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Attachment 14 – First Reminder E-mail 


TO: john.doe@state.com  


SUBJECT: 2017 Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole (ASPP) Reminder | USER_ID 


BODY OF E-MAIL: 


Dear Mr. John Doe, 


The 2017 Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole (ASPP) began in January 2018. These surveys have a due 
date of February 28, 2018. As of DATE, we have not received your completed surveys. Please use the 
following information to log onto the ASPP website (www.bjs-aps.org) and complete your surveys:  


Probation Username: userID1 Password: PW1 
Parole Username: userID2 Password: PW2 


I encourage you to complete your surveys as they are the only ongoing, comprehensive, nationally-
representative surveys of the probation and parole populations.  


If you know that you are unable to meet the deadline, or if you need assistance with the surveys, please 
contact RTI’s Agency Support Team at (866) 334-4175 or bjs-aps-help@rti.org. You may also contact 
Danielle Kaeble, the project officer at the Bureau of Justice Statistics, directly at (202) 305-2017 or 
Danielle.Kaeble@usdoj.gov.    


I look forward to receiving your completed surveys. 


Sincerely, 


Chief, Corrections Statistics Unit 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 
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Attachment 15 – Submission Thank You E-mail 


TO: john.doe@state.com  


SUBJECT: Thank You from the 2017 Bureau of Justice Statistics' Annual Probation Survey 


BODY OF E-MAIL: 


Dear Mr. John Doe, 


Thank you for submitting your 2017 Annual Probation Survey. Our analysts will review the data and we 
will be in touch if we have any questions. If you ever need to make updates to your 2017 survey data or 
have any questions about the survey, please contact us at 1-866-334-4175 or email bjs-aps-help@rti.org. 
Thank you for your support of this data collection.  


Sincerely, 


RTI Agency Support Team  
Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole 


E-mail: bjs-aps-help@rti.org
Phone: 1.866.334.4175
Fax: 1.866.509.7471


UID: User ID 
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U.S. Department of Justice 
 


Office of Justice Programs 
 


Bureau of Justice Statistics 


Washington, D.C. 20531 


March 8, 2018 
2nd Reminder – please respond as soon as possible! 


Mr. John Doe, Director of Administrative Services 
State Department of Corrections 
123 Government Court 
City, State 12345 


Dear Mr. John Doe, 


The 2017 Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole (ASPP) were fielded in January 2018 by RTI, on behalf 
of the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS). These surveys were due on February 28, 2018. As of DATE, we 
have not received your completed surveys.  


Please use the following information to log onto the ASPP website (www.bjs-aps.org) to complete your 
surveys as soon as possible:  


Probation Username: userID1 Password: PW1 
Parole Username: userID2 Password: PW2 


Your participation in these surveys is vital to their success. State and local criminal justice officials use 
these data to justify budgets, compare changes in populations with comparable jurisdictions, and track 
outcomes of those on probation and parole.   


If you have not already, you will soon receive a call from RTI’s Agency Support Team. They are available 
to assist you in submitting your data. Please work with RTI to submit any data that you can provide, even 
if you cannot complete the entire survey. You can reach RTI’s Agency Support Team at (866) 334-4175 or 
bjs-aps-help@rti.org. You may also contact Danielle Kaeble, the project officer at BJS, directly at (202) 
305-2017 or Danielle.Kaeble@usdoj.gov.


I look forward to your assistance with this important data collection. 


Sincerely, 


Chief, Corrections Statistics Unit 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 


Attachment 16 – Second Reminder Letter and E-mail



http://www.bjs-aps.org/

mailto:bjs-aps-help@rti.org

mailto:Danielle.Kaeble@usdoj.gov





 


TO: john.doe@state.com  


SUBJECT: 2017 Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole (ASPP) Reminder | USER_ID 
 
BODY OF E-MAIL: 
 
Dear Mr. John Doe, 
 
I’m writing on behalf of the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) regarding the 2017 Annual Surveys of 
Probation and Parole (ASPP). You recently received a letter from the Chief of the Corrections Statistics 
Unit of BJS stating that these surveys were due on February 28, 2018. As of DATE, we have not received 
your completed surveys. I know that you have many responsibilities, and I hope that you can find the 
time to respond soon.   
 
Please use the following information to log onto the ASPP website (www.bjs-aps.org) to complete your 
surveys:  
 


Probation Username: userID1 Password: PW1 
Parole Username: userID2 Password: PW2 


 
I look forward to your assistance with this important data collection. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Tim Smith 
RTI Project Director 
Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole 
 
E-mail: bjs-aps-help@rti.org 
Phone: (866) 334-4175 
Fax: (866) 509-7471 



mailto:john.doe@state.com
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U.S. Department of Justice 
 


Office of Justice Programs 
 


Bureau of Justice Statistics 


Washington, D.C. 20531 


April 6, 2018 
3rd Reminder – please respond as soon as possible! 


Mr. John Doe, Director of Administrative Services 
State Department of Corrections 
123 Government Court 
City, State 12345 


Dear Mr. John Doe, 


The 2017 Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole (ASPP) were 
fielded in January 2018 by RTI, on behalf of the Bureau of Justice 
Statistics (BJS). These surveys were due on February 28, 2018. As of 
DATE, we have not received your completed 2017 surveys. To be 
responsive to requests regarding the release of statistics, it is BJS’s 
goal to publish the annual report, Probation and Parole in the United 
States, 2017 (www.bjs.gov), as soon as possible given the time 
needed to process the data. Therefore, data collection will end on April 
30, 2018.   


Any data your agency can provide would be helpful. Use the following 
information to log onto the ASPP website (www.bjs-aps.org) to 
complete your surveys as soon as possible:  


If you cannot complete the entire survey, it will still be useful to receive 
these important numbers: Total Population on January 1, 2017; Entries 
and Exits in 2017; and Total Population on December 31, 2017. RTI’s 
Agency Support Team (866-334-4175 or bjs-aps-help@rti.org) is 
available to work with you. You may also contact Danielle Kaeble, 
the project officer at BJS, at (202) 305-2017 or 
Danielle.Kaeble@usdoj.gov. 


I look forward to receiving your data, and thank you in advance for 
your assistance with this data collection.  


Sincerely, 


Chief, Corrections Statistics Unit 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 


Probation Username: userID1 Password: PW1 
Parole Username: userID2 Password: PW2 


ASCA fully supports the Annual 
Surveys of Probation and Parole 
(ASPP) and is working with BJS 
to enhance and expand the 
reach and coverage of the data 
collection. The collection of high 


high quality data is essential to the future of the 
community corrections field. Many staffing, 
workload, and budgetary decisions can be informed 
by the estimates provided through the ASPP. We 
routinely interact with agency supervisors and 
administrators who are either engaged in advanced 
data collection efforts or are interested to start such 
efforts, and the ASPP provide an excellent 
opportunity to compile, share, and disseminate 
such statistics on a national platform. Increased 
reporting of probation and parole statistics informs 
the field, demonstrates utility to policymakers, and 
elevates the work that parole and probation officers 
do on a daily basis to serve their communities. 
Therefore, ASCA enthusiastically requests your 
participation in the ASPP. 


- Wayne Choinski, Project Manager,
   Association of State Correctional Administrators 


At a time in which the probation 
and parole field is at the 
epicenter of criminal justice 
reform and reinvestment 
strategies, having accurate data 
is extremely important. How 


 you justify the need for additional money in your 
budget if you don’t have the numbers to support it? 
How can you determine whether changes are having 
an impact on outcomes? To this extent, participation 
of each supervising agency in the ASPP is vital. 


-Veronica Cunningham, Executive Director,
American Probation and Parole Association


Attachment 17 – Third Reminder Letter



http://www.bjs.gov/

http://www.bjs-aps.org/

mailto:bjs-aps-help@rti.org

mailto:Danielle.Kaeble@usdoj.gov






Attachment 18 – Non-response Telephone Calls 


Introduction 
Hello. My name is FIRST NAME LAST NAME and I am calling on behalf of the Bureau of Justice Statistics 
regarding the Annual Probation Survey. May I speak to Mr. John Doe? 


Indicate the Reason for the Call 
[If you are speaking to the Data Provider] We recently sent to your attention a survey packet describing 
the study. 


[If you are speaking to the Agency Head, who is not the Data Provider] In November, we sent a mailing 
introducing the Annual Probation Survey and asking you to designate a respondent. Since that mailing, 
we have been in contact with your designated respondent, John Doe, via mail and e-mail. 


8.3.2.3 Tailored Message 
[Generic message] The 2017 Annual Probation Survey was due on February 28 and we haven’t received 
your survey yet. I’m calling to see if you will be able to provide the necessary survey data for your 
probation agency and if there is anything I can do to assist you in submitting your survey. 


[Targeted language for 2016 nonresponding agencies] I’m calling now because our records indicate that 
we do not have the survey data for your probation agency from 2016 or 2017. I wanted to see if you will 
be able to provide data for 2017 and if there is anything I can do to assist you in submitting the survey. 


8.3.2.4 Conversational Topics 
Depending on how the Data Provider or Agency Head responds to your prompt, you may do one of the 
following: 


• Address concerns
o For example, if an agency wants to participate, but they do not want to use the web


survey, offer to send the survey via mail, e-mail, or fax. You can also offer to take the
data over the phone.


• Answer questions
o Be prepared to answer questions about the ASPP and the form.


• Offer to send the study information again
o Ask how they would prefer to receive the information (mail, e-mail, fax)
o Confirm contact information


• Contact someone else
o If you learn that you should speak with someone other than the listed Agency Head or


Data Provider, call them. Follow through with the agency contacts until you reach, or
leave a message for, the proper person.


• Negotiate a new due date
• Deploy refusal conversion


8.3.2.5 Voicemail Script 
Note: You may leave a message with the gatekeeper, a voicemail on a generic line, or a voicemail on the 
Data Provider’s line. The message should have key information such as your name, the survey name, and 
your call-back information. 







Hello. My name is FIRST NAME LAST NAME and I am calling on behalf of the Bureau of Justice Statistics 
regarding the Annual Probation Survey. The 2017 Annual Probation Survey was due on February 28 and 
we haven’t received your survey yet. Please contact me, toll-free, at 1-800-334-8571 extension EXT. 
Again, that number is 1-800-334-8571 extension EXT. Thank you; I look forward to talking to you at your 
earliest convenience.  
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Attachment 19 – Request to Discuss Inconsistencies 


TO: john.doe@state.com  


SUBJECT: Following Up on Data Quality Issues | USER_ID 


BODY OF E-MAIL: 


Dear Mr. John Doe, 


I am contacting you today on behalf of the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) regarding AGENCY’s 2017 
Annual Probation Survey that was submitted on DATE. Specifically, the survey item(s) below were left 
blank or require further clarification. I would like to collect that information in order to consider the 
survey complete. In case it is helpful, I have attached a copy of the survey you submitted for reference. 


• ERROR MESSAGES


I would be happy to take this information over the phone or via e-mail. I can be reached at (800) 334-
8571 ext. EXT or bjs-aps-help@rti.org.  


Thank you for your support of BJS’s statistical programs. I look forward to hearing from you. 


Sincerely, 


RTI Agency Support Team 
Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole 


E-mail: bjs-aps-help@rti.org
Phone: 1.866.334.4175
Fax: 1.866.509.7471
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Attachment 20 – Follow-up E-mail Regarding Data Revision 


TO: john.doe@state.com  


SUBJECT: BJS 2017 Annual Probation Survey 


BODY OF E-MAIL: 


Dear Mr. John Doe, 


Thank you for communicating with me regarding the 2016 Annual Probation Survey for AGENCY. Per 
your instructions on DATE, I made the following edits to your survey responses. 


• DATA CHANGES


This e-mail is for informational purposes only and does not require a response. If you disagree with 
these changes, or if we can provide any additional information, please contact me over the phone or via 
e-mail. I can be reached at (800) 334-8571 ext. EXT or bjs-aps-help@rti.org.


Sincerely, 


RTI Agency Support Team 
Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole 


E-mail: bjs-aps-help@rti.org
Phone: 1.866.334.4175
Fax: 1.866.509.7471



mailto:john.doe@state.com

mailto:bjs-aps-help@rti.org

mailto:bjs-aps-help@rti.org






U.S. Department of Justice 
 


Office of Justice Programs 
 


Bureau of Justice Statistics 


Washington, D.C. 20531 


DATE 


Mr. John Doe, Director of Administrative Services 
State Department of Corrections 
123 Government Court 
City, State 12345 


Dear Mr. John Doe, 


On behalf of the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) and RTI International (RTI), I would like to thank you for 
your participation in the 2017 Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole. I truly appreciate your support and 
effort in completing the surveys, as they are vital to the success of this national collection. These data are 
useful to justify budgets and track changes and outcomes of your and other jurisdictions’ populations. 


This letter confirms that we have processed your surveys and the data you provided are ready for inclusion 
in our analysis file. We anticipate that the bulletin, Probation and Parole in the United States, 2017, will 
be published in the fourth quarter of 2018. For the most recent probation and parole data available, see 
Probation and Parole in the United States, 2016 on the BJS website at 
http://bjs.ojp.usdoj.gov/index.cfm?ty=tp&tid=15.  


Our project team is already planning changes to the surveys for the next survey year in response to 
requests we have received from practitioners, policymakers and researchers in the community 
corrections field. We will contact you this fall and share details about these changes when BJS announces 
the 2018 collection. 


Sincerely, 


Chief, Corrections Statistics Unit 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 


Thank You for Your Support! 


• If you have questions or updates to the contact information for your
agency, contact the RTI Agency Support Team at (866) 334-4175 or bjs-
aps-help@rti.org.


• If you have any general comments, contact Danielle Kaeble, BJS project
manager, at (202) 305-2017 or Danielle.Kaeble@usdoj.gov.


Attachment 21 – Completion Thank You Letter
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Attachment 22 – Closeout E-mail, No Data 


TO: john.doe@state.com  


SUBJECT: Message from NAME, Chief of the Corrections Statistics Unit, Bureau of Justice Statistics | USER_ID 


BODY OF E-MAIL: 


Dear Mr. John Doe, 


Data collection for the 2017 Annual Probation Survey will close on Monday, April 30, 2018, and we have not received 
your completed survey. I want to reemphasize that your participation in this survey is vital to its success; there is no 
other source for these data. We appreciate any data your agency can provide.  


At a minimum, we hope to receive your agency’s actual or estimated total population on December 31, 2017. For your 
reference, the data your agency submitted for the 2016 Annual Probation Survey appear below. 


You can provide the data by calling our data collection agent, RTI International, at (866) 334-4175 or responding online 
using the following information to log onto the website (www.bjs-aps.org): 


• User ID: user ID
• Password: password


If you can provide any additional data, the most critical items include: 


• Total population on January 1, 2017
• Entries between January 1, 2017 and December 31, 2017
• Exits between January 1, 2017 and December 31, 2017
• Whether these counts reflect individuals or cases


If you have questions, please contact Danielle Kaeble, the project officer at BJS, directly at (202) 305-2017 or 
Danielle.Kaeble@usdoj.gov. The Bureau of Justice Statistics appreciates the efforts of your agency to contribute to the 
Annual Probation Survey. 


Thank you, 


Chief, Corrections Statistics Unit 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 


The data provided by your agency for 2016 were: 


• Total population on January 1, 2016: Q1
• Entries between January 1, 2016 and December 31, 2016: Q2
• Exits between January 1, 2016 and December 31, 2016: Q3
• Total population on December 31, 2016: Q4
• Individuals or Cases: Q5
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Attachment 23 – Closeout E-mail, Partial Data 


TO: john.doe@state.com 


SUBJECT: Message from Danielle Kaeble, Probation and Parole Project Manager, Bureau of Justice 
Statistics | USER_ID 


BODY OF E-MAIL: 


Dear Mr. John Doe, 


Data collection for the 2017 Annual Probation Survey will close on Monday, April 30, 2018. During our 
analysis, we noted that you provided data in the system on DATE; however, you did not submit the 
form. For your convenience, I’ve included the items that you provided which are critical to describing 
level and change in the probation population: 


1. Total population on January 1, 2017: Q1
2. Entries between January 1, 2017 and December 31, 2017: Q2
3. Exits between January 1, 2017 and December 31, 2017: Q3
4. Total population on December 31, 2017: Q4
5. Whether these counts reflect individuals or cases: Q5


We plan to use the data you provided. If you agree that we should use the numbers you have already 
provided, you do not need to respond to this message. If you would like to provide updated data, please 
contact Alissa Chambers of RTI International at (866) 334-4175 or bjs-aps-help@rti.org by April 30, 2018. 


If you have questions, please feel free to contact me at (202) 305-2017 or Danielle.Kaeble@usdoj.gov. 
The Bureau of Justice Statistics appreciates the efforts of your agency to contribute to the Annual 
Probation Survey. 


Thank you, 


Danielle Kaeble 
Statistician, Corrections Statistics Unit 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 
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Attachment 24 – Closeout E-mail, Data Clarification Not Received 


TO: john.doe@state.com  


SUBJECT: Message from NAME, Chief of the Corrections Statistics Unit, Bureau of Justice Statistics | 
USER_ID 


BODY OF E-MAIL: 


Dear Mr. John Doe, 


Thank you for participating in the Bureau of Justice Statistics’ (BJS) Annual Probation Survey. We 
received your submission; however, some of the information is unclear or missing. Our data collection 
agent, RTI International, has been trying to reach you or your designee to clarify those items. We are 
closing out the 2017 collection. Please contact Danielle Kaeble immediately at (202) 305-2017 or 
Danielle.Kaeble@usdoj.gov to clarify and complete your agency’s submission. 


If you are unable to resolve the outstanding issues, we may estimate elements of your agency’s 
probation data for the 2017 reporting year. Individual agency estimates will not be shown; however, 
they will be included in aggregate state and national counts. Data collected in this survey demonstrate 
the importance of the probation population in understanding the characteristics of the total population 
of persons under correctional authority. At the federal, state, and local levels, they inform decisions 
about budget, policy and practice. There is no other source for these data.  


We hope to speak with you soon. Then, in November of this year, I will be back in contact to notify you 
of the upcoming 2018 data collection cycle.    


Thank you for your support of BJS’s statistical programs. 


Sincerely, 


Chief, Corrections Statistics Unit 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 
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Attachment 27 - Screen shots from web tool







 












Hi Danielle,  


 


Hope you had a nice weekend. 


 


I have attached here some comments related to the extension of the annual parole and probation surveys.  


 


Thank you,  
Monica 


 


Monica Fuhrmann 


Associate, Research, Public Safety Performance Project 


The Pew Charitable Trusts 


901 E Street NW, Washington, DC 20004 


p: 202-552-2151 | e:  mfuhrmann@pewtrusts.org |  www.pewtrusts.org 


 


 


Comments on the Extension of a Currently Approved Collection: Annual Parole Survey, Annual Probation 
Survey 


1. Whether the proposed data collection is necessary, including whether the information will have 
practical utility 


a. The proposed data collection is very necessary and the information has definite practical 
utility for both policymaking and research  


b. The surveys provide a good starting point for understanding these populations and allow 
for comparisons across years and states 


2. Whether and how the quality, utility, and clarity of the information to be collected can be 
enhanced  


a. Clarity on “Not known” response – the surveys should attempt to make a clear distinction 
between data that is not known versus data that is unknowable (i.e. a field exists in their 
data system but is poorly populated versus the field does not exist in their data system and 
they do not collect that information); this would both clarify what is meant by “unknown” 
and allow for an understanding of state data problems/deficits  
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b. Pre-trial – Probation Survey, Question #1, asks for the agency’s adult probation population, 
regardless of conviction status. This number could include pre-trial individuals, but there is 
no clear way to ascertain that distinction in the data. It would be helpful if the survey 
prompted agencies to report population by conviction status, specifically to report on the 
pre-trial population. Similar to the point above, if agencies are unable to do so, it would be 
helpful to know the data limitations or reasons why. The survey could add pre-trial as an 
explicit option in Question 14, for example. 


c. Individuals and Cases – Question 5 asks if the population is a count of individuals or cases, 
but this distinction is not made for Question 1 in regards to the population on January 1, 
2017. It is recommended that Question 1 provides the ability for agencies to distinguish 
between individuals and cases. In addition, for those agencies reporting cases, it would be 
helpful to know if they are also able to report on individuals or if they only track cases. 
While the annual probation publication does make mention of cases versus individuals, it 
seems to be making an assumption that the beginning-year population counts represent 
individuals without explicitly asking that question.  


d. Questions 2 and 14 – recommend using Question 14’s response options for Question 2 
e. Exit types – The response choices for Question 3 on discharge/exit type are comprehensive, 


but this detail is not reflected back in the table on probation exits in the annual probation 
publication.   


f. Recommended that the surveys collect more information on violation types and actual 
time served on probation and parole. 


g. In the annual probation publication, the state tables in the appendix often have notes 
specific to the state, it might be helpful to have those notes link to the NCRP-BJS State Fact 
Sheets.  


 


Hi Monica,  
 
I apologize for my delayed response as I was out for a week. Thank you for your comments! We have done 
some testing of different question wordings and hope to make some changes to the survey soon. It does 
validate our work when so many of your suggestions are things we’ve been working toward and hope to 
modify.  
 
Below I have some brief responses to your comments, please feel free to contact me again with any other 
questions or comments.  
 
2a. Defining a better ‘unknown’ is a good point. We’ve found, for the most part, that if data is unknowable 
or does not exist in their system that the field is left blank. For example, if an agency does not have the 
ability to provide a sex distribution, the question is left blank and not 100% in the ‘unknown’. However, it is 
helpful for those agencies who do know some, but not all. I’ll take this into consideration.  
 
2b. Having distinctions on types of population supervised, including pre-trial, is something we’re working 
toward collecting.  
 







2c. We are working toward adding some clarification about cases vs. individuals. When an agency answers 
question 5, we are making an assumption that the same response applies to the January 1 and December 
31 populations. We do have some agencies who can report individuals for day of populations, but only 
cases for entries and exits, but we have not heard of a January 1 differing from December 31. We do 
compare the question 5 response to the prior year answer however to see if this has changed. If they 
change this response from one year to the next we do ask for any comparable number and the reason for 
the switch.  
 
2d. We have found that the detail in question 14 is not something collected by enough agencies to change 
the entry categories in question 2. While our response rates are fairly high for question 2, we get a lower 
response for the categories regarding those placed on supervision. The changes mentioned in 2b about 
adding information on types of populations supervised we hope will close some of this gap.  
 
2e. We try to make as much detail as possible available on exit types. For example, Appendix table 3 in the 
Probation and Parole in the United States, 2015 report provides that information by state where available. 
The ‘Other’ category does capture the transfers and other discharges that are not listed as categories in the 
table. Per the footnote b we try to provide numbers of transfers (16, 025) versus the other reasons for 
discharges (71,565). Here we list the most frequently written-in responses for discharges, which is why that 
footnote is so long.  
 
2f. Additional data on violation type and time served would be possible if we were to move to collecting 
individual level data, but we do not plan on doing that for this survey. Some of this data, especially for 
parole, is being collecting through NCRP Part C and the Post-Confinement Community Supervision Term 
Records but is not comprehensive of the entire United States. Since the main goal of the Annual Survey of 
Probation and Parole is to produce National level data on community corrections, we have not yet 
considered NCRP as an additional source to our mission.  
 
2g. Thank you for this suggestion to link some of the state notes from the ASPP to the NCRP State Fact 
Sheets. I will discuss this with other at BJS and see what we can do about that.  
 
Thank you for your time on this, I appreciate the comments.  
 
 
Danielle Kaeble 
 
Statistician 
Corrections Unit 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 
U.S. Department of Justice 
810 Seventh Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20531 
--------------------------------------- 
danielle.kaeble@usdoj.gov 
202/305.2017 
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Kaeble, Danielle (OJP)


From: Kaeble, Danielle (OJP)
Sent: Thursday, June 29, 2017 7:33 AM
To: Jennifer Biddle - APDX
Subject: RE: Agency Information Collection Activities; Proposed eCollection eComments 


Requested; Extension of a Currently Approved Collection: Annual Parole Survey, Annual 
Probation Survey 


Thank you for your comments! 
 
Danielle Kaeble 
 
Statistician 
Corrections Unit 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 
U.S. Department of Justice 
810 Seventh Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20531 
‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ 
Danielle.Kaeble@usdoj.gov 
202/305.2017 
 
 
 


From: Jennifer Biddle ‐ APDX [mailto:biddlej@apd.maricopa.gov]  
Sent: Monday, June 26, 2017 12:56 PM 
To: Kaeble, Danielle (OJP) <Danielle.Kaeble@ojp.usdoj.gov> 
Subject: Agency Information Collection Activities; Proposed eCollection eComments Requested; Extension of a Currently 
Approved Collection: Annual Parole Survey, Annual Probation Survey  
 
Dear Danielle, 
       I tried to submit a comment on the federal register website but was unable to, so I am providing our feedback within 
the text of this email. Please let me know if you need any additional information. 
 
Feedback:  
 
The language and definitions of the annual survey are clear and precise. The collection of information is useful for 
determining national trends for both probation and parole. It also provides researchers the opportunity to compare 
their jurisdiction(s) with the national data.  The majority of this data is currently being tracked by our county on a 
monthly basis so the burden of the proposed data collection is minimal. Submitting the information via the web‐
reporting system assists in minimizing the burden of reporting the information. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Jennifer Biddle, Ph.D. 
Management Analyst 
Supervisor, Victim Services Unit 
Maricopa County Adult Probation 
620 W. Jackson Street 
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Phoenix, AZ 85003 
602‐372‐0302 
biddlej@apd.maricopa.gov 
 
 







-----Original Message----- 
From: Cala, Michael A. EOP/ONDCP [mailto:Michael_A._Cala@ondcp.eop.gov]  
Sent: Monday, June 26, 2017 10:40 AM 
To: Kaeble, Danielle (OJP) <Danielle.Kaeble@ojp.usdoj.gov> 
Cc: Zobeck, Terry S. EOP/ONDCP <Terry_S._Zobeck@ONDCP.EOP.GOV>; Macmurray, Nataki D. 
EOP/ONDCP <Nataki_D._MacMurray@ONDCP.EOP.GOV>; Sivilli, June S. EOP/ONDCP 
<June_S._Sivilli@ONDCP.EOP.GOV> 
Subject: Comment on do # 2017-08342 
 
Danelle- 
The Office of National Drug Control Policy (ONDCP) proposes several questions to add to survey form C-
7 (Parole) and Form CJ-8 (Probation). These are attached. 
Can you guide me on how to formally respond? When I select the link for "SUBMIT A CORMAL 
COMMENT", there is no response. 
Thanks in advance, 
Mike 
 
Michael A. Cala, PhD 
Research Division 
Office of Drug Control Policy 
Phone: 202.395.5205 
Email: mcala@ondcp.eop.gov 
 
----Response to Message----- 
6/30/17 
 
Mr. Cala,  
 
Thank you for your comments and suggestions about the Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole. While 
I am open to exploring the possibility of collecting data on access to services and support for offenders 
with substance use disorders, I'm not sure that the ASPP will be the best platform for them. In the case 
of our central reporters, many already have to create lower level programs and surveys to send out to 
localities to aggregate state level data to deliver to BJS. Some of the questions we ask are outside the 
requirements of state reporting and are therefore unavailable from the states system. At a lower level, 
many local agencies are working with limited technological resources to gather the data we request and 
large changes create more burden. Even in 2015, the sex of about a quarter of the probation population 
was not reported due to agencies not having the ability to report or access records.  
 
In August, I am attending the American Probation and Parole Association's Summer Training Institute 
and will be able to speak with officers and administrators in the field. While I'm there, I will make it a 
priority to informally discuss the availability of this data with a handful of providers. I'm also interested 
to know if they track anything related to drug use. Since the National Survey on Drug Use and Health 
(NSDUH) does ask respondents whether they have been on probation or parole in the last year, these 
could be questions that would be beneficial to add to that survey. I can discuss some of these issues and 
suggested questions you've provided with them.  
 
Thank you for your time and suggestions.  
 
Danielle Kaeble 
 
Statistician 
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Proposed Questions for form CJ-7 (Parole) and CJ-8 (Probation) from the Office of 
National Drug Control Policy (6/26/2017) 


The Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) encourages comments until June 26, 2017, on the 
extension of a currently approved data collection: Annual Probation Survey and Annual Parole 
Survey. The Office of National Drug Control Policy (ONDCP) proposes several questions to add 
to survey form C-7 (Parole) and Form CJ-8 (Probation) to gather information on access to 
services and supports to reduce risk for relapse, overdose, and recidivism among offenders with 
substance use disorders (SUD) upon their release from correctional facilities.  
 
Justification 


A significant number of persons with opioid use disorders become involved with the criminal 
justice system.  Approximately one-third of heroin users pass through correctional facilities. 
During incarceration, most do not receive treatment services beyond detoxification upon entry. 
However, the disease of addiction still persists, often in temporary dormancy with the highest 
risk for relapse upon release.  
 


Upon release, many are confronted with cues and triggers to use, and experience strong 
cravings and urges to use. Nearly three-quarters relapse to heroin use within 3 months of release. 
Inmates often develop a decreased tolerance for drugs, rendering them more vulnerable to 
overdose. Several state corrections agencies have developed protocols to administer MAT 
several weeks prior to release to reduce cravings, block effects of any opioids ingested, and 
bridge to services can be continued in the community. Despite saving lives, reducing recidivism, 
and saving costs of relapse and re-offending, this approach is still not widely applied throughout 
the justice system.   


 
Several questions are proposed to ascertain the saturation of this evidence-based practice.  


Findings can be compared and analyzed to association with post-release overdose and drug-
related recidivism. The question would require input or retrieval of data from treatment providers 
in correctional facilities within the jurisdiction of the reporter, and may incur additional time 
burden to collect data.  This additional burden to the reporter could be alleviated by requiring 
addiction treatment providers at facilities to automatically submit these data at the point of 
service to a stable repository that maintains an aggregate data collection to assist the reporter in 
aggregating across the system being reported. 


 
Untreated substance use disorders often (SUDs) become the underlying driver of criminal 


activity conducted under the influence or in the pursuit of substances. The result of this is too 
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many people end up incarcerated instead of receiving the treatment they need. More than one-
third (34 %) of referrals to treatment come from the criminal justice system.i Incarceration alone 
may not stop drug use, and the disease of addiction persists.   


