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Results from a nationally represent-
ative survey of juveniles and young
adults in long-term, State-operated
juvenile institutions indicate that
nearly 40% were being held for a vio-

. lent offense. More than 60% used drugs

regularly, and almost 40% were under
the influence of drugs at the time of
their offense. Less than a third lived
with both parents while they were
growing up. More than hzlf of all
residents in these institutions reported
that a family member had been incar-
cerated at some time in the past.

The 1987 survey was based on per-
sonal interviews with a nationally
representative sample of 2,621 resi-
dents from among the more than 25,000
individuals confined in long-term, State-
operated juvenile institutions. Inter-
views were carried out in 50 institutions
in 26 States. Primarily as a result of
the inclusion of California's Youth Au-
thority facilities, more than a quarter
of the sample was made up of yoimg

. adu:ts who are age 18 and older.” For

.

the purposes of this report, this older
population will be referred to as young
adults, while those less than the age of
i8 will be referred to as juveniles. All
residents regardless of age will be
referred to as youth. (See Methodology
for additional information on sampling.)
IThe California Youth Authority receives juvenile
court commitments of adjudicated delinquents (up
to age 18) and young adult offenders up to age 21
(at the time of arrest) who have been convicted of
felonies or misdemeanors. Young adults {up to age
25) who have been sentenced to the Department of
Corrections may also be housed in Youth Authority
institutions by court order.

Other findings from the survey
inelude the following:

o An estimated 60.5% of the juveniles
and young adults were between the ages
of 15 and 17; 12.4% were age 14 or
younger; and 27.2% were 18 years of
age or older.

o Among all the juveniles and young
adults held in long-term, State-
operated juvenile institutions, 93.1%
were male. An estimated 53.1% were
white; 41.1% were black; and 5.7%
were American Indians, Asians, Alaska
Natives, or Pacific Islanders. An
estimated 18.9% were of Hispanic
origin.

o About 70% of the juveniles and young
adults did not live with both parents
while they were growing up. More than
half (54%) reported having primarily
lived in a single-parent family.

o Among the juveniles in these facil-
ities, 39.3% were held for a violent
offense, 45.6% for a property offense,
5.6% for a drug offense, and 7.2% for a
public-order offense. Just over 2%
were confined for a juvenile status
offense, such as truancy, running away,
or incorrigibility.

o Almost 43% of the juveniles had been
arrested more than 5 times, with over
20% of them having been arrested more
than 10 times in the past.

o Approximately 4 of § juveniles
(82.2%) reported previously having been
on probation, and 3 of § (58.5%) re-
ported having been committed to a cor-
rectional institution at least once in the
past.
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This Special Report presents the
findings from BJS's first survey of
youth confined in long-term,
State-operated institutions. The
survey was undertaken to com-
plement existing Children in
Custody censuses. It provides
detailed information on the char-
acteristics of those youth heid
primarily in secure settings within
the juvenile justice system. This
survey also serves as a ecompanion
to the survey of State prison in-
mates allowing us, for the first
time, to compare confined popu-~
lations in both the juvenile and
adult justice systems.

The report offers new infor-
mation on the eriminal histories of
those confined youth as well as a
description of their family situ-
ations, drug and alcohol use, and
peer group activities. For youth
committed to these institutions
for violent offenses, data were
obtained on their vietims and their
use of weapons.

BJS is grateful to the numerous
State officials and administrators
who made this survey possible.
Their cooperation was absolutely
necessary to the successful imple-
mentation of this study. The
survey is available in machine~
readable form through the Crim-
inal Justice Archive at the
University of Michigan,

Steven R. Schlesinger
Director




e An estimated 97% of all juveniles and
98% of the young adults were found to
have a current or prior violent offense
or to have previously been on probation
or sent to a correctional institution.

e The majority of the juveniles held for
violent offenses reported that their
vietims were male (58.1%), white
(61.6%), and under the age of 21
(54.2%). Over 40% of these victims
were strangers to the offender, and
approximately 12% were relatives.

6 More than 80% of the residents
reported the prior use of an illegal
drug. Almost 40% of those who had
previously used drugs began using drugs
before the age of 12,

e Nearly half (47.6%) of the juveniles
reported that they were under the in-
fluence of either drugs or aleohol at the
time of their ecurrent offense.

Juvenile facilities

A census of juvenile detention,
correctional, and shelter facilities and
their residents is econducted every 2
years. Based on the 1985 census, there
were 1,040 publicly operated juvenile
detention, correctional, and shelter
facilities in the United States, housing
51,402 residents. Approximately 19%
of these publie juvenile facilities were
long-term, State-operated institutions,
and they housed about 469%, of all ju-
veniles in publie facilities.“ These
facilities have the highest percentage
of residents committed by the courts
and the lowest percentage confined for
juvenile status offenses, such as
truancy. Compared to juveniles in
other types of publicly operated facil-
ities--such as those operated by cities
or counties or those in which juveniles
are placed for short periods--the youth
in long~-term, State-operated institu-
tions are generally the most serious
offenders with longer eriminal
records. (See appendix table B for
additional detail.)

Youth admitted to these institutions
represent only a small percentage of all
those handled annually by the juvenile
justice system, In 1984 an estimated
two million persons under age 18 were
arrested. Of the estimated 1.3 million
cases referred to the juvenile courts for
delinquency or status offenses in 1984,
44% were formally processed. In about
28% of all cases the juvenile court
formally concluded that the juvenile's
behavior or custodial situation required
court intervention, and about 4% of all
Z5ee Children in custody: Publie juvenile facilities;
1985, BJS Bulletin, NCJ-102457, October 1986.

Table 1, Characteristics of youth in long-term,
State-operated juvenile institutions, yearend 1987
Percent of youth
11-14 15-17 18 years
Characteristies Total yearsold yearsold and older
Sex -
Male 93.1% 92.4% 93.2% 93.3%
Female 6.9 7.6 6.8 6.7
Race
White 53.1% 46.,4% 53,8% 54.6% .
Black 41.1 46.7 40,3 40.5
Other® 5.7 8.9 5.9 4.8
Ethnielty
Hispanic 18.9% 10.1% 15.6% 30.7%
Non-Hispanie 81.1 89.9 84.5 69.3
Education
6th grade or less 12.7% 468.0% 9,5% 4.5%
7th or 8th grade 41.0 51.5 48.8 18.2
Some high sehool 43.4 2.5 41,1 §7.7
High school graduate 2.9 0 .8 9.6
Median education 8 yrs 7 yrs 8 yrs 10 yrs
Number of youth 25,024 3,096 15,130 6,798
Note: Percents may not add to 100% *Includes American Indians, Alaska
due to rounding. Natives, Asians, and Pacific Islanders,

juveniles (almost 50,000 admissions)
were sent to long~term, State-operated
facilities.

Characteristies of juveniles
and young adults

Meles were the overwhelming major-
ity (93.19) of juveniles and young
adults held in long-term, State~
operated juvenile institutions (table
1). Whites were an estimated 53.1% of
the population; blacks, 41.1%; and other
races, 5.7%. Hispanics constituted
nearly 19% of all residents in juvenile
facilities. Among those age 18 or
older, Hispanies accounted for almost
31%, primarily reflecting the influence
of the California Youth Authority.

