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OCDETF drug casés, 26.2% decrease. In FY 05 SDTX filed 1,057 non OCDETF drug cases, a
14.8% decrease.
| Western District of Texas
The boundaries and divisions of the Western District of Texas are set by statute. [28

US.C. § 124(d)].

Population Square Miles

El Paso Division - 713,126 1,013
Del Rio Division 142,469 13,146
Pecos/Alpine Division 70,060 30,445
Midland Di‘;ision ) é69,1 16 6,245
Austin Division 1,610,463 1492
Waco Division 738,135 : 11,347
San Antonio bivision ' 1,964,065 13,428

Totals . 4,497,534 . 90,547

There are thirteen (13) actiw}e district judges in the Western District of Texas and three
(03) senior distrjct judges; as well as thirteen .(13') magistrate judges The breakdown of judges
by divisional office is as follows: San Antomo four (04) dlstnct judges, and three (03) maglstrate
Jjudges; El Paso, four (04) dxstnct judges, and three (03) magistrate judges; Del Rio, one (01)
district judge, and two (02) magistrate judges; Pecos/Alpine, no district judges, and one (01)
magistrate judge; Midland, one (01) district judge, and one (01) magistrate judge; Austin, two
(02) dis@ict Judges, three (03) seniqr district judges, and two (02) magistrate judges; Waco, one

(01) district judge, and one (01) magistrate judge
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As of March 4, 2006, WDTX have an overall direct vacancy rate of 6.62%, with the
national USAO corhniunity average being 9.40%. The WDTX average AﬁSA FTE vacancy rate »
is 6.38% compare to the national average of 7.97%. The WDTX support staff vacancy rate was
6.85%, compared to a national staff vacancy rate of 10.71% From FY 2000 to FY 2006 the
WDTX direct funding allocation grew by 35.1%, and during this timé frame the USA
apprépriatibn grew by 33.9%. In FY 2000 WDTX used 161.03 Direct FTE and in fY 2006 the
FTE usage is projected to be. 195.21 FTE, a 21.2% change over the last six years. Frqm FY 200
to FY 2005 the WDTX immigration cases ﬁléd grew by 64.1%. .

Attached as Tab 5, piease find selected pages from the EOUSA data management
information maintained on our intranet site. Tab 5 contains information‘speciﬁc to the West.ern
District of Texas as a whole. Tab 5-A is pages 13-15 of tﬁe Form “A” data, which is specific to
immigration coded ot_‘fenses. Tab 5-B is pages 3_1-33 of the Form “A” data, which is specific toA
" 2on OCDETF drug cases. Tab 5-C is pages 46-48 of the Form “A” data, which is specific to
violent ;:ﬁmé offenses. »

InFY 03 WDTX filed 1,768 immigration cases. In FY 04 WDTX filed 2.034
‘iinmigration caseés, a 15.0% ipcrease. InFY 05 WDTX filed 2,712 immigration cases, a 33.3%
increase. »

InFY 03 WDTX filed 2.071 non OCDETF drug cases. In FY O{ WDTX filed 2,053 non
OCDETF drug cases, a 0.9% decrease. In FY 05 WDTX filed 1,626 non OCDETF drug cases, a

20.8 % decrease.
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District of New Mexico

The boundaries of the District of New Mexico is set by statute. [28 U.S.C. § 111]. No
divisions are created by the enabling statute. By statute court may be held in Albuquerque, Las
Cruces, Las Vegas, Roswell, Santa Fe, and Silver City. Federal Courthouses exists in
Albuquerque, Santa Fe, Las Cruces, and Roswell. Court is principally held in Albuquerque, Las

Cruces, and Santa Fe, and occasionally in Roswell.

Population Square Miles
1,903,289 121,356

There are seven (07) disﬁ'ict Judges in New Mexico; two (025 in Santa Fe, one (01) in Las
Cfuces, and four (4) in Albgquerque. Additionally there are thres (03) senior district judges in
Aibﬁquerque. There are ten (10) magistrate Jjudges in New Mexico, six (06) in Albuquerque, and
four (04) in Las Cruces. A fifth Iagistrate judge has i)een selected for Las Cruces and is
undergoing a background clearance,

As of March 4, 2006, DNM had an ove;rgll direct vacé,ncy rate of 1 0.21% compared to the
USAO community as a whole Having arate of 9.4%. The district’s AUSA vacancy r.ate was -
6.67%, compared to a national average of 7.97%. The districts average support staff v.acancy rate
‘ A' s 14.05%, compared to a national averagé 0£10.71%. From FY 2000 to FY 2006, the NM direct
funding all_ocation grew by 64.1%, and during ﬂlis time period the USA appropriation grew by
33.9%. InFY 2000 DNM used 78.37 Direct FTE, and in FY 2006 it is projected to use 106.85
FTE, a 36.3% increase in six years. From FY 2000 to FY 2005 the DNM immigration cases filed
grew by 99%. In FY 2006, EOUSA provided DNM with $500,000 in one time money to avoid

furloﬁghs and to provide for litigation.

ASG000000133



Interim Report © Pagel0of 13
Southwest Border Project

Attached as Tab 6, please find selected pages from the EOUSA data management
information maintained on our intranet site. Tab 6 contains information specific to the District of _
New Mexico as a whole. Tab 6-A is pages 13-15 of the Form “A” data, which is specific to
immigration coded offenses. Tab 6-B is pages 31-33 of the Form “A” data, whiéh is specific to
. non OCDETF drug cases. Tab 6-C is pages 46-48 of thé Form “A” dat'(;, which is specific to
violent crimé o_'ffensés. ' |

In FY 03 DNM filed 1,529 immigration cases. In FY 04 DNM filed 1,501 immigration
cases, #.1.8.% decrease. In FY 05 DNM filed 1,849 immigration cases,a23.2% inclrease.

- InFY 03 DNM filed 385-non OCDETF drug cases. In FY 04 DNM filed 429.11011
"OCDETF drug ca;ses, a11.4 % increase. InFY 05 DNM filed 470 non OCDETF drug cases, a
9.6 % increase. .

District of Arizona

The boundaries of the District of Arizona is set by statute.-[28 U.S.C. § 82]. No divisions
are created by the enabling statute, By statute court shall be held in Globe, Phoenix, Prescott,
and Tucson. The DAZ/USAO web site advises that trials involving witnesses and/or defendants

in Northem Arizona are sometimes held at the federal courthouse in Prescott.

Population . . Square Miles
5,743,834 " 113,635

There are eight (08) district Jjudges, four (04) senior district judges, and five (05)
magistrate judges in Phoenix. There are five (05) district judges in Tucson, two (2) senior
district judges, and six (06) magistrate judges. Additionally, there is one (01) magistrate judge in

Yuma, and one (1) magistrate judge in Flagstaff,
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As for March 4, 2006, DAZ héd an overall vacancy rate of 7,91% compared to national
USAO community vacancy rate of 9.4%. The DAZ average AUSA vacancy rate was 11.73%
compared to ti16 national average of 7.97%. The DAZ average support staff vacancy rate was
3:86%, compared to the national average of 10.71%.

From FY 2000 to FY 2006, the DAZ direct finding allocation grew by 31.4% and the
USA appropriation as whole grew by 33.9%. In FY 2000 DAZ ﬁsed 163.54 Direci; FTE and in
FY 2006 itis pfojected to use 209.91 FTE, a 28.4% increase in six years. From FY 2000 to FY
- 2006, the DAZ immigration cases filed grew by 12.2%.

. Attached as Tab 7, please find selected pages from the EOUSA data m;nagement

" information mainta;incd on our intranet site. Tab 7 contains information specific to the District of
Arizona as a whole. Tab 7-A is pagés 13-15 of the Form “A” data, which is specific to
immigration coded offenses. Tab 7-B is pages 31-33 of the Form “A” data, which is specific to
non OCDETF drug cases. Tab 7-C. is pages 46-48 of the Form “A” data, which is specific to
violent crime offerises.

In FY 03 DAZ filed 2,252 immigration cases. In FY 04 DAZ filed 2,383 immigration
cases, a 5.8 % increase. In FY 05 DAZ filed 1,898 immigration cases, a 20..4 % decrease, |

In FY 03 DAZ filed 671 non OCDETF drug cases. In FY-04 DAZ filed 790 non
OCDETF drug cases, a 17.7% increase. In FY 05 DAZ filed 785 non OCDETF drug cases, a
0.6 % decrease. »

Southemn District of California

The boundaries of the Southern District of California is set by statute. [28U.S.C. §

84(d)]. No-divisions are created by the enabling statute. The district is comprised of Imperijal
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and San Diego counties. By statute, court for the district is held in San Diego.

Population Square Miles
San Diego County 1,903,289 4,200
Imperial County 153,448 4175
Total 3,085,162 - . 8,375

There are seventeen (17) active district Jjudges and nine (09) magistrate Judges in San
Diego. There is one 01 maglstraie Jjudge in El Centro, 7
As of March 4,2006, SDCA had an overall Direct vacancy rate of 12.78%, compared to a
national USAQ community vacancy rate of 9.4%. .The SDCA district’s average attorney vacancy
rate was 11.71%, compared to a nationa] AUSA vacaﬁcy rate of 7.97%. The SDCA support staff
vacancy rate is 13.90%, compared to a national average of 10.71%.
-From FY 2000 to FY 2006, the SDCA Direct funding allocation grew by 48, 71 % and
dunng this time period the USA. appropriation grew by 33.9%. InFY 2000, SDCA used 150.78
FTE and i in FY 2006 SDCA is projected to use 183 67 FTE, a 21.8% increase over the last six ‘
years. These FTE numbers do not capture the 52 support contractors that came on board in FY -
2000 to help process immigration cases. Currently SDCA has 36 such contractors on board for
. vthls purpose, From FY 2000 to FY 2005, the SDCA Immigration cases filed decreased by 39%.
- Attached as Tab 8, please find selected pages from the EQUSA data management
information maintained on our intranet site. Tab 8 contains information specific to the District of
| Arizona as a Whole Tab 8~A 1s pages 13-15 of the Form “A” data, which is specific to

immigration coded offenses. Tab 8-B is pages 31-33 of the Form “A” data, which is specific to
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non OCDETF drug cases. Tab 8-C. is pages 46-48 of.the Form “A” data, which is specific to
violept crime offenses. A
In FY 03 SDCA filed 2,463 immigration cases. In FY 04 SDCA filed 2,527 immigration
" cases, a.2.6 % increase. In'FY 05 SDCA filed 1,441 immigration cases, a 43.3 % decrease.
In FY 03 SDCA filed 795 non OCDETF drug cases. In FY 04 SDCA filed 656 non
OCDETF drug cases, a 17.5 % decrease. In FY 05 SDCA filed 846 non OCDETF drug cases, a
29.0% iﬁcreasc.

END
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U.S. Department of Justice

Executive Office for Uru'_ted States Attorneys

Office of the Director Washington, D.C. 20530

MEMORANDUM FOR: William W. Mercer
i Principal Associate Deputy Attorney General

FROM:  Natalie A. Voris
Associate Counsel to the Director _
Executive Office for United States Attorneys

SUBJECT: Information Request — For Official Use Only

Below please find responses to your recent request regé.rding the iﬁlmigration
policies of the five (5) Southwest Border districts. :

District of Arizona

" (a) Does DOJ have a policy on the number of times an alien is appfehended before being
prosecuted? ) .

The Phoenix/Tucson/Yuma offices do not have an official policy on the number
of times an illegal entrant alien must enter before being prosecuted for the misdemeanor
offense of 8 U.S:C. §1325. Itis evaluated on a case-by-case basis but almost certainly an
alien would not be prosecuted on a firt or second offense unless there were aggravating
circumstances. However, there is a standing policy of zero tolerance on illegal aliens
who come from countries of interest, other than Mexico and Central and South America.

(b) What excép'tivons are there to this policy (e.g., aggravated felonies, alien smugglers,
etc.)? - '

The Phoenix/Tucson/Yuma offices have guidelines in place to prosecute all
provable 8 U.S.C. §§1326(b)(2) and 1326(b)(1) cases where the alien is calculated to be
at a level 24 under the U.S.S.G. These offices also prosecute defendants who are
currently on Federal Probation or Supervised Release. Under certain circumstances, the
Phoenix/Tucson/Yuma offices also prosecute some lower level 8 U.S.C. §1326(b)(2)
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cases. Again, there is a standing policy of zero tolerance on illegal aliens who come from

countries of interest; outh America.
(c) What is the minimum prosecutable offense before DOJ prosecutes illegal aliens?

The minimum prosecutable offenses for Phoenix/T ucson/Yuma are misdemeanor
- illegal entry in violation of 8 U.S.C. § 1325 and misdemeanor aiding and abetting in
violation of 8 U.S.C. §1325 and 18 U.S.C. §2.

Southern District of California

(a) Does DOJ have a policy on the number of timés an alien is apprehended before being
prosecuted? :

) To SDCA’s knowledge, other than the Principles of Federal Prosecution
contained in USAM 9-27.000, and the general guidance on immigration violations set
forth USAM 9-73.000 and the corresponding sections in the Criminal Resource Manual,
the Department does not have a specific policy regarding the prosecution of illegal aliens.
Instead, the United States Attorneys are charged with establishing such policies based on
the particular circumstances and enforcement priorities in their respective districts. In the
SDCA, as a general rule SDCA does not prosecute purely economic migrants. Nor are
SDCA’s prosecution guidelines based on the “number of times an alien is apprehended.”

-SDCA'’s prosecution policies are based on the premise that illegal aliens with the most
serious criminal histories should be our priority for prosecution. As such, SDCA has
directed its resources to bringing felony (as opposed to- misdemeanor) charges against
illegal aliens with substantial criminal histories so that SDCA can seek longer prison
sentences against those who present the greatest threat to public safety. SDCA employs
prosecution guidelines for offenses under 8 U.S.C. §1326 which categorize criminal
aliens into essentially four categories: violent/major felons (which includes convictions
for national security or terrorism offenses), recidivist felons, repeat immigration violators
on supervised release, and alien smugglers (guides) who otherwise do not meet our
guidelines for smuggling prosecution under 8 U.S.C. §1324. '

(b) What exceptions are there to this policy (e.g., aggravated felonies, alien smugglers,
etc.)? s i

Any case not.meeting‘ SDCA’s prosecution guidelines may be considered for
prosecution on a case-by-case basis. SDCA regularly approves for prosecution deserving
cases that do not otherwise fall within SDCA’s guidelines. '
{c) What is the minimum prosecutable offense before DOJ prosecutes illegal aliens? -

SDCA believes that it is unclear what is being asked by this question. If this

question is asking what is the least severe charge SDCA would employ to prosecute an
illegal alien, it would be a Class B misdemeanor under 8 U.S.C. §1325.
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District of New Mexico

(&) Does DOJT have a policy on the number of times an alien is apprehended before being
prosecuted?

With regard to Illegal Entry or Failure to Register offenses, the District of New
Mexico will accept prosecutable cases involving persons who have failed to register as
referred by law or who have been previously deported from the United States or if there
is sufficient, objective proof that the person was/is involved in terrorism or support
thereof. : )

The decision to accept or decline a re-entry case will be largely determined by the
defendant’s criminal history in the United States. The Distri¢t of New Mexico will
accept for prosecution readily provable cases when the defendant is subject to an .
enhancement because of a felony conviction; see 8 U.S.C. §§1326(b)(1) and (b)(2). The
District of New Mexico will generally accept for prosecution defendants who do not have
a felony conviction but who have prior contact with the criminal justice system; see 8
U.S.C. §§1326(b)(1) and (2). Defendants who have been deported and who re-enter the
United States but who do not have prior contact with the criminal justice system will
generally be prosecuted only for the misdemeanor offense of entry without inspection, 8
U.S.C. §1325.
For 8 U.S.C. §1325 offenses (improper entry by alien), the District of New Mexico will
seek prosecution after the tenth entry without inspection.

With regard to Transporting or Harboring Undocumented Aliens offenses, the
District of New Mexico will accept prosecutable cases if there is some evidence of a
profit motive, if the health or safety of the persons transported was jeopardized, or if the
prosecution would further another active investigation, or if there is sufficient, objective
proof that the person was/is involved in terrorism or support thereof,

(b) What exceptions are there to this policy (e.g., aggravated felonies, alien smugglers,
etc.)? g '

See above.
(c) What is the minimum prosecutable offense before DOJ prosecutes illegal aliens?
See above.

District

(a) Does DOJ have a policy on the number of times an alien is apprehended before being
prosecuted?
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Depending on the Division, “will prosecute for 1llegal entry, after between
6-8 “ident hits” or previous encounters with Border Patrol,

. (b) What exceptions are there to this policy (e.g., aggravated felonies, alien smugglers,
etc.)?

The - . will prosecute all aggravated felons with at least one prior deportation
as an illegal re- entry case or 8 U.S.C. §1326 case.

© What is the minimum prosecutable offense before DOJ prosecutes illegal aliens?

The minimum prosecution is a misdemeanor illegal entry prosecution in
Magistrate's Court. If an alien has no criminal history, the alien will be prosecuted after
three convictions for 8 U.S.C. §1325 prior to prosecution for 8 U.S.C. §1326 '

District:

(2) Does DOJ have a policy on the number of times an alien is apprehended before being
prosecuted?

prosecutes illegal entrants (misdemeanor 8 U.S.C. §1325) if they have

been voluntarily returned (VR'd to Mexico) on seven or more prior occasions, or if they
have previously been convicted of some crime (but not previously deported), or if there
are other aggravating circumstances (such as resistance, uncooperativeness, etc.) If they
have prior illegal entry (technically entry w/o inspection) conviction, but no deportation,

prosecutes as felony 8 U.S.C. §1325 ™ prosecutes felony 8 U.S.C. §1326,
1llega1 entry after deportation, for all previously deported aliens who have some criminal
_ history (virtually-any priot conviction). If they have no criminal history, - may -
prosecute as 8 U.S.C. §1325 entry without inspection, depending on circumstances.

prosecutes all alien smuggling cases involving 6 or more aliens, or involving
commercial gain (even if less than 6 aliens). In practice, does not really follow
that threshold, and .. . prosecutes almost every case with multiple aliens being
transported. Exceptlon may be family members, unless the transporter uses false
documents.. Then * . prosecutes as false document case. As a practical matter,
: turns away few transporting cases.

(b)”What exceptions are there to this policy (e.g., aggravated felonies, alien smugglers,
etc.)?

Answered above.

(c) What is the minimum prosecutable offense before DOJ prosecutes illegal aliens?

is uncertain about what is being asked.
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U.S. Department of Justice

Executive Office for United States Attorneys

Office of the Director S Room 2261, RFK Main Justi& Building (202) 514-2121 .
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20530

MEMORANDUM FOR: Courtney Elwood
Deputy Chief of Staff and Counselor

Bill Mercer

Principal Associate Deputy Attorney General
FROM: Michael A. Battle

Director
DATE: November 22, 2005

SUBJECT: . Immigration Prosecutidn Policy

Prosecution of illegal aliens entering or found in the United States, and particularly along
the Southwest Border (SWB), varies between jurisdictions, but all of the United States
Attorneys® Offices (USAOs) prosecute the most serious offenses and those offenders with
established criminal records as a priority. Along the SWB, offenders entering the country
illegally but with no criminal record and no prior deportation are almost certainly going to be
voluntarily removed (“VR’d”) numerous times before they are formally deported barring some
* unusual or aggravating circumstance in the case. Several factors contribute to this policy, the

most pronounced being the lack of resources and bed space to detain and prosecute every illegal
. entry violator. Additionally, there is also very little punishment for first-time offenders, and
investigative agencies and USAOSs are inclined to spend their resources on the more serious
offenses. Therefore, offenses in which aliens are smuggled for profit or where an alien with a
serious criminal record re-enters the country after being deported will receive priority attention.

In instances where the illegal alien has committed a state or local offense and is then
referred to a federal agency for prosecution or deportation, the Department of Justice obviously
does not have the authority or jurisdiction to prosecute the alien on his (or her) local or state
charge in addition to the immigration violation: This scenario happens frequently in interior
jurisdictions as well as border districts. Immigration officers frequently do “jail checks” in which
they see if any jailed inmates held on state or local charges are illegal aliens. Additionally, most
state and local law enforcement agencies will contact the immigration officers if they suspect that
an arrestee is an illegal alien. When an immigration officer encounters an illegal alien either by
“jail check” or referral and the alien is charged with a separate state crime, the-officer will

1
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normally put a detainer on the subject so-that he-is+ e ne federal officer to answer the
} immigration violation as well. The practical effect when this happens is that frequently the state .
or local authorities will turn the subject over to the federal officer for proceedings - prosecution
and/or deportation - on the immigration violation and then dismiss the state charge if it is a minor
violation.

Consider this.scenario: A county deputy stops and arrests a'motorist for Driving While
Intoxicated (DWI) somewhere in Texas. It is suspected that the motorist is an illegal alien, and an
Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) agent is called. The ICE agent interviews the
suspect at the jail and determines that (1) he is, in fact, in the country illegally, (2) he has been
deported before, and (3) he has a lengthy criminal record. Anticipating a prosecution for 8 U.S.C.
1326 (lllegal Re-Entry), the agent places a détainer on the subject with the jail so that he will be

. held and remanded to fedéral custody should he post bond on his DWI charge. At this point, what
frequently occurs is that the state will allow the USAO to proceed with the federal immigration
case. In that scenario, once the alien is successfully prosecuted federally and remanded to the
Bureau of Prisons, the state or locals will dismiss the DWI. The Department of Justice has no
Jurisdiction to prosecute the original DWI charge, and therefore the alien is prosecuted for the
immigration violation but escapes prosecution for the original crime through no fault of the
USAO. No matter how serious the state or local charge is, the USAO is unable to control the
disposition of the state or local prosecution.

Federal prosecution efforts are further affected by the fact that some’ state and local law
enforcement agencies do not contact federal immigration authorities when they encounter
suspected illegal aliens or othierwise deportable aliens. Many cities have established “sanctuary”
policies in which their police departmerits are instructed not to contact immigration authorities
when they encounter suspected illegal aliens. Therefore, ICE and other federal law enforcement
agencies are never made aware of ongoing immigration violators who are released upon-
completion of their state or local charge or case. . i :
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District Vacancy Rate Analysis:

As of mid-year, April 1 (Pay Period 6),
was 9.9%. The AUSA vacancy rate d
support staff vacancy rate was 9.48%.

the overall vacancy rate for the USA Community
uring that same pay period was 10.39% and the
The following chart shows the mid-year vacancy

rates by size of districts:

Size Total Vacancy Rate 'AUSA Vacancy Rate Support Vacancy Rate
Overall ' 9.90% 10.39% | 9.48%
Extra Large 12.32% 14.81% 9.85%
Large 10.43% 9.62% ‘ 11.18%
Medium 8.29% 7.07% 9.35% |
Small 8.35% 5.88% 10.34%

Southwest Bofder Districts;

Size Total Vacancy Rate AUSA Vacancy Rate . Support Vacancy Rate
Overall Extra Large 12.32% 14.81% 9.85%
Arizona 8.34% 11.52% 4.98%
California Southern 13.10% : 12.37% 13.86%
Texas Southern 1132% 10.57% 12.12%
Texas Western 7.52% 7.32% ©1.72%
Overall Large 10.43% 9.62% . 11.18%
New Mexico '10.24% 6.69% © 14.08%
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= (2]
United States Attomeys — Criminal Casslosd Statistics ! <
+ Southem District of Texas m
Standard Matter and Case Counts o
Immigration o
R o
. Mstters & Defendants — Recelved, Pending, & Terminated =
Average #of Average # of >§.unaﬂ
Flscal Matters Percerit Defendants - Percant Defandants Per Matters Percent Defendants Parcent Defendants Per Matters Percent Defendants Percant Defendants Per (]
Yeard Received Change Received Change Matter Received 1n=mE Change Pending. Change Matter Pending || Terminated Change Teminated Change Matter Terminated
92, 339 452 145 - 38 i 65 1.8 68 118 i R
83 196 ~42.2% 284 ~42.3% 1.45 36 0.0% 61 $.2% 1.68 34 -50.0% 70 -40.7% 2.06
84 238 21.4% 3565 25.0% 148 31 -13.9% 55 -9.8% 177 30 -11.8% 70 0.0% 233
wm. 343 44.1% 450 29.6% 1.34 40 20.0% 49 -10.8% 123 ' 35 16.7% Kad 10.0% 2.20
86 538 56.8% 758 64.8% 1.41 3t -225% 34 ©=30.6% 110 ;28 -17.1% 77 0.0% 266
87 847 20.3% 833 8.8% 1.29 70 125.8% 87 155.9% 124 4 51.7% 88 15.6% 2.02
928 ‘ 1,185 84.7% 1,342 £1.1% 112 100 42.9% 115 32.2% 1.15 72 63.6% 108 21.3% 1.50
09 1487 24.4% 1,731 29.0% 1.16 136 36.0% 153 33.0% 1.13 80 1.1% 126 16.7% 1.58
oo 1622 8.1% 1,808 4.5% 112 144 5.8% 181 5.2% 1.12 251 =36.3% 80 -36.5% 1.57
o1 1975 21.8% 2,210 22.2% 112 155 76% 102 19.3% 124 20 76.5% 121 51.3% 1.34
02 2,425 22.8% 2,661 20.4% 1.10 237 52.8%. 278 45.3% 1.18 156 73.3% 186 53.7% 1.13
03 3.402 40.3% 3,694 38.8% 1.00 265 11.8% 305 9.3% 1.15 438 180.8% 495 166.1% 1.13
04 17,739 421.4% 18,204 392.8% 1.03 3s0 A7.2% 422 33.4% 1.08 13,820 3057.3% 14,007 2729.7% 1.01
05 17,428 -1.8% 18,059 -0.8% 1.04 438 11.8% 510 20.8% 117 12,965 -6.2% 13,196 -5.8% 1.02
|Average 3,541 55.6% 3,778 50.4% 1.07 151 25.7% A78 23.2% 1.18 1984 262.3% 2,059 228.3% 1.03
Caseas & Defendants — Flled, Pending, & Terminated .
Average # of Average # of Average # of
Flscal Cases Percant Defendants Percant Defendants Per Cases Percent Defendants Percant Defendants Per Cases Percent Defendants Percent Defendants Per
Year® Filed Change Filed Change Cass Filed Pending Change Pending Change * Case Pending Terminated Change Terminated Change Case Terminated
82 253 375 1.48 386 N _ 506 1.31 - 296 412 1.39
83 163 -35.6% 214 -42.9% 1.31 [248 ~38.3% 323 836.2% 1.31 209 1.0% 392 -4.8% 1.31
04 213 30.7% 292 36.4% 1.37 248 1.2% 335 1.35 208 B1.1% 274 -30.1%] 1.33
95 289 40.4% 389 33.2% 1.30 298 18.7% 397 18.5% 1.33 247 19.9% 322 17.5¢ 130
96 520 73.9% 609 79.7% 1.34 339 13.8% 483 16:6% 137 476 92.7% 626 94.4% 1.32
987 565 8.7% 694 0.7% 1.23 375 10.6% 476 2.8% 1.27 526 10.5% 674 7.7% 1.28
88 1.093 93.5% 1,204 73.5% 1.10 527 40.5% 622 30.7% 1.18 ‘936 77.9% 1,051 55.9% 1.12
29 1,363 24.7% 1,551 20.8% 144 732 38.8% 856 37.8% 147 1,143 2.1% 1301 23.8% 1.14
[1[1] 1,553 13.9% 1,710 10.3% 1.10 757 3.4% 874 2.1% 1.15 1,508 31.8% 1.667 28.1% 111
01 1,868 20.3% 2,050 18.8% 1.10 1,032 36.3% 1.183 35.4% 1.15 1,570 4.2% 1.715 2.9% 1.08
02 2,182 16.8% 2,385 16.3% 1.09 1.198 16.1% 1,359 14.9% 1.13 2,002 27.5% 2,182 21.2% 1.09
03 2,921 33.8% 3,147 31.9% 1.08 1344 12.2% 1,501 10.4% 1.12 2.756 37.7% 2,968 36.0% 1.08
04 3,783 29.5% 4,082 28.7% 1.08 2,041 51.9% 2,208 53.1% 1.13 3,088 12.0% 3,309 11.5% ~ 107
05 4418 16.8% 4,782 17.1% 1.08 2,164 6.0% 2.448 6.5% 1.13 b.wmc 39.2% 4,635 40.1% 1.08
Average’ 1,514 283% 1,684 25.6% i1 835 16.5% 874 15.1% 117 1,382 26.6% 1,538 23.9% 1.11
! Caseload data exiracted from the United States Afiamneys' Case Management System, .
2 FY 2004 numbers are through the end 2005, EOUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFF/CRIMINALIFORM A 22-Now(5 TXS
. T -~




