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Capital· Punishment 1983
Five persons were executed during
1983, bringing to 11 the total executed
since the reinstatement of capital punishment in 1972 (figure 1). 1 This increase in the pace of executions ca me
as many inmates on death row neared
the end of a series of appeals and as the
courts became ir.creasingly reluctant to
sanction a lengthy appeals process in
capital punishment cases.
The executions that took place
during 1983 brought to 3,870 the total
conducted under civil authority in the
United States since nati~nal reporting
began in 1930 (figure 2). After 1967,
an unofficial moratorium on executions
prevail~d as legal challenges to the
death penalty were pressed at various
.court levels. There were no executions
untH 1977, when 'Jne occurred. Two
more followed in 1979, one in 1981, an:!
two in 1982. Two-fifths of all executions since 1930 have taken place in
five States, each with over 200 exeCUtions (figure 3).

related to the arbitrary application of
the death sentence. Many States responded by adopting new laws designed
to answer the Court's objections.

July 1984

In 1976, in five cases considered
together f the Court addressed these
new laws and attempted to clarify its
decision in Furman. In Woodson v.
North Carolina and Roberts v. LouisiaJ!!!., the Court struck down as unconstitutional State laws that eliminated all
discretion from the sentencing process
by imposing a mandatory death penalty
for specific crimes. However, in ~
v. Georgia,~. v. Texas, and Proffitt
v. Florida, the Court upheld laws that
provided guidelines to assist the sentencing authority in exercising the required discretion as it considers aggra-

Data on persons under sentence of
death are collected annually for the.
Bureau of Justice Statistic~ as part
ot' the National Prsoner Statistics
(NPS) program, Data are obtained
from the depGrtments of corrections
in each of the 50 States and the
District of Columbia. The Bureau of
Justice Statistics gratefully acknowledges the cooperation of State
officials whose generous assistance
and unfailing patience make National
Prjsoner Statistics possible.
Steven R. Schlesinger
Director

Status!.>f death penalty as of 12/31/113 and 1933 executions
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Capital punishment in the courts
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The niimbeJ:. ofsuc(!essful challenges
to the constitutlorut!!.ty of capitiI1pun:- -.ishment laws has dropped off sharply In
the pa!;t several years as guidelines set
down in U. S. Supreme Court cases duril.lg the 1970's became incorporated into
State capital punishment laws. In the
1972 decision in Furman v. Georgia, the
• Supreme Court for the first time struck
dowlJ a State capital punishment law as
unconsfitutional under the Eighth
Amendment. Five justices, in as many
opinions, found the Ge~rgia capital
punjshment law objectionable for a
number of reasons, most of which were
lAs of June 20, 1984, 9 more persons had been
executed, bringing the new total to 20 since 1977.
2'n addition to those executed under civil authority,
160 persons have been executed under military
authority sinc~ 1930.
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Figure 2

vating and mitigating circumstances
surrounding thc crime.
Further refinements were provided
in a number of cases that reached the
U.S. Supreme Court in the late 1970's
and early 1980's. By 1982, few cases
before the Court had the potential for
producing the broad application of
earlier decisions. In 1982, and again in
1983. no one was removed from death
row hecause a State capital punishment
law had been declared unconstitutional.
During 1983, one of the more
important remaining issues in capital
punishment was brought to the U. S.
,Supreme Court-that of proportionality. Proportionality, in the sense that
capital punishment must not be excessive and disproportionate given the!xl2~
of crime, had been mentioned in the
plurality opinion of Justice Stewart in
Gregg v. Georgia as being part of
Eighth Amendment death penalty analysis. However, the concept that States
must make punishment for a crime similar. to sentences for similar crimes
committed by offenders with similar
characteristics had not yet been addressed by the Nation's highest court.
Early in 1984, the U. S. Supreme
Court ruled in Pulley v. Harris that a
proportionality review by a court of
statewide jurisdiction is not a Constitutional reqUirement. Although many
State death penalty laws provide for
such a review, the court ruled that the
Eighth Amendment does not require it
as an invariable rule in every case. The
Court held that California's death penalty statute and similar post-Furman
laws, while perhaps "occasionally produc(ing) abber3tional outcomes," were
"a far cry from the major systemic defects identified in Furman," and thus
passed constitutional muster under the
Eighth Amendment.