 
For many persons, engagement with the criminal justice system is the first opportunity to 


access treatment services for substance use disorders. Additional supports are needed upon 
release to facilitate success in recovery and reduce risk of relapse and/or recidivism to criminal 
activity.  Access to employment or training to earn a livable wage; safe, stable housing in support 
of a sober lifestyle; and treatment or recovery support services appropriate to the level of 
addiction severity are key supports needed for successful re-entry into the community following 
incarceration. Several questions are designed to ascertain the presence of a functional plan that 
addresses several key elements of re- entry to reduce risk for recidivism and relapse. These 
questions would require input or retrieval of data from discharge planners/case-managers that 
help offenders prepare for release. This additional burden to the form reporter could be alleviated 
by use of electronic forms that can capture and tally presence of referral vouchers for inmates. 
These can be submitted to a stable repository that maintains an aggregate data collection to assist 
the reporter in aggregating across the system being reported.  


 
Below are proposed questions in Priority Order. 


While all 5 items below might be a subset of Item # 15 in the Probation Survey and the similar 
item in the Parole survey the first 3 Q.s are more significant. 


• Priority 1 
Q. 1.  From January 1 to December 31, how many parolees/probationers receive 
medication assisted treatment (MAT) for opioid use disorder pre-release? _________ 
  Of those: 


• How many received methadone for opioid use disorder? ______ 
• How many received buprenorphine for opioid use disorder? ____ 
• How many received naltrexone for opioid use disorder? ____ 


 
• Priority 2 –  


Q.2.  From January 1 to December 31, how many parolees/probationers received referral 
to community-based provider for MAT treatment post-release? ______ 


• How many received treatment for substance use disorder? _____ 
• How many received treatment for substance use disorder AND supportive mental 


health services? _____ 
 


• Priority 3   
Q. 3.  From January 1 to December 31, how many parolees/probationers received 
overdose prevention services prior to release?______ 


Of those: 
• How many received a supply of Naloxone? ____ 
• How many received a prescription for Naloxone? ____ 
• How many received an overdose prevention toolkit? ____ 


 
These next two questions would contribute to critical information in understanding steps 
taken by the criminal justice system to assist people in reentry in making a more successful 
and stable recovery. 







• Priority 4 
Q. 4. From January 1 to December 31, how many parolees/probationers with stable 


housing post-release?____ 
Of those: 


o How many lived in a supervised halfway house? ____ 
o How many lived in a house with relatives/family? ____ 
o How many lived independently? ____ 
o How many lived in a peer-run recovery house? ____ 


 
• Priority 5  


Q. 5.    From January 1 to December 31, how many parolees/probationers received 
referral to employment placement or vocational training post-release? _____ 
 Of those: 
o How many were referred for employment placement? ____ 
o How many were referred for education or vocational training? ____ 


i SAMHSA, 2013 Treatment Episode Data Set (December 2015) 
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Attachment 1 – BJS Authorizing Legislation 


DERIVATION 


Title I 
THE OMNIBUS CRIME CONTROL AND SAFE STREETS ACT OF 1968 


(Public Law 90-351) 


42 U.S.C. § 3711, et seq. 


AN ACT to assist State and local governments in reducing the incidence of crime, to increase the effectiveness, 
fairness, and coordination of law enforcement and criminal justice systems at all levels of government, and for other 


purposes. 


As Amended By 


THE OMNIBUS CRIME CONTROL ACT OF 1970 
(Public Law 91-644) 


THE CRIME CONTROL ACT OF 1973 
(Public Law 93-83) 


THE JUVENILE JUSTICE AND DELINQUENCY PREVENTION ACT OF 1974 
(Public Law 93-415) 


THE PUBLIC SAFETY OFFICERS’ BENEFITS ACT OF 1976 
(Public Law 94-430) 


THE CRIME CONTROL ACT OF 1976 
(Public Law 94-503) 


THE JUSTICE SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT ACT OF 1979 
(Public Law 96-157) 


THE JUSTICE ASSISTANCE ACT OF 1984 
(Public Law 98-473) 


STATE AND LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ACT OF 1986 
(Public Law 99-570-Subtitle K) 


THE ANTI-DRUG ABUSE ACT OF 1988 
TITLE VI, SUBTITLE C - STATE AND LOCAL NARCOTICS CONTROL 


AND JUSTICE ASSISTANCE IMPROVEMENTS 
(Public Law 100-690) 


THE CRIME CONTROL ACT OF 1990 
(Public Law 101-647) 


BRADY HANDGUN VIOLENCE PROTECTION ACT 
(Public Law 103-159) 


VIOLENT CRIME CONTROL AND LAW ENFORCEMENT ACT OF 1994 
(Public Law 103-322) 


NATIONAL CHILD PROTECTION ACT OF 1993, AS AMENDED 
(Public Law 103-209) 


and 


CRIME IDENTIFICATION TECHNOLOGY ACT OF 1998 
(Public Law 105-251) 







BUREAU OF JUSTICE STATISTICS 
CHAPTER 46 - SUBCHAPTER III [TITLE I - 
PART C] 


42 USC § 3731 [Sec. 301.] Statement of purpose 


It is the purpose of this subchapter [part] to provide for and encourage the collection and analysis of statistical information 
concerning crime, juvenile delinquency, and the operation of the criminal justice system and related aspects of the civil justice 
system and to support the development of information and statistical systems at the Federal, State, and local levels to improve the 
efforts of these levels of government to measure and understand the levels of crime, juvenile delinquency, and the operation of the 
criminal justice system and related aspects of the civil justice system. The Bureau shall utilize to the maximum extent feasible 
State governmental organizations and facilities responsible for the collection and analysis of criminal justice data and statistics. In 
carrying out the provisions of this subchapter [part], the Bureau shall give primary emphasis to the problems of State and local 
justice systems. 


42 USC § 3732 [Sec. 302.] Bureau of Justice Statistics 


(a) Establishment. There is established within the Department of Justice, under the general authority of the Attorney General, a 
Bureau of Justice Statistics (hereinafter referred to in this subchapter [part] as “Bureau”). 


(b) Appointment of Director; experience; authority; restrictions. The Bureau shall be headed by a Director appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. The Director shall have had experience in statistical programs. The 
Director shall have final authority for all grants, cooperative agreements, and contracts awarded by the Bureau. The Director shall 
report to the Attorney General through the Assistant Attorney General. The Director shall not engage in any other employment 
than that of serving as Director; nor shall the Director hold any office in, or act in any capacity for, any organization, agency, or 
institution with which the Bureau makes any contract or other arrangement under this Act. 


(c) Duties and functions of Bureau. The Bureau is authorized to– 


(1) make grants to, or enter into cooperative agreements or contracts with public agencies, institutions of higher education, 
private organizations, or private individuals for purposes related to this subchapter [part]; grants shall be made subject to 
continuing compliance with standards for gathering justice statistics set forth in rules and regulations promulgated by the 
Director; 


(2) collect and analyze information concerning criminal victimization, including crimes against the elderly, and civil disputes; 


(3) collect and analyze data that will serve as a continuous and comparable national social indication of the prevalence, 
incidence, rates, extent, distribution, and attributes of crime, juvenile delinquency, civil disputes, and other statistical factors 
related to crime, civil disputes, and juvenile delinquency, in support of national, State, and local justice policy and decision 
making; 


(4) collect and analyze statistical information, concerning the operations of the criminal justice system at the Federal, State, 
and local levels; 


(5) collect and analyze statistical information concerning the prevalence, incidence, rates, extent, distribution, and attributes of 
crime, and juvenile delinquency, at the Federal, State, and local levels; 


(6) analyze the correlates of crime, civil disputes and juvenile delinquency, by the use of statistical information, about criminal 
and civil justice systems at the Federal, State, and local levels, and about the extent, distribution and attributes of crime, and 
juvenile delinquency, in the Nation and at the Federal, State, and local levels; 


(7) compile, collate, analyze, publish, and disseminate uniform national statistics concerning all aspects of criminal justice and 
related aspects of civil justice, crime, including crimes against the elderly, juvenile delinquency, criminal offenders, juvenile 
delinquents, and civil disputes in the various States; 


(8) recommend national standards for justice statistics and for insuring the reliability and validity of justice statistics supplied 
pursuant to this chapter [title]; 







(9) maintain liaison with the judicial branches of the Federal and State Governments in matters relating to justice statistics, 
and cooperate with the judicial branch in assuring as much uniformity as feasible in statistical systems of the executive and 
judicial branches; 


(10) provide information to the President, the Congress, the judiciary, State and local governments, and the general public on 
justice statistics; 


(11) establish or assist in the establishment of a system to provide State and local governments with access to Federal 
informational resources useful in the planning, implementation, and evaluation of programs under this Act; 


(12) conduct or support research relating to methods of gathering or analyzing justice statistics; 


(13) provide for the development of justice information systems programs and assistance to the States and units of local 
government relating to collection, analysis, or dissemination of justice statistics; 


(14) develop and maintain a data processing capability to support the collection, aggregation, analysis and dissemination of 
information on the incidence of crime and the operation of the criminal justice system; 


(15) collect, analyze and disseminate comprehensive Federal justice transaction statistics (including statistics on issues of 
Federal justice interest such as public fraud and high technology crime) and to provide technical assistance to and work jointly 
with other Federal agencies to improve the availability and quality of Federal justice data; 


(16) provide for the collection, compilation, analysis, publication and dissemination of information and statistics about the 
prevalence, incidence, rates, extent, distribution and attributes of drug offenses, drug related offenses and drug dependent 
offenders and further provide for the establishment of a national clearinghouse to maintain and update a comprehensive and 
timely data base on all criminal justice aspects of the drug crisis and to disseminate such information; 


(17) provide for the collection, analysis, dissemination and publication of statistics on the condition and progress of drug 
control activities at the Federal, State and local levels with particular attention to programs and intervention efforts 
demonstrated to be of value in the overall national anti- drug strategy and to provide for the establishment of a national 
clearinghouse for the gathering of data generated by Federal, State, and local criminal justice agencies on their drug 
enforcement activities; 


(18) provide for the development and enhancement of State and local criminal justice information systems, and the 
standardization of data reporting relating to the collection, analysis or dissemination of data and statistics about drug offenses, 
drug related offenses, or drug dependent offenders; 


(19) provide for research and improvements in the accuracy, completeness, and inclusiveness of criminal history record 
information, information systems, arrest warrant, and stolen vehicle record information and information systems and support 
research concerning the accuracy, completeness, and inclusiveness of other criminal justice record information; 


(20) maintain liaison with State and local governments and governments of other nations concerning justice statistics; 


(21) cooperate in and participate with national and international organizations in the development of uniform justice statistics; 


(22) ensure conformance with security and privacy requirement of section 3789g of this title and identify, analyze, and 
participate in the development and implementation of privacy, security and information policies which impact on Federal and 
State criminal justice operations and related statistical activities; and 


(23) exercise the powers and functions set out in subchapter VIII [part H] of this chapter [title]. 


(d) Justice statistical collection, analysis, and dissemination. To insure that all justice statistical collection, analysis, and 
dissemination is carried out in a coordinated manner, the Director is authorized to– 


(1) utilize, with their consent, the services, equipment, records, personnel, information, and facilities of other Federal, State, 
local, and private agencies and instrumentalities with or without reimbursement therefore, and to enter into agreements with 
such agencies and instrumentalities for purposes of data collection and analysis; 







(2) confer and cooperate with State, municipal, and other local agencies; 


(3) request such information, data, and reports from any Federal agency as may be required to carry out the purposes of this 
chapter [title]; 


(4) seek the cooperation of the judicial branch of the Federal Government in gathering data from criminal justice records; and 


(5) encourage replication, coordination and sharing among justice agencies regarding information systems, information policy, 
and data. 


(e) Furnishing of information, data, or reports by Federal agencies. Federal agencies requested to furnish information, data, or 
reports pursuant to subsection (d)(3) of this section shall provide such information to the Bureau as is required to carry out the 
purposes of this section. 


(f) Consultation with representatives of State and local government and judiciary. In recommending standards for gathering 
justice statistics under this section, the Director shall consult with representatives of State and local government, including, where 
appropriate, representatives of the judiciary. 


42 USC § 3733 [Sec. 303.] Authority for 100 per centum grants 


A grant authorized under this subchapter [part] may be up to 100 per centum of the total cost of each project for which such grant 
is made. The Bureau shall require, whenever feasible as a condition of approval of a grant under this subchapter [part], that the 
recipient contribute money, facilities, or services to carry out the purposes for which the grant is sought. 


42 USC § 3735 [Sec. 304.] Use of data 


Data collected by the Bureau shall be used only for statistical or research purposes, and shall be gathered in a manner that 
precludes their use for law enforcement or any purpose relating to a particular individual other than statistical or research 
purposes. 
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Correctional Populations 
in the United States, 2015
Danielle Kaeble and Lauren Glaze, BJS Statisticians


HIGHLIGHTS 
 � At yearend 2015, an estimated 6,741,400 persons 


were supervised by U.S. adult correctional systems, a 
decrease of about 115,600 persons from yearend 2014.


 � About 1 in 37 adults (or 2.7% of adults in the 
United States) was under some form of correctional 
supervision at yearend 2015, the lowest rate since 
1994. 


 � The U.S. correctional population declined 1.7% 
during 2015 due to decreases in both the community 
supervision (down 1.3%) and incarcerated (down 
2.3%) populations. 


 � By yearend 2015, the community supervision 
population (4,650,900) fell to the lowest level since 
2000 (4,564,900).


 � The incarcerated population in 2015 (2,173,800) fell to 
the lowest levels since 2004 (2,136,600).


 � All of the decrease in the community supervision 
population during 2015 was due to a drop in the 
probation population (down 2.0%).


 � The decline in the incarcerated population in 2015 
(down 51,300) represented the largest annual 
decrease since 2009. 


 � In 2015, the majority (69%) of the decline in the 
incarcerated population resulted from the drop in the 
prison population (down 35,500).


Figure 1
Total population under the supervision of U.S. adult 
correctional systems and annual percent change, 2000–2015


Note: Estimates were rounded to the nearest 100. Estimates may not be comparable 
to previously published BJS reports because of updated information or rounding. 
Includes estimates for nonresponding jurisdictions. Detail may not sum to total 
due to adjustments to account for offenders with multiple correctional statuses. 
See Methodology. See the Key Statistics page on the BJS website for correctional 
population statistics prior to 2000. 
*Estimates include offenders in the community under the jurisdiction of probation or
parole agencies as of December 31, under the jurisdiction of state or federal prisons 
as of December 31, or in the custody of local jails as of the last weekday in June. 
Sources: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, Annual Parole Survey, 
Annual Survey of Jails, Census of Jail Inmates, and National Prisoner Statistics 
program, 2000–2015.


At yearend 2015, an estimated 6,741,400 
persons were under the supervision of 
U.S. adult correctional systems, about 


115,600 fewer persons than yearend 2014 
(figure 1). This was the first time since 2002 
(6,730,900) that the correctional population fell 
below 6.8 million. The population declined by  
1.7% during 2015, which was the largest decline 
since 2010 (down 2.1%). Additionally, the decrease 
was a change from a 3-year trend of stable annual 
rate declines of about 0.6% between 2012 and 2014. 
About 1 in 37 adults in the United States was under 
some form of correctional supervision at the end 
of 2015. This was the lowest rate observed since 
1994, when about 1 in 38 adults (1.6 million fewer 
persons) were under correctional supervision in 
the nation (not shown).1


This report summarizes data from several 
Bureau of Justice Statistics’ (BJS) correctional 
data collections to provide statistics on the total 


1 See the Key Statistics page on the BJS website for correctional 
population statistics prior to 2000 or other years not included in 
the tables and figures of this report.
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population supervised by adult correctional systems in the 
United States. (See Methodology.) These systems include 
persons living in the community while supervised by 
probation or parole agencies and those under the jurisdiction 
of state or federal prisons or in the custody of local jails. 
(See Terms and definitions.)


Community supervision and incarcerated populations 
declined to lowest levels in more than a decade 


From 2014 (6,856,900) to 2015 (6,741,400), the 
U.S. correctional population declined by 1.7%, continuing 
a downward trend that began in 2008 (table 1). Persons 
supervised in the community on either probation (3,789,800) 
or parole (870,500) continued to account for most of the 
U.S. correctional population in 2015.2 About 7 in 10 persons 
under correctional supervision were supervised in the 
community at yearend 2015, compared to 3 in 10 incarcerated 
in state or federal prisons (1,526,800) or local jails (728,200).


The decrease in the number of persons under correctional 
supervision in 2015 was due to a reduction in both the 
community supervision (down 1.3%) and incarcerated 
(down 2.3%) populations. Because persons under community 
supervision accounted for most of the U.S. correctional 
population, the decrease in the community supervision 
population during 2015 accounted for more than half (54%) 
of the decline in the correctional population. 


2 The total correctional, community supervision, and incarcerated populations 
exclude offenders with multiple correctional statuses to avoid double counting. 
See table 5 and Methodology.


The number of persons under supervision in the community 
fell by 62,300 to 4,650,900 at yearend 2015. All of the decrease 
in the community supervision population resulted from a 
decline in the probation population (down 2.0%), as the parole 
population (up 1.5%) increased. Since 2007, the community 
supervision population decreased by an annual average 
of 1.2%. By yearend 2015, the number of offenders under 
community supervision declined to the lowest level observed 
since 2000 (4,564,900). 


At yearend 2015, an estimated 2,173,800 persons were either 
under the jurisdiction of state or federal prisons or in the 
custody of local jails in the United States, down about 51,300 
persons compared to yearend 2014. This was the largest decline 
in the incarcerated population since it first decreased in 2009. 
By yearend 2015, the number of persons incarcerated in state 
or federal prisons or local jails fell to the lowest level observed 
since 2004 (2,136,600) (not shown).


Declines in both the U.S. prison (down 2.3%) and local jail 
(down 2.2%) populations contributed to the decrease in 
the incarcerated population during 2015. However, 69% 
of the decline in the incarcerated population was due to 
the drop in the number of persons incarcerated in state or 
federal prisons (down 35,500). One jurisdiction, the Federal 
Bureau of Prisons, accounted for 40% of the decrease in the 
U.S. prison population during the year. By the end of 2015 
(1,526,800), the U.S. prison population fell to a level similar 
to 2005 (1,525,900).


Table 1
Number of persons supervised by U.S. adult correctional systems, by correctional status, 2000 and 2005–2015


Total correctional 
populationa


Community supervision Incarceratedb


Year Totala,c Probation Parole Totala Local jail Prison
2000  6,467,800  4,564,900  3,839,400  725,500  1,945,400  621,100  1,394,200 
2005  7,055,600  4,946,600  4,162,300  784,400  2,200,400  747,500  1,525,900 
2006  7,199,600  5,035,000  4,236,800  798,200  2,256,600  765,800  1,568,700 
2007  7,339,600  5,119,000  4,293,000  826,100  2,296,400  780,200  1,596,800 
2008  7,312,600  5,093,400  4,271,200  826,100  2,310,300  785,500  1,608,300 
2009  7,239,100  5,019,900  4,199,800  824,600  2,297,700  767,400  1,615,500 
2010  7,089,000  4,888,500  4,055,900  840,800  2,279,100  748,700  1,613,800 
2011  6,994,500  4,818,300  3,973,800  855,500  2,252,500  735,600  1,599,000 
2012  6,949,800  4,790,700  3,944,900  858,400  2,231,300  744,500  1,570,400 
2013  6,899,700  4,749,800  3,912,900  849,500  2,222,500  731,200  1,577,000 
2014  6,856,900  4,713,200  3,868,400  857,700  2,225,100  744,600  1,562,300 
2015  6,741,400  4,650,900  3,789,800  870,500  2,173,800  728,200  1,526,800 


Average annual percent change, 
2007–2015 -1.1% -1.2% -1.6% 0.7% -0.7% -0.9% -0.6%
Percent change, 2014–2015 -1.7% -1.3% -2.0% 1.5% -2.3% -2.2% -2.3%


Note: Estimates were rounded to the nearest 100 and may not be comparable to previously published BJS reports due to updated information or rounding. Counts include 
estimates for nonresponding jurisdictions. All probation, parole, and prison counts are for December 31; jail counts are for the last weekday in June. Detail may not sum to 
total due to rounding and adjustments made to account for offenders with multiple correctional statuses. See Methodology. See the Key Statistics page on the BJS website for 
correctional population statistics prior to 2000 or other years not included in this table. 
aTotal was adjusted to account for offenders with multiple correctional statuses. See Methodology. 
bIncludes offenders held in local jails or under the jurisdiction of state or federal prisons.
cIncludes some offenders held in a prison or jail but who remained under the jurisdiction of a probation or parole agency. 
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics,  Annual Probation Survey, Annual Parole Survey, Annual Survey of Jails, Census of Jail Inmates, and National Prisoner Statistics Program, 
2000 and 2005–2015.
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Drop in the number of probationers accounted for most of 
the decrease in the correctional population during 2015


After a peak in 2007, the U.S. correctional population declined 
annually through 2015. However, the composition of the 
population remained stable despite the decreasing size of the 
population during that time. Between 2007 (58%) and 2015 
(56%), probationers accounted for the majority of offenders 
under correctional supervision (table 2). Prisoners represented 
slightly less than a quarter of the U.S. correctional population 
in 2007 (22%) and 2015 (23%). Parolees (11% in 2007 and 
13% in 2015) and jail inmates (11% in both 2007 and 2015) 
remained the smallest shares of the correctional population 
during the 8-year period. 


During 2015, decreases in the probation (down 78,700), prison 
(down 35,500), and local jail (down 16,300) populations led to 
the overall decline in the U.S. correctional population (table 3). 
The decrease in the probation population accounted for 68% of 
the total decline in the correctional population, as probationers 
represented the largest share of offenders under correctional 
supervision. The parole population (up 12,800) was the only 
correctional population to increase during the year, slightly 
offsetting the overall decline in the correctional population.


Between 2007 and 2015, the U.S. correctional population 
declined by 598,300 persons. The number of persons on 
probation in the United States fell by 503,200, representing 
84% of the total decrease in the correctional population 
between 2007 and 2015. While the prison (12%) and local 
jail (9%) populations also declined during the last 8 years, 
their contribution to the overall decrease in the correctional 
population was less than a quarter (20%) combined. In 
comparison, the parole population (up 44,400) was the only 
correctional system to increase between 2007 and 2015.


Table 2 
Number of persons supervised by U.S. adult correctional 
systems, by correctional status, 2007 and 2015


2007 2015


Correctional populations Population


Percent 
of total 
population Population


Percent 
of total 
population


Totala 7,339,600 100% 6,741,400 100%
Probationb 4,293,000 58.5 3,789,800 56.2
Prisonb 1,596,800 21.8 1,526,800 22.6
Paroleb 826,100 11.3 870,500 12.9
Local jailc 780,200 10.6 728,200 10.8


Offenders with multiple 
correctional statusesd 156,400 : 174,000 :


Note: Counts were rounded to the nearest 100 and include estimates for 
nonresponding jurisdictions. Detail may not sum to total due to rounding and 
because offenders with multiple correctional statuses were excluded from the total 
correctional population. See Methodology. 
: Not calculated.
aTotal was adjusted to exclude offenders with multiple correctional statuses to avoid 
double counting. See Methodology. 
bPopulation as of December 31. 
cPopulation as of the last weekday in June.
dSome probationers and parolees on December 31 were held in a prison or jail but 
still remained under the jurisdiction of a probation or parole agency and some 
parolees were also on probation. In addition, some prisoners were being held in 
jail. They were excluded from the total correctional population to avoid double 
counting. See table 5 and Methodology.
Sources: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, Annual Parole Survey, 
Annual Survey of Jails, and National Prisoner Statistics Program, 2007 and 2015.


Table 3 
Change in the number of persons supervised by U.S. adult 
correctional systems, 2007–2015


2007–2015 2014–2015


Correctional population
Change in 
population


Percent 
of total 
change


Change in 
population


Percent 
of total 
change


Total changea -598,300 100% -115,600 100%
Probation -503,200 84.1 -78,700 68.1
Prison -70,000 11.7 -35,500 30.7
Local jail -51,900 8.7 -16,300 14.1
Parole 44,400 -7.4 12,800 -11.1


Offenders with multiple 
correctional statusesb 17,600 : -2,100 :


Note: Estimates were rounded to the nearest 100 and include adjustments for 
nonresponding jurisdictions. See Methodology. Detail may not sum to total due to 
adjustments to exclude offenders with multiple correctional statuses from the total 
to avoid double counting. See table 5 and Methodology.
: Not calculated.
aIncludes the change in the number of offenders with multiple correctional statuses. 
See table 5 and Methodology.
bSome probationers and parolees on December 31 were held in a prison or jail but 
still remained under the jurisdiction of a probation or parole agency and some 
parolees were also on probation. In addition, some prisoners were held in a jail on 
December 31. These offenders were excluded from the total correctional population 
prior to calculating change to avoid double counting. See table 5 and Methodology.
Sources: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, Annual Parole Survey, 
Annual Survey of Jails, and National Prisoner Statistics Program, 2007–2015.
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By yearend 2015, the correctional supervision rate 
dropped to the lowest rate since 1994


After peaking at 3,210 offenders per 100,000 U.S. adult 
residents in 2007, the correctional supervision rate trended 
downward, falling to a low of 2,710 per 100,000 by yearend 
2015 (table 4). The drop in the correctional supervision rate 
was attributed equally to the decline in the U.S. correctional 
population and the increase in the U.S. adult resident 
population. By yearend 2015, the correctional supervision rate 
fell to the lowest rate since 1994 (2,650 per 100,000), when 
about 1.6 million fewer persons were supervised by U.S. adult 
correctional systems (not shown). 


There were 1,870 offenders per 100,000 U.S. adult residents on 
either probation or parole at yearend 2015. This represented 
the lowest rate of offenders under community supervision 
since 1993 (1,830 per 100,000), when the population was 
smaller by about 1.1 million offenders (not shown). The 
community supervision rate reached a high in 2007 (2,240 per 
100,000) before declining each year through 2015.


At yearend 2015, 870 persons per 100,000 U.S. adult residents 
were under the jurisdiction of state or federal prisons or in 
the custody of local jails. The incarceration rate has been 
declining since 2009 (980 per 100,000). By yearend 2015, the 
incarceration rate dropped to the same rate as 1997 (870 per 
100,000) (not shown). 


Table 4 
Rate of persons supervised by U.S. adult correctional systems, by correctional status, 2000 and 2005–2015


Community supervision population Incarcerated populationb


Total correctional populationa Number on 
probation or parole 
per 100,000 U.S. 
adult residentsc


Number on probation 
or parole per 100,000 
U.S. residents of  
all agesd


Number in prison 
or local jail per 
100,000 U.S.  
adult residentsc


Number in prison or 
local jail per 100,000 
U.S. residents of  
all agesdYear


Number supervised 
per 100,000 U.S. 
adult residentsc


U.S. adult residents 
under correctional 
supervision 


Number supervised  
per 100,000 U.S. 
residents of all agesd


2000 3,060 1 in 33 2,280 2,160 1,610 920 690
2005 3,160 1 in 32 2,370 2,210 1,660 990 740
2006 3,190 1 in 31 2,400 2,230 1,680 1,000 750
2007 3,210 1 in 31 2,420 2,240 1,690 1,000 760
2008 3,160 1 in 32 2,390 2,200 1,670 1,000 760
2009 3,100 1 in 32 2,350 2,150 1,630 980 750
2010 3,000 1 in 33 2,280 2,070 1,570 960 730
2011 2,930 1 in 34 2,240 2,020 1,540 940 720
2012 2,880 1 in 35 2,210 1,980 1,520 920 710
2013 2,830 1 in 35 2,170 1,950 1,490 910 700
2014 2,780 1 in 36 2,140 1,910 1,470 900 690
2015 2,710 1 in 37 2,090 1,870 1,440 870 670
Note: Rates were estimated to the nearest 10. Estimates may not be comparable to previously published BJS reports due to updated information or rounding. See the Key 
Statistics page on the BJS website for correctional population statistics prior to 2000 or other years not included in this table. 
aIncludes offenders in the community under the authority of probation or parole agencies, under the jurisdiction of state or federal prisons, or held in local jails.
bIncludes offenders under the jurisdiction of state or federal prisons or held in local jails.  
cRates were computed using the estimates of the U.S. resident population of persons age 18 or older from the U.S. Census Bureau for January 1 of the following year.
dRates were computed using the estimates of the U.S. resident population of persons of all ages from the U.S. Census Bureau for January 1 of the following year.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, Annual Parole Survey, Annual Survey of Jails, Census of Jail Inmates, and National Prisoner Statistics Program, 
2000, and 2005–2015; and U.S. Census Bureau, postcensal resident populations for January of the following year 2001, and 2006–2016. 
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Terms and def init ions
Adult—persons subject to the jurisdiction of an adult criminal 
court or correctional agency. Adults are age 18 or older in most 
jurisdictions. Persons age 17 or younger who were prosecuted 
in criminal court as if they were adults are considered adults, 
but persons age 17 or younger who were under the jurisdiction 
of a juvenile court or agency are excluded. (See Methodology 
for more information on prison and local jail inmates age 17 
or younger.)


Annual change—change in a population between two 
consecutive years.


Average annual change—average (mean) annual change in a 
population across a specific period.


Community supervision population—estimated number 
of persons living in the community while supervised on 
probation or parole.


Community supervision rate—estimated number of persons 
supervised in the community on probation or parole per 
100,000 U.S. residents of all ages (i.e., total community 
supervision rate) or U.S. residents age 18 or older (i.e., adult 
community supervision rate).


Correctional population—estimated number of persons living 
in the community while supervised on probation or parole and 
persons under the jurisdiction of state or federal prisons or 
held in local jails.


Correctional supervision rate—estimated number of persons 
supervised in the community on probation or parole and 
persons under the jurisdiction of state or federal prisons or 
held in local jails per 100,000 U.S. residents of all ages (i.e., 
total correctional supervision rate) or U.S. residents age 18 or 
older (i.e., adult correctional supervision rate).


Imprisonment rate—estimated number of prisoners under 
state or federal jurisdiction sentenced to more than 1 year per 
100,000 U.S. residents of all ages (i.e., total imprisonment rate) 
or U.S. residents age 18 or older (i.e., adult imprisonment rate). 
This statistic does not appear in this report; see Prisoners in 
2015 (NCJ 250229, BJS web, December 2016).


Incarcerated population—estimated number of persons under 
the jurisdiction of state or federal prisons or held in local jails.


Incarceration rate—estimated number of persons under the 
jurisdiction of state or federal prisons or held in local jails per 
100,000 U.S. residents of all ages (i.e., total incarceration rate) 
or U.S. residents age 18 or older (i.e., adult incarceration rate).


Indian country jail population—estimated number of inmates 
held in correctional facilities operated by tribal authorities 
or the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA), U.S. Department of 


the Interior. These facilities include confinement facilities, 
detention centers, jails, and other facilities operated by 
tribal authorities or the BIA. (This estimate is presented in 
appendix table 5.)


