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Resulis from the 1988 Survey of in-
meates of State Correctional Feellities
indicate thai, despiie a period of

rapid growth in the size of the inmate
popuiation, its eomposition has re-
mained siable. Comparisons of resulls
from the 1888 survey to & nearly iden-
tieal one in 1979 show that the demo-
graphic cherecteristies and offense
distribution of the State inmate popu-
lation have ehenged little. There was a
small but significant inerease in the
perpentage of those identified ns
Hispanie, and Lthe inmate population
was somewhat older, less edussted, and
tess likely to have been in military
service in 1986 than in 1979,

Specific findings from Lhe 198§
survey inelude the following:

& Ovee Tour-fifths of State prison
inmales were reeidivists—they had pre-
viously been sentenced to prebation or
inesreersation as a fuvenile or adull.
More than 80% had boen either inear-
cerated or on probation at least twice;
45%, three or more times; and nearly
20%, six or more times.

¢ Two-thirds of inmates in 1988 were
serving & sendence for a violent erime
or had previously been convieted of &
violeni erime, Most of these--55% of
elt inmates--had a current violent
offense.

@ The 11% of Inmales whose current of-
fense was notviolent but who had previ-
ausly been convieted of a vislent erime

Janusry 1988

This Speeinl Report presents the
{indings from BJE most recent
survey of inmates n State pris-
ons. The suryvey, conducted every
§-7 years, iz part of eur ongoing
effort to provide useful end timely
dain on the correetional system in
the United Slates. The interviews
with inmatles were condueted in
1888, and they provide & wenlth of
new duta on Siate prisoners.

This reporl examines the erimi-
nal histories of inmates, their ose
of drugs and aleohol, their per-
sonal backgrounds, and, for violent
of fenders, Ltheir vietims. 1t should
be of interest 1o polioymakers,
practitioners, and researghers
interested in ihe guestion of who
goes to prison and why.

We gratefully asknowledge the
speporation of State prisan of-
fickals who make this survey
possible.

Steven R. Schiesinger
Dirsetor

had the longest prior records of all
recidivists-—-T2% had three ar mare
prior convictions,

e Mora than half (53%) of all inmates
were recidivists with a record of at
legst one violent convietion,

e OF the gne-third of inmates with no
record of violenee, B4% {20% of the
total Slate inmate population) were
recigivists., Only 5% of Stale prison

inmates in 1988 were nonvisient of-
fenders with no previsus convictions.
Over half of these were convicted af
drug tealficking or burglary.

# About 13% of ihe inmaie population
wore first-time offenders in fora
viclent sritme, Over hall of these had
been convieted of murder {ineluding
nonnegligent manslaughler) or robbery.

e Jusi over a third {35%) of all inmates
said they were under the influence of a
drog st the time of their of fense, and
43% said they were using drugs daily in
the month before the offense.

e More than ha)f of inmates (54%)
reported that they were under Lhe in-
fiuence of drugs and/er aicohol a1 the
tima of the offense,

@ Most ol the vietims of State prison
inmates ineareersted for g violent
crime were male, about two-thirds
were white, and over one-fourth were
well known 1o the offender.

¢ One-third of murderers and nearly
half of those convicled of negligent
manslagghter said their vietims were
well known to them. Bimilarly, a third
pf rapisis and almost two-Lhirds of
those sentenced for olber types of
sexuel sssault reported that their
vielims were weall known ta them,

Staie prison inmdale surveys

In 1974, 1979, and 1986, the Bureau
of Justice Statistics sponscred surveys
of nationally representative samples
of inmates ol State correctional faciit~
ties. The Buresu of the Census eorried



Crimingl history summary -
of State prison nmates

The two most important magsures”
for summarizing the eriminal his-
tory profile of State prison in-
maies are whether sninmate 5 g
reeidivist {defined in this report as
having previousiy baen seetenced
te probstion or incarseraiion gs an
adulf or jfuveniie} snd whether the
irmate has a record of violenge
(the current or past offense}, If

v these two factors are considered

. in ecombination, then the inmate

. population in 1986 can be divided

i into four groups (table A (1} vie-
i lent recidivists (52.5% of the

© potal); (2) nonviolent recidivists
{29%); {3) violent [irst-timers
{13.2%); and {4} nonviolent [irst-
timers (5.3%}. Viclenl offenders
{otaled nearly two-thirds of all

siffiple seriousness hierarchy of those
it prison of the following lype {able
B): {1} those with both current and
prior convietions for a viclent of~
fanse {19.3% of sl inmates); (2}
those with 8 current violeni convie-
tion only who gre giso recigdivigts
{22.1%:}); (3} those with a prior vielent
conyictlon anly (reeidivisis by defini-
tlon} {11,1%); {4) these with a eur-
rent violent conviction who are [irst-
timers (13.2%); {5} nonviolent affengd-
ers who are reeidivists (29%); and (6)
nonviolent offenders whao are lirst~
timers {5.3%). {Note that these cat-
egaries eorrespond 1o those in table
§, although in a dilTerent order.)
Nearly 95% of all offenders have o
record of viclence or are recidivisis,

inmates; recigivists totsled more
than four-{ifths.

