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"Time Served

Sentencing and correctional policies
and practices are of key interest to
both the eriminal justice community
and the general public. The current
concern over such policies reflects:

e A desire to deter potential offenders
by increasing the certainty and severity
of sentences.

o Increased interest in incapacitating
high-risk offenders.

o Uncertainty regarding the effective-
ness of rehabilitation.

e Growing awareness of the divergence
between court imposed sentences and
time actually served.

e Recent increases in prison populations
at both the Federal and State levels.

The review and reform of these sen-
tencing and correctional policies raise
several basic questions about current
Federal practices:

¢ How long are the sentences received
by convicted Federal offenders?

# How long do offenders remain in

- prison?

¢ How long do offenders remain on pro-
bation and parole? »

i What factors associated with the of-
fender and the offense affect time

entencing and

Policies governing sentencing,
incarceration, and community
supervision of convicted criminal
offenders are central to our Na-
tion's eriminal justice system.
Such policies reflect, for example,
society's views of the severity of
particular offenses, the extent to
which potential viectimizations can
be averted through offender inca-
pacitation and deterrence, the
appropriate impact of prior erimi-
nal convictions on subsequent
sentencing decisions, and the
general assessment of criminal
rehabilitation possibilities.
Discussion of these issues is
necessary to ensure that sentenc-
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ing policies are equitable and
effective.

The data presented in this report
describe Federal sentencing prac-
tices during recent years. The
report also describes time served
by Federal offenders and identifies
factors relevant to success on
parole and probation.

The report is based on data ana-
lyzed as part of the BJS Federal
statistical program. We wish to
thank the Administrative Office of
the U.8. Courts and the U.S.
Parole Commission for providing
data analyzed in the report.

Steven R. Schlesinger
Director

served in prison and success under
supervision following release from pris-
on?

This report summarizes recent sen-
tencing patterns and time served by
Federal offenders. Time served is re-
ported by sentence, offense category,
offense seriousness, and offender char-
acteristics. The report provides an
overview of the factors that affect
time served in prison and identifies
those offender characteristics most
likely to result in post-release miscon-
duct and revocation of parole and pro-
bation.

Major findings include:

e Of Federal offenders convicted be-
tween July 1, 1985, and June 30, 1986,
51% were sentenced to prison terms;
37% were sentenced to probation only;
and the remainder received fines or
other sentences. The average prison
sentence for offenders receiving regu-
lar prison sentences was slightly less
than 5 1/2 years.

® The length of time served was direct-
ly related to the length of sentence.

For offenders who had their first parole
hearing between July 1, 1978, and June




30, 1680, those who were sentenced to
*_prison terms of 1 to 5 years served, on
average, about 2 years (approximately
70% of the imposed term). Offenders
sentenced to prison terms between 15
and 20 years were estimated to serve
an average of 89 months, or more than
7 years (39% of the sentence terms).

¢ On average, among Federal offenders
receiving sentences of more than 1
year, those offenders convicted of rob-
bery and drug offenses were incarcer-
ated for longer periods than most other
types of offenders (6 years and 3 years,
respectively), Time served was longer
for offenders with serious prior prison
records.

¢ Between 1979 and 1986, average
lengths of regular prison sentences
increased by 32%.

@ Overall, of more than 24,000 Federal
offenders leaving probation and parole
between July 1, 1985, and June 30,
1986, more than 1 in 5 had committed a
new crime or violated the technical
conditions for release; 62% of those on
parole and 83% of those on probation
completed their full parole or probation
terms.

¢ During the 12 months ending June 30,
1986, 38% of the offenders terminating
parole supervision had parole revoked
and, in most cases, were returned to
prison for major new criminal violations
(15%), minor new criminal vielations
(4%), or technical violations (19%).
During the same period, 17% of the of-
fenders terminating probation supervis-
ion were removed for major (4%), minor
{2%), or technieal (11%) violations.

@ Revocation of parole for major new
criminal violations increased from 1979
to 1986 and was more than twice as
frequent in 1986 (15.4%) as in 1979
(6.8%).

@ Revocation of parole and probation
for a new erime or technical violation
was more likely for males, blacks, less
educated offenders, offenders with
prior criminal records, and offenders
convicted of robbery or forgery.

¢ Paroled offenders who had previously

served either a prison or jail term were

" about three times as likely to have pa-

- role revoked as offenders with no prior
convictions.

Federal Jegislation

The Comprehensive Crime Control
Act of 1984 (Public Law 98-473) direct-
ly addresses Federal sentencing prac-
tices. The act eliminates parole and

reduces the amount of "good time" that
prison.administrators may grant toward
fulfillment of the offender's sentence.
The United States Sentencing Commis-
sion was established and charged with
the responsibility of drafting guidelines
for sentencing convicted Federal
offenders.

The Commission's draft guidelines
were published early in 1987, and guide~
lines were submitted to Congress on
April 13, 1987. The guidelines are
intended to provide release dates that
are more predictable and fairer than
those resulting from the application of
parole and good time credits. In addi-
tion, the act seeks to reinforce the
deterrent effect of incarceration by
increasing the certainty of time that
offenders will be required to serve.
More specifically, the act provides that
in developing guidelines the Sentencing
Commission:

® Review current sentencing practices
and analyze the lengths of time
dctually served by Federal offenders.

o Consider, among other factors, the
nature and circumstances of the
offense and the history and charac-
teristics of the defendant.

e Design sentences that protect the
public and provide certain, fair, and
appropriate punishment for convicted
offenders.

The act also provides that, in evalu~
ating offender characteristics, consid-~
eration be given to the offender’s age,
education, vocational skills, drug
dependence, employment record, family'
and community ties, and eriminal his-
tory. :

Sentencing patterns

Offenders convicted in Federal Dis=
friet Court may be sentenced to incar-
ceration, probation, payment of a fine,
or a variant of these options.. '

A total of 40,740 offenders were
convicted and sentenced in the 12
months prior to June 30, 1986 (table
1), More than half (51%) were sen-
tenced to prison. About 73% of the in-
carcerated offenders received regular,
or straight, prison terms. The remain-
der received split sentences (a combin-
ation of prison and probation) or sen-
tences under the Federal Youth Correc-
tions Act or the Youthful Offender Act.

About 37% of all convicted offenders
received sentences of straight proba-
tion, that is, probation with no associ~
ated prison term.. The remainder were
fined or received other sentences.

