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34 USC 10131 : Statement of purpose
Text contains those laws in effect on January 30, 2018


From Title 34-CRIME CONTROL AND LAW ENFORCEMENT
Subtitle I-Comprehensive Acts
CHAPTER 101-JUSTICE SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT
SUBCHAPTER III-BUREAU OF JUSTICE STATISTICS


Jump To: 
Source Credit
Codification
Prior Provisions
Amendments
Effective Date


§10131. Statement of purpose
It is the purpose of this subchapter 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, the Bureau shall give 
primary emphasis to the problems of State and local justice systems.


(Pub. L. 90–351, title I, §301, as added Pub. L. 96–157, §2, Dec. 27, 1979, 93 Stat. 1176 ; amended Pub. L. 
98–473, title II, §605(a), Oct. 12, 1984, 98 Stat. 2079 .)


CODIFICATION


Section was formerly classified to section 3731 of Title 42, The Public Health and Welfare, prior 
to editorial reclassification and renumbering as this section.


PRIOR PROVISIONS


A prior section 301 of Pub. L. 90–351, title I, June 19, 1968, 82 Stat. 199 ; Pub. L. 91–644,
title I, §4(1)–(4), Jan. 2, 1971, 84 Stat. 1882 ; Pub. L. 93–83, §2, Aug. 6, 1973, 87 Stat. 199 ; 
Pub. L. 94–503, title I, §§109, 128(b), Oct. 15, 1976, 90 Stat. 2411 , 2424, related to purposes 
and categories of grants for law enforcement and criminal justice purposes, prior to the general 
amendment of this chapter by Pub. L. 96–157.


AMENDMENTS


1984-Pub. L. 98–473 struck out "(including white-collar crime and public corruption)" after 
"information concerning crime" and "(including crimes against the elderly, white-collar crime, 
and public corruption)" after "levels of crime".


EFFECTIVE DATE OF 1984 AMENDMENT


Amendment by Pub. L. 98–473 effective Oct. 12, 1984, see section 609AA(a) of Pub. L. 98–
473, set out as an Effective Date note under section 10101 of this title.
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34 USC 10132 : Bureau of Justice Statistics
Text contains those laws in effect on January 30, 2018


From Title 34-CRIME CONTROL AND LAW ENFORCEMENT
Subtitle I-Comprehensive Acts
CHAPTER 101-JUSTICE SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT
SUBCHAPTER III-BUREAU OF JUSTICE STATISTICS


Jump To: 
Source Credit
References In Text
Codification
Prior Provisions
Amendments
Effective Date
Miscellaneous


§10132. 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 as "Bureau").


(b) Appointment of Director; experience; authority; restrictions
The Bureau shall be headed by a Director appointed by the President. 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 be responsible for the integrity of data 
and statistics and shall protect against improper or illegal use or disclosure. 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; 
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, tribal, and local justice policy and decisionmaking;


(4) collect and analyze statistical information, concerning the operations of the criminal justice system at 
the Federal, State, tribal, 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, tribal, 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, tribal, and local levels, and 
about the extent, distribution and attributes of crime, and juvenile delinquency, in the Nation and at the 
Federal, State, tribal, 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 and in Indian 
country;


(8) recommend national standards for justice statistics and for insuring the reliability and validity of 
justice statistics supplied pursuant to this chapter;
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(� ) maintain liaison with the judicial branches of the Federal Government and State and tribal 
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, tribal, and local 
governments, and the general public on justice statistics;


(11) establish or assist in the establishment of a system to provide State, tribal, 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, 


Indian tribes, 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, tribal, 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, tribal, and local criminal justice agencies on their drug enforcement activities;


(18) provide for the development and enhancement of State, tribal, 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;


(1� ) provide for improvements in the accuracy, quality, timeliness, immediate accessibility, and 
integration of State and tribal criminal history and related records, support the development and 
enhancement of national systems of criminal history and related records including the National Instant 
Criminal Background Check System, the National Incident-Based Reporting System, and the records of 
the National Crime Information Center, facilitate State and tribal participation in national records and 
information systems, and support statistical research for critical analysis of the improvement and utilization 
of criminal history records;


(20) maintain liaison with State, tribal, 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 10231 of this title and 
identify, analyze, and participate in the development and implementation of privacy, security and 
information policies which impact on Federal, tribal, and State criminal justice operations and related 
statistical activities; and


(23) exercise the powers and functions set out in subchapter VII.


(d) Justice statistical collection,  analysis,  and dissemination


(1) In g eneral
To ensure that all justice statistical collection, analysis, and dissemination is carried out in a coordinated 


manner, the Director is authorized to-
(A) 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 
therefor, and to enter into agreements with such agencies and instrumentalities for purposes of data 
collection and analysis;


(B) confer and cooperate with State, municipal, and other local agencies;
(C) request such information, data, and reports from any Federal agency as may be required to carry 


out the purposes of this chapter;
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(D) seek the cooperation of the judicial branch of the Federal Government in gathering data from 
criminal justice records;


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


(F) confer and cooperate with Federal statistical agencies as needed to carry out the purposes of this 
subchapter, including by entering into cooperative data sharing agreements in conformity with all laws 
and regulations applicable to the disclosure and use of data.


(2) Consultation w ith Indian tribes


The Director, acting jointly with the Assistant Secretary for Indian Affairs (acting through the Office of 
Justice Services) and the Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, shall work with Indian tribes and 
tribal law enforcement agencies to establish and implement such tribal data collection systems as the 
Director determines to be necessary to achieve the purposes of this section.


(e) Furnishing  of information,  data,  or reports by Federal ag encies
Federal agencies requested to furnish information, data, or reports pursuant to subsection (d)(1)(C) shall 


provide such information to the Bureau as is required to carry out the purposes of this section.


(f) Consultation w ith representatives of State,  tribal,  and local g overnment and j udiciary


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


(g ) Reports


Not later than 1 year after July 2� , 2010, and annually thereafter, the Director shall submit to Congress a 
report describing the data collected and analyzed under this section relating to crimes in Indian country.


(Pub. / . � 0± 351, title I, � 302, as added Pub. / . � 6± 157, � 2, Dec. 27, 1� 7� , � 3 Stat. 1176 ; amended Pub. / . 
� 8± 473, title II, � 605(b), Oct. 12, 1� 84, � 8 Stat. 207� ; Pub. / . 100± 6� 0, title VI, � 60� 2(a), Nov. 18, 1� 88, 
102 Stat. 433� ; Pub. / . 103± 322, title ; ; ; III, � 330001(h)(2), Sept. 13, 1� � 4, 108 Stat. 213� ; Pub. / . 10� ±
162, title ; I, � 1115(a), Jan. 5, 2006, 11�  Stat. 3103 ; Pub. / . 111± 211, title II, � 251(b), July 2� , 2010, 124 
Stat. 22� 7 ; Pub. / . 112± 166, � 2(h)(1), Aug. 10, 2012, 126 Stat. 1285 .)


REFERENCES IN TEX T


This Act, referred to in subsecs. (b) and (c)(11), is Pub. / . � 0± 351, June 1� , 1� 68, 82 Stat. 
1� 7 , known as the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1� 68. For complete 
classification of this Act to the Code, see Short Title of 1� 68 Act note set out under section 10101 
of this title and Tables.


CODIFICATION


Section was formerly classified to section 3732 of Title 42, The Public Health and : elfare, prior 
to editorial reclassification and renumbering as this section.


PRIOR PROV ISIONS


A prior section 302 of Pub. / . � 0± 351, title I, June 1� , 1� 68, 82 Stat. 200 ; Pub. / . � 3± 83, � 2, 
Aug. 6, 1� 73, 87 Stat. 201 ; Pub. / . � 4± 503, title I, � 110, Oct. 15, 1� 76, � 0 Stat. 2412 , related 
to establishment of State planning agencies to develop comprehensive State plans for grants for 
law enforcement and criminal justice purposes, prior to the general amendment of this chapter 
by Pub. / . � 6± 157.


AMENDMENTS


2012-Subsec. (b). Pub. / . 112± 166 struck out ", by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate" before period at end of first sentence.


2010-Subsec. (c)(3) to (6). Pub. / . 111± 211, � 251(b)(1)(A), inserted "tribal," after "State," 
wherever appearing.