Local jail population—estimated number of inmates held 
in a confinement facility usually administered by a local law 
enforcement agency that is intended for adults, but sometimes 
holds juveniles, for confinement before and after adjudication. 
These facilities include jails and city or county correctional 
centers; special jail facilities, such as medical treatment or 
release centers; halfway houses; work farms; and temporary 
holding or lockup facilities that are part of the jail’s combined 
function. Inmates sentenced to jail facilities usually have a 
sentence of 1 year or less.


Military prison population—estimated number of service 
personnel incarcerated under the jurisdiction of U.S. military 
correctional authorities. (This estimate is presented in 
appendix table 5.)


Parole population—estimated number of persons who are on 
conditional release in the community following a prison term 
while under the control, supervision, or care of a correctional 
agency. Violations of the conditions of supervision during this 
period may result in a new sentence to confinement or a return 
to confinement for a technical violation. This population 
includes parolees released through discretionary (i.e., parole 
board decision) or mandatory (i.e., provisions of a statute) 
supervised release from prison, those released through other 
types of post-custody conditional supervision, and those 
sentenced to a term of supervised release.


Prison population—estimated number of prisoners 
incarcerated in a long-term confinement facility, run by a 
state or the federal government, which typically holds felons 
and offenders with sentences of more than 1 year, although 
sentence length may vary by jurisdiction.


Prison jurisdiction population—estimated number of 
prisoners under the jurisdiction or legal authority of state 
or federal correctional officials, regardless of where the 
prisoner is held. This population represents BJS’s official 
measure of the prison population and includes prisoners 
held in prisons, penitentiaries, correctional facilities, 
halfway houses, boot camps, farms, training or treatment 
centers, and hospitals. Counts also include prisoners 
who were temporarily absent (fewer than 30 days), in 
court or on work release, housed in privately operated 
facilities, local jails, or other state or federal facilities, 
and serving concurrent sentences for more than one 
correctional authority.
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Prison custody population—estimated number of prisoners 
held in the physical custody of state or federal prisons 
regardless of sentence length or the authority having 
jurisdiction. This population includes prisoners housed 
for other correctional facilities but excludes those in the 
custody of local jails, those held in other jurisdictions, those 
out to court, and those in transit from one jurisdiction 
of legal authority to the custody of a confinement facility 
outside that jurisdiction. (This estimate is presented in 
appendix table 6.)


Probation population—estimated number of persons who are 
on a court-ordered period of supervision in the community 
while under the control, supervision, or care of a correctional 
agency. The probation conditions form a contract with the 


court by which the person must abide in order to remain in 
the community, generally in lieu of incarceration. In some 
cases, probation can be a combined sentence of incarceration 
followed by a period of community supervision.


Often, probation entails monitoring or surveillance by a 
correctional agency. In some instances, probation may not 
involve any reporting requirements.


Territorial prison population—estimated number 
of prisoners in the custody of correctional facilities 
operated by departments of corrections in U.S. territories 
(American Samoa, Guam, and the U.S. Virgin Islands) and 
U.S. commonwealths (Northern Mariana Islands and Puerto 
Rico). (This estimate is presented in appendix table 5.)
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M ethodology
Sources of data


The statistics presented in this report include data from 
various Bureau of Justice Statistics’ (BJS) data collections. Each 
collection relies on the voluntary participation of federal, state, 
and local respondents. For more information about any of the 
following data collections, go to the Data Collections page on 
the BJS website.


Annual Probation Survey and Annual Parole Survey. The 
Bureau of Justice Statistics’ (BJS) Annual Probation Survey 
and Annual Parole Survey, which began in 1980, collects data 
from U.S. probation and parole agencies that supervise adults. 
These data collections define adults as persons subject to the 
jurisdiction of an adult court or correctional agency. Juveniles 
sentenced as adults in a criminal court are considered 
adults. Juveniles under the jurisdiction of a juvenile court or 
correctional agency are excluded from these data. The National 
Criminal Justice Information and Statistics Service of the Law 
Enforcement Assistance Administration, BJS’s predecessor 
agency, began a statistical series on parole in 1976 and on 
probation in 1979.


The two surveys collect data on the number of adults 
supervised in the community on January 1 and December 31 
each year, the number of entries and exits to supervision 
during the reporting year, and characteristics of the population 
at yearend. See appendix tables for detailed data. Both surveys 
cover all 50 states, the District of Columbia, and the federal 
system. BJS depends on the voluntary participation of state 
central reporters and separate state, county, and court agencies 
for these data.


Annual Survey of Jails. The Annual Survey of Jails (ASJ) has 
collected data from a nationally representative sample of local 
jails each year since 1982, except 1983, 1988, 1993, 1999, and 
2005, when a complete census of U.S. local jails was conducted. 
Jails are confinement facilities, usually administered by a local 
law enforcement agency, that are intended to hold adults, but 
may also hold youth age 17 or younger before or after they are 
adjudicated. The ASJ data used in this report include inmates 
age 17 or younger who were held either before or after they 
were adjudicated (about 3,500 persons at yearend 2015).


To maintain the jail series in this report, all tables and figures 
that include national estimates of the local jail population 
as of the last weekday in June were provided through the 
ASJ, except in 2005 when a jail census was completed (see 
Census of Jails). Because the ASJ is designed to produce only 
national estimates, tables and figures in this report that include 
jurisdiction-level counts of the incarcerated population and 
the total correctional population were based on jail data 
collected through another BJS source, specifically the Deaths 
in Custody Reporting Program. (See Deaths in Custody 
Reporting Program on the BJS website.)


Census of Jails. The Census of Jails began in 1970 and was 
conducted in 1972, 1978, 1983, 1988, 1993, 1999, 2005, and 
2006. In 2013, BJS expanded the 2013 Deaths in Custody 
Reporting Program—Annual Summary on Inmates under 
Jail Jurisdiction to act as the 2013 Census of Jails. (See Deaths 
in Custody Reporting Program.) The census is designed 
to produce a complete enumeration of jail facilities in the 
United States. It is part of a series of data collection efforts, 
including the Census of Jail Inmates and the Census of Jail 
Facilities, aimed at studying the nation’s jails and their inmate 
populations. The reference date of the 2013 census was 
December 31, while the reference date for prior iterations was 
the last weekday in June within the reference year. 


Deaths in Custody Reporting Program. The Deaths in 
Custody Reporting Program (DCRP) is an annual collection 
that provides national, state, and incident-level data on 
persons who died while in the physical custody of the 50 state 
departments of corrections or the approximately 2,900 local 
adult jail jurisdictions nationwide. To reduce respondent 
burden for the 2013 iteration, BJS combined the 2013 DCRP 
collection with the 2013 Census of Jails. For more information, 
see Census of Jails and Census of Jails: Population Changes, 
1999–2013 (NCJ 248627, BJS web, December 2015).


The DCRP began in 2000 under the Death in Custody 
Reporting Act of 2000 (P.L. 106-297), and it is the only 
national statistical collection to obtain comprehensive 
information about deaths in adult correctional facilities. In 
addition to the death count, BJS requests that jails provide 
summary statistics about their population and admissions. All 
jails, including those with no deaths to report (which includes 
about 80% of jails in any given year), are asked to complete the 
annual summary survey form.


BJS relied on the local jail counts provided through the DCRP 
in 2014 and 2015 to generate jurisdiction-level estimates of the 
total incarcerated population and total correctional population 
that appear in appendix tables 1, 2, 3, and 4. Because they 
include the 2015 local jail estimates as of December 31, the 
national totals of the correctional and incarcerated populations 
reported in them are not consistent with the national totals 
of the populations reported in the other tables and figures of 
this report, which include BJS’s official estimates of the total 
correctional and incarcerated populations.


National Prisoner Statistics Program. The National Prisoner 
Statistics (NPS) program began in 1926 under a mandate from 
Congress and has been conducted annually. It collects data 
from the nation’s state departments of corrections and the 
Federal Bureau of Prisons (BOP).


The NPS distinguishes between prisoners in custody and 
prisoners under the jurisdiction of correctional authorities. 
To have custody of a prisoner, a state or the BOP must hold 
that prisoner in one of its facilities. To have jurisdiction over 
a prisoner, the state or BOP must have legal authority over 
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that prisoner, regardless of where the prisoner is incarcerated 
or supervised. Some states were unable to provide counts that 
distinguish between custody and jurisdiction.3


With the exception of appendix table 6, the NPS prisoner 
counts in all tables and figures of this report are consistent 
with the jurisdiction counts and findings reported in 
Prisoners in 2015 (NCJ 250229, BJS web, December 2016). 
The jurisdiction counts represent BJS’s official measure of 
the prison population and include persons held in prisons, 
penitentiaries, correctional facilities, halfway houses, boot 
camps, farms, training or treatment centers, and hospitals. 
They also include prisoners who were temporarily absent 
(fewer than 30 days), in court, or on work release; housed in 
privately operated facilities, local jails, or other state or federal 
facilities; and serving concurrent sentences for more than one 
correctional authority.


The NPS prisoner custody counts are only reported in 
appendix table 6 and include all prisoners held within state and 
federal facilities, including those housed for other correctional 
facilities, prisoners held in privately operated facilities, 
prisoners age 17 or younger who were serving time in a state 
or federal correctional facility after being sentenced in criminal 
court as if they were adults (about 1,000 persons in 2015), 
and those in the six states in which prisons and jails form one 
integrated system, including persons age 17 or younger who 
may have been held before or after adjudication.


Through the annual NPS collection, since 1994 BJS has 
obtained yearend counts of prisoners in the custody of 
U.S. military authorities from the Department of Defense 
Corrections Council. In 1994, the council, comprising 
representatives from each branch of military service, adopted 
a standardized report (DD Form 2720) that obtains data on 
prisoners held in U.S. military confinement facilities inside 
and outside of the continental United States. These data are 
only included in appendix table 5 of this report. See Prisoners 
in 2015 (NCJ 250229, BJS web, December 2016) for more 
statistics and information. 


Since 1995, through the annual NPS collection, BJS has 
collected yearend counts of prisoners from the departments 
of corrections in the U.S. territories (American Samoa, 
Guam, and the U.S. Virgin Islands) and U.S. commonwealths 
(Northern Mariana Islands and Puerto Rico). These data are 
only included in appendix table 5 of this report and represent 
all prisoners in the custody of prison facilities in the U.S. 
territories or commonwealths. See Prisoners in 2015 (NCJ 
250229, BJS web, December 2016) for more statistics and 
information, including nonresponse. 


Survey of Jails in Indian Country. The Annual Survey of 
Jails in Indian Country (SJIC) has been conducted annually 
since 1998, except in 2005 and 2006. The SJIC collects detailed 
information on all adult and juvenile confinement facilities, 
3 See Jurisdiction notes in Prisoners in 2015 (NCJ 250229, BJS web, December 
2016) to determine which states did not distinguish between custody and 
jurisdiction counts.


detention centers, jails, and other facilities operated by tribal 
authorities or the U.S. Department of the Interior’s Bureau of 
Indian Affairs. These data are only included in appendix table 
5 of this report. See Jails in Indian Country, 2015 (NCJ 250117, 
BJS web, November 2016) for more statistics and information. 


Counts adjusted for offenders with multiple correctional 
statuses


Offenders under correctional supervision may have multiple 
correctional statuses for several reasons: 


 � probation and parole agencies may not always be notified 
immediately of new arrests, jail admissions, or prison 
admissions


 � absconders included in a probation or parole agency’s 
population in one jurisdiction may actually be incarcerated 
in another jurisdiction 


 � persons may be admitted to jail or prison before formal 
revocation hearings and potential discharge by a probation 
or parole agency


 � persons may be serving separate probation and parole 
sentences concurrently. 


 � state and federal prisons may hold prisoners in county 
facilities or local jails to reduce crowding in their prisons. 


In 1998, through the Annual Probation Survey and Annual 
Parole Survey, BJS began collecting data on the number of 
probationers and parolees with multiple correctional statuses 
and has since expanded on the information collected. In 1999, 
through the NPS, BJS began collecting data on the number of 
prisoners under the jurisdiction of state or federal prisons who 
were held in county facilities or local jails (table 5). This table 
includes adjustments that were made to the total correctional 
population, total community supervision population, and total 
incarcerated population estimates presented in this report to 
exclude offenders with multiple correctional statuses to avoid 
double counting offenders.


The estimates from the ASPP are based on data reported by 
the probation and parole agencies that were able to provide 
the information within the specific reporting year. Because 
some probation and parole agencies did not provide these data 
each year, the numbers may underestimate the total number of 
offenders who had multiple correctional statuses between 2005 
and 2015. 


Due to these adjustments, the sum of correctional statuses in 
figure 1, tables 1 through 4, and appendix tables 1, 2, 3, and 4 
will not equal the total correctional population. In addition, 
the sum of the probation and parole populations for 2008 
through 2015 will not yield the total community supervision 
population because the total was adjusted for parolees who 
were also on probation. Also, the sum of the prison and local 
jail populations for 2005 through 2015 will not equal the total 
incarcerated population because prisoners held in local jails 
were excluded from the total.
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Table 5
Number of offenders with multiple correctional statuses at yearend, by correctional status, 2000–2015


Probationers in— Parolees in—


Year Total
Prisoners held  
in local jail Local jail


State or  
federal prison Local jail


State or  
federal prison On probation


2000 112,500 70,000 20,400 22,100 : : :
2001 116,100 72,500 23,400 20,200 : : :
2002 122,800 72,600 29,300 20,900 : : :
2003 120,400 73,400 25,500 21,500 : : :
2004 130,400 74,400 34,400 21,600 : : :
2005 164,500 73,100 32,600 22,100 18,300 18,400 :
2006 169,900 77,900 33,900 21,700 20,700 15,700 :
2007 156,400 80,600 19,300 23,100 18,800 14,600 :
2008 178,500 83,500 23,800 32,400 19,300 15,600 3,900
2009 168,100 85,200 21,400 23,100 19,100 14,300 5,000
2010 170,300 83,400 21,300 21,500 21,400 14,400 8,300
2011 169,300 82,100 21,100 22,300 18,000 14,900 11,000
2012 168,400 83,600 21,200 21,700 18,500 10,700 12,700
2013 170,800 85,700 22,400 16,700 21,800 11,800 12,500
2014 176,100 81,800 23,500 24,600 21,800 11,600 12,900
2015 174,000 81,200 24,400 28,200 19,600 11,200 9,400
Note: Estimates were rounded to the nearest 100 and may not be comparable to previously published BJS reports due to updated information. Detail may not sum to total due 
to rounding.
: Not calculated or excluded from total correctional population.
Sources: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, Annual Parole Survey, and National Prisoner Statistics program, 2000–2014.


Decomposing the decline in the correctional supervision 
rate 


To decompose the decline in the correctional supervision rate 
discussed in this report, the following formula was used:


ΔR = [P1 * (1/GP1)] – [P0 * (1/GP0)]


= [P1 * ((1/GP1) - (1/GP0))] + [(1/GP0) * (P1 – P0)]


= [(1/GP1) * (P1 – P0)] + [P0 * ((1/GP1) – (1/GP0)]


In this formula, ΔR is the change in the correctional 
supervision rate, P1 is the total correctional population for the 
most recent year, P0 is the total correctional population for the 
earlier year, GP1 is the U.S. adult resident population for the 
most recent year, and GP0 is the U.S. adult resident population 
for the earlier year. The components [(1/GP0) * (P1 – P0)] and 
[(1/GP1) * (P1 – P0)] provide the change in the correctional 
supervision rate due to the change in the total correctional 
population. These two components were summed, and the 
average was used to estimate the amount of change in the 
correctional supervision rate attributed to the change in the 
total correctional population during that period.


The components [P1 * ((1/GP1) – (1/GP0))] and [P0 * ((1/
GP1) – (1/GP0)] provide the change due to the U.S. adult 
resident population. These two components were summed, 
and the average was used to estimate the amount of change in 
the correctional supervision rate attributed to the change in 
the U.S. adult resident population during the period.


Nonresponse adjustments to estimate population counts


Probation, parole, jail, and prison populations 


Probation, parole, jail, and prison population counts 
were adjusted to account for nonresponse across the data 
collections. The methods varied and depended on the type of 
collection, type of respondent, and availability of information. 
For more information on the nonresponse adjustments 
implemented to generate national and jurisdiction-level 
estimates of the probation, parole, and prison populations, 
see the following reports: Prisoners in 2015 (NCJ 250229, BJS 
web, December 2016) and Probation and Parole in the United 
States, 2015 (NCJ 250230, BJS web, December 2016). For more 
information on the nonresponse adjustments implemented 
to generate national counts of the jail population that are 
included in the tables and figures of this report that include 
only national estimates, see Jail Inmates in 2015 (NCJ 250394, 
BJS web, December 2016). 


Jail population—jurisdiction-level estimates


Nonresponse in the 2014 and 2015 DCRP was minimal. The 
unit response rate to the 2014 DCRP was 96.6% and 96.9% 
for the 2015 collection at the time of this report. The item 
response rate for the December 31 confined jail population 
was 98.9% in the 2014 DCRP and 99.6% in the 2015 DCRP. 
For jails that were unable to provide the 2014 and 2015 
yearend count by sex, a carry-forward imputation procedure 
was used to impute values. This procedure used the specific 
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nonrespondent’s data from a prior collection as a substitute for 
missing values in the 2014 or 2015 collection. These prior data 
were adjusted by the state-level rate of change between the year 
that the data were reported and the year the data were missing 
(e.g., data carried forward from 2012 were adjusted to account 
for the growth/decline in the confined population between 
2012 and 2015 within the state where the jail was located). In 
the event that no prior years of reported data were available to 
carry forward, the imputed value from the 2013 Census of Jails 
that was used for weighting was carried forward as a proxy, 
subject to the same state-level adjustment for change in the 
confined population. For more information on the imputation 
method implemented in the 2013 Census of Jails, see Census 
of Jails: Population Changes, 1999–2013 (NDJ 248627, BJS web, 
November 2015). 


Because the DCRP data collection used a census design (no 
sampling), each jail was initially self-representing and had a 
design weight of 1. To reduce nonresponse bias, responding 
jails had their weight adjusted via post-stratification to allow 
their responses to represent jails that did not respond. The 
description of the weighting used in the 2014 and 2015 DCRP 
is described using 2015 as the example. 


Control totals for the 2015 confined jail population from the 
DCRP were estimated at the state level as follows:


 � The year-to-year change in confined jail population 
among respondents to both the 2014 and 2015 DCRP was 
computed within the state.


 � Estimated 2015 values were calculated by multiplying the 
yearly change rate and the 2014 DCRP estimate of confined 
population for jails that did not respond to the 2015 DCRP.


 � The sum of reported, item-imputed, and DCRP-estimated 
values for the 2015 confined jail population for each state 
served as the control totals for the post-stratification 
procedure. The post-stratification weight adjustment factor 
was identical for all jails within a state and was computed as 
the ratio of the control total for state i to the sum of the 
reported and item-imputed 2015 DCRP confined jail 
population values for state i:


PSAdji = 
∑ ni


j=1


Control totali


Reported confinedi + Item imputed confinedj


The final analysis weight is the product of the design weight 
and the post-stratification adjustment factor. Because the 
design weight was 1 for all jails, the analysis weight is equal to 
the adjustment factor. 


Nonresponse adjustments to estimate males and females 
under correctional supervision


The number of males and females on probation or parole 
in 2014 and 2015 were adjusted to account for nonresponse 
using a ratio adjustment method. For jurisdictions that did 
not provide data on sex for a single year, the sex distribution 
reported the prior year was used. For jurisdictions that did not 


provide data on sex for a portion of their population, the sex 
distribution of the known portion of the population was used 
to impute for the unknown portion because it was assumed 
that the distributions were the same. For jurisdictions that 
were unable to provide any data on sex for more than 1 year, 
the state national average was used to impute the number 
of males and females supervised in those states. Adjusted 
jurisdiction totals were then aggregated to produce national 
estimates of the number of males and females on probation 
and parole. 


The counts of prisoners by sex in 2014 and 2015 were adjusted 
to account for nonresponse using either external sources 
or a ratio adjustment method. When possible, BJS used 
information available on state department of corrections’ 
websites to impute the number of males and females under the 
jurisdiction of that state’s prison system within the reference 
year. Otherwise, the sex distribution reported by the state in 
a recent, prior year was used to impute the number of males 
and females in the reference year. For more information, see 
Prisoners in 2015 (NCJ 250229, BJS web, December 2016). 


For jails that were unable to report the number of males 
and females confined at yearend 2014 or 2015, a carry-
forward imputation procedure was used to impute values. 
This procedure used the nonrespondent’s data from a prior 
collection as a substitute for missing values in the 2014 or 2015 
collection. These prior data were adjusted by the state-level rate 
of change between the year that the data were reported and 
the year that the data were missing. For example, data carried 
forward from 2014 were adjusted to account for the growth/
decline in the confined population from 2014 to 2015 (i.e., 
the year the data were missing) within the state where the jail 
was located. In the event that no prior years of reported data 
were available to carry forward, the imputed value from the 
2013 Census of Jails that was used for weighting was carried 
forward as a proxy, subject to the same state-level adjustment 
for change in the confined population. For more information 
on the imputation method implemented in the 2013 Census 
of Jails, see Census of Jails: Population Changes, 1999–2013 
(NCJ 248627, BJS web, November 2015).


To generate estimates of the total correctional population in 
2014 and 2015 by sex and jurisdiction, ratio estimation was 
used to account for male and female offenders with multiple 
correctional statuses in each jurisdiction. These adjustments 
were made by correctional status and were based on reported 
counts, by jurisdiction, of the number of offenders by sex and 
the number of offenders with multiple correctional statuses:


 � To estimate the number of male and female prisoners held 
in local jails, the distribution of the prison population by 
sex within the reference year was applied to the number 
of prisoners in local jails by jurisdiction. The estimated 
number of female prisoners held in local jails was then 
subtracted from the total number of females under 
correctional supervision by jurisdiction. This same method 
was used to adjust the number of males under correctional 
supervision by jurisdiction. 
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 � The correctional population estimates in each jurisdiction 
were also adjusted to account for the number of males 
and females on probation who were held in prisons or 
local jails. The distribution of the local jail population by 
sex was applied to the number of probationers in local 
jails by jurisdiction within the reference year to estimate 
the number of males and females with both correctional 
statuses. In addition, the distribution of the prison 
population by sex was applied to the total number of 
probationers in prison within the reference year to estimate 
the number of males and females with both correctional 
statuses. The estimated number of male probationers 
in prisons and local jails was then subtracted from the 
number of males under correctional supervision within the 
reference year by jurisdiction, and this same method was 
used to adjust the number of females under correctional 
supervision by jurisdiction. This method was also employed 
to account for parolees held in prisons or local jails and the 
totals, by sex, were excluded from the number of males and 
females under correctional supervision in each jurisdiction.


 � To estimate the number of males and females on parole 
who were also on probation in 2014 and 2015, the 
distribution of the parole population by sex within the 
reference year was applied to the number of parolees on 
probation in each jurisdiction. The estimated number 
of males and females with dual community supervision 
statuses was then subtracted from the number of males 
under correctional supervision by jurisdiction. This same 
method was used to adjust the number of females under 
correctional supervision.


Comparability of jurisdiction-level estimates over time


All jurisdiction-level estimates included in this report are 
based on data reported within the reference year. Some 
jurisdictions update their population counts for different 
reasons after submitting their data to BJS. Updated population 
counts usually include data that were not entered into the 
information system before the survey was submitted or data 
that were not fully processed by yearend. 


Also, some jurisdictions have experienced reporting changes 
for one or more correctional population collections over time. 
These changes may result due to administrative changes (such 
as consolidating databases or implementing new information 
systems that result in data review and cleanup), reconciling 
offender records, reclassifying offenders (including those 
on probation to parole and offenders on dual community 
supervision statuses), and including certain subpopulations 
that were not previously reported.


For these reasons, comparisons between jurisdictions and 
comparisons between years for the same jurisdiction over 
time may not be valid. More detailed information about 
updates and reporting changes that impact the ability to make 
jurisdiction-level comparisons over time can be found in the 
source reports for each of the four correctional populations, 
such as the Probation and Parole in the United States series or 
Prisoners series, within the particular reference year. 
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appendix Table 1 
Estimated number and rate of persons supervised by U.S. adult correctional systems, by jurisdiction and correctional status, 2015


Total correction population Community supervision Incarcerated


Jurisdiction


Total 
correctional 
population, 
12/31/2015a


Correctional 
supervision rate 
per 100,000 
U.S. residents 
ages 18 or olderb


Correctional 
supervision rate 
per 100,000 U.S. 
residents of  
all agesb


Number on 
probation 
or parole, 
12/31/2015c


Community 
supervision rate 
per 100,000 U.S. 
residents ages 
18 or olderb


Community 
supervision rate 
per 100,000  
U.S. residents  
of all agesb


Number in 
prison or 
local jail, 
12/31/2015d


Incarceration  
rate per 100,000  
U.S. residents  
ages 18 or olderb


Incarceration 
rate per 
100,000  
U.S. residents  
of all ages


U.S. totale  6,712,600  2,700  2,080  4,650,900  1,870  1,441  2,145,100  860  660 
Federalf  328,500  130  102  132,800  50  40  195,700  80  60 
State  6,384,100  2,560  1,978  4,518,100  1,810  1,400 1,949,400  780  600 


Alabama  107,500  2,850  2,210  64,600  1,710  1,330  42,900  1,140  880 
Alaska  13,900  2,520  1,890  8,500  1,550  1,160  5,400  970  730 
Arizona  136,300  2,600  1,980  83,300  1,590  1,210  54,900  1,050  800 
Arkansas  73,200  3,210  2,450  51,500  2,260  1,720  24,000  1,050  800 
California  550,600  1,820  1,400  349,600  1,160  890  201,000  670  510 
Colorado  120,000  2,830  2,180  89,200  2,100  1,620  31,800  750  580 
Connecticut  61,000  2,150  1,700  45,300  1,600  1,260  15,800  560  440 
Delaware  22,700  3,050  2,390  16,100  2,150  1,690  6,700  890  700 
District of Columbia  10,600  1,900  1,570  9,900  1,780  1,460  1,800  320  270 
Florida  375,800  2,300  1,840  225,400  1,380  1,100  153,000  940  750 
Georgiag  540,000  6,960  5,260  451,800  5,820  4,400  88,500  1,140  860 
Hawaii  28,300  2,520  1,970  22,500  2,000  1,560  5,900  520  410 
Idaho  48,700  3,960  2,930  37,800  3,070  2,270  10,900  890  660 
Illinois  215,100  2,170  1,670  151,300  1,530  1,180  63,900  640  500 
Indiana  166,000  3,280  2,500  122,500  2,420  1,850  43,500  860  650 
Iowa  46,700  1,940  1,490  35,600  1,480  1,140  12,900  540  410 
Kansas  37,400  1,700  1,280  20,900  950  720  16,600  760  570 
Kentucky  103,700  3,030  2,340  70,600  2,060  1,590  33,800  990  760 
Louisiana  114,600  3,210  2,450  71,900  2,010  1,530  49,000  1,370  1,050 
Maine  10,100  940  760  6,700  630  510  4,000  370  300 
Maryland  104,500  2,240  1,740  87,400  1,870  1,450  29,700  640  490 
Massachusetts  86,900  1,600  1,270  66,900  1,230  980  20,100  370  300 
Michigan  250,200  3,240  2,520  193,900  2,510  1,950  57,700  750  580 
Minnesota  121,600  2,880  2,210  105,100  2,490  1,910  16,500  390  300 
Mississippi  71,900  3,170  2,400  44,800  1,970  1,490  28,000  1,230  940 
Missouri  106,000  2,250  1,740  62,600  1,330  1,030  43,400  920  710 
Montana  14,700  1,810  1,410  9,700  1,200  940  5,600  690  540 
Nebraska  22,300  1,560  1,170  13,700  950  720  8,600  600  450 
Nevada  38,300  1,710  1,310  19,200  860  660  19,100  850  650 
New Hampshire  10,900  1,020  820  6,300  590  470  4,600  430  340 
New Jersey  183,500  2,630  2,040  151,300  2,170  1,690  33,900  490  380 
New Mexico  25,000  1,570  1,200  16,800  1,050  800  15,100  950  720 
New York  216,700  1,390  1,090  145,600  930  730  75,900  490  380 
North Carolina  151,200  1,940  1,500  97,400  1,250  960  53,800  690  530 
North Dakota  10,100  1,710  1,320  6,900  1,180  910  3,200  540  410 
Ohio  331,500  3,680  2,850  262,000  2,910  2,250  70,700  790  610 
Oklahomag  73,100  2,460  1,860  33,400  1,130  850  39,700  1,340  1,010 
Oregon  82,900  2,600  2,040  61,900  1,940  1,530  21,000  660  520 
Pennsylvania  374,200  3,690  2,920  296,200  2,920  2,310  83,900  830  650 
Rhode Island  25,300  2,990  2,390  24,400  2,870  2,300  3,200  380  310 
South Carolina  70,100  1,830  1,420  38,500  1,010  780  31,600  820  640 
South Dakota  15,000  2,310  1,740  9,800  1,500  1,130  5,300  820  620 
Tennessee  119,900  2,340  1,810  75,400  1,470  1,140  48,000  940  720 
Texas  687,300  3,360  2,480  488,800  2,390  1,760  214,800  1,050  780 
Utah  25,500  1,210  840  15,700  750  520  11,700  560  390 
Vermont  8,000  1,580  1,280  6,300  1,240  1,000  1,800  350  280 
Virginia  114,400  1,750  1,360  57,000  870  680  57,300  880  680 
Washington  130,600  2,330  1,810  104,700  1,870  1,450  29,700  530  410 


Continued on next page
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West Virginia  20,100  1,370  1,090  10,100  690  550  10,100  690  550 
Wisconsin  100,600  2,240  1,740  65,600  1,460  1,130  35,000  780  610 
Wyoming  9,900  2,200  1,680  5,900  1,320  1,010  3,900  880  670 


