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PREFACE

This report presents selected preliminary findings from the Survey
of Inmates of State Correctional Facilities conducted in January 1974
for the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA) by the U.S.
Bureau of the Census. Designed to complement the Census of State Correc-
tional Facilities taken in the same month, the survey elicited from a-
representative sample of inmates in State correctional systems extensive
information on their social and economic characteristics, criminal and
correctional background, adjudication experience, and prison routine.
Within these broad areas, particularly detailed information was obtained
on preincarceration employment and income, frequency of drug use, i
offense, length of sentence, and parole patterns of repeat offenders.

The particular inmate characteristics, or variables, used as the
basis for statements made in this advance report, as well as the statis-
tical data showing how the inmate population was distributed among the
different categories of each variable, are displayed either in textual
tables or in the tables contained in Appendix I. Detailed fiﬁdings based
on a full analysis of all survey data, including information elements not
dealt with in this study, will be provided in a final report.

The approach used in the present report was to examine separately a
select number of individual characteristics and to determine the degree
to which the inmates displayed similarities and dissimilarities with
respect to each such characteristic. Mo attempt was made to indicate how
the inmate attributes revealed by one characteristic were related to those
of another characteristic. In contrast to this "univariate' approach, that
to be used in the final report will be based on analysis of multiple inmate
characteristics in terms of their relationships to each other.

The survey encompassed all persons held in custody under the juris-
diction of State correctional authorities. It included not only those
inmates detained in facilities directly administered by State correctional
authorities but also those in any public or private institution charged
with the custody of persons under the jurisdiction of State correctional

authorities. Examples of the latter arrangement are inmates committed to
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State mental hospitals and inmates housed in YMCA's while assigned to
work-release programs. This scope differentiates the present survey from
the National Prisoner Statistics (NPS) series, Prisoners in State and

Federal Institutioris, as well as from the special NPS Census of Prisoners

conducted on June 30, 1973; both of these were limited to inmates with a
maximum sentence of at least a year and a day and both encompassed only
inmates housed in facilities directly administered by State correctional
authorities.

The statistical data used in this report are estimates based on a
sample survey. Estimates based on about 17 or fewer sample cases, repre-
senting approximately 300 inmates, were considered statistically unreli-
able and, hence, were not used as the basis for any statement in this
report. The methodology provides technical information on the design and
size of the Samplé used, the estimation procedure, and the reliability of
estimates; standard error tables are given in Appendix II. All statements
in this report involving comparisons meet or exceed the criteria for twice
the applicable standard error value, or the 95 percent confidence level,
that is, the chances are 95 out of 100 that the statements made in this
report would be corroborated by data obtained from a complete census.

The Survey of Inmates of State Correctional Facilities was undertaken
as part of:fhe NPS program. Based on a voluntary reporting system, the
NPS program was instituted to collect and interpret data on State and
Federal correctional institutions and their inmates. The program was
initiated by the Bureau of the Census in 1926 and was transferred to the
Bureau of Prisons in 1950 and to LEAA in 1971. Since 1972, the Bureau of
the Census, acting as collecting agent for LEAA, has had responsibility
for compiling the statistical data required.
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Page GENERAL FINDINGS' |

10. Participation in training or rehabilitation programs

by sentenced inmates................oiiiiiiiiiiini 34 A nationwide survey conducted in January 1974 reveslsd that an
11. Selected data on prior correctional background of . . C e .
AAMATES - o o v e e e O 35 estimated 191,400 persons legally classified as either adult or youthful 5
Appendix 1T offenders were being held in custody under the jurisdiction of State %

tandard error approximations for estimated numbers

correctional authorities. Of these, 187,500, or 98 percent, were é

of prisoners.........cooviviin... bt e 38 . ) . %
IT. Standard error approx1nmrlons for estlmated.percentages sentenced inmates; approximately 3,900 were persons who had not received :
Lo B 1117 1 o 12 P 39 i i i i

sentences. Such unsentenced inmates included persons committed for study
and observation prior to sentencing, drug addicts who voluntarily had
submitted to commitment for treatment in lieu of being sentenced, persons
awaiting trial or release on bail, and persons being held for other author-
; ities. Because of their peculiar status, these inmates were excluded as
respondents to certain questions posed to the rest of the inmate population, :
including some queries not related to sentence characteristics.

DEMOGRAPHIC AND SOCIOECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS (Table 1)

! Males constituted an overwhelming majority of all inmates under the
é jurisdiction of State correctional authorities, with females accounting
! for about 3 percent of the total prison population.

White inmates outnumbered members of other racial groups, making up
approximately 51 percent of the total. Blacks, who represented only about
11 percent of the U.S. civilian population, constituted some 47 percent of
the prison population. Members of racial groups other than whites and
blacks, mainly American Indians and Orientals, accounted for roughly 2
percent.

A T i e SN % i R I

All but about 1 percent of the total number of prison inmates were !
age 18 and over. Some three-fourths of all prisoners were 18-34 years of
age, whereas only 40 percent of males age 18 and over in the general

civilian population were in this age category.l The largest concentration

Ipata on age groups of the civilian population were based on estimates
for July 1, 1974. See U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population
Reports, Series P-25, No. 529, "Estimates of the Population of the United
States, by Age, Sex, and Race: July 1, 1974 and April 1, 1970," U.S.
Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C., 1974.
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of prisoners was in the 5-year age group 20-24, a group that encompassed
approximately 30 percent of the entire prison population, but only 13
percent of the males age 18 and over in the general civilian population.
The median age for all prisoners was about 27 years.

Sentenced prisoners in the custody of State correctional authorities
were found to have had less education than males age 18 and over in the
general population, the group most nearly comparable to the prison popu-
lation, Sixty-one percent of the former, compared with 48 percent of the
latter, had terminated their formal schooling before receiving a high
school diploma. About 30 percent of the males age 18 and over in the
general population had had some college training; the corresponding propor-
tion among inmates was 8 percent.?

During the greater part of the month immediately before being arrested
for the offense that led to their "present" sentence,3 about two out of
every three inmates had been employed, most of them full time. Of those
who were not employed, approximately 40 percent had been seeking work, 16
percent were not job-hunting although willing to work, and 44 percent
reported that they had not wanted to work.

Marital status was recorded only for sentenced inmates. Roughly 48
percent of the sentenced inmates had never been married, as compared with

ZData.on the educational attainment of the civilian population were based
on estimates for March 1974. See U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Popu-
lation Reports, Series P-20, No. 274, *Bducational Attainment in the United
gtntcsi)7wmrch 1973 and 1974," U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington,
D.C., 1974,

3As defined for the purposes of the survey, and as used in this report,
an inmate's ''present' sentence was the one that most recently brought him
under the jurisdiction of a State correctional system (including parole
authoritics) for an wninterrupted period as of the time of the survey. 1In
the case of a small wminority of inmates, the 'present,' or entry, sentence
was not the same as that which they were serving at the time of survey.
An cxample of a sentence incurred subsequent to the '"present' sentence is
one that was handed down for a new crime committed by a parolee. Another
exanple is a sentence incurred for a crime conmitted by an inmate while in
prison. Detailed analysis of various classes of sentences, including those
prior to and those subsequent to the '"present'' sentence, will be provided
in the final report on this survey.