Subsec. (c)(7). Pub. / . 111± 211, � 251(b)(1)(B), inserted "and in Indian country" after "States".
Subsec. (c)(� ). Pub. / . 111± 211, � 251(b)(1)(C), substituted "Federal Government and State 


and tribal governments" for "Federal and State Governments".
Subsec. (c)(10), (11). Pub. / . 111± 211, � 251(b)(1)(D), inserted ", tribal," after "State".
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Subsec. (c)(13). Pub. / . 111± 211, � 251(b)(1)(E), inserted ", Indian tribes," after "States".
Subsec. (c)(17). Pub. / . 111± 211, � 251(b)(1)(F), substituted "activities at the Federal, State, 


tribal, and local" for "activities at the Federal, State and local" and "generated by Federal, State, 
tribal, and local" for "generated by Federal, State, and local".


Subsec. (c)(18). Pub. / . 111± 211, � 251(b)(1)(G), substituted "State, tribal, and local" for 
"State and local".


Subsec. (c)(1� ). Pub. / . 111± 211, � 251(b)(1)(H), inserted "and tribal" after "State" in two 
places.


Subsec. (c)(20). Pub. / . 111± 211, � 251(b)(1)(I), inserted ", tribal," after "State".
Subsec. (c)(22). Pub. / . 111± 211, � 251(b)(1)(J), inserted ", tribal," after "Federal".
Subsec. (d). Pub. / . 111± 211, � 251(b)(2), designated existing provisions as par. (1), inserted 


par. (1) heading, substituted "To ensure" for "To insure", redesignated former pars. (1) to (6) as 
subpars. (A) to (F), respectively, of par. (1), realigned margins, and added par. (2).


Subsec. (e). Pub. / . 111± 211, � 251(b)(3), substituted "subsection (d)(1)(C)" for "subsection 
(d)(3)".


Subsec. (f). Pub. / . 111± 211, � 251(b)(4)(B), inserted ", tribal," after "State".
Pub. / . 111± 211, � 251(b)(4)(A), which directed insertion of ", tribal," after "State" in heading, 


was executed editorially but could not be executed in original because heading had been 
editorially supplied.


Subsec. (g). Pub. / . 111± 211, � 251(b)(5), added subsec. (g).
2006 -Subsec. (b). Pub. / . 10� ± 162, � 1115(a)(1), inserted after third sentence "The Director 


shall be responsible for the integrity of data and statistics and shall protect against improper or 
illegal use or disclosure."


Subsec. (c)(1� ). Pub. / . 10� ± 162, � 1115(a)(2), amended par. (1� ) generally. Prior to 
amendment, par. (1� ) read as follows�  "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;".


Subsec. (d)(6). Pub. / . 10� ± 162, � 1115(a)(3), added par. (6).
19 9 4-Subsec. (c)(1� ). Pub. / . 103± 322 substituted a semicolon for period at end.
19 8 8 -Subsec. (c)(16) to (23). Pub. / . 100± 6� 0 added pars. (16) to (1� ) and redesignated 


former pars. (16) to (1� ) as (20) to (23), respectively.
19 8 4-Subsec. (b). Pub. / . � 8± 473, � 605(b)(1), inserted provision requiring Director to report to 


Attorney General through Assistant Attorney General.
Subsec. (c)(13). Pub. / . � 8± 473, � 605(b)(2)(A), (C), added par. (13) and struck out former 


par. (13) relating to provision of financial and technical assistance to States and units of local 
government relating to collection, analysis, or dissemination of justice statistics.


Subsec. (c)(14), (15). Pub. / . � 8± 473, � 605(b)(2)(C), added pars. (14) and (15). Former pars. 
(14) and (15) redesignated (16) and (17), respectively.


Subsec. (c)(16). Pub. / . � 8± 473, � 605(b)(2)(A), (B), redesignated par. (14) as (16) and struck 
out former par. (16) relating to insuring conformance with security and privacy regulations 
issued under section 10231 of this title.


Subsec. (c)(17). Pub. / . � 8± 473, � 605(b)(2)(B), redesignated par. (15) as (17). Former par. 
(17) redesignated (1� ).


Subsec. (c)(18). Pub. / . � 8± 473, � 605(b)(2)(D), added par. (18).
Subsec. (c)(1� ). Pub. / . � 8± 473, � 605(b)(2)(B), redesignated former par. (17) as (1� ).
Subsec. (d)(1). Pub. / . � 8± 473, � 605(b)(3)(A), inserted ", and to enter into agreements with 


such agencies and instrumentalities for purposes of data collection and analysis".
Subsec. (d)(5). Pub. / . � 8± 473, � 605(b)(3)(B)± (D), added par. (5).


EFFECTIV E DATE OF 2012 AMENDMENT


Amendment by Pub. / . 112± 166 effective 60 days after Aug. 10, 2012, and applicable to 
appointments made on and after that effective date, including any nomination pending in the 
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Senate on that date, see section 6(a) of Pub. / . 112± 166, set out as a note under section 113 
of Title 6, Domestic Security.


EFFECTIV E DATE OF 19 8 4 AMENDMENT


Amendment by Pub. / . � 8± 473 effective Oct. 12, 1� 84, see section 60� AA(a) of Pub. / . � 8±
473, set out as an Effective Date note under section 10101 of this title.


CONSTRUCTION OF 2010 AMENDMENT


Pub. / . 111± 211, title II, � 251(c), July 2� , 2010, 124 Stat. 22� 8 , provided that�  "Nothing in 
this section > amending this section and section 41507 of this title@  or any amendment made by this 
section-


"(1) allows the grant to be made to, or used by, an entity for law enforcement activities 
that the entity lacks jurisdiction to perform; or


"(2) has any effect other than to authorize, award, or deny a grant of funds to a federally 
recognized Indian tribe for the purposes described in the relevant grant program."
> For definition of "Indian tribe" as used in section 251(c) of Pub. / . 111± 211, set out above, 


see section 203(a) of Pub. / . 111± 211, set out as a note under section 2801 of Title 25, Indians.@


INCLUSION OF H ONOR V IOLENCE IN NATIONAL CRIME V ICTIMIZ ATION SURV EY


Pub. / . 113± 235, div. B, title II, Dec. 16, 2014, 128 Stat. 21� 1 , provided in part�  "That 
beginning not later than 2 years after the date of enactment of this Act > div. B of Pub. / . 113±
235, Dec. 16, 2014@ , as part of each National Crime Victimization Survey, the Attorney General 
shall include statistics relating to honor violence".


STUDY OF CRIMES AG AINST SENIORS


Pub. / . 106± 534, � 5, Nov. 22, 2000, 114 Stat. 2557 , provided that�
"(a) In General.-The Attorney General shall conduct a study relating to crimes against seniors, 


in order to assist in developing new strategies to prevent and otherwise reduce the incidence of 
those crimes.


"(b) Issues Addressed.-The study conducted under this section shall include an analysis of-
"(1) the nature and type of crimes perpetrated against seniors, with special focus on-


"(A) the most common types of crimes that affect seniors;
"(B) the nature and extent of telemarketing, sweepstakes, and repair fraud against 


seniors; and
"(C) the nature and extent of financial and material fraud targeted at seniors;


"(2) the risk factors associated with seniors who have been victimized;
"(3) the manner in which the Federal and State criminal justice systems respond to 


crimes against seniors;
"(4) the feasibility of States establishing and maintaining a centralized computer database 


on the incidence of crimes against seniors that will promote the uniform identification and 
reporting of such crimes;


"(5) the effectiveness of damage awards in court actions and other means by which 
seniors receive reimbursement and other damages after fraud has been established; and


"(6) other effective ways to prevent or reduce the occurrence of crimes against seniors."


INCLUSION OF SENIORS IN NATIONAL CRIME V ICTIMIZ ATION SURV EY


Pub. / . 106± 534, � 6, Nov. 22, 2000, 114 Stat. 2557 , provided that�  "Beginning not later than 
2 years after the date of enactment of this Act > Nov. 22, 2000@ , as part of each National Crime 
Victimization Survey, the Attorney General shall include statistics relating to-


"(1) crimes targeting or disproportionately affecting seniors;
"(2) crime risk factors for seniors, including the times and locations at which crimes 


victimizing seniors are most likely to occur; and
"(3) specific characteristics of the victims of crimes who are seniors, including age, 


gender, race or ethnicity, and socioeconomic status."
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CRIME VICTIMS WITH DISABILITIES AWARENESS


Pub. L. 105–301, Oct. 27, 1998, 112 Stat. 2838 , as amended by Pub. L. 106–402, title IV, 
§401(b)(10), Oct. 30, 2000, 114 Stat. 1739 , provided that:


"SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.
"This Act may be cited as the 'Crime Victims With Disabilities Awareness Act'.


