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Overview

Results from the National Judicial
Reporting Program (NJRP) indicate
that in 1986 State courts nationwide
convicted about 583,000 persons
of a felony — 507,000 (87%) were
men and 76,000 were women.
Approximately 103,000 men and
7,000 women were convicted of

a violent falony that year. Other
findings include the following:

o Among all felons convicted in
1986, about 344,000 (59%) were
white, 233,000 (40%) were black,
and an estimated 6,000 (1%) were
of other races (American Indian,
Alaska Native, Asian, or Paclfic
Islander).

® The average age of convicted
felons was 29 years. Half of all
felons were in their twenties when
sentenced.

® Nine percent of the cenvicted
women and 20% of the convicted
men had a violent conviction of-
fense. Among whites, 17% of
those convicted of a felony had a
violent conviction offense; among
blacks, 22%.

¢ Male felons were more likely than
temale felons (49% versus 30%)

to have received a prison sentence.
They were also more likely to have
received a death sentence for mur-
der or nonnegligent manslaughter
(2% versus one-tenth of 1%), and
were more likely to have received

a sentence to life in prison (1%
versus one-tenth of 1%).

¢ Men sentenced to State prison
had an average sentence length of
7 years, while women had an aver-
age prison sentence of 5 years.
Men were sentenced to local jail
for an average of 9 months, and
women, 6 months. Men's larger

proportion of violent conviction of-
fenses partly explains men's greater
likelihood of a sentence to incarcer-

atlon and longer average sentences.

® Equal percentages of whites and
blacks (2%) recelved the death
psnalty for murder or nonnegligent
manslaughter, and equal percent-
ages of whites and blacks (1%)
received a life sentence for a felony
conviction. Comparisons of other
types of sentences and other
measures of sentence length did
not reveal measurable differences
betwesn the races.

® The estimated 583,000 felons
werse convicted of about 900,000
felonies. About 74% of convicted
felons had one felony conviction
offense, 16% had two, and the
remaining 10% had three or more.
Felons with multiple conviction of-
fenses were more likely to receive a
prison sentence. Prison sentences
accounted for 41% of felons with
one conviction offense, 58% of
felons with two offenses, and 66%
of felons with three or more.

Natlonal Judicial Reporting
Program

The first National Judicial Reporting
Program (NJRP) report, Felony
Sentences in State Courts, 1986
(NCJ-115210), summarizes the
number of persons convicted of a
felony in State courts and the sen-
tences that they received. This
report describes characteristics

of convicted felons and compares
sentences for felons with different
characteristics.

In its initlal survey in 1986 the NJRP
recorded information on felony con-
victions In a nationally representa-
tive sample of 100 counties, whers
115 State courts heard felony
cases. The survey excluded Fed-

eral courts and those State or local
courts that did not try felony cases.
State courts accounted for 95%

of felony convictions in the United
States, and Federal courts account-
ed for 5%.

The survey included only offenses
that State penal codes defined as
felonies. Felonies are widely de-
fined as crimes for which prison
sentences of more than a year ma
be imposed. .

The 100 counties were in 37 States
and all regions of the country. De-
mographic profiles presented in this
report are based on cases where
demographic information was In-
cluded in the county records sam-
pled in the survey.

Given the limited number of States,
counties, and Individual conviction
cases in the 1986 survey, estimates
presented in this report are prelimi-
nary. The next survey, covering the
year 1988, was expanded to 300
counties and will improve the preci-
sion of estimates.

Factors influenclng senterices

Sentencing severity may be
measured by many criterila —

e Whether a felon was sentenced to
incarcaration or to a nonincarcera-
tion penalty liké probation, a fine,

or restitution.

¢ If sentenced to Incarceration,
whether a felon was sentenced to
State prison or local Jall,

o If sentenced for multiple charges,
whether a felon is to serve the sen-
tences concurrently (at the same

.time) or consecutively (one after

another).

® Sentence length.
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A varlety of factors may Influence
whether an offender receives &
more severe or [ess severe sen-
tence. Such factors include —

@ the seriousness of the conviction
offense

® the number of conviction charges

® whether the offense was com-
pleted or attempted

¢ the presence or extent of victim
Injury

® the use of a weapon

® the value of the property stolen

or damaged

@ the role of the felon as principal or
accessory

e the felon's specific intent
@ the role of the victim

o the prior criminal record of the
felon (all States have enhanced
penalties for repeat or chronic of-
fenders).

The NJRP survey was able to col-
lect data on only the first three of
these factors. Consequently, these
are discussed in some detall in this
report.

This report alsa examines the
relationship between sentencing
saverity and such demographic
characteristics as sex, race, and
age.

The box on page 10 discusses
standardization of sentences for
telons of different races — what
would the average sentences of
whites and blacks be if both races
had the same mix of offenses and
were sentenced in the same num-
bers in each State?

Offense serlousness
In the NJRP, felony conviction

offenses were combined into sight
offense categories:

® murder and nonnegligent
manslaughter

® rape

e robbery

e aggravated assault

® burglary

® larceny and motor vehicle theft
® drug trafficking

e other felonies,

The flrst six offenses correspond

to the FBI's Unifcrm Crime Report
(UCR) Index crires. Together the
eight categories form a measure of
offense seriousness, irom murder,
the most serious, to "other felonles,"
the least. The four violent offense
categories together are considered
to be more serious than the four re-
maining categories.

For analytical purposes and to
provide comparabllity with studies
based on index crimes, drug traf-
ficking is considered to be less
serious than the other specified
offenses. In cases of multiple
oftenses whers a felon was con-
victed of drug trafficking and an
Index crime, the Index crime was
taken as the most sefious.

State sentencing practices

State sentencing practices include
mandatory sentencing laws that re-
quire prison sentences for parsons
convicted of specified offenses,
statutes that define those offenses
punishable as felonies, laws that
specify sentence lengths, statutory
provisions that direct the application
of aggravating and mitigating clr-
cumstances, and the exercise of
prosecutorial and judicial discretion
in sentencing decisions.

Sentencing practices vary consider-
ably across the States. For exam-
ple, most States authorize the death
penalty for murder, while some au-
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thotlze a maximum penatty of life
Imprisonment, For robbery, Califor-
nla's penal code authorizes a maxi-
mum prison term of 6 years;
Oregon's code authorizes a 20-year
maximum term.

Variation in sentences may also
reflect State-to-State differences

in judicial expectations of the
amount of time that felons will
actually serve. When they Impose
sentences, judges may consider
how thelr State reduces sentences
through parole or good-time earned.

Convicted felon populations:
Sex, race, and age, 1986

In 1986 men comprised 48% of
the U.S. population age 18 or older
but 87% of the estimated 583,000
persons convicted of a feleny and

 94% of the approximately 110,000

persons convicted of violent offen-
ses — murder, rape, robbery, and
aggravated assault (table 1).' State
courts convicted about 507,000
males and 76,000 females of
felonies nationwide. An estimated
103,000 males and 7,000 females
were convicted of a violent felony.

In the aggregate the men's convic-
tion offenses were more serious
than the women's. Twenty percent
of male convictions were for violent
felonies, compared to 9% of the
femals convictions (table 2).

Larceny and "other felonles" to-
gether accounted for 71% of con-
victed women, compared to 47%

of convicted men. The compara-
tively large percentage of women
among persons convicted of larceny
(20%) accords with studies showing
that femals involvement In ctime Is
highest in theft categories. Arrest
Wiolent felonles Included murder, nonnegligant
manslaughter, rape, robbery, and aggravated
assauit. Other violant offenses, such as kidnap-

ing or sexual assault, were classified as "other
felonles.”




Table 1. Demographic characterlstics of persons convicted of felonles in State courts, 1986

Percent of convicted falons who were:

Most serlous Number of — Sek Race Age
convictlon offense convictions  Total Male Female White Black™ Other 14-19 - - - 0~ +
All 582,764 100% 87% 13% 59% 40% 1% 11% 53% 24% 8% 3% 1%
Murder* 9,854 100 91 9 51 46 3 9 47 32 7 4 1
Rape 19,685 100 99 1 63 a7 - 5 40 26 18 6 5
Robbery 42,305 100 94 6 47 53 - 18 59 19 4 - -
Aggravated assault 38,245 100 91 9 55 44 1 9 48 27 9 5 2
Burglary 102,683 100 96 4 61 38 1 20 62 14 3 1 -
Larceny® 91,092 100 80 20 61 38 ] 11 54 23 7 4 1
Drug trafficking 76,437 100 86 14 51 48 1 7 51 30 8 3 1
Other felonies 202,463 100 83 17 62 37 1 7 49 28 11 3 2

Note: Table figures on sex are based on 83%
of the estimated total 582,764 convicted felons;
figures on race, 66% of the total; figures on
age, 81% of the total. The first 6.-offenses are
UCR Index crimes and are listad in order of de-
creasing seriousness. Any person convicted

of multiple offenses that included any of the
Index crimes receied the offense designatinn
of the most serlous Index crime. Persons re-
ceived the offense designation of drug traffick-
Ing only if they waere not also convicted of one
of the Index crimes.