;

Three important cases were himded
down by the U.S. Supreme Court on
July 6, I983: California v. Ramos,
Barclayv. Florida,and Barefoot v.
Estelle. In 1982, the California
Supreme Court had ruled (in People v.
Ramos) that a required instrl.\~tion to
the jury that a life sentence without
pal'ole could be. commuted by the

1960

1980

1970

Governor rendered the state's death
pettalty law unconstitu'tional und~r the
Eighth Amendment of the Federal
Constitution. Howeve\~, the U. S.
Supreme Court reversed that decision
and held that the Feder,al Constitution
does not prohibit such instructions to
the jury. By bringing to the jury's
attention the possible commutation of a
life sentence, the instruction, the Court
Number ot' pa'SODS executed,
by jurisdiction, 1930-83
(total 3,870)
Number executed
since 1930 since 1977

State
. Georgia
New York
Texas
California
North Carolina
Ohio
Florida
South Carolina
Mississippi
Pennsylvania
Alabama
Louisiana
Arkansas
Kentucky
Tennessee
Virginia
, lllinois
New Jersey
Maryland
Missouri
Oklahoma
Washington
Colorado
Indiana
West Virginia
District of Columbia
Arizona
Federal system
Nevada
Massachusttts
Connecticut
Oregon
Iowa
Kansas
Utah
Delaware
New Mexico
WYOming
Montana
Vermont
,Nebraska
Idaho
S,I)U th Dakota
'N\~w Hampshire
Wisconsin
Rhode Island
North Dakota
Minnesota
Michigan
Maine
Hawaii
Alaska

367
329
298
292
263
172
172
162
155
152
136
134
118
103
93
93
90
74
68
62
60
47
47
42
40
40
38
33
30
27
21
19
lIi
15
14
12
8
7
6
4
4
3
1
1
0
0
0
0
0
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said, "invites the jury to assess whether
the defendant is someone whose probable fubJre behavior makes it undesirable that he be permitted to return to
SOCiety•••" Such considerations were
apprQved of in Jurek v. Texas, bu~ we~e
emphasized as appropriate in Cali forma
v. Ramos. .
The Barclay case dealt with viola";
ticns of State law committed during
sentencing proceedings in capital punishment cases. In Barclay, the trial
judge sentenced the defendant to death
on the basis of sfweral considerations.
One of these, the defendant's past (1riminal record, was improper under the
capital punishment statute. The
Florida Supreme Court had upheld the
sentence because under "harmless error
analysisil it was clear that the judge's
improper use of the defendant's record
was a harmless error that did not alter
the .final sentence. On review, the
Supreme Court upheld the Florida
decision.
The Barefoot case was notable both
because ii: upheld the admissibility of
psychi~tric evidence predicting future
dangel~ousness and because the High
Court <'lpproved the acceleration of the
appeals ,;>rocess in capital cases. The
Court used Barefoot to establish general guidelines for habeas appeals of
capital sentences. The Court held that
a strong showing that a federal right
has been denied is needed to obtain a
certificate of probable cause, and that
even with the certificate, the court of
appeals may expedite its consideration
of the merits of hl.lbeas appeals. Thus,
the court of appeals may deny an application for a stay of sentence if, in
doing so, it determines that the defendant lacks subatantial grounds on the
merits; such procedures were held especially.appropriate where the petition
is a second or successive collateral
attack •.
On October 11,1983, the U.S. Gourt
of Military Appeals, the Nation's .~
highest military court, ruled that sentenCing procedures in the Uniform Code
of Military Justice did not conform to
U. S. Supreme Court guidelines set
down in the 1972 and 1976 landmark decisions. As a result of this decision,
U.S. v. Matthews, the death sentences
O'fSeven :men condemned under courtmartial procedures were removed. New.,
regUlations remedying the defects in
the cOde were promulgatedln an executive'order effective Janl!ary 24, 1984.
Among the issue'S sHll pending at
yearend 1983 were the effectiveness of
counsel in capital ca~es, .the practice by
trial judges of overri~ling ajury's sentence recommendation, and the admjssibility of research findings of racial

discrimination in the imposition of the
death penalty.

at yearend 1983

Massachusetts, which had an earlier
law struck down in 1980, enacted a new
law effective January 1, 1983, so that
by the end of 1983, 38 States and the
Federal government had laws authorizing the death penalty. This was the
largest number of jurisdictions authorizing the death penalty since it was
declared unconstitutional in 1972.