United States Attorneys — Criminal Caseload Stalistics §
* Southem District of Texas :
. Standard Disposition Counts
Immigration
Cases & Defendants Tried |
Cases Cases Tried Defendants Defendants Average
Disposed a8 Parcant Disposed Tried as Percent||  Number of
Fiscal Cases Defendants of by Percent of Those ofby Percant of Thase Defendants Per
Year? || |Terminated Jeminated Tria) Changs Terminated Trial Change Terminated Case Tried
92 286 412 8 2.0% 7 17%0 147
23 298 392 3 -50.0% 1.0% 5 ~28.8% 1.3% 1.67
94 206 274 2 ~33.3% 1.0% 2 -80.0% 0.7% 1.c0
85 247 322 8 200.0% 24% 19 850.0% 5.9% 3.17
86 476 | - 626 18 166.7% 3.4% 21 10.5% 3.4% 1.31
o7 526 674 3 81.3% 0.5% ] 57.1% 1.3% 3.00
98 836 1.051 11 266.7% 1.2% 15 66.7% 1.4% 1,36
29 1,143 1,301 28 163.6% 2.5% 33 120.0% 2.5% 1.4
00 1,505 1,667 3 6.9% 2.1% 33 0.0% 2.0% 1.06
01 1.570 1715 27 -12.9% 1.7% 34 3.0% 2.0% 1.28
02 2,002 2,182 45 86.7% 2.2% 451 35.3% 24% 1.02
03 2,756 2,968 38 ~15.8% 14% 46 0.0% 15% 1.21
04 3,088 3,309 29 -23.7% 0.9% 34 -28.1% 1.0% 1.17
05 4,209 4,535 53 82.8% 1.2% 80 76.6% 13% 113
Average 1,382 1,538 21 56.7%. 1.7% 26 76.2% 2.0% 1.22
Defendants - Guilty, Acquitied, Dismissed, Other Terminations
Defendants Defendania )
Found Guilty Who Pied
Total Total Defendants as Percent Defendants Gullty as . Other
Fiscal Dafendants Defendants Percent Found of Total Who Pled Percant of Conviction Defendants Percent Defendants Percent Terminated Parcent
Year | Torminated Gullty Chan, Gullty Guilty Guilty Tota! Gullly Rato Acquitted Changs Dismissed Change Defandants Change
82 42 348 4 L 14% 344 28.9%| - 845% 2] 80 2
93 382 200 ~42.5% 2 1.0% 198 98.0% 51.0% 3 50.0% 187 211.7% | 2 0.0%
84 274 235 17.5% 1 0.4% 234 99.6% 85.8% 1 __66.7% 38 18.7% 0 i
85 322 302 28.5% 18 6.0% 284 84.0% 83.8% 1 0.0% 18 -526% 1 -
96 626 588 84.7% 18 3.1% 570 96.9% - 93.9% 3 200.0% 34 B8.9% 1 0.0%
o7 674 632 7.5% 8 1.3% 824 98.7% 93.8% 1 -68.7% 40 17.6% 1 0.0%
98 1,051 895 57.4% 12 1.2% 883 98.8% 84.7% 4 300.0% 51 27.5% 1 0.0%
28 1,301 1,200 20.8% 28 2.3% 1,172 87.7% 92.2% 4 0.0% o7 80.2% 0]
00 1,667 1579 31.6% 31 2.0% 1,548 :_98.0% 84.7% 2 -50.0% 86 -11.3% o
01 1,715 1,569 0.6% 27 1.7% 1,542 98.3% 91.5% 7 250.0% 138 80.5% 1
02 2,182 2,062 31.4% 43 2.1% 2,019 87.8% 84.5% 2 “71.4% 18 -14.5% o
03 2,968 2,806 36.1% 37 © 1.3% 2,769 98.7% B4,5% 2 0.0% 159 34.7% 1
04 3,308 3,175 132% 31 1.0% 3,144 99.0% 95.0% 2 0.0% 12z -23.3% 10 800.0%
05 4,635 4,479 41.1% §3 1.2% 4426 98.8% 98.6% 5 150.0% 145 18.9% 6 ~40.0%
|Average 1,538 1,441 25.0% 22 X 1.8% 1418 98.2% 93.7% 3 53.5% 92 28.3% 2 143.3%
! Caselpad data extracied from the United States Attorneys’ Case Management System,
2 FY 2005 numbars are actual data through the snd of September 2005, EOUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFFICRIMINALFORM A 22-Nov-05

ASG000000150
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United States Atiomeys — Criminat Caseload Statistics ' [Tp]
Southem District of Texas S
Standard Sentencing Counts o
immigration =
- =1
Sentencing | o
Number of Number of Parcent of (L]
Guilty Gullty Guilty w
Dofendants Defendants Total Defendants Defendants Defendants <
Fiscal In Casss in Cases Defendants (| Not Sentenced Percant Sentenced Percant Sentencad
Year? Fllad Terminated Guilty To Prison Change To Prison Change To Prison
] 375 412 348 115 233 67.0%
83 214 392 200 53 -53.9% 147 -36.8% 735%
94 202 274 235 65 226% 170 15.8% 723%
85 389 322 302 59 -9.2% 243 42.9% BO.5%
26 695 828 588 122 108.8% 468 81,8% 79.3%
87 634 674 6§32 i -8.0% 521 11.8% 82.4%
s | 1,204 1,054 995 70 -36.9% 925 77.5% 93.0%
89 1,551 1,301 1,200 124 T74% 1,078 18.3% 80.7%
] 1710 1,667 1579 129 4.0% |. 1,450 34.6% 91.8%
o 2,050 1715 1,568 115 -10.9% 1454 0.3% 52.7%
02 2,385 2,182 2,062 155 34.8% 1,807 31.2% 92.5%
03 3,147 2,968 2,808 197 274% 2,600 36.8% £3.0%
04 - 4,082 3,309 3,175 208 8.1% 2,966 13.7% 93.4%
o5 4,782 4,635 4,470 48] 133.5% 3,991 34.8% 89.1%
|Average 1684 1,538 1,441 144 25% 1,207 28.5% 85.0%
Sentencing N
Number of Parcant of Percent of Percent of Percent of Parcent of Percent of
Guilty D Di D D Dy Defendants Defendanis Defend: D D O Percant of
D to to o | s o to to || Sentenced to s o to | Sentenced to to fl b D
Fiscat Sentenced Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison- Life in Ufe in Sentenced to Sentenced to
Year? To|Prison A2 Months | 1-12Months || 13-24 Months | 13-24 Menths 2598 Montha | 2538 Manths || 37.60 Months | 3760 Months || 61+ Months 61+ Months Prison Prison Death Death
82 233 200 85.8% 29 12.4% 1 0.4% 1 0.4% 2 0.8% [} 0.0% 0 0.0%
83 147 115 78.2% 25 17.0% 2 1.4% 3 2.0% 2 14% [ 0.0% [ 0.0%
84 170 17 65.8% 31 18.2% 2 1.2% ] 53% 11 §.5% 0 0.0% 9 0.0%
95 243 143 58.8% 48 18.9% 9 37% 22 8.1% 23 9.5% [ 0.0% 0 0.0%
%6 468 307 65.9% 60 12.8% 18 4.4% 58 12.4% 22 4.7% [ 0.0% o 0.0%
o7 521 380 729% 58 1.4% 20 3.8% 42 8.1% 21 4.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
] 925 565 61.1% 15 12.4% 37 4.0% 154 16.6% 54 5.8% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
L1 1,076 528 49.1% 150 13.8%| 58 5.4% 211 19.6% 128 12.0% [ 0.0% 0 0.0%
] 1450 617 __426% 263 18.1% 63 43% 322 22.2% 185 12.8% 0 0.0% [} 0.0%
o1 1454 582 40.7% 262 18.0% 13 7.8% 320 22.6% 158 10.9% [} 0.0% ] 0.0%
02 1.807 749 393% 438 262% 185 10.3% 332 17.4% 131 8.9% )] 0.0% [ D.0%
03 2,608 1412 428% 689 26.4% 218 8.3% 431 18.5% 161 _ 62% [ 0.0% 0 0.0%
04 2986 1,180 39.8% 812 27.4% 260 8.8% 524 17.7% 180 6.4% (4] 0.0% [} _0.0%
05 3,891 1818 45.8% 954 .23.0% 430 10.8% 632 15.8% 157 3.9% [ 0.0% o 0.0%
Averaga 1207 802 464% 285 22.0% 102 7.8% 219 16.9% 89 8.9% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
 Casoload data extracied from the United States Attomeys’ Case Management System,
2 FY 2005/numbers are actual data through the end of Seplamber 2005, EQUSA/DATA ANALYSIS mgaa‘;_z»r\ﬂox: A 22-Nove5 X8
N -~ :
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nited States Attomeys — Criminal Caseload Statistics ' n
Southem District of Texas -
Standard Matter and Case Counts’ M
Non-OCDETF Drugs? o
o
o
Hters & Defendants -~ Recelved, Pending, & Terminated | - .
WLIHJ Average # of Average # of ><.§iﬂ%
Flscal Matters Percent Defendants Pearcant Defendants Per Matters Percent Defendants Percant Defendants Per Matters Percent Defendants Percent Defendants Per €
Year® Recelved Change Recalvad Changa Matter Recalved Pending Change. va__%_m Change Matter Pending Terminated “Change Terminated Change Matter Terminated™]
92 856 1,378 161 175 286 163 262 359 137
83 669 _ -21.8% - 1,184 -15.6% 1.74 261 48.1% 382 37.1% 1.50 138 -47.3% 207 42.3% 1.50
84 558 =16.4% 1,210 4.0% 2.16 ' 258 -1.8% 410 4.6% 1.60 83 -35.5% 151 27.1% ) 1.70.
95 855 172% 1,274 5.3% 1.95 ) 188 -26.8% - 308 -24.8% 184 170 91.0% 258 70.9% 1.52
96 664 14% 1,221 -4.2% 1.84 125 33.5% 241 -21.8% 1.63 95 44,1% 136 -47.3% 1.43
87 748 12.3% 1,387 13.8% 1.86 120 -4.0% 251 4.1% 209 59 37.9% 121 -11.0% 2.05
g8 1,470 87.1% 2,174 56.7% 148 214 78.3% © 349 39.0% 1.63 160 171.2% 264 118.2% 1.65
28 1,488 1.3% S 2,021 ~1.0% 1.36 193 -9.8% 299 -14.3% 1.55 145 8.4% 251 -4.9% 1.73
‘00 1,501 0.8% 2,003 -0.8% 1.33 212 8.8% 321 7.4% 151 147 1.4% 227 -9.6% 1.54
o1 1,531 2.0% 1948 27% 127 208 -2.8% 324 0.8% 157 17 -20.4% 176 22.5% 1.50
0z 1,489 2.7% 1,894 2.4% 1.34 188 B.7%. 277 -14.5% 1.47 136 16.2% 232 31.8% 1.71
03 1,502 0.9% 2,042 2.4% 1.36 L 212 128% 324 17.0% 153 146 - T.4% 230 0.9% | 1.58
04 1.402 £.7% 1.886 1A% 1.35 204 3.8% 304 6.2% 149 162 11.0% 239 3.9% 1.48
05 1,213 -13.5% 1678 ~11.4% 1.38 208 2.0% 310 2.0% 1.49 148 -8.6% 231 -3.3% 1,56
|Average 1,125 5.5% 1,671 2.7% 149 - 167 4.7% 314 C23% 1.58 141 7.3% 220 4.3% 1.56
Cases & Defendants — Filed, Pending, & Terminated B §
Average # of - | Average # of Average # of
Fiscal Cages - Percent Dafendants Percent Defendants Per Cases Porcent Defendants Percent Defendants Per Cases * Percent Defendants Percent Dafendants Per
Year® Filed Change Filed Changs Case Filed Pending Changs Pending Change Cass Pending || Terminated Change Terminated Change Case Terminated
82 581 897 1.72 603 . 898 149 598 1,064 1.78
83 442 -23.8% 839 -15.8% 1.50 637 5.6% 1,001 11.5% 157 393 -34.3% 702 -34.0% 1.79
94 466 54%] 1,028 22.5% 2.21 670 5.2% 1,201 20.0% 1.78 424 7.8% 817 16.4% 1.93
85 . 535 - “1,088 5.6% 2.03 770 14.9% 1,374 14.4% 1.78 436 2.8% 808 11.1% 2.08
86 617 1,131 4.1% 1.83 763 -0.8% ) 1,282 B.0% 1.69 N 584 ) 36.2% 1,132 24.7% 1.91
97 684 10.8% 1,231 8.8% 1.80 743 -2.8% 1.164 -2.8% 1.57 660 LM% 1212 7.1% 1.84
88 1,210 76.8% 1,781 45.5% 1.48 966 30.0% 1,426 22.5% 1.48 - 965 46.2% 1,464 20.8% 1.52
93 1331 10.0% 1,763. 1% 1.32 1.019 5.5% 1,404 1.5% 1.38 12230 - 287%| 1,685 15.1% 1.38
00 1315 -1.2% 1,708 3.1% 1.30 868 -5.0% 1,277 -9.0% 1.32 1308 - 7.0% 1.715 1.8% 1.31
01 1385 6.1% 1,732 1.3% 1.24 1,103 13.8% 1,430 12.0% 130 1,187 -8.6% 1.487 -13.3% 1.24
0z 1,358 2.7% 1.784| - 3.0% 1.31 1,054 -4.4% 1,450 1.4% 4.38 1,374 14.8% 1,710 15.0% 1.24
03 1323 -2.6% 1752 -1.8% 132 1,072 1.7% 1493] 3.0% 1.39 1,280 5.8% 1,655 3.2% 128
04 1,241 62% 1,659 -5.3% 1.34 1,088 22% 1524 2.1% 1.39 1,221 4.6% 1.624 -1.9% 1.33
05 1,057 -14.8% 1,425 ~14.1% 1.35 1,130 3.1% 1,581 44% 141 A.QN._ -164% 1,335 -17.8% 1.31
[Averago 958 6.8% 1,423 3.8% 147 900 5.3% 1323 5.0% 147 907 6.3% 1,322 3.2% 145
! Caseload data exiracted from the United States Atlomays' Case Management System, .
2 ForFys 1 this chart the following Only Non-OGDETF Drug Dealing 8nd Drug Possession cases classified specifically under thoss ciminal program categories. it does not include those drug cases classified under
the Govemment Regulatary/Monay Laundering and Violent Crime program categories. Beglnning in FY 2004, i does notinclude thoas drug casés ciassified under the Govemment Regulatory/Money Leundering program category,
> FY 2005 numbers are actusl data through the end ©f September 2005. EOUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFF/CRIMINAL/FORM A © 22-Nov-05 TS
—— : ey i
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United States Attornsys ~ Criminal Cassioad Statistics ¥

Southem District of Texas
Standard Dispasition Counts
Non-OCDETF Drugs?
Cases & Defendants Trisd |
Cases’ Cases Tried Deafendants Dafendants Average
Disposed as Percent Disposed Tried a8 Percent||  Number of
Fiscal Cases Defendants of by Percent of Those of by Percent of Those Defendants vua.
| Year Tgrminated Terminated Trial Change Torminated Trial Change Terminated Case Tried
92 508 1,084 60 10.0% 128 12.0% s2.43
83 393 o702 57 ~5.0% | 14.5% 88 ~250% 13.7% 1,68
84 424 817 49 -14.0% 11.8% 87 04% 10.6% 1.78
85 436 808 47 ~4.1% 10.8% 84 =3.4% 9.3% 1.79
98 584 1,132 48 2.1% 8.1% 107 27.4% 9.5% - 223
87 650 1,212 50 4.2% 7.6% 96 -10.3% . 1.9% 1.82
88 865 1,484 53 8.0% 5.5% 85 11.5% 5.8% 1.60
99 1,223 1,685 51 -3.8% A.2% 7 -8.4% 4.6% 1.51
oo 1309 1718 75 47.4% 5.7% 84 2.1% 49% 112
01 1197 1,487 56 ~25.3% 4.7% 67 -20.2% 4.5% 1.20
02 1,374 1,710 50 -10.7% 3.6% 67 0.0% 3.8% 1.34
03 1,280 1655 48 2.0% 3.8% 63 -6.0% 3.8% 1.28
04 1221 1624 54 10.2% 4.4% 21 12.7% 4.4% 1.31
05 1,021 1,335 47 -13.0% 458% 61 14.1% 4.6% 1.30
(Average 807 1,322 53 -0.6% ) 71% 84 -4.6% 7.1% 157
Dafendants - Guilty, Acquitied, Dismissed, Other Terminations
Defendants Defendants
Found Guilty Who Pled
Total Total Defendants as Percent Defendants Gullly as Other
Fiscal Dafendants Dafendants Percent Found of Total Who Pled Percant of Convictlon Defendants Percant Defsndants Percent Terminated Percent
Yoar' || Terpinated Guillty Change Guilty Guity Guilty Tolal Guilty Rate Acquitted Change Dismissad Change DA Ghange
92 1,064 791 108 13.7% 883 86.3% 74.3% 18 N :251 4
83 702 563 ~28.8% 78 13.9% 485 86.1% 80.2% 20 11.1% 111 -55.8% 8 100.0%
94 817 877 20.2% 76 1.2% 601 88.8% 82.9% 11 -45.0% 123 10.8% [ -25.0%
85 808 735 8.6% 74 10.1% 681 89.9% 80.9% 10 -8.1% 160 30.1% 3 -50.0%
% 1,132 R4l 321% 80 9.3% 881 80.7% 85.8% 1% 60.0% 132 -17.5% 13 333.3%
14 1212 1022 53% 79 7.7% 843 923% 84.3% 25 56.3% 161 22.0% 4 £9.2%
88 1464 1,296 26.8% 63 4.8% 1,233 95.1% B8.5% 24 -4.0% 140 -13.0% 4] 0.0%
o9 1,585 1488 14.9% 50 3.4% 1439 96.8% 88.4% 28 20.8% 162 15.7% 5] 25.0%
00 1,715 1.548 4.0% 74 4.8% 1,474 85.2% 90.3% 13 -55.2% 140 -13.6% 14 180.0%
o1 1,487 1,358 -12.2% 58 41% 1,303 85.8% §1.4% 13 0.0% 112 -20.0% 3 -78.6%
02 1.710 1,597 17.5% 53 3.3% 1,544 96.7% 83.4% 15 154% 86 -14.3% 2 -33.3%
03 1,655 1,513 -53% a7 3.1% 1,468 96.6% 91.4% 15 0.0% 124 20.29% 3 50.0%
04 1,624 1,488 20.9% 82 4.1% 1437 85.0% 92.3% 1 -26.7% 97 -21.8% 17 466.7%
05 1,335 1,230 -17.9% 43 3.5% 1,187 96.5% 82,1% 17. 54.5% 82 -15.5% 6 S4.7%
|Average 1,322 1,164 4.9% 68 6.9% 1,096 93.4% | 88.0% 17 6.0% 135 -4.8% 7 64.2%

1 Cancload data extracted from the United States Atiomeys’ Case Management System,

2 ForFys [1892-2003, this chart summarizes the following categories:
the Govemment Regulatory/Monay Laundering and Viclant Crime

3 FY 2005/numbers ars actual data through the end of Seplember 2005,

Pprogram cal

Only Non-OCDETF Drug Dealing and Drug Possession cases ciassified specificall
togoriea. Beginning in FY 2004, it does not Include thase drug cases

ly under those criminal program categories. :It does not includs those drug cases classHied under
classifisd under the Govemment Reguiatory/Monsy Laundering Pprogram category.
EQUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFF/CRIMINALIFORM A

