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PP. 4-5 How serious are various types of erimes?
Introduction

In 1977, a National Survey of Crime Severity was conducted as a
supplement to the National Crime Survey. The survey ineluded a
deseription of 204 illegal events, ranging in seriousness from playing
hooky fram school to planting a bamb in a publiec building that killed 20
people. Twelve separate questionnaires were developed. Certain eore
items were administered to all respondents in the sample; the remainder
of .the items were each covered on only one version of the

questionnaire. This procedure was necessary because the 204-item seale
was too long to be scored by an individual respondent. Each respondent
scored about 30 items.

Magnitude sealing was used allowing respondents to assign any value they
wished to an item-~the scale had no upper limits. Previous research, as
well as research conducted during pretesting of this scale, showed that
if a fixed interval scale were used, respondents would not be able to
express the range of their feelings at the upper end of the scale about
very serious erimes.

Method of Calculating Sevérity Scores

The severity scale was caleulated from the scores obtained from the
sample by computing geametric means. The geametric mean, which is the
appropriate measure of ceentral tendency for ratio judgments, is
calculated by taking the antilog of the arithmetic means of the
logarithms of the responses. Sinee the individual secores for items came
from a sample survey, it was also necessary to weight the questionnaire
items to refleet the number of persons represented by a given score at
the national and subnational levels. The seriousness scores for the
camponents of any criminal event that has elements of injury, theft, or
damage to property were developed from 12 "core items" on the
questionnaire. Because of their importance in scaling the index crimes,
these core items appeared more numerously in the 12 questionnaires than
did the remainder of the offense types.

From the geametric means, ratio scores were developed. These scores
indicate the relative perceived severity for different events in the
scale. For example, the killing of 20 people by bambing a building is-
judged to be 72 times more sericus than the theft of one doilar, while
the killing of one person is about 36 times more serious than the theft
of one dollar. Since the ratio scores are derived from the geometric
means, both-measures refleet relative severity. Ratio scores rather
than the geometrie means were used in the text table. ({For exarple, the
geametrie mean for the highest item in the scale, planting a borb in a

publie building that kills-20 people, is 1577,.526 compared with a ratio
score of 72.10.)

Sample from which Scores were Obtained

The. severity scores are based on data collected in July through December
of 1977 as a supplement to the National Crime Survey, ‘Mestionnaires

Fal;
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Regarding the perceived seriousness of various kinds of eriminal acts
were administered to each member 18 years old and older in half of the
-interviewed households. The samle was spread over 376 sample areas
with coverage in each of the 50 States and the Distriet of Columbia.
The severity subsample reflected all aspects of the sample design for
the full NCS sample. More detailed information about the NCS sample is
available in the yearly report on Criminal Vietimization in the United
States.

Definitions of Crine Severity Events

In developing the erime severity project, extensive attention was given
to writing the questionnaire items fram which erime classifications
would be developed. It is, of course, impossible to develop events in
accord with the legal definitions of erime, sinece these definitions vary
fram State to State. Instead, efforts were made to develop simple
deseriptions of a wide variety of behaviors that cover traditional .
crimes as well as "white ecollap" and other offenses. The erime severity
index measures publie perceptions of the factors that the public
collectively feels should weigh in determining relative severity of ,
offenses, irrespective of the actual factors that make up eriminal

law. Because of the methodology used, in which a series of different
questionnaires were required to cover all offenses, some anamalies do
oceur. In these cases, the extreme opinions of a few people on one
questionnaire resulted in an item being placed higher or lower in the
seale that would be expected based upon "common sense." However, there
are relatively few of these cases.

g
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P. 7 Property crimes outnumbered violent crimes by 9 to 1

Violent erime 9.9
Murder - 0.2
Foreible rape 0.6
Robbery 4.3
Aggravated assault 4.8
Property erimes 90.1
Burglary 28.1
Larceny theft 53.8
Motor vehiele theft 93'3

Total
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P- 7 In 1981 almost a thipd of all households were vietimized by

violence or theft

Source: Households Touched by Crime 1981, BJS bulletin.

A violent crime by strangers and/or a burglary struek 10% of all

households in 1981

Source: Households Touched by Crime 1981, BJS bulletin, p. 2

Plus camputations not explicitly in bulletip

Households touched by--

High concern erimes 8,714,924
Burglary 6,101,227
Violent crime by strangers 3,182,011
Eliminate overlap 9,283,238
- 8,714,924
Households suffering both 568,314
burglary and violent erime by
strangers
6,101,227
- 568,314
Households suffering only 5,532,913
burglary
3,182,011
- 568,314
Household suffering only 2,613,697

violent crime by strangers

P+ 7 41 million victnpizations occurred in 1981

Source: Criminaj Vietimization in the 'United States 1981

13 million UR Index Crimes were reported to police in 1981

Source: Uniform Crime Reports, Crime in the United States 1981,

p. 36
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é P. 7 Businesses reported more than 1 million burglaries and more than

P. 7 Businesses are prime targets of robbers and burglars 100,000 robberies in 1981

Source: unpublished caleulations based on R and Commereial

Source: FBI, Uniform Crime Reports, Crime in the United States
Vietimization Survey (CVS) data

1981, Table 17, p. 150.
Robbery rate

Nenresidence 1,148,101
Personal 393,412 i Night 625, 842
(per 1,000 persons) = 225,349,000 = 1.75 ; Day 191,055
5 10X ! Unknown 331,204
usiness ; 139,641 i
(per 1,000 businesses) = 8,000,000 = 17.5 g Night 625,842
T,748, 101 = 54.5%
Burglary rate--persons 2,380,708 §
(per 1,000 households) = 80,976,800 = 929.4 ‘ Day 191,055
Buc ' 1,197, 220 5.1X : 1,148,701 = 16.6%
usiness ,197,
(per 1,000 businesses) = 8,000,000 = 149.7 Unknown 331,204
L 1K 1,148,101 = 28.8%
Burglary rate--persons __g¢§§g&12§ ) o
(per 1,000 persons) = 225,349,000 = 10.6

Rate bases Personal--UCR population bases
1976 - 214,659,000
1980 - 225,349,000

Camercial population bases Caleulated from CVs
1876 - CVS estimate of establishments - 7,200,000
1980 - produced by ratio estimating 1976 CVS estimates and
1976 and 1980 County Business Pattern (CBP) estimates of
emloyer establishments
1976 CBP - 4,100,000

Cammercial robbery--approximation since this

definition really isn't

g o < e

1980 Cap
4.543

————r—

4.

o

l

= 7.9

"~
o

1880 robberies
Personal tota]

- 4,543,000

X

= 8 million

1980 burglaries

393,412 Residence

2,380,708

Street, highway - 276,168
Residence 56,805 Nonresidence  '1,197,220
Miscellaneous 60,439
Camnercial total 139,641
Commereial house 73,458
Gas/serviee station 22,024
R Convenience store 36,161
Bank 7,998

used by FBI for UCR. This is our best guess as to estimate of
conmercial robbery.

Cammercial house 72,430
Gas/service station 22,934
Convenience store 34,803
Bank 7,588

148,703

Ratio of convenience store robberies to gas/service station robberies:

34,809
22,934 = 1.52

Ratio of convenience store robberies to bank robberies:
34,809 .
7,358 = 4.8

-3
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The percentage ‘of
during the past 7

Source:

households touched by crime changed little

Households Touched by Crims 1981, BJS bulletin
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victimization rates between 1973 and 1981

P. 8 The National Crime Survey shows relatively little change in

Personal Personal
Rate Motor larceny  larceny
; per Aggravated Simple Violent vehicle with without Illouschold
i 1,000 Rape Robbery assault assault crimes  theft Burglary contact contact larceny
! ESAALL T~g_ : __TET__X L,
A (8) © D) (F) (F) G (D) (i) TN
§ 1973 0.95 6.74 10.07 14.80 32.55 19.08 91.69 3.1 88.0 107.00
b 1974 0.98 7.18 10.39 14.44 J2.98 18.82 93.13 3.1 92.0 123.79
i 1975 0.91 6.76 9.61 15.56 32.84 19.48 | 91.68 3.1 92.9 125.38
: 1976 0.84 6.4% 9.806 15.41 32.57 16.47 88.90 2.9 93.2 124.08
: 1977 0.89 6.22 9.98 16.81 33.90 16.97 88.53 2.7 94.6 123.26
i 1978 0.97 5.89 9.69 17.16 33.72 17.51 85.97 3.1 93.6 119.93 on
! 1979 1.08 6.26 9.92 17.29 34.54 17.52 84.09 2.9 89.0 133.71
i 1980 0.94 6.56 9.26 16.50 33.26 16.69 84.26 3.0 80.0 126.50
2 1981 0.95 7.41 9.64 17.32 35.32 17.11 87.92 3.3 81.9 121.01
E % change 73-81
-0-  +9.94 -4.27  +17.083  +8.51 -10.32 -4.11 +6 | -8 +13.09
Source: NCS
i
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.P- 9 NS and TR examine different aspects of crime and crime trends

Much of the difference between the NCS and WR burglary trends
can be explained

Source: UR, NCS, and unpublished ecaleulations

Burglary rate

1973 1981

s.0:4 1222.5 1632.1 +33.5%

NCS 97.1

Population growth

NCS - Households
UCR - Population

%3change‘
87.9 - 4.1%
1973 1981 % change
70,442,000 84,095,000 +19.4%

209,851,000 229,146,000 + 9.2%

to ICR residential burglary rate

Camparison of NCS reported burglaries rate based on population

Year-to Year-to
NCS year R year

R reported percent residential percent

Year population burglaries Rate change burglaries Rate change
1973 209,851,000 3,009,754  14.34 - 1,580,610 7.58 -
1974 211,392,000 3,205,726  15.16 5.7 1,884,304 8,91 17.5
1975 213,124,000 3,277,438 15.38 1.5 2,081,344 9.72 9.1
1976 214,659,000 3,205,095 14.93 -2.9 1,946,574 9,07 -8.7
1977 216,332,000 3,301,271  15.26 2.2 1,983,930 9.17 1.1
1978 218,059,000 3,157,584 14.48 -5.1 2,017,925 9.25 0.9
1979 220,099,000 3,182,250 14.46 =-0.1 2,111,680 8.539 3.7
1980 225,349,264 3,377,149  15.87 9.8 2,517,994 11.17 16.5
1981 229,146,000 3,778,344 16,49 3.9 2,505,666 10.93 -2.1
10

]
zancseh it i
S NEEI ST,

Camarison of NCS foreible entry rates to
UR residential forcible entry rates

TR Percent Residential
residential foreible foreible Rate per
Year burglaries entry entries 1,000
1973 1,590,610 75 1,192,958 5.68
1974 1,884,304 75 1,413,228 6.69
1975 2,081,344 75 1,561,008 7.32
1976 1,946,574 75 1,459,931 6.80
1877 1,903,930 73 - 1,448,269 6.69
1978 2,017,925 73 1,473,085 6.76
1979 2,111,680 73 1,541,526 7.00
1980 2,517,994 73 1,838,136 8.16
1381 2,505,666 73 1,829,136 7.98
NCS Reported .
foreible Percent forcible Rate per
Year entries reported entries 1,000
1973 2,095,000 70.0 1,466,500 6,99
1974 2,215,000 71.6 1,585,940 7.50
1975 2,274,000 72.9 1,657,748 7.79
1976 2,227,000 70.1 1,561,127 7.27
1977 2,300,000 72.5 1,667,500 7.71
1978 2,200,000 70.3 1,546,600 7.09
1999 2,156,000 71,9 1,550,164 7.04
1980 2,462,000 72.9 1,794,798 7.96
1981 2,587,000 76.3 1,973,881 8.61
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P. 10 In 1980, the homicide rate was at the highest level in this century
1900 - 1.2 1940 - 5.3 A
1901 - 1.2 1941 - .9
1902 - 1.2 1942 - 5.9 i
1903 - 1.1 1943 - 5.1 ; N
1904 - 1.3 1944 - 5,0 |
1905 - 2.1 1945 - 5.7 )
1906 - 3.9 1946 - 5.4 g
1907 - 4.9 1947 - 5.1 3
1908 - 4.3 1948 - 5.9 ;
1909 - 4.2 1949 - 5.4 ;
1910 - 4.5 1950 - 5.3 i
1911 - 5.5 1951 - 4.9 i
1912 - 3.4 1952 - 5.2 !
1913 - 5.1 1953 - 4.8 i
1914 - 5.2 1954 - 4.3 ;
1915 - 5.9 1955 - 4.5 i
1916 - 6.3 1956 - 4.8 i
| 1917 - 6.9 1957 - 4.5 i
i 1918 - 6.5 1958 - 4.3 if . )
i 1919 - 7.2 1959 - 4.5 ‘ S !
i 1920 - 6.8 1960 - 4,7 !~ N
///fﬁzﬁ 1921 - 8,1 1961 - 4.7 {
s 1922 - 8.0 1962 - 4.8
g 5 1923 - 7.8 1963 - 4.9 |
; 1924 - 3.1 1964 - 5.1 |
E 1925 - 8.3 1965 - 5.5
; 1926 - 8.4 © 1966 - - 5.9
| 1927 - 8.4 1967 - 6.8 )
§ 1928 - 8.5 1968 - 7.3 ‘
§ 1929 - 8.4 1969 - 7.7 |
) 1930 - 8.3 1970 - 8.3 .
i 1931 - 9.2 1971 - 9.1
i 1932 - 9.0 1972 - 9.4 N
i 1933 - 9.7 1973 - 9.7
| 1934 -  g.5 1974 - 10.1
§ 1935 - 8.3 1975 - 9.9
| 1936 -  g.p 1976 - 3.0
i 1937 - 7.8 1977 - 9.1 ‘
| 1938 - 5.3 1978 - 9.2 :
| 1939 - .4 1979 - 19.9 (g o
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p. 10 Hemicide data provide added perspective to crime trends

UR and Public Health statisties both show that the hamicide rate
has been rising sinece 1961

Source: NS, Social Indicators, p. 64, table 2/1
NS hamicide rates 1971-81
Total hamicide rate

New OQld Provisional

1971 9.1 8.1
1972 9.4 9.4

1973 9.7 9.8

1974  10.1 10.2

1975 9.9 10.0 10,2
1976 9.0 9,1 8.8 .
1977 9.1 9.2 9.7
1978 9.2 9.4

1979 10.0 10.? 10.4
1980 11.0
1981 10.7

Note: 1980-81 estimates are provisional based on a 10% sample of cases--
subjeet to revision.
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Carparison of NOIS and TR homicide rates
NCHS TR

1951 4
1952 5.
1953 4
1954 4.
1955 4.
1956 4.
1957 4.
1958 4.
1959 4.
1960 4.
1961 4
1962 4
1963 4
1964 5.
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P- 11 Sare types of larceny end burglary show strong seasonal trends

January February March April May June July August Septenber October  Novonber Deeaber

(A) Personal larceny without contact less than $50 (Source: NCS/MIS)

1973 834 855 778 824 815 624 659 614 872 927 205 848

1974 - 907 885 800 749 @77 636 613 600 844 1,041 1,010 902

1875 883 863 790 - 811 793 687 604 677 817 933 880 812

1976 804 808 755 732 774 619 624 625 761 927 889 793

1977 788 790 823 787 758 623 583 691 845 - 847 883 818

1978 770 787 187 744 758 694 624 611 812 857 833 787 .
1979 687 717 676 703 721 61l 580 592 692 757 781 775 -
1980 652 633 565 548 586 477 548 541 614 712 700 670

(8) Household lareeny (Source: NS/SFI) ﬁ

1973 511 - 408 479 598 674 740 769 812 634 664 614 635

1974 614 698 663 711 707 845 865 . 917 753 760 683 T17

1975 575 573 668 679 7178 865 1,011 933 825 813 697 807

1976 - 643 638 673 713 803 941 967 929 748 755 742 749

1977 602 574 669 758 831 921 984 1,002 789 821 704 766 ,

1978 656 569 640 682 718 950 1,023 939 910 767 722 774 :

1979 667 - 606 135 770 946 1,089 1,098 1,139 914 939 854 873 A
1980 679 683 02 755 849 997 1,114 1,057 878 922 832 787

(C) Nonforce household burglary (Source: NCS/SF1)

1973 205 183 224 221 271 218 300 312 252 266 261 240

1974 180 211 230 260 239 278 314 316 266 270 260 233 ‘e

1975 201 202 224 235 274 280 350 295 252 230 239 198 ;

1976 174 184 216 199 259 272 334 282 237 244 226 201

1977 196 202 235 237 268 264 284 310 242 274 235 215 ‘

1978 162 172 195 246 261 273 304 264 276 235 287 241 i

1979 207 208 238 258 254 292 325 337 257 293 247 193 :

1980 213 183 206 211 235 296 305 319 249 " 248 256 . 248 g
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p. 12 UCR Index Crime rates are highest in the West, lowest in Central and
Appalschian regions.

pD. 52-53 For every five offenses reported to police...there is approximately one arrest.

FBI Uniform Crime Reports data for 1980 on offenses and arrests were prepared for
county-level mapping by the Inter-University Consortium for Political and Social
Research. Offenses covered are murder, manslaughter, rape, robbery, assault, burglary,
larceny, and motor vehicle theft.

County data were aggregated in the following manner: Counts of erime events were
summed for all jurisdictions which could be placed in a particular county. Monthly
counts for jurisdictions reporting crime data for less than a full year but for more than
six months were assumed to be unbiased and were weighted upwards to approximate the
reporting level which would be expected for the full year. Jurisdictions not reporting to
the FBI during 1980 or reporting for six months or less were excluded from the analysis.
For those Jurxsdxctlons which overlapped county borders, ecounts were assigned to the
affected counties in proportion to the population of the jurisdiction known to be residing
in each county. In Connecticut and Vermont, the State police also reported nontrivial
numbers of eriminal events which could not be identified by county. These counts were
partitioned among all counties of these States in proportion to county population.

Aggregated offense and arrest counts were subsequently divided by 1980 Census figures
for county population to derive per capita offense and arrest rates for each county.
Rates per thousand population were then calculated and aggregated to produce the five
ordered categories used to produce each map. The distribution of counties in lower 48
States plus District of Columbia across categories for each map was as follows:

UCR Index Offenses per Thousand Resident Population
NOT

AVAILABLE. UNDER 20 20 ~ 40 40 - 60 60 -80 80 AND OVER
112 1018 1027 546 267 138
(3.6%) (32.8%) (33.0%) (17.6%) (8.6%) (4.4%)
UCR Index Arrests Per Thousand Resident Population

NOT
AVAILABLE LESS THAN 5 5-10 10~ 15 15-20 20 AND OVER
434 1069 920 472 152 61
(14.0%) (34.4%) (29.6%) (15.2%) (4.9%) (2.0%)

*Counties where all jurisdictions either reported no data to the FBI for 1980 or reported
for six months or less.
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Substate data for Alaska and Hawaii eould not be utilized with the ana.ly.tic software
available to produce the offense and arrest maps. Consequently, stateyvxde rates were
computed for these two States. Jurisdiction-level arrest data on FBI files for a number
of other States were also inadequate. State-level aggregate counts were used for arrest
rate caleulations in these States when available, except for Florida, where arrest
calculations relied on county-level data obtained from that State's UCR reporting
program. :
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: P. 14 Except for hamicide,
2 of weapons

Source: R, Crime in the United States 1981
NCS 1981--cambination of published/unpublished data

mest violent erimes do not involve the use

Total Total Total Total
Total % no with with with with Total
ineidents weapon weapon % guns % knives % other % typeIK %

Rape 166,750 76.9
Robbery 1,201,130 53.7

38,510 23.1 11,170 .
555,580 46.3 216,760 18.
Assault 4,255,120 68.1 1,358,430 31.9 375,290 8.

0 O ~3

P

P
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24,440 14.7 1,590 1.0 3,510

2.1
246,450 20.5 112,380 9.4 24,050 2.0
378,920 8.9 395,650 14.0 50,670 1.2
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P 14 Vietims used cr brandished a gun or knife to protect themselves : ; P. 15 Strangers camit most violent crimes, especially robbery
in only 2% qf all violent erimes | | Rate per 1,000 ‘
Source: NCS, Criminal Vietimization in the U,S. 1981, Table §7. : Robbery ravated assault
7 Stranger Nonstranger Stranger Nonstranger
- (A) (B) (D) (E)
d f n
Armed offenders seldom had more than one type o weapo 1973 5.73 0.96 5-23 3.84
Source: NCS caleulations on data for 1973-79 done for Violent 1974 6.09 L1.08 6.78 3.61
Crime by Strangers bulletin | 1975 5.75 1.01 6.26 3.35
" . ’(/,:/ 1976 0-29 1-17. 6017 3069
1973-79 violent erime by strangers ‘ 1977 4.88 1.34 6.28 3.71
y g , 1&9);8 4.54 1.36 6.24 3.45
Gun only 3,187,318 _, 1979 5.08 1.21 6.31 3.61
Knife only 2:596:524 : 1980 5.44 r.12 6.02 3.24
Gun/knife 119,001 ' |
Gun/other 116,783 ! . ‘ .
Gun/knife/other 25,677 : | g“-: le assault Total violent crimes
Knife/other 159, 437 ' ranger Nonstranger Stranger Nonstranger
K type 2,127,121 : G) §59) D R
Total gun only, knife only, and other only 8,853,254 ; | 1973 8.74 6.06 21.50 11.06
Total vietimizations with weapons 9,274,032 =95.5% ’ 1974 8.29 6.15 21.88 11.10
1973 - 8.74 6.83 21.39 11.46
Confirmed by 1981 data table B4 (these data not ineluded in report) 1976 8.90 6.51 20.94 11.63
1977 - 9.62 7.18 21.35 12.55
Guns 604,220 . 1978 9.76 7.40 21.24 12.48
Knives 649,819 iggg lg.gg 7.07 22.23 12.31
Other 709,610 . 7.30 21.33 11,92
1,963,640 , ) 1981 10.13 7.20 23.49 11.84
Total incidents with weapons 1,952,520 f Source: NCS
Overlap 11,590
1,952,050 = 1% of incidents with multiple weapons
Weapons are m:ré often used than assaults in killings of law
enforcament officers
Source: TUCR, Crime in the United States 1981‘,  peg. 305, 310,
Bambing ineidents deelined by 45% hatween 1975 and 1981
Source: Bamb sutmary 1981, Tables 1 and 2 ;
Terrorist groups claimed responsibility for only 20 of the 1,249
bambing incidents in 1980 &
Source: FBI bomb sutmary 1980, Tables 9 and 10 -* 21
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P. 15 Robbery vietims run a high risk of injury fram unarmed strangers

Source:

Violent Crime
estimates done for that

by Strangers, p. 4, and nonpublished

bulletin

Robbery completion-~unpublished Violent Crime by Strangers table 218-

Unarmed

Other weapon armed Campleted

Injury to robbery victins--dnpublished Violent Crime by Strangers table 244

Camleted

Total

Total

Other weapon armed Injured

Unarmed

Knife armed

Gun armed

Total

Injured
Total

Injured
Total

Injured
Total

1,084,196
3,017,865

53.7%

310,342
572,560 = 54.2%

2

= 372,559

]

2,017,864 = 33.8%

285, 245
= 1,122,267 = 95.4%

224,622
1,315,577 = 17.1%

Most violent erimes except murder are cammitted by strangers

Source:

1973-79 violent crimes (

By strangers

By acquaintances

By relatives
Total

bhnber

23,497, 961
11,305, 886
2,532,959
37,336,808

Hamicide--Crime in the Unjted States 1981
Other crimes--Violent Crime by Strangers and unpublished estimmtes

rape, robbery, assauit)

Percent’

63
30
7

‘100

22
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Chapter I. The Vietim
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P. 18 How do erime pates campare with the rates of other life events?

Tables 1 and 2 document how rates in the life events table were deriv
9 N e .
igyeral different ne?hodolog1es were considered in the process of deve?oping
n1s table. A technical report will be issued by BJS at a later date that
discusses the conceptual and measurement issues involved in determining how to
calculate these rates and discusses alternative methodologies, : ‘

24
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Table 1. Negative life event rates
Rate
Per Per Population
Rank Event 1,000 100,000 Group ~ Age Year
1 Accidental injury, all
¢ircumstances 290 28,871 Civilian noninstitutional 17+ 1981
2 Experienced some ,
unerp loyment 195 19,541 Workers and work-seekers 16+ 1981
3 Accidental injury at
home 105 10,494 Civilian noninstitutional 17+ 1981
4 Personal theft 82 8,151 Civilian noninstitutional 16+ .1981
plus off-base military
5 Accidental injury at work6$ 6,795 Civilian noninstitutional 17+ 1981
6 Violent vietimization 33 3,334 Civilian noninstitutional 16+ 1981
) plus off-base military
7 Assault (aggravated & Civilian noninstitutional
simple) 25 2,338 plus off-base military 16+ 1981
8 Injury in motor vehicle
accident 23 2,294 Civilian noninstitutional 17+ 1981
9 Divorce 23 2,277 Resident, married female* 15+ 1979
10 Death, all causes 11 1,068 Resident 15+ 1979
11 Serious (aggravated) Civilian noninstitutional
assault 9 928 plus off-base military 16+ 1981
12 Death of spouse 9 856 Resident, married+* 15+ 1979
13 Robbery 7 704 Civilian noninstitutional 16+ 1981
plus off-base military
14 Heart disease death 4 422 Resident 15+ 1979
15 Cancer death . 2 232 Resident 15+ 1979
16 Rape (women only) 2 165 Civilian noninstitutional 16+ 1981
i plus off-base military, female
17 Accidental death, all . ‘
circumnstances 0.5 35 Resident 15+ 1979
18 Motor vehicle accident
death 0.3 28 Resident 15+ 1979
19 Pneuronia/influenza death 0.3 25 Resident 15+ 1979
20 Suicide 0.16 - 16 Resident MR 1978
21 Fire/flame injury 0.13 13 Resident FETR (L
22 Homicide/legal ‘ | IR
. intervention death 0.12 12 Resident RIS AR A ML
23 Fire/flame death 0.08 3  Resident VALl 1B
*See source-notes, table 2, regarding effects of 1979 population unde ‘st i,
: by
1 FERE
P ‘1
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able 2.

Supplementary information on negative life events

Rate comonent

vent Numerator Denaminator
ank  (source) (source) Program/agency Comment
1 148,140,000 166,165,000 National Health Interview Survey/ Unpublished figures available for
(a) (a) NCHS-Census age 15+
2 23,382,000 119,658,000 Current Population Survey/BLS- " Estimeted total population age
(b) (b) Census 16+ was 171,666,000
3 17,438,000 166,165,000 National Health Interview Survey/ Unpublished {igures available for
(a) {a) NCHS~Census age 15+
4 14,005,400 171,830,500 NCS/BJS-Census Based on age 12+, the rates are
(e) (e) 85 and 8,313
5 11,291,000 166,165,000 National Health Interview Survey/ Data only apply to age 17+, but
: (a) (a) NCHS-Census BLS/CPS criteria not used in
: ’ defining the population at risk
; 6 5,728,400 171,830,500 NCS/BJIS-Census Based on age.12+, the rates are
: (e) (e) 35 and 3,332
5 7 4,361,200 171,830,500 Do. Based on age 12+, the rates are
(e) )] 27 and 2,696
8 3,811,000 166,165,000 National Health Interview Survey/ Unpublished figures available for
(a) (a) NCHS-Census age 15+
9 1,181,000 51,869,000 Vital Statisties Cooperative (See source-notes d/e)
(d) . (e) Program/NCHS
10 1,848,270 173,113,000 Do. . ' 1980-81 data will be available
(£} (g) in 1984
11 1,594,200 171,830,500 NCS/BJS~Census Based on age 12+, the rates are
(e) (e) ‘ 10 and 964
12 882,538 103,067,000 Vital Statisties Cooperative (See source-note i)
(h) (i) Program/NCHS '
13 1,210,200 171,830,500 NCS/BJS~Census Based on age 12+, the rates are
(e) (e) - 7 and 741
14 731,845 173,113,000 Vital Statisties Cooperative 1980-81 data will be available
(f) (g) Program/NCHS in 1984 -

2b

e A e o et 5 o o 8

16

17

18

19

()

401,110

(f)

149,100
{e)

95,049
(£)

49,076
43,421
()
27,037
(£)

(3)

21,595
(£)

6,700
(j)

30,450

173,113,000 Do.
(g)

9a, J(.l?, 900 NCS/BJS-Census
c

173,113,000 Vital Statistices Cooperative
(g) Program/NCHS

173,113,000 Do.
(g)

173,113,000 Do.
(g)

173,113,000 Do.
(g)

229,307,000 National Fire Protection Assoc.

(g)

173,113,000 Vital Statisties Cooperative
(g) Program/NCHS

229,307,000 National Fire Protection Assoec.

(g)

m‘

Based on age 12+, the rates are
2 and 175

1980-81 data will be available
in 1984

Do.
Da.
Do.

Based on fire departments survey;
vietims' age unavailable;
numerator excludes firefighters;
undercounts injuries (unreported
fires/injuries)

1980~-81 data will be available
in 1984

Based on fire departments survey;
vietims' age unavailable;
numerator excludes firefighters;
1979 figure is inflated; 1981
figure is more reliable because
of methodology refinement
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Key to numerator/dencminator sources:

-(a) NCHS, Current Estimates fram the
National Health Interview Survey, United
States, 1981. Vital and Health Statisties
Series 10, No. 141. Public Health
Serviae, Washington, D.C., October 1982.

(b) BLS, "One in Five Persons in Labor
Foree Experienced Same Unemployment in
1981." News release, Washington, D.C.,
July 20, 1982."

* (e) NCS tabulations produced by Census
Bureau,

(d) NCHS, Advance Report of Final
Divorce Statisties, 1979. Monthly Vital
Statisties Report, Vol. 30, No. 2,
Supplement, Publje Health Service,
Washington, D.C., May 29, 1981. In
addition to giving the final divoree count
(numerator) and the general divoree rate
of 5.4 per 1,000 resident population, the
report cites a rate of 22.8 divorces per
1,000 married females  age 15+, but it does
not give the denaminators for either
rate. The general divoree rate was
subsequently revised to 5.3 per 1,000,
based on a reealculated (i.e., 1980
census~corrected) resident population.
The inmplications of this are discussed in
the next source-note. The 1980 final
divoree figures will be released in June
1983. A

(e) Table sent to NCHS by Population
Division, Census Bureau, under covering
letter dated 2/23/81. The figure derives
from the CPS and is a 1970~based
estimate. Because.of the 1970 undercount,
the 1979 population of married females age
15+ (denominator) probably has been
underestimated to some degree, but there
are no plans to re~estimate that figure
based on 1980 census results. For the

resident population age 15+ as a whole
(i.e., all marital categories), the
underestimation amounted to about 1.%%.
If the underestimation was uniform across
all categories--which is very unlikely
because the 1970 undercount was not evenly
distributed--the denominator would become
52,854,000. This would vield a divorce
rate of 22 per 1,000 (or 2,234 per
100,000) married females age 15+, whieh
would not affeet the item's ranking.

(f) NHS, Advance Report of Final
Mortality Statisties. Monthly Vital
Statisties Report, Vol. 31, No. 6,
Supplement. Publie Health Service,
Washington, D.C., September 30, 1982,
Only the death eounts, but not the rates,
were used fram this source.

