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In the 19605, wlule crime soared;
pnson populatxons declined. What fol—
-~ "lowed in-the 19708 was a marked shift
.~ in-‘national:opinion: ncreasmgly, the

_public began to demand that the Jui‘tlce :

“system get tougher with criminals.

. The responise of the justice system
- seemed immediate. From 1970 to 1979,

the imprisonment rate surged a record -

o -39%,. the largest single decade increase

‘since the:1920s, when the Federal -
- government started keepmg recordS on:
State and Federal | prison populatlons.
The 32% increase- during the 1930s is

. the closest’ any-other decade has come

" ‘to this record. -

Since the 1970s, 1mprlsonment rates

- have continued to elimb. With'a 36"6
inerease ‘in just the first five years of -

“'the 1980s, and with further increases

~projected for the remainder of the de-

. cade, indications are that the impris-

-onment'rate increase of the 19803 .'nay

“turn out to be the biggest ever. :
The sxgmflcance of thése statistics

“on-the changmg lmprlsonment rateis

‘that they are a measure—perhaps the.
- measure—by which the pubhc gauges
: government response to-crime.. But

~ these statisties do not speak for them-"
- ..selves. The changmg imprisonment

rate is actually a measure of the hum-

‘ber of persons (usually per ‘100 000 pop- :

. ulation) in prison on a single dax in one:

" year relative to the number:in. prisonon ;'

*a single day in another ‘year. “The vari-.
“7-rate§ into more easily understood
. terms, better to convey the lmpllca— .

- 1 OuUs 1mphcatxons oi‘ a change in’ these
e ,smgle-day counts are not obvxous. il
: v .-

O

With thlS study, the Bureau of ,
Justice Statistics mtroduces a new

“use of imprisonment as a sanctlon
-for erime, The prevalence of.

gives a comprehenswe portraxt of
- thie, American prison system in - -
both statie and dynamic terms.

reveals the number of prison in-
“mates.on 1 day, the prevalence

indicator measures the cumulative

effect on the Nation's population

~ from State prisons.

., prisons, about deterrence (the. .
inhibiting effect of the threat of

tivity of people), and about inea-
.-pacitation (the effect that’ prxsons
. have on reducing crime by pre~ .
ventmg offenders from committing
" erimes.in society). . The fact that
. so few eriminals go to prison
relative to the large volume of:

effect on crime. -Assessing the

statistical indicator measuring the :

~imprisonment mdxcator, along v'1th '
the annual count of prisori mmates, :

- While the annual count of mma“_:; o '

of admitting and releasmg,mmutes .
‘The findings of ‘this study ques-. =
» tlon some widely -held beliefs about .

imprisonment on the criminal ac- - o

_vsenous crime convinces many that
» prisons cannot possnbly ‘have mueh -
of a deterrent or- incapacitative .0

_.~States'.use of imprisonment in o o

. 'Qr‘terrent and mcapacltatxve i
" potential of prison may be larger
_than previously thought.

, mcarceratlon are useful fora’
. number of other reasons as well. i
: Presentmg incarceration rate data’
.- in this form facilitates compamson ‘

~with other prevalence indieators 6f’

~publie.” These data are valuable -
. for planning purposes in anticipat-

: prevalence indicator is also useful
- for measuring recidivism, or the - ’
... percentage released from' prxson o N
-~ .-who eventually return to serve -
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dynamm terms, however, reveals -
that thie proportion of the Natlon's i
populatlon affected by 1mpnson- L
ment is higher than might. - '
_prekusly have been reallzed
Mqreover, it suggests that the

&

~ Estimates of the prevalence of

of the likelihood of imprisonment

_significant life ‘events increasingly
being used to convey-important.
- epidemiological information to. tl'e

-ing future prison populatlons. The :
another senténee. These detailed

‘measures: of lifetime recidivism"
-establish a na’uonal ‘benchmark

-~ (the first of its kind) against whieh = |
* future claims of supenor corree--

: tlonal et'flcaey can bé evaluated, -
- Steven R, Schlesmger
e Dlrector E ;

Thls study translates 1mpmsonment f

tlons of record prxson populatlon growth g
" inthe 1970s. The findings presented .~
dxsclose that the proportion of the pop- :
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ulation punished by imprisonment (ang,

by implieation; found guilty of serious®

crime) is much larger than many may

‘realize and is dlso.much larger than the

. single-day prison population counts in:
dicate,

‘The study also shows that aboytfalf

. c s -z
of all prison admissions do not r'e/turn

. N L
for subsequent relncarceration,

- The study introduces a new statisti- -

cal.indicator measuring the pervasive-
ness of State imprisonment. The BJS
indicator of prevalence of imprison-

' inent measures both the percentage of .
the Nation's population confined in
State prisons on any given day and the
Dercentage that will ever have served a
State prison sentence in their life~
time. -This indicator is more readily
understood than the conventional "rate

- per 100,000" used to measure impris-
onment levels; it facilitates compari- ;
sons of the likelihood of imprisonmentf
with other prevalence indicators of

. significant life events (such ag the
lifetime probability of being in a ,
serious automobile accident or of son-
tracting a particular disease),’ ’

The prevalence of imprisonment in-
dicator has many other applications. It
may be valuable for planning purposes
if it is applied in local contexts to
anticipate future needs for:prison
Space. ‘Researchers may use it in a

.. variety of contexts to study publie
policy toward crime control, It can be
used to measure prison recidivisif, or
the percentage of State prison inmates

*who return to-prison to serve additional

sentences, . The establishment. of sueh a

national baromeiar (the first of its .

kind) of how suecessful the Nation's

State prisons are in reducing erime inay

become a benchmark against which fu- .

ture claims of superior correctiona

efficacy can be evaluateq. o

Summary of findihgs

As-used in this study, the tern
"prevalenece" of State'imprisonment
initially refers to the probability of
being in prison on any given day; and,

“later, to the Pprobability in a person's
lifetime of ever serving a prison

Recidivism refers to the =
‘chances in a person's lifetime of - :
returning to prison after serving a prior
prison sentence, L o ‘

- Between 62 and 71% of all first- ,
time prison admissions do not return to
prison a second fine. Among second- E

time prison admissions, between 54 and -

60% do not return for a third impsis-

. onment;: while 47 to 589% of third=time

admissions do not serve a fourth prison
sentence. As would be expeeted, the
recidivism rate among inmates in-
creases with the number of prison sen- .
tences Served, since the more hardened,
habitual offenders make up an increas- . .
ing proportion of: second"*hird and .
fourth-time prison admissions,

_ -although malb

i
i

Diff yrences in recidivism between-

- the sexes and between the races are

found to be much smaller than differ-
N b . R
e€nces 1n prevalence. In other words,
recidivism Lates among male and fe-
male crimingls show small differences,
‘males have a much higher
probability tha\\n females of being in
_prison on any given day or of serving a
prison sentence {n their lifetime.

Similarly, recidivism rates among black

eriminals and white eriminals show
little difference although bldeks are
more likely than whites either to be in
prison on any given day or to ser\‘;se £

H

prison sentence in their lifetime,

_-During the period from 1978 to 1983

(the most recent period for which race-
specific national daty are available),
the prevalence of imprisonment on any
given day increased for all six of the

- Segments that make up the Nation's
population: white males, black males, -

other males, white females, black
females, and other females. The
largest increase occurred among white
females; the smallest increase oceurred
among other females. ‘

From 1973 to 1978 (the most recent

_beriod for which extensive national

data are available), estimates of the
lifetime prevalence of a first impris-
onment increased for all four of the
population segments for which data are
avaijlable: white males, black males, °
white females, and black females. ‘The
largest increase oceurred among black

females; the smallest increase oceurred -

among white females.

The probability of being in prison o‘n»

any given day or of ever servinga
prison sentence (aside from being
convicted) varies more by sex.than by
race. Still, among males and females,
blacks are found to have higher chances
than whites of being in prison on any
given day or of ever servi a prison’
sentence in their lifetime, This

- finding neither confirms nor rules out

the possibility of racial diserimination
by the justice system, .Compelling

--evidence relevant to that issue comes

not from studies comparing the racial’
composition. of prison populations with -
the racial composition-of: the national
population, but from stidies comparing

~ the racial composition of prison

populations with that of all offenders
engaged in serious,jmppisonable crime,

- The data

- This report is one in a series using

national data on erime to address issues
of publie and’ policy ‘concern. - The e~
port presents results from g Study based

on surveys and- censuses sponsored by -

the Bureau of Justice Statistics,
- The Bureau of Justice Statisties’

(BJS)is a Federal-government agency

~with major re'spong,_;_bilityrfor‘the collec-
- tion, analysis, and dissemination of sta-:
.- tistical daty on crime and justice, ‘BJS ‘

N _ ol

obtains its statistical data through
periodic censuses and surveys. An
annual census of inmates of State
prisons provides counts of the number
and demographie characteristics of
persons in prison confinement. A ./
survey of inmates of State prisons,
‘eonducted about’every five years,
provides more extensive information
on confined persons, -

* BJS has sponsored two nation~ -
wide surveys of inmates of State

prisons. The fir:
in January 1974,

was conducted
the second in

October 1979.7 Both involved face-
to-face interviews with large, repre-

: sentativse samples of inmates of State.
prisons,

(See appendix tables A and

B for details,) o
The most recent inmate censuses
and the two inmate surveys form the

basis for g Study of the prevalence of
State imprisonment, "Prevalence" re-

~fers to the proportion of the Nation's:

‘Population in prison. ‘The term can ap~
ply to the entire Population of the
‘United States, as in the question "what
bercentage of the total U.S. population
isin prison on a single day?" or "what
pereentage of the total U.S. population
will ever have been in prison in their
lifetime?" It can also referito popula~
tion segments, as in the question "what -
percentage of the Nation's males are in
prison on a single day?" or "what per- .
centage of the Nation's males will ever
have been in prison in their lifetime?"
The subjeet of this Study-is the pre-
valence of imprisonment among six .
population segments; white males,
black males, males. of all other races

 (hereafter referred to as "other" males,

they are Asian, Pagific Islander, emer-
ican Indian, and Alaskan Native),”.

- white females, black females, and fe~

males of all other races (hereafter re-
ferred to as "othep" females). A long-
standing tradition_, exists in eriminologi-

~cal research for investigations into the:

demographic characteristics of appmre?
hended offenders, The Subject is réle-
vant to key issues in criminology, in- :

. cluding, for example, the causes and

prevention of crime, the predietion of

future eriminality, the measurement of

offender characteristies, egxdequalyity

in justice administration, 10 = ° R
Interest.in population segments also

stems from two facts about prisons in -

- the United States. First, inmaote popu-
- lations are almost exclusively male.

For example, from 1978 to 1982, males.
were not quite 50% of the general @
Population of the United Statesbut

populations. (During this period they’

were approximately 96% of State priso/”
were also 90% of the persons arrestedyf.

for FBI Uniform Crime Reports Index
vjolent erime and from 78% 1o 79%9
all those arrested:for UCR, index prop) .