- Less than .5%.
*Includes nonnagligent manslaughter.
Yjncludes motor vehicle theft.

Percentof convicted felons who were:

Table 2. Persons convicted of felonles In State courts, by offense aind demographic characteristics, 1986

Mostserious Sex Race Age
conviction offense Total ale omale ite ac 14-19  20-29  30-39 40-49  50-59 60+
All 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Murder® 2 2 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 2 1
Rape 3 4 - 3 3 2 '3 4 7 7 14
Robbery 7 7 3 6 9 11 8 5 3 1 1
Aggravatedassault 6 7 5 6 8 5 6 7 7 11 8
Burglary 18 20 5 19 18 34 22 11 7 3 2
Larceny® 16 15 25 18 16 17 17 16 15 28 11
Drug trafficking 13 13 15 10 14 8 i2 16 13 15 13
Other felonies 35 32 46 36 30 22 31 39 46 38 50

Note: Table figures on sex are based on 93%
of the estimated total of 582,764 convicted
felons; figures on race, 66% of the estimated
total of 576,936 whites and blacks convicted

of a felony; figures on age, 81% of the
estimated total of 582,764 convicted felons.
For other definitions see note on table 1.

- Lass than .5%.
%Includes nonnegligent mansiaughter.
Blnciudes metor vehicle theft.

data indicate that while women ac-
count for less than 17% of adult ar-
rests, they account for 33% of

larceny arrests, 34% of forgery ar-
rests, 45% of arrests for fraud, and

36% of arrests for embezzlement.?
The relatively large percentage of
women convicted of "other felonles”
m..y be because fraud, forgery, and
emt;szzlement were among the
most common offensaes within this
summary category.

2Arrest data are from Crime in the United
States, 1986 (FB, 1687), pp. 176 and 178.

Blacks are 11% of the U.S. adult
population but 40% of the persons
convicted of felonles and 46% of the
persons convicted of the violent
crimes of murder, rape, robbery,
and aggravated assault (table 1).
In 1986 State courts convicted
about 344,000 whites and 233,000
blacks of a felony. (Note that few
county records contain information
on ethnicity — Hispanic versus
non-Hispanic. Consequently this
report is unable to analyze data
on ethnicity.)

An sstimated 17% of the whites
(58,000) and 22% of the blacks
{52,000) ware convicted of a violent
felony (table 2). These percentages
indicate that the conviction offenses
of blacks were in the aggregate
more serlous than those of whites.

Other races — American Indlans,
Alaska Natives, Aslans, and Pacific
Islanders — comprise about 3% of
the U.S. population but 1% of per-
sons convicted of a felony (table 1).
Because too few persons of other
races were in the survey to permit
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detailed analyses of thelr sentences,
they were not considered further.

The average age at sentencing for
those convicted of a felony in 1986
was 29 years. Mean and median
ages by conviction offense were as
follows:

Average age
in years
Mean Median

Murder 30 28
Rape 34 31
Robbery 26 24
Aggravated

assault 30 27
Burglary 25 23
Larceny 29 26
Drug

trafficking 30 28
Other felonies 30 28

Ages of convicted felons ranged
from 14 to 85 years, but most con-
victed felons (53%) were in their
twenties (table 1). By contrast, per-
sons In thelr twenties represented
22% of the U.S. population older
than 13. The percentage of convic-
tion offenses that were violent, an
indication of offense seriousness,
did not vary across the age cate-
gories. For each of the four young-
est age categories, about 18% of
conviction offenses were violent
felonies (table 2). Nor did the per-
centage of violent felonies for the
two oldest age categories differ
measurably from 18%. .(Measurable
diffarences are those that are not
likely to be the resuit of errors intro-
duced by the use of a sample.)

Sentences to State prisons
and local jalls

For nearly all conviction offenses,
the most severe penalty is incarcer-
ation in a State prison for a term
longer than a ysar. The next most
severe punishment is conflnement

in a local Jall, usually for no longer
than a year. Straight probation and
other sentences are considered less
severe than prison or jall sentences
because they typically do not In-
volve loss of liberty.

After conviction for a felony In 1986,
70% of the men and 50% of the
women were sentenced to incarcer-
ation. The 20-point difference in in-
carceration rates was primarily due
to a larger percentage of men (49%)
than women (30%) recelving a sen-
tence to State prison (table 3). No
measurable difference existed be-
tween the sexes In the percentage
recelving a jail sentence.

One reason that men received the
more severe sentences was that
their conviction offenses were more
serious overall. Another reason was
that convicted male and female
felons waere distributed differently
across the States, making them
subject to different State sentencing
practices.

Comparing the sexes after control-
ling for both offense seriousness
and State sentencing practices nar-
rowed the observed differences:

the difference in rates of sentencing
to incarceration dropped from 20
percentage points to 15; the differ-
ance in rates of sentencing to prison
dropped from 19 percentage points
to 15. Controlling for offense serl-
ousness and State sentencing prac:
tices thus eliminates less than halt
the difference between sentences
received by men and women. This
study was not able to assess the im-
pact of other legally relevant factors,
such as prior record.

An estimated 50% of blacks re-
ceived a prison senterce. The ‘
margin of error for this estimate was
too large to conclude that it was
measurably different from the
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estimate of 45% for whites.® Simi-
larly, there was no measurable dif-
terence between the races in the. -
percentage receiving an incarcera-
tion sentence (66% of whites and
69% of blacks) or in the percentage
recelving a Jall sentence (21% of
whites and 19% of blacks).

Consecutive versus concurrent -
prison sentences

Felons sentenced to prison for muiti-
ple conviction offenses made up
16% of persons convicted of a
felony In 1986. Such felons re-
celved a distinct term of confine-
ment for each conviction offense,
and the court decided whether the
sentences would be served consec-
utively or concurrently. For felons
with consecutive sentences, total
prison time equaled the sum of the
individual terms; for felons receiving
concurrent sentences, the total
prison time was the longsst sen- -
tence. ‘Thus, for the same set of
multiple convictions, consecutive
prison sentences are more severe
than concurrent sentences,

Among felons sentenced to prison
for multiple offenses, 24% received
consecutive sentences, and 76% -
received concurrent sentences.

There was no measurable differ-
ence between the sexes in the per-
centage recelving a consecutive
sentence (24% of men with multiple

3Given 343,831 whites and 233,106 blacks con-
victed of a falony in 1986, and given 1986 im-
prisonment ratas of 45% and 50% for whites.
and blacks respectively, blacks would constitute
43% of the total numbar of whites and blacks
antering State prisons in 1986. This Is much
larger than the 11% rapresentation of aduit
blacks in the general population. For a national
study that investigates the discrepancy between
blacks as a percentage of the general popula-
tion and blacks as a percentage of the prison
popuiation, see P. Langan, “Racism on trial:
New evidence to explain the racial composition
of prisons in the United States,” Journal of Crim-
inal Law and Criminology (Fall 1985), 76(3):666-
83.



Table 3. Types of sentences imposed by State courts,

by sex and race of felons, 1986

Most

sarious Percent of felons sentenced to:

conviction Incarceration Nonincarceration
offense Total total Prison  Jail Total Probation Other -
Male )

Al 100% 70% 49% 21% 30% 28% 2%
Murder® 100 95 93 2 5 4 1
Rape 100 88 75 13 12 10 2
Robbery 100 89 78 11 11 10 1
Aggravated assault 100 74 47 27 26 23 3
Burglary 100 74 54 20 26 24 2
Larceny® 100 67 43 24 a3 31 2
Drugtrafficking . 100 6 37 27 35 33 2
Otherfelonias 100 62 40 22 38 36 2
Female

All 100% 50% 80% 20% 50% 47% 3%
Murder® 100 95 88 7 5 5 0
Rape 100 75 58 17 25 25 0
Robbery 100 69 55 14 31 28 3
Aggravated assault 100 44 24 20 56 52 4
Burglary 100 70 41 29 30 28 2
Larceny® 100 49 3 18 5% 48 3
Drugtrafficking 100 53 31 22 47 46 1
Otherfalonles 100 48 25 21 54 50 4
White .