{z) Bureau of the Census, Preliminary
Estimates of the Population of the United
States, by Age, Sex, and Race, 1970 to
1981. Series P-25, No. 917, Washington,
D.C., 1982.

(h) Unpublished NCHS figure. Coding of
marital status as reported on death
certificate was resumed recently, after a
20-vear interruption, but post-1979
figures will not be available for some
time,

(i) Seme source and underestimatjon
problem as described in item (e) above.
Applying the upward adjustment of about
1.9% gives a denaminator of 105,023, 000.
This would yield a death of spouse rate of
8 per 1,000 (or 840 per 100,000) married
persons age 15+, which would not affect
the item's ranking.

(j)iWichaql J. Karter, Jr., "Fire Loss
in the United States During 1981," Fire
Journal. Vol. 76, No. 5, National Fire
Protection Association, Quiney,
Massachusetts, Septerber 1982,

28
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p. 21 Men, blacks, and young people face the greﬁtest risk of violent
erime by strangers

Source: Violent Crime by Strangers bulletin and unpublished
estimates produced for that bulletin

Vietimization rates by

table 207
e
25-34  Robberies
Population =
Aggravated
assaults

65+

Population =

Robberies
Population

Aggravated
assaults
Population =

Wanen were more
and relatives

age--unpublished Violent Crimes by Strangers

1,062,369
221,819,000

X 1,000 4.8

1,630,866

221,819,000 7.4

X .1,000

463,035

e ————mcac
153,508,000 3.0

i

X 1,000

86, 295
153,608, 000

X 1,000 = 0.8

vulnerable than men to assaults by acquaintances

Source: Criminal Victimization in the U.S. 1980

Young offenders

did not appear to be singling out the elderly as

vietims of robbery and assault

Source: Violent Crime by Strangers bulletin, p. 2

29
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p. 21 Yict_ims and offenders are of the Same race p. 21 Spouses or former spouses camnitted 5% of the assaults by lone
in 3 out of 4 violent crimes of fenders
Whi te ‘ : vt es
Lo Black Source: Intimate Vietims report
_ Yletims Offenders vietims
Frdn table 9, p. 25.
| 72% White ) 13% ’
| 2‘0;2 Black 81% Single offender incidents
o iier 6 Intimate 3,322,000
-~ Jxe % Nonintimate 8,659,000
% Unknown %% . 11,981,000
From table D, p. 44
Spouse/ex-spouse incidents 655,000
P ' 655, 000
! kY : 11,981,000 = 5.4%
!
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p. 22 The economic impact of erime hits the poor most heavily

“Nati Ced ity i d in intervals, €.g.,
~National (Gvime Survey family lncome c}ata are code als, .
$'?,500 td:jé,QQQ. The midpoint of the income range was used in calculatmg‘

“ " istics, except for households earning $25,090 or more. The
rr?:;g?rllcgzz for tiuese h%usaholds was estimated using income data from
the Statistical Abstract of the United States‘fo; 1.977-.198}], fmd values
were assigned based on the year in which a victimization incident gl
oceurred. As expected, income for these households increased steadlly

during this period.

P 23 Likelihood of injury appears to be related to a victim's seif-
protective response

A number of factors may of course affect the likelihood of experiencing
serious injury during violent erime incidents. These factors may also
influence the frequency with which vietims choose particular means of
protecting themselves. Consequently, a bivariate analysis of the
relationship between various strategies of self-protection ard the likelihood
of serious injury may be confounded by the influence of these other factors
and may not represent the underlying relationship between these two
variables aceurately. A data analysis which fails to "eontrol" for such
confounding variables may thus obscure alternative explanations for the
relationships diseovered and may lead to erroneous inferences.

To investigate a number of alternative hypotheses for the results
presented, muitivariate models were developed which allowed direct
assessment of a number of additional factors which might have an effect on
the likelihood of serious injury. These included the type of violent crime
involved, the relationship of the victim to the offender, the number of
offenders, the age and sex of victims, and the types of weapons carried by
offenders. Given the discrete character of the Yariables in the model, log
linear techniques were utilized for the analysis.~ Log linear analysis is
useful in that it enables hierarchical testing of various models to arrive at
the most parsimonious model which provides an adequate fit of the data. It
also allows testing of a number of explanations for a relationship in that
variables related to alternative hypotheses may be controlled, thus enabling
the analyst to assess the impact of a particular independent variable, net of
the other independent variables in the model.

To evaluate the impact of the type of self=protection employed on the
likelihood of serious injury, a number of log linear models were tested.
These will be discussed in detail below. However, it should be noted at the
beginning that there was a net effect in all models tested for type of self-
protection on the likelihood of serious injury, thus indicating that the
bivariate relationship discovered between these two variables could not be
attributed entirely to the alternative hypotheses tested.

The models which best fit the data involve higher-order interactions.
Consequently, presentation of cell frequencies for the models is not
terribly useful, as log linear anaiysis separates main effects from
interactions, both of which are reflected in cell frequencies. All effects
discussed here and in the body of the National Report have log linear effect
parameters which are at least twice their standard errors, making them
statistically significant at least at the .05 level (two=tailed). NCS data
utilized for the analysis are not weighted to represent figures which might
be obtained from the population at large, as is often the case in NCS
estimation of erime rates and levels. Thereiore percentages of injured
erime vietims presented in the text represent injury pattarns only for the

1

A *Discussions of this model estimation technique are provided in (1) James A. Davis,
"Hierarchical models for significance tests in multivariate contingeney tables: an .

32 . " exegesis of Goodman's recent papers.” (in H.L. Costner (ed.), Sociological Methodolo

1973-1974. San Francisco: Jossey-Bass, 1974) and (2) Stephen E. Flenberg, Ine analysis

of Cross-Classified Categorical Data (seeond edition), (Cambridge: The MIT Press,

1980). ‘
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NCS sample. Given the representative design of this.sample, esztimates
based on weighted and unweighted eases should be very similar., (A
diseussion of the desirability of using unweighted NCS dats in multivariate
analyses,)

the actions themselves, byt from differences in the types of vietims who
choose them. However, when sex of vietim is included in the model, we
find that controlling for sex has no significant effect on the relationship
between likelihood of serious injury and type of self protection taken. In

We can account fop the effects of other variables on the likelihood of being
injured in a similap way. One might expect that the likelihood of sustaining

the number of offenders involved. Suprisingly, once we have controlled for
the sex of vietim and the type of crime, there is no religble evidence fop
such an effect, Similarly, when we control for vietim sex and number of
offenders, the type of erime involved has only & limited effect on the
relationship of self-protection to lnjury: Vietims who do nothing to protect
themselves ape somewhat mope likely to €seape injury in robberjes and
simple assaults than in other crimes. There is also g marginally significant
indication that vietims who threaten, argue, or reason with offenders are
less likely to be injured in simple assaults,

MODEL I - AGE OF VICTIM

Vietims of different ges vary in their selection of self-protective
actions, Oldep vietims (50 years of age and over) are more likely to do
nothing to protect themselves op to try to scare the offender away. Older
vietims are also more likely to be injured, while younger victims (12-24
years old) are less likely to require medical attention, However, when we
control for the effects of vietim age, the relationship for type of self
protec;ion and injury that we discovered initially is stj] present. The only

24 rationale for the yge of unweighted NCS data in multivariate analysis is offered in
Steven E, Fienberg, "The measurement of erime vietimization: prospects for pane]

analysis of a pane] Survey," The Statistieian 29:315-350(1980),
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MODEL II - TYPE OF WEAPON

e would expect that the likelihood of different self-protectlve‘ actions
t(‘)or:' being injﬁed would be affected by the types of weapons carried by
offenders. When we control for type of weapon, the same eff ects
discovered above for seli-protection on likelihood pf injury are still
present, indicating that this relationship is not entirely a funetion of tlg:e 4
weapon used in the incident. Over and above this result, however,'we in
that vietims are more likely to be injured when they use forge against X
offenders earrying guns, or when they try to seare offenders away when the
latter is not carrying a weapon.
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P+ 24 Only a third of all erimes are reported to the police p. 24 Thefts resulting in large losses and serious. violent erimes with

Motor injury are nmost likely to be reported to the police
All Total vehicle Crimes of ' . .
crimes larceny Burglary theft violence Violent crimes Percent reported
(&) (B) 1C) D) () 5 Robbery with injury . 86.64
1973 32.37  23.01 46.62  68.33 45.51 : gigravated assault with injury gg-gg
. . J . - . * e
1974 33.46  24.80 47.66  67.34 46.85 1 p _ . .
1975 34.89 °  26.55 48.59  71.12 47.18 §9bbfty Wlth?gt Injury gg.zé
1976 34.95  26.74 48,15 ~ 69.46 48.80 ‘ imple assault with injury .
1977 33.51  25.04 48.79  68.45 46.13 | Attempted assault with weapon 47.37

1978 32.59 24.57 47.08 66.05 44,21
1979 32.75 24,45 47.56 68.20 45.05 | )
1980 35.80 27.12 51,28 69.34 47.14 Source: NCS
1981 35.49 26,54 51.07 66.64 46.57

Attempted assault without weapon 34,93

Reported larcenies without contact by value of stolen property

. $1 - $9 311240/3785320 8.22
$10 - $49 1124980/8108650 13.87
$50 - $99. 1083020/3780760 28.63
$100 - $249 1587250/3567980 44,49
$250 - $999 1426390/2267740 62.90
$1,000 or more 329600/456990 72.12
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P. 24 Reporting rates varied by type of erime and sex and age of
~ vietim—-but not by race

Source: NCS, Criminal Vietimization in the U.S. 1981

P. 24 Reporting rates were higher for motor vehicle theft than for
burglary and for household larceny
Source: NCS, Criminal Vietimization in the U.S. 1981

P- 25 The highest income group was more likely than the lowest incare
group to report household crimes to the police
Source: NCS, Criminal Vietimization in the U.S. 1980

Data for 1981

Under

$3,000 $25,000+
Household burglary T 41% 56%
Household larceny 26 29
Motor vehicle theft 63 71

p.‘ 25 Homeowners were more likely than renters to report household
crimes

Source: NCS, Criminal Vietimization in the U.S. 1980

Data for 1981

Owners Renters

Household burglary 54% 48%
Household larceny 28 24
Yotor vehicle theft 71 63

p. 25 Roughly half of all erimes by strangers and by nonstrangers were
reported to the police

Source: NCS, Criminal Vietimization in the U.S. 1980
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P- 26 37 States and the District of Colurbia have
to help victims of violent crime

The original data was obtained fram an article by
Legislatures November /December 1981 (see Attachment A).

Assistance P(‘NDVA) which keeps an (p~to-date listi
programs. Four States not listed in Gaynes' article were inelu

NOVA's list. In January 1983 BJS staffygontacted each of tge;ed?gugn
State programs and obtained the information contained on the chart (see
A?:tacl'ment B). Subsequent to this effort, NOVA provided BJS wi th its
list of programs that contained program information similar to same
presented on the chart (see Attachment C). The data on this list was
corpared to that from Gaynes' article. Wherever discrepancies between
the two lists oceurred, the State program was contacted by the Bureau of
the Census as part of the verification effort in February 1983.

Corrected data from these States was obtained by the Bur
Census staff (see Attachment D). Y eau of the
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Attachment B
Vietim Carpensation Programs:
Show )
finaneial Report to File elaim
& Iowa Financial award need police within within
2
>y .
$0 - 2,000 No 1 day 6 months
Alaska
hlorsa H N * .
i Sg,;?;o“: Source: Roger Nowadzky, Iowa State Legislature, Des Moines, Iowa
Connecuicy; ‘ 515/281-35686
Delaware i )
Flonaa | Washington (state)
Hawau
{ Hhnois Financial award
! Ingiana Max. $10,000—time loss & pension
! Kamicer 15,000-~other non-medical
| Maryiang Unlimited (no maximum) medical expenses
gMassacnusens Minimum $200 loss except for medical eéXpenses due to sexual assault
f Micnigan
! Minnesota Show
I’stsoun PRy ' financial Report to File elaim
j _ T B e RTINS _Lsi:n‘f : ; need police within within
: ::’A:Dnrx:::a l3718 PA 525.000 ‘“‘-. ‘72 hrsm -““1‘.):;-“- . x'“ ) ‘ 3 ‘
| Neomos } 9519 fiTR $19,000 3cays 2y X :Eg ‘ No 3 days 1 year=*
| New Jersey 1971 G.‘.R“PA ;g-ggg $100 | X | Saays 1ye X NO i *Minors are exemt from this limit.
NN : 1 $100 3 mos 1yr .
New Mexico 1 2 e T e e e [, 2 TOS ‘ YES : _ ) )
| New York 132% STT: szoogzazjn?so g S 30 days T[T I Nno ; Source: . State Department of Labor and Industries, Olympia, Washington .
H . unita, ’X .1 k . . f -
: North Dakota 1975 GTR medjSCZaS‘ P ' L2 w | ;‘.-_-7;_}'{, 5 : v | 206/733-6318
i 000 . | s100 [T oo Y IR E N I B : . . ]
| Onio 1976 PA $50,000 e Zg ,2'::‘ ~ &’: . };gg ; i  Distriet of Columbia
Sf;agr;?‘ma :ggg pr\R 310'030 = T e o — -&-72-hr-;~. -—_.1 y;—_._-x_.‘ “.’{Es .-
Pennsyivania 1977 A §§§'338 S250 72hs | 6mos YES L Show . .
Tennessee 1976 PA . $100 72 hrs 1yr YES? ) ) financial Report to . TFile claim
Texas 1880 o . $10.000 $100 | | 48 _yr YES Financial award need - police within within
Virginia 1976 PA 2?8888 X 72 hrs 180 gays % ““NO ! ‘ :
West Virginia 1981 oy 20000 $100 X | 48hrs 6mos | YES : $25,000 max Yes 7 days - 6 months
Wisconsin 1977 GTR 512:000.‘,1;- B {‘J:._‘",t;.s :,57%:;:., ;\_‘53"::;,,«‘ Yo \rgg ) ; (no mi nimum)
! Incluoes meaical exoenses, Jos; e 4 | $2,000 mex on
2. 525.000 per vicum: $40.000 me,z":,?fwg"" funeral expenses ‘ funeral expenses
< : Or more Surviving depencents. ' ‘ g
3. Itvicum s a resigent of 4 slale that compensates out-of-siate residents. . i Source: Jill Syinga Judiciary C ittee, City Council
) ' ’ Lt 4 ! ’ !
Suty=E1%00 Washington, D.C., 202/724-8178
' ) 3 ’/'\
W 203
Aucimexs’ 16,92, '
Siare Le;zslazures/NovemoerIDecemoe'198J1 / 0
H '} d ) ' H
- A
e ——— . - * ;.
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Attnclment, €

B LBACTTE
hmaka (1071)
aitfernta (1965)

f Lorado (1902)
{'amecticut (1978)
D lawere (1975)

Jrstrict of
p,lumhln (19082)

’ [{orida (1978)
f#awadt (1967)
Manots (1973)
Jrvllung (1977)

(¢ va (19€2)

~ Kancas (1978)
Kertucky (1976)
{¥uistana (1982)
Piaryland (1968)

Jipssackusetts (1968)

% tehigan (1977)
Minnesota (1974)

Mizeourt (1962)

9T-hhy-2620
916--R20-Nhp6
J03-575-517¢
203-566-1156
302-571-3030

-

ey 1 Iy3a

904i-hDD-0B40
Bnﬁ—shﬂ-"686
312-793-2585
317-232-7101
515-281-8421
913~596-2359
502-561-2290
50h-342-6740
301-523-5000
617-727-5025
517-373-7373
612-296-7000
314-751-40239

MR
06, 000

23,000

$1,%00

$10,000

$10, 000

$75,000
$10,000
$10,000
$15,000
$10,000
$2, 000
$10, 000
$1%,000
$10,000

$45,000

410,000

$15, 000
$25,000

$10,000

IO TR LR T

ARATY
t1,4500
$1,000
$£500

$500

Vo o

- No mix finum

$£1,000

$500

No

No

£500

sr00 -

[N A

No miximum
$500

$500
$1,000 ’
No

No

No

$100

-.Lh/ﬂ"h'.

IR Y LRV

DERDLINE

Doyems

1 year

6 montha

ht]

years

1 yeav

6 months

1 year

18 months

6 months

3 months bk
6 months
1 year

1 yenr

1 year

6 months
1 year

1 year

1 year

1 year

e g e

P
£




1 ’ 5
B v o ' " .
” 1£,‘,H,J AL A O R, - o - o
| ' Tyl (1978) "o6-hg_zgn7
; o Jndraska (1979) h02-h71.-2020
e (1981) . ',,,." +102-085-l065
hn Jersey (1971) ";,';u:{-,.'zox-mm-zloz
. Hexlco (1981) 505~nu?-390d7
I York (1966) 212-507-5160
'Faadh Dakota (1975) 101-224-2700
: ’ Ay (1976) 611-166-7 190
Miphoma (1901) 105-521-2330
Onegon (1977) 503-378-5340
) d”ngylvnuln (1976) 7i7-703-5153
Vheo tnl&.ﬁ;’&'z('igfuf""""1'01-277-3266
' Sninh Carolina (1902)  803-750-ggn0
ltancssee (1976) 615-741-2734
Ti Xns (1979) 512-175-8362
bhiagiole (1976)  Boh-786-5170
wisitlnpton (1974) 206-753-6310
bl Virginta (1981) J0U-3NB-3n70
. Wsronstn (1976) 608-266-Guyo
I
v ’
R

M L e et s

HAX 1M
$2%5, 000
$10,000
$5,000
$10,000 3
$12,500

$20, 000
£25,000
$25,000
$10, 000
$£23,000
$£2%, 000
$25,000
$10,900
$10, 000
¢50, 000
$10,000
$15,000 °© 7
$20,000
$10,000

,K|c7

EMERGENCY FILT 1t
AR DFADLINE
Ho 1 year
$£500 2 Years
No 1 yeay
$1,500 ? years
cane-hy—enae 1 yenr
b bn-

1,500 1 year
t1,000 1 yenr
No ;nﬂianm 1 yenr S;
tso0 k 1 year
$1,.000 6 monthy
$1,000 1 year
No 2 years
$500 6 monthe
$500 1 year
$1,5%00 - 6 monthsg
$1,00v 6 months
o 'A'Y‘ ;nﬂra; 1 yeor
No ‘ 2 yenrs
$500 2 years

."T‘mm£h§én‘d%:'é§? : @f;"&a A " y :

e R
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T TELEMONE HAX Iy - EHERGENGY FLLY g
LHActED NUMBER wanp fwann DEABLINE
Tydann (1978) "06-ing_oqny . $25, 000 Ho 1 yenr
. Ieditasin (1979) h02-h71_2p2 $10, 000 $500 ? years
ltonaa (199y) Lot -702-805-1065 £5, 000 Mo 1 year
e Jeorsay (1971) " "",:;:;';.~201~6'm-2m7 tm‘.voo) $1,500 ? years
pim Mexlco (1981) 505—8"2-»3;(5’7 $12,500 Ao cane-hy—apne 1 year
. hnntn-
M York (1966) 212-507-5}160 $20, 000 1, 500 1 year
LIl Dakotn (1975) 101-220.279¢ $25, 000 t1, 000 1 year
oy (1976) 6]';~'166-7190 $25,000 No rr:n;t1;|n|m ! yopr
Ml thoma (1901) 105-521-233p $10, 000 ' $500 1 year
(/,\'rjl"l (1977) 503-370-53'1.0 $21,000 $1,000 6 monthy
ety lvanta (1976) T17-703-5155 - £75, oue £1, 000 T yeor
Ve lnm;;«'!”fléﬂn"“’M"l01~27‘7~3266 £25, 000 No 2 years
Sivin Carolina (1902 803-750-g919 $10, 000 $500 6 monkhg
liancssee (1976) 615-71.-2734 $10,000 500 1 year
li Xn3 (1979) 512-h75.8362 $50, nog $1,500 . 6 montng
hatinga (1976) ‘00"—796-‘5170 $10, 000 ‘ $1,000 6 months
#sislngton (1971) 206-753-6319 15,000 “‘; //, No = oo p,}.n!a 1 year
) Virgintg {1981) 30’!-3'!0~3':'IO $20, 000 No 2 yenrs
We tongin {1976) 600-266-479 $10, 000 ‘ $500 T2 years
[ | |
e
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Victlm Ausiotance Prograws, Selected States

[y)
ot
¢
e ——— . - e e s im s ¢ e = i i b e e o o Y
‘
Pollce  Slutnm i
¥inunclal Floanctal veport  deaditne o
Stute avard need (doys) (wouths) ConLact v
Maska §u-40, 0002 Ho 5 24 Sue Johwson, Violenl Cefuca Cowpensation Boacd,
Juaeau, (937) 465-3040
1 l{noly §U-15,000b No 3¢ 12d Roun Custeen, OEtlee ot the Attornsy General,
Chtcago, (I12) 793-2585
Louletana  * §250-10,000 No 3¢ 12 Hs. Abshirce, Grime Vietims Reparation Board,
Departwent of Correctlons, (504) 342-6615
tEchl gaw sluu~|5,nnn“‘ Yuu 2 Tyt borothy Taylor, Crime Victiwus Coupeasation Board,
(317) 123-7131)
Hew Jeruey 10025 Buuk N 9 24 Ha. Hoore, Violent Crlues Cumpeunsation Boutrd,
(207) 648-2107
Ohia $0-25 000 No k] 12 Bub Belz, Victime ot Crlwe, Court ot Glajus,
. (614) 46b-64H0
Rhiode laland  $U~25 000 No 1 24 Antlwny Jeanndne, Adufnlutrstive OFfice ot State
Gourte, Provideace, (401) 227-3266
Wiuconsly $0-12 0000 No 5 2

Holly Mtllecte, Cohie Victlug Compensution

Program, Hadlson, (608) 266-6470

R S T U U N O -y L e T T Y

“The v 1y tor wiltiple dependentu, ducsased victim.
uniw by §25,000,

A 200 dediciible applivs to all clobus.

Chwceptiony wude for veanonable cause.

“Hut lee of tntent to £fYe muat be given uttnin 6 wonthu.

“The $100 wlhnlenn can be walved becuuse of age o¢ dlsablifey,

LE PRI RYY deutl, the deadMoe o 90 dayu., Bosdlines can be deturied up to | oyear for reasonable
LRRITTEH 1Y

Fou une depeadent /deceased victin, the waxlaun

Bror citman that ocearved prlor to December 1982, tiie waxluom o $10,000,
010,000 norml Wule, plus $2,000 for Euneral expenseu.

- - e TN S e e R e S ek e Y% B % me 5 e s B i 0 2 e B e 3 TR, 1 Vb B e



e

p. 26 Victim compensation awards totaled $34 million in 1980

Source: Mindy Gaynes, "New Roads to Justice," State
Legis?atdfes,YNOVZ:be;/Decenber 1981 (see Attachment A above)
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Chapter III. The Offender

Numerous major sources provide data for subheadings throughout this chapter.
Data on offender characteristics as perceived by the vietim are from the
National Crime Survey, which is deseribed in the technieal appendix for
Chapter II. The methodology for the other major sources is surmarized here
and referenced under the relevant subheading later. Other sources are
deseribed under the first subheading in which they are used.

Uniform Crime Reports

Data on the characteristies of arrestees are taken mainly from Crime in the
United States, Uniform Crime Reports, published annually by the FBI. Special
care must be taken in using trend data fran this series, as the number and
identity of reporting police agencies are not the same each year; in addition,
different reporting methods for years prior to 1974 and 1974 and later require
special adjustments for comparability. UCR provides basic demographic data on
persons arrested (although counts are of arrests--not arrestees; therefore a
single individual may appear more than once in an annual count). Annual
arrest counts are of all arrests reported for a given year, whereas counts of
jail and prison immtes fram the BJS-sponsored surveys and censuses are for a
single point in time--typically midyear or yearend.

UCR arrest counts are available for: 1) the total number of estimated arrests
(including an adjusiment for areas which did not report); 2) the total number
of reported arrests; and 3) the nurber of reported index crime arrests
(including violent and property crimes), a subgroup of total reported
arrestg. ~ Chapter I[II has focused variously on one or another group, depending
on the¢ type of camparison being made.

Survey of immtes of loecal jails, 1878

The 1978 survey was the second large-scale survey of jail inmates done in the
United States. A similar, but smaller survey was done in 1972 and a basic
census was done in 1970. The 1978 survey was undertaken through personal
interviews with a stratified random sanple of same 5,300 male.and female
inmtes in some 400 sample institutions chosen from ameng a list of about
3,500 facilities that met the eritaria established for local jails. Results
from the survey were ratio-adjusted to the complete counts for total immates,
males, and femmles obtained in an accamanying census of jails. In addition,
four other adjustment factors were applied in the assigmment of a final weight
to each interview, or data record.

Survey of State prisen inmates, 1979

The 1979 survey, also sponsored by the Bureau of Justice Statisties, gathered
extensive information on demographic, socioeconamie, and eriminal history
characteristies of State prison immates. In addition, data were obtained on
inmates' military service, drug and alcohol use, living conditions in prisen,
and parole and grievance procedures. In all, the questionnaire yielded 993
variables. Data were obtained through personal interviews with a sample of
some 12,000 immates (9,500 male and 2,500 femle) in approximately 215 State
correctional facilities. The sample was chosen independently from among male

&7




and female inmates, yielding a sample of femle inmates large enough to enable : Sources for specific item headings

research on a variety of topies relating to women in prison. Within the two )

sammple frames of men and wamen, stratification was first done along the four i . p. 30 Who commits crime and why?

major geographical regions, so that the findings are valid at the regional :

level, but not at the State level. After obtaining a sample of facilities ; How many offenders are there?

chosen proportionately to size, interviewers developed a sample list of 1

inmates from rosters provided by the sample institutions. Results from the ; The estimate of 36 to 40 million persons with arrest records for non-traffie
survey were ratio-adjusted to the total number of male and female inmatez _ . offenses is fram a report by the Office of Technology Assessment, U.S.
obtained in a companion Census of State correctional facilities eonducted : Congress, Estimates from three.separate sources were used in the report.

simultaneously. A similar, but less comprehensive survey, was done in 1974.

The Philadeiphia cohort studies

Two major longitudindl studies (studies that follow a group over a period of
years) headed by Marvin E. Wolfgang of the University of Pennsylvania provide
a rich source of data on the participation of youth in erime. The first study
group consisted of 9,945 boys born in 1945 who lived in Philadelphia at least
from age 10 to age 18. A second, nmore corprehensive study used 28,338 youths,
approximately hali of wham were females, born in 1958 and who lived in
Philadelphia at least fram age 10 to 18. Using official arrests as an
indiecator of delinquency, the studies provide information on such items as the
probability of a first, second, third, etc. offense; offense switching;
escalation in severity of offenses; age at first offense; offender typologies;
incapacitation effects; and propitious intervention points.

L e

The Racine, Wisconsin study

This longitudinal study focused on police and court records of three birth i
cohorts: those born in 1942, 1949, and 1955. It includes 6,127 males and !
females, most of whom lived in Racine fram at least age 6 to the survey cutoff i
date (age 32 for those born in 1942, age 25 'for those born in 1949, and age 21

for those born in 1955).

The Columbus, Ohio study

This study group consisted of 1,138 Colurbus youths born between 1956 and 1960
who were arrested at least once for "a violent erime before age 18. The data
base includes the entire arrest history--crime, vietim, prosecution,
disposition, sentence, release, recidivism--as well as the youths' demographic
and socioeconamic characteristies,
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P. 31 Who is the "typical™ offender?

What are the characteristies of of fenders?

Characteristies shown are for Index crime arrests and convicted jail inmates

in order to provide a comparison with the more serious type of offender
typically found in State and Federal prisons.

For what mix of offenses are persons arrested, -jailed, and imprisoned?

In contrast to the above table, the source for this table is the total number
of estimated arrests, all jail inmates, and all prison inmates,

Most crimes are commited by men, especially by men under age 20

In addition to the basic source for age, sex, and race of arrestees, the UCR,
the National Crime Survey provides vietims' perceptions of offender
characteristies in personal erimes. QJJDP-sponsored research by Dr. Michael
Hindelang and associates corpared the criminal activity of juvenile offenders
(under age 18) with that of youthful offenders (age 18-20) and adult offenders
(age 21 and over). In the Hindelang article cited here (see bibliography for
chapter III), NCS data for 1973-77 were used to compare vietims® descriptions

of offenders' sex, race, and age with the rate of offending by sex, race, and
age shown in R data.
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p. 32 Serious crime arrests are highest in young age groups

Age-specific arrest rates, U.S., 3-year averages, 1978-80

Violent erime total

Age

12 and under -
13-14

15

16

17

18

19

65 and over

Total ali ages

Age-specific

arrest rates

14.6
256.7
466,1
597.2
687.0
710.2
639.6
610.9
607.2
565.2
535.3
501.0
397.5
273.5
209.8
161.2
114.6

7.2

48.3

30.8

12.9

214.0

Property crime total

Age

12 and under
13-14

15

16

17

18

19

60-64
65 and over

Total all ages

Age-specific arrest
rates per 100,000
inhabitants
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P. 32 TYouth arrest rate rose during the 1960's
but leveled off after 1974

Percent
Year Rate change
1961 3,448 3.4
1962 3,647 3.8
1963 = 4,211 4.2
1964 4,739 4,7
1965 5,250 5.3
1966 3,101 5.1
1967 5,883 3.9
1968 6,335 6.3
1968 6,520 6.5
1970 6,820 ° 6.8
1971 7,222 7.2
1972 7,016 7.0
1973 6,965 7.0
1974 8,310 8.3
1975 7,828 7.8
1976 7,904 7.9
1977 7,759 7.8
1978 7,987 8.0
1979 7,857 7.9
1980 - 7,612 7.6

Note: UIR sent revised post 1973 data--not
quite comparable as shown here.

1960 and prior have camp. problems.

1 1974-80 data based on unpublished UCR data
adjusted for comparability with earlier years.
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pP. 32 What is the role of youth in erime?

Serious crime arrest highest in young age groups (table)

Rates shown are for the two groups of index crimes averaged over the 1978-80
period.

Youth arrest rates rose during the 1960's but leveled off after 1974 (table)

Rates shown for 1971-73 are based on annual published UCR data. Rates for
1974~80 are based on unpublished UCR data that is compatible for trend
analysis with data for earlier years. Arrest data are for total reported
arrests of those under age 18, as adjusted annually for the U.S. population
covered by UCR reporting. The adjusted number of arrests was divided by the
U.S. population age 10-17 to obtain an annual arrest rate per 100,000 youth
age 10-17. U.S. population data are frem U.S. Census Bureau Current
Population Reports and from unpublished estimates from the Population
Division, U.S. Census Bureau.