‘erty erime.)

proportionately more blacks than the || /'

general population. From 1978 to 1982,/,) e
i : L BN A
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11% of the total adult population of the

United States was bldack. Througheut
this same period (the most recent
period for which national data on the
racial composition of State prison popu-
lations are available), 47% of prisoners
confined in adult State prisons were
black. N"However, during this period,
blacks were zlso 44% to 41% of all the
persons arrested for UCR index violent
crime and 29% to 33% of all those ar-
rested for UCR index property crlmg. v

The report begins with the preva-,
lence of State imprisonment in Ehe .
United States on any giver} day in the
years 1978 (the first year in which the
annual prison census collected ;nforma—
tiori on race) ‘to 1982 (the rpost r.ecentv
year for which race-specific nahgnal -
data are available). - “

What is the prevalence of adult ﬂate e
imprisonment on any given day? g :

‘ \ i .
Total»(table 1). Data indicate that,

i

on any given day; prisoners in all the

g ~
adult State prisons in 'the United States

number about one-fifth-of 1% bf the

Nation's total adult populatior (or about -

1 in every 500 adults). During the
period from 1978 to 1982, th,!,e: preva= -
‘Jence of State’ imprisonment; 1nr.:reased
each year from a low, of 175% in 1978
{br 1 in every 571 adults) to a high of
»227% in 1982 (or 1 in every 441 adults),

Sex (table 1)...On any.given day
males are about 26 times more likely to
be in prison than females.. From 1978

to 1981 the ratio fluctuated between 26

and 27 to 1. In 1982 the ratio dropped

to 25.t0.1, indicating a slight narrowing"

of the difference:in the prevalence of
- imprisonment between mal.es, al}d fe-
males. ‘The prevalence of 1mprxspnment

.7 of both males and femalle,s inc}g‘gased
~each year between 1978 and'19482, At

H 1
earend 1982, .455% of the Nation's
3a’dult males‘(ér 1 in every 220) versus
.018% of the Nation's adult femalfas (or
1 in every 5,556) were in State prisons.;

Sex and race (table 1). Differences
in the prevalence of imprisonmen!: bg;-
tween the sexes are larger th.an c}lffer—
ences between the races,‘ipdlcatmg., for
example, that the ppobablllty of being
in prison varies moré by sex than by
race. Throughout the pemodni’ron}_1978
to 1982, blacks, regardlgss oi their sex,
were typically about 8 t}mes more l}ke-
ly to be in prison than either whxtc—a_ or
“others; but maies, regar.dless of the}p
race, were at least 17 times more likely
to be in prison than females of the

" same race. ‘

Of the six population segments,
black males have the highest chances of
being in prison on any given day. This
conclusion is supported by dqta f:o_m
the years 1978 to 1982: Durmg this
period black males were at least 8
times more Jikely to be in prison than
white males or other males, 204 times
more likely than white females, 25
times more likely than black females,
and 151 times more likely than other
females. On a single day in 1982, the,
most recent year for which race-
specific national data are available,
2.04% of the Nation's ag!ultblack males
{or 1 in every 49) were in State prisons.

On any given day white females are
the ia&st likely of the six pogulathn
segmetits to be in prison. This conelu-~

sion is supported by data from the peri-

ich
od 1978 to 1982, throughout whic .
white females h’ad the _1gvv.~.'.est one-day
prevalence rates. Their highest rate
over this period occurred in ],982, when

“The prevalence of impri ‘ dults in the United States on
. revalence of State imprisonment of a
'll;zbctmlberg? fs’ls‘-'to 1982, totsl adu!:t population, by sex, aqdvby sex and race

Percént c-f adublii‘:lpopulatignls and over in State prisons on December 31,

Pcpﬁiatioﬂ , ! :  pris i
segment. - 1978 - / TR 114 T 1980 Sorest :
tale 1785, o 186% -204% 2%
To'w le* /353 /' L33 e ~ ;g S 322 :
vigle* ey ”j 8 o S : ‘
White: 204 NI o ot
Black*‘ 665 ‘ 188 Taor 22
R B P N 016 o
G o T OT 009 .082
Plask - ) - 82 073 D e
Omers 01 Cloos Lo
er*® O ‘

.. prison.

E: ‘Rounding obscures certain year-
?o?;ir iriéréasei in the prevalence o{ im-
prisonment. -Also, some table percentages
are very slightly inflated since they ;aye_, e
based on a numerator (the number of m‘18"‘
mates) that includes persons under age 18
'and a denominator {the adult population .
that only includes Persons 18 and over. o
Inmate population data are from the gnnul .
publication Prisoners in State and Fe: :ra .
- Institutions ‘on December 31ﬁ 1978, 19 t’s’r"
1980, 1981, and 1982, U.S. epartment o
- Justice, Bureau of Justice Statl'st;cﬁ,s s ;; i
'ashington: USGFO, 1980, '81, '82, '83,.a
'Vg:,s rll‘e's[[;)'ecl;ively, 0,8, population estimates

- tion Reports, Series P-25, No. 929, Esti-

or the years'1978 to 1981 are from U,Sw .
ggﬁ%s %ureau; Cutrent Population R_epOl;tS,
Series P-25, No. 917, Preliminary Estimates
of the Population of the United States, b% 7

- Age, Sex, and Race: 1970 to 1981, USGFPO,

Washington, D.C., 1982; for the year 1982,

. from_U.S, Census Bureau, Current Popula-

‘'mates of the Population of thée United .
r:uz:tes, by Age; Sex,.and Race: 1980 to ‘
982, USGPO, Washington, 1983. ‘
*Includes inmates whose race is not known.
**Includes Aslan, Pacific Islander; American

Indian, and Alaskan Native, . -

{ g " T \ ' L4 R
1 in evety 10,000 adult white females in a2

the United States were in a State

Of the three male population seg-
ments, other males AL apparently least
likely to be in prison,* Frqm 1978 to
1982 other males were cor}sxstently,
though only slightly, less likely-than
white males to be in prison, On
December 31, 1982, 1 in every 376
white males vs. 1'in every 437 qther
males were in State prison eonfine-
meng.f the three female population .
segments, black females have the high-
est chances of being in prison on any
given day in the United States. ,
Throughout the period from 1978 to
1982, black females were at }east 8
times more likely to be in prison than
white females and at 1et§st Gltxmes ‘

ikely than other females.

mo?rgrl;el.gm to 1982, the prevalence
of imprisonment increased overall
among each of the six population seg-
ments. The largest inerease over @he
five-year span occurred among white
females (a 43% increase); the smallest
oceurred among other femz/;les (a 9%

increase).

Sex, race, and sge (table 2). Data

from the inmate surveys (the only
available source of nationgl data on the
agekcomposition of the prison popula-
tion) indicate that the prevalence of
imprisonment is highest among plack
males in their twenties. On a single )
day in 1974, an estimated 2.55% (or 1 in

" every 39) of all the black males gggd 20
to 29 in Te United States were in Btate
prisons.1 On a single day in 1979 (tpe:

- most recent year for which age-specific 1
natiorial data are available), a sxgmf;- :
cantly higher (at the .05 level)_percgnt- :
age, or an estimated 3.03% (1 in every
33')/5\\\8111 the black males aged 20 to 29
in the \Inited States, were in State
prisons("” The 1974 and 1979 estimates
for black males are significantly higher i

(at the .51)45 level) than comparable age-

ifid esti s for white males,
specifi¢ estimates
L{ otheﬁ*/males,‘ white.females, black fe-
maies, or other females. :
What is the lifetime prevalence of adult
State imprisonment? :

Although only about one-~fif th of 1%
of the Nation's adult population is in
State prison ,confineme‘nt‘o_n any given 1
day, this seemingly small figure can be : ~
misleading, -Imprisonment of even a
small fraction of & population as large
as that of the United States (roughly
175 ‘million adults) translates to i
hundreds of thousands of persons in
State prisYr,?ls (429,603 as of December ‘
31,1984)."° Moreover, the small frac-
tion in confinement on a single day .
masks the possibility that over some
period longer than a day (say, a life-
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- Table 2. ,'l‘he prevalence of State imprisonment of adults in the United States : )
on a smgle day in 1974 and 1979, by sex, race and age )

i

] -
Percent of population in State prisons on a sing e 2

Populatior, i :‘a 60 and |
segment ‘f\ < 13-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 "« .50-569 % over v
1974 %
Male i i
White - = J057% .304% .208% «106% .045% - .014%
Black e .396 ) 2 550 © 1.444 .753 i S 4329 091 -
Female . ’ o :
White +,001 012 .010. 004“ . OB0L.. . %0001 . -
Black . \.\ 012 079 040 * 00?[ ©*004 *,001 4
1979 By . /” 3
Male. - . ; R // .
~White 089 0, L4106 .246 128 043 .011
# Blaek S L4427 3.027 - 2.003 .15!’5 .390 123
Female ‘ ‘ S i
White .003 016 010 005 002 *.0001
Black .009 .124 .094 -035 ©o.012 - %003

NOTE: Estimates applicable to all other
races are not shown because of known
inconsistences between census and survey -
procedures for designating "other" race.
Table percentages ate computed from data
contained in two sources: ‘estimates of
inmates of adult State prisons are from the
1974 -and the 1979 nationwide surveys of
inmates of State correctional institutions;

- States, by Age, Sex, and Race+ 1970 to 1981,
USGPO,/Washington, 1982, Ta\%,e y pp. 11~
12, 18 /19

u.s. popuh/mon estimates are frem U.S.
Bureau of/the Census, Current Population

Reports, ‘enes P-25, No: 917, Preliminar
Estxmates’ of the Populahon of the Umte?i

*Estm}ate is based on 10 or fewer sample
cases.; .

I .
time) the percentage of the population
that will ever have been in prlson may
be substantial.

s The lifetime prevalence of 1mprls-
onment in an'adult State prison is esti-
mated from information on persons en-
tering adult State prisons.in the United
States in a single year. The number of
persons entering at each age for the
first time in their lives is eritical for
this purpose.. The number of Such first
admissions at each age, as a fraction of
the total U.S. population at that age,
.indicates the probabllxty of a first

-mprisonment occurring at each age. If

_ first-time imprisonment rates are
stable over a long period of time, then
the sum of the probabilities of first
imprisonments at each age forms an
estimate of the lifetime prevalence of
1mplr§sonment in an adult State pris-

Thus, for example, the lifetime
prevalence of 1mprxsonment for males

(see appendix table C) is the probability
of a male serving a first sentence at

. age 13 (the youngest age, recorded in

an innate survey, of a male entering an
adult Statei Sprxson to serve a first
sentence),"¥ plus the probability of a
male serving a first sentence at 14, plus”
the probability of a male _serving a first

\\sentence at 15, and so’on through age
-84 (an arbitrarily selected upper age
limit). Though estimates of lifetime
prevalence determmed in this way are
‘in one sense hypothetical, they will .
apply to real populations:if the annual
imprisonment rates from which they
are coqlButed remam stable mto the
future.

Lifetime prevalence estlmates pre-

sented here are primarily based on the

two inmate surveys carried out during

the 1970's. The 1974 survey provides

"'detailed informétior on 4 sample of

7
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persons admitted to State prxsons in the
United States in 1973 (see appendix
tables A and B} and, in ¢onjunction with
a.1973 censts of the number of State
prison admissions, is used 1o produce
two estimates of the lifetime
prevalence of State imprisonment in
the United States: an inmate survey
estimate and an admissions ¢ensus
estimate. The second survey,
conducted in October 1979, provxdes
details on a sa'nple of persons admitted
to State prisons in the United States in
the year 1979 (see tables A and B in the
appendix) and, in con]unctxon with a
1979 census of the number of State
prison admissions, is also used to
produce two estimates of the lifetime
prevalence of State lmpmsonment in
the United States: an inmate siurvey
estimate -and an admlsswns census
estimate.

