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Illegal Aliens in 
Federal, State, and Local Criminal Justice Systems 

by Rebecca L. Clark and Scott A. Anderson 
Urban Institute 

1. SUMMARY AND FINDINGS 

This research describes the characteristics of illegal aliens in the criminal justice system 

How many illegal aliens are there in prison and elsewhere in the criminal justice 

0 How and why has the number of illegal aliens entering the criminal justice system 

0 What types of offenses have illegal aliens been convicted of? How do the types of 

What types of illegal aliens are in the criminal justice system? What countries are 

. at federal, state, and local levels. We answer five research questions: 

system? 

changed? 

offenses compare with the general population? 

they citizens of? What was their status at entry? Do the types of crimes differ by 
country of citizenship or status at entry? 

prison or in other parts of the criminal justice system? How do they compare with 
others in the criminal justice system? 

0 What are the socioeconomic and demographic characteristics of illegal aliens in 

A goal of this project is to be as nationally representative as possible, given the limits of 
existing data sets. The federal-level analysis is based on two data sets, from the Pretrial Services 
Act Information System and the U.S. Sentencing Commission, which are representative of 
individuals involved in the federal criminal justice system. The state-level analysis is based on 
data collected on the seven states with the most illegal aliens (Warren 1997) for the State 
Criminal Alien Assistance Program (SCAAP), established under the Violent Crime Control and 
Law Enforcement Act of 1994 (Public Law 103-317) to reimburse states for criminal justice 
costs associated with illegal aliens. The local-level analysis is limited to one site, Cook County, 
Illinois, and is based on data collected from the INS District Office and the Cook County 
Department of Corrections. 

In this report, we use the term “illegal alien” to refer to foreign-born persons who entered 
the United States without inspection by the Immigration and Naturalization Sefiice (“EWIs” for 
entered without inspection) or who entered the United States legally as non-immigrants, but 
remained in the United States after their authorized period of stay had expired (“overstays”). 
Other terms used to describe this population include “undocumented aliens,” “illegal 
immigrants,” and similar expressions. 
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OVERVIEW OF PROBLEM 

With the r c h g  concern about the numbers and impacts of illegal aliens in the United 
States -as evidenced by the sweeping passage of Proposition 187 in California, the immigrant 
provisions in 1996 Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act 
(PRWORA), and Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996 
(IIRIRA) - criminal illegal aliens have become a subject of particular focus. These individuals 
have not only entered or resided in the United States without the knowledge or permission of the 
U.S. government, but, while here, they have also violated the laws of the nation, its states, or 
municipalities. 

At state and local levels, the costs of arresting, prosecuting, sentencing, and supervising 
criminal illegal aliens has become a major issue. Officials from states with large numbers of 
illegal aliens contend that the burden of processing criminal illegal aliens is adversely affecting 
their states. They further arguz that, since it is the federal government’s responsibility to keep 
illegal aliens out of this c0unt.y and to expel illegal aliens who have gained entry, the federal 
government should offset any fiscal impacts that these illegal aliens have on lower levels of 
government through direct reimbursement.* Since 1994, six states - Arizona, California, 
Florida, New Jersey, New York, and Texas - have filed suits to force the federal government to 
reimburse them for criminal justice costs associated with illegal aliens. Federal district judges 
have dismissed all of the states’ lawsuits and judges have generally found that the claims are 
political, not judicial. The Supreme Court upheld these lower court rulings, on 15 May 1996 
refusing to hear Florida’s appeal and, on 6 October 1997, refusing to hear Arizona’s and 
California’s appeals (“Florida Lose’s [sic] High Court Claim for Illegal Immigrant Costs,” by 
Bob Drurnmond, Bloomberg Business News, 13 May 1996; “Court rejects Florida case on illegal 
aliens,” by Maria Puente, USA Today, 28 May 1996; “No help for Arizona, California in 
Immigation,” by Richard Carelli, Associated Press, 6 October 1997; Clark and Zimmermann 
1997). 

. 

The federal government has actually taken some steps to reimburse states for some of the 
costs associated with criminal illegal aliens. Section 5 10 of the Immigration Reform and Control 
Act of 1986 (IRCA) authorized the Attorney General to reimburse states for the criminal justice 
costs attributable to undocumented persons. However, although no appropriations for illegal 
aliens were ever made, some funds were appropriated to reimburse states for costs associated 
u,ith Mariel Cubans. In 1994, the Violent Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act (Public Law 
103-3 17 or the Crime Act of 1994) authorized $1.8 billion over six years to reimburse states for 
criminal justice costs associated with illegal aliens. The first installment of $130 million was 
appropriated in 1994 and the State Criminal Alien Assistance Program (SCAAP) established to 
allocate and distribute these monies. One third of this appropriation was distributed to the seven 
states with the most illegal aliens based on the results of a joint Urban Institute-INS study of the 
costs of incarcerating illegal aliens (Clark et al. 1994). Further reimbursements were available to 
all states. 

PREVIOUS RESEARCH 
Despite concerns about criminal illegal aliens, and the disbursement of large amounts of 

money to offset their costs, very little is known about illegal aliens in the criminal justice system, 
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including such basic information as how many there are, the types of crimes they commit, the 
sentences they receive, and how they differ from legal aliens and U.S. citizens. 

An early study by the San Diego Association of Governments (Pennell, Curtis, and 
Tayman 1989) examined the impact of illegal aliens on the criminal justice systems of San Diego 
County California, and El Paso County, Texas. The study focused on individuals who had 
committed felonies and who were arrested between July 1, 1985 and June 30, 1986. The sample 
consisted of persons believed to be foreign-born who also met two of the following criteria: 
under age 25, no permanent address, no drivers license, no social security number, no permanent 
employment or service-level employment, needs an interpreter, admitted illegal status, or 
“undocumented box checked” (Pennell, Curtis, and Tayman 1989, p. 28). The INS District 
Office assisted in identifying whether an arrestee was an illegal alien (although the method used 
for making such a determination was not described in the report). The researchers found that 
illegal aliens made up 12 percent of felony mests in San Diego County and 15 percent in El Paso 
County. Illegal aliens committed somewhat different crimes than U.S. citizens - for instance, 
the undocumented group committed fewer violent crimes. In both counties, they were more 
likely to be convicted than citizens, although citizens were more likely to be sentenced to prison. 
The researchers estimated that judicial system costs attributable to illegal aliens in San Diego 
City were $15.2 million and to San Diego County were $320 million in fiscal year 1985-86. 
(Costs estimates were not given for El Paso County.) 

A strength of the San Diego study is that it follows arrestees through the criminal justice 
system, from arrest through sentencing. A potential weakness is in the identification of illegal 
aliens. As the study’s authors point out, if an arrestee was able to convince authorities that he (or 
she) was a U.S. citizen, he would not show up in the sample. In addition, the other criteria - 
lack of ability to speak English, etc. - may also result in illegal aliens being removed from the 
sampling pool and are likely to disproportionately capture illegal aliens who have recently 
mived in the United States. Another potential problem with this study is that the characteristics 
of illegal aliens in these border areas - which tend to contain large shares of illegal aliens from 
Mexico and Central America - may not be similar to those in other areas in the United States. 

Texas, Florida, Illinois, and Arizona - have estimated the number of illegal aliens in their state 
prisons (Parker 1994; Leclair 1994; Miller 1994; Executive Office of the Governor [Florida] and 
Florida Advisory Council on Intergovernmental Relations 1994; Reinshuttle 1994; Illinois 
Department of Public Aid 1994, Section 5 ;  State of Arizona versus United States of America 
1994; Arizona Department of Corrections 1994). A major problem with several of these 
estimates is that all deportable criminal aliens are counted as incarcerated illegal aliens. The 
lmmigration Act of 1990 (U.S.C. 125 1, Section 5 lo), however, specifies that there are two types 
of deportable criminal aliens: illegal aliens who have committed crimes, and legal immigrants 
who have committed an offense that makes them subject to deportation. The inclusion of the 
latter group inflates estimates of the number of incarcerated illegal aliens. Other state estimates 
are based on the general assumption that the percentage of illegal aliens among state prison 
inmates is proportional to the percentage of illegal aliens in the state population (or to a particular 
subgroup such as young men). For this assumption to be true, the crime and incarceration rates 
and length of sentences imposed among illegal aliens is the same as for the comparison 
population, a fairly strong assumption, without empirical support. (For detailed critiques of these 
studies, see Clark et al. 1994). 

Several states with large numbers of illegal aliens - including California, New York, 
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A study by the Urban Institute and the Immigration and Naturalization Service (Clark et 
al. 1994) estimated the number of illegal aliens in state prisons in the seven states with the most 
illegal aliens, which together contain approximately 86 percent c.f the nation's illegal aliens. The 
immigrantnegal status of prisoners was determined by matching prisoners whom state officials 
identified as foreign-born to Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS) data bases or paper 
files, and - if neither of these matches was successful - through interviews of prisoners by INS 
staff. This study produced lower estimates of incarcerated illegal aliens than did most states, but 
the method is considerably less likely to understate the number of illegal aliens than the San 
Diego study because all prisoners state officials believed to be foreign-born were included in the 
initial sample selected for screening. These estimates were used as a basis for reimbursing states 
for the costs of illegal aliens in state criminal justice systems in the first wave of funding under 
the Crime Act of 1994. 

k 

A study estimating the number of illegal aliens in state prisons in more than forty states is 
now being conducted by the INS under the SCAAP program. The methodology used is based on 
that developed for the Urban Institute-INS study. The state-level analysis for this study is based 
on 1995 SCAAP data for California, Texas, New York, Illinois, New Jersey, and Arizona. 
According to INS estimates, these seven states contain the largest numbers of resident illegal 
aliens, approximately 83 percent of the 1996 national total (Warren 1997). 

CONTRIBUTIONS TO POLICY: GOALS AND OBJECTIVES OF RESEARCH 

Levels and Breadth of Analysis 

We analyze illegal aliens in the criminal justice system at three levels - federal, state, 
and local. All individuals involved in the criminal justice system have significantly different 
characteristics across the three levels of government. For instance, federal and state prisoners 
differ in the types of crimes they have committed, with federal prisoners being less likely to have 
been convicted of violent crimes, robbery, and low level drug charges. The characteristics of 
illegal aliens in the criminal justice system may therefore also differ for the three levels. 

The federal-level analysis will be based principally on analysis of two existing data 
sets - the Pretrial Services Act Information System (PSAIS) data and the U.S. Sentencing 
Commission (USSC) data. The federal-level analysis is clearly nationally representative of 
individuals in the federal criminal justice system because it is based on reports on virtually all 
individuals who are at various stages of the federal criminal justice system. 

The state-level analysis is based on 1995 SCAAP data collected for the seven states with 
the most illegal aliens (California, New York, Texas, Florida, Illinois, New Jersey, and Arizona). 
All of these states except Illinois filed suits to force the federal government to reimburse them for 
criminal justice costs associated with illegal aliens. These data should be representative of 
illegal aliens in state prisons because illegal aliens in these states constituted approximately 
83 percent of all illegal aliens residing in the United States in 1996 (Warren 1997). 

For the local-level analysis, we initially chose two sites - Los Angeles County, 
California and Cook County, Illinois. The Los Angeles County portion was dropped from the 
analysis because data on individuals other than illegal aliens proved to unavailable - so there 
would have been no way of providing context for any findings about illegal aliens - and 
because data on illegal aliens could not be provided during this contract's time period. The local 
analysis is therefore limited to Cook County, Illinois, the county containing the city of Chicago. 
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Data Set United States Pretrial Services State Criminal 
Sentencing Act Information Alien Assistance 
Commission System (PSAIS) Program 

IWSSC) I ((SC AAP) I 

Cook County 
Department of 
Corrections (CCDC) 

Geographic Level Federal Federal State (CA, TX. NY. FL Local (Cook County, L) 

Yean 1 99 1 - 1995 (fiscal year) 1991-1995 (fiscal year) I995 1994-1996 (all individuals in CCDC 
IL. AZ. NJ) 

identified by the INS from 1-213 fm 
as ikgal aliens), 

19% (all individuals booked for an 
offense by the CCDC) 

Stock or Flow Flow Flow Stock Flow 

Who is in data set? All individuals sentenced for 
federal criminal offenses federal offenses prisons whom state by the CCDC 

All individuals charged with AI1 individuals in state 

officials believed may be 
foreipn born 

All individuals booked for an offense 

Which groups are Citizens. legal aliens. aliens Ciuzens, legal attens, Prisoners identified as Toral inmate population, t d  foreign 
illegal aliens with unknown status. 
compared to? 

individuals with missing status legal aliens by the INS born inmate population 
individuals with missing status 

Ihurnber of 11991: 34.1 19. 1992: 39.168. 11991: 50.020. 1992: 55.121. 1CA: 27.703. TX: 10.698. 11994-1996 (1-213 forms): 228 

1996 (All bookings): 132.952 
IL: 2.510. AZ: 2.152. (set I individuals in data 1993. 43,175. 1994: 40.538. 1993: 52.698. 1994: 49.537, NY: 3.979. W. 3.721. I 1995: 52.812 I 1995: 38.523 I 

Surnber of illegal 
aliens in data set 

1991: 1,528. 1992: 2.163. 
1993: 2.661. 1994: 3.039. 
1995. 4.081 1995: 7.608 

1991: 5.245. 1992: 5.633. 
1993: 5.61 I .  1994: 5.722. 

CA: 10.059. TX: 2.535. 
NY: 522. FL: 287. 

IL: 112. AZ: 693. NJ: 54 

1994-1996 (1-213 forms): 228 

Under our grant from the National Institutes of Justice, the scope of this project was 
limited to analyzing data from the four data sources listed above-the USSC data, the PSAIS 
data, the SCAAP data, and the data available from Cook County-not to collect new data. These 
data sources were the only data sources we were able to locate that included information on 
illegal aliens. We were charged with describing the characteristics of illegal aliens and, where 
data allowed, describing changes over time. Where possible, we attempt to explain these 
changes, but, in some cases, the data available were not sufficient to explain the changes. 
Initiating further research to explain the changes was beyond the scope of the project. 

status could only be determined for about half of the individuals for whom the states forwarded 
information to the INS, and, in the CCDC data, information is only available on bookings, not on 

The quality of some of these data is problematic. For instance, in the SCAAP data, legal 
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individuals, so some individuals may be represented more than once. The National Institutes of 
Justice nonetheless commissioned us to analyze the data that were available. A major rationale 
for analyzing these data is that policy makers will be better served by having access to data on 
the characteristics of illegal aliens in the criminal justice system, even if this data flawed, if the 
problems with the data are clearly spelled out than having no information or only anecdotal 
information about these illegal aliens. Where there are problems with the data, we note them in 
the chapters that follow. 

KEY FINDINGS 

1. How many illegal aliens are there in prison and elsewhere in the criminal justice system? 

ussc 
+ In 1995, there were 4,081 illegal aliens sentenced in federal district courts, 11 percent 

of the total sentenced. 

PSAIS 
+ As in the USSC data, in 1995, illegal aliens represented a high share (14.4 percent) of 

individuals entering the Pretrial Services Act Information System (PSAIS). 

SCAAP 

The INS identified 14,262 illegal aliens among state prisoners in 1995 from 
California, Texas, New York, Florida, Illinois, Arizona, and New Jersey (the 
seven states with the largest number of illegal residents; Warren 1997). INS was 
unable to determine the legal status of 48 percent of foreign-born prisoners in 
these states. 

+ California contained a disproportionately large share of illegal alien state prisoners, 
7 1 percent of illegal aliens identified by the INS, which appears to reflect its large 
share of the resident illegal alien population49 percent of the United States total 
according to the INS-and the relatively large share of the state’s submissions for 
which the INS was able to determine immigranaegal status. 

Cook County 
+ There were 228 bookings of individuals identified as illegal aliens by the Cook 

County Department of Corrections (CCDC) between 1994 and 1996. 
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2. Between 1991 and 1995, how and why has the number of illegal aliens entering the 
criminal justice system changed? 

ussc . The number of illegal aliens sentenced in federal courts increased by 167 percent 
between 1991 and 1995, compared with 13 percent for citizens. The number of 
legal aliens declined by 18 percent over this period. 

The share of defendants in federal courts who were illegal aliens rose from 4 percent 
to 11 percent while the share who were legal aliens declined from 12 percent to 9 
percent between 1991 and 1995. 

courts, for all major offense categories, and for all major country of citizenship 
groups. 

improved border enforcement on the Southwest border-where increases were 
largest; growth in the resident illegal alien population; and improved identification 
of illegal aliens in the USSC data and by law enforcement officials. How much 
each of these factors contributed to the increase in the number of illegal aliens 
cannot be determined with these data. 

. 

. The number of illegal aliens sentenced increased for 89 of the 94 federal district 

. The increase in the number of illegal aliens appears to be partially attributable to 

. The sharp increase in the number of illegal aliens sentenced is responsible for more 
than half of the overall increase in the number of defendants sentenced in federal 
courts and 44 percent in the growth in costs of federal post-sentencing 
incarceration and supervision. 

PSAIS 

Between 1991 and 1995, the number of illegal aliens entering the PSAIS increased by 
45 percent, more than the increase for the resident undocumented alien 
population, 30 percent. Most of the increase occurred between 1994 and 1995. 

Almost the entire increase in the number of illegal aliens entering the PSAIS can be 
explained by an increase in the number of illegal aliens arrested for immigration 
offenses between 1994 and 1995; most of the new apprehended immigration 
offenders in 1995 were from California. 

. 

3. What types of offenses have illegal aliens been convicted of? How do the types of 
offenses compare with the general population? 

ussc . The major offense for which illegal aliens were convicted in federal court in 1995 was 
unlawfully entering the United States, constituting 47 percent of the total 
(Table 2D). The second most common offense was drug trafficking, 27 percent of 
the total, followed, by other immigration offenses (1 1 percent) and, distantly, by 
fraud, 5 percent of the total. 
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. Illegal aliens sentenced in federal courts were more likely than legal aliens or 
U.S. citizens to have at least one conviction resulting in a sentence of at least 60 
days. 

For U.S. citizens and legal aliens, drug trafficking and fraud were the most common 
major federal offense conviction. 

. 
PSAIS . In 1995, illegal aliens were more likely to be charged with an immigration offense 

(60 percent) or drug trafficking (22 percent) than any other offense. Legal aliens 
and citizens were most likely to be charged with drug trafficking offenses 
(50 percent and 35 percent respectively). 

SCAAP . The most common offenses for which illegal aliens were convicted were drug 
offenses in all states except Florida. For states which distinguish among types of 
drug offenses, tirug trafficking was more common than drug possession in all 
states except Texas. 

In Florida, the most common offense among illegal aliens in state prisons was murder. 
Both illegal and legal aliens in Florida were far more likely than aliens in other 
states to have been convicted of violent offenses against a person - murder, 
sexual assaults, and other violent crimes. 

. 

. In Florida, the high share of murders, and other violent crimes against individuals, 
among illegal aliens cannot be attributed to any one country of origin group. For 
each of Florida’s major country of origin groups, murder and other violent crimes 
were substantially more common in Florida than they were in the other major 
immigrant states. The large share of violent offenders in Florida may be related to 
Florida’s policies on deporting criminal aliens. 

Cook County . 
+ 

About 14 percent of CCDC illegal aliens have at least one prior conviction. 

Like the general CCDC population, the most common charges for illegal aliens are 
drug offenses. However, among illegal aliens, Mexicans are less likely than 
non-Mexicans to have been charged with drug offenses. 
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4. What gpes of illegal aliens are in the criminal justice system? What countries are they 
citizens of? Where in the U.S. did they reside? Did they enter this country illegally, 
or did they enter legally, but remain after their authorized period of stay had 
expired? Do- the types of crimes differ by country of citizenship or status at entry? 

ussc . In 1995, California accounted for more illegal aliens sentenced in federal courts than 
any other state, 31 percent of the total. Texas had the next highest number of 
illegal aliens, 18 percent; together these two states accounted for about half of the 
illegal aliens sentenced. Other states .with large number of illegal aliens sentenced 
were New York, Arizona, Florida, Oregon, and Washington. 

Mexicans made up the largest share of illegal aliens sentenced in federal court. The 
second largest group was Colombians, followed by Dominicans, Jamaicans, and 
Nigerians. Mexicans dominated in most of the major immigration states, but 
Colombians were the largest group in New York, Florida, and New Jersey. 

Major offenses among illegal aliens differed significantly by country of citizenship. 
In 1995, Mexicans were the only group for which unlawful entry was the 
dominant offense. Colombians were the only group for which drug trafficking 
was the dominant offense and for which a substantial share were convicted of 
money laundering. Nigerians were the only group for which fraud constituted a 
major offense. 

. 

SCAAP 

Mexico was the dominant country of origin among illegal alien state prisoners in 
Arizona, California, Texas, and Jllinois. In New York, Florida, and New Jersey, 
illegal immigrants from the Caribbean and from Central and South America 
constituted the largest shares of illegal aliens in state prisons, although in these 
states no single country or country group dominated. 

The vast majority of illegal alien state prisoners entered the United States illegally, 
rather than entering the country legally and then remaining after their authorized 
period of stay had expired. Texas and California had the largest share of illegal 
aliens who entered without inspection - 94-95 percent - while shares for 
Illinois and New Jersey were the lowest - 85-86 percent. 

Dominicans were especially likely to have been imprisoned for drug-related 
offenses. Among Haitians and Nicaraguans, drug offenses were relatively 
uncommon. 

. 

. Types of offense committed differed by country of origin. Colombians and 

Cook County . Eighty-five percent of illegal aliens detained by the CCDC were citizens of Mexico. 
The second most cornmon country of citizenship was Colombia, accounting for 
4 percent. 
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c Among Mexican illegal aliens, most are from the interior Mexican states, such as 
Guerrero, the largest contributor with 12 percent of the total. Very few (6  percent) 
are from the states bordering the United States. . Eighty-nine percent of illegal aliens in the CCDC entered the United States without 
the knowledge or permission of the INS (“entered without inspection”). Mexicans 
were substantially more likely to have entered without inspection than illegal 
aliens from other countries. . Nearly half of illegal aliens in the CCDC (46 percent) entered the United States at San 
Ysidio, California near San Diego. Other major.points of entry were El Paso, 
Texas (13 percent), Nogales, Arizona (1 1 percent), and Laredo, Texas (9 percent). 

r . An overwhelming majority of illegal aliens in the CCDC appear to be U.S. 
residents - albeit illegal ones. Few, if any, illegal aliens in the CCDC are 
short-term visitors. Ninety percent had been in the United States for at least a 
year; none been in this country for less than a month. Furthermore, 14 percent 
have one or more US.  citizen children. 

About 8 percent of illegal aliens in the CCDC have already been deported at least 
once. 

5. What are the socioeconomic and demographic characteristics of illegal aliens in prison 
or in other parts of the criminal justice system? How do they compare with others 
in the criminal justice system? 

ussc . Sentenced illegal aliens, compared with legal aliens and U.S. citizens, were poorer, 
had lower educational attainment, were younger, were more likely to be Hispanic, 
were more likely to be male, and were less likely to have dependents. 

PSAIS . Illegal aliens entering the PSAIS were less educated, younger, and more likely to be 
white and Hispanic than legal aliens and citizens. The illegal aliens were more 
likely to be married than citizens but less likely than legal aliens. 

SCAAP . In most states, illegal aliens in state prisons were younger, on average, than legal 
aliens. 

Cook County . Illegal aliens are younger on average than the general CCDC population; 44 percent 

A majority of illegal aliens in the CCDC are involved in construction trades, most 

are under age 25, compared with 32 percent overall. 

often as laborers. 
. 
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2. ILLEGAL ALIENS SENTENCED IN FEDERAL COURTS, 1991-1995 

b 

c 

b 

c 

SUMMARY 

In 1995, there were 4,081 illegal aliens sentenced in federal district courts, 11 percent of the 
total sentenced. 

The number of illegal aliens sentenced in federal courts increased by 167 percent between 
1991 and 1995, compared with 13 percent for citizens. The number of legal aliens 
declined by 18 percent over this period. 

The share of defendants in federal courts who were illegal aliens rose from 4 percent to 11 
percent while the share who were legal aliens declined from 12 percent to 9 percent 
between 1991 and 1995. 

The number of illegal aliens sentenced increased for 89 of the 94 federal district courts, for 
all major offense categories, and for all major country of citizenship groups. 

The increase in the number of illegal aliens appears to be partially attributable to improved 
border enforcement on the Southwest border-where increases were largest; growth in 
the resident illegal alien population; and improved identification of illegal aliens in the 
USSC data and by law enforcement officials. How much each of these factors 
contributed to the increase in the number of illegal aliens cannot be determined with these 
data. 

The sharp increase in the number of illegal aliens sentenced is responsible for more than half 
of the overall increase in the number of defendants sentenced in federal courts and 44 
percent in the growth in costs of federal post-sentencing incarceration and supervision. 

other state, 3 1 percent of the total. Texas had the next highest number of illegal aliens, 18 
percent; together these two states accounted for about half of the illegal aliens sentenced. 
Other states with large number of illegal aliens sentenced were New York, Arizona, 
Florida, Oregon, and Washington. 

Mexicans made up the largest share of illegal aliens sentenced in federal court. The second 
largest group was Colombians, followed by Dominicans, Jamaicans, and Nigerians. 
Mexicans dominated in most of the major immigration states, but Colombians were the 
largest group in New York, Florida, and New Jersey. 

unlawfully entering the United States, constituting 47 percent of the total (Table 2B). 
The second most common offense was drug trafficking, 27 percent of the total, followed, 
by other immigration offenses (1 1 percent) and, distantly, by fraud, 5 percent of the total. 

Major offenses among illegal aliens differed significantly by country of citizenship. In 1995, 
Mexicans were the only group for which unlawful entry was the dominant offense. 
Colombians were the only group for which drug trafficking was the dominant offense and 
for which a substantial share were convicted of money laundering. Nigerians were the 
only group for which fraud constituted a major offense. 

In 1995, California accounted for more illegal aliens sentenced in federal courts than any 

The major offense for which illegal aliens were convicted in federal court in 1995 was 
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. For U.S. citizens and legal aliens, drug trafficking and fraud were the most common major 

Illegal aliens sentenced in federal courts were more likely than legal aliens or U.S. citizens to 

Sentenced illegal aliens, compared with legal aliens and U.S. citizens, were poorer, had lower 

federal offense conviction. 

have at least one conviction resulting in a sentence of at least 60 days. 

educational attainment, were younger, were more likely to be Hispanic, were more likely 
to be male, and were less likely to have dependents. 

. 
* 

DESCRIPTION OF DATA BASE 

The United States Sentencing Commission (USSC) Monitoring Data Base contains 
information on criminal defendants sentenced according to the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984. 
At least 90 percent of felony defendants in the federal criminal justice system are sentenced in 
accordance with this Act (U.S. Department of Justice, 1996, p. 94). Much of the information 
reported here, including immigration status, is based on the presentence report (PSR), which is 
filled out by a probation officer after a defendant is convicted, but before sentencing and is used 
by the judge to help determine the sentence (Federal Criminal Code and Rules, 1998). The PSR 
also includes information on criminal history and several items used to assess the defendant’s 
ability to pay a fine, including marital status, number of dependents, education, work history, and 
number of dependents (United States Sentencing Commission, 1997). 

to determine a defendant’s immigrantnegal status, although there are a number of factors that 
may trigger an investigation into the defendant’s status. Defendants are asked their 
immigrantnegal status outright, which the probation officer then verifies with federal sources. 
Defendants are targeted for special attention if they are charged with immigration offenses or 
have been charged with immigration offenses in the past, if they have difficulty using English, if 
they cannot produce a social security number, or if they cannot produce identifying documents 
such as a driver’s license. The probation officer may also learn that the defendant is an alien 
from records from the FBI or U.S. Marshals Service. Information that a defendant is an alien 
may also come from the genealogy section of the PSR, which includes such information as the 
place of birth and current residence of their parents, their spouse, and their children. Interviews 
with family members about the defendant’s family, and other issues, may also provide 
information. 

According to our sources, there is no set policy on the steps a probation officer is to take 

There are indications that the quality of the immigrantnegal status data is improving over 
time. First, the number of defendants in the USSC data for whom immigrantnegal status was 
entered increased between 1991 and 1995, with most of the increase occurring between 1991 and 
1992. In 1991, 5.0 percent of those sentenced were missing immigrantllegal status. The share 
with missing status dropped to 2.9 percent the following year and, by 1995, the share had 
dropped further to 1.9 percent. Most of this decrease is attributable to improvements in entering 
this information on the PSR, rather than changes in the share of defendants for whom no PSR 
was filed, was waived, or was sealed. The share who could be identified as aliens, but whose 
exact immigrantllegal status could not be determined also declined between 1991 and 1994, from 
5.1 percent to 3.4 percent, then increased in 1995, to 4.5 percent. 

Second, there is increasing congruence between reported immigrantllegal status and 
reported offense. In 199 1, only about half of defendants convicted for unlawfully entering the 
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United States-an offense which should only apply to illegal aliens-were actually recorded as 
illegal aliens. Almost of a fifth of those with a primary conviction of unlawful entry were 
recorded as legal aliens and another 1 Frcent were recorded as citizens. By 1995,93 percent of 
defendants convicted of unlawfully entering the United States were identified as illegal aliens. 

The increasing quality of the immigrantllegal status information is probably in large part 
due to changes in the way the data are collected. In 1991, information for the USSC came in part 
from two Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts data bases, the Criminal Termination files and 
the Federal Probation and Supervision Information System. Information on immigrantllegal 
status was not a mandatory field. Since then, the USSC has collected the information itself and 
reporting immigrantllegal status is mandatory. 

The USSC data provides information on flows into the federal corrections system; they 
do not represent the number or proportion of illegal aliens in the prison population or in the 
entire federal corrections system. 

final year (1995). Where intermediate years (1992-1994) depart from general patterns or trends, 
the departures are noted. 

FINDINGS 

Most of the comparisons in this chapter are for the initial year of our data (1991) to the 

Growth in the number of illegal aliens sentenced in federal court 

1,528 to 4.08 1. (See Table 2A.) This increase of 167 percent was substantially higher than the 
overall increase in defendants sentenced, 13 percent. Over this period, the number of U.S. 
citizens sentenced increased by 14 percent and the number of legal aliens declined by 18 percent. 
This translated into an increase in the share of defendants sentenced in federal court who are 
illegal aliens, from 4 percent in 1991 to 1 1 percent in 1995, and a declining share who are legal 
aliens, from 12 percent in 1991 to 9 percent in 1995. 

sentenced in federal court, including increases in the United States’ illegal alien population, 
increased enforcement of statuses that illegal aliens are especially likely to violate-including 
especially unlawful entry to the United States, increased targeting of illegal aliens for federal 
criminal prosecution, increased criminal activity among illegal aliens, and improved 
identification of illegal aliens among law enforcement personnel and in the USSC data. 

Naturalization Service (INS), between 1991 and 1995, when the number of illegal aliens 
sentenced in federal courts increased by 167 percent, the resident illegal alien population in the 
United States grew from only approximately 30 percent, from 3,625,000 to 4,725,000 (Warren 
1997). This increase in the number of resident illegal aliens can only partially explain the 
growth in the number of illegal aliens sentenced because many of the illegal aliens 
sentenced-especially among those captured unlawfully crossing the U.S. border-are not part of 
the resident illegal alien of the United States. 

Furthermore, because many of the illegal aliens sentenced in federal courts are not part of 
the resident U.S. illegal alien population and because, in the USSC data, illegal aliens who have 
settled in the United States cannot be distinguished from recent entrants or defendants captured at 

Between 1991 and 1995, the number of illegal zliens sentenced in federal court rose from 

There are several possible explanations for the increase in the number of illegal aliens 

Growing illegal alien population in the United States. According to the Immigration and 
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the border, we cannot calculate meaningful measures of involvement in criminal activity for 
either the resident illegal alien population or for the resident alien population overall. 

Increased border enforcement, other immigration ofl., .ses, and other offenses. More 
than half of the increase in the number of illegal aliens sentenced in federal courts between 199 1 
and 1995 is due to sentencing for unlawfully entering the United States, which more than 
quadrupled. (See Table 2B.) The tot61 number of illegal aliens sentenced increased by 2,553 and 
the number of illegal aliens whose primary offense was unlawful entry increased by 1,452. (For 
about 98 percent of illegal aliens sentenced for unlawfully entering the United States, this is the 
major offense.) Most of this increase occurred between 1994 and 1995. 

Much of this increase appears to be attributable to INS border enforcement along the 
Southwest border of the United States. Two of the districts with the largest increases in the 
number of illegal aliens sentenced for unlawfully entry were also places where the INS 
implemented major enforcement efforts, the southern district of California, where in October 
1994 in San Diego, INS implcmented Operation Gatekeeper, and the western district of Texas, 
where in September 1993, INS implemented Operation Hold the Line. (See Table 2C.) Districts 
adjacent to these twdalifornia-East,  California-Central, Arizona, Texas-southern, and Texas- 
Northem-also experienced large increases in the number of illegal aliens sentenced for unlawful 
border entry following implementation of these border enforcement activities. (See Table 2B.) 
Together, these districts in California, Texas, and Arizona account for 64 percent of the illegal 
aliens sentenced for this offense in 1995 and 69 percent of the increase in illegal aliens sentence 
for this offense between 1991,and 1995. The only two other areas with notable increases in 
illegal aliens sentenced for this offense are both in the Pacific Northwest, Oregon and the eastern 
district of Washington state. 

unlawful entry took place in these nine districts, growth in the number of illegal aliens sentenced 
for this offense was pervasive. In all but five of the 94 federal district courts, the number of 
i l lcpl  aliens sentenced for this offense increased, which suggests that the growth in this offense 
results not only from enforcement at the border, but also interior enforcement, including, 
perhaps, detection and prosecution of long-term illegal aliens. (See Appendix A, Table A.) INS 
officials have stated that they anticipated that, when border enforcement were increased in San 
Diego and El Paso, attempted illegal entry in other places would increase (U.S. General 
Accounting Office, 1997b). This shift in point of attempted entry is most clearly seen in other 
districts in California and Texas and in Arizona. It is not clear whether shifts in attempted entry 
points are also responsible for increases in illegal alien apprehensions in Oregon, the eastern 
district of Washington state, and the rest of the United States. 

Although the greatest increases in the number of illegal aliens sentenced for unlawful 
entry occurred between 1994 and 1995, the significant upward trend in sentencing for this 
offense actually occurred earlier, between 1992 and 1993, which suggest that increases in border 
enforcement. increases in attempted illegal entry, or both, had started in the early 1990s. 

The number of illegal aliens sentenced for immigration offenses other than unauthorized 
border crossing rose by only 23 percent, substantially lower than the increase overall. Part of the 
reason for the relatively low increase for other immigration offenses is the pattern in the 
California-Southern district, which, in 199 1, accounted for 21 percent of sentencing for other 
immigration offenses, the largest number for any district. California-Southern experienced the 

A1 though most of the 199 1 - 1995 increase in the number of illegal aliens sentenced for 
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largest increase of sentencing for illegal border crossing of any district, but, as the number of 
illegal aliens sentenced for illegal border crossing increased, the number sentence for other 
offenses declined, by 72 percent. By 1995, several other districts (California-Central, Texas- 
Western, Texas-Southem, and the Virgin Islands) surpassed California-Southern in the number 
of illegal aliens sentenced for other immigration offenses. The decline in sentencing for other 
immigration offenses in the California-Southern district may be reversed in later years. In May 
1995, the INS expanded it’s anti-smuggling efforts in San Diego, through a program called 
Operation Disruption (U.S. Immigration and Naturalization Service, 1997). 

Increases in sentencing for unlawful entry to the United States do not entirely explain the 
increased number of illegal aliens sentenced in federal courts because, for all major offenses, the 
number of illegal aliens sentenced at least doubled between 1991 and 1995. Besides immigration 
offenses, the other major offenses for which illegal aliens are sentenced are drug offenses, about 
95 percent of which is for drug trafficking, and fraud. (Note: In this report, fraudulently 
acquiring U.S. passports or entry documents are counted as “other immigration offenses,’’ not as 
“fraud.”) Together, immigration offenses, drug offenses, and fraud constitute about 90 percent of 
the offenses for which illegal aliens are sentenced. Over this period, the number of illegal aliens 
sentenced for drug trafficking more than doubled. The number of illegal aliens sentenced for 
fraud more than tripled, but fraud convictions are relatively rare, numbering only 59 in 1991 and 
199 in 1995. The growth in the number of illegal aliens cannot be simply attributed to increased 
enforcement of immigration and drug offenses and fraud among law enforcement officials or 
increased participation in these offenses by illegal aliens because the number of illegal aliens 
convicted of all other offenses also more than doubled over the period. Furthermore, among the 
8 1 districts that experienced an increased in the number of illegal aliens sentenced between 1991 
and 1995, in 74 of them (91 percent), there were increases in the number of illegal aliens with a 
primary offense other than illegal entry. In 2 1 of these 8 1 districts, there was no increase in the 
number of illegal aliens with a primary offense of illegal entry. (See Appendix A, Table A.) 

One possible explanation for the increase in illegal aliens convicted for offenses other 
than illegal entry is that these aliens were apprehended for illegal entry, then were found to be 
committing some other offense. We therefore examined whether illegal aliens whose 
primary-that is, most serious-offense was something else also had another conviction for 
illegal entry. For all five years, we found that only about 2 percent of defendants convicted of 
illegal entry were also convicted of a more serious offense. However, i t  is still possible that 
illegal aliens ultimately convicted of other offenses were initially apprehended for illegal entry, 
but that the illegal entry offense was dropped or was not successfully prosecuted. 

small part of the increase in the number of illegal aliens sentenced in federal courts is due to 
better identification of illegal aliens in the USSC data. (See Table 2D.) In 1991, only about half 
of the defendants convicted of unlawfully entering the United States-an offense which should 
apply only to illegal aliens-were actually recorded as illegal aliens, but by 1995, 93 percent of 
defendants convicted of this offense were recorded by illegal aliens. Most of the defendants not 
recorded as iIlegal aliens, but convicted of unlawfully entering the United States, were either 
identified as legal aliens or were missing immigrantnegal status. However, misidentification of 
illegal aliens as legal aliens or citizens and inclusion illegal aliens among those with missing 
immigranflegal status are two different issues. 

Better identification of illegal aliens in the USSC data. There is some evidence that a 
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In 1991, among those convicted of unlawfully entering the United States, 20 percent were 
identified as legal aliens and 1 percent were identified as U.S. citizens. By 1995.2 percent were 
identified as legal aliens, although 1 percent were still identified as U.S. citizens. This suggests 
that part of the apparent increase in the number of illegal aliens is actually a reduction in the 
number of illegal aliens misidentified as legal aliens. However, with the given data, this 
hypothesis cannot be proved or refuted. Because there is no offense for which illegal aliens 
cannot be convicted, we have no way of ascertaining whether the number of illegal aliens 
miscoded as legal aliens is offset by legal aliens miscoded as illegal aliens. 

accounts for at least a small share in the increase in the number of illegal aliens sentenced in 
federal courts between 1991 and 1995. In 1991, illegal aliens clearly constitute a 
disproportionate share of the defendants missing immigrant/legal status. In this year, illegal 
aliens constituted 5 percent &f defendants whose immigrantnegal status was determined, but they 
constituted at least 10 percent of defendants whose immigrantnegal status was not 
determined-1 0 percent defendants with missing immigrantnegal status had been convicted of 
unlawfully entering the United States. By 1995, illegal aliens constituted 11 percent of 
defendants whose immigrantnegal status could be determined, but the share of defendants with 
missing immigrantnegal status who had been convicted of unlawfully entering the United States 
had dropped to 4 percent. 

Reallocating as illegal aliens defendants convicted of illegal entry who are missing 
immigrantnegal status does little to change the overall trends in the number of illegal aliens. The 
absolute increase in the number of illegal aliens between 1991 and 1995 drops from 2,553 to 
2,403 and the percentage increase declines from 167 percent to 141 percent, still well above the 
overall increase in the number of defendants sentenced, 13 percent. 

of illegal aliens is due to a reduction in the share of defendants with missing immigration status 
who are illegal aliens. 

responsible for a large share of the apparent increase in the number of illegal aliens identified, 
then, within a district, a rise in the number of illegal aliens identified should be associated with a 
drop in the number of “unknowns.” However, within districts, we found no correlation between 
changes in the number of “unknown” and changes in the number identified as illegal aliens 

Improved identification of illegal aliens among defendants missing immigrantnegal status 

We further investigated in two ways the possibility that part of the increase in the number 

First, if improvements in the identification of illegal aliens among the “unknowns” is 

(1991-1992: p<0.8264; 1992-1993: ~ ~ 0 . 8 5 6 8 ;  1993-1994: ~ ~ 0 . 6 4 1 1 ;  1994-1993: p<0.5714). 

Second, if a substantial proportion of defendants coded “missing/indeterminable” in 199 1 
were actually illegal aliens, then we would expect (1) that the characteristics of illegal aliens and 
“missing/indeterminable’* defendants would be very similar especially in 1991; and (2) that by 
1995, when-if this hypothesis is true-defendants who would have been categorized as 
“missing/indeterminable” in 199 1 are now being correctly categorized as illegal aliens, 
differences between illegal aliens and “missinghndeterminable” would have increased. 
However, our analysis shows that the characteristics of illegal aliens differ substantially from 
those of defendants with missing or indeterminable status in both periods: they are more likely to 
have been convicted of immigration offenses and drug trafficking and are less likely to have been 
convicted of larceny; they had more serious criminal histories; they were more likely to be 
Hispanic, to be male, and to be aged 35 or younger, and (in 1991, when data were available) they 
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were less likely to have dependants. Furthermore, there is no evidence that, between 1991 and 
1995, the characteristics of illegal aliens and defendants with unknown immigrmtnegal status 
became more Lssimilar. The analysis is detailed below. 

We compared illegal aliens and defendants with missing or indeterminable status on the 
following characteristics: major federal offense conviction, Hispanic status, sex, age, number of 
dependents, and criminal history. For three of these - age, number of dependents, and criminal 
history - about a quarter of defendants with missing or indeterminable status were missing the 
information, so we excluded defendants with no information from the comparisons. In 1995, we 
did not analyze number of dependents because the vast majority of defendants with missing or 
indeterminable status had no information for this variable. We did not use annual income or 
educational attainment in the comparisons because large shares of one or both groups did not 
report information. 

Illegal aliens and defendants with missinghndeterminate status differed in their major 
offense convictions and their criminal histories (Table 2E). Compared with defendants with 
missinghndeterminate status, illegal aliens were substantially more likely to have a major 
conviction of immigration offenses (53 percent versus 22 percent in 1991 and 57 percent versus 
19 percent in 1995). They were also more likely to have a major conviction of drug trafficking 
(32 percent versus 27 percent in 1991 and 27 percent versus 11 percent in 1995) and substantially 
less likely to have a major conviction of larceny (0.3 percent versus 12.3 percent in 1991 and 
1.1 percent versus 25.0 percent in 1995). In both periods, illegal aliens had more serious 
criminal histories, on average, than defendants with missing or indeterminable status. In 1991, 
among those for whom criminal history was reported, 61.3 percent of defendants with missing or 
indeterminable status had no convictions or had only a single, minor, conviction, compared with 
5 1.8 percent of illegal aliens. In 1995, the same general pattern held: 72.3 percent of defendants 
with missing or indeterminable status versus 43.3 percent of illegal aliens had no prior conviction 
or only a minor con~iction.~ 

in both periods, compared to defendants with missinglinteminable status, illegal aliens were 
substantially more likely to be Hispanic (77 percent versus 16 percent in 1991 and 87 percent 
versus 25 percent in 1995), were less likely to be female (7 percent versus 20 percent in 1991 and 
6 percent versus 22 percent in 1995), and were younger- that is, less likely to be aged 35 or 
older (22 percent versus 41 percent in 1991 and 29 percent versus 38 percent in 1995). In 1991, 
among those with valid data, illegal aliens were less likely to have at least one dependent, 
62 percent versus 80 p e r ~ e n t . ~  

convicted in federal courts is actually attributable to improvements in identifying illegal aliens 
among those whose status, in earlier periods, could not be determined. 

unknown” plays any role in the apparent increase in the number of illegal aliens sentenced 
because the number has not dropped substantially; in 1991, there were 1,744 defendants with 
unknown status while in 1995, there were 1,746. 

The demographic characteristics of these two groups also differ substantially (Table 2E). 

In summary, there is no evidence that the apparent increase in the number of illegal aliens 

Finally, it  is also unlikely that better identification of defendants coded “alien, status 
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Better identification of illegal aliens by law enforcement oficials. According to I N S  
Deputy Assistant Commissioner for Detention and Deportation John O’Malley, one probable 
reason for the increase in the numbe- qf illegal aliens sentenced in federal courts is recent 
improvements in the Federal Bureau of Investigation’s National Crime Information Center 
(NCIC) databases (12 May 1999). These databases include a variety of information, including 
information on wanted persons and criminal history records, and are accessible to federal state 
and local law enforcement officials. According to O’Malley, since the early 199Os, information 
on previously deported felons has been added to the NCIC databases. If illegal alien felons who 
have been previously deported come in contact with a law enforcement officer-for example, 
during a traffic stop-they may be identified as illegal aliens fairly easily and turned over to 
federal officials for appropriate action. 

number of illegal aliens sentenced in federal courts (Table 2F). For all major countries of ongin, 
the number of illegal aliens sentenced rose, and there were only minor differences in their rates of 
increase. As shown in Table 2F, the frequency distributions for country of origin are nearly 
identical in 199 1 and 1995. If a single country or set of countries was responsible for the 
increase, the proportion of illegal aliens from that country (or set of countries) would increase. 

In summary, the growth in the number of illegal aliens sentenced in federal court in part 
appears to result from increased border enforcement, especially along the southwest border. 
However, increased border enforcement is not the entire explanation because the number illegal 
aliens sentenced increased in nearly all districts, not just border locations, and because the 
number of illegal aliens sentenced for all major offense types increased. A small amount of the 
apparent increase may be due to a reduction in the share of illegal aliens whose immigrants status 
was missing in the USSC data. Growth in the size of the resident U.S. illegal population may 
also play a role, but the exact effect of this population growth cannot be determined because, in 
the USSC data, long-term illegal aliens cannot be distinguished from recent arrivals. 
hprovements in NCIC datasets, which allow law enforcement officials to identify some 
previously deported illegal aliens who have been picked up for other offenses, may also play a 
role. Increased criminal activity among illegal aliens-both long-term U.S. residents and short- 
term entrants-and increased targeting of illegal aliens by law enforcement officials may also 
explain some of the growth in the number of illegal aliens sentenced in federal courts, but their 
relative influence cannot be ascertained using the USSC data. 

Impacts on the federal system of growth in the number of illegal aliens and declines in the 
number of legal aliens sentenced 

Illegal aliens are responsible for more than half of the increase in the number of 
defendants sentenced in federal courts between 1991 and 1995. If the number of illegal aliens 
sentenced in federal courts had increased at the same rate as it did for citizens-by 14 percent 
rather than by 167 percent-then the total number of defendants sentenced in federal courts 
would only have increased by 2,069, 2,335 fewer than it actually did. (See Table 2G.) In other 
words, 53 percent of the growth in the number of defendants sentenced in federal courts is 
attributable to the sharp increase in the number of illegal aliens sentenced. If the number of 
illegal aliens sentenced in federal court had increased at the same rate as citizens between 1991 
and 1995, the total number of defendants sentenced in federal court would have been 6.1 percent 
lower. 

Country of origin. No single country of origin was responsible for the increase in the 
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The sharp increase in the number of illegal aliens sentenced in federal courts contributed 
to the increase in estimated federal post-sentencing incarceration and supervision costs. Between 
1991 and 1995, these costs increased by $400.7 million, from $3,256.5 million to $3,657.2 
million. (The methodology for estimating costs is explained below.) If, over this period, the 
number of illegal aliens had increased at same rate as citizens, but retained the same average 
costs of incarceration and supervision (which are lower than for others, on average), total federal 
costs would only have increased by $225.0 million. In other words, 44 percent of the increase in 
estimated federal post-sentencing incarceration and supervision costs between 199 1 and 1995 is 
due to the increase in the number of illegal aliens sentenced. If the number of illegal aliens 
sentenced in federal-court had increased at the same rate-as citizens, estimated 1995 total 
estimated federal post-sentencing incarceration and supervision costs would have been 4.5 

’ percent lower. 

The increase in the number of illegal aliens sentenced between 1991 and 1995 is offset by 
the decline in the number of legal aliens sentence. If, instead of decreasing in number by 18 
percent, the number of legal aliens sentenced in federal courts had increased at the same rate as 
citizens, 14 percent, the increase in the number of defendants sentenced in federal courts would 
have been about 54 percent higher, 6,767 instead of 4,404. The number of defendants sentenced 
in federal courts in 1995 would have been 40,886 instead of 38,523, or about 6 percent higher 
than it actually was. Furthermore, total estimated federal post-sentencing incarceration and 
supervision costs in 1995 would have been approximately 3.2 percent higher. 

Descriptive analysis 

Geographic Distribution 

In 1995, California accounted for more illegal aliens sentenced in federal courts than any 
other state, 3 1 percent of the total. (See Table 2H.) Texas had the next highest number of illegal 
aliens, 18 percent; together these two states account for about half of the illegal aliens sentenced. 
Other states with large number of illegal aliens sentenced are New York, Arizona, Florida, 
Oregon, and Washington. The state distribution of illegal aliens sentenced in federal courts do 
not completely correspond with the INS’S estimate of the distribution of the resident illegal alien 
population, probably in large part because the illegal aliens sentenced in federal courts include 
both resident illegal aliens and recent entrants, including those apprehended at the border. 

Although California is responsible for more illegal aliens sentenced in federal court than 
any other state, 3 1 percent, the state’s share actually appears to be relatively low, for two reasons. 
First, according to INS estimates, in 1995, California was home to approximately 40 percent of 
the resident illegal aliens in the United States. Second, California is the site of very aggressive 
border enforcement efforts by the INS, in particular Operation Gatekeeper. The state accounts 
for 44 percent of iIlegal aliens sentenced for unlawfully entering the Unites States. 

There are two probable explanations for the relatively low share of illegal aliens 
sentenced in California. First, the USSC data on the number of defendants sentenced in 
California may be incomplete. USSC analysis suggests that, prior to fiscal year 1997, the 
southern district of California was one of the four districts that failed to forward to the USSC 
information on relatively large numbers of defendants sentenced; the others were Puerto Rico, 
Texas Western, and Texas Southern (United States Sentencing Commission, 1997). Since 
defendants whose files were never forwarded to the USSC were disproportionately convicted of 
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immigration offenses, a relatively large share may be illegal aliens. Second, the number of illegal 
aliens convicted for unlawful entry who show up in the USSC does not reflect the number of 
illegal aliens actually apprehended for this offense. According to a recent General Accounting 
Office report, because the Justice Department does not have the resources to prosecute all those 
apprehended for unlawfully entering the United States, U.S. Attorneys in southwest border 
districts have a policy of imposing administrative sanction, rather than criminal sanctions, on 
first-time unlawful border crossers who have no other criminal history (U.S. General Accounting 
Office, 1997b).5 These two factors also suggest the number of illegal aliens who show up in the 
USSC does not accurately reflect the number apprehended or sentenced in Texas. 

in federal courts relative to the size of the resident illegal alien population. In both cases, this is 
due to the large share of illegal aliens sentenced for unlawfully entering the United States; in 
other words, to illegal aliens apprehended while trying to enter the country rather than long-term 
illegal aliens. In 1995, the share of illegal aliens convicted of unlawful entry was 84 percent in 
Oregon and 72 percent in Washington compared with 47 percent for the United States overall. 

there was a smaller share legal than illegal aliens in California and a larger share in New York 
and Florida. (See Table 2H.) 'The geographic distribution of U.S. citizens sentenced in federal 
court roughly follows the geographic distribution of all U.S. citizens, with some exceptions. 
California, with 10.4 percent of the nation's citizens in 1995, had only 6.9 percent of the citizens 
sentenced in federal court. Texas had a somewhat larger share of sentenced U.S. citizens, 
9.3 percent, than its share of the citizen population, 7.1 percent. 

constant between 1991 and 1995, with only two significant exceptions: the share of illegal aliens 
sentenced in California increased, from 24 percent to 3 1 percent of the United States total, while 
the share sentenced in Texas declined, from 23 percent to 18 percent of the total. 

share of illegal aliens being sentenced in California. While the number of illegal aliens 
sentenced in federal courts over this period increased by 167 percent, in California, the number 
increased by 252 percent. The number of illegal aliens sentenced in California grew faster than in 
other states because sentencing for unlawful entry to the United States skyrocketed in California. 
Overall, the number of illegal aliens convicted of unlawfully entering the United States increased 
by 323 percent; in California, the number increased by 692 percent. 

large increases for any country of origin group. (See Table 2L.) There were no major changes in 
the countries of citizenship of illegal aliens convicted of unlawfully entering the United States. 
Mexico continued to dominate, constituting 81 percent in 1991 and 82 percent in 1995. The 
share of illegal aliens from Central America declined, from 6 percent to 1 percent, although 
actual numbers of cases are small. The share with missing or indeterminable country of 
citizenship rose somewhat, from 13 percent to 16 percent. For illegal aliens convicted for other 
offenses, the share from Mexico declined, 91 percent to 8 1 percent. The shares from South 
America, Central America, and Asia increased, but in absolute terms, the number of illegal aliens 
from these countries was relatively small. 

Oregon and Washington both have particularly large shares of the illegal aliens sentenced 

Legal aliens showed the same general state distribution pattern as illegal aliens, although 

The geographic distribution of illegal aliens sentenced in federal court remained fairly 

Increased border enforcement, such as Operation Gatekeeper, has led to an increasing 

The increase in the number of illegal aliens convicted in California cannot be tied to any 
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Although Texas was also home to increased border enforcement activities, including 
Operation Hold the Line, the number of illegal aliens sentenced in that state increased at levels 
below the national average between 1991 and 1995, at 106 percent compared with 167 percent. 
There are two reasons for the relatively low increase in the number of illegal aliens sentenced in 
Texas. First, although the number of illegal aliens sentenced for unlawfully entering the United 
States increased significantly in the Western and Northern districts (397 percent and 440 percent, 
respectively, compared with the national increase of 323 percent), increases in the Southern and 
Eastern districts were small or non-existent (92 percent and 0 percent, respectively).6 Second, the 
number of illegal aliens sentenced in Texas for offenses other than unlawfully entering the 
United States grew at half the national average, by 61 percent compared with 102 percent for the 
nation as a whole. 

There are also two other possible explanations for the relatively small increase in the 
number of illegal aliens sentenced in Texas, which, while feasible, cannot be definitively 
established with these data. First, Texas-Westem and Texas-Southern were singled out by a 
recent USSC report as two of the four districts with relatively poor records for transferring 
information on federal defendants to the USSC (United States Sentencing Commission, 1997). 
This report also stated that defendants whose information was not forwarded to the USSC were 
disproportionately convicted of immigration offenses. It is possible, therefore, that some illegal 
aliens sentenced in Texas in 1995 are missing from the USSC data. Second, U.S. Attorneys in 
southwest border districts, because of limited resources, have a policy of imposing 
administrative, rather than civil, sanctions on aliens with no criminal history who are 
apprehended for unlawfully entering the United States for the first time (U.S. General 
Accounting Office, 1997b). If this practice is particularly prevalent in the border areas in the 
border districts of Texas, the share of illegal aliens sentenced in Texas will lower than otherwise 
expected. 

The distribution of legal aliens by state of sentencing also remained fairly stable between 
199 1 and 1995. As was the case for illegal aliens, there was an increase in the share from 
California federal courts, from 16 percent to 19 percent, although not as steep as the increase for 
illegal aliens. As was also the case for illegal aliens, there was a drop in the percentage of legal 
aliens from federal courts in Texas, from 23 percent to 17 percent. For U.S. citizens, there were 
no significant changes in the geographic distribution of individuals sentenced in federal courts. 

Country of Origin 

were from Mexico, followed by Colombia (8.8 percent), the Dominican Republic (4.2 percent), 
and Jamaica (3.2 percent). (See Table 2J.) No other country contributes more than 2 percent of 
the total illegal aliens sentenced nationally in federal courts. The dominant country of origin of 
illegal aliens sentenced varies by state. Among the ten states that account for the largest number 
of illegal aliens, Mexicans were the largest illegal alien group sentenced in federal courts in five 
of them: California (8 1.6 percent of the total sentenced in the state), Texas (84.2 percent), 
Illinois (52.8 percent), Arizona (86.2 percent), and Washington (70.1 percent). In four of the top 
ten illegal alien states, the second largest national group to be sentenced, Colombians, 
dominate - New York (34.9 percent of the total sentenced in the state), Florida (35.2 percent), 
New Jersey (40.8 percent), and Massachusetts (54.5 percent). Illegal aliens from the Dominican 
Republic, the third most common country of origin nationally, dominate in none of the top ten 

In 1995, more than half - 62.2 percent - of illegal aliens sentenced in federal court 
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states, but constitute a substantial share of the illegal aliens sentenced in New York and Puerto 
Rico. Jamaicans constitute the largest share of illegal aliens sentenced in Virginia. Other 
significant ;:oups include Nigerians, who constitute 16.3 percent of the total in New Jersey, and 
Salvadorans, who constitute 16.1 percent in Virginia. 

In 1995, the countries of origin for legal aliens did not differ substantially from those of 
illegal aliens, with two major exceptions. First, while Mexicans were the dominant country for 
both groups, they constitute a much larger share of illegal aliens than legal aliens, 62.2 percent 
versus 44.1 percent. Second, among those sentenced in federal court, Cubans constitute a much 
larger share of legal aliens than they do of illegal aliens, 5.5 percent versus 0.6 percent. These 
patterns probably reflect differences in country of origin in the overall immigrant population. For 
instance, according to the 1995 March CPS, Mexicans constituted 27 percent of all aliens, legal 
and illegal, but, according to INS estimates, Mexicans constituted 54 percent of illegal aliens in 
October 1996. Likewise, adording to the 1995 March CPS, Cubans constituted 3.2 percent of 
all aliens, legal and illegal, but, according to INS estimates, Cubans constituted only 0.2 percent 
of illegal aliens in October 1996. 

between 1991 and 1995), Colombia (9.5 percent), Dominican Republic (4.5 percent), Jamaica 
(3.4 percent), Nigeria (2.6 percent), and El Salvador (1.3 percent) - there was little change in 
the proportion of illegal aliens sentenced in federal courts between 1991 and 1995. With only 
minor exceptions, the rank ordering of these countries remains the same. For legal aliens, there 
was also very little change in country of origin among those sentenced in federal courts. 