Table 1. Sentences imposed on Federal offenders, July 1, 1985-June 30, 1986

Prison Probation
Regular term
Total Average Average
defendants Defendantg Defendants sentence Defendants sentence

Offense sentenced sentenced sentenced  (months) sentenced . - {months)

Total 40,740 20,621 15,002 64.6 15,230 35.5
Homicide 123 81 78 193.7 13 38.3
Robbery 1,141 1,060 863 161.3 66 55.2
Assault 411 228 163 58.3 144 27.3
Burglary 101 71 52 62.6 29 34.9
Larceny and theft 3,395 1,366 927 46.0 1,680 33.7
Embezzlement 1,766 511 229 37.8 1,222 40.4
Fraud 6,646 2,801 1,755 41.5 3,577 41.7
Auto theft 374 274 214 55.0 95 44,7
Forgery and counter-

feiting 2,286 1,059 759 49,9 1,189 36.6
Sex offenses - 226 135 102 §1.0 - 81 42.2
Drug prevention and -

control act 10,764 8,152 6,601 70.0 2,353 38.7
Miscellaneous

general offenses 6,837 1,600 1,080 62.0 2,022 17.0
Weapons and firearms 1,648 1,063 798 54.0 536 41.8
Immigration laws 2,443 1,431 844 20.9 913 41.4
Liquor, internal

revenue 15 4 3 28.7 9 40.0
Federal statutes 2,064 767 534 55.6 1,301 30.0

qncludes offenders receiving prison,
robation, fines, and other sentences.
cludes regular prison terms, split
sentences, indeterminate sentences, and
sentences under the Youth Corrections Act
and Youthful Offender provisions.

®Includes marijuana, drug, and controlled
5ubstance violations.

Excludes weapons and firearms.
Source: Administrative Office of the U.S.
Courts, Annual Report, June 30, 1986, Table D-5.




The average prison sentence for of-
fenders receiving regular prison sen-
tences was slightly less than 5 1/2
years. Approximately 39% of these
‘received sentences of more than 5
‘years; 16% were sentenced to 1 year or
less. The average length of a straight
probation sentence was nearly 3 years;
33% of those sentenced to straight pro~
bation were sentenced to more than 3
yeari of probation and 22% to 1 year or
less.™ {Throughout this report,
sentence lengths refer to the maximum
-term specified by the judge.)

Average regular prison sentences
varied across offense types. The long-
est sentences were imposed for homi-
cide and robbery. The average sen-
tence for homicide offenders serving a
regular prison term was about 16 years,
excluding life sentences. The average
sentence for robbery was more than 13
years. The average regular prison sen-
tence for all drug law violations (in-
cluding marijuana) was 5 years and 10
months; the average prison sentence for
drug law violations excluding marijuana
was 6 years and 2 months.

Between 1979 and 1986 average sen-
tence lengths for persons convicted of
drug law violations and fraud increased
by 38% and 43%, respectively (table
2). Average sentence length increased
41% for weapons offenses and 10% for
robbery. Overall, sentence lengths in-
creased by 32% between 1979 and 1986.

Factors affecting time served in prison

Since 1976, offenders sentenced to
terms of 1 year or less have been ineli-
gible for parole, Offenders sentenced
to between 6 and 12 months, however,
are eligible to have "good time"
deducted from the sentence.” For
sentences of less than-6 months, time
served equals time sentenced.

Offenders sentenced to terms of
more than 1 year prior to the effective
dates of the Comprehensive Crime
Control Act of 1984 are eligible for
parole. Decisions on early release are
made by the Parole Commission follow-
ing guidelines that indicate ranges of
time to be served. The guidelines are
based on criteria that rank the serious-

Ithe percentages of offenders sentenced for more
than 1 year and 1 year or less was derived from the
Annual Report, Administrative Office of U.S.
Courts, 1986, Table D-5,

Zprior to enactment of the Comprehensive Crime
Control Act of 1984, good time was earned as
follows: sentence of 6 months to 1 year, 5 days a
month; 1-3 years, 6 days a month; 3-5 years, 7 days
a month; 5-10 years, 8 days a month; and more than
10 years, 10 days a month. Additional good time is
available for employment and exceptionally
meritorious duty, -

July 1, 1978-June 30, 1986

Table 2. Average regular prison sentences for selected Federal offenses,

Average Federal prison sentences (months)

Offense

1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986

All offenses 49.0 51.9 55.3 58.6 57.2 58.0 60.2 64.6

Robbery 147.2 143.4 157.0 167.9 - 154,1 154,6 155.3 161.3
Drug prevention

and control act#® 50.8 54.5 55.5 61.4 63.8 65.7 64.8 70.9

Fraud 29.1 31.9 33.2 35.8 36.3 35.9 38.4 41.5

~ Weapons and firearms 38.4 48.9 42,9 40.0 43.3 43.8 43.4 54.0

Note: Regular prison sentences do not
include split sentences (18 U.S.C. 3651),
indeterminate sentences (18 U.S.C. 4205 B(1)
and (2)), and sentences under the Youthful
Offender Act (18 U.S.C. 5010 (B) (C)).
Approximately one-fourth of all Federal
prison sentences were in one of these

categories in the 12 months preceding June 30,
1986.

*Includes marijuana, drug, and controlled
substance violations.

Source: Administrative Office of the U.5.
Courts, Annual Report, 1973-86, Table D-5.

ness of the eriminal event and the risk
posed by the offender as measured by
the "salient factor score."

The "salient factor score" predicts
an offender's "parole prognosis" on the
basis of prior convictions, previous
commitments, age (current and at time
of convietion and commitment), time
elapsed since last commitment, proba-
tion/parole/confinement/escape status,
and drug dependence. Offenders with
high scores are considered better parole
risks.

Unless otherwise provided by statute
or judicial order, offenders serving reg-
ular prison terms are eligible for parole
after a third of their term, or, in the
case of a life sentence or sentence over
30 years, after serving 10 years. The
actual date of release and percent of
sentence served may reflect both the
amount of good time earned and the
decision of the Parole Commission.