Tabic A. Crimina] higtory summury of State
prison iunsles: Residivism Dy record
of violono:, 1566

Based on these proportions, the
lollowing relationships holds
a Qf the recidivisis, §4.4% were
violent offenders and 38.5% ware

Bereont of in-
mdies whi arg;

nonviolent,
e O the {irst-timers, 7T1.3% wera
violent offenders and 28.7% wore
nonviaelent.

[tacord Homidi- Flesie

of violzneu visly timers  Tolal

Violent offunders® BAS% 132% BT

Nonviolenl ulTenders 29.0% 3% M0
Tala) 81.5%  18.5% 10D.0%

o Of ithe vieleat offenders, 79.9%
were recidivists gnd 28.1% were

sinetudes culvenl or prior sffense,

first-timers.

I e Of the nonvieient oiTenders,
©OB4.5% wore recidivists and 15.5%
were {irst-ilmers,

TFabic §. Criadnal hiztery sammary of Stete
prison imhates: Df{oadors groused
by surinusass, 1988

j Althouogh there is no single stand- E
i grd Tor determining the serious-
! oness of (he orimingl history of
offenders in prison, msny woutd
consider visient offenders more
sericus as & group than elther non-
viglenl First-timers or nonviaient

I recidivists, Moreover, all else ;
- being cqual, recidivists are gen- :
_erally considered to be more ser-

i dous offenders than first-timers.

Thus, it is possible to construel a I

Criminsl Pereent of Cumnlaiive
hisiory immnalas pereent
Yiolent ollenders
Cyrrentl dnd pinst 1% 13.3%
Carrent snly,
ranidivisl 22,1 41.4
Prigr aniiy,
reeciedivist 111 Y
Cuerenl onlty,
firsi~Liner 13.2 65.7
. Nonvislent offenders
! Reeldivists 29.0 94,7
Firgt-timers 5.3 100.0

out the data colleotion in each survey.
In 1874, %040 inmbics were inter-
viewed; In 18749, 11,397 were inter-
viewed; and in 1988, 13,711 were
inferviewed, In esch survey, inmales
were interviewed concerning their
background, emptoyment record, erimi-
nal history, drug and aIc:nPol use, and,

in 1888, on their vietims,

ar nonlysis of previous inmute surveys see Profile
of Siake Prison mates, LEAA Hotienel Prisoncr
Stotisties Bpeeiel Report, NCJI-68257, Aegusl 1975;
Prisors: ond Pridgowers, BJS Bulletin, NCJ-B0OGY7,

dunupey T3 wod Bxomining Recidivism, BJ5

Speeinl Report, NCJI-96501, February 1985, Alsa
soe note b, .

This report ezamines the results of
the 1988 survey snd compares the de~
mographie characleristics and offense
distribulion of inmates in 1988 with

those in 1879, {For details of sampling,

estimation, and analysis of data, see
Methadelogy.)

Inmate populations In 1979 and 1986

By any mesasure, the American cor~
rections system is changing, When

interviews were conducted in February

and Mareh of 1986 there were an eati-

mated 450,416 inmates in State correc:

2

tisnal facilities, compared with an
estimated 274,563 inmates in 1979,
Simllar increases in the jail populaticn
and in the number of people on probs-
tion or parcie have aisoc been recorded.
As @ result of these increases, expend-
itures for corraelions by sl levals of
government grew 118% from 3339 to
1985, not adiusted for Inflation.” In
fiseal year 1985 these expendiiures
toinled over $13 billlon,

One significant guestion is what
ehanpes in the composilion of the in~
mate population, if any, have occurred
during this period of rapid growth, At
issue is whether this growth is the re-
sult of substantial changes in the
administration of justice.

A comparison of the 1979 and 1986
surveys shows thal the composition of
the inmale pepulation has remained
siable, despite s growth, The inmate
population in both years was aver-
whelmingly mule, and about ball the
inmates were white {table 1}, There
was g small increase in the pereentage
of Hispanles. The inmate populstion
glsa was older in 1984 than in 1979,
with the median age inereasing from 26
1o ZB years old. (ther notable ehanges
were B larger pereentage of Inmates
who had less than 12 years of eduecetion
and a smaller percentage of veterans,

Inmates in 1986 were about as likely
gy in 1979 to have been employed at the
time of their grrest--abent 7 in 18 had
jobs-~thoogh 8 smaller percentage of
them were working full-time {fable 2},
In 1888, 57% of inmales said they were
amployed full-time when they commit-
ted thair current offanse, compared
with 80% in 1979, In 1974, 82% of
inmates sald they had been employed
fuli-{ime. Abouvt thres-fifths of In-
mates In 1988 who were free in the
community ot least a year prior to
errest reportied annual incomes of less
than $10,808, {income [igures were
reported in ranges in the 1979 ang 19856
surveys and have not been adjusted to
canstant dollars.)