22-Nov-05

ASG000000153
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Unjited States Attomeys — Criminal Caseload Statistics ! .-_klu
Southem District of Texas - S
Standard Sentencing Counts o
2
Non-OCDETF Drugs ; w
o
Sentencin, o
Number of Number of Percant of (L]
Gully Gully Gulty nA\nu .
Defendants Defendants Total " Defendants Defandants Defendsnta
Flscal Ir) Cases in Cases Defendants Not Sentenced Percant Sentenced Percent Sentenced
Yeard Filed Terminated Guilly To Prison Change To Prison Change To Prison
92 897 1,084 79 74 7 80.6%
83 839 702 563 43 -41.8% 520 =215% 92.4%
94 1,028 817 877 38 -11.6% 639 22.9% B4.4%
5 1,088 908 735 &8 737% 669 47% 91.0%
86 1,131 1,132 871 84 -3.0% 907 35.6% 93.4%
7 1,231 1212 1,022 88 37.5% 934 3.0% 91.4%
928 1791 1,464 1,288 125 . 42.0% 1171 25.4% $0.4%
1] 1763 1,885 1,489 158 26.4% 1,331 13.7% 80.4%
00 1,708 1,715 1,548 . 985 =38.9% 1,453 9.2% 93.9%
o1 1732 1,487 1,359 89 63% 1270 -126% 93.5%
02 1784 1,710 1,597 103 15.7% 1,494 17.6% 93.6%
03 1,752 | 1,655 1,513 84 ~18.4% 1,429 ~4.4% 94.4%
04 1,658 1,624 1499 79 -$6.0% 1,420 0.6% 84.7%
|05 1425 1,335 1,230 74 $.3% 1,156 -18.6% 94.0%
Average 1,423 1322 1,164 C B4 4.8%. 1,078 53% 92.6%
Sentencing | 5
Number of . Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Parcent of Percent of
Guilty D el D Defendants D D¢ D s D Percent of
D to to to o to to Bt o to o o t to Def D
Flscat Senlenced Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prizon Life in Ufein . Sentenced to Sentenced to
Year® Ta Prison 1-12 Months 1-12 Months 13-24 Months 13-24 Months 25-36 Months | 25-36 Months || 37.60 Months | 37-60 Months 61+ Months 61+ Months Prison Prison Death Death
02 77 78 10.9% 118 16.2% 110 153% 185 25.8% 222 31.0% 3 0.8% 0 0.0%
93 520 35 6.7% 76 14.8% 77 14.8% 170 32.7% 161 1 0.2% 0 0.0% |
94 639 58 8.1% 101 15.8% 105 16.4% 208 32,6% 166 1 0.2% 0 0.0%
95 659 57 8.5% 118 17.6% 104 16.5% 220 32.9% 165 4 0.6% 0 0.0% |
86 807 72 7.8% 124 13.7% 157 17.3% 281 32.1% 259 4 0.4% [ 0.0%
97 834 B0 8.6% 164 17.6% 178 | 19.1% 306 32.8% 202 4 0.4% 0 0.0%
98 1471 211 18.0% 217 18.5% 185 15.8% 287 24.5% 270 1 0.1% 0 0.0%
99 1,331 252 18.9% 288 21.5% 197 14.8% 348 26.1% 247 1 0.1% 9 0.0%
L[] 1.453 219 15.1% 247 17.0% 173 11.8% 445 30.8% 367 2 0.1% 0 0.0%
[J] 1,270 250 19.7% 220 17.3% 137 10.8% 352 27.7% 311 o 0.0% o 0.0%
02 1,494 283 18.9% 262 17.5% 163 10.8% 370 24.8% 415 1 0.1% 0 0.0%
03 1,428 282 18.7% 237 16.6% 170 11.8% 356 24.9% 381 3 0.2% 0 0.0% |
04 1,420 207 14.6% 223 15.7% 140 8.8% 413 29.1% 434 3 0.2% 0 0.0%
.05 1,156 162 14.0% 177 15.3% 148 12.8% 320 271.7% 340 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
jAverage 1,079 160 14.8% 183 17.0% 148 13.5% 305 28.3% 282 2 0.2% 0 0.0%
! Caseload data exiracted from the Uniled States Attomeya’ Cass Management Systam, :
2 For FY3(1992-2003, this chart summarizes the following. categories; Only Non-OCDETF Drug Dealing and Drug Possession cases classified specifically under those criminal program nn_.,.nano It doss not include those drug cases classified under:
the Laundering and Violent Crime Program categories, Beginning In FY 2004, it does not inciude those drug cases classified under ths Govemment Regulalory/Money Laundering program category,
3 FY 2005/numbers are actual data through the end of September 2005, . EOUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFF/CRIMINALIFORM A - -22-Nov-05 Txs
N
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Inited States Attomays ~ Criminal Casefoad Statistics | n
Southem District of Texas m
Standard Matter and Case Counts p=
- Violent Cfime? o
o
o
‘Matters & Defendants ~ Recelved, Pending, & Terminated —r
j"w Average # of Average # of - Average#of (]
Fiscal [[ | Matters Percant Defendants Percant Defendants Per Matiers Percent Defendants Percent | Defendanta Pér | Matters Percent . | Defendants Percant Defendartts Per G
Year® ;zaﬂ_s.n Change Recelvad Change Matter Recalved Pending Change Pending Change Matler Pending | Terminated Change " Termiinated Change Matter Terminated | o
92 205 _ 321 1.57 59 : 74 125 33 54 164
83 148 -21.8% 215 -33.0% 1.45 6 1.9% 84 13.5% 1.27 3t 6.1% 4 -18.5% 1.42
84 114 23.0%| - 152 -20.3% 1.33 2 8.1% B85 2.4% 119 24 8.7% 44 0.0% 1.29
95 124 8.5% 162 £5% 131 65 8.7% 72 -16.3% 111 34 0.0% 45 2.3% 1.32
%6 94 -24.2% 141 -13.0% 1.50 51 21.5% 69 42% 135 36 5.9% 39 -13,3% 1.08
87 118 25:5% 150 6.4% 1.27 55 7.8% 72 43% 1.31 3z %1% 4 51% 128
28 185 65.3% 244 82.7% 125 83 50.9% 108 a7.2% 1.28 38 18.8% 47 146% 1.24
28 248 26.2% 301 23.4% 1.22 118 422% 150 41.5% 1.27 60 57.5% 86 83.0% 1.43
00 352 43.1% 398 _326% 1.13 148 25.4% 178 17.3% 119 93 §5.0% 114 32.6% 1.23
01 385 12.2% 439 10.0% 1.1 123 -16.0% | 148 ~17.0% 1.18 89 4.3% 107] £.1% 1.20
02 295, 25.3% 3z -26.0% 1.10 139 13.0% 155 6.2% 112 76 -146% 93 A3.1% 122
03 288 -24%|. 335 3.4%]. 116 139, 00% 159 28% 144 88 15.8% 104 11.8% 1.18
04 272 56% 312 £.5% 115 75 -45.0% 88 -44.1% 117 44 -50.0% 54 ~48.1% 1.23
05 266 22% 318 1.9% 1.20 103 37.3% 128 45.5% 124 38 -136% 44 -18.5% 1.16
|Avera 222 5.4% 272 3.0% 1.23 93 8.0% 112 76% 1.21 ‘52 4.9% 85 24% 126
Cases & Defendanis — Fllad, Pending, & Terminated .
Average # of Average # of Average # of
Flscal Cases Percant Defendants Percent Defendants Per Cases ‘Percent - Defendants Percent ‘Dafendants Per Cases ” Percent Defendants Percent Defendants Per
Year! Filed Change Flled Changa Case Fllsd Pending Changa Pending Change Case Pending | Terminated Change - { * Terminated Change Case Temminated
82 135 236 1.75 104 - -149 143 445 271 | 1.87
93 111 -17.8% 168 -28.8% 1.5 ] 5.6% 138 B.7% 139 121 -16.6% 198 -26.6% 1.64
24 74 -33.3% 104 -38.1% 1.41 89 -5.2% 142 4.4% 1.60 85 -20.8% 115 “422%) . 1a3s
95 % 29.7% 128 23.1% 1,33 95 6.7% 151 6.3% 1.58 89 4.7% 118 26% 1.33
98 7 -26.0% 03] . -1e5% 1.45 83 12.6% 124 -17.9% 1.48 80 -10.1% 17 -0.8% 1.46
97 80 127% 101 -1.8% 1.26 83 0.0% 108 -14.5% 1.28 78 A1.3% 118 0.9% 1.49
] 128 50.0% 181 59.4% 1.26 119 43.4% 145 35.8% 122 90 13.9% 120 1.7% 133
99 151 18.0% kig) 8.2% 143 152 27.7% 181 24.8% 1.19 121 34.4% 138 13.3% 112
00 225 49.0% 255 49.1% 1.13 203 338% 242 33.7% 1.19 169 39.7% 189 39.0% 112
01 328 45.8% 354 38.8% 1.08 287 41.4% 326 34.7% 114 233 37.8% 257 36.0% 1.0
02 200 -30.0% 216 ~38.0% 1,08 188 345% 207 -36.5% 1.10 292 25.3% 325 26.5% 111
03 198 -1.0% 223 3.2% 1,13 - 182 8.2% 210 14% 1.15 203 -30.5% 219° -326% 1.08
04 249 25.8% 276 . 23.8% A1 252 38.5% 284 35.2% 1.13 158 22.2% 178 -18.7%, 1.13
05 200 19.7% 234 A52% 147 272 7.8% 328 15.5% 124 180 13.8% 192 7.8% 107
|Average 160 8.0%| - 105 4.7% 1.22 158 10.3% 185 8.9% 124 148 45% 182 0.5% 1.25
22

1 Caseload data extracted from the United States Atlomeys®
2 ForFYp 1892-2003, this chart summarizes the following calegories:
program category. Also,

3 FY 2005 numbers are actual dats through the end of Septembar 2005,

-~

Casa Management System.
Firearms, Violent Crime In Indian Country,
those drug and organized crime cases classified under the Violent Grime program
Bank Robibery (083); Domestic Viclancs (081); Violent Crims in Indlan Count

and Other Viclent Crime. Other violent ctime Includes cases with & lbad cha
category are Included.
try (082); and All Other Violent Crime (083).

EOUSA/DATA ANALYSIS m#).mm\nm_g_z>c“n~x_s A

rge of Violsnt Crime which wouid otherwise fall Into another
Beginning In FY 2004, Violent Crime Includes those casas classifisd undsr the following program category codes: Fiteanms {053);

TXS



Unlled Stales Attomeys — Criminal Cassload Stafisfica ¥
Seuthem District of Texas .
Standard Dispasition Counts
Violent Crime? ’
s . .
Caises & Defendants Tried |
D Cases Cases Tried Defendants Defendants Average
Disposed as Percant Dlsposed . Tried a8 Parcent |  Number of
Fiscal Cases Defendanis of by Percant of Those of by Percent of Those Defendants Per
Year® Terminated Terminated Trial Change TJerminated Trial Change Terminsted Cass Tried
92 145 271 28 18.3% 44 . 16.2% 157
83 121] 189 24 ~14.3% 19.8% 32 ~27.3% 16.1% 1.33
94 B5 115 14 41.7% 16.5% 19 -40.6% 16.5% 1.36
85 89 118 18 28.6% 20.2% 16 -53% 1 153% 1.00
26 80 17 23 27.8% 28.8% 33 83.3% 28.2% 143
87 78 118 8 -60.9% 4% f - 14 -57.8% 11.9% 1.56
88 80 120 18 100.0% 20.0% .22 57.1% 18.3% 122
89 121 138 11 -38.8% 0.1% 13 ~40.8% 9.6% 1.18
2] 168 189 27 :145.5% 16.0% 28 123.4%] 15.3% 1.07
01 233 257 40 48.1% 17.2% 42 44.8% 16.3% 1.05
02 292 325 42 5.0% 14.4% 47 11.8% 14.6% 1.12
03 203 219 28 -38.1% N 12.8% 26 ~A4.7% 11.8% 1.00
04 158 178 21 -19.2% 133% t 22 -15.4% 12.4% 1.05 -
o5 180 192 24 14.3% 13.3% 25 13.6% 13.0% 1.04
|Average - 148 182 23 12.0% 16.6% 28 7.8% 15.4% 1.19
Defendants - Guilty, Acquitted, Dismissed, Other Temminations _
Defendants Defendants
Found Guilty Who Pled
Tatal Total Defendants as Percant Defendants Guilty as Other
Fiscal Defendants Defendants Percent Found of Total Who Pled Percant of Conviction Defendants Percent Defendants Percent Terminated Percent
Year® Temminated Guilty Change Guilty Guilly Guilty Total Gultty Rate Acquitted Change Dismissed Change Defendants Change
92 2711 221 35 15.8% 188 84.2% 81.5% 10 39 1
83 199 162 -28.7% 29 17.9% 133 82.1% 81.4% 5 -50.0% 30 23.1% 2 100.0%
84 . 115 97 =40.1% 17 17.5% 80 - 82.5% 84.3% 3 -40.0% 14 -53.3% 1 ~50.0%
85 118 97 0.0% 14 14.4% 83 85.6% 82.2% 4 33.3% 17 21.4% 0 .
88 17 104 7.2% 30 28.8% . 74 71.2%] - B88.9% 3 _ -25.0% N 9 -A7.1% i
14 118 96 7% 13 13.5% 83 86.5% L 81.4% 1 56.7% 20 1222% 1 0.0%
88 120 87 1.0% 18 18.6% 79 81.4% B0.8% 4 300.0% 16 -20.0% 3 200.0%
25 136 108 124% 7 6.4% 102 93.6% 80.1% 7 75.0% 18 12.5% -2 -33.3%
00 188 167 53.2% 24 14.4% 143 85.8% 88.4% 6 +14.3% 15 -16.7% 1 -50.0%
o1 257 224 34.1% 36 16.1% ) 188 83.9% 87.2% [} 0.0% 23 53.3% 4 300.0%
02 325 270 20.5% 37 13.7% 233 86.3% - 83.1% 3 -50.0% ‘51 121.7% 1 =75.0%
03 218 186 -31.1% 17 8.1% 169 90.8% B4.9% 5 66.7% 27 -47.1% 1 0.0%
04 178 164 ~11.6% 18 11.0% 148 89.0% . 921% 1 -80.0% 12 -55.6% 1 0.0%
05 182 186 2.4% 12 7.1% 1s8]. 92.9% 87.5% 3 200.0% | 16 33.3% 5 400.0%
Avarags 182 154 1.0% 22 14.6% 133 85.4% 84.7% 4 26.8% 22 7.8% 2 72.0%
= —
! Cassload data exiracted from the United States Attomeys’ Case Management Systemn,
2 For FYx 1982.2003, this chart summarizes the following categories: Firesma, Viclent Grime In Indian Gountry, and Olher Viclent Crime. Other violent crime Includes 2808 With a load charge of Viclent Crime which would othefwise fall Info another
Program category. Also, thoss drug and organized crime canes classlfisd under the Violent Crime Program category are Included, Beginning in FY 2004, Violent Grime Includes thass cases classified under the tollowing program cafegory codes: Firearms (053);
Bank Robbery (083); Domestic Viclence a& ); Violent Crime in Indlan Counbry (062); and All Other Violent Crime {083). ’ .
3 FY 2005 qumbers are actual data through the and of September 2005, EOUSA/DATA ANALYSIS mﬁ>.ﬂﬂ\nm=s_z>r\10w= A 22-Nov-05
o~ . A, .
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~
United States Atiomeys — Criminal Cassioad Statistics ! -
Southem District of Texas m
" Standard Sentencing Counts o
Violent Crime? o
= o
o
Sentencing | o
Number of Number of Percent of (o4
i Gullty Gullty Gullty M.v
Defendants Defendants . Total Defendants Defendants Defendants
Fiscal inGasea In Cases Defendants Not Sentencad Percent Sentsnced Percent Sentencad
_Year® Filad Terminated Guilty To Prison Change To Prison Changs To'Prisan
82 © 238, 271 221 26 i85 88.2%
83 188 189 162 17 -34.6% 145 -25.6% 89.5%
94 104 115 o7 1 -35.3% 88 -40.7% 88.7%
95 128 118 97 13 18.2% 84 -2.3% |. 86.6%
96 103 117 104 14 7.7% 90 71% 86.5%
87 101 118 96 8 ~42.8% 88 ~2.2% 9M.7%
- 98 181 120 97 5 37.5% 92 45% 94.8%
99 171 136 108 8 60.0% 101 2.8% 82.7%
[} 255 189 167 14 75.0% 153 51.5% 91.6%
ot 354 257 224 9 =35.7% 215 40.5% 86.0%
02 218 325 270 14 55.6% 256 19.1% 94.8%
03 223 219 186 10 -28.6% 176 -31.3% 94.6%
04 276 | 178 164 8 -10.0% 155 -11.8% 84.5% B
s 234 192 168 7 ~22.2% 161 3.8% 85.8%
[Average 185 182 154 12 2.3% 143 1.7% 21.9%
H
Sentancing _
Number of Percent of Percant of Percent of Percant of Percent of Percent of
Guilty D Dy D D D “ D Defendants [s] D D Percertt of
o to to to o | ser M \dlo to to to w]| s to || De De
Fiscal §entenced Prisan Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison- Life in Life In Sentenced to Sentenced to
Year To Prisan 1-12 Months 1-12 Months 13-24 Months 13-24 Months 25-38 Months | 25-36 Months || 37-60 Monthe | 37.60 Months 61+ Months 61+ Months Prison Prison Death Death
92 195 33 16.8% 45 23.1% 20 10.3% 33 16.9% 64 32.8% 0 0.0% Q 0.0%
83 145 24 16.6% 13 8.0% 15 . 10.3% 43 20.7% 47 32.4% 3 21% 0 0.0%
94 88 ] 10.5% 18 18.6% 7 8.1% 16 18.6% 38 442% o 0.0% [ 0.0%
[ 84 16 19.0% 13 15.5% 8 9.5% 15 17.8% 32 38.1% 0 0.0% [ 0.0%
86 80 9 10.0% 17 18.8% ] 10.0% ki 10.0% 48 51.1% 2 0.0% 0 0.0%
o7 88 8 9.1% 8 8.1% 2 2.3% 22 25.0% 48 54.5% [ 0.0% [ 0.0%
28 92 14 152% 15 16.3% 10 10.9% 24 26.1% 26 28.3% 3 3.3% 0 0.0%
(1] 101 17 16.8% 15 14.8% 12 11.9% [ 18 15.8% 41 40.8% ] 0.0% 0 0.0%
00 153 12 i 7.8% - 21 13.7% 27 17.6% 44 28.8% 48 4% 1 0.7% 0 0.0%
o1 215 18 8.8% 28 13.0% 35 16.3% 84 20.8% 69 32.1% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
02 256 13 5.1% 41 16.0% 37 14.5% 70 27.3% 95 37.1% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
03 178 15 8.5% 31 17.6% 23 13.1% 33 18.8% 74 42.0% [ 0.0% 0 0.0%
o I 155 10 6.5% 24 15.5% 26 16.8% 38 245% 57 36.8% 0 0.0% 9 0.0%
05 161 22 137% 21 13.0% 194 11.8% 43 26.7% 56 34.8% 1] 0.0% 0 0.0% ]
|Average 143 16 11.1% 22 15.4% 18 12.5% .34 23.5% 53 3N1% 1 -0.4% 0 0.0%
! Caseload data exiracted from the United States Attomeys’ Case Managament System. ) -
2 ForFYs 19922003, this chart summarizas the following catagories; Firearms, Violent Crime In Indian Country, and Other Violent Crime, Other violant crime inciudes cases with a fead chargs of Violent Crime which would otherwise fall into another
Pipgram catagory. Also, those drug and organized crime cases classifiad under the Sm_ni Crime program category are Includsd, Beglnning In FY 2004, Violent Crime includes those cases classified under the following program category codes: Fireanms (053);
Bank Robbery (083); Domestic Violencs (081); Violent Crims in Indian Cauntry (092); and All Othar Violant Crime {083),
? FY 2005 numbers are actual data through the end of Saptember 2005, EOUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFFICRIMINALFORM A 22-Nov:05 TXS
. —~ -
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Unitad States Atiomeys — Criminal Caseload Statistics ¥

Western District of Texas
Standard Matter and Case Counts
Immigration

S

Mattérs & Defendants — Recsived, Pending, & Terminated

ASG000000159

ﬁ Average # of Average # of Average # of
Fiscal latters Parcent Defendants Percent Defondants Per Matters. Percent Defendants Percent * | Defendants Per Matters Parcent Defendants Percent Defendants Per
Year' |. Recsived Change Recsived Change Matter Received Pending Change Panding nzﬁn Matter Pending Terminated Change Terminated Change Maitter Termiriated
92 267 286 111 88 108 . 123 53 80 : 1.13
93 273 22% 313 5.7% 1.15 56 -38.4% 67 =38.0% 1.20 45 -15.1% 52 -13.3% 1.16
94 210 ~23.1% 233 ~25.6% 1.11 48] —  -143% 57 ~14.9% 1.18 32 ~28.8% 34 ~34.6% 1.06
85 371 76.7% 408 75.1% 1.10 70 45.8% 81 2.1% 1.18 50 56.3% 53 55.9% 1.08
86 728 96.2% " 821 101.2% 1:43 74 5.7% 85 4.9% 115 125 150.0% 140 164.2% 1.12
97 887 37.0% 1,076 31.1% 1.08 254 243.2% 279 228.2% 1.10 83 -25.8% 101 -27.8% 1.09
98 1,887 99.3% 2,171 101.8% 1.08 222 -12.6% 246 -11.8% 111 782 740.8% 796 688,1% 1.02
89 3,988 100.8% 4,207 93.8% 1.05 347 56.3% 385 56.5% 11 2,278 191.0% 2316 191.0% 1.02
00 3,123 -21.7% 3,303 -21.5% 1.08 387 11.5% 431 11.9% 111 1415 -37.8% 1,444 1.02
o1 2,964 5.1% 3,128 53% 1.08 268 -30.7% 284 -31.8% 1.10 1,567 10.7% 1,610 1.03 -
02 2,588 -12.7% 2,768 -11.6% 1.07 271 1.1% 313 6.5% 1.15 1.176 -25.0% 1,198 1.02
03 3,308 27.8% 3,483 25.9% 1.05 292 7.7% 341 8.9% 117 1,515 28.8% . 1,543 1.02
04 4,017 21.4% 4,188 202% 1.04 447 53.1% 494’ 44.8% 111 1,823 20.3% 1,847 18.7% 1.01
05 3,274 -18.5% 3,459 =17.4% 1.08 474 6.0% 535 8.3% 113 461 -74.7% 493 ~73.3% 1.07
Average 2,007 29.3% 2,132 28.7%, 1.06 235 25.8% 265 24.3% 1.13 815 76.2% 835 72.8% 1.02
Cases & Defandants — Filed, Pending, & Terminated .
Average # of Average # of Average # of
Flscal Cdses Percent Defendants Percent Defendants Per Cases’ Percent Defendants Percent * | Defendants Per Cases Percent Defendants . Percent Defendants Per
Year® Filed Change Fllad Changs Case Filed Pending Change- Pending Change Case mw:n._._m Teminated Changs Terminated Change , Case Teminated
92 189 . 218 1.14 104 120 1.15 155 167 1.08
83 255 34.9% 293 35.8% 115 108. 4.8% 129 7.5% 1.18 247 58.4% 280 B7.7% (143
54 76| -31.0% 198 ~32.4% 1.13 127 16.5% 145 12.4% 1.14 158 -36.0% 182 ~35.0% 1.15
95 300 70.5% 333 68.2% | 1.4 167 31.5% 184 33.8% 1.16 258 63.3% 281 54.4% 1.09
86 597 99.0% 675 102.7% 1.13 239 43.1% 277 42.8% 1.16 521 101.8% 585 108.2% 1.12
97 722 ©_208% 779 15.4% 1.08 684 186.2% 735 165.3% {. 1.07 m ~48.0% 314 -46.3% 1.16
88 1,235 71.1% 1,405 80.4% 1.14 708 3.7% 830 12.9% 117 1,207 3454% 1,308 315.9% 1.08
88 1577 27.7% ; 1,740 23.8% 1.10 780 1.4% 877 5.7% 11 1477 22.4% 1,668 27.8% 1.13
00 1,653 48% 1,794 3.1% 1.09 963 21.9% 1,061 21.0% 110 1,464 0.8% 1,582 -5.2% 1.08
o1 1.481 -10.4% 1617 -0.9% 1.09 873 -9.3% 866 -9.0% 1.11 1,520 3.8% 1,655 46% 1.09
02 1,388 £.3% 1,526 -5.6% 1.10 827 -5.3% 845 2.2% 1.14 1,402 ~7.8% 1,511 -8.7% 1.08
03 -1.768 27.4% 1,903 24.7% 1.08. 944 14.1% 1,045 10.8% 1.11 1,646 17.4% 1,783 18.7% 1.09
04 2,034 15.0% 2,180 14.6% 1.07 1817 92.5% 1,845 86.1% 1.07 1314 -20.2% 1.430 -20.2% 1.09
05 2,712, 33.3% 2,847 30.6% 1.05 2,115 16.4% 2,238 15.1% 1.06 2,439 856% 2,583 80.6% 1.060  °
|Average 1,149 27.5% 1,250 27.0% 1.08 748 32.8% 822 30.9% 1.10 1,008 45.1% 1,096 43,3% 1.09
e -
! Cassload|data extracted from tha United States Attoneys’ Case. Management System, .
2 FY 2005 EOUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFFICRIMINAL/FORM A ! 22-Nov-05 TXwW

umbers aro actual dala through the end of September 2005,
.y



Immigration

Unlted States Atiomeys — Criminal Caseload Statistics '
Westem District of Texas
Standard Disposition Counts