All 100% 66% 45% 21% 34% 32% 2%
Murder® 100 94 92 2 6 6 -
Rape ’ 100 89 76 13 i} 11 -
Robbery 100 88 80 9 11 10 1
Aggravated assault 100 73 44 29 27 25 2
Burglary 100 72 50 22 .- 28 | 27 1
Larceny® 100 61 87 24 ag a7 2
Drug trafficking 100 56 33 23 44 43 1
Otherfelonies 100 60 39 21 40 38 C 2
Biack

All 100% 69% 50% 19% 31% 28% 3%
Murder® 100 g5 93 2 5 5 -
Rape 100 91 83 8 . g . B 3
Robbery 100 88 7 1 12 11 1
Aggravated assault 100 66 47 19 34 30 4
Burglary 100 - 74 58 16 26 24 2
Larceny® 100 €9 48 21 31 29 2
Drug trafficking 100 67 41 26 a3 31 2
Otherfelonies 100 €0 39 21 40 36 4

Note: Table figures on sex are based on 93%
of the estimated total of 582,764 convicted
falons; figures on race, §6% of the estimated
total of 576,936 whites and blacks convicted of
a felony. For persons recelving a combination
of sentences, the sentence designation came
from the most serious penalty imposed -—

prison being the most serious, followed by Jail,
then probation. Prison includes sentences

to death. For other definitions see note

on table 1. .

- Less than .5%.

*ncludes nonnegligent manslaughter,
Bincludes motor vehicle theft.

conviction offenses compared to
21% of the women). The estimate
for women was based on a smali
sample.

No measurable difference separated
the races In the percentage recelv-
ing a consecutive sentence (28% of
whites versus 26% of blacks). Both
estimates were above the national
average of 24%, reflecting the fact
that consecutlve sentences were
more common in counties that were
able to provide information on the
defendants’ race.

Sentence lengths

Men recelved longer mean prison
and jall sentences than women:
prison sentences were 19 months
longer (83 months versus 64
months), and jall terms were 3
moenths longer (9 months versus 6
months). Men and women had no
measurable difference in average
sentences tc probation (47 months
for male felons versus 44 months
for female felons) (table 4).

Longer average sentences for men
were expected, given thelr more se-
rious offenses. An estimated 28%
of the men sentenced to prison had
a-violent conviction offense, com-
pared to 13% of the women (tabie
5). Among felons sentenced to jail,
15% of the men and 7% of the
women had a violent conviction
offense. However, among felons
placed on probation, no measurable
difference separated the percent-
ages of each sex that had violent
conviction offenses (11% of men
and 7% of women sentenced to
probation). '

Controlling for offense serlousness
and State sentencing practices re-
duced the sex difference in-mean
prison sentences from 19 months
t6 14 months and in mean jail terms
from 3 months to 2 months.
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Table 4. Mean sentence lengths for felony sentences
Imposged by State courts, by sex and race of felons, 1986

Most Maximum sentence length
serlous forfelons sentenced to:
conviction Incarceration
offense Total Prison Jali__Probation
Male

All 60 mos., 83 mos. 9 mos. 47 mos.
Murder® 217 224 22 84
Rape 129 180 11 55
Robbery 128 148 10 50
Aggravated assault 66 96 11 55
Burglary 57 75 10 56
Larcany® 32 46 7 43
Drugtrafficking 42 65 9 56
Otherfelonies 40 57 9 41
Feinale

All 42 mos. 64 mos. 6 mos. 44 mos,
Murder* 168 180 14 51
Rape 124 156 [ 46
Robbery 85 103 9 36
Aggravated assault Y4l 122 5 7
Burglary 54 82 15 43
Larceny® 28 42 ' 5 39
Drugtrafficking 43 65 8 46
Otherfelonies 32 53 5 44
White

All 62 mos. 88 mos. 8 mos. 46 mos.
Murder® 228 235 8 48
Rape 123 144 8 63
Robbery 182 178 1 46
Aggravated assault 59 94 7 48
Burglary 62 85 10 55
Larceny® 31 47 6 41
Drug trafficking 46 70 9 52
Other felonies 43 63 7 42
Black

All 59 mos, 78 mos. 9 mos. 60 mos.
Murder® 220 226 26 187
Rape 170 187 11 46
Robbery 111 127 10 54
Aggravated assault 72 97 11 87
Burglary 57 . 70 9 70
Larceny® 36 48 8 50
Drug trafficking 38 57 8 78
Otherfelonies 34 48 8 49

Table 5. Offense distribution of persons convicted
of felonles In State courts, by type of sentence
and sex and race of felons, 1686

Most
serious Percent of convictions
conviction Sex Race
offense Total Male  Female . White Black
Sentenced
toincarceration

All 100%  100%  100%  100% 100%
Murder® 2 2 2 2 3
Repe 4 5 - 4 4
Robbery 10 10 4 8 12
Aggravated assault 7 7 4 7 7
Burglary 19 21 7 21 19
Larceny® 15 14 24 17 16
Drug trafficking 13 12 16 9 13
Other felonles 30 29 43 32 26
Sentenced to prison

All 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Murder® 3 3 3 3 4
Rape 6 6 - 6 5
Robbery 12 12 6 10 14
Aggravated assault 7 7 4 6 7
Burglary 20 22 7 22 21
Larceny® 14 13 26 15 15
Drugtrafficking 11 10 15 7 11
Otherfelonies 27 27 39 31 23
Sentenced tojall

All 100%  100%  100%  100% 100%
Murder® - - - - -
Raps 2 2 - 2 1
Robbary 4 4 2 2 6
Aggravated assault 8 9 5 9 8
Burglary 17 18 . 8 20 14
Larceny® 17 17 22 21 18
Drugtrafficking 16 16 16 11 19
Other felonles 36 33 47 35 34
Sentenced to probaticn

All 100% 100%  100%  100% 100%
Murder® - - - " -
Rape 1 2 - 1 1
Robbery 3 3 2 2 4
Aggravated assault 6 6 5 5 8
Burglary 14 17 3 16 15
Larceny® 17 16 26 21 17
Drugtrafficking 15 15 15 13 15

Otherfelonles 44 41t . 49 42 40

Note: Table figuras on sex are based on 83% of the estimatad total of
565,025 convicted felons sentenced to prison, Jail, or probation and not
receiving a sentence to death or to life imprisonment; figures on race,
67% of the estimated total of 553,567 whites and blacks sentenced to
prison, Jall, or probation and not receiving a sentence to death or to life
Imprisonmaont. For other definitions see note on tables 1 and 3.
*Includes nonnegligent manslaughter.

®Includes motor vehicle theft.

Note: Prison includes sentences to death, Table figures on sex are
based on 93% of the estimated total of 570,351 convicted felons sen-
tenced to prison, jail, or probation; figures on race, 66% of the esti-
mated total of 563,067 whites and blacks sentenced to prison, Jall, or
probation. For other definitions sea note on tables 1 and 3.

- Less than .5%.

®Includes nonnegligent mansiaughter.
®lncludes motor vehicle theft.
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There was no measurable differ-
ence between the races in mean
sentences to the following:

White Black
Incarceration 62 mos. 59 mos.
Prison 88 79
Jail 8 9
Probation 46 60

Other factors influencing
sentencing

Offense seriousness can be gauged
by whether the crime was attempted
or completed and by whether the
sentence was for single or multiple
offenses. Completed offenses are
generally considered to be more
serious than attempted offenses,
and convictions for multiple charges
are considered more serious than

convictions for a single charge.®

Completed and attempted
offenses

Criminal law distinguishes between
completed and attempted crimes,
referring to the presence or absence
of certain elements in the criminal
act. For example, in a completed
rape, forcible penstration must have
taken place. In a complsted rob-
bery, taking of property is a neces-
sary slement. In a complsted
burglary, entry into the structure
must oceur.

4Another determinant of sentences recorded in
the NJRP Is method of case disposition as indi-
cated by whether the defendant pleaded guilty
or was convicted at trial. Convictions by trial
receive more severs sentences than convic-
tions by plea. Survey results on the mode of
disposition by typa of sentence will be summa-
rized in a future BJS report.