Data for the 1970's reveal a drop in the total number of arrests of vouths

under age 18

Sources ineiude data for above table and Crime in the United States; Uniform
Crime Reports, 1981, p. 165. '

Participation in crime deeclines with age

A variety of studies support this finding. Early Rand Corporation research on
habitual offenders, as reported in Criminal careers of habitual felons (see
bibliography) was of a limited (49) sample of career criminals in California
prisons on & robbery conviction and with at least one prior prison term. This
type of offender constituted appraximataly 17% of the California prison
population at the time. It is most.acpropriately seen as a series of 49 case
studies. Later studies were more camprehensive: Doing erime: A survey of
California prison inmates (1980) is based on a survey or 624 incarcerated male
felons in five California prisons. At a minimum, the characteristies can be
generalized to inelude California prisoners. As with other similar surveys,
results could not be compared with known accurate data, but it is generally
assumed that respondents’ desceriptions of their eriminal activities were
accurate,

The longitudinal studies of Philadelphia, Racine, ‘and Colurbus vouth also
provide data on this issue.




|

P T LI I

p; 33

Violent juvenile offenders and adult felons have very similar characteristics

A major source of data on this topic is the Colurbus, Ohio longitudinal study,
which focused on violent delinquents., 3ee Hamperian (bibliography).

tang membership is a major difference between youth and adult eriminals

CGJJDP-sponsored research by Dr. Walter Miller on the extent of youth gang
activity was based mainly on interviews of law enforcement officers. In
addition, data on multiple offender activity is available in John H. Laub,
"Trends in Juvenile Criminal Behavior in the United States, 1973-80," one in a
series of reports fram the Michae] J. Hindelang Criminal Justice Research

Center that analyzes National Crime Survey data to study serious delinquent
behavior.

There is conflicting evidence on escalation of seriousness

The three longitudinal studies of youthful eriminal activity in Philadelphia,
Racine, and Columbus provide data on this issue. In addition, followup
research on a 10% randam sample of the original Philadelphia cohort since 1968
Is reported on in "Fram boy to man--from delinquency to crime," a paper
presented at the National Symposium on the Serious Juvenile Offender,

Department of Corrections, State of Minnesota, September 1977, by Marvin E.
Wolfgang.

Juvenile delinguents are Eredqninantlx male
Girls are more likely than bovs to be held for noneriminal offenses
Proportionately fewer blacks are in juvenile custody than In jail or prison

Most national information on juveniles in institutions is from the six
censuses of juvenile detention, correctional, and shelter facilities sponsored
by QJJDP. A report on the 1977 and 1979 censuses (the fifth and sixth) is
scheduled to be published in 1984, The first two censuses, in 1971 and 1973,

were restricted to publie facilities, but subsequent censuses in 1974, 197s,
1977, and 1979 ineluded private facilities. The 1979 census was conduected by

mail with 1,145 public facilities, and 2,152 nongovernment facilities
identified as having a resident population of at least 50% juveniles (except
for youthful offender/juvenile facilities in California, which were also
ineluded). All publie facilities and 94% of the private facilities responded.

part of local jails but lacking a separate staff or budget; nonresidential

facilities; establishments operated by Federal authorities; and foster homes
for fewer than three juveniles. Also exeluded were facilities solely for drug
abusers; alcoholies; dependent, neglected, or abused persons; the emotionally
disturbed or mentally retarded; unwed mothers; and other nonof fenders,
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p. 34 A small group of career criminals camits the vast majority of crimes

iminals
tively few offenders are career crim
gﬁégaéiligy of arrest inereases with each subseq?ent a;zezginn
Career eriminals, though few in number, account for mo

Data shown are from the 1958 Wolfgang study.

i in
Repeat offenders commit a disproportionately large number of street crimes i
urban sreas

!
The Washington, D.C. study is based on infognatlon from PEENH%h(PEgziggﬁigsfor
: t Inf;nnation System) Research Project conduc?ed by the sotute tor
ginagigegocial Research (INSLAW). Information was available 037I2;gd Aﬁgust
fo? ionfederal erimes in Washington, D.C. between Janua;¥h1&h§0h [and angust
31, 1975. Data included information on tpe frequegcy w;. S Sty
we;e rearrested, reprosecuted, and reconvicted during the 56-mn

period.

Repeat criminality is not limited to urban settings

ibli i i itute of Mental Health-
bibliography) is a National Insti
?hedzglkr§§22¥ Eigi followgd the delinquent and cylnunal ga;eeas :éw:éi males
w;g werg high school sephamores in a non-metropolitan Pacifie Nor

county.

Few repeaters are full-thpe eriminals

imi i - rly as 1937
i eriminality as a career dates from as ea ' . .

§g£3§:?§;§3'gnThe Professional Thief)._ Nb;e ?ecent reseagc?nlztﬁz?éiable in
Rand Corporation reports (see Chaiken in bibliography) an I s

nating fram the large-scale prison inmate surveys sponso . Zf he aw
gg?orcennnt Assistance Administration in 1974 gnd bﬁ ;?suz?rgioperty S er

isti i 79 (e.g., H. Holzman, "The serious habit :

i:aa;géégigéﬁei?," §ou§nél of Criminal Law and Criminology (1982) 73(3):1774

i in violent
Chronic violent offenders start out and rem

See the Wﬁlfgang and Shannon studies cited above. ’

i imi ity
Prior eriminal behavior is one of the best nredictors of future criminal
&

i ) "Longitudinal eriminal
Do i ime," p. x (cited above), and VL.R. Olson, h
;22;25 gzag?és,g (Document 42, caregr crinunglGNnggogickﬁg?%ezg?vzzzgg ;fe
i treating this issue. See also S.G. ,
TZ?%oiéugézgictors o% criminal eareers," Journal of Adolescence (1978)

1(2):101.

Relatively few offenders specialize

ialization i i ly in the Philadelphia
ecialization is suggested partlcglgr y in | ‘
Sﬁéacg?u;gﬁz ?gn;?tudinal studies and is also specifically addressed in
Blunstein and Cohen (1979--see bibliography).
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p. 35 How many offenders are female? p. 35 Por TR Index Crimes, the rate of arrest of femmles is much lower
than that of mmles, but has risen faster
The nurber of women in prison grew at a near record rate in 1981

Arrest rate per 100,000 U.S. resident population

Sources for the number of women in prison and jail are the annual Prisoners in i (U.S. population adjusted for UCR coverage)

State and Federal institution bulletins, jail censuses for 1970, 1972, 1978, : :

and a sample survey of jails in 1982, all sponsored by the Law Enforcement : Male Female

Assistance Administration and, more recently, the Bureau of Justice ' . All UR All IR

Statisties. o ; Index - Violent Property Index Violent Property

erimes crimes  cerimes erimes = crimes  erimes

Offense patterns differ for males and femles

‘ 1971 1,535 326 1,205 304 35 269

Information on differential involverent in offenses by men and waren are 1972 1,499 382 1,148 313 37 276
available in UCR arrest data and from the Survey of inmates of local jails, 1973 1,488 348 1,136 326 38 288
1978 and the Survey of State prison immates, 1979 (see bibliography). ' 1974 1,887 417 1,467 422 45 376
1975 1,885 399 1,510 426 43 382

For UCH. Index Crimes, the rate of arrest of femmles is much lower than that of [ 1976 1,806 389 1,414 420 43 377
males, but has risen faster (table) ’ 1977 1,760 385 1,373 425 43 382
; 1978 1,844 441 1,400 428 45 383

The sources for the number of arrests by sex are annual Crime in the United - 1979 1,849 424 1,422 424 45 . 378
States; Uniform Crime Reports for 1971-73 and unpublished UCR data for 1574-80 o 1980 1,870 427 1,443 408 45 363

that is compatible with the earlier series. Since the reporting agencies
differ from year to year, the U.S. population was adjusted for coverage before
the rate per 100,000 males and femmeles was calculated. U.S. population data
are fran the annual U.S. Statistical Abstract.

% increase 1971-80
22 31 20 34 29 35

-1
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p. 36 A relatively large proportion of offenders come fram minority groups

Vietim reports confirm pattern of arrests by race

Vietimization rates by race are fram the National Crime Survey as reported in

Criminai vietimization in the United States (annual--see bibliography for
Chapter I1). The proportion of arrests by race are fram Crime in the United
States, Uniform Crime Reports 1981, p. 179. Jail and prison data are from
the Bureau of Justice Statlstlcs-sponsored Survey of inmates of local jails

and Survey of State prison inmates (see bibliography). Data on race For State
and federal prisoners are also available annually in Prisoners in State and
Federal institutions. Research on the racial disproportionality in U.S.
prisons is reported in Blunstein (1982--see bibliography),

Lifetime probability of incarceration is three times higher for blacks

Lawrence Greenfeld (1981~-see bibliography, footnote 9) calculated the
lifetime probability of incarceration for various age, race, and sex groups in
the United States using several different data bases,

The proportion of black State prisoneis in the South is most consistent with
their share of the U.S. population (table)

Proportions shown are for State prisoners only. When Federal prisoners are
included in calculations, the proportion of blacks drops slightly, since
blacks camprise a far lower proportion of prisoners in Federal than in State

institutions. Proportions of blacks by region in the United States are frem
U.S. census data. ,

Black arrest rates were higher for violent than for property erimes

The proportion of arrests by race and by offense are reported annually in

rime in the United Stateg Uniform Crime Reports (see bibliography). The
proportion of prison Irmates by race and offense are available fram the Survev
of State prison inmtes, 1979 (see bibliography),

The proportion of Hispanies in prisons and jails is greater than in the tota]
U.S. population :

The latest U.S. census figure for Hispanie residents is 14,508,873 on
April 1, 1980. Hispanic arrest data by offense i{s available annually in Crime

in the United States Uniform Crime Reports (see bibliography). Information
on Hispanie jail and prison immates 7s rram the Survey of inmates of loca] .
jails, 1978, and the Survey of State prison inmates, 1979. Hispanies, whether
ot the white, black, or other race, or defined as oersons of Mexican, Puerto

Rican, Cuban, Centra] or South American, or some other Hispanije origin,
ineiuding persons frem Spain.
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p. 37 Many offenders have backgrounds that include a turbulent hame life,
lack of family ties, and poor education

Knowing about offenders! backgrounds tells us about their lives, not
necessarily why they camitted erime

Research on the role of family, sehool, and peer groups ig delinquency was
pioneered by the Gluecks and continues to be hlghl1ght9d in the work of
Wolfgang, and Weis and Sederstrom, among others (see bibliography).

A high number of offenders cames from unstable hames

Data on whether prison inmates grew up in a fmni}y hane or lived in other
settings are available in the 1979 State orison inmate survey (see .
bibliography). Camparative data for the U.S. population are from Marital

status and living arran ements, Current population reports, segies p-20, no.
338 (March 1979), U.S. Census Bureau.

Violent behavior is linked to abuse as children and to neurological
abnormalities

The source for these findings is Lewis (1979--see bibliography).

Prison inmates were likely to have relatives who served time

Data on whether immates had relatives with jail or p;isgn time are available
from the Survey of State prison inmates, 1979 (see bibliography).

Most offenders were not married

Most Inmates had dependent children

Data on the marital status and dependents of jail and prison inmates are from
the Survey of immates of loeal jails, 1978, and the Survey of State prison

inmtes, 1979 (see bibliography).  Camarative data on U.S. males age 20-29
are irem the U.S. Statistical Abstract, 1980, p. 43.

The level of education réached by jail and prison immates was far below the
national average -

Educational attainment data on incarcerated persons are also available in the
jail and prison surveys of 1978 and ;979. gbnparatlye data for the U.S.
population are from Educational attaimment in the United States, Current
population reports, series p-20, no. 356, p. 8, U.S. Census Bureau, March
1979,
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p. 38 Prior to arrest, many immates had little or no legal incame

Unerployment was experienced by many offenders

Unemployment among jail and prison inmates is documented in the Bureau of .
Justice Statisties-sponsored surveys of immates of loeal jails and of prisons
(see bibliography). Incarceration rates for the various labor force
categories were calculated from prison survey data as reported in Prisons and
prisoners (January 1982--see bibliography) and fram U.S. labor foroe data

reported in Population profile of the United States, 1980, Current population
reports, series p-20.

A high proportion of adult felons lacked steady erplovment

The Rand Corporation research is reported in Doing crime: A survev of
California prison inmates (1980). The Freeman research is reported in Crime
and publiec policy (1983-~see bibliography, footnote 11).

Motivations for crime range frem thrill-seeking to need for money

Data on how motivations for criminal activity change over time for individual
criminals is available in Criminal careers of- habitual felons (1978--see
bibliography).

Average inmate was at the poverty level before entering jail

The Profile of jail inmates (see bibliography) gives detailed data on the
incame levels of jail inmates by race and sex. The poverty level for
unrelated individuals in the United States in 1977 is reported in Money income
and poverty status of families and persons in the United States, Current
population reports, series p-60, no. 116. HIFshi's findings on.the economic
status of delinquents is reported in Crime and public policy (1983--see
bibliography, footnote 12). Wilson's findings on crime in poor neighborhoods
are published in Thinking about crime (1975--see bibliography).

The proportion of blue-collar workers was higher in orison than in the general

population

Few prison immates had been working in their customary oceupation

Occupational data on prison inmates are available from the 1974 and 1979 State
prison inmate surveys and are reported on in detail in Profile of State prison
inmates (1979--see bibliography). Occupational data are based on the detaiied
systems developed for the 1970 census. The major occupational groups are
eombined into four divisions, as follows:

White collar--professional and managerial, sales, and clerical;
Blue collar--craftsmen and kindred workers, operative except transport,
transport equipment operatives, and nonfarm laborers;

Farm workers-~farmers and farm managers, farm laborers, and farm foremen;
and

Service workers--service workers and domestics,
Data camparing the distribution of the U.S. population to that of State prison

inmates were based on figures for males age 16 and over as reported in
Emplovment and training report of the President, U.5, Department of Labor,

T573.
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Many immates had income from nontraditional sources before entering jail

Source of incane for jail immates by sex and race are reported in the Profile

of jail inmates (1980--see bibliography).
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P. 39 Derug and alcohol abuse is common among offenders

The drug abuse-crime link is camlex

The Rand Corporation research is reported in Doing erime: A survey of
California prison inmates (1980). Findings from the 1979 survey of State
prison inmates are reported in Prisoners and drugs (March 1983--see
bibliography). Ball's study of addiets in Baltimore is published in The

* drugs-crime connection (1981--see bibliography).

>Iwug and alcohol abuse was far greater among offenders than among nonoffenders

. At the time of thelr ofiense, a third of the prisoners had been under the

influence of a drug

Figures on drug use among the U.S. population are from a 1979 survey by the
National Institute on Drug Abuse. Data on prisoners are fram the 1979 State
prison imrmate survey and are reported in Prisoners and drugs (March 1983~--see
bibliography). The survey provides extensive data on drug use over the
lifetime of the immate and at specific points in time such as at the time of
the first offense and at the time of the current offense. -

~2.out of 5 prison immmates reported they were under the influence of drugs or

were very drunk around the time of the ofiense (chart)

For purposes of this chart, drug and alcohol abuse categories are mutually
exclusive; that is, immates are counted only once--in rank order of the most
serious type of abuse, ranging fram "under heroin influence" to "did not use
drugs or not very drunk." Thus, a person who was both drunk and under the
influence of marijuana is counted under "marijuana only." Data are from
unpublished tables fram the survey of State prison immtes and from Prisoners
and drugs (March 1983--see bibliography).

Drinking problems were common for career criminals

Data on aleohol abuse by criminals are reported in Prisoners and aleohol
(January 1983--see bibliography).
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P. 39 2 out of 5 prison inmates reported they were under

the influence of drugs or were very drunk around the
time of the offense .

Percent
Other d v Did not use
er drugs er drugs no

Offense Nurber Heroin except heroin Marijuana drugk verg drugk
Homicide 48,294 4 12 - 11 68
Sexual assault 17,053 2 10 9 17 62
Robbery 68,324 12 16 10 8 54

- Assault 17,554 5 - 13 7 13 62
Burglary 49,687 9 18 13 9 52
Larceny 13,018 10 12 7 7 65
Auto theft 5,138 4 13 12 15 56
Forgery, fraud

anbezzlement 11,894 8 14 2 6

Drug offenses 19,420 22 16 7 2 53 °
Total 274,564 9 14

Note: Inmates were counted only under the most serious of the drug or aleohol
influence in deseending order from heroin influence to being veryu§§unk.
Total ineludes other offenses not shown separately,
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Chagter IV.  The Response to Crime
Section 1, An overview

p. 45 Differences in local laws, agencies, resources, standards, and
procedures result in varying responses in each jurisdiction

A T T S T Y R LSt e T

New York Felony Arrests (1979)
Source: CBIS--Supplement printout dated 3/24/82, pp. 18-19

, Nurber Percent
L Arrested 77,642 100. 00
g Prosecuted 75,614 a97.3¢
; Convicted 43,298 55.77
f Incarcerated 19,107 24.61

Prison--6,743
Jail-- 12,364

California Felony Arrests (1979)
Source: Adult Felony Arrests Dispositions in California, Septerbe
1980, Centerfold and pp. 40-41 '

Nurmber Percent

Felony arrests 170,980 100.0
j : Minus:
| Law enforcament releases © 18,326
Denied camplaints 23,332.
Prosecutions 129,322 75.64
Minus:
Lower court dismissals 27,207
Superior court dismissals 4,442
Convictions 97,673 57.13
: Minus: ’
: Probation, fines, and other
) : noninearcerations 30, 463*
! Death penalties’ .20
: Incarcerations 67,190 39.30

*Total of all X'figures on page 40-
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Pennsylvania

Source: Pennsylvania Camission on

4/29/82, with attachment for Part I crimes)
Number Percent
Arrests 34,777 100.00
Prosecutions 26,398 75.91
Convictions 13,720 39.45
Incarcerations 5,218 15.00

Oregon Felony Arrests

Source: What Happens After
Disposition of Part I Felon

Nunvber Percent
Felony arrests 7,451 100.00
Prosecution 5,451 73.16
Convietion : 3,674 49.31
Incarceration 1,614 21.66 -

‘Arkansas Felony Arrests (1974)

Source: Felony Processing~-Arkansas, Decerber 1977, p. 31

Total arrests
Minus:
Transfers to juvenile authority

Adult arrests

Minus:
Releases from arrests.
Releases from preliminary an.

Prosecutions#*

Minus:
Bench trial releases
Jury trial releases
Releases fram prosecution

Convietions

Minus
Fines snd other sentences
Probation and suspensions

Incarcerations

*Excludes 113 cases which were prosecuted and later remanded to the

juvenile authorities.

Nurber

Crime and Delin

Arrest in Oregon? A Report on the
y Arrests for 1979, June 1982, p. 19

Percent

queney (letter dated

10,462

647
9,815
2,012
i,821
5,982

34

49
1,979

3,920
185
1,950

1,785

66

100.00

60.95

39.94

18.19

. et e

p. 45 The response to crime is meinly a State and loeal funetion

Souree:
Table 3.

Justice Expenditure and Erployment in thé U.S., 1979,
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Chapter IV. The Response to Crime
Section 2.  Entry into the criminal
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P. 47 The system responds direectly to only a small amount of crime

NCS/UCR aggravated assault comparison

In most instances the differences between the National Crime Survey
and the Uniform Crime Reports make direct coamparisons impossible. In
this case, the intent was not to campare the series but to provide the
reader with a conceptual understanding that most crime is not reported
and that even those which are reported do not usually result in arrest.

While our intent was not to compare these series, we did try to
present the data in the most camparable way possible. First, only the
crime of aggravated assault was presented sinee it is defined similarly
in both series. Aggravated assault, a personal crime, is also not
effected by the differences in coverage between NCS and UCR. Several
erimes like burglary which effeet both households and businesses are not
suitable for carparison because NCS counts only household erime while
UCR includes cammercial erimes as well as household erimes.

Another difference between NCS and UCR which plagues direct
camparison is the difference between the populations covered. NCS only
includes incidents which occurred to persons age 12 and over while UCR
has no age limits. To enhance the comparison, the data were
standardized for age, so the rates were calculated for over age 12. As
the TCR arrest data include arrests by age of arrestee, this adjustment
was made in the numerator by subtracting all arrests of persons under
age 13 and by dividing by the population over age 12. R offense data
for aggravated assault contains no victim or offender characteristies so-
a similar operation could not be performed on the numerator. Based on
the assumption that few offenses involve persons under age 13, we
developed the offense rate by dividing by the population age 12 and
over. In both instances, the standardized UCR rates are slightly higher
than the actual UCR rates reported by the FBI.

The carparison of UCR offense rates and arrest rates is also
unusual. The arrest rate was used in this presentation because it is a
better measure of the workload encountered by the criminal justice
system after the case enters the criminal justice system. In most uses,
the offense rate is compared to the clearance rate. The ICR program
measures clearances as the number of cases in which a eriminal offense
has resulted in the arrest, citation, or summoning of a person in
connection with' the offense or in which a eriminal offense has been
resolved but an arrest is not possiblé because of exceptional
eireurstances. Arrests are the nuwber of times police agencies arrest
people in connection with eriminal offenses during a year. The arrest
data are not linked to the offense data in any way. For example, an
arrest which is included in the 1980 R data may have been for an
ofiense that occurred in 1978, Additionally, one offense may result in
the arrests of several people.
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P. 47 The system responds directly to only a smll amwount of crime (cont.)

Aggravated assault rates

Preliminary estimates 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977

1978 1979 1980 1981
of U.S. population . , ‘
age 13+ (in 1,000) 161,889 164,942 167,937 170,893 173,768 176,559 179,189 181,649 183,605
(V) NCS vietimization
rates (based on NCS
data age 12+) ° 10.07 10.39 9.61 9.86 9.98 9.69 9.92 9.26 9.64
(0) WCR Index offenses 420,650 456,210 484,710 490,850 522,510 558,100 614,210 654,960 643,720
rate based on pop. .
age 13+ 2.60 2.77 2.89 2.87 3.01 3.16 3.43 3.61 3.5
(A) UR Index arrests . .
(age 13+) 152,216 152,004 198,903 189,655 218,001 254,182 253,526 255,804 263,580
. .94 .92 1.18 .11 1.25 1.44 1.41 1.41 1.44
. e 0
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p. 47

Traditionally, the police function has been daminated by loeal
goverments

Source: Justice Agencies in the U.S., Summary Report
(Washington: BJS) 1980, pp. 5-6
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pp. 48-49 What is the relationship between police strength and crime?

Sources:

*Police and Population, by County

Camendiun of Publie Employment, Census of Governments, U.S.
Bureau of the Census, 1977.

*FIPS county and State codes, Geographieal Location Codes,
General Services Adnunzstratlon, Office of Finance,
September 1963

*Land Area of Counties, on carputer files of the Michigan
Terminal System

o All analysis was performed using MIDAS, a University of Michigan
statlstxcal sof tware package.
o The original variables entered were State and county FIPS codes,
county population, county police employment, and county land area
(sources above).
o New variables camuted include police officers per 1,000 county
population, density of county (county population per square mile),
police officers per 100 square miles, and police officers' per den&xty of
county. \

Shading levels for mmps were selected to réflect the distribution of
counties across groups of whole integers. This distribution is as

J follows:
i
i% Police per 1,000 Nurmber of Percent of
| population counties counties
0-1 412 13% -
1-2 1,845 59
2-3 683 22
3 and up 178 8
Police per 100 Number of Percent of
square miles eounties counties~
0~5 1,474 467%
S 5-10 682 22
W 10-15 281 9
£ 15-20 146 5
' 20 and up 558 18

In general, urban counties had more police officers than nonurban
counties and higher rates of police per 1,000 population and police per
100 square miles. However, an analysis of extreme values showed that
some counties with smll populations or few police had extremely high
rates of police strength due to the small niumbers involved. As noted in
the text, resort areas, university locations, and other counties that
have low resident populations but a high nonresident influx also showed
high rates.
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p. 48 State and local police employment per capita rose by 56% in 20

Police

1957
1962

1967

- 1972

1977

years

Sources:

*Police arployment--1) Historical Statisties on Governmental
Finances and Employment, 1977 Census of Govermnments, U.S. Bureau
of the Census, Table 20 _Brployment (full-time equivalent) of
State and local goverments, by level of govermment and by )
1977, 1972, 1967, 1962, 1957, and 1953 ;

funetion, by State:

2) Intercensal Estimates of the Population of States:
1960-70, 1950-60, U.S. Bureau of the Census

*Crime rate: FBI Uniform Crime Reports

employment and éopulation by region and U.S.

North

Northeast Central South West
90,5600 72,217 66,044 41,209
(43,095) (49,9§6) (52,287) (25,859)
100,884 83,869 80,447 52,886
(45,833) (52,583) (57,179) (30,142)
117,560 97,332 98,859 67,027
(48,106) (55,289) (60,771) (33,207)
139,353 121,945 134,151 91,942
(49,681) (57,387) (65,834) (38,382)
148,754 140,116 168,252 109,579
(49,333) (58,303) (71,841) (40,284)

Rate of police employment by region and U.S.

Police

1987
1962
1967
1972
1977
Change

U.S'

270,070
(171,187)

318,086
(185,738)

380,778
(197,374)
487,391
(209,284)

566,701
(219,760)

[ S A N
L L] - - -
~_ Ao oo m

N

LW -3

per 1,000
North
Northeast Central South West U.S.
2.1 1.4 1.3
2.2 1.6 1.4
2.4 1.8 1.6
2.8 2.1 2.0
3.0 2.4 2.3
in per '
ecapita 1957-77 43% 1% 6%

%

1970-80,

» Series P-25

(population in thousands)

B R R

A o e TN

with arrested juveniles‘

Source: FBI Uniform Crime Reports, 1981, Table 66, p. 233.
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P. 50 Law enforcement officials have considerable discretion in dealing
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Table 66.~-Police Disposition of Juvenile Offenders Taken into Custudy, 1981
{1981 esumated population] .
*{xg'i:" R‘?ﬁ':;‘.?c“’ Referred o | Referred to | Referred to
Populauon group Total? J welfare other police | criminal or
depariment court agency agency adult court
I and released | jurisdiction
TOTAL ALL AGENCIES: 11,499 sgeacies;
populagion 192.945,000:
NUMDEL ciecivarrereacereneresancresnacrsensasssessnssnsancasee . 1,383,380 48,212 802,734 20,796 21,628 70,023
Percent? ovicevencenanenen renrae . 100.0 3.3 58.0 1.5 v 1.6 5.1
TOTAL CITIES: 3,098 cities;
populstion 128,558,000: -
Number , cotee . netusesencestntassancasas 1,158,280 401,012 651,347 17,422 18,498 50,004
Percent e e rveNte et stretsestorassieatsetsatestetssesarstesasanernases 100.0 .6 571 1.5 1.6 52
Grour [
48 cities, 250,000 and over; population 18,406,000
Number .iicciiiinniniiiiiiiien... tereeseatierestrsiraees Cresicerisasias 238,908 T7.496 149,720 2.489 5,890 1,253
Percent ..... Eavaretrasiasrieretatanaes 1o reeavevatians Viasasserresessnes . 100.0 324 §2.7 1.0 5 4
Grour 11
107 cities, 100,000 to 249.999; population 15.521.000: E
Number ............. PP 128,046 42,166 73334 2,922 1742 2,382
Percent ........... revaanne . 100.0 329 61.2 .3 1.4 3
Groue {11 .
287 cies, 50,000 to 99,999; population 19,579.000:
Num L O VU 172,251 80,001 .98.349 4,153 2,391 1357
Percent .......... [P baraeterrassisnan Crvesenn 100.0 34.8 57.1 L4 1.4 4.3
Grour IV
$97 cities, 25.000 to 49,999 population 20,542,000
Number .....coeeeennn. revaennns terrreisersenaeaeas ceeseseriaan veeres 206,437 75,696 113,813 1,266 3,436 10226 -
Percent ....ccovennn. Srererrasiesenneose tenresaerarnraeissnrattinntonnbrans 100.0 16,7 55.1 1.6 (V4 5.0
Grour V
1519 cities, 10,000 10 24.999: population 23.818,000: ;
Numper ...... L P PSR SURPUUTU 225,547 33,101 122,260 2,500 2528 15,158
Pegcent L SN 100.0, 36.‘8 54.2 ; L1 L1 6.7
Grour VI
3,540 cities under 10,000; population 20,792.000:
Number B O UUUT 187,091 62.552 98,811 2,092 2,508 21,128
Pereent . ........ [ vesrees B Y e benasrbnedeesar e sa ks b v e raryadesetat 100.0 3.4 2.3 f.1 1.3 1.3
]
SusurBAN COUNTIES
1,027 agencies: populauon 38,140,000: _— )
NUMDET ohevviincrinsennnnens Vearsesasen He NS Arees e atsesebrsatnasaeetrbees 155,753 49,011 98,066 012 1.509 5,158
Percent ......c.eueen. D T PPN 100.0 iLs 63.0 : 1.3 1,0 13
RURAL CounTies i 5
1374 agencies: population 26.147.000: - !
NUMDBET . oisiiinreiieaterrecesrcreenratnetaresnss Aeieve iy 69,347 13,139 43,321 1 162 1,621 4,854
PEIEEAL eoiiiriniriiririns i i beces et s e eeanensmenseene, 100.0 6.2 62.5 l L A 3.0
SUBURBAN AREA? }! .
5,529 agercies: population 92,011,000 : .
NUIMBET . oinerinieieirncioivaisemsensrotucerusseesonsssrrersnassnsensse 634,282 241188 337.2°C ; ~.384 3,180 i 393,730
PEroent .. civeni i i et renises cennernereenren | 100.0 is.0 §3.2 ; 1.2 L3 { 83

! {rcludes all offensca €xcept traffic and aeglecs cases.,
! Because of raunding, the percentages may not add o total,

! Includes suburban city and county law enforcement agencies within metropolitan areas. Excludes core cities,

76

Suburban cities alsq included 1n other city roups.
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P- 51 The probability of an arrest declines sharply if the
inecident is not reported to the police within seconds

after a confrontational crime

Time period (min.)

Probability of arrest

.001
.25
.5
<75
1.00
1.25

L
~J O ~ILN
O Ut

QW

- .

- .
COOOOoOOLOULO
COODOoOCOD

SO00 ~JO)EN b €I CODIED B BD 1= et
.