' Length of sentence

Table 3. Average time served by adults convicted of Federal offenses
with first parole hearing between Juiy 1, 1979, and June 39, 1988,
Among a cohort of offenders sen- by offense and sentence length
. tenced to more than 1 year, who had Percent Number of
their initial parole hearing between of seiterice offaniass
JUIy 1, 1979, and June 30, 1980, the Time served served sentenced
length of time served was directly rel-
ated to the length of the original sen- A e ces 43.3 months 59.1% 8,681
tence. Offenders receiving longer sen- 12-60 months 23.5 69.5 4,875
tences generally remained in prison for 61-120 49.7 50.5 1,851
longer periods, although they typically 121-180 717 43.7 1,003
served a smaller percent of the original 181-240 89.1% 39.4% 557
g , o 241+ 119.5% 36.7% 395
sentence than offenders receiving
shorter terms (table 3). Offenders con- Ro[;“ﬁﬂs'gntences 2.9 9.0% 1535
- . - . . . ,
’ vieted of more serious crimes and of 12-60 months 35.0 76.1 147
.-fenders who have more serious records 61-120 57.2 55.0 462
tended to serve longer terms than other i§1~180 gg-:’ gg-g‘ 42;
1-240 . . 32
offenders. 241+ 109.7+ 35.6¢ 180 -
.. In general, under the parole and All sentences 38,5 58.6% 2,700
"good time" policies in effect between 12-60 months 25.1 70.3 1,520
1980 and 1986, the longer the sentence 61-120 44.2 45.8 715
~imposed on an offender, the longer the 121180 S5l o e
time served by that offender in prison. 241+ 99.4% 33.5¢ 42
On the average, offenders in this cohort . \
h t ed to bet 1and 5 Monetary crimes?
who were sentenced to between 1 an All sentences 26.5 63.8% 2,364
years for all types of offenses typically 12-60 months 21.4 67.4 1,962
served about 2 years. Offenders 61-120 ‘615~7 §2'7 309
sentenced to between 15 &nd 20 years e 2.0 -6 6
were estimated to serve an average of 241+ - - 11
89 months (7 years and 5 months). W
0 All sentences 31.5 69.4% 391
The percent of time served by an 12-60 months 25.9 74.8 309
yec by
offender, however, dropped rapidly as ‘15;;120 48.1 ,88d ‘lié
the length of the sentence increased. Other®
On average, for example, Hffenders in er
: | All sentences 50.2 60.4% 1,691
th;s same cohort sentenced to bgtween 19-60 mohths 22.8 701 *937
1 and 5 years served 70% of their sen- 61-120 55.8 55,8 301
tences, whereag offendery sentenced to 121-180 76-0: 46-0: 163
terms between 15 to 20 years were es- 181-240 94.4 4T 129
: , < 241+ 138.0® 39,5 161
timated to have served approximately
39% of their sentences. Note: Table includes all adult offenders who %ncludes marijuana, drug, and controlied
had their initial hearing between July 1, 1979, ubstance offenses.
and June 30, 1980, and who were released cludes counterfeiting, forgery, fraud, mail
prior to January 1, 1987, or had & release theft, émbezzlement, interstate transporta-.
date scheduled by the Parole Commission for tion of stolen securities, and receiving stolen
a later date. Offenders sentenced to 1 year property with intent to sell. Excludes
or less, and therefore not eligible for parole, burglary and theft.
are excluded. CAll other offenses such as immigration
*More than 10% of the release dates are offenses, motor vehicle theft, regulatory
estimated based on scheduled release dates. offenses, rape, and kidnaping,
—20 or fewer offenders. Source: BJS analysis of Federal Parole
Commission data.




E Offense

Among this echort of offenders who

" received sentences of more than1 year

and who had their first parole hearing

between July 1, 1979, and June 30,
1980, time served in prison also varied
with the offense for which the offender
was convicted. On the averege, persons
convicted of more serious Federal
crimes, such as robbery and drug offen-
ses, remained incarcerated for the
longest time (6 years and 3 years, re-
spectively). Offenders convicted of
monetary crimes served the shortest
time,

Within offense categories the sever-
ity of the criminal act also affected
total time served (table 4). Offenders
in the cohort who were convicted of
more violent or serious forms of partic-
ular offenses served longer prison
terms. Time served by offenders con-
vieted of "moderate" drug violations
(such as possession with intent to sell)
typically ranged from less than 2 years
for lowest-risk offenders to nearly 3
1/2 years for highest-risk offenders.
Time served by offenders convicted of
more serious drug offenses (such as
large-scale sales and distribution) typi-
cally ranged from more than 4 years to
slightly more than 6 1/2 years. The
longest average time served was esti~
mated for the highest level of offense
seriousness (including robberies involv-
ing serious injury}, with estimates rang-
ing from more than 6 1/2 years to near-
ly 10 years.

Because the study did not include
those offenders sentenced to short
terms of 1 year or less, the average
number of months served by all offend-
ers in each crime category may be less
than than the number of months shown
in tables 3 and 4.

Offender characteristics

For purposes of releasing Federal
prisoners to parole, offender character-
istics are classified by the Parole
Commission according to the "salient
factor score," which is designed to pre-
dict the likelihood that an offender will
succeed (or fail) on parole.

In general, the length of time served
by an offender corresponded to the se-
riousness of his salient factor score.
For example, among the offenders sen-
tenced to more than 1 year with initial
parole hearings between July 1, 1979,
and June 30, 1980, those with higher
risk salient factor scores (indicating,
for example, more serious prior eriminal
records or drag dependence) remained
in prison for longer periods of time.

Table 4. Time served by Federal offenders convicted of Federal offenss;s, by offense serioumess
and Psrole Commission risk ranking (salient factor score)

Parole Commiission risk categories by salient factor score?
Lowest Low High Highest
Offense seriousness® offenders risk risk risk risk
Al offenses 43.3 months  31.0 months - 40.6 months 49,9 months = 59.2 months
Low 20.7 - - - -—
Low to moderate 23.4 16.4 20.7 21.5 27.8
Monetary®—less 14.2 18.8 21.8 28.0
than $2,000 )
Modemts 24.5 15.8 21.0 29.0 35.7
Drugs®--possession/ 20.8 25.7 42.9 41.7
intent to sell
Monetary=-$2,000 to 14.6 19.7 27.6 35.3
$20,000
Weapon~—possession/ -~ —_— 26.1 33.3
sale/single weapon .
High 29.8 20.5 ' 30.4 39.2 43.1
Drugs—>5-g. opiate, 22.2 35.1 44.8 48.4
100-g. cocaine
Monetary—$20,000 to 17.4 25.4 37.5 46.9
$100,000
Weapon—possession/ 23.7 22.6 35.1 33.1
sale/multiple weapons
or machine guns
Very high 49.9 30.9 48.9 62.9 T4.4
Robbery—1 or 48.1 58.4 71.3 78.9
2 instances
Drugs—>5+g. opiate, 28.9 43.7 47.6 60.8
100+g. cocaine
‘Monetary—$100,000 to 23.0 4 41.2 581.4 51.0
$500,000
Greatest (1) 61.8 46.3 63.0 77.8% 88.5%
Robbery—3 or 55.9 84.6* 85.8 95.8*
4 instances
Drugs—large scale 52.5 60.8 T1.4% 76.3
or proprietary
Monetary—excess of 32.4 - d -
$500,000
Greatest (i) 100.7* 79.2% 94.6% 108.0* 118.0%
Robbery—serious )
injury - - 89.0% 106.1*

Note: See table 3.

