
Table 4

Summary of Interceptions of Wire, Oral, or Electronic Communications

January 1 Through December 31, 2014¹

Average Number per Order When Installed²

Reporting Jurisdiction
Number 

Authorized

Orders for Which 

Intercepts Installed

Persons 

Intercepted Intercepts
Incriminating 

Intercepts

TOTAL 3,554 2,433 100 4,348 886

FEDERAL JURISDICTIONS

FEDERAL TOTAL 1,279 313 123 5,724 1,491

ALABAMA, MIDDLE 7 3 28 578 468

ALABAMA, NORTHERN 6 NP NP NP NP

ALABAMA, SOUTHERN 3 NP NP NP NP

ALASKA 1 NP NP NP NP

ARIZONA 95 17 57 5,401 2,277

ARKANSAS, EASTERN 24 6 94 4,696 826

ARKANSAS, WESTERN 11 2 6 432 91

CALIFORNIA, CENTRAL 20 5 64 4,411 1,384

CALIFORNIA, EASTERN 19 10 73 4,334 939

CALIFORNIA, NORTHERN 13 2 48 1,552 684

CALIFORNIA, SOUTHERN 37 9 961 14,246 3,666

COLORADO 50 18 267 26,878 5,061

CONNECTICUT 12 3 44 4,900 689

DELAWARE 7 NP NP NP NP

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 14 NP NP NP NP

FLORIDA, MIDDLE 29 7 59 1,085 609

FLORIDA, SOUTHERN 22 NP NP NP NP

GEORGIA, MIDDLE 3 2 47 3,725 328

GEORGIA, NORTHERN 40 19 116 4,220 547

GEORGIA, SOUTHERN 2 NP NP NP NP

HAWAII 12 NP NP NP NP

IDAHO 1 NP NP NP NP

ILLINOIS, NORTHERN 62 9 178 9,144 1,873

ILLINOIS, SOUTHERN 4 4 24 2,396 852

INDIANA, NORTHERN 1 NP NP NP NP

INDIANA, SOUTHERN 10 8 116 8,867 1,632

IOWA, SOUTHERN 1 1 7 34 11

KANSAS 29 4 64 1,898 1,422

KENTUCKY, EASTERN 5 NP NP NP NP

KENTUCKY, WESTERN 18 8 89 2,031 151

LOUISIANA, EASTERN 17 2 13 1,375 70

LOUISIANA, MIDDLE 3 NP NP NP NP

LOUISIANA, WESTERN 7 NP NP NP NP

MAINE 11 NP NP NP NP

MARYLAND 19 7 201 3,169 618

MASSACHUSETTS 14 5 158 4,214 2,428

MICHIGAN, EASTERN 1 1 2 869 869

MICHIGAN, WESTERN 9 2 3 4 3

MINNESOTA 15 1 15 1,217 408
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Table 4

Summary of Interceptions of Wire, Oral, or Electronic Communications

January 1 Through December 31, 2014 (Continued)¹

Average Number per Order When Installed²

Reporting Jurisdiction
Number 

Authorized

Orders for Which 

Intercepts Installed

Persons 

Intercepted Intercepts
Incriminating 

Intercepts

FEDERAL JURISDICTIONS (Continued)