The number of persons under sentence of death at yearend 1983 was
1,202, a 13% incr~ase over yearend
1982 (figure.4). During 1983, 252
persons,received the death penalty and
113, including the 5 executed, were
removed from. death row. The 252
death penalties'imposed during 1983
was higher than in any other year· since

Persons under sentence of. death

.

Prisoners under sentence or death,
by region and State, 1983

~

Region and State
Uni~ed .States
Male
Female
Federal 2
State
Northeast
Connecticut
MassachUsetts
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania
Vermont
North Central
l1linois
Indiana
Missouri
Nebraska
Ohio
South Dakota
South
Alabama
Arkansas
Delaware
Florida
Georgia
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maryland
Mississippi
North Carolina
Oklahoma
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas
Virginia
Wnst
Arizona
California
Colorado
Idaho
Montana
Nevada,
New Mexico
Utah
:Washington
Wyoming

Prisoners
under
sentence
of death
12/31/82
1,063
1,049
14
0

1,063
26
0
0
0
0
0
26
0
101
50
15
21
12
3
0
'121
38
23
6
186
105
13
21

14
35
28
39
17
28
149
19
215
51
120
2
7
3
18
5
3'
3
3

NOTB: States not listed and the Distr\ct of
Columbia did not have the death penalty as of
12/31/83. Some of, the figllres shown for yearend 1982 are revised from those !!hown in
Capital Punlsllment 1982 (final report), NCJ91533. The ~evised figures include 23 inmatos
who were reported late !o the NPS program or
who werc not in the custody of Sta te correctional authorities by 12/31/82 (8 in Louisiana,
6 In Georgia, 2 In Alabama, and 1 ea.'.!h in Delaware, illinois, Nevada, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, and Texas), and exclude 10
inmates relieved of the death sentence before
12/31/82 (3 In Florida, 2 each in Mississippi and
Tennessee, and 1 each In Arkansas, Georgia,
and Oklahoma).

Figure 4

Changes during 1983
Received
Removed from
under
death row
death
(including
sentence
executions·)
252
249
3
0
252
19
0
0
0
3
,I

15
0
39
16
6

2
D
15
0
143
13
1
0
34
7
6
5
0
5
11
8
12
5
33.
3
51
7
33
0
0
1
6
1
1
2
0

Prisoners
. under
sentence
of death
12/31/83

1113•

l,20~

109·

4
0

"

113~

II
0
0
0
0
0
8
0
4
2
0
0

2
0
0
82
2·
2
0
27·
10·
~

2·
3
30
6
8
1
2
19
2
14

..
4
1
0
0
1
0
0
1
0

1,189
13
0
1,202
37
0
0
0
3
1
. 33
0
136
64
21
23
10
18
0
7'17
49
22
6
193
102
19
24
11
37
33
39
28
31
163
20
252
51
149
1
7
4
23
6
4·
. 4
3

• 1983 executions: 1 each In Alabama,
Florida, Georgia, LOUisiana, Mississippi.
Ilncludes five inmales who died of natur.al
causes (one each in Alabama, Florida, Georgia,
LOUisiana, and MississippI), thrae who committed
suicide (one each in California, Colorado, and ,
Texas), and one who was killed attempting to
escape while on !I court appearance (TexlIs).
2Excludes prisoners held under Armed Forces
jurisdiction. Six such prisoners who were under
sentence on 12/31/82 and one who was simtenced during 1983 were relieved of the death
sentence on 10/U/83, leaving no one .under
military death sentence at yearend 1983.

