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Overview

In 1986 State courts nationwide sen-
tenced to probation an estimated
306,000 convicted felons, representing
53% of all persons convicted of a felony
offense. Probation sentences averaged
about 4 years In length. These findings,
trom the National Judiclal Reporting Pro-
gram (NJRP) of the Bureau of Justice
Statistics (BJS), are the results of a
national survey of sentencing in State
felony courts. Other results are as
follows:

¢ An estimated 40% of all probationers
were required to serve some amount of
time in jall or prison in addition to thelr
probation sentence. Jail time averaged
6 months. Prison time averaged 4 years.

® Nearly half of ali probationers (48%)
had some additional collateral penality
such as a fine, restitution to the victim,

or compulsory participation in a treatment
program. Only 18% of those receiving
sentences other than to probation (jail,
prison, and other) had any collateral
penalty imposed.

e Victim restitution was the most com-
mon additional penaity. An estimated
36% of probationers were ordered to pay
restitution. An estimated 18% wers
fined, and 17% were ordered to seek
treatment in a drug rehabilitation pro-
gram, a psychological counseling pro-
gram, or some other treatment program.

® Violent offenders were less likely than
nonviolent offenders to receive a proba-

_ tion sentence. An estimated 66% of vio-
lent oftenders received a prison or jail
sentence without probation, compared to
41% of nonviolent offenders. Thirty-two
percent of the convicted violent offenders
were placed on probation, compared to
57% of nonviolent offenders.

® The average age of probationers was
28 years. Females made up 16% of all
telons placed on probation. Whites were
60% of probationers, and blacks were

- 38%.

National Judiclal Reporting Program

This report Is the fourth in a serles based
on a 1986 survey conducted under the
NJRP. The first, Felony sentences In
State courts, 1986 (NCJ-115210), de-
scribes the number of persons convicted
of a felony offense In State courts and
the sentences they received, The sec-
ond, Profile of felons convicted in State
courts, 1986 (NCJ-120021), describes
convicted felons' age, race, sex, and
other characteristics, and compares sen-
tences for felons with different character-
istics. The third, Felony case processing
in State courts, 1986 (NCJ-121753), de-
scribes the number of felans convicted
by trial and by guilty plea in State courts,
compares sentences bstween these dif-
ferent conviction methods, and describes
the length of time the criminal justice sys-
tem takes to process felony conviction
cases.

This report focuses on a particular type
of sentence in State courts — probation.
It is the most common sentence — mote
common than either prison sentences or
jail sentences — yet it is the least well
documented in national surveys. De-
tailed national data on prison and Jall
sentences have long been available, but
historically no detailed national data have
existed on basic questions about proba-
tion, such as —

How many felons are sentenced
to probation in the United States?

For which types of crimes are felons
sentenced to probation?

What ars the demographic characteris-
tics of probationers?

Answers to questions such as these are
avallable In the 1986 national survey con-
ducted under the NJRP. For its initial
phase In 1986, the NJRP recorded infor-
matlon on felony convictions In a sample
of State courts in 100 countles selected
to be reprasentative of the Unlited States,
The survey excluded Federal courts and
those State or local courts that did not try
felony cases. State courts account for
95% of felony convictions in the United
States,; and Federal courts account for
5%.

The survey included only offenses that
State penal codes defined as felonles.
Felony offenses are widely dsfined as
crimes for which a prison sentence of
more than a year may be imposed.

Given the limited number of countles and
conviction cases, survey estimates pre-
sented in this report have relatively large
standard errors (see Methodology and
standard error tables, pp. 11-16). Inthe
next phase of the NJRP, data collection
will be expanded to 300 counties to im-
prove the precision of estimates.

Comparisons with other BJS reports

Survey results on probation shown in this
report differ from results in earlier BJS
reports from the 1986 NJRP survey. The
term "probation” in those reports referred
only to sentences to straight probation —
that is, probation without any amount of
time to be served In prison or jail. The
term Is used mare broadly in this report
and encompasses both straight probation
and split sentences — sentences that in-
clude both probation and a term of con-
finement in sither a prison or a jail.

- Felons Sentenced to Probation in State Courts, 1986 1




Number and types of probation
sentences

A judga sentencing a felon to probation
sets conditions under which the felon
may remain free in the community,
specifies the duration of the probationary
-period, Imposes any collateral penalties,
and determines whether the probation
will be supervised or unsupervised. Dur-
ing 1986 about 53% of persons convicted
and sentenced for a felony were placed
on probation (table 1). The nonproba-
tioners primarily received a prison or jail
sentence. (Jail sentence means incar-
ceration in a local jall for 1 year or iess;
and prison sentence refers to incarcera-
tion in a State prison for more than 1
year.)

Probation was most frequent for the
property crimes of burglary and larceny
and for drug trafiicking and least com-
mon for the violent crimes of murder,
rape, robbery, and aggravated assault.

Stralght probation versus
split sentences

About 40% of probation cases — 21%
of all convictions — were split-sentence
cases (table 2). Split sentences were
more likely to involvs Jail incarceration
than prison incarceration (table 1). Most
nonprobation cases were sentenced to
prison.

Split sentences include a varisty
of forms:

Shock probation — a brief term in a State
prison followed by a fong period of proba-
tion. About 4% of probation cases in-
cluded a brief prison term (a year or
fess). Probation plus the imposition of a
prison term of more than a year ac-
counted for 8% of probation cases.

Table 1. Estimated number of felony convictions in State courts,

by type of sentence, 1986

Percentof felony convictions by:

1986 felony Bentence Offense

Mostserious convictions within offense within sentence
conviction Pro- Pro- Nopro- Pro- No pro-
offense Total bation  Total bation baton Total bation  bation

All 582,764 306,303 100% 53% 47% 100% 100% 100%
Murder® 9,854 901 100 9 91 2 ° 3
Rape 19,685 5,386 100 27 73 3 2 5
Robbesry 42,305 10,593 100 25 75 7 3 12
Aggravated

assault 38,245 18,126 100 47 53 7 6 7
Burglary 102,683 51,487 100 50 50 18 17 19
Larceny® 91,082 49,951 100 55 45 16 16 15
Drug

trafficking 76,437 47,851 100 62 38 13 16 10
Other

felonles 202,463 122,103 100 60 40 35 40 29

Note: The first 6 offenses are UCR index
crimes and are listed in order of decreasing
sericusness. Any person convicted of muitiple
offenses that included any of the Index crimes
raceived the offense designation of the most
serious Index crime. Persons received the of-
fense designation for drug trafficking only if
they were not also convicted of one of the
Index crimes. In this table persons are
counted as probation cases so long as their

sentence included probation and without re-
gard to whether a term of incarceration was
also included. Sentence type was known in
99% of cases. Conviction offense was known
in 100% of casas. Detail may not add to
100% because of rounding.