LCases & Defendants Trisd

Casss Tried

Cases Defendants Dafendants Averaga
Disposed @3 Percent Disposed - [Tried as Percent )] Number of
Fiscal Cagses Defendants ofby Percent of Those ofby Percent of Those Defendants Per
Year? Terminated Teminated Trial Change Teminated Trial Change Teiminated Case Tried
92 155 167 2 1.3% 2 - 1.2% 1.00
83 247 280 ] 200.0% 2.4% 7 250.0% 2.5% 1.17
84 158 182 3 -50.0% 1.9% 4 ~42.8% 2.2% 1.33
85 258 281 8 166.7% 3.1% 8 100.0% 2.8% 1.00 .
96 521 i 585 5 ~37.5% 1.0% 5 7.5% 0.9% 1.00
97 271 314 6 20.0% 22% 7 40.0% 2.2% 1.17
98 1,207 1.306 24 300.0% 2.0% 2 271.4% 20%fl 108
929 1,477 1,669 20 -16.7% 1.4% 2 -11.5% 1.4% 115
00 1,464 1,562 21 5.0% 1.4% 28 21.7% 1.8% 1.33
01 1,520 1,655 A7 -19.0% 1.1% 18 82.1% 1.1% 1.12
02 1,402 1511 21 23.5% 1.5% 21 10.5% 1.4% 1.00
03 1,645 1793 21 0.0% 1.3% 25 18.0% 1.4% 1.19
04 1,314 1,430 11 -47.8% 0.8% 15 ~40.0% 1.0% 1.36
05 2,439 2,583 13 18.2% 0.5% 14 -6.7% 0.5% 1.08
(Average J| * 1,006 1.096 13 43.3% 1.6% 15 N7% 1.8% 1.15
Defendants - Guilty, Acquitied, Dismissed, Other Terminations _
f‘ﬂ’ Defandants Defendants
_Found Guilty Who Pled
Total Total Defendants a3 Percent Defendants Guilty as Other
Flscal Defandgnts Defendants Percent Found of Total Who Pled Percant of Conviction Defendants Percent Defendants Percent Terminated Percent
Year? || Terminated Guilty Change Guilly Gullty Guiilty Total Guity Rate Acquitted Change Dismissed Change Defendants Changs |
92 167 160 - 2 1.3% 158 98.8% 95.8% 0 6 1 )
93 280 265 65.6% 7 2.6% 258 87.4% | . 84:5% 0 5 150.0% 0
84 182 176 -33.6% 3 1.7% 173 98.3% - 96.7% 1 5 66.7% 0
85 281 267 51.7% 8 3.0% 259 97.0% 85.0% 0 13 160.0% 1
9 585 564 111.2% 4 0.7% 560 998.3% 86.4% 0 21 61.5% [
87 314 308 -45.7% 8 2.0% 300 98.0% 97.5% 1 7 -66.7% 0
38 .306 1262 312.4% 21 17% 1.241 98.3% 26.6% 4 300.0% 37 428.6% 3
99 - 688 1,601 26.9% 18 1.1% 1,583 88.9% 95.8% 5 25.0% 61 64.9% 2 -33.3%
00 1,582 1,527 -4.6% 25 1.6% 1,502 98.4% 86.5% 2 -60.0% 52 -14.8% 1 -50.0%
01 1,655 1,574 31% 14 0.8% ...mma $8.1% 85.1% 4 100.0% 75 44.2% 2 100.0%
02 is11fl 1,453 T.7% 18 1.2% 1,435 98,8% £6.2% 3 -25.0% 55 -26.7% )
03 1,783 1,732 18.2% 23 1.3% 1,708 98.7% 86,6% 3 0.0% 53 -3.6% 5
04 1430 1370 -20.9% 11 0.8% 1,359 98.2% 85.8% 4 33.3% 50 5.7% ] 20.0%
05 2/583 2,509 83.1% 9 0.4% 2,500 89.6% 87.1% 5 25.0% 60 20.0% s 50.0% |
Averags 1,096 1,055 43.1% 12 1.5% 1,043 98.5% 96.3% 2 49.8% 36 57.3% 2 17.3%,
* Caseload daja extracled from the United States Attomeys’ Case Management System, .
2 FY 2005 n rs are actual data through the end of Soplember 2005, EQUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFF/CRIMINAL/FORM A 22-Nov-05
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United States Attameys ~ Criminal Caseload Statistics '
Waestern District of Texas
Standard Sentencing Counts
Immigration
Sentencin;
Number of . Number of Percent of
. Gullly 1 ouy Gty
’ Defandants Defendants Total Defendants Defendants Defendants
Fiscal || inGases In Cases Defendants || Not Sentenced Percant Sentenced Percant Sentenced
Year? filad Terminated Guilt To Prison Change To Prison Change Tao Prison
92 216 167 160 18 142 88.8%
83 -293 280 265 4 122.2% 225 58.5% 84.9%
84 198 182 176 14 65.0% 162 280%| ° 920%
95 333 281 : 267 32 < 128.6% 235 45.1% 88.0%
%6 675 585 564 84 162.5% 480 104.3% B5.1%
57 779 314 306 65 -226% 241 ~-49.8% 78.8%
98 1,405 1306] . 1,262 193 196.9% 1,068 343.6% 84.7%
89 1,740 1,669 1,601 205 8.2% 1,395 30.6% 87.2%
00 1784 1582] 1527 189 T.5% 1,338 __42% 87.6%
o1 1617 1,655 1,574 26 30.2% 1,328 0.7% 84.4%
02 1,526 1511 1,453 172 -30.1% 1.281] 3.5% 88.2%
03 1,903 1,793 1,732 216 . 256% 1516 18.3% 87.5%
04 2,180 1,430 1.370 154 -28.7% 1,216 -19.8% 85.8%
05 2,847 2,583 2,508 403 161.7% 2,108 73.2% 83.9%
Average 1,250 1,096 1,055 145 52.3% 810 43.6% 86.4%
Ssntencing _ )
Number of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percant of Percent of . Percant of B
Gufity D [ D Dy D [ Defendants || D D D [o! Percent of
D 1o 1o to | to to to to | fo to o S to || b " D
Fiscal || Sentgnced Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Life in * Lo In Sentencedto | Sentenced to
Year? To Ptison 112 Months | 1-12 Months || 13-24 Months | 13-24 Monthis_|f 25-38 Months | 2536 Months || 37.60 Months_| 37-60 Months || 1+ Months { 61+ Months Prison Prison Death Death
82 142 64 45.1% 62 43.7% 4 49% 7 49% 2 1.4% [ 0.0% 0 0.0%
83 225 98 43.6% e 34.2% T 20 8.9% 22 2.8% 8 36% 0 0.0% [ 0.0%
94 162 52 32.1% 70 43.2% 20 12.3% 12 74% 8 49% ) 0.0% 0 0.0%
95 235 24 41.3% 98 40.8% 18 7.7% 19 B8.1% 5 1% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
95 480 254 o 529% 116 24.2% 25 52% 63 - 13.14% 22 4.8% 0 0.0% [ 0.0%
7 |24 17 48.5% 48 20.3% 13 L 54% 43 17.8% 19 7.9% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
o8 |l 1,068 485 45.4% 1983 18.1% &4 6.0% 191 17.9% 125 1.7% [ 0.9% 0 0.0%
59 1,396 2 T 251 18.0% 140 10.0% 339 24.3% 182 13.8% [ 0.0% [ 0.0%
00 1,338 ary 282% 237 1zl 115 8.6% 405 30.3% 204 15.2% o 0.0% [ 0.0%
o1 1328 368 .27.8% 315 23.7% : 135 10.2% 356 8% [ - 153 11.5% [ 0.0% 0 0.0%
0z 1,281 370 28.9% 343 26.8% 165 12.9% 285 222% 118 8.2% [ 0.0% [ 0.0%
03 1,516 414 27.3% 415 L 274% 154 10.2% 395 26.1% 1361 . 8.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
04 1,216 321 26.4% 308 25.3% 147 12.1% 308 25.4% 130 10.7% 1 0.1% [ 0.0%
05 2,108 897 33.1% 609 28.9% 237 11.3% 432 20.5% 1314. 6.3% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Average 910 300 33.0% 24 24.7% %0 9.8% 206 226% 90 9.8% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
—r :
! Caseload |data extracted from the United States Attomays’ Case Management System,
* FY 2005 fumbers are actual data through the end of Seplmber 2005, . EQUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFF/CRIMINALJFORM A 22:Noveds TXW
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United States Attomneys — Criminal Caseload Statistics * f—
Waestem District of Texas o o
Standard Matter and Case Counts : w
Non-OCDETF Drugs? o
o
Malters & Defendants — Received, Pending, & Terminated _ _ - .nUU
B Average # of R Average # of Average # of In
Fiscal Matters Percent Defandants Percent Defendants Per Matters Percent Defandants Percent Defendants Per Matters Percant Defendants Percent Defendants Per #L
Yeard ecelved Change Received Change Matier Received Pending Change Pending Change Matter Pending || Terminated Change Terminated Change | Matter Temminated _
82 647 1111 . 1.72 192 288 1.51 90 157 174
93 605 -5.5% 1,134 21% 1.87 188 -2.1% 305 55% 1.62 80 -11.1% 142 1.78
04 584 -1.8% 1,011 -10.8% 1.70 230 22.3% 3e8 20.7% 1.80 7 8.8% 139 1.81
85 610 27% 875 -3.6% 1.60 248 7.0% 378 2.7% 1.54 82 19.5% 153 168
96 840 377% 1,387 42.3% 1.65 219 -11.0% 345 -8.7% 1.56 156 69.6% 233 1.49
o7 1,152 37.1% 1.708 23.1% 1.48 382 T4.4% 560 £2.3% 147 84 ~46.2% 129 154
98 1,791 55.5% 2435 42.6% 136 330 -13.6% 481 -12.3% 1.48 126 50.0% 183 1.45
98 1,958 9.3% 2,720 11.7% 1.39 333 0.9% 581 14.3% 168 125 0.8% 195 1.56
00 2,067 5.6% 2,984 8.7% - 144 373 12.0% 593 5.7% 1.58 91 “21.2% 158 171
o1 2,380 15.1% 3,288 10.2% 1.38 361 3.2% 513 -13.5% 142 203 123.4% 309 1,52
02 2,265 4.8% 3,182 -2.8% 1.41 365 1.1% 508 -1.0% 139 163 -19.7% 251 1.54
03 2,289 1.1% 3,310 7% 145 384 7.9% 533 4.0% 1.35 168 3.1% 231 1.38
04 2,287 -1.0% 3,180 -3.8% 1.40 423 7.4% 554 3.8% 1.31 168 0.0% 255 1.52
05 1,860 -18.0% 2,758 ~13.3% 1.48 468 10.9% 814 10.8% 1.31 155 7.1% 207 1.33
|Average 1,523 10.2% 2,228 8.5% 1.45 322 8.8% 472 7.3% 147 127 11.5% 186 1.54
Cases & Defandants — Flled, Pending, & Terminated
———
- Average # of E Average # of . Average # of
Fiscal Gases Percent Defendants Percent Defendants Per Cases Percent Defendants Percent Defendants Per Cases Percent Defendants Percent Defendants Per
Yeard Filed Change Filed Change Case Filed Pending Change Pending Change | Case Pending Terminated Change Terminated Change Case Terminated
82 547 955 - 1.75 448 ) 785 175 ) 482 808 1.68
23 525 -4.0% 868 1.4% 1.84 480 7.1% 853 9.8% 1.80 480 =0.4% |- 851 6.6% 1.79
54 466 -11.2% 785 -18.8% 1.68 507 55% 865 0.2% 1.7 427 -11.0% 742 -13.8% 174
85 511 8.7% 810 32% 1.50 602 18.7% 74 1e%] 161 403 5.6% &80 -7.0% 174
26 697 36.4% 1,154 25%| .18 875 121% 1,053 8.0% 1.58 596 47.9% 1,000 44.9% 1.68
87 897 28.7% 1,346 16.6% 1.50 1,133 67.80% " 1,664 58.0% | - 147 416 -30.2% 694 -30.6% 1.67
88 1,683 88.7% 2,276 68.1% 1.34 1,420 25.3% 1,854 17.4% 1.38 1,386 2332% 1,837 179.1% 1.40
29 1,801 6.4% 2415 6.1% 1.34 1,550 8.2% 2,127 8.9% 137 1610 16.2% 2116 9.2% 1.31
o0 1,832 7.3% 2,764 14.5% 1.43 1,873 20.8% 2,717 27.7% 145 1.571 -2.4% 2,115 -0.0%. 1.35
o1 2162 11.9% 3,002 8.6% 1.39 1,839 -1.8% 2,503 ~1.8% 1.36 2,021 28.6% 2,892 36.7% 1.43
02 2,086 -4.4% 2,897 =3.5% 1.40 - _1.681 -8.6% 2,333 -6.8% 1.39 2,155 6.8% 2,528 1.2% 1.36
03’ 2,071 0.2% 3on 3.9% 145 1,775 5.6% 2,474 6.0% 1.38 . 1,852 ~8.4% 2,814 3.9% 1.44
04 2,053 -0.8% 2,870 -4.7% 1.40 1,886 6.3% 2,808 5.4% 1.38 1,870 0.9% 2,790 -0.9% 1.42
05 1,626 -20.8% 2,448 -14.7% 1.51 1,651 12.5% 2,348 -10.0% 1.42 1,871 5.0% 2,708 -2.8% 1.45
|Average 1,361 1.4% 1,979 8.5% 145 a..Nm. 12.0% 1,804 10.0% 1.44 1,238 20.7% 1,783 16.8% | 1.45
1 Caseload data extracted from the United States Atlorneys' Case Management System, .
2 For FYs|1892.2003, this chart summarizes the following categaries: Only Non-OCDETF Drug Dealing and Drug Possassion cases classified specifically under thoss criminal program categories, It does not Include those drug cases classified under
the Govemment Regulatory/Monay. Laundering and Viclent Crime program categories, Begloning In FY 2004, it does not inciude those drug cases classified under the L program calegory.
’ ’ : -EO| ANALYSIS § JFORMA 22-Nov0s ™

FY 2005\ nuimbers are aciual data through the end of Seplembar 2005,
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Wnited States Attomeys — Criminal Caseload Statlstics |
Western District of Texas
Standard Disposition Counts
Non-OCDETF Drugs?
e
Cases & Defendants Tried [ .
) Cases Cases Triad Defendants Defendants Average
Disposed as Percent Disposed Triad a8 Percent||  Number of ’
Fiscal || | Cases Defendants ofby Percent | " of Those ofby Percent of Those  [[Deferdants Per
Year® Jerminated Jerminated Trial Change Terminated Trial Change Terminated Cose THed
02 ||| 482 808 53 11.0% 81 10.0% 1.53
83 480 861 75 41.5% 156% 137 $9.1% 15.9% 1.83
94 427 742 4 -41.3% 10.3% 78 ~43.1% 10.5% 177
95 403 680 40 -9.1% 8.9% 68 11.5% 10.0% 173
95 596 1,000 ) 40 0.0% 8.7% 63 8.7% 6.3% 1.58
87 416 694 38 -5.0% 98.1% 84 16% 8.2% 1.68
98 1,386 1,837 68 78.9% 4.9% 108 68.8% 5.6% 1.59
99 1,610 2,116 72 5.9% 4.5% 86 -11.1% 4.5% 1.33
00 1,571 2,115 60 -16.7% 3.8% 74 -22,8% 3.5% 1.23
01 2,021 2,892 43 -28.3% 2.1% 59 -20.3% 2.0% 137
02 2,155 2,928 53 23.3% 2.5% 81 373% 2.8% 153
03 1,852 2,814 45 -13.2% 2.4% 55 -32.1% 2.0% 1.20
04 1.970 2,760 36 21.7% 1.8% 47 =14.5% 1.7% 1.31
05 1871 2.708 55 52.8% 2.9% 76 61.7% 2.8% 1.38
Javerage 1,239 1.783 52 52%| - . 83w 78 5.7% 8.2% 1.50
Dofendants - Gully, Acquitted, Dismissed, Other Tommnalions |
Defendants Defendants
Found Guillty Who Pled
Total Total Defondants as Percent Defendants Guily as . Other
Flscal Defendants Defendants Percent Found of Tota) Who Pled Percant of Conviction Defendants Parcant Defendants Percent Terminated Percent
Year? Teminated Guilty Change Guilty Guilty Guilty Total Guil Rate Acquitted Change Dismissed Change Defendants Change
82 808 720 65 9.0% 655 81.0% 89,1% 16 67 5
83 61’ 779 8.2% 19 15.3% 850 B4T% 80.5% 18 12.5% 58 -11.8% 5 0.0%
94 742 668 -14.2% 69 10.3% 598 89.7% 90.0% 8 © <50.0% 64 8.5% 1 -80.0%
85 690 635 i 4.8% 63 9.9% 572 90.1% 82.0% 5 ~44.4% 45 -29.7% 5 400.0%,
86 " 1,000 863 35.9% 51 5.9% 812 84.1% 86.3% 13 180,0% 115 155.6% 8 80,0%
97 694 633 -26.7% 62 8.8% 571 80.2% 91.2% 2 -846% 57 -50.4% 2 -77.8%
88 1.837 1,828 188.8% B4 . _468% 1,744 85.4% 94.4% 28 1350.0% 79 38.6% 1 -50.0%
89 2,116 (1,99 ) 9.2% 78 4.0% 1917 96.0% 94.3% 17 L 414% 89 25.3% 4 300.0%
00 211§ 2,013 0.9% 60 3.0% 1.853 97.0% 95.2% 14 -17.6% -85 -13.1% 2 -50.0%
01 2.882 2,734 35.8% 43 1.6% 2,641 98,4% 94.5% 21 '50.0% 127 A71.7% M 10 400.0%
02 2928 2,786 1.9% 60 2.2% 2,726 87.8% 85.2% 23 8.5% 113 -11.0% 6 -40.0%
03 2,814 2,701 -3.1% 50 1.9% 2,651 88.1% 95.0% ] ~73.9% 08 -13.3% 9 50.0%
04 2,780 2,665 -1.3% 39 1.5% 2,826 88.5% 85.5% 11 83.3% 87 -1.0% i7 88.9%
05 2,708 2,585 -3.0% 86 2.6% 2519 S7.4% 85.5% 10 -8.1% 08 1.0% 15 -11.8%
Average 1,793 1,686 17.5% 55 5.8% 1,821 84.2% 84.1% 14 103.4% 86 11.2% 7 77.6%
1 Caselopd data extracted from the United States Altomeys' Case Management System.
2 ForFY3 1882-2003, this chart summarizes the following categories: Only Non-OCDETF Drug Dealing and Drug Possession cases classified specifically under those criminal program categories. It does not Include those drug cases classified under
the Govemment Regulatory/Money Laundering and Violent Crime Program catogories. Beginning in FY 2004, it does not Include those d "] classif undar the Laundering program category.
3 FY 2005 numbars are actual data through the end of Septsmber 2005, : ' EOUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFF/CRIMINALIFORM A 22-Nov-05
. . o
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United States Atiomeys — Criminal Caseload Statistics | 0
" Westem District of Toxas m
Standard Sentencing Gounts o
Non-OCDETF Drugs? _ w
o
Sentencin, | o
o Number of Number of Percant of (L]
Gllty Guilty Guilty (7]
Defendants Defendants Total Detendants Defendants Defendants 5 s
Fiscal In Cases in Cases Defendants. Not Sentenced Percent Sentenced Percent Sentenced
Year® Terminated Gilty To Prison Change To Prison Change To Prison
92 808 720 39 681 84.6%
83 861 . 779 30 -23.1% 749 10.0% $6.1%
84 742 668 22 -26,7% 646 -13.8% 86.7%
85 690 635 37, 68.2% 588 ~1.4% 94.2%
96 1,154 1,000 853 55 48.6% 808 35.1% '83.8%
o7 1346 694 633 42 -23.6% 591 -26.9% 83.4%
98 2,276 1,837 1,828 102 142.9% 1,726 192.0% 84.4% )
98 2,415 2,116 1,995 o102 0.0% 1,894 8.7% 94.9%
00 2,764 2,115 2,013 97 -4.9% 1918 1.2% 95.2%
01 3,002 2,892 2,734 . 218 125.8% 2,515 31.3% 92,0%
02 2,897 2,928 2,788 __ 210 4.1% 2,576 2.4% 92.5%
03 3,011 2,814 2,701 185 -11.9% 2516 -2.3% 83.2%
04 2,870 2,790 2,665 12 -39.5% 2,553 1.5% 95.8%
05 2448 2,708 2,585 128 14.3% 2457 -3.8% 85.0%
Average 1,979 1,783 1,686 29 20.5% 1,588 17.6% 94.4%
. Sentencing I
Numbar of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of
Guily Dy D Di Di D Dy Defendants D Dy D D D Percent of
n o to- to 0 to © to o ™ to X © o | o D
Fiscal Sentenced Prison Prisan Prison Prison Prison Prisan Prison Prison Prisan Prison Life in Life in Sentencedto |  Senfenced to
Year 0 Prison 1-12 Months 1-12 Months 13-24 Months *u..ub Months. 25-36 Months | 25-36 Months || 37-60 Months 3760 Months 81+ Months 51+ Months Prison Prison Death Death -
92 681 49 7.2% 142 20.8% 130 18.1% 178 28.1% 175 25.7% 7 1.0% 0 0.0%
93 749 52 6.9% - 154 20.6% 126 16.8% 212 28.3% 203 27.1% 2 (0.3% 0 0.0%
84 N 646 51 7.9% 143 22.1% 1 17.2% 166 25.7% 168 282% 6 -0.9% 0 0.0%
95 598 35 5.9% 106 17.7% 87 16.2% 201 33.6% 156 26.1% 3 0.5% 0 0.0%
96 808 65 8.0% 188 23.0% 141 17.5% 222]. 27.5% 182 23.8% 2 0.2% 0 0.0%
87 581 31 5.2% 158 28.7% 98 16.8% 1568 26.4% 146 24.7% 1 0.2% 0 0.0%
98 1,726 333 19.3% 488 28.3% 253 14.7% 338 19,6% 313 18.1% 1 0.1% 0 0.0%
-89 1,894 485 26.1% 586 30.8% 314 16.6% 292 15.4% 205 10.8% 2 0.1% o 0.0%
oo 1,916 544 28.4% 503 26.3% 310 16.2% 319 16.6% 240 12.5% 0 0.0% o 0.0%
01 2,515 608 24.2% 5 748 20.7% 459 18.3% 382 15.2% 315 12.5% 3 0.1% o 0.0%
02 2,576 765 28.7% £78 26.3% 404 15.7% 3N 14.4% | 357 13.9% 1 0.0% 0 0.0%
03 2,516 672 26.7% 561 22.3% 7 15.0% 501 18.8% 402 16.0% 3 0.1% o 0.0%
04 2553 £39 - 25.0% 560 21.8% 324 12.7% 509 10.0% - 518 - 203% 3 0.1% [ 0.0%
05 2,457 144 23.5% 504 20.5% 339 13.8% 480 18.8% 543 22.1% 4 0.2% 0 0.0%
|Average 1,588 351 2.1% 384 24.8% 249 15.7% 310 18.5% 281 17.7% 3 0.2% 0 0.0%
1 Caseload data extracted from the United States Atlorneys’ Case Management System, .
2 For FYs $892-2003, this chart summarizes the following categories: Only Non-OCDETF Drug Dealing-and Drug Possession cases classified specifically under those criminal program calegoriss. It doss not include those drug cases classified under
the Govemment Regulatory/Money Eﬁ-__i!i Violant Crime program catsgorie: Beglaning in FY 2004, it does not include those drug classifiad under the Laundaring program category.
? FY 2005 numbers are actusl data through the end of Septomber 2005, EOUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFF/CRIMINAL/FORM A 22-Now.05 T™XW
’ pr—-— —— . .
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FY 2005 numbers are actual data through the end of Seplember 2005,

EOUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFF/CRIMINALIFORM A

22-Nov-05

Lo
(=]
United States Attoneys — Criminal Cassload Statistics ! —
Westem District of Texas m
Standard Matter and Case Counts o
Violent CrimeZ o
o
o
Malters & Defendants — Raceived, Pending, & Terminated | i
R Averaga # of Average # of Average # of ¢/
Fiscal Matters Percant Defendants Percent Defendants Per | Matters Percant Defendants . Percent Defendants Par Matlors Percent Defendants Percent Defendants Per<}
Year? sceived Change Received Change Matter Received Pending O.E:ﬁ Pendi n__uﬁw Maller Pending {| Terminated Change Terminated Change Matter i
-92 278 368 .1.32 88 _Jos) 119 57 74 1.30
23 253 -5.0% 308 '15.8% 1.22 28 12.5% 118 12.4% 1.19 66 15.8% 79 6.8% 1.20
84 224 ~11.5% 318 3.2% 1.42 128 30.3% 178 50.8% 1.38 41 -37.9% 48 -39.2% 117
95 172 -23.2% 211 -33.6% 123 128 ~0.8% 170 -4.5% 1.33 46 12.2% &1 27.1% 1.33
86 173] 0.6% 228 8.1% 1.32 113 . -1.7% 147 ~13.5% 1.30 . 48 4.3% 78 29.5% 1.65
97 138 -19.7% 170 -25.4% 122 119 __53% 152 3.4% 1.28 34 -20.2% 33 -50.6% 1.15
o8 224 61.2% 281 65.3% 1.25 122 2.5% 158 2.6% 1.28 58 70.6% 82 1103% 141
99 269 20.1%} 304 8.2% 1.43 148 19.7% 180 15.4% 123 84 44.8% 100 22.0% 1.19
] 289 74% 327 78% 1.13 173 18.5% 188 10.0% 114 66 -21.4% 83 -17.0% 1.26
01 248 -14.2% 289 -11.6% 117 153 ~11.6% 175 -11.6% 1.14 -84 42.4% 105 26.5% 112
02 281 17.3% 338 17.0% 1.18 158 2.0% 187 6.8% 1.20 87 -7.4% 103 -1.9% 1.18
03 362 24.4% 438 28.6% 1.29 176 12.8% 193 3.2% 1.10 87 0.0% 109 5.8% 1.25
o4 279 -22.9% 337 23.4% 1.21 111 38.8% 137 -28.0% 123 54 -37.9% b4l -34.8% 131
05 278 0.4% 338 0.3% 122 85 =14.4% 135 1.5% 4" 1.42 48 -11.1% 54 -23.9% 1.13
|Average 248 2.3% 304 2.3% 1.22 129 22% 158 3.4% 1.23 62 3.5% 78 4.6% 1.25
Cases & Defendarits — Filed, Pending, Terminated
Average *.o— Averags # of ‘Average # of
Fiscal Qases Percent Defendants Percent Defendants Per Cazes Percant Defendants Percent Defendants Per Cases Percent Defendants Percent Defendants Per
Year! Filed Change Filed Changs Case Filsd vu..a_:u Change Pending Change Case Pending Terminaled Change Terminated Change Case Terminated
92 224 308 138 133 4l 1.2 228 323 B 1.43
953 177 -21.0% 215 ~30.2% 1.21 139 4.5% 174 1.8% 1.25 163 -27.8% 204 -36.8% | 125
84 149 -15.8% 205 -4.7% 1.38 140 0.7% 183 10.9% 1.38 141 -13.5% 176 -13.7% 1.25
85 122 -18.1% 153 -25.4% 1.25 113 -18.3% 138 ~28.0% 1.23 143 1.4% 201 14.2% 1.41
96 135 10.7% 163 6.5% 1.2 109 ...u.u* 137 -1.4% 1.26 130 -9.1%| 152 -24.4% 1.17
o7 84 -30.4% 17 -28.2% 1.24 118 8.4% 148 6.0% 1.28. 85 -34.5% 101 -33.6% 1.18
98 158 69.1% 191 .63.2% 1.20 138 18.0% 168 14.2% 122 134 57.6% 166 64.4% 1.24
29 154 -3.1% 172 -8.9% 1.12 144 43% 165 -2.4% 1.15 141 5.2% 187 0.6% 1.18
00 198 273% 218 26.7% 1.11 189 31.3% 210 21.3% 111 148 5.0% 170 1.8% 1.15
01 168 -14.3% 187 -9.6% 1.17 167 -11.6% - 196 £.7% 117 182 23.0% 203 19.4% 112
02 196 16.7% 215 8.1% 1.10 181 3.6% 181 7.7% 112 198 8.8% 226 11.3% 1.14
03 253 29.1% 318 47.9% 1.26 211 31.1% 258 43.1% 1.23 189. 0.5% 236 4.4% 1.19
04 232 83% 258 -18.8% 1.11 202 4.3% 218 ~158% 1.08 223 12.1% 260 10.2% 117
05 241 3.8% 279 8.1% 116 - 220 8.9% 246 12.8% 1.12 230 3.1% 259 -0.4% 1.13
|Average 179 3.5% 215 - 2.7% [E’ 156 4.8% 186 4.3% 1.19 167 2.4% 203 1.3% 1.21
! Caseloati data-éxiracted from the United States Atlomeys’ Case Management System. .
2 ForFYs [1992-2003, this chart summarizes the foliowing categories: Firearms, Viclent Crime in Indian Country, and Other Violent Grime. Other violent crime Includes cases with a lead charge of Violent Crime which would otherwiss falf into.anuther
Pprogram calegory. Alsg, those drug and organized crime cases classlfied under the Vialent Grime program category are included, Beginning In FY 2004, Violent Crime includes those cases classified under the following program category codes: Firsaris (053);
Bank Robbery (083); Domestic Violence (081); Violent Crime In indfan Country (082); and All Other Violent Crime (083), .
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Unitgd States Attoneys ~ Criminal Caseload Statistics '
Westem Disirict of Texas '
Standard Disposition Counts
Violent Crime? '
Cases & Defsndants Tried 5
Cases Cases Tried Defendants Detendants Average '
Disposed a3 Percent Disposad Tried as Percent ||  Number of
Fiscal Cases Defendants ofby Percant of Those - afby Percant of Those  |Defendants Per
Year® [Terminatad Terminated’ Trial Changs Tenninaled Trial Change Terminatad Case Tried
92 226 323 39 17.3% 53 16.4% 1.38
83 163 204 30 -231% 18.4% 39 -264% 19.1% 130
84 - 141 176 22 -26.7% 15.6% 31 -20.5% | - 76% 1.41
85 143 ) 201 14 -36.4% 9.8% 19 -38.7% [ 8.5% 1.36
96 130 152 13 TA% 10.0% L) -26.3% 8.2% 1.08
87 85 101 13 0.0%] . 15.3% 16 14.3% 15.8% 123
98 1341 - 168 19 [ 45.2% 14.2% 22 37.5% 13.3% 1.18
99 141 187 B 16 -15.8% A1.3% 16 -27.3% 8.6% 1.00
0o 148 170 15 £.3% 10.1% 17 [6.3% 10.0% 113 .
ot 182 203 8 48.7% | 4.4% 8 -52.9% 3.0% 1.00
02 198 226 15 87.5% - 7.6% 16 100.0% 71% 1,07
03 198 236 ] -60.0% 3.0% 7 -56.3%) 3.0% 117
04 223 280 15 150.0% 6.7% 16 _128.6% 6.2% 1.07
05 230 259 1t ~26.7% . 4.8% 12 =25.0% 46% 1.08
Average 167 203 17 27% 10.6% -2 1.0% 10.4% 1.21
Defendants - Guilty, Acquitted, Dismissed, Other Terminations _
Defendants . Defendanis
Found Gulity Who Pled
Total Total Defendants - as Percent Dsfendants Gullly as N Other
Fiscal Defendants Defendants Percent Found of Total Who Pled Percent of Conviction Defendants Percent Defendants Parcent . Terminated Percent
Yeard Terminated Guilty Change : OE_R Guilty Guilty Total Guitty Rate Acquitted Change Dismissed Chan; Dsfendanis Change |
92 323 285 45 . 15.8% 240 84.2% 88.2% 8 25 5
23 - 204 . 181 -36.5% 37 20,4% 144 . 79.6% 88.7% 2 =75.0%( . b] -56.0% 10 100.0%
84 __178 161 -11.0% 28 17.4% 133 82.6% 981.5% 3 50.0% 10 -8.1% 2 -80.0%
85 201 179 11.2% 14 7.8% 165 82.2% 88.1% 5 66.7% 17 70.0% o
96 152 130 ~27.4% 11 8.5% 119 81.5% B5.5% 3 -40.0% 18 5.9% 1
87 P 101 86 -33.8% 12 14.0% 74 86.0% B5.1% 4 33.3% 11 -38.8% 0
98 166 146 698.8% 19 13.0% 27 87.0% 88.0% 3 -25.0% 14 27.3% 3
98 167 152 4.1% 13 8.6% 139 91.4% . 91.0% 3 0.0% 1 ~21.4% 1, 86.7%
00 170 148 20%]. 15 10.1% 134 88.9% 87.6% 2 -33.3% 16 45.5% 3 200.0%
01 203 189" 26.8% 7 3.7% 182 96.3% 83.1% 1 -50.0% 12 -25.0% 1 -66.7%
02 228 205 8.5% 13 8.3% 182 93.7% B0.7% 4 300.0% | § 16 33.3% 1 0.0%
03 236 215 4.9% 6 2.8% 208 97.2% | - 91.1% 1 -75.0% 20 25.0% 0
04 260 234 8.8% 15 8.4% 219 83.5% 90.0% 2 100.0% 23 15.0% 1
a5 258 228 2.6% 10 44%| 218 95.6% 88,0% 1 -50.0% 27 17.4% 3 200.0%
|Average. 203 181 16%| 18 8.9% 164 | 80.1% 89.3% 3 15.5% 17 5.8% 2 41.0%
* Caselpad data extracted from the United States Attomeys’ Case Managsment System. .
2 ForFYs 1992-2003, this chart summarizes the 3__41_3 calegories; Firearms, Violent Crime In Indian Country, and Other Violent os!_.o. Other violent crime Includes cases with a fead charge of Violent Grime which would otherwise fall into angther
Ppragram category. Also, ihosa drug and organized crime cases classified under the Violent Crime program category are included. Beginning in FY 2004, Violent Crime includes those cases classified under the foliowing progrem category codes: Firgutiits {053);
Bank Robbery (083); Domestic Violencs (081); Viclent Crime in Indian Couniry, (092); and All Gther Violent Crime ©3), -
3 FY 2005 numbers sre actual data through the end of Sepiember 2005. . - ) EOQUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STARFICRIMINALFORM A 22-Nov-05
o . 5 == . 8
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Unlted States Attorneys — Criminal Caseload Statistics —
Western Dislrict of Texas o
Standard Sentencing Counts m
Violent Crime? o
. o
: Sentencin | %
° Number of Number of Percant of [77)
Gullly Guilty Guilty <C
. Dafendants Defendants " Total Defendants Defendants Defendants
Fiscal in Cases in Cases Defendants Not Sentenced Percant Sentenced Percent Sentencad
Year® Filed Temminatsd Gulity To Prison Change To Prison ., Change Ta Prison -
o2 - 308 323 285 2] - 264 ) 926%
83 215 " 204 184 17 ~18.0% 164 -37.9% B0.6%
84’ 205 176 161 10 “41.2% 151 ~7.9% 93.8%
85 153 201 179 11 10.0% 168 11.3% 93.8%
88 N 163 - 152 130 10 -9.1% 120 -286% 92.3%
87 u7 101 86 7 -30.0% 79 34.2% _9L8%
98 191 166 146 16 128.6% 130 54.8% 89.0%
8s 172 167 152 12 ~25.0% 140 7.7% 92.1%
00 218 170 149 20 L 56T% 18] 7% 86.6%
01 187 203 189 .19 =5.0% 170 31.8% 89.8%
02 215) - 226 205 23 21.1% 182 71% 85.6%
03 318 235 215 | 23 0.0% 192 5.5% 89.3%
04 . 258 260 - 234 15 -34.8% 219 14.1% 83.6%
05 - 278 259 228 12 ~20.0% 216 1.4% N 84.7%
JAverage 215 203 181 15 3.2% | 166 1.9% 91.4% 5
Sentencing |
umber of Percant of Percent of Percant of 5 Percent of Porcant of Percentof *
Guilty De D Di o . . Defe: : D Dt D Percent of
oo |8 o o] s to || sentence o | & to o o o o s to |l D D
. Flscal $entenced Prison + Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison ‘Prisop Life in Lfein Sentencedto |  Sentenced to
Year® | [To Prison 1-12 Months 1-12 Months 13-24 Months 13-24 Months 25-35 Months | 25.36 Months |f 37-60 Months | 37-60 Months 61+ Months 61+ Months Prison Prison Death Death
92 264 26 9.8% 33 12.5% 50 o 18.9% 53| 20.1% 102 386% 1 0 0.0% 1 0.0%
83 164 - 21 . 12.8% 23| - 14.0% 13 7.9% 39 23.8% 65 38.6% 3 1.8% 0 0.0%
94 151 3 __20% 17 11.3% 21 13.9% 39 25.8% 70 46.4% 1 0.7% o 0.0%
25 168 13 7.7% 20 11.8% 23 13.7% 30 17.8% 81 48.2% 1 0.5% ‘o 0.0%,
96 120 5 4.2% 16 13.3% 12 10.0% . 28 23.3% 58 48.3% 1 0.8% o 0.0%
7 - 6 7.6% 8 10.4% 14 17.7% 1 20.3% 35 443% 0 0.0% || 0 0.0% |
98 130 14 10.8% B 6.2% 19 . 146% T3 . 23.8% 58 44.6% o 0.0% 0 0.0%
. 89 C 140 18 12.8% 23 16.4% 25 17.9% 35 25.0% 39 27.8% ] 0.0% 0 0.0%
. oo 128 18 14.0% 12 8.3% 26 20.2% 33 25.8% 35 27.1% 3 2.3% 2 16%
o1 170 13 76% 28 16.5% 15 8.8% 53 31.2% 58 34.1% 3 1.8% 0 0.0%
02 182 25. 13.7% 16 8.6% 3 17.0% 4l - 45 24.7% 63 34.8% 2 1.1% 0 0.0%
03 182 20 10.4% 35 18.2% 28 146% 40 20.8% 87 34.8% 2 1.0% 0 0.0%
o4 219 14 6.4% 30 13.7% B 151% 70 32.0% 7 324% 1 0.5% 0 0.0%
05 216 17 7.8% 25 11.6% 34 15.7% 64 28.6% 73 33.8% 3 1.4% 0 0.0%
|Averaga 166 1§ T e2% 21 12.7% .25 14.8% || a 24.8% 83 3N7% 1 0.8% 0 0.1%
¥ Casdload data extracted from the Urited States Atiomeys' Cave Systom. ’ ’
2 ForFYs _uwN 2003, this chart summarizes the following categories: Firearms, Viclant Grime In _:n_na Country, and Other Viofent Grime, Othar violent. crime includes cases with a tead charge of Violent Grime which would otherwise fall into another
Pprogram category. >_mo. those drug and organized crime cases classifisd under the Violent Crime program category are included, Beginnlng In FY 2004, Violent Crims Includas those cases classified under the following program category codes: Firgarms (053);
Bank wavw-v. (083); Domestic Viclence (081); Violent Crime in 5&-:9.55 (082); and All Other Violent Crime {083),
3 FY 2005 :S:uui are actual data Eacuz the end of Septsmber 2005, ST EOUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFFICRIMINAL/FORM A 22-Nov-05 TXW
. T . . .
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United States Atiomeys ~ Criminal Caseload Statistics | ~—
District 'of New Mexico o
Standard Matter and Case Counts w
Immigration o
— p=
atiors & Defendants — Received, Pending, & Terminated | o
. W.HIJI Avarage # of Average # of Average j
Fiscal Matters Percent Defendants Percent Defendants Per Matters Percent Defendants Percant Defendants Per Matters Parcent .Dsfendarits Percent Deferrdants Per <3
Year® Received . Change Recelved Change Matter Received Pending Change Pending Change Matter Pending || Terminated Change Terminated Change Matter Terminated
52 a1 97 1.20 7 [] 1.14 2 3 150
83 82 1.2% 11 14.4% 1.35 8 -14.3% ] -25.0% 1.00 8 300.0% 8 166.7% 1.00
84 66 -19.5% 87 ~21.6% 1.32 13 116.7% 21 250.0% 5 37.5% 8 0.0% 1.60
95 129 95.5% 172 87.7% 1.33 32 146.2% §0 185.7% 1.88 8 60.0% 13 62.5% 1.63
96 194 50.4% 231 34.3% 1.19 52 62.5% 83 38.3% 1.60 8 0.0% 8 -38.5% 1.00
97 303 56.2% 374 61.9% 123 80 53.8% 87 16.9% 1.21 31 287.5% 57 612.5% 1.84
28 482 58.1% 539 44.1% 1.12 172 115.0% 191 86.9% 1.11 35 12.8% 62 B.8% 1.77
80 848 75.9% 915 69.8% 1.08 1841 7.0% 202 5.8% 1.10 78 122.8% 115 -85.5% 147
00 98§ 16.2% 1,045 14.2% 1.06 156 -162% 172 -14.9% 1.10 83 6.4% 108 =5.2% 131
o1 888 -9.8% 837 =10.3% 1.06 282 80.8% 308 78.4% 1.08 32 61.4% 49 -56.0% 1.53
02 1.431 B51.1% 1488 59.9% 1.05 317 12.4% 322 4.5% 1.02 57 78.1% 83 68.4% 1.46
03 1,864 30.3% 1,820 28.2% 1.03 418 31.9% 429 33.2% 1.03 229 301.8% 240 189.2% 1.05
04 1,581 -14.6% 1,665 =13.3% 1.05 437 4.5% 446 4.0% 1.02 70 -68.4% 90 -62.5% 1.29
05 1,816 14.1% d,uwn 13.0% 1.04 335 -23.3% 363 ~20.8% 1.05 70 - 0.0% 82 -8.9% 117
Avarage 768 32.0% 820 30.2% 1.07 178 44.5% 183 50.3% 1.08 51 77.0% 66 78.8% 1.29
—
Cases & Defandants — Fllad, Pending, & Terminated .
Average # of Average # of Average # of
Fiscal Cases 1..8«:_ Defendants | Pearcent Dofendants Per Cases Percent Defendants Percent Defendanis Per Cases Parcent’ Defendants Percent Defendants Per
Year® Filed Change Filed Change Case Filed Pending Change Pending Change Cass Pending Terminated Change Terminated Changa Case Terminated
92 76 82 1.21 58 87 1.16 85 83 1.28
93 75 -1.3% 105 14.1% 1.40 60 3.4% 79 17.9% 1.32 73 12.3% 93 12.0% 1.27
84 55 ~26.7% 66 -37.1% 1.20 57 5.0% 60 ~24.1% 1.05 57 ~21.9% 84 -8.7% 147
o5 103 87.3% 122 84.8% 1.18 88 56.1% 88 65.0% 1.11 71 24.6% 83 -1.2% 1.17
96 162 57.3% 196 80.7% 1.21 154 73.0% 181 82.8% 1.18 84 32.4% 111 33.7% 1,18
87 245 51,9% 304 55.1% 124 170 10.4% 207 14.4% 122 229 143.6% 277 149.5% 1.21
88 349 41.8% 371 22,0% 1.05 183 4.1% 178 -14.0% 1.09 353 54.1% 397 43.3% 112 -
99 754 116.0% 783 111.1% 1.04 296 81.6% 320 79.8% 1.08° 617] 74.8% 636 60.2% 1.03
00 828 23.2% 8654 23.1% 1.04 347 17.2% 374 16.9% 1.08 871 41.2% 902 41.8% 1.04
o1 732 -21.2% 754 -21.8% 1.03 349 0.6% 368 -1.6% 1.05 728 -16.4% - 755 -16.3% 1,04
02 1,339 82.9% 1,401 85.8% 1.05 553 58.5% 593 81.1% 1.07 1,131 55.4% 1171 55.1% 1.04
a3 1,528 14.2% - 1,568 11.9% 1.03 507 -8.3% 528 -11.0% 1.04 1,573 39.1% 1,632 39.4% 1.04
04 1,501 -1.8% 1,554 -0.8% 1.04 664 31.0% | 714 352% 1.08 1,361 -14.1% 1378 -15.7% | 1.02
05 1,849 23.2% 1,894 21.9% 1.02 808 36.7% 943 321% 1.04 1,807 18.9% 1,866 21.1% 1.04
Average 693 34.4% 727 33.1% 1.05 313 27.0% 337 21.3% 1.08 830 34.1% 662 31.8% 1.05
=
! Caselpad data extracied from the United Stales Attorneys' Cass Management System.
2 FY 2005 numbers ars actual data through the end of Seplamber 2005, EOUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFF/CRIMINAUFORM A 22:Nov-05 N
——— —




United States Atiomeys — Criminal Caseload Statistics '

District of New Mexico
Standard Disposition Counts
) ~_Immigration
Cases & Defondants Tried |
: Cases Cases Tried Defandants Defondants Average
Disposed as Percent Disposed Tried a8 Percent{| Number of
Fiscal Cases Defendants of by Percent of Those otby Percant of Those - [iDefendants Per
k Year? | Terminated Teminated Trial Change Terminated Trial Change Terminated Cass Tried
92 65 83 3 4.6% N 3 3.6% 1.00
93 73 93 1 -66.7% 1.4% 2 33.3% 22% 2.00
94 57 84 0 0.0% (4 0.0%
95 7 83 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
86 84 111 1 1.1% 1 0.8% 1.00
87 220 277 o 0.0% 9 0.0%
8 353 397 2| 0.6% 3 0.8% 1.50
99 617 636 o 0.0% 1 66.7% 0.2%
(] 871 802 4 0.5% 5 500.0% 0.7% 1.50
o1 728 755 4 0.0% 0.5% 4 -33.3% 0.5% 1.00
02 1,131 1,171 4 0.0% 0.4% 4 0.0% 0.3% 1.00
03 1573 1,632 3 -25.0% 0.2% [ 50.0% 0.4% 2.00
04 1,351 1,376 3 0.0% 0.2% 3 -50.0% 0.2% 1.00
05 1,607 1,666 5 66.7% 0.3% 8 166.7% 0.5% 1.60 -
[Average 630 662 2 -4.2% 0.7% 3 66.7% 0.7% 137
_Defandants - Guilly, Acquitied, Dismissed, Other Temminations |
Defendants Defendants °
Found Gullty Who Pled
Total Tota Defendants as Percent Defendants Guilty a5 Other
Fiscal Deffendants Defendants Percant Found of Total Who Pled Percant of Conviction Defendants Percent Defsndants Percent Terminated Percent
Yoarr | Tefminated Guilty Change Guilty Gullty Guilty Tata! Gullty Rate Acqitted Chan Dismissed Change Defendants Change
92 83 62 2 80 96.8% T4.7% 1 20 0
93 8 83 79 27.4% 2 77 97.5% 84.9% 0 14 -30.0% 0
84 84 73 -7.6% 0 73 100.0% 86.5% 0 11 -21.4% 0
95 - 83 75 2.7% ] 75 100.0% $0.4% [ 8 -27.3% 0
96 111 103 37.3% 1 102 80.0% 82.8% 0 8 0.0% 0
97 277 255 147.6% o 255 100.0% 82.1% 0 22 175.0% 0
98 397 3re 48.2% 3 375 98.2% 95.2% 0 a7 22.7% 2
99 636 620 64.0% 1 618 99.8% 97.5% 0 16 5.9% a
00 ’ 902 879 41.8% 3 876 |« 99.7% $7.5% 3] 17 6.3% 3
01 755 741 -15.7% 4 0.5% 737 89.5% 98.1% ] 14 -17.6% o
0z 1,171 1,155 55.9% | 2 0.2% 1,153 88.8% 88.6% 2 14 0.0% )
03 1,632 1610 39.4% 3 0.2% 1,607 99.8% 98.7% 3 50.0% 18 35.7% 0
04 1376 1,355 -15.8% 3 0.2% 1,352 88.8% 98.5% 0 16 -15.8% 5
05 1666 1.636 20.7% 6 0.4% 1,830 99.6% 98.2% 2 26 §2.5% 2 -60.0%
Average 662 644 34.3% 2 0.7% 642 . 99.3% 97.4% 1 50.0% 18 10.7% 1 _-60.0%
! Caseload data extracted from the Unitad Stales Attomeys’ Case Management System,
* FY 2005 numbers are actus dats through the end of Septomber 2005, EQUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFF/CRIMINALFORM A 22-Nov-05
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nited States Attomeys — Criminal Cassload Stalistics ! ~
District of New Mexica m
Standard Sentencing Counts o
Immigration o
o
(=)
Sentencin, o
. Number of Number of Percent of (O
Guilty Gullty Guilty w
Defendants Defendants Total Defendants Defendants Defendants <
Fiscal In Cases In Cases Defendants  |f Not Sentenced Percent Sentenced Percent Sentenced
Year?. Filed Terminated Guilty To Prison Change To Prison Change To Prison
82 92 83 5 ez2fl ] 53 85.5%
53 105 9| 79 15 66.7% ] 20.8% 81.0%
94 - 66 84 73 13 “13.3% 60 £.3% 82.2%
95 122| - 83 75 17 30.8% ] 3% 71.3%
86 196 114 103 23 - 35.3% 80 37.9% T.T%
97 304 217 255 78 243.5% 176 120.0% 65.0%
‘o8 37 397 ars 51 228% 317 80.1% 83,9%
99 783 635 i 620 166 172.1% 454 43.2% 732%
00 964 802 879 77 53.6% 802 76.7% 91.2%
o1 754 755 741 124 -26.0% 684 A4T% 92.3%
02 . 1,401 1,171 1,155 82 43.9% 1,073 56.9% 52.8%
03 1,568 1632 1610 h24 S1%] . 1,533 42.9% 95.2%
04 1,554 1,376 1,355 24 -6B.8% 1,331 -13.2% $8.2%
05 1.894 1,655 1536 a3} 79.2% 1,593 19.7% 97.4%
|Average 727 662 644 53 37.0% 591 " 35.4% 85.5%
Sentencing
Number of Percent of Percant of Percent of Percant of Parcent of * Percent of
| Guitty D Defendants Defendants Defondants Defendants D [ D Parcent of
D : [ fo o ed to to to [ to to to fo | to || D D
Fiscal || Sentenced Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prisan Prisan Lifeln Life in Sentencedto | Sentenced to
Yea Tp Prison 112 Maonthe | 1-12Months [| 13-24 Months | 13-24 Months_ || 2536 Monthe | 25.35 Monthe || 37-60 Months | 37.60 Months |, 61+ Months | 61+ Months Prison Prison Death | Death
52 53 44 83.0% 9 17.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% ] 0.0% 0 0.0% [ 0.0%
93 64 43 67.2% 14 21.9% 2 3.4% 4 6.3% 1 1.6% [ 0.0% 0 0.0%
94 50 49 8 13.3% 2 3.3% 1 1.7% 0 0.0% [ 0.0% [ 0.0%
95 58 41 12 20.7% 2 34% 3 52% 0 0.0% )] 0.0% o) 0.0%
9% 80 58 8 10.0% 8 10.0% 5 6.3% 1 1.3% 0 0.0% [ . 0.0%
97 178 122 23 13.1% 15 8.5% 16 [ 0.0% )] 0.0% 0 0.0%
98 37 176 59 18.6% 35 11.0% 40 7 2.2% 0 0.0% 9 0.0%
99 454 262 04 20.7% 35 1.7% 51 12 26% [ 0.0% 0 0.0%
[\ 802 552 102 12.7% 64 8.0% 7 12 1.5% [ 0.0% 1 0.1%
-01 684 442 45 65% 76 11.1% 102 14.9% 19 2.8% 0 0.0% o 0.0%
02 1.073 723 131 12.2% 100 8.3% 102 9.5% 17 1.6% [] 0.0% [ 0.0%
03 1,533 1,079 212 13.8% ] 44% 150 9.8% 24 1.6% 0 0.0% [} 0.0%
04 1331 833 220 16.5% 75 58% 167 12.5% 36 2.7% [ 0.0% [ 0.0%
. 05 1,593 935 305 18.1% 100 6.3% 207 13.0% 46 2.8% [ 0.0% 0 0.0%
|Average 591 383 88 15.0% 42 7.0% 66 M1% 13 21% [ 0.0% 9 0.0%
! Caselpad data extracted from the United States Attomeys® Case Management Systom,
2 FY 2005 numbers are actial data through the end of ‘Sepiember 2005, EOUSADATA ANALYSIS STAFF/CRIMINALIFORM A 22-Nov-05 NM
- ~ ~
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United States Attomeys — Criminal Caseload Stafistics —
District of New Mexico o
Standard Matter and Case Counts M
Non-OCDETF Diugs? o
o
Matters & Defandants — Received, Pending, & Terminated . o
B Average # of . - Average # of N Average # of q
Fiscal Matters Percant Defendants. Percant Defendants Per Matters Peresnt Defendants Percent Defendants Per Matters Percent Defendants Percent Defendants Per «
Year! Recaived Change Recaived Change Matter Recelved Pending Change Pending Change Matter Pending Teminated Change Terminated Change | Matter Terminated
52 329 537 1.63 55 80 145 24 . 42 175
83 381 15.8% 6298 17.4% 1.65 Yl 28.1% 118 47.5% 166 21 -12.5% 43 2,4% 2.05
94 477 25.2% 749 19.1% 1.57 118 67.6% 176 49.2% 1.48 30 42.9% 57 32.6% 1.90
95 355 -26.6% 674 ~10.0% 1.90 124 4.2% 238 35.2% 1.82 52 _73.3% 107 B7.7% 2.06
86 265 ~25.4% 453 -32.8% 171 121 -24% 194 -18.5% 1.50 53 1.9% 106 -0.9% 2.00
87 338 27.8% 551 21.6% 1.63 131 8.3% 201 3.6% 153 56 5.7% 121 14.2% 2,16
88 368 8.8% 622 12.9% 1.69 172 31.3% 285 41.8% 1.66 54 -3.6% 94 -22,3% 1.74
29 427 15.7% 785 27.8% 1.88 150 -12.8% 266 0.4% 181 55 1.8% 167 T7.7% 3.04
00 473 10.8% m 3.0% 1.63 118 21.3% 216 -24.5% 1.83 80 63.6% 217 29.9% 241
01 496 4.9% 818 5.8% 1.65 168 42.4% 285 31.8% 1.70 57 ~36.7% | 129 ~40.6% 2.26
02 552 11.3% 810 0.7% 1.47 120 -28.6% 211 -28.0% 1.76 61 7.0% 156 20.8% 2.56
03 470 14.9% 694 -14.3% 1.48 153 27.5% 223 57% | 146 48 -19.7% 143 -8.3% 2.92
04 538 14.5% 861 24.1% 1.60 191 24.8% 276 23.8% 145 68 38.8% 122 -14.7% | 1.79
05 455 ~15.4% 688 ~20.1% 151 82 -51.8% 145 ~47.5% 1.58 75 10.3% 127 4.1% 1.69
iAverage 423 4.1% 689 3.7% 1.83 128 9.1% 210 8.4% 1.64 53 13.3% 117 14.0% 2.18
Cases & Defendants — Filed, Pending, & Termlnated N
Average # of Average # of Average # of
Fiscal [Cases Percent Defendants Percent Defendants Per Cases Percent Defendants Percent Defendants Per ‘Cases Percent Defendants Percent Defendants Per
Year® Flied Change Filed Change Cass Filed Pending Change Pending Change Case Pendin, Terminated Change Terminated Change Case Terminated
82 270 458 1.70 314 478 152 - 194 268 1.48
83 340 25.9% 541 18.1% 1.58 401 27.7% 600 25.5% 1.50 242 24.7% 402 39.6% | 1.66
84 392 15.3% 624 15.3% 1.59 - 468 17.0% 707 17.8% 151 305 26.0% 481 18.7% 1.58
5 294 -25.0% 486 -20.5% 1.69 418 -10.7% 684 -3.3% 1.63 340 11.5% 512 6.4% 1.51
96 208 -29.3% 354 -265% 1.75 405 : 643 -5.1% 1.60 187 ~45.0% 309 -39.6% 1.65
87 275 32.2% 424 16.5% 1.54 453 11.9% 662 20%] - 148 221 18.2% 367 18.8% 1.66
88 250 -9.1%. 407 -4.0% 1.63 404 ~10.8% 605 -8.6% 1.50 286 29.4% 430 17.2% 1.50
99 381 52.4% 500 47.4% 1.57 480 21.3% 748 23.3% 1.52 277 -3.1% 418 -2.8% 1.51
00 410 7.6% 600 0.0% 1.46 523 6.7% 737 -1.2% 141 360 30.0% 566 35.4% 1.57
01 374 - 8.8% 596 0.7% 1.58 523 .0% 725 -1.6% 1.38 355 ~1.4% 565 0.2% 1.59
02 537 43.6% 708 18.8% 1.32 602 15.1% 768 5.9% 1.28 445 25.4% 642 13.6% 1.44
03 385 -28.3% 530 -25.1% 1.38 479 -20.4% 622 ~19.0% 130 561 12.6% 668 4.0% 133
04 428 11.4% -673 27.0% 157, 562 17.3% 812 30.5% 144 340 -32.1% 479 -28.3% 1.41
05 470 9.6% ©__676 0.4% 1.44 600 6.8% 826 1.7% 1.38 420 23.5% 631 31.7% 1.50
Average 358 7.5% 550 5.1% 1.53 475 8.0% 687, 5.2% 145 320 9.2% 483 8.9% 1.51
! Casslgad data extracted from the United States Attorneys' Case Managemaent System, . '
2 For FYls 1992-2003, this chart summarizes the following categories: Only Non-OCDETF Drug Dealing and Drug Possession cases claslfied speclfically under those criminal program calagories. it does notincluds those drug cases classified under
the Laundsring and Violent Crime program catsgories. Beginning in FY 2004, & does not nclude tho: 8 drup casos classified under the Government Regulatory/Money Laundering program catsgory.
3 FY 2005 numbers are aciual data through the end e-mun_!-_,vnqubom. . EQUBA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFFICRIMINALFORM A 22-Nov-05 NM
. -