Note: Counts were rounded to the nearest 100, and rates were rounded to the nearest 10. Detail may not sum to total due to rounding and because offenders with multiple 
correctional statuses were excluded from totals. Counts include estimates for nonresponding jurisdictions. See Methodology. 
aExcludes, by jurisdiction, an estimated 81,200 prisoners held in jail, 28,200 probationers in prison, 24,400 probationers in jail, 19,600 parolees in jail, 11,200 parolees in prison, and 
9,400 parolees on probation. See table 5. 
bRates were computed using estimates of the U.S adult resident population of persons age 18 or older and persons of all ages on January 1, 2016, within jurisdiction.
cExcludes, by jurisdiction, an estimated 9,400 parolees on probation. See table 5. 
dExcludes, by jurisdiction, an estimated 81,200 prisoners held in jail. See table 5. 
eTotal correctional population and total number in prison and jail include local jail counts that are based on December 31, 2015 in order to produce jurisdiction-level estimates. For this 
reason, excluding appendix tables 2, 3, and 4, the estimates in this table differ from the national estimates presented in other tables and figures in this report. See Methodology. 
fExcludes about 11,000 inmates that were not held in locally operated jails but rather facilities that were operated by the Federal Bureau of Prisons and functioned as jails. 
gTotal correctional population and community supervision population estimates include misdemeanant probation cases, not individuals, supervised by private companies and may 
overstate the number of offenders under supervision.
Sources: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole, Deaths in Custody Reporting Program, and National Prisoner Statistics Program, 2015; and U.S. Census 
Bureau, unpublished U.S. restident population estimates within jurisdiction on January 1, 2016. 
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Estimated number and rate of persons supervised by U.S. adult correctional systems, by jurisdiction and correctional status, 2015


Total correction population Community supervision Incarcerated


Jurisdiction


Total 
correctional 
population, 
12/31/2015a


Correctional 
supervision rate 
per 100,000 
U.S. residents 
ages 18 or olderb


Correctional 
supervision rate 
per 100,000 U.S. 
residents of  
all agesb


Number on 
probation 
or parole, 
12/31/2015c


Community 
supervision rate 
per 100,000 U.S. 
residents ages 
18 or olderb


Community 
supervision rate 
per 100,000  
U.S. residents  
of all agesb


Number in 
prison or 
local jail, 
12/31/2015d


Incarceration  
rate per 100,000  
U.S. residents  
ages 18 or olderb


Incarceration 
rate per 
100,000  
U.S. residents  
of all ages
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appendix Table 2 
Number and rate of persons supervised by U.S. adult correctional systems, by sex and jurisdiction, 2014 and 2015


Total correctional population, 12/31/2014 Total correctional population, 12/31/2015


Number
Rate per 100,000 U.S. 
residents of all agesa Number


Rate per 100,000 U.S. 
residents of all agesa


Jurisdiction Totalb Male Female Male Female Totalb Male Female Male Female
U.S. totalc  6,810,800  5,560,100  1,250,600  3,530  770  6,712,600 5,462,700 1,249,900  3,440  760 


Federal  338,000  300,600  37,400  190  20  328,500  292,000  36,500  180  20 
State  6,472,700  5,259,500  1,213,200  3,340  750  6,384,100 5,170,700 1,213,400  3,250  740 


Alabama  103,400  86,400  17,100  3,670  680  107,500  89,200  18,300  3,780  730 
Alaskad  14,600  12,100  2,400  3,120  700  13,900  11,400  2,500  2,930  720 
Arizona  133,600  111,900  21,700  3,320  640  136,300  114,100  22,200  3,340  640 
Arkansas  69,400  55,800  13,600  3,820  900  73,200  58,300  14,900  3,980  980 
Californiad  592,500  497,900  94,600  2,570  480  550,600  463,400  87,200  2,370  440 
Colorado  119,800  94,000  25,800  3,460  960  120,000  93,900  26,000  3,390  950 
Connecticut  62,300  51,500  10,700  2,940  580  61,000  50,300  10,700  2,870  580 
Delaware  23,300  18,800  4,500  4,130  920  22,700  18,500  4,200  4,020  870 
District of Columbia  11,900  10,200  1,800  3,210  500  10,600  9,800  800  3,050  230 
Florida  382,800  308,900  73,900  3,150  720  375,800  302,600  73,200  3,030  700 
Georgiae  578,000  462,300  115,800  9,330  2,220  540,000  432,900  107,100  8,650  2,030 
Hawaii  28,300  22,300  6,000  3,090  860  28,300  22,400  6,000  3,070  840 
Idaho  48,700  37,700  10,900  4,580  1,330  48,700  37,400  11,200  4,490  1,350 
Illinois  219,000  181,000  38,000  2,860  580  215,100  177,700  37,500  2,810  570 
Indianad  172,500  136,900  35,600  4,200  1,060  166,000  131,300  34,700  4,020  1,030 
Iowa  46,500  36,600  9,900  2,360  630  46,700  36,900  9,900  2,370  630 
Kansasd  37,200  31,000  6,200  2,130  420  37,400  31,000  6,400  2,130  440 
Kentucky  103,600  77,900  25,800  3,580  1,150  103,700  77,500  26,200  3,550  1,160 
Louisiana  113,700  96,300  17,400  4,220  730  114,600 97,100 17,500  4,240  730 
Maine  10,100  8,400  1,700  1,290  250  10,100  8,400  1,700  1,290  260 
Maryland  109,700  92,100  17,700  3,170  570  104,500  87,600  16,900  3,000  550 
Massachusetts  90,300  75,900  14,400  2,310  410  86,900  71,400  15,500  2,160  440 
Michigan  256,700  203,200  53,400  4,170  1,060  250,200  199,600  50,600  4,090  1,000 
Minnesota  120,500  95,500  25,000  3,510  910  121,600  95,900  25,700  3,500  930 
Mississippi  69,700  58,200  11,500  4,000  750  71,900  60,400  11,500  4,160  740 
Missouri  108,500  88,700  19,800  2,980  640  106,000  86,100  19,900  2,880  640 
Montana  14,600  11,700  2,800  2,270  550  14,700  11,700  3,000  2,240  570 
Nebraska  22,500  17,800  4,700  1,890  490  22,300  17,600  4,600  1,860  480 
Nevada  37,200  31,200  6,000  2,170  420  38,300  32,100  6,200  2,190  430 
New Hampshire  11,200  9,300  1,900  1,420  280  10,900  9,000  1,900  1,370  280 
New Jersey  164,500  137,300  27,200  3,140  590  183,500  147,800  35,700  3,370  780 
New Mexico  32,400  25,900  6,500  2,510  620  25,000  19,800 5,200 1,910  490 
New York  222,100  192,200  29,800  2,000  290  216,700  187,300  29,400  1,940  290 
North Carolina  153,300  123,800  29,500  2,540  580  151,200  122,200  29,000  2,490  560 
North Dakota  9,300  7,300  2,000  1,900  560  10,100  7,800  2,300  1,990  610 
Ohio  324,200  249,400  74,800  4,390  1,260  331,500  251,500  80,000  4,420  1,350 
Oklahoma  69,500  57,600  11,900  2,990  600  73,100  60,200  12,900  3,090  650 
Oregon  82,700  68,200  14,500  3,450  720  82,900  68,200  14,700  3,400  720 
Pennsylvania  360,900  284,800  76,100  4,550  1,160  374,200  294,300  79,900  4,690  1,220 
Rhode Island  25,100  21,300  3,800  4,160  700  25,300  21,500  3,800  4,190  700 
South Carolina  71,800  61,000  10,900  2,580  430  70,100  59,400  10,800  2,480  430 
South Dakotad  14,500  11,600  2,800  2,700  660  15,000  11,900  3,100  2,750  720 
Tennessee  119,800  95,800  24,000  2,990  710  119,900  95,700  24,200  2,960  710 
Texas  697,100  562,300  134,900  4,160  980  687,300 553,500 133,800  4,020  960 
Utah  25,800  20,700  5,100  1,390  340  25,500  20,500  5,000  1,350  330 
Vermont  8,400  6,700  1,700  2,180  530  8,000  6,400  1,600  2,070  520 
Virginia  115,300  95,900  19,400  2,330  460  114,400  94,800  19,600  2,290  460 
Washington  137,200  110,500  26,700  3,100  750  130,600  104,500  26,100  2,890  720 
West Virginia  19,600  15,500  4,100  1,700  440  20,100  15,900  4,200  1,740  450 
Wisconsind  97,300  82,300  15,000  2,870  520  100,600  84,500  16,100  2,940  550 
Wyoming  9,700  7,700  2,000  2,570  710  9,900  7,700  2,100  2,580  750 


Note: Counts were rounded to the nearest 100, and rates were rounded to the nearest 10. Detail may not sum to total due to rounding and because offenders with multiple 
correctional statuses were excluded from totals. Counts include estimates for nonresponding jurisdictions. See Methodology. 
aRates were computed using the U.S state resident population of all ages, by sex. U.S. resident populations of persons age 18 or older were not available by sex at the time this 
report was published. For this reason, jurisdiction-level rates in other tables of this report may not be comparable to this table.
bExcludes, by jurisdiction, an estimated 155,100 males and 18,900 females in 2015 and an estimated 154,100 males and 16,700 females in 2014 with multiple correctional 
statuses. See Methodology.
cIncludes local jail counts that are based on December 31, 2015, to produce jurisdiction-level estimates. For this reason, excluding appendix tables 1, 3, and 4, the estimates in 
this table differ from the national estimates presented in other tables and figures in this report. See Methodology. 
dExcludes about 11,00 inmates that were not held in locally operated jails but rather facilities that were operated by the Federal Bureau of Prisons and functioned as jails. 
eIncludes estimates due to nonresponse for sex. See Methodology.
fEstimates include misdemeanant probation cases, not individuals, supervised by private companies and may overstate the number of offenders under supervision.
Sources: Bureau of Justice Statistics,  Annual Probation Survey, Annual Parole Survey, Deaths in Custody Reporting Program, Deaths in Custody Reporting Program—Annual 
Summary on Inmates under Jail Jurisdiction, and National Prisoner Statistics program, 2014 and 2015, and U.S. Census Bureau, unpublished U.S. resident population estimates 
within jurisdiction, by sex, on January 1, 2015 and 2016.
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appendix Table 3 
Number and rate of persons supervised by U.S. adult correctional systems, by sex, correctional status, and jurisdiction, 2015


Community supervision Rate per 100,000  
U.S. residents of all agesa


Incarceratedb Rate per 100,000  
U.S. residents of all agesaNumber Number


Jurisdiction Totalc Male Female Male Female Totald Male Female Male Female
U.S. total  4,650,900  3,594,300  1,056,700  2,260  640  2,145,100  1,942,500  202,600  1,600  160 


Federale  132,800  109,200  23,700  70  10  195,700  182,800  12,900  150  10 
State  4,518,100  3,485,100  1,033,000  2,190  630  1,949,400  1,759,700  189,800  1,450  150 


Alabama  64,600  50,600  14,000  2,140  560  42,900  38,600  4,300  1,640  170 
Alaskaf  8,500  6,600  1,900  1,700  550  5,400  4,800  600  1,230  170 
Arizona  83,300  66,700  16,700  1,950  480  54,900  49,100  5,800  1,440  170 
Arkansas  51,500  39,000  12,500  2,660  820  24,000  21,200  2,800  1,450  180 
Californiaf  349,600  277,500  72,100  1,420  360  201,000  186,000  15,100  950  80 
Colorado  89,200  66,700  22,400  2,410  820  31,800  28,000  3,800  1,010  140 
Connecticut  45,300  35,700  9,500  2,040  520  15,800  14,700  1,100  840  60 
Delaware  16,100  12,400  3,700  2,690  760  6,700  6,100  500  1,330  110 
District of Columbia  9,900  8,500  1,400  2,640  400  1,800  1,700  100  530  30 
Florida  225,400  167,000  58,400  1,670  560  153,000  137,900  15,100  1,380  140 
Georgiag  451,800  353,600  98,200  7,060  1,870  88,500  79,600  8,900  1,590  170 
Hawaii  22,500  17,200  5,300  2,360  740  5,900  5,200  700  710  100 
Idaho  37,800  28,100  9,700  3,370  1,160  10,900  9,300  1,600  1,120  190 
Illinoisf  151,300  118,200  33,100  1,870  510  63,900  59,500  4,400  940  70 
Indianaf  122,500  93,100  29,400  2,850  870  43,500  38,200  5,200  1,170  160 
Iowa  35,600  26,900  8,700  1,730  550  12,900  11,500  1,400  740  90 
Kansasf  20,900  16,400  4,500  1,120  310  16,600  14,800  1,800  1,010  130 
Kentucky  70,600  49,400  21,300  2,260  940  33,800  28,700  5,100  1,310  230 
Louisiana  71,900  57,400  14,500  2,510  600  49,000  45,400  3,600  1,980  150 
Maine  6,700  5,400  1,400  820  200  4,000  3,500  500  540  70 
Maryland  87,400  71,800  15,600  2,460  500  29,700  27,800  1,900  950  60 
Massachusetts  66,900  52,600  14,300  1,590  410  20,100  19,000  1,200  570  30 
Michigan  193,900  147,700  46,100  3,020  910  57,700  53,100  4,600  1,090  90 
Minnesota  105,100  81,000  24,000  2,960  870  16,500  14,800  1,600  540  60 
Mississippi  44,800  35,500  9,300  2,440  600  28,000  25,800  2,300  1,770  150 
Missouri  62,600  47,600  15,000  1,590  480  43,400  38,500  4,900  1,290  160 
Montana  9,700  7,400  2,300  1,430  440  5,600  4,800  800  930  150 
Nebraska  13,700  10,000  3,700  1,050  390  8,600  7,700  900  810  100 
Nevada  19,200  15,200  4,000  1,040  270  19,100  16,800  2,300  1,150  160 
New Hampshire  6,300  4,900  1,400  750  210  4,600  4,100  500  620  80 
New Jersey  151,300  117,700  33,700  2,690  730  33,900  31,700  2,200  720  50 
New Mexico  16,800  12,600  4,200  1,210  400  15,100  13,300  1,800  1,290  170 
New York  145,600  120,500  25,000  1,250  250  75,900  71,100  4,800  740  50 
North Carolina  97,400  73,400  24,000  1,490  460  53,800  48,800  5,000  990  100 
North Dakota  6,900  5,100  1,800  1,300  490  3,200  2,700  400  690  120 
Ohio  262,000  189,700  72,300  3,330  1,220  70,700  62,800  7,900  1,100  130 
Oklahoma  33,400  25,700  7,700  1,320  390  39,700  34,400  5,300  1,770  270 
Oregonf  61,900  49,600  12,300  2,470  600  21,000  18,600  2,400  930  120 
Pennsylvania  296,200  223,500  72,700  3,560  1,110  83,900  76,300  7,600  1,220  120 
Rhode Island  24,400  20,600  3,800  4,010  690  3,200  3,100  100  600  30 
South Carolina  38,500  30,500  8,000  1,280  320  31,600  28,900  2,800  1,210  110 
South Dakotaf  9,800  7,500  2,300  1,720  540  5,300  4,600  800  1,050  180 
Tennessee  75,400  57,100  18,300  1,770  540  48,000  41,600  6,500  1,290  190 
Texas  488,800  375,200  113,600  2,730  810  214,800  192,500  22,300  1,400  160 
Utah  15,700  12,000  3,700  790  240  11,700  10,100  1,600  660  110 


Continued on next page
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Vermont  6,300  4,800  1,500  1,550  470  1,800  1,600  200  520  50 
Virginia  57,000  43,700  13,300  1,060  310  57,300  51,000  6,300  1,230  150 
Washington  104,700  81,600  23,200  2,260  640  29,700  26,300  3,400  730  90 
West Virginia  10,100  7,300  2,800  800  300  10,100  8,700  1,400  950  150 
Wisconsin  65,600  52,700  12,900  1,830  440  35,000  31,800  3,100  1,110  110 
Wyoming  5,900  4,300  1,600  1,450  550  3,900  3,400  600  1,130  200 


Note: Counts were rounded to the nearest 100, and rates were rounded to the nearest 10. Detail may not sum to total due to rounding and because offenders with multiple 
correctional statuses were excluded from totals. Counts include estimates for nonresponding jurisdictions. See Methodology. 
aRates were computed using the U.S state resident population of all ages, by sex. U.S. resident populations of persons age 18 or older were not available by sex at the time this 
report was published. For this reason, jurisdiction-level rates in other tables of this report may not be comparable to the rates in this table.
bTotal correctional population and total number in prison and jail include local jail counts that are based on December 31, 2015 in order to produce jurisdiction-level estimates. 
For this reason, excluding appendix tables 1, 2, and 4, the estimates in this table differ from the national estimates presented in other tables and figures in this report. See 
Methodology.
cExcludes, by jurisdiction, an estimated 9,400 parolees on probation. See table 5. 
dExcludes, by jurisdiction, an estimated 81,200 prisoners held in local jails. See table 5.
eExcludes about 11,000 inmates that were not held in locally operated jails but rather facilities that were operated by the Federal Bureau of Prisons and functioned as jails. 
fIncludes estimates due to nonresponse for sex. See Methodology.
gEstimates include misdemeanant probation cases, not individuals, supervised by private companies and may overstate the number of offenders under supervision.
Sources: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, Annual Parole Survey, Deaths in Custody Reporting Program, and National Prisoner Statistics program, 2015; and 
U.S. Census Bureau, unpublished U.S. resident population estimates within jurisdiction, by sex, on January 1, 2016.


appendix Table 3
Number and rate of persons supervised by U.S. adult correctional systems, by sex, correctional status, and jurisdiction, 2015


Community supervision Rate per 100,000  
U.S. residents of all agesa


Incarceratedb Rate per 100,000  
U.S. residents of all agesaNumber Number


Jurisdiction Totalc Male Female Male Female Totald Male Female Male Female
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appendix Table 4 
Number and rate of persons supervised by U.S. adult correctional systems, by sex and correctional status, 2014


Community supervision Rate per 100,000  
U.S. residents of all agesa


Incarceratedb Rate per 100,000  
U.S. residents of all agesaNumber Number


Jurisdiction Totalc Male Female Male Female Totald Male Female Male Female
U.S. total  4,713,200  3,655,300  1,057,900  2,320  650  2,179,900  1,978,700  201,200  1,260  120 


Federale  128,400  104,800  23,500  70  10  209,600  195,700  13,900  120  10 
State  4,584,800  3,550,500  1,034,300  2,250  640  1,970,300  1,783,000  187,300  1,130  120 


Alabamaf  61,400  48,400  13,000  2,060  520  44,400  39,900  4,400  1,700  180 
Alaska  9,300  7,500  1,800  1,930  510  5,300  4,600  700  1,190  190 
Arizona  80,700  64,600  16,100  1,920  470  54,800  49,000  5,800  1,450  170 
Arkansas  49,300  37,700  11,600  2,580  770  23,400  21,000  2,400  1,440  160 
Californiaf  382,600  303,900  78,700  1,570  400  210,000  194,000  15,900  1,000  80 
Colorado  89,100  66,700  22,400  2,450  830  31,500  27,900  3,600  1,030  130 
Connecticut  45,600  36,100  9,600  2,060  520  16,600  15,500  1,100  880  60 
Delaware  16,300  12,500  3,900  2,740  790  7,000  6,400  600  1,400  120 
District of Columbia  11,400  9,600  1,700  3,050  490  1,600  1,500  100  490  30 
Florida  231,600  172,500  59,100  1,760  580  153,800  138,800  15,000  1,410  150 
Georgiag  491,800  384,500  107,400  7,760  2,060  89,500  80,700  8,800  1,630  170 
Hawaii  22,500  17,100  5,400  2,370  760  5,900  5,200  700  720  90 
Idaho  37,700  28,300  9,300  3,440  1,140  11,000  9,400  1,600  1,140  190 
Illinois  151,800  118,600  33,200  1,880  510  67,200  62,400  4,800  990  70 
Indiana  128,100  97,700  30,400  3,000  910  44,500  39,300  5,200  1,210  150 
Iowa  35,500  26,700  8,800  1,720  560  12,700  11,400  1,300  730  80 
Kansas  20,400  16,000  4,400  1,100  300  16,800  15,000  1,800  1,030  120 
Kentucky  70,800  49,800  21,000  2,290  940  33,500  28,600  4,900  1,320  220 
Louisiana  70,600  56,400  14,200  2,470  600  49,100  45,400  3,700  1,990  150 
Maine  6,600  5,300  1,300  810  190  4,100  3,700  500  560  70 
Marylandf  91,100  74,900  16,200  2,580  520  31,100  29,100  2,000  1,000  70 
Massachusetts  70,200  57,000  13,200  1,730  380  20,300  19,100  1,200  580  40 
Michiganf  199,000  149,900  49,100  3,070  970  59,400  54,900  4,500  1,130  90 
Minnesota  104,300  80,800  23,500  2,970  850  16,200  14,700  1,500  540  60 
Mississippi  44,300  35,100  9,200  2,410  600  25,400  23,100  2,300  1,590  150 
Missouri  65,800  50,700  15,100  1,700  490  42,700  38,000  4,700  1,280  150 
Montana  9,700  7,500  2,200  1,460  430  5,500  4,800  700  920  140 
Nebraska  14,000  10,200  3,800  1,090  400  8,500  7,600  900  810  100 
Nevada  18,000  14,200  3,800  980  270  19,300  17,000  2,200  1,180  160 
New Hampshire  6,300  5,000  1,300  760  190  4,900  4,300  600  660  80 
New Jersey  130,800  105,800  25,000  2,420  550  35,200  32,900  2,300  750  50 
New Mexico  18,100  13,400  4,700  1,290  450  14,300  12,600  1,800  1,210  170 
New York  149,100  123,600  25,500  1,290  250  77,500  72,700  4,700  760  50 
North Carolina  99,300  74,600  24,700  1,530  480  54,000  49,200  4,800  1,010  90 
North Dakota  6,200  4,600  1,600  1,190  440  3,200  2,800  400  720  120 
Ohio  256,200  188,500  67,700  3,320  1,140  69,100  61,800  7,300  1,090  120 
Oklahoma  31,100  24,100  7,100  1,250  360  38,400  33,600  4,800  1,740  250 
Oregon  61,900  49,600  12,300  2,510  610  20,900  18,600  2,200  940  110 
Pennsylvaniaf  281,400  212,400  68,900  3,390  1,050  85,200  77,700  7,500  1,240  110 
Rhode Island  24,100  20,300  3,800  3,960  700  3,400  3,200  200  630  30 
South Carolina  40,000  31,900  8,100  1,350  320  31,900  29,100  2,800  1,230  110 
South Dakota  9,400  7,200  2,200  1,680  520  5,100  4,500  600  1,040  150 
Tennessee  76,400  57,900  18,600  1,810  550  46,800  40,900  6,000  1,270  180 
Texas  496,900  381,700  115,100  2,820  840  217,000  195,200  21,800  1,440  160 
Utah  15,300  11,700  3,600  780  250  12,700  10,900  1,800  730  120 
Vermont  6,800  5,200  1,600  1,690  490  2,000  1,800  200  590  50 


Continued on next page
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appendix Table 4
Number and rate of persons supervised by U.S. adult correctional systems, by sex and correctional status, 2014


Community supervision Rate per 100,000  
U.S. residents of all agesa


Incarceratedb Rate per 100,000  
U.S. residents of all agesaNumber Number


Jurisdiction Totalc Male Female Male Female Totald Male Female Male Female
Virginia  56,700  43,500  13,200  1,060  310  58,600  52,400  6,200  1,270  150 
Washingtonf  109,100  85,400  23,700  2,400  670  30,900  27,400  3,500  770  100 
West Virginiaf  9,900  7,200  2,800  790  290  9,900  8,500  1,400  930  150 
Wisconsin  64,500  52,500  12,000  1,830  410  34,600  31,500  3,100  1,100  110 
Wyoming  5,900  4,400  1,500  1,470  530  3,800  3,300  500  1,100  180 


Note: Counts were rounded to the nearest 100, and rates were rounded to the nearest 10. Detail may not sum to total due to rounding and because offenders with multiple 
correctional statuses were excluded from totals. Counts include estimates for nonresponding jurisdictions. See Methodology. 
aRates were computed using the U.S state resident population of all ages, by sex. U.S. resident populations of persons age 18 or older were not available by sex at the time this 
report was published. For this reason, jurisdiction-level rates in other tables of this report may not be comparable to the rates in this table.
bTotal correctional population and total number in prison and jail include local jail counts that are based on December 31, 2015 in order to produce jurisdiction-level estimates. For 
this reason, excluding appendix tables 1, 2, and 3, the estimates in this table differ from the national estimates presented in other tables and figures in this report. See Methodology.
cExcludes, by jurisdiction, an estimated 12,900 parolees on probation. See table 5.
dExcludes, by jurisdiction, an estimated 81,700 prisoners held in local jails. See table 5.
eExcludes about 11,000 inmates that were not held in locally operated jails but rather facilities that were operated by the Federal Bureau of Prisons and functioned as jails. 
fIncludes estimates due to nonresponse for sex. See Methodology.
gEstimates include misdemeanant probation cases, not individuals, supervised by private companies and may overstate the number of offenders under supervision.
Sources: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, Annual Parole Survey, Deaths in Custody Reporting Program, and National Prisoner Statistics program, 2014; and 
U.S. Census Bureau, unpublished U.S. resident population estimates within jurisdiction, by sex, on January 1, 2015.


appendix Table 5 
Number of persons incarcerated by other adult correctional systems, 2000, 2010, and 2014–2015


Number of persons Average annual  
change, 2000–2014


Percent change,  
2014–2015Other adult correctional systems 2000 2010 2014 2015


Total  20,400  17,600  17,800  16,800 -0.9% -5.7%
Territorial prisonsa  16,200  13,800  14,000  12,900 -1.0 -8.1
Military faciltiesb  2,400  1,400  1,400  1,400 -3.9 -0.8
Jails in Indian countryc  1,800  2,400  2,400  2,500 2.1 5.5
Note: Estimates were rounded to the nearest 100 and are for December 31. Total excludes persons held in local jails, under the jurisdiction of state or federal prisons,  
in U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement facilities, or held in juvenile facilities. 
aThe 2014 and 2015 totals include population counts that were estimated for some territories due to nonresponse. See Prisoners in 2015 (NCJ 250229, BJS web, December 2016) 
for detailed statistics of this population. 
bSee Prisoners in 2015 (NCJ 250229, BJS web, December 2016) for detailed statistics of this population. 
cPopulation counts are for the last weekday in June of each year. See Jails in Indian Country, 2015 (NCJ 250117, BJS web, November 2016) for detailed statistics of this population.
Sources: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Prisoner Statistics program, and Survey of Jails in Indian Country, 2000, 2010, and 2014–2015.







CO R R E C T I O N A L  P O P U L AT I O N S  I N  T H E  U N I T E D  S TAT E S ,  2015 |  D E C E M B E R  2016 19


appendix Table 6 
Persons held in custody in state or federal prisons or in local jails, 2000, 2010, and 2014–2015


Number Average annual 
change, 2000–2014


Percent change, 
2014–2015Persons in custody 2000 2010 2014 2015


Total  1,938,500  2,266,500  2,217,900 2,168,400 1.0% -2.2%
Federal prisonersa  140,100  207,000  209,600  195,800 2.9% -6.6%


Prisons  133,900  198,300  200,100  186,700 2.9 -6.7
Federal facilities  124,500  173,100  169,500  160,700 2.2 -5.2
Privately operated facilities  9,400  25,200  30,500  26,000 8.4 -14.8


Community corrections centersb  6,100  8,600  9,500  9,200 3.2 -3.2
State prisoners  1,177,200  1,310,800  1,264,800  1,244,400 0.5% -1.6%


State facilitiesc  1,101,200  1,216,700  1,173,100  1,153,100 0.5 -1.7
Privately operated facilities  76,100  94,100  91,700  91,300 1.3 -0.4


Local jails  621,100  748,700  744,600  728,200 1.3% -2.2%
Incarceration rated  690  700  690  670 -- -2.9%


Adult incarceration ratee  920  910  900  870 -0.2% -3.3
Note: Estimates may not be comparable to previously published BJS reports due to updated information. Counts were rounded to the nearest 100 and include estimates for 
nonresponding jurisdictions; see Methodology. Rates were rounded to the nearest 10. Detail may not to sum to total due to rounding. Prison counts are for December 31; jail 
counts are for the last weekday in June. Total includes all persons held in local jails, state or federal prisons, or privately operated facilities. It does not include persons held in 
U.S. territories (appendix table 5), military facilities (appendix table 5), in U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement facilities, in jails in Indian country (appendix table 5), or 
in juvenile facilities. See Methodology for sources of incarceration data and Terms and definitions for an explanation of the differences between the custody prison population 
reported in this table only and the jurisdiction prison population reported in all other tables and figures of this report.
-- Less than 0.05%.
aAfter 2001, responsibility for sentenced prisoners from the District of Columbia was transferred to the Federal Bureau of Prisons.
bNonsecure, privately operated community corrections centers. 
cExcludes prisoners held in local jails in Georgia for 2010, 2014, and 2015 to avoid double counting.
dThe total number in the custody of local jails, state or federal prisons, or privately operated facilities within the year per 100,000 U.S. residents of all ages. 
eThe total number in custody per 100,000 U.S. residents age 18 or older. 
Sources: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Survey of Jails, and National Prisoner Statistics program, 2000, 2010, and 2014–2015; and U.S. Census bureau, postcensal estimated 
restident populations for January 1 of the following year, 2001, 2011, 2015, and 2016. 


appendix Table 7 
Standard errors for local jail inmates at midyear, 2005–2015
Year Total Standard errora


2005  747,500  ~ 
2006  765,800  3,550 
2007  780,200  3,720 
2008  785,500  4,020 
2009  767,400  4,230 
2010  748,700  5,430 
2011  735,600  6,010 
2012  744,500  7,680 
2013  731,200  8,040 
2014  744,600  8,380 
2015  728,200  7,380 
Note: Population estimates were rounded to the nearest 100. Standard errors were 
rounded to the nearest 10.
~Not applicable. Data represent a complete enumeration based on the 2005 Census 
of Jail Inmates.
aUnless noted for a specific year, data are based on the number of inmates confined 
on the last weekday in June. 
Sources: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Survey of Jails, and Census of Jail 
Inmates, 2005–2015. 
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Probation and Parole in the 
United States, 2015
Danielle Kaeble and Thomas P. Bonczar, BJS Statisticians


At yearend 2015, an estimated 4,650,900 adults 
were under community supervision—a 
decrease of 62,300 offenders from yearend 


2014 (figure 1).1 About 1 in 53 adults in the United 
States was under community supervision at yearend 
2015. This population includes adults on probation, 
parole, or any other post-prison supervision, with 
probationers accounting for the majority (81%) 
of adults under community supervision. (See BJS 
definition of probation and parole textbox.)


The 1.3% decline observed in the adult community 
corrections population was due to the drop in the 
probation population. The probation population 
declined from an estimated 3,868,400 offenders at 
yearend 2014 to 3,789,800 at yearend 2015 (figure 2). 
The parole population continued to rise with a 
1.5% increase, from 857,700 offenders at yearend 
2014 to 870,500 at yearend 2015 (figure 3).
1 The community supervision population excludes parolees 
on probation to avoid double counting offenders. See table 7 
and Methodology.


H I G H L I G H T S
 � At yearend 2015, an estimated 4,650,900 adults 


were under community supervision, down by 
62,300 offenders from yearend 2014.