at least 1968 except 1982. The number
removed from death row during 1983
was higher than in the four previous ,
years.
Since 1953, when the official count
of those under sentence of death began,
the number tinder sentence at yearend
has increased almost tenfold (figure
5). The buildup on the Nation's death
rows initially coincided with the legal
challenges to the death penalty in the
1960's., All persons under sentence of
death at the time of the. 1972 Supreme
Court decisions were eventually removed from death roW. The buildup
beg!ln anew as offenders were sentenced under laws passed after the 1972
and 1976 landmark decisions, marking
the sharpest rise in the number of
death-row inmates since data were first
compiled.
AU death-row prisoners remaining
under sentence at yearend had been
convicted of murder. One-third of the
902 persons under sentence of death for
whom the information was available
were already under. sentence for. anothe~: crime when arrested for capital
mur:der. Most of them (19% of those
re~orting) were on parole, while 6%
were on probation, 4% serving time in
prison, 3% on escape, and 2% on various
othel' types 'of prison release. TwothirdsQf all death-row prisoners had
been convicted of felonies before they
werE' charged with a capital ,crime.
, Of the 38 States authorizing the
death penalty, 33 had prisoners under
sentence of death at yearend 1983,
more States than in any previous year.
Five States (Connecticut, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, South
Dakota, and Vermont) and the Federal
system had death penalty laws on their
books but no one on 1~ath row. No one
has tleen uilder sentence of death in
Federal facilities since 1977.
The 1,202 persolls on death row
were concentrated, as in previou!.l
y~ars, mltinly in the South, which held
almost two-thirds of all death-row
prisoners. Some 21% were held in
correctional facilities in the West, 11%
in tile North C~ntral States, and 3% in
the North\!sst. The States with the
largest numbers on death 1'0,'11 wer-e
Florida (193), Texas. (163), Califcrnia
(149), and Georgia (102) (figure 4).
Nine States held between 25 anC: 99
inmates under sentence of death; 10
. held between 10 and 24 inmates; and to
held between 1 and 9 inmates.
About a fi fth 0 r those on dea th row
at y,earend had received sentenc,s
during 1983. The median time on death
row was 28 months, but almost 3in 10
in'mates had spent at least 4 years
under sentence of death by yearend,
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mates sentenced in 1983 were similar in
most other characteristics to those
already on death row.

relation to most non-Hispanics (about
twice as fast since 197&) may in part
reflect improved reporting on ethnicity.

Persons under senten~
Nlimber of
inmates

Like that of most State prisoners,
the educational level of death-row in··
mates was generally low,; only 41% had
completed high school, while 1 :In 10
had not graduated from the eighth
grade. Most death-row prisoners were
not married; some 44% had never married, 20% were divorced or separated,
and 2% Were widowed.

Persons i~ving death row dQring 1983
In all, 21 States had Ii cO~\lined
total of 113 persons removed ft:om
death row during 1983. Ten Stat.es
(Delaware, Idaho, Indiana, K~ntucky!
Missouri, Montana, New MexICO, OhiO,
Utah, and Wyoming) ha4no rem.ovals,
althoiIgh they began the year With
prisoners Under .sentence of dea tho

Persons sentenced to dealli during 1983

~=---

1953

1960

1970

1980

Figure 5

including 143 persons with 6 years or
more on death row. The median age of
death row prisoners was about 31 years,
although the ages ranged from 17 to 82.
There were 500 black inmates Unc.d['
sentence of death in 1983. Since 1978,
the proportion of death-row inmates
who were black has remained about 2 in
5. Between 1968 and 1975, the proportion exceeded 5096; it dropped to 46%
in 1976 45% in 1977, and 4196 in 1978.
Blacks ~lso amounted to about 2 in 5
inmates receiving new death sentences
in 1983. Since 1968; the proportion of
those receiving death sentruwes {!ach
year who were black ranged from 38%
to 62%.
The 13 women on death row at yearend 1983 amounted to about 1% of all
death-row inmates. Their number has
more than tripled since 1972 (figure 6).

or the 113 inmates who left death
row• 60 had their sentences lifted but
convictions upheld
• 28 had their sentences and
convictions vacated
• 11 had their sentences commuted
• 5 were executed
e 5 died of natural causes
• 3 died by suicide
• 1 was killed while attempting escape