Juveniles and young aduilts in these
institutions have lower levels of edu-
cation than comparable youth in the
general population. About 41,7% of all
residents between the ages of 15 and 17
had completed more than 8 years of
school; in 1986, 76% of the general
population in this age group had
completed more than 8 years of
school. Among those age 18-24, about
three-quarters (77,3%) had more than
an eighth grade education, but fewer
than a tenth (9.6%) graduated from high
school: In the general population in
1986, 96% of those age 18-24 had gone
beyond the eighth grade, and 79% were
high school graduates.

35ee duvenile court statisties, 1984, U,S.
Department of Justice, Office of Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention, August 1987,

4Unpublished data from the Current Population
Survey, March Supplement, 1986,

Seven of every 10 juveniles and young
adults primarily grew up in a household
without both parents (table 2). Ap-
proximately 54.0% lived in single
parent households--48.4% with their
mothers and 5.6% with their fathers. In
contrast to the incarcerated youth,
73.9% of the 62.8 million children in
the Nation's resident populati?\ in 1986
were living with both parents.

©

More than half of all juveniles and
young adults in these juvenile insti-
tutions reported that a family member
had served time in jail or prison.
Nearly a fifth reported two or more
family members had served time. A
quarter of the residents reported that
their fathers had been incarcerated at
some time in the past.

About 30% of the juveniles and young
adults in these institutions had a group
of friends involved in eriminal aetiv~
ities. These residents reported that
their friends had committed erimes
such as mugging, selling drugs, bur-
glary, stesling cars, shoplifting, and
selling stolen property. An estimated
62% of the residents were with others
when they committed the offense for
which they were currently incarcer-
ated,

SSiatistical abstract of the United States, 1988,
U.S. Bureau of the Census, table 69, p. §0.
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Current offenses

Of the juveniles incarcerated in long-
term, State-operated juvenile facilities
at yearend 1987, 39.3% were being held
for a violent offense, 45.6% for a prop-
erty offense, 5.6% for a drug offense,

" and 7.2% for a publie-order offense
(table 3). Just over 2% were confined
for noneriminal juvenile offenses, such

. 8s truancy, running away from home,
and incorrigible behavior.

Violent and drug offenses were more
prevalent among the residents age 18
and older (52.3% and 11.3%, respec-
tively) than among juveniles (39.3% and
5.6%, respectively). Assault was the
most common violent offense among
juveniles (16.3%); robbery was the most
common violent offense among young
adults (18.09%). Abou?% 1.8% of the
juveniles had committed murder or
nonnegligent manslaughter, compared
to 7.1% of those sge 18 or older,

Table 3. Current offense of youth in long-term, State-operated
juvenile institutions, by sex, race, and age, yearend 1987

Percent of youth

Age and Sex Race Ethnicity
current offense Total Male Female White Black Hispanic Non-Hispanic
Less than 18 years old:
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Violent offenses 39.3 39.8 32.0 32.9 47.0 40.8 39.1
Murder 1.8 1.7 3.0 2.0 1.4 1.7 1.8
Negligent manslaughter .6 4 2.9 .6 Jq 1.1 .5
Kidnaping .3 4 0 .2 4 .4 .3
Rape 2.4 2.6 i 1.8 3.3 1.0 2.6
Other sexual assault 3.5 3.7 1.0 4.3 2.8 2.3 3.7
Robbery 13.1 15.3 10.8 10.8 15.9 15.8 12.6
Assault 16.3 18.5 14.7 11.8 21.4 16.8 16.3
Other violent 1.2 1.3 1.2 1.2 1.4 1.2
Property offenses 45.6 46.0 40.8 51.1 38.6 35.9 47.3
Burglary 23.8 24.2 18.6 27.2 19.4 20.1 24.4
Larceny/theft 7.3 T.4 5.3 8.0 6.3 3.1 8.0
Motor vehicle theft 7.8 7.8 8.2 8.2 7.1 7.3 7.9
Arson 1.8 1.9 4 241 1.5 .9 1.9
Fraud L1 .6 7.4 1.7 5 1.2 1.1
Stolen property 1.4 1.4 .9 1.1 1.7 .1 1.5
Other property 2.5 2.8 0 27 2.1 2.8 2.4
Drug offenses 5.6 5.4 7.7 4,2 7.4 14.3 4.1
Possession 2.9 2.8 6.9 2.7 3.5 6.3 2.3
Trafficking 2.5 2.8 .8 1.3 3.8 8.0 1.6
Other drug 2 2 1] 3 .1 .2
Public-order offenses 7.2 7.0 10.1 8.8 5.4 5.0 7.5
Weapons 1.9 1.9 1.2 1.6 2.2 1.0 2.0
Other public-order 5.3 5.1 8.9 7.2 3.2 4.0 5.5
Juvenile status ot‘t’ensesb 2.2 1.6 9.3 2.7 1.6 4.2 1.8
Other offenses .2 .2 1] 3 0 ()] .2
18 years and older:
Total 100.0% 100.0% - 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Violent offenses 52.3 52.2 53.0 48.2 56.0 60.3 48.7
Murder® 7.1 7.2 8.1 5.6 9.3 6.1
Negligent manslaughter 2.2 2.3 o 2.5 1.8 2.2 2.2
Kidnaping 1.4 1.0 ee 2.0 4 2.3 1.0
Rape 5.1 5.4 o 4.4 6.8 5.4 4.9
Other sexual assault 1.8 1.8 e 2.5 4 .9 2.0
Robbery 18.0 16.9 14.0 22.8 18.4 17.8
Assault 16.6 17.2 14.5 18.9 21.3 14.5
Other violent .3 o4 e 2 5 A .3
Property offenses 29,0 30.1 14.5 34.2 22.6 21.8 32.2
Burgiary 17.1 17.5 ™ 21,4 11.5 13.3 18.8
Larceny/theft 3.5 3.8 e 4.5 2.6 2.2 4.2
Motor vehicle theft 3.3 3.5 3.3 3.7 2.5 3.7
Arson 1.0 1.0 vos 9 .8 8 1.1
Fraud 1.4 1.3 1.8 .9 1.9 1.2
Stolen property 2,3 2.5 s 2.2 2.7 1.2 2.8
Other property 4 A4 o 3 2 B
Drug offenses 11,3 10.5 23.2 8.8 14,8 11.1 11.4
Possession 5.6 6.4 5.2 6.1 8.1 5.5
Trafficking 5.4 4.8 3.7 8.1 5.0 5.6
Other drug .3 3 N 4
Public-order offenses 6.8 6.6 9.3 8.4 5.5 8.4 7.0
Weapons 2.5 2.2 2.2 3.0 2.7 2.3
Other public-order 4.3 4.4 " 6.1 2.4 3.7 4.7
Juventle status offenses? 3 3 0 )] .8 0 5
Other offenses .3 o3 0 4 2 W4 2

Note: Percents may not add to 100% due to

rounding.

...Too few cases to provide reliable estimate.

Bincludes nonnegligent manslaughter,

neludes noneriminal juvenlle offenses, such as
truaney, running away, and incorrigible behavior.