MISSISSIPPI, NORTHERN 5 1 70 453 386

MISSISSIPPI, SOUTHERN 1 NP NP NP NP

MISSOURI, EASTERN 33 7 48 1,747 601

MISSOURI, WESTERN 32 14 68 4,380 1,174

MONTANA 4 3 27 1,652 338

NEBRASKA 3 2 146 5,099 3,822

NEVADA 9 3 83 1,514 477

NEW HAMPSHIRE 12 NP NP NP NP

NEW JERSEY 16 8 22 2,952 2,963

NEW MEXICO 18 9 45 2,844 524

NEW YORK, EASTERN 5 1 262 5,574 877

NEW YORK, NORTHERN 6 1 58 6,384 6,384

NEW YORK, SOUTHERN 69 8 78 9,300 6,104

NEW YORK, WESTERN 6 2 165 25,859 1,494

NORTH CAROLINA, EASTERN 14 2 15 291 68

NORTH CAROLINA, WESTERN 14 3 18 5,590 1,640

OHIO, NORTHERN 18 8 20 373 189

OHIO, SOUTHERN 20 6 74 5,356 577

OKLAHOMA, EASTERN 2 1 273 5,341 527

OKLAHOMA, NORTHERN 15 7 33 7,047 1,096

OKLAHOMA, WESTERN 26 8 28 4,766 598

OREGON 59 4 29 4,319 1,399

PENNSYLVANIA, EASTERN 7 5 156 4,906 336

PENNSYLVANIA, MIDDLE 8 1 55 8,541 6,000

PENNSYLVANIA, WESTERN 36 5 173 1,950 301

PUERTO RICO 1 NP NP NP NP

RHODE ISLAND 5 2 3 167 80

SOUTH CAROLINA 15 4 936 9,190 389

TENNESSEE, EASTERN 9 NP NP NP NP

TENNESSEE, MIDDLE 12 3 122 1,298 791

TENNESSEE, WESTERN 8 6 70 4,223 525

TEXAS, NORTHERN 32 8 82 4,208 1,423

TEXAS, SOUTHERN 25 5 67 2,103 432

TEXAS, WESTERN 62 13 34 2,271 419

UTAH 3 NP NP NP NP

VIRGINIA, EASTERN 9 4 86 4,929 4,335

WASHINGTON, EASTERN 2 2 19 1,648 262

WASHINGTON, WESTERN 3 2 121 3,486 874

WISCONSIN, EASTERN 1 NP NP NP NP

ARIZONA

MARICOPA 14 14 181 19,997 4,977

PIMA 10 9 329 7,234 1,473
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Table 4

Summary of Interceptions of Wire, Oral, or Electronic Communications

January 1 Through December 31, 2014 (Continued)¹

Average Number per Order When Installed²

Reporting Jurisdiction
Number 

Authorized

Orders for Which 

Intercepts Installed

Persons 

Intercepted Intercepts
Incriminating 

Intercepts

CALIFORNIA

ALAMEDA 10 10 174 5,719 444

CONTRA COSTA 6 6 180 3,866 262

EL DORADO 2 2 46 704 4

FRESNO 24 24 108 1,467 373

KERN 19 19 40 2,411 129

KINGS 2 2 6 2,103 41

LOS ANGELES 129 129 105 3,675 660

MADERA 8 8 57 676 137

MERCED 1 1 1,060 54,058 8,463

NAPA 1 1 2 16 NR

ORANGE 3 3 21 330 130

PLACER 2 2 29 524 109

RIVERSIDE 624 624 78 3,202 704

SACRAMENTO 6 6 46 3,075 293

SAN BERNARDINO 30 30 212 3,452 405

SAN DIEGO 14 14 117 8,590 1,711

SAN JOAQUIN 18 18 160 8,817 386

SANTA BARBARA 4 4 59 1,400 276

SANTA CLARA 13 13 80 1,631 407

SONOMA 2 2 34 511 51

STANISLAUS 14 14 49 1,613 205

TULARE 11 11 58 2,252 430

VENTURA 28 28 227 21,077 3,169

COLORADO

4TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT (EL 
PASO)

17 14 57 2,150 501

6TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT (LA 
PLATA)

8 NP NP NP NP

8TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
(JACKSON/LARIMER)

5 5 42 1,456 407

9TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
(GARFIELD, PITKIN, RIO 
BLANCO)

10 9 51 1,680 174

10TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
(PUEBLO)

8 8 35 3,635 635

17TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
(ADAMS)

15 15 155 5,341 329

18TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
(ARAPAHOE)

20 NP NP NP NP

19TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT (WELD) 7 1 273 10,438 1,987

20TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

(BOULDER)