20 percent of the males age 18 and over in the general civilian.population.4

About one-fourth of the sentenced inmates were divorced or separated; in
contrast, divorced or separated persons constituted only 4 percent of the
males age 18 and over in the general civilian population. Approximately

24 percent of the sentenced inmates were married; 3 percent were widowed.

The survey revealed that the marital status of about 11 percent of

the sentenced inmates had changed since their admission to prison. Table
A notes the number of inmates whose marital status had changed since admis-
sion to prison.

Table A. Current marital status of sentenced inmates whose
marital status had changed since incarceration, by,
type of change .

Type of change Number of inmates Percent of inmates

Total 20,300 100
Married 1,700 9
Widowed 1,100 5
Divorced 12,800 63
Separated 4,700 23

Service in the Nation's armed forces also was recorded only for
sentenced inmates. Of this group, about 27 percent had at one time or
another been in the U.S. Armed Forces. The comparable proportion among
males age 18 and over in the general population was 43 percent,5 with the
disparity in part reflecting the age structure of the inmate population.
Table B provides data on the type of discharge received by sentenced inmates
who had served in the armed forces; Table C gives information on the length
of time between the date of discharge and the date of the survey.

4Data on the marital status of the civilian population were based on esti-
mates for March 1974. See U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population
Reports, Series P-20, No. 271, "Marital Status and Living Arrangements:
March 1974," U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C., 1974.

5U.S. Bureau of the Census, Statistical Abstract of the United States:
1974 (95th edition.) Washington, D.C., 1974.
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Table B. Type of discharge received by sentenced inmates who
had served in the U.S. Armed Forces

Type of discharge Number of inmates Percent of inmates

Total 51,200 100
Honorable 27,600 54
General --honorable

conditions 8,800 17
General-~other than

honorable conditions 10,200 20
Dishonorable 2,600 5

Not reported 1,900 4

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

‘able €. Time elapsed between date of discharge and date of
survey for sentenced inmates who had served in the
U.S. Armed Porces

Number of years Number of inmates Percent of inmates

Total 51,200 100
Less than 5 11,700 23
5«9 10,700 21
10-19 13,600 27
20-29 12,100 23
30 or more 2,700 5
Not reported 300 1

Data on personal income for the year prior to arrest for the '"present"
offense were collected only for those jnmates, both sentenced and unsen-
tenced, who had held a full-time job after December 1968 or who had been
employed during most of the month prior to their arrest. Of the relevant
group, representing roughly 88 percent of the total prisoner population,
ahout 5 percent reported no income and another 8 percent did not know the
amoun® of income. The median annual income of the velevant inmates was
calculated at $4,639.

Inmates employed at any time after December 1968 or during the month
prior to arrvest had stayed on their most recent job for a median period of
about 8 months. Some 8 percent of these inmates had held their most recent

4
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job for more than 5 ye;rs; at the opposite extreme, about 10 percent had
stayed les: than 1 month.

Approximately 69 percent of the prisoners who had held jobs at any
time after December 1968 or during the month prior to their arrest had
worked most recently as nonfarm laborers, operatives, or craftsmen; in
contrast, such employment or occupational fields accounted in 1972 for
the employment of 47 percent of employed males age 16 and over in the
civilian population.6 Compared with males in the civilian population,
inmate representation alsc was high in the general occupational fieid of
service workers. Again, compared with males in the general population, .
the prison population was underrepresented in general occupationél fields
encompassing professional and technical workers, managers and administra-
tors, saleswarkers, clerical personnel, and farm laborers and supervisors.

Inmates for whom occupational data were collected and who had some
income during the year prior to arrest numbered about 160,700, or 84
percent of the total number of inmates. Of these, approximately 146,500,
or 91 percent, were self-supporting; 9 percent were not. Table D notes
the number of dependents of self-supporting inmates. As is shown in this

Table D. Inmates who were self-supporting prior to arrest,
by number of dependents

Number of dependents

Number of inmates Percent of inmates

Total 146,500 106
None, except self 57,800 39
1 23,900 16
2 24,100 17
3 17,700 12
4 or nore 22,200 15
Not reported 800 1

table, roughly 87,900 of the relevant inmates claimed to have been support-
ing some dependents prior to arrest. Approximately 33,300 of these inmates

bu.s. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, Handbook of Labor
Statistics 1973, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C.,, 1974.

Data for 1972 were used for comparison purposes because the median time
elapsed since incarceration was about 13 years.




(38 percent) reported at the time of the survey that their dependents
were on welfare, 41,700 (47 percent) stated that their dependents were
not on welfare, 11,900 (13 percent) did not know, and 1,800 (2 percent)

did not report.

USE OF ALCOHOL AND DRUGS (Tables 2 and 3)

An estimated 43 percent of all inmates under the jurisdiction of
State correctional authorities reported that they had been drinking
alcoholic beverages at the time of the ''present' or subsequent offense.
Of those who indicated that they had been drinking, about 24 percent had
been drinking beer only, 10 percent wine only, 39 percent liquor only,
and 27 percent some combination of these beverages. On a scale of
"light-moderate-heavy,'" a plurality of beer-only drinkers claimed to have
been drinking lightly, whereas a plurality of those consuming wine,
liquor, or a combination of beverages admitted that their consumption had
been heavy.

Some three-fifths of all inmates had used illicit drugs at one time
or another during their lifetime. Prisoners who reported that they were
under the influence of drugs at the time of the '"present" or subsequent
offense resulting in-their imprisonment accounted for roughly 26 percent
of the total number of inﬁates in State correctional systems and about 43
percent of those who admitted ever hav1ng used drugs at any time durlng
their life. ‘ '

Of those inmates who reported having used drugs‘at one time or-,
another, approximately three- fourths had taken more: than one type of drug,

.and as many as-some 29 percent had used five or more types. Marijuana,
by far the most commonly used drug, had been taken by about 92'per¢ent of
the drug users. An estimated 45 percent to 50 percent of the inmates who
had ever used drugs reported having taken amphetamines, barbiturates,
cocaine, or heroin; about 15 percent admitted to having used illicit
methadone. In addition, roughly 27 percent of the inmates who had ever
used drugs claimed to have taken some other type of drug at‘one time or
another.

B
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Daily or near daily drug use had characterized the consunmption
pattern of about 61 percent of the drug users at some time in their life.
Approximately 7 out of every 10 inmates who admitted to having used heroin
used it daily. For the other drugs, a majority of drug users reported a
pattern of less than every day use. Most inmates who admitted to having
used drugs weekly or more often had reached this level of frequency before
they were age 20.