8These factors would not have helped to explain
sentence differences between the sexes or be-
tween the races. There was little variation be-
tween the sexes and between the races on the
percentage distribution of completed and at-
tempted offenses and on the percentage distrl-
bution of number of offenses. There was also
little variation betwsen the sexes and between
races on the percentage distribution of guilty
pleas and trials.

An estimated 95% of conviction
offenses were completed, and 5%
were attempted (table €). By defini-
tion, all murders are completed
crimes. Offenses with the largest
percentages of attempted ciimes
were rape (13%) and robbery
(14%).

An estimated 46% of felons con-
victed of completed offenses and
41% of those convicted of at-
tempted offenses recelved a prison
sentence (table 7). The mean
prison sentence for felons convicted
of completed offenses was 101
months, while the mean prison sen-
tence for attempted offenses was 83
months, These were not measur-
able differences, however.

Single verstis multiple conviction
offenses

The number of conviction offenses
ranged from 1 to 75. About three-
quarters of convicted felons had one

conviction offense only, while all oth-
ers had.two or more (table 8). The
nationally estimated 583,000 con-
victed felons were convicted of
about 900,000 felonias in 1986.

Table 7. Types of felony sentences
Imposed in State courts, by whether
offense was completed ¢ attempted,
1988

Most

serlous

conviction Offense

offense Total Completed Attempted
Al 100% 100% 100%

Prison 46 46 41

Jail 2t 22 28

Probation 31 30 29

Other 2 2 2

Note: Table figures are based on 80% of the
ostimated total of 582,764 convicted felons,
For other definitions see note on table 3.

Table 6. Felony convictlons In
State courts, by whether offense
was completed or altempted, 1986

Most

serlous

conviction Offense

offense Total Completed Attempted
All 100% 95% 5%

Murder* 100 100 0

Rape 100 87 13

Robbery 100 86 14

Aggravatad

assault 100 95 5

Burglary 100 94 6

Larceny" 100 97 3

Drug

trafficking 100 95 5

Other

felonies 100 96 4

Percentof

convicted felons,
Most by number of
serlous felony conviction offenses
conviction Three
offense Total One Two ormore
All 100% 74% 16% 10% .
Murder* 100 72 18 10
Raps 100 59 21 20
Rabbery 100 67 18 15
Aggravated
| assault 100 70 206 10
Burglary 100 63 24 13
Larceny® 100 79 18 @
Drug
trafficking 100 77 15 8
QOther

Note: Table figures are based on 90% of the
estimated totel of 582,764 convicted felons.
For other definitions see note on table 1,

*Includes nonnegligent manslaughter.
binciudes motor vehicla theft,

Table 8. Felons in State courte,
by number of conviction offenses;
1986 .

falonles 100 82 12 6

Note: Table figures are based on 94% of the
estimated total of 582,764 convicted felons. .
For other definitions see note on table 1.

*Includes nonnegligent manslaughter.
®Includes motor vehicle thaft.
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The number of conviction offenses
affected both the type of sentence
received and the sentence length.
In general, the larger the number
of conviction offenses, the more
severe the sentence. For example,
41% of felons with one offense
received a prison sentence, com-

" pared to 58% of felons with two

convictions and 66% of felons with
three or more offenses (table 9).

Mean prison sentences were about
5 years for felons with one offense,
8 years for felons with two offenses,
and 12 years for felons with three or
more offenses {table 10). Mean jall
sentences were 7 months for one
offense and 11 months for two or
more offenses.

Table 9. Convicted felons sentenced
to prison In State courts, by number
of conviction offenses, 1886

Percentof
convicted felons sentenced
Most to prison, by number
serious of felony conviction offensss
conviction Three
offense One  Two ormore
All 41% 58% 66%
Murder® 92 97 92
Rape 64 88 94
Robbery 70 82 95
Aggravated
assault 38 57 75
Burglary 47 60 71
Larceny® 38 47 83
Drug

trafficking 35 44 42
Otherfelonies 32 54 51

Note: Prison includes sentences to death.
Table figures are based on 95% of the estl-
mated total 265,100 felons sentenced to
prison. For other definitions ses note on ta-
bles 1 and 3,

*Includes nonnegligent manslaughter,

bIncludes motor vehicle theft.

There was also some indication that
probation terms increased as the
number of conviction offenses in-
creased. Probation terms had an
average of nearly 3 years and 8

months for one offense, 4 years and
5 muonths for two offenses, and 6
years and 4 months for three or
more offenses (table 10).

Table 10. Mean sentence lengths for felony sentences imposed
by State courts, by numbor of conviction offenses, 1986
Most Maximum sentence length
serlous for felons sentenced to:
conviction incarceration
offense Total Prison Jafl Probation
One conviction
offense
All 42 mos. 65 mos, 7 mos, 44 mos.
Murder® 180 188 21 51
Rape 87 108 10 55
Robbery 97 114 9 52
Aggravated assault 49 82 8 54
Burglary 40 57 7 56
Larceny® 26 39 6 40
Drug trafficking 36 60 8 50
Other felonies 30 48 7 39
Two conviction
offenses
All 73 mos. 92 mos. 11 mos. 53 mos.
Murder® 237 244 11 59
Rape 153 165 15 53
Robbery 117 124 12 39
Aggravated assault 83 107 16 75
Burglary 73 90 14 47
Larceny® 43 58 9 52
Drug trafficking 52 72 10 54
Other felonies 48 63 5 51
Three ormore
conviction offenses ‘
All 119 mos. 140 mos. 11 mos. 76 mos.
Murder® 325 333 16 277
Rape 229 237 12 50
Robbery 228 235 25 47
Aggravated assault 132 146 21 100
Burglary 97 112 7 67
Larceny® 56 74 9 66
Drugtrafficking 61 78 17 86
Otherfelonles 80 100 8 75
Note: Means exclude sentences to death to death or to life Imprisoniment. For other
or to life imprisonment. Table figures are definitions see note on tables 1 and 3.
basad on 95% of the estimated total of *Includes nonnegligent manslaughter.
585,025 felons sentenceql to prison, jall, . Bnclud hicle theft.
or probation and not receiving sentences neludes mator vehicle the
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For nearly every conviction offense
category, the most severe sen- .
tence a felon can recelve Is incar-
ceration in a State prison for a term
longer than a year. The major
exception is murder, an offense
punishable by death in 37 States
in 1986. NJRP data indicate that
an estimated 2% of men convicted
of murder or nonnegligent man-
slaughter received a death sen-
tence compared to one-tenth

of 1% of women. The larger per-
centage of men receiving the death
penalty may be attributable to
differences in the types of homl-
cides of which each sex is con-
victed. Men were convicted more
often than women of the type of
homicide that In 1986 was punish-
able by death, including murder
during the commission of another
crima such as rape (punishable

by death in 35 States) or kidnaping
(34 States), murder of a poiice offi-

Sentences to death and to life Imprisonment

cer (34 States), and contract mur-
der (35 States).*

NJRP.data on persons convicted of
murder or nonnegligent manslaugh-
ter revealed no difference between
the races In the percentage recelv-
ing a death sentence. In 1986 an
estimated 2% of whites and 2% of
blacks convicted of these crimes
received a death sentence.

Next to the death penalty, the most
severs punishment authorized in
State laws is life imprisonment.
Evety State has such lews. State
laws reserve life imprisonment for
persons convicted of the more seri-
ous crimes or convicted numerous
times for felonies. NJRP data indi-
cate that in 1986 State courts sen-
tenced nearly 5,000 offenders to
life imprisonment for a felony. A
larger percentage of males than
females received a sentence to life

imprisonment: 1% of males versus
ong-tenth of 1% of females. *The
slze of the difference between the
sexes could not be firmly estab-
lished from these estimates be-
cause the figure for women was
based on a small sample. Never-
theless, the direction of the differ-
ence was consistent with the
expectation that, because male
felons' offenses were generally
more serious than female felons'
offenses, a larger percentage of
men would receive life sentences.

Equal percentages of whites and
blacks received sentencss to life
Imprisonment — approximately
1% of both whites and blacks.

*More complete resdlts of the BJS analysis
of 1986 State capital punishment laws are in
Report to the Nation on Crime and Justice:
Second Edition, BJS; NCJ-105506, March
1988, p. 99.

‘Methodology

The first report of the NJRP, Felony
Sentences in State Courts, 1986
(NCJ-115210), contalns detalls on
numerous methodological aspects
of the survey, Including the follow-
ing: sampling, the targeted popula-
tion, names of the 100 surveyed
countles, and offense definitions.
Additional information relevant to
this report is provided below.