2481l Inmutes 1988, BJ5 Bultetin, KCJ-107123,
Outober 1987 Frobulinn and Parole 1985, B8
tulietin, HCJ-101683, Junuory 1947,

n,;gsiim: Expengilyrs sand Emplovatent 1888, DS
{haldetin, NOJ-104468, March 1887,




As with the characteristies of ihe
inmaie population, the distribution of
offenses has also remained sssenlially
stable {1able 3). The pereenisge of
persons serving time for 8 viclent erime
in 1988 {553%) was slighily lower than it
had been in 197§ {88%). In both years
aimast three-lifihs of those convieted
of & viclenl erime were serving sen-
tenees for robbery or murder. Praperily
offenders were aboul 31% of Inmsates in
both years, with gver hall servim sen-
tenees [or burglary. [Drug offenders
were a higher pereanisge of inmates io
1986 than in 1979 (9% vs. &%) This
inerease perhaps reflects the grealer
cmphasis on drug enforeement in recent
years, There was g small inerease in
ihe number of publie-order of fenders,
from 4% (o 5%, in 1974, 52% of in-
males were serving sentenceg for & vio-
lent offense, 33% for & property crime,
10% {or a drug ofTense, and 8% for g
public-prder of fense.

‘Teble 1. Sociodemoprephic charnelerislics i
of Staie prison innotes, 1886 and 979 :
Boreent of
prison inmaies
Charseteristie TullG 1078
Sex
Sk 5.5% 930K H
Female 4.4 4.0 §
ltace
While 407N £9.5%
lack 16.4 7.8
Other 34 2.5
| Ethaicity
i lispunic 1an% D.0%
Non~Hispunig 7.1 i1
Mg :
Less Ling ta 5 A% :
18-24 26.7 33,8 '
25-14 45,7 2.4 ;
33-4 18,4 138 ¢
4554 f.2 5.1 .
B5wii1 1.5 1.7 !
B3 or older & 0 i
Muorilsl staius
Muarried 20.3% A%
Widpwed 1.3 2.3
Sivoreed t8.1 16,8
Separated 8,4 6.4
Hever raarriod 341 4l.9
Edvenstion®
Less than 12 yeases  61.6% 52.9%
13 yours or wmore 384 73
Military service
Beryed 20.2% 2.E%
Rever served 78,8 4.2

Neter The Sinle prison popuisiisn i LIAG
wus s asthinaled 230,116, Por cueh of the
vhursie leristics Hated, daly were uvailabic
for ot lenst 99°% of the fnmules, s 18794 tw
Stsle prison papslation was nn estinaled
374,003, For auch omracterialic oiber Gun
elhaigiw, dula wers evailsbis for ot leost
% of the inwates, Eihinicity dista wore
oviilubie for 83y of (he himales.
B The medisn age woes 28 in 1586 snd 25

in 1973,

The edien aumber of yewrs of adugation
was 10 i LHES w11 in 1070

In bolh 1988 and 1979 women wara
less lilkely than omen to have been con-
vieted of 8 viclent erime and more fke-
ly 1o have been coavieled of a property
or drug offense. About 3 in 10 of the
women in prison eaeh year were sarving
seniences for lareeny/thely or fraud.
Between 1879 and 1988 ihe proportion
of women in prison for a violent offense
dropped from aimast half 10 two-Tilths,

Tolrie 2. Fre-wrresl emplisyment sad income
for State prison inmates, 1930 and 1979

Porcent of
prisca inioalns

et Terd
Pro-arrosl employmanst
Employed B8 70,5 i
Tail-time 3T 405
Part-time 1.4 16,4
Nol ampioyed A1,0% 29.5%
Lowking 18,0 JEN
et loaking £3,0 5.9 i
Inooise prist Lo arrest {
Pree st least L year, §
HrEILE] fngaines [
No ineoina L% 1.5% f
Less Wian $3,008 2.7 245
$3,000-510,008 30,7 3.8 f
HMora than $10, G086 BRI 36.0 §
TFroe lass than 1 yesdr, H
ienihly income: ;
Luss \han §500 L1 FH LV
$500-51,008 2.3 24,2

Maore 1hun $1,060 41,5 itd

|
|
Hate: Pre-artest amploymoent date were :
peailable for ul lenst 39% of the immaeies in §
1986 und 1979, Incoine duin were available ]
for B9% of ail Btute prisen inmates in 1980
und fer 3% of the inmates in 1574, l

Prior senlences and eriminal histories

Over four-fifihs of Siate prisen
inmales in 1588 were recidivists—tihay
had previously been sentenced 1o pro-
hatien or ineareeraiion as 8 juveniie or
adult {table 4}, Aboul 45% of inmates
in grison in 1986 had been on prebetlon
or ineareerated al lenst three previous
iimes, and nearly 20%, al least six pre-
vious times, Twe-thirds of inmates had
been on probalion &t jeast once, usuaily
as an adulf, and one-thied soid they had
been senlanced 1o probaiion two or
more times. Similarly, more than
three-fifihs of inmates had previously
been incareerated, most as on adult,
and 40% had sorved time in prison or
isil Bl least twiee.

Bueh long eriminael histories are com-
plex, inveliving past incarcerations or
probation senienees for a variety of
allenses {see the secompanying boxl.
in 1988, 55% of the inmaies had & vio-
leat offense ns the most serious eurrent
offense for which they had been inear-
cergted. Another 11% had & previcus
violent offense for whiah they had been
fnearceratied or placed on probotion.
An estimated 34% of inmates had no
history of vinlence. However, 84% of
these nonviolent offenders—29% of the
tolsl State inmate population--had pre-
viously been sentenecd 16 Incargeration
or probatiosn, In all, only 8% of all
Sigie prisan inmates were nanviolent
affenders wilh no previous eonviegtions.