Only about 14 percent of inmates with a history of drug use had
participated prior to their "present' offense in a drug treatment program
inside or outside a prison setting (Table E).

1

Table E. Participation in drug treatment programs prior to .
"present'" offense by inmates with a drug use history

Participation in a drug

treatment program

Number of inmates Percent of inmates

Total 116,500 100
Participated 16,400 14
In 1 program 11,100 9

In 2 or more programs 5,400 5
Never participated 99,500 85
Not reported 600 1

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

OFFENSE, ADJUDICATION, AND SENTENCE DATA (Tables 4-7)

Three criminal offenses--homicide, burglary, and robbery--accounted

for some three—fifths of the convictions that led to imprisonment of

sentenced inmates held in custody of State correctlonal authorltles as of

January 1974. 7 Prlsoners sentenced for robbery were the most numerous ,
' maklng up some 23 percent of all sentenced inmates. Each of the following

‘specific offenses or general offense categories accounted for the conviction

TFor purposes of data tabulation and analysis, consideration was given

only to the single most serious offense for which each prisoner was

sentenced.
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of approximately 4 percent to 6 percent of the total number of sentenced
inmates: sexual assault, including rape; major drug offenses; assault
(except sexual); larceny; forgery, fraud, or embezzlement; and minor

drug offenses. The remainder of the sentenced inmates were convicted of
one of the following offenses, each of which accounted for about 2 percent
or less of the total number: kidnaping; motor vehicle theft; weapons
offenses; arson; stolen property offenses; sex offenses other than sexual
assault; drunk or drugged driving; flight or escape; jail offenses; and a
residue of offenses generally considered less serious than any of those
previously mentioned.

Bail was not set for approximately one-fourth of the sentenced inmates.
About 43 percent of those for whom bail was not set had been charged with
offenses that were legally nonbailable. Only some 7 percent were released
on their own recognizance; the rest either cited miscellaneous reasons or
could not remember why bailiwas not, set. Among inmates for whom bail was
set, the median amount was $7,175. Of those for whom bail was set, however,
only about 38 percent actually posted bond and were released. In roughly
7 out of every 10 cases in which bond was posted, the funds were received
by a bondsman; in 19 percent of the cases, the court received the funds.
In the remaining cases, the recipient was not reported.

Of the total number of sentenced inmates, an estimated 64 percent had
pleaded guilty at the judicial action that led to their sentencing and
incarceration; about ene-third were sentenced after being judged guilty
(Table F). ‘

Table F. Means of determining guilt for ''present' offense
of sentenced inmates

Means Number of inmates

Percent of inmates
Total 187,500 100
Judged guilty 63,200 34
Pleaded guilty 120,600 64
Not reported 3,700 2

Legal counsel had been utilized by roughly 96 percent of the
sentenced inmates, either at the entry of a plea of guilty or at trial.

Roughly 71 percent of the sentenced inmates with legal counsel had been
represented by a court-appointed lawyer, a public defendér, or a legal
aid attorney (Table G).

Table G. Presence and type of legal counsel at trial or plea
of sentenced inmates

Item Number of inmates Percent of inmates
Total 187,500 100
With legal counsel 179,400 96

Court-appointed lawyer,
public defender, or '
legal aid attorney 127,000 68

Other lawyer 51,900 28 .
Type of lawyer not
reported 500 (2)
Without legal counsel 7,900 4
Not reported 200 (Z)

Z Less than 0.5 percent.

Approximately 9 out of every 10 sentenced inmates had experienced
a stay in a local jail or other detention facility while awaiting the
implementation of some phase of the adjudication process. The median
amount of time spent in this type of detention was about 3 months. Some
65 percent of the sentenced inmates experiencing such delay received credit
for it toward their prison sentence; about 27 percent received no such
credit; and approximately 8 percent did not know if credit had been received.

A sentence of life imprisonment was imposed upon some 12 percent of
the total number of sentenced inmates. The number of prisoners given the
death penalty -amounted to less than 1 percent. Exclusive of life or
death sentences and those for which data were not available, the median
sentence that was imposed on the sentenced prison population was approx-
imately 7 years. This estimate was calculated on the basis of the maximum
term whenever a sentence consisted of both minimum and maximum times.
Roughly 14 percent of the sentenced inmates received maximum sentences
ranging in length from 5 years to less than 6 years; more inmates received
terms within this range than in any other.




At the time of the survey, the median length of time that sentenced
inmates had served on their 'present! sentence was about 19 months.
Approximately three out of every five had served 2 years or less. Only
about 12 percent had been incarcerated for more than 5 years (Table H).

Table H. Time served on 'present' sentence by sentenced inmates
Time served : Number of inmates Percent of inmates
Total 187,500 100
Less than 13 months 67,500 36
13-24 months 48,000 26
25-60 months 50,100 27
61 or more months 21,900 12

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

PRISON ROUTINE (Tables 8-10)

Most of the sentenced prisoners maintained regular communication with
family and friends. About 64 percent were in contact by telephone or
letter at least once a week, and another 23 percent were in touch at least
once a month. In contrast, only some 6 percent reported no contact by
mail or telephone. Visits from outsiders were somewhat less common than
communication by telephone or letter. Approximately 16 percent of the
sentenced inmates were visited by friends or relatives at least weekly,
and another 31 percent had visits at least once a month. However, roughly
27 percent of the sentenced prisoners reported that they had had no visitors.
In some cases, visits from family or friends presumably were limited by the
distance between the correctional facility and the prisoners' homes; for
about three out of every five inmates, the distance amounted to 100 or more
miles.

Relatively few sentenced inmates had opportunities for visits outside
the correctional institution. Only some 23 percent of these prisoners were
eligible for furlough, and only about half of this group--approximately 11
percent of all sentenced prisoners--actually had been granted a furlough
during their "present" sentence. Of those not eligible for a furlough
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at the time of the sur&ey, some 6 percent--or about 4 percent of the total
sentenced prison population--had been granted a furlough since the begin-
ning of their '"present' sentence.

At the time of the survey, roughly four out of every five sentenced
inmates had some type of work assignment. Among those assigned to work
projects, approximately 5 percent were in a work-release program outside
the institution and roughly 74 percent worked at various tasks inside the
facility. Of those who had intramural work assignments, the largest single
number--16 percent--had duties in the kitchen or dining hall. Those
engaged in prison industry accounted for about 13 percent. .

Roughly 57 percent of the sentenced inmates working on tasks inside
the facility spent at least 36 hours per week on the job, with about 25
percent putting in 41 or more, hours. Approximately 38 percent worked less
than 36 hours; 5 percent of the sentenced inmates did not provide infor-
mation on the length of their work week.

Of the total number of sentenced inmates working inside the facility,
some 63 percent were paid cash wages, including about 58 percent who
received 20 cents an hour or less. Approximately 4 percent were compen-
sated with goods, such as cigarettes, or were granted privileges, such as
the use of the library. Roughly 3 out of every 10 received no compensation
whatsoever, and about 3 percent did not report on the matter.