Offenses, History, and Disposition 

were convicted in federal court was unlawfully entering the United States, constituting 47 percent 
of the total (Table 2K). The second most common offense was drug trafficking, 27 percent of the 
total, followed, by other immigration offenses (1  1 percent) and, distantly, by fraud, 5 percent of 
the total. This pattern differs from both U.S. citizens, whose top three major offenses were drug 
trafficking (36 percent), fraud (18 percent), and larceny (8 percent), and legal aliens, whose top 
three major offenses were drug trafficlung (53 percent), fraud (12 percent), and immigration 
offenses (8 percent). The pattern remains the same when all offenses, not just the major offense, 
are examined, and when all drug offenses, not just drug trafficking, are considered. 

all illegal aliens are violating immigration laws and legal aliens face higher risks than citizens of 
doing so, i t  is reasonable to exclude immigration offenses when comparing the different groups. 
For non-immigration offenses, legal and illegal aliens sentenced have virtually identical 
distributions of major offenses with almost two-thirds of each group being convicted of drug 
offenses. However, aliens were much more likely than U.S. citizens to be convicted of drug 
offenses and money laundering and much less likely to be convicted of fraud, larceny, and bank 
robbery. 

Major federal offense conviction by country of origin for illegal aliens. In 1995, five 
countries of citizenship - Mexico, Colombia, the Dominican Republic, Jamaica, and Nigeria - 
accounted for 80 percent of the illegal aliens sentenced in federal court. 

Among the major countries of origin - Mexico (60.7 of all illegal aliens sentenced 

Major federal offense conviction. In 1995, the major offense for which illegal aliens 

The distribution of offenses by type is heavily affected by immigration offenses. Since 
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For Mexicans, Dominicans, and Jamaicans, unlawful entry and drug offenses are the most 
common primary offenses, accounting for about three-quarters of the total. (See Table 2L.) 
Among Mexicans, unlawful entry Anminates and, among Dominicans and Jamaicans, unlawful 
entry and drug offenses are about equally common. Colombians are notable for the substantial 
share with a major conviction for drug trafficking, accounting for two-thirds of the total. 
Colombians are also substantially more likely to have been convicted of money laundering, and 
substantially less likely to have been convicted of unlawful entry, than other illegal aliens. For 
Nigerians, drug trafficking and fraud are the most common offenses; they are the only group for 
which fraud constitutes a major offense. 

measure based on both the number of convictions an individual has and the severity of the 
offense - as measured by length of sentence - for which the criminal was convicted. For every 
conviction with a sentence greater than 13 months, three points are added to the defendant’s 
criminal history point total; for every sentence from 60 days to 13 months, two points are added; 
and for every sentence less than 60 days, one point is added. Points are also added if the current 
offense was committed while under the jurisdiction of the criminal justice system (for example, 
if committed while the individual was on probation or supervised release or while incarcerated), 
if the current offense was committed within two years of being released from prison, or if one of 
the previous offenses was violent, but did not receive any points. The highest category (VI) is 
reached with 13 points while the lowest (I) requires no more than 1 point. 

immigrants or U.S. citizens (Table 2M). They were substantially less likely than either U.S. 
citizens or legal aliens to be in the lowest criminal history category (I> - either no prior 
convictions or only a minor conviction - 38.2 percent compared with 51.9 percent for U.S. 
citizens and 65.8 percent for legal aliens. They were about equally likely as U.S. citizens and 
legal aliens to be in categories 11 or III, but they were far more likely to be in categories N or V 
( 19.4 percent versus 9.9 percent for U.S. citizens and 4.1 percent for legal aliens), or in the most 
serious criminal history category, level VI (12.4 percent versus 8.6 percent for U.S. citizens and 
1.3 percent for legal aliens). 

one prior conviction resulting in a prison sentence of more than 60 days has increased. For 
illegal aliens, however, who in 199 1 were more likely than others to have had a prior prison 
sentence of at least 60 days, the increase has been the most dramatic, rising from about 
40 percent in 1991 to about 50 percent in 1995. In contrast, U.S. citizens rose from about 36 to 
4 1 percent and legal aliens rose from 22 percent to only 24 percent. 

Disposition, sentence length, and costs. More than 99 percent of all persons sentenced 
in federal court either pled guilty or were convicted by a jury. (The other dispositions were nolo 
contendere, trial by judge, and missing.) Over the five years studied, there was a sizeable 
decrease in the percentage of individuals convicted by a jury, from 14 percent in 1991 to 
8 percent in 1995, with a concomitant increase in the percentage pleading guilty (Table 2N). 
This pattern is observed for all native/immigrant groups. However, in all periods, illegal aliens 
were much less likely than U.S. citizens or legal aliens to be convicted by a jury. In 1991,9.0 
percent of illegal aliens were convicted by a jury, compared with 14.5 percent of U.S. citizens 

Criminal history. The six-point scale for criminal history in the USSC is a summary 

In 1995, overall, illegal aliens had more serious criminal histories than either legal 

For all three groups, illegal aliens, U.S. citizens, and legal aliens, the share with at least 
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and 15.0 percent of legal aliens; in 1995, only 3.8 percent of illegal aliens were convicted by a 
jury, compared with 9.0 percent of U.S. citizens and 7.0 percent of legal aliens. 

to differences in major offenses, specifically, differences the share with immigration offenses 
versus the share with drug trafficking as the major offense (Table 20). Illegal aliens were 
substantially more likely than legal aliens or U.S. citizens to have an immigration offense as their 
major offense and, among individuals whose major offense was an immigration offense, the vast 
majority plead guilty. In 1995, the proportion of illegal aliens, U.S. citizens, and legal aliens 
charged with immigration offenses who pled guilty were nearly identical, 98 percent, 96 percent, 
and 96 percent, respectively. Illegal aliens were substantially -less likely than legal aliens or U.S. 
citizens to have drug trafficking as their major offense, and individuals with this as their major 
offense, while still overwhelmingly likely to plead guilty, were more likely to have been 
convicted by a jury than individuals with a major offense of immigration violations. In 1995, the 
proportions of sentenced illegal aliens, legal aliens, and U.S. citizens with a major offense of 
drug trafficking who were convicted by ajury were very similar, 8 percent, 10 percent, and 
11 percent, respectively. 

Illegal aliens were substantially more likely to be sentenced to at least some prison time 
than U.S. citizens or legal aliens (Table 2P). In 1995, less than 5 percent of illegal aliens were 
sentenced to no time in prison, compared with 25 percent of U.S. citizens and 17 percent of legal 
aliens. (The same pattern is observed in all 5 years.) Illegal aliens were, however, substantially 
less likely to receive prison sentences of 10 or more years (1.3 percent versus 4.1 percent for U.S. 
citizens and 2.1 percent for legal aliens). 

These differences in length of sentences imposed cannot be explained solely by the type 
of major offense (Table 24). Among the three general categories we examined - immigration 
offenses, drug trafficking, and all other crimes - illegal aliens were substantially more likely to 
receive prison sentences than either U.S. citizens or legal aliens. For example, for individuals 
whose major federal offense conviction was an immigration offense, only 3.5 percent of illegal 
aliens, compared with 47.3 percent of U.S. citizens and 35.8 percent of legal aliens received no 
prison sentence, while for individuals whose major federal offense conviction was drug 
trafficking, 0.4 percent of illegal aliens, compared with 6.7 percent of U.S. citizens and 
2.4 percent of legal aliens, received no prison sentence. 

variable was missing. For these cases, we use the method provided in the USSC data 
documentation to estimate supervision costs. In April 1993, the Administrative Office of the 
U.S. Courts provided estimates of the monthly costs for various forms of supervision: 
imprisonment ($1,730), community confinement ($1,132), and supervision ($180.90) (USSC 
1993). We multiply these factors by the USSC variable that indicates the sentence length (in 
months) for the respective type of supervision. In estimating costs, we topcode sentence length 
at 470 months - the USSC mean life expectancy estimate for incarcerated individuals is 470 
months (Adams 1998)- and we assume that no prisoner will live past age 100. 

legal aliens or U.S. citizens, in 1995, the average estimated post-sentencing incarceration and 
supervision cost for incarcerating illegal aliens ($7 1 ,OOO) was less than the average cost for either 
U.S. citizens ($101,000) or legal aliens ($89,000). Illegal aliens have lower mean post- 

The legal status differences in whether individuals .'sad guilty appear to be attributable 

a 

For more than 99 percent of the USSC population, the value for the cost of supervision 

Although illegal aliens are more likely to be sentenced to at least some prison time than 
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sentencing costs because they are substantially less likely than legal aliens or U.S. citizens to 
receive extremely long prison sentences, that is, sentences of 10 or more years. 

that members of each group commit and the corresponding sentence lengths. In 1995, illegal 
aliens were much more likely to be immigration offenders (57 percent) than drug trafficking 
offenders (27 percent) or other offenders (15 percent), relative to legal aliens (8 percent, 53 
percent, and 38 percent) and citizens (1 percent, 36 percent, and 64 percent). On average, 
immigration offenders received shorter sentences than drug traffickers and other offenders, so 
they cost less to incarcerate. In 1995, only 6 percent of immigration offenders received sentences 
of at least 5 years, compared to 52 percent of drug traffickers and 14 percent of other offenders. 

, On average, immigration offenders cost $39,000 to incarcerate while drug offenders cost 
$159,000 and other offenders cost $60,000 (Table 2s). Illegal aliens were more expensive to 
incarcerate than other immigration offenders because they received, on average, longer sentences. 
The reverse is true for other offenses: illegal aliens were less expensive to incarcerate because 
they received shorter sentences. 

Table 2T. USSC Sentence Lengths and Costs, 1995 
Source: United States Sentencing Commission data, 1995. 

Percentage of offenders receiving sentences of at least 5 years 

The lower mean costs associated with illegal aliens largely reflect the typec Tf  offenses 

Illegal Aliens ~ g d  Aliens Citizens 

All Offenses 
lmmigraiion offenses 
Drug trafficking 
All orher offenses 

All Offenses 
Immigration offenses 
Drug trafficking 
AI1 other offenses 

Total Illegal Aliens Legal Aliens Citizens 

594.987 571.282 589.463 5 100,695 
539.123 S45.066 523.465 SI 8.640 
5159.351 5139.757 5137,466 5167.722 
560.250 S41.284 537.079 S63.800 

27.5% 19.0% 28.1% 29.2% 
6.4% 8.0% 2.5% 0.6% 
51.8% 47.4% 48.5% 53.8% 
14.3% 9.6% 5.4% 15.6% 