 � Approximately 1 in 53 adults in the United States 
was under community supervision at yearend 2015. 


 � The adult probation population declined by 
78,700 offenders from yearend 2014 to yearend 
2015, falling to 3,789,800.


 � Movement onto probation decreased from an 
estimated 2,065,800 entries in 2014 to 1,966,100 
in 2015.


 � Probation exits declined from 2,129,100 in 2014 to 
2,043,200 in 2015. 


 � The adult parole population increased by 
12,800 offenders from yearend 2014 to yearend 
2015, to an estimated 870,500 offenders.


 � Parole entries increased for the first time in seven 
years. Parole exits increased for the first time in 
six years.


 � Entries to parole increased from an estimated 
461,100 in 2014 to 475,200 in 2015.


 � Exits from parole increased from 450,800 in 2014 to 
463,700 in 2015.
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Figure 1
Adults under community supervision on December 31 
and annual percent change, 2005−2015


Note: Estimates are based on most recent data and may differ from 
previously published statistics. See Methodology.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey and Annual 
Parole Survey, 2005−2015. 
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Data in this report were collected through the Bureau of 
Justice Statistics’ (BJS) Annual Probation Survey and Annual 
Parole Survey. Both surveys collect data from U.S. probation 
and parole agencies on yearend counts, movements (i.e., 
entries and exits), offender characteristics, and outcomes of 
supervision. For this report, an adult is any person subject 
to the jurisdiction of an adult court or correctional agency. 
Reporting methods for some probation and parole agencies 
have changed over time (see Methodology). Appendix tables 
1 through 6 present additional 2015 data by jurisdiction.
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Figure 2
Adults on probation at yearend, 2005−2015


Note: Estimates are based on most recent data and may differ from previously 
published statistics. See Methodology. 
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, 2005−2015.
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Figure 3
Adults on parole at yearend, 2005−2015


Note: Estimates are based on most recent data and may differ from previously 
published statistics. See Methodology. 
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Parole Survey, 2005−2015.


BJS definition of probation and parole
Probation is a court-ordered period of correctional 
supervision in the community, generally as an alternative 
to incarceration. In some cases, it can be a combined 
sentence of incarceration followed by a period of 
community supervision.


Parole is a period of conditional supervised release in the 
community following a prison term. It includes parolees 
released through discretionary or mandatory supervised 
release from prison, those released through other types 
of post-custody conditional supervision, and those 
sentenced to a term of supervised release.
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The decline in community supervision was primarily due 
to a decline in the probation population


The community supervision population in 2015 was at its 
lowest level since 2005 (table 1). In each year between 2008 
and 2015, declines ranged from 0.5% to 2.6%. Since 2005, the 
population under community supervision declined by 6% due 
to a decline in the probation population. 


The probation population increased from 2005 to 2007, 
followed by a decline through 2015. During the same period, 
the parole population increased by 11%. With the exception of 
2009 and 2013, each year from 2005 to 2015 saw an increase 
in the number of individuals supervised on parole. This 
increase had little effect on the total community supervision 
population. The probation population continued to be over 
four times the size of the population of individuals on parole.


The rate of adults under community supervision fell to 
1,886 per 100,000 U.S. adult residents


The rate of adults under community supervision declined 
from 1,911 offenders per 100,000 U.S. adult residents at 
yearend 2014 to 1,886 per 100,000 at yearend 2015. This was 
consistent with the decline in the number of adults under 
community supervision (table 2). The rate of adults on 
probation declined from 1,568 offenders per 100,000 U.S. adult 
residents at yearend 2014 to 1,522 at yearend 2015. The 
parole rate increased for the first time since 2012, from 
348 offenders per 100,000 U.S. adult residents in 2014 to 
350 in 2015. This was similar to the rate of parolees observed 
in 2005 (351 per 100,000).


Table 2
Rates of U.S. adult residents on community supervision, 
probation, and parole, 2005−2015


Number per 100,000  
U.S. adult residents U.S. adult residents on—


Year
Community 
supervisiona Probation Parole


Community 
supervisionb Probation Parole


2005  2,215  1,864  351 1 in 45 1 in 54 1 in 285
2006  2,228  1,875  353 1 in 45 1 in 53 1 in 283
2007  2,239  1,878  361 1 in 45 1 in 53 1 in 277
2008c  2,202  1,847  357 1 in 45 1 in 54 1 in 280
2009  2,148  1,797  353 1 in 47 1 in 56 1 in 283
2010  2,067  1,715  356 1 in 48 1 in 58 1 in 281
2011  2,017  1,663  358 1 in 50 1 in 60 1 in 279
2012  1,984  1,634  356 1 in 50 1 in 61 1 in 281
2013  1,946  1,603  348 1 in 51 1 in 62 1 in 287
2014  1,911  1,568  348 1 in 52 1 in 64 1 in 288
2015  1,868  1,522  350 1 in 53 1 in 66 1 in 286
Note: Detail may not sum to total due to rounding. Rates are based on most recent 
data available and may differ from previously published statistics. Rates are based 
on the total community supervision, probation, and parole population counts as of 
December 31 of the reporting year and the estimated U.S. adult resident population 
on January 1 of each subsequent year. 
aIncludes adults on probation and adults on parole. For 2008 to 2015, detail does 
not sum to total because the community supervision rate was adjusted to exclude 
parolees who were also on probation. See Methodology.
bIncludes adults on probation and adults on parole.
cSee Methodology for estimating change in population counts.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey and Annual Parole 
Survey, 2005–2015; and U.S. Census Bureau, National Intercensal Estimates, 
2006–2010, and Population Estimates, January 1, 2011–2016.


Table 1
Adults under community supervision on probation or parole, 
yearend 2005−2015
Year Total Probation Parole
2005  4,946,600  4,162,300  784,400 
2006  5,035,000  4,236,800  798,200 
2007  5,119,000  4,293,000  826,100 
2008  5,093,400  4,271,200  826,100 
2009  5,019,900  4,199,800  824,600 
2010  4,888,500  4,055,900  840,800 
2011  4,818,300  3,973,800 855,500
2012  4,790,700  3,944,900  858,400 
2013  4,749,800  3,912,900 849,500
2014  4,713,200  3,868,400 857,700
2015  4,650,900  3,789,800  870,500 


Percent change,  
  2005–2015 -6.0% -8.9% 11.0%
Percent change,  
  2014–2015 -1.3% -2.0% 1.5%


Note: Counts are rounded to the nearest 100. Detail may not sum to total due to 
rounding. Estimates are based on most recent data and may differ from previously 
published statistics. Reporting methods for some probation agencies changed over 
time. See Methodology. 
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey and Annual Parole 
Survey, 2005−2015.
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Probation entries and exits each decreased by more 
than 4% in 2015


Movements onto (entries) and off (exits) probation declined 
by 4% between 2014 and 2015. Prior to this decline, a slight 
increase was observed in 2013 in both entries and exits. 
Probation entries started to decrease and exits remained stable 
in 2014. Exits from probation continued to exceed entries to 
probation for the seventh consecutive year.


Between 2014 and 2015, probation entries declined 5%, from 
an estimated 2,065,800 entries to 1,966,100 (figure 4). During 
the same period, exits declined by 4% from an estimated 
2,129,100 exits to 2,043,200. The declines in both entries 
and exits led to an overall decline in movements onto and 
off probation, from 4,194,900 in 2014 to 4,009,300 in 2015. 
(See Methodology for a discussion of estimating change in 
population counts.)


The exit rate for probationers was consistent with rates 
observed in 2005


The rate at which probationers exit supervision (the number 
that exit probation divided by the average of the probation 
population at the beginning and end of the year) provides 
a measure of how quickly the population turns over. Since 
2005, the rate of exits from probation has remained consistent, 
ranging from 52 to 55 per 100 probationers. In 2015, the exit 
rate mirrored 2005 at 53 per 100 probationers (table 3). 


The completion rate (turnover due to completing the term of 
supervision either through a full-term completion or early 
discharge) was 33 exits per 100 probationers during 2015, 
which was similar to the rate observed in 2005 (32 per 100). 
This was down from rates that had been consistent since 2009 
(35 to 36 per 100).


Table 3
Rate of probation exits, by type of exit, 2005 and 2010−2015
Type of exit 2005 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015


Total exit ratea 53 55 54 52 54 55 53
Completion 32 36 36 36 36 35 33
Incarcerationb 8 9 9 8 8 8 8
Absconder 2 1 1 1 1 1 1
Other unsatisfactoryc 7 6 5 5 6 7 7
Otherd 4 2 2 2 2 2 2
Note: Rates are per 100 probationers. Detail may not sum to total due to rounding. Rates are based on most recent data and may differ from previously published statistics. 
See Methodology.
--Less than 0.5 per 100 probationers.
aThe ratio of the number of probationers exiting supervision during the year to the average daily probation population (i.e., average of the January 1 and December 31 
populations within the reporting year). Includes 1 per 100 probationers or fewer who were discharged to custody, detainer, or warrant; 1 per 100 who were transferred to 
another probation agency; and fewer than 0.5 per 100 who died.
bIncludes probationers who were incarcerated for a new offense and those who had their current probation sentence revoked (e.g., violating a condition of supervision).
cIncludes probationers discharged from supervision who failed to meet all conditions of supervision, including some with only financial conditions remaining, some who had 
their probation sentence revoked but were not incarcerated because their sentence was immediately reinstated, and other types of unsatisfactory exits. Includes some early 
terminations and expirations of sentence.
dIncludes, but not limited to, probationers discharged from supervision through a legislative mandate because they were deported or transferred to the jurisdiction of 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement; transferred to another state through an interstate compact agreement; had their sentence dismissed or overturned by the court 
through an appeal; had their sentence closed administratively, deferred, or terminated by the court; were awaiting a hearing; or were released on bond.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, 2005 and 2010−2015.


0


500,000


1,000,000


1,500,000


2,000,000


2,500,000


Probation exits


Probation entries


20152014201320122011201020092008200720062005


Number 


Figure 4
Probation entries and exits, 2005−2015


Note: Estimates are based on most recent data and may differ from previously 
published statistics. See Methodology. 
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, 2005−2015.
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Probation population characteristics remained relatively 
unchanged during the last decade


At yearend 2015, 25% of probationers were female, compared 
to 23% in 2005 (table 4). Similarly, the racial composition of 
probationers at yearend 2015 was unchanged from 2005. In 
both 2015 and 2005, more than half (55%) of probationers 
were non-Hispanic white, 30% were non-Hispanic black, and 
13% were Hispanic or Latino. 


More than half of probationers were supervised for a felony 
offense over the entire 2005 to 2015 period, exceeding those 
supervised for a misdemeanor (49% or lower). At least 7 in 10 
probationers were on active status, or those regularly required 
to contact a probation authority, since at least 2005.


U.S. parole population increased 1.5% in 2015


The parole population increased in 2015 for the second 
consecutive year and for the seventh time in 10 years. At 
yearend 2015, an estimated 870,500 offenders were on 
parole, up from 857,700 at yearend 2014. Both the state (up 
7,600 parolees) and the federal system (up 5,200 parolees) 
contributed to this increase. 


Between 2014 and 2015, entries to parole increased from an 
estimated 461,100 to 475,200 (up 14,100), and exits from 
parole rose from 452,800 to 463,700 (up 10,900) (figure 5). 
Parole entries increased for the first year since 2008, and exits 
increased for the first year since 2009. Entries continued to 
exceed exits for the sixth consecutive year. Overall movements 
onto and off parole increased from 913,900 in 2014 to 938,900 
in 2015. Even after the increase, combined movements onto 
and off parole were still about 9% lower than the 1,036,300 
observed in 2005.


Table 4
Characteristics of adults on probation, 2005, 2014, and 2015
Characteristic 2005 2014 2015
Sex 100% 100% 100%


Male 77 75 75
Female 23 25 25


Race/Hispanic origin* 100% 100% 100%
White 55 54 55
Black/African American 30 30 30
Hispanic/Latino 13 13 13
American Indian/Alaska Native 1 1 1
Asian/Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 1 1 1
Two or more races -- -- --


Status of supervision 100% 100% 100%
Active 72 73 76
Residential/other treatment program 1 1 1
Financial conditions remaining … 1 2
Inactive 9 5 4
Absconder 10 8 7
Supervised out of jurisdiction 2 6 2
Warrant status 6 2 5
Other -- 4 4


Type of offense 100% 100% 100%
Felony 50 56 57
Misdemeanor 49 42 41
Other infractions 1 2 2


Most serious offense 100% 100% 100%
Violent 18% 19% 20%


Domestic violence 6 4 4
Sex offense 3 3 4
Other violent offense 10 12 13


Property 23% 28% 28%
Drug 25% 25% 25%
Public order 19% 16% 15%


DWI/DUI 14 14 13
Other traffic offense 5 2 2


Other 14% 11% 12%
Note: Detail may not sum to total due to rounding. Estimates are based on most 
recent data and may differ from previously published statistics. See Methodology. 
Characteristics are based on probationers with a known type of status. 
--Less than 0.05%.
…Not available.
*Excludes persons of Hispanic or Latino origin, unless specified.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, 2005, 2014, and 2015.
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Figure 5
Estimated parole entries and exits, 2005−2015


Note: Estimates are based on most recent data and may differ from previously 
published statistics. See Methodology. 
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Parole Survey, 2005−2015.
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The parole exit rate increased after five consecutive 
annual decreases


The parole exit rate increased to 54 exits per 100 parolees 
in 2015, halting a downward trend first observed in 2011 
(table 5). The exit rate, due to completion of a supervised term 


or early discharge, was 33 exits per 100 parolees in 2014 and 
has remained between 35 and 32 exits per 100 parolees since 
2008. In 2015, the rate of return to incarceration remained 
unchanged from 2013 and 2014 (14 exits per 100 parolees), but 
declined overall from 25 per 100 in 2005.


Table 5
Rate of parole exits, by type of exit, 2005 and 2010−2015
Type of exit 2005 2010 2011 2012 2013d 2014d 2015d


Total exit ratea 66 67 63 58 54 53 54
Completion 30 35 34 34 32 33 33
Returned to incarceration 25 23 20 15 14 14 14


With new sentence 8 6 6 5 4 4 4
With revocation 16 16 13 8 9 8 8
Other/unknown 1 1 2 1 1 1 2


Absconder 7 6 6 6 4 3 4
Other unsatisfactoryb 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Transferred to another state 1 1 1 1 0 0 0
Death 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Otherc 1 1 1 1 1 1 2
Note: Detail may not sum to total due to rounding. 
aThe ratio of the number of parolees exiting supevision during the year to the average daily parole population (i.e., average of the January 1 and December 31 populations 
within the reporting year).
bIncludes parolees discharged from supervision who failed to meet all conditions of supervision, including some who had their parole sentence revoked but were not 
incarcerated because their sentence was immediately reinstated, and other types of unsatisfactory exits. Includes some early terminations and expirations of sentence 
reported as unsatisfactory exits.
cIncludes, but not limited to, parolees discharged from supervision because they were deported or transferred to the jurisdiction of Immigration and Customs Enforcement, 
had their sentence terminated by the court through an appeal, and were transferred to another state through an interstate compact agreement or discharged to probation 
supervision.
dIncludes imputed data for California, based on information provided for 2012. 
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Parole Survey, 2005 and 2010−2015.
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Parolees being supervised for drug offenses decreased 
6 percentage points since 2005


Parolees being supervised for drug offenses decreased 
from 37% in 2005 to 31% in 2015, while the percentage of 
individuals being supervised for violent crimes increased 
from 26% to 32% during the same period (table 6). In 2015, 
4% of parolees were supervised for weapons crimes, which 
was the same as in 2014. Approximately 44% of parolees were 
white, compared to black (38%) and Hispanic (16%) parolees. 
Males made up 87% of the adult parole population, which 
was similar to the rates in 2014 and 2005 (88% each). More 
than 8 in 10 parolees were on active supervision over the entire 
2005 to 2015 period. 


Table 6
Characteristics of adults on parole, 2005, 2014, and 2015
Characteristic 2005 2014 2015
Sex 100% 100% 100%


Male 88 88 87
Female 12 12 13


Race/Hispanic origina 100% 100% 100%
White 41 43 44
Black/African American 40 39 38
Hispanic/Latino 18 16 16
American Indian/Alaska Native 1 1 1
Asian/Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 1 1 1
Two or more races 0 -- --


Status of supervision 100% 100% 100%
Active 83 84 83
Inactive 4 5 5
Absconder 7 6 6
Supervised out of state 4 4 4
Financial conditions remaining … 0 0
Other 2 2 3


Maximum sentence to incarceration 100% 100% 100%
Less than 1 year 3 6 6
1 year or more 97 94 94


Most serious offense 100% 100% 100%
Violent 26% 31% 32%


Sex offense … 7 8
Other violent … 24 24


Property 24% 22% 21%
Drug 37% 31% 31%
Weapon … 4% 4%
Otherb 13% 12% 13%


Note: Detail may not sum to total due to rounding. Estimates based on most 
recent data and may differ from previously published statistics. See Methodology. 
Characteristics based on parolees with known type of status. 
--Less than 0.05%.
…Not available.
aExcludes persons of Hispanic or Latino origin, unless specified.
bIncludes public order offenses.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Parole Survey, 2005, 2014, and 2015.
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Methodology
The Bureau of Justice Statistics’ (BJS) Annual Probation Survey 
and Annual Parole Survey, which began in 1980, collects 
data from U.S. probation and parole agencies that supervise 
adults. This data collection defines adults as persons subject 
to the jurisdiction of an adult court or correctional agency. 
Juveniles sentenced as adults in a criminal court are considered 
adults. Juveniles under the jurisdiction of a juvenile court or 
correctional agency are excluded from these data. The National 
Criminal Justice Information and Statistics; Service of the Law 
Enforcement Assistance Administration, BJS’s predecessor 
agency, began a statistical series on parole in 1976 and on 
probation in 1979.


The two surveys collect data on the number of adults 
supervised in the community on January 1 and December 31 
each year, the number of entries and exits to supervision 
during the reporting year, and characteristics of the population 
at yearend. See appendix tables for detailed data. Both surveys 
cover all 50 states, the District of Columbia, and the federal 
system. BJS depends on the voluntary participation of state 
central reporters and separate state, county, and court agencies 
for these data.


During 2015, RTI International served as BJS’s collection 
agent for the 50 states and the District of Columbia. Data 
for the federal system were provided directly to BJS from 
the Office of Probation and Pretrial Services, Administrative 
Office of the United States Courts, through the Federal Justice 
Statistics Program.


Probation


The 2015 Annual Probation Survey was sent to 460 agencies, 
one less agency than the 2014 population frame as the result of 
a Michigan local probation agency closure in 2014. Following 
the opening of one probation agency in Florida and the 
closure of another in Ohio during 2015, there were a total of 
460 agencies on the population frame for the 2015 Annual 
Probation Survey. The 460 respondents included 35 central 
state agencies; 425 separate state, county, or court agencies, 
including the state probation agency in Georgia (which 
also provided data received from local public and private 
probation agencies in Georgia), Pennsylvania (which also 
provided data for its 65 counties), the District of Columbia; 
and the federal system. States with multiple agencies included 
Alabama (3), Colorado (8), Florida (42), Georgia (2), Idaho 
(2), Kentucky (3), Michigan (130), Missouri (2), Montana (4), 
New Mexico (2), Ohio (185), Oklahoma (3), Pennsylvania 
(2), Tennessee (3), and Washington (32). Of the 460 agencies 


in the population frame, 1 locality in Colorado, 6 in Florida, 
17 in Michigan, 15 in Ohio, and 5 in Washington did not 
provide data for the 2015 collection. The state agency in Alaska 
provided information on the total number on community 
supervision, but was unable to report separately for those on 
probation. Oregon was unable to provide data for 2015 because 
of computer system issues. At the request of the Oregon 
respondent, the December 31, 2014, population count was 
used as an estimate for January 1, 2015, and December 31, 
2015. Estimates for December 31, 2015, have been included 
in national and “all state” totals. (See Explanatory Notes for 
more information.)


Parole


The 2015 Annual Parole Survey was sent to 53 agencies: 
50 central state reporters, which included the state parole 
agency in Pennsylvania (which also provided data for its 
65 counties), the District of Columbia, and the federal system. 
In this report, federal parole includes a term of supervised 
release from prison, mandatory release, parole, military parole, 
and special parole. A federal judge orders a term of supervised 
release at the time of sentencing, and it is served after release 
from a federal prison sentence. Definitional differences exist 
between parole reported here and in other BJS statistical series. 
The state agency in Alaska provided information on the total 
number on community supervision, but was unable to report 
separately for those on parole. The state agency in Oregon was 
unable to report data in 2015. (See Parole: Explanatory Notes 
for more information.)


Additional information about the data collection instruments 
is available on the BJS website (http://www.bjs.gov/index.
cfm?ty=dcdetail&iid=271).


Adjustments to account for offenders with dual 
community correctional status


Some offenders on probation or parole may have had dual 
community correctional statuses because they were serving 
separate probation and parole sentences concurrently. With 
the 2007 data, BJS began collecting information on the 
number of parolees who were also on probation at yearend. 
To avoid double counting, the total community supervision 
populations from 2008 through 2015 reported in figure 1 (and 
the 2015 counts in appendix table 1) have been adjusted based 
on available information by excluding the total number of 
parolees who were also on probation. As a result, the probation 
and parole counts from 2008 through 2015 do not sum to the 
total community supervision population within the same year.



http://www.bjs.gov/index.cfm?ty=dcdetail&iid=271

http://www.bjs.gov/index.cfm?ty=dcdetail&iid=271
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All of the estimates for parolees with dual community 
correctional statuses were based on data reported by parole 
agencies that were able to provide the information for the 
reporting year (table 7). Some probation and parole agencies 
were not able to provide these data. Therefore, the total 
number of parolees also on probation from 2008 through 2015 
may be underestimated, which may result in overestimations in 
the total population under community supervision.


Reporting changes in the number of adults on probation 
and parole, 2000–2015


In each collection year, respondents are asked to provide both 
the January 1 and December 31 population counts. At times, 
the January 1 count may differ from the December 31 count of 
the prior year. The difference reported may have resulted from 
administrative changes, such as —


 � implementing new information systems, leading to data 
review and cleanup


 � reconciling probationer records


 � reclassifying offenders, including those on probation to 
parole and offenders on dual community supervision 
statuses


 � including certain probation populations not previously 
reported (e.g., supervised for an offense of driving while 
intoxicated or under the influence, some probationers who 
had absconded, and some on an inactive status).


The discrepancy between the yearend 2014 and the beginning 
year 2015 probation counts resulted in an increase of 
9,749 probationers (table 8). The discrepancy between the 
yearend and beginning year parole population count resulted 
in an increase of 172 parolees from December 31, 2014, to 
January 1, 2015 (table 9).


Estimating change in population counts


Technically, the change in the probation and parole 
populations from the beginning of the year to the end of the 
year should equal the difference between entries and exits 
during the year. However, those numbers may not be equal. 
Some probation and parole information systems track the 
number of cases that enter and exit community supervision, 
not the number of offenders. This means that entries and exits 
may include case counts as opposed to counts of individuals, 
while the beginning and yearend population counts represent 
individuals. Some individuals are being supervised for more 
than one charge or case simultaneously. Additionally, all of the 
data on entries and exits may not have been logged into the 
information systems, or the information systems may not have 
fully processed all of the data before the data were submitted 
to BJS.


At the national level, 11,312 probationers were the difference 
between the change in the probation population measured 
by the difference between January 1 and December 31, 
2015, populations and the difference between probation 


Table 8
Adults on probation based on reporting changes, 2005–2015
Year December 31 probation population Change*
2005 4,162,286 4,262
2006 4,236,827 -21,662
2007 4,292,950 -59,275
2008 4,271,237 -33,666
2009 4,199,751 -73,122
2010 4,055,928 -2,399
2011 3,973,756 9,771
2012 3,944,937 2,955
2013 3,912,882 20,983
2014 3,868,448 9,749
2015 3,789,785 …
Note: Counts are based on most recent data and may differ from previously 
published statistics.
…Not available.
*Calculated as the difference between the December 31 probation population in the 
reporting year and the January 1 probation population in the following year.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, 2005–2015.


Table 9
Adults on parole based on reporting changes, 2005–2015
Year December 31 parole population Change*
2005 784,354 -3,738
2006 798,202 1,673
2007 826,097 -4,920
2008 826,074 1,391
2009 824,584 13,703
2010 840,824 -78
2011 855,458 -2,830
2012 858,385 -23,636
2013 849,467 535
2014 857,686 172
2015 870,526 …
Note: Counts are based on most recent data and may differ from previously 
published statistics.
…Not available.
*Calculated as the difference between the January 1 parole population in the year 
of the reporting change and the December 31 parole population in the year prior to 
the reporting change.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Parole Survey, 2005–2015.


Table 7
Parolees on probation excluded from the January 1 and 
December 31 community supervision populations, 2008−2015
Year January 1* December 31  
2008  3,562  3,905 
2009  3,905  4,959 
2010  8,259  8,259 
2011  8,259  10,958 
2012  10,958  12,672 
2013  12,672  12,511 
2014  12,511  12,919 
2015  12,919  9,375 
Note: Counts are based on most recent data and may differ from previously 
published statistics. Excluded from community supervision population to avoid 
double counting those individuals being supervised on both probation and parole.
*For 2011 through 2015, data are based on the December 31 count of the prior 
reporting year. For 2010, the December 31, 2010, count was used as a proxy because 
additional states reported these data in 2010.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey and Annual Parole 
Survey, 2008−2015.
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entries and exits during 2015. For parole, 1,168 parolees 
were the difference between the change in the parole 
population measured by the difference between January 1 and 
December 31, 2015, populations and the difference between 
parole entries and exits during 2015.


Estimates of annual change reported in appendix tables 1, 2, 
and 4 were calculated as the difference between the January 1 
and December 31 populations within the reporting year.


As previously discussed, jurisdiction counts reported for 
January 1 may differ from the December 31 counts reported 
in the previous year. As a result, the direction of change based 
on yearend data could be in the opposite direction of the 
within-year change.


In figures 1-3, change was calculated as the difference between 
the December 31 populations for each year. The method of 
reporting annual change used in this report was based on 
between-year differences in the December 31 populations and 
differs from how change was reported in prior years’ reports. 
Annual change in prior reports was calculated as the difference 
between the January 1 and December 31 populations within 
the reporting year.


Imputing for nonreporting agencies during 2015


BJS used the methods described below to impute missing 
probation and parole data for key items, including 
the January 1, 2015, population, entries, exits, and the 
December 31, 2015, population.


Imputing the probation January 1, 2015, population


When the January 1, 2015, probation population was missing, 
the December 31, 2014, probation population value was 
carried over. This method was used to estimate the January 
1, 2015, probation population in nonreporting counties and 
district agencies in Alabama, Colorado, Florida, Michigan, 
Ohio, and Washington.


Imputing the December 31, 2015, probation population


When the December 31, 2015, probation population was 
missing along with either the total entries or total exits, the 
missing value was imputed by estimating the net difference 
between the December 31, 2015, population and the 
January 1, 2015, population based on the ratio of the 2014 
net difference between the December 31, 2014, population 
and the January 1, 2014, population to the January 1, 2014, 
population, and then adding the estimated difference to the 
January 1, 2015, population. This method was used to estimate 
the December 31, 2015, probation population in nonreporting 
counties and district agencies in Alabama, Colorado, Florida, 
Michigan, Ohio, and Washington.


Imputing probation entries


Based on the availability of data, BJS used three methods of 
ratio estimation to impute probation entries for agencies not 
reporting these data. The first method was used to estimate 


entries for probation agencies that were unable to report 
these data in 2015 but did report in 2014. BJS estimated 
probation entries in 2015 by using the ratio of entries in 2014 
to the agency’s probation population on January 1, 2014, and 
applying that ratio to the agency’s January 1, 2015, population. 
This method was used to estimate probation entries in 
nonreporting counties and district agencies in Alaska, Florida, 
Illinois, Michigan, Ohio, Oregon, Vermont, and Washington.


The second method was used to estimate 2015 probation 
entries for agencies that did not report entries both in 2014 
and 2015. The ratio of 2014 entries to the January 1, 2014, 
population among reporting agencies of similar size within 
the state was used to estimate the number of entries for 
nonreporting agencies. This method was used to estimate 
probation entries and exits for nonreporting counties and 
district agencies in Alabama, Florida, Michigan, and Ohio.


The third method was used to estimate probation entries 
by using the ratio of 2014 imputed entries to the January 1, 
2014, probation population and applying that ratio to the 
agency’s January 1, 2015, population. This method was used 
to estimate probation entries and exits for nonreporting 
agencies in Colorado, New Mexico, Rhode Island, Washington, 
and Wisconsin.


Imputing parole entries


To estimate parole entries for parole agencies that were unable 
to report these data in 2015 but were able to report in 2014, 
BJS calculated the ratio of entries in 2014 to the agency’s parole 
population on January 1, 2014, and applied that ratio to the 
agency’s January 1, 2015, population. This method was used to 
estimate parole entries in Alaska, California, Oregon, Vermont, 
and Wisconsin.


Imputing probation and parole exits


A single method was used to estimate probation and parole 
exits. For both probation and parole, BJS added the agency’s 
estimated entries in 2015 to the agency’s population on January 
1, 2015, and subtracted that estimate from the population on 
December 31, 2015. For probation, this method was used in 
Alabama, Alaska, Colorado, Florida, Illinois, Michigan, New 
Mexico, Ohio, Oregon, Rhode Island, Vermont, Washington, 
and Wisconsin. For parole, this method was used in Alaska, 
California, Oregon, Vermont, and Wisconsin.


Community supervision outcome measures


The percentage of probationers and the percentage of parolees 
who completed supervision are defined as the number of 
probationers or parolees who completed supervision during 
the year and were discharged, among all probationers or 
parolees who were discharged from supervision during the 
year. The formula used to calculate this outcome measure is 
C(t)/D(t), where D(t) = C(t) + I(t) + O(t). In this formula, 
t equals the year referenced, C(t) equals the number 
of probationers or parolees who were discharged from 
supervision during the year after completing their terms or 
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who received an early discharge, and D(t) equals the total 
number who were discharged from supervision during 
the year. D(t) includes C(t), the number of offenders who 
completed supervision; I(t), the number who were incarcerated 
during the year; and O(t), the number who were discharged 
during the year for other reasons.


The percentage of probationers and the percentage of parolees 
incarcerated were calculated using the same formula, except 
the numerator is the number of probationers or parolees who 
were discharged from supervision during the year as the result 
of being incarcerated.


