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The number of prisoners under the 
jurisdiction of Federal and State 
correctional authorities at yearend 
1985 reached a record 503,601. The 
States and the District of Columbia 
added 33,074 prisoners, the Federal 
system, 5,960. The increase for 1985 
brings total growth in the prison popu­
lation since 1977 to more than 203,000 
inmates-an increase of 68% in the 8-
year period (table 1). 

The 1985 growth rate (8.4%) was 
higher thlln the percenta.ge increases 
recorded in either 1983 or 1984 and 
represents the third largest increase in 
the absolute number of additional 
inmates since prisoner statistics were 
first collected in 1926. Prisoners with 
sentences of more than 1 year (referred 
to as "sentenced prisonerslt) accounted 
for nearly 96% of the total prison popu­
lation at the end of 1985, growing by 
8.0% during the year (table 2). The 
remaining prisoners had sentences of a 
year or less or were unsentenced (those, 
for examplc t awaiting trial in States 
with combined prison-jail systems). 

The number of sentenced Federal 
prisoners grew at more than twice the 
rate of sentenced prisoners in the 
States during the year (18.5% vs. 
7.3%). Among the 7,528 Federal pri:>­
oners with no sentences or sentences of 
less than 1 year were 1,888 under the 

jurisdiction of the U.S. Immigration and 
Naturalization Service. More than 85% 
of the Federal increase, however, 
occurred among those with sentences 
greater than 1 year. 

Women inmates composed 4.6% 
(23,091) of the Nation's prisoners, 
increasing at a slightly taster rate 
(10.7%) than males (8.3%). The rate of 
incarceration for sentenced males (394 
per 100,000 males in the resident popu­
lation), however, was about 23 times 
higher than for sentenced females (17 
per 100,000 females). 

Compared to 1984, the number of 
sentenced prisoners grew more slowly 
in 23 States, actually declining in 5 of 
these. Among the five with declines, 
Tennessee alone had declined in the 
previous year as well (ll.% in 1984. 5{,~ 
in 198:;). Conversely, three States with 
declines in 1984 had increases in 1985: 
Maine (down 2.4% in 1984, u~ 22.6% in 
198:;), Nebraska (down 1.0% in 1984, up 
2.7% in 1985), and West Virginia (down 
1.5% in 1984, and up 7.9% in 1985). 

In three States the sentenced pris­
oner population increased by more than 
20%: ~laine (22.6%), Michigan (21.9%), 
and New Hampshire (21.7%). Three 
States, all Western, had increases 
between 15% and 20%: Montana 
(15.7%), California (15.6%), and 

Table l~ Chtrn~ in the State and Pederal prison populations, 1911-85 

t\nnuat Total percent 
'{ear Number of inmlltes percent chonge change since 1977 

1977 30D,DZ,t 
1978 307,276 2.-1% 2..1.% 
197D 314,457 2.3 4.B 
1981} 329,821 4.9 9.9 
1981 313'(1,930 12.2 23.-3 
19H2 .n3 1HD6 11.9 37.9 
1983 -131,248 5.7 45.7 
1984 ,164,567 6.2 54..8 
1985 503,601 8.4 67.9 

Note: All counts llt-e rOr December 31 of each year nnd mny 
dirfer [rom previously rer>orted numbers becnuse of revision. 
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This bulletin presents the population 
counts for the Nation1s prisons on 
December 31, 1985. An increase of 
more than 39,000 during 1985 brought 
the number of inmates In State and 
Federal prisons to more tha.n half a 
million, an ail-time record. The 
prison population has now grown for 
11 consecutive years. 

This report would not be possible 
without the assistance of the depart­
ments of correction in the 50 States 
and the District of Columbia and the 
Federal Prison System. I would like 
to express my appreciation for their 
continued support of the National 
Prisoner Statistics Program. 

Steven R. Schlesinger 
Director 

Alaska (15.0%). (For additional State 
com parisons, see table 3.) 

RegIonal variatioos persist 

During 1985 the growth in sentenced 
prisoner population in Western States 
(11.6%) and Midwestern States (10.9%) 
was more than twice the growth in 
Southern States (3.9%). Since 1980, 
sentenced prison populations in Western 
States have increased by nearly 90%, 
compared to 6996 in the Northeast, 47% 
in the Midwest, and 37% in the South 
(table 4). Six States more than doubled 
their sentenced populations since 1980; 
four are in the West; Alaska (159.9%), 
Hawaii (128.8%), Nevada (112.6%), and 
California (107.:;%). 

California's increase of more than 
25,000 sentenced prisoners since 1980 
accounts for 62% of the increase for 
the West and 16% of the entire national 
increase among the States since 1980. 
In 1980, 7.9% of the Nation's sentenced 
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State prisoners were in California and 
in 19B5, 10.8%. 

Michigan contributed substantially 
to the 1985 growth in the sentenced 
prisoner population of the Midwest. 
Although Michigan accounted for 17% 
of the regionl .'!! sentenced prisoners 1n 
1984, it accounted for 34% of the 
region's increase in 1985. Since 1980, 
however, the Midwest has grown more 
than twice as fast as Michigan (46.9% 
vs. 17.7%). 

Female prisoner popul1ltion grows 
at faster pace 

Although the female prison popula­
tion has grown at a faster ra te than the 
male [Jopulation in each year between 
1981 and 1985, only about 1 of every 22 
prisoners in 1985 was a female. The 
higher growth rates for women over the 
period 1981 to 1985 have raised the 
female percentage of the Nationts pris­
on population lrom 4.2% in 1981 to 
4.6% in 1985. During the SO-year his­
tory of the National Prisoners Statistics 
Program, women were between 490% 
and 4~6% of the Nation's prisoners 
during the periods 1942 to 1948 and 
1977 to lOBS. In all other years, women 
accounted [or between 2.9% and 3.9% 
of the prison population. 

In 1983,10 States and thePederal 
Prison System reported more than 500 
female inmates. By 1985, 14 States and 
the Federal system had more than 500 
female inmates (table 5). California's 
female inmate population grew by 26% 
during the year, compared to 15% for 
males) and !It yearend was the largest 
in the Nation (2,906). 

Rates of imprisonment increase 

During 19B5 the number of sen­
tenced prisoners per 100,000 residents 
surpassed 200, setting a new record 
(table 2). Thirteen of the 16 juris­
dictions exceeding the national average 
were located in the South; the other 3, 
in the West. Nevada had the highest 
incarceration rate (412 per 100,000); 
North Dakota the lowest (52). 