"SEC. 2. FINDINGS; PURPOSES.
"(a) Findings.-Congress finds that-


"(1) although research conducted abroad demonstrates that individuals with 
developmental disabilities are at a 4 to 10 times higher risk of becoming crime victims than 
those without disabilities, there have been no significant studies on this subject conducted in 
the United States;


"(2) in fact, the National Crime Victim's Survey, conducted annually by the Bureau of 
Justice Statistics of the Department of Justice, does not specifically collect data relating to 
crimes against individuals with developmental disabilities;


"(3) studies in Canada, Australia, and Great Britain consistently show that victims with 
developmental disabilities suffer repeated victimization because so few of the crimes against 
them are reported, and even when they are, there is sometimes a reluctance by police, 
prosecutors, and judges to rely on the testimony of a disabled individual, making individuals 
with developmental disabilities a target for criminal predators;


"(4) research in the United States needs to be done to-
"(A) understand the nature and extent of crimes against individuals with 


developmental disabilities;
"(B) describe the manner in which the justice system responds to crimes against 


individuals with developmental disabilities; and
"(C) identify programs, policies, or laws that hold promises for making the justice 


system more responsive to crimes against individuals with developmental disabilities; and
"(5) the National Academy of Science Committee on Law and Justice of the National 


Research Council is a premier research institution with unique experience in developing 
seminal, multidisciplinary studies to establish a strong research base from which to make 
public policy.
"(b) Purposes.-The purposes of this Act are-


"(1) to increase public awareness of the plight of victims of crime who are individuals with 
developmental disabilities;


"(2) to collect data to measure the extent of the problem of crimes against individuals with 
developmental disabilities; and


"(3) to develop a basis to find new strategies to address the safety and justice needs of 
victims of crime who are individuals with developmental disabilities.


"SEC. 3. DEFINITION OF DEVELOPMENTAL DISABILITY.
"In this Act, the term 'developmental disability' has the meaning given the term in section 102 


of the Developmental Disabilities Assistance and Bill of Rights Act of 2000 [42 U.S.C. 15002].


"SEC. 4. STUDY.
"(a) In General.-The Attorney General shall conduct a study to increase knowledge and 


information about crimes against individuals with developmental disabilities that will be useful in 
developing new strategies to reduce the incidence of crimes against those individuals.


"(b) Issues Addressed.-The study conducted under this section shall address such issues as-
"(1) the nature and extent of crimes against individuals with developmental disabilities;
"(2) the risk factors associated with victimization of individuals with developmental 


disabilities;
"(3) the manner in which the justice system responds to crimes against individuals with 


developmental disabilities; and
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"(4) the means by which States may establish and maintain a centralized computer 
database on the incidence of crimes against individuals with disabilities within a State.
"(c) National Academy of Sciences.-In carrying out this section, the Attorney General shall 


consider contracting with the Committee on Law and Justice of the National Research Council 
of the National Academy of Sciences to provide research for the study conducted under this 
section.


"(d) Report.-Not later than 18 months after the date of enactment of this Act [Oct. 27, 1998], 
the Attorney General shall submit to the Committees on the Judiciary of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives a report describing the results of the study conducted under this 
section.


"SEC. 5. NATIONAL CRIME VICTIM'S SURVEY.
"Not later than 2 years after the date of enactment of this Act, as part of each National Crime 


Victim's Survey, the Attorney General shall include statistics relating to-
"(1) the nature of crimes against individuals with developmental disabilities; and
"(2) the specific characteristics of the victims of those crimes."
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		2 - 34USC10131

		2 - 34USC10132






1 
 


  


RY2020  
Annual Parole Survey: 


Coronavirus (COVID-19) Questions 


1. What was your agency’s adult parole population on –   


a. March 31, 2020?............    check if estimate 


b. June 30, 2020?.............. check if estimate 


c. September 30, 2020?....   check if estimate 


2. Between January 1, 2020 and June 30, 2020, how many adults entered parole? 


 entries  


3. Between January 1, 2020 and June 30, 2020, how many adult parolees were discharged 
from supervision? 


 discharges  


4. As you answer this question, please consider reporting requirements for ANY adult 
parolee.  For any period of time in 2020, was your agency’s reporting requirement for any 
adult parolees suspended in response to the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic? 


Yes 
No  Go to #6 


5. In total, for about how many weeks was your agency’s reporting requirement 
suspended? 


weeks 
  







2 
 


  
 


6. For any period of time in 2020, did your agency reduce business operations (e.g., less 
reporting or testing) in response to the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic? 


Yes 
No  Go to #8 


7. In total, for about how many weeks did your agency reduce business operations? 
weeks 


8. Overall, how did your agency’s use of the following techniques for parolee reporting 
change in response to the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic? Select one response per 
item. 


 


Decreased 
Use 


Increased 
Use 


No change 
in use due to 
coronavirus 
(COVID-19) 


Not Used / 
NA 


a. Office visits with clients     


b. Home visits with clients     


c. Field visits with clients (e.g., curbside, 
workplace, community locations)     


d. Video reporting (e.g., Zoom, FaceTime, 
WebEx, etc.)      


e. Mobile reporting (e.g., telephone, cell 
phone, web-based platform, cell phone 
application) 


    


f. Email reporting     


g. Other reporting (please specify):  
 
     


 
  







3 
 


  
0 
 


9. At any point during 2020, did your agency (or any agency under your jurisdiction) ever 
make the following changes in response to the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic? 


 Yes No 


a. Arrests for technical violations of parole were suspended   


b. Filing of technical violations of parole orders was suspended   


c. Court hearings for technical violations of parole were suspended   


d. Jail sentences for technical violations of parole were suspended   


e. Supervision terms were decreased (e.g., release from supervision was expedited)   


f. Collection of fines, fees, or restitution was suspended   


g. Presentence report practices were changed (e.g., stopped conducting interviews)   


h. Work or community service requirements were reduced   


i. Telehealth for treatment services was instituted or used more frequently   


j. Curfews were suspended   


k. Other (please specify):  
 


 
  


10. At any point during 2020, were your agency’s drug testing procedures for adult parolees 
affected by the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic? 


Yes 
No  Skip #11 (end survey) 


11. In which of the following ways were your agency’s drug testing procedures affected 
by the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic?  


 Yes No 


a. Agency stopped drug testing of any adult parolees   


b. Agency reduced number of individuals receiving drug testing   


c. Agency reduced frequency each individual received drug testing   


d. Agency switched to a random drug-testing approach   


e. Agency switched method of drug testing (e.g., switched to mouth swab)   


f. Other (please describe):  
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RY2020  
Annual Probation Survey: 


Coronavirus (COVID-19) Questions 


1. What was your agency’s adult probation population on –   


a. March 31, 2020?............    check if estimate 


b. June 30, 2020?.............. check if estimate 


c. September 30, 2020?....   check if estimate 


2. Between January 1, 2020 and June 30, 2020, how many adults entered probation? 


 entries  


3. Between January 1, 2020 and June 30, 2020, how many adult probationers were 
discharged from supervision? 


 discharges  


4. As you answer this question, please consider reporting requirements for ANY adult 
probationer.  For any period of time in 2020, was your agency’s reporting requirement for 
any adult probationers suspended in response to the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic? 


Yes 
No  Go to #6 


5. In total, for about how many weeks was your agency’s reporting requirement 
suspended? 


weeks 
  







2 
 


  
 


6. For any period of time in 2020, did your agency reduce business operations (e.g., less 
reporting or testing) in response to the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic? 


Yes 
No  Go to #8 


7. In total, for about how many weeks did your agency reduce business operations? 
weeks 


8. Overall, how did your agency’s use of the following techniques for probationer reporting 
change in response to the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic? Select one response per 
item. 


 


Decreased 
Use 


Increased 
Use 


No change 
in use due to 
coronavirus 
(COVID-19) 


Not Used / 
NA 


a. Office visits with clients     


b. Home visits with clients     


c. Field visits with clients (e.g., curbside, 
workplace, community locations)     


d. Video reporting (e.g., Zoom, FaceTime, 
WebEx, etc.)      


e. Mobile reporting (e.g., telephone, cell 
phone, web-based platform, cell phone 
application) 


    


f. Email reporting     


g. Other reporting (please specify):  
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0 
 


9. At any point during 2020, did your agency (or any agency under your jurisdiction) ever 
make the following changes in response to the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic? 