10.00
11.00
12.00
13.00
14.00
15.00

.2212
.1218
.1093
.1020
.0969
0911
.0896
. 0868
.0844
.0823
. 0804
.0786
0771
.0743
0718
0679
- 0646
.0618
.0594
.0573
.0554
.0537
~.0521
.0507
.0493
. 0481




| » CLEARED BY AR
i p. 52 Most erimes .are not cleared by arrest )
* Source: FBI Uniform Crime Reports, 1981, pp. 152-133, Table 19, |
p. 52-53 Por every five offenses......there is approximateiy one arrest | ‘ CR‘MES OF V'OLENCE
L See p. 17 of Techninal Appendix : ! NOT CLEARED CLEARED
, ’ MURDER 12%
: ‘ AGGRAVATED
3, Assaulr 8%
FORCIBLE ,
, . - 48%
| INST PROPERTY
| : CLEARED
78 “
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i 19,—=Offenses Known and- Percent Cleared by Arrest!, Population Group, 1981
+ samated populationj
I Murder .
Modified® R
Crime ! N and non- Aggra- Motor
. Crime Vivlent® | Propenty* A Foscible Larceny- )
ulati {ndex 5 : negligent Rabbe: vated Burgl vehicle Arson?
Population group ol tndex crime | crime rgmf‘_ rape obbery asault SR 1 thert thett X
total
slaughter
TAL ALL AGENCIES:
3.334 agencies; tacal
sopulstion 218.287.000: L
Offenses KBIWR cocaessenees (12715894 12,838,504 | 1,275,135 11,440,759 21,413 77,623 | . 557,362 | 618937 3,569,753 | 6,842,886 | 1,028,120 12610
Percent cleared by arrest .. 195 19.4 429 169 7.6 8.1 29 533 143 18.6 142 15.4
[r——
)TAL CITIES: 9,179 citiess
totzi population 146,165,008 '
Offecsas KOOWA ..oeemsueesss [10.275,410 10370,473 11,066,647 9,208,753 16,364 60,173 | 506,023 | 484,087 | 2,755,525 | 5,584,401 868,837 95,063
Percent cleared by arrest .. 195 19.4 0.9 17.0 L1 5.4 234 578 139 19.2 129 143
Grour [
§ cities. 250,000 and over;
total population $0.525,000:
Offenses kaown  ..ocoeneeies 3,795.404 || 3.837.276 574,869 | 3,220,533 9.616 29,015 | 337.567 198.671 | 1,065,424 | 1,713,078 | 442033 41,872
Percent cleared by arrsst .. 17.5 17.5 349 4.5 §7.5 4.3 21.8 34.2 1.9 17.5 3.6 10.7
cities, 1,000,000 and over; .
total population 17.617.000: i
Offenses known  ..ooceeannes 1,549,480 || 1,570,083 286,439.] 1,263,041 4,943 10915 134,251 86,330 | 430772 | 386,413 245,356 20,603
Percent cleared by arrest .. 16.5 16.4 3.0 13.2 63.5 40.6 20.8 0.2 10.4 18.0 6.7 5.2
7 cities, 500,000 to 999.999:
total population 11,493,000
Offenses KNOWA +evveven.r.. | 1.096.298 |§ 1,105,295 140,037 956.241 2318 3,502 79414 49,823 300,334 | 549,883 106.054 8.997
Percent cleared by arrest .. 18.0 © 180 178 5.1 70.4 6.4 2.9 53.7 131 171 10.4 8.5
12 cuies. 250,000 to 499.99%
tcwal populatipn 11.415.000:
Offenses KBOWR .reeeereenrs | 1,149,626 1| 1,161,898 § 148,373 | 1,001.253 2,385 $.598 73,902 62,518 | 334318 576812 90,123 12272
Percent cleared by avres 18.6 18.5 9.7 15.4 ‘TA9 46.6 3.8 56,2 128 17.5 11.3 14.2
Grour 11 -
114 cities, 100,000 to 239.999;
total population 16,785.000: : .
Offenses known ............ | 1461388 }f 1,474,568 137.478 | 1.323.910 L1160 9,335 58.080 67,903 412,299 | 811,385 99,726 13,150
Percant cleared by arrest .. 20.5- 0.4 4.2 13.0 1%.5 46.5 25.9 58.6 149 0.0 18.6 15.1
Grour I
292 cities, 50,000 to 99.599; R
toal population 19.925.00%: '
Offenses known  .....oree.e. | 1,369,035 || 1,381,141 112,488 | 1,236,547, 1,418 7,343 43,098 $9.629 378,284 | 748,334 109.929 12,106
Percent cleared by arrest .. 19.9 19.3 4.4 177 75.0 474 5.2 514 143 200 13.2 {44
. . .
153
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Chapter IV. The Response to erime

Section 3. Prosecutive and PreTrial
Services
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P- 55 Differences in how
3 jurisdictions

Data in this table developed from data
carputing proportion of cases at each point.

outcome of a sample of 100 cases, these figure
percent of eases receiving the varioug disposi
use whole numbers, rounding was required.
information about the techniques used,

Boland at I s, Ine,

prosecutors handle felony cases can be seen in
contained i

tions.
For further
Please contaet Barbara

n the source by
Rather than the

S represent the
In order to

s, s

R R P

p. 55

Sources:

Prosecuting officials include loeal
attorneys general, and U.S. attorneys

Justice Agencies in the United States, Summ Report ;980,
dJustice Statisties ZWashington: U.S. Department of Justice) .
Review of second draft of Report to the Nation on Crime and
Criminal Division,.U.S. Department of Justice. )

83

prosecutors and districet attorneys, State

Bureau of

Justice by
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p. 55 The offlcxal accusation in felony cases is either a grand jury

indietment or m prosecutor's bill of information

Source:

State Court Organization 1980, Table 30

N
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Tabie 30:
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Description of grand juries, 1980.
Selection process, size, number needed to indict, and scope of

activity:
Number of Is a grand jury indictment
grand jurors esgantial for all felony
needed tn Scope of progecutions (unless
State Selection process Size indict activities vaived by the accused)?
ALABAMA ... Random selaction from 18 12 Crim/ sl indictments Yeo (all with a
wmaster lists compiled and investigationa potential sentence
= frem voter ragistrations, of local governm of more than a year)
drivers licenses, motor mental affairs
vehicle registration,
utility customers, and
property tax rolls . )
ALASKA ..., Random selection from 12 to 18 Ma jority Criminal indictments Yes
the liscs of actual vote and investigations
vorers, tax rolls, and ' of local govern
liges of trapping, mencal affairs
hunsing, and fishing
licenaes
ARIZOHA ... Random selection from 12 to 16 9 Criminal indictmants No
reglsterad votar lists, (16 in Mari~
5 then questioned and copa County
selected by judges. [Phoenix])
i Statute authorizes
kg‘ : statewide grand juries o .
‘ ARKANSAS .. Discretion exercisad by 16 12 Criminal {adictments Yan
; a 3 to 12-member citizen and investigations
: counmission appointed by of local govern
a cireuit Jjudge mencal affairs

CALIFORNIA Discrecion exercised by 23 in Los 14723 Invescigations of No
the Superior Court Angeles 12/19 local governmencal
judges excapet in a faw County; affairs and indict=-
counties, including San 19 slsevhare oent consideracions
Francisco, whare the in fawer than 1S par~ ”
salection is random cent of all felony
from the list of mALtars. Serves 1
registared votera year

COLORADO .. Randoa selection from Usually 123 9/12; Investigation of No
tha lisc of regiscarad occasionally 12/23 controversial crimes, ‘
votars, drivar's as large as like police shootings

. . license lists, and city 23 . and governmantal
" diractories, followed p corruption .
by quastioning by the . .
judge and discrice
actorney. Statewide .
grand juries can be
aucmbled e :

CONNECTICUT Discrecion, egarcised by 18 12 All crimeg with sen= Yes (hut only fo¥ -

:ha county Gheriff tence of deach or crimes wicth a
life f{mprisonmegt, potential sentance
accasional investi- of death or lifa
; gations imprisonment )

DELAWARE .. Random selection from 10 to 15 7/10; Criminal {ndictmencs, Yes (with cartain
lists of registerad 9/15 investigations. constitutional and
voters and other lists Serves for | year statutory excep=-
where necessary tions),

FLORIDA ... Didcrecion, exercisad by 15 to 18 12 Criminal {nd{ctments, " Yes (buc only for
county commigsioners or investigations of capital offensas)
dury commission county offices
(sppointad by ;
Governor); stactewide
grand juries can be
iupanaled
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Is a grand jury indiccmenc

3 £ , , ]
T rgizejuZQrs essential for all felony ,[* . ;
Sneeded to Scope of prosecutions (unlessd)q !
activities waived by the accused)? Z
taze Selection process Size indict i é
e ' Yes :
16 to 23 Ma jority Criminal indictments,
Lk e DLSC:ECi:n;e;:eFCLsed > vote investigations of
co:m%ss ; by’jud e local goveramental
apposnce & affairs, inspec—
tiong. Sets salary
~ for certain jobs
N .
ALl Random selecction.from 18 to 23 12 Criminal indictments o ‘
- ) the list of rrgistered |
voters, which may be - ) ﬁ
supplenenced with some 5
names from other lists @ |
JAHO ceves .Random selectiod from 16 12 Public offenses ]
) regiscered voter list,
ucilicy lisc, and
., driver's license list :
LINOIS .. Random selection from 23 (20 on 12 Criminal {ndictments Yas
- the registered voter supplemental and é?zc::igacions
1ist, followed by panel) :i o dici
questioning about the scon
cime involved .
NWDIANA ... Random salection from 6 S Major felony cases N
voters registration
list suppiimented
with ocher lists such
as urcility customers,
property taxpayers,”
stace income tax payees
and others
Ko7 QP Fandom selection’ from 7 5 Criminal Lffic:m::ts, Yas
liscs of regiscered investigat ozs ;
voters, tax assess= prisons, conduct o .
ment liscs, wotor ve= pubiic officials,
hicle operators, licen= highways
ses liscs, and others .
LANSAS .aee Random seleczion from 15 12 All public offenses .é
the list of registered l
. voters and/or census |
lise ; ) ‘ ves |
LENTUCXY .. Random selection from 12 ) 9 Criminal {ndictments {
votar teglstration 5
lists and current |
property tax rolls ’ |
' i
¢ Criminal fndictoents Yes (but only for [ ;
LOUISIANA . Discrician, iz&rcised 12 9 rimin o oltal oFteioan) ;
y citizen jury
comnission - '
. Yes (except where a
13 to 23 12 Criminal {ndiccments .
HARNE -ae s SEI:CEtZZiZEDm In Cumberiand County sgatutory excep~
If:f§ g:fl:ued by (Portland) the tion {s created)
questioning by a judge §ran? jurcy se;ves
and the district for ! year and =eecs
t ;e for 5-i0 days 3
aerorney tioes 3 year
-7 *
109 i 3
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Table 30: Description of grand juries, 1980 (continued)

. Number of Is a grand jury indicctment
grand jurors essential for all felony
needed to Scope of prosecutions (unless
State Selection process Size indict activities waived by the accused)?
MARYLAND .. Random selection from 23 12 Criminal indictments No
voter registration and {nspects
- lists screened to see government
who can spare the time agencies. It
meets every day
for 4 months
MASSACHUSETTS Random selection: 35 23 12 Criminal indictmants Yes
nanes are drawn from the
trial jury list, which
1s assembled by discre-
tion; then a judge
selects 23 persons
MICHIGAN .. Random selection from 13 to 17 (Also $ Criminal {ndictments tlo
the list of ragiscered l-person (infrequently) and
votars {judge] grand invescigations
: juries)
MINNESOTA . Random selection from 16 to 23 16 Criminal i{ndictments, Yo
the 1lisz of registered S investigations of
voters (separate lisc priscous and public
saincained) officials :
MISSISSIPPT  Random selection from 15 te 20 12 Criminal indictments No
voter regiscracion and invascigations of
v lises local govermmencal
affairs
MISSOURI .. Randomly selected names 12 9 Criminal indictmencs, No
are screened carsfully investigations,
by the judges who cake inspections, inguiries
the final selection into governmental &is~
cal matters
MONTANA ... Random selection from 11 10 Criminal indictmencs, Ho
tax rolls investigations, public
.. officials, priscns
NEBRASKA .. Random selgsction of 40 16 12 Criminal indictmants, No
names from tha lisc of county jail
actual or ragilsterad . )
voters, and from that .
list of 40, 16 are -
picked by the judge and
Jury commissioner
NEVADA ..., Random salection, 17 12 Criminal indictments No
then screened as to and invescigation of
their uWillingness to local governmantal
serve affairs R
NEW . Random salection frog 23 12 Criminal {ndictments Yes
HAMPSHIRE the trial jury lise, and investigations of
. which is assemblad by subversive activities.
the discrecion of Heets about 4 days
town officials - every 2-3 months
NEW JERSEY Random selection from 23 12 Criminal indictments), Yes
the list of regiscterad investigations
voters. . Statute authe .
orizes stacewide grand
Juries
110
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Seleccion process

Number of
grand jurors
nreded to

Size indict

Is a grand jury indicgrc=enc
eseential for all felony

Scope of
activities

prosecutions (unless
waived by the accused)?

«=xXICO

¢ YORK ..

Random gelection from

the voter registracion
lisz followed by
questioning By a judge

Y .
.

Speclally selected Erom
parsons who have been
qualified as trial
jurors and who naas
a police investigation

12 8

16 ro 23 12

Criminal indictments,
investigations. In
Bernalillo County
{Albuquerque) grand

* juries meet once a
waek for a 6=month
term; elsewhere,
they are called
infrequently

Criminal indictments,
investigations into
prisons and miscon=
duct of public
offictials. Segvas
for 1 month

No

Yas

RTH
AROLINA .

Random selection from
vocer registrations,
rax rolls, and other
sgurces deemed to be
reliable

JRTH DAKOTA Random seleczion from

liscs of actual voters,

holders of driver's
licenses, utility cus-
ctomers, and property
taxpayars

12 to 18 12

8 to 1l 6

Criminal indictments,
inspections of jails
and other county
agencies

Criminal indictments,
prisons, public
officials. Only

. rarely assembled

Yes

410

KLAHOMA

Random selection from
the regiscered voter
liac followed by ques™
tioning

Varies by county

12 b

Criminal {ndictmencs

Criminal indictments
and {avascigacions

of local governmsntal

affairs. Can be
called by petiticn
of cizizens

Yes

No

JREGON

Random selection from lisc

of registered voters

7 S

JENNSYLVANIA Selected from voter regis<® L5 to 23 12

tration liscs, and some~:
times incerviewed by jury
clerk and jury masters

Criminal indictments
and investigations
of pubiic prisons
and offices pertain-
ing to courts of
Juatice

Criminal indictments
and {nvestigacions

Yo

No (Councies are autho=

rized to abolish
{adicting grand
juries and aany
have done so.)

RHODE
ISLAND ...

S$OUTH
CAROLINA .

Random selection from

voter registracion lisc
followed by an {nterview.
Stacewide grand juries

are authorized

Discrecion, =xarcised by a
fury commigsian composed

of civil servancs

13 co 23 12

18 12

Crininal indictmencs

Criminal {ndictments

Yas (but only for

offenses punishable“

by death or
1life (mprisonoment)

Yes

111
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Table 30: Description of grand juries, 1980 (continued)
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Number of Is & grand jury indictment
3ran3 gurors s egssential for all felony
needed to cope of prosecutions (unless

Statce . Selection process Size indict activities waived by the accused)?

SOUTH DAKOTA Random salection from the 6 to 8 5 Criminal indictments No
ligt of registered vocers investigations of g;v-

. ernmental misconduct

TENNESSEE .~ Random selection from the 13 12 Criminal {indictments Yo
trial jury liscs, which are and investigations
compiled by jury commis~ of prisons, elec~
sionars without guidelines. tions, and govera~
The same person may serve as mental affairs
foreperson for several
years

TEXAS veeee Discretion exercisad by 12 9 Criminal indictments, Yes
citizen jury commig= investigations
ssioners, appointed ’
by a judge

UTAH seceee Random selection from the 7 5 Criminal indictments, No
official register of investigacions, im—
voters and other lists spections (public
proscribad by the Utah prisons, willful and
Supreme Court corTupt aisconduct of

public officials)

VERMONT ... Ra;doT selection from 18 12 Criminal indictments Yes (but only for I
the lastest census offenses punishable
enumeration, telephone by death ot
directories, election
records, and other gen— Hfe imprisonsant)

. eral sources of namas

"VIRGINIA .. Judges choose names Sto? 4 Criminal indictments; Yes

investigates condi-
tions that promote
criminal activicies

. and misfeasance of
governmental
authority

WASHINGTON.  Random sszlection from 12 t0 17 3/4 Criminal indictments Ho
voter registration list of panel and investigationa of

sevacrrmencal aifairs

WEST Discretion, exercisad 16 12 c

riminal

VIRGINIA . by a 2-member aitizen indtemence e
jury covmission (repre- ’
senting the 2 major -
political parties)

WISCONSIN . Names selacted by jury 17 12 Criminal indictmencs No
commissioners and then )
screaened by judges. In
Milwaukee County, ran=—
dom selection from the oo '

. tegiscarsd voter list

WYOMING ... Random selecsion from 12 to 16 9 Criminal indictments, No
the voter registracion inspections
list. Statewide grand inveatigaciénn o
juzies can be assembled ) Ct

' 112
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Is a grand jury indict:éh:

—_— “Number of
grand jurors esgentlal for all felomny
needed to Scope of prosecucions (unless
sraze Selection process Size indict activities waived by the accused)?
aama— * .
.:g72ICT OF Randon selection from 23 12 Criminal -indictmenss. Yes (for all crimes
‘;";:uLA . che list of registered ' Serves at least 2 with a potential
- vogers, followed by months. Frequencly sentence of a year
questioning by a judge 9 or 10 are or more)
and sometimes by the operating at once
U.S« Atrorney
#:£170 RICO Discretion by court= 12 to 13 Majoricy Criminal {ndictments Yas
vote and fnvestigations of

appointed jury commiss—
{oners -

government officials

and activities

Soucce:

Procedures, (Cambridge, Massachusetts:

e m gesie emm— e

e o i G s

State Court Administracors; NCSP Staff review of state sctacuces; Jon M. Van Dyke, Jury Selection

Ballinger Publishing Company, 1977), Appendix B.
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The g'r?nd jury emerged grun the American revolution as the
people's protection against oppressive prosecution by the State

Sourcg: State Court Organization 1980, Table 30 (see prior
material) .
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p. 57 Organiiation and funding of indigent defense programs vary among -

the States

Source: Prelﬁninary data from the
Survey, Abt Associates, Ine.

1982 National Indigent Defense

92

P. 57 Ad hoe appéinument of counsei'remains the primary source of indigent defense

Primary source of indigent defense

Alabsme
Alaska
Arizona*
Arkansas#*
‘California*
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Florida*
Georgia
Hawalii
Idaho*
Illinois*

Indiana*

Iowa*

Kansas
Kentucky#*
Louisiang*
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts

Michigan*

Minnesota®
Mississippi
Missouri*
Montana*
Nebrgska*
Nevada*

New Hempshire*
New Jersey*
New Mexico*
New York*
North Carolina
North Dakota

. Ohio*

Oklahama
Oregon* -
Pennsylvania*

"Rhode Island
South Carolina*

Scuth Dekota
Tennessea*
Texas

- Utah*

Vermoent -
Virginia*
Washington*
West Virginia
Wisconsin
Wyoming

*Large proportion of indigent defense provided by loecal public'defenders.

ey aid. S

Ad hoe J
Statewide public derender
Ad hoe

Ad hoe

Contract

Statewide publie defender
Statewide public defendep
Statewide public defender
Ad hoe

Ad hue

Statewide public defender
Ad hoe and contract

Ad hoe

Ad hoe and contract

Ad hoe

Ad hoe

Ad hoe

Ad hoe and contract

Ad hoe

Statewide public defender
State public defender and
Ad hoe and contract

Ad hoe

Ad hoc

Ad hoe

Ad hoe and contract

Ad hoe

Statewide publie defender
Statewide public defendepr
Statewide public defender
Statewide public defender
Statewide public defender
Ad hoe :

Ad hoe and contract

State publiec defender and
Ad hoe and contract
Contract

Ad hoe .

Statewide public defender
Ad hoc

Ad hoe and contract

Ad hee

~ Ad hoc and contract

Ad hoc and contraect

Statewide publie defender

Ad hoe
Ad hoc and contract

assigned counsel

assigned counsel

State public defender and assigned counsel

Statewide public defender

Statewide publie defender

"~
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ol 7.5¢% ha . de > S.dstender orogram d hoc sssignmene of counsel b
SEmAing the Jcimacy syscem £Of SUPRLlving counsel o indigencg : . 1
1
) |
: Y 81 . sy s .
vadSe £ indiqent defense  Uni: of organizarion tunding j P. 58 Most unconvicted jail immtes have had bail set
fublic defandec  Assigped coungel dudicial Punding gource toral (in ¢
Stace Stacewice tocal Ad hoc  Conerace Stace Coupey dige=ics Stace  Co a1 s . N
3 , Source: 1978 Survey of Inmates of Local Jails
Aladata X X X $1.7 : k .
Alzska X X X 3.3
Arizona X X X X 6.7
Arkanass X X X X lad
California b4 £ X X 93.3
Calorade X . X X §.1 : :
Conmeczicut X x % 4.2 i
Delawars X X X 13 *
Diserice of Columbia . X X X X 6.6 1 : *
Tlorida X . B X X X 2.0 !
Georgia L X X Jel
Bawnii x S X L.§
idaho X 4 X X X 1.3
{1llinois X X X X 17.0
Indizna X X X X X 5.3
Iowa X X X X 4.5
ransag X X X X X 2.7
Kentucky X X X X 4.7 .
Louisiana X X < X X X AL?
Mzine % X X +3
Maryland X X X 7.3
Massachugoees x x P P % 10.5
Michiqan X X X 4 X 18.1
Alnnascea y b 2 X X X 5.3
Mizsissippi X X X ied
Migaouri X X X X X 1.9
Monvana x X X X X L.l
Nebdzaska X X L X X LS
Hevada X X X X X X 1.1
New Hampstire . X X X 1.7
New Jecasy X X X 16.2 '
Sew Mexico ’ x x x 3.3 .
New Yorx X X X X 48.3
Moreh Cagolina” X X X X 7.9
Soven Dagoea X b3 X b4 X ‘5
Ohia X X X X X % 12.5
Oklaboma b b1 pd S X 2.3
Oengon X H3 X X 3.4
Parmaylivania X X X 14.5
Puerto Rico X X X a4
hede Island X : X . £ Lol
South Carolina " x x x - x % 3.3 :
South Dakotz. v X X X X va
Tennessee X X X X X 48
Taxnase X X % X 8.2 .
Stan x x X x X L. .
. : it
Versont b ) X X L) ’ [
Yirginia X x X X £ 5.6
dasningeon X X X b £ 3
deat Virginia b9 X % X X 3.3
Hisconsin X X £ 1% P
roming x—- o . - L e T i _-_‘3 ‘- 1
Toeak . ) ¥ n iz 3 1 ? 33 i3 3
*PY 92 escimactes [ndicatw sudacantially larger funding soeals. froinaRE L7 oacean ®
Sougews Preliztnary daca frce the 19682 National Indigent Jefense Survey i \/’ et 1
Abt Assosiaces. [ne. hzough a grane from 3953 Y i . o8
3G t b
e - r-
34 . .
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Unconvieted inmates of loeal jails,

Total inmates

Bail set
Bail made
Bail not made
Couldn't afforg
Other reason
Not reported

Bail not set

Released on recognizance

Non-bail offense
Detainer op warrant
Had no baj] hearing
Under sentence
Security risk

Did not want baijl
Other

Don't know

Not reported

96

66,936

54,304
4,092
50,127
31,095
19,033
84

11,607
348
3,714
, 045
2,089
116
1,50¢
348
812

© 1,625

1,026

by bail statuys

100.00

&1.13
6.11
74,89
46.45
28.43
.13

-
-3

Ot

- . - - a
ooy oy an o
L NI

no
2O p
N -3

.
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2.43
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Table 8. Unconvicted inmates of local jails, by whether bail set, whether hadl made, why badl ot made, and offense
3
Bail st i’/
. lf-jil— nut made o, T ! /, b
fait . Couldn't Othuer Naot Bail Not
: Offensc Total Total made Tatal afford CoFeasmm repurted not et reported
i — -t et e
2 Total 66,9360 51,3019 4,002 50,047 3L,005%. 19,033 B4 1,607 1,026
): Viotent 25,04 2i,0m 1,18% 19,774 11,738 6,010 a2 3, 60 360
Murder ' 4,869 3,22} 168 3,055 2.2 164 0 1,547 90
Manslaughier A 354 206 0 266 177 HA 0 R 0
Sexual assault ‘ 2,710 2,248 10 2,01 1,494 SH4 4 068 84
Robbery 10,900 9,840 402 9, k4 6,587 2,798 0 910 [ BB
Nonsexual assault 5,143 4,384 2490 4,088 2,502 1,580 1] T06 LM -
: Other 1,041 9949 n 704 (A1t 217 U 46 0 (v p]
Property 28,207 23,068 2,028 21,620 12,345 9,275 0 4,221 395
: Burglary . 13,708 1,123 1,435 10,547 6,419 4,168 0 1,778 207
Auto theft 1,742 1,522 49 b, A28 66% 8O} 0 220 0
: Fargery o (raud 4,40} 3,420 248 3,178 {,462. .70 0 URE! 42
! lLarceny 6,081 4,982 4064 4,518 2,419 2,0 0 1,042 57
) Other 2,33} 1,998 132 1,800 1, ane Y 250 B4
. J Drugp 4,019 3,193 Iy 2,804 1,064 1,140 0 427 0
K ‘Fralficking or unspecifivd 1,780 1,470 g% 1,379 RAG 574 0 310 0
* Possession or use 2,2 | Iy P 2N {425 gig 607 0 517 0
Publie arder 8154 5,00 410 §.201 2,814 2,0 0 2,97 193
deapons offense g 1,481 (PREL] 18 §,200 54 4 0 136 .0
Obsiructlion of justice or administration 2,330 1,443 1RO 1,201 w08 395 0 #41 (A
Tratlw oflerane 2,130 1,544 121 {021 533 aul 0 539 LR
3 Drunkenness, vigrancy, or vice 1,997 V137 46 i.om 501 527 0 T0Y 91
; Other 512 201 0 2\ 9 126 0 KA @
Unspecifivd or juienile 1,199 778 5 (ZA 5 " o i %
NOTE: Detail may not add o total shown because of vounding that takes place o the estimation procedure. Edtimates of leis thap 300 are hased on oo few
' sample canes to be statistically rebable,
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p. 59 About three-fifths of the States have one or more provisions to
ensure cammity safety in pretrial release

Source: Updated fram "Typology of State laws which permit
. consideration of danger in the pretrial release decision" by
Elizabeth Gaynes for the Pretriai Services Resource Center

For the purpose of the Typology, a jurisdiction was considered to
allow for the consideration of danger if its pretrial release laws
(constitution, statutes, or rules) contained Ianguage which appearecd to
have as its purpose the .control of violent, 1l legal, or dangerous
behavior by a person who has been arrested. The Typology refers to

these States as those in which crime control appears to be one of the
purposes of pretrial release decision-making.

In addition to States which have laws that express a conscious
intention to utilize pretrial release decisions to assure cammunity
safety, this definition includes States where erime control is an
implied but not express purpose of the release laws. It also includes
States in which "preventive detention" is not specifically authorized as
a means of controlling future behavior and States which permit the
pretrial detention of defendants on grounds of "dangerousness."

This definition excludes those States in which "danger”
considerations are specifically authorized, but where such ;
considerations are not for the purpose of erime control. For exanple,
Pennsylvania, Chio, and New Hempshire permit the consideration of
"danger," but by limiting such considerations to misdemeanors or similar
restrictions, it is clear that the legislative intent was to safely
process persons who were intoxicated or mentally disordered to such a
degree that their immediate release would create problems of personal -
safety, primarily to themselves. The term "States" in this definition
includes the Distriet of Columbia.

Because the methods utilized by States in considering crime control

in pretrial release deeisicns vary considerably, it Is.misleading to

] mply list them. However, despite sxgnxf1cant differences in wording,
most State efforts fit within one or more of zight categories of
"pretr1a1 erime control" measures:

A. States-where certain crimes are excluded from automatic bail
eligibility

B. States where the purpose of bail is stated to be appearance and
safety

C. States where crime control factors may be considered in release
decision

D. States where conditions of release ray 1nclude those related to
erime control

E. States where prior eonvietions limit right to ball

F. States where defendant's release may be revoked upon evidence that
he has conmitted a new crime

G. States where defendant's right to bail for erime allegedly committed
while on pretrial release is limited

98
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H. States where pretrial detention ma be imposed f
purposes Y m or crime control

For examples of each type of provision, see the original source.

39
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P. 60 Arrest is not the only means of feferring juveniles to juvenile
court y
I8

Source: Delinquency 1979, National Center for Juven%;ﬁyJustice

d

P- 60 Most referrals to juvenile court are for property erimes, but 20%

are for status offenses

The National Center for Juvenile Justice collected data deseribing
the total nurber of cases disposed of by courts with juvenile
jurisdietion fram 1,158 of the 3,143 counties in the United States,
eontaining over 48 parcent of the total popuiation of young people under
the authority of the juvenile justice system. Their statisties were
used as a base for- estimating the total number of cases disposed of by
juvenile courts nationally during 1979. Detailed demographic and court
processing information on each ease handled in 1979 was available fram
830 of these counties. This detajled information was used to generate a
description of the characteristies of the children and of the cases
disposed of by juvenile eourts im 1979.

Estimates were used to develop a deseription of the total nurber
and. characteristies of delinquent act and status offense cases in all
juvenile courts in the U.S. Estimates were generated for all non-
reporting counties by using information from reporting counties which
had similar populations of juveniles frem age 10 through the upper age
of juvenile court jurisdietion. A camplete deseription of the
estimating procedure is contained in Delinquency 1979, preliminary
draft. :

101
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p. 61 46 States, the District of Columbia, and the Federal Govermment
have judieial waiver provisions

Source: Hamperian, Youth in Adult Courts, pp. 50-58 ,

No
Not - specifie

listed* States age 10 13 14 15 18

Alabame X
Alaska
, Arizona
X  Arkansas
California X

‘ale
i e A A

Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Distriet of Columbia X
Florida X

4 e

Georgia X

Hawaii : X
Idaho X
Illinois X

Indiane X

Towa X o
Kansas ;
Kentucky

Louisiana . X
Maine X

fala]

]

varyland

Massachusetts X
Michigan - X

Minnesota ) X, .

Mississippi X .

Missouri X

Montana X
X Nebraska

Nevada X

New Hampshire X

New Jersey X .
New Mexico X
X New York '
North Carolina ‘ X
North Dakota X

102 |

Chio
Oklahama
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island

South Carolina
South Dakota

" Tennessee
Texas
Utah

X Vermont
Virginia
Washington
West Virginia
Wisconsin

Wyaming

R

X
X

X

Federal Districts X

*Not listed refers to "No statutory qtechéhism for waiver." See p. 46 of

source.,
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p. 61 "Age at which eriminal courts gain jurisdiction of young offenders
ranges from 16 to 18 years old

Thirteen States authorize prosecutors to file cases in either
juvenile or eriminal courts at their diseretion

Source: Hamperian, Youth in Adult Courts, Table 4
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TABLE 4. OVERVIEW OF 52 JURISDHICTIONS® STATUTORY PROVISIONS BY AGE OF INITEAL
-CRIMINAL COURT JURISDICTION AND: 8Y LEGAL MECHANISHS IH 1918
| Statutory Age of Criminal Court Jutriudiet ton
\ 18 7 SEmmTETTT e T T e
Alabama Kansas Cklshoma Ceotgls Richigan Conne g feat
Alagka Kentucky Oregon illinols Hisnowrd ' Hew York
Arizona Hatne Penngylvania Loulsiana South Carollis Horth Carnling
Arksnsas Haryland | Rhode laland Hasauchusette Texan Vet aunt v
» Californts Hinnesots South akota :
Colorado Miuslisaippl Tennessee .
Delavare Hontana Utah .
Districe of Nehiraska Virginia .
. Colunmbla Hevada Hashington
' Florida Heu Hampahire Hest Virgtofa
NHavalt Heu Jerpey Hisconsin
fdaho New Hexico Hyosleg |
Indiana Hotth Dakota tinjted Statesn
O Tows Ohlo-
Juriedictions vith Judicial Mafver Provislons e
18 1 ot
O~ Atabanma Kaneas Oklahoma Ceorgle Hichigan Connect et
~! Alaska Kentucky Oregon tilinols Hiusourt . Horth Catollng
Arilzona Hatne Pennsylvenia Louintena South Carolina
Callfornfa Huryland Rhode teland Hassachusetts Texas .
Colovado Hinnesots South Dakota . .
Delavare Misatsalppl Tenneossee '
District of Hoontans Utah
Columbia Hevada Virginls
Flortda * Rew llanpabitre Hashington
Hawall Hew Jersey Hest Virglnla
tdabo Hew Hexico Hisconsin
fadisna Horth Dakota Hiyoming . *
toua Olilo United States .
Jurtsdictlone yith Concurrent Jurlsdiction Provisions
: {By Age of Inftial Criwinal Court Jurfediction and by Speciat Cuml.ittonu)"
i8 T n 16¢
Arkansas -~ 18, sny offense Ceorglé - any sge, capital oflense Hone
Colorado -~ 14, major Felony
16, felony with previous sdjudication |
District of .
Columhia - 16, major felony ’
Flortdad =« 16, misdemesnor or felony
. E sny sge, capital offense
Hiebrauka - auy sge, feluny
16, windemesnor
Yyontng = any age, any offense
- 4 e — .
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While portions of this document
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filmed from the best copy

: It is being
distributed because of the

are illegible,

available.

valuable information it

contains.
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United States Department of Justice
Washington, D.C. 20531
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p. 61 As of 1978, 31 States excluded certain offenses fram juvenile

court jurisdietion

Source: Youth in Adult Courts, Hamperian, et. al., 1982, p. 63
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p. 61 About 11,000 juveniles were referred to criminal courts in 1978

Juveniles tried as adults have a very high conviction rate, but
mst receive sentences of probation or fines

Source: Youth in Adult Courts, Hamperian, et. al., 1982,
pp. 95-132 '
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Chapter IV. The Response to Crime
Section 4. Adjudication
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p. 64 Judges are selected by popular election, by appointment, or by
the merit plan ‘ .