Since 1980, the number of sentenced 
inmates per 100)000 residents has risen 
by nearly 45%, from 139 to 201. During 
this period, per capltn Incarceration 
rates have grown most rapidly in the 
West, increasing by nearly 69%, com­
pared to 68% in the Northeast, 47% in 
the r~idwest, and 27% in the South. 
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Table 2. Prisoners under the jurisdicUon of Stute and Federal eorrec:tionnt 
authorities, by sex. region nod State. yearend 19811 nnd 1985 

Total 

1985 1984 

U.S. totnt 503,601 464,567 

Pedernl <l0,n3 34,263 
Smte 463,378 .130,304 

~1111e 480,510 443,717 
Female 23,09t 20,850 

Northenst 75,743 70,538 
Connecticut 6,149 $,719 
italne 1,226 1,025 
:'lussachusc Us 5,·~47 4,890 
New Hampshire 683 561 
New Jersey 11,335 10,353 
New York 34,718 33,155 
Pennsyl'.'nnin 14,227 13.G90 
Rhode Islane 1,307 t,221 
Vermont 551 515 

Midwc5t 95,356 85,890 
Illinois 18,634 17,137 
Indiana 9,904 9,328 
Iown '2,607 2,336 
Kansas 4,749 4,233 
";1ichignn 17,799 14,604 
Minnesota 2,343 '2,167 
\1issourI 9,898 S,an8 
NebraSKa 1,699 1,654 
North Dal(ota 407 434 
Ohio 20,864 18,694 
South Dakota 1,047 917 
\'I Lsconsin 5,416 5,023 

South '203,022 193,971 
Alabama 11,015 10,482 
Arkansas 4,640 4,45.1 
Delaware 2,550 2,200 
Dlstrlct or COlurnbin b 6,4{}.1 4,834 
FlorIda 'l8,GnO 27,106 
Georgia 16,118 15,731 
I\entueky 5,766 5,502 
Louisiana 13,900 13,919 
rr1nryland 13,005 13,124 
MississippI 6,392 6,115 
North Carolina 17,344 16,371 
Oklahoma 9,477 7,372 
South Carolina 10,538 10,011 
Tennessee 6,943 7,302 
Texas 37,532 36,682 
Virginia 12.073 10,667 
West Virginia 1,725 1,599 

West 99,251 79,905 
Alaska 2,311 11995 
Arizona 9,519 1,945 
California 50.111 43,314 
Colorudo 3,369 3.364 
Hawaii 2.111 1,934 
Icaho 1,391 t,282 
'10ntana 1,163 t,005 
Nevada 3,910 3,510 
New :'lexlco 2,313 2,129 
Oregon 4,833 4,563 
Utnh 1,570 1,419 
Washington 6,909 5,821 
Wyo~lng 759 724 