 Yes No 


a. Arrests for technical violations of probation were suspended   


b. Filing of technical violations of probation orders was suspended   


c. Court hearings for technical violations of probation were suspended   


d. Jail sentences for technical violations of probation were suspended   


e. Supervision terms were decreased (e.g., release from supervision was expedited)   


f. Collection of fines, fees, or restitution was suspended   


g. Presentence report practices were changed (e.g., stopped conducting interviews)   


h. Work or community service requirements were reduced   


i. Telehealth for treatment services was instituted or used more frequently   


j. Curfews were suspended   


k. Other (please specify):  
 


 
  


10. At any point during 2020, were your agency’s drug testing procedures for adult 
probationers affected by the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic? 


Yes 
No  Skip #11 (end survey) 


11. In which of the following ways were your agency’s drug testing procedures affected 
by the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic?  


 Yes No 


a. Agency stopped drug testing of any adult probationers   


b. Agency reduced number of individuals receiving drug testing   


c. Agency reduced frequency each individual received drug testing   


d. Agency switched to a random drug-testing approach   


e. Agency switched method of drug testing (e.g., switched to mouth swab)   


f. Other (please describe):  
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


[OMB Number 1117–0009] 


Agency Information Collection 
Activities; Proposed eCollection, 
eComments Requested; Extension 
Without Change of a Previously 
Approved Collection Controlled 
Substances Import/Export Declaration; 
DEA Form 236 


AGENCY: Drug Enforcement 
Administration, Department of Justice. 
ACTION: 60-Day notice. 


SUMMARY: The Department of Justice 
(DOJ), Drug Enforcement 
Administration (DEA), 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 
August 3, 2020. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If 
you have comments 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 
Scott A. Brinks, Regulatory Drafting & 
Policy Support Section, Drug 
Enforcement Administration; Mailing 
Address: 8701 Morrissette Drive, 
Springfield, Virginia 22152; Telephone: 
(571) 362–3261. 
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 agency, 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 proposed 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 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. Title of the Form/Collection: 
Controlled Substances Import/Export 
Declaration (DEA Form 236). 


3. The agency form number, if any, 
and the applicable component of the 
Department sponsoring the collection: 
Form Number: DEA Form 236. The 
Department of Justice component is the 
Drug Enforcement Administration, 
Office of Diversion Control. 


4. Affected public who will be asked 
or required to respond, as well as a brief 
abstract: 


Affected public (Primary): Business or 
other for-profit. 


Affected public (Other): None. 
Abstract: DEA Form 236 enables DEA 


to monitor and control the importation 
and exportation of controlled 
substances. Analysis of these documents 
provides DEA with important 
intelligence regarding the international 
commerce in controlled substances and 
assists in the identification of suspected 
points of diversion. 


5. An estimate of the total number of 
respondents and the amount of time 
estimated for an average respondent to 
respond: DEA estimates that there are 
323 total respondents for this 
information collection. In total, 323 
respondents submit 8,154 responses, 
with each response taking 15 minutes to 
complete. 


6. An estimate of the total public 
burden (in hours) associated with the 
proposed collection: DEA estimates that 
this collection takes 2,039 annual 
burden hours. 


If additional information is required 
please 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, Suite 3E.405B, 
Washington, DC 20530. 


Dated: May 28, 2020. 


Melody Braswell, 
Department Clearance Officer for PRA, U.S. 
Department of Justice. 
[FR Doc. 2020–11922 Filed 6–2–20; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 4410–09–P 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


Bureau of Justice Statistics 


[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 
August 3, 2020. 
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 
Barbara Oudekerk, Statistician, Bureau 
of Justice Statistics, 810 Seventh Street 
NW, Washington, DC 20531 (email: 
Barbara.A.Oudekerk@ojp.usdoj.gov; 
telephone: 202–616–3904). 
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 
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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 52 respondents including 50 
central reporters, 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 360 reporters 
including 40 state respondents, the 
District of Columbia, the Federal Bureau 
of Prisons, and 318 from local 
authorities responsible for keeping 
records on probationers. For the CJ–8A 
form, the affected public includes 448 
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. 
In 2020, respondents will be asked a few 
questions about the COVID–19 
pandemic and how it affected their 
agency. 


5. An estimate of the total number of 
respondents and the amount of time 
estimated for an average respondent to 
respond: 860 respondents total; 412 
with an averaged time of 1.75 hours for 
response and 448 with an average time 
0.625 hours to respond. 860 respondents 
will be asked additional COVID–19 
questions with an average time to 
complete of 0.33 hours. 


6. An estimate of the total public 
burden (in hours) associated with the 
collection: There is an estimated 1,001 
total burden hours associated with this 
collection, with an additional 287 hours 
in 2020 for the COVID–19 questions. 
The total burden for the 2020 data 
collection is 1,288. 


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: May 28, 2020. 
Melody Braswell, 
Department Clearance Officer for PRA, U.S. 
Department of Justice. 
[FR Doc. 2020–11921 Filed 6–2–20; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE P 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 


Employment and Training 
Administration 


Notice of Determinations Regarding 
Eligibility To Apply for Trade 
Adjustment Assistance 


In accordance with the Section 223 
(19 U.S.C. 2273) of the Trade Act of 
1974 (19 U.S.C. 2271, et seq.) (‘‘Act’’), as 
amended, the Department of Labor 
herein presents summaries of 
determinations regarding eligibility to 
apply for trade adjustment assistance 
under Chapter 2 of the Act (‘‘TAA’’) for 
workers by (TA–W) number issued 
during the period of April 1, 2020 
through April 30, 2020. (This Notice 
primarily follows the language of the 
Trade Act. In some places however, 
changes such as the inclusion of 
subheadings, a reorganization of 
language, or ‘‘and,’’ ‘‘or,’’ or other words 
are added for clarification.) 


Section 222(a)—Workers of a Primary 
Firm 


In order for an affirmative 
determination to be made for workers of 
a primary firm and a certification issued 
regarding eligibility to apply for TAA, 
the group eligibility requirements under 
Section 222(a) of the Act (19 U.S.C. 
2272(a)) must be met, as follows: 


(1) The first criterion (set forth in 
Section 222(a)(1) of the Act, 19 U.S.C. 
2272(a)(1)) is that a significant number 
or proportion of the workers in such 
workers’ firm (or ‘‘such firm’’) have 
become totally or partially separated, or 
are threatened to become totally or 
partially separated; AND (2(A) or 2(B) 
below). 


(2) The second criterion (set forth in 
Section 222(a)(2) of the Act, 19 U.S.C. 
2272(a)(2)) may be satisfied by either (A) 
the Increased Imports Path, or (B) the 
Shift in Production or Services to a 
Foreign Country Path/Acquisition of 
Articles or Services from a Foreign 
Country Path, as follows: 


(A) Increased Imports Path: 
(i) The sales or production, or both, of 


such firm, have decreased absolutely; 
AND (ii and iii below) 


(ii)(I) imports of articles or services 
like or directly competitive with articles 
produced or services supplied by such 
firm have increased; OR 


(II)(aa) imports of articles like or 
directly competitive with articles into 
which one or more component parts 
produced by such firm are directly 
incorporated, have increased; OR 


(II)(bb) imports of articles like or 
directly competitive with articles which 
are produced directly using the services 
supplied by such firm, have increased; 
OR 


(III) imports of articles directly 
incorporating one or more component 
parts produced outside the United 
States that are like or directly 
competitive with imports of articles 
incorporating one or more component 
parts produced by such firm have 
increased; AND 


(iii) the increase in imports described 
in clause (ii) contributed importantly to 
such workers’ separation or threat of 
separation and to the decline in the 
sales or production of such firm; OR 


(B) Shift in Production or Services to 
a Foreign Country Path OR Acquisition 
of Articles or Services from a Foreign 
Country Path: 


(i)(I) There has been a shift by such 
workers’ firm to a foreign country in the 
production of articles or the supply of 
services like or directly competitive 
with articles which are produced or 
services which are supplied by such 
firm; OR 


(II) such workers’ firm has acquired 
from a foreign country articles or 
services that are like or directly 
competitive with articles which are 
produced or services which are 
supplied by such firm; AND 


(ii) the shift described in clause (i)(I) 
or the acquisition of articles or services 
described in clause (i)(II) contributed 
importantly to such workers’ separation 
or threat of separation. 