The reason for two estlmates (an
inmate survey estimate and an admis-
sions census estimate) in each case -
(1973 and 1979) rather than a single es-
timate is that the number of first ad-
missions to State prisons in a given
year--which, to repeat, is critical for

_ estimating the lifetime prevalence of
imprisonment--is nowhere recorded ex-
plicitly. Available national data are
capable only of establishing a range

: tame in 1973

within which the actual number proba- - -

bly lies. :
The 1974 and 1979 mmate surveys

_ both provide an underéstimate of the -
total number of sentenced adults ad-
mitted to State prxsons in 1973 and
1979 because it is unlikely that all ihe
sentenced adults admitted in 1973
and 1979°% were in prison at the pre-
cise time the inmate surveys were con-

1979 and therefore could not possibly
»have included every inmate admitted in
19794 A 1973 census'and a 1979 ¢ensus
of admissions of sentenced persons to
adu\lt State prisons both provide an
©ove '\estxmate of the total number of
- sentenced adults admitted to State
prisops in 1973 and:1979 because it is

", likely that some of the inmates were

counted more than once in the censuses
when, for one reason:or another, they .

. were admltt«%g to prisen llO[‘e than one

or 1979.2

% The 1974 and 1973 inmate surveys
both provide an estimate of the number
of sentenced persons at each age who
were admitted to State prisons for, the
first time in their lives .in/»thﬁsyggr
1973 and 1979, respectively.
appendix tables|A and B for details.)
These numbers are used to calculate
inmate survey estimates of the lifetime
prevalence of xmprxson'nent. When.

.multiplied by certain constants corre-

isponding to the factor by which ggnsus
counts exceed survey estimates,
these numbers are also used to calcu- -
late admissions census estimates of the
lifetime prevalence of imprisonment. -
Admissions census estimates take into
account the fact that more sentenced
persons entered prisons in 1973 and
1979 for the first time in their lives
than the 1974 and 1979 inmate surveys
indicate; the constants give some indi-
cation of how many more,

. To.illustrate, the 1979 inmate sur-
vey estimates that, 87,881 sentenced
males entered State prisons in 1979.
The 1979 admissions census records
141,477 admissions of sentenced males
in 1979. ‘Thus the census suggests about
1.6 times (1.6098702 to be precise)
more male admissions than the survey.
Multiplying the inmate survey estimate
of the number of male first admissions
at each age by the constant 1.6 (actu-

_ally 1.6098702) produces the numbers
that are used to calculate the 1979 ad-

missions census estimate of the life-
time pE%valence of imprisonment of
males:

In summary, data for each of two

“ years (1973 and 1979) are used to calcu-~
late two estimates of the lifetime pre-
valence of adult State imprisonment (an
inmate survey estimate and an admis-
sions census estimate). Each estimate's
size is determined by the number of
persons estimated to have been admit-
ted to pnscn for the first time in'their
lives in 1973 and 1979, which in turn is
determined by imprisonment levels in
1973 and 1979, respectively. Because -
the inmate survey provides an under-

. estimate’and the admissions ecensus an
overestimate of the lifetime prevalence
of 1mprxsonment, the. true figure lnes
somewhere in between. :

Total (table 3). At 1973 imprison-

(See

States today is estimated to have be-,
tween a 1.3% (or 1 in 77) and 2.1% (or 1
in 48) htetlme chance of ser\vmg a sen-
tence m an adult State prison. These
figures do not show that between 1.3%
and 2. 1‘{6 of all the elderly people in the

Nation today have a prison record in
their background.. What they da show is
that; if-imprisonment rates continue
long into the fufure at ‘their 197.1\
levels, the day will eventually co\'ne
when between 1.3% and 2.1% of the
Natxon‘s elderly will have served at
least one prison sentence m their life-
time.

From 1973 to 1979, a significant (at
the .05 level) increase in the Z%revelence
of first admissions occurred.“” Conse-
quently, estimates of the lifetime pre®
valence of imprisonment based on these
years increased significantly by about °
30% from 1973 to 1979. At 1979 im-

prisonment levels, a person born in the !

United States today is estimated to
have betwéen a 1.7% (or 1 in 59) and
2.7% (or 1.in'37) lifetime chance of
serving a sentence in an aduit State ;
prison. ‘

Sex (table 3). At 1973 imprisonment
levels, a male in the United States is
almost 15 timges more likely to serve a:
prison term in his lifetime than.a fe-
male. A male has between g 3.5% (or 1

4

in 40) and 4% (or 1 in 25) chanece in hig
lifetime of serving a State prison sen-
tence, whereas a female has between'a
.17% (or 1 in 588) and .27% (or 1 in 370)
lifetime chance. :

At 1979 imprisonment levels; a male

is about 14 times more likely to serve &
State prison term in his lifetime than a

. female. Between 3.2% (or 1 in 31) and
5.1% (or 1 in 20) of the males born in
the United States, versus between .25%
(or 1 in 400)/and .37% (or 1 in 270) of
the females, would be expected to
serve a State prison sentence in their
lifetime-if 1979 imprisonment levels
continue into the future. ,

' The slight narrowing of the differ-
ence in the lifetime prevalence of im-
prisonment between males and females
that occurred from 1973 t¢'1979 re~
flects the fact that female incarcera-
tion rates during 'this period inereased
fastey’ than male rates. Nevertheless,
for both males and females a signifi-

cant (at the .05 level) increase occurred

from 1973 to 1979 in the number of
first admissions to prison. As a result,
estlmates of the lifetime prevalence of
m‘xpr:sonment based on data from these
yzars also increased significantly for

“Eoth males and females. Admission
census. estlmateﬁ*mcreased 30% for
males and 34% for females.

Table 3. lnmate Survey and Admmon.- Census estimates of the lifetime prevalence
of unprisonment in adult State prisons in the United States, based on 1973 and 1979
prison data, total U.S. popu,atmn, by sex, and by sex and race. )

Prevalence estimate: percent of population expected to serve a first
senitenge in lifetime, based on number and demographnc character-.
istics f:persons admitted to pnson for the first tlme in their lives

: ) in 1973 in 1979
Population . Inmate Admissions - Inmate Admissions
segment Survey - Census Survey Census
Totale 1.306% 2.107% - 1713% 12.742%
Male* 2.453 3.954 3.182. 5,123
White 1.491 2.404 2.05% 3.305
o.. Black - 10,226 L 16.488 11.590 18.658
Female® r 166 .273 .251 .367
White - 110 181 +138 201
Black .610 1.004 g 1.030 1,509

NOTE: Estlmates applicable to-all other races
are not shown sepnrately beeause of known ’
inconsistences between census and survey pro-
cedures for designating "other" race.  Demo-
graphic characteristies (including the ordinal .
number of sentence admitted for) 4ad, in the
case of inmate survey prevalence estimates, -
number of persons admitted to adult State
prisons are from the 1974 (Survey of Inmates’
of State Correctional Facilities and Census of
State Adult Correctional Faeilities, 1974—
ICPSR 7811, U.S. Dept t of Justice y BJS, Ann
Arbor, Ml ICPSR, Fail 1983) and 1979 (Surve
of Inmates of State Correctional Facilities,

- 1979 - ICPSR 7856, U.S, Dept of Justice, BJS,
‘Ann AT Arbor, MI: ICPSR, Fall 1981) surveys of
inmates of State prlsons. In the case of ad-
missions census prevalence estimates, number-
of persons admitted to adult State 'prisons
based on the inmate surveys are pro-rated to
admission counts published in Prisoners in’

is Llcs Bulletin No. SD-NPS-PSF-1, U.S. Déept

- included all 1979 admissions, 1979 inmate sur=

State and Federal Institutions on December 31, ",,
971, 1972, and 1973 (National Brisoner Sta- T

1975), ‘and Prisoners in State and Federal Insti=
tutions on December 31, 1979 (National Pris- -
oner Statistics Bulletin No. NPS~PSF-7, NCJ-
73719, U.S, Dept of Justice, BJS, Washington:

USGPO, February.1981). U.S. population esti- | -

_mates used to calculate prevalence estimates
are from U.S. Census Bureau, Current Popula-:
tion Reports, Series P-25, No. 917, Preliminary

Estimates of the Populatién of the United

States, by AgeF SexE and Race: 1970 to 1081, |
ashington: y , Table 1, pp. 11-12, .

18-19.. Also, inmate surveys provide under-
estimates and admissions censuses provide
overestimates of the prevalence of imprison~
ment. In the casé of inmate survey estimates
for admission year 1979, correction for some
of the underestimation can easily be made.
Since the 1979 survey was conductedin Octo~ |
ber 1979, and therefore could not possibly have

vey prevalence estimates are based on data for
10'out of 12 months in 1979. To pro-rate 1979°
inmate survey prevalence estimates to the full
12 months, they's should be multlphed by 1. 2.

Sex and race {tgbls '3). Differences

"in the lifetime prevalence of imprison-

ment between the sexes are larger than
differences between the races, indica-
ting that the lifetime probability of
imprisonment varies more by sex than
by race. Based on both 1973 and 1979
prison data, blacks, regardless of their
sex, are 6 to 7 times more likely than
whites to serve a sentence G sheir
lifetime; but males, regafuless of their
race, are more than 12 times more
likely to serve a sentence in their
leetlme than females of the same race.
It is estimated that a black male
born inithe United States today is 6 (at
1979 imprisonment levels) to 7 times
(at 1973}levels) more likely to serve a
State prison sentence in his lifetime
than a wl\lte male. Between 10.2% (or
1 in 10) and 16.5% (or 1 in 6) of black
males, versus between 1.5% (or 1 in 67}
and 2.4% (or 1 in 42) of white males,
would be eXpected to'serve at least one
State senterce in their lifetime if 1973
impris ébment rates continue into the
future. At 1979 rates, a black rale
born in the’ Uhited States is estimated

. to have betwe\en an 11.6% (or about 1 in
9) and 18.7% (or 1 in 5) ¢hanee in his

lifetime of serving a Sentence in'an
adult State prison; a white male has be-
tween a 2.1% (or 1 in 48) and 3.3% (or 1
in 30) hfetlme chance.