*Less than 0.5%.

“Includes nonnegligent mansiaughter.
bIncludes motor vehicle theft,

Table 2. Percent offelony convictions in State courts,
by type of sentence to probation or incarceration, 1986

Percantoffelony convictions by type of:

‘Probation sentence

Nonprobation sentence

Mostserious Splitsentence —Incarceration
conviction Straight Prls- Noincar- Tls-
offense probation  Total on Jall  ceration Total on  Jall
Al 31% 21% 6% 5% 2% 45% 39% 6%
Murder® 4 5 3 2 1 90 89 1
Rape 10 17 7 10 2 71 68 3
Robbery 12 18 5 8 1 74 4! 3
Aggravatedassault 26 21 4 17 3 50 41 9
Burglary . 25 25 10 15 1 49 4 5
Larceny® 34 21 5 16 2 43 34 9
Drug trafficking 34 28 8 20 1 37 30 7
Other felonies 40 20 4 16 2 38 32 6

- Note: For other definitions ses note on table 1.

*Includes nannegligent manslaughter.

®Includes motor vehicle theft.
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Jall sentence — the judge imposes a jail
term in connection with the probation
sentence. Often the jall term is served
before the probation term begins, but
sometimes the jail term and the probation
term overlap, as when the probationer
serves a number of weekends in jail as a
requirement of probation. The inclusion
of a jail term was the result in 28% of
probation cases.

Partially suspended prison sentence— a
regular State prison sentence suspended
with probation during the suspended por-
tion. While the felon is on probation, the

judge retains authotity to return the felon
to prison. The NJRP survey did not col-

lect detalls on partially suspended prison

sentences.

Coliateral penalties

Probation sentences may Include collat-
eral penalties such as restitution to the
victim, compulsory participation in a drug
treatment program, or payment of a fine.'
Of ali felons placed on probation in 1986,
nearly half (48%) had a collateral penalty
with their probation sentencs (table 3).
Felons recelving split sentences and
those recslving straight probation were
equally iikely to have a collateral penalty;
howsver, about 18% of nonprobation
cases had a collateral penalty.

The most frequent type of collateral
penalty was restitution, levied against
36% of probationers and 14% of nonpro-
bationers. Convicted burglars sentenced
to probation received this type of penalty
52% of the time, and convicted
larcenists, 44%. The percentage of
cases sentenced to collateral penalty
varles amang the offense categories, but
these percentages are too highly variable
for differences among them to be meas-
urable.

"Many of the jurisdictions that submitted comput-
arized data wara unable to provide data on collat-
aral penalties. See Methodology for details.

While collateral penalties do not occur
exclusivsly in probation cases, judges do
use them more frequently in conjunction
with probation than with other types

of sentences. In all categories consid-
ered — restitution, fine, and treatment —
the percentages are higher in probation
than nonprobation cases.

Tabie 3. Parcentof felony convictions In State courts,
by type of collateral penalty and sentence, 1866

Percant offelony convictions recaiving:

Percent of all cases 100% 66%

Most serious No col Collat-
conviction lateral aral Resti- Treat-
offense Total  penalty  penalty tution  Fine ment
Probation cases

All 100% 52% 48% 36% 18% 17%
Murder® 100 83 17 13 2 6
Rape 100 53 47 16 11 47
Robbery 100 60 40 32 13 12
Aggravated assault 100 51 49 38 19 24
Burglary 100 46 54 52 1 19
Larceny® 100 54 46 44 12 1
Drugtrafficking 100 56 44 20 29 22
Otherfelonies 100 51 48 a3 22 16
Nonprobation cases

All 100% 82% 18% 14% 5% 2%
Murder® 100 93 7 2 6 3
Rape 100 81 19 7 3 12
Robbary 100 89 11 9 1 3
Aggravated assault 100 83 17 12 4 2
Burglary 100 83 17 16 3 3
Larceny® 100 81 18 20 4 1
Drug trafficking 100 81 19 4 10 1
Otherfelonles 100 7 23 17 9 1

34% 26% 12% 10%

Note: Detall does not add to total because cases
with more than one type of collateral penalty are
counted more than once. For other definitions, ses
note on table 1. Collateral penalty was known in at
least 70% of cases: Restitution was known

In 76%, fine in 87%, and treatment in 71%.

®includes nonnegligant manslaughter,
bincludes motor vehicle theft.
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Probation normally entalls supervision of
the probatlonsr by the court or, for most
aduit probation cases, by an administra-
tive agency. According to a sample sur-
vey of 1983 felony convictions conducted
by the Natlonal Assoclation of Criminal
Justice Planners (NACJP), agency su-
pervision accounted for nearly 90% of all
probationers.? All but nine States now
use nonjudicial supservision. These pro-
bation agencies, often part of a State's
department of corractions, collect fines,
restitution, and costs relating to trial or
supervision.® (See the box on this page
for more information from the NACJP
probation study.)

2 A sentancing postscript: Felony probationers
under supervision in the community (Washington:
National Assoclation of Criminal Justice Planners,
April 1986), p. 25,

3 Probation and parole directory (College Park, Md.:
American Correctional Assoclation, 1989), appendix
A. The nine jurisdictions with judicial supervision
are Arizona, Coloredo, tha District of Columbla,
Hawali, lllinois, Indiana, Kansas, New Jersey, and
South Dakota. Ohlo cases are divided among the
courts, the parole board, and county probation de-
partments.

Outcomes of probation

An earlier BJS-sponsored survey of
telony sentencing collected Information
on how probationers fared on proba-
tion, reported In A sentencing
postscript: Felony probationers under
supervision In the community. Approx-
imately 3,000 convicted State felons
were sampled to represent 10,400 per-
sons sentenced in 1983 to prabation In
16 counties throughout the Nation,
Survey questionnaires wers filled out
by probation officers about 2 to 3 years
after the time of sentencing. They
were asked whether the probationer
had satisfied the conditions the court
had imposed. Of all probationers in the
survey —

55% were stillon probation
21% had completed probation
9% had absconded
14% had probation revoked
1% were in some other status.

Many of the probationers had failed to
satisfy thelr probation conditions (had
not paid a fine, had not performed com-
munity service). Absconded and re-
voked probationers together accounted
forthe majority of these failures.

Other major findings were the following:

¢ 23% of felony probationers were
ordered by the court to participate

In a drug or alcohoi treatment program.
Of these probationers —

37% had satlsfled the order

26% were making progress

38% were either making no progress
or, more commonly, had falled
to satisfy the order.

* 14% of felony probationers were oi-
dered by the court to submit to drug
testing. Of thase prebationers —

42% had satlsfled the order

27% were making progress

31% were elther making no progress
or, more commonly, had failed
to satisfy the order.