Some 42 percent of all sentenced inmates claimed they were partici-
pating at the time of the survey in at least one training or rehabili-
tation program. Moreover, 3 out of every 10 inmates had already completed
one or more such programs since starting their 'present' sentence. One
or more programs in job-skill training had been completed by about 14
percent of the sentenced inmates; about 9 percent had completed a remedial

education program.

CORRECTIONAL BACKGROUND (Table 11)

An estimated 7 out of every 10 prison inmates had incurred one or

more sentences in addition to their '"present'' sentence. Such additional

11




sentences included those received as juveniles, youthful offenders, and
adults and were exclusive of any that did not involve incarceration.®

The aggregating of the ''present' and all other sentences revealed that
approximately 23 percent of all prisoners had incurred two sentences;

19 percent, three sentences; 12 percent, four sentences; and 16 percent,

five or more sentences. The median length of time served on all sentences,
including that being served at the time of the survey, was about 3% years.

Roughly one-third of all inmates had served time as juvenile offenders.
About 11 percent of such offenders had served for 1 month or less; at the
opposite extreme, some 25 percent had served for 2 or more years. The
median length of time served in juvenile custody was about 1 year.

Data from the survey gave strong indication that many repeat offenders
tend to commit the. same offense more than once. An estimated 52 percent
of the prisoners under custody of State correctional authorities had been
sentenced at least twice to serve time for the same offense. Of the total
nunber of inmates who had been sentenced more than once for the same offense,
43 percent had been sentenced two times; 28 percent, three times, 16 percent,
four times; and 13 percent, five or more times.

About 35 percent of all prisoners had been on probation as juvenile
offenders and some 56 percent as adult or youthful offenders. Roughly,
four-fifths of these former probationers had been in that status either
once or twice, with the remainder being on probation three or more times.

In cumulative terms, the median length of times spent on probation was
approximately 13 months.

Of the total number of inmates, about 38 percent had at some time

in the past been granted parole.

8Although most of these additional sentences were past sentences, a
small percentage had been incurred subsequent to the ''present'' sentence.
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" METHODOLOGY .

Statistical results presented in this report derive from a nationwide
survey conducted among adult and youthful offenders held in custody of
State correctional authorities. Most personal interviews were carried out
during late January and early February 1974, and all interviewing was
completed by February 22. Each participating inmate was asked 45 questions
with respect to social and economic background, alcohol and drug use habits,
and criminal offense and incarceration history. Survey records were
processed and weighted, producing results that were representative of all
inmates and of subgroups within that population. Because they were based
on a sample survey rather than a complete enumeration, the results are
estimates.

SAMPLE DESIGN AND SIZE

Survey specifications required a sample totaling some 10,000 inmates,
or approximately 1 in every 18 offenders under the jurisdiction of State
correctional authorities. As a first step in designing the sample, a total
of 710 facilities thought to be holding such offenders was stratified
according to the following five categories of size, as measured by the
estimated number of persons held: less than 20, 20-199, 200-399, 400-899,

and 900 or more.l All facilities that had an estimated 900 or more inmates

lconducted at the same time as the survey, the Census of State Correc-
tional Facilities canvassed all institutions in State correctional systems,
as well as all institutions outside the correctional system proper in
which 50 percent or more of the occupants were offenders under the juris-
diction of State correctional authorities. A total of 710 facilities were
covered, but 102 of these were determined to be administratively dependent
upon another correctional facility. Accordingly, the 102 were not counted
as separate facilities, and information on them was subsumed with that of
the parent entity. The survey drew its sample not only from all 710
facilities, but also from institutions outside the correctional system
proper in which fewer than 50 percent of the occupants were offenders under
the jurisdiction of State correctional authorities.
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were included in the sample with certainty. To assure proper represen-
tation in the sample of institutions within the four smaller size ranges,
these were further stratified on the basis of a combination of three
criteria: (1) type of facility (prison for adults, community correctional
center, work-release center, prison or road camp, reception or pre-release
center, and others); (2) regional location; and (3) specific estimated
size. These procedures yielded a sample consisting of 190 facilities.
Once the institutional sample was drawn, the inmate sample was determined
by a set of ratios designed to assure an overall sampling rate of 1 inmate
in every 18, as shown in the following tabulation:

Number of inmates Rate of sampling

per facility Institutions Inmates
Less than 20 1 in 18 lin 1
20-199 lin 6 1lin 3
200-399 1in 3.6 1lin §
400-899 1in 2 lin 9
900 or more lin 1 1 in 18

These design procedures produced a sample consisting of 10,359 inmates,
who were selected at random from rosters provided by the 190 participating
institutions. Among those chosen, 8,869 inmates were interviewed directly;
1,205 were unavailable for personal interview, but partial information on
these prisoners was taken from institutional records; 76 were unavailable
to be interviewed, and institutional records on these also were unavail-
able; and finally, 209 persons, including many who had been discharged from
institutions but whose names had not been purged from the rosters used for
sample selection, were ineligible for inclusion in the sample. Weighting
adjustments conpensated for cases in which inmates were unavailable or
ineligible for interview, as well as for those in which data were drawn
from institutional records.

ESTIMATION

Data records obtained by interviewers were assigned final weights,
which were the product of the following four elements: (1) A basic weight
of 18 was applied, reflecting each inmate's probability of being included
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in the sample. (2) A'duplication control factor was applied solely to
the data records of inmates from institutions for which presurvey popu-
lation estimates differed from the total number of prisoners held at the
time of the interview to the degree that the discrepancy required that
inmates be sampled at a rate other than that originally prescribed.

(3) A nonpersonal interview adjustment was made, designed to compensate

for data derived from institutional records rather than through interviews.

Within seven noninterview clusters comprising States or groupings of
States, this adjustment was made separately for males and females. With
respect to the clusters of males, the noninterview data cells were defined
by four variables--type of institution (adult and other), race (black and
non-black), type of offense, and age (24 and under and 25 and over).. For
females, the noninterview data cells were defined by age and type of
offense. For any given data cell, the noninterview adjustment was defined
as the ratio of the weighted number of personally interviewed prisoners
plus nonpersonally interviewed prisoners to the weighted number of
personally interviewed prisoners in all relevant data cells. (4) The
final factor was that of the ratio estimate, an adjustment that brought
the survey-derived inmate count into accord with a total enumeration of
prisoners, as determined by the January 31, 1974, Census of State Correc-
tional Facilities. This factor was defined as the ratio of the census
count of prisoners within each of the four geographical regions to the
weighted, survey-derived estimate of prisoners for the corresponding
region. The appropriate ratio adjustment was applied to each personally
interviewed prisoner's data record.