Sonirce: Survey of Court Organization 1980, Table 10
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Table 10: - Judicial selection, 1980.
Method of initial selection and filling of interim vacancies.
Method of initial judicial seleccion
Scate and court title i;:zt;:n Appoin:;enc by: :i::g Mathod of filling interim vacancies
ALABAMA:

All judges except Municipal
Court udges seecececevcesnsy

Municipal Court judges .ceceees
- ALASKA: .

All judges ceeccasivencevcccans

MagIiSLTaLeS secesscacsccsansasa

PATCISAN teccocsscserosssccacsvsovoconcsy

Local governing b50dy seecscee

teesesvssatassecserersaevestasarsasses &

Presiding judge of cceassese
Judicial diseriet

ssevressaan

ssevsesvense

Merit selection in 15 Counties; Covernor
appoints until next general election in all
other counties

Same as initial selection

Same as initial selection
Same as initial selection

ARIZONA:
Appellate court judges cceeeaee
Superior Court Jjudges in
counties with at least
150,000 population .cecessvee
All other Superior Court
JUdBEE scovrencescvorsnseseens

Juscices of PeACE ceccarescacss

City and Town Magistraces in
TUCSON seusssrscasavncnrccsane

City and Town Magistracas {n
citimas other than Tucson .cee

X

388400400t R0EERIEtITIERESIRNGREOTaRS

X

CeReses NI ININTIIBEINOGLEICEOITERGIOITRINOIRIORTGTE

NONPATELSAN secescvssaateaccsnscscssscasne

PArtisan cceesecescevacassrsesvonsscvecne

X

800 AINEETLILIIEINEOCNETONERTEIAGOISIAIO LR

Dacerminad by local cscccens
governing body .

teeccascnee

Same as {nitial selection

Same as {nitial selection

Governor appoints until aext general election

County Board of Supervisors appoint for
balance of term

Appoinced by mayor

Sama as initial selection

ARKRANSAS &
All Judges ceaectcensvccescacsa

CALIFORNIA:
Appellace court Judges scecssse
Superior Court judges ...
Municipal Court judges ...
« Justica Court judges seseeseces

PATTLEBN coevececccstsnsossmicnsaccoannane

seesavsrase GOVEINOT trecrcncsvsascasens
HONPATEi38R seacescsocscrsnsussuvassecoas
GOVEINOT «dassvessssnssssses
Coutity Board of Super= .sese
visors or special
elaction

Governor appoints for unexpired term, except:
Municipal Court——regular practicing attorneys
choose special ludge to £ill vacancy uncil
eleccion; Police Court=—filled by gubernmatorial
appointmenc; County Court and Justice of the
Peace Courts=-filled by partisan election

Same as initial selection
Appointed by Gaverner

Same as initlal selection
Same as {nitial selection

COLORADO:
All judges excapt Denver
County and Municipal Court

] JudBeS tiescescaancnctaccsans

Denver County Court judges eee

Municipal court judges coseases
CONNECTICUT:

All judges except Probate Court

»  Probace court judges .eecccccacs

suscosssveseasasasancsesnsccasccasacss X

sessesssess Mayor with a serit plan .ee.
eity council, or town
boards .

vesessssses Cowtcil or town boards ...

cessssssese LEgLSlAatUCR sessveserancnaas

PRATLISAN ccesscevasssscscscasssnsascrnnua

Sama as initial selection
.Sama as {nitial selection
Same as initial seiection

Same as initial seiecticn
Same as initial seleztion
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Mechod of {aitial Jjudicial selection

Popular Herit
s and court title election Appoinctment by: pland - Method of £i{lling incerin
ses except Alderman's
X Merit selection

“ssvosesencstensesscane

a's Court judg®s seseces

ce coult Judges .sceeene
alt JudBeS tecvccvansen

ce court (UdEes ceecsans
¢ Court fudges cecescses
s of che Peace teecsnesa
Court udg8es ceeecossee
e Court judges sevesaces

WET SUdZES seevesnasccen
o JudgeS civeccccnnaasa

late court judges ceescees

tet Court Judges .eccensae

Beesevseveessteieccrvenreccsacstnssans

decosecanse

AR R AR L Y R Yy Y RN R TR EY

"NONDELELSAN sccnnseasscssnvasssssransoann

sevesiiesans

tesesssacas

“sesnscseve

Decermined 9y local ,ecevces
governing body

X

PATLLIAN scevacacccaoncssocosassronsasane
PACCLSAN teevsnartnnsanencecsaccstsnosace
PATLLSAN teesesvecrssssseesrnnasacscoccns

PACLisAn secesccscnsnonsse

Presiding Superidr/ veceeeee
Circuit Judge

Coverning 50dies .eceevecees

Dectermined by loesl sesenees
governing bodies

#otesssessercccrnanscensuschavennaassse X
*eceecacesencrecsstesevesrnsinasccas X
Chief Justice using a coee..
marit plan

Sace as initial selection

Merit ueiec:ion
Merit salection

Approincted by Governor
Apvointed by Govermor with a merit plan
Special election is held -

Special eléction i{s held

Same as tnitial saleccion

Same as initial selection
Locally determined

Same as initial selaction
Same as i{nitial seleccion
Sacw as {nitial seleccion

lace Caourt judges ..uvee..
iet Court judges veecsevss
‘lee Court magiscrates ....

N

cfate judges <icicecenducae
: of Claims judges veevesan
ther judges ccciececvocssas
A3

Llate court judges,

serior Court judges of

len, Lake, St. Joseph,
aderbucgh, and Marion
uncies, and Mation County
aicipal Court judges ......
other NAELS seeecceovenone

HOT PATEISAN ceeceacescacscecssnanncecnns

Hon partisan cieeesesscscosstcscnanancnns

Discrict Magistrace seeeeaecs
Commission

teevsecsses

Clreudll Judged ceeccescncens
ssevacncees ExmcuCived i.iiesececionces’

PATRLSAN eeevacccnsonocrernsaansscanasey

tevecssssse

Veseseeseseatitssteoscassnctnasaconnans X

PATLLSAN 4evrenacrnncracnciecocssasnncasse

Appointed b Governor
Appoinced by Governor
Districe Magistrate Commission appointcs

N

Sana as initial salection
Same az initial selection
.» Appointed by Supreee Court iuscices

Sawe a3 {nitial seleccion
Appainced by Governor

llace court Judges sececavs
rict Court judges ceeeeccce
rice Court aagistraces ....

tict Court part=cime
(33813 7 1.2 Y

3t

tllace court judges secec...

il court udges—-23

13€21CES terocncacnronnanaan
2 crial couft judges .e....

S Judg X
dBeS teieiicncnanacecscss

X

te4essceenesrensrerescscasacsncssvsvesee X

District CoUCE covncsnansaan
judges using merit plan

A A A R AL R L LR L Y R S R

tesdsnsseave

County Judicial ceeeneesoaen
Magistrace Appoincing

deecsacnens

X

MR AR A SRR AL R R RN N N R R A

S4esusssccsravenvarresionsecasssnevese X

PAZELIAN ceaioiessrrretcenncosnasosncnsoe

HOM PACTLSAN ceivneeesencnrennnncnnonsnse

Sama as in{cial selection
Saze az initial salection
Same asz initial selectiaon

Seme as initial selsction

Same as {n{tial seleccion

Same as initial salection
Appoinced by Covernaor

Matie selection

R
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Table 10: Judicial selection, 1980 (continued)

Method of initial judicial selection

Popular Merit
planb

election Appointrment by:

State and court title

Method of filling intarim vacancies

»

LOUISIANA:
ALl JudgeS scseaceciscscsccsnan

PRTCLBAN cvevaccterencnaccceccncsanancine

MALNE:
All judges except Probate
Court JUdBES cecsssssscsecses
Probate Court judges .ceevecoss
MARYLAND:
All judges except Otphan's
Cours 48B3 cevsvsescanansee
Orphan's Court judges seeesecee
MASSACHUSETTS:
All judgeS ievesencsncconcecnas

eswvsosssse GOVAINIOL secececensassevsase

PartisaNececossrtososoccscncncenscsancace

teessscesrnsctcaraassceassorssaasasnss X

COVEITIOT cesscectasscrssccnse
X

sosesrensve

N R N AR Y ¥

Special election is called by Govermor. If
remainder of term {s less chan six mont@s,

Supreme Court £1ills vacancy, except in
Mayer's Court, where Board of Alderman

appoints

Same as initial selection
Same as initial selection

Same as initial selection
Same as inicial selection

Same as initial selection

MICHIGAN:
All judges except Municipal

Court JudgReS secscescscencacs
Munjcipal Court jUdges «eeveees

NON PACTISAN cescevcccsscsrsssascssnvenne
Dacermined by 10cal cececsss
governing body

sesessrcecs

MINNESGTA:
AlL $0dB@S cevicsesscecenrsvccns X
MISSISSIPPIL:
All judges except City Police
Court judges «esseccccessscca
City Police Court judge® secoas

#evasedesssnetsrrnassessnsicrcccsiveny

PACTLBAN seocenccrsosntcacnsntnssnsaceses

Governing authority of .ecee
mnicipality

tsssassesas

Appointed by Governor
Same as initial selection

Appointed by Governor using a merit plan

Appointed by Covarnor until naxe election
Sama as iluicial selection: Justice Court,
appoinced Councy Board of Suparvisors

MISSOURL:

Judges of che Supreme Court,
Court of Appaals, Clrcuit and
Probate Courts in St. Louis
City and Councy, and Jackson,

. Ploet, and Clay counties ...

Other Clreuit and Probace
Court JUdBES seccecacccsnsves

Municipal Court judges cececess

ateevanasansesnasieassssnnnnssressosnan X

PRETLSAN ceccuoccvnssssncsnnevscacnarcens

Locally deternined cececavas

tesecacenee

YONTANA:
All judges except Municipal
Court judges cececsccsconccan
Municipal Court judges ceevcees

Nonpartisan ....................l..m.....
City Counell cesevsavassanan

¢ssusesesas

HYerit selection

Appoinced by Govermor
locally determined

Appoincted by Covernor
Same as initial selection

NEBRASKA:
All JUdBRE cececcccacacsnssecne

NEVADA:
All jud8eS ccsasererescasccrsas HONPATELISAN seccccassasssvescsssensvasons

X

L R L Y PR Y Y

.
-

HEW HAMPSHIRE:

All judBEE ivececscccacavoassen GOVELTNOL tescsnssnssasavsseae

tosevacseces
.

NEW JERSEY:
All judges excapt Municipsl

and Surrogate Court judgeds .. GOVELNOT vesivacncsasasoanan

sNsesinusga

.

GOVErning 50dY veesvececvess
COVRITOT taeevenscsesnsannne

Tesavenbeaa

Municipal Court judges ceeesves

Surrogacte Court judges veeeecee
MEW MEXICO:

All judges siecciavececrossaancs

Tessesssenn

PATTLSAN (ouersesrcrascnncarsanancoanasne

Sama as inicial selection

Marit selection; Justice sand Municipal
Courts, locally decemined

Same as inisial selection; Praobate Court,
Regiscrar >f Probate appoints from
another court

Same as {nttial selection; Juvenile and
Jonastic Relations Court, appoirnted by
Chief Justice of Suprame Court

Same as initial selection

Same as initial selection

© Appointed by Govermor; Probate Court,
aspointed by Councy Commissioners; Munici-

pal Court, appointed by =unicipal
govarning body
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uYechod cf initial judicial selaction

Popular Merit
Sctate and court title alection Appointment by: planb uschod of £illing intewim vacancles
2 .
3o X Sape as lnitial selectionm

sppellate court judges eoeoeeee R T TP PR T TR E R R R L
Supreme Court, County Court,
Surrogacta's Courc, and

Family Court (outside Mew (
York CLty) judgeS seecvcscccs PACELIAN cesscosssscsssesncrasssascoranss

Family Court (inside Hew York
CLey) JABES ceesvsasssencvae secvocestes
Court of Claims judges eceesceae coconsccvse

civii Court for che City of
tew York judges sececescscecs PACCLIAN sevesossssesvosanessaccavacsrcny

Criminal Court for New York
Clzy 1udgas scsceccecesccrses’ sessucsssee Mayor using oerit plant seeee

Discrict Court judges csceccece PALLASAN cescvssssassssssssascscsionescas
City Court, Town and Village
Court judges vesseacsaceanses secsecsdicee

Mayor using meriz plan ceeee
Governot using werit plan ..

Locally decerained ceeaseces

IRTH CAROLINA:

All judges axcept special
judges of the Superin®
COULL secescossessvsscaascves
Special judges of the Superior

COUDT seessssenasssssaccosass dosssuscans

PATELSAN ceavosssascsosescsasssavasccance

GAVELTIOT saceosssssssnsssany

Appoincad by Govemor with advice and consent
of Sepate Lf it is in sessicn

Same as initial selecticn
Same as initial selection .

Appoinced by Mayor using oerit plan

Same ag initial selection
Appoinced by County Board of Suparvisors

Same as tnitial selaction

Appointed by Gavernot

Same as {nitial salection,

1ORTH DAXOTA:

ALL judges cescesvsoscvscntacas NHon PACELSAN cisccecccocccscsvascossscnccs

MIO .y

All judges except Court of
Claims & Mayors' Court
JudBeS cseccocestcsssononsace

Court of Claims judge ccesvccecs comeccscnss

vayars Court JUdges seeeessacne  sosevescccs

Hon PACTLSAN s.csevsssrsenssessoccncsoses
Chief JUstice cceovesocanans
Locally decarnined cocsecane

JKLAHOMA

Suprema Court and Court of

Criminal Appeals Juscices ... ccsesaebitsasseesensesesenesaieeReYe X
Court of Appeals sevecrescecens Non DECTLLSAn cresecocscsccosvascnnsccicns
Discrict Court ludges .csveccee NOf PELELIAN cssececcanncoccccsscocvesse
Municipal Court JudBES seecescse cocessaccse Covarning body cesescscccese

Merit selection

Appointed by Governor
Sama as {nitlal seleccion
Locally determined

Same 2= {nitial salection
Appointed by Governor
uYaeit selection

Same as initial selection

OREGON:

All judges except Munieipal
Couct judges cecscacscccccese
Municipal Court jUdZes ceecceees soceaserses
PENNSYLVANTAZ
All judges except pitesburgh
Magiscraces Court Judges «... PALCL{SAN sessascsascsssssssavacscsannaccs
P{resburgh Magiscrates Court
JUdERS cecccscescacessasusans  essessscense

RHODE ISLAND:
Supreme COUrt jusCiCes .eceosss esssccscers Laglslacure covecescsscacnse

Srobate and Municipal Court
JUGEES secvcssescssnansioaces  svivessiass

A1l ocher jUdEES seccccscssscss recsvarsces

HONPALTisEN cecescssvesssesaosnsncsnannss
Locally dacermined secacosse

MEYOL secssececvessnccsveces

CLLy Council cesccencccsssas
Execytived .ccevsscscecnones

Appointed by Governor
Locilly decarminad

Merit selection

Same as initisl selsction
Sanc as initial selection

Ssme as {nitial seleccion
Sams as initial selection

SOUTH CAROLINA:
Appellace court judges ceseeces cvsancccese Legislacure
Clrouit Court JUdERR secsesavse  causoccosss LegiSlaCule sseesssssscdencs

Famf{ly Court judges Vevessevess seessssaces LEGLSlature ceecccionesoscan
Probace Court judges «.-sseeess Fartiaan Ceveausassssaseesssacsesvastaees
Mzgfscrate Court JUdgeS seseece  ssssesceces COVEITNOL sasssesnsocosssaces

Municipal Court and Master—in~
Bquity Court JudBeS sesvesves soasssvoace

Legislature £411ls vacancy unless .an
expired term L3 less than | 7ear, then
. Governor appoints
Appoinced by Covermor
Appoinced by Covernor
Stace setacutes and Conscitucion do act
address this iscue

ocally deceralned cecoveons tocally determined

£
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Table 10: Judicial selection, 1980 (continued)

State snd court title

Mechod of init{al judicial selection

Popular Hereit
Appointmant by: plnnh

election

Method of filling interim vacancies

SOUTH DAKOTA:
All judges excepc magistraces .
Magli3CTALEE seseectcasvscssesee

TENNESSEE:

All judges excepz intermediate
sppellate courz judges and
some Municipal Court judges .

Intermediate appellate court
Judges ceevaceciscnnaascnncan

Some Municipal Court judges ...

NODPAZELBAN cvescracacsccsrvosscacesvacss
ssssesesess Presiding Circuit Court ...
Judge

.
PRTCISAN vecescnesccnccacssvecanscnnvnsse

teseassscesancssasncstssascssasssssaas X

sevssncsves Govarning body secescscasess

Voluntary werit selection
Sames an inicial selection

Appointed by Governor

Same ag initizl selection
Same 2% initial selectiow

TEXAS:

All judges except Constitucion=
a2l Councy, Municipal, and
Justice of the Pasecs Court
JUdBER cevessstaccenseanacnan

Conseituciconal County and
Jusgice of the Peace Court
JUdBRE ceevesicventsacanacnas

Municipal Court judges ssecseees

UTAH ¢

Supreme Courc, Districc Court,
and Circuit Court Jjudgas .e..

Juvenile Court judges ccececeas

Justice Court judgeg=—town cees

Juscice Court judg Y oo

FRALCISAN sevecascanvecsscusscnntnvsvenans

PATCLBEN 1eesoveeccersvscvsassscscanrccne

sessvesscss Governing H0dy seceascacsnse

HONDATELIAN vevevccescsssccscvssacarcanse

teveasesssnancncsnssssrnssvasuasssesses X

sesesecscas Deatarmined by local .cececess
governing hady

A,

PACELFAT cavesvescassavscsssaccesrancan

Appointed 5y Governor

Appointed by Coamiszioners Court
Same as initial selection

Merit selecgion
Same as initiasl selaction
Appointed by Mayer

Appointed by Chairperson of the
County Board of Commissicners

VERMONT:

All judges except Probate Court

JudgBes cecvscscncacsncacerane
~ Probate Court Judges .ccceasees
VIRGINIA:

All judges excapt substitute
Discrict Court judges ceesses

Substituta Diserict Court
judgﬁ' 4se0c0ssosnssusvesvine

WASHINGTON:

All judges except Municipal
Court judges in 2nd, 3rd, and
4ch class cities, Justices of
the Peace, and Diazrtrict Court
Judges ciicssiccvenacrnanasas

Huaicipal Court judges in 2ad,
Jrd, and 4ch class cities ...

Justices of the Peace cveoevase

Diserict Court Judges secescece

Leseessesscsesvassesenceasessunesosans X

PACTLAN iaseccanccasescsccovivscasansnns

vesecasaseo L2BLBlACUTE tacvetesccncencs

sesssssesse Chief judge of Clreull seess

HONDAXTLZAN sesevscncasascsososscancannss

NORPALELSEN adscocsconcasccosnncsnvassnne
HORPAZELZAN soescncsscccoravsncesssesnves

NONPATTLA8N cecevecsovsosnsesisannsacanses ¢

N

Same as initial selection
Succeeded by ragister of probate
Same as (nitiazl salecticn

Same asm {nitial selectiem

Appointed by Govermor

Appoinced by Msyor

Neagest Justice in district assuces positiom
until nexc alsction

Board of County Commissicmers appoint

W
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Mechod of initdal judicial selsction

Popular Merit
and gourt title election Appointment by: planh wethod of filling incerin vacancies
JINTAG i .
ges except Magigtraca
. and Municipal Court
cees PATTISEN ceessscssssscgreavanceniasntnces Appointed by Govermor

Chief judge of Clrcuit Court appoints
Locally decermined

1§ veesesevsessesncas

cace Court judges ceeosee
jal Court judges cesseess sccaesueses

1+

PATELSHAN cecsvesoscsscaccsssossvascncennse

Locally determined ceceascese

{:

iges exceptC Munizpal

1 judges scececssosssases
pal Gourt judges sescvess seldievases

Appointed by Govermot
Special election is held

HOA9ASE18810 teeesscersassassceccancnsencs
Determined bty 1ocal cececees
governing body

e Court, Discrict Court,
¢y Court, and Juvenile
Domsscic Relations

£ Judges ceccescencesccas
pal Court JABEE ceeasres  sescsscsnss
s of the Pesce COULT cees cocssscacce

Yerit selection

Same as {nitial selection
Appoincted by County 3oard of
Commi ssloners

veeeevessessvasscaiscssscssascasssavses X

MEYOE tesasascvencscssssscne

County Board of secesnsesvse
Commissioners

SAMOA:

AeS seccceveesrscasececs tececedeass

Appointed by the UeS ceccces Same as initial seleccicn

Secrecary of the Incerior
: OF COLUMBIA: *
X

Gacoqensseacessvesas

Same as {nitial selectien

1dGES sacceresrseseacassne  asecssccuerenennay

X Same 24 initial selection

1dRLS coevsvesscveaccnsree esseasssessssasnsetsstacsstsnevccernan

LCO:
1dgeSE suesvscssassescecnse  scesedsscns Exacutiyed icecvvacesccannas Saoe s initial selection
ISLANDS ¢
3dEES eeacasvnccssvecasace sesveaiases EXRCUELVED seevcescavecssass Same as igicial seleccin
imscive I:MJ;‘ .
for administracion at tha - $»3l at isaue, e.ge, stats or county

cive” tncludes the exmcutive officer cesponsible

s=—governor; city level~— aayor of cilty menager.
s of esch specific “marit plan” are given on the following table.
. .

Stace Court Adniniserators; Review of stace stacuces by staff of The American Judicacure Seciety; lmplamancacion of

Standards of Judicial Adminiacracion Pro ject, State Court OF anization Profile Saries (Willlamsdurg, Virginias
Nacional Cenctar for Stats Courts, 1977, 1978._15755; Council of State Governmancs, stats Corrt Svsceos, Revised 1978

.

e
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P. 64 Each State has established a system of trial and appeals courts

Source:
Courts of General Jurisdiction--National Survey of Court

Organization, 1977 Supplement to State Judiecial Systems, Table 2

Appealate Co - ; -
Connts . urts--Unpublished data, National Center: for State

nag
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b. 64 State courts process a large volume of cases, many of them minor

Source: State Court Caseload Statisties 1977 to 1981, BJS
Special Report, February 1983, Figure 1 and table 2

===

1148

e e b

p. 64

The U.S. Constitution created the Supreme Court ‘and authorized
Congress to' establish lower ecourts as needed

Sourece: Annual Report of the Director of the Administrative
Office of the United States Courts, 1982
P. 5. 12 months ending June 30, 1982

Total cases filed = 238,875

Civil = 206,192

Criminal = 32,682
PP. 288-290. Table D-2 . ’
Criminal Cases Carmenced by Major Offense During 12 Months
June 30, 1978 through 1982 .

1982 Criminal Cases

Of fenses Nurber % of total
Embezzlement 2,072 6%
Fraud 4,709 ’ 14
Forgery and counterfei ting 2,128 6
Traffie . 5,188 . 18
-Drug 4,193 ' ‘14
All other 13,333 45
Total 31,623 100
W
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TABLE D-2 CASES U 8 DISIAICY COUALS

CAIMINAL CASES COMMENCED @Y MAJOA OFFENSE (EXCLUDES TRANSFENS) DURING YHE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1978 YHROUGH 1982

PEACENT
CHANGE
NATUAE OF PROCEEDINGS AND OFFENSE tor8 131} 1980 el 1982 ‘\,s::
IT'TIN
LYY N R T X Y1) 31,838 21,968 30,263 31,632 a2
. PHOCELDINGS COMAENRCED Ry
INDTCTNENY ' . 22,498 10,024 16,624 V2,229 WA 69
INFORMATION INDICTMENT WALVED . 140 144 40 &0 8% S
INTOUMATION  OTUER s.)30 10.240 9.048 10.029 4308 -122
AFMANDED FADM ABFLYILATE COURY 113 028 8 [3] 74 ~10 9
REMOVED #ROM STAVE COURT 80§- 8 30 212 1] »27 3
REOPENED/REINSTATED 228 101 100 87 120 79
APPEAL FROM U S MAGISIAALE R 104 183 (3% o (31 -y
JUVENTLE DRLINQUENCY PROCELDINGS 120 . 1. [13 82 81 1o
CANSENY OEFORE MAGES IRATE LIBE [REY] 1,488 2.070 3.046 A
RETREAL ON MISIALAL - . 5] [}] a4 70 6
RETATAL <REMAND FROM APIPEALS COUNT - - bR Pt | 3 I
~
GENLHAL OFFENSES
HOMICIDE TOTAL 144 141 186 181 ~18 8
d MUNLER 1ST OEGILE (1.4 L3 8 « 10 <1h
mmg(n mo:ubnu 3: z: :} :‘\; -;g s
MANSUAUGHTEN ] -
ROBBERY. JUjAL 221l RIS 1 | 35 DRI 'S - SRV . 3 § RS - 8. 1R
UANK 29 (ALY 1314 1,323 a7
FOSTAL 39 3] 4\ 4 46
OTHER 4 52 40 (%) -8 0
ASSALL Y saz - (111 868 [¥1] )
BURGLARY  BALARING ANO ENTFERING. TOTAL 20} o 1Y) 125 143 14 4
[ TL1Y ? ) 2 % a .
LA ST 1Y
it v ¥ “ § =z 2 o+
¢ . SO, | 1] WU X 1 PRSP X £ 1 S L) 28 181
.
* ® A § e ey phannt ;
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FABLE D~3 CABES U 8 DISTRICY COUATR
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE THELVE MONTH FERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1878 THAOUGH 1082
. PERCERNY
CHANUE
. . NAYUSE OF PROCEEDINGS ARD OFFENSE 1 s 1880 1081 1982 1982
R . OVER
981
[P it BAREREE ey S S ) PO P
‘
DRUG ABUSE PAEVENTION AND CONTROL ACE. TOTAL! 148 3 3,092 4,183 134
MARLHUANA 1028 T84 1189 1.664 3.9
DHUGS . 1.806 1,673 1272 1698 42
CONTAOLLLD_SUNSTANCES (N3]} . ? an 128
R
ulsctummﬂ‘mnm DEFLNSLS 10TAL 8,468 4,108 1,240 8418 0,187 4
B LBERY == 121 158 V38 113 14Y “16 2
DIMINX DIV ING AND THAZFIC 4484 5.440 4598 5231 $.188 08
Escapi? tore 1,098 a2 7L <10 8
. EXTONTHON. HACKE FERHING, ARD TUREATS e are 324 EL) 424 84
JAMG) ENG ANLY LOYILRY 40 L1} st 1¢ s 38 8
KEDNAPPING 16 64 4 (1] €0 11
A JINY (L]} \82 144 20 142 51 @ .
WEAPONS ARD § HEARMS 31058 1,209 ER]] 1308 V118 262
aTHER 169 [11] 180 m .o 184 25 8
SPECIAL UFFENSLS
N L}
LALGIAT IO | awS * RN 7 ISR Y TT] IR Y11 DU > ] PR
LI IRIENNAL B VERDE JRRUOON £1:] INSNIIONE. 1 § R [UTIUE 11 NSNS ) R I 1) R 1 B N
tebLuAL STAlUILS TUtAL Jo...0008] | . 2L CLT) IR N} L | S 22800 .S
. . AGHICUL AL ALLS 280 283 a0y 490 (11} LTI
. ANTEYRUSY VEOLALLINS 0 t a8 82 a2 -
. . fouD AND Ditki ACH (13} Wl 104 ns k)] 90
MELRATUIRY B0 LAWY . 18 [ 69 80 158
BOTOR CARIITH ALE 10 40 1 82 B 6\ .
8 NATEONAL BEFENSE | AWS 89 a01] 106 145 96 -33 8
civit niLHLse 82 8 19 10 62 14
. conttmrt 1) 4) 40 6 43 ~41 4
CUSIOMS VAWS (1] 11 100 ag 69 e
POSIAL L AWS as2 382 128 246 a08 26 2
Qg . U 111 UONRR 1} .. ey 111 e JOUONY L1 S——
WLIEENE LHANGE §5 COMPOTLD UK B0 OIL BONE CASES
Yt COMIIELILNS 1VE DRI, ATIIDE PREVANTION AND COH TN ACH OF 9870 (PUDLIE 1AW B) 13} BECAnt CLIECTIVE MAY 1, 48 1Y Wt D]
MNLLURES ESCARL FODM FASTODY. ALLING O ABL Tiish At CSCAPE, FAILURE 10 APCEAN TN COUNT AND BALL Il il
SUIESE INCLUDE CALLS VEMIVID CAtM STATE COUNIS UNOEH PNOVES 10N OF THE CIVIN HIGHIS ACT 28 0 5 C 144) !
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36: Compensation of trial jurors, 1980. -

Per diem and travel reimbursement. 5 _ ]
. Traval Travel ”
ce Per diem (dollars) reimbursament State . Per diem (dollars) reimbursecant :
~
\ vessesces $10 S5¢/mile NEBRASKA ceccencee $20 10¢/mile
veeesesees §20 None NEVADA «<eevenneees § 9 (515) 19¢/mile
A sessesess $12 10¢/uile NEW HAMPSHIRE ¢.s. $30 17¢/mile
AS tecesaee § 5 (520) e S¢/mile NEW JERSEY evevees § 5 2/mile -
$ 6 Justice Courts 5¢/mile .
NEM MEXICO saeeees § 2.30/hour None _ )
ANIA seeses (§ 5) 15¢/mile ‘
(5 6) (San Francisco 15¢/mile NEW YORK sveececes $12; 58 in Suffolk County :
eivil trials) expenses allowed-5$l/day 8¢/mile !
DO seecesse $ 3 (S56) 15¢/mile NORTH CAROLINA ... § 3 Nene {
TICUT seese $20 10¢/mile NORTH DAKOTA +es.. $525; $10 in Justice of 15¢/mile -
the Peaca Courts
RE cceesese SIS 15¢/mile
OHIO cosevessscscs §10; 515 in 3vd veek None
A veceneees §10 10¢/nile
‘ OKLAHOMA +ceecaces $12.50 S¢/mile
A ccesceses $l0=—scate avarage; per None : By K R
diem veries froa OREGON scceeosesse $10 8¢/ndle o :
from 35 to $25 . ‘
veeeeesses $20 ) 20¢/aile PEHNSYLVANIA .oe.. § 9; 525 after Jvd day  l7¢/aile 1
veeeeeveses § S/half day 10¢/nile RHODE ISLAND ..... $1S 8/atla | )
)IS +eseseee $10 (large councies) 18¢/aile ' SOUTH CAROLINA ... $10 None f
$ 5 (small coungies) . : ot
: SOUTR DAKOTA .o... 310 ($20) 15¢/ails it
YA svesecase § 7450 (517.50) 17¢/md le
(520.00 in Lake County) 17¢/mile TENNESSEE sccansee $10 Notte
tevesssecese $10 15¢/mile TEXAS stcecosacesce 5 S==varies up ce S$30 Hone
5 csessenses §10 ] None UTAH ccsesccsccese $145 $6 for City Courts 10¢/nile
CKY ceassece § 5; expenses allowed up None VERMONT 1eensecces $30 8¢/oila
to $7.50/day : . . ‘ .
VIRGINIA vsecessces $15 15¢/mile
IANA veeeeee 312 (58)5 (516 (n 6¢/uile ’
New Ovlesns) WASHINGTON «ceeesss $10 13¢/mile
J seseevsesse $20 10¢/0ila WEST VIRGINIA .ese $15 : None
AND sesseese 5105 expanses allowed up 15¢/mile UISCONSTM eeeeeeee § B.50/half day; full day 10&/mile _ ) o
to $15/day - varies ‘from $7 to $25 5
ACHUSETTS s §14-518; expeanses allowed é#/m.le © OWYOMING seeesessse § 6/half day 15¢/mdle;
. up to $2.50/day . 18¢/nile
Cambridge=~-540 after 3¢/mile for b=
Jrd day wheel
drive
vehicles
IGAN .vesevee  § 7.50/half day 104/mile AMERICAN SAMOA ... (Informacion not avallable) : s . ' .
ES0TA evesese 515 13¢/mile DISTRICT OF N
COLIMBIA «veueee §30 Nome . \ “
ISSIPPL vagee $15 None ' *
GUAM +eeesssancees (Information not available) I '
OURL seeeeese § 6 10é/mile :
. PUERTO RICO .esse. (Information not available)
ANA sescessse $12;3 87,50 in Juscice 10¢/mile; v
of the Peace Courtsz 17¢/aile VIRGIN [SLAUDS ... S15/half day None .
over 10 i
| . a . y
= Dollar amounc paid to jurors when secving. & + (] A \/;
. }2 \ ¥
:ees:  State Court Administracors; NCSP scaff review of scace scatuces; Virzin Lsland Code $81, Title 4; ; * . «
Cencer for Jury Studies, Newsletter #2~2, March 1940. # ‘ \
B
A,
_ \1 2 R\ » . U - - : v
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p. 65 &ny. guilty pleds are the result of plea negotiations

Source:
Arrests

B. Boland, INSLAW, Ine., The Prosecution of Felony

(Washington: BJS, forthcoming), 1983.