Number sentenced 
Number of immigration offenders 
Number of non-immig offenders 
Total costs (millions) 
Costs of immigration offenders 
Costs of non-immigration offenders 

~~~~ ~ 

38.523 4.08 I I IO 6% 3.382 I 8 8% 28.597 I 74 2% 
4.08 I 2.344 I 5 7  4% 282 / 6 9% 169 / 4.1% 
34.442 1.737 I 5  0% 3.100 / 9 0% 28,428 I 8 2  5% 
53.657 5291 I 8  0% S302 I 8  3% 52,878 178 7% 
5160 S106/662% 5714 1% 53120% 
53.498 6 I85 I 5 3% 52% / 8 5% 52.875 I 82.2% 

Socioeconomic and Demographic Characteristics 

were poorer, had lower educational attainment, were younger, were more likely to be Hispanic, 
were more likely to be male, and were less likely to have dependents. (See Table 2s for all 
socioeconomic and demographic comparisons.) 

Compared with U.S. citizens and legal aliens, illegal aliens convicted in federal court 
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Income. The income variable appears to be of questionable quality. The share of 
defendants with non-zero income is below 50 percent for all five years examined. It is not clear 
whether some probation officers are entering a “0” to mean financially unable to pay a fine, 
rather than no income. Furthermore, even if this income variable is being used to describe a 
defendant’s income, rather than his or her ability to pay a fine, is it not clear how this variable is 
coded when the defendant is in custody and is no longer working (Maxfield 27 April 1999). 
Finally, as Table S shows, between 1991 and 1995, the share of defendants with missing income 
declined by more than 30 percentage points while the share with “0” income rose by almost the 
same amount, suggesting that either some probation officers or some data enterers are using “0” 
instead of “missing” when no income data are available. (USSC policy is that “0” means no 
income, not missing income, and has not changed over the period, Maxfield 27 April 1999.) 
Given these limitations, the income data is extremely difficult to interpret.’ 

Convicted illegal aliens appear to be poorer than U.S. citizens and legal aliens convicted 
in federal court. Compared with convicted U.S. citizens and legal aliens, illegal aliens were 
substantially more likely to report no earnings in the past year (48 percent versus 3 1 percent for 
citizens and 35 percent for legal aliens) and substantially less likely to report earnings of at least 
$lO,OOO (8 percent versus 37 percent for citizens and 27 percent for legal aliens). However, from 
the USSC data, it is not clear whether reported earnings of “$U* indicates no earnings or a 
missing value for earnings: Between 1991 and 1995, for all three groups, the share of individuals 
with “unknown” annual income declined precipitously as the number coded as having “$V* 
annual income increased. 

There is some indication that income differences between illegal aliens and the other 
groups increased. Other than the shift from “unknown” annual income to “$U* annual income, 
there were virtually no changes in the income distribution of illegal aliens. For the other two 
groups, however, there was some income growth, albeit minor for legal aliens. Between 1991 
and 1995, for legal aliens, the share reporting annual income of $35,000 or more increased from 
1.2 percent to 4.1 percent between 1991 and 1995, while for U.S. citizens, the percentage 
reporting income of $35.000 or above increased from 3.6 percent to 9.4 percent. 

Education. Convicted illegal aliens have substantially lower educational attainment than 
either legal aliens or U.S. citizens sentenced in federal court. In 1995, illegal aliens were much 
more likely to report never having graduated from high school (64 percent versus 32 percent for 
citizens and 56 percent for legal aliens) and substantially less likely to report having attended 
college ( 10 percent versus 30 percent for citizens and 2 1 percent for legal aliens). The 
educational attainment numbers should be viewed with some caution, however, because, unlike 
the other two groups, a substantial share of illegal aliens (14 percent) were reported with 
educational attainment unknown. 

There is some indication that differences in educational attainment between illegal aliens 
and the other two groups increased. Over the five-year period, there were few changes in the 
educational attainment for illegal aliens, but the educational attainment of legal aliens and U.S. 
citizens increased somewhat. For legal aliens, between 1991 and 1995, the share of individuals 
who had not graduated from high school declined slightly, from 59 percent to 56 percent, and the 
number of individuals who had graduated from high school increasing somewhat, from 
16 percent to 20 percent. Among citizens, there was a slight increase in the share of individuals 
with at least some college, from 26 percent in 1991 to 30 percent in 1995. 
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Age. Convicted illegal aliens were younger, on average, than legal aliens and U.S. 
citizens sentenced in federal court. About 70 percent of illegal aliens were younger than 35 years 
of age, ccFpared with 57 percent of legal aliens and 52 percent of citizens. Nearly all of this 
difference is due to individuals in the 25-34 range; the share of individuals younger than age 25 
differs little for the three groups. 

illegal and legal aliens showed declines in the share of individuals aged 24 and younger. Both 
legal aliens and U.S. citizens showed increases in the share 50 or older. 

Race and ethnicity. Convicted illegal aliens were more likely to be Hispanic than legal 
aliens and, especially, citizens convicted in federal courts. In 1995,87 percent of sentenced 
illegal aliens were Hispanic, compared with 7 1 percent of legal aliens and 1 1 percent of citizens. 
Illegal aliens were substantially less likely to be black than members of either of the two other 
groups; only 7 percent of sentenced illegal aliens were non-Hispanic black, compared with 
12 percent of legal aliens and 35 percent of citizens. 

from 77 percent to 87 percent, although some of this increase may be due to reductions in the 
number of individuals with missing Xispanic origin, from 7.1 percent to 0.3 percent. The share 
of legal aliens who were Hispanic also increased, but only slightly, from 68 percent to 70 percent, 
while the share of U.S. citizens who were Hispanic remained unchanged. 

period. Between 1991 and 1995, the percentage grew from 3 to 6 percent for convicted illegal 
aliens, from 10 to 18 percent for legal aliens, and from 50 to 54 percent for U.S. citizens. The 
percentage who were black, non-Hispanic decreased somewhat for illegal aliens convicted (from 
9 to 7 percent) and for legal aliens (from 16 to 12 percent), but increased for U.S. citizens (from 
30 to 35 percent). 

85.1 percent overall - the share was especially high for illegal aliens. Among illegal aliens, 
only 5.7 percent were female compared with 16.6 percent of citizens and 12.4 percent of legal 
aliens sentenced. The sex ratio has not changed appreciably for any of the three groups. 

Number of dependents. Illcgal aliens convicted in federal court were less likely than 
individuals in the other two groups to report having at least one dependent (55.4 percent versus 
72.3 percent for citizens and 72.3 percent for legal aliens), but, as with educational attainment, a 
substantial share of illegal aliens, but not members of the other groups, did not have information 
on this data item. Unlike legal aliens or U.S. citizens, there was a drop in the share of convicted 
illegal aliens claiming to have one or more dependents - from 37.2 percent in 1991 to 
3 1.3 percent in 1995. Since the average age of illegal aliens - and therefore the probability that 
they were married, had children, or both - increased, the drop in the proportion having 
dependents is unexpected. It is likely, however, that this apparent drop is attributable to the 
increase in the number of illegal aliens for whom number of dependents was "unknown" (from 
0.8 percent to 13.2 percent over the 5-year period). 

Between 1991 and 1995, all three groups experienced increases in average age. Both 

The share of sentenced illegal aliens who were Hispanic increased between 1991 to 1995, 

For all groups, the percentage white, non-Hispanic increased slightly over the 5-year 

Sex. While the vast majority of individuals convicted in federal court were male - 
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Table 2A 

Illegal aliens, U.S. citizens, and legal aliens sentenced in federal court 
and resident undocumented aliens in the United States, 1991-1995. 

Source: United States Sentencing Commission data, 1991-1995 and Warren, 1997. 

Individuals sentenced in federal court 

Total 34,119 39.1 68 43,175 40,538 38,523 
Illegal Aliens 1,528 2,163 2,661 3,039 4,081 
Legal Aliens 4,110 4,685 5,199 4,580 3,382 
Citizens 25,020 29,785 32,649 30,782 28,597 
Alien, status unknown 1,744 1,411 1,381 1,235 1,746 
Missing 1,717 1,124 1,205 894 71 7 

Total 1 00% 100% 100% 1 00% 1 00% 
Illegal Aliens 4% 6% 6% 70/0 11% 
Legal Aliens 12% 12% 12% 11% 9% 

Missing 5% 3% 3% 2% 2% 

I 1991 I 1992 I 1993 I 1994 I 1995 

Citizens 73"/0 . 76% 76% 76% 74% 
Alien, status unknown 5% 4% 3% 3% 5% 

Resident illegal aliens 
in the United States 3,625,000 3,900,000 4,175,000 4,450,000 4,725,000 

1 

2.000 * 

+ I 

I 

1,000 1 

I ~ 

I 

Illegal aliens sentenced 

--C- Legal aliens sentenced 

+Citizens sentenced (/lo) 
+Illegal aliens in U.S. (/1000) 

' 0 -  i 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 

Year 
I 

I 
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Table 26 

Unlawful entry '450 .492 7I790 11191 11902 
Other immigration offense 358 331 307 339 442 
Drug trafficking 491 973 1,070 965 1,115 
Other drug offenses 33 22 35 55 31 
Fraud 59 135 178 197 199 
Other offenses 137 210 292 292 392 

Primary offense conviction for illegal aliens sentenced in federal courts, 1991-1 995 

1,452 323% 
84 23% 
624 1 27% 
-2 -6% 
140 237% 
255 186% 
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Table 2C 

Federal District 1992 

Illegal aliens sentenced for unlawful entry to the United States, 1991-1995 

1991 -1 995 
1993 1994 1995 increase 

California, Southern 
California, Eastern 
Texas, Western 
Oregon 
Arizona 
Texas, Southern 
Texas, Northern 
California, Central 
Washington, Eastern 
All other 

76 52 213 
21 26 36 
31 50 93 
31 33 13 
29 30 62 
51 46 37 
10 8 14 
3 40 56 

30 24 38 
168 183 217 

277 
90 

113 
97 

1 02 
48 
25 
65 
52 

322 

578 
201 
154 
153 
96 
98 
54 
41 
66 

46 1 

502 
180 
123 
122 
67 
47 
44 
38 
36 

293 
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Table 2D 

Citizen 7 14 22 12 12 
Legal alien 170 191 215 154 46 
Illegal alien 461 510 797 1,217 1,949 
Noncitizenktatus unknowi 44 40 40 33 56 
Missing 174 139 103 38 27 

Irnrnigrantllegal status of individuals convicted of unlawfully entering the United States, 1991 -1 995 

1% 2% 2% 1% 1% 
20% 21% 18% 11% 2% 
54% 57% 68% 84% 93% 
5% 4% 3% 2% 3% 

20% 16% 9% 3% 1% 

Source: USSC data 
I 1991 I 1992 I 1993 I 1994 I 1995 1 1991 119921 19931 19941 1995 

Total 856 894 1,177 1,454 2,090 I 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
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Table 2E 

Illegal aliens and individuals with missing or indeterminable status, 1991 and 1995. 
Source: United States S e n t e m  Comnussion data, 1991-1995. 

1991 I 1995 
llleqal Alien I Missing I Illegal Alien I Missing 

N 

Major offense 
Immigration offenses 
Drug Trafficking 
Fraud 
Larceny 
Other 

Final criminal history category 
I 
II or higher 
Missing 

With valid values only 
1 
2 or more 

Hispanic origin 
Nonhispanic 
Hispanic 
Missing 

With valid values only 
Non hispanic 
Hispanic 

Sex 
Male 
Female 
M is s i n p 

Age 
.25 
25-34 
35 or over 
rnlssrnq 

With valid values only 
<25 
25-33 
35 or over 

Number of dependents 
0 
1 or more 
missing 

With valid values only 
0 
1 or more 

1,528 

53% 
32% 
4% 
0% 

11% 

42% 
39% 
18% 

52% 
48% 

16% 
77% 
7% 

17% 
83% 

9 0 O/O 

6% 
3% 

2 5 '/o 
50% 
22% 
3% 

25% 
52% 
23% 

37% 
62% 

1 o/o 

3 7 '/o 
63% 

1,717 

22% 
27% 
6% 

12% 
32% 

46% 
29% 
25% 

61 Yo 
39% 

47% 
16% 
37% 

75% 
25% 

62% 
16% 
22% 

1 6% 
28% 
31 yo 
25% 

22% 
38 yo 
41 yo 

15% 
6 0 'lo 
25% 

20% 
80% 

4,081 

57% 
27% 
5% 
1 Yo 
9% 

38% 
50% 
12% 

43% 
57% 

13% 

0% 
87% 

13% 
a70/~ 

94% 
6% 
0% 

19% 
50% 
2 9 O/o 

2% 

20% 
51 70 
29% 

31 70 
55% 
13% 

36% 
64% 

71 7 

19% 
11% 
11% 
25% 
34% 

59% 
23% 
19% 

72% 
28% 

57% 

18% 
25% 

70% 
30% 

77% 
22% 

1 Yo 

25% 
29% 
33% 
13% 

29% 
33% 
38% 

3% 
4% 

93% 

36% 
64% 
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Table 2F 

Total 100% 100% 1 00% 100% 1 00% no change 

Mexico 65% 55% 59% 62% 62% 
Colombia 8% 11% 11% 9% 9% 

Jamaica 3% 4% 3% 4% 3% 
Nigeria 2% 3% 4% 2% 2% 
El Salvador 2% 2% 1 Yo 1 Yo 1 70 
All other 16% 19% 18% 18% 19% 

Dominican Republic 4% 6% 4% 5% 4% 

-4% 

3% 

-30% 
-36% 
20% 

7% 

~ 1 Yo 

~ 

Total 

Mexico 
Colombia 
Dominican Republic 
Jamaica 
Nigeria 
El Salvador 
All Other 

1,528 

990 
126 
62 
48 
38 
25 

239 , 

2,163 

1,198 
242 
125 
84 
74 
3e 

404 

2,661 

1,579 
285 
1 03 
90 
97 
35 

472 

3,039 

1,876 
263 
140 
112 
71 
35 

542 

4,081 

2,539 
361 
170 
129 
71 
43 

768 

167% 

156% 
187% 
174% 
169% 
87% 
72% 

221 Yo 
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Table 26 

Percentage of total growth in number of individuals sentenced 

in federal courts attributable to illegal and legal aliens 
Source: USSC data 

Increase 
1991 1995 Absolute ]Percentage 

Actual qrowth 
Total 34,119 38,523 4,404 12.9% 
Illegal aliens 1,528 4,081 2,553 167.1 % 
Legal aliens 4,110 3,382 -728 -17.7% 
Citizens 25,020 28,597 3,577 14.3% 

Missing 1,717 717 -1,000 -58.2% 
Aliens, status unknown 1,744 1,746 2 0.1 % 

Growth if number of illeaal aliens increased at same rate as citizens 
Total 34,119 36,188 2,069 6.1% 
Illegal aliens (increasti'at 14.3"/0) 1,528 1,746 218 14.3% 
All others 32,591 34,442 1,851 5.7% 

Growth attributable to illegal aliens: 4,404 - 2,069 = 2,335 
Percentage of growth attributable to illegal aliens: 2,33514,404 = 53.0% 

Growth if number of legal aliens increased at same rate as citizens 
Total 34,119 40,886 6,767 19.8% 
Legal aliens (increase at 14.3%) 4,110 4,698 588 14.3% 
All others 34,119 36,188 2,069 6.1% 

Additional growth that would have occurred if increase for legal aliens had equalled increase for I 

Percentage increase in total growth if number of legal aliens had increased at same rate as citize 
6,767 - 4,404 = 2,363 

6,767 14,404 = 53.7 7'0 
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Table 2H 

Illegal aliens Lena1 aliens Non-citizens U.S. citizens 
Resident Resident Resident 

Sentenced populatio Sentenced population Sentenced populatio 
(see note) 

State 1995 I 1991 1995 1995 I 1991 1995 1995 I 1991 1995 
Number 4.081 1,528 4,725.000 3.382 4,l 10 16,655,470 28.597 25,020 245,167,720 

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

Total 
Resident 

Sentenced populatio 

1995 I 1991 1995 
38,523 34,119 262,043,190 

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

California 
Texas 
New York 
Arizona 
Florida 
Washington 
Oregon 
Puerto Rico 
New Jersey 
Georgia 
Colorado 
Illinois 
Virginia 
Massachusetts 
Maryland 

40.2% 
13.9% 
10.7% 
2.3% 
7.0% 
1.0% 
0.7% 
0.7% 
2.7% 
0.7% 
O.p/o 

5.8% 
1.1% 
1.7% 
0.9% 

31.3% 
17.9% 
9.4% 
6.1% 
5.3% 

4.5% 

1.2% 
1 .O% 
1 .osb 
0.9% 
0.8% 
0.5% 
0.4% 

3.1% 

1.5% 

19.4% 16.3% 
17.2% 22.8% 
14.5% 13.2% 
3.4% 5.5% 

10.2% 11.0% 
0.9% 1.8YO 
0.5% 0.7% 
1.4% 2.2% 
1.7% 1.4% 
1.4% 0.9% 
0.7% 0.7% 
2.2% 2.1% 
1.7% 2.2% 
1.0% 0.6% 
0.9% 0.7% 

23.8% 
23.3% 
10.1% 
6.5% 
5.3% 
4.9% 
3.3% 
1 .O% 
0.6% 
0.4% 
0.3% 
2.7% 
1.0% 
0.5% 
0.7% 

38.0% 
9.6X 

12.3% 
2.2% 
8.2% 

1 .o% 
na 

1.2% 
0.9% 
3.9% 

2.1% 

1.3% 

4.0% 

1.4% 

1.4% 

6.9% 7.7% 
9.3% 10.8% 
7.0% 5.4yo 
1.7vo 1.9% 
5.6% 6.3% 
1.5% 1.4% 
1.0% 0.9% 
0.9% 0.5% 
1.4% 1.5% 
3.3% 3.196 
0.9% 1.0% 
3.5% 2.9% 
3.7% 4.2% 
1.0% 1.2% 
1.1% 1.4% 

10.4% 
7.1% 
6.6% 
1.6% 
5.2?! 
2.1% 
1.2% 

na 

2.9% 
1.5% 
4.6% 
2.6% 
2.3% 
1.9% 

2.9% 

10.7% 9.3% 12.2% 
11.1% 13.5% 7.2% 
8.6% 7.3% 7.0% 
2.6% 2.6% 1.6% 
6.2% 7.4% 5.4yo 
1.7% 1.8% 2.0?! , 

1.3% 1.3'h 1.2% 
1.2% 0.8% na 
1.4% 1.4% 3.0% 
2.8% 2.5% 2.8% 

3.0% 2.7% 4.5% 
3.3% 3.8% 2.5% 
1.0% 1.0% 2.3% 
1.0% 1.2% 1.9% 

0.9% 0.9% 1.4% 

i e r  15.7% 15.8% 9.8%1 22.9% 17.8% 12.7%) 51.1% 49.7% 47.1701 43.2% 42.5% 44.9% 

Note Resident non-citizen population includes some illegal aliens. No official estimates exist on the Size of the legal alien population of the United States 
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Table 21 

Country of citizenship 
Unlawful entry Other offenses 

1991 I 1995 1991 I 1995 
Total 
Mexico 
Central America 
South America 
Europe 
Caribbean 
Asia 
Middle East 
Africa 
Canada 
Oceania 
Other 
Missing or Indeterminable 

112 
81 70 
6% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

13% 

854 
82% 
1 Yo 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

16% 

257 
91 Yo 
3% 
3% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
1 70 
0% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

440 
81 Yo 
4% 
8% 
0% 
0% 
2% 
1 Yo 
1 70 
0% 
0% 
1% 
1 Yo 
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Table 2.J 

1,528 65% 8% 4% 3% 2% 

363 88% 2% 0% 0% 0% 
356 88% 2% 0% 1% 1% 

~ 154 4% 34% 19% 12% 6% 

1 99 80% 1% 0% 1% 0% 
81 7% 37% 4% 14% 0% 
SO 98% 0% 0% 2% 0% 
75 63% 0% 0% 0% 0% 
15 7% 0% 67% 7% 0% 
9 11% 0% 11% 0% 11% 
6 0% 17% 17% 0% SO% 
5 #### 0% 0% 0% 0% 

' 42 71% 21% 0% 0% 0% 
, 15 13% 7% 7% 0% 33% 

7 0% 43% 0% 14% 0% ' 10 0% 0% 10% 40% 10% 

~ 

241 50% 5% 6% 3% 6% 

Country of origin - illegal and legal aliens sentenced in federal court, 1995 and 1991. 
Source: LJruled Stal SenlMlanq Commtsslon data. 1991-1995. 

1995 1991 

4,110 44% 

669 74% 
939 80% 

, 543 1% 

225 89% 
453 2% 

' 29 55% 
76 63% 

90 1 O/O 

59 0% 
36 6% 
28 71% 

88 47% 
90 2% 
24 0% 
29 0% 

732 27% 

Illegal Aliens 

California 
Texas 
New York 
Arizona 
Florida 
Oregon 
Washington 

Puerto Rico 
New Jersey 
Georgia 
Colorado 

Illinois 
Virginia 
Massachusetl 
Maryland 

Other 

Legal Aliens 

California 
Texas 
New York 

Arizona 
Florida 
Oregon 
Washington 

Puerto Rico 
New Jersey 
Georgia 
Colorado 
Illinois 
Virginia 
Massachusetl 
Maryland 

Other 

4,081 

1,279 
732 
384 

247 
21 6 
182 
127 

60 
49 
42 
39 

36 
31 
22 
18 

617 

62% 9% 4% 

82% 2% 0% 
84% 3% 0% 
5% 35% 14% 

86% 0% 0% 
10% 35% 4% 

70% 0% 0% 
2% 3% 65% 
4% 41% 10% 

29% 5% 0% 
74% 8% 0% 
53% 6% 0% 
6% 6% 0% 
0% 55% 18% 

98% 0% 0% 

11% 6% 6% 

47% 9% 9% 

3% 2% 1% 19% 

0% 0% 0% 16% 
1% 1% 0% 11% 
9% 3% 0% 34% 

1% 0% 0% 13% 
12% 2% 6% 31% 
0% 0% 0% 2% 
0% . 1% 0% 29% 

0% 0% 3% 27% 
4% 16% 2% 22% 

10% 24% 2% 31% 
0% 3% 0% 15% 
3% 3% 0% 36% 

23% 6% 0% 58% 
9% 0% 0% 18% 

44% 11% 0% 22% 
6% 3% 1% 25% 

0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
2% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

1% 

3.382 

657 
583 
489 

116 
345 

17 
30 

47 
56 
49 
23 

75 
56 
35 
31 

773 

44% 9% 6% 

75% 2% 0% 

2% 22% 20% 

6% 25% 4% 

8301~ 3% 0% 

87% ooi0 0% 

82% 0% 0% 
47% 0% 0% 

0% 13% 74% 
4% 27% 14% 

16% 4% 0% 
52% 0% 0% 
41 yo 5% 0% 
2% 7% 13% 
0% 9% 26% 
0% 3% 0% 

39% 4% 6% 

4% 4% 6% 27% 

0% 1% 1% 20% 
0% 3% 2% 9% 
7% 8% 1'/0 40% 

3% 1 '/o 1 Yo 8% 
7% 0% 30% 27% 
0% 0% 0% 18% 
0% 0% 0% 53% 

0% 0% 2% 1 1 % 
4% 9% 7% 36% 
4% 27% 8% 41% 
0% 9% 0% 39% 

0% 9% 1 O/O 43% 

0% 9% 0% 57% 
16% 26% 3% 52% 

5% 7% 9% 57'/c 

5% 5% 6% 34% 

9% 

3 yo 
4% 

1 7% 

0% 
25% 

3% 
1 O h  

39% 
20% 

3 '/o 
4% 

16% 
6 '/o 

13% 
14% 

8 '/o 

7% 

0% 
0% 

20% 

0% 

0% 
0% 

15% 
0 Yo 
0% 

0% 
9% 

33% 
10% 

3% 

30% 

1 3% 

4% 6% 6% 

1 yo 3% 1 yo 
2% 3% 1 yo 
7% 19% 2% 

1% 0% 0% 
6% 1% 30% 
7% 0% 0% 
0% 7% 0% 
0% 1% 8% 
2% 12% 5% 

14% 31% 17% 
0% 1 1 O/O 0% 

1% 3% 7% 
11 '/o 13% 2% 
4% 21% 8% 

10% 31% 3% 

7% 7% 7% 

17% 

9% 
7% 

24% 

10% 
36% 
0% 
37% 
20% 
67% 
17% 
0% 
7% 

40% 
43% 
40% 

29% - 
24% 

19% 
10% 
36% 

8% 
3 2 O/o 

34% 
29% 

21 Yo 
46% 
3 1 '/o 
14% 

26% 

21 Yo 
31 % 

57% 

32% - 
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Table 2K 

lmmigratio Drug Money 
Number Total n offenses Trafficking Fraud Laundering Missing Other 

~~ 

1991 

Total 34,119 100% 7% 40% 1 0% 1 Yo 2% 40% 

Illegal aliens 1,528 100% 53% 32% 4% 1 Yo 2% 9% 
Legal aliens 4,110 100% 17% 52% 7% 2% 2% 20% 
U.S. citizens 25,020 103% 1% 38% 12% 1% 1% 46% 
Note: The immigrations offenses category is composed of five different offenses: smuggling Unlawful aliens and related offenses, 
unlawfully entering the United States, trafficking in entry documents. fraudulently acquiring entry documents, and passport violations. 
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Table 2L 

Country of 
citizenship N 

Other 
Unlawful Drug immigration Money 

entw trafficking Fraud offenses Laundering MissinQ Other 
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Table 2M 

Final Criminal History Category, 1995 and 1991. 
Source: United States Sentencing Commission data. 1991-1995. 

1995 1991 

Number 4,081 3,382 28,597 1,528 4,110 25,020 
Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
I 38% 66% 52% 42% 60% 53% 
II 6% 10% 11% 7% 8% 11% 
I l l  12% 8% 12% 10% 7% 11% 
IV 11% 3% 6% 9% 3% 5% 
v 8% 1% 4% 5% 1% 3% 
VI 12% 1% 9% 9% 2% 6% 
Missing 12% loo!, 7% 18% 18% 11% 

r 

Note: Category I stands for no prior conviaions or pnor conviction of l e u  than 60 days. 
Index increases as number and seventy of previous offenses - as measured by length of sentence -- increases. 
See text for details. 
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Table 2N 

1995 
Illegal Legal 
Aliens Aliens Citizens 

1991 
Illegal Legal 
Aliens Aliens Citizens 
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Table 20 

Percentaae of all offenses 
Legal 

llleqal Aliens Aliens Citizens 

Percentage pleadinc witty 
Legal 

Illeqal Aliens Aliens Citizens 

Total 

Immigration offenses 
Drug Trafficking 
All other offenses 

100% 100% 100% 96% 93% 91 Yo 
57% 0% 1 Yo 98% 96% 96% 
27% 53% 36% 92% 90% 88% 
1 5'/0 38% 64% 95% 95% 92% 
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Table 2P 

1995 
Illegal Legal 

Total Aliens Aliens Citizens 

1991 
Illegal Legal 

Total Aliens Aliens Citizens 

<=1 year 
1-3 years 
3-5 years 
5-1 0 years 
10-20 years 
20-30 years 

19% 25% 21% 17% 19% 31% 23% 17% 
21% 39% 20% 19% 20% 34% 20% 19% 
11% 12% 14% 11% 8% 4% 8% 9% 
15% 13% 17% 15% 15% 11% 18% 14% 
9%- 5% 9% 10% 10% 7% 12% 10% 
2% 1% 1% 2% 2% 1% 2% 2% 

30 years or more 1% 0% 1% 1% 1% 0% 1% 1 Yo 

Life Sentence 1% 0% 0% 1 Yo 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Missing 0% 0% 0% 0% 2% 5% 3% 1% 
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Table 2Q 

Illegal Legal 
Aliens Aliens Citizens 

Length of sentence 

immigration offenses 

No time 
c=1 year 
1-3 years 
3-5 years 
5-1 0 years 
10-20 years 
20-30 years 
30 years or more 
Life Sentence 
Missing 

Drug trafficking 

No time 
c=1 year 
1-3 years 
3-5 years 
5-1 0 years 
10-20 years 
20-30 years 
30 years or more 
Life Sentence 
Missing 

Other offenses 

No time 
c=1 year 
1-3 years 
3-5 years 
5-1 0 years 
10-20 years 
20-30 years 
30 years or more 
Life Sentence 
Missing 

4% 
27% 
53% 
8% 
8% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
12% 
22% 
1 m0 
27% 
16% 
3% 
1 Yo 
0% 
0% 

16% 

20% 
1 2% 
6% 
2% 
1 Yo 

0% 
0% 
0% 

43% 

36% 
40% 
17% 
5% 
2% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

2% 
9% 

20% 
20% 
28% 

2% 
1 O/O 

1 o/o 
0% 

1 7% 

32% 
35% 
20% 
7% 
4% 
1 O/O 

1 o/o 
0% 
0% 
0% 

47% 
32% 
15% 

1 Yo 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

5% 

7% 
7% 

17% 
1 5% 
26% 
20% 

2% 
1 Yo 

1 Yo 

5% 

3 5 '/o 
22% 
19% 
8% 
9 Yo 

1 Yo 

1 o/o 
0% 
0% 

5 yo 
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Table 2R 

1995 
Illegal Legal 

Total Aliens Aliens Citizens 

1991 
Illegal Legal 

Total Aliens Aliens Citizens 

No cost 
$1-9,999 
$1 0,000-24,999 
$25,000-29,999 
$50,000-74,999 
$100.000-149,999 
$1 50,000-249,999 

$500,000-999,999 
$250,000-499,999 

$1,000,000 and over 
Missing 

0% 
20% 
16% 
17% 
16% 
11% 
9% 
6% 
3% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
11% 
16% 
37% 
15% 
11% 
6% 

1 Yo 
0% 
0% 

3% 

0% 
16% 
17% 
17% 
19% 

10% 

2% 
0% 
0% 

14% 

5% 

0% 
21 Yo 
16% 
15% 
16% 
11% 
10% 

3% 
0% 
0% 

7% 

0% 
21 % 
18% 
16% 

11% 
9% 

14% 

7% 
3% 
0% 
1 Yo 

0% 
12% 
22% 
30% 
11% 
9% 
6% 
4% 
1% 
0% 
4% 

0% 
16% 
19% 
15% 
15% 
15% 
10% 

2% 
0% 
2% 

7% 

0% 
22% 
18% 
16% 
15% 
11% 
9% 

3% 
0% 
1 Yo 

7% 

Mean cost $94,987 $71,282 $89,463 $1 00,695 $96,695 $72,755 $98,553 $95,979 

Sum of costs (in millions) $3,657 $29 1 $302 $2,878 $3,256 $1 07 $397 $2,384 
Note: the mean cost and sum of costs figures exclude cases with missing values. 
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Tabla 25 

Socioeconomic and demographic characteristics of illegal aliens, legal aliens 
and US citizens sentenced in federal court, 1995 and 1991. 
Source: Umed States Sentenang Commiss~on data, 1991-1995. 

1995 I 1991 
Total I Illegal Aliens I Legal Aliens I Cibzens I Total 1 Illegal Aliens I Legal Alms I Citizens 

N 
Income 
Total 
0 
$1 -9.999 
$10,000-24.999 
$25,000-34.999 
$35.000+ 
Missing 

Education 
Total 
Less than High School Graduate 
High school degree 
Some college 
College degree 
Vocational degree 
Unknown 

Age 
Total 
16-17 
18-24 
25-34 
35-49 
50+ 
Mi ssi ng 

Race 
Total 
While 
Black 
Oiner 
M8ssing 

Hispanic status 
Total 
Hispanic 
Non-HisDanic 
Missing 

Hispanic statudrace 
Total 
Hispanic 
Non-Hispanic While 
Non-Hismnic Black 
Non-Hispanic Other. missing 

Sex 
Total 
Male 
Female 
Missing 

Number of dependents 
Total 
0 
1 or more 
1 
2 
3+ 

Missing 

38.523 

100% 
33% 
1 3% 
19% 
5% 
8% 
22% 

100% <- 

38% 
30% 
19% 
8 % 
1 % 
4 % 

100% 
0% 
18% 
36% 
34% 
11% 
0% 

100% 
61% 
30% 
4 Yo 
4 % 

100% 
27% 
72% 
0% 

100% 
27% 
39% 
29% 
5 % 

100% 
85% 
15% 
0% 

100% 
36% 
60% 
19% 
17% 
24% 
4 % 

4.081 

100% 

9% 
7 % 
0% 
1 % 
35% 

48% 

100% 
64% 
12% 
6% 
3% 
1% 
14% 

100% 
0% 
19% 
50% 
26% 
3 % 
2% 

100% 
74% 
1 1% 
2% 
13% 

1 00% 
87% 
13% 
0 Yo 

100% 
87% 
4 % 
7 % 
3 % 

100% 
94% 
6% 
0% 

100% 
31% 
55% 
12% 
15% 
28% 
13% 

3.382 

100% 
35% 
13% 
21 % 
4% 
4% 
24% 

1 00% 
56% 
20% 
15% 
6% 
2% 
1 % 

100% 
0% 
13% 
44% 
36% 
7 Yo 
0% 

100% 
68% 
16% 
9% 
7% 

100% 
71% 
29% 
0% 

100% 
71% 
8 % 
12% 
9% 

100% 
88% 
12% 
0% 

100% 
27% 
72% 
15% 
19% 
39% 
1 % 

28.597 

100% 
31% 
14Yo 
22% 
6% 
9% 
18% 

100% 
320/0 
36% 
22% 
9% 
1 Yo 
1 % 

100% 
0% 
18% 
33% 
35% 

0% 
13% 

100% 
59% 
35% 
4 % 
2% 

100% 
11 %  
89% 
0 % 

100% 
1 1 %  
50% 
35% 
4 % 

100% 
83% 
17% 
0 YO 

100% 
39% 
60% 
21% 
17% 
22% 
1 % 

34,119 

100% 
1% 
16% 
18% 
3% 
3% 
60% 

100% 
39% 
30% 
1 7% 
6% 
1 % 
7% 

1 00% 
0% 
18% 
39% 
33% 
9% 
1 % 

100% 
60% 
27% 
4% 
9 Yo 

100% 
23% 
73% 
4% 

100% 
23% 
43% 
26% 
7 % 

100% 
82% 
16% 
1 % 

100% 
39% 
60% 

16% 
26% 
1 % 

17% 

1.528 

1 00YO 
1% 

1 OYO 

6% 
0% 
1 % 
82% 

100% 
67% 
12% 
7% 
3% 
1% 
10% 

100% 
0% 
25% 
50% 
20% 
2% 
3% 

100% 
60% 
10% 
3 % 
27% 

100% 
77% 
16% 
7% 

100% 
77% 
6 % 
9% 
8 % 

100% 
90% 
6% 
3% 

100% 
37% 
62% 
11% 
14% 
36% 
1 Yo 

4.110 

100% 
0% 
14% 
16% 
2% 
2% 
66% 

1 00% 
59% 
16% 
14% 
7% 
1 % 
3% 

100% 
0% 
18% 
47% 
30% 
5% 
0 % 

100% 
60Y0 
18% 
6% 
16% 

100% 
68% 
29% 
3% 

100% 
68% 
10% 
16% 
6% 

100% 
90% 
10% 
0% 

100% 
30% 
70% 
14% 
18% 
38% 
0 % 

25,020 

100% 
1 % 

21% 
3% 
4% 
55% 

17% 

100% 
35% 
36% 
19% 
7% 
1 % 
2% 

100% 
0% 
18% 
37% 
35% 
10% 
0% 

100% 
62% 
31% 
4 % 
3 % 

100% 
1 1 % 
88% 
1 % 

100% 
1 1 % 
54% 
30% 
4 % 

100% 
82% 
18% 
0 % 

100% 
42% 
58% 
19% 
17% 
22% 
0% 

Final Drafl 

U.S. Department of Justice.
of the author(s) and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the
has not been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those
This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report



3. ILLEGAL ALIENS ENTERING THE PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT INFORMATION 
SYSTEM, 1991-1995 

SUMMARY 
+ As in the USSC data, in 1995, illegal aliens represented a high share (14.4 percent) of 

Between 1991 and 1995, the number of illegal aliens entering the PSAIS increased by 

individuals entering the Pretrial Services Act Information System (PSAIS). 

45 percent, more than the increase for the resident undocumented alien population, 30 
percent. Most of the increase occurred between 1994 and 1995. 

explained by an increase in the number of illegal aliens arrested for immigration offenses 
between 1994 and 1995; most of the new apprehended immigration offenders in 1995 
were from California. 

(60 percent) or drug trafficking (22 percent) than any other offense. Legal aliens and 
citizens were most likely to be charged with drug trafficking offenses (50 percent and 
35 percent respectively). 

Illegal aliens entering the PSAIS were less educated, younger, and more likely to be white 
and Hispanic than legal aliens and citizens. The illegal aliens were more likely to be 
married than citizens but less likely than legal aliens. 

. 
Almost the entire increase in the number of illegal aliens entering the PSAIS can be 

. In 1995, illegal aliens were more likely to be charged with an immigration offense 

. 
DESCRIPTION OF PSAIS DATA SET 

The Pretrial Services Agency (PSA) Pretrial Services Act Information System (PSAIS) 
contains information on defendants charged with federal offenses whom pretrial service officers 
interview, investigate, or supervise. It should include information on all prosecutions for 
immigration offenses because these offenses fall under the jurisdiction of the federal government, 
not state or local governments. We use PSAIS data for the fiscal years 1991 through 1995. The 
data set comprises records for individuals who entered the PSAIS with one of three types of cases 
-complaint, indictmentlinformation, or transfer received (Pretrial Services Agency, 1995, p. 
A3)- and received an initial hearing between October 1, 1990 and September 30, 1995. We use 
the defendant’s date of initial hearing as their date of entry into the system. The data set contains 
information on type of crime committed and criminal history; demographic and socioeconomic 
information (including immigranflegal status, date of birth, educational attainment, marital 
status, sex, race, whether Hispanic, whether employed); pretrial detention and supervision; costs 
of pretrial and post-adjudication detention; and final disposition of the case. 

The PSAIS should include information on all individuals, including illegal aliens, who 
are handled by the federal court, but not all individuals apprehended for immigration offenses 
appear in the PSAIS. Because of limitations on prison space, for example, not all unauthorized 
border crossers are prosecuted in federal court; some are handled administratively by the INS. 
Policies on determining which cases will be prosecuted differ by individual border locations. In 
the Texas-Westem district, for instance, individuals are not prosecuted for illegal entry until the 
fourth re-entry. In the California-Southern district, prosecutions are focused on individuals with 
long criminal records. 
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The PSAIS data includes information collected during the period starting with an 
individual’s first interview by a pretrial services officer through final settlement of their case in 
U.S. district court. (US. Dtpartment of Justice, 1993, p. 94). Much of the data included in the 
PSAIS is related to the determination of whether the defendant will be released or detained 
before his or her trial, the terms for which are laid out in the Bail Reform Act of 1984. 

Soon after arrest, usually within twenty-four hours, defendants are brought before a judge 
or U.S. magistrate for an initial hearing on whether they should be released or detained prior to 
their trial. We use this initial hearing date as the defendant’s date of entry into the PSAIS. If the 
U.S. attorney or .pretrial services officer recommends detention, and the presiding judicial officer 
agrees, a pretrial detention hearing is scheduled within 3 to 5 days, depending on the 
circumstances. The judicial officer’s decision whether to detain the defendant is based on the 
likelihood that the defendant will flee and his or her danger to the community (Federal Judicial 
Center, p. 7). The factors that go into this assessment are the nature of the offense the defendant 
is charged with, in particular whether the offense involved violence or illegal drugs; the strength 
of the evidence against the defendant; the defendant’s background and characteristics, including 
ties to the community, substance abuse, criminal history, and any current involvement with 
federal, state, or local criminal justice system; and the threat to others if the defendant were 
released (Federal Judicial Center, pp. 8-9). 

Much of the information needed for the judge or magistrate to decide whether to detain a 
defendant is provided through a pretrial services officer’s investigation of the defendant. 
Information on whether the defendant is a U.S. citizen, legal alien, or illegal alien can be used as 
a measure of ties to the community, and, therefore, probability of flight (Federal Judicial Center, 
p. 5 5 ) .  It also can be used to establish whether the defendant is an alien “not admitted to 
permanent residence”-which includes illegal aliens and legal nonimmigrants such as tourists, 
students, and others-in which case the judicial officer has the authority to detain the defendant 
for up  to ten working days to allow the INS to deport or exclude him or her (Federal Judicial 
Center, Compendium p. 23). 

sources, including interviews with the defendant (although some defendants refuse to be 
interviewed), the defendant’s family members, the victim, the U.S. Attorney’s office, the 
arresting officer, and the National Crime Information Center databases-a set of FBI databases 
including information on wanted persons, criminal history records, and files on foreign fugitives 
and on violent gangs and terrorists (National Crime Information Center, 1996/1997). Because of 
the limited time the pretrial services officer has to collect this information, often less than three 
days, the information may be incomplete. 

officer should investigate the possibility that a defendant is an illegal alien. In at least one 
District, pretrial services officers only investigate the legal status of defendants who “look or 
sound” like foreigners. Inability to supply a social security number has also been mentioned as a 
factor triggering an investigation of immigranflegal status. 

defendant through direct contact with an INS employee or by accessing an INS data base. In the 
Southern District of California, fingerprints are now used to match the defendant to INS data 
bases, a process deemed more reliable than matches based on information the defendant and 

The pretrial services officer may collect information on the defendant from a variety of 

There appear to be no established guidelines for determining whether the pretrial services 

The pretrial services officer often attempts to determine the immigranflegal status of a 
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others have provided. However, pretrial officers’ ability to verify immigrantnegal status is 
limited by the time they have to prepare the report.’ 

because the number of illegal aliens in the data base is likely to be overestimated. The data must 
be manipulated before they can be used to study individuals because a separate entry is made to 
the PSAIS each time an individual is charged with an offense or transferred to another 
jurisdiction. There is no variable or set of variables that can be used to identify all data records 
belonging to an individual; an individual can have several “unique prisoner identifiers” 
(UNIQUEID). It is therefore necessary to use other data, such as name, social security number, 
and birth date, but this process is particularly difficult for aliens, especially illegal aliens. Names 
of foreign-born individuals appear to be particularly prone to misspelling and to arrangement in 
the wrong order. Furthermore, for illegal aliens, social security number could not be used 
because it was often missing or was likely not to belong to the individual who reported it. As a 
result, multiple records for illegal aliens are less likely to be matched together. 

the information from multiple records into one record for each defendant-case? If an individual 
enters the system for one offense, is released, and enters the system again for a second offense, 
we count these as two separate defendant-cases. If an individual has two records with different 
unique identification numbers and initial hearing dates which are more than a year apart, we 
count them as two distinct defendant cases. If the two (or more) records have the same unique 
identification number or initial hearing dates within a year of each other, we assume they refer to 
the same offense, and we consolidate the information from all of the multiple records into one 
record by passing through the different records and retaining all valid information from the 
different records. Secondary records for an individual often provide information that was 
missing on the individual’s original record. Individuals with initial hearing dates in 1991 and 
1992 are likely to have duplicate records appear in later years for which we have data, whereas 
we do not have data from years past 1995, so individuals entering the system in 1994 and 1995 
are less likely to have duplicate records. Thus, it is unsurprising to find a higher percentage of 
missing values for records for individuals entering the system in the later years. 

The PSAIS data, like the USSC data, provide information on flows into one part of the 
federal criminal justice system. Because individuals depart from the PSAIS continuously, our 
data do not represent the composition of the population in the PSAIS at any point in time. As 
with the USSC data, most of our comparisons are for 1991 and 1995, the initial and final years 
covered by our data. Where intermediate trends differ, we note any departures. Since the 
population covered by the PSAIS data is similar to the USSC population, but at an earlier stage 
of the corrections process, trends and characteristics noted in the previous chapter tend to be 
mirrored in the PSAIS data. 

Unless precautions are taken, using the PSAIS to examine illegal aliens is problematic 

‘ 

We attempt to match all records belonging to the same individual and to consolidate all of 

FINDINGS 

Number of Illegal Aliens Entering the PSAIS 

Of the 52,812 individuals who entered the Pretrial Services system in 1995, 14 percent 
were illegal aliens, 11 percent were legal aliens, 72 percent were citizens, and 4 percent had an 
unknown legal status (Table 3A). Between 1991 and 1994, the number of illegal aliens increased 
slightly, from 5,245 to 5,722, and the share of individuals in the PSAIS who were illegal aliens 
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also increased slightly, from 10.5 percent to 11.6 percent. Between 1994 and 1995, however, the 
number of illegal aliens increased dramatically, by 33 percent to 7,608, and their share increased 
to 14.4 percent. Between 1991 and 1995, the absolute and relative numbei -:legal aliens 
declined steadily from 6,786 (13.6 percent of PSAIS entrants) to 5,867 (1 1.1 percent), and the 
absolute number of citizens increased - but their proportions fell - from 35,797 (72 percent) to 
37,002 (70 percent). 

Table 3A. Legal Status by Year of Entry into PSAIS, 1991-1995 
Source: Pretrial Sentencing Administration data, 199 1 - 1995. 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 

Number 

Total . 50.020 55,121 52.698 49,537 52.812 

Illegal Alien 5,245 5,633 5,611 5.722 7,608 

Legal Alien 6.786 7,305 6,378 5,898 5,867 

Citizen 35.797 39,153 38,032 35.374 37.002 

Unknown 2.192 3,030 2,677 2.543 2,335 

population 

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

Illegal Alien 10.5% 10.2% 10.6% 11.6% 14.4% 

Legal Alien 13.6% 13.3% 12.1% 11.9% 11.1% 

Citizen 71.6% 71.0% 72.2% 71.4% 70.1% 

Unknown 4.4% 5.5% 5.1% 5.1% 4.4% 

Percentage of total PSAlS 

Percentage increase from previous year 

Total (x) 10.2% -4.4% -6.0% 6.6% 

Illegal Alien (X) 7.4% -0.4% 2.0% 33.0% 

Legal Alien (X) 7.6% -12.7% -7.5% -0.5% 

Citizen (XI  9.4% -2.9% -7.0% 4.6% 

Unknown (x) 38.2% -11.7% -5.0% -8.2% 

Geographic Distribution 

7.053 or 27 percent of the total. (See Table 3B.) Illegal aliens from Texas and Arizona 
constituted 20 percent and 15 percent respectively of all illegal aliens in the PSAIS. The 
distribution of PSAIS illegal aliens across states differed significantly from the distribution of the 
illegal alien population. California had a proportionately smaller share of PSAIS illegal aliens 
than the state’s share of the undocumented population (40 percent). Texas, Arizona, and Oregon 
had relatively high proportions of PSAIS illegal aliens (19.6 percent, 14.6 percent, and 3.4 
percent) compared to their shares of the resident undocumented population (14 percent, 2 
percent, and .7 percent). 

While the number of illegal aliens entering the PSAIS increased by 45 percent from 1991 
to 1995, the number of illegal aliens entering from California increased by 201 percent (an 
average of 32 percent a year), including a 99 percent leap from 1994 to 1995. In fact, California 
was not the biggest source of illegal aliens in the PSAIS until 1995: in 1994, more illegal aliens 
entered the PSAIS from both Texas (1,027) and Arizona (1,159) than from California (1,03 1) 
(Appendix C, Table A). In 1995, Arizona was the state with the highest proportion of illegal 

In 1995, more illegal aliens in the PSAIS were from California than any other state - 
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aliens in the Pretrial Services System (53 percent), outdistancing Oregon (37 percent), California 
(31 percent), and Texas (25 percent). 

Table 3B. Resident Illegal Aliens and Illegal Aliens in the PSAIS by State, 1995 
Source: Appendix A, Table B (Resident undocumented population); Appendix C, Table B. 

Total PSAIS PSAIS illegal Resident 

State poDulation 
undocumented population aliens 

Percent 
illegal 

aliens in 
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent PsAlS I I I system 

Total 4.725,OOO 100.0% 

California 1,900,000 40.2% 

Texas 657,000 13.9% 

Arizona 109,000 2.3% 

Oregon 32.000 0.7% 

All others 2,027,000 42.9% 

52,812 100.0% 

6.689 12.7% 

5.978 11.3% 

2.111 4.0% 
,15 (.i 

37319 70.7% 7.2% 

Offenses, History, Disposition, and Costs 

PSAIS. In 1995, the major offense for 60 percent of illegal aliens entering the PSAIS was an 
immigration offense, followed by drug trafficking (22 percent) and fraud (9 percent). No other 
crime constituted more than 2 percent of offenses illegal aliens were charged with. Legal aliens, 
on the other hand, were much more likely to be drug trafficlung offenders than 1J.S. citizens or 
illegal aliens (50 percent of legal aliens versus 35 percent of citizens). If we exclude immigration 
offenders, the proportion of illegal aliens who were charged with drug trafficking was essentially 
the same as that of legal aliens, but still much higher than that of U.S. citizens (55 percent of 
illegal aliens versus 56 percent of legal aliens and 35 percent of citizens). 

offense rose from 49 percent to 60 percent, and the absolute number of illegal aliens who were 
immigration offenders entering the PSAIS rose 76 percent from 2,576 to 4,530 (Table 3C). Most 
of this gain occurred from 1994 to 1995, when the number entering the system jumped from 
2.973 to 4,530. This dramatic 52 percent increase (1,557 people) coincided with two other big 
leaps from 1994 to 1995: the 33 percent increase (1,886 people) in the overall number of illegal 
aliens entering the PSAIS; and the 99 percent increase (1,023 people) in illegal aliens from 
California. A 178 percent increase in the number illegal aliens charged with immigration 
offenses from California (from 544 to 1,5 IO) drove all three of these gains (Table 3D). As a 
result of this surge in immigration arrests between 1994 and 1995, the proportion of illegal aliens 
charged with drug offenses fell from 29.4 percent to 22.4 percent; the absolute number, however, 
actually increased slightly. 

The increase in the number of illegal aliens charged with immigration offenses appears to 
be due to increased boarder enforcement by the INS and other federal agencies along the U.S.- 
Mexican border at San Diego though Operation Gatekeeper, launched in October 1994. This 
initiative increased the number of border patrol agents, increased the length and impenetrability 
of fencing along the boarder, and improved the technology available to border enforcement 
officers (Immigration and Naturalization Service, 1998). Two parts of this program, Operation 

Offenses. Immigration offenses were the most common offenses for illegal aliens in the 

Between 1991 and 1995, the proportion of illegal aliens charged with an immigration 
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Disruption, launched, in May 1995, and Operation Wildcat, launched November 1995, targeted 
alien smugglers (“wildcatter”). (United States Immigration and Naturalization Service, “Anti- 
Smuggling Operations,’’ “Closing Down Smuggling Routes Across the Southwest Border,” 
1997). 

Table 3C. Illegal Aliens Entering the PSAIS and Their Offenses, 1991-1995 
Source: Appendix C, Table C. 

8-year 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 increase 

Number 
All offenses 5.245 5,633 5,611 5,722 7.608 
Immigration offenses 2,576 2.767 2.776 2.973 4,530 
Drug trafficking 1,704 1.879 1,833 1,681 1,701 

All offenses 100.0% 100.0% 1 00.ox 100.0% 100.0% 
Percent of total 

Immigration offenses 49.1% 49.1% 49.5% 52.0% 59.5% 
Drug trafficking 32.5% 33.4% 32.70% 29.4% 22.4% 

Increase from prevlous war 

All offenses (x) 7.4% -0.4% 2.0X 33.0% 45.1% 
Immigration offenses (X) 7.4% 0.3% 7.1% 52.4% 75.9% 
Drug traffickina Ix) 10.3% -2.4% -8.3% 1.2% -0.2% 

Table 3D. Illegal Aliens Entering the PSAIS from California for Immigration Offenses, 
1991-1995 

Source: Pretrial Sentencing Administration data, 1991- 1995. 
~~ 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 

Number 303 362 635 544 1,510 

Increase from previous year 19% 75% -14% 178% 

Criminal History. Of all legal status groups, legal aliens were least likely to have a ’ 

criminal history, followed by illegal aliens and citizens (Appendix C, Table D). In 1995, 
60 percent of illegal aliens, 48 percent of legal aliens, and 69 percent of U.S. citizens who 
entered the PSAIS had a criminal history. Over the 1991-1995 period, there was an increase in 
repeat offenders. In 1991,49 percent of illegal aliens, 41 percent of legal aliens, and 63 percent 
of citizens had a criminal history. 

Disposition. The data for disposition of individuals entering the PSAIS are not 
comparable across years because of the censoring of the cases for individuals entering the system 
in later years. Dispositions can only be reported after a case is closed and a higher percentage of 
cases in the most recent years were still open at the time the data set we used was compiled. 
Between 1991 and 1995, the percentage of individuals with missing disposition data increased 
from 1 1  percent to 30 percent. The proportion of cases with missing data was significantly lower 
for illegal aliens (21 percent) than for U.S. citizens (37 percent) or legal aliens (40 percent). 

In 1995, illegal aliens were also much more likely to have pled guilty than legal aliens or 
U.S. citizens (52 percent, 27 percent and 25 percent respectively). But citizens were more likely 
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to have been convicted. Some of this difference may result from the nature of data on disposition 
and the unclear differentiation of the categories. For example, if a case had been concluded and 
the defendant had pled guiily and thus been convicted of the crime, that defendant would have 
received a value of “convicted” rather than “pled guilty.” This treatment of the data would 
explain why only 50 individuals in 1991 (0.5 percent of the PSAIS entrants) and 382 individuals 
in 1992 had a “pled guilty” value while over 30,000 individuals with 1994 and 1995 entry dates, 
whose cases were less likely to have been closed by the time the data set was compiled, had a 
“pled guilty” value. 

hearing costs) and for the period from the time of conviction to sentencing (post-trial costs) were 
missing for a large share of defendants, about 45 percent overall compared with 12 percent to 18 
percent for the prior years (Appendix C, table E) . As was the case with the high frequency of 
missing data for the disposition variable, missing costs are due to censoring of the cases in the 
data set. Detention costs can only be calculated after a case is closed and a higher percentage of 
cases in the most recent year, 1995, were still open at the time the data set we used was 
compiled. 

In all years, legal aliens and illegal aliens were more likely than citizens to incur 
detentions costs and their mean detention costs were higher, pre-trial and post-trial costs. In 
1994, in which only 18 percent of the cases were missing detention cost data, illegal aliens and 
legal aliens were much less likely to incur no pre-hearing detention costs (26 percent and 29 
percent) than citizens (57 percent). This is not surprising. As was discussed earlier, a judge’s 
decides whether to detain a defendant based on how likely the judge thinks the defendant is to 
appear for his hearing and trial. The more ties the defendant has to his community, the more 
likely he is to appear; illegal aliens and legal aliens probably have fewer ties than citizens, so 
judges would be more likely to detain them and thus incur detention costs. The mean detention 
cost figures also support this explanation. In 1994, the mean post-trial cost for illegal aliens and 
legal aliens was much higher than for citizens ($2,100 for illegal aliens, $2,170 for legal aliens, 
and S 1,480 for citizens).” 

Costs. In 1995, estimated detention costs for the period prior to the initial hearing (pre- 

Socioeconomic and Demographic Characteristics of Individuals Entering the PSAIS 

employed, compared with 58 percent of legal aliens and 53 percent of U.S. citizens. However, a 
large percentage of illegal aliens did not have data for this item (42 percent versus 7 percent of 
legal aliens and 6 percent of U.S. citizens). If only cases with non-missing values are used, 
52 percent of illegal aliens, 62 percent of legal aliens, and 56 percent of citizens were employed. 

Note that this method assumes that the defendants for whom data are missing are just as 
likely to be employed as defendants with data, when it may be the case that the former group is 
less likely than the rest of the population to be employed. The five-year trends support the latter 
assumption. Between 1991 and 1995, while the percentage of illegal alien defendants reported to 
be unemployed decreased from 42 percent to 28 percent, the percentage of illegal alien 
defendants for whom the employment status of illegal aliens was unknown increased from 
29 percent to 42 percent. As discussed above, this increase in missing information probably is 
due to our method of compiling the data set rather than a decline in the quality of data collection. 

Employment. In 1995, only 30 percent of illegal aliens in the PSAIS reported being 
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Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

Unemployed 41.6% 34.4% 41.0% 

Employed 32.4% 60.3% 54.7% 

Unknown 25.9% 5.3% 4.3% 

Educational Attainment. In 1995, only 16 percent of illegal aliens in the PSAIS data 
were reported to be high school graduates, much fewer than the figures for legal aliens 
(45 percent) and U.S. citizens (65 percent). As with the employment status, a high proportion of 
illegal aliens had missing educational attainment data (45 percent). Of cases where educational 
attainment information was available, 29 percent of illegal aliens, 50 percent of legal aliens, and 
70 percent of U.S. citizens were reported to be high school graduates. 

Age. Of the three legal status groups, illegal aliens in the PSAIS data were the youngest, 
followed by legal aliens and U.S. citizens. In 1995,74 percent of illegal aliens, 56 percent of 
legal aliens and 54 percent of citizens entering the PSAIS were under the age of 35. There were, 
however, relatively fewer legal aliens than citizens under age 25 (15 percent vs 21 percent) and 
more between the ages 25 and 34 (41 percent vs 33 percent). Between 1991 and 1995, the 
proportion of illegal and legal aliens under age 35 declined (from 78 percent to 74 percent for 
illegal aliens and from 62 percent to 56 percent for legal aliens). 

less likely to be black than legal aliens or U.S. citizens. In 1995, 85 percent of PSAIS illegal 
aliens were white versus 73 percent and 59 percent of legal aliens and U.S. citizens, 
respectively.” Blacks represent 9, 17, and 36 percent of PSAIS populations of illegal aliens, 
legal aliens, and U.S. citizens, respectively. (See Table 3F.) 

small, the figures increased for all immigrant status groups between 1991 and 1995. The 
proportion of illegal aliens entering the PSAIS who were Asian or Pacific Islander increased 
from 1.8 percent to 4.3 percent over the period, while the proportions for legal aliens and 
U.S. citizens increased at a slower rate - from 4.8 percent to 8.4 percent for legal aliens and 
from 1.2 percent to 1.9 percent for citizens. The proportion of U.S. citizens entering the PSAIS 
who were black rose from 30 percent in 1991 to 36 percent in 1995, while the proportions fell for 
illegal and legal aliens. 

Race and ethnicity. Illegal aliens in the PSAIS were much more likely to be white and 

Although the proportion of PSAIS entrants who were Asian or Pacific Islander was very 

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 
20.1% 35.0% 41.5% 

30.1% 57.6% 52.7% 
41.7% 7.5% 5.8% 
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1995 

llleqal Aliens Leqal Aliens Citizens 
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

White 82.5% 71.7% 65.9% 

Black 13.6% 19.5% 30.1% 

American Indian/ Alaskan Native 0.0% 0.1% 2.3% 

Asian/ Pacific Islander 1 .ax  4.8% 1.2% 

Missino 2.1% 3.9% 0.6% 

Illegal and legal aliens in the PSAIS data were much more likely than U.S. citizens to be 
Hispanic (84 percent, 67 percent, and 13 percent), reflecting differences in the general 
population. These proportions were constant from 1991 to 1995. 

Sex. In 1995, 84 percent of all prisoners who entered the PSAIS were male, but illegal 
aliens (93 percent) and legal aliens (87 percent) were more likely to be male than U.S. citizens 
(82 percent). These ratios were constant throughout all 5 years of data. 

somewhere between illegal aliens and citizens, but for marital status, a far higher proportion of 
legal aliens were married than either illegal aliens or citizens; 43 percent of legal aliens were 
married versus 3 1 percent of U.S. citizens and 2 1 percent of illegal aliens. But if the 
non-responses are excluded, the proportion of illegal aliens in the PSAIS who were married in 
1995 was actually higher than that of citizens (36 percent vs 33 percent). Although the number 
of defendants with missing data for illegal aliens increased from 18 percent in 1991 to 41 percent 
in 1995, if we use the number of people with data as the denominator, the proportion of married 
and single individuals remained constant. 

Marital status. For most demographic characteristics, legal aliens in the PSAIS data fell 

1991 

llleqal Aliens Legal Aliens CitiZenS 
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

85.3% 73.4% 59.5% 

9.4% 17.1% 36.0% 

0.0% 0.2% 2.2x 

4.3% 8.4% 1.9% 

1 .O% 0.9% 0.4% 
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4. ILLEGAL ALIENS IN STATE PRISONS: 
EVIDENCE FROM CALIFORNIA, TEXAS, NEW YORK, FLORIDA, ILLINOIS, 

ARIZONA, AND NEW JERSEY 

SUMMARY 

The INS identified 14,262 illegal aliens among state prisoners in 1995 from California, 
Texas, New York, Florida, Illinois, Arizona, and New Jersey (the seven states with the 
largest number of illegal residents). INS was unable to determine the legal status of 
48 percent of foreign-born prisoners in these states. 

7 1 percent of illegal aliens identified by the INS, which appears to reflect its large share 
of the resident illegal alien population49 percent of the United States total according to 
the INS-and the relatively large share of the state’s submissions for which the INS was 
able to determine imrmgrant5egal status. 

The most common offenses for which illegal aliens were convicted were drug offenses in all 
states except Florida. For states which distinguish among types of drug offenses, drug 
trafficking was more common than drug possession in all states except Texas. 