2 NP NP NP NP

21ST JUDICIAL DISTRICT (MESA) 5 5 50 2,508 507

STATE ATTORNEY GENERAL 65 65 61 1,413 293
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Table 4

Summary of Interceptions of Wire, Oral, or Electronic Communications

January 1 Through December 31, 2014 (Continued)¹

Average Number per Order When Installed²

Reporting Jurisdiction
Number 

Authorized

Orders for Which 

Intercepts Installed

Persons 

Intercepted Intercepts
Incriminating 

Intercepts

DELAWARE

NEW CASTLE 1 1 2 1,161 138

FLORIDA

4TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT (DUVAL) 31 31 20 3,959 430

5TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

(LAKE/MARION)

7 7 137 7,654 2,514

6TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
(PINELLAS)

4 4 125 2,810 316

8TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

(ALACHUA)

3 3 225 5,678 371

13TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
(HILLSBOROUGH)

10 10 141 6,733 447

14TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT (BAY) 2 2 2 1,377 1,377

18TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
(BREVARD/SEMINOLE)

16 16 70 4,807 593

19TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT (SAINT 
LUCIE)

4 4 293 3,534 1,108

20TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT (LEE) 5 5 686 28,487 282

STATE ATTORNEY GENERAL 80 71 108 4,687 353

GEORGIA

CHATHAM 17 16 212 5,124 1,043

CHEROKEE 6 6 29 625 80

DOUGLAS 1 1 58 6,979 2,379

EVANS 1 1 176 690 118

JEFF DAVIS 1 1 22 2,747 344

LOOKOUT MOUNTAIN 1 1 138 1,259 437

ILLINOIS

COOK 28 27 28 1,460 391

DUPAGE 13 13 85 1,871 426

LAKE 6 6 15 1,618 490

LEE 2 2 60 1,760 81

MCHENRY 2 2 2 6 6

WHITE 1 NP NP NP NP

INDIANA

DAVIESS 3 3 50 2,601 704

LAPORTE 1 1 18 123 53

MARION 1 1 1,036 14,654 2,760

VANDERBURGH 12 12 384 1,785 567

KANSAS

FINNEY 1 1 87 568 96

SALINE 2 2 41 2,346 389

Page 4 of 7



Table 4

Summary of Interceptions of Wire, Oral, or Electronic Communications

January 1 Through December 31, 2014 (Continued)¹

Average Number per Order When Installed²

Reporting Jurisdiction
Number 

Authorized

Orders for Which 

Intercepts Installed

Persons 

Intercepted Intercepts
Incriminating 

Intercepts

LOUISIANA

19TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT (EAST 
BATON ROUGE)

3 3 389 5,386 745

24TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
(JEFFERSON)

6 NP NP NP NP

32ND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
(TERREBONNE)