Estimated

% convicted
# cases_ % guilty_ # guilty # cases_ of cases

_ Estimated &

Estimated #
convietions &

filed ples, ~ pleas tried & tried convictions guilty pleas
Golden 1,739 49% 852 63 64% 40 892
Rhode Island 3,367 79 2,660 111 64 71 2,731
St. Louis 3,388 T 64 2,168 157 64 100 2,268
Kalamazoo 710 79 561 68 68 46 607
D.C. 6,857 51 2,497 629 68 428 3,925
Manhat tan 25,233 63 15,897 675 70 473 16,370
Mi lwaukee 2,689 74 1,990 198 73 145 2,135
New Orleans 3,894 70 2,726 690 70 483 3,209
Los Angeles 22,258 61 13,577 1,966 73 1,435 15,012
Indianapolis 1,491 67 999 = 226 7 174 1,173
Louisville 1,496 66 987 296 ™ 228 1,215
Salt Lake City 1,852 56 1,037 137 84 115 1,152
Geneva 913 48 438 24 96 23 . 461
- Estimated Estimated % of total
Estimated_ # trial _ total convietions
# pleas convietions™ convietions from pleas
Golden 852 40 892 96%
Rhode Island 2,660 71 2,731 97
St. Louis 2,168 100 2,268 95
Kalamazoo 561 - 46 607 92
D.C. 3,497 428 3,925 89
Manhattan 15,897 473 16,370 a7
Mi lwaukee 1,990 145 2,135 93
New Orleans 2,726 483 3,209 85
Los Angeles 13,577 1,439 15,012 90
Indianapolis 999 174 1,173 85
- Louisville ag7 228 1,215 81
Salt Lake City 1,037 115 1,152 90
Geneva 438 23 461 95
124

p. 65 %8.S;ates and the Distriet of Columbia require a unanimous ver.diet in all
rials . :

Source: National Center for Jury Studies Newsletter, November 1981
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p. 66 Cases resulting in trials g'enerally take longer than ones that end in ‘ )
dismissals or guilty pleas i p. 67 All States campensate trial jurors
Source: B. Boland, INSLAW, Ine., The Prosecution of. Felony Arrests Source: Survey of Court op?ganizagion 198G, Table 36
(Washington: BJS, forthcoming) 1983
Exhibit V.2. Arrest to dispositicn time by type of final disposition
(Median nurber of months) .
- Guilty Guilty Acquittal
pleas  trials trials Dismissals Total
Cobb County 6.1 5.2 9.5 7.0 6.5
Geneva 2.2 3.2 * 1.4 1.8
Golden 4.3 9.0 7.3 8.4 6.0
Indianapolis 5.0 5.4 5.3 4.2 4.9
Kalamazoo 2.7 11.3 * 7.0 3.8
Los Angeles 3.3 5.8 6.0 1.7 3.1
Louisville 4.5 5.8 5.4 5.4 5.0 i
Manhattan .8 8.1 8.4 1.4 .9 P
Mi Iwaukee 2.9 7.1 7.0 1.6 3.0-
New Orleans 1.2 2.6 2.6 2.8 1.6
Rhode Island . 8.5 13.2 11.9. 14.5 10.0
St. Louis 4.3 7.8 7.4 2.2 5.0
Salt Lake City 1.8 4.7 4.3 1.7 1.9 ‘
W&Shiﬂgton, D'c. 2-5 8.0 801 2-1 207 !
. Average 3.8 6.9 6.7 4.4 4.0
*Too few cases to estimate. . ‘
.
126 \
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p. 67 Only 15% of American adults have ever been called for jury duty

Source: Center for Jury Studies Newsletter, November 1980

The maximemm period of service required by a juror varies by State

Source: Center for Jury Studies Newsletter, March 1981

Innovations have eased the burden of being a juror

Sources: Center for Jury Studies Newsletter
o March 1981
¢ Septarber 1980

P. 67 Most States have statutory exemptions for jury serviee

Source: Survey of Court Organization 1980, Table 33

129
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Table 33:

Statutory exemptions from trial jury service, 1980.

Exemptions from jury service

oy
==
- g
2 g Py
U-g - oy o~
§< | .5« -
_ =2133(3s| 3EF |=3z| 3
33 g2 2 -1 U -t - U ~t
CER i3 E=° Sa1qd
State 2y 8323 £8&8 |3%|38%
me|ae Occupational exemptions
Aum (AR R R R AN NE YN N2
ALASKA (eececacesass : X s
ARIZOBA .oovevececss X X X ) ik
ceseassuses X X X R
CALIFORNIA seevecces X . i;2i7,i,10,13,16.15,17,20.23,2“
ted to certain peace officers
gg;g:gggcﬁi..c...... (a) X Rt
LA A RERS S} x x ‘ona :
e T treeeeee X X(16 years) 7,8,10,14,18,17,21,24,32,37
FLORIDA seeereevense T % gl
GEZORGIA sevcseeasass X R et S LA ‘
i (14 years) X 3,7,10,12,17,23,24,32
IEXERE AR RN R Y X 2 x
IDAHO Tesevccecscnve (b) X g 3’6’7,8'10’16‘l§é36’30
< None
IN?IAHA ceisesansece X § g,zza'lo'lé‘lg
Laks Coun cene 1930
IOHA -ttouoofoyo)--oct (.) x x x 8:1“:19:30'30
X X 8,19,30,36
KANSAS cececcscancas X X Non
esses X .
::fISIAHA sacessssse X X X e
N! *esseeve ; x s 6 7 5 Io 1‘
sreees < P 15,19,20
MARYLAND veeeeccoess X X X 7,8,19,24,30 152k
: 14,15
MASSACHUSETTS X
csesaos X(IS ) M
oy yaara X X 3,6
co“n:;;.f;.‘..". : i 26,7,8,10,11,12,17,19,24,30,31,32,36
Mxmlm e9dvrevovace x “on‘ .
HI“NESOTA tosasseene ‘ X ) Non‘
MISBISSIPPI ssveccce X X X X ;
MISSOURI .eeo X X i
a8dence x ’
e X X 5,6,7,8,14,15,19,25,30,32
[ ZANE A RN S NN} x xc(u
NEBW MEXEIEXLERERY ) nor) x x 3 6 .
s “..“......: i i N;“;7,8.4!.‘0,12,!3,15,16,).7.19,23,25,26,27,30,32,33
o S iame e X - 7,10,17,19,23,24,25,26
NEW JERSEY .eccoence X Xc(ﬂino!) b 7:8’i°‘il"50 ' ' ’ ‘27'30’32'33
X 7,10,12,14,15,24,30,32,33,34,37,38
:gmxm Vesevsven X . - : :
You (A A XS NERE XN KN Y Non‘ l
A I A X(16 years) X 3,6,7,8,10,13,14
NORTS CAsOL . (f) < H;n; 18,10.13,1 ,15,16.17.19,2Q.23.26,29,30
OQHIO seevcosesseaces X X ionn
Hone

X = Affiraative.

.

SThe Unifora Jury Seleccio |
o e Bovens period, me pe:azﬁduiiivtc. Act reads, "Undue hardship, extreme inconvenience o L
D e Jaar Pariies 00 Peet e required to serve or attend mere than 30 d R
e g ot & nuirll J:ry. or serve on both a grand and a pecit jury 8Y% excepe fo finish 4 case,
ax-n and appliés ro any person charged with caring Eb; a child.

Y

120

130 :

X

o
i Rre e s e -,A.ngw‘;_’f‘l

¥ D Ve
:Y’
Exemptions from jury service
~ s )
u
D - b
q F-v]
}i ] -~
22 5= 334 . :
[~ 3K U] L] a Qs = a - & et
-1 LI ] -t -t @ g e [} bt o
L] e U y £ L ~4 - U -d
-t e Q= c o -t [T i O
] a < 9 o) -t - . -
2 M o~y W 3 a o -u: u:
2ulesimal, £53 29139 Occupational exsaptions
ssessvae L Xc(ninor) X X 6'7,8'15.26,25'26
veeseses X X 3,5.7,8,10,13,15,19,20,30.35
\ soensece b ' 3,6,7,11.13.15,l7.23,32,33
) sasecee X 3,6.8.10,15,19,2&,26.30.32
INA eeese X R4 X(7 years) X X 7,17,19,23,24,30
:\ secaanse X X 8 -
sesessues X 6.7,10,15,19.23.27,30,32
eseansense X tone
vavessace X None
weesesass X 5,7,8,10,17,19,26,30,32
coesencan %2(16 years) X 2.3,6,7.8.9,10.1i.12,13,16,15,18,19,20,21,22.23.24,
26,27,30,31,32,35
vsessaven None
{IA cosnaee X None
\l.‘l..". x x 8,30
tesssesses X , 8,10,15,26
AMOA +eees {Informacion not avsiiable)
3
cesteusen L X None
vesvnecens (Informacion nof avajlable)
X X 2,3.6.6,7.11,12.13,16.16,17,18.19,20,23,26.26.28,29.

D sensever

(Information not available)

30,31,32,33,34,35

ANDS cevee

jers in the last column {ndicace =he follcwing qccupations: )
mtants . 23 = Parsons caring for diasbled

ine pllota of othes employaes 22 = parsons participating {n the harvast

tueys v 23 = Pharmecists

drivers 24 = Pglice and osmbers of other law enforcement agencias
opraceors 25 = Postal smployeas

V4 26 = Prison guards

ors/dentiscs 27 = Railroad amployees

:ted officiale

v boat oparators
man

rmment employaesd
sital employses
:nsed embalmers
bers of tha military forces
{onal guardsmen ou active duty
spaper Teportars

ses

icers and employees of ships
{cers of the United States

local, atate, fedaral

otstrisca

State Court. Adminigcracor; seaff raview of stace icacuces;
19793 John Y. Van Dyka, Jury Selection 2rocedures,

28 = School btus drivers .

39 = Sole propriators of tusinessas

10 = Stace officials

31 « Students

32 = Teachers

13 » Telegraph cparacors

34 = Talephone operacors

15 « Vetetinacians .

36 = Persons who are conscientiously opposed to jury duty
because of their raligion

37 « First ald and rescue squad personnel

38 = Game vardens

39 = Clojscered cembecs of religious orders

40 = “.lcensed clinfeal psychologiscs

Canter for Jury Studies, Nawsletter 15,
Appendix G Statutory Excuses, 1977,

Saptember,

121
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HAINE Sseevsecacnse

appoincad by the Gevernor
Random selaction :

‘ Lt Table 31: Selection of trial jury pool, 1980.
.. ) ‘ Selection process and sources used for master list.
p. 67 Names of prospective jurors are selected from lists intended to onp
meke jury 1s reprzsentative of the commmi
poo P 1ty Sources used for master list
Source: Survey of Court Organization 1980, Table 31 H
. . | =18 s
. . Voter registration and : AREM o)
Voter regxstratlor} as or}Iy driver license lists as : FHAEEE § LEE
source of master jury list soureces of master jury list SRR R R K g S
KB ™ o -
Arizona Alabema ; %é'::gigﬁ
Arkansas Alaska L ANEIFIRE
Delaware i i stala 1813 )1a)s]s
G rgi;. * g“;i‘é::‘ggla State Belection proceas ;,5 E 3 be) = @ 5 8 Other
I1linois HB.W&].I ALABAMA W% eeseeeaess Random selaction (some X X X x X X X ‘Civic organizations.
Maine Idaho . c:utﬁi;: lile) drivers list
. - exclusively
Nhﬁ-ryi:and Minnesota ALASKAN ., ¢eese0ese Random selection Xa X X. List of persons with trspping,
Michigan Missouri ARIZONA %sucveceee  Random seleccion X~ hunting and fishing licensss.
Mississipoi ARKANSAS %esvseesse Discretion exarcised by a 3 X=
Nebraskapp gOl‘ th ,Il)akm_:a to l2-membar citizan jury
gnnsy. vanis coumission appointed bty a
Nevada District of Columbia circult judge
New Jerse _
\rm Nh . y CALIFORNIA(-----.- Rendom salection X X
New liexico COLORADG .feeveves Random selection (Uniform X ¥ X X X X X
Chio Jury Selection Act)
Oklahoma CONNECTICUT ‘veeasee Discretion, exsrcised by X X
town civil sarvants
glolggg glalf_d DELAWARE (-.oc.octo Random selection X~
roiina -
South Dakota FLORIDA ce¢eacesuseess Discration, exarcised by No particular mascar list is used.
county commdssioner or
Texa
8 " Z-citizan jury commissions
Utah (4n Dade County (Miami]
Washi and a numbar of other
Wisco:g?gn ¢counties, random salaction
'cmi 1 J from voter liscs)
: 2 el -
WY ng GEORGIAYe2coesessae Discration, exercised by a 6~ X Stace tax digesc; personal
nember citizen jury commis— scquaintancae.
sion, appoincad by a judge
HAWALL Yeoasssossee Random selection X X X X X In Honolulu, votersz' lise,
supplemented with telephona
diractory.
. IDAHO o¥euveesossss . Random selection (Uniform X X X X X
. «Jury Selection Act)
ILLINOIS V:l" eases Random salection Xr
INDIANA ‘rpeeseeetae Dilctution, exarcised by X X
court~sppoinced commis~ )
sioners (randén): salection .
in Lake Councy
IOWA (sypesaccecses Randoa salaction Xa X ‘Other sources are also usad.
gﬂn.g‘?s%'oocuccaooo Random salection X X
XY ‘ecesnvasas Random salection X X
LOUISIANA seacesees Discretion, exercised by a No particular mascer list is used.
. S~nember citizen jury com
nigsion appointad by a
judge except in Orleans
Parish where they are

X - »

1.4
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——— Sources used for master lise
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PS8 B ] hel I 2
3 2. : >y < LR ]
$tate Selection process 21 &18)13}15]8]81381 other

;uyusn‘-./......... Random selection X -

223 SACHUSETTSY voaee  Discretion, exercisad by town X Xb Including police census lisc.
officials and county office .
ials followed by personal

. {ncerviews

YICHICAN 'r{........ Random selection X -

RITHESOTA moideese Random selaction X X X x X Welfare vecipients.

RISSISSIPPIw%eeae. Randew selectica X . )

RIZSOUAL /seeessses Randzn selection in the :mjoyt £ X X X Public records.
cities, discrecion in the
less populazed counties

HONTANA u',-_.oooo.oc Random 3&13@:10“ X X

JEBRASKA Y.veoveess Random selection X=-

NEVADA sepwevcsenee Dimzrerion, exarcised by XC -

county commissioners or
Jury commissioners

hia] HAMPSHIRE ,i... Discretion, exercised by
v town selectmen
¥5I JERSEY “(.eesess Random selection X -
‘ IB MEXICO v{.rev.. Random selecrion
J Y=¥ YORK ,.. .(‘r eess Random selection

-

X X X

X
. X

i JORTH CAROLINA..... Random selecrion ’ X X
&

YORTH DAKOTA ...... Random seleszicn (Uniform
- Jury Selectiva Act)

£ X X

Yo particular master list {s used.

X Volunceers are accepced.

; " OHIO \fasece.eeiei Bandom selection, folloved X -
E bty personal’incerviews
conducted by 3 2-member
citizen jury commiseion,
appointed by judges and
tepresenting the 2 major
. political pacrties
OXLANOMA ../.......«. Discrecion, exarcised by a X -
.Jury commission composed of
civil servants, or-—it the
discretion of the presiding
Judage=——candon selection
(Oklahoea and Talsa Counties
uow boch select randomly
from the voter lisc)
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Table 31:  Selection of trial jury pool, 1980 (continued)

Sources used for master list

]
2 |8 %
o L] vt
= o | - -
6] o a
FRECRR E 1 -
gsrefsteteieia
- -l v Q & a Q
Q ~ - & L) -
- Sl 181218
wigl. N A - -
- Q @ i > -y -
= ™ - ) a
1IN EIFIFIE
3 2 i re) v“ « -E [
State Selection process SI1&|8)13|818181 8] other
OREGON i'esveeveeses Random seleccion X X
PENNSYLVANIA've.... Random selection, followed £ X xd Welfare recipiencsd,
(in Philadelphia and
Allegheny Counties) by some
personal interviews
RHODE ISLANDYr.... Random selection, followed XY
by personzl interviews
SOUTH CAROLINA .. Discrecion, exerciséd by a X v. Volunteers are accapted.
Jury commission composed of
civil servancs . -
SOUTH DAKOTA %%.... Randca selection X -
TENNESSEE +cesveeee Discrecion, exarcisad by a X X X : .
Jjury commission compoaed of ' .
. civil servants
TEXAS vees¥ecvesees Random salection X=
UTAH seeewi@eseecas Digcrecicn, exsrcisad by 2 X~
court=sppointed jury commis-
sioners from diffarent
. partiss .
VERMONT vaveecsssce Random selaction X X _ X

VIRGINIA ~2‘.\... «ees Random selection No particular master list is usad.
WASHINGTON . <. ¢eee Random selection X -
WEST VIRGINIA Y.... Dlscrecion, exarcised by 2= No particular mascer list 15 usaed..
: aember citizen jury coumis-
sion represencing the 2
ud jor political parcies

WISCONSIN ....i... Randca sslection, followed X - . .
by personzl insarviews com
dycted by a J-vember citizen . -
Jury comeission

WYOMING sseseera¥’s Random selecrcion X -

AMERICAN SAMOA .... {Information not available)

DISTRICT OF

COLRMBIA vecesess Random salection X X

GUAM ..l.eveesseces (Information not available)
PUERTO RICOL..eeee Discretion by appointed

J Jury cotmissioners
VIRGIN ISLANDS™... (Information not available)

Ho particular master list {s used.

X = Affirmative.

ALiac of actual voters {s used.

bState income tax lists are used only in Middlesex County. .

SVotaer registracion liscs are supplamented {n Nevada. ‘

duleghcny County, Pennsylvania, uses the voter regiscrarion list, the telephone directory, and the welfare
recipients list,

i}

Source: Stace Court Administrators; NCSP staff review of stace scatutes; Jon M. Van Dyke, Jury Selection
Procedures, (Cambridge, Maseachusects: 3allinger Publizhing Company, 1977), Appendix A.

.
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p. 67 All States require 12 member juries in capital cases; § States permit less

then' 12 member juries in felony trials P- 68 A defense of insanity is recognized in all but two States

Jury size by States States vary in many specific ways in their handling of an
insanity defense

Felonies Misdemeanors Felonies Misdemeanors
Alabame 12 12 Montana 12 19 Eight States provide a verdiet of guilty but mentally ill
ilf?:l;ﬁa lg g I\Es;g:ka ig ig | Source: American Bar Association Poliey on the Insanity Defense,
arizon h - Criminal Justice Mental Health Standards Project, ABA Standin
as 12 12  New Hampshire 12 12 g Cammi ttee on Assoeiation Stand - g S g
California 12 19 New Jersey 19 12 n Standards for Criminal Justice, Approved
by the House of Delegates, February 9, 1983, Appendix One
Colorado 12 6 New Mexico 12 12 ] .
Connecticut 6 6 New York 12 6 §
Delaware 12 12 North Carolina 12 12
D.C. 12 12 North Dakota 12 12 i
Florida . 6 6 Chio . 12 8 j
Georgia 12 12 Cklahoma 12 6
Hawai i 12 12 Oregon . 6 6
Idaho 12 6 Pennsylvania 12 12
Illinois ' - 12 12 . Rhode Island 12 12
Indiana 12 12 South Carolina 12 12
Iowa 12 8 South Dakota 12 12
Kansas 12 ' 12 Tennessee 12 6
Kentuecky 12 12 Texas 12 12
Louisiana 8 6 . Utah 8 8
Maine 12 12 _ Vermont 12 12
Maryland 12 12 Virginia 12 7
Massachusetts 12 12 ~ Washington 12 12
Michigan 12 12 West Virginia 12 12
Minnesota 12 12 Wisconsin 12 12
Mississippi 12 6 Wyaming 12 8
Missouri 12 12

Prepared by Center for Jury Studies, August 1982.
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APPENDIX ONE

TABLE ON CURRENT TESTS FOR INSANITY, ALLOCATION OF BURDEN AND
T B LUE ) ATES
FEDERAL
: ALLOCATION
JURISDICTION  INSANITY TEST USED OF BURDEN QUANTUM OF PROOF
irouits ALl prosecutian Deyond reasonable doubt
» ETATES
Alsbama® ALl defendant reasonable satisfaction
of jury :
Alsgka* ALl ‘modified state beyond reasonable doubt .
Arizona® -+ * M'Naghten state beyond reasonable doubt
Arkanzes ALl defendant preponderance of evidence
California® ALI(§1) defendant preponderance of evidence
Colorado® xl;Naghten/in-esisdble state beyond ressonable doubt
puise
Connecticut® ALl state beyond reasonable doubt
Delaware* ALl/irreaistible impulse defendant preponderance of evidence
Dist. Columbia  ALI . defendant preponderance of avidence
Florida® M'Naghten medified state beyond reasonable doubt
Georgia® M'Naghten defendant preponderance of evidence
Hawaii® ALl modified defendant preponderence of evidence
Idaho No affirmative defense - state beyond reasonable doubt
"Mens Rea” only
linois® ALI state bevond reasonable doub:
Indiana*® ALl defendant preponderance of evidence
lowa® M‘Naghten state beyond reasonable doubt
Kansasg® M'Naghten state beyond reasonable doubt
Kentucky® ALl defendant preponderance of evidence
Louisiana M'Naghten modified defendant preponderance of evidence
Maine ALl modified defendant preponderance of evidence
baryland ALl medified state beyond reascnable doubt
Massachusetts ALI(§1) state beyond reassonable doubt
Michigan® AL! modified state beyond reasonable doubt
Minnesota M'Neghten defendant preponderance of evidence
Mississippi M'Naghten state beyond reasonable doubt
Misscuri® ALl modified defendant preponderance or grester
i weight of evidence
Montana unique defendant preponderance of evidence
Nebraska® M'Naghten state beyond reascnable doubt
Nevada M'Naghten defendant preponderance of evidence
New Hampshire® unique defendant preponderance of evidence
New Jersey® M'Naghten defendant preponderance of evidence
New Mexico® nglaghten/irresisﬁble defendant preponderance of avidence
pulse
New York M'Naghten modifiad state beyond reasonable doubt -
North Carolina M'Naghten defendant satisfacton of jury
North Dakota unique state beyond reasonable doubt,
Ohio ALI(51) defendant preponderance of evidence
Oklahoma M'Naghten state beyond reasonable doubt
Oregon® ALl - defendant preponderance of evidence
Pennsylvania® M'Naghten defendant preponderance of evidence
Rhode Island ALl modified defendant preponderance of evidence
South Carolina, M'Naghten modified defendant preponderance of evidence
South Dakota M'Naghten modified state beyond reasonable doubt
Tennessee® ALI state beyond reasonable doubt
Texas® ALl defendant preponderance of evidence
Utah ALl state beyond reasonable doubt
Vermont AL} modified state beyond reasonable doubt
Virginia® ih:;Naghten/(rresistible state beyond reasonable doubt
pulse
Washington® M'Naghten defendant preponderance of evidence
West Virginia ALl stata beyond reasonable doubt
Wisconsin® ALl defendant ressonable certainty by
greater weight of credible
evidence
Wyoming* ALl state beyond reasonable doubt

% States where insanity deiense revimons received le

18£1 and 1582.