Twenty-seven States, one less than
in 1982, imposed death sentences during
1983. The number of new death sen, tences imposed fell from 281 in 19\2 to
252 in 1983, a decline of over 10%.
New York imposed its first death sentence since 1977 and New Jersey its
first since a new law was enacted in
1982. Montana and Utah were the only
other States that imposed sentences of
death in 1983 but not 1982. Five States
that had new death';'row prisoners in
1982 imposed no death sentences in
1983: Colorado, Delaware, Idaho,
Maryland, and Wyoming.
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The five persons executed spent
from 4-1/2 to 10 years on death row,
with l;. • average stay of 7 years and 2
months. In addition to the five who
were executed, five persons died of
natural causes, three committed
suicide, and one was killed attempting
to escape while in court. Since the
major capital punishment decisions
handed down 'Oy the Supreme Court in
1976, the number removed from death
row has dropped each yeat with two
exceptioIil~i980 (when 42 persons were
remov~d from Alabama's death row
after a major court decision there) and
1983•

Three women were sentenced to
death during 1983, two in Ohio and one
in Alabama. Ohio last had women on
death row in 1978, when four women
had death sentences lifted when Ohio's
law was found to be unconstitutional.
Alabama bad begun the year with one
woman on death row.
Eighteen Hi~penics r~ceived death
sentences in 1983, the largest numbers
. being sentenced in California (6), Texas
<4), and Florida (3).
The median are of-those newly sentencei:l to death was just over 27 years,
slightly higher for whites and slightiy
lower for blacks. With the exception of
their being younger on the average, in-

direr half of the 99 persons no
longer under sentence of death at the
end of the year Were serving reduced
sentences (almost all of them life).
Tweni:{·one persons were stillllwaiting
retrial and 19 persons were awaiting
resentencing. One person had all
capi tal charges dropped.

3Each year, some death -sa!!.'(ences from previous
years are reported for the first ti me, so the
magnitude of the decrease may be lessened a:ter the
1983 figures are revised.

The median time spent on death row
by those who left during 1983 was 38

'
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An increase in the number of Hispanics on death row brought to 72 the
number of Hispanic death-row inmates
at yearend 1983. Twelve States held at
least one Hispanic under ~ntenceof
death with the largest numbers being
held in States with relatively large
Hispanic populations: California (24),
Texas (20), Florida (8), and Arizona
(6). Hispanics have generally averaged
about 696 of the tobill death-row population in the United States since data
on ethnicity were first collected in
1978. Their increase on death row in

Number of women on death row, yearend 1972-83
State

1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 11'183

United States
California
Georgia
North Carolina
Ohio
Oklahoma
Florida
Alabama
Texas
Kentucky
Maryland
Mississippi
Ne/ada

4.

3
1

3

3

2
1

1
2

8
1
1
3

7
2
1

6

2

3

4

1

1

5

7

11

11

14

13

1
2

2
1

3
1

4
1

4
1

3
1
2

1
1

1
1
1
1

1
1

1

2

2

1
2

2

2
1

1
2
1
1

2
1
1

1
1
1

1

All,
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death sentences. Some requires review of both conviction and sentence.
while others require only a review of
. the sentence. Typically~ the review is
undertaken by the State supreme court
and results in affirming or vacating the
conviction alone or both the conviction
and sentence. If either the convictic)D
or the sentence isvae..a~ed, the case
may be rema r.lded to the trial court for
additional pI',ceedings. Some statutes
also allow the State supreme courtto
commute a death sentence to lite
imprisonment.

months. 'For the first time since the
death roW buildup began anew after'
1976, the mediaritime was lower than
that of the previous .y,ear.Mol'e than
half.of the removals .occurred in three
of~lle four States with the largest
death-row populations,Florida,
Georgia, and Texas. California, with
ffie Nation's third largest death-row
population, had four removals from
death row during 1983.
.
Death penalty laws in IS83