Note: Explanatory notes (or each Stute !irc 
reported in the Appendix. Pri50ncr counts for 
1994 may differ from those reported in previ-
ous pUblications llnd are subject to revision us 
Llpdated figures become available. 
~e numb!:!r of prisoners sentcncee to ;norc 
thnn 1 year per 100,000 resident populntion 
on December 31, 1985. 
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Sentenced to more 
than a ~eur InellC'cer-

~~~~~~~ 
Percent ation 
change rates 

HHt·l-li5 1985 1913.1 llHM-S5 1935 0 

8.4% 481,616 44fl,LOH 8.lJ% 201 

17.4 32,695 27,fiO:! U,S 14 
7.7 448,921 418,506 7,3 lS7 

S.3 460,210 426,713 7.0 394 
10.7 21,406 1!J,395 10,4 17 

7.4% 72,75Ei: Ei:7,839 7.2''b 146 
7.5 4,043 3,749 7,9 l27 

19.6 1,030 £140 22.6 8. 
11.4 5,447 4,£190 11.4 " 21.1 69' 561 21.1 5S 

9,4 11,335 10,363 9.4 [49 
4.1 34,718 33,l55 4.7 195 
6,1 14,119 12,998 8.6 119 
1,0 964 S91 8,7 99 

'36.4 411 392 G.4 18 

11.0% 94,740 85,·160 10.9% 160 
9,4 18,634 17,187 9.4 161 
6" 9,615 9,063 6.l 175 

-8.1 2,607 '18:16 -S.1 90 
12.0 4,748 4,238 12,0 193 
'H.9 17,199 141604 21.9 196 

S.l 2,343 2,t67 9.1 56 
12.4 9,898 8,808 12.4 19. 
2.1 I t 608 1,566 2,7 IDO 

-6.2 355 374 -j.1 52 
11.6 20,864 18,694 11.6 194 
14.'2 t,Ons 90n 11.8 l47 

7.9 51263 5,023 4.8 lIQ 

4.7% 195,984 188,534 3.9% 238 
5.1 10,749 10,246 4.9 267 
4.2 4,605 4,427 4,0 195 

15.9 1,842 1,615 14.1 295 
41604 4,0"31 14.2 7J6 

5.5 28)482 26,9:13 5.9 241 
2.5 15,208 14,944 1.8 252 
4.8 5,766 5,502 4.8 155 
-.1 13.90n 13,919 -,1 306 

-.' 12,303 1'2,442 -1.1 279 
4.5 6,208 5,974 3.9 231 
5.9 16,007 15,219 5,2 254 
7.7 9,477 7,872 7,7 255 
5.3 9, B16 9.,134 5.1 294 

-4.9 6,943 7,302 -4.9 145 
2.' 37,532 36,692 2.3 226 

lJ.2 11,717 10,493 11.7 204 
7.9 1,725 1,599 7.9 SO 

11.7% 95,,141 76,574 11.6% 117 
15.0 1)484 1,290 15.0 279 
B.' 9)264 7,6:18 9.2 256 

15.7 49,291} 41,780 15.6 181 
.1 3,369 3,347 .1 103 

9.2 1,429 1.299 9,9 134 
7.7 1,381 1,232 1,1 137 

15.7 11163 1,005 15.7 140 
It.4 3,B10 3,510 11.4 412 
8.6 2,112 1,909 10.7 144 
5.9 4,833 4,563 5.9 179 

10.6 1,550 1,401 10.2 93 
1.J G,909 6,621 1.l 156 
4.1 758 724 4.7 149 

br-lgtJres (or 1935 ere not eompafable to 
previous ycars because of the inclusion of 
additlonal jail inmates. Counts and 
incercerntlon rntos of those sentenced to 
more thnn 1 year ure (wmparabie to (lgLlres 
reported 111 previous yenrs. 
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Table :I. The prison situation among the StIltes at yearend, 1985 

10 Stlltes with 10 States with 10 Stotes with Prisoners 
10 Stutes with the Numtler the largest per- the largest per- tile highest po, 
largest 1985 prison of Inercose eent increllscs, Percent cen t increases, Pereenl ineareerotion 100,000 
popula tl ons inmales 1984-85 1984-85 increase 1980-85* increase rates, 19B5* residents 

California 511,111 6,797 Vermont 20.4% Alaskn 15!J.!J% Nevada 412 
Texas 37,532 85" Michigf.ll\ 21.9 Hawaii 128.8 Louisiana 30S 
New York J4,718 1.563 New Hampshire 21.7 Nevndn llVi DeLaware 2!J5 
Floridn 29,600 1,494 :vlnine 19~6 New Hampshirn 109.5 South Carolina 294 
Ohio 20,864 2,170 Delaware 15.9 California 107.5 Alaska 279 
Illinois 18.6J4 1,447 Alaska IS,S New Jersey 103,1 Maryland 279 
i\Hchiglln 17.790 3,195 CnlUornia 15.7 North Dnltotn 91.9 Alabama 267 
North Carolina 17,344 ." Montana. 15.7 T{allsns 90.4 Arizona 256 
Georgia 16.118 387 South Dakota 14.2 Arizona 99.5 Oklahoma 255 
Pennsylvania 14,227 1,137 Virginia 13.2 Oklahoma 76.S North Caroiina 2" 

Note: The DistrIct of Columbia us a wholly urban jurisdiction is exeludcd. "Prisoners with senlenees of more than 1 year. 

Table 4. Percent ehflJlgt': in sentenced prison population Crom 19BO to 1985, by region and Stllte 

Percent 
RegiOIl decrease 

Northeast 

Midwest 

0-19''6 

Miehigan 17.7 
'\'linncsota 17.1 
Nebrnskn 14,7 
Iowa 5.2 

20-39% 

Vermont 21.9 

Wisconsin 32.2 

South Tennessee -1.1 North Carolina 10.1 West Virginia 37.:: 
Virginia 36.5 
South Carolina :13.5 
Georgia 21.6 
l'eXIl5 25.6 

West Colorado 29.1 

Regional totnls South J7.4 

U.s. summnry 

Note: Sentenced prisoners ure those with ~ntenee5 of more thno a year. 

Trude 5. Women in State and Federal institutions At yearend" 1985 

Number of Percent 
women (If all 

Jurisdiction inmates inmates 

United Statr:s, total 23,091 Ui% 

Fecerlll '2,404 '.0 
State 20,687 4.5 

Stotes with At least 500 women inmntes: 
California 2,906 5.9% 
Texas 1.599 4.3 
FlorIda t,JO·1 4.G 
Ohio t,153 5.5 
New Yor':l t,061 '.1 
Georgia 82' 5.1 
Michigan 31' 4.6 
North Carolina 747 4.3 
Illinois 673 3.6 
Louisiana !i26 4.5 
fLlabamQ 502 5.1 
Okluhoma 524 G.2 
South Carolina 511 4.B 
Pennsylvania 500 3.5 

?ercen t illcrease 
40-59% 60-79% 

Hhode lsl!lnd 57.8 
~,1Iline 53.5 
Connecticut 47.0 

Ohio 54.7 
Indiann 53.1 

7.1aryinnd 59.1 
A,rkanstls 5!502 

Pennsylvania 74.1 
1,1assuchuseUs 12.9 
New York 60.4 

lIllnois 7 UI 
'\1issollrt 12.'1 
South. Dakotn 05.2 

Oklahoma 76.8 
Delaware 69.5 

80-99',1-b 

North Dakota 91-.9 
li:01tb(ls nO,4 

LOlllsiano 56,4 Dist. of COlumbia 69.3 
Floridn 40.9 Alabama 6S.3 

Mississippi 63.7 
Kentucky 60.7 

\1onto11ll 57.6 New Mexico 7G.1 fLrizonu 99.5 
Washington 57.1 Idaho G9.0 
Oregon '52.4 Utoh 67.0 
Wyoming 41.9 

Midwest 46.9 Northeast fi9.6 West 89.fi 

Federal 58.G 
Total 52.4 
Stute 52.0 

Percent counge 
in women Inmate 
(lo(luluUon~ 1904-85 

10.1% 

20.4 
9.7 

25.896 
-5.4 
11.0 
12.9 
U 
B.l 

19.5 
6.4 
5.0 
2.0 
7.0 

H,O 
13.6 
5.3 
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100% 0' mo,e I 

New Hampshire 109.5 : 
New Jersey 103.7 

Alaska 159.11 
Hawaii 128.8 
Nevlldn 112.6 
California 107.5 



More than 10,000 in local jails because 
of State prison crowding 

At the end of 1985, 19 States re­
porled a total of 10,143 sentenced 
State prisoners held in local jails 
because of crowding in State facilities 
(table 6). Although the number of 
States with prisoners held locally 
increased by 4 from the preceding year, 
the number of such inmates declined by 
1,340. Three States-Louisiana, New 
Jersey, and California-accounted for 
55% of the State-sentenced prisoners in 
local jails at yearend. Four States­
Louisiana, Kentucky; Mississippi, and 
New Jersey-held more than 10% of 
their sentenced State prisoners in local 