Table 2. Family structure and peer group
involvement of youth in long-term, State-
operated juvenile institutions, yearend 1987
Percent of youth
Less than 18 years
18 years and
Total old older
Person(s) lived
with while
growing up 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Both parents 29.8 27.8 35.2
. Mother only 48.4 50.2 43.7
Father only 5.6 5.9 4.9
Grandparents 10.0 10.3 9.1
Other relative 2.8 2.4 3.9
Friends 2 .2 .3
Foster home 1.6 1.8 1.5
Agency or
institution W1 2 B!
Other 1.4 1.3 14
Family member
ever {ncarcerated®
No 48,2% 47,2% 51.0%
Yes 51.8 52,8 49,0
Mother 8.8 9.4 1.
Father 24.4 25.9 20.4
Brother
or sister 25.1 23.7 28.8
Other
relative 13.1 14.4 9.5
Had group
of friends who
were Involved
with erime
. No 68.7% 69.3% 67.1%
Yes 31.3 30,7 32.9
With others ut
time of current
offense
No 38.0% 37.2% 40.4%
Yes 62.0 62.8 59.6
Percents add to more than 100%
because more than one family member
may have been Incarcerated.




Offense distributions also differed
depending on the sex and race of the
residents in these facilities, Among
juveniles, males had a higher per-
centage incarcerated for a violent
offense than females, with the
exception of murder and negligent
manslaughter. Higher percentages of
females than of males, however, had
been committed for an auto theft,
fraud, drug possession, or a public-order
offense other than a weapons viola-
tion. Burglary was the most prevalent
offense among juveniles, regardless of
their sex.

Black residents of either age group
were more likely than whites to have
been committed to the institutions for
a violent or drug offense. Among
juveniles, blacks were most likely to
have been incarcerated for an assault
(21.49), and whites for a burglary
(27.2%). Among young adults, blacks
were most likely to have been confined
for robbery (22.6%), and whites for
burglary (21.4%). Hispanic juveniles
were more likely than other residents
to have been confined for a drug
offense (14.3%), particularly drug
trafficking.

Criminal histories

An important characteristic of erim-
inal records is whether the juvenile has
any history of violence. Based on the
survey responses, 42.5% of juveniles in
long-term, State-operated facilities had
not previously been found by a court to
haye committed a violent offense (table
4).? Correspondingly, 57.5% had been
violent either on their current offense
or in the past. Among this latter group
are (1) those with g violent current
offense only (24.8%), (2) those with
prior violent offenses only (16.7%), and
(3) those with both a current and prior
violent offense (15.9%).

Nearly half of the ever violent
offenders had been arrested six or more
times; more than & third were sen-
tenced to probation two or more times;
and almost three-fifths had been pre-
viously sent to a correctional faeility.
Juveniles who had only a current
violent offense had a less extensive

8Because of the lack of fingerprint identification

for most juvenile offenders, self-report data are a
significant source of information on the criminal

histories of juveniles.

Table 4. Criminal history of juveniles in long-term, State-operated
juvenile institutions, by type of offender, yearend 1987

Type of offender

Current  Prior Current
Criminal Non- Ever violent violent and prior
history Total violent® _ violent only only violent
Number in
juvenile institutions 18,077b 7,691 10,386 4,492 3,024 2,870
Percent in juvenile
institutions 100% 42,5% 57.56% 24.8% 16.7% 15.9%
Number of times
ever arrested
1 14.8% 17.0% 13.2% 24.5% 4.9% 4.5%
2 13.3 14,9 12,1 16.3 6.2 11.6
3-5 29.4 32.9 26.8 29.6 25,3 24.2
6-10 21,1 18.5 22.9 16.2 26.9 29.2
11 or more 21,5 16.7 24.9 13.4 36.6 30.5
Number of times
ever on probation
0 17.8% 15.0% 19,9% 36.7% 5.7% 8.7%
1 46.6 50.2 43.9 40.0 43.9 50.0
2 19.7 20.5 19.1 13.8 26.0 21.0
3-5 13.3 12.3 14,1 8.5 19.5 17.0
6-10 2.0 1.6 2.3 4 4.6 2.7
11 or more .6 R N R 12 5
Number of prior admissions
to correctional faclilities
0 41.5% 42,0% 41.1% 59.3% 20,1% 34.7%
1 26.2 29.2 24.0 21.7 29.4 21.9
2 12.1 14.0 10.7 7.8 12,7 13.2
3-5 12,1 10.2 13.6 7.3 17.8 19.1
6-10 5.3 3.2 6.8 2.6 13.4 6.5
11 or more 2.8 1.5 3.7 1.3 6.6 4.5

Note: Percents may not add to 100% due
to rounding.

Bcurrent and prior offenses were
nonviolent. Prior offenses include prior
terms of probation or incarceration.

bThe number of juvenliles differs from that
in table 1 because of missing data.

history of arrest than other offenders.

For nearly a quarter of these, their ‘
first arrest led to their current
confinement. Juveniles with a prior

violent offense had the longest eriminal
histories of any offenders.

Among the juveniles held in long-
term, State-operated institutions,
almost 43% had been arrested more
than 5 times, with over 20% of them .
having been arrested more than 10
times in the past.

The eriminal histories may be further
classified according to whether the
juvenile reported having been pre-
viously sentenced to probation or
incarceration. Most of the residents
under age 18 had been on probation at
least once in the past (82.2%). More
than a third had been on probation two
or more times. For approximately 42%
of the juveniles this was their first time
in a juvenile correctional facility.
About 26% had one prior admission, and
about 32% had two or more prior ad-
missions to a correctional facility.
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Table 5. Age and time served by juveniles in long-term, State-operated
juvenile institutions, by type of offender, yearend 1987

Type of offender

Current  Prior Current
Non- Ever violent violent and prior
Total violent*  violent only only violent

Mean age (years) 15.7 15.6 15.7 15,7 15.7 15.7
Mean age at first arrest (years) 12.8 13.2 12,6 13.3 12.0 12.2
Mean months served in

the current institution 5.9 5.0 6.6 7.2 4.9 7.5
Mean months served in all

correctional institutions 15.7 12.7 17.9 13.0 22.5 20.6
Percent of life spent in

correctional institutions 8.3% 6.8% 9.5% 6.9% 11.9% 10.9%

#Current and prior offenses were nonviolent.
Prior offenses include prior terms of probation or
incarceration.

Table 6. Prior offenses of juveniles in long-term, State-operated
juvenile institutions, by most serious current offense, yearend 1987

Percent of juveniles whose most
serious current offense was:

Total

Prior offense® Violent Property Drugs Public-order
Violent offgnses 32.7% 37.1% 27.8% 35.4% 36.19%
Murder 2.0 2.3 2.0 1.6 1.6
Rape 2.5 3.5 1.0 1] 4.1
Robbery 7.7 10.7 5.5 10.8 4,2
Assault 27.9 315 24.9 29.3 31.6
Property offenses 69.6% 57.7% 82.6% 57.4% 70.6%
Burglary 35.3 23.3 49.0 21.2 30.7
Larceny/theft 39.2 31.9 471 34.1 37.9
Motor vehicle theft 27.4 22.3 33.7 17.0 26.1
Arson 4.9 4.4 5.4 3.8 6.1
Fraud 5.2 3.6 6.6 6.3 5.8
Stolen property 10.8 8.2 12.4 14.1 13.2
Other property 30.5 26.2 38.2 21.3 21.1
Drug offenses 22.1% 19.0% 19.8% 60.8% 26.5%
Possession 17.4 15.4 16.1 40.9 20.4
Trafficking 111 9.4 8.5 47.5 11,1
Public-order offensges 16.0% 15.8% 16.3% 14.2% 18.4%
Juvenile status offenses® 38.6% 33.4% 42.1% 27.6% 49.4%
No prior offenses 16.6% 25.9% 9.4% 16.4% 11.1%
Note: Because of the small number Yincludes nonnegligent manslaughter.
of reported cases, prior offense cate- ©Includes noncriminal juvenile offenses,
gories about whieh respondents were not such as truaney, running away, and ineor-
directly questioned were excluded. rigible behavior,
81ncludes previous terms of probation or
incarceration.
Table 7. Use of a weapon by juveniles held for violent offenses,
in long-term, State-operated juvenile institutions, yearend 1987
Percent of juveniles with a current violent offense
All Sexual Other
Weapon use violent Homiclde® assault? Robbery  Assault violent
Did not use
a weapon 59,2% 22.3% 94.7% 56.0% 56,19% 71.9%
Used a weapon 40.9% 71.8% 5.3% 44,0% 43.9% 28.1%
Gun 19,7 56,9 1.5 23.7 15.4 13.0
Knife 10.1 17.8 .8 112 9,9 9,5
Other® 11.1 31 2 8.1 18.8 5.6