During 1983, 11 States modified
existing death penalty statutes. Six of
the 11 changed those sections of the
laW relating to the method of execution. Four States (Arkansas, Montana,
North Carolina, and Utah) added lethal
injection as a method of execution;
illinois changed from electrocution to
lethal injection and Nevada from gas to
lethal injection. For the remaining five
States, the changes were mainly of a
technical nature, including renumbering
sections of the law, changing words,
and correcting citations. Indianaadded
a new aggravating circumstance to its
capital punishment law: that of murder
committed by a person serving a prison
term with at least 20 years of time
remaining.

rr

IJ

Fourteen States provided· for more
than one method 'of execution, usually
lethal injection or an alternate method,
at the election of the condemned prisoner (figure 7). Electrocution was the
most common method Gfexecution provided for ill the statutes; 18 States had
electrocu~ion as a method .of execution. Lethal injection was permitted in
13 States; lethal gas in 8 States; hanging in 4 Sta tes; and a firing squad in 2
States. Some States have anticipated
the possibility that lethal injection may
be round unconstitutional by providing
fOf an alternate method. Each of the
other·four methods challenged on
Eighth Amendment grounds as cruel and
unusual punishment have been found
constitutional.
all death penalty statutes
provide for an automatic review of all
~~most

In some States, a minimum age for
the imposition of the death penalty· is
cited in State law; in others, the
minimum age is, in effect, the younges~
age at which a juvenile may be transferred to adult court by judicial
waiver. In South Dakota, for example,
10. is tbe youngest age at which a 'juvenile may be waived to adult court, and
thus,,',at least technIcally, the youngest
age at which the deatfL peilslty may be
imposed~ At the opposite extreme, in
New York only persons over age 18 may
be executed. The majority of States
put the age limit at 15 to 18, with 18
being the most prevalent age. However, a number of States have neither a
specific age at which a juvenile may be
transferr~d to criminal court by judic-ial
waiver nor a minimum age, at which the
death penalty may be imposed. In such
States, the decision to file capital
charges against youthful defendants is
at the discretion of.the p.rosecutor.

Statistics in this series may vary from
othe~death-rowcounts for any of the
following' reasons:
Inmates are not added to the NPS
death-row counts at the time the court
hands down sentence, but at the time
theY' are admitted to a State or Federal
correctional facility.
Inmates sentenced to death under
statutory provisions later found unconstitutionalare removed from the deathrow count on the date of the relevant
court finding rather than on ihe date

,

I

J

States that use method

Metllod
Electrocution

Lethal injection
Lethal; gas
J{anglrig
Firing squad

Alabama,Arkansas·, Connectitlut, FiI>rida, Georgia,lndiana, Kentucky,
Louisiana, Massachusetts·, Nebraska, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania,
South Carolina, South Daleota, Tennessee, Vermont, Virginia
Arkansas·, Idaho., illinois, Massachusetts., ,Montana., Nevada, New Jersey,
Nt;lw Mexico, North Carolina·, Oklahoma, Texas, Utah·, Washington·
Arizona, California, Colorado, Maryland, Mississippi, Missouri, Nort"
Caroline., Wyoming
Delaware, Montane·, New Hamps:hlre, Washington·
Idaho·, Utah·
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BJS bulletins:

NCJ-93925, July 1984

Criminsl victimization in the U.S,:
1973-82 trends, NCJ-90541, 9/83
1981 (final report), NCJ-90208

Computer crime:
Etectronic fund transfer and crimej
NCJ-92650, 2/84
Computer security techniques,
NCJ-84049, 9/82
Electronic fund transfer systems and crime,
NCJ-83736, 9/82
Legislative resourc~ manual, NCJ-78890, 9/81
Expert witness manual, NCJ-77927, 9/81
Criminal justice resource manual. NCJ-61550,
12/79
'
Privacy and security of /1riminal history
Information:
.
A guide to research and statistical use,
NCJ-69790, 5/81
A guide to dissemination, NCJ·40000, 1/79
Compendium of State legislation:
NCJ-48981, 7/78
1981 supplement, NCJ-79652,3/82
Criminal justice information policy:
Research access to criminal justice data,
NCJ-84154,2/83
Privacy and juvenile justice records,
NCJ-84152, 1/83
Survey of State laws (BJS bulletin),
NCJ-80836, 6/82
Privacy and the private employer,
NCJ-79651, 11/81

I

the fiilding is' applied, to individual
cases, Tttus, persons who are technically under sentence of death, but who
are no longer at risk, are !lot counted.
NPS death-row counts are always as
olthe last day of theca!endar year and
will therefore differ from estimates
made for more'recent periods.

