gangs; (3) pharmacology; and 

( 4) social institutions. Publication of the report 

on crack cocaine is expected in 1994. 

SRA Prison Issnes 

The Commission established the SRA Prison ls-: 

sues Working ~roup in 1992 to examine the 

penal and correctional provisions of the Sentenc­

ing Reform Act of 1984, to determine which 

provisions require or allow Commission action, 

. and to develop and suggest appropriate methods 

for discharging these statutory obligations~ · 

Durin'g 1993, the~working group con~entrated on 

analyzing the operation and general correctional 

practices of the Federal Bureau of Prisons as 

directed by. Congress in the Sentencing Reform 

Act (see ·28 U.S.C. §§ 994(g), 994(q), and 

995(a}(20)). In cooperation with the Bureau of 

Prisons, the working group studied Bureau goals, 

policies, and practices relating to designation, 

classification, and facilities. A report on this 

joint analysis with the Bureau will be sub~tted 

to Congress dunng the next fiscal year. 



I. 
I 

United States Sentencing Commission 

Compnter Fraud 
. . 

The ~commission established the Computer 
Fraud Working Group to study the effectiveness 
of the fraud (§2F1.1) and related guidelines on 
computer· fraud offenses. To accomplish this 
goal, the working group met with interested par­
ties, c~nducted an· empirical analysis of cases 
sentenced tinder the act, and reviewed public 
comment, legislative history, case law, relevant 
literature, and hotline calls. Based on this re­
view, the group recommended that the Commis­
sion not adopt a new guideline ln~f revise the loss 
commentary in the fraud guideline and explore 
whether other guidelines might· he more appro­
priate for certain computer offenses. The group 
reported that one such guideline, covering tres-

. pass, might fit better than the fraud guideline for 
offenses that involve illegally accessing a gov­
ernment computer. 

The group suggested that amending the fraud 
guideline's commentary to address the unique 
aspects of computer fraud has a certain advan­
tage. Definitio~al and just punishment concerns 
could he dealt with more easily in commentary, 
where harms that are difficult to define -such as 
privacy interests - could he made a basis for a 
departure. The group recommended amending 

. the loss commentary to include consequential 

loss in the sentencing eqitation in computer 
cases. 

Public Com-tption 

The Public Comtption Working · Group, con­
vened in 1993, was charg~d with examining sen­
tencing. practices under the public comtption 
guidelines. To accomplish this task;the working 
·group drew on a variety of sources in drafting i_ts 
report:· relevant statutes and. common law prin­
ciples, legislative history of pertinent statutes, 
pending legislation, interviews and discussioi1s 
with members of the criminal justice system 
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(U.S. Department of Justice, Practitioners' Advi­
sory Group, other defense bar practitioners, U.S. 
Probation Officers' Advisory Grm!p, and Com­
mission training staff), public comment, .hotline 
calls, criminal justice literature, case law, Com­
mission monitoring data, and a detailed review of 
approximately 3.00 public comtption cases." 

The review identified a number of issues involv­
ing application of the public comtption guide­
lines. An initial stntctural issue involved the 
scope of application of the guidelines. In some 
instances, more than one ·guideline · applies to 
cases that may often involve suh~tantially .similar 
offense conduct. For example, §2Cl.2 (Offering, 
Giving, Soliciting, or Receiving a Gratuity) and 
§2Cl.6 (Loan or Gratuity to Bank Examiner, or 
Gratuity for Adjustment of Farm Indebtedness, 
or Procuring Bank Loan, or Discount of Commer­
cial Paper) both involve gratuities paid to federal 
officials. In other cases, one guideline is applied 
to disparate offenses. For example, the gttideline 
for brih~ry, §2Cl.1 (Offering, Giving, Soliciting, 
or Receiving a Bribe; Extortion Under Color of 
Official Right), inay he applied not only to cases 
involving bribery hut to cases that traditionally 
would be considered gratuity. To address. these 
concerns, ·the Commission has puhlish~.d for 
public comment amendments that would, com­
bine gttidelines that cover similar condu~t and 
would clarify the scope of the bribery an~. gratu­
ity. gttidelines. 

Two additional ·issues involve application of 
gttideline adjustments in complex or difficult 
cases. For example, the working group observed 
some difficulty (1) in applying the definition of 
an"official holding a high-level decisiol1-making 
or sensitive position"; and (2) in determining the 
value of the payment or the benefit received for 
purposes of the value table adjustment, particu­
larly in complex cases such as procurement 
cases in which . the facts were obscure or the 

« 
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benefit was not readily determinable. The Com­
mission has published for public comment 
amendments that may clarify and simplify appli-

. cation in these areas. 

Finally, the working group identified an issue 
concen1ing the appropriateness of dep~rtures on 
grounds of collateral consequences (e.g., debar­
ment, loss of official position, vulnerability in 
prison) and cultural disposition (e.g., the pur­
ported tendency in some cultures to offer a gra­
tuity for services rendered). The Commission has 
published a request for public comment on how 
to resolve the competing policy concerns in­
volved· in these departures and the statutory 
mandate to remain "entirely neutral as to the 

·race, sex, national origin, creed, and socioeco­
nomic status of offenders." 

Snbstantial Assistance 

During 19$)2, the Commission formed a working 
group to conduct .a long-term study . of issues 
related to s~ntencing reductions for defendants 
who assist the government in the investigation 
and prosecution of others. . 

Creation of the Substantial Assistance Working 
Grmip was prompted by three findings: (1) a 
significant increase from 1989 to 1992 in the 
natiol1al rate of departure for substantial assis­
tance (from 5.8% to 15.1% of all cases);· (2) a 
wide variation in the rate of substantial assis­
tance departures among circuits and districts 
(from 0.0% to 48.8%); and (3) considerable 
variation in .the kinds . of defendant assistance 
that result in substantial assistance motions as 
well as the extent of departure granted by the 

. .. 
court. 

The comprehensive research proposal includes a. 
variety of methods and data sources: 

(1) a detailed statistical analysis of substan-
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tial assistance departures based on the 
Commission's aggregate data sources; 

(2) a comparative case study of se~ect groi1ps 
of codefendants; 

(3) a survey of general office policies :and 
practices in U.S. attorney offices in each 
of the 94 districts; . 

( 4) telepho~1e interviews with a random sam­
ple of assistant U.S. attorneys to obt~in 
ad9itional data ab~ut substantial assis­
tance case.s; 

(5) on-site interviews of judges, prosecutors, 
defense attorneys, and probation officers 
in selected ~listricts ab~ut substantial as­
sistance practices; and 

(6) case law analyses ~nd review of relevant 
literature·. 

Food and DnJ,g 

The Food and Dn1g· Working Group, established 
in 1993 as a two-year effort to assess the feasf­
bility of formulating organizational guidelines for 
offenses covered by §2N2.1, used th<; first y~ar 
to study how individual defendants were se-n­
tenced under the guideline. In its second year, 
the group will focus more specifically on organ­
izational guidelines. 

During 1993, the group prepared a preliminary 
report that included: (1) an overview of §2N2.1 
and the most commonly prosecuted crimes sen­
tenced under it; (2) a description and analysis.of 
food and ,dnig cases involving individuals sen­
tenced under §2N2.1 during fiscal years 1991 
and 1992; (3) a description of food and dn1g 
cases involving. organizational defendants sen­
tenced under pre-guidelines law; (4) .an analysis 
of significant application issues under §2N2.1; 
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and (5) a description of additional research the 

group will undertake during fiscal year 1994. 

Departnres 

The Departures Working Group was formed to 

study the use of sentencing judges' authority to 

depart from the guidelines and to impose a sen­

tence outside the otherwise specified sentencing 

range. To clarify the role of ,departure in the 

guidelines sentencing process and to determine 

whether current departure practice is consistent 

with statutory authority and congressional intent, 

the Departures Working Group is engaged in 

reviews and analyses of: (1) the currently .avail­

able legal and policy bases for departure; and -

(2) when and why sentencing judges exercise 

their departure authority. 

The key element of the study is an empirical 

analysis of district court departure practices. For 

this phase of the -research, the -working _group 

selected 30 district courts in six circuits and 

conducted a detailed review of monitoring files 

for departure cases in each district --:- more than 

.1,400 cases in all - and is analyzing this infor­

mation for important patterns. This empirical 

review is supplemented by two legal -research 

projects: (1) an analysis of the appellatejuris­

pnldence of each circuit, focusing on treatment 

of offender characteristics, offense circum­

stances, and crimin~l history as base~ for depar-­

ture; and (2) ail exa(mination of the language ~nd 
legislative history of the Sentencing ·Reform 

Act's departure provisions. 

The working group anticipates that this combina­

tion of legal and empirical research will promote 

better unde!Standing -of the role of departure in · 

the guidelines ~entencing scheme and will aid 

the Commission in its assessment of the need for 

amendment of- guidelines provisions relating to 

departure. 
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En,vironrnental Sanctions 

The Commission in 1992 authorized the forma­

tion of the Advisory Working Group on Environ­

mental Sanctions to render its independent 

opinions on the develQpment of sanctions for 

organizations convicted of federal environmental 

offenses. This ad hoc working group comprises 

16 experts in environmental or corporate crimi­

nal law. It includes representatives from the 

Department of Justice, the Environmental. Pro­

tection Agency, environmental public interf1St 

groups, the .regulated corporate community, the 

private defense bar, and academia. 

The activities of this working group represented 

but the first step in the Commission's process of 

developing guidelines. The group met frequently 

throughout 1992 and 1993 to discuss the dif~­

cult issues of sentencing organizations found 

guilty of environmental offenses. In March 1993, 

the group released for public comment a working 

draft of proposed recommendations, stimulating 

public debate on the need for, and the appropri­

ate content of, sentencing guidelines to ~ applied 

to organizations convicted of environmental 

offenses. Witnesses expressed their views at a 

May 10, 1993, public meeting before the advi­

sory working group,- and others submitted more 

than 100 sets of written comment on the working 

draft. 

The advisory working group revised its recom­

. me:ridations in light _of the comments received 

and expected to subm~t its final recommenda­

tions to the Commission in November 1993. 
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Chapter Three 

Legal Issues 
Introduction 

During 1993, federal -~ourts issued hundreds 
of decisions on constitutional, statutory' and 
guideline application issues. While the Commis­
sion is 'not a party ,to individual sentencing pro­
ceedings, it closely follows court decisions as 
part of its congressionally In.andated responsibil­
ity to monitor application of the gitidelines and 
to formulate guideline amendments promoting a 
greater degree of sentencing uniformity .1 What 
follow~ is an overview of some of the more sig­
nificant sentencing-related legal -issues ·ad- · 
dressed by the courts in 1993. 

Supreme Court 
The United States Supreme Court, in 1989, en­
sured nationwide application of the sentencing 
guidelines by laying to rest a series of constitu­
tional challenges to the Sentencing Refoqn Act 
and the guidelines.2 

In 1993, the Court issued 

two unanimous decisions on issues related to 
guideline sentencing.3 In United States v. Stin­
son, 4 

· the Court held that commentary in . the 
Sentencing Commission's Guidelines Manual 
that explains orinterprets a guideline is authori­
tative unless it violates the Constitution or a 
federal statute,· is inconsistent with that guide­
Fne, or .is a plainly erroneous re~ding of it.5 

According this measure ~f controlling 
authority to the commentary is consistent 
with the role the Sentencing Reform Act 
contemplates for the Sentencing Commis­
sion. The Commission; after all, drafts the . 
guidelines as well as the commentary in­
terpreting them, so we can presume that 
the interpretations of the guidelines con­
tained in the commentary represent t~e 
most accurate indications of how the Com­
mission deems that the guidelines should 
be applied to be consistent with the guidelines 
as a whole &s well as the authorizing stah1te.

6 

l See generall.r 28U.S.C. § 991(b)(1)(B);.S. Rep. No. 225, 98th Cong., 2d Sess. 39-56, 159-81 (1983), reprinted in 1984 U.S.C.C.A.N. 3182,3222-339, 3342.,64.· . . 
2 Mistretta v. United States, 488 U.S. 361 (1989)~ 
3 During the same period, the Supreni~ Court agreed to hear three cases that will have an impact on guideline sentencing: U.S. v. Custis, 988 F.2d 1355 (4th Cir.), cert. granted, 62 U.S.L.W. 3272 (U.S. Oct. 12, 1993)(No. 93-5209)(whether a defendant may challenge the constituiional validity of prior state convictions offered by the government to enhance his sentence under. the provisions of the Armed Career Criminal Act); U.S. v Nichols, 979 F.2d 402 (6th Cir. 1992), cert. granted, 62 U.S.L.W. 3259 (U.S. Sept. 28, 1993)(No. 92-8556)(whether the distri~t court may consider a prior, uncounseled misdemeanor conviction for driving while intoxicated in determining · defendant'scriminal history score under the gtiidelines); U.S. v. Granderson, 969 F.2d 980 (lith Cir. 1992), cert. granted, 113 S. Ct. 3033 (1993)(whether the phrase "original sentence" in 18 U .S.C. § 3565(a), requiring a federal probationer convicted of a dmg offense to serye a minimum sentence "not less than one-third the original sentence," refers to the original term of probation imposed or the original sentence of imprisonment that could have been imposed under the guidelines at the original sentencing hearing). Arguments were scheduled to be heard on Granderson January 10, 1994, on Nichols January 11, 1994, and on Custis Febmary 28, 1994. 
4 113 S. Ct. 1913 (1993). t·-s In the same vein, the principle that certain kinds of policy statements in the Guidelines Manual bind federal courts was decided in 1992. Williams v. United States, 503 U.S._,.-·· _· (199~)(slip o_p., at 6). 
6 113 S. Ct. 1913, 1918-19 (1993) .. 
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In the second· case, United States v. Dunnigan, 7 

the Coi1rt nlled that an obstnlCtion enhancement 

·given under guideline 3Cl.l for a defendant's 

·· perjurious ·trial testimony does not contravene 

the privilege of an accused to testify on her own 

.behalf, provided the sentencing judge makes "a 

proper determination" that the defendant in fact 
". .. . ' ' 
committed perjury at trial. If the defendant chal-

lenges the sentence enhancement resulting from 

her trial testimony, the court must review the 

evidence and make independent findings to sup­

port all the elements of a perjury violation. This 

decision resolved an intercircuit conflict and.re­

stored uniformity in the interpretation of the ap­

plicable constitutional law; 

Courts of Appeals 

When an intercircuit conflict concerns differ­

ences in interpretation of. guidelines provisions 

that do not .reach constitutional issues, the Su­

preme Court has indicated that the Commission 

has the initial and primary task of addressing 

and resolving the conflicL
8 The Commission's 

actions to resolve conflicts among the circuits by 

- guideline amendment are set out in Table 3. A 

·discussion of the most significant appellate deci­

sions follows. 

113 S. Ct. 1111 (1993)~ 

Braxton v. United States, 111 S. Ct. 1854 (1991). 

Relevant Condnct 

Section 1Bl.3, the Relevant Conduct guideline, 

determines the scope of a defendant's. offense 

conduct, and that of others acting in concert with 

the defendant, that will be used to determine the 

defendant's offense level. In 1993, the appellate 

courts contini1ed to reject statutory challenges to 

the Commission's authority to promulgate this 

guideline. TI1e Fifth Circuit joined several other 

circuits in holding "that 28 U.S.C. § 994(c)(2) 

provides statutory authority for USSG §1Bl.3" to 

consider for sentencing purposes conduct out­

side the confines of the offense of conviction.9 

Appellate courts have continued to reject a.rgu­

ments that consideration of acquitted conduct in 

determining the base offense level violates the 

double jeopardy clause or due process.10 

The courts have continued to uphold the inclu­

sion of dn1g quantities outside the offense of 

conviction as relevant conduct in dn1g distribu­

tion cases in which the sentencing judge made 

factual findings that the dn1gs were ·part of the 

same "course of conduct or part of a common 

scheme or plan" as the count of conviction.n 

Appell~te courts continued to reject challenges 

to a sentencing court's consideration of conduct 

charged in dismissed counts when determining 

relevant conduct.12 · · . . . . . 

7 

8 

9 U.S. v. Gracia, 98~ F.2d 625, 629 (5th Cir. 1993); accord U.S. v. Galloway, 976 F.2d 414,419-21 (8th Cir. 1992) 

(en ?anc), cert. demed, 113 S. Ct. 1420 (1993); U.S. y. Davern, 970 F.2d 1490 (6th Cir. 1992) (en bane), cert. 

demed, 113 S. Ct. 1289 (1993); See also U.S. v. Ebbole, 917 F.2d 1495 (7th Cir. 1990) (rejectinu statutory 

challenge to§ 1Bl.3). c 

10 

ll 

12 

U.S. v. ~arcia, 987 F.2d ~459 (lOth Cir. 1993) (following holding in U.S. v. Johnson, 911 F.2d 1394, 1400-02 

(lOth Ctr. 19?0), cert. demed, 11~ S. Ct. _761 (1991) that double jeopardy is inapplicable because there is no · 

separate p~mslim~nt for the acqmtted cnme, only an enhancement of the sentence for the crime of which 

defendant IS convicted). . . . . . . . . . · 

_u.s .. v. Olea, 98? F.2d 874,877 (1st Cir. 1993). 

U.S. y. Von Mitchell, 984 F;2d 338 (9th Cir. 1993). 
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Table 3 

CIRCUIT CONFLICTS ADDRESSED BY COMMISSION AMENDMENT 
(Amendments effective November 1, 1993) 

GUIDELINE ISSUE 

§lBl.ll ("One Book Rule") 

When sentencing a· defendant, should 
the sentencing court apply the entire 
manual instead or' applying different 
versions for different counts? 

§2Dl.l_ (n.*) (Cocaine Base) 

Is the term "cocaine base" as used in 
§2Dl.1 synonymous with the term 
"crack"? 

CIRCUIT DECISIONS1 

Yes (Second, Fourth, Seventh, 
Eighth, Ninth) 

Single-count cases: 

United States v. Stephenson, 921 F.2d 
438, 441 (2d Cir. 1990) 
United States v. Boula, 997 F.2d 263 
(7th Cir. 1993) (after amendment 442} 
United States v. Lenfesty, 923 F.2d 1293, 
1299 (8th Cir. 1991) 
United States v. Warren, 980 F.2d 1300 
(9th Cir. 1992) (post-amendment) · .-

Multiple-count cases: 

. United States v. Hartzog, 983 F.2d 604, 
608 (4th Cir. 1993) 

No (Third, Ninth) 

Multiple~count cases: 

United States v. Seligsohn, 981 F.2d 1418, 
1424-26 (3d Cir. 1992) 
United States v. Castro, 972 F.2d 1107 
(9th Cir. 1992) 

Yes (Ninth) 

United States v. Shaw, 936 F.2d 412 
(9th Cir. 1991) 

No (First, Second, Fifth, Eleventh) 

United States v. Lopez-Gil, 965 F.2d 
1124, 1135 (1st Cir. 1992), amended, No. 
90-2059 (May 14, 1992) (en bane) 
United States v. Jackson, 968 F.2d 158 
(2d Cir. 1992) 
United States v. Butler, 988 F.2d 537 
(5th Cir. 1993) 
United States v. Rodriguez, 980 F.2d 
1375 (11th Cir. 1992) 

15 

COMMISSION AMENDMENT 

Amendment 474 amends §1B1.11 and 
its commentary to state that a single 
manual should be applied in cases 
involving multiple counts (effective 
November 1, 1993). Amendment 
442, effective November 1, 1992, 
added §1Bl.ll and commentary 

· specifying that a single manual 
should be used in_ cases involving a 
single count. 

Amendment 487 to the comi)Jentary 
of §2D1.1 states that "coc~ine base" . 
means "crack" for purposes of 
applying the sentencing guidelines 
(effective November 1, 1993). 



· Table 3 (Cont'd) 

GUIDELINE ISSUE CIRCUIT DECISIONS1
-. COMMISSION AMENDMENT 

§2Dl.l, comment. (n.l) (Mixture or Yes (First, Fifth, Ninth, Tenth) Amendment 484 to the commentary 

Substance) 
of §2Dl.l states that the term 

United States v. Mahecha-Onofre, 936 "mixture. or substance" does not 

Does the term "mixture or substance" F.2d 623 (1st Cir. 1991) (cocaine) include materials that must be 
l 
l 

for purposes of §2Dl.l include United States v. Lo12ez-Gil, 965 F.2d 1124. separated from the controlled I. 

materials that must be separated (1st Cir. 1992), amended on other substance before it may be u~ed 

from the controlled substance before grounds, No. 90-2059 (1st Cir. May 14;. (effective November 1, 1993): 

the controlled substance can be 1992) (en bane) (cocaine) 

used? United States v. Sherrod, 964 F.2d'1501 

(5th Cir. 1992) (methamphetamine) -·. 

United States v. Innie, 7 F.3d 840 

(9th Cir. 1993) (methamphetamine) 

United States v. Killion, 7 F.3d 927 

,, (lOt~ Cir. 1993) (methamphetamine) 

No (Second, Third, Fifth, Sixth, 

Seventh, ·Eleventh) 

United States v. Acosta, 963 F.2d 551 .. 
(2d Cir. 1992) (cocaine) 
United States v. Rodriguez, 975 F.2d 999 

(3d Cir. 1992) (cocaine) 

United States v. Palacios-Molina, 7 F.3d 

49 (5th Cir. 1993) (cocaine) 

United States v. Jennings, 945 F.2d 129, 

134 (6th Cir. 1991) (methamphetamine) 

United States v. Johnson, 999 F.2d 1192 

(7th Cir. 1993) (cocaine) 
United States v. Rolande-Gabriel, 938 

F.2d 1231 (11th Cir. 1991) (cocaine) ·' 

United States v. Newsome, 998 F.2d 1571 . 

(11th Cir. 1993) (methamphetamine) 
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Table 3 (Cont'd) 

GUIDELINE ISSUE CIRCUIT DECISIONS1 COMMISSION AMENDMENT 

§2Fl.l(b)(2) (More than Minimal Yes {First, Third, Fourth, Seventh, Amendment 497 clarifies §lBl.l 
Planning Adjustment); §381.1 Eighth, Ninth, Tenth) (Application Instructions) to provide 
(Aggravating Role) that adjustments "from different 

United States v. Balogun, 989 F.2d 20, 24 guideline sections are applied 
Can a sentencing court apply both (1st Cir: 1993) cumulatively· unless otherwise stated 
the adjustment for §3B1.1 United States v. Wong, 3 F.3d 667 . (effective November 1, 1993). 
(Aggravating Role) and an (3d Cir. 1993) 
adjustment for more than.rninimal United St'ates v. Curtis, 934 F.2d 553 
planning (e.g., under §2F1.l (Fraud (4th Cir. 1991) 
and Deceit))? United States v:· Boula, 932 F.2d 651, 655 

(7th Cir. 1991) 
United States v. Willis, 997 F.2d 407 
(8th Cir. 1993) 
United S!ates v. Kelly, 993 F.2d 705 
(9th Cir. 1993) ; 

United States v. Smith, No. 93-3159 
.. 

(lOth Cir. Jan. 6, 1994) 

No {Sixih) 

United States v. Romano, 970 F.2d 164 
(6th Cir. 1992) (§3B1.1(a)) 
United States v. Chichy, 1 F.3d 1501 
(6th Cir. 1993) (§3B1.1( c)) 

§3Bl.l(b) {Aggravating Role) Yes (Fourth, Seventh) Amendment 500 to the commentary ' 
of §3B1.1 (Aggravating· Role) 

Does §3B1.1(b) (Aggravating Role) United States v. Chambers, 985 F.2d 1263 specifies that the defendant must 
permit an enhancement if the (4th Cir. 1993) have managed one or more other 
defendant :manages or supervises United States v. Morales, 994 F.2d 386 participants, but suggests an upward 
only property or enterprises and not (7th Cir. 1993) departure when the defendant has 
persons? management responsibility over. the 

No (First, Third, Sixth, Ninth) property, assets, or activities of a 
criminal organization but not over 

United States v. FulJer, 897 F.2d 1217, other persons (effective November 1, 
1220-21 (1st Cir. 1990) 1993). 
United States v. Fuentes, 954 F.2d 151, 
154 (3d Cir. 1992) 
United States v. Carroll, 893 F.2d.1502 
(6th Cir. 1990) 
U·nited States v. Mares-Molina, 913 F.2d 
770, 773-74 (9th Cir.1990) 
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GUIDELINE ISSUE 

§4A1.2, comment. (n.6) (Collateral 
Attack of Prior Convictions) · 

Does note 5 of the commentary to 
§4A1.2 (Definitions and Instructions. 
for Computing Criminal History) 
independently confer on sentencing 
courts ·the discretion to entertain 
defendant's initial challenges to prior 
convictions? 

Table 3 (Cont'd) 

CIRCUIT DECISIONS1 

Yes (Second, Third, Fifth) 

United States v. Jacobetz, 955 F.2d 786, 
805 (2d Cit. 1992) 
United States v. Brown, 991 F.2d 1162 
(3d Cir. 1993) 
United States v. Canales, 960 F.2d 
1311, 1316 (5th Cir. 1992) 

No · (Fit:st, Fourth, Sixth, Eighth, 
Eleventh) 

United ·States v. Isaacs, Nos. 92-2098 
(1st. Cir. Jan. 25, 1993) 
United States v. Byrd, 995 F.2d 536 
(4th Cir. 1993) · 
United States v. McGlocklin, 8 F.3d 1037 
(6th Cir. .1993) (en bane) 
United States v. Hewitt, 942 F.2d 1270, 
1276 (8th Cir. 1991) 
United States v. Roman, 989 F.2d 1117 
(11th Cir. 1993) 

See also (Ninth) 

United States v. Yea-Gonzales, 986 F.2d 
321, 327 (9th Cir. 1993) 

1. Case citations do not include information regarding denial of certiorari. 
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COMMISSION AMENDMENT 

Amendment 493 to the commentary 
of §4A1.2 clarifies that the 
Commission does not intend this 
commentary to enlarge the . 
defendant's right to attack collaterally 
a prior conviction beyond any right 
otherwise recognized by law 
(effective November 1, 1993). 

• I 
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The Sixth Circuit addressed the issue of whether 
qtia:Iltiiies of dntgs seized in violation of the 
Fourth Amendment fi!ay be considered wheri de-· 

.. termining relevant condtict. In United States v. 

. Jenkins, 13 the court allowed consideration of the 
· evidence, because there was no indication in the 
trial ·record that the evidence was obtained to 
enhance the defendants' sentences~ Iri so hold­
ing, the panel chose not to follow dicta from an 
earlier decision by another panel. 14 

In monitoring application of the Relevant Con­
duct guideline, the Commission determined that 
clarifying changes should be made and addi­
tional illustrative commentary should be added. 
These amendments became effective Novem-· 
her 1, 1992. One area the amendments soughtto 
clarify was the concept of "reasonable foresee- -
ability" as a means of determining ~entencing 
accountability for defendants who have partici­
pated in jointly undertaken criminal activity. 
The Second and Seventh Circuits15 have permit­
ted sentencing courts to consider conduct that 
may have occurred before the defendant joined 
the conspiracy. Taking the contrary view, the 
First and Ninth Circuits have limited considera­
tion to conduct occurring after the defendant 
joined the conspiracy, 16 reasoning that "reason­
able foreseeability" should reflect only what the 

13 U.S. v. Jenkins, 4 F.3dl33~ (6th Cir. 1993). 
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defendant foresees is the object of the conspiracy 
once he has joined. The Fifth Circuit reach~d the _ 
same conclusion as the First and Ninth. ln · 

. 17 ' . . . 
United States v. Evbuomwan, the court looked 
to an· example from the. prospective a.mended. 
guideline (which the cohrt believed it could a.p­
propria.tely consider beca.use the ~'mendment 
was of a clarifying nattlre) and conchtded that 
"appropriate application of.§1BL3 requires·giv--

· ing tempora.l primacy to the determination. of 
·whether a defenda.nt has agreed to jointly under­
take a. criminal activity. . . . The reasonably 
foreseeable standa.rd applies only a.fter it is 
shown that a jointly undertaken a.ctivity has 
taken place~" 

The concept of reasona.ble foreseeability in the 
Relev_ant Conduct guideline also has been ap-
plied by the courts in constnting the rea.ch of the 
statutory minimum provisions of 21 u~s.c. 

§§ 84l(b) and 846. TI1e Second Circuit, in 
United States v. Martinez, 18 agreed with the 
Eighth Circuit's decision in United States y. 

Jones, 19 holding that the sta.ndards governing 
sentencing under the guidelines "should apply to 

- the statutory mfnimu:ms of§ 84l(b)." The Sec.:.· 
ond 'circuit examined the legislative history of 
21 U.S.C. § 846 and held that the guideline 
standards also apply to sentences for conspiracy 

14 See U.S. v. Nichols, 979 F.2d 402 (6th Cir. 1992)~ cert. gra11ted on other issue, 62 U.S.L.W. 3259 (U.S. Sept. 28, 
1993) (No. 92-8556). 

15 · See U.S. v. Miranda-Ortiz, 926 F.2d 172, 173 (2d Cir.), cert. denied, 112 S. Ct. 347 (1991); U.S. v. Edwards, 945 
F.2d 1'387 (7th Cir. 1991), cert. denied, 112 S. Ct. 1590 (1992). 

16 U.S. v. O'Campo, 973 F.2d 1015, 1026 (1st Cir. 1992); U.S. v. Petty, 982 F.2d 1374, 1377 (9th Cir. 1993). 
17 . U.S. v. Evhuomwan, 992 F.2d 70, 74 (5th Cir. 1993). 
18 lJ.S. v. Martinez, 987 F.2d 920, 924-25 (2d Cir.l993). 
19 U.S. v. Iones, 965 F.2d 1507, 1516-17 (8th Ci~.), cert. denied, 113 S. Ct. 3346 (1992); accord U.S. v. Becerra, 

992 F.2d 960,-967, n.2 (9th Cir. 1993) ("we see no reason why sentencing under the statutory minimums should 
differ. They are, in essence, part of the Guidelines scheme."); U.S. v. Irvin, 2 F.3d 72 (4th Cir. 1993). 
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_under 21 U .S.C. § 846. In joining these circuits, 

the Seventh Circuit stated:20 

The view they have taken preserves the 

. traditional. approach to co-conspirator li­

ability, an approach well-established in 

·our criminal law. It also permits the ad­

ministration of the statute in a way that 

· does no violence to the approach of the 

Sentencing ·Guidelines. Accordingly, we 

join the other circuits that have confronted 

the issue in holding that, in imposing a 

sentence for conspiracy under the provi­

sions of section 841(b), the district court 

must determine the quantity of dntgs that 

the defendant could reasonably have fore­

seen. 

Vulnerable Victim, Role in the Offense 

The Vulnerable Victim adjustment under guide­

line 3A1.1 provides for a two-level enhancement 

of a defendant's offense level if "the defendant 

knew or should have known that a victim of the 

offense was unusually vulnerable due t~ age, 

physical or mental condition, or . . . was other­

wise particularly susceptible to the criminal con­

duct .... "
21 During 1993, several cases focused 

on the "otherwise particularly susceptible" lan­

guage of the guideline. Among the most signifi­

cant was the Eleventh Circuit'"s en bane 

d · · 22 d r· 1 s · c rt23 
ec1s10n on reman rom t 1e upreme ou 

that bank tellers, as a group, are not "otherwise 

20 U.S. v. Young, 997 F.2d 1204, 1210 (7th Cir. 1993). 

21 . USSG §3Al.l. 

particularly susceptible" to bank robbery within 

the meaning of §3A1.l. This holding reversed a 

prior panel decision.24 In making this determi­

nation, the circuit court agreed with the Solicitor 

·General's argument that "section 3AL1 was in­

tended to apply only when the special ~ulner~ 

ability of the victim makes the offender more 

culpable than he otherwise would be in commit­

ting the particular offense. "25 In this instance, 

bank tellers are typically the victims of bank 

larceny and robbery offenses. However, the couit 

noted that by ntling that tellers are not per se 

vulnerable victims does not preclude a teller 

from being a vulnerable victim in a particula~ 

case. 

The Seventh Circuit also examined the "other­

wise particularly susceptible" language and held 

that a married homosexual was a particularly 

susceptible blackmail victim. 26 The court noted 

that "blackmail victims are not all susceptibleto 

the same degree"; and the fact that the defendant 

targeted married homosexuals indicated "a ma­

levolent focusing in on a particularly susceptible 

subgroup of blackmail victims." That circuit 

also upheld the enhancement for a case in which 

the defendant targeted an emotionally disturbed 

minor and lured her into prostitution.27 

TI1e Role in the Offense adjustment of guideline 

3Bl.1 also has been the subject of conflicting 

interpretations among the circuits. The courts 

have disagreed on whether a·n adjustment is per-

22 U.S. v. Morrill, 984 F.2d 1136 (11th Cir. 1993) (en bane). 

23 Morrill v. United States, 113 S. Ct. 955 (1993). 

24 · U.S. v. Tones, 899 F.2d 1097 (11th Cir.), cert, denied, 498 U.S. 906 (1990). 

25 U.S. v. Morrill, supra, n. 22,984 F.2d at 1137. 

26 U.S. v. Lallemand, 989 F.2d 936,940 (7th Cir. 1993). 

27 U.S. v. White, ·979 F.2d 539, 544 (7th Cir. 1992). 
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niitted if the defendant manages or supervises 

o:rily property or assets and not other participants 

in the cri~nal activity ?8 During 1993, the Commis­

sion amended the guideline connnentary to resolve 

this conflict. The amended commentary, effec­

tive November 1, 1993, states that the defen­

dant must manage other persons, but provides 
that an upward departure may be warranted if 

~he defendant "exercised management respon-

. sibility over the property' assets, or activities 

·_of a crirriinill orga~ization. "29 

Obsintction of Justice, Acceptance of 
Responsibility 

The guidelines provide for a two-level upward 

adjustment to the offense level if the defendant 
:; "willfully obstnicted or impeded, or attempted to 

obstntct ~impede the. administration of justice 

~dtiring the investigation, prosecution, or sentenc­

. ing of the instant offense. "30 The Supreme 

Court's decision in United States v. Dunnigan31 

upheld the constitutionality ofenha:ricing a de­

fendant's sentence under this guideline upon a 

finding that the defendant committed perjury at 

tri~l; however, the judge may not rely solely on 

the jury verdict of guilty, but must make inde-

Annual Report 1993 

pendent findings of perjury. As the Eighth Cir­

cuit has held, it is not enough that the defendant 

testified in his own behalf- and the jury disbe­

lieved him.32 Obstn1ction adjustments were also 

upheld for defendants who attempted to escape 

custody prior to sentencing,33 tried to influence 
. ' . b h . h 34 d witnesses testimony y t reatemng t em, an 

flushed crack cocaine down the toilet when po­

lice entered his apartment with a search war­
rant.35 

Obstn1ction adjustments have been reversed for 

cases in which the sentencing judge relied solely 

on the jury verdict in determining that the defen­

dant testified falsely,36 the acts relied on by the 

court were unrelated to the counts of conviction 

and could not have impeded investigation into 

them, 37 and the adjustment was -9ased on the 

defendant lawyer's objection to information in 

the presentence report that was later proven by 
38 

' the government. 

The defendant's base offense level may be ad­

justed downward two levels "if the defendant 

. clearly demonstrates acceptance of responsibil­

ity for his offense," and an additional one-le~el 
downward adjustment may be made for certain 

28 · . Compare U.S. 1J. Chamhers. 985 F.2d 1263 (4th Cir.), cert. denied, 114 S. Ct. 107 (1993) (the aggravating role 
adjustment applies where the defendant manages or supervises property or assets); U.S. v. Morales, 994 F.2d 386 

_(7th Cir. 1993) (same) with U.S. v. Fuller, 897 F.2d 1217 (1st Cir. 1990) (the defendant must have exercised som~ 
degree of control over others involved in the commission of the offense); U.S. v. Fuentes, 954 F.2d 151 (3d Cir.), 
cert. denied, 112 S. Ct. 2950 (1992); U.S. v. Carroll, 893 F.2d 1502 (6th Cir. 1990); U.S. v. Mares-Molina, 913 
F.2d 770, 773-74 (9th Cir. 1990). 

29 Section 3Bl.l, App. C., amend. 500 (Nov. 1993). 

30 USSG §3Cl.l. 

31 113,S. Ct. 1111 (1993). 

32 U.S. v. Yankton, 986 F.2d 1225 (8th Cir. 1993). 

33 U.S. v Amos, 984 F.2d 1067 (lOth Cir. 1993). 

34 U.S. v. Riley, 991 F.2d 120 (4th Cir. 1993). 

35 U.S. v. Chatman, 994 F.2d 1510 (lOth Cir. 1993). 

36 U.S. v. Medina, 992 F.2d 573 (6th Cir. 1993). 

37 U.S. v. Lev:y, 992 F.2d 1081 (lOth Cir. 1993). 

38 U.S. v. Eirven, 987 F.2d 634 (9th Cir. 1993). 
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defendants who have "assisted authorities in the 

investigation or prosecution of his own miscon-
l II b k' . 'fi l . 39 I < net y ta tng certatn spect te< actwns. n 

1993, four circuits held that §3E1.1(b), providing 

for the additional one-level adjustment, could not 

he applied retroactively because the amendment 

was· not listed by the Commission under USSG 

§1Bl.10 for possible retroactive application.40 

Criminal History 

Language in the commentary to §4A1.2, relating 

to invalidated convictions and the procedural 

isstte .of whether a defendant may at sentencing 

collaterally attack prior convictions, has been 

amended seyeral times to clarify guideline inter­

pretation. An amendment to Application Note 6 

to the guideline conimentary, effective Novem­

ber 1, 1993,ftirther clarifies the eommentary41 

in response to an intercircuit conflict. The Cir­

cuits have differed in their interpretation of the 

39 USSG §3El.l, App. C, am~nd. 459 (Nov. 1992) .. 

November 1990 version of language in Applica­
tion Note 6 and background commentary, which 
provides that "sentences resulting from coQvic­

tions that a defendant shows to have been pre­

viously ntled constitutionally invalid are not to 

be counted" and that "[t]he Commission leaves 

for court determination the ·issue of whether a 

defendant may collaterally attack at sentencing 

a prior conviction." The Fourth, Eigqth, and 

Eleventh Circuits have held that the 1990 

amended language prohibits a defendant from 

collaterally attacking a prior sentence at the sen­
tencing hearing unless the Constitution or a federal 
' 42 

statute requires that the challenge be allowed. 

. ~ . 

In contrast, the Second, Third~ Fifth, and Sixth 

Circuits have held that the amendments do not 

restrict district court discretion to permit defen­

dants to challenge prior convictions. 43 

40 See U.S. v. DeSouza, 995 F.2d 323 (1st Cir. 1993); U.S. v. Caceda, 990 F.2d 707 (2d Cir. 1993); U.S. v. 
Rodriguez, 989 F.2d 583 (2d Cir. 1993); U.S; v. Dowty, 996 F.2d 937 (8th Cir. 1993) (per curiam); U.S. v; Avila, 
997 F.2d 767 (8th Cir . .1993). . 

41 USSG App. C, amend. 493 to §4Al.2, comment. (n.6) (Nov. 1, 1993) that: "Reversed. Vacated. or Invalidated 
Convictions. Sentences resulting from convictions that (A) have been reversed or vacated because of errors of law' 
or because of subseqtiently discovered evidence exonerating the defendant, or (B) have been ruled constitutionally 
invalid in a prior case·are not to be counted. With respect to the current sentencing proceeding, this guideline and . 
commentary do not confer upon the defendant any right to attack collaterally a prior conviction or sentence beyond 
any such rights otherwise recognized in law (e.g.", 2llLS.C. § 851 expressly provides that a defendant may 
collaterally attack certain prior convictions)." Nonetheless, the criminal condu'ct underlying any conviction that is 
not counted in the criminal history score may be considered pursuant to §4Al.3 (Adequacy of Criminal History 
Category). 

42 See U.S. v. Byrd, 995 F.2d 536 (4th Cir. 1993),petitionfor cert.filed, __ U.S.L.W. _·_(U.S. Oct. 1993) (No. 
9.3-6385) (the guidelines provide no independent power for collateral review; review is mandated by the 
Constitution only in certain limited circumstances); U.S. v. Roman, 989 F.2d 1270, 1276 (8th Cir. 1991) (en bane) 
(the guidelines add no independent power for collateral review; the Constitution only mandates review. if the prior . 
·conviction is "presumptively void"); and U.S. v. Hewitt, 942 F.2d 1270, 1276 (8th Cir. 1991) (the amendment to 
note 6 of the commentary demonstrates the Commission's intent to disallow challenges to prior convictions; it does 
not discuss the background note). 

43 U.S. v. Brown, 991 F.2d 1162, 1165-66 (3d Cir. 1993); U.S. v. Canales, 960 F.2d1311, 1315 (5th Cir. 1992) 
(the background note demonstrates Commission intent that the sentencing court exercise discretion in deciding . 
whether to permit challenges to prior convictions); U.S. v. McGlocklin,B F.3d 1037 (6th Cir. 1993) (Application 
Note 6 is consistent with the district courts' inherent authority to allow attacks on prior convictions); U.S. v; . 
Iakobetz, 955 F.2d 786,805 (2d Cir.), cert. denied, 113 S. Ct. 104 (1992) ("[w]hile defendants may always present 
the sentencing court with evidence that another court has ruled their prior convictions invalid and hence 
unsuitable for consideration as part of the criminal history score at sentencing, the court also retains discretion to 
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The circuit courts also are divided on whether 
thet:onstitution requires the courts to allow col­
Jateral attacks ori prior convictions. 44 

The Commission has acted to address these con­
flictsand awaits the Supreme Court's decision in 
Custis and' Nichols (see footnote 3, supra) for 
additional guidance in this area. 

Departnres Based on Aggravating and 
Mitigating. Circnrnstances 

The guidelines and the . underlying statute pro­
vide that a district court may impose a sentence 
outside the applicable range if the court finds an 
"aggravating or mitigating Circumstance of ~ 
kind, or to a degree, not adequately taken into 
consideration by the Sentencing. Commission in 
formulating the guidelines that should result in a 
sentence different from that described."45 Al­
though departures depend to a large extent on the 
individual circumstances of each case, some gen­
eral patten1s have emerged concerning what con­
stitutes a valid or invalid ground for departure. 

In J 993, appellate courts continued to affirm 
upward departures in cases in which the district 
courts found that the defendant's conduct was· 
not :adequately covered by the applicable guide­
line or adjustments. Examples include the "inor­
di~Iate" abuse ~f tn1~t in excess of that 

Annual Report·l993 

~ontemplated in §3Bl.3 of a United States bank­
niptcy tn1stee who embezzled more than 
$1.5 million from ·an account under his receiver­
ship,46 a defendant ·whose petjury at trial was 
significantly more egregious than ordinary cases 
of obstniCtion of justice,47 and a defendant con­
victed of fraudulent phonecard use who falsely 
reported an armed hostage situation that resulted 
in $2,500 in property damage to a hotel (see 
§5K2.5), and the needless dispatching of the 
city's SWAT team (see §5K2.7).48 

During the same period, appellate courts re­
versed 'upward departures for a variety of rea­
sons. Departur~s were reversed because the 
conduct or circumstances were included ·or in­
herent in the base offense level· or ~djustment, or 
were othern:_ise considered by the Commission iri 
formulating the guidelihes. Examples include a 
departure based on extreme psychological injury 
for which there was no evidence that the injury to 
the victim was more serious than that m;>rmally 
resultitig from witnessing a murder and being 

49 . . . 
assaulted, a departure based on greed in ~ dn1g 
trafficking offense, 

50 
and a departure based on 

the defendant's repeated acts of fraud, which 
were already encompassed by the "more thari 
mini.mal planni~g" a<ljustme.nt he received, and 
on the district court's efforts to ensure that his 
sentence would be twice as long as his co-defen-

determine whether a defendant may mount an initial challenge to the validity of such convictions."). . 

44 Compare U.S. v. Yea-Gonzales, 986 F.2d 321, 325-29 (9th Cir. 1993) (the Constihition guarantees the 
defendants' right collaterally to attack prior convictions at sentencing) with U.S; v. Roman, 989 F.2d 1270, 1276 
(8th Cir. 1991) (en bane) (the Constih1tion does not require sentencing courts to allow collateral challenge to prior 
convictions at sentencing unless the alleged constitutional error is of the magnih1de to make the prior conviction 
"presumptively void"). 

45 USSG §5K2.0; 18 U.S.C.§ 3553(h). 

46 U.S. v. Bartsh, 985 F.2d 930 (8th Cir. 1993). ._,.: 

. ' . ~ . . 

47 U.S. v. Momeni,.99l·F.2d 493 (9th Cir.), ce~ .. denied, 114 S. Ct. 280 (1993). 

48 U.S. v. Flinn, 987 F.2d 1497 (lOth Cir. 1993). 

49 U.S. v. Luscier, 983 F.2d 1507 (9th Cir. 1993). 

50 U.S. v. Gray, 982 F.2d·l020 (6th Cir. 1993). 
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dant's (see USSG §1B1.1).51 

Departures Based on Offender Characteristics. 

Policy statements in the Guidelines Manual pro­

vide that ~ffender characteristics and personal . 

· circumstances, such as age, 52 education and vo­

cational skills, 53 mental and emotional condi­

tions, 54 physical condition, 55 previous 

employment record,56 family ties and responsi­

bilities, 57 and· military, civic, charitable, or pub­

lic service 58 are. not ordinarily relevant in 

determining whether a s~ntence should be out­

side the applicable guideline range. In 1993, 

sev.eral appellate courts identified atypical cir­

cumstances involving offender characteristics 

that were sufficiently unusual to warrant a down­

ward departure. A downward departure was af­

. firmed for a defendant with an "extraordinary 

physical impairment" that resulted in "extreme 

vulnerability to victimization in prison,"59 for a 

defendant with reduced mental capacity, 60 and 

for a defendant with mental and emotional disor­

ders whose panic disorder and agoraphobia were 

at times totally debilitating.61 

TI1e majority of the circuits have held that a 

. downward departure may be based on the defen­

dant's family ties and responsibilities or commu-

U.S. v. Alpert, 989 F.2d 454 (11th Cir. 1993). 

USSG §5Hl.l. 

· USSG §5Hl.2. 

USSG §5Hl.3. 

USSG §5Hl.4. 

USSG §5Hl.5. 

USSG §5Hl.6.· 

USSG §5Hl.11. 

U.S. v. Long_,977 F.2d 12M (8th Cir.1992). 

U.S. v. Lewinson, 988 F.2d 1005 (9th Cir. 1993). 

U.S. v. Ga~a-Iuarez, 992 F.2d 896 (9th Cir. 1993). 

U.S. v. Rivera, 994 F.2d 942 (1st Cir. 1993). 

nity ties only in "extraordinary circumstances." 

In an opinion significant for its revised mode of 

departure analysis, the First Circuit in US. v 
• 62 • • • 

Rivera remanded a case for resentencing where 

the district court stated that it lacked the power 

to depart downward on the h.asis of.the defen­

dant's circumstanc~s as a destitute single mother 

of three small children for whom she was the sole 

support. According to the First Circuit, the dis­

trict court could consider those factors as a basis 

for a downward departure if it found the circum­

stances were out of the ordinary. The court char­

acterized this decision as providing a more 

deferential standard of review for departures, 

stating, "We riow extend that 'respect' to sen­

tencing court determinations of whether (and the 

extent to which) given circumstances make a 

case 'unusual' or 'not ordinary."' The court 

called its decision an "elaboration and modifica-
• II f h tlon o t e three-part departure test of U.S. v. 

Diaz-Villafane.63 
· . · : 

Because departure decisions are tailored largely 

to the particular circumstances of the case, a 

brief description of selected departure cases (ap­

proved and disapproved by appellate courts) un­

der guideline sections SH and SK from this fiscal 

year. is provided in Tables 4-7. 

51 

52 

53 

54 

55 

56 

'57 
58 

59 

60 

61 

62 

63 U.S. v. Diaz-Villafane, 874 F.2d 43 (1st Cir.), cert. denied, 110 s.' .Ct 177 (1989). 

.24 



Table 4 

DOWNWARD DEPARTURE FACTORS APPROVED BY APPELLATE COURTS 
(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

DEPARTURE FACTORS CASES 

Severe 'physical impairment and consequei?:t. United States v. Long, 977 F.2d 1264 (8t~ Cir. 1992). 
vulnerability to victimization in prison. 

Reduced mental eapacity. United States v. Lewinson, 988 F.2d 1005 (9th Cir. 
1993). 

Mental/ emotional disorders (panic disorder and United States v. Garza-Juarez, 992 F.2d 896 (9th Cir. 
agoraphobia); conduct of investigation was coercive 1993), cert. denied, __ S. Ct. __ ·, 1993 WL 
in nature, although not amounting to complete 481952 (U.S. Jari. 10, 1994) (No. 93-6757). 
defense of entrapment. 

Family, ties in extraordinary circumstances.1 United States v. Califano, 978 F.2d 65 (2d Cir. 1992). 
United States v. Rivera, 994 F.2d 942 (1st Cir. 1993). 

Defendant's sole responsibility for and United States v. Gaskill, 991 F.2d '82 (3d Cir. 1993) . 
. extraordinary care required by mentally ill wife; 
'availability ·of alternatives to imprisonment.1 

Exceptionally abusive upbringing; ext'raordinary United States v. Roe, 976 F.2d 1216 (9th Cir. 1992). 
history of childhood neglect.1 

Incarceration of defendant could cause "major United States v. Sclamo, 997 ·F.2d 970 (1st Cir. 1993). 
regression" for 12-year-old boy undergoing 
psychological treatment. 

1Factors approved, case remanded for consideration of whether facts warrant departure in the particular case. 
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Table 5 

-DOWNWARD DEPARTURE FACTORS DISAPPROVED BY APPELUTE COURTS 

(October 1, 1992,, through September 30, 1993) 

DEPARTURE. FACfORS CASES 

The defendant's conduct was "atypical" (convicted of United States v. Shirk, 981 F.2d 1382 (3d Cir. 1992),' 

structuring currency transactions but acquitted of tax petitionfor cert. filed (May 17, 1993). 

evasion). 

Disparity in sentencing between the defendant and United States v. Piche, 981 F.2d 706 (4th .Cir. 1992), 

co-defendants. cert. denied, 113 S. Ct. 2356 (1993). 

Diminished capacity not sufficiently proven. United-States v. Johnson, 979 F.2d 396 (6th Cir. 

1992). 
United States v. Frazier, 979 F.2d 1227 (7th Cir. 

1992). 

Substantial assistance departure in .the absence of a United States v. Sellers, 975 F.2d i49 (5th Cir. 1992): 

motion by the government under §5Kl.l. 
.. 

The defendants' youth, lack of criminal record, small United States v. Hawley, 984 F.2d 252 (8th Cir. 

amount of ~arijuana, effort to cooperate, aberrant 1993). 
- .. 

behavior (departure below mandatory minimum in 

absence of government motion). 

Prosecutor's decision to bring the case in federal United States v. Haynes, 985 F.2d 65 (2d Cir. 1993). · 

court rather than state court. 

Defendant's lack of prior convictions and family United States v. Miller, 991 F.2d 552 (9th Cir. 1993). 

responsibilities. 

Defendant's minor role. United States v. Farah, 991 F.2d 1065 (2d Cir: 1993). 

Community standards. United States v. Hadaway, 998 F.2d 917 (11th Cir. 

1993). 

Defendant's relative lack of culpability. United States v~ Madison, 990 F.2d 178 (5th Cir.), 

cert. dismissed, 114 S. Ct. 339 (1993). 

Defendant's education, jmposition of a lengthy term United States v. Edelin, 996 F.2d 1238 (D.C. Cir.), 

of supervised release, relatedness· of two charges, and petition for cert. filed (Dec. 7, 1993). 

dismissed charge. 

Payment of·restitution. United States v. Rivera, 994 F.2d 942 (1st Cir. 1993). 

Defendant's military service. United States v~ Pittman, 4 F.3d 988 (4th Cir.), cert. 
denied,_ S. Ct._ (U.S. Jan. 10, 1994) (No. 93-

6775). 
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Table 6 

UPWARD DEPARTURE FACTORS APPROVED BY APPELLATE COURTS 
(October 1; 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

DEPARTURE FACTORS CASES ' 
Numerous, non.:.similar outdated convictions that United States v. Diaz-Collado, 981 F.2d 640 
received lenient sentences. (2d Cir. 1992), cert. ·denied, 113 S. Ct. 2934 (1993). 

The defendant had 24 criminal history points and United States v. Doucette, 979 F.2d 1042 (5th Cir. 
three prior convictions that had been consolidated for 1992). 
sentencing. · 

Repeated firearms offenses. United States v. Merlina-Gutierrez, 980 F.2d 980 
(5th Cir. 1992). 

The ·defend~nt murdered the owner of the U.S. United States v. Billingsley, 978 F.2d 861 (5th Cir. 
Treasury check which she stole. 1992), cert. denied, 113 S. Ct. 1661 (1993). 

The defendant· knowingly risked the death of a 16- United States v. White, 979 F.2d 539 (7th Cir .. 
year-old girl. 1992). 

Adequacy of the defendant's criminal history score. United States v. Garcia, 978 F.2d 746 (1st Cir. 
The defendant was subject to an outstanding bench 1992). 
warrant for a state controlled substance offense. 

Seriousness of the defendant's criminal conduct. The United States v. Torres, 977 F.2d 321 (7th Cir. 
defendant had threatened a federal witness and 1992). 
committed other, unrelated acts of violence. . . 

The defendant's extortionate conduct in smuggling United States v. Lara, 975 F.2d 1120 (5th Cir. 
aliens took the case out of the "heartland" of §2Ll.l. 1992). 

·Previous convictions not counted in criminal history, United States v. Morse, 983 F.2d 851 (8th Cir. 
pending state charges, and failure of prior sentences 1993). 
to deter further criminal conduct. 

Potency of a synthetic drug. United States v. Ono, 997F.2d 647 (9th Cir. 
1993), cert. denied,_ S. Ct._ (U.S. Jan. 10, 
'1994) (No~ 93.:6959). · 

"Inordinate" abuse of trust as a federal officer. United States v. Bartsh, 985 F.2d 930 (8th Cir. .,-

1993). 

Criminal history score did not represent seriousness United States v. Sweet, 985 F.2d 443 (8th·Cir. 
of past conduct. 1993). 

Pervasive fraudulent activities, sexual relationship United States v. Passmore, 984 F.2d 933 (8th Cir. 
with an 11-year-old girl, inducing girl to enter a life 1993). 
of crime. 
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Table 6 (Cont'd) f 

DEPARTURE FACTORS CASES 

: Underrepresentative criminal history score. United States V; Cash, 983 F:.2d 558 (4th Cir. 

1992), cert. denied, 113 S. Ct. 2380 (1993). 

United States v. Fitzhugh, 984 F.2d 143 (5th Cir.),, 

cert. denied, 114 S. Ct. 259 (1993). 

United States v. Lambert, 984 F.2d 658 (5th Cir .. 

"1993). 

Defendant's refusal to return funds obtained by fraud. · United States v. Merritt, 988 F.2d 1298 (2d Cir.), . 

cert. denied, 113 S. Ct. 2933 (1993). 

Guideline's failure to consider kind or degree of United States v. Willey, 985 F.2d 1342 (7th Cir. 

arson committed. 1993). 

Defendant's rec1divism and violent behavior. United States v. Laury, 985 F.2d 1293 (5th Cir. 

1993). 

Criminal history did not reflect prior felony narcotics United States v. Goines, 988 F.2d 750 (7th Cir.), 

conviction. cert. denied, 114 S. Ct. 241 {1993). 

Victims' loss of life savings. United States v. Stouffer, 986 F.2d 916 (5th Cir:), 

cert. denied, 114 S. Ct. 115 (1993). 

Rape-induced pregnancy of 15-year-old victim. United States v. Yankton, 986 F.2d 1225 (8th Cir. 

1993). 

Property damages and· disruption. of governmental United States v. Flinn, 987 F.2d 1497 (lOth Cir.· 

function~. 1993). 

Reckless endangerment of civilians. United States v. Lee, 989 F.2d 180 (5th Cir. 1993). 

~estraint of more than o!le pe~son during the course United States v~ Poppe, 993 F.2d 1444 (9th Cir.), 

of a bank robbery .. cert. denied, 114 ~L Ct. 615 (1993). · 

High degree of purity of a large quantity of cocaine; United States v. Connor, 992 F.2d 1459 (7th Cir. 

seriousness of the_ defendant's criminal history. 1993). 

President of the United States as the victim of a · United States v. McAninch, 994 F.2d 1380 

threatening communication; racist motivation for (9th Cir.), cert. denied, 114 S. Ct. 394 (1993). 

defendant's actions. 

Adequacy of criminal history category to reflect the United States v. McKenzie, 991 F.2d 203 (Sth Cir. 

defendant's past conduct. 1993). 

Juvenile offenses similar to the instant offense not United States v. Beck, 992 F.2d 1008 (9th Cir. 

· counted in the defendant's criminal history category. 1993). 

Extreme psychological injury. United States v. Miller, 993 F.2d 16 (2d Cir. 

1993). 

Defendant defrauded at least 31 women. · United States v. Barakett, 994 F.2d 1107 

(5th Cir.), cert. denied,_ S. Ct._ (U.S. 

Jan. 10, 1994) (No. 93-6128). 

Section 3Cl.l adjustment did not sufficiently address United States v. Momeni, 991 F.2d 493 (9th Cir.), 

the defendant's perjury. cert. denied, 114 S. Ct. 280 (1993). 
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, Table 7 

UPWARD DEPARTURE FACTORS DISAPPROVED BY APPELLATE COURTS 
(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

DEPARTURE FACTORS CASES 

·Defendant's admitted involvement in previous alien United States v. Huang, 977 F.2d 540 (11th Cir. smuggling operations and outstanding Canadian 1992). 
arrest warrant. 

Past drug use. United States v. Luscier, 983 F.2d 1507 (9th Cir. 
1993). 

Defendant's greed in drug activities. United States v. Gray, 982 F.2d 1020 (6th Cir. 
1993). 

Victim's death (the defendant was sentenced for United States v. Roston, 986 F.2d 1287 (9th Cir.), second-degree murder of his wife). celt. denied, 114 S. Ct. 206 (1993). 
Unconvicted conduct. United States v. Alter, 985 F.2d 105 (2d Cir. 

1993). 

The defendant's criminal record and likelihood of United States v. Deutsch, 987 F.2d 878 (2d Cir. recidivism may not be the basis for a §5K2.0 1993). 
departure; rath~r, the procedures under §4AL3 apply. 

Inadequacy of the defendant's criminal history United States v. Eve, 984 F.2d 701 (6th Cir. 1993). category; reliance on convictions more than 15 years 
old. 

Pending sentencing on another offense. United States v. Stevens, 985 F.2d 1175 (2d Cir. 
1993). 

Adequacy of criminal history category, district court Unite~ States v. Hickman, 991 F.2d 1110 (3d Cir. did not provide sufficient analysis under §4AL3. 1993). 

Reliance on local pre-guideline practice in sentencing United States v. Ruffin, 997 F.2d 343 (7th Cir. defendant as a career offender. 1993). 

Number of victims and psychological harm. United States v. Mandel, 991 F.2d 55 (2d Cir. 
1993). 

Nature of the defendant'.s previous convictions. United States v. Henderson, 993 F.2d 187 
(9th Cir. 1993). 

Remote juvenile convictions, prior arrests. United States v. Williams, 989 F.2d 1137 , 
(11th Cir. 1993). 

Extreme psychological injury. United States v. McAninch, 994 F.2d 1380 
(9th Cir.), celt. denied, 114 S. Ct. 394 (1993). 

Amount of loss, attempts to flee, likelihood of United States v. Adudu, 993 F.2d 821 (11th Cir. recidivism, and assault on two Secret Service agents. 1993). 

Terroristic nature of the defendant's activities. United States v. Hicks, 997 F.2d 594 (9th Cir. 
1993). 

Upward departure for drug ,dependency not United States v. Nevell, 5 F.3d 542 (9th Cir. 
warranted unless the d~pendency is so extraordinary 1993). 
that longer im-prisonment is more appropriate than a 
term of supervised release conditioned on 
participation in a drug rehabilitation program. 
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Chapter Four 

Gujd~li.ne Training and 
Education · . .· 
In 1993, the Commission continued to provide 
guideline application assistance in a variety of 
forms: 

• Training. The Commission coordinated 
and participated in training sessions 
across the country on guideline applica­
tion and sentencing-related matters for 
judges, probation officers, prosecutors, de­
fense attorneys, and others. -

• Hotlines. Commission staff responded to 
telephone inquiries about application of 
the sentencing guidelines fromjudges 
and their staffs, probation officers, assis­
tant U.S. attorneys, and defense auo·meys. 

• Publications and Training Materials. 
The Commission published resource mate­
rials and prepared training and educa­
tional materials in response to requests 
from criminal justice practitioriers. 

Training 

Congress authorized the Commission to "de­
vise and conduct periodic training programs of 
instniCtion in sentencing .techniques for judicial 
and probation persom1el and other persons con­
nected with the sentencing process." 28 U.S.C. 
§ 995(a)(17) and (18). TI1e Commission recog­
nizes that- an evolving guideline· system along 
with the steady influx of new practitioners cre­
ates a continuing need for effective training pro­
grams and materials. In 1993, the Commission 
provided training to approximately _4, 700 indi­
viduals at more than. 70 training sessions across 
the country. Participants included circuit and 
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district court judges, probation· officers, prose­
cuting and defense attorneys, congressional staff · 
members, law clerks, and other govenlment . 
agency personnel. _The Commission continued 
its collaborative training efforts with the Federal 
Judicial Center (FJC) and . the Department of 
Justice (DOJ) to· develop and refine permanent,, 
academy-based guideline education programs. 

At the seminar~, Commission factilt):' provided 
intensive training on selected guidelines and sig­
nificant amendments. Participants also received 
instniCtion on developing case law and related 
sentencing issues, ASSYST (see discussion be­
low), and policy statements for revocation of pro­
bation and supervised release. 

Conrt Personnel 

The Commission continued to participate in the 
FJC' s orientation program for newly appointed 
judges, providing two days of guideline training 
to "new" judges. This year, the Commission pro­
vided training to 154 federal district court judges 
at three "Mega Workshops" sponsored by the 
FJC. In addition, judges discussed guideline 
sentencing issues with Commissioners and· staff 
at three Sentencing Institutes sponsored by the 
FJC and the Federal Bureau of Prisons. Judges 
from the Third, Seventh, and District of Colum­
bia Circuits niet i~ T~llahassee, Florida, in Oc~ 
tober 1992 for the first Sentencing Institute of · 
fiscal .year 1993; in August 1993, newly ap- · 
pointed federal judges ·and judges from the Tenth : 
Circuit met in Denver, Colorado; and in Septem- · 
ber 1993, Fourth and Sixth Circuit judges met in. 
Durham, North Carolina: 
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In 1993, the Commission presented th:r~ee days of 

guideline application training to 250 new proba­

tion officers during five orientation programs. at 

the National Probation and Pretrial Services 

Academy near Baltimore, Maryland. In conjunc­

tion with DOJ's Advocacy Institute, the 

Commission provided guideline training to ap­

proximately 200 newly appointed assistant U.S. 

atton1eys at the Basic Criminal Trial Advocacy 

Program in Washington, D.C.,. and the· Federal 

Practice Skills Seminars held in various citie·s 

across the country. 

An informal, interagency task force organized by 

the Commission in 1992 continued its work of 

promoting increased defense atton1ey training on 

the guidelines. Initiatives by this task force led 

to a significant increase in defense atton1ey 

training programs nationwide and to the develop­

ment of a training packet of guideline application 

materials specifically designed for defense attor­

neys. 

Local Training 

In 1993, the Commission responded to requests 

for training by conducting programs in 35 locali­

ties with an approximate combined attendance of 

more than 2,000 .. A majority of the requests for 

training came from probation officers, but many 

came from judges, defense attorneys, and prose­

cutors. Throughout the year, Commissioners and 

staff lectured widely on sentencing issues at aca­

demic seminars, judges' meetings, and profes­

sional conferences. In addition, more than_1,100 

prosecuting and defense attorneys and business 

officials attended nearly a dozen presentations at 

which Commissioners and staff discussed the 

organizational sentencing guidelines. 

Hotlines 

The Commission's two hotlines - one servicing 

judges and probation officers, the other prose-
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cuting and defense attorneys - continued to as­

sist callers with guideline application questions. 

Initially envisioned as temporary services, the 

hotlines have become invaluable avenues to 

continuing education for both practitioners and 

Commission staff, prompting the decision to 

make them permanent components of the Com-. 

mission's guideline education and training ef­

forts. The· hotlines are· open to callers Monday 

through Friday between 8:30 a.m. and . 5:30 

p.m., EST. 

In an advisory capacity, the hotline staff assist 

callers in applying the sentencing guidelines. 

Staff answer questions not involving subjective 

judgments, subject to the caution given all call,..­

ers that hotline advice is neither. binding on the 

court nor to be represented as the official posi­

tion of the Sentencing Commission. Those ques­

tions involving a subjective determination by the 

judge, such as whether a defendant should re­

ceive an adjustment for acceptance ofresponsi­

bility, are answered by reference to pertinent 

guidelines, commentary, or policy statements. 

For debatable questions or interpretations of cor­

rect application, staff assist the caller in under­

standing alternative approaches, emphasizing 

that .such decisions are left to the courts. 

Calls Recei1Jed in 1993 

TI1e judge and probation officer hotline staff re­

sponded to 1,791 questions in 1993, an average 

of 149 questions per month. Since its inception, 

the hotline staff have responded to more than 

13,000 questions from probation officers, 

judges, and law clerks. Dtiring 1993, the attor­

ney hotline. staff responded to more than 700 

guideline · application questions from assistant 

U.S .. attorneys and defense attorneys. 

Table 8 organizes by guideline section the ques­

tions received through the judge and probation 

officer hotlirie in 1993. The greatest number of 

I 

I 
~ 

I 
J 

l 
,l 

J 



questions (191) related to the criminal history 
guidelines. lnqtiiries regarding dn1gs ranked . 
second (117), foll~wed by offenses involving 
firearms (102), multiple counts (97), implement­
ing the total sentence of imprisonment (94), and 
relevant conduct (93). 

Table 9 shows the number of calls made from 
each district to the judge and probation officer 
hotline in 1993. The table provides a national 
breakdown of hotline use by probation officers 
and judges and their law clerks; it should not he 
interpreted as indicating any district's level of 
guideline application proficiency. 

In the process of responding to hotline questions, 
Commission training and legal staffs regularly 
consult with each other to ensure that questions 
are researched fully and answered accurately. To 
assist with quality control, staff maintain a log of 
the 'calls· received and the responses provided. 
The Commission began this log in 1988 using a 
computer program specifically developed to 
document hotline calls. The program provides an 
easily accessible database that allows staff to 
check whether a similar question has been asked . 
previously, thereby speeding research efforts 
and enabling more consistent and accurate re­
sponses. 

In response to requests from probation officers, 
the Commission developed a hotline computer 
program for use in probation offices across the 
nation. Called "SC _HELP" .(Sentencing Com­
mission Hotline Extended Library Program), the 
program was distributed early in 1992. 
SC _HELP allows probation officers to develop 
their own. dataha.ses of questions and, answers on 
a variety of topics (e.g., guideline application, 
procedural issues, local n1les). The program also 
includes the Sixth Edition of the Commission's 
Most Frequently Asked Questions About the 
Sentencing Guidelines. 
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Temporary Assignment Program 

The Commission's temporary assignment pro­
gram for probation officers, assistant U.S. attor­
neys, and assistant federal defenders has proven 
successful in promoting guideline ~pplication 
training and in providing a link h~tween the 
Commission and practitioners. Temporary duty 
assignments for probation officers are for six 
weeks while the average attorney detail lasts six 
months. At the Commission, participants help 
staff the hotlines, become involved in the amend­
ment process, and assist with various projects. 
The Commission bears· the cost of travel and 
living expenses of the participants during the 
temporary assignment. 

Twenty probation officers representing 17 dis­
tricts and 20 different offices participated in the 
Commission's temporary assignment program in 
1993. TI1ey represented a diverse geographical 
constituency and provided· the Commission with 
broad insight into sentencing practices in various 
regions. Since the program's inception, 99 offi­
cers representing 43 districts have participated. 
During 1993-94, the Commission will give 
scheduling priority to probation officers from 
districts that have not yet participated. 

Since the visiting attorney program began in 
1988, seven assistant federal defenders and nine 
assistant U.S. attorneys have participated, repre­
senting 11 districts and the Department of Jus~ 
tic e. 

Both those on temporary assignment and the 
Commission itself benefit from this program. 
During their tenure at the Commission, program 
participants become proficient in guideline ap­
plication and gain exposure to the many types of 
cases sentenced in the federal system. They also 
acquire a broader perspective of the criminal. 
justice system through observation of Commi~­
sion operations and guideline development and 



Table 8 

JUDGE AND PROBATION OFFICER HOTLINE QUESTIONS BY GUIDELINE SECTION 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

CHAPTER 1: Introduction and Application Principles 

Application 

Relevant Conduct 

Other .Information to be Used 

Interpretation of Cross References 

Use of Certain Information 
\ 

Retroactivity of Amended Guideline Range 

Use of Guidelines Manual in Effect on Date of Sentencing 

CHAPTER 2: Offense Conduct 

Number 

23 

93 

2 

1 

10 

12 
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Offenses Against the Person 28 

Offenses Involving Property 72 

Offenses Involving Public Officials .10 

Offenses Involving Drugs · 117 

Offenses Involving Criminal Enterprise and Racketeering 11 

Offenses Involving Fraud or Deceit 85 

Offenses Involving Prostitution, Sexual Exploitation of Minors, and Obscenity 6 

Offenses Involving Individual Rights 5 

Offenses Involving Administration of Justice 44 

Offenses Involving Public Safety 102 

Offenses Involving Immigration, Naturalization, and Passports 34 

Offenses Involving National Defense 1 

Offenses Involving Food, Drugs, Agricultural Products 2 

Offenses Involving Prisons and Correctional Facilities 11 

Offenses Involving the Environment 13 

Antitrust Offenses 6 

Money Laundering and Monetary Transaction Reporting 14 

Offenses Involving Taxation 34 

Other Offenses 28 

CHAPTER 3: Adjustments 

Victim-Related Adjustments 

Role in the Offense 

Obstruction 

Multiple Counts 

Acceptance of Responsibility 

34 

21 

28 

43 

97 

49 

-'~ 
:i 
I• 

J 



Table 8 (Con't) 

CHAPTER 4: Criminal History and Criminal Liveiihood 

Criminal History 

Career Offender and Armed Career Criminal 

Criminal Livelihood 

CHAPTER 5: Determining the Sentence 

Sentencing Table 

Probation 

Imprisonment/Sentencing Options 

Supervised Release 

Restitution, Fines, Assessments, Forfeitures 

Implementing the Total Sentence of Imprisonment 

Specific Offender Characteristics 

Departures 

CHAPTER 6: Sentencing Procedures and Plea Agreements 

Sentencing Procedures 

Plea Agreements 

CHAPTER 7: Violations of Probation and Supervised Release 

CHAPTER 8: Sentencing of Organizations 

ADDITIONAL ISSUES 

Amendments 

Miscellaneous 

Old Law/New Law 

PSR 

Statutory /Legal 

Juvenile 

Monitoring 

Statement of Reasons 

Other Question~ 

TOTAL QUESTIONS 

35 

191 

85 

3 

3 

13 

31 

20 

18 

94 

4 

36 

1 

2 

68 

12 

16 

23 

6 

11 

48 

1 

7 

2 

56 

1,791 



Table 9 

JUDGE AND PROBATION OFFICER HOTLINE CALLS BY DISTRICT 
(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

District Number District Number 

Alabama ·Missouri 

Northern 10 Eastern 33 
Middle 0 Western 16 
Southern 5 Montana 18 

Alaska 13 Nebraska -9 

Arizona 9 Nevada 8' 
Arkansas New Hampshire 14 

Eastern 18 New Jersey 18 
Western 13 New Mexico 33 

California New York 
Nc;>rthern 34 Northern .7 
Eastern 21 Eastern 7 
Central 25 Southern 14 
Southern 11 Western 24 

Colorado 24 North Carolina 

Connecticut 25 Eastern 24 
Delaware 10 Middle 35 
District of Columbia 17 Western 27 
Florida North Dakota 11 

Northern 9 Ohio 
Middle 26 Northern 9 
Southern 72 Southern 38 

Georgia Oklahoma 

Northern 6 Northern 2 
Middle 20 Eastern 8 
Southern 1 Western 11 

Guam 3 Oregon . 12 
Hawaii 18 Pennsylvania 
idaho 8 Eastern 41 
Illinois Middle 34 

Northern 63 Western 5 

Central 15 Puerto Rico 35 
Southern 8 Rhode Island 20 

Indiana South Carolina 11 
Northern 33 South Dakota 15 
Southern 17 Tennessee 

Iowa Eastern 18 
Northern 13 Middle 17 
Southern 12 Western 41 

Kansas 25 Texas 
Kentucky Northern 17 

Eastern 9 Eastern 21 
Western 9 Southern ·so 

Louisiana Western 48 
Western 20 Utah 29 
Eastern 17 Vermont 12 
Middle 6 Virgin Islands 2 

Maine 7 Virginia 

Maryland 20 Eastern 59 
Massachusetts 18 Western 15 
Michigan Washington 

Eastern 16 Eastern 7 
Western 12 Western 9 

Minnesota 6 West Virginia 
Mississippi Northern 21 

Northern 13 Southern ; 18 
Southern 18 Wisconsin 

Eastern 13 
Western 12 

Wyoming 4 
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refinement. These probation officers and attor­
neys rettirn to· their districts as valuable re­
sources to their colleagues and the court. 
Through interaction with officers and attorneys 
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who apply the guidelines on a regular basis, the 
Commission benefits by acquiring a better un­
derstanding of the practical concerns confronting 
practitioners. 

The following probation officers partici1,ated in the Commission's temporary 
assignment· program in 1993: 

Probation Officer 
Thomas A. Whitaker 
Daniel C. Barron 

S. Fred Fortenberry 
Raymond Lopez 
Jose N. Cordova 

Paul C. Michener 
Milton N. Gross 

Margarette Foster 
Deborah A. Jason 
Abelardo R. Colores 
Kevin M. Jones 
Debra james Marshall 
Larry D. Valadez 
Ricardo A. Esparza 
Willie R. LeDay 

Dae Lynn Combs 

Ronald L. Hudson 
Phelps Jones 

Joseph A. MeN amara 
Pamela J. Lombardini 

City (District) 
Tampa, FL (Middle Florida) 
Brownsville, TX (Southern Texas) 
Jacksonville, FL (Middle Florida) 
Oakland, CA (Northern California) 
Albuquerque, NM (New Mexico) 
Reading, PA (Eastern Pennsylvania) 
Hyattsville, MD (Maryland) 
Dayton OH (Southern Ohio) 
Washington, DC (District of Columbia) 
Las Vegas, NV (Nevada) 
San Francisco, CA (Northern California) 
Oklahoma City, OK (Westen1 Oklahoma) 
Spokane, W A (Easten1 Washington) 
El Paso, TX (Western Texas) 
Lafayette, LA (Western Louisiana) 
Indianapolis, IN (Southern Indiana) 
Hammond, IN (Northen1 Indiana) 
Columbus, OH (Southern Ohio) 

Burlington, VT (Vermont) . 
Boston, MA (Massachusetts) 

The following assistant U.S. attorneys and assistant federal public defenders 
participated in the Commission's temporary assignment program in 1993: 

Assistant U.S. Attorney 
Catherine M. Goodwin 

Amy Lecocq 

Assistant Federal Defender . 
David B. Levitt 

Jon M. Sands 
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City (District) 
San Jose, CA (Northern California) 
(U.S. Department of Justice) 

City (District) 
New York, NY (Southern New York) 
Phoenix, AZ (Arizona) 
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Publications and Training 
Materials 

In December 1992, the Commission published 

the Sixth Edition of Most Frequently Asked 

Questions About the Sentencing Guidelines, 

which comprises 150 questions and answers that 

addre·ss guideline application issues identified 

through hotline calls and Commission training 

seminars. The Commission also publishes annu­

ally a· summary entitled Amendment Highlights, 

which offers a synopsis· of new guideline amend­

ments. The Conimissioil' s biannual Selected 

Guideline_ Application Decisions, organized by 

guideline section and judicial circuit, summa­

rizes selected cases involving application of the 

guidelines or related sentencing issues. · 

ASSYST 

l11 · 1993, the Commission modified and im­

proved the ASSYST software used by probation 

officers and others as an aid to guideline appli­

ca:tion. In its 'most recent version (ASSYST 1.4), 

improvements included the incorporation of 

guideline amendments and 54 months of appli­

cable case law organized by individual guideline 

section. In addition, updated function keys in­

clude 1993 ·guideline' text and commentary. This 

version of ASSYST incorporates five editions of 

the Guidelines Manual to assist with ex post facto 

considerations. The updated software was made 

available during the fall of 1993 to U.S. proba­

tion offices, the Executive Office of U.S.· Attor­

neys, federal public defenders, the American 

Bar Association, the National Association of 

Cnminal Defense· Lawyers, and the Internal 

Revenue Service. 

This year, the- Commission began its extensive 

redesign of the ASSYST program. With an ex­

pected distribution date of November 1, 1994, 

this new software will n1n on a network and have 
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a "Windows-like" appearance. In addition, 

ASSYST (Version. 2.0) will handle revocation 

calculations and the sentencing Qf organizations. . . 



Chapter Five 

Symposium on Drugs & 
VIolence in America 
The Commission's Inaugural Symposium on 
Crime and Punishment held in Washington, 
D.C., June 16-18, 1993, focused on dntgs and 
violence in America. More than 350 policymak­
ers from federal and state goven1ments gathered 
to share information and exchange strategies for 
addressing dntg abuse and violent crime .. 

Participants included the Atton1ey General, the 
Chief Justice of the United States, members of 
Congress and their staffs, state officials, mayors, 
federal and state judges and corrections officials, 

. treatment and education specialists, researchers, 
probation officers, law enforcement personnel, 
executive branch officials, representatives of ad­
vocacy organizations, and private citizens. The 
symposium had a national flavor as 45 percent of 
the attendees came from outside the District of 
Columbia metropolitan area. 

The Commission sponsored the symposium in 
furtherance of its mandate to "reflect to the 

. ' 
extent practicable, advancement in knowledge of 
human behavior as it relates to the criminal 
. . " l "d JUStice process an< to evelop means of meas-
uring the degree to which the sentencing, penal, 
and correctional practices are effective in meeting 

·the purposes of sentencing." 28 U.S.C. § 991. 

Participants considered dntg abuse and violence 
from three perspectives, with two panels devoted 
to each topic (see Table 1 0): 

I. Causation -the underlying causal issues 
of dntg abuse and violence. 
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II. Prevention ~ the role government and 
community components play in the pre::: 
vention of dntg abuse and violence~ 

III. Treatment.andPolicy Options -the avail­
. ability of federal and state .treatment pro-. 
grams; potenti~l policy options to 
address dntg abuse and violence. 

Causation 

The first two panels explored r~asons why indi.:. 
viduals initially became involved with dntgs and 
violent crime. In considering. "Perspectives 
from the Street," panelists looked at dntgs and 
violence first-hand, either as individual oJ?­
servers . or as criminal justice professionals re­
sponding to the problem. Panelists discussed: 
(1) the need for a strong family unit ora "signifi~ 
cant other" to help children avoid involvement in 
dntgs and violence; (2) the perva~iv~ness of 
gangs, dntgs, and violence_ in urban communi-: 
ties; and (3) the sense of hopelessness and the 
hunger for acceptance that drive many young 
people toward a life of dntg activity and vto~ 
lence. 

"Perspectives from the· Research Com~unity" 
featured discussions of the latest research about 
the causes of dntg abuse and violence; biologi­
cal, psychological, and sociological facto~ re.., 
lated to dntg abuse and violent crime; and the 
relationship between dntg abuse ~nd .violence. 
Specifically, this panel addressed: (1) the role 
of dntgs _as a "passkey" to the brain's pleasur~ 
centers; (2) the lack _of reliable data. illustrating 
the relationship between dntg abuse and vio~ 



Table 10 

PANELISTS - SYMPOSIUM ON DRUGS & VIOLENCE IN AMERICA 
June 16-18, 1993 

PANEL 1 
Perspectives from the Streets 

Mr. David Plaza 
Gang Alternatives Program 

Inspector Benny N. Napoleon 
Detroit Police Department 

The Honorable Reggie B. Walton 
District of Columbia Superior Court 

Mr. Richard Price 
. Author and Playwright 

PANEL 2 
Perspectives from the Research Community 

Dr. Robert L. DuPont 
Institute for Behavior and Health, Inc. 

Professor John Monahan 
School of Law, University of Virginia 

Dr. Paul J. Goldstein 
School of Public Health, 
University of Illinois at Chicago 

PANEL 3 
Role of Government in Prevention Efforts 

Ms. Luceille Fleming 
Ohio Department of Alcohol and Drug 
Addiction Services 

Mr. Rod G. Mullen and Ms. Naya Arbiter 
AMITY, Inc. 

Dr. Alex E. Crosby 
The National Center for Injury 
Prevention and Control, Centers for Disease Control 
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PANEL 4 
Role of Community in Reducing Drug Abuse and Violence 

Monsignor Raymond G. East 
St. Teresa of Avila Catholic Church 

Mr. Gus Frias 
Los Angeles County Office of Education 

Mr. Peter B. Goldberg 
The Prudential Foundation 

Dr. Paul S. J ellinek 
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation 

PANEL·S 
Judicial and Corrections Treatment Options 

The Honorable George P. Kazen 
United States District Court, 
Southern District of Texas 

The Honorable Thomas R. Fitzgerald 
Criminal Division, Circuit Court, 
Cook County, Illinois 

The Honorable Kathleen M. Hawk 
Federal Bureau of Prisons 

Mr. Harry K. Singletary 
Florida Department of Corrections 

PANEL 6 
Approaches to the Problems of Drugs and Violence 

Ms. Mathea Falco 
The Carnegie Corporation 

The Honorable Kurt L. Schmoke 
Mayor of Baltimore 

Dr. Joseph D. McNamara 
Hoover Institution 

Chief Reuben M. Greenberg 
Charleston, South Carolina, Police Department 
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lence; and (3) addiction and the effect of living 

in an environment that promotes the use ofalco-:­

hol and other dn1gs. 

Prevention 

The panel addressin.g, the "Role of Government 

in Prevention Efforts" examined initiatives for 

local, state, and federal governments in the pre­

vention of dn1g abuse and violent crime: (1) the 

need for state governments to build coalitions 

with community groups, businesses, and private 

organizations to improve coordination of limited 

resources; (2) the role of public health agencies 

in pt:omoting and facilitating prevention pro­

grams; and (3) the suhstance,..abusing parent as 

a predictor for substance abuse and criminality 

of the child. 

Highlighting the role , of "community" compo­

nents - family, · religion, school, and business 

organizations - in the prevention of dn1g abuse 

and violent crime, panelists addressed the issues 

of:. ( 1) overcoming the denial .that dn1gs have 

caused devastation in communities; (2) develop­

ing interagency advisory committees in schools; 

(3) . adopting violence prevention ·programs; 

( 4) training teachers and parents to recognize 

and react to signs of dn1g and gang-involvement; 

and (5) monitoring the expenditure of funds tar­

geted for demand reduction.· 

Treatment and Policy 
Op.tions 

On the panel "Judicial and Corrections Treat­

ment Options," federal and state judges and cor­

rections officials assessed treatment options, 

including pre-arrest community programs, sanc­

tions available to judges following arrest or con­

viction, and programs available to incarcerated 

offenders. Specific issues included: (1) the im­

portance of patience and providing a second 
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chance to addicted offenders who slip back into · 

dn1g use while in treatment; (2) the need for 

monetary commitment to federal dn1g-'treatment 

programs; and (3) attempts to modify destnlctive 

behavior th[ough inmate treatment programs. 

In ''Approaches to the Problems of Dn1gs and 

Violence," panelists reviewed policy options to 

address the problems of dn1g abuse and vio­

lence, including the ·effectiveness of supply and 

demand reduction,' decriminalization of dn1g of­

fenses,· and gun control. Panelists discussed: 

(1) reducing demand through prevention, educa7 

tion, treatment, law enforcement, and community 

. organization; (2) addiction as a disease to be 

treated rather than an act-to be criminalized; 

(3) youth programs as alternatives to gangs; and 

( 4) the role of law enforcement in addressing 

dn1g ab1.1se and violence. 

Special Presentations 

Throughout the. symposium, prominent mem­

bers of all three branches. of the federal ·govenl;.. 

ment addressed issues related to dn1gs and 

violence. 

In the keynote address, Attorney General Janet 

· Reno emphasized the need to s.trike a balance 

between punishment and prevention in address­

ing the problems of dnlg abuse and violence. 

She c~lled for a. nurturing environment for chil­

dren to make dn1g abuse and violence less of a 

threat in their lives. The Attorney General spe­

cifically advocated development of a national 

agenda for children that would he implemented 

by communities and the federal governmenL 

Congresswoman Maxine Waters u~derscored the 

need for effective job training for the unem­

ployed, especially innercity youths. She spoke 

of prison crowding and the deleterious effects of 

incarceration. She said that many youths in­

volved in gang-related dn1g distribution and vio-

l 
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lence are the products of dysfunctional families. 

Senator Edward M. Kennedy, Chairman of the 
Senate Labor and Human Resources Committee, 
stated that until now this country appears to have 
relied on a single criminal justice strategy to 
address the problems of dnig abuse - m~ssive 
incarceration. He stressed the need for lengthy 
incarceration for violent career criminals, but 
less expensive, _more constniCtive approaches for 
less serious offende~s. To Senator Kennedy, the 
ultimate go~l of the criminal justice system 
should be crime prevention, not punishment. He 
cited dn1g treatment, community policing, .. and 
gun control as preventive approaches too long 
neglected in this country. 

Senator Joseph R. Eiden, Jr., Chairman of the 
Senate Judiciary Committee, in a wide-ranging 
speech carrie out squarely against federal man­
datory minimum penalties. He spoke of the need 
to focus on victims of crime to counter a growing 
belief among citizens that goverp.ment and the , 
courts are incapable of dealing with crime. 
Senator Biden stated that the single most signifi­
cant problem Americans face is violence. 

Peter B. Edelman, Counselor to the Secretary of 
the Department of Health and Human Re­
sources, said that this country needs to develop 
a genuine service system before treatme~t and 
prevention programs can be successful. Mr. 
Edelman stressed the importance of developing 
partnerships to promote an infrastniCture of 
treatment and prevention services between gov­
ernment and communities. 

Chief Justice William H. Rehnquist offered ob­
servations on the debate surrounding the efficacy 
and fairness of federal sentencing policy and the 
Judiciary's role in this ongoing debate. He ad­
dressed the issue of mandatory minimum penal­
ties imposing . unduly harsh penalties for 
first-time off~nders - particularly for. "mules" 
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who play only a minor role in dn1g distribution 
schemes. However, the Chief Justice said that 
the final decision on federal sentencing is a 
policy issue left to Congress. 

In September 1993, the Commission published 
and widely distributed a volume titled, Proceed­
ings of the lnaugtiraJ Symposium on Crime and 
Pup.ishment in the United States: Dn1gs a.nd 
Violence in America~ 
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Chapter Six 

Research 
A. MONITORING 

Background and Data 
Collection Activities 

Statutory Requirements 

The Commission collects, prepares, and ana­
lyzes data on guideline sentences to support its 
varied activities. Authorized by Congress, the 
Commission's numerous research responsibili­
ties include: 

• the establishment of a research and devel­
opment program to serve as a clearing­
house and information center for the col­
lection, preparation, and dissemination of 
information on federal sentencing prac­
tices (28 U.S.C. § 995(a)(12)); 

• the publication of data concerning the. sen­
tencing process (28 U.S.C. § 995(a)(14)); 

• the systematic collection and dissemina­
tion of information concerning sentences 
actually imposed and the relationship of 
such sentences to the factors set forth in 
section 3553(a) of title 18, United States 
Code (28 U.S.C. § 995(a)(15)); and 

• the systematic collection and dissemina­
tion of information regarding the effective­
ness of sentences imposed (28 U .S.C. 
§ 995 (a)(16)). 

In large part,· the Commission's systematic col­
lection and reporting of information on guideline 
cases drives the agency's research mission. As 
required by Congress: 

The appropriate judge or officer shall sub"" 
mit to the Commission in connection with 
each sentence imposed (other than a sen­
tence imposed for a petty offense, as de­
fined in title 18, for which there is no 
appli?able sentencing guideline) a written 
report of the sentence, the offense ·for 
which it is imposed, the age, race, and 
gender of the offender, information regard­
ing factors made relevant by the guide­
lines, and such other information as the 
Commission finds appropriate. The Com­
mission shall submit to Congress at least 
annually an analysis of these reports and 
any recommendations for legislation that 
the Commission concludes is warranted by 
that analysis (28 U.S.C. § 994(w)). 

Pursuant to its authority under 28 U~S.C. 
§ § 994(w) and 995(a)(8) and after discussions 
with the Judicial Conference Committee on 
Criminal Law and the Administrative Office of 
the U.S. Courts (AO), the Commission requested 
that each probation office in each judicial district 
submit the following documents on every defen­
dant sentenced under the guidelines: 

• Presentence Report (PSR) 

• Guideline Worksheets64 

64 Requirement waived as of July 7, 1993, if guideline applic~tion information is captured in the PSR. 
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• Report on the Sentencing Hearing (state~ 

ment of reasons for imposing sentence as 

required by 18 U.S.C. § 3553(c)) 

• Written Plea Agreement (if-applicable) 

· • Judgment of Conviction 

USSC Data Collection 

Throughout fiscal year. 1993 (hereinafter 

"1993"), the Commission expanded the scope of 

its computerized da.tafile on defendants sen­

tenced under the guidelines. The Commission 

routinely collects data in three major modules: 

Module I, Receipt Control, is a document con:­

trol system that provides a mechanism for iden­

tifying cases. Module II, Basic Sentencing 

Information, collects sentencing information on 

each defendant as documented in the Judgment 

of Conviction onler as well as statutory. and guide­

line provisions from the Presentence Report and 

Report on the Sentencing Hearing. Module Ill, 

Guideline Application and Departures, cap­

tures the complete range of court guideline deci­

sions and departure information on each case. 

The 1993 Monitoring datafile provides frequen­

cies and descriptive statistics on all guideline 

cases sentenced within the past fiscal'year. This 

file, without individual identifiers, is available 

through the Inter-University Consortium for Po­

litical and Social Research at the University of 

Michigan.· 

In addition, the Commission continues to develop 

new data collection modules on a variety of sentenc­

ing-related issues. An Organizational Module 

records cases that involve organizations sentenced 

under Chap.ter Eight of the guidelines. (See dis­

cussion of this module later in this chapter.) 

The new Appeals Module tracks appellate re­

view of sentencing decisions. ·(See discussion of 

the appeals database later in this chapter.) The 

Commission is ·making available to the Inter­

University Consortium both the Organizational 

and the Appeals databases. 

The Probation and Supervised Release 

Violation Module monitorS court decisions re­

garding probation and supervised release viola­

tions. However, due to conflicting interpretations 

of the statute, some circuits do not use the Com­

mission's Chapter Seven policy statements on 

revocations, a practice that biases current data 

collection efforts. Anticipating a legislative cor­

rection to statutory inconsistencies, the Commis­

sion is prepared to refocus efforts on data· 

collection for this mo-dule during the coming 

year. 

Work is also progressing on an additional mod­

ule that will record real offense factors and de­

tailed criminal history characteristics. 

Data Collection Issues 

The Commission received documentation on 

42,107 individual cases sentenced under the 

Sentencing Reform Act between. October 1, 

1992, and September 30, 1993.65 As used in 

this report, a "case" is defined as -a single sen­

tencing event for a single defendant (even if it 

. includes multiple indictments or multiple con­

victions consolidated for sentencing). 

65 Reported figures ex-clude cases involving solely petty"offenses, organizational defendants~ or diversionary 

sentences. The USSC Monitoring datafile used for this report, MONFY93, includes defendants sentenced during 

fiscal year 1993 for whom information was received by the Cominission as of January 11, 1994. 
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The Commission has no direct source for ascer­
taining the ratio of ~tideline to pre-guideline 
cases or the rate at which guideline cases are 
reported to the Commission since the elimination 
of sentencing fac,tors from the AO's Federal Pro­
bation Sentencing and· Supervision Information 
System (F:PSSIS) data entry system. Despite pos­
sible ~porting p~oblems,. differences in general 
charact~ristics or descriptive statistics about the 
national, population of defendants sentenced pur­
suant to the guidelines are expected to he minor. 
However, reporting problems specific to individ-
.ual.districts or offices may make generalizations 
proplematic. Note that all da~a collected· and 
analyzed by the Commission reflect only re­
ported p~pulations (i.e., cases in which appropri­
ate documentation was forwarded to the 
Cm;nmission)! 

While the degree of potential non-reporting is 
estimated to he sinall, further ~tudy would be 
required to uncover any biases associated with 
non:-reporting. For example, one known report­
ing bias arising from fewer reported magistrate 
cases is the potential for. slightly higher rates· of 
.imprisonment, longer average prison terms, and 
fewer cases among less. serious . crimes. Other 
unknown reporting biases could enhance or 
counteract these biases . 

. As noted previously, the Commission should re­
ceive up to five documents on each case sen­
tenced pursuant to the guidelines. In 1993, the 
Commission received Presentence · Reports 
(PSR) for 96.8 percent of the cases (in an addi­
tional 1.3% of the cases· the PSR was known to 
have been waived) and Judgment of Conviction 
Orders for 99.4 percent of the cases. 
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The submission rate for the Report on the Sen­
tencing Hearing (statement of reasons) remained 
nearly constant' with that of the previous year: 
93.6 percent in 1993 compared to 94~0 percent 
in 1992. The incotporation of the Report on the 
Sentencing Hearing within the Judgment ofCon­
viction Order (AO 245 S, Rev. 7/90) has en­
hanced both the submission and urnformity of 
this information. See Table 11 for the sub~is~io~ 
rate of documents by circuit and district. Guide~ 
line Worksheets (no longer required for many 
cases) were received for 68.4 percent of the 
cases, and Written Plea Agreements or ·other 
comparable documents for 6R 1 percent of the 

66 
cases~ 

66 Table 11 does not report the submission rate of written plea agreements by circuit and district. Because the 
Commission ·cannot always determine the applicability of a written plea agreement in a particular case, it is 
difficult to establish a baseline of what should he received. 
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CIRCUIT 

District 

TOTAL 

Table 11 

DOCUMENT SUBMISSION RATE BY CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

Number 
of Cases 

42,107 

Judgment of 
Conviction Order 

Received 

n % 
Not Received 

n % 
Received 

n % 

Presentence Report 

Not Received 

n % 
Waived 

n % 

41,838 99.4 271 0;6 40,752 96.8 817 1.9 538 1.3 

Report on the 
Sentencing Hearing 

Received 

n % 
Not Received 

n % 

39,422 93.6 2,683 6.4 
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Massachusetts 355 355 100.0 0 0.0 290 81.7 65 18.3 0 0.0 347 97.8 8 2.3 

New Hampshire 108 106 98.2 2 1.9 108 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 107 99.1 0.9 

Puerto Rico 359 359 100.0 0 0.0 351 97.8 5 1.4 3 0.8 356 99.2. 3 0.8 

Rhode Island 131 131 100.0 0 0.0 131 100.0 0 · 0.0 0 0.0 131 100.0 0 0.0 
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New York 
Eastern 

Northern 
Southern 
Western 

Vennont 

1,614 

358 
1,174 

347 
138 

1,606 99.5 

319 89.1 

1,172 99.8 
347 100.0 
138 100.0 

8 

39 
2 
0 
0 

0.5 
10.9 
0.2 
0.0 
0.0 

1,592 98.6 

300 83.8 
1,166 99.3 

346 99.7 
138 100.0 

22 
29 
7 

0 
0 

1.4 
8.1 
0.6 
0.0 
0.0 

0 0.0 

29 8.1 
. 0.1 

0.3 
0 0.0 

1,390 
355 
971 

. 346 

138 

86.1 224 13.9 . 

99.2 3 0.8 

82.7 203 17.3 

99.7 1 0.3 

100.0 0 0.0 
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New Jersey 

Pennsylvania 

Eastern 
Middle 

Western 
Virgin .Islands 

547 

1,128 
295 
325 
164 

545 99.6 . 