Data collected in the NJRP survey
were obtained from a sample and
not from a complete enumeration.
Consequently, a sampling error
(standard error) is assoclated with
each number in the report. In gen-
eral, if the difference between two
numbers Is greater than twice the
standard error for that difference,
there is 95% confidencae that the

two numbers are in fact different;
that is, the apparent difference Is
not simply the result of surveying a

‘sample rather than the entire popu-

lation. Similarly, if the difference be-
tween two numbers is greater than
1.6 standard errors, there Is 90%
confidence that the two numbers
are different.

Except where indicated otherwise,
all differences discussed in this re-
port were statistically significant at
or above the 90% confidence {evel,
When differences between two
numbers were below the 90% confi-
dence level, the two numbers were
described in the text as "not meas-
urably different." Statements of
comparison qualified by the phrase
"some indication" correspond to'dif-
ferencas whose standard errors are
in the range of 1.6 to 2.0 (or confl
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dence levels in the 90%-95%
range).

Estimates based on small samples
(less than 100 sample cases) were
generally not discussed because
such estimates tend to be unreli-
able. Where such estimates were
discussed, indication was given that
they were based on small samples.

- Sample size

The total sample numbered 51,594
cases. Not all cases had demo-
graphic characteristics. Data

on —

® sox were based on a reported
41,452 males and 5,148 females
® race were based on reported
cases of 15,013 whites, 15,145
blacks, and 251 persons of other
races

s



Sentences whites and blacks re-
celved In 1986 were not measur-
ably different, meaning that a high
chance existed that differences in
NJRP data actually raflected partic-
ular conditions of the sampled
countles and cases rather than

real differences for all sentences

in 19886,

Assuming that recorded differences
did accurately reflect real difier-
ences, an explanation for them was
sought through an investigation of
two legal factors that affect sen-
tences: offense seriousness and
State sentencing practices.

The NJRP survey recorded a 5-
percentage-point difference be-
tween the races in the percentage
recelving a prison sentence (50%
of blacks versus 45% of whites).
However, the offenses of blacks

Comparison of sentences received by felons of different races

were, in the aggregate, more serl-
ous than those of whites (22% of
blacks had a violent conviction of-
fense versus 17% of whites). Also,
blacks and whites were subject to
different State sentencing practices
insofar as blacks and whites were
distributed differently geographi-
cally across the sampled States.
Controlling for the two factors of
offense seriousness and State
sentencing practices narrowed the
raclal difference in percentages
receiving a prison sentence to 3
percentage points. Also, controlling
for the two factors completely elimi-
nated the 2-percentage-point differ-
ence in percentages recelving a jail
sentence (21% of whites versus
19% of blacks).

The NJRP survey recorded several
raclal differences in average sen-
tence lengths: prison terms of 88

months for whites versus 79
months for blacks, a difference of 9
months; Jail terms of 8 months for
whites versus 9 months for biacks,
a differance of 1 month; and proba-
tion terms of 46 months for whites
versus 60 months for blacks, a dif-
terenco of 14 months, After con-
trolling for differences In their
offenses and in their geographical
distributions, however, the racial
difference in prison terms was re-
duced from-3 months to & months,
and the racial difference In proba-
tion terms disappeared. Only the
1-month racial difference in Jail
terms remained unchanged.

The overall concluslon drawn from
the investigation Is that whites and
blacks received generally similar
sentences, once legally relevant
differences between them were
taken into account.

® age were based on reported
cases of 41,112 convicted felons.

Data on sex of defendants were
avallable from 93 counties (In 34
States), represe/iting 93% of the
estimated 583,(,00 convicted felons
nationwide; deiendant race data
were available from 67 counties

(in 29 States), representing 66%

of felons nationwide; defandant age
data were avallable from 82 coun-
ties (In 34 States), representing
81% of felons.

Characteristics of the sample

The cases In the total sample were
selgcted using a two-stage stratified
cluster sampling design. Counties
were selected at the first stage, and
individual convicted felons within
counties were selected at the sec-
ond stage.

Counties were placed Into six strata
for flrst-stage sampling purposes,
The probability of a county being
selected varied widely among strata,
from alow of 1 in every 179 coun-
ties to a high of 1 in every 1 (mean-
ing that every county in that stratum
was in the survey with certainty).
Counties selected from strata where
the probability of selection was low
were assigned a large sampling
weight (the inverse of their probabil-
ity of selection). As a result, such
counties exsrted a substantial effect
on the overall results.

Two examples were Republic and
Sedgwick, the two Kansas counties
In the sample. Bscause these two
countles had alarge first-stage
sampling weight, Kansas cases
accounted for about 17% of the
natlonally estimated total of con-
victed whites and 12% of the na-
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tionally estimated total of convicted
blacks. The example of Kansas
serves as a reminder that the sam-
ple used for the 1986 NJRP survey
was one of a large number of possi-
ble samples that could have been
used applying the same sample de-
sign and selection procedures, Esti-
mates derlved from different sam-
ples would differ from each other.

Standardization

Among the legal factors affecting
sentences are offense seriousness
and State sentencing practices.

In comparing sentences between
the races or the sexes, this report
attempted to remove the effects

of both of these factars through
standardization. Standardization
adjusts for the differences between
the sentences of the sexes or the
races because, for example, the



offenses of one race were In the
aggregate more serlous than the
offenses of the other or because
one race was more heavlly concen-
trated than the other in States with
more severe sentences.

Standardization was a two-stage
process that involved designating
one population segment as the
subject group and the other as the
comparlson group. The process
can be illustrated by the race exam-
ple. Blacks were designated the
subject group, and whites, the com-
parison group.

At the first stage, differences in
offense distributions known to affect
sentences were reduced by redis-
tributing the offenses of blacks to
make their offense distribution Iden-
tical to that of whites. For example,
in New York State, 9% of the whites
had robbery as thelr most serious
convictlon offense, compared to
23% of the blacks. After adjust-
ment, 9% of blacks in New York
State had robbery as thelr most
serlous conviction offense.

At the second stage, differences

in State sentencing practices known
to affect sentences were controlied
by redistributing blacks across the
States in the same proportions

as whites, For example, California
accounted for 8% of the total num-
ber of convicted whites but 13%

of the total number of convicted
blacks. After adjustment, California
accounted for 8% of the convicted
blacks.

Because State law governs many
sentencing practices, both first-
stage and second-stage standard-
1zation of resuits were done at the
State level rather than at the na-
tional or county level.

As a check on this standardization
procedure, State-level results were

compared with national-level and
county-level results. National-level
results in some cases differed sub-
stantially from State-level results.
In one case national-leve! results
masked differences between demo-
graphic sectors that were observad
In State-level results; in another
case national-leve! results indicated
large differences between sectors
that were not observed in State-
level results. No substantial differ-
ences were observed betwesn
State-level and county-level results.

Note that in this report, sentence
differences reduced through stand-

Standard error estimates

- ardization were. not tested to deter-

mine whether the reductions were
statistically significant.

Additional information

Besides the- methodological infor-
mation presented here, additional’
information-is presented elsewhere
In Natlonal Judictal Reporting

Program, 1986 (ICPSR 9073), the

codebook for the survey data. The
codebook and data set are avallable
from the National Archive of Crimi-
nal Justice Data by writing P.O. Box
1248, Ann Arbor, M| 48108, or
calling (800) 999-0960.

Estimates of 1 standard error for table 1

Most
serious
conviction Numberof - Sex Race
offense convictions Male ™ Female White  Black
All 69,208 4 4 4.7 4.6
Murder 1,349 1.5 1.5 7.7 7.2
Rape 3,462 N 4 641 6.1
Robbery 4,614 9 9 5.7 5.7
Aggravated assauit 4,705 1.8 1.9 4.6 4.6
Burglary 13,347 4 4 6.1 6.1
Larceny 12,867 1.4 1.4 4.2 4.2
Drug trafficking 7,763 9 8 6.1 6.1
Other felonies 28,808 1.0 1.0 4.5 4.4

Note: The standard error estimates for
number of convictions shown above Include
corrections to the standard error estimates

previously published In Fekony Sentences in
State Courts, 1986.

Estimates of 1 standard error for table 2

Most

serlous

conviction. Sex Race
offense Total Male Fomale White™ Black
Murder A 2 2 2. 2
Rape 3 4 0 5 3
Robbary 4 5 5 .6 8
Aggravated assault 4 4 1.0 4 5
Burglary N 8 N 1.1 1.2
Larceny 8 1.0 1.9 1.1 1.1
Drug trafficking 1.3 1.3 1.6 1.2 2.2
Other telonies 1.5 1.7 1.7 29 13
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Estimates of 1 standard error for table 3.