*More than 10% of the release dates are
- -estimated.

—20 or fewer offenders.

20 1fenses are classified according to

Parole Commission categories in effect

at time of initial parole hearing. 1983

revisions to the offense seriousness seale

upgrade the seriousness of some offenses

such as those involving cocaine and

heroin.

bsalient factor score rating 9-11 equals
lowest risk; 6-8 is low risk; 45 is high risk;
0-3 is highest risk.

CIncludes forgery, fraud, mail theft,
embezzlement, and interstate transport of

stolen property with intent to sell; excludes

laurglary and theft.

Includes marijuana, drugs, and controlled
substance offenses.
Source: BJS analysis of Federal Parole
Commission data.

Offenders with "highest risk" salient
factor scores served an average of
nearly 5 years (59 months) in prison.
This contrasts with offenders with

"lowest-risk" salient factor scores, who

served an average of 31 months in
prison.

Offenders with higher-risk salient

factor scores aiso served longer periods
in prison at each level of offense seri-
ousness. Offenders classified as having
equal risk levels, however, served long-
er periods of time in prison when con-
victed of more serious offenses.




Time served after pamle‘fevocation

Because some offenders violate the
conditions of their parole and are re-
- turned to prison, the total time served
for a particular offense may include
time served beforé parole as well as
additional time serye<.after parole
revocation. The anmodint of additional
time served following revocation varied
with the offender's prior record, the
cause of revocation, and the initial of-
fense (table 5).

As might be expected, offenders
initially convicted of the most serious
offenses were estimated to serve sub-
stantially more additional time after
parole revocation’ (30- months on aver-
age) than those offenders initially con-
victed of the least serious offenses
(who served an average additional 16
months). Similarly, offenders with the
highest-risk salient factor szores, prob-
ably reflecting serious prior eriminal
reconds, served longer periods of addi-
tional time (31 months on average) than
offenders with lowest~risk salient fac-
tor scores (20 months). This may re-
flect the fact that high-risk offenders
were more likely to have committed
serious offenses while on parole or that
such offenders had initially received
longer sentences and had ionger periods
remaining to serve after parole revoca-
tion.

Probation and parole

The Comprehensive Crime Control
Act,of 1984 eliminates parole for of-
fenders sentenced after the éffective
date of the act. However, it provides
that probation and supervised release
after imprisonment shall be considered
as sentencing options when appropri~
ate. Data on current parole and proba-
tion practices and on the success rates
for different ;;utegories of offenders
released under such supervision is rele-
vant to these considerations.

In the 12 months preceding June 30,
1986, 24,568 Federal offenders left
parole and probation supervision as a
resuit of completion of the required
period of supervision or revocation for
a new violation. Nearly 22% (5,398)

. had supervision revoked for either a
new criminal violation or a technical
violation of the conditions of parole or
probation (table 6).

Table 3. Avera.ge time served by Federal offenders following parole revocation, by sericumess
of original offense and Parcle Commission visk ranking (salient factor score)

Parole Comimission risk categories by salient factor scoreP

 Greatest (0) 30.4 -

Offense All

seriousness risk levels Lowest risk Low risk High risk Highest risk
AL levels® 27.0 months  18.5 months  22.2 months  27.0 months  31.1 months

Low 16.0 - - — -

Low to moderate 17.4 17.2 15.4 18.6 19.6

Moderate 19.% 16.2 18.4 21.7 19.7

High 22.9 15.6 18.9 26.5 26.7

Very high 27.3 18.9 25.1 27.2 34.4%

Greatest () 28.5 26.9% Z’(.l 29.6 30.7

Note: Calculations were based on all adult,
Jjuvenile, and youthful offenders whose first
parole hearing following a revocation
occurred between July 1, 1981, and June 30,
1983. Time served was baséd on the release
date for offenders released prior to January
1, 1987, and the projected release date (set
by the Parole Commission) for offenders
scheduled for release after January 1, 1987,
— 20 or fewer offenders.

*More than 10% of released dates are
estimated.

Categories correspond to Parole Commission
categories in effect at time of parole hearing
géter revocation.

ee note b, table'4,
®See table 4 for examples of offenses within
each category.
Source: BJS analysis of Federal Parole
Commission data.

Table 6. Federal offenders Icaving parole and probation supervision,
b basis for termination of supervision, July 1, 1985~June 30, 1986

Violation
Total No violation® Major® Minor® Technicald
Parole- 5,535 3,449 855 192 1,039
Probation® 19,033 15,723 771 351 - 2,188
Total 24,568 19,172 1,626 543 3,227

8neludes expiration of term, early release,

d other.
g?nvolved in or convicted of new major
offense or sentenced to over 90 days
imprisonment or 1 year probation.
CConvicted of minor offense with sentence of
less than 90 days imprisonment or 1 year
probation.

-€Imposed by judge or magistrate,

dyiolation of supervision conditions other thah
new conviction (may include drug or alechol
abuse).

Source: Administrative Office of the U.S.
Courts, Annual Report, 1985, Table E-7.

New criminal violations include ma-
jor and minor violations. Major viola~
tions are defined as convictions for a
new major offense or a séntence to
either more than 90 days imprisonment
or 1 year probation. Minor violations
are convictions for a mincr offense
with a sentence of less than 90 days
imprisonment or 1 year probation.
Technical violations are violations of
the conditions of parole or probation
without conviction for a new offense
but with possible violations for drug or
alcohol abuse.

Of the 5,535 persons leaving parole
supervision, 62% completed the full
term of parole; 38% were removed
from supervision, and in most cases
returned to custody, for major parole
violations (15%), minor violations (4%),
or technical violations (19%).

Of 19,033 offenders whose probation
ended, 83% completed the full term of
supervision. The remaining 17% were
removed from supervision for major
(4%), minor (2%), or technical (11%)
violations,

Successful completion of probation
remained relatively constant between
1979 and 1986 (table 7). Revocation of
parole for major violations increased,
however, and was more than twice as
frequent in 1986 (15.4%) as in 1979
(6.8%), peaking at 15.9% in 1984.




Factors determining success
‘on parole and probation

A variety of factors are related to
the likelihood that an offender will
have parole or probation supervision
revoked for either a new crime or a
technical violation (table 8).