1,127 99.9 
293 99.3 

324 99.7 
163 99.4 

2 

1 

2 

0.4 

0.1 
0.7 
0.3 
0.6 

547 100.0 0 

1,073 95.1 0 

295 100.0 0 

309 95.1 ' 15 

164 100.0 0 

0.0 

0.0 
0.0 

4.6 
0.0 

0 

55 
0 

0 

0.0 

4.9 
0.0 

0.3 
0.0 

540 

1,097 
293 
318 
159 

98.7 

97.3 
99.3 
97.9 
97.0 

7 

31 
2 

7 
5 

1.3 

2.8 
0.7 
2.2 
3.1 
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North Carolina 

Eastern 
Middle 
Western 

South Carolina 

Virginia 
Eastern 
Western 

West Virginia 

Northern 
Southern 

450 
350 
644 
896 

1,094 
313 

210 
405 

447 99.3 

349 99.7 
642 99.7 
894 99.8 

1,090 99.6 
310 99.0 

210 100;0 

400 98.8 

3 

2 
2 

4 
3 

0 
5 

0.7 
0.3 
0.3 
0.2 

0.4 
1.0 

0.0 

1.2 

408 90.7 

350 100.0 
610 94.7 
895 99.9 

1,010 92.3 
310 99.0 

210 100.0 

388 95.8 

48 

4 
0 

23 
0 

8 

0 
16 

0.9 
0.0 
3.6 
0.0 

0.7 
0.3 

·o.o 
4.0 

38 
0 

11 

76 
2 

0 

8.4 
0.0 
1.7 
0.1 

7.0 
0.6 

0.0 

0.3 

443 
349 
606 

892 

935 
309 

210 
400 

98.4 7 1.6 

99.7 0.3 

94.1 38 5.9 

99.6 4 0.5 

85.5 159 14.5 

98.7 4 1.3 

100.0 0 0.0 

98.8 5 1.2 



CIRCUIT 

District Number 
of Cases 

Judgment of 
Convi~on Order 

Received 
n % 

Not Received 
n ·% 

Received 
n % 

Presentence Report 

Not Received 
n % 

Waived 
n % 

Report on the 
Sentencing Hearing 

Received 
n % 

Not Received 
n % 

fli/itt:cmtu.rt?<::::: :: · .: :·. ::: : /\: ?~~4~~?:' :::::://:$\#:1~?:\ ::@~~?::'?\ :':\)1\ ::):::?A~~ :::::::::::::::~~1@/ }/,_~~( \\{$.$ \ \} 44:\ :::' \~f/ . . ::!~~ '{ :{:::}~~~~~}}:: .?}!Mf? :::::t.'-!. '?!'?! .. ~~m t~~i~i~~·>: 
Eastern 
Middle 
Western 

Mississippi 
Northern 
Southern 

Texas 
Eastern 
Northern 
Southern 
Western 

Kentucky 
Eastern 
Western 

Michigan 
Eastern 
Western 

Ohio 
Northern 
Southern 

Tennessee 
Eastern 
Middle 
Western 

481 
74 

'277 

153 
281 

430 
947 

1,363 
1,483 

331 
444 

927 
213 

639 
526 

392 
208 
446 

479 
74 

274 

99.6 
100.0 
98.9 

152 99.4 
279 99.3 

430 100.0 
947 100.0 

1,361 99.9 
1,476 99.5 

327 98.8 
444 100.0 

926 99.9 
213 100.0 

639 100.0 
524 99.6 

387 98.7 
208 100.0 
440 98.7 

2 

0 
3 

2 

0 
0 

2 
7 

1 

0 

6 
2 

5 

0 
6 

0.4 
0.0 
1.1 

0.7 
0.7 

0.0 
0.0 
0.2 
0.5 

1.2 
0.0 

0.1 
0.0 

0.0 
0.4 

1.3 
0.0 
1.4 

433 
74 

275 

150 

90.0 
100.0 
99.3 

98.0 
281 100.0 

429 99.8 
946 99.9 

1,356 99.5 
1,456 98.2 

48 
0 
2 

2 
0 

1 

3 
1 

329 99.4 0 
291 65.5 117 

926 99.9 1 
213 100.0 0 

638 99.8 1 
520 98.9 6 

390 99.5 2 
196 94.2 5 
446 100.0 0 

10.0 
0.0 
0.7 

1.3 
0.0 

0.2 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 

0.0 
26.4 

0.1 
0.0 

0.2 
1.1 

0.5 
2.4 
0.0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
4 

26 

2 
36 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
7 
0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

0.7 
0.0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.3 
1.8 

0.6 
8.1 

0.0 
0.0 

0.0 
0.0 

0.0 
3.4 
0.0 

455 
74 

267 

153 
278 

428 
946 

1,351 
1,373 

327 
438 

917 
212 

633 
518 

383 
177 
442 

94.6 
100.0 
96.4 

100.0 
98.9 

99.5 
99.9 
99.1 
92.6 

98.8 
98.7 

98.9 
99.5 

99.1 
98.5 

97.7 
85.1 
99.1 

26 

0 
10 

0 
3 

2 

1 
12 

110 

5.4 
0.0 
3.6 

0.0 
1.1 

0.5 
0.1 
0.9 
7.4 

4 1.2 
6 1.4 

10 l._l 
0.5 

6 0.9 
8 1.5 

9 2.3 
31 14.9 
4 0.9 
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Central 
Northern 
Southern 

Indiana 
Northern 
Southern 

Wisconsin 
Eastern 
Western 

259 
832 
317 

245 
203 

329 
148 

258 99.6 
832 100.0 
317 100.0 

245 100.0 
203 100.0 

329 100.0 
148 100.0 

'1 
0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0.4 
0.0 
0.0 

0.0 
0.0 

0.0 
0.0 

249 
814 
315 

232 
202 

321 
147 

96.1 
97.8 
99.4 

94.7 
99.5 

97.6 
99.3 

7 

18 

13 
1 

6 
0 

2.7 
2.2 
0.3 

5.3 
0.5 

1.8 
0.0 

3 
0 

0 
0 

2 

1.2 
0.0 
0.3 

0.0 
0.0 

0.6 
0.7 

256 
656 
317 

238 
203 

322 
146 

98.8 3 1.2 
78.9 176 21.2 

100.0 0 0.0 

97.1 7 2.9 
100.0 0 0.0 

97.9 7 2.1 
98.7 2 1.4 
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Eastern 
Western 

Iowa 
Northern 
Southern 

Minnesota 
Missouri 

Eastern 
Western 

Nebraska 
North Dakota 
South Dakota 

243 
166 

137 
115 
365 

337 
453 
260 
130 
181 

243 
166 

100.0 
100.0' 

137 100.0 
l15 100.0 
365 100.0 

337 100.0 
452 99.8 
258 99.2 
130 100.0 
180 99.5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 
0 

0.0 
0.0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

0.0 
0.2 
0.8 
0.0 
0.6 

194 
166 

79.8 
100.0 

137 100.0 
115 100.0 
362 99.2 

336 99.7 
453, 100.0 
236 90.8 
123 94.6 
173 95.6 

49 

48 
0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

0 
24 
7 
0 

19.8 
0.0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.3 

0.3 
0.0 
9.2 
5.4 
0.0 

1 
0 

0 
0 

2 

0 
0 
0 
0 
8 

0.4 
0.0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.6 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
4.4 

242 
166 

130 
115 
355 

333 
451 
253 
127 
180 

99.6 
100.0 

94.9 
100.0 
97.3 

98.8 
99.6 
97.3 
97.7 
99.5 

0 

7 

0 
10 

4 

2 
7 
3 

0.4 
0.0 

5.1 
0.0 
2.7 

1.2 
0.4 
2.7 
2.3 
0.6 



CIRCUIT 

District 
Number 
of Cases 

Judgment of 
Conviction Order 

Received 

n % 
Not Received 

n % 
Received 

n % 

Present~nceReport 

Not Received 

n % 
Waived 

n % 

Report on the 
Sentencing Hearing 

Received 

n % 
Not Received 

n % 
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Arizona 

California 

Central 
Eastern 
Northern 

Southern 
Guam 
Hawaii 

Idaho 
Montana 

Nevada 
Northern Mariana Islands 

Oregon 

Washington 
Eastern 

Western 

1,247 

1,195 
573 
254 

1,946 
94 

-229 
61 

176 
432 

8 
479 

270 
434 

1,240 . 99.4 

1,188 99.4 

569 99.3 

249 98.0 

1,942 99.8 

94 100.0 

229 100.0 

61 100.0 

175 99.4 

421 97.5 

8 100.0 

477 99.6 

270 100.0 

432 99.5 

7 

7 

4 

5 
4 

0 
0 
0 

1 

11 

0 
2 

0 
2 

. 0.6 1,092 87.6 154 

0.6 1,188 99.4 7 

0. 7 . 539 94.1 25 

2.0 254 100.0 0 

0.2 1,942 99.8 3 

0.0· 76 80.9 6 

0.0 
0.0 

0.6 
2.6 
0.0. 

0.4 

0.0 
0.5 

141 61.6 

61 100.0 

172 97.7 

431 99.8 

6 75.0 

477 99.6 

148 
433 

54.8 
99.8 

56 

0 

1 

2 
2 

0 

12.4 

0.6 
4.4 
0.0 
0.2 
6.4 

0 
9 
0 
1 

1·2' 

0.1 

0.0 
1.6 
0.0 
0.1 

12.8 

24.5 32 14.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.6 3 1.7 
0:2 ; 0 0:0 

25.0 0 0.0 
0.4 0 . . 0.0. 

0.4. 121 
0.0 

44.8 
0.2 

1,213 97.3 

. 521 43.6 

558 97.4 

211 . 83.1 

1,365 70.1 

91 ' 96.8 

229 
61 

173 
425 

7 
471 

267 
433 

100.0 
100.0 

98.3 
. 98.4. 

87.5 
98.3 

98.9 
99.8 

34 2.7 

674 56.4 

15 2.6 

43 16.9 

581 29.9 
3 3.2 

0 
0 

3 
7 
1 
8 

3 
'1 

0.0 
0.0 

1.7 
1.6 

12.5 
1.7 

1.1 
0.2 
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Kansas 304 304 100.0 0 0.0 304 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 304 100.0· 0 0.0 

New Mexico· 590 588 99.7 2 0.3' 583 -98.8 5 0.9 2 0.3 584 99.0 6 1.0 

Oklahoma 

Eastern 

Northern 

Western 

Utah 
Wyoming 

Alabama 
Middle 
Northern 

Southern 

Florida 
Middle 
Northern 

Southern 

Georgia 
Middle 
Northern 

Southern 

46 
169 

306 

276 

145 

229 

292 

. 439 

1,217 
404 

1,493 

319 
684 
240. 

46 100.0 

169 100.0 

306 100.0 

276 100.0 

145 100.0 

228 99.6 

267 91.4 

433 98.6 

1,217 . 100.0 

404 100.0 

1,488 99.7 

319 100.0 

638 93.3 

239 99.6 

0 
0 

·0 
0 
0 

1 
25 

6 

0 
0 

5 

0 
46 

0.0 

o:o 
0.0 

0.0 
0.0 

0.4 

8.6 
1.4 

0.0 
. 0.0 

0.3 

0.0. 
6.7 
0.4 

1Descriptions of variables used in· this table are provided in Apperidix A.. 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 

46 100.0 

169 100.0 

300 98.0 

275 99.6 

145 100.0 

229 100.0 

288 98.6 

438 99.8 

1,208 99.3 

401 99.3 

1,490 99.8 

319 100.0 

682 99.7 

225 93.8 

50 

0 

0 
0 
1 

0 

0. 

2 
1 

0 
2 
0 

0.0 

0.0 
0.0 

0.4 

0.0 

0.0 

0.3 
0.2 

0.2 
0.3 
0.1 

0.0 
0.3 
0.0 

0 
0 
6 
0 
0 

0 
3 
0 

7 

2 
2 

0 
0 

15 

0.0 

0.0 
2.0 
·o.o 
0.0 

0.0 

1.0 
0.0 

0.6 
0.5 
0.1 

0.0 
0.0 
6.3 

46 

169 

303 
. 276 

145 

228 

287 
438 

1,215 
403 

1,486 

319 
645 

239 

100.0 

100.0 

99.0 
100.0 
100.0. 

99.6 

98.3 
99.8 

99.8 
99.8 
99.5 

100.0 
94.3 
99.6 

0 0.0 
0 . 0.0 

3 1.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

5 

2 

1 

7 

0 
39 

1 

0.4 

1.7 
0.2 

0.2 

0.3 
0.5 

0.0 
5.7 
0.4 

1 
·-~ 



Descriptive Statistics 

Implementation of the Guidelines 

. By statute, the Commission receives informa­
. tion only on defendants sentenced pursuant to 
.:t4e S~ntencing Reform Act of 1984 (SRA).67 

Information on guideline defendants whose files 
are sealed is not included in this report, with the 

, possible result of underrepresenting, at least for 
some districts, the number and rate of substan­
tial assistance motions anq departures. Finally, 
information about defendants sentenced under 
pre-guideline law is reported through the AO's 
data collection systems. 

Of the 42,107 cases sentenced under the SRA in 
1993, 24.6 percent were in seven districts (with 
more than 1,200 cases each): Southern Texas, 
W esten1 Texas, Southern California, Eastern 
New York, Southern Florida,· Middle Florida, 

·and Arizona. The Fifth, Ninth, and Eleventh 
Circuits accounted for 4'3.5 percent of all guide­
line cases. Table 12 depicts the distribution of 
guideline cases across the 94 judicial districts 
and 12judicial circuits. 

. Primary Offense and 
Demographic 
Characteristics 

Primary Offense Type 

·Almost 44 percent (43.9%) of all defendants 
sentenced under the guidelines in 1993 were 
convicted of dntg offenses (i.e., either dntg traf­
ficking, use of a communication facility in a dntg 
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offense, or simple possession of dntgs). Of the 
dntg violations, the largest number involved 
powder cocaine, followed by marijuana and 
crack cocaine. Other frequent offenses of con­
viction included fraud · (13.3% ), firearms 

(7.5%), larceny (7.4%), and immigration 
(5.2%). Figure Band Table 13 display the dis­
tribution and frequency of guideline cases 
across the primary offense categories. Figure B 
also displays the primary dntg type involved for 
the 18,409 defendants convicted of dntg of­
fenses for which such information was available~ · 

Race and Ethnicity 

As Table 14 illustrates, 43.6 percent of defen-. 
dants sentenced under the guidelines .in 1993 
were identified as White, 29.2 percent Black, 
23.8 percent Hispa!.Uc, and 3.4 percent Other 

< !1 

(American Indian, Alaskan Native, Asian, or Pa-
cific Islander).68 Table 14 also displays the dis­
tribution of these racial and ethnic groups within 
primary offense categories. 

In offense categories such as arson, tax, gam­
bling/lottery, civil rights, pornography/prostitu­
tion, antitn1st, and food and dntg violations, 
Whites constituted more than 75 percent of the 
offender population .. Black defendants were 
overrepresented proportionately in murder, rob­
bery, firearms, larceny, forgery/counterfeiting, 
and prison offenses. violations (representing 
more than 35% of the cases in each of these 
categories), while Hispanics were overrepre­
sented in simple possession of dntgs, immigra­
tion, and national defense violations (more than 
35o/o in each of these categories). In dntg traf-

67 A "defendant" or "case" as discussed in this report is defined in the USSC data collection system as a single 
sentencing event for a single defendant. Multiple defendants in a single sentencing event are treated as separate 
cases. If an individual defendant is sentenced more than once during the time period of interest, each sentencing. 
event is identified as a separate case. · 

68 While "Black," "White," and "Other" refer to racial categories, "Hispanic" refers to ethnic origin irrespective of race. 
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ficking offenses, White defendants were under­

represented, Black defendants slightly over­

represented, and Hispanic defendants greatly 

overrepresented compared to their proportions in 

the overall defendant population. 
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Table 12 --

GUIDELINE DEFENDANTS BY CmCUIT AND DISTRICT1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

CIRCUIT CIRCUIT 

District Number Percent District Number Percent 

TOTAL 42,107 100.0 

FIFfH CIRCUIT 5,489 13.0 
D.C. ·ciRCUIT 436 1.0 Louisiana 

District of Columbia 436 1.0 Eastern 481 1.1 
Middle 74 0.2 

FIRST CIRCUIT 1,094 2.6 Western 277 0.7 
Maine 141 0.3 Mississippi 

Massachusetts 355 0.8 Northern 153 0.4 
New Hampshire 108 0.3 Southern 281 0.7 
Puerto Rico 359 0.9 Texas 

Rhode Island 131 0.3 Eastern 430 1.0 
Northern 947 2.3 

SECOND CIRCUIT 3,893 9.3 Southern 1,363 3.2 
Connecticut 262 0.6 Western 1,483 3.5 
New York 

Eastern 1,614 3.8 SIXm CIRCUIT 4,126 9.8 

Northern 358 0.9 Kentucky 

Southern 1,174 2.8 Eastern 331 0.8 
Western 347 0.8 Western 444 1.1 

Vermont 138 0.3 Michigan 

Eastern 927 2.2 
THIRD CIRCUIT 2,542 6.0 Western 213 0.5 
Delaware 83 0.2 Ohio 

New Jersey 547 1.3 Northern 639 1.5 
Pennsylvania Southern 526 1.3 

Eastern 1,128 2.7 Tennessee 

Middle 295 0.7 Eastern 392 0.9 
Western 325 0.8 Middle 208 0.5 

Virgin Islands 164 0.4 Western 446 1.1 

FOURm CIRCUIT 4,696 11.2 SEVENTH CIRCUIT 2,333 5.5 

Maryland 334 0.8 lllinois 

North Carolina Central 259 0.6 
Eastern 450 1.1 Northern 832 2.0 
Middle 350 0.8 Southern 317 0.8 
Western 644 1.5 Indiana 

South Carolina 896 2.1 Northern 245 0.6 
Virginia Southern 203 0.5 

Eastern 1,094 2.6 Wisconsin 

Western 313 0.7 Eastern 329 0.8 
West Virginia Western 148 0.4 

Northern 210 0.5 
Southern 405 1.0 
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CIRCUIT CIRCUIT 
District Number Percent District Number Percent 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT '2,387. 5.7· TENTH CIRCUIT · 2,249 5.3 

Arkansas Colorado 413 1.0 

·Eastern 243 0.6 Kansas 304 0.7 

Western 166 0.4 New Mexico 590 1.4 

Iowa Oklahoma 

Northern 137 0.3 Eastern 46 0.1 

Southern 115 0.3 Northern 169 0.4 

Minnesota 365 0.9 Western 306 0.7 

Missouri Utah 276 0.7 

Eastern 337 0.8 Wyoming 145 0.3 

Western 453, 1.1 

Nebraska 260 0.6 ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 5,317 12.6 

North Dakota 130 0.3 Alabama 

South Dakota 181 0.4 Middle 229 0.5 

Northern 292 0.7 

NINTH CIRCUIT 7,545 17.9 Southern 439 1.0 

Alaska 147 ' 0.4 Florida 

Arizona 1,247 3.0 Middle 1,217 2.9 

California Northern 404 1'.0 

Central .1,195 2.8 Southern 1,493 3.6 

Eastern 573 1.4 Georgia 

Northern 254 0.6 Middle 319 0.8 

Southern 1,946 4.6 Northern 684 1.6 

Guam 94 0.2 Southern 240 0.6 

Hawaii 229 .0.5 

Idaho 61 0.1 

Montana 176 0.4 

Nevada 432 1.0 

Northern Mariana 
Islands 8 0.0 

Oregon 479 1.1 

Washington 

Eastern 270 0.6 

Western 434 1.0 

1Descriptions of variables used in this table are provided in Appendix A. 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MON}<Y93. 
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Figure B 

DISTRIBUTION OF SENTENCED GUIDELINE DEFENDANTS 
BY PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORY 1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

LARCENY (7 

I IMMIGRATION (5.2%) 

FIREARMS (7.5%) 

EMBEZZLEMENT ROBBERY (3.9%) 

FORGERY AND 
COUNTERFEITING (2.1 

. OTHER (14.4%)------\ 

DRUG OFFENSES (43.9%) 

' 
' ' ' ' ' ' 

' ' ' ' 
' 

' ' 

\ 

\ 

\ 

\ 

10f the 42,107 guideline cases, 94 were excluded due to missing primacy offense category. The 
number of cases in each category is reflected in Table 13. Of the 18,452 drug cases (including 
trafficking, use of a commumcation facility, and simple possession), 43 were excluaed from 
the bar chart due to missing drug type. Descriptions of variables used in this figure are provided 
in Appendix A. 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 
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.Table 13 

DISTRIBUTION OF SENTENCED GUIDELINE DEFENDANTS 
BY PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORY1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, i993) 

PRIMARY OFFENSE Nmnber Percent 

TOTAL 42,013 100.0 

Sexual Abuse 155 0.4 

Robbery 1,652 3.9 

Larceny 3,096 7.4 

Embezzlement 943 2.2 

Gambling/Lottery 184 0.4 

Environmental/Wildlife 164 0.4 

Antitrust 40 0.1 

Other Miscellaneous Offenses 778 1.9 

10f the 42,107 guideline cases, 94 were excluded due to missing information on primary offense 
category. Descriptions of variables used in this table are provided in Appendix A. 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 
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Table 14 

RACE OF DEFENDANT BY PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORY1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

BLACK IDSPANIC 

PRIMARY OFFENSE TOTAL Nwnber Percent Nwnber Percent Nwnber Percent 

TOTAL 41,680 18,161 43.6 12;163 29.2 9,925 23.8 

Sexual Abuse 155 18 11.6 11 7.1 5 3.2 

Drugs - Trafficking 17,239 5,717 33.2 5,588 32.4 5,624 32.6 

Drugs - Simple Possession 925 375 40.5 171 18.5 364 39.4 

Burglary/B&E 65 41 63.1 16 24.6 1.5 

Larceny 3,010 1,556 51.7 1,107 36.8 228 7.6 

Embezzlement 933 609 65.3 211 22.6 62 6.6 

Bribery 221 122 55.2. 52 23.5 24 10.9 

Money Laundering 942 482 51.2 153 16.2 282 29.9 

Gambling/Lottery 182 143 78.6 25 13.7 0.6 

Immigration 2,146 142 6.6 172 8.0 1,738 81.0 

Prison Offenses 253 113 44.7 91 36.0 45 17.8 

Environmental/Wildlife 162 121 74.7 4 2.~ 18 11.1 

Antitrust 40 40 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Other Miscellaneous Offenses 694 490 70.6 118 17.0 45 6.5 

OTHER 

Nwnber Percent 

1,431 3.4 

121 78.1 

310 1.8 

15 1.6 

7 10.8 

119 3.9 

51 5.5 

23 10.4 

25 2.7 

13 7.1 

94 4.4 

4 1.6 

19 11.7 

0 0.0 

41 5.9 

10f the 42,107 guideline cases, 427 were excluded due to one or both of the following conditions: missing primary offense category (94) or missing race (388). 
Descriptions of variables used in this table are provided in Appendix A. 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 

57 



United States Sentencing Commission 

Gender 

Males comprised 84.6 percent of defendants 

sentenced under the guidelines. Table 15 dis­

plays the distribution of cases by gender within 

each primary offense category, with most of­

fenses predominantly male. Examining gender. 

within the primary offense categories, • the five 

categories showing the least dramatic differences 

in the ratio of male to female defendants include 

embezzlement (in which 59.6% of those sen­

tenced were female), larceny (32.6% female), 

administration of justice offenses (25.2% fe­

male), use of a communication facility in a dn1g 

offense (24.8% female), and fraud (24.7% fe­

male). 

Age 

The average age for all defendants sentenced 

under the guidelines in 1993 was 34.7 (mean 

age) and 33 years (median age). Patterns of 

offense behavior appear to be related to defen­

dant age. For example, while defendants aged 25 

years and younger accounted for 22.3 percent of 

federal convictions, they were convicted of 

· nearly half ( 49.3%) of burglary/breaking-and­

entering offenses. On the other hand,· while de­

fendants aged 41 years and older accounted for 

26.8 percent of federal convictions, they were 

convicted of more than half ofantitn1st (85.0%), 

gambling/lottery (77.2%), pornography/prostitu­

tion (64.1 %), tax (63.1 %), and bribery (57.1 %) 

offenses. (See Table 16 for distribution of cases 

by defendant age for each primary offense cate­

gory.) 

Table 17 provides a demographic profile of all 

defendants sentenced in 1993 by age, race, and 

gender. 

Education. 

Table 18 shows the highest level of education 

achieved by defendants, by primary offense cate­

gory. Slightly more than 39 percent (39.4%) of 

defendants did not graduate from high school; 

only 26.5 percent received any post-high school 

education. Among all education categories, ex­

cept college graduate, dn1g trafficking was the 

leading offense of conviction: 7,984 of 16,016 

(49.9%) in the "less than high school" category; 

5,619 of 13,817 (40.7o/o) in the "high school 

graduate" category; and 2,614 of 7,606 (34.4%) 

in the- "some college" category. Among college 

graduates, the most frequent offense type was 

fraud (991 of 3,165 or 31.3%). For most offense 

categories, defendants were most likely to hold a 

high school degree or less. In contrast, defen­

dants convicted of bribery' antitnlst, and food 

and dn1g offenses were most likely to fall into the 

college graduate category. 

Citizenship 

Seventy-eight percent of defendants sentenced 

under the guidelines in 1993 were citizens of the 

United ·states, while nearly one-fourth (22.0%) 

were not.69 As reported in Table 19, this per­

centage varied co-nsiderably by primary offense 

type, with the highest rate of non-citizens sen­

tenced for immigration (89.0%), national defense 

(53.4%), simple possession of dn1gs (32.2%), kid­

nappinglhostage taking (29 .8% ), money lalmder­

ing (29.0o/o), dn1g trafficking (27.7%), and dn1g 

communication facility (27 .6%). 

Table 20 lists the country of citizenship for non­

U.S. citizens sentenced under the guidelines in 

1993. Mexican citizens comprised 46.8 percent 

of the total population of non-U.S. citizens sen­

tenced under the guidelines in 1993; Colombian 

69 Note that this "non-U.S. citizen" figure includes hoth legal and illegal aliens. 
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citizens constituted the second largest. group at 
11.6 percent. 
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Table 15 

GENDER OF DEFENDANT BY PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORY1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

MALE FEMALE 

PRIMARY OFFENSE TOTAL Number Percent Number 

. TOTAL. 42,000 35,555 84.6 6,445 

, Manslaughter 46 36 78.3 10 

Robbery 1,652 1,573 95.2 79 

Drugs - Trafficking 17,251 15,402 89.3 1,849 

Drugs - Simple Possession 938 759 80.9 179 

Burglary/B&E . 65 63 96.9 2 

Larceny 3,092 2,085 67.4 1,007 

Embezzlement 943 381 40.4 562 

Bribery 224 186 83.0 38 

Money Laundering 943 751 79.6 192 

Gambling/Lottery 184 169 91.8 15 

Immigration 2,185 2,032 93.0 153 

Prison Offenses 254 235 92.5 19 

Environmental/Wildlife 164 157 95.7 7 

Antitrust 40 39 97.5 

Other Miscellaneous Offenses 774 664 85.8 110 

Percent 

15.4 

21.7 

4.8 

10.7 

19.1 

3.1 

32.6 

59.6 

17.0 

20.4 

8.2 

7.0 

7.5 

4.3 

2.5 

14.2 

10f the 42,107 guideline cases, 107 were excluded due to one or both of the following conditions: missing primary offense category (94) 

or missing gender (33). Descriptions of variables used in this table are provided in Appendix A. 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 
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Other Miscellaneous Offenses 752 

Table 16 

AGE OF DEFENDANT BY PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORY1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 
Under 21 21 to 25 26to30 31 to 35 36to40 

33 4.4 95 12.6 96 12.8 92 12.2 111 . 14.8 

41 to so Over SO 
Mean Median 

185 24.6 140 18.6 38.9 38.5 

"Of the 42,107 guideline cases, 297 were excluded due to one or both of the following conditions: missing primary offense category (94) or missing date of birth (263). Descriptions of variables used in this table are provided in AppeDdix A. 



AGE 

Table 17 

AGE, RACE, AND GENDE~ OF DEFENDANTS1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

TOTAL WIDTE BLACK ffiSPANIC 

Number Percent Female Male Female 

OTHER 
Female 

10fthe 42,107 guideline cases, 543 were excluded due to one or more of the following conditions: missing age (263), missing race (388), 

or missing gender (33). Descriptions of variables used in this table are l?rovided in Appendix A. - · 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 
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Table 18 

t. EDUCATION OF DEFENDANT BY PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORY1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, .1993) 
:. '.~ ' 

LESS TIIAN IDGH 
IDGHSCHOOL SOME COLLEGE .SCHOOL 

GRADUATE GRADUATE COLLEGE GRADUATE 

PRIMARY OFFENSE TOTAL Nwnber Percent Nwnber Percent Nwnber Percent Nwnber Percent 
TOTAL 40,604 16,016 39.4 13,817 '34.0 7,606 18.7 3,165 7.8 

Manslaughter 46 19 41.3 19 41.3 8 17.4 0 0.0 

j 
41.6 639 39.4 277 17.1 32 2.0 

Drugs - Trafficking 16,939 7,984 47.1 5,619 33.2 2,614 15.4 722 4.3 

Burglary/B&E 65 35 53.9 22 33.8 7 10.8 1.5 

2,917 733 25.1 43.4 714 24.5 203 7.0 

Embezzlement 918 58 6.3 402 43.8 345 37.6 113 12.3 

Money Laundering 928 243 26.2 281 30.3 240 25.9 164 17.7 

Gambling/Lottery 177 55 '31.1 75 42.4 31 17.5 16 9.0 

Immigration 1,861 1,378 74.0 266 14.3 146 7.8 . 71 3.8 

Prison Offenses 110 44.4 96 38.7 33 13.3 9 3.6 

Environmental/Wildlife 150 59 39.3 49 32.7 25 16.7 17 11.3 

Antitrust 40 '4 10.0 13 32.5 8 20.0 15 37.5 

Other Miscellaneous Offenses 687 158 23.0 276 40.2 159 23.1 94 13.7 

10fthe 42,107 guideline cases, 1,503 were.excluded due to one o:r:both of the following conditions: missing primary offense category (94) or missing education information (1,478). Descriptions of variables used in this table are provided in Appendix A. 

I SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 
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Table 19 

CITIZENSHIP STATUS OF DEFENDANT BY PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORY1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

United States Citizen Non-U.S. Citizen 

PRil\fARY OFFENSE TOTAL Number Percent Number Percent 

TOTAL 40,859 31,863 78.0 8,996 22.0 

Sexual Abuse 152 152 100.0 0 0.0 

Robbery 1,626 1,591 97.8' 35 2.2 

Drugs - Trafficking 17,001 12,298 72.3 4,703 27.7 

Gambling/Lottery 177 170 96.0 7 4.0 

Immigration 2,008 221 11.0 1,787 89.0 

Antitrust 40 40 100.0 0 0.0 

Other Miscellaneous Offenses 648 598 92.3 50 7.7 

10f the 42,107 guideline cases, 1,248 were excluded due to one or both of the following conditions: missing primary offense category (94) 

or missing citizenship information (1 ,220). Descriptions of variables used in this table are provided in Appendix A. 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 
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Table 20 

COUNTRY OF·CITIZENSHIP FOR NON-U.S. CITIZENS1 

(October l, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

COUNTRY OF CITiz;ENSHIP > · Number Percent 

TOTAL. · ·s,920 100.0 

Mexico "(176' . 46.8 

Colombia 1,035 1 L6 

Dominican· Repubiic ' 529 5.9 

Nigeria 460 5.2 

Cuba 347 '' 3.9 

Jamaica 325 3.6 

Canada 203 '2.3 . 

China 92 . 1.0 

Vietnam 82. '0.9 ·: 

Ha.iti 80 0.9'' 

El Salvador 79 0.9 

Ghana 75' 0.8 

Great Britain· 71 '0.8 

Guyana . ·60· 0.7 

Philippines · ·60' 0.7 

Pakistan 55 0.6 

Venezuela .52' 0:6 

Guatemala 51 0.6 

Other 1,088 .12.2. 

10f the · 42,107 guidleine cases; 1,285. were excluded due ·to missing citizenship 

information ( 1 ,200) or missing information on countty of origin fot no·n-dtizens. · Only 

countries with 50 or more cases' are listed here .. Descriptions of variables used in this 
table are provided in Appendix A. ' . · · . 

SOURCE; U.S. Sentencing Commiss~on, 1993 Data File,. MONFY93. 
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Mode of Corwiction 

Monitoring data show that 88.5 percent of all 
defendants sentenced ~n1der the guidelines in 
1993 pleaded guilty, while 11.5 percent were 
convicted at triaL During the past five years of 
guideline application (since the Mistretta deci-

. sion in January 1989), the plea/trial ·rate has 
remained relatively constant at 85-89 percent 

. pleas to 11-15 percent trials. Figure C displays 
the national plea/trial rates under the guidelines 
since January 1989. Table 21 shows the rates of 
conviction by plea and trial in 1993 for guideline 
defendants by circuit and district. 

Considera.ble variation exists in'the rate of guilty 
pleas versus trials from' district to district. South­
em Ohio and Southern California reported the 
highest plea rates (96.0% and 95.2% respec­
tively) with 35 other districts posting plea rates 
of 90 percent or more. Eight districts had trial 
rates of 20 percent or higher: Northen1 Mariana 
Islands (37.5%), Idaho (31.7%), both Southern 
Iowa and Eastern Okla.homa (23.9%), Southern 
Florida (23.4% ), District of Columbia 
(20.9%),70 Rhode Island (20.6%), and Maryland 
(20.1 %). Case load, offense type and serious­
ness, and policies of individual U.S. attorney 
offices may explain some of this variation. 

The Second Circuit reported the highest guilty 
plea rate of any circuit at 91.8 percent of all 
guideline cases; the Ninth Circuit closely fol­
lowed with 91.7 percent. Conversely, the Elev­
enth. Circuit reported . the highest trial rate -
double the rates of the Second and Ninth Circuits 
-at 16.7 percent 

An a.na.lysis of the mode of conviction by primary 
offense category (see Table 22) indicates that 
defendants in certain offense categories like 
murder, kidnapping, arson, assault, racketeer-

. ing/extortion, or civil rights were substantially 
more likely to go to trial than the national average 
for all offenses, probably due to severe penalties 
accompanying convictions for most of these of­
fenses. The trial rate for dntg trafficking offenses 
was more than four percentage points higher than 
the national average for all offenses (15.7% trial 
rate for dntg trafficking compared to the national 
rate of 11.5% for all offenses). However, this trial 
rate of 15.7 percent is three percentage points 
lower than the dnzg trafficking trial rate in 
1992.71 

Note that the trial rates for less serious dntg. 
offenses - use of a. communication facility and 
simple possession- are significantly below the 
national average. For both use of a communica­
tion facility and simple possession, the count of 
conviction may represent a plea. agreement re­
ducing charges or the scope of relevant conduct 
(e.g., lesser dn1g amounts). Offense categories 
such as burglary, use of a communication facility 
in dn1g :trafficking, embezzlement, gambling/lot­
tery, or immigration ha.d the lowest trial rates. 

Sentencing Information on 
Guideline Cases 

Type of Sentence 

More than three-fourths (77.3%) of guideline 
defendants sentenced in 1993 received a sen­
tence that included a term of incarceration (see 
Table 23 and Figure D). Of the 77.3 percent of 

70 The District of Columbia's 1993 trial rate of 20.9 percent is almost ten percent lower than its 1992 rate of 30.8 

71 
percent. . . . 
One explanation for the drop in the trial rate for dru~ trafficking is the .increase in the rate. of substantial assistance 
for these defendants from 28.3% in 1992 to 33.6% m 1993. 



defendants receiving prison· terms, 3. 7 percent 

received the "prison/corillnunity split sentence11 

option underthe guidelines (a term of imprison­

ment followed by supervised release with a con­

dition of community confinement or home 

detention). TI1e rate of imprisonment has re­

mained virtually the same for the past four years: 

76~9 pe·rcent in .1990, 76.5 percent in 1991, 

76.2 percent in 1992, and 77.3 percent in 1993. 

Conversely, almost one-quarter (22.7%) of all 

guideline defendants sentenced in 1993 re­

ceived a sentence ofprobation. Probation with a 

condition of community confinement,_ intermit­

tent confinement, or home detention was im­

posed in 7. 9 percent of the cases; while 14.8 

percent of guideline defendants received sen­

tences of "straight11 probation (i.e., no confine­

ment conditions). 

Table 23 shows the distribution of type of sen­

tence imposed within primary offense categories. 

Predictably, the type of sentence imposed most 

frequently by the court· varied by offense type. 

Defendants convicted . of murder, kidnap­

ping/hostage-taking, sexual abuse, robbery, dntg 

trafficking, and prison offenses were imprisoned 

at the highest rates ·(all more than 92%). Defen­

dants convicted of larceny, tax offenses, gam­

bling/lottery, antitn1st, . environmental/wildlife, 

or food and dntg violations were least likely to 

receive sentences of imprisonment (all less than 

43%); the majority of defendants in these cate ... 

gories received probation or some form of con­

finement along with probation. 