Most .

serlous Percentof felons sentenced to:

conviction incarceration Nonincarceration

offense Total _Prison_Jall Total FProbation Other

Male
All 30 33 29 3.0 3.2 4

Murder 1.5 1.7 7 1.5 1.5 A

Raps 28 3.2 1.8 29 23 1.0

Robbery 16 23 13 1.6 1.5 2

Aggravated assault 28 32 87 2.8 29 1.0

Burglary 2.7 3.6 41 2.7 2.7 7

Larceny 36 46 42 3.6 4.0 6

Drugtrafficking 44 29 34 4.4 4.3 4 ,

Otherfelonles 4.2 5.3 3.3 4.2 4.5 5

Female T
All 3.7 43 384 3.7 44 1.1 ‘

Murder 13 24 15 1.3 1.2 2 ‘

Rape 39 51 36 3.9 3.9 . o

Roboery 89 87 441 8.9 8.1 2.0

Aggravated assault 741 5.6 2.4 7.1 7.3 1.8

Burglary 57 841 8.0 5.7 5.6 1.1

Larceny 43 57 50 4.9 5.4 8

Drugrafficking 4.6 4.3 3.0 4.6 4.8 6

Otherfelonies 4.1 45 3.8 4.1 5.0 1.7

White -
All 4.9 57 46 4.9 5.3 N

Murder 29 34 6 29 29 A

Rape 3.0 44 27 3.0 2.8 A

Robbery 32 48 28 3.2 3.1 4

Aggravated assault 4.2 6.2 5.9 4.2 4.7 1.2

Burglary 3.7 59 6.6 a7 3.8 .8

Larceny 5.8 6.6 6.6 58 6.5 1.1

Drugtrafficking 5.9 46 3.6 5.9 5.9 5

Other felonies 6.2 7.4 4.7 6.2 6.6 6

Black
All 34 380 381 3.4 4,0 .8

Murder 1.6 1.6 4 1.6 1.6 4

Rape 24 38 1.7 2.4 1.0 1.8

Robbery 2.z 2.4 1.4 2.2 20 4

Aggravated assault 5.0 3.2 3.9 5.0 5.5 1.4

Burglary 26 25 37 2.6 28 1.0

Larceny 43 5.1 2.9 4.3 4.5 5

Drugtrafficking 4.7 3.1 57 4.7 5,1 9

Otherfelonies 5.1 6.0 4.4 5.1 6.2 1.3

*No cases.
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Estimates of 1 standard error for table 4
Most Maximum sentence length
sarious forfelons sentenced to:
conviction Tncarceration
offense Total Prison Jail Probation
Male

All 8.3 6.5 8 9.6
Murder 16.2 16.6 3.0 28.7
Rape 121 13.0 1.7 6.3
Robbery 131 13.9 k) 8.5
Aggravated assauit 6.2 6.6 23 12.2
Burglary 8.1 8.4 1.8 13.3
Larceny 38 38 i 9.6
Drug trafficking 4.4 6.6 1.0 15.6
Otherfelonies 4.2 3.4 1.0 ‘6.0
Famale

All 6.0 4.9 11 8.5
Murder 103 11.6 4.9 2.2
Rape 14.2 178 . 1.2 25
Robbery 12.1 13.4 1.8 6.6
Aggravated assault 273 38.3 1.2 32.7
Burglary 155 186 8.3 9.4
Larceny 5.7 5.1 1.2 7.0
Drug trafficking 8.1 14 2.1 8.9
Otherfelonies 6.0 7.0 1.1 7.2
White

All 7.4 5.2 9 9.0
Murder . 34.8 36.4 7 0.3
Rape 18.4 18.3 7 13.3
Robbery 20.6 336 22 12.2
Aggravated assault . 9.2 8.8 1.1 4.4
Burglary 111 8.3 3.2 10.5
Larcany 56 4.3 1.0 9.9
Drugtrafficking 9.7 13.0 1.8 13.0
Otherfelonias 54 3.4 1.0 7.8
Bilaok

All 4.2 4.1 -8 175
Murdar 18.3 19.1 5.6 584
Rape 20.0 19.6 1.6 4.1
Robbery 8.6 9.3 6 114
Aggravated assault 8.6 169 2.8 36.0
Burglary 9.0 10.1 1.7 256
Larceny 4.0 a7 8 14,7
Drug trafficking 4.7 6.1 1.0 25.0
Otherfelonies 5.4 4.2 1.5 9.8
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Estimates of 1 standard error for table 9

Most Percentof convicted felons

serlous sentenced to prison, by number

conviction of felony conviction offenses:

offense One Two __ Three or more
All 3.4 4.0 3.6

Murder 1.7 1.0 5.0

Rape 2.6 2.4 1.2

Robbery 2.5 3.2 1.4

Aggravatedassault 2.4 5.1 6.3

Burglary 3.0 6.0 5.4

Larceny 5.2 6.0 8.0

Drug trafficking 2.6 4.0 5.0

Other felonies 5.3 6.8 5.9

Estimates of 1 standard arror for table 10

Most Maximum sentence length
serious for felons sentenced to:
conviction Incarceration

offense Total Prison Jall Probation

Oneconviction offense

All 3.7 3.6 5 7.7
Murder 20.0 20,7 3.2 6.8
Rape 11.6 14,7 1.6 6.9
Robbery 74 6.6 6 8.0
Aggravated assault 5.0 6.6 1.2 13.8
Burglary 4.9 6.1 N 13.4
Larceny 3.7 3.7 6 7.6
Drugtrafficking 4.3 6.8 g 11.0
Other felonias 4.2 3.6 6 4.8

| Two conviction offenses

All 7.2 55 2.2 10.5
Murder 20.8 23,3 1.0 3.4
Rape 21.5 22,7 2.6 7.7
Robbery 10.8 11.5 1.5 6.3
Aggravated assault 14.0 16.5 5.4 18.4
Burgiary 12.8 11.0 6.3 8.1
Larceny 6.5 4.9 3.3 14,1
Drugtrafficking 6.1 8.0 2.1 16.1
Other felonies 6.1 5.1 5 9.3
Threeormore
conviction offenses

All 17.0 18.5 1.7 24.4
Murder 43.9 45.8 3.2 223
Rape 14.9 15.8 1.1 3.0
Robbery 62.1 63.7 10.0 3.9
Aggravated assauit 22.1 23.7 74 57.8
Burglary 14.6 13.0 2.0 24.0
Larceny 12.3 8.9 1.4 19.5
Drug trafficking 8i 10.1 7.0 35.5
Otherfelonias 18.0 22.0 1.9 18.1
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and other current data from the NCJRS
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SLM

For librarians
and researchers...

...BJS Selected Library in Microfiche and
Topical Bibliography from the National
Criminal Justice Reference Service

Libraries, research organizations, and universities now have access to the
full text of 284 documents prepared by the Bureau of Justice Statistics
(BJS), U.S. Department of Justice. The Bureaw of Justice Statistics
SLiM—produced in 1985 by the Justice Statistics Clearinghouse/NCJRS—
provides text of the entire set of documents published between 1971 and
1984 from the various BJS data series, including:

® National Crime Survey |,

® National Prisoner Statistics

@ Justice Expenditure and Employment Survey
® Computer Crime Series

® BJS Bulletins and Special Reports

® Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statistics.

A free Topical Bibliography accompanies your order.

Each copy of the SLiM is shipped with a copy of the Topical Bibliography
Publications of the Bureay of Justice Statistics, 1971-84, which puts at
your fingertips more than 200 reference sources and ideas on criminal
justice statistics issues and programs. The Topical Bibliography also serves
as an index to the SLiM and contains an informative abstract of each
document, as well as subject and title indexes to provide easy reference.