Section 222(b)—Adversely Affected 
Secondary Workers 


In order for an affirmative 
determination to be made for adversely 
affected secondary workers of a firm and 
a certification issued regarding 
eligibility to apply for TAA, the group 
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


[OMB Number 1121–0149] 


Agency Information Collection 
Activities; Proposed Collection 
Comments Requested; Reinstatement, 
With Change, of a Previously 
Approved Collection for Which 
Approval Has Expired: National Survey 
of Prosecutors (NSP) 


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 (BJS), 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 
October 13, 2020. 
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 
George Browne, Statistician, 
Prosecution and Judicial Statistics Unit, 
Bureau of Justice Statistics, 810 Seventh 
Street NW, Washington, DC 20531 
(email: George.Browne@usdoj.gov; 
telephone: 202–307–1618). 
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: 
Reinstatement of the National Survey of 
Prosecutors. 


(2) The Title of the Form/Collection: 
2020 National Survey of Prosecutors. 


(3) The agency form number, if any, 
and the applicable component of the 
Department sponsoring the collection: 
The form number is NSP–20. 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: Respondents will be chief state 
prosecutors or their staff. Abstract: 
Among other responsibilities, the 
Bureau of Justice Statistics is charged 
with collecting data regarding the 
prosecution of crimes by state and 
federal offices. This information 
collection is a survey of local prosecutor 
offices that handles criminal cases in 
state courts. The Bureau of Justice 
Statistics (BJS) proposes to implement 
the next iteration of the National Survey 
of Prosecutors (NSP). Local prosecutors 
occupy a central role in a criminal 
justice system seeking to ensure justice 
is served. Prosecutors represent the 
local government in deciding who is 
charged with a crime, the type and 
number of charges filed, whether or not 
to offer a plea, and providing sentencing 
recommendations for those convicted of 
crimes. Since 1990, the NSP has been 
the only recurring national statistical 
program that captures the 
administrative and operational 
characteristics of the prosecutorial 
function in the State criminal justice 
system. The NSP will gather national 
statistics on local prosecutor office 
staffing and services, budgets and 
caseloads. In addition, this study will 
collect data on emerging topics such as 
provision of victim services, utilization 
of diversion programs and specialty 
courts and services provided on tribal 
lands by local prosecutor offices. These 
data will allow BJS to conduct trend 
analyses and comparisons with 
historical data, where available, and 
provide descriptive statistics on 
emerging crimes. 


(5) An estimate of the total number of 
respondents and the amount of time 
estimated for an average respondent to 
respond: BJS will sample approximately 
750 offices from the estimated 2,400 
prosecutor offices across the U.S. The 
sample will include a census of all 


prosecutor offices located in counties of 
500,000 or more (N=145 offices), and a 
sample proportionate to size for 
counties with less than 500,000 
residents (N=605 offices). Based on 
cognitive interview testing of 24 
respondents, an average of 80 minutes 
per respondent was needed to complete 
form NSP–19, including time to review 
materials and conduct data quality 
follow-up. 


(6) An estimate of the total public 
burden (in hours) associated with the 
collection: The total respondent burden 
is approximately 1,000 burden hours for 
all the jurisdictions surveyed. 


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: August 9, 2020. 
Melody Braswell, 
Department Clearance Officer for PRA, U.S. 
Department of Justice. 
[FR Doc. 2020–17688 Filed 8–12–20; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 4410–18–P 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


[OMB Number 1121–0064] 


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


AGENCY: Bureau of Justice Statistics, 
Department of Justice. 
ACTION: 30-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 30 days until 
September 14, 2020. 
ADDRESSES: Written comments and 
recommendations for the proposed 
information collection should be sent 
within 30 days of publication of this 
notice to www.reginfo.gov/public/do/ 
PRAMain. Find this particular 
information collection by selecting 
‘‘Currently under 30-day Review—Open 
for Public Comments’’ or by using the 
search function. 
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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 52 respondents including 50 
central reporters, 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 360 reporters 
including 40 state respondents, the 
District of Columbia, the Federal Bureau 


of Prisons, and 318 from local 
authorities responsible for keeping 
records on probationers. For the CJ–8A 
form, the affected public includes 448 
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. 
In 2020, respondents will be asked a few 
questions about the COVID–19 
pandemic and how it affected their 
agency. 


(5) An estimate of the total number of 
respondents and the amount of time 
estimated for an average respondent to 
respond: 860 respondents total; 412 
with an averaged time of 1.75 hours for 
response and 448 with an average time 
0.625 hours to respond. 860 respondents 
will be asked additional COVID–19 
questions with an average time to 
complete of 0.33 hours. 


(6) An estimate of the total public 
burden (in hours) associated with the 
collection: There is an estimated 1,001 
total burden hours associated with this 
collection, with an additional 287 hours 
in 2020 for the COVID–19 questions. 
The total burden for the 2020 data 
collection is 1,288. 


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: August 9, 2020. 
Melody Braswell, 
Department Clearance Officer for PRA, U.S. 
Department of Justice. 
[FR Doc. 2020–17690 Filed 8–12–20; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 4410–18–P 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


[Docket No. 72–1051; NRC–2018–0052] 


Holtec International HI-STORE 
Consolidated Interim Storage Facility 
Project 


AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 
ACTION: Draft environmental impact 
statement; public comment meetings. 


SUMMARY: On March 20, 2020, the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) 


published in the Federal Register a 
notice issuing the draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) for Holtec 
International’s (Holtec’s) application to 
construct and operate a consolidated 
interim storage facility (CISF) for spent 
nuclear fuel and Greater-Than Class C 
waste, along with a small quantity of 
mixed oxide fuel. The NRC is 
announcing four public comment 
webinars to receive comments on the 
draft report. The meetings will allow 
interested members of the public to 
submit their comments. 
DATES: The NRC staff will hold webinars 
on August 20, 2020, August 25, 2020, 
August 26, 2020, and September 2, 
2020. The staff will present the findings 
of the draft report and will receive 
public comments during transcribed 
public meetings. Members of the public 
are invited to submit comments by 
September 22, 2020. Comments received 
after this date will be considered if it is 
practical to do so, but the NRC is able 
to ensure consideration only for 
comments received on or before this 
date. 


ADDRESSES: You may submit comments 
by any of the following methods: 


• Federal Rulemaking website: Go to 
https://www.regulations.gov/ and search 
for Docket ID NRC–2018–0052. Address 
questions about NRC docket IDs in 
Regulations.gov to Jennifer Borges; 
telephone: 301–287–9127; email: 
Jennifer.Borges@nrc.gov. For technical 
questions, contact the individual listed 
in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT section of this document. 


• Mail comments to: Office of 
Administration, Mail Stop: TWFN–7– 
A60M, ATTN: Program Management, 
Announcements and Editing Staff, U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 20555–0001. 


• Email comments to: Holtec- 
CISFEIS@nrc.gov. 


For additional direction on obtaining 
information and submitting comments, 
see ‘‘Obtaining Information and 
Submitting Comments’’ in the 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION SECTION of 
this document. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jill 
Caverly, Office of Nuclear Material 
Safety and Safeguards, U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington 
DC, 20555–0001; telephone: 301–415– 
7674; email: Jill.Caverly@nrc.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


I. Obtaining Information and 
Submitting Comments 


A. Obtaining Information 


Please refer to Docket ID NRC–2018– 
0052 when contacting the NRC about 
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Enclosure: Designation Form  <<UID>> 


«DATE» 


«AH_SAL» «AH_FN» «AH_LN»«AH_COMMA» «AH_TITLE» 
«ATTN» «A_SAL» «A_FN» «A_LN» 
«AGENCY_NAME» 
«AH_ADD» 
«AH_ADD2» 
«AH_CITY», «AH_STATE» «AH_ZIP_A» 


Dear «AH_SAL» «AH_FN» «AH_LN», 


As the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) prepares to launch its <<Annual Probation Survey (APS), Annual Parole Survey (APS), Annual 
Surveys of Probation and Parole (ASPP)>>, I look forward to your participation as <<this survey is a, these surveys are>> core 
<<component, components>> of BJS’s data collections on community corrections. Data from <<this collection, 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 addition, the 2020 collection includes new items asking about the impact of the coronavirus (COVID19) 
pandemic, and will provide the first national information on how the pandemic has affected community corrections.   


In January, <<Contractor>> will send your designated survey respondent an invitation to the 20XX collection. Use the following 
information to log onto the <<APS, ASPP>> website (www.bjs-aps.org) and confirm or update the contact information for your agency: 
 


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


 


 


Alternatively, the current contact information for your agency appears on the enclosed Designation Form. You may confirm or update the 
information on the form provided and email the completed form to <<Agency Support Team Email>> or fax it to <<XXX-XXX-XXXX>>. 
Please submit this information by November XX, 20XX.  