Overall, during the 12-month period
ending June 30, 1983, offenders re-
leased on parole had supervision re-
voked for technical violations (8.0%)
and new crimes (6.6%) more often than
offenders released on probation, whose
probation revocation rates for technical
arzinew erime offenses were 4.1% and
2.6%.

This difference may suggest that of-

" fenders sentenced to probation are gen-

erally better risks than those sentenced

to prison and‘ subsequently. released on

parole.

Among the same cohort of offenders
released on either probation or parole,
revocation for a technical violation or a
new crime was generally more likely
for males (7.3% probation, 14,6%
parole) than females (5.0% probation,
13.5% parole) and for blacks (10.9%
probation, 19.3% parole) than others
(5.4% probation, 12.1% parole). Of-
fenders with the lowest levels of educa-
tion and persorns ¢onvicted of robbery
and forgery were also more. likely to
have parole or probation revoked than
were offenders who had higher levels of
education or were convicted of drug
offenses, fraud, or embezzlement.

Offenders with priar prison records
were also more likely to violate proba-
tion and parole conditions than were
offenders without records. Of indi-
viduals on probation, 16,9% of the
offenders with prior prison records had
supervision revoked for new crimes
(7.2%) or technieal violations (9.7%). A
total of 3.5% of offenders with no prior
convictions had probation revoked.
Similarly, paroled offenders with prior

Table 8. Percent of Federal offenders on probation or parole between July 1, 1982,
and June 30, 1983, whose supervision was revoked, by offender characteristics
Probation Parole®
Total Supervision Total Supervision
persons revoked for persons revoked for
Offender on New Technical on New Technical
characteristics probation erime?  violation® parole crime® violation
Total 26,826 2.6% 4.1% 11,845 6.6% 8.0%
Sex '
Male 20,860 2.9 4.4 11,060 6.7 7.9
Female 5,912 1,7 3.3 783 4.6 8.9
Race
Black 6,233 3.9 7.0 4,049 9.4 9.9
White/otherd 20,415 2.2 3.2 7,708 5.1 7.0
Marital status
Married® 13,936 1.9 2.9 4,668 4.6 6.5
Not married 12,594 3.5 5.5 7,062 7.9 8.9
Eduecation completed
Less than
high schogl 11,554 3.5 5.4 6,543 7.4 8.8
High school 7,929 2.3 3.7 3,199 6.6 8.4
Some college 6,727 1.5 2.4 1,857 3.9 4.6
Criminal record®
No convictions 12,699 1.4 2.1 2,368 3.1 3.2
Probation 6,962 3.2 4.6 2,945 5.7 7.0
Jail term 2,345 4.7 9.1 1,554 7.7 9.9
Prison term 2,125 7.2 9.7 4,221 9.1 10.9
Offense
Robbery 382 5.2 7.3 2,784 9.7 9.2
Forgery 1,429 6.4 6.4 457 12.7 13.1
Embezzlement 2,849 .8 1.9 128 6.3 8.6
Drugs 4,023 1.7 3.9 5,365 3.7 6.9
Weapons 1,328 3.9 4.4 305 6.6 8.2
Fraud 6,196 1.3 2.4 402 4.9 5.5
Other 10,619 3.5 5.3 2,404 8.6 8.4
Note: Data encompass all offenders whe Cviolation of supervision conditions other
were initially received for supervision than conviction of a new offense (may include
{probation or parole) prior to July 1, 1982, grug or alcohol abuse).
and whose expiration dates were after June All offenders classified as other than black.
30, 1983. Thus, offenders were potentially at ®Includes common law marriage.
risk for the same 12-month period. The data Includes vocational and technical degree.
exclude military cases and offenders serving Categories are mutually exclusive and
probation or parole from other than a U.S. exhaustive, classified by the most severe prior
District Court or magistrate. Records sentence.
lacking information on offender Source: BJS analysis of probation master file
- characteristics are included in the total. provided by the Administrative Office of the
&Includes special parole. U.S. Courts.
cludes "major" and "minor" violations.

prison records were three times as like-
ly to have supervision revoked (20.0%)
as were persons with no prior convie-
tions (6.3%).

Table 7. Basis for Federal of{enders leaving parole and probation supervision, 1979-1986

1979 1380 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986
Parole?® B
No violation® 74.9% 69.0% 67.9% 70.0% 68.9% 63.0% 61.9% 62.3%
Major violation® 6.8 9.0 10.5 11.8 12.4 15.9 14.5 15.4
Probation
No violation 84,7% 84.0% 83.8% 83.4% 83.4% 84.4% 83.2% 82.6%
Major violation 3.2 3.6 3.6 3.9 4.4 3.9 4.4 4.1

Note: Data are for the 12 months ending

June 30 of each year.

AExeludes military and special parole,
cludes expiration of term, early release,

and other.

®mvolved in or convicted of new major

offense or sentenced to more than 90 days
imprisonment or 1 year probation.

‘Source: Administrative Office of the U.S.

Courts, Annual Report, 1979-1986, Table E-7.




Methodology

Caleilations for tables 1, 2, 6,and 7
were drawn directly from the published
sources-cited in the tables' notes.

Tables 3, 4, and 5 were calculated by
Abt Assoeiates Inc. from the U.S.
Parole Commission's parole decision
hearing (PDH) file. The PDH file is
continuously updated, and a copy was
provided in January 1987 for these cal-
culations. :

- In these three tables, time served is
based on the actual date of release
from custody for offenders released
prior to January 1, 1987. For those of-
fenders not released by that date, time
served is an estimate based on the
assumption that the offender will be
released at the projected release date
scheduled at the most recent parole
hearing.

An earlier version of the PDH file
(July 1984) was used to validate the ac-
curacy of the procedure for estimating
time served; estimates of time served,
derived by using the 1984 copy of the
file, were compared with actual times
served asrecorded in the 1987 copy o
the file. In table 5, for example, 746 of
the offenders whose times served were
known in January 1987 were shown in
the 1984 file with release dates set but
not yet achieved; only 28 of these of-
fenders' actual release dates differed
from the date shown in the 1984 file,
and the average actual time served for
these 28 offenders was nearly identical
to their average estimated time served.

Overall, 3.6% of offenders in tables
3 and 4 and 7.5% in table 5 had their
time served estimated from release
dates set but not yet achieved by Jan-
uary 1, 1987. The statisties in these
tables are averages (means) of the
length of time actually spent or to be
spent in custody. The averages are not
direetly comparable with medians (50th
percentiles), which may be published in
other sources. Since the study does not
inelude offenders sentenced to 1 year
or less, the actual average number of
months served by all offenders in each
crime category may be lower than the
number of months shown in tables 3 and
4,

Because tables 4 and 5 represent two
separate groups of individuals, the data
presented in this report do not neces-
sarily permit calculation of the full
time served by any single group of of-
fenders. Development of a single table
tracing the full correctional history for
a specific cohort of offenders was not
attempted because it would require

data for more calendar years than were
readily available and would be based on
less current data.