RELIABILITY OF ESTIMATES

As previously indicated, survey results contained in this report and
used in preparation of the analytical findings are estimates. Despite
precautions taken during the survey design and estimation procedures to
minimize sampling variability, the estimates are subject to error arising
from the fact that they were obtained from a sample survey rather than a
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complete census and that the sample used was only one of a large number

of equal size that could have been selected. Estimates derived from
different samples would, in all probability, differ from one another;

they also would have differed from data cbtainable from a complete census
using the same questionnaires, instructions, and interviewers. As a
general rule, all estimates--whether numbers of inmates or percentages--
based on about 17 or fewer sample cases have been considered statistically
unreliable. The minimum estimate considered sufficiently reliable to
serve as a statistical base was 300.

In addition to sampling variability, the survey estimates are subject
to so-called nonsampling errors. In a survey such as this, nonsampling
errors may have resulted from the inaccurate or incomplete reporting of
data by prisoners, systematic inaccuracies introduced by interviewers,
and improper coding and processing of data. All such nonsampling errors,
however, also are inherent in complete censuses.

For any given survey-derived estimate, the standard error measures
variations that would have occurred from all possible samples and is,
therefore, a measure of the precision with which an estimate from a
particular sample approximates results obtainable from a complete census.
As calculated for this report, the standard error also partially gauges
the effect of certain nonsampling errors but does not measure systematic
biases in the data.

The chances are about 68 out of 100 that statistical data contained
in this report would differ from corresponding figures obtained from a
complete census by less than one standard error (plus or minus). Similarly,
the chances are about 90 out of 100 that the difference would be less than
1.6 times the standard error; about 95 out of 100 that it would be less than
twice the standard error; and about 99 out of 100 that it would be less than
2.5 times the standard error.

Standard errors applicable to two types of survey statistics--absolute
levels (Table I) and percentages (Table II)--are given in Applendix II.
Both tables are of the generalized type inasmuch as they contain approxi-

mations suggesting an order of magnitude rather than the precise error
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associated with any gi&en survey estimate. For estimates not specifically
listed in the error tables, linear interpolation must be used to approxi-
mate the standard error.

To illustrate the use of the standard error tables, assume that a
group of 90,000 prison inmates shared one of the characteristics discussed
in the report. Linear interpolation of values appearing in Table I yields
a standard error of about 1,650 for the estimate. The chances are 68 out
of 100 that the estimate (90,000) would have been a figure differing from
that obtainable in a complete census by less than 1,650 (plus or minus);
therefore, at the 68 percent confidence level, the interval associated
with that number of inmates would be from 88,350 to 91,650. The chances
are 95 out of 100 that the estimate would have differed from a complete
census figure by less than twice this standard error (3,300); in other
words, at the 95 percent confidence level, this interval would be from

86,700 to 93,300.

The standard error of the difference between two survey estimates is
approximately equal to the square root of the sum of the squares of the
standard error of each estimate considered separately. If the standard
error of the difference is less than the difference itself, the difference
between the two estimates is statistically significant at the 68 percent
confidence level; moreover, if twice the standard error of the difference
is less than the difference, then the difference is significant at the 95
percent confidence level. To illustrate the calculation of the standard
error of the difference between two estimates, assume that each of two
groups of inmates--numbering 35,000 and 20,000 and sentenced for the same
type of crime--had a different personal attribute, such as level of educa-
tional attainment. The standard error for the difference between the two
estimates would be expressed as v”(1,210)2 + (950)2 and would equal
1,540 (See Table I). Since twice the standard error of the difference
(3,080) is below the difference between the two estimates (15,000), statis-
tical significance at the 95 percent confidence level can be attached to

the difference in size between the two groups.
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GLGSSARY .

Adjudication - Used broadly to embrace all phases of the criminal justice
process from preliminary hearing to final sentencing.

Aggravated assault - Unlawful attack with the intent to inflict severe
bodily injury, usually by means of a weapon or other item that could
produce death or serious bodily harm.

Drug treatment - Detoxification or withdrawal programs designed to lessen
dependency on drugs; also drug maintenance programs that substitute
one drug for another but do not attempt to lessen dependency.

Habitual criminal - A person sentenced under an Habitual Criminal Act
stipulating the imposition of a prison sentence after separate ’
convictions for a set number of felonies and/or misdemeanors.

Juvenile offender - A person, under age 18 in most States, over whom a
juvenile court had original jurisdiction.

Major drug offense - Nonpossession, notably the sale or manufacture of
drugs, involving any drug except marijuana.

Minor drug offense - Illegal possession of any drug; also any offense
involving marijuana.

"Present' offense - The adjudicated offense for which an inmate had been
most recently mandated to the custody of State correctional authori-
ties for a period that, as of the date of the survey, had not been
interrupted by an unconditional discharge. (The "present' or "entry"
offense was different from that keing served on the date of the
survey in the cases of some of the inmates who, subsequent to incar-
ceration for the 'present" offense, had received a sentence for a
different offense, whether committed prior or subsequent to being
mandated for their '"present" offense.)

"Present' sentence - Sentence that most recently brought a prisoner !
under the jurisdiction of a State correctional system (including
parole authorities) for an uninterrupted period of time as of the
time of the survey. In the case of a small minority of inmates,
the "present,” or entry, sentence was not the same as the one they




were serving at the time of the survey. An example of a sentence
incurred subsequent to the ''present'' sentence is one that was handed
down for,a new crime committed by a parolee. Another example is a
sentencé incurred for a crime committed by an inmate while in prison.

Simple assault - Unlawful attack without the use of a dangerous weapon
and resulting in no serious injury to the victim. ,

State correctional institution - Any facility at which adult and/or youthful
offenders under the jurisdiction of a State correctional system resided
as a functionally distinct group on January 31, 1974. Inciudes prisons,
prison farms, community correctional centers, work-release centers,
pre-release centers, and classification or medical centers; also facil-
ities generally not defined by the States as correctional institutions
but nevertheless engaged in housing convicted persons classified as
inmates in the State correctional system (e.g., hospitals, Y.M.C.A.'s,
etc.).

Stolen property offense - Concealing, possessing, receiving, selling, or
transporting stolen property.

Training or rehabilitation program - Any educational or therapeutic program
designed to improve inmates' attitudes, correct deficiences in educa-
tional achievement, help inmates overcome drinking or drug habits,

" and the like. Includes formal job trainirg, remedial education N
pvograms, psychological and social counseling, alcoholic rehabilitation,
-drug treatment, and coufses in religious education; excludes sports,

~ recreational, and arts and crafts-type offerings.

Weapons offense - Illegal manufacture, séle, possession, or concealment of
a deadly weapon or furnishing such a weapon to a minor; also threat-
ening to bomb or teaching to use, using, or transporting explosives.

Work release - A program whose objective is the daytime release of.inmates‘
of a correctional institution to enable them to hold a paying job
located outside of the physical confines of the institution and
independent of the control of correctional authorities.

20
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Youthful offender - A person who is eligible for. special treatment under
the provisions of a given State's Youthful Offender Act in the event
he becomes liable for criminal charges; generally includes persons
age 17-24.
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Table 1.