In Florida, the most common offense among illegal aliens in state prisons was murder. Both 
illegal and legal aliens in Florida were far more likely than aliens in other states to have 
been convicted of violent offenses against a person - murder, sexual assaults, and other 
violent crimes. The large share of murderers among aliens may, however, result from 
Florida’s policies on deporting criminal aliens. 

In Florida, the high share of murders, and other violent crimes against individuals, among 
illegal aliens cannot be attributed to any one country of origin group. For each of 
Florida’s major country of origin groups, murder and other violent crimes were 
substantially more common in Florida than they were in the other major immigrant states. 

California, Texas, and Illinois. In New York, Florida, and New Jersey, illegal immigrants 
from the Caribbean and from Central and South America constituted the largest shares of 
illegal aliens in state prisons, although in these states no single country or country group 
dominated. 

California contained a disproportionately large share of illegal alien state prisoners, 

Mexico was the dominant country of origin among illegal alien state prisoners in Arizona, 

The vast majority of illegal alien state prisoners entered the United States illegally, rather 
than entering the country legally and then remaining after their authorized period of stay 
had expired. Texas and California had the largest share of illegal aliens who entered 
without inspection - 94-95 percent - while shares for Illinois and New Jersey were the 
lowest - 85-86 percent. 

Types of offense committed differed by country of origin. Colombians and Dominicans were 
especially likely to have been imprisoned for drug-related offenses. Among Haitians and 
Nicaraguans, drug offenses were relatively uncommon. 

In most states, illegal aliens in state prisons were younger, on average, than legal aliens. 
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DESCRIPTION OF DATA 

The analysis of illegal aliens in state prisons is based on data collected through the 1995 
State Criminal Alien Assistance Program (SCUP) ,  a federal grant program designed to partially 
offset the costs to states of incarcerating illegal aliens and certain other non-citizens. These other 
aliens include legal aliens who, at the time they were imprisoned following conviction, were in 
removal or deportation proceedings and, in 1995, Marie1 Cubans.” States and local areas have 
also negotiated to receive some reimbursement for aliens whose immigration status could not be 
determined, arguing that some of these individuals, were illegal, aliens who had not previously 
come to the attention of the INS and therefore had not been entered into any INS data system. 

In order for a state to receive reimbursement for an inmate, the inmate must have been in 
the state’s custody between 1 July 1994 and 30 June 1995, must have been in custody for at least 
72 hours, and must have been convicted of a state or local felony. (Eligibility was later amended 
to include inmates convicted of two qualifying misdemeanors). In addition, the state must 
provide a foreign country of birth for the inmate. If a country of birth is not provided, the INS 
will still search INS records for the individual, but, if the individual cannot be found during the 
searchers, the individual does not count towards the state’s allotment of reimbursement for 
individuals with unknown immigration status. 

not receive reimbursement. The Bureau of Justice Assistance (BJA) and the INS encourage 
states to submit information on all foreign-born inmates. This relieves states of the burden of 
trying to determine who is and is not in a reimbursable class and gives the INS information the 
number of incarcerated foreign-born individuals (Bjerke 1999). States are not penalized in any 
way for submitting information on individuals for whom the states cannot be reimbursed. 
Furthermore, because of the potential for reimbursement for individuals with unknown 
immigration status, states have a financial incentive to submit information on as many inmates as 
they can. 

INS personnel, using Central Index and the Deportable Alien Control System (DACS), 
determined the legal status of each of these  individual^.'^ Individuals were matched using their 
A-numbers - a unique identifier the INS uses to track individuals in the Central Index and 
DACS - or, if the A-numbers was missing, their name and date of birth (Bjerke 1998).14 

Arizona, and New Jersey, the seven states with, according to the INS, the largest numbers of 
illegal aliens (Warren 1997). Together, these states contain 83 percent of the nation’s 
undocumented population in 1997. In the data provided to us, INS distinguishes five different 
legal statuses: U.S. citizen (natives and naturalized citizens were not distinguished), illegal 
aliens, legal aliens, nonimmigrants, and unknown status. Nonimmigrants are aliens who enter 
the United States legally, for a limited period, with the knowledge and permission of the INS. 
Examples include tourists, students, and some international business transfers. This analysis 
focuses on the two major groups of non-citizens: illegal and legal aliens. 

prisoners about whom the seven states provided information. Status was determined for 
approximately 60 percent of the submissions from Arizona and California, 50 percent of the 

States have several incentives to provide information on aliens for whom the states will 

This analysis is based on information from California, Texas, New York, Florida, Illinois, 

INS personnel were able to provide legal status for approximately 52 percent of the 
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submissions in Texas: and New York, 40 percent of the submissions from Florida and New 
Jersey, and only 20 percent of the submissions from Illinois. (See Table 4A.) (By 1998, the INS 
was able to match approxhately 70 percent of the states’ submissions to INS records; Bjerke 
1999). 

The low match rate between state submissions and INS data systems means the analysis 
presented hear must be viewed cautiously. In terns of the number of illegal aliens in the states 
prisons, the data only allow us to provide estimates of the minimum because an unknown portion 
of those with status unknown are also illegal aliens. While many, if not most, of these 
individuals may be illegal aliens who have not previously come to the attention of the INS, which 
has been suggested by INS personnel (Bjerke 1999), an unknown portion are legal aliens or 
naturalized citizens who, because of discrepancies between INS data systems and states 
submissions, could not be m54ched. It is also possible that some inmates are U.S.-born citizens 
who were misidentified as foreign-born by state officials. 

foreign-born individuals, an ironic consequence of the low match rate in 1995 is that the 
information we have on legal aliens in state prisons may be better than the information we have 
on illegal aliens. A11 legal aliens should be identifiable through INS record matching, with the 
exception of those for whom the states submitted information that is inconsistent with INS 
information and, therefore, could not be matched, which the INS and BJA estimate is about 5 
percent of those who could not be matched to INS records (Bjerke 1999). 

aliens (Tabie 4A). Arizona and California, the two states with the highest percentage of their 
inmate records matched to INS records-about 60 percent for both-were also the two states 
with the highest percentage of matched inmates found to be illegal aliens. Illinois, Florida, and 
New Jersey, the three states with the lowest rate of successful matching to INS r eco rds40  
percent or lower-also had the lowest shares of illegal aliens identified among those inmates 
successfully matched. This suggests that the relatively high successful match rates for Arizona 
and California are partially attributable to a relatively large share of the incarcerated illegal aliens 
in these states having already been entered into INS data systems. 

high match rates may be more likely to record and to forward with the SCAAP submission the A- 
numbers assigned to prisoners during INS deportation or removal proceedings. Inmates from 
Arizona and California inmates may also be more likely to have already come to the attention of 
the INS than those in Illinois, Florida, and New Jersey, either because they have come in contact 
with the INS before the current imprisonment or because the INS has initiated removal or 
deportation proceedings for a larger share of the Arizona and California inmates than for inmates 
from the other states. Another, related, explanation is that INS record-keeping for alien inmates 
in the process of deportation or removal may be better for Arizona and California than the other 
states. A recent U.S. General Accounting Office study suggests that, in the last half of fiscal year 
1995, for a sizeable number of foreign-born inmates in selected states who had been released 
from state and federal facilities, the INS was not able to determine whether they had been 
screened as part of deportation proceedings (U.S. General Accounting Office 1997a:5-6). 

If states have responded to INS and BJA encouragement to submit information on all 

High match rates were associated with a high percentage of inmates found to be illegal 

There are several possible explanations for state differences in match rates. States with 
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In most states-Arizona, Texas, New Jersey, and Florida-murderers were more likely to 
have had their immigrantnegal status determined by the INS than other offenders (Table 4B). 
(Murderers constitute 12.3 percent of all inmate, 3 state prisons in these seven states.) In 
California, drug offenders were the offenders most likely to have had their immigranflegal status 
determined. It does not appear, however, that differences in the types of offenses that state 
inmates have committed explains variations in the share of inmates whose status could be 
determined. It is likely that murderers, and, in California, drug offenders, are more likely to 
show up in INS data bases either because they have been targeted for deportation, or, because of 
the long sentences associated with these offenses, the INS has had longer to begin 
immigrant/legal status determinations and has therefore entered them into INS data bases. States 
may also keep better track of identifying information, such as A-numbers, for aliens convicted of 
certain offenses. 

data differ from the USSC and PSAIS data described previously. The SCAAP data are for 
population stock, not flows. This means that the data reflect a long history of aliens’ criminal 
involvement and law enforcement and incarceration policies. For instance, some anomalies 
observed in Florida appear to be attributable to a period of intense criminal activity among aliens 
in the early eighties, plus the state’s policies on deportation. 

The SCAAP data provide information on persons in state prisons in 1995. As such, the , 

FINDINGS 

Number of Illegal Aliens 

Officials from the seven states submitted information on 52,156 prisoners to the INS for 
status determination. Of these, the INS assigned a status to 27,388. Of these, 14,262 or 
52.1 percent were identified as illegal aliens (Table 4C). Because a significant share of prisoners 
whose status could not be determined are probably illegal aliens, this estimate of 14,262 should 
be seen as a minimum estimate of the number of illegal aliens illegal aliens incarcerated in the 
state prisons of these seven states. 

in state prisons - 7 1 percent of the illegal aliens whose status was determined through INS 
matches, 66 percent of illegal aliens when prisoners of unknown status are distributed 
proportionately. This share is larger than the proportion of the resident illegal alien population 
estimated to be in California - 49 percent (Warren 1997). On the other hand, given the size of 
their resident undocumented populations, New York, Florida, and Illinois each have relatively 
low shares of the seven states’ illegal alien state prisoners. 

California has a relatively large share of the seven-state total of illegal aliens incarcerated 

Country of Origin 

provided. For the most part, California, Texas, New York, and Illinois gave exact country of 
origin, Florida, and New Jersey gave somewhat less detail, while Arizona provided the least 
amount of detail. So countries of origin could be compared across states while retaining as much 
detail as possible, we developed two coding schemes, one for Arizona, and one for the other six 
states., For the six states, the major classifications are Mexico, the Caribbean, South America, 

In describing country of origin of prisoners, states differed markedly in the level of detail 
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Central America, Europe, Asia (excluding the Middle East), Africa, the Middle East, North 
America, Oceania, and Unknown. For Arizona, the major classifications are Mexico, the 
Caribbean, Central and South America, Europe, Asia, Africa, Canada, a? UnknowdOther. 
Within major country groups, individuals countries are coded if they constituted at least 4 percent 
of the total population of illegal or legal aliens in state prisons in at least one state. 

Illegal aliens. Mexico was the dominant country of origin among illegal alien state 
prisoners in Arizona (97 percent), California (85 percent), Texas (81 percent), and Illinois 
(79 percent). (See Table 4D.) In Florida and New Jersey, Mexicans were not the dominant 
group, but they also constituted a major share of illegal alien prisoners, 26 percent and 
15 percent, respectively. In California and Texas, the second largest number came from Central 
America, predominantly El Salvador. 

In New York, Florida, and New Jersey, illegal aliens from the Caribbean and from 
Central and South American constituted large shares of the illegal aliens in state prisons, 
although no single country or country group had the level of dominance that Mexicans did in the 
other states. In New York, Caribbean origin aliens were the largest group - 42 percent of the 
total, most of whom were Dominicans - followed by South Americans - 32 percent of the 
total, most of whom were Colombians. There was also a sizeable share of Central Americans - 
15 percent, most of whom were Salvadorans. In Florida, the Caribbean provided the largest 
group, 37 percent - among which Cubans (13 percent) and Haitians (1 1 percent) dominate - 
followed by Central and South Americans, 32 percent, and Mexicans, 26 percent. In New Jersey, 
half of illegal aliens prisoners are from Central or South America, mostly from Colombia, 
followed by the Caribbean, 26 percent, and Mexico, 15 percent. 

With only a few exceptions, Europeans, Asians, Africans, Middle Easterners, other North 
Americans, and individuals from Oceania represent very small shares or numbers of illegal aliens 
in state prisons. 

Legal aliens. In all seven states, Mexicans constitute a smaller share of legal than illegal 
aliens in state prisons, although in CaIifornia, Illinois, Texas, and Arizona - the four states in 
which they were the predominant illegal alien group - they are also the predominant legal alien 
group. 

among legal aliens, with Cubans dominating in Florida. While Caribbean immigrants made up 
substantial shares among illegal alien prisoners - between about 25 and 40 percent in these 
three states - they constitute substantially larger shares among legal aliens, at least 60 percent in 
each of these states (Table 4D). 

In New York, Florida, and New Jersey, Caribbean immigrants are the dominant group 

Another notable difference between illegal and legal aliens in state prisons is that, with 
the exception of New Jersey, the share of prisoners who are from Asia, particularly from 
Vietnam. is substantially higher among legal then illegal aliens. Unlike Mexican and Central 
American immigrants, a significant majority of Asians (and especially Vietnamese and other 
Southeast Asian immigrants) were admitted legally, with many coming as refugees. Thus, we 
would expect to find more legal than illegal Asians in state prisons. 

Comparison with national data, 1991. To assess the origins of immigrant prisoners in 
these seven states in comparison with those in other states, we use data from the 1991 Survey of 
State Prison Inmates (SSPI). Illegal and legal aliens from the seven major immigrant states in the 
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1995 SCAAP data are considerably more likely to be from Mexico and less likely to be from the 
Caribbean than the national data from the 1991 SSPI show (Bureau of Justice Statistics, 1993) 
(Table 4E).” There are three possible explanations for this difference. First, the 43 states not 
included in our analysis may have smaller numbers from Mexico and correspondingly larger 
numbers from the Caribbean. Second, between 1991 and 1995, there may have been an increase 
in the share of state prison inmates from Mexico and a drop in the share from the Caribbean. 
Third and least important, there is a slight difference in populations being compared. The SSPI 
population includes all non-citizens. The SCAAP analysis is limited to legal and illegal aliens. 
A very small share of original SCAAP sample, about 2 percent, are nonimmigrants. With our 
data, it is not possible to determine which of the first two explanations is more important. 

Method of Entry to the United States for Illegal Aliens 

A majority of the resident illegal aliens enter the United States illegally, that is, without 
the knowledge or permission of the Immigration and Naturalization Services; the term used to 
described this group is “Entered Without Inspection” or “EWI.” Nonetheless, the INS estimates 
that a sizeable minority of illegal aliens, 41 percent, entered the United States legally, but 
remained in the United States after their period of authorized stay had expired (Warren 1997). 
Among illegal aliens in state prisons, however, the vast majority of illegal aliens in state prisons 
entered the United States illegally (Table 4F). Texas and California have the largest share of 
illegal aliens who entered without inspection - 94-95 percent - while shares for Illinois and 
New Jersey are somewhat lower - 85-86 percent. 

Criminal Offenses 

SCAAP data includes information on the most serious offence conviction. Drug offenses, 
especially drug trafficking, are the most common type of offenses among both illegal and legal 
aliens in the seven states studied, with the share ranging from 30 to 50 percent of those 
incarcerated (Table 4G). The single exception is Florida, where among illegal aliens, murder is 
the single most prevalent offense. For states that distinguish among types of drug offenses, with 
the exception of Texas, more illegal and legal aliens are incarcerated for drug trafficking than for 
drug possession. 

Both illegal and legal aliens in Florida are far more likely than aliens in other states to 
have been convicted of violent offenses against a person - murder, sexual assaults, and other 
violent crimes.I6 In Florida, these offenses account for 60 percent of illegal aliens’ offenses; in 
other states the maximum share is less than 40 percent for illegal aliens. Unlike any other state, 
murder is the most common crime for which illegal aliens in Florida are incarcerated. In 
addition, among illegal aliens in Florida, 15 percent have been convicted of rape or sexual assault 
and 12 percent have been convicted of assault or other violent offenses; for these offenses, they 
trail only illegal aliens in New Jersey. Legal aliens in Florida also are more likely than legal 
aliens in other states to have been convicted of violent crimes against persons, but their share is 
lower than the share for illegal aliens, 42 percent versus 60 percent. Murder is the second most 
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common offense among Florida’s legal aliens, after drug-related offenses, but legal aliens in this 
state are more likely to have been convicted of murder than legal aliens in any other state. 

New Jersey is second only to Florida in the share of both illegal and legal aliens convicted 
of violent crimes against persons, with 39 percent of illegal aliens and 37 percent of legal aliens 
convicted of these offenses, compared with 20 percent and 28 percent, respectively, for the seven 
states overall. However, in New Jerscy, these violent crimes are concentrated among rapes and 
sexual assaults (17 percent) and other violent offenses (15 percent), which constitute larger 
shares among New Jersey’s illegal aliens than among illegal aliens in other states; the share of 
illegal aliens and legal aliens convicted of murder in New Jersey is actually low compared with 
other states. 

Violent crimes against persons also account for at least a quarter of illegal alien’s 
convictions in two other states, Illinois (39 percent) and Texas (28 percent), with murder being 
the most prevalent of these offenses (16 percent and 1 1 percent, respectively). In these states, 
violent crimes against indivicds are also relatively common among legal immigrants. 

The types of crimes for which illegal aliens in Texas are convicted differ from those in 
other states. The share of illegal aliens convicted of drug-related offenses is relatively low, 
30 percent compared with 43 percent among illegal aliens in the seven states overall. 
Furthermore, unlike any other state, drug possession is more prevalent than drug trafficking, a 
finding that is also true for legal aliens. In Texas, burglary is also a relative common offense 
among illegal aliens, accounting for 20 percent of illegal aliens’ offenses, almost twice the 
average, 12 percent, for illegal aliens in all seven states. 

In general, within states, offenses for illegal and legal aliens are similar, with a few 
exceptions. In California and Illinois, illegal aliens in state prisons are substantially more likely 
to have been convicted of drug-related offenses than legal aliens. In Florida and Arizona, the 
reverse is true; illegal aliens in state prisons are substantially less likely to have been convicted of 
drug offenses than legal aliens. With the exception of Florida, illegal aliens in state prison are no 
more likely to have been convicted of violent crimes against persons than legal aliens. In fact, in 
California, and to a lesser extent Texas, legal aliens are more likely to have been convicted of 
these crimes than illegal aliens. 

illegal and legal alien prisoners in the seven SCAAP states in 1995 is that illegal and legal aliens 
were substantially more likely to have been incarcerated for drug offenses, 39 percent versus 
3 1 percent (Table 4H). Again, there are three possible explanations for this difference. First, 
aliens may be more likely to be incarcerated for drug offenses than other prisoners. Second, drug 
offenses may be more common in the seven states we studied than in the rest of the United 
Stares. Third, between 1991 (SSPI) and 1995 (SCAAP), there may have been an increase in the 
share of all state prisoners incarcerated for drug offenses. 

types of crimes for which illegal aliens who entered without inspection are disproportionately 
responsible, although in Illinois and New Jersey there are some exceptions. In Illinois, illegal 
aliens who entered without inspection are disproportionately responsible for violent crimes 
against persons; they have committed 94 percent of these offenses compared with 82 percent of 
drug offenses and 88 percent of other major offenses (Table 41). In New Jersey, illegal aliens 

The major difference between all state prison inmates in the 1991 SSPI data and the 

Criminal offense by method of entry. Overall, within each state, there are no particular 
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who entered without inspection are disproportionately less responsible for violent crimes against 
persons; they have committed 81 percent of these crimes compared with 90 percent of drug 
offenses and 88 percen. 3f other major offenses. Nonetheless, it is worth noting, in all seven 
states, for all three major types of offenses (drug offenses, violent crimes against persons, and 
other major offenses), illegal aliens who entered without inspection are responsible for at least 
four-fifths of the offenses. 

Murderers and other violent offenders among illegal aliens in Florida. As noted, 
Florida is the only state where murder, rather than drug offenses, is the most common offense. 
We examined whether a particular country of origin group is responsible for the large share of 
murderers, and others who have committed violent offenses against persons, among illegal aliens 
in Florida’s state prisons. We found that for all major country of origin groups, murder and other 
violent crimes against persons are substantially more common offenses in Florida than they are in 
the other major I mmigration states. No single country of origin group is responsible. 

We compared the share who are incarcerated for murder and other violent crimes against 
persons in Florida to the shares incarcerated for these offenses in the other states” for each of the 
major country of origin groups in Florida - Mexico (26 percent of illegal aliens in Florida state 
prisons), Cuba (13 percent), Haiti (1 1 percent), Colombia (10 percent), Jamaica (6 percent), 
Nicaragua (5 percent), and the Dominican Republic (2 percent). For all seven countries of origin, 
illegal aliens in Florida were substantially more likely incarcerated for violent crimes against 
persons, in particular murder, than illegal aliens from the same country in the other five states. 
(See Table 45.) For example, 69 percent of illegal alien Mexicans in Florida were incarcerated 
for violent crimes against persons - about half for murder - compared with 18 percent of 
illegal aliens incarcerated in the other five states. 

The number of murderers and other violent offenders for illegal aliens-and for some 
extent. legal aliens-is out of line with the overall Florida prison population. Overall, in 1995, 
15 percent of Florida state prisoners had murder as the major offense, compared with 33 percent 
of illegal aliens and 23 percent of legal aliens (see Table 4K). Illegal aliens were also 
substantially more likely to have committed other violent crimes against persons than the general 
prison population (27 percent versus 20 percent). 

There are at least three possible explanations for the large share of murderers among 
offenders in Florida state facilities. First, for both legal and illegal aliens, the proportion with a 
primary offense of murder may be overestimated because the INS was more successful at 
determining the immigrantllegal status of murderers than for any other type of offenders. While 
the INS determined the immigrantllegal status for 38 percent of all individuals in the Florida 
SCAAP data, the agency was able to determine immigrantnegal status for 43 percent of 
murderers. However, this can only be a partial explanation for the large share of murderers 
among alien prisoners in Florida because murderers also had relatively high levels of status 
determination in Anzona, Texas, and New Jersey. Second, the high proportion of murderers 
among illegal and legal aliens may be an historic artifact, resulting from the drug-related violence 
in Florida during the late 1970s and early 1980s, when Colombians and Cubans fought to 
establish their places in the drug trade. This is consistent with the first explanation because the 
I” has had more time to establish immigrantllegal status for long-term prisoners than recent 
arrivals. Third, Florida has a clemency program offering early release to non-violent offender 
aliens who agree to be deported or removed and to stay out of the United States. This will 
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increase the share of current prisoner aliens who have been convicted of violent offenses such as 
murder. l8 

Among illegal aliens in state prisons, drug-related offenses are particularly prevalent among 
Colombians and Dominicans. In California, Texas, New York, Florida, Illinois, and New 
Jersey,” 70 percent of illegal aliens from Colombia and 68 percent of illegal aliens from the 
Dominican Republic are incarcerated for drug-related offenses, compared with 43 percent for 
illegal aliens overall (Table 4L). On the other hand, among illegal aliens from Haiti (16 percent) 
and Nicaragua (13 percent), fairly small shares were incarcerated for drug offenses. 

Major countries of origin among illegal aliens convicted of drug-related offenses. 

Demographic Characteristics 

is 25-34, except in Florida, where the modal age category for legal aliens is 35-49, and New 
Jersey, where the modal age category for both illegal and legal aliens is 3549 (Table 4M). 
Overall, illegal alien state prisoners in California are the youngest, while illegal aliens in New 
Jersey, New York, and Florida - in that order - are the oldest. For prisoners under age 25, 
California has the largest share (37 percent) while New Jersey, New York, and Florida have the 
smallest shares (17 percent, 18 percent, and 23 percent, respectively). For prisoners aged 35 and 
older, California has the smallest share (16 percent) while New Jersey, New York, and Florida 
have the largest shares (44 percent, 36 percent, and 36 percent, respectively). 

In general, among state prison inmates, illegal aliens are on average younger than legal 
aliens. This pattern is especially strong in Arizona, California, and Texas, but is also present in 
Florida and New York. In Illinois, age structures for illegal and legal alien prisoners are very 
similar. New Jersey has a unique pattern: compared with illegal aliens, legal aliens are both 
more likely to be under age 25 and age 50 and older, but are less likely to be aged 25 to 49. 

Compared with data from the 1991 Survey of State Prison Inmates, both illegal and legal 
aliens in the 1995 SCAAP are younger than inmates in the general state prison population 
(Bureau of Justice Statistics, 1993). For instance, 32 percent of the general population is aged 35 
or older, compared with 19 percent of illegal aliens and 22 percent of legal aliens (Table 4N). 

Age structure. For both illegal and legal aliens, the most common or modal age category 
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Table 4A. Matches to INS databases and percentage illegal aliens 
among those matched 

I I 

State 
Matched to INS data % Illegal aliens among 

bases those matched 

Illinois 
Florida 
New Jersey 

Texas 
New York 

California 
Arizona 

22% 
38% 
40% 

49% 
51 % 

59% 
60% 

21% 
20% 
10% 

48% 
26% 

62% 
53% 
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Table 48. Share of SCAAP submissions with immigrant/legal status unknown, by offense 

Total 47% 40% 41% 49% 51% 60% 62% 7904 

I Total I AZ I CA I NY I TX I NJ I FL I IL 

Murder 41% 34% 44% 47% 42% 54% 57% 82% 
Drug offenses 48% 36% 33% 49% 44% 60% 61% 78% 
Other violent crimes against persons 48% 40% 43% 45% 47% 56% 61 o/o no/, 
Other offenses 53% 44% 47% 51% 58% 65% 66% 77% 
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Table 4C. Legal status of state prisoners, 1995: top seven states 

Sour-. SCAAP 1995; estimated resident illegal population from Warren (1997) 
Immigration/ State 
legal status 7-Stab total I CA I TX I NY I FL I IL I A2 I NJ 

Number of Prisoners - INS status determination 
Total 52,156 27,703 10,698 3,979 3.721 2.510 2,152 1.393 
Citizen 586 281 121 37 57 58 4 28 
Illegal 14.262 10.059 2,535 522 287 112 693 54 

Non-immigrant 1.284 381 187 406 192 34 36 48 
Unknown 24,768 11,437 5.436 1.947 2,294 1,965 856 833 

Legal 11,256 5,545 2.419 1,067 891 341 563 430 

Distribution of Prisoners - INS status determination 
Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Citizen 1 % 1 % 1% 1% 2% 2% 0% 2% 
Illegal 27% 36% 24% 13% 8% 4% 32% 4% 

Non-immigrant 2% 1 % 2% 10% 5% 1 % 2% 3 % 

Legal 22% 20% 23% 27% 24% 14% 26% 31% 

Unknown 47% 41% 51% 49% 62% 78% 40% 60% 

State Share of Illegal Alien State Prisoners and Resident Illegal Alien Population 

Prisoners 
Status determined by INS 100% 71% 18% 4% 2% 1% 5% 0% 
Resident population 
(Oct. 1995) 100% 49% 17% 13% 8 YO 7% 3% 3% 
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Table 4D. Countries of origin for illegal and legal aliens in state prisons, top seven states, 1995 
Source: 1995 SCAAP 

Mexico 
Caribbean 

Dominican Republic 
Cuba 
Jamaica 
Haiti 

South America 
Central 81 South America 

Colombia 
Central America 

El Salvador 
Nicaragua 

Europe 
Poland 

Asia 
Vietnam 

Africa 
Middle East 
North America 
Oceania 
Unknown 

Mexico 
Caribbean 

Dominican Republic 
Cuba 
Jamaica 
Haitt 

South America 
Central & South America 

Colombia 
Central America 

El Salvador 
Nicaragua 

Europe 
Poland 

Asia 
Vietnam 

Africa 
Middle East 
North America 
Oceania 
Unknown 

Illegal aliens 
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85% 79% 7% 81% 26% 15% 97% 
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4% 
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2% 
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0% 

0% 
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0% 
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4% 

5% 
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32% 
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27% 
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0% 
0% 
0% 
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0% 
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8% 

3% 
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3% 
n.a. 
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O?/O 

0% 
0% 
oO/O 

4% 

3% 

37% 
2% 

1 3% 
6% 

1 1 Yo 
12% 
n.a. 
1 0% 
21 % 
0% 
5% 
0% 
n.a. 
oO/O 

0% 
0% 
W/O 

1% 
n.a. 
3% 

26% 

4% 
7% 
2% 

35% 
n.a. 

31 yo 
15% 
4% 
4% 

13% 

0% 
0% 
6% 
n.a. 
0% 

n.a. 
O?/O 

0% 
4yo 

oO/O 

n.a. 
0% 
0% 
n.a. 
n.a. 
2% 
0% 
n.a. 
n.a. 
n.a. 
0% 
n.a. 
oO/O 

n.a. 
0% 

n.a. 
0% 

n.a. 
P ! O  

~ 

Legal aliens 
CA I IL I NY I TX ] FL I NJ I AZ 

1% 67% 6% 070 83% 59% 
4% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
2% 
n.a. 
1 o/o 
6% 
4 yo 
0% 

0% 
1 1 Yo 

1 O/O 

1 Yo 
1 Yo 
0% 

11 Yo 

3 yo 

3% 

5 yo 

43% 
15% 
0% 
7% 
4% 
2 Yo 
5% 
n.a. 
2% 

1 o/o 
1 O/O 

4% 

14% 
4 ‘/o 
8% 
1 % 
2% 
5% 
1 Yo 
1 Yo 
1 % 

75% 11% 
26% 1 Yo 

1 7% 2% 
3% 0% 

10% 2% 
n.a. n.a. 
5% 2% 

1 O/O 2% 
0% 0% 

0% 0% 
4% 7”/0 
0% 5% 
1 O/O 1 Yo 
1% 0% 
0% 0% 
0% 0% 

22% 7% 

4% 5% 

4% 3% 

69% 
1 Yo 

50% 
7% 
7% 
7% 
n.a. 
4% 
5% 
0% 
1 O/O 

n.a. 
2% 
1 Yo 

1 Yo 
0% 
1 Yo 

n.a. 

3% 

60% 7% 
18% ma. 
20% 6% 
15% 0% 
3% n.a. 

15% n.a. 
n.a. 2% 

3% n.a. 
1% n.a. 
0% n.a. 

10% 1% 
1% n.a. 
6% 2% 
n.a. n.a. 
2% 1% 

n.a. n.a. 
0% 1% 
0% n.a. 

7% 0% 

. . .. ~ .. 0% 3% p / o  3% 2% 
Note North Arnenca for Anzona includes only Canada 

n a - Not availablehot applicable 
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Table 4E. Origin of aliens in state prisons: seven states, 1995 and the United States, 1991 
Source: 1995 SCAAP. 1991 SSPl (BJS 1993) 

:"-gal and legal aliens, SCAAP 7 states, 1995 
CA I IL I NY I TX I FL I NJ I AZ 

Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Mexico 47% 67% 76% 52% 3% 74% 11% 2% 91% 
Caribbean 26% 10% 2% 13% 64% 6% 61% 56% 4% 
CentraVSouth America 14% 10% 8% 8% 25% 10% 17% 21% 2% 
Other 13% 13% 14% 27% 8% 10% 11% 21% 4% 

Illegal Aliens, SCAAP 7 states, 1995 , 

Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Mexico ai% 85% 7w0 7% 8iy0 26% 1570 97v0 
Caribbean 3% 0% 6% 42% 1% 37% 26% 0% 
CentraVSouth America 11% 8% 6% 47% 13% 32% 50% 2% 
Other 6% 7% 9% 4% 5% 5% 9% 1% 

Legal Aliens, SCAAP 7 states, 1995 
Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
Mexico 50% 59% 43% 1% 67% 6% 0% 83% 
Caribbean 20% 4% 15% 75% 11Y0 69% 60% 7% 
Centra I/Sou t h America 9% 9% 9% 14% 7% 11% 17% 2% 
Other 21% 28% 33% 10% 15% i w o  22% avo 
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Table 4F. Illegal in state prisons who entered 
the United States without inspection, 

seven states: 1995 
Source: 1995 SCAAP files. 

State I Yo EWI 
Texas 95% 
California 94% 
Arizona 92% 
New York 92% 
Florida 92% 
Illinois 86% 
New Jersey awo 

Note: EWI - Entered without inspection; that is, without the 

knowledge or permission of the INS. P 
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Table 4G. Major oftenses for illegal and legal aliens in state prisons, top 7 states, 1995. 

Offenses 

Source: 1995 SCAAP fibs. 

Offenses Total I CA I TX 1 NY I FL I IL I NJ I AZ 
Illegal aliens 

Legal aliens 
Total I CA I TX I NY I FL I IL I NJ I AZ 

N 

Total 

All drug offenses 
Drug trafficking 
Drug possession 
Drugs, not spet3iedln.e.c. 

Violent crimes against persons 
Murder 
Assault 
Rape/Sexual assault 
Other violent 

Other major offenses 
Burglary 
Robbery 
Other public order 
Larcenyfrhefi 
Negligent manslaughter 

Other, n.e.c. 

14,262 10,059 

100% 100% 

43% 47% 
31% 39% 
9% 8% 
2% 0% 

20% 17% 
10% 9% 
5% 5% 
4% 3% 
1% 1% 

26% 23% 
12% 10% 
9% 9% 
3% 2% 
2% 1% 
1% 0% 

11% 13% 

2.535 

100% 

30% 
13% 
17% 
0% 

27% 
12% 
6 Yo 
9% 
0% 

37% 
21 % 

9% 
4% 
2% 
1% 

6% 

522 

100% 

50% 
29% 
21 % 
0% 

19% 
11% 

5% 
0% 

21% 

9% 
1 % 
1 % 
7% 

9 % 

3% 

4 % 

287 

100% 

17% 
0% 
0% 

17% 

60% 
33% 
0% 

11% 

18% 
8% 

10% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

5% 

15% 

112 

100% 

45% 
38% 
5 % 
2% 

29% 
16% 
1 % 

11% 
2% 

15% 
8% 
4% 
2 % 
0% 
2% 

7% 

54 

100% 

37% 
33% 

4 % 
0% 

39% 
7% 

15% 

0% 

15% 
2% 

1 1 % 
2% 
0% 
0% 

7% 

17% 

693 

100% 

37% 
0 % 
0% 

37% 

18% 
6% 
9% 
4% 
0% 

38% 
16% 
2% 

10% 
10% 
0 % 

6% 
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All aliens, 
Offense SSPI, 1991 

--72 - 

7 states, SCAAP, 1995 
Total I IlleQal I Legal 
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Table 41. Percentage of offenses committed by EWls among illegal aliens 

Seven 
Offense States CA TX NY FL IL NJ A 2  

Total 94% 94% 95% 92% 92% 86% 85% 92% 

All drug offenses 95% 95% 95% 90% 90% 82% 90% 92% 
Violent crimes against persons 94% 94% 97% 93% 91% 94% 81% 92% 
Other major offenses 95% 95% 96% 96% 90% 88% 88% 93% 
Other, n.e.c. 93% 93% 94% 90% 100% 63% 100% 86% 

Missing 81% 78% 86% - - 100% - 100% 
Note: EWI - Entered without inspection; that is. without the knowledge or permisson of the INS. 
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fable 4J. Major offenses for illegal aliens, by country of birth: 
Florida versus California, Illinois, New York, Texas, and New Jersey 

Country of birth Area Major offense categories 

Cases Violent crimes against persons offenses offenses All Other Missing 
Number of Drug Other major 

Total I Murder I Other 
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Table 4K Major offmaes for ilbgal and kgal alins in Florida state prisons 

Offenses 
Florida state prison Aliens (SCAAP) 
inmate population Illegal I Ll3Qal 

N 61.992 287 891 

Total 100% 100% 1 00% 

Murder 15% 33% 23% 
Other violent crimes against persons 20% 27% 19% 
All drug offenses 18% 17% 25% 
Other 48% 23% 33% 

Final Drafl 

U.S. Department of Justice.
of the author(s) and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the
has not been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those
This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report



Table 4L. Share of illegal aliens in state prisons 
incarcerated for drug offenses, 1995: 

California, Texas, New York, Florida, Illinois, and New Jersey 

Country of origin 
Percent with 
drug-related 
convictions 

Colombia 31 2 70% 
Dominican Republic 185 68% 
El Salvador 635 44% 
Cuba 89 43% 
Japaica . 61 30% 
Mexico 10,843 28% 
Haiti 37 16% 
Nicaragua 55 13% - 
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- 
Total 

I95 SCAAP files. 

~ Total 

4 8  
18-24 
25-34 
35-49 
so+ 
Total 
- 

lltegall Lega 
~ 14,262 11,25€ 

4 8  
18-24 
25-34 
35-49 
50+ 

I Itlegail Legal 
110,059 5,545 

- 

Table 4M. Age for illegal and legal aliens in state prisons, by state: 1995 

Illegal) Lega 
2,535 2,41E 

p llle a1 Le a 

1 I ' 8 9; 
21 14s 

' 24 152 

96 141 
4.878 2.85€ 
6,618 4,561 
2,473 3,215 

Illegal1 Legal 
287 891 

197 483 
100% 100% 

Illegal1 Lega 
112 341 

1% 1% 
34% 25% 
46% 41% 
17% 29% 
1% 4% 

32 36 

4,729 2.315 
1,472 1,384 

3.717 1,617 

CA I Tx 

43 3: 

1,146 98€ 
540 702 

757 582 
6 2 8  

59 173 
120 308 
92 325 

2 E 
35 114 
44 125 
29 7i 

100% 100% 100% 100% 7 
1% 4% 

NY 
111 al Le a 

2 24 
91 19c 

240 42C 
173 388 
16 45 

100% 100% 

0% 2% 
17% 18% 
46% 39% 
33% 36% 
3% 4% 

FL 1 IL 

? 100% 100% 100% 100% 

2% 2% 
21% 19% 31% 33% 
42% 35% 39% 37% 
32% 37% 26% 23% 

4% 6% 2% 

0 2e 
100% 100% 

2% 2% 
15% 22% 

44% 35% 
0% 7% 

39% 35% 

IIllega/l' 
~ 693 563 

10 4 
211 86 
318 258 
143 186 
11 29 

100% 100% 

1 Yo 1 O/O 

30% 15% 
46% 46% 
21% 33% 
2% 5% 
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Table 4N. Age distribution of state prisoners: 
1995 and 1991 

Source: 1995 SCAAP files, 1991 SSPl (BJS 1993) 

1991 

Total 100% 100% 100% 

e18 1% 1% 1 Yo 
18-24 34% 25% 21 % 
25-34 46% 41% 46% 
35+ 19% 22% 32% 
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5. LOCAL-LEVEL ANALYSIS - COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

b 

SUMMARY 

There were 228 bookings of individuals identified as illegal aliens by the Cook County 
Department of Corrections (CCDC) between 1994 and 1996. 

Eighty-five percent of illegal aliens detained by the CCDC were citizens of Mexico. The 
second most common country of citizenship was Colombia, accounting for 4 percent. 

Among Mexican illegal aliens, most are from the interior Mexican states, such as Guerrero, 
the largest contrjbutor with 12 percent of the total. Very few (6 percent) are from state 
bordering the United States. . 

knowledge or permission of the INS (“entered without inspection”). Mexicans were 
substantially more likely to have entered without inspection than illegal aliens from other 
countries. 

Eighty-nine percent of illegal aliens in the CCDC entered the United States without the 

Nearly half of illegal aliens in the CCDC (46 percent) entered the United States at San 
Ysidio, California near San Diego. Other major points of entry were El Paso, Texas (13 
percent), Nogales, Arizona (1 1 percent), and Laredo, Texas (9 percent). 

An overwhelming majority of illegal aliens in the CCDC appear to be U.S. residents - albeit 
illegal ones. Few, if any, illegal aliens in the CCDC are short-term visitors. Ninety 
percent had been in the United States for at least a year; none been in this country for less 
than a month. Furthermore, 14 percent have one or more U.S. citizen children. 

About 8 percent of illegal aliens in the CCDC have already been deported at least once. 

About 14 percent of CCDC illegal aliens have at least one prior conviction. 

Like the general CCDC population, the most common charges for illegal aliens are drug 
offenses. However, among illegal aliens, Mexicans are less likely than non-Mexicans to 
have been charged with drug offenses. 

age 25, compared with 32 percent overall,. 
Illegal aliens are younger on average than the general CCDC population; 44 percent are under 

A majority of illegal aliens in the CCDC are involved in construction trades, most often as 
laborers. 

DESCRIPTION OF DATA 
In this chapter, we describe illegal aliens in the Cook County Department of Corrections 

(CCDC) and, where data are available, compare them to the overall population in the Cook 
County Department of Corrections. Data come from two sources. Information on illegal aliens 
comes from 1-2 13 forms (“Record of Deportable Alien”) compiled by the INS. These records 
refer to the 228 illegal aliens detained by the Cook County Department of Corrections between 
1994 and 1996. The data on the general inmate population were provided by the Cook County 
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Department of Corrections and include information on all 139,952 bookings during the 1996 
calendar year. These data were collected by a subcontractor, The Latino Institute. 

Data on Illegal Aliens 

Corrections, which uses local police records to determine whether a detained individual was born 
outside the United States. 'This information is contained on the arrest forms used by the Chicago 
Police Department - where a large majority of foreign-born persons detained by the Department 
of Corrections are arrested - and by some suburban police departments. 

The next step in identifying illegal aliens and other deportable aliens?' done by INS 
investigations staff, occurs at a bond hearing, which typically takes place shortly after arrest. 
This hearing is usually held at the County Circuit Court facility on 26th Street in Chicago, where 
INS staff interview all foreign-born persons to detennine whether they appear to be deportable, 
and to collect infomation on length of time in the United States, port of entry, and type and 
validity of documents, and other information. After the interview, INS staff complete an 
1-2 13 form for individuals considered deportable. This form contains about 50 different data 
items for the alien, including immigration status, country of citizenship, manner of last entry, 
occupation, and method of apprehension. Frequently, INS personnel further verify the alien's 
status using various INS computerized data systems. The completed 1-213 forms are stored at the 
INS office at the County Circuit Court facility. 

The first step in identifymg illegal aliens was done by the Cook County Department of 

Data on the General Population of the Cook County Department of Corrections 

These data contain information on bookings; there is one data record for each charge for 
which an individual appeared before a judge and was booked into Cook County Jail during 
calendar year 1996. Some individuals therefore appear more than once. However, there was no 
way to identify individuals who appear more than once, to estimate the number of individuals 
appearing more than once, or to determine whether undocumented, or other, aliens are more or 
less likely than others to be represented by more than one data record. The effect of the duplicate 
records on the analysis is therefore unknown. 

With the general CCDC data we can identify persons born outside the United States, but 
not their citizenship. Thus, we make comparisons of illegal aliens and the total foreign-born2' 
bookings in the Cook County Department of Corrections. These comparisons differ from those 
in previous chapters which dealt with illegal aliens versus legal aliens (a sub-population within 
the foreign-born population). Note also that the data analyzed in this chapter are bookings and, 
thus,  represent the in-flow into the corrections system. As such, they do not represent the 
characteristics of the population in the CCDC at any given point in time. 
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FINDINGS 

Number of Illegal Aliens Booked in the Cook County Department of Corrections 

1-213 forms for 228 illegal aliens detained by the Cook County Department of 
Corrections (CCDC) between 1994 and 1996 were located. This figure translates to an average 
of 76 illegal aliens detained each year. For 1996, the illegal aliens would represent 0.05 percent 
of the total 139,952 bookings in Cook County in that year. Some individuals have probably been 
booked more than once. Since we do not know if multiple bookings are more common among 
illegal aliens than others, we cannot assess whether the 0.05 percent represents an overestimate 
or underestimate of the percentage of individuals booked who are illegal aliens. Nonetheless, the 
number of 1-213 Forms collected (228) seems extremely small in comparisons with the total 
bookings, given the size of the undocumented population in Chicago (see below). Thus, it is 
likely that many illegal aliens booked by CCDC are not interviewed by INS or are misclassified 
as legal by INS. 

Immigration Characteristics of Illegal Aliens in the Criminal Justice System 

Illinois is the state with the fifth largest resident undocumented population, about 
6 percent of the U.S. total, according to the INS (Warren 1997). A large majority of the state's 
foreign-born population is concentrated in the Chicago metropolitan area, with by far the largest 
number living in Cook County, which contains the City of Chicago. In 1990, about 14 percent of 
Cook County's 5.1 million population was made up of immigrants. The largest share of illegal 
aliens in Illinois are from Mexico, but a significant share come from Poland and other countries 
(Warren 1 994). 

Country of citizenship. Eighty-five percent of illegal aliens detained by the CCDC were 
citizens of Mexico (Table 5A). The second most common country of citizenship, Colombia, 
accounts for 4 percent. Central Americans constitute 5 percent of the total. No other country or 
region contributed more than 2 percent to the total. 

Illegal aliens in the CCDC data are more likely to be from Mexico than the foreign-born 
in the general inmate population, 85 percent versus 62 percent (Table 5B).'* Compared with 
illegal aliens, foreign-born inmates in the general inmate population are more likely to be 
European ( 15 percent versus 2 percent), Caribbean (6 percent versus 1 percent), and Asian 
(4 percent versus 0 percent). These differences are probably due to the composition of the 
underlying populations in Cook County. 

states: very few (6 percent) from the U.S. border states of Baja California, Sonora, Chihuahua, 
Coahuila. and Nuevo Lean (Table 5C). The single largest contributing state is Guerrero, with 
12 percent of the total. 

lklethod and place of entry into the United States. Overall, 89 percent of illegal aliens 
booked by the CCDC entered the United States without inspection (Table 5D). All but two of 
the remaining illegal aliens entered legally, but remained after their authorized period of stay had 
expired. Mexicans were far more likely to have entered without inspection than non-Mexicans, 
96 percent versus 47 percent. Among non-Mexican illegal aliens, 38 percent entered on tourist 
visas. 

Among Mexican illegal aliens booked by the CCDC, most are from the interior Mexican 
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Nearly half (46 percent) of illegal aliens in the CCDC entered the United States at San 
Ysidio, California near San Diego (Table 5E). Other major points of entry were El Paso, Texas 
(13 percent), Nogales, Arizona (1 1 percent), and Laredo, Texas (9 percent). Overstays had a 
different pattern than the overall illegal alien population. The largest share of overstays entered 
at Chicago(39 percent) and other locations suggesting they arrived via airplane. 

Location and length of residrmce in the United States. Most illegal aliens in the 
CCDC appear to be residents, albeit unlawful ones, of the United States rather than short-term 
visitors. Ninety percent had been in the United States for at least a year (Table 5F). Illegal aliens 
who entered without inspection are more likely to have been in the United States for more than a 
year than overstays/others - 92 percent for the EWIs compared with only 77 percent for the 
overstays. No illegal aliens had been in the United States for less than a month. Furthermore, 
14 percent have one or moreFhildren who are citizens of the United States. 

Most illegal aliens charged in Cook County live in the city of Chicago, 64 percent 
(Table 5G). Most of the rest we fairly evenly split between the Chicago suburbs and the rest of 
the state of Illinois. 

t 

Offenses and History 

Types of offenses committed by illegal aliens. Offense charges were based on the list 
of charges from the 1-213 forms and from the CCDC data on the general population. The 
offenses are not standardized, are often abbreviated, and are coded with conventions that differ 
between the two data sources. We devised a list of offenses based on the 1-213 and CCDC codes 
that summarizes the major offenses (for instance, all drug-related offenses are grouped together) 
for both illegal aliens and the general population. 

Among illegal aliens, the most common type of charge is drug offenses, which account 
for 35 percent of the total (Table 5H). The second most common offense is burglary 
( 13 percent), followed by weapons and firearms offenses (1 1 percent), rape and sexual assault 
( 1 1 percent), murder (7 percent), assault and battery (6 percent), and vehicle theft ( 5  percent). 
S o  other type of charge accounts for more than 4 percent of the total for illegal aliens. 

aliens, EWIs are less likely to have been charged with drug-related offenses (33 percent versus 
63 percent). Similarly, Mexicans - a disproportionate share of whom entered without 
inspection - are less likely than others to have been charged with drug related offenses 
( 3 2  percent versus 63 percent). Comparisons on other types of offenses are questionable 
because of small numbers of cases. 

Differences by country of citizenship and status at entry. Compared with other illegal 

Comparison with general CCDC population. In spite of very little missing data on 
type of charge for illegal aliens (0.4 percent), comparisons between illegal aliens and the general 
CCDC population are difficult because type of charge was missing for substantial numbers of all 
individuals ( 16.3 percent) and foreign-born individuals (16.6 percent). We therefore limited 
comparisons to individuals for whom a charge was given. However, these comparisons should 
be viewed with caution because we do not know if some offenses are more likely to have 
remained uncoded on data entry forms. 
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As with illegal aliens, drug-related offenses are also the most common offenses for all 
inmates and for foreign-born inmates (Table 51). For all foreign-born, the percentage with 
drug-related cc"enses was substantially lower than for illegal aliens, suggesting that, as a group, 
legal aliens and naturalized citizens are less likely to be involved with drug-related offenses. 
Illegal aliens were more likely than the entire population and the foreign-born population to have 
been charged with burglary, weapons and firearms offenses, rape and sexual assault, and murder. 
They are less likely to have been charged with theft, domestic battery, driving under the 
influence, and driver's license violations. 

CCDC have never been deported (Table 5J). All of those who have been deported were 
individuals who had entered without inspections. 

Fourteen percent of illegal aliens charged in Cook County have a prior criminal 
conviction (Table SK). Most of these, 11 percent, have only one conviction. Whether an illegal 
alien had a prior conviction varied little by status at entry or by whether Mexican. 

Prior deportations and criminal history. Ninety-two percent of illegal aliens in the 

Socioeconomic and Demographic Characteristics of Illegal Aliens 

trades,23 61 percent (Table 5L). Among these, most are laborers, 45 percent of the total. The 
second most common occupation category was service occupations (for example, cooks, 
busboys, and cleaners); cooks were the most common individual occupation, with 8 percent of 
the total. Machine operators and assemblers came next, accounting for 4 percent. No other 
major occupation group accounted for more than 2 percent of the total. 

Sex. The vast majority of illegal aliens in the CCDC are male, 86 percent (Table SM), the 
same proportion as the overall foreign-born population. The illegal aliens are somewhat less 
likely than individuals in the overall CCDC population to be male; in other words, a greater share 
of U.S. citizens in the CCDC are female than are illegal aliens and other foreign-born 
individuals . 

Occupation. Most illegal aliens in the CCDC data are employed in the construction 

Age. Illegal aliens are younger, on average, than the general population in the CCDC. 
Fony-four percent of illegal aliens are under age 25, compared with 32 percent of the general 
CCDC population. Only 15 percent of illegal aliens are aged 35 or older, compared with 
3 1 percent of the general CCDC population. The age structure for foreign-born and U.S.-born 
individuals in the general CCDC population are nearly identical. 

Marital status. Illegal aliens are less likely to be single than the overall CCDC 
population, but are more likely to be single than the overall foreign-born CCDC population. 
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Country of Citizenship 

Mexico 
All other 

Central America 
Belize 
Honduras 
Guatemala 

South America 
Colombia 

Europe 
Poland 
England 
Italy 

Caribbean 
Jamaica 

Africa 
Nigeria 
Ghana 

Middle East 
Lebanon 
Jordan 

% Entered without 
Total Percent inspection 

194 
34 
12 
5 
4 
3 
8 
8 
5 
2 
2 
1 
3 
3 
3 
2 
1 
3 
1 
2 

85.1 % 
14.9% 
5.3% 
2.2% 
1.8% 
1.3% 
3.5% 
3.5% 
2.2% 
0.9% 
0.9% 
0.4% 
1.3% 

1.3% 
0.9% 
0.4% 
1.3% 
0.4% 
0.9% 

1.3% 

95.9% 
47.1 % 
58.3% 
20.0% 
75.0% 
100.0% 
87.5% 
87.5% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