Each record in the PDH file de-
seribes the outcome of a single parole
hearing, together with any regional or
national appeals of the results of the
hearing. Thus, & prison inmate may
have multiple records of parole hear-
ings in this file. Ordinarily, the length
of time the inmate has already been in
custody increases from one record to
the next in accordance with the dates
of the records. For example, a hearing
record for February 1984 ordinarily
would show 13 more months of custody
than a record from January 1983 for
the same inmate. However, if in the
interim the inmate had been released
and returned to custody on a parole
violation; the length of custody shown
on the February 1984 record would
refer to the number of months since the
latest date received. Further, the type
of offense shown on the February 1984
record might differ from the offense
type on earlier records. Accordingly,
the PDH file permits analysis of
offenders who have violated parole
even though the records do not provide
any specific information about the
parole violation. In table 5, the seri-
ousness of the offense shown on the
inmate's first parole hearing record (be-
fore the violation) is used to define the
categories in the table.

The offense seriousness shown in
tables 4 and 5 is coded by the Parole
Commission. The particular types of
offenses listed in table 4 do not define
the offense seriousness categories;
rather, they are typical examples of
offenses that would ordinarily have the
seriousness level indicated.

Inmates with sentences shorter than
1 year are excluded from the statisties
in tables 3, 4, and 5 because they do not
have any records in the PDH file.

Table 8 was calculated by Abt Asso-
ciates Inc, from the probation and pa-
role master file, maintained by the
Administrative Office of the U.S.
Courts. It shows statistics for those
who were at risk of violating supervis~
ion for the entire 12-month period from
July 1, 1982, to June 30, 1983. Thus
the figures should be comparable with
statistics from other sources that are
based on 1-year risk periods. Individ-
uals on supervision for part of the
indicated 12-month period (for exam-
ple, those whose supervision started
during the period or whose supervision
terminated normally during the period)
are not included in the statisties in
table 8. Because the reported rates in

table 8 are for a 12-month period, the |
rates are lower than the overall failure
rate among these offenders during the
full supervision period.

This Bureau of Justice Statistics
special report was prepared by Abt
Associates Ine. under the program
direction of Carol Kaplan, chief,
Federal statistics and information
policy branch. The report was
edited by Frank D. Balog. Marilyn
Marbrook, publications unit chief,
administered report production,
assisted by Jeanne Harris, Arlene
F. James, and June Maynard.

June 1987, NCJ-101043

The Assistant Attorney General,
Office of Justice Programs, coor-
dinates the criminal and juvenile
justice activities of the following
prograra Offices and Bureaus: the
Bureau of Justice Statistics,
National Institute of Justice,
Bureau of Justice Assistance,
Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention, and the
Office of Vietims of Crime.

New releases from BJS

® Recidivism of young parolees, BJS
Special Report, NCJ~104916, 5/87

® Criminal victimization in the U.S.,
1985, NCJ-104273, 5/87

e Prisoners in 1986, BJS Bulletin, NCJ-
104864, 5/87

e Automated fingerprint identification
systems: Technology and policy issues,
NCJ-104342, 5/87

e Robbery victims, BJS Special Report,
NCJ-104638, 4/87

o Series crimes: Report of a field test,
B}IS Technical Report, NCJ-104615,
4/87

o Historical corrections statisties in the
U.S., 1850-1984, NCJ-102529, 4/87

e Justice expenditure and employment,
1985, BJS Bulletin, NCJ~104460, 3/87
e Litetime likelihood of victimization,
BJS Technical Report, NCJ-104274,
3/87

e Imprisonment in four countries, BJS
Special Report, NCJ-103967, 2/87

e Violent crime by strangers and non-
strangers, BJS Special Report, NCJ-
103702, 1/87

e 1986 directory of automated criminal
justice information systems, NCJ-
102260, 1,000 pp., 1/87
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Need a specialized
report—one tailor-
made just for you?

The National Criminal Justice Ref-
erence Service’s new Fact-Finding
Service is your solution. Get
answers to your hard-to-find crimi-
nal justice questions in a report
tailored just for you.

We'll gather the facts and figures
using BJS resources, NCJRS re-
sources, professional associations,
news articles, juvenile justice agen-
cies, or whatever it takes to find the
answers. We then send you a full
report that matches your specific
needs.

ULl

E___

Examples of reports:

® statistical tables and graphs with
explanatory text;

@ State-by-State program or legis-
lative information presented in
an easy-to-read format;

® specialized directories or listings
of justice agencies, organiza-
tions, or instructions;

@ crime trend information over a
specified period of time.

Prices:

Your cost for the Fact-Finding
Service covers actual expenses
only. Prices are determined by the
time needed torespond to your re-
quest. A request that requires up to
5 hours could cost between $75 and
$250.

Call NCJRS with your request. An
information specialist will estimate
the cost. We can begin work as
soon as we have your approval.

Call toll free for more information:
National Criminal Justice Refer-

ence Service sponsored by the Na- -
tional Institute of Justice

800-851-3420

Justice Statistics Clearinghouse
sponsored by the Bureau of Justice
Statistics

800-732-3277

Juvenile Justice Clearinghouse
sponsored by the Office of Juvenile
Justice and Delinquency Prevention

800-638-8736




For librarians
and researchers...

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

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

National Crime Survey

National Prisoner Statistics

Justice Expenditure and Employment Survey
Computer Crime Series

BJS Bulletins and Special Reports
Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statistics.

A free Topical Bibliography accompanies your order.

Each copy of the SLiM is shipped with a copy of the Topical Bibliography
Publications of the Bureau of Justice Statistics, 1971-8), which puts at
your fingertips more than 200 reference sources and ideas on criminal
justice statistics issues and programs, The Topical Bibliography also serves
as an index to the SLiM and contains an informative abstract of each
document, as well as subject and title indexes to provide easy reference,

Order form

countries).

SLiM packages.