Selected demographic, social, and economic
characteristics of inmates

Characteristic Number of inmates Percent of inmates
Sex
Total 191,400 100
Male 185,000 97
Female 6,300 3
Race
Total 191,400 100
White 97,700 51
Black 89,700 47
Other 3,400 2
Not reported 600 (2)
Age
Total 191,400 100
Under 18 1,800 1
18 5,500 3
19 7,900 4
20-24 57,100 30
25-29 44,900 23
30-34 27,300 14
35-39 16,300 9
40-49 19,600 10
50 and over 10,300 5
Not reported 600 (%)
Level of educational attainment
Totall 187,500 100
Eighth grade or less 49,000 26
1-3 years of high school 65,900 35
4 years of high school 52,200 28
1-3 years of college 14,300 8
4 years or more of college 1,500 1
Not reported 4,700 2
Employment status (month prior to arrest)
Total 191,400 100
Employed 131,000 68
Full time 117,100 61
Part time 13,800 7
Unemployed 59,000 31
Looking for work 23,800 12
Not looking for work 35,200 18
Wanting work 9,100 5
Not wanting work 26,100 14
Not reported 1,400 1
Marital status
Totall 187,500 100
Married 44,300 24
Widowed 5,800 3
Divorced 31,900 17
Separated 15,200 8
Never married 89,900 48
Not Teported 300 (Z)
Armed forces service
Totail 187,500 100
Served 51,200 27
Never served 136,400 73
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Table 1.

Selected demographic, social, and economic
characteristics of inmates--continued

Characteristic

Number of inmates

Percent of inmates

Personal income (year prior to arrest)

Total 168,300 100
No income 7,600 5
Less than $2,000 32,400 19
$2,000-$3,999 30,700 18
$4,000-$5,999 30,400 18
$6,000-$9,999 29,900 18
$10,000 or more 23,000 14
Amount not known 12,600 8
Not reported 1,800 1

Length of time on last job

Total 168,300 100
Less than 5 weeks 16,900 10
5-26 weeks 61,100 36
27-104 weeks 55,100 33
105-260 weeks 21,500 13
261 or more weeks 13,700 8

Occupation at time of arrest

Total 168,300 100
Professional and technical workers 4,900 3
Managers and administrators 9,500 6
Salesworkers 3,900 2
Clerical workers 7,000 4
Craftsmen and kindred workers 39,300 23

Carpenters 4,400 3
Auto mechanics 4,100 2
Painters 4,300 3
Other craftsmen 26,500 16
Operatives 48,100 29
Welders 3,700 2
Machine operators 3,800 2
Truck drivers 9,200 5
Other operatives 31,400 19
Nonfarm laborers 29,200 17
Construction laborers 8,200 5
Freight and material handlers 7,100 4
Other nonfarm laborers 13,800 8
Farmers and farm managers 400 (2)
Farm laborers and supervisors 4,000 2
Service workers 19,200 11
Others 500 (2)
Not reported 2,500 1

NOTE: Detail may not add to totals shown because of rounding.

unrounded figures.
Z Less than 0.5 percent.
lIncludes sentenced inmates only.

Percent distribution based on

2Includes only those inmates who had held a full-time job after December 1968 or who had

been employed during most of the month prior to their arrest.
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Table 2. Alcohol consumption ¢f inmatc;s at the time of the "present" f Table 3. Selected data on illicit drug use by inmates
or subsequent offense resulting in imprisonment !
| .
; Ttem Number of inmates Percent of inmates
Ttem Number of inimates Percent of inmates ‘ v (
Total 91400 ! th[a‘thell* drugs ever used
P . > 100 : Total i
Drinking at time of offense 81,700 43 Used drugs ﬁé:ggg lg({
Bee}* ]only 19,400 10 Never used drugs 74,500 39
Light 10,300 5 Not reported 300 (2)
Moderate 3,800 2
Heavy 5,300 3 Number of drugs ever used
w‘ln? only 7,900 A Total 116,500 100
Light 2,300 1 1 drug 30,900 26
Moderate 1,900 1 2 drugs 17,900 15
Heavy 3,700 2 | 3 drugs 19,000 16
Liquor’ only 32,400 17 4 drugs 14,800 13
Light 77600 ! A 5 or more drugs 34,000 29
Moderate 7,300 4 Type of drug ever used ‘
Heavy 17,400 9 ‘ Totall, 116,500 100
Beer and wine 2,900 2 Heroin 58:200 50
Li ght‘: 600 (2) Methadone 17,700 15
Moderate 800 (%) Cocaine 52,800 45
Heavy -~ 1,500 1 Marijuana 107,600 92
Bee}~ and liquor 11,100 6 ; Amphetamines 56,400 48
Light 1,400 1 ’; Barbiturates 53,000 46
Moderate 1,700 1 | Others 31,200 27
Heavy 8,000 4 '
Wine and liquor 1,400 1 Frequency of use
Light 1100 (17) Tota}l 116,500 100
Moderate 300 (2) : Daily 71,200 61
Heavy 1,000 1 Less than daily 45,300 39
Beiy,}wlne, and liquor 6,600 3 Type of drug used daily
lght 400 (2) Total3 71,200 100
Moderate 800 (z) Heroin 40,600 57
Heavy . 5,400 3 Methadone , 5,400 8
Not drinking at time of offense 107,600 56 Cocaine 11,500 16
Don't know and not reported 2,100 1 Marijuana 4 5:100 63
- Amphetamines 21,000 29
NOTE: Detail may not add to totals shown because of rounding., Percent distribution based ! Barbiturates 15,200 21
on unrounded figures. ' Others . 7’500 11
% Less than 0.5 percent. i Whet! der infl £d ’
IEstimate, based on about 17 or fewe a i atisti celi , ! rether under influence of drugs at
, wer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. time of "present' or subsequent
offensc-lz resulting in imprisonment
| Total 116,500 100
‘ Under influence 50:600 43
; Not under influence 65,100 56
g Don't know and not reported 800 1
| Number of drugs under infiuence of at
] time of ''present' or subsequent
] offense resulting in imprisonment
Total4 50,600 100
1 drug 36,800 73
2 drugs 10,600 21
3 or more drugs 3,200 6
NOTE: Detail may not add to totals shown because of rounding. Percent distribution based
on unrounded figures. ,
Z Less than 0.5 percent.
LIncludes only those inmates who reported ever using drugs.
2Detail exceeds total shown because inmates may have used more than one drug.
3Includes only thosc inmates who reported using drugs daily. Detail exceeds total shown
! because inmates may have used more than one type of drug daily.
’ 4Includes only those inmates who reported being under the influence of drugs at the time of
' 26 the "present" or subsequent offense resulting in imprisonment. ’
27
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Table 4. Most serious offense of sentenced inmates Table 5. Bail experience of sentenced inmates