Note: Feinents may not add to 100% due
to rounding,
3ncludes murder and all forms
g}f manslaughter,
neludes rape and other sexual assaults,

Cineludes weapons such as axes, lce picks,
scissors, clubs, baseball bats, ropes,
vehicles, and objects used for strangulation
and suffocation.

The average age of juveniles in these
facilities was 15.7 years (table 5).
Their average age at first arrest was
12.8 years. They had served an average
of 5.9 months in the current institution
and a total of 15.7 months in all cor-
rectional institutions for their current
and prior confinements--an average of
8.3% of their lives.

Violent juveniles overall had spent
more time in their current institution
(an average of 6.6 months) and a
greater percent of their lives (9.5%) in
correctional institations than those
without any history of violence. Of-
fenders with both a current and prior
violent offense and those currently
nonviolent offenders with a history of
violence spent an average of more than
20 months in ecorrectional institutions.

Regardless of the type of erime for
which the juveniles were currently held,
nearly a third reported having been
previously sentenced to probation or
incarceration for a violent offense,
more than two-thirds for a property
offense, nearly a quarter for a drug
offense, and a sixth for a public-order
offense (table 6). About a sixth of the
juveniles had no prior offense. Though
juveniles currently serving time for a
property offense were somewhat less
likely than current violent offenders to
have a violent record (27.8% vs. 37.7%,
respectively), they were more likely to
have a property offense in their past
(82.6% vs. 57.7%). More than 60% of
those serving time for drug offenses
had previously been on probation or
incarcerated for a drug offense.
Larceny was the most common prior
offense among juvenile residents
(39.2%), followed by burglary (35.3%),
other property offenses, primarily
destruetion of property, (30.5%),
assault (27.9%), and motor vehicle theft
(27.4%).

Weapon use

Of the juveniles held for a violent
crime, nearly 41% used a weapon in the
commission of their erime (table 7).
Whether or not a weapon was used
varied by the type of crime. A weapon
was used in approximately 78% of
homicides, 44.0% of robberies and
assaults, and 5.3% of sexual assaults.
The most frequently mentioned weapon
was a gun, which was used in 19.7% of
the violent erimes, 56.9% of all homi-
cides, and 23.7% of all robberies com-
mitted by the juvenile offenders.




Vicetims of violent offenses

The majority of violent juvenile
crimes were committed against males
(58.1%), whites (61.6%), and persons
younger than 21 {54.2%) (table 8).
About 42% of the juveniles reported
their victims were strangers, while
approximately 38% knew their victims
well, Nearly 1 of 8 juvenile offenders
reported that the victims were rela-
tives. Approximately a third of the
violent offenders reported there was
more than one vietim.

The characteristics of vietims dif-
fered by the type of offense. More
than 77% of the juveniles held for
sexual assault reported that their
vietims were female, while those held
for other violent offenses reported
mostly male vietims. Sexual assault
vietims were the youngest: 46.1% were
less than 12 years of age. About half of
homicide, robbery, and other violent
erime viectims were 21 years of age or
older.

Vietims of homicide, sexual assault,
and assault were mostly known to the
juveniles; however, robbery vietims
were mostly strangers (62.8%). More
than 34% of the homicide victims were
well known to the juvenile offenders;
19.49% were relatives.

Table 8. Characteristics of the vietims of juveniies beld for violent crimes
in long-term, State-operated juvenile institutions, yearend 1987

Vietim

Percent of juveniles with a_current violent offense

All Sexual Other
characteristics violent Homicide®  assaultP Robbery Assault violent
Sex

Male 58.1% 73.4% 14,7% 50.9% 71.1% 52.2%
Female 27.8 16.4 77.%7 25.6 16.1 26.1
Both® 4.1 10.2 7.9 23.5 6.8 217
Race
White 61.6% 57.3% 62.2% 68.3% 54.6% 69.1%
Black 24.8 31.8 31.4 13.9 33.9 11.8
Other 9.7 9.4 5.1 13.0 8.1 8.3
Mixed® 3.9 1.4 1.3 a7 3.4 10.8
Aged
Less than 12 years 11.3% 9.2% 46.1% 5.7% 3.8% 24.2%
12-14 8.9 1.4 18.0 6.0 11.8 15.3
15-17 23.8 18.9 24,8 18.4 32.1 6.3
18-20 9.2 20.6 4.3 7.4 10.8 7.4
21-29 17.2 16.2 1.7 23.5 16.2 18.9
30 and older 28.5 33.6 5.1 39.1 25.2 27.8
Relationship to offender®
Well known 37.7% 34.3% 66.4% 22.5% 41.8% 57.4%
Relative 12.1 19.4 30.0 4.1 10.3 31.7
Nonrelative 25.6 14.9 36.4 18.4 31.5 25.7
Casual acquaintance 11.2 12.7 18.7 5.7 13.8 13.7
Known by sight only 9.4 9.7 1.9 8.9 13.6 1.2
Stranger 41,7 43.3 13.0 62.8 30.8 27.6
Offense involved multiple
vietims 30.8% 22.2% 16.1% 38.5% 27.9% 37.4%

Note: Percents may not add to 100% due

to rounding.

Bincludes murder and all forms

gf manslaughter.

ncludes rape and other sexual assaults.

SFor cases with multiple vietims,

dAge of youngest vietim for cases
with multiple vietims.
€Closest relationship for cases

with multiple vietims,

Table 9. Alecohol consuinption in the year before the current offense by youth
in long-term, State-operated juvenile institutions, yearend 1987

Percent of youth

Alcohol consumption in year Less than 18 years
before current offense Total 18 years old and older
Drank some aleohol 76.6% 76.2% T7.9%
Drank regularly® 57.1 §5.4 61.7
Got drunk
at least once 66.0 65.4 67.6
Was under the influence
at the time of the
current offense 31.9 31.9 317
*One or more times per week in the year
before admission,
Table 10, Use of illegal drugs by youth in long-term, State-operated juvenile institutions, yearend 1987
Percent of youth
Total Less than 18 years old 18 years and older
Under Under Under
Ever influence Ever influence Ever influence
used Used at time of used Used at time of used Used at time of
Type of drug drugs regularly® offense drugs  regularly  offense drugs regularly offense
Any drug 82,7% 63.1% 39.4% 80.6% 59.7% 39.1% £8.2% 72.3% 40.3%
Marijuana/hashish 81.2% 59.0% 30.0% 79.4% 56.6% 3L.7% 85.9% 65.4% 25.4%
Cocaine 46.1 21.5 12.8 42.6 19.6 12.9 55.3 26.7 12.6
Amphetamines 368.3 15.5 6.0 37.8 15.6 6.4 3%.5 15.2 4.9
LSD 28.9 11.8 6.5 26.7 11.5 7.3 347 13.2 4.2
Barbiturates 27.3 8.9 2.7 28.4 9.2 2.8 24.4 7.9 2.4
PCP 22.8 8.9 4.9 18.7 6.4 3.4 33.0 15.5 9.0
Quaaludes 14.6 3.0 N 14.9 3.1 .9 139 2. 3
Heroin 13.0 5.2 3.4 119 4.5 2.9 16.0 7.0 4.7
Note: Percents do not add to total using Used once a week or more for at least
any drug because of multiple drug use. & month,