Name ___
Title -
[ Yes! Please send me the Burewn of
Justice Statistics SLIM and a free Agency
Topical Bibliography for $203.00 U.S. , i
- and Canada {($248.25 other foreign Address _

Telephone (__ )

[3 I don't wish to order the SLiM, but [
would like the Topical Bibliography, O My check for
Publications of the Bureau of Justice ’

is enclosed,

Statistics, 1971-1985 (291 pages) for $17.50 (3 Charge my _______ VISA ______ MasterCard

($18.50 Canada, $22.50 other foreign s .

countries). Card no. Exp. date —_—
{7 I'd also like information about other Signature

O Charge my NCJRS Deposit Account no.

Return with your payment to: Justice . )
Statistics Clearinghouse/NCIRS, Dept. {3 Government Purchase Order no.
F-AGB, Box 6000, Rockville, MD 20850, (please add a $2.00 processing fee)
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e Bureau ofdustace Statistics reports -

{revised June 1987}

-Call toll:tree 800-732-3277 (local
251-5500).to order BJS reports, to be added
to one’of thé BJS mailing lists, or to speak
to a reference specialist in statistics at the
Justice Statistics Clearinghouse, National

. Criminal Justice Reference Service,
. Box 6000, Rockville; MD 20850. Single
-:coples ‘of reports are free; use NCJ number

to order, Postage and handling are charged

«for bulk ordersy of single reports. For single
-.copies of multiple titles, up.to-10 titles are

free; 11-40 titles $10; miore than 40, $20;
libraries call for spec:al rates.

Public-use tapes of BJS data sets and
other ¢riminal justice data are available
from the ‘Criminal Justice Archive and
Information Network, P.O. Box 1248, Ann

Arbor; MI-48106.(31 3-763-501 Q).

* Nationai Crime Survey

Criminal victimization in the U.S.:
1985 (final report), NCJ-104273, 5/87
1984 {final report), NCJ-100435, 5/86
1983 (final report), NCJ-96459, 10/85
1982 (final report) NGJ-92820, 11/84

BJS special reports:

Robbery vnctams, NCJ-104638, 4787

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

Preventing domestic violence against women,
NGJ-102037,8/86 - /;

Crime prevantjon measures, NCJ100438, 3/86

The use of weapons in committing crimes,
NCJ-099643, 1/86

Repz?mng cnmes to the police, NCJ-99432‘

85

Locating city, suburban and rural crime, NCJ-
89535, 12/85

The risk of viclent crime, NCJ-97119,5/85

The economic cost of crime to victims, NCJ-

" 93450, 4/84

Family violence, NCJ-93449, 4/84

BJS bulletins:

Households touched by crime, 1985,
NCJ-101685, 6/86

‘Criminal victirization, 1984, NCJ-98904, 10/85
The crime of rape, NCJ-96777, 3/85
Household burglary, NCJ-96021, 1/85
Criminal victimization, 1983, NGJ- -03869, 6/84
Violent crime by strangers, NCJ -80829, 4/82
Crine and the elderly, NCJ-79614, 1/82
Measuring crime, NCJ-75710, 2/81

Series ¢rimes; Report-of afield test (BJS
technical report), NCJ-104615, 4/87

Crime and older Americansinformation package,
NCJ-104569; $10 domestic, 5/87
Lifetime. likelihood of victimization, (BJS tech-

nical report), NCJ}104274, 3/87

Teenage victims, NC103138, 12/86

Response to screening quesllons inthe National
Crime Survey (BJS technical report), NCJ-
97624,7/865.

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

The National Crime Survey: Working papers,
vol. I; Current and historical perspectives,
NCJ75374,8/82
vol. Ii: Methological studies, NCJ-90307 12/84

Issues in the measurement of vlctimlzation,
NCJ-74682, 10/81

The cost of negligence: Losses from preventable
household burglaries, NCJ-63527, 12/79

Rape victimization in 26 American cities,
NCJ-55878, 8/79 ) )

Criminal v:ctlmtzatlon in urban schools,
NCJ-56396, 8/79: :

An'introduction to the Natlonal Crime Survey,
NCJ-43732,4/78 .

Local victim surveys: Areview of the issues,
NCJ—39973 8/77

)

Expenditure and employment
8JS bullstins:
1985, NCJH104480, 3/87 ’
Justice expendxture and employment:

1983, NCJ-101776, 7/86
1982, NCJ-98327, 8/85

Justice expenditure and employmentinthe U.S.;

198G and 1981 extracts; NCJ-96007, 6/85
1971-79, NCJ-92596;, 11/84 -

: See’order form,
~ on last page .

#U.8, G.P.0. 1987-181-478:60010

Cormctions
BJS bullsrlns and specla/ reports
- Prisoners in 1986, NCJ-104864, 5/87
Imprisonmeént in four counmes, NCJ-103967
2/87
Prabation and parole, NCJ103683, 1/87 . .
; Poputation denslty in State prisons, NCH 03204,
T 12/88
Capital punishmant, 1985 NCJ-102742, 11/86
State: and Federal prisoners, 1925-85;
NC102494, 11/86
Pison adm:sslon and releases, 1983,
NC.-100582, 3/86 .
Capital pumahment 1984, NCJ- 98399 8/85
Examining recidivism, NCJ—96501 2/85
Returning to prisen, NCJ-95700, 11/84
Time served in prison, NC.-93924, 6/84
Hlstorlcal'correctlons statistics inthe U.S., 1850-
1984, NCJ-102529, 4/87
Prlsoners in State and Federal Institutions on
‘ Dee. 31, 1984, NCJ-103768, 3/87 2
Capital punishment 1984 (final), NCJ99562 =786
Capital punishment 1983 (final), NCJ-995€%, 4/86
1979 survey ofinmates of Stale correctional facilities
and 1979 census of State correctional facilities:

BJS special reporis:
The prevalence of imprisonment, NCJ-Q3657,
/85 .
Career patterns in crime, NCJ-88672, 6/83

BJS bulletins: :
Prisoners and drugs, NCJ-87575, 3/83
Prisoners and alcoho), NCJ-86223, 1/83
Prisons and prisoners, NCJ-80697, 2/82
Veterans in prison, NCJ-79232,"11/81

Census of jails and survay of jail inmates:

Jall inmates, 1984, NCJ101094, 5/86

Jail inmates, 1983 (BJS bulletin), NCJ-89175,
11/85

The 1983 jail census (BJS bulletin), NCJ-95536,
11/84 .