¢ States which aiso have "Guilty But Mentally II" 7erdict.
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P. 68 The largest group of convicted or accused persons adnitted_to
mental! health facilities are drawn fram the prison population

Source: Henry J. Steadman, et.al., "Mentally disqrqe?ed
offenders: A National survey of patients and facilities," Law
and Human Behavior 6(1):31-38 (1982)

The data presented were collected fram all 50 States, the Digtrict of
Columbia, and the Federal system. Data were collected by mail survey,
directed to the Forensic Director (or equivalent) of the State Mental
Health Program or his or her designee. Where statisties on admissions
or the average daily population were not available, "best estimates" of
the relevant data were used. Conecerning the legal status of admissions,
only 23 jurisdietions kept figures for "incampetent to stand trial," 22
for "not guilty by reason of insanity," and 18 fqr"transfgrs fram
prisons." Census data were kept by 21 jurisdiections on "incarpetent to
stand trial,"” 20 for "mot guilty by reason of insanity," and 10 for
"transfers from prison."
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p. 69 Most criminal case nls are decided in State courts® , '
appes: p. 69 In 1982,.n'nrg appeals were filed in Federal appeals courts thsn
Source: 1982 Annual Report of the Director of the Administrative | . at any time in their history
Office of the U.S. Courts and i : s - . .
State Court Caseload Statisties, Special Report, Bureau of . i ' ource: Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts
Justice Statisties -
!
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. u.fl.scl'__c:?;dw g‘r, %;;aa N ) : P. 69 The mumber of appeals in Federal criminal cases
e ’ i
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1940 through 1982 ; | ;?ﬁfasedrgzﬁgl ;n the t;c::lglls?o;;?gut has.
U.S. Distriet Courts Other Appeals . f ! Criminal Other
- Criminal Civil Admini- | Original § Year appeals appeals
Percent" Bank=- | strative Pro- . ]
Year | Total | Number |of Total US. | Private | ruptev | Agency | ceedings | Other f 1940 - 260 3,186
. ) } 1941 249 2,964
1940-. .1 3,446 260 7S | 1432 1,754 > > . e A ! 1942 339 2,889
1941 .. g,zég ?{g 1;:;1 1,:;% 1,603 . aa.: - 1,5“‘ . 1943 363 2,730
1942 .. ; b d . .
1943 .. 3:§93 383 11T 581 950 | 299 828 = 41 33 : | .}:gi‘é - 437 2,635
1944 .. | 3,072 437 142 821 954 | 253 nr - 5T 33 ; 436 2,244
1945 2,730 486 178 851 758 | 228 511 51 45 f 1946 400 2,227
1946 ..| 2,827 400 152 690 894 | 165 418 21 39 1947 370 2.245
1947 .. | 2,615 370 143 770 851 | 154 400 20 40 1948 359 2’399
1948 .. | 2,758 s 130 677 1,118 | 114 3 63 46 ’
1949 .. | 2,389 309 163 79T 137 | 134 491 4 50 , 1949 309 2,680
1950 2,830 38 109 708 14114 | 122 485 55 38 : 1350 308 2,522
1951 ..| 2.982 | 298 100 61T 1172 | 139 568 19 51 | | o - 1881 298 2,684
- 1952 .. | 3,079 391 127 72¢ 1,233 | 118 810 59 4 . 1952 391 2,688
1553 .. | 3,228 454 141 815  1,006- | 119 839 65 28 , 1953 454 2,772
1954 .. | 3,481 550 155 875 1,324 | 127 659 167 39 | 1954 550 2 931
; 1955 .. | 3,695 677 183 811 1,363 | 153 576 70 45 1955 87T 3,018
; 1956 .. | 3,588. | S5T 158 872 1,38L | 10r ° 609 49 39 s U138
! 1957 .. | 3,701 535 145 895 1,464 | 114 518 66 9 1956 8557 3,031
1 1958 .. | 3,554 599 162 836 1447 | 1% 828 59 . 9 | 1957 S35 3,166 .
| 1955 .. | 3,754 616 164 | 802 1,501 | 148 . 808 62 12 ; | 1958 509 3,005
| 1960 .. | 3,898 82 188 788 1,53 | 132 137 67 18 - . 1959 618 3,138
1961 .. | 4,204 816 147 503 1,817 | 115 848 89 18 ; , . 1seqx 823 3,278
1962 .. .4,323 ™ 1640 1,088 1,692 | 136 1,024 107 25 : 1961 616 - 3.588 '
1963 .. | 5437 985 177 1,084 2,030 | 144 1,41 99 & . ' 1967 ™ 4’050
1964 .. | 6,023 | 1,043 173 | 1,309 2,209 | 220 983 151 9 . ; ’
1965 .. | 6,786 | 1,223 181 1387 2,677 | 217 1,108 148 | | 1963 . 965 4,472
1986 .. | 7,083 | 1,458 203 | 1,338 2,309 | 174 1,254 1:‘; g ; 1964 1,043 4,980
1987 .. | T,503 | 1,888 214 1372 3301 | 199 1385 . 1
1968 srﬁxs z,'gss b x.’§§§ 3%59 229 1.'245 162 13 - I 1965 1,228 3,543
1989 .. {10,248 | 2,508 245 | 1,823 4397 | 200 1,345 153 22 , 1966 1,458 5,725
1970 .. [11,882 | 2560 2wy . | 2187 4,8%¢-. | 205 1,522 241 33 i 1987 1,865 8,238
1971 .. 1127788 | Taer 255 | 2367 523« | 259 1483 330 18 | iggg g’ggg ;’%g
1972 .. {14,535 | 3,980 274 2,604 5,795 | 299 1,509 348 - ' » - Uy
1973 .. {15,829 | 4,453 28.5 2,704 6,172 | 338 1,516 348 - ; 1976 . 2,660 9,002 -
1974 .. |16,436 | 4,087 247 | 3267 6,157 | 321 2,205 419 - | 1971 3,197 9,591
1975 .. |16,658 | 4,187 251 2,981  §,511 | 246 2,290 443 - ? } 1972 3,980 10.555
1976 .. |18,408 | 4,550 253 | 3,327 7077 | 302 2,515 537 - i 4 r
1977 .. {15,118 | 4,738 248 | 3,82z 7358 | 303 2564 533 - ] 1973 4 453 11,176
1978 .. (18,918 | 4,487 23,7 | 3,928 7,234 | 43% 2,382 432 - 1974 4,067 12,369
1979 .. 20,219 | 4,102 203 | 3,983 8,237 | 423 2,922 552, - 1975 4,187 12,471
1980 ..|23,200 | 4405 190 | 4,854 10200 | 398 2,95  ss5 - 1976 4,650. 13,758
1981 ..[26,362 | 4,377 164 | 4,940 12,074 | 465 3,300 708 - 1977 4,738 14,380
1982 .. 127,046 | 4767 173 5,517 13,267 | 509 3,118 788, - - i 1978 4,487 14,431
———t ; . ‘ ¢ 1979 4,102 18,117
ted tely... . -~ . 9 4
* Datmnot reflected separtel | 1980 4,405 18,795

. id ; . e ; 1981 4' T 21,985
Sourcer Administrative Office of the United States Courts. | | 1982 4,767 23:179

1/83 | %
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Chapter IV.
Sectipn Se-

The response to erime

Senctencing and corrections

P. 71  Sentencing reforms of the 1970's too
statutory

k two approaches - administrative and

Sources: - Setting Prison Terms, BJS Bulletin NCJ-76218 (Washington: U.S.
Department of Justice, August 1983)

Prisoners in 1982, BJS Bulletin
of Justice, April 1983)

NCJ-87933 (Washington: U.S. Department

145
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P- 73 . What types of sentences are usuaily given to offenders? p. 74 More than 1% of the U.S. population is under

death penalty ~ . same form of correctional sanction
Sources: Capital Punishment 1981, Bureau of Justice Statisties (NCJ- ; ' persons i i
36484) (Washington: U.S. Department of Justice,. ! m1?1:ta:§ g:.!::g mervigel{nmt;;eemi‘ty
December 1982) . ’
Capital Punishment 1982, BJS Bulletin NCJ-89395 % eligible ) gﬁgég;;
(Washington: U.S. Department of Justice, July 1983) i population under under
incarceration — . . | correctional sanetion supervision
sme e - | E T i
Source:  Census of Faeilities 1979, unpublished draft ' auils  Juvenlles to confined
N ' Alabam 1.02 1.13 1.6
probafion - . . ~ Alaska: .93. 2.23 1.6
Sources: Probation and Parole 1981, BJS Bulletin, NCJ~83647, g Arizona 1.21 1.41 2.9
(Washington: U.S. Department of Justice, August 1982) : Arkansas :70 1:73 2:1
1976 Survey of Parole and Probation Agenecies L California 1.30 2.38 3.1
) y Colorado .88 1.33 3.2
split sentences and shock probation - Connecticut 1.38 .67 5.6
Source:  National Institute of Justice Solicitation on jail research Delaware 1.46 1.21 ‘ 2.8
) . ' Florida 1.15 1.64 1.9
community service - : ' b Georgia: . 2.32 1.49 3.2
Source: National Institute of Justice Program Mocdel on Community ? Hawaii a7 1.11 5.6
Service = | Idaho .82 2.18 2.8
; I1linois 1.14 .78 - 4.0
Im * 087' . 1.58 308'
Kansas I.04 .20 3.7
,’ Kentuecky 1.10 1.18 3.9
Louisiana 1.13 1.14 1.5
Vaine .54 91 2.5
Maryland 2.20 1.42 4.2
Massachusetts. . .86 2.06 6.6
Michigan .81 1.60 2.2
Minnesota 1.28 1.69 8.4
Missisgippi 90 11T 1.7
msscﬂl’i . 083 2.13- 303 b
Nhnt&n& ' 074" 2523 307
o i Nebraska .92 1.44 3.4
Do . Nevada 1.69 3.77 3.0
New Hampshire AT 1.25 3.1
New Jersey 1.04 1.36 4.5
. ] New Mexico .78 1.15 2.2
Newr York AT .70 2.4
North Carolina 1.51. . 1.05 2.7
Nerth Dakota: 36 1.83 4.3
Chio ’ T4 .7 2.4
146
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: gklahﬂm 1.12 1.39 2.6
regon .
P lvania 1.10 2.55 3°6 - Pe 76 Sustzmnes: cClem: have 3 wide variation betwosk ainisem ad Rl teree and ate lomger for violsat crimm
ennsylvania 91 1.29 . 4.2
Rhede Islam} .98 1.93 7.0
South Carolina 1.53 1.76. 2.5 mdi.an.usilmﬁ:utm length and "
. sadian cine served parsons ‘entaring parc
South Dakota .1.928 1.85. 5.0 : during 1979, by stats and type of crime /
. Lo -
Tennessee .79 1.48 1.5 " Median sexizum sentsnce laogelr (in scachs) Yadian cine served- (in soachs)
Texas 2.18 .96 4.2 ] - _
3t&h 1.08 1.04 4.4 ' ALl crimes Robbery Burglary pDrogs All crimes Robbsry Burglary
ermont 1.15 - .88 5.9 Alabema
Virginia: “Arigooa
m:gl_[ﬂl% -82 1.35 1.8 AZRRRSAD
ington 1.23 2.08 4.1 califorais
D i . ! Calorado
Wesw t Virginia .41 1.35 2.5 Cosmaoticut ‘ ;
isconsin 87 1.58 4.3 ’ Delssare t1amr 38 (291 82 1= 2 (168) 16 (28) 3IF (43 14
cninge pise. of Columiia .
Wyaming .66 1.7 ! rioride (¢s24) 36 (l08s) TT 53 % (4788) 30 (1074) 44 (148) I
! GauTyine- (2170 oG {290 73 60 43 (2138 18 (28%) 48 (820) 16
H Hammil
Idada (19) & (33) 74 sS4 110 (183) 28 (28) & (78} 22
Iilineis: (83300 63. (1430} 84 61 (1 J (3070} 15 (134¢) 22 (13300 1S
Todiame.
love
d RERORS:
EARTOCXY (13590 39 (288) 120 18 rL] (13342 1% (228) 8 3rm 3
Loniglnng . .
) MaLDe B 7 B =3
Nasyland ‘(2010 52 (482) 86 4% L (1843) 12 (460) 36 (%8 17
- SAnSaoIMseTtS '
enigam (4320) 68 (738 130 - 82 [ (4338) 26 (68Q] 34 (79 22

4 HinMODETE: .

5 : nlasissipid.

H eecers. (823 48k (1sar & i [ {$78) 13 T @ (292) 1w

: Neereanm i :

v | netanice. (330) 4 (@) L s (3483 21 (3N 4&F (104 2r
¢ novads: (4a3) %3 m 55 & (419} 14 (TN} 1&  (163) 13.
: i e ngakiver (142y S (18)  S4- 4 84 (138 14 (13) 20 (35) 14

Nt JaXEXP (32300 &3 (887) 9 (-3 [1] (1976} 16 (439) 20 (678) 10
W RO (st} 1w (803 104 66 kr g (e} 3 (72) % (121) 21
o Yoo . .
vereh Cxrulios (3142} 231 f5as) & 12 b1 (4891) 14 (3%06) 18 (9887 14
NOWCT OakocH (o 22 7N la 3 E-3 {102} 12 (14} 18 (1%) 18
ohsa (58323 120 (12087 299 130 "y (5439 2 (n77) 8. (1234 0
Qlel.ainease .
oraynE
rencpylveais (W33} 59 (643} &0 sz LY (2175) 2 (33 22 (e18) 117
- . : . AW00E Talumed 14 (32) 10 9
. . . : b soutiy Cavoline (1312} <0 (1971 144 72 & (1203) o9 (198 {149} 23
: . SoaRk 2t (42) 24 (18) &0 % . (154). 19 (18) 2% {42) 19
TeEROERBme s
Tegas: - 15 {119Q) 26 14
! Uta :
! veemnt . .
virginis {2e80) 7 (433) 98 19 53 (2808) 24 (438) 19 (683} ¥
Heae Tirginia: (180) 98 (25} 1o 110 54 (274} o, (2%5) N (71%) 13
. . ! Wisoonein ) ' 2 (231) N 26
} wyowing, (89) 44 (7Y 60 49 ) (a9} 24 (7y 24 (21 1
/’ © Sourcwr Charseteriscics of Paraons. IMCaring Parole Cusing 1978 & 1979 -
P J/ UBtfore: Pagole: REpOres - San francigsco < NCCW, Oscsmder 1982
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p- 76 Parole is a selective process. for releasing offenders

Francisco: National Council on Crime and Delinquency, April
1979).

Profile of State prison inmates, National Criminal Justice

Information and Statisties Service, NCJ-58257 (Washington: U.S.
Department of Justice, August 1979).

151

Sources: Characteristics of the parole population 1977, NCJ-65479 (San ‘
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p. 76

Persons conditionally released from: prison spend about a third of their maximum
sentence in confinement '

Source: Characteristies of the Parole Population, 1977, NCJ-66479 (San
Franeiseo: National Council on Crime and Delinquency, April
1979) . '

Characteristies of the Parole Population, 1982 draft report

152
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P. 76 Most priscners are relessed before serving their maximum sentence

Source: Parole in the United States (1978 and i979), NCJ-58722, NCJ-

69592 (San Francisco: National Council on Crime and
Delinquency, July 1979 and December 1980)
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Almost 72,000 juveniles were in custody by year-end 1979; 12,500 of them were
awaiting adjudication or placement and juvenile cffenders are housed in many
kinds of facilities..

Sources: Children in Custody: Advance reports on the 1979 census of

private and public juvenile facilities, Office of Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention, NCJ-76215, 75319 (Washington:
U.S. Department of Justice, October 1980) and unpublished data

from same census ’
{
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p. 78

Confined offenders are housed in three types of facilities

¢ jails -
Source:

O prisons - |
Sources:.

Jail Inmates 1982, BJS Bulletin, NCJ-87161, (Washington: U.S.

Department of Justice, February 1983)

Prisoners in State and Federal institutions 1981, Bureau of
Justice Statistics, NCJ-86485 (Washington: U.S. Department of
Justice, March 1982)

Prisoners in 1982, BJS Bulletin, NCJ-87933, (Washington: Us. .

Department of Justice, April 1983)

o community-based facilities

Source:

Census cf facilities 1979, draft report, Bureau of Justice
Statistics

155
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P-78 Two out of every three local jails in 1978 housed an average of fewer than 21
inmates on & given day

Source: Census of Jails, 1978 (volumes [-IV) Bureau of Justice Statistics

(NC3~-72279, 72280, 72281, 72282) (Washington; U.S. Department
of Justice, August 1981)
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p.: 78 Community-based facilities house 4% of the population of State prison systems

Sourcesr Census. of facilities 1979, draft report, Bureau of Justice

Statisties
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pP. 79

Prisons are often classified by level of security

Source:

American prisons and.jails (Vol. IIT) National Institute of Justice
(Washington: U.S. Department of Justice, October 1980)

158
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p. 79 . About half of all prison inmates are in maxirum, security prisons

Sources American prisons and jails (Vol. II) National Institute of Justice
(Washington: U.S. Department of Justice, October 1980}

Census of facilities 1979, draft report, Bureau of Justice
Statisties
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p. 80 Crowding and conditions of confinement pose difficult problems in most States
Sources  ACLU Newslei:ter, January 1983, Appendix C
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ManyStatmhnldprisominloealjaﬂsbemof erowding in prisons

Source:  Prisoners in 1982, BJS Bulletin, NCJ-87933 (Washington: U.S.
Department of Justice, April 1983)
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F5." 80  Nomw. priscners- are housed in calls thin in dormitorios and in sultigle= than
singlese=occupancy unitsy m@uwmm&‘-mfmctﬂmmpa
Paxaca
Many Statse axw undar court order of fass. litigation because of cztwding
Peruene Paycant
Homber of lasa than maltiply Percant
Jegicn and Seats izmaces £0 39 £k Sonfined Szowdad (1),
Toeal UeSe 296,576 6406 59,1 43.7
Hocthgaet 30,389 53.5 15.3 1241
saine. B 663 87.1 18.5 1449
New Hampahire * | 269 98.5 1604 15.2
varmoat 118 17.8 39.8 17.8.
Massachusetes ° 2,464 1.4 9.9 5.0
Rbode- Taland 305eC 607 49.8 146 9.9
Conmnarsicge 2 2,079 S4e9 11.8 . 943
New fork 11,830 T4od 19.8 19.3
¥ew Jerssy 5,283 47.6 23.5 13.6
Fennsylvania 7,074 6.7 2.4 1.2
Tortr Cantral ' 56,709 $2.5 46.5 31.0
ohig 3B 12,125 : 61.7 6246 d4a1
Indians, 3¢5 4,785 8.4 4741 2.7
tllinais, 38 19,518 8.7 65.6 63.2
tichigan B¢ 13,270 31.3 31,0 12.4
wisconsin ° 3,143 5G.5. . 15.9 4o
Miznnegota 1,831 0.5 6.3 . 2.1
Iowe & . 1,772 1.9 . 131 ot
Missonrt & 5,146 8.3 62.4 8.5
NoEeE. Dakseas 0s: 75,1 8.2 1.3
South: Dakota. 832 Y1246 149 12.6-
Nebrzaks. 1,121 91.3 ‘ 6224 62.3
Somek. - 107,184~ 75.9. 82.4 6509
Selawern 2 896 7 47,9 19,3
nezyland * 7,341 6801 61.2 495
Digesice of Columiia * 2,198 18,0 6847 2.4
virginia 4¢3 5,863 _ 4.5 51.4 3.2
¥eat: Virginis. "b 1,322 47.8 4ol 146
goTER Caroline * 10,559 92.5 88.4 84,5
Sowetr Carolinm B 5,875 84od 92.3 82.5.
Lo, & 3.751 87.& 78.3 . 66-4
Plovida 3¢ s 16,912 772 85.2 72.8
Kemtucky, ¢ 3,565 8.4 . To.0 16,6
Tendesses 305 4,368 82.6 8049 67.8
Alabenes 8¢S 2,627 57.9 8445 . 443
Hisaissipl 2.c 1,750 9445 23.8 78.3
Azkanzag °*C 2,407 8.7 75.7 $8.7
a S,687 72.2 89,5 : 66.3
3.C 3,617 Sdud T 8B S4o2
Texag 3°% 23,350 92.9 96.0 89.5
et 34.271 $9.0 42.7 18.5
Nentana 600 41.3 20.2 1447
Idsha 637 33.9 Sded « 3041
wyoming & 180 86.1 38.2 242
Colorede & 1,708 68.0 8.0 2.8
Hew Mexico & 1,483 81,3 791 ‘ 68.3.
Arizona % 1,809 48.0 60.8. 15.9
gesir & N 823 92.7 3240 . 32.0
Navade: 4 1,248 .. 59.1 ‘ '57.9 : 46.9
washington: 2,5 3,738 ° 7140 . 474 42.9
oregon 2 5 2,086 94.2 L 40.2
.. Califormia ® 18,670 51.3 38.3 $.0
Alzmica- 488 5006 75-7. 49 .8
Havaii T Si4- +32.7 8445 24.4
Pederal, 28,124 §1.2 61.6 45,9
: 162
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(1) Percent crowdsd is tha percantige of inmates. multiply-housed in a confinement unit
which provided lssa than 50 square fest per inmate. Profsseional standards Janerally
Iscommnad single occupant confinsment unics providing 60 square feet par occupant.

3one or mors facilities operating under a couzt order or congant dicree dus to crowding
&ndéor conditione of comfinemanc,

One o mare facilities in litigation asm of 3/8/82 dum to crowding and/or conditiong of
confinmment, .

Senrire fTison systum declared .to be- uncenstl tusionsl.

Sources: Aserican Prisons and Jails, Vol. ITI, ACLU Newslatter, March 56,1982,




REnVE R

L -

. ; , . . . o3 igh in 1982
2d. §0 - Memy Statie are enlarying their prison systema o= taking rnagures: to Dt 81 The number of perseas in prison was at an alltime high in 1
‘ comtrol prisow populations p. .
Gapitl wdicions © prisen . The inearceration rate for the emtire U.S. population was at an ailtime
capaoier - L ' high, but the rate for your adult meles—while inereasing--did no
Semtanber 1981 b reach the peak of the 1960's
Bads added Sads undar Beds authorized J ' orisoners Rate per Rate per 100,000
10/80 - 9/81  comstruction 9/81 as of 9/81 . n j@(#sg‘t;rg:: OErisoners 100,000 U.S. %née_ (20~ % 2 i -
. ] : - % opulation .S. popu
Northeest 1,941 2,162 : 2,764 % Year 1925-81, Builetin) pop

Maine. s : e

New Hampahire 10 100 | 1925 . 91,669 ‘ 79 " gls_z

Varzont - 98 98 ! 19926. 97,991 83 ’

Massachusetts 20 2 434 : | 1927 109,983 91 1,122

Comsomicor ’ 360 156 1928 116,390 .9 i’ %gg

How York 1,468 5;: 1.:;; 1929 120,496 28 ’

New- Jarsey 12. asc

Pamayivenia . ‘ 1930 129,453 104 }.9 ggi
_ 1931 137,082 110 ’

Rarels Caneral 3,835 . 3e404 2,290 | 1933 137.997 110 1,315
mén.. . 164 194- 240 o 1933 13@5,810 109 i»ggé
Froespend e o ss0 ~ ' 1934 138,316 109 ead

37 : 144,180 113 L
Wisconein 56 370 1,000 1935 y Le 1,333
Nloneeots. 400 . 1936 . 145,038 . 113 y
Towe: ' : 30 564 500 1937 152,741 118 1,396
sowes dakaee o 150 | o 1938 160,285 123 1,458
sout. Dakcota. 5 . 1939 179,818 13T 1,
tekrnsis. 640 ] : . 1.558
Xansas. - ¢ 1940 173,708 131 ¥
| | | 1941 165,439 124 1,474

Soatly 9,330 16,838 9,014 341 : 112 1.378
Delavere: 42¢. ' 1942 150 ,'_3845» . 1 ’ 357
Meryland 912 370 - 1943 137,220 103 ’
Virginis n 1,100 1,000 ~ 132,458 100 1,577

1944 Ly
a8t Vizginis . o 98 1,863
#eTtl Carolina ms 1,800 10 . ‘ 1945 133,649 1 959
Souti Carolina 1,370 728 96 : 1946 140,079 93 ’
Gaargia 1,388 1,538 100 : _ : 151.304 105 1,317
Plorida 300 400 600 . ! igfg: 155.97T - 106 1,351
Ramenciky S0 130 y
Tensuses : . ’ ggg vz ;:i . | 1949 163,749 108 o 1,418
tiasisnippd d rdss C 1950. 166,123 . 109 . ;-'r“gg
Louisizze " S0 so0 E 1951 165, 680 107 1,557
oxLshome: 728 30 ) 1952. 168,233 107 1'e3s
Tawam: 2,032 6,926 . 3,544 ! 1953 173,579 108 L ’ T3
. ; : 1954 182,901 112 ’

Went. 4,717 4,134 - 1,688 i o . . 112 1’743
HoorEnne. ! 1955 185,780 .

‘ : . - " 3 112 1 ?86
Idaho: 136 a0 1956 ' 189,565 1,854
Wyoming: 530 1957 195,414 113 22
colazndo 21 .905. 843 117 1,954
New Mexico 192 e 1,088 1958 205, 1 970
Axizona 1,200 4o 1959 208,105 ur ’

Unn . 3 .

Nevedm | 28 612 10 :

Weshiington €93 500

Qragen

California. 600 1,718 96

Alaska 167 210 286

Hawail 308 . ,

Total United States 19,823 26,538 15,736 16 5
SouzrTar NIT Survay of che Stataa, Corober 1981

164
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p. 81 (eont.)

# of prisoners

"Rate per

Rate per 100,000

166

(Source: Prisoners 100,000 U.S. male (20-29)
Year 1925-81, Bulietin) population \.S. population
1960 212,953 117 2,008
1961 220,149 119 2,045
1962 218,830 117 1,998
1963 217,283 114 1,912
1964 214,336 111 1,826
1965 210,895. 108. 1,749
1966 199,654 102 1,629
1967 194,896 98 1,520
1968 187,914 94 1,405
-1969 196,007 97 . 1,4460
1970 196, 429 96 1,334
1971 198,061 95 1,274
1972 196,092 a3 1,200
1973 204,211 96 - 1,212
1974 218,466 102 1,249
1978 240,593 111 1,325
1976 262,833 12¢ 1,390
1977 278,141 1260 1,450
1978 294,336 132 1,502
1979 301,470 133 1,505
1980 315,974 138 1,542
1981 353,187 153 1,689
1982 412,303 170 1,944

-t

1 et e 33, P S R R o

B» &3 The toral popmiation of Stava and. Federal priscoe. incressed by an

WIcEF of sre: thad 16,000 pee year betwess 1977 and. 198%

ETESetdas Snd

'mmw‘mmmm vidle striking, are mot

Pe §7 00 coWCt im\ssios race. han. remeinsd relatively stabla, bat the cowber
uemmmm-mmwmm~wmmw

Ioareand copulaiicn
19286 98,123
1927 108,517
1928 118,828
1922 120,498 |
1930 127,495
1931 137,083
123 137,183
1933 138,347
1934. 138,220
1938 144,663
1936 143,573
1937 149,337
1938 199,382
1939 179.318
1940 173, 7C%
1941 “ 165,439
1942 150,384~
1943. 137,222
1944 132,458
1943. 133449
1948 142,07
1947 ¢ 153,304
1948 185,977
1949 163,74
13%0 168,133
195y 188,640
1942 163,200
1953 © 173547
19548 182,848
1985 C L e TRE
1956 190,437
t987T 199,336
1958 03,493
1939 207448
1950 32,957
9% . L0, 149
19€2 . 318,830
1263 37,283
1964 114,238
1985 210,392
15885 ’ 199,454
1947 194,398,
1983 157,914
1965 - * 199,007
1970 196,429
17T 1985081
197 196,183
1973 Wl 20y
1974 218,20%
- 197T% 43,750
1978, 283,39
1977 291,647
1978 366,602
1979 314,008
1983 338,695
198V A3, 167

Scaroer Frisoeers in Uniteed States

Comane. hroag

.

118,887
128,440
103,734
129,373
139,482
128,080
128,121
131,047
143,122
160,272

Admizsions

ravokad

2,228
2,393
2,750
2,820
3,132
3,658
4,257
4,073
49154
4,793
4,573
§.928
5,964
3,899
6,635
7,352
7,607
6,78
7,087
6,792
7,324
2,283
8,228
9,079
8,692
3126
9,405
10,038
10.33%
15,002
11,720
12,09%
12,815
13.478.
19,042
18, 40%
17,287
10,509
19,588
19,393
17,682
17,583
17, 78%
16,248
17,398

18,3V7 |
18,998
3,792
21,748
L,d84
PLIY-
W7
15,574

167

Toeal

50,336
54,329
58,498
61,728
69,171
75,178
71,734
6%,374
65,405
70,518
6%, 500
67,987
72,8%4
70,718
79,753
75,9352
65,368
36,810
57,243
63,004
58,883
73,087
12,083
T8 008
T8, 188
18,209
3,397
84,278
91,235
W40
9,840
92,37%
194,448
100,6%0:
103,617
109,322
106,329
108,738
167,138
108,398
95,519
95,433
89,338
92,121

- 98,648

e
119,318
127,688
130,671
148,529
i52.374
149,796
149, 965
196,738
179,939
N84

.

- Releanes

39,044
41,356
45,124
45,986
54,915
60,330
66,863
63,640
63,732
60.47!
63,750
60,482
82,71
66,303
88,540
88,387
81,630
89,723
59,860
57,500
39,289
40,080
ss.sn
&,081
n' ’7’.
- 73,337
Tho 288
TS.123
n. ‘“
82,924
83,099
23,358
8,679
96,520
38,363
100,724
108, 143
193,050
106,633
106,181
102,333
36,377
23,368
29,080
9,732
/A
115,198
"3, mn
154,300
188,730
156,233
147,895
154,484
166,112
169,326
174,358

Sain/rcss

. 11,392

+12,973
+13,372
»1$,740
+14,246
+14,243-
4,371
+»3,234
+5,673
+10,043
+3,750
+7,3368
«+1G,083
4,412
~3,381
=10,338
-15,765
«12,913
=3,611
+3,.504
R 1% vicd
12,3597
. 06.023
44,933
+5,380
+3,353
+6, 089
*f), 151
~43,0M
e 49T
+&, 413
7,232
+12,76%
e 030
+7,235
9,198
+188
»1,408
+503
+73T
%316
L
+3,870
«3,081
4o IS,
¥/A
ey 121
+13,31%
"}‘om
-17,201
«*3,388
*1,30%
-4e3519
-3,397
+1,113

19286=19817 Tseorical Strtigeics of she Unived Stacea 1978,
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1930
1935
1940
1945

1950

1955
1960

1965

1970
1975
1980
fo81

Sources: Historicdl Stdtistics of United States; Prisonkrd in United states 1926-1981

Admissions, Releases and Piison Population

1930 - {981
Rate
Admission per
rate 100,000
] Ratio {per 100,000) _inmates
Court Conditional commitments 20 - 39 ' Conditiondl Uncongtional 20-29
commitments violators to violators yedrs old teleages teleases ~ Numbetr years old
66,013 3,158 20.9 547 29,509 25,416 129,453 1269
65,723 4,795 13.7 6i4 35,093 35,302 144,180 1347
73,104 6,655 1.0 659 49,001 39,639 173,706 . 1565
53,212 8,792 1.8 467 36,743 20,757 133,649 1172
69,473 8,692 8.0 599 42,236 29,943 166,123 1432
78,414 11,002 11 706 45,913 37,014 185,780 1674
88,575 15,042 5.9 844 59,398 36,964 212,953 2028
87,505 19,393 4.5 700 68,044 ig, 117 210,895 1687
79,351 17,294 4.6 547" 61,877 . 29,855 . 196,429 k11
129,573 14,956 6.8 740 89,808 30,694 240,593 1375
142,122 28,817 4.9 697 122,952 '25,918 315,974 1549
160,272 35,674 45 167 124,418 31,9014 153,167 1690

168
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! P- 82 Trends in jail populations are not as dramatic as-those of prison populations

Sources: Jail Inmates 1982, BJS Bulletin, NCJ-87161 (Washington: U.S.
Department of Justice, February 1983) _

Census of jails, 1978 (volumesi I-1V), Bureau of Justice Statistics
(NCJI-72279, 72280, 72281, 72282) (Washington: U.S. Department

-of Justice, August 1981)

Census of jails and survey of jail inmates 1978, National Criminal
Justice Information and Statisties Service, NCJ=55172
(Washington: U.S. Department of Justice, February 1979).

R o —
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p. 82  Annual admissions to juvenile facilities have been dechining since 1974

Sources

Children in custody: Advance reports on the 1979 eensus of
private and public juvenile facilities, Office of Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention NCJ-76215, 75319 (Washington:
U.S..Department of Justice, October 1980).
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D. 83 The mmber of prisoners on death row reached am alltime high in 1982

Year

1953
1954
1955
1956
1957
1958
1959

1960
1961
1962
1963
1964
1965
1966
1967
1968
1969

1970
1971

1972

1973
1974
1975
1976
1997
1978
1979

1980
1981

1982

Degth~row inmates

131
141
125
146
151
147
164

210
* 286
268
298
322
351
15
434
51T
575

631
642
334
134
243
487
419
421
473
588

688
838:
1,080

s
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P. 83 6 persons were executed baetween 1967 and 1982

Year

1930

1931 -

1932
1933
1934
1935
193¢
1937
1938
1939

1949
1941
1942
1943
1944
1945
1946.
1947
1948
1949

- Persons
executed

135
153
140.
- 160
168
199
195
-147
190
160.

124
123
14T
131
120
117
131
153 -
118
119

Year

1950

1951

1952
1953
1954
1955.
1956
1957
1958
1959

1960

1961
196%
1963
1964
1965
1968
1967
1968
1989

Persons
executed

82
105
83
62
31
76
65
65
49
43

56
42
47
a1
15
pe
1
2
0
0

172

Year

1970
1971
1972
1973
1974
1975
1976
1977
1978
1979

1980
1981
1982

Persons
executed

(-0 o ) NMoOoHrOoDOoOoOoo o
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P. 83 By the end of 1982, 37T States had death penaity laws in effect.

Source: Capital punishment 1982, BJS Bulletin, NCJ-89395 (Washington:
U.S. Department of Justice, July 1983).
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P. 84

Within 1 year after relesse on parole, about 12%. of those relessed are likely to
be back in prison.

Source: Charaeteristics of the parole population, 1977, NCJ-66479 (San

Eran;!isco: National Couneil on Crime and Delinquency, April
1379 )
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Chapter V. The Cost of Justice
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p. 88 me»tdml‘:;nee ofdgﬁ;g?l spending for the justice p. 88 While the Federal Governmment transfers the highest
system been ng propoetion of its justiee expenditures to other

Federal State County City ‘ é::é: g: %overm?:;, the proportion transferred by

1971 11.55%6 25.50% 20.47% 42.49%

1972  12.81 25.13 20.69 41.38 . Federal State Local
1973  12.89 25.40 21.5T 40.34 .

1974  12.53 26.21 21.73 39.53 : ' | 1977 1985 1T ate
1975  12.68 26.74 22.20 38.38 : , 197 s LT 2,78
1976  12.45 26.44 23.35 37.76 : joT .96 L4327
1977  12.88  26.84 23.49 36.69 B U I e
1978  12.94¢ 27.72  23.25 36.09 1976 26.24 13.07 2.95
1979  12.98 28.40° 23.23 35.39 _ . . .