Drug and aleohol use

Over 75% of the juveniles and young
adults drank alcohol in the year prior to
their current offense, while 57.1%
drank regularly (table 9). Nearly 83%
reported use of an illegal drug in the
past, and 63.1% had used an illegal drug
on a regular basis in the past (table
10). Marijuana, cocaine, and amphet-
amines were the most commonly men-
tioned drugs.

Over 80% of the residents had used
marijuana at some time in the past,
while 46.19% had used cocaine, 36.3%
amphetamines, 28.9% LSD, 22.6% PCP,
and 13.0% heroin. A survey of high
schoo! seniors conducted in 1988 by the
National Institute on Drug Abuse
indicated that 51% had used marijuana
at some time in the past, while 17% had
used cocaine, 23% stimu,}ants, 7% LSD,
5% PCP, and 1% heroin.

A major drug-~cocaine, heroin, LSD,
or PCP--had been used regularly at
some time in the past by 31.4% of the
juveniles and young adults, Cocaine
was reported as having been used
regularly by 21.5% of the residents,
LSD by 11.9%, PCP by 8.9%, and hercin
by 5.2%. More of the young adults used
a major drug on a regular basis (41.9%)
than did juveniles (table 11). A larger
percentage of young adults reported
regular use of cocaine and PCP than
had their younger counterparts,

About 33.5% of the juveniles and
young adults began using drugs between
the ages of 12 and 13; 23.3% first used
drugs between the ages of 14 and 15;
and 19.1% used drugs for the first time
when they were less than 10 years of
age (table 12), As with first use, the
first regular use (once a week or more
for at least a month) oceurred most
frequently between the ages of 12 and
13 (34.99%). The first use of a major

drug occurred later than the first use of

any drug, most frequently between the
ages of 14 and 15 (40.8%). The first
regular use of a major drug occurred
most frequently during the same period
of time.

see Monitoring the future, NIDA Capsules, U.S,
Department of Health and Human Services, March
1987,

Table 11. History of illegal drug use by youth in long-term,
State-operated juvenile institutions, yearend 1987

Percent of youth

Less than 18 years

Type of drug use Total 18 years old and older
Ever used any drug on a

regular basis® 63.1% 59.7% 72.3%
Ever used a major drug

on a regular basis 31.4 27.5 41.9
Used any drug in the month

before the current offense 58.7 57.5 61.8
Used a major drug in the month

before the current offense 30.8 28.5 37.0
Under the influence of drugs

at time of the current offense 39.4 39.1 40.3
8(Jsed once a week or more for =i least a bMajor drugs include heroln, cocaine, LSD,
month. and PCP.

Table 12. Age at onset of drug use by youth in long-term,
State-operated juvenile institutions, yearend 1987

Percent of youth

Total Less than 18 years old 18 years and older
Any Major Any Major Any Major
Onset of drug  drug drug drug drug drug
drug use use use® use use use use
Age at first use
Less than 10 years 18.1% 4.4% 19.7% 5.1% 17.5% 3.0%
10-11 18.5 8.1 19.2 8.8 16.9 6.7
12-13 33.5  29.0 33.9 33.4 32.8 19.9
14-15 23.3 40.8 23.8 43.5 22.1 35.4
16-17 5.1  15.6 3.4 9.2 9.1 28.8
18 and older 5 2.1 1.8 6.3
Median age 12yrs 14 yrs 12 yrs 14 yrs 13 yrs 15 yrs
Age at first regular use
Less than 10 years 10.9% 2.1% 10.5% 2.1% 11.8% 2.1%
10-11 16.7 7.2 17.8 8.3 14.1 5.4
12-13 34.9 24.3 37.4 28.9 29.5 16.5
14-15 30.3  44.9 30.4 48.2 30.1 317.8
16-17 8.7 17.7 3.8 11.8 13.1 27.9
18 and older 4 3.8 1.4 10.3
Median sge 13yrs 14 yrs 13 yrs 14 yrs 13 yrs 15 yrs
Note: Youth who never used drugs are *Major drugs include heroin, cocaine, LSD,

excluded. Percents may not add to 160%  and PCP.
due to rounding.




Almost 50% of the juveniles were
under the influence of either drugs or
alcohol at the time of their current
offense (table 13}, The largest per-
centage of offenders under the influ-
ence of either drugs or alcohol at the
time of their current offense were drug
offenders (59.3%). Almost 45% of the
violent and public-order offenders and
nearly 50% of the property offenders
were under the influence of either
drugs or alcohol at the time of their
offense. A higher percentage of
juveniles serving time for drug
possession (36.0%) were under the
influence of drugs than juveniles
incarcerated for any other offense,

Appendix: Comparing youth in State
institutions with State prizoners

The juvenile justice system and the
adult criminal justice system represent
separate tracks reflecting differences
in procedures, philosophies, record-
keeping, disposi'\‘.ion%l alternatives, and
statutory authority.® Because of these
differences, it is interesting to compare
the types of populations for which the
most stringent incarceration penalties
are imposed.

In addition to the survey of juveniles
and young adults in long-term, State
institutions reported here, BJS has
previously surveyed inmates in State
prisons using similar questionnaire
items and sampling procedures. The
most recent prisoner survey (1986)
entailed interviews with a nationally
represent%tive sample of nearly 14,000
prisoners.

Prison inmates and residents of long-
term, State-operated institutions were
similar with respect to sex and race
characteristiecs. While an estimated
4.4% of State prisoners were female, an
estimated 6.9% of the incarcerated
youth were female. An estimated
49.7% of State prison inmates were
white, 46.9% black, and 3.4% other
races. This compares with 53.1% of the
residents of juvenile institutions who
were white, 41.1% who were black, and
5.7% who were of other races.