Annual Report 1993 



Figure C 

M.ODE OF CONVICTION BY: SENTENCING YEAR
1 

(January 19, 1989, through September 30, 1993) 

~~~.. PERCENT OF CASES 
100~~·------------------------------~---------------------------, 
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Table 21 

MODE OF CONVICTION BY CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT1 

(October 1, 1992, through Septemb.~r 30, 1993) 

CIRCUIT 

District 

TOTAL 

District of Columbia 

Massachusetts 

New Hampshire 

Puerto Rico 

Rhode Island 

Connecticut 

New York 

Eastern 

Northern 

Southern 

Western 

Vermont 

Delaware 

New Jersey 

Pennsylvania 

Eastern 

Middle 

Western 

Virgin Islands 

Maryland 

North Carolina 

Eastern 

Middle 

Western 

South Carolina 

Virginia 

Eastern 

Western 

West Virginia 

Northern 

TOTAL 

41,873 

431 

107 

358 

131 

261 

1,604 

315 

1,172 

347 

137 

83 

546 

1,122 

294 

325 

164 

333 

445 

348 

641 

895 

1,091 

312 

210 

'404 

PLEA TRIAL 

Number Percent Number 

37,048 88.5 4,825 

341 79.1 90 

86.7 47 

82.2 19 

315 88.0 43 

104 79.4 27 

246 94.3 15 

1,469 91.6 135 

281 89.2 34 

1,074 91.6 98 

326 94.0 21 

127 92.7 10 

73 88.0 10 

491 89.9 55 

1,005 89.6 117 

249 84.7 45 

299 92.0 26 

135 82.3 29 

266 79.9 67 

392· 88.1 53 

296 85.1 ·52 

592 92.4 49 

821 91.7 74 

918 84.1 173 

254 81.4 58 

180 85.7 30 

377 93.3 27 

Percent 

11.5 

20.9 

13.3 

17.8 

12.0 

20.6 

5.8 

8.4 

10.8 

8.4 

6.1 

7.3 

12.1 

10.1 

10.4 

15.3 

8.0 

17.7 

20.1 

11.9 

14.9 

7.6 

8.3 

15.9 

18.6 

14.3 

6.7 



CIRCUIT 
District 

TOTAL .PLEA 

Number · Percent 

Jtutti:cmcut.tftt'/: :::::::::::: '':''·'': .. :'.·' '':''''''''':''''::::::':' ::'s:':A:rj,::: :::::::'::: ·.,:.:·.,::.,:.:' ... :·.:'.:::.:.4.':.'~.'.a.'.:.·.:.~.·.:.7.: .... :.:.·:.'.,:.:.:.::.'.,:.:.'.:::.:.::;:::::: .. · ... :.:.' .. ::.·· .•. :' .. '.'.'·,.··.'.'.,'.·'.a.·.·.·.· .. ·,s.·,· .. ','.;,4.· ... ·· .. ·,' .. :,' ... •. '·'.: .. :.' .... ':.',: .. :.:.·,, 

;.;. .. ;.;.;.;.;.;.:-:·:·:<<·:<·>: ,.,.·.;.;.·.;.:-:-::·:·:·:·:.·.·0···::·: .. :;:::;::::: 
Louisiana 

Eastern 
Middle 
Western 

Mississippi 
Northern 
Southern 

Texas 
Eastern 
Northern 
Southern 
Western 

Kentucky 
Eastern 
Western 

Michigan 
Eastern 
Western 

Ohio 

Northern 
Southern 

Tennessee 
Eastern 
Middle 
Western 

lllinois 
Central 
Northern 
Southern 

Indiana 
Northern 
Southern 

Wisconsin 
Eastern 
Western 

Arkansas 
Eastern 
Western 

Iowa 
Northern 
Southern 

481 

74 

276 

153 

279 

430 

943 

1,355 

1,482 

329 

441 

924 

213 

639 

526 

389 

205 

441 

257 

831 

308 

243 

202 

329 

147 

241 

166 

137 

113 

448 

70 

251 

127 

250 

388 

833 

1,154 

1,316 

289 

395 

802 

177 

601 

505 

353 

169 

375 

226 

705 

279 

211 

173 

274 

132 

207 

143 

118 

86 

93.1 

94.6 

90.9 

83.0 

89.6 

90.2 

88.3 

85.2 

88.8 

. 87.8 

89.6 

86.8 

83.1 

94.1 

96.0 

90.8 

82.4 

85.0 

87.9 

84.8 

90.6 

86.8 

85.6 

83.3 

89.8 

85.9 

86.1. 

86.1 

76.1 

Number 

33 

4 

25 

26 

29 

42 

110 

201 

166 

40 

46 

122 

36 

38 

21 

36 

36 

66 

31 

126 

29 

32 

29 

55 

15 

34 

23 

19 

27 

Percent 

6.9 

5.4 

9.1 

17.0 

10.4 

9.8 

11.7 

14.8 

11.2 

12.2 

10.4 

13.2 

16.9 

6.0 

4.0 

9.3 

17.6 

15.0 

12.1 

15.2 

9.4 

13.2 

14.4 

16.7 

10.2 

14.1 

13.9 

13.9 

23.9 



CIRCUIT· 
District 

Alaska 

Arizona 

California 

Central 

Eastern 

Northern 

Southern 

Guam 

Hawaii 
· Idaho 

Montana 

Nevada 

Northern Mariana Islands 
Oregon 

Washington 

Eastern 

Western 

Colorado 

Kansas 

New Mexico 

Oklahoma 

Eastern 

Northern 

Western 

Utah 

Wyoming 

TOTAL PLEA 

Number 

146 125 
1,235 1,131 

1,183 1,067 

573 528 
248 233 

1,944 1,850 
94 85 

229 207 
60 41 

176 163 
. 430 379 

8 5 
479 430 

269 248 

430 387 

411 379 
304 263 
576 545 

46 35 
166 146 
306 275 
274 252 
145 133 

TRIAL 

Percent Number Percent 

85.6 21 14.4 
91.6 104 8.4 

90.2 116 9.8 
92.2 45 7.9 
94.0 15 6.1 
95.2 94 4.8 
90.4 9 9.6 
90.4 22 9.6 
68.3 19 31.7 
92.6 13 7.4 
88.1 51 11.9 
62.5 3 37.5 
89.8 49 10.2 

92.2 21 7.8 
90.0 43 10.0 

92.2 32 7.8 
86.5 41 13.5 
94.6 31 5.4 

76.1 11 23.9 
88.0 20 12.1 
89.9 31 10.1 
92.0 22 8.0 
91.7 12 8.3 

::~-~~:.em9YP.tm:r: :::n:n::u:::::u:::::::::::§:~~2~:::::::u :::::::::::::::::1~4:9.~: nn::::: ::n'/ :::::::::::::$~~~ ::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::: ::::n:::nM6:::: :r ::::::::: : :);::i§W:: 
Alabama 

Middle 228 200 87.7 28 12.3 
Northern 286 258 90.2 28 9.8 
Southern 435 367 84.4 68 15.6 

Florida 

Middle 1,216 1,068 87.8 148 12.2 
Northern 403 326 80.9 77 19.1 
Southern 1,486 1,139 76.7 347 23.4 

Georgia 

Middle 319 287 90.0 32 10.0 
Northern 682 562 82.4 120 17.6 
Southern 240 202 84.2 38 15.8 



Table 22 

MODE OF CONVICTION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORY1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

PLEA TRIAL 

PRIMARY OFFENSE TOTAL Number Percent Number 

TOTAL 41,838 37,019 88.5 4,819 

Sexual Abuse 153 124 81.1 29 

Robbery 1,647 1,463 88.8 184 

Drugs - Trafficking 17,157 14,460 84.3 2,697 

Burglary/B&E 65 65 100.0 0 

Larceny 3,089 2,938 95.1 151 

Embezzlement 943 923 97.9 20 

Gambllng/Lottery 183 179 97.8 4 

Environmental/Wildlife 164 154 ' 93.9 10 

Antitrust 39 36 92.3, 3 

Other Miscellaneous Offenses 773 711 92.0 62 

Percent 

11.5 

19.0 

11.2 

15.7 

0.0 

4.9 

2.1 

2.2 

6.1 

7.7 

8.0 

10f thP. 42 107 ~mideline cases. 269 were excluded due to one or both of the following conditions: missing primary offense category (94} 



~OFFENSE 

neous Offenses 

Table 23 

TYPE OF SENTENCE IMPOSED BY PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORY1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

IMPRISONMENf 

TOTAL 
RECEIVING 

IMPRISONMENf Prison 

TOTAL Number Percent Number Percent 

32,140 77.3 30,609 73.6 

748 232 31.0 214 28.6 

Prison/ 
Community Split 

Sentence 
Number Percent 

18 2.4 

TOTAL 
RECEIVING 
PROBATION 
Number Percent 

516 69.0 

PROBATION 

Probation md 
Conrmement 

Number Percent 

101 13.5 

Probation 
Only 

Number Percent 

415 55.5 

~ideline cases, 517 were excluded due to one or both of the following conditions: missing primary offense category (94), missing sentencing information (223), or cases in which defendant received 

tt or probation (233). Descriptions of variables used in this table are provided in Appendix A. 

i. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 



FigureD 

TYPE OF GUIDELINE SENTENCE IMPOSED1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

PRISON (73.;6%) 

PROBATION AND 
CONFINEMENT 

(7.9%) 

PROBATION (14.8%) 

PRISON/COMMUNITY SPLIT 
(3.7%) 

1 Of the 42,107 guideline cases, 456 were excluded due to one or both of the foJlowing COnditiOnS: mlSSJnl1 SentP.nr.ino 1nfn1"Tn<>tin" ,.,.,'2\ ,... .. ~n<-~~ ~- ••• L!-L ..l-L"--..1--~ -----'--' 



A1Jerage Length of lmprisonrn~nt 

Table 24 reports average term of imprisonment 
by both offense type and criminal history cate­
gory. In general, the median term better repre­
sents the "average length of imprisonment" 
because it is not affected by unusually lengthy 
sentences that may skew the mean. The median 
represents the amount (in months) at which 50 
percent of defendants received longer sentences 
and 50 percent receive~l shorter sentences. 

. TI1e median term of imprisonment for defendants 
sentenced to prison in 1993 was 3 7 months, 
while the mean term was 67 moi1ths. Defendants 
sentenced for murder received median sentences 
of 240 months, by far the l~ngest median terni 
under the guidelines. Defendants sentenced for 
kidnapping, robbery, drug trafficking, and 
racketeering received the t1ext longest median 
terms under the guidelines (all 59. months or 
longer). In comparison, the ,shortest median 
prison sentences were imposed for simple dn1g 
possession, embezzlement, tax, antitnist; envi­
ronmental, national defense, and food and dn1g 
violations (all ten months or less). 

TI1e first two columns of Table 24 provide the 
mean and median sentence for defendants sen­
tenced to imprisonment for each primary offense 
category. In comparing the two measures, the 
mean was higher for all offenses except· use of a 
communications facility (mean 34.9, median 
37).72 TI1e closer the median is to the mean, the 
less the number of lengthy sentences in each 
category that inflate the mean but not the me-

. I "F. " r.:o t (han. For examp e, note 1rearms : ;::, percen 

Annual Report 1993 

· of defendants sentenced in this category re­
ceived· a prison sentence of 3 7 months or less 
(the median sentence). However, the mean 
prison sentence for firearms defendants was 72.2 
months, reflecting a significant number of 
lengthy sentences. 

Table 24 also reports average prison sentences 
for offenders by criminal history categories. In­
dependent of offense type, average terms of in­
carceration increase progressively to reflect the 
seriousness of a defendant's prior criminal re­
cord. Not surprisingly, across · criminal history 
categories the mean imprisonment lengths 
change more drastically than median imprison­
ment lengths, with the mean for all offenses rang­
ing from 53.9 months in Criminal History 
Category I to 91.4 months in Category VI (for 
non-career offeiulers), compared to the median 
range of 30 to 48. months across the criminal 
hi~tory categories. Because all defendants clas­
sified as career offenders are included in Crimi­
nal History Category VI, cases in that category 
are presented in two groups: the mean and me­
dian . prison terms for Category VI non-career 
offenders is 91.4 and 48 months, respectively, 
significantly lower than the 204.9 and 180 
months for career offenders. 73 

72 Th . r th. rr . . lin ~•..,r 21 lJ s c s R4~(h) ic;: fonr VP~rc;: thPrPhv l'~nninO' ~nv JnnO' QPntPnl'P e statutorv maxtmnm wr ts o rP.nsP.. n.-o -· - ·- · 



Table 24 

AVERAGE LENGTH OF IMPRISONMENT BY 
PRIMARY OFFENSE AND CIUMINAL HISTORY CATEGORIES1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

TOTAL I 

Mean Median Mean Median 

PRIMARY OFFENSE Mths Mths 
n 

Mths Mths 

30.9 12.0 153 22.1 10.0 

CRIMINAL IDSTORY CATEGORY 

II III 

Mean Median Mean Median 
n Mths Mths 

n 
Mths Mths 

80 31.8 10.0 25 18.5 10.0 

n 

21 



IV 

Mean Median 

PRIMARY OFFENSE Mths Mths 

Other Miscellaneous Offenses 27.9 16.5 

Table 24 (continued) 

CRIMINAL ffiSTORY CATEGORY 

v 
Mean Median 

n 
Mths Mths 

n 

14 38.6 10.0 5 

VI (non-careerotTender) 

Mean 
Mths 

70.3 

Median 
Mths 

34.5 

n 

16 

VI (career otTender)2 

Mean 
Mths 

Median 
Mths 

225.0 225.0 

n 



Ur,ited States Sentencing· Cornmission 

Fines and Restitution 

Defendants were ordered to pay a fine, make 
restitution, or both in 36.0 percent of all cases 
·sentenced under the guidelines. Neither sanc­
tion was ordered in the remaining 64.0 percent 
of the cases, primarily ·due to findings by the 

. court of the defendant's inability to pay or be­
cause the sanction would place an undue burden 
on the defendant's family. The frequency with 
which fines and/or restitution were ordered as 
part of guideline sentences is reported in 
Table 25. 

The imposition of fines or restitution orders var-
74 r· . l ied greatly by offense category. Inancia 

sanctions of some type were most common in 
convictions for burglary, larceny, embezzlement, 

· fraud, and antitn1st offenses. Fines -either with 
or without restitution· - were imposed in more 
than 40 percent of the tax, gambling/lottery, por­
nography/prostitution, environmental/wildlife, 
antitn1st, and food and dn1g violation cases; res­
titution orders - either with or without fines -
were most common (more than 40%) for arson, 
burglary, robbery, embezzlement, fraud, auto 
theft, and larceny. 

Dn1g trafficking, use of a communication facility 
in a dn1g offense, .·firearms, immigration, and 
prison offenses resulted in financial sanctions 

. least frequently. This finding is iwt surprising 
given the high incarceration rates for these of­
fenses and the alien status and possible deporta­
tion of defendants in immigration cases. 

Table 25 also provides the mean, median, and 
total payments ordered. In general, the median 
. h " fi ". l fine better represents t e average Ine Impose( 

because it is not affected by unusually high or 

low fines that may skew the mean. The . median 
represents the amount at which 50 perce~t of the 
fines are higher and 50. percent are lower. TI1e 
greatest median payments were ordered for anti­
tn1st cases ($20,000), fraud ($9,173), arson 
($8,071), embezzlement ($7,789); and racket­
eering ($7,025). TI1e total of all payments or­
dered was more than $925 million, with more 
than 50 percent of this amount ordered in fraud 
cases. TI1is total is significantly higher than the 
$634 million ordered in 1992 as fines and resti­
tution payments. 



li'FENSE 
TOTAL 

774 

Table 25 
FINES AND RESTITUTION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORY1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

NO FINE OR 
RESTITUTION 

ORDERED 
Number Percent 

270 34.9 

RFSTITUTION 
ORDERED/NO FINE 

Number Percent 

91- 11.8 

FINE ORDERED/ BOTH FINE AND 
NO RESTITUTION RESTITUTION 

ORDERED 
Number Percent Number Percent 
7,352 

2 0 

24 15.6 3 

364 47.0 49 6.3 

AMOUNT OF PAYMENT ORDERED 

Total Mean Median Sum 

3,000 925,554,098 

16 4,110 92,363 

40 1,000 

496 7,265 1,000 3,603,498 
cases, 313 were excluded due to missing information on type of economic sanction for cases in which orders were made. The total number of cases (14,445) used to calculate amounts of payment ordered 
ber of cases receiving fmes and/or restitution (15,051) because of the exclusion of cases for which a fme and/or restitution was ordered but the amount was not specified. Descriptions of variables used 
in Appendix A. 

ing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 



llnited States Sentencing Comrnission 

Sentencing Alten~ati1;es 

The guidelines provide a variety of alternatives 

to imprisonment for less serious offenders at 

lower offense levels (see §5Cl.l). If the mini­

mum of the applicable guideline range is zero 

months, a sentence of imprisonment is not re­

quired ("straight" probation is available). If the. 

minimum of the guideline range is one to seven 

months, probation with a condition·of community 

confinement, intermittent confinement, or home 

detention is available. Finally, if the minimum of 

the range is eight to ten months, a "split" sen­

tence may be imposed, requiring a sentence of 

imprisonment for at least one-half of the mini­

mum followed by a term of supervised release 

with a condition of community confinement or 

home detention to satisfy the remainder of the 

term. 

Table 26 presents the distribi1tion of sentences 

imposed in cases falling within guideline ranges 

for which alternatives to impris<?nment generally 

are ·available. (Imprisonment is the only sanction 

available at higher offense levels, absent depar­

ture.) In 78.2 percent of the cases with a guide­

line range of zero ·to six months, the sentence 

imposed was probation only or probation with 

community confinement, intermittent confine­

ment, or home detention. In the next five guide­

line ranges where the minimum of the range was 

oile to six months, probation plus confinement 

was ordered in 45.2 percent (1,84 7 of 4,087) of 

the cases, while a split sentence was ordered in 

·8.3 percent (341 of 4,087). In the three final 

guideline ranges in which alternatives were 

available (cases in which the minimum of the 

gt,Iideline ranges was eight to ten months), courts 

ordered the prison/community . split sentence 

... ___ .. ~r 1-l-.a t~"I'YIP (7Ql of 2.673 cases). 

tematives are not available 1mderthe guidelines) 

received a term of imprisonment. 

Figure E. represents the frequency with which 

defendants eligible for alternatives to imprison­

ment in various offense categories received sen­

tences of incarceration. Of those eligible for 

alternative sentences, larceny offenders were the 

least likely (20.0%) to be incarcerated and im­

migration violators the most likely (67.0%). A 

large proportion of immigration violators with 

relatively low guideline ranges receive short 

prison sentences rather than alten1atives be­

cause for non-U.S. citizens alternatives to im­

prisonment are not ·always available prior to 

deportation. Consequently, they may be treated. 

somewhat differently than offenders at similar · 

offense levels convicted of other offenses. 



TOTAL 

38,128 

5,860 

357 

444 

13 

1,340 

1,933 

1,105 

79 

1,489 

25,508 

Table 26 

GUIDELINE RANGES WITH SENTENCING ALTERNATIVES 

BY TYPE OF SENTENCE IMPOSED1 

(October 1~ 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

Prison/Community Probation and 

Prison Split Sentence Conf"mement 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

28,288 74.2 1,457 3.8 3,038 8.0 

1,241 21.2 38 0.7 479 8.2 

152 42.6 8 2.2 168 47.1 

241 54.3 8 1.8 165 37.2 

13 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

454 33.9 113 8.4 639 47.7 

662 34.3 212 11.0 875 45.3 

536 48.5 345 31.2 106 9.6 

67 84.8 8 10.1 2 2.5 

809 54.3 438 29.4 113 7.6 

24,113 . 94.5 287 1.1 491 1.9 

Probation Only 

Number Percent 

5,345 14.0 

4,1.02 70.0 

29 8.1 

30 6.8 

0 0.0 

134 10.0 

184 9.5 

118 10.7 

2 2.5 

129 8.7 

617 2.4. 

,deline cases; the Commission received Reports on the Sentencing Hearing for 39,424 (93.6%). Of the 39,424 cases with such reports, 1,296 were excluded due to one 9r more of the following 

g guideline range (675), missing sentencing information (93), cases with no analogous guideline (358), or cases in which defendant received no imprisorurient or probation (194). The guideline ranges 

1rrespond to the offense levels and criminal history categories established by the court and do not indicate the impact of mandatory minimums or statutory maximums constricting the sentence. 

riables used in this table are provided in Appendix A. 

Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 



ense 'JYpe 

Fraud 

Larceny 

Immigration 

nbezzlement 

g Trafficking 

e Possession 

Firearms 

Forgery 

Other 

0 

Figure E 

INCARCERATION RATE OF DEFENDANTS ELIGIBLE FOR NON-PRISON SENTENCES BY PRIMARY OFFENSE TYPE 1
. (October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

500 1,000 1,500. 2,000 . 2,500 
Number of Cases 

Received Prison Sentence F:[{}:J Received Non-Prison se·ntence 
10f the 42,107 guideline cases, the Commission received Reports on the Sentencing Hearing for 39,424 (93.6%). Of these 39,424.cases, 29,299 were ineligible for non-prison sentences, and 42 · · cases missing information on offense type were excluded. Non-prison sentences include probation with conditions of confinement as defined in section SCl.l of the USSC Guidelines Manual. Descriptions of variables used in this figure are provided in Appendix A. SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 

-----------

3,000 



Guideline Application 

01Jerview 

Data coded in the Commission's Guidelines 
Application Module ·reflect specific guidelln~ 
application factors determined by the court, 
such as base offense level, specific offense char­
acteristics~ victim, role, and acceptance ofre­
sponsibility adjustments, criminal history points 

.· and category, and guid~lin~ range. 

TI1e Rep~rt on the Sentencing Hearing (state­
. ment of reasons) plays a cntcial role In determin­
ing a court's guideline application decisions (see 

· discussion under Data Collection Issues) ... In 
1993, the Commission received statements of 
reasons in 39,422 (93.6%) of the 42,107 cases 
submitted. Of the reports submitted, complete 
information to determine the relevant guideline 

. factors was available in 34,612 cases. Because a 
detailed description of guideline application fac­
tors requires complete sentencing information, 
the tables 'following in this section (except Table 
27) reflect fewer cases than in previous sections. 

Chapter 'Rvo Guideltne Application 

TI1e first step in applying sentencing guidelines 
involves a determination of the appropriate 
Chapter Two guideline based on the count(s) .of 
conviction~7,s Table 27 provides the distribution 
of Chapter Two guidelines applied as (1) the 
primary guidelirie and · (2) any guideline when . 
the case involves multiple guidelines. Given the 
predominance of dntg offenses' in the feder~l 
system (see Figure B), it is not surprising that the 
most frequently applied Chapter· Two guideline, 

Annual Report 1993 

either as the primary guideline or as any guide­
line, was the dntg traJficking guideline,_ §2D 1.1. 
This was the primary guideline applied in 
16,444 ( 40.8%) of the 40,262 cases reported in 
Table 27. Considering all guidelines applied in 
these cases (a total of 43,989 guidelines across 
the 40,262 cases), the dntg guideline was ap­
plied 16,643 times, for a total of 37.8 perce11-t of 
all guideline applications. Other Chapt~r Two 
guidelines applied frequently as primary gttide­
line include §2Fl.1.(Fraud aiul Deceit) at_14~2 
percent; §2Bl.1 (Larceny, Embezzlement, an1 
Other Forms of Theft) at 7. 7 percent; and §.2K2 .1 
(Unlawful Receipt, Poss.ession, or ·Trarispo.rta-~. 
tion of Firearms or Amniunition) at 6.1 percent. 
Other Chapter Two gttidelines·'applied most fre..:· 
quently as any gtiideline (not necessanly as the 
primary gttideline) in?hide · §2Fl.1 (Fraud .and 
Deceit) at 13.6 percent; §2B3.1 (Robbery) at 7.5 
percent, and §2B1.1 (Larceny, Embezzlement; 
and Other Forms of TI1eft) at 7.2 percent. 

After determining the relevant gttideline and as-. 
signing a base offense level, the court decides 
whether certain attributes common to that of-. ' 

fense are present in the case. TI1ese "specific · 

offense characteristics"' are enumerate~ in the 
applicable Chapter Two gttidelines and help es-. 
tablish the seriousness ·of El. ·particular offense~ 
Offense characteristics _su'ch ·as the qttantity of 
dntgs, use of a firearm, and· amount ~f pror».erty 
loss require an adjustment_,in the base offense 
level. 

Sheer numbers prevent the. presentation of a 
coomplete picture of the interaction among base 
offense levels and speCific offense charac­
teristics applied. Each Chapter Two gttideline 
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provides·a tiluque set of specific offense charac­

teristics tailored to each offense. Subsequent 

s~ctions of this report provide detailed~ pr~files of 

the sentencing process, in contrast to aggregate 

·numbers, for. three frequently applied Chapter 

Two guidelines:. robbery, firearms violations, 

and fraud. 



Guideline 

Table 27 

CHAFfER TWO GUIDELINE APPLIED1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

As Primary 
Guideline 

n % 

As Any 
Guideline 

n % 

n (\(\ 

Guideline 
As Primary 
Guideline 

n %. 

0.0 

As Any 
Guideline 

n. % 

0.0 



Guideline 
As Any 

Guideline Guideline 

2XS.l 
Total number of guidelines applied: 

Total number of case.S: 
43,989 
40,262 

10f the 42, 107 guideline cases, 1 ,845 were excluded due to missing guideline applied. Totals can exceed 100 percent because a single case may 
reference several different guidelines. For cases in which a cross reference was used, the original guideline mther than the cross-referenced guideline 
is shown- except cases in which the cross reference was to guidelines in Chapter Two, Parts J or X. Descriptions of variables used in this table 
are provided in Appendix A. 



Chapter Three Adjustrnents 

Once the court establishes a base offense level 

a~d appli~s all appropriate specific offense char­

acteristics, it considerS whether certain generic 

adjustments to the offense level apply~ These 

Chapter Three adjustments, which may be made 

to any offense at any offense level, refer to gen­

e~l factorS relating to the victim(s) of the of­

fen~e, the defendant's role in the offense, acts 

that constitute an obstniCtion of justice, and the 

defendane s acceptance of responsibility. 

Table 28 provides a desc-ription of the various 

Chapter Three adjustments applied by the courts 

for'alll993 guideline cases for which a complete 

Report on the Sentencing Hearing was available. 

An upward adjustment for victim-related factors, 

sitch as vulnerable victim, official victim,- or re­

straint of victim (§§3Al.1, 3Al.2, 3A1.3), was 

imposed in less than one percent of the cases (for 

each factor). A reduction· for a mitigating role 

(§3B1.2) was given in 10.1 percent of the cases. r­

The offense level was increased in 7.4 percent of 

the; cases due to the defendant's aggravating role 

(§3B1.1) and in 3.0 percent for an abuse of the 

defendant's position of tntst or. ~tse of special 

skill (§3B1.3). 

Mote than four percent of all cases received the 

enhancement for obstruction of justice ( §3C 1.1), 

while reckless endangerment during flight 

(§3C1.2), an adjustment added to the guidelines 

in November 1990, applied to 0.3 percent of the 

cases. 

Finally," the court may reduce adefendant's of­

Jense level if the defendant "demonstrates a rec­

ognition and affirmative acceptance of personal 
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responsibility. According to . Table 29, accep­

tance was granted less frequently in violent 

crimes such as murder, kidnapping, assault, sex­

ual abuse, and racketeering, and more frequently 

in offenses such as embezzlement, gambling/lot­

tery, and immigration. This relationship between 

offense type and acceptance of responsibility 

' resembles the relationship between offense type 

and plea rates and implies that higher plea r~tes 

correlate with higher rates of acceptance of re­

sponsibility (see Table 21). 



Table 28 

CHAPTER THREE GUIDELINE APPLICATION INFORMATION1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

VICTIM-RELATED 

Vulnerable Victim (§3Al.l) 

Vulnerable victim involved 

No vulnerable victim involved 

Missing 

TOTAL 

Official Victim (§3A1.2) 

Official victim involved 

·No official victim involved 

Missing 

TOTAL 

Restraint of Victim (§3A1.3) 

Offense involved restraint of victim 

Offense did not. involve restraint of victim 

Missing 

TOTAL 

ROLE IN THE OFFENSE 

Aggravating Role (§3Bl.l) 

Organizer or leader 

Manager or supervisor 

All Cases 

Lesser organizer, leader, manager or supervisor 
No aggravating role 

Missing 

TOTAL 

Mitigating Role (§3B1.2) 

Minimal participant 

Less than minor role but not minimal 
Minor participant 

Number 

220 

34,391 

1 

34,612 

132 

34,479 

1 

34,612· 

49 

34,562 

1 

34,612 

Number 

821 

549 

1,200 

32,041 

1 

34,612 

1,029 

223 

Percent 

0:6 

99..4 

100.0 

0.4 . 

99.6 

: 100~0 

0.1 

99.9 

100.0 

Percent 

2.4 

L6 

35 

92.6 

100.0 

3.0 

0.6 



Abuse of Position of Trust or Use of Special S~ll (§3B1.3) _ 

Defendant abused position of trust or used special skill 1,028 3.0 

Defendant did not abuse position of trust or use special skill 33,583 97.0 

Missing 1 

TOTAL 34,612 100.0 

OBSTRUCTION Number Percent 

Obstruction of Justice (§3Cl.l) 
'· 
Defendant obstructed justice 1,570 4.5 

Defendant did not obstruct justice 33,041 95.5 

Missing 1 

TOTAL 34,612 100.0 

Reckless Endangerment During Flight (§3C1.2) 

Offense involved reckless endangerment during flight 91 0.3 

Offense did not involve reckless endangerment during flight 33,017 99.7 

·Offense committed before_ adjustment added to Guidelines 1,503 

Missing 1 

TOTAL 34,612 100.0 

ACCEPTANCE OF RESPONSffiiLITY Number Percent 

Acceptance ofResponsibility (§3E1.1) 

Defendant accepted responsibility ( -3) 11,563 33.4 

Defendant accepted responsibility ( -2) 17,441 50.4 

Defendant did not accept responsibility 5,608 16.2 

Missing 0 

TOTAL 34,612 100.0 



Table 29 

ACCEPTANCE OF RESPONSmiLITY REDUCTION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORY1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

PRIMARY OFFENSE TOTAL 

Sexual AbWie 136 

Bribery 

Money Launderbig 794 

Other MiscellaneoWI Offenses 443 

All Cases 

ACCEPTANCE 
RECEIVED (-3) 

Number Percent 

37 27.2 

272 34.3 

38 8.6 

ACCEPTANCE 
RECEIVED (-2) 

Number Percent 

. 59 43.4 

348 43.8 

366 82.6 

ACCEPTANCE 
NOT RECEIVED 

Number Percent 

40 29.4 

174 21.9 

39 .8 



Chapter Four Assessment of Criminal History 

The introduction to Chapter Four of the Guide­

fines Manual states that a defendant's prior re-

. cord is. relevant to such important sentencing 

goals as ·general deterrence, just punishment, 

and protection of the public. Under the guide-· 

lines, points assigned to sentences imposed for 

prior adult convictions account for the frequency 

and severity of past criminal conduct. Additional 

points are assigned if the defendant committed 

the offense within two years after release from 

imprisonment or while under any criminal jus­

tice sentence, including probation, work release, 

or escape status. 

Table 30 reports Chapter Four guideline appli­

cation. An examination of past criminal conduct 

taken into consideration tmder the . guidelines 

(§4Al.1) shows that 19.8 percent of all defen­

dants had one or ·more convictions resulting in a 

- sentence of imprisonment. greater than 13 

months; 14.7 percent had one or more convic­

tions with a sentence of 60 days or longer; and 

38.6 percent had one or more prior convictions 

that received either an imprisonment sentence of , 

less than 60 days or a non-imprisonment sanc­

tion. Note that the preceding groupings overlap, 

and a defendant can receive sentences - and 

therefore criminal history points - under one or 

more of these categories. 

Courts imposed additional points in 22.4 percent 

of all cases because the defendant committed the 

instant offense while under another sentence. 

Further, 12.5 percent of the cases received 

points because the defendant committed the in­

stant offense within two years of a prior convic­

tion. Composite scores, reflecting the frequency, 
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gravity, and receilcy of a defendant's prior crimi­

nal condtict, show that just over half (50.6%) of 

the population sentenced in 1993 had no "cc:>unt­

able" guideline criminal history. Another 10.5 

percent 'of all defendants received a single crimi­

nal history point under Chapter Four guidelines. 

Pursuant to statute, the guidelines account for 

patterns of prior criminal conduct that Congres~ 

has determined warrant especially serious treat·­

ment. A defendant at least 18 years of age, with 

at least two prior felony· convictions involving 

crimes of violence or controlled substance of­

fenses, who commits a crime of violence or a 

controlled substance offense, qualifies as a "ca­

reer offender" (§4Bl.l). For career offenders, 

the guidelines establish a special set of offense 

levels calibrated, in conjunction with the most 

serious criminal history category, to approach 

the maximum sentences authorized by statute for 

the instant offense. A similar statutory mandate 

is addressed in the Armed Career Criminal 

guideline (§4B1.4).76 

Courts found defendants to be career offenders in 

2.4 percent of the cases and armed career crimi­

nals in 0.9 percent of the cases (see Table 30). 

Table 31 provides a closer look at the career 

offender adjustment by primary offense category 

and shows that defendants convicted of dntg 

trafficking offenses comprised the sjngle largest . 

group of career offenders (521 of the ,837 career 

offenders, or 62.3% ), followed by defendants, 

convicted of robbery (239 of the 837 cases, or 

28.6o/o). 



Table 30 

CHAYfER FOUR GUIDELINE APPLICATION INFORMATION1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

Number of Prior Countable Sentences 
Greater Than 13 months (§4Al.l(a)) 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 or more 

Missing 

TOTAL 

Number of Prior Countable Sentences 
of 60 Days or Greater (§4Al.l(b)) 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 or more 

Missing 

TOTAL 

Number of Prior Countable Sentences 
of Less Than 60 Days (§4Al.l(c)) 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

All Cases 

Number 

27,746 

3,323 

1,707 

901 

479 

211 

124 

106 

15 

34~612 

Number 

29,518 

3,219 

1,051 

453 

179 

79 

47 

51 

15 

34,612 

Number 

21,244 

7,177 

3,130" 

1,502 

1,540 

Percent 

80.2 

"9.6 

4.9 

2.6 

1.4 

0.6 

0.4 

0.3 

100.0 

Percent 

85.3 

9.3 

3.0 

1.3 

0.5 

0.2 

0.1 

0.1 

100.0 

Percent 

61.4 

20.7 

9.1 

4.3 

4.5 



Commission of Offense While Under 
Criminal Justice Sentence (§4Al.l(d)) Number Percent 

Additional points given for commission of instant 7,765 22.4 

offense while under criminal justice sentence 

No additional criminal history points given 26,832 77.6 

Missing 15 

TOTAL 34,612 100.0 

Commission of Offense Within Two Years of 
Prior Countable Conviction (§4Al.l(e)) Number Percent 

Additional points given for commission of instant 4,322 12.5 
offense within two years of certain prior countable 
convictions 

No additional criminal history points given 30,275 87.5 

Missing 15 

TOTAL 34,612 100.0 

Total Criminal History Points Number Percent 

0 17,506 50.6 

1 3,617 10.5 

2 1,434 4.1 

3 2,255 6.5 

4 1,475 4.3 

5 1,153 3.3 

6 1,394 4.0 

7 702 2.0 

8 767 2.2 

9 782 2.3 

10 496 1.4 

11 448 1.3 

12 490 1.4 

13 302 0.9 

14 285 0.8. 

15 292 0.8 

16 239 0.7 

17 171 0.5 

18 162 0.5 

19 89 0.3 

20 96 0.3 

21 79 0.2 



Career Offender (§4Bl.l) Number Percent 

Defendant found to be career offender 838 2.4 

Defendant found not to be career offender 33,734 97.6 

Missing 13 

TOTAL 34,612 100.0 

Armed Career Criminal (§4B1.4) Number Percent 

Defendant found to be armed career criminal 285 0.9 

Defendant found not to be armed career criminal 32,814 99.1 

Offense committed before adjustment added to 1,502 

guidelines 

Missing 11 

TOTAL 34,612 100.0 

10f the 42,107 guideline cases, the Commission received complete guideline application information for 34,612. Additional descriptions of 

each ~uideline adjustment can be found in the USSC Guidelines Manual. 



Table 31 

CAREER OFFENDER/ ARMED CAREER CRIMINAL ADJUSTMENTS 
BY PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORY1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

All Cases 

CAREER OFFENDER 
ARMED CAREER 

CRil\fiNAL 

Adjustment Given Adjustment Given 

PRII\fAR.Y OFFENSE Number Percent Number Percent 

TOTAL 837 100.0 285 100.0 

Murder 5 0.6 0.4 

Sexual Abuse 3 0.4 0.4 

Assault 13 1.6 0 0.0-

Robbery 239 28.6 12 4.2 

Arson 4 0.5 0 0.0 

Drugs - Trafficking 521 62.3 11 3.9 

Firearms 33 3.9 259 90.9 

Racketeering/Extortion 9 1.1 0.4 

Other Miscellaneous Offenses 10 1.2 0 0.0 



United States Sentencing Commission 

Deterrnining the Applicable Sentencing Range -
Chapter Five 

The sentencing table in Chapter Five sets out 

offense levels in the vertical axis arid criminal 

history categories in the horizontal axis. The 

offense levels result from application of Chapters 

Two and Three of the Guidelines Manual and the 

criminal history categories from Chapter Four. 

The judge determines the guideline sentencing . 

range by tracing the applicable offense level to 

the appropriate criminal history category. The 

court has discretion to impose a sentence at any 

point within the range, or to depart above or 

below it in unusual cases. 77 
. 

Table 32 presents the distribution of all cases by 

final offense level and criminal history category', 

as determined by the court. Nearly half (49.8%) 

of the cases resulted in an offense level of 16 or 

less, and more than 60percent of the defendants 

qualified for. Criminal History Category I. Some 

defendants in Category VI receive the highest 

criminal history score as p~rt of an automatic 

enhancement based on their classification as ca­

reer offenders, while other defendants receive it 

because of the frequency, seriousness, and re­

cency of their prior criminal conduct. For either 

reason, the courts placed 7.4 percent of guide­

line defendants in Criminal History Category VI 

during 1993. 

Table 33 presents final guideline ranges for all 

cases submitted to the Commission. More than 

half (51. 5%) of the defendants placed at or below 

the 27-33 months range; 0-6 months was the 

range with the highest proportion of cases 

(15.7%) .. 



OFFENSE 
LEVEL 

Table 32 

OFFENSE LEVEL BY CRIMINAL HISTORY CATEGORY1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

All Cases 

CRIMINAL IDSTORY CATEGORY 

I II III IV 

12 .3 2 0 

v 

0 

VI 
Nunlber 

18 

TOTAL 

Cumulative 
~.· 

0.1 



) 

J 

Table 33 

GUIDELINE SENTENCING RANGE1 

· (October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) · 

FINAL ·GUIDELINE RANGE . 

. -::: 

•, ·.·. •, •, :-.: ·. : '360lii~ :·.· ', ,' 
.':: ;:.:: ::;::<:;: '::::':tlte:<:: :,:;::::;:,:::::, '· 
.. ; .... ; ... :.:-:·:-:--::··tof.Ai.:"-.. :·-. 

All Cases 



Gnideline Application for Select ·Offenses 

The following sections provide detailed applica~ 
tion information on thre~ of the most commonly 
used Chapter Two guidelines: §2B3.1 (Rob­
bery), §2K2.1 (Firearms), and §2Fl.1 (Fraud).78 

Gnideline §2B3.I - Robbery, Extortion, and 
Blackmail 

Tables 34-38 describe the guideline factors ap­
plied to cases sentenced under §2B3.1 (Rob­
bery). Note that the cases discussed, though ail 
sentenced in 1993, possibly h~d pre-1993 ver­
sions of the robbery guideline applied (based on 
the date of commission of the offense) due to 
court nilings on the ex post facto question. 

Robbery of a financial jnstitutioil or post offic~ 
enhances the base ·offense level of 20 by two 
levels; threat or use of a dangerous weapon i~­
creases the offense level ·by two-to-seven levels; 
the type and deg~e of injury to a victim results 
in an increase of two-to-six levels. Additional 
offense characteristics include increases for the 
theft of firearms or dntgs during the robbery, 
dollar loss in excess of $10,000, and victim 
restraint or abduction. 

_Almost 90 percent of the 1,695 defendants con­
victed of robbery in 1993 received the guideline 
enhancement for robbing a financial institution 
or post office (see Table 34). Guideline enhance­
ments for weapon· affected 51.9 percent of the 
cases. In 94.8 percent of the robbery cases. no 
harm was caused to victims, and in 75.1 percent 
the amount of financial loss was $10,000 or less. 
As reported in Table 35, few robbery offenders 
received enhancements or reductions for a Chap:.., 
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ter Three adjustment, with the exception of ac­
ceptance of responsibility. Eighty-five percent of 
the robbery offenders accepted responsibility for 
their offenses, slightly higher than the 83.8 per­
cent rate for all offense types. 

Table 36 indicates tl~at almost 46 percent 
( 45.9%) of robbery defendants had one or more 

. prior sentences of more than 13 months com­
pared to just less than 20 percent ( 19.8%) for all 
offenders. Forty-six percent committed the in­
stant offense while under a criminal justic.e sen­
tence (more than double the rate of 22.4% for all 
cases), 33 percent within two years of a prior 
countable conviction. Finally, 14.7 percent of 
defendants sentenced for robbery were found to 
be career offenders. 

Almost 70 percent (69.9%) of the robbery defen­
dants received final offense levels between· 20 
and 30, and 58.6 percent were placed in Crimi­
nai History Category III or above (see Table 37). 
~e final guideline rariges for 55.1 percent of all 
robbery defendants clustered from 30-37 months 
to 70-87 months (see Table 38). 



Table 34 

CHAPTER TWO GUIDELINE APPLICATION INFOiiMATIONt 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30~ 1993). 

Guideline 2B3.l- Robbery 

BASE OFFENSE LEVEL Number Percent 

20 1,694 100.0 

Missiiig 1 

TOTAL ' 1,695 100.0 

§2B3.1 - SPECIFIC OFFENSE CHARACTERISTICS . Number · Percent 

Property of Financial Institution or Post Office Involved 

Financial institution or post office involved 1,514 89.3 

Financial institution or. post office not involved 181 10.7 

TOTAL 1,695 100.0 

Weapon Use 

Firearm discharged 62 3;7. 

Firearm otherwise used (1991-1992 Guidelines) 40 2.4 

Firearm brandished, displayed, or possessed. (1991-1992 267 15.8 

Guidelines) 

Dangerous weapon (including a firearm) otherwise used 9 0.5 

/ 
(1989-1990 Guidelines) 

Dangerous weapon (including a firearm) brandished, 37 2.2 

displayed, or possessed (1989-1990 Guidelines) 

Dangerous weapon otherwised used ( 1991-1992 19 1.1 

Guidelines) 

Dangerous weapon brandished, displayed, or possessed 228 13.5 

___ ( 1991-1992 Guidelines) 

Express threat of death made (1989-1990 Guidelines) 'i18 12.9 

No weapon use or threat made 815 48.1 

TOTAL 1,695 100.0 



Victim Injury 

Perman~nt or life~ threatening bodily injury 

Very serous bodily injury,_ not permanent or life­
threatening 

Serious Bodily Injury 

Graver bodily injury, but not serious 

, Bodily injury 

Bodily injury not sustained by any victim 

TOTAL 

Abduction or Restraint Involved during Commission or 
Escape 

Abduction involved 

Physical restraint involved 

No abduction or physical restraint involved 

TOTAL 

Firearm or Controlled Sub~tance Taken or Object of Offense 

Firearm or controlled substance· either taken or object of 
offense 

Firearm or controlled substance neither taken nor object 
of offense 

TOTAL 

Amount of Loss 

$10,000 or less 

More than $iO,OOO 

More than $50,000 

More than $250,000 

More than $800,000 

More than $1,500,000 

More than $2,500,000 

More than $5,000,000 

TOTAL 

2 0.1 

6 0.4 

14 0.8 

6 0.4 

60 3.5 

1,607 94.8 

1,695 100.0 

38 2.2. 

76 4.5 

1,581 ' 93.3 

1,695 100.0 

22 1.3 

1,673 98.7 

1,695 100.0 

1,273 75.1 

305 18.0 

90 53 

19 1.1 

5 0.3 

1 0.1 

1· _0.1 

1 0.1 

1,695 100.0 

1Qf the 42,107 cases, the Commission received complete guideline application information for 34,612. Of these 34,612 cases, the 
.. .. .. • ... ... .... .... ___ .. ... • .. -·- .. - 1'0 ... • ... 



Table 35 

CHAPTER THREE GUIDELINE APPLICATION INFORMATION1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

VICTIM-RELATED 

Vulnerable Victim (§3Al.l) 

Vulnerable victim involved 

No vulnerable victim involved 

TOTAL 

Official Victim (§3A1.2) 

Official victim involved · 

No official victim involved 

TOTAL 

Restraint of Victim (§3A1.3) 

Guideline 2B3.1- Robbery 

Offense involved restraint of victim 

Offense did not involve restraint of victim 

TOTAL 

ROLE IN THE OFFENSE 

Aggravating Role (§3Bl.l) 

Organizer or leader 

Manager or supervisor 

Lesser organizer, leader, manager, or supervisor 

No aggravating role 

TOTAL 

Mitigating Role (§3B1.2) 

Minimal participant 

Less than minor but not minimal 

Number 

16 

. 1,679 

1,695 

16 ·. 

1,'679 

1,695 

2 
1,693 

1,695 

Number 

10 

3 

45 

1,637 

1,695 

5 

4 

., ... 

Percent 

\ 

0.9 

99.1 

100.0 

0.9 
~ 99.1 

. ·,' 100.0 

-. 0.1 

99.9 

100.0 

Percent 

0.6 

. 0.2 

2.7 

96.6 

100.0 

0.3 

0.2 



Abuse of Position of Trust or Use of Special Skill (§3B1.3) 

Offender abused position of trust ?r used ~pecial skill 

Offender. did not abuse position of ttust ·or use special skill 

.TOTAL 

.OBSTRUCTION 

Obstruction·of Justice (§3Cl.l) 

Offender . obstructed justice 

Offender did not obstruct justice 

TOTAL 

··Reckless Endangerment During Flight (§3C1.2) 
. ' ' . . ' . . 

Offense invoived. reckless .endangerment during flight 

Offense did not involve ·reckless endangerment during flight 

Offense conlmitted before adjustment added to guidelines 

TOTAL 

. . 

ACCEPTANCE OF RESPONSffiiLITY 

Acceptance of Responsibility .<§3El.l) 

Offender accepted ·responsibilitY ( -3) 

.. ·offender accepted responsibility ( -2) 

Offender did not accept responsibility 

TOTAL 
. ' 

8 

1,687 

1,695 

Number 

140 

1,555 .. 

1,695 

.34 

·1,648 

' 13 

1,695 

Number 

1,130 

312 

253 

1,695 

'• 

0.5 

99:5 

100.0 

Percent 

. 8.3 

91.7' 

100.0. 

·. 2.0 

. 98.0 

100.0 

Percent 

66.7 

18.4 

14.9. 

100.0 



Table 36 

CHAPTER FOUR GUIDELINE APPLICATION INFORMATION1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

Guideline 2B3.1 - Robbery 

Number of Prior Countable Sentences 
Greater Than 13 Months (§4Al.l(a)) 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 or more 

TOTAL 

Number of Prior Countable Sentences 

of 60 Days or Greater (§4Al.l(b)) 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 or more 

TOTAL 

Number of Prior Counta.ble Sentences 
of Less Than 60 Days (§4Al.l(c)) 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

TOTAL 

Number 

917 

268 

211 

150 

'84' 

29 

36 

1,695 

Number 

1,204 

274 

117 

56 

21 

23 

1,695 

Number 

759 

233 

109 

117 

1,695 

Percent 

54.1 

15.8 

12.5 

8.9 

5.0 

1.7 

2.1 

100.0 

Percent 

71.0 

16.2 

6.9. 

3.3 

1.2 

1.4 

100.0 

Percent 

44.8 

13.8 

6.4 

6.9 

100.0 



Commission of Offense While Under 
Criminal Justice Sentence (§4Al.l(d)) Number Percent 

Additional points given for commission of instant 
offense while under criminal justice sentence 783 46.2 

No additional criminal -history points given 912 53.8 

TOTAL 1,695 100.0 

Commission of Offense Within Two Years 
of Prior Countable Conviction (§4Al.l(e)) Number Percent 

Additional points given for commission of instant 
offense within two years of certain prior countable 
convictions 559 33.0 

No additional criminal history points given 1,136 67.0 

TOTAL 1,695 100.0 

Total Crimi~al ffistory Points Number Percent 

0 386 22.8 

1 147 8.7 

2 50 3.0 

3 121 7.1 

4 92 5.4 

5 58 3.4 

6 103 6.1 

7 85 5.0 

8 60 3.5 

9 108 6.4 

10 51 3.0 

11 59 3.5 

12 63 3.7 

13 53 3.1 

14 33 2.0 

15 46 2.7 

16 39 2.3 

17 20 1.2 

18 19 1.1 

19 16 0.9 

20 16 0.9 

21 14 0.8 

22 or more 56 3.3 

TOTAL 1,695 100.0 
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Career Offender (§481.1) Number Percent 

Defendant found to be career offender 249 14.7 

Defendant found not to be career offender 1,446 85.3. 

TOTAL 1,695 100.0 

Armed Career Criminal (§481.4) Number Percent 

Defendant found to be armed career criminal 20 1.2 

Defendant found not to be armed career criminal 1,662 98.8 

Offense· committed before adjustment added to 
guidelines 13 

TOTAL 1,695 100.0 

10f the 42,107 cases, the Commission received complete guidelin~ application information for34,612. Of thes~ 34,612 cases," the 

highest combined adjusted offense level was derived from the robbery guideline ( §2B3 .1) in 1, 710; 15 of these cases involving the 

application of §2B3.1 (1988) were .excluded. Additional descriptions of each guideline adjustment can be found in the USSC 

Guidelines Manual. 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 
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OFFENSE 
LEVEL 

24 

30 

Table 37 

OFFENSE LEVEL BY CRIMINAL HISTORY CATEGORY1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

Guideline 2B3.1- Robbery 

··TOTAL CRIMINAL HISTORY CATEGORY 

Number 

46 

Percent 

2.7 

Cumulative 
Percent I n 

20 

15 

9 

6 5 

5 

lli IV v 

9 

32 

11 

16 

13 3 

3 4 

3 

VI 

9 

24 

10f the 42,107 cases, the Commission received complete guideline application information for 34,612. Of these 34,612 cases, the highest 

combined adjusted offense level was derived from the robbery guideline (§2B3.1) in 1,710; 15 of these cases involving the application of §2B3.1 
-·---~ ~ ~ ............ """ • • ,.. • •••• •• • • 11 .L" ____ ~!~...._L_TTl"''llf'll,..,,.... __ !..l_l!~--"a.K-.- .... -1 



Table 38 

GUIDELINE SENTENCING RANGE1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

Guideline 2B3.1 - Robbery 

Number· Percent 

Total 1,689 

Cumulative 
Percent' 

100.0 

Inc .. t..~ A"l 1 f\"7 ~n~o.~ +ho. r'nonon1.,.,1nn r .. P .. iv .. il PnmniPtP onirlf"linP. ~nnlication information for 34.612. Of these 



Gnideline §2K2.1-- Firearms. _ 

The prima.ry guideline ·for firearms violations, 
§2K2.1, previously amended three times, was 
consolidated in .1991 with guidelines §§2K2.2 
and 2K2.3 to encompass a wider range of offense 
behaviors. In 1993, §2K2.1 was the primary 
guideline used to sentence 2,145 defendants. 
However, due to ex post facto considerations, 36 
of these cases (1. 7%) were se!1tenced under the 
original1987-88 guideline, 87 cases (4.1 %) un­
der the 1989 amendment, 341 cases (15.9%) 
under the 1990version and, finally, 1,681 cases 
(78~4%) under the 1991 am·endmerit (see Table 
39). 

Table 39 displays base offense levels assigned to 
cases sentenced under the four versions of the 

·firearms guideline. These levels are further ad­
justed up or down based on a number of specific 
offe~1se characteristics. More than 18 percent 
(18.5%) of all cases received a two-level en­
hancenlent for firearms that were stolen or had 
obliterated serial numbers;. 2.0 percent of the 
defendants received a reduction to. level 6 for 
possessing firearms solely for sport or recreation. 
While the majority (68.1 %) of the 1,681 cases 
sentenced under the 1991 version of §2K2.1 
involved less than three firearms, 31.9 percent 
were given one- to six-level enhancements based 
on the number of firearms· (three or more) in the 
offense. Of the 1,681 cases, 2.6 percent involved 
a destniCtive device. TI1e 1991 amendments 
added a provision that required a four-level en­
hancement if the defendant used or possessed a 
firearm or ammunition in c01mection with an­
other felony offense. In 1993~ '10.8 percent of 
offenders sentenced under §2K2.1 received this 
enhancement. 

Table 40 reports the- application of Chapter 
Three guidelines. Very: few firearms cases in­
volved victim ad.justments, only 2.4 percent of 
the defendants. sentenced under §2K2.1 re-. 
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ceived a downward adjustment for mitigating 
role in the offense, and 1.0 percent had an a.ggra­
vating role. More than four percent of the defen-

. dants ( 4. 7%) were found to have obstniCted 
justice, while 81.1 percent accepted responsibil­
ity and received either a two- or three-level re­

-duction. 
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Table 41 presents the criminal history of fire­
arms defendants. More than 51 percent (51.5%) 
of the defendants had one or more ·prior sen­
tences of 13 months or greater, 32.7 percent had 
one or more sentences of 60 days or greater, and 
56.9 percent had one or more other countable 
sentences. More than 42 percent (42.6%) of the 
defendants committed ·their instant offenses 
while under criminal justice sentences, 29.6 per­
cent within two years of their prior convictions. 
Not surprising! y, the median criminal history 
score for firearms of six. criminal history. points 
exceeds the median of zero points for all defen­
dants in 1993, because prior record is part of 
what brings a firearm offense into the federal 
system. Less than two percent ( 1.5%) of the 
fireanils defendants were sentenced as career 
offenders, and 12.2 percent were found to be 
armed career criminals. 

Table 42 describes the distribution of §2K2.1 
cases by offense level and criminal history cate­
gory. The median offense level for firearms de­
fendants was 17. Of the entire §2K2.1 defendant 
population, almost as many were in Criminal 
History Category VI (22.4%) as were in Category 
I (26.6%). Table 43 presents final guideline 
range-~ for firearms offenses. While the 15-to-21-
month sentence range contains the largest num­
ber of firearms defendants, several other ranges 
also have large numbers. The 27 .,.to-33-month 
range reflects the median. 



· Tabie·39 · 

CHAPTER TWO GUIDELINE APPLICATION INFORMATION1 

(October 1, 19.92~ ·through September 30, 1~93) 

Guideline 2K2.1 - Firearms 

BASE OFFENSE LEVEL Number Percent 

1988 Guidelines 

9 
36 100.0 

TOTAL 
36 100.0 

1989 Guidelines 

6 
7 8.1 

12 
64 73.6 

16 
16 18.4 

TOTAL 
. 87 100.0 

1990 Guidelines 

6 
19 5.6 

12 
275 81.4' 

18 j· 
44 13.0 

Missing 
3 

TOTAL 
341 100.0 

1991-92 Guidelines 

6 
49 2.9 

12 
203 12.2 

14 
322 19.3 

18 
256 15.4 

20 
393 23.6 

22 
59 3.5 

24 
336 20.1 

26 
50 3.0 

Missing 
13 

TOTAL 
1,681 100.0 
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§2K2.1 - SPECIFIC OFFENSE CHARACTERISTICS Number Percent 

Firearm was Stolen (1988-1992 Guidelines) 

Firearm was stolen or had an obliterated serial number 393 18.5 
-

Firearm was not stolen and did not have an obliterated 1,736 81.5 

serial number 

Missing 16 

TOTAL 2,145 100.0 

\ 

Firearm Possessed for Sport (1988-1992 Guidelines) 

Offender obtained or possessed the firearm solely for 43 2.0 

sport or recreation 

Offender did not obtain or possess the firearm solely for 2,099 98.0 

sport or recreation 

Missing 3 

TOTAL 2,145 100.0 

Number of Firearms (1991-1992 Guidelines) 

Offense involved fewer than three firearms 1,136 68.1 

3-4 firearms 162 9.7 

5-7 firearms 137 8.2 

8-12 firearms 69 4.1 

13-24 firearms 75 4.5 

25-49 firearms 44 2.6 

50 or more firearms 45 2.7 

Offense committed before adjustment added to guidelines 464 

Missing 13 

TOTAL 2,145 100.0 

Destructive Device (1991-1992 Guidelines) 

Offense involved a destructive device 44 2.6 

Offense did not involve a destructive device 1,644 97.4 

Offense committed before adjustment was added to the 464 

guidelines 

Missing 13 

TOTAL 2,145 100.0 



Possession of a Fireann in Connection with another Felony 
(1991-1992 Guidelines) 

Defendant possessed· firearm in connection with another 
felony 

Defendant did not possess firearm in connection. with 
another felony 

Offense committed before adjustment was added to the 
guidelines 

Missing 

TOTAL. 

180 

1,488 

464 

13 

2,145 

10.8 

89.2 

100.0 



Table 40 

CHAPTER THRF;E GUIDELINE APPLICATION INFORMATION1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

Guideline 2K2.1 - Firearms· 

VICTIM-RELATED 
Number 

Vulnerable Victim (§3Al.l) 

Vulnerable victim involved 
2 

No vulnerable victim involved 2,143 

TOTAL 
2,145 

Official Victim (§3A1.2) 

Official victim involved 
19 

No official victim involved 2,126 

TOTAL 
2,145 

Restraint of Victim (§3A1.3) 

Offense involved restraint of victim 4 

Offense did not involve restraint of victim 2,141 

TOTAL 
2,145 

ROLE IN THE OFFENSE 
Number 

Aggravating Role (§3Bl.l) 

Organizer or leader 
1 

Manager or supervisor 
3 

Lesser organizer, leader, manager, or supervisor 17 

No aggravating role 
2124 

TOTAL 
2,145 

Mitigating Role (§3B1.2) 

Minimal participant 
11 

T P~~ than minor but not minimal 5 

Percent 

0.1 

99.9 

100.0 

0.9 

99~'1 

100.0 

0.2 

99.8 

100.0.. 

Percent 

0;1 

0.1 

0.8 

99.0 

100.0 

0.5 

0.2 



Abuse of Position of Trust or Use of Special Skill (§3B1.3) 

Offender··abused position of trust or used special skill 5 0.2 
Offender did not abuse position of trust or use special skill 2,140 99.8 
TOTAL 2,145 100.0 

OBSTRUCTION Number Percent 

Obstruction of Justice (§3Cl.l) 

Offender obstructed justice 101 4.7 
Offender did not obstruct justice 2,044 95.3 
TOTAL 2,145 100.0 

Reckless Endangerment During Flight (§3C1.2) 

Offense involved reckless endangerment during flight 8 0.4 
Offense did not involve reckless endangerment during flight 2,014 99.6 
Offense committed before adjustment added to guidelines 123 
TOTAL 2,145 100.0 

ACCEPTANCE OF RESPONSffiiLITY Number Percent 

Acceptance of Responsibility (§3El.l) 

Offender accepted. responsibility ( -3) 824 38.4 
Offender accepted responsibility ( -2) 916 42.7 
Offender did not accept responsibility 405 18.9 

·TOTAL 2,145 100.0 

10fthe 42.107 cases. the Commission received comniP.tP. D"ninPiinP <>nnl; ... .,t;n., ;.,.;,....,....,h,.._ ~,... 'lA .::1,., n.c •'L.--- "A ... ,,.,. -----



Table 41 

CHAPTER FOUR GUIDELINE APPLICATION INFORMATION1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

Guideline 2K2.1 - Firearms 

Number of Prior Countable Sentences 
Greater Than 13 Months (§4Al.l(a)) 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 or more 

Missing 

TOTAL 

Number of Prior Countable Sentences 
of 60 Days or Greater (§4Al.l(b)) 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 or more 

Missing 

TOTAL 

Number of Prior Countable Sentences 
of Less Than 60 Days (§4Al.l(c)) 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 or more 

Missing 

Number 

1,040 

397 

301 

176 

113 

52 

65 

1 

2,145 

Number 

1,443 

425 

149 

77 

26 

'24 

1 

2,145 

Number 

927 

"537 

303 

175 

201 

1 

1. 

Percent 

48.5'. 

18.5 

14.0 

8.2 

5.3 

2.4 

3.0 

100.0 

Percent 

67.3 

19.8 

7.0 

3.6 

.1.2 

1.1' 

100.0 

Percent 

43.2 

25.1 

14.1 

8.2 

9.4 

0.1 



Commission of Offense While Under 
Criminal Justice Sentence (§4Al.l(d)) . Number Percent 

Additional points given for commission of instant 
offense while under criminal justice sentence 914 42.6 

No additional criminal history points given 1,230 57.4 

Missing 1' 

TOTAL 2,145 100.0 

Commission of Offense Within Two Years 
of Prior Countable Conviction (§4Al'.l(e)) Number Percent 

Additional points given for commission of instant 
offense within two years of certain prior countable 
convictions 634 29.6 

No additional criminal history points given 1,510 70.4 

Missing 1 

TOTAL 2,145 100.0 

Total Criminal ffistory Points Number Percent 

0 422 19.7 

1 150 7.0 

2 80 3·.7 

3 145 6.8 

4 111 5.2 

5 114 5.3 

6 142 6.6 

7 88 4.1 

8 103 4.8 

9 120 5.6 

10 69 3.2 

11 75 3.5 

12 97 4.5 

13 50 2.3 

14 52 2.4 

15 52 2.4 

16 53 2.5 

17 34 1.6 

18 38 1.8 

19 19 0.9 

20 29 1.4 

21 16 . 0.8 

22 or more 85 4.0 



Career Offender (§4Bl.l) Number. Percent 

Defendant found to be career offender . 33 1.5 

Defendant found not to be career offender 
( 

2,111 98.5 

Missing 1 

TOTAL 2,145 100.0 

Armed Career Criminal (§4B1.4) Number· Percent 

Defendant found to be armed career criminal 247 12.2 

Defendant found not to be armed career criminal 1,776 87.8 

Offense committed before adjustment added to 
guidelines 122 

TOTAL- 2,145 100.0 

10f the 42,107 cases, the Commission received complete guideline application information on 34,612. Of these 34,612 
----- •'-- '-!-'---• ---'-!--..1 --'!·--•-...1 ~~:~:~-~~ 1~ .. ~1 ... n .. A .. ~ .... A ;.,,......, th .. ;;.,...,...,.,~ ,.,;r~,.Hn,. t8."Jll'? 1\ in? 1.4'\ Aililirinnlll 



OFFENSE 
·LEVEL 

22 

Percent 

Table 42. 

OFFENSE LEVEL BY CRIM:INAL HISTORY CATEGORY1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

TOTAL 

Number Percent 

61 2.8 

Guideline 2K2.1- Firearms 

CRIMINAL HISTORY CATEGORY 
Cumulative 

Percent 

79.2. 

I 

10 

II 

10 

III IV 

16 9 

v 

4 

0.0 100.0 26.6 10.3 16.6 14.1 10.0 

VI 

12 

22.4 



Table 43 

GUIDELINE SENTENCING RANGE1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

Guideline 2K2~ 1 - Firearms 



llnited States Sentencing Comrnission 

Gnideline §2F1.1 - Frand and Deceit 

Approximately 14 percent of all defendants sen­

tenced under the guidelines in 1993 w~re sen­

tenced for fraud offenses .. The base offense level 

of 6 in the fraud guideline is a<~justed by a series 

of specific offense character_istics. Table 44 re­

ports that the most common loss category was 

$2,000 or less (17.1% of the cases) followed by 

$20,001 - $40,000 (13.6%). Fraud offenders 

received an increase for "more than minimal 

planning" or "multiple victims" in 76.0 percent 

of the cases; less than one percent (0.3%) re­

ceived a.n enhancement for jeopardizing the 

safety and soundness of a. financial institution, a. 

specific offense characteristic added to the fraud 

guideline in 1990. 

Table 45 shows that Chapter Three adjustments 

for victim-related factors applied in 1.9 percent 

of the cases. Almost six percent (5.6%) of the 

defendants received a. mitigating role reduction; 

9.4 percent received an aggravating role en­

hancement. More than eight percent (8.5%) of 

the cases involved defendants who abused their 

position of tn1st in committing the fraud, and 

obstnlction of justice was found in 4.2 percent of 

the cases. Courts granted either a two- or three.:. 

level reduction for acceptance of responsibility 

in 88.7 percent of the cases, higher than the 81 ;1 
percent in firearms offenses or the 85.1 percent 

in robbery offenses. 

As shown in Table 46, 12.1 percent of the defen­

dants had one or more prior sentences longer 

than 13 months, 10.2 percent had prior sen­

tences of 60 days or longer, and 32.3 percent had 

other countable sentences. Overall, 61.5 percent 

of the fraud defendants received zero criminal 

history points. More than half (59.3%) received 

ranges with minimums of six months or less (i.e., 

guideline range 0-6 through guideline range 6-

12 inclusive). 



Table 44 

CHAPTER TWO GUIDELINE APPLICATION INFORMATION1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

Guideline 2F1.1 - Fraud 

BASE OFFENSE LEVEL Number Percent 

6 4,790 100.0 

TOTAL 4,790' 100.0' 

§2Fl.l- SPECIFIC OFFENSE CHARACTERISTICS Number Percent 

Amount of Loss 

$2,000 or less 818 17.1 

More than $2,000 401 8.4 

More than $5,000 503 10.5 

More than $10,000 627 13.1 

More than $20,000 653 13.6 

More than $40,000 424 8.8 

More than $70,000 386 8.1 

More than $120,000 254 5.3 

More than $200,000 228 4.8 

More than $350,000 106 2.2 

More than $500,000 123 2.6 

More than $800,000 115 2.4 

More than $1,500,000 44 0.9 

More than $2,500,000 52 1.1 

More than $5,000,000 26 0.5 

More than $10,000,000 12 0.2 

More than $20,000,000 4 0.1 

More than $40,000,000 3 0.1 

More than $80,000,000 11 0.2 

TOTAL 4,790 100.0 



§2Fl.l - SPECIFIC OFFENSE CHARACTERISTICS 

More than Minimal Planning 

Offense involved: 3,639 76.0 
- more than minimal .planning 
- multiple victims 

Offense did non involve one of the above activities 1,151 24.0 

TOTAL l, 151 24.0 

Misrepresentation 

Offense involved: 94 2.0 

- misrepresentation by the offender 
- violation of judicial or administrative 

order, injunction, decree, or process 

Offense did not involve one of the above activities 4,696 98.0 

TOTAL 4,790 100.0 

Conscious or Reckless Risk of Serious Bodily Injury 

Conduct involved conscious or reckless risk 53 1.1-

Conduct did not involve conscious or reckless risk 4,737 98.9 

TOTAL 4,790 100.0 

Use of Foreign Bank Accounts 

Foreign bank accounts used 2 0.0 

No use of foreign bank accounts 4,788 100.0 

TOTAL 4,790 100·.0 

Jeopardized the Soundness of a Financial Institution 

Offense jeopardized a financial institution 13 0.3 

Offense did not jeopardize a financial institution 4,563 99.7 

Offense committed before adjustment added to 214 

guidelines 

TOTAL 4,790 100.0 



Table 45 

CHAPTER THREE GUIDELINE APPLICATION INFORMATION1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

Guideline 2F1.1- Fraud 

VICTIM-RELATED Number 

Vulnerable Victim (§3Al.-1) 

Vulnerable victim involved 93 

No vulnerable victim involved 4,697 

TOTAL 4,790 

Official Victim (§3A1.2) 

Official victim involved 1 

No official victim involved 4,789 

TOTAL 4,790 

Restraint of Victim (§3A1.3) 

Offense did not involve restraint of victim 4,790· 

TOTAL 4,790 

ROLE IN THE OFFENSE 1
Number 

Aggravating Role (§3Bl.l) 

Organizer or leader 151 

Manager or supervisor 84 

Lesser organizer, leader, manager, or supervisor 216 

No aggravating role 4,339 

TOTAL 4,790 

Mitigating Role (§3B1.2) 

Minimal participant 33 

Less than minor but not minimal 15 

Minor participant 218 

Percent 

1.9 

98.1 

100.0 

0.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 
/ 

100.0 

Percent 

3.2 

1.8 

4.5 

90.6 

100.0 

0.7 

0.3 

4.5 



Abuse of Position of Trust or Use of Special S~ll (§3B1.3) 

Offender abused ,position of trust or used special skill 407 8.5 

Offender did not abuse position of trust or use special skill 4,383 91.5 

TOTAL 4,790 100.0 

OBSTRUCTION 'Number Percent 

Obstruction of Justice (§3Cl.l) 

Offender obstructed justice 200 4.2 

Offender did not obstruct justice 4,590 95.8 

.TOTAL 4,790 100.0 

Reckless Endangerment During Flight (§3C1.2) 

Offense involved reckless endangerment during flight 1 0.0 

Offense did not involve reckless endangerment during flight 4,575 100.0 

Offense committed before adjustment added to guidelines 214 

TOTAL 4,790 100.0 

ACCEPTANCE OF RESPONSmiLITY Number Percent 

Acceptance of Responsibility (§3El.l) 

Offender accepted responsibility (-3) 560 11.7 

'Offender accepted responsibility ( -2) 3,687 77.0 

Offender did not· accept responsibility 543 11.3 

TOTAL 4,790 100.0 

t:..__ .. ,_ .. --



Table 46 

. CHAPTER FOUR GUIDELINE APPLICATION INFORl\1ATION1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993). 

Guideline 2F1.1 - Fraud 

Number of Prior Countable Sentences 
Greater Than 13 Months (§4Al.l(a)) 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 or more 

Missing 

TOTAL 

Number of Prior Countable Sentences 
of 60 Days or Greater (§4Al.l(b)) 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 or more 

Missing 

TOTAL 

Number of Prior Countable Sentences 
of Less Than 60 Days (§4Al.l(c)) 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

Missing 

Number . 

. 4,210 

274 

140 

60 

48 

32 

25. 

1 

4,790 

Number 

4,301 

310 

109 

32 

19 

18. 

1 

4,790 

Number 

3,244 

882 

319 

158 

186 

1 

Percent 

87.9 

5.7 

2.9 

1.3 

1.0 

0.7 

0.5 

100.0 

Percent 

89.8 

6.5 

2.3 

0.7 

0.4 

0.4 

100.0 

Percent 

67.7 

18.4 

6.7 

3.3 

3.9 



Commission of Offense While Under . 
Criminal Justice Sentence (§4Al.l(d)) 

Additional points given for commission of instant 
offense while under ·criminal justice sentence 

No additional criminal history points given 

Missing 

TOTAL 

Commission of Offense Within Two Years 
of Prior Countable Conviction (§4Al.l(e)) 

Additional points given for commission of instant 
offense within two years of certain . prior countable 
convictions 

No additional criminal history points given 

. Missing 

TOTAL 

Total Criminal History Points 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

1-5' 

16 

17 

18 

19 

Number 

733 

4,056 
--

' 1 

4,790 

Number 

317 

4,472 

1 

4,790 

Number 

2,945 

513 

160 

256 

170 

108 

128 

59 

75 

67 

50 

31 

34 

15 

30 

24 

23 

18 

14 

7 

Percent 

15.3 

84.7 

100.0 

Percent 

6.6 

93.4 

100.0 

Percent 

61.5 

10.7 

3.3 

5.3 

3.6 

2.3 
·2.1 

1.2 

1.6 

1.4 

1.0 

0.7 

0.7 

0.3 

0.6 

0.5 

0.5 

0.4 

0.3 

0.2 



Career Offender (§4Bl.l) Number Percent 

Defendant found not ·to be career offender 4,790 100.0 

TOTAL 4,790 100.0 

Armed Career Criminal (§4B1.4) Number Percent 

Defendant found not to be· armed career criminal 4,576 100.0 

Offense committed before adjustment added to 

guidelines 214 

TOTAL 4,790 100.0 

10f the 42,107 cases, the Commission received complete guideline application infonnation on 34,612. Of these 34,612 

cases, the highest combined adjusted offense level was derived from the fraud guideline ( §2F 1.1) in 5, 098; 308 of these 

cases involving the application of §2Fl.l (1988) were excluded. Additional descriptions of each guideline adjustment can 

be found in the USSC Guidelines Manual. · 



OFFENSE 
LEVEL 

3 

Table 47 

OFFENSE LEVEL BY CRIMINAL HISTORY CATEGORY1 

(October 1, 1992, through S~ptember 30, 1993) 

Guideline 2F1.1 - Fraud 

~, 

.TOTAL CRIMINAL IDSTORY CATEGORY 
Cumulative Number Percent 

Percent I II III IV v 
8 0.2 0.2 6 0 0 0 

15 0.3 0.9 10 2 

VI 

0 



Table 48 

GUIDELINE SENTENCING RANGE1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

Guideline 2F1.1 - Fraud 

FINAL GUIDELINE RANGE Number Percent 

0-6 1,345 28.1 

2-8 113 2.4 

9-15 15 0.3 

46-57 ' 18 0.4 

70-87 7 0.2 ' 

78-97 5 0.1 

Cumulative 
Percent 

28.1 

32.6 

59.5 

98.7 

100.0 

100.0 

10f the 42·, 107 cases, the Commission received complete guideline application 

information for 34,612. Of these 34,612 cases, the highest combined adjusted offense 

1PvP1 w~" derived from the fraud guideline (§2F1.1) in 5,098; 308 of these cases 



( 

lfnited States Sentencing Cornrnission · 

Gnideli~te Dn1,g Defendants 

Statutes regulating illegal· dntg trafficking (spe­
cifically 21 U.S.C. § 841(b)) specify penalty lev­
els based on. dntg amount and dntg type. TI1is 
statutory framework serves as 'the basis for dntg 

. ·trafficking. sentencing guidelines that propor­
tionately reflect seriousness levels set by Con­
gress. Chapter Two, Part D of the Guidelines ~: 
Manual reflects these provisions with a Dntg 
Quantity Table and Dntg Equivalency Tables 
that assign baseoffense levels as a function of 
both dntg type and dntg amount. 

Six Chapter Two, Part D gui~elines were applied 
as the primary_gitideline in the majority of 1993 
guideline dntg cases: 

• §2Dl.1:Unlawftil Manufacturing, Import­
ing, Exporting, or Trafficking, (Including 
Possessior~ with Intent to Commit TI1ese 
Offenses); Attempt or Conspiracy (hereaf­
ter "Dntg Trafficking"); 

• §2D 1.2 :Dntg Offenses Occurring Near 
Protected Locations or Involving Under­

. age or Pregnant Individuals; Attempt or 
Conspiracy (hereafter "Protected Loca­
tions"); 

• §2Dl.S:Continuing Criminal Enterprise; 
Attempt or Conspiracy; 

· • §2Dl.6:Use of Communication Facility in 
Committing Dntg Offense;. Attempt, or 
Conspiracy;. 

• §2D1.8:Renting or Managing a Dntg Es~ 
tablishment; Attempt or Conspiracy; and 

• §2D2.1:Unlawful Possession; Attempt or 
· Consniracv (hP.rP.::~ftpr. "SitnnlP Pn~~pc_ 

During the past year, 18,287 ,dntg cases were 
sentenced with one of these si~ guidelines a.s the 
primary· giddeline. Figure F shows the distribu­
tion of all 1993 guideline cases, with 44 percent 
sentenced under the dntg guidelines. Of these, 
nearly 90 percent (89.9%) were sentenced<tz!_!lder 
the Dntg Trafficking guideline. The second most 
frequently applied primary guideline, Sin1ple 
Possession, ~nv?lved less than five percent 
(4.9%) of the dntg cases. 

The distribution of defei1dant gender by dntg 
offense guideline ~ppears in Table 49. Overa!l, 
dntg defendants were overwhelmingly . male 
(88.4%). Female defendants were sentenced in 
the greatest numbers ~n1der the guidelin,es for 
Renting or Managing a Dntg Establishment 
(41.5%) and Use of Co~munication. Facility 
(23.9%). TI1e highe~ female inGidence. among 

. these guidelines - compared to the dntg traf­
ficking guideline -· suggests less gender differ­
entiation in offenses involving facilitation of dntg 
activity. 

Table 50 displays . racial categories by · dntg · 
guideline. TI1e racial. distribution for the Dntg 
Trafficking guideline was nearly equally divic.led 
among the three raciaLcategories: 33.0 percent 
for White defendants, ,31.9 percent for Black 
defendants, and .33;4 percerlt Jor Hispanic de.:. 
fendants. Compared to the other racial catego­
ries ·White. . defendants were more often ' ' ' ' ' 

' 

convicted under the Use of a Communication 
Facility guideline {41.7%) than were Hispanics 
(33.5%) or Blacks (22.9%). Compa~e~ to their 
representation in .the overall population of dntg 
defendants in Table 50 (31.9%), Black defen­
dants were disproportionately represented· 
among the guidelines for Protected Locations 
(52.6o/o) and ·Continuing Criminal Enterprise 



·.'{' ··-~ . 

(17~8%)• to· be convicted under th.e Simple Pos~ 
session guideline. · 

·Of those defendants sentenced under the dn1g 

guidelines, Table 51 indicates that almost three­

quarters· (72.0%) were citizens of the United 

States, leaving a sizable proportion of non-citi­

z~ns (28.0%). TI1e propc>rtion of non-citizens to 

U.S. citizens ·sentenced under the dn1g guide­

lines was highest for Simple Posses~ion (32.0%) 

and lowest for Protected Locations (10.9%). 

Table S2 disaggregates the type of dn1g involved 

· by the. guideline applied. 79 More than 50 per­

cent (5.4.4%) of all dtug·casesinvolved cocaine 

- either powder cocaine (35.5%) or the "crack" 

form of cocaine base (18.9%). Taken together, 

the two forms of cocaine accounted f~r the largest 

percent of cases among all dn1g guidelines, ex­

cept for Simple Possession in which nearly two­

thirds of the cases involved marijuana·(65.8%). 

Tiw dn1g guidelines enhance a defendant's sen­

tence if a weapon is present· during the offense. 

Table 53 shows that the weapon enhancement 

was given in 16.3 percel1t of the dri1g cases. TI1e 

distribution of the enhancemetit for firearms var­

ied considerably among the dn1g· offense guide­

lines. · Defendants sent<~nced ui1der the 

Continuing Criminal Ei1terprise guideline were 

most· likely to· receive the firearm adjustment 

· (28.2%), while defen<lants sentenced under · 

Simple Possession were least likely to receive the . 

enhancement (1. 7%) ~80 · · 

As reported in Table 54; the majority of defen­

dants seiitenced under the dn1g offense guide­

lines were in Criminal History Category I 

·'. •' -·':, l.l._f 
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(62.5%), with the Renting or Managing a Dn1g 

Establishment guideline having the highest per­

cent {78.8%).- In contrast, defendants sentenc.ed 

for Continuing Criminal Enteq>rise were classi­

fied relatively most frequently in Criminal His­

tory Category VI (12.5%);' however, sti_ll more 

than half (52.5%) of the d~fendants sentenced 

under this guideline were in Criminal History 

Category I. 

Regardless of the dn1g guideline applied, more 

than eight often defendants (85.3%) pled guilty 

rather than going to trial (see Table 55). The 

percentage of defendants who go to trial was 

.. highest for guidelines invoiving Contln1iing 

Criminal Entel]lrises (36.7%), Protected Loca­

tions (19.5%), and Dn1g Trafficking (15.2%), all 

of which carry very lengthy incarceration sen­

tences. 

Mitigating and aggravating factors are. i~tegral 
parts of the guideline application process·. For 

each dn1gguideline, Table 56 presents informa­

tion on adjustments for role in the offense. In the 

majority of cases, no adjustment was made for the 

defendant's role (74.7%). For the other 25.3 

percent of cases (3,966 defendants) receiving 

either a mitigating or aggravating role adjust­

ment, defendants under three guidelines wer~ 

substantially more likely to receive a downward 

adjustment due to a minor or minimal role in the 

offense: Dn1g Trafficking (17.2%), Use of Com­

munication' Facility (18.9%), and· Renting or 

Managing a Dn1g Establishment (1R7%). De­

fendants sentenced under the Protected Loca­

tions guidelitie were proportionately more likely 

to rec'e~ve 'an upward ~djustment due to' aggravat-
1 . 



United States Sentencing Cornmission 

ing role (13.0%) than under any other dntg 
guideline. 

Nearly 81 percent (80.9%) of defendants sen­
tenced under the dntg guidelines received at 
least a two-level reduction in their offense level J 

for acceptance of responsibility (see Table 57). 
Of the 12,651 defendants who received reduc­
tions, the majority (7,678, or 60. 7%) received 
three-level reductions. 

The majority' (65.8%) of dntg defendants re­
ceived sentences within the guideline range. Ta­
ble 58 presents the departure rate for dntg cases. 
In total, sentences for 34.2 percent of the dntg · 
cases departed from the guideline ranges. Of 
those cases with departures, more than two~ 
thirds (4,844 cases out of 6,097 departures, or 
79.4%) were downward departures made pursu­
ant to a government motion that the defendant 
had provided substantial assistance. TI1is high 
frequency of substantial assistance departures 
held for every dntg guideline except Simple Pos­
session and, to a lesser extent, Use of a Commu­
nication Facility. However, this may be 
explained in part by the relatively low statutory 
maximum penalties for these offenses (one year 
for Simple Possession and four years for Commu­
nication Facility), and the potential for these two 
guidelines to he used as a plea bargaining incen­
tive. 

Crack cocaine defendants received the longest 
sentences among all dntg types (see Figure G), 
with mean and median sentence length at 123.1 
months and 96 months, respectively. Marijuana 
defendants received the shortest average sen­
tences, with a mean of 45.4 months and a median 
of 30 months of prison. · 
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Figure·F 

DISTRIBUTION OF DRUG GUIDELINE OFFENSES1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

Non-Drug Offenses 
23,710 (56%) 

"' 

/ I 
/ I 

/ I 
/ I 

I 
I 

§2Dl.l (Drug Trafficking) 
16,444 (39%) . 

Other Drug Offenses 
1,953 (5%) 

/ 
/ I 

/ 
/ 

I 
I 

/ I 
/ I 

§2Dl.l • Protected Locations 
523 cases 

§lD1.5 • Continuing. Criminal Enterprise 
80 cases 

§lD1.6 • Use of Communication Facility 
218 cases 

§lD1.8 • Rent/Manage Drug Establishment 
118 cases 

§lDl.l • Simple Possession 
904 cases 



Table 49 

GENDER OF DRUG DEFENDANTS BY GUIDELINE1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

MALE FEMALE 

DRUG OFFENSE GUIDELINE TOTAL Number Percent Number Percent 

TOTAL 18,287 16,157 88.4· 2,130 11.7 

2D1.1 Drug Trafficking 16,444 14,640 89.0 1,804 11.0 

2D1.2 Protected Locations 523 476 91.0 47 9.0 

2D1.5 Continuing Criminal Enterprise 80 80 100.0 0 0.0 

2D1.6 Use of Communication Facility 218- 166 76.2 52 23.9 

2D1.8 Rent/Manage Drug Establishment 118 69 58.5 49 41.5 

2D2.1 Simple Possession ·.904 726 80.3 178 19.7 

10f the 42,107 .guideline cases,· 18,397 were sentenced under. Chapter Two, Part D (drugs) of the sentencing 
' . 

uidelines. Ofthese 18,397, 110 cases sentenced for technical or reoortine: violations have been excluded. 



:NSE GUIDELINE 

Trafficking 

~ted Locations 

nuing Criminal Enterprise 

f Communication Facility 

Manage Drug Establishment 

le Possession 

Table 50 

RACE OF DRUG DEFENDANTS BY GUIDELINE1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

WIHTE BLACK 

TOTAL Number Percent Number Percent 

18,281 6,033 33.0 5,824 31.9 

16,439 5,407 32.9 5,265 32.0 

523 96 18.4 275 52.6 

80 25 31.3 35 43.8 

218 91 41.7 50 22.9 

118 47 39.8 38 32.2 ' 

903 367 40.6 161 17.8 

IDSPANIC OTHER 

Number Percent Number Percent 

6,104 33.4 320 1.8-

5,479 33.3 288 1.8 

143 27.3 9 1.7 

20 25.0 0 0.0 

73 33.5 4 1.8 

29 24.6 4 3.4 

360 -39.9 15 1.7 

7 cases, 18,397 were sentenced under Chapter Two, Part D (drugs) of the sentencing guidelines. Of these 18,397, 110 cases sentenced for 

:porting violations have been excluded. Of the remaining 18,287 cases, six were excluded due to missing .information on race of the defendant. 

>f variables used in this table are provided in Appendix A . 

. S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 



Table 51 

CITIZENSHIP OF DRUG DEFENDANTS BY GUIDELINE1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

U.S. Citizen Non-U.S. Citizen 
\ 

DRUG OFFENSE GUIDELINE TOTAL Number Percent Number 

TOTAL 18,259 13,151 72.0 5,108 

2D1.1 Drug Trafficking 16,421 11,746 71.5 4,675 

2D1.2 Protected Locations 523 466 89.1 57 

2D1.5 Continuing Criminal Enterprise 80 67 83.8 13 

2D1.6 Use of.Communication Facility 217 159 73.3 58 

2D1.8 Rent/Manage Drug Establishment 118 101 85.6 17 

2D2.1 Simple Possession 900 612 68.0 288 

10f the 42,107 guideline cases, 18,397 were sentenced under Chapter Two, Part D (drugs) of the sentencing 
guidelines. Of these 18,397, 110 cases sentenced for technical or reporting violations have been excluded. Of the 
remaining 18,287 cases, 28 were excluded due to missing information on citizenship of the defendant. Descriptions 

Percent 

28.0 

28.5 

10.9 

16.3 

26.7 

14.4 

32.0 



Table 52 

DRUG TYPE OF DRUG DEFENDANTS BY GUIDELINE1 

(October 1, 1992,. through September 30, 1993) 

Metham-

Cocaine Crack Heroin Marijuana phetamine 

ENSE GUIDELINE TOTAL n % n % n % n % n % 

18,237 6,467 35.5 3,443 18.9 1,808 9.9 4,945 27.1 939 5.2 

g Trafficking 16,403 6,037 36.8 3,064 18.7 1,674 10.2 4,221 25.7 850 5.2 

:ected Locations 521 133 25.5 243 46.6 67 12.9 58 11.1 7 1.3 

,tinning Criminal Enterprise 78 42 53.9 11 14.1 10 12.8 6 7.7 6 7.7 

of Communication Facility 217 99 45.6 22 10.1 18 8.3 37 17.1 32 14.8 

1t/M~mage .Drug Establishment 118 29 24.6 31 26.3 ·.6 5.1 31 26.3 14 11.9 

1ple Possession 900 127 14.1 72 8.0 33 3.7 592 65.8 30 3.3 

LSD Other 

n % n % 

218 1.2 417 2.3 

196 1.2 . 361 7-2 

9 1.7 4 0.8 

1 1.3 2 2.6 

4 1.8 ·s .2.3 

4 3.4 3 2.5 

4 0.4 42 4.7 

,107 cases, 18,397 were sentenced under Chapter Two, Part D (drugs) of the sentencing guidelines. Of these 18,397, 110 cases sentenced for 

r reporting violations have been excluded. Of the remaining 18,287 cases, 50 were excluded due to missing information on type of drug involved. 

ts of variables used in this table are provided in Appendix· A. 

U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 



Table 53_· 

WEAPON INVOLVEMENT OF DRUG DEFENDANTS BY GUIDELINE1 

(October 1, ·t992, through September· 30, 1993) 

No Weapon Weapon 
Involved Involved2 

DRUG OFFENSE GUIDELINE TOTAL Number Percent. Number Percent 

TOTAL 15,775 •13,198 . 83.7 2,577 16.3 

2D1.1 Drug Trafficking 14,483 12,043 83.2 2,440 16.9 

2D1.2 Protected Locations 452 374 82.7 78 . 17.3 

2D1.5 Continuing Criminal Enterprise 71 51 71.8 20 28.2 

2D1.6 Use of Communication Facility 175 166 94.9 9 5.1 

2D1.8 Rent/Manage Drug Establishment 109 87 79.8 22 20.2 

2n2.1 Simple Possession 485 477 98.4 8 1.7 

10f the 42,107 guideline cases, 18,397 were sentenced under Chapter Two, Part D (drugs) of the sentencing 
guidelines. Of these 18,397, 110 cases sentenced for technical or reporting violations have been excluded. 
Additionally, 2,512 cases were excluded due to incomplete guideline application information. Descriptions of 
variables used in this table are provided in Appendix A. 

2JncludeS afl adlUStment for We:tnon no~~P.~~tnn nnfipr S'?nl 1 fh\{1 \ nr '.ll ,..,., ...... ,1,..t1n .... .,..,A..,..., 10 TT C' ,-. ~ lV\AI-\ 



Table' 54· 

. 

. 

CRIMINAL HISTORY CATEGORY OF DRUG DEFENDANTS BY GUIDELINE1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 
. 

. 

I n m IV v 

DRUG OFFENSE GUIDELINE TOTAL n % n % n % n % n 

/ 
. 

TOTAL 
18,287 11,426 62.5 2,339 12.8 2,247 12.3 898 4.9. 422 

.. 

2D1.1 Drug Trafficking 16,444 10,282 62.5 2,117 12.9 2,019 12.3 796 4.8 355 

2D1~2 Protected Locations 523 256 49.0 70 13.4 86 16.4 38 . 7.3 32 

2D1.5 Contjnuing Crimimd Enterprise 80 42 52.5 7 8.8 16 20.0 3 3.8 2 

2D1.6 Use of Communication Facility 218 153 70.2 27 12.4 18 8.3 10 4.6 '5 

2Dl.8 Rent/Manage. Drug Establishment 118 93 78.8 11 9.3 10 8.5 2 L7 0 

2D2.1 Simple Possession 904 600 66.4 107 11.8 98 10.8 . 49 5.4 28 

, __ 

VI 

% n .. % 

2.3 955 5.2 

2.2 875 5.3 

6.1 41 7.8 

2.5 10 12.5 

2.3 5 2.3 

0.0 2 1.7 

3.1 22 2.4 

10f the 42,107 cases, 18,397 were sentenced under Chapter Two, Part D (drugs) of the sentencing guidelines. Ofthese 18,397, 110 cases sentenced for 

technical or reporting violations have been excluded. Descriptions of variables used in this table are provided in Appendix A. 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 



Table 55' 

MODE OF CONVICTION OF DRUG DEFENDANTS BY GUIDELINE1 
(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) · 

PLEA TRIAL DRUG OFFENSE GUIDELINE TOTAL Number Percent Number Percent TOTAL 
18,191 15,515 85.3 2;676 14.7 2D1.1 Drug Trafficking 16,360 13,879 84.8 2,481 15.2 . 2D1.2 Protected Locations 519 418 80.5 101 19.5 2D1.5 Continuing Criminal ·Enterprise 79 50 63.3 29 36.7 2D1.6 Use of Communication Facility 217 203 93.6 14 6.5 2D1.8 Rent/Manage Drug Establishment 116 110 94.8 6 5.2 2D2.~ Simple Possession 900 855 95.0 45 5;0 

10f the 42,107 guideline cases, 18,397. were sentenced under Chapter Two,· Part D (drugs) of the sentencing guidelines. Of these 18,397, 110 cases sentenced for technical or reporting violations have been excluded. Additionally, 96 cases were excluded due to missing mode of conviction information. Descriptions of variables used in this table are provided in Appendix A. 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 
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Table 56 

ROLE ADJUSTMENT OF DRUG DEFENDANTS BY GUIDELINE1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

No Role Mitigating Role Aggravating Role 

Adjustment Adjustment Adjustment 

DRUG OFFENSE GUIDELINE TOTAL Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

TOTAL 15,643 11,677 74.7 2,548 16.3 1,418 9.1 

2D1.1 Drug Trafficking 14,360 10,553 73.5 2,464 17.2 1,343 9.4 

2D1.2 Protected Locations 446 362 81.2 26 5.8 58 13.0 

2D1.5 Continuing Criminal Enterprise 70 68 97.1 0 ' 0.0 2 2.9 

2D1.6 Use of Communication Facility 175 133 76.0 33 18.9 9 5.1 

2D1.8 Rent/Manage Drug Establishment 107 84 78.5 20 18.7 3 2.8 

I 

2D2.1 Simple Possession 485 477 98.4 5 1.0 3 0.6 

\ -

10fthe 42,107 guideline cases, 18,397 were sentenced under Chapter Two, Part D{dnigs) of the sentencing guidelines. Of these 18,397, 

110 cases sentenced for technical or reporting violations have been excluded. - Additionally, 2,644 cases lacking complete guideline 

application information from the sentencing court were excluded. Descriptions of variables used in this table are provided in Appendix 

A. 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 
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.··Table 57 

ACCEPTANCE OF RESPONSffiiLITY OF DRUG DEFENDANTS BY GUIDELINE1 
(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

No Acceptance 2-level 
Adjustment Adjustment 3-level Adjustment DRUG OFFENSE GUIDELINE TOTAL Number Percent Number· ~ercent Number Percent TOTAL 

15,643 2,992 19.1 ···4,973 31.8 7,678 49.1 2Dl.l Drug Trafficking 14,360 2,746 19.1 4,218 29.4 7j96 51.5 2D1.2 Protec.ted Locations 446 100 22.4 173 38.8 173 38.8 2D1.5. Continuing Criminal Enterprise 70 30 4~.9 18 25) 22 31.4 2D1.6 Use. of Communication Facility 175 34 19.4 85: .48.6 56 32.0 2D1.8 Rent/Manage Drug Establishment 107 11 10.3 . ,,71 66.4 25 23.4 2D2.1 Simple .Possession 485 71 14.6 408 84.1 6 1.2 

1 Of the 42,107 guideline cases, J 8 ,397were sentenced under Chapter Two, Part D (drugs) of the sentencing guidelines. Of these 18,397, 110 cases sentenced for technical or reporting violations have been excluded. Additionally, 2,644 cases lacking complete guideline application information from the sentencing court were excluded. Descriptions'of variables used in this table are provided in Appendix A. 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 
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Table 58 

DEPARTURE RATE OF DRUG DEFENDANTS BY GUIDELINE1
. 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

Substantial Other 

Sentenced ~thin Assistance Downward 

Guideline Range Departure Departure 

DRUG OFFENSE GUIDELINE TOTAL Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

TOTAL 
17,842 11,745 65.8 4,844 27.2 1,156. 6.5 

2D1.1 Drug Trafficking 16,055 10,324 . 64.3 4,605 28.7 1,083 6.8 

2Dl.2 Protected Locations 515 341 66.2 140 27.2 29 5.6 

2D1.5 Continuing Criminal Enterprise 78 41 52.6 32 41.0 3 3.9 

2Dl.6 Use· of Communication Facility 205 141 68.8 37 18.1 23 11.2 

2D1.8 Rent/Manage Drug Establishment 116 80 69.0 24 20.7 7 6.0 

2D2.1 Simple Possession 873 818 93.7 6 0.7 11 1.3 

Upward 
Departure 

Number Percent 

. 97 0.5 

43. 0.3 

5 1.0 

2 2.6 

4 2.0 

5 4.3 

38 4A 

10f the 42,107 ca.Ses, 18,397 were sentenced under Chapter Two, Part D (drugs) of the sentencing guidelines. Of these 18,397, 110 cases sentenced for 

technical· or reporting violations have been excluded. Of the remaining 18,287 cases, 445 were. excluded due to missing departure information. Descriptions 

of variables used in this table are provided in Appendix A. 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 
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Figure G 

AVERAGE SENTENCE IMPOSED BY DRUG TYPE 
(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 
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Dn~gs and Mandil:tory Minirnnrn Penalties 
. . 

'To t~nder8tan& the characteristics of. guideline. 
dntg .cases, . it. is 'important to' comprehend. the 

. workings of mandatory minimum· penalties·.· Be­
. · cause the }:>reponderarice . of dntg mandatoiy 

.. mininnJ.ms went into effect before the guidelirtes 
were imp'l~mented, they have impacted signifi­
cantly the applic'ation of the, sentencing guide-
lines. · 

The. Commission assigned considerable . re­
sources to study mandatory minimums. Utilizing 
its extensive database, the Commission provided , · 
a series of analy.ses to lawmakers', courts; and 
other goveniment agencies on the number and 

·type .of.cases sentenced under mandatory. mini­
II).uln provisions, the profile of offenders, and the 
offense characteristics ·in ·these cases. In addi;.. 
ti91~, the Com~ssion · -niodeled ·the . projected 

. number of cases that might he ·affeCted. by pro- . 
· posed. legislation and the estiniat.ed prison iiil~ 

pact of these new initiatives .. · 

More th~n 60 federal criminal s~atutes contf;lin 
.. mandatory mininnim penalties, but only fotir are 

' . ' . 81 . . ' 
used with ~ny frequency - and all four relate . 
to dlug and weapons offenses: · 

, • 21- U.S. C. § 841: · manufacture and distri-
' \. I , 

hution of coritrq}l~d ~ubsta~ces; · 

.8 21 U .. S.C. § 844·: possession of control­
led. substances; 

Annual Report J 9?3 · 

• 21 u.s.c~ § 960: importatioll/exp6rtation 
· of controlled substances;· and. 

• 18 u.s.~c. § 924(c): ·e~trying a firearm:, 
during a:'dntg Qr violent ;.crinie~ .' '' . ' 

M~ndatory tninimum pe~ltiesrequire the impq-. 
·.sition' of ~t le~st ~ specifieq' minilllu~ sentence 

. when criteria specified inf4e relevant st~ttit~ are 
met. Such. criteria vary. Some· mandato·ry mini- . 
mum sentences, for ~~~·mple, ~re triggered by 
'offen8echaracteristics (cptantity ofdrugs'.distrib~ . ·· 
uted), offender characten~ti~~· (a prio~c~ri~iction. 
f~r tl~e: same offense), or: v~ct~m characteristics 
(the age of theper~on to ~h~m dnigs are.~old). , · 

rhe op~r~tion of mandatory' ~e~t~ncing provi­
sions. ·also varies.·.M~·st.~ndatory min,imtim pro- . 
visions pro~·ide a ''1floor" or minimum s~nt~nce. 
for.the· statutory offense. Under 21.·lJ'.S.C. 
§ S41(h)(1)(A), for example, distributioti of cer-

. tain qtiantities ofd~tgs is punishabl~'hy ~ prison·. 
term of ten years · to life. In this ·instance, the 
mandatory minimum penalty is tenye~rs, hitt the. . 

. sentence co~tld be higher,. Sec~ion 924( c), how.,. 
ever, operates differently'; ·this.mandatory mini-

. ~urn firearms.enhanc~ment.requires .imp.~sition 
of a flat five-year sente~ce to' n~n consecutively . 
to any other prison term· ordered. · 

Deriwgraphic lriforrnation 
82 

. 

Table 5? ·presents . information aboi1t offender 
characteristjcs for. drug,' defendants sentenced' 

. under statutes· carrying .dntg or firearin manda­
tory niinimum penalties~ ;In 1993, .~8~0 perc~nt 

81 See·U.S. Sentencing Commissio~, Special Report to Congress: Mandatory.Minimum Penalties· in the Federal:· 
. Criminal Ttistice System (August 1991), Cha}Jter2.. . . . .. · . . . 

82 . The following data, bas«1d,.on cases convicted under mandatory minimum ·provisions, do not ~efleet addition~I ~ases . 
that may possibly qualify'· ~ased on thc:dacts of the offense, for such penalties. The tables presented provide 
information for alll993 offenses, sentenc.ed under the drug guidelines, comparing cases. :with mandatory mini~um 
provisions to cases with no such provisions. The applicable mandatory minimums can be for a drug offense, a · . 

.. mandatory consecutive penalty for possession of a firearm in a drug trafficking. offense, or both. ' 
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of guideline dn1g defendants were subject· to a 
mandatory minimum penalty. The proportion of 
cases subject to mandatory penalties varied little 
by defendant age, ranging from 57.0 percent for 
"under 21 ,; to 60.7 percent for ages 41-50. Al­
most 60 percent (59.7%) of male dn1g defen­
dants were ·subject' to mandatory mlninium 
penalt1es~· c'ompared to substantially fewer 
( 45.8%) females .. Black defendants were more 
iikely (67.5%) to be subject to mandatory mini­
mum sentences thar1 were either White (51.1 %) 
or Hispanic defendants (56;3%) .. The data re­
vealed little relationship between u.s. citizen­
ship and the application of mandatory minimum 
sentences (58.5% of U.S. citizens versus 57.0% 
of non-U.S. citizens). No clear relationship oc~ 
curred betweerl educational level and mandatory 
minimum convictions: defendants with the most 
·education (college gradt~ates) ''(51.9%) were 
least likely to be sentenced under ·a m~ndatory 
minimum,followed by defendaf?.ts (57.0%) with 
the least e<iucation (less than a high school di·­
ploma) .. 
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Table 59 

DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION FOR DRUG OFFENDERS BY MANDATORY MINIMUM1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

No Mandatory Minim-um2 Mandatory Minimum 

TOTAL I Number Percent Number Percenl 

TOTAL 18,273 100.0 7,666 42.0 10,607 58.~ 

AGE 

Under 21 971 5.3 418 43.1 553 57.C 

21-25 3,646 20.0 1,548 42.5 2,098 57.~ 

26-30 3,696 20.3 1,538 41.6 2,158 58 A 

31-35 3,500 19.2 1,505 43.0 1,995 57.( 

36-40 2,674 14.7 1,132 42.3 1,542 57.1 

4h50 2,736 15.0 1,076 39.3 1,660, 60.1 

Over SO 1,025 5.6 439 42.8 586 57.2 

GENDER 

Male 16,146 88.4 6,512 40.3 9,634 59.1 

Female 2,127 11.6 1,154 54.3 973 45.~ 

RACE 

White 6,026 33.0 2,949 48;9 3,077 51.1 

Black 5,820 31.9 1,893 32.5 3,927 67.: 

Hispanic 6,101 33.4 2,665 43.7 3,436 56.~ 

Other 320 1.8 156 48.8 164 51.~ 

CITIZENSIDP 

U.S. Citizen 13,141 88.4 5,456 41.5 7,685 58.S 

Non-U.S. Citizen 5,105 11.6 2,194 43.0 2,911 57.( 

EDUCATION 

Less than High School 8,596 33.0 3,695 43.0 4,901 57.( 

High School 5,984 31.9 2,389 39.9 3,595 60.1 

Some College 2,796 33.4 1,142 40;8 1,654 59.J 

College Graduate 776 1.8 373 48.1 403 5l.S 

1Includes 18,287 of 18,397 defendants sentenced under guidelines in Chapter Two, Part D of the sentencing guidelines. Tl 
110 cases excluded from these tables were sentenced for technical or reporting violations. Additionally, 14 cases missi1 
mandatory minimum information have been excluded. The total for each indicator may add to less than the total reported 
line one due to missing information. 
2Includes 248 cases that had a 12-month or less mandatory minimum. · 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 
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Offense and Offender Characteristics 

Table 60 presents information regarding offense 

a~d offender characteristics by mandatory mini­

mum status. Whether a defendant is subject to a 

mandatory minimum varies by dn1g type. Nearly 

two-thirds (65.5%) of defendants sentenced for 

marijuana offenses did not receive a mandatory 

minimum sentence. Crack cocaine defendants, 

on the other hand, were most likely to receive a 

mandatory minimum sentence (74.0%), followed 

by methamphetamine ( 69.9%) and powder co­

caine ( 68.6%) defendants. 1l1e proportion of de­

fendants with a mandatory minimum sentence 

increased by 29 percentage points when an ad­

justment for a weapon was present (54.3% com­

pared to 83.2% ), partly due to convictions under 

separate (mandatory) 18 U.S.C. § 924(c) 

charges. 1l1ree-fourths of defendants who did not · 

receive a reduction for acceptance of responsi­

bility were sentenced under mandatory mini­

mum statutes. Interestingly, substantially more 

defendants who received a three-level accep­

tance reduction were mandatory minimum dn1g 

offenders (61.1% versus 38.9% non-mandatory 

minimum sentence). These may reflect the 

judge's attempts to mitigate somewhat the often 

lengthy sentences required by the mandatory 

minimum statutes and the guidelines. Nearly 

sixty percent (58.2%) of cases that did not re­

ceive an adjustment (aggravating or mitigating) 

for role in the offense were mandatory minimum 

cases, while more than 81 percent (81.6%) of 

dn1g cases receiving an aggravating role adjust­

ment involved mandatory minimum defendants. 

In each criminal history category, more than half 

of the defendants were sentenced under a man­

datory minimum provision, with their percentage 

steadily increasing from 55.9 in Category I to 

66.1 in Category VI. 

Table 61 presents information on the number of 

defendants subject to mandatory minimum pen­

alties and the quantity of dn1gs for which they are 
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held accountable. The categories for amou~t ·of 

dn1gs are based on statutory and guideline 

equivalencies. Regardless of dn1g type, the pro­

portion of defendants sentenced under manda­

tory minimum provisions increased with dn1g 

amounts. Dn1g amount increases, however, were 

not of equal magnitude within each dn1g type; . 

the largest increases occurred at dn1g levels fo'r . 

which the five-year and ten-year mandatory 

prison te~s apply. 

Table 62 disaggregates dn1g type and race by the 

presence of a mandatory ·minimum provision. 

White defendants, whether involved with powder 

cocaine, crack cocaine, or methamphetamine, 

were less likely - by at least ten percentage 

points - to be sentenced under a mandatory 

minimum provision than either Black or His­

panic defei1dants involved with these dn1gs. For 

all dn1g types except LSD, Black defendants 

were less likely to be sentene'ed under mandatory 

minimum provisions than were Hispanic defen­

dants. Whites were the most likely racial cate­

gory to be sentenced under a mandatory 

minimum statute for offenses involving heroin 

and marijuana. 

Most dn1g defendants pled guilty. However, as 

depicted in Figure H, defendants charged under 

mandatory minimum statutes were more than 

three times as likely to go to trial (21 %) than 

defendants not subject to a mandatory minimum 

statute (6%). Fewer mandatory minimum cases 

were sentenced within the guidelines ( 60%) than 

were cases without a mandatory minimum sen­

tence (7 4%). A defendant facing a mandatory 

minimum sentence was more likely (36%) to 

receive a downward departure upon a govern­

ment motion for substantial assistance than a 

defendant who was not subject to a mandatory 

minimum provision (15%). 

Table 63 provides the number, mean, and me­

dian sentence lengths for different dn1g types by 



application of a mandatory minimum sentence 
and weapon ·involvement. Comparing data for 
cases with and without weapon involvement, the 
largest increases in median sentence length oc- . 
·curred for those defendants convicted of suffi­
cien:t quantities of powder cocaine, crack 
cocaine, or heroin to invoke the ten-year manda­
tory minimum. For powder cocaine defendants, 
the median increased from 120 to 170 months, 
for crack cocaine from 121 to 180 months, and 
for heroin from 120 to 180 months. 
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Table 60 

OFFENSE AND OFFENDER INFORMATION 
FOR DRUG OFFENDERS BY MANDATORY MINIMUM1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

No Mandatory Minimum2 Mandatory Minimum 
TOTAL Number Pereent Number Percent 

TOTAL 18,273 100.0 7,666. 42.0 10,607 58.1 
DRUG TYPE 

Cocaine 6,462 35.5 .2,029 31.4 4,433 68.6 
Cra~k (Cocaine Base) 3,440 18.9 893 26.0 2,547 74.0 

Heroin 1,807 9.9 740 41.0 1,067 59.1 
Marijuana 4,941 27.1 3,234 65.5 1,707 34.6 
Methamphetamine 939 5.2 283 30.1 656 69.9 

LSD 218 1.2 75 34.4 143 65.6 

Othe~ 416 2.3 372 89.4 44 10.6 

WEAPON 

No Weapon Adjustment 13,188 83.7 6,023 45.7 7,165 54.3 

Weapon Adjustment4 2,577 16.4 434 16.8 2,143 83.2 

ACCEPTANCE OF RESPONSffiiLITY 

No Adjustment 2,991 19.1 748 25.0 2,243 75.0 

Two-level adjustment 4,966 31.8· 2,721 54.8 2,245 45.2 

Three-level adjustment 7,676 49.1 2,988 38.9 4,688 61.1 

ROLE IN THE OFFENSE 

No Role Adjustment 11,669 74.6 4,875 41.8 6,794 58.2 

Mitigating Role 2,548 16.3 1,322 51.9 1,226 48.1 

Aggravating Role 1,416 9.1 260 18.4 1,156 81.6 

CRil\flNAL IDSTORY CATEGORY 
I . 11,418 62.5 5,038 44.1 6,380 55.9 

II 2,338. 12.8 964 41.2 1,374 58.8 

III 2,243 12.3 831 . 37.1 1,412 63.0 

IV 898 4.9 354 39.4 544 60.6 

v 422 2.3 156 37.0 266 63.0 

VI 954 5.2 323 33.9 631 66.1 

1Includes 18,287 of 18,397 defendants sentenced under guidelines in Chapter Two, Part D of the sentencing guidelines. The 110 
cases exluded from these tables were sentenced for technical or reporting violations. Additionally, 14 cases missing mandatory 
minimum information have been excluded. The total for each indicator may add to less ~han the total reported in line one due to 

· missing information. 
2Includes 248 cases that had a 12-month or less mandatory minimum,. 
30ther includes PCP and all other controlled substances not listed separately. 
41ncludes an adjustment for weapon possession under §2Dl.1(b)(1) or a conviction wider 18 U.S.C. § 924(c). 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 
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Table 61 

DRUG TYPE AND AMOUNT FOR DRUG OFFENDERS 
BY MANDATORY MINIMUM1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

No Mandatory Minimum2 Mandatory Minimum 

· ·DRUG TYPE AND AMOUNT TOTAL Number Percent Number Percent 

TOTAL 18,273 100.0 7,666 42.0 10,607 58.1 

COCAINE 
Up To · 50 grams 422 7.0 383 90.8 39 9.2 

At Least 50 gr~.ms 939 15.6 867 92.3 72 7.7 

At Least 500 grams3 1,205 20.0 244 20.3 961 79.8 

At Least 2 kilograms 823 13.6 78 9.5 745 90.5 

At Least 5 kilograms4 886 14.7 56 .. 6.3 830 93.7 

At Least 15 kilograms 1,759 29.2 86 4:9 1,673 95.1 

CRACK (COCAINE BASE) 

Up To 500 milligrams 118 3.9 113 95.8 5 4.2 

At Least 500 milligrams 336 11.0 295 87.8 41 12.2 

At Least 5 grams3 547 17.9 124 22.7 423 77.3 

At Least 20 grams 423 13.8 59 14.0 364 86.1 

At Least 50 grams4 572 18.7 59 10.3 513 89.7 

At Least 150 grams 1,065 34.8 55 5.2 1,010 94.8 

HEROIN 
Up To 10 grams 54 3.2 50 92.6 4 7.4 

At Least 10 grams 171 10.2 152 88.9 19 11.1 

At Least 100 grams3 388 23.2 143 36.9 245 63.1 

At Least 400 grams 562 33.6. 261 46.4 301 53.6 

At Least 1 kilogram4 237 14.2 29 12.2 208 87.8 

At Least 3 kilograms 261 15.6 21 8.1 240 92.0 

MARIJUANA 
Up To 10 kilograms 492 11.7 450 91.5 42 8.5 

At Least 10 kilograms 1,805 42.8 1,740 96.4 65 3.6 

At Least 100 kilograms3 1,010 23.9 215 21.3 795 78.7 

At Least 400 kilograms 416 9.9 76 18.3 340 81.7 

At Least 1,000 kilograms4 275 . 6.5 30 10.9 245 89.1 

At Least 3,000 kilograms 221 5.2 17 7.7 204 92.3 

METHAMPHETAMINE 

Up To 10 grams 32 3.8 27 84.4 5 15.6 

At Least 10 grams 74 8.7 56 75.7 18 24.3 

At Least 100 grams3 108 12.7 34 31.5 74 68.5. 

At Least 400 grams 121 14.2 30 24.8 91 75.2 

At Least 1 kilogram4 151 17.8 18 11.9 133 88.1 

At Least 3 kilograms 364 42.8 43 11.8 321 88.2 

LSD 
Up To 100 milligrams 15 7.7 15 100.0 0 0.0 

At Least 100 milligrams 19 9.7 19 100.0 0 0.0 

At Least 1 gram3 28 14.3 10 35.7 18 64.3 

At Least 4 grams 25 12.8 3 12.0 22 88.0 

At Least 10 grams4 52 26.5 5 9.6 47 90.4 

At Least 30 grams 57 29.1 6 10.5 51 89.5 

1Includes 18,287 of 18,397 defendants sentenced under guidelines irrChapter Two, Part D of the sentencing guidelines. The 

110 cases excluded from these tables were sentenced for technical or reporting violations. Additionally, 14 cases missing 

mandatory minimum information have been excluded. 
2Includes 248 cases that had a 12-month or less mandatory minimum. 
3Drug amounts including and above which may carry a five-year mandatory minimum prison term. 
4Drug amounts including and above which may carry a ten-year mandatory minimum prison term. 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 
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Table 62 

DRUG TYPE ANI) RACE FOR DRUG OFFENDERS BY MANDATORY MINIMUM1 

(October 1, 1992, ·through September 30, 1993) 

No Mandatory Minimum2 Mandatory Minimum 

DRUG TYPE AND RACE TOTAL Number Percent Number Percent 

TOTAL 18,273 100.0 7,666 42.0 10,607 58.1 
COCAINE 

White 2,018 31.2 835 41.4 1,183 58.6 
Black 1,841 28.5 567 ' 30.8 1,274 69.2 
Hispanic 2,514 38.9 574 22.8 . 1,940 77.2 
Other 87 1.4 52 59.8 35 40.2 

CRACK (COCAINE BASE) 

White 151 4.4 65 43.1 86 57.0 
Black 3,022 87.9 777 25.7 2,245 . 74.3 

Hispanic 249 7.2 46 18.5 203 81.5 

Other 18 0.5 5 27.8 13 72.2 

HEROIN 

White 236 13.1 84 35.6 152 64.4 
Black 665 36.8 344 51.7 321 48.3 
Hispanic 829 45.9 296 35.7 533 64.3 

Other 75 4.2 16 21.3 59 78.7 

MARIJUANA 

White 2,319 46.9 1,335 57.6 984 42.4 

Black 205 4.2 151 73.7 54 26.3 

Hispanic 2,347 47.5 1,696 72.3 651 27.7 

Other 70 1.4 52 . 74.3 18 25.7 

METHAMPHETAMINE 

White 763 81.3 248 32.5 515 67.5 
Black 11 1.2 2 18.2 9 81.8 
Hispanic 113 12.1 18 15.9 95 84.1 

Other 51 5.4 14 27.5 37 72.6 

LSD 

White 209 95.9 72 34.5 ·.· 137 65.6 

Black 1 0.5 0 0.0 1 100.0 

Hispanic 7 3.2 2 28.6 5 71.4 

Other 1 0.5 100.0 0 0.0 

11ncludes 18,287 of 18,397 defendants sentenced under guidelines in Chapter Two, ·Part D of the sentencing guidelines. The 
110 cases excluded from these tables were sentenced for technical or reporting violations. Additionally, 14 cases missing 
mandatory minimum information have been excluded. The total for each indicator may add to less than the total reported 
in line one due to missing information. 
21ncludes 248 cases that had a 12-month or l~ss mandatory minimum. 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 
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F~gure H 

MODE OF CONVICTION AND DEPARTURE INFORMATION 
F,OR DRUG OFFENDERS 

Plea 
7,183 (94%) 

(October 1, 1992·, through September 30, 1993) . 

Mode of Conviction 

11"ial 
458 (6%) 

Plea 
8,319 (79%) 

No Mandatory Minimum Mandatory Minimum 

Departures 

No Departure 
5,569 (74%) 

Up 
73 (1%) 

Down 
722 (10%) 

Substantial Assistance 
1,143 (15%) 

No Mandatory Minimum 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 
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No Departure 
6,165 (60%) 

U] 
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Substantial Assistance. 
3,699 (36%) 
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Table 63 

AVERAGE SENTENCE LENGTH FOR DRUG OFFENDERS BY WEAPON INVOLVEMENT AND DRUGTYPE1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

No Mandatory Minimum Applicable2 Drug Amount Triggers Five-Year Drug Amount Triggers Teil-Year 

Drug Type TOTAL 
(based on quantity of drugs) Mandatory Minimum Penalty Mandatory Minimum Penalty 

No Weapon Weapon involvecP No Weapon WeapOn involvecP No Weapon Weapon· involvecP 

N Mean Med N Mean Med N Mean Med N Mean Med N Mean Med N Mean Med 

TOTAL 16,172 4,930 34.8 24.0 391 54.6 36.0 3,288 64.2 60.0 733 100.0 84.o· 3,684 141.0 120.0 1,374 199.0 170.5 

Cocaine 5,218 ·1,319 35.7 24.0 131 54.0 33.0. 1,266 64.3 60.0. 248 103.7 84;5 1,767 142.6 120.0 487 199.0 170.0 

Crack (Cocaine Base) 3,045 669 46.8 33.0 78 70:8 52.5. 556 78.4 63.5 200 116.1 101.0 934· 157.1 121.0 608 211.9 180.0 

Heroin 1,363 529 39.0 36.0 13 31.3 24.0 465 60.6 . 60.0 35 109.5 93.0 .· 257 122.0 120.0 64 224.7 ·. 180.0 

Marijuana 3,651 2,010 26.2 .21.0 126 36.4 27.5 861 57.5 60.0 203 75.4 66.0. 356 111.8 120.0 95 . 144.1 123;0 

~e~phetwmdoe 709 176 56.8 41.0 22 89.9 60.0. 95 62.0 60.0 34 113,0 74.0 27i 134.7 120.0 110 162:9 135:0 

LSD 181' 49 39;0 30.0 3 125.0 84.0 40 53.8 60.0 1 180.0 180.0 82 121.6 120.0· 6 123~3 114.0 

Other 233 178 45.1 27.0. 18 78.6 58.5 5 43.8 51.0 12 103.3 79.0 16 181.6 120.0 4' 224.8 160.5 

'Includes 18,287 of 18,397 defendants sentenced under guidelines in Chapter Two, Part D of the sentencing guidelines. The 110 cases excluded-from these tables were sentenced for technical or reporting violations; · 
Additionally, 14 cases inissing mandatory minimum information have been excluded. Totals do not reflect cases in which complete guideline. application information was unavailable from the sentencing court. 
2Includes 248 cases that had a 12-month or less ptandatory minimum. 
3Includes an adjustment for weapon possession under §2Dl.l(b)(l) or a conviction under 18 U.S.C.- § 924(c). 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 
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Departures and Sentences Within the Guideline 
Range 

The Sentencing Reform Act of 1984 authorizes 
departures from the applicable guideline range 
subject to review by appellate courts. The Report 
on the Sentencing Hearing is used to assess 
guideline sentencing trends and to determine the . 
rate at which defendants are sentenced within, 
above, or below the guideline range as estab­
lished by the court. In this section, the Commis­
sion reports on the frequency of departures on 
the national, circu~t, and district levels, the de­
gree of departure, and the reasons provided by 
the courts for such_ d<:partures. 

The Commission reviewed all.case files to deter­
mine departure status and reasons for departure 
as indicated in th~ Report on the Sentencing 
Hearing. TI1e case. was determined to involve no .. 
departure if the sentence imposed was within the 
guideline range established by the court and set 
out in the Report on the Sentencing Hearing. If 
the sentence fell mttside the guideline range 
established by the co'urt, the Commission deter-· 
mined that a departure had occurred and noted 
the applicable reasons. 

If no Report ·on the Sentencing Hearing was 
provided or ifit contained insufficient informa­
tion to permit a departure determination, the 
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. Co_mmission ;compare~!. the sentence from the 
Judgment of Conviction to the guideline range 
. recommended by the probation officer in the 
presentence report. The Commission assumed no 
departure when the sentence imposed . by the 
court fell within the range recommended by the 
probation officer. 83 

The Commission could not assume a. departure if 
the sentence from the Judgment of Conviction 
did not correspond to the guideline range recoin­
mended by th~ probation officer. A court, 
through the fact-finding process, may determine 
a different guideline rar_1ge to be correct and· 
_sentence within that range. Tints, a discrepancy 
between the senteilce and the range indicated in 
the presentence report does not necessarily indi­
cate a departure. Departure determination for 
cases in whicl~ the Report on the Sentencing 

·Hearing was absent or inadequate were. coded as 
• • 84 ' 

miSSing. 

Departure Rates 

Sentences were within the guideline rarige estab~ · 
lished by the court in 75.3 percent (n =30,4 70) 
of the 40,442 cases for which a departure deter­
mination could he made (see accompa.nying 
box).85 

83 This assumption. was tested in a previous USSC departure study analyzing a sample of cases sentenced between 
November 1, 1987, and March 31, 1989. A random 25-percent sainple of cases for which no Report on the 
Sentencing Hearing was available, but for which the sentencefell within the range recommended by the probation 
officer, was further investigated hy placing telephone calls' to 1>roba:tion offices across the country. Of the 196cases 
for which Galls were made, none involved a departure from the guideline range. As a result, all such cases were 
considered within-range sentences for the purposes of that study as well as for the present report. 

84 In .1,240 of the 42,107 cases in the Commission's 1993 dataset, no departure determination could he made due to 
absent or inadeC:1uate information. In 425 cases, departure detem1inatibns were not applicable because the cases 
had.no analogous guidelines. Consequently, deparh1re stah1s was assessed iri 40,442 cases. 

85 The departure analysis employed here considers the probation, imprisonment, and confinement alternatives in 
relation to the guideline range established in Part A of Chapter Five. This analysis does not involve an assessment 

. of the fine range established in PartE ofChap~er Five~ I11 addition, no assessment is made regarding terms of 
supervised release as established hyPart D of Chapter Five. , 
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United States Sentenc£ng Comrnission 

In 16.9 percent of the cases (n=6,840), courts 

departed downward based on a motion by the . 

government for a reduced sentence due to the 

defendant's substantial assistance to authorities. 

In another 6.6 percent of the cases (ii=2,676), 

the court departed downward for other reasons. 

In 1.1 percent of the cases (n=456), the court 

departed upward, sentencing above the applica­

ble guideline range. 

the departure rate has . increased from 1989 to 

. 1993; this. increase· is almost completely ac­

counted for by a steady rise in substantial assis­

tance motions by th,e government. 

Even though upward departures constitute only 

1.1 percent of all cases in 1993,-it is instniCtive 