jails+ Tennessee reduced the number of 
such prisoners by more than half be­
tween 1934 and 1935. 

Increased capacity reported 

The extent of crowding in the Na­
tionls prisons is difficult to determine 
precisely because of the absence of 
uniform measures for defining capac­
ity. A wide variety of capacity 
measures are in USe among the 52 
reporting jurisdictions since capacity 
may reflect both available space to 
house inmates as well as the ability to 
staff and operate an institution. To 
estimate the capacity of the Nation's 
prisons, States were asl(ed to supply up 
to three meaSures for yearend 1985-
rated, operational, and design capllci­
ties. These measures were defined as 
fOijows: 

• Rated capacity is the number of beds 
or inmates assigned by a rating official 
to institutions within the State. 

• OperatIonal capacity is the number of 
inmates that can be accommodated 
based on a facilityts staff, existing 
programs, and service.<;. 

Table 6. Number oC Stnle prisoners lteld in loonl jnns hccause 
or prison crowding, by State, yearend 1984 and 1985 

, hpM '" '". "linn, 

Stutes housing prisoners Number :~ ~~r:;,~~;.:' 
in loenl jail .. 19114 1985 19B4 1985 

Total tl.4B3 10,143 2.7% 2.2% 

Alubama 4,7 39S 4.,1 3.6 
Arkans!l.s 0 US n 2.5 
C!1lifornin 1,513 1,122 3.5 2.2 
Coloradan 15~ 2.5 4.5 6.8 
Idnhoa n ~ 0 .6 
Illinois 73 " .4 .2 
Kentuek,), 709 791 12.9 13.7 
Louisiann 2.985 2,923 20.7 21.0 
Maine 53 51 5.2 4.2 
MH5Saehusetts 0 2 0 -
MissiSSippi l,29G 933 21.2 14.G 
New Jerseyll 1,536 1,486 12.9 11.6 
South Carolins 474 42. 4.1 4.1 
Tennesseen 1,495 029 11.n '.3 
Utah 32 33 2.3 '.1 
Vermontb 0 11 0 1.7 
Virginia 603 7B6 6.2 6.5 
Wnshlngton 61 4' •• .7 
W iscansln 71 Btl 1.5 1.6 

-Less than D.l%. was calcuLated on the combined total of 
SFor Stutes not jpcluding jail buek- tfJl and prison. 
ups in their jurisdiction counts, the erma"l reported 11 inmates in 10cI11 
percentage or jurisdiction population lockups in 1985. 

• Design capacity is the number of 
inmates that planners or architects 
intendcd for the facility. 

Qf the 52 reporting jurisdictions, 39 
supplied rated capacities, 45 provided 
operational capacities, and 35 reported 
design capacities (table 7). As a result, 
estimates of total capacity and meas­
ures of the relationship to population 
are based on the highest and lowest 
capacity figures provided. (Twenty 
States reported only one capacity 
measure or gave the same figure for 
each capacity meusure they reported.) 
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Between 1983 and 1985, State and 
Federal prison capacities increased to 
accommodate about 44,000-45,000 ad­
ditional inmates (based on either the 
highest or lowest capacities-table 6). 
During the same period, prison 
populations grew by nearly 66,000 
inmates. At the end of 1985, the 
capacity of State and Federal prisons 
was estimated to be between 410,095 
inmates and 455,512 inmates. Only 7% 
of the available capacity at the end of 
1985 was maintained by the Federal 
GOYernment, which accounted for less 
than 5% of the increase in capacity 
over the previous 2 years . 



Table 7. Reported Federol and State prison capal::ilies nt yenrencl19B5 

States Rated copo!:ity Opcrutionul copacHy DesigT1 crrp!H;:ity 

Federal 26,131 32,5B5 26,131 

Nort11cast 
COllneCtiCut 6,072 4,96B 3.7!l1 
"<lalne 1,033 1,033 1,033 
~lllssnchus(! t ts 3.257 ... ... 
NtHV Bumpshtre* 565 565 sin 
New Jersey ... 11.564 9.297 
New York 35,934 35,934 32,714 
Pennsylvania ... ... 10,690 
Rhode Island 1,456 11407 1,359 
Vermont 5BB 5SB 53fi 

Midwest 
nllnois lll,118 19,11B 15,356 
Indiana 5,628 ... ... 
Iowa 2,816 2,652 2,572 
[{aosas 3,410 4.939 ... 
;"Hchlgoo ... 14.387 . .. 
:lHOllcsoto Z,<'I1U 2,410 2,548 
Missouri ... 10,191 ... 
Nebrusl,n 1,562 1.513 1.'54_2 
North Dakotu ... 471 471 
Ohio ... .., 13,232 
South Dalwtn i t lS9 1.mm 1,11!9 
WIsconsin 4,099 ... ... 

South 
Alrrbama 9,787 9,73-7 9,7S7 
Arl'nnSa5 ... 4,512 . .. 
Delaware ... 1.,'207 2,217 
District of Columbia 5,711 G,193 ... 
Flodda 29,022 29,U22 33,I!Z4 
Georgia ... 18,U21 ... 
Tl:entu!!1>y ... 5,U20 ... 
Louisiuna 11,017 ll,!H7 a,OJ7 
'lnryland ... 13,na 9,435 
'tississippi 5,650 ... ... 
North Carolina ... 16,633 ... 
Oklahoma 7,492 7,117 ... 
South CnrnHna 7,'976 7,97G D,U'.!7 
Tennessee 7,664 7,664 ... 
TCKa5 40,134 38,127 40,13·1 
Virginia g,G17 D,G17 9,3S1 
\\'e5t Virginiu" 1,547 l,fl40 1,567 

West 
Alns!m 1,963- l,9£!! 1,IH.iB 
Ari20M 6,595 8,452 ... 
California 29,702 45,237 29,702 
Colorndo 3,381 3,31!1 ... 
Hawaii ... 1,125 l,lG2 
Idnho 1,:n5 1,315 ll12:2 
Montana 7HI 1,094 749 
Nevada 3/729 3,729 3,000 
New Mexico 2,390 ... ... 
Oregon 2,459 J.6!U! 2,739 
Utah 1,457 1.457 1,372 
Wnsh.ington 5,291 7,278 5,291 
Wyoming 605 675 G05 

••• Duta not available. West Virginia reported an operntionnl 
*Copneity figures ore for mules only. cnpneity including females of 1,716. 

Table 8. PopulnUon as n percentage of reported cnpacity [or Stnt.e and Federal prisons, 1983--85 

1935 
us jlcr- POl'u11.! tioo us per--

Capacity cent of Cnpncity cent of capacity Capucity cent of cHpucity 

Totai 

Highest cBrDell y 42l,HI7 lO2'>:, 
Lowest eupucity 365,137 118 

Federal 

Highest enpneily 30,291 105 
Lowest cDl'acity 24,3!19 131 

Stille 

Highest capacity 3!lU,8!lU 102 
Lowcst Cllil0city J.tO,133- U7 

Note: States \'Jere 1151>00 to reporl their raled, 
op!'.raHonaL, and design eapacitie5. Tabulations 

43·1,371 Ul5% 4G5,512 
38a,065 117 4H1.0ll5 

31,161 110 32,555 
24,922 l37 2G,t:n 

403,210 1 O~ -iJ2,927 
36a.143 116 33-3,%-1. 

re fleet the higlll1St find lowC!st or the three 
cn[1ucitfes reported ror 1983, 1 !I84! (lnd 1985. 
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10~"6 

121 

123 
154 

105 
ll!l 

Increase in CUP!lcjJ.Y 
1953 B5 

44,325 
4il.!lS5 

2/HU 
1,732 

42,031 
.[3,226 



Most jurisdictions are operating 
above capacity 

GenerallYl prisons require reserve 
capacity in order to operate effieiently. 
Confinement unIts nee:d to be main­
tained and repaired periodically, hous­
ing space is needed to accommodate 
protective custody and disciplinary 
cases, and space may be needed to cope 
with emergencies. At the end of 1985 t 

few States had any reserve capacity 
(table 9). Only nine States were op­