Tabrle 3. Current oifensce of State prison inmates,
by sex, 1986 and 19¥%

Pereany of prison inmates

198G 1979 18R 1578
Current aifenss toslid totul Nitle Femals Wale  Female
Violenl ofTenges 54 BLIG 58.2%  4n.¥% 80.3% .89
Slnrdor® 1.2 124 152 1.8 2.2 15.3
Mg genl monslesghlsr 3.2 4.0 e li .8 1.6 9.4
Hednsaping 1.7 52 5.4 N 4 H
flape +F 1.3 pR 2 4.5 r
iher sazuni axsoull +.5 20 4.7 K] 2.0 3
Rpbbery -l R 2540 21.3 8.8 25,6 11.6
Assapli a0 7.1 a.1 7.1 7.3 T
Other violent N A B 1.2 .4 A
Properly ollenses 1L0% L% AN 3195 J12% B6LER
Burglary 16,5 18.1 £7.4 5.9 i8.5 5.0
Luroenyg/thell &.6 EN S8 14.7 +.5 11.2
Molor vehtele thely 1.4 1,5 1.4 51 1.5 5
Arson kS R 3 1.2 B 1.4 i
Fraod ) 4.4 3.2 it.B J.8 17.3 :
Stolen property e 1.4 24 1.8 fI] B :
Othwer properiy B g ) A M A !
Brug alfentes BE% A% 84%  12.0% 6.2%  10.5% ‘
Pausession 2.9 LG 2.8 4.0 1.5 2.3
Truffieking G4 JA4 .3 Tl 4.3 1.1
Oibor drug 3 K 4 3 A g
Publte-order oflcases 3E% LRI RIS A 5.1% 1.1 ERIEH
Waapons 14 Lo 1.5 8 L R :
Qther pulslie-crder 1.7 2.8 LY 4.3 2.7 2.1 |
Giher ollenson L0 A S ik i L 1

Note: Cuprepd alfense dats wors gvailuble Top
ul teesl 2945 of the inmuotles g 1388 aad 19749,

“lnelades nonnme lirent anshuggliisg,

Td



Teble 4, Prior senteness of State priscn
matces, 1584
Prior Barcent of
sentences prison lnmates
Toeinl 160%
Probation
Hone 14.0%
duvenile enly 18.3
Aduit only 8.3
Haih 8.5
Humber of Limes
a 34.4%
1 33.7
z i8.7
1-3 1.6
B-10 LE
i1 or arore kil
Incercerelion
None 38,1%
Juvenile only .5
Adull anly J6.9
Boih 18,5
Humber of thpes
g 38.1%
i 22,2
¢ i3.2
3-8 5.4
L EH 1] 4.8
it or more 3.6
Probaiion andfor
inearcaration )
Rong 18.5%
duvenile anly 1G.6
Adult only 15.3
Doth HERY
Number ol Limes
0 18.5%
H 18.8
2 15,5
39 6.6
G-id) 12.E
11 ar mors 6.6

| Table 5, Charseteristies af State prisen inmetes, by srimingl hiztory, 1336

Crimizml history of prison inmales

Firsl-Limprs

Heoldiy i5hsn

Prior Current  Coerent
Nan- Mon- violent  vielent  and prior
Toial violent Yiolgni violent  only ondg yinlent
Mumizer of srison "
z inmates 447,185 23,808 3,983 125,485 54,827 08,548 6,155
i Poroent of nil
i imaies He s 5.3% 1.8% 2B.0% 1i.1% 22,48, 1e3%
§ Sex
Mule 85.8% 51.2% BlLA% glem 97.5% 97.4% #8.3%
Fomals 4.4 E.8 5.7 g4 1.5 2.k L3
Tuee
Whitn L, 7% 4L.2% BTN S8.9% 14.9% $7.0% 46,27
Binek 4i:.9 L3 13.8 LR §l.5 48.9 &3.2
Ciher 3.4 1.5 LY Z.8 ha .l 4.8
Medinn nge | g pitl b4 29 28 a9
Median nge al fiest
arrigst 17 21 22 17 16 14 1%
Medinn age sl first
corlingmant 1% 25 e 1% LT 1% 18
Moan months gorved on
vutrent eapfinement 213 2.8 .8 13,4 26.7 ml 3.k

Briefined as baviag proviously Beea sen-
terend to probation or ineurceratisg us a
juvenile or sdull,

Briis numher differs from st in tubls 1
Bocsuse ariuiinud bistory islormation was sot
avuilaBic for 80 esilmaicd 1,73} Inmatss.

Inmates can be cotegorized on the
basls of their eriminal histories inte six
groups. They are: {1} fiest-time non-
violent of fondersy {2) first-time violent
of fenders; {3} recidivists with neither &
eurrent nor & previous violent offense;
{4} recidivists with g eurrent nonviclent
offense and & previous violent olfense;
{5) recidivisis with a current viclent of-
fense but no previcus violent offanse;
and {6} reeidivigis with both & current
and & previcus violen! offense {1shle 5),

Nonviolent offenders, both first-
timers and reoidivists, were slightly
mare likely {5 be women or 1o be while
than were viclent offenders, Waile the
maedian aga of firsi-timers and recidi-
visis was gimiler, first-time offonders
were older than recidivisis when they
woere prregted or ineareergied for their
current offense, Based on their age at
first arrest and their eurrent age, most
recldivists had been eriminally cetive
for over @ decade, At ihe time of the
interview inmates had served an aver-
age of 27 months in prison on their
eurrent incarceration.