* 9% of felony probationers were or-
dered by the court to perform commu-
nity service. Of these probationers —

33% had satisfied the order

30% were making progress

37% were either making no progress
or, more commonly, had failed
to satisfy the order.

° Altogether, 67% of felony probationers
were ordered by the court to make one or
more type of financial payment. The
type of payment and the percentage or-
dered to make each type were—

7%fine
32% courtfees
34% probation supervision costs
28% restitutionto the victim
13% victim compensation fund
9% other.

+ Of those ordered to make some form
of financial payment, 26% had paid
nothing. The total amount of payment
made represented 27% of the total
amount assessed. The types of as-
sessment and the percentage paid
were —

59% fine

54% court fees

40% probation supsrvision costs
24% restitution to the victim
32% victim compensation fund
21% other.
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Length of probation and Incarceration
sentences

The average length of probation sen-
tences was almost 4 years (46 months)
(table 4). Halt of all probationers re-
celved a probation sentence cf less than

‘3 years. There was no overall differance

between the length of probation for
straight probation and for split sentences.
Among probationers with split sentences,
the diffarence In the average length of
probation for felons sentenced to prison
or to Jail was not a measurable differ-
ence. (Statistically measurable differ-
ences are those that are not liksly to be
the result of errors introduced by the use
of a sample.)

The average incarceration sentence

in nonprobation cases was 6 1/2 years,
compared to 1 1/2 years In probation
cases (table 5). Incarceration terms in
split probation cases tended to be ionger
when prison rather than jail was involved.

Types of cases receiving probation
sentences

Judges, probation officers, defense attor-
neys, prasecutors, and juries participate
to varying degress In dseciding the appro-
priate sentence for the convicted felon.
Where probation officers, defense attor-
neys, prosecuters, and juries participate,
their role is usually to recommend a sen-
tence to the judge. In six States, how-
ever, the jury not only recommends but

actually decides on the sentence.*

The sentence that the court imposes
may be of a single type, such as a term
of imprisonment, or a combination of
types, such as Incarceration in a county
jail followed by a term of probation. (See
box on most frequent combinations of

sentence types.)

Ets court organization, 1987 (Williamsburg,
Va.: National Center for State Courts, 1988),
table 30,

Table 4. Average probation ssntence for felons convioted In State courts, 1986

Probation sentence n cases of:

Median sentence

All 36 mos. 36 mos.
Murder® 80 60
Rape 60 36
Robbery 48 36
Aggravated assault 36 36
Burglary 36 36
Larceny® 36 36
Drug trafficking 36 36
Other felonies 36 36

Mostserious Siralght Bpilt sentence of probaton with:
convictien offense Total = probation - Tota rison all
Meansentence
All 46mos. 46mos. 47mos, 72mos, 368mos.
Murder® 69 81 59 68 48
Rape 75 54 88 147 47
Robbery 55 48 61 83 44
Aggravated assault 54 57 50 93 39
Burglary 54 54 54 86 35
Larceny® 42 42 42 68 32
Drug trafficking 49 53 44 62 38
" Otherfelonies 40 44

39 49 a8

..

36mos.  36mos. 36 mos.

36 36 48
60 60 60
48 48 36
36 60 36
36 57 36
36 36 36
36 60 36
36 36 36

Note: For other definitions see note on table 1.
Probation sentence length was known in 97%
of probation cases.

*Inctudes nonnegligent manslaughter,
PInciudes motor vehicle theft,

Most frequently imposed
combinations of possible
sentence types

Each case in the NJRP sample was
coded according to which sentence or
sentences the Individual felon received
from among seven types: prison, jall,
probation, fine, restitution, treatment
and other. A pserson might have been
sentenced to just one or to as many

as all seven types. There Is a total of
128 possible combinations of these
sentence typss, including the possibil-
ity of not recelving any penalty, which
apparently occurred in an estimated
800 out of 583,000 felony conviction
cases. In another 3,000 cases no sen-
tencing information could be deter-
mined from the record. Another 5,800
survey casse records contain some
combination of codes for sentance un-
known and for sentence known to be
Ilno.ll

Of the 128 possible combinations,
thers are 10 that collectively account
for 80% of all cases. The most fre-
quent case is that of a sentence to
prison only — a third of all cases.
Probation only was the next most
frequent — 16% of cases. Of the 10
most numerous combinations, proba-
tion was part of the sentence in 7. Col-
lateral penalties were present in four,

Percentof
allsentences

Prisononly 33%
Probation only 16
Jail and probation only
Probation and restitution only
Jailonly
Prison and restitution only
Prison and probation only
Probation and fine only
Jail, probation, and fine only
Probation and other only
Total of above 80%

—“ WLWWwWLwoono

All other combinations 20%
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Offense serlousness Table §. Average State court sentenceto incarceration

: forfelony probationers and nonprobationers, 1986
In general, less serlous offenses receiva

probation, and more sericus offenses re- | | P“r‘;;‘;';:r:zr"s‘caf“faﬁ°" “ﬂteagz;ggg'ﬂ?:e =
ceive prison and Jail sentences. For ex- conviction offense Total Prison__ Jall Total Prison _Jall
ample, among felons convicted of the

most serious offense, murder and non- Mean sentsance

negligent manslaughter, 9% were sen- Al i8mes. 48mos, 6mos. 77mos. 87mos. 15mos.
tenced to probation. Among felons

convicted of larceny, by contrast, 55% gurdef‘ g; 1 gg 13 ?gg fgg ’;’g

ape
were placed on probation. Rabbery 38 75 8 139 ia4 ppe
' Aggravated assault 18 62 6 86 101 17
Violent offenses are usually considered Burglary 24 54 7 74 80 20
more setious than nonviolent offenses Larceny 14 42 5 39 46 n
Drug trafficking 14 35 6 63 73 17

and therefore are less likely to receive a Otherfelcnies 13 38 6 51 59 13
probation sentence. Among felons con- tiadl

victed of a violent offense (murder or edlan sentence

nonnegligent manslaughter, raps, rob- All 6mos.  24mos, 4mos. 54mos. 60mos. 12mos.
bery, or aggravated assault), 32% were

placed on probation, compared to 57% g:;?" i g 20 20 %
of nonviolent felons. As a resuit of the Robbesy 12 48 6 96 120 12
consideration of sericusness of offense, Aggravated assauit 6 36 4 60 72 12
11% of persons receiving probation were S“’g'a’yb : ;z 2 :3 gg ::

arceny

violent offenders, and 27% of nonproba- Drug trafficking s 24 5 48 60 12
tioners were violent offenders. Other folonies 6 24 3 36 45 9

Number of conviction offenses . _
Includes nonnegligent manslaughter.

®Includes motor vehicle theft.