BJS will use the data collected in <<APS, ASPP>> only for research and statistical purposes, as described in 34 U.S.C. § 10134 and 34 U.S.C. 
§ 10231. <<Contractor>>, the <<APS, 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 <<APS, ASPP>> is a smooth process. Members of <<Contractor>>’s Agency Support Team can be 
reached by calling toll-free <<XXX-XXX-XXXX>> or by sending an email to <<Agency Support Team Email>>.  


Sincerely, 
 
<<Chief Name>> 
Chief, Corrections Statistics Unit 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 
 



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

http://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/BJS_Data_Protection_Guidelines.pdf





Enclosure: Designation Form  <<UID>> 


 


Learn more about the <<Annual Probation Survey (APS), Annual Parole Survey (APS), 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 <<Contractor>> and BJS at the American Probation and Parole Association conferences 
• Contact Barbara Oudekerk, BJS project manager, at (202) 616-3904 or 


Barbara.A.Oudekerk@usdoj.gov.  
 



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

mailto:Barbara.A.Oudekerk@usdoj.gov






Pre-notification Follow-up via E-mail 
To be sent to all agencies who received the pre-notification letter 


 
TO: <<AH_EMAIL>> 
 
SUBJECT: Information Regarding the Upcoming <<Annual Probation Survey (APS), Annual Parole Survey 
(APS), Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole (ASPP)>> | <<UID>> 
 
BODY OF E-MAIL: 
 
Dear <<AH_SAL>> <<AH_FN>> <<AH_LN>>,  
 
I’m writing on behalf of the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) regarding the <<Annual Probation Survey 
(APS), Annual Parole Survey (APS), Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole (ASPP)>>. You recently 
received a letter from <<Chief Name>>, Chief of the Corrections Statistics Unit of BJS, introducing the 
20XX collection. Your participation in this survey is voluntary but is also needed to produce complete 
and accurate statistics about the <<probation, parole, probation and parole>> population in the United 
States. In addition, the 2020 collection includes new items asking about the impact of the coronavirus 
(COVID19) pandemic, and will provide the first national information on how the pandemic has affected 
community corrections.   
 
As noted in that letter, we will send your designated survey respondent an invitation to the 20XX 
collection in January. If you have not already submitted contact information for your designated survey 
respondent, please use the following instructions to log onto the <<APS, ASPP>> website (www.bjs-
aps.org) and confirm or update the contact information for your agency: 
 


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


 
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, 
 
<<Project Director Name>> 
<<Contractor>> Project Director 
Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole 
 
E-mail: <<Agency Support Team Email>>  
Phone: << XXX-XXX-XXXX>> 
Fax: << XXX-XXX-XXXX>>  
 



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

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






TO: <<DP_EMAIL>>  


CC: <<AH_EMAIL>> 


SUBJECT: Announcing the 20XX <<Annual Probation Survey (APS), Annual Parole Survey (APS), Annual Surveys of 
Probation and Parole (ASPP)>> | <<USER_ID>> 


BODY OF E-MAIL: 


Dear «DP_NAME», 
 
I’m writing on behalf of the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) regarding the <<Annual Probation Survey (APS), 
Annual Parole Survey (APS), Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole (ASPP)>>. We are contacting you because 
<<AH_NAME>> has designated you as the person responsible for providing these survey data. You recently 
received a letter from <<Chief Name>>, Chief of the Corrections Statistics Unit of BJS, announcing the start of the 
20XX collection.  
 
As noted in that letter, we need your <<survey, surveys>> by February 28, 20XX. 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 
<<survey, surveys>> online, please contact <<Contractor>>’s Agency Support Team at << XXX-XXX-XXXX>> or 
<<Agency Support Team Email>>  and we will provide an alternative format. 
 
 


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


 
If you have already submitted your <<survey, surveys>> online, thank you for your prompt response. We look 
forward to working with you on this important data collection. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
<<Project Director Name>> 
<<Contractor>> Project Director 
Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole 
 
E-mail: <<Agency Support Team Email>>  
Phone: << XXX-XXX-XXXX>> 
Fax: << XXX-XXX-XXXX>>  
 


 



mailto:john.doe@state.com

http://www.bjs-aps.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>> 
 
«DP_SAL» «DP_FN» «DP_LN»«DP_COMMA» «DP_TITLE» 
«AGENCY_NAME» 
«DP_ADD» 
«DP_ADD2» 
«DP_CITY», «DP_STATE» «DP_ZIP_A» 
 
Dear «DP_SAL» «DP_FN» «DP_LN», 
 
I am pleased to announce the start of the 20XX <<Annual Probation Survey (APS), Annual Parole Survey (APS), Annual Surveys 
of Probation and Parole (ASPP)>>, part of the Bureau of Justice Statistics’ (BJS) core set of correctional statistics. We conduct 
<<this survey, these surveys>> annually to collect probation and parole information from agencies nationwide.  
 
We depend on your participation to help 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. These data 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 these populations. The Omnibus Crime 
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968, as amended (34 U.S.C. § 10132), 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, 20XX to meet our publication deadline. We estimate the <<survey, surveys>> will take XX minutes each to 
complete. Please use the following information to log on to the <<APS, 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, or have questions concerning any instructions or definitions on the <<survey, 
surveys>> please contact <<Contractor>>’s Agency Support Team at <<XXX-XXX-XXXX>> or <<Agency Support Team Email>> 
and they will provide an alternative format.  
 
I hope for your agency’s continued support of BJS’ statistical programs. 
Sincerely, 
 
<<Chief Name>> 
Chief, Corrections Statistics Unit 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 
 


 


Learn more about the <<Annual Probation Survey (APS), Annual Parole Survey (APS), 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 <<Contractor>> and BJS at the American Probation and Parole Association conferences 
• Contact Barbara Oudekerk, BJS project manager, at (202) 616-3904 or 


Barbara.A.Oudekerk@usdoj.gov.  


 



http://www.bjs-aps.org/
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<<UID>> 


20XX <<Annual Probation Survey, Annual Parole Survey, Annual Surveys of Probation and 
Parole>> Designation Form 


Please update or indicate if the Head of Agency and Designated Survey Respondent information is accurate. To 
respond, log on to www.bjs-aps.org or complete and return this form by fax or email to <<Contractor>> by 
November XX, 20XX.  
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 Information on File Updated Information 
Agency Name: «A_NAME»  


Name: «AH_SAL» «AH_FN» «AH_LN»  


Title: «AH_TITLE»  


Address 1: «AH_ADD»  


Address 2: «AH_ADD2»  


City, State, and Zip Code: «AH_CITY», «AH_STATE» 
«AH_ZIP» 


 


Email: «AH_EMAIL»  


Phone: «AH_PH» «AH_PH_EXT»  


Fax: «AH_FAX»  


Attention: «A_SAL» «A_FN» «A_LN»  


 � All information is correct  
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  Information on File Updated Information 
Name: «DP_SAL» «DP_FN» «DP_LN»  


Title: «DP_TITLE»  


Address 1: «DP_ADD1»  


Address 2: «DP_ADD2»  


City, State, and Zip Code: «DP_CITY», «DP_STATE» 
«DP_ZIP» 


 


Email: «DP_EMAIL»  


Phone: «DP_PH» «DP_PH_EXT»  


Fax: «DP_FAX»  


 � All information is correct  
 
 


Please fax or email this information to <<Contractor>> by November 29, 20XX.  
Fax: <<XXX-XXX-XXXX>>          Email: <<Agency Support Team Email>> 


If you have any questions, please call the <<Contractor>> Agency Support Team at <<XXX-XXX-XXXX>>. 



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

mailto:bjs-aps-help@rti.org






<<UID>> 


20XX Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole Designation Form 


Please update or indicate if the Head of Agency and Designated Survey Respondent information is accurate. To respond, log 
on to www.bjs-aps.org or complete and return this form by fax or email to <<Contractor>> by November XX, 20XX.  


H
ea


d 
of


 A
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 Information on File Updated Information 
Agency Name: «A_NAME»  


Name: «AH_SAL» «AH_FN» «AH_LN»  


Title: «AH_TITLE»  


Address 1: «AH_ADD»  


Address 2: «AH_ADD2»  


City, State, and Zip Code: «AH_CITY», «AH_STATE» 
«AH_ZIP» 


 


Email: «AH_EMAIL»  


Phone: «AH_PH» «AH_PH_EXT»  


Fax: «AH_FAX»  


Attention: «A_SAL» «A_FN» «A_LN»  


 � All information is correct  
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  Information on File Updated Information 
Name: «DP_SAL» «DP_FN» «DP_LN»  


Title: «DP_TITLE»  


Address 1: «DP_ADD1»  


Address 2: «DP_ADD2»  


City, State, and Zip Code: «DP_CITY», «DP_STATE» 
«DP_ZIP» 


 


Email: «DP_EMAIL»  


Phone: «DP_PH» «DP_PH_EXT»  


Fax: «DP_FAX»  


 � All information is correct  
 


If the designated survey respondent identified above is from a contracted service provider, please provide the  
following to authorize release of data. 
 