for victent erimes, by erbiming hisiery, 1986

Tulile 6. Curreat offense of State prison lvmates incarcerated

Criminul history of prison inmutes
ingureeraled [or violent erimes

Heeidivists®
Firgl- e prios Prior
Gurrent offense timers viglanea vivicnen
Tolil 199% 1644 190%
Mupeer® %1% 20.5% 15.0%
Hoglgent mansluughlier £0.1 3.4 3.5
Kidnaging 2.8 3 3.8
ftape 1.8 78 1.4
Other Sexunl asssult 1.8 8.1 8.6
Hobibery .4 44.0 43.%
Assauis FHRY 14.¢ 4.z
inher violenl 1.5 .2 1.5

Paoo tabile 5.

Blneudes nongeg pent wassiuaghter,

The six celegories of Inmates varied
in the types of offense for which ihey
were serving senlenges at the tine of
lhe interview. Among lhoss serving
sentences for 8 violent erime, first-
time offenders were most Iikely to have
been convieted of murder {ineluding
nongegligent manslaughter) or robbery,
and reeidivists were most likely o be
serving time for robbery, whether or
not they had & past vielent offense
{table 8). Among those serving sen~
lences for a nonviolent erime, lirst~
time offenders were most likely to have
been convieted of & drug offense; over
half of the nonviolent first-timers were
eonvicted of drug traffieking or bue-
glary {table 7). Reeidivists serving
time for a nonviolent offense were
most likely 10 have been convietad of
burglary.

Long erimingl historics were com-
monplace among recidivist inmates,
who comprised 3%% of the entire in-
maie population.” Three-fourths of 1he
recidivists had st leas! iwo prior sen-
tenees i¢ probation or ineareeration;
over hsif had at least ihree such prior
sentences; and nearly & fourth had six
or mare {lable 8}

47k sue Nogidivienm of Young Porolees, HIS

Specin] Beporl, HCI-104016, Muy 1687,




Tehle 7. Current oifensa of State prison nmates insgreerated
{or nonvislent erimes, by eriminal history, 1386

| Criminal distery of prison ismales
ingarcarcied for noaviolent erimes

Recidivizis®
Fiest~ o prioe Trior
Current offense Limats vialgace ¥ivienes
TFotel 1BG% 1898% 188%
Pruperty offenscs
Burgiary 25.8% 35.8% 15,8%
Larceny/thelt 9.8 3.4 4.2
Meotor vehiele thelt s 3.1 3.8
Arson 3.1 1.3 1.8
TFraud 1.0 8.7 6.2
Siolen property 1.0 4.8 4.4
Other property ] L4 1.5
Orugr offenses
Possession 65.6% B.4% B.1%
Traffieking 28.1 16,1 8.3
Ciher drug A 8 5
Pitalie—order offenses
Weapons 12% ] §,7%
Criner public~order 7.1 B2 B.8 ;
]
Other offenses 1A% L P '

*Hap lable 3.

Tabkic B. Pricr senleaces of recidivisiy e Siale prisons, 1988

Porseat of reeidivisis by iype®

Prioe Currenl Current
N vinient vinlant 2nd pricr
Prior sentences Totul yiolmit andy only viglent
Teisd 1G6% 180% 1084 TR 160%:
Probation
Nong 19.0% 15.1% LB 3% 2L,6%
Juvenile only 295 164 1.0 16,8 24.8
Addnlt only 347 d4.1 28.4 An.a 30,1
Both 21.9 %65 1.1 174 2.5
Numtrer of times
1 19,0% 15.0% SRLE% 21.2% 11.5%
i 414 41.8 1.4 47.2 4B.5
2 28.5 4.9 23,4 6.5 14.0
35 15.4 i54 951 157 18,3
=14 1.k 2.9 4.7 %] AE
11 or mare N 7 N 5 R:
Inparcoration
None 1A% BRI b.dw FELE% 18,3%
Javenile only 7.8 .5 1.9 3 B 8.0
Aduli only 43.3 4.5 4.8 418 45.3
Both 23.7 182 16,8 14,8 je} )
Humbor of timos
& 24.8% A% 8.4% AIEN 15,3%
1 7.2 239 ] LT 27.8
2 i6.2 15,4 14,1 14,1 8.4
i 23.1 15.0 8.7 14.4 2.4
G110 4.1 7.1 18.4 4.4 10,4
1T o marg 1.1 1.8 8.0 L 5.1
Probation and/or
incarceration
Juvenile only 13.1% 10.1i% 4.5%; 24,00 4.0%
Adul anly 4.l 50.2 7.7 13,4 L3
Hoth 42.8 10.7 EV 1.6 30.8
Number of times
1 24.1% 20.6% 11.8% bR R0 1%
2 .l 20,4 16.0 223 20.2
-3 HEW!! 1.8 16.8 2T 13,6
G-1b 15,5 15.0 219 LR 6.
11 or move G0 1.1 134 fRI] 4.4

®3gc tuble 8 For delinition of recidivism,

Whatever the eriminal histery pat-
tern of the reeidivists (with previous,
violence only, current viclence only,
boih prior and current viclence, or no
histary of viclence}, numerous previous
convietions were common, About 48%
of nonviclent recidivisis had previougly
been sentenced to probation or inear-
cerftion both as a juvenile and en adult;
mare than half had three or more prior
senlences to prohalion or incarceration:
over a [ifth had six or more. Among
recidivists serving sentences for their
Tirst conviction for a violent offense, &
third had been on probation or incar-
cerated both as p juvenile or an adult;
more than two-Tifths had three or more
prior sentences Lo probation or Incar-
ceration; and nearly a sixth had six or
maore.