United States Atiomeys — Criminal Caseload Statistics !
District of New Mexico '
Standard Disposition Gounts
Non-OCDETF Drugs?
Cases & Defendants Tried |
Casés Cases Tried Defendants Dafendants Averags
Disposad as Percent Disposed Tried as Percent {[ - Number of
Flscal Cases Defendants || ofby Percent of Thase ofby * Percant of Thoss Defendants Per
Year | _Terminated Teminated Trial O-S:ma ,;a__znn.nn . Trial ] nsn:ma Terminated Cass Tried
92 184 288 22 11.3% 34 11.8% 155 -
83 242 402 10 -54.5% 4.1% 16 -52.9% 4.0% 1.80
94 305 481 14 40.0% 4.6% 28 81.3% 6.0% 207
95 340 512 3 -35.7% 2.6% 19 B45% 3.7% 211
96 1871 308 10 11.1% 5.3% 18 -53% 5.8% 1.80
87 221 367 15 50.0% 6.8% 34 88.9% 8.3% 227
8 286 430 15 0.0% 5.2% 20 -41.2% 4.7% 1.33
89 277 418 5 66.7% 1.8% 10 =50.0% 2.4% 2.00
00 360 568 [ §0.0% 22% 18 80.0% 3.2% 225
01 355 585 4 -50.0% 11% ] 66.7% 1.1% 150,
02 445 642 9 125.0% 2.0% 13 118.7% 2.0% 144
03 501 668 1 22.2% 2.2% 15 15.4% 22% 1.38
04 340 478 7 -36.4% 2.1% 11 ~26.7% 2.3% 157
05 420 631 8 14.3% 1.8% 14 27.3% 2.2% 1.75
Average 320 483" 11 6.1% 3.8% 18 10.2% 4.3% 1.75
Defendants - Guilly, Acquilted; Dismissed, Other Terminations .
Defendants Defsndants
Found Guilty Who Pled
Total Totai Defendants as vn:.azn Defendants Guilty as Other
Fisca) Defendants Defendants Percant Found of Total Who Pled Percentof |  Conviction Defandants Percant Defendants Percent Terminated Percent
Yeard Teminated Guilty Change 0==R Guilty Gullty Tata! Guilty Rate Acquitted Change - Dismissed Change Defendants O?D.:ew
92 288 234 30 12.8% 204 87.2% 81.3% 4 50 o
83 402 282 20.5% 12 4.3% 270 _85.7% 70.1% 4 -0.0% 116 132.0% 0
84 481 371 31.6% 18 4.9% 353 85.1% 77.1% 11 175.0% 28 -15.5% 1
o5 512 430 159% ) 10 2.3% 420 97.7% 84.0% .9 -182% 72 -28.5% 1 0.0%
86 308 248 -42.8% 13 5.3% 233 84.7% 79.6% 5 -44.4% 56 222% k4 100.0%
87 367 318 29.3% 20 9.1% 289 80.9% 86.6% -7 40,0% 41 ~26.8% 1 -50.0%
88 430 371 18.7% 19 . 5.1% 352 84.9% 86.3% 1 ~85.7% 54 31.7% 4 300.0%
i 418 362 24% 8 2.2% 354 97.8% 86.6% 2 100.0% 52 3.7% 2 -50.0%
00 566 509 40.6% 15 2.9% 484 97.1% 86.8% 4. 100.0% 49 -5.8% 4 100.0%
01 565 514 1.0% 4 0.8% 510 98.2% 81.0% 2 -50.0% 47 4.1% 2 -50.0%
02 642 587 14.2% 10 1.7% 577 98.3% 91.4% 4 100.0% 48 2.1% 3 50.0%
03 668 617 5.1% 13 2.1% 604 97.9% 92.4% 3 -25.0% 43 -10.4% 5 66.7% |
04 478 443 -28.2% 8 1.8% 435 88.2% 92.5% 3 0.0% 27 37.2% 6 20.0%
05 831 573 20.3% (] 1.6% 564 98.4% $0.8% s 66.7% 3 44.4% 14 133.3%
jAverage 483 418 10.1% 14 4.1% 404 95.9% 88.7% 5 27.6% 57 4.5% 3 56.4%
" Gaseload data extracied from the Unltd Staos Atoreys’ Case Management System, .
2 ForFys 1982 , this chart the following Only Non-OCDETF Drug Dealing and Drug Possession cases classified -vam___nn__v. under those criminal program categaries, It does not include thoss drug cases classified under
the Govemment Regulatory/Money Laundaring and Viclent Crime program cats . Beginning In FY 2004, It does those drug ol d undor th Laundsring program category.
3 FY 2005 numbers are actual data through the end of Septsmber 2005, EOUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFFICRIMINALIFORM A 22-Nov-05
s —~
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X <
Unitad States Alttomeys — Criminai Caseload Statistics ' 4-”
District of New Mexico =
Standard Sentencing Counts w
Nor-OCDETF Drugs? S
o
Sentencing | o
Number of Number of Parcent of [
Guilty Gullty Gullty m
Defendants Defendanls Total Defendants Defendants Dsfendants
Fiscal In Cases in Cazes Defendants Nof Sentenced Percent Sentenced Percant Sentenced
Years Filed - Temminated Gullty To Prison Change To Prison Change To Prison
82 458 288 234 32 202 85.3%
83 541 402 262 24 ~25.0% 258 27.7% 81.5%
54 624 481 71 4 917% 325 26.0% 87.8% ’
95 486 512 430 68 50.0% 381 1.1% 84.0%
96 364 308 246 35 -48.3% 211 -41.6% 85.8%
87 424 367 318 .33 -5.7% 285 35.1% BR.6%
98 407 430 k14l 24 =27.3% 347 21.8% 83.5%
99 600 . 418 362 28 16.7% 334 3.7% 82.3%
00 600 586 509 44 S74% 465 39.2% 91.4%
01 596 565 514 26 -40.8% 488 4.9% 94.8%
02 708 642 587 28 7.7% 558 14.5% 85.2%
03 530 668 817 49 B 75.0% 568 1.6% 92.1%
04 873 - 479 443 17 65.3% 426 ~25.0% 86.2%
05 676 631} - 573 31 :82.4% 542 Nﬂu.\b 84.6%
|Average 550 483 418 35 12.8% 384 10.7% 81.1%
Sentencing | _
Number of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percant of Percent of
Guilty D D D Dy D Defendants D D D D Percent of
g o | s o © to w | s to 1o | se o o o o || o D
Fiscat Sentenced Prison Prison Prison Prison ’ Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Lifein Life in Sentenced to Seritenced to
Year® To Prison 1-12 Months 1-12 Months 13-24 Months 13-24 Months 25-38 Months | 25-36 Months il 37-50 Months 37-60 Months 61+ Months 51+ Months Prison Prison Death Death
82 202 _ 57 28.2% . 61 30.2% 27 13.4% 26 12.8% 31 153% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
83 258, s2 35.7% 78 30.6% 30 11.6% 34 13.2% 22 85% 1 0.4% 0 0.0%
84 325 164 50.5% 64 19.7% 28 -86% 40 12.3% 29 8.9%. 0 0.0% ] 0.0%,
95 361 203 58.2% 68 18.8% 27 7.5% 34 8.4% 28 8.0% | 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
B8 211 84 39.8% 30 14.2% 33 15.6% 33 15.6% 3 147% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%,
87 285 B84 225% 60 21.1% 49 17.2% 58| 20.7% 53 18.6% L 0.0% 0 0.0%
58 347 55 15.8% 84 24.2% 79 22.8% 76 21.9% 53 15.3% | o 0.0% 0 0.0%
98 334 49 14.7% kal | 27.2% 71 21.3% 76 22.8% 47 14.1% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
oo 465 118 254%4 118 25.4% 93 20.0% 86 18.5% 50 10.8% 0 0.0% [ 0.0%
01 488 188 40.2% 88 18.0% 78 16.2% 78 18.0% 45 9.4% 1 0.2% ] 0.0%
02 558 229 41.0% 82 16.5% 77 13.8% 94 16.8% 67 12.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
03 - 568 176 31.0% 99 17.4% 65 11.4% 131 23.1% 86 16.8% 1 0.2% 0 0.0%
04 428 148 34.7% 59 13.8% 47 11.0% 98 23.0% 74 174% [ 0.0% [ 0.0%
05 542 210 38.7% . 80 14.8% 7 13.1% 100 18,5% 80 14.8% 1 0.2% 0 0.0%
|Average 384 132 34.4% ied 20.0% 58 14.4% 69 18.0% 51 13.2% 0 0.1% 0 0.0%
Y “Caseload data extracted from the United States Attomneya’ Case Management System, .
% ForfY¥s 1992-2003, this chart summarizes the following ..Hine:un Only Non-OCDETF Drug Dealing and Drug Possession cases classified qvwn_nn.__g under those ciiminal program calegories. It does not include those drug cases classified under
the Govemment Regulatory/Money Laundering and Vicient Crime program categorias, mau_:.:_:n InFY 2004, K doss not Include those d ] under the Laundering program category.
3 FY 2005 numbers are actual data through the end of Septembsr 2005, X EOUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFFICRIMINALFORM A . 22-Nov05 NM
L — . E




Lo
Unfted States Attorneys - Criminal Caseload Statislics ! -—.”
District of New Mexico o
Standard Matter and Case Counts m
Violent Crime? o
— o
._Mattbrs & Defendants — Recsived, Pending, & Terminated O
. Average # of Average ¥ of . Average # c‘IMuW
Fiscal Matters Percent Defendants | Percent Defendants Per Matters Percent Defendants Pércent Defendants Per Mstters Percent Defendants Percent Defendarits Per J 'Y
Year® Recalved Change Recsived Change Matter Recelved Pending Change Pending Changs Matter Pending {| Terminated Change Terminated Change _Matter Terminated
92 241 321 133 117 151 128 82 102 1.24
93 219 9.1% 268 -16.5% 122, 130 11.1% 155 26% 1,19 105 28.0% 145 42.2% 1.38
94 212 32% 2501 - £7% 1.18 151 18.2% 187 20.8% 124 o7 -7.6% 115 -20.7% 1.18
85 208 ~2.8% 253 N 1.2% 1.23 157 4.0% 207 10.7% 1.32 73 24.7% 87 -24.3% 1.19
98 347 68.4% 402 56.8% 1.16 248 56.7% 283 41.5% 1,18 101 36.4% 141 62.1% 1.40
o7 248 -28.5% 280 21.9% 1.17 239 25% 288 -1.4% 121 145 43.6% 170 20.6% 1.17
98 232 5.5% 259’ -10.7% 1.12 198 -17.2% 228 ~20.8% | 1.16 i 129 -11.0% 157 76% 1.22
99 218 -8.0% 256 -12% 1.17 148 -25.3% 176 -23.1% 1.18 17 -8.3% 141 -10.2% 1.21
oo 283 23.8% 33 31.3%| 1.19 178 20.3% 210 10.3% 1.18 75 -35.0% 99 -20.8% 1.30
01 329 16.3% 386} . 14.8% 117 180 6.7% 235 11.9% 1.24 120 57.8% 145 46.5% 1.21
02 378 14.9% 459 18.9% 1.21 221 16.3% 272 15.7% 1.23 138 15.0% 179 23.4% | 1.30
03 418 10.8% 481 0.4% 1.10 308 38.8% 368 35.3% | 1.48 * 12 -18.8% 133 -25.7% 1.18
04 374 ~10.7% a7 - -0.5% 111 276 -10.7% 316 -14.1% 1.14 104 7.1%. 122 8.3%] 117
05 373 0.3% - 413) -1.0% 1.11 258 -8.5% 297 -6.0% 1.15 110 5.8% 129 5.7% 117
|Average 291 56% 341 4.0% 1.47 201 B.4% 242 71% 1.20 ‘108 5.8% 133 5.7% 124
Cases & Defendants — Filed, Pending, & Terminated N
) Average # of Averags # of Average # of
Fiscal Chses Percant Defendants Percont | Defendants Per Cases Percent Defondants Percant | Defendants Per || Cases Percent Defendants Percent Defendants Per
Year® : u:mn Change Filed Change Case Filed Pending Change Pending Change Case Pending Terminated Change Terminated Change Case Terminated
82 . 148 199 . 1.34 94 131 138 164 188 : 1.15
83 101 -31.8% 121 -39.2% 1.20 88 -5.3% 108 -16.8% 122 112 -31.7% 153 -18.6% 1.37
94 91 -9.8% 97 ~19.8% 1.07 80 -10.1% 87 ~20.2% __1.09 97 -13.4% 111 -27.5% 1.14
95 127 39.6% 138 423% 1.08 119 48.8% 130 48.4% 1.08 80} -8.2% % -13.5% 1.08
86 156 22.8% 173 25.4% 141 162 38.1% )] 37.7% 140 112 25.8% 121 26.0% 1.08
87 110 ~29.5% 126 -27.2% 1.15 123 -24.1% 134 ~25.1% 1.08 150 33.9% 173 43.0% 1.15
98 137 24.5% 155 23.0% 1.13 143 16.3% 158 17.8% 1.10 115 -23.3% 128 -25.4% 112
99 143 44% 155 0.0% 1.08 137 ~4.2% 150 5.1% 1.09 143 24.3% 155 20.2% 1.08
00 170 18.8% 182 23.8% 113 - 172 25.5% 182 28.0% 1.12 127 -11.2% 142 -8.4% 1.12
01 195 14.7% 210 __84% 1.08 201 16.8% 220 14.6% 1.08 163 28.3% 178 26.1% 110
02 208 6.7% 241 14.8% 1.16 217 8.0% 251 14.1% 1.16 189 16.0%. 206 15.1% 1.0
03 2091 - 05% 221 8.3% 1.06 223 2.8% 241 -1.6% 141 188 3.7% 216 4.9% 1.10
04 266 27.3% 285 33.5% 111 209 . 341% 328 32.8% 1.10 162 -17.3%] 175 -19.0% | 1.08
05 280 5.3% 301 2.0% 1.08 333 11.4% 363 10.7% 1.09 249 53.7% 268 53.7% 1.08
|Average 167 7.2% 187 8.1% 1.12 171 12.0% 191 10.5% 112 148 6.2% 165 5.9% 1.12
1 "Caseload data extracted from the United States Attorneys' Case Management System,
2 ForFYs| 2003, this chart the following Flrearms, Violent Crima In Indian Country, and Other Violant Crime. Other violent crime Includes cases with a lead charge of Violent Crime which would otherwise fall into andther
Pprogiam catsgory. Alsa, those drug and organized crime cases classified under the Violent Crime program category are includad, Baginning in FY 2004, Violent Crime Includes thoss cases classified under the following program category'codes: Firearms (053);
Bank Robbery (083); Domeatic Violenca (081); Violent Crime In Indian Country {092); and All ther Violent Crime (083),
3 FY 2005 numbers are aciual data through the end of Saplsmber 2005. EQUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFF/CRIMINALUFORM A 22-Nov-05 . *NM
oy 3 o




United States Attomeys — Criminal Caseload Statistics '

District of New Mesico
Standard Disposition Caunis
3 Violent Crime? .
=S e
Cases & Defendants Tried -
Cases Cases Tried Defendants Defendants Average
Disposed s Percent Disposad ! Tried as Percant|| Number of
Fiscal Cases . Defendants of by Percent of Those of by Percent of Those Defendants Per
Year® |_| Terminated Terminated Trial Change Terminated Trial Change Terminated Case Tried
82 164 188 18 11.6% 24 12.8% 1.26
93 112 153 19 0.0% 17.0% 20 18.7%| 13.1% 1.05
84 87 111 12 -36.8% 12.4% 15 -20.0% ) 14.4% 1.33
95 88 86 8 -50.0% 6.7% s -62.5% 6.3% 1.00
96 S 112 121 12 100.0% 10.7% M 13 116.7% 10.7% 1.08
87 150 173 20 66.7% 13.3% 22 68.2% 12.7% 1.10
28 115 128 17 -15.0% 14.8% 18 -18.2% 14.0% 1.06
99 143 155 8 -47.1% 6.3% 8 -50.0% 5.8% 1.00
(] 127 142 9 0.0% 7.1% 10 11.1%. J7.0% 141
01 163 179 5 ~44.4% 3.1% 6 _-40.0% 3.4% 1.20
02 188 206 9 80.0% 4.8% 10 66.7% 4.9% 1.1
03 198 216 ] ~44.4% 2.6% [ ~40.0% ._2.8% 1.20
04 182 175 9 80.0% 5.6% 10 56.7% 57% 1.11
05 248 269 15 66.7% 6.0% 16 60.0% | . 5.9% 1.07 -
Average 148 165 12 12.0% ‘8.7% 13 11.0% 8.5% 1.12
Defendants - Gullty, Acquitted, Dismissed, Other Temiinations _
Defendanta Defendants
Found Guilly Who Pled
Total Tolal Defendants as Percent Defendants Guilty as Other
ﬂ_unu._ Defendants Defendants Percent Found of Total Who Pled Percent of Conviction Datendants Percent Defendants Percent Terminated . Percent
Year Terminated Guilty Change Guilty Guilty Guilly Tota! Gu Rate . Acquitted Change Dismissed Changs Defandants Change _
82 188 142 - 16 11.3%]) . 126 BB.7% 75.5% 8 38 0
93 153 128 -8.9% 19 14.8% 1og 85.2% 83.7% 1 -87.5% 23 -39.5% 1
94 111 103 -18.5% 18] 15.5% 87 B84.5% $2.8% 0 6 -73.9% 2 100.0%
95 6 B4 -18.4% 4 4.8% 80 85.2% 87.5% 2, ] 50.0% 1 -50.0%
96 121 107 27.4% 9 B.4% 08 91.6% 88.4% 4 100.0% 9 0.0% 1 0.0%
87 173 153 43.0% [ 18 11.8% 135 88.2% 88.4% 4 0.0%] . 16 77.8% 0
98 129 110 ~28.1% 1 10.0% 99 80.0% 85.3% 8 100.0% 8 -43.8% 2
99 155 144 30.9% 8 6.3% 135 93.8% 82.9% 2 =75.0% 9 0.0% 0
00 142 128 -11.1% 8 7.0% 119 93.0% . 80.1% 2 0.0% - 8 “11.1% 4
()] 179 151 25.8% 2 1.2% 158 98.8% 88.9% 6 200.0% 11 37.5% 1 ~75.0%
02 206 176 9.3% 8 3.4% 170 98.6% 85.4% 4 -33.3% 23 108.1% 3 200.0%
03 216 187 6.3% 6 3.2% 1811 96.8% B5.6% 0 26 13.0% | 3 0.0%
04 175 160 -14.4% 8 5.0% 152 85.0% . 81.4% 4 9 654% 2 -33.3%
05 269 239 49.4% (] 2.5% 233 97.5% 88.8% 1 175.0% 15 66.7% 4 100.0%
[Average 165 144 7.0% 10 ' 7.5% 135 82.5% B7.4% 4 42.1% 15 9.3% 2 30.2%
' Caseload data exracted from the Unlted States Attomeys’ Case Management System.

2 For FYs 1992-2003, this chart summarizes the following categories: Firearms, Violent Crime.In Indian Country, and Other Violent Grime. Other violent crime Includes cases with a lsad charge of Violent Crime which would otherwise fail into another

prt
8g
3 Frazg

-

gram calegory. Also, those drug and organized crime cases c
Ink Rabbery (083); Domestic Vietenca (081);
J0S numbers are actual data through the end of Septamber 2005,

fied under the Violent Crime program calegory are included. Beginning in FY 2004, Violent Crime Includes those cases classifisd under the following program category codes: Firsatms {053);
Viclent Crime In Indian Country (082); and All Other Viclent Crime (083),

: EOUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFF/CRIMINALFORM A

ASG000000176
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5 ~
Unitad States Attornieys — Criminal Caseload Statsiics "=
District of New Mexico o
$Standard Sentencing Counts w
Viofent Crime2 b=
o
Sentencing i o
R B Number of Number of Percant of o
o Guilty Gullty Guilty M
Defendants Defendants Total. Defendants Defendants Dsfendants
Flscal In Cases in Cases Defendants [t Not Sentenced | Percont Sentancad Percant Sentenced
Year’ Filed Terminated Guilly To Prison Change To Prison Changa To Prison
82 199 188 142 21 121 85.2%
93 121 153 128 18 85% 108 -8.9% 85.2%
94 97 MRAL) 103 1 L -424% 82 ~15.6% 89.3%
85 138 6 84 15 36.4% 69 -250% 82.1%
%6 173 121 107 19 26.7% 88 27.5% 82.2%
o7 126 173 153 3 89.5% 17 33.0% 76.5%
98 155 129 110 16 555% 84 19.7% 85.5%
89 155 155 144 38 137.5% 108 12.8% 73.6%
00 192 142 128 2% 316% 102 3.8% 79.7%
01 210 178 161 38 50.0% 122 19.6% 75.8%
02 241 206 176 31 205% 145 18.9% 82.4%
03 221 216 187 28 8.7% . 159 9.7% 85.0%
04 295 175 160 15 -45.4% 145 -8.8% o0.6%
05 301 269 239 34 126.7% 205 41.4% 85.6%
Averape 187], 165 144 25 19.3% 120 6.2% 82.8%
. Sentencing _
umber of Percant of Percent of Percant of Percent of Percant of Percent of
Gty o D D Defe Defendants || D D D o D D Percent of
S fo | S to to to to to fo to ! to i Sentenced to o || b
Flscal Sentenced Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Lifs In Life in Sentencedto |  Sentenced to
Year |- ToPrison 112 Months | 112 Months || 13-24 Months | 1324 Months [ 25-36 Months | 25-36 Months' |f 3760 Months | 37-60 Months || 61+ Months | 51+ Months Prison Prison Death . Death
92 121 31 25.6% 1l 256% 20 18.5% 19 15.7% 18 15.7% 1 0.8% [ 0.0%
93 109 17 158% 22 202% 12 11.0% 30 21.5% 27 24.8% 1 0.8% 0 0.0%
84 82 21 - 228% 17 18.5% 11 12.0% 17 18.5% 26 28.3% [ 0.0% 0 0.0%
85 69 15 21.7% 10 14.5% ] 13.0% 17 245% 18 26.1% [ 0.0% [} 0.0%
%6 88 11 12.5% 15 17.0% 18 20.5% 15 17.0% 2 2915% 3 3.4% o 0.0%
57 17 13 11.1% 14 12.0% 15 12.8% 28 23.9% 45 38:5% 2 17% 0 0.0%
98 84 10 10.6% 13 13.8% 13 13.8% 21 22,3% 36 38:3% 1 11% ) 0.0%
89 106 23 21.7% 17 16.0% 1 10.4% ki 10.4% 42 396% -2 1.8% [} 0.0%
00 102 24 23.5% 8 7.8% 14 13.7% 21 206% 34 33.3% | 1 1.0% 0 0.0%
o1 122 22 18.0% 25 20.5% 14 11.5% 28 23.0% 32 26:2% 1 0.8% [ 0.0%
02 145 13 8.0% 32 2214% 19 13.1% 33 228% 48 33.1% 0 0.0% 0 _0.0%
03 158 20 12.6% 35 22.0% 18 10.1% 30 18.9% 58 36.5% ] 0.0% [) 0.0%
04 145 18 12.4% 25 17.2% 2 15.2% 34 23.4% a5 31.0% 1 0.7% [ 0.9%
05 205 18 9.3% 33 16.1% 33 16.1% 3 19.0% 81 395% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
[Average 120 18 15.4% 21 17.7% 16 13.6% ‘25 205% 38 32.1% 1 0.8% o] 0.0%
1 Caseload data extracied from the United States Attomeys' Case Management System. o
2 For FYs 1992-2003, this chart summarizes the following categorles: Fireaims, Violent Crime In Indlan Gountry, and Other Viclant Grime. Other violent crime includes cases with a lead charge of Violent Crime which would otherwlse fallInto another
Frogram category. Also, those drug and organized criime cases classified under the Violent Crime program category are included. Baginning in FY 2004, Violent Crime Includes those cases classified under the following program category codes: Firsarms (053);
Bank Rabbery (083); Domestic Violence (081); Violent Crima In indian Couintry (992); and All Other Violant Crime (093). :
? FY 2005 numbers are actual data through the end of Septembar 2005, . EOQUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFF/CRIMINAL/FORM A 22-Nov-05 NM
S~ S .
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United States Attoneys — Criminal Caseload Statistics ¥
District of Arizana
Standard Malter and Case Counts
___Immigration