Census of jails, 1978: Data for individual jails,
vols. HV, Northeast, North Central, South, West,
NCJ-72279-72282, 12/81

Profile of jail inmates, 1978, NCJ-65412, 2/81

Parole and probation

" BJS bullelins:

Probation and parole 1985, NCJ-103683
1/87
Setting prison terms, NCJ—76218 8/83

Recidivism of young parolees {BJS spemal
repod) NCJ-104916, 5/87

Parole-in the U.S., 1980 and 1981,
NCJ-87387, 3/86

Characteristics of persons entering parole
during 1978 and 1979, NCJ-87243, 5/83

Characteristics of the parole population, 1978,
NCJ-66479, 4/81

Children in custody:
Public juvenile facilities, 1985 (bulletin),
NCJ-102457, 10/86
1982-83 census of juvenile detention and
correctional {aclhtles. NCJ-1016886, 9/86

Courts

BJS bulletins:
- ~The growth of appeals 1973 -83 trends,
NCJ-96381,2/85
Case filings in State courts 1983, NCJ-85111,
10/84 :

'BJS special reports:
Felony case-processingtime, NCJ-101985, 8/86
Felony sentencing in 18 local
" jurisdictions, NCJ-97881, 6/85 -
The prevalence of guilty pleas, NCJ-96018,
12/84
Sentencing prachces in 13 Stalea. NCJ-953989,
10/84
. Criminal defense systems. A national
survey, NCJ-94630, 8/84 :
Habeas corpus, NCJ-92948, 3/84
State court caseload statislics, 1977 and
1381, NCJ-87587, 2/83
National crlmlnal delense systams study,
NCJ-94702, 10/686
The prosecution of felony arrests
1981; NCJ-101380, 4/86, $7.60 domestic/$9.20
Canadsan/$1 2.20 foreign: - *
1980, NCJ-97684, 10/85
1979, NCJ-86482, 5/84
State: court model statistical dlchonary,
Supplement, NCJ-98326,9/85 -
15t edition, NCJ-62320, 9/80 ..,

" State court organization 1980, NGJ-76711, 7/82

Privacy and security
Computer crime:
BJS spacial reports: ’
Electronic fund transfer fraud, NCJ-QGGGG 3/85
Electronic fund transfer and crlme,
NCJ-92650, 2/84
Electronic fund transfer systems fraud,
. 'NCJ-100461, 4/86
Computer securlty techniques,
'NCJ-84049, 9/82 ’
Electronic fund transfer systems and crime,
NGCU-83738, 9/82
Expert witness manual, NCJ-77927, 9/81
Criminal justice resource manual, NCJ-61550,
2/79 ;

Privacy and security of criminal history
information; Compendium of State jegislation;
1984 overview, NCJ-98077, 9/85

Criminal justice information policy:
Automatad fingerprint identification systems:
Technology and policy issues, NCJ-104342,
4/87

Criminal justice “hot” tiles, NCJ-101850, 12/86

Data quality policies and procedures:
Proceedings of a BJS/SEARCH conference,
NCJ-101849, 12/86

Crime control and criminal records (BJS special
report), NCJ-99176, 10/65

State criminal records repositories (BJS
technical report), NCJ-98017, 10/85

Data quality of criminal history records, NCJ-
98079, 10785

intelligence and xnvesllgative records,
NCJ-95787, 4/85

Victim/witness legistation: An overview,
NCJ-04365, 12/84

Information policy and crime control strategies
(SEARCH/BJS conference), NCJ-93926,
10/84

Research access to criminal justice data,
NCJ-84154, 2/83

Privacy and juvenile justice records,
NCJ-8414:2, 1/83

Survey of qtate laws (BJS bulletin},
NCJ-808%3, 6/82

Privacy and the private employer,
NCJ-79651, 11/81 R

Federal offenses and offenders
BJS special reports:
Sentencingand time seived: Federal offenses
and offenders, NCJ-101043, 5/87
Pretrial release and misconduct, NCJ-96132,
1/85
BJS bulletins:
Federal clvil justice statistics, NCJ-104769,
5/87

Bank robbery, NCJ-94463, 8/84
Federal drug law violators, NCJ-92692, 2/84
Federal justice statistics, NCJ-80814, 3/82

General

BJS bulletins and special reports:

BJS telephone contacts '67, NCJ-102909, 12/86

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

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

Tracking offenders: The child victim, NCJ-
95785, 12/84

The severity of crime, NCJ-92326, 1/84

The American response to crime: An overview
of criminaljustice systems, NCJ-91936, 12/£3

Tracking offenders, NCJ-91572, 11/83

Victim and witriess assistance: New State
laws and the system’s response, NCJ-87934,
5/83
Publications of BJS, 1971-84: A topical
bibliography, TBOSOO12 10/86, $17.50
domestic :
BJS Publications: Selected library in microtiche,
1971-84, PRO30012, 10/86, $203 domestic
1986 directory of automated criminal justice
information systems. NCJ-102260, 1/87, $20°
damestic

Crime and justice facts. 1985, NCJ-100757, 5/86

National survey of crime severity, NCJ-86017,
10/85 , o

Criminal victimization of District of Columbia
residents and Capitol Hill employees, 1982-83,
NCJ-97982; Summary, NCJ-98567, 8/85

DC household victimization survey data base:
Study implementation, NC.J-98695, $7.60
Documentation, NCJ-08596, $6.40
User manual, NCJ-98597, $8.20

How to gain access to BJS data (brochure),
BC-000022, 9/84

Report to the nation on crime and justice:
The data, NCJ-87068, 10/83




' T:ovbe added to any BJS mailing list, copy

or cut out this page, fill it in and mail it to:

[ ] If the mailing label below is
correct, check here and do not
{ill in name and address.

Name:
Title:
Organization:

Street or box:

City, State, Zip:

Daytime phone number; ( )

Justice Statisties Cleringhouse/NCJRS
U.S, Department of Justice

User Services Department 2

Box 6000

Rockville; MD 20850

Interest in criminal justice (or organization and title if you put home address above):

~PLEASE PUT ME ON THE MAILING LIST FOR:

O

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

Computer crime reports—-electronic fund
transfer system crimes

Privacy and security of eriminal history
information and information policy--new
legislation; maintaining and releasing
intelligence and investigative records; data
quality issues

Federal statistics—data describing Federal
case processing, from investigation through
prosecution, adjudication, and corrections

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

o oo o oo

You will receive an annual renewal card. If you do not.

return it, we must drop you from the mailing list.

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

Courts reports—-State court caseload sur-

" veys, model annual State reports, State

court organization surveys

Corrections reperts—results of sample sur-
veys and censuses of jails, prisons, parole,
probation, and other corrections data

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

Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statistics
(annual)—broad-based data from 150+
sources (400+ tables, 100+ figures, index)

Send me a form to sign up for NIJ Reports
(issued free 6 times a year), which ab-
stracts both private and government crimi-
nal justice publications and lists conf-
erences and training sessions in the field.
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