The rate of incarceration (for parolees, this is also 
referred to as the rate of return to incarceration or the 
rate of reincarceration) based on the at-risk probation or 
parole population is defined as the ratio of the number 
of probationers or parolees who were discharged from 
supervision during the year (because they were incarcerated 
for a new offense, a revocation, or other reasons) to the 
number of all probationers or parolees at risk of being 
incarcerated during the year. The at-risk population is the 
number of probationers or parolees under supervision at the 
start of the year (on January 1) plus the number who entered 
supervision during the year. This group of probationers or 
parolees could be incarcerated at any time during the year; 
therefore, they were at risk of incarceration. The formula used 
to calculate this outcome measure is I(t)/(P(t-1) + E(t)), where 
t equals the year referenced, P(t-1) equals the start of the year 
population, and E(t) equals the number of probationers or 
parolees who entered supervision during the year.


The at-risk measure of incarceration accounts for all 
probationers or parolees under supervision during the year 
(i.e., probationers or parolees who were under supervision 
on January 1 plus those who entered during the year) who 
are the probationers or parolees at risk of being incarcerated. 
This measure is not limited to those who are discharged 
during the year and permits each probationer or parolee to be 
incarcerated at any time during the year.


Changes in the Annual Parole Survey


In 2008, the Annual Parole Survey included a new type of 
entry-to-parole category—term of supervised release—to 
better classify the large majority of entries to parole reported 
by the federal system. It is a fixed period of release to the 
community that follows a fixed period of incarceration based 
on a determinate sentencing statute. Both are determined by a 
judge at the time of sentencing. Accordingly, some states began 
reporting term of supervised releases in 2008. For details about 
the estimating methods used to analyze national trends for all 
types of entry to parole, see Probation and Parole in the United 
States, 2010 (NCJ 236019, BJS web, November 2011).


Types of federal offenders under community supervision


Since the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984 was enacted on 
November 1, 1987, offenders sentenced to federal prison are 
no longer eligible for parole, but are required to serve a term 
of supervised release following release from prison. Those 
sentenced to prison prior to November 1, 1987, continue 
to be eligible for parole, as do persons violating laws of the 
District of Columbia, military offenders, and foreign treaty 
transfer offenders.2


The Sentencing Reform Act also required the adoption 
and use of sentencing guidelines, which also took effect on 
November 1, 1987. Many offenses for which probation had 
been the typical sentence prior to this date, particularly 
property and regulatory offenses, subsequently resulted in 
sentences to prison. Changes in how federal offenders are 
supervised in the community were first described in the 
BJS report Federal Offenders under Community Supervision, 
1987-96 (NCJ 168636, BJS web, August 1998), and updated in 
Federal Criminal Case Processing, 2002: With Trends 1982-2002, 
Reconciled Data (NCJ 207447, BJS web, January 2005).


2 See http://www.uscourts.gov/news/TheThirdBranch/11-05-01/Parole_in_the_
Federal_Probation_System.aspx.
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Probation: Explanatory notes
Alaska—Nonreporting agency in 2015—the state agency 
in Alaska provided information on the total number on 
community supervision, but was unable to separately report 
for those on probation. BJS imputed December 31, 2015, and 
January 1, 2015, data based on the distribution of probation as 
a part of the community corrections population reported on 
the Alaska Department of Corrections website and the number 
reported to BJS in prior years.


California—Reporting changes between 2014 and 2015—data 
are not comparable to those reported in previous years, which 
were likely the result of difficulties some counties encountered 
in reporting felons who were resentenced as misdemeanants, 
and changing from reporting of cases to individuals. These 
changes resulted in a decrease of 9,794 probationers on January 
1, 2015 (285,681), compared to December 31, 2014 (295,475).


Colorado—Nonreporting agency in 2015—one local agency 
did not report data. The most recently available December 31 
population count was used to estimate January 1, 2015, and 
December 31, 2015, populations.*


Florida—Nonreporting agencies in 2015—six local agencies 
did not report data. The most recently available December 31 
population count was used to estimate January 1, 2015, and 
December 31, 2015, populations.*


Georgia—Reporting changes between 2014 and 2015—the two 
state agencies that previously provided data were consolidated 
under a single new state agency, the Georgia Department 
of Community Supervision (DCS). One reporter provides 
counts based on individual level probationer information from 
Georgia state employees (probation officers) and represents 
49.8% of Georgia’s total probation population. The other 
reporter provides counts based on summary counts submitted 
by independent local probation agencies to the DCS and 
represents 50.2% of Georgia’s total probation population. Data 
are not comparable to those reported in previous years as the 
result of the new agency’s use of slightly different methods 
to count probationers under direct supervision by the state, 
resulting in an increase of 10,272 probationers on January 1, 
2015 (481,339), compared to December 31, 2014 (471,067). 
Probation counts may overstate the number of persons under 
probation supervision because the county data collection has 
the capacity to report probation cases and not the number 
of persons under supervision. Probationers with multiple 
sentences could potentially have one or more cases with one 
or more probation agencies in one jurisdiction or one or more 
probation agencies in different jurisdictions.


Illinois—Nonreporting agency in 2015—the state respondent 
in Illinois was only able to report the number on probation on 
January 1, 2015, and December 31, 2015.*


Michigan—Reporting changes between 2014 and 2015—
data are not comparable to those reported in previous 
years, as a result of a data clean-up by local agencies. These 


changes resulted in an decrease of 6,344 probationers on 
January 1, 2015 (174,239), compared to December 31, 2014 
(180,583).


Nonreporting agencies in 2015—seventeen local agencies 
did not report data. The most recently available December 31 
population count was used to estimate January 1, 2015, and 
December 31, 2015, populations.*


New Jersey—Reporting changes between 2014 and 2015—data 
are not comparable to those reported in previous years as a 
result of a change in methodology. This change resulted in an 
increase of 21,226 probationers on January 1, 2015 (137,124), 
compared to December 31, 2014 (115,898).


Ohio—Reporting changes between 2014 and 2015—data are 
not comparable to those reported in previous years as a result 
of data clean-up by local agencies. This change resulted in an 
increase of 2,165 probationers on January 1, 2015 (241,080), 
compared to December 31, 2014 (238,915).


Nonreporting agencies in 2015—fifteen local agencies did 
not report data. The most recently available December 31 
population count was used to estimate January 1, 2015, and 
December 31, 2015, populations.*


Oregon—Nonreporting agency in 2015—the state agency 
in Oregon was unable to provide data for 2015 because of 
computer system issues. At the request of the respondent, 
the December 31, 2014 population count was used as an 
estimate for January 1, 2015, and December 31, 2015 have been 
included in national and “all state” totals.*


Washington—Reporting changes between 2014 and 2015—
data are not comparable to those reported in previous years as 
the result of a change in methodology by the state probation 
agency for 2014 and 2015, and by five local agencies for 2015 
(includes two local agencies that now include cases that were 
previously erroneously excluded). Compared to the count 
previously reported for December 31, 2014 (94,112), these 
changes resulted in a decrease of 43 probationers on January 
1, 2015 (94,069). Compared to a revised count for December 
31, 2014 (98,446), which includes the reconciled state data, 
these changes resulted in a decrease of 4,377 probationers for 
January 1, 2015, all of which can be attributed to changes in 
reporting by local agencies.


Nonreporting agencies in 2015—five local agencies did 
not report data. The most recently available December 31 
population count was used to estimate January 1, 2015, and 
December 31, 2015, populations.*


Wisconsin—The state probation agency, overseeing the 
entirety of the state’s probation population, was able to report 
the number of probationers who died, but was not able to 
report the total number of exits or the number of entries to 
probation during 2015. Based on information provided by 
Wisconsin for 2014, BJS imputed the total number of entries to 
and exits from probation supervision in Wisconsin for 2015.*
*See Imputing entries and exits for nonreporting agencies in 2015.
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Parole: Explanatory notes
Alaska—Nonreporting agency in 2015—the state agency 
in Alaska provided information on the total number on 
community supervision, but was unable to separately report 
for those on parole. December 31, 2015, and January 1, 2015, 
data—based on the distribution of parole as a part of the 
community corrections population—was reported on the 
Alaska Department of Corrections website, and the number 
was reported to BJS in prior years.


California—The state agency was not able to report entries 
and exits due to a high-level data conversion project. 
California’s total parole population as reported by BJS includes 
34,836 persons on January 1, 2015, and 33,260 persons on 
December 31, 2015, who were under post-release community 
supervision. These persons account for 20,921 parolees 
entering and 22,497 parolees exiting supervision during 2015. 
In addition, California’s total parole population includes 
11,739 persons on January 1, 2015, and 11,427 persons on 
December 31, 2015, who were under mandatory supervision. 
These persons account for 8,693 parolees entering and 
9,005 parolees exiting supervision during 2015. Detailed 
information on the types of entries and exits were not available 
for these populations.


Illinois—Reporting changes in 2015—there was a major 
technology transition in December 2015. During the 
transition, some traditional population counts and other 
measures were not collected. Therefore, the data provided 
reflect November 30, 2015 counts as an estimate for December 
31, 2015. The entries and discharges only include 11 months of 
data (January 2015 through November 2015).


Oregon—Nonreporting agency in 2015—the state agency 
in Oregon was unable to provide data for 2015 because of 
computer system issues. At the request of the respondent, the 
December 31, 2014 population count was used as an estimate 
for January 1, 2015, and December 31, 2015. Estimates for 
December 31, 2015 have been included in national and “all 
state” totals.*


Washington—Reporting changes between 2014 and 2015—
data are not comparable to those reported in previous years as 
a result of a change in methodology. These changes resulted 
in an increase of 1,046 parolees on January 1, 2015 (10,926), 
compared to December 31, 2014 (9,880).


Wisconsin—The state parole agency was able to report the 
number of parolees probationers who died, but not the total 
number of exit or the number of entries to parole during 2015. 
Based on information provided by Wisconsin for 2014, BJS 
imputed the total number of entries to and exits from parole 
supervision in Wisconsin for 2015.*
*See Imputing entries and exits for nonreporting agencies in 2015.







P R O B AT I O N  A N D  PA R O L E  I N  T H E  U N I T E D  S TAT E S ,  2015 |  D E C E M B E R  2016 14


appendix Table 1
Adults under community supervision, 2015


Community supervision 
population, January 1, 2015a


Community supervision 
population, December 31, 2015a


Number under community  
supervision per 100,000 adult  
residents, December 31, 2015cJurisdiction


Entries Exits Change, 2015
Reported Imputedb Reported Imputedb Number Percent


U.S. total 4,723,100 2,244,000 2,441,200 2,307,800 2,507,000 4,650,900 -72,200 -1.5% 1,868
Federal 128,400 58,600 58,600 55,600 555,600 132,800 4,400 3.4% 53
State 4,594,700 2,185,400 2,382,600 2,252,300 2,451,400 4,518,100 -76,600 -1.7% 1,814


Alabama 60,900 20,500 20,500 16,900 16,900 64,600 3,700 6.0 1,714
Alaska .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Arizona 80,700 38,100 38,100 35,500 35,500 83,300 2,600 3.2 1,589
Arkansas 49,200 20,800 20,800 18,800 18,800 51,500 2,200 4.5 2,256
California 372,800 182,500 208,000 192,700 217,300 349,600 -23,200 -6.2 1,158
Coloradod 89,100 62,000 62,900 62,900 62,900 89,200 100 0.1 2,102
Connecticut 45,600 25,000 25,000 23,700 23,700 45,300 -400 -0.8 1,598
Delaware 16,300 12,800 12,800 13,100 13,100 16,100 -300 -1.7 2,155
District of Columbia 11,100 5,700 5,700 7,100 7,100 9,900 -1,100 -10.3 1,776
Floridad 232,100 155,100 159,900 161,600 167,100 225,400 -6,700 -2.9 1,381
Georgia 502,200 267,700 267,700 324,100 324,100 451,800 -50,300 -1.0 5,823
Hawaii 22,500 5,700 5,700 6,000 6,000 22,500 0 -0.1 1,996
Idaho 37,700 15,600 15,600 15,500 15,500 37,800 100 0.2 3,071
Illinois 151,800 .. 79,700 .. 80,200 151,300 -600 -0.4 1,526
Indiana 126,100 83,600 83,600 87,200 87,200 122,500 -3,600 -2.8 2,423
Iowa 35,400 18,000 18,000 17,700 17,700 35,600 200 0.7 1,481
Kansas 20,400 25,200 25,200 24,700 24,700 20,900 500 2.6 951
Kentucky 70,700 37,800 37,800 37,800 37,800 70,600 0 -0.1 2,063
Louisiana 70,600 29,800 29,800 28,400 28,400 71,900 1,300 1.8 2,014
Maine 6,600 3,300 3,300 3,200 3,200 6,700 100 2.2 626
Maryland 91,100 42,900 42,900 46,600 46,600 87,400 -3,700 -4.0 1,870
Massachusetts 70,200 68,800 68,800 72,100 72,100 66,900 -3,300 -4.7 1,232
Michigand 192,700 104,500 118,100 104,600 116,600 193,900 1,200 0.6 2,507
Minnesota 103,700 55,200 55,200 53,800 53,800 105,100 1,400 1.3 2,489
Mississippi 44,300 17,800 17,800 17,300 17,300 44,800 500 1.1 1,972
Missouri 65,600 37,800 37,800 40,800 40,800 62,600 -3,000 -4.6 1,329
Montana 9,800 4,400 4,600 4,600 4,600 9,700 -100 -0.6 1,198
Nebraska 13,700 10,500 10,500 10,500 10,500 13,700 0 -0.1 955
Nevada 18,000 9,700 9,700 8,400 8,400 19,200 1,300 7.1 858
New Hampshire 6,300 4,100 4,100 4,100 4,100 6,300 0 0.1 590
New Jersey 152,000 33,200 33,200 33,900 33,900 151,300 -700 -0.5 2,167
New Mexico 17,600 8,200 9,800 7,900 9,700 16,800 -900 -4.9 1,054
New York 150,300 45,800 45,800 50,600 50,600 145,600 -4,800 -3.2 931
North Carolina 99,300 63,700 63,700 64,400 64,400 97,400 -1,900 -1.9 1,249


Continued on next page
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appendix Table 1 (continued) 
Adults under community supervision, 2015


Community supervision 
population, January 1, 2015a


Community supervision 
population, 12/31/2015a


Number under community  
supervision per 100,000 adult  
residents, December 31, 2015cJurisdiction


Entries Exits Change, 2015
Reported Imputedb Reported Imputedb Number Percent


North Dakota 6,200 5,600 5,600 4,900 4,900 6,900 700 11.8% 1,179
Ohiod 258,400 131,200 145,600 129,700 143,500 262,000 3,600 1.4 2,908
Oklahoma 31,100 13,000 13,000 10,700 10,700 33,400 2,300 7.3 1,126
Oregon .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Pennsylvania 281,400 177,700 177,700 162,800 162,800 296,200 14,900 5.3 2,923
Rhode Island 24,000 300 4,900 200 4,500 24,400 400 1.6 2,873
South Carolina 39,600 16,100 16,100 17,200 17,200 38,500 -1,000 -2.6 1,006
South Dakota 9,300 5,200 5,200 4,700 4,700 9,800 500 5.6 1,505
Tennessee 77,800 26,400 26,400 28,800 28,800 75,400 -2,400 -3.1 1,470
Texas 496,900 182,600 182,600 191,300 191,300 488,800 -8,000 -1.6 2,390
Utah 15,100 7,900 7,900 7,300 7,300 15,700 600 3.8 746
Vermont 6,300 .. 3,500 .. 3,500 6,300 0 -- 1,236
Virginia 56,700 29,900 29,900 29,600 29,600 57,000 400 0.6 873
Washingtond 105,000 44,900 56,100 38,900 55,400 104,700 -300 -0.2 1,870
West Virginia 9,900 2,000 2,800 2,600 2,600 10,100 200 2.1 692
Wisconsine 65,900 .. 29,200 200 29,500 65,600 -300 -0.5 1,462
Wyoming 5,700 3,000 3,000 2,800 2,800 5,900 200 4.0 1,323


Note: Counts are rounded to the nearest hundred. Detail may not sum to total due to rounding. Due to nonresponse or incomplete data, the community supervision population for some jurisdictions on December 31, 2015, does not 
equal the population on January 1, 2015, plus entries, minus exits. 
--Less than 0.05%.
..Not known.
aThe January 1 population excludes 12,919 offenders and the December 31 population excludes 9,375 offenders under community supervision who were on both probation and parole. See Methodology for more detail on dual status.
bReflects reported data except for jurisdictions in which data were not available. 
cRates were computed using the estimated number of U.S. residents age 15 or older in each jurisdiction on January 1, 2016.
dSee Explanatory notes for more detail.
eThe only exits reported were deaths.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey and Annual Parole Survey, 2015.
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appendix Table 2
Adults on probation, 2015


Probation population,  
January 1, 2015


Probation population, 
December 31, 2015


Number on probation  
per 100,000 U.S. adult  
residents, December 31, 2015bJurisdiction


Entries Exits Change, 2015
Reported Imputeda Reported Imputeda Number Percent


U.S. total 3,878,197 1,812,310 1,966,100 1,887,556 2,043,200 3,789,785 -88,412 -2.3% 1,522
Federal 19,062 8,646 8,646 9,253 9,253 18,368 -694 -3.6% 7
State 3,859,135 1,803,664 1,957,400 1,878,303 2,034,000 3,771,417 -87,718 -2.3% 1,514


Alabama 53,132 18,155 18,155 14,587 14,587 56,700 3,568 6.7 1,505
Alaska .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Arizona 73,232 26,163 26,163 23,390 23,390 76,005 2,773 3.8 1,449
Arkansas 28,157 10,258 10,258 9,603 9,603 28,900 743 2.6 1,267
California 285,681 152,909 152,909 161,166 161,166 263,531 -22,150 -7.8 873
Coloradoc 78,988 53,671 54,500 54,707 54,800 78,883 -105 -0.1 1,860
Connecticut 43,084 22,489 22,489 21,631 21,631 42,346 -738 -1.7 1,494
Delaware 15,665 12,761 12,761 12,780 12,780 15,646 -19 -0.1 2,098
District of Columbia 6,356 4,282 4,282 5,102 5,102 5,536 -820 -12.9 990
Floridac 227,540 148,775 153,600 155,313 160,800 220,769 -6,771 -3.0 1,353
Georgia 481,339 257,482 257,482 312,381 312,381 432,235 -49,104 -10.2 5,570
Hawaii 20,931 5,042 5,042 5,061 5,061 20,912 -19 -0.1 1,859
Idaho 33,466 12,931 12,931 13,498 13,498 32,898 -568 -1.7 2,675
Illinois 122,184 .. 55,900 .. 55,900 122,125 -59 0.0 1,232
Indiana 116,595 75,769 75,769 79,288 79,288 113,076 -3,519 -3.0 2,236
Iowa 29,815 14,375 14,375 14,315 14,315 29,875 60 0.2 1,243
Kansas 16,328 21,280 21,280 21,020 21,020 16,588 260 1.6 754
Kentucky 53,923 26,531 26,531 26,405 26,405 54,049 126 0.2 1,579
Louisiana 40,979 12,615 12,615 12,830 12,830 40,764 -215 -0.5 1,143
Maine 6,562 3,317 3,317 3,171 3,171 6,708 146 2.2 624
Maryland 79,539 38,204 38,204 41,238 41,238 76,505 -3,034 -3.8 1,637
Massachusetts 68,274 66,461 66,461 69,801 69,801 64,934 -3,340 -4.9 1,195
Michiganc 174,239 93,859 107,500 93,493 105,500 175,965 1,726 1.0 2,276
Minnesota 97,036 48,847 48,847 47,625 47,625 98,258 1,222 1.3 2,328
Mississippi 34,398 11,885 11,885 9,950 9,950 36,333 1,935 5.6 1,601
Missouri 47,082 24,824 24,824 27,030 27,030 44,876 -2,206 -4.7 953
Montana 8,667 3,774 4,000 4,035 4,035 8,610 -57 -0.7 1,063
Nebraska 12,612 9,028 9,028 9,014 9,014 12,626 14 0.1 882
Nevada 12,027 5,169 5,169 3,472 3,472 13,724 1,697 14.1 612
New Hampshire 3,920 2,585 2,585 2,644 2,644 3,861 -59 -1.5 361
New Jersey 137,124 27,372 27,372 28,359 28,359 136,137 -987 -0.7 1,949
New Mexico 15,588 6,625 8,200 6,995 8,700 15,048 -540 -3.5 946
New York 105,458 25,870 25,870 30,332 30,332 100,996 -4,462 -4.2 646
North Carolina 90,918 50,862 50,862 53,474 53,474 85,634 -5,284 -5.8 1,098
North Dakota 5,647 4,364 4,364 3,708 3,708 6,303 656 11.6 1,069


Continued on next page
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appendix Table 2 (continued)
Adults on probation, 2015


Probation population,  
January 1, 2015


Probation population, 
December 31, 2015


Number on probation  
per 100,000 U.S. adult  
residents, December 31, 2015bJurisdiction


Entries Exits Change, 2015
Reported Imputeda Reported Imputeda Number Percent


Ohioc 241,080 123,393 137,800 122,881 136,700 243,710 2,630 1.1% 2,706
Oklahoma 28,568 12,634 12,634 9,921 9,921 31,281 2,713 9.5 1,055
Oregon .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Pennsylvania 176,737 106,677 106,677 99,546 99,546 183,868 7,131 4.0 1,814
Rhode Island 23,595 .. 4,600 .. 4,300 23,920 325 1.4 2,822
South Carolina 34,753 13,605 13,605 14,515 14,515 33,843 -910 -2.6 883
South Dakota 6,648 3,626 3,626 3,156 3,156 7,118 470 7.1 1,096
Tennessee 64,223 22,355 22,355 24,253 24,253 62,325 -1,898 -3.0 1,215
Texas 388,101 146,787 146,787 155,951 155,951 378,937 -9,164 -2.4 1,853
Utah 11,805 5,597 5,597 5,221 5,221 12,181 376 3.2 579
Vermont 5,170 .. 3,000 .. 3,000 5,170 0 -- 1,021
Virginia 54,966 29,391 29,391 28,885 28,885 55,472 506 0.9 849
Washingtonc 94,069 38,606 49,800 33,161 49,700 93,535 -534 -0.6 1,670
West Virginia 7,174 .. 800 969 969 7,008 -166 -2.3 478
Wisconsind 45,766 .. 22,700 86 22,400 46,144 378 0.8 1,028
Wyoming 4,994 2,459 2,459 2,340 2,340 5,113 119 2.4 1,142


Note: Due to nonresponse or incomplete data, the probation population for some jurisdictions on December 31, 2015, does not equal the population on January 1, 2015, plus entries, minus exits. Counts may not be actual as reporting 
agencies may provide estimates on some or all detailed data.
--Less than 0.05%.
..Not known.
aReflects reported data except for jurisdictions in which data were not available. Detail may not sum to total due to rounding.
bRates were computed using the estimated U.S. adult resident population in each jurisdiction on January 1, 2016.
cSee Explanatory notes for more detail.
dThe only exits reported were deaths.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, 2015.
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appendix Table 3
Adults exiting probation, by type of exit, 2015


Incarcerated


Jurisdiction
Total  
reported Completion


With new 
sentence


Under current 
sentence


To receive 
treatment


Other/ 
unknown Absconder


Discharged to  
warrant or detainer


Other 
unsatisfactorya Death Otherb


Unknown or  
not reported


U.S. total 1,887,556 1,004,174 65,209 95,541 3,302 69,273 40,586 14,454 213,338 11,267 87,590 282,822
Federal 9,253 7,816 0 720 0 0 126 0 96 117 0 378
State 1,878,303 996,358 65,209 94,821 3,302 69,273 40,460 14,454 213,242 11,150 87,590 282,444


Alabama† 14,587 10,831 1,407 543 0 0 0 0 0 274 841 691
Alaska .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Arizona† 23,390 16,226 .. 5,406 ~ 0 .. .. 1,247 300 211 0
Arkansas† 9,603 5,414 703 3,117 0 0 0 28 0 184 157 0
California† 161,166 75,165 0 0 0 0 0 0 60,351 0 25,650 0
Colorado† 54,707 34,805 240 1,030 0 6,613 5,288 0 459 388 4,710 1,174
Connecticut† 21,631 16,542 0 0 0 0 346 4,743 0 0 0 0
Delaware 12,780 7,861 273 1,047 .. .. .. .. 1,789 103 1,707 0
District of Columbia 5,102 4,122 0 0 0 681 0 0 125 28 146 0
Florida† 155,313 85,607 13,579 23,075 58 2,418 67 3,846 4,024 964 3,228 18,447
Georgia† 312,381 187,394 4,454 1,537 .. .. .. .. 109,067 333 9,596 0
Hawaii 5,061 3,646 270 597 0 485 0 0 0 55 8 0
Idaho† 13,498 2,794 0 684 1,253 0 1 14 0 72 68 8,612
Illinois .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Indiana† 79,288 51,162 7,620 9,285 ~ ~ 6,699 ~ ~ ~ 4,522 0
Iowa 14,315 10,139 894 140 0 0 38 0 2,987 79 38 0
Kansas† 21,020 15,502 .. 128 .. .. .. .. 3,044 .. 2,346 0
Kentucky† 26,405 14,327 1,346 3,533 0 1,616 2,112 0 50 327 194 2,900
Louisiana† 12,830 7,911 837 2,812 ~ 96 ~ ~ 935 193 46 0
Maine 3,171 2,510 0 0 0 561 0 0 0 0 0 100
Maryland 41,238 26,048 3,816 3,722 .. ~ .. .. 5,392 477 1,023 760
Massachusetts 69,801 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 69,801
Michigan† 93,493 38,335 2,272 2,675 232 983 471 1,023 5,165 210 1,659 40,468
Minnesota 47,625 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 47,625
Mississippi 9,950 6,427 824 1,558 0 581 29 0 .. 46 464 21
Missouri† 27,030 12,224 881 3,556 928 18 8,831 16 0 376 0 200
Montana† 4,035 1,662 231 852 5 10 53 45 41 74 2 1,060
Nebraska† 9,014 6,458 1,510 3 ~ 12 ~ ~ 863 45 123 0
Nevada† 3,472 2,172 .. .. .. 0 14 .. 1,258 28 0 0
New Hampshire 2,644 2,436 0 192 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 0
New Jersey† 28,359 .. .. .. .. .. 2 .. .. 15 .. 28,342
New Mexico 6,995 5,673 .. .. .. 5 .. .. 1,166 93 58 0
New York 30,332 17,917 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 466 .. 11,949
North Carolina† 53,474 28,335 3,063 5,311 ~ ~ 8,989 ~ 7,150 626 ~ 0
North Dakota 3,708 1,909 601 921 .. .. 220 0 .. 41 0 16


Continued on next page
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appendix Table 3 (continued) 
Adults exiting probation, by type of exit, 2015


Incarcerated


Jurisdiction
Total  
reported Completion


With new 
sentence


Under current 
sentence


To receive 
treatment


Other/ 
unknown Absconder


Discharged to  
warrant or detainer


Other 
unsatisfactorya Death Otherb


Unknown or  
not reported


Ohio† 122,881 53,947 3,331 9,923 824 1,158 5,641 3,061 5,484 733 6,457 32,322
Oklahoma† 9,921 7,297 560 703 0 0 0 0 136 132 0 1,093
Oregon .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Pennsylvania† 99,546 75,562 11,150 3,512 0 0 1,150 28 565 1,120 6,459 0
Rhode Island .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
South Carolina 14,515 11,207 487 2,499 0 0 0 0 0 230 92 0
South Dakota† 3,156 1,803 0 0 0 632 0 0 137 0 0 584
Tennessee† 24,253 16,161 3,195 4,104 0 11 355 0 0 423 4 0
Texas 155,951 97,311 .. .. .. 45,440 .. .. ~ 1,774 11,426 0
Utah 5,221 2,236 325 317 0 0 10 856 1,388 89 0 0
Vermont .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Virginia 28,885 15,137 .. .. .. 7,385 0 76 0 549 5,732 6
Washington† 33,161 12,703 865 986 2 568 7 718 260 175 605 16,272
West Virginia† 969 .. 328 547 .. .. 94 .. .. .. .. 0
Wisconsinc 86 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 86 .. ..
Wyoming 2,340 1,440 147 506 0 0 43 0 159 26 18 1


Note: Based on reported data only. For imputed exits to probation, see appendix table 2.
..Not known.
~Not applicable.
†Some or all data are estimates.
aIncludes probationers discharged from supervision who failed to meet all conditions of supervision, including some with only financial conditions remaining. Also includes individuals who received jail sentence after a presentence 
investigation referral, had their probation sentence revoked but were not incarcerated, or who were discharged due to judicial or administrative release, new charges, diversion, mental health court, absconding, warrants, expirations of 
sentence, or transfer of supervision back from an interstate compact. 
bIncludes 16,025 probationers who transferred to another jurisdiction and 71,565 probationers who exited supervision for other reasons. Other reasons include probationers who had died or were deported or transferred to the 
jurisdiction of Immigration and Customs Enforcement or to another jurisdiction or state. Some probationers included in this count had their sentence dismissed, vacated, quashed, overturned, sealed/expunged, or were pardoned. 
Others were discharged through court order; deferrals; closed interest; administrative release; transfer to another program or to parole; revocation; early termination; expiration of sentence; violation of probation/new charges; 
incarceration; warrant; or sentencing to other sanctions. 
cThe only exits reported were deaths.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, 2015.
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Continued on next page


appendix Table 4
Adults on parole, 2015


Parole population, 
January 1, 2015


Parole population, 
December 31, 2015


Number on parole per  
100,000 U.S. adult residents,  
December 31, 2015bJurisdiction


Entries Exits December 31, 2015
Reported Imputeda Reported Imputeda Number Percent


U.S. total 857,858 431,695 475,200 420,291 463,700 870,526 12668 1.5% 350
Federal 109,365 49,988 49,988 46,315 46,315 114,471 5106 4.7% 46
State 748,493 381,707 425,200 373,976 417,400 756,055 7562 1.0% 304