3000000179

Matters & Dafendants — Received, Pending, & Terminated

Average ¥ of Average # of Average # of (/]
Flscal Matiers “Percent Defendants Percent Defendants Per Matiers Percent Datondants Percent Dofendants Per Matters Percent Defendants Percent Defendants Per4
Year® Recsived ' Change Recelved Change Matter Recalvad Pending Change 13&5 Change Matier Pending [| Temminated *_Change Terminated " __Change Matter Terminated
52 246 275 1.12 80 80 . 1.13 126 1 155 N 1.23
83 272 10.6% 315) 14.5% 1.16 &8 -27.5% 63 -30.0% 1.09 145 15.9% 166 TA% 4. 114
84 373 37.1% 3985 25.4% 1.08 8 18.0% 78 23.8% 1.13 172 17.8% 179 7.8% 1.04
85 295 -20.9% 379 ~4.1% 1.28 51 -26.1% 61 -21.8% 1.20 RALE -30.6% 152 -15.1% 1.28
96 654 121.7% 712 87.9% 1.08 86 68.6% 89 52.3% 1.15 173 45.4% 205 34.9% 1.18
97 1,392 112.8% 1473 106.9% 1.06 482 472.4% 531 436.4% 1.08 402 132.4% 412 101.0% 1.02
98 2,604 87.1% 2,800 90.1% - 1.08 482 -2.0% 528 ~0.6% 1.10 1,399 248.0% 1,428 246.6% 102
99 1,856 | -28.7% 2,008 ) ~28.3% 1.08 357 -25.8% 406 “23.1% 1.14 360 -74.3% 390 72.7% 1.08
o0 1,885 16% 2,130 6.1% 113 445 245% 502, 23.6% 1.13 111 69.2% 145 52.6% 1.32
o1 1,862 -0.2% 2,021 _54% 1.07 377, -15.3% 434 -13.5% 1.15 88 20.7% 107 26.7% 1.22
02 Z127 13.0% 2,309 14.3% 1.08 406 77% 47 8.5% 1.16 B7 10.2% 117 8.3% 1.21
03 - 3,034 42.6% 3,226 30.7% 1.06 563 38.7% 842 36.3% 114 812 530.8% 653 458.1% 1.07
04 2,725 -10.2% 3,050 ~42% 1.13 892 22.9% 783 235%| - 145 215 B4.5% 263 -59.7% 1.22
05 4375 60.5% 4,685 51.0% 107 1.068 54.3% 1,208 525% 113 2,085 869.8% 2,117 704.8% 1.02
|Average 1,694 32.9% 1,843 N 30.3% 1.09 373 47.0% 422 44.5% 1.13 436 123.9% 464 102.5% | 1.06
Cases & Defendants — Filed, Psnding, & Terminated ) .
Average # of . Average # of Average # of
Fiscal Gases Percent Defendants Parcent Defendanis Per * Cases Percent Defandants Percent Defendants Per Cases Percant Defendants Percent Defendants Per
Year! m__nn Change Fited Change Case Filod Pending Change Pending Change Case Pending Terminated Change Terminated Change Case Terminated
92 82 114 124 81 108 1.31 87 102 1.17
83 145 576% 7 50.0% 1.18 108 30.8% 138 31.1% 131 118 35.6% 134 31.4% 1.14
84 187 29.0% 198 15.8% 1.08 108 1.8% 132 5.0% 1.22 185 5§6.8% 205 53.0%, 111
95 189 1.1% 238 20.2% 1.26 138 25.9% 189 43.2% 1.39 ) 160 13.5% 180 -12.2% 1.13
86 443 134.4% N 456 95.8% 1.05 215 58.1% 239 26.5% | 111 364 127.5% 416 131.1% 1.14
o7 608 37.2% . 658 41.2% 1.08 273 21.0% 327 36.8% 1.20 562 54.4% 580 39.4% 1.03
88 1,189 95.6% 1348 | 105.0% 1.13 433 58.8% 561 71.6% 1.30 *_mNN 82.7% 1.110 81.4% 1.08
89 1617 36.0% 1,735 28.6% 1.07 554 27.8% 687 24.2% 1.26 1,487 44.8% 1,580 43.2% 1.07
00 1,691 46% 1,800 8.9% 1.12 - 664 19.9% | 844 21.1% 127 1,566 6.7% 1,778 11.8% 112
o1 1,863 10.2% 1,978 47% 1.0 960 44.8% 1,084 20.6% 114 1,558 1.8% 1,718 3.5% 110
0z 1975 6.0% 2121 7.2% 1.07 1,358 41.5% 1523 38.2% 112 1,551 -0.4% 1,850 -3.8% 1.06
3. - 2252 14.0% 2383 12.4% 1.08 1,198 -11.8% 1,361 -10.6% 1.14 2,359 52.1% 2,487 50.7% 1,05
04 2,383 5.8% 2679 12.4% 1.12 1.717 43.6% 1.991 45.3% 1.16 1,830 -22.4% 2,025 -18.6% 1.11
05 1,898 -20.4% 2,112 ~21.2% 1.1% 2,117 23.3% 2,485 253% 1.18 ..&..«A ~19.5% 1.609 -20.5% 1.08
Averags 1,181 | 316% 1,292 :28.3% 1.09 708 30.1% 838 29.2% 1.18 1,025 31.0% 1,113 30.3%] 1.09 _
* Caseload fata extracted from the United States Aitomeys' Case Management System. .
o EQUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFFICRIMINAUFORM A _ 23-Nov-05 AZ

2 FY 2005 ryum are aciyal data through the end of Soplember 2005,




Uniled States Attarneys — Criminal Cassload Statistics !
District of Arizona
‘Standard Disposition Counts
Immigration
Cases & Defendants Tried |
Cases Cases Tiied Defendants Defendants Average
Disposed as Percent Disposed Tried as Percent || Number of
Fiscal Cases Defendants of by Percant of Those of by Percent of Those Defendants Per
Year Terminated Terminated Trial Change Terminated Triat n_.u:mn Terminated Case Tried
82 14 102 7 . 8.0% 8 8.8% 1.28
83 118 134 5 -28.6% 4.2% 5 ~44.4% 7% 1.00
84 185 205 4 -20.0% 2.2% 5 -0.0% 2.4% 1.25
95 160 180 5 25.0% 3.1% 5 C0.0% 28% 1.00
%6 364 416 2 60.0%]. 0.5% 3 -40.0% 0.7% 1.50
87 562 580 4 100.0% 0.7% 5 66.7% 0.8% 1.25
98 1,027 1,110 8 50.0% 0.6% 7 40.0% 0.8% 1.17
99 1,487 1,580 12 100.0% 0.8% 13 B5.7% 0.8% 1.08
00 1,586 1,778 3 -75.0% 0.2% 4 69.2% 0.2% 133
o1 1,558 1.718 24 700.0% 1.5% 30 650.0% 1.7% 1.25 .
02 1.551 1,650 6 -75.0% 0.4% 7 -16.7% 0.4% 117
03 2,359 2487 8 33.3% 0.3% 10 42.9% 0.4% 1.25
04 1,830 2,025 21 162.5% 1.1% 21 110.0% 1.0% 1.00
05 1,474 “1,609 15 -28.6% 1.0% 17 -19.0% 1.1% 1.13
Avarage 1,025 1,113 9 68.0% 1.8% 10 57.4% 1.8% T 116
Dsfendants - Guilty, Acquitied, Dismissed, Other Terminations
Deferidants Defendants
Found Guilly Who Pled
Total Total Defendants as Percent Defendanis Guilly as Other
Fiscal Defendants Defendants. Percent Found of Total , Who Pled Percent of Conviction Defendants Percent Defendants Percent Termninated Percent
<u,n...u ‘erminated .n«::ﬂ Change Guilly Gullty Guilty Total Gulity Rate Acqultted Change Dismissed. Change Defendants Change
82 - 102 91 . 7 7.7% 84 92.3% 89.2% 2 .8 o
93 134 121 33.0% 4 3.3% 117 96.7% 90.3% . 1 ~50.0% 12 33.3% o
94 205 179 47.8% 4 2.2% 17s) ' 97.8% B7.3% 1 0.0% 24 100.0% 1
85 180 163 -8.9% 4 2.5% 158 87.5% 90.6% 1 0.0% 15 -37.5% 1 0.0%
96 416 404 147.9% 3 0.7% 401 99.3% 87.1% 0 11 -26.7% i 0.0%
a7 580 567 40.3% 4 0.7% 563 88.3% 97.8% 1 12 9.1% ]
28 1,110 1,088 83.8% 5 0.5% 1,094 98.5% 99.0% 2 100.0% ] -25.0% 0
29 1,580 1,548 40.9% 1] 0.6% 1,538 . 98.4% 87.4% 4 100.0% 36 300.0% 2
00 1,778 1,744 12.7% 3 0.2% 1.741 80.8% BB.1% 1 -75.0% 32 -11.1% 1 ~50.0%
o1 1,715 1648 -5.4% 30 1.8% 1,619 98.2% 86.2% 0 66 106.3% 0
02 1,650 1812 ~2.2% 7 0.4% 1,605 _ 90.6% 87.7% 0 37 ) ~43.9% 1
03 2,487 2,448 51.9% 8 - 0.4% 2,439 80.8% £8.4% 1 38 2.7% 0 ~
04 2,025 1,946 -20.4% 21 1.1% 1,927 88.9% 86.2% 0 46 21.1% 31
05 1,608 1,569 -18.5% 16 1.0% 1,553 89.0% 97.5% 1 32 -30.4% 7 =77.4%
Average 4113 1,082 31.7% 8 15% 1073 88.4% 87.2% 1 12.5% 27 30.6% 3 -31.9%
! Caseload dats extracted from the United Stales Atomsys® Case Management System. :
2 FY 2005 :lﬁ.wlni arm actusl data through the end of September 2005. Py EOUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFF/CRIMINAUFORM A 23-Nov-05

ASG000000180



—
United States Attorneys— Criminal Caseload Stalistics ' w
District of Arizona o
Standard Sentencing Counts m
Immigration - S
(=]
Sentencing o
j T Number of Number of Percant of S
. Gulity Guilty Gullty Mw
Dgfendants Defendants Tolal Defendants Defendants |, Defendants
Flscal in Cases in Cases Defsndants || Not Sentenced Percent Sentenced Percent Sentenced .
Yeard Filed Terminated Gullly To Prison Changs To Prison Change To Prison
92 114 102 2] 23 58 74.7%
93 171 134 121 40 73.9% 81 18.1% 66.9%
84 198 205 178 26 -35.0% 153 88.9% 85.5%
85 238 180 163 37 42.3% 126 -17.6% T1.3%
86 4866 416 404 . 78 110.8% 326 158.7% 80.7%
a7 658 580 567 34 -56.4% 533 . 63.5% 94.0%
98 1,348 1,110 1,099 184 - 470.6% 905 68.8% 82.3%
9% 1,735 1,580 1,548 252 29.9% 1,206 43.2% 83.7%
oo 1.890 1778 1,744 247 -2.0% 1,487 15.5% 85.8%
o1 1,978 1,715 1,649 221 -10.5% 1,428 -4.6% 86.6%
02 2121 1,850 1612 184 =12.2% 1418 D% 88.0%
03 2,383 2,487 2,448 413 112.8% 2,035 43.5% 83.1% .
04 2,678 2,025 1,948 278 -33.2% 1672 -17.8% 85.8%
05 2,112 1,608 1,569 181 ~34.4% 1,388 -170% 88.5%
Average 1,292 1,113 1,082 158 50.5% 823 34.2% 83.1%
Sentencing
Number of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of
Guily De D D D D De Defend: Defend: D D D Percent of
D to to fo o to W ced to o fo o to to D D
Fiscal Sentenced Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Life in Life In Sentenced to Sentenced to
Year? - To Prison 1-12 Months 1-12 Months 13-24 Months 13-24 Meonths 25-36 Months | 25-36 Months || 37-60 Months 37-60 Months 61+ Months 81+ Months Prison Prison Death Death
02 &8 7 54.4% ) 25 368.8% 5 7.4% 1 1.5% 0 0.0% | 0 0.0% [ 0.0%
93 81 49 60.5% 24 29.8% 2 2.5% 6 7.4% 0 0.0% ] 0.0% [} 0.0%
24 153 BE 56.2% 42 27.5% 8]- 52% 12 7.8% 5 3.3% 0 0.0% o 0.0%
85 126 61 48.4% 33 26.2% 14 11.1% 12 8.5% ‘8 4.8% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%,
86 326 117 35.9% 88 27.0% 38 11.7% 74 22.7% 9 2.8% 0 0.0% g 0.0%
o7 533 158 28.6% 167 31.3% 76 14.3% 118 21.8% 16 3.0% (] 0.0% 0 0.0%
88 805 306 33.8% 188 20.8% 165 18.2% 227 25.1% 18 2.1% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
89 1,286 401] ~ 30.8% 233 18.0% 222 17.1% 387 30.8% 43 3.3% o 0.0% 0 0.0% |
oo 1,487 410 27.4% 287 19.2% 300 20.0% 463 30.9% 37 2.5% 0 0.0% o 0.0%
01 1.428 344 24.1% 286 20.7% 305 21.4% 414 20.0% 66 4.6% 3 0.2% 0 0.0%
02 1418 279 19.7% 402 28.3% 313 22.1% 377 26.8% 47 3.3% 0 0.0% oJ 0.0%
03 2,038 443 21.8% 510 25.1% 540 26.5% 482 23.7% 60 2.8% [ 0.0% 0 0.0%
04 1672 422 252% 414 24.8% 384 23.0% 388 23.2% 84 3.8% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
05 1,388 321 23.1% 366 26.4% 333 24,0% 313 22.6% 55 4.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
|Average 923 245 26.6% 220 ] 23.8% 103 20.9% 234 25.4% 31 3.3% [ 0.0% 0 0.0%
1 Caseload data extracted from the United States Atlomeys’ Case Management System.
2 FY 200§ -E.\:Wmi are actual data through the end of Soptember 2005, puny EQUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFFICRIMINAL/FORM A 23-Nov-05 - . A



N
Unlled Stalos Atiomeys — Griminal Gaseload Statistics 1 v Lo
District of Arizona m
Standard Matier and Gase Counts o
Nor-OGDETF Drugs? m
. . o
Mattors & Defandants — Recaived, Pending, & Terminated . o)
N Average # of Average # of Average # of G|
Fiseal Matters Percenf Defandants Percant Defandants Per Matiers Parcent Defondants Percent Defendants Per Mattsrs Percent Defendants Percent Defendants v!nh
Year® | |_Receivad Change Received Change Matter Recalved Pending Change Pending Change Matter Pending Terminaled Change Terminated Change Matter Termiratod |
g2 591 1,044 177 218 338 1.54 157 215 137
83 400 -32.3% 748 -28.3% 1.87 195 «11.0% 333 -1.5% 1.71 158 13% 210 -2.3% 1.32
94 418 4.0% 705 ] -5.9% 1.68 156 -20.0% 244 <26.7% 156 182 20.8% 259 23.3% 1.35
85 569 36.8% 912 29.4% 160 151 3.2% 208 -14.8% 1.38 222 156% 329 27.0% 1.48
86 656 15.3% 296 9.2% 1.52 187 23.8% 244 17.3% 1.30 221 -0.5% 267 -18.8% 1.21
87 763 16.3% 1,128 13.4% 1.48 355 88.8% 481 97.1% 1.35 170 -23.1% 208 -22.1% 1.22
98 805 55% 1.248 10.4% 155 325 B.5% 427 ~11:2% 131 222 30.6% 262 26.0% 118
99 910 13.0% 1388 11.2% |- 1.52 333 2.5% 452 5.9% 1.36 272 225% 321 225% 1.18
00 878 -3.4% 1,265 -8.7% 1.44 387 16.2% 517 14.4% 1.34 218 -19.5% 252 -21.5% 1.15
o1 825 S.1% 1,299 2.7% 1.57 388 0.3% 533 3.1% 137 214 -2.3% 255 1.2% 1.19
02 280 18.8% 1,622 17.2% 155 349 -10.1% 483 -9.4% 1.38 337 57.5% 420 84.7% | 1.25
03 1,198 222% 1,890 24.2% 1.58 421 20.6% 628 30.2% 148 441 30.9% 738 75.7% 1,67
04 1,190 0.7% 1,788 -5.3% 1.50 461 9.5% 811 -2.9% 1.33 360 ~18.4% 639 -13.4% 1.78
05 1,108 -5.8% 1,818 1.6% 1.64 540 17.4% 742 21.4% 1.37 233 -35.3% 412 -35.5% 1.77
fAverage 807 6.4% 1,268 5.5% 1.57 319 9.8% 445 9.5% 1.40 244 6.2% 342 9.7%, .40
Cases & Defondants — Fllad, Pending, & Terminated .
e B L
N Average # of Average # of Average # of
Fiscal Cases Percent Defendants Percent Defendants Per - Cases Percant Defendants Percent Detendants Per Cases Percant Defendants Percant Dofendants Pei
Year! Flled Change Fllad Change Case Filed Pending Change Pending Change Case Pending || Terminated Change Terminated | Change Case Terminsited |
92 385 787 1.99 471 882 1.87 246 . } 462 1.88
93 260 -34.2% 534 =32.1% | 2.05 378 -18.7% 716 -18.8% 1.88 344 39.8% 634 37.2% 1.84
84 256 -15% 517 3.2% 2.02 358 5.3% 650 9.2% 1.82 259 24.7% 555 -12.5% 214
95 348 35.9% 812 18.4% 1.76 394 9.2% 668 2.8% 371 311 20.1% 587 5.8% 1.89
86 . 398 14.4% 879 10.9% |. 1.71 444 13.6% 733 9.7% 1.65 338 8.7% 606 3.2% | 1.79
97 459 15.3% 807 18.9% 1.76 528 18.8% 887 21.0% 1.68 353 4.4% 638 5.3% 1.81
98 576 25.5% 985 22.2% 1.7 618 17.2% 860 8.2% 1.55 450 27.5% 787 23.4% 1.75
99 607 5.4% 1,008 2.3% 1.68 508 -1.8% 883 2.4% 1.62 586 32.4% 938 19.2% 1.57
00 594 -21% 816 -8.2% 1.54 656 7.9% 968 ~1.5% 1.48 540 -8.4% 875 6.7% 1.62
01 605 1.9% 1,012 10.5% 167 708 7.8% 1,082 11.8% 1.53 537 -05% 860 -1.7% 1.60
02 665 8.9% 1,128 11.3% 1.69 806 13.8% 1,202 11.1% 1.48 535 -0.4% 810 5.8% 1.70
03 671 0.9% 986 -12.4% 1.47 845 4.8% 1,187 =1.2% | 1.40 615 15.0% 880 T.7%, 1.59
04 780 17.7% 1,157 17.3% 1.46 1,023 21.1% 1,466 23.5% 143 570 -5.9% 807 A7.7% 139
05 785 -0.6% 1,238 71% 1.58 1,240 21.2% 1,866 27.3% 150 551 -4.8% 806 0.1% 146
Average 528 6.8% 883 4.8% 167 648 8.4% 1018 6.7% 1.57 447 7.8% 748 5.3% _1.67 N
1 Caspload data extracted from the Unlited States Atioreys’ Case Management System, .
* For FYs 1992-2003, this chart summarizes the following calegories: Only Non-OCDETF Drug Dealing and Drug Possession cases classified speclfically under thoss criminal program categories. Jt does not include those drug cases classified under
the Govemment Regulatory/Money Laundering and Viclent Crime program catagories, Beglnning in FY 2004, It does not includs those drug cases classified under the Government Regulatory/Money Laundering program category,
3 FY 2005 -:,.HW!.Q are actual data thyough the end of September 2005, - EOUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFF/CRIMINALIFORM A 23-Nov-05 AZ




United States Attomeys ~ Criminal Cassload Statistics |
District of Arizana ’
Standard Disgiosition Counts
Non-OCDETF Drugs?
R e
Cases & Defendants Tried |
- Cases Cases Triad Defendants Defendants Average
. Disposed . as Percent Disposad Tried as Percent (| Number of R
Fiscal Cases. Defendants of by Percent of Those of by Percant of Those Defendants Per
Year’ | | Terminated Terminated Trial Change Temminated Trfal Change Terminated Case Tried
82 245 462 23] 8.3% 43 . 9.3% 1.87
83 344 634 36 58.5% 10.5% 76 76.7% 12.0% 2.41-
94 259 555 15 -58.3% 5.8% 37 -51.3% 6.7% 247
85 311 587 16 5.7% 5.1% 25 20.7% 4a%| 163
86 338 606 12 -25.0% 3.6% 22 ~15.4% 3.6% 1.83
97 353 638 22 . 83.3% 6.2% 31 40.9% 4.9% 1.41
28 450 787 19 ~13.6% 4.2% 28 “8.7% 3.6% 1,47
29 596 938 5 “T3.7% 0.8% 12 57.1% 1.3% 2.40
00 540 875 8 60.0% 1.5% 9 ~25.0% 1.0% 1.13
01 537 860 14 75.0% 2.6% ‘15 66.7% 1.7% 1.07
02 535 910 4 =T1.4% 0,7% 6 60.0% 0.7% 1.50
03 615 980§ 4 0.0% 0.7% 7 16.7% 0.7% 175
04 579 807 19 375.0% 3.3% 2 214.3% 2.7% 1.16
05 551 806 18 -5.3% 3.3% 19 -13.6% 24% 1.06
JAverage 447 746 15 31.5% 4.1% 25 11.8% 3.8% 1.64
Defendants - Guilty, Acquitied, Dismissed, Other Terminations
[ lﬂuﬂﬂuﬂr Defendants Defendants
Found Guilty Who Pled
Total Total Defendants as Percant Defendants Guilty as Other
Fiscal Defendants Defendants Percent Found of Tolal Who Plad " Percent of Conviction Defendants Percent Defendants Percent Terminated Parcenit
Year® || Teminatad Guilty Change Gullly __ Guilty Gultty Total Guilly Rate Acquitted Changs Dismissed Change Defendants Change
92 462 420 42 10.0% 378 80.0% 90.9% 1 - 39 2
83 834 554 31.8% 64 11.6% 480 88.4% 87.4% 12 1100.0% 85 66.7% 3 50.0%
94 ' 555 496[ -10.5% - 26 5.2% 470 84.8% 89.4% 11 B8.3% 47 -27.7% 1 $66.7%
95 587 465 5.3% 21 4.5% 444 85.5% 79.2% 5 -54.5% 110 134.0% 7 600.0%
2 808 519 11.6% 18 3.5% 501 96.5% 85.6% 4 ~20.0% 7 ~30.0% 6 -14.3%
87 638 581 11.9% 23 4.0% : 558 86.0% .1% 7 75.0% 50 -35.1% 0
28 787 738 27.0% 26 3.5% 712 96.5% 93.8% 2 -71.4% 45 -8.0% 1
99 838 855 15.9% 9 1.1% 846 96.8% 81.2% 3 50.0% 78 69.6% 2 100.0%
0o 875 809 ~5.4% 5 0.6% 804 99.4% 82.5% 4 33.3% 60 -23.1% 2 0.0%
01 8s0jf - 817 1.0% 13 1.6% 804 88.4% 95.0% 2 -50.0% 41 =31.7% o
02 210 858 5.0% 4 0.5% 854 99.5% 84.3% 2 0.0% 48 17.1% 2 . _
03 880 941 8.7% 6 0.6% 935 99.4% 86.0% 1 -50.0% 37 -22.8% i -50.0%
04 807 765 -18.7% 21 2.7% 744 87.3% 54.8% 1 0.0% 34 -8.1% 7 600.0%
05 806 - 7683 -0.3% 18 2.5% 744 87.5%: 84.7% 0 34 0.0% 9 28.6%
|Average 746 684 5.6% 21 3.7% 663 86,3% 91.7% 4 83.7% 55 7.8% 3 138.6%

1 Casaload data extracted from the United States Aftorneys’ Case Management System,

2 For FYs 1992-2003, this chart the follewing Only Non-OCDETYF Drug Dealing and Drug Possession cases classified -v-&.anm_e under those criminal program categoris:

3 FY 2005 numbers are actual data through the end of September 2005,
i~

ilt does not include those drug cases classified under
the L W Viclont Crime program categories. Beginning In FY 2004, it does not include those drug cases classified under the Government w-uc_-_eisa..&. Laundaring program category,
EOUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFF/CRIMINALIFORM A 23-Nov-05

ASG000000183



<+
United States Attorneys — Criminal Caseload Stalistics ¢ w
District of Arizona o
Standard Sentencing Counts o
Non-OCDETF Drugs? m
o
Sentancing o
Number of Numbar of Percant of M\w
Guilty Gulty Guilty <€
Defendants Defendants Total Defendants- Defendants Defandants
Fiscal in Cases In Cases Defendants [ Not Sentenced Percant Sentencad Percent Sentenced
Year® Flled Teminated Gullty To Prison Change To Prison Change To Prison
82 787 462 420 97 323 76.9%
93 534 634 554 104 7.2% 450 39.3% 81.2%
84 517 555 486 87 -16.3% 408 -8.1% 82.5%
95 612 587 465 82 5.7% 383 6.4% 82.4%
85 679 605 519 95 15.9% 424 10.7% B81.7%
97 807 638 581 87 2.1% 484 14.2% 83.3%
58 8868 787 738 141 45.4% 597 23.3% 80.8%
98 1,008 938 855 147 4.3% 708 18.6% 82.8%
00 918 875 809, 134 -8.8% 675 4.7% 83.4%
[} 1,012 o860 817 144 7.5% 673 -0.3% 82.4%
02 1,126 910 858 149 3.5% 708 5.3% 82.6%
03 986 880 841 138 4% 803 13.3% 85.3%
04 1,157 807 765 123 -10.8% 642 -20.0% 83.9%
05 1,238 808 763 108 12.2% 655 2.0% 85.8%
jAverage 863 746 684 118 1.8% 567 5.8% 82.5%
Sentancin 3
INumber of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of
Guilty D D [ D D Defe D De D D Percanit of
fo to to to to o to 3 to to to [fSentenced to o Defa D
Fiscal Sentenced Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison’ Life in .. Uein Sentenced to Sentsnced to
Year® [To Prison 1-12 Months 3-12 Months 13-24 Months 13-24 Months 25-36 Months | 25-36 Months {{ 37-60 Months 37-50 Months 51+ Months 61+ Months. Prison Prison Death Death »
82 323 75 23.2% 86 27.2% 51 15.8% 57 17.6% 51 15.8% 1 0.3% ] 0.0%
93 450 108 24.0% 153 34.0% 40 B.9% 78 17.3% 70 158% 1 0.2% 0 0.0%
84 408 113 27.6% 118 28.4% 46 11.2% 85 20.8% 49 12.0% [ 0.0% 0 0.0%
95 383 121 31.6% 148 38.6% 39 10.2% 40 10.4% 35 8.1% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
86 424 128 30.2% 130 30.7% 46 10.8% 63 14.8% 57 13.4% o 0.0% 0 0.0%
87 484 205 42.4% 126 26.0% % 9.5% 64 13.2% 43 8.9% o 0.0% ] 0.0%.
28 597 272 45.6% 150 25.1% 47 7.9% 76 12,7% 52 8.7% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% |
99 708 318 45.1% 174 24.6% 51 7.2% 80 12.7% 74 10.5% 0 0.0%. [ 0.0%
0a 675 310 45.9% 128 10.0% K4l 10.5% 108 16.0% 58 | 86% [ 0.0% 0 0.0%
01 673 286 44.0% 122 18.1% 67 10.0% 124 18.4% 63 8.4% 1 0.1% 0 0.0%
02 708 308 43.2% 144 20.3% 77 10.8% 111 15.7% 71 10.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
03 803 232 28.8% 130 18.2% 128 18.1% 217 27.0% 95 11.8% o 0.0% 0 0.0%
04 642 1684 25.5% 130 20.2% 103 16.0% 178 21.7% 67 10.4% 0 0.0% ] 0.0%
05 655 155 2.7% 125 19.1% 85 14.5% 204 31.1% 76 :,.a* 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
(Averags 567 200 35.3% 133 23.5% 85 1.4% 107 18.8% 62 10.9% o 0.0% 0 0.0% |
= = —
! Castload data exiracled from the United States Atiomeys’ Casa Management System.
2 ForFys 1882-2003, this chart summarizes the following categorias: Only Non-OCDETF Drug Dasling and Drug Possesslon cases classified specifically under those criminat program categories. It does not include thoss drug cases classifisd under
the Govemment Regulatory/Money Leundering and Violent Crime program calsgories. Beglaning In FY 2004, i does not include thoss drug cases classified under the Govemment Regulatory/Money Laundering program catagory.
3 FY 2005 =_-=vw-ﬂ are actual data through the end of Seplember 2005, — EQUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFF/CRIMINALIFORM A 23:Now05 AZ