State prisoners and young adults
confined in long-term, State-operated
juvenile facilities had similar offense
distributions, with just over half of
each group incarcerated for a violent
offense (appendix table A). Juveniles,
by contrast, had generally committed

85ee Patrick A. Langan and David P. Farrington,
"Pwo-Track or One-Track Justice? Some Evidence
from an English Longitudinal Survey,” The Journal
of Criminal Law and Criminology, 74 (2), Summer
1983, 519-546,

95ee Christopher A, Innes, Profile of State prison
inmates, 1986, BJS Special Report, NCJ-109926,
January 1988,

Table 13. Drug and aleohol use gt time of the offense

by juveniles in long-term, State-operated juvenile institutions,

by current offense, yearend 1987

Percent of juveniles who were

Under the influence of:

Not under Either drugs Drugs Alcohol Both drugs
Current offense the Influence or alcotiol only only and aleohol
All offenses 52.4% 47.6% 15.1% 8.5% 23.4%
Violent offenses 55.4% 44.6% 12.1% 8.2% 24.2%
Murder®* 51.5 42.5 15.2 17.3 10.0
Rape 65.8 34,2 3.6 6.2 24.5
Other sexual assault 76.7 23.3 5.9 8.1 9.3
Robbery 48.8 51.2 13.8 6.8 30.6
Assault 51.4 48.6 14.6 8.5 25.5
Property offenses 50.4% 49.6% 16.8% 9.7% 23.1%
Burglary 47.1 52.9 18.8 10.4 23.6
Lareeny/theft 51.2 48.8 174 11.3 20.2
Motor vehicle theft 55.4 44.6 13.4 8.6 22.6
Arson 65.0 35.0 14.3 1.5 19.1
Drui; offenses 40.7% 59.3% 34.4% 0% 24.9%
Possession 40.6 59.4 36.0 0 23.4
Trafficking 43.9 56.1 32.9 1] 23.2
Public-order offenses 56.3% 43.7% 15.9% 7.2% 20.6%
Juvenile status offenses 50.6% 49.4% 15.3% 16.5% 17.6%

Note: Percents may not add to 100% due to
rounding. Offense categories with too few cases

to provide reliable estimates are not reported.
*Includes nonnegligent manslaughter,

Appendix table A. Criminal history and drug or alcohe! use: A comparison of juveniles

and young adults in State institutions and inmates In Stute prisons

Percent of youth in long-term, State-
operated juvenile institutions

Percent of
inmates in

Less than 18 18 years and older State prisons
Current offense
Violent 39.3% 52.3% 54.6%
Property 45.6 29.0 31.0
Drug 5.6 113 8.6
Public-order 7.2 6.8 5.2
Other® 2.4 8 K
Prior sentences
Probation
Yes 82.2% 81.1% 66.0%
No 17.8 18.9 34.0
Incarceration
Yes §8.5% 67.1% 61.9%
No 41.5 32.9 38.1
Criminal history
Violent offenders
Current and past violence 15.9% 24.7% 19.3%
Current violence, recidivist 17.6 17.5 22.1
Prior violence, recidivist 16.8 17.9 111
Current violence,
first-timer 7.1 1.0 13.2
Nonviolent offenders
Recidivists 39.2% 26.9% 29.0%
First-timers 3.3 2.0 5.3
Drug or alcohol use
Ever used drugs 80.6% 88.2% 79.5%
Ever used gny drug
regularly 59.7 72.3 62.3
Ever used a major
drug regularly® 27.5 419 35.0
Under the influence
of drugs at the time
of the current offense 39.1 40.3 35.3
Under the influence of drugs
or aleohol at the time
of the current offense 47.6 §3.1 53.8
Number of persons confined 18,226 6,798 450,416

BIncludes juvenile status offenses for youth

n State institutions.

sed once a week or more for at least a month,

CIncludes heroln, cocaine, LSD, and PCP.
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offenses that were less violent than
older inmates, This difference may be
partly attributable to differences in
length of stay among the confined ju-
venile, young adult, and State prison
populations. Generally, juvenile insti-
tutions may retain jurisdiction through
an upper age limit of 21, but no such
limit exists for State prisoners. Thus,
the most serious offenders will ac-
cumulate or back up in prisons to a
greater degree than in juvenile
institutions.

Youth in juvenile facilities reported
greater prior experience with probation
than State prisoners; however, similar
percentages of each group reported a
prior incarceration. Backgrounds of
prior violence and recidivism (defined
as prior sentences to probation or
incarceration) were also quite similar.
About 39% of juveniles, 2% of young
adults, and 5% of State prisoners were
found to be nonviolent offenders
serving their first sentence. The
similarity in the characteristics of
offenders incarcerated suggests the
importance of both the seriousness of
the current offense and the eriminal
history in determining confinement for
offenders of all ages.

The extent of drug use by the three
groups was also similar, However,
young adults in juvenile facilities and
prison inmates reported higher percent-
ages of regular and major drug use than
did juveniles. Little difference was
reported by the three groups in the
percentages using drugs or aleohol at
the time of the offense.

Methodolegy

This survey of juveniles and young
adults in custody was conducted by the
Bureau of the Census for the Bureau of
Justice Statistics. Most interviews
were completed by yearend 1987.

The Children in Custody (CIC)
eensus, whieh is conducted every 2
years; provided the universe for this
study of long-term, State-operated ju-
venile facilities.”¥ The CIC census
obtains aggregate information on res-
ident characteristies such as race, sex,
age, ethnicity, adjudication status, and
reason held. The census also collects
descriptive information on the oper-
ating agency, the extent of security and
community access, the length of stay,
and costs for operating the facility.

Wge public use data tapes are currently main-
tained at the Criminal Justice Archive and
Information Network at the University of Michigan
for the censuses conducted in 1971, 1973, 1974,
1976, 1977, 1979, 1982, and 1985,

The sample design was a stratified
sample based on the size of the cor-
rectional facility. Long-term and
State-operated facilities with
institutional environments were in~
cluded in the sampling frame. The
majority of these institutions deseribed
themselves as training schools. Ex-
cluded from the survey were institu-
tions that were locally operated, State
facilities not designed for secure
custody, and all short-term or privately
operated facilities and institutions.
(See appendix table B for eomparative
data on all publie juvenile facilities.)

Interviews were conducted with 2,621
juveniles and young adults in 50 faeil-
ities in 26 States. The sample resulted
in interviews in 1 of 4 long-term, State-
operated institutions and approximately
1 in 10 residents nationwide. Partici-
pation in the survey was voluntary, and
the response rate was 89%. Based on
the interviews, estimates of the entire
population in long-term, State-operated
juvenile institutions were made. Data
presented in this report are based
directly on the responses of the
residents.

Bureau of Justice Statistics
Special Reports are written
principally by BJS staff. This
report was written by Allen J.
Beck, Susan A. Kline, and
Lawrence A, Greenfeld, correc~
tions unit chief. Thomas Hester-
and Sophie Bowen provided statis-
tical review. Frank D, Balog
edited the report. Marilyn
Marbrook administered report
production, assisted by Christina
Cunningham, Betty Sherman,
Jeanne Harris, and Yvonne
Shields. Data collection was
carried out at the Bureau of the
Census by Marilyn Monahan and
Gertrude Odom under the
supervision of Larry McGinn,

September 1988, NCJ~-113365

The Assistant Attorney General,
Office of Justice Programs, ecoor-
dinates the activities of the
following program offices and
bureaus: the Bureau of Justice
Statisties, National Institute of
Justice, Bureau of Justice Assist-
ance, Office of Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention, and
the Office for Vietims of Crime.

Appendix table B. Selected characteristics of public juvenile facilities, 1985

Long-term,
State-operated, All other
institutional long-term Short-term
facilities facilities® facilities?
Number of facilities 199 360 481
Number of residents 23,823 11,548 16,031
Number of annual admissions 49,610 44,570 433,579
Average size 120 32 33
Average percent oceupied 91% 81% 66%
Percent of residents who
were committed 925 89% 14%
Percent of residents who were
status offenders 1% 8% 7%

81ncludes locally operated facilities
with institutional or open environments
and State-operated facilities with open
environments.