Alabama 8,065 2,360 2,360 2,287 2,287 8,138 73 0.9 216
Alaska .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Arizona 7,502 11,946 11,946 12,069 12,069 7,379 -123 -1.6 141
Arkansas 21,745 10,497 10,497 9,213 9,213 23,093 1348 6.2 1,012
Californiac 87,111 29,614 55,100 31,502 56,200 86,053 -1058 -1.2 285
Colorado 10,067 8,369 8,369 8,167 8,167 10,269 202 2.0 242
Connecticut 2,564 2,487 2,487 2,112 2,112 2,939 375 14.6 104
Delaware 676 31 31 282 282 425 -251 -37.1 57
District of Columbia 5,125 1,465 1,465 1,996 1,996 4,594 -531 -10.4 822
Florida 4,526 6,325 6,325 6,240 6,240 4,611 85 1.9 28
Georgia 25,577 10,249 10,249 11,696 11,696 24,130 -1447 -5.7 311
Hawaii 1,545 667 667 897 897 1,540 -5 -0.3 137
Idaho 4,217 2,695 2,695 2,037 2,037 4,875 658 15.6 396
Illinois 29,644 23,830 23,830 24,328 24,328 29,146 -498 -1.7 294
Indiana 9,481 7,829 7,829 7,876 7,876 9,434 -47 -0.5 187
Iowa 5,741 3,588 3,588 3,411 3,411 5,918 177 3.1 246
Kansas 4,051 3,957 3,957 3,677 3,677 4,331 280 6.9 197
Kentucky 16,731 11,249 11,249 11,417 11,417 16,563 -168 -1.0 484
Louisiana 29,619 17,158 17,158 15,590 15,590 31,187 1568 5.3 874
Maine 20 1 1 0 0 21 1 5.0 2
Maryland 11,537 4,690 4,690 5,340 5,340 10,887 -650 -5.6 233
Massachusetts 1,914 2,318 2,318 2,254 2,254 1,978 64 3.3 36
Michigan 18,413 10,621 10,621 11,125 11,125 17,909 -504 -2.7 232
Minnesota 6,644 6,346 6,346 6,182 6,182 6,808 164 2.5 161
Mississippi 9,883 5,923 5,923 7,382 7,382 8,424 -1459 -14.8 371
Missouri 18,489 12,991 12,991 13,786 13,786 17,694 -795 -4.3 376
Montana 1,094 584 584 586 586 1,092 -2 -0.2 135
Nebraska 1,067 1,430 1,430 1,454 1,454 1,043 -24 -2.2 73
Nevada 5,927 4,502 4,502 4,922 4,922 5,507 -420 -7.1 246
New Hampshire 2,385 1,503 1,503 1,437 1,437 2,451 66 2.8 229
New Jersey 14,889 5,877 5,877 5,586 5,586 15,180 291 2.0 217
New Mexico 2,255 1,577 1,577 944 944 2,888 633 28.1 182
New York 44,889 19,922 19,922 20,249 20,249 44,562 -327 -0.7 285
North Carolina 10,025 12,856 12,856 10,905 10,905 11,744 1719 17.1 151
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North Dakota 564 1,269 1,269 1,189 1,189 644 80 14.2 109
Ohio 17,321 7,777 7,777 6,814 6,814 18,284 963 5.6 203
Oklahoma 2,560 345 345 789 789 2,116 -444 -17.3 71
Oregon .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Pennsylvania 104,629 70,985 70,985 63,263 63,263 112,351 7722 7.4 1,109
Rhode Island 383 254 254 204 204 433 50 13.1 51
South Carolina 5,177 2,485 2,485 2,641 2,641 5,021 -156 -3.0 131
South Dakota 2,608 1,616 1,616 1,572 1,572 2,652 44 1.7 408
Tennessee 13,606 4,060 4,060 4,573 4,573 13,093 -513 -3.8 255
Texas 111,412 35,834 35,834 35,354 35,354 111,892 480 0.4 547
Utah 3,301 2,263 2,263 2,058 2,058 3,506 205 6.2 167
Vermont 1,090 .. 600 .. 600 1,090 0 -- 215
Virginia 1,732 511 511 667 667 1,576 -156 -9.0 24
Washington 10,926 6,254 6,254 5,725 5,725 11,198 272 2.5 200
West Virginia 2,749 2,028 2,028 1,654 1,654 3,123 374 13.6 213
Wisconsind 20,141 .. 6,500 65 7,200 19,453 -688 -3.4 434
Wyoming 702 569 569 459 459 812 110 15.7 181


Note: Due to nonresponse or incomplete data, the parole population for some jurisdictions on December 31, 2015, does not equal the population on January 1, 2015, plus entries, minus exits. Counts may not be actual as reporting 
agencies may provide estimates on some or all detailed data. 
--Less than 0.05%.
..Not known.
aReflects reported data except for jurisdictions in which data were not available. Detail may not sum to total due to rounding.
bRates were computed using the estimated U.S. adult resident population in each jurisdiction on January 1, 2016.
cIncludes Post-Release Community Supervision and Mandatory Supervision parolees: 46,575 on January 1, 2015; and 29,614 entries, 31,502 exits, and 44,687 on December 31, 2015.
dThe only exits reported were deaths.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Parole Survey, 2015.


appendix Table 4 (continued) 
Adults on parole, 2015


Parole population, 
January 1, 2015


Parole population, 
December 31, 2015


Number on parole per  
100,000 U.S. adult residents,  
December 31, 2015bJurisdiction


Entries Exits Change, 2015
Reported Imputeda Reported Imputeda Number Percent
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appendix Table 5
Adults entering parole, by type of entry, 2015


Jurisdiction Total reported Discretionarya Mandatoryb Reinstatementc
Term of supervised 
released Othere


Unknown or  
not reported


U.S. total 402,081 194,791 97,589 12,876 90,151 4,104 2,570
Federal 49,988 160 163 0 49,665 0 0
State 352,093 194,631 97,426 12,876 40,486 4,104 2,570


Alabama† 2,360 .. .. .. .. 0 2,360
Alaska .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Arizona 11,946 19 113 131 11,683 0 0
Arkansas† 10,497 8,845 1,652 0 0 0 0
California .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Colorado 8,369 2,872 3,152 2,189 0 156 0
Connecticut 2,487 1,248 0 0 1,239 0 0
Delaware† 31 .. .. .. .. 0 31
District of Columbia 1,465 198 0 0 1,267 0 0
Florida 6,325 52 5,618 1 630 24 0
Georgia† 10,249 10,249 0 .. 0 0 0
Hawaii† 667 609 53 5 ~ 0 0
Idaho† 2,695 2,030 .. 643 .. 22 0
Illinois 23,830 16 22,648 305 ~ 682 179
Indiana 7,829 0 7,829 0 0 0 0
Iowa 3,588 3,588 0 0 0 0 0
Kansas 3,957 0 1 100 3,817 39 0
Kentucky† 11,249 7,805 3,444 0 ~ 0 0
Louisiana† 17,158 713 16,201 198 27 19 0
Maine 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
Maryland† 4,690 2,148 2,542 .. .. 0 0
Massachusetts 2,318 2,172 0 146 0 0 0
Michigan† 10,621 9,304 652 665 ~ 0 0
Minnesota 6,346 0 6,346 0 0 0 0
Mississippi 5,923 3,745 0 1,348 0 830 0
Missouri† 12,991 10,196 789 1,237 0 769 0
Montana 584 584 0 0 0 0 0
Nebraska 1,430 1,411 0 19 0 0 0
Nevada† 4,502 3,027 1,318 157 .. 0 0
New Hampshire 1,503 797 0 576 0 130 0
New Jersey 5,877 3,688 2,189 ~ ~ 0 0
New Mexico† 1,577 .. .. 93 1,484 0 0
New York 19,922 5,010 6,320 0 7,781 811 0
North Carolina† 12,856 29 297 ~ 12,530 0 0
North Dakota 1,269 1,269 0 0 0 0 0
Ohio 7,777 49 7,519 209 0 0 0
Oklahoma 345 345 0 0 0 0 0
Oregon .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Pennsylvania† 70,985 67,558 0 3,427 0 0 0
Rhode Island† 254 254 ~ ~ ~ 0 0
South Carolina 2,485 899 1,586 0 0 0 0
South Dakota 1,616 530 971 .. 28 87 0
Tennessee 4,060 3,937 8 108 0 7 0
Texas 35,834 34,425 362 592 ~ 455 0
Utah 2,263 2,138 0 52 0 73 0
Vermont .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Virginia 511 139 372 0 0 0 0
Washington 6,254 193 5,444 617 0 0 0


Continued on next page
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West Virginia† 2,028 2,028 0 0 0 0 0
Wisconsin .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Wyoming 569 512 0 57 0 0 0


..Not known.
~Not applicable.
†Some or all data are estimates.
aIncludes persons entering due to a parole board decision.
bIncludes persons whose release from prison was not decided by a parole board. Includes persons entering due to determinate sentencing, good-time provisions, or 
emergency releases.
cIncludes persons returned to parole after serving time in a prison due to a parole violation. Depending on the reporting jurisdiction, reinstatement entries may include only 
parolees who were originally released from prison through a discretionary release, only those originally released through a mandatory release, or a combination of both types. 
May also include those originally released through a term of supervised release. 
dIncludes persons sentenced by a judge to a fixed period of incarceration based on a determinate statute immediately followed by a period of supervised release in the 
community.
eIncludes individuals under parole supervision following a medical release; return from another agency; release from incarceration granted by a judge, parole board, or 
department of corrections; reinstatement after parole had been revoked; an interstate transfer; or placement in a transition program. Also includes individuals returned to 
incarceration for treatment, individuals who were released from incarceration into supervision parolees who have absconded, offenders released to parole supervision in the 
custody of another agency other than the respondent, and juvenile offenders with a determinant sentence that transferred from the juvenile justice system to adult parole 
upon reaching the maximum age of the juvenile system’s authority. Also includes offenses that could not be reported, classified, or tracked by agencies.
fSome or all detailed data were estimated for type of sentence.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Parole Survey, 2015.


appendix Table 5 (continued) 
Adults entering parole, by type of entry, 2015


Jurisdiction Total reported Discretionarya Mandatoryb Reinstatementc
Term of supervised 
released Otherd


Unknown or not 
reported
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appendix Table 6
Adults exiting parole, by type of exit, 2015 


Returned to incarceration


Jurisdiction
Total 
reported Completion


With new 
sentence


With 
revocation


To receive 
treatment


Other/ 
unknown Absconder


Other 
unsatisfactorya Death Otherb


Unknown or 
not reported


U.S. total 388,789 239,440 29,003 65,649 2,594 10,841 9,351 5,574 5,876 13,894 6,567
Federal 46,315 28,387 1 9,605 0 0 1,946 264 702 0 5,410
State 342,474 211,053 29,002 56,044 2,594 10,841 7,405 5,310 5,174 13,894 1,157


Alabama 2,287 1,407 429 177 .. .. .. .. 112 162 0
Alaska .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Arizona 12,069 7,100 11 2,698 0 0 0 2,130 56 74 0
Arkansas† 9,213 3,170 216 5,592 0 0 0 0 195 40 0
California .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Colorado 8,167 3,928 780 3,317 0 0 0 0 72 70 0
Connecticut 2,112 1,078 0 0 0 895 139 0 0 0 0
Delaware† 282 136 4 20 .. .. .. 19 3 100 0
District of Columbia 1,996 944 0 0 0 566 0 219 93 174 0
Florida 6,240 4,117 360 798 .. ~ ~ .. 3 727 235
Georgia† 11,696 8,907 312 1,318 .. 924 87 0 148 0 0
Hawaii† 897 292 0 333 0 0 147 0 14 111 0
Idaho† 2,037 720 .. 572 4 651 13 .. 31 46 0
Illinois 24,328 13,873 1,544 6,758 ~ ~ 887 0 126 859 281
Indiana 7,876 3,654 487 1,339 0 0 1,828 0 77 491 0
Iowa 3,411 1,803 424 1,003 0 0 2 138 40 1 0
Kansas 3,677 3,043 124 0 0 51 302 0 36 121 0
Kentucky† 11,417 5,769 558 2,049 ~ 2,889 0 ~ 152 0 0
Louisiana† 15,590 7,094 1,472 881 ~ 1,427 ~ 1,587 188 2,941 0
Maine 0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Maryland 5,340 2,988 615 716 .. ~ .. 655 108 31 227
Massachusetts† 2,254 1,741 78 401 0 18 0 0 16 0 0
Michigan† 11,125 7,951 1,159 1,854 ~ ~ ~ ~ 161 ~ 0
Minnesota 6,182 3,210 327 2,613 0 0 0 0 32 0 0
Mississippi 7,382 5,027 984 0 .. 1,101 7 0 42 153 68
Missouri 13,786 5,348 1,019 3,873 763 1,117 1,452 .. 202 .. 12
Montana 586 316 25 217 0 0 0 0 19 9 0
Nebraska 1,454 1,071 58 301 0 0 0 0 7 3 14
Nevada† 4,922 3,560 465 255 ~ 538 52 ~ 52 ~ 0
New Hampshire 1,437 663 0 774 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
New Jersey 5,586 3,809 79 1,479 ~ 0 ~ 0 117 102 0
New Mexico 944 872 .. .. .. 59 .. .. 13 .. 0
New York 20,249 10,502 1,276 6,399 1,827 0 0 ~ 245 ~ 0
North Carolina† 10,905 8,176 813 411 ~ 0 1,300 132 73 ~ 0
North Dakota 1,189 793 54 313 .. 0 23 .. 5 0 1
Ohio 6,814 4,731 1,410 116 0 0 221 0 156 180 0
Oklahoma 789 741 9 8 0 0 0 0 31 0 0
Oregon .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Pennsylvania† 63,263 42,616 6,286 5,136 0 0 781 251 789 7,404 0
Rhode Island 204 154 4 38 0 0 0 0 8 0 0
South Carolina 2,641 2,310 43 183 0 0 0 0 45 60 0
South Dakota† 1,572 898 143 498 ~ 8 0 ~ 25 0 0
Tennessee† 4,573 2,621 1,044 770 0 0 0 0 138 0 0
Texas 35,354 27,504 4,790 815 ~ 597 ~ ~ 1,335 ~ 313
Utah 2,058 465 228 1,159 0 0 0 173 25 8 0
Vermont .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Virginia 667 418 162 51 0 0 0 0 9 26 1
Washington 5,725 4,073 1,134 441 0 0 0 0 77 0 0


Continued on next page
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appendix Table 6 (continued)
Adults exiting parole, by type of exit, 2015 


Returned to incarceration


Jurisdiction
Total 
reported Completion


With new 
sentence


With 
revocation


To receive 
treatment


Other/ 
unknown Absconder


Other 
unsatisfactorya Death Otherb


Unknown or 
not reported


West Virginia† 1,654 1,152 50 258 0 0 164 0 30 0 0
Wisconsinc 65 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 65 .. ..
Wyoming 459 308 26 110 0 0 0 6 3 1 5


..Not known.
~Not applicable. 
†Some or all data are estimates.
aIncludes individuals who were discharged because of release to special sentence, violations, deportations, incarceration, and revocations. Includes some early terminations 
and expirations of sentence.
bIncludes 1,909 parolees who were transferred to another state and 11,985 parolees who exited for other reasons. Other reasons include parolees who were deported, had 
their sentence overturned by the court through an appeal, were transferred to another state or jurisdiction, were discharged to probation supervision or federal custody, 
or received a pardon. Also includes individuals with an administrative discharge or who became inactive, or were discharged due to a pending waiver, reversal, detainer, or 
warrant.
cThe only exits reported were deaths.
dSome or all detailed data were estimated for type of sentence.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Parole Survey, 2015.
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PLEASE ENTER THE CONTACT INFORMATION FOR THE PERSON FILLING OUT THIS FORM


Extension Area code Number 
TELEPHONE 


EMAIL 
ADDRESS 


RETURN 
TO 


Area code Number FAX 
NUMBER 


State 


Name Title 


Address 1 


Address 2 


Zip code City 


AGENCY UID 


CJ-7 OMB No. XXXX-XXXX: Approval Expires XX/XX/XXXX


GENERAL INFORMATION 
• If you have any questions, contact Alissa Chambers of RTI International at 1-866-334-4175 or bjs-aps-help@rti.org.
• Please complete the questionnaire before February 28, 2018 using the web-reporting option at www.bjs-aps.org, by mailing the


complete questionnaire to RTI International at the address above, or by faxing all pages toll-free to 1-866-509-7471.


Who is covered by this survey? 
• INCLUDE all persons sentenced as adults, who were conditionally released to parole supervision, by parole board decision,


by mandatory conditional release, through other types of post-custody conditional supervision, or as the result of a sentence 
to a term of supervised release. (Adults are persons subject to the jurisdiction of an adult court or correctional agency.) 


• INCLUDE adult parolees legally your responsibility but supervised outside your jurisdiction, such as through an interstate
compact agreement. 


• INCLUDE adult parolees on active supervision, including those who report electronically, or inactive supervision.
• INCLUDE adult parolees under your jurisdiction regardless of supervision status or sentence length.
• INCLUDE absconders who have not been discharged from parole.


Who is not covered by this survey? 


• EXCLUDE juveniles (persons under the jurisdiction of a juvenile court or corrections agency).
• EXCLUDE interstate compact cases supervised by your jurisdiction for another state.
• EXCLUDE adult parolees supervised by your jurisdiction but legally the responsibility of another jurisdiction.


Burden statement 


Under the Paperwork Reduction Act, we cannot ask you to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a currently 
valid OMB control number. Public reporting burden for this collection is estimated to average 1.5 hours per response, including 
the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing 
and reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any aspect of this collection of 
information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to the Director, Bureau of Justice Statistics, 810 Seventh Street, NW, 
Washington, DC 20531; and to the Office of Management and Budget, OMB No. 1121-0064, Washington, DC 20503. 


INSTRUCTIONS 
• Please provide a response to each item. Blank items will be interpreted as "unknown" ("DK").
• If the answer to a question is "none" or "zero," write "0" in the space provided.
• If the answer to a question is "unknown," write "DK" in the space provided.
• If the answer to a question is "not applicable," write "NA" in the space provided.
• When an exact numeric answer is not available, provide an estimate and mark (X) in the box beside each figure.


For example 1,000   X .


RTI International  
BJS Annual P/P Survey 
ATTN: Alissa Chambers
3040 Cornwallis Road • PO Box 12194 
Research Triangle Park, NC 27709-2194 


2017 ANNUAL PAROLE SURVEY 


U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
BUREAU OF JUSTICE STATISTICS


FORM CJ-7 
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Your agency’s adult parole 
population on December 31, 2016 ........... 
1. On January 1, 2017, what was your agency’s


adult parole population?
Population on January 1, 2017 .............. 


2. Between January 1, 2017, and December 31, 2017,
how many adults entered parole by —


a. Discretionary release from prison


b. Mandatory release from prison .....


c. Reinstatement of parole .................
d. Term of supervised release from


prison ...............................................  
e. Other – Please describe


ITEMS AND DEFINITIONS 


1. See cover page for persons to INCLUDE and
EXCLUDE.


2. Individuals entering parole more than once during the year
should be counted each time (e.g., entered, discharged, and
re-entered should be counted as two entries). Individuals who
enter parole and, without being discharged, are placed on
parole for a second offense, should be counted as one entry.
a. Discretionary releases are persons who entered


parole as a result of a parole board decision,
Governor’s pardon, or commutation of sentence.


b. Mandatory releases are persons who entered parole as a result 
of a determinate sentencing statute or good-time provision. 


c. Reinstatements are persons returned to parole status, 
including discharged absconders whose cases were re-
opened, revocations with immediate reinstatement, and 
offenders re-paroled at any time under the same sentence.


f. Not known .......................................
g. Total entries (Should equal the


sum of items 2a through 2f.) .............  


d. Term of supervised release are persons sentenced by
a judge to a fixed period of incarceration based on a
determinate statute, immediately followed by a period
of supervised release.


3. Between January 1, 2017, and December 31, 2017,
how many adult parolees were discharged from
supervision for the following reasons —


a. Completions ....................................
b. Returned to incarceration —


1) With new sentence ....................
2) With revocation, without


new sentence ............................  


3) To receive treatment .................
4) Other – Please describe


3. Individuals exiting parole more than once during the year
should be counted each time (e.g., individuals who are
discharged from all parole supervision, re-enter parole, and
are fully discharged again, should be counted as two
discharges).
a. Completions are parolees who served full-term


sentences or who were released early due to a parole
authority decision, commutation, or pardon.


b.  1)  Parolees sent back to incarceration after 
receiving a sentence for a new offense. 


2) Parolees sent back to incarceration after their sentence to 
parole was revoked (e.g., violating a condition of their 
parole) but without receiving a sentence for a new offense. 


3) Parolees incarcerated in order to receive any
type of treatment.


5) Not known .................................


c. Absconder .......................................


d. Transferred to another parole agency ...


e. Death ................................................
f. Other discharges – Please describe each


1) Other completions


2) Unsatisfactory


3) Other


g. Not known .......................................
h. Total discharges (Should equal


the sum of items 3a through 3g.) ......  


4. On December 31, 2017, what was your agency’s
adult parole population?
(Should equal Question 1 plus item 2g minus item 3h.)


Population on December 31, 2017 ......... 


4) Parolees sent back to incarceration pending a
revocation, trial, sentencing, or others.


5) Parolees who have been incarcerated, for whom the
reason was unknown.


c. Discharged parolees who had failed to report and
could not be located.


d. Parolees transferred to another agency if they are no
longer in your record system.


f. Specify type of discharge within the categories of
other completions, unsatisfactory, and other.
1) Other completions are those which did not fully


meet the definition of item 3a.
2) Unsatisfactory discharges are those parolees who did


not fulfill all conditions of their supervision or violated
the conditions of their supervision but were not
returned to incarceration (e.g. revocation with
immediate reinstatement). Exclude absconders (item
3c).


4. The count of adult parolees at yearend 2017. This total
should equal the population on January 1, 2017, plus the
total entering parole in 2017, minus the total discharged from
parole in 2017. (See cover page for persons to INCLUDE
and EXCLUDE.)
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.  


5. Does the total parole population on 
December 31, 2017 (reported in Question 4) 
represent a count of individuals or cases?
(Please mark (X) in one box.)


1 Individuals
2 Cases


6. On December 31, 2017, were any adult parolees 
legally your responsibility being supervised by 
another state through an interstate compact 
agreement?
• Include parolees SENT to another state.


1 Yes — 
a. How many adult parolees


legally your responsibility
were supervised by
another state? ...........................  


b. Are these parolees
included in Question 4?..................... Yes No 


10. On December 31, 2017, how many adult 
parolees in your jurisdiction were —
(See race/ethnicity definitions on Page 5.)
a. White (not of Hispanic origin) ............


b. Black or African American
(not of Hispanic origin) .......................  


c. Hispanic or Latino ...........................


d. American Indian/Alaska
Native (not of Hispanic origin) ...........  


e. Asian (not of Hispanic origin) ............


f. Native Hawaiian/Other
Pacific Islander (not of
Hispanic origin) ..................................  


g. Two or more races (not of
Hispanic origin) ..................................  


h. Additional categories in your
information system – Please describe


2 No 


7. Does the total parole population on
December 31, 2017 (reported in Question 4) include 
interstate compact cases supervised by your agency 
for another state that could not be excluded from the 
total?
1 Yes —


a. How many adult parolees
were being supervised by
your agency for another state
that could not be excluded
from the total? ...........................  


2 No 


8. On December 31, 2017, how many adult 
parolees had a maximum sentence to 
incarceration of —


a. A year or less ...................................


b. More than a year ..............................


c. Not known .........................................
d. Total (Sum of items 8a through 8c
     should equal Question 4.) ..................  


9. On December 31, 2017, how many adult 
parolees in your jurisdiction were —


a. Male ..................................................


i. Not known .....................................


j. Total (Sum of items 10a through
10i should equal Question 4.) ...........  


11. On December 31, 2017, how many adult parolees
(reported in Question 4), regardless of conviction status, 
had as their most serious offense —
a. Sex offense


(Include any forcible or nonforcible
sex act. Exclude prostitution,
commercialized vice, and offenses
reported in item 11b.) ...................... 


b. Other violent offense
(Include murder, manslaughter, robbery,
kidnapping, assault, and other violent
offenses. Exclude sex offenses
reported in item 11a.)……………….


c. Property offense
(Include burglary, larceny,
motor vehicle theft, fraud,
and other property offenses.) ............  


d. Drug offense
(Include unlawful possession, sale,
use, distribution, importation,
growing, or manufacturing of
narcotic drugs.) .................................  


e. Weapon offense ...............................
f. Other offense – Please describe


b. Female ..............................................


c.  Not known ........................................
g. Not known .......................................


d. Total (Sum of items 9a through 9c
should equal Question 4.) ..................  h. Total (Sum of items 11a through 11g


should equal Question 4.) .................  


1 2 


DRAFT







OMB No. XXXX-XXXX: Approval Expires XX/XX/XXXX FORM CJ-7  


Page 4 


12. On December 31, 2017, how many adult parolees 
supervised by your agency had a status of —
• Exclude parolees supervised by your


agency for another state through an
interstate compact agreement or by
your jurisdiction but legally the
responsibility of another jurisdiction.


a. Active (Those required to regularly
contact a supervisory parole authority
in person, by mail, by telephone, or
electronically. Exclude those reported
in items 12b-12e.) ...............................  


b. Only have financial conditions remaining
(Exclude those reported in items
12a and 12c-12e.) ...............................  


c. Inactive
(Exclude those reported in items
12a, 12b, 12d, and 12e.) .....................  


14. On December 31, 2017, how many of the adult 
parolees in your jurisdiction were being 
supervised following —
a. Discretionary release from prison


(Persons who entered supervision
as a result of a parole board
decision, Governor’s pardon,
or commutation of sentence.) ...........  


b. Mandatory release from prison
(Persons who entered supervision
as a result of a determinate
sentencing statute or good-time
provision.) .........................................  


c. Special conditional release from prison
(e.g., medical release, early
release for the terminally ill,
other special release.) ......................  


d. Absconder
(Include those still on parole but who
have failed to report and cannot be
located. Exclude those reported in
items 12a-12c and 12e.)......................


e. Supervised out of state
(Include active and inactive parolees
under your jurisdiction who are
supervised by authorities of another
state.  Exclude those reported in
items 12a-12d.) ...................................  


f. Other – Please describe


d. Term of supervised release from prison
(Persons who entered as the result of a sentence
by a judge to a fixed period of incarceration
based on a determinate statute,
immediately followed by a fixed
period of supervised release.) .......... 


e. Other – Please describe


f. Not known ........................................


g. Total (Sum of items 14a through 14f
should equal Question 4.) .................  


g. Not known ..........................................


h. Total (Sum of items 12a through 12g
should equal Question 4.) ...................  


13. Does the total parole population on December 31, 
2017(reported in Question 4) include any persons 
who were also under probation supervision, or who 
were held in jail, prison, or a U.S. Bureau of 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) 
holding facility?


1 Yes —
a. How many were also on


probation supervision? ................  
b. How many were in local


jails? (Include evening
confinements.) ............................  


c. How many were in a state
or federal prison?........................  


d. How many were in an ICE
holding facility? ...........................  


15. Does the total parole population on December 31, 
2017 (reported in Question 4) include any parolees 
who had their location tracked through a Global 
Positioning System (GPS), either directly by your 
agency or through a contract?


1 Yes —
a. How many adult parolees were


tracked using GPS? .................  


b. How many of the parolees
reported in item 15a (above)
were sex offenders? ................  


2 No 


2 No 
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Race/ethnicity definitions for Question 10. 


a. White. A person having origins in any of the original peoples of Europe, the Middle East, or North Africa.


b. Black or African American. A person having origins in any of the black racial groups of Africa.


c. Hispanic or Latino. A person of Cuban, Mexican, Puerto Rican, South or Central American, or other Spanish
culture or origin, regardless of race.


d. American Indian or Alaska Native. A person having origins in any of the original peoples of North and South
America (including Central America), and who maintains tribal affiliation or community attachment.


e. Asian. A person having origins in any of the original peoples of the Far East, Southeast Asia, or the Indian
subcontinent including, for example, Cambodia, China, India, Japan, Korea, Malaysia, Pakistan, the Philippine
Islands, Thailand, and Vietnam.


f. Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander. A person having origins in any of the original peoples of Hawaii,
Guam, Samoa, or other Pacific Islands.


Notes and comments – (Please attach additional notes if necessary. Please explain changes in how data are reported compared 
with last year.) 
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GENERAL INFORMATION 
• If you have any questions, contact Alissa Chambers of RTI International at 1-866-334-4175 or bjs-aps-help@rti.org.
• Please complete the questionnaire before February 28, 2018 using the web-reporting option at www.bjs-aps.org, by mailing the


complete questionnaire to RTI International at the address above, or by faxing all pages toll-free to 1-866-509-7471.


Who is covered by this survey? 


• INCLUDE all adults regardless of conviction status, who have been placed under the supervision of a probation agency as
part of a court order. (Adults are persons subject to the jurisdiction of an adult court or correctional agency.) 


• INCLUDE adult probationers legally your responsibility but supervised outside your jurisdiction, such as through an interstate
compact agreement. 


• INCLUDE adult probationers contracted out to private agencies.
• INCLUDE adult probationers on active supervision, including those who report electronically, or inactive supervision or in a


residential/other treatment program but not in regular contact with a probation authority.
• INCLUDE absconders who have not been discharged from probation.
• INCLUDE adult probationers who may be under local jurisdiction but not reported separately by another agency.


Who is not covered by this survey? 
• EXCLUDE juveniles (persons under the jurisdiction of a juvenile court or agency).
• EXCLUDE interstate compact cases supervised by your jurisdiction for another state.
• EXCLUDE adult probationers supervised by your jurisdiction but legally the responsibility of another jurisdiction.


Burden statement 


Under the Paperwork Reduction Act, we cannot ask you to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a currently 
valid OMB control number. Public reporting burden for this collection is estimated to average 1.5 hours per response, including 
the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing 
and reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any aspect of this collection of 
information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to the Director, Bureau of Justice Statistics, 810 Seventh Street, NW, 
Washington, DC 20531; and to the Office of Management and Budget, OMB No. 1121-0064, Washington, DC 20503. 


INSTRUCTIONS 
• Please provide a response to each question. Blanks will be interpreted as "unknown" ("DK").
• If the answer to a question is "none" or "zero," write "0" in the space provided.
• If the answer to a question is "unknown," write "DK" in the space provided.
• If the answer to a question is "not applicable," write "NA" in the space provided.
• When an exact numeric answer is not available, provide an estimate and mark (X) in the box beside each figure.


For example 1,000   X .


RETURN 
TO 


PLEASE ENTER THE CONTACT INFORMATION FOR THE PERSON FILLING OUT THIS FORM


RTI International  
BJS Annual P/P Survey 
ATTN: Alissa Chambers
3040 Cornwallis Road • PO Box 12194 
Research Triangle Park, NC 27709-2194 


FORM CJ-8 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
BUREAU OF JUSTICE STATISTICS


2017 ANNUAL PROBATION SURVEY 


Zip code 


Extension Area code Number Area code Number FAX 
NUMBER TELEPHONE 


EMAIL 
ADDRESS 


Name Title 


Address 1 


Address 2 


City State 


AGENCY UID 
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Your agency’s adult probation 
population on December 31, 2016 .............. 