to note the reasons given by district courts for 

these departures (see T:~-h~e 64). · ~e most fre-

DEPARTURE RATE 

75.3o/o Sentences Within Guideline Rate 

16.9% Sentences Below Guideline Range for Stib~tantial· 

Assistance on Motion of Government 

6.6% Sentences Belo~ G-Ltideline Range 

1.1 o/o Sentences Above Guideline Range 

·To understand the departure rate, note the effect 

of two particular statutes on guideline sentencing 

patten1s. Congress, in 18 U.S.C. § 3553(e), 

· authorized the court to impose a sentence below 

that required by a mandatory minimum statute 

"to reflect a defendant's substantial assistance in 

the investigation or prosecution of another per­

son who has committed an offense." In addition, 

the Commission was instniCted in 28 U.S.C. 

§ 994(n) to "assure that the guidelines reflect the 

. general appropriateness of imposing a lower sen-

. tence than would otherwise he imposed" for sub­

stantial assistance to .authorities. Consequently, . 

the Commission specifically addressed such sen- . 

tence redtlCtions in §5Kl.1 of the guidelines. 

The 1993 data show that the rate of departures 

for stibstantia.l assistance,· varying markedly by 

judicial district, has increased nationally by 1.8 . 

percentage points since 1992. This change ac­

counts for 90 percent of the overall increase of 

the departure rate from 22.6 percent in 1992 to 

24.6 percent in 1993. As displayed in Figure I, 

quently cited reasons for 'departing, upward in­

clude adequacy of cnminal history in reflecting 

the offense seriousness· (3.3.1% ), -·risk of future 

conduct based on pri.or conduct . or record 

(14.7%), and criminalpirrpose (7.2%). 

Downward departures~ on the other.hand, consti­

tute 23~5 perc~nt of all cases sentenced in 1993 

(16.9% for substantial assistance ~nd 6.6% for 

other reasons). Table 65 provides'district court 

.reasons for downward _'departures. Substanti~l 

assistance upon· motion. of the govenlment is a 

reason cited in 71.7 p-ercent of':the downward 

. . departures .. Other reasor~s ·for downwa.rd depar­

tltres . include: pursuant ·to a: plea agreement 

(6.5%), criminal historycategory o~errepresent­
ing defendent's involvement (3.9%), and family 

ties and responsibilities (2.3%). 
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Figure I 

TYPE OF DEPARTURE BY SENTENCING YEAR
1 

(January 19, 1989, through Sep.tember 30, 1993) 

PERCENT OF CASES 

- - ·- . - - . . . - . - - - . . . . - - - - . . - . . . - - - - - . - . . . . 

----·---------- ------······------------

9911992 1993 

Within Range Substantial Assistance· Other Downward · Upward 

1 1~forination for 1989 and 1990 is derived from a 25-percent.random sample of cases. For 
1991 - 1993, departure information represents all' guideline cases for which complete court data is 
available. Additionally, 1989 information is for the calendar year (1/19/89 - 12/31/89); 
the Commission changed to a fiscal year format beginning· in 1990. This change in reporting 
practice ·results in an ov~rlap of case reporting from October 1989 through December 1989~ 
Descriptions of variables used in this figure are provided in Appendix A. 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, Monitoring Data Files. 
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Table 64 

REASONS GIVEN BY SENTENCING COURTS FOR 

UPWARD DEPARTURES1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

REASON 
Criminal history category does not reflect seriousness 

Risk of future conduct based on prior· conduct or record 

Criminal purpose 
Weapons/dangerous instrumentalities 

Pursuant to plea agreement 

Large number of aliens 

Extreme psychological injury 

General aggravating circumstances 

Nature or seriousness of the offense 

Drug amount or drug purity 

Extreme conduct 

Guideline factors do not reflect offense seriousness 

Public welfare 
Several persons injured 

Dangerous or inhumane treatment 

Physical injury 

Death 
Monetary value does not reflect extent of harm 

Ongoing nature of activity 

Deterrence 
Minors involved 

Further obstruction of justice 

Disruption of governmental function 

Property damage or loss 

Convictions on related counts 

Untruthful testimony 
Other· 

Number· 
151 

67 
33 
'32 
29 
24 
19 
17 
17 
15 
14 
13 
12 

'12 

' 12 
12· 
10 
8, 

•7 
6 
5· 

.. 5 
5 
4 
4 
4 

57 

Percent 
33.1 
14.7 
7~2 

7'.0 
6.4 
5.3 
4.2 
3.7 
3.7 
3.3 
3.1 
2.9 
2.6 
2.6' 
2.6 
.2.6 
2.2 
1.8 
1.5 
1.3 

. 1.1 

1.1 
1.1 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 

12.5 

1Based on 456 upward departure cases for which Reports on the Sent~ncing Hearing recorded an upward departure. Information on reasons 

was unavailabie in 28 cases involving upward departures. Courts often provided more than one reason for departUre; consequently, the 

percentage across all reasons for departure adds up to more than 100%. The "Other" category includes all reasons giveri less than four times 

among relevant cases. 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 
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Table 65 

REASONS GIVEN BY SENTENCING COURTS FOR 
DOWNWARD DEPARTURES1 

(October 1, 1992, th~ough September 30, 1993) 

REASON 
Substantial assistance 
Pursuant to plea agreement 
Criminal history category overrepresents the -defendant's involvement 
Family ties and responsibilities 
Physical condition 
Offense behavior was an isolated incident 
Diminished capacity_ 
General mitigating circumstances 
Mule/Role in the offense 
Mental and emotional conditions 
Age 
Acceptance of responsibility 
Coercion and duress 
No prior record/First offender 
Rehabilitation 
To put defendant's sentence in line with co-defendant 
Adequate to meet the purposes of sentencing 
Dollar amount 
Cooperation motion unknown 
Restitution 
Lesser harm 
Convictions on related counts 
Previous. employment record · 
Drug dependence or alcohol abuse 
Cooperation without motion 
Community ties 
Currently receiving punishment under state/federal jurisdiction 
Sufficient to meet the goals of punishment · 
Deterrence 
Guidelines too high 
Victim 
Voluntary Disclosure (5K2.16) 
Factors not taken into account by the ·Guidelines 
Delay in prosecution/Evidentiary concerns 
No reason given · 
Deportation 
D~fendants positive background/Good character 
General Counseling/Treatment 
First felony conviction - limited/minor prior record 
Lack of youthful guidance 
Military record 
Not representative of the heartland 
Risk of future conduct based '"(m prior conduct or record 
oo~ . . 

Number 
6,827 

621 
369 
215 
188 
178 
133 
123 
105 
93 
92 
87 
79 
60 
59 
50 
43 
41 
39 

'37 
35 
32 
30 
25 
24 
23 
23-
21 
21 
21 
21 
20 
17 
16 
15 
14 
13 
12 
12 
12 
11 
11 
10 

212 

Percent 
71.7 
6.5 
3.9 
2.3 
2.0 
1.9 
1.4 
1.3 
1.1 
1.0 
1.0 
0.9 
0.8 
0.6 
0.6 
0.5 
05 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4. 
0.4 
0.3. 
0.3 
0.3 
0.3 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
2.2 

1Based on 9,516 downward departure cases for which Reports on the Sentencing Hearing recorded a downward departure. Information on 
reasons was unavailable in 185 cases involving downwantdepartures. Courts often provided.more than one reason for departure; 
consequently, the .percentage across all reason~ for departure adds up to ~ore than 100%. The "Other" category includes all reasons given 
less than ten times among relevant cases. 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing.Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93:. 
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lfnited ~tates Sentencing Cornmission 

Within Guideline Range Sentences and 
Departures by Circuit and District 

For 1993, as in past years, departure rates varied 

significantly among the 12 judicial circuits (see 

Table 66). The District of Columbia Circuit had 

the lowest aggregate departure rate at 15.9 per­

cent, while the Third Circuit showed the highest 

departure rate at 39.2 percent. However, the 

Third Circuit's departure rate was influenced 

heavily by the Easten1 District of Pennsylvania, 

which had the highest departure rate of any of the 

94 judicial districts at 54.1 percent of all cases. 

It is noteworthy that 93.9 percent of Eastern 

Pennsylvania's departures came from downward· 

departures based on a goven1ment motion· that . 

the defendant had substantially assisted in the 

investigation or prosecution of another crimi­

nally responsible individual. Arizona, Western 

North Carolina, and N orthen1 Ma.riana Islands 

also had departure rates above 40 percent. Con­

versely, Eastern Virginia, Western Arkansas, 

Easten1 Oklahoma, Western Michigan, the Vir­

gin Islands, and Northern Indiana had departure 

rates below ten percent. 
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CIRCUIT 

District 

TOTAL 

Table 66 

GUIDELINE DEPARTURE JU.TE BY CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

TOTAL 

40,442 

SENTENCED WITIDN 
GUIDELINE RANGE 

D 

30,470 75.3 

SUBSTANTIAL. 
ASSISTANCE 
DEPARTURE 

D 

6,840 16.9 

·OTHER 
DOWNWARD 
DEPARTURE 

D 

2,676 6.6 

UPWARD 
DEPARTURE 

D 

456 1.1 

District ofColumbia2 421 354 84.1 24 5.7 41 9.7 2 0.5 

::1mmH~ffl¢mt::::::::::: n::::n:::::.=·.Ww1:~nt,':i'=:':tmn::::: ::::::::::::::sn: ::::=::::==:=:::::t::::tt@?:t=:::::u ::::=:::::=::::t~~: ::::::::::::' ::::.~~~~}::r:::: ':::::::::::::::::::::: ®nn: H\1~@:::::::::::::::: x:=::u=::::nn, n::::n:u::::;.w.M 

Maine 

Massachusetts 

New Hampshire 

Puerto Rico 

Rhode Island 

139 
348 

106 

353 

131 

119 

216 

78 
301 

117 

85.6 

62.1 

73.6 

85.3 

89.3 

8 

95 

22 

35 

5 

5.8 

27.3 

20.8 

9.9 

3.8 

9 6.5 3 2.2 

32 

5 

10 

4 

9.2 

4.7 

2.8 

3.1 

5 

1 

7 

5 

1.4 

o;9 

2.0 

3.8 

::'srooNri)~l.{sY.At-:: :'><'>< ::::~~~,::::: =::=:'t::::::::r:::::::::::~~M~:\' ='==,=========':::=:7.t:f'}::':,.,::::';::::;:::::,W~~:l ===:=::::::;:::#~¥/> .,,,,, :::u=::A~1'::::::::: ::==ii~s:>'''''''' ,.,, .. · · · :::~1:::::: :::::rr:::::#M 
Connecticut 

New York 

Eastern 

Northern 

· Southern 

Western 

Vennont 

259 160 61.8 17 6.6 78 30.1 4 1.5 

1,444 

356 
1,100 

339 
136 

988 

252 

831 

257 

100 

68.4 

70.8 

75.6 

75.8 

73.5 

246 

85 

148 

44 

15 

17.0 

23.9 

13.5 

13.0 

11.0 

196 

15 

114 

34 

17 

13.6 

4.2 

10.4 

10.0 

12.5 

. 14 

4 

7 

4 

4 

1.0 

1.1 

0.6 

1.2 

2.9 
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Delaware 83 · 71 85.5 8 9.6 3 3.6 1.2 

New Jersey 542 368 67.9 148 27.3 25 4.6 . 1 0.2 

Pennsylvania 

Eastern 

Middle 

Western 

Virgin Islands 

1,094 

280 

322 

. 157 

502 

195 

225 

145 

45.9 

69.6 

69.9 

92.4 

556 

65 

69 

11 

50.8 

23.2 

21.4 

7.0 

29 

20 

26 

2.7 

7.1 

8.1 

0.6 

7 

0 

2 

0 

0.6 

0.0 

0.6 

0.0 
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Maryland . 324 237 73.2 54 16.7 31 9.6 2 0.6 

North Carolina 

Eastern 

Middle 

Western 

South Carolina 

Virginia 

Eastern 

Western 

West Virginia 

NortP.ern 

Southern 

438 

349 

587 

866 

1,024 

302 

210 

395 

319 

253 

287 

689 

940 

216 

178 

341 

72.8 

72.5 

48.9 

79.6 

91.8 

71.5 

84.8 

86.3 

161 

97 

83 

280 

152 

43 

59 

24 

29 

22.2 

23.8 

47.7 

17.6 

4.2 

19.5 

11.4 

7.3 

13 

lO 

17 

23 

29 

22 

3.0 

2.9 

2.9 

2.7 

2.8 

7.3 

4 . 1.9 

22 5.6 

9 

3 

3 

2 

12 

5 

4 

3 

2.1 

0.9 

0.5 

0.2 

1.2 

1.7 

1.9 

0.8 



CIRCUIT 

District 

Eastern 

Middle 

Western 

. Mississippi 

Northern 

Southern 

Texas 

. Eastern 

Northern 

Southern 

Western 

Kentucky 

Eastern 

Western 

Michigan 

Eastern 

Western 

Ohio 

Northern 

Southern 

Tennessee 

Eastern 

Middle 

Western 

Illinois 

Central 

Northern 

Southern 

Indiana 

Northern 

Southern 

Wisconsin 

Eastern 

Western 

:'l@¢.ijf.ij:¢ti~ 
Arkansas 

Eastern 

Western 

Iowa 

Northern 

Southern 

MinneSota 

Missouri 

Eastern 

Western 

Nebraska 

North Dakota 

South Dakota 

TOTAL 

462 

74 
269 

150 

277 

410 
937 

1,358 

1,381 

321 

429 

915 
209 

625 

518 

376 

177 

435 

250 

764 

317 

243 

200 

318 
146 

237 

166 

136 

115 

357 

333 

448 

256 

129 

178 

SENTENCED ~THrnN 
GUIDELINE RANGE 

n 

401 

56 

210 

109 

220 

344 

709 

1,072 

1122 

251 

361 

692 

191 

480 

324 

282 

138 

326 

193 

663 

257 

220 

144 

255 

126 

197 

157 

100 

101 

257 

267 

300 

187 

99 

156 

86.8 

75.7 

78.1 

72.7 

79.4 

83.9 

75.7 

78.9 

81.3 

78.2 

84.2 

75.6 

91.4 

76.8 

62.6 

75.0 

78.0 

74.9 

77.2 

86.8 

81.1 

90.5 

72.0 

80.2 

86.3 

83.1 

94.6 

73.5 

87.8 

72.0 

80.2 

67.0 

73.1 

76.7 

87.6 

SUBSTANTIAL 
ASSISTANCE 
DEPARTURE· 

162 

n 

36 

11 

45 

21 

39 

21 

173 

232 

186 

56 

39 

156 

10 

91 

174 

81 

26 

82 

51 

79 

54 

9 

40 

42 

12 

30 

24 

8 

70 

48 

126 

47 

16 

8 

7.8 

14.9 

16.7 

14.0 

14.1 

5.1 

18.5 

17.1 

13.5 

17.5 

9.1 

17.1 

4.8 

14.6 

33.6 

. 21.5 

14.7 

18.9 

20.4 

10.3 

17.0 

3.7 

20.0 

13.2 

8.i 

12.7 

0.6 

17.7 

7.0 

i9.6 

14.4 

28.1 

18.4 

12.4 

4.5 

.OTHER 
DOWNWARD 

.DEPARTURE 

n 

21 

6 

11 

17 

17 

39 

34 

43 

43 

9 

25 

. 43 

7 

49 

19 

12 

11 

25 

2 

22 
4 

12 

13 

16 

3 

9 

8 

4.6 

8.1 

4.1 

11.3 

6.1 

9.5 

3.6 

3.2 

3.1 

2.8 

5.8 

4.7 

3.4 

7.8 

3.7 

3.2 

6.2 

5.8 

0.8 

2.9 

1.3 

4.9 

6.5 

5.0 

2.1 

3.8 

4.8 

9 6.6 

6 . 5.2 

. 26 7.3 

17 : 5.1 

19 4.2 

21 8.2 

12 9.3 

8 4.5 

UPWARD 
DEPARTURE 

n 

4 

1 

3 

3 

6 

21 

11 

30 

5 

4 

24 

1 

5 

1 

2 
2 

4 

0 

2 

2 

3 

5 

5 

1 

0 

3 

0 

4 

1 

3 

.1 

2 

6 

0.9 

1.4 

1.1 

2.0 

0.4 

1.5 

2.2 

0.8 

2.2 

1.6 

0.9 

2.6 

0.5 

0.8 

0.2 

0.3 

1.1 

0.5 

1.6 

0.0 

0.6 

0.8 

1.5 

1.6 

3.4 

0.4 

0.0 

2.2 

0.0 

1.1 

0.3 

0.7 

0.4 

1.6 

3.4 
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CIRCUIT 

District 

· Alaska 

Arizona 

California 

Central 

Eastern 

Northern 

Southern 

Guam 

Hawaii 

Idaho 
·Montana 

Nevada 
Northern Mariana Islands 

Oregon 

Washington 

Eastern 

Western 

Colorado 

Kansas 

New Mexico 

Oklahoma 

Eastern 

Northern 

Western 

Utah 

Wyoming 

Alabama 

Middle 

Northern 

Southern 

Florida 

Middle 

Northern 

Southern 

Georgia 

Middle 

Northern 

Southern 

TOTAL 

122 
1210 

930 
561 
236 

1,768 
90 

226 
60 

172 
426 

7 

476 

258 
428 

399 
298 
578 

43 

167 
300 
276 
142 

228 
290 
433 

1,209 
402 

1,483 

312 
656 
235 

..., '.~ . . 

SENTENCED WITmN 
GUIDELINE RANGE 

n 

103 

643 

833 

477 

185 

1,178 

79 

145 

48 

142 

373 

4 

396 

218 

302 

281 

249 

455 

39 

137 

263 

212 

102 

177 

213 

306 

826 

247 

1,228 

246 

500 

157 

. 84.4 

53.1 

89.6 

85.0 

_78.4 

66.6 

87.8 

64.2 

80.0 

82.6 

87.6 

.57.1 

83.2 

84.5 

70.6 

70.4 

83.6 

78.7 

90.7 

82.0 

87.7 

76.8 

71.8 

77.6 

73.5 

70.7 

68.3 

61.4 

82.8 

78.9 

76.2 

66.8 

SUBSTANTIAL 
ASSISTANCE 
DEPARTURE 

n 

11 

158 

47 

53 

33 

365 

7 

67 

4 

12 

23 

3 

30 

18 

84 

87 

22 

3_6 

2 

14 

21 

32 

30 

44 

71 

114 

333 

140 

204 

44 

103 

62 

9.0 

13.1 

5.1 

9.5 

14.0 

20.6 

7.8 

29.7 

6.7 

7.0 

5.4 

42.9 

6.3 

7.0 

19~6 

21.8 

7.4 

6.2 

4.7 

8.4 

7.0 

11.6 

21.1 

19.3 

24.5 

26.3 

27.5 

34.8 

13.8 

14.1 

15.7 

26.4 

·-oTHER 
DOWNWARD 
DEPARTURE 

n 

8 

392 

6.6 

32.4 

43 4.6 

26 4.6 

18 - 7.6 

175 9.9 

2 2.2 

~ 2.2 

6 10.0 

15 8.7 

27 6.3 

0 0.0 

48 10.1 

20 7.8 

36 8.4 

28 7.0 

20 6.7 

82 14.2 

2 

14 

14 

3'0 

9 

5 

6 

6 

43 

13 

43 

16 
43 

13 

4.7 

8.4 

4.7 

10.9 

6.3 

2.2 

2.1 

1.4 

3.6 

3.2 

2.9 

5.1 

6.6 

5.5 

UPWARD 
DEPARTURE 

n 

7 

5 

0 

50 

2 

9 

2 

3 

3 

0 

2 

2 

6 

3 

7 

5 

0 

2 

2 

2 

2 

0 

7 

7 

2 

8 

6 

10 

3 

0.8 

0.9 

0.0 

2.8 

·_2.2 

4.0 

3.3 

1.7 

0.7 

0.0 

'_0.4 

0.8 

1.4 

0.8 

2.4 

0.9 

0.0 

1.2 

0.7 

0.7 

0.7 

0.9 

0.0 

1.6 

0.6 

0.5 

0.5 

1.9 
1:s 
1.3 

1 Of the 42,107 guideline cases, 475 were not applicable (i.e., no. analogous guidelines) and 1,240 were missing departure· 
information. Districts for which the departure information is missing in five percent or more of the cases received included: Central California (22.0%), Alaska (13.6%), Northern Mariana Islands (12.5%), Eastern New York (10.4%), Southern California (8.6%), Northern Illinois (8.0%), Northern California(6.3%), Southern New York (6.1 %), Eastern Virginia· (5.9%), and Middle Tennessee (5.8%). Descriptions of variables used in this table are provided in Appendix A. 

2 Subsequent to closure of the MONFY93 dataset, the District of Columbia forwarded additional relevant cases to the · 
Commission that would have resulted in the following departure statistics: Sentenced Within Guideline Range- 354 of 428-cases (82.7%); Substantial Assistance Departure- 311428 (7.2%); Other Downward Departure- 41/428 (9.6%); and 
Upward Departure- 2/428 (0.5%). 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 
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United States Sentencing Commission 

]ndicial Discretion Under the Gnidelines 

TI1e guidelines provide for the exercise of judi­
cial discretion at numerous points in the sentenc­
ing process, from deciding facts to accepting plea 
agreements to selecting the guideline sentence. 
Departing from the guideline range or selecting. 
a· particular point within the applicable range 
provides empirical examples of judiciaf discre- · 
tion under the guidelipes. 

Table 67 presents departures and relative sen­
tence location for cases sentenced within the 
guideline range by type of offense.86 For most 
offense categories, the largest proportion of cases 
received a sentence at the lowest quarter of their 
available ranges, while the smallest proportion of 
cases was placed in the third quarter. The some­
what higher proportion of cases in the fourth 
quarter of the range could reflect serious violent 
offenses and career offender considerations. 

Different discretionary patterns emerge from the 
review of sentence location for specific offense 
types. Dn1g trafficking offenses, for example, 
had the highest downward departure rate due to 
substantial assistance (33.6%), and a high con-· 
centration of cases sentenced within the first 
quarter of the range (42.4%). Firearms offenses 
had low downward departure and substantial as­
sistance rates (10.1% and 10.8%, respectively), 
with 41.0 percent of the cases placed in the first 
quarter of the guideline range and 16.7 percent 
in the fourth quarter. Gamblirig/lottery defen­
dants, in comparison, received downward depar­
tures in 7.2 percent and substantial assistance 
departures in another 12.7 percent of the cases, 
with 68.1 percent sentenced in the lowest quar-

ter of the guideline range, only 1.8 perc~nt in the 
highest quarter. . 

86 Statistics in this section are based on a smaller number of cases than in the previous deparh1re tables because only 
cases with available infomtation on guideline ranges, as determined by the court, are included in the analysis. 
Guideline ranges reflect adjustments to the range based on mandatory minimums and statutory maximums 
applicable to the case. 
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Table 67 

·POSffiON OF SENTENCE RELATIVE TO GUIDELINE RANGE BY PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORY1 

(October 1, 1992, through September 30, 1993) 

Other Miscellaneous Offenses 453 

DOWNWARD 
DEPARTURE 

36 8.0 

SUBSTANTIAL 
ASSISTANCE 

45 9.9 288 63.6 28 6.2 10 2.2 42 9.3 

UPWARD 
DEPARTURE 

4 0.9 

'Of the 42,107 guideline cases, the Commission received complete guideline application data on information in this table for 35,63 5. Of these 3 5,635 cases, 156 were E:!Ciuded due to one or more of the following conditions: missing primary offense category (21), 
missing guideline range information (43), missing sentencing information (47), missing departure information (39), or missing statutory information (11 ). Additionally, 1,834 cases were excluded for the purposes of statistical analysis due to several logical criteria 
other than missing information. These criteria and general descriptions of variabl~ used in this table are provided in Appendix A. 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, 1993 Data File, MONFY93. 



llnited States Sentencing Commission 

Organization Defendants 

Organizational Sentencing Practices 

Sentencing guidelines for organizations con­

victed of federal offenses became effective No­

vember 1, 1991.87 
. Unlike sentencing of 

individual defendants where judges can impose 

one or more of three primary sanctions - im-. 

prisonment, fine, and probation - organiza:­

tional defendants, due to. their nature, cannot be 

imprisoned. Consequently, the organizational 

guidelines provide to sentencing courts guid­

ance in fashioning financial sanctions and pro­

bation sentences for convicted organizational 

offenders. 

TI1e Chapter Eight guidelines provide incentives 

for organizations that self-police and self-report 

criminal conduct, hut they mandate high fines for 

organizations without any meaningful program to 

prevent and detect criminal violations or in 

which management was· involved in the offense. 

The guidelines take into account the potential 

range of organizational culpability, from an of­

fense committed by a low-level employee in con­

trave.ntion of clearly communicated and 

vigorously enforced· corporate p~licy to an of­

fense committed by an organizatiori solely cre­

ated for criminal purposes. Regardless of 

organizational culpahiiity, the gt.i.idelines require 

full restitution to compensate victims for any 

harm and disgorgement of illegal gains from 

criminal activity 'to ensure that organizations will 

not profit from their illegal activity. 

While the gt.tidelines are applicable to all organ­

izational defendants, their fine provisions (Chap­

ter Eight, Part C) are primarily applicable to 

offenses for which pecuniary loss or harm can he 

more readily quantified (e.g., fraud, theft, and 

tax violations). The fine provisions also apply to 

some offenses for which pecuniary. loss or harm 

. is not readily quantified, hut for which the Com­

mission was able to identify other reasonably 

calculable meast~res of offense seriousness. 

These latter offenses include antitntst violations, 

money laundering, and money transaction of­

fenses. Based on a study of past sentencing prac- . 

tices, the Commission has estimated that 

approximately 80 percent of the federal offenses 

typically committed by organizations are covered 

by the fine gt.tidelines. 88 

When the Commission began developing the· 

sentencing gt.tidelines for organizations, no com­

prehensive database of past sentencing practices 

for organizations was available. Consequently, 

the Commission conducted extensive empirical 

research of the federal courts' organizational 

. sentencing practices, collecting information on · 

more than 80 relevant variables from 77 4 organi­

zations and associated individual defendants 

sentenced from 1988 through 1990. Addition­

ally, the Commission gathered data related to the 

sentencing of 1,226 organizations for non-anti­

tntst offenses from 1984 through 1987 to study 

types of organizational offenses and offenders 

prosecuted in the federal courts, sentences im­

posed, and factors that may have influenced fine 
89. 

levels. · 

87 See Guidelines Manual, Chapter Eight, "Sentencing of Organizations." 

88 Prior to November 1, 1991, §2R1.1 provided fines for organizations convi~ted of antitmst violations. 

89 See United States Sentencing Conm~ission, Sup1;lemental Report on Sentencing Guidelines for Organizations 

(1991). 
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This study of organizational sentencing practices 

revealed that a very small proportion of the fed­

eral criminal caselmid involved organizational 

defendants. Of more than 40,000 criminal cases 

sentenced in federal court each year, fewer than 

400 involve organizational defendants. M·any of 

these cases typically involve frauds. or market 
allocation agreements that require lengthy inves­

tigation before a· case is charged. In addition, 

even though the Chapter Eight guidelines took 

effect on November 1, 1991 (and according to 

statute should be applied to all sentencings that 

occur on or after that date), the Department of 

Justice has instntcted its prosecutors, in light of 

relevant court decisions, to apply the guidelines 

only to offenses that occur on or after November 

1, 1991. Therefore, consistent with the Commis­

sion's expectations, the majority of organiza­

tional defendants in 1993 were sentenced under 

pre-guideline ntles. Since N overnber 1, 1991, 50 
organizational defendants have been sentenced 

pursuant to the organizational guidelines; Chap­

ter Eight's fine provisions were applicable in 68 

percent (n=34) of these cases. 

In response to its statutory mandate to collect 

systematically and disseminate information con­

cerning sentences actually imposed, the Com­

mission developed a data collection module for 

organizational defendants sentenced pursuant to 

the guidelines. Like the data collection system 

for individuals, the module for organizat~onal 

defendants captures information describing the 

defendant's identity; the charging, plea, and sen­

tencing documents received by the Commission; 

the offense of conviction; the mode of adjudica­

tion; and the sanctions imposed. Additionally, 

Annual Report 1993 

the organizational module records information 

describing organization stntcture, size, economic 

viability, and application of the Chapter Eight 
'd I' 9o gtn e tnes. 

During 1994, the Commission intends to expand 

the scope of the data collection module for organ­

izational defendants to parallel· the data collec­

tion system for individuals. For example, the 

module will be augmented to capture gttideline 

application factors like the base offense level and 

specific offense characteristics. 

Offense Characteristics 

As part of its previous studies on orga~1izational 

defendants, the Commission found that from 

January 1, 1988, through June 30, 1990, fraud 

was the primary offense for ·which organizations 

were most often convicted .(32% or 24 7 of the 

77 4 cases). Other offenses include antitntst vio,.. 
lations (23%, n=179), environmental offenses 

(10%, n=77), and tax violations (7%, n=57). 

In the 50 cases sentenced under the Chapter 

Eight gttidelines since November 1, 1991, fraud 

continued to be the most frequent organizational 

offense, accounting for 36 percent ( n ~ 18) of the 

cases sentenced. Environmental offenses (12%, 

n=6) and tax violations (12%, n=6) constituted 

the next largest proportions of cases sentenced. ~ 1 

Table 68lists the primary offense type for organ­

izational defendants sentenced under Chapter 

Eight of the gttidelines through fiscal year 1993. 

90 The datafile describing organizational defendants, with individual identifiers deleted, is available through the 
Inter-University Consortium for Political and Social Research ~t the University of Michigan. 

91 Antitrust offenders also cons.titute a significant proportion of sente~cing events. However, the majority of these 
organizational defendants continue to be sentenced pursuant to both pre-guideline practice and the pre-November 
1, 1991, fine provisions of §2Rl.l. 
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Table 68 

ORGANIZATIONS SENTENCED PURSUANT TO 
CHAPTER EIGHT BY PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORY 

(November 1, 1991, through September 30, 1993) 

PRIMARY OFFENSE Number Percent 

TOTAL 

Civil Rights 

Drugs 

Environmental/Wildlife & 
Conservation 

Larceny 

Tax 

50 

1 

3 

1 

2 

1 

SOURCE: United States Sentencing Commission, Organizational Defendants, 1993. 
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100 
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Offender Characteristics 

The Commission's previous research indicates 
that from January 1, 1988, through June 30, 
1990, 90 percent (n=649) of the 774 orgarnza­
tions sentenced ill' federal court involved closely 
held organizations. 92 Consequently, an owner or 
a top executiv~ was often c~nvicted along with 
the organization in 57 percent (n=375) of the 

. I . . . I d c d 93 cases 1nvo v1ng orgamzatwna e1en ants. 

The data indicate that from November 1, 1991, 
through fiscal year 1993, 96 percent (n=47) of 
the cases sentenced pursuant to Chapter Eight 
involved closely held organizations.94 An owner 
or a top executive was convicted in 72 percent 
(n=36) of the cases involving organizational de­
fendants. Approximately. 88 percent (n=29) of· 
the organizations sentenced employed fewer than 

95 50 persons. 

Culpability Score 

The culpability score is an essential element in 
determining the guideline fine range. It is an 
index of six factors that assess the organization's 
blameworthiness with respect to the commission 
of, and the organization's response to, the of­
fense. Points are added to the culpability score 
based on: 

• the extent to which higher-echelon per­
sormel, as defined in the guidelines, were 
involved in or cognizant of the criminal 
activity; 

·Annual Report 1993 

• ~hether the organization had a history of 
similar violations and the recency of the 
violation; 

. • whether the organization violated a judi­
cial or administrative order or a condition 
of probation; and 

•·whether the organization obstniCted the 
official investigation, prosecution, or sen­
tencing of the instant offense~ 

Points are subtracted from the culpability score 
based on: 

• whether the organization had in place, 
prior .to the offense, an effective program 
to prevent and d~tect violations of law; 
and 

• whether the organization self-reported the 
violation to appropriate authorities, coop­
erated with the official investigation, or 
accepted responsibility for the offense. 

The/data indicate that from November 1, 1991, 
through fiscal year 1993, the o~y culpability 
score factors used with regularity were: (1) the 
enhancement for "Involvement in or Tolerance of 
Criminal Activity" and (2) the reduction for 
"Self-Reporting, Cooperation, or Acceptance of 
Responsibility." Of the cases in which the fine 
guidelines were applied, 52 percent (n=16) re­
ceived an enhancement for "Involvement in or 
Tolerance of Criminal Activity" and 90 percent 
(n=28) received a reduction for "Self-Reporting, 
Cooperation, or Acceptance of Responsibility." 
With regard to this latter adjustment, one organi-

92 Fifty-four cases were excluded due to missing information. 

93 Due to missing infomiRtion, 111 cases were excluded from the 774. 

94 One case of 50 was excluded due to missing information. 

95 Due to missing information, 17 cases of 50 were excluded. 
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zation received the full five-point reduction for 

self-reporting, cooperating, and accepting re­

sponsibility; 23 received a two-point adjustment 

for cooperating and accepting responsibility; and 

four received a one-point reduction for accepting 

· responsibility. 

Other culpability factors used were "Prior His­

tory" (two cases received an enhancement) and 

"Effective Program to Prevent and Detect Viola­

tions of Law" (one case received the reduction). 

Table 69 details the application of these culpa­

bility factors. · 
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Table 69 

ORGANIZATIONS SENTENCED PURSUANT TO 
CHAPTER EIGHT: CULPABILITY FACTORS1 . 

·(November 1, 1991, through September 30, 1993) 

Involvement in or Tolerance of Criminal Activity 

Involvement· of high-level personnel or pervasive 
tolerance by substantial authority personnel in an 
organization, of 200 or more employees 

Involvement of substantial authority personnel in an 
organization of 50 or more employees 

Involvement of substantial· authority personnel in an 
organization of ten or more employees 

No involvement of substantial authority personnel 
or involvement of substantial authority personnel in 
an organization of fewer than ten employees 

TOTAL 

Prior History 

Organization had a history of: 

• one similar criminal violation, or 

• two similar administrative violations 
within five years of the instant offense 

Organization had a history of: 

• one similar criminalviolation, or 

• two similar administrative violations 
within ten years of the instant offense 

Organization had no prior record 

TOTAL 

Violation of an Order 

Organization did not violate an order 

TOTAL 

Obstruction of Justice 

Number 

1 

4 

11 

15 

31 

Number 

1 

1 

29 

31 

Number 

31 

31 

Number 

; 

Percent 

3 

·13 

35 

48 

100 

Percent 

3 

3· 

94 

100 

Percent 

100 

100 

Percent 



Effective Program to Prevent and. Detect Violations of Law 

Organization had an effective program 

Organization did not have an effective program 

TOTAL 

Self-Reporting, Cooperation, and 
Acceptance of. Responsibility 

Self-reported offense 

Cooperated with investigation 

Accepted responsibility 

Organization did not self-report the offense, 
cooperate with the investigation, or accept 
responsibility 

TOTAL 

Number 

1 

30 

31. 

Number 

1' 

23 

.4 

3 

31 

Percent 

3 

97 

. ·100 

Percent 

3 

74 

13 

10 

100 



Sanctions Imposed 

From November 1, 1991, through fiscal y~ar 
1993, 68 percent (n=34) of the defendants sen­
tenced pursuant to the Chapter Eight guidelines 
received a sentence that included a criminal 
fine. The average fine imposed on these defen­
dants was $113,775 (median $17,000). The im.;. 
posed fines were higher for the 25 organizations 
sentenced for offenses for which the fine guide­
lines were applicable than for the nine organiza­
tions sentenced for offenses for which the fine 
guidelines were not applicable~ The average fine 
imposed on the organizations subject to fine 
guidelines was $133,350 (median $10,000) 
whereas the average fine imposed on the nine 
organizations not subject to the fine guidelines 
was $59,400 (median $50,000). Table 70 de­
scribes the fines imposed by primary offense 
type. 

In addition, 64 percent (n=32) of the defendants 
sentenced pursuant to the Chapter Eight guide­
lines received a sentence that included proba­
tion. This is a generally expected increase over 
past practice which, for the period January 1, 
1988, through June 30, 1990, showed only 21 
percent of federal organizational defendants re­
ceiving probation, according to· Commission re­
search. 

·Organizations Sentenced Pu.rsu.ant to the . 
Antitn1.st Guideline 

Prior to November 1, 1991, sentencing guide­
lines were inapplicable to aU convicted organiza­
tions except antitn1st violators (see U.S.S.G. 
§2Rl.1 (1987). This guideline provided for a 
fi~e range equal to 20-to-50 percent of the vol­
ume of commerce affected by the offense. From 
the inception of the guidelines on November 1, 
1987, throue:h fiscal vear 1993. 50 or.!lanizR-

Annual Report 1993 

The data indicate th~t 96 percent (n =48) of the 
organizational defendants sentenced under the 
antitn1st guideline's fine provisions received a 
sentence that included a criminal fine. In these 
cases, the average fine imposed was $590,348 
(median ~300,000). Table 71 displays the fines 
imposed by the volume of commerce attributable 
to the organizational de:feridanL Table 71 indi­
cates that, consistent with gtiidelirie instn1ction, 
fines imposed generally increased as the volume 
of commerce attributable to the defendant in­
creased. 

. In addition to the fines imposed, the sentences of 
38 percent (n= 19) of the organizational defen­
dants sentenced pursuant to §2Rl.l included 
probation. 



Table 70 

ORGANIZATIONS SENTENCED PURSUANT TO 
CHAPTER EIGHT: FINE IMPOSED BY PRIMARY OFFENSE TYPE 

(Novem~r 1, 1991, through September 30, 1993) 

Antitrust 

Environmental/Waste 
Discharge 

Money Laundering 

Other 

Total 
Sentenced 

5 

5 

'1 

Number 
Fined 

5 

4 

2 

1 

United States Sentencing Commission, Organizational Defendants,., 1993. 

Percent 
Fined 

100 

80 

40 

100 

Mean 

$242,288 

$10,850 

. $1,078,713 

Median 

$135,000 



Table 71 

ORGANIZATIONS. SENTENCED PURSUANT TO THE 
ANTITRUST GUIDELINE: FINE IMPOSED BY VOLUME ·oF COMMERCE 

(November 1, 1987, through September 30, 1993) 

Volume of Commerce 
Attributable to Oft'ense 

Less than $400,000 

More than $1,000,000 · 

More than $6,250,000 

Total · 

8 

5 

12 

7 

5 

12 

Percent 

88 $62,857 $50,000 

100 $221,245 $200,000 . , . 

100 $403,333 $337,500 

:_·.:_·_::··::u:IIi:_;:_-;;:~_::::_::_::~_::_:~-~-:::_;:_i:_l_-:;_n_::::~~:::il~-;i?~t .. ::::::::::::::::._::_.:_::_::_:· __ :_._:._::_::_:_::.'_:_::_: __ ::::::::::.::· .·.·.··:·:·:::·:·:::. ':'9}:::::::}·.:::.:::-:.:::::.:.:-:: ::-:,:,:;:,,:,:·:::::::::stt: .. :::::::::::::::::'::·::::::::::.:_::::!gg-·:::·.::_:i:_·:_·:_:l_·i_::_::_::_::_: .. _s_:_·:_.E_:.:_.,_.·.:_:.:_:,_,_:.:_:.:_:.:.~.:_·.:_:.:_:._:_?m_!_:.:_:_:_:_:_:.·_s_:_--.:_·.·.·.i.·iii!!i!!:i!.:i·ii·:::i::·_:·.::_:IJ~·-·!·.:!:::::::.'!._l_._l_i_i,_l_i_i._:_·_._ .. i_ll.: 
·.·.··.·-·.·-··.:.::.:_:_:_:_:_._:_:_:_:_:_:_::_:_:-:::::::::::;:;:::::;:;:::-:-;.:- -:-:-··:-:-:-:-:-:-:-:-·-·-:-:-·-:-·-:-:-.-.-,·.· .. ·.-:-:·:-:-:-:-:-:-:-:-:- ·:-:-:-:-:-.·:-.-:·:·:-:-:-.-:·:-:-:-:-:-:-:-:-:-:-:-:-:-:-:-:-.-.-.-.-.·.·.-.-.-. 

Missing 5 5 100 $417,100 . $450,000 

.. United States Sentencing Commission, Organizational Defendants, 1993. 
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Sentencing Appeals 

Introduction 

Prior to 1987, trial judges could exercise broad 

discretion in sentencing federal criminal defen­

dants, and sentences· imposed within the statu~ 

tory limits could not be appealed except under 

·extraordinary circumstances.96 
· Generally, a 

sentence was subject to review only for constitu-
. l ·1. 97 d tiOna or statutory v10 atlons or un er statutes 

that specifically permitted either the defendant 

or the ·government to seek review. 98 However, 

with the passage of the Sentencii1g Reform Act,99 

Congress authorized appellate review of guide­

line sentences imposed: (1) in violation of law; 

(2) as a result of an incorrect application of the 

sentencing guidelines; (3) as a departure from 

the applicable guideline range or from a plea 

agreement; or ( 4) for an offense for which there 

is no sentencing gtiideline and is plainly unrea­

sonable.100 The result of this authorization, not 

surprisingly, was a substantial increase in tlle 

number of federal criminal appeals. 

In its 1991 evaluation report to Congress, the 

Commission included data from the Administra­

tive Office of the U.S. Courts (AO) that repre­

sented the known population of criminal appeals 

from N ovemher 1987 to December 1990.101 The 

report also presented results from a Commission 

study of a sample of appealed gt1ideline cases 

designed to obtain more detailed information. 

about the nature of these appeals. Because of 

continuing interest among policymakers to un­

derstand the nature and impact of sentence ap­

pellate review as authorized by the Sentencing 

Reform Act, the Commission· · subsequently 

sought to develop its own appeals database to 

complement the· existing limited empirical data. 

In addition, the Coinmission's appeals database 

provides a means of tracking individual cases 

beyond the initial sentencing to include appel­

late disposition if the case was appealed. 

During ·1992 and 1993, the Commissiq_n devel­

op~d and pretested a data collection system to 

track appellate review of sentencing decisions. 

This Anmtal Report sum.marizes information 

from this growing database. 

/nforrnation Colleciion and· Compilation 

Pursuant to its general authority at 28 U.S.C. 

§ 995(a)(8), the Commission requested from the 

Clerk of the Court in each court of appeals final 

opinions and orders, both published and unpub­

lished, in all·criminal appeals. TI1e Commission 

also requested habea~ corpus decisions (although 

technically civil matters) because such cases 

often involve sentencing issues. Since the incep-
. . 

tion of the appeals database, the Commission has 

received information on 6,078 cases. 102 

96 William W. Wilkins, Jr., The Fourth Circuit Reyiew: Sent~ncing Reform and Appellate Review, 46 Washington 

and Lee L. Rev. 429,430-431 (1989). · 

97 ·/d.' at 430, 431-432. 

98 /d. at 430; see,forexample, 18 U.S.C. § 3575,3576 (1970) (repe~led by the Sentencing Ref~rm Act, Pub. L. No. 

98-473, § 212(a)(2), 98 Stat. 1987 (1984), effective November 1, 1986). · 

99 Pub. L. No. 98-473,98 Stat. 1987 (codified as amended at 18 U.S.C. §§ 3551-3586 (1985)). 

100 18 u.s.c. § 3742. 
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· TI1e devel~pment and operation of the ~ppeals, 
dat~base involved a· c·oilaborative effort· of the 

' '- -' ' 

Commis~ion' s: .·Legal; ·. Moriitoring, and Policy. 
· Analysis staffs. The t~irique stniCture of the data­

base involyes both monitoril).g inf~nn~tion103 and 
; legal analysis. In general;· the data input process 
·begins with the Monitoring staff.entering id~nti~ 
fying information about each appealed case; ir;t­
cluding. defendant name, appellate and district 
court docket .. nu~be~s, date : of ·opinion, and 

judges who heard. the appeal. Legal staff then 
analyze arid codethe particularlegal issites be-· 
fore the appellate court, the party raising each .. 
issue, and the coitrt dispositions. 

. .· II' ,· II · ' . II . ·. The syst~m us~s. both. the. case ·and the defen-:-
. <Jant'' units of analysis·~ Each "case" comprises · 

.. individttal :records representi~g. all co~defen-:-

. dants participating in a consolidated appeaJ. 
Each defendant's record comprises the senten'c­
ing::.relatedissuescorresponding to. that particu­
.}ar qefendanL·. These records, linked together by- . 

. a uniql.te Commission-assigned appeals identifi-
· · . ca~ion r1umber, constitute a single case. Stntcttir-·. 

ing the database oi1 two units of analysis provides 
th.e flexibility to assess. the riumber and typ~s of 
se:q.tencing issues decided at the appellate level. 
. At the same ii~e, this method enables the Co~­
missimi to .. ~rae~ cases by individii~l defendant 
and. ·is con~istent with the. Co~hrission's other 
dat~ coll~ction .modules~nd with modules .of the. 
AO. 

--;r ., ~;-,.-. , • 

.,· 
I 
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The appeals database kuempts to :match . ~acl~,· .. 
· defendant ·named in ~u .. appeal with information 
in· the . Commis.sion's. ~o~itori~g ·database: 'that· 

. tracks district cmirt. se~tep.~ing dec~sions. A·. 
positive match eriables t~e Commission to con-

. tinue t~acking federal. criminal_ defendants he- .. 
·,yond the Jnitial se.nten,cin~. The ·eurre!lt appeaJs · 
. database defendant. match..:rate to. monitoring 
· .. data· fot-eases invol~i~g only .~entencing or. s~~i- ... 
··. tencing ar~d ·convicti()n issu~s is 92. percent: 1~ . 

' ·, ~· .- - ', ·, •' 

B~cause the datab~se is,)h .. part,·.a: .defendant~ 
based system, the is~1~es represen~·~d In each 

·record correspond to the defendant' who raised. · 
, the issue on appekl or, ·i~·th¢ ·case· of a goveri~- · 
ment cro~s appe'~l, ·to . the . defenda~r against. 
whom the issue·was rais~d. Each record incl~ides . 
the chapter ~nd section number of the guid~lille . 
appealed or, in the case ~f ~ .. ·general ~hallenge, ... 
the type of constitutional or statutory issue in-

. volved as ~ell as the c.ircuit c~urt~s disposition·of 
the ·issue~ After .ail· issues ·a~e entered,.the c3;s6 
disposition is coded,_ a~d the·re.cord ~s subject to 
quality control. 

. Poten~ial.UiiUty of Appeals I n]ormation : 
': . ' ... ' . ' ·· .. 

Data from the .appeals database can he used ina· · . 
number of ways. Forexample, suppose t~e·Com~ 

. miss~on, for its own ·:use . or to respond to an 
l'nqtiiry from Congress, wish~d to evaluate ·the : . 
operation of.t~e career off~nder· gtl.ideline.105 

· 

22, 1993, w~re analyzed in this fi~t-year of reporting on appeals cases. In futur~ reports, t:lie Co~i.~s~~ri. plans to 
·an'alyze appeals data on a fiscal-'year ~asis. · · · 

103 In general, the CoP1mission'~ monitoring datafile contains: information about the identitY ofea~h criminal . 
defendant, the type ofoffense(s) committed, and the determination of the guideline. sentence imposed~ The appeals 
database incorporates monitoring information on statutes of conviction, th~ original sentence imposed~ the, · 
sentencing district, and. the name of the sentel_lcing judge; · · · · · · · · . ' . ' . 

'. 
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Specifically, the Commission might desire infor­

mation about the frequency with which cm~rts 

have departed below the career offender provi-

. sions of the guidelines and the couits' reasons for 

such departures, tiie frequency with which the 

governinent appealed those downward depar­

htres, and the dispositions of those ~ppeals. The 

first important piece of ·this information - the 

frequen~y ·.of district court do~nward · depar­

tures - is currently available from the Commis­

sion's . district court sentence moi1itoring 

database. However, the Commission could an­

swer d~finitiv~lythe remaining questions only by 

matching file information in its monitoring data­

base with information from the app~als database. 

This information is not available through other 

s~urces -· the AO's appellate data are not 

issue-specific, and case law reporting merely 

summarizes the circuit courts' interp'retation of 

the guidelines. . 

Integration ofthe appeals datal)ase and case law 

reporting system provides another~ example of 

how the database might be used .. Curr~ntly, the 

Commission tracks circuit conflicts on guideline 

applicatio.n issues using case law reports. Data 

retrieved from the appeals database can be used 

to compl~ment this information. Once a. circuit 

conflict has been identified; the Commission can 

use the appeals database to .help ascertain the 

frequency with ,-which that issue ·has been .ap., 

pealed and the frequency with which courtshave 

affirmed or reversed district court decisions. The 

Commission might then use this information to 

determine whether the guideline causing the 

conflict shot~ld he amended. . 

The Commission plans torefine· the· appeals da- · 

tabase in 1994. ·Initially, the Commissi.on has · 
L ___ --l-.a.:-.~1-. :~~1 •• .-.~u.a. ;.,... +l~£> ..-£>.,.,.r£>c,pnfat1nn nf 

empirical analysis, some consolidation may be 

appropriate. Conversely, new issues may be 

added as guidelines and case law continue to 

evolve. 

Su.rnrnary' of I nforrnation Received 

. Althoughthe Commission is interested primarily 

in information on appeals cases. that involve sen-

. tencing issues; the circuit courts are' requested to 

provide information on criminal appeals, includ­

ing appeals of convictions. The following tables 

and statistics are from the defendant-ba~ed files 

of the appeals database. Table 72. displays the 

number of appeals cases submitted to the Com­

mission by circuit: and district. Figure J illus­

trates the . distributions of appeal type and 

disposition. Slightly more than 43 percent 

(43.2%) of appeals cases were ·appeals of the 

defendant's ·· conviction, 32.7 percent were ap­

peals of the sentence imposed, and 24.2 percent 

involved appeals of both conviction and sen­

tence. In 95 percent ·of the appeals, the defen­

dant was the appellant; in 3.7 percent the United 

States was the appellant; and 1.3. percent of the 

cases involved a! cross· appeal by one of the 

parties.· 

In the ultimate di~position of these cases~ courts 

of appeals . affirmed district court decisions in 

76.7 percent of the cases received, reversed the 

decision imposed by the district courts in 11.1 

percent of the cases, affirmed some issues and 

reversed others in 10.1 percent of the cases, and 

. dismissed the case 2.0 percent of the time (see 

Figure J). Of the cases that were reversed by the 

circuit courts, 71.8 percent were remanded to 

the district courts for further action. The circuit 

courts remanded 85.2 percent of the cases that 

were affirmed in part and reversed in part. 



firmed cases (85.1 %); the Ninth Circuit had the 

lowest (49.8%). The majority of cases reversed 

were remanded for sentencing. 

Annual Report 1993 



Table 72 

APPEALS INFORMATION RECEIVED BY CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT 
(March 7, 1990, through September 30, 1993) 

.CIRCUIT CIRCUIT 
District Number Percent District Number Percent 

TOTAL 6,078 100.0 
FIFfH CIRCUIT 985 16.2 

D.C. CIRCUIT 233 3.8 Louisiana 
District of Columbia 233 3.8. Eastern 85 1.4 

Middle 8 0.1 
FIRST CIRCUIT 192 3.2 W~stern 43 0.7 
Maine 22 0.4 Mississippi 
Massachusetts 63 1.0 Northern 28 0.5 
New Hampshire 11 0.2 Southern 42 0.7 
Puerto Rico 49 0.8 Texas 
Rhode Island 47 0.8 Eastern 80 1.3 

Northern 196 3.3 
SECOND CIRCUIT 451 7.4 Southern 212 3.5 
Connecticut 20 0.3 Western 291 4.8 
New York 

Eastern 202 3.4 SIXTH CIRCUIT. 723 11.9 
Northern 43 0.7 Kentucky 

Southern 142 2.4 Eastern 70 1.2 
Western 18 0.3 Western 28 0.5 

Vermont 25 0.4 Michigan 

Eastern 196 3.3 
THIRD CIRCUIT 456 7.5 Western 35 0.6 
Delaware 17 0.3 Ohio 
New Jersey 95 1.6 Northern 65 1.1 
Pennsylvania Southern 93 1.5 

Eastern 168 2.8 Tennessee 

Middle 40 0.7 Eastern 65 1._1 
Western 108 1.8 Middle 35 0.6 

Virgin Islands 28 0.5 Western. 92 1.5 

FOURTH CIRCUIT 954 15.7 SEVENTH CIRCUIT 491 8.1 
Maryland 143 2.4 Illinois 

North Carolina Central 70 .1.2 

Eastern 89 1.5 Northern 182 3.0 
Middle 139 2.3 Southern 36 0.6 
Western 80 1.3 Indiana 

South Carolina 81 1.3 Northern 23 0.4 
Virginia Southern 43 0.7 

Eastern 215 3.6 Wisconsin 

Western 69 1.1 Eastern 95 1.6 
West Virginia Western 43 0.7 

Northern 46 0.8 



CIRCUIT CIRCUIT 

District Number Percent District Number Percent 

EIGHTH CIRCUIT 322 5.3 TENTH CIRCUIT 545 9.0 

Arkansas Colorado 70 1.2 

Eastern 22' 0.4 Kansas 79 1.3 

Western 18 0.3 New Mexico 149 2.5 

IOwa Oklahoma 

Northern 32 0.5 Eastern 30 0.5 
\_ 

Southern 24 0.4 Northern 76 1.3 

Minnesota 76 1.3 Western 80 1.3 

Missouri Utah 44 0.7 

Eastern 49 0.8 Wyoming 17 0.3 

Western 48' 0.8 

Nebraska 20 6.3 ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 286 4.7 

North Dakota 9 0.1 Alabama 

South Dakota 24 OA Middle 7 0.1 

Northern 10 0.2 

NINTH CIRCUIT 440 7.2 Southern 32 0.5 

Alaska 10 0.2 Florida 

Arizona 39 0.6 Middle 53 0.9 

California Northern 21 0.3 

Central 112 1.9 Southern 81 1.3 

Eastern 35 0.6 Georgia 

Northern 37 0.6 Middle 11 0.2 

Southern 57 0.9 Northern 59 1.0 

Guam 7 0.1 Southern 12 0.2 

Hawaii 27 OA 

Idaho 2 0.0 

Montana 10 0.2 

Nevada 24 0.4 

Northern Mariana 0 0.0 

Islands 

Oregon 28 0.5 

Washington 

Eastern 16 0.3 

Western 27 0.4 



Figure J 

TYPE AND DISPOSITION OF. APPEALS CASES 1 

(March 7, 1990, through September 30, 1993) 

TYPE OF APPEAL 

CONVICTION (43.2%) 

n = 2,569 

SENTENCING AND 
CONVICTION 
(24.2%) n = i,437 DISPOSITION OF APPEALS 

AFFIRMED (76. 7%) 
n = 4,656 . 

REVERSED (lLl%)2 

n = 674 

AFFIRMED IN PART, 
REVERSED IN PART (10.t9rl 

n = 61S 

DISMISSED (2.0%) 
n = 123 

1 Of the 6,0_78 a~p.eals defendants, 128 had missing information on type of appeal, and 10 had missing information 



CIRCUU 
District 

TOTAL 

1 Table 73 

APPEALS CASE DISPOSITION BY CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT1 

(March 7, 19,(), through September 30, 1993) 

AFFIRMED . REVERSE!¥ 

TOTAL n n % 

76.7 674 (484) 11.1 

AFF1RMED AND 
REVERSE!¥ 

n 

615 (499) 10.1 

DISMISSED 

n 

. 123 2.0 

·:P:;£~Jf~!9t#tt::n:r::::nt::::::·:::=:::Uit::::==:: ... :.: : :a2 =·=···=_::/~9?'::::::::::::::-:?:~:t,.,_,_,_. ::::mmr::=::if:n!~ ::::::::,:::::=::~::::,,,;;:_;_:::===:::::'::::::::~=·:~~~=:==:·::f=:: ::::.:::=:::~1t,,,,,=:, ,::::=·=·= ===< =::::rm::~~:::::::::::::==/:::::u.:::::: ==·=· 
District of Columbia 232 168 72.4 28 (19) 12.1 20 (12) 8.6 16 6.9 

:'!!~!~N~~9~:::m::::::::nnnm=: :::=::,,::::==· =· nut,~:::::,:=:.::::: ,:D:~::I·::::::: :=::~r~!:.::·:::::::::::_::,;,::·:::.::.::,: .. D;::!m~:.:·::::.:,:::::::!! .,,.,.,,.::::::·_: ::::~.::~~l:,:=·: ::=:::::: ,..: ::~~~!-:,,:::=::=::==:::::: ::m:::m::=:::=::::ijr::,:==:::::.:=::I:l!!:::=m:::::::, 
Maine 22 18 81.8 1 (1) 45 3 (3) · 13.6 
Massach-usetts 63 37 58.7 9 (5) 14.3 17 (16) 
New Hampshire 11 -7 63.6 0 (0) 0.0 4 (1) 
Puerto Rico 49 33 67.4 12 (8) 245 4 ( 4) 
Rhode Island 47 35 145 6 (6) 12.8 6 (4)"_ 

27.0 

36A 
8.2. 

12.8 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

o:o 
0.0 

0.0 
0.0 

0.0 

-=:~¢9NPW9'-tPtt::unn =·>==·=·=·> ,,,,,,,,,, ::=:~~::),.:·:s·::::~!~=:::n :=:;::=::J#.t::::::==:=:::<> ::::=:-=:n~~::\(~):::n c::u:t.a:n tmn:=:M~3~~~ n:n,: =:r::::::s;r::: ::::::::/:::::::::::::::::u ue.nn:rn :::ru::rm::==:: 
ConneCticut 20 18 90.0 2 (2) 10.0 0 (0) · 0.0 0 0.0 
New York 

Eastern 

Northern. 

Southern 

Western 

Vermont 

202 

43 

142 

18 
25 

166 82.2 
24 55.8 

123 86.6 

18 . 100.0 

. 23 92.0· 

16 (13) 

2 (1) 

11 (6) 

0 (0) 

1 (1) 

7.9 

4.6 
7.8 

0.0 

4~0 

18 {10) 

15 (10) 
4 (4) 

0 (0) 

1 (1) 

8.9 

34.9 
2.8 
0.0 

4.0 . 

2 
2 

4 

0 

0 

1.0 
4.6 
2.8 

0.0 
0.0 

?~~i=i~~~:j:::i:}:li:l:;::;::::;:·:·:::;i:.l··:I::t?.}!~i:::,::}_l=fli~f.4\:H::t :::;~~fi:;:=:=.,,:;:;,.,::.;l·:'!!!.)·:e:::!!~~·,:,::/'t/::!i4Ji::=:::::: ·.·.·.· ==::,=.'; :.f:~_.:~~i)l-·j.f,:.::::. >·=:):~;::,........ :::::·:::,::::=:;··;:;;;;;:~:/>:I,.,.::::::;;y:;:;:;:.;I: 
Delaware 17 16 94.1 1 (1) 5.9 0 (0) 0.0 0 0.0 
New Jersey · 95 79 83.2 10 (10) 105 5 (5) 5.3 1 1.0 
Pennsylvania . 

Eastern 

Middle 

Western 

Virgin Islands 

168 145 

40 36 
108. 66 

28 22 

86.3 
90.0 

61.1 

18.6 

- 9 (8) 

2 (1) 

38 (9) 

4 (4) 

5.4 

5.0 

35.2 

14.3 

'7(7) 

1 (1) 

4 (2) 

2 (2) 

4.2 

25 
3.7 

7.1 

7 

1 
0 

0 

4.2 

25 
0.0 

0.0 

::f9•::~9!Mini::\::::=nn:::::::::=::::::n:::.\n:::=,::~~::.:ur :::n~,!·=H::::::::::::n'~~:::::u::n,::?tn.nit1Ht~~).H:r·n::::::=~1t:ni.:·:n·:r::-.n: ·?i.mt74.i ==::: ===::::::::::::. ::~~.n::·:::::::::::::::: ,,,,.·. ::::::nn~~:_::=::tn:::::::::tt:::::=:::::::: 
Macy-land 142 107 75.4 15 (13) 10.6 15 (15) 10.6 5 35 
North Carolina 

Eastern 

Middle 

Western 

South Carolina 

Virginia 

Eastern 

Western 

West Virginia 

Northern 

Southern 

89 
139 

80 

81 

214 

69 

46 

89 

72 

127 

68 

68 

i77 
48 

39 

74 

80.9 

91.4 

85.0 
84.0 .. 

82.7 

69.6 

84.8. 
83.2 

7 (6) 

1 (0) 

2 (1) 

8(7) 

11 (9) 

6 (4) 

6 (5) 

7 (5) 

. 7.9 . 
0.7 

25 

9.9 

5.1 

8.7 

13.0 

7.9 

9 (8) 

9 (9) 

9 (5) 

5 (4) 

20 (16) 

15.(10) 

1 (1) 

8 (6) 

10.1 

6.5 

11.2 

6.2 

9.4 

21.7 

2.2 

9.0 

1 
2 

1 

0 

6 

0 

0 

0 

1.1 

1.4 

1.2 

0.0 

2.8 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 



CIRCUIT 
District 

Louisiana 

Eastern 

Middle 

.Western 

MississipPi 

Northern 
'' 

Southern 

Texas 

·Eastern 

Northern 

Southern 

Western 

Kentucky 

Eastern 

Western 

Michigan 

Eastern 

Western· 

Ohio 

Northern 

Southern 

Tennessee · 

Eastern 

Middle 

Western 

AFFIRMED 

TOTAL D 

8S 68 

8 8 

42 29 

28 22 
42 35 

80 70 

' 1% . 165 

212 177 

291 232 

80.0 

100.0 

69.0 

78.6 

83.3 

815 

84.2 

835 

79.7 

70 

28 

56 80.0 

196 
35 

65 
93 

65 
35 

92 

20 71.4 

157 80.1 

30 I 85.1 

44 

64 

55 
26 

74 

67.7 

68.8 

84.6 

74.3 

80.4 

D 

4 (4) 

0 (0) 

12 (10) 

1 (0) 

2(2) 

2 (1) 

13 (1~) 

11 (10) 

28 (20) 

7 ($) 

3 (3) 

11 (11) 

'5 (3) 

2 (2) 

14 (8) 

9 (8) 

8 (5) 

9 (4) 

4.7 

0.0 

28.6 

3.6 

4.8 

2.5 

6.6 

5;2 

9.6 

1o;o 
10.7 

5.6 
14.3 

3.1 

15.0 

13.8 

22.9 

9.8 

AFFIRMED AND 
REVERSElY 

D 

13 (6) 

0 (0) 
1 (1) .. 

5 (0) 

5(4) 

4 (2) 

18 (16) 

22 (20) 

23 (19) 

7 (6) ' 

4 (2) 

24 (23) 

0 (0). 

19.(19) 

14 (14) 

0 (0) 

0 (0) 

7 (5) 

15.3 

0.0 

2.4 

17.9 

11.9 

5.0 

9.2 

10.4 

7.9 

10.0 

14.3 

12.2 

0.0 

29.2 

15.0 

0.0 

0.0 

7.6 

DISMISSED 

D 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4 

0 

2 

8 

0 

1 

4 

0 

0 

1 

1 

1 

2 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

5.0 

0.0 

0.9 

2.8·· 

0.0 

3.6 

2.0 

0.0 

0.0 

1.1 

15 

2.9 

2.2 

::.~~!:£!!:9iftt:?m:m:mn:::::::: . ·.·.· .,!~: ; :: :.::· >isr( .. · ::: ·:·>aJr .. ::.:.~·: .·: ·: ·: : ~iiJ~>. ·:.: · .. : · ·:·12r ·;···. · · .. : r::riut~~)\ .. :.:.:>:::. ::==::::t6J5\,:· ::: ...... =:::::::·:::::::::::;=;):'::~:= ;}::};i.:H·!.:::::-::::::: 

Illinois 

Central 

Northern 

Southern 

Indiana 

Northern 

Southern 

Wisconsin 

Eastern 

Westerri 

Arkansas 

Eastern 

Western 

Iowa 

Northern 

70 

182 
36 

23 

43 

95 
42 

22 

18 

32 

53 

125 
28 

21 

35 

58 

37 

22 
12 

30 

75.7 

68.7 
77.8 

91.3 

81.4 

61.0 

88.1· 

100.0 

66.7 

93.8 

8(7) 

10 (8) 

2 (2) 

1 (0) 

2 (2) 

6 (5) 

.2 (1) 

0 (0) 

4 (1) 

0 (0) 
1.1n 

11.4 

55 

5.6 

4.4 

4.6 

6.3 

4.8 

0.0 

22.2 

0.0 
1? (\ 

5 (5) 

4~ (41) 

4 (4) 

0 (0) 

5 (5) 

25 (25) 

1 (1) 

0 (0) 

2 (2) 

2 (2) 
0(0) 

7.1 

. 225 

11.1 

0.0 

11.6 

26.3 

2.4 

0.0 

11.1 

6.2 

0.0 

4 

6 

2 

1 

1 

6 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

5.7 

3.3 

5.6 

4.4 

2.3 

6.3 

4.8 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0· 



CIRCUIT 
District TOTAL-

AFFIRMED.~. 

D 

REVERSEo2 

.n 

:~s•NiiJ.=:f.mcmw{,::i:::~t=:::::=>=::: n:~:::~::::~::,::=::::::~::::::n:=:::::==:#.~~:u :::::::::)~~i!:=:=::==.;.·. :::::::{:::::~!::;(~9#-):·:":m::: ,::~~, 

Alaska 10 5 50.0 1 (0) 10.0 

Arizona 39 26 66.7 8 (3) 20.5. 

California 

Central 

Eastern 

Northern 

Southern· 

Guam 

Hawaii 

Idaho 

Montana 

N.evada 

Northern Mariana Islands 

Oregon 

Washington 

Eastern 

Western 

lU 

32 

37 

55 

7 

27 

2 

10 

24 

0 

28 

16 
27 

46 

13 
' 21 

·25 

3 
18 

2 

5 

9 

0 

20 

7 

13 

40.6 

. 56.8 

45.4. 

42.9 

66.7 

100.0 

50.0 

37.5 

0.0 

71.4 

'43.8 

48.2 

51 (34) 

10 (8) 

.12 (10) 

22 (12) 

4 (0) 

8(7) 

0 (0) 

3 (1) 

8 (4) 

0 (0) 

7(5) 

7 (6) 

8(7) 

45.5 

31.2 

32.4 

40.0 

57.1 

29.6 

0.0 

30.0 

33.3 

0.0 

25.o· 

43.8 
29.6. 

AFFIRMED AND 

. . ,. REVERSEnl 

D 

DISMISSED 

D 

-:-·: :- : -·:: ::~:::(#7,:=::::;: :/"::·:::,::::~:=::= .. :-.::.:r: :-::-:-::::·=::::::::'::'-=~::::: :::::::::::.:::'::'1-A.::::::::::u 

0 (0) 0.0 4 40.0 

5 (5) 12.8 0 0;0 

15 (13) 

9 (9) 

2 (0) 

8 (6) ' 

0 (0) 

1 (0) 

0 (0) 

2 (2) 

7 (4) 

0 (0) 

1 (1) 

. 7 (6) 

6 (6) 

13.4 

28.1 

5.4 

14.6 

0.0 

3.7 

0.0 

20.0 

29.2 

0.0 

3.6 

25.0 

22.2 

0 

0 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0.0 

0.0 

5.4 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

?~:iP.Pt¢mttH::::n=:;:::::{::::/H:::::}n::nHHs.t:::::::::::=:::~:::=:==n:=:::::=:::z~~(:=:::=:=i::=:':
::::::r:>m::1~::Mt'==:::::::c=;:::~~:=:: :::=: :'::=:::_:',:1:~:·:(~1:::=::=:::,;:: :::::==::::::::~~9::(:::::::-::::::::::::;:::::: ::::: '}'J~=:.=::::::::,,:::::::~::::n:::~:: 

Colorado 70 59 84.3 8 (6) 11.4 

Kansas 79 62 78.5 10 {10) 12.7 

New Mexico 149 · 107 71.8 24 {13) 16.1 

Oklahoma 

Eastern 

Northern 

Western 

Utah 

Wyoming 

Alabama 

Middle 

Northern 

Southern 

Florida 

Middle 

Northern 

Southern· 

Georgia 

Middle 

Northern 

Southern 

30 

76 

80. 

44 

17 

7 

10 
32 

53 

21 
81. 

11 
59 

12 

18 

54 

62 

34 

12 

7 

8 

19 

36 

18 

63 

10 

45 

12 

60.0 

71.0 

77.5 

77.3 

70.6 

100.0 

80.0 

59.4 

67.9 

85.7 

77.8 

90.9 

76.3 

100.0 

1 Of the 6,078 appeals defendants, 10 had missi~g district information. 

0 (0) 

11 (11) 

10 (9) 

8 (6) 

5 {2) 

0 (0) 

0 (0) 

3 (3) 

4 (4) 

1 (1) 

8 (8) 

0 (0) 

12 (12) 

0 (0) 

0.0 

14.5 

12.5 

18.2 

29.4 

0.0 

0.0 

9.4 

7.6 

4.8 

9.9 

0.0 

20.3 

0.0 

1 {1) 1.4 2 2.9 

5 (4) 6.3 2 2.5 

11 (10) . 7.4 7 4.7 

12 (9) 

10 (9) 

8 (8) 

2 (2) 

0 (0) 

0 (0) 

. 2 (2) 

8 (8) 

12 (12) 

2 (2) 

) 10 (10) 

1 (1) 

2 (2) 

0 (0) 

40.0 

13.2 

10.0 

4.6 

0.0 

0.0 

20.0 

25.0 

22.6 

.9.5 

12.4 

9.1 

3.4 

0.0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

1 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0.0 

. 1.3 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

.0.0 

0.0 

6.2 

1.9 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 



United States Sentencing Commission 

Issues and Guidelines Appealed 

The Conimission collected data on the issues and 
guidelines that were the bases of appeal for cases 
that involved sentencing issues only or sentenc­
ing and conviction issues. TI1is information was 
not Gollected on cases invol vi~g an appeal of the 
conviction only. Tables that list data relating to 
different "guidelines" refer to the number of 
times a particular guideline was appealed (e.g~, 
guideline 2Dl.l was appealed ten times). Tables 
describing data relating to "guideline issues" re­
fer to the number of times a particular issue was 
appealed under a specifi_c guideline or across 
several guidelines (e.g., the issue nmore than 
minimal planning" was appealed ten times under 
one or more guidelines). 

Table 74 lists the guidelines that formed ·the 
basis for the greatest number of appeals by the 

. defendant. TI1e most common guidelines ap­
pealed were §1Bl.3,·Relevant Conduct (8.8%), 
§2Dl.l, Dn1g Trafficking (6.7%), and §3El.l, 
Acceptance of Responsibility (6.5%). Table 75 
illustrates that for cases in which the government 
was ·the appellant, §5K2.0, Departures (13.9%), 
§2Dl.1, Dntg Trafficking (9.6%), and §1Bl.3, 
Relevant Conduct ( 6.0%) were the most common 
guideline issues appealed. 

The most common grounds for sentencing ap­
peals by the defendant were "Application and 
Definition Issues" (12.2%), "Challenge to Plea· 
Agreement or Rule 11 Issues" (3.5% ), and 
"Other General Legal or Statutory Issues" 
(3.3%). See Table 76. When the issue on appeal 
was "Application and Definition of the Guide.., 
.line," the guidelines most often challenged were 
§3El.1, Acceptance of Responsibility (33.8%), 
§3Cl.l, Obstntction of Justice (24.2%), and 

For cases in which the government was the ap­
pellant, the most common sentencing issues ap­
pealed were "Application and Definitioil Issues" 
(12.0%), "Other Mitigating Circumstances for 

. Downward Departure" (6.0%), and "Other Gen­
eral Legal or Statutory Issues" (4.2%). See Table 
77. ' 



Table 74 

GUIDELINE INVOLVED IN ISSUES APPEALED BY DEFENDANT1 

(March 7, 1990, through September 30, 1993) 

GUIDELINE· 
161.3 (Relevapt Conduct) 
2D1.1 (Drug Trafficking) 
3E1.1 {Acceptance of Responsibility) 
5K2.0 (Departures) _ 
3B1.1 {Aggravatirig Role in the Offense) 
6A1.3 (Resolution of Disputed Factors) 
3C1.1 (Obstruction ofJustice) 
3B1.2 (Mitigatirig Role in the Offense) 
4A1.3 (Adequacy of Criminal History) 
2Fl.l (Fraud) · 
4A1.2 (Criminal History: Definitions) 
5K1~1 (Substantial Assistance to Authorities) 
Constitutional Issues · 
2D1.4 (Drug Trafficking: Attempts and Conspiracies) 
5E1.1 (Restitution) 
4B1.4 {Armed Career Criminal) 
General Application Principles 
1B1.2 {Applicable Guidelines) 
5E1.2 (Fines) 
4B1.1 (Career Offender) 
3B1.3 {Abuse of Position of Trust or Use of Special Skill) 
4Al.l (Criminal History Category) · 
2K2.1 (Firearms) 
4B1.2 (Defmitions for Career Offender) 
2B3.1 (Robbery) 
1B1.10 (Retroactivity of Amended Guideline Ranges) 
2B1.1 (Larceny, Embezzlement, and Theft) 
5G1.3 (Defendant Subject to Undischarged Term of Imprisonment) 
3A1.1 (Vulnerable. Victim) 
301.2 (Groups of Closely Related Counts) 
2A2.2 (Aggravated Assault) 

. 7B1.3 (Revocation of Probation or Supervised Release) 
7B1.4 (Term of Imprisonment) 
5K2.13 (Diminished Capacity) 
Other Guidelines 
Non-guideline Issues 

Number 
523 
400 
389 
304 

. 292 
284 
276 
222 
160 
151 
142 
133 
115 
111 
94 
93 
63 
63 
62 

·,60 
50 
46 
43 
41 
39 
36 
31 
31 
29 
27 
.25 
25 
25 . 
21 

571 
984 

Percent 
8.8 
6.7 

.6.5 
5.1 
4.9 
4.8 
4.6 
3.7 
2.7 
2.6 
2.4 
2.2 
1.9 
1.9 
1.6 
1.5 
1.1 
1.1 
1.0 
1.0 
0.8 

: 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.6 
0.5 
0.5 
o.5· 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4 

. 0.4 
9.6 

16.5 



Table 75 

GUIDELINE INVOLVED IN ISSUES APPEALED BY GOVERNMENT1 
\ . . . . . 

(March 7, 1990, through September 30, 1993) 

GUIDELINE 
5K2.0 (Departures) 
2D1.1 (Drug Trafficking) 
1B1.3 (Relevant Conduct) 
3C1.1 (Obstruction of Justice) 

2D1.4 (Drug Trafficking: Attempts and Conspiracies) 

4B1.4 (Armed Career Criminal) 

5H1.6 (Family Ties and Responsibilities) 

5K2.13 (Diminished Capacity) 

4A1.3 (Adequacy of Criminal History) 

3E1.1 (Acceptance of Responsibility) 

2F1.1 (Fraud) 

5H1.1 (Age) . 
5K1.1 (Substantial Assistance to Authorities) 

2K2.1 (Firearms) 
5H1.10 (Race, Sex, National Origin, Creed, Religion and Socio-Economic Status) 

. Constitutional Issues 
2A4.1 (Kidnapping, Abduction, Unlawful Restraint) 

2B1.1 (Larceny, Embezzlement, and Theft) 

201.2 (Mishandling of Hazardous or Toxic Substances or Pesticides) 

4A1.2 (Criminal History: Definitions) · · 

4B1.1 (Career Offender) 

5HL3 (Mental and Emotional Conditions) 

5H1.4 (Physical Condition) . 

5K2.12 (Coercion and Duress) 

Other Guidelines 
Non-guideline Issues 

Number 
23 
16 
10 
9 
7 
7 
7: 
7 
6 
5 
4 
4 
4. 
3 
3 
'2 
2 

. ~. 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

16 
. 17 

Percent 
13.9-
9.6 
6.0 
5.4 
4.2 
4.2 
4.2 
4.2 
3.6 
3.0 
2.4 
2.4 
2.4 
1 .. 8 
1.8 
1.2 
1.2 
1.2 
1.2 
1.2 
1.2 
1.2 
1.2 
1.2 
9.6 

10.2 



Table 76 

SENTENCING ISSUES APPEALED BY DEFENDANT1 

(March 7, 1990, through September 30, 1993) 

ISSUE 
Application and definition issues 
Challenge to plea agreement/Rule 11 issues 
Other general legal or statutory issues 
Rule 32 issues 
Defmitionfscope of "otherwise accountable" or "reasonably foreseeable" 
Reliability of information used to resolve disputed factors ( 6A1.3) 
Fifth Amendment: Due Process 
Challenge to weight/amount of drugs involved in the offense 
Question regarding dangerous weapon possession 
Whether defendant was a minor parti~ipant in the offense (3B1.2) 
Challenge to dollar amounts involved (2B3.3, 2B4.1, 2B5.1, 2B5.3, 2B5.4) 
Determination that defendant was an organizer or leader (3B1.1) · 
Mandatory minimum statute applicable 
Relevant conduct determination when offense includes a conspiracy 
Conduct necessary to receive acceptance adjustment (3E1.1) 
Definition/scope of "comm.on scheme or plan or same course of conduct"· 
Specifics unknown2 

Double Jeopardy 
Statement of reasons requirement (18 U.S.C. 3553 (c)) 
Determination that defendant was a manager o~ supervisor (3Bl.1) 
Definition of willfulness and materiality (3C1.1) 
Other mitigating circumstances for downward departure (51<2.0) 
Revocation of supervised release (18 U.S.C. 3583) 
Defendant claims to be entitled to adjustment (3B1.2) 
Violation of ex-post facto clause 
Standard of proof ( 6A1.3) 
District court mistakenly believed it had no authority to depart (51<2.0) 
Eighth Amendment: Cruel·. and. Unusual Punishment 
Uncharged conduct/dismissed counts (1B1.3) 
Challenge to restitution 
More than minimal planning (2B1.1, 2B1.2, 2B1.3, 2B2.1, 2B2.2) 
Rule 35 issues - correction or reduction of sentence 
Fifth Amendment: Equal Protection 
Defendant claims to be entitled to 5K1.1 departure; no government motion 
Defmition of related cases ( 4A1.2) 
Application of guidelines to continuing offenses 
Defendant's conviction not subject to armed career criminal enhancement 
Opportunity to present information on disputed issues ( 6A1.3) 
Acts/conduct of others attributable to defendant (11l1.3) 
Retroactive application of guidelines (1Bl.10) 
Failure to consider defendant's ability to pay fme (5E1.2) 
Defendant claims to be entitled to sentencing credit for time served 
Sixth Amendment: Right of Confrontation 
Equal Protection/Due Process challenge to cocaine base penalty (201.1) 

Number 
729 
208 
197 
175 
173 
161 
120 
113 
112 
109 
91 
88 
86 
77 
74 
72 
67 
62 
58 
58 
55 
54 
53 
53 
53 
52 
48 
45 
45 
43 
43 
42 
40 
38 
37 
34 
34 
34 
33 
33 
33 
32 
32 

.32 

·Percent 
12.2 
3.5 
3.3 
3.0 
2.9 
2.7 
2.0 
1.9 
1.9 
1.8. 

1.5 
1.5 
1.4 
1.3 
1.2 
1.2 
1.1 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
0.9':. 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.8 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.7 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.5. 
0.5 
0.5 

I 



·. Table 76··(Con't) 

Application of cross references (multiple guidelines) 
Failure to consider defendant's ability to pay restitution (5E1.1) 
Defendant claims prior_ convictions unconstitutional ( 4A1.2) 
Appljcation of career offender defmition of "crime of violence" ( 4B1.2) 
Whether defendant was a minimal participant in the offense (3B1.2) . 
Inclusion of acquitted conduct in relevant conduct (1B1.3) 

Number 
28 
28 
27 
27 
27 

'25 
25 Challenge to amount of restitution (5E1.1) 

Upward departure- guideline range .does not reflect seriousness of offense (51{2.0) 
Revocation of probation (18 U.S.C. § 3565) . 

25' 
24. 

Question regarding marijuana plants (2D1~1) 
Downward departure - overrepresented criminal history ( 4Al.3) 
Challenge to government's refusal to make motion; bad faith:(5K1.1) 
Order of restitution not in accordance with VWPA (5E1;1) . 
Part A - challenge to the authority of the Sentencing Commission 
Other · 

24. 
23 
23 
22 
21 

1,694 

Percent 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5. 
0.5 
0.5 ·. 
0.4 
0.4. 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4 

.0.4 
0.4 
0.3 
0.3 

28.4 

1Based on 3,381 appeals defendants when sentencing was at least one of the reasons for appeal. Information ' 
on issues was unavailable in 172 cases. Often more than one issue was appealed; consequently, the number 
of issues is larger than the number of defendants. The "Other" category includes all issues mentioned less 
than 20 t~es among relevant cases. · 

· 
2"Specifics unknoWn" indicates: . a) a chall~nge to a specific guideline Without articulation by· the court of the 
particular issue raised by the defendant; or b) a general challenge to the application of the guidelines without 
an indication by the court which guideline is being challenged. · 



Table 77 

SENTENCING ISSUES APPEALED Br GOVERNMENT1 

.(March 7, 1990, through September 30, 1993) 

ISSUE 
Application and definition issues 
Mitigating circumstances for downward departure (5K2.0) 
General legal or statutory issues 
Rule 35 Issues- correction or reduction of sentence 
Mandatory minimum statute applicable 

. Upward departure - overrepresented criminal history (4A1.3) 
Co-defendant disparity as basis for departure ( 5K2.0) 
Diminished capacity as basis for departure (5K2.13) 
Double Jeopardy . 

·Application of cross references (multiple guidelines) · 
More than minimal planning (2B1.1, 2B1.2, 2B1.3, 2B2.1, 2B2.2) . 
Specifics unknown2 

. 

Defmition/scope of "common scheme or plan or same course of conducf' 
Challenge to "object of the offense" (2B2.1) .· · 
Defendant claims to be entitled to sentencing credit for time served 
Challenge to weight/amount of drugs involved in the offense (2D1.1) 
Determination ·of willfulness and materiality (3C1.1) 
Conduct necessary to receive acceptance adjustment (3E1.1) 
District court mistakenly believed it had no authority to depart (5K2.0) 
Other 

Number 
20 
10 
7 
5 
4. 
4 
4 
4 
3 
3 
3 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

83 

Percent· 
. 12.0 

6.0 
4.2 
3.0 
2.4 
2.4 
2.4 
2.4 . 

·1.8 
1.8 
1.8 
1.2 
1.2 
1.2 
1.2 
1.2 
1.2 
1.2 
1.2 

50.0 

1Based on 3,381 appeals defendants when sentencing was at least one of the reasons. for appeal. Information 
on issues wasunavailable in 172 cases. Often more than one issue was appealed; consequently, the number. 
of issues is larger than the number of defendants. The "Other" category includes· all issy,~§ _mentioned less 
than two times among relevant cases. · · · · ··-- ,. 
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Just Punishment Research 
Project .. 

Cong~es~ direct~d the Commission to develop 

means of measuring the degree to which sen­

t~ncing, penal, ·and correctional practices are 

effective in meeting the statutory purposes of 
. sentencing; · namely, just punishment, deter­

rence, incapacitation, and rehabilitation. 

28 U.S.C. § 991 (b)(2). Just punishment is 

the first of these statutory purposes to be exam-

hied in depth by the Commission. . 

To survey public opinion of punishment, the 

Commission in early 1993 designed a rigorous 

data collection project that would reflect the 

complex causes and influences affecting punish­

ment decisio!ls. TI1e level of perceived punish­

ment under this approach would be related to the 

specific .crime itself, the relevant characteristics 

of the convicted criminal, and the consequenc~s 
of the criminal act. 

TI1e study design incorporates crime "vignettes," 

randomly created from a set of relevant descrip­

tive characteristics. The following is an example 

of such a crime vignette: an unmarried male 
' 

· currently unemployed and never before impris-

oned, is convicted of possessing a small amount 

ofpowder cocaine. A second vignette, addressing 

the same crime of cocaine possession, might 

describe a. female defendant~ married with two 

children, currently unemployed, and with two 

previous prison sentences. TI1ese . vignettes 

would he employed in a comprehetisive national 

survey to examine existing definitions for appro­

priate sentences. Tite survey would.measure the 

ways in which variations in vignettes modify 

perceptions of suitable sentence type and length. 
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list the appropriate punishment for each crime 

scenario. 

A local pretest by an outside contractor validated 

the method and supported its use in a national 

survey. The Commission awarded a contract to 

Response Analysis Corpor~tion for production of 

the s11rvey documents, fielding of the nationally 
representative survey, a.nd creation of the result­

ing datafile, all to be completed by mid-1994. 

The survey, currently in progress, will generate 

1,500 completed interviews from around the 

country. Each respondent will provide punish­

ment decisions for 40 vignettes randomly gener­

ated from a set of 96 crimes and 42 

characteristics. In addition, ea~h respondent an­

swers a set of questions regarding personal 

demographic characteristics and· experiences 

with the criminal justice system. A~alysis of the 

data using multivariate statistical techniques 

will provide the Sentencing Commission with 

insight about the relative ievels of punishment 

the American public finds appropriate for indi­

vidual federal crimes. 

Prison Impact Assessment 

The Commission continued to a~sess the im­

pact changes ·in the sentencing guidelines and 

the federal criminal code have o.n ·the federal 

prison population. Specifically, ~he-Commission 

moHeled · the potential prison· impact of seven 

amendments sent to ~ongress in April l993: 

• A commentary clarification in §2K2.1 . 

(enhancement for stolen firearms ~pplies 

whether or not the defendant knew the 

firearm was stolen) should have no im­

pact on the federal prison population; 
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. the defendant's accountability should 
have no impact on the federal prison 
population; . 

• Authorizing a downward departure under 
§2D1.1 for certain dntg trafficking offend­
ers who qualify for a mitigating role ad­
justment should· decrease the long-te:rm 
(30-year) prison population by 0.2 per:-. · 
cent; 

· • Establishing a uniform weight per dose 
for guideline purposes in determining the 

offense level in LSD dntg cases (§2D1.1) 
should decreasethe long-term federal 

prison population by 0.1 pe~ent; 

• Un~er §2K2.4, authorizing a limited up­
ward departure in certain cases where the .. 
offense is combined with a firearm of­
fense should decrease the long:-term fed­
eral prison population by 0.1 percent;. 

• Consolidation of money laundering guide­
lines §§2Sl.3 and 2Sl.4 covering stntc­
turing and reporting _violations should ' 

have no impact on the federalprison 

population; and . 

• The consolidation of four tax guidelines 
under §2Tl.1 and the adoption of a uni­
form definition of tax loss sho1Ild increase 
-the long4erm federal prison population 

by 0.1 percent; 

The premise of the Commission's prison impact 

model is that a reasonable estimate of the future 

federal prison population is represented by the 

total amount of prison time all defendants re-

. ceived during a given year. From· fiscal year 

1992 data, the Commission calculated that 

36,845 defendants. were . sentenced • to a total of 
135,769 person years of imprisonment. Under 

the prison impact model, therefore, the projected 

estimate of the lorig~term federal prison popula­
tion is 135,769 inmate·s (approximately 46,000 · 

more than are housed currently by .the Federal 
Bureau of Prisons). This-estimate constitutes the 

baseline against which· sentencing policy 

changes are measu~ed~ 

- . 

This prison impact model, its estimates based on 

the most recent sentencing data, calculates how 

sentences for defendants would have differed 

had the 1993 guideline amendments been in · 

effect at the time of sentencing. As these :~mend­

ments impact sentences, they also affect the total 

person-years ofimprisoriment imposed. The dif­

ference between the . actual number of person­

years of imprisonment imposed and the number 

imposed with the amendments in effect repre­

sents the change in the long-term prison popula-

. tion. The ratio of this prison ·population change to 

the· ac_tual population represents the percentage 

difference in the prison population attributable 

to an amendment. 

TI1e basis- of the prison impact model is the. 

resentencing algorithm. A review of each defen­

dant's presentence report determines whether or 

.notthe imposed sentence would have·been dif­

ferent under a proposed guideline amendment. If 
the ame'ndment affects .the defendant's sentence 

(e.g., final offense level or criminal history cate­

gory), a hypothetical new sentence for the defen~ 

dant ·is computed using, as a starting point, the 

position of the defendant's sentence within the 



original guideline range. The new sentence is 
imposed at exactly the same relative position as 
in the original guideline range. 106 

Sometimes actual sentencing practices require a 
modification to the. assumption that sentencing 

. under proposed amendments -would be at the 
same position as sentencing prior to the amend­
·ments. -For example, assumptions are made that 
defendants are not resentenced above statutory 

· maximum or below statutory minimum penalties 
(except in cases of downward departures for sub­
stantial assistance under §5Kl.l) or that sen­
tence enhancements such as· those found in 
18 U.S.C. § 924(c) are not reduced. Therefore, a 
defendant whose sentence represents a depar­
ture from the guidelines is re-sentenced to a new 
value ·at exactly the same relative position unless 
the sentence ·would be below the statutory mini­
mum ot above the statutory. maximum penalty. 

After computing the new sentence for· each de­
fendant,· the prison impact model estimates the 
minimum time the defendant ·can expect to serve 

. by discounting the sentence (1) for good conduct 
time earned pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3642 and 
(2) for the defendant's estimated remaining life 
expectancy. The new estimates of the size of the 
prison population are achieved· by totaling all the 
estimated prison terms. 

. In addition to estimating the. impact of guideline 
amendments, ·the Commission assessed the im­
pact-of proposed changes to the federal criminal 
code, namely congressional proposals that would 

··harmonize title 21 mandatory· minimum penal­
ti~s and the sentencing guidelines. Specifically, 

· the Commission provided to requesting members 
of Congress several impact analyses of altema-
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tive "safety valve" approaches· that would allow 
for downward adjustments, below the mandatory 
minimum, to qualifying low-level, non-violent 
dntg dealers with minimal criminal hi.stories. 

Study of Changing 
Composition of Offenses 
and ,Offenders . 

In its 1991 congressionally mandated evalu­
ation, the Commission's study of the use of in­
carceration found signific~.nt increases ·in both 
the use·and average·length.of prison sentences. " 
Reco~nizing a need for additional research to 
exam1ne the reasons behind. this growth in 
prison population, the Commission in 1993 un­
dertook a study of the chariging composition of 
offenses and offenders over time. 

The studywill provide a comprehensive descrip­
tion of the empirical data and ·will investigate 
factors associated with changes in the popula­
tions of offenders and offenses. It attempts to 
answer ·an important research questio:n: "Does 
the fact that . more offenders are being sent to 
prison for longer sentences reflect real increases 
in the rates and numbers of serimis crimes or 
does it reflect an increase in more punitive sen­
tences. impo~ed upon a stable comp6sitio~ of 
offenders and offenses?" Put. differe!J.lly, ·is the 
mix of ~rimes. and criminals becoming more se­
rious? Specific offense/offender cha~acterlstics 
to he examined include: 

• typ~, o_f dntg offense; 

• weapon use;' 

• extent of violent crime; 
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• dollar ammtnts of fraud convictions· ' 

• level of violence associated with hank rob­

bery; 

• dntg involvement; 

• crimes involving strangers; and 

• criminal histories of offenders. 

TI1e study uses a multi-method approach incor­

porating several data sou,rces. These include the 

Commission's monitoring database, the Federal 

Probation Sentencing and Supervision Informa­

tion System of the Administrative Office of the 

U.S. Courts (FPSSIS), and data from the U.S. 

Parole Commission: and the Federal Bureau of 

Prisons. In addition, a content analysis of news­

paper coverage, a historical examination of the 

federalization of state crimes, and a review of 

government reports will provide contexts for in­

terpretation of empirical data. 

TI1e Commission focused considerable effort on 

analyzing diverse databases to provide informa­

tion for addressing the research questions. Sev­

eral criminal justice databases describe offenses 

and offenders at different points in the criminal 

justice process. While .no single database an­

swers all questions about changing composition, 

the combination of these empirical data may 

provide a more comprehensive understanding of 

what changes have occurred. Some of the chal­

lenges encountered include: making disparate 

units of analysis compatible, converting calendar 

year systems to fiscal year systems, and control­

ling for changes in variables and value defini­

tions over time. 

T •. • 1 _e ___ · ... ~~---1 _ __! __ ...J ....... _ , .... lf'¥1VL!J. ....... n~ 

seriousness of offenders and offenses handled by 

federal courts increased . between 1984 · and 

1990, the trend is not uniform across all catego­

ries of federal offenders or offenses. In 1994, the 

study moves into the. next phase: developing a 

more comprehensive description of the factors 

associated with the increasing seriousness of of­

fenders and offenses. over time. A final. report is 

expected by late 1994. 

Race and Ethnicity Study 

In 1993, the Commission undertook a system­

atic review of Sentencing Co~ission data from 

FY 1991 to examine patterns in . the federal 

criminal justice system that ha~e resulted gener­

ally in higher sentences for Black and Hispanic 

offenders than for White offenders. TI1e study 

was not designed to judge the appropriateness of 

such patterns or wheth~r · resulting sentencing 

differences are warranted or unwarranted. 

l . 
The report focuses on prosecutorial discretion in 

the use of mandatory minimum charges and sub­

stantial assistance reductions, and judicial dis­

cretion in gttidelines application and sentencing 

within and outside the guideline range. It found 

that the major reasons for differences in sen­

tences involved (1) more severe charges ( espe­

cially convictions for 18 U.S.C. § 924(c)) for 

Black defendants; (2) more frequent reductions 

for White defendants due to subst~ntial assis­

tance to authorities; and (3) greater offense se­

verity (offense levels) and prior criminal activity 

(criminal history scores) among Blacks, resulting · 

in higher applicable guideline ranges. Judicial 

discretion resulted in sentencing higher in the 

range for defendants with higher criminal history 

scores or was based on offense-related charac­

teristics as well as individital iudicial and re-



cally significant dif~erence was left unexplained 
between Black and White defendants. The report 
of this study will be issued in 1994. · 

Drugs and Violence Task 
Force · 

In 1993, following its Symposium on Dn1gs and 
Violence in America (see Chapter 5), the Com­
mission authorized the organization of a special 
task force to study· the . relationship between 
dntgs and violence. The two-year study, in col­
laboration with th~ School of C~minology and 
Criminal Justice at Florida State University, 
seeks to increase knowledge of the connection 
between dntgs and violent behavior and en­
hance society's efforts in the puriishment and 
treatment of violent crime. At the conclusion of 
the study, the task force will provide recommen­
dations to the Commission for amendments to 
.the sentencing guidelines, possible legislative 
.proJ?osals, and additional long-range projects. 
TI1e task force will include representatives of 
federal agencies concerned with dntgs and vip­
lence, criminal justice practitioners, members of 
the ac~d~rnic community, and experts on dntgs 
and violence. 
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Appendix A 

Descriptions of Datmdes, Variables,, and Footnotes 



Introduction 

Federal courts are required to forward sentencing information to the Commission on all defendants 
sentenced under the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984 (SRA), except in cases that solely involve petty 
offenses. . Standard i~formation on· each case is computerized for analysis using data from case files 
received. 

Tables in this report use the Commission's datafile, MONFY93, which includes information on the 
42,107 defendants sentenced under the SRA· during fiscal year 1993 (October 1, 1992, through 
September 30, 1993), for whom data were received as of January 11, 1994. Given the nature of the 
datafile and reporting requirements, the following are not included: cases initiated but for which 
no convictions were obtained; defendants convicted for whom no sentences were yet issued; and 
defendants sentenced but for whom no data were submitted to the Commission. 

Because the Commission collects information only o.n cases sentenced under the gtiidelines, 
information on cases sentenced under prior law (pre-guidelines) during FY1993 is not available in 
this dataset. 

Variables 

The following section describes the variables used in this report. 

Age 
The Age of the defendant on the day of sentencing is calculated using the defendant's date of birth 
as reported in the Presentence Report and the date of sentencing as reported in the Judgment of 
Conviction Order. 

Average Length of Imprisonment 
Using sentencing information obtained from the Judgment of Conviction Order, Average Months 
Prison is reported as the mean and median terms of imprisonment ordered for cases committed to 
the Bureau of Prisons. Cases that received no term of imprisonment are not included in the average. 
Cases for which a term of imprisonment was ordered but the length was indeterminable also are 
excluded. In most cases for which the exact term is unknown, the Judgment of Conviction Order 
merely specified a sentence of Time Served. Previously, the Commission defined life sentences a:s 
360 months. However, to reflect life expectancy of federal criminal defendants more precisely and 
to provide more accurate length of imprisonment information, life sentences are now defined as 470 
months. · 



Cases Received by the Commission 

Each Case as ·recorded by the Commission involves a single sentencing event for a single defendant. 

Multiple counts, and even multiple indictments, are considered a single· sentencing event if 

sentenced at the same time by the same judge. A single defendant. may appear in_ more than one 

case if involved in more than orie sentencing event. Multiple codefendants in the same sentencing 

each appear.as a separate ease. 

Chapter Two Guideline Applied 

Chapter Two Guideline Applied represents the Chapter Two (offense specific) guidelines applied. 

Totals can exceed 100 percent because a single case may reference sev~ral different guidelines. 

For cases in which a cross reference was used, the original guideline rather than the cross­

referenced guideline is shown. \ 

Circuit 
Information on judicial. Circuit is generated by computer using the location· of the judicial district 

in which the defendant was· sentenced. 

Citizenship Status 

·Information on . the Citizenship Status of defendants is obtained from the Presentence Report. 

Defendants are categorized as "U.S. citizen," "resident alien," "illegal alien," and "non-U.S. citizen,· 

alien status unknown." The latter three· categoi-ies are collapsed into the category of "non-U.S. 

citizen." 

Country of Citizenship 

Information on the Country of Citizenship for non-U.S. citizen defendants is obtained from the 

Presentence Report and includes the most frequently occurring countr_ies of origin for non-U.S; 

citizens. Countries appearing less than 50 times are collapsed into· the "other" c~tegory·. 

Criminal History Category 

Criminal History Category is derived from the Report on the Sentencing Hearing provided by the 

sentencing court. Tables involving the Report on the Sentencing Hearing are based on the 94 

percent of cases for which the Commission has received such documents. 

When the criminal history category is not specified in the Report on the Sentencing Hearing,. the 

computer calculates the criminal history category based on several logical criteria, if available. For 

instance, if the number. of criminal history points is known or. the guideline range and offense level 

are· available from the Report on the Sentencing Hearing, criminal history category is calculated by 

reference to the guideline sentencing table.· Additionally, if the three main guideline factors were 



Criminal. history category is taken. from the Presentence Report_when the Report on the Sentencing 

H~aring is not available. While the court may disagree with Presentence Report information, the 

criminal history category is the same in more than 95 percent of cases for which both doctJments 

were received. · . . . 

District . . .. 

Information on the judicial District in which sentencing occurred is obtained from the. Judgment of 

Conviction Order. 

Document Submission Rates 

Three documents ~re represented in Table 11: Judgment of Conviction Order -(i&C), Prese~tence 

Report (PSR), and Report on the Sentencing Hearing. The J &C and PSR are generally submitted 

in a standardized format. PsRs waived by the court are indicated in a separate column. Sealed 

PSRs. are included asNot Received. Standardized forms for the Report on the Sentencing Hearing 

are most frequ~ntly submitted; however, transcripts or partial transcripts from the sentencing hearing 

are also included as Received. 

Drug Amount 

In a drug_case, the amount of the controlled substance is obtained from the Judgment of Conviction 

Order and the Presentence· Report. This information is based on the d'rug quantity applicable to 

the base offense level from guideline 2Dl.l. Table 13. collapses these amounts into six: categories, 

each representing the guideline and the statutory equivalent amount of drugs irrespective of the type 

of drug involved. The drug amounts listed in both guideline 201.1 a~d the tables in this.report are 

based on ranges rather than exact amounts. 

Drug Offense Guideline . 

Drug offense guideline information is obtained from the Presentence Report and is b~sed on· the 19 

guidelines in Chapter Two, Part 0 of the USSC Guidelines Manual. The six guidelines. presented 

' . here represent the vast majority of drug cases. The remaining 13 guidelines not represented either 

were not used in 1993 or are part of 110 cases. excluded because the' substantive nature was ~ 

technical or reporting violation such as guideline 203.5 (violation of recordkeeping or ~eporting 

requirements for listed chemicals and. certain. machines)~ . 

Drug Type . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Information on Drug .Type is obtained from the Judgment of Conviction Order and the Presentence 

Report. It is recorded only if at least one of the up-to-12 statutes of conviction rec·orded by the. 

Commission is a title 21 U.S. Code offense or a non-title 21 offense when the underlying c~nduct · 

involves a controlled substance. Two different types of drugs· are recorded, if applicable, with the 

• 1 - L~_L __ ... L ___ -CC-~ ... ,.,. l.o.ual nnrl&>orl a~ thP nr1m~rv rlnJQ' tvne. Information about 



Education 
Information on education of the defendant is obtained from the Presentence Report. an_d is collapsed· 
into more general categories. Technical, military, and vocational training as well as course work 
at community colleges are included in the Some College category. A general equivalency degree 
(GED) is included .in the High School Graduate category. 

Fines and Restitution 
Fines and Restitution information is obtained from the Judgment of Conviction Order. The Total 
Receiving Fines ·and Restitution includes the number of cases ordered to pay a fine, make restitution, 
or both. Cases involving fines and restitution ov~rlap_with other sentencing categories because fines 
and restitution may be ordered in conjunction with the imposition of other sanctions. 

The Average Dollar Amount of payment ordered, presented both as the· Mean and the Median, is the· 
dollar amount of the. fine and the restitution ordered for cases involving economic sanctions. Cases 
that received no fine or restitution are not included in the calculation of the average. Th~ number 

. of cases upon which the average is based may not equal the Total Receiving Fines and Restitution; 
this is due to the failure of some Judgment of Conviction Or.cJers to specify the dollar amount 
ordered. The Sum of payment ordered reflects the .. total dollar amount of fines and restitution 
ordered, excluding cases in which the amount was indeterminable~ The med.ian of payments ordered 
reflects the amount loca.ted at the fiftieth percentile of all amou~ts ordered, excluding cases in which 
the amount was indeterminable. 

(;ender_ . 
Gender of the defendant ·is obtained from the Prysentence Report or . thr(mgh contact with the 
Prc:>bation office. 

Guideline Defendants Sentenced 
Each Guideline Defendant Sentenced, or Case, as recorded by the USSC, involv~s a single senten~ing 
event for a single defendant. Multiple counts, and even multiple indictments, are considered a 
single sentencing event if sentenced at the same time by the same judge. A' single defendant may 
appear in more than one case if involved In more than one sentencing event. Multiple codefendants 
in the same s~ntencing will each appear as separate ~ases. 

Guideline Departure Rate . 
Information on Departures is obta.ined primarily from the Report on the Sentencing Hearing. A case 
is determined to involve no departure if the sentence imposed is within the guideline range 
established by the court. If the sentence falls -outside this range, the case is coded as a departure, 
and the applicable reasons given by the court are noted. · 



if the sentence falls outside the guideline range recommended by the probation officer, due to 

possible changes. in that range based on court findings. For these cases, departure status is coded 

as miss.ing. Additionally, cases in which nq guideline sentencing range was established (e.g., no 

analogous guideline offenses) are included in the missing category. · 

Guideline Sentencing Range 
The Guideline Sentencing Range is t~ken from the Report on the Sente~cing Hearing provided by 

the sentencing court .. Tables involving the Report on the Sentencing Hearing are based on the 94 

percent of cases for which the ·Commission has received such documents. 

When the guideline sentencing range is not specified in the· RepOrt on the Sentencing Hearing, t~e 

computer calculates the guideline sentencing range based on several logical criteria, if available~­

For instance, if the criminal history category and offense level are available from the Report on the 

Sentencing Hearing, the guideline sentencing range is calculated by reference to the guideline 

sentencing table. Additionally, if the three main guideline ·factors were not provided on the Report 

on the Sentencing Hearing, but the court indicated that it. accepted the values contained in the 

Presentence Report, the guideline factors are taken from the Presentence Report. 

In cases for which a guideline sentencing range is trumped by a statutory maximum or mandatory 

minimum, the original (pre-trumped) guideline sentencing range is reported. 

Income 
The Commission codes Income to represent monthly income to the nearest dollar and includes 

sources other than traditional employment, such as . welfare payments or unemploymertt 

compensation. ·Zero dollars are entered for persons with no income (whether unemployed, student, 

etc.). This variable is coded as missing or inapplicable when the Presentence Report indicates 

erratic or sporadic employment that might make an income value potentially misleading. 

Length of lmprisonnie~t 
Using sentencing information obtained from the Judgment of Conviction Order, Length of 

Imprisonment is provided only for cases committed to the Bureau of Prisons. Life sentences are 

included in the category Over 60 months. Sentences of a partial month have been rounded to the 

next month. Differences between the number of cases included and the total number of defendants 

sentenced to a term of imprisonment are due to missing information on the exact length of the term 

ordered. In most cases for which the exact term is unknown, the Judgment of Conviction Order 

merely specifies a sentence to Time Seroed. - . . 

~andatory. Minimum 
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mandatory minimums by only reporting on cases in which complete inforn;tation from the sentencing 
hearing is.availahle). . . . 

'The majority of cases reported in the Mandatory Minimum category is included because the amount 
of controlled substance involved was sufficient to trigger a mandatory minimum penalty. However, 
drug cases in which the amount of .controlled substance is. insufficient to trigger a .mandatory 
minimum may still. be· reported in the Mandatory Minimum category: due· to. convictions under 
18 U.S.C. § 924(c) ,(use of a firearm in a- crime of violence or control~ed substance offense). 
Additionally, drug cases may involve mandatory minimum penalties for both drug amount· and 
firearm use. 

Because the tables involving mandatory minimums are collapsed, mandatory minimums of 12 months 
or less are included in the No Man4atory Minimum category .. Cases. involving a mandatory length 
of greater than 60 ·months are included In the 60 Month category, except for Table 15 which 
provides a 120 Month category .. 

Mode of Conviction 
Information on Mode of Conviction is obtained from the Judgment of Conviction Order. Defendants 
sentenced subsequent to a 'plea of guilty or nolo contendere are included in the Plea category. 
Defendants sentenced subsequent to a trial by judge or Jury are included in th~ Trial category. For 
the purposes. of statistical analysi~, c.ases sentenced purf?uant to both a plea and a trial are excluded. 

Offense Level 
The final Offense Level used in these tables is taken from the Report on the Sentencing Hearing 
provided by the sentencing court. Tables involving the Report on the Sentencing Hearing.are based 
on the 94 percent of cases for which the Cornmission has received such documents. -

When the final offense level is not specified in the Report on the Sentencing Hearing, the computer 
calculates the offense level based on several logical criteria, if available. For instance, if the 
guideline sentencing range and criminal history category are available from, .the Report on tb:e 
Sentencing Hearing, the final offense level. is calculated by referring to the guideline sentencing 
table. Additionally, if the three main guideline factors were not provided on the Report on the 
Sentencing Hearing, but the court indicated that it accepted the values contained in the Pres:entence 
ReP?rt, the guideline factors are taken from the Presentence Report. 

·Position of Sentence 
Departure information is given in more detail by describing the group of cases sentenced within the 
guideline sentencing range in terms of their relative position within the range. Only cases with 



provided as reported by the sentencing court. Differences in the number and percentage of ca·ses 

in each location may differ from tables that report the Commission's standardized departure 

information; this is due to the exclusion ofany case missing both complete information from the 

Report on the Sentencing Hearing and information on statutory minima and maxima. 

Primary Offense· Category 
Information on Primary Offense Category is obtained from the Judgment of Conviction Order. An 

offense. code ·was·· de~ived for each of up to four ·counts of conviction in every case, based on the 

stattite(s) and elements of the conviction. The "primary" offense code for the case was determined 

to be the offense code applicable for the count with the highest statutory· maximum. If two or more 

·counts were found to have the same statutory maximu_m, "primary" offense was selected according 

to the following (diminishing) order: 

a) violent offenses (including burglary of a residence} 

b) drug offenses 
c) firearm offenses 
d) property offenses 
e) moral offenses 
f) other offenses 

In. cases· involving different offense codes that were similar under this second criterion as well (e.g., 

two different property offenses with the same statutory· maximum), statutory maximum fines· were 

useq ·as tie-breakers. Finally,· in the. small number of cases unresolved, the offense type that best 

' represented the nature of the criminal behavior was chosen. 

For convenience in analysis., a summary variable describing "primary offense cah:~gory" was derived. 
I 

This code was generated by grouping similar primary offense codes into a smaller set of categories .. 

Listed below are the offense types that were grouped into each of the primary offense categories used 

in this ·report: . 

Murder includes first degree murder, felony with death resulting, second degree murder, and 

conspiracy to murder (with death resulting). 

Manslaughter includes· both involuntary ·and voluntary manslaughter. 

Kidnapping/Hostage includes ransom taking and hostage/kidnapping. 

Sexual Abuse includes sexual abuse of a minor; sexual abuse ·of a ward, criminal sexual abuse, and 

abusive sexual contact. 



Robbery includes bank robbery, aggravated bank robbery, Hobbs Act robbery, mail robbery, other 
robbery, and carjacking. 

Arson_ also includes damage by explosives_. 

_ ·Drugs: TraffickiryJ _includes dnig distfibl1tiori/mahufacture, · drug distribution/manufacture -
conspiracy, continuing criminal enterprise, drug distribution- employee under 21, drug distribution 
·near school, drug import/export, drug distribution to person under 21, and establish/rent drug 
operation.· 

Drugs: Communication Facility includes use of a communication facility in a drug trafficking 
offense. 

Drugs: Simple Possession includes distribution of a small amount of marijuana and simple 
possession. 

Firearms include unlawful possession/transportation of firearms or ammunitiOn; possession of 
guns/explosives on aircraft; unlawful trafficking, etc. in explosives; possession of guns/explosives in 
federal faciHty/schools; use of fire or explosives to commit felony·; and use of firearms or ammunition 
during crime. 

Burglary/Bre~king & Entering includes post office burglary, burglary of DEA premises (pharmacy), 
burglary of other structure, bank burglary, and ·burglary of a residence. 

Auto Theft includes auto theft (including parts), receipt/possession of stolen auto or parts, and 
altered identification numbers/trafficking in altered (auto). 

Larceny includes bank larceny, theft from benefit plans, other theft . - mail/post office, 
receipt/possession of stolen property (not auto), other theft- property, larceny/theft-mail/post office, 
larceny/theft- property (not auto), and theft from labor union. . 

Fraud includes odometer laws and regulations, insider trading, and fraud and deceit. 

Emhezzlement includes embezzleineni - property, embezzlement from labor unions, embezzlement 
-mail/post office, embezzlement from benefit plans, and bank et:nbezzle,ment. 

Forgery/Counterfeiting includes counterfeit bearer obligations, and forgery/counterfeit (non-bearer 
obligations). · -



Tax Offenses include receipt/trafficking in smuggled property, aid, etc., in tax fraud; fraud -tax 
returns, statements, etc.; fraud, false statement- perjury; failure to file or pay; tax evasion; evading 
import duties (smuggle); failure to collect or account for taxes; regulatory offenses- taxes; failure 
to. deposit taxes in trust account; non-payment of taxes; conspiracy to avoid taxes; and offenses 
relating to withholding statements. 

Money Laundering includes laundering of monetary instruments, monetary transaction from unlawful 
activity, failure to file currenc~. report, and failure to report monetary transactions. 

Extortion/Racketeering . includes extortionate extension of credit, blackmail, extortion by ·force or 
threat, Hobbs Act extortion, travel in aid of racketeering, crime relating to racketeering, and violent 
c_rimes in aid of racketeering. 

Gambli.ng/Lottery includeS: engaging in a gambling business, transmission of wagering information, 
obstruction to facilitate gambling, and interstate transportation of wagering paraphernalia. 

Civil Rights include interference with rights under color of law; force or threats to deny benefits or 
rights; obstructing an election or registration; manufactur~, etc. - eavesdropping device; other 
deprivations/discrimination; obstructing correspondence; peonage, servitude, and slave trade; 
intercept communication or eavesdropping; and conspiracy to deprive individual of civil rights. 

Immigration includes trafficking in U.S. passports; trafficking in entry documents; failure to 
surrender naturalization 9ertificate; fraudulently acquiring U.S. passports; smuggling, etc.; unlawful 
alien; fraudulently acquiri~g entry documents; and unlawfully entering U.S. 

·Pornography, Prostitution includes dealing in obscene matter, transportation of minor for 
prostitution/sex, transportation for prostitution/sex (adult), sexual exploitation of minors, materials 
involving sexual exploitation of minors, obscene telephone or broadcasting, and selling or buying 
children for pornography.·· 

Offenses In Prisons include contraband in prison, riots in federal facilities, and escape. 

Administration of Justice includes commission of offense while on release, bribery of a witness, 
failure to· appear ·by ·defendant, contempt, failure to appear by material witness, obstruction of 
justice, payment to witness, perjury or subornation of perjury, misprision of a felony, and accessory 
after the fact. 

Environmental/Fish And Wildlife includes specially protected fish, wildlife, plants. 

NationalDefense includes evasion of export controls and exportation· of arms, etc., without license. 

Antitrust ·includes bid-rigging, price-fixing, and market allocation agreement.· 
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Food and Drug includes false information or tampering with products, tampering to injure business, 

tampering _with risk of death or injury, and violation of regulations involving food, drugs, etc. 

Other .Miscellaneous Offenses include illegal use of regulatory number ~ drugs; illegal transfer of 

drugs; illegal regulatory number to get drugs; drug paraphernalia; forgery/fraud for ~rugs; dangerous 

devices to protect· drugs; manufacture drugs against quota; endangering life while manufacturing 

drugs; operate carrier under drugs; endangerment from hazardous/toxic substances; mishandling 

substances, records, etc.; threat of tampering with public water system; tampering ~ith public :water 

system; hazardous devices of federal lands; mishandling other pollutants, records, etc.; improper 

storage of explosives; recordkeeping violation- explosives; possession of other weapon- on aircraft, 

in federal facility; failure to report theft ·of explosives; feloniously mailing injurious ,articles; 

transport of hazardous material in commerce; interference with flight crew' other offense - aboard 

aircraft; criminal infringement of copyright; conflict of interest; unauthorized payment;: non-drug 

forfeiture; impe~onation; false statement to Employee Act; reporting offenses - labor related; 

criminal infringement of trademark; unlawful conduct relating to control/cigarettes; trespass; 

destruction of property; destruction of mail; aircraft piracy; conspiracy to murder: (no death, ass~ult, 

or attempt); conspiracy to commit murder; and all other miscellaneous offenses no.t previou~ly listed 

in· any of the other categories. 

Race 
Information on Race of the defendant is obtained from the Presentence Report in separ~te categories 

of race and ethnicity (White, Black, Native American or Alaskan Native, and Asian or Pacific . 

Islander). The ethnicity data are included because they indicate whether a defendant is of Hispanic 

origin. (For purposes of this report, defendants whose ethnic background is designated as Hispanic 

are shown as Hispanic regardless of racial background.) The Other category includes defendants 

of Native American, Alaskan Native, and A~ian or Pacific Islander origin. Additionally,for cases 

in which information on defendant race could not be obtained, the Commission performed a search 

for this. i~formation using the Bureau of Prisons SENTRY system. · . 

Reasons for Departure 
Reasons for Departure as given by_ the sentencing judge are coded for cases involving departures. 

This information is obtained from the Report on the Sentencing Hearing when available. Because 

court~ often provide more than one reason for departure,' the percentages on the depart_11re tables 

ofte~ add, up to more than 100 percent. 

Type of Guideline Sentence Imposed 

Using sentencing information obtained from the Judgment of Conviction Order, the Total Receiving 

Prison category includes the number of defendants sentenced (and percent of Total Cases) who 

received a commitment to the Bureau of Prisons. This column includes those receiving Prison, and 

the. Prison/Co·mmunity Split Sentence. 
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The Prison category includes defendants· _§entenced to a term of imprisonment only, ·with no 

condition ·of post-release supervision, as well as defendants sentenced to a term of hnprisonment 

followed by a term of supervised release with no conditions of community confinement or home 

detention. The Prison/Community Split Sentence is a term . used for a new sentence under the 

Sentencing Reform Act and the guidelines. This involves a term of imprisonment followed by a term 

of supervised release that includes a condition of a term of community confinement or home 

detention. These c·onditions added together must comprise at least the minimum ·guideline sentence 

established by the sentencing court. 

The Total· Receiving Probation column includes the number of defendants sentenced (and the 

percent of Total Cases) who received a ,term of probation with or without a condition of community 

confinement, intermittent confinement, or home detention. This column also represents the total of 