[Te)
(oo
United States Attomeys — Criminal Caseload Statistics ' ~—
District of Arizona m
Standard Matter and Case Counts o
Violent Crime? o
o
alters & Defendants — Received, Pending, & Terminatod | e Uu
° Average # of Average # of Average # of ¢/}
Fiscal Matters Percant Defendants Percent, Defendants Per Matters. Percant Defendants Percant Defendants Per Matters Percent Defendants Percent Dafendarits Per<(]
Year) Recoived Changs Recsived Change Matler Recaivad Pending Change Pending Changs Matter Pending || Terminated Change Terminated Change Matter Termiriated
92 537 714 1.33 342 438 1.26 184 212 115
93 492 -8.4% 606 -15.1% 1.23 357 4.4% 461 5.3% 1.28 194 5.4% 228 7.5% 1.18
84 358 27.2% 430 -28.0% 120 287 -18.6% 344 25.4% 1.20 215 1.3% 288 26.3% 133
95 368 3.1% 433 0.7% 147 239 -16.7% 288 -16.3% 1.21 218 1.4% 250 -13.2% 1.14
96 403 9.2% 487 12.5% 1.21 218 +8.6% 269 -5.6% 126 154 | -28.7% 186 ~25.6% | 1.21
97 528 31.0% 607 24.6% 1.15 308 42.6% 390 45.0% 1.27 217 40.8% 255 37.1% 1.18
88 508 -3.8% 586 ~1.8% 1.17 270 ~12.3% 341 -12.6% 1.26 232 5.8% 280 9.8% 1.21
99 533 4.9% 571 12.6% 1.26 330° 222% 418 22.9% 1.27 170 -28.7% 200 ~28.6% _1.18
00 534 0.2% 636 -5.2% 1.19 391 18.5% 472 12.5% 1.21 193 13.5% 240 20.0% 1.24
01 657 23.0% 763 20.0% 1.16 501 28.1% 598 26.7% 1.18 248 28.5% 292 21.7% {. 1.18
02 616 6.2% 718 -5.8% 1.17 454 -8.4% 548 -8.4% 1.21 330 33.1% 362 24.0% 1.10
03 638 13.3% 849 - 18.1% 1.22 489 7.7% 583 6.4% 1.18 255 22.7% 314 -13.3% 1.23
04 277 -60.3% 367 -56.8% 1.32 220 -55.0% 283 48.7% 133 30 -88.2% 43 -B86.3% 1.43
05 &89 148,7% 847 130.8% 1.23 361 84.1% 481 84.2% 1.33 131 336.7% 151 261.2% 1.15
Average 514 8.8% 623 8.1% 1.21 340 5.0% 423 4.8% 1.24 +wm 23.9% 236 17.7% 118
Cases & Dafendants — Filed, Pending, & Terminatou ) i
Average # of Average # of . Average # of
Fiscal Casas Percent Defendants Percent Defendants Per Cases Percent Defendanis Percent Defendants Per Cases Percant Defendarits Percant Defendants Per
Yeard Filed Change Flled. Changa Case Flled Panding Change Pending Change Case Pending [| Terminated Change Terminated - Change Case Terminated |
92 291 424 1.48 279 436 1.56 243 ) 348 1.43 ]
93 285 -2.1% 357 -15.8% 1.25 261 -5.5% 321 -26.4% 1.23 304 477 37.1% 1.57
94 202 -29.1% 241 ~32.5% 1.19 181 -30.7% 218, =32.1% 1.20 275 334 -30.0% 1.21
85 204 1.0% 239 -0.8% 1.47 200 - 10.5% 233 6.8% 117 d.mm 224 -32.9%. 1.20
“95 -245 20.1% 287 20.1% 1.17 223 11.5% 261 12.0% 1.17 220 257 14.7% 117
a7 261 8.5% 200 1.0% 1.1 250 12.1% 2684 8.8% 1.14 225 280 8.9% 1.24
28 305 16.9% 353 21.T% 1.16 286 14.4% 330 16.2% 1.15 268 306 9.3% 1.14
29 304 1.3% 386 9.3% 1.28 327 14.3% 41 24.5% 126 263 307 0.3% 1.17
00 283 £.0% 338 =12.2% 1.20 348 5.8% ;3saf -3.6% 1.14 241 207 -3.3% 1.23
01 290 2.5% 326 3.8% 1.12 368 8.6% 412 40% 1.12 263 308 3.0% 1.16
02 325 -12.1% 391 16.9% 1.20 425 15.2% 4905 20.1% 1.16 259 297 -2.8% 1.15
03 402 23.7% 486 24.3% 121 518 21.8% 604 22.0% 147 306 374 25.9% 122
04 175 -56.5% 22 53.5% 129 261 -48.8% 334 ~44.7% 128 134 153 -59.1% 1.14
05 427} - 144.0% 518 120.6% 122 562 1153% k4l 112.9% 127 143 160 46% 112
Averags 285 10.1% 347 8.3% 1.22 321 10.8% 389 8.3% 1.21 238 294 -1.9% 1,24

! Caseldad data extracted from the United States Attomeys’ Case Management System,
2 For FYp 1992-2003, this chart

Program categary, Also,

the following

° Py 2008 Pumbers are actual data through the end of September 2005,

Firearms, Violent Crime in Indian Gountry,
thase drug and organized crime cases classified under the Vidlent Crime program
Bank Robbery (083); Domestic Viclence (091); Vialent Crims in inlan Country (082);

and Other Vivlent Crime. Other violent crime Includes cases with a Isad chy
calegory are included. Beginning In FY 2004, Violent Crims Inciudes
and All Other Viclent Crime (083),

EQUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFF/CRIMINALIFORM A

arge of Vislent Crime which would otherwise fall into arother
those cases classified under the following program category codes: Fiterarns ©53);




United States Attorneys — Criminal Cassload Stalistics |
District of Arizona
Standard Disposition Counts
Violent Crime2
Cases & Defondants Tried | .
) Cases Cases Tried Defendants Defondants Averaga
Disposed a8 Percent Disposed X Tried as Percent||  Number of
Fiscal Cases Defendants of by Parcent of Those of by Percent of Those Defendants Per
Yesr® Terminated Teminaled Teial Change Temminated Triaf Change Terminated Case Tried
92 243 348 37 15.2% 53 15.2% 143
83 304 - 477 44 18.8% - 145% 64 20.8% 13.4% 1.45
84 275 334 33 -25.0% - 12.0% 38 ~40.6% 11.4% 1.15
85 188 224 28 -121% 15.6% 34 -10.5% 15.2% 117
86 220 257 28 3.4% . 12.7% 28 _-147% 11.3% 1.04
o7 225 280 28 0.0% 12.4% 34 17.2% 12.1% 1.21
88 268 306 22 -21.4% 8.2% 22 -35.3% 7.2% 1,00
88 | 263 307 . 14 -36.4% 5.3% 19 -13.6% 5.2% 1.36
00 241 287 10 -28.6% T 4.1% 12 -36.8% 4.0% 1.20
01 263 308 13 30.0% 4.9% 13 8.3% 42% 1.00
02 250 207 12 1% 48% 17 30.8% 57% 1.42
03 306 374 - 15 25.0% 4.9% 15 -11.8% 4.0% 1.00.
04 134) . 153 12 -200% 9.0% 12 ~20.0% 7.8% 1.00
05 143 180 3 -75.0% 2.1% 3 =75.0% 1.9% 1.00
Averags 238 294 21 12.0% so%fl ~ 2 -13.9% 85% 122
Defendants - Guilty, Acquitted, Dismissed, Other Terminations
Defendants Defendants
Found Guilty ‘Who Pled .
Total Total Defendants as Percent Defendants Guilty as Other
Fiscal Defendants Defendants Percent Found of Total Who Pled Percent of Cenviction Defendants Percent Defendants Percent Terminated Percent
Year® Tprminated Guilty Change Guilty Gulity Guilty Total Guil Rate Acquitied Change Dismissed Change Defendants Change
92 348 283| . 45 15.7% 247 84.3% 84.2% 7 44 | 4
83 417 411 40.3% 53 12.9% 358 87.1% 86.2% 10 42.8% 52 | 18.2% 4 0.0%
94 - 334 261 -38.5% 31 11.8% 230 88.1% 78.1% 7 ~30.0% 61 17.3% 5 25.0%,
85 224 189 ~27.6% 28 13.8% i 163 86.2% 84.4% 8 14.3% 24 -60.7% 3 ~40.0%
86 257 210 11.1% 25 11.9% 185 88.1% 81.7% 5 -37.5% 35 45.8% 7 133.3%
87 280 253 20.5% 33 13.0% 220 87.0% 80.4% 1 -80.0% .24 =314% 2 -71.4%
98 306 254 0.4% 19 7.5% 235 92.6% 83.0% 3 200.0% 48 100.0% 1 -50.0%
99 307 o261 2.8% 16 6,1% 245 93.8% 85.0% 3 0.0% 39 =18.8% 4 300.0%
00 297 254 . ~2.7% 11 4.3% 243 95.7% 85.6% 1 ~66.7% 38 ~2.6% 4 0.0%
01 306 262 3.1% 13 5.0% 248 85.0% 85.6% 0 4 13.2% 1 ~75.0%
02 297 - 251 -4.2% 14 5.6% 237 94.4% B84.5% 3 M AT% 2 100.0%
03 374 332 323%] . 13 3.9% 318 86.4% | B8.8% 2 -33.3% . 40 -2.4% o
04 153 138 ~59.0% 1 8.1% 125 81.8% 88.9% 1 -50.0% 14 -65.0% 2
05 160 138 1.5% 3 2.2% 135 87.8% | 85.3% 0 18 14.3% 8 200.0%
|Average 294 250 -14% 22 8.7% 228 91.3% 85.1% 4 -4.0% 37 1.8% 3 47.4%

1 Caseload data axtractad from ths United States Attomays’ Case Management System, . .
2 For FYs 1682-2003, this chart summatizes the following categories: Fireams, Violent Crime In Indian Country, and Other Violent Crime. Other violent crime inciudes cases with a lead charge of Vislent Crime which would otherwise fail Into arother
Program calagory. Also, those drug and organizad crime cases classified under the Viclant Crime program category are ncluded. wm___.s_:c In FY 2004, Violent Crime includes those cases classified undsr the following program category codes: Firearms (053);
Bank Robbery (083); Domastic Vicisnce (091); Violent Crime In Indian Country (092); and Al Other Viclent Crime (093}, .
3 FY 2005 =E=\w|nh- are actual data though the end gm-riinoem.

- EOUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFFICRIMINALIFORM A 23-Nov-05
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S o)
Upited Statss Attorneys — Criminal Caseload Statistics ? —
District of Arizona o
Standard Sentencing Counts W
Violent Crime? o
o
Sentencing o
J Number of ‘Number of Percant of w
Guilly Guilty Gully <<
Dpfendants Defendants Total Defendants Defandants Defendanis
Flscal h Cases in Cases Defondants |{ Not Sentencad Percent Sentenced Percent Sentenced
Year® Filed Teminated Guill To Prison Changs To Prison Changs To Prison
82 424 348 203 58 235 80.2%
83 357 477 411 84 44.8% 327 39.1% 79.6%
94 241 334 261 55 34.5% 208 37.0% 78.9%
85 239 224 189}l 40 =27.3% 148 27.7% 78.8%
5 287 257 210 36 ~10.0% 174 16.8% 62.8%
97 280 280 253 73 102.8% 180 3.4% 71.1%
‘98 353 306 254 67 82% 187 3% 736%
59 386 307 261 50 25.4% 211 12.8% 80.8%
00 339 297 254 49 -2.0% 205 -2.8% 80.7%
01 326 - 306 262 61 24.5% 201 =2.0% 76.7%
_ 02 391 297 251 56 -8.2% . 195 -3.0% 7%
03 486 374 332 80 7.4% 2n2 395% 81.9%
04 226 153 136 17 NI% 118 -56.3% | B7.5%
05 519 160 138 28 64.7% 110 -7.6% 79.7%
[Average' 347 284 250 52 4.4% 198 -1.8% 79.3%
Sentencing
Nymber of Percent of Percent of * Parcent of Parcent of Percent of Percent of
Gulity D o] D D D D Percent of
Dy to 1o fo to ) fo: to 1o o o to to [l D De
Fiscal Sentanced Prisan Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison Uifsin Lifa in Sentenced to Sentanced tb
Year’ Td Prison 1-12 Months 1-12 Months 13-24 Months 13-24 Months 2535 Monthe | 25-36 Months || 37-60 Months | 37-60 Months 81+ Months 61+ Months Prison Prison Death Death
92 235 27 11.5% 34 145% 28 11.9% 54 23.0% | 86 36.6% 6 2.6% 0 0.0%
93 327 4 14.1% 55 16.8% 38 11.9% .68 21.1% 116 35.5% 2 0.5% o 0 0.0%
84 208 25 12.1% 23 11.2% 33 16.0% 58 28.2% (24 32.5% [ 0.0% [ 0.0%
95 149 14 9.4% 22 -14.8% 21 14.1% 39 26.2% 53 35.6% 0 0.0% [} 0.0%
96 174 23 13.2% 3 17.8% 19 10.8% 38 21.8% 62 35.6% 1 0.6% [ 0.0%
87 180 21 1.7% 23 12.8% 15 8.3% 47 26.1% 71 39.4% 3 1.7% 0 0.0%
98 187 32 17.1% 43 23.0% 18 10.2% 31 16.6% . 61 32.6% 1 0.5% o 0.0%
88 211 31 14.7% 32 15.2% 28 13.7% 4 .Na.ui- 75 35.5% o 0.0% o 0.0%
00 205 27 13.2% 40 10.5% 21 10.2% 34 16.6% 81 38.5% 2 1.0% ¢ 0.0%
01 201 28 13.8% 36 17.9% 31 15.4% 42 20.8% 81 30.3% 3 1.5% 0 0.0%
02 185 24 12.3% 32 16.4% 27 13.8% | 47 24.1% 63 32.3% 2 1.0% 0 0.0%
03. 272 38 14.3% || © 38 13.2% 31 114% yal 26.1% 84 34.6% 1 0.4% 0 0.0%
04 18 25 21.0% 19 16.0% 17 14.3% 25 21.0% 33 27.7% [] 0.0% o 0.0%
05 110 21 19.1% 34 -30.8% 16 145% 18 16.4% 21 18.1% [ 0.0% 0 0.0%
[Average 198 27 13.8% 33 18.6% 25 12.5% 44 22.3% o7 34.4% 2 0.8% 0] 0.0%
¥ Caseldad data extracted from the United States Attomeys’ Case Managemant Systsm, .
2 For FY(s 1862-2003, this chart summarizes the following categories: Firearms, Viclent Crime In Indisn Country, and Other Violent Grime. Other violent crime includes cases with a lead charge of Violent Crime which would otherwise fall Into another
Pprogram catagory. Also, those drug and organlzed crime cases classified under the Vialent Crime program category are included, Beginning in FY 2004, Viclsnt Crims includes those casss nn.,-_,aon under the foliowing program calegory codes: Firsirms {053);
Bank Robbery (083); Domestic Viclence (091); Violent Crime in Indisn Country (082); and All Other Viclent Crime (093).
? Fy20d5 numbers are actual data through the end of September 2005, -~ EQUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFF/CRIMINALIFORM A 23-Nov-05 - AZ
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United States Attomeys — Crimina! Caseload Statistics _
Southern District of Californla
Standard Malter and Case Counts

WL‘000000189

Immigration
*
Matters & Defsndants — Recaived, Pending, & Terminated |
Average # of . Average # of . Average # of A
Fiacal ’ Mattors _llv.uana Defendants Percant Defendants Per . Matters Percent Defendants Percent Defendants Per Matters Percent Defendants . Percent Defendants Per <X
Year Receivad Change Received Change Matier Recsivad ] no:%_m Change Pending Change Matter Pending Terminated Change Teminated Change Matter Terminated
92 3,371 ) 3,622 1.07 118 140 1.19 3,162 3,350 ) 1.06
93 3,084 8.5% 3,204 -11.5% 1,04 150 27.1% 166 18.6% 1.11 2,723 -13.9% 2,821 -15.8% 1.04
84" 2,720 -11.8% 2,811 -12.3% 1.03 160 6.7% 168 1.2% 1.05 N.;.&m -10.2% 2,525 -10.5% 1.03
85 3,018 11.0% 3,098 10.2% 1.03 386 141.3% 384 134.5% 1.02 1,845 -20.5% 1,992 21.1% 1.02
96 1,714 -43.2% 1,808 -41.7% 1.05 358 713% 373 -5.3% 1.04 376 -80.7% 403 -79.8% 1.07
97 2,004 22.2% 2,234 23.7% 1.07 405 13.1% 425 13.0% 1.05 183 -48.7% 234 -41.9% 121
28 2,044 -2.4% 2,328 4.1% 1.14 254 37.3% 31 . _26.8% 1.22 ric 42.5% 343 46.6% 1.25
99 1,862 -8.9% 2,010 -136% 1.08 266 4.7% 325 4.5% 122 182 ~33.8% 215 -37.3% 1.18
00 2,408 29.3% 2,582 27.5% 1.06 - 238 -10.5% 273 -16.0% 1.15 316 736% 376 74.9% 1.19
‘01 2,333 -3.1% 2,430 =5.2% 1.04 244 2.5% 278 1.6% 1.14 420 32.9% 433 15.2% 1.03
02 2,087 -10.5% 2.278 5.3% 1.09 270 10.7% 285 6.1% 1.08 137 67.4% 189 -54.0% _1.45
03 2,567 23.0% 2,673 17.3% 1.04 285 5.8% 305 3.4% 1.07 80 ~34.3% 105 47.2% 117
04 2,604 i 1.4% 2743 2.6% 1.05 271 ~4.9% 288 -5.6% | 1.06 87 -3.3% 120 14.3% 1.38
o5 1,443 ~44.5% 1,532 -44.1% 1.06 212 -21.8% 231 -18.8% 1.08 61 -28.9% 74 -38.3% 1.21
|Average _ 2,382 -3.6% 2.524 3.8% 1.08 258 10.0% 284 8.5% 1.10 887 -14.9% 942 -15.0% 1.06 i
: Cases & Defendants — Filed, Pending, & Terminated
| Averaga#or R Average # of Average # of
Fiscal Chses Percent Defendants Percent Defendants Per Cases Percant Defendants Percent Defendants Per Cases Percant - Defendants Percent 1 Defendants Per
Year® lled Change Filed Change Case Filsd Pending Changs Pending Change Cass Pending Teminated Change Terminated Change Case Terminated
92 ) 203 278 137 202 | 278 1.38 178 Z43 140
83 330 62.6% 357 28.4% 1.08 217 74% 284 1.8% 1.31 308 73.0% 340 36.5% 1.10
94 272 -17.6% 280§, ~18.8% 1.07 137 -36.9% 191 -32.7% 1.39 345 12.0% 376 10.6% 1.09
85 851 212.9% 884 204.8% 1.04 155 13.4% 221 15.7% 143 829 _1403% 850 126.1% 1.03
96 1,367 60.6% 1.425 81.2% 1.04 227 46.5% 300 35.7% 1.32 1.281 55.7% 1,341 57.8% 1.04
87 1,853 35.6% 1,849 36.8% 1.05 258 14.1% 352 17.3% 1.36 1,819 40.9% 1,802 411% 1.04
88 1918 3.5% 2,083 7.4% 1.08 479 84.8% 526 77.8% - 131 1,695 £.8% 1.811 -4.3% 1.07
89 1,664 ~13:2% 1,778 -15.1% 1.07 448 £.5% 566 -8.6% 1.26 1,687 -0.5% 1,837 1.4% 1.09
. 0o 27.2% 2,223 25.0% 1.05 601 34.2% 710 25.4% 118 1,961 16.2% 2,070 12.7% 1.06
01 -8.8% 1,888 -10.6% 1.04 488 -17.5% 580 -18.3% 147 2,008 2.3% 2,112 2.0% 1.05
02 0.7% 2,055 3.6% 1.07 634 27.8% 761 31.2% 1.20 1782 -11.2% 1,877 -11.1% 1.05
03 28.2% 2,558 24.2% 1.04 739 16.6% 818 7.5% 111 2358 32.4% 2,497 33.0% 1.06
04 26% 2,632 2.9% 1.04 816 10.4% 818 12.2% 1.13 2,508 8.2% 2,588 3.6% 1.03
05 1,441 -43.0% 1,514 ~42.5% | 1.05 645 -21.0% 714 -22.2% 1.11 1,626 -35.1% 1,732 -33.1% 1.07
|Average 1,488 28.8% 1,573 23.7% 1.06 433 13.3% 523 10.8% 1.21 1457 25.0% 1.541 21.3% 1.06
! Cassload data extracted from the United States Atiomeys’ Case Management System.
* FY 2005 — EQUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFFICRIMINALIFORM A 23-Nov-05 CAS

humbers ans actual data through the end of Seplember 2005,



United States Attomeys ~ Crimina| Caseload Statistics '

Southem District of California
Standard Disposition Counts
Immigration "
Cases & Defandants Tried I .
Cases Cases Tried Defendants Defandants Average
Disposed . as Percent Disposed Tried as Percentf|  Number of
Flscal Cases Defendants of by Percent of Those of by Percent | of Those Defendants Per
Year? Terminated Temminated Tria) Change Terminated: Trial Change Terminated Case Tried
82 178 249 : 10 5.6% 12 4.8% 1.20
93 308 340 5 -50.0% 1.6% 6 -50.0% 1.8% 1.20
84 345 376 7 40.0% 2.0% 7 16.7% 1.9% 1.00
95 829 850 7] 0.0% 0.8% 7 0.0% 0.8% 1.00
86 1291 1341 13 85.7% 1.0% 13 85.7% 1.0% 1.00
o7 1.819 1,892 7 -48.2% 0.4% L] -30.8% 0.5% 1.28
98 16951 - 1,811 39 457.1% 2.3% 2 366.7% 2.3% 1.08
29 1,687 1,837 52 33.3% 3.1% .54 28.6% 28% 1.04
oo 1,961 2,070 17 $67.3% 0.8% 20 -83.0% 1.0% 1.18
o1 2,006 2,112 42 147.1% 2.1% 47 135.0% 2.2% - 112
02 1,782 1,877 33 21.4% 1.8% 35 ~25.5% 1.9% 1.06
03 2,359 i} 2487 29 -12.1% 1.2% 30 ~14.3% 1.2% 1.03
04 2,506 2,588 42 44.8% 1.7% 42 40.0% 1.6% 1.00
05 1,626 1732 88 111.9% 5.5% 81 116.7% 5.3% 1.02
jAverage 1457 1,541 28 55.6% 2.1% 30 46.6% 21% 1.06

Defendants - Guilty, Acquited, Dismissad, Other Terminations _

ASG000000180

Defendants Defendanis
. Found Guilly Who Pled
Total Total. Defendants as Percent Defendants Guility as COther
Fiscal Defgndants Defandants Percant Found " of Total 1 Who Pied Percent of Conviction .| Defendants Percent Defendants Percent Terminated Percent
Year! || Terminated Guilty Changs Gully Gullty Gullly Total Guilty Rats - Acquitted Changs Dismissed Change Defendants Change

92 249 [218 11 5.0% 207 95,0% B7.6% 1 28 2

83 340 324 48.6% ] 1.8% 318 88.1% 95.3% 0 16 42.8% ]

84 - 376 N 357 10.2% 7 2.0% 350 98.0% 94.9% 0 19 18.8% 0

85 850 841 135.6% 7 0.8% 834 80.2% 98.9% o 8 ~52.6% 0

86 13414 . 1,318 56.7% 12 0.9% 1,306 99.1% ) . 98.3% 1 22 144.4% 0

o7 1,802 1,852 - 40.5% 7 0.4% 1,845 99.6% 87.9% 3 200.0% 35 59.1% 2

98 1,811 1741] £.0% 40 2.3% 1,701 87.7% 96.1% 2 ~33.3% 88 84.3% 0

99 1,837 1,737 -02% 49 2.8% 1,688 97.2% 84.6% 5 150.0% 85 39.7% [

00 2,070 1,842 11.8% 18 1.0% 1,823 99.0% 93.8% 2 £60.0% 126 |. ) 32.6% o

01 2,112 1,877 1.8% 45 2.3% 1,832 97.7% 93.6% 2 0.0% 132 4.8% 1

02 1,877 1,759 -11.0% 34 1.8% 1725 - 98.1% N 83.7% 1 =50.0% 118 -12.1% 1 0.0%

03 2,497 2,385 36.2% 281 1.2% 2,367 98.8% 05.9% 2 100.0% 100 -13.8% 0.

04 2,588 2,408 0.5% 37 15% 2,389 88.5% 93.0% 5 150.0% 170 70.0% 7

05 1,732 1.551 ~35.5% 86 5.5% 1,465 94.5% 89.5% 5 0.0% 174 2.4% 2 -71.4%
|Average 1,541 1,458 222% 28 2.1% 1,431 97.9%) a7y 2 507% 78 26.5% 1 35.7%

! Caseload data extracted from the United States Attomeys' Case Managsment System,
2 Fy.2005 humbers.are actual data through the end of ‘September 2005, g . EOQUSA/DATA ANALYSIS STAFF/CRIMINALIFORM A 23:Nov-05