66.7% 
66.7% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 

Asia 0 0.0% 0.0% 
Note Entered without inspection means wthout the knowledge or permission of the Immigrabon and Naturalization Service 
Countty ol birth is identical to country of citizenship, except for individual who was 
born in Kuwait but is a citizen of Jordan. 
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Table 58. Country of birth for illegal aliens and others in the Cook County Department of Corrections 
Source: Immigration and Naturalization Service: Data from 1-213 tom for illegal aliens detained by 
the Cook County Department of Corrections during the period 1994-1996. 
Cook County Department of Corrections: Data on all 139,952 bookings during the 1996 tale, ,Jar year. 

All foreign Illegal 
Country of birth born aliens 
Total 8,372 228 
Mexico 
All other 

Central America 
Belize 
Honduras 
Guatemala 
El Salvador 
Central America, all other 
Nicaragua 

South America 
Colombia 
Ecuador 
Peru 
South America, all other 

Europe 
Poland 
United Kingdom 
Italy 
Europe, all other 

Caribbean 
Jamaica 
Cuba 
Haiti 
Dominican Republic 
Caribbean, all other 

Nigeria 
Ghana 
Africa. all other 

Middle East 
Jordan 
Kuwait 
Lebanon 
Middle East, all other 

Vietnam 
Asia, all other 

Africa 

Asia 

North America, except Mexico 

61.6% 
38.4% 
4.6% 
1.4% 
0.7% 
1.2% 
0.7% 
0.4% 
0.1% 
2.1 % 

0.6% 
0.6% 
0.3% 
15.0% 
7.5% 
0.5% 

0.5% 

0.8% 
6.2% 
6.1% 
2.4% 
2.7% 
0.3% 
0.3% 
0.4% 
2.6% 
1.2% 
0.3% 
1 .2% 
3.3% 
1 .5% 
0.2% 
0.2% 
1 .5% 
3.9% 
0.2% 
3.7% 
0.7% 

85.1 % 
14.9% 
5.3% 
2.2% 
1 .two 
1.3% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
3.5% 
3.5% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
2.2% 
0.9% 
0.9% 
0.4% 
0.0% 
1.3% 
1.3% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 

0.9% 
0.4% 
0.0% 

0.4% 
0.4% 
0.4% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 

1.3% 

1.3% 

Oceania 0.1% 0.0% 
Nole Country of birth is identical to country of citnenshlp. except for indtvidual who was 
born in Kuwait but is a citizen of Jordan. 
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Table 5C. Mexican state of residence for Mexican illegal aliens in the 
Cook County Department of Corrections 
Source: lmmigtation and Naturalization Sewice: Data from 1-213 forms for illegal aliens detained by 
the Cook County Department of Corrections during the period 1994-1996. 

State I Number I Percentage 
Total 1 94 1 00% 
Guerrero 
Michoacan 
Distrito Federal 
Jalisco 
Durango 
Morelos 
Puebla 
Guanajuanto 
Zacatecas 
Chihuahua' 
Mexico (state) 
Sonora' 
Nuevo Leon' 
Oaxaca 
San Luis Potosi 
Veracruz 
Aguascalientes 
Baja California' 
Chiapas 
Hidalgo 
Nayarit 
Sinaloa 
Unknown 
Unclassifiable 

23 
19 
16 
13 
10 
9 
9 
8 
5 
5 
3 
3 
2 
2 
2 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
5 
4 

Undefined 48 
* On U.S. border 

11 -9% 
9.8% 
8.2% 
6.7% 
5.2% 
4.6% 
416% 
4.1 yo 
2.6% 
2.6% 
1.5% 
1.5% 
1 .O% 
1 .O% 
1 .O% 
1 .O% 
0.5% 
0.5% 
0.5% 
0.5% 
0.5% 
0.5% 
2.6% 
2.1% 

24.7% 
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Table 5D. Type of entry for illegal aliens in the Cook County Department of Corrections 
Source: Immigration and Naturalization Senrice: Data from 1-213 forms for illegal aliens detained by 
the Cook County Department of Corrections during the period 1994-1 996. 

I Number I Percentage 
I I Non- I I I Non- 

Type of Entry I Total I Mexican I Mexican I Total I Mexican I Mexican 
Total 228 194 34 100% 100% 1 O O Y O  

Entry w/o inspection 
Overstays 

B1 - Vishusiness 
82 - Vis/pleasure 
81/82 - Vish&p 
F1 - Student 
0 1  - Extraordinary ability 
Visa waiver program 

False claim citizenship 

202 
24 

1 
17 
2 
2 
1 
1 
1 

186 16 
6 18 

1 
4 13 
1 1 

2 
1 

1 
1 

88.6% 
10.5% 
0.4% 
7.5% 
0.9% 
0.9% 
0.4% 
0.4% 
0.4% 

95.9% 
3.1% 
0.0% 
2.1% 

0.0% 
0.5% 
0.0% 
0.5% 

0.5% 

47.1 % 
52.9% 
2.9% 

38.2% 
2.9% 
5.9% 
0.0% 

0.0% 
2.9% 

Unknown 1 1 0.4% 0.5% 0.0% 
Note: Entered without inspection means without the knowledge or permission of the Immigration and Naturaliation Service 
'Overstays' means entered the United States legally, but remained in the United 
States after one's period of authorized stay had expired. 
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the Cook County Department of Corrections during the period 1994-1996. 

Number 

C C m m 
X 

C L  

a 3 0  - 0 - -= O m .  - b o a  2 b  0 0 c -E J l r a  Q , Q ,  
0 t U )  

Total 228 202 26 194 34 
San Ysidro CA 104 101 3 95 9 
El Paso TX 30 29 1 28 2 
Nogales AZ 24 24 0 23 1 
Laredo TX 21 1 8f 3. 21 0 

Brownsville TX 3 3 0 2 1 
Chicago IL 10 0 10 3 7 

Los Angeles CA 2 0 2 0 2 
Yuma AZ 1 1 0 1 0 
Douglas AZ 1 1 0 1 0 
Houston TX 1 0 1 0 1 
Altanta GA 1 0 1 0 1 
Detroit MI 1 0 1 0 1 
New York NY 1 0 1 0 1 
Unknown 19 19 0 17 2 
Note. Entered without Inspection means without the knowledge or permission of the 

.- 

Point of Entry I- u3.r  6 3  r" 3 3  

Eagle Pass TX 3 3 0 3 0 

Miami FL 6 3 3 0 6 

__ 

Percentage 

m-*= 5 %  m c S 

r" 2 s  
m 
0 
-E 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
45.6% 50.0% 11.5% 49.0% 26.5% 
13.2% 14.4% 3.8% 14.4% 5.9% 
10.5% 11.9% 0.0% 11.9% 2.9% 
9.2% 8.9% 11.5% 10.8% 0.0% 
1.3% 1.5% 0.0% 1.5% 0.0% 
1.3% 1.5% 0.0% 1.0% 2.9% 
4.4% 0.0% 38.5% 1.5% 20.6% 

2 3 0  - .- 3 
@ O Q ,  E L  X 

5 2s 
- 
I- w 3 . E  o z  

2.6% 1.5% 11.5% 0.0% 17.6% 
0.9% 0.0% 7.7% 0.0% 5.9% 
0.4% 0.5% 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 
0.4% 0.5% 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 
0.4% 0.0% 3.8% 0.0% 2.9% 
0.4% 0.0% 3.8% 0.0% 2.9% 
0.4% 0.0% 3.8% 0.0% 2.9% 
0.4% 0.0% 3.8% 0.0% 2.9% 
8.3% 9.4% 0.0% 8.8% 5.9% 

Immigration and Naturalization Service 
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Number 

\ 

= A  c c 
8 3 = -e O m  CI 

& o g  :ti X t 'R 
f zos 

Total 228 202 26 194 34 
Less than 1 month 0 0 0 0 0 

(II 
0 .- - 

d - 2 =  0 c . = w  
Point of Entry + u 3 . E  6 %  

1 to 6 Months 5 3 2 4 1 
6 Months to 1 year 13 10 3 10 3 
1 Year and longer 206 186 20 177 29 
Unknown 4 3 1 3 1 

Final Draft 

Percentage 

\ = ) .  C c 
2 D c 'E O m  m 

i -z a o a  E 
2 e $  

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 

u 
X 
.- 2 3 0  - 

I- W 3 . E  o z  
- 
5 2 3 2  :: 

2.2% 1.5% 7.7% 2.1% 2.9% 
5.7% 5.0% 11.5~~ 5.2% 8.8% 
90.4% 92.1% 76.9% 91.2% 85.3% 
1.8% 1.5% 3.8% 1.5% 2.9% 
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place of residence 

Unknown 21 9.2% 
Note: Based on zip code of U.S. residence. 

Number Percentage 
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Table 5H. Offense charged for illegal aliens in the Cook County Department of Corrections 
Source: lmmioration and Naturalization Sewice: Data from 1-21 3 forms for illegal aliens detained by 

Number 

C c 
(II .- V m v  

x & -E 
Charges r" Pr" 

Percentage 

C C m 
0 

m u .- x c '3 

r" 32 
Drug-related offenses 79 63 16 59 20 36.7% 33.2% 64.0% 32.2% 62.5% 
Burglary 31 28 3 30 1 14.4% 14.7% 12.0% 16.4% 3.1% 
Weapons & firearms offenses 25 24 1 23 2 11.6% 12.6% 4.0% 12.6% 6.3% 
Rape and sexual assault 24 23 1 21 3 11.2% 12.1% 4.0% 11.5% 9.4% 
Murder 16 14 2 13 3 7.4% 7.4% 8.0% 7.1% 9.4% 

Vehicle theft 11 10 1 10 1 5.1% 5.3% 4.0% 5.5% 3.1% 
Robbery 8 8 0 7 1 3.7% 4.2% 0.0% 3.8% 3.1% 
Armed robbery 6 6 0 6 0 2.8% 3.2% 0.0% 3.3% 0.0% 
Theft 1 1 0 1 0 0.5% 0.5% 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 
Driving under the influence 1 1 0 1 0 0.5% 0.5% 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 
Domestic battery 1 1 0 1 O 0.5% 0.5% 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 

Assault & battery 12 11 1 11 1 5.6% 5.8% 4.0% 6.0% 3.1% 

Violation of probation 0 0 0 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
Pros ti tut io n 0 0 0 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
Driver's license violation 0 0 0 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
All other 12 8 1 7 2 5.6% 4.2% 4.0% 3.8% 6.3% 
Not arrested 1 1 0 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 
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Table 51. Country of birth for illegal aliens and others in the Cook County Department of Corrections 
Source: tmmigration and Naturalization Service: Data from 1-213 foms for Megal aliens detained by 
the Cook County Department of Corrections during the period 1994-1996. 
Cook County Department of Corrections: Data on all 133.952 bookings during the 1996 calendar year. 

Percent excluding 
Number Percent unknown 

c =  c c  c =  .- 0 .F .- 0 .F .- 0 .P 
- 2 2  

Charge 
Total 228 132,952 8,372 100% 100% 100% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 
Drug-related offenses 
Burglary 
Weapons & firearms offenses 
Rape and sexual assault 
Murder 
Assault & battery 
Vehicle Theft 
Robbery 
Armed Robbery 
Theft 
Domestic Battery 
DUI 
Driver's license violation 
Violation probation 
Prostitution 
All other 
Unknownhot reportednot 
arrested 

79 37,426 
31 4,546 
25 5,278 
24 934 
16 1,157 
12 7,732 
11 1,425 
8 1,352 
6 1,314 
1 13,333 
1 3,851 
1 3,522 
0 6,916 
0 3,259 
0 2,005 

12 17.152 

1 21,750 

1,370 
304 
414 
138 
92 

61 8 
87 
96 
72 

596 
334 
804 
686 
167 
23 

1,179 

34.6% 
13.6% 
1 1 .O% 
10.5% 
7.0% 
5.3% 
4.8% 
3.5% 
2.6% 
0.4% 
0.4% 
0.4% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
5.3% 

28.2% 
3.4% 
4.0% 
0.7% 
0.9% 

1.1% 
1 .O% 
1 .O% 

10.0% 
2.9% 
2.6% 

2.5% 

5.8% 

5.2% 

1.5% 
12.9% 

16.4% 
3.6% 
4.9% 
1.6% 
1.1% 
7.4% 
1.0% 
1.1% 
0.9% 
7.1% 
4.0% 
9.6% 
8.2% 
2.0% 
0.3% 

14.1% 

34.8% 

1 1.070 
10.6% 

13.7% 

7.0% 
5.3% 
4.8% 
3.5% 
2.6% 

0.4% 

0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
5.3% 

0.4% 

0.4% 

33.7% 
4.1 % 
4.7% 
0.8% 
1 .O% 
7.0% 
1.3% 
1.2% 
1.2% 

12.0% 
3.5% 

6.2% 
2.9% 
1.8% 

15.4% 

3.2% 

19.6% 
4.4% 
5.9% 
2.0% 
1.3% 
8.9% 
1.2% 

1 .O% 
1.4% 

8.5% 
4.8% 

11.5% 
9.8% 
2.4% 
0.3% 

16.9% 

1,392 0.4% 16.4% 16.6% (x) (X) (X) 
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Number 

E x  c C 
U , ' E  5 m m - 2 3 0  0 0 

x &+ -z 

Total 228 202 26 194 34 

.- m a o w  2 L  
O C S %  w w  - -  

Previous deportations k W 3 . E  6 5  P Sr" 
No prior deportations 210 184 26 178 32 
One prior deportations 14 14 0 12 2 
Two or more deportations 4 4 0 4 0 

--93 -- 

Percentage 

5 %  c C 

o w  g &  x & -z 
r" S P  

u--= m m m E 3 0  - .- 0 V - 
9 2  
k U 3 . G  0 0  
O K s %  > r _  

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
92.A0/o 91.1% lOO.O% 91.8% 94.1% 
6.1% 6.9% 0.0% 6.2% 5.9% 
1.8% 2.0% 0.0% 2.1°/' 0.0% 
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Previous deportations 

--94 -- 

Percentage 
Entered 
without Overstay/ Non- 

Total inspection other Mexican Mexican 
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Table 5L. Occupation for illegal aliens in the in Cook County Department of Corrections 
Source: Immigration and Naturalization Service: Data from 1-213 forms for illegal aliens detained by 
the Cook County Department of Corrections during the period 1994- 1996. 
Occupation I Total 
Total 228 

Construction Trades 
Laborer 
Construction 
Painter 
Roofer 
Bricklayer 
Tile layer 

Electrician 
Tuckpointing 
Remodelling 

Service Occupations, except 
Protective and Household 
Cook 
Busboy 
Cleaner 

Bartender 
Nurse's aide 
Pool care 
Car washer 

Machine Operators, Assemblers, 
and Inspectors 
Machine ope rator 
Factory worker 

Presser 
Dry cleaner 
Welder 
Assembler 

Professional Specialty 
Occupations 
Nurse 
Fashion designer 
Musician 

61.4% 
4.7% 
9.2% 
3.9% 

0.4% 
1.3% 

0.4% 

0.4% 
0.4% 
0.4% 

7.9% 
4.4% 
0.9% 
0.9% 

0.4% 
0.4% 
0.4% 
0.4% 

4.4% 
2.2% 
0.4% 

0.4% 
0.4% 
0.4% 
0.4% 

1.8% 
0.4% 
0.4% 
0.4% 

Occupation I Total 
Total 228 

Sales Occupations 
Sales 
Clerk 
Cashier 

Related Agricultural Occupations 
Landscaping 
Horse trainer 

Mechanics and Repairers, except 
Supervisors 
Mechanic 
Auto body repair 

Precision Production Occupations 
Jeweler 
Butcher 
Bakery 

Transportation and Material Moving 
Occupations 
Truck driver 
Cab driver 
D river 

Technicians and Related Support 
Occupations 
Dental technician 
Electronic technician 

Administrative Support 
Occupations, including Clerical 
Stockboy 

Unclassifiable 
None 

Housewife 
Unemployed 
Student 

1.8% 
0.9% 
0.4% 
0.4% 
1.8% 
1.3% 
0.4% 

1.8% 
1.3% 
0.4% 

1.3% 
0.4% 
0.4% 
0.4% 

1.3% 
0.4% 
0.4% 
0.4% 

0.9% 
0.4% 
0.4% 

0.9% 
0.9% 

10.1% 
1.8% 

1.3% 
0.9% 

Entertainment 0.4% 
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Marital Status 

-96 - 

General inmate population 

Foreign Foreign Native- 
Illegal Foreign born- born-Not born 
aliens Total born Mexican Mexican inmates Unknown 
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DISSCUSSION 

In this section, we discuss four issues arising from the research: accurately identifying 
illegal aliens in the criminal justice system; improving the efficiency of identifying illegal aliens; 
explaining why the number of illegal aliens in the federal criminal justice system has increased; 
and implications of this research on developing strategies for reducing crimes committed by 
illegal aliens. 

Accuracy in identifying illegal aliens 

One potential problem with this analysis is that it is not clear that all aliens are identified 
as such, particularly in the PSAIS, USSC, and SCAAP data. If law enforcement officials 
misidentify some aliens as natives, then the process of ascertaining exact immigrantllegal status 
is never begun, so illegal aliens are not identified. Misidentification as natives would probably 
be limited to aliens who are not arrested for immigration offenses and who, among those charged 
with federal offenses, at least, could produce a social security number. Among this group, 
Anglophone Canadians, because their accents are similar to U.S. natives, are probably the most 
likely to avoid detection, although it seems likely that law enforcement officials in areas near the 
Canadian border are particularly aware of this problem. The INS estimates that, in October 1996, 
only 2 percent of illegal aliens were from Canada, so the seriousness of this problem should be 
fairly limited (Warren 1997). Another group that may avoid detection are those aliens who are 
able to pass themselves off as natives of Puerto Rico, Guam, and other U.S. territories, associated 
commcnwealths, and freely associated states. Some state officials deal with this problem by 
forwarding to the INS all individuals who claim to have been born in these areas (Clark et al. 
1994, Table 3.2). 

According to the federal officials we spoke with, there are no formally established 
policies to ensure that all aliens, particularly illegal aliens, are identified as such in the USSC and 
PSAIS. The procedures they described seem adequate, especially USSC procedures such as 
investigating all individuals who cannot produce a social security number and askrng detailed 
questions about defendants’ family members, especially the location of their parents. (Pretrial 
services officers who enter the PSAIS data are limited by the short period they have to collect 
their data. often less than two days.) Establishing standard guidelines for deciding whether an 
individual’s immigration status should be determined would probably reduce the likelihood that 
aliens are misidentified as natives, especially in areas where few aliens are apprehended. One 
potentially fruitful avenue for identification of aliens, which may already be in use, but which we 
were not told about, is to investigate the immigranflegal status of defendants who produce a 
social security number, but whose social security number cannot be verified. 

Federal officials told us that, once an individual was identified as possibly being an alien, 
their status was determined by either talking to INS officials or accessing INS records. Given the 
INS’S own difficulties in determining the immigranflegal status of the prisoners whose names 
were submitted by states for reimbursement under SCAAP, which lead to a match rate of only 52 
percent in 1995 for the seven states we examined, it is surprising that the missing data rates for 
the PSAIS and USSC data were so low. In 1995, in the USSC data, individuals with missing or 
partially missing immigranflegal status (“missing” or “alien, status unknown”) made up 6 
percent of all defendants and 25 percent of non-citizen defendants. In the same year, in the 
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PSAIS data, defendants with unknown immigrantnegal status made up 4 percent of all 
defendan;: and 15 percent of non-citizen defendants. We were unable to determine the exact 
procedures, but it seems likely that defendants who could not be matched to INS records were 
assumed to be illegal aliens. One explanation for the high level of immigrantnegal status 
determination in the USSC and PSAIS data is that a large share of the individuals identified as 
illegal aliens in the data bases were charged or convicted of unlawfully entering the United 
States, which, as an offense that only applies to illegal aliens, contains within it the 
immigrantnegal status identification of the defendant. At the state level, there are no offenses 
that can be used to automatically assign immigrantllegal status. 

matched to INS records are not illegal aliens. If pretrial services or probation ofqcers cannot 
determine an individual’s A-number, they may have to rely on other information, such as the 
individual’s name, to match INS records. Our analysis of the PSAIS data demonstrates that the 
names of foreign-born individuals are often incorrectly and inconsistently recorded, which makes 
matching difficult. Also, some legal aliens are difficult to match to INS data; the INS and 
Bureau of Justice Assistance estimate that, under SCAAP, five percent of the prisoners who 
could not be matched were actually legal aliens (Bjerke, 1999). Finally, if a pretrial services or 
probation officer mistakenly identified a U.S. native as foreign born, that defendant clearly 
cannot be matched to INS records. One method of further investigating the accuracy of 
immigrantnegal status determination would be to match defendants in the USSC and PSAIS data 
to INS records in a process similar to that used for SCAAP. (The match rate for state SCAAP 
submissions improved dramatically between 1991 and 1995, from 52 percent to 70 percent, 
suggesting matching procedures have improved.) 

other foreign-born individuals, caution must be exercised if the unit of analysis is the defendant 
rather than the offense. Our examination of how to identify all multiple records belonging to an 
individual shows that, because of difficulties in consistently rendering unusual names, foreign- 
born defendants are particularly difficult to “deduplicate.” Deduplicating illegal aliens is 
especially difficult because they do not have valid social security numbers. 

Improving the efficiency of identifying illegal aliens 

involved in identifying the immigrantAegal status of federal defendants. It is possible that for 
some defendants, immigrantllegal status is determined three times, once in the pretrial period, 
another time before sentencing, and a final time after conviction, by INS officials screening for 
potentially deportable criminal aliens. One federal official told us that it was possible that 
officials recording information for the USSC could refer to status determinations made by 
officials recording information for the PSAIS because the PSAIS data are available through the 
Probation and Pretrial Services Automated Case Tracking system. Because there are no 
established procedures for determining status, it was not clear how often this was done. It is also 
not clear, given the extremely short time that officials have to determine the immigrantllegal 
status information that is entered in the PSAIS, whether relying on their status determinations is 
desirable. Nonetheless, putting in place a system through which the information from each status 
determination, including its source, is passed along through the different stages of the criminal 
justice system could potentially cut down on the time it takes to process foreign-born prisoners. 

Nonetheless, there are a few reasons to believe that some individuals who cannot be 

While the PSAIS data can be used to analyze offenses committed by illegal aliens and 

One issue that we were not able to resolve is whether there is duplication of effort 
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Furthermore, information about status determinations in the early stages of the process that turn 
out to be incorrect during later s:-;es could be used to refine the procedures used to identify 
aliens, particularly illegal aliens. 

One problem that came up in two contexts-matching state SCAAP submissions to INS 
databases and identifying duplicate records in the PSAIS-was the difficulty in consistently 
recording names that follow Spanish surname conventions. In this convention, individuals have 
a two-part last name, comprising their father’s last name, then their mother’s last name. (Married 
women may have last names made up of their husband’s last name, followed by their father’s last 
name, but women made up only a small fraction of the defendants and prisoners analyzed.) The 
problem arises because data systems generally include only three fields for names, for the first, 
middle, and last. When faced with a two-part last name, data enterers use a variety of ad hoc 
approaches, including putting either the first or the second part of the last name in the middle 
name field, dropping one of the last names, hyphenating the last name, or running the two parts 
of the last name together. Matching individuals within and across data sets would be 
considerably easier, and the person hours spent attempting these matches would be dramatically 
reduced, if a single convention for recording these last names was developed and disseminated to 
all governmental law enforcement agencies - federal, state, and local - who have 
responsibility for dealing with large numbers of foreign-born individuals. Adoption of such a 
convention would be advantageous to all three levels of government because it would facilitate 
the identification of potentially deportable criminal aliens. 

The INS was only able to locate INS records on 52 percent of the state prisoners 
submitted through the 1995 SCAAP by California, New York, Texas, Florida, Illinois, New 
Jersey, and Arizona. By 1998, the overall match rate for state submissions had risen to 
approximately 70 percent. The difficulties the INS has in traclung potentially deportable 
criminal aliens have been enumerated in two recent U.S. General Accounting Office 
reports-”INS’ Efforts to Identify And Remove Imprisoned Aliens Needs to Be Improved,” July 
19974 and “INS’ Efforts to Remove Imprisoned Aliens Continue to Need Improvement,” 
October 1998-so we will not repeat discussion of the issue here except to note that having 
integrated, up-to-date INS data systems would reduce the workload of pretrial services officers 
and would improve the information magistrates and judges have when making the decision 
whether to detain or release federal defendants. 

Explaining why the number of illegal aliens in the federal criminal justice system has 
increased 

While this analysis of federal data sets has shown that the number of illegal aliens in the 
federal criminal justice has increased sharply, our ability to explain this increase was limited. It 
appears to be due in part to increased border enforcement, better identification of illegal aliens, 
and the growth of resident illegal alien population, although other factors may play a role. Data 
such as the PSAIS and USSC are only of limited use in determining the causes for changes in 
criminal activity. We were able to show that, following the introduction of Operations Hold the 
Line and Gatekeeper, the number of illegal alien defendants charged with and convicted of 
unlawful border crossing increased, although convictions for this offense also rose in virtually all 
districts, not just the two that were home to the initiatives. Lacking any details in the data sets 
about the law enforcement initiatives that were associated with each arrest, conclusions about the 
link between enforcement and arrests are suggestive, but not conclusive. However, ability to 
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track changes in levels of criminal activity among illegal aliens would be improved if more data 
about aliens were collected. 

The PSAIS &d USSC data sets are best used for describing and documenting changes in 
the number of illegal aliens in the federal criminal justice system that have taken place and, 
where possible, documenting where actual prosecution and conviction rates for subgroups of 
illegal aliens have changed. For populations for which actual prosecution and conviction rates 
have increased, research using other sources should be done to untangle the relative affects of 
enforcement and level of criminal activity. 

With the PSAIS and USSC data, it is not possible to calculate prosecution or conviction 
rates for the entire illegal alien population. While these data sets provide estimates of the 
number of illegal aliens charged with and convicted of federal offenses, the denominator for the 
rate cannot be calculated. The INS produces estimates of the resident illegal alien population of 
the United States, but it is clear from the description of offenses, specifically the large share of 
illegal aliens convicted of unl~wful entry in border states, that a tremendous share of the illegal 
aliens appearing in the PSAIS and USSC are not resident illegal aliens; they are recent border 
crossers. An unknown share of illegal aliens convicted of other offenses are also recent arrivals. 
In order to calculate prosecution and conviction rates for the illegal alien subpopulation for 
which calculation of rates is possible, resident illegal aliens, it would be necessary to add 
information for illegal aliens’ length of stay in the United States to the PSAIS and USSC data 
sets. Attributing all offenses committed by illegal aliens to the resident illegal alien population 
would result in a gross overestimate of the criminal propensity of this pop~la t ion .~~ 

involvement of immigrants who entered the country legally; in fact, use of these data for such an 
assessment would underestimate criminal involvement among immigrants admitted legally 
because the data sets do not distinguish between naturalized citizens and U.S. natives. 

declined dramatically between 1994 and 1995. This decline took place in virtually all districts, 
so i t  cannot simply be attributed to increased attention to apprehending illegal border crossers, 
and a shift away from other law enforcement efforts, in border areas. More research should be 
done to detemine the reasons behind this decline, to examine whether this decline in criminal 
activity among legal aliens was also observed at state and local areas, and to examining whether 
this decline continued through the rest of the 1990s. As a result of this decline, it will be difficult 
to determine whether the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 
1996-which vastly expanded the types of offenses for which legal aliens can be deported-has 
succeeded in reducing criminal activity among legal aliens because there is evidence that 
criminal involvement among legal aliens, in federal offenses at least, was already in steep decline 
when the legislation was passed. 

Implications for developing strategies for reducing crimes committed by illegal aliens 

Florida, Illinois, New Jersey, and Arizona shows that the vast majority of illegal alien offenders 
in these areas were individuals who entered without the knowledge or permission of the U.S. 
government (“EWIs” for entered without inspection) rather than individuals who were admitted 
legally, for example, as tourists or students, but remained in the United States after their 

The PSAIS and USSC data also cannot be used to assess the level of criminal 

One significant finding was that the number of legal aliens sentenced in federal court 

The analysis of Cook County and of the SCAAP data from California, New York, Texas, 
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authorized period of stay had ended (“overstays”). One explanation for this finding is that, on 
average, EWIs are poorer and less skilled than overstays, so they have fewer non-criminal 
opportunities open to them. Another explanation is that the process through which EWIs became 
illegal aliens selects a group of individuals who are less averse to engaging in criminal activities 
than the process through which overstays became illegal aliens. For EWIs, the act of entering the 
United States was an active unlawful activity. For overstays, the process of becoming an illegal 
alien was more passive: rather than take action and leave when they were supposed to, overstays 
simply, perhaps passively, stayed put. Whatever the mechanism, however, it is clear that if a 
primary goal of detecting and removing illegal aliens is to reduce criminal activity, then 
resources are better expended targeting EWIs rather than overstays. 

long-term settlers or recent entrants. The Cook County analysis shows that 90 percent of 
arrestees had been in the United States for at least a year. Further research needs to be done in 
order to assess whether this finding also holds true for defendants in other areas and in the federal 
courts. Assessing the relative impact of long-term and short-term illegal aliens on overall level 
of crime in the United States would be useful in two ways. First, it would help policy makers and 
law enforcement officials assess the effects of increased border enforcement activities on illegal 
aliens’ participation in crimes other than unlawful entry. Second, in deciding the resources that 
should be allocated to seek out and deport long-term illegal residents, policy makers should have 
access to accurate assessments of their criminal activity; the costs of the resident illegal aliens 
will be overestimated if all crimes committed by illegal aliens, regardless of their length of 
residence, are ascribed to the resident illegal alien population. 

significantly affected both the number and the estimated costs of incarcerating and supervising of 
defendants convicted in federal courts. Since a substantial share of the increase in illegal aliens 
convicted appears to be due to increased border enforcement, this increased burden on the federal 
criminal justice system can be seen as a secondary cost of such border enforcement. 

If border interdiction efforts successfully reduce attempted illegal entry, the number of 
individuals who enter the federal criminal justice system because of entry violations will be 
reduced over the long-term be reduced. Further, i f  these border activities successfully reduce the 
number of illegal aliens in the United States-a conclusion a recent General Accounting Office 
study (1997b) says cannot be made at this point-it will do so by reducing the number of EWIs, 
rather than overstays. This would probably have a particularly large impact on reducing the 
amount of criminal activity among illegal aliens. Although the PSAIS and USSC data do not 
provide the data necessary to distinguish EWIs from overstays, i t  is likely that EWIs dominate in 
non-immigration offenses at the federal level, given our findings on the dominance of EWIs 
among illegal aliens in state prisons from the SCAAP data and among arrestees in Cook County. 

It is probable that reduction in the number of illegal aliens entering the United States 
affect crime rates far beyond the U.S.-Mexican border. The Cook County analysis shows that 46 
percent of illegal aliens arrested had entered at San Ysidio, near San Diego and part of Operation 
Gatekeeper, and 13 percent had entered at El Paso, home of Operation Hold the Line. If these 
and similar operations actually reduce illegal entry, rather than simply shifting it to other regions, 

Another question is whether crimes by illegal aliens are disproportionately committed by 

We have shown that the increase in prosecutions and convictions of illegal aliens has 

This negative impact on the federal criminal justice system may, however, be short-term. 
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Cook County, and probably other areas, will eventually see a reduction in the number of illegal 
aliens apprehended for criminal activity. 

The analysis of Cook County 1-2 13 forms suggests a method of evaluating the 
effectiveness the INS’S southwest border strategy. A recent U.S. General Accounting Office 
(1997b) report suggests that the effects of the INS’S border efforts on crime are inconclusive. 
This conclusion was based on overall trends in property and violent crimes in the San Diego area 
and petty crime and property crime committed by young adults and juveniles in the El Paso area. 
As the report states: 

Furthermore, linking changes in crime rates to border enforcement efforts is 
problematic because there are often no data available on whether arrested 
offenders have entered the country illegally. Without this information, it is 
difficult to determine what proportion of the reported declines in crime rates may 
be due to changes in the number of illegal aliens arrested for criminal activity. 

Analyzing the number of illegal aliens, particularly recent arrivals, using 1-21 3 forms for 
the periods before and after the implementation of Operations Hold the Line and Gatekeeper 
would allow researchers to explicitly link changes in crime rates to these border control 
strategies. Specifically, if these efforts have been successfid in reducing crime by illegal aliens in 
areas where border enforcement has increased, then the number of illegal aliens identified 
through 1-2 13 forms should increase and a disproportionate share of this increase should be 
among recent entrants. A complete assessment of the effects of Operations Hold the Line and 
Gatekeeper would go beyond analysis of the San Diego and El Paso areas, however, and would 
include adjacent areas which, as anticipated following the implementation of Operations Hold 
the line and Gatekeeper, have become more popular entry point for illegal aliens (U.S. General 
Accounting Office 1997b). (Our data showing that the number of illegal aliens sentenced 
increased dramatically between 1994 and 1995 in federal districts adjacent to California- 
Southern and Texas-Westem confirm this pattern.) Such an analysis should also include analysis 
of selected other, non-border sites, such as Cook County, where illegal aliens who entered at or 
near San Diego and El Paso dominate the apprehended illegal aliens. The Cook County analysis, 
which showed that 90 percent of illegal aliens apprehended had been in the United States for at 
least a year, also suggests that the effects of Operations Gatekeeper and Hold the Line on the 
number of illegal aliens apprehended by local officials for criminal offenses may not be felt for 
several years. 

government in an attempt to be reimbursed for expenses associated with incarcerating illegal 
aliens. These lawsuits have been unsuccessful, although the states have to some extent 
succeeded through the federal legislative process, which has established the SCAAP program to 
provide grants to states and local areas to offset some of these costs. Our analysis of the PSAIS 
and USSC data strongly suggests that increased border enforcement has led to an increase in the 
number of illegal aliens sentenced in federal court, especially for unlawful entry, and a 
corresponding increase in federal incarceration and supervision costs. If the decreases in crime in 
areas with strong INS border enforcement efforts can eventually be tied to these INS efforts, then 
state will have further succeeded in shifting incarceration costs for illegal aliens from state and 
local areas to the federal government. 

As discussed earlier, many states with large immigrant populations have sued the federal 

- 102- Final Draft 

U.S. Department of Justice.
of the author(s) and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the
has not been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those
This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report



APPENDIX A. USSC DETAILED TABLES 
The following pages show more detailed tabulations of data from the U.S. Sentencing 

Commission than are shown in the body of the text in Chapter 2. 
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All menses 
lllegalbordercrossing 
Other immigration 

Fraud 
Other 

Drugs 

California. Southern 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
1.528 2,163 2,661 3.039 4,081 2,553 167% 
45'' 492 779 1,191 1,902 1,452 323% 
350 331 307 339 442 84 23% 

59 135 178 197 199 140 237% 
137 210 292 292 392 255 186% 

524 995 1,105 1.020 1.146 622 119% 

All Mfenscs 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Perrentage Increase 
238 243 433 498 799 561 ' 236% 

California, Eastern 

lllegalbordercrossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

76 52 213 277 578 502 661 % 
74 61 26 24 21 -53 - 72% 
74 109 153 149 164 90 122% 

9 17 27 35 33 24 267% 
5 4 14 13 3 -2 -40% 

All Offenses 
180 857% 

4 133% 
14 467% 
2 na 
5 na 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
27 33 51 110 232 205 759% 

Illegal border crossing 

Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

Other immigration 
21 26 36 90 201 
3 1 0 3 7  
3 2 10 13 17 
0 0 3 1 2  
0 4 2 3 5  

38 1267% 
29 78% 
26 108% 
10 333% 
35 219% 

All Offenses 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

03 151 227 240 221 738 166% 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

13 
1 

-4 
1 
1 

3 40 56 65 41 
37 50 65 69 66 
24 29 44 54 50 
3 12 23 21 13 
16 20 39 39 51 

217% 
50% 

-67% 
ne 

100% 

All Offenses 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
15 10 12 16 27 72 80% 
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Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

Other immigration 

Final Draft 

6 2  2 5 1 9  
2 0 1  1 3  
6 7 6 4 2  
0 0 1 0 1  
1 1 2 6 2  

Al l  Offenses 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
257 264 205 246 325 68 26% 
51 46 37 40 98 47 92% 
90 55 39 53 82 -8 -9% 
100 133 100 117 103 3 3% 
3 5 2 5 0  5 167% 
13 25 27 23 34 21 162% 
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Table A. Increase in number of offenses by illegal aliens, by district. 

Texas, Western 

soulw: wed SISlsr senmlmg camrcslon dam. lB9l-1995 

All Offenses 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute lncrease Penenrage lncrease 

81 129 213 191 314 233 288% 
Illegalbordercrossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

31 50 93 113 154 123 397% 
26 8 18 16 37 1 1  42% 
21 40 87 46 74 53 252% 
2 16 1 6 25 23 1150% 
1 7 14 10 24 23 2300% 

All Offenses 
44 
2 

14 
4 
9 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
16 28 38 57 89 73 456% 

440% 
40% 

na 
400% 

na 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

10 8 14 25 54 
5 2 4 7 7  
0 6 11 15 14 
1 7 3 3 5  
0 5 6 7 9  

All Offenses 
0 na 
0 na 
2 100% 
O na 
0 ne 

1991 1992 1 993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
2 5 7 2 4  2 100% 

New York. Eastern 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
D N ~ S  
Fraud 
Other 

0 0 3 0 0  
0 0 1  1 0  
2 5 2 1 4  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 1 0 0  

All Offenses 
ne 

120% 
75% 
22% 

153% 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
01 182 161 151 160 79 98% 

New York. Southern 

Illegal border crossing 

Drugs 
Other immigration 

Fraud 
Other 

0 4 4 7 9  9 
5 8 1 17 1 1  6 
52 128 123 93 91 39 
9 13 6 1 1  1 1  2 
15 29 27 23 38 23 

All Offenses 
75% 

na 
67% 

367% 
238% 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute lncrease Percentage Increase 
49 87 83 104 110 61 124% 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

0 7 0 12 14 6 
0 4 5 6 5  5 
30 57 42 50 50 20 
3 6 10 12 14 1 1  
0 13 18 24 27 19 

13 
77 
1 1  
9 

1 7  

All menses 
186% 
567% 

1100% 
na 

367% 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
14 19 18 68 75 61 436% 
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Other 
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Final Drafi 

7 10 1 1  13 20 
3 0 4 16 20 
1 7  2 3 1 2  
0 0 1 1 9 9  
3 2 0 17 14 
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Table A. Increase in number of offenses by illegal aliens, by district. 
Sarm: United Stales Sent- C a m i s s i i  daw. 1991-1985. 

All Onensas 

New York, Western 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Penentage Increase 
10 35 25 27 39 29 290% 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
DNgS 
Fraud 
Other 

5 11 17 15 23 18 360% 
1 5 2 0 1  0 0% 
2 14 0 8 12 10 500% 
1 3 2 1 2  1 100% 
1 2 4 3 1  0 0% 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Petrentage Increase 
All Offenses I 99 152 253 208 247 148 149% 
Illegalbordercrossing 

DNgS 
Fraud 
Other 

Other immigration 
29 30 62 102 96 67 231% 

32 77 95 110 95 63 197% 
0 10 43 52 23 23 na 

11 8 24 10 17 6 55% 

27 27 29 14 16 -11 -41% 

Florida, Southern 

Illegal border crossing 

Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

Other immigration 

991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
64 107 161 114 166 102 159% 
15 14 10 26 32 
7 5  5 2 0  9 

30 68 117 48 86 
4 5 5  1 1 1  
8 15 24 19 28 

All Offenses 

17 
2 

56 
7 

20 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
15 25 34 39 40 25 167% 

113% 
29% 

187% 
175% 
250% 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

2 2 9 6 5  
0 0 1 0 7  

12 19 22 28 19 
0 0 0 3 5  
1 4 2 2 4  

All  Ottenses 

3 150% 
7 na 
7 58% 
5 ne 
3 300% 

199 1 1992 1993 7 994 1995 Absolute lncmase Percentage Increase 
2 2 5 8 1 0  8 400% 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

0 0 0 0 0  
0 1 0 0 1  
2 1 3 6 8  

1 0  0 0 1  
0 0 1  1 1 

na 
na 

300% 
na 
na 

All menses 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

50 52 43 118 182 132 264% 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

122 394 % 
1 50% 
9 60% 
0 na 
0 0% 

31 33 13 97 153 
2 1  2 2 3  

15 18 25 14 24 
0 0 2 0 0  
2 0 1 5 2  
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Table A. Increase in number of offenses by illegal aliens, by district. 
Sourca: Umed States s.ntmng Commruon data. 1991-1995 

Illegalbordercrossing 

Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

Other immigration 

Washington, Eastern 

30 24 38 52 66 
2 4 1 0 4  
1 8 4 1 5  
0 0 0 0 0  
4 4 1 7 6  

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute lncrease Percentage Increase 
All Oftenses I 37 40 44 60 81 44 119% 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

28 14 14 13 26 -2 - 7% 
4 0 0 0 4  0 0% 
4 6 6 5 9  5 125% 
0 2 2 1 2  2 ne 
2 2 2 1 5  3 150% 

36 
2 
4 
0 
2 

All menses 

120% 
100% 
400% 

ne 
50% 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute lncrease Percentage Increase 
45 44 49 57 73 28 62% 

Washington, Western 
I 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

I 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute lncrease Percentage Increase 
All menses I 38 24 24 20 46 8 21 % 

14 8 16 13 23 
15 13 9 15 15 
13 22 22 20 30 
1 3 0 0 1  
2 1 2 1 4  

All Offenses 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage lncrease 
15 25 33 44 60 45 300% 
5 0 11 23 31 26 520% 
9 6 12 6 12 3 33% 
1 10 8 15 13 12 1200% 
0 0 2 0 1  1 na 
0 1 0 0 3  3 na 

All  Oflenses 

9 
0 

17 
0 
2 

6 25 16 24 31 25 41 7% 

64 % 
0% 

131% 
0% 

100% 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

0 3 2 7 4  
1 0 1  1 2 
5 17 10 14  19 
0 0 3 0 4  
0 5 0 2 2  

Al l  Offenses 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolufe Increase Percentage Increase 

3 4 9 13 19 16 533% 

4 
1 

14 
4 

2 

Itlegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
D N ~ S  
Fraud 
Other 

na 
100% 
280% 

na 

1 0 1 8 5  
0 1  1 4 6  

1 3 5 0 2  
0 0 1  0 5  
1 0 1  1 1 

na 

400% 
na 

100% 
na 
0% 
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All Onen.ses 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Inmast? P e m t a g e  lncfease 
1 6 1 2 1  0 ox 
0 2 0 0 0  0 na 
0 0 0 0 0  0 ne 
1 1 1 1 0  -1 - 100% 
0 0 0 1 1  1 na 
0 3 0 0 0  0 na 

solute Increase Pemntage Increase 
40 444% All Otfenses 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration ' 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

0 0% 
0 0% 

25 1250% 
5 500% 

10 333% 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 A 

1 0 0 1 1  
2 0 1 5 2  
2 17 12 15 27 
1 6 6 2 6  
3 5 3 7 1 3  

9 28 22 30 49 

I 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
All Offenses I 3 2 42 22 47 44 146?% 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
D N ~ S  
Fraud 
Other 

0 0 4 4 5  
2 2 25 13 36 
0 0 4 2 0  
1 0 6 1 3  
0 0 3 2 3  

5 na 
34 1700% 
0 na 
2 200% 
3 ne 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

Georgia, Northern 

All Offenses I 6 12 18 11 37 31 51 7% 
1 99 1 1992 1 993 1 994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

2 5  1 3 1 6  
0 1 3 2 6  
3 3 7 1 6  
1 1 2 3 5  
0 2 5 2 4  

Al l  menses 

14 
6 
3 
4 
4 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
0 1 3 1 3  3 na 

700% 
na 

100% 
400% 

na 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

0 0 0 1 0  
0 0 1 0 2  
0 0 0 0 1  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 1 2 0 0  

All menses 

na 
na 
na 
na 
na 

0 1 2 4 2  2 na 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

0 0 0 1 0  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 1 2 2 1  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 0 1  1 

na 
na 
na 
na 
na 
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Table A. Increase in number of offenses by illegal aliens, by district. 

Colorado 

swnc: UNted Stabs Smtauing Comnusuon data. 1991-1995 

All Offenses 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute lncrease Percentage Increase 

34 680% 5 15 29 26 39 
llk?gal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

All Offenses 

All Offenses 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute lncrease Percentage Increase 
0 0 4 1 6  6 ne 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

Ail Offenses 

3 10 9 10 21 
0 0 2 5 3  
0 4 18 9 10 
0 0 0 0 2  
2 1 0 2 3  

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
4 5 3 1 4  0 0% 

I6 600% 
3 na 

10 na 
2 na 
1 50% 

Illinois, Northern 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
30 50 50 40 26 -12 -32% 

6 5  8 1 1  4 
2 3 3 4 0  

27 39 27 15 16 
0 0 5 5 2  
3 3 7 5 4  

-2 -33% 
-2 -100% 

- 1 1  -41% 
2 na 
1 33% 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

0 0 0 1 1  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 2 0 4  
0 0 2 0 0  
0 0 0 0 1  

na 
na 
na 
na 
ne 

Illinois. Central 

Illegal border crossing 
Other tmmtgration 

Fraud 
Other 

DNgS 

2 1 2 1 2  
1 0 1 0 2  
1 3 0 0 0  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 1 0 0 0  

0 
1 

-1  
0 
0 

0% 
100% 

-100% 
na 
na 

I 
Virginia, Eastern 

I 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute lncrease Percentage Increase 
Al l  menses I 15 25 38 15 27 12 80% 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

2 4 6 5 1 1  
1 5 6 1 3  
5 7 1 5 6 9  
4 3 6 1 2  
3 6 5 2 2  

9 
2 
4 

-2 
- 1  

450% 
200% 

80% 
-50% 
-33% 

Virginia, Western 
I I 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage lncrease 

All Ottenses I 0 1 2 7 4  4 na 
Illegal border crossing 
Other mmigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

0 0 1 0 1  
0 0 0 0 0  

1 7 2  0 1  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 0 0 1  

na 
na 
na 
na 
na 
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Table A. Increase in number of offenses by illegal aliens, by district. 

Louisiana, histern 

Swm. Umed States Semnang C m m  dnta. 1991-1995 

All Oftenses 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

16 25 7 25 26 10 63% 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

All Offensas 

1 4 3 9 9  
8 1 6  3 1 5  
3 2  0 1 4  6 
1 1 0 1 2  
3 2 1 0 4  

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage lncrease 
4 11 4 11 5 1 25% 

8 
-3 
3 
1 

All Offenses 

1 

1991 1992 1993 1 994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
0 0 1 0 0  0 na 

800% 
-38% 
100% 
100% 
33% 

All menses 

Louisiana, Western 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolufe lncrease Percentage Increase 
4 5 2 9 1 1  7 175% 

All menses 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 

Fraud 
Other 

Drugs 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolufe Increase Percentage Increase 
1 3  3 1 5  7 6 600% 

0 0 0 3 2  
3 1 3 2 0  
0 1 0 3 2  
0 9 0 0 0  
1 0 1 3 1  

2 na 
-3 -100% 
2 na 
0 na 
0 0% 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 1 0 0  

na 
na 
na 
na 
na 

No Carolina, Eastern 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

All Offenses I 0 3 4 8 1 1  11 na 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 

Fraud 
Orher 

DNgS 

0 2 2 0 2  
0 0 0 2 2  
0 0 0 6 6  
0 1 2 0 0  
0 0 0 0 1  

na 
ne 
na 
na 
na 

No Carolina, Middle 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

0 0 0 1 0  
0 0 0 2 2  
4 5 1 6 7  
0 0 1 0 1  
0 0 0 0 1  

na 
na 

75% 
na 
na 

No Carolina, Western 

Illegal border crossing 
Orher immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

0 0 0 2 3  
0 0 0  1 1 

0 3 1 1 0 2  
0 0 1 0 1  
1 0 1 2 0  

3 
7 
2 
1 

- 1  

na 
na 
na 
na 

100% 
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All Offenses 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
DNgS 
Fraud 
Other 

1991 1992 1 993 1994 1995 Abdute Incmse Petcenlage Increase 
9 5 8 9 1 5  6 67% 

All Offenses 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
DNgS 
Fraud 
Other 

All Offenses 

2 2 1 3 0  
0 1 1 0 2  
2 2 4 4 8  
0 0 1 2 0  
5 0 1 0 5  

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
7 21 15 9 24 17 243% 

-2 - 100% 
2 na 
6 300% 
0 na 
0 0% 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

Michigan, Western 
91 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absc rte Increase Percentage Increase 
2 3 10 8 11 9 450% 

3 0 1  1 2  
0 1 2  1 0  3 
2 5 6 3 8  
1 2 2 3 3  
1 2 5 2 8  

0 1 3 5 5  
2 0 0 1 0  
0 0 4 2 4  
0 1 1 0 1  
0 1 2 0 1  

Al l  Offenses 

5 
-2 
4 
1 
1 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
7 17 14 15 22 15 214% 

na 
.loo% 

na 
ne 
na 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

Nevada 

4 3 7 7 5  1 25% 
2 2 1 0 0  -2 - 100% 
1 8  4 7 1 5  14 1400% 
0 2 2 1 0  0 na 
0 2 0 0 2  2 na 

All Offenses 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

0 2 5 11 14 14 na 

-1  -33% 
3 na 
6 300% 
2 200% 
7 700% 

Illegal border crossing 

Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

Other immigration 
0 0 2 1 6  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 2 3 8 6  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 0 2 2  

All Offenses 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

0 5 1 2 8  8 na 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

na 
na 
na 
na 
na 

0 1 0 1 1  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 4 0 1 5  
0 0 0 0 1  
0 0 1 0 1  

na 
na 
na 
na 
na 
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Table A. Increase in number of offenses by illegal aliens, by district. 

Rhode Island 

Swm: ur*led sut.r selnonq c- ala. 1991-1995. 

All Offenses 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absdute Incmase Petcentape Increase 

15 23 11 17 21 6 40% 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

3 6  1 9 1 4  1 1  367% 
0 0 0 2 2  2 na 
6 1 5  7 4 4 -2 -33% 
1 1 1 1 1  0 0% 
5 1 2 1 0  -5 - 100% 

All Offenses 
2 77% 
0 0% 
2 100% 

-1 - 100% 
0 0% 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute lncmse Pemntage Increase 
17 11 19 10 20 3 18% 

i 
I 

lllegalborderuossing 
Other immigratin 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

Maryland 

12 6 10 4 14 
1 0 0 0 1  
2 4  9 1 2  4 
1 0 0 0 0  
1 1 0 2 1  

1931 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute lncmase Percentage lncmase 
10 13 4 17 10 8 80% 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immrgratton 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

3 4  1 9 1 3  
1 0 0 0 0  
6 5 3 5 3  
0 2 0 1  1 
0 2 0 2 1  

10 
-1 
-3 
1 
1 

All Off cnses 

333% 
- 100% 
-50% 

ne 
na 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
4 5  6 0 1 0  14 350% 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

3 2  3 5 1 4  
0 0 1 0 0  
1 2 2 2 4  
0 1 0 1 0  
0 0 0 0 0  

1 1  367% 
0 na 
3 300% 
O na 
0 ne 

All Offenses 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

2 5 1 11 10 8 400% 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

200% 
na 

300% 
na 
na 

1 0 0 2 3  
0 0 0 0 0  
1 5 0 6 4  
0 0 0 2 0  
0 0 1  1 3  

Al l  Otlenses 
Illegal border crossing 
Other Immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 
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1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
1 4 5 9 7  6 600% 
0 0 0 1 0  0 na 
1 2 0 1 0  - 7  - 100% 
0 1 3 4 5  5 na 
0 1 0 1 2  2 na 
0 0 2 2 0  0 na 
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Table A. Increase in number of offenses by illegal aliens, by district. 
s ~ : u ~ ~ ~ s a n n n o n g c a m * r s m d r u .  1991-1995. 

All Offenses 

Nebraska 
1991 1992 1993 1 994 1 995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

5 14 9 13 17 12 240% 
Illegal border mssing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

2 7 5 1 1  11 
2 0 0 0 1  
0 6 4 1 4  
0 0 0 1 1  
1 1 0 0 0  

9 
-1 
4 
1 

- 1  

All Offenses 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
DNgS 
Fraud 
Other 

450% 

ne 
na 

-100% 

-50% 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
6 6  3 2 1 0  4 67% 
3 1 2 1 5  2 67% 
1 0 0 0 0  -1 -100% 

- 1  -50% 2 5 1  1 1  
0 0 0 0 1  1 na 
0 0 0 0 3  3 na 

All Offenses 

Iowa, Northern 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

0 4 1 7 6  6 na 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

0 2 0 5 3  
0 0 0 1 0  
0 2 0 0 2  
O C O O l  
0 0 1  1 0  

ne 
na 
na 
ne 
na 

All Menses 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

7 10 20 5 16 9 129% 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Dugs 
Fraud 
Other 

3 
5 
3 

-3 
1 

4 3 7 4 7  
0 1 9 1 5  
0 0 1  0 3  
3 4 2 0 0  
0 2 1  0 1  

75% 
na 
na 

- 100% 
na 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

District Of Columbia 

All Offenses I 12 10 2 10 16 4 33% 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

2 0 0 2 3  
0 2 0 2 1  

1 0 0 1 3  
0 0 0 1 2  

9 8 2 4 7  

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

7 50% 
1 na 

-2 -22% 
2 200% 
2 na 

0 0 1  1 3  
1 0 0 0 0 0  
0 2 1  3 4  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 1  1 0  

Tennessee,  Western 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute lncrease Percentage Increase 
All menses 1 1 0  2 3 5 7 -3 -30% 

3 
10 
4 
0 
0 

na 
- 100% 

na 
na 
na 
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All Offenses 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1 995 Absolute Increase Pemntage Increase 

1 0 3 2 5  4 400% 
na 
na 
ne 

100% 
ne 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Dtugs 
Fraud 
Other 

Tennessee, Eastern 

0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 1 1 2  
0 0 0 1 1  
1 0 1 0 2  
0 0 1 0 0  

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Incmase Percentage Increase 
All Offenses I 1 2 0 2 2  1 100% 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

0 1 0 0 0  
0 0 0 0 0  
1 0 0 1 2  
0 1 0 1 0  
0 0 0 0 0  

0 ne 
0 na 
1 7 0 0 %  
0 na 
0 ne 

All Offenses 
1991 1992 1993 1 994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

7 24 11 5 14 7 100% 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

3 43% 
0 ne 
3 na 
7 na 
0 ne 

7 12 8 5 10 
0 1 1  0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 3  
0 1 2 0 1  
0 0 1 0 0  

Oklahoma, Western 

All Offenses I 1 2 1 3 7  6 600% 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

0 1 0 0 4  
0 0 0 1  1 
0 0 0 0 2  
0 0 0 0 0  
1 1 1 2 0  

4 
7 
2 
0 

- 1  

Al l  Offenses 

ne 
na 
na 
na 

- 7 0 0 %  

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
0 0 2 0 5  5 ne 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

0 0 1 0 1  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 1 0 3  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 0 0 1  

na 
na 
na 
na 
na 

All menses 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

0 0 0 1 0  0 na 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Otner 

na 
na 

na 
na 

n8 

0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 0 1 0  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 0 0 0  
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All Otfenses 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
All Offenses I 1 1 3 2 1  0 OX 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase percentage lncrease 
7 5 9 10 10 3 43% 
0 0 0 2 2  2 na 
o o o o *  1 na 
5 5 8 6 3  -2 -40% 
1 0 1 2 4  3 300% 
1 0 0 0 0  - 7  - 100% 

lllegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

na 
ne 
0% 