the Probation Only and Probation and Confinement columns. 

The Probation· Only column includes· the number of defendants ~ho received a term of probation 

without a condition of community confinement, intermittent confinement, or home detention. 

Probation and Confinement includes the number of defendants who rec~ived a term of probation with 

a condition of community confinement, intermittent confinement, or home detention. 

Cases Involving Fines and Restitution overlap with the other categories, because fines and restitution 

may. be ordered in conjunction with the imposition of other sanctions. 

Footnotes 

The·· following 'footnotes ·pertain to the· "Fiscal Year 1993 Guideline Sentences" tables provided in 

Appendix B. Actual figures provided in these footnotes apply only. to the national data table. 

Additional information describing variables and data used are provided. earlier in this appendix. : 

1 

2 

3 

Reflects the total number of cases receive~ by the Commission by January 11, 1994,' that 

were sentenced in FY1993. . 

Cases· with mtsstng or indeterminable information on Gender or Race· are excluded. 

Nationally, this involves the exclusion of 397 cases because of missing information on 

Gender (33) or Race (388)~ 

Cases with missing or iridet~rminable informationon the income or.gender of the defendant 

are excluded from the calculation of average monthly income. Nationally~ this involves the 

..... ~~l.;.~~nn nf Q_?.79 t!ases. 



5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

Cases with missing or indeterminable information on the age or gender of the defendant are excluded. Nationally, this involves the exclusion of 274 cases. 

- Cases with.missing or indeterminable information on Mode. of Conviction (81) are excluded. In addition, 153 cases coded with a value of Both Plea and Trial ani excluded. 

Ot the 42,107 guideline cases, 517 are excluded due :to one or more of the following conditions: ·missing i~formation on type of sentence (233), cases in which no prison or probation was imposed (223), or cases in which primary offense type was missing (94). 

~ases in the Total Receiving Prison and Total Receiving Probation categories total 100 percent of all cases; however, Cases Involving Fines and Restitution overlap with the other categories because fines and restitution may be ordered in conjunction with the imposition of other sanctions. 

Cases involving no term of imprisonment and cases with indeterminable terms are excluded from the calculation of the Average Months Prison category~ Any sentence of days is rounded up to the nearest month. Life sentences are included in these calculations as 470 months. Of the 41,590 cases included in the Total Cases column, 9,448 cases involving no term of. imprisonment and 80 cases with an unspecified length are excluded from calculation of the average. 

Cases involving no term of imprisonment and cases with indeterminable terms are excluded · from the category Length of Prison Term. Any sentence of days is rounded up to the nearest month. Life sentences are included in the category Over 60~ 

Cases receiving no order offine orrestitution are excluded from the calculation of the Total Receiving Fines and Restitution. The number of cases upon which the average is based may not equal the Total Receiving Fines and Restitution due to the failure ofsome Judgment of Conviction Orders to specify the dollar amount ordered~ Of the 42;107 guideline cases, 313 cases missing offense type or fine and restitution · information are excluded from these calculations. Of the 41,794 cases with such information, 26,743 with.no order of fine or ·restitution ordered are excluded from these calculations. 

The following information corresponds to footnotes regarding selected federal criminal justice indicators, crimes reported to police, and selected demographic indicators in Appendix R tables: 

· Cities are listed, in descending order, according to. the .amount of sentencing guideline documentation submitted to the USSC. 



3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

Source: Executive Office for U.S. Attorneys, Evaluation and Review Staff. Represents 

designated attorneysas ofDeceinber 30, 1993, as membe~ of general criminal, organized 

crime drug enforcement task force, narcotics, financial institution fraud, and strike force 

units. The Executive Office estimates that 76 percent of attorneys' time is spent on criminal 

work. Therefore, the number of assistant. U.S .. attorneys listed for each district represents 

76 percent of the total assistant U.S. attorneys allocated. Not all positions are filled at any 

one point in time due to attrition or budgetary constraints. · Note: The assistant u~s. 

attoi'Oeys for Guam and the Northern Mariana Islands are· combined. 

. Source: Admi~istrative Office of the U ~s. Courts, Defe~der Services Division. Represents 

number of assistant federal defender positions available in FY 1993 and includes m.embers 

. of community defender organizations .. Districts with Community Defe~der Organizations 

include Southern California, Northern Georgia, Northern Illinois, Eastern Michigan, Montana, 

Eastern Pennsylvania, Eastern Tennessee, Eastern Washington, and Eastern and Southern 

New York. Eastern and Southern New York share 36 community defenders .. Several 

adjoining dist~icts share assistant federal defenders, and in these instances, the number of 

assistant federal defenders indicated is the total number shared. These districts include 

Colorado and Wyoming which share 14 defenders, Delawareand New Jersey which share· 

17, Southern and Central Illinois and Eastern Missouri which share 11, ~nd Eastern and 

Nprthern Oklahoma which share four. Note: No federal defenders are located in Guam and 

the Northern Mariana Islands. 

Source: Administrat~ve Office of the U.S. Courts (1993). Probation and Pretrial Services 

Division Field Personnel. Includes probation officers and chiefs. Does not include pretrial 

services officers .. 

. Source: Administrative Office of the U.S .. Courts. Statistical Tables for the Twelve-Month 

Period Ended September 30, 1993 (Table C) .. I11cludes civil cases commenced, terminated, 

and pending in the district courts during the 12-month period ending September 30, 1992 

and 1993. Filings for civil cases ended September 30, 1993. 

Source: Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts. Statistical Tables forthe Twelve-Month 

Period Ended September 30, 1993 (Table D). Includes criminal cases commenced, 

terminated, and pending in the district courts during the 12-month period ending Septem~r 

30,, 1992 and 1993. Filings_ for felony and . misdemeanor cases for the period ended 

September 30, 1993. 

Source: . U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census. Represents 1992 totai 

population. Numbers presented for Guam and the Northern Mariana Islands were derived 
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10 . 

11 

12 

13 

14 

Source: U.S. ·Department of Commerce, Bureau . of the Census. Represents 1992 total 
population. Numbers presented for Gu~m and the Northern Mariana Islands were derived 
from 1990 data. 

Source: U.S .. Department of Commerce,. Bureau of the Census, 1991 age distribution data. 

Source: U.S. Department of Justice, FBI, {Jniform Crime:RepPrts .. National data published 
in Crime in the United States-1992. Data on crime in fed~ral judicial districts are derived 
from FBI unpublis~ed qata. The FBI combines seven offenses which include murder and 
non-negligent manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery, aggravat~d assault, burglary, larceny-

·. theft,· and motor v~hicle theft to compute the crime index total. . The totals for each index 
crime represent the aggregate number of crimes reported during 1992 to city, , county, and 
state law enforcement officials. According to the. FBI, sufficient data are riot available to 
estimate arson· totals for the nation or by judicial district. Data for judicial di~tricts in New 
York were· obtained directly from the New York State Statistical Analysis Center.;. Figures 
are not. available for the Northern, Mariana Islands. Population data for P~erto Rico'"in 1992 
were not collected; therefore, numbers of crimes per 100,000 are· not available. Forcible 
rape figures for Illinois were excluded from· the crime index total and forcible rape categories 
due to lack of accordance between Illinois Department of State Police Uniform Crime 
Reporting .(UCR) Program figures and national UCR guidelines. . 

·Source: U.S. Department of Commerce,. Bureau of the Census, (1989· data). Numbers 
· presented for Guam, Puerto Rico, the Northern Mariana Islands, and the. Virgin Islands were 
derived from 1990 data. Note: The National Data total for income per capita does not 

. include Guam, the Northern Mariana Islands, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands. 

Source: U.S. De~rtment of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics (1992 data). Data derived 
from the U.S.· Bureau· of Labor Statistics, Local Area Unemployment Statistics .. Based on 
total civilian labor force. Figures are not available for Guam; the Northern Mariana Islands, and. the Virgin Islands. . . 

Source: U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census. Numbers for all federal 
judicial districts· except Puerto Rico·· and the Virgin Islands were derived from U.S. 
Department of Com111:erce, Bureau ~f the Census, City County Data Book (1990). Nonfarm 
employment estimated as the sum of the number of persons employed in private nonfarm 
establishments (excluding self-employed persons, domestic service workers, railroad workers 
jointly covered. by Social Security and railroad retirement programs, workers on oceanborn 
vessels, and workers· in foreign countries). Source· for. Puerto Rico: U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Bureau of the Census (September, 1984). · Characteristics of the Population. 



16 

17 

18 

19 

Includes ·the number of persons employed in local government. and the ·number of civilians· 

employed in federal government. 

Source: U.S. Department ofCommerce, Bureau of the Census (1987 data). The acreage 

designated as "land in farms" cbrisists primarily of agricultural land used for crops, pasture, 

or I grazing. Land in farms ; al~B includes woodland and wasteland not actually under 

. cultivation or used for pasture or grazing, provided it was:part of the farm operator's total 

operations. . Large acreage of woodland or wasteland held for nonagricultural purposes was 

deleted from individual reports during the processing oper~tions. Land in farms includes 

acres set aside under· annual..~commodity acreage prow~ms as well as acres in the 

Conservation Reserve· Prograrit.{ for places meeting the farm aefinition. Note: Due to 

··confidentiality rules~ the Bureau of the Census does not disclose data that would readily 

identify a respondent.- Specifically, farmland acreage for state Gounties with only one or two 

landowners is not disclosed. : Therefore, both farmland· adreage and· total acreage of non-

. disclosed counties was excluded froin the computation of certain districts (California 

Northern, Florida Northern, Michigan Western, New· York Southern, New York Northern, 

North Carolina Western, North Carolina Eastern,. Virginia Eastern, West Virginia Southern, 

and Wisconsin Eastern). Note: The National Data total for percent acreage. in farms does 

~tit include Guam, the Northern Mariana Islands, Puerto Rico, and the· Virgin Islands. 
. 

. . 

Source: U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census. Data derived from U.S. 

Bureau of the Census, 1987 Census of Governments, Governmental Finances, Compendium 

of Gove·mment Finances, Series GC87(4)-5 (1986-87 data). Direct general expenditure 

comprises all local governments excluding utility, liquor stores, and insurance trust 

expenditures and any intergovernmental transfers. Data were unavailable for Guam and the 

N orth~rn Mariana Islands. 

Covers. support of and assistance to needy persons contingent upon their needs.· Includes 

cash assistance, vendor payments inade directly to private purveyors for commodities and 

services : provided under welfare programs, welfare: institutions, payments to other 

governments for welfare purposes, and amounts for administration and support of private 

welfare agencies and other public welfare services. 
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Appendix B 

Selected C,riminal Justice and Sentencing Statistics 
(by district) 

• Fiscal Year 1993 GUideline Sentences 
• Selected Federal Criminal Justice Indicators 
• Crimes. Reported To Police 
• Selected Demographic Indicators 



NATIONAL DATA· 

Crimes Reported Number of Per 100,000 

To Police11 Crimes Population 

Murder 23,760 9 

Forcible Rape 109,060 43 

Robbery 672,480 264 

..... ~- 'tlo~ 
Aggravated Assault 1,126,970 442 

~ 
Burglary 2,979,900 1,168 

Larceny /Theft 7,915,200 3,103 

Motor Vehicle Theft 1,610,800 632 

Crime Index Total 14,438,200 5,660 

Economic Income per Capita 12 $14,420 

Number of Court . District Court Judges2 812 
Indicators Percent Unemployed13 6.7 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 3,220 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 651 Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 21.3 

Probation Officers~ 3,269 
Non-Farm Percent Retail 21.1 
Employment14 

Percent Finance'~ 7.4 

Cases Filed Civil6 229,850 Percent Service 29.8 

CriminaF 46,785 Percent Other16 20.4 

Population Total8 252,688,000 Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage17 42.6 

Per Square Mile9 71.5 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $60.34 

Age Distribution 10 Percent Age 0-14 21.8 
Expenditures18 

Education $451.00 

Percent Age 15-24 14.5 Health and Hospitals $92.22 

Percent Age 25-34 17.0 Public Welfare19 $63.75 

Percent Age 35-44 · 15.5 Highways $62.62 

Percent Age 45-64 18.5 

Percent Age 65 + 12.6 

A complete description of the ·footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES NATIONAL DAT 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

3,374 April 93 

3,394 May 93 

3,404 June 93 

3,466 July 93 

3,230 August 93 

3,891 

3,625 

3,581 

3,8ll 

3,337 

3,819 September93 3,175 

TOTAL= 42,107 

mean ·median 

$1,074 $500 

$1,076 $403 

$1,062 $726 

34.7 

34.7 

34.8 

33.0 

33.0 

33.0 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

TOTAL 

41,710 

18,172 

. 12,175 

(100%) 

(43.6%) 

(29.2%) 

35,342 

i5,304 

9,986 

Male 

(84;7%) 

(84.2%) 

(82.0%) 

Hispanic 

Other 

9,933 (23.8%) 8,860 (89.2%), 

1,430 (3.4%) 1,192 (83.4%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Con;iction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Female. 

6,368 (15.3%) 

2,868 (15.8%) 

. 2,189 (18.0%) 

1,073 (10.8%) 

238 (16.6%) 

30,470 ·. (75.3%) 

6,840 (16.9%) 

2,676 (6.6%) 

456 (l.l %) 

41,873 (100%) 

37,048 (88.5%) 

4,825 (11.5%) 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY pRJMARy OFFENSE 7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Jmmigratn Otb 

41,590 (100%) 1,647 (100%) 3,028 (100%) 918 (100%) 5,528 (100%)17,159 (100%) 884 (100%) 3,116 (100%) 2,170 (100%)7,140 (100 

32,140 (77.3) 1,633 (99.2) 1,247 (41.2) 

30,609 (73.6) 1,629 (98.9) 1,131 (37.4) 

1,531 ·(3.7) 4 (0.2) 116 (3.8) 

7,482 

5,287 

3,177 

5,749 

10,367 

66.5 

37.0 

9,450 (22.7) 

6,174 (14.8) 

3,276 (7.9) 

21 

27 

121 

385 

1,078 

ll3.8 

84.0 

669 

253 

ll1 

129 

77 

21.6 

12.0 

14 (0.8) 1,781 (58.8) 

6 (0.4) 1,316 (43.5) 

8 (0.5) 465 (15.4) 

484 (52:7) 3,196 (57.8) 16,125 (94.0~ 

314 (34.2) 2,709 (49.0) 15,824 (92.2) 

170 (18.5) 487 (8.8) 301 (1.8) 

382 

71 

16 

7 

4 

9.4 

7.0 

1,701 

869 

326 

231 

53 

17.0 

12.0 

434 (47.3) 2,332 (42.2) 

291 (31.7) 1,402 (25.4) 

143 (15.6) 930 (16.8) 

1,384 

1,928 

1,634 

3,585 

7,574 

89.4 

60.0 

1,034 (6.0) 

546 (3.2) 

488 (2.8) 

457 (51.7) 2,759 (88.5) 1,824 (84.1) 4,415 (61 

427 (48.3) 2,676 (85.9) 1,777 (81.9) 4,122 (57 

30 (3.4) 83 (2.7) 47 (2.2) 293 (4 

257 

129 

37 

23 

8 

15.7 

12.0 

427 (48.3) 

266 (30.1) 

161 (18.2) 

362 

542 

358 

624 

871 

71.5 

42.0 

357 (11.5) 

200 (6.4) 

157 (5.0) 

934 

599 

81 

128 

65 

17.9 

12.0 

1,'l 

4 

11 

346 (15.9) 2,725 (38 

259 (11.9) 1,888 (26 

87 (4.0) 837 (11 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

15,051 (36.0) 860 (52.2) 2,153 (69.8) 675 (71.7) }.869 (69.4) 2,988 (17.4) 467 (52.6) 605 (19.4) 288 (13.2) 3,146 (43 

$3,000 $3,134 $1,796 $7,789 $9,173 $2,000 $1,417 $2,000 $1,000 $2.~ 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONF'Y 



ALABAMA, Northern 
11th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline· Documentation• 

(1) Bi~gham ( 4) Talladega 

(2) Huntsville (5) Florence 

(3) Gadsden (6) Anniston 

Number of Court District· Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant u.s. Attorners3 

Assistant Federal befenders4 
· 

Probation Officers~ 

Cases Filed Civil6 

· Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 '-

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

10 

30 

35 

31 

6,672 

. 347 

2,396,560 

107.5 

21.0 

15.0 

16.1 

15.3 

19.8 

12.9 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape . 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle .Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

261 11 

912 38 

3,720 155 

11,713 489 

24,800 1,035 

64,792 2,704 

8,470 353 

114,668 4,785 

Income per Capita 12 $12,085' '1 
c 

Percent Unemployed13 6.9 

Percent Manufacturing 27.5 

Percent Retail 20.2 

Percent Finance15 6.0 

Percent Service 24.5 

Percent 0the~16 21.8 

Percent Farm Acreage17 27.5 

Police Protection $ 55.18 

Education $419.53 

Health and Hospitals $ 210.21 

Public Weifare19 $5.91 

Highways $ 75.31 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES ALABAMA, Nort. 

Cases Received by USSC ·(by sentencing month) 1 Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

28 April93 · 

32 May 93 

14 June 93 

10 July 93 

29 August 93 

26 September 93 

22 

23 

32 

20 

36 

20 

TOTAL= 292 

mean inedian 

' $1,453 

$1,489 

$1,349 

34.4 

34.8 

33.4 

$850 

$955 

$700 

34.0 

34.0 

33.0 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

290 (100.0%) 

158 (54.5%) 

124 (42.8%) 

4 (1.4%) 

4 (1.4%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Mille 

' 218 (75.2%) 

124 (78.5%) 

87 (70.2%) 

3 (75.0%) 

4 (100.0%) 

Female 

72 (24:8%) 

34 (21:5%) 

37 (29.8%) 

(25.0%) 

0. (0.0%) 

213 (73.4%) 

71 (24.5%) 

·6 (2.1%) 

0 (0.0%) 

286 (100.0%) 

258 (90.2%) 

28 (9.8%) 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY.PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community ·split 

Prison Term Ordered 

F12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

TOTAL 

285 (100.0) 

179 (62.8) 

' 157 (55.1) 

22 (7.7) 

52 

39 

21 

19 

48 

54.7 

'24.0 

106 (37.2) 

74 (26.0) 

32 (11.2) 

. CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITIJTION' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

162 (56.6) 

$2,718 

Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn 

9 (100.0) 45 (100.0) 8 (100.0) 54 (100.0) 88 (100.0) 16 (100.0) 20 (100.0) 0 (100.0) 45 

9 (100.0) 

9 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

1 

2 

'5 

108.0 

71.0 

13 (28.9) 

10 (22.2) 

3 (6.7) 

10 

0 

20.6 

10.0 ' 

0 (0.0) 32 (71.1) 

0 (0.0) 27 (60.0) 

0 (0:0) 5 (11.1) 

4 (50.0) 23 (42.6) 

(12.5) 20 (37 .0) 

3 (37 .5) 3 (5.6) 

4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

8.5 

8.0 

4 (50.0) 

2 (25.0) 

2 (25.0) 

8 

11 

4 

0 

0 

17.7 

16.0 

31 '(57.4) 

13 '(24.1) 

18 (33.3)' 

7 (77.8) 30 (66.7) ' 7 (87.5) 45 (81.8) 

$6,876' ' $250 $10,000 

79 (89.8) 

71 (80.7) 

8 (9.1) 

15 

13 

13 

10 

28 

64.4 

36.0 

9 (10.2) 

9 (10.2) 

0 (0.0) 

27 (30.7) 

' $2,528 

6 (37.5)' 17 (85.0) 

5 (31.2) 16 (80.0) 

(6.2) (5.0) 

4 

2 

0 

0 

0 

13.2 

10.5 

10 (62.5) 

6 (37.5) 

4 (25.0) 

9 (56.2) 

$960 

2 

4 

4 

6 

61.5 

46.0 

3 (15.0) 

2 (10.0) 

1 (5.0) 

8 (40.0) 

$2,500 

0 (--) 28 

0 (--) 25 

0 <~-> 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 (--) 17 

0 (--) 15 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 29 

$--

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Apper 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MOl 



. ALABAMA, Middle 
11th Circuit 

City Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

(1) Montgomery 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attorneys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers$ 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

A complete· description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

5 

12 

35 

18 

1,608 

302 

960,256 

62.4 

22.1 

16.7 

15.4 

14.4 

18.5 

12.9 

Crimes Reported Number of 

To Police11 Crimes 

Murder 88 

Forcible Rape 353 

Robbery 1,036 

Aggravated Assault 4,674 

Burglary 9,845 

Larceny /Theft 21,645 

Motor Vehicle Theft 2,178 

Crime Index Total 39,819 

Economic Income per Capita 12 

Indicators Percent Unemployed13 

Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 

Non-Farm Percent Retail 
Employment14 

Percent Finance15 

Percent Service 

Percent Other16 

Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage17 

Per Capita Local Police Protection 

Expenditures18 

Education 

Health and Hospitals 

Public Welfare19 

Highways 

--·····---------·-···--·····--····--·--·····-----·------- ---···----

Per 100,000 
Population 

9 

37 

108 

487 

1,025 

2,254 

227 

4,147 

$ 10,806 

7.2 

29.6 

21.0 

5.5 

22.2 

21.7 

34.2 

$ 52.53 

$409.73 

$ 167.35 

$2.68 

$68.35 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by· USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

22 April93 

24 May 93 

14 June 93 

11 July 93 

23 August 93 

28 September 93 

14 

21 

14 

13 

23 

22 

TOTAL= 229 

mean median 

$1,179 $716 

$1,232 $613 

$1,052 $830 

34.4 

33.4 

37.3 

33.0 

32.0 

35.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

229 (100.0%) 

112 (48.9%) 

97 (42.4%) 

18 (7.9%) 

2 (0.9%) 

Departure Status4 

Sentenced within Guideline ~ge 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure. 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

169 (73.8%) 

76 . (67.9%) 

74 (76.3%) 

18 (100.0%) 

(50.0%). 

ALABAMA, Middlt 

Female 

60 (26.2%) 

36 (32.1%) 

23 (23.7%) 

0 (0.0%) 

(50.0%) 

177 (77.6%) 

44 (19.3%) 

5 (2.2%) 

2 . (0.9%) 

228 (100.0%) 

200 (87.7%) 

28 (12.3%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms lmmlgratn Other 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

3 7-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

227 (100.0) 

139 (61.2) 

133 (58.6) 

6 (2.6) 

32 

16 

20 

9 

62 

75.6 

37.0 

88 (38.8) 

61 (26.9) 

27 (11.9) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION ' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

108 (47.4) 

$1,635 

9 (100.0) 59 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 29 (100.0) 64 (100.0) 8 (100.0) 17 (100.0) 0 (100.0) 37 (100.0) 

9 (100.0) 

9 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

8 

91.6 

90.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

7 (11.9) 

7 (11.9). 

0 . (0.0) 

6 

0 
. 1 

0 

0 

12.4 

12.0 

52 (88.1) 

47 (79.7) 

5 (8.5) 

7 (77.8) 42 (70.0) 

$1,830 . $470 

3 (75.0) 

3 (75.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 

0 

0 

21.7 

18.0 

1 (25.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (25.0) 

18 (62.1) 

14 (48.3) 

4 (13.8) 

.10 

3 

3 

2 

0 

18.2 

10.0 

11 (37.9) 

3 (10.3) 

8 (27.6) 

2 (50.0) 22 (75.9) 

$30,825 $11,877 

61 (95.3) 

61 (95.3) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

4 

6 

4 

44 

118.7 

120.0 

3 (4.7) 

0 (0.0) 

3 (4.7) 

9 (14.1) 

$10,000 

2 (25.0) 

(12.5) 

(12.5) 

0 

0 

0 

17.5 

. 17.5 

6 (75.0) 

4 (50.0) 

2 (25.0) 

12 (70.6) 

11 (64.7) 

1 (5.9) 

3 

0 

7 

84.5 

67.0 

5 (29.4) 

2 (11.8) 

3 (17.6) 

6 (75.0) 4 (23.5) 

$2,400 $600 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 ·(--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

27 (73.0) 

27 (73.0) 

0 (0.0) 

10 

7 

6 

1 

3 

33.9 

18.0 

10 (27.0) 

5 (13.5) 

5 (13.5) 

0 (--) 16 (43.2) 

$-- $3,000 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix A. 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data Fiie, MONFY93 



ALABAMA,· Southern 
11th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Mobile 

(2) Sel,ma 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers' 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age. 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Policell 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery· 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 

6 
Indicators 

15 

35 Distribution of 

20 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

1,100 

277 

733,307 Agriculture 

56.0 

Per Capita Local 

23.8 
Expenditures18 

14.7 

15.1 

14.5 

18.8 

13.1 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

66 9 

278 38 

1,635 223 

8,122 1,108 

9,319 1,271 

19,696 2,686 

3,221 '439 

42,337 5,773 

Income per Capita12 $10,420 

Percent Unemployed13 9.2 

Percent Manufacturing 23.4 

Percent Retail 22.6 

Percent Finance" 4.9 

Percent Service 25.2 

Percent Othe.r16 23.8 

Percent Farm Acreage17 22.1 

Police Protection $ 55.49 

Education $411.78 

Health and Hospitals $79.88 

Public Welfare19 $ 1.89 

Highways $ 68.07 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by· sentencing month) 1 · 

October 92 · 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March '93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

22 April93 

29 May 93. 

36 June 93 

. 36 July 93 

38 

26 

48 

35 

·34 August 93 37 

50 September 93 _ · 48 

TOTAL= 4139 

mean . median 

$1,054 $454 

$1,105'' '$4o6 

$886 ·$571 

33;7 

33.7 

33:6 

32.0 

32.0-

30.0 

SENTENC~G INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Ge~der, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

' 439 (100.0%) ' 

157 (35.8%) 

235 (53.5%) 

41 (9.3%) 

! 6 (1.4%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other .Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

346 : (78:8%) 

118 (75.2%) 

186 (79.1 %) 

39 (95.1 %) 

3 '(5Q.O%) 

ALABAMA, Sou 

Female· 

93. (21.2%) 

39 (24.8%) 

49 (20.9%) 

2 (4.9%) 

3 (50~0%) 

'306 (70.7%) 

114 (26.3%) 

' 6 (1.4%) 

7· (1.6%) 

435 (100.0%) 

367 (84.4%) 

68 (1·5,6%) ' 

:: .· 

TOTAL Robbery · Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug 'frafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn 

439 (100.0) 13 (100.0) 31 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 71 (100.0) 219 (100'.0) 19 (100.0) 42 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 41 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Te~ Ordered 

1-12 nionths · 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

· Probation and Confinement 

345 (78.6) 

341 (77.7) 

4 (0.9) 

63 

47 

26 

47 

161 

93.8 

60.0 

94 (21.4) 

' 57 (13.0) 

37 (8.4) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Medi~ Dollar Amount 

150 (34.2) 

$3,035 

13 (100.0) 

13 (100.0) 

o. (0.0) 

0 

0 

4 

8 

145.7 

84.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 .(0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

20 (64.5) ' 

20 (64.5) 

0 .(0.0) 

9 

8 

2 

0 

16.-1 

15.0 ' 

11 (35.5) 

7 (22.6) 

4 (12.9) 

5 (38.5) 28 (90.3) 

$13,691 $1,973 

2 (66.7) 

2 (66.7) 

0 (0.0) 

32 (45.1)- ',199 (90.9) . 9 ''(47.4) 

. 8 (42.1~ 

1 (5.3) 

30 (42.2) 199 (90.9) 

2 ~.8) 0 (0~) 

0 

,0 

0 

15.0 

15.0 

15 

4 

6 

7 

'o 

'21.9 

18.0 

'(33.3) 39 (54.9) 

0 (0.0) 24 (33.8) 

1 (33.3) 15 (21.1) 

18 

18 

13 

18 

132 

125.8 

96.0 ' 

6. 

2 

0 

0 

! 13.3 

7.0 

20 (9.1) 10 (52.6) 

11 ' (5;0) ' 7_ (36.8) 

9 (4.1) 3 (15.8) 

42 (100.0) 

41 '(97.6) 

1 (2.4). 

.4 

'5 

4 

13 

l5 
70.7 

57.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

3 (100.0) 65 (91.5) 15 (6.8) 15 (79.0) 4 (9.5) 

$7,780 $2,858 $10,000 $1,112 ' $3,431 

1 (100:0) 

'1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

. 1 

'0' 

0 

0_ 

0 

12.0 

'12.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

'$-~ 

2 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appe 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MC 



ALASKA 
9th Circuit 

~ 

.r ... 
·~ 

.JJ-' .• 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Anchorage 

(2) Fairbanks 

Number of Court District. Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminaf 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

A complete description of the footnotes is provid~ m Appendix A; 

Crimes Reported 
To .. Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 

5 
Indicators · 

12 

4 Distribution of 

15 Non-Farm 
Employment14 

665 

237 

570,297 Agriculture 

1.0 

Per Capita Local 

27.4 Expenditures18 

13.9 

19.7 

19.4 

15.4 

4.2 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes- Population 

43 8 

564 99 

628 110 

2,538 445 

5,186 909 

20,335 3,566 

2,873' 504 

32,167 5,640 

Income per Capita 12 · $ 17,610 

Percent Unemployed13
. 9.2 

Percent Manufacturing 7.9 

Percent Retail 24.6 

Percent Finance15 6.4 

Percent Service 32.7 

Percent Other16 28.4 

Percent Farm Acreage17 0.3 

Police Protection . '$ 154.43 

Education $ 1,467.?8 

Health and Hospitals $ 113.71 

Public Welfare19 $20.81 

Highways $269.38 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

22 April93 

10 May 93 

15 June'93 

7 July 93 

6 August 93 

6 September 93 

13 

13 

.10 

25 

6 

14 

TOTAL= 147 

m~ median 

$986 

$1,056 

$740 

33.9 

34.0 

33.4 

$0 

$0 

$0 

32.0 

32.0 

33.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

145 (100.0%) 

85 (58.6%) 

27 (18.6%) 

15 (10.3%) . 

18 (12.4%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range · 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male· 

121 (83.4%) 

72 (84.7%) 

23 .<85.2%) 

13 (86.7%) 

13 (72.2%) 

Female 

24 (16.6%) 

13 (15.3%) 

4 (14.8%) 

2 (13.3%) 

5 (27.8%) 

103 (84.4%) 

11 (9.0%) 

8 (6.6%) 

0 (0.0%) 

146 (100.0%) 

125 (85.6%) 

21 (14.4%) 

ALAS I 

TOTAL Robbery . Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck · Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Otl 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

.Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

· 1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

. Probation Only 

. Probation and Confinement 

134 (100.0) 7 (100.0) 17 (100.0) 0 (100.0) 9 (100.0) 36 (100.0) 

92 (68.7) 

86 (64.2) 

6 (4.5) 

31 

20 

9 

8 

24 

48.4 

23.0 

7 (100.0) 

7 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 
.6 

. 90.7 

72.0 

5 (29.4) 

4 (23.5) 

(5.9) 

. 4 

42 (31.3) 0 (0.0) 12 (70.6) 

30 (22.4) . 0 (0.0) 10 (58.8) 

12 (9.0) . 0 (0.0) . 2 (11.~) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

7 (77.8) 

5 (55.6) 

2 (22.2) 

6 

0 

0 

0 

10.0 

6.0 

0 (--) 2 (22.2) 

0 (--) . 2 (22.2) 

0 (--) 0 / (0.0) 

32 (88.9) . 

32 (88.9) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

·10 

2 

4 

14 

70.7 

46.0 

4 (11.1) 

2 (5.6) 

2 (5.6) 

1 (100.0) 12 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 11 (91.7) 

0 (0.0) 11 (91.7) 

0 ~.~ 0 ~.~ 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3 

2 

4. 

90.5 

57.0 

7 (100.0) . 45 (lOt 

6 (85.7) 24 (5: 

6 (85.7) 21 (4J 

0 (0.0) 3 (I 

3· 

3 
0 

0 

0 

11.7 

12.5 

1 (100.0) 

. 0 (0.0) 

1 (100.0) 

(8.3) 1 (14.3) 21 (4f 

(8.3) . 1 (14.3) 14 (31 

0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 7 (1! 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITIJTION' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

73 (53.7) 

$3,144 

7 (100.0) 15 (83.3) . 0 (--) 8 (88.9) 17 (47.2) l-(100.0) 3 (25.0) 1 (14.3) 21 (4! 

$8,926 $2,400 $-- $16,783 $3,300 $3;428 $1,500 $1,000 $2,.' 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFJ 



ARIZONA 
9th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Phoenix (4) Yuma 

(2) Tucson (5) Globe 

(3) Nogales (6) Prescott 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminaf 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

12 

68 

23 

70 

3,292 

1,248 

3,747,905 

33.0 

23.1 

.14.3 

16.9 

14.8 

17.5 

. 13.2 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murde~ 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

·, 

Aggravated Assault'· 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft. 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
E:X:penditures18 

1 

I 
Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

305 8 

1,602 43 

5,764 154 

17,425 465 

52,352 1,397 

. 152,821 4,077 

30,710 819 

260,979 6,963 

Income per Capita 12 
· $ 13,461 

Percent Unemployed13 7.4 .. 

Percent Manufacturing 15.4 

Percent Retail 23.8 

Percent Finance15 7.3 

Percent Service 31.7 

Percent Other16 21.8 

Percent Farm Acreage 17 50.0 

Police Protection $ 110.24 

Education $790.59 

Health and Jlospitals $74.69 

Public Welfare19 $43.10 

Highways $ 157.63 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES ARIZOl' 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 Gender, Race, and Etbnicity 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

107 April93 

101 May 93 

85 June 93 

121 July 93 

93 August 93 . 

. 112 September 93 

94 

119 

110 

111 

95 

99 

TOTAL = 1,247 

mean median 

$528 

$539' 

$466 

325 

32.2 

34.9 

$41 

$28 

$123 

30.0 

30.0 

33.0 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

1,235 (100.0%) 

306 (24.8%) 

33 (2.7%) 

788 (63.8%) 

108 (8.7%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward ·Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Male 

1,076 (87.1 %) 

250 (81.7%) 

27 (81.8%) 

706 (89.6%) 

93 (86.1 %) 

Female 

159 (12.9%) 

56 (18.3%) 

6 (18;2%) 

82 (10.4%) 

15 (13.9%) 

643 (53.1 %) 

158 (13.1%) 

392 (32.4%) 

17 (1.4%) 

1,235 (100.0%) 

1,131 (91.6%) 

104 (8.4%) 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total R~ceiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CM;ES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation · 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immlgratn Otl 

1,229 (100.0) 60 (100.0) 40 (100.0) 12 (100.0) 79 (100.0) 577 (100.0) 11 (100.0) 53 (100.0) 143 (100.0) 254 (10 

1,001 (81.5) 

981 (79.8) 

20 (1.6) 

333 

215 

103 

145 

187 

44.2 

24.0 

228 (18.6) 

135 (11.0) 

93 (7.6) 

58 (96.7) 

57 (95.0) 

1 (1.7) 

2 

4 

17 

33 

87.2 

71.0 

16 (40.0) 

15 (37.5) 

1 (2.5) 

3 

3 

4 

3 

2 

39.4 

30.0 

:'(8.3) 

(8.3) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

10.0 

10.0 

2 (3.3). 24 (60.0) 11 (91. 7) 

(1.7) 14 (35.0) 6 (50.0) 

(1.7) 10 (25.0) 5 (41.7) 

55 (69.6) 

54 (68.3) 

1 (1.3) 

41 

3 

2 

2 

0 

6.4 

1.0 

24 (30.4) 

14 (17.7) 

10 (12.7) 

528 (91.5) 

521 (90.3) 

7 (1.2) 

132 

138 

63 

81 

111 

49.6 

24.0 

49 (8.5) 

23 (4.0) 

26 (4.5) 

5 (45.5) 

5 (45.5) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

2 

0 

26.8 

24.0 

6 (54.5) 

2 (i8.2) 

4 (36.4) 

44 (83.0) 130 (90.9) 164 (6 

44 (83.0) 129 (90.2) 155 (6 

0 (0.0) (0.7) 9 ( 

9 

10 

7 

12 

5 

44.3 

30.0 

9 (17.0) 

8 (15.1) 

I (1.9) 

81 

31 

2 

ll 

0 

13.8 

10.0 

13 (9.1) 90 (~ 

8 (5.6) 59 0 

5 (3.5) 31 (l 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

'398 (32.2) 43 (71.7) 32 (80.0) 11 (91.7) 36 (43.4) 124 (21.5) 9 (81.8) 16 (30.2) 22 (15.1) 105 (' 

$2,350 $4,133 $5,936 $4,488 $6,335 $2,000 $2,965 $1,750 $475 $1 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendi: 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONF 



ARKANSAS, Eastern 
8th Circuit 

City Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

( 1) Little Rock 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals, 
Assistant U.S. Attorneys3 

Assistant Federal :oefenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14. 

Percent Ag~ 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

7 

16 

35 

22 

2,331 

206 

1,403,217 

49.6 

22.5 

14.9 

'15.4 

14.5 

19.0 

13.7 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes .Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbe·ry 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary _ 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Iridicators 

· Distribution· of 
Non-Farm 
Employnient14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

199 14 

729 52 

2,418 172 

7,510 535 

17,930 1,278 

43,073 3,070 

6,043 431 

77,902 5~552 

income per Capita 12 
:' 

$ 10,554 

Percent Unemployed13 7.8 

Percent Manufacturing · '26.0 

Percent Retail '21.8 

PercentFinance15 5.7 

Percent Service 28.0 

Percent Other16 18.6 

Percent Farm Acreage 17 54.2 

Police Protection $42.75 

Education $ 540.66 

· Health and Hospitals $ 69.16 

Public Welfare19 $ 1.64 

Highways $ 53.72 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by ussc (by sentencing month) I 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

25 April93 

19 May 93 

11 June 93 

23 July 93 

15 August 93 

15 September 93' 

39 

15 

23 

22 

20 

16 

TOTAL =·243 

mean median 

$1,048 

$1,009 

$1,25,1 

35.0 

35.2 

33.8 

$660 

$628 ' 

$950 

33.0 

34.0 

31.5 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 1 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

237 (100.0%) 

130 (54.9%) 

91 (38.4%) 

16 (6.8%) 

0 (0.0%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

199 (84.0%) 

105 (80.8%) 

78 (85.7.%) 

16 (10Q.O%) 

0 ' (--%) 

ARK~sAs, Easter• 

\ 

Female 

38 (16.0%) 

25 (19.2%) 

13 (14.3%) 

0 (0.0%) 

0 (--%) 

197 (83.1 %) 

30 (12.7%) 

9 (3.8%) 

(0.4%) 

241 (100.0%) 

207 (85.9%) 

34 (14.1 %) 

TOTAL Robbery Lareeny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immlgratn Othe 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

243 (100.0) 17 (100.0) 11 (100.0) 

188 (77.4) 

179 (73.7) 

9 (3.7) 

53 

36 

21 

27 

51 

56.6 

28.5 

17 (100.0) 

17 (100.0), 

o· • (O.O)· 

0 

2 

3 

11 

•109.0 

124.0 

55 . (22.6) r o <o.o> 
40 (16.5) 

15 (6.2) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

5 (45.5) 

5 (45.5) 

0 -(0.0) 

3 
1 -

0 

0 

15.0 

11.0 

6 (54.5) 

5 (45.5) 

1 (9.1) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

58 (23.9) 

$3,000 

(5.9) 8 (72.7) 

$-- $3,572 

8 (100.0) 46 (100.0) 80 (100.0) 

6 (75.0) 

4 (50.0) 

2 (25.0) 

5 

0 

0 

o· 
6.2 

6.5 

2 (25.0) 

2 (25.0) 

0 (0.0) 

33 (71.7) 

30 (65.2) 

3 (6.5) 

18 

13 

0 

13.7 

12.0 

13 (28.3) 

6 (13.0) 

7 (15.2) 

4 (50.0) 20 (43.5) 

$3,040 $9,245 

70 (87.5) 

70 (87.5) 
II 

0 (0.0) 

5 

14 

9 

14 

28 

79.0 

48.0 

10 (12.5) 

6 (7.5) 

4 (5.0) 

8 (10.0) 

$4,000 

4 (100.0) 24 (100.0) 

3 (75.0) 

3 (75.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

10.0 

?.0 

(25.0) 

(25.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 .(25.0) 

$2,000 

22 (91.7) 

21 (87.5) 

1 (4.2) 

5 

2 

4 

3 

8 

70.7 

34.0 

2 (8.3) 

2 (8.3) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (4.2) 

$1,000 

7 (100.0) . 46 (lOOJ 

5 (71.4) 

5 (71.4) 

0 (0.0) 

4. 

0 

0 

0'~ 

11.2 

11.0 

2 (28.6) 

(14.3) 

(14.3) 

27 (58.' 

24 (52.: 

3 (6.: 

38 

27 

19 (41. 

17 (37. 

2 (4~ 

2 (28.6) 13 (28. 

$1,250 $1,51 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix . 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY~ 



ARKANSAS, Western 
8th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

(1) Fort Smith 

(2) Fayetteville 

(3) ElDorado 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

· Professionals Assistant U.S. Attorneys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminaf 

Population Total8 

Pe.r Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 

4 
Indicators 

9 

35 Distribution of 

13 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

1,052 

183 

969,772 Agriculture 

40.8 

Per Capita Local 

21.2 
Expenditures18 

14.0 

14.3 

14.0 

19.9 

16.6 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

59 6 

259 .27 

585 60 

2,038 210 

8,~07 846 

22,977 2,369 

1,839 190 

35,964 3,709 

Income per Capita 12 $ 10,471 

Percent Unemployed13 6.3 

Percent Manufacturing 34.7 

Percent Retail 21.0 

Percent Finance15 3.8 

Percent Service 20.7 

Percent Other16 19.8 

Percent Farm Acreage17 29.8 

Police Protection $ 38.19 

Education $533.03 

Health and Hospitals $ 115.60 

Public Welfare19 ' ~.2.66 

Highways $ 69.38 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

to:rAL 

Male 

Female 

. Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

9 April93 

11 May 93 

11 June 93 

10 July 93 

7 August 93 

· 22 September 93 

4 

17 

15 

17 

13 

30 

TOTAL= 166 

mean median 

$931 

$943 

$895 

38.1 

38.4 

37.0. 

$700 

$745 

$480 

37.0 

38.0 

36.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Ra~e, and Ethnicity 1 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

.TOTAL 

165 (100.0%) 

127 (77.0%) 

13 (7.9%) 

18 (10.9%) 

7 (4.2%) 

Departure Status 4 

· Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Sub~tial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

128 (77.6%) 

96 (75.6%) 

9 (69.2%) 

16 (88.9%) 

7 (100.0%) 

ARKANSAS, Wester 

Femille 

37 (22.4%) 

31 (24.4%) 

4 (30.8%) 

2 (11.1%) 

0 (0.0%) 

157 (94.6%) 

(0.6%) 

8 (4.8%) 

0 (0.0%) 

166 (100.0%) 

143 (86.1 %) 

23 (13.9%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immlgratn Otht 

CASE'S INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASE'S INVOLVING PROBATION 

. Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

165 (100.0) 

·96 (58.2) 

87 (52.7) 

9 (5.5) 

35 

19 

6 

9 

27 

47.0 

19.5 

69 (41.8) 

43 (26.1) 

26 (15.8) 

CASE'S INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

141 (85.5) 

$4,000 

3 (100.0) 10 (100.0) 9 (100.0) 49 (100.0) 25 (100.0) 

3 (100.0) 

3 (100.0). 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3 

147.7 

125.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

3 (30.0) 

2 (20.0) 

8 .(88.9) 

6 (66.7) 

1 ,(10.0) '-- 2 (22.2) 

22 (44.9) 

18 (36.7) 

4 (8.2) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

11.0 

6.0 

7 (70.0) 

4 (40.0) 

3 (30.0) 

6 

2 

0 

0 

0 

9.8 

6.0 

12 

5 

2 

2 

18.5 

12.0 

1 (11.1) 27 (55.1) 

1 (11.1) 11 (22.4) 

0 (0.0) . 16 (32.6) 

24 (96.0) 

22 (88.0) 

2 (8.0) 

3 

4 

2 

14 

76.0 

63.0 

(4:0) 

0 (0.0) 

(4.0) 

3 ooo·;o> 10 (1oo.o> 9 (1oo.o> 46 (92.o> 24 (96.o> 

$11,860 $2,000 $16,202 $14,840 $2,750 

2 (100.0) 7 (100.0) 13 (100.0) 47 (100. 

0 (0.0) 7 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 7 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 (100.0) 

2 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

2 

4 

117.7 

120.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 (100.0) 4 (57.1) 

$648 $8,250 

10 (76.9) 19 (40. 

10 (76.9) 19 (40. 

0 (0.0) 0 (0. 

9 

0 

0 

0 

3.7. 

2.0 

4~ 

33 

3 (23.1) 28 (59. 

2 (15.4) 23 (48 

1 (7.7) 5 (10. 

2 (15.4) 41 (89. 

$750 $3,() 

Footnotes and a complete description of all· variables in this table are provided in Appendix 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY 



CALIFORNIA, Northern 
9th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

(1) Oakland (5) Monterey 

(2) San Jose . (6) Eureka 

(3) Santa Rosa (7) San Francisco 

(4) Santa Cruz 

Number· of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers~ 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminaf 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

19 

65 

. 16 

61 

5,659 

671 

6,657,891 

322.9 

20.5 

13.4 

19.0 

17.5 

18.4 

11.3 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

· 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

623 9 

2,891 43 

22,966 345 

32,727 492 

77;865 1,170 

241,369 3,625 

45,917 690 

424,358 6,374 

,, 

Income per Capita 12 $ 19,266 

. Percent Unemployed13 7.2 

Percent Manufacturing 19.4 

Percent Retail 19.3 

Percent Finance'~ 8.1 

Percent Service 31.6 

Percent Other16 21.5 

Percent Farm Acreage17 41.5 

Police Protection $ 123.02 

Education $687.49 

Health and Hospitals $255.93 

Public Welfare19 $ 188.41 

Highways $ 81.79 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by" sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

17 April 93 

20 May 93 

19 June 93 

18 July 93 

22 August 93 

22 September 93 

21 

21 

27 

19 

25 

23 

TOTAL= 254 

mean median 

$1,459 

$1,453 

$815 

$698 

$1,483 $1,200 

34.8 

35.0 

33.9 

34.0 

34:0 

34.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

252 (100.0%) 

122 (48.4%) 

57 (22.6%) 

45 (17.9%) 

28 (11.1 %) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance DepartUre 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

CALIFORNIA, Northerr 

Male 

203 (80.6%) 

98 (80.3%) 

46 (80.7%) 

36 (80.0%) 

23 (82.1%) 

Female 

49 (19.4%) 

24 (19.7%) 

11 (19.3%) 

9 (20.0%) 

5 (17.9%) 

185 (78.4%) 

33 (14.0%) 

18 (7.6%) 

0 (0.0%) 

248 (100.0%) 

233 (94.0%) 

15 (6.0%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Other 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confmement 

250 (100.0) 23 (100.0) 29 (100.0) 22 (100.0) 46 (100.0) 60 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 6 (100.0) 8 (100.0) 52 (100.0. 

152 (60.8) 23 (100.0) 10 (34.5) 

7 (24.1) 

3 (10.3) 

137 (54:8) 23 (100.0) 

15 (6.~ 0 (0.0) 

35 

17 

15 

21 

64 

68.1 

48.0 

98 (39.2) 

54 (21.6) 

44 (17.6) 

0 

0 

0 

3 

20 

115.8 

78.0 

7 

0 

0 

2 

24.0 

11.0 

0 (0.0) 19 (65.5) 

0 (0.0) 9 (31.0) 

0 (0.0). 10 (34.5) 

3 (13.6) 22 (47.8) 

0 (0.0) 17 (37.0) 

3 (13.6) 5 (10.9) 

3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

8.0 

6.0 

19 (86.4) 

16 (72.7) 

3 (13.6) 

9 

7 

2 

3 

21.8 

16.5 

24 (52.2) 

11 (23.9) 

13 (28.3) 

58 (96.7) 

57 (95.0) 

1 (l. 7) 

5 

2 

5 

9 

37 

92.3 

72.0 

2 (3.3) 

0 (0.0) 

2 (3.3) 

1 (25.0) 6 (100.0) 

1 (25.0) 6 (100.0) 

0 -~.0) 0 (~0) 

·o 
'l 

0 

0 

0 

17.0 

17.0 

3 (75.0) 

2 (50.0) 

(25.0) 

0 

2 

2 

53.8 

46.5 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

5 (62.5) 24 (46.1. 

5 (62.5) 21 (40.4. 

0 (0.0) 3 (5.8, 

2 

2 

0 

0 

22.6 

24.0 

47.! 

19.~ 

3 (37.5) 28 (53.9. 

2 (25.0) 14 (26.9. 

(12.5) 14 (26.9 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

150 (60.0) 20 (87.0) 24 (82.8) . 19 (86.4) 37 (80.4) 19 (31.7) 1 (25.0) 2 (33.3) (12.5) 27 (51.9 

$5,660 $9,060 $6,238 $2,943 $25,000 $1,000 $6,000 $938 $-- $3,()()( 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this tatile are provided in Appendix A 
. SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY9: 



· CALIFORNIA, Eastern 
9th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

(1) Sacramento (4) Redding 

(2) Fresno '(5) Visalia 

(3) Bakersfield (6) Stockton 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

.. 
Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers' 

Cases Filed Civil6 

crinlinal' 

P9pulation Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age .Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percen.t Age 65 + 

12 

43 

20 

54 

2,974 

737 

5,644,915 

64.7 

25.7 

13.6 

17.1 

15.5 

16.9 

11.1 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported Number of Per 100,000 

To Police11 Crimes Population 

Murder 530 9 

Forcible Rape 2,690 I 48 

Robbery 13,838 245 

Aggravated Assault 28,950 513 

Burglary 87,758 1,555 

Larceny /Theft 192,181 3,404 

Motor Vehicle Theft 52,144 924 

Crime Index Total 378,091 6,698 

Economic Income per Capita 12 $ 13,097 

Indicators Percent Unemployed13 12.2 

Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 13.6 

Non-Farm Percent Retail 26.3 
Employment14 

Percent Finance15 6.7 

Percent Service 29.2 

Percent Other16 24.3 

Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage17 33.8 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $ 97.57 

Expenditures18 
Education $ 835.44 

Health and Hospitals $ 180.58 

Public W:elfare19 $ 309.54 

Highways $ 89.28 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES CALIFORNIA, Eastern 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 1 

October 92 · 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

40 April93 

67 May 93 

42 June 93 

52 July 93 

35 August 93 

55 September 93 

53 

36 

55 

50 

41 

47 

TOTAL= 573 

mean median 

$1,030 

$1,005 

$1,132 

34.6 

34.7 

34.3 

$580 

$350 

$970 

33.0 

33.0 

32.0 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

571 (100.0%) 

286 (50.1 %) 

102 (17;9%) 

163 (28.6%) 

20 (3.5%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of ConviCtion' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

477 (83.5%) 
', 

228 . (79.7%) 

78 (76.5%) 

153 (93.9%) 

18 (90.0%) 

Female 

94 (16.5%) 

58 (20.3%) 

24 (23.5%) 

10 (6.1 %) 

2 (10.0%) 

477 (85.0%) 

53 (9.4%) 

26 (4.6%) 

5 (0.9%) 

573 (100.0%) 

528 (92.1 %) 

45 (7.9%) 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Other 

566 (100.0) 67 (100.0) 38 (100.0) 31 (100.0) 77 (100.0) 148 (100.0) 

445 (78.6) 

434 (76.7) 

11 (1.9) 

66 

114 

30 

62 

173 

71.4 

42.0 

121" (21.4) 

91 (16.1) 

30 (5.3) 

67 (100.0) 

67 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

3 . 

18 

46 

98.9 

78.0 

15 (39.5) ' 10 (32.3) 

14 . (36.8) 

1 (2.6) 

6 

4 

2 

0 

3 

39.7 

18.0 

6 (19.4) 

4 (12.9) 

8 

2 

0 

0 

0 

6.6 

5.0 

44 (57.1) 

40 (52.0) 

4 (5.2) 

. 20 

15 

s 
4 

0 

15.8 

14.0 

0 (0.0) 23 (60.5). 21 (67.7) 33 (42.9) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

17 (44.7) 

6 (15.8) 

19 (61.3) 

2 (6.5) 

21 (27.3) 

12 (15.6) 

144 (97.3) 

144 (97.3) 

0 (0.0) 

10 

9 

23 

101 

121.7 

111.5 

4 (2.7) 

3 (2.0) 

(0.7) 

8 (100.0) 26 (100.0) 101 (100.0) 70 (100.0; 

3. (37.5) 

3 (37.5) 

. 0 '(0.0) 

0 

0 

1 . 

31.0 

27 .. 0 

24 (92.3) 

23 (88.5) 

1 . (3.9) 

2 

5 

3 

13 

90.0 

66.5 

s (62.5) 2 (7. 7) 

2 (25.0) 

3 (37.5) 

(3.9) 

(3.9) 

91 (90.1) 47 (67.1; 

91 (90.1). 46 (65.7; 

0 (0~0) 1 (1.4; 

13 

75 

0 

2 

23.0 

24.0 

1:· 

40.~ 

27.1 

10 (9.9) 23 (32.9 

5 (5.0) 

5 (5.0) 

23 (32.9 

0 (0.0 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

167 (29.4) 35 (51.5) 24 (63.2) 19 (61.3) 44 (55.7) 12 (8.1) 5 (62.5) 5 (19.2) 5 (5.0) 18 (26.1 

$2,335 $1,730 $1,400 $5.,022 $6,201 $2,500 $1,680 $2,355 $500 $1,59: 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix A 
. . . . SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY9 



CALIFORNIA, Central 
9th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Los Angeles ( 4) Lancaster 

(2) Santa Ana (5) Long Beach 

(3) Barstow 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attorneys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

31 

164 

39 

115 

9,471 

1,295 

15,411,118 

·384.7 

23.5 

15.3 

19.2 

15.4 

16.7 

9.9 

A complete description of the footnotes is_provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

·Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

2,508 16 

6,165 40 

85,322 554 

1~0,305 781 

224,926 1,460 . 

452,100 2,934 

187,134 1,214 

1,078,460 6,998 

Income per Capita12 $ 16,444 

Percent Unemployed13 9.1 

. Percent Manufacturing 22.3 

Percent Retail 18.7 

Percent Finance15 7.7 

Percent Service 30.6 

Percent Other16 20.7 

Percent Farm Acreage 17 20.3 

Police Protection $ 146.31 

Education $ 732.42 

Health and Hospitals $ 152.08 

Public Welfare19 $ 212.88 

Highways $ 78.81 



l?ISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES. 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 85 April 93 131 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

· Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

- Male 

Female 

153 May 93 

92 June 93 

121 July 93 

105 August 93 

143 September 93 

104 

115 

67 

48 

31 

TOTAL = 1,195 

mean median 

$1,021 . $158 

$970 $0 

$1,342 $800 

34.5 

34.3 

35.9 

33.0 

32.0 

33.0 

~NTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

TOTAL Robbery · Larceny 

1,176 (100.0) 166 (100.0) 92 (100.0) 

~ES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 1 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 1,193 (100.0%) 1,040 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

389 (32.6%) 

281 (23.6%) 

439 (36.8%) 

84 (7.0%) 

Departure Stat~ 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

335 

230 

397 

78 

CALIFORNIA, Central 

Male 

(87.2%) 

(86.1 %) 

(81.9%) 

(90.4%) 

(92.9%) 

Female 

153 (12.8%) 

54 (1~.9%) . 

51 {18.1 %) 

42 (9.6%) 

6 (7.1 %) 

833 (89.6%) 

47 (5.1 %) 

43 (4.6%) 

7 (0.8%) 

1,183 (100.0%) 

1 ,067 (90.2%) 

116 (9.8%) 

Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Other 
40 (100.0) 206 (100.0) 241 (100.0) 43 (100.0) 47 (100.0) . 191 (100.0) 150 (100.0) 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

963 (81.9) 164 (98.8) 53 (57.6) 31 (77.5) 141 (68.5) 232 (96.3) 23 (53.5) 40 (85.1) 172 (90.0) -107 (71.3) 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

. Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

SES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

904 (76.9) 

59 (5.0) 

292 

134 

63 

132 

341 

62.8 

33.0 

213 (18.1) 

126 (10.7) 

87 (7.4) 

SES INVOLVING FINFS AND RES'fiTliTION' 

164 (98.8) 

0 . (0.0) 

0 

3 

14 

30 

117 

111.1 

89.0 

2 (1.2) 

(0.6) 

(0.6) 

46 (50.0) 

7 (7.6) 

27 

10 

2 . 

10 

4' 

22.6 

14.0 

39 (42.4) 

20 (21.7) 

19 (20.6). 

14 (35.0) 

17 (42.5) 

29 

2 

0 

0 

0 

5.6 

4.0 

9 (22.5) 

2 (5.0) 

7 (17.5) 

116 (56.3) 

25 (12.1) 

78 

33 

16 

ll 

3 

17.3 

12.0 

65 (31.6) 

39 (18.9) 

26 (12.6) 

232 (96.3) 

0 (0.0) 

7 

7 

4 

47 

167 

117.5 

120.0 

9 (3.7) 

7 (2.9) 

2 (0.8) 

21 (48.8) 

2 (4.7) 

8 

11 

3 

0 

16.6 

18.0 

20 (46.5) 

13 (30.2) 

. 7 (16.3) 

39 (83.0) 169 (88.5) 103 (68.7) 

(2.1) 3 (1.6) 4 (2.7) 

3 

14 

3 

7 

13 

65.5 

35.0 

7 (14.9) 

3 (6.4) 

4 (8.5) 

101 

33 

13 

9 

16 

19.3 

10.0 

19 (9.9) 

12 (6.3) 

7 (3.7) 

39 

21 

8 

17 

21 

45.4 

21.0 

43 (28.7) 

29 (19.3) 

14 (9.3) 

/ 

\ 



CALIFORNIA, Southern 
9th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

( 1) San Diego 

(2) El Centro 

(3) Mineral 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals · Assistant U.S. Attomeys3
. 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault · 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime .Index Total 

Economic· 

11 
Indicators 

'70 

24 Distribution of 

71 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

2,055 

1,971 

2,665,329 Agriculture 

317.9 

Per Capita Local 

22.2 
Expenditures18 

16.2 

19A 

15.5 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

259 10 

1,005 38 

' 8,741 328 

15,988 600 

36,756 1,379 

82;386 3;091 

34,824 . 1,307 

179,959 6,752 

Income per Capit3.12 $ 15,926 

Percent Unemployed13 8.2 

Percent Manufac~ring 15.7 

Percent Retail 23.3 

Percent Finance15 8.4 

J,>ercent Service 32.6 

Percent Other16
' 20.0 

Percent Farm Acreage17 20.0 

Police Protection $ 100.73 

Education $ 705.70 

Health and Hospitals $260.90 

. Public Welfare19 $ 172.49 

Highways $ 64.73 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Re~eiy~~ by USSC (by seniencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

. Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

116 

175 

/154 

165 

186 

164 

April93 

May 93 

June 93 

July 93 

August 93 

September 93 

159 

160 

162 

154 

194 

157 

TOTAL= 1,946 

mean median 

$484 

$455 

$688 

32.2 

32.1 

32.4 

$0 

$0 

$500 

30.0 

30.0 

31.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE.7
. 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 1 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

'Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

1,945 (100.0%) 

577 (29.7%) 

96 (4.9%) 

1,260 (64.8%) 

12 (0.6%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

1,725 

479 

80 

1,155 

11 

;·CALIFORNIA, SouthE 

Male __ 

(88.7%) 

(83.0%) 

(83.3%) 

(91.7%) 

(91.7%) 

f . 

Female 

220 (11.3%) 

98 (17.0%) 

16 (16.7%) 

105 (8.3%) 

(8.3%) 

1,178 (66.6%) 

365 (20.6%) 

175 (9.9%) 

50 (2.8%) 

1,944 (100.0%) 

1,850 (95.2%) 

94 (4.8%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn . ou 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8
. 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison · 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

· Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Pr()bation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

1,942 (100.0) 44 (100.0) 57 (100.0) 19 (100.0) 94 (100.0) 851 (100.0) 

1,651 (85.0) 

1,621 (83.5) 

30 (1.5) 

573 

449 

129 

215 

282 

38.7 

24.0 

291 (15.0) 

234 (12.1) 

57 (2.9) 

44 (100.0) 

44 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

2 

7 

17 

15 

66.4 

41.5 

34 (59.6) 

34 (59.6) 

0 (0.0) 

16 

4 

2 

6 

5 

28.6 

18.0 

(5.3) 

(5.3) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

10.0 

10.0 

56 (59.6) 

54 (57.5) 

2 (2.1) 

33 

10 

4 

4 

5 

20.4 

12.0 

0 (0.0) 23 (40.4) 18 (94.7) 38 (40.4) 

0 (0.0) 22 (38.6) 15 (79.0) 36 (38.3) 

0 (0.0) 1 (1.8) 3 (15.8) 2 (2.1) 

818 (96.1) 

802 (94.2) 

16 (1.9) 

157 

176 

88 

157 

238 

54.7 

36.0 

33 (3.9) . 

23 (2.7) 

10 (1.2) 

11 (100.0) 43 (100.0) 301 (100.0) 522 (10C 

3 (27.3) 

3 (27.3) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

0 

·o 

11.7 

8.0 

8 (72.7) 

5 (45.5) 

3 (27.3) 

40 (93.0) 

40 (93.0) 

0 (0.0) 

5 

9 

5 

10 

II 

94.5 

47.0 

3 (7.0) 

2 (4.7) 

(2.3) 

287 (95.3) 368 (7C 

287 (95.3) 356 (6~ 

0 (0.0) 12 (2 

47 

225 

10 

2 

3 

21.5 

24.0 

I 

14 (4.7) 154 (29 

13 (4.3) 118 (22 

(0.3) 36 (6 

CASES INVOLVING FINES ANI):~TITUTION' 
Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

344 (17.7) 27 (61.4) 28 (49.1) 8 (42.1) 41 (43.6) 95 (11.2) 

$500 

2 (18.2) 4 (9.3) 30 (10.0) 109 (20 

$1,000 $3,214 $4,245 $2,830 $10,000 $4,331 $5,286 $1,000 $1,0 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix , 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY~ 



__ .COLORADO 
lOth Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

(1) Denyer ( 4) Grand Junction 

(2) Colorado Springs (5) Aurora 

(3) Boulder 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

- Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officerss 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

. Percent Age 65 + 

8 

40 

14 

35 

2,787 

405 

3,377,216 

32.6 

22.3 

13.8 

18.0 

17.8 

17.9 

10.1 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appentlix A. 

Crimes Reported Number of Per 100,000 

To Police11 Crimes Population 

Murder 215 6 

Forcible Rape 1,595 47 

Robbery 4,063 120 

Aggravated Assault 13,499 400 

Burglary 36,513 1,081 

Larceny /Theft 125,218 3,708 

Motor Vehicle Theft 17,159 508 

Crime Index Total 198,262 5,871 

Economic Income per Capita 12 $ 14,821 . 

Indicators Percent Unemployed13 5.9 

Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 15.8 

Non-Farm Percent Retail 22.6 
Employment14 

Pereent Finance1s 8.2 

Percent Service 31.6 

Percent Other16 21.7 

Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage17 51.4 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $ 103.80 

Expenditures18 
Education $745.41 

Health and Hospitals . $ 105.44 

Public Welfare19 $ 106.55 

Highways $ 133.09 
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FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by Sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 ) 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

30 April93 

33 May 93 

32 June 93 

33 July 93 

18 August 93 

31 September 93 

36 

42 

46 

58 

21 

33 

TOTAL= 413 

mean median 

$1,283 

$1,301 

$1,202 

35.4 

35.7 

33.5 

$840 

$800 

$969 

34.0 

34.0 

33.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 1 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

411 (100.0%) 

220 (53.5%) 

77 (18.7%) 

101 (24.6%) 

13 (3.2%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

346 (84.2%) 

181 . (82.3%) 

62 (80.5%) 

92 (91.1 %) 

11 (84.6%) 

·coLORA 

Femaie 

65 (15.8%) 

39 (17.7%) 

15 (19.5%) 

9 (8.9%) 

2 (15.4%) 

281 (70.4%) 

87 (21.8%) 

28 (7.0%) 

3 (0.8%) 

411 (100.0%) 

379 (92.2%) 

32 (7.8%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Countertlng Firearms Immlgratn 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confmement 

407 (100.0) 16 (100.0) 31 (100.0)' 4 (100.0) 59 (100.0) 167 (100.0) 

290 (71.2) 

271 (66.6) 

19 (4.7). 

78 

49 

24 

61 

78 

55.1 

33.0 

117 (28.8) 

71 (17.4) 

46 (11.3) 

16 (100.()) 

16 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

3 

11 

88.8 

69.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

8 (25.8) 

. 7 (22.6) 

(3.2) 

5 

0 

2 

0 

20.9 

12.5 

23 (74.2) 

12 (38.7) 

11 (35.5) 

2 (50.0) 

(25.0) 

(25.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

10.0 

10.0 

34 (57.6) 

29 (49.1) 

5 (8.5) 

14 

15 

3 

2 

0 

17.3 

17.5 

2 (50.0) 25 (42.4) 

(25.0) 15 (25.4) 

(25.0) . 10 (16.9) 

141 (84.4) 

136 (81.4) 

5 (3.0) 

14 

15 

13 

42 

57 

76.7 

60.0 

26 (15.6) 

14 (8.4) 

12 (7.2) 

3 (100.0) 27 (100.0) -20 (100.0) 80 ' 

1 (33.3) 

1 (33.3) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

8.0 

8.0 

2 (66.7) 

2 (66.7) 

0 (0.0) 

25 (92.6) 

21 (77.8) 

4 (14.8) 

9 

5 

3 

6 

2 

36.8 

18.0 

2 (7.4) 

(3.7) 

(3.7) 

18 (90.0) 

18 (90.0) 

0 (0.0) 

12 

3 

0 

2 

19.7 

11.5 

45 

42 

3 

2 (10.0) 35 

2 (10.0) 24 

0 (0.0) 11 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITIITION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

128 (31.1) 11 (68.8) 26 (76.5) 2 (50.0) 48 (80.0) 9 (5.4) (33.3) 3 (11.1) 0 (0.0) 28 

$3,461 $3,600 $3,000 $27,794 $~.000 $2,000 $1,759 $778 $--

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Apper 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commis~ion, FY1993 Data File, MO. 



CONNECTICUT 
2nd Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) New Haven 

(2) Bridgeport 

(3) Hartford 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attorneys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

9 

35 

6 

25 

2,739 

290 

3,288,835 

'675.1 

19.7 

13.4 

17.4 

16.0 

19.8 

13.7 

A complete description- of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

· Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

~-
'1 

l 
~ 

Number of Per 100,000 
·~ 

' Crimes Population ~ 
167 5 

884 27 

6,919 210 

8,286 252 

36,379 1,106 

89,474 2,721 

23,701 721 

165,810 5,042 

Income per Capita 12 $20,189 
I 

/ 

Percent Unemployed13 7.5 

Percent Manufacturing 24.9 

Percent Retail 18.8 

Percent Finance15 9.4 

Percent Service 28.8 

Percent Other16 18.0 

Percent Farm Acreage17 12.8 

Police Protection $ 84.46' 

Education $687.53 

Health and Hospitals $ 18.85 

Public Welfare19 $44.13 

Highways $ 71.79 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

12 April93 

34 May 93 

16. June 93 

17 July 93 

22 August 93 

28 

1.8 

22 

22 

23 

20 28 September 93 

TOTAL= 262 

mean median 

$1,696 

$1,715 

$800 

$663 

$1,586 $1,290 

37.9 

38.0 

37.7 

37.0 

37.0 

37.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispalrlc 

Other 

TOTAL 

. 261 (100.0%) 

147 (56.3%) 

74 (28.4%) 

36 (13.8%) 

4 (1.5%) 

Departure Status 4 

SentenCed within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

218 (83.5%) 

127 (86.4%) 

58 (78.4%) 

30 (83.3%) 

3 (75.0%) 

CONNECTICU 

Female 

43 (16.5%) 

20 (13.6%) 

16 (21.6%) 

6 (16.7%) 

(25.0%) 

160 (61.8%) 

17 (6.6%) 

78 (30.1 %) 

4 (1.5%) 

261 (100.0%) 

246 (94.3%) 

15 . (5.7%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms lmmigratn Otll 

259 (100.0) 10 (100.0) 20 (100.0) 6 (100.0) 72 (100.0) 59 (100.0) 0 (100.0) 30 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 59 (lOC 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

1J-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

·161 (62.2) 

144 (55.6) 

17 (6.6) 

51 

31 

11 

23 

44 

63.1 

24.0 

98 (37.8) 

68 (26.2) 

30 (11.6) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITIJTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 

and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

122 (47.1) 

$7,656 

9 (90.0~ 

9 (90.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

8 

153.8 

151.0 

1 (10.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (10.0) 

9 (45.0) 

8 (40.0) 

1 (5.0) 

5 

3 

0 

0 

17.3 

12.0 

11 (55.0) 

9 (45.0) 

2 (10.0) 

7 (70.0) 17 (85.0) 

$4,133 $1,531 

3 (50.0) 

3 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

24.0 

12.0 

3 (50.0) 

2 (33.3) 

(16.7) 

35 (48.6) 

26 (36.1) 

9 (12.5) 

19 

10 

4 

0 

15.0 

13.5 

37 (51.4) 

26 (36.1) 

11 (15.3) 

4 (66.7) 56 (78.9) 

ss4', 1s2 $20,666 

58 (98.3) 

56 (94.9) 

2 (3.4) 

4 

9 

2 

14 

29 

108.6 

78.0 

(1.7) 

(1.7) 

0 (0.0) 

5 (8.5) 

$3,000 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

19 (63.3) 

18 (60.0) 

1 (3.3) 

5 

7 

3 

2 

2 

39.7 

21.0 

11 (36.7) 

8 (26.7) 

3 (10.0) 

0 (--) 7 (23.3) 

$-- $2,500 

2 (66.7) 

2 (66.7) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

11.0 

11.0 

1 (33.3) 

1 (33.3) 

0 (0.0) 

26 (4<1 

22 (3) 

4 (( 

33 (5.' 

21 (3.' 

12 (21 

0 (0.0) 26 (4 

$-- $3, 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in AppendiJt 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONF 



DELAWARE 
3rd Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

( 1) Wilmington 

(2) Dover 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Totai8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age (:)5 + 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 

7 
Indicators 

10 

17 Distribution of 

10 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

728 

103 

679,927 Agriculture 

351.9 

Per Capita Local 

21.1 
Expenditures18 

14.6 

17.7 

15.3 

19.1 

12.2 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

20 3 

428 63 

792 116 

1,938 285 

4,879 718 

16,5~7 2,435 

1,801 265 

26,415 3,885 

Income per Capita 12 $ 15,854 

Percent Unemployed13 5.4 

Percent Manufacturing 23.1 

Percent Retail 19.7 

Percent Finance15 9.8 

Percent Service 28.0 

Percent Other16 19.3 

Percent Farm Acreage17 49.2 

Police Protection $64.14 

Education $672.89 

Health and Hospitals $0.53 

Public Welfare19 $0.48 

Highways $ 52.40 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February. 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

8 April93 

12 May 93 

8 June 93 

4 July 93 " 

3 August 93 

9 September 93 

7 

10 

6 

8 

5 

3 

TOTAL= 83 

mean median 

$1,323 

$1,472 

$560 

31.2 

31.1 

31.8 

$0 

$0 

$549 

28.0 

28.0 

31.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity :z 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

--Other 

TOTAL 

80 (100.0%) 

30 (37.5%) 

48 (60.0%) 

2 (2.5%) 

0 (0.0%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial . 

Male 

68 (85.0%) 

26 (86.7%) 

41 (85.4%) 

(50.0%) 

0 (--%) 

DELAWA 

Female 

12 (15.0%) 

4 (13.3%) 

7 (14.6%) 

(50.0%) 

0 (--%) 

71 (85.5%) 

8 (9.6%) 

3 (3.6%) 

(1.2%) 

83 (100.0%) 

73 (88.0%) 

10 (12.0%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Flreanns Immlgratn 01 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Corrimunity Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

· CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

83 (100.0) 

71 (85.5) 

67 (80.7) 

4 (4.8) 

20 

17 

11 

7 

16 

46.0 

24.0 

12 (14.5) 

9 (10.8) 

3 (3.6) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

39 (47.0) 

$2,000 

6 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 19 (100.0) 36 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 7 (100.0) 0 (100.0) 8 (H 

6 (100.0) 

6 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

6 

126.3 

86.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

4 (66.7) 

$2,000 

I (33.3) 

I (33.3) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

10.0 

10.0 

2 (66.7) 

2 (66.7) 

0 (0.0) 

2 (66.7) 

$1,658 

2 (66.7) 

0 (0.0) 

2 (66.7) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

7.0 

7.0 

(33.3) 

(33.3) 

0 (0.0) 

2 (66.7) 

$8,508 

14 (73.7) 36 (100.0) 

12 (63.2) 36 (100.0) 

2 (10.5) 0 (0.0) 

10 

2 

0 

14.9 

12.0 

5 (26.3) 

4 (21.1) 

I (5.3) 

13 (68.4) 

$5,526 

3 

12 

9 

5 

7 

44.8 

29.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

8 (22.2) . 

$750 

l (100.0) 

I (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

6.0 

6.0 

6 (85.7) 

6 (85.7) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

3 

95.3 

75.5 

0 (0.0) 1 (14.3) 

o ~.m o ~.m 
0 (0.0) (14.3) 

1 (100.0) 3 (42.9) 

$500 $500 

0 (--) 

0 (-) 

0 (--) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

., 0 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (-) 

0 (--) 

$-

5 (I 

5 {I 

0 

3 (: 

2 (: 

6 (' 

s:: 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendi 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File,.MONF 



DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA · 
District of Columbia Circuit 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in AppendiX: A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 

18 
Indicators 

75 

18 Distribution of 

60 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

2,829 

502 

595,216 Agriculture 

9,447.9 

Per Capita Local 

17.0 
Expenditures18 

15.5 

20.1 

15.9 

18.5 

12.9 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

443 74 

215 36 

7,459 1,253 

8,568 1,439 

10,721 1,801 

30,663 5,152 

9,118 1,532 

67,187 11,288 

Income per Capita 12 $ 18,881 

Percent Unemployed13 8.3 

Percent Mimufaciliri~g 3.7 

Percent Retail 13.4 

Percent Finance15 9.6 

Percent Service 62.6 

Percerit · Other16 10.7 

Percent Farm Acreage 17 0 

PoHce Protection $ 370.18 

Education $ 905.63 

Health and Hospitals $482.36 

Public Welfare19 $ 891.58 

Highways $ 185.88 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES DISTRICT OF COLUMBl 

Cases Received by USSC (by 11e11tene1q month) i · Gender, Race, and Ethnidty l 

October 92 

Novembei:92 

December92 

Janwuy 93. 

~ebrwuy 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

30 Apri193 

48 May 93 

30 June 93 

27 July 93 

35 August93 

42 September 93 

so 
35 

26 

44 

23 

46 

TOTAL= 436 

mean ,median 

$810 

$763 

$1,013 

31.3 

30.8 

33.5 

$0 

$0 

$826 

29.0 

28.0 

32.0 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

435 (100.0%) 

36 (8.3%) 

375 (86.2%) 

15 (3.5%) 

9 (2.1%) 

Departure Status 4 
.. 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

360 (82.8%) 

33 (91.7%) 

308 (82.1 %) 

13 (86.7%) 

6 (66.7%) 

Female 

75 (17.2%) 

3 (8.3%) 

67 (17.9%) 

2 (13.3%) 

3 (33.3%) 

354 (84.1 %) 

24 (5.7%) 

41 (9.7%) 

2 (0.5%) 

431 (100.0%) 

341 . (79.1 %) 

90 (20.9%) 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 1 

·TOTAL Robbery Larceny . Fmbezlumt Fraud Drq Trakk Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Ot 

431 (100.0) 11 (100.0) 36 (100.0) ' 12 (100.0) 34 (100.0) 210 (100.0) 39 (100.0) 24 (100.0) S (100.0) 60 (H 

CASF.S INVOLVING PRISON' 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASF.S INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation lind Confinement 

306 (71.0) 

294 (68.2) 

ti (2.8) 

56 

28 

14 

63 

144 

84.6 

60.0 

125 (29.0) 

88 (20.4) 

37 (8.6) 

CASF.S INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION' 

Total Receiving Fines, 
and RestitUtion 

Median Dollar Amount 

91 (21.1) 

$5,317 

11 (100.0) 

11 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

10 

214.0 

151.0 ' 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

12 (33.3) 

11 (30.6). 

(2.8) 

8 

2 

.1 

0 

15.6 

12.0 

6 (50.0) 

2 (16.7) 

4 (33.3) 

5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

5.0 

6.0 

24 (66. 7) 6 (50.0) 

14 (38.9) s (41. 7) 

10 (27.8) 1 (8.3) 

18 (52.9) 

16 (47.1) 

2 (5.9) 

7 

4 

4 

2 

23.9 

15.0 

16 (47;1) 

12 (35.3) 

4 (11.8) 

29 (80.6) 6 (50.0) 24 (70.6) 

$6,400 $3,000 $25,000 

191 (91.0) 

189 (90.0) 

2 (0.9) 

8 

11 

2 

48 

122 

107.3 

77.0 

19 (9.1) 

14 (6.7) 

s (2.4) 

9 (4.3) 

$5,000 

11 (28.2) 

11 (28.2) 

0 (0.0) 

9 

2 

0 

0 

0 

9.5 

9.0 

28 (71.8) 

19 (48.7) 

9 (23.1) 

7 (17.9) 

$500 

23 (95.8) 

23 (95.8) 

0 (0.0) 

4 

6 

6 

6 

50.0 

37.0 

(4.2) 

0 (0.0) 

(4.2) 

1 (4.2) 

$1,000 

3 (60.0) 

3 (60.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

19.7 

12.0 

31 (! 

28 (~ 

3 ~ 

2 (40.0) 29 (• 

2 (40.0) 22 (: 

0 (0.0) 7 (: 

(20.0) 14 (: 

$500 $~ 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendi 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONF 

aSubsequent to closure of the MONFY93 dataset, the District of Columbia forwarded additional relevant cases to the Commission that would have result1 

the following departure statistics: Sentenced Within Guideline Range-- 354 of 428 cases (82.7%); Substantial Assistance Departure-- 31/428 (7.2%); ( 

Downward Departure-- 411428 (9.6%); and Upward Departure-- 2/428 (.5%). 



FLORIDA, Northern 
11th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

(1) Pensacola · (4) Panama City 

(2) Tallahassee 

(3) Gainesville 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

.5 

22 

6 

29 

1,688 

343 

1,313,128 

78.4 

21.5 

p.o 

16.9 

15.0 

18.5 

11.2 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape . 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

l 
I 

I 

·Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

92 7 

793 60 

2,576 196 

10,254 781 

22,628 1,723 

50,123 3,817 

5,778 440 

92,244 7,025 

Income per Capita 12 $ 12,033 

Percent Unemployed 13 6.1 

Percent Manufacturing 11.0 

Percent Retail 29.2 

Percent Finance 15 6.3 

Percent Service 33.9 

Percent Other16 19.6 

Percent Farm Acreage 17 19.6 

Police Protection $77.02 

Education $ 706.29 

Health and Hospitals $ 102.89 

Public Welfare19 $7.36 

Highways $70.39 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

33 April93 

27 May 93 

17 June 93 

32 July 93, 

30 August 93 

49 S~ptember 93 

49 

35 

43 

25 

32 

32 

TOTAL= 404 

mean median 

$878 

$848 

$1,051 

35.2 

35.1 

35.5 

$373 

$88 

,$900 

33.0 

33.0 

34.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

403 (100.0%) 

231 (57.3%) 

155 (38.5%) 

13 (3.2%) 

4 (1.0%) 

·Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Sub,stantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

349 (86.6%) 

197 (85.3%) 

138 (89.0%) 

12 (92.3%) 

2 (50.0%) 

FLORIDA, Norther 

Female ' 

54 (13.4%) 

34 (14.7%) 

17 (11.0%) 

(7.7%) 

2 (50.0%) 

247 (61.4%) 

140 (34.8%) 

13 (3.2%) 

2 (0.5%) 

403 (100.0%) 

326 (80.9%) 

77 (19.1%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Othe 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confmement 

404 (100.0) 14 (100.0) 19 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 42 (100.0) 224 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 36 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 56 (100. 

349 (86.4) 

342 (84.7) 

7 (1.7) 

43 

39 

29 

47 

191 

109.3 

72.0 

55 (13.6) 

46 (11.4) 

9 (2.2) 

14 (100.0) 

14 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

12 

125.3 

117.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

9 (47.4) 

9 (47.4) 

0 (0.0) 

4 

4 

0 

0 

15.1 

15.0 

10 (52.6) 

8 (42.1) 

2 (10.5) 

. 3 (60.0) 

3 (60.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

9.3 

14.0 

2 (40.0) 

(20.0) 

(20.0) 

28 (66.7) 

25 (59.5) 

3 (7 .1) 

15 

7 

4 

16.7 

12.0 

14 (33.3) 

12 (28.6) 

2 ((8) 

213 (95.1) 

210 (93.8) 

3 (1.3) 

6 

12 

17 

31 

147 

128.0 

101.0 

11 (4.9) 

11 (4.9) 

0 (0.0) 

3 (60.0) 

3 (60.0) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

5;3 

5.0 

2 (40.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 (40.0) 

36 (100.0) 

36 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

5 

2 

9 

18 

126.3 

69.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

3 (100.0) 

3 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

r 
0 

0 

27.0 

18.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

40 (71. 

39 (69. 

1 (1. 

9~ 

33 

16 (28. 

14 (25. 

2 (3, 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Totai.Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

116 (28.7) 11 (78.6) 16 (84.2) 5 (100.0) 35 (83.3) 12 (5.4) 3 (60.0) 6 (16.7) (33.3) 27 (48 

$9,342 $1,128 $3,843 $2,446 $21,704 $6,000 $10,000 $250 $750 $22,0 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix . 
SOURCE: U.S. ·sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY' 



) 

FLORIDA, Middle 
11th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Tampa (5) Cocoa 

(2) Jacksonville (6) Ocala 

(3) Orlando (7) Sarasota 

( 4) Fort Myers (8) Naples 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officerss 

Cases Filed Civil6 

·criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per· Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-3.4 

Percent Age 35-44 

. Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

14 

72 

18 

84 

6,111 

977 

7,080,049 

307.0 

19.0 

12.1 

15.6 

14.2 

19.8 

19.2 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Econmpic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

i 

J 
l 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

585 g. 

4,248 60 

19,713 278 

55,320 781 

131,727 1,861 

291,890 4,123 

48,857 690 

552,340 7,801 

Income per Capita 12 $ 14,202 

Percent Unemployed 13 7.6 

Percent Manufacturing 12.2 

Percent Retail 25.3 

Percent Finance's 7.8 

Percent Service 32.9 

Percent Other16 •21.7 

Percent Farm Acreage" 38.2 

Police Protection $ 88.09 

Education $629.97 

Health and Hospitals $ 138.66 

Public Welfare19 $ 12.30 

Highways $77.26 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES FLORIDA, Middle 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

89 April93 

106 May 93 

90 June 93 

83 July 93 

94 August 93 

119 September93 

139 

78 

87 

107 

136 

89 

TOTAL= 1,217 

mean median 

$1,196 

$1,213 

$1,097 

35.3 

35.1 

36.2 

$680 

$620 

$800 

34.0 

33.0 

35.0 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

1,214 (100.0%) 

669 (55.1 %) 

380 (31.3%) 

150 (12.4%) 

15 (1.2%) 

Departure Status4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode ·or Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

·Male 

1,047 (86.2%) 

581 . (86.8%) 

319 (83.9%) 

133 . (88.7%) 

14 (93.3%) 

Female 

167 (13.8%) 

88 (13.2%) 

61 (16.1 %) 

17 (11.3%) 

(6.7%) 

826 (68.3%) 

333 (27.5%) 

43 (3.6%) 

7 (0.6%) 

1,216 (100.0%) 

1,068 (87.8%) 

148 (12.2%) 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trat'ck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Other 

1,208 (100,0) 63 (100,0) 53 (100,0) 26 (100,0) 163 (100,0) I 621 (100,0) 

1,018 (84.3) 

981 (81.2) 

37 (3.1) 

152 

125 

77 

181 

483 

91.4 

60.0 

190 (15.7) 

133 (11.0) 

57 (4.7) 

62 (98.4) 

62 (98.4) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

2 

12 

46 

130.2 

106.5 

(1.6) 

(1.6) 

0 (0.0) 

27 (50.9) 

26 (49.1) 

1 (1.9) 

7 

13 

4 

2 

22.6 

18.0 . 

16 (61.5) 100 (61.4) 

11 (42.3) 87 (53.4) 

5 (19.2) 13 (8.0) 

12 

2 

0 

13.3 

io.o 

55 

30 

8 

6 

15.7 

12.0 

26 (49.1) 10 (38.5) 63 (38.6) 

44" (27.0) 

19 (11.7) 

20 (37.7) 6 (23.1) 

6 (11.3) 4 (15.4) 

612 (98.5) 

605 (97.4) 

7 (1.1) 

23 

31 

39 

123 

396 

117.2 

80.0 

. 9 (1.4) 

4 (0.6) 

5 (0.8) 

40 (100.0) 66 (100.0) 18 (100.0) 158 (100.0) 

17 (42.5) 

14 (35.0) 

3 (7.5) 

11 

5 

0 

0 

13.1 

12.q 

23 (57.5) 

16 (40.0) 

7 (17.5) 

59 (89.4) 

58 (87.9) 

1 (1.5) 

5 

11 

4 

16 

23 

85.4 

60.0 

7 (10.6) 

6 (9.1) 

1 . (1.5) 

18 (100.0) 107 (67.7) 

18 (100.0) 100 (63.3) 

0 ~~) 7 ~.4) 

9 

5 

2 

20.6 

15.0 

28 

28 

18 

18 

15 

48.8 

24.0 

0 . (0.0) 51 (32.3) 

0 (0.0) 36 (22.8) 

0 (0.0) 15 (9.5) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

368 (30.3) 51 (81.0) 39 (70.9) 22 (81.5) 127 (77.9) 

$5,461 $3,172 $5,837 $37,020 $14.~56 

29 (4.7) 

$3,500 

25 (62.5) 

$900 

8 (11.9) 

$3,000 

0 (0.0) 67 (41.4) 

$-- $6,708 

Footnotes and a complete description of all .variables in this table are provided in Appendix A. 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY93 



FLORIDA, Southern 
11th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Miami (5) Key West 

(2) Fort Lauderdale (6) Coral Gables 

(3) West Palm Beach (7) North Miami Beach 

(4) Fort Pierce 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

· Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution 10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Perc~nt Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

21 

166 

41 

141 

4,763 

1,051 

4,872,759 

359.7 

18.9 

11.7 

16.1 

14.5 

19.8 

19.0 

A complete description ~f the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported Number of Per 100,000 

To Police11 Crimes Population 

Murder 514 l1 

Forcible Rape 2,237 46 

Robbery 26,590 546 

Aggravated Assault 38,063 781 

Burglary 97,565 2,002 

Larceny /Theft 247,803 5,085 

Motor Vehicle Theft 54,986 1,128 

Crime Index Total 467,758 9,599 

Economic Income per Capita 12 $ 16,133 

Indicators Percent Unemployed13 9.6 

Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 10.8 

Non-Farm Percent Retail 24.2 
Employment14 

Percent Firiance15 9.6 

Percent Service 32.2 

Percent Other16 23.2 

Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage17 39.2 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $ 152.14 

Expenditures18 
Education $646.94 

Health and Hospitals $ 191.51 

Public Welfare19 $ 16.06 

Highways $ 67.18 



• 

FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES ; FLORIDA, Southern 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 Gender, Race, .and Ethnicity 2 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

136 April93 

95 May 93 

148 June 93 

144 July 93 

146 

163 

123 

106 

125 August 93 

1i2 September 93 

99 

86 

TOTAL =1,493 

mean median 

$1,076 $418 

$1,077 $390 

$1,067 

36.7 

36.9 

35.4 

$632 

35.0 

35.0 

34.0 

TOTAL Male 

TOTAL 1,491 (100.0%) 1,285 (86.2 %) 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

' 466 (31.2%) 

317 (21.3%) 

700 (47.0%) 

8 (0.5%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

413 (88.6%) 

252 (79.5%) 

612 (87.4%) 

8 (100.0%) 

Female 

206 (13.8%) 

53 (11.4%) 

65 (20.5%) 

88 (12.6%) 

0 (0.0%) 

1,228 (82.8%) 

204 (13.8%) 

43 (2.9%) 

8 (0.5%) 

1,486 (100.0%) 

1,139 (76.6%) 

347 (23.4%) 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny · Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immlgratn Other 

1,484 (100.0) 49 (100.0) 35 (100.0) 23 (100.0) 134 (100.0) 870 (100.0) 55 (100.0) 104 (100.0) 46 (100.0) 168 (100.0) 

1,341 (90.4) 

1,302 (87.7) 

39 (2.6) 

173 

113 

90 

303 

660 

98.6 

60.0 

143 (9.6) 

96 . (6.5) 

47 (3.2) 

49 (100.0) 

49 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

o· 

3 

14 

32 

143.3 

87.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

21 (60.0) 

18 (5L4) 

3 (8.6) 

9 

5 

2 

4 

29.9 

18.0 

14 (40.0) 

11 (31.4) 

3 (8.6) 

18 (78.3) 

12 (52.2) 

6 (26.1) 

16 

2 

0 

0 

0 

6.5 

6.0 

5 (21. 7) 

3 (13.0) 

2 (8.7) 

94 (70.2) 

87 (64.9) 

7 (5.2) 

36 

32 

16 

5 

4 

22.0 

16.0 

40 (29.9) 

26 (19.4) 

14 (10.4) 

859 (98.7) 

853 (98.0) 

6 (0.7) 

11 

24 

23 

241 

560 

125.5 

92;0 

11 (1.3) 

5 (0.6) 

6 (0.7) 

36 (65.5) 95 (91.3) 

35 (63.6) . 94 (90.4) 

(1.8) 1 (1.0) 

24 

4 

4 

3 

16.2 

10.0 

19 (34.5) 

10 (18.2) 

9 (16.4) 

14 

16 

11 

14 

40 

84.9 

42.0 

9 (8.7) 

5 (4.8) 

4 (3.9) 

31 (67.4) 138 (82.1) 

31 (67.4) 123 (73.2) 

0 (0.0) 15 (8.9) 

16 

5 

5 

4 

25.9 

12.0 

15 (32.6) 

13 (28.3) 

2 (4.3) 

I' 
,; 

47 

25 

30 

20 

15 

35.6 

24.0 

30 (17.9) 

23 (13.7) 

7 (4.2) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTI11JTION' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

301 (20.2) 28 (57.1) 17 (48.6) 19 (82.6) 95 (70.9) 

$7,980 $2,373 $8,374 '$20,000 $17,847 

44 (5.0) 

$5,010 

18 (32.7) 15 (14.4) 10 (21.7) 55 (32.0) 

$3,000 $3,000 $500 $6,150 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix A. 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY93 



GEORGIA, Northern 
11th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation 1 

(1) Atlanta 

(2) Gainesville 

(3) Rome 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals · Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers~ 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

13 

.43 

14 

50 

3,706 

771 

3,812,351 

267.2 

21.9 

14.7 

19.0 

17.2 

18.2 

. 9.0 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of 
Crimes 

418 

1,929 

11,630 

16,687 

55,447 

149,901 

27,947 

263,959 

Income per Capita 12 

Percent Unemployed13 

Percent Manufacturing 

Percent Retail 

Percent Finance15 

Percent· Service 

Percent Other16 

Percent Farm Acreage 17 

Police Protection 

Education 

Health and Hospitals 

Public Welfare19 

Highways 

Per 100,000 
Population 

11 

51 

305 

438 

1,454 

3,932 

733 

6,924 

$ 15,592 

6.7 

20.4 

20.8 

7.4 

26.1 

25.4 

19.9 

$ 65.98 

$654.38 

$ 326.54 

$3.25 

$ 59.00 

l 
I 

l 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

Januacy 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

67 April93 

45 May 93 

70 June 93 

46 July 93 

64 August 93 

51 September 93 

56 

46 

53 

62 

70 

54 

TOTAL= 684 

mean median 

$1,384 

$1,390 

$1,352 

35.6 

35.7 

35.1 

$800 

$750 

$889 

33.0 

33.0 

34.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 1 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

682 (100.0%) 

305 (44.7%) 

335 (49.1 %) 

29 (4.2%) 

13 (1.9%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

584 (85.6%) 

259 (84.9%) 

289 (86.3%) 

28 (96.6%) 

8 (61.5%) 

GEORGIA, Norther11 

Female 

98 (14.4%) 

46 (15.1 %) 

46 (13.7%) 

(3.4%) 

5 (38.5%) 

500 (76.2%) 

103 (15.7%) 

. 43 (6.6%) 

10 (1.5%) 

682 (100.0%) 

562 (82.4%) 

120 (17.6%) 

·TOTAL Robbery ~~eny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Other 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total ReceivU,g Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months' 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

\ 

663 (100.0) 18 (100.0) 62 (100.0) 

518. (78.1) 

494 (74.5) 

24 (3.6) 

86 

88 

59 

54 

230 

92.0 

51.0 

145 (21.9) 

94 (14.2) 

51 (7.7) 

18 (100.0) 

18 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

5 

13 

222.4 

103.0 

35 (56.5) 

30 (48.4) 

5 (8.1) 

13 

10 

3 

7 

32.7 

18.0 

0 (0.0) 27 (43.5) 

0 (0.0) 18 (29.0) 

0 (0.0) 9 (14.5) 

8 (100.0) 115 (100.0) 272 (100.0) 

2 (25.0) 

(12.5) 

(12.5) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

10.0 

10.0 

6 (75.0) 

4 (50.0) 

2 (25.0) 

70 (60.9) 

63 (54.8) 

7 (6.1) 

18 

32 

16 

4 

0 

20.1 

21.0 

45 (39.1) 

30 (26.1) 

15 (13.0) 

265 (97.4) 

264 (97.1) 

1 (0.4) 

8 

13 

24 

38 

182 

127.9 

120.0 

7 (2.6) 

4 (1.5) 

3 (1.1) 

30 (100.0) 44 (100.0) 13 (100.0) 101 (100.0) 

21 (70.0) 

19 (63.3) 

2; (6.7) 

9 

8 

4 

0 

0 

17.0 

15.0 

9 (30.0) 

6 (20.0) 

3 (10.0) 

38 (86.4) 

37 (84.1) 

1 (2.3) 

3 . 

7 

5 

22 

131.0 

76.0 

6 (13.6) 

3 (6.8) 

3 (6.8) 

7 (53.9) 

7 (53.9) 

0 (0.0) 

5 

2 

0 

0 

0 

10.7 

9.0 

62 (61.4) 

55 (54.5) 

7 (6.9) 

28 

16 

27.8 

15.(] 

6 (46.1) 39 (38.6) 

6 (46.1) 23 (22.8) 

0 (0.0) 16 (15.8; 

·CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

290 (44.2) 10 (55.6) 47 (77.0) 6 (85.7) 89 (78.1) 

$5,000 $9,224 $4,900 $1,491., $25,000 

36 (13.3) 

$5,000 

23 (76.7) 14 (31.8) 

$2,122 $2,086 

(7.7) 64 (64.7; 

$500 $4,361 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix A 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY9~ 



GEORGIA, Middle 
11th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Macon (4) Albany 

(2) Columbus (5) Athens 

(3) Valdosta (6) Thomasville 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attorneys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers' 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

4 

16 

35 

29 

3,050 

1,391 

1,624,969 

65.5 

23.1 

16.3 

16.1 

14.5 

18.2 

11.8 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported · Number of Per 100,000 

To Police11 Crimes Population 

Murder 168 10 

Forcible Rape 637 39 

Robbery 2,630 162 

Aggravated Assault 6,520 401 

Burglary 22,323 1,374 

Larceny /Theft 50,996 3,138 

Motor Vehicle Theft 4,759 293 

Crime Index Total 88,033 5,418 

Economic Income per Capita 12 $ 10,901 

Indicators Pereent Unemployed13 7.3 

Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 30.1 

Non-Farm Percent Retail 23.2 
Employment14 

Percent Finance1
' 5.6. 

Percent Service 21.7 

Percent Other16 19.4 

Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage17 36.6 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $ 58.67 

Expenditures18 
Education $'620.19 

Health and Hospitals $ 331.06 

Public Welfare 19 $3.07 

Highways $ 55.69 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Inc~me 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

24 April93 

30 May 93 

42 June 93 

31 July 93 

22 August 93 

26 September 93 

21 

13 

34 

48 

14 

14 

TOTAL= 319 

mean median 

$1,108 $700 

$940 $490 

$1,472 $1,242 

35.7 

34.5 

38.7 

34.0 

31.0 

38.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity :z 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

319 (100.0%) 

124 (38.9%) 

187 (58.6%) 

5 (1.6%) 

3 (0.9%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

224 (70.2%) 

79 .(63.7%) 

140 (74.9%) 

3 (60.0%) 

2 (66.7%) 

GEORGIA, Middle 

Female 

95 (29.8%) 

45 (36.3%) 

47 (25.1 %) 

2 (40.0%) 

(33.3%) 

246 (78.8%) 

44 (14.1 %) 

16 (5.1 %) 

6 (1.9%) 

319 (100.0%) 

287 (90.0%) 

32 (10.0%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms lmmlgratn Other 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

PrisOn Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months . 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

. Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

317 (100.0) 

201 (63.4) 

196 (61.8) 

5 (1.6) 

34 

24 

16 

34 

93 

96.9 

60.0 

116 (36.6) 

99 (31.2) 

17 (5.4) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

125 (39.4) 

/ $250 

7 (100.0) 95 (100.0) 6 (100.0) 28 (100.0) 75 (100.0) 

7 (100.0) 

7 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

6 

95.1 

84.0 

19 (20.0) 

18 (18.9) 

1· (1.1) 

13 

0 

2 

2 

2 

29.3 

6.0 

0 (0.0) 76 (80.0) 

0 (0.0) 74 (77.9) 

0 (0.0) 2 (2.1) 

(14.3) 85 (90.4) 

$125 $250 

1 (16.7) 

0 (0.0) 

(16.7) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

6.0 

6.0 

17 (60.7) 

17 (60.7) 

0 (0.0) 

6 

7 

2 

2 

0 

20.4 

15.0 

5 (83.3) 11 (39.3) 

4 (66.7) 6 (21.4) 

1 (16.7) 5 (17.9) 

5 (83.3) 13 (46.4) 

$4,000 $5,664 

72 (96.0) 

72 (96.0) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

5 

7 

56 

145.2 

120.5 

3 (4.0) 

2 (2.7) 

(1.3) 

4 (5.3) 

$2,500 

3 (100.0) 53 (100.0) 

2 (66.7) 

2 (66.7) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

12.0 

12.0 

1 (33.3) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (33.3) 

0 (0.0) 

$--

48 (90.6) 

48 (90.6) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

8 

3 

12 

22 

115.0 

60.0 

5 (9.4) 

3 (5.7) 

2 (3.8) 

3 (5.7) 

$5,000 

1 (100.0) 49 (100.0) 

1 (100.0) 

1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

6.0 

6.0 

34 (69.4) 

31 (63.3) 

3 (6.1) . 

7 

6 

4 

10 

7 

55.6 

35.0 

0 (0.0) 15 (30.6) 

0 (0.0) 10 (20.4) 

0 (0.0) s (10.2) . 

0 (0.0) 14 (28.0) 

$-- $1,500 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided m Appendix A. 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY93 



GEORGIA, Southern 
11th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• · 

(1) Augusta 

(2) Savannah 

(3) Brunswick 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attorneys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

3 

17 

35 

25 

1,076 

373 

1,184,857 

62.4 

23.7 

15.8 

16.8 

14.8 

17.6 

11.3 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder · 

Forcible Rape ·· 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of 
Crimes 

128 

390 

2,196 

4,148 

14,878 

34,735 

4,999 

61,474 

Income per Capita 12 

Percent Unemployed13 

Percent Manufacturing 

Percent Retail 

Percent Finance15 

Percent Service 

Percent Other16 

Percent Farm Acreage17 

Police Protection 

Education 

Health and Hospitals 

Public Welfare19 

Highways 

Per 100,000 
Population 

11 

33 

185 

350 

1,256 

2,932 

422 

5,188 

$ 11,147 

7.3 

26.4 

24.4 

4.8 

25.8 

18.5 

25.6 

$ 59.78 

$ 605.57 

$ 319.17 

$3.40 

$ 56.81 

l 
'l 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

25 April93 

28 May 93 

19 June 93 

7 July 93 

31 August 93 -

19 September 93 

12 

16 

32 

18 

17 

16 

TOTAL= 240 

mean · median 

$1,479 

$1,540 

$1,149 

38.3 

38.8 

36.1 

$800 

$800 

$947 

37.0 

37.0 

36.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

240 (100.0%) 

130 (54.2%) 

99 (41.2%). 

10 (4.2%) 

(0.4%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

197 (82.1%) 

113 (86.9%) 

75 (75.8%) 

8 (80.0%) 

(100.0%) 

GEORGIA, Southe1 

Female 

43 (17.9%) 

17 (13.1 %) 

24 (24.2%) 

2 (20.0%) 

0 (0.0%) 

157 (66.8%) 

62 (26.4%) 

13 (5.5%) 

3 (1.3%) 

240 (100.0%) 

202 (84.2%) 

38 (15.8%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Fire&rms lmmigratn Otl 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/CommunitY Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

l-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

239 (100.0) 

189 (79.1) 

183 (76.6) 

6 (2.5) 

42 

20 

22 

31 

74 

93.4 

48.0 

50 (20.9) 

32 (13.4) 

18 (7.5) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION ' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

95 (39.8) 

$5,000 

6 (100.0) 18 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 28 (100.0) 97 (100.0) 6 (100.0) 21 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 57 (10 

6 (100.0) 

6 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

2 

4 

95.3 

71.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

9 (50.0) 

9 (50.0) 

0 .(0.0) 

3 

2 

2 

2 

0 

25.1 

24.0 

9 (50.0) 

8 (44.4) 

1 (5.6) 

4 (66.7) 15 (83.3) 

$3,068 $450 

(25.0) 

(25.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

15.0 

15.0 

3 (75.0) 

2 (50.0) 

(25.0) 

20 (71.4) 

16 (57.1) 

4 (14.3) 

15 

2 

3 

0 

0 

12.8 

11.0 

8 (28.6) 

6 (21.4) 

2 (7.1) 

2 (50.0) 20' (71.4) 

$80,226 $11,712 

93 (95.9) 

93 (95.9) 

0 (0.0) 

6 

3 

8 

18 

58 

144.5 

108.0 

4 (4.1) 

(1.0) 

3 (3.1) 

19 (19.6) 

$6,000 

3 (50.0) 

3 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

14.0 

'12.0 

17 (81.0) 

17 (81.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

3 

4 

7 

92.9 

48.0 

3 (50.0) 4 (19.1) 

3 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 4 (19.1) 

0 (0.0) 4 (19.1) 

$-- ' $4,200 

2 (100.0) 

2 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3.0 

3.0 

38 (6 

36 (6 

2 ( 

0 (0.0) 19 (~ 

0 (0.0) 12 (~ 

0 (0.0) 7 c 

2 (100.0) 29 (.' 

$5,000 $:: 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendi 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File; MONI 



GUAM 
9th Circuit 

City Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

(1) Agana 

Number of Court · 
Professionals 

Cases Filed 

Population 

Age Distribution10 

District Court Judges2 

Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Civil6 

Criminal' 

Per Square Mile9 

Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
T& Police11 

Murder 

Forcible ·Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

5 

0 Distribution of 

7 
·Non-Farm· 
· · Employment14 

76 

121 

133,152 Agriculture 

637.1 

Per Capita Local 

30.0 
Expenditures18 

19.9 

19.0 

13.8 

13.4 

3.9 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

11 8 

115 86 

87 65 

273 205 

946 710 

3,629 2,725 

480 360 

5,541 4,161 

Income p.er Capita 12 $'9,928 

·Percent Unemployed 13 

Percent Manufacturing · 

Percent Retail 

Percent Finance15 --

Percent Service 

Percent Other16 

· Percent Farm Acreage17 9.8 

Police Protection $ --

Education $ --

Health and Hospitals· $ --

Public Welfare19 $ --

Highways $ --

I 
t'< 
I 

l 
,; 

l 
·~, 

i 
l~ 

l 



\ 

FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentenclng month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

8 April93 

May 93 

8 June 93 

7 July 93 

6 August 93 

16 

3 

13 

12 

3 

10 7 September 93 

TOTAL= 94 

mean median 

$2,148 $867 

$2,336 $650 

$1,454 $1,318 

33.7 

33.9 

32.7 

32.0 

32.0 

33.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OF,FENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

84 (100.0%) 

10 (11.9%) 

1 (1.2%) 

3 (3.6%) 

70 (83.3%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

68 (81.0%) 

9 (90.0%) 

(100.0%) 

3 (100.0%) 

55 (78.6%) 

Female 

16 (19.0%) 

(10.0%) 

0 (0.0%) 

0 (0.0%) 

15 (21.4%) 

79 (87.8%) 

7 (7.8%) 

2 (2.2%) 

2 (2.2%) 

94 (100.0%) 

85 (90.4%) 

9 (9.6%) 

GUAl 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms lmmigratn Ot 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

92 (100.0) 

40 (43.5) 

35 (38,.0) 

5 (5.4) 

9 

4 

7 

3 

15 

68.0 

33.0 

52 (56.5) 

38 (41.3) 

14 (15.2) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

) 

Total Receiving Fines 

and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

40 (42.5) 

$3,000 

2 (100.0) 

2 (100.0) 

2 (IOO.Q) ... 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

144.0 

144.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (50.0) 

$36,520 

1 (100:0) 2 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

•. o : (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (100.0) 

1 (50.0) 

1 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

18.0 

18.0 

1 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (50.0) 

1 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 

$200 $72,717 

3 (100.0) 23 (100.0) 

0 (0.0). 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3 (100.0) 

2 (66.7) 

(33.3) 

3 (100.0) 

$6,779 

14 (60.9) 

14 (60.9) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

2 

11 

112.5 

120.0 

9 (39.1) 

4 (17.4) 

5 (21.7) 

. 8 (33.3) 

$3,500 

1 (100.0) 17 (100.0) 33 (100.0) . 10 (10 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0;0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 (100.0) 

1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (1~.0) 

$523 

16 (94.1) 

11 (64.7) 

5 (29.4) 

6 

6 

2 

41.2 

27.0 

(5.9) 

0 (0.0) 

(5.9) 

4 (12.1) 

4 (12.1) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

·o.s 

0.5 

29 (87.9) 

29 (87.9) 

0 (0.0) 

3 (3 

3 (3 

0 ( 

7 (' 

2 (: 

5 (' 

3 (17 .6) 15 (45.5) 6 ( 

$2,000 $1,000 $1: 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Append 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONJ 



.HAWAIT 
9th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

( 1) Honolulu 

(2) Hilo 

(3) Johnston Island 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal· Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminaf 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

5 

20 

7 

13 

952 

1,978 

1,136,581 

176.9 

21.6 

14.3 

17.8 

16.6 

18.5 

11.3 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

. . Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

. Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

42 4 

440 39 

1,151 101 

1,365 120 

13,006 1,144 

50,544 4,447 

4,351 383 

70,899 6,238 

Income per Capita 12 $ 15,770 

Percent Unemployed13 4.5 

Percent Manufacturing 5;6 

Percent Retail 26.8 

Percent Finance15 8.3 

Percent Service 36.0 

Percent Other16 23.2 

Percent Farm Acreage17 42.0 

Police Protection $ 101.81 

Education $0.11 

Health and Hospitals $4.90 

Public Welfare19 $4.70 

Highways $ 51.03 

' ,' 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES HA 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 · 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

19 April93 

20 May 93 

27 June 93 

14 July 93 

20 August 93 

14 September 93 

17 

14 

21 

22 

22 

19 

TOTAL= 229 

mean . median 

$863 

$831 

$1,064 

34.7 

35.1 

32.3 

$203 

$50 

$650 

33.0 

34.0 

32.0 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

218 (100.0%) 

67 (30.7%) 

12 (5.5%) 

10 (4.6%) 

129 (59.2%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

182 (83.5%) 

58 (86.6%) 

10 (83.3%) 

8 (80.0%) 

106 (82.2%) 

Female 

36 (16.5%) 

9 (13.4%) 

2 (16.7%) 

2 (20.0%) 

23 (17.8%) 

145 (64.2%) 

67 (29.6%) 

5 (2.2%) 

9 (4.0%) 

229 (100.0%) 

207 (90.4%) 

22 (9.6%) 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezbnnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms lmmigratn 

213 (100.0) 13 (100.0) 33 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 12 (100.0) 89 (100.0) I (100.0) 10 (100.0) 27 (100.0) 

174 (81.7) 

167 (78.4) 

7 (3.3) 

39 

22 

30 

26 

57 

62.7 

36.0 

39 (18.3) 

33 (15.5) 

6 (2.8) 

13 ~100.0) 

13 (100.0) 

·o (O.O) 

0 

2 

2 

8 

92.9 

97.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

11 (33.3) 

9 (27.3) 

'2 (6.1) 

5 

3 

0 

2 

25.3 

18.0 

22 (66.7) 

20 (60.6) 

2 (6.1) 

3 (100.0) 

(33.3) 

2 (66.7) 

3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

5.0 

6.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

8 (66.7) 

7 (58.3) 

(8.3) 

4 

4 

0 

0 

0 

13.1 

14.0 

4 (33.3) 

3 (25.0) 

I (8.3) 

88 (98.9) 

87 (97.8) 

(1.1) 

3 

8 

20 

16 

41 

78.2 

60.0 

(1.1) 

0 (0.0) 

(1.1) 

1 (100.0) 

I (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

18.0 

18.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

8 (80.0) 

8 (80.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

6 

181.5 

195.0 

2 (20.0) 

2 (20.0) 

0 (0.0) 

24 (88.9) 

24 (88.9) 

0 (0.0) 

21 

2 

0 

0 

8.3 

6.0 

3 (11.1) 

2 (7.4) 

(3.7) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITIJTION' 

Total Receiving Fines 

and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

87 (38.0) 

$1,474 

7 (53. 9) . 32 (80.0) 3 (100.0) 9 (75.0) 

$4,120 $150 $15,000 $8,200 

9 (10.1) 

$10,000 

l (100.0) 

$2,000 

1 (10.0) 

$2,500 

4 (14.8) 

$2,000 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in A] 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FYl993 Data File, l 



IDAHO 
9th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline· Documentatiori1 

(1) Boise (4) Moscow 

(2) Pocatello 

(3) Twin Falls 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminaf 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 PercentAge 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

3 

12 

35 

11 

524 

99 

1,039,328 

12.6 

25.7 

14.9 

14.6 

15.4 

17.4 

12.0 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Lar~eny /Theft · 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm· 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

39 4 

358 34 

258 25 

2,293 221 

7,985. 768 

31,221 3,004 

1,916 184 

44,070 4,240 

~ 

Income per Capita12 $ 11,457 
(l 

Percent Unemployed13 6.4 

Percent Manufacturing 21.4 

Percent Retail 23.8 

Percent Finance15 5.4 

Percent Service 27.1 

· Percent Other16 22.3 

Percent Farm Acreage17 26.4 

Police Protection $ 56.90 

Education $ 522.70 

Health and Hospitals $ 129.62 

Public Welfare19 $ 15.97 

Highways $ 86.04 



'., 

FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by. sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

·January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Apri193 2 

13 May 93 

· 4 June 93 

7 July 93 

5 August 93 

9 September 93 

8 

2 

2 

7 

TOTAL·= 61 

mean median 

$814 

$859 

$653 

. 36.5 

38.0 

3l.4 

$47 

$0 

$352 

35.0 

36.0 

29.0 .· 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race·, and Ethnicity 1 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

59 (100.0%) 

39 (66.1%) 

2 (3.4%) 

10 (16.9%) 

8 (13.6%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

'-!pward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

45 (76.3%) 

26 (66.7%) 

2 (100.0%) 

10 (100.0%) 

7 (87.5%) 

Female 

14 (23.7%) 

13 (33.3%) 

0 (0.0%) 

0 (0.0%) 

(12.5%) 

48 (80.0%) 

4 (6.7%)' 

6 'oo.o%) 

2 (3.3%) 

60 (100.0%) 

41 (68.3%) 

19 (31.7%). 

IDAJ 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms lmmigratn ( 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES JNYOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

60 (100.0) 

48 (80.0) 

45 (75.0) 

3 (5.0) 

7 

8 

3 

8 

22 

97.0 

55.0 

12 (20.0) 

6 (10.0) 

6 (10.0) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION' 

Total Receiving Fines 

and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

51 (85.0) 

$4,000 

1 (100.0) . 5 (100.0) 

1 .(100.0) 2 (40.0) 

1 (100.0) 2 .. (40.0) 

0 (0.0) . 0' (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

93.0 

93.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (100.0) 

$6,000 

0 

0 

0 

95.5 

95.5 

3 (60.0) 

3 (60.0) 

0 (0.0) 

5 (100.0) 

$1,300 

4 (100.0) 

3 (75.0) 

2 (50.0) 

(25.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

9.3 

4.0 

1 (25.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (25.0) 

4 (100.0) 

$8,000 

2 (100.0) 22 (100.0) 

2 (100.0) 

2 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

34.5 

34.5 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 (100.0) 

$9,250 

21 (95.5) 

21 (95.5) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

15 

141.5 

120.0 

(4.5) 

0 (0.0) 

(4.5) 

19 (86.4) 

$4,000 

0 (100.0) 2 (100.0) . 5 (100.0) ; 19 (l 

0. (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

2 (100.0) 

2 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

81.0 

81.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (--) 2 (100.0) 

$-- $6,275 

4 (80.0) 13 I 

4 (80.0) 11 I 

0 (0.0) 2 I 

0 

2 

0 

2 

.o 

34.5 

35.0 

(20.0) 

(20.0) 

0 (0.0) 

6 

2 

4 

2 (40.0) 16 

$650 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table. are provided in Appem 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MON 



ILLINOIS, Northern 
7th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Chicago 

(2) Freeport 

(3) Waukegan 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers' 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

, Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

24 

109 

13 

96 

7,966 

632 

8,122•,774 

751;0 

22.2 

14.2 

18.0 

15.7 

18.5 

11.5 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported Number of Per 100,000 

To Police11 Crimes Population 

Murder 1,108 14 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 43,984 541 

Aggravated Assault 49,968 615 

Burglary 88,836 1,094 

Larceny /Theft 260,521 3,207 

Motor Vehicle Theft 63,831 786 

Crime Index Total 

.Economic Income per Capita12 $ 16,432 

Indicators Percent Unemployed 13 7.3 

Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 23.0 

Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Percent Retail 19.0 

Percent Firiance15 9.0 

Percent Service 29.2 

Percent Other16 19.9 

Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage17 71.2 ~ 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $ 117.67 

Expenditures18 
Education $676.64 

Health and Hospitals $60.86 

Public-Welfare19 $ 18.14 

Highways $ 92.11 



I I FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

42 April93 

72 May 93 

78 June 93· 

71 July 93 

70 August 93 

80 September 93 

84 

68 

56 

82 

67 

62 

TOTAL= 832 

mean median 

$1,811 $800 

$1,908 $800 

$1,242 

36.9 

37.2 

34.8 

$851 

35.0 

35.0 

34.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confmement 

TOTAL 

826 (100.0) 

554 (67.1) 

516 (62.5) 

38 (4.6) 

146 

66 

51 

97 

194 

68.6 

41.0 

272 (32.9) 

187 (22.6) 

85 (10.3) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Robbery 

35 (100.0) 

35 (100.0) 

35 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

6 

ll 

18 

70.9 

63.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

Larceny 

78 (100.0) 

22 (28.2) 

21 (26.9) 

i. (1.3) 

14 

5 

20.3 

9.5 

56 (71.8) 

43 (55.1) 

13 (16.7) 

l. 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 1 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

831 (100.0%) 

356 (42.8~) 

316 (38.0%) 

143 (17.2%) 

16 (1.9%) 

Departure Status4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Embezlmnt Fraud 

36 (100.0) 209 (100.0) 

ll (30.6) 106 (50.7) 

8 (22.2). 81 (38.8) 

3 (8.3) 25 (12.0) 

8 

2 

0 

0 

13.5 

12.0 

25 (69.4) 

18 (50.0) 

7 (19.4) 

62 

24 

ll 

8 

16.4 

12.0 

103 (49.3) 

70 (33.5) 

33 (15.8) 

Drug Trafck 

232 (100.0) 

222 (95.7) 

222 (95.7) 

0 (0.0) 

7 

5 

19 

49 

142 

112.1 

80.0 

10 (4.3) 

3 (1.3) 

7 (3.0) 

Male 

713 . (85.8%) 

308 (86.5%) 

266 (84.2%) 

127 (88.8%) 

12 (75.0%) 

Counterftng 

18 (100.0) 

ILLINOIS, Northerr 

Female 

118 (14.2%) 

48 (13.5%) 

50 (15.8%) 

16 (11.2%) 

4 (25.0%) 

663 (86.8%) 

79 (10.3%) 

22 (2.9%) 

0 (0.0%) 

831 (100.0%) 

105 (84.8%) 

126 (15.2%) 

Firearms lmmlgratn Other 

46 (100.0) 20 (100.0) 152 (100.0) 

9 (50.0) 41 (89.1) 16 (80.0) 

16 (80.0) 

0 (0,0) 

92 (60.5) 

83 (54.6) 

9 (5.9) 

9 (50.0) 41 (89.1) 

o ~-~ o W~> 

3 

4 

2 

0 

0 

16.2 

'14.0 

9 (50.0) 

7 (38.9) 

2 (11.1) 

4 

11 

6 

5 

15 

78.2 

33.0 

5 (10.9) 

(2.2) 

4 (8.7). 

10 

2 

3 

0 

18.7 

12.o 

4 (20.0) 

2 (10.0) 

2 (10.0) 

38 

14 

3 

20 

17 

50.1 

18.0 

60 (39.5) 

43 (28.3) 

17 (11.2) 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

397 (48.0) 19 (54.3) 40 (50.6) 23 (63.9) 160 (76.2) 52 (22.3) 

$3,000 

11'(6i.1). 18 (39.1) 6 (30.0) 68 (45.0) 

Median Dollar Amount $3,651 . $2,900 $2,000 $2,864 $5,500 $713 $2,000 $2,750 $3,977 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in· this table are provided in Appendix A. 
SOURCE: U.s_. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY93 



ILLINOIS, Central 
7th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

( 1) Springfield ( 4) Rock Island 

(2) Peoria 

(3) Danville 

Number of Court District Court Judges2
1 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

5 

19 

11 

24 

1,309 

336 

2,171,848 

76.4 

21.3 

15.0 

15.1 

14.8 

19.0 

14.8 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported Number of Per 100,000 

To Police11 · Crimes Population 

Murder 76 3 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery. 2,295 106 

Aggravated Assault 5,565 256 

Burglary 20,106 926 

Larceny /Theft 52,070 2,397 

Motor Vehicle Theft 3,265 150 

Crime Index. Total 

Economic.- Income per Capita 12 $ '12,724 

- Indicators .. 
Per~ent Unemployed13 7.3 

Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 22.8 

Non-Farm Percent Retail 23.4 
Employment14 

Percent Finance15 '7.8 

Percent Service 27.1 

Percent Other16 18.9 

Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage 17 89.4 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $56.56 

Expenditures18 
Education $ 571.15 

Health and Hospitals $79.19 

Public Welfare19 $25.93 

Highways $ 101.48 
. ' 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by,USSC (by,sentenclng month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

14 Apri193 

18 May 93 

21 June 93 

14 July 93 

20 August 93 

21 September 93 

18 

32 

20 

37 

21 

23 

TOTAL= 259 

mean median 

$892 $500 

$877 $363 

$972 $800 

34.0 

34.3 

32.6 

32.0 

32.0 

31.5 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

255 (100.0%) 

144 (56.5%) 

101 (39.6%) 

9 (3.5%) 

1 (0.4%) 

Departure Status4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

, Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

217 (85.1 %) 

122 (84.7%) 

86 (85.1 %) 

8 (88.9%) 

(100.0%) 

ILLINOIS, Central 

Feniale 

38 (14.9%) 

22 (15.3%) 

15 (14.9%) 

(11.1 %) 

0 (0.0%) 

193 (77.2%) 

51 (20.4%) 

2 (0.8%) 

4 (1.6%) 

257 (100.0%) 

226 (87.9%) 

31 (12.1%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms lmmlgratn Other 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median' Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