Note: For other definitions see note on table 1.
Incarceration sentence length was known in 99%

The more offenses a felon was convicted of cases.

of, the less likely the felon was to receive
- a prabation sentence: Probation was

given to 57% of felons with one offense;

44% of those with two offenses; and 38%
- of those with three or more offenses

Table 6. Percent of State court felony convictions resulting In a seiitence to probation,
by number of conviction offenses, 1986

- (table 6). Consequently, 80% probation- Pzrce&t%ffelons‘czemefr;cedtoprobgﬁond
when thelr conviction offenses numbered:
- ers had only one conviction offense, Most serlous One or Threoor
while 68% of nonprobationers had only conviction offense more __ One Two more
one offenss.
All 53% 57% 44% 38%
Murder* g 10 4 13
Rape 27 36 12 15
Robbery 25 28 26 1
Aggravated assault 47 53 40 27
Burglary 50 55 44 38
Larceny® 55 57 47 44
Drugtrafficking 63 65 56 54
Otherfelonies 60 64 50 52
Note: For other dafinitions see note on table 1. twe, 16%; and three or more, 10%.
Number of conviction offenses was known in 88% *Includes nonnagligent manslaughter.

of probation cases. Percent distribution of cases

b K
by number of conviction offenses: one, 74%; Includes motor vahicle thet.
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Case processlng time Table 7. Average time between arrest and felony sentencing in State courts,

by type of sentence and nature of convliction, 1986
Time from arrest to disposition tends to

be shorter In probation cases, regardiess - Numberofdays betweanarrast

of whether the felon was convicted by a Probation ;

judge, by a jury, or following a gulity plea, | Natureof Splt :
and regardless of whether the sentence conviction Total Total Stralght gentence No probetion
was split probation or straight probation. Mean days '

in probation cases a mean of 186 days

elapsed :etween arrest and sentencing, Al 196 188 198 K& 209
compared to 209 days in nonprobation Jury trial 224 180 17 186 255
Bench trial 180 174 204 144 218
cases (table 7). Gullty plea 192 186 196 170 201
Sex, race, and age of probatloners Median days
All 147 144 155 129 152
Women represented about 13% of felons
convicted in State courts and 16% of \éuryt;k;li | 1;; :gg 13; 133 12;3
those admitted to probation (table 8). Gulty ploa - 9 14a 185 {22 128
In every offense category there is at least
some Indication that they accounted for Note: For other definitions see note on table 1. of conviction: trial (8% of prabationers, 14% of non-
a higher percentage of thase sentenced Time from arrest to sentencing was known in 76% probationers) guilty plea (92% of probationers,
of cases. Percent distribution of cases by nature 85% of no probationers).

to probation than of those not sentenced
to probation.

Women were more likely than men to be Table 8. Percent of felons sentenced to probation or nonprobation In State couris,
sentenced to probation: 88% versus forthe most serlous conviction offense, by sex, 1986

50% for men. In the case of straight pro-

Mostserious Parcantof Percentof
bation, 47% of females and 28% of conviction probation sentances ofnonprobation sentences
males received such sentences.® For offense All Male Female All Male ramale
every category of off_ens_e, the percent- Al 100%  84%  16% 100% © 92% = 8%
age receiving probation is higher for
women than men. Murder® 100 76 24 100 93 7
Rape 100 99 1 100 99 4
e ' Robbery 100 90 10 100 96 4
) 8 Profile of Felons Convicted in State Courts, Aggravatedassauit 100 a5 14 100 95 5
1986, Bureau of Justice Statistics, NCJ-120021, Burglary 100 65 5 100 97 3
January 199. Larcony® 100 76 24 100 86 14
Drug trafficking 100 84 16 100 89 11
Otherfeloniés 100 80 20 100 a8 12
Note: For other definitions see note on table 1. *Includes nonnegligent manslaughter.

Sex was known in 93% of cases, bincludes motor vehicle thaft
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About 12% of male probaticners and
about 8% of female probationers had
committed a violent offense (tabla 9).
Among nonprobatloners, 28% of males
and 13% of females had a violent convle-
tlon offense.

Sixty percent of probationers were whits,
and 38% were black (table 10). The
difference between these percentages,
towever, Is not statistically measurable.
Whites accounted for a majority of proba-
tioners in seven of eight offsrise cate-
gorles; the difference In percentages is
measurable only In three — rape,
larceny, and "other felonies." In the
elghth category — robbery — there is
some indication that blacks were a ma-
jority of probationers.

Table ©. Peroent of felone sentenoced to probation or to nonprobation In State courts,
for Liyth sexes, by the most serious conviction offense, 1038

Moat serious Percentof Percentof
convliction robation sentences nonprobation sentences
offense % T Mals Fomale A 00 Fomale
All 100%  100% 100% 100% 100%  100%
Murder* 3 3 5 3 3 3
Rape 2 2 A 5 8 3
Robbery 3 4 2 12 12 5
Aggravatedassault 6 6 - 7 8 5
Burglary 17 20 5 19 20 )
Larceny® 16 15 25 15 14 26
Drug trafficking 16 16 15 10 10 14
Otherfelonies 40 37 47 29 28 42

Note: For other definitions see note on table 1.

#Includes nonnegligent manslaughter.
Sex was known In 83% of cases. 64 8

BIncludes motor vehicle theft.

Table 10. Percent of felone sentenced to probation or to nonprobation In State courts,
for the most serious conviction offense, by race, 1986

Mostserious Partantof probation sentences Percentof nonprobatic sentences
conviction offense Al White”  Black _ Other All White  Black _ Other

All 100% 60% 38% 1%  100% 57% 42% 1%
Murdar® 100 61 39 A 100 50 46 4
Rspe 100 67 32 2 100 62 38 A
Robbery 100 a8 61 3 100 50 50 .3
Aggravatedassault 100 55 44 1 100 55 44 1
Burglary 100 61 36 3 100 60 39 .6
Larceny® 100 65 a3 2 100 56 43 6
Drug trafficking 100 52 48 6 100 49 50 1
Otherfelonies 100 63 36 1 100 : 62 37 1

Note: For other definitions, sea note on table 1.

#includes nonnegligent manslaughter.
Race was known in 66% of cases. g8 9

bincludes motor vehicle theft.
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About 10% of white probationers and
about 16% of black probationers had
committed a viclent offense (table 11).
However, among nonprobationers, 25%
of whites and 29% of blacks had a violent
conviction offense.

Felons convicted in State courts in 1986
had a mean age of 29 years at the time
of sentencing (table 12). The mean age
of probationers and nonprobationers dif-
fered by less than half a year, a statistl-
cally nonmeasurable difference. The
difference is, however, measurable in
five of the eight offense categories —
all those except murder, aggravated as-
sault, and "other felonies.” Nonproba-
tioners were older in all of these five
categories except rape.