Dinciudes State or locally operated
facllities with institutional or open
environments.




Crime Data

Data Center &
Clearinghouse for
Drugs & Crime

Hiicit drugs—
Cultivation to
consequences

The worldwide drug business

Cuitivation & production
Foreign
Domestic

Distribution
Export
Transshipment
import into U.S.

Finance
Money laundeting
Profits

The fight against drugs

Enforcement
Border interdiction
Investigation
Seizure & forfeiture
Prosecution

Consumption reduction
Prevention
Education
Treatment

Consequences of drug use

Abuse
Addiction
Overdose
Death

Crime
While on drugs
For drug money
Trafficking

Impact on justice system

Social disruption

The Data Center & Clearinghouse
tor Drugs & Crime is funded by
the Bureau of Justice Assistance
and directed by the Bureau of
Justice Statistics of the U.S.
Department of Justice.

Major heroin smuggling routes into the United States

DEA Quarterly Intelligence Trends

One free phone call can give you access
to a growing data base on drugs & crime

The new Data Center & Clearing-
house for Drugs & Crime is managed
by the Bureau of Justice Statistics.
To serve you, the center will —

o Respond to your requests
for drugs and crime data.

o Let you know about new drugs and
crime data reports.

o Send you reports on drugs and crime.

o Conduct special bibliographic
searches for you on specific drugs
and crime topics.

« Refer you to data on epidemiok
ogy, prevention, and trealment of
substance abuse at the National
Clearinghouse for Alcohol and Drug
Information of the Alcohol, Drug
Abuse, and Mental Health Adminis-
tration.

o Publish special reports on subjects
such as assets forfeiture and seizure,
economic costs of drug-related
crime, drugs and violence, drug laws
of the 50 States, drug abuse and
corrections, and innovative law
enforcement reactions to drugs and
crime,

o Prepare a comprehensive, concise
report that will bring together a rich
array of data to trace and quantify
the full flow of illicit drugs from
cultivation to consequences.

Major cocaine smuggling routes
into the United States

Uriteg States

DEA Quarterly
Intelligence Trends

Call now and speak to a specialist
in drugs & crime statistics:

1-800-666-3332

Or write to the Data Center &
Clearinghouse for Drugs & Crime
1600 Research Boulevard
Rockyville, MD 20850




Bureau of Justice Statistics
reports
(revised September 1988)

Call toll-free 800-732-3277 (local
301-251-5500) to order BJS reports,
to be-added to one of the BJS mailing
lists, or to speak to a reference
specialist in statistics at the Justice

* Statistics Clearinghouse, National
Criminal Justice Reference Service,
Box 6000, Rockville, MD 20850.

BJS maintains the following
>mailing lists:

@ Drugs and crime data (new)

White-collar crime (new)

National Crime Survey (annual)

Corrections (annual)

Juvenile corrections (annual)

Courts (annual)

Privacy and security of criminal

history information and

information policy

Federal statistics (annual)

BJS bulletins and special reports

(approximately twice a month)

o Sourcebook of Criminal Justice
Statistics (annual)

Single copies of reports are free; use
NCJ number to order. Postage and
handling 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 special 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, M! 48106
(313-763-5010).

National Crime Survey

Criminal victimization in the U.S.:
1986 (final report), NCJ-111456, 8/88
1985 (final repont), NCJ-104273, 5/87
1984 (final report), NCJ-100435, 5/86

. 1983 {final report), NCJ-96458, 10/85

8JS special reports:

Motor vehicle theft, NCJ-109978, 3/88

Etderly victims, NCJ-107676, 11/87

Violent crime trends, NCJ-107217,
11/87

Robbery victims, NCJ-104638, 4/87

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

Preventing domastic violence against
women, NCJ-102037, 8/86

Crime preventlon measures,
NCJ-100438, 3/86

The use of weapons in committing
crimes, NCJ-99643, 1/86

Reporting crimes to the police, NCJ-
99432, 12/85

Locating city, suburban, and rural
crime, NCJ-99535, 12/85

The risk of violent crime, NCJ-97118,
5/88

The economic cost of crime to victims,
NCJ-93450, 4/84

Family violence, NCJ-934489, 4/84

BJS bulletins;
Househoids touched by crime, 1987,
NCJ-111240, 5/88
Criminal victimization 1986, NCJ-
1069889, 10/87
" Households touched by crime, 19886,
NCJ-105289, 6/87
The crime of rape, NCJ-96777,3/85
Household burglary, NCJ-96021, 1/85
Violent crime by strangers, NCJ-80829,
: 4/82
Crime and the elderly, NCJ-79614, 1/82
Measuring crime, NCJ-75710, 2/81

The seasonality of crime victimization,
NCJ-111033, 6/88

Serlas crimes: Report of a fiald test (BJS

*  techpical report), NCJ-104615, 4/87

Crime and older Americans information
package, NCJ-104569, $10, 5/87

Lifetime likelihood of victimizatlon, (BJS
technical report), NCJ-104274, 3/87

dood0e0

[ ]

#U,S, G.P,0, 1988-241-693:80035

Teenage victims, NCJ-103138, 12/86

Response to screening questions in the
National Crime Survey (BJS technical
report), NCJ-97624,7/85

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

The National Crime Survey: Working
papers, vol. I: Current and historical
perspectives, NCJ-765374, 8/82
vol. IIl: Methodological studies,
NC.J-90307, 12/84

Corrections

BJS bulletins and special reports:

Capital punishment 1987, NCJ-111933,
7/88

Drug use and crime: State prison inmate
survey, 1986, NCJ-111940, 7/88

Prisoners in 1987, NCJ-110331, 4/88

Timed served in prison and on parole
1984,NCJ-108544, 1/88

Profile of State prison inmates, 1986,
NCJ-109928,1/88

Imprisonment in four countries, NCJ-
103967, 2/87

Population density in State prisons,
NCJ-103204, 12/86

State and Federal prisoners, 1925-85,
102494, 11/86

Prison admissions and releases, 1983,
NCJ-100582, 3/86

Examining recidivism, NCJ-96501, 2/85

Returning to prison; NCJ-95700, 11/84

Time served in prison, NCJ-93924, 6/84

Historical statistics on prisoners in State
and Fedaeral institutions, yearend
1925-86, NCJ-111098, 6/88

Correctional populations in the U.S.
1985, NCJ-103957, 2/88

1984 census of State adult correctional
facilities, NCJ-105585, 7/87

Historical corractions statistics in the
U.S., 1850-1984, NCJ-102529, 4/87

1979 survey ol inmates of State correctional
facilities and 1979 census of State
correctional facilities:

BJS special reports:
The prevalence of imprisonment,
NCJ-93657, 7/85
Career patterns in crime, NCJ-
88672,6/83

BJS bulletins:

Prisoners and drugs, NCJ-87575,
3/83

Prisoners and alcohol, NCJ-86223,
1/83

Prisons and prisoners, NCJ-80697,
2/82

Veterans in prison, NCJ-79232, 11/81

Census of jails and survey of jail inmates:
BJS bulletins and special reports:
Drunk driving, NCJ-109945, 2/88
Jall Inmates, 1986, NCJ-107123,
10/87
The 1983 jall census, NCJ-95536,
11/84

Our crowded jalls: A national plight,
NCJ-111846, 8/88

Jaill inmates, 1985, NCJ-105586, 7/87

Census of jalis, 1978: Data for
individual Jails, vols I-IV, Northeast,
N. Central, South, West, NCJ-72279-
72282,12/81