256 (100.0) 

228 (89.1) 

209 (81.6) 

19 (7.4) 

49 

39 

28 

38 

73 

68.0 

36.0 

28 (10.9) 

14 (5.5) 

14 (5.5) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

137 (53.1) 

$2,000 

7 (100.0) 25 (100.0) 8 (100.0) 25 (100.0) 122 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 27 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 34 (100.0) 

7 (100.0) 

7 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

2 

5 

125.1 

111.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

7 (100.0) 

$4,600 

16 (64.0) 

13 (52.0) 

3 (12.0) 

7 

6 

0 

3 

0 

18.9 

15.0 

9 (36.0) 

4 (16.0) 

5 (20.0) 

24 (96.0) 

$3,608 

6 (75.0) 

5 (62.5) 

(12.5) 

4 

0 

0 

0 

14.6 

.6.0 

2 (25.0) 

1 (12.5) 

1 (12.5) 

9 (90.0) 

$2,700 

23 (92.0) 

17 (68.0) 

6 (24.0) 

10 

8 

3 

2 

0 

17.4 

13.0 

2 (8.0) 

(4.0) 

(4.0) 

20. (80.0) 

$3,242 

117 (95.9) 

112 (91.8) 

5 (4.1) 

12 

16 

15 

19 

55 

87.3 

60.0 

5 (4.1) 

2 (1.6) 

3 (2.5) 

44 (36.1) 

$672 

3 (75.0) 

3 (75.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

12.7 

12.0 

1 (25.0) 

1 (25.0) 

0 (0.0) . 

3 (75.0) 

$568 

25 (92.6) 

24 (88.9) 

(3.7) 

4 

4 

5 

11 

101.7 

57.0 

.2 (7.4) 

(3.7) 

(3.7) 

4 (14.8) 

$1,380 

2 (50.0) 

2 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

14.5 

14.5 

2 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 (50.0) 

2 (50.0) 

$3,250 

29 (85.3) 

26 (76.5) 

3 (8.8) 

12 

3 

6 

6 

2 

33.2 

24.0 

5 (14.7) 

4 (11.8) 

1 (2.9) 

24 (70.6) 
( 

$2,121 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in 'this table are provided in Appendix A. 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY93 



ILLINOIS, Southern 
7th Circuit 

Cities\Supplying Guideline .Documentation1 

. i 

( 1) East St. Louis (4) Cairo 

(2) Benton 

(3) Alton 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34. 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

4 

18 

11 

14 

1,236 

259 

1,245,170 

75.9 

21.8 

13.8 

15.5 

14.3 

19.1 

15.5 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported Number of Per 100,000 

To Police11 Crimes Population 

Murder 115 9 . , 
j 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 1,069 86 

Aggravated Assault 2,983 240 

Burglary 9,184 738 

Larcen>:/Theft 22,802 1,831 

Motor Vehicle Theft 2,553 205 

Crime Index Total 

Economic Income per Capita12 $ 11,555 

Indicators Percent Unemployed13
' 9.5 

Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 20.6 

Non-Farm Percent Retail 24.7 
Employment14 

Percent Finance15 5.2 

Percent Service 27.2 

Percent Other16 22.2 

Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage17 69.8 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $ 49.41 

Expenditures18 
Education $594.20 

Health and Hospitals $ 114.86 

Public Welfare19 $ 35;38 

Highways $ 88.16 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES ' 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

27 April93 

23 May 93 

35 June 93 

36 July 93 

15 August 93 

28 September 93 

26 

30 

15 

39 

17 

26 

TOTAL= 317 

mean median 

$651 

$603 

$854 

$422 

$0 

$762 

31.9 30.0 

31.9 30.0 

31.7 . 33.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

315 (100.0%) 

133 (42.2%) 

168 (53.3%) 

13 (4.1%) 

(0.3%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

257 (81.6%), 

112 (84.2%) 

134 (79.8%) 

10 (76.9%) 

(100.0%) 

ILLINOIS, Southt 

Female 

58 (18.4%) 

21 (15.8%) 

34 (20.2%) 

3 (23.1 %) 

0 (0.0%) 

257 (81.1 %) 

54 (17.0%) 

4 (1.3%) 

2 (0.6%) 

308 (100.0%) 

279 (90.6%) 

29 (9.4%) 

TOTAL Robbery . Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Ot 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confmemeilt 

315 (100.0) 

245 (77.8) 

242 (76.8) 

3 (0.9) 

19 

31 

20 

62 

113 

85.3 

60.0 

70 (22.2) 

56 (17.8) 

14 (4.4) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

52 (16.4) 

$4,406 

3 (100.0) 51 (100.0) 0 (100.0) 22 (100.0) 182 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 28 (100.0) 0 (100.0) 25 (10 

3 (100.0) 

3 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

2 

77.7 

87.0 

2 (3.9) 

2 (3.9) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

. 6.0 

6.0 

0 (0.0) 49 (96.1) 

0 (0.0) 44 (86.3) 

0 ~.0) 5 (~8) 

0 (0.0) 17 (33.3) 

$-- $2,940 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 . (--) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

$--

12 (54.5) 

12 (54.5) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

5 

0 

3 

34.4 

18.0 

10 (45.5) 

5 (22.7) 

5 (22.7) 

15 (68.2) 

$11,567 

178 (97.8) 

175 (96.2) 

3 (1.6) 

8 

11 

9 

55 

95 

95.7 

70.0. 

4 (2.2) 

3 (1.6) 

(0.6) 

6 (3.3) 

$3,000 

1 (25.0) 

1 (25.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

18.0 

18.0 

3 (75.0) 

(25.0) 

2 (50.0) 

2 (40.0) 

$4,358 

28 (100.0) 

28 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

4 

8 

5 

6 

5 

46.8 

27.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

(3.6) 

$--

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 . (--) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

21 (8 

21 (8 

0 ( 

0 (--) 4 (1 

0 (--) 3 (1 

0 (--) 1 ( 

0 (--) 11 (4 

$-- $8, 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix 

·SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONF'. 



INDIANA, Northern 
7th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

( 1) Hammo.nd (4) Gary 

(2) South Bend 

(3) Fort Wayne 

. Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assi.stant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers~ 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

6 

22 

35 

24 

1,745 

253 

2,297,116 

172.2 

22.6 

15.2 

15.7 

15.3 

18.7 

12.5 . 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

195 8 

847 37 

2,873 125 

7,115 310 

18,604 810 

58,082 2,528 

11,907 518 

99,623 4,337 

Income p~r Capita 12 $ 12,971 

Percent Unemployed13 6.8 

Percent Manufacturing 35.3 

Percent Retail 20.1 

Percent Finance 1 ~ 4.8 

Percent Service 24.0 

Percent Other16 5. 

Percent Farm Acreage17 78.0 

Police Protection $45.53 

Education $ 591.03 

Health and Hospitals $ 81.32 

Public Welfare19 $ 82.30 

Highways $ 66.94 



I' 
I 

FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

.' Cases Received by USSC {by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March·93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

·Male 

Female 

20 April 93 

15 May 93 

24 June 93 

23 ' July 93 

25 August 93 

19 September 93 

13 

25 

18 

22 

18 

23 

TOTAL= 245 

mean median 

$1,393 

$1,430 

$1,192 

36.9 

37.2 

35.3 

$1,007 

$1,130 

$940 

37.0 

37.0 

35.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

... 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

245 (100.0%) 

141 (57.5%) 

82 (33.5%) 

21 (8.6%) 

(0.4%) 

Departure Status 4 

·Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

210 (85.7%) 

118 (83.7%) 

73 (89.0%) 

19 (90.5%) 

0 (0.0%) 

INDIANA, Northern 

Female 

35 (14.3%) 

23 (16.3%) 

9 (11.0%) 

2 (9.5%) 

(100.0%) 

220 (90.5%) 

9 

12 

2 

(3.7%) 

(4.9%) 

(0.8%) 

243 (100.0%) 

211 (86.8%) 

32 . (13.2%) 

TOTAL Robbery :LaJ:ceny Embezlmnt Fraud · Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Other 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation, 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confmement 

244 (100.0) 

138. (56.6) 

127 (52.0) 

11 (4.5) 

34 

~1 

10 

19 

44 

57.8 

28.5 

106 (43.4) 

72 (29.5) 

34 (13.9) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

123 (50.4) 

$3,661 

3 (100.0) 32 (100.0) . 3 (100.0) 42 (100.0) 60 (100.0)' 7 (100.0) 33 (100.0) 0 (100;0) 64 (100.0) 

3 (100.0) 3 (9.4) 

3 (100.0) . 3 (9.4) 

0 (0.0) 0 . (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

2 

73.7 

78.0 

2 

0 

0 

0 

10.0 

9.0 

0 (0.0) 29 (90.6) 

0 (0.0) 22 (68.8) 

0 (0.0) 7 (21.9) 

2 (66. 7) 25 (78.1) 

$2,318 $3,800 

3 (100.0) 17 (40.5) 

2 (66.7) 14 (33.3) 

(33.3) 3 (7.1) 

. 1 

2 

0 

0 

0 

13.3 

15.0 

9 

5 

20.0 

12.0 

0 (0;0) 25 (59.5) 

0 (0.0) 19 (45.2) 

0 (0.0) 6 (14.3) 

1 (33.3) 27 (64.3) 

$4,325 $2,684 

55 (91.7) 

54 (90.0) 

1 (1.7) 

8 

8 

4 

7 

28 

77.5 

63.0 

5 (8.3) 

3 (5.0) 

2 (3.3) 

27 (45.0) 

$3,000 

5 (71.4) 27 (81.8) 

4 (57.1) 25 (75.8) 

(14.3) 2 (6.1) 

3 

0 

0 

20.2 

12.0 

2 (28.6) 

(14.3) 

(14.3) 

3 

8 

4 

6 

6 

75.1 

30.0 

6 (18.2) 

5 (15.2) 

1 (3.0) 

.4 (57.1). 10 (30.3) 

$20,300 $4,000 

0 (--) 25 (39.1) 

0 (--) 22 (34.4) 

0 (--) 3 (4.7) 

.o 
0 

0 

0 

o. 

8 

6 

3 

7 

38.0 

24.0 

0 (--) 39 (60.9) 

0 (--) 22 (34.4) 

0 (--) 17 (26.6) 

0 (--) 27 (42.2) 

$-- $3,884 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix A. 
SOURCE: U.S; Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY93 



INDIANA, .Southern. 
7th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

(1) Indianapolis (4) Terre Haute 

(2) New Albany (5) Evansville 

(3) Muncie 

· Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers' 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

6 

20 

35 

22 

2,425 

305 

3,312,093 

146.6 

21.3 

15.0 

16.4 

15.4 

19.2 

13.1 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendi_x A. · . 

Crimes Reported Number of Per 100,000 
To Police11 Crimes Population 

Murder 173 5 

Forcible Rape 1,131 34 

Robbery 3,324 100 

Aggravated Assault 8,521 257 

Burglary 23,584 712 

Larceny /Theft 66,694 2,014 

Motor Vehicle Theft 9,834 297 

Crime Index Total 113,261 3,420 

Economic Income per Capita 12 $ 13,272 

Indicators Percent Unemployed13 6.3 

Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 26.6 

Non-Farm Percent Retail 22.4 
Employment14 

Percent Finance" 6.3 

Percent Service 25.7 

Percent Other16 18.9 

Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage 17 65.8 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $46.58 

Expenditures18 
Education $ 574.76 

Health and Hospitals $ 147.34 

Public Welfare19 $53.79 

Highways $66.91 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

20 April93 

24 May 93 

25 June 93 

13 July 93 

13 August 93 

8 September 93 

16 

15 

12 

27 

11 

19 

TOTAL= 203 

mean median 

$1,238 $500 

$1,221 $0 

$1,316 $1,000 

36.2 

36.0 

37.4 

34.0 

33.0 

39.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, ~d Ethnicity 1 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

203 (100.0%) 

124 (61.1 %) 

74 (36.5%) 

5 (2.5%) 

0 (0.0%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Dei>arture 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea' 

Trial 

Male 

166 (81.8%) 

101 (81.5%) 

61 (82.4%) 

4 (80.0%) 

(--%) 

INDIANA, Sou1 

Female 

37 (18.2%) 

23 (18.5%) 

13 (17.6%) 

(20.0%) 

0 (--%) 

.144 (72.0%) 

. 40 (20.0%) 

13 (6.5%) 

3 (1.5%) 

202 (100.0%) 

173 (85.6%) 

29 (14.4%) 

TOTAL ~ Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

203 (100.0) 22 (100.0) 

177 (87.2) 

171 (84.2) 

6 (3.0) 

31 

35 

11 

31 

69 

74.7 

41.0 

26 (12.8) 

16 (7.9) 

10 (4.9) 

22 (100.0) 

22 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

2 

20 

172.0 

126.5 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution · 

91 (45.0) . 17 (77.3) 

Median Dollar Amount $3,957 $3,175 

8 (100.0) 12 (100.0) 21 (100.0) 62 (100.0) 

6 (75.0) 

6 (75.0) 

0 (0.0) 

5 

0 

0 

0 

18.2 

18.0 

2 (25.0) 

(12.5) 

(12.5) 

12 (100.0) 

7 (58.3) 

5 (41.7) 

9 

2 

0 

0 

12.9 

10.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

6 (75.0) 10 (83.3) 

$5,000 $20,000 

2i (100.0) 

21 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

5 

8 

3 

5 

0 

23.6 

21.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

11 (52.4) 

$12,332 

60 (96.8) 

60 (96.8) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

4 

5 

16 

33 

90.3 

63.5 

2 (3.2) 

(1.6) 

(1.6) 

6 (9.7) 

$4,000 

2 (100.0) 22 (100.0) 

2 (100.0) 

2 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

9.0 

9.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

22 (100.0) 

22 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

5 

0 

5 

·10 

69.1 

57.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 (100.0) 10 (45.5) 

$5,250 $1,262 

0 (100.0) 5· 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

$--

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appt 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, M< 



. lOW A, Northern 
8th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

( 1) Cedar Rapids 

(2) Sioux City 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

· Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age '15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

'.3 

14 

35 

11 

638 

143 

1,286,253 

41.7 

22.3 

14.0 

14.2 

14.4 

19.1 

16.6 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported Number of Per 100,000 
To Police11 Crimes Population 

Murder 8 

Fprcible Rape 117 9 

Robbery 149 12 

Aggravated Assault 1,472 114 

Burglary 4,184 325 

Larceny /Theft 13,786 1,072 

Motor Vehicle Theft 768 60 

Crime Index Total 20,484 1,593 

Economic Income per Capita 12 $ 11,963 

Indicators . Percent Unemployed 13 4.7 

Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 25.4 

Non-Farm Percent Retail 22.7 
Employment14 

Percent Finance15 •. 5.3 

Percent Service 26.5 

Percent Other16 20.1 

Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage17 90.6 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $ 56.54 

Expenditures18 
Education $ 641.08 

Health and Hospitals $ 117.80 

Public Welfare19 $ 32.72 

Highways $ 165.59 . 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

.January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

6 April93 

3 May 93 

23 June 93 

11 July 93 

9 August 93 

13 

13 

6 September 93 ' 

5 

19 

14 

15 

TOTAL= 137 

mean median 

$1,063 

$1,026 

$1,311 

34.4 

33.9 

37,7 

$800 

$800 

$876 

33.0 

32.0 

38.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hi~anic 

Other 

TOTAL 

137 (100.0%) . 

105 (76.6%) 

24 (17.5%) 

3 (2.2%) 

5 (3.6%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

tis (86.1 %) 

91 (86.7%) 

21 (87.5%) 

3 (100.0%) 

3 (60.0%) 

IOWA, Norther 

Female 

19 (13 .. 9%) 

14 (13.3%) 

3 (12.5%). 

0 (0.0~) 

2 . (40.0%) 

100 (73.5%) 

24 (17.6%) 

9 (6.6%) 

3 (2.2%) 

137 (100.0%) 

118 (86.1 %) 

19 (13.9%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immlgratn Otb 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

137 (100.0) 

105 .(76.6) 

97 (70.8) 

8 (5.8) 

16 

18 

15 

16 

40 

63.3 

46.0 

32 (23.4) 

17 (12.4) 

15 (10.9) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

88 (64.2) 

$2,297 

1 (100.0) 16 (100.0) 6 (100.0) 21 (100.0) 66 (100.0) 0 (100.0) 9 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 17 (100 

1 (100.0) 

1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

106.0 

106.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

7 (43.8) 

5 (31.2) 

2 (12.5) 

3 

2 

0 

32.2 

14.0 

9 (56.2) 

4 (25.0) 

5 (31.2) 

0 (0.0) 14 (87 .5) 

$-- $2,774 

3 (50.0) 11 (52.4) 

2 (33.3) 7 (33.3) 

(16.7) 4 (19.1) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

. 14.3 

15.0 

3 (50.0) . 

3 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

6 

3 

2 

0 

0 

15.4 

14.0 

10 (47.6) 

5 (23.8) 

5 (23.8) 

65 (98.5) 

64 (97.0) 

(1.5) 

4 

6 

7 

14 

34 

83.3 

63.0 

(1.5) 

0 (0.0) 

(1.5) 

5 (83.3) 18 (8~.7) 39 (59.1) 

$3,250 $9,041 $2,000 

0 (--) 8 (88.9) 

0 (--) 8 (88.9) 

0 (--) 0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

$--

0 

3 
3 

0 

2 

42.4 

27.5 

1 (11.1) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (11.1) 

1 (11.1) 

$1,141 

1 (100.0) 

1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

,0 

6.0 

6.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

9 (52 

9 (52 

0 (0 

3: 

2 

8 {4'l 

S (2S 

3 (lj 

0 (0.0) 11 (~ 

$-- $2,: 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data' File, MONF' 



lOW A, Southern 
·- 8th Circuit · 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Des Moines 

(2) Council BlUffs 

(3) Iowa City 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officerss 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Crimi~al7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution 10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

5 

12 

3 

10 

1,138 

93 

1,508,728 

60.0 

21.4 

15.0 

15.7 

15.2 

18.4 

1.4.~ 

A complete ·description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A .. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
E~penditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
·Crimes Population 

22 

238 16 

576 38 

2,523 167 

7,711 511 

33,608 2,228 

1,785 118 

46,425 3,077 

Income per Capita 12 $ 12,815 

Percent Unemployed13 4.6 

Percent Manufacturing 20.7 

Percent Retail 23.1 

Percent Finance1s 9.2 

Percent Service 29.1 

Percent Other16 17.9 

Percent Farm Acreage17 85.6 

Police Protection $60.63 

Education $656.40 

Health and Hospitals $ 129.99 

Public Welfare19 $40.21 

· Highways $ 133.30 

.·.·. 



I II 

FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March.93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

12 April93 

6 May 93 

15 June 93 

9 July 93 

10 August 93 

12 ·September 93 

7 

7 

4· 

11 

·13 

'9 

TOTAL= 115 

mean median 

$1,243 

$1,146 

$1,649 

35.2 

35.3 

34.8 

$720 

$622 

$954 

32.0 

32.0 

32.5 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

115 (100.0%) 

79 (68.7%) 

19 (16.5%) 

15 (13.0%) 

2 (1.7%) 

Departure Status 4 

· Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

95 

63 

18 

13 

Male 

(82.6%) 

(79.7%) 

(94,7%) 

(86.7%) 

(50.0%) 

lOW A, Southern 

Female 

20 (17.4%) 

16 (20.3%) 

(5.3%) 

2 (13.3%) 

·1 (50.0%) 

101 (87.8%) 

8 (7.0%) 

6 (5.2%) 

0 (0.0%) 

113 (100.0%) 

86 (76.1 %) 

27 (23.9%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn · O'ther 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

· 1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median· Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

· Probation Only 

Probation and Confmement 

115 (100.0) 

100 (87.0) 

85 (73.9) 

15 (13.0) 

. 23 

8 

4 

6 

59 

105.9 

7~.0 

15 (13.0) 

6 (5.2) 

9 (7.8) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

30 (26.1) 

$14,320 

2 (100.0) 9 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 12 (100.0) 74 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 8 (100.0) 

2 (100.0) 

2 (100.0) 

0 '(0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

. 2. 

:94.5 

94.5 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

$--

1 (11.1) 

0 (0.0) 

(11.1) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

10.0 

10.0 

8 (88.9) 

3 (33.3) 

5 (55.6) 

3 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

3 (100.0) 

3 

0 

.o 
0 

0 

6.7 

8.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0:0) 

11 (91.7) 

5 (41.7) 

6 (50.0) 

9 

2 

0 

0 

0 

11.3 

10.0 

(8.3) 

0 (0.0) 

(8.3) 

9 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 12 (100.0) 

$8,808 $57,575 $26,807 

72 (97.3) 

70 (94.6) 

2 (2.7) 

5 

.3 

4 

5 

55 

133.9 

120.5 

2 (2.7) 

0 (0.0) 

2 (2.7) 

0 (0.0) 

$--

1 (100.0) 

1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

41.0 

41.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (100.0) 

$3,850 

3 (100.0) 

3 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

2 

167.0 

238.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

$--

2 (66.7) 

2 (66.7) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

9.0 

9.0 

5 (62.5) 

2 (25.0) 

3 (37.5) 

4 

1 (33.3) 3 (37.5) 

1 (33.3) 2 (25.0) 

0 (0.0) (12.5) 

1 (33.3) 4 (50.0) 

$1,000 $15,060 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in.this table are provided in Appendix A. 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY93 



KANSAS 
lOth Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

(1) Kansas City 

(2) Wic~ita . 

(3) Topeka 

Number of Court 
Professionals 

Cases Filed 

Population 

Age Distribution10 

District Court Judges2 

Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers' 

Criminaf 

Per Square Mile9 

Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

12 

24 

7 

28 

1,988 

303 

2,494,649 

30.5 

22.9 

14.1 

16.2 

15.2 

17.8 

13.9 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported Number of 

To Police11 Crimes 

Murder 149 

Forcible Rape 1,030 

Robbery 3,261 

Aggravated Assault 8,310 

Burglary 31 ,450 

Larceny /Theft · 79,934 

Motor Vehicle Theft 8,104 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

132,238 

Income per Capita 12 

Percent Unemployed13 

Percent Manufacturing 

Percent Retail 

Percent Finance15 

Percent Service 

Percent Other16 

Percent Farm Acreage17 

Police Protection 

Education 

Health and Hospitals 

Public Welfare19 

Highways 

Per 100,000 
Population 

6 

41 

131 

333 

1,261 

3,204 

325 

5,301 

$ 13,300 

4.2 

22.3 

22.3 

6.7 

27.3 

.21.3 

89.1 

$ 67.01 

$ 699.73 

$ 98.98 

$6.17 

$ 152.74 

. I 

~ 
I 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

24 April93 

14 May 93 

22 June 93 

22 July 93 

34 August 93 

23 September 93 

30 

23 

22 

27 

33 

30 

TOTAL= 304 

mean median 

$1,230 . $778 

$1,080 $600 

$1,870 $1,169 

36.1 

35.6 

38.1 

35.0 

35.0 

35.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black. 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

304 (100.0%) 

177 (58.2%) 

78 (25.7%) 

42 (13.8%) 

7 (2.3%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

247 (81.3%) 

133 (75.1 %) 

69 (88.5%) 

40 (95.2%) 

5 (71.4%) 

Female 

57 (18.8%) 

44 (24.9%) 

9 (11.5%) 

2 (4.8%) 

2 (28.6%) 

249 (83.6%) 

22 (7.4%) 

20 (6.7%) 

7 (2.3%) 

304 (100.0%) 

263 (86.5%) 

41 (13.5%) 

KA 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered · 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

3 7-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

304 (100.0) 13 (100.0) 46 (100.0) 11 (100.0) 53 (100.0) 98 (100.0) 

228 (75.0) 

213 (70.1) 

15 (4.9) 

53 

36 

28 

44 

67 

64.4 

34.5 

76 (25.0) 

55 (18.1) 

21 (6.9) 

13 (100.0) 

13 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

5 

8 

142.0 

101.0 

13 (28.3). 

12 (26.1) 

(2.2) 

8 

2 

2 

0 

16.6 

9.0 

0 (0.0) 33 (71. 7) 

0 (0.0) 26 (56.5) 

0 (0.0) 7 (15.2) 

. 7 (63.6) 

3 (27.3) 

4 (36.4) 

7 

0 

0 

0 

0 

5.9 

6.0 

4 (36.4) 

3 (27.3) 

1 (9.1) 

34 (64.2) 

26 (49.1) 

8 (15.1) 

22 

9 

2 

0 

13.1 

11.5 

19 (35.9) 

14 (26.4) 

5 (9.4) 

93 (94.9) 

92 (93.9) 

(1.0) 

4 

13 

9 

18 

49 

101.8 

63.0 

5 (5.1) 

1 (1.0) 

4 '(4',1) 

2 (100.0) 32 (100.0) . 18 (100.0) 

2 (100.0) 

2 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

·o 

0 

18.0 

18.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

29 (90.6) 

29 (90.6) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

5 

. 8 

7 

6 

43.2 

33.0 

3 (9.4) 

2 (6.2) 

(3.1) 

12 (66.7) 

12 (66.7) 

0 (0.0) 

6 

'2 

2 

2 

0 

.19.9 

13.5 

6 (33.3) 

3 (16.7) 

3 (16.7) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution . 

Median Dollar Amount 

151 (50.2) 10 (76.9) 36 (80.0) 8 (72.7) 42 (80.8) 25 (25.8) 

$1,840 $2,250 $577 $40,200 $13,959 $1,000 

(50.0) 8 (25.0) 

$-- $1,000 

8 (44.4) 

$1,500 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Ap~ 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, M 



KENTUCKY, Eastern 
6th Circuit 

0 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

( 1) Lexington (6) Frankfort 

(2) Covington (7) Pikeville 

(3) London (8) Pineville 

(4) Harlan (9) Catlettsburg 

(5) Ashland 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant federal Defenders4 

Probation Officerss 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

6 

23 

35 

23 

2,044 

286 

1,833,895 

89.9 

21.8 

15.6 

16.3 

15.5 

18.8 

12.0 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported Number of PerJOO,OOO 

To Police11 Crimes Population 

Murder 105 6 

· Forcible Rape 587 32 

Robbery 1,083 59 

Aggravated Assault 7,616 415 

Burglary 12,252 668 

Larceny /Theft 32,363 1,765 

Motor Vehicle Theft 3,008 164 

Crime Index Total 57,014 3,109 

Economic Income per Capita12 $ 10,571 

Indicators Percent Unemployed13 7.1 

Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 20;5 

Non-Farm Percent Retail 24.7 
Eniployment14 

Percent Finance1s 4.9 

Percent Service 24.9 

Percent Other16 25.0 

Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage17 47.2 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $ 35.40 

Expenditures18 
Education $445.26 

Health and Hospitals $ 59.87 

Public Welfare19 $4.67 

Highways $46.82 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUmELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

28 April93. 

17 May 93 

24 June 93 

32 July 93 

20 August 93 

41 September 93 , . 

33 

30 

15 

30 

47 

14. 

TOTAL= 331 

mean median 

$1,204 

$1,289 

$880 

37.6 

38.5 

33.8 

$693 

$751 

$596 

37.0 

38.0 

31.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

329 (100.0%) 

255 (77.5%) 

44 (l3.4%) 

30 (9.1 %) 

0 (0.0%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

265 (80.5%) 

215 (84.3%) 

28 (63.6%) 

22 (73.3%) 

0. (--%) 

KENTUCKY, Easterr 

Female 

64 (19.5%) 

40 (15.7%) 

16 (36.4%) 

8 (26.7%) 

0 (--%) 

251 (78.2%) 

56 (17.4%) 

9 (2.8%) 

5 (1.6%) 

329 (100.0%) 

289 (87.8%) 

40 (12.2%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Other 
328 (100.0) 15 (100.0) 16 (100.0) 7 (100.0) 52 (100.0) 124 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 30 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 75 (100.0) 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

240 (73.2) 

227 (69.2) 

13 (4.0) 

64 

58 

22 

36 

. 59 

47.7 

24.0 

88 (26.8) 

41 (12.5) 

47 (14.3) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

105 (31.9) 

$2,600 

15 (100.0) 

15 (100.0) 

0 . (0.0) 

0 

1 

2 

3 

9 

133.9 

101.0 . 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

11 (68.8) 

11 (68.8) 

0 (0.0) 

6 

2 

0 

2 

25.9 

12.0 

5 (31.2) 

4 (25.0) 

1 . (6.2) 

1 (6. 7) 12 (75 .0) 

$2,673 $3,000 

4 (57.1) 

4 (57.1) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

0 

0 

0 

9.5 

8.0 

3 (42.9) 

3 (42.9) 

0 (0.0) 

28 (53.9) 

26 (50.0) 

2 (3.9) 

16 

10 

0 

14.4 

12.0 

24 (46.1) 

10 (19.2) 

14 (26.9) 

6 (85.7) 29 (54.7) 

$525 $6,019 

117 (94.3) 

108 (87 .1) 

9 (7.3) 

19 

29 

8 

20 

41 

57.7 

47.0 

7 (5.7) 

(0.8) 

6 (4.8) 

11 (8.9) 

$10,000 

2 (50.0) 

2 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

15.0 

15.0 

2 (50.0) 

2 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

3 (75.0) 

$2,711 

23 (76.7) 

22 (73.3) 

. (3.3) 

3 

5 

3 

8 

4 

43.2 

37.0 

7 (23.3) 

3 (10.0) 

4 (13.3) 

4 (13.3) 

$1,500 

5 (100.0) 

5 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

0 

24.5 

12.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

35 (46.7) 

34 (45.3) 

(1.3) 

14 

8 

8 

3 

2 

22.5 

15.0 

40 (53.3) 

18 (24.0) 

22 (29.3) 

0 (0.0) 39 (52.0) 

$-- $2,000 

·Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix A. 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY93 



KENTUCKY, Western 
6th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

( 1) Louisville -(4) Owensboro 

(2) Hopkiilsville (5) Bowliilg Green 

(3) Paducah (6) Glasgow 

NuJiJ.ber of Court. District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officerss 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

5 

23 

35 

28 

1,432 

420 

1,878,088 

97.4 

21.1 

14.6 

16.2 

15.2 

19.4 

13.4 

A complete description of the footnotes is-provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape · 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

1 • 

j 
1 

Number of Per 100,000 
] 

Crimes Population l 
111 6 j 
621 33 1 

• 1 
• 

2,184 116 i 
~ 

7,758 413 

15,077 803 

36,665 1,952 

5,i08 272 

67,514 3,595 

Income per Capita 12 $ 11,716 

Percent Unemployed13 6.7 

Percent Manufacturiilg 24.6 

Percent Retail 22.3 

Percent Finance•s 6.0 

Percent Service 26.5 

Percent Other16 20.5 

Percent Farm Acreage 17 63.7 

Police Protection $48.11 

Education $440.18 

Health and Hospitals $ 97.51 

Public Welfare19 $6.33 

Highways $ 34.65 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

32 April93 

42 May 93 

24 June 93 

50 July 93 

23 August 93 

53 

43 

46 

35 

37 

28 31 September 93 

TOTAL= 444 

mean median 

$1,392 $884 

$1,344 $837 

$1,512 $1,244· 

34.3 

33.6 

36.0 

32.0 

32.0 

32.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 1 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

431 (100.0%) 

289 (67.0%) 

121 (28.1 %) 

16 (3.7%) 

5 ((2%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other. Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

312 (72.4%) 

217 (75.1%) 

81 (66.9%) 

11 (68.8%) 

3 (60.0%) 

TOTAL Robbecy Larceny Embezlmnt 

KENTUCKY, We· 

Female 

119 (27.6%) 

72 (24.9%) 

40 (33.1 %) 

5 (31.3%) 

2' (40.0%) 

.361' (84.1%) 

39 (9.1 %) 

25 (5.8%) 

4 (0.9%) 

441 (100.0%) 

395 (89.6%) . 

46 (10.4%) 

5 (100.0) 149 (100.0) 13 (100.0) 63 (100.0) 87 (100.0) 439 (100.0) 

Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms lmmigratn 

1 (100.0) 97 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

4 (100.0) 20 (100.0) 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

218 (49.7) 

200 (45.6) 

18 (4.1) 

94 

31 

19 

24 

50 

41.4 

18.0 

221 (50.3) 

184 (41.9) 

37 (8.4) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 

and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

267 (60.5) 

$539 

5 (100.0) 

5 '(100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

5 

101.6 

90.0 

27 (18.1) 

25 (16.8) 

2 (1.3) 

25 

0 

0 

7.1 

1.0 

0 (0.0) 122 (81.9) 

0 (0.0) 118 (79.2) 

0 (0~) 4 (2.7) 

1 (20.0) 137 (90.1) 

$7,161 $250 

11 (84.6) 

9 (69.2) 

2 (15.4) 

10 

0 

0 

0 

3.4 

0.0 

37 (58.7) 

33 (52.4) 

4 (6.3) 

23 

7 

5 

16.6 

10.0 

2 (15.4) 26 (41.3) 

2 (15.4) 16 (25.4) 

0 (0.0) 10 (15.9) 

7 (53.9) 49 (77.8) 

$15,000 $6,281 

80 (92.0) 

77 (88.5) 

3 (3.5) 

10 

9 

8 

20 

33 

70.3 

60.0 

7 (8.1) 

2 (2.3) 

5 (5.8) 

18 (20.7) 

$2,950 

1 (25.0) 

1 (25.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

18.0 

18.0 

18 (90.0) 

18 (90.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

6 

3 

0 

7 

61.0 

28.5 

3 (75.0) 2 (10.0) 

3 (75.0) 0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 2 (10.0) 

3 (75.0) 

$814 

(5.0) 

$539 

1 (100.0) 38 

1 (100.0) 31 

0 (0.0) 7 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4.0 

4.0 

0 (0.0) 59 

0 (0.0) 43 

0 (0.0) 16 

0 (0.0) . 51 

$--

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appen< 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MON 



~OUISIANA, Eastern 
5th Circuit 

City Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) New Orleans 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant u.s. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers' 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Dist~iJ,ution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25:..34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

14 

38 

8 

38 

4,056 

350 

1,632,649 

204.2 

24.0 

14.9 

16.9 

15.6 

17.8 

10.8 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Rep()rted 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

l 
I 

Number of Per .100,000 
Crimes Population 

149 9 j 

647 40 

7,196 441 

8,886 544 

22,802 1,397 

54,479 3,337 

14,817 908 

io9,200 6,689 

Income per Capita 12 $ 11,351 

Percent Unemployed13 7.6 

Percent Manufacturing ·· 11.1 

Percent Retail 25.0 

Percent Finance1
' 6.9 

Percent Service 32.2 

Percent Other16 24.7 

Percent Farm Acreage17 13.7 

Police Protection $ 83.93 

Education $479.64 

Health and Hospitals $ 170.64 

Public .Welfare19 $ 15.59 

Highways $71.44 



Ill' 

FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male, 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

38 April 93 

35 May 93 

38 June 93 

33 July 93 

31 August 93 

53 September 93 

58 

43 

52 

28 

41 

31 

TOTAL= 481 

mean median 

$1,196 

$1,196 

$1,197 

34.4 

34.3 

35.2 

$500 

$493 

$641 

32.0 

32.0 

33.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

477 (100.0%) 

206 (43.2%) 

221 (46.3%) 

37 (7.8%) 

13 (2.7%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

401 (84.1 %) 

177 (85.9%) 

188 (85.1 %) 

28 (75.7%) 

8 (61.5%) 

LOUISIANA., Easterr 

Female 

76 (15.9%) 

29 (14.1 %) 

33 (14.9%) 

9 (24.3%) 

5 (38.5%) 

401 (86.8%) 

36 (7.8%) 

21 (4.5%) 

4 (0.9%) 

481 (100.0%) 

448 (93.1 %) 

33 (6.9%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Other 

CASFS INVOLVING PRISO~ 8 

. . L 
Total Rece1vmg Pnson 

Prison 

Prison/Community: Split 

Prison Term Ordere~ 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASFS INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

477 (100.0) 

362 (75.9) 

349 (73.2) 

13 (2. 7) 

92 

63 

46 

72 

87 

50.5 

30.0 

115 (24.1) 

86 (18.0) 

29 (6.1) 

CASFS INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

158 (33.1) 

$2,000 

6 (100.0) 36 (100.0) 7 (100.0) 11 ooo.o) 203 ooo.o) 12 ooo.o) 33 ooo.o) 24 ooo.o) 85 (1oo.o: 

6 (100.0) 

6 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

3 

3 

78.5 

65.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

20 (55.6) 

14 (38.9) 

6 (16.7) 

14 

4 

0 

12.6 

10.0 

16 (44.4) 

13 (36.1) 

3 (8.3) 

2 (33.3) 22 (61.1) 

$12,838 $659 

4 (57.1) 

4 (57.1) 

0 (0.0) 

4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4.8 

5.0 

3 (42.9) 

3 (42.9) 

0 (0.0) 

36 (50.7) 

35 (49.3) 

1 (1.4) 

16 

8 

3 

5 

3 

24.4 

16.0 

35 (49.3) 

24 (33.8) 

11 (15.5) 

4 (57.1) 50 (70.4) 

$500 $2,300 

195 (96.1) 

189 (93.1) 

6 (3.0) 

22 

34 

29 

42 

67 

63.7 

46.0 

8 (3.9) 

3 (1.5) 

5 (2.5) 

23 (11.3) 

$3,000 

9 (75.0) 

9 (75.0) 

0 (0.0) 

4 

2 

29.0 

16.0 

3 (25.0) 

0 (0.0) 

3 (25.0) 

29 (87.9) 

29 (87.9) 

0 (0.0) 

11 

5 

6 

3 

4 

46.9 

18.0 

4 (12.1) 

4 (12.1) 

0 (0.0) 

4 (33.3) 4 (12.1) 

$20 $2,750 

13 (54.2) 

13 (54.2) 

0 (0.0) 

10 

0 

2 

0 

12.6 

6.0 

50 (58.8; 

50 (58.8; 

o (o.o; 

11 

1~ 

48.~ 

33.~ 

11 (45.8) 35 (41.2; 

11 (45.8) 28 (32.9: 

0 (0.0) 7 (8.2; 

3 (12.5) 46 (54.1: 

$690 $2,5()( 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix A 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY9: 



LOUISIANA, Middle 
5th Circuit 

City Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

( 1) Baton Rouge 

Number of Court 
Professionals 

Cases. Filed 

Population 

Age Distribution10 

District Court Judges2 

Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Criminal' 

Per Square Mile9 

Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 

2 
Indicators 

12 

.4 Distribution of 

12 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

1,149 

89 

634,046 Agriculture 

155.3 

Per Capita Local 

24.1 Expenditures18 

16.8 

17.3 

15.9 

16.7 

9.3 

I 
; 

I 
J 

l 
l 
j 
1 

Number of Per 100,000 l Crimes Population 

86 14 j 
i 

257 41 

1 1,927 304 

5,219 823 

10,207 1,610 

26,120 4,120 

5,066 799 

48,882 7,709 

Income per Capita 12 $ 11,697 

Percent Unemployed 13 6.8 

Percent Manufacruring · 12.9 

Percent Retail 23.2 

Percent Finance15 6.9 

Percent Service 28.6 

Percent Other16 28.3 

Percent Farm Acreage17 29.5 

Police Protection $77.64 

Education $ 485.74 

Health and Hospitals $ 67.85 

Public Welfare19 $7.21 

Highways $ 52.75 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 
. . .,.) ~ 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

·Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

3 April93 6 

5 May 93 

2 June 93 

2 July 93 

7 August 93 

13 September 93 

12 

5 

9 

7 

3 

TOTAL= 74 

mean median 

$1,359 

$1,478 

$986 

34.5 

33.6 

37;4 

$482 

$394 

$596 

35.0 

33.0 

38.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

74 (100.0%) 

23 (3l.l %) 

47 (63.5%) 

2 (2.7%) 

2 (2.7%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

57 (77.0%) 

18 (78.3%) 

35 (74.5%) 

2 (100.0%) 

2 (100.0%) 

Female 

17 (23.0%) 

5 (21.7%) 

12 (25.5%) 

0 (0.0%) 

0 (0.0%) 

56 (75.7%) 

11 (14.9%) 

6 (8.1%) 

(1.4%) 

74 (100.0%) 

70 (94.6%) 

4 (5.4%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn. Other 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

}>rison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1~12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation · 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confmement 

74 (100.0) 

63 (85: 1) 

60 (8l.l) 

3 (4.0) 

25 

19 

6 

9 

4 

28.4 

15.0 

11 (14.9) 

6 (8.1) 

5 (6.~) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION ' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

33 (44.6) 

$13,465 

0 (100.0) 

0' (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (~-) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

$--

9 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 15 (100.0) 30 (100.0) 

. 7. (77.8) 

7 (77.8) 

.0 (0.0) 

3 

4 

0 

0 

0 

12.7 

14.0 

2 (22.2) 

(ll.l) 

(1l.l) 

(50.0) 

(50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

21.0 

21.0 

(50.0) 

(50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

14 (93.3) 

11 (73.3) 

3 (20.0) 

7 

4 

2 

0 

18.3 

13.5 

(6.7) 

0 (0.0) 

(6.7) 

7 (77.8) 2 (100.0) 13 (86.7) 

$3,000 $214,650 $32,234 

30 (100.0)· 

30 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

12 

7 

3 

5 

3 

29.9 

15.5 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (3.3) 

$17,500 

1 (100.0) 6 (100.0) 

1 (100.0) 

.. 1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

12.0 

12.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

4 (66.7) 

4 (66.7) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

91.5 

30.5 

2 (33.3) 

2 (33.3) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 4 (66. 7) 

$-- $600 

0 (100.0) . 11 (100.0; 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0· 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

$--

6 (54.5; 

6 (54.5; 

o (o.o; 

24.3 

24.C 

5 (45.5; 

2 (18.2; 

3 (27.3; 

6 (54.5; 

$5,00C 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix A 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY9~ 



LOUISIANA, Western 
5th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

(1) Shreveport (4) Monroe 

(2) Lake Charles (5) Alexandria 

(3) Lafayette 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

10 

:i3 

4 

23 

2,342 

263 

1,986,608 

61.2 

24.9 

15.4 

15.8 

14.1 

17.8 

12.0 

A complete description of the footnotes is .provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported Number of Per_lOO,OOO 

To Police11 Crimes Population 

Murder 200 10 

Forcible Rape 627 32 

Robbery 1,814 91 

Aggravated Assault 9,301 468 

Burglary 16,817 847 

Larceny /Theft 48,144 2,423 

Motor Vehicle Theft 4,723 238 

Crime Index Total 81,626 4,109 

Economic Income per Capita 12 $9,713 

Indicators Percent Unemployed 13 8.9 

Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 16.9 

Non-Farm Percent Retail 23.3 
Employment14 

Percent Finance15 6.2 

Percent Service 27.8 

Percent Other16 25.7 

Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage17 31.5 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $ 69.85 

Expenditures18 
Education $ 532.28 

Health and Hospitals $ 110.26 

Public Welfare19 $4.76 

Highways $ 77.80 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by ussc (by sentencing month) I 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

11 April93 

22 May 93 

16 June 93 

22 July 93 

27 August 93 

48 September 93 

26 

15 

21 

21 

31 

17 

TOTAL= 277 

mean median 

$1,565 

$1,719 

$1,204 

34.9 

34.9 

34.8 

$963 

$1,000 

$959 

31.0 

31.0 

32.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 1 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

276 (100.0%) 

148 (53.6%) 

103 (37.3%) 

23 (8.3%) 

2 (0.7%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

200 (72.5%) 

114 (71.0%) 

69 (67.0%) 

16 (69.6%) 

(50.0%) 

LOUISIANA, West• 

Female 

76 (27.5%) 

34 (23.0%) 

34 (33.0%) 

7 (30.4%) 

(50.0%) 

210 (78.1%) 

45 (16.7%) 

11 (4.1%) 

3 (1.1 %) 

276 (100.0%) 

251 (90.9%) 

25 (9.1 %) 

TOTAL Robbery . Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immlgratn 01 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

271 (100.0) 

181 (66.8) 

173 (63.8) 

8 (3.0) 

63 

36 

18 

23 

41 

58.8 

21.0 

90 (33.2) 

78 (28.8) 

.12 (4.4) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 

and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

147 (53.6) 

$4,625 

4 (100.0) 39 (100.0) 12 (100.0) 67 (100.0) 66 (100.0) . s (100.0) 14 (100.0) s (100.0) 59 (1( 

4 (100.0) 

4 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4 

329;2 

185.5 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

16 (41.0) 

16 (41.0) 

0 (0.0) 

11. 

4 

0 

0 

11.8 

12.0 

23 (59.0) 

22 (56.4) 

1 (2.6) 

2 (50.0) 27 (65.8) 

$300 $400 

10 (83.3) 

8 (66.7) 

2 (16.7) 

10 

0 

0 

0 

0 

6.6 

6.0 

2 (16.7) 

2 (16.7) 

0 (0.0) 

31 (46.3) 

27 (40.3) 

4 (6.0) 

17 

9 

4 

0 

17.2 

12.0 

36 (53.7) 

31 (46.3) 

5 (7.5) 

62 (93.9) 

62 (93.9) 

0 (0.0) 

5 

9 

10 

4 

34 

110.0 

85.5 

4 (6.1) 

4 (6.1) 

0 (0.0) 

9 (75.0) 59 (88.1) 13 (19.7) 

$10,159 $12,309 . $5,000 

5 (100.0) 

5 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

3 

0 

0 

0 

15.2 

18.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

12 (85.7) 

12 (85.7) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

2 

0 

8 

2 

55.7 

55.5 

2 (14.3) 

2 (14.3) 

0 (0.0) 

3 (60.0) ,38 (t 

3 (60.0) 36 (t 

0 (0.0) 2 ~ 

3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4.0 

3.0 

2 (40.0) 21 c: 
(20.0) 16 (~ 

1 (20.0) 5 ~ 

1 (20.0) 32 (~ 

$1,500 $1 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendi; 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONF 



.MAINE 
1st Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

( 1) Portland 

(2) Ban~or 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant v:s. Attorneys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45~64 

Percent Age 65 + 

3 

14 

35 

12 

:655 

133 

1,234,275 

39.8 

21.0 

14.0 

16.3 

16.4 

19.0 

13.4 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

21 2 

284 23 

284 23 

990 80 

9,881 801 

29,195 2,365 

1,733 140 

42,388 3,434 

Income per Capita 12 $ 12,957 

Percent Unemployed13 7.1 

Percent Manufacturing 22.3 

Percent Retail 24.0 

Percent Finance15 5.8 

Percent Service 26.8 

Percent Other16 21.1 

Percent Farm Acreage17 6.8 

Police Protection $44.05 

Education $ 620.79 

Health and Hospitals $ 27.14 

Public Welfare19 $9.94 

Highways $ 94.70 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by· sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 
' 

·March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

27 April93 

10 May 93 

11 June 93 

12 July 93 

7 August 93 

7 September 93 

3 

13 

12 

17 

13 

9 

TOTAL= 141 

mean median 

$991 

$1,008 

$900 

37.2 

37.4 

36.1 

$800 

$797 

$900 

35.0 

35.0 

35.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

140 (100.0%) 

117 (83.6%) 

4 (2.9%) 

18 (12.9%) 

(0.7%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

121 (86.4%) 

100 (85.5%) 

3 (75.0%) 

18 (100.0%) 

0 (0.0%) 

Female 

19 (13.6%) 

17 (14.5%) 

(25.0%) 

0 (0.0%) 

(100.0%) 

119 (85.6%) 

8 . (5.8%) 

9 (6.5%) 

3 (2.2%) 

141 (100.0%) 

117 (83.0%) 

24 (17.0%) 

MA 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison · 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

136 (100.0) 

118 (86.8) 

108 (79.4) 

10 (7.3) 

37 

17 

21 

17 

26 

47.9 

27.0 

18 (13.2) 

10 (7.3) 

8 (5.9) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 

and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

58 (41.1) 

$3,585 

2 (100.0) 

2 (100.0) 

2 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

82.0 

82.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (50.0) 

$4,850 

8 (100.0) 

. 4 (50.0) 

4 (50.0) 

0 (0.0). 

3 

0 

0 

0 

l1.8 

8.0 

4 (50.0) 

3 (37.5) 

(12.5) 

8 (100.0) 

$3,687 

7 (100.0) 19 (100.0) 51 (100.0) 

6 (85.7) 

4 (57.1) 

2 (28.6) 

5 

0 

0 

0 

5.9 

2.5 

1 (14.3) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (14.3) 

15 (79.0) 

l1 (57.9) 

4 (21.1) 

10 

4 

0 

0 

13.4 

9.0 

4 (21.1) 

1 (5.3) 

3 (15.8) 

6 (75.0) 18 (85.7) 

$7,750 $8,050 

49 (96.1) 

47 (~.2). 

2 (3.9) 

5 

6 

8 

12 

18 

71.5 

57.0 

2 (3.9) 

(2.0) 

(2.0) 

5 (9.8) 

$5,000 

2 (100.0) 19 (100.0) 

2 (100.0) 

2 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

12.5 

12.5 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

4 (100.0) 

$380 

17 (89.5) 

16 (84.2) 

(5.3) 

4 

2 

2 

4 

5 

69.5 

46.0 

2 (10.5) 

2 (10.5) 

0 (0.0) 

5 (26.3) 

$1,000 

5 (100.0) 23 

5 (100.0) 

5 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

2 

0 

·o 

20.0 

24.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

$--

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appe 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MC 



·MARYLAND 
4th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Baltimore 

(2) Hyattsville 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers' 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

l 

13 

46 

i3 

75 

3,817 

644 

4,858,301 

493.9 

21.2 

13.5 

18.5 

16.7 

19.2 

10.9 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
. Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

596 12 

2,279 47 

21,044 433 

25,153 518 

55,507 1,143 

165,224 3,401 

35,643 734 

305,466 6,288 

Income per Capita 12 $ 17,730 

Percent Unemployed13 6.6 

Percent Manufacturing 12.7 

Percent Retail 23.0 

Percent Finance15 7.7 

Percent Service 34.4 

Percent Other16 22.2 

Percent Farm Acreage17 26.6 

Police Protection $ 92.61 

Education $ 680.81 

Health and Hospitals·· $28.70 

Public Welfare19 $4.41 

Highways $ 90.86 



1', 

FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

27 April93 

21 May 93 

8 June 93 

41 July 93 

23 August 93 

39 September 93 

25 

29 

38 

44 

15 

24 

TOTAL= 334 

mean median 

$998 

$915 

$1,514 

34.6 

34.4 

35.8 

$288 

$0 

$971 

33.0 

33.0 

35.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race,. llJld Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

330 (100.0%) 

104 (31.5%) 

202 (61.2%) 

15 (4.5%) 

9 (2.7%) 

Departure Status4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

288 (87.3%) 

89 (85.6%) 

179 (88.6%) 

14 (93.3%) 

6 (66.7%) 

MARYLAN 

Female 

42 (12.7%) 

15 (14.4%) 

23 (11.4%) 

(6.7%) 

3 (33.3%) 

237 (73.1 %) 

54 (16.7%) 

31 (9.6%) 

2 (0.6%) 

333 (100.0%) 

266 (79.9%) 

67 (20.1 %) 

TOTAL ·Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Otbe 

332 (100.0) 31 (100.0) 38 (100.0) 8 (100.0) 38·(100.0) 111 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 24 (100.0) s (100.0) 76 (100.1 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES Il'NOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

246 (74.1) 

230 (69.3) 

16 (4.8) 

48 

23' 

23 

45 

107 

92.0 

51.0 

86 (25.9) 

38 (11.4) 

48 (14.5) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

65 (19.5) 

$3,800 

31 (100.0) 

31 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

11 

19 

93.0 

70.0 

21 (55.3) 

17 (44.7) 

4 (10.5) 

12 

2 

3 

3. 

19.9 

12.0 

0 (0.0) 17 (44. 7) 

0 (0.0) 10 (26.3) 

0 (0.0) 7 (18.4) 

(3.2) 17 (44.7) 

$100 $1,976 

3 (37.5) 

(12.5) 

2 (25.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

15.0 

10.0 

18 (47.4) 

16 (42.1) 

2 (5.3) 

9 

6 

3 

0 

0 

15.0 

13.5 

s (62.5) 20 (52.6) 

(12.5) 4 (10.5) 

4 (50.0) 16 (42.1) 

6 (66.7) 

$5,651 

10 (25.6) 

$6,915 

106 (95.5) 

106 (95.5) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

3 

s 
18 

78 

156.9 

120.0 

s (4.5) 

3 (2.7) 

2 (1.8)' 

3 (2.7) 

$10,000 

0 (0.0) 22 (91. 7) 

0 (0.0) 21 (87.5) 

0 (0.0) 1 (4.2) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

I (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

$--

2 

7 

2 

4 

7 

58.6 

35.0 

2 (8.3) 

(4.2) 

(4.2) 

0 (0.0) 

$--

4 (80,0) 

4 (80.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

3 

0 

35.8 

43.5 

41 (54.1 

34 (44.' 

7 (9.: 

23 

15 

(20.0) 35 (46.1 

(20.0) 18 (23.' 

0 (0.0) 17 (22.· 

0 (0.0) 28 (36.: 

$-- $3,()( 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix J 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFYS 



MASSACHUSETTS 
1st Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

(1) Boston 

(2) Springfield 

(3) Worcester 

. Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers~ 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminaf 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

b~ 

14 

70 

6 

32 

3,499 

366 

5,995,574 

766.3 

19.4 

14.6 

18.1 

15.7 

18.5 

13.8 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided iri Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

. 178 3 

1,810 30 

9,823 164 

27,937 466 

52,488 875 

111,238 1,855 

40,739 679 

244,213 4,073 

Income per Capita12 $ 17,224 

Percent Unemployed13 8.5 

Percent Manufacturing 20.6 

Percent Retail 19.7 

Percent Finance 1 ~ 8.2 

Percent Service 34.7 

Percent Other16 16.7 

Percent Farm Acreage17 12.3 

Police Protection $ 89.67 

Education $ 638.62 

Health and Hospitals $ 76.05 

Public Welfare19 $8.20 

Highways. $ 71.58 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

23 April93 

20 May 93 

33 June 93 

41 July 93 

31 August 93 

38 September 93 

34 

. 30 

38 

17 

20 

30 

·TOTAL= 355 

mean median 

$1,478 

$1,499 

$1,263 

39.2 

39.1 

39.9 

$771 

$600 

$940 

38.0 

38.0 

39.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 1 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

349 (100.0%) 

252 (72.2%) 

57 (16.3%) 

39 (11.2%) 

(0.3%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range . 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

320 (91.7%) 

227 (90;1 %) 

55 (96.5%) 

37 (94.9%) 

(100.0%) 

MASSACHUSE 

Female 

29 (8.3%) 

25 (9.9%) 

2 (3.5%). 

2 (5.1 %) 

0 (0.0%) 

216 (62.1%) 

95 (27.3%) 

32 (9.2%) 

5 (1.4%) 

354 (100.0%) 

307 (86.7%) 

47 (13.3%) 

TOTAL Robbery. Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms ~grato 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

353 (100.0) 21 (100.0) 21 (100.0) 7 (100.0) 96 (100.0) 101 (100.0) 

257 (72.8) 21 (100.0) 

238 (67.4) 21 (100.0) 

19 (5.4) o ro.~ 

60 

48 

29 

51 

67 

54.5 

33.0 

0 

0 

0 

4 

17 

143.2 

120.0 

13 (61.9) 

11 (52.4) 

2 (9.5) 

6 

0 

2 

3 

28.8 

21.0 

96 (27.2) 

53 (15.0) 

43 (12.2) 

0 (0.0) 8 (38.1) 

0 (0.0) . 5 (23.8) 

0 (0.0) 3 (14.3) 

6 (85.7) 54 (56.2) 

6 (85.7) 45 (46.9) 

o ro.~ 9 c~~ 

3 

3 

0 

0 

0 

11.2 

10.5 

23 

22 

5 

4 

0 

16.4 

15.0 

1 (14.3) 42 (43.8) 

0 (0.0) 22 (22.9) 

1 (14.3) 20 (20.8) 

86 (85.2) 

84 (83.2) 

2 (2.0) 

7 

13 

8 

19 

38 

78.2 

60.0 

15 (14.8) 

10 (9.9) 

5 (5.0) 

6 (100.0) 25 (100.0) 12 (100.0) 64 I 

6 (100.0) 20 (80.0) 11 (91.7) 40 

6(100.0) 19 (76.0) 11 (91.7) 35 

0 (0.0) 1 (4.0) 0 (0.0) 5 

3 

0 

31.0 

37.0 

4 

3 

5 

5 

3 

40.2 

33.0 

0 (0.0) 5 (20.0) 

0 (0.0) 4 (16.0) 

0 (0.0) 1 (4.0) 

7 

41.6 

46.0 

(8.3) 24 

(8.3) 11 

0 (0.0) 13 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUriON' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

119 (33.6) 

$15,000 

4 (19.1) 

$558 

12 (57.1) 

$2,500 

6 (85. 7) 69 (71.1) 

$91,750 $29,990 

4 (4.0) 

$15,000 

1 (16.7) 1 (4.0) 1 (8.3) 21 

$254,058 $15,000 $3,000 

Footnotes and a complete description ofall variables in this table are provided in Appen• 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commiss~on, FY1993 Data File, MOt~ 



MICHIGAN, Eastern 
6th Circuit 

l 
~ 

1 
l 

Crimes Reported Number of Per 100,000 l 
To Police11 Crimes Population l 
Murder 834 13 

l Forcible Rape 4,543 72 

Robbery 18,176 287 l 
Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 Aggravated Assault 31,827 503 

(1) Detroit (4) Ann Arbor Burglary 66,466 1,050 

(2) Flint Larceny /Theft 201,940 3,190 

(3) Bay City Motor Vehicle Theft 51,091 807 

Crime Index Total 374,877 5,923 

Economic Income per Capita12 $ 14,865 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 19 
Indicators Percent Unemployed13 9.1 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attorneys3 66 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 12 Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 25.2 

Probation Officers5 59 
Non-Farm Percent Retail 21.5 
Employment14 

Percent Finance15 5.9 

Cases Filed · Civil6 5,028 Percent Service 28.8 

Criminal7 793 Percent Other16 18.6 

Population Total8 6,329,672 Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage17 36.6 

Per Square Mile9 297.4 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $ 106.66 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 22.0 
Expenditures18 

Education $ 804.45 

Percent Age 15-24 14.5 Health and Hospitals $ 143.90 

Percent Age 25-34 16.7 Public Welfare19 $23.29 

Percent Age 35-44 15.8 Highways $ 106.36 

Percent Age 45-64 19.0 

Percent Age 65 + 11:9 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES MICHIGAN, Eas 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 
•_:,·· 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

56 April93 

57 May 93 

57 June 93 

72 July 93 

65 August 93 

77 September 93 

87 

113 

79 

96 

92 

76 

TOTAL= 927 

mean median 

$1,272 

$1,196 

$1,660 

34.1 

33.9 

35.4 

$500 

$433 

$782 

33.0 

32.0 

35.0 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

927 (100.0%) 

411 (44.3%) 

398 (42.9%) 

110 (11.9%) 

8 (0.9%) 

Departur~ Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

777 (83.8%) 

355 (86.4%) 

315 (79.1 %) 

99 (90.0%) 

8 (100.0%) 

Female 

150 (16.2%) 

56 (13.6%) 

83 (20.9%) 

11 (10.0%) 

0 (0.0%) 

692 (75.6%) 

156 (17.0%) 

43. (4.7%) 

24 (2.6%) 

924 (100.0%) 

802 (86.8%) 

122 (13.2%) 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn 

922 (100.0) 36 (100.0) 53 (100.0) 21 (100.0) 138 (100.0) 403 (100.0) 
i 

761 (82.5) 

720 (78.1) 

41 (4.5) 

177 

144 

92 

137 

211 

59.6 

33.0 

161 (17.5) 

98 (10.6) 

63 (6.8) 

36 (100.0) 

36 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

2 

13 

21 

91.6 

76.0 

35 (66.0) 

35 (66.0) 

0 (0.0) 

15 

6 

8 

3 

3 

30.3 

18.0 

0 (0.0) 18 (34.0) 

0 (0.0) 12 (22.6) 

0 (0.0) 6 (11.3) 

13 (61.9) 

9 (42.9) 

4 (19.1) 

9 

4 

0 

0 

0 

8.6 

10.0 

105 (71~.1) 

91 (~5.9) 
14 (1,0.1) 

57 

31 

10 

7 

0 

15.8 

12.0 

8 (38.1) 33 (23.9) 

4 (19.1) 14 (10.1) 

4 (19.1) 19 (13.8) 

376 (93.3) 

364 (90.3) 

12 (3.0) 

34 

55 

43 

83 

161 

83.5 

60.0 

27 (6.7) 

18 (4.5) 

9 (2.2) 

15 (100.0) 112 (100.0) 

11 (73.3) 

11 (73.3) 

0 (0.0) 

4 

4 

2 

0 

20.5 

15.0 

97 (86.6) 

94 (83.9) 

3 (2.7) 

11 

29 

20 

19 

18 

47.6 

30.0 

4 (26.7) 15 (13.4) 

2 (13.3) 6 (5.4) 

2 (13.3) 9 (8.0) 

7 (100.0) 137 (l 

5 {71.4) . 83 I 

5 (71.4) 75 I 

0 (0.0) 8 

3 

0 

0 

15.2 

6.0 

2 (28.6) 54 ( 

2 (28.6) 40 

0 (0.0) 14 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

377 (40.8) 22 (61.1) 38 (71.7) 18 (85.7) 119 (86.2) 89 (22.1) 4 (26.7) 14 (12.4) 1 (14.3) 72 (: 

$5,585 $3,835 $6,810 $11,263 $20,546 $3,000 $12,334 $1,000 $100,000 $~ 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendi 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FYl993 Data File, MONF 



MICHIGAN, Western 
6th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

( 1) Grand Rapids ( 4) Marquette 

(2) Kalamazoo 

(3) Lansing 

Num:ber of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

' ' ' 

7 

23 

35 

18 

1,666 

238 

3,049,810 

85.5 

23.0 

15.3 

16.1 

15.4 

17.9 

12.3 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor. Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

103 3 

2,906 95 

2,555 '84 

10,958 359 

30,393 997 

91,225 2,991 

7,000 230 

145,140 4,759 

Income per Capita 12 $ 12,671 

Percent Unemployed13 8.2 

Percent Manufacturing 31.0 

· Percent Retail 22.5 

Percent Finance15 5.2 

Percent Service · 25.5 

Percent Other16 15.9 

Percent Farm Acreage17 24.4 

Police Protection $57.73 

Education $ 765.50 

Health and Hospitals $ 169.24 

Public Welfare19 $ 43.75 

Highways $ 113.51 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 . 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

14 April 93 

16 May 93 

19 June 93 

17 July 93 

21 August 93 

13 September 93 

22 

26 

17 

17 

15 

16 

TOTAL= 213 

mean median 

$1,060 

$1,036 

$1,163 

36.2 

36.4 

35.1 

$750 

$625 

$935 

37.0 

38.0 

34.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

213 (100.0%) 

123 (57.8%) 

37 (17.4%) 

45 (21.1%) 

8 (3.8%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

173 (81.2%) 

100 (81.3%) 

21 <n.o%> 
41 (91.1 %) 

5 (62.5%) 

MICHIGAN, Wes 

Female 

40 (18.8%) 

23 (18.7%) 

lO (27.0%) 

4 (8.9%) 

3 (37.5%) 

191 (91.4%) 

10 (4.8%) 

7 (3.3%) 

(0.5%) 

213 (100.0%) 

177 (83.1 %) 

36 (16.9%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Tlj':rm Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months . 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

209 (100.0) 

171 (81.8) 

165 (79.0) 

6 (2.9) 

48 

22 

8 

29 

64 

67.9 

48.0 

38 (18.2) 

32 (15.3) 

6 (2.9) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

94 (44.3) 

$3,323 

7 (100.0) . 18 (100.0) 15 (100.0) 30 (100.0) 58 (100.0) . 1 (100.0) 19 (100.0) 8 (100.0) 53 ( 

. 7 (100.0) 

7 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

4 

78.6 

70.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

4 (57.1) 

$8,734 

7 (38.9) 

7 (38.9) 

6 (0.0) 

5 

2 

0 

0 

0 

8.7 

3.0 

11 (61.1) 

10 (55.6) 

1 (5.6) 

12 (80.0) 

9 (60.0) 

3 (20.0) 

11 

0 

0 

0 

6.2 

5.0 

3 (20.0) 

2 (13.3) 

1 (6.7) 

26 (86.7) 

25 (83.3) 

(3.3) 

15 

7 

2 

18.7 

12.0 

4 (13.3) 

3 (10.0) 

1 (3.3) 

11 (61.1) 15 (93.8) 23 (74.2) 

$714 $7,854 $7,500 

58 (100.0) 

58 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

3 

14 

38 

107.2 

78.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

8 (13.8) 

$7,500 

1 (100.0) 

1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

12.0 

12.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (100.0) 

$1,110 

19 (100.0) 

18 (94.7) 

1 (5.3) 

2 

5 

lO 

91.7 

70.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

4 (21.1) 

$1,500 

7 (87.5) 

7 (87.5) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

0 

2 

40.7 

30.0 

34 

33 

(12.5) 19 

(12.5) 16 

0 (0.0) 3 

(12.5) 27 

$500 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Append 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MON 



MINNESOTA 
8th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

( 1) Minneapolis 

(2) St. Paul 

(3) Mankato 

Number of Court 
Professionals 

Cases Filed 

Population 

Age Distribution10 

District Court Judges2 

Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Criminaf 

Per Square Mile9 

Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

9 

31 

6 

27 

2,254 

343 

4,431,761 

55.7 

22.9 

13.7 

17.4 

15.8 

17.7 

12.5 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

J • j 
J 

J 

~ 
j 

l 
j 

l 
Number of Per 100,000 l Crimes Population 

150 3 j 
l 

1,692 38 1 
4,898 111 J 

j 

8,224 186 
j 
~ 

39,726 896 
I 

134,116 3,026 

15,860 358 

204,666 4,618 

Income per Capita12 $ 14,389 

Percent Unemployed13 5.1 

Percent Manufacturing 21.9 

Percent Retail 21.6 

Perc.ent Finance15 7.0 

Percent Service 30.4 

Percent Other16 19.0 

Percent Farm Acreage17 52.2 

Police Protection $ 74.41 

Education $ 812.20 

Health and Hospitals $ 114.26 

Public Welfare19 $216.93 

Highways $ 173.00 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

16 April 93 

25 May 93 

38 June 93 

21 July 93 

41 August 93 

29 September 93 

58 

18 

39 

29 

29 

22 

TOTAL= 365 

mean median 

$1,014 

$1,022 

$973 

36.1 

36.0 

36.4 

$65:t .. 

$536 

$764 

35.0 

35.0 . 

36.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

362 (100.0%) 

209 (57.7%) 

98 (27.1%) 

33 (9.1%) 

22 (6.1 %)· 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

303 (83.7%) 

171 (81.8%) 

88 (89.8%) 

30 (90.9%) 

14 (63.6%) 

MINNESO' 

Female 

59 (16.3%) 

38 (18.2%) 

10 (10.2%) 

3 ,(9.1 %) . 

8 (36.4%) 

257 (72.0%) 

70 (19.6%) 

26 (73%) 

4 (1.1%) 

363 (100.0%) 

327 (90.1%) 

36 (9.9%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms lmmigratn Ot 

365 (100.0) 24 (100.0) 24 (100.0) 12 (100.0) 55 (100.0) 158 (100.0) 6 (100.0) 33 (100.0) 10 (100.0) 43 (10 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation· 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

303 (83.0) 

282 (77.3) 

21 (5.8) 

54 

48 

38 

65 

96 

65.9 

41.0 

62 (17.0) 

45 (12.3) 

17 (4.7) 

24 (100.0) 

24 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

2 

10 

12 

106.7 

67.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

92 (25.2) 12 (50.0) 

$5,000 $1,440 

12 (50.0) 

10 (41.7) 

2 (8.3) 

5. 

3 

3 

0 

20.3 

16.5 

12 (50.0) 

10 (41. 7) . 

2 (8.3) 

8 (66.7) 

5 (41. 7) 

3 (25.0) 

6 

0 

0 

0 

7.3 

6.0 

4 (33.3) 

3 (25.0) 

I (8.3) 

34 (61.8) 

26 (47.3) 

8 (14.6) 

21 

10 

0 

13.1 

8.0 

21 (38.2) 

14 (25.4) 

7 (12.7) 

13 (54.2) 10 (83.3) 39 (70.9) 

$7,500 $7,659 $5,200 

153 (96.8) 

148 (93.7) 

5 (3.2) 

12 

20 

23 

34 

64 

77.8 

60.0 

5 (3.2) 

3 (1.9) 

2 (1.3) 

4 (2.5) 

$42,500 

4 (66.7) 

4 (66.7) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

3 

0 

0 

23.2 

21.0 

2 (33.3) 

(16.7) 

(16.7) 

1 (16.7) 

$1,250 

33 (100.0) 

33 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

2 

14 

13 

94.7 

60.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

(3.0) 

$708 

7 (70.0) 

6 (60.0) 

(10.0) 

3 

2 

0 

27.1 

24.0 

3 (30.0) 

3 (30.0) 

0 (0.0) 

28 (6 

26 (6 

2 ( 

15 (3 

11 (2 

4 ( 

2. (20.0) 10 (2 

$1,375 $2. 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendbl 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONF'. 



MISSISSIPPI, Northern 
5th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Oxford ( 4) Greenville 

(2) Aberdeen (5) Corinth 

(3) Tupelo 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

. Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officerss 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminaf 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 

42 
Indicators 

13 

35 Distribution 'of 

18 Non-Farm 
Employment14 

·1,164 

186 

979,004 Agriculture 

49.5 
~ 

Per Capita Local 

24.1 
Expenditures18 

17.1 

14.6 

13.6 

17.6 

13.0 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

56 6 

161 16 

389 40 

951 97 

5,392 551 

10,629 1,086 

910 93 

18,488 1,888 

Income per Capita 12 $ 9,066 

Percent Unemployed13 8.8 

Percent Manufacturing 44.8 

Percent Retail 19.1 

Percent Finance's 3.8 

Percent Service 16.2 

Percent Other16 15.9 

Percent Farm Acreage17 46.6 

Police Protection $ 36.81 

Education $ 513.43 

· Health and Hospitals $249.04 

Public Welfare19 $ 3.19 

Highways $ 89.17 



I 

II 

I 

FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

12 April93 

12 May 93 

9 June 93 

18 July 93 

4 August 93 

15 September 93 

20 

10 

19 

8 

17 

9 

TOTAL= 153 

mean median 

$918 

$916 

$929 

34.2 

33.7 

36.3 

$756 

$642 

$871 

33.0 

31.0 

35.5 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

153 (100.0%) 

60 (39.2%) 

89 (58.2%) 

4 (2.6%) 

0 (0.0%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

MISSISSIPPI, Northern 

Male 

127 (83:0%) 

51 (85.0%) 

74 (83.1 %) 

2 (50.0%) 

0 (--%) 

Female 

26 (17.0%) 

9 (15.0%) 

15 (16.9%) 

2 (50.0%) 

0 (--%) 

109 (72.7%) 

21 (14.0%) 

17 (11.3%) 

3 (2.0%) 

153 (100.0%) 

127 (83.0%) 

26 (17.0%) 

TOTAL Robbery . Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Other 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

l-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

153 (100.0) 

120 (78.4) 

115 (75.2) 

5 (3.3) 

31 

22 

·17 

17 

33 

54.2 

34.5 

33 (21.6) 

10 (6.5) 

23 (15.0) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

107 (69.9) 

$2,188 

2 (100.0) 13 (100.0) . 1 (100.0) 32 (100.0) 65 (100.0) 9 (100.0) 12 (100.0) 3 '(100.0) 16 (100.0) 

2 (100.9) 

2 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

101.0 

101.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

7 (53.9) 

6 (46.1) 

1 (7.7) 

6 

0 

0 

0 

12.0 

10.0 

6 (46.1) 

4 (30.8) 

2 (15.4) 

2 (100.0) 12 (92.3) 

$150 $2,044 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (100.0) 

18 (56.2) 

15 (46.9) 

3 (9.4) 

10 

5 

3 

0 

0 

16.4 

12.0 

14 (43.8) 

2 (6.2) 

12 (37.5) 

1 (100.0) 28 (87 .5) 

$16,903 $3,098 

63 (96.9) 

62 (95.4) 

1 (1.5) 

6 

9 

11 

11 

26 

70.9 

42.0 

2 (3.1) 

(1.5) 

(1.5) 

37 (56.9) 

$2,000 

. 6 (66.7) 11 (91.7) 

6 (66. 7) 11 (91. 7) 

o ~.m o <o.m 

5 

0 

0 

0 

10.8 

10.0 

3 (33.3) 

3 (33.3) 

0 (0.0) 

9 (100.0) 

$2,220 

2 

0 

4 

4 

82.7 

60.0 

(8.3) 

0 (0.0) 

(8.3) 

5 (41.7) 

$1,000 

1 (33.3) 

1 (33.3) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

·o 

17.0 

17.0 

2 (66.7) 

0 (0.0) 

2 (66.7) 

12 (75.0) 

12 (75.0) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

4 

2 

2 

38.5 

24.0 

4 (25.0) 

0 (0.0) 

4 (25.0) 

2 (66.7) 11 (68.8) 

$2,500 $3,458 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables· in this table are provided in Appendix A. 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY93 



MISSISSIPPI, ~outhern 
5th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

(1) Jackson 

(2) Biloxi 

(3) Hattiesburg 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officerss 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

7 

20 

35 

24 

2,117 

266 

1,613,812 

58.8 

24.0 

15.9 

15.3 

14.4 

18.1 

12.2 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

146 9 

597 37 

2,062 128 

2,959 183 

17,113 1,060 

30,679 1,901 

5,966 370 

59,522 3,688 

Income per Capita 12 $ 10,001 

Percent Unemployed 13 7.7 

Percent Manufacturing 24.4 

Percent Retail 22.9 

Percent Finance15 6.7 

.Percent Service 25.2 

Percent Other16 20.7 

Percent Fann Acreage17 27.6 

Police Protection $ 46.31 

Education $ 540.18 

Health and Hospitals $216.26 

Public Welfare19 $7.31 

Highways $ 94.13 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAJ,. 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

26 April 93 

28 May 93 

16 June 93 

18 July 93 

30 August 93 

21 September 93 

32 

7 

21 

30 

38 

14' 

TOTAL= 281 

mean median 

$1,012 

$1,015 

$999 

34.8 

35.2 

32;3 

$550 

$500 

$784 

32.0 

33.0 

30.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

·MISSISSIPP~, Sou1 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 1 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

281 (100.0%) 

117 (41.6%) 

146 (52.0%) 

13 (4.6%) 

5 (1.8%) 

Departure Status4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

243 (86.5%) 

102 (87.2%) 

123 (84.2%) 

13 (100.0%) 

5 (100.0%) 

Female 

38 (13.5%) 

15 (12.8%) 

23 (15.8%) 

0 (0.0%) 

0 (0.0%) 

220 (79.4%) 

39 (14.1%) 

17 (6.1 %) 

(0.4%) 

279 (100.0%) 

250 (89.6%) 

29 (10.4%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms lmmigratn 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months · 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

281 (100.0) 

232 (82.6) 

217 (77.2) 

15 (5.3) 

54 

26 

20' 

35 

97 

71.2 

52.5 

49 (17.4) 

20 (7.1) 

29 (10.3) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 

and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

163 (58.0) 

$4,000 

8 (100.0) 16 (100.0) 7 (100.0) 30 (100.0) 128 (100.0) 6 (100.0) 30 (100.0) 6 (100.0) 5(] 

8 (100.0) 

8 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

2 

5 

80.8 

68.5 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (12.5) 

$5,641 

9 (56.2) 

5 (31.2) 

4 (25.0) 

7 

2 

0 

0 

0 

13.0 

10.0 

7 (43.8) 

3 (18.8) 

4 (25.0) 

10 (62.5) 

$3,242 

6 (85.7) 

4 (57.1) 

2 (28.6) 

3 

2 

0 

0 

13.2 

12.0 

20 (66.7) 

18 (60.0) 

2 (6.7) 

15 

3 

0 

11.9 

10.5 

1 (14.3), 10 (33.3) 

0 (0.0) 3 (10.0) 

1 (14.3) 7 (23.3) 

5 (71.4) 21 (70.0) 

$30,000 $5,075 

122 (95.3) 

120 (93.8) 

2 (1.6) 

4 

8 

10 

21 

79 

103.7 

76.5 

6 (4.7) 

3 (2.3) 

3 (2.3) 

69 (53.9) 

$4,000 

3 (50.0) 

3 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

20.3 

15.0 

3 (50.0) 

(16.7) 

2 (33.3) 

30 (100.0) 

29 (96.7) 

1 (3.3) 

4 

4 

5 

7 

10 

61.3 

51.5 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

6 (100.0) 11 (36.7) 

$2,177 $3,385 

6 (100.0) 

5 (83.3) 

(16.7) 

5 

0 

0 

0 

8.0 

7.0 

2l 

2~ 

0 (0.0) 2: 

0 (0.0) 1( 

0 (0.0) 1: 

2 (33.3) 3l 

$2,360 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appel 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MO 



MISSOURI, Eastern 
8th Circuit 

Cities Supplying· Guideline Documentation1 

(1) St. Louis 

(2) Cape Girardeau 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U;s. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

8 

32 

11 

31 

3,018 

333 

2,666,156. 

92.9 

22.3 

13.3 

16.4 

15.1 

19.0 

13.9 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appe~dix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglar'y 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

328 12 

788 30 

6,229 234 

11.985 450 

27,122 1,017 

71,498 2,682 

13,520 507 

131,470 4,931 

Income per Capita 12 $ 13,903 

Percent Unemployed13 5.9 

Percent Manufacturing 22.8 

Percent Retail 20.1 

Percent Finance15 6.7 

Percent Service 30.0 

Percent Other16 20.4 

Percent Farm Acreage17 60.1 

Police Protection $ 77.77 

Education $ 597.65 

Health and Hospitals $ 82.21 

Public Welfare19 $2.54 

Highways $73.03 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

17 April93 

21 May 93 

30 June 93 

19 July 93 

20 August 93 

40 September 93 

24 

35 

31 

39 

35 

26 

TOTAL= 337 

mean median 

$1,412 

$1,416 

$1,394 

36.7 

36.4 

38.7 

$640 

$585 

$922 

35.0 

34.0 

36.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Etbnicity 1 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

334 (100.0%) 

168 (50.3%) 

158 (47.3%) 

7 (2.1%) 

(0.3%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

281 (84.1%) 

142 (84.5%) 

131 (82.9%) 

7 (100.0%) 

(100.0%) 

MISSOURI, E 

Female 

53 (15.9%) 

26 (15.5%) 

27 (17.1 %) 

0 (0.0%) 

0 (0.0%) 

267 (80.2%) 

48 (14.4%) 

17 (5.1%) 

(0.3%) 

336 (100.0%) 

271 (80.7%) 

65 (19.3%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms lmmlgratn 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

333 (100.0) 19 (100.0) 28 (100.0) 9 (100.0) 73 (100.0) 116 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 26 (100.0) 0 (100.0) 

Total Receiving Prison 

.Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

263 (79.0) 

245 (73.6) 

18 (5.4) 

66 

30 

25 

32 

110 

82.6 

46.0 

70 (21.0) 

57 (17.1) 

13 (3.9) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 

and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

79. (23.4) 

$2,000 

19 (100.0) 

19 (100.0) . 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

2 

16 

119.3 

87.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

4 (21.1) 

$162 

14 (50.0) 

11 (39.3) . 

3 (10.7) 

10 . 

2 

0 

14.4 

10.0 

14 (50.0) 

10 (35.7) 

4 (14.3) 

10 (35.7) 

$1,943 

6 (66.7) 

3 (33.3) 

3 (33.3) 

5 

0 

0 

0 

10.2 

9.0 

44 (60.3) 

38 (52.0) 

6 (8.2) 

24 

10 

6 

2 

2 

18.8 

12.0 

3 (33.3) 29 (39.7) 

2 (22.2) 25 (34.2) 

(11.1) 4 (5.5) 

5 (55.6) 26 (35.1) 

$2,360 $2,000 

110 (94.8) 

108 (93.1) 

2 (1. 7) 

10 

7 

5 

19 

69 

103.2 

87.5 

6 (5.2) 

6 (5.2) 

0 (0.0) 

7 (6.0) 

$1,000 

1 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (50.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

8.0 

8.0 

1 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

$-

24 (92.3) 

24 (92.3) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

6 

3 

3 

12 

100.2 

65.0 

2 (7.7) 

(3.9) 

(3.9) 

2 (7.7) 

$1,500 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

$--

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Ap] 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, :M 



MISSOURI, Western 
8th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Kansas City (4) St. Joseph 

(2) Springfield 

(3) Jefferson City 

Number of Court , District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officerss 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

9 

35 

11 

34 

2,678 

677 

2,490,507 

.. 61.9 

21.6 

14.5 

16.0 

14.6 

19.0 

14.3 

· A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported Number of Per 100,000 

To Police11 Crimes . Population 

Murder 195 8 

Forcible Rape 976 39 

Robbery 5,387 216 

Aggravated Assault 10,989 441 

Burglary 26,019 1,045 

Larceny /Theft 63,216 2,538 

Motor Vehicle Theft 11,483 461 

Crime Index Total 118,265 4,749 

Economic Income per Capita 12 $ 12,006 

Indicators Percent Unemployed 13 5.4 

Distribution of Percen' Manufacturing 20.7 

Non-Farm Percent Retail 21.6 
Employment14 

Percent Finance's 6.9 

Percent Service 29.8 

Percent Other16 20.9 

Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage" 70.5 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $ 63.96 

Expenditures18 
Education $ 559.87 

Health and Hospitals . $ 138.65 

Public Welfare19 $ 13.65 

Highways $78.49 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

18 · April93 68 

24 May 93 

4~ June 93 

44 July 93 

30 August 93 

59 

40 

35 

28 

21 44 September 93 

TOTAL= 453 

meati median 

$1,117 $800 

$1,083 $700 

$1,309 $1,138 

35.7 

35.8 

35.6 

34.0. 

34.0 

33.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION· BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confmement 

TOTAL 

451 (100.0) 

349 (77.4) 

323 (71.6) 

26 (5.8) 

56 

50 

44 

72 

127 

78.9 

48.0 

102 (22.6) 

61 (13.5) 

41 (9.1) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RES11TVTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 

and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

213 (47.1) 

$2,000 

Robbery 

12 (100.0) 

II (91.7) 

11. (91.7) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

9 

168.9 

106.0 

Larceny 

34 (100.0) 

12 (35.3) 

9 (26.5) 

3 (8.8) 

4 

0 

4 

3 

29.7 

28.5 

(8.3) 22 (64. 7) 

0 (0.0) 14 (41.2) 

(8.3) 8 (23.5) 

7 (58.3) 28 (80.0) 

$1,000 $4,641 

MISSOURI, W~ 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

J:lispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

453 (100.0%) 

308 (68.0%) 

96 (21.2%) 

44 (9.7%) 

5 (1.1 %) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Embezlmnt Fraud 

12 (100.0) . 61 (100.0) 

6 (50.0) 

4 (33.3) 

2 (16.7) 

4 

2 

0 

0 

0 

13.8 

12.0 

39 (63.9) 

26 (42.6) 

13 (21.3) 

24 

9 

4 

15.2 

10.0 

6 (50.0) 22 (36.1) 

3 (25.0) 12 (19.7) 

3 (25.0) 10 (16.M 

6 (50.0) 45 (73.8) 

$20,500 $7,394 

Drug Trafck 

233 (100.0) 

213 (91.4) 

210 (90.1) 

3 (1.3) 

9 

25 

28 

48 

103 

96.0 

60.0 

20 (8.6) 

14 (6.0) 

6 (2.6) 

86 (36.9) 

$1,800 

Male 

385 (85.0%) 

252 (81.8%) 

90 (93.8%) 

38 (86.4%) 

5 (100.0%) 

Counterftng 

5 (100.0) 

5 (100.0) 

4 (80.0) 

(20.0) 

3 

0 

0 

13.2 

12.0 

Female 

68 (15.0%) 

56 (18.2%) 

6 (6.3%) 

6 (13.6%) 

0 (0.0%) 

300 (67.0%) 

126 (28.1 %) 

19 (4.2%) 

3 (0.7%) 

453 (100.0%) 

415 (91.6%) 

38 (8.4%) 

Firearms Immigratn 

36 (100.0) 

32 (88.9) 

32 (88.9) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

6 

4 

11 

9 

80.2 

57.0 

3 (100.0) 55 

3 (100.0) 2S 

2 (66.7) 25 

(33.3) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

16.3 

13.0 

0 (0.0) 4 (11.1) 0 (0.0) 2', 

0 ~~) 3 (8.~ 0 (0.0) 1! 

o <~o> o.~ 0 (0.0) 1: 

4 (80.0) 8 (22.2) 1 (33.3) 21 

$625 $1,000 $7,000 

Footnotes and·a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appe: 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MO 



MONTANA 
9th Circuit 

Cities Supplying quideline Documentation1 

(1) Billings (4) Missoula 

(2) Great Falls (5) Glasgow 

(3) Helena (6) Butte 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 

5 
Indicators 

9 

4 Distribution of 

18 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

749 

241 

808,864 Agriculture 

5.6 

Per Capita Local 

23.2 
Expenditures18 

13.3 

14.7 

16.5 

18.9 

13.4 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

18 2 

174 22 

203 25 

784 97 

4,631 573 

25,152 3,110 

1,630 202 

32,592 4,029 

Income per Capita 12 $ 10,480 

Percent Unemployed13 6.8 

Percent Manufacturing 10.5 

Percent Retail 27.2 

Percent Finance15 6.1 

Percent Service 32.9 ·. 

Percent Other16 23.3 

Percent Farm Acreage 17 64.8 

Police Protection $ 54.25 

Education $ 788.44 

Health and Hospitals $54.80 

Public Welfare19 $25.54 

Highways $ 91.41 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

· February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

18 April93 

15 May 93 

1i June 93 

23 July 93 

17 August 93 

16 September 93 

12 

5 

13 

22 

7 

16 

TOTAL= 176 

mean median 

$698 

$593 

$1,097 

34.7 

34.9 

33.8 

$488 

$273 

$725 

33.0 

33.0 

32.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 1 . 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

171 (100.0%) 

92 (53.8%) 

3 (1.8%) 

18 (10.5%) 

58 (33.9%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

134 (78.4%) 

68 (73.9%) 

3 (100.0%) 

17 (94.4%) 

46 . (79.3%) 

MONT~ 

Female 

37 (21.6%) 

24 (26.1 %) 

0 (0.0%) 

(5.6%) 

12 (20.7%) 

142 (82.6%) 

12 (7.0%) 

15 (8.7%) 

3 (1.7%) 

176 (100.0%) 

163 (92.6%) 

13 (7.4%) . 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Otb1 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

· 13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

175 (100.0) 

113 (64.6) 

107 (61.1) 

6 (3.4) 

38 

21 

14 

17 

23 

42.5 

24.0 

62 (35.4) 

39 (22.3) 

23 (13.1) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITIJTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and RestitUtion 

Median Dollar Amount 

75 (42.9) 

$2,000 

0 (100.0) 6 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 23 (100.0) 59 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 15 (100.0) 16 (100.0) 48 (100. 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

$--

1 (16.7) 

1 (16.7) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0.0 

0.0 

5 (83.3) 

(16.7) 

4 (66.7) 

5 (83.3) 

$3,615 

4 (80.0) 

2 (40.0) 

2 (40.0) 

4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4.2 

.3.0 

(20.0) 

(20.0) 

0 (0.0) 

8 (34.8) 

8 (34.8) 

0 (0.0) 

5 

3 

0 

0 

0 

9.0 

6.0 

15 (65.2) 

9 (39.1) 

6 (26.1) 

3 (60.0) 19 (82.6) 

$15,094 $4,736 

42 (71.2) 

40 (67.8) 

2 (3.4) 

11 

4 

4 

10 

13 

54.8 

38.5 

17 (28.8) 

10 (16.9) 

7 (11.9) 

16 (27.1) 

$1,020 

3 (100.0) 13 (86.7) . 12 (75.0) 30 (62. 

2 (66.7) 

1 (33.3) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

7.3 

7.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

$--

13 (86.7) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

3 

4 

2 

2 

43.3 

33.0 

2 (13.3) 

(6.7) 

(6.7) 

(6.7) 

$50 

12 (75.0) 

0 (0.0) 

7 

3 

0 

14.0 

10.0 

4 (25.0) 

3 (18.8) 

1 (6.2) 

29 (60. 

1 (2. 

ss 
27 

18 (37. 

14 (29. 

4 (8. 

3 (18.8) 28 (58 .. 

$50 $2,51 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix .J 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY5 



NEBRASKA 
8th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Omaha ( 4) Valentine 

(2) Lincoln 

(3) Chadron 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers' 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

4 

16 

4 

16 

1,077 

203 

1,592,971 

20.8 

23.1 

14.0 

15.8 

15.1 

17.9 

14.1 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported Number of Per 100,000 

To Police11 Crimes Population 

Murder 45 3 

Forcible Rape 461 29 

Robbery 677 42 

Aggravated Assault 3,373 212 

Burglary 10,088 633 

Larceny /Theft 43,865 2,754 

Motor Vehicle Theft 3,264 205 

Crime Index Total 61,773 3,878 

Economic Income per Capita12 $ 12,452 

Indicators Per~ent Unemployed13 2.9 

Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 16.2 

Non-Farm Percent Retail 23.4 
Eniployment14 

Percent Finance" 7.9 

Percent Service 32.3 

Percent Other16 20.1 

Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage 17 92.4 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $ 52.93 

Expenditures18 
Education $ 590.47 

Health a,nd Hospitals $ 166.56 

Public Welfare19 $ 14.29 

Highways $ 122.52 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

15 April93 

21 May 93 

24 June 93 

20 July 93 

18 August 93 

16 September 93 

28 

24 

24 

31 

22 

17 

TOTAL= 260 

mean median 

$867 

$818 

$1,043 

33.6 

33.4 

34.2 

$600 

$279 

$992 

31.0 

31.0 

32.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION .BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

259 (100.0%) 

149 (57.5%) 

62 (23.9%) 

38 (14.7%) 

10 (3.9%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

206 (79.5%) 

111 (74.5%) 

56 (90.3%) 

31 (81.6%) 

8 (80.0%) 

NEBRASKJ 

Female 

53 (20.5%) 

38 (25.5%) 

6 (9.7%) 

7 (18.4%) 

2 (20.0%) 

187 (73.0%) 

47 (18.4%) 

21 (8.2%) 

(0.4%) 

259 (100.0%) 

242 (93.4%) 

17 (6.6%) 

TOTAL Robbery · Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Other 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1•12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

255 (100.0) 

185 (72.5) 

168 (65.9) 

17 (6.7) 

45 

32 

26 

26 

56 

56.9 

33.0 

70 (27.4) 

38 (14.9) 

32 (12.6) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

85 (33.0) 

$4,441 

5 (100.0) 15 (100.0) 6 (100.0) 47 (100.0) 126 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 10 (100.0) 9 (100.0) 32 (100.0) 

5 (100.0) 

5 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

2 

3 

107.8 

63.0 

5 (33.3) 

4 (26.7) 

(6.7) 

4 

0 

0 

0 

13.0 

8.0 

0 (0.0) 10 (66.7) 

0 (0.0) 5 (33.3) 

0 (0.0) 5 (33.3) 

3 (60.0) 11 (73.3) 

$7,044 $4,922 

5 (83.3) 27 (57.5) 110 (87.3) 

2 (33.3) 22 (46.8) 103 (81.8) 

3 (50.0) 5 (10.6) 7 (5 .6) 

4 
0 

0 

0 

30.2 

8.0 

15 

9 

17.0 

12.0 

1 (16.7) 20 (42.5) 

0 (0.0) 13 (27.7) 

1 (16.7) 7 (14.9) 

14 

19 

18 

19 

40 

69.0 

37.0 

16 (12.7) 

3 (2.4) 

13 (10.3) 

5 (83.3) 27 (56.2) 20 (15.6) 

$8,196 $4,781 $3,420 

1 (20.0) 9 (90.0) 

1 (20.0) 9 (90.0) 

o ~.m o ~~> 

0 

0 

0 

0 

6.0 

6.0 

4 (80.0) 

4 (80.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

3 

4 

56.3 

51.0 

1 (10.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (10.0) 

3 (60.0) 2 (20.0) 

$1,264 $582 

7 (77.8) 16 (50.0) 

7 (77 .8) 15 (46.9) 

0 (0.0) (3.1) 

3 

2 

0 

0 

2 

38.4 

13.0 

3 

2 

3 

3 

5 

58.4 

35.0 

2 (22.2) 16 (50.0) 

(11.1) 12 (37.5) 

(11.1) 4 (12.5) 

1 (11.1) 13 (40.6) 

$1,000 $7,281 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix A. 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY93 



NEVADA 
9th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 
· 

(1) Las Vegas 

(2) Reno 

(3) Carson City 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

4 

26 

11 

32 

2,233 

444 

1,282,899 

11.7 

21.8 

12.9 

18.6 

16.2 

19.8 

10.7 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

133 10 

746 58 

4,293 335 

3,450 269 

15,612 1,217 

43,032 3,354 

8,881 692 

76,147 5,936 

Income per Capita 12 $ 15,215 

Percent Unemployed13 6.7 

Percent Manufacturing 5.2 

Percent Retail 18.9 

Percent Finance15 5.0 

Percent Service 49.3 

Percent Other16 21.6 

Percent Farm Acreage17 14.2 

Police Protection $ 128.22 

Education $ 604.61 

Health and Hospitals $ 158.15 

Public Welfare19 $25.87 

Highways $ 98.92 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

29 Apri193 

25 May 93 

32 June 93 

45 July 93 

43 August 93 

.31 September 93 

43 

26 

38 

50 

39 

31 

TOTAL= 432 

mean median 

$1,361 $800 

$1,366 $800 

$1,338 $937 

36.6 

36.5 

37.1 

34.0 

34.0 

36.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

430 (100.0%) 

231 (53.7%) 

80 (18.6%) 

79 (18.4%) 

40 (9.3%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

370 (86.0%) 

199 (86.1%) 

67 (83.8%) 

70 (88.6%) 

34 (85.0%) 

Female 

60 (14.0%) 

32 (13.9%) 

13 (16.3%) 

. 9 (11.4%) 

6 (15.0%) 

373 (87.6%) 

23 (5.4%) 

27 (6.3%) 

3 (0.7%) 

430 (100.0%) 

379 (88.1 %) 

51 (11.9%) 

NEVADJ 

TOTAL· Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigrain Other 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

422 (100.0) 34 (100.0) 24 (100.0). 10 (100.0) 79 (100.0) 99 (100.0) 40 (100.0) 54 (100.0) 9 (100.0) 73 (100.(] 

317 (75.1) 34 (100.0) 

301 (71.3) 33 (97.1) 

16 '(3.8) 1 (2.9) 

80 

68 

33 

56 

80 

49.5 

30.0 

105 (24.9) 

64 (15.2) 

41 (9. 7) 

4 

13 

15 

89.6 

60.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

17 (70.8) 

17 (70.8) 

0 (0.0) 

4 

4 

4 

5 

0 

25.3 

30.0 

7 (29.2) 

4 (16.7) 

3 (12.5) 

4 (40.0) 

3 (30.0) 

(10.0) 

4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4.0 

3.0 

6 (60.0) 

4 (40.0) 

2 (20.0) 

39 (49.4) 

36 (45.6) 

3 (3.8) 

24 

12 

2 

0 

12.9 

11.0 

40 (50.6) 

21 (26.6) 

19 (24.1) 

93 (93.9) 

91 (91.9) 

2 (2.0) 

5 

15 

7 

21 

45 

72.3 

60.0 

6 (6.1) 

5 (5.0). 

(1.0) 

20 (50.0) 51 (94.4) 

19 (47.5) 49 (90.7) 

1·· (2.5) 2 (3.7) 

7 

10 

19.9 

16.5 

20 (50.0) 

11 (27.5) 

9 (22.5) 

8 

12 

12 

9 

10 

49.2 

30.0 

3 (5.6) 

3 (5.6) 

0 (0.0) 

8 (88.9) 51 (69.9 

8 (88.9) 45 (61.6 

0 (0.0) 6 (8.2 

5 

j 

0 

0 

0 

. 11.3 

8.5 

1 (11.1) 

0 . (0.0) 

1 (11.1) 

2: 

38.~ 

18J 

22 (30.1 

16 (21.9, 

6 (8.2, 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

206 (48.9) 22 (64.7) 14 (58.3) 10 (90.9) 65 (82.3) 15 (15.5) 28 (70.0) 10 (18.5) 3 (33.3) 39 (53.4, 

$4,000 $970 $5,000 $4,392 $9,698 $3,000 $2,500 $4,384 $903 $2,5()( 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix A 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY9:· 



NEW HAMPSHIRE 
1st Circuit 

I 

City Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Concord 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attorneys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers' 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution 10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

5 

14 

35 

9 

735 

78 

1,104,382 

122.8 

21.5 

13.8 

17.9 

17.0 

18.1 

11.6 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

1 

l .::. 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

17 2 

389 35 

352 32 

538 49 

6,401 580 

21,907 1,984 

2,010 182 

31,603 2,862 

Income per Capita 12 $ 15,959 

Percent Unemployed13 7.4 

Percent Manufacturing 23.7 

Percent Retail 23.3 

Percent Finance15 7.4 

Percent Service 26.8 

Percent Other16 18.8 

Percent Farm Acreage17 7.4 

Police Protection $82.77 

Education $ 603:17 

Health and Hospitals $ 1.51 

Public Welfare19 $24.52 

Highways $ 41.18 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

2 April93 

7 May 93 

8 June 93 

24 July 93 

7 August 93 

6 September 93 

4 

9 

4 

22 

6 

9 

TOTAL= 108 

mean median 

$1,201 

$1,103 

$2,330 

37.9 

37.6 

' 41.7 

$930 

$950 

$875 

37.0 

37.0 

38.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Etbnicity 2 

TOTAL 

'White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

108 (100.0%) 

96 (88.9%) 

2 (1.9%) 

8 (7.4%) 

2 (1.9%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

99 (91.7%) 

88 (91.7%) 

2 (100.0%) 

7 (87.5%) 

2 (100.0%) 

NEWHAMPSJ 

Female 

9 (8.3%) 

8 (8.3%) 

0 (0.0%) 

(12.5%) 

0 (0.0%) 

78 (73.6%) 

22 (20;8%) 

5 (4.7%) 

(0.9%) 

107 (100.0%) 

.88 (82.2%) 

' 19 (17.8%) 

TOTAL· Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms lmmigratn 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

106 (100.0) 

86 (81.1) 

80 (75.5) 

6 (5.7) 

25 

20 

9 

15 

17 

57.2 

24.0 

20 (18.9) 

10 (9.4) 

10 (9.4) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 

and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

40 (37.7) 

$10,226 

3 (100.0) 

3 (100.0) 

3 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3 

394.7 

502.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

3 (100.0) 

$17,500 

2 (100.0) 

2 (iOO.O) 

(50.0) 

(50.0) ' 

0 

0 

0 

18.0 

18.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 (100.0) 

$--

1 (100.0) 27 (100.0) 41 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

I (100.0) 

I (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (100.0) 

$--

19 (70.4) 

15 (55.6) 

4 (14.8) 

7 

7 

2 

2 

20.7 

15.0 

8. (29.6) 

5 (18.5) 

3 (11.1) 

20 (74.1) 

$12,750 

37 (90.2) 

37 (90.2) 

0 (0.0) 

6 

6 

5 

9 

11 

68.5 

42.0 

4·(9.8)· 

(2.4) 

3 (7 .3) 

4 (9.8) 

$3,000 

6 (100.0) 7 (100.0) 

4 (66.7) 

4 (66.7) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

2 

0 

0 

0 

12.5 

13.5 

2 (33.3) 

(16.7) 

' 1 (16. 7) 

2 (33.3) 

$2,900 

6 (85.7) 

6 (85.7) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

2 

66.5 

33.0 

1 (14.3) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (14.3) 

0 (0.0) 

$--

1 (100.0) 1: 

1 (100.0) 

1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

60.0 

60.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

$--

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided. in Appe 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MC 



NEW JERSEY 
3rd Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

(1) Newark (4) Paterson 

(2) Camden 

(3) Trenton 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officerss 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminaf 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution 10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

19 

87 

17 

. 68 

5,959 

818 

7,753,040 

1038.2 

20.0 

13.3 

17.2 

15.9 

20.1 

13.5 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes· Population 

397 5 

2,392 31 

22,216 287 

23,738 306 

75,509 974 

206,696 2,666 

63,524 819 

394,472 5,088 

Income per Capita 12 $ 18,714 

Percent Unemployed 13 8.4 

Percent Manufacturing 20.6 

Percent Retail 18.8 

Percent Finance's 7.6 

Percent Service 29.3 

Percent Other16 23.6 

Percent Farm Acreage17 18.8 

Police Protection $ 103.29 

Education $ 807.13 

Health and Hospitals $ 53.34 

Public Welfare 19 $ 109.47 

Highways $76.56 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES NEW JERSE'l 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

51 April93 

20 May 93 

28 June 93 

48 July 93 

32 August 93 

55 . September 93 

70 

69 

67 

65 

19 

23 

TOTAL= 547 

mean median 

$1,526 

$1,535 

$1,477 

36.9 

37.3 

35.1 

$800 

$800 

$748 

35.0 

35.0 

33.0 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

546 (100.0%) 

270 (49.5%) 

156 (28.6%) 

106 (19.4%) 

14 (2.6%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

457 (83.7%) 

232 (85.9%) 

126 (80.8%) 

87 (82.1%) 

12 (85.7%) 

Female 

89 (16.3%) 

38 (14.1 %) 

30 (19.2%) 

19 (17.9%) 

2 (14.3%) 

368 (67.9%) 

148 (27.3%) 

25 (4.6%) 

(0.2%) 

546 (100.0%) 

491 (89.9%) 

55 (10.1 %) 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

TOTAL Robbery Lar,ceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Other 

543 (100.0) 18 (100.0) 68 (100.0) 16 (100.0) 120 (100.0) 132 (100.0) 

321 (59.1) 18 (100.0) 25. (36.8) 

307 (56.5) 

14 (2.6) 

99 

53 

29 

48 

92 

66.8 

27.0 

222 (40.9) 

123 (22.6) 

99 (18.2) 

18 (100'.<>) . 22 (32.4) 

0 (0.0) 3 . (4.4) 

I Q 

2 

4 

11 

113.7 

77.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

16 

4 

4 

0 

15.1 

10.0 

43 (63.2) 

20 (29.4) 

23 (33.8) 

4 (25.0) 52 (43.3) 122 (92.4) 

2 (12.5) 

2 (12.5) 

3 

0 

6 
0 

13.2 

11.0 

12 (75.0) 

4 (25.0) 

8 (50.0) 

46 (38.3) 

6 (5.0) 

32 

12 

5 

2 

15.7 

10.0 

68 (56.7) 

38 (31.7) 

30 (25.0) 

122 (92.4) 

0 (0.0) 

8 

15 

9 

25 

65 

106.6 

67.5 

10 (7.6) 

5 (3.8) 

5 (3.8) 

42 (100.0) 32 (100.0) 10 (100.0) 105 (100.0 

11 (26.2) 28, (87.5) 

1_1 (26.2) 

0 (0.0) 

10 

0 

0 

0 

8.2 

6.0 

31 (73.8) 

21 (50.0) 

10 (23.8) 

28 (87.5) 

0 (0.0) 

7 

3 

8 

9 

98.9 

44.0 

4 (12.5) 

(3.1) 

3 (9.4) 

6 (60.0) 55 (52.4 

6 (60.0) 

0 (0.0) 

6 

0 

0 

0 

0 

5.7 

5.0 

4 (40.0) 

3 (30.0) 

1 (10.0) 

52 (49.5 

3 (2.9 

2: 

1: 

40.' 

18J 

50 (47.6 

31 (29.5 

19 (18.1 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

289 (53.2) 

$4,318 

9 (50.0) 45 (66.2) 12 (75.0) 86 (71:1) 29 (22.0) 33 (78.6) 9 (28.1) 9 (90.0) 57 (54.a 

$3,964 $5,168 $14,000 $8,500 $3,000 $1,120 $3,000 $1,000 $3,00 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix A 
SOURCE: U.S. ·Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY9 



NEW MEXICO 
lOth Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

( 1) Albuquerque (4) Las Vegas 

(2) Las Cruces (5) Farmington 

(3) Santa Fe 

Number ·or Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

·Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

8 

26 

12 

31 

1,611 

839 

1,548,640 

12.8 

25.2 

14.4 

16.4 

15.5 

17.7 

10.9 

. A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution . of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

93 -(j 

669 43 

1,886 122 

8,385 541 

17,180 1,109 

42,128 2,720 

4,653 300 

74,994 4,843 

Income per Capita12 $ 11,246 

Percent Unemployed13 6.8 

Percent Manufacturing 9.3 

Percent Retail 26.7 

Percent Finance15 6.2 

Percent Service 33.6 

Percent Other16 24.2 

Percent Farm Acreage17 59.3 

Police Protection $ 81.01 

Education $ 699.00 

, Health and Hospitals $48.34 

Public Welfare19 $7.74 

Highways $74.76 



i'JSCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

-Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 · 78 April 93 65 

November 92 

December 92 

january 93 

Feb~ry 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

· TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

38 May 93 

30 June 93 

. 29 July 93 

31 August 93 

59 ·.September 93 

76 

32 

37 

48 

67 

TOTAL= 590 

mean median 

$796 $600 

$799 $600 

$779 

33.2 

33.4 

32.1 

$688 

32.0 

32.0 

32.0 

,ENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL Male 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

584 (100.0%) 

173 (29.6%) 

22 (3.8%) 

359 (61.5%) 

30 (5.1%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

521 (89.2%) 

149 (86.1%) 

16 (72.7%) 

330 (91.9%) 

26 (86.7%) 

NEW MEXICO 

Female 

63 (10.8%) 

24 (13.9%) 

6 (27.3%) 

29 (8.1 %) 

4 (13.3%) 

455 (78.7%) 

36 (6.2%) 

82 (14.2%) 

5 (0.9%) 

576 (100.0%) 

545 (94.6%) 

31 (5.4%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Other 

588 (100.0) 14 (100.0) 20 (100.0) 7 (100.0) 21 (100.0) 339 (100.0) 11 (100.0) 33 (100.0) 62 (100.0) 81 (100.0) 

~ASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

'ASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

476 (81.0) 

438 (74.5) 

38 (6.5) 

175 

123 

44 

79 

55 

34.5 

20.5 

112 (19.1) 

74 (12.6) 

38 .(6.5) 

~ASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

58 (9.9) 

$2,000 

14 (100.0). 

14 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

3 

3 

7 

88.1 

63.5 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

3 (15.0) 

2 (10.0) 

(5.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

16.0 

JO.O 

17 (85.0) 

15 (75.0) 

2 (10.0) 

1 (7.1) 11 (55.0) 

$2,920 $1,174 

2 (28.6) 

(14.3) 

. 1 (14.3) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

6.0 

6.0 

5 (71.4) 

5 (71.4) 

0 (0.0) 

6 (85.7) 

$3,100 

11 (52.4) 

10 (47.6) 

1 (4.8) 

9 

2 

0 

0 

0 

9.5 

10.0 

10 (47.6) 

8 (38.1) 

2 (9.5) 

5 (23.8) 

$500 

317 (93.5) 

286 (84.4) 

31 (9.1) 

112 

84 

30 

59 

32 

32.4 

21.0 

22 (6.5) 

7 (2.1) 

15 (4.4) 

10 (3.0) 

$4,000 

4 (36.4) 

4 (36.4) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

2 

0 

0 

0 

15.0 

15.0 

7 (63.6) 

2 (18.2) 

5 (45.5) 

4 (36.4) 

$3,632 

31 (93.9) 

31 (93.9) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

7 

3 

9 

10 

83.8 

46.0 

2 (6.1) 

2 (6.1) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (3.0) 

$5,000 

47 (75.8) 

47 (75.8) 

0 (0.0) 

27 

12 

4 

3 

16.7 

11.0 

15 (24.2) 

9 (14.5) 

6 (9.7) 

47 (58.0) 

43 (53.1) 

4 (4.~) 

18 

16 

3 

5 

5 

28.4 

16.0 

34 (42.0) 

26 (32.1) 

8 (9.9) 

4 (6.5) 16 (19.8) 

$625 $1,000 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix A. 
C'ATTDr"D. TT C' C'~-•~-~!-~ ro~--!nn!~- DV1 00'1 T'\~•~ D!t~· 1\.Jfi"\1\.TlJVO'l 



NEW~9RK, Northern 
2nd Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

(1) Albany 

(2) Syracuse 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminaf 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 

5 
Indicators 

25 

35 Distribution nf 

18 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

1,725 

493 

3,384,642 Agriculture 

110.5 

Per Capita Local 

21.0 
Expenditures18 

15.5 

16.3 

15.1 

18.5 

13.6 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

74 2 

841 25 

2,257 67 

7,301 216 

26,010 768 

79,454 2,347 

4,165 123 

120,102 3,548 

Income per Capita'2 $ 13,365 

. Perc.ent Unemployed13 7.2 

Percent Manufacturing 20.9 

Percent Retail 22.9 

Percent Finance15 7.0 

Percent Service 32.0 

Percent Other16 17.2 

Percent Farm Acreage17 26.7 

Police Protection $ 55.42 

Education $.930.13 

Health and Hospitals $ 79.08 

Public Welfare19 $ 188.00 

Highways $ 158.12 



FISCAL· YEAR 1993 GUIDEI:.INE SENTENCES NEW YORK, Northern 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 29 April 93 21 

November 92 38 May 93 33 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

28 June 93 

41 July 93 

27 August 93 

27 September 93 

22 

38 

14 

40 

TOTAL= 358 

mean median 

$985 $369 

$967 $0 

$1,075 

36.3 

36.8 

34.3 

$694 

35.0 

35.0 

32.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2· 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

302 (100.0%) 

208 (68.9%) 

57 (18.9%) 

28 (9.3%) 

9 (3.0%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

251 (83.1 %) 

175 (84.1 %) 

43 (75.4%) 

27 (96.4%) 

6 (66.7%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

. 301 (100.0) 

206 (68.4) 

200 (66.5) 

6 (2.0) 

53 

50 

25 

34 

43 

54.5 

24.0 

95 (31.6) 

64 (21.3) 

31 (10.3) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

4 (100.0) 

4 (100.0) 

4 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

2 

2• 

77.8 

81.5 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

27 (100.0) 8 (100.0) 29 (100.0) 129 (100.0) 10 (100.0) 

15' (55.6) 

14 (51.9) 

1 (3.7) 

5 

6 

2 

25.2 

15.0 

12 (44.4) 

6 (22.2) 

6 (22.2) 

3 (37.5) 

3 (37.5) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

3 

0 

0 

0 

15.3 

15.0 

5 (62.5) 

3 (37.5) 

2 (25.0) 

17 (58.6) 105 (81.4) 

15 (51.7) 103 (79.8) 

2 (6.9) 2 (1.6) 

9 

5 

0 

15.6 

9.0 

12 (41.4) 

9 (31.0) 

3 (10.3) 

11 

27 

14 

22 

31 

64.3 

37.0 

24 (18.6) 

13 (10.1) 

11 (8.5) 

7 (70.0) 

7 (70.0) 

0 (0.0) 

4 

2 

0 

·o 

13.0 

10.0 

3 (30.0) 

(10.0) 

2 (20.0) 

Female 

51 (16.9%) 

33 (15.9%) 

14 (24.6%) 

(3.6%) 

3 (33.3%) 

252 (70.8%~ 

85 (23.9%) 

15 (4.2%) 

4 (1.1 %) 

315 (100.0%) 

281 (89.2%) 

34 (10.8%) 

Firearms Immigratn Other 

9 (100.0) 22 (100.0). 63 (100.0) 

7 (77.8) 20 (90.9) 28 (44.4) 

7 (77.8) 20 (90.9) 27 (42.9) 

0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (1.6) 

2 

0 

3 

82.6 

31.0 

2 (22.2) 

2 (22.2) 

0 (0.0) 

12 

2 

3 

3 

0 

15.3 

7.5 

11 

4 

4 

4 

5 

88.3 

19.5 

2 (9.1) 35 (55.6) 

2 (9.1) I 28 (44.4) 

0 (0.0) 7 (11.1) 



NEW YORK, Southern 
2nd Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

(1) New York City (4) Newberg 

(2) Middletown (5) Yonkers 

(3) White Plains 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals 
Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 \ 
Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officerss 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

. Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Crimes Reported 
To· Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 

41 Indicators 

147 

36 Distribution of 

95 
.Non-Farm 
Employment14 

9,609 

I 
1,217 . 

4,565,624 Agriculture 

1,299.3 

Per Capita Local 

19.5 Expenditures18 

13~6 

18.4 

16.2 

19.9 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

1,031 23 

1,483 32 

41,021 898 

32,467 711 

55,231 1,210 

173,747 3,806 

41,617 912 

346,597 7,591 

Income per Capita12 $ 23,403 

Percent Unemployed13 8.8 

Percent Manufacturing 12.3 

Percent Retail 12.6 

Percent Finance's 18.2 

Percent Service 39.0 

Percent Other16 17.9 

Percent Farm Acreage17 _14.3 

Police Protection $ 177.15 

Education $793.00 

Health and Hospitals $ 307.52 

Public Welfare19 $ 417.02 

Highways $ 106.18 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES . NEW Y~R~, Sou 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

. January 93 

Februaiy 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

90 April93 

80 May 93 

84 June 93 

98 · July 93 

107 August 93 

126 September 93 

92 

115 

119 

105 

58 

100 

TOTAL= 1,174 

mean median 

$1,250 

$1,293 

$1,008 

35.5 

. 35.8 

34.1 

$476 

$400 

$730 

34.0' 

34.0 

33.0 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 1,160 (100.0%) 

White 360 (31.0%) 

Black 297 (25.6%) 

Hispanic 454 (39.1 %) 

Other 49 (4.2%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Trial 

Male 

991 (85.4%) 

332 (92.2%) 

224 (75.4%) 

389 (85.7%) 

46 (93.9%) 

Female 

169 (14.6%) 

28 (7.8%) 

73 (24.6%) 

65 (14.3%) 

3 (6.1%) 

831 (75.5%)' 

148 (13.5%) 

114 (10.4%) 

7 (0.6%) 

1,172 (100.0%) 

1,074 (91.6%) 

98 (8.4%) 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn 

1,162 (100.0) 31 (100.0) 104 (100.0) 40 (100.0) 242 (100.0) 381 (100.0) 

743 (63.9) 

667 (57.4) 

76 (6.5) 

223 

111 

58 

132 

213 

58.3 

33.0 

419 (36.1) 

269 (23.1) 

150 (12.9) 

31 (100.0) 

31 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

2 

2 

24 

85.4 

92.0 

35 (33.6) 

31 (29.8) 

4 (3.9) 

21 

7 

2 

4 

16.7 

10.0 

7 (17.5) 

5 (12.5) 

2 (5.0) 

4 

0 

20.7 

7.0 

119 (49.2) 

80 (33.1) 

39 (16.1) 

75 

26 

10 

7 

15.1 

12.0 

0 (0.0) 69 (66.3) 33 (82.5) 123 (50.8) 

0 (0.0) 45 (43.3) . 27 (67.5) 71 (29.3) 

0 (0.0) 24 (23.1) ' 6 (15.0) 52 (21.5) 

335 (87.9) 

327 (85.8) 

8 (2.1) 

34 

34 

25 

78 

159 

92.0 

60.0 

46 (12.1) 

26 (6.8) 

20 (5.2) 

40 (100.0) 53 (100.0) 40 (100.0) 231 

19 (47.5) 

16 (40.0) 

3 (7.5) 

8 

5 

3 

2 

20.8 

15.0 

44 (83.0) 

41 (77.4) 

3 (5.7) 

12 

9 

2 

8 

13 

50.7 

30.0 

21 (52.5) 9 (17.0) 

13 (32.5) . 4 (7 .5) 

8 (20.0) 5 (9.4) 

24 (60.0) 12! 

24 (60.0) 11~ 

0 (0.0) 1' 

11 

6 

6 

0 

21.5 

14.0 

16 (40.0) 102 

11 (27.5) 72 

5 (12.5) 3(] 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITliTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

414 (35.5) 14 (46.7) 60 (57.7) ' 29 (74.4) 160 (65.6) 36 (9.4) 14 (35.0) 

$4,000 

7 (13.2) 11 (26.8) 83 

$6,000 $22,800 $9,375 $5,562 $10,000 $3,000 $2,500 $3,600 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appen 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MOl 
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NEW YORK, Eastern 
2nd Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

(1) Brooklyn ( 4) Westbury 

(2) Uniondale (5) Hauppauge 

(3) Mineola 

Nuniber of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attorneys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Totll8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

17 

117 

36 

97 

6,105 

1,287 

7,246,190 

5,046.1 

20.3 

13.9 

17.3 

15.5 

20.1 

12;8 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution, of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

1,107 15 

1,883 26 

56,775 784 

38,988 538 

81,370 1,123 

161,376 2,227 

109,485 1,511 

450,984 6,224 

Income per Capita12 
\ $ 16,516 

Percent Unemployed13 9.5 

Percent Manufacturing 16.2 

Percent Retail 18.9 

Percent Finance15 6.9 

Percent Service 34.8 

Percent Other16 23.2 

Percent Farm Acreage17 4.7 

Police Protection $214.29 

Education $ 1,279.48 

Health and Hospitals $ 105.70 

Public Welfare19 $ 107.57 

Highways $ 104.56 

I 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

196 April 93 

144 May 93 

130 · June 93 

p9 July 93 

147 August 93 

155 · September 93 

150 

136 

137 

108 

72 

120 

TOTAL = 1,614 

mean median 

$872 

$985 

$471 

36.0 

36.1 

35.5 

$0 

$0 

$0 

35.0 

35.0 

35.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL Male 

TOTAL 1,608 (100.0%) 1,294 (80.5%) 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

455 (28.3%) 

501 (31.2%) 

560 (34.8%) 

92 (5.7%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

400 (87.9%) 

392 (78.2%). 

414 (73.9%) 

88 (95.7%) 

NEW YORK, Eastern 

Female 

314 (19.5%) 

55 (12.1 %) 

109 (21.8%) 

146 (26.1 %) 

4 (4.3%) 

988. (68.4%) 

246 (17.0%) 

196 (13.6%) 

14 (1.0%) 

1,604 (100.0%) 

1,469 (91.6%) 

135 (8.4%) 

TOTAL Robbery . Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Other· 
. 1,590 (100.0) 21 (100.0) 80 (100.0) 13 (100.0) 157 (100.0) 880 (100.0) 44 (100.0) 53 (100.0) 18 (100.0) 324 (100.0) 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split' 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

1,~21 (76.8) 

1,197. (75.3) 

24' (1.5) 

178 

165 

219 

410 

241 

57.0 

37.0 

369 (23.2) 

255 (16.0) 

114 (7.2) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION ' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

276 (17.3) 

$10,000 

20 (95.2) 32 (40.0) 

20 (95.2) 29 (36.2) 

0 (0.0) . 3 (3.8} 

2 

2 

6 

9 

139.6 

60.0 

(4.8) 

0 (0.0) 

19 

8 

4 

0 

17.7 

12.0 

48 (60.0) 

19 (23.8>' 

(4.8) 29 (36.2) 

3 (14.3) 46 (56.1) 

$25,000 $33;173 

4 (30.8) 

2 (15.4) 

2 (15.4) 

2 

2 

0 

0 

0 

11.8 

11.5 

9 (69.2) 

9 (69.2) 

63 (40.1) 

57 (36.3) 

6 (3.8) 

27 

20 

6 

5 

3 

19.3 

15.0 

94 (59.9) 

68 (43.3) 

0 (0.0) 26 (16.6) 

6 (42.9) 53 (33.5) 

$11,920 $8,525 

855 (97.2) 

854 (97.0) .. 

1 (0.1) 

51 

93 

182 

353 

172 

55.3 

37.0 

\ 

25 (2.8) 

20 (2.3) 

20 (45.5) 43 (81.1) 

15 (34.1} 42 (79.2) 

5 (11.4) 1 (1.9) 

14 

3 

0 

13.1 

12.0 

24 (54.5) 

14 (31.8) 

11 

10 

9 

7 

6 

38.5 

27.0 

5 (0.6) . 10 (22.7) 

10 (18.9) 

8 (15.1) 

2 (3.8) 

29 (3.3) 13 (29.6) 3 . (5.7)" 

$50,000 $5,000 $10,000 

13 (72.2) 171 (52.8) 

12 (66.7) 166 (51.2) 

1 (5.6) 5 (1.5) 

8 

2 

0' 

13.2 

7.0 

44 

26 

17 

33 

51 

89.8 

36.0 

5 (27.8) 153 (47.2) 

4 (22.2) 113 (34.9) 

1 (5.6) 40 (12.3) 

4 (22.2) 119 (36.1) 

$1,000 $5,000 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix A. 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File;_MONFY93 



NEW YORK, Western 
2nd Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

(1) Buffalo 

(2) Rochester 

Number ·of Court 
Professionals 

Cases Filed 

Population 

Age Distribution10 

·District Court Judges2
· 

Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Crirninal7 

Per Square Mile9 

Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15~24 

Percent Age 25-34 ' 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 . 

Percent Age 65 + 

6 

32 

4 

27 

1;601 

.400 

2,857,590 

'242.1 

. ·2L3 

14.0 

16~2 

' 15.1 

19.3 

·14.1 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

· Crimes Reported . 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape · 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Einployment14 

~ricuiture 

Per Capita· Local . 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per·100,000 
Crimes Population 

107 4 

919 32 

5,580 ' 195 

8,268 289 

29,841 1,044 

83,122 2,909 

13,003 455 

140,903 4,931 

I.ncome per Capita12 $ 13,640 

. Percent Unemployed13 7.0 

Percent Manufac.turing 28.0 

Percent Retail. 20.7 

Percent Finance 15 
· 6.0 

Percent Service 30.1 

Percent Other16 15.2 

Percent Farm Acreage17 
• · · 41.3 

Police Protection $ 71.34 

Education . $922.40 

Health and Hospitals $95.12 

PUblic Welfare1
\ $249.59 

Highways $ 133.69 



NEW YORK, We, 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 Gender, .Race, and Ethnicity 2 

October 92 

November 92 · 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

·March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

1", April93 

23 May 93 

24 · June 93 

30 July 93 

40 August 93 

30 September 93 

34 

28 

44 

29 

23 

28 . 

TOTAL= 347 

mean median 

$007 

$912 

$457 

$400 

$874 ''$660. 

34.0 

34.0 

34.3' 

32.0 

32.0 

35.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

TOTAL 

Wliite 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

345 (100.0%) 

143 (41.5%) 

145 (42.0%) 

48 (13.9%) 

9 (2.6%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

. Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

298 (86.4%) 

125 (87.4%) 

122 (84.1 %) 

42 (87.5%) 

9 (100.0%) ' 

Female 

47 (13.6%) 

18 (12.6%) 

. 23 (15.9%) 

6 (12.5%) 

0 (0.0%) 

257 (75.8%) 

44 (13.0%) 

34 (10.0%) 

4 (1.2%) 

347 (100.0%) 

326 (93.9%) 

21 (6.1 %) 

TOTAL RobberY~ ·· Larceny Embezlmnt · Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms lmmigratn 

) ' ' . 344 (100.0) 22 (100.0) 21 (100.0)' 14 (100.0) 39 (100.0) 114 (100.0) 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison· 

Prison/Community Split 

hison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only · · · 

Probation and Confinemen,t 

205 (59.6) 

. 198 (57.6) 

7 . (2.0). 

55 

48 

31 

42 

29 

37.7 

24.0 

139 (40.4) 

. 94 (27.3) 

·· 45 (13.1) 

CASES INVOLVING ·FINES AND RESTITUTION ' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and R~titution 

Median Dollar Amount 

147 (42.4) 

$2,000 

21 (95.5) . 

21 (95 .. 5) 

. 0 (0.0) 

0 

1 

4 

4 

12 

93.0 

87.0 

(4.5) . 

o· (O.O) 

(4.5) 

9 (40.9) 

$904 

7 . (33.3) 

7 (33.3) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

14.3 

10.0 

14 (66.7) 

11 . (52.4) 

3. (14.3) 

5 (35.7) . 

2 (14.3) 

3 (21.4) 

5 

·o 
0 

0 

0 

.. 6.4 

6.0 

9 (64.3) 

6 (42.9) 

3 (2l.4) 

20 (51.3) 

19 (48.7) 

(2.6) 

10 

6 

2 

2 

0 

17.8 

14.0 

19 (48.7) 

·13 (33.3) 

6 (15.4) 

14 ~66.7) 11 (78.6) 30 (75.0) 

$5,000 $14,438 

90 (79.0) 

89 (78.1) 

1 (0.9) 

11 

23 

19 

21 

16 

41.4 

30.0 

24 (21.1) 

10 (8.8) 

14 (12.3) 

23 (20.2) 

$1,000 

13 (100.0) 30 (100.0) . 31 (100.0) -60 

4 (30.8) 

. 4 (30.8) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

0 

0 

·o 

8.8 

4.0 

9 (69.2) 

6 (46.1). 

3 '(23.1) 

11 (84.6) 

$1,131 

21 (70.0)· 

20 (66.7) 

1 (3.3) 

4 

7 

2 

8 

0 

31.9 

21.0 

9 (30.0) 

4 (13.3) 

5 (16.7) 

7 (23.3) 

$1,000 

19 (61.3) 

. 19 (61.3) 

0 (0.0) 

9 

4 

3 

3 

0 

20.2 

16.0 

12 (38.7) 

12 (38.7) 

0 (0.0) 

18 

17 

42 

32 

10 

8 (25.8) 34 

$500 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appen 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MOr 



NORTH CAROLINA, Eastern 
4th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Raleigh (5) Jacksonville 

(2) New Bern (6) Wilson 

(3) Wilmington (7) Clinton 

(4) Fayettevile (8) Elizabeth City 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attorneys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Proba.tion Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminaf 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution 10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-~4 

Percent Age 65 + 

5 

21 

9 

37 

1,326 

828 

2,592,592 

108.0 

21.7 

16.5 

17.5 

15.3 

18.1 

10.9 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime In~ex Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of, 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

273 11 

934 36 

4,382 169 

11,181 431 

44,094 1,701 

83,059 3,204 

8,009 309 

151,932 5,860 

.. Income per Capita12 $ 11,948 

·.Percent Unemployed13 6.5 

Percent Manufacturing 26.8 

Percent Retail 24.2 

Percent Finance15 
· 5.2 

Percent Service 23.5 

Percent Other16 .20.3 

Percent Farm Acreage17 35.6 

Police Protection $ 51.80 

Education $652.53 

Health and Hospitals $ 73.09 

Public Welfare19 $ 40.31 

Highways $ 23.89 

I 



---
FISCAL VEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing· month) 1 