To be added to any ~JS mailing list, copy or cut
out this page. fill it in and mail it to:
National Criminal Justice Reference Service
User Se."¥ices Dept. 2
Box 6000
Rockville, MD 20850

o If the name and address on the mailing Jabel
attached are correol, check here and don't fill
them in again. If your address does not show
your organizational affiliation (or interest in
criminal justice) please put in here:,
I! your name and address are different from the
label, please fill them in:
Name:
TItle:
Organization:

BJS special reports:
The economic cost of crime to victims, NCJ93450,4/84
Family violence, NCJ-S3449, 4/84

BJS bulletins:
Crimina! victimization 1983, NCJ-93869, 6/84
Households touched by crime, 1983, NCJ93658, 5/84 _
Violent crime by strangers, NCJ-80829, 4/82
Crime and the elderly, NCJ-79614, 1/82
.
Measuring crime, NGJ-75710, 2/81
The National CrimE/Survey: Working papers,
vOl. I: Current and historical perspectives,
NCJ-75374,8/82
Crime agllinst the elderly in 26 cities,
NCJ-76'106, 1/82
The Hispanic victim, NCJ-69261, 11/81
Issues in the measuremeniof crime,
NCJ-74682,10/81
Criminal victimization 'of California residal'ts,
1974-77, NCJ-70944,6/81
Restitution to victims of personal and h.ousehold
crimes, NCJ'72770, 5/81
.
Criminal victimization of New York State
residents, 1974-77, NCJ-66481, 9/80
The cost of negllg\>nce: Losses from preventable
household burglaries, NCJ-53527,'12/79
Rape vlctlmlza,ion In 26 American cities,
NCJ-55878, 8/79
Criminal victimization in urban schools,
NCJ-56396, 8/79
Crime 'agalnst·persons In urban, suburban, l!ind
rural areas, NCJ-53551, 7/79
An introduction to the National Crime Survey,
NCJ-43732, 4/7~
Local victim surveys: A review of the issues,
NCJ-39973, 8/77 '

City, State, Zip:

E)(pen,tJiture and employment

Telephone: (

Justice expenditure and employment In the
U.S., 1979 (final report), NCJ-87242, 12/83
Ju~.tlce expenditure and employment In the
U.S., 1971-79, NCJ-92596 (forthcoming)

Interest in criminal justice:

Capital punishment 1983, NCJ-93925, 7/84
Prisoners in 1983, NCJ-92948, 4/84
Prisoners 1925-81, NCJ-85861, 12/82
Prisoners In State and Federal Institutions on
December 31, '1981 (final report), NCJ-86485,
7/83
:,"
Capital punishment 1981 (final report),
NCJ-86484, 5/83 .

1979 surveyofinmate$ of Statecorrect/onal facilities
and. 1979 cen~us of State correctional faciilties:
BJS special report:
Career patterns in crime, NC.r88.672, 6/83

BJS bulletins:

o All BJS reports - 30 to 40 reports a year,
including 12 bulletins ana many special reports
o BJS Bulletins - timely reports 01 the most
current justice data
o Courts reports- Stale court caseload'surveys,
model annual State .reports, State court
orQani<:ation surveys
.0 .Cor~ections reports - results of sample
surveys and censuses of jails, prisons, parole,
probation, and other corrections data
o National Crime Survey reports - the Nation's
only regular national survey Of crime victims
o Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statistics
(annual)"': broad-based data from 153 sources
in an easy-te-use, comprehensive format (433
tables, 103 figures, index)
You will be asked each year If you wish to rem~/n

u.s.