Thirteen percent of probationers were

In the youngest age category — unde;’
age 20 — while 9% of the nonprobation-
ers were under 20. About half of both
groups were in their twenties,

Table11. Peroentof feicns sentenoed to probation or nonprobation In State eoum.
foresch race, by the most serious conviction offense, 1968

Mostserlous
convliction Percentof probation sentsnces Parcentof nonprobation sentences
offense Al ﬁiﬁlﬁ Biack  Other Al White  Black _ Oner
All 100% 100%  100%  100% - 100% 100% 100%  100%
Murder® 3 4 4 . 3 3 4 18
Rape 2 2 1 3 5 5 4 1
Robbery 3 2 6 8 12 10 14 [
Aggravated assault 6 6 8 4 7 7 7 13
Burglary 17 18 17 34 18 21 18 16
Larceny® 16 12 18 6 10 8 10 14
Drugtrafficking 16 12 18 6 10 8 10 14
Other felon[es 40 39 35 29 29 31 26 20

Note: For other definitions see note on table-1.
Race was known in 66% of cases.
* Less than 0.5%.

*Includes non\nagligent manslaughter.
bIncludes motor vehicle theft.

Table 12, Average age of felons sentenced to probation or nonprobation
In State courts, by the most serlous conviction offense, 1986

Age attime of sentencing:
Most serious Probation Nonprobation
conviction offense Mean Median Mean Medlan
Al 28 years 26 years 28 years 27 years
Murder* 33 29 30 28
Rape 37 36 32 29
Robbery 25 22 26 24
Aggravated assault 30 27 29 28
Burglary 24 22 25 24
Larceny® 28 25 29 27
Drugtrafficking 29 27 31 28
Other felonles 30 27 31 29

Note: For other definitions see note on table 1.

%includes nonnegligent manslaughter.
Age was known in 81% of cases. 9 9

bincludes motor vehicle theft.
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The likelihood of probation varied with
felons' age (table 13). The percentage
receiving probation was highest among
convicted felons under age 20. It was
lower among felons in thelr twentles and
still lower among those In their thirties.
This downward trend did not continue
into the 40-or-older group. Thus, the
likelihood of probation was greatest
among the youngest and oldest felons, a
relationship that was statistically measur-
able in the aggregate and also in three
offense categories — robbery, aggra-
vated assault, and larceny.

Table 13. Percent of felons sentenced to probation
In State courts, by age at sentencing, 1986

Percentoffelons sentenced

Most serious to probation whose agewas:
conviction Under 40 or
offense 20 20-29 30 over
All 62% 52% 50% 55%

Murder® 11 g 8 16
Rape 22 22 29 41
Robbery 42 25 20 a7
Aggravated assault 51 48 44 60
Burglary 66 47 41 33
Larceny® 59 56 47 58
Drug trafficking 80 68 63 64
Otherfelonies 67 60 57 58

Nota: For other definitions, see note on tabla 1,
Age was known in B1% of casas. Percent detail
may not add to 100% because of rounding.

*Includes nonnegligent manslaughter.
®Inciudes motor vehicle theft.
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Methodology

A detailed explanation of the survey sam-
pling and data collection methodology Is
given in the first report of the NJRP se-
ries, Felony sentences In sate courts,
1986. Detlnitions of the offense cats-
gories and the names of the counties in
the survey are also included in that re-
port. Methodological details are given
below on sactlons In data completeness
and standard errors.

Data completeness

Each table in this report states the per-
centage of cases from which the tabu-
lated data could be obtained. The
percentages are computed on a
weighted basis — that is, taking into ac-
count how many cases the actual sam-
pled cases represented. Sample weights
varied from one county and offense to
another, as specified in the NJRP survey
sampling plan. Two Key variables —
probation status and collateral penalty —
warrant further explanation.

Probation status

The data on each sampled case were
evaluated to ascertain, if possible,
whether the convicted felon was sen-
tenced to probation. Most sampled
county records used the term "proba-
tion." However, some used other terms,
such as "sentenced to community cor-
rections," that were included in the sur-
vey as probation cases. Whether the
convicted felon was sentenced to praba-
tion or not could be determined in all but
73 of the 51,5694 sample cases. After
sampling weights are applied, these .
cases where prabation sentencing status
was unknown amount to under 1% of the
total 582,764 estimated felony convic-
tions.

Collateral penalty

Cases were also evaluated with respect
to sentences to collateral penalty: resti-
tutlon, fine, and treatment program. Col-
lateral penalty status was less often
ascertainable (known In 70% to 87% of
cases, depending on the penalty type)
than probation status, which was known
in 99% of cases. Data were Incomplete
most often in jurisdictions with computer-
ized data files. Among the 68 automated
jurisdictions in the survey, 18 did not
provide collateral penalty data on fines,
30 on restitution, and 37 on treatment.

Standard errors

Data collected in the NJRP survey were
obtained from a sample and not from a
complete enumeration. Conseqguently, a
sampling error (standard error) is associ-
ated with each number in the report. In
general, if the difference between two
numbers is greater than twice the stand-
ard error for that difference, we can say
that we are at least 95% confident 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 population. Similarly, if
the difference between two numbers is
greater than 1.6 standard errors, we are
at least 90% confident that the two num-
bers are different. Except where explic
itly indicated otherwise, all differences
discussed in this report had a confidence
level at or above 90%. When differences
between two numbers were below the
90% confidence level, the two numbers
were described in the text as "not meas
urably different." Statements of compari-
son qualified by the phrase "some indica-
tion" had a level of confidence of at least
90% but less than 95%.

Additional Informatlon

Additional information on methodology
and data coding are available in the Na-
tional judicial reporting program, 1986
(ICPSR 9073), the codebook for the
dataset for the 1986 survey. The code-
book and dataset can be obtained from
the Natlonal Archive of Criminal Justice
Data by writing P.O. Box 1248, Ann
Arbor, MI 48106, or calling 1-800-999-
0960.
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Standard error tables

Estimates of sampilng error are shown
In the following tables.