na 
na 

0 0 3 2 0  
0 1 0 0 0  
1 0 0 0 1  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 0 0 0  

All Offenses 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

2 3 0 0 6  4 200% 
7 
0 
4 

- 7  
0 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

na 
na 
ne 

na 
-50% 

0 0 0 0 1  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 1 0 0 4  
2 2 0 0 1  
0 0 0 0 0  

All Mfenses 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

1 4 8 1 3  2 200% 
0 na 

- 7  -100% 
3 na 
0 na 
0 na 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Olher 

0 0 0 1 0  
1 0 0 0 0  
0 4 8 0 3  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 0 0 0  

All Oflenses 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute lncrease Percentage lncrease 
1 1 3 2 1  0 0% 
1 0 0 1 1  0 0% 
0 0 0 0 0  0 na 
0 0 2 1 0  0 na 
0 0 0 0 0  0 na 
0 1  1 0 0  0 na 

7 na 
0 na 
3 na 
0 na 

-1 -100% 

All Offenses 
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1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage lncrease 
1 10 16 6 10 9 900% 
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Illegal border crossing 
Olher immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Olher 

0 2 0 3 7  
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Table A. Increase in number of offenses by illegal aliens, by district. 
Sarm m states semnang commpwn 01.. 1991-1895 

Kentucky, Eastern 
I 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

I 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
All Offenses I 1 1 9 5 9  8 800% 

0 0 3 3 6  
0 0 0 0 2  
1 1 4 2 1  
0 0 2 0 0  
0 0 0 0 0  

All Offenses 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

na 
ne 

0% 
na 
na 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
1 1 1 3 0  -1 - 100% 
0 0 0 2 0  0 na 
0 0 0 0 0  0 na 
1 0 0 0 0  -1  -100% 
0 0 0 0 0  0 na 
0 1 1 1 0  0 na 

All Offenses 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

0 0 5 9 9  9 na 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

na 
na 
na 
na 
na 

0 0 2 3 4  
0 0 1 5 4  
0 0 1 1 0  
0 0 1 0 0  
0 0 0 0 1  

All Offenses 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage lncrease 

4 1 0  6 6 9 5 125% 
0 
9 
0 
0 

-4 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

na 
na 
na 
na 

- 100% 

0 0 0 1 0  
0 5 4 5 9  
0 3 2 0 0  
0 2 0 0 0  
4 0 0 0 0  

All Oflenses 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

3 2 4 1 9  6 200% 
3 

-1  
3 
0 
1 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

na 
- 100% 
150% 

na 
na 

0 0 2 0 3  
1 0 0 0 0  
2 2 1 0 5  
0 0 0 0 0  

1 1  0 0 1  

Al l  Offenses 
199 1 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

1 3 5 3 0  7 700% 
na 
na 

100% 
na 
na 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

-- 1 16 -- 

0 0 0 0 3  
0 0 0 0 0  
1 1 3 0 2  
0 2 2 3 1  
0 0 0 0 2  
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Table A. Increase in number of offenses by illegal aliens, by district. 

ldaha 

Source. Umed sutas Smns~ng Camrmrslm &a 1991-1995. 

All Offenses 
1 99 1 1 992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

2 5  2 1 2  8 6 300% 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

6 600% 
0 ne 
1 na 

. o  ne 
- 7  - 100% 

1 1  2 1 0 7  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 4 0 2 1  
0 0 0 0 0  
1 0 0 0 0  

All Mtenres 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

4 7 4 0 7  3 75% 
1 100% 
0 0% 
2 200% 
0 0% 
0 na 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

1 4 0 0 2  
1 2 0 0 1  
1 1 4 0 3  
1 0 0 0 1  
0 0 0 0 0  

All Oifenses 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

2 
0 
1 
0 

- 1  

1 99 1 1992 1 993 1 994 1 995 Absolute lnmase Percentage lncrease 
5 s  7 1 5  7 2 40% 
2 1 3 7 4  2 100% 
1 0 0 0 0  -1 - 700% 
0 0 3 5 2  2 na 
2 4 0 2 0  -2 - 100% 
0 0 1 1 1  1 ne 

100% 
na 

100% 
na 

- 100% 

All Offenses 
199 1 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage lncrease 

4 1 1  6 5 6 2 50% 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

-2 
- 1  
4 
-3 
0 

2 3 0 1 4  
0 1 0 0 0  
1 4 3 1 2  
0 1 0 1 0  
1 2 3 2 0  

-100% 
-50% 

na 
- 75% 

na 

All Offenses 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute lncrease Percentage lncrease 

8 4 1 2 6  -2 -25% 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

na 
na 
na 
na 
na 

2 1 0 1 0  
2 3 0 1 1  
0 0 1 0 4  
4 0 0 0 1  
0 0 0 0 0  
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1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage lncrease 
0 7 5 9 4  4 na 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

0 0 0 0 0  
0 5 5 3 3  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 2 0 5 1  
0 0 0 1 0  
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Table A. Increase in number of offenses by illegal aliens, by district. 

Arkansas, Eastern 

S o ~ n t :  U m  Slat= S a n V  C a n r n g ~ n  d.ta 1991-1995. 

AllOffenses 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

1 3 2 6 2  1 100% 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
DNgS 
Fraud 
Other 

All Otfenses 

All Offenses 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
0 0 2 1 2  2 ne 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
DNgS 
Fraud 
Other 

1 0 0 0 1  
0 1 2 1 0  
0 2 0 3 0  
0 0 0 1 1  
0 0 0 1 0  

0% 
ne 
na 
na 
na 

South Carolina 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

1 3 1 1  6 4 3 300% 
0 0 2 1 0  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 2 4 2 1  
1 0 2 2 0  
0 1 3 1 3  

0 
0 
1 

- 1  
3 

na 
na 
na 

-100% 
na 

Mississippi, Southern 
1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

1 3 1 4 4  3 300% 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

All Otfenses 
Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

1 1 0 3 1  
0 1 0 0 0  
0 1 0 0 0  
0 0 0 1 0  
0 0 1 0 3  

0% 
na 
na 
na 
na 

Mississippi, Northern 
1 99 1 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

0 0 1 0 0  0 na 
0 0 1 0 0  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 0 0 0  

na 
na 
na 
na 
na 

Wyoming 

All Otfenses 1 1 2 5 5 4  3 300% 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Olher 

0 1  1 3 1  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 1 0 2 3  
0 0 0 0 0  
1 0 4 0 0  

7 
0 
3 
0 

- 1  

na 
na 
na 
na 

- 100% 

West Virginia, Northern 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

0 0 1 0 1  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 0 1  1 
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 1 0 0  

na 
na 
na 
na 
na 
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Table A. Increase in number of offenses by illegal aliens, by district. 

West Virginia, Southern 

SOU-: IJniIed SUI- Sen(OIlOll9 CommasCm dam. 1991-1995. 

I 

All Offenses 

I 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 
All Offenses 0 2 2 1 1  7 ne I 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percenfage Increase 
0 3 2 3 2  2 ne 

0 0 0 0  
0 0 0 0  

0 0 2 0 1  
0 1 0 0 0  
0 1 0 1 0  

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
DNgS 
Fraud 
Other 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

na 
ne 
na 
na 
na 

0 1 0 0 0  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 2 2 2 1  
0 0 0 1 1  
0 0 0 0 0  

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 2 0 1  
0 0 1 0 0  

1 0  0 0 1  

ne 
na 
na 
na 
na 

All Offenses 

Indiana, Northern 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percenfage Increase 

All Offenses I o 0 4 1 1  1 ne 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage lncrease 
1 0 2 1 0  -1 -100% 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

na 
na 
na 
na 
na 

0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 0 0 0  
1 0 2 1 0  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 0 0 0  

All Otfenses 
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 Absolute Increase Percentage Increase 

0 0 2 0 0  0 na 

0 
0 

- 7  
0 
0 

Illegal border crossing 
Other immigration 
Drugs 
Fraud 
Other 

na 
na 

- 100% 
na 
na 

0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 2 0 0  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 0 0 0  
0 0 0 0 0  

na 
na 
na 
na 
na 
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Table B. Geographic Distribution of U.S. Population and Individuals in Federal Court. 
swm umedsu 

Total 
California 
Texas 
New York 
Flonda 
Illlnols 
New Jersey 
Anzona 
Massachusetts 
Virginia 
Washington 
Georgia 
Maryland 
Colorado 
Oregon 
Puerto Rico 
Other 
Total 
Calilornia 
Texas 
New York 
Flonda 
Illinois 
New Jersey 
Anzona 
Massachusetts 
Virginia 
Washington 
Georgia 
Maryland 
Colorado 
Oregon 
Pueno Rico 
Otner 

Sanenehg Comniuion a. 1991.1995 and Wamn. 1991-1995 
'opulation 

31,938.950 
10,904,340 
10.241 .000 
14.240.200 
11.047.020 
7.904,700 , 

4223,530 
5,990,460 
6,634,970 
5.335740 
7,206,310 
5,020,120 
3.767.420 
3,175,320 

ne 
117,611,270 

100% 
12% 
7% 
7 % 
5% 
5% 
3% 
2 % 
2 % 
3% 
2% 
3 % 
2 % 
1 % 
1 % 
na 

45% 

25,541.900 
17,291,780 
16.1 71.740 
12.860.590 
11,197,390 
7.227.950 
3.851.520 
5,641,670 
6,407.300 
5,122.960 
7.011.010 
4,776.620 
3.609.01 0 
3,001.510 

na 
115,473,970 

100% 
10% 
7% 
7% 
5% 
5% 
3% 
2 7" 
2% 
3% 
2 70 
3 % 
2% 
1 % 
1 % 
na 

47% 

6.397.050 
1,612,560 
2,070,140 
1,379,690 

650,430 
676.030 
372,010 
340.790 
227.670 
212.700 
194.500 
243,500 
150,410' 
173,810 

na 

1,900.m 
657.00( 
507,00( 
330,00( 
274.00( 
127,00( 
109.00c 
79.00( 
52,00( 
49.00c 
31 .00C 
41 .OO( 

42,OOC 
32,OOC 
31 ,OO( 

2,137,300 464.00C 
100% 100% 
38% 40% 
10% 14% 
12% 11% 
8 Yo 7% 
4% 6% 
4% 3% 
2% 2% 
2% 2% 
1 % 1% 
1 % 1% 
1 Yo 1% 
1 % 1% 
1 % 1% 
1 o/o 1% 
na 1 % 

13% 10% 

Sentenced in Federal Court I 1995 

4.122 1.279 657 1.972 
4.275 732 503 2,649 
3.303 304 409 1.909 
2.306 216 345 1.509 
1.144 36 75 1,013 

~ 525 49 56 300 
990 247 116 492 
304 22 35 300 

1.285 31 56 1,064 
664 127 30 435 

1,073 42 49 956 
397 10 31 325 
336 39 23 267 
505 182 17 277 
473 60 47 267 

176 30 
223 00 
357 04 
230 6 

12 0 
31 1 

114 21 
14 13 
20 106 
49 23 
23 3 
21 2 
7 0 

27 2 
33 66 

16.661 617 773 14.614 401 256 
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
11% 31% 19% 7% 10% 
11% 10% 17% 9% 13% 
9% 9% 14% 7% 20% 
6% 5% 10% 6% 13% 
3% 1% 2% 4% 1% 
1% 1% 2% 1% 2% 
3% 6% 3% 2% 7% 
1 Yo 1 % 1 % 1 % 1 x 
3% 1% 2% 4% 2% 
2% 3% 1% 2% 3% 
3% 1 % 1% 3% 1 % 
1% 0% 1 Yo 1% 1 % 
1 % 1 % 1 % 1% 0% 
1% 4% 1% 1% 2% 
1 % 1% 1% 1% 2% 

43% 15% 23% 51% 23% 

5% 
12% 
12% 
1% 
1% 
0% 
3% 
2% 

15% 
3% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
9% 

36% 
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Table B. Geographic Distribution of US. Population and Individuals in Federal Court. 
source unnedsti 

Total 
California 
Texas 
New York 
Flonda 
Illinois 
New Jersey 
Anzona 
Massachusetts 
Virginia 
Washington 
Georga 
Maryland 
Colorado 
Oregon 
Puerto Rico 
Other 
Total 
California 
Texas 
New York 
Flonda 
Illinois 
New Jersey 
Anzona 
Massachusetts 
Virginia 
Washington 
Georgia 
Maryland 
Colorado 
Oregon 
Pueflo Rico 
Other 

semwng comnusion dam, 1991-1995 .nd warn .  1991-1995. 

entenced in Federal Court 
1994 

m m m - 
01 c 
m 

m c  0 .- 5 
- 3  

.- z E" B 1  

$5 W 

- - 
.- - - m 

I- - - a # i3 $ 5  5 
cn 

2 

40,530 3.039 4,508 30.782 1.235 094 
4.279 072 077 2.358 137 35 
4.251 496 778 2,713 152 112 
3,462 350 744 2,075 206 07 
2,894 161 447 2.070 202 14 
1,140 42 05 1,000 3 10 
599 30 98 440 29 2 

1.128 280 227 491 104 10 
373 15 29 209 5 35 

1,330 22 03 1,133 10 82 
636 00 62 424 21 49 

1,271 16 63 1.150 27 7 
39 1 17 30 327 5 4 
364 26 20 303 6 1 
503 110 24 342 14 5 
475 44 74 287 24 46 

17,426 462 931 15.364 202 387 
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
11% 29% 
10% 16% 
9% 12% 
7% 5% 
3% 1 % 
1 % 1 % 
3% 9% 
1% 0% 
3% 1% 
2% 3% 
3% 1 % 
1 % 1 % 
1 % 1 % 
1% 4% 
1 % 1 % 
43% 15% 

19% 0% 11% 4% 
17% 9% 12% 13% 
16% 7% 17% 10% 
10% 7% 16% 2% 
2% 3% 0% 1 Yo 
2% 1% 2% 0% 
5% 2% 0% 2% 
1 70 1% 0% 4% 
2% 4 % 1% 9% 
1 70 1% 2% 5% 
1% 4% 2% 1% 
1 % 1% 0% 0% 
1 % 1% 0% 0% 
1 % 1 % 1% 1 % 
2% 1 % 2% 5% 
20% 50% 23% 43% 

1993 

m m rn 
0)  0)  - 

6 
a z 

01 cn 

0, 

6 W 
Q) 

I- - 

.- - 
.- 

.- 
- - - - 

3 3 - - 
43.175 2.661 5,199 32.649 1.381 1.205 
4,450 723 1,046 2.462 150 61 

3.545 207 904 2,024 246 04 
3,130 200 594 2,133 187 16 
1,415 57 99 1.226 9 24 
746 22 110 584 27 3 

1,252 253 255 545 121 78 
303 14 25 274 0 62 

1.414 40 73 1.180 26 07 
713 60 56 484 26 79 

1,259 23 59 1.143 16 10 
377 4 42 315 1 1  5 
421 29 39 341 0 4 
401 43 33 307 15 3 
365 33 62 247 12 11 

4.243 463 001 2,680 177 114 

10,901 402 1,001 16,600 334 636 
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
10% 27% 20% 
10% 17% 15% 
8% 11% 17% 
7% 0% 11% 
3% 2% 2% 
2% 1% 2% 
3% 10% 5% 
1% 1% 0% 
3% 2% 1% 

3% 1% 1% 
170 0% 1% 
1 % 1% 1% 
1% 2% 1% 
1% 1% 1% 
44% 15% 19% 

2% 3% 1% 

0% 11% 5% 
8% 13% 9% 
6% 18% 7% 
7% 14% 1% 
4% 1% 2% 
2% 2% 0% 
2% 9% 6% 
1% 1% 5% 
4% 2% 7% 
1% 2% 6% 
4% 1% 1% 
1% 1% O X  
1% 1% 0% 
1% 1% 0% 
1% 1% 1% 
51°/o 24% 49% 
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Table B. Geographic Distribution of U.S. Population and Individuals in Federal Court. 

0 
In v) s - 

CD 

In 

.- .- s m c  

3 c-9 
3 is P 

c" z s  .- z - a - - - x 8 - $ 5  m 
I- - - - 5 

39.160 2.163 4,685 29.785 1,411 1,124 

swne umtedsti 

Total 
California 
Texas 
New York 
Flonda 
Illinois 
New Jersey 
Anzona 
Massachusetts 
Virginia 
Washington 
Georgia 
Maryland 
Colorado 
Oregon 
Puerto Rim 
Other 
Total 
California 
Texas 
New York 
Florida 
Illinois 
New Jersey 
Anzona 
Massachusetts 
Virginia 
Washington 
Georgia 
Maryland 
Colorado 
Oregon 
Puerto Rico 
Otner 

In In In - 
0 

m v) 
0) .- 
-I 

.- s m c  .- 5 

m 8 
I %  .- z 

8 $ 9  In 
- z - 

.- e 

is % S  5 0 - - - 0 
t- 

34,119 1.528 4,110 25.020 1.744 1.717 

, setnanchg commission data. WQl-19QS and Warnn. 1991-1995 
Sentenced in Federal Coun 

1992 

3.464 437 865 1.989 103 70 
4,389 426 853 2.742 197 171 
3,120 323 686 1.697 321 93 
2.731 134 500 1.911 177 9 
1,304 55 80 1,093 23 45 
705 20 110 540 23 4 

1,135 152 294 551 95 43 
349 17 32 202 5 13 

1,530 26 84 1.311 22 87 
676 64 66 412 32 102 

1,070 14 30 972 22 24 
391 13 41 316 8 13 
372 15 30 311 6 2 
500 52 54 396 34 44 
340 25 62 246 3 4 

17.012 302 074 15.016 340 400 
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

1991 

3.184 363 669 1,932 147 73 
4,599 356 939 2.714 271 319 
2,500 154 543 1.346 306 151 
2,512 81 453 1,572 293 113 
931 42 80 732 45 24 
491 9 59 373 35 15 
889 99 225 467 93 5 
355 7 24 306 14 4 

1.284 15 90 1,059 40 72 
616 75 76 347 55 63 
868 6 36 774 28 24 
405 10 29 346 14 6 
301 5 28 259 7 2 
420 50 29 214 22 113 
256 15 90 134 16 1 

14,500 241 732 12.445 350 732 
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

6% 
15% 
0% 
1% 
4% 
0% 
4% 
1 % 
0% 

2% 
1 % 
0% 
4 % 
0% 
36% 

9% 

9% 24% 
13% 23% 
7% 10% 
7% 5% 
390 3% 
1% 1 % 
3% 6% 
1 O h  0% 
4% 1 % 

3% 0% 
1 % 1 % 
1 % 0% 
1 % 3% 
1 % 1 % 
42% 16% 

2% 5% 

9% 20% 
11% 20% 
8% 15% 
7% 6% 
3% 3% 
2% 1 Yo 
3% 7% 
1 % 1 % 
4 % 1 % 
2% 3% 
3 % 1% 
1 % 1 % 
1 % 1 % 
1 % 2% 
1 % 1 Ye 

43% 18% 

10% 
18% 
15% 
1 1 Yo 
2% 
2% 
6 % 
1 % 
2 Ye 
1 % 
1 % 
1 % 
1 % 
1 % 
1 % 
19% 

7% 7% 
9% 14% 
6% 23% 
6% 13% 
4% 2% 
2% 2% 
2% 7% 
1% 0% 
4% 2% 
1% 2% 
3% 2% 
1 % 1 % 
1% 0% 
1 70 2% 
1 % 0% 
50% 2496 

16% 
23% 
13% 
11% 
2% 
1 % 
5% 
1 70 
2% 
2% 
1 % 
1 70 
1 % 
1 Yo 
2% 
10% 

6% 6% 
11% 16% 
5% 18% 
6% 17% 
3% 3% 
1% 2% 
2% 5% 
1% 1% 
4% 3% 

3% 2% 

1% 0% 
1% 1% 
1% 1% 
50% 20% 

1% 3% 

1% 1 % 

4% 
1 9% 
9% 
7% 
1% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
4% 

1 % 
0% 
0% 
7% 
0% 
43% 

4% 
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Table C. Country of origin - illegal and legal aliens sentenced in federal court. 
m' UMcd Stales %lllUlUllg CanmgWn data 1991-1995. 

I 1995 I 1994 

1.746 517 272 75 68 105 70 639 
176 93 10 0 0 9 1 63 
223 154 13 0 5 1 1  7 33 
357 5 115 20 16 34 2 165 
230 12 78 1 1  7 4 30 88 
12 3 1 0 1 3 0 4 
31 0 12 1 1 7 1 9 
114 106 0 0 1 0 2 5 
14 2 1 3 0 1 0 7 
20 0 2 0 7 6 1 12 
49 20 0 0 0 0 2 27 
23 3 3 1 0 5 0 1 1  
21 0 2 1 1 7 0 10 
7 5 0 0 0 0 0 2 
27 21 1 0 0 0 1 4 
401 93 20 27 27 18 20 196 
33 0 14 1 1  2 0 3 3 

Illegal Aliens 
Total 
California 
Texas 
New Y o k  
Flonda 
Illinois 
New Jersey 
Anzona 
Massachusetts 
Virginia 
Washington 
Georgia 
Maryland 
Colorado 
Oregon 
Other 

1,235 
137 
152 
206 
202 
3 
29 
104 
5 
18 
21 
27 
5 
6 
14 
282 
24 

4,081 
1,279 
732 
384 
21 6 
36 
49 
247 
22 
31 
127 
42 
18 
39 
182 
617 

2.539 
1,044 
61 6 
19 
22 
19 
2 

213 
0 
2 
89 
12 
2 
29 
179 
290 

361 170 
. 30 0 
23 0 
134 54 
76 9 
2 0 
20 5 
0 0 
12 4 
2 0 
0 0 
2 0 
1 1 
3 0 
0 0 
54 58 

129 
1 
4 
35 
26 
1 
2 
3 
2 
7 
0 
4 
8 
0 
0 
36 

71 24 787 
3 1 200 
7 2 80 
12 1 129 
4 12 67 
1 0 13 
8 1 1 1  
0 0 31 
0 0 4 
2 0 18 
1 0 37 
10 1 13 
2 0 4 
1 0 6 
0 0 3 
20 4 155 

3,039 
872 
496 
350 
161 
42 
30 
288 
15 
22 
80 
16 
17 
26 
118 
462 

1.876 
709 
400 
7 
44 
24 
2 

27 1 
0 
0 
57 
3 
1 
23 
113 
222 

263 140 112 71 12 
16 0 6 6 0 
36 0 2 5 2 
89 59 23 21 2 
56 9 15 1 4 
-4 0 0 2 0 
7 3 1 3 0 
0 0 0 0 1 
6 3 4 0 0 
3 1 5 1 2 
0 0 0 2 0 
1 0 1 5 1 
0 0 8 5 0 
1 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
34 42 47 20 0 

565 
135 
51 
149 
32 
12 
14 
16 
2 
10 
21 
5 
3 
2 
5 
97 

0 11 Puerto Rim I 60 1 2 39 0 0 2 161 44 0 10 23 0 0 
Legal Aliens I I 
Total 
California 
Texas 
New York 
Flonda 
llllnols 
New Jersey 
Anzona 
Massachusefls 
Virginia 
Washington 
Ge0rg.a 
Maryland 
Colorado 
Oregor 
Otner 

3,382 1,493 
657 495 
583 482 
489 9 
345 22 
75 31 
56 2 
116 101 
35 0 
56 1 
30 14 
49 8 
31 0 
23 12 
17 14 
773 302 

292 218 121 146 187 
14 0 3 5 6 
18 1 2 16 11 
109 97 34 39 5 
85 14 25 1 104 
4 0 0 7 1 
15 8 2 5 4 
0 0 4 1 1 
3 9 0 3 0 
4 7 3 4 5 
0 0 0 0 0 
2 0 2 13 4 
1 0 5 8 1 
0 0 0 2 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
31 47 41 42 44 

925 
134 
53 
196 
94 
32 
20 
9 
20 
32 
16 
20 
16 
9 
3 

266 

4.588 
877 
778 
744 
447 
85 
98 
227 
29 
83 
62 
63 
38 
28 
24 
931 

1,981 487 300 
646 38 1 
626 42 0 
4 160 155 
26 123 19 
40 5 1 
2 21 15 

210 4 0 
0 9 5 
7 6 3 
41 4 0 
1 1 2 
1 0 0 
21 2 0 
12 1 0 
343 51 63 

187 
0 
30 
39 
26 
5 
5 
0 
2 
14 
0 
7 
4 
0 
0 
53 

219 239 1 
14 11 
14 4 
68 15 
14 125 
9 5 
8 4 
1 2 
1 0 
6 5 
1 1 
19 8 
18 0 
0 0 
0 0 
45 58 

,175 
167 
62 
303 
114 
20 
43 
10 
12 
42 
15 
25 
15 
5 

1 1  
318 

Pueno RICC 47 0 6 35 0 0 1 5) 74 1 20 36 2 1 1 13 
Alien. status unknown I 
'i G'J 

Ca  l:'clla 

Texas 
Ne% Y o n  

Fiorloa 
IlllnOlS 

Neb Jersey 
A '  z c r a  
hlassacnusen5 
V t r g ~ n ~ a  
Was*mg:op 
Georgia 
Marpano 
Coloraoc 
Orego. 
One.  
Pueno Ricc 

379 
77 
100 

1 
13 
2 
0 
93 
0 
2 
4 
1 
0 
3 
10 
73 
0 

169 57 54 63 57 456 
6 0 1 1 0 52 
20 0 6 7 1 18 
45 20 5 23 1 1 1 1  
65 8 8 2 31 75 
0 0 0 0 0 1 
5 3 1 2 1 17 
1 0 1 1 2 6 
3 0 1 0 0 1 
2 0 2 0 0 12 

0 17 0 0 0 0 
0 0 5 10 2 9 
0 0 0 1 0 4 
1 0 0 0 0 2 
0 0 0 0 0 4 
13 21 24 16 17 118 
8 5 0 0 2 9 
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Table C. Country of origin - illegal and legal aliens sentenced in federal court. 
sww: med !states s- commauon dstk 1991-1095. 

I 1995 I 1994 

717 0 0 0 0 0 0 717 
38 0 - 0  0 0 0 0 38 
08 0 0 0 0 0 0 08 
84 0 0 0 0 0 0 84 

6 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 
8 0 0 0 0  0 0 8 
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

21 0 0 0 0 0 0 21 
13 0 0 0 0 0 0 13 

106 0 0 0 0 0 0 106 
23 0 0 0 0 0 0 23 

3 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
2 0 0 0 0  0 0 2 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

256 0 0 0 o 256 
66 0 0 0 0 0 0 66 

2 0 0 f ; .  0 0 2 

Tdal 
California 
Texas 
New York 
Florida 
Illinois 
New Jersey 
Arizona 
Massachusetts 
Virginia 
Washington 
Georgia 
Maryland 
Colorado 
Oregon 
Other 
Puerto Rim 

894 0 0 0 0 0 0 894 
35 0 0 0 0 0 0 35 

0 112 112 0 0 0 0 0 
0 07 87 0 0 0 0 0 
0 14 14 0 0 0 0 0 
0 10 10 0 0 0 0 0 

2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
18 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 

0 0 0 0 0 0 35 35 
82 0 0 0 0 0 0 02 
49 0 0 0 0 0 0 49 
7 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 
4 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 .  

0 307 
46 0 0 0 0 0 0 46 
387 0 0 0 0 0 
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1993 
C 

.m z y 
I e 2:; .- 8 m .g ~ m 3 

j 8 8; -I E .p 2 g g - .- 
Illegal Aliens 
Total 2.661 1.579 285 103 90 97 28 479 
California 

New York 
Flonda 
Illinois 
New Jersey 

Massachusetts 
Virginia 
Washington 
Georgia 
Maryland 
Colorado 
Oregon 
Other 
Puerto Ria, 
Legal Aliens 
Total 
Calilornia 
Texas 
New York 
Florida 
llllnols 
New Jersey 
Anzona 
Massachusetts 
Virginia 
Washington 
Georgia 
Maryland 
Colorado 
Oregon 
Otner 

Texas 

AnZOM 

1992 
c 

g .g ,o e n  .- 8 .Z - e 5 . -  m 
I Lo .- x - E ;  

f S a =  , 2 6 8  E 
2,163 1,198 242 125 84 74 25 415 

1 723 623 15 0 1 5 1 78 
1 463 394 21 0 5 0 1 34 

287 9 89 43 22 33 1 90 
200 0 89 2 24 3 10 64 
57 30 6 1 1 3 0 16 
22 1 4 2 0 5 2 8 

253 242 0 1 0 1 0 9 
14 0 4 4 3 0 0 3 
40 3 3 1 2 12 0 19 
68 31 1 0 0 0 0 36 
23 2 1 0 3 4 2 11 

4 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 
29 24 3 0 0 1 0 1 
43 38 2 0 0 0 1 2 

402 174 38 26 27 21 10 106 
33 0 8 22 1 0 0 2 

5,199 
1,046 

801 
904 
594 

99 
110 
255 
25 
73 
56 
59 
42 
39 
33 

1.001 

437 382 13 0 1 2 1 38 
426 356 19 2 3 5 3 38 
323 6 89 59 30 37 2 100 

0 12 36 2 65 6 13 134 
55 39 7 0 0 2 2 5 

0 15 20 1 7 3 0 2 
152 141 0 1 0 0 0 10 
17 0 8 0 4 0 0 5 
26 1 0 1 3 2 0 19 
64 37 2 0 0 2 0 23 
14 4 2 0 0 3 1 4 
13 0 1 0 2 3 1 6 
15 11 1 0 0 0 0 3 
52 50 0 0 0 0 0 2 

382 166 21 39 28 16 3 109 
25 2 7 14 0 0 0 2 

2,196 
027 
614 

4 
21 
46 

2 
242 

4 
5 

29 
7 
0 

33 
18 

343 

1.2~19 
172 
02 

351 
153 
34 
42 

9 
13 
45 
,26 
23 
18 
3 

12 
302 

594 
27 
35 

198 
197 

5 
27 
0 
3 
3 
0 
2 
1 
1 
2 

79 

4,685 
865 
853 
686 
500 
08 

110 
294 
32 
04 
66 
38 
41 
38 
54 

874 

369 191 299 
1 4 7 
4 6 48 

179 27 131 
14 67 5 
1 1 9 

21 3 9 
0 0 1 
5 0 0 
6 6 8 
0 0 0 
4 1 17 
1 6 16 
1 0 0 
1 0 0 

91 69 47 

68 51 76 71 450 
0 0 2 2 37 
1 2 8 7 15 

28 4 43 5 100 
2 14 3 25 78 
1 0 0 0 7 
2 0 3 1 13 
0 0 0 1 0 
1 1 0 0 5 
1 3 2 0 20 
0 0 0 2 13 
0 0 4 3 9 
1 0 3 0 6 
0 0 0 0 2 
0 0 0 0 3 

25 27 8 25 140 
6 0 0 0 2 

261 
8 

12 
14 

137 
3 
6 
3 
0 
0 
1 
5 
0 
1 
0 

70 

1,411 450 187 86 77 108 67 436 
103 69 6 0 2 2 4 20 
197 144 12 2 2 10 2 25 
321 0 63 42 17 62 3 134 
177 4 64 2 13 6 33 55 
23 12 4 0 0 1 0 6 
23 0 2 1 0 4 1 15 
95 88 1 0 0 0 0 6 

5 0 0 2 1 0 0 2 
22 0 0 5 3 3 0 11 

1 12 32 18 1 0 0 0 
22 2 0 2 2 4 4 8 
8 0 0 1 1 1 0 5 
6 3 1 0 0 0 0 2 

34 29 0 0 0 0 1 4 
340 81 30 29 36 15 18 131 

3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 

2,050 
659 
675 

7 
7 

46 
0 

278 
2 
0 

40 
6 
1 

25 
43 

261 

468 
24 
36 

133 
139 

7 
25 
2 
7 
4 
0 
7 
6 
2 
0 

56 

306 
2 
4 

152 
15 
2 

16 
0 
9 
6 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 

82 

188 
1 
5 

41 
37 
2 
1 
0 
0 

15 
0 
3 
7 
0 
0 

76 

275 317 1.081 
9 33 137 

21 23 09 
117 9 227 

11 154 137 
4 4 23 

11 11 46 
1 13 0 

0 1 13 
11 4 44 
0 2 24 
7 4 10 
8 4 15 

0 11 0 
0 11 0 

76 55 268 
Puerto Rico I 62 1 14 40 1 1 1 41 62 0 20 17 0 0 12 13 
Alien, status unknown 
Tola' 
Cati!crnia 
Texas 
New York 
Florida 
Illinois 

Neb Jersey 
Avona 
Massachusetts 
Virginia 
Washington 
Georgia 
Maryland 
Coloraoo 
Oregon 
Orher 
Pueno Ricc 

1.381 488 
158 107 
177 129 
246 3 
187 9 

9 1 

27 3 
121 119 

8 0 
26 0 
26 10 
16 0 
11 0 

B 6 
15 11 

334 90 
12 0 

177 
10 
15 
63 
56 
0 
5 
1 

1 
0 
1 
0 
1 
0 
1 

19 
4 
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Table C. Country of origin - illegal and legal aliens sentenced in federal court. 
Scum. Urnad states ssntumg Cmmmsm 01u 1991-1995 

1.285 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.285 
61 

114 0 0 0 0 0 0 114 
84 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 4 9 3  
16 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 
24 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 4 4 5  

78 o o o o o 0 7 8 4 3  
62 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 2 1 3  
87 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 7 8 7  
79 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 9 1 0 2  
18 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 8 2 4  

5 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 

3 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 

11 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 
636 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 3 6 4 0 0  

Missing 
Total 
California 
Texas 
New York 
Florida 
Illinois 
New Jersey 
Anzona 
Massachusetts 
Virginia 
Washington 
Georgia 
Maryland 
Colorado 
Oregon 
Other 
Puerto Rico 

1.124 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,124 
0 0 0 0 0 0 6 1 7 0 0 0 J 0 0 0 7 0  

171 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 7 1  
0 0 0 0 0 0 9 3  

9 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 
0 0 0 0 0 0 4 5  

3 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 4  

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3  
0 0 0 0 0 0 8 7  
0 0 0 0 D 0 1 0 2  
0 0 0 0 0 0 2 4 '  

13 0 0 0 0 0 0 13 
4 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2  

44 0 0 0 0 0 0 44 
0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0  

4 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 

o o o o o 0 4 3  

-- 126 -- Final Dratr 

U.S. Department of Justice.
of the author(s) and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the
has not been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those
This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report



Table C. Country of origin - ilkgal and legal aliens sen 
saaa ~ S t a u r ~ c m m U w n 6 M .  1991-1995 I 1991 

Total 
California 
Texas 
New York 
Flonda 
Illinois 
New Jersey 
AUOM 
Massachusetts 
Virginia 
Washington 
Georgia 
Maryland 
Colorado 
Oregon 
other 
Puerto Rim 
Legal Aliens 
Total 
California 
Texas 
New York 
Flonda 
Illinois 
New Jersey 
Anzona 
Massachusetls 
Virginia 
Washington 
Georgia 
Maryland 
Colorado 
Oregon 
Other 
Puerto Rico 
Alien, status 
Total 
California 
Texas 
New York 
Florida 
Illinois 
New Jersey 
Anzona 
Massachusetts 
Virginia 
Washington 
Georgia 
Maryland 
Colorado 
Oregon 
Other 
Pueno Rico 

1.528 990 126 62 48 38 5 259 
363 320 8 1 0 1 0 33 
356 315 8 0 3 4 0 26 
154 6 53 30 19 9 0 37 
81 6 30 3 11 0 2 29 
42 30 9 0 0 0 0 3 

9 1 0 1 0 1 0 6 
0 10 99 87 1 0 1 0 

7 0 3 0 1 0 0 3 
15 2 1 1 0 5 0 6 

0 28 75 47 0 0 0 0 
6 0 1 1 0 3 0 1 

10 0 0 1 4 1 0 4 
5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 

241 121 12 14 7 14 3 70 
15 1 0 10 1 0 0 3 

4.110 1.788 390 274 163 262 243 990 
669 495 20 0 4 21 5 124 
939 751 34 4 17 27 14 92 
543 3 90 106 38 101 12 193 

6 135 144 453 11 114 15 28 
80 41 14 0 1 3 6 23 
59 0 12 9 1 7 3 27 

225 201 0 1 2 1 1 19 
24 0 3 8 1 5 2 5 
90 2 5 8 10 12 2 51 
76 48 1 0 0 5 0 22 

6 11 36 2 1 0 5 11 
29 0 4 3 3 9 1 9 
28 20 1 0 0 3 0 4 

0 10 29 16 1 0 2 0 
732 197 55 93 51 50 49 237 

90 1 35 27 0 1 7 19 

1.744 491 258 92 84 144 106 569 
147 79 11 0 2 2 3 50 

8 30 271 193 24 0 4 12 
306 1 52 42 12 72 8 119 

6 50 99 293 4 106 10 18 
45 22 5 0 0 7 1 10 

6 14 35 0 10 4 0 1 
93 86 2 0 1 0 0 4 
14 0 2 3 0 2 0 7 
48 0 2 3 5 8 3 27 
55 28 1 0 0 4 3 19 
28 3 2 0 3 6 1 13 
14 0 1 1 4 3 0 5 
7 4 1 0 0 0 0 2 

0 10 22 12 0 0 0 0 
350 59 29 28 35 21 22 156 

16 0 10 1 0 0 1 4 

50 . 49 0 0 1 0 0 0 

unknown 
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lJI7 a 6, a a 0 9 1,717 
73 a o  0 a 0 0 7 3  

319 a o  0 0 0 0 319 
161 0 0 0 0 0 0 151 
113 0 0 0 0 0 0 113 
24 0 0 0 0 0 a 24 
15 0 0  0 0 a o 15 
5 0 0  a o  a a  5 
4 0 0 0 0  0 0  4 

72 0 0 a 0 0 0 72 
m o a  0 0 0 0 6 3  

6 0 0  0 a 0 0 6 
2 0  0 a 0 a 0 2 

m a  a a a 0 0 7 3 2  
1 a 0 0 0 0 0 1 

a a 24 2 4 0  0 0 a 

113 . 0 0 a 0 0 0 113 
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c 

l # m  
100% 
1oo.x 
100% 
100% 
1oOX 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
1oo.rc 
100% 
1009c 
100% 

f 
- 9 %  
- 2 %  
84% 3% 
5% 35% 
10% 35% 
- 6 %  
4% 41% 

8 8 % o x  
0% 55% 
6% 6% 
7 4 9 ; o n  
2m 5% 
17% 6% 
74% 8% 
9 0 % 0 %  
47% 9% 

4% 
0% 
0% 
14% 
4% 
ox 
10% 
OK 
18% 
ox 
0% 
0% 
6% 
0% 
ox 
9% 

3% 
ox 
1% 
9% 
12% 
3% 
4% 
1% 
9% 
23% 
0% 
10% 
44% 
0% 

6% 
0 % .  

T,' 
0% 
1% 
3% 
2% 
3% 
16% 
OK 
ox 
6% 
1% 

24% 
11% 
3% 
OK 
3% 

1% 1s% 
0% 16% 
ox 11% 
0% 34% 
6% 31% 
0 % m  
2 % ? 2 %  
0% 13% 
ow 18% 
0 % 5 0 %  
0 % 2 m  
2% 31% 
0 % 2 2 %  
ox 15% 
o x =  
1% 2s% 

Total 
California 
Texas 
t b w  Yo& 
Ronda 
Illinois 
New Jersey 
AliZwla 
Massachuselts 
Virgtnia 
Washington 
Georgia 
Maryland 
Cororadc 
Oregci 
Otner 

1ooX 
100% 
looW 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
looX 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
1 00% 
100% 
100% 

44% 
75% 
83% 
2% 
6% 
41% 
4% 

87% 
0% 
2% 
4r4 
1 6% 
0% 

52% 
82% 
39% 

Puce R.:3 I 100% 0% 
Alien. status unknown 

100% 30% 
1009b 53% 
lOO?/o 69% 
100% 1% 
loo?. 5% 
10040 25% 
100% 0% 
100% 93Y. 
100% 14Ye 
100% 0% 
100% 41% 
100°io 13% 
100% 0% 
loo',. 711 
1009. 78% 
100% 2370 
100% 0% 

9% 
2% 
3% 
22% 
25% 
5% 
27% 
Ox 
9% 
7% 
0% 
4% 
3% 
0% 
0% 
4% 

6% 
on 
0% 

20% 
4% 
0% 
14% 
0% 
26% 
13% 
0% 
0% 
on 
on 
0% 
6% 

4% 
ox 
ox 
7% 
7% 
0% 
4% 
3% 
ox 
5% 
0% 
4% 
16% 
ox 
ox 
5% 

4% 
1% 
3% 
0% 
0% 
OK 
sn 
1% 
OK 
7% 
0% 

27% 
26% 
9% 
0% 
5% 

13% 74% 0% 0% 2% 11% 

1 6% 
6% 
6% 
32% 
34% 
8% 
39% 
0% 
7% 
7% 
Ox 

13% 
10% 
0% 
4% 

5% 
42% 

4% 
0% 
0% 
6% 

0% 
3% 
0% 
21% 
0% 
w. 
4% 
5% 
0% 
0% 
7% 
33% 

5% 

4% 
0% 
2% 
4% 
3% 
B% 
3% 
1% 
0% 

25% 
0% 
0% 
5% 
0% 
0% 
7% 
6% 

6% 
5% 
5% 
10% 
2% 
25% 
23% 
0% 
7% 
21% 

O X  
22";o 
33% 
0% 
0% 
4% 
0% 

4% 
1 x 
3% 
1% 
13% 
0% 
3% 
2% 
0% 
4% 
4% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
4% 
5% 
9% 

37% 
36% 
15% 
46% 
38% 
33% 
29% 
4% 
50% 
43% 
55% 
48% 
48% 
29% 
15% 
49% 
9% 

8 $ 4  0 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
1- 
100% 
100% 
100% 
1oOX 
looX 
100% 
100% 
1oOX 
looW 
100% 

62% 
81% 
81% 
2% 

27% 
57% 
7% 
94% 
OK 
ox 
71% 
19% 
6% 

68% 
w% 
48% 

ox 
2% 
7% 
25% 
35% 
10% 
23% 
ox 
40% 
14% 
0% 
6% 
0% 
4% 
ox 
7% 

5% 
0% 
0% 

17% 
6% 
0% 

10% 
OK 

20% 
5% 
ox 
0% 
OK 
ox 
0% 
9% 

4% 
1% 
ox 
7% 
9% 
0% 
3% 
0% 

27% 
23% 
ox 
6% 
47% 
ox 
0% 

10% 

2% 
1% 
1% 
6% 
1% 
5% 

10% 
0% 
0% 
5% 
3% 

31 % 
29% 
0% 
0% 
4n 

ow 
0% 
0% 
1% 
2% 
ox 
ox 
0% 
on 
OK 
0% 
6% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
ow 

19% 
15% 
10% 
43% 
20% 
29% 
47w 
6% 
13% 
45% 
26% 
31% 
18% 
8% 
4% 
21 % 

100% 
100% 
100% 
looX 
100% 
100% 
1oOx 
100% 
l W %  
100% 
1- 
100% 
100% 
1oOX 
1oosL 
100% 

43% 
74% 
80% 
1% 
6% 
47% 
2% 

93% 
OK 
8% 
66% 
2% 
3% 
75% 
SOK 
37% 

11% 
4% 
5% 
22% 
28% 
6% 
21% 
m 
31% 
7% 
6% 
2% 
0% 
7% 
4% 
5% 

?% 
0% 
0% 
21 % 
4% 
1% 
15% 
ox 
17% 
4% 
OK 
3% 
OK 
ox 
ox 
7% 

4% 
0% 
4% 
5% 
6% 
6% 
5% 
ox 
7% 
17% 
0% 
11% 
11% 
0% 
on 
6% 

5% 
2% 
2% 
9% 
3% 
11% 
6% 
0% 
3% 
7% 
2% 
30% 
47% 
0% 
0% 
5% 

5% 
1% 
1% 
2% 
28% 
8% 
4% 
1% 
0% 
6% 
2% 
13% 
ox 
ox 
0% 
6% 

26% 
19% 
8% 
41% 
26% 
24% 
44% 

41% 
51% 
24% 
40% 
3s% 
18% 
48% 
34% 

4n 

1- 1% 27% 49% 3% 1% 1% 18% 

100% 
loOK 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
t o m  
100% 
100% 
100% 
looX 
100% 
looX 

31 % 
56% 
88% 
03L 
6% 

67% 
0% 

89% 
071 
11% 
19% 
4% 
@?.A 
50% 
71% 
26% 
0% 

14% 
4% 

1 3% 
22% 
32% 
0% 
17% 
1% 
60% 
11% 
0% 
0% 
on 

17% 
0% 
5% 
33% 

5% 
0% 
0% 
10% 
4% 
ox 

10% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
ox 
0% 
ML 
0% 
0% 
7% 
21% 

4n 
1% 
4% 
2% 
4% 
0% 
3% 
1% 
20% 
11% 
0% 

19% 
on 
0% 
0% 
9% 
0% 

5% 
1% 
5% 

11% 
1% 
OK 
7% 
1% 
0% 
ox 
0% 
37% 
20% 
0% 
0% 
6% 
ox 

5% 
on 
1% 
ox 
15% 
ox. 
3% 
2% 
0% 
ox 
0% 
7% 
0% 
0% 
ox 
6% 
8% 

37% 
38% 
12% 
54% 
37% 
33% 
59% 
6% 

20% 
67% 
81% 
.33% 
eon 
33% 
29% 
42% 
38% 
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Table C. Country of origin - illegal and legal aliens sentenced in federal court. 
S0~rco UMOd SulVS Scnrmcng CWWIlrrtUl ala.  1991-1995 

I 1995 I 1994 

Missing 
Total 
California 
Texas 
New Yo& 
Florida 
Illinois 
New Jersey 
Arizona 
Massachusetts 
Virginia 
Washington 
Georgia 
Maryland 
Colorado 
Oregon 
Other 
Puerto Rim 

100% 0% 
100% 0% 
100% 0% 
100% 0% 
100% 0% 
100% 0% 
100% 0% 
100% 0% 
100% 0% 
100% 0% 
100% 0% 
100% 0% 
100% 0% 

na na na 
100% 0% 
100% 0% 
100% 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% 
0% 0% 0% 
0% 0% 0% 
0% 0% 0% 
0% 0% 0% 
0% 0% 0% 

na na na 
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% 

na 

0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 

na 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

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% 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% 
0% 

.- 8 

E 
m 

7 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

m 

0% 0% 100% 
O X  0% 100°/o 
0% 0% 100% 
0% 0% 100% 
0% 0% 100% 
0% 0% 100% 
0% 0% 100% 
0% 0% 100% 
0% 0% 100% 
0% 0% 100% 
0% 0% 100% 
0% 0% 100% 
0% 0% 100% 
0% 0% 100% 
0% 0% 100% 
0% 0% 100% 
0% 0% 100% 
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Table C. Country of origin - illegal and legal aliens sentenced in federal court. 

illegal Aliens 
Total 
California 
Texas 
New York 
Florida 
Illinois 
New Jersey 
Arizona 
Massachusetts 
Virginia 
Washington 
Georgia 
Maryland 
Colorado 
Oregon 
Other 
Puerto Rico 
Legal Aliens 
Total 
California 
Texas 
New York 
Florida 
Illinois 
New Jersey 
Anzona 
Massachusetts 
Virginia 
Washington 
Georgia 
Maryland 
Coioradc 
Oregon 
O!ner 
Puenc Rico 
Alien. status unkl 
13% 
C a .: t cr r,.a 

Texas 
New York 
F,ortoa 
ll,mo1s 

New Jersey 
4nzcna 
hlassachusens 
Virqir ia 
Washington 
Georgia 
Maryland 
Coioraao 
Oregov 
Other 
Pueno R i m  

kmten& C o r n m i  data. 1991-1995 
1993 I 1992 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
1 0070 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

59% 
86% 
85% 
3% 
4% 

53% 
5% 

96% 
0% 
8% 

46% 
9% 
0% 

83% 
88% 
43% 

11% 
-2% 
5% 

31 % 
45% 
11% 
18% 
0% 

29% 
8% 
1 % 
4% 

25% 
10% 
5% 
9% 

4% 3% 
0% 0% 
0% 1% 

15% 0% 
1% 12% 
2% 2% 
9% 0% 
0% 0% 

29% 21% 
3% 5% 

0% 13% 
25% 25% 

0% 0% 
0% 0% 
6% 7% 

0% 0% 

4% 
1 % 
2% 

11% 
2% 
5% 

23% 
0% 
0 % 

30% 
0% 

17% 
25% 
3% 
0% 
5% 

1% 18% 
0% 11% 
0% 7% 
0% 31% 
5% 32% 
0% 28% 
9% 36% 
0% 4% 
0% 21% 
0% 48% 
0% 53% 
9% 48% 
0% 0% 
0% 3% 
2% 5% 
2% 26% 

1 100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

55% 
87% 
84% 
2% 
1 % 

71% 
4% 

93% 
0% 
4% 

58% 
29% 
0% 

73% 
96% 
43% 

11% 

4% 
28% 
49% 
13% 
25% 
0% 

47% 
0% 
3% 

14% 
8% 
7% 
0% 
5% 

3% 
6% 
0% 
0% 

18% 
4% 
0% 

11% 
1 Yo 
0% 
4 % 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

10% 

4% 3% 
0% 0% 
1% 1% 
9% 11% 

10% 0% 
0% 4% 
0% 7% 
0% 0% 

24% 0% 
12% 0% 
0% 3% 
0% 21% 

15% 23% 
0% 0% 
0% 0% 
7% 4% 

1% 19% 
0% 9% 
1% 9% 
1% 31% 
9% 27% 
4% 9% 
0% 54% 
0% 7% 
0% 29% 
0% 73% 
0% 36% 
7% 29% 
8% 46% 
0% 20% 
0% 4% 
1% 29% 

100% 42% 11% 7% 4% 6% 5% 25% 
100% 79% 3% 0% 0% 1% 1% 16% 
100% 77% 4% 0% 1% 6% 1% 10% 
100% 0% 22% 20% 3% 14% 2% 39% 
100% 4% 33% 2% 11% 1% 23% 26% 
100% 46% 5% 1% 1% 9% 3% 34% 
100% 2% 25% 19% 3% 8% 5% 38% 
100% 95% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 4% 
100% 16% 12% 20% 0% 0% 0% 52% 
100% 7% 4% 8% 8% 11% 0% 62% 
100% 52% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2% 46% 
100% 12% 3% 7% 2% 29% 8% 39% 
100% 0% 2% 2% 14% 38% 0% 43% 
100% 85% 3% 3% 0% 0% 3% 8% 
10090 55% 6% 3% 0% 0% 0% 36% 
100% 34% 8% 9% 7% 5% 7% 30% 
100% 2% 23% 65% 2% 2% 2% 6% 
wn 
1OO'o 35% 13% 5% 
1004, 68% 6% 0% 
1009, 73% 8% 1% 
100% 1% 26% 11% 
1OO'm 5% 30% 1% 
100% 11% 0% 119. 
1004, 11% 19% 7% 
10040 987. 1% 0% 
1004o 0% 13% 13% 
100% 0% 0% 4% 

100% 0% 0% 0% 
1009, 0% 9% 9% 
10090 75% 0% 0% 
10040 7390 7% 0% 
10040 2750 6% 7% 
100% 0% 33% 50% 

1OOo/o 38% 4% 0% 

4% 
0 % 
1 % 
2% 
7 % 
0% 
0% 
0% 
13% 
12% 
0% 
0 4b 
0% 
0 oi, 

09'0 
8 % 
0 % 

6% 5% 33% 
1 'io 1 % 23% 
5% 4% 0% 

17% 2% 41% 
2% 13% 42% 
0% 0% 78% 

1 1 % 440 48% 
046 1% 0% 
0% 0% 63% 
8% 090 77% 
046 8% 50% 

25% 19% 56% 
27% 0% 55% 

0% 0% 25% 
0% 0% 20% 
2% 7% 42% 
0% 0% 17% 

100% 44% 10% 7% 4% 6% 7% 23% 
100% 76% 3% 0% 0% 1% 4% 16% 
100% 79% 4% 0% 1% 2% 3% 10% 
100% 1% 19% 22% 6% 17% 1% 33% 
100% 1% 28% 3% 7% 2% 31% 27% 
100% 52% 8% 2% 2% 5% 5% 26% 
100% 0% 23% 15% 1% 10% 10% 42% 
100% 95% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 4% 
100% 6% 22% 28% 0% 0% 3% 41% 
100% 0% 5% 7% 18% 13% 5% 52% 
100% 61% 0% 0% 0% 0% 3% 36% 
100% 16% 18% 3% 8% 18% 11% 26% 
100% 2% 15% 0% 17% 20% 10% 37% 
100% 66% 5% 0% 0% 0% 0% 29% 
100% 80% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 20% 
100% 30% 6% 9% 9% 9% 6% 31% 
100% 0% 32% 27% 0% 0% 19% 21% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

32% 
67% 
73% 
0% 
2% 

52% 
0% 

93% 
0% 
0% 

56% 
9 % 
0 % 

50% 
85% 
24 ?& 
0 % 

13% 
6 % 
6 % 

20% 
36% 
17% 
9% 
1 % 
0% 
0 % 
3% 
0% 
0% 

17% 
0% 
9 % 

100% 

6% 5% 
0% 2% 
1% 1% 

13% 5% 
1% 7% 
0% 0% 
4% 0% 
0% 0% 

40% 20% 
23% 14% 
0% 0% 
9% 9% 

13% 13% 
0% 0% 
0% 0% 
9% 11% 
0% 0% 

0 % 
2% 
5% 

19% 
3 % 
4% 

17% 
0% 
0 % 

14% 
0% 

18% 
13% 
0% 
0% 
4 % 
0% 

5% 
4% 
1 % 
1% 

19% 
0% 
4% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
3 % 

18% 
0% 
0% 
3% 
5% 
0% 

3 1 % 
19% 
13% 
42% 
31% 
26% 
65% 
6% 

40% 
50% 
30% 
36% 
63% 
33% 
12% 
39% 
0% 
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Soume: mod Sirla 

0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% loo% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 

Table C. Country of origin - illegal and legal aliens sentenced in federal court. 
m1-g c- dam. 1991-1985. 

1993 I 1992 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

Missing 
Cotal 
California 
Texas 
New York 
Florida 
Illinois 
New Jersey 
Anzona 
Massachusetts 
Virginia 
Washington 
Georgia 
Maryland 
Colorado 
Oregon 
Other 
Puerto Rico 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

1 ao% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
O X  
096 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
O X  
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 0% 
0% O X  
0% 0% 
0% 0% 
0% 0% 
0% 0% 

0% 0% 
0% 0% 
0% O X  
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% 
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% 

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% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0 % 
0% 
0% 
O X  
O Y O  

0% 
0% 

0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% tQo% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% ' 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 

-- 132 -- Final Draft 

U.S. Department of Justice.
of the author(s) and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the
has not been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those
This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report



Table C. Country of origin - illegal and legal aliens sentenced in federal court. 
Scum, Unned States Sentmag Cam- data 1991-1895. 

I 1991 

Total 
California 
Texas 
New York 
Flonda 
Illinois 
New Jersey 
Arizona 
Massachusetts 
Virginia 
Washington 
Georgia 
Maryland 
Colorado 
Oregon 
Otner 
Pueno Rico 

Total 
California 
Texas 
New Yo& 
Florida 
Illinois 
New Jersey 
Anzona 
Massachusetts 
Virginia 
Washington 
Georgia 
Maryland 
Colorado 
Oregon 
Other 

100% 44% 9% 7% 4% 6% 6% 24% 
100% 74% 3% 0% 1% 3% 1% 19% 
100% 80% 4% 0% 2% 3% 1% 10% 
100% 1% 17*h 20% 7% 19% 2% 36% 
100% 2% 25% 3% 6% 1% 30% 32% 
100% 47% 16% 0% 1% 3% 7% 26% 
100% 0% 20% 15% 2% 12% 5% 46% 
100% 89% 0% 0% 1% 0% 0% 8% 
100% 0% 13% 33% 4% 21% 8% 21% 
100% 2% 6% 9% 11% 13% 2% 57% 
100% 63% 1% 0% 0% 7% 0% 29% 
100% 6% 3% 0% 14% 31% 17% 31% 
100% 0% 14% 10% 10% 31% 3% 31% 
100% 71% 4% 0% 0% 11% 0% 14% 
1OOSb 55% 3% 0% 7% 0% 0% 34% 
100% 27% 8% 13% 7% 7% 7% 32% 
100°/o 1% 39% 30% 0% 1% 8% 21% 

100% 
100%. 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

65% 
88% 
88% 
4% 

71% 
11% 
88% 
0% 

13% 
63% 
0% 
0% 

100% 
98% 
50% 

7% 

8% 
2% 
2% 

34% 
37% 
21% 
0% 
1 x 

43% 
7% 
0% 
17% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
5% 

4% 
0% 
0% 
19% 
4% 
072 

11% 
0% 
0% 
7% 
0% 

17% 
10% 
0% 
0% 
6% 

3% 
0% 
1 Yo 

12% 
14% 
0% 
0% 
1 % 
14% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

40% 
0% 
2% 
3% 

PA 
0% 
1 % 
6% 
0% 
0% 

11% 
0% 
0% 

33% 
0% 

50% 
10% 
0% 
0% 
6% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
2% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
1% 

17% 
9% 
7% 
24% 
36% 
7% 

67% 
10% 
43% 
40% 
37% 
17% 
40% 
0% 
0% 
29% 

Puerto Rico I 100% 7% 0% 67% 7% 0% 0% 20% 
Legal Aliens I 

Alien, status unknown 
Tora' 
Calltornla 
Texas 
N e w  York 
i londa 
1111.lOIS 

N e w  Jersey 
AnzCna 
Massachusefls 
Vlvgmla 
Wasningron 
Georgia 
hlarvlanc! 
Colorado 
Oregon 
Oiner 
Pueno R~co 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
1009b 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
10096 

28% 
54% 
71% 
0 % 
1 % 

4 9% 
096 

92% 
0% 
0% 

5 1 % 
1 1 % 
0 0:. 

57% 
55% 
17% 
0% 

15% 
7% 
9% 

17% 
36% 
1 1% 
29% 
2% 

14% 
4 T o  

2 % 
7% 
7 % 

14% 
0 O/b 

8% 
63% 

5% 
0 % 
0% 

14% 
3% 
0% 

1 1 % 
04. 

21% 
6 % 
0% 
0 % 
7% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
6% 

5 % 
1 % 
1 46 
4 70 
690 
04. 
0 70 
19. 
04, 

1090 
0% 

11% 
294, 
04. 
04. 

1040 
04. 

8 % 
1 70 
4% 

24% 
2% 

16% 
3% 
0% 

14% 
17% 
746 

21% 
21% 
0% 
0% 
6% 
0 % 

6 % 
2 % 
3% 
3% 

1790 
2% 

17% 
0 % 
0% 
6% 
5 % 
4 % 
0% 
0% 
0% 
6 "/b 
6 70 

33% 
34% 
11% 
39% 
34% 
22% 
40% 
4% 

50% 
56% 
35% 
46% 
36% 
29% 
45% 
4 5% 
25% 
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Table C. Country of origin - illegal and legal aliens sentenced in federal court. 
sarca: Unild %!I 

Mi so i n g 
Total 
C a I I t o rn i a 
Texas 
New Yark 
Florida 
Illinois 
New Jersey 
Anzona 
Massachusetts 
Virgtnia 
Washington 
Georgla 
Maryland 
Colorado 
Oregon 
Other 
Puerto Rico 

'Mm- *la. 1991-1995. 
1991 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

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% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

04. 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 

O Y O  

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% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
0% 100% 
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Table D. Major federal offense convictions. 
Source: United States Sentencing Commission data. 1991-1995. I 1995 

Total 
Illegal Aliens 
Legal Aliens 
Citizens 
Alien,statusunknown 
Missing 
Total 
Illegal Aliens 
Legal Aliens 
Citizens 
Allen, statusunknown 
Missing 

1994 

38,523 3,174 14,178 5,909 834 302 14,126 
4,081 2.344 1,115 199 63 12 340 
3.382 282 1.803 399 123 16 759 
28,597 169 10,225 5.048 574 221 12.360 
1,746 243 956 185 58 8 296 
717 136 79 78 16 45 363 

100% 8% 37% 15% 2% 1% 37% 
100% 57% 27% 5% 2% 0% 9% 
100% 8% 53% 12% 4% 0% 22% 
100% 1% 36% 18% 2% 1% 43% 
100% 14% 55% 11% 3% O X  17% 
100% 19% 11% 11% 2% 6% 51% 

283 
1.114 
14,264 
256 

2,163 
4.685 
29.785 
1,411 

11%  
21% 

19% 
48% 

44% 

100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 

100% 

40.538 2.5. I 15.634 5.789 922 78 15,739 
3,039 1,530 965 197 26 3 310 
4,588 439 2.525 417 170 6 1,031 
30.782 183 11.235 4.970 659 45 13.690 
1.235 107 760 94 54 2 218 
894 117 149 111 13 22 482 

100% 6% 39% 14% 2% 0% 39% 
100% 50% 32% 6% 1% 0% 10% 
100% 10% 55% 9vn 4% 0% 22% 
100% 1% 36% 16% 2% 0% 44% 
lW% 9% 62% 8% 4% 0% 18% 
100% 13% 17% 12% 1% 2% 54% 

I 1993 I 1992 

Illegal Aliens 
Legal Aliens 
Citizens 
Alien. status unknown 

2.661 
5.199 
32.649 
1.381 

1.086 
603 
224 
140 

1,070 
2,887 
12,445 
840 

170 41 3 
403 186 6 

4,971 687 58 
81 62 2 

823 
637 
22 1 
122 

973 
2.592 
11,331 
895 

135 
351 

3,949 
96 

29 
122 
470 
58 

5 198 
4 979 
50 13.764 
5 235 

1 1.285 
1 100% 

185 
5% 
- 6131 1.124 

38%1 100% 
192 
5% 
- 12 

2% 
7 

87 
12% 
- 254 

4 1 % 
126 10 97 
13% 2% 0% 

131 532 
0% 40% 

Missirg 
Total 

1 70 
41% 

Illegal Aliens 
Legal Ahens 
Citizew 
A lep s'a!Js unknown 
hi ssi-; 

41 % 
12% 
1 % 
10% 
14% 

40% 
56%. 
38% 
61% 
20% 

7% 2% 0% 
8% 4% 0% 
15% 2% 0% 
6% 4% 0% 
10% 1% 8% 

38% 
14% 
1 % 
9% 
17% 

4 5% 

38% 
63% 
15% 

55% 
6 % 
7% 
13% 
7% 
8 x 

1 % 
3% 
2% 
4 % 
1 % 

0% 9% 
0% 21% 
0% 46% 
0% 17% 
12% 47% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

1991 
rn 

34,119 2.321 13,647 3,550 507 571 13.523 
1.528 808 491 59 9 28 133 
4,110 710 2.129 280 96 71 824 
25.020 229 9.529 2.986 313 362 11,601 
1.744 188 1,032 120 63 39 302 
1.717 386 466 105 26 71 663 

Tc1.i  

lllega A i i e i s  

Legal A le% 
Ci!.zens 

A l e '  slalus bnknown 
hli ss , - c 

TO!S 

I q a l  Alens 

Legal A w l s  

Ci t i ze is  
Alien slatus unknown 
MisstpS 

100% 7% 40% 10% 1% 2% 40% 
1004b 53% 32% 4% 1% 2% 9% 
10040 17% 52% 7% 2% 2% 20% 
100% 1% 38% 12% 1% 1% 46% 
100% 1 1% 59% 7% 4% 2% 17% 
100% 22% 27% 6% 2% 4% 39% 

Note The immigrations offenses category IS composed of five different offenses: smuggling unlawful allens and related offenses, unlawlully entering the US, 
rrafficking in entry documents. fraudulently acquiring entry documents, and passpolt violations. 
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Table E. Major federal conviction by country of origin for illegal aliens, 1995. 
Soume: Unmd Stater y e n a n g  Cammcglon dah. 1995. 

Other 
Total 
Mexiw 
Colombia 
Dominican Republic 
Jamaica 

Other 
Nigeria 

1 Total 

81 1 432 138 117 12 7 105 
100% 100% 57% 27% 5% 2% 0% 9% 
62% 100% 67% 23% 2% 1 % 0% 7% 
9% 100% 9% 68% 1 % 9% 0% 12% 
4% 100% 52% 42% 2% 1 % 0% 4% 
3% 100% 47% 39% 2% 2% 2% 9% 

20% 100% 53% 17% 14% 1 % 1% 13% 
2% 100% 31% 31% 30% 0% 1% 7% 

Mexico 
Colombia 
Dominican Republic 
Jamaica 
Nigeria 

1 Percentage 
of illegal 

aliens Immigratm Drug Money 
sentenced Total offenses Trafficking Fraud Laundering Missing Other 

4.001 2.344 1,115 199 63 12 348 
2.539 1,708 588 50 14 2 177 

36 1 34 246 5 34 0 42 
170 80 71 3 1 0 7 
129 60 50 3 2 2 12 
71 22 22 21 0 1 5 
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Table F. 
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Table G. Disposition of individuals sentenced in federal court. 
sowes:uM6dsum,s.nc~~dua.  1991.1985. 1 1995 I 1994 
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Table H. Disposition by legal status and major federal offense, 1995. 
Swnc. Umed States S a e r r n g  Comnkuon dam. 1995 
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Table 1. Length of Sentence. 
Sourn: Un(d Sates S e n l ~ n g  7i data. 1991-1995. 

1994 1995 

Frequency 
Total 
No time 
c=l year 
1-3 yean 
3-5 years 
5-10 years 
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20-30 years 
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Missing 
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<=I year 
1-3 years 
3-5 years 
5-10 years 
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30 years or more 
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Missing 
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81 1 
227 
408 
269 
24 
9 
3 

159 
293 
293 
150 
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22 
13 
12 
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12% 
2146 
21% 
1 1 % 
179. 
13% 
2% 
1 % 
1 % 
1 %  

- 

170 
556 
638 
176 
281 
210 
29 
12 
7 

7,920 
4,656 
5.639 
2.597 
4,390 
3,132 
644 
275 
168 

153 
248 
298 
170 
245 
201 
30 
13 
7 

441 
232 
173 
49 
68 
49 
7 
6 
1 
98 

100% 
39% 
21 % 
15% 
4 % 
6% 
4% 
1 % 
1 % 
0% 
9% 

- 

9,426 
6.588 
7.703 
3,390 
5,761 
4,175 
827 
355 
220 
723 

100% 
24% 
17% 
20% 
9% 
15% 
1 1 % 
2 % 
1 % 
1 % 
2 % 

--+ 100% 
361 15 31 

100% loo"/. 100% 
364 46 

100% 100% 
27% 11% 
16% 18% 
19% 21% 
9% 12% 
15% 17% 
11% 14% 
2% 2% 
1 % 1 % 
1 % 0% 
1 % 3% 

237 
1004. 
26% 
16Om 
189. 
990 
159. 
119. 
24. 
19. 
1 010 
1 % 

84 131 
100% 100% 
8% 16% 
26% 19% 
29% 20% 
8 % 8% 
13% 17% 
10% 12% 
1% 2% 
1 % 1 % 
0 % 1 % 
4% 3% 

23% 
18% 
19% 
9% 
15% 
1 1 %  
2% 
1 4'. 
1 % 
1 % 

6 % 
28% 
30% 
9% 
15% 
10% 
1 % 
0% 
0 % 
1 % 

164b 
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1 1% 
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1 % 
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1 2% 
5% 
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1 % 
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Table 1. Length of Sentence. 
Sauroe: Unmd States Sentoftang C m m  daw 1991-1995 

1991 

Frequency 
Total 
No time 
c-1 year 
1-3 years 
3-5 years 
5-10 years 
10-20 years 
20-30 years 
30 years or more 
Life Sentence 
Missing 
Total 
No time 
e 1  year 
1-3 years 
3-5 years 
5-1 0 years 
10-20 years 
20-30 years 
30 years or more 
Life Sentence 
Missing 

7.992 103 503 6,537 103 506 

6,397 479 934 4.313 320 351 

6.713 521 037 4.003 316 236 

2.071 50 333 2,230 150 92 

5,007 170 731 3,574 349 103 

3,422 107 475 2.420 207 125 

642 15 74 400 46 19 

297 3 26 242 13 13 

125 2 10 97 9 7 

653 70 107 300 63 105 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
23% 7% 14% 26% 10% 34% 
19% 31% 23% 17% 10% 20% 

20% 34% 20% 19% 10% 14% 
0% 4% 0% 9% 9% 5% 

15% 11% 10% 14% 20% 11% 

10% 7% 12% 10% 16% 7% 
2% 1% 2% 2% 3% 1 % 

1% 0% 1% 1% 1 % 1 % 
0% 0% 0% 0% 1 % 0% 
2% 5% 3% 1 % 4% 6% 
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Table J. Length of Sentence by legal status and major federal offense, 7995. 
S a v c a : U ~ S l a t s r S a . n c n g C a n ~ m d a t a . 1 9 9 5 .  

8% 57% 8% 1% 14% 19% 
3.174 2,344 282 169 243 136 
336 83 101 00 42 30 

1,029 635 113 54 1 37 90 
1,377 1.239 40 26 50 14 
224 197 13 8 5 1 
200 105 7 1 7 0 
2 2 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 
6 3c 0 .  0 2 1 

37% 27% 53% 36% 55% 11% 
14,170 1,115 1.803 10.225 956 79 
750 4 44 604 10 0 

1.125 130 160 717 107 71 
2.671 248 358 1.705 209 1 1  
2,203 201 363 1,404 223 12 
3.714 299 512 2.666 225 12 
2.680 181 302 2.037 143 17 
572 30 33 481 23 5 
223 13 17 185 6 2 
157 5 11 134 6 1 
63 4 3 52 4 0 

Ail otfenses 
Immigration offenses 

8% 1% 14% 19% 
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
11% 4% 36% 47% 17% 22% 
32% 27% 40% 32% 56% 66% 
43% 53% 17% 15% 21% 10% 
7% 8% 5 % 5% 2% 1 % 

6% 8% 2% 1 % 3% 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% 
0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 

8% 57% 

37% 27% 53% 36% 55% 11% 
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

5% 0% 2% 7% 1% 10% 
0% 12% 9% 7% 11% 14% 
10% 22% 20% 17% 22% 14% 
16% 10% 20% 15% 23% 15% 
26% 27% 20% 26% 24% 15% 
19% 16% 17% 20% 15% 22% 
4% 3% 2% 5% 2% 6% 
2% 1% 1% 2% 1 % 3% 
1 % 0% 1 % 1 % 1 % 1 % 
0% 0% 0% 1 Yo 0% 0% 

Percentage with Immigration 
offenses as major offense 
Total 
No time 
c=l year 
1-3 years 
3-5 years 
5-10 years 
10-20 years 
20-30 years 
30 years or more 
Lite Sentence 
Missing 
Drug trafficking 
Percentage with Drug 
trafficking as major offense 
Total 
No time 
e 1  year 
1-3 years 
3-5 years 
5- 10 years 
10-20 years 
20-30 years 
30 years or more 
Life Sentence 
Missing 
All other oflenses 
Percentage with All other 
offenses as major offense 
Total 
No time 
< = l  year 
1-3  years 
3-5  years 
5-10 years 
10-20 years 
20-30 years 
30 yeas 0' more 
Lile Sentence 
Missing 

55% 
21,171 
7.31 1 
4,995 
4,014 
1,743 
1,753 
871 
219 
132 
54 
79 

15% 
622 
101 
266 
123 
72 
39 
14 
5 
2 
0 
0 

30% 
1.297 
42 1 
451 
258 
94 
50 
10 
7 
2 
1 
3 

64% 
18.203 
6.301 
3.986 
3.486 
1.527 
1,624 
026 
205 
126 
52 
70 

31% 
547 
150 
193 
121 
40 
25 
14 
1 
1 
1 
1 

70% 
502 
338 
99 
26 
10 
15 
7 
1 
1 
0 
5 

55% 
100% 
35% 
24% 
19% 
8 % 

8% 
4 % 
1 % 
1 % 
0% 
0% 

15% 
100% 
16% 
43% 
20% 
12% 
6% 
2% 
1 % 
0% 
0% 
0% 

30% 
100% 
32% 
35% 
20% 
7% 
4 % 
1 % 
1 % 
0% 
0% 
0% 

64% 
100% 
35% 
22% 
19% 
8% 
9% 
5% 
1 % 
1 % 
0% 
0% 

31% 
100% 
27% 
35% 
22% 
7% 
5% 
3% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

70% 
100% 
67% 
20% 
5 % 
2% 
3% 
1 % 
0% 
0% 
0% 
1 % 
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Table K. Estimated Total Costs for sentence. 
Source' uniicd Stam Se~~enang Comrmrsion data. 1991-1995 I 1995 I 1994 

Tntal 

a a In 

0 01 .- m c  a 
m 8 $-{ I 

a 
0, - .- 

0, P) 

a .- E Z %  

B z s  

- .- 
- - 

.- - 
f 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

EI, a 
-I - - - 0 + 

. 
No cost 
$1-9.999 
$1 0,000-24.999 
$25,000-29,999 
$50.000-74.999 
$1 00.000-1 49.999 
$1 50,000-249,999 
$250.0OO-4 99.999 
$500.000-999.999 
$1 .O00.O00 and over 
Missing 
Mean cost 
Sum of costs (in millions) 

1% 4% 
14% 47% 
13% 10% 
15% 11% 
19% 7% 
15% 5% 
11% 6% 
7% 4% 
4% 5% 
0% 0% 
0% 1% 

15,549 90.601 
159 115 

0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 6% 
20% 11% 16% 21,% 14% 62% 
16% 16% 17% 16% 15% 11% 
17% 37% 17% 15% 20% 7% 
16% 15% 19% 16% 21% 5% 
11% 11% 14% 11% 13% 3% 
9% 6% 10% 10% 10% 3% 
6% 3% 5% 7% 5% 2% 
3% 1% 2% 3% 2% 2% 
0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 
0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

$3,657 291 302 2,070 150 2E 
$94.987 71.282 89,463 100.695 90,617 38.771 

0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 
21% 13% 17% 22% 13% 
16% 18% 15% 16% 12% 
15% 22% 15% 15% 14% 
15% 17% 16% 15% 21% 
11% 11% 13% 11% 14% 
9% 0% 10% 9% 11% 
7% 5% 0% 7% 9% 
3% 2% 4% 3% 3% 
0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 
1% 4% 2% 1% 3% 

100.083 86.025 112,435 99,148 116,411 
3.902 179 515 2,931 159 

1 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 6% 
21% 12% 17% 22% 12% 54% 

I 16% 17% 16% 16% 16% 8% 
16% 33% 17% 15% 16% 9% 
16% 14% 17% 16% 19% 8% 
12% 13% 13% 11% 16% 6% 
10% 6% 11% 10% 13% 4% 
7% 4% 6% 7% 6% 2% 
3% 1% 2% 3% 2% 3% 
0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 
0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 

97,104 75.472 98.429 99,863 105,603 57,027 

3.936 229 451 3,073 131 51 

I lgg3 I lgg2 

No cost 
$1 -9.999 
$10,000-24,999 
$25.000-29.999 
$50.000-74.999 
$1 0O.0OO-149.999 
$1 50,000-249,999 
5250.000-499.999 
$500.000-999.999 
$1 .OOO.OoO and over 
Mlssing 
Mean cost 
S u m  of cos& (in millions) 

0% 1% 
21% 12% 
16% 16% 
15% 27% 
15% 15% 
12% 13% 
10% 9% 
7% 5% 
3% 1 % 
0% 0% 
0% 0% 

101.412 84.034 
4.372 223 

1991 

Lo E 

0, a 

0% 
16% 
16% 
16% 
1 7% 
14% 
1 1 % 
7% 
3% 
0% 
0% 

23.272 
536 

Y) C 
.- 0)  

a 

0% 
22% 
16% 
15% 
15% 
11% 
10% 
7% 
3% 
0% 
0% 

02.356 
3.338 

4% 
38% 
13% 
1 3% 
1 0% 
5% 
4% 
3% 
7% 
0% 
2% 

108,183 
119 

Total 

No cost 

$ 1  -9 999 
SlO 000-24.999 
$25 000-29 999 
550 000-74 999 
SlOO 000-149 999 
S150 000-249 999 
5250 000-499 999 
5500 000-999.999 
$1 000 000 and over 
Missing 

Mean cos! 
S u m  of costs (in millions) 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 3% 

21% 12% 16% 22% 12% 35% 
10% 22% 19% 18% 14% 14% 

16% 30% 15% 16% 13% 12% 
14% 11% 15% 15% 16% 9% 

1 1% 9% 15% 1 1% 179i. 0% 

9% 6% 10% 9% 13% 7% 
7% 4% 7% 7% 9% 5% 
3% 1% 2% 3% 3% 5% 
0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 
1% 4% 2% 1 %  4% 3% 

96.695 72,755 98.553 95.979 122.194 90.195 
3.256 107 397 2.304 205 164 

-* 143 -- Final Draft 

U.S. Department of Justice.
of the author(s) and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the
has not been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those
This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report



Table L. Socioeconomic and demographic characteristics of individuals sentenced in federal court. 

I .  .le 
Total 
0 
$1-9.999 
$10.000-24.999 
$25.000-34.999 
$35.000+ 
Missing 
Education 
Total 
Less than High School Graduate 
High school degree 
Some college 
College degree 
Vocational degree 
Unknown 
Age 
Total 
16-17 
18-24 
25-34 
35-49 
50+ 
Missing 
Race 
Total 
While 
Black 
Other 
Missing 

anic Status 
3 

Hispaw 
Non Hispanic 
Missirg 
Hispanic statuslrace 
Tofa 
Hispanc Wntre 
Hispa7ic 6 lach  
Hispanic Otrer 
Hisoanic'Missmg 
No" HispanicWhite 
Nor Hisoanic6lack 
No- HisDaniCO'ner 
Ne- H spanic Mtssing 
Missing Wnire 
Missir g'Biacn 
Missing Other 
Missing'Missing 
Sex 
Toral 
Male 
Fe-ale 
Missins 
Number of dependents 
Tora 
0 
1 or more 
1 
2 
?+ 

ssing 

i i  &la. 1891-1995. 
1995 I 1994 

38.523 
12,715 
4,931 
7,471 
1,913 
2.940 
8.553 

38.523 
14.528 
1 1,698 
7,257 
2,951 

542 
1,547 

38.523 
5 

6.991 
14,033 
13,049 
4.261 

184 

38.523 
23.572 
11,645 
1,676 
1.630 

38.523 
10,455 
27.903 

165 

38.523 
8.563 

490 
30 

1.372 
14,997 
11,151 

1,641 
114 
12 
4 
5 

144 

38.523 
32.763 
5.747 

13 

38.523 
14.014 
23.008 
7.202 
6.529 
9.277 
1,501 

4.081 
1,954 

365 
284 
18 
41 

1.419 

4.081 
2,608 

482 
265 
122 
35 

569 

4.081 
0 

783 
2,055 
1,070 

104 
69 

4.081 
3,020 

431 
85 

545 

4.081 
3,552 

517 
12 

4.081 
2.877 

149 
5 

52 1 
142 
281 
80 
14 
1 
1 
0 

10 

4.081 
3.845 

23 1 
5 

4.081 
1.279 
2.262 

485 
614 

1,163 
540 

3.382 
1,186 

433 
698 
123 
143 
799 

3,382 
1 .890 

678 
499 
209 
59 
47 

3.382 
0 

451 
1,479 
1.212 

240 
0 

3.382 
2.304 

547 
308 
223 

3.382 
2,386 

995 
1 

3,382 
2.024 

137 
3 

222 
280 
410 
304 

1 
0 
0 
7 
0 

3.382 
2.963 

419 
0 

3,382 
914 

2.444 
497 
628 

1.319 
24 

28,597 
8.860 
3,921 
6.247 
1,730 
2,675 
5.164 

28.597 
9.181 

10,154 
6.205 
2.455 

422 
180 

28.597 
4 

5,267 
9.575 

10,017 
3,724 

10 

28.597 