1. On January 1, 2017, what was your agency’s 
adult probation population?


Population on January 1, 2017................... 


2. Between January 1, 2017, and December 31, 2017, 
how many adults entered probation by —


a. Probation without incarceration ........


b. Probation with incarceration ..............


c. Other – Please describe


d. Not known ............................................


e. Total entries (Should equal the
sum of items 2a through 2d.)................. 


3. Between January 1, 2017, and December 31, 2017, 
how many adult probationers were discharged 
from supervision for the following reasons —


a. Completions ........................................


b. Incarcerated —


1) With new sentence ........................


2) With revocation, without
new sentence ................................. 


3) To receive treatment ......................


4) Other – Please describe


5) Not known ......................................


c. Absconder ...........................................


d. Discharged to a warrant or detainer ..


e. Transferred to another
probation agency ................................ 


f. Death ....................................................


g. Other discharges – Please describe each


1) Other completions


2) Unsatisfactory


3) Other


h. Not known ............................................


i. Total discharges (Should equal
the sum of items 3a through 3h.) ........... 


4. On December 31, 2017, what was your agency’s 
adult probation population?
(Should equal Question 1 plus item 2e minus item 3i.)


Population on December 31, 2017 ............. 


ITEMS AND DEFINITIONS 


1. Include adult probationers who have been placed under
the supervision of a probation agency as part of a court
order, regardless of conviction status.


2. Individuals entering probation more than once during the
year should be counted each time (e.g., entered,
discharged, and re-entered should be counted as two
entries). Individuals who enter probation and, without
being discharged, are placed on probation for a second
offense, should be counted as one entry.


a. Probation without incarceration is a sentence to
probation with no jail or prison term.


b. Probation with incarceration is a sentence to
probation with a term of incarceration in jail or prison
(e.g., those individuals who entered probation from a
correctional facility). Include all split sentences to
probation and incarceration.


3. Individuals exiting probation more than once during the
year should be counted each time (e.g., individuals who
are discharged from all probation supervision, re-enter
probation, and are fully discharged again, should be
counted as two discharges).


a. Completions are probationers who completed their
sentence and were discharged or who were
discharged early.


b. 1) All probationers and returned absconders 
removed from probation supervision because of 
incarceration due to a sentence for a new 
offense. 


2) All probationers and returned absconders whose
probation was revoked (e.g., violating a condition
of their probation) and who were incarcerated
under their current sentence.


3) Probationers incarcerated in order to receive any
type of treatment.


4) Probationers incarcerated pending a revocation,
trial, sentencing, or others.


5) Probationers who have been incarcerated, for
whom the reason was unknown.


c. Discharged probationers who had failed to report
and could not be located.


e. Probationers transferred to another agency
if they are no longer in your record system.


g. Specify type of discharge within the categories of
other completions, unsatisfactory, and other.


1) Other completions are those which did not fully
meet the definition of item 3a.


2) Unsatisfactory discharges are those probationers
who did not fulfill all conditions of their
supervision or violated the conditions of their
supervision but were not incarcerated (item 3b)
or discharged to a warrant or detainer (item 3d).
Exclude absconders (item 3c).


4. The count of adult probationers at yearend 2017. This 
total should equal the population on January 1, 2017, 
plus the total entering probation in 2017, minus the total 
discharged from probation in 2017. (See cover page for 
persons to INCLUDE and EXCLUDE.)


Page 2 
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5. Does the total probation population on December 31, 
2017 (reported in Question 4) represent a count of 
individuals or cases? (Please mark (X) in one box.)


1  Individuals 
2  Cases 


6. On December 31, 2017, how many adult 
probationers in your jurisdiction were —


a. Male .....................................................


b. Female.................................................


c. Not known ...........................................


d. Total (Sum of items 6a through 6c
should equal Question 4.) .................... 


7. On December 31, 2017, how many adult 
probationers in your jurisdiction were —
(See race/ethnicity definitions on Page 5.)


a. White (not of Hispanic origin) ..............


b. Black or African American
(not of Hispanic origin) ......................... 


c. Hispanic or Latino ..............................


d. American Indian/Alaska Native
(not of Hispanic origin) ......................... 


e. Asian (not of Hispanic origin) ..............


f. Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific
Islander (not of Hispanic origin) .......... 


g. Two or more races
(not of Hispanic origin) ......................... 


h. Additional categories in your
information system – Please describe


i. Not known ...........................................


j. Total (Sum of items 7a through 7i
should equal Question 4.) .................... 


8. On December 31, 2017, how many adult 
probationers had as their most serious offense —


a. Felony .................................................


b. Misdemeanor ......................................


c. Other – Please describe


d. Not known ...........................................


e. Total (Sum of items 8a through 8d
should equal Question 4.) .................... 


9. On December 31, 2017, how many adult probationers
(reported in Question 4) regardless of conviction status, 
had as their most serious offense —


a. Domestic violence
(Include abuse, cruelty, abandonment,
or threat to a spouse, intimate, or
dependent child. Exclude offenses
reported in items 9b and 9c.) .............. 


b. Sex offense
(Include any forcible or nonforcible sex
act. Exclude prostitution, commercialized
vice, and offenses reported in items
9a and 9c.) .......................................... 


c. Other violent offense
(Include murder, manslaughter,
robbery, kidnapping, assault,
and other violent offenses.
Exclude offenses reported in
items 9a and 9b.) ................................ 


d. Property offense
(Include burglary, larceny,
motor vehicle theft, fraud,
and other property offenses.) .............. 


e. Drug law violation
(Include unlawful possession, sale,
use, distribution, importation,
growing, or manufacturing of
narcotic drugs.) ................................... 


f. Driving while intoxicated
or under the influence of
alcohol or drugs ................................ 


g. Other traffic offense
(Exclude offenses reported
in item 9f.) ........................................... 


h. Other offense – Please describe


i. Not known ..........................................


j. Total (Sum of items 9a through 9i
should equal Question 4.) ................... 


10. On December 31, 2017, were any adult probationers 
legally your responsibility being supervised by another 
state through an interstate compact agreement?


• Include probationers SENT to another state.


1  Yes — 


a. How many adult probationers
legally your responsibility were
supervised by another state? ........ 


b. Are these probationers
included in Question 4?....................... 1  Yes 2  No 


2  No 


11. Does the total probation population on December 31, 2017 
(reported in Question 4) include interstate compact cases 
supervised by your agency for another state that could not 
be excluded from the total?


1  Yes — 


a. How many adult probationers were
being supervised by your agency
for another state that could not
be excluded from the total? ........... 


2  No 


Page 3 


DRAFT







OMB No. XXXX-XXXX: Approval Expires XX/XX/XXXX FORM CJ-8 


12. Would your agency be able to report the number of
probationers who had previously served a sentence
to prison for the same offense for which they were
on probation on December 31, 2017?


1  Yes 
2  No 


13. Does the total probation population on
December 31, 2017 (reported in Question 4) include
any persons who were also under parole
supervision, or who were held in jail, prison, a
community-based correctional facility, or a U.S.
Bureau of Immigration and Customs
Enforcement (ICE) holding facility?


1  Yes — 


a. How many were also
on parole supervision? ................ 


b. How many were in local jails?
(Include evening confinements.) .... 


c. How many were in a state or
federal prison? ............................. 


d. How many were in a community- 
based correctional facility? ......... 


e. How many were in an ICE
holding facility? ........................... 


2  No 


14. Of those on probation on December 31, 2017
(reported in Question 4), how many were placed on
probation supervision through —


a. Direct sentence to
probation ............................................ 


b. Split sentence
(Incarceration combined
with probation) ..................................... 


c. Suspended execution of
sentence to incarceration
(Incarceration sentence
imposed and then suspended) .................... 


d. Suspended imposition of
sentence (Persons not fully
adjudicated, e.g., probation
before verdict.) ..................................... 


e. Other – Please describe


f. Not known ...........................................


g. Total (Sum of items 14a through 14f
should equal Question 4.) .................... 


15. On December 31, 2017, how many adult probationers
supervised by your agency had a status of —


• Exclude probationers supervised by your jurisdiction for
another state through an interstate compact agreement
or by your jurisdiction but legally the responsibility of
another jurisdiction.


a. Active (Those required to regularly
contact a probation authority in
person, by mail, by telephone,
or electronically. Exclude those
reported in items 15b-15g.) ................. 


b. In residential/other treatment
program (Include those on
probation who were reporting to
a treatment program, but not in
regular contact with a probation
authority. Exclude those reported
in items 15a and 15c-15g.) .................. 


c. Only have financial
conditions remaining
(Exclude those reported
in items 15a,15b, and 15d-15g.) ......... 


d. Inactive
(Exclude those reported in items
15a-15c and 15e-15g.) ........................ 


e. Absconder
(Include those still on probation but
who have failed to report and cannot
be located. Exclude those reported in
items15a-15d, 15f, and 15g.) .............. 


f. Warrant status
(Exclude those reported in items
15a-15e and 15g.) ............................... 


g. Supervised out of jurisdiction
(Include active and inactive
probationers under your jurisdiction
who are supervised by authorities of
another jurisdiction. Exclude those
reported in items15a-15f.)...................


h. Other – Please describe


i. Not known ..........................................


j. Total (Sum of items 15a through 15i
should equal Question 4.) ................... 


16. Does the total probation population on
December 31, 2017 (reported in Question 4) include
any probationers who had their location tracked
through a Global Positioning System (GPS), either
directly by your agency or through a contract?


1  Yes — 


a. How many adult probationers
were tracked using GPS? ............. 


b. How many of the probationers
reported in item 16a (above)
were sex offenders? ...................... 


2  No 
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Race/ethnicity definitions for Question 7. 


a. White. A person having origins in any of the original peoples of Europe, the Middle East, or North Africa.


b. Black or African American. A person having origins in any of the black racial groups of Africa.


c. Hispanic or Latino. A person of Cuban, Mexican, Puerto Rican, South or Central American, or other Spanish
culture or origin, regardless of race.


d. American Indian or Alaska Native. A person having origins in any of the original peoples of North and South
America (including Central America), and who maintains tribal affiliation or community attachment.


e. Asian. A person having origins in any of the original peoples of the Far East, Southeast Asia, or the Indian
subcontinent including, for example, Cambodia, China, India, Japan, Korea, Malaysia, Pakistan, the Philippine
Islands, Thailand, and Vietnam.


f. Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander. A person having origins in any of the original peoples of Hawaii,
Guam, Samoa, or other Pacific Islands.


Notes and comments – (Please attach additional notes if necessary. Please explain changes in how data are reported compared 
with last year.) 
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GENERAL INFORMATION 
• If you have any questions, contact Alissa Chambers of RTI International at 1-866-334-4175 or bjs-aps-help@rti.org.
• Please complete the questionnaire before February 28, 2018 using the web-reporting option at www.bjs-aps.org, by mailing the


complete questionnaire to RTI International at the address above, or by faxing all pages toll-free to 1-866-509-7471.


Who is covered by this survey? 


• INCLUDE all adults regardless of conviction status, who have been placed under the supervision of a probation agency as
part of a court order. (Adults are persons subject to the jurisdiction of an adult court or correctional agency.) 


• INCLUDE adult probationers legally your responsibility but supervised outside your jurisdiction, such as through an interstate
compact agreement. 


• INCLUDE adult probationers contracted out to private agencies.
• INCLUDE adult probationers on active supervision, including those who report electronically, or inactive supervision or in a


residential/other treatment program but not in regular contact with a probation authority.
• INCLUDE absconders who have not been discharged from probation.
• INCLUDE adult probationers who may be under local jurisdiction but not reported separately by another agency.


Who is not covered by this survey? 


• EXCLUDE juveniles (persons under the jurisdiction of a juvenile court or agency).
• EXCLUDE interstate compact cases supervised by your jurisdiction for another state.
• EXCLUDE adult probationers supervised by your jurisdiction but legally the responsibility of another jurisdiction.


Burden statement 


Under the Paperwork Reduction Act, we cannot ask you to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a currently 
valid OMB control number. Public reporting burden for this collection is estimated to average 30 minutes per response, including 
the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing 
and reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any aspect of this collection of 
information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to the Director, Bureau of Justice Statistics, 810 Seventh Street, NW, 
Washington, DC 20531; and to the Office of Management and Budget, OMB No. 1121-0064, Washington, DC 20503. 


INSTRUCTIONS 
• Please provide a response to each question. Blanks will be interpreted as "unknown" ("DK").
• If the answer to a question is "none" or "zero," write "0" in the space provided.
• If the answer to a question is "unknown," write "DK" in the space provided.
• If the answer to a question is "not applicable," write "NA" in the space provided.
• When an exact numeric answer is not available, provide an estimate and mark (X) in the box beside each figure.


For example 1,000   X .


RETURN 
TO 


PLEASE ENTER THE CONTACT INFORMATION FOR THE PERSON FILLING OUT THIS FORM


RTI International  
BJS Annual P/P Survey 
ATTN: Alissa Chambers
3040 Cornwallis Road • PO Box 12194 
Research Triangle Park, NC 27709-2194
 


FORM CJ-8A U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
BUREAU OF JUSTICE STATISTICS


2017 ANNUAL PROBATION SURVEY 
(SHORT FORM) 


Zip code 


Extension Area code Number Area code Number FAX 
NUMBER TELEPHONE 


EMAIL 
ADDRESS 


Name Title 


Address 1 


Address 2 


City State 


AGENCY UID 


DRAFT
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Your agency’s adult probation 
population on December 31, 2016 ............... 


1. On January 1, 2017, what was your
agency’s adult probation population?


Population on January 1, 2017 ................... 


2. Between January 1, 2017, and December 31, 2017,
how many adults entered probation?


Number of entries ....................................... 


3. Between January 1, 2017, and December 31, 2017,
how many adult probationers were discharged
from supervision?


Number of discharges ................................ 


4. On December 31, 2017, what was your agency’s adult
probation population?
(Should equal Question 1 plus Question 2 minus Question 3.)


Population on December 31, 2017 ............. 


5. Does the total probation population on December 31,
2017 (reported in Question 4) represent a count of
individuals or cases? (Please mark (X) in one box.)


1  Individuals
2  Cases


ITEMS AND DEFINITIONS 


1. Include adult probationers who have been placed under
the supervision of a probation agency as part of a court
order, regardless of conviction status.


2. Individuals entering probation more than once during the
year should be counted each time (e.g., entered,
discharged, and re-entered should be counted as two
entries). Individuals who enter probation and, without
being discharged, are placed on probation for a second
offense, should be counted as one entry.


3. Individuals exiting probation more than once during the
year should be counted each time (e.g., individuals who
are discharged from all probation supervision, re-enter
probation, and are fully discharged again, should be
counted as two discharges).


4. The count of adult probationers at yearend 2017. This
total should equal the population on January 1, 2017,
plus the total entering probation in 2017, minus the total
discharged from probation in 2017. (See cover page for
persons to INCLUDE and EXCLUDE.)


6. On December 31, 2017, how many adult probationers in
your jurisdiction were —


a. Male .....................................................


b. Female.................................................


c. Not known ...........................................


d. Total (Sum of items 6a through 6c
should equal Question 4.) .................... 


7. On December 31, 2017, how many adult probationers had
as their most serious offense —


a. Felony .................................................


b. Misdemeanor ......................................


c. Other – Please describe


d. Not known ...........................................


e. Total (Sum of items 7a through 7d
should equal Question 4.) .................... 
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 Notes and comments – (Please attach additional notes if necessary. Please explain changes in how data are reported compared 
with last year.) 
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Controlled substance Drug code Schedule 


Levomethorphan ............................................................................................................................................................ 9210 II 
Levorphanol ................................................................................................................................................................... 9220 II 
Meperidine ..................................................................................................................................................................... 9230 II 
Metazocine ..................................................................................................................................................................... 9240 II 
Methadone ..................................................................................................................................................................... 9250 II 
Morphine ........................................................................................................................................................................ 9300 II 
Thebaine ........................................................................................................................................................................ 9333 II 
Levo-alphacetylmethadol ............................................................................................................................................... 9648 II 
Remifentanil ................................................................................................................................................................... 9739 II 
Sufentanil ....................................................................................................................................................................... 9740 II 
Carfentanil ...................................................................................................................................................................... 9743 II 
Fentanyl ......................................................................................................................................................................... 9801 II 


 
The company plans to manufacture 


reference standards. 
Dated: April 18, 2017. 


Louis J. Milione, 
Assistant Administrator. 
[FR Doc. 2017–08344 Filed 4–24–17; 8:45 am] 
BILLING  CODE 4410–09–P 


 
 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


[OMB Number 1121–0064] 
 


Agency Information Collection 
Activities; Proposed eCollection 
eComments Requested; Extension of a 
Currently Approved Collection: Annual 
Parole Survey, Annual Probation 
Survey 


AGENCY: Bureau of Justice Statistics, 
Department  of Justice. 
ACTION: 60-Day notice. 


SUMMARY: The Department of Justice 
(DOJ), Office of Justice Programs, 
Bureau of Justice Statistics, will be 
submitting the following information 
collection request to the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) for 
review and approval in accordance with 
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. 
DATES: Comments are encouraged and 
will be accepted for 60 days until June 
26, 2017. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If 
you have additional comments 
especially on the estimated public 
burden or associated response time, 
suggestions, or need a copy of the 
proposed information collection 
instrument with instructions or 
additional information, please contact 
Danielle Kaeble, Statistician, Bureau of 
Justice Statistics, 810 Seventh Street 
NW., Washington, DC 20531 (email: 
Danielle.Kaeble@usdoj.gov; telephone: 
202–305–2017). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Written 
comments and suggestions from the 
public and affected agencies concerning 
the proposed collection of information 
are encouraged. Your comments should 


address one or more of the following 
four points: 
—Evaluate whether the proposed 


collection of information is necessary 
for the proper performance of the 
functions of the Bureau of Justice 
Statistics, including whether the 
information will have practical utility; 


—Evaluate the accuracy of the  agency’s 
estimate of the burden of the 
proposed collection of information, 
including the validity of the 
methodology and assumptions used; 


—Evaluate whether and if so how the 
quality, utility, and clarity of the 
information to be collected can be 
enhanced; and 


—Minimize the burden of the collection 
of information on those who are to 
respond, including through the use of 
appropriate automated, electronic, 
mechanical, or other technological 
collection techniques or other forms 
of information technology, e.g., 
permitting electronic submission of 
responses. 


Overview of This Information 
Collection 


1. Type of Information Collection: 
Extension of a currently approved 
collection. 


2. The Title of the Form/Collection: 
Annual Parole Survey, Annual 
Probation Survey. 


3. The agency form number, if any, 
and the applicable component of the 
Department sponsoring the collection: 
Form numbers for the questionnaire are 
CJ–7 Annual Parole Survey; CJ–8 
Annual Probation Survey; CJ–8a Annual 
Probation Survey (Short Form). The 
applicable component within the 
Department of Justice is the Bureau of 
Justice Statistics, in the Office of Justice 
Programs. 


4. Affected public who will be asked 
or required to respond, as well as a brief 
abstract: 


Primary: State departments of 
corrections or state probation and parole 
authorities. 


Others: The Federal Bureau of 
Prisons, city and county courts and 


probation offices for which a central 
reporting authority does not exist. For 
the CJ–7 form, the affected public 
consists of 53 respondents including 51 
central reporters (two state respondents 
in Pennsylvania, and one each from the 
remaining states), the District of 
Columbia, and the Federal Bureau of 
Prisons responsible for keeping records 
on parolees. For the CJ–8 form, the 
affected public includes 305 reporters 
including 35 state respondents, the 
District of Columbia, the Federal Bureau 
of Prisons, and 268 from local 
authorities responsible for keeping 
records on probationers. For the CJ–8A 
form, the affected public includes 151 
reporters who are all local authorities 
responsible for keeping records on 
probationers. The Annual Parole Survey 
and Annual Probation surveys have 
been used since 1977 to collect annual 
yearend counts and yearly movements 
of community corrections populations; 
characteristics of the community 
supervision population, such as gender, 
racial composition, ethnicity, conviction 
status, offense, and supervision status. 


5. An estimate of the total number of 
respondents and the amount of time 
estimated for an average respondent to 
respond: 509 respondents each taking 
an average of 1.63 hours to respond. 


6. An estimate of the total public 
burden (in hours) associated with the 
collection: There is an estimated 830 
total burden hours associated with this 
collection. 


If additional information is required 
contact: Melody Braswell, Department 
Clearance Officer, United States 
Department of Justice, Justice 
Management Division, Policy and 
Planning Staff, Two Constitution 
Square, 145 N Street NE., 3E.405A, 
Washington, DC 20530. 


Dated: April 20, 2017. 
Melody Braswell, 
Department Clearance Officer for PRA, U.S. 
Department of Justice. 
[FR Doc. 2017–08342 Filed 4–24–17; 8:45 am] 
BILLING  CODE 4410–18–P 
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Probation Username: userID1 Password: PW1 
Parole Username: userID2 Password: PW2 


We estimate the surveys will take 1 hour and 30 minutes each to complete. We have tried to minimize the burden 
of participating by offering an online version of the surveys that you can complete, a few questions at a time. The 
surveys do not need to be done all at once. If you are unable to submit your surveys online, please contact RTI’s 
Agency Support Team at (866) 334-4175 or bjs-aps-help@rti.org and they will provide an alternative format.  


I hope for your agency’s continued support of BJS’ statistical programs. If you have any general comments about 
these surveys, contact Danielle Kaeble at (202) 305-2017 or Danielle.Kaeble@usdoj.gov. 


Sincerely, 


Chief, Corrections Statistics Unit 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 


Attachment 11 – Survey Invitation Letter and E-mails


TO: john.doe@state.com 


SUBJECT: Announcing the 2017 Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole (ASPP) | USER_ID 


BODY OF E-MAIL: 


Dear Mr. John Doe, 


I am pleased to announce the start of the 2017 Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole (ASPP), part of the Bureau 
of Justice Statistics’ (BJS) core set of correctional statistics since 1980. We depend on your participation in these 
annual surveys to help compile the most complete and accurate statistics on the probation and parole populations 
in the United States. The Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968, as amended (42 USC 3732), 
authorizes the collection of these data.  


We need your surveys by February 28, 2018 to provide stakeholders with the results of these collections as quickly 
as possible. To provide your data, simply log onto the website (www.bjs-aps.org) using your username and 
password below.  



mailto:john.doe@state.com

http://www.bjs-aps.org/

mailto:bjs-aps-help@rti.org

mailto:Danielle.Kaeble@usdoj.gov





  
U.S. Department of Justice 
 


Office of Justice Programs 
 


Bureau of Justice Statistics 
 
Washington, D.C. 20531 


 
January 4, 2018 
 
Mr. John Doe, Director of Administrative Services 
State Department of Corrections 
123 Government Court 
City, State 12345 
 
Dear Mr. John Doe, 
 
I am pleased to announce the start of the 2017 Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole (ASPP), part of the Bureau of Justice 
Statistics’ (BJS) core set of correctional statistics since 1980. We conduct these surveys annually to collect probation and parole 
information from your agency and other agencies nationwide. 
 
We depend on your participation in these surveys to help ensure their success. Your agency’s data are needed to compile the 
most complete and accurate statistics on the probation and parole populations in the United States. The statistics produced are 
imperative to understanding the characteristics of the total population of persons under correctional authority. Data such as 
these are used by state and local criminal justice officials to justify budgets, compare changes in populations with comparable 
jurisdictions, and track outcomes of those on probation and parole. There is no other ongoing, comprehensive, nationally-
representative survey of the probation and parole populations. The Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968, as 
amended (42 USC 3732), authorizes the collection of these data.  
 
BJS is committed to providing stakeholders with the results of these collections as quickly as possible. We need your surveys by 
February 28, 2018 to meet our publication deadline. We estimate the surveys will take 1 hour and 30 minutes each to complete. 
We have tried to minimize the burden of participating by offering an online version of the surveys that you can complete, a few 
questions at a time. The surveys do not need to be done all at once. Please use the following information to log onto the ASPP 
website (www.bjs-aps.org):  
 


Probation Username: userID1 Password: PW1 
Parole Username: userID2 Password: PW2 


 
If you are unable to submit your surveys online, please contact RTI’s Agency Support Team at (866) 334-4175 or bjs-aps-
help@rti.org and they will provide an alternative format.  
 
I hope for your agency’s continued support of BJS’ statistical programs. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Chief, Corrections Statistics Unit 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 
 


 


Learn more about the Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole (ASPP) 


• Review the most recent survey reports: 
http://www.bjs.gov/index.cfm?ty=dcdetail&iid=271 


• Look for RTI and BJS at the American Probation and Parole Association conferences 
• Contact Danielle Kaeble, BJS project manager, at (202) 305-2017 or 


Danielle.Kaeble@usdoj.gov 


 



http://www.bjs-aps.org/

mailto:bjs-aps-help@rti.org

mailto:bjs-aps-help@rti.org

http://www.bjs.gov/index.cfm?ty=dcdetail&iid=271
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TO: john.doe@state.com  


SUBJECT: Announcing the 2017 Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole (ASPP) | USER_ID 


BODY OF E-MAIL: 


Dear Mr. John Doe, 
 
I’m writing on behalf of the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) regarding the Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole 
(ASPP). You recently received a letter from the Chief of the Corrections Statistics Unit of BJS announcing the start 
of the 2017 collection. 
 
As noted in that letter, we need your surveys by February 28, 2018 to provide stakeholders with the results of 
these collections as quickly as possible. To provide your data, simply log onto the website (www.bjs-aps.org) using 
your username and password below. If you are unable to submit your surveys online, please contact RTI’s Agency 
Support Team at (866) 334-4175 or bjs-aps-help@rti.org and we will provide an alternative format. 
 


Probation Username: userID1 Password: PW1 
Parole Username: userID2 Password: PW2 


 
If you have already submitted your surveys online, thank you for your prompt response. We look forward to 
working with you on this important data collection. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Tim Smith 
RTI Project Director 
Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole 
 
E-mail: bjs-aps-help@rti.org 
Phone: (866) 334-4175 
Fax: (866) 509-7471 
 


 



mailto:john.doe@state.com
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Washington, D.C. 20531 


November 2, 2017 


Mr. John Doe, Director of Administrative Services 
State Department of Corrections 
123 Government Court 
City, State 12345 


Dear Mr. John Doe, 


As the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) prepares to launch its Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole (ASPP), I look forward 
to your participation as these surveys are core components of BJS’s data collections on community corrections. Data from 
these collections provide essential information for policy developing and criminal justice planning at all levels of 
government. These detailed data are not available from any other single source. 


In January, RTI International will send your designated survey respondent an invitation to the 2017 collection. The current 
contact information that we have for your agency appears on the enclosed Designation Form. Please confirm or update 
the information on the form provided and email the completed form to bjs-aps-help@rti.org or fax it to (866) 509-7471 
by November 30, 2017. 


BJS will use the data collected in ASPP only for research and statistical purposes, as described in Title 42, USC §3735 and 
3789g. RTI International, the ASPP data collector, is required to adhere to BJS Data Protection Guidelines, which 
summarize the many federal statutes, regulations, and other authorities that govern all BJS data and data collected and 
maintained under BJS’s authority.  The Guidelines may be found at 
http://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/BJS_Data_Protection_Guidelines.pdf. Your participation in this survey is voluntary, 
but is also needed to produce complete and accurate statistics about the probation and parole populations in the United 
States. 


I hope for your continued support of BJS's statistical programs. Our project team will be happy to work with you and assist 
you in any way to ensure your participation in the ASPP is a smooth process. Members of RTI’s Agency Support Team can 
be reached by calling toll-free (866) 334-4175 or by sending an email to bjs-aps-help@rti.org.  


Sincerely, 


Chief, Corrections Statistics Unit 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 


Learn more about the Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole (ASPP) 


• Review the most recent survey reports:
http://www.bjs.gov/index.cfm?ty=dcdetail&iid=271


• Look for RTI and BJS at the American Probation and Parole Association
conferences


• Contact Danielle Kaeble, BJS project manager, at (202) 305-2017 or
Danielle.Kaeble@usdoj.gov


Enclosure: Designation Form 


Attachment 12 – Pre-notification Letter and Designation Form 
U.S. Department of Justice 
 


Office of Justice Programs  


Bureau of Justice Statistics 



mailto:bjs-aps-help@rti.org
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«USER ID» 


2017 Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole 
Designation Form 


Please review the information below. Indicate whether the Head of Agency and Designated Survey Respondent 
information is accurate or make updates and corrections as needed. Please complete and return this form by 
fax or email to RTI by November 30, 2017. 


Head of Agency 
Information on File Updated Information 


State Department of Corrections 


Mr. John Doe 


Director of Administrative Services 


123 Government Court 


Suite 456 


City, State 12345 


Email: john.doe@state.com 


Phone: 123-555-5555 ext. 1234 


Fax: 123-555-5555 


Attn:  Ms. Jane Doe 


� All information is correct. 


Designated Survey Respondent 
Information on File Updated Information 


Mr. John Doe 


Director of Administrative Services 


123 Government Court 


Suite 456 


City, State 12345 


Email: john.doe@state.com 


Phone: 123-555-5555 ext. 1234 


Fax: 123-555-5555 


� All information is correct. 


Please complete and return this form by fax or email to RTI by November 30, 2017. 


Fax: 866-509-7471 
Email: bjs-aps-help@rti.org 


If you have any questions, please call the RTI Agency Support Team at 866-334-4175. 



mailto:john.doe@state.com

mailto:john.doe@state.com



		1a-November_Prenotification Letter_v3

		1b-November_Designation Form






Attachment 13 – Pre-notification Letter Follow-up E-mail and Web Form 


TO: john.doe@state.com  


SUBJECT: Information Regarding the Upcoming Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole (ASPP) | USER_ID 


BODY OF E-MAIL: 


Dear Mr. John Doe,  


I’m writing on behalf of the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) regarding the Annual Surveys of Probation and 
Parole (ASPP). You recently received a letter from the Chief of the Corrections Statistics Unit of BJS introducing 
the 2017 collection. Your participation in this survey is voluntary, but is also needed to produce complete and 
accurate statistics about the probation and parole populations in the United States. 


As noted in that letter, we will send your designated survey respondent an invitation to the 2017 collection in 
January. If you have not submitted this information via fax, please use the following information to log onto the  
ASPP website (www.bjs-aps.org) and confirm or update the contact information for your agency: 


Username: userID1 Password: PW1 


If you have already provided updated information, thank you for your prompt response. We look forward to 
working with you on this important data collection. 


Sincerely, 


Tim Smith 
RTI Project Director 
Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole 


E-mail: bjs-aps-help@rti.org
Phone: (866) 334-4175
Fax: (866) 509-7471
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