]

Order form Name
Title
. [ Yes! Please send me the Bureau of
%ustzcel %ttlz)tlzstzcs .%Lz]fll agd a free 5 Ageney
'opical Bibliography for $203.00 U.S. -
and Canada ($248.25 other foreign Address
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would like the Topical Bibliography, [J My check for is enclosed.
Publications of the Bureau of Justice v
Statistics, 1971-1984 (291 pages) for $17.50 _] Charge my VISA MasterCard
($18.50 Canada $22.50 other foreign )
countries). Card no. ___ Exp. date
{3 I'd also like information about other Signature
SLiM packages.
[ Charge my NCJRS Deposit Account no.
Return with your payment to: Justice
Statistics Clearinghouse/NCJRS, Dept. [ Government Purchase Order no.
F-AGB; Box 6000, Rockville, MDD 20850. (please add a $2.00 processing fee)




Bureau of Justice Statistics
reports
(revised December 1989)

Call toll-free 800-732-3277 (local
301-251-5500) to order BJS reports,
to be added to one of the BJS mailing
lists, or to speak to a reference
specialist in statistics at the Justice
Statistics Clearinghouse, National
Criminal Justice Reference Service,
Box 6000, Rockville, MD 20850.

B.JS maintains the following

mailing lists:

Law Enforcement reports (new)

Drugs and crime data (new)

Justice spending & employment

White-collar crime (new)

National Crime Survey (annual)

Corrections (annual)

Juvenile corrections (annual)

Courts {annual)

Privacy and security of criminal

history information and

information policy

Federal statistics (annual)

BJS bulletins and special reports

(approximately twice.a month)

® Sourcebook of Criminal Justice
Statistics (annual)

Single copies of reports are free; use
NCJ number to order. Postage and
handling are charged for bulk orders
of single reports. For single copies of
multiple titles, up to 10 tities are free;
11-40 titles $10; more than 40, $20;
libraries call for special rates.
Public-use tapes of BJS data sets
and other criminal justice data are
available from the National Archive
of Criminal Justice Data (formerly
CJAIN), P.O. Box 1248, Ann Arbor, M|
48106 (toll-free 1-800-999-09€0).

National Crime Survey

Criminal victimization in the U.S.:
1987 {final report), NCJ-115524, 6/89
1986 (final report), NCJ-111456, 9/88

BJS special reports:

Hispanic victims, NCJ-120507, 12/89

The redesigned National Crime
Survey: Selected new data, NCJ-
114746, 1/89

Motor vehicle theft, NCJ-109978, 3/88

Elderly victims, NCJ-107676, 11/87

Violent crime trends, NCJ-107217,
11/87

Robbery victims, NCJ-104638, 4/87

Violent crime by strangers and
nonstrangers, NCJ-103702, 1/87

Preventing domestic violence against
women, NCJ-102037, 8/86

Crime prevention measures,
NCJ-100438, 3/86

The use of weapons in committing
crimes, NCJ-99643, 1/86

Reporting crimes to the police, NCJ-
99432, 12/85

Locating city, suburban, and rural
crime, NCJ-99535, 12/85

The risk of violent crime, NCJ-87119,
5/85

The economic cost of crime to victims,
NCJ-93450, 4/84

Family violence, NCJ-93449, 4/84

BJS bulletins:

Criminal victimization 1988, NCJ-
119845, 10/89

Households touched by crime, 1988,
NCJ-117434,6/89

Criminal victimization 1887, NCJ-
113587, 10/88

The crime of rape, NCJ-96777, 3/85

Household burglary, NCJ-96021, 1/85

Measuring crime. NCJ-76710, 2/81

BJS technical reports:

New directions for the NCS,
NCJ-115571,3/89

Series crimes: Report of a field
test, NCJ-104615, 4/87

Lifetime likelihood of victimization,
NCJ-104274, 3/87

Response to screening questions in
the NCS, NCJ-97624, 7/85

Preliminary data from the National Crime
Survey, 1988 (press release), 4/89

Redesign of the National Crime Survey,
NCJ-111457, 3/89

The seasonality of crime victimization,
NCJ-111033, 6/88

Crime and older Americans information
package, NCJ-104569, $10, 5/87

Teenage victims, NCJ-103138, 12/86

Victimization and fear of crime: World
perspectives, NCJ-93872, 1/85, $9.15

The National Crime Survey: Working
papers, vol. l: Current and historical
perspectives, NGJ-75374, 8/82
vol. lI: Methodological studies,
NCJ-80307, 12/84, $9.50

Corrections

BJS bulletins and special reports:

Prison rule violators, NC.J-120344,
12/89

Capital punishment 1988, NCJ-118313,
7/89

Prisoners in 1988, NCJ-116315, 4/89

Recidivism of prisoners released in
1983, NCJ-116261,4/89

Drug use and crime: State prison
inmate survey, 1986, NCJ-111840,
7/88

Time served in prison and on parole
1984,NCJ-108544, 1/88

Profile of State prison inmates, 1986,
NCJ-109928, 1/88

Imprisonment in four countries, NCJ-
103967, 2/87

Population density in State prisons,
NCJ-103204, 12/86

State and Federal prisoners, 1925-85,
102494, 11/86

Prison admissions and releases, 1983,
NCJ-100582, 3/86

The prevalence of imprisonment,
NCJ-93657,7/85

Examining recidivism, NCJ-96501, 2/85

Correctional populations in the U.S.:
1987, NCJ-118762, 12/89
1986, NCJ-111611, 2/88
1985, NCJ-103957, 2/88

Hlstorlcal statistics on prisoners in State
and Federal institutions, yearend
1925-86, NCJ-111098, 6/88

1984 census of State adult correctional
facilities, NCJ-105585,7/87

Historical corrections statistics in the
U.S,, 1850-1984, NCJ-102528, 4/87

Census of jails and survey of jail inmates:
BJS bulletins and special reports:
Jail inmates, 1987, NCJ-114319,
12/88
Drunk driving, NCJ-109945, 2/88
Jail inmates, 1986, NCJ-107123,
10/87
The 1983 jall census, NCJ-95536,
11/84

Census of local jails, 1983: Data for
individual jails, vols. IV, Northeast,
Midwest, South, West, NCJ-112796-9;
vol. V, Selected findings, methodology,
sumpmary tables, NCJ-112795, 11/88

Our crowded jails: A national plight,
NCJ-111846, 8/88

Parole and probation

BJS bulletins:
Probation and parole:
1988, NCJ-119970, 11/89
1987, NCJ-113948,11/88
1986, NCJ-108012, 12/87
Setting prison terms, NCJ-76218, 8/83

BJS special reports:
Time served in prison and on parole,
1984, NCJ-108544, 1/88
Recidivism of young parolees, NCJ-
104916, 5/87

Children in custody

Census of public and j)sivate juvenile
_ detention, correctional, and shelter

facilities, 1975-85, NCJ-114065,
6/89

Survey of youth in.custody, 1987
(special report), NCJ-113365, 9/88

Public juvenile facilities, 1985
{bulletin}, NCJ-102457, 10/86
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Law enforcement management

BJS special reports:
Police departments in large cities,
1987, NCJ-119220, 8/89
Profile of State and local law
enforcement agencies,
NCJ-113949, 3/89

Expenditure and employment

B.JS bulletins:
Justice expenditure and employment:
1985, NCJ-104460, 3/87
1983, NCJ-101776, 7/86

Anti-drug abuse formula grants: Variable
pass-through data, tiscal 1990 (BJS
technical report), NCJ-120070, 12/89
Justice expenditure and employment:
1985 {full report), NCJ-106356, 8/89
Extracts, 1982 and 1983, NCJ-106629,
8/88

Extracts, 1980 and 1981, NCJ-96007,
6/85

1971-79, NCJ-92596, 11/84

‘Courts

BJS bulletins:

Felony sentences in State courts,
NCJ-1156210,2/89

Criminal defense for the poor, 1986,
NCJ-112919, 9/88

State felony courts and felony laws,
NCJ-106273, 8/87

The growth of appeals: 1973-83 trends,
NCJ-96381, 2/85

Case filings in State courts 1983
NCJ-95111,10/84

8JS special reports:

Felony case-processing time, NCJ-
101985, 8/86

~alony sentencing in 18 local jurisdic-
tions, NCJ-97681, 6/85

The prevalence of gullty pleas, NCJ-
96018, 12/84

Sentencing practices in 13 States,
NCJ-95399, 10/84

Sentencing outcomes in 28 felony
courts, NCJ-105743, 8/87 .