Finally, those whose current offense
wag nonviolent but who had a prior vie-
Tent eonvietion had even longer ree-
ords, Almost three-fifths had served o
prabation or inparceration sentence
bath as & juvenile ang an aduil; slmost
three-fourihs had three or more prior
sentences io probation or inearceration;
and over a third had six or more.

Recidivists with ne prier histery of
violence were 29% of the Statle prison
population. In this group, 43% had at
least one previous burglary convietion,
and 20% had two or more (table 9). In
addition, 32% had a previous lareeny
eonvietion, and 13% had 1wo or mare
such eonvictions. Past publie—order
of fenses such as commereiglized vice
or probation and parole viclstions wers
aigo eommonly reported; 22% had st
least one conviction for sueh an
offenge,

These histories Indleste that reeid-
ivisis ns 8 group appesr more alike than
different regardless of thelr surrent of -
fense. Reeidivists commonly reported
8 wide variety of offenses, oflen both
violent and nonviolent, Even those whoe
reporied that they had never been con-
victed of & viclent offense 5till report-
ed numerous previous convietions.



Thiriy-five percent of inmales re-
Table 3. Prior offenses of nonvielend recidivists in State prisony i .
Db ¢ prisons, 198 ported they had used one of the major
Pereant of nenviolent recidivists previovsly sentoneod drugs--heroin, methadone, cocaine,
io probution of incarcecslisn by number of tiges® L8, ur PCP--on a regular basis in the
Prior olfens: _— ;“DL beust on . T Folf of past, Turthermore, 19% said \hey were
5 h 2 i " ¥il 3 . -
e * b s e vsing ore of these drugs deily in the
Praperty offenses month before Lheir current of fense.
Barglary 56.8% e mazm o l7% 4.6% 1.3% These figures indieate B signifieant in-
;‘iﬁ:‘i‘?ﬂ‘:; et gé’z ?52 ‘g'é "’;é §‘§ 9-; volvement of deugs in the lifestyles of
Arsan SEE 1.4 1.2 “ b b these Inmates bafore thelr incaregraiion.
Feuaud 8.6 1.4 9.8 i4 -7 E
Stolen properiy BL.8 4.4 .3 14 2 1 More than half of inmates said they
Other progerty Ll 73 i3 1.2 o . were under the influence of drugs
Druyg offenses _ _ ! andfor aleohol gl the time of their
%;fséztl::::t:: gizb ié-f‘h :-_l.f‘-b gg‘v E‘fﬁ E'ﬂ- : eurrent offense (lable 12} This
M T w a H pe win - 1
Uilicl‘:h\'u; 981 1.;‘ 1.2 5 1 . i percentage was relatively constant
) | across ihe different offenses. The
Public-order offenses { H
Weupans 04.7% 5.0% L % iy 0% . percentuges reporting that they used
Oliier pubtic-order 77,7 22,1 14,3 1.0 L7 1.5 ; belh drugs and aleohol, however, varied
Othar offensas 864 150 10.4 2 " 3 £ eonsiderably--from over 25% of thase
serving senlences for rape 1o 7% of
*See tubde § for definition of reeidivinn, thase canvicted of weapons of fenses.
Drug ang slcoht] use Table 11. Hisiory of pro-incareerntion use of illogal drugs
by Stale privon inmates, 1988
The &;iieg%&“f‘f& eriminal hgﬁ?f;e? Paroent of innwites using drugs
many prison inmatles reporl au: 1) iizn Type of drug usa [EE 1878
accompanied by squally loop hisiories
of drug use. Aboui four-fifihs of the Unidar tie influgnee ol drugs
inmates in prison in 1986 reporied use ut lime of the euccent silense 1509 3L
N N VT RS 62,4 G2
of an illegal drug in the past {Lable I::w,r‘ e;%ug deugts cmu;; regular busis 62.3 G2
U} MGPQ thw‘] thl‘e “fifth .d t.h BYEP (56 ut{lﬂjﬂ? Ug QIF &
10 ¢ 8 541d they veguiir husls* 168 ¥4
had used a drug on a regular basis--onee Used drugs on u daily basis in the
B weck or more for o1 lesst a month--at nmenth before the eurrent oflense 42.8 19,5
1 12 Usud & majar deng on 4 duily basis
som(‘: Lime in the psst. Marijuena and ity {hg wmond befare the current offonse 18,5 11,0
hashish were the most commenly men- _
tioned drugs, whether ever used or used ®iigjor drugs innlede boroia, methndone, soeuing, 130, and PCD,
on s reguler basis, followed by co-
: . 1 B - ] 1 2
gg%ﬂe fn ?ZS;, $5§?§ :fo:{?‘ié Eﬁiﬂﬁftﬁséﬁﬂlﬂ Taale 12, matos under Uie infloence of deugs and alochel,
2y Wﬁ?a under 1 ‘g tnliuence ol & drug by the eursent offense for Stale prisos inmalss, 1988
at the time of their current offense,
and 43% were using drugs daily in the Whether undoe the lflience of
51 : driggs or slealiol ul the time of offonse
manth before the of fense (table 11). Hal Under the infiuance
under ihe Drugs Aleoho!
Tebla 10, Previncaceseutlion wse af ibegal © Clurrent offonse influgnes Tolal only only Balh
b demrs by Stoke grison Inmales, 1585 - —
! All offenses 2% 524%  I1.8% 16.8% LB.E%:
! Pargent of prison Violent offenses 6.5 Bl.a%  1.4% 20.1% 2%
H inmates who sMurdor® JB.1 51.0 i3} 21,6 P50
; fireviously nsed Hogligenl mansluuzhler 17.8 52,4 .2 42,4 12.8
Iegaldrugs Kidnaging 1.6 58,4 14.2 1.2 2.8
P Evur Ueed = Rapne 1.3 BT 4.8 1.7 952
H Type of Srug tsed roguively Olzer sexusl assnpull 1.2 45.8 5.3 4.5 136
| . Hobbory 41,7 85.] 0.7 13, 1.2
[ iy g BE BLI% Aaswlt 164 53.1 107 4.5 17,6
© Marijuanaushish 15.0% SEAW Difor viekenl 7.8 52,1 li.g pHRY J4.2
I Cosghie 417 3 Properiy effciscs 43.4% 58w 24.8% 17.5% 17.9%
| Hurbiturates i 1.4 Burglary 7S 528 2.0 10.7 10,4
| Amphatainiieg . te.2 Larcanyfthelt 45, 54.8 716 147 155
o Hullueinogens Ha Le,? Matgr vehicle theft 458 8.2 .4 18.8 11.2
j Mlerotn 5.1 t.9 Arson a7 56.4 6.4 5.7 218
| Eher .2 1.1 ; E patued §8.6 3.0 X 109 .4
fitulon property 54,7 41.% 16,7 fL3 31,8
‘Tiiz:zla:iﬁm:e & waek oF more [ur ui feast i)if:wr i,li"ﬁiic;‘t; 2.&;} R 5.5 97,7 218
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nmghetamines ond burbiturales in cambinniion, | Trullieking Gl.4 48,0 Jh1 E.Z 12,3
| Oiher drog 19.9 0.0 195 O L0.0
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Olher publie-arder 449 57.2 (W] 0.8 1.4
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*inglodes nonnegiigent manzioughier,
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Ameong those who commitled violent
offenses, aleohol use, sione or in
combination with other drugs, was
reported by about 40% of the inmates,
The use of drugs slone was more com-
mon among property offenders, espe-
cially those conyieted of lareeny/theft
or burglary, and smong drug offenders
than among violent or public~order
offenders. One exception was robbery,
where 42% of the offenders reporied
being under the influence of drugs,
along or in cambination with aleonol.