erating below 95% of their highest 
capacity. Forty jurisdictions and the 
Federal prison system reported opera­
ting at approximately 100% or more of 
their lowest capacity; 34 of these held 
populations that met or exceeded their 
highest capacities. Three States ex­
ceeded their highest capacity by more 
than 50%. 

Overall, State prisons are estimated 
to be operating at approKimately 105% 
of their highest reported capacities and 
at 119% of their lowest capacities. The 
Federal system is estima ted to be 
operating between 23% and 54% above 
capacity. 

States have employed many methods 
to alleviate crowding. Construction of 
permanent and temporary faCilities, 
backups in local jails, double-bun!dng, 
intensive community supervision pro­
grams, early paroles, and sentence 
rollbacks have all been used to make 
room for new inmates. 

Based on the average oC highest and 
lowest capacities reported, since 1978 
Stale prison systems have added ap­
proximately 165,000 beds producIng an 
increase in capacity of nearly two­
thirds over the 7-year period. 

During 1985, 19 States reported the 
early release of a total of 18,617 
inmates because of prison crOWding. 
About two-thirds of these early re­
leases occurred in three States­
Georgia, Florida, and Tennessee .. 
~lichigan, which reported nearly 4,000 
early releases in both 1983 and 1984, 
reported none in 1985. 

No single indicator can determine 
the exact magnitude of crowding in fi 

particular jurisdiction. Jan backUps, 
early releases, and populations in ex­
cess of capacity, ta.ken together, are 
indicative of the extent of crowding. 
Twenty-nine of the 52 jurisdictions 
reported jail backups or early releases 
because of crowding during the year; 9 
of these-Arkansas, Kentucky, Missis­
sippi, New Jersey, South Cat'olina, 
Tennessee, Utah, Washington, W iscon­
sin-reported using both measures. 

,~~---

Table 9~ Pruf"lle ur prison crowding~ 1985 

Papulation as n "eenns. of pr;son~ 
of, 

~;a~~~y 
=~~:~:~:: ~;~~on of eurlv 

Regions nnd States capacity in toea) jnils relenses 

United States, totul 106% 121% 

Federal 123 154 
State 105 119 2.2% 18,617 

Northeust 
ConnectieutD 101 163 0 
Muine 114 114 4.2 0 
Mnssuchusetts 167 167 - • New Humpshtreb 11' 133 0 0 
New Jersey 98 122 11.6 281 
New York 97 lOS 0 0 
t>ennsylvanlu 1J3 133 • 0 
Rhode Isiandu 90 96 0 
Vermontll 111 118 1.7 0 

Midwest 
Illinois 97 121 .9 0 
[ndianne 149 149 0 1,257 
Iowa 8.1 101 0 0 
Kansas 8s )J9 0 0 
~o1jeh!gan 124 124 0 0 
Minnesota 92 97 0 0 
Missouri 97 97 0 n 
Nebrnska. 108 112 0 0 
North Dul<otn 86 8G 0 0 
Ohio l57 157 0, 0 
South Dnkota sa g, 0 0 
W Iseonsln lJO 130 1.6 125 

South 
Alnbnmu 109 109 3.' 0 
Arkunsas 100 100 2.5 07 
Delnwure:u l15 116 1,2.77 
District of Columbiun 103 112 0 
Floridn 85 99 0 2,501 
Georgia 101 101 ... 7,665 
lCentucl(y 99 99 13.7 30, 
Louisinna 100 lOa ZI.G 0 
Muryland 98 138 0 0 
:vtLssissippi 97 97 14.6 208 
Nor th Carolina 104 104 0 671 
Oklahoma 111 119 0 42:9 
South Carolina 127 146 4.1 974 
Tennessee 9! 91 a.3 2,216 
Texas 94 98 0 0 
Virginia 117 121 6.5 0 
West virgfniab 102 loa 0 0 

West 
Alnsknn 117 )17 3' 
Arizona 101 129 0 lOS 
Cllllfornia lOa 16$ 2.2 0 
Colorado 100 100 6.a 0 
Hnwniil'l 182 !Sa 0 
Idaho 105 135 .6 0 
:'lontana 106 155 0 5 
Nevada 105 130 0 0 
New Mexico 97 97 0 0 
Oregon 102 152 0 0 
Utah 106 112 2.1 90 
Washlngton 94 130 . 180 .. 
W)'aming 112 125 0 95 

Note: Capaeily was defined us the aVernge ... Dntn not nvnUnble. 
of the highest Ilnd lowest capacities report- -Less thun G.I %. 
cd in table B. For some Stutes percentages :Stllte hilS combined jaill'rison syslell1. 
are the Slime beclluse they reported only one Capucily rigures ure (or males only. 
type of eupacity or because they reported clndinnn is prohibited by policy from housing 
the same figure [or ench capacity type. Stote prisoners in loeal jails. 
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Explanatory notes 

Alabama: Capacity that represents 
outside community progrums is not in­
cluded in the reported capacity figures. 

Because prisons and jails 
form one integrated system, all NPS 
data include both jail and prison 
populations. 

Arizona: Population and early 
relea·se counts represent u complete 
automated enumeration from the Adult 
Information Management Systems data 
base. Capacity figures are as of De­
cember 9, 1985. 

Arkansas: The Arkansas Department 
of Corrections has only one type of 
capacity, which is set by the lloard of 
Corrections. This capacity is reported 
as operational capacity. 

CaHfornin: Population counts are 
based on custody data~ Because of 
prison crowding, California USeS jails 
and worl' furlough facilities to house 
inmates. Inmates in both types of 
facilities are included in the count of 
prisoners housed in local jails~ 

Colorado: Population counts are 
based on estimated custody data be­
lieved to be within 1 % of complete 
enumeration. Female population counts 
are as of January 3, 19B6. PopUlation 
counts exclude 245 male inmates 
housed in local jails awaiting pickup. 
Capacity figures include 383 spaces in 
com munity centers. 

Connecticut: Because prisons and 
jails form one integrated system, all 
NPS data include both jail and prison 
populations. 

Delaware: Because prisons and jails 
form one integrated system, all NPS 
data include both jUil and prison 
popUlations. Population counts fOl' 
females are estimates. 

District of Columbia: Because 
prisons and jails form one integrated 
svstem, all NPS data include both jail 
a~d prison populations. Population 
counts are based on custody data. 
Inmates housed in Federal Bureau of 
Prison's facilities as a result of 
crOWding are not included. 

Federal: Population counts for 
unsentenced inmates include 1,882 
males and 6 females who come under 
the jurisdiction of the U.S~ Immigration 
and Naturalization Service. 

Florida: Population counts are based 
on custody data. 

Georgia: Population counts exclude 
an undetermined number of inmates 
housed in local jails awaiting pickup. 

Hawaii: Since prisons and jaBs form 
one integrated system, all NPS data 
include both jail and prison popula­
tions. Population counts for Hawaii are 
based on estimates believed to be 
within 1% of Il complete enumeration~ 