A black female is 6 (at 1973 impris-

" onment levels) to 8 (at 1979 levels)

times more likely to serve g prison sen-
tence in her lifetime than a white fe-
male. At 1973 1mprxsonment levels, a
white female born in the United States
today would have between a.,11% (or 1
in 909) and .18% (or 1 in 556) chance in
her lifetime of serving a sentence in an
gdult State prlson, a black female, be-
tween a .6% (or 1 in 167) and 1% (or 1
in 100) lifetime chance. At1979im-
prisonment levels, a white female born
in the United States today would have
between a .14% (er 1 in 714) and .2%
(or 1 in 500) chance in her lifetime of
serving a sentence in an adult State
prison; a black female would have be-
tween a 1% (or 1 in 100)-and 1.5% (or 1
in 67) chance in her lifetime. ‘

For:all four population segments for.

which data are available—white males,
black males, white females; and black
females—a s1gmf1cant (at the .05 level)
increase oceurred from 1973 to 1979 in
the estimated number of first admls—
sions to adult State prisons, Asa re~
sult, estimates of the lifetime preva-
lence of imprisenment based on-data

from these years also increased signifi- '

cantly. ‘Admissions census estlmates
indicate that the lifetime prevalence of
imprisonment increased 37% for white
.males, 13% for black males, 11% for .

ducted (To illustrate, the 1979 inmate. . ,E‘EnE levels, a person born in the United - of Justice; NCJISS, Washington: USQ?Q,M&\:»#M: *Includes porsons-of-all-otherraces: == s
survey was conducted before the end of s ‘ '
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’i SR white females, and 5006 for black fe- % | rante 1 S\\nmte Survey and Admissions Census emmms of the lifetime et 7 Mmaw 4 rates of recidiviem from - timers return to prison to:serve a: : 1mpmsonments, but tmsf)cannot be
1R 'males. ' The biggest increase was thus prevalenge\of a second imprisonment in adult State priso fis in the United. Stntes, " adult sgete priscns/in the United States, . - \\ second senterce at a higher rate (35%) confirmed until the planne
Voo , among black females; the smallest in- . | basedon 1973 and 1979 prison data, total U.S. populauon t\>y sex, based on 1973 and 1979 prison data, total : \ * than white male first-timers (28%), but survey is conducted in late 198,
A : _crease was among white females. . . % | and bysexandrace. S ! e State prisoners, by sex, and by sex and race.. \ the difference, though statistically sig- , ;
3 ' Estimates of the lifetime preva~ e i " Prevalence estimates . percent of population expected-to serve a second. | : 0 percentof-. . \  nificant (.05 level), is very small com- . - Resear ch procedures Lo B
4 ( lence of unpmsonment of males and 3 ) sentence in lifetime; based on number and demographic characteristics v T st o arde \ pared to the sevenfold difference.in . : 0
: ‘ : females of all other races are not pl‘e- : R " of persons admitted to-prison for thehsecond time in their lives. , o ! ’ imers . timers . S timeps | {\ imprisonment prevalence rates between l‘élg Study uses research proce- :
_sented because of known discrepancies™ Lo in1973 \ S i 1979 . - S Yy expected to return \ black males and white males. The only dures that have long been known to
> . ‘ between inmate sutyey and admissions "~ | Population Thmate - © . Admiissions: o ‘\ CInmate - . . Admissfons ‘ - ‘ ’ : ‘\\\ to prison to serve a "} avdilable comparable:data on recidi- - eriminologists (e.g.,.Bell, Ross, and
census procedvres for3cilassxfymg in- " segment Survey © - . Census . - Y Survey Cepsus_ ] ' - ond) - ard . ath. ‘v1sm -among female first-timers are Simpson, 1964; fBelk;n, Blumstein, and
mates of Otﬂer ['aces. . . ; . o ~\\\ SR POV e Pr\soners : sentence sentence' sentence ! ‘from the’ year 1979.° Estlmat 2S f[‘om G!aSS, 1973, Gol‘don, 1973 Gordon &nd .
’ S T°‘“1' . Voo #502% 1 4810% \ :500% o p.ag\n’% 50 R o | : L : h that yegar show no significant difference Gleser,:1974; Gordon,’ 1976, and Far- -
B o What is the rate of recldlwsm among “Male* . R\_, 4987 , ,1.591_,\‘} \\ 063 T L 15 A : L ﬂ s i 19;3 1' i ‘\ 40% V5305' 1 b~etween the rates at which white fe- rington, 1981) but have only recently (,:
§ L state prisoners? . w o gl‘;‘:‘fc T 4-2‘;: N 6-3';8 - \ 4'33(15 A 6‘239 8 : A °§ale, R 40&1 R R 4 i males (18%) and black females (18%) been applied for the first time to the g
Tk ) ’ BRI R ’ i I ST S S R S fwhite L 41 38 s3 | ¥ returnto prison to serve a second sen- subject of the lifetime prevalen%ez of
i The lifetime prevalence °f a f"'St : Female® |26 LT 002 \\ Lo e0ad T '064\ ‘ : el Blaek a0 aa o 8e 3‘5\ tence. ‘ . imprisonment (Greenfeld, 1981).
" prison sentence is calculated from in- - ‘gl‘;':s SR EE BN R AR s ‘;gg o :gg;’ S TORE Femaler 15 . o o B Based"on both 1973 and 1979 inpris- " These procedures rest on many assump-
formation-on first imprisonments (table ..~ S o : Lo ~ L : phite w . s “ax | -onmentdata, the rates at which white “tions (e.g., assumptions about the.
3), Similarly, the lifetime prevalence | NOTE: (see noté at tah\ge 3) * **Estimate not st\own because it is basedmn ‘ e o male second-timers (38% to 47%, re- - aceuracy of inmates' acacsounts of their
of a second sentence is éalculated from -: *Includes persons of an‘other races, - 10 or fever sample eases, . ..o ‘ lg',i‘ital‘ et 46 S spectively) and black male second~ incareeration histories,° about the

information on second imprisonments e \X ‘ 5 LT : T 7 Mater 30 ¢ 47 g timers (4406 to 47%, respectwely) re- ’\\}‘ stability of age-specxflc imprisonment

A

(table 4); a third sentence, from infor- ROREIEC RN A S o White 28 4T g turn to prison to serve a third sentence ~rates, and about the representativeness
Y mation on third imprisonments (table i | Table 5. Inmate Survey and Admissions Census estimates of the lifetime . =~ R (N {.. & Black . 35 a7 32 are not significantly different. The of inmate survey samples) that have not
i ’5); and, a fourth sentence, from infor- = | | prevalence of a thitd imprisonment in adult State prisons in the United States, R £ eg‘;‘te‘ ‘i'g : gg RS only comparable data available onre- ', yet been thoroughly investigated.
‘mation on fourth imprisonments (table | :asen x :y°ge ?;’;;’;:‘;12979 P‘flﬂ.s\“ data, total U.S. P°§’“‘“t‘°"' bY X e ‘ Blalc,f & 18' BRI U AR S cidivism among female second-timers .~ - However, the major findings of this
i 6). From these estimates of the _preva- .. : o . : : I v are from the year 1979. Estimates . %" study are robust. Moreover, the
lence of first as well as subsequrnt 1m-, e L L vaalence estimate: percent of PODulatiun expected to serve a third NOTE: Bstimates applicable to all other - from-that year show no statistieally _prevalence estimates presented in-this
- ““ ; prisonmentsjrecidivism rates—or, the ’I : ) L use\tence in lifetime, basedt on‘number and demcévraphic character- :‘aces ajl'e ggt :ltlovzne Si[;i?ég?&i‘;i‘f:ﬂ%f significant difference between the study understate the level of il
: ‘ ! ! ties of dmitt, i & known inconsistences - oy A .
. rates at which State prisoners return to- i ISHgs of personsa imitted to prison for the thied time in theirlives . |y survey procedures for designating the other rates at which white female second- » imprisonment because the study did not
i adu‘t\State prisons.to serve addmonal e AR T -.L in1973 . . Lol 1 in 1979 , races. Also; admissions census estimates - - timers (35%) and black female second- include juvenile incarcerations, local
s sentnnces—cyn be calculated. : // Population. S Inma\te Admissions : ‘Inmnte 50 Kdmissions (from tables 3 through 6) were used to cal~ - ~timers (37%) return to pmson to serve a .jail commitments, and Federal and
CF . |segmemt . - Survdy  Census . Survey: .- - .Census culate table percent&:ges. (Excegt f°1t‘ third sentence. g military sentences in its definition of
The ratio of the lifetime prevalence : Totarr . _ ,203}3\\5’4 DSy — T, ;‘;223;‘25&‘;:3‘; ":’e‘";:sﬁnss“‘)"'ey estimates " Based on 1973 1mpnsonment data, - imprisonment and because 1979 data
of a second sentence (table 4) to the ‘ N o RGN ) ?6 R 30%.”5 L, e *Includes prisoners of all other races. [ the rates at which white -male third-" - was the most current available. Since:
lifetime prevalence of d first sentence . . Male® : 403 o 650 i 450 T2 e *» Estimate not shown because it is based on* | = timers(539)¥nd blaek male third- 1979, incarceration rates have .- . : !
» 3 (table 3) forms a recidivism rates the 7 1 - gl};g‘]f ' s l'ggg ' A ”2'33:‘; ‘ : “hl'ggg‘ : « 3'3:3 10 or fewer sample cases. . timers (56%) return to prison to serve a : 'increased.
;' percentage of first-timers (persons who Femaiet L I e RO - fourth sentence are not significantly S .
©  serve a first sentence) who returnto - b e R 'gég S gfg N A S I RE U ILPR S Py . different. Based on 1979 1mprlsonment Conclusxon S : ;
: prison to serve a seccnd sentence.» The R Black" Y e Lo :067 S :109 o el - latter of which is not significantly - - data; the recidivism rate for white - ° R C
B =5 ratio of'the lifetime prevalence ofa " - . —— - L . “higher than the only available rate‘ for male thicd-titners (49%} is lugher (sxgm— In cmmmal Justlce practxce, erimes
: third sentence (table 5) to the lifetime \\ NOTE: (sée note at table 3) s "Estlmate not shown because it is based on female second-timers, the 36%: ﬂate ‘ ficant at .05 level) than the rate for are not neatly divided into those that - - . “

‘| *Includes persons of all other.racés; 10 or- fewer sample ¢ases.

black male. third-timers (36%) The' dif-
- ferénce, however, is-again small and, .
moreover, in the opposue direction as
compared to- differences in’ imprison-
ment prevalence between:the races.
Finally, brief mention is made of ; i

prevalence of a second (table 4) forms
another recidivisin rate: . the percent~ = = Con EE L S
age of secorid-timers (persons who ¥ — : - ' o
iserve a second sentence) who return to .
pmson to serve a third seritence. Last- °
ly, the ratio of the lifetime prevalence
of a fourth sertence (table 6) to the :
lifetime prevalence of a third (table 5)
forms another recidivism rate:  the‘per-

“are imprisonable and those that are
nonimprisonable.” Whether a crime is
imprisonable {meaning the ‘offender ¢

- stands & high chance of going to prison e
if ‘apprehended and convicted) usually "

; depends largely on some combmatlon of

“how. serious it is and who commit&it.

. That is, the most serious-crimes are .
1mpmsonab1e regardless of who-commits -

based on 1979 unpmsonment data. Male
third-timers return to prison to serve a

- feurth sentence at the rate of 43% to;
55% (at 1979 and 1973 levels; .

- . respectively). Because few’ females

everserve a third sentence,’ reliable -
data on the percentage who return to’ ‘the only consistent temporal: trend evi-
serve a fourth sentence are not ‘ , ‘dent in the limited recidivism data
avallable. R T e avall}ﬁle from the years 1973 and

