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BOOKER PERIOD
_______________

Districts: 61
Cases: 7,813
Spread: 52.8
Standard Deviation: 11.2 
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GALL PERIOD
_______________

Districts: 72
Cases: 12,864
Spread: 56.4
Standard Deviation: 11.8 
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POST-REPORT PERIOD
_______________

Districts: 87
Cases: 22,371
Spread: 58.4
Standard Deviation: 12.5 
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Larceny, Embezzlement, and Other Forms of Theft; Offenses Involving Stolen Property; Property Damage or 
Destruction; Fraud and Deceit; Forgery; Offenses Involving Altered or Counterfeit Instruments Other than 
Counterfeit Bearer Obligations of the United States

Offenders Sentenced Under §2B1.1

January 2020
Inter-District Differences in Federal Sentencing Practices

The Commission’s §2B1.1 analysis demonstrates a slow but consistent increase in 
differences in sentencing practices among districts.

Total                   
Spread

Standard      
Deviation

Booker 52.8 11.2

Gall 56.4 11.8

Post-Report 58.4 12.5

For more information, visit https://www.ussc.gov/research/research-reports/inter-district-differences-federal-sentencing-practices.