it g v g e

focnsc Number of inmates Percent of inmates | Bail experience Number of inmates Percent of inmates
Ioftlg#icide . lgzzggg lgg Wh'ether bail was set 0
Murder 21,400 1 fotal oo e
Attempted murder 4,400 2 | all set 44100 2
Manslaughter 8,200 4 ! Mo bail set , ’ 1
Kidnaping 2,200 1 X Don't know and rot reported 2,600
Sexual assault - : 9,600 5 E Amount of bail
Rape 8,500 5 | Totall 140,800 100
Statutory rape 600 52; Less than $2,000 24,700 18
Lewd act with a child 500 z $2,000-$4,999 25,200 © 18
Other Z (1z) $5,000-$7,499 23,500 17
Major drug offense (extept possession) 8,000 4 $7,500-%$19,999 27,900 20
Involving heroin 2,800 1 $20,000 or more 32,700 23
Irevolving other specified drugs i Anounit not known 6,800 5 .
except marijuana 2,100 1 i ‘ . :
Involving unspecif)ied drugs 3,200 2 $W1$t}1e1ilre].easecl on bail 140,800 00
Robbery 42,400 23 e 53’900 38
Armed 28,800 1 ‘ eleased ’
Unarmed ‘ 5:900 3 i Not released 86,200 6%
Undetetmined 7,700 4 | Not reported sa0
Assault 9,000 5 ! To whom_bail was paid
Aggravated 5,700 3 i Total? 53,900 100
Simple 1,700 1 i Bondsman 38,400 71
Undetermined 1,700 1 : Court 10,200 19
Burglary 33,800 18 i Not reéported 5,300 10
Larcen 12,200 6 ! :
Motor vehicle theft 3,200 2 Reason Bail not set 44,100 100
ag:gflg;uérglégéngg enbezzlement 18’%88 2 Released on own recognizance 13,100 4;75
[} 3 | Cfance
Involving marijuana (except possession) 1,800 1 : gg}ggx;sgegggnballable 12’}88 30
Possession of heroin 2,600 1 Reason not known 8800 20
gossession of malrijuana . 1,100 1 ¢ !
ossession of other specified drugs 1,200 1 NOTE: Detail may not add to totals shown because of rounding, Percent distribution based on
vty wnopect oaa ToPeCted drugs b } .. unrounded Sigures. ‘
Weapons o%fensfa . 1’900 1 LTncludes only those sentenced inmates for whom bail had been set.
j\r%gn 1’000 1 2Includes only those sentenced inmates who had been released on bail.
Stg)len property offense 1’900 " 3ncludes only those sentenced inmates for whom bail had not been set.
: : ’
Other sex offense 2,100 1 ;
Drunk or drugged driving 1,100 1 !
BEscape or flight 1,000 1
Habitual criminal i100 (1z)
Jail offense 2,800 2
Other 2,000 1
Not reported 1z (12)
NOT8: Detail may not add to totals shown because of rounding. Percent distribution based on
unrounded figures.
Z Less than 100 or 0.5 percent. !
lﬁstimate, based on about 17 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable. §
{
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. : . xi : enced inmates
Table 6. Detention experience of sentenced inmates between arrest Table 7. Maximum length of sentence of sent

and admission to prison for 'present offense"

; Maximum sentence length Number of inmates Percent of inmates
T Ttem Number of inmates Percent of inmates | Total 187,500 100
% ~ | : 2
Whether detained between arrest and Less than 1 year ?’ 388 4
admission to prison 1-1.99 years R !
Total 187.500 100 t 2-2.99 years 8,700 s
Detained 175:000 93 ; 3—3.93 years 13,888 2
Not detained 10,300 5 f 4-4.99 years ’ : 14
: ; 5-5.99 years 25,900 ,
, Not reported 2,300 1 i 6-0.09 years 20,200 11
| Length of time detained 10-10.99 years 22,700 12
Total- 175,000 100 ! 11-15.99 years 19,400 10
Less than 31 days 41,800 24 E 16-20.99 years 12,500 7
: 31-90 days 45,800 26 21 or more years 15,800 8
| 91-120 days 19,100 11 ! Life 21,900 12
121-180 days 27,700 16 ; Death 700 (2)
; 181-365 days 29,000 17 ; Don't know and not reported 2,500 1,
| 366 or more days 11,500 7 ?

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Percent distribution based on

Whether detention time credited unrounded £ipures.

toward, sentence

Total~ 175,000 100 Z Less than 0.5 percent.
Not credited 47,700 27
Don't know and not reported 13,400 8

NOTE: Detail may not add to totals shown because of rounding, Percent distribution based on
unrounded figures.
Includes only those sentenced inmates who had served time before admission to prison.

i
!
Credited 113,800 65 !
1
i
i
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Table 9. Institutional work activities of sentenced inmates

N

: . Table 8. Extramural contacts of sentenced inmates

e ot s e ST,

Ttem Number of inmates Percent of inmates

‘ Item Number of inmates Percent of inmates

Institutional work assignment

Communication with family or friends

NOTE: Detail may not add to totals shown because of rounding.

unrounded figures.
Z Less than 0.5 percent.

lEstimate, based on about 17 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Percent distribution based on

r......_:::.:,v:m; R

wnrounded figures. ) )
LIncludes 10,100 sentenced inmates participating in work-release progrems outside the

Ffacility.

2Includes only those sentenced inmates having work assignments within the facility.

33

! Total 187,500 100
| by telephone or letter 1 With work assignment 137,900 74
;; Total o 187,500 100 ? Without work assignmentl 48,100 26
! Some communication 176,200 94 ' Not reported 1,500 1
At least weekly 120,500 64 = i . ‘
At least monthly 43,000 23 Type SE-work assignment , :
; Less than monthly 12,700 7 TOtE}lZ T 137,900 190
No communication 117100 6 Kitchen or dining hall 21,700 16 ‘
Not reported 1200 (12) Prison industry i 18,200 13 :
: : . . ; Maintenance and repair 15,200 11 |
Vl'S‘itS by family or friends : General janitorial 13,800 10 !
fotal 187,500 100 , Prison farm 12,600 g !
Some visits 135,500 72 ; Administrative 11,500 3 |
At least weekly 29,400 16 f Prison laundry 6,600 5 . J
At least monthly- 57,700 31 Grounds upkeep 6,000 b
Less than monthly 48,500 26 : Hospital or infirmary 3,300 2 " |
Ir:JJotvlslt:st . 51,500 27 ; Other 29,000 21 !
ot repo
. porte e 200 @) Hours per week spent on work assignment b ‘
Distance between institution and home Total 137,900 100 i
Total i 187,500 100 ‘; Less than 21 16,700 12
Less than 50 miles 40,300 21 ‘ 21-35 hours 35,300 26
50-99 miles 38,100 20 36-40 hours 44,200 34
100~249 miles 52,600 28 ‘ 41 or more hours 35,000 25 :
* 250 or mote miles 54,700 29 Not reported 6,700 5
Not reported 1,900 1 \ . 3 .
PP ,, ,Remuner%tlon per hour for work assignment
Eligibility and grants for furloughs ! Total 137,900 100
fotal 187,500 100 Less than 6 cents 45,600 33
Eligible 42,200 23 6-20 cents 34,200 25 :
Granted 19,900 11 21 cents or more 7,300 5 ‘
. Not granted 22,300 12 Payment in kind 6,000 4 |
Not eligible 142,100 76 Not paid 40,500 29 ‘
Granted previously 8,400 4 Not reported 4,400 3
Not granted previously 133,700 71 5 |
Not reported 3,200 2 " NOTE: Detail may not add to totals shown because of rounding. Percent distribution based on
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Table 10. Participation in training or rehabilitation programs
by sentenced inmates