Table 6. Inmate Survey end Admissions Census estimates of the lifetiime
prevalence of & fourth xmprxsonment in adult State prisons in the Umtcd States,
based o 1973 and 1979 pnson, total U.S. populauon, by-sex, -

and by sex and race,

Prevalénce estlmate- percent ‘of populatiorn expected-to serve a fourth K
- sentence.In lifetime, based on number and: demographxc charactensncs .
of persons admitted to pnson for-the fourth time:in their lives. F I

g

Sty

- .centage;of third- txmers {persons who S u e X ~1979.°* From 1973 to 1979 the-recid- them; crimes that.are not among. the :
serve a third sentence) who return to ‘ R ’ o n1973 . BRI In 1979 Sex and race (table 7) Although w2 ivism rates of both white male and: “most serious. are xmprlsonable if they :
- prison to serve a fourth ‘sentence. Population % : - Inmate * "Admissions. - Inmate - ~‘Admisstong { black males are more’ llkely than white - - black male fu-st-tlmers declined (signi= are committed by someone with a long o
Thes%é'ecldxvxsm rates are exammed  segment ‘y}Survv‘ey' S Census v Survey ’ Census . ‘males to-be in prison on any given day " ficant at the .05 level) ‘Some idea of or grlevous prior record. -
‘next. _ ‘ Total® 108% ‘ T 1Ta% 098% - EE -and are also more likely than white . why the consistent decline oceurred in It is not possible to speclfy very

g Lo Maled” Cogt, Sk I R s o males ever to.serve a prison sentence in the recidivism rates of male first- Qpl‘ecxsely what the volume of imprison-
Total (table 7) Itis estimated that “White S 0 e o "o lsg s e their lifetime, differences in recidivism - timers ¢an be derived by looking at . . ‘able crime is. Thé most complete
a first-timer (a person servinga first - "} = Black L0410 1679 Ee L Togs rates between black male prisoners and - tables 3 through 6. ‘For €xample, table . source of erime data, the National
adult State prison sentence) has a 29% - ‘Female* - I RN L ; R white male prisoners are small and, in -8 shows an:increase infirst-imprison~ " Crime Survey sppnsored by BJS, obtains :
(at 1979 imprisonient levels) to 38% - NOTES (seé ote at e D e——— T d : most cases, not statistically sxgmfx— . ments between 1973 and 1979, ‘whi;et ‘ information from re presentative sam- !
(at 1973 levels) lifetime chance of re- *Includas persons of all other races. 5 on10or ?ew:: sasm';f: cas"e?sg tis b“s“ cant. ‘Similarly, black females abe table 4 shows little change in second ples of the Nation's crime victims. :

turning to prlson to serve a’ second sen-"
tence. A second-tlmer (a person ser-
vmg a second sentence) is estimated to
have a 40% (at 1973 levels) to46% (at
1979 levéls)lifetime chance of return~
mg toserve a third sentence. A third-
timer (a person serving & third-sen~
tence) is estimated to have a 42% (at

© 1979 levels) 'to 53% {at 1973 levels)
lifetime chance 85 returning to'serve &'
< - fourth sentence. s

'vse:r (table 7). Eﬁen’,though males
are 26 times more likely than females

- “to-be in prison on any givent day and 14

times more hkely ever to serve a
sentence in their'lifetime, differences
in recidivism rates between male and
female prisoners are not as great as

'these differences; and, in one case, the
. difference is-not statxstlcally sig-".

mflcant (at the .05 level) Based o‘z-,

~both 1973 and 1979 pnson data, male
v first-timers are more likely (sxgmﬁcar}
. at'the'.05 level) to return to prison then

female first-timers (4096 of males
versus 15% of femaies, based on 1973
data; 30% of males versus 179% of -
females, based on 1979 date)‘ Male

. gecond-timers return to prison to serve -
a third sentence at the rate of 41%(at -
1973 levels) to 47% (at 1979 levels), the’

6

o

more hkely than white females elther
to be in prison on any given day or to
serve a-sentence in their lifetime; but~
differences in recidivism rates between
‘black females anduwhlte females are -
also stall and;.in every case, not ‘sta~
tistically. sngnmcant. : ~
Based on 1973 1mprxsonment data,
white male-first-timers (41%) and-black
male first-timers (41%) do not return to o
prison at significantly different rates¢

- Based-on:1979 dats, black malé first-- -

- imprisonments. Inevitably, therefore,
the probability of a second imprison~
ment following a first decreases from
1973 10,1979, These figures sUggest
that the main reason for the increase in
overall prison: populatlon between 1973
and 1979 was the incl'egse in first im- -
pnsonments. “An'increase in first im-"~

¥ prisoriments mxght be: expected to be
Iollowed by an mcrease m second

7

.Crime vietims can provide many facts
~about-the seriousness of the crimes
“committed agsunst them but usually
_cannot be e:\p/,ected to know anything
~dbout the cmmmal backgrounds of the -
(perpetrators.// Nevertheless, erime -
‘vietins'acequnts frovide 8 measure,,
~ albeit 1mpre/'lse, of the volume of

1mpnsonable'[ crime.
In 1979 to pick one year, more “than-

0“;,.” ‘0
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41 million rapes; robberxes, assaults,
burglaries, larcemes, and motor vehlcle'
cthefts w§§e committed against crime
vietims,® and approxrmately 150,000

criminals were sent to State prisons. "~ -

Because 150,000 eriminals could not
possibly eommit 41 million crimes (at
least not these 150,000 and not in a
‘year's time), it would seem that many
crimes and many eriminals go )
unpunished... i Q

". Clearly, many crimes do go unpun="
ished. However, thxs study shows that a

i

significant proportlon of the Nation's
population is at some point incarcer--
atéd in the estimated 403,210 State

prison $paces and thatabout half of all

prison admissions do not ret%n {or a
.Subsequent prison sentence.

Whatever the cause of ‘the latfei fact
whether it results from deterrence;
correction, or simple maturation, it
establishes a benchmark agamst which
the effectiveness of alternative *

corrections programs can be waluated.

'l‘ablefA.\\ 1974 inmate survey estimates and sample sizes. (Sample sizes
.on which estimates are based aré shown i in parentheses.) .

o . . Estimated total F
number of Estimated number of sentenced inmates who
sentenced and said they were admitted %o State prison in 1973
Population o unsenttencf (t] i
{ ; inmates at time st time 2nd time 3rd time 4th tlm
segment. . of 1974 survey Total . - in’life in life in life - in life ¢ Ztrlr]leo:nnlffr:
Total 190,711 68,482 42,923 - 15,146 . 5,588 2,759 2,067 ‘ i
(9,009 (3,226 (2,029  (111)  (262) (128 © (38) | -
Male n - 184,313 65,344 . 40,344 14,756 -5,464 - ©-2,759 2,022
. L A8,711) - (3,078) . (1,907) (693) (256) (128) -{94) -
White 93,953 © . 34,523 . 21,081. ° 7,914 2,795 1,316 1,417 :
(4,455) (1,634 (1,008)  (37D) . (130) (81) (66) -
Blaek: - 87,046 - 29,496 18,522 6,582 2,500 1,335 757 -
(4 099) (1, 381) - " (865) {310) 7 (118) o (62) - (26)
Other* 3,315 1,325 - 741 259 170 109 46
, : (157) (53) - (36) (12) 8 5)-: 2 o
Female = 6,398 - 3,138 2,579 390 . 124 0 e 45
o ~ (298) - - (148) (122) - (18) - A8y oy 0
White -~ - 3,681 1,662 1,454 173 20" 4 23
169 = (18 e®) ® 5y ) )
. Black 2,678 1,429 1,125 C19T 85 0. 22
; (127 (68) (54 @ @ (0 €);
Other* a0 - 40 0 20 o200 ¢ S0
: (2) (2) (0) (. L6 ) IR ()] (0

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown -
because of rounding. : Also, the 1974 survey
actually obtained data on a stratified
random sample ‘of 9,040 inmates (or an
estimated 191,367 mmates) The table -

=

- *Includes Asian, Pacific Islander, American g

shows 9,009 sample cases (or an estlmated
190,711 inmates) because race data were
missing on some of the sample cases.

Indian, and Alaskan Native.

, : & - : ERRER
Table B. ' 1979 ininate survey estimates-and sample size$. (Sample si | ‘ L
on which est:matesarebasedareshownmparentheses.) (Samp ' ‘ R
Estimated total*
- number of ] Estimated number .of sentenced inmates who &
‘ Sentenced-and “said they were admitted to State prison in 1979
Pésulatl - unsentenced. -
Population inmates at time - 1st time 2nd time drd txme 4th ti
segment of 1.979' survey - -Total  .in life in life inlife: - in hi‘eme fut:: :nmhc{:
Total ) 274,563 k 93,542 63,863 17,717 7,394 2,644
: ‘ 2 s , 44 1,727,
1,397 (4221) (3,000 (149 (90 - (l0e)  (69)
Male . ‘ 263,404 - 87,861 59,313 16,957 7,148 . 2,804 1,661 RN
e (9,142) - (3,073). - (2,077) - (595) © (2a7) - (gp) - (s6) '} o
White - 133,260 .48,052. . 32,607 9,049 - 3,730 1,672 .- ... 996 )
e 2 (4,647) 1,715) (1,165) (324) (132)" (60) k (34)
Black S0 125,573 - 37,278 24,992 7,346 3,199 ° ;104 . 635 ¢
NPT (4,260) (1, 267) (851) (251) (107) (37) o (21)
Other © .0 5,652 © 2,551 L4 562 - -218 " - 97 . 30
. , o(288) 0 - (81) (61) (200 % @) (Y A1y
o  Female . 211,080 5,661 .. 4,550 7607246 oo 40 66 - :
o (33255) +(1,148) (926) (151) (50) (8) . {13) r\k
White.: 5,041 2,637 2,110 364 1,123 0 27 15 « ~
L 0,068) - (558) - (449) (16) - "(25) () TN b
Black i 5,752 2,883, . 2,327 3829 123 9 42
C e A1,128) 559 | (s2) (72) (25 (2 (9
~Other* 287 141 114 14 R T 9
e (62) 3 (29 @ W)
SEOTE- D?tail may not add to total shoym k sample, - ‘ ’
cause of rounding: . Also, the survey ~ *Includes Asian, Pacif|
sample is deseribed as-a st'ra‘tified random Indian, and Alasz’kiut:cmi‘t:illlil-‘{”‘1 ders American
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“Footnotes

Ithe Gallup-Pdll‘ot' public opinion toward eapital’

punishment, if it is any indication, offers dramati¢

evidence of a shift in the public's mood toward

criminals. From the early 1950s to the mid 1960s,
progressxvely smaller proportions of the population
said they favored the death penalty. The trend re-

- versed itself in the mid 1960s.. From then into the
1980s, larger and larger proportlons(expressed sup=

port for the death penalty (T. Flanagan, et. al,
eds. Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statistiesh-
1981, BJS, Washington: GPO, 1.982)s -

2Most of the discussion in the study focuses on: the
chances of ever serving a first sentence. Neverthe-
less, the term prevalence, as used in the stidy, also
refers to the chances of ever serving second, third,
and fourth sentences. A

3p. Glaser (The Ettectiveness oi‘ a Prison and

. Parole System, New York: Bobigjsnferrlll, 1969: 28- )
29) also concluded that studies of State. {and -
- Federal) prisonérs indieate little difference i m recl-

divism between whites and blacks.

v Ap Blumstein and E. Graddy ("Prevalence and
-Reeidivism in Index Arrests: A Feedback Ap-~

¢ proach," 16 Law and Society Review, 265, 1981=
1982), and L. Greenfel¢ i“Measuring the, Applica
« tion and Use of Punishment," a paper presented at ¢

the American Society of Crimmology meeting,
November 12, 1981) also found:major differences in
prevalence between the races but very similar. reci-
divism, Drobabilities.

54 ma,ar advantage of epidemiological studies of
this‘kind is that they facilitate comparisons of the
probabilities of diverse life events.” For -example,
the findings of this study ean be compared to those
of a study of lifetime murder victimization (Langan

- and Innes, The Risk of Violent Crime ‘Washington:

BJS May 1985 NCJ-97119). Data were analyzedon

- the age, race, and sex of murder victims in the

United States:in 1982, The study concluded that the.
m‘etime chances of being murdered were: .

BJS estimate of lifetime rigk of murder. 1 out of—

U.S. total S S
Male ' ‘ 123
White : o 131
"Pemale -0 oo ogy
White o 369
Black o104

[

GTeqhnlcal documeni‘ation for the 1974 survey is. .
cont lir};ed i? Survey of Inmates of State Correc-"
tional Facilities 1974: “Advance Remrt, U.8. Dept.:

riminal Justice’ formatiou :
and Statisties Service (now*FrJS), Washington- :

<9'I‘he race designation "other," as used. in,

USGPO March 1976, Profile of State Pl‘leOﬂ In-

mates: Sociodemographic Findings from the 1974 -
Survey of Inmates of State Correctiona ‘Facilities, -

. U.8. Dept. of Justice, National Criminal Justice

Information and Statisties Service, Washington:

USGPO, August 1979; and; Survey of Inmates of -
State Correctional Facilities and Census of State -

Adult Correctional Facilities, 1974 (ICPBR 7811),

U.S: Dept. of Justice, BJS, Ann Arbor, MI: Inter—
university Consortium for Political and Social
Research (ICPSR), Fall 1983. -

7'I‘eehnical documentatron for the 1979 survey is

containied in Survey of Inmates of State Correction-
al Facilities, 1379 !lCPSR 7856;, U.S. Dept. of .