Name of Contracted Service Provider (Company):  ______________________________________________________   
is authorized to release information to the Bureau of Justice Statistics or their data collection agent, <<Contractor>>, 
on the adult probation population assigned by «A_NAME». 
 


Your Name:  ______________________________________________________________________________  
 


Please fax or email this information to <<Contractor>> by November 29, 20XX.  
Fax: <<XXX-XXX-XXXX>>          Email: <<Agency Support Team Email>>  


If you have any questions, please call the <<Contractor>> Agency Support Team at XXX-XXX-XXXX. 



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






 


 








 


 







 


 








Submission Thank You E-mail 


TO: «DP_EMAIL» 


SUBJECT: Thank You from the 20XX Bureau of Justice Statistics' Annual Probation Survey 
 
BODY OF E-MAIL: 
 
Dear «DP_SAL» «DP_FN» «DP_LN», 
 
Thank you for submitting your 20XX «Annual Probation Survey, Annual Parole 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 
20XX survey data or have any questions about the survey, please contact us at <<XXX-XXX-XXXX>> or 
email <<Agency Support Team Email>>. Thank you for your support of this data collection.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
<<Contractor>> Agency Support Team  
Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole  
 
E-mail: <<Agency Support Team Email>>  
Phone: << XXX-XXX-XXXX>> 
Fax: << XXX-XXX-XXXX>>  
UID: «User ID» 








TO: <<DPEMAIL>>  


SUBJECT: 20XX <<Annual Probation Survey (APS), Annual Parole Survey (APS), Annual Surveys of Probation and 
Parole (ASPP)>> Reminder | <<UID>> 


BODY OF E-MAIL: 


Dear «DP_NAME», 
 
The 20XX <<Annual Probation Survey (APS), Annual Parole Survey (APS), Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole 
(ASPP)>> began in January 20XX. <<This survey has, These surveys have>> a due date of February 28, <<Year>>. 
As of <<DATE>>, we have not received your completed <<survey, surveys>>. Please use the following information 
to log onto the <<ASPP, APS>> website (www.bjs-aps.org) and complete your <<survey, surveys>>. While you are 
logged in, you can access the Data Dashboard to see historical data reported by your agency including adults on 
<<probation, parole, probation and parole>> by sex, by race and ethnicity, and by most serious offense from 2010-
20XX. 
 
 


Probation Username: <<USERID1>> Password: <<PW1>> 
Parole Username: <<USERID2>> Password: <<PW2>> 


 
 
I encourage you to complete your <<survey, surveys>> as <<they are, it is>> the only ongoing, comprehensive, 
nationally-representative <<survey, surveys>> of the <<POPULATION>>. 
 
If you know that you are unable to meet the deadline, or if you need assistance with the <<survey, surveys>>, 
please contact <<Contractor>>’s Agency Support Team at <<XXX-XXX-XXXX>> or <<Agency Support Team Email>>. 
You may also contact Barbara Oudekerk, the project officer at the Bureau of Justice Statistics, directly at (202) 
616-3904 or Barbara.A.Oudekerk@usdoj.gov. 
 
I look forward to receiving your completed <<survey, surveys>> and appreciate your support of this data collection 
effort. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
<<Chief Name>> 
Chief, Corrections Statistics Unit 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 



mailto:john.doe@state.com

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

mailto:Barbara.A.Oudekerk@usdoj.gov






TO: <<DP_EMAIL>> 
 
SUBJECT: 20XX <<Annual Probation Survey (APS), Annual Parole Survey (APS, Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole 
(ASPP)>> Reminder | <<UID>> 
 
BODY OF E-MAIL: 
 
Dear «DP_SAL» «DP_FN» «DP_LN», 
 
I’m writing on behalf of the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) regarding the 20XX <<Annual Probation Survey (APS), 
Annual Parole Survey (APS), Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole (ASPP)>>. You recently received a letter from 
<<Chief Name>>, Chief of the Corrections Statistics Unit of BJS, stating that <<this survey was, these surveys were>> 
due on February 28, <<YEAR>>. As of <<DATE>>, we have not received your completed <<survey, 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 <<APS, ASPP>> website (www.bjs-aps.org) to complete your <<survey, 
surveys>>:  
 


Probation Username: <<USERID1>> Password: <<PW1>> 
Parole Username: <<USERID2>> Password: <<PW2>> 


 
As a reminder, once you log in, the ASPP Data Dashboard will be available to you. in addition to data reported on adults 
on <<probation, parole, probation and parole>> by sex, race and ethnicity, and most serious offense, you can view 2010-
20XX data reported by your agency on status of supervision. 
 
I look forward to your assistance with this important data collection. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
<<Project Director Name>> 
<<Contractor>> Project Director 
Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole 
 
E-mail: <<Agency Support Team Email>>  
Phone: << XXX-XXX-XXXX>> 
Fax: << XXX-XXX-XXXX>>  
 
 



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






 


«DATE» 2nd Reminder – please respond as soon as possible! 
 
«DP_NAME»«DP_COMMA» «DP_TITLE» 
«AGENCY_NAME» 
«DP_ADD1» 
«DP_ADD2» 
«DP_CITY», «DP_STATE» «DP_ZIP» 
 
Dear «DP_NAME», 
 
The 20XX <<Annual Probation Survey (APS) was, Annual Parole Survey (APS) was, Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole (ASPP) 
were>> fielded in January 20XX by <<Contractor>>, on behalf of the Bureau of Justice Statistics’ (BJS). <<This survey was, These 
surveys were>> due on February 28, <<Year>>. As of <<DATE>>, we have not received your completed <<survey, surveys>>. 
Please use the following information to log onto the <<APS, ASPP>> website (www.bjs-aps.org) to complete your <<survey, 
surveys>> as soon as possible.  
 


Probation Username: <<UID1>> Password: <<PW1>> 
Parole Username: <<UID2>> Password: <<PW2>> 


 
Your participation in <<this survey, these surveys>> is vital to <<its, 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, parole, probation and parole>>.  
 
If you have not already, you will soon receive a call from <<Contractor>>’s Agency Support Team. They are available to assist 
you in submitting your data. Please work with <<Contractor>> to submit any data that you can provide, even if you cannot 
complete the entire survey. You can reach <<Contractor>>’s Agency Support Team at <<XXX-XXX-XXXX>> or <<Agency Support 
Team Email>>. You may also contact Barbara Oudekerk, the project manager at BJS, directly at (202) 616-3904 or 
Barbara.A.Oudekerk@usdoj.gov.   
 
I look forward to your assistance with this important data collection. 
 
Sincerely, 
<<Chief Name>> 
Chief, Corrections Statistics Unit 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 


 


Learn more about the <<Annual Probation Survey (APS), Annual Parole Survey (APS), 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 <<Contractor>> and BJS at the summer American Probation and Parole Association 


conference 
• Contact Barbara Oudekerk, BJS project manager, at (202) 616-3904 or Barbara.A.Oudekerk@usdoj.gov  


 



http://www.bjs-aps.org/
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TO: <<DP_EMAIL>> 


 


SUBJECT: 20XX <<Annual Probation Survey (APS), Annual Parole Survey (APS), Annual Surveys of 
Probation and Parole (ASPP)>> Reminder | <<UID>> 


 


BODY OF E-MAIL: 


Dear «DP_SAL» «DP_FN» «DP_LN», 


The 20XX <<Annual Probation Survey (APS) is, Annual Parole Survey (APS) is, Annual Surveys of 
Probation and Parole (ASPP) are>> being fielded by <<Contractor>>, on behalf of the Bureau of Justice 
Statistics (BJS). Please reach out to discuss options for reporting if you expect substantial delays in your 
ability to report. 


These surveys were due on February 28, <<Year>>. As of <<DATE>>, we have not received your 
completed 20XX <<survey, surveys>>.  