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

Parole and probation

BJS bulletins;
Probatlion and parole 1986, NCJ-
108012, 12/87
Probation and parole 1985, NCJ-
103683, 1/87
Setting prison terms, NCJ-76218, 8/83

BJS special reports:
Time served in prison and on parole,
1984, NCJ-108544, 1/88
Recidivism of young parolees, NCJ-
104916, 5/87

Parale In the U.S., 1980 and 1981,
NCJ-87387, 3/86

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

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

Children in custody

Public juvenile tacilities, 1985
{bulletin}, NCJ-102457, 10/86

1982-83 census of juvenile detaention
and correctional facllitles, NCJ-
101686, 9/86

Expenditure and employment

BJS bulletins:
Justice expenditure and emplioyment:
19885, NCJ-104460, 3/87
1983, NCJ-101776, 7/86
1982, NCJ-98327, 8/85

Justice expendlture and employment:
Extracts, 1982 and 1883, NCJ-106628,
8/88
Extracts, 1980 and 1981, NCJ-96007,
6/85
1871-79, NCJ-92596, 11/84

Courts

BJS bulletins:

Criminal defense for the poor, 1986,
NCJ-112918, 9/88

State felony courts and felony laws,
NCJ-106273, 8/87

The growth of appeals: 1973-83 trends,
NCJ-86381, 2/85

Case filin3s in State courts 1983,
NCJ-95111,10/84

BJS special reports:

Felony case-processing time, NCJ-
101985, 8/86

Felony sentencing in 18 local jurisdic-
tions, NCJ-97681, 6/85

The prevalence of guilty pleas, NCJ-
96018, 12/84

Sentencing practices in 13 States,
NCJ-95399, 10/84

Criminal defense systems: A national
survey, NCJ-94630, 8/84

Habeas corpus, NCJ-92948, 3/84

State court caseload statistics, 1977
and 1981, NCJ-87587, 2/83

Sentencing outcomes in 28 felony
courts, NCJ-105743, 8/87

National criminal defense systems study,
NCJ-94702, 10/86

The prosecution of felcny arrests:
1982, NCJ-106990, 5/88
1981, NCJ-101380, 9/86, $7.60
1980, NCJ-87684, 10/85
1979, NCJ-86482, 5/84

Felony laws of the 50 States and the
District of Columbia, 1988,

NCJ-1050686, 2/88, $14,70

State court model statistical dictionary,
Supplemant, NCJ-98326, 9/85
1st edition, NCJ-62320, 9/80

State court organization 1980, NCJ-
76711,7/82

Privacy and security

Compendium of State privacy and security
legislation:
1987 overview, NCJ-111097, 9/88
1987 full report (1,497 pages,
microfiche only), NCJ-113021, 9/88

Criminat justice Information policy:

Automated fingerprint identification
systems: Technology and policy
issuas, NCJ-104342, 4/87

Criminal justice *hot” files,
NCJ-101850, 12/86

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

Crime control and criminal records
(BJS special report), NCJ-99176,
10/85

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

Data quallity of criminal history records,
NCJ-980789, 10/85

Inteiligence and investigative records,
NCJ-85787,4/85

Victim/witness legisiation: An over
vlew, NCJ-94365, 12/84

Information policy and crime gontrol
strategles (SEARCH/BJS conlerence),
NCJ-93926, 10/84

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

Privacy and juvenila justice records,
NCJ-84152,1/83

Computer crime

BJS special reports:
Electronic fund transfer fraud, NCJ-
96666, 3/85
Electronic fund transter and crime,
NCJ-82650, 2/84

Electronic fund transfer systems fraud,
NCJ-100461, 4/86

Computer security techniques, NCJ-
84049, 9/82

Electronic fund transfer systems and
crime, NCJ-83736, 8/82

Expert witness manual, NCJ-77927, 9/81,
$11.50

Criminal justice resource manual,
NCJ-61650, 12/79

Federal justice statistics

The Federal civil justice system (BJS
bulletin), NCJ-104769, 7/87

Employer perceptions of workplace
crime, NCJ-101851, 7/87, $6

Federal cffenses and offenders

BJS special reports:

Drug law violators, 1980-86, NCJ-
1117683, 6/88

Pretrial release and detention:
The Bail Reform Act of 1984,
NCJ-109929, 2/88

White-collar crime, NCJ-106876, 9/87

Pretrial release and misconduct, NCJ-
96132, 1/85

BJS bulletins.
Bank robbery, NCJ-94463, 8/84
Federal drug law violatars, NCJ-
92692, 2/84
Federal justice statistics, NCJ-
80814, 3/82

General

BJS bulletins and special reports:

International crime rates, NCJ-110776,
5/88

Tracking offenders, 1984, NCJ-109686,
1/88

BJS telephone contacts 87, NCJ-
102909, 12/86

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

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

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

Sourcebook of criminal justice statistics,
1987, NCJ-111612,9/88
Report to the Nation on crime and
justice:
Second edition, NCJ-105506, 6/88
Technical appendix, NCJ-112011,
8/88
Drugs & crime data:
Rolodex card, 800-666-3332, 8/88
Data center & clearinghouse brochure,
BC-000092, 2/88
A gulde to BJS data, NCJ-109956, 2/88
Criminal justice microcomputer guide
and software catalog, NCJ-112178,
8/88
Proceedings of the third workshop on law
and justice statlstics, NCJ-112230,
7/88
BJS data report, 1887, NCJ-110643,
5/88
BJS annual report, fiscal 1987,
NCJ-109928, 4/88
1988 directory of automated criminal
justice information sytems, NCJ-
102260, 1/87, $20
Publications of BJS, 1971-84: A topical
bibliography, TB030012, 10/86, $17.50
BJS publications: Selected library in
microfiche, 1971-84, PR0O30012,
10/86, $203 domestic
Natlonal siirvey of crimae saverity, NCJ-
56017, 10/85
Criminal victimization of District of
Columbla resldents and Capitol Hill
omployess, 1982-83, NCJ-87982;
Summary, NCJ-88567, 9/85
How to galn access to BJS data
(brochure), BC-000022, 9/84

See order form
on last page
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[ Justice expenditure and employ- [, Juvenile corrections reports-—- [ ] Corrections reports—results of
ment reports--annual spending juveniles in custody in public and sample surveys and censuses of
and staffing by Federal/State/ private detention and correction- jails, prisons, parole, probation,
local governments and by fune- al facilities and other corrections data

—_ tion (police, courts, ete.) | [ Drugs and erime data--sentencing [] National Crime Survey reports--

__j White-collar crime--data on the and time served by drug offend- the only regular national survey
processing of Federal white- New! [ ers, drug use at time of erime by of crime vietims
collar erime cases jail inmates an‘d State prisoners, D Soureebook of Criminal Justice

™ . . e . and other qguality data on drugs, et

i | Privacy and security of criminal erime, and law enforcement Statisties (annual)--broad-based
history information and informa- ! data from 150+ sources (400+
tion policy--new legislation; :\ BJS bulletins and special reports tahles, 100+ figures, index)
maintaining and releasing --timely reports of the most : .
intelligence and investigative current justice data D Send me a form to sign up for NlJ
records; data quality issues Reports (issued free § times a
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D Federal statistics--data describ- State courts--case processing private and government eriminal
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