Justice, BJS, Ann Arbor; Mi: ICPSR, Fall 1981',

. 8The‘scope of the inmate surveys is inmates of’

adult State prisons; which encompasses all persons
Held in custody under the jurisdiction of State cor=
rectional-authorities. " The scope is further defined
as Inmates serving sentences longer than a year,
since most inmates of adult State prisons receive
such sentences. . 1t'includes not orly those inmates
detained in facilities directly administered by State
correctional authorities (e.g., maximum security .
prisons; aduit reformatories, commumty reception
‘eenters,’ workirelease centers, prison or road camps;
‘reception or pre-release centers) but also those in-

-.any.public or private institution charged with the

custody of persons under the jurisdiction of State

‘correctional authorities, Examples of the latter -
arrangement ere inmates committed to State men— .

tal hospitals and-inmates housed in YMCA's while
assigned to work-release programs. The expression
"adult State prisons," as used throughout this study,
- thus refers to & wide variety of facilities used by *
the States to confine inmates. :

does not refer to Hispanics. Inmate censaf and in-
mate survey procedures call for Hispanic whites to
[ designate’zf "white" and Hxspanic blacks to be de-
stgnated Yhlack.”" :

. 1(]Concerning equahty in Justlce admlmstration, two

major studies that use BJS diita to address the
subject are M. Hindelang, "Race and Involvement in

- Commeon Law.Personal Crimes," Arnerican Socio-

;s study, )

logical Review; 43 (Feb.), 1978¢ §3-109; and A.
Blumstein,; "On the Racial Disproportionality of
United Stdtes' Prison Populations,™ J. of Criminal
Law and C rim'inclogy, 73 (3), 1982; 1259-1281.

Uger in iex crimes are the serious crimes seiected
bf the FBI for measurement purposes-and tabulated
annually fh its Uniform Crime Reports, Index
violent crimes are muraer, Torub{e rape, robbery,
and aggra ivated assault,..Index property crimes are

burglary, larceny,-theft, motor vehicle theft, and
(begmmn; in 1979) arson.’ ‘

121 thisysection lgf the study,. dealing with State:
prison po ulatiomp on a single day, an inmate was.
counted' s being | in prison whether or not he or she
was serv ng a sentence. Avaiiable data indicate .
that, onl any. giveu day, approxlmetely 2% of all
State px;hson inmgjtes are not sentenced.: They are
mainly frug addiits committed for treatment under
-¢ivil ngj reotics o:i dangerous drug’statutes in lieu of -
being siintenced,persons committed for study and

observ/ tion priox to sentencing, individuals awaiting

release ¢n bail, or detainees heing held for
uthoritre;;. inmates ‘of Federal prisons, mili-

trial o
ather /

" tary § ockades, loeal jails, or juvenile institutions

are not included in any ot the prevalence statistics
presented in th¢ study.. §

1350me of the States submitting annua‘ : population
counts ¢lassify/a: [’ s "race not known" all inmates who
are neither white nor black. The conclusion that
‘other males have a slightly lower prc“;alence rate W
than white males is therefore suspect. - :

L4gne estlmay , with its 95% confidence interval, is

2.55%(+.157)/ The estimate is formed by dividing
the suryey's elitimated 49,134 black males in their
twenties {estimated from & sample of 2,312 such .
black males) by the-Nation's 1974 total estimated
1,927,000 black males in their twenties.

IS

Table C. 1979 inmate survey estimate of the lifetime &
prevalence of State imprisonient of males. ’ B
Age Number Percent . Cumur.’ Age - Number .- Percent Cumu-~
at ad- -admit- 1979 of lative % atad- admit- 1979 of lative %
mis-. ted for male _ 1979 " 0£1879 mis-  ted for male 1979 of 1979
sion fiest 7. popu-  ‘male ¥ male sion first popu- - ° male male
in- - time in lation - popu- popu~ in time in lation . popu= popu~
|1 1979, life (X 1,000) - lation lation 1979 . life (X 1,000) lation lation
13 0 1,898 0.0000000 0.0000000 49 217 1,168 . 0.0185788 . 3.0102310 i
14 . 0 2,016 ~ 0.0000000° -0.000000G 50 1786 1,088 0.0161765 3,026407%. | .
15 0 2,127 - 0.0000000  0.0000000 - 51 159 1,135 0,0140088 3.0404158
16 140 2,146 0.0065238 ~0.0065238 52 118 . 1,119 - 0.0105451 - 3.0509605
17 1,390 2,117 0.\\)638493 0.0703730 - 53 -118 1,134 0.0104056 3.0613661 |
18 3,639 2,196 ° 0. 1657103, 0.2360833° 54 59 1,147 0.0051439 .- 3.0665092
19 §;574 2,254 0.2472935 0.4833768 55 115 1,118 '0.0103046 3.0768137
20 6,263" ..2,243 0.2792241  0.7626009 - 56 30 1,101 0.0027248 3.0795383-
21 5,293 © 2,197 - 0.2405193 - 1.0035200 57 =58 . 1,111 0.0052205 3.0847588 |
22 5,180 72,158 0.2400370 - 1.2435570 = 58 99 . .1,058 0.0093573 . 3.0941153
23 - ;5656 2,070 - 0.1706182 1.4201746 = 59 141 . - 1,085  0.0129954  3.,1071100
24- v ‘J 272. 2,069 . 0.1581439 . 1:5783176:. 60 55 940 0.0058511  :3.1129608
25 2 742 2,029 - 0.1351404  1.7134571. - 61 60 947 0.0063358 3.1192961
26 2,836 1,962 . 0.1445462 1.8580027 62 58 907 - .. 0.0063947  3.1256905
2% 2,415 1,926 0.1253893  1,9833918 63 0 894 0.0000000 3.1256905
.28, 2,012 . 1,804 0,1115298 2.0949211° 64 131 - 880 0.0148864 3.1405764 |
29 1,807 - 1,850 0.0976756  2.1925964 65 -° 28 843 70.0033215  3.1438971 |
0030 1,460 1,857 0.0786214 2.2712173 66 0 =08 0.000€000 3.1438971 .
31 1,167 1,801 - 0.0647973  2.3360138 67 28 766 . 0.0036554  3.1475515 N
32 1 073 . 1,942 - 0.0552523  2,3912659 68 28 734 - 0.0038147  3.1513662 |
33 963 1,391 0,0692307 2.4604959 69 o . 732 0.0000000 3.1513662
34 692 1,462 0.0476584 ~ 2.5081539. 70 28 606~ 0.0046205  3.1559858-
35 944 1,453 . 0.0649690 . 2.5731220 71 0 617 0.0000000 3,1559858..
36: - - 544 - 1,507 0.0360982 2.6092196 72 0 - 542 - 0.6050000 - 3.1559858
37 668 1,326 0.0503771 = 2.6595964 73 "0 - 522 - 0.0000000 - 3.1559858"
38 . 633 1,228 - 0.0515472 . 2.7111435 74 0 478 - . 0.0000000- . 3. \1554858
| 39 00477 1,202 0.0396838 2.7508268 75 - 72 - 427 0.0168618 - - 3.1728468
40 -259.  “1,205 . 0,0214938  2.7723198, “76 0 394  0.0000000  3.1728468
41 349 - 1,149 0.0303742 2.8026934 77 32 333 . 0.0096096  3.1824560
42 551 1,115 0.0494170 - 2.8521099% 78 0 350 - 0.0000000 - 3.18245
43 - 318 - - 1,093  0.0288197 ' 2.8809290 79 0 321 0.0000000 = 3.1824566
44 % - 407 1,095 0.0371689  2.9180975 80 0. 232 0.0000000 3. 18245605 ?}
45 - 346 1;058 0.0327032 . 2.9507999 81 g 224~ 0.0000000  3.1824560(! -
46 170 1,070  0.0158878 - 2.9666872 82 0 204 - 0.0000000  3.1824560
417 208 - 1';‘077 0.0193129 2.9860001 . 83 0 185 - 0.0000000  3.1824560
A8 6L 1,079 0.0056534 - 2.9916525 84 .0 160 0.0000000. -~ 3.1824560
NOTE: Table estimateés of the number of male Current Populatlon Reports Series P—25, No. W
first admissions by age wer? obtained from the 917, Preliminary Estimates.of the Population =
1979 survey of inmates of Statezv isons, . Also, = ¢ of the United States, by Age, Sex, and Race:
because the sample on which thi prevelence 1970 to 1§§1, U.S. Government Printing
estimate is based happened not to contain . Office, Washington, D.C., 1982, Table 1, pp.
persons of certain ages, soma ages show no. - 11-12. Lastly, the tétal estimated number
admissions for the first tinie. This does not admitted for the first time in their lives is
mean that people at these ages ‘have no chance 59,313. Detail may not edd to this total:
of imprisonment. Also, U.S. population - because: of roundmg. <
estimates are from U.S. Bureau of the Census, .

the survey estimated 72,862 black males in their
twenties (estimated froni a sample of2,484 such
black males) by the Nation's 1979:total estimated
2,407,000 black males in their twentles.

10mhe previous séction dealt with both sentenced
and-unsentenced inmates of adult State prisons.

B

" This section pertains to sentenced inmates only.

-17p3s prisotiers in 1984, Bulletin NCJ-9?118, April
1985, table 2. ..

18’I’heoretically, estimates of lifetime prevalence,
computed in this way can range from a low of 0% to
a high of over 100%. Practically speaking,-neither
limit is possible, An estimate:of 0% would only
oceur ify in a-year's time; no one in the United
States were admitted to prisons for the first time in
their lives. An estimate oven:160% would only oc-
cur if imprisonment rates in the Unjted States sud-

- denly became far higher than they have ever béen.

" 191 the United States a person below the age of 18
can be sentenced ifi ‘an adult State court to an adult
State,prison: - Although in most States a person does -
not.become an adult in'the eyes of the law until age

" 18, in some States the age jurisdiction of adult

courts is.below 18. Moreover, in most Staf«cs; statu-
tory waiver provisions exist that permit ovmren o

* - require’ the case of/a young person (such as'a 13-

15The estimate, with its 95% con‘iqdence intervai, is
3.027% (4.141). The estimateis formed by dividing

year-old) charged with & very serious‘crime to be

. prosétuted in an adult court, - In.some of these

» States a juvenile convicted and sentenced to prison

© 9

as an-adult will be sent to an .adult prison; in other
States such juveniles will begin their sentences ina
juvenile faeility.