Department of Justice
Bureau of Justice Statistics

'

Prisoners and drugs, NCJ-87575. 3/83
Prisoners and alcohol, NCJ-86223, 1/83
Prisons and prisoners, NCJ-8C697, 2/82
Veterans in prison, NCJ,79632, 11/81
Census of jails and survey of jail inmates:
Jail inmates 1982 (8JS bulletin), NCJ-87161 , 2/83
Census of jailS, 1978; Data for individual jails,
vols. HV, Northeast, North Central, South, West,
NCJ-72279-72282,12/81
Pfofile of jail inmates, 1978, NCJ-65412, 2/81
Census of jails and survey of jail inmates, 197~,
preliminal'lf report, NqJ-55172, 5/79

Parole and probation
BJS bulletins:
Probation and parole 1982, NCJ-89874
9/83
Setting prison terms, 'NCJ-76218, b/83
Characteristics of persons ~ntering 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, NCJ-69562, 3/81

Courts
The prosecution 01' felony arrests, 1979, NCJ86482,5/84
Habeas corpus (BJS special report). NCJ-92949.
3/84
.
State court caseload statistics:
1977 and 1981 (8JS special report),
NCJ-87587,2/83
State court organization 1980, NCJ-76711, 7/82
State court mpdel statistical dictionary,
NCJ-62320, 9/80
Across-city comparison of felony case
proceSSing, NCJ-55171, 7/79
Predicting sentences In Federal courts: The
feasibility of a national sentencing policy,
NCJ-33686,10/78
State and local prosecution and civil attorney
systems, NG.J-41334, 7/78

Please put me on the malling list{s) for.

Will be removed.
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National Crime Survey

Street or box:

0l"! the mailing list. If you do not reply, your name

.Pto~jdes for two methods of execution.
F~.7

National Prisoner Statistics

(reVised June 1984)
,
Single copies are avaW-.Ie free from the National
Criminal ;Justice Referer...:.& Service. Box 6000,
Rockville, Md. 20850 (use NCJ number to order).
Postage and handling are charged lor multiple
copies: up to lO titles free: 11-40, $10; more than
40, $20; libraries call for special rates
(301/251-5500).
Public-use tapes of 8JS data sets and other
criminal justice data are available from the Criminal
Justice Archive and Information Network, P.O.
Box 1248, Ann Arbor, Mich. 48106, (313/764-5199).

Methodological note

~

Method of executiOlJ, J)y State, 1983

Bureau of Justi.ce Statistics reports

Privacy and security

B"treau of Justice Statistics BulletL~s
are prepared by BJS staff. Carol B.
Kalish, chief of data anetlysis, edits
the bulletins. Marilyn Marbrook,
chief of production, administers their
publication, assisted by Millie Baldea,
Dorothea M. Proctor, Betty Sherman,
and Joyce M. Stanford. Ethel D.
Harris provided statistical assistance. The author of this bulletin is
Mimi Cantwell of BJS.

Official Busine.~s
Penalty for Private Use $300
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General
BJS bulletins:

.,-'"

Federal drug law violators, NCJ-92692

2/84
The severity of crime, NCJ-92326, 1/84
The Amer,ican response to crime: An overview
of criminal justice systems, NCJ-91936, 12/83
Tracking offenders, NCJ-91572. 11/a3
Victim and witness assistance: lI!~w State
laws and the system's response, NCJ-87934,
5/83
.
Federal justice statistiCS, NCJ-80814, 3/82
Sourcebook of Crimi:mi Justice Statistics, 1983,
NCJ-91534, forthcoming 10/84
Report to tha l"i13fiol\. on crimEt and justice:
The data, 'NCJ-87068, 10/83
BJS five"yaar program plan, FY 1982-86, 7/82
Vlolel)terlme in the U.S. (White Hous.e briefing
book), NCJ-79741, 6/82 .
Dictionary of criminal justice data terminology:
Terms and delhil!~nl:l proposed for interstate
and national data'Co1!et;tio~ and exchange, 2nd
ed., NCJ-76939, 2/82 "'::".;~_
Technical standards for machirie-i'~adable data
supplied to BJS, NCJ-75318, 6/81"
Justice agenCies in the U,S., 1980, NCJ-eS5(30,
1/81
Indlca,tors of crimeahd criminal Justice:
Quantitative studies, NCJ-62349, 1/81
A style manual for machine-readable data,
NCJ-62766, 9/80
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