16.914 
10,151 

1.090 
442 

28.597 
3.256 

25.327 
14 

28.597 
2.695 

125 
21 

415 
14.216 
10,025 

1.068 
18 
3 
1 
1 
9 

28.597 
23.858 

4.739 
0 

28.597 
11,246 
17.152 
5.958 
4.965 
6.229 

199 

1,746 
669 
199 
223 
40 
75 

540 

1.746 
833 
373 
275 
163 
24 
78 

1,746 
0 

312 
719 
572 
134 

9 

1,746 
1,080 

356 
153 
157 

1,746 
1.083 

655 
8 

1.746 
869 
69 

1 
144 
21 1 
287 
152 

5 
0 
0 
0 
8 

1,746 
1,542 

203 
1 

1,746 
557 

1.118 
255 
313 
550 

71 

717 
46 
13 
19 
2 
6 

631 

717 
16 
11 
13 
2 
2 

673 

717 
1 

178 
205 
178 
59 
96 

717 
254 
160 
40 

263 

717 
178 
409 
130 

717 
98 
10 
0 

70 
148 
148 
37 
76 
8 
2 
3 

117 

717 
555 
155 

7 

717 
18 
32 
7 
9 

16 
667 

40.538 
12.734 
6,189 
7.913 
1.917 
2.919 
8.866 

40.538 
15.239 
12.827 
7.492 
3,076 

559 
1,345 

40,538 
14 

7,430 
14,738 
13,631 
4,388 

337 

40.538 
23,439 
12,597 
1,476 
3,026 

40.538 
9,889 

30.284 
365 

40.538 
6.783 

392 
22 

2.692 
16,634 
12.178 
1,444 

28 
22 
27 
10 

306 

40.538 
34,291 
6,230 

17 

40.538 
15.190 
24,065 
7.547 
6,775 
9,743 
1.283 

3.039 
1,476 

336 
180 
20 
26 

1.001 

3.039 
1,971 

377 
- 205 

91 
33 

362 

3,039 
1 

659 
1.465 

740 
76 
98 

3,039 
1.91 0 

340 
83 

706 

3,039 
2,556 

452 
31 

3.039 
1,800 

92 
2 

662 
110 
247 
81 
14 
0 
1 
0 

30 

3,039 
2.885 

154 
0 

3,039 
956 

1.727 
349 
468 
91 0 
356 

4.588 
1.650 

666 
853 
121 
196 

1.102 

4,588 
2,605 

869 
615 
343 

96 
60 

4.588 
0 

659 
1.989 
1,627 

294 
19 

4,588 
2,704 

765 
298 
821 

4.588 
3.264 
1,322 

2 

4.588 
2.302 

143 
2 

817 
402 
622 
296 

2 
0 
0 
0 
2 

4.588 
4.092 

496 
0 

4.588 
1.287 
3.268 

666 
870 

1.732 
33 

30.782 
9,110 
4.997 
6.701 
1.746 
2.661 
5.567 

30.782 
9,997 

1 1.283 
6,471 
2.523 

404 
104 

30.782 
12 

5,723 
10.514 
10,656 
3.829 

48 

30.782 
17.822 
11.059 

948 
953 

30,782 
3.205 

27,568 
9 

30.782 
2.139 

110 
13 

943 
15,683 
10,947 

935 
3 
0 
2 
0 
7 

30.782 
25,520 
5.262 

0 

30,782 
12.489 
18.187 
6,339 
5,206 
6,642 

106 

1.235 
466 
180 
143 
21 
29 

396 

1,235 
635 
258 
181 
113 
25 
23 

1,235 
1 

220 
504 
404 
96 
10 

1,235 
664 
243 
99 

229 

1,235 
757 
476 
2 

1,235 
491 
39 

1 
226 
173 
204 
98 

1 
0 
0 
0 
2 

1,235 
1,108 

127 
0 

1,235 
41 9 
80 1 
174 
21 3 
414 

15 

894 
32 
10 
36 

9 
7 

800 , 

894 
31 
40 
20 

6 
1 

796 

894 
0 

169 
266 
204 
93 

1 62 

894 
339 
190 
48 

317 

894 
107 
466 
321 

894 
51 
8 
4 

44 
266 
158 
34 
8 

22 
24 
10 

265 

894 
686 
191 

17 

894 
39 
82 
19 
18 
45 

773 
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fable L. Socioeconomic and demographic characteristics of individuals sentenced in federal court. 

. *  
Total 
0 
$1-9.999 
$1 0,000-24.999 
$25,000-34.999 
$35.000+ 
Missing 
Education 
Total 
Less than High School Graduate 
High school degree 
Some college 
College degree 
Vocational degree 
Unknown 
Age 
Total 
16-17 
18-24 
25-34 
35-49 
50+ 
Missing 
Race 
Total 
White 
Black 
Other 
Missi?~ 

status 

3-  
'ssing 

I 1994 

100% 
33% 
13% 
1 9% 
5% 
8% 

22% 

100% 
38% 
30% 
19% 
8 % 
1 % 
4 % 

100% 
0% 

18% 
36% 
34% 
11% 
0 % 

100% 
61% 
30% 
4% 
4% 

100% 
27% 
72% 
0% 

100% 
2270 

1 % 
0 % 
4% 

39% 
2940 
4% 
0 % 
0:. 
0% 
09. 
0% 

100% 

15% 
0% 

10090 
3690 
6070 
19% 
17% 

24% 
4 % 

85% 

100% 
48% 
9% 
7% 
0% 
1 % 

35% 

100% 
64% 
12% 
6% 

1 % 
14% 

100% 
0% 

19% 
50% 
26% 
3% 
2% 

100% 
74% 
1 1 % 
2% 

13% 

100% 
87% 
13% 
0% 

100% 
70% 

4 Sb 
0% 

13% 
3 % 
7 % 
2% 
0 % 
04. 
0% 
0% 
0 % 

100% 
94% 

6% 
0% 

100% 
3 1 % 
55% 
12% 
15% 
28% 
13% 

3% 

100% 
35% 
13% 
21% 
4% 
4% 

24% 

100% 
56% 
20% 
15% 
6% 
2% 
1% 

100% 
0% 

13% 
44% 
36% 
7% 
0% 

100% 
68% 
16% 
9% 
7% 

100% 
7 1 % 
29% 
0% 

100% 
60% 
4 % 
0 % 
7 % 
8 % 

12% 
9 7 0  

0% 
04, 
04. 
0% 
090 

1005. 
88% 
12% 
090 

100% 
27% 
72% 
15% 
19% 
39% 
1 % 

100% 
31X 
14% 
22% 
6% 
9% 

18% 

100% 
32% 
36% 
22% 
9% 
1 % 
1 % 

100% 
0% 

18% 
33% 
35% 
13% 
0% 

100% 
59% 
35% 
4% 
2% 

100% 
11% 
895. 
0% 

100% 
95. 
090 
00,. 
1 01. 
50°% 
3540 

49. 
04. 
0". 
0" 0 

04. 
09. 

1 OO~,. 
839. 
17O. 
090 

100"ro 
39% 
6040 
2 1 % 
17% 
22% 

1 % 

100% 
38% 
11% 
13X 
2% 
4% 

31% 

100% 
48% 
21% 
16% 
9% 
1 0x3 
4% 

100% 
0% 

18% 
41% 
33% 
8% 
1 % 

100% 
62% 
20% 
9% 
9% 

100% 
62% 
38% 
0% 

100% 
50% 

4% 
0 56 
8% 

12% 
16% 
9 % 
0% 
0% 
0% 
09. 
00,O 

100% 
88% 
124, 
0% 

100% 
32% 
64% 
15% 
18% 
32% 
4% 

100% 
6% 
2% 

0% 
1 Yo 

88% 

100% 
2% 
2% 
2% 
0% 
0% 

94% 

100% 
0% 

25% 
29% 
25% 
8% 

13% 

100% 
35% 
22% 
6% 

37% 

100% 
25% 
57% 
18% 

100% 
14% 
1 % 
0% 

10% 
21% 
2150 
5 Sb 

1 1 % 
1 % 
0% 
0% 

16% 

100% 
77% 
22% 
1 % 

100% 
3 % 
4 % 
1 % 
1 % 
2% 

93% 

3% 

100% 
31% 
15% 
20% 

7% 
22% 

100% 
38% 
32% 
18% 
8% 
1% 
3% 

100% 
0% 

18% 
36% 
34% 
11% 
1 % 

100% 
58% 
31% 
4% 
7% 

100% 
24% 
75% 

1 % 

100% 
17% 
1 % 
0 % 
7% 

47% 
30% 
4 % 
0 % 
0 % 
0% 
0% 
1 % 

100% 
85% 
15% 
0% 

100% 
37% 
59% 
19% 
17% 
24% 
3 % 

5% 

100% 
49% 
11% 
6% 
1 % 
1 % 

33% 

100% 
65% 
12% 
7% 
3% 
1 % 

12% 

100% 
0% 
22% 
48% 
24% 
3% 
3% 

100% 
63% 
1 1 % 
3% 

23% 

100% 
04% 
15% 
1 % 

100% 
59% 
3% 
0% 

22% 
4% 
8 % 
3% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
1 % 

100% 
95% 
5% 
0% 

100% 
31% 
57% 
11% 
15% 
30% 
12% 

100% 
36% 
1596 
19% 
3 % 
4 % 

24% 

100% 
57% 
19% 
13% 
7% 
2 Yo 
1% 

100% 
0% 

14% 
43% 
35% 
6% 
0% 

100% 
59% 
17% 
6% 

18% 

100% 
71% 
29% 
0% 

100% 
50% 

3 yo 
0% 

18% 
9% 

14% 
6% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0 70 
0% 

100% 
89% 
11% 
0% 

100% 
28% 
71% 
15% 
19% 
38% 

1 % 

100% 
30% 
16% 
22% 
6 % 
9% 

18% 

100% 
32% 
37% 
21% 
8% 
1% 
0% 

100% 
0% 

19% 
34% 
35% 
12% 
0% 

100% 
58% 
36% 

3% 
3% 

100% 
10% 
90% 
0% 

100% 
7% 
0% 
0% 
3% 

51 % 
36% 
3% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

100% 
83% 
17% 
0% 

100% 
41% 
59% 
21% 
17% 
22% 
0% 

100% 
38% 
15% 
12% 
2% 
2% 

32% 

100% 
51% 
21% 

9% 
2% 
2% 

100% 
0% 

18% 
41% 
33% 
8% 
1 % 

1 ooo/o 
54% 
20% 
870 

19% 

100% 
6 1 VO 
39% 
0% 

100% 

3% 
0% 

18% 
14% 
17% 
8% 
0 % 
0 Q/* 
0% 
0% 
0% 

100% 
90% 
10% 
0% 

100% 
34% 
65% 
14% 
17% 
34% 

1 % 

15% 

40% 

100% 
4% 
1 % 
4% 
1 % 
1 % 

89% 

100% 
3% 
4% 
2 x  
1% 
0% 

89% 

100% 
0% 

19% 
30% 
23% 
10% 
18% 

100% 
38% 
21 % 

5% 
35% 

100% 
12% 
52% 
36% 

100% 
6% 
1 % 
0% 
5% 

30% 
18% 
4% 
1 Yo 
2% 
3% 
1 070 

30% 

100% 
77% 
21% 
2% 

100% 
4 % 
9% 
2% 
2% 
5% 

86% 
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Table L. Socioeconomic and demographic characteristics of individuals sentenced in federal court. . 

- 
11, c 

Total 
0 
$1-9.999 
$10.000-24.999 
$25.000-34.999 
$35.000+ 
Missing 
Education 
Total 
Less than High School Graduate 
High school degree 
Some college 
College degree 
Vocational degree 
Unknown 
Age 
Toral 
16-1 7 
18-24 
25-34 
35-49 
50+ 
Missing 

+?ace 
Total 
While 
Black 
Olher 
h k s i n g  

anic slalus 
A1 

Hispanic 
Non-Hispanic 
Miss'ng 
Hispanic statushace 
Total 
HiSDan~CN!lhile 
HisoancBiacC 
Hlsoanic'0:ner 

Nm-HispanicWhite 
lucn-Hispanid8lack 
Non- Hispanic;Ofher 
Non-HisoanidMtssing 
M:sstng,Wnife 
M.ssing'Biack 
rwi ssing!Other 
MissingIMissing 
Sex 
Total 
hqaie 
Female 
Missing 
Number of dependents 
Total 
0 
1 or more 

HisDaniG'Missing 

1 
z 
3+ 
issing 

- .  
m d.U 1991-1995. 

1993 I 1992 

43,175 
13.687 
6.454 
8.225 
2,122 
2.81 9 
9,868 

43,175 
16,391 
13.801 
7.585 
3.264 

579 
1.555 

43.175 
6 

8,041 
15.682 
14.663 
4.478 

305 

43,175 
24.667 
12.897 

1.520 
4,091 

43,175 
10,142 
32.586 

447 

43.175 
6.078 

396 
5 

3,663 
18.533 
12.492 

1,483 
78 
56 

9 
32 

350 

43.175 
36.478 
6.630 

67 

43,175 
15.997 
25,638 
7.822 
7.345 

10,471 
1,540 

2,661 
1.230 

279 
169 
17 
30 

936 

2,661 
1,742 

373 
198 
98 
43 

207 

2,661 
1 

589 
1,239 

696 
87 
49 

2.661 
1.489 

326 
65 

781 

2.661 
2.202 

445 
14 

2,661 
1,365 

71 
1 

765 
123 
255 
64 
3 
1 
0 
0 

13 

2.661 
2,475 

186 
0 

2,661 
846 

1.606 
329 
455 
822 
209 

5,199 
1,915 

801 
833 
149 
191 

1,310 

5,199 
2.985 
1,021 

649 
404 
79 
61 

5,199 
0 

801 
2.280 
1,819 

287 
12 

5.199 
2,760 

919 
323 

1.197 

5,199 
3,711 
1,485 

3 

5,199 
2,363 

164 
0 

1.184 
397 
755 
32 1 

12 
5 
0 
2 
1 

5.199 
4.624 

575 
0 

5,199 
1,406 
3.750 

769 
960 

2.021 
43 

32.649 
9.973 
5.184 
7,040 
1,920 
2,549 
5.983 

32,649 
10.91 1 
12.077 
6.506 
2,644 

424 
87 

32.649 
5 

6,143 
11,214 
11,353 
3.912 

22 

32,649 
19.152 
11.180 

959 
1.358 

32.649 
3.122 

29,498 
29 

32.649 
1.684 

105 
3 

1,330 
17.453 
11.073 

954 
18 
15 
2 
2 

10 

32.649 
27,174 
5.475 

0 

32.649 
13.242 
19.278 
6.529 
5.652 
7.097 

129 

1.381 
526 
178 
155 
32 
45 

445 

1.381 
714 
273 
209 
117 
30 
38 

1.381 
0 

238 
578 
457 

98 
10 

1.381 
709 
269 

78 
325 

1.381 
874 
505 

2 

1.381 
503 
50 

1 

320 
206 
219 
77 

3 
0 
0 
0 
2 

1.381 
1.226 

154 
1 

1.381 
430 
91 7 
172 
254 
491 
34 

1.285 
43 
12 
28 
4 
4 

1,194 

1.285 
39 
57 
23 

1 
3 

1.162 

1,285 
0 

270 
371 
338 
94 

212 

1.285 
557 
203 
95 

430 

1.285 
233 
653 
399 

1.285 
163 

6 
0 

64 
354 
190 
67 
42 
40 
7 

28 
324 

1.285 
979 
240 
66 

,285 
73 
87 
23 
24 
40 

,125 

39.168 
9.252 
5.612 
6,757 
1,290 
1.601 

14,656 

39.168 
15,147 
12,391 
6,925 
2,657 

647 
1.401 

39,168 
16 

7,040 
14.830 
13,199 
3,667 

416 

39.168 
22.737 
11.287 

1,704 
3.440 

39.168 
8,821 

29,914 
433 

39,168 
5.333 

387 
370 

2.731 
17.378 
10,888 
1,288 

360 
26 
12 
46 

349 

39.168 
32.727 

6,394 
47 

39,168 
14.968 
23.393 
6.942 
6.401 

10,050 
807 

2,163 
704 
208 
134 
14 
21 

1.002 

2,163 
1.413 

295 
203 
82 
15 

155 

2,163 
1 

48 1 
988 
539 

79 
75 

2.163 
1.208 

305 
121 
529 

2,163 
1,762 

383 
18 

2.163 
1,109 

76 
65 

512 
98 

227 
56 

2 
1 
2 
0 

15 

2,163 
2.001 

162 
0 

2.163 
735 

1,364 
255 
346 
763 

64 

4.685 
1,371 

531 
657 
94 

136 
1.896 

4.685 
2.691 

91 1 
607 
299 
82 
95 

4.685 
1 

751 
2.088 
1.569 

246 
30 

4.685 
2,668 

840 
404 
n 3  

4.685 
3.403 
1,276 

6 

4,685 
2,325 

150 
155 
773 
343 
688 
245 

0 
0 
2 
4 
0 

4.685 
4,203 

482 
0 

4,685 
1,261 
3.386 

654 
861 

1,871 
38 

29.785 
6,692 
4.715 
5.807 
1,162 
1,401 

10,008 

29,785 
10.254 
10,870 
5,862 
2,147 

510 
142 

29,785 
11 

5,373 
10,835 
10.374 
3,173 

19 

29.785 
18,027 
9,771 

995 
992 

29.785 
2,531 

27.194 
60 

29.785 
1,350 

111 
114 
956 

16.655 
9.652 

869 
18 
22 

8 
12 
78 

29,785 
24,435 

5,350 
0 

29.785 
12,424 
17.288 
5.813 
4,926 
6,549 

73 

1,411 
365 
134 
125 
18 
37 

732 

1,411 
732 
265 
218 
124 
33 
39 

1.411 
1 

248 
605 
464 
89 

4 

1,411 
694 
332 
107 
278 

1,411 
878 
532 

1 

1,411 
520 
49 
32 

277 
174 
283 

74 
1 
3 
0 
1 
0 

1,411 
1,235 

176 
0 

1.411 
447 
953 
189 
239 
525 

11 

1,124 
40 
24 
34 
2 
6 

1,018 

1,124 
57 
50 
35 
5 
7 

970 

1,124 

187 
314 
253 
80 

288 

1.124 
140 
39 
77 

868 

1,124 
247 
529 
348 

1.124 
29 

1 
4 

213 
108 
38 
44 

339 
3 
0 

29 
316 

1,124 
053 
224 
. 47 

1,124 
101 
402 
31 
29 

342 
621 

2 
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Table L. Socioeconomic and demographic characteristics of individuals sentenced in federal court. 

11 .e 
Total 
0 
$1-9.999 
$10,000-24.999 
$25.000-34.999 
535.000+ 
Missing 
Education 
Total 
Less than High School Graduate 
High school degree 
Some college 
College degree 
Vocational degree 
Unknown 

Total 
Age 

16-17 
18-24 
25-34 
35-49 
50+ 
Missing 
Race 
ToIal 
White 

Other 
Missing 

31 

Hispan c 
Non-HisDanic 
Missins 
Hispanic statuslrace 
Tota 
H iscar  c l V i l  re 
Hisoar :I3 ac- 
H i S O a r  c 3 ' ' ~  
HisDanc t.1 s s m i  
No- H soawc W n  le 

Nan H s o a r 1 ~ 0  ach 
N o n  HiscanNcO'-e '  
NCP H s 3 a n i i  IJissinS 
M s s  ~ j ' & r  'E 
Mssr;0ach 
M I S S I ? ~  Owe, 
hl s s  r c  M ss n; 
Sex 
To ia  
hlaie 
Fernate 
Miss r g  
Number of dependents 

Tota 
0 
1 or rn3re 

Black 

3anic status 

1 
c 
3, 
'issing 

uon CInIa. 1991-1995 
1993 I 1992 

1 00% 
32% 
15% 
19% 
5% 
7% 
23% 

100% 
38% 
32% 
18% 
8% 
1% 
4 70 

100% 
0% 
19% 
36% 
34% 
10% 
1 % 

100% 
57% 
30% 
4% 
9% 

100% 
23% 
75% 
1 % 

100% 
14% 
1 % 
0% 
8 % 
43% 
29% 
3 % 
0 % 
0% 
Ooi, 
0% 
1 % 

100% 
84% 
15% 
0 Sb 

100% 
37% 
59% 
18% 
17% 
24% 
496 

100% 
46% 
10% 
6% 
1 % 
1 % 
35% 

100% 
65% 
14% 
?% 
4% 
2% 
8% 

100% 
0% 
22% 
47% 
26% 
3% 
2% 

100% 
56% 
12% 
2% 
29% 

100% 
83% 
17% 
1 % 

100% 
51% 
3 % 
0% 
29% 
5 % 
10% 
2% 
0 % 
0% 
0% 
0 70 
0% 

100% 
93% 
7% 
0 % 

100% 
32% 
60% 
12% 
17% 
31% 
8% 

100% 
31% 
15% 
16% 
3% 
4% 
25% 

100% 
57% 
20% 
12% 
8% 
2% 
1 % 

100% 
0% 
15% 
44% 
35% 
6 % 
0% 

100% 
5336 
18% 
6% 
23% 

100% 
71% 
29% 
0 % 

100% 
45% 
3% 
0 % 
23% 
8% 
15% 
6% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

100% 
89% 
1 1 %  
0% 

100% 
27% 
72% 
15% 
18% 
3 9% 
1 % 

100% 
31 % 
16% 
22% 
6% 
8% 
18% 

100% 
33% 
37% 
20% 
8% 
1 % 
0 % 

100% 
0% 
19% 
34% 
35% 
12% 
0% 

100% 
59% 
34% 
3 % 
4 % 

100% 
10% 
90% 
0% 

100% 
5 % 
0% 
0% 
4% 
53% 
34% 
3% 
0% 
0% 
076 
0% 
OS0 

1OOJb 
83% 
17% 
0% 

100% 
4 1 % 
59% 
20% 
1 7% 
22% 
0% 

100% 
38% 
13% 
11% 
2% 
3% 
32% 

100% 
52% 
20% 
15% 
8% 
2% 
3% 

100% 
0% 

1 7% 
42% 
33% 
7% 
1 % 

100% 
51% 
199e 
6% 
24 % 

100% 
63% 
37% 
0% 

100% 
36% 
4% 
0 % 
23% 
15% 
16% 
6 % 
0 Yo 
0% 
0 7- 
0% 
0% 

100% 
89% 
1 1 %  
0% 

100% 
31% 
66% 
12% 
18% 
36% 
2% 

100% 
3% 
1 % 
2% 
0% 
0% 
93% 

100% 

4% 
2% 
0% 
0% 
90% 

100% 
0% 
21% 
29% 
26% 
7% 
16% 

100% 
43% 
16% 
7 % 
33% 

100% 
18% 
5 1 % 
31 '/o 

100% 
13% 
0% 
0% 
5 % 
28% 
15% 
5 % 
3 % 
3 % 
1 % 
2 Yo 

3% 

25% 

100% 
76% 
19% 
5% 

100% 
6 % 
7% 
2% 
2 % 

88% 
3% 

100% 
24% 
14% 
17% 
3% 
4% 
37% 

100% 
39% 
32% 
18% 
7% 
2% 
4% 

100% 
0% 
18% 

34% 
9% 
1 % 

1 00% 
58% 

38% 

29% 
4 % 
9% 

100% 
23% 
76% 
1 % 

100% 
14% 
1 % 
1 % 
7% 
44% 
28% 
3 % 
1 % 
0 % 
0% 
0% 
1 % 

100% 
84% 
16% 
0 % 

100% 
38% 
60% 
18% 
16% 
26% 
2% 

1 00% 
36% 
10% 
6% 
1% 
1 % 
46% 

100% 
65% 
14% 
9% 
4% 
1 % 
7% 

100% 
0% 
22% 
46% 
25% 
4% 
3% 

100% 
56% 
14% 
6% 
24% 

100% 
8 1 % 
18% 
1 % 

100% 
51% 
4% 
3% 
24% 
5% 
10% 
3 % 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
1 Yo 

100% 
93% 
7% 
0% 

100% 
34% 
63% 
12% 
16% 
35% 
3% 

100% 
29% 
11% 
14% 
2% 
3% 
40% 

100% 
57% 
19% 
13% 
6% 
2% 
2 % 

100% 
0% 
16% 
45% 
33% 
5% 
1% 

100% 
57% 
18% 
9% 
16% 

100% 
73% 
27% 
0% 

100% 
50% 
3% 
3% 
16% 
7 % 
15% 
5 % 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

100% 
90% 
10% 
0% 

100% 
27% 
72% 
14% 
18% 
40% 
1 % 

1 00% 
22% 
16% 
19% 
4% 
5 % 
34% 

100% 
34% 
36% 
20% 
7% 
2% 
0% 

100% 
0% 
18% 
36% 
35% 
11% 
0% 

100% 
61% 
33% 
3 % 
3% 

100% 
8 % 
9 1 % 
0% 

100% 
5% 
0% 
0% 
3 % 
56% 
32% 
3 % 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

100% 
82% 
18% 
0% 

100% 
42% 
58% 
20% 
1 7% 
22% 
0% 

100% 
26% 
9% 
9% 
1 % 
3% 
52% 

100% 
52% 
19% 
15% 
9% 
2% 
3% 

100% 
0% 
18% 
43% 
33% 
6% 
0% 

100% 
49% 
24% 
8 % 
20% 

100% 
62% 
38% 
0% 

100% 
37% 
3% 
2% 
20% 
1 2% 
20% 
5% 
0 % 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

100% 
88% 
12% 
0% 

100% 
32% 
68% 
13% 
17% 
37% 
1 % 

1 oooio 
4% 
2% 
3% 
0% 
1 % 
91% 

100% 

4% 
3% 
0% 
1% 

86% 

100% 
0% 

1 7% 
28% 
23% 
7% 
26% 

100% 
12% 

7% 
77% 

100% 
22% 
47% 
31% 

100% 
3% 
0% 
0% 
19% 
10% 
3% 
4% 
30% 
0% 
0% 

28% 

100% 
76% 
20% 
4 % 

100% 
9% 
36% 
3% 
3% 
30% 
55% 

5% 

3% 

3% 
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Table L. Socioeconomic and demographic characteristics of individuals sentenced in federal court. 

lllc0mc 
Total 
0 
$1-9.999 
5 10,OOO-24.999 
525.000-34.999 
%35.000+ 
Missing 
Education 
Total 
Less than High School Graduate 
High school degree 
Some college 
College degree 
Vocational degree 

. Unknown 

Total 
Age 

16-17 
18-24 
25-34 
35-49 
50+ 
Missing 
Race 
Total 
White 
Black 
Other 
Missing 
Hispanic status 
Total 
Hispanic 
Non-Hispanic 
Missiqg 
Hispanic statushace 
To:al 
HiSDa~lC'Whll€ 
Hisoan1c'Black 
H;spa?ic'O!ner 

Non-H~sDanic:2n/hlfe 
Non-HlsDanicBlack 
Non- HiSpaniL'Other 
Non-Hisoanic'Missing 
M issi naWh i le 
M~ssing'Black 
Missing.'O! he 
Missing'Missing 
Sex 
Total 
Male 
Female 
Missing 
Number 01 dependents 
Total 
0 
1 or more 
1 

2 
3* 

Missing 

HlSpa nc'h1,ssing 

ion OaP 1991-1995. 
1991 

34,119 
185 

5.299 
6.307 

934 
1,070 

20,324 

34.119 
13,190 
10,159 
5,792 
2.174 

425 
2.379 

34,119 
10 

6.184 
13.200 
11,241 
2.989 

495 

34,119 
20,470 

9.199 
1,465 
2.985 

34,119 
8,006 

24,892 
1,221 

34,119 
5.644 

164 
2 

2,196 
14.826 
9,034 
1,030 

2 
0 
1 

433 
787 

34,119 
28.073 
5,615 

431 

34,119 
13,153 
20.475 
5.960 
5,562 
8.953 

491 

1,528 
12 

152 
86 
6 

12 
1.260 

1.528 
1,029 

176 
100 
46 
18 

159 

1.528 
2 

375 
768 
298 
37 
48 

1,528 
916 
149 
53 

410 

1.528 
1,174 

24 5 
109 

1.528 
82 1 

11 
1 

34 1 
95 

138 
12 
0 
0 
0 

40 
69 

1.528 
1.382 

99 
47 

1.528 
568 
948 
171 
22 1 
556 

12 

i 

4.1 10 
16 

568 
644 
77 
90 

2,715 

4.110 
2,439 

653 
592 
269 
53 

104 

4,110 
2 

751 
1,915 
1,249 

188 
5 

4.110 
2.479 

747 
243 
64 1 

4,110 
2.782 
1,209 

119 

4,110 
2,075 

80 
1 

626 
404 
667 
138 

0 
0 
0 

104 
15 

4.1 10 
3.681 

424 
5 

4,110 
1.213 
2.885 

58 1 
757 

1,547 
12 

25,020 
133 

4.269 
5,210 

806 
902 

13,700 

25,020 
8.747 
8.983 
4.832 
1,675 

309 
474 

25,020 
5 

4.471 
9.262 
8,762 
2,513 

7 

25,020 
15,598 
7.638 

935 
849 

25.020 
2.827 

21,931 
262 

25,020 
2.013 

38 
0 

776 
13.585 
7,599 

745 
2 
0 
1 

190 
71 

25.020 
20.408 

4.610 
2 

25,020 
10.565 
14.427 
4.814 
4,141 
5,472 

28 

1,744 
20 

176 
21 1 
22 
36 

1,279 

1,744 
922 
304 
243 
168 
39 
68 

1.744 
0 

307 
772 
558 
101 

6 

1,744 
919 
358 
165 
302 

1,744 
954 
693 
97 

1,744 
643 
28 
0 

283 
276 
330 
87 
0 
0 
0 

78 
19 

1,744 
1.534 

209 
1 

1.744 
545 

1,190 
254 
313 
623 

9 

1,717 
4 

134 
156 
23 
30 

1,370 

1,717 
53 
43 
25 
16 
6 

1,574 

1.717 
1 

280 
483 
374 
150 
429 

1.717 
558 
307 
69 

783 

1.717 
269 
814 
634 

1.717 
92 
7 
0 

170 
466 
300 
48 

0 
0 
0 

21 
613 

,717 
,068 
273 
376 

,717 
262 
,025 
140 
130 
755 
430 
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Table L. Socioeconomic and demographic characteristics of individuals sentenced in federal court. 
Some: Urmed States Senlacmg C m  

Income 
Total 
0 
$1-9.999 
$10.000-24.999 
$25.000-34,999 
$35,000+ 
Missing 
Education 
Total 
Less than High School Graduate 
High school degree 
Some college 
College degree 
Vocational degree 
Unknown 

Total 
Age 

16-17 
18-24 
25-34 
35-49 
50+ 
Missing 
Race 
Total 
White 
Black 
Other 
Missing 
Hispanic status 
Total 
Hispanic 
Non-Hispanic 
hlissing 
Hispanic statuslrace 
Tala 
HispariclWh,te 
H m a m  Black 
h soaniLO’her 
HispandMissing 
Nw-HisDanidWhite 
Nan-HisDanicBlack 
Non- Hisoanic’Other 
Non-hisoanidMissing 
M~ssng’While 
M&sing,’Black 
M sslng’other 
MissinglMissing 
Sex 
Total 
Male 
Female 
MissinG 
Number of dependenls 
Total 
0 
1 or more 
1 

2 
3+ 

Missing 

8rn *la. 1991-1995. 
1991 

100% 
1% 

16% 
18% 
3% 
3% 

60% 

100% 
39% 
30% 
17% 
6% 
1 % 
7% 

100% 
0% 

1 E% 
39% 
33% 

9% 
1 % 

100% 
60% 
27% 
4% 
9% 

100% 
23% 
73% 

4 % 

100% 
17% 
0% 
0% 
6% 

43% 
26% 

3 % 
0% 
0% 
0% 
1 % 
2% 

100% 
82% 
16% 

1 70 

100% 
3 9% 
60% 
1 7% 
16% 
26% 
1 % 

100% 
1 x 

10% 
6% 
0% 
1 % 

82% 

100% 
67% 
12% 
7% 
3% 
1% 

10% 

100% 
0% 

25% 
50X 
20% 

2% 
3% 

100% 
60% 
10% 
3% 

27% 

100% 
77% 
16% 
7% 

100% 

1 % 
0% 

22% 
6% 
9% 
1 Yo 

0% 
0% 
0% 
3% 
5% 

100% 
90% 
6% 
3% 

100% 
37% 
62% 
11% 
14% 

3 6 % 
1 % 

54% 

1 00% 
0% 

14% 
1 6% 
2% 
2% 

66% 

100% 
59% 
16% 
14% 
7% 
1% 
3% 

100% 
0% 

18% 
47% 

5% 
0% 

100% 
60% 
18% 
6% 

16% 

100% 
6 8 ‘10 
29% 
3 % 

100% 
50% 
2% 
0 70 

15% 
10% 
1 6Y0 
3 % 
0% 
040 
0% 
3 70 
0 9b 

100% 
90% 
10% 
0 Sb 

100% 
30% 
70% 
14% 
18% 
38% 
0% 

30% 

100% 
1 % 

17% 
21% 

3% 
4% 

55% 

100% 
35% 
3 6% 
19% 
7% 
1% 
2% 

100% 
0% 

18% 
37% 
35% 
10% 
0% 

100% 
62% 
31% 
4 % 
3% 

100% 
11% 
88% 

1 % 

100% 
8% 
0% 
0% 
3% 

54 Yo 
30% 

3% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
1 x 
0% 

100% 
02% 
18% 
0 Yo 

100% 
42% 
58% 
19% 
17% 
22% 
0% 

100% 
1% 

10% 
12% 
1 % 
2% 
73% 

100% 
53% 
17% 
14% 
10% 
2% 
4% 

100% 
0% 

18% 
44% 
32% 
6% 
0% 

100% 
53% 
21% 

9% 
17% 

100% 
55% 
40% 

6% 

100% 
37% 
2% 
0% 

16% 
16% 
19% 
5% 
0 % 
0 Yo 
0 % 
4% 
1 % 

100% 
88% 
12% 
0 % 

100% 
3 1 % 
68% 
15% 
18% 
36% 
1 % 

100% 
0% 
8% 
9% 
1 % 
2% 

80% 

100% 
3% 
3% 
1% 
1% 
0% 

92% 

100% 
0% 

16% 
28% 
22% 

9% 
25% 

100% 
32% 
18% 
4% 
46Yo 

100% 
16% 
47% 
37% 

100% 
5% 
0 % 
0% 

10% 
27% 
17% 
3% 
0 % 
0 % 
0 % 
1 % 

36% 

100% 
62% 
16% 
22% 

100% 
15% 
60% 
8% 
0% 

44% 
25% 
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Table M. Sentence costs, by major federal offense convictions. 
Source: United States Sentencing Commission data. 1991-1995. 

1995 
Total 
Illegal Aliens 
Legal Aliens 

Citizens 
Alien, status unknown 

Missing 

1994 
Total 
Illegal Aliens 
Legal Aliens 

Crtrzens 
Alien. status unknown 

Missing 

1993 
Total 
Illegal Aliens 
Legal Aliens 

Citizens 
Alien. status unknown 
Missing 

1992 
Total 
Illegal Aliens 
Legal Aliens 
Cmzens 
Alien status unknown 
Mrssing 
1991 

Total 

lttegal Aliens 
Legal Aliens 
Citizens 
Alien status unknown 
Missing 

.$94.987 $39.123 $159.351 $29,135 $56.939 $74.286 $73,165 
$71.282 $45.066 $139,757 $20.259 $59.089 $20,979 $61.509 
$89,463 $23.465 $137,466 $27.860 $43.122 $124.553 $39,105 
$100.695 $18.640 5167.722 $29.849 $61,269 $76,064 $77.572 

$38,779 $10.340 $165,289 $6,493 $9,626 $68.322 $26,644 
$90,617 $30,221 5133,4n $31,375 $54.055 $38.147 $47.258 

$97.104 $37,084 $158.626 $26,376 $61.097 
$75,472 $43,811 $144,073 $15,989 $48.994 
$98,429 232.423 $149,739 $21,027 $43.277 
$99,863 $15,253 $1 62,632 $27,565 $65.802 
$105.683 $26.023 - $147,205 $24.970 $56,316 
$57.027 $10.857 $159.680 $12.873 $99,733 

$73.301 
$58,798 
$41,652 
$77.444 
$47.591 
$46,019 

$101,412 $35,172 $159.924 $27,914 $77,968 $41,042 $75,631 
$61,552 

$103.272 $30,047 $153,471 $30.514 $54,920 . $47.310 
$102,356 $31,316 $163.077 $26,246 $83.192 $41.042 $77.325 
$115.549 $28.777 $155.311 $31,232 $97,686 . $63.207 
$90.601 $19,556 $161.129 $20,992 $49.664 . $96,455 

$84,034 $42.259 $144.005 $15.954 $71,505 . 

$100.883 $30,414 $161,415 $28,870 $65.743 $414,333 $70,756 
$86.025 $32,946 $145.600 $19,093 $78,130 . $50,590 
$112.435 $30,506 $167,761 $33.882 $57,225 . $50.783 
$99,148 $1 9.078 $161.802 $29,166 $68.487 $333.388 $69.948 

$1 16.41 1 $30,827 $1 59,135 $22,572 $50,206 . $46,069 
$108.183 $32.624 $140.420 $16.295 $81,149 $900,003 $131,766 

$96,695 $28.177 $157.665 $31,110 $68.551 $16,480 $65,610 
$72,755 $34.043 $148.685 $16.856 $50.828 . $45.750 
$98.553 $22.418 $154.147 $28,213 $63.253 . $49.461 
$95,979 $22.204 $156.768 $31.918 $72,495 . $65.339 
$122,194 $18.815 $171.950 $32.597 $57.329 . $60.996 
$98,195 $34,693 $170,095 $21.556 $72,056 $16,480 $95,817 

Note The immigrations oftenses category IS composed of five different offenses smuggling unlawful aliens and related offenses, 
uniawtully entering the US, trafficking in entry documents, fraudulently acquiring entry documents, and passport violations 
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APPENDIX B. PSAIS DATA PROBLEMS 
This appendix describes the methods used to identify duplicate records in the Pretrial 

Services Act Information System (PSAIS) data. Identifying duplicate records was a complicated 
task, given the variations in spellings and the lack of consistent identifiers. We first constructed 
blocks of records on the basis of birth dates and first 3 letters of last name. Within blocks, we 
identified duplicate records by: (a) using UNIQUEID and social security number; (b) using 
names; and (c) by hand. Across the entire data set, we then identified duplicate records using 
UNIQUEID and social security number. 

DUPLICATE RECORDS 

In analyzing the PSAIS data from the years 1991-1995, we discovered that a substantial 
number of the data records were duplicates - that is, individuals were represented in the PSAIS 
more than once. The two primary reasons that a person is entered into the database more than 
once are (1) that he or she is transferred from one jurisdiction to another; or (2) that he or she is 
charged more than once. Ignoring the problem by assuming each record represents a different 
person would result in overestimating the number of people in the system and would potentially 
distort the demographic corr.position of the population. This appendix describes the algorithms 
we developed to weed out duplicate records and create a core data set with one record for each 
defendant-case (we count an individual each time he entered the system for a new offense). First, 
we identify all records belonging to a defendant, and then, if the defendant entered the PSAIS 
more than once in the time period, we assign each record to a separate defendant-case. 

The Defendant’s Records 

’ 

The main problem we encountered is that there is no code (or set of codes) in the PSAIS 
that uniquely identifies individuals. The main technique we employed to identify duplicate 
records was to go through the data set and match records by unique characteristics. Although we 
found that any two records with the same unique prisoner identification number (UNIQUEID), 
same birth date, and approximately the same last name refer to the same person, it is possible for 
an individual to have different records, each with a different UNIQUEID value. Although social 
security number is often missing or nonexistent, it can be used to unduplicate a portion of the 
population. The birth date and the name are useful identifiers, but in a data set with 
500,000 records for people with birth dates spanning 40 years (assuming most people are 
herween 20 and 60), that still leaves, on average, more than 30 records per birth date. A person’s 
name was our final identifier, but because i t  is often misspelled, or spelled inconsistently, we 
developed an algorithm to identify duplicate names. If we make the reasonable assumption that 
names of the foreign-born are more often misspelled than those of natives, failure to take into 
account inconsistent spelling would result in a disproportionate failure to identify duplicate 
records of the foreign-born and, thus, an overestimation of the proportion of the PSAIS entrants 
that were foreign-born. We describe below the steps we took to identify duplicate records. 

Identifying Duplicate Records Within Blocks Define by Birth Date and First Three 
Letters of Last Name. In trying to identify whether a record was a duplicate, we needed to 
limit  the number of records to which we compared it; it would be practically impossible to 
compare each record to the 500,OOO others in the data set. We therefore divided the data set into 
blocks of records in which each record had the same birth date and the last name contained the 
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same first three letters. In all of the analysis described in the next two sections, we searched for 
duplicate records only within these blocks. 

Identifying duplicate records using UNIQUEID and social security number. The 
original 1991-1995 PSAIS data set comprised 508,326 records. We found 129,712 individuals 
for whom there were two or more records with the same UNIQUEID. We kept one record to 
represent each of these individuals and removed 167,229 duplicate records. Of the 
34 1,097 remaining records, we identified 36,958 individuals for whom there were two or more 
records with the same social security number. We kept one record to represent each of these 
individuals and removed the 46,432 duplicate records, which left us with 294,665 records. Of 
the remaining records, we identified 222,573 as unique because (1) they did not share a social 
security number with any other record in their block and (2) there were no records with missing 
social security numbers in their block.. After these steps, 72,092 records remained as potential 
duplicate records. 

Identifying duplicate records using names. We edited the names, eliminating 
non-spelling inconsistencies - for instance, commas, double and triple spaces, hyphens, “JR,” 
and “IT’ were removed. We also broke concatenated last names into their component parts. For 
instance, if we have the following two-record group: 

LOPEZSANCHEZ JOSE 

LOPEZ SANCHEZ JOSE 

we would take the shorter last name (LOPEZ), count out the number of letters (5) ,  then insert a 
break after that many letters in the longer last name. Thus, LOPEZSANCHEZ becomes LOPEZ 
SANCHEZ. We then compared the names to see if an exact match could be made. 

We found 49,111 blocks, containing 56,321 records total, where every record in the block 
referred to the same individual. We removed these blocks from further analysis. In blocks in 
which there appeared to be records from at least two individuals, we found 1,151 individuals 
represented by two or more records. We removed another 1.304 records. After these two steps, 
14.467 records remained. 

We then identified 1,880 individuals who had duplicate records on which the names were 
the same but rearranged (such as “Smith John Michael” and “Smith Michael John”) or where one 
had a middle initial equal to the first letter of the extra name in the other (such as “Smith John 
M” and “Smith John Michael”). We removed 3.8 16 duplicate records. 

Next we identified 721 individuals with two or more records in which the names were 
exactly the same except for one or two letters. We removed 1,472 duplicate records, leaving 
9,179 records, which we processed by hand. 

Identifying duplicate records by hand. Our underlying strategy was to assume that 
records with the same last name and birth date were the same unless there was compelling 
evidence that they were not. The specific rules we used were as follows: 

If two or more records had identical demographic characteristics, district codes, dates 
of entry [to the data system], and offenses, we identified them as belonging to the 
same individual. 
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c If two or more records had the same district codes, dates of entry, and offenses, but 
the demographic characteristics were missing from one of the records, we identified 
them as belonging to the same individual. 

For Hispanic names, we developed special conventions. Many persons of Hispanic 
origin have names with four parts: a first name, a middle name, father’s last name, 
and mother’s last name. Usually, only three names are recorded. If two records had 
the same first and last names and the middle name differed, we assumed they were the 
same person. 

b Lf the name and demographic characteristics were the same, but the district codes or 
dates of entry differed, we assumed they were the same person. 

Using these methods of detecting duplicate records, we found that 225,685 out of 508,326 
(44 percent) were duplicates. 

Identifying Duplicate Records Across Entire Data Set Using UNIQUEID and Social 
Security Number. After removing duplicates within birth date and last name blocks, we 
checked across the entire data set to see if there were any records with the same UNIQUEIDS or 
social security numbers. We found 8,635 records that had the same social security number and 
either the same date of birth or same UNIQUEID as another record. We followed steps similar to 
those outlined above to remove additional duplicate records and found 275,840 different 
individuals represented among the 508,326 records in the original data set (46 percent were 
duplicates). After eliminating all records except those whose type was designated as 
“complaint,” “indictment/information,” or “transfer received” (PSAIS Data Field Specifications, 
p A3), 256,069 individuals and 433,952 records remained (41 percent were duplicates). 

Identifying Defendant-cases 

After linlung each record to a defendant, the next step was to determine how many times 
the individual entered the PSAIS for a different offense and to consolidate all of the information 
from multiple records into one record for each defendant-case. If an individual entered the system 
for one offense, was released, and entered the system again for a second offense, we counted 
these as two separate defendant-cases. If an individual had two records with different unique 
identification numbers and initial hearing dates which were more than a year apart, we counted 
them as two distinct defendant-cases. If the two (or more) records had the same unique 
identification number or had initial hearing dates within a year of each other, we assumed they 
referred to the same offense. Of the 256,069 individuals, 3,834 ( 1.5 percent) had more than one 
case; there were 260,188 defendant cases. For each defendant-case, we consolidated the 
information from all of the multiple records into one record by passing through the different 
records and retaining all valid information from the different records. 

b 

Year of Initial 
Because of the 

censoring of the data set, 
the number of duplicate 
defendant cases and the 
total number of 
defendant-cases declined 
from 1991 to 1995. 

Total Number of 
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APPENVX C. PSAIS DETAILED TABLES 
The following pages show more detailed tabulations of data from the Pretrial Sentencing 

Administration than are shown in the body of the text in Chapter 3. The table designations in 
this Appendix correspond to those in Chapter 3. Thus, Table B in this Appendix provides 
additional detail for Table 3B. 
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Table A. Sociodemographic characteristics of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1995. 

Number 

Illegal Legal 
rota1 Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

Source: Pretrial Sentenc 

status group kgal status group 

Illegal Legal Illegal Legal 
Total Alien Alien Citizen Unknown Total Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

Pretrial incarcerated 
population 
Sex 
Female 
Male 
Unknown 

2,335 

294 
2.035 

6 

358 
459 

1.518 

'88 

308 

178 
133 
11 

1.617 

9 
476 
973 
696 
156 
25 

1,614 
384 

5 

123 
209 

833 
1,309 

193 

72 
69 

334 
58 

248 
9 

1,545 

Employment Status 
Unemployed 
Employed 
Unknown 
Education Level 
College Degree 
Less than High Schoc 
Graduate 
.High school 
Graduate/GED 
Some College 
Vocational 
Unknown 

Age 
14-17 
18-24 
25-34 

loooh- 

13% 
87% 
0% 

15% 
20% 
65% 

4% 

13% 

8% 
6% 
O V O  

69% 

0% 
20% 
42% 
30% 
7% 
1% 

69% 
16% 

0% 

5% 
9% 

36% 
56% 
8% 

3% 

14% 
2% 

11% 
0% 

66% 

3% 

- .,gh 
Missing 
Race 
White 
Black 
Arnencan Indian1 
Alaskan Native 

100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
10070 

100YO 

100% 

1000/0 
100% 
100% 
100?'0 

100% 
100% 
10070 
100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 

100% 

100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 

Asian Pacific lslandei 
Missing 
Hispanic Origin 
Non-HisDanic 
HiSDaniC 
Missing 
Marital Status 

Cohabiting 
Divorced 
Married 
Seoarated 
Single 
Widowed 
Unknown 

I Administration data. 1995. 
1 Percentage distribution ?or each legal 1 Percentage with characteristic in each 

52,812 7,608 5,867 37,002 

8,381 497 788 6,802 
44,419 7,111 5,078 30,195 

12 0 1 5 

19,920 2,141 2,051 15,370 
25,622 2.293 3,377 19,493 
7,270 3,174 439 2,139 

4,148 163 501 3.396 

16.115 2.959 2,625 10,223 

14.094 672 1,148 12.096 
9.201 307 853 7.908 

797 46 109 631 
8.457 3,461 631 2,748 

222 27 10 176 
11.308 1.981 906 7,945 
19,347 3,652 2,430 12,292 
16,745 1,728 2,097 12,224 
5,113 204 420 4,333 

77 16 4 32 

34,425 6,490 4,307 22,014 
15,436 714 1,004 13,334 

824 2 10 807 

1.648 324 495 706 
479 78 51 141 

35,792 1,144 1,937 31.878 
16.780 6,450 3,921 5.100 

240 14 9 24 

3.791 643 597 2.479 
5,591 197 440 4,885 

16.052 1,632 2,549 11,537 
2.913 264 391 2,200 

16.706 1,720 1,459 13,279 
492 33 55 395 

7.267 3,119 376 2.227 

I loooh 100% loooh 

l6YO 7% 13% 
84% 93% 87% 

OYO 0% 0% 

38% 28% 35% 
49% 30% 58% 
14% 42% 7% 

8% 2% 9% 

31% 39% 45% 

27% 9% 200/0 
17% 4% 15% 
2% 1% 2% 

16% 45% 11% 

0% 0% 0% 
21% 26% 15% 
37% 48% 41% 
32% 23% 36% 
10% 3% 7% 
0% 0% 0% 

65% 85% 73% 
29% 9% 17% 

2% 0% 0% 

3% 4% 8% 
1% 1 % 1% 

68% 15% 33% 
32% 85Yo 67% 
0% 0% 0% 

7% 8% 10% 
1 1 Sb 3% 7% 
30% 21% 43% 
6% 3% 7% 

32% 23% 25% 
1 % 0% 1 % 

14% 41% 6% 

100% 

18% 
82% 

OYO 

42% 
53% 
6% 

9% 

28% 

33% 
21% 
2% 
7% 

0% 
21% 
33% 
33% 
12% 
0% 

59% 
36% 

2% 

2% 
0% 

86% 
14% 
0% 

7% 
13% 
31% 

6% 
36% 

1 Yo 

6% 

14YO 

6% 
16% 
0% 

11% 
9% 
44% 

4% 

18% 

5% 
3% 
6% 

41 % 

12% 
18% 
19% 
10% 

21% 

19% 

4% 

5% 

0% 

20% 
16% 

3% 
38% 
6% 

17% 
4% 

10% 
9% 

10% 
7% 

43% 

11% 

9% 
11% 
8% 

1 0% 
13% 
6% 

12% 

16% 

8% 
9% 

14% 
7% 

5% 
8% 

13% 
1370 
8% 
5% 

13% 
7% 

1 % 

30% 
11% 

5% 
232 
4% 

16% 
8% 

16% 
13% 
9% 

11% 
5% 

7w. 

8 1 Yo 

68% 
42% 

no/. 
76% 
29% 

82% 

63% 

86% 
86% 
79% 
32% 

79% 
70% 
64% 
73% 
85% 
42% 

64% 
86% 

98% 

43% 
29% 

89% 
30% 
10% 

65% 
87% 
72% 
76% 
79% 
80% 
3 1 '/o 

4% 

4% 

50% 
5% 

2% 
2% 

21% 

2% 

2% 

1% 
1% 
1 Yo 

19% 

4% 
4% 
5% 
4% 
3% 

32% 

5% 
2% 

1 Yo 

7% 
44 YO 

2% 
8% 

80% 

2% 
1 Yo 
2% 
2% 
1% 
2% 

21% 
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Table A. Sociodemographic characteristics of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1994. 

Percentage distribution for each legal 
Number status group 

Illegal Legal Illegal Legal 
rota1 Alien Alien Citizen Unknown Total Alien Alien Cltkm UnknownTotal 

*=e: Pretrial Sentmc 
Percentage wlth characteflstic in each 

legal status group 

Illegal Legal 
Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

Pretrial incarcerated 
population 
Sax 
Female 
Male 
Unknown 

Employment Status 
Unemployed 
Employed 
unknown 
Education Level 
College Degree 
Less than High School 
Graduate 
High school 
GraduateGED 
Some College 
Vocational 
Unknown 

Age 
14-17 
18-24 
25-34 

7 

*9h 
Missing 
Race 
White 
Black 
Amencan Indian 
Alaskan Native 

Asian/ Pacific Islander 
Missing 
Hispanic Origin 
Non-Hispanic 
Hispanic 
Missing 
Marital Status 
Cohabiting 
Divorced 
Mamed 
Separated 
Single 
Widowed 
Unknown 

49,537 5,722 5,090 35,374 

8.120 499 791 6.482 
41.402 5,223 5,107 28,887 

15 0 0 5 

19,334 1,056 2,767 14,982 
24.119 1,901 3.330 18.378 
6.084 1.965 401 2,014 

3,856 167 486 3,106 

15.093 2.419 2,723 9.630 

13,557 611 1,173 11,570 
9.078 322 867 7.771 

74 1 47 87 589 
7.212 2.156 562 2,708 

188 32 9 140 
10,776 1,529 948 7.756 
17.747 2.681 2.507 11,531 
15,880 1.308 2,036 11,777 
4.856 153 396 4.134 

90 19 2 36 

32,133 4.676 4.322 21.417 
74.784 801 992 12.552 

720 7 5 698 

1.327 158 515 547 
573 80 64 160 

34.505 1,037 1,932 30,562 
14.693 4,656 3,951 4.764 

339 29 15 48 

3.316 529 581 2,141 
5.589 173 442 4,915 

15.381 1.283 2.619 11,130 
2.820 228 411 2,118 

15,448 1.504 1.391 12.288 
43 1 33 42 348 

6.552 1,972 412 2,434 

2,543 

348 
2.185 

10 

329 
51 0 

1,704 

.97 

32 1 

203 
118 
18 

1,786 

7 
543 

1.028 
759 
173 
33 

1.718 
439 

10 

107 
269 

974 
1,322 

247 

65 
59 

34 9 
63 

265 
8 

1,734 

1 loooh 100% loa% 

16% 9% 13% 
84% 91% 8P/o 
0% 0% 0% 

39% 32% 3?%0 
49% 33% 56% 
12% 34% 7% 

8% 3% 8% 

30% 42% 46% 

27% 11% 20% 
18% 6% 15% 
1% 1% 1% 

15% 30Ob 1V/o 

0% 1% 0% 
22% 27% 16% 
36% 47% 43% 
32% 23% 35% 
10% 3% 7% 
0% 0% 0% 

65% 82% 73% 
30% 14% 17% 

1% 0% 0% 

3% 3% 9% 
1% 1% 1% 

70% 18% 33% 
30% 81% 67% 

1% 1% 0% 

7% 9% 10% 

31% 22% 44% 
6% 4% 7% 

31% 26% 24% 
1% 1% 1% 

11% 3% 7% 

13% 34% 7% 

1W% 

18% 
82% 
0% 

42Oh 
52% 
6% 

9% 

27% 

33% 
22% 
2% 
8% 

0% 
22% 
33% 
33% 
12% 
0% 

61 % 
35% 

2% 

2% 
0% 

86% 
13% 
0% 

6 % 
14% 
31% 
6% 

35% 
1 % 
7% 

1oosC 

14X 
86% 

oO/O 

13% 
2V/o 
67% 

4% 

13% 

8% 
5% 
1 Yo 

70% 

0% 
21% 
40% 
30% 
7% 
1 % 

68% 
17% 

0% 

4% 
11% 

38% 
52% 
10% 

3% 
2% 

2% 
10% 

oo/o 

68% 

14% 

100% 12?A 1 B O  

100% 6% 10% 
100% 13% 12% 
100% 0% 0% 

100% 10% 11% 
100% 8% 14% 
100% 32% 7% 

1oOOb 16% 18% 

100% 5 V O  9% 
100% 4% 10% 
100% 6% 12% 
100% 30% 8% 

100% 17% 5% 

100% 15% 14% 
100% 8% 13% 
100% 3% 8% 
100% 21% 2% 

1009b 14% 9% 

100% 15% 13% 
100% 5% 7% 

100% 1% 1% 

100% 12% 39% 
100% 14% 11% 

100% 3% 6% 
100% 32% 27% 
100% 9% 4% 

100% 16% 1S0/o 
100% 3% 8% 
100% 8% 17% 
100% 8% 15% 
100% 10% 9% 
100% 8% 10% 
100% 30% 6% 

71 'A 

80% 
70% 
33% 

77YO 
76% 
33% 

81% 

64% 

85% 
86% 
79% 
38% 

74% 
72% 
65% 
74% 
85% 
40% 

67% 
85% 

97% 

41% 
26% 

89% 
32% 
14% 

65% 
00% 
72% 
75% 
80% 
81% 
37% 

!i% 

4% 

67% 
5% 

2% 
2% 

28% 

3% 

2% 

1% 
1 x 
2% 

25% 

4% 
5% 
6% 
5% 
4% 

37% 

5% 
3% 

1 % 

8% 
47% 

3% 
9Y0, 

73% 

2% 
1 % 
2% 
2% 
2% 
2% 

26% 
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Table A. Sociodemographic characteristics of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1993. 

Percentage distribution for each legal 
Number status group 

Illegal Legal Illegal Legal 
'otal Alien Alien Citizen Unknownlotal Alien Alien Citben UnknownTotal 

Source: Pretrial Sentenc 
Percentage with characteristic in each 

legal status group 

Illegal Legal 
Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

Pretrial Incarcerated 
population 
Sex 
Female 
Male 
Unknown 

1m 

13% 
86% 
1% 

15% 
18% 
67% 

4% 

13O% 

9% 
5% 
0% 

69% 

0% 
22% 
39% 
28% 
8% 
2% 

64% 
19% 

0% 

4% 
12% 

40% 
49% 
11% 

2% 
2% 

16% 
2% 

10% 
0% 

67% 

Employment Status 
Unemployed 
Employed 
unknown ' 

Education Level 
College Degree 
Less than High Schoo 
Graduate 
High school 
GraduateIGED 
Some College 
Vocational 
Unknown 
Age 
14-17 
18-24 
25-34 

7 

. q n  
Missin; 
Race 
White 
Black 
Amencar l n m "  
Alashz, '4 V- 

1oo.h 

100Yo 
100% 
100% 

100% 
l O P / O  
100% 

100% 

100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 

100% 

100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

52,698 5,611 6,378 38,032 

8.562 432 870 6.918 
44,108 5.178 5.507 31.109 

28 1 1 5 

20.942 1,863 2,252 16,437 
25,880 1.928 3,691 19,769 
5,876 1,820 435 1,826 

4,312 158 519 3,538 

16.628 2.493 3,116 10.670 

14,492 575 1.213 12471 
9.717 318 884 8,384 

724 44 82 588 
6.825 2,023 564 2,381 

147 27 5 111 
11.284 1.641 1.023 8.027 
19,275 2,574 2.819 12.826 
16.672 1.188 2.109 12.615 
5.202 158 418 4,418 

118 23 4 35 

34.480 4,610 4.758 23.389 
15.551 701 1,072 13.278 

707 0 6 692 

1.231 197 449 466 
729 103 93 207 

37.191 942 2,044 33,138 
15.004 4.619 4,295 4,769 

503 50 39 125 

3.603 508 655 2,385 
6.142 162 404 5.430 

17.158 1,379 2,890 12,463 
3,052 202 461 2.334 

16.364 1.544 1,470 13.085 
504 31 59 401 

5.075 1.785 359 1.934 

2,677 

,342 
2,314 

21 

390 
492 

1,795 

. 97 

349 

233 
131 
10 

1,857 

4 
593 

1,056 
760 
208 
56 

1,723 
500 

9 

119 
326 

1,067 
1.321 

289 

55 
66 

426 
55 

265 
13 

1,797 

1w% loox lm 

16% 8% 14% 
84% 92% 86% 
0% 0% oo/o 

40% 33% 35% 
49% 34% 58% 
11% 32% 7% 

8% 3% 8% 

32% 44% 49% 

28% 10% 19% 
18% 6% 14% 
1% 1% 1% 

13% 36% 9% 

0% 0% 0% 
21% 29% 16% 
37% 46% 44% 
32% 21% 33% 
10% 3% 7% 
0% 0% 0% 

65% 82% 75% 
30% 12% 17% 

1% 0% 0% 

2% 4% 7% 
1% 2% 1% 

71% 17% 32% 
2870 82% 67% 

1% 1% 1% 

7% 9% 10% 
1290 3% 8% 
33'i' 25% 45% 
6% 4% 7% 

31% 28% 23% 
1% 1% 1% 

1 14b 32% 6% 

low0 

18% 
82% 

OO/O 

43YO 
52% 
5% 

9% 

28% 

33% 
22% 
2% 
6Yo 

0% 
2 1 7 0  

34% 
33% 
12% 
0% 

61% 
35% 

2 Yo 

1 % 
1 % 

87% 
13% 
0% 

6 Yo 
14% 
33% 
6% 

34% 
1 Yo 
5% 

11% 

5% 
12% 
40/0 

9% 
7% 

31% 

4% 

15% 

4% 
3% 
6% 
30% 

18% 
15% 
13% 
7% 

19% 

13% 

3% 

5% 

0% 

16% 
14% 

3% 
31 yo 
10% 

14% 
3% 
8% 
7% 
9% 
6% 

30% 

12% 

10% 
1 2% 
4% 

1 l Y O  
14% 
7% 

12% 

19% 

8% 
9% 

11% 
8% 

3% 
9% 

150/0 
13% 
8% 
3% 

14% 
7% 

1 Yo 

36% 
13% 

5% 
29% 
8% 

18% 
8% 

15% 
9% 

12% 
6% 

17% 

72% 

81% 
71 I 
18% 

78% 
76% 
31% 

82% 

64% 

86% 
86% 
81% 
35% 

76% 
71Oh 
67% 
76% 
85% 
30% 

68% 
85% 

98% 

38% 
28% 

89% 
32% 
25% 

66% 
88% 
73% 
76% 
80% 
80% 
33% 

5% 

40h 
5 x  

75% 

20a 
2% 

31 % 

2% 

2% 

2% 
1% 
1% 

27% 

3% 
5% 
5% 
5% 
4% 

47% 

5% 
3% 

1% 

1 ox 
45% 

3% 
9% 

57% 

2% 
1 7 0  
2% 
2% 
2% 
3% 

31% 
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Table A. Sociodemographic characteristics of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1992.- 

Percentage distribution for each legal 
Number B m s  g m p  

Illegal Legal Illegal Legal 
Total Alien Alien Citizen UnknownTotal Alien Alien Citien UnknownTotal - -  

Source: Pretrial Sentenci 
Percentage with characteristic in each 

legal status group 

Illegal Legal 
Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

Pretrial incarcerated 
population 
Sex 
Female 
Male 
Unknown 

1oO.h 

14% 
86% 
0% 

11% 
25% 
64% 

3% 

10% 

15% 
4% 
0% 

67% 

0% 
24% 
39% 
27% 
7% 
2% 

58% 
19% 

0% 

3% 
20% 

43% 
39% 
18% 

2% 
2% 

14% 
2% 
9% 
0% 

70% 

Employment Status 
Unemployed 
Employed 
Unknown 
Education Level 
College Degree 
Less than High School 
Graduate 
High school 
GraduateIG ED 
Some College 
Vocational 
Unknown 

Age 
14-17 
18-24 
25-34 

1 

. ,gh 
Missing 
Race 
White 
Black 
Amencan Indian 
Alaskan Native 

100% 10% 13?! 

100% 5% 10% 
10070 11% 14% 
100% 8% 8% 

1ooa/o 10% 12% 
100% 6% 15% 
100% 28% 9% 

100% 3"/0 14% 

100% 13% 20% 

100% 4% 9% 
100% 3% 10% 
l00X 5% 16% 
100% 33% 10% 

100% 21% 9% 
100% 15% 10% 
100% 13% 16% 
100% 6% 14% 
100% 3% 8% 
100% 20% 7% 

100% 13% 15% 
100% 5% 8% 

100% 0% 1% 

100% 11% 37% 
100% 12% 20% 

100% 2% 6% 
100% 30% 32% 
100% 8% 6% 

100% 14% 20% 
100% 3% 8% 
100% 9% 18% 
100% 6% 16% 
100% 12% 9% 
100% 4% 12% 
100% 21% 8% 

Asian' Pacific Islander 
Missing 
Hispanic Origin 
Non-Hispanic 
Hispanic 

Marital Status 
Cohabiting 
Divorced 
Married 
Seoarated 
Single 
Widowed 
Unknown 

h.llSSJflg 

55,121 5,633 7,305 39,153 

8,810 429 912 7.041 
46,298 5,203 6.392 32,112 

13 1 1 0 

21.738 2,219 2,549 16,624 
27.689 1,795 4,230 20.909 
5,694 1,619 526 1.620 

4,231 131 587 3,417 

17,315 2,297 3,533 11.178 

15.920 596 1,394 13,486 
9.916 287 977 8.524 

762 39 121 592 
6.977 2.283 693 1,956 

181 38 17 119 
11,720 1,766 1.212 8,001 
20,345 2.557 3.212 13.390 
17.445 1,102 2,421 13,092 
5,266 137 432 4.499 

164 33 11 52 

36.628 4,660 5,357 24.862 
15.481 705 1,312 12,895 

740 1 5 726 

1,031 116 381 442 
1,241 151 250 228 

38.810 857 2,280 34.373 
15.583 4.718 4.980 4.692 

728 58 45 80 

3.521 485 701 2.264 
6.282 159 500 5,559 

18.878 1,655 3.440 13.346 
3.200 177 519 2,455 

17.598 2.065 1.666 13,594 
592 25 70 492 

5.050 1,067 409 1,443 

3,030 

428 
2,591 

11 

346 
755 

1,929 

.96 

307 

444 
128 

10 
2.045 

7 
74 1 

1,186 
830 
198 
68 

1,749 
569 

8 

92 
612 

1,300 
1,193 

537 

71 
64 

437 
49 

273 
5 

2,131 

1W% 100% 1ooOh 

16% 8% 12% 
8470 92% 88% 
0% 0% 0% 

39% 39% 35% 
50% 32% 58% 
10% 29% 7%. 

8% 2% 8% 

31% 41% 48% 

29% 11% 19% 
18% 5% 13% 
1% 1% 2% 

13% 41% 9% 

0% 1% 0% 
21% 31% 17% 
37% 45% 44% 
32% 20% 33% 
10% 2% 6% 
0% 1% 0% 

66% 83% 73% 
28% 13% 18% 

1% 0% 0% 

2% 2% 5% 
2% 3% 3% 

70% 1% 31% 
28% 84% 68% 

1% 1°ib 1% 

64' 9% 10% 
11% 3% 7% 
34% 29% 47% 
6% 3% 7% 

32% 37% 23% 
1% 0% 1% 
9% 19% 6% 

100% 

18% 
82% 
0% 

42% 
53% 
4% 

9% 

29% 

34% 
22% 
2% 
5% 

0% 
20% 
34% 
33% 
11% 
0% 

63% 
33% 

2% 

1 % 
1 % 

88% 
12% 
0% 

6% 
1 4% 
34% 

6 % 
35% 

1 % 
4% 

71% 

80% 
69% 
0% 

76% 
76% 
28V0 

81 70 

65% 

85% 
86% 
78% 
28% 

66% 
68X 
66% 
75% 
85% 
32% 

68% 
83% 

98% 

43% 
18% 

89% 
30% 
12% 

64% 
88% 
71% 
77% 
77% 
83% 
29% 

5% 

5% 
6% 

85% 

2% 
3% 

34x 

2% 

2% 

3% 
1% 
1 % 

29# 

4% 
6% 
6% 
5% 
4% 

41% 

5% 
4% 

1 % 

9% 
49% 

3% 
8% 

74% 

2 x  
1 % 
2% 
2% 
2% 
1 % 

42% 
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Table A. Sociodemographic characteristics of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1991. 

Number 

Illegal Legal 
rota1 Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

Source: Pretrial Sentenc 

stlhls group legal status group 

Illegal Legal Illegal Legal 
Total Alien Alien Cltken UnknownTotal Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

Pretrial incarcerated 
population 
Sex 
Female 
Male 
Unknown 

2,192 

298 
1,879 

15 

286 
569 

1,337 

.79 

295 

269 
96 
11 

1,442 

39 
484 
816 
583 
150 
120 

1,369 
489 

12 

83 
239 

1,128 
874 
190 

Employment Status 
Unemployed 
Employed 
Unknown 
Education Level 
College Degree 
Less than High Schoo 
Graduate 
High school 
GraduateIGED 
Some College 
Vocational 
Unknown 
Age 
14-17 
18-24 
25-34 

100% 100% 1003c 

16% 7% 13% 

0% 0% 0% 
84% 93% 87% 

39% 42% 34% 
52% 32% 60% 
9% 26% 5% 

8% 3% 9% 

32% 39% 48% 

29% 10% 20% 
18% 5% 14% 
1% 1% 2% 
12% 42% 8% 

0% 1% 0% 
20% 32% 17% 
37% 45% 45% 
33% 19% 32% 
9% 2% 6% 
0% 1% 0% 

68% 82% 72% 
27% 14% 20% 

2% 0% 0% 

2% 2% 5% 
2% 2% 4% 

71% 16% 33% 
29% 84% 67% 
170 1% 0% 

. .agh 
Missing 
Race 
While 
Black 
Amencan Indian 
Alaskan Native 

Asian.' Paclfi; Islander 

Missins 
Hispanic Origin 
Non-HisDanic 
Hispantc 
Missing 
Marital Status 
Cohabiting 
Divorced 
Marned 
Separated 
Single 
Widowed 
Unknown 

Administration data. 1991. 
I Percentage dlstrlbutlon for each legal I Percentage with chrracterlstic in each 

50,020 5,245 6,786 35,797 

7,917 360 863 6,396 
42,079 4.883 5.920 29,397 

24 2 3 4 

19,487 2,184 2.336 14.681 
25,948 1.701 4,092 19.586 
4,585 1.360 358 1.530 

3,939 172 596 3,092 

15,842 2.023 3.279 10,245 

14,272 508 1,329 12.166 
9,131 287 930 7,818 
674 29 121 513 

6,162 2.226 531 1,963 

228 38 25 126 
9.913 1,666 1,170 6.593 
18.707 2,374 3,029 12.488 
16.274 998 2,140 12,553 
4.663 124 413 3,976 
235 45 9 61 

34,147 4.326 4.864 23,588 
13.295 712 1,324 10,770 

831 2 7 810 

920 94 324 419 
827 11 1  267 210 

35.429 837 2,229 31,235 

307 28 16 73 
14,284 4.380 4.541 4,489 

3.438 443 721 2,190 
6,120 160 556 5.348 
17.733 1,643 3,135 12.545 
2,976 153 489 2.289 
15.353 1.895 1.586 11,652 

509 17 62 423 
3.891 934 237 1,350 

84 
56 
41 0 
45 
220 
7 

1.370 

7% 8% 11% 
12% 3% 8% 
35% 31% 46";. 
6% 3% 7% 
31% 36% 23% 
1% 0% 1% 
8% 18% 3% 

?w% 

18% 
82% 
070 

41% 
55% 
4% 

Q0/0 

29% 

34% 
22% 
1% 
5 yo 

0% 
18% 
35% 
35% 
11% 
0% 

66% 
30% 

2% 

1 % 
1% 

87% 
13% 
0% 

6% 
15% 
35% 
6% 
33% 
1 Yo 
4% 

?OO% 

14% 
86% 
1 Oh 

13% 
26% 
61% 

4% 

13% 

12% 

1% 
66% 

2% 
22% 

4% 

37% 
27% 
7% 
5% 

62% 
22% 

1 Yo 

4% 
1 1 % 

51% 
40% 
9% 

4% 

19% 
2% 
10% 
0% 
63% 

3% 

10096 10.h 14% 

100% 5% 11% 
100% 12% 14% 
1ooOh 8% 13% 

100% 11% 12% 
100% 7% 16% 
100% 30% 8% 

100% 17% 11% 

100% 13% 16% 
100% 6% 13% 
100% 3% 9% 

100% 17% 12% 

looo/o 19% 4% 

100% 13% 14% 
100% 5% 10% 

100% 0% 1% 

100% 10% 35% 
100% 13% 32% 

100% 2% 6% 
100% 31% 32% 
100% 9% 5% 

100% 13% 21% 
100% 3% 9% 
100% 9% 18% 

100% 12% 10% 
100% 3% 12Yo 
100% 24% 6% 

100% 5% 16% 

72% 

81 % 
70X 
17% 

75% 
75% 
33% 

78% 

65% 

85% 
86% 
76% 
32% 

55% 
67% 
67% 
77% 

26Y0 
85% 

69% 
81% 

97% 

46% 
25% 

88% 
3 1 '/e 
24% 

64% 
87% 
71% 
77% 
76% 
83% 
35% 

4?4 

4% 
4% 
63% 

1 % 
2% 
29% 

2% 

2% 

2% 
1 Yo 
2% 
23% 

1 7"/0 
5% 
4% 
4% 
3% 
51% 

4% 
4% 

1 Yo 

9?b 
29% 

3% 
6% 
62% 

2% 
1 Yo 
2% 
2% 
1% 
1% 

35% 
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Table B. Current district of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1995. 

Number 

Illegal &gal 
'otal Alien Alien Citizen UnknownTotd 

Source: Pretrial Sentenc 

rmtus group legal status group 

Illegal Legal Illegal Legal 
Alien Alien Citiran UnknownTom1 Alien Alien Citiien Unknown 

Pretrial incarcerated 
population 
California 
TeXaS 

Arizona 
New York 
Florida 
Virgin Islands 
Oregon 
Washington 
New Mexico 
Puerto Rico 
Georgia 
Pennsylvania 
New Jersey 
Colorado 
Virginia 
Louisiana 
Michigan 
Utah 
Nevada 
Missoun 
Nebraska 
Illinois 

-achusetts 
1 Dakota 

Maryland 
Rhode Island 
Tennessee 
South Dakota 
Ohio 
Iowa 
Kansas 
No Carolina 
Hawaii 
Guam 
Kentucky 
Minnesota 
Oklahoma 
Arkansas 
ldahc 
Delaware 
Vermont 
Alabama 
Connecticut 
South Carolina 
Mississippi 
Wisconsin 
Alaska 
Montana 
Maine 
%iew Hampshire 

:st Virginia 
Indiana 
Wyoming 
Distnct Of Columbia 
Northern Manana 

2335 
1,064 

94 

185 
146 
21 
15 
41 
40 
9 

-22 

29 
9 

12 
11 
2 

18 
16 
1 

42 
13 
5 

21 
3 

24 
0 

121 
5 
4 

21 

35 

33 

18 
1 1 
9 

10 
12 

105 
1 
2 
6 
0 

13 
9 

23 
4 
8 
2 
3 
2 
3 

23 
8 
0 
0 
1 

Administration dala. 1995. 
I Percentage distribution for each legal I Percentage with characteristic in each 

100% 
13% 
11% 

8% 
7% 
1% 
1% 
2% 
2% 
1% 
3% 

2% 
1% 

2% 
3% 
0% 
1% 
2% 
1% 
2% 
1% 
0% 
1% 
0% 
2% 
0% 
3% 
1% 
1% 

1% 
0% 
1% 
1 % 
1% 
1 Yo 
0% 
0% 
0% 
2% 
1% 
2% 
1% 
1% 
0% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
1% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

4% 

3% 

3% 

4% 

52812 
6.689 
5.978 
2,111 
4,241 
3,789 

413 
715 
864 
890 
661 

1,327 
1.633 

970 
507 

1,745 
824 

1,450 
238 
536 

1,069 
272 

1,231 
475 
204 
609 
190 

1,069 
257 

1.481 
336 
381 

I .977 
2 94 
110 
568 
384 
752 
394 
137 
100 
141 
858 
295 

1,030 
383 
370 
219 
272 
146 
132 
477 
505 
111 

0 
2 

7,608 
2,054 
1,492 
1,112 

506 
297 
291 
262 
191 
140 
106 
96 
93 
80 
63 
62 
54 
48 
47 
41 
38 
38 
37 
34 
31 
30 
28 
27 
26 
22 
21 
21 
19 
19 
16 
15 
15 
14 
13 
13 
12 
9 
9 
8 
8 

7 
7 
7 
6 
5 
5 
4 
1 
0 
0 

a 

5,867 
949 
836 
347 
979 
920 

19 
35 
86 

199 
99 
72 
76 

1 47 
43 
104 
57 
78 
26 
56 
33 
12 
75 
69 
13 
58 
35 
48 
0 

29 
8 

32 
68 
32 
6 

13 
10 
23 
11 
9 
7 

22 
13 
21 
29 
3 

10 
12 
6 
6 
9 
6 
5 
6 
0 
0 

37,002 
2.622 
3.556 

631 
2,571 
2,426 

82 
403 
546 
51 1 
447 

g137 
1,429 

714 
392 

1,546 
70 1 

1.313 
163 
42 1 
982 
221 

1 .on 
359 
155 
500 
124 
970 
23 1 

1,309 
302 
324 

1,872 
232 
79 

530 
347 
610 
369 
113 
75 

110 
823 
257 
970 
368 
345 
198 
256 
132 
115 
443 
488 
104 

0 
1 

1oo.h 
27% 
20% 
1 5% 
7% 
4% 
4% 
3% 

2% 
1% 
1 % 
1 K 
1 % 
1 % 
1 Yo 
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1% 
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0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
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1 Yo 
0% 
1% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
1 Yo 
1 % 
0% 
2% 
1 Yo 
0% 
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6% 11% 

15% 5% 
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Table B. Region of current district of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1995. 

Number 

Illegal Legal 
Total Alien Alien Citizen Unknownlotat 

- 
Swrce: Pretrial Sentencinq Administration data. 1995. 

I I Percentage distribution tor each legal I Percentage with characteristic in each 
status group kgal status group 

Illegal Legal Illegal Legal 
Alien Alien Citizen UnknownTotal Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

Pretrial incarcerated 
population 
Northeast 
Midwest 
South 
West 
Other 

52,812 7,608 5,867 37,002 2,335 
8,223 769 1.364 5.811 279 
7.940 308 305 7,094 233 
21,880 2.161 2.268 16.896 555 
13.583 3,957 1.806 6.592 1,228 
1,186 413 124 609 40 

lW0h loOo/. 100% 100% 1ooOh 
16% 1OY0 23% 16% 12% 
150/0 4% 5% 19% 10% 
41% 28% 39% 46% 24% 
26% 52% 31% 18% 53% 
2% 5% 2% 2% 2% 

100% 14Yo 11% 1oo/o 4% 
100% 9% 17% 71% 32 
100% 4% 4% 89% 3% 
100% 10% 10% 7770 3% 
100% 29% 13% 49% 9% 
100% 35% 10% 51% 3% 
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Table B. Current district of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1994. 

Number 

Illegal Legal 
'otal Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

Source: Pretrial Senienc 
Percentage distribution for each legal Percentage wlth characteristic in each 

status group legal status group 

llltgal Legal Illegal Legal 
Total Alien Alien CHien UnknownTotal Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

Pretrial incarcwated 
population 
California 
Texas 
Arizona 
New York 
Florida 
Virgin Islands 
Oregon 
Washington 
New Mexico 
Puerto Rico 
Georgia 
Pennsylvania 
New Jersey 
Colorado 
Virginia 
Louisiana 
Michigan 
Utah 
Nevada 
Missouri 
Nebraska 
Illinois 

sachusetts 
i Dakota 

Maryland 
Rhode Island 
Tennessee 
South Dakota 
Ohio 
Iowa 
Kansas 
No Carolina 
Hawaii 
Guam 
Kentucp 
Minnesota 
Oklahoma 
Arkansas 
Idaho 
Delaware 
Vermont 
Alabama 
Connecticut 
South Carolina 
Mississippi 
Wisconsin 
Alaska 
Montana 
Maine 
New Hampshire 

st Virginia 
.. diana 
Wyoming 
Distnct Of Columbia 
Northern Manana 

100% 

3% 
1% 

11% 

0% 
1% 
1% 
1% 
o"/o 

2% 
1% 
1% 
0% 
2% 
070 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
2% 
0% 
0% 
1% 
0% 
1% 
0% 
6% 
0% 
0% 
2% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

45% 

7% 

3% 

0% 

1ooo/o 
100% 
100% 
1OOYO 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
1000/0 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
1oox 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 

100% 

iaoyo 

49,537 
5,869 
5,445 
2,092 