Estimates of 1 standard errorfor table 1
1986 falony Percantofsentence Felony convictions by

Mostsarious convictions within offense offense withinsentence
‘conviction Pro- Pro- Nopro- Total  Pro- No pro-
offense Total bation  batlon batlon casos bation  batlon

All 81,687 37,023 4.0% 4.0% [¢] 0 0
Murdér 1,349 246 2.8 2.8 A A 3
Rape 3,461 1,202 48 4.8 .3 4 4
Robbery 4,614 1,208 3.0 3.0 4 2 9
Aggravatedassault 4,705 2,676 4.7 4.7 4 A 5
Burglary 13,348 6,963 3.8 3.8 7 1.0 6
Larcaeny 12,867 6,364 4.4 4.4 1.0 1.1 1.2
Drug trafficking 7,794 6,246 4.0 4.0 1.2 1.0 1.4
Otherfelonies 28,807 16,335 4.8 4.8 1.4 14 2.2

Estimates of 1 standard error for table 2
Percentaf felony convictions by type of:
Probation senterice Nonprobation sentence
Mostserious §§_I|t sentence Incarceration
conviction Straight Pris- No-incar- ris-
offense probation  Total on Jall  ceration Total on.  Jall
|
f All 3.1% 23% 1.7% 22% .3% 3.8% 3.8% .8%
Murder 1.2 16 16 3 A 9 29 .5
Rape 2.2 32 28 15 8 5.3 50 1.0
Robbaery 14 21 17 9 2 3.1 34 6
Aggravated assault 3.3 32 1.8 80 8 4.5 3.7 1.7
Burglary 25 38 30 34 3 3.7 40 9
Larceny 4.1 30 17 35 A 40 41 8
Drug trafficking 3.6 28 26 22 K] 4.0 3.0 1.4
Other felonies 4.2 20 12 22 4 47 49 1.4
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Estimates of 1 standard errorfortable 3
Percentoffelony convictions recelving:
No col- - Colat-

Mostserious lateral oral Resti- Treat-
conviction offanse Total penalty penaity tution - Flne ment
Percent of probation cases

All 100% 5.8% 5.8% 59% 3.2% 3.8%
Murder 100 7.2 7.2 9.0 8 3.2
Rape 100 12,2 12.2 8.4 1.8 16.6
Robbery 100 6.5 5 7.0 46 4.6
Aggravated assault 100 6.6 6.6 7.3 5.3 6.3
Burglary 100 7.5 7.5 8.6 25 5.5 B
Larceny 100 5.5 5.5 6.4 1.8 2.6
Drug trafficking 100 7.2 7.2 6.0 6.5 6.7
Other felonles 100 55 5.5 5.4 386 3.3
Percent of nonprobation cases

All 100% 4.5% 4.5% 6.1% 8% T%
Murder 100 22 2.2 1.7 A 25
Rape 100 44 4.4 3.7 1.0 5.5
Robbery 100 20 2.0 3.0 4 9
Aggravatedassault 100 5.2 5.2 6,0 1.8 9
Burglary 100 5.1 5.1 7.0 9 .8
Larceny 100 7.2 7.2 8.8 1.0 5
Drug trafficking 100 3.0 3.0 1.5 2.6 4
Other felonles 100 6.3 6.3 7.5 1.1 5
Percent of alicases 100% 3.4% 3.4% 4.0% 1.6% 2.5%
Estimates of 1 standard error for tabie 4

Probation sentence in cases of:

Mostserious i Straight Splitsentence of probation with:
conviction offense Total probation  Total Prison Jail
Mean sentence

All 88mos. 85mos. 9.4mos. 25.4mos. 2.3 mos,
Murder 159 26.2 8.1 9.8 1.6
Rape 238 . 57 33.8 66.2 35
Robbery 11.1 8.8 154 31.2 1.8
Aggravated assault 13.2 15.0 115 34.1 3.9
Burglary 14.1 12,2 16.1 33.6 3.6
Larceny 7.8 8.4 7.9 22.3 3.1
Drug trafficking 9.8 13.2 5.6 16.6 7
Other felonies 5.1 5.5 4.5 14.8 2.2

Felons Sentenced to Probation in State Courts, 1986 13




Estimates of 1 standard error fortabie 5

Maximum incarceration senterice length for:

Mostsarious Probationers Nonprobationers
conviction offense Total Prison__ Jall Total Prison  Jall
Mean sentence
All 4.5mos. 9.0mos. .5mos. 4.3mos. 4.1mos. 1.8mos,

Murder 25.7 28.4 2.8 14.7 14,6 3.2
Rape 13.9 30.6 4 10.8 10.6 3.8
Robbery . 121 20.0 5 12.7 12.7 1.4
Aggravatedassault 7.1 15.7 14 5.8 7.2 4.3
Burglary 7.4 15.7 2.0 6.9 6.7 4.2
Larcany 5.0 6.9 7 3.4 3.7 1.8
Drug trafficking 34 86 2 5.2 5.9 2.2
Other felonies 3.1 6.8 .8 3.3 2.8 1.8

Estimates of 1 standard errorfor table 6

Percent ot felons sentencedto probation
when their conviction offenses numbered:

Mostserious Oneor Three or
conviction offense more One Two mose
All 4.0% 4.0% 5.3% 5.7%
Murdar 2.8 3.1 1.2 10.0
Rape 4.8 47 3.0 8.7
Robbery 3.0 3.2 5.1 3.8
Aggravated assault 4.7 4.9 5.2 10.6
Burglary 3.8 3.7 5.5 57
Larceny 4.4 48 7.0 5.8
Drug trafficking 40 3.7 6.8 6.6
Other felonies 4.8 5.0 8.9 8.1

Estimates of 1 standard errorfortable 7

Number of days between arrest

and senterice when felons received:

Probation
Naturae of Split
conviction Total Total Straight sentence No probation
Mean days
All 8.4days 8.4days 11.1days 8.2days 8.8days

Jury trial 274 22,8 32,0 18.1 2141
Bench trial 40.7 51.3 67.5 43.6 329
Guilty plea 83 8.3 11.5 7.9 9.3
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Estimates of 1 standard errorfortable 8
' Mostserious Percentof Percentof
conviction obation sentances rionprobation sentences
: offense Eale Female Malo Female
, All 6% 6% 6% 6%
‘ Murder 57 5.7 1.4 1.4
Rape 2 2 A A
Robbery 2.3 23 8 8
Aggravatad assauit 3.0 3.0 1.0 1.0
Burglary 7 7 5 .5
Larceny 1.7 1.7 1.3 1.3 =
Drug trafficking 1.5 1.5 1.4 1.4
Other felonies 1.5 1.5 1.0 1.0
;
}
; Estimates of 1 standard error for table 8
|
'; Mostsarious Percantof Percent of
; conviction probation sentences nonprobation sentences
: offense - All Male Female All Male  Female
Murder A% A% 2% 3% 4% 4%
Rape 4 4 * 5 5 A
Robbery 2 2 4 8 9 1.1
Aggravated assault 4 5 1.2 5 6 R}
Burglary 1.0 141 k] N 7 1.0
Larceny 1.2 1.1 24 1.3 1.3 2.5
Drug trafficking 1.1 1.2 1.7 15 1.5 2.2
*Less than 0.05%.
Estimates of 1 standard error for table 10
| Mostserious Percentof Percentof
| conviction probation sentences nonprobation sentences
[ offense White ~ Black Other White Black.  Other
All 6.2% 6.3% 6% 4.4% 4.3% 2%
Murder 7.1 7.0 . 9.0 8.4 3.0
Rape 5.9 59 A 7.3 7.2 *
Robbery 8.1 8.1 R 6.2 62 2
Aggravated assault 6.5 6.5 4 4.8 45 5
Burglary 8.2 8.5 1.6 5.8 5.6 4
Larceny 55 . 586 1.0 3.3 3.2 3
Drug trafficking 6.9 7.0 4 7.2 7.2 1.1
Other felonies 6.2 6.1 5 3.4 33 4
*Less than 0.05%.
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Estimates of 1 standard errorfor table 11