205 might be thought that the ideal research design
for lnvestlgetmg the lifetime prevalence of impris-
onment is the longitudinal study involving a follow-
up of a ¢chort of individuals bornin a partlcular
year (say 1920). The cumulative percentage of im-
prisonment up to the present, 1984, could theén be
obtaisied for these people by adding the numbars”
first imprisoned at age 13 (in 1933), age 14 (in
1934), ete. up to age 64 {in 1684). Longitudinal
studies may be qurte valuable, particularly for
causal analyses,’but they may not be the ideal
design in all respects: Suppose one did estimate
prevalence by following a eohort born in 1920.
What would one have" An estimate for a ¢ohort

~born in 1920, now t4 yearsyold—a long wait for a

datum that may refer mainly to historical condi-
tions long past. At any rate, the data do not exist
to calculate cumulative prevalence from such a-
longitudinal study:: An approximation to this cal-
culation can be achieved by adding up first impris-
onments in one particular year at different ages,
but this' will give accurate figures only for lifetime
prevalence under steady-state conditions. If first-
time imprisonment probabilities have increased over
time, this method will overestimate cumulative ®
srevalence for those people born years ago fe.g:, in
1920) The. method essentially shows what the life-

time prevalence would be for peop,e born now if

e T
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1973 and 1979 impriSOnment rates continued long
inte the future. A desirable featurs of this method
is its contemporaneity, a feature which esnnot be
approached by the longitudinal method, especially
when the period-at risk-is a long one, as in the case
of adult imprisonment, .

20one reason the 1974 survey is said to underesti-
mate the number of sentenced persons admitted in
1973 is the large diserepancy between the survey
estimate (68,482) and the 1973 admissions census
count (110,516). - Another reason is explained as fol-
lows with an example.. The 1974 inmate survey was
conducted in late January 1974. Based on the sur-
vey, an.estimated 284,313 males were in adult State
prisons at that time, of whom a survey estimated -
40,344 were sentenced males admitted to prison for
the first time’in their {ives in the year 1973, These
40,344 males are therefore all the sentenced males
who were admitted to prison for the first time in
their lives in 1973 and who were still in prisea at
the time of the 1974 survey. They are-a subset of
all the sentenced males admitted for the first time
in their lives in 1973, because some unknown num-
ber of such males had probably been released from
prison before the time of the 1974 survey. This as-
sumption must de reconciled with the fact that al-
most all the males admitted to prison in 1973 were
serving sentences excéeeding one year. Since the
period from the time of the earliest 1973 admission
(January 1973) to the time of the 1974 survey
(January 1974) was no longer than a year, it might
be thougnt that almost all the males admitted in
1973 would still have been in prison at the time of
the survey. Perhaps they were. One reason for
thinking they were not is that, because of widely
existing statutory provisions relating to prison
release (provisions ¢oneerning parole eligibility,
goed-time credit, mandatory minimum sentences,
and early release due to prison overcrowding), many
prisoners receiving adult State prison sentences
exceeding one year actually serve less-than one year
before being:releiséd. In recognition of the survey's
potential for underestimating 1973 admissions, the .
survey is said to provide an underestimate of the
number of males admitted to prison for the first
time in their lives in 1973. The 1974 survey esti-
mate of the lifetime prevalence of imprisonment
among males is based on the survey estimate of the
number of malées admitted for the first time in their
lives in 1973. Consequently, the 1974 inmate survey
is.also said to provide dn underestimate of lifetime

- prevalence. ' : : :

220ne reason the 1979 survey is said to under-
estimate the number of 1979 admissions is the large
diserepancy between the survey estimate (93,517)
and the 1979 admissions census count (149,741).
Another reason is that the survey was conducted be~
fore the year was ended, in October 1979, and
-therefore could notpossibly have included ali the
inmates admitted in 1979. A third reason is that
some of the inmates admitted in 1979 were probably
already released by the time of the survey. In re-
cognition of the survey's potential for underesti~
mating 1973 admissions, the 1979 survey is said to
provide an underestimate of the number of males
admitted to prison for the first time in their lives in
1979, and consequently {as explained in the pre-
ceding footnote) an underestimate of lifetime pre-

o~

valence. =

23The reason the 1973 prisen admissions census is
said to-provide an overestimate 6f the number of
sentenced persons admitted to adult State prisons in
, 1973 is further explained here. Prisoners iri State
and Federal Institutions on December 31,/1971,
1972, and 1973 (NPS Bulletin No. SD—NPé:PSEr-l,
U.S. Dept. of Justice, National CriminalJustice
Information and Statistics Service, Washington:
USGPO, May 1975) reports, for 1973, 105,349 (Table
6, p. 21) admissions of sentenced males to State 3
prisons in the U.S. and 5,167 (Table 7, p. 23) admis-
sions of séntenced females. The publication defines
admissions as: commitments from court, parole or
conditional release violators returned to prison, or
escapees returned.under an old sentence. Further-

e, the definition restriets admissions to persons v t :
sonter + tenced inmates admitted to State prisons in 1973

sentenced as adults or youthful offenders whose

maximum sentenee length exceeds one year, How-
ever, in both tables cited, a footnote indicates that
three States probably departed from the preseribed

definition by submitting admission counts which
included some persons with a maximum sentence
length of less than a year and a day. Moreover; in
both tables cited, a footnote reports that some
inmates were involved in more than one prisoner .
‘movement, and that the published number of admis-
sions is therefore larger than the actual number of
different persons admitted. The publication gives
no indication of the extent of such double-counting
of people. . In view of the census' potential for_
counting people more than once; the 1973 admis-
sions census is said to provide an overestimate pf
the number of different persons admitted to prison
in 1973, The 1973 admissions census estimate of
the lifetime prevalence of imprisonment is based, in
part, on the 1973 admissions census count. Conse-
quently; the 1973 admissions census is also said to
provide an overestimate of the lifetime prevalence
~of imprisonment.

247he reason the 1§79 prison admissions census is
said to provide an ovérestimate of the number of
sentenced persons admitted to adult State prisons in
1979 is-the same as the reason the 1973 prison ad-
missions census is said to overestimate the number
of persons admitted in 1973 (see preceding foot~
note). Prisoners in State and Federal Institutions on
December 31,1679 (NPS Bulletin No. NPS-PSF-7,
NCJ-73719, U.S. Dept. of Justice, BJS, Washington:
USGPO, February 1981) reports, for 1979, 41,477
(Table 11; p. 22) admissions of sentenced males and
8,264 (Table 12, p. 24) admissions of sentenced
females to adult State prisons in the U.S. Some
unknown number of persons admitted were counted
more thin once. In recognition of the admissions
census' potential for double-counting people, the
1979 admission census is said to provide an over-
estimate of the number of different persons admit-
ted in 1979 and consequently (as explained prev%ouk
1y} an overestimate of the lifetime prevalence-of
imprisonment.

25he 1974 survey estimates that 62.7% of all 1973
admissions, 61.7% of all 153 male admissions, and
82.2% of gll 1973 female admissions were lifetime
first sentences to adult State prisons. The 1979
survey estimates 68.3% of all 1979 admissions,
67.5% of all 1979 male admissions, and 80.4% of all
1979 female admissions were lifetime first sen- -
tences to adult State prisons.

26The inmate surveys actually provide various esti~

- mateg that.are used to-calculate-the-lifetime preva— -

lence of imprisonment:. estimates of the total num-
.. ber of sentenced persons admitted to prisons for the
first time in their lives, by age, race, and sex; the
seeond time in their lives, by age, race, and sex; the
third time in their lives, by age, race, and sex; and
the fourth time in their lives, by age, race, and sex. :

e size of the constant is a function of how

much-larger the admissions census count is than thg'

inmate estimate, The 1973 census count of 110,516 -
total admissions in 1973 is 1.6137963 times larger
-than the 1974 inmate survey estimate of 68,482 to-
tal admissions in 1973; the census count of 105,349
male-admissions, 1.6122215 times larger than the . -
survey estimate's 65,344 male ‘admissicns; and, the
census count of 5,167 female admissions, 1.6465902
times larger than the. survey estimate's 3,138 fe-
male admissions. Consequently, 1973 admissions
census estimate of the lifetime prevalence of -
imprisonment are higher than inmate survey esti-
mates by corresponding factors. Similarly, the 1979
census count of 149,741 total admissions is .-
1.6012169 times larger than the survey estimate's
93,517; of 141,477 male admissions, 1.6098702 times
the survey estimate's 87,881; and, of 8,264 female
admissions, 1.4598128 times larger than the Survey
estimate's 5,661." Consequently, 1979 admissions
census estimates of the lifetime prevalence of
imprisonment are higher than 1979 inmate survey

estimates by corresponding factors. -
o v VR 0

28Multiplying survey estimates by such constants is )

Justified if it can be assumied that the sentenced

o inmates who were admitted in-1973 and 1979 ang
who Were present at the time of the 1974 and 1979
inmateé sirveys are representative of all the sen-

and 1979, respectively.’ This assumption has not
been investigated." Lo : -

10

29The’ 1974 survey questionnaire was changed . .
slightly for the 1979 survey.” It is therefore possible
that some portion of the increase from 1973 to 1979
in the estimated number of first admissions may
have been due to minor changes in the survey ques-
tionnaire. :

30he possibility was explored that perhaps some
substantial number-of the persons admitted. to
prison for the first time in 1973 and designated
"black" were not native-born. That possibility is of
coneern because including such persons with native-
born blacks would artificially inflate the prevalence
rate appliéable to native-born blacks. To check this
possibility, data from the 1974 survey on the birth~
places of inmates admitted in 1973 were ex—
amined. Only 3.9% reported a birthplace outside
the United States. (Comparable data from the 1979
survey are not available.) : : ’

3More specifically, the anniial census of prison
inmates, which is based on prison records, distin-
guishes "race not known" from all other races in the
census‘questionnaire. However, a substantial
minority of States are known. to deviate from these:
census definitions, either by submitting estimates
(as opposed to eensus counts). of the racial composi=
‘tion of ‘their prison populations, or by classifying as
"race not known" those inmates who are Asian,
Pacific Islander, American Indian, or Alaskan
Native. The 1974 inmate survey, which was based
on interviewer observation or prison records (about
12% of the 1974 survey sample), contained few-
cases of inmates whose race ‘was not known (less:
than 1%); the 1979 inmate survey, which was based
on prisoner self-reports only, contained none.. Per-
haps as a result of the censuses' potential for under-

~ counting the other races, the annual censuses; in

fact, indicate that the prevalence of imprisonment
of other males is slightly lower than that of white,
males whereas the inmate surveys, in fact, indicate”
that other males have significantly higher one-day
prevalence rates than white males. - :

32;It is logieally possible for recidivisin rates com-
puted in this way to exceed 100% as a result of.
either sampling error or changes in imprisonment
rates over time. A longitudinal study of inmates re~
leased from prison could not have this defect. Also,
inmate survey estimates are.said to underestimate
prevalence, partly for the reason that some of the
inmates admitted in.a.survey year-would-already: -
have been released by the time of the survey. . The
degree of such underestimation may be related to .
the ordinal sentence number, To illustrate, rela-
tively many first-timers but very few fourth-timers
admitted in 1973 would already have been released
from prison as a result of early release laws, Re-
cidivism' rates computed here do not take this
possible relationship into ‘account,. :

33Among first-, second-, and third-timers,
first-timers tend to have the lowest rates. D.
Glaser (The Effectiveness of a Prison and Parole
System, New York: Bobbs-Merrill, 1967: 27) also
reported that first-timers have lower recidivism
rates than second-timers or subs¢quént "osers.”
The finding of lower recidivism rates among first-
timers might be expected.” Since the probability of
recidivism is known to increase with the length of
the prior record, first-timers should have lower
recidivism rates than second-timers or subsquent’
losers, However, differences between the recidi-
vism rates of first-timers and subsequent losers
would not be expected to increase forever because
of 'the counter effects of aging. Thatis, the :

~ probability of recidivism is. known: to decrease with

age.’ Since it takes time to become, say, a second-
timer or a third-timer, third-timers tend to be_nlder
than second-timers who, in turn, tend to be dider
than first-timers. Consequently, differences be-
tween the recidivism rates of first-timers and
subsequent losers would grow, but only.up to'a -
point, the paint at which the effects of aging be+ "
come pronounced, R o e
34 hat is, comparable data for the peridd 1973 to
1979 are not available on the female population :
segments; the recjdivism rate of white male second-
timers increased significantly (at the ,05 level) feom
1973 10 1979, but the comparable rate for blagk
mele seecond-timers did not; and, the recidivism rate
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35Tnis briet discussion draws attention to the

vyulties arising from the assumption of steady
state conditions. -~ s .
381ie procedure is a straightforward application of
a statistical model known to demographers as a life
table. For an excellent discussion of the model, see
Chapter 15 of H.S. Shryock, J.S, Siegel, and Associ-
ates, The Methods and Materials of Demograph

ric 2, 0.5, Bureau of the Censis. Washiaois:
USGPO, 1971, ~ :
375, Ball, A. Ross, and A. Simpson, "Incidence and
Estimated Prevalence of Recorded Delinqueniey in a
Metropolitan Area,” American Sociolo ical Review.