~~~~ D A~~ D 

November 92 38. May 93 37 

December 92 31 June 93 · 28 

January 93 39 July 93 44 

February 93 42 August 93 55 

March 93 

· Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male · 

Female 

A~erageAge 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

35 September 93 . 35 

TOTAL= 450 

mean median 

$826 

$827 

$824 

31.7 

31:7 

32.0 

$280 

$24 

$640 

29.0 

28.0 

30.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity z 

TOTAL··. 

TOTAL 437 (100.0%) 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

158 (36.2%) 

240 (54.9%) 

16 (3.7%) 

23 (5.3%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

NORTH CAROLINA, -'Eastern 

364 

133 

196 

14 

21 

Male 

(83.3%) 

(84.2%) 

(81.7%) 

(87.5%) 

(91.3%) 

Female. 

73 (16.7%) 

25 (15.8%) 

44 (18.3%) 

2 (12.5%) 

2 (8.7%) 

319 (72.8%) 

97 (22.1%) 

13 (3.0%) 

9 (2.1%) 

445 (100.0%) 

392 (88.1 %) 

53 (11.9%) 

TOTAL , Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Other 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

442 (100.0) 

335 (75.8) 

329 (74.4) 

. 6 (1.4) 

29 

34 

25 

62' 

185 

105.4 

72.0 

107 (24.2) 

66 (14.9) 

41 (9.3) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

52 (100.0) 43 (100.0) 8 (100.0) 35 (100.0) 208 (100.0) 8 (100.0) 35 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 50 (100.0) 

49 (94.2) 

49 (94.2) 

0 . (0.0) 

0 

5 

9 

34 

135.4 

97.0 

11 (25.6) 

1l (25.6) 

0 (O:O) 

6 

0 

' 3 

30.0 

9.0 

3 (5.8) 32 (74.4) 

2 (3.9) 30 (69.8) 

(1.9) 2 (4. 7) 

4 (50.0) 

3 (37.5) 

(12.5) 
\ 

2 

0 

2 

0 

0 

17.8 

20.5 

23 (65.7) 

19 (54.3) 

4 (11.4) 

7 

4 

5 

7 

0 

26.1 . 

27.0 

4 (50.0) 12 (34.3) 

(12.5) 5 (14.3) 

3 (37~5) 7 (20.0) 

191 (91.8) 

190 (91.3) 

1 (0.5) 

7 

19 

8 

30 

127 

121.4 

100.0 

17 .(8.2) 

6 (2.9) 

11 (5.3) 

5 (62.5) 

5 (62.5) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

1 

0 

0 

16.2 

12.0 

29 (82.9) 

29 (82.9) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

I. 

2 

8 

18 

124.4 

72.0 . 

3 (100.0) 

3 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

. 1 

43.7 

41.0 

20 (40.0) 

20 (40.0) . 

0 (0.0) 

3 

7 

2 

6 

2 

33.9 

25.5 

3 (37.5) 6 (17.1) 0 (0.0) 30 (60.0) 

2 (25.0) 2 (5.7) . 0 (0.0) 18 (36.0) 

(12.5) 4 (11.4) 0 (0.0) 12 (24.0) 



NORTH CAROLINA, Middle · 
4th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Greensboro ( 4) Salisbury 

(2) Durham 

(3) Winston-Salem 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

' 

Criminaf 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distributimi10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Al!e 45-64 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
6 .. Indicators 

11 

6 Distribution of 

26. 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

765. 

275 

2,081,637 Agriculture 

186.8 

Per Capita Local 

19.6 
Expenditures18 

15.1 

16.7 

15.8 

19.8 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

226 11 

789 38 

3,926 189 

8,355 401 

35,530 1,707 

67,909 3,262 

5,771 277 

122,506 5,885 

Income per Capita 12 $ 13,658 

Percent Unemployed13 5.4 

Percent Manufacturing 37.2 

Percent Retail · 18.8. 

Percent Finance15 4.6 

Percent Service 23.1 

Percent Other16 16.2 

Percent Farm Acreage17 30.7 

Police Protection $63.45 

Education $622.55 

Health and Hospitals $ 80.66 

Public Welfare19 $42.21 

Highways $28.94 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

35 April93 

30 May 93 

15 June 93 

37 July 93 

13 August 93 

\37 September 93 

23 

34 

29 

37 

40 

20 

TOTAL= 350 

mean median 

$572 

$545 

$748 

32.1 

32.2 

31.9 

$0 

$0 

$437 

29.0 

29.0 

29.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

350 (100.0%) 

109 (31.1 %) 

225 (64.3%) 

12 (3.4%) 

4 (1.1 %) ' 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

NORTH CAROLINA, Middl1 

Male 

297 (84.9%) 

93 (85.3%) 

191 (84.9%) 

9 (75.0%) 

4 (100.0%) 

' Female 

53 (15.1 %) 

16 (14.7%) 

34 (15.1%) 

3 (25.0%) 

0 (0.0%) 

253 (72.5%) 

83 (23.8%) 

10 (2.9%) 

3 (0.9%) 

348 (100.0%) 

296 (85.1%) 

52 (14.9%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt , . Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Other 

348 (100.0) 44 (100.0) 18 (100.0) 7 (100.0) 30 (100.0) 194 (100.0) 8 (100.0) 20 (100.0) 0 (100.0) 27 (100.0 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

310 (89.1) 

308 (88.5) 

2 (0.6) 

34 

30 

22 

51 

173 

105.1 

77.5 

38 (10.9) 

16 (4.6) 

22 (6.3) 

44 (100.0) 

44 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

3 

13 

28 

105.4 

94.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

158 (45.3) 34 (77 .3) 

$4,259 $3,065 

12 (66.7) 

11 (61.1) 

1 (5.6) 

7 

2 

0 

2 

22.8 

11.5 

6 (33.3) 

2 (11.1) 

4 (22.2) 

14 (77.8) 

$1,500 

6 (85.7) 

6 (85.7) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

0 

0 

2 

28.7 

23.2 

(14.3) 

(14.3) 

0 (0.0) 

16 (53.3) 

15 (50.0) 

1 (3.3) 

8 

5 

19.8 

13.5 

14 (46.7) 

5 (16.7) 

9 (30.0) 

6 (85.7) 26 (83.9) 

$305,200 $7,751 

188 (96.9) 

188 (96.9) 

0 (0.0) 

6 

12 

12 

26 

132 

134.4 

120.0 

6 (3.1) 

4 (2.1) 

2 (1.0) 

45 (23.2) 

$3,000 

4 (50.0) 

4 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

5.5 

5.0 

4 (50.0) 

(12.5) 

3 (37.5) 

7 (87.5) 

$3,138 

20 (100.0) 

20 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

3 

4 

9 

70.7 

48.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

9 (45.0) 

$2,500 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 (-~) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

20 (74.1 

20 (74.1 

0 (0.0 

1 ~ 

24.: 

18.( 

7 (2:) .. 9 

3 (11.1 

4 (14.8 

0 (-~) 17 (63.0 

$-- $4,25~ 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix A 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY9: 



NORTH CAROLINA, Western 
4th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

(1) Charlotte (4) Bryson City 

(2) Asheville (5) Statesville 

(3) Hickory 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S: Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

~---
Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

5 

13 

35 

34 

876 

455 

2,060,743 

150.6 

19.8 

14.5 

16.4 

15.8 

20.3 

13.2 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

' 

Distribution of · 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

211 10 

695 34 

4,301 209 

10,482 509 

31,411 1,524 

62,325 3,024 

5,481 266 

114,906 5,576 

Income per Capita 12 $ 13,284 

· Percent Unemployed 13 5.8 

Percent Manufacturing 34.9 

Percent Retail 18.5 

Percent Finance15 5.7 

Percent Service 19.9 

Percent Other16 21.0 

Percent Farm Acreage 17 21.5 

Police Protection $ 55.99 

Education $ 639.79 

. Health and Hospitals $ 175.11 

· Public Welfare 19 $40.23 

Highways $ 33.25 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 · 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

25 April93 

98 May 93 

· 44 June 93 

68 July 93 

17 August 93 

70 

58 

28 

40 September 93 

135 

31 

30 

TOTAL= 644 

mean median 

$983 $660 

$990 $500 

$953. $800 

34.4 

34.9 

32.3 

33.0 

33.0 

31.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

NORTH CARO~INA, W« 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

623 (100.0%) . 

260 (41.7%) 

317 (50.9%) 

36 (5.8%) 

10 (1.6%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

507 (81.4%) 

224 (86.2'%) 

242 (76.3%) 

32 (88.9%) 

9 . (90.0%) 

Female 

116 (18.6%) 

36. (13.8%) 

75 (23.7%) 

4 (11.1%): 

(10.0%) 

287 (48.9%) 

280 (47.7%) 

17 (2.9%) 

3 (0.5%) 

641 (100.0%) 

592 (92.4%) 

49 (7.6%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firf!ai'IDS lmmigratn 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

· Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months · 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

636 (100.0) 15 (100.0) 28 (100.0) 

468 (73.6) 

443. (69.7) 

25 (3.9) 

68 

57 

53 

97 

193 

80.3 

60.0 

168 (26.4) 

106 (16.7) 

62 (9.8) 

15 (100.0) 

15 (100.0) 

. 0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

5 

9 

83.6 

72.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

19 (67.9) 

'19 (67.9). 

0 (0.0) 

4 

4 

7 

3 

37.8 

37:0 

9 (32.1) 

9 (32.1) 

0 (0.0) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

303 (47 .5) 12 (80.0) 23 (82.1) 

$2,000 $2,720 $2,058' 

8 (100.0) 85 (100.0) 356 (100.0) 

5 (62.5) 

.3 (37.5) 

2 (25.0) 

5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4.6 

1.0 

31 (36.5) 

23 (27.1) 

8 (9.4) 

18 

10 

2 

0 

14.5 

12.0 

3 (37.5) 54 (63.5) 

(12.5) 26 (30.6) 

2 (25.0) 28 (32.9) 

303 (85.1) 

293 (82.3) 

10 (2.8) 

20 

31 

39 

59 

154 

93:4 

63.0 

53 (14.9) 

32 (9.0) 

21 (5.9) 

6 (75.0) 75 (89.3) 112 (31.4) 

$4,704 $8,205 $1,500 

11 (100.0) 49 (100.0) 

6 (54.5) 

6 (54.5) 

0 (0.0) 

4 

0 

0 

11.5 

4.0 

5 (45.5) 

4 (36.4) 

1 (9.1) 

47 (95.9) 

47 (95.9) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

5 

17 

22 

105.6 

60.0 

2 (4.1) 

(2.0) . 

(2.0) 

10 (90.9) 10 (20.4) 

$250 $1,500 

1 (100.0) 8: 

1 (100.0) 

1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

15.0 

15.0 

0 (0.0) 4: 

0 (0.0) 3' 

0 (0.0) . 

0 (0.0) 5: 

$--

Footnotes ·and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appe: 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MO 



..r' 

:NORTH DAKOTA 
8th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Fargo 

(2) Bismarck 

(3) Grand Forks 

Number of Court 
Professionals 

Cases Filed 

Population 

Age Distribution10 

(4) Devils Lake 

(5)Minot 

District Court Judges2 

Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Criminaf 

Per Square Mile9 

Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

5 

8 

35 

13 

399 

148 

634,872 

9.2 

22.9 

14.8 

15.8 

14.8 

17.2 

14.5 

Crimes Reported Number of 
To Police11 Crimes 

Murder 12 

Forcible Rape 156 

Robbery 51 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employmenti4 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

317 

2,441 

14,135 

939 

18,051 

Income per Capita 12 

Percent Unemployed 13 

Percent Manufacturing 

Percent Retail 

Percent Finance15 

Percent Service 

Percent Other16 

Percent Farm Acreage17 

Police Protection 

Education 

Health and Hospjtals 

Public Welfare19 

Highways 

Per.JOO,OOO 
Population 

2 

25 

8 

50 

384 

2,226 

148 

2,843 

$ 11,051 

4.8 

8.0 

26.1 

6.8 

34.3 

24.9 

90.9 

$45.17 

$646.46 

$9.57 

$33.86 

$ 143.11 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUmELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February· 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

AverageAge 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

10 April93 

21 May 93 

10 June93 

9 July 93 

10 August 93 

10 September 93 

12 

15 

9 

7 

8 

9 

TOTAL= 130 

mean median 

$936 

$944 

$882 

32.8 

32.0 

38.9 

$550 

$437 

$722 

31.0 

31.0 

38.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

/ ' 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOJ'AL 

123 (100.0%) 

63 (51.2%) 

4 (3.2%) 

24 (19.5%) 

32. (26.0%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

108 (87.8%) 

53 (84.1%) 

4 (100.0%) 

23 (95.8%) 

28 (87.5%) 

NORTHDAKI 

Female 

15 (12.2%) 

10 (15.9%) 

0 (0.0%) 

(4.2%) 

4 (12.5%) 

99 (76.7%) 

16 (12.4%) 

12 (9.3%) 

2 (1.6%) 

130 (100.0%) 

123 (94.6%) 

7 (5.4%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms lmmigratn 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Pri~on 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

128 (100.0) 

91 (71.1) 

84 (65.6) 

7 (5.5) 

43 

12 

11 

10 

14 

32.8 

15.0 

37 (28.9) 

24 (18.8) 

13 (10.2) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

51 (39.2) 

$1,673 

1 (100.0) 

1 (100.0) 

1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

o· 
0 

0 

77.0 

77.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (100.0) 

$3,361 

7 (100.0) 

3 (42.9) 

3 (42.9) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

5.0 

6.0 

4 (57.1) 

3 (42.9) 

(14.3) 

8 (88.9) 

$871 

7 (100.0) 16 (100.0) 27 (100.0) 

3 (42.9) 

(14.3) 

2 (28.6) 

3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3.1 

3.0 

4 (57.1) 

2 (28.6) 

2 (28.6) 

7 (100.0) 

$13,708 

6 (37.5) 

4 (25.0) 

2 (12.5) 

6 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3.5 

2.5 

10 (62.5) 

5 (31.2) 

5 (31.2) 

13 (81.2) 

$3,438 

22 (81.5) 

19 (70.4) 

3 (11.1) 

7 

3 

5 

3 

4 

43.0 

27.0 

5 (18.5) 

4 (14.8) 

1 (3. 7) 

5 (18.5) 

$1,000 

0 (100.0) 14 (100.0) 23 (100.0) 33 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

$--

12 (85.7) 

12 (85.7) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

3 

2 

2 

5 

70.4 

45.5 

2 (14.3) 

(7.1) 

(7.1) 

(7.1) 

$80 

23 (100.0) 21 

23 (100.0) 21 

0 (0.0) 

19 

2 

0 

0 

6.0 

0.5 

0 (0.0) 1: 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 (8.7) 1· 

$2,500 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appe 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MC 



NpRTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS 
9th Circuit 

l 

City Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Saipan 

· Number of Court : District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attorneys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 3544 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

5 

0 

0 

26 

19 

43,345 

235.6 

23.8 

19.4.' 

27.7 

17.2 

10·.1 

1.8 

Crimes Reported Number of Per 1()0,000 

To Police11 Crimes Population 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic ~ncome per Capita12 . $7,199 

Indicators Percent Unemployed13 

Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 

Non-Farm · Percent Retail 
Employment14 

Percent Finance15 

Percent Service 

Percent Other16 

~ 

Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage 17 12.2 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $ --

Expenditures18 
Education $ --

Health and Hospitals $ --

Public Welfare19
. $ --

Highways $ --



I 

FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

J14arch 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

0 Apri193 

May 93 

0 June 93 

July 93 

0 August 93 

September 93 

0 

3 

0 

0 

TOTAL= 8 

mean median 

$633 

$633 

$--

34.6 

33.7 

41.0 

$700 

$700 

$--

32.5 

32.0 

41.0 

SENTENCING INFORMA~ION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

NORTHERN MARIANA. ISLANDS 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 1 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

6 (100.0%) 

0 (0.0%) 

0 (0.0%) 

0 (0.0%) 

6 (100.0%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward DeP,arture 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

6 (100.0%) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 <:-) 
6 (100.0%) 

Female 

0 (0.0%) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (0.0%) 

4 (57.1 %) 

3 . (42.9%) 

0 (0.0%) 

0 (0.0%) 

8 (100.0%) 

5 (62.5%) 

3 (37.5%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Jmmigratn Other 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

8 (100.0) 

7 (87.5) 

. 7 (87.5) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

2 

0 

19.7 

18.0 

1. (12.5) 

1 (12.5) 

0 (0.0) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

7 (87.5) 

$5,000 

1 (100.0) 0 (100.0) 2 (100.0). 0 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 0 (100.0) l (100.0) 2 (100.0) . 0 (100.0) 

1 (100.0) 

1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 . 

6.0 

6.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (100.0) 

$10,000 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0. (--) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

$-~ 

1 (50.0) 

1 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

10.0 

10.0 

(50.0) 

(50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 (100.0) 

$16,315 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

$--

2 (100.0) ' 

2 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

38.5 

38.5 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (50.0) 

$5,000 

0 (--) 

0 . (-~) 

0 (--) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

1 (100.0) 

1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

21.0 

21.0 

2 (100.0) 

2 (100.0). 

0 (0.0) 

1 

0 

0 

0 

12.0 

12.0 

0 ~.0) 0 ~.0) 

0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 

·' 0 (0.0);.1 0 (0.0) 

0 ' (--) 1 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 

$-- $3,000 $4,000 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

$--

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix A~ 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY93 



OHIO, Northern 
6th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Cleveland 

(2) Akron 

(3) Toledo 

. Number of Court District Court Judges2 

,Professionals Assistant U.S. Attorneys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

CriminaC 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 · 

Percent Age 65 + 

11 

51 

7 

49 

7,659 

550 

5,802,100 

322.3 

21.5 

13.9 

15.7 

15.4 

19.5 

14.0 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported Number of Per 100,000 

To Police11 Crimes Population 

Murder 375 6 

Forcible Rape 2,484 43 

Robbery 10,737 185 

Aggravated Assault 13,306 229 

Burglary 43,722 754 

Larceny /Theft 117,926 2,032 

Motor Vehicle Theft 28,780 496 

Crime Index Total 217,330 3,746 

Economic Income per Capita12 $ 13,475 

Indicators Percent Unemployed13 7.7 

Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 29.6 

Non-Farm Percent Retail 20.7 
Employment14 

Percent Finance15 5.5 

Percent Service 27.3 

Percent Other16 16.8 

Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage 17 62.0 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $ 80.47 

Expenditures18 
Education $656.21 

Health and Hospitals $ 140.76 

Public Welfare19 $ 106.38 

Highways $79.67 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES OHIO, NorthE 

· Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing inonth) 1 Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

41 April93 

45 May 93 

47 June 93 

65 July 93 

56 August 93 

50 September 93 

51 

63 

42 

68 

62 

49 

TOTAL= 639 

mean median 

$1,331 

$1,351 

$1,213 

36.7 

36.6 

37.2 

$777 

$767 

$788 

35.0 

35.0 

35.5 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

635 (100.0%) 

329 (51.8%) 

268 (42.2%) 

36 (5.7%) 

2 (0.3%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

542 (85.4%) 

281 (85.4%) 

227 (84.7%) 

33 (91.7%) 

(50.0%) 

Female 

93 (14.6%) 

48 (14.6%) 

41 (15.3%) 

3 (8.3%) 

(50.0%) 

480 (76.8%) 

91 (14.6%) 

49 (7.8%) 

5 (0.8%) 

639 (100.0%) 

601 (94.1 %) 

38 (5.9%) 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms hnmigratn Otl 

638 (100.0) 31 (100.0) 60 (100.0) 21 (100.0) ! 133 (100.0) 183 (100.0) 12 (100.0) 78 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 119 (10( 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

445 (69.8) 

395 (61.9) 

50 (7.8) 

112 

75 

53 

63 

140 

67.6 

33.0 

193 (30.2) 

102 (16.0) 

91 (14.3) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

239 (37.7) 

$4,585 

31 (100.0) 

31 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

3 

II 

16 

108.5 

63.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

24 (40.0) 

22 (36.7) 

2 (3.3) 

6· 

8 

6 

2 

2 

27.8 

18.0 

36 (60.0) 

23 (38.3) 

13 (21.7) 

20 (95.2) 

11 (52.4) 

9 (42.9) 

17 

2 

0 

0 

0 

6.2 

6.0 

(4.8) 

(4.8) 

0 (0.0) 

66 (49.6) 

47 (35.3) 

19 (14.3) 

47 

9 

7 

13.1 

10.0 

67 (50.4) 

36 (27.1) 

31 (23.3) 

17 (54.8) 32 (53.3) 12 (57.1) 95 (72.0) 

$974 $5,025 $14,000 $9,400 

171 (93.4) 

168 (91.8) 

3 (1.6) 

4 

12 

20 

32 

103 

113.3 

90.0 

12 (6.6) 

4 (2.2) 

8 (4.4) 

23 (12.6) 

$4,000 

10 (83.3) 64 (82.0) 

10 (83.3) 57 (73;1) 

0 (0.0) 7 (9.0) 

5 

3 

0 

16.3 

13.5 

2 (16. 7) 

(8.3) 

(8.3) 

9 

21 

9 

10 

15 

63.9 

27.0 

14 (17.9) 

5 (6.4) 

9 (11.5) 

6 (50.0) 11 (14.1) 

$1,284 $2,000 

1 (100.0) 58 w 
I (100.0) 48 (4( 

0 (0.0) 10 (~ 

0 

0 

0 

·0 

21.0 

21.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

}I 

61 (51 

32 (26 

29 (24 

0 (0.0) 43 (37 

$-- $2,C 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY 



OHIO, Southern 
6th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

(1) Columbus 

(2) Cincinnati 

(3) Dayton 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officerss 

Cases Filed Civil6 

CriminaF 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution 10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

9 

30 

35 

44 

2,694 

405 

5,137,968 

233.4 

21.7 

15.0 

16.7 

15.5 

18.9 

12.1 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

· Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

293 6 

2,636 51 

9,926 193 

12,945 252 

. 47,280 920 

136,724 2,661 

18,495 360 

228,299 4,443 

Income per Capita 12 $ 13,445 

Percent Unemployed 13 6.7 

Percent Manufacturing 23.6 

Percent Retail 22.0 

Percent Finance 15 6.9 

Percent Service 28.8 

Percent Other16 18.7 

Percent Farm Acreage17 53.3 

· Police Protection $ 73.85 

Education $ 636.75 

Health and Hospitals $ 86.48 

· Public Welfare 19 $ 87.26 

Highways $ 76.42 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES OHIO, Sot 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

. March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

56 April93 

41 May 93 

21 

57 

47 

45 

41 

45 

June 93 62 

July 93 50 

August 93 27 

September 93 34 

TOTAL= 526 

mean median 

$848 

$901. 

$633 

34.3 

34.7 

32.8 

$433 

$307 

$570 

33.0 

33.0 

29.0 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

526 (100.0%) 

252 (47.9%) 

228 (43.4%) 

39 (7.4%) 

7 (1.3%) 

Departure Status 4 · 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male· 

422 (80.2%) 

204 (81.0%) 

176 (77.2%) 

35 (89;7%) 

7 -(100.0%) 

Female 

104 (19.8%) 

48 (19.0%) 

52 (22.8%) 

4 (10.3%) 

0 (0.0%) 

324 (62.5%) 

174 (33.6%) 

19 (3.7%) 

(0.2%) 

526 (100.0%) 

505 (96.0%) 

21 (4.0%) 

SENTENCING INFORMATIO~ BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn 

521 (100.0) 22 (100.0) 59 (100.0) 18 (100.0) 90 (100.0) 215 (100.0) 13 (100.0) 33 (100.0) 1 (100.0): . 7
1 

393 (75.4) 

371 (71.2) 

2i (4.2) 

113 

61 

41 

76 

101 

54.1 

33.0 

128 (24.6) 

72 (13.8) 

56 (10.8) 

21 (95.5) 

21 (95.5) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

3 

5 

12 

98.3 

70.0 

25 (42.4) 

25 (42.4) 

0 (0.0) 

13 

3 

2 

6 

22:3 

12.0 

. (4.5) 34 (57.6) 

0 (0.0) .19 (32.2) 

(4.5) 15 (25.4) 

10 (55.6) 

4 (22.2) 

6 (33.3) 

10 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3.3 

3.0 

8 (44.4) 

4 (22.2) 

4 (22.2) 

55 (61.1) 

52 (57.8) 

3 (3.3) 

34 

10 

4 

6 

0 

15.1 

11.5 

35 (38.9) 

19 (21.1) 

16 (17.8) 

205 (95.3) 

198 (92.1) 

7 (3.3) 

23 

29 

27 

50 

76 

73.2 

48.0 

10 (4.7) 

4 (1.9) 

6 (2.8) 

8 (61.5) 

8 (61.5) 

0 (0.0) 

5 

3 

0 

0 

0 

10.4 

10.0 

5 (38.5) 

1 (7.7) 

4 (30.8) 

26 (78.8) 

23 (69.7) 

3 (9.1) 

10 

6 

3 

6 

37.5 

24.0 

7 (21.2) 

2 (6.1) 

5 (15.2) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 (100.0) 2 

0 (0.0) 2 

1 (100.0). 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTI'TIJTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

174 (33.3) 14 (63.6) 39 (66.1) 13 (68.4) 36 (40.0) 38 (17.6) 3 (23.1) 7 (21.2) 1 (100.0) 2' 

$2,000 $2,500 $1,750 $4,500 $5,842 $1,000 $1,100 $500 $500 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appel 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MO 



OKLAHOMA, Northern 
' · l:Oth Circuit 

Crimes Reported Number of Per 100,000 

To Police11 Crimes Population 

Murder 55 6 

Forcible Rape 481 56 

Robbery 1,503 176 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• Aggravated Assault 4,274 500 

(1) Tulsa Burglary 12,571 1,470 

Larceny /Theft 22,020 2,575 

Motor Vehicle Theft 6,021 704 

Crime Index Total 46,925 5,487 

Economic Income pet Capita 12 $ 13,327 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 3 
Indicators Percent Unemployed 13 5.9 

Professionals. Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 13 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 4. Distribution of Percent Manufa~turing 19.1 

Probation Officers5 18 
Non-Farm Percent Retail 20.1 
Employment14 

Percent Finance15 6.4 

Cases File~ .Civil6 1,248 Percent Service 28.5 

Criminal7 180 Percent Other16 25.8 

Population · Total8 855,253 Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage17 '.64.8 

Per Square Mile9 100.0 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $65.36 

Age Distribution 10 Percent Age 0-14 22.2 
Expenditures18 

Education '$ 580.53 

Percent Age 15-24 13.5 Health and Hospitals $ 26.38 

Percent Age 25-34 16.1 Public Welfare19 $ 1.69 

Percent Age 35-44 15.7 Highways $79.17 

Percent Age 45-64 19.5 

Percent Age 65 + 13.0 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

13 Apri193 

12 May 93 

17 June 93 

13 July 93 

9 August 93 

13 September 93 

16 

10 

18 

17 

16 

15 

TOTAL= 169 

mean median 

$1,200 

$1,217 

$1,127 

34.7 

34.5 

35.6 

$866 

$800 

$950 

35.0 

34.0 

35.5 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White. 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

169,._(100.0%) 

103 (61.0%) 

55 (32.5%) 

6 (3.5%) 

5 (3.0%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance DepartUre 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward DepartUre 

Mode of C~nviction' 
TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

OKLAHOMA, No 

Male 

139 (82.2%) 

83 (80.6%) 

46 (83.6%) 

5 (83.3%) 

5 (100.0%) 

Female 

30 (17.8%) 

20 (19.4%) 

.. 9. (16.4%) 

"1 (16.7%) 

0 (0.0%) 

137 (82.0%) 

14 (8.4%) 

14 (8.4%) 

2 (1.2%) 

166 (100.0%) 

146 (88.0%) 

20 (12.0%) 

TOTAl.. Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt .. F)-aud · Drug Trafck Counte~ng F1rearms Immigratn 

CASFS INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Coinrn.unity Split 

Prison Terni Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

166 (100.0) 

110 (66.3) 

106 (63.9) 

4 I (2.4) 

17 

26 

13 

19 

35 

63.3 

34.0 

56 (33. 7) 

30 (18.1) 

26 (15.7) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

132 (78.1) 

$3,022 

5 (100.0) 11 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 46 (100.0) 36 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 32 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 

5 (100.0) 

5 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

2 

2 

98.8 

49.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2" (18.2) 

1· (9.1) 

(9.1) 

0 

0 

0 

11.0 

11.0 

9 (81.8) 

6 (54.5) 

3 (27.3) 

2 (50.0) 

(25.0) 

(25.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3.0 

3.0 

2 (50.0) 

(25.0) 

(25.0) 

19 (41.3) 

18 (39.1) 

1 (2.2) 

6 

8 

3 

2 

0 

20.1 

20.0 

27 (58.7) 

14 (30.4) 

13 (28.3) 

35 (97.2) 

35 _(97.2) . 

. 0 (0.0), 

3 

5 

4 

22 

96.6 

72.0 

(2.8) 

1 (2.8) 

0 (0.0) 

2 (50.0) 

2. (50.0) 

0 (0.0) . 

0 

0 

0 

12.5 

12.5 

2 (50.0) 

(25.0) 

(25.0) 

29 (90.6) 

28. (87.5) . 

1 (3.1) 

4 

7 

2 

9 

7 

63.2 

51.0 

3 (9.4) 

r 0 (0.0) 

3 (9.4) 

1 (25.0) 

1 (25.0) . 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

,0 

21.0 

21.0 

3 (75.0) 

(25.0) 

2 (50.0) 

5 (100.0) 11 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 48 (98.0) 18 (50.0) 4 (100.0) 21 (65.6) 0 (0.0) 2 

$3,751 $3,101 $7,411 $8,485 $2,750 $1,288 $1,000 $--

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appe 
SOURCE: U.S .. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MC 



, OKLAHOMA, Eastern 
lOth Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

( 1) Muskogee 

(2) Durant 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attoineys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

·cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index· Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

8 

4 Distribution of 

8 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

995 

49 

642,573 Agriculture 

30.9 

Per Capita Local 

22.2 
Expenditures18 

13.8 

13.6 

. 14.0 

20.1 

16.3 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

49 8 

169 26 

300 47 

1,890 294, 

6,805 1,059 

12,380 1,927 

1,391 216 

22,984 3,577 

Income per Capita 12 $9,396 

Percent Unemployed13 7.0 

Percent Manufacturing 22.9 

Percent Retail 24.9 

Percent Finance1s 5.3 

Percent Service 26.0 

Percent Other16 20.9, 

Prrcent Farm Acreage17 56.5 

Police Protection $ 32.69 

Education $ 568.38 

Health and Hospitals $ 171.27 

Public Welfare19 $0.90 

Highways $ 86.62 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

2 April 93 

3 May 93 

9 June 93 

4 July 93 

0 August 93 

'1 September 93 

7 

3 

4 

6 

7 

0 

TOTAL= 46 

mean median 

$506 

$519 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$0 

36.9, 37.0 

36.6 . 37.0 

42.0 42.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

46 (100.0%) 

35 (76.1 %) 

8 (17.4%) 

2 (4.3%) 

(2.2%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

44 (95.7%) 

33 (94.3%) 

8 (100.0%) 

2 (100.0%) 

(100.0%) 

OKLAHOMA; Easte1 

Female 

2 (4.3%) 

2 (5.7%) 

0 (0.0%) 

0 (0.0%) 

0 (0.0%) 

39 (90.7%) 

2 (4.7%) 

2 (4.7%) 

0 (0.0%) 

46 (100.0%) 

35 (76.1 %) 

11 (23.9%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn OtheJ 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

46 (100.0) 

39 (84.8) 

39 (84.8) 

0 (0.0) 

11 

6 

3 

8 

11 

88.1 

33.0 

7 (15.2) 

4 (8.7) 

3 (6.5) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

5 (10.9) 

$1,608 

3 (100.0) 

3 (100.0) 

3 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

2 

91.3 

60.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

$--

3 (100.0) 0 (100.0) 

3 (100.0) 

3 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

. 7.0 

. 6.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0:0) 

$--

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

$--

4 (100.0) 6 (100.0) 0 (100.0) 16 (100.0) . 0 (100.0) 14 (100.( 

3 (75.0) 

3 (75.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

19.0 

12.0 

(25.0) 

(25.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (25.0) 

$2,400 

6 (100.0) 

6 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

5 

263.3 

278.5 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

$--

0 (--) 15 (93.8) 

0 (--) 15 (93.8) 

0 (--) 0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

$--

2 

2 

0 

6 

5 

90.5 

60.0 

(6.2) 

(6.2) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

$--

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

$--

9 (64.~ 

9 (64.2 

0 (O.C 

16.: 

IS.t 

5 (35.7. 

2 (14.3~ 

3 (21.4~ 

4 (28.6; 

$1,3~ 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix A 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY9:: 



OKLAHOMA, Western 
lOth Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

(1) Oklahoma City 

(2) Lawton 

(3) Enid 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

8 

26 

5 

26 

2,375 

486 

1,676,698 

42.6 

22.4 

15.3 

16.5 

14.9 

18.2 

12.8 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

I 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution. of 
Non-Farm 
Employ~ent14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Populati~n 

105 6 

905 54 

2,572 153 

7,656 457 

24,180 1,442 

59,577 3,553 

9,177 547 

104,172 6,213 

Income per Capita 12 $ 12,126 

Percent Unemployed13 5.0 

Percent Manufacturing 14.9 

Percent Retail 24.9 

Percent Finance15 7.2 

Percent Service 29.9 

Percent Other16 23.1 

Percent Farm Acreage17 '81.4 

Police Protection $57.57 

Education $ 561.80 

Health and Hospitals $ 149.63 

Public Welfare19 $2.40 

Highways r $ 83.91 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 39 April 93 29 

November 92 33 May 93 24 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

23 June 93 

24 July 93 

20 August 93 

15 September 93 

22 

23 

33 

21 

TOTAL= 306 

·mean median 

$1,032 $476 

$1,0~ $580 

$913 

35.3 

35.1 

36.1 

$400 

34.0 

33.0 

35.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 . 

OKLAHOMA, Wester 

Gender, Race,.and Ethnicity 1 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

300 (100.0%) 

170 (56.7%) 

77 (25.7%) 

37 (12.3%) 

16 (5.3%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

244 

140 

Male 

(81.3%) 

(82.4%) 

59 (76.6%) 

34 (91.9%) 

11 (68.8%) 

Female 

56 (18.7%) 

30 (17.6%) 

18 (23.4%) 

3 (8.1%) 

5 (31.3%) 

263 (87.7%) 

21 (7.0%) 

14 (4.7%) 

2 (0.7%) 

306 (100.0%) 

275 (89.9%) 

31 (10.1%) 

TOTAL Robbery ·Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Othe1 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

303 (100.0) 

257 (84.8) 

247 (81.5) 

10 (3.3) 

85 

41 

28 

44 

59 

57.3 

27.0 

46 (15.2) 

34 (11.2) 

12 (4.0) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITI.mON 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

90 (29.4) 

$4,921 

5 (100.0) '34. (100.0) 

5 (100.0) 

5 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

3 

93.8 

97.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

25 (73.5) 

24 (70.6) 

1 (2.9) 

19 

3 

0 

3 

0 

11.7 

6.0 

9 (26.5) 

8 (23.5) 

1 (2.9) 

4 (80.0) 20 (57 .1) 

$5,500 $2,250 

8 (100.0) 41 (100.0) 55 (100.0) 

6 (75.0) 

5 (62.5) 

1 (12.5) 

5 

0 

0 

0 

11.2 

8.5 

2 (25.0) 

(12.5) 

(12.5) 

32 (78.0) 

28 (68.3) 

4 (9.8) 

19 

11 

2 

0 

0 

13.0 

12.0 

9 (21.9) 

4 (9.8) 

5 (12.2) 

6 (66.7) 25 (61.0) 

$8,867 $15,530 

54 (98.2) 

52 (94.5) 

2 (3.6) 

4 

4 

,5 

3 

38 

153.9 

118.0 

(1.8) 

(1.8) 

0 (0.0) 

4 (7 .1) 

$14,500 

7 (100.0) 31 (100.0) 

7 (100.0) 

7 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

4 

3 

0 

0 

0 

10.0 

12.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

5 (71.4) 

$1,000 

30 (96.8) 

30 (96.8) 

0 (0.0) 

5 

5 

2 

9 

9 

55.6 

44.5 

(3.2) 

0 (0.0) 

(3.2) 

2 (6.5) 

$9,082 

4 (100.0) 118 (100.( 

3 (75.0) 

3 (75.0) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1.7 

2.0 

1 (25.0) 

1 (25 .0) 

0 (0.0) 

95 (80.~ 

93 (78J 

2 (1.1 

2 

2 

36. 

30. 

23 (19.~ 

19 (16.1 

4 (3A 

0 (0.0) 24 (20.3 

$-- $2,50 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix A 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File; MONFY9 



·~I.. ' 

OREGON 
9th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

( 1) Portland (5) Bend 

(2) Eugene . (6) North Bend 

(3) Salem (7) Pendleton 

(4) Medford 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Profes~ionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officerss 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

8 

30 

14 

35 

2,115 

504 

2,921,206 

30.4 

21.7 

13.3 

15.1 

17.1 

18.6 

13.7 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported Number of Per 100,000 

To Police11 Crimes Population 

Murder 135 5 

Forcible Rape 1,564 54 

Robbery 4,483 153 

Aggravated Assault 8,895 304 

Burglary 32,496 1,112 

Larceny /Theft 107,676 3,686 

Motor Vehicle Theft 15,760 540 

Crime Index Total 171,009 5,854 

Economic Income per Capita 12 $ 13,418 

Indicators Percent Unemployed13 7.5 

Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 21.7 

Non-Farm Percent Retail 23.2 
Employment14 

Percent Finance1s 6.5 

Percent Service 28.5 

Percent Other16 20.0 

Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage17 28.9 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $75.55 

Expenditures18 
Education $ 825.12 

. Health and Hospitals $74.60 

.·Public Welfare19 $7.15 

Highways $ 90.47 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

25 April93 

44 May 93 

43 June 93 

56 July 93 

34 August 93 

42 September 93 

36 

40 

51 

47 

19 

42 

TOTAL= 479 

mean median 

$682 $0 

$623 $0 

$1,036 $0 

33.6 . 32.0 

33.4 31.5 

35.1 35.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7. 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 1 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

476 (100.0%) 

288 (60.5%) 

85 (17.9%) 

83 (17.4%) 

20 (4.2%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

425 (89.3%) 

252 (87.5%) 

78 . (91.8%) 

78 (94.0%) 

17 (85.0%) 

Female 

51 (10.7%) 

36 (12.5%) 

7 (8.2%) 

5 (6.0%) 

3 (15.0%) 

396 (83.2%) 

30 (6.3%) 

48 (10.1 %) 

2 (0.4%) 

479 (100.0%) 

430 (89.8%) 

49 (10.2%) 

OREG 

TOTAL Robbery .. Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms lmmigratn () 

477 (100.0) 75 (100.0) 21 (100.0) ' 7 (100.0) 48 (100.0) 202 (100.0) 8 (100.0) 40 (100.0) 20 (100.0) . 56 (1 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

416 (87.2) 

395 (82.8) 

21 (4.4) 

48 

49 

36 

115 

168 

70.7 

51.0 

61 (12.8) 

30 (6.3) 

31 (6.5) 

74 (98.7) 

73 (97.3) 

1 (1':3) 

2 

8 

22 

41 

81.7 

63.0 

(1.3) 

(1.3) 

0 (0.0) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

156 (32.7) 47 (62.7) 

$1,546 $1,825 

18 (85.7) 

14 (66.7) 

4 (19.1) 

6 

3. 

4 

3 

2 

32.2 

25.5 

3 (14.3) 

(4.8) 

2 (9.5) 

2 (28.6) 

2 (28.6) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

6.0 

6.0 

5 (71.4) 

5 (71.4) 

0 (0.0) 

29 (60.4) 

23 (47.9) 

6 (12.5) 

14 

7 

6 

22.0 

18.0 

19 (39.6) 

7 (14.6) 

12 (25.0) 

19 (90.5) 4 (57.1) 32 (66.7) 

.$1,069 $15,116 $4,000 

195 (96.5) 

193 (95.5) 

2 (1.0) 

4 

22 

12 

69 

88 

80.2 

60.0 

7 (3.5) 

6 (3.0) 

(0.5) 

24 (11.9) 

$1,000 

4 (50.0) 

4 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

. 1 

0 

0 

2 

55.5 

58.5 

4 (50.0) 

(12.5) 

3 (37.5) 

4 (50.0) 

$500 

40 (100.0) 

39 (97.5) 

1 (2.5) 

0 

4 

3 

6 

27 

115.9 

94.5 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

5 (12.5) 

$895 

17 (85.0) 

17 (85.0) 

0 (0.0) 

4. 

5 

3 

4 

30.6 

24.0 

37 

30 

7 

3 (15.0) 19 

(5.0) 8 

2 (10.0) 11 

1 (5.0) 20 ( 

$2,000 $1 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendi 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONF 



PENNSYLV ~lA, Eastern 
3rd Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Philadelphia 

(2) Reading 

(3) Easton 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution 10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

36 

88 

16 

76 

7,650 

567 

5,206,600 

947.9 

20.4 

13.9 

16.6 

15.3 

19.3 

14.5 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employmenti4 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

514 10 

1,530 29 

14,914 286 

13,149 253 

34,783 668 

109,636 2,106 

33,357 641 

207,883 3,993 

Income per Capita 12 $ 15,814 

Percent Unemployed 13 7.1 

Percent Manufacturing 22.1 

Percent Retail 18.9 

Percent Finance15 7.7 

Percent Service 33.1 

Percent 0ther16 18.2 

Percent Farm Acreage17 36.1 

Police Protection $ 86.79 

Education $ 683.79 

Health and Hospitals $ 62.03 

Public Welfare19 $ 66.40 

Highways $45.19 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES PENNSYLVANIA, E3s1 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentenc~g month) 1 Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

79 April93 

95 May 93 

132 June 93 

95 July 93 

86 August 93 

94 September 93 

154 

71 

81 

88 

61 

92 

TOTAL= 1,128 

mean median 

$1,401 

$1,441 

$1,134 

36.5 

36.4 

36.8 

$567 

$512 

$650 

35.0 

34.0 

35.0 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

1,110 (100.0%) 

462 (41.6%) 

367 (33.1 %) 

268 (24.1 %) 

13 (1.2%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

965 (86.9%) 

419 (90.7%) 

305 (83.1%) 

228 (85.1 %) 

13 (100.0%) 

Female 

145 (13.1 %) 

43 (9.3%) 

62 (16.9%) 

40 (14.9%) 

0 (0.0%) 

502 (45.9%) 

556 (50.8%) 

29 (2.7%) 

7 (0.6%) 

0 1,122 (100.0%) 

1,005 (89.6%) 

117 (10.4%) 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 
7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn 

1,115 (100.0) 36 (100.0) 44 (100.0) 18 (100.0) 219 (100.0) 574 (100.0) 

805 (72.2) 

775 (69.5) 

30 (2.7) 

119 

121 

80 

164 

319 

78.8 

53.0 

310 (27.8) 

195 (17.5) 

115 (10.3) 

36 (100.0) 

36 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

3 

8 

24 

112.3 

88.5 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

12 (27.3) 

12 (27.3) 

0 (0.0) 

5 

3 

2 

24.7 

16.5 

32 (72.7) 

19 (43.2) 

13 (29.6) 

5 (27.8) 

4 (22.2) 

1 (5 .6) 

3 

2 

0 

0 

0 

6.4 

4.0 

75 (34.2) 

62 (28.3) 

13 (5.9) 

43 

15 

11 

5 

17.0 

12.0 

13 (72.2) 144 (65.8) 

8 (44.4) 91 (41.5) 

5 (27.8) 53 (24.2) 

539 (93.9) 

533 (92.9) 

6 (1.1) 

29 

66 

49 

128 

267 

96.3 

60.0 

35 (6.1) 

18 (3.1) 

17 (3.0) 

5 (100.0) 45 (100.0) 

4 (80.0) 

4 (80.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

17.0 

18.0 

1 (20.0) 

. 1 (20.0) 

0 (0.0) 

39 (86.7) 

39 (86.7) 

0 (0.0) 

5 

10 

4 

8 

12 

61.0 

37.0 

6 (13.3) 

3 (6.7) 

3 (6.7) 

8 (100.0) 166 ( 

5 (62.5) 

5 (62.5) 

0 (0.0) 

·3 

1 ' 

0 

0 

31.0 

8.0 

90 

80 

10 

3 (37.5) 76 

3 (37.5) 52 

0 (0.0) 24 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

594 (52.9) 15 (41.7) 36 (81.8) 15 (83.3) 198 (88.4) 188' (32.6) 2 (40.0) 20 (44.4) 4 (50.0) 116 

$5,000 $6,136 $8,788 $16,028 $6,994 $2,500 $315 $2,500 $3,000 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appen1 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MOt-



. ~ENNSYLV ANIA, Middle 
3rd Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

( 1) Harrisburg ( 4) Williamsport 

(2) Scranton 

(3) Wilkes-Barre 

Number of Court District Court Ju~ges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attorneys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25:34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

7 

20 

6 

20 

2,085 

305 

2,782,406 

136.8 

19.7 

14.5 

15.2 

15.3 

19~8 

15.4 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

89 3 

614 22 

1,508 54 

3,967 143 

15,189 546 

45,289 1,628 

3,955 142 

70,611 2,538 

Income per Capita12 $ 12,771 

Percent Unemployed13 7.7 

Percent Manufacturing 28.6 

Percent Retail 21.4 

Percent Finance15 5.4 

Percent Service 25.5 

Percent Other16 19.1 

Percent Farm Acreage" 27.9 

Police Protection $27.78 

Education $ 622.25 

Health and Hospitals $ 15.13 

Public Welfare 19 $ 50.79 

Highways $ 50.80 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

23 April93 

24 May 93 

32 June 93 

38 July 93 

7 August 93 

25 September 93 

28 

18 

20 

18 

32 

30 

TOTAL= 295 

mean median 

$1,327 

$1,387 

$693 

35.1 

35.2 

33.8 

$316 

$306 

$550 

35.0 

35.0 

31.5 

SENTENCING INFORMATipN BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

PENNSYLVANIA, Mid 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL Male Female 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

292 (100.0%) 

203 (69.5%) 

56 (19.2%) 

31 (10.6%) 

2 (0.7%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

267 (91.4%) 

181 . (89.2%) 

53 (94.6%) 

31 (100.0%) 

2 (100.0%) 

25 (8.6%) 

22 (10.8%) 

3 (5.4%) 

0 (0.0%) 

0 (0.0%) 

195 (69.6%) 

65 (23.2%) 

20 (7.1 %) 

0 (0.0%) 

294 (100.0%) 

249 (84.7~) 

45 (15.3%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Farearms Immigratn (J 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

293 (100.0) 

236 (80.5) 

223 (76.1) 

13 (4.4) 

46 

39 

25 

49 

77 

69.8 

41.5 

57 (19.4) 

38 (13.0) 

19 (6.5) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

105 (35.8) 

$1,000 

7 (100.0) 16 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 45 (100.0) 125 (100.0) 6 (100.0) 39 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 48 (1 

7 (100.0) 

7 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

4 

2 

75.4 

50.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

8 (50.0) 

7 (43.8) 

1 (6.2) 

4 

3 

0 

0 

16.6 

13.5 

8 (50.0) 

5 (31.2) 

3 (18.8) 

1 (14.3) 13 (81.2) 

$2,805 $2,211 

1 (33.3) 

1 (33.3) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

21.0 

21.0 

2 (66.7) 

2 (66.7) 

0 (0.0) 

31 (68.9) 

25 (55.6) 

6 (13.3) 

19 

8 

3 

0 

16.0 

12.0 

14 (31.1) 

10 (22.2) 

4 (8.9) 

2 (66.7) 31 (68.9) 

$50,150 $5,000 

118 (94.4) 

116 (92.8) 

2 (1.6) 

8 

11 

13 

27 

59 

89.5 

61.5 

7 (5.6) 

4 (3.2) 

3 (2.4) 

25 (20.0) 

$1,000 

1 (16.7) 

1 (16.7) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

15.0 

15.0 

5 (83.3) 

5 (83.3) 

0 (0.0) 

36 (92.3) 

35 (89.7) 

1 (2.6) 

8 

4 

14 

9 

74.7 

60.0 

3 (7.7) 

2 (5.1) 

(2.6) 

5 (83.3) 10 (25.6) 

$643 $500 

3 (75.0) 

3 (75.0) 

0 (0.0) 

.J 

0 

0 

0 

.o 

4.7 

6.0 

31 

28 

3 

1 (25.0) 17 ( 

0 (0.0) 10 ( 

1 (25.0) 7 ( 

2 (50.0) 16 ( 

$150 $ 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendi 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONJ 



I 

PENNSYLVANIA,·· Western 
3rd Circuit 

Crimes Reported Number of Per 100,000 

To Police11 Crimes Population 

Murder 135 3 

Forcible Rape 1,110 28 

Robbery 4,906 124 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• Aggravated Assault 6,367 160 

( 1) Pittsburgh Burglary . 22,881 577 

(2) Erie Larc~ny /Theft 56,981 1,436 

(3) Johnston Motor Vehicle Theft 17,101 431 

Crime Index Total 109,481 2,759 

EconQmic Income per Capita 12 $ 12,683 

Number of Court . District Court Judges2 14 
.. Indicators Percent Unemployed13 7.9 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attorneys3 34 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 6 Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 20.5 

Probation Officers5 24 
Non-Farm Percent Retail 22.1 
Employment14 

Percent Finance15 6.0 

Cases Filed Civil6 2,821 Percent Service 31.5 

Criminal7 323 Percent Other16 19.8 

Population Total8 3,968,330 Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage 17 24.3 

Per Square Mile9 208.2 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $42.78 

Age Distribu~ion10 Percent Age 0-14 19.4 
Expenditures18 

Education $ 671.87 

Percent Age 15-24 13.3 Health and Hospitals $ 51.95 

Percent Age 25-34 14.9 Public Welfare19 $47.40 

Percent Age 35-44 15.1 Highways $60.76 

Percent Age 45-64 20.4 

Percent Age 65 + 16.9 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES PENNSYLVANIA, Wester 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 Gender, Race, lpld Ethnicity 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

27 April93 

32 May 93 

18 June ~3 

15 July 93 

31 August 93 

40 September 93 

27 

27 

23 

25 

31 

29 

TOTAL =·325 

mean median 

$1,112 

$1,119 

$1,063 

35.9 

36.1 

34.3 

$575 

$500 

$996 

33.0 

34.0 

30.0 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

320 (100.0%) 

193 (60.3%) 

114 (35.6%) 

10 (3.1 %) 

3 (0.9%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance DepartUre 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

281 (87.8%) 

167 (86.5%) 

102 (89.5%) 

9 (90.0%~ 

3 (100.0%) 

Female 

39 (12.2%) 

26 (13.5%) 

12 (10.5%) 

(10.0%) 

0 (0.0%) 

225 '.(69.9%) 

69 (21.4%) 

26 (8.1 %) 

2 (0.6%) 

325 (100.0%) 

299 (92.0%) 

26 ·(8.0%) 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Othcil 

321 (100.0) 13 (100.0) 23 (100.0) 11 (100;0) 52 (100.0) 154 (100.0) 6 (100.0) 11 (100.0) 0 (100.0) 51 (100.( 

234 (72.9) 

217 (67.6) 

17 (5.3) 

68 

39 

29. 

39 

59 

57.1 

27.0 

87 (27.1) 

43 (13.4) 

44 (13.7) 

13 (100.0) 

13 (100.0) 

0 (0~.0) 

0 

0 

11 

131.5 

120.0 

12 (52.2) 

10 (43.5) 

2 (8.7) 

9 

0 

24.7. 

8.0 

7 (63.6) 

4 (36.4) 

3 (27.3) 

6 

0 

0 

0 

9.7 

6.0 

25 (48.1) 

19 (36.5) 

6 (11.5) 

14 

7 

3 

0 

16.4 

12.0 

0 (0.0) 11 (47.8) . 4 (36.4) 27 (51.9) 

0 (0.0) 3 (13.0) 2 (18.2) 14 (26.9) 

0 (0.0) 8 (34.8) 2 (18.2) 13 (25.0) 

134 (87.0) 

131 (85.1) 

3 (1.9) 

21 

23 

17 

31 

42 

68.7 

40.0 

20 (13.0) 

11 (7.1) 

9 (5.8) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 '(0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

6 (100.0) 

4 (66.7) 

2 (33.3) 

8 (72.7) 

8 (72.7) 

0 (0.0) 

4 

59.6 

31.5 

3 (27.3) 

1 (9.1) 

2 (18.2) 

0 (--) 35 (68.( 

0 (--) 32 (62.~ 

0 (--) 3 (5.~ 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

34. 

13.1 

0 (--) 16 (31.4 

0 (--) 8 (15.'7 

0 (--) 8 (15.'7 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 . 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

119 (36.8) 

$5,000 

6 (46.1) 

$14,000 

14 (60.9) 

$3,731 

7 (63.6) 40 (74.1) 

$25,000 $17,030 

21 (13.6) 

$4,000 

5 (83.3) 2 (18.2) 0 (--) 24 (47 .1 

$513 $1,650 $-- $5,00 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix A 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY9: 



PUERTO: RICO 
1st Circuit 

~-----------~___. L /. -~ 
. ~ 

~~/ 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

(1) Hato Rey 

(2) Pounce 

(3) San Juan 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminaf 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

7 

26 

7 

20 

2,038 

396 

3,522,037 

1,027.9 

27.2 

16.9 

14.5 

12.8 

17.2 

9.4 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported Number of Per 100,000 

To Police11 Crimes Population 

Murder 864 

Forcible Rape 433 

Robbery 24,242 

Aggravated Assault 6,747 

Burglary 35,415 

Larceny /Theft 42,315 

Motor Vehicle Theft 18,858 

Crime Index Total 128,874 

Economic Income per Capita 12 $4,177 

Indicators Percent Unemployed13 14.2 

Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 27.0 

Non-Farm Percent Retail 20.6 
Employment14 

Percent Finance15 6.9 

Percent Service 29.7 

Percent Other16 15.8 

Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage17 39.3 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $ 82.77 

Expenditures18 
Education $ 603.17 

Health and Hospitals $ 1.51 

Public Welfare19 $24.52 

Highways $ 41.18 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

36 April93 

33 May 93 

54 June 93 

21 July 93 

34 August 93 

22 September 93 

6 

30 

22 

28 

47 

26 

TOTAL= 359 

mean median 

$901 $490 

$927 $500 

$622 $249 

33.1 

33.0 

34.0 

32.0 

32.0 

33.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

356 (100.0%) 

15 (4.2%) 

13 (3.6%) 

327 (91.8%) 

(0.3%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

325 (91.3%) 

13 (86.7%) 

9 (69.2%) 

302 (92.4%) 

(100.0%). 

PUERTO 

Female 

31 (8.7%) 

2 (13.3%) 

4 (30.8%) 

25 (7.6%) 

0 (0.0%) 

301 (85.3%) 

35 (9.9%) 

10 (2.8%) 

7 (2.0%) 

358 (100.0%) 

315 (88.0%) 

43 (12.0%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn 

356 (100.0) 12 (100.0) 18 (100.0) 0 (100.0) 22 (100.0) 190 (100.0) 9 (100.0) 9 (100.0) 61 (100.0) 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

296 (83.2) 

289 (81.2) 

7 (2.0) 

46 

31 

13 

73 

127 

84.3 

60.0 

60 (16.9) 

52 (14.6) 

8 (2.2) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

39 (10.9) 

$5,000 

12 (100.0) 

12 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

12 

182.3 

110.5 

6 (33.3) 

6 (33.3) 

0 (0.0) 

:0 

0 

3 

59.0 

78.0 

0 (0.0) 12 (66.7) 

0 (0.0) 12 (66.7) 

0 ~~) 0 (QO) 

2 (16.7) (5.6) 

$2,752 $500 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

$--

11 (50.0) 

9 (40 .. 9) 

2 (9.1) 

7 

2 

0 

2 

0 

16.1 

10.0 

11 (50.0) 

11 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

9 (37.5) 

$10,000 

186 (97.9) 

185 (97.4) 

(0.5) 

4 

11 

9 

58 

103 

103.0 

68.0 

4 (2.1) 

3 (1.6) 

(0.5) 

11 (5.8) 

$17,500 

3 (33.3) 

3 (33.3) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

10.0 

12.0 

6 (66.7) 

4 (44.4) 

2 (22.2) 

1 (11.1) 

$6,800 

9 (100.0) 

9 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

3 

2 

62.7 

60.0 

45 (73.8) 

44 (72.1) 

1 (1.6) 

23 

10 

5 

3 

20.3 

12.0 

0 (0.0) 16 (26.2) 

0 (0.0) 15 (24.6) 

0 (0.0) 1 (1.6) 

(11.1) 

$800 

4 (6.6) 

$400 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Ap~ 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, M 



RHODE ISLAND 
1st Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

(1) Providence 

(2) Newport 

Number. of ·court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officerss 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution 10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

4 

13 

35 

10 

748 

91 

1,005,026 

952.6 

19.4 

15.0 

16.9 

15.2 

18.3 

15.1 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burflary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
In~cators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

36 4 

311 31 

950 95 

2,668 265 

10,529 1,048 

24,052 2,393 

7,463 743 

46,009 4,578 

Income per Capita 12 $ 14,981 

Percent Unemployed13 8.9 

Percent Manufacturing 27.0 

Percent Retail 20.6 

Percent Finance1s 6.9 

Percent Service 29.7 

Percent Other16 15.8 

Percent Farm Acreage17 8.7 

Police Protection - $ 82.77 

Education $ 603.17 

Health and Hospitals $ 1.51 

Public Welfare 19 $24.52 

Highways $ 41.18 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SJENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

9 April93 

11 May 93 

14 June 93 

7 July 93 

13 August 93 

7 September 93 

9 

21 

8 

7 

16 

9 

TOTAL= 131 

mean median 

$848 . $557 . 