1977 22.85 13.11  2.49
1978 18.58 1i.35 3.87
1979 16.90 12.65 3.85




R

p. 89 53 cents. of every dollar is spent for police protection
Municipel ~ County:

Police : 30.1 - 7.8
Courts 1.5 5.5
Prosecution/public defense 1.8 3.0
Corrections 6.4 1.9
ALl other 2 - .8

178

State:

Federal *
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. p. 90 The BFocky Moumtain, Southwmest, and Plains States make the least use of

revenue fram outside their taxing authority to fund justice activities

Percent of total justice spending froms
All outside

State sources
Alabsma 19.9
Alaska 13.2
Arizona 11.1
Arkansas 19.9
California 15.4
Colorado- 8.0
Connecticut 12.3
Delaware 1Z.1
Florida 16.8
Georgia: 14.7
Hawaii 18.0 P
Idaho 13.9 i
Illinois 10.2
Indiana 14.3
Iowa 15.4
Kansas 12.2
Rentucky v AT

- Louisiana 7 18.8
Maine T 1T.6
Maryland 22.T
Massachusetts. 7.8
Michigan. 20.2
Minnesota: 15.2
Migsissippi 20.1
Missouri 20..4

State

* Montana:

Nebraska
Nevada

New He=mpshire
New: Jersey

New Mexico.
New York

North Carolina
North Dekota
Chio

Cklahom
Oregon
Pennisylvania:
Rhode Island
South Carolina:

South. Dakots
Temnmessee
Nexas.

Utah

Vermont

Virginia
Washington
West Virginia
Wisconsin
Wyaming

bt
- .h)
w =

All outside:
sources

14.5
10.9:

3.0
15.4
16.5

s

e
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9??5?
oo-q»oo

9.

18.1
210 2
12. 6‘
18.7

8.1
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pp. 92-95 What do justice dollars buy? :

Note: Entries here match the stubs of the tables on these pasges. Entries
from a single source are sametimes grouped, and hence do not exactly match the
order im the table to avoid excessively repeating a source note.

Vietim compensation

Average maximum award (1981) ‘ .
(Averg.ge'. camputed fram data in source.) ™New Roads to Justice: Compensating
the Vietim," Mindy Gaynes, State Legislatures (1981) T:11~-17

Average award (1980)

"Crime Vietim Carpensations A Survey of State Programs,” Gerald F. Ranker and
Martin S. Mesgher, Federal Probation Quarterly, Administrative Office of the
United States Courts (Varch 1982). . »

Investigative and court costs

Average cost to return fugitive interstate (1976 data adjusted to 1981 dollars

using deflation method 1 deseribed in next section.)

Enforcement: An Assessment of Cspabilities and Needs. National
Ez}ggm Association. washington: Ne al Sheri1if's Association, 1978; p. .

Average cost for State or Federal wiretap (1981)

Report om Applieations for Crders Authorizing or Approving the Interceptiom of
Wire or Oral Gam or the Period January 1, 1981 to Decsimber ol
1981 Administrative OfTice of the United Jtates Courts. Washingtons USGEO,

1982. (Note: This is: the average total cost of intercepts terminating ducing
the reference period.) ) "
Average annual cost to proteet = Federal witness (FY 1982) '
Memorandum {rom Howard Safir, Assistant Director for Operations, United States
Marshals Service, June 10, 1982, updated by telephone: with Edna Dolan,

March 28,. 1983.

Daily payment for juror (1980) .

State Court Organizationm 1980. U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice
Statisties. Washington: USGFO, 1982, p. 127.

éxerage*fcouzt gost. per case-related minute (FY 1982)

Costs of the Civil Justice Systems Court Expenditures for Processing Tort
Cases. Janmes S. Kakalik and AbDy Bisenshtat Robyn. santa Monica: RAND
Corporation, 1982, p. xiv.

Cost i:q arrest, prosecute, and try a robbery case in New York City (1981)

The: Price of Justice: The Cost of Arresting and Prosecuting Three Robber

Cases i'n Manhattan. Criminal Justice Coordinating Council, éﬁe City of N’an
orik,. - .

180
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Most frequent assigned counsel hourly rate (1981l--Frequency computed fram data
in source.) )
Criminal Defense Services for the Pgor: Methods and Programs for Providin

2 resentation and the Need for Adequate Financing. Norman Le stein.
gxcagm American Bar Association, 1982, p. ¢ and Appendix D,

Corrections- operations

Average annual cost for cne adult offender
Note: All of these costs are corputed as if they were for one offender who
stayed in the type of institution for the indicated year. They do not
represent the cast to treat an average offender in the type of facility, which .
would be different because of different lengths of stay; for example, one
offender may stay in prisom: for several years, while another may stay in jail
or g cammunity facility only a few months.
-—in a Federal prison (FY 1982) ~
"Bureau of Prisons Obligations and Per Capita FY 1982." U.S. Department of
Justice, Buresu of Prisons (unpublished budget. document). Average daily
cost per inmate multiplied by 365.
--in & State prisom (FY 1982)

The Corrections Yearbook: Instant Answers to Key @estions in '
Corrections, George and Ile Carp (Pound Ridge, N.¥.: Criminal Justice

Institute, 1982), p. 21-22.
—in g State halfway house (1977 data adjusted to FY 1982 using deflatiom:

mathod 2). William DeJong, American Prisons and Jails Vol. V: Supplemental
Report—Adult Pre-Release Facilitles. U.S. Department of Justice, National
Institute of Justice. Washington: USGPO, 1980, p. Sl.

—in & local comumity-based facility (FY 1981)--12 responding jurisdictions
National Association of Criminal Justiez Planners, survey of selected
jurisdictions. (unpublished) 1982.

—im a local jail (1981) .

The State of our Nation's Jails 1982. Kenneth E. Kerle and Franeis R. Ford,
Washingtom, D.Ge: National Sherifi's Assoeiation, 1982, p. 63. Average
daily cost multiplied by 365..

—on Federal probation or parole (FY 1982) L
Telephone call--Mr. Hall, Adninistrative Office of the United States Courts,
Division of Probation, March 22, 1983. . )

—on non-Federal probation or parole (FY 1982)
op.. eit. Corrections: Yearbook; p. 28-29. .

Average daily cost to Federal Govermment to house an unsentenced Federal
prisoner in & loeal jail (1982) '
Correspondence, Pat Macherey, Prisoner Support Division, U.S. Marshals
Service, March 15, 1983.

—

Average daily cost to Federal Government to house a sentenced prisoner in a
State or local halfway house, prison or jail (1982)

Camunity Programs Branch, Buresu oi Prisons. U.S. Department of Justiee,
March 23,. 1983.. . .

Average éaily"cost to & State government to house a State prisoner in a local
jail (1982)

State of our Nation's Jails 1982, National Sheriff's Association,

Washington: National Shgm"ff's Association, 1982.

181

- s




> s RS T
AR 2 P TR

Average hourly wage for inmates in prison in&ustry (1982)
op eit. Corrections Yearbook, p. 28.

Buildings and equipment

Average construction cost per bed in a
—maximum security prison (FY 1982)
~mediun security prison (FY 1982)

_ —minimum security prison (FY 1982)

op eit. Corrections Yearbook, p. 23.

~—constitutional jail (1982)

The (j.fasts of Constitutional Jails, U.S. Department of Justice, National
Institute of Corrections. washington: USGEO, 1982, p. T. '

Typical courthouse construction cost per square foot (1982)

Walter H. Sobel, F.A.I.A. and Associates, Chiesgo, Illinois. Survey conducted
of the follewing architectural firms: (See Appenc,lix Table 5.1 for input data)

Geiger, McElveen, Kennedy, Colurbia, South Carolina
Rasmussen Hobbs, Tacam, Washington

Ayers/Saint, Baltimore, Maryland .

Basco (formerly Buchart Architects), Lancaster, Pennsylvania
Prindle, Patrick, and Associates, Inc., Clearwater, Florida
Mesk Beck Associates, Baltimore, Maryland

HX,. Washingtom,. D.C.. '

Tucker, Sadler and Associates, San Diego,. California
LEC & W, Falls Churehr, Virginia

Average purchase pm:.‘ce for a po]_.ice car (FY 1981)--25 responding jurisdictions
Average cuost to equip a new police car (FY 1981)=—9-14 responding jurisdictions

z}vetjagg’ cost to maintain and operate a police car (FY 1981)-=20-2T responding"
jurisdictions

Aversge: resale value: of a police: car (FY 1981) .

op cit. National Association of Criminal Justice Planners

Average annual salary

Law. enforcement officers

City police officer (cities 10,000 or more population, January 1, 1982)

- "Police, Fire, and Refuse Collection and Disposal Departments: Personnel,

g:rpgnsation; and: Expendi tures,"™ Urban Data Service Report (1982) Vol. 14,

County sheriff or patrol-officer (starting salary)(1981)
op cit. The State of our-Nation's Jails, 1982, p. 149.

§t&te trooper- (1981-.-averages, camputed from source.) .
State Salary-.cdngrlsorr," Kansas Highway Patrol, Plamning, Research, and
Staff Inspectiom, inm Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statisties 1981, U.S.

?p;z@nnt of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statisties, washington: USGPO, 1982,
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U.S. Border Patrol asgent (September 30, 1982)
Deputy U.S. Marshall (September 30, 1982)

U.S. Inmigration inspector (September 30, 1982)
U.S. Immigration agent (September 30, 1982)
FBI agent (September 30, 1982)

Federal drug agent (September 30, 1982)

lo t Fact Book: For the Period October 1, 1981 - September 30, 1982.
U.S. Department of Justice, washington: USGPO, 1983, Table 9. '

U.S. Secret Service agent (1981--camputed from information provided by source.)

U.S. Department of the Treasury, U.S. Secret Service, Office of Publie
Affairs, April 8, 1982.

Prosecutors

Loeal prosecutors (1983)
Unpublished data for 44 local prosecutors' offices provided by the Jefferson
Institute for Justice Studies, Prosecutors' Data Bank, Washington, D.C.

State assistant attorney general (entry level) (1982)
State assistant attorney general (1982)

State deputy attorney general (1982)

State attorney general (1982)

National Association of Attorneys General, 1982 survey, unpublished. (Average

salaries only supplied to the Bureau of Justice Statisties) March 23, 1983.

Federal prosecutor (Septamber 30, 1982--computed fram data in sourece.)
v Bmoloyment Faet Books of Septamber 30, 1982. U.S. Department of
ustice, washington: USGRO, 1983, T

Defenders

Staff State or local defender, Chief State or local defender (1979 and 19840)
Unpublished informatiom for 39 publie defender- systeme provided by Abt
Asscciates, Boston, Massachusetts. Salary data for five systems were for
19803 data for one systenr was for 1979. B . ‘

Federal defender (Septarber 30, 1982) -
Telephone call--Criminal Justice Aet Division, Adninistrative Office of the
Uni ted: States Courts, Varch 30, 1983.

Court_personnel

State general jurisdiction trial court judge (January 31, 1982)
State intermediate appellate court justice (January 31, 1982)
State court administrator (January 31, 1982) '

State- supreme court justice (Jenusry 31, 1982)

Survey of Judicial Salaries. National Center for State Courts. Williamsburg,
Va.: ﬁtfom Center ror state Courts, 1982, p. 3.

State supreme court clerk (1976 data adjusted to December 31, 1981 dollars
using d?ﬂation method 2 deseribed in: next section; averages camputed from
source,

"Q/A," National Center for State Courts, State Court Journal (1977) 1:30-32.
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U.S. Magistrate (March 31, 1983) -

U.S. Bankruptey Court Judge (March 31, 1983)

U.S. Court of Claims Judge (March 31, 1983)

U.S. Court of International Trade Judge (March 31, 1983)

U.S. distriet court judge (March 31, 1983)

U.S. circuit court judge (March 31, 1983)

U.S. Supreme Court Associate Justice (March 31, 1983)

U.S. Supreme Court Chief Justice (March 31, 1983)

Telephone call--James McCafferty, Chief, Statistical Analysis and Reports
Division, Adninistrative:Office of the United States Courts, March 1983.

Corrections officers

County sheriff jail officer (starting salary) (1981)
op cit., The State of our Nation's Jails, 1982, p. 149,

State correctional officer

State correctional sergeant

State superintendent of correction

(Salary data for August 1, 1980, adjusted to third quarter 1982 dellars using
deflation method 4 described in next section.) State Sal Survey, ! t1
1980. TU.S. Office of Personnel Management, Intergovermmental Personnel
Program, in Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statisties 1981, U.S. Department of
Justice, Buresu of Justice Statisties, ington:. y 1982, pp. 126-128,
135,

Federal correctional officer (September 30, 1982)

op: eit. Employment. Fact Book.

Probation and parocle officers

State probation and parole officer

Senior state probation and parcle officer

State director of probation and parole:

(Salary data for August 1, 1980, adjusted to third quartep 1982 dollars using
deflation method 4 described in next sectiom.)

State Salg; Survey, August 1,
1980, U.S. Office of Personnel Mansgement, Intergovermmental Personnel

Program, in Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statisties 1981, U.S. Department of
Justice, Bureau: of Justice Statistics, Washington: WSGPO, 1982, pp. 126-128,
135. o .

Federal probation personnel (Oetober 1982)

James McCafferty, Administrative Office of the United States Courts, March 17,
1983. Note: Federal probatiom officers also supervise Federal parolees. For
beginning probation officers with a college degree and no experience the entry
level is $16,5595 for others with experience the entry level is $20,256. The
salaries of Chiefs of Federal District Probation Offices partially depend on
‘the: size of the office; chiefs in the symller districts have lower salaries
than. chiefs in the larger distriets..

Federal parole personnel (Oeotber 1982)

Elizabeth A. Clark, Office of the Chairman, U.S.. Parole Camission, Mareh 17,
1983.

184

T

&

T R T T S e e

s

T

p—
TR

TS

e

it A B e & 58155

p. 96 'me.hfﬁdeast and Far West regions lead the Nation in justice costs per
eapita ' .

State and local per capita expenditure for justice activities

Dsllars Dollars
Alabsma 65 Montana 76
Alaska 275 Nebraska 78
Arizona . 124 Nevada 150
" Arkansas 48 New Hampshire 70
California 132 . New Jersey 122
Colorado 98 New Mexico 95
Cc;nnecticut 93 New York 175
Delaware 121 ‘North Carolina .80
Florida 104 North Dakota 61
Georgia 76 Chio 81
Hawai i 108 Oklahoma 69
Idaho 73 Cregon 109
Illineis 109 Pennsylvania. : 89
Indiana 62 Rhode: Island 98
Tower T2 South Carolina 69
Kansas . 75- South Dakota 66
Kentucky 75 Tennessee 75
Louisiana a3 Texas: 70
Maine 58 Utah 79
Maryland 120 Vermont 76
Massachusetts 109 Virginia 88 .
Michigan 114 Washington 93 ,
Minnessota 85 West Virginia 53
Mississippi 53 Wisconsin 87
Missouri 81 Wym}ing: . 112

oy




p. 96 8t§t§s» with high crims rates t
crimnel and ecivil justice

State

Alabama
Alasks
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Florida
Georgia
Hawaii

Idaho
Illinois
Indiana

Iowa

Kansas.
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesots
Mississippi
Missouri
Vontana
Nebraska
Nevada-

New: Hampshire
New. Jersey
New Mexico
New Tork
North Carolina
North Dakota
Chio

Oklahama
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode: I'sland.
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah

Vermont
Virginia:
Washington
West Virginia
Wiseonsin
Wyaning

Per capita
expendi ture

65.2
274.6
123.5

48.3
132.1

97.9

92.8
120.8
104.0

75.8
108.3

73.0
109.3

62.4

71.9

75.0

75.5

93.5

‘119.5
108.1
113.8

84.9

SZ.T

80.6

76.2
TR_1

149.7
89.6
121.8
95.0
175.5
9.8
60.9
80.T
68.5
108.5
- 9T.6
68.7
66. 0-
5.3
69.8
9.5
5.7
87.7
92.9 -
52.9
87.4
112.4

1

Crime rate

4,134
6,265
7,295
3,479
7,289
6,861
5,808
6,341
7,192
9,143
8,981
4,114
5,082
4,538
4,281
4,942
3,082
5,212
4,200
6,184
T 3,942
8,120
-4,417
2,840
4,919
4,444
4,018
8,104
4,453
5,788
5.808.
6,210
5225
2,77
9,098.
4,580
6,247
3,453
5,601
4,812
2.960
3,873
5,711 -
5,302
5,163
4,256
- 6,388
2,252
4,439
4,803

end to have high expenditures for
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P. 98 How do States rank cn factors that infiuence justice spending
Procedures used to construct govermment priority for justice spending

The table on page 98 of Chapter V displays data on "Priority for justice
spending."” Priority was measured as the percent of all State and loecal
spending in the State accounted for by justice expenditure. A State with a
higher than average percent is assigning higher priority to justice spending
corpared with funding other government functions.

The- justice expenditure date fram the survey of justice expendi ture: and-
erployment as published do not include the expenditure of police forees of
special distriets, independent school districts, and State eolleges and
universities. Because education is one of the government functions competing
with justice for State and loeal funding, and because education funding levels
cannot be assumed to be constant across the States, it was decided to adjust
the justice expenditure data to ineclude the special police force data.

Because data for 1379 were collected but not tabulated due to a cutback in

‘ funding for the program, 1978 data were adjusted using" the percent inerease
fram 1978 to 1979 for justice expenditure of general purpose govermments and
added to the published expenditure duta. These estimates were then divided by
the total State and local expenditure fram the 1979 annual finance survey. ’

-
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p. 99 In 1981, slightly less tham 3% of all govermment spending was for
ecriminal and civil justice

Expenditure data. for courts, prosecution, and public defcise activities were
last collected for FY 1979 through the Criminal Justice Expenditure and

lo t Survey, an annual survey that was discontinued at that time. 1981
data for other govermmental functions, ineluding police and eorrections, were "
drawn from the Census Bureau's Annual Survey of Governmental Finances
(Governmental Finances in 1980-81. U.S. Buresu of the Census, USGPO,. 1983).
In order to estimate the total spent on. eriminal justice* in 1981, the 11.%%
inerease fram 1978 to 1979 in courts, prosecution, and public defense was used
to estimate the 1980 and 1981 expenditures for these areas by assuming the
same increases: for- 1980 and 1981. The resulting figure was added to the 1981
expenditure for police and corrections fram the Annual Finance Survey.

*No attempt was made to estimate the 1981 expenditure for the residual "other
criminal justice™ category, which accounted for 1.8% of all criminal justice
expenditures: ir 1979. This: category includes. general eriminal justice -
planning, information, and cammunications systems serving more than one
function, and general training programs. Spending for these types of
activities has been erratic over the years, and the category is particularly
affected by funds received from the now defunct Law Enforcement Assistance
Administration program. For these- reasons it was felt that changes in
previcus years could not be used to. projeet expenditures for 1981.

188
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p. 100 During this century, the police and corrections shares of State and
. loeal spending have not fluctuated as radically as the shares for same
other govermrent functions

Education Highways Welfare Hospital Police Corrections

1980 36.09% 9.03% 12.81% 8.72% 3.66% 1.75%

1979 36.47 8.68 12.79 8.62 3.73 1.69
1978 37.29 8.29 13.18 8.40 3.31 1.68
1977  37.48 8.41 13.09 8.40 3.81 1.59
1976 37.87 9.31 . 12.70 8.06 3.71 1.47
1975  38.08 9.76 12.20 8.17 3.70 1.46
1974  38.11 10.03 12.61 8.01 3.66 1.41
1973 38.44 10.26 13.00 "7.63 3.74 1.31
1972 39.05 11.29 12.53 T.73 3.56 1.25
1971 39.43 12.01 12.10 7.44. 3.47 1.25
1979 40.14 12.51 11.18 7.36 3.42 1.24
1969 40.47 13.21. 10.37 T.30 3.34 1.19
1968  40.19 14.14 9.62 T.37 3.33 1.24
1967  40.62 14.92 8.80 T.11 3.27 1.22
1966 40.18 15.41 8.16 T.13 3.35 1.23
1965  38.25 °  16.36 8.46 T.18 3.41 1.30
1964 37.93 16.83 8.32 7.08 3.41 1.27
1963 37.09 17.43 8.47 7.25 3.50 1.28
1962 36.90 17.20 8.44 7.21 3.54 1.31
1961  36.61 17.52 8.40 7.23 3.52 . 1.36
1960 36.08 °  18.1T 8.49 T.31 3.58 1.31
1959 35.35 19.62 8.46 T.62 3.50 1.37T
1958  35.49 19.10 8.51 T.72 3.59 1.19
1957  35.01 19.36 8.63 T.T3 3.64 1.28
1956 36.01 18.94 8.55 7.55 3.62 1.27
1954 34.33  18.00 9.97 7.85 3.68 1.29
1952 31.87 17.30 10.68 8.37 3.60 1.29
1950 31.50 ~ 16.69 12.96 T.6T 3.41 0
1948 . 30.42 17.17 11.87 6.95 3.64 0
11946 30.43 15.16 12.78 T.42 4.34 0
1944  31.51 13.54 " 12.78 7.40 4.67 0
1942,  28.14 ©16.21  13.33 6.43 4.29 i
1940 28.58 17.04  12.53 6.60 3.95 0
1936 23.48 . 18.64. 10.82 6.11 4,11 0
11932 29.76 22,42 5.72 5.87 4.10 0
1927  31.00 25.09 2.09 4.92 3.74 ° 0
1922  32.68 24.80 2.28 4.94 3.64 0
1913 27.96 - 20.30 2.73 5.23 4.31 0
1902  25.17 17.28 3.65 5.92 4,94 0
189




it

p. 101 State and loeal speudmg for all justice functions increased fram 1971

to. 1979

Year All Police Correctioris Courts, ete.

1979 $110 $58 $28 - $23
1978 112 59 28 23
1977 109 - 58 27 21
1976 108 59 .28 21
1975 102 36 25 19
1974 98 8¢ - 23 19
1973 95" 34 22 18
1972 3 54 21 17
1971 gL 5T 22 17
130
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p. 100~-101 "what are the trends in justice spending?®

Procedures to adjust figures for inflation’

General description. "Inplicit price deflators™ pfovided by the Bureau of
Econamic Analysis (BEA) of the U.S. Department of Conmerce were used to adjust

dollar figures prior to 1981 to aceount for inflation that has oecurred. The
BEA has a wide vamety of deflators for the purchase of specific types of
goods and services, in both the private and public sectors. Deflators were

. Selected for each of the specifie methods described below by attempting to

matceh the substantive referent of -the deflator to the content of the figure to
be adjusted. A perfect match was rarely possible because deflators have never
beerr developed specifically for criminal justice expenditures. In general,
eriminal justice salary data were deflated using the State and local
government implicit deflators for noneducation corpensation. The selected
deflators are identified in the specific method discussions below.

The reference period of the deflators was governed by the reference period of
the data to be adjusted and the period to which the adjustment was desired.
Because the BEA deflators are available for calendar quarters, it was possible
to make a close matceh in reference period when the source indicated that a
specific reference date was used,. e.g. January 1 or October 15. It would have
been possible to achieve greater precision by taking the midpoint between two
quarters or assuming & constant rate of inflation and prorating the quarterly
deflator to arrive at an estimated deflator for a specific date within the
quarter. This was examined for a few adjustnents, but discarded as the
additional precision was usually lost inm rounding the results to hundreds or
thousands. of dollars. When only a reference year was specified in the source,
the annual deflator was used.

The BFA deflatars use 1372 ga the hase year. that ig, the deflatorwill
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produce data converted to 1972 dollars. In order to adjust 1976 data, for
example, to December 31, 1981 dollarg, the 1976 deflator was divided by the
fourth quarter 1981 deflator; the result was then divided into the 1976 data
to produce g figure im 1981 fourth quarter dollars. .

 The general formula used is as follows:

the: dollar amount. to be ad;usted for inflation

the government. implicit price deflator for the period that most
closely matches the reference date of a

the government implieit price deflator { that most closely rm.tchps
the date- to which a.is being adjusted

the dollar emount adjusted for inflation

=

o

-8 R oOp
i
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‘General cament on’ deflation methods 5 and 6

Deflation method 1

Used for average cost to return a fugitive interstate.
Type of deflator used: State and local purchases of goods and services.

The annual 1976 deflator was selected for b because the reference date of the
source data was unspecified for 1976. The annual 1981 deflator was used for ¢
because it most closely matched the mixed reference dates for the other cost
figures: in that section of the table.

Deflation method 2.

Used. for average annual cost for one adult offender in a State halfway house.
Type of deflator used: State and loecal purchase of goods and services.,

The fourth quarter 1976 deflator was used for b because the source data were
for fiseal 1977. The fourth quarter 1981 deflator was used for c bscause the
other State cost data in tlus section of the table are for FY 1982.

Deflation method: 3

.

Used for average salary of State supreme court clerk.
Type of deflator used: State and local noneducation campensation.

The 1976 annual deflator (133.128) was used for b because the source did not
indicate & specific reference date. The fourth quarter 1981 deflator (206.29)
was selected for ¢ because the other State judicial salary data were available
for Janmary 31, 1982. The resulting range was so narrow. ($38,167 - $39,321)
that the midpoint was used for data display.

Defiation method 4

Used foir salaries of State probation, parole, and correctional personnel.
Type: of deflator used: State and local noneducation compensation.

The: third quarter 1980 deflator (184.570) was used for b because the reference
date of the source data was August 1, 1980. The third quarter 1982 deflator
(226.0) was used for ¢ because most of the other available salary data related
to September 30,. 1982, or Cetober 1982. -

-

Methods § and & involve: adjusting for inflation State and loeal expenditure
data: for various govermment functions. Because implieit price deflators have
never beenr developed for many of the specific functions, the data to be
adjusted were disaggregated as much as possible and different price deflators
agplied; to the disagg'regated data. For example, payroll amounts were adjusted
using- compensatiomr deflators, capital outlay amounts: were deflated using State
and- local govermment struetures deflators. In many cases, rough estimates of
the portions of the overall expenditure going for specifie types of purchases
had to be-made; these are described below.

The annual implicit price deflators were used, although greater precision
could have been obtained by attempting to match quarterly deflators to the
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October payroll period, for example, or by averaging quarterly deflators to
make the deflator more closely match the fiseal year reference period of the
expendlture data. The effeets of this were examined for a few figures and the
resulting increase in precision was found to be lost in rounding the adjusted
data to thousands or millions of dollars. The additional effort did not
appear to be warranted for the gross camparisons to which these data are put
in the text.

Deflation method 5 . -

Used for 1960-1980 data from the Annual Govermment Finance Survey.
Type of deflator used: varied.

Edueation. The annusl "education campensation” deflators were used because
the bulk of education expenditure is for salaries.

Public welfare. The annual "personal consumption™ deflators were used for the
Teategorical” and "cash assistance” components of public welfare because these

' programs: provide cash directly to citizens. The annual "noneducation

carpensation™ deflators were used for the "other public welfare™ camponents
because this category includes administration of welfare programs, which is
mainly enployee campensation.

Hi s. The annual "State/local structures" deflators were used for the
"eapital outlay™ component of highway expenditure because they most closely
matched the construction nature of that component. The remainder of highway
expendi ture was adjusted using "noneducation carpensation" deflators as that
camponent is personnel intensive.. .

Hospitals and health. One-half’ the expenditure was adjusted using the
"noneducation carpensation™ deflators to reflect salaries; one-quarter was
adjusted using the "“State and local govermment purchase of nondurable goods"
deflator to refleet the cost of those supplies; and one-~quarter was adjusted
using the "State and local govemment purchase. of ather services" deflators.

Total expenditure. The "State and local government purchase of goods and
services" deflators were used.

Police. The monthly payroll data: for the October of each fiscal year was
annual i zed by maltiplying by 12. These estimates of annual payroll were-
adjusted using the "noneducation: cmpensa.tmn"‘ deflators. Police capital .
outlay for each year was estimated using the average percent it accounted for
from 1971-1979 (4.96%) fram the Criminal Justice Expenditure and Bmployment
Survey; these estimates were adjusted using the "State and loeal government
structures®™ deflators. The remainder for each year was prorated for "other
services™ and "nondurable goods™ by multiplying them by the following factors
supplied by BEA: .

a
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Yeap Servieces Nondurables

1959-67 .5634 33686
1968 .6841 3159
1969 .6834 +3136
1970 .6828 -3172
1971 .6821 «3179.
1972-80 .3186

.6814

The resulting figures were adjusted using the appropriate State and local
government deflators for servieces and nondurables.

Corrections.. The same procedures were used for corrections except that
payroll data were not available. The annual payroll expenditure was estimated
by using- the average percent it accounted for fram 197I-79 fram the Criminal
Justice Expenditure and Emloyment Survey.

Deflation method 6

Used for 1971-79 data fram the annual Justice Expenditure and Brployment
Survey. ‘
Type of deflator used: varied.

The expenditures for each individual sector (police protection, courts, legal.
services: and: prosecutiom, public defense, corrections, and other) were
deflated as: follows:. the annual payrolls were- estimated by multiplying the:
monthly payroll for the October of eacir fiscal year by: 125 these were adjusted
using the "State and: local government non-educatiom camensation” deflatses.
Capital outlay was adjusted using: the "State and leeal government structures®
deflators (after verifying that only a small proportion of capital outlay was
for land purchase, which would require a different deflator). The remainder
for eacir year vas prorated for "services™ and "nondurable goods" by
multiplying them by BEA factors presented above. The resulting figures were
adjusted using the appropriate State and loesl government deflators for
services or nondurables.

Source- of implieit price deflators:
U.S. Department of Coamerce, Bureau of Econamic Analysis, The National Income

and Produet Accounts, Washington: USGPO, 1981, and revisions for 1977~80 as .
published In U.3. Department of Cammerce, Bureau of Econamic Analysis, Survey

of Current Businesses, Revised Estimates of the National Incaome and Product
Accounts, Vol. 62, NO. T, Was hington: USCRO (July 1982), pp. 109 and 132.
Personal consumptiom, Table 7.1

State and local govermment: .
Structures—Table T.14A and 7.14B
Purchase of nondurable goods—~Table 7.14A and 7 .14B
Purchases of other serviees—~Table 7.14A and 7.14B

Education. campensation——unpublished
Noneducation campensation--unpublished
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Appendix Table 5.2 ;
Cédnatruction cost and relnted data for 9 recently

New construction

completed courthouses

Faicfax,

Location virginia
Architects Hox
Type of court

jurisd[ctlon General
Type of New

construction
CGross area

{squate Ceet) 236,000
bid date 1/19
Construction

contract ¢15, 231, vooc
Cost per gross

squsre Eoot $64.50

Petcent distribution of apace

Court rooms '
and Judges-
chambera 564

Admintstratton

~ and support 30%

Parking, storage

mechanical lg\ .

Detention

Humber of
coutt roomsg
Completed 24
Sheiied tor -
' future *
Numbet of hesrlng

rooms

Pincludes 190,000 square fest of under
Includes 45,000 aquare

Cincluding alte work
ncludes a jail

®One floor lett unfinimhed,
7otal cost Includes purchas
YCentral plant buliding wepara

[

Plus two shelled tor Future.

Sourcer Walter M. 8Sobel, FAIN ¢t Agnoclates
Chicago, 1iitnole, 1842

akchitectursd firms.

pro bono survey ly
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