29 (1), Feb, 1964; J. Belkin, A. Blumstein, and W,
Glass, "Recidivism as a Feedback Process,” J. of

of black male third-timers declined significantly (at . Criminal Justice, 1 “1573- R. Gordoh " ici
the .05 level) from 1973 to 1979, but the compar- Prevale r o Explicit
able rate for white males did not. :

e e e )

Klein ed., The.Juvenile Justi

’megting, Nov, 12, 1981.

Esti.m.ation of the Prevalence of Commitment toa
Training School, to Age 18, by Race and by Sex," J.
of American Statistical Association 68 (343), Sep.
%}!})731’, R. (iiordon and L. Gleser, "The Estimation of
¢. frevalence of Delinquency," J. of Mathematical also found that the self-reports wer. 1y " -
Sociologx, 3, 1974; R. Gordon, ’“Prevalence,'f//:n it Vi A

Hills: Sage Publications, 1976; D. Farrington "The

381 the ‘most comprehensive rep\)
accuracy of inmates' self-reports K. Marquis,
uality of Prisoner Self-Reports {3anta Ménica:
Rand Corp., 1981), self-reports of.“.:"r\ests and con~
vietions over a maximum two-year period.prior to

do not deny facts about their. criminal histories:

: rate" for white and nonwhite inmates,
ce System, Bevirly L

[

1985, table 11,

\

rt to date on the ment in this report did not take mortality into
not have substantially affected either the size of

between population segments compared,

\ n

o3 . . 2

\

imprisonment were investigated by comparing them
to official records. It was found thadt prison inmates

their accounts included more arrests than, and as *
many convictions as, their official records. It was

- 398JS Criminal Vietimization in the United States,
Prevalence of Convictions," British d. of Crinii» 3. A National Crime Suirvey Report, NCJ-76710,
nology, 21 (2), 1981; L. Greemaﬁs\ . NCS-N-19, Washington: USGPO, September 1981,
Application and Use of Punishment," a paper pre- "~

40 ; N : R
BJS Prisoners in 1984, Bulletin NCJ-9 April
sented at the American Sociefy, of Criminology Tiih Apr

pstimates of the lifetime prevalence of imprison-
account. However, adjustment. for mortality would

the estimates or conclusions regarding differences
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National Crime Survey reports—the only r
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- Corrections reports—results of ‘sample sur

‘sources in an easy-to-use, comprehensive format (433 table

t

‘Justice expenditure and'employment reports—annual spending and staffing by |
Federal, State, and local go‘vernments and by function (police, courts, ete.)

transfer system crimes

Priy‘acy_ and security of criminal IﬁstOry information and ir’iformation. policy—new
legislation; maintaining and releasing intelligence and investigative records '

BIS Bnn?tins &nd Special ReQPrts —}timely‘r‘eports of the most current justice data
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Bureau of Justrce Statlstlcs reports
L (revnsed July 1985)-

) -Call toll-free. 800-732-3277 (local
251-5500) to order BJS reports, to be added.,
o one of the BJS: malhng lists, or to speak®
. to'a‘reference specialist in.statistics at the .
< -Justice Statistics Cleannghouse National
Criminal Justice Reference Service,

Box 6000, Rockville, MD:20850. Single*
copies of reports are free; use ‘NCJ number:
.“to-order. Postage and handlmg are charged:
for bulk orders of single reports. For single
copies of multiple titles, up to 10 titles are .

' free; 11-40 titles $10; more than 40, $20

*libraries call for specnal rates.

Public-use tapes of BJS'data sets and
«other criminal justice data are ‘available
+from the Criminal Justice Archive and

Information Network, P.O. Box 1248 Ann
Arbor Mi 4810631 3-764-51 99)

National Cnme Survey IR

" Criminal victimization'in the US.:" = i
1982 (final report), NCJ-92820, 11/84
1973-82 trends, NCJ-90541 9/83

o et

L BJS spec:al reports;

4 : . The risk of violent cnme, NCJ-871 19 5/85..

The economic cost of cnme to wctrms, NCJ
93450, 4/84 :

Family violence, NCJ-93449 4/84

BJS bulleting: -

4 .= -'Households touched by crime;” 1984 NCJ-

e .- '97688, 6/85

TR The crime: of . rape; NCJ- 96777 3/85

- Household burglary, NCJ-96021, 1/85 . -
+. ~Criminal vrctrmlzat|on1983 NCJ 93869 6/84
Violent ¢rime by strangers, 'NCJ- 80829, '4/82
Crime and the elderly, NCJ-79614, 1/82

“‘Measuring crime, NCJ-75710 2/81:

Crime Survey (BJS techmcal report), NCJ-
97624, 7/85 .

-Victimization and fear of crime: ‘World
perspectlve_s, NCJ-93872, 1/85

Expenditure and employment

Justice expendrture and employment extracts
51Q80 and A 1ocn -NC LOBSNO7. 6/88 S

AT A 175707 G-

Justlce expendlture and employmenl in the

e U.S., 1971-79, NCJ-92596, 11/84

Justlce expenditure and employment.in the

. gt - LS, 1979 (final report); NCJ-87242, 12/83
[ E il A e i E '

Corrections

D HC s sl i,

Prison admissions and releaues, 1982
NCJ-97995, 7/85 - :

Prisoners in 1984, NCJ-97118, 4/85 -

Examining recrd:vrsm, NCJ—96501 2/85-

Retuming to prison, NCJ-95700, 1.1/84

N Response to screening questions inthe Nat|onal v

. Capital punishment 1983, NCJ93925, 7/84 -

S0
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“**Computer-crime:

Prlsoners in State and Federal rnstrtutrons on '
-.Dec. 31,1982 (final), NCJ-83311,12/84 -

Capltal pumshment 1982 (fmal). NCJ-91533

1184 B

1979 surveyofmmates orfStare correctlonalfacmtles v

~and 1979 census.of State correctlonal Iac:lmes

BJS speclal reports: -
‘Career patterns in cnme NCJ—88672 6/83

. BJS bulletings:
Prisoniers and drugs, NCJ-87575 3/83
" 'Prisoners ‘and alcohol, NCJ-86223 1/83".
" Prisons and pnsoners, NCJ-80697 2/82
Veterans in prison, NCJ-79232, 11/81

Census of jails and survey of jail mmates

The }983 jarl census (BJS bulletm NCJ—95536
11/8

Jatl jnmates 1982 (BJs bulletln) NCJ-87161 2/83

Census of jails, 1978: Data for indjvidual jalls !

- vols: IV, Northegst; North Central South West,-
NCJ—72279-72282 12/81 .

Proflle of 1a|l mmates, 1978, NCJ- 65412 2/81

Parole and probatlon

~'BJS bulletins:
Pro/batlon and parole 1983 NCJ 94776
9/84
Setting prison terms, NCJ-76218 8/83
_Characteristics of persons entering parole
during 1978 and 1979, NC.J-87243,'5/83
Charactenstlcs of the parole ‘popuiation, 1978,
NCJ66479, 4/81 :
: Parole in the U s, 1979 NCJ 69562 3/81

Courts P :
BJS bulletin: .
- The growth of appeals: 1973 83 trends,
. "NCJ-96381,2/85 -
Case filings in State courts 1983 NCJ-95111
10/84 -
*BJS special reports:
Felony sentencing in'18 local :
jurisdictions, NCJ-97681, 6/85
' Th1e2 }arevalence of guilty pleas, NCU-96018, -
‘Serg/esndcmg practlces in13 States, NCJ-95399, .
_-Criminal defense systems A national -
survey, NCJ-94630, 8/84 .
~-Habeas corpus, NCJ-82048,3/84
-.Case filings.in State. courts1qm,.;_,,,,_aw_, o
"NCJ95111,10/84
State court caseload statlstlcs, 1977 and :
1981, NCJ-87587, 2/83
“The prosecution ot felony arrests, 1979 NCJ-
86482 5/84

.

Privacy and security

-+ Information pohcy and ¢

. Computer secunty technlques, ;
NCJ-84049, 9/82 - ) : :
Electronic tund transfer systems and crime, .
"NCJ-83736, 9/82 .. :
‘Legislative resource manual, NCJ-78890, 9/81 -
Expert witness manual; NCJ~77927 9/81
: ,Cnm/inal justice resource manual, NCJ 61550
12/79

.Privacy and secunty ot cnmmal history

information: S k . s

- Aguide to research and statlstrcal use,

~NCJ-69790, 5/81 .-

‘A guide to drssemmatton, NCJ—40000 1/79
Compendium of State’ legislation: ~.. . .

. NCJ-48981, 7/78 R )
1981 supplement NCJ-79652, 3/82

S Cnmlnal ‘justice information policy: -~

Intelligence and investlgatlve records, T
. NCJ-85787,4/85
oy Vrctrm/wntness legislatron An overvrew,
NCJ-94365, 12/84 .
-~ Information pollcy and crime control strategres
- (SEA| RCH/BJS conference) NC.J-93926,
10/84:: .
: Research access to cnmmal justrce data,
NCJ-84154,2/83
"~ Privacy.and juvenlle justlce records,
: NCJ-84152 4/83. " :

i

Federal offenses and offenders "
BJS spec:al reporis:
Pretrial’ release and misconduct NCJ-96132
1/85
BJS bulletins;
‘Bank robbery, - NC.- 94463 8/84 .
Federal drug law violators; NCJ- 92692, 2/84
B Federal 1ustlce statistrcs, NCJv80814 3/82

"General

BJS bulleth'
Tracking offenders: The chrld vactrm, NCJ-

v 95785, 12/84. . - 2

The severity of crime; NCJ~92326 1/84

The American response to-crime: An overview
of criminal justice systems, NC.J-91936,12/83

Tracking offenders, NCJ-91572; 11/83

Victim and 'witness assistance::New State -
laws and the system‘s response, NCJ-87934
5/83

L BAS tplenhnnn rnntarte NRl-QRRﬂR 1{\/811

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

Sourcebook of Criminal Justlce Statastlcs, 1983
NCJ-91534,10/84 -~ .

strategles, NCJ-03926,70/84 - - . :
Proceedings of the 2nd workshop on law and”
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BJS special reports: . o

; Electromctundtransterfraud NCJ~96666 3/85
" Electronic fund transler and crime ST
: NCJ-926oO 2/84 :

Report to the nation on. crime and justrce
The data, NCJ- 87068 10/83 o
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