1 1 23 4,685 1,521

MARYLAND

BALTIMORE 11 10 591 286NR

BALTIMORE CITY 37 12 79 4,490 449

CECIL 3 3 92 3,018 198

HARFORD 21 21 22 1,431 677

HOWARD 2 2 76 4,107 3,617

MONTGOMERY 1 1 160 1,803 230

PRINCE GEORGE'S 1 NP NP NP NP

MASSACHUSETTS

MIDDLESEX 1 1 68 14,148 3,088

MISSISSIPPI

MARSHALL 3 3 47 1,065 144

NEWTON 1 1 341 6,532 202

OKTIBBEHA 2 2 61 1,009 127

WARREN 1 1 115 2,604 105

NEVADA

CLARK 175 163 109 2,056 423

NEW JERSEY

ATLANTIC 15 10 8 493 403

BURLINGTON 3 3 22 2,987 681

CAMDEN 17 16 35 1,222 466

CAPE MAY 1 1 6 NR NR

CUMBERLAND 5 5 48 3,776 447

ESSEX 14 11 25 2,344 328

GLOUCESTER 2 2 8 71 18

MERCER 3 3 3 10 4

MONMOUTH 9 6 224 5,920 1,109

MORRIS 3 3 51 3,952 913

OCEAN 4 4 27 785 44

SALEM 1 1 4 118 NR

SOMERSET 20 7 51 1,695 388

STATE ATTORNEY GENERAL 8 8 57 4,130 437

UNION 1 1 54 355 15
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Table 4

Summary of Interceptions of Wire, Oral, or Electronic Communications

January 1 Through December 31, 2014 (Continued)¹

Average Number per Order When Installed²

Reporting Jurisdiction
Number 

Authorized

Orders for Which 

Intercepts Installed

Persons 

Intercepted Intercepts
Incriminating 

Intercepts

NEW MEXICO

2ND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
(BERNALILLO)

7 7 6 168 77

NEW YORK

KINGS 61 61 166 6,578 442

NASSAU 3 3 37 17,536 9,592

NY ORGANIZED CRIME TASK 
FORCE

7 7 1,327 62,228 8,270

NYC SPECIAL NARCOTICS 

BUREAU

155 149 66 2,485 696

ONEIDA 2 2 NR NR NR

PUTNAM 2 2 145 3,020 438

QUEENS 14 14 58 34,971 10,599

ROCKLAND 4 4 174 26,000 7,550

SENECA 2 1 145 2,065 NR

STATE ATTORNEY GENERAL 1 1 86 26,300 6,896

WESTCHESTER 22 22 47 4,764 1,060

NORTH CAROLINA

CUMBERLAND 2 2 1 2,302 1,448

FORSYTH 1 1 NR NR NR

GUILFORD 3 3 7 19,917 4,444

LEE 5 5 1 1,397 274

MECKLENBURG 3 3 1 87 35

PITT 1 1 1 NR NR

WAKE 15 13 2 911 314

OHIO

FRANKLIN 8 3 NR NR NR

HAMILTON 3 2 74 753 179

PICKAWAY 1 1 194 6,501 3,411

STARK 1 1 180 13,876 5,187

WASHINGTON 1 NP NP NP NP

OKLAHOMA

OKLAHOMA 7 NP NP NP NP

PENNSYLVANIA

ALLEGHENY 3 3 44 1,445 521

BERKS 11 11 80 2,023 318

BUCKS 1 NP NP NP NP

CHESTER 3 3 116 4,556 815

FRANKLIN 4 NP NP NP NP

MONTGOMERY 10 10 21 479 62

PHILADELPHIA 20 20 48 13,169 321

Page 6 of 7



Table 4

Summary of Interceptions of Wire, Oral, or Electronic Communications

January 1 Through December 31, 2014 (Continued)¹

Average Number per Order When Installed²

Reporting Jurisdiction
Number 

Authorized

Orders for Which 

Intercepts Installed

Persons 

Intercepted Intercepts
Incriminating 

Intercepts

PENNSYLVANIA (Continued)

PIKE 4 4 5 770 8

STATE ATTORNEY GENERAL 22 19 17 1,115 164

TENNESSEE

11TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

(HAMILTON)

2 2 141 8,909 5,464

13TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
(PUTNAM)

4 4 245 12,730 570

16TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

(RUTHERFORD)

9 8 4 1,286 67

20TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
(DAVIDSON)

47 47 63 1,192 416

30TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
(SHELBY)

1 1 85 2,010 1,100

TEXAS

DALLAS 1 1 386 6,676 2,750

LUBBOCK 3 3 136 4,029 779

WISCONSIN

BROWN 1 1 9 1,062 457

WYOMING

FREMONT 2 2 23 4,789 1,973

LARAMIE 1 1 17 2,495 997

STATE ATTORNEY GENERAL 1 1 51 11,214 2,296

¹NR = Not reported or could not be determined. NP = No prosecutor’s report.  NI = Never installed.
²Excludes those reports in which the number of persons intercepted, the number of intercepts, or the number of incriminating intercepts was not reported or could not be determined.
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