This high level of drug and gleshol
use by inmales was ais% found in the
1874 and 1979 surveys.” The level
of drug use in particular appears o far
exceed iha%reported By 1he general
populatios.

¥ietim inTormation

In 1988 inmates who had commitled &
violent offense were asked 1o desceribe
the sex, raee, and age of thair vielims
and their relotionship to the vietim,
Over halfl of the inmates reported their
vietim to be male snd two-thieds to be
white {fable 13). About two-fifths of
inmetes estimated their vietim's age as
25-3% years old. Over half of the
inmates reporied that they were
sirgngers to their vietim, and about &
quarier said that the vietlm was well
knowen to ithem. There were muliiple
viclims in about g fourth of the eases.

Sprisouers and Aleohsl, 148 Bullelu, NCJ-86723,
danunry 193 Prisoners pnd Srugy, BIS Dullaiin,
NC-97575, Moreh 1953,

bgun Hattonm Survey of Drug Abuset Sluin Findings,

Vietim charneteristies varied by the
type of olfense. Vietims of kidnaping,
ropg, and olher sexual assault, lor
example, were more likely to be women
than men, For each offense the majority
of offenders reported that their vietims
were while, wilh the exception of neg-
ligenl mansiaughier {48%). The orimes
with 1he bighest level of black vietim-
ization were murder {33%), negligent
mansleaghter (47%), and nssauit 37%).
The viclent erimes with the youngest
vielims were rape {62% under 25}, other
sexurl sagaull {74% under 18), and other
vinient offenses, which ineludes ehild
sbuse {#68% under 18).

The relationship of the offender aad
vietim also varied by the type of of-
fenge. In pvera Lhird of murders and
nearly hall of manslaughters, the vie-
titn wes well known 1o the offender.
Similarly, a third of papists and over
three-fifths of those convieted af other
types of sexual assault were well known
to their vielims, Kidnaping and rob-
bery, on the other hard, most oiten had
4 stranger as the vietim.

This information drawn from the re-
sponses of offenders is similar to the
patiern of responses that vietims give
in surveys of the genersl populstion,
For example, inmates convicted of vio-
lent erimes reported that they ware
complete strangers to their victims
57% of the time, while the National
Crime Burvey has reported that 46%
of viclent vielimizations involve com-
plete strangers.

Tyiotent Crime by Sireagers snd Noustrangers, R3S

1982, Hationa! Institate on Drug Abuse, Waghinglon,
G.C., 198).