$853 $560 

$799 

36.0 

35.7 

39.5 

$554 

33.0 

33.0 

36.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

131 (100.0%) 

51 (38.9%) 

28 (21.4%) 

52 (39.7%). 

0 . (0.0%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

120 (91.6%) 

45 (88.2%) 

27 (96.4%) 

48 (92.3%) 

0 (--%) 

RHODE ISl 

Female 

11 (8.4%) 

6 (11.8%) 

(3.6%) 

4 (7.7%) 

0 (--%) 

117 (89.3%) 

. 5 (3.8%) 

4 (3.1 %) 

5 (3.8%) 

131 (100.0%) 

104 (79.4%) 

27 (20.6%) 

TOTAL Robbery · Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

130 (100.0) 

126 (96.9) 

121 (93.1) 

5. (3.9) 

19 

28 

14 

31 

33 

55.9 

37.0 

4 (3.1) 

3 (2.3) 

(0.8) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

50 (38.8) 

$12,784 

0 (100.0) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

$--

4 (100.0)· 2 (100.0) 15 (100.0) 74 (100.0) 

3 (75.0) 

3 (75.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 

2 

0 

0 

0 

18.0 

18.0 

(25.0) 

(25.0) 

0 (0.0) 

4 (100.0) 

$25,000 

1 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (50.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1.0 

1.0 

(50.0) 

(50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 (100.0) 

$3,886 

13 (86.7) 74 (100.0) 

11 (73.3) 

2 (13.3) 

5 

6 

2 

0 

0 

17.0 

14.0 

2 (13.3) 

(6.7) 

(6.7) 

14 (93.3) 

$28,326 

74 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

5 

12 

10 

25 

21 

53.6 

46.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

. 0 (0.0) 

13 (17.8) 

$8,986 

1 (100.0) 11 (100.0) 

1 (100.0) 11 (100.0) 

1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

24.0 

24.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (100.0) 

$110,950 

10 (90.9) 

1 (9.1) 

3 

0 

4 

3 

47.7 

37.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 (18.2) 

$5,832 

3 (100.0) 2' 

3 (100.0) 21 

3 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

3 

0 

0 

0 

20.3 

21.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 1• 

$--

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Apper 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MO: 



SOUTH CAROLINA 
4th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Greenville ( 4) Charleston 

(2) Columbia (5) Aiken 

(3) Florence (6) Anderson 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminaf 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

11 

34 

9 

46 

3,631 

565 

3,559,978 

117.9 

22.1 

15.8 

16.7 

15.5 

18.6 

11.4 

A complete description· of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

374 11 

2,120 60 

6,222 175 

25,912 728 

49,861 1,401 

115,728 3,251 

12,587 354 

. 212,804 5,978 

Income per Capita 12 $ 11,897 

Percent Unemployed13 6.3 

Percent Manufacturing 31.4 

Percent Retail 21.3 

Percent Finance15 5.4 

Percent Service 22.4 

Percent Other16 19.5 

Percent Farm Acreage17 24.6 

Police Protection $ 47.95 

Education $ 565.06. 

Health and Hospitals $ 130.89 

Public Welfare19 $4.39 

Highways $24.09 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

58 April 93 

70 May 93 

72 June 93 

38 July 93 

59 August 93 

122 September 93 

112 

84 

70 

79 

74 

58 

TOTAL= 896 

mean median 

$934 

$971 

$788 

34.7 

34.8 

34.0 

$602 

$540 

$697 

33.0 

33.0 

33.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

896 (100.0%) 

471 (52.6%) 

399 (44.5%) 

20 (2.2%) 

6 (0.7%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

725 (80.9%) 

388 (82.4%) 

314 (78.7%) 

20 (100.0%) 

3 (50.0%) 

SOUTH CAROLIN. 

Female 

171 (19.1 %) 

83 (17.6%) 

85 (21.3%) 

0 (0.0%) 

3 (50.0%) 

689 (79.6%) 

152 (17.6%) 

23 (2.7%) 

2 (0.2%) 

895 (100.0%) 

821 (91.7%) 

74 (8.3%) 

TOTAL Robbery · Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Other 
891 (100.0) 30 (100.0) 68 (100.0) 19 (100.0) 126 (100.0) 354 (100.0) 38 (100.0) 92 (100.0) . 7 (100.0) 157 (100.~ 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

576 (64.7) 

526 (59.0) 

50-(5.6) 

155 

96 

53 

119 

151 

56 .. 8 

33.0 

315 (35.4) 

195 (21.9) 

120 (13.5) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

228 (25.6) 

$2,000 

30 (100.0) 

30 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

2 

0 

15 

13 

77.5 

58.5 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

27 (39.7) 

22 (32.4) 

5 (7.3) 

16 

4 

2 

2 

2 

18.5 

10.0 

41 (60.3) 

34 (50.0) 

7 (10.3) 

8 (26.7) 36 (51.4) 

$4,430 $919 

10 (52.6) 

8 (42.1) 

2 (10.5) 

8 

2 

0 

0 

0 

5.9 

3.5 

9 (47.4) 

6 (31.6) 

3' (15.8) 

52 (41.3) 285 (80.5) 

37 (29.4) 269 (76.0) 

15 (11.9) 16 (4.5) 

33 

14 

4 

0 

12.1 

10.5 

74 (58.7) 

49 (38.9) 

25 (19.8) 

39 

39 

32 

65 

109 

77.7 

54.0 

69 (19.5) 

26 (7.3) 

43 (12.2) 

7 (36.8) 76 (60.3) 11 (3.1) 

$4,320 $3,000 $1,000 

16 (42.1) 76 (82.6) 

14 (36.8) 73 (79.3) 

2 (5.3) 3 (3.3) 

11 

5 

0 

0 

0 

12.8 

12.0 

22 (57.9) 

16 (42.1) 

6 (15.8) 

12 

15 

7 

25 

17 

59.1 

60.0 

16 (17.4) 

10 (10.9) 

6 (6.5) 

17 (44.7) 12 (13.2) 

$466 $500 

7 (100.0) 73 (46.5 

7 (100.0) 66 (42.0 

0 (0.0) 7 (4.5 

7 

0 

0 

0 

0 

5.6 

5.0 

2~ 

11 

1( 

31.~ 

18.( 

0 (0.0) 84 (53.5; 

0 (0.0) 54 (34.4; 

0 (0.0) 30 (19.1; 

2 (28.6) 59 (38.1) 

$4,651 $2,246 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix A. 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY93 



SOUTH DAKOTA 
8th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Sioux Falls (4) Aberdeen 

(2) Rapid City 

(3) Pierre 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attorneys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers~ 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Th~ft 

Motor.Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 

5 
Indicators 

12 

35 Distribution of 

18 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

462 

218 

703,431 Agriculture 

9.3 

Per Capita Local 

24.1 
Expenditures18 

14.1 

15.1 

14.4 

17.5 

14.7 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

3 0 

349 50 

117 17 

863 123 

3,508 499 

14,350 2,040 

690 98 

19,880 2,826 

Income. per Capita12 
. $ 10,661 

Percent Unemployed13 3.0 

Percent Manufacturing 15.4 

Percent Retail 25.4 

Percent Finance1s 7.3 

Percent Service 31.2 

Percent Other16 20.8 

Perc~nt Farm Acreage17 90.8 

Police Protection $47.02 

Education $566.82 

Health and Hospitals $ 30.58 

Public Welfare19 $ 16.50 

: Highways $ 137.46 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 15 April 93 8 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

17 May 93 

19 June 93 

22 July 93 

lO August 93 

11 September 93 

18 

13 

10 

21 

17 

TOTAL= 181 

mean median 

$1,103 

$1,223 

$567 

35.9 

36.3 

34.2 

$0 

$0 

$330 . 

34.0 

34.0 

34.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

174 (100.0%) 

70 (40.2%) 

3 (1.7%) 

9 (5.2%) 

92 (52.9%) 

Departure Status4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male. 

142 (81.6%) 

58 (82.9%) 

3 (100.0%) 

8 (88.9%) 

73 (79.3%) 

SOUTHDAK< 

Female 

32 (18.4%). 

12 (17.1 %) 

0 . (0.0%) 

(11.1%) 

19 (20.7%) 

156 (87.6%) 

8 (4.5%) 

a. (4.5%) 

6 (3.4%) 

180 (100.0%) 

154 (85.6%) 

26 (14.4%) 

Robbery LarCeny. Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn 

Total Receiving PriSon 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence , 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

179 (100.0) 

145 (81.0) 

133 (74.3) 

. 12 (6.7) 

52 

28 

16 

17 

32 

49.1 

21.0' 

34 (19.0) 

27 (15.1) 

7 (3.9) 

CASES INVOLVING FINF.S AND RESm'UTION ' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

44 (24.4) 

$2,540 

2 (100.0) 14 (100.0) 7 (100.0) 20 (100.0) 35 (100.0) 

2 (100.0) 

2 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

. o 
2 

205.5 

205.5 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

5 (35.7) 

. 3 (21.4) 

2 (14.3) 

5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

7.0 

7.0 

9 (64.3) 

8 (57.1) 

1 (7.1) 

2 (100.0) lO (71.4) 

$15,638 $2,030 

4 (57.1) 

3 (42.9) 

(14.3) 

3 

0 

o . 
0 

7.8 

6.0 

3 (42.9) 

2 (28.6) 

1 (14.3) 

14 (70.0) 

13 (65.0) 

(5.0) 

8 

4 

2 

0 

0 

ll.8 

9.0 

6 (30.0). 

3 (15.0) 

3 (15.0) 

5 (71.4) 17 (81.0) 

$2,553 $11,498 

31 (88.6) 

29 (82.9) 

2 (5.7) 

9 

5 

8 

8 

46.0 

37.0 

4 (11.4) 

3 (8.6) 

(2.9) 

2 (5. 7) 

$1,225 

(] 

6 (100.0) 17 (100.0) 10 (100.0) . 68 (1 

4 (66.7) 

4 (66 .. 7) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

0 

0 

0 

9.2· 

6.0 

13 (76.5) 

lO (58.8) 

3 (17.6) 

3 

4 

4 

38.0 

24.0 

2 (33.3) 4 (23.5) 

2 (33.3) 3 (17.6) 

0 (0.0) 1 (5.9) 

5 (83.3) 

$700 

(5.9) 

$356 

lO (100.0) 62 ( 

10 (100.0) 59 ( 

0 (0.0) 3 

10 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1.2 

0.3 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

$--

6 I 

6 I 

0 I 

2 I 

$17 

Footnotes and .a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendb 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONF 



_TENNESSEE, Eastern 
6th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

( 1) Chattanooga 

(2) Knoxville 

(3) Greeneville 

Number of Court 
. professionals 

Cases Filed 

Population 

Age Distribution10 

Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 
-

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers~ 

Civil6 

Criminal7 

Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

4 

18 

6 

30 

2,034 

422 

2,026,639 

126.2 

19.4 

14.6 

15.5 

15.6 

21.2 

13.7 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

\ 
Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Numbe·r of Per 100,000 
·Crimes Population 

109 5 

515 25 

1,897 94 

6,869 339 

17,069 842 

36,650 1,808 

6,473 319 

69,582 3,433 

Income per Capita 12 $ 11;765 .-' ' 

~ercent Unemployed13 6.7 

Percent Manufacturing 32.3 

Percent Retail •21.0 

Percent Finance" 4.7 

Percent Service 25.1 

Percent Other16 .16.9 

. Percent Farm Acreage17 36.6 

Police Protection $47.74 

Education $428.86 

Health and Hospitals $ 140.73 

Public Welfare19 $ 19.99 

Highways $ 71.28 

~ ·~ : 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES TENNESSEE, Easte1 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 Gender, Race, and Ethniclty 2 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

. January 93 

Feb~93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

.Male 

Female 

43 April93 

25 May 93 

29 June 93 

31 July 93 

·. 17 August 93 · 

41·. September 93. 

28' 

38 

36 

'22 

43 

39 

TOTAL= 392 

mean median 

$1,010 

$989 

$1,130 

36.8. 

36.8 

36.9 

$702 

$650 

$900 

36.0 

36.0 

35.0 

TOTAL Male 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

392 (100.0%) 

282 (71.9%) 

96 (24.5%) ' 

11 (2.8%) 

3 (0.8%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

341 (87;0%) 

249 (88.3%) 

80 (83.3%) 

11 ,(100.0%) 

(33.3%) 

Female 

51 (13.0%) 

33 (11.7%) 

16 (16.7%) 

0 (0.0%) 

2 (66.7%) 

282 '(75.0%) 

81 (21.5%) 

12 (3.2%) 

(0.3%) 

389 (100.0%) 

353 (90.7%) 

36 (9.3%) 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

· Total Receiving Prison· 

.Prison · 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

TOTAL 

386 (100.0) 

312. (80.8) 

296 (76.7) 

'16 (4.2) 

83 

51 

27 

49 

102 

58.6 

33.0 

74 (19.2) 

52 (13.5) 

22 (5.7) 

Robbery Larceny' Embezlmnt Fraud Drug 'J'rat:ck Counterftng Firearms 

30 (100.0) 19 (100.0) 14 (100.0) 39 (100.0) 143 (100.0) 9 (100.0) 63 (100.0) 

30 (100.0) 

30 (100.0) 

0 (0;0) 

0 

3 

4 

22 

115.2 

. 84.5 

9 (47.4) 

9 (47.4) 

0 (0.0) 

4 

2 

2 

0 

19.9 

20.0 

0 (0.0) 10 (52.6) 

0 (0.0) 9 (47.4) 

0 (0.0) ' 1 (5.3) 

6 (42.9) 

2 (14.3) 

4 (28.6) 

5 

0 

0 

0 

9.0. 

8.5 

28 (71.8) 

25 (64.1) 

3 (7.7) 

16 

8 

2 

2 

0 

15.4 

12.0 

8 (57.1) 11 (28.2) 

3 (21.4) 5 (12.8) 

5 (35.7) 6 (15.4) 

135 (94.4) 

130 (90.9)' 

5 (3.5) 

31 

18 

8 

25 

53 

62.1 

60.0 

8 (5.6) 

(0.7)· 

7 (4.9) 

5 (55.6) 

5 (55.6) 

0 (0.0) 

4 

0 

0 

0 

10.2 

8.0 

4 (44.4) 

3 (33.3) 

(11.1) 

60 (95.2) 

59 (93.7) 

(1.6) 

6 

10 

8 

13 

23 

79.8 

60.0 

3 (4.8) 

2 (3.2) 

0:6) 

lmmlgratn Oth• 

0 (100.0) ' 69 (100. 
. '}': 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

39 (56. 

36 (52. 

3 (4. 

24 

15 

0 (--) 30 (43. 

0 (--) 29 (42. 

0 (--) 1 (1. 

CASES INVOLVING FINFS AND RESTITUfiON 9 

· Total Reeeiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median ,Dollar Amount 

139 (36.0) 21 (70.0) 16 (84.2) 11 (78.6) ' 30 (76.9) 15 (10.5) 

$2,000 

7 (77.8) 8 (12.7) 0 (--) 31 (44. 

$4,100 $5,331 $4,309 $6,950 $10,267 $1,100 $2,000 $-- $2,41 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix l 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY~ 



TENNESSEE, Middle 
6th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

( 1) Nashville (4) Columbia 

(2) Cookeville 

(3) Clarksville 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9
. 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age -15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

5 

14 

7 

25 

1,463 

231 

1,546,672 

110.5 

21.0 

14.9 

17.4 

15.9 

19.0 

11.7 

. A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported Number of Per 100,000 

To Police11 Crimes Population 

Murder 124 8 

Forcible Rape 773 50 

Rot:>bery 3,027 196 

Aggravated Assault 8,537· 552 

Burglary 16,211 1,048 

Larceny /Theft 42,119 2,723 

Motor Vehicle Theft 6,395 413 

Crime Index Total 77,186 4,990 

Economic Income per Capita 12 $13,082 

Indicators Percent Unemployed13 6.0 

Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 25.5 

Non-Farm Percent Retail 20.2 
Employmen~14 

Percent Finance15 7.5 

Percent Service 27.5 

Percent Other16 19.2 

Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage17 47.6 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $ 58.01 

Expenditures18 
Education $426.19 

Health and H;ospitals $ 129.33 

Public Welfare19 $7.40 

Highways $78.38 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE.SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

14 April93 

17 May 93 

11 ·June 93 

21 July 93 

22 August 93 

22 · September 93 

24 

14 

16 

21 

16 

10 

TOTAL= 208 

mean median 

$1,797 $800 

$1,869 . $800 

$1,122 $749 

35.2 

'35.3 

34.7 

34.0 

34.0 

32.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 1 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

2o8 (100.0%) 

141 (67.8%) 

56 (26.9%) 

7 (3.4%) 

4 (1.9%) 

Departure Status 4 

SentenCed within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

184 (88.5%) 

122 (86.5%) 

52 (92.9%)' 

6 ,(85.7%) 

4 (100.0%) 

TENNESSEE, ~ 

Female 

24 (11.5%) 

19 (13.5%) 

4' (7.1%) 

(14.3%) 

0 (0.0%) 

138 (78.0%) 

26 (14.7%) 

11 (6.2%) 

2 (1.1 %) 

205 (100.0%) 

169 (82.4%) 

36 (17.6%) 

TOTAL Robbery :Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Count~ng Firearms Immigratn 

CASFS INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

205 (100.0) 16 (100.0) 13 (100.0) 6 (100.0) 38 (100.0) 49 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 7 (100.0) : 7 (100.0) 

175 (85.4) 

160 (78.0) 

15 (7.3) 

63 ' 

31 

17 

21 

42 

44.3 

21.0 

30 (14.6) 

20 (9.8) 

10 (4.9) 

16 ooo:o> 
16 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

2 

6 

8 

82.1 

70.5 

6' (46.1) 

6 (46.1) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

0 

2 

0 

24.2 . 

. 22.5 

0 (0.0) . 7 (53.9) 

0 (0.0) 6 (46.1) 

0 (0.0) 1 (7.7) 

5 (83.3) 

3 (50.0) 

2 (33.3) 

3 

2 

0 

0 

0 

11.6 

10.0 

1 (16.7) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (16.7) 

32 (84.2) 

27 (71.0) 

5 (13.2) 

12 

14 

3 

3 

0 

19.2 

15.0 

6 (15.8) 

1 (2.6) 

5 (13.2) 

47 (95.9) 

46 (93.9) 

(2.0) 

2 

5 

4 

8 

28 

89.6 

75.0 

2 (4.1) 

(2.0) 

(2.0) 

3 (100.0) 

. 3 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

7.3 

4.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

7 (100.0) 

6 (85.7) 

(14.3) 

2 

2 

0 

0· 

3 

72.1 

18.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

6 (85.7) 

5 (71.4) 

(14.3) 

4 

0 

0 

0 

9.4 

7.0 

1 (14.3) 

1 (14.3) 

0 (0.0) 

CASFS INVOLVING FINES AND RFSTITUTION ' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

121 (58.5) 10 (62.5) 

$2,000 $2,815 

9 (69.2) 

$7,008 

5 (83.3) 32 (84.2) 

$15,444 $22,400 

10 (20.4) 

$1,750 

2 (66. 7) 3 (37 .5)' 

$519 $1,500 

3 (42.9) 

$500 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Ap~ 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, M 



TENNESSEE, Western 
6th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Memphis 

(2) Jackson 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

. Professionals Assistant u.s. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers' 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15·24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

6 

21 

7 

21 

1,345 

349 

1,379,273 

124.3 

22.3 

14.9 

16.6 

15.4 

18.2 

12.5 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

' Forcible Rape 

Robbery . 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary' 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Criine Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

( 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

224 16 

804 58 

5,726 415 

5,491 398 

20,256 1,469 

33,343 2,417 

13,983 1,014 

79,827 5,788 

Income per Capita il $ i2,053 ' 
; 

Percent Unemployed 13 6.4 

Percent Manufacturing . 23.5 

Percent Retail 20.4 

Percerit Finance1
' . 5.6 

Percent Service· 26.8 

Percent Other16 23.7 

Percent Farm Acreagen 52.1 

Police Protection $69.68 

Education '$ 460.~1 

Health and Hospitals '$ 173.34 

Public Welfare19 ' $6.27 

Highways $63.50 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

. March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

64 April93 

24 May 93 

55 June 93 

20 July 93 

30 August 93 

41 September 93 

28 

48 

27 

56 

26 

27 

TOTAL= 446 

mean . median 

$790 

$826 

$615 

32.9 

32.8 

33.2 

$220 

$0 

$413 

31.5 

31.0 

33.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENS~ 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 1 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

446 (100.0%) 

162 (36.3%) 

266 (59.6%) 

16 (3.6%) 

2 (0.5%) 

Departure Status4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

361 (80.9%) 

130 (80.2%) 

215 (80.8%) 

14 (87.5%) 

2 (100.0%) 

TENNES~EE, ~ 

Female 

85 (19.1 %) 

32 (19.8%) 

51 .. (19.2%) 

2 (12.5%) 

. 0 (0.0%) 

326 (74.9%) 

82 (18.9%) 

25 (5.7%) 

2 (0.5%) 

441 {100.0%) 

375 (85.0%) 

66 {15.0%) 

TOTAL Robbery: :Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms lmmlgratn 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison · 

Prison 

Prison/Community Spli~ 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

. Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confmement 

440 (100.0) 11 (100.0) 40 (100.0) 9 (100.0) 70 {100.0) 190 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 54 (100 .. 0) . 1 (100.0) 

' 327 {74.3) .. 11 {100.0) 16 (40.0) 

'.· 310 (70.5) 11 (100.0) . 16 (40.0) 

17 (3~) 0 ~~) 0 ~.~. 

59 

59 

23 

54 

132 

74.8 

51.0 

113 (25.7) 

65 (14.8) 

48 (10.9) 

0 

0 

2 

8 

140.2 

104.0 

0 {0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

9 

5 

0 

14.1 

12.0 

24 (60.0) 

IS (37.5) 

9 (22.5) 

6 (66.7) 

3 {33.3) 

3 (33.3) 

6 

0 

0 

0 

0 

5.2 

4.5 

3 (33.3) 

(11.1) 

2 {22.2) 

42 (60.0) 

33 {47:1) 

9 (12.9) 

21 

14 

4 

2 

16.1 

12.5 

28 (40.0) 

16 (22.9) 

12 (17.1) 

170 (89.5) 

167 (87.9) 

3 (1.6) 

12 

25 

11 

30 

92 

91.2 

70.0 

20 (10.5) 

10 (5.3) 

10 (5.3) 

2 (40.0) 

2 (40.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

. 10.0 

10.0 

3 (60.0) 

(20.0) 

2 (40.0) 

52 (96.3) 

51 {94.4) 

(1.9) 

3· 

7 

2 

14 

26 

91.7 

61.5 

2 (3.7) 

2 (3.7) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (100.0) 

1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

16.0 

16.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITIJTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

164 (37.0) 

$1,963 

6 (54.5) 32 (80.0) 6 (66.7) 62 (86.1) 21' (11.1) 

$1,106 $612 $1,000 $6,996 $2,000 

3 (60.0) 

$1,097 

5 (9.3) 

$2,000 

0 (0.0) 

$--

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in A] 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, l 



TEXAS, Northern 
5th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Dallas (5) Abilene 

(2) Fort Worth ( 6) San Angelo 

(3) Lubbock (7) Wichita Falls 

(4) Amarillo (8) Arlington 

(9) Garland 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

14 

61 

14 

71 

4,690 

828 

5,089,740 

53.1 

23.5 

14.7 

18.7 

15.4 

17.3 

10.4 

A· complete description of the footnotes is provided· in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported Number of Per 100,000 

To Police11 Crimes Population 

Murder 759 15 

· Forcible Rape 3;343 66 

. Robbery 17,294 340 

Aggravated Assault . 30,233 594 

Burglary 84,129 1,653 

Larceny /Theft 227,802 4,476 

Motor Vehicle Theft 46,766 919 

Crime Index Total 410,326 8,062 

Economic Income per Capita 12 $ 14,098 

Indicators Percent Unemployed13 7.0 

Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 20.3 

Non-Farm Percent Retail 20.7 
Employment14 

Percent Finance15 8.9 

Percent Service 28.6 

Percent Other16 21.6 

Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage 17 86.3 

Per Capita Local Police Protection· $ 81.13 

Expenditures18 
Education $669.84 

Health and Hospitals $ 112.74 

Public Welfare19 $3.90 

Highways $89.29 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing m~~) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December·92 

January 93 

February 93 

March ~3 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

72 April93 

58 May 93 

80 June 93 

90 July 93 

49 August 93 

78 September 93 

86 

109 

95 

66 

91 

73 

TOTAL= 947 

mean median 

$1,271 

$1,298 

$1,144 

35.2 

35.0 

36.0 

$755 

$644 

$900 

34.0 

33.0 

34.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving. Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confmement 

TOTAL 

939 (100.0) 

7.77 (82.8) 

761 (81.0) 

16 (1.7) 

. 145 

149 

98 

137 

248 

76.8 

36.0 

162 (17.2) 

106 (11.3) 

56 (6.0) 

Robbery 

49 (100.0) 

49 (1~.0) 

49 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0· 

0 

3 

8 

38 

198.2 

111.0 

Larceny 

73 (100.0) 

45 (61.6) 

43 (58.9) 

2 (2.7) 

22 

15 

4 

3 

18.9 

13.0 

0 (0.0) 28 (38.4) 

0 (0.0) 18 (24.7) 

0 (0.0) 10 (13. 7) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITIJTION 9 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity z 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

946 (100.0%) 

424 (44.8%) 

290 (30.7%) 

212 (22.4%) 

20 (2.1 %) 

Departure Status 4 

·Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other. Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male· 

785 (83.0%) 

341 (80.4%) 

247 (85.2%) 

178 (84.0%) 

19 (95.0%) 

Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng 

12 (100.0) 178 (100.0) 

. 9 (75.0) 

7 (58.3) 

2 (16.7) 

5 

3 

0 

0 

12.1 

8.0 

138 (77.5) 

131 (73.6) 

7 (3.9) 

43 

52 

.23 

17 

3 

22.7 

18.0 

3 (25.0) 40 (22.5) 

2 (16.7) 19 (10.7) 

1 (8.3) 21 (11.8) 

256 (100.0) 9 .(100.0) 

250 (97.7) 

248 (96.9) 

2 (0.8) 

8 

25 

26 

46 

145 

117.0. 

78.0 

6 (2.3) 

3 (1.2) 

3 (1.2) 

6 (66.7) 

6 (66.7) 

0 (0.0) 

4 

0 

0 

14.5 

7.0 

3 (33.3) 

2 (22.2) 

(11.1) 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

334 (35.4) 16 (32.6) 42 (56.8) 11 (84.6) 116 (64.8) 36 (14.0) 6 (66.7) 

" Median Dollar Amount $3,456 $1,528 $2,000 $27,770 $7,809 $3,000 $1,675 

TEXAS, Nort: 

Female 

161 (17.0%) 

83 (19.6%) 

43 (14.8%) 

34 (16.0%) 

(5.0%) 

709 (75.7%) 

173 (18.5%) 

34 (3.6%) 

21 (2.2%) 

943 (100.0%) 

833 (88.3%) 

110 (1L7%) 

Firearms Immigratn 

86 (100.0)· 

84 (97.7) 

84 (97.7) 

0 (0.0) 

6 

8 

12 

23 

35 

101.2 

60.0 

50 (100.0) 226 ( 

40 (80.0) 156 

40 (80.0) 153 

0 (0.0) 3 

22 

7 

4 

5 

2, 

20.7 

11.0 

2 (2.3) 10 (20.0) 70 

0 (0.0) 8 (16.0) 54 

2 (2.3) 2 (4.0) 16 

7 (8.1) 12 (24.0) 88 

$2,500 $484 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Append 
SOURCE:· U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MON 



. TEXAS; Southern 
5th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Document~tion1 

(1) Houston (4) Laredo 

(2) McAllen . (5) Corpus Christi 

(3) Brownsville (6) Galveston 

Nuniber of Court District-Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population :rotal8 

Per Squa~ Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15~24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

17 

99 

32 

126 

6,353 

1,300 

5,711,136 

134.5 

25.4 

15.5 

18.1 

16.1 

16.5 

8.5 

A ~()~plete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

· Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

~ . . ·-

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

809' 14 

2,764 48 

16,285 285 

29,205 511 
1 

86,725 1,519 

196,463 3,440 

58,201 1,019 

390,452 6,837 

lqcome per Capita12 $ 12,922 

Percent Unemployed13 8.3 

Percent Manufacturirig 14.3 

Percent Retail 21.6 

Percent Finance1s 7.6 

Percent Service 29.3 

Percent Other16 27.2 

Percent Farm Acreage17 78.0 

Police Protection $ 84.20 

Education $726.33 

Health and Hospitals $ 107.75 

Public Welfare19 $ 5.58 

Highways $ 107.~6 



I 
I 
I 

.. \: ·~ 

FISCAL YE.U 1993 GUID~LINE SENTENCES TEXAS, Southe 

Cases Jteceived by USSC (by seatendng month) 1 Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92. 

January 93 

February. 93 

March 93 

Mo.nthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female. 

129 · April 93 139 

lOS May 93. 113 

, 89 1une 93 123 

87 :July 93 120 

113. August· 93 112 

96 · September ~~. .137 . 

'tOTAL : 1,363 

mean . median 

$886. . $500 

. $877 $481 

$958. $673 . 

34.0. 32.0 

34.0 . 32.0 

'34.6 ... '34.0 

TOTAL Male 

TOTAL 1,360 (100.0%) . 1,218 (89.6%) 

White 197 . (14.5%) 162 (82.2%) 

Black 131 (9.6%) 104 (79.4%) 

Hispanic 1,026 (75.4%) 947 (92.3%) 

Other 6 (0.4%) 5 (83.3%) 

. Departure Status 4 

Senienced within Guideline Range · 

Substantial Assistance Departure · · 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Female 

142 (10.4%) 

35 (17.8%) 

. 27 (20.6%) 

79 (7.7%). 

(16.7%) 

1,072 (78.9%) 

232 (17.1 %) 

43 (3.2%) 

11 (0.8%) 

1,355 (100.0%) •. 

1,154 (85.2%) 

201 (14.8%) .. 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split· 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

· 25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence. 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total. Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

.TOTAL 

1,359 000.0) 

1,169 (86.0) 

1,146 (84.3)' 

23.' (1.7) 

259 

171 . 

137 

.· 251 

3~1 

60.5 

. 37.0 

190 (14.0) 

109 (8.0). 

.81 . (6.0) 

Robbe? Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng F1rearms lmmlgratn Otl 

4 (100.0) 17 (1!)0.0) 6 (100.0) 112 (100.0) 750 (100.0) 

4 (100.0) . 10 (58,8) 

. 4 (100.0) 10 (58.8) 

. 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

2 

·., 2·. 

66.8 

~1:5 

0 (0.0) 

0. (0.0) 

0 (0.0) . 

3 

4 

1. 

2 

0 

22.3 

15.5 

7 (41.2) 

4 (23.5) 

3 (17.6) 

2 (33.3) 

0. (0.0) 

2 (33.3) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

8.0 

8.0 

4 (66.7) 

(16.7) 

3 (50.0) 

61 (54.5) 

58 (51.8) 

3 (2.7) 

24 

20 

7 

8 

2 

21.1 

18.0 

51 (45.5) 

25 (22.3) 

26 (23.2) 

727 (96.9) 

726 (96.8) 

I (0.1) 

24 

86 

102 

210 

305 

78.7 

60.0 

23 (3.1) 

19 (2.5) 

4 (0.5) 

0 (100.0) 88 (100.0) . 201 (100.0) 181 (1() 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 

0 

0' 

0 

0 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 <~-> 

78 (88.6) 

76 (86.4) 

2 (2.3) 

21 

10 

13 

. 9 

25. 

66.7 

33.5 

10 (11.4) 

5 (5.7) 

5 (5.7) 

151 (75.1) 136 (7.' 

146 (72.6) 126 (61 

5 (2.5) 10 (.' 

121 

22 

3 

3 

2 

9.7 

6.0 

50 (24.9) 45 (2· 

31 (15.4) 24 (1' 

19 (9.4) 21 (1 

CASES INVOLVING FINFS AND RESTITUTION ' 

Totai Receiving Fines 
and RestitUtion · 

Median Dollar Amount · 

. 428 .(31.5) ·4 (100~~) 14 (77.8) 6 (100.0) 71 (64.0) 236 ·(3L5) 0 (--) 16 (18.2) 12 (6.0) 69 (3: 

$1,000 '$83 $11,81~ $14,884 $10,000 $750 $-- $1,000 $500 $2, 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix 
. SOURC~: U.S. Sentencin~Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONF~ 



TEXAS, ·Eastern 
5th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Docum~ntation1 

( 1) Beaumont (4) Plano 

(2) Tyler (5) Texarkana 

(3) Shennan 

Number· of Court District Court Judges2 

,.;, 
Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers' 

Cases Filed -Civil6 

Criminal7 

. Population Total8 

Per-Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 3544 

.P~rcent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

8 

·29 

3 

27 

2,362 

416 

2,333,260 

-71.1 

22.9 

14.0 

·16;3 

15.3 

i8.6 

12.9 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided iii Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported., 
To Police11 

' 

Mufder 

Forcible Rape · 

Robbery 

Ag-gravated Assault 

Burglary. 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic-
Indicators 

Distribution of · 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

AgricultUre 

Per Capita Local 
Expendi~ures11 

·Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

198 8 

1~079 46 

2,838 122 

9,871 423 

29,851 1,279 

68,012 2,915 

8,505 365 

120,354 5,158 

Income per Capita 12 $ 12,780 

_ .Percent Unemployed13 
• 7.5 

Percent Manufacturing 24.4 

Percent Retail 24.3 

Percent Fioance15 4.9 

Percent Service 26.8 

Percent Other16 19.6 

Percent ~ann Acreage17 
. 4~~2 

Police Protection $55.04 

Education $724.20 

Health and Hospitals $70.31 

Public Welfare19 $2.91 

. Highways $84.80 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES . TEXAS, E 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentendng month) 1 Gender, Race, and Ethniciey 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

·TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

28 April.93 

25 May 93 

58 June 93 

22 July 93 

23 . August 93 

45 September 93 

48 

23 

so 
38 

. 41 

29 

TOTAL= 430 

mean median 

$1,243 

$1,237 

$1,273 

$388 

$300 

$474. 

34.7. 32.0 

34.6 32.5 

35.2 32.0 

TOTAL. 

White . 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

429 (100.0%) 

227 (52;9%) 

168 (39.2%) 

30 (7.0%). 

4 (0.9%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male. 

366 (85.3%) 

. 195 (85.9%) 

137 (81.5%) 

30 . (100.0%) 

4 (100.0%) 

Female 

63 (14.?%) 

32 (14.1 %) 

31 (18.5%) 

. 0 (0.0%) 

0 (0.0%) 

344 (83.9%) 

21 (5.1 %) 

39 (9.5%) 

6 (1.5%) 

430 (100.0%) 

388 (90.2%) 

42 (9.8%) 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE-7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVIN~ PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck · Counterftng F1rearms lmmignttn 
428 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 48 (100.0)· 10 (100.0) 44 (100.0) 145 (100.0) 12 (100.0) 81 (100.0) 8 (100.0) 7: 

320. (74.8) 

303 (70.8) 

5 (100.0) 25 (52.1) 

5 (100~0) . 19 (39.6) 

3 (30.0) 18 (40.9) 140 (96.5) 7 (58.3) 64 (79.0) 8 (100.0) 

8 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 
. 17; (4.0) . 

61 

41 

34 

73 

111 

77.9 

. 46.0 

0 .··(0.0) 

0 

0 

1' 

3 

121.0 

111.0 

6 (12.5) 

12 

5. 

4 

4 

0 

18.8 

14.0 

1o8 (25.2) o co:o> · 23 (47.9) 

82 (19.2). . 0 (0.0) 18 (37.5) 

- 26 (6.1) 0 (0.0) 5 (10.4) 

1 (10.0) 

2 (20.0) 

3 

',0 

0 

0 

0 

8.7 

8.0 

7 (70.0) 

4 (40.0) 

3 (30.0) 

13 (29.6) 

5 (11.4) 

9 

4 

0 

5 

0 

21.4 

15.0 

26 (59.1) 

22 (50.0) 

4 (9.1) . 

139 (95.9) 

. (0.7) 

8 

14 

15 

27 

76 

109.9 

76.5 

5 (3.5) 

5 (3.5) 

0 (0.0) 

6 (50.0) 

(8.3) 

4 

0 

2 

0 

't7.9 

8.0 . 

5 (41.7) 

3 (25.0) 

2 (16.7) 

64 (79.0) 

0 (0.0) 

4 

8. 

6 

23 

23 

r~i2 

60.0 

17 (21.0) 

14 (17.3) 

3 (3.7) 

4 

2 

0 

23.4 

1~.0 

4 

0 (0.0) 2~ 

0 (0.0) It 

0 (0.0) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RES'I'fnJTION ' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

ISO (41.9) 1 (20.0) 29 (60.4) . 5 (45.5) 40 (90.9) 39 (26.9) 4 (33:3) 20 (24.7) 0 (0.0) 4~ 

$3.~ $-· $3,800 $17,910 $7,380 $7,500 $2,780 $1,000 $--

. Footnotes. and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Apper 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Con_unission, FY1993.Data File, MOl 



TEXAS, Western 
5th Circuit . 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) El Paso. (5) Del Rio 

(2) San Antonio (6) Midland-Odessa 

(3) Waco (7) Pecos 

(4) Austin 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Pr~fessionals Assistant U.S; Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers' 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

8 

64 

31 

90 

2,961 

1,406 

4,213,040 

46.4 

24.4 

16.3 

17.3 

14.9 

16.5 

10.5 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder• 

Forcible Ripe · 

Rob~~ry:., 

Aggravated Assault . ' 

Burglary· 

Larcenyf!beft 

Motor Vehicle Theft : 

Crime Index Total 

Economic. 
Indicators · 

. Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Empioyment14. 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures•• 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crinles Population 

473 11 

2,246 53 

8,J64·' 194 

16,750 398 

. 68,101 1,616 

197,187 4,680 

31,5~7 .749 

324,488 7,702. 

Income per Capita12 
. $ 11,498 

f»erc~nt Unemployed13 
· · 7.2 

Percent Manuf~~turing 15.2 

·Percent Retail -25.2 

Percent Finance 15 . 8.1 

Percent Service 32.2 

Percent Other16 . . 19.2 

Percent Farm Acreage17 80.5 

:. Police Protection $67.34 

Education· $745.43 

Health and Hospitals $ 116.61 

. Public Welfare19 $6.40 

Highways $77.35 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES TEXAS, Weste1 

Cases Received by USSC (by seiltenclng month) 1 Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

151 April 93 

118 May 93 

108 June 93 

100 July 93 

113 August 93 

148 September 9~ 

134 

123 

146 

141 

106 

95 

TOTAL = 1,483 

mean median 

$855 $456 

$829 $400 

$1,038 $700 

33.1 31.0 

33.2 . 31.0 

,32.6 31.0 

TOTAL Male. 

TOTAL 1,414 (100.0%) 1,268 . (89.7%) 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

395 (27.9%) 

158 (11.2%) 

851 (60.2%) 

10 (0,7%) 

Departure Status4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

. 341 . (86.3%) 

135 (85.4%) 

78~ (92.0%) 

9 (90.0%) 

Female 

146 (10.3%) 

54 (13.7%) 

23 (14.6%) 

68 (8.0%~ 

(10.0%) 

1,122 (81.2%) 

186 (13.5%) 

43 (3.1 %) 

30 (2.2%) 

1,482 (100.0%) 

1,316 (88.8%) 

166 (11.2%) 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

·Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prisan/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-:36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean· Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

. Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confmement 

TOTAL 

1,469 (1()().0) 

1,259 (85. 7) 

1,250 (85.1) 

9. (0.6) 

248 

273 

153 

251 

333 

59.8 

33.0 

210 (14.3) 

183 <12.5> 
27 (1.8) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

578 (39.2) 

$2,275 

Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms lmmlgratn Otbe 
6 (100.0) 84 (100.0) 11 (100.0) 73 (100.0) 759 (100.0) 

6 (100.0) 34 (40.5) 

6 (100.0} . 34 (40.5) 

0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

3 

3 

150.7 

140.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

28 

3 

2 

0 

10.8 

8.0 

50 (59.5) 

45 (53.6) 

'5 (6.0) 

9 (81.8) 

7 (63.6) 

2 (18.2) 

.6 

3 

0 

0 

0 

10.0 

1o.o· 

2 (18.2) 

(9.1) 

(9.1) 

54 (74.0) '750 (98.8) 

52 (71.2) 

2 (2.7) 

31 

12 

5 

5 

17.9 

12.0 

19 (26.0) 

16 (21.9) 

3 (4.1) 

749 (98.7) 

(0.1) 

28 

134 

103 

192 

293 

78.1 

60.0 

9 (1.2) 

7 (0.9) 

2 (0.3) 

18 (100.0) 74 (100.0) 211 (100.0) 233 (100.1 

9 (50.0) 

. 9 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

4 

4 

0 

0 

15.8 

15.0 

9 (50.0) 

9 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

69 (93.2) 

68 (91.9) 

(1.4) 

11 

15 

9 

16 

18 

74.4 

36.0 

5 (6:8) 

5 (6.8) 

0 (0.0) 

187 (88.6) 141 (60.~ 

187 . (88.6) 138 (59.:. 

0 (0.0) 3 (1.~ 

. 82 

68 

13 

17 

7 

20.9 

16.0 

5 

3 

2 

36. 

21.1 

24 (11.4) 92 (39.S 

16 (7.6) 84 (36.0 

8 (3.8) 8 (3.4 

3 (50.0) . 73 (85.9) 11 (100.0) 54 (74.0) 205 (27.0) '15 (83.3) 26 (34.7) 23 (10.9) 168 (71.2, 

$10,000 $1,000 $54,285 $34,658 $3,000 $2,500 $3,000 $2,000 $1,()()( 

Footitotes and a complete description of all. yariables in this table are provided in Appendix A 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY9~ 



UTAH 
1Oth Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

( 1) Salt Lake City 

(2) Ogden 

Number of Court 
Professionals 

Cases Filed 

Population 

Age Distribution10 

District Court Judges2 

Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers' 

Criminal' 

Per Square Mile9 

Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + · 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided fu Appendix A. 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 22 April 93 24 

November 92 21 May 93 24 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

20 June 93 

30 July 93 

18 August 93 

21 September 93 

21 

21 

17 

37 

TOTAL= 276 

mean median 

$1,269 $802 

$1,237 $800 

$1,456 $1,138 

34.1 

33.9 

34.9 

32.0 

32.0 

33.5 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

275 (100.0%) 

159 (57.8%) 

18 (6.5%) 

69 (25.1 %) 

29 (10.6%) 

Departure Status4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure. 

Mode of Conviction' · 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

236 (85.8%) 

134 (84.3%) 

16 (88.9%) 

61 (88.4%) 

25 (86.2%) 

Female 

39 (14.2%) 

25 (15.7%) 

2 (11.1%) 

8 (11.6%) 

4 (13.8%) 

212 (76.8%) 

32 (11.6%) 

30 (10.9%) 

2 (0.7%) 

274 (100.0%) 

252 (92.0%) 

22 (8.0%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny • Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms lmmigratn 01 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

272 (100.0) 

195 (71.7) 

178 (65.4) 

17 (6.2) 

50 

38 

24 

32 

51 

50.2 

30.0 

77 (28.3) 

56 (20.6) 

21 (7.7) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RES11TUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

148 (53.6) 

$2,487 

9 (100.0) 24 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 39 (100.0) 91 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 31 (100.0) 13 (100.0) 55 (lC 

9 (100.0) 

9 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

3 

5 

81.6 

65.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

5 (20.8) 

5 (20.8) 

0 (0.0) 

4 

0 

0 

0 

23.6 

12.0 

19 (79.2) 

13 (54.2) 

6 (25.0) 

6 (66.7) 18 (75.0) 

$5,113 $800 

1 (2o:o> 
1 (20.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

15.0 

15.0 

4 (80.0) 

4 (80.0) 

0 (q.O) 

28 (71.8) 

18 (46.1) 

10 (25.6) 

21 

5 

0 

12.6 

10.0 

11 (28.2) 

7 (17.9) 

4 (10.3) 

81 (89.0) 

78 (85.7) 

3 (3.3) 

9 

13 

12 

15 

32 

68.8 

48.0 

10 (11.0) 

4 (4.4) 

6 (6.6) 

5 (83.3) 29 (72.5) 37 (40.7) 

$1,838 $17,416 $2,500 

3 (60.0) 

2 (40;0) 

(20.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

15.7 

8.0 

27 (87.1) 

25 (80.7) 

2 (6.5) 

6 

7 

5 

5 

4 

39.4 

27.0 

2 (40.0) 4 (12.9) 

(20.0) 3 (9.7) 

(20.0) (3.2) 

4 (80.0) 14 (43.8) 

$5,500 $1,000 

12 (92.3) 

12 (92.3) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

2 

6 

3 

50.4 

58.5 

29 (j 

28 (j 

1 ( 

(7.7) 26 (4 

(7.7) 23 (4 

0 (0.0) 3 ( 

4 (30.8) 31 (5 

$1,250 $1 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendb 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONF 



VERMONT 
2nd Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

( 1) Burlington 

(2) Rutland 

(3) Montpelier 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attorneys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed -Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 · 

Percent Age 65 + 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

La~ny/Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 

3 
Indicators 

.12 

35 Distribution of 

9 
. Non-Farm 
Employment14 

10,033 

87 

566,460 Agriculture 

61.1 

Per Capita Local 

21.8 
Expenditures18 

15.0 

16.3 

16.9 

18.2 

1L9 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

10 2 

110 19 

37 7 

346 61 

3,855 681 

10,124 1,787 

457 81 

14,939 2,637 

Income per Capita 12 $ 13,528 

Percent Unemployed13 6.5 

Percent Manufacturing 21.8 

Percent· Retail 22.8 

Percent Finance15 6.1 

Percent Service 30.2 

Percent Other16 19.1 

.Percent Farm Acreage17 23.7 

Police Protection $ 35.05 

Education $717.31 

Health and Hospitals $3.92 

Public Welfare19 $0.77 

Highways $ 115.03 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES ... ,VERM( 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentenclng month) 1 Gender, Race, and Etbnfcity 2 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

5 Apri193 

12 May 93 

10 June 93 

4 July 93 

7 August 93 

16 September 93 

8 

16 

14 

. 5 

31 

10 

TOTAL= 138 

mean median 

$879 

$895 

$747 

36.4 

35.9 

39.9 

$788 

$800 

$762 

36.0 

36.0 

38.0 

TOTAL Male 

TOTAL 138 (100.0%) 123 (89.1 %) 

White 

Black 

HiSpanic 

Other 

119 (86.2%) 

15 (10.9%) 

3 (2.2%) 

(0.7%) 

Departure Status4 

Senten~ within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

106 (89.1 %) 

13 (86.7%) 

3 (100.0%) 

(100.0%) 

Female 

15 (10.9%) 

13 (10.9%) 

2 (13.3%) 

0 (0.0%) 

0 (0.0%) 

100 (73.5%) 

15 (11.0%). 

17 (12.5%) 

4 (2.9%) 

137 (100.0%) 

127 (92.7%) 

10 (7.3%) 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

. Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confmement 

TOTAL. 

137 (100.0) 

115 (83.9) 

102 (74.5) 

13 (9.5) 

25 

21 

16 

22 

31 

57.9 

30.0 

22 (16.1) 

13 (9.5) 

9 (6.6) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION 9 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

42 (30.4) 

$9,212 

Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt . Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms lmmlgratn 

2 (100.0) 

2 (100.0) 

2 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

155.5 

155.5 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 (100.0) 

$51,181 

6 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 16 (100.0) 65 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 22 (100.0) 

5 (83.3) 

3 (50.0) 

2 (33.3) 

2 

0 

2 

0 

30.6 

21.0 

1 (16.7) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (16.7) 

2 (66.7) 

0 (0.0) 

2 (66.7) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

~.5 

4.5 

1 (33.3) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (33.3) 

12 (75.0)_ 

12 (75.0) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

5 

2 

2 

0 

23.4 

22.0 

4 (25.0) 

3 (18.8) 

1 (6.2) 

4 (66.7) 3 (100.0) 12 (75.0) 

$38,365 $9,314 $16,000 

56 (86.2) 

50 (76.9) 

6 (9.2) 

9 

6 

10 

13 

18 

62.2 

42.0 

9 (13.8) 

4 (6.2) 

5 (7.7) 

6 (9.2) 

$7,000 

0 (0.0) 21 (95.5) 

0 (0:0) 19 (86.4) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 (9.1) 

2 

5 

2 

4 

8 

90.7 

46.0 

2 (100.0) (4.5) 

2 (100.0) . (4.5) 

. 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 

2 (100.0) 1 (4.5) 

$560 $500 

2 (100.0) 19 (: 

2 (100.0) 15 I 

2 (100.0) 14 I 

0 (0.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

6.0 

. 6.0 

0 (0.0) 4 ~ 

0 (0.0) 3 ( 

0 (0.0) 

(50.0) 11 ( 

$500 $: 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendi 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONI 



VIRGIN ISLANDS 
3rd Circuit 

.r-·"' <• 
(-~ '-'~;;;~> 

,t-",.,.,.Jo~-,.. 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

( 1) St. Croix 

(2) St. Thomas 

(3) Christiansted 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers' 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 
. 

Age Distributionio Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Pereent Age 45-64 · 

Percent Age 65 + 

A complete deScription of _the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

~·;. 

14 

5 

.11 

499 

453 

101,809 

760.9 

.'28.9 

16.4 

14.4 

14.8 

19.1 . 

6.4 

Crimes Reported Number of Per 100,000 

To Police11 Crimes Population 

Murder 23 23 

Forcible Rape 10,1 99 

Robbery 650 638 

Aggravated Assault 2,002 1,966 

Burgl~ry 3,280 3,222 

Larceny /Theft 3,718 3,652 

Motor Vehicle Theft 983 966 

Crime Index Total 10,757 10,566 

Economic Income per Capita12 $9,440 

Indicators Percent Unemployed13 

Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 

Non-Farm Percent Retail 
Employment14 

Percent Finance1
' 

Percent Service 

Percent Other16 

Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage17 20.9 

Per Capita Local Police. Protection 

Expenditures18 
Education 

Health and Hospitals 

Public Welfare19 

Highways 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by ussc (by sentencing month) I 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

20 April93 

16 May 93 

23 June 93 

11 July 93 

8 August 93 

18 September 93 

11 

8 

12 

12 

22 

3 

TOTAL= 164 

mean median 

$433 

$470 

$291 

31.8 

31.9 

31.7 

$0 

$0 

$0 

30.0 

30.0 

30.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Raci, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

164 (100.0%) 

16 (9.8%) 

84 (51.2%) 

60 (36.6%) 

4 (2.4%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

131 (79.9%) 

13 (81.3%) 

65 (77.4%) 

50 (83.3%) 

3 (75.0%) 

VIRGINISL~ 

Female 

33 (20.1 %) 

3 (18.8%) 

19 (22.6%) 

10 (16.7%) 

(25.0%) 

145 (92.4%) 

11 (7.0%) 

(0.6%) 

0 (0.0%) 

. 164 (100.0%) 

135 (82.3%) 

29 (17.7%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms lmmigratn C 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING .PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confmement 

155 (100.0) 

139 (89.7) 

139 (89.7) 

0 (0.0) 

·n 

7 

11 

10 

37 

47.1 

12.0 

16 '(10.3) 

16 (10.3) 

0 (0.0) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RFSTITUTION' 

· Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

44 (27.2) 

$1,000 

2 ooo.o> 3 (100.o) 1 (100.o) 21 (100.o) 44 ooo;o> · 1 ooo.o) 12 ooo.o> 56 (100.o> 1s (l 

2 (100.0) 

2 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

.2 

87.0 

87.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 (100.0) 

$2,362 

1 (33.3) 

'1 (33.3) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

46.0 

46.0 

2 (66.7) 

2 (66.7) 

0 (0.0) 

(33.3) 

$928 

1 (100;0) 

1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2.0 

2.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

12 (57.1) 

12 (57.1) 

0 (0.0) 

10 

0 

2 

0 

0 

8.6 

4.0 

9 (42.9) 

9 (42.9) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 10 (35.7) 

$-- $1,998 

. . 

42 (95.5) 

42 (95.5) 

0 (0.0) 

4 

3 

7 

27 

112.2 

120.0 

2 (4.5) 

2 (4.5) 

0 (0.0) 

9 (20.4) 

$2,000 

1 (100.0) 

1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

6.0 

6.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

12 (100.0) 

12 (100.0) 

0 (0.0)' 

5 

4 

62.7 

31.5 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

55 (98.2) 

55 (98.2) 

0 (0.0) 

49 

5.7 

2.0 

13 ( 

13 ( 

0 

(1.8) 2 ( 

(1.8) 2 ( 

0 (0.0) 0 

1 (100.0) 2 (16.7) 10 (17.9) 9 ( 

$100 $500 $250 $ 

Footriotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendi 
. . SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONJ 



VIRGINIA, Eastern 
4th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Docu~entation1 

(1) Alexandria (5) Petersburg 

(2) Norfolk (6) Fairfax 

(3) Richmond (7) Williamsburg 

(4) Newport News 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. ~ttomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

15 

50 

35 

66 

4,018 

2,136 

4,403,245 

268.4 

21.5 

14.7 

19.3 

17.0 

18.2 

9.5 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported Number of Per 100,000 

To Police11 Crimes Population 

Murder 448 10 

Forcible Rape 1,617 37 

Robbery 7,953 181 

Aggravated Assault 9,454 215 

Burglary 35,066 796 

Larceny /Theft 147,900 3,359 

Motor Vehicle Theft 17,144 389 

Crime Index Total 219,582 4,987 

Economic Income per Capita 12 $ 17,318 

Indicators Percent Unemployed13 5.8 

Distribution of Percent Manufacturing 13.2 

Non-Farm Percent Retail 
Employment14 

23.2 '--

Percent Finance15 7.5 

Percent Service 33.0 

Pe'rcent Other16 23.0 

Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage17 31.2 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $ 82.29 

Expenditures18 
Education $683.29 

Health and Hospitals $ 80.88 

Public Welfare19 $ 61.55 

Highways $ 64.58 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

90 April93 

83 May 93 

108 June 93 

96 July 93 

85 August 93 

80 

72 

74 

96 September. 93. 

132 

85 

93 

TOTAL= 1,094 

mean median 

$1,038 $400 

$1,021 

$1,127 

32.1 

31.7 

34.6 

$210 

$762 

30.0 

29.0 

32.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 1 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

1,076 (100.0%) 

357 (33.2%) 

619 (57.5%) 

70 (6.5%) 

30 (2.8%) 

Departure Status4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

901 (83.7%) 

300 (84.0%) 

511 (82.6%) 

66 (94.3%) 

24 (80.0%) 

VIRGINIA, East• 

Female 

175 (16.3%) 

57 (16.0%) 

108 (17.4%) 

4 (5.7%) 

6 (20.0%) 

940 (91.8%) 

43 (4.2%) 

29 (2.8%) 

12 (1.2%) 

1,091 (100.0%) 

918 (84.1 %) 

173 (15.9%) 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immigratn Ott 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

·Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median. Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

1,057 (100.0) 

820 (77.6) 

780 (73.8) 

40 (3.8) 

225 

118 

39 

102 

331 

83.8 

46.0 

237 (22.4) 

153 (14.5) 

84 (8.0) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITIJTION 9 

19 (100.0) 131 (100.0) 15 (100.0) 154 (100.0) 374 (100.0) 9 (100.0) 117 (100.0) 

19 (100.0) 

19 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

2 

4 

12 

109.6 

101.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

57 (43.5) 

56 (42.8) 

(0.8) 

42 

8 

2 

2 

18.8 

8.0 

74 (56.5) 

58 (44.3) 

16 (12.2) 

II (73.3) 

10 (66.7) 

(6.7) 

8 

0 

14.7 

10.0 

4 (26.7) 

1 (6.7) 

3 (20.0) 

99 (64.3) 362 (96.8) 

83 (53.9)' 354 (94.7) 

16 (10.4) 8 (2.1) 

67 

15 

8 

8 

13.9 

10.0 

55 (35.7) 

26 (16.9) 

29 (18.8) 

11 

20 

10 

52 

269 

146.9 

120.0 

12 (3.2) 

8 (2.1) 

4 (1.1) 

. 6 (66.7) 

6 (66.7) 

0 (0.0) 

4 

0 

0 

0 

9.2 

12.0 

3 (33.3) 

3 (33.3) 

0 (0.0) 

99 (84.6) 

91 (77.8) 

8 (6.8) 

28 

27 

9 

17 

18 

40.9 

21.0 

18 (15.4) 

4 (3.4) 

14 (12.0) 

29 (100.0) 209 (HX 

22 (75.9) 145 (6~ 

22 (75.9) 139 (6( 

0 (0.0) 6 (2 

13 

5 

0 

2 

16.1 

9.0 

7 (24.1) 

6 (20.7) 

1 (3.5) 

1: 

64 (30 

47 (22 

17 (8 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

378 (34.8) 12 (63.2) 125 (81.7) 11 (73:3) .105 (67.7) 30 (8.0) 2 (22.2) 

$4,900 

8 (6.8) 6 (20.0) 79 (37 

Median Dollar Amount $1,817 $1,150 $250 $7,000 $5,030 $3,483 $3,000 $750 $1,7 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix , 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY~ 



VIRGINIA, Western 
4th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Roanoke (5) Harrisonburg 

(2) Charlottesville (6) Lynchburg 

(3) Danville (7) Big Stone Gap 

(4) Abingdon (8) Rocky Mount 

Number of Court Pistrict Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers5
. 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

5 

14 

35 

24 

1,878 

271 

1,875,935 

80.5 

19.1 

15.4 

15.5 

15.3 

20.7 

14.1 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

· Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

116 6 

391 21 

834 44 

3;094 165 

10,151 541 

37.~6 2,005 

2,344 125 

54,536 2,907 

Income per Capita 12 $ 11,980 

Percent Unemployed13 7.6 

Percent Manufacturing 32.3 

Percent Retail 20.3 

Percent Financeu 4.7 

Percent Service 22.8 

Percent 0ther16 19.7 

Percent Farm Acreage17 36.4 

Police Protection $49.28 

Education $ 571.41 

Health and Hospitals $3.30 

Public Welfare19 $ 45.06 

Highways $30.56 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by seutenclng month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

33 April93 

15 May 93 

27 June 93 

38 July 93 

26 August 93 

19 September 93 

32 

22 

34 

19 

30 

18 

TOTAL= 313 

. mean median 

$812 

$807 

$845 

34.7 

34.9 

33.8 

$554 

$500 

$750 

33.0 

33.5 

31.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 
. ~. - ~ 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 1 

TOTAL Male 

TOTAL 312 (100.0%) 271 (86.9%) 

White 202 (64.7%) 168 (83.2%) 

Black 100 (32.0%) 93 (93.0%) 

Hispanic 

Other 

9 (2.9%) I 9 (100.0%) 

(0.3%) 

Departure Status4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Pica 

Trial 

(100.0%) 

VIRGINIA, Wt 

Female 

41 (13.1%) 

34 (16.8%) 

7 (7~0%) 

0 (0.0%) 

0 (0.0%} 

2)6 (71.5%) 

59 (19.5%) 

22 (7.3%) 

5 (1.7%) 

312 (100.0%) 

254 (81.4%) 

58 (18.6%) 

TOTAL 'Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms lmmlgratn 

309 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 14 (100.0) 9 (100.0) 22 (100.0) 152 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 69 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 37 

CASFS·INVOLVING PRISON. 1 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Tenn Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24; months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

. Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

239 (77.3) 

222 (71.8) 

17 (5.5) 

60 

47 

21 

36 

74 

66.0 

. 30.0 

70 (22.6) 

44 (14.2) 

26 (8.4) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES ~ IU!;S'ITnJTION ' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Doliar A,mount 

'143 (46.1) 

$2,000 

1 (100.0) 

1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

62.0 

62.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

6 (42.9) 

6 (42.9) 

0. (0.0) 

3" 

2 

0 

0 

.27.4 

11.5 

8 (57.1) 

8 (57.1) 

0 (0.0) 

7 (77.8) 

6 (66.7) 

(11.1) 

6 

0 

0 

0 

4.4 

1.0 

2 (22.2) 

2 (22.2) 

0 (0.0) 

15 (68.2) 

9 (40.9) 

6 (27.3) 

12 

2 

0 

0 

10.9 

8.0 

7 (31.8) 

3 (13.6) 

4 (18.2) 

133 (87.5) 

129 (84.9) 

4 (2.6) 

23 

21 

8 

24 

56 

84.8 

60.0 

19 (12.5) 

7 (4.6) 

12 (7.9) 

2 (50.0) 

2 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

11.0 

11.0 

49 (71.0) 

47 (68.1) 

2 (2.9) 

5 

11 

9 

9 

15 

66.0 

36.0 

2 (50.0) 20 (29.0) 

2 (50.0) 15 (21.7) 

0 ~.~ 5 (7.2) 

1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (100.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

6.0 

6.0 

25 

22 

3 

0 (0.0) 12 

0 (0.0) 7 

0 (0.0) 5 

1 (100.0) 10 (71.4) s (55.6) 16 (72.7) 63 (41.2) 4 (100.0) 24 (34.8) 0 (0.0) 20 

$1,059 $1,000 $8,945 $11,578 $2,000 $1,440 $1,000 $--

Footnotes and. a complete descl-iption pf all variables in this table are provided in Append 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MON~ 



WASHINGTON, Eastern 
9th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Spokane 

(2) Yakima · 

(3) Richland 

. Number. of Court District Court Judg~s2 
Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal· Defenders4 

Probation Officers' 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

. 4 .... 

14 

7 

14 

663 

459 

1,122,069 

26.9 

24.1 

14.6 

15.1 

15.5 

17.9 

12.8 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
·Non-Farm 

Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures18 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

56 5 

742 66 

878 78 

3,693 329 

14,389 .·.1,282 

45,650 4,068 

3,122 278 

68,530 6,107 

Income· per Capita12 . - $' 1'1,869 ·' 

Percent Unemployed13 9.3 

... ' 

Percent Manufacturing 18.9 

Percent Retail 23:9 

Percent Finance15 5.3 

Percent Service 30.4 

Percent Other16 21.5 

Percent Farm Acreage17 56.8 

Police Protection $66:13 

Education $724.30. 

Health and Hospitals $91.17 

Public Welfare19 $0.12 

Highways $ 126.81 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES WASHINGTON, EasteJ ... ;: 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

October 92 24 April 93 25 . TOTAL . Male Female 
November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Mon~y Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

. Female 

5 May 93 

20 June 93 

27 July 93 

20 · August 93 

38 September 93 

. 19 

12 

32 

. 30 

18 

TOTAL= 270 

mean median 

$827. 

$773 

$1,212 

32.3. 

32.2 

32.6 

$300 

$67. 

$800 

30.0 

30.0 

34.0 

TOTAL 270 (100.0%) · ... 251 (93.0%) 

White 94 (34.8%) 

16 (5.9%) 

82 (87.2%) 

16 (100.0%) Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

149 (55.2%) . . . 144 . (96.6%) 

11 (4.1 %) 

Departure Status4
. 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

9 (81.8%) 

19 (7.0%) 

12 (12.8%) 

0 . (0.0%) 

s (3.4%) 

2 (18.2%) 

218 . (84.5%) 

18 (7.0%) 

20 (7.8%) 

2 (0.8%) 

269 (100.0%) 

248 (92.2%) 

21 (7.8%) 

SENTEN~Q INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

· Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

PriSon/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37~60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total·Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confmement 

TOTAL 

269 (100.0) 

242 (90.0) 

204 (75.8) 

38 (14.1) 

102 

35 

19 

. 49 

37 

39.4 

18.0 

. 27 (10.0) 

16 (6.0) . 

11 (4.1) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION ' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

47 (17.5) 

. $2,000 

Robberj· . Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Count~g Firearms lmmJgratn Otbe 

4 (100.0) 4 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 1i (100.0) 96 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 29 (100.0) 101 (100.0) 2! (100.1 

4 (100.0) 

3 (75.0) 

(25.0) 

0 

41.0 

43.5 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (25.0) 

$--

2 (50.0) 

2 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

18.0 

18.0 

2 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

·2 (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

I (100.0) 

4 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 

$8,618 $2,550 

6 (50.0) 92 (95.8) 

s (4i.7) 87 (90.6), 

(8.3) 5 (5.2) 

3 

2 

0 

0 

12.7 

11.5 

6 (50.0) 

5 (41.7) 

1 (8.3) 

14 

7 

10 

36 

25 

64.2 

56.0 

4 (4.2) . 

0 (0.0) 

4 (4.2) 

7 (58.3) 20 (20.8) 

$1,800 $1,000 

0 (0.0) 28 (96.5) 98 (97.0) 12 (57. 

o co:o> 21 (93.1) 68 (67.3) 12 cs1. 
0 (0.0) 1 (3.5) 30 (29.7) 0 (OJ 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (100.0) 

2 

6 

3 

9 

8 

66.7 

49.0 

(3.5) 

0 (0.0) 

(3.5) 

1 ooo:o> s (17.2) 

$750 $2,000 

77 

16 

3 

1 

9.7 

8.0 

45. 

18. 

3 (3.0) 9 (42.~ 

3 (3.0) . 8 (38.1 

0 (0.0) 1 (4J 

2 (2.0) 6 (28.( 

$2,625 $13,70 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appendix A 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MONFY9' 



WASHINGTON, Western 
9th Circuit 

. Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation•· 

(1) Seattle 

(2) Tacoma 

(3) Olympic National Park 

· Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant u.s. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders• 

Probation Officers' 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

: 8'" 

35 

11 

38 

2,665 

1,121 

3,889;690 

157.3 

22.0 

13.3. 

17.7 

17~5 

18.1 

•11.4 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in AppendiX A. 

Crimes Reported Number of Per 100,000 

To P91ice11 Crimes Population 

Murder 201 5 

Forcible Rape 2,918 75 

Robbery 6,261 161 

Aggravated Assault 12,518 322 

Burglary 42,7.42 1,099 

Larceny /Theft 15~,958 4,112 

Motor Ve~icle Theft. . 20,904 537 

Crime Index Total 245,502 6,312 

Economic Incom~ per C~pita12 $ 15,805 

. · .. ]JI~i~~tors. · · Percent Unemployed13 
. 7.0 

Distribution. of Percent Manufacturing 22.6 

Non:-Farm Percent Retail 2L5 
Employment14 

. Pereent Finance15 7.2 

Percent Service '27.6 

Percent Other16 21.2 

Agriculture Percent Farm Acreage17 5.82 

Per Capita Local Police Protection $77.49 

Expenditures18 
Education $ 675_.18 

Health and Hospitals $ 116.06 

Public Welfare19 $2.44 

Highways $89.96 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

No'vember 92 

December 92 

January 93· · 

February 93 

March93 

Monthly Income 3 

TQTAL 
·Male· 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

36 April93 

35 May 93 

2S · June 93 

46 July 93 

43 August 93 

26 SePtember 93 

. 35 

34 

32 

.46 

.39 

37 

TOTAL~ 434 

mean median 

$1,061 

$1,008 

$1,279 

33.8 

34.1 

32.5 

$512 

$172. 

$828 

31.0 

31.0 

31.0 

SENTEN~ING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 
\ . 

Total Receiving. Prison . 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 .months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence· 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

TOTAL 

429 (100.0) 

288 (67.1) 

270 (62.9) 

18 (4.2) 

68 

44 

22 

58 

96 

63.0 

41.0 

. 141 (32.9) 

93 (21.7) 

48 (11.2) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTI'IUTION' 

Robbery. 

38 (100.0) 

38 (100.0) 

38 (100.0) . 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

7 

30 

107.6. 

85.5 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

35 (100.0) 

8 (22.9) 

.7 (20.0) 

(2.9) 

3 

2 

28.2 

·25.s 

27 (77.1) 

22 (62.9) 

5 (14.3) 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

·TOTAL 

434 (100.0%) 

262 (60.4%) 

73 (16.8%) 

58 (13.4%) 

41 (9.4%) 

Departure StatU4 

Seaitenced w~thin Guideline Range'· · 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of. Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Embezlmnt . Fraud Drug Trafck 

32 (100.0) 73 (100.0) 131 (100.0) 

5 (15.6) 

3 (9A) 

2 (6.2) 

5 

,· 0 

0 

0 

0 

·2.8 

0.1 

2'J (84.4) 

25 (78.1) 

2 (6.2) 

53 (72.6) 

43 (58.9) 

10 (13.7) 

26 

16 

3· 

7 

17.7 

15.0 

20 (27.4) 

11 (15.1) 

9 (12.3) 

115 (87:8) 

113 (86.3) 

2 (1.5) 

13 

11 

13 

27 

51 

81.3 

60.0 

16 (12.2) 

5 (3.8) 

11. (8.4) 

WASHINGTON, Wes1 

Male 

354 (8t6%). 

211 <82.8%) 

58 (79.5%) 

54 (93.1 %) 

25 (61.0%) 

Female 

80 (18.4%) 

45 (17.2%) 

15 (20.5%) 
'----

4 (6.9%) 

16 (39.0%) 

302 (70.6%) 

84 (19.6%) 

36 (8.4%) 

6 (1.4%) 

430 (100.0%) 

387 (90.0%) 

43 (10.0%) 

Counterftng Firearms lmmigratn 

8 (100.0) 20 (100.0) 

5 (62.5) 

4 (50.0) 

(12.5) 

3 

2· 

0 

0 

0 

14.0 

12.0 

3 (37.5) 

1 (12.5) 

2 (25.0) 

17 (85.0) 

17 (85.0) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

3 

3 

4 

4 

46.6 

33.0 

3 (15.0) 

0 (0.0) . 

3 (15.0) 

22 (100.0) ' 70 ( 

22 (100.0) 

21 (95.5) 

1. (4.5) 

6 

7 

0 

6 

3. 

31.1 

21.0 

25 

24 

0 (0.0) 45 

0 (0.0) 29 

0 (0.0) 16 

Total Receiving Fines . 
and Restitution 

203 (47.5) 33 (86.8) 27 (75.0) 25 (78.1) 62 (83.8) 8 (6.1) 

$7,500 

4 (50.0) 4. (21.1) 1 (4.5) 39 

Median Dollar Amount $4,173 $10,858 $672 $2,130 $25,000 $2,430 $'1,500 $2,000 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appeii( 
. SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MON 



WEST VIRGINIA, Northern 
4th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

( 1) Wheeling (4) Elkins 

(2) Clarksburg (5) Charleston 

(3) Martinsburg 

Number of Court District Coun Judges2 

-- Professionals Assistant U.S. Attorneys3 

·Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers' 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile' 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

. A complete d,escription of the footnotes is proyided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft . 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 

-4 Indicators 

11 

35 Distribution of 

11 Non-Farm 
Employment14 

642 

109 

776,143 Agriculture 

61.1 

Per Capita Local 

19.3 
Expenditures18 

15.7 

14.2 

15.4 

20.1 

15.4 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes · Population 

45 6 

114 15 

199 26 

693 89 

4,23(; 546 

10,485 1,351 

900 116 

16,672 2,148 

lilcome per Capita 12 $10,555 

Pe~ent Unemployed 13 
- · 11.0 

Percent Manufacturing- 15.4 

Percent Retail 22.2 

Percent Finance1
' 4.4 

~ercent Service 28.1 

Percent Other16 30.0 

Percent Farm AcreageP 27.3 

Police Protection $28.45 

Education $593.44-

Health and Hospitals $71.96 

Public Welfare19 $0.25 

Highways $ 18.80 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUII)ELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 

October 92 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age· 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

27 April93 

17 May 93 

23 June 93 

20 July 93 

28 

18 

Augu~ 93 

September 93 

21 

9 

17 

14 

8 

8 

TOTAL= 210 

mean median 

$156 

$159 

$728 

33.6 

33.5 

34.4 

$230 

$184 

$792 

33.0 

33.0 

34.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnlclty 2 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 210 (100.0%) 

White 119 (56.7%) 

Black 87 (41.4%) : 

Hispanic 

Other 

3 

Departure Status 4 

(1.4%) • 

(0.5%) 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

WEST VIRG.J;NIA, Nortl 

Male 

186 (88:6%) 

103 . (86.6%) 

79 '(90.8%) 

. 3 (100.0%) 

(100.0%) 

Female 

24 (11.4%) 

16 (13.4%) 

8 (9.2%) 

0 

0 

(0.0%) 

(0.0%) 

178 (84.8%) 

24 (11.4%) 

4 (1'.9%) 

4 (1.9%) 

210 (100.0%) 

180 (85.7%) 

30 (14.3%). 

TOTAL Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms lmmlgratn 

CASES INVOL~G PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confmement 

209 (100.0) 

186 (89.0) 

172 (82.3) 

14 (6.7) 

48 

44 

25 

37 

32 

46.1 

27.0 

23 (11.0) 

10 (4.8) 

13 (6.2) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTI1UI'ION' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

130 (62.2) 

$809 

0 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 5 (100.0) 7 (100.0) 138 (100.0) . 3 (100.0) 16 (100.0) 1 (100.0) . 34 ~ 

0 (--) 

0 (--) 

0 ·<~-) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 (-) 

0 (-) 

0 (-) 

0 (-) 

$--

3 (60.0) 

3 (60.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

t' 

59.0 

57.0 

2 (40.0) 

(20.0) 

(20.0) 

4 (80.0) 

$29,446 

3 (60.0) 

1 (20.0) 

2 (40.0) 

3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4.3 

4.0 

2 (40.0) 

0 (0.0) 

2 (40.0) 

5 (83.3) 

$13,280 

5 (71.4) 

4 (57:1) 

(14.3) 

2 

0 

25.8 

18.0 

2 (28.6) 

2 (28.6) 

0 (0.0) 

131 (94.9) 

122 (88.4) 

9 (6.5) 

31 

32 

20 

25 

23 

44.8 

27.0 

7 (5.1) 

3 (2.2) 

4 (2.9) 

2 (66.7) 

2 (66.7) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

26.0 

26.0 

1 (33.3) 

0 (~.0) 

1 (33.3) 

15 (93.8) 

14 (87.5) 

(6.2) 

2 

5 

2 

4 

2 

34.6 

30.0 

(6.2). 

0 (0.0) 

(6.2) 

7 (100.0) 82 (59.4) : 2 (66.7) 7 (43.8) 

$25,000 $405 $1,500 $1,000 

1 (100.0) 26 

1 (100.0) 25 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

70.0 

70.0 

0 (0.0) 8 

0 (0.0) 4 

0 (0.0) 4 

0 (0.0) 23 

$--

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appen 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File,"MOI 



WEST_ VIRGINIA, Southern 
4th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Charleston (4) Beckley 

(2) Huntington (5) Parkersburg 

(3) Bluefield 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers' 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

.Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

6 

20 

35 

28 

1,243 

357 

1,026,450 

89.9 

2Q.1 

14.2 

14.2 

15.9 

20.7 

14.9 . 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic·· 
_ Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
Employment14 

Agriculture 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures11 

-· 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

70 7 

279 27 

588 57 

1,842 179 

7,041 68.6 

18,673' 1,819 

2,066 201 

30,559 2,977 

Income per Capita 12 $ 10,494 

·~·.Percent Unemployed13 11.4 

· Percent Manufacturing - 13.3 

Percent Retail 25.7 

Percent' Finance" 5.4 

Percent SerVic·e 27.2 

· Percent Other16 28.3 

Percenr Farm: Acreage 17• 17.3 

Police Protection $29.95 

Education· _$ 624:53 I 

Health and Hospitais· $81.27 
4 
~ 

Public Welfarei9 $0.10 

Highways $ 15.45 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES .. 

Cases Received by ussc {by sentendDg' month) I 

October 92 

November. 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

21 April93 

40 May 93 

26 · June 93 

37 July 93 

34 AugUst93 

·.w· September· 93 

44 

28 

33 

41 

29 

32 

TOTAL.::::; 40s . 

mean median 

$896 

$907 

$843 

$541 

$520 

$657 

32.0 

32.0 

32.0 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

WEST VIRGINIA, Soll 

Gender, Race, and Ethniclty 2 
. 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL. 

405 (100.0%) 

·254 (62.7%) 

143 (35.3%) 

6 (1.5%) 

2 (0.5%) 

Departure Status" 

Sentenced with~ Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male 

345 (85.2%) 

~17 (85.4%) 

122 (85.3%) 

s (83.3%) 

(50.0%) 

Female 

60 (14.8%) ' 

37 (14.6%) 

21 (14.7%) 

(16.7%) 

(50.0%) 

341 (86.3%) 

29 (7.3%) 

22 (5.6%) 

j (0:8%) 

404 (100.0%) 

377 (93.3%) 

27 (6.7%) 

TOT~ Robbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterftng Firearms lmmigratn 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION . 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and C!'nfinement 

397 (100.0) 

325 (81.9) 

306 (77.1) 

19 (4.8) 

15 

61 

38 

78 

73 

47.7 

33.0 

72 (18;1) 

23 (5.8) 

49 (12.3) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RFSTITUTION ' 

/ 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

188 (47.0) 

$2,152 

6 (100.0) 

6 (100.0) 

6 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

4 

146.8 

91.0 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 (O;O) 

S· (83.3) 

$10,709 

9 (100~0) 7 (100.0) 31 (100.0) 246 (100.0) 7 (100.0) 42 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 4 

7 (77.8) 

7 (77.8) 

0 (0.0) 

2 

2 

2 

0 

23.4 

24.0 

2 (22.2) 

2 (22.2) 

0 (0.0) 

9 (100.0) 

$1,982 

4 (57.1) 

4 (57.1) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

. ·o 

10.6 

6.0 

3 (~2.9) 

0 (0.0) 

3 (42.9) 

22 (71.0) 

IS (48.4) 

7 (22.6) 

12 

10 

0 

0 

0 

12.4 

12.0 

9 (29.0) 

3 (9.7) 

6 (19.4) 

215 (87.4) 

204 '(82.9) 

11 (4.5) 

36 

35 

29 

60 

ss 
53.0 

37.0 

31 (12.6) 

11 (4.5) 

20 (8.1) 

7 (77.8) 24 (75.0) 96 (39.0) 

$20,068 $25,918 $2,000 

4 (57.1) 

4 (57.1) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

0 

0 

0 

9.2 

9.0 

3 (42.9) 

0 (0.0) 

3 (42.9) 

38 (90.5) 

38 (90.5) 

0 (0.0) 

s 
11 

6 

12 

4 

36.5 

30.0 

4 (9.5) 

2 (4.8) 

2 (4:8) 

6 (85.7) 14 (33.3) 

$2,417 $1,750 

1 (100.0) 

1 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

6.0 

6.0 

0 (0.0)' 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

1 (100.0) 

$1,000 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appt 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, M< 



WISCONSIN, Eastern 
7th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

( 1) Milwaukee 

(2) Green Bay 

Number of Court District Coun Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers' 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal' 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15:-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Pereent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

7 

23 

35 

23 

1,464 

229 

2,992,034 

183.1 

22.6 

13.7 

16.7 

15.4 

18.4 

13.1 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported 
To PoUce11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary 

· Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Ec~nomic 
Indicators 

Distribution of 
Non-Farm 
E~ployment14 

Agriculture ·., 

Per Capita Local 
Expenditures111 

Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

187 6 

946 32 

5,407 181 

4,005 134 

22,33i 746 

91;995 3,075 

18,685 624 

143,556 4,798 

Income per Capita 12 $ 13,828 

Percent Unemployed13 5.0 

: Percerit Manufacturing 30.7 

· Percent Retail 19.5 

Percent Finance1
' 6.9 

Percent Service 27.1 

Perce.nt 0ther16 15.8 

Percent Farm Acreage17 49.5 

Police Protection $ 110.79 

Education $772.25 ~ 

Health and Hospitals . $ 121.64 
r 

Public Welfare19 $ 113.40 

Highways $ 142.64 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES WISCONSIN, Eas 

Cases Received by USSC (by sentencing month) 1 Gender, Race, and Ethnfcity 2 

October 92 34 April 93 17 ToTAL Male 

November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

32 May 93 

24 June 93 

27 July 93 

17 August 93 

36 

35 

16 

27 

32 32 SePtember 93 

mean median 

$1,548 

$1,645 

$927 

$600 

$550 

s·8i8 

34.3 ' 32.0 

34.5' 33.0 

33.2 . 29.0 

TOTAL 323 (100.0%) 281 (87.0%) 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

150 (46.4%) 

109 (33.8%) 

52 (16.1 %) 

12 (3.7%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guid.eline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction 6 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

127 (84.7%) 

95 (87.2%) 

. 48 (92.3%) 

11 (91.7%) 

Female 

42 (13.0%) . 

23 (15.3%) 

14 (12.8%) 

4 (7.7%) 

(8.3%) 

255 (80;2%) 

42 (i3.2%) 

16 (5.0%) 

5 (1.6%) 

329 (100.0%) 

274 (83.3%) 

ss (16.7%) 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

·· Prison/Community Split 

Prison Term Ordered · 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES lNVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confinement 

TOTAL Robbery ·Larceny Embezlmnt 

328 (100.0) 20 (100~0) : 40 (100.0) . 4 (100.0) 

250 (76.2) 

237 (72.3) 

13 (4.0) 

32 

31 

16 

49 

122 

89.9 

60.0 

20 (100.0) 

20 (100.0) 

. 0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

2 

18 
.·•· 

161.2 

133.0 

13 (32.5) 

10 .(25.0). 

3 (7.5) 

4 

7 

r 
1 

0 

17.5 

15.0 

1 (25.0) 

1 (25.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

27.0 

27.0 

Fraud Drug· Trafck Counterftng Firearms Immlgratn 

32 (100.0) 148 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 30 (100.0) 3 (100.0) 49 ( 

19 (59.4) 

15 (46.9) 

4 (12.5) 

10 

4 

2 

3 

0 

19.3 

12.0 

139 (93.9) 

139 (93.9) 

0 (0.0) 

3 

7 

9 

30 

90 

110.3 

78.0 

1 (50.0) 

l (50.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

24.0 

24.0 

25 (83.3) 

23 (76.7) 

2 (6.7) 

3 

4 

8 

9 

67.2 

51.0 

3 (100.0) 

3 (100.0) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

2 

0 

40.7 

55.0 

29 

25 

4 

78 (23.8) 

32 • (9.8) 

46 (14.0) 

0 (0.0) 27 (67.5). 3 (75.0) 13 (40.6) 9 (6.1) 

2 (1.4) 

7. (4.7) 

1 (50.0) 5 (16.7) 0 (0.0) . 20 

0 (0.0) 14 (35.0). 1 (25.0) 

0 (0.0) 13 (32.5). 2 (50.0) 

6 (18.8) 

7 (21.9) 

0 ''(0.0) 2 (6.7) 0 (0.0) 7 

1 (50.0) 3 (10.0) 0 (0.0) 13 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION ' 

Total Receiving Fines · 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

218 (66.9) 18 (90.0) 32 (80.0) 3 (75.0) 29 (90.6) 86 (58.1) 2 (100.0) 16 (53.3) 2 (66.7) 30 

$2,500 $4,973 $8,000 $11,839 $19,322 $1,500 $5,538 $2,000 $1,000 

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appenc 

SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, .MON 



WISCONSIN, Western 
7th Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation• 

(1) Madison 

(2) Eau Claire 

(3) LaCros~e 

Number of Court 
Professionals 

Cases Filed 

Population 

Age Distribution10 

District Court Judges2 
. 

Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers' 

Criminal'. 

Per Square Mile9 

Percent Age 0-14 . 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Perc~nt Age 4?-64 

Percent Age 65 + _ 

2 

12 

35 

13 

855 

'142 

1,962,998 

. '51.5 

22.1 

15.1 

15.9 

15.3 

18.0 

'13.7 

A complete description of ~e ·footriotes is provided in Appendix A. 

Crimes Reported ... _·Number-of · Per 100,000 

To Pollce11 Crimes Pot>ulation 

Murder- 31 2 

Fo~ible Rape 378 19 

Rob~cy 
'~ .. ' 

561 29 

Aggrava~ Assault 2,245 114 

Burg lacy 12,052 614 

Larceny /Theft 53,058 2,703 

Motor Vehicle Theft 2,815 143 

crhite lndu Total 71,140 3,624 

Econolnic Income per Capita 12 $ 12,434 

_ Indicatofs:-~ · 
· · .. :._Per_cent Unemployed13 5.2 

Distribution of Percent Manufacturing · 25.9 

Non-Farm Percent Retail 24.0 
Employment14 

Percent Finance., 6.6 

Percent Service 26.4 

PereeQt Other16 17.1 

Agriculture . · . -Perce~t Farm Acreage17 47.6 

Per Capita Local · Police Protection '$ 75.24 l Expenditure511
- Education . $777.22 I 

i 
Health and Hospitals $93.94 ~ 

.Public Welfare19 $ 112.79 
] 

~ 
Highways $ 196.40 I 

'·. 
-~ 

J 



•,,-·.t, 

FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE· SENTENCES ·WISCONSIN, We!i 

Cases Received by USSC (by seoteadng ~nth) 1
. 

October 92 

November 92 
December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 
Male· 

Female 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 
Male 

Female 

11 April93 

14 May 93 

16 ' 

12 

9 June 93 13 

6 _July 93 . · 13 · 

. 11 , August 93 . 13 · 
1 10 September 93 20 

TOTAL= 148 

mean median . 

$1,1tS2 

$1,081 

$1,467 

~5.2 

35.2 

35.0 

$912 

--~84~. 
$1;667 

3~.0 

34.5 

'33.5 

TOTAL 
TOTAL 148 (100.0%) 

White . 108 (73.0%) 

Black 25 (16:9%) 

Hispanic 10 (6.8%) 

Other · S (3.4%) 

Departure Status 4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departur:e 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of COnviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

Male,. 

120 (81.1 %) 

. 82 . (75.9%) ' 

24 '(96;0%) 

10 (100.0%) 

4 . (80.0%) 

Female. 

28 (18.9%) 

26 (24.1 %) 

. (4.0%) 

0 (0.0%) 

(20.0%) 

126 (86.3%) 

. 12 

j 

s 

(8.2%) . 

(2.1 %) 

(3.4%) 

147 (100.0%) 

132 (89.8%) 

IS (10.2%) 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

CASES INVOLVING PRISON 8 

/ 
Total Receiving Prison 

Prison 

Prison/Community Split 

.. -·· Prison Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

13-24 months 

25-36 months 

37-60 months. 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only 

Probation and Confmement 

TOTAL 

144 (100.0) 

130 _(90.3) 

122 (84.7) 

8. (5.6) 

. ~ :;: . 

43 

13 

12 

16 

46 

60.0 

31.5 

14 (9.7) 

. 10 (6.9) 

4 (2.8) 

CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITUTION ' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

Median Dollar Amount 

68 (46.0) 

$~,000 

Rob~ . ~y . . ~bezlmnt 
7 (100.0) .· ll (100.0)' 15 (100.0) 

7 (1_~~0) .' . 7 (63.6) 

7 (100.0) 

0 · (O.Q~ .. 

0 

. 0 . 

1 

. 1 

.s 
113.9 

70.0 

. 6 (54.5) 

(9;1). 

4 

0 

l 

o .. 
2: 

39.3. 

11.0: 

11 (73.3) 

10 (66.7) 

(~.7) 

8 

2 

0 

0 

. 10.0 

8~0 

0 '(0,0) . . 4 (36.4) 4 (26.7) 

0. (0.0) 

. 0 (0.0) 

3 (27.3)· 

l (9.1) 

4 (26.7) 

0 (0.0) 

Fraud Drug Trafck Couuterftug 

20 (100.0) 64 (100.0) 2 (lOO.o) 

19 (95.0) . 

18 (90.0) 

(5.0) 

8 

4 

2 

s 
0 

. 21.4 

21.0 

1 . (5.0) 

0 (0.0) . 

(5.0) 

63 (98.4) ' 

59 (92.2) 

4 (6.2) 

14 

2 

s 
8 

34 

82.3 . 

63.0 

. (1.6) 

1· (L6) 

0' (0.0) ' 

2' (100.0) 

-1 (50.0) 

(SO:O) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

12.5 

12.5 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 

Q. •(0.0) 

Firearms 

9 (100.0) 

8 (88.9) 

8 (88.9) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

2 

4 

95.1 

'64.0 

I (11.1) 

1 (11.1) 

0 (0.0) 

4 .(57.1). . 6 (54.5)'. 8 (50.0) 15 (75.0) 25 (37.9) ' 0 (0.0) 3 (33.3) 

$22,312 s12,232 S9,3_7Q S39,~72 s21s . s-~ s2.ooo 

lmmigra~n .( 

4 (100.0) '12 (l 

4 (100.0) 

4 (100.0) 

0 (0_.0) 

0 

38.2 

33.5 

9 .1 

91 

0 

0 (0;0) 3 

0 (0.0) 

0 (0.0) 2 ( 

0 (0.0) 7 ( 

$-- s: 

Footnotes and a complete description. of all variables iil this table are provided in Appendi 
- . SOURCE: ti.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data .. File, MONF 



WYOMING 
1 Otli Circuit 

Cities Supplying Guideline Documentation1 

( 1) Cheyenne 

(2) Casper .. 

Number of Court District Court Judges2 

Professionals Assistant U.S. Attomeys3 

Assistant Federal Defenders4 

Probation Officers' 

Cases Filed Civil6 

Criminal7 

Population Total8 

Per Square Mile9 

Age Distribution10 Percent Age 0-14 

Percent Age 15-24 

Percent Age 25-34 

Percent Age 35-44 

Percent Age 45-64 

Percent Age 65 + 

;. 

A complete description of the footnotes is provided in Appendix ·A. 

. : .,-_:...· 

Crimes Reported 
To Police11 

Murder 

Forcible Rape 

Robbery:· ., 

Aggravated Assault 

Burglary· 

·Larceny /Theft 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Crime Index Total 

Economic 

2· 
Indicators"·: , .· : · 

·•.·.· ··•·· 

11 

14 Distribution of 

.9 Non-Farm 
Employment14 

, 450 

130 

459,243 Agriculture 

4.7 

Per Capita. Local 

24.8 
Expenditures18 

14.3 

15.8 

17.1 

17.4 

10.6 

·Number of Per 100,000 
Crimes Population 

17 4 

162 35 

89 19 

1 1,219 265 

l 3,107 677 

15,906 3,464 l 698 152 

21,198 4,616 
1 
J 

Income per Capita12 $ 12,310 
I 

,I 
I 

· P.ercent U~employed13 5.8 ,I 
·~ 

-.,_ . 
'<:::; 

Percent Manufacturing 6.8 

Percent Retail .,)l.':} 7 
"-·-.: 
~, 

I 

Percent Finance15 5.7 . 

~" 
Percent Service 27.2 "'-. 

... · ... 
. Percent Other16 32.7 

.J 
·..; 

Percent Farm Acreage17 54.1 

'Police Protection $94.12 

Education $ 1,247.99 i 

Health and Hospitals $320.81 ,.. 

Public Welfare111 $5.32 

Highways $ 118.97 



FISCAL YEAR 1993 GUIDELINE SENTENCES 

Cases Received by USSC cby sentencing month) 1 

. October 92 14 April 93 6 

· November 92 

December 92 

January 93 

February 93 

March 93 

Monthly Income 3 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female· 

Average Age 5 

TOTAL 

Male 

Female 

10 . May 93 

18 June 93 

1:2 July P3 

9 AuJUSt 93 

20 

11 

11 

19 

8 September 93 7 

TOTAL= 145 

mean median 

$1,777 $1;000 

$1,862 $1,000 

$1,266 $1,000 

38.5 37.0 

38.8 37.0 

36.4 '·36.5 

SENTENCING INFORMATION BY PRIMARY OFFENSE 7 

Gender, Race, and Ethnicity 2 

TOTAL 

White 

Black 

Hispanic 

Other 

TOTAL 

145 (100.0%) 

123 (84.8%) 

8 (5.5%) 

7 {4.8%) 

7 (4.8%) 

Departure Status4 

Sentenced within Guideline Range 

Substantial Assistance Departure 

Other Downward Departure 

Upward Departure 

Mode of Conviction' 

TOTAL 

Plea 

Trial 

·Male 

125 (86.2%) 

108 (87.8%) 

6 (75.0%) 

6 (85.7%) 

s (71.4%) 

WYON 

Female 

20 (13.8%) 

IS (12.2%) 

2 (25.0%) 

(14.3%) 

2 (28.6%) 

102 (71.8%) 

30 (21.1 %) 

9 (6.3%) 

(0.7%) 

145 (100.0%) 

133 (91.7%) 

,12 (8.3%) 

TOTAL RObbery Larceny Embezlmnt Fraud Drug Trafck Counterf'tng Firearms Jmmigratn 

CASES INVOLVING PI.I.SON I 
. ' .J 

Total Recei-/ing Pri&On 

Prison,_/ 
}>"' 

Pljsan/Cornrnunity Split 

· ~n Term Ordered 

1-12 months 

· 13-24 months . 

25-36 months 

37-60 months 

Over 60 months 

Mean Sentence 

Median Sentence 

CASES INVOLVING PROBATION 

Total Receiving Probation 

Probation Only. 

Probation and Confmement 

134 (100.0) 

94 (70.2) 

87 (64.9) 

7 (5.2) 

30 

12 

10 

15 

27 

60.4 

30.0 

40 (29.9) 

23 (17.2) 

17 (12.7) 

.CASES INVOLVING FINES AND RESTITIJTION' 

Total Receiving Fines 
and Restitution 

. Median Dollar Amount 

62 (43;1) 

$,3,000 

0 (100.0) 

0 (-) 

0 (-~) 

0 <~-) 

0 (-~) 

0 (--) 

0 (-) 

0 (--) 

$--

7 (100.0) 2 (100.0) 20 (100.0) 44 (100.0) 0 (100.0) 20 (100.0) 1 (100.0) 40 

2 (28.6) 

2 (28.6) 

0 (0.0) 

0 

0 

0 

27.0 

27.0 

5 (71.4) 

2 (28.6) 

3 {42.9) 

4 {57.1) 

$3,236 

2 (100.0) 

(50.0) 

{50.0) 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4.0' 

4.0 

10 (50.0) 

9 (45.0) 

(5.0) 

6 

3 

0 

0 

12.7 

10.0 

0 (0.0) 10 (50;0) 

0 (0.0) 6 (30.0) 

0 (0.0) 4 (20.0) 

42 (95.5) 

40 (90.9) 

2 {4.5) 

8 

3, 

5 

4 

22 

92.8 

63.0 

2 (4.5) 

0 (0.0) 

2 (4.5) 

1 (50.0) '13 (65.0) 7 (15.9) 

$5,095 $5,000 ' $3,000 

0 {-) ' 17 (85.0) 

0 <~> '16 (80.0) 

0 (-) (5.0) 

0 

0 

o· 

0 

0 

3 

2 

3 

6 

3 

57.8 

37.0 

0 (-~) 3 (15.0) 

0 (--) 2 (10.0) 

0 (--) 1 (S.O) 

0 (--) 2 (10.0) 

$-- $2,175 

1 (100.0) 20 

1 (100.0) 18 

0 (0.0) 2 

' 1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3.0 

3.0 

0 (0.0) 20 

0 (0.0) 13 

0 (0.0) 7 

o co.o> .35 

$-

Footnotes and a complete description of all variables in this table are provided in Appent 
SOURCE: U.S. Sentencing Commission, FY1993 Data File, MO~ 