Ttem

Number of inmates

Percent of inmates

Current participation in programs
Total
Participating
Not participating
Not reported

Whether any programs completed during
“present'’ incarceration
Total
Yes
No
Not reported

Type of program completed during
"present’ incarceration
Totall
Jab training
Remedial education
Psychological/social counseling
Alcoholic rehabilitation
Drug treatment
Religious instruction
Other

187,500
78,800
107,500
1,200

187,500
57,400
128,600
1,500

57,400
26,000
17,200
15,300
6,500
5,600
3,300
10,300

100
42
57

1

100
31
67

100
45
30
27
11

8
6
18

NOTE:  Detail may not add to totals shown because of rounding.

unrounded figures.

Percent distribution based on

lmncludes only those sentenced inmates who had completed a training or rehabilitation
program. Detail exceeds total shown because inmates may have completed more than one program.
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Table 11. Selected data on prior correctional background of inmates

Item

Number of inmates

Percent of inmates

Number of sentences ever served
Total
None
1
2
3
4
S or more

Whether sentenced more than once for
the same offense
Total
Never received any sentence
Received only one sentence
Received more than one sentence
Never sentenced more than once
for the same offense
1 time
2 times
3 times
4 or more times

Time served on all sentences
Total

No time served

Less than 13 months
13-24 months

25-48 months

49-120 months

121 or more months

Not reported

Nuwber of past juvenile sentences
Total
With past juvenile sentence(s)
"One past juvenile sentence
Two or more past juvenile sentences
Without past juvenile sentence

Time served on past juvenile sentence(s)
Totall
Less than 2 months
2-6 months
7-12 months
13-24 months
25 or more months

Number of times on probation as juvenile,
adult, or youthful offender
Total

Never on probation

Cn probation
1 time
2 times
3 or more times

Not reported
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191,400
500
55,700
4%,900
36,000
23,800
31,400

191,400
500
55,700
135,200

35,500
42,500
28,200
16,400
12,600

191,400
500
33,000
30,100
42,100
52,900
26,400
6,300

191,400
63,000
40,200
22,900

128,300

63,000
6,700
9,400

14,000

17,000

15,900

191,400
82,600
108,300
41,000
47,100
20,200
500

100
(2)
29
23
19

12
16

100
(2)
29
7

18
22
15
9
7

10¢
(z)
17
10
22
28
14

100
33
21
12
87

100~
11
15
22
27
25

100
43
57
21
25

11
(2)




Table 11. Selected data on prior

correctional background of inmates--continued

Item

Number of inmates

Percent of inmates

Number of times on probation as adult
or youthful offender
Total
Never on probation
On probation
1 time
2 or more times
Not reported

Number of times on probation
juvenile offender
Total
Never on probation
On probation
1 time
2 times
3 or more times
Not reported

Time spent on probation
Total2
Less than 13 months
13-24 months
25 or more months
Not reported

Number of times parcled
Total
Never paroled
Paroled
1 time
2 times
3 or more times

191,400
83,100
107,800
106,900
900

500

191,400
123,600
67,300
47,300
11,500
8,500
500

108,300
54,000
24,100
30,300

(32)

191,400
119,500
71,800
45,000
16,800
10,000

100
43
56
56
(2)
@)

100
65
35
25

6
4
(2

100
50
22

28
32)

100
62
38
24

9
5

NOTE: Detail may not add to totals shown because of rounding.

unrounded figures,
Z Less than 100 or 0.5 percent.

Petcent distribution based on

lncludes only those inmates who, prior to their "present” sentence, had also been sentenced

as_a juvenile.

“Includes only those inmates who had been on probation.
SBstimate, based on ghout 17 or fewer sample cases, is statistically reliable.
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Table I. Standard error approximations for estimated numbers of prisoners f lable T1. Standard error approximations for estimated percentages of inmates
(68 chances out of 100) | (68‘cha,nces out of 100)
R P o ; Base of Estimated percentages
Size of estimate Standard error estimate 98 or 2 95 ot 5 90 or 10 80 or 20 75 ot 25 50

oy 120 : 300 5.7 8.9 12.2 16.3 17.6 20.3
750 ' 160 ; 500 4.4 6.9 9.4 12.6 13.6 15.7
1,000 528 750 3.6 5.6 7.7 10.3 11.1 12.9
1,500 ) 27 f 1,000 3.1 4.9 6.7 8.9 9.6 11.1
2’ 000 0 1,500 2.5 4.0 5.5 7.3 7.9 9.1
27500 o : 2,000 2.2 3.4 4.7 6.3 6.8 7.9
37000 330 2,500 2.0 3.1 4.2 5.6 6.1 7.0
3,500 210 ; 3,000 1.8 2.8 3.9 5.1 5.6 6.4
4,000 4 3,500 1.7 2.6 3.6 4.8 5.2 5.9
5,000 438 ; 4,000 1.6 2.4 3.3 4.5 4.8 5.6
7,500 600 ! 5,000 1.4 2.2 3.0 4.0 4.3 5.0
10,000 690 7,500 1.1 1.8 2.4 3.3 3.5 4.1
20,000 9 | 10,000 1.0 1.5 2.1 2.8 3.0 3.5
25’000 20 20,000 0.7 1.1 1.5 2.0 2.2 2.5
30”000 1,050 25,000 0.6 1.0 1.3 1.8 1.9 2.2
40,000 1oas ; 30,000 0.6 0.9 1.2 1.6 1.8 2.0
50,000 1 40,000 0.5 0.8 1.1 1.4 1.5 1.8
60000 »400 50,000 0.4 0.7 0.9 1.3 1.4 1.6
30’000 1,490 \ 60,000 0.4 0.6 0.9 . 1.1 1.2 1.4
100°000 1,810 : 80,000 0.3 0.5 0.7 1.0 1.1 1.2
120000 1,980 100,000 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9 1.0 11
: 1,700 : 120,000 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.8 0.9 1.0
150,000 1,630 150,000 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.7 0.8 0.9
191,400 1,510 1 170,000 0.2 0.4 0.5 0.7 0.7 0.9
191,400 0.2 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8
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