National criminal defense systems study,
NCJ-94702, 10/86

The prosecution of felony arrests;
1986, NCJ-113248, 6/89
1982, NCJ-106990, 5/88
1981, NCJ-101380, 9/86, $7.60
Felony laws of the 50 States and the
District of Columbia, 1986,
NCJ-105066, 2/88, $14.70
State court model statistical dictionary,
Supplement, NCJ-98326, 9/85
1st edition, NCJ-62320, 9/80

Privacy and security

Compendium of State privacy and securlty
legislation:
1987 overview, NCJ-111097, 9/88
1987 full report {1,497 pages,
microfiche $2, hard copy $145),
NCJ-113021,9/88

Criminal justice information policy:

Strategies for improving data quality,
NCJ-115339, 5/89

Public access to criminal history record
information; NCJ-111458, 11/88

Juvenile records and recordkeeping
svstems, NCJ-112815, 11/88

Autamated fingerprint identification
systems: Technology and policy
issues, NCJ-104342, 4/87

Criminal justice “hot" files,
NCJ-101850, 12/86

Crime controt and criminal records
(BJS special report), NCJ-831786,
10/85

State criminal records repositories
(BJS technical report), NCJ-89017,
10/85

Data quality of criminal history records,
NCJ-98079, 10/85

Victim/witness legistation: An over-
view, NCJ-94365, 12/84

Proceedings of BJS/SEARCH
conference!

Open vs. confidential records,
NCJ-113560, 11/88
Data quality policies and.
procedures, NCJ-101849, 12/86

Computer crime

BJS special reports;
Electronic fund transfer fraud, NCJ-
96666, 3/85
Electronic fund transfer and crime,
NCJ-92650, 2/84

Electronic fund transtfer systems fraud,
NC.J-100461, 4/86

Electronic fund transfer systems and
crime, NCJ-83736, 9/82

Expert witness manual, NCJ-77927, 9/81,
$11.50

Federal justice statistics

Compendium of Federal justice statistics
1984, NCJ-1128186, 9/89

The Federal civil justice system (BJS
bulletin), NCJ-104769, 7/87

Employer perceptions of workplace
crime, NCJ-101851, 7/87, $6

Federal offenses and offenders

BJS special reports:

Federal criminal cases, 1980-87,
NCJ-118311,7/89

Drug law violators, 1980-86, NCJ-
111763, 6/88

Pretrial release and detention:
The Bail Reform Act of 1984,
NCJ-109929, 2/88

White-collar crime, NCJ-106876, 9/87

Pretrial release and misconduct, NCJ-
986132, 1/85

BJS bulletins:
Bank robbery, NCJ-94463, 8/84
Federal drug law violators, NCJ
92692, 2/84

General

8JS bulletins and special reports:

Criminal cases in five states, 1983-86,
NCJ-118798, 9/89

international crime rates, NCJ-1107786,
5/88

Tracking offenders, 1984, NCJ- 109686
1/88

BJS telephone contacts ’87, NCJ-
1029089, 12/86

Tracking offenders: White-collar crime,
NCJ-102867, 11/86

Police employment and expenditure,
NCJ-100117, 2/86

Sourcebook of criminal justice statistics,
1988, NCJ-118318, 9/89

BJS data report, 1988, NCJ:116262, 5/89
BJS annual report, fiscal 1988, NCJ-
115749, 4/89

Sourcebook of criminal justice statistics,

1987, NCJ-111612,9/88

Report to the Nation on crime and
justice:
Second edition, NCJ-105506, 6/88
Technical appendix; NCJ-112011,
8/88
Drugs & crime data:

Drugs & crime data center &
clearinghouse brochure, BC-000125,
11/89

Drugs and crime facts, 1988,
NCJ-118312, 9/89

Rolodex card, 800-666-3332, 8/88

Criminal justice microcomptuter guide
and software catalog, NCJ-112178,

8/88

Proceedings of the third workshop on law
and justice statistics, NCJ-112230,

7/88

Pubiications of BJS, 1971-84, 10/86:

Topical bibliography, TB030012,
$17.50

Microfiche library, PRO30012, $203,00

National survey of crime severity, NCJ-

96017, 10/85

Criminal victimization of District of

Columbia residents and Capitol Hill

employees, 1982:83, NCJ-97982;

See order form
on last page




Please put me on the mailing list for— '

0O Law enforcement reports—national
data on State and local police and
sheriffs’ departments: operations,
equipment, personnel, salaries,
spending, policies, programs

0O Federal statistics—data describing
Federal case processing, from inves-
tigation through prosecution,
adjudication, and corrections

O Drugs and crime data—sentencing
and time served by drug offenders,
drug use at time of crime by jail
inmates and State prisoners, and
other quality data on drugs, crime,
and law enforcement

O Justice expenditure and employment
reports—annual spending and
staffing by Federal/State/local
governments and by function
(police, courts, etc.)

0 White-collar crime—data on the
processing of Federal white-collar
crime cases o

O Privacy and gecuyrity of criminal

O Corractions reports—results of
sample surveys and cenisuses of jails,
prisons, parole, probation,.and other
corrections data ‘

history information and information [ National Crime Survey reports—the

policy-——new legislation; maintaining
and releasing intelligence and inves-
tigative records; data quality

issues

O Juvenile corrections reports—
juveniles in custody in public and
private detention and correctional
facilities -

0 BJS bulletins and special reports—
timely reports of the most current
justice data

O Prosecution and adjudication in
State courts—~case processing from
prosecution through court disposi-
tion, State felony laws, felony
sentencing, criminal defense

only regular national survey of
crime victims

0O Sourcebook of Criminal Justice
Statistics (annual)—broad-based
data from 150+ sources (400+ tables,
100+ figures, subject index,
annotated bibliography, addresses
of sources)

[J Send me a form to sign up for NCJ
Reports (free 6 times a year), which
abstracts both private and
government criminal justice
publications and lists upcoming
conferences and training sessions
in the field.

To be added to any BJS
mailing list, please copy
or cut out this page, fill
in, fold, stamp, and mail
to the Justice Statistics
Clearinghouse/NCJRS.

You will receive an annual
renewal card. If you do not
return it, we must drop you
from the mailing list.

Name:
- Title:
Organization:

Street or box:

City, State, Zip:

Daytime phone number: ()

Criminal justice interest:

To order copies of recent
BJS reports, check here OJ
and circle items you want
to receive on other side

of this sheet.

Put your organization
and title here if you

used home address above:

U.S. Department of Justice
Office of Justice Programs
Bureau of Justice Statistics
Washington, D.C. 20531

FOLD, SEAL WITH TAPE. AND STAMP

Place
tst-class
stamp
here

Justice Statistics Clearinghouse/NCJRS

U.S. Department of Justice
Box 6000
Rockville, MD 20850




Drugs & Crime Data

Data Center & i
Clearinghouse for i
Drugs & Crime %,

lllicit drugs—
Cuitivation to
consequences

The worldwide drug business

Cultivation & production
Foreign
Domestic

Distribution
Export
Transshipment
Import into US.

Finance
Money laundering
Profits

The fight against drugs

Enforcement
Border interdiction
Investigation
Seizure & forfeiture
Prosecution

Consumption reduction
Prevention
Education
Treatment

Consequences of drug use

Abuse
Addiction
Overdose
Death

Crime
While on drugs
For drug money
Trafficking

Impact on justice system

Social disruption

Major heroin smuggling routes into the United States
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The Data Center & Clearinghouse
for Drugs & Crime is funded by
the Bureau of Justice Assistance
and directed by the Bureau of
Justice Statistics of the U.S.
Department of Justice.

One free phone call can give you access
to a growing data base on drugs & crime

The new Data Center & Clearing-
house for Drugs & Crime is managed
by the Bureau of Justice Statistics.
To serve you, the center will —

« Respond to your requests
for drugs and crime data.

o Let you know about new drugs and
crime data reports.

e Send you reports on drugs and crime.

« Conduct special bibliographic
searches for you on specific drugs
and crime topics.

¢ Refer you to data on epidemiol
ogy, prevention, and treatment of
substance abuse at the National
Clearinghouse for Alcohol and Drug
Information. of the Alcohol, Drug
Abuse, and Mental Health Adminis-
tration.

o Publish special reports on subjects
such as assets forfeiture and seizure,
economic costs of drug-related

crime, drugs and violence, drug laws
of the 60 States, drug abuse and
corrections, and innovative law
enforcement reactions to drugs and
crime.

e Prepare a comprehensive, concise
report that will bring together a rich
array of data to trace and quantify
the full flow of illicit drugs from
cultivation to conseguences.
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Major cocaine smuggling routes
into the United States

DEA Quarterly
intelligence Trends

Call now and speak to a specialist
in drugs & crime statistics:

1-800-666-3332

Or write to the Data Center &
Clearinghouse for Drugs & Crime
1600 Research Boulevard
Rockvilie, MD 20850