Operational capacity was as of 
December 30, 1985. 

Idaho: Population counts exclude 7 
male and 2 female inmates housed in 
local jails awaiting pickup. 

Indiana: Bv policy, this State cannot 
usc local jai~ to alleviate prison 
crowding. 

Iowa: Population counts are based on 
custody data. 

Kansas: For rated capacIty Kansas 
reported ftOptimum Management Ca­
pacity/ which is the largest number of 
lnmates that can be accommodated and 
still maintaIn a desirable level of 
management and controL For opera­
tional capacity Kansas reported 
'!Maximum Capacity,!! which is the 
largest number of inmates that can be 
physically housed without using non­
housina areas such as hallways, recrea-. . 
tion areas, infirmary, and segregatIOn 
space~ 

I\entucl(y: Population counts are as 
of January 3, 1986, and include inmates 
housed in Jails because of prison crowd­
ing for both 19B4 and 19B5. 

Maryland! Population totals are 
actual counts; breakdowns for sentence 
length nrc extrapolated estimates. 
Prisoners with sentences of less thun 
1 year have beon excluded from 1980 
data in tables 10 and 11, and data 
:trovided since 1983 include Patuxent 
InstituUon. 

Massachusetts: Population counts 
for inmates with over I-year maximum 
sentence include an undetermined 
number of inmates with a sentence of 1 
year or less~ 

lY!iclligan: Population counts include 
only inmates in Michigan's custody and 
inmates in the Community Residential 
Program. Capacity figures exclude the 
capacities of pre-release centers and 
halfway houses. 

New Hampshire: New Hampshire has 
no facility to house female inmates. 
ThUS, all females are housed in county, 
Federal, or other States' facilities. 

New Jersey: Population counts 
exclude 1,470 male and 16 female in­
mates housed in local jails because of 
overCl'owding. 

North Carolina: Population totals 
are actual counts; breakdowns for sen­
tence length are esti mates. 

Ohio: Population counts for inmates 
with over I-year maximum sentence 
include an undetermined number of 
inmates with a sentence of 1 :,'eal' or 
less~ 

Oldahoma: Population counts for 
inmates with over I-year maximum 
sentence include an undetermined 
number of inmates with a sentence of 1 
year Or lcss~ 

Oregon: Population counts are for all 
inmates in Oregonfs jurisdiction in­
cluding those out to hospitals, out to 
court, out on furlough, and out on es­
cape. Capacity figures for this State 

7 

exclude 275 special-purpose beds for 
males and 4 for females. Por opera­
tional capacity Oregan reported figures 
ror actual lIbed occupancy countll as of 
December 31,1995. Table 9 excludes 
379 inmates on cscapc. 614 inmates on 
furloughS, and 96 transfers. 

Rhode Island: Because prisons and 
jails form one integrated system, all 
NPS data include both jail and prison 
popula tions. 

Tennessee: Population counts are 
based on custody data and exclude 62B 
inmates houscd in local jails because of 
crowding~ Tennesseets prison syste m 
was barred from accepting inmates tn 
excess of the number released after 
October 23, 1985, by a Federal eourt 
order. 

TeKas: Population counts fire bused 
on custody dB. tao 

Utah: Early releases are estimated 
based on the actual count of l1acceler­
atcd1f parole releases for the first 6 
months of 1985. 

Vermont: Because prIsons and jails 
form one integrated system, all NPS 
data inelude both jail and prison pop­
ulations. Population counts are as of 
December 21, 1985. The counts for jail 
crOWding include 11 male inmates 
housed in local lockups. 

Washington: Capacity figul'es 
exclude space in work-release facil­
ities, which housed 387 male and 28 
female inmates on December 31, 1985. 

Wisconsin: Rated capacity figures 
include space for 160 inmates at the 
Wisconsin Resource Center {part of the 
Division of Care and Treatment). 



'fable 10. Court commitments to State prisons relative to adult tuTe.!Jt$: 
for seleeled serious offenses, 11)18 to 1984 

Number or Commitments Estimated Commitments 
flumber of eourt seleeted to prison number of to prison per 
eommitments to offenses per 1,000 adult arrests l,DOO adult 
prison for llny reported seleeted (or sele:bted arrests ror 

Year orrensett to the poliee offenses offenses selected offenses 

1978 112,874 4.213.8!i6 27 611l,H4 185 
1979 118.428 4,535.730 26 6:n,772 187 
1980 130,323 5,139,720 25 666,063 196 
1981 149,186 51 141,520 29 697 ~409 214 
1982 Hi4,648 4:169,490 35 752,B13 219 
1983 17J/l89 4,381,91l0 39 102,££2 247 
191H 166,927 4,'t51,GSO 3. G'17 ,215 246 

Note: Selected offenses include murder, bArrests of those aged is llnd older for 
nonnegligent manslaughter, forcible rape, St!leeted offenses. Arrests are based on 
robbery. aggravated assault, and burglary, totnl estimated tlrrests multiplied by the 
Datn (or crimes reported to the police and percenttlge of adult arrests derived from 
adult arrests are from Federal Buretlu of known arrests. By year, the percentage Df 
Investigation, Uniform Crime Re:Jorts for tldult arrestees among all nrrest\les for 
the U.S., 1918-84 (Washlngtont D.C.: U.S. seleeted offenses 'WaS': 
Government Printing OUlce). 1978 ~ 62.2% 19B2 - 71.S% 

197!l 6'5,0% 1983-72.1% 
tl.lnmates admitted to prison from sentene- 1981l 67.4% 19B4 -73.0% 
lng courts. 1981 69.1% 
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Crime and prison population growth 

There is some evidence that 
chnnges in criminal justice policies 
increased a criminal's probability of 
being incarcerated during the period 
1980-84. Murder, nonnegligent man­
slaughter, rape, robbery, aggravatcd 
assault, and burglary arc among the 
most serious crimes and account for 
about 60% of all prison commit­
ments. Between 1980 and 1983 the 
ratio of the number of persons com­
mitted to prison to the number of 
these crimes reported to the police 
increased about 36% (from 25 com­
mitments per 1,000 reported crimes 
to 39, table 10). The ratio was 
unchanged from 1983 to 1984. Com­
paring prison commitments to the 
number of adult arrests for the same 
crimes, the increase was 2696 for 
1980 to 1983 before dropping very 
slightly from 1983 to 1984. 

Admissions-to-crime ratios for 
individual States suggest differences 
among jurisdictions in their response 