Mostserious
convlction Percent of probation sentences Percent of nonprobation sentences
offense All White_Black __ Other Al White —_ Black __ Other
Murder A% 2% 1% * 4% 5% 4% 12.8%
Raps 2 4 2 A 4 5 6 3
Robbery 3 3 R} 4 1.2 14 1.3 36
Aggravatedassault .5 6 8 2.2 5 8 5 5.2
Burglary 1.0 1.6 1.7 9.5 8 1.4 1.2 12.1
Larceny 1.6 1.8 1.4 7.2 1.2 14 1.3 6.9
Drug trafficking 1.6 1.5 1.6 4.6 1.3 9 23 10.2
Other felonies 1.6 2.8 9 4.8 286 3.2 ‘26 9.8
*Less than 0,05%.
Estimates of 1 standard error for table 12
Mostserious Mean ags attime of sentencing for:
conviction offense Probationers Nonprobationers
All .2 years .2 years
Murder 2.3 A
Rapa 1.9 1.6
Robbary 5 2
Aggravatedassault 1.1 4
Burglary 2 3
Larceny 6 5
Drug trafficking 5 6
Other felonies 6 5

Estimates of 1 standard error for table 13

Percantoffelonies sentenced

Mostserious to probation whose agewas:
conviction offense Under20 20-29  30-39  40orover
All . 5.2% 4.6% 5.6% 4.0%

Murder 6.9 3.1 4,2 5.0
Raps 7.9 4.0 9.1 6.8
Robbery 4.9 4.5 3.7 10.5
Aggravatedassault 8.9 6.0 5.8 5.5
Burglary 6.4 4.0 5.0 5.8
Larceny 4.9 4.4 73 6.1
Drug trafficking 4.8 4.1 4.4 4,0
Other felonies 7.8 5.9 7.0 4.9
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Bureau of Justice Statistics
reports

(Revised October 1990)

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.
IE"JtS maintains the following mailing
ists:
®  Law enforcement reports (new)
Drugs and crime data (new)
Justice spending & employment
White-collar crime
National Crime Survey (annual)
Corrections (annual)
Courts {annual)
Privacy and security of criminal
history information and
information poiicy
® 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
muiltiple titles, up to 10 titles 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, MI
48106 (toll-free 1-800-999-0960).

National Crime Survey

The Nation’s two crime measures: Uniform
Crime Reports and the National Crime
Survey, NCJ-122705, 4/90

Criminal victimization in the U.S.:

1989 press release, 5/30
1988 (final), NCJ-122024, 10/90
1987 (final report), NCJ-115524, 6/89

BJS special reports

Handgun crime victims, NCJ-123559, 7/90

Black victims, NCJ-122562, 4/90

Hispanic victims; NCJ-120507, 1/90

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 non-
strangers, NCJ-103702, 1/87

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

Crime prevention measures, NCJ-100438,
3186

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

Family violence, NCJ-93443, 4/84

BJS bulletins:

Criminal victimization 1989, NCJ-125615,
10/90

Crime and the Nation’s households, 1989,
NCJ-124544, 9/90

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

Household burglary, NCJ-96021, 1/85

Measuring crime, NCJ-75710, 2/81

BJS technical reports
New directions for the NCS, NCJ-115571,
3/89
" Serles crimes: Report of a field test,
NCJ-104615 4/87

®U.S. G.P.0. 1990- 282-055:40004

Redesign of the Nationa! 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. I: Current and historical perspectives,
NCJ-75374, 8/82
vol. If: Methodology studies, NCJ-90307

Corrections

BJS bulletins and special reports:

Capital punishment 1989, NCJ-124545, 10/90

Victims of violent State prison inmates,
NCJ-124133, 7/90

Prisoners in 1989, NCJ-122716, 5/30

Prison rule violators, NCJ-120344, 12/83

Capital punishment 1988, NCJ-118313, 7/8%

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

Drug use and crime: State prison inmate
survey, 1986, NCJ-111940, 7/88

Time served in prison and on parole 1984,
NCJ-108544, 12/87

Protfile of State prison inmates, 1986,
NCJ-108926, 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,
NCJ-102494, 11/86

Prison admissi and rel
NCJ-100582, 3/86

The prevalence of imprisonment,
NCJ-93857, 7/85

Examining recidivism, NCJ-96501, 2/85

Prisoners at midyear 1980 (press release),
10/90

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

Historical 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

Census of jails and survey of jail inmates:
BJS bulletins and special reports:
Jail inmates, 1989, NCJ-123264, 6/90
Population density in local jails, 1988,
NCJ-122299, 3/90
Census of local jails, 1988 (BJS bulletin),
NCJ-121101, 2/30
Jail inmates, 1987, NCJ-114319, 12/88
Drunk driving, NCJ-109945, 2/88
Jail inmates, 1986, NCJ-107123, 10/87
The 1983 jail census, NCJ-95536, 11/84

Census of local jails, 1983: Data for
individual jails, vals. -1V, Northeast,
Midwest, South, West, NCJ-112796-9;
vol. V. Selected findings, methodology,
summary tables, NCJ-112795, 11/88

Our crowded Jails: A national plight,

NCJ-111846, 8/88

, 1983,

Parole and probation

BJS bulletins
Probation and parole:
1988, NCJ-119970, 11/89
1987, NCJ-113948 11/88
1986, NCJ-108012, 12/187
Setting prison terms, NCJ-76218, 8/83

BJS special reports
Recidivism of young parolees, NC.-104916,
5/87

Children in custody

Census of public and private 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
{bulietin), NCJ-102457, 10/86

Law enforcement management

BJS bulletins and special reports:
Police departments In large citles, 1887,
NCJ-119220, 8/89
Profile of state and local law enforcement
agencies, NCJ-113849, 3/89

Expenditure and employment

BJS bulletins:
Justice expenditure and employment:
1988, NCJ-123132, 7/90
1985, NCJ-104460, 3/187
1983, NCJ-101776, 7/86

Antl-drug abuse formula grants: Justice
variable pass-through data, 1988 (BJS
Technical Report), NCJ-120070, 3/90

Justice expenditure and employment:

1985 (full report), NCJ-106356, 8/89
Extracts, 1982 and 1983, NCJ-106629, 8/88

Courts

BJS bulletins:

Felony sentences in State courts,
NCJ-115210, 2/89

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

State felony courts and felony laws,
NCJ-108273, 8/87

The growth of appeals: 1973-83 trends,
NCJ-96381, 2/185

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

BJS special reports:

Felony case processing in State courts,
1986, NCJ-121753, 2/30

Felony case-processing time, NCJ-101885,
8186

Felony sentencing in 18 local jurisdictions,
NCJ-97681, 6/85

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

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

Felony defendants in large urban counties,
1988, NCJ-122385
Protile of felons convicted in State courts,
1986, NCJ-120021, 1/90 N
Sentencing outcomes. in 28 felony courts,
NCJ-105743, 8/87
National criminal defense systems study,
NCJ-84702, 10/86
The prosecution of felony arrests:
1987, NCJ-124140, 9/90
1986, NCJ-113248, 6/89
1982, NCJ-106990, 5/88
Felony laws of the 50 States and the District
of Columbia, 1986, NCJ-105066, 2/88
State court model statistical dictionary,
Supplement, NCJ-98326, 9/85
1st edition, NCJ-62320, 9/80

Privacy and security

Compendium of State privacy and security
legisiation:
1989 overview, NCJ-121157, 5/90
1987 overview, NCJ-111097, 9/88
1989 full report (1, 500 pages,
microfiche $2, hard copy $145),
NCJ-121158, 9/90

Criminal justice information policy:
BJSISEARCH conference proceedings:
Criminal justice in the 1990's: The future
of information management, NCJ-
121697, 5/90
Juvenile and aduit records: One system,
one record?, NCJ-114847 1/90
Open vs. confidential records,
NCJ-113560, 1/88
Strategles for improving data quality,
NCJ-115339, 5/89
Public access to criminal history record
information, NCJ-11 1.5, 11/88
Juvenile records ané recsidkeeping
systems, NCJ-112815, 11/88
Automated fingerprint identification
systems: Technology and policy issues,
NCJ-104342, 4/87
Criminal justice “hot” files, NCJ-101850,
12/86
Crime control and criminal records (BJS
special report), NCJ-99176, 10/85

Drugs & crime data:

State: drug A national directory,
NCJ-122582, 5/90

Federal drug data for national policy, NCJ-
122715, 4180

Drugs & crime data center & clearinghouse,
brochure 133, 4/90

Drugs and crime facts, 1989, NCJ-121022,
1/90

Rolodex card, BC 100, 8/88

Computer crime

BJS special reports:
Electronic fund transfer fraud, NCJ-96666,

3185
Electronic fund transter and crims, NCJ-
92650, 2/84
El ic fund t fer syst fraud, NCJ-
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

Federal criminal case processing, 1980-87,
NCJ-120069, 5/90

Compendium of Federal justice statistics
1984, NCJ-112816, 9/89

The Federal civil juslice system (BJS
bulletin), NCJ-104769, 8/87

Federal offenses and ofienders

BJS special reports:
Immigration offenses, NCJ-124546, 8/90
Federai criminal cases, 1960-87,
NCJ-118311, 7/89
Drug law violators, 1880-86, NCJ 111763,
6/88

Pretrial release and detention:
The Bail Reform Act of 1984,
NCJ-109929, 2/88
White-coliar crime NCJ-106876, 9/87
Pretrial release and misconduct,
NCJ-96132, 1/85

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

General

BJS bulletins and special reports:

Tracking offenders, 1987, NCJ-125315,
10/90

Criminal cases In five states, 1983.86,
NCJ-118798, 9/89

International crime rates, NCJ-110776 5/88

Tracking offenders, 1984, NCJ-109686, 1/88

BJS telephone contacts '87, NCJ-102909,
12/86

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

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

BJS data report, 1989, NCJ-121514, 10/90

Sourcebook of criminal justi isti
1989, NCJ-124224, 9/90

Publications of BJS, 1985-89:
Microfiche library, PRO30014, 5/90, $190
Bibliography, TBO030013, $17.50

Publications of BJS, 1971-84:
Microfiche library, PRO30012, $203
Bibliography, TBO30012, $17.50

1990 di y of aut ted criminal justi
information systems, Vol. 1, C tions; 2,
Courts; 3, Law enf t; 4, Probati
and parole; 5, Prosecution; NCJ-122226-30,
5/90

BJS annual report, fiscal 1988, NCJ-115749,
4189

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

Crimina! justice microcomputer guide and
software catalog. NCJ-112178, 8/88

Proceedings of the third workshop on law
and justice statistics, NCJ-112230, 7/88

National survey of crime severity, NCJ-96017,
10/85

See order form
on last page



Please put me on the mailing list for—

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

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

[0 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

0O Justice expenditure and employment

reports—annual spending and
staffing by Federal/State/local
governments and by function
(police, courts, etc)

[T White-collar crime—data on the
processing of Federal white-collar
crime cases

[0 Privacy and security of criminal
history information and information
policy—new legislation; maintaining
and releasing intelligence and inves-
tigative records; data quality
issues

(0 Juvenile corrections reports—
juveniles in custody in public and
private detention and correctional
facilities

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

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

[0 Corrections reports—results of
sample surveys and censuses of jails,
prisons, parole, probation, and other
corrections data

O National Crime Survey reports—the
only regular national survey of
crime victims

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

O 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.

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

of this sheet.

Name:
Title:
Organization:

Street or box:

City, State, Zip:

Daytime phone number: ( )
Criminal justice interest:

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
1st-class
stamp
here

Justice Statistics Clearinghouse/NCJRS

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



Drugs & Crime Data

Drugs & Crime Data
Center & Clearinghouse

ilicit drugs—
Cultivation to
consequences

The worldwide drug business

Cultivation & production
Foreign
Domestic

Distribution
Export
Transshipment
Import into U.S.

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

The Drugs & Crime Data Center &
Clearinghouse is funded by the Bureau
of Justice Assistance and directed by
the Bureau of Justice Statistics of the
U.S. Department of Justice.

Major heroin smuggling routes into the United States

DEA Quarterly Intelligence Trends

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

The Drugs & Crime Data Center &
Clearinghouse is managed by the
Bureau of Justice Statistics. To serve
you, the center will —

o Respond to your requests
for drugs and crime data

o Letyou know about new drugs and
crime data reports.

e Send you reports on drugs and crime.

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

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

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

crime, drugs and violence, drug laws
of the 50 States, drug abuse and
corrections, and innovative law
enforcement reactions to drugs and
crime.

» 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 consequences.

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 Drugs & Crime Data
Center & Clearinghouse

1600 Research Boulevard
Rockville, MD 20850