Speeial Report, NCU-103T2, January 1087,

Methodology

The inmate surveys are conducted
using n sample of inmsates in State
correctiional facilities. The dals are
colleeted by the Burean of the Census
for the Bureau of Justice Statistiss.
The sample design is a stratified two-
stage selection with the probabilities
proporliongl o the size of the eorrec-
tienal faeility. In the First stage the
sample is selected independently from
two frames: the first For males only,
and a second 1o allow an oversample of
females. Within gaeh frame, facilities
are stratificd by type {prison vs. com-
munity corrections faeility} ond by
¢ensus region. In the second siage
interviewers visit each selected facility
and seleel s sampte of inmates vsing
predetermined sampling procedures. In
1878, 11,397 interviews were eonductied
at 21% prisons with » selected sample of
about 12,088 inmates. In 19488, 13,711
interviews at 275 faciiities were con-
dacled from a sample of about 15,860
inmates.

Based on these interviews estimates
of the entire inmate population ware
developed that used o weilghting fractor
derived [rom the original probability of
seiection in the sample. This factor ig
then adjusted for variable rates of
nonresponse and with twe different
ratio adjustments, The [irst ratic
sdjustment eccounts for sample
effects; the second is intended to
bring the sample populstion as closely
inio agreement as possible with the
iknown disteibution of the entire popu-
lation, Al comparisons presented in
this report are statistically signifiesnt
at the 95% confidence level.

Tablz BY. Charsetoristies of the viotims of these carverated in State prisens for violent erimes, 1908

Currgnt affense
tHegligont Diber
Viatim mon- sexual Other
clmroelaristios Totai Morder®™  slaughter K idnaping  Roege pssanll TNobbery  Assault vielant
Sax
Male 53.0% 6Y.5% T4.5% 28.8% 1.6% 17.8% ShAW 68.3% 42,1%
Fﬁs;ﬁ%ﬁﬁ 33.0 7.4 2.7 625 %1.9 80.5 4.4 24.7 47.3
Hath 4.1 3.3 2,4 8.7 1.3 2.4 4.3 1.0 12.7
Race
While G4.6% 67.9% 48.0% T1.0% 65, 4% 77.5% GE.7% 280 0.8%
Biack 7.5 32,7 7.4 i85 26,0 17.5 20,7 372 6.8
Giher 3.3 2.5 1.3 2.8 3.0 4. 1.7 2.8 Z.0
Miged™ Ry L4 L3 4.3 1.7 3 a8 1.5 3
Ape
Lesy Lo 18 yesrs 15.2% 3.7% 8.5 17.2% 1B.8% T4.1% 4.3% T 66.2%
1324 2.4 282 28.6 343 L4 125 23, 238 T
25-39 41.7 383 46,6 .1 0.0 1.8 48, EER: 5.8
4% anad older 24.5 KRR PR 3.4 a4 3.7 21, 13.2 7.4
Relationship to oilender
Well knows I8.1% 35,7% 45.8% 18.5% 31.3% 61.2% 5.5% 31.8% 98.2°%
Casual segupintance it.2 i3 138 L7 15.3 1.2 7. 4.8 16.4
Rnown By sight only 2.3 [0 .3 3.4 4.5 3.1 3. 8.7 J4
Siranger 56.3 43,2 18,3 §7.3 46.9 245 3t. 433 21,3
Offenze involved maitiple
vintims 26.6% 14.4% 1L.6% 5.4 14L9% 14,8% 3% 26.8% 21.4%
Blnuiudes norneglpent manslaughiss, Pror sases invelviag multiple victims.
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Criminal history was based on ihe
self-reports of inmates. Inmetes could
report on past probation sentences and
the offense(s) associated with their
firgt time on probation as juveniles and
as adults; incarcerations [or such jess
serious cffenscs us drunkenness, va-
grancy, and disorderly conduet; and
on prior incercergtions for other
offenses for up to 10 past inearcers-
tions. A recidivist is delined as aty
inmmals who reported a probation or
ingarceration sentence at any time in
the past.

Drug use history is alse based
direetly on the responses from in-
mates. Inmales ware asked 8 very de-
tailed set of guestions about each of 10
drugs. Drug use histories were deval-
opett by examining the responses to all
of the 10 sets of guestions, The drugs

that were specifically asked about were:

neroin or methadone; amphetaminegs and
barbiturates, alone or in cambination;
methagualone (Guaaludes); vocaine;
LED; PCP; and merijuana and hashish.
Aleohol use was examined in & separaie
set af guestions.

U.8. Department of Justice
Bureau of Justics Siatistics

Bureau of dustice Siatisties
Special Reports are pregared prin-
cipally by BJS staff, This report
was wrilten by Christopher A,
Innes. James J. Stephan provided
statisticnl review. The reporl was
edited by Frask . Balog. Mariiyn
Marhrook, publications urit ehief,
administered produetion, assisted
by Jeanne Harris and ¥Yvonne
Shields. The design and collection
of the data were directed by
phyllis Jo Baunach, formerly of
BJS. Date collection was garried
out 8t the Bureau of the Census by
Marilyn Monahan, Susan Shaeter-
Ryan, Gregory Wells, and Rita
Williamson under the supeevision
of Larry MeGinn, Gerirgde Qdom,
and Rabert Tinarl,
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