to crime and provide un lllterna tive 
to measures of prison use based on 
popUlation (table 11). Based on the 
number of murders, nonnegligent 
manslaughters, rapes, robberies J 

aggravated assaults, and burglaries 
reported to the police, $outhern 
States in 1984 imposed the highest 
level of imprisonment with nn overall 
ratio of 54 commitments per 1,000 of 
these crimes; Stutes in the Northeast 
imposed the lowest-28 per 1,000. 
Ten jur isdictions-South Dakota. 
North Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, 
Alaska, North Dakota, Mississippi, 
Wyoming, Okluhoma, and the District 
of Columbia-all had ratios at least 
50% higher than the national average 
of 39 per 1,000 serious crimes. 



Comparing prison commitments to 
the amount of crime rather than to 
the size of the resident population 
ean significantly affect how a State 
ranks in prison use. Nevaaa, ror 
example, was third among the States 
in 1984 in the number of prison ad­
missions per 100,000 adult residents, 
but 17th in the number of commit­
ments relative to crime. Similarly, 
the District of Columbia had a 
population-based admissions rate: 
three times the National average in 
1984 but a crime-based admissions 
rate more comparable to neighboring 
jurisdictions (63 per 1,000 offenses in 
D.C~ vs. 57 per 1,000 in Virginia). 

Between 1980 and 1964 the ratio 
of admissions to crime increased in 
48 States and the District of Colum­
bia. In 34 jurisdictions the increase 
was at least 50%; and in 4 of these it 
was more than 10096-MassachusettsJ 

New Jersey, Utah und Ha\vaii. 

Crime-based admissions rates and 
population-based admissions rates 
also show different patterns over 
time. In six States-Arkansas, Con­
necticut, Kentucky, Marne, Nebraska, 
and South Carolina-the number of 
commitments to prison per 100,000 
adult residents declined between 
1980 and 1964. In alls;x, however, 
the ratio of prison commitments to 
reported crimes either remained the 
same or Increased during the period. 
That is, these States were sending 
rewer persons to prison per adult 
resident in 1984 than in 1980 but the 
same or more persons to prison per 
reported crime. Overall, between 
1980 and 1984 commitments to prison 
relatiVe to crime jncl'eased more 
than 2: 1/2 times as fast as com­
mitments relative to population (56% 
1/S. IB~5%). 

Bureau ot' Justice Statistics 
Bulletins are prepared principally 
by BJS staff. This bulle tin was 
written by Lawrence A. Greent'eld, 
corrections unit chief. Carol 8. 
({alish, chief of data analysis, 
edits the bulletins. Marianne 
Zawitz assisted in the editing. 
:'.1arilyn Marbrook, publications 
unit chief) administered produc­
tion, assisted by Betty Sherman, 
:vi illie J. Baldea, and J oyce ~1. 
Stanford. Statistical assistance 
was provided by Sophie Bowen of 
rus and by Greg Wells of the 
Bureau of the Census. 

June 1986, NCJ-I01364 
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Table 11. State prison admissions relative to selected serious offenses 
and the adult population, by Sta te. 1980 and 1984 

Admissions per 1,000 Admissions per 
selected offenses 1001000 adults 

Percent Percent 
change ehange 

Regions nnd States 1980 1984 1990-04 1980 1994 19!1O-94 

United States, totul 25 39 56,0% SO 96 20.0% 

Northeast 15 '8 8fi.7% 48 61 27.1% 
Connectieut ,11 14 1B.9 105 aa -16.2 
\}aine ,8 33 17,9 54 47 -13.0 
:\lassll.cnusetts , 19 137.5 26 40 53.B 
New Hampshire 14 27 9"2.9 30 32 6.7 
New Jersey 14 " 121.4 49 GO 34.7 
New York 13 25 92.3 56 73 :;0.4 
Pennsylvnnin 17 " 94,1 33 47 42.4 
Rhode Island 12 29 55,7 35 40 14.:1 
Vermonl. 32 50 55.:1 77 78 L3 

Midwest 28 36 2!l.5% 11 78 9.9(;& 
Ulinois 32 31 • 70 B1 3,8 
lndinna 37 53 5fl,8 as 98 11.4 
Iown 2. 43 53.6 50 62 24.0 
Kansas 26 42 61.5 69 80 15.9 
"iHehlgrm 20 21 5.0 67 71 6,0 
Minnesota 12 23 91.7 25 3B 52.0 
Jtissourl 24 49 66.7 74 

., 
14.9 

Ne~ruslm 35 " 9.6 56 46 -17.9 
North Dakotn 47 70 46.9 38 H 22.2 
Ohio 45 53 17.8 97 103 fl.2 
South Dakota 61 111 82.0 71 101 42.3 
W iseonsln 26 38 4fl.2 46 54 17.4 

South 38 54 42.1% 116 13·1 15.5% 
I\lllbnmu 49 78 59.2 138 15< It.6 
Arkansus 50 58 16,0 104 97 -6.7 
Deluware 30 50 66,7 as 102 15.9 
Distriet of Columbia 3G 63 75,0 213 28S 35.2 
Florida 24 3D 58.3 109 132 21.1 
Georgiu 49 79 61.2 156 1S5 IS.6 
Kentucl{y 47 ,7 0 86 70 -18.6 
Louisie.nn 31 47 51.6 100 129 29,0 
Maryland 30 42 411.1l 107 110 2.8 
Mississippi 13 70 62.8 P7 12B :i2.0 
North Carolina 61 8J 38,1 158 172 ',9 
Oklnhoma 38 61 68,4 111 165 4B,6 
South Carolinll 47 56 ULt 153 146 -4.6 
Tennessee 33 " 63.B 09 115 29.2 
TexllS 38 48 26.3 129 147 14.0 
Virginia 36 57 58.3 75 87 16.0 
West Virginia au 50 66.7 " 56 47.4 

West 17 30 76.5% 66 93 40.9% 
Alusltu 42 74 76.2 115 203 76.5 
Arizona 24 44 83,3 U7 135 3"9,2 

California 15 27 80.0 66 93 40.9 
Colorado 16 29 81.3 55 91 47,:1 
Ilawaii 9 24 166.7 28 49 75,0 
idaho 34 58 70.6 78 95 21.8 
Montana 34 43 26.5 55 66 20.0 
Nevada 26 51 96.2 136 179 31.6 
New Mexico 17 33 94,1 53 111 109.4 
Oregon 27 34 25.9 93 101 28.9 
utah 15 40 166.7 39 71 82.1 
Washington 14 17 2:1.4 46 " 6.5 
Wyom1ng 38 68 18.9 71 97 22.5 

Note¢ Prison admissions refer to the ·Qffense figures for Illinois Cor 1994 may not 
number of prisoners: received from courts be compfll'aole to previous years. 
with sentenccs of more than 1 vcar. Se-
lected offenses (Ire marder, non-negligent Sourecs: National Prisoner 5tutislies; Uniform 
manslaughter. forcible rape, robbet"y, uggro- Crime Reports; Census Bureau estimates of 
vBted assBult, ond burglary. Adults ore 1he population. 
resident population aged 18 nnd over. 
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Bureau of 
Justice Statistics 
Announces the 
Justice Statistics 
Clearinghouse 

The Bureau of Justice Statistics 
(BJS), in conjunction with the Na­
tional Criminal Justice Reference 
Service (NCJRS), annOunces the 
establishment of the Justice Statis­
tics Clearinghouse. The Clearing­
house toll-free number is: 

800-732-3277 

Persons from Maryland and the 
Washington, D.C., metropolitan 
areu should call 301-251-5500. 

Services offered by the Clearing­
house include: 

.. Responding to statistical reo 
quests. How many rapes are re­
ported to the police') How many 
burglaries occurred in the past year? 