4,047 
3,488 

408 
594 
704 
950 
545 

1,253 
1.494 
1,025 

363 
1.763 

793 
1,477 

21 1 
57 1 
889 
262 

1,101 
532 
160 
622 
124 

1,046 
259 

1,361 
273 
347 

1.850 
229 
22 

659 
512 
03 1 

4 77 
139 
97 

112 
793 
27 1 

851 
476 
380 
208 
203 
129 
137 
315 
598 
90 

2 
0 

2,543 
1.144 

83 
23 

281 
174 
10 
18 
22 
30 
0 

. 40 
28 
33 
11 
47 
11 

2 
11 
11 
5 

47 
4 
4 

14 
0 

18 
2 

161 
3 
2 
44 
25 

1 
8 

10 
89 
1 
2 
3 
1 
4 
9 

24 
9 
4 

23 
1 
2 
1 

12 
11 
0 
2 
0 

i a  

5,722 
1,031 
1,027 
1,159 

504 
249 
269 
178 
113 
126 
109 
68 
54 
58 
34 
59 
45 
49 
27 
31 
23 
24 
62 
41 
21 
42 
31 
25 
11 
23 
14 
15 
27 
13 
3 

12 
15 
10 
26 
12 
4 
7 
4 
3 
9 
7 
8 

11 
0 
4 
3 
2 
7 
5 
0 
0 

100% 
12% 
11% 
4% 
8% 
7% 
1% 
1% 
2% 
2% 
1YO 
3% 
3% 
2% 
1% 
4% 
2% 

0% 
1% 
2% 
1% 
2% 
1% 
0% 
1% 
0% 
2% 
1% 
3% 
1% 
1% 
4% 
0% 
0% 
1% 
1% 
246 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
2% 
1% 
2% 
1% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
1% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

3% 

5,898 
1,111 

906 
258 
929 
699 
34 

. 46 
72 

288 
97 
94 
93 

146 
30 

109 
46 
61 
26 
62 
24 
15 

120 
78 
6 

58 
9 

24 
4 

55 
10 
22 
55 
29 
2 

24 
35 
20 
26 
16 
9 

13 
17 
15 
16 
15 
25 
12 
2 
2 

13 
3 

11 
6 
0 
0 

35,374 
2,583 
3,429 

652 
2.333 
2,366 

95 
352 
577 
506 
339 

1,051 
1.31 9 

788 
288 

1,548 
691 

1,349 
156 
467 
83 1 
218 
872 
409 
129 
508 

84 
979 
242 

1,122 
246 
308 

1,732 
162 
16 

615 
452 
712 
424 
109 
81 
91 

768 
244 
802 
445 
343 
162 
192 
121 
120 
298 
569 
79 
0 
0 

100% 
18% 
18% 
20% 
9% 
4% 
5% 
3% 
2% 
2% 
2% 
1 Yo 
1 Yo 
1 Yo 
1 Yo 
1% 
1 To 
1 Yo 
0% 
1 % 
0% 
0% 
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0% 
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0% 
0% 
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0% 
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0% 
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0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
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Percentage distribution for each legal 
Numb@r status group 

Illegal Legal Illegal Legal 
Total Alien Alien C h e n  Unknownfotal Alien Alien Citizen UnknownTotal 

Pretrial incarcerated 
population 
Northeast 
Midwest 
South 
West 
Other 

Percentsge with characteristic in each 
legal status group 

Illegal Legal 
Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

49,537 5,722 5,898 35,374 2543 
7,871 705 1.298 5.509 359 
7,619 272 388 6.681 278 

20.769 1.616 2,121 16,449 583 
12,303 2,748 1,958 6,285 1,312 

975 381 133 450 11 

1oo.h 1Wh loooh loooh 100% 
16% 12% 22% 16% 14% 
15% So& 7% 19% 11% 
42% 28% 36% 47% 23% 
25% 48% 33% 18% 52% 
2% 7% 2% 1% 0% 

loooh 12% 12% 71% 59c 
100% 9% 16% 70% 5% 
100% 4% 5% 88% 4% 
100% 8% 10% 79% 3% 
100% 22% 16% 51°A 11% 
100% 39% 14% 46% 1% 

-1 63 -- Final Draft 

U.S. Department of Justice.
of the author(s) and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the
has not been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those
This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report



Table B. Current district of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1993. 

Number 

Illegal Legal 
Total Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

Source: Pretrial Sentencing Administration data, 1993. 
I I Percentage distribution for each legal I Percentage wkh charactdrtic in each 

status group kgal status group 

Illegal Legal Illegal Lagal 
Total Alien Alien Citizen UnltnownTotal Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

Pretrial incarcerated 
population 
California 
Texas 
Arizona 
New York 
Florida 
Virgin Islands 
Oregon 
Washington 
New Mexico 
Puerto Rico 
Georgia 
Pennsytvania 
New Jersey 
Colorado 
Virginia 
Louisiana 
Michigan 
Utah 
Nevada 
Missoun 
Nebraska 
Illinois 

-.achusetls 
i Dakota 

Maryland 
Rhode Island 
Tennessee 
South Dakota 
Ohic 
Iowa 
Kansas 
No Carolina 
H a v a  
G u a ~  
Ken 1 u c ky 
Minqesofa 
Oklahoma 
Arkansas 
Idaho 
Delaware 
Vermont 
Alabama 
Connecticuf 
South Carolina 
Mississippi 
Wisconsin 
Alaska 
Montana 
Mame 
\lew Hampshire 

s1 Virginia 
idiana 

Wyoming 
Distnct Of Columbia 
Northern Manana 

1 W A  
41% 
3% 
1% 

11% 
6% 
0% 
2% 
2% 
1% 
0% 
1% 
2% 
2% 
0% 
1% 
1% 
1% 
0% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
2% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
OYO 

0% 
0% 
6% 
0% 
0% 

1% 
0% 
0% 
1% 
1% 
0% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
3% 
0% 
0% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

4% 

1w% 
100% 
100% 
1WA 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 

52,698 
6.231 
5,493 
2,286 
4,313 
4,050 

452 
550 
830 
864 
600 

1,424 
1,741 
1,006 

544 
1,601 

877 
1,673 

319 
646 
957 
238 

1,346 
463 
146 
71 1 
155 
887 
205 

1,473 
271 
367 

1.978 
189 
13 

585 
500 
706 
383 
147 
97 

115 
1,015 

344 
897 
518 
51 1 
209 
283 
144 
106 
544 
566 
127 

1 
1 

5.61 1 
1.113 
1,051 
1,160 

458 
208 
207 
57 

149 
1 30 
159 
48 
54 
52 
40 
54 
38 
53 
28 
32 
9 

13 
57 
23 
34 
24 
22 
55 
6 

31 
9 

18 
15 
13 
6 
9 

20 
8 

15 
14 
2 

13 
7 
6 

14 
6 

13 
8 

22 
5 
4 
3 
4 
3 
0 
1 

6,378 
1,108 
1,026 

401 
963 
855 
46 
40 
85 

247 
82 
80 
98 

174 
55 

105 
59 
94 
27 
80 
38 
7 

112 
52 
3 

57 
32 
27 
0 

53 
8 

16 
59 
32 
2 

16 
28 
19 
15 
7 
3 

11 
16 
27 
21 
12 
26 
10 
3 
6 

11 
8 

11 
5 
0 
0 

38,032 
2.910 
3.333 

693 
2,591 
2,828 

197 
408 
544 
463 
356 

1,263 
1,541 

728 
440 

1,402 
756 

1,501 
263 
514 
898 
217 

1,123 
379 
108 
617 
99 

797 
199 

1,240 
253 
327 

1.807 
124 

4 

554 
426 
644 
352 
101 
88 
90 

979 
300 
785 
491 
462 
175 
255 
130 
88 

527 
545 
117 

0 
0 

2,677 
1,100 

83 
32 

301 
159 

2 
45 
52 
24 
3 

-33 
48 
52 
9 

40 
24 
25 

1 
20 
12 
1 

54 
9 
1 

13 
2 
8 
0 

149 
1 
6 

97 
20 

1 
6 

18 
35 

1 
25 

4 
1 

13 
11 
n 
9 

10 
16 
3 
3 
3 
6 
6 
2 
1 
0 

100% 
12% 
10% 

8% 
8% 
1% 
1 % 
2% 
2% 
1 Yo 

4% 

3% 
3% 
2% 
1 % 

2% 
3% 
1 % 
1 % 
2 % 
0% 
3% 
1 % 
0% 
1 % 
0% 
2% 
0% 

1 % 
1 7 0  

0% 
0% 
1 % 
1 90 
1 9b 
1 9 0  
0% 
0% 
0% 
246 
1 'io 

2 36 
1 % 

1% 
0% 
1 % 
0% 
0% 
1 % 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

3% 

3% 

4% 

1 w/o 

20% 
19% 
21% 
8% 
4% 
4% 
1 Yo 

2% 
3% 
1 % 
1 % 
1 o/o 
1 % 
1 To 

1 % 
1 70 
0% 
1 O/O 

0% 
0% 
1 Yo 
0% 
1 % 
0% 
0% 
1 % 
0% 
1 % 
0% 
0% 
070 
090 
070 
040 
0% 
09. 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0 % 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

3% 

lW% 

16% 
6% 

17% 

15% 
13% 
1 % 
1 Yo 
1 Yo 
4% 
1 Yo 
1 YO 
2% 

1 % 
2 7 0  
1 % 
1 % 
0% 
1 Yo 

1 % 
0% 
2% 
1 % 
0% 
1 % 
1 % 
0% 
0% 
1 Yo 
0% 
0% 
1 70 
1 % 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

3% 

1 w / o  

8% 
9% 
2% 
7% 
7% 
1 % 
1 70 
1% 
1 % 
1% 

4% 
2% 
1 Yo 
4% 
2% 

1% 
1% 
2% 
1% 
3% 
1 % 
0% 
2% 
0% 
2% 
1 % 
3% 
1 % 
1 Yo 

0% 
0% 
1 % 
1 % 
2% 
1 % 
0% 
0% 
0% 

1 % 
2% 
1 % 
1 % 
0% 
1 % 

0% 
0% 
1 7 0  
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

3% 

4% 

5% 

3% 

1Wo 
18% 
19% 
51% 
11% 
5% 

46% 
10% 
18% 
15% 
27% 
3% 
3% 
5% 
770 
3% 
4% 
3% 
9% 

1% 
5% 

5% 

4% 
5% 

23% 
3% 

1 4% 
6% 
3% 
2% 
3% 
5% 
1% 
7% 

46% 
2 Yo 
6% 
1 % 

10% 
2 % 

1 1 % 
1 % 
2% 
2% 
1 % 
3% 
4% 
8% 
3% 
4% 

4% 

1 % 
1% 
2% 
0% 

100% 

12% 
1 8% 
19% 
18% 
22% 
21% 
10% 
7% 

1 0% 
29% 
1 470 
6% 
6% 

1 7% 
10% 
7% 
7% 
6% 
8% 

1 2K 

3% 
8% 

11% 
2% 
8% 

21% 

0% 

4% 

3% 

4% 
3% 
4% 
3% 

15% 
3% 
6% 
3% 
4% 
5% 

10% 
2% 
8% 
2% 
2 % 

17% 

3% 

5% 
5% 
1 % 

10% 
1% 
2% 

0% 
0% 

4% 

4% 

720/. 
47% 
61% 

6OoA 
70% 
44% 
74% 
66% 
54% 
59% 
89% 
89% 
72% 
81 % 
88% 
86% 
90% 
82% 
80% 
94% 
91% 
83% 
82% 
74% 
87"h 
64% 
90% 
97% 
84% 

30% 

93% 
89% 
91% 
66% 
31% 
95% 
85% 
91% 
92% 
69% 
9 1 % 
78% 
96% 
87% 
88% 
95% 
90% 

90% 
90% 

97% 
96% 
92% 
0% 
0% 

84% 

83% 

!PA 
18% 
2% 
1 % 
7% 
4% 
O Y O  

8% 
6% 
3% 
1 Yo 
2% 

5% 
2% 
2% 
3% 
1 x 
0% 
3% 
1% 
0% 
4% 
2% 
1 Yo 
2% 
1% 
1 Yo 
O V O  

1 070 
0% 
2% 
5% 

11% 
8% 
1 % 

3% 

4% 
5% 
0% 

17% 
4% 
1 % 
1 % 

9% 
2% 
2% 
8% 
1 % 
2% 

1 % 
1 70 
2% 

100% 
0% 

. 3% 

3% 
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Table 6. Region of current district of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1993. 

Number 

Illegal Legal 
Total Alien Alien Citizen UnknownTotal 

Source: Pretrial Sentencing Administration data. 1993. 

1 I Percentage distribution for each legal I Percentage with characteristic in each 
6bWS group legal status group 

Illegal Legal Illegal Legal 
Alin Alien Citizen UnknownTotal Alien Alim Citizen Unknown 

Pretrial incarcerated 
population 
Northeast 
Midwest 
South 
West 
Other 

low. 1 ~ 0  loo./. 100% 100% 

16% 5% 6% 19% 11% 
41% 28% 37"/0 45% 23% 

2% 7% 2% 1% 0% 

16% 11% 22% 16% 16% 

25% 49% 33% 18% 50% 

1wXa 11% 12%. 72% soh 

100% 3% 5% 88% 3% 
100% 7% 11% 79% 3% 

1000/0 35% 12% 52% 1 Yo 

100"/0 8% 16% 71X 5% 

100% 21?'0 16% 53% 10% 

~~ ~ 

52,698 5,611 6,378 38,032 2,677 
8.387 637 1,374 5,946 430 
8,253 275 396 7,299 283 

21,767 1,557 2,378 17,223 609 
13.225 2,769 2,100 7.007 1,349 
1,066 373 130 557 6 
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Table B. Current district of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1992. 

Percentage distribution for each legal 
Number status group 

Illegal Legal Illegal Legal 
'otal Alien Alien Citizen Unknownlotal Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

Source: Pretrial Sentenc 
Pefcentage wlth characteristic In each 

legal status group 

Illegal Legal 
Total Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

Pretrial incarcerated 
population 
Califomla 
Texas 
Arizona 
New Yotk 
Florida 
Virgin Islands 
Oregon 
Washington 
New Mexico 
Puerto Rim 
Georgia 
Pennsylvania 
New Jersey 
Colorado 
Virginia 
Louislana 
Michigan 
Utah 
Nevada 
Missouri 
Nebraska 
Illinois 
' 'achusetts 

Dakota 
Maryland 
Rhode Island 
Tennessee 
South Dakola 
Ohio 
Iowa 
Kansas 
No Carolina 
Hawail 
Gua- 
Kentuckv 
Miniesota 
Oklahoma 
Arkansas 

Delaware 
Vermont 
Alabama 
Connecticul 
Soufh Carolina 
Mississippi 
Wlsconsln 
Alaska 
Montana 
Maine 
New Hampshire 

i t  Virginia 

Idaho 

.aiana 
Wyoming 
District Of Columbia 
Northern Manana 

3,030 
1,196 

97 
61 

243 

5 
49 
40 
23 
9 

.14 
27 
37 
7 

59 
13 
22 

1 
18 
7 
9 

78 
6 
4 
8 
4 

12 
0 

69 
2 

10 
486 
20 

3 
8 
8 

31 
0 
3 

10 
0 

15 
2 

38 
2 
7 

29 
2 
3 
7 

14 
11 
2 
0 
1 

198 

100% 
10% 
12% 
5% 
8% 

1% 
1% 
2% 
2% 
1% 
3% 
3% 
2% 
1% 
3% 
2% 
3% 
0% 
1% 
2% 
0% 
3% 
1% 
0% 
1% 
0% 
2% 
0% 
3% 
0% 
1% 
4% 
0% 
0% 
1% 
1% 
1% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
2% 
1% 
1% 

1% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
1% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

7% 

55,121 
5.m 
6.562 
2,780 
4,623 
3,940 

290 
632 
830 
842 
548 

1,718 
1,804 
1.177 

538 
1,672 
1,005 
1,510 

268 
678 
917 
253 

1,517 
445 
177 
702 
222 

1,109 
220 

1,479 
269 
304 

2.073 
225 
73 

723 
427 
675 
405 
145 
141 

144 

1,090 
290 
723 
526 
487 

269 
2 64 

183 
94 

598 
627 
124 

0 
7 

loooh 
39% 
3% 
2% 
8% 

0% 
2% 
1% 
1% 
ovo 
0% 
1% 
1% 
0% 
2% 
0% 
1% 
OYO 

1% 
0% 
0% 
3% 
0% 
ovo 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
2% 
0% 
0% 

16% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

7% 

5,633 
847 

1.506 
1,039 

507 
192 
65 
71 

133 
136 
146 
34 
67 
46 
31 
75 
99 
27 
36 
46 
24 
8 
54 
24 
33 
30 
32 
47 
0 

17 
7 

11 
15 
23 
19 
3 

21 
19 
15 
5 
9 
9 
7 

11 
11 
15 
10 
6 

18 
12 
3 
3 
2 
3 
0 
A 

1Wh 
1000/0 
loooh 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
1Wh 
100% 
1WYO 
100% 
100% 
1000/0 
100% 
100=70 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
1000/0 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
1000/0 
100% 

1 W / o  

7,305 
1,024 
1,290 

817 
1,250 

876 
48 
36 
81 

190 
57 

113 
93 

189 
50 
98 
50 
78 
32 
86 
30 
13 

147 
50 
2 

63 
49 
32 
5 

36 
6 

13 
54 
45 
12 
24 
24 
25 
4 
5 
8 

25 
22 
22 
23 
19 
29 
11 
3 

13 
1 

10 
16 
6 
0 
0 

39,153 
2,710 
3,669 

863 
2,623 
2.674 

172 
476 
576 
493 
336 

1.617 
905 
450 

1,440 
843 

1,383 
199 
528 
856 
223 

1,238 
365 
138 
60 1 
137 

1,018 
21 5 

1,357 
254 
270 

1.518 
137 
39 

688 
374 
600 
386 
132 
114 
110 

1,046 
255 
651 
490 
441 
223 
241 
155 
83 

57 1 
598 
113 

0 
2 

t:557 

1ooOh 

27% 
18% 
9% 

1 To 

1 % 
2% 
2% 

1 Yo 
1% 
1 Yo 
1 % 
1 Yo 
2% 
oO/O 

1% 
1 % 
0% 
0% 
1 Yo 
0% 
1 70 
1 70 
170 
1 V O  
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
oo/o 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

1 5% 

3% 

3% 

IoOOh 
1 4% 
18% 
11% 
1 7% 
12% 
1% 
oO/O 

1 Yo 
3% 
1 Yo 
2% 
1% 
3% 
1 Yo 
1% 
1 % 
1 Yo 
070 
1% 
0% 
OYO 
2% 
1 Yo 
0% 
1 70 
1 Yo 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
046 
1 Yo 

1 70 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0 Yo 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

loOOh 

PI0 
2% 

7% 
0% 
1 vo 
1 Yo 
1 % 
1 O h  

4% 
2% 
1 Yo 

2% 
4% 
1 Yo 
1 Yo 
2% 
1% 

1% 
0% 
2% 
0% 

1 010 
3% 
1 Yo 
1 7 0  

0% 
0% 
2% 
1 o/o 
2% 
1 Yo 
0% 
0% 
0% 
3% 
1 Yo 
2% 
1 010 
1% 
1 Yo 
1 Yo 
0% 
0% 
1 Yo 
2% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

7% 

7% 

4% 

4% 

3% 

3 yo 

4% 

1 0% 
15x 
23% 
37% 
11% 

22% 
11% 
1 6% 
16% 

2% 
4% 
4% 
6% 
4% 

1 0% 
2% 

13% 
7% 

5% 

27% 

370 
3% 
4% 
5% 

19% 
4% 

14% 
4% 
0% 
1% 
3% 
4% 
1 % 

10% 
26% 
0% 
5% 
3% 
4% 
3% 
6% 
6% 
1 Yo 
4% 
2% 

2% 
2% 

3% 

7% 
7% 
3% 
1 Yo 
0% 
2% 

13Yo 
18% 
20% 
29% 
27% 
22% 

6% 
10% 
23% 
1 0% 

17% 

7% 
5% 

16% 
9% 
6% 
5% 
5% 

12% 
13% 
3% 
5% 

1 0% 
11% 
1 Yo 
9% 

22% 

2 Yo 
2% 
2% 

3% 

4% 
3% 

20% 
16% 
3% 
6% 
4% 
1 % 
3% 
6% 

17% 
2% 
8% 
3% 
4% 
6% 
4% 
1 Yo 

1 x 
2% 

5% 

7% 

3% 

n % 
47% 
56% 
31% 
57% 
68% 
59x  

69% 
59% 
61% 
91% 
90% 
77% 
84% 
86% 
84% 
92% 

75% 

74% 
78% 
93% 
88% 
82% 
82% 

86% 
62% 

98% 

78% 

92% 

92% 
94% 
89% 
73% 
6 1 '10 
53% 
95% 
88% 
89% 
95% 
91% 
81% 
76% 
96% 

90% 
93% 
91% 

91% 

88% 
95% 
95% 
91% 

88% 

83% 

85% 

na na na na 
100% 57% 0% 29% 

5./. 
2 1 o/o 

1 x 
2% 
5 x  
5% 
2% 
8% 
5% 
3% 
2% 
1 x 
1% 

1% 
4%. 
1 % 
1 0x3 
0% 
3% 
1 % 
4% 
5% 
1% 
2% 
1 Yo 
2% 
1 % 
0% 
5% 
1 Yo 

2396 
9% 

1 Yo 
2% 
5% 
oo/o 

2% 
7% 
0% 
1 010 
1 70 

0% 
1 % 

11% 
1 O h  

2% 

2% 
2% 
2% 

3% 

3% 

4% 

5% 

7% 

14% 
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Table 6. Region of current district of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1992. 

NWllbU 

Illegal Legal 
Total Alien Alien Citizen UnknownTotal 

wm: Pretrial Sentencing Administration data, 1992. 

I I Percentage distribution for each legal I Percentage with characteristic in each 
status group legal status group 

Illegal Legal Illegal Legal 
Alien Alien Citken UnknownTotal Alien Alien Citien Unknown 

55,121 5,633 7,305 39,153 3,030 
8,982 711 1,692 6.250 329 
8.187 214 399 7.347 227 

23.662 2,080 2,711 17,866 1,005 
13,372 2.394 2,386 7.141 1,451 

918 234 117 549 18 

Pretrial incarcerated 
population 
Northeast 
Midwest 
south 
West 
Other 

100% 1W% 1W9" loooh 1OO.A 
16# 13% 23% 16% 11% 
15% 4Oh 5% 19% 7% 
43% 37% 37% 46% 33% 
24% 42% 33% 18% 48X 
2% 4% 2% 1% 1 Yo 

1W% 10% 13% 71% !i% 
100% 8% 19% 70% 4% 
100% 3% 5% 90% 3% 
100% 9% 11% 76% 4% 
100% 18% 18% 53% 11% 
100% 25% 13% 60% 2% 
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Table 8. Current district of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1991. 

Percentage distrfbutbn for atch tegal 
Number status group 

Illegal Legal Illegal Legal 
'otal Alicn Alien Citizen Unknown Total Alien Alien Ciken UnknownTotal 

*una: Pretrial Sentenci 
Percentage with characteristic in each 

kgal status group 

Illegal Legal 
Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

Pretrial incarcerated 
population 
California 
Texas 
Arizona 
New York 
Florida 
Virgin Islands 
Oregon 
Washington 
New Mexico 
Puerto Rico 
Georgia 
Pennsylvania 
New Jersey 
Colorado 
Virginia 
Louisiana 
Michigan 
Utah 
Nevada 
Missoun 
Nebraska 
Illinois 

;achusetfs 
I Dakota 

Maryland 
Rhode Island 
Tennessee 
South Dakota 
Ohio 
Iowa 
Kansas 
No Carolina 
Hawai 
Guam 
Kentucky 
Minnesota 
Oklahoma 
Arkansas 
Idaho 
Delaware 
Vermont 
Alabama 
Connecticut 
Soulh Carolina 
Mississippi 
Wisconsin 
Alaska 
Montana 
Maine 
New Hampshire 

st Virginia 
idiana 

Wyoming 
Distncl Of Columbia 
Northern Manana 

2192 
545 
78 
58 

158 
256 

4 
27 
36 
24 
8 

. 30  
34 
29 
10 
30 
12 
11 
1 

14 
9 
8 

39 
18 
2 

15 
1 

21 
0 

20 
1 

33 
374 

50 
4 
4 
7 

90 
0 
2 

14 
0 

11 
15 
7 
4 
9 
5 
0 
9 

19 
21 
7 
4 
3 
1 

1m 
9% 

12% 
5% 
970 
8% 
0% 
1% 
2% 
2010 
1% 
2% 
3% 
2% 
1% 
3% 
2% 

1% 
1% 
1% 
0% 
2% 
1% 
0% 
1% 
0% 
2% 
1% 
2% 
1% 
1% 
4% 
0% 
0% 
1% 
1 Y o  
1% 
1 % 
0% 
0% 
0% 
2% 
1% 
1% 
1% 
1% 
0% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
1% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

3% 

50,020 
4,746 
6,140 
2.417 
4,378 
4.142 

227 
744 
833 
779 
647 

1,222 
1,476 

978 
522 

1.496 
976 

1,606 
259 
609 
743 
226 

1,231 
56 1 
176 
730 
165 

1,000 
257 

1.172 
263 
338 

1.907 
210 

26 
649 
524 
676 
335 
103 
108 
176 
855 
315 
368 
413 
482 
164 
263 
188 
92 

507 
472 
115 

3 
2 

100% 
25% 
4% 
3% 
7% 

12% 
0% 
1% 
2% 
1% 
0% 
1% 
2% 
1% 
0% 
1% 
1% 
1% 
0% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
2% 
1% 
0% 
1% 
0% 
1% 
0% 
1% 
0% 
2% 

17% 
2% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
1% 
0% 
1% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
1YO 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

4% 

5,245 
683 

1,508 
847 
395 
285 
59 

155 
148 
100 
205 
71 
33 
37 
40 
57 
86 
48 
33 
24 
6 
4 

81 
36 
35 
22 
35 
17 
0 

17 
15 
9 

20 
3 
3 
7 

25 
8 
3 
5 
3 

10 
5 

15 
3 
6 
8 
5 
6 

17 
1 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 

l W / O  

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
l W / O  

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
1000/0 
100% 
100% 
looO/o 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 

6,786 
840 

1,194 
646 

1,290 
883 
36 

' 5 4  
96 

183 
88 
71 
94 

206 
39 

117 
52 
69 
22 
65 
18 
11 

155 
54 
2 

84 
19 
22 
0 

33 
20 
8 

48 
14 
1 

13 
31 
20 
0 
5 

10 
27 
13 
38 
12 
9 

28 
0 
8 

20 
6 
3 
8 
1 
0 
0 

35.797 
2,678 
3,360 

866 
2.535 
2.718 

128 
508 
553 
472 
346 

1,050 
1.315 

706 
433 

1,292 
826 

1.478 
203 
506 
710 
203 
956 
453 
137 
617 
110 
940 
257 

1,102 
227 
288 

1,465 
143 
18 

625 
46 1 
558 
332 
91 
81 

139 
826 
247 
346 
394 
437 
154 
249 
142 
66 

483 
457 
109 

0 
1 

100% 

29% 
16% 
8% 

1 Yo 

3% 
2% 

1 70 
1 Yo 
1 Yo 
1 Yo 
1 Yo 

2% 
1 Yo 
1 To 

0% 
0% 
0% 
2% 
1 % 
1 70 
0% 
1 % 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0o:o 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

13% 

5% 

3% 

4% 

100% 
12% 
18% 
10% 
19% 

1% 
1 Yo 
1 Yo 
3% 
1 70 
1 x 
1 Yo 
3% 
1 Yo 
2% 
1% 
1 Yo 
0% 
1 Yo 
oO/O 

0% 
2% 
1 Yo 
0% 
1 % 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0 70 
1 Yo 
0% 
0% 
0 Yo 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
1 70 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

13% 

100% 
7% 
99/0 
2% 
7% 
8% 
0% 
1 Yo 
2% 
1% 
1 Yo 
3% 
4% 
2% 
1 Yo 

2% 

1 Yo 
1% 
2% 
1 % 

1 70 
0% 
2% 
0% 

1 % 

1 Yo 
1 70 

0% 
0% 
2% 
1 % 
2% 
1 Yo 

0% 
0% 
0% 
2 % 
1 % 
1 % 
1 % 
1 Yo 

0% 
1 % 
0% 
0% 
1% 
1 Yo 
0% 
0% 
0% 

4% 

4% 

3% 

3% 

3% 

4 70 

10% 14yo 
14% 18% 
25% 19% 
35% 27% 
9% 29% 
7% 21% 

26% 16% 

18% 12% 
13% 23% 
32% 14% 
6% 6% 
2% 6% 
4% 21% 

21% 7% 

8% 7% 
4% 8% 
90/0 5% 
3% 4% 

13% 8% 
4% 13% 
1% 2% 
2% 5% 
7% 13% 
6% 1Wo 

20% 1 Yo 
3% 11% 

21% 12% 
2% 2% 
0% 0% 
1% 3% 
6% 8% 
3% 2% 
1% 3% 
1% 7% 

12% 4% 
1 Y O  2% 
5% 6% 
1% 3% 
1% 0% 
5% 5% 
3% 9% 
6% 15% 
1% 2% 
5% 12% 
1% 3% 
1% 2% 
2% 6% 
3% 0% 
2% 3% 
9% 11% 
1% 7% 
0% 1% 
0% 2% 
1% 1% 
0% 0% 
0% 0% 

72% 
56% 
55% 
36% 
58% 
66% 
56% 
68O/o 
66% 
61 Yo 
53% 
86% 
89% 
72% 
83% 
86X 
85% 
92% 
78% 
83% 
96% 
90% 
78% 
81 Yo 

84% 
67% 
94% 

100% 
94% 
86% 
85% 
77% 
68% 
69% 
96% 
88% 

99% 
88% 
75% 
79% 
97% 

78% 

83% 

7 8% 
94% 
95% 
91% 
94% 
95% 
76% 
72% 
95% 
97% 
95% 
0% 

50% 

4% 
11% 

2 x  
4% 
6% 
2% 
4% 

3% 
1 =A0 
2% 
2% 
3% 
2% 
2% 
1 Yo 
1% 
o x  
2% 
1% 

3% 

1 Yo 
2% 
1 o/o 
2% 
OYO 
2% 
OYO 

1 0% 
20% 
24% 
15% 
1 Yo 
1 o/o 

13% 
0% 
2% 

0% 
1 % 

2% 
1 Yo 
2% 

0% 
5 O k  

21% 
4% 
1 Yo 

100% 
50% 

1% ; 

4% 

4% 

3% 

13% 

5% 

3% 

3% 
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Table B. Region of current district of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1991. 

Nurnkr 

Illegal Legal 
Total Alien Alien Citizen UnknownTotal 

Source: Pretrial Sentencing Administratlon data, 1991. 

I I PHtentage distribution tor each legal I Percentage with char8Cteristic in each 
legal status group status group 

Illegal Legal Illegal Legal 
Alien Alien Citizen Unknomr Total Alien Alin Citizen Unknown 

' 100% 100% 10036 1003c 100"& 

15% 5% 6% 19% ??! 
17% 11% 26% 16Y0 13% 

43% 40% 38% 44% 44% 
24% 39% 29% 19% 35% 
2% 5% 2% 1% 1% 

Pretrial incarcerated 
population 
Northeast 
Midwest 
South 
West 
Other 

1W% 1p/o 1436 72% 4% 

100% 3% 5% 90% 2% 
100% 7% 21% 69% 3% 

100% 10% 12% 74% 5% 
100% 17% 17% 59% 7% 
100% 30% 14% 55% 2% 

' 50,020 5,245 6,786 35,797 2,192 
8,329 579 1,754 5,713 203 
7.490 240 303 6,713 4 46 
21.535 2,101 2,551 15,913 370 
11,764 2.050 1.973 6,965 776 
902 267 125 493 17 
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Table C. Major charged offense of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1995. 

Percentage distribution for each legal 
Number status group 

Illegal Legal Illegal Legal 
'otal Alien Alien Citizen Unknown Total Alien Alien Citken Unknown 

Source: Pretrial Sentenc 
Percentage with characteristic in each 

legal status group 

llkgal Legal 
Total Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

Pretrial incarcerated 
population 
Immigration 
Trafficking 
Fraud 
Other Drug 
Weapons 
Counterfeiting 
Other Regulatory 
Offenses 
Larceny 
Assault 
Escape 
Racketeering 8 
Extortton 
Kidnapping 

Forgery 
Robbery 
National Defense 
Embezzlement 
Bribery 
Transporl 
Custom Laws 
Car Theft 
F a  

,porting of Stolen 
Property 
Tax Law 
Murder 
Burglary 
Threats Pres 
Perjury Contempt 
Intimidatior. 
Food 8 Drug 
Communications 
Negiigen! 
Manslaughter 

2,335 
495 
789 
239 
203 
48 
36 

40 
60 
28 

. 46 

25 
8 
7 

35 
4 

49 
13 
0 
6 
7 
1 

2 
16 
4 
4 
1 

1 

0 
3 

0 

5 
1 
1 

5 
0 
5 
0 
0 

1 
1 
8 

129 
9 

Other Sexual Oflense 
Gambling 
Arson 8 Explosives 
Other Property 
Offenses 
Llauor 
Acjriculture 
Antitrust 
Migratory Birds 
Mail Or Transporl of 
Obscene Material 
Civil Rights 
Postal Laws 
All Other 

C. 

law0 
11% 
35% 
15% 
5% 
5% 
1% 

2% 
4% 
1% 
1% 

2% 
0% 
1% 

o x  
3% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
1% 
0% 

0% 
2% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 

0% 
070 
0% 

0% 
070 
0% 
070 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
2% 
0% 

3% 

loo.! 
21% 
34% 
10% 
9% 
2% 
2% 

2% 

1% 
2% 

1% 
0% 
0% 
1% 
0% 
2% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
6% 
0% 

3% 

52,812 
5,969 

18.370 
7,954 
2,756 
2,772 

76 1 

870 
2,312 

66 1 
584 

827 
150 
348 

1,617 
60 

1,577 
208 
63 
94 

309 
199 

237 
83 1 
180 
150 
45 

216 
36 
71 

12 

168 
111 
195 

112 
5 

166 
13 
37 

45 
88 

199 
1.241 

193 

100% 
100% 
10090 
1000/0 
100% 
100% 
10DYo 

1000/0 

100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
loookl 
100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 
1000/0 
100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 

7,608 
4,530 
1,701 

687 
241 

86 
55 

53 
38 
33 
29 

27 
25 
16 
13 
10 
9 
9 
7 
7 
6 
4 

3 
2 
1 
1 
1 

1 

1 

1 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
9 
2 

5,867 
61 2 

2.920 
749 
390 
124 
201 

101 
105 
29 
66 

111 
25 
40 
42 
12 
63 
26 

5 
42 
34 

4 

18 
30 
13 
4 
1 

13 
3 
4 

1 

6 
5 

13 

2 
0 
4 
1 
0 

1 
0 
5 

30 
12 

37,002 
332 

12.960 
6.279 
1,922 
2,514 

469 

676 
2,109 

571 
443 

664 
92 

285 
1,527 

34 
1.456 

160 
51 
39 

262 
190 

214 
783 
162 
141 
42 

201 
32 
63 

11 

157 
105 
181 

105 
5 

1 57 
12 
37 

43 
87 

186 
1.073 

170 

1W% 
60% 
22% 
9% 

1 % 
1 % 

1 % 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0%. 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 

0% 
O%O 

0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

3% 

100% 
10% 
50% 

7% 
2% 

13% 

3% 

2% 
2% 
0% 
1 Yo 

2% 
0% 
1 % 
1 Yo 
0% 
1 % 
0% 
0% 
1 Yo 
1 Yo 
0% 

0% 
1 % 
0% 
0% 
0% 

OYb 
0% 
0% 

0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0 % 

0% 
0% 
0% 
1 To 

0% 

loo.! 
1 Yo 

35% 
1 7% 
5% 
7% 
1 % 

2% 
6% 
2% 
1 Oh 

2% 
0% 
1% 

0% 

OYO 

0% 
0% 
1 % 
1 % 

1 % 
2 % 
0% 
0% 
0% 

1 70 
0% 
0% 

0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
1 % 

0% 

4% 

4% 

3% 

1 470 
76% 
9% 
9% 
9% 
3% 
7% 

6% 
2% 
5% 
5% 

3% 
17% 
5% 
1 % 

1 7% 
1% 

11% 
7% 
2% 
2% 

1 Yo 
0% 
1% 
1 70 
2% 

0% 

1 % 

0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 

4% 

3% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
1 Yo 
1 % 

11% 
1 Ooh 
16% 
9% 

1 4% 
4% 

26% 

12% 
5% 
4% 

11% 

13% 
1 7% 
11% 

20% 
4% 

13% 
8% 

45% 
11% 
2% 

8% 

7% 

2% 

6% 
8% 
6% 

8% 

4% 
5% 

3% 

4% 

3% 

7% 

2% 
0% 
2% 
8% 
0% 

2% 
0% 

2% 
3% 

70% 
6% 

71 % 
79% 
70% 
91 % 
62% 

78% 
9 1 Yo 

86% 
76% 

80% 
61% 
82% 
94% 
57% 
92X 
77% 
81% 
41% 
85% 
95% 

90% 
94% 
90% 
94% 
93% 

93% 
89% 
89% 

92% 

93% 
95% 
93% 

94% 
100% 
95% 
92% 

100% 

96% 
99% 
93% 
86% 

6% 88% 

4% 
8% 
4% 
3% 
7% 
2% 
5% 

5% 
3% 
4% 
8% 

3% 
5% 
2% 
2% 
7% 
3% 
6% 
O X  
6% 
2% 
1 Yo 

1 Yo 
2% 
2% 

2% 

0% 
O?/o 

3% 

4% 

0% 

3 % 
1 % 
1 % 

4% 
0% 

. 0% 
0% 

2% 
1 Yo 

10% 

3% 

4% 

5% 
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Table C. Major charged offense of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1994. 

Number 

Illegal Legal 
'om1 Allen Alien Citizen UnknownTotal 

Source: Pretrial Sentenc 

status group legal status group 

Illegal Legal Illegal Legal 
Alien Alien Citizen UnknownTotal A l i i  Alien Citizen Unknown 

Pretrial incarcerated 
population 
Immigration 
Trafficking 
Fraud 
Other Drug 
Weapons 
Counterfeiting 
Other Regulatory 
Offenses 
Larceny 
Assault 

Escape 
Racketeering 8 
Extortiin 
Kidnapping 
Forgery 
Robbery 
National Defense 
Embezzlement 
Bribery 
Transport 
Custom Laws 
Car Then 
F .  

Jorting of Stolen 
Property 
Tax Law 
Murder 
Burglary 
Threats Pres 
Pejuq Conierm! 
Intimidam- 
Food B Dr2c 
Cornrnunicaticns 
Negligert 
Manslaughter 

loooh 
16% 
39% 
970 
6?h 
2% 
1% 

3% 
2% 
1% 
1% 

1% 
0% 
0% 
2% 
0% 
2% 
1% 
0% 
OYO 

0% 
0% 

0% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
8% 
0% 

Other Sexual Oftense 
Gam bll n 3 
Arson & Explosives 
Other Rope* 
Offenses 
Liquor 
Agriculture 
Antitrust 
Migratory Bras 
Mail Or Transpon of 
Obscene Material 
Civil Rights 
Postal Laws 
All Other 

C 

100% 
300% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

Administration data, 1994. 
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Table C. Major charged offense of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1993. 

Percentage distribution for each legal 
Number status group 
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Table C. Major charged offense of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1992. 
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Number 8tatus group 

Illegal Legal Illegal Legal 
rota1 Alien Alien Citizen Unknownlotal Alien Aiin Citizen Unknownlotal 

Source: Pretrial Sentenci 
Percentage with characteristic in each 

legal status group 

Illegal Legal 
Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

Pretrial incarcerated 
population 
Immigration 
Trafficking 
Fraud 
Other Drug 
Weapons 
Counterfeiting 
Other Regulatory 
Offenses 
Larceny 
Assault 
Escape 
Racketeering B 
Extortion 
Kidnapping 

Forgery 
Robbery 
National Defense 
Embezzlement 
Bribery 
Transport 
Custom Laws 
Car Thefl 
- ?  

Prope$ 
Tax Law 
Murder 
Burglary 
Threats Pres 
Perjury. Contempt. 
Intimidation 
Food B Drug 
Communications 
Negligent 
Manslaughfer 

;porting of Stolen 

2,192 
189 
963 
179 
26 
89 
18 

22 
68 
28 

.26 

11 
8 

19 
48 
7 

22 
7 
2 
4 
5 
3 

2 
15 
10 
4 
1 

5 
2 
0 

2 

3 
1 
0 

7 
0 
1 

3 
1 

0 
1 
2 

0 
3aa 

Other Sexual Offense 
Gambling 
Arson B Explosives 
Other Property 
Otfenses 
Liquor 
Agnculture 
Antitrust 
Migratory Birds 
Mail Or Transport of 
Obscene Matenal 
Civil Rights 
Postal Laws 
All Other 

.c 

lW0! 
8% 

42% 
13% 
1% 
7% 
1% 

1% 
4O! 
1% 
lo! 

1% 
0% 
2% 
3% 
0% 
3% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
1% 
1% 

1% 
1% 
1% 
0% 
0% 

1% 
0% 
0% 

0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
2% 

100% 
9% 
44% 
8% 
1% 
4% 
1% 

1% 
3% 
1% 
1% 

1% 
0% 
1% 
2% 
0% 
1% 
OYO 

OVO 
, 0% 

0% 
0% 

0% 
1% 
OYO 

0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 

18% 
0% 

50,020 
3.849 

21,151 
6,477 

517 
3.265 

528 

605 
2,069 

659 
441 

47 1 
138 
862 

1,645 
118 

1.748 
314 
123 
90 

274 
266 

260 
737 
263 
218 
35 

343 
70 
86 

38 

129 
217 
195 

170 
11 

171 
22 
29 

52 
115 
189 

1,055 
5 

loook 
1000/0 
100% 
100% 
100x 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
10070 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
1000/0 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 
100% 

5,245 
2,576 
1,704 

568 
18 

105 
34 

24 
15 
18 
26 

9 
5 

23 
4 

17 
6 

10 
23 
10 
3 
1 

5 
0 

13 
2 
0 

9 
1 
0 

0 

1 
0 
2 

3 
0 
5 
0 
1 

0 
0 
1 
3 
0 

6,786 
815 

4,117 
597 
44 

175 
106 

1 67 
96 
30 
49 

48 
20 
70 

29 
68 
82 
5 
34 
14 
15 

22 
22 
27 
9 
0 

17 
8 
2 

3a 

1 

6 
4 
5 

4 
0 

12 
0 
0 

1 
0 
5 

21 
1 

35,797 
269 

14,367 
5,133 

429 
2.896 

370 

392 
1,890 

583 
340 

403 
105 
750 

1,555 
65 

1,652 
215 
93 
42 

252 
247 

231 
700 
213 
203 
34 

312 
59 
84 

35 

119 
212 
188 

156 
11 

153 
19 
27 

51 
114 
181 
643 

4 

1 w o  
49% 

11% 
o?! 
2% 
1 O! 

0% 
o?h 
0% 
0% 

070 
0% 
0% 
OYO 

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% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

32% 

1 W o  

1 2% 
61% 
9%. 
1 Yo 

2% 

2% 
1 Yo 
0% 
1 Yo 

1 Yo 
oO/O 

1 % 
1% 
oo/o 

1 Yo 
1 Yo 
0% 
1 Yo 
oo/o 

0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0 % 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
070 
0% 
0% 
0% 

3% 

1 W A  
1% 

40% 
14% 
1 O/O 

8% 
1 Yo 

1% 
5% 
2% 
1% 

1 Yo 
OO/O 

2% 
4% 
0% 
5% 
1 Yo 
0% 
0% 
1 Yo 
1 Yo 

1 Yo 
2% 
1% 
1% 
0% 

1 % 
0% 
0% 

0% 

0% 
1 Yo 
1 Yo 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
1 Yo 
2% 
0% 

10% 14% 
67% 21% 
8% 19% 
9% 9% 
3% 9% 
3% 5% 
6% 20% 

4% 28% 
1% 5% 
3% 5% 
6% 11% 

2% loo. 
4% 14% 
3% 8% 
OYO 2% 

14O! 25Oh 

3% 26% 
19% 4% 

1% 5% 
0% 6% 

2% 8% 

0% 4% 

iw0 38% 

0% 3% 
5% loo! 
1% 4% 
0% 0% 

3% 5% 
1% 11% 
0% 2% 

0% 3% 

1% 5% 
0% 2% 
1% 3% 

2% 2% 
0% 0% 
3% 7% 
0% 0% 
3% 0% 

0% 2% 
0% 0% 

0% 2% 
0% 20% 

1% 3% 

72% 
7% 

68X 
79% 
83% 
89% 
70% 

65% 
91 Yo 
88% 
77YO 

86% 
76% 
87% 
95% 
55% 
95% 
68% 
76% 
47% 
92% 
93% 

89% 

81% 
93% 
97x 

91% 
84% 
98% 

95% 

92X 

92% 
98% 
96% 

92% 
100% 
89% 
86% 
93% 

98% 
99% 
96% 
61% 
80% 

4% 
5% 
5% , 
3% 
5% 

3% 
3% 

' 4% 
3% 
4% 
6% 

2% 
6O! 
2% 

6% 
1 K 
2?4 
2% 

2% 
1% 

1% 
2% 
4% 
2% 

3% 

4% 

3% 

1% 

0% 
3% 

5% 

2% 
0% 
0% 

4% 
0% 
1 Yo 

14% 
3% 

0% 
1% 

37% 
OYO 

1 YQ 
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Table D. Criminal history and disposition of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1995. 

Number 

Illegal Legal 
rota1 Alien Alien Citizen Unknownlotat 

Source: Pretrial Sentenc 

status group kgal status group 

Illegal Legal Illegal Legal 
AIkn Alkn Citizen Unknownfotal Alien Alien Clthen Unknown 

Pretrial incarcerated 
population 
Crlminal History 
No Criminal History 
No Pending Matters 
Currently On Pretrial 
Release 
Currently On Parole 

1,0!51 
564 

47 
82 

71 

.16 

158 
0 

57 

64 

10 

58 
157 

692 
18 
64 
278 
189 

0 
27 
923 

0 
128 

0 
9 

7 

Currently On 
Supervised Probation 
Escape Or Walkoff 
status 
Immigration Status in 
question 
Undocumented 

35% 40% 
32% 29% 

5% 1% 
4% 5% 

5% 3% 

0% 0% 

2% 10% 
0% 0% 

2% 2% 

2% 2% 

1% 0% 

3% 4% 
7% 5% 

35% 21% 
1% 0% 
1% 0% 
19% 17% 
7% 6% 

0% 0% 
1% 0% 
30% 5270 

0"h 0% 
6% 3% 

0'30 0% 
1% 0'30 

1% 0% 

Outstanding 
Misdemeanor warrant 
Outstanding Felony 
warrant 
Pretnal Release and 1 
of above 
>1 Excluding. Pretrial 
p '--ase 

45% 
24% 

2% 
4% 

3% 

1% 

7% 
0% 

2% 

3% 

0% 

2% 
7% 

30% 
1% 
3% 
12% 
8% 

0% 
1% 
40% 

0% 
5% 

0% 
0% 

0% 

Disposition 
Missing 
AcquitW 
Convicted Fine Only 
Convrcle5 
Dismmssec! 

100% 16% 16% 
10@!! 13% 10% 

100% 4% 8% 
100% 17% 4% 

100% 7% 8% 

looo! 4% 7% 

100% 7 7 Y o  6% 
100% lP/a 8% 

100% 9% 10% 

100% 12% 11% 

100% 4% 8% 

100% 20% 5% 
100% 9% 6% 

100% 9% 13% 
100% 4% 9% 
100% 1% 4% 
100% 13% 7% 
100% 12% 13% 

100% OYO 20% 
100% 8% 37% 
100% 25% 10% 

100% 0% 14% 
100% 7% 14% 

100% 0% 0% 
100% 6% 12% 

100% 1% 8% 

COL-CS. Succusiov 

Cloc.c.:j sv Transfer 
No! Gui:ly by Reason 
of Insaw& 
Oft?.-. 
Pre::#al Diversion 
Corwersion Code 

C l C i  :'); Coae 

1 Administration data. 1995. 
I Percentage disMbution for each kgal I Percentage with characteristic in each 

52.812 

18,690 
16,887 

2,772 
2.081 

2.843 

243 

999 
12 

1,254 

1,251 

566 

1.389 
3.825 

ia.379 
433 
453 

9.857 
3.849 

5 
329 

15.664 

7 
3.099 

4 
319 

414 

7,608 

3,048 
2,178 

108 
360 

208 

9 

767 
2 

118 

156 

22 

281 
35 1 

1,620 
16 
4 

1.312 
450 

0 
26 

3,939 

0 
220 

0 
18 

3 

5,867 37,002 

3.036 11.555 
1.622 12.523 

210 2.407 
91 1,548 

233 2.331 

17 201 

58 16 
1 9 

125 954 

139 892 

43 491 

66 984 
226 3,091 

2.357 13,710 
41 358 
18 367 

728 7,539 
500 2.710 

1 4 
121 155 

1,590 9,212 

1 6 
439 2,312 

0 4 
39 253 

32 372 

2,335 100% loooh I 1009c 

52X 
28K 

4% 
2% 

4% 

0% 

1 % 
0% 

2% 

2% 

1 Yo 

1 70 
4% 

40% 
1 Yo 
0% 
12% 
9% 

0% 
2% 
27% 

0% 
7% 

0% 
1 70 

1 Yo 

1003c 

31 % 
34% 

7% 
4% 

6% 

1 % 

0% 
0% 

3% 

2% 

1% 

3% 
8% 

37% 
1 % 
1 % 
20% 
7% 

0% 
0% 
25% 

0% 
6% 

0% 
1 70 

1 Yo 

1W' 10096 14% 11% I 

I 

70% 

62% 
74% 

87?! 
74% 

02% 

83% 

2% 
75% 

76% 

71% 

87% 

71% 
81% 

75% 
83% 
81% 
76% 
70% 

80% 
47% 
59% 

86% 
75% 

100% 
79% 

90% 

4% 

6% 
3% 

2% 
4% 

2% 

'FA 

1 6% 
0% 

5% 

5% 

2% 

4% 
4% 

4% 
4% 
14% 
3% 
5% 

0% 
8% 
6% 

0% 
4% 

0% 
3% 

2% 
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Table D. Criminal history and disposition of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1994. 

Number 

lliegal Legal 
rotat Alien Alien Citizen UnknownTotal 

Source: Pretrial Sentenc 

status group legal status group 

Illegal Legal Illegal Legal 
Alien Alien Citizen UnknownTotal Alien Alien Citlzcn Unknown 

Pretrial incarcerated 
population 
Criminal History 
No Criminal History 
No Pending Matters 
Currently On Pretrial 
Release 
Currently On Parole 

2,543 

1.225 
698 

41 
69 

52 

-11 

l o o  
0 

71 

60 

11 

56 
149 

322 
21 
88 

510 
244 

1 
52 

1,162 

0 
110 

Currently On 
Supervised Probation 
Escape Or Walkoff 
status 
Immigration Status in 
question 
Undocumented 

1009c 

38% 
32% 

5% 
4% 

5% 

0% 

1% 
0% 

2% 

2% 

1% 

2% 
7% 

13% 
1% 
1% 

37% 
ao/o 

0% 
1% 

32% 

0% 
590 

Outstanding 
Misdemeanor warrant 
Outstanding Felony 
warrant 
Pretrial Release and 1 
of above 
sl Excluding, Pretrial 
P-'-sse 

lO(w. 

48% 
27% 

2% 
3% 

2% 

070 

4% 
0% 

3% 

2% 

0% 

2% 
6% 

13% 
1% 

20% 
10% 

0% 
2% 

46% 

3% 

0% 
4% 

0% 
1% 

0% 

Disposition 
Missing 
Acquitted 
Convicted Fine Only 
Convicted 
Dismissed 

10096 

1WA 
100% 

100% 
lOOo/. 

1 W A  

100% 

100% 
100% 

100% 

100% 

100Yo 

1000/0 
l0OX 

100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 
100% 

100% 

100% 
100% 

100% 
100% 

100% 

Escape from Custody 
Fugitive'FrA 
Pled Guilty 

Counesv Supervision 
Closing Code 
Closed by Transfer 
Not Guilty by Reason 
of Insanity 
Other 
Pretnal Dwersion 
Conversion Code 

Administration data, 1994. 
I Percentage distribution for each kgal I Percentage with characteristic In each 

49,537 

18,712 
15.788 

2,431 
1.914 

2,657 

232 

551 
21 

1,183 

1,030 

568 

1.103 
3,347 

6,480 
598 
532 

18.448 
4,190 

6 
555 

15,636 

13 
2,271 

5 
264 

537 

5,722 

2,638 
1,491 

74 
247 

175 

10 

375 
1 

108 

88 

31 

200 
284 

596 
28 
18 

2,222 
365 

1 
5a 

2,234 

0 
158 

2 
12 

8 

5,898 35,374 

3.153 11.696 
1.536 12.063 

209 2,107 
101 1,497 

225 2,205 

22 189 

63 13 
3 17 

129 875 

120 762 

42 484 

66 781 
229 2.685 

1,116 4.446 
66 483 
20 406 

1,679 14.037 
617 2,944 

2 4 
227 218 

1,760 10.480 

3 10 
339 1,664 

0 3 
23 203 

46 476 

0% 2:1 1% 

1W% 

46% 
26% 

1 Yo 
4% 

3x 

0% 

7% 
0% 

2% 

2% 

1% 

3% 
5% 

10% 
0% 
0% 

39% 
7% 

0% 
1 % 

3996 

04. 
3% 

0% 
0% 

0% 

100% 

53% 
26% 

4% 
2% 

4% 

0% 

1 % 
0% 

2% 

2% 

1 % 

1 70 
4% 

19% 
1 Yo 
0% 

28% 
1 0% 

0% 
4 70 

30% 

070 
6% 

0% 
0% 

1 % 

1W?A 

33% 
34% 

6% 
4% 

6% 

1 Yo 

0% 
0% 

2% 

2% 

1 Yo 

2% 
8% 

13% 
1 % 
1 % 

40% 
8% 

0% 
1 % 

30% 

0% 
5% 

0% 
1 Yo 

1 % 

12% 

1 4% 
9% 

3% 
13% 

7 1 0  

4% 

68% 
5% 

9% 

9% 

5% 

18% 
8% 

9% 
5% 

12% 
9% 

3% 

13% 
1 0% 
14% 

0% 
7% 

40% 
5% 

1 % 

12% 

17% 
1 oo/o 

9% 
5% 

8% 

9% 

11% 
1 4 O A  

11% 

12% 

7% 

6X 
7% 

17% 
11% 
4% 
9% 

15% 

25% 
41% 
11% 

23% 
15% 

0% 
9% 

9% 

n *h 

63% 
76% 

87% 
78% 

83% 

81% 

2% 
81% 

74% 

74% 

85% 

71% 
80% 

69% 
81% 
76% 
76% 
70% 

50% 
39% 
67% 

77YO 
73% 

60% 
77% 

89% 

w. 

7% 
4% 

2% 
4% 

2% 

5% 

1 8% 
0% 

6X 

6% 

2% 

5% 
4% 

5% 
4% 

17% 
3x 
6% 

13% 
9% 
7% 

0% 
5% 

0% 
10% 

1 Yo 
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Table D. Criminal history and disposition of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1993. 

Percentage distribution for each legal 
Number status group 

illegal Legal illegal Legal 
rota1 Alien Alkn Citizen Unknomlotal Alien Alien Cltizen UnknomTobi 

Source: Pretrial Sentenc 
Percentage with characteristic in each 

kgal status group 

illegal Legal 
Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

Pretrial incarcerated 
population 
Criminal History 
No Criminal History 
No Pending Matters 
Currently On Pretrial 
Release 
Currently On Parole 

2,677 

1.277 
669 

53 
99 

68 

. 19 

83 
4 

71 

46 

14 

54 
220 

394 
23 

125 
851 
260 

0 
33 

877 

0 
92 

0 
9 

13 

Currently On 
Supervised Probation 
Escape Or Walkoff 
status 
Immigration Status in 
question 
Undocumented 

1 W o  

39% 
31% 

5% 
4% 

6% 

0% 

1% 
0% 

2% 

2% 

1% 

2% 
6% 

12% 
1% 
1% 

49% 
8% 

0% 
1% 

20% 

0% 
4% 

0% 
0% 

1 O/O 

Outstanding 
Misdemeanor warrant 
Outstanding Felony 
warrant 
Pretnal Release and 1 
of above 
~1 Excluding. Pretrial 
@-base 

r 
hsposition 
Missing 
Acquitted 
Convicted Fine Only 
Convicted 
Dismissed 

100% 

48% 
25% 

2% 
470 

3% 

1% 

3% 
0% 

3% 

2% 

1% 

2% 
8% 

15% 
1% 
5% 

32% 
10% 

0% 
1% 

33% 

0% 
3% 

OYO 

0% 

0% 

Escape from Cusfody 
Fugitive F T A  
Pled GuQ 

looox 11% 

100% 13% 
100% 8% 

100% 3% 
1000/0 13% 

100% 6Yo 

100% 7% 

100% 75% 
100% oo/o 

100% 6% 

1oOYo 7010 

100% 8% 

1000/0 18% 
100% 6% 

100% 10% 
100% 4% 
100% 3% 
100% 11% 
100% 9% 

100% 33% 
1000/0 12% 
100% 14% 

100% P / O  

100% 5% 

100% 11% 
100% 7% 

100% 2% 

Courtesy Supervision 
Closing Cooe 
Closed by Transter 
Not Guilty by Reason 
of Insanity 
Other 
Pretrial Diversion 
Conversion Code 

20,446 2,674 
16,432 1.376 

2,684 81 
2.127 272 

3.072 183 

257 18 

550 414 
27 0 

1.127 68 

989 67 

526 41 

1.198 211 
3.263 206 

6.427 635 
766 28 
469 13 

26.068 2.850 
4.391 401 

3 1 
554 69 

10.803 1,481 

18 0 
2.203 103 

9 1 
220 16 

687 13 

6,378 38,032 

3,410 13.085 
1,723 12.664 

251 2,299 
115 1,641 

272 2.549 

22 198 

50 3 
2 21 

118 870 

92 784 

32 439 

69 864 
222 2.615 

1,033 4,365 
79 636 
21 310 

2,720 19.647 
664 3.066 

1 1 
207 245 

1.290 7.155 

4 14 
302 1.786 

2 6 
16 179 

39 622 

100% 

48% 
25% 

1 % 
5% 

3% 

oO/O 

FA 
0% 

1 Yo 

1 70 

1 O/O 

4% 
4% 

11% 
0% 
0% 

51 % 
7% 

0% 
1 % 

26% 

Oo/b 
2% 

0% 
0% 

0% 

1- 

53% 
270k 

4% 
2% 

4% 

0% 

1% 
0% 

2% 

1 Yo 

1 Yo 

1 Yo 
3% 

16% 
1 Yo 
0% 

43% 
10% 

0% 
3% 

20% 

0% 
5% 

0% 
0% 

1 Yo 

1W% 

34% 
3 3 V O  

6% 
4% 

7% 

1 Yo 

0% 
0% 

2% 

2% 

1 Yo 

2% 
7% 

11% 
2% 
1 % 

52% 
8% 

0% 
1 % 

19% 

0% 
5% 

0% 
0% 

2% 

l2Yo 

17OA 
10% 

9% 
5% 
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Table D. Criminal history and disposition of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1992. 

Percentage distribution for each legal 
Number ststus group 

Illegal Legal tllegal legal 
'otal Alien A l h  Citizen Unknownlotal Alien Alien Citizen UnknownTotal 

Source: Pretrial Sentenci 
Percentage with characteristic in each 

legal status group 

Illegal Legal 
Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

Pretrial incarcerated 
population 
Criminal History 
No Criminal History 
No Pending Matters 
Currently On Pretrial 
Release 
Currently On Parole 

3,030 

1,659 
738 

60 
75 

114 

.22 

41 
309 

0 

1 

1 

1 
9 

449 
38 

166 
1,971 

309 

0 
52 
13 

1 
1 

0 
21 

9 

Currently On 
Supervised Probation 
Escape Or Walkoff 
status 
Immigration Status in 
question 
Undocumented 

100% 

42% 
31% 

570 
3% 

P/o 

1% 

2% 
9% 

0% 

0% 

0% 

0% 
0% 

17% 
2% 
la/o 

68% 
9% 

0% 
1% 
1% 

0% 
0% 

0% 
1% 

1% 

Outstanding 
Misdemeanor warrant 
Outstanding Felony 
warrant 
Pretrial Release and 1 
of above 
>1 Excluding, Pretrial 
P-'-qse 

100% 

55% 
24% 

2% 
2% 

4% 

1% 

1% 
10% 

OYO 

0% 

0% 

0% 
0% 

15% 
1% 
5% 

65% 
10% 

0% 
2% 
0% 

0% 
0% 

0% 
1% 

0% 

Disposition 
Missing 
Acquided 
Convicted Fine Only 
Convicted 
Dismissed 

1W!m 

100% 
100% 

100% 
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100% 
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100% 
100% 

100% 

100% 
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100% 
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lOOY0 
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Other 
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3.017 
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382 

2 
87 

1 
304 

640 

5,633 

2.903 
1,176 

93 
153 

230 

16 

733 
313 

1 

1 

0 

3 
11 

829 
49 
55 

4,261 
355 

0 
51 
22 

0 
0 

0 
9 

2 

7,305 39,153 

4,275 14,253 
1.859 13.288 

272 2,592 
61 1,463 

326 2,992 

45 p52 

58 14 
383 4,078 

1 19 

4 11 

4 25 

4 29 
13 137 

1,604 6.282 
110 738 
154 346 

4.295 27,011 
706 3.354 

1 4 
283 232 
44 303 

0 1 

12 74 

0 1 
38 236 

50 571 

100% 

52yo 
21% 

2% 
3% 

4% 

0% 

13% 
6Vo 

0% 

0% 

0% 

0% 
0% 

15% 
1 Yo 
1 % 

76% 
6% 

0% 
1 Yo 
0% 

0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 

0% 

loooX 

59% 
25% 

4% 
1 Yo 

4% 

1 Yo 

1 % 
5% 

0% 

0% 

0% 

070 
0% 

22% 
2% 
2% 

10% 

0% 

1 Yo 

59% 

4 70 

0% 
0% 

0% 
1 Yo 

1 Yo 

100% 

36% 
34% 

7% 
4% 

8% 

1 % 

OOh 
1 0% 

0% 

0% 

0% 

0% 
0% 

16% 
2% 
1 Yo 

69% 
9% 

0% 
1% 
1 % 

0% 
0% 

0% 
1 Yo 

1 Yo 

10% 13% 

13% 19% 
7% 11% 

3% 9% 
9% 3% 

6% 9% 

5% 13% 

87% 7% 
6% 8% 

5% 5% 

6% 240/0 

0% 13% 

8% 11% 
6% 8% 

9% 18% 
5% 12% 
8% 21% 

11% 11% 
8% 15% 

0% 20% 
8% 46% 
6% 12% 

0% 0% 
0% 14% 

0% 0% 
3% 13% 

0% 9% 

71 Y' 

62% 
78% 

86% 
84% 

82% 

75% 

2% 
80% 

90% 

65% 

83% 

78% 
81% 

69% 
79% 
48% 
72% 
71X 

80% 
38% 
79% 

50% 
85% 

100% 
78% 

89% 

5?h 

70/0 
4% 

2% 
4% 

3yo 

7% 

SO/. 
6% 

0% 

6% 

3x 

3% 
5 x  

5% 
4% 

23% 
5% 
7% 

0% 
8% 
3% 

50% 
1 Yo 

0% 
7% 

1 Yo 

-178 -- Final Drafi 

U.S. Department of Justice.
of the author(s) and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the
has not been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those
This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report



Table D. Criminal history and disposition of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1991. 

Percentage distribution for each legal 
Number status group 

Illegal Legal Illegal Legal 
Total Alien Alien Citizen Unknown Total Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

Percentage with characteristic in each 
legal status group 

Illegal Legal 
Total Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

Source: Pretrial Sentenc 

2,192 

1.271 
433 

54 
56 

70 

.16 

42 
250 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

271 
32 
107 

1,404 
330 

0 
30 
2 

0 
0 

r- 
100% 

42% 
31% 

6% 
3% 

6% 

1% 

2% 
8% 

0% 

0% 

0% 

0% 
0% 

11% 
2% 
1% 
73% 
9% 

0% 
1 % 
0% 

0% 
0% 

Pretrial incarcerated 
population 
Criminal History 
No Criminal History 
No Pending Matters 
Currently On Pretrial 
Release 
Currently On Parole 

0 
9 

7 

1 W  109: 14% 72% 4% 

0% 
1% 

1% 

I 50,020 5,245 6,786 35,797 1W/o 100% 100% low. 

58% 
20% 

2% 
3% 

3% 

1% 

2% 
11% 
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2% 
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277 19 38 204 0% 1% 1% 100% 7% 14% 74% 6% 
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6 
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7 
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0% 
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0% 0% 
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100% 11% 11% 78% 0% 
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Missing 
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Convicted Fine Only 
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5.709 
1,001 
655 

36.380 
4.652 

464 
49 
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4.172 
376 

1,261 
137 
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4,152 
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3,713 
783 
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26,660 
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9% 
1 % 
2% 
80% 
7% 
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2% 2% 
3% 1% 
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Table E. Detention costs of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1995. 

Number 

Illegal Legal 
rota1 Alien Alien Citizen UnknownTotal 

Source: Pretrial Sentenc 
Percentage distribution for each legal 

ststus group 

Illegal Legal 
Alien Alien Citizen Unknowr 

Pretrial incarcerated 
population 
Total detention 
costs before trial 
0 
1-100 
100-499 
500-999 
1,000-1.999 
2,000-2.999 
3,000-3,999 
4.000-4.999 
5,000-7,499 
7,500-9.999 
10,000-14,999 
15,000-24.999 
25,000-49,999 
50,000-99,999 
Missing 
Sum of costs 
(thousands of $1 
Mean cost ($) 
Total detention 
costs after trial 
r' 

101)-499 
500-999 
1,000-1.999 
2,000-2.999 
3,000-3.999 
4,000-4 999 
5,000-7 439 
7,500-9.999 
10,000-14.999 
15.000-24.999 
25,000-49.999 
50.000-99 999 
Missrng 
Sum 01 costs 
(thousands of S) 
Mean cost (Si  

52,812 7,608 5,867 37,002 

15.420 
9,067 
4,143 

189 
138 
37 
24 
24 
38 
11 
8 
3 
2 
2 

23,706 

1,401 
2,943 
1,338 

42 
12 
5 
1 
1 
2 
0 
1 
1 
0 
1 

1,860 

1.103 
1,434 

626 
24 

' 22 
4 
1 
3 
1 
0 
0 
1 
1 
0 

2,647 

12.330 
4,269 
1,680 

117 
- 101 

26 
21 
18 
34 
11 
7 
1 
1 
1 

18.385 

2.515 588 310 1.481 
86 102 96 80 

18.608 
155 
24 1 
402 
852 

1,545 
2,156 
1.828 
2,042 

626 
326 
96 
15 
9 

23.91 1 

2,777 
49 
69 

201 
350 
478 
512 
386 
396 
119 
39 

9 
0 
1 

2.222 

1,892 
9 

16 
25 
62 

182 
318 
258 
253 
64 
38 
12 
2 
0 

2,736 

13,007 
92 

145 
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368 
827 

1,245 
1.048 
1.257 

41 1 
235 
73 
13 
8 

18,147 

45.580 9,408 5,603 28.101 
1.577 1.747 1.790 1,490 

2335 

586 
42 1 
499 

6 
3 
2 
1 
2 

- 1  
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

81 4 
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89 
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5 
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58 
81 
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0 
0 
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0% 0% 0% 
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5% 
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0% 
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0% 
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Percentage with characteristic In each 
legal status group 
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1Wh 14.A 1 1 O h  
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Table E. Detention costs of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1994. 

Number 

Illegal Legal 
rota1 Alien Alien Citken UnknownTotal 

Source: Pretrial Sentenr 

status group legal status group 

Illegal Legal Illegal Legal 
Alien Alien CRizen UnknownTotal Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

Pmtrial incarcerate 
population 
Total detention 
costs before trial 
0 
1-100 
100-499 
500-,999 
1,000-1,999 
2,000-2,999 
3,000-3,998 
4.000-4,999 
5,000-7,499 
7.500-9.999 
10,000-1 4.999 
15,000-24,999 
25.000-49.999 
50,000-99.999 
Missing 
Sum of costs 
(thousands of S) 
Mean cost (%) 
Total detention 
costs after trial 
r 

2,543 

U57 
712 
589 

8 
8 
2 
1 
0 

. 0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 

365 

182 
84 

1,432 
3 

20 
29 
42 
69 

110 
188 
175 
65 
46 
15 
3 
0 

346 

4,033 
1,836 

)Administration data, 1994. 
I Percentage distribution tor each legal I Percentage wlth characteristic In each 

1oMc 

49% 
23% 
9% 
1% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
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0% 
0% 
0% 

187'0 

55% 
0% 
1% 
1% 
2% 
4% 
5% 
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2% 
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0% 

1850 

lW% 
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28% 
23% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 
0% 

0% 

0% 
0% 

49,537 

24.038 
11.287 
4,392 
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136 
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57 
13 
11 
11 
0 
0 

8,899 
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93 

27,479 
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962 

2.01 1 
2.694 
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922 
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17 
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1Wh 12?& 12% 7l% 

100% 6% 7% 83% 
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M W I M  na 
M na M na 
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1,489 
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6 
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54 
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62 1 
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37 
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14% 
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1,965 5.983 
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0 11 
1 8 
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Table E. Detention costs of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1993. 
Swrce: Pretrial Sentencing Administration data, 1993. 

1 I Percentage distribution for each legal I Percentage with characteristic in each 
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Table E. Detention costs of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1992. 

Number 

Illegal Legal 
Total Alien Alien Citizen Unknown 

Percentage distribution for each legal Percentage with characteristic in each 
status group legal status gmup 
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46 
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4 
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Table E. Detention costs of individuals in pretrial federal detention: 1991. 

Number 
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status group legal status group 
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9. Appendix B describes how we identified duplicate records and integrated the information 
from multiple records: 

10. All average cost figures exclude missing values, but include zero values. 

11. Unlike the USSC data, the PSAIS data on race include persons of Hispanic and 
non-Hispanic origin. Differences in white-black composition across the citizenship groups 
largely reflect differences in Hispanic origin composition. Groups with higher percentages of 
Hispanics tend to have higher percentages white and lower percentages black. 

12. Rules about the immigrant groups for which states could receive federal reimbursement 
were changed in subsequent years. In later years local areas were also permitted to apply for 
reimbursement (Bjerke 1998). a 
13. The Central Index contains information on individuals who entered the United States or 
came to the attention of the INS in or after 1960. The Index includes information on legal 
immigrants, naturalized citizens, certain legal temporary non-immigrations, and illegal aliens 
who have come to the attention of the INS. The DACS is used to track potentially deportable or 
excludable aliens from the time they are formally notified that the INS has initiated proceedings 
until the expulsion proceedings end (Clark et al. 1994: 38-39,54). 

14. Because names are often entered into data systems incorrectly, INS personnel attempted to 
match each prisoner’s name as given, and in various permutations (for instance, the first and last 
name could be switched). Birth dates in INS data sets were considered a match if the year 
matched, or was within one year of, the birth year submitted by the states. If an individual 
submitted by a state was matched to several individuals in INS data bases, he (or she) was 
considered qualified for reimbursement if any of the individuals he (or she) was matched to 
qualified for reimbursement. 

15. 
Survey of State Prison Inmates, which was to have been collected in 1996, was not collected 
until 1997 and is not yet available. 

According to Allen Beck at the Bureau of Justice Statistics, the most recent version of the 

16. In assessing these distributions of crimes by type, it is necessary to keep in mind the numbers 
of persons involved. Florida (287 illegal aliens), Illinois (1 12)’ and New Jersey (54) have many 
fewer incarcerated illegal aliens than New York (522) and Arizona (687), which in turn have 
many fewer than Texas (2535) and California (10,059). 

17. Arizona was excluded from this analysis because it did not provide the necessary level of 
detail about country of origin of illegal aliens. 

18. Glen Holly of the Florida State Department of Corrections suggested the second and third 
explanation. 

19. Arizona was excluded from this analysis because the country of origin data available for this 
state was not consistent with other states. 
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20. Recall that deportable legal aliens are in the United States legally but are deportable because 
of crimes they have committed as opposed to illegal aliens whose presence in the United States is 
unauthorized. 

2 1. The CCDC did not provide information on citizenship. Individuals were coded aS- - 
foreign-born if they were born outside the United States and its outlying areas, such as Puerto 
Rico. A small number of native U.S. citizens who were born abroad of American parents may be 
coded as foreign-born, but, based on analysis of 1990 Census data, this number should be 
extremely small. 

. 
22. Comparisons between illegal aliens and the general population of the CCDC are based on 
country of birth, not country of citizenship because only data on country of birth was available 
for the general population of the CCDC. However, for illegal aliens, country of birth and country 

Jordan. 
- of citizenship were identical, except for one individual born in Kuwait who was a citizen of 

23, We recoded the occupations given on the 1-213 data set using U.S. Census Bureau 
definitions. 

24. Even with information on length of stay in the United States for illegal aliens convicted at 

meaningfully. A disproportionate share of criminal offenses are committed by young men and, 
while the INS does provide estimates of the size of the illegal alien population, there are no 
official estimates of the age and gender distributions of illegal aliens. If, as has been suggested 
by infomation on former long-term illegal aliens who applied to legalize under the Immigration 
Reform and Control Act of 1996 (U.S. Immigration and Naturalization Service, 1992), illegal 
alien men are disproportionately young and male, then overall population criminal involvement 
rates would be expected to by high for illegal aliens, not necessarily for any particularly bent 
towards crime, but because of their demographic characteristics. 

- the federal, state, and local levels, overall criminality rates would be difficult to interpret 

, 
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