Call the Clearinghouse, toll free. 

.. Providing information about 
BJS services. Interested in receiv­
ing BJS documents and products? 
Register with the BJS mailing list 
by calling the Clearinghouse, toll 
free. 

• Suggesting referrals to other 
sources for criminal justice statis­
tics. If the Clearinghouse doesn't 
have the answer, an information 
specialist will referyou to agencies 
or individuals who do. 

.. Conducting custom literature 
searches or the NCJRS document 
data base. We can search the 
NCJRS data base and provide topi­
cal bibliographic citations and 
abstracts to answer specitle re­
quests. 

• Collecting statistical reports. 
The Clearinghouse collects statisti­
cal reports from numerous sources. 
Submit statistical documents to 
share with criminal justice col­
leagues to: NCJRS, Attention BJS 
Acquisition, Box 6000, Rockville, 
MD 20850. 

to 

You have 24-hour access to the 
Justice Statistics Clearinghouse. 
From 8:30 a.m. to 8:00 p. m. EST. 
weekdays, an information specialist 
is available. After work hours, you 
may record your orders or leave a 
message for an infonnalion special· 
ist to return your call. 



Bureau of Justice Statistics reports 
(revised June 19B6) 

Call tolHree 800-732-3277 (local 
251-5500) to order BJS reporis, to be added 
to one of the 8JS mailing lists, or to speak 
to a reference specialist in stallstics at the 
JustIce Statistics Clearinghouse, National 
Criminal Justice Reference Service, 
Box 6000, Rockville, MD 20850, Single 
copies of reports are free; use NCJ number 
to order, Postage and handling are charged 
for bulk orders of single reports, For sing!e 
copies of multiple titles, up 10 10 titles are 
free; 11-40 tities $10; mor. than 40, 520; 
Ilbraries cal! for special fales, 

Publio-use tapes of BJS data sets and 
other criminal Justice data are available 
from the Grimfna! Justice Archive and 
Information Nelwork, P,O, Box 1248, Ann 
Arbor, MI48106 (313-763-5010), 

National Crime Survey 
Criminal Victimization in the U,S,; 

1984 (linnl reportl, NCJ'100435, 5/86 
19133 (lina! report], NCJ-96459, 10185 
19132 ilina! report), NCJ..92820, 11/8-1 
1973-82 trends, NCJ-00541. 9.183 
1980 llinal (eport], NCJ.B4J15, 4/B3 
1979 (!Ina! report), NCJ·7671 0, 12/81 

rus speciel reports: 
Crime prever'lIiOnmeasures, NCJ·100438. 3/86 
The use of weapons in committing crimes, 

NCJ-99643, 1/86 
Reponln9 crimes to the police, NCJ..99432. 

12/85 
locating cIty, suburban, and rural crime, NCJ· 

99535, 12185 
The risk 01 violent crime, NCJ·97119, 5/85 
The economic cost of crime 10 victims, NCJ· 

93450,4/B4 
Family violence, NGJ'93449, "-1/84 

BJS bUlletins: 
Households touched by crime, 1985, 

NCJ-101665,6/86 
CrimInal vlcUmization, 1 964, NCJ'9690"-l, 10/85 
The crime of rape, NCJ·96777, 3185 
HousehOld burglary, NCJ-96021, 1/8S 
Criminal victlmlzatlon, 1983, NGJ-93869, 6/84 
Violent <:rlma by strangers, NCJ-B0829, <1/82 
Crime and the elderly, NCJ-79614. 1i82 
Measuring crime, NCJ-75710. 2181 

Response to screening qUestions in the National 
Crime Survey !BJS technical report). NGJ· 
97624,7/85 

VictimizatIon and fear or crime: World 
perspectives, NCJ·93872. 1j85 

The National Crime Survey: Wo'king papers 
vol. I: Current and histor:cal perspecli'Jes. ' 
NCJ-75374.8/82 
vol. Ii: Methological studies< NCJ-903Q7, 12184 

Issues In the measurement of <:rime, 
kCJ-74682,10/81 

Criminal vlctlmlzaUon of New York State 
reSidents, 1914~77, NCJ.66481, 9100 

The cost of negligence; Losses froM preventable 
household burglaries, NCJ-53527, 12/79 

Rape victimIzation In 26 American clties, 
NCJ-55878, 8179 

Crimina! victimization in urban schOOls, 
NCJ-56396, 8;79 

An introduction to the National Crime Survey, 
NCJ-43732, 4;78 

lOcal victim surveys: A review of lhe issues, 
NCJ-39973,8;77 

Parole and probation 
BJS bU!!efins: 

Probation and parole 1984, NC,}10018i, 
2/86 

Setting prison terms, NCJ'7621B, 8183 

Parole In the U.s., 1980 and 1981, NCJ.87387 
~86 ' 

ChBJacterlstlcs of persons enterIng parole 
during 1978 and 1979. NCJ-87243, 5/83 

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

Parole in the U.S., 1979, NGJ·S9S62. 3/81 

Corrections 
rus bulieiins and special reports: 

PrlSone(S In 1985, NCJ-101384, 6/86 
Prison admlss10n and releases, 1983, 

NCJ-l00582,3!ll6 
Capital punishment 1964, NCJ-98399, 8185 
Examining recldivlsm, NCJ-96501, 2/85 
Returnln9 to prison, NCJ-95100, 11/84 
Time served In prison, NCJ-93924, 6184 

Prisoners in Stale and FederallnstituUons on 
Oe<:, 31, 1983, NCJ-99861, 6186 

Capital punishment 1984 (final), NCJ-99S62, 5/86 
Capital punishment 1983 !final), NCJ,99561 ,4/86 

1919 surveyof inmeleso[Slatecorrecl/onaj facilities 
and 1979 census of State correctional facilities: 

BJS spe;:.:iaI reports: 
The prevalence of imprisonment, NCJ-93657 

1/85 ' 
Career patterns in crime, NCJ-88672, 6/83 

B.JS bulletins: 
Prisoners and dru9s, NCJ-87575, 3/83 
PrIsoners and alcohol, NCJ·86223, 1/83 
Prisons and prisoners, NCJ·S0697,2i82 
Veterans in prison, NCJ·79232. 11/81 

Census of jails and survay of iail inmates: 
Jail inmates,. 1964, NCJ·101g9,;t 5/86 
Jai! inmates,. 1 9B3 (BJS o~!!etin), NCJ'99175 

11/85 ' 
The 1983 jail census (BJS Dul:elm}, NCJ-9553e. 

11/84 
Census 01 jails,. 1978: Data :or indiv,dtJsl ja'!s, 

vots. !-IV, Norlheas1. North Centra!, South 
Wes!,NCJ-72279·72262, 12/81 . 

Profile of jail inmates.1g78. NCJ-65412. 2i81 

Expenditure and employment 
Justice expenditure and employment, 1982 (BJS 

bulletin}, NGJ-98327, 6/85 
Justice expenditure and employmenlin the U. S,: 

19BO and 19B1 extracts, NGJ-96007, 6/85 
1971 ·79, NCJ·9259S, 11/64 
1979 (final repOft), NCJ-B7242. 12/83 

Courts 
BJS bulletin: 

The 9rowth of appeals: 1973-B3 trends, 
NCJ-96381. 21BS 

Case filings in State courts 1983, NGJ·S5111. 
10/84 

BJS spacial [aporls: 
Felony sentencing 1:118 lo<:a! 

jurisdictions. NGJ-9768!. 6/85 
The I?revalence of guilty pleas. NGJ.90018. 

12/84 
Sentencin9 practices in 13 Stales, NCJ-95399. 

1 Qj84 
Criminal de'ense systems: A nalional 

survey. NCJ-94630, 8/84 
Habeas corpus, NCJ-92948, 3184 
Case filings in State courts 1983, 

NCJ-9S111,10/84 
State court caseload stal1stics, 1977 and 
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