Any data your agency can provide would be helpful. Use the following information to log onto the 
<<APS, 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, 20XX; Entries and Exits in 20XX; and Total Population on December 31, 
20XX. <<Contractor>>’s Agency Support Team (<<XXX-XXX-XXXX>> or <<Agency Support Team 
Email>>) is available to work with you. You may also contact Barbara Oudekerk, the project manager at 
BJS, directly at (202) 616-3904 or Barbara.A.Oudekerk@usdoj.gov.  


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


Sincerely, 


  


<<Chief Name>> 
Chief, Corrections Unit 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 


Probation Username: «USERID1» Password: «PW1» 
Parole Username: «USERID2» Password: «PW2» 



http://www.bjs-aps.org/
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«USER_ID» 


  U.S. Department of Justice 


 Office of Justice Programs 


Bureau of Justice Statistics 


Washington, D.C. 20531 


«DATE»  
 


«AH_SAL» «AH_FN» «AH_LN»«AH_COMMA» «AH_TITLE» 
«ATTN» «A_SAL» «A_FN» «A_LN» 
«AGENCY_NAME» 
«AH_ADD» 
«AH_ADD2» 
«AH_CITY», «AH_STATE» «AH_ZIP»  
 
Dear «AH_SAL» «AH_FN» «AH_LN», 
 
The 20XX «Annual Probation Survey (APS) is, Annual Parole 
Survey (APS) is, Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole (ASPP) 
are» being fielded by <<Contractor>>, on behalf of the Bureau of 
Justice Statistics (BJS). These surveys were due on February 
28, <<YEAR>>. As of <<DATE>>, we have not received your 
completed 20XX 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, <<YEAR>> 
(www.bjs.gov), as soon as possible given the time needed to 
process the data. Therefore, data collection will end on April 30, 
<<YEAR>>. 
 
Any data your agency can provide would be helpful. Use the 
following information to log onto the <<APS, 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, 
20XX; Entries and Exits in 20XX; and Total Population on December 
31, 20XX. <<Contractor>>’s Agency Support Team (<<XXX-XXX-
XXXX>> or <<Agency Support Team Email>>) is available to work with 
you. You may also contact Barbara Oudekerk, the project manager at BJS, 
directly at (202) 616-3904 or Barbara.A.Oudekerk@usdoj.gov.  
 
I look forward to receiving your data and thank you in advance for your assistance with this data collection.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
<<Chief Name>> 
Chief, Corrections Statistics Unit 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 


Probation Username: «USERID1» Password: «PW1» 
Parole Username: «USERID2» Password: «PW2» 


 INSERT QUOTE(S) FROM SUPPORTING 
ORGANIZATION(S). 



http://www.bjs.gov/

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

mailto:Barbara.A.Oudekerk@usdoj.gov






Attachment 2 – BJS Criminal Justice Flowchart 












 Non-response Follow-up Phone Scripts & Conversational Topics 
   
Initiate Non-response Follow-up: Phone Script 


 Introduce yourself 


– Hello. My name is <<First name Last name>> and I am calling from <<Contractor>> on behalf of the 
Bureau of Justice Statistics regarding <<Annual Probation Survey (APS), Annual Parole Survey (APS), 
Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole (ASPP)>>. May I speak to <<Data Provider/Agency Head>>? 


 Indicate the reason for the call 


– We recently sent to your attention a survey packet describing the study.  


 Continue the conversation, based on information you uncovered while reviewing the case. 


 


Initiate Non-response Follow-up: Phone Script 


 Generic Language  


– I’m calling now because our records indicate that we have not yet received the survey data for your 
<<probation/parole>> agency for <<Current year>>. Is there anything I can do to assist your agency in 
submitting the survey data? 


or 


– The <<current year>> 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/parole>> agency and 
if there is anything I can do to assist you in submitting your survey. 


– Targeted Language for prior year non-responding agencies (Don’t use if new data provider this year.) 


– I’m calling now because our records indicate that we do not have the survey data for your 
<<probation/parole>> agency from <<prior year>> or <<current year>>. I wanted to see if you will be 
able to provide data for <<current year>> and if there is anything I can do to assist you in submitting the 
survey. 


– Targeted Language for Pilot Participants  


– I’m calling now because our records indicate that we have not yet received the survey data for your 
<<probation/parole>> agency for <<Current year>>. As we outlined in the survey invitation, your agency 
was selected to participate in a new version of the survey this year. Do you have any questions about the 
new form or is there anything I can do to assist you in submitting the survey data?  


Initiate Non-response Follow-up:  Voicemail Script 


– If the data provider does not answer the phone, leave a voicemail message or a message with the gatekeeper. 


– Hello. My name is <<First name Last name>> and I am calling from <<Contractor>> on behalf of the Bureau of 
Justice Statistics regarding the <<Annual Probation Survey (APS), Annual Parole Survey (APS), Annual Surveys of 
Probation and Parole (ASPP)>>. <<Generic message, Alternate generic message, If agency did not respond in 
prior year>> Please contact me, toll-free, at <<XXX-XXX-XXXX>> extension <<extension>>. Again, that number is 
<<XXX-XXX-XXXX>> extension <<extension>>. Thank you; I look forward to talking to you at your earliest 
convenience. 


 







 Non-response Follow-up Phone Scripts & Conversational Topics 
   
Initiate Non-response Follow-up: Conversational Topics 


 Address concerns 
 If a data provider wants to participate, but does not want to use the web survey, offer to take the data 


over the phone or send a paper copy (mail, e-mail, or fax). 
 If a data provider is hesitant to participate because they do not have a good data tracking system, let 


them know that we accept estimates. 
 Offer to send the study information again. 
 Ask how they would prefer to receive the information (mail, e-mail, or fax) and confirm contact 


information. 
 If you learn that you need to speak with someone other than the data provider on record, call that 


person. Follow through with agency contacts until you reach or leave a message for the proper person. 
 Pilot Concerns 


 Why are you changing the questionnaire? 
 To better capture the changes to standard <<probation, parole, probation and parole>> 


practices that have occurred in the last few years, we are testing a new version of the survey for 
20XX. 


 These changes will update the collection to better reflect current supervision practices and data 
needs of practitioners and researchers in the community corrections field. 


 We want to obtain feedback from agencies on the new questionnaire, both on its content and 
the amount of time it takes you to complete. 


 How was I selected?  
 You were selected randomly from a group of previous year survey participants 


 How long will this take: 
 For former CJ8 participants: This will take about the same amount of time as last year. Maybe 5 


additional minutes 
 For former CJ8A Participants: This will take a bit longer than last year, about 95 minutes total.  


 Answer questions 
 Is this mandatory? No; however… 


 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. 


 There is no other ongoing, comprehensive, nationally representative survey of the probation 
population. 


 How long will the survey take? 
 CJ-7 (parole) takes an average of 1.5 hours. 
 CJ-8 (probation long) takes an average of 1.5 hours. 
 CJ-8A (probation short) takes an average of 30 minutes. 
 The pilot (some former CJ8 and CJ8A Participants) takes an average of 95 minutes.  
 Users can start, save, and return to the survey at any time. 


 Enter data 
 If an agency wants to complete the form while on the phone with you, log in as the agency https://bjs-


aps.org/login.aspx. The UID and Password are available in the SMS.  
 Read each question to the respondent and enter their responses. 
 There is a field at the end of each question that allows you to enter any additional notes that the 


respondent provides. 
 You may be prompted on some of our data errors. 
 When you click Submit at the end of the survey it will trigger an e-mail to the data provider. 


 Negotiate due date 



https://bjs-aps.org/login.aspx

https://bjs-aps.org/login.aspx





 Non-response Follow-up Phone Scripts & Conversational Topics 
   


 Suggest a due date in two weeks (from the current date) unless the agency describes circumstances 
where they will not be able to submit during that time.  


 If the date is more than a month away, let the agency know that we will check in with them in a few 
weeks to confirm that they are on track for the new due date. 


 Check in with the agency every two weeks to confirm they are on track for submission. 
 Employ refusal conversion 


 We can accept estimates in lieu of exact counts. 
 We can collect the information via phone or send a form via mail, e-mail or fax. 
 If neither of those options work for the data provider: 


 I understand the challenges presented by this survey request. I wonder if it might be possible to 
obtain just a few items from your agency as the data collected by this survey are not available 
through any other source. 


 Focus on Questions 1 – 5 for all forms. 
 As a last resort, if we have data from the prior year for the agency, talk to them about using those 


numbers as a basis for estimating the new numbers. 
 Your population on 12/31/<<PRIOR YEAR>> was XXXX. Is that an accurate estimate for 


12/31/<<CURRENT YEAR>>? 
 If yes, enter the prior year value as both q1 and q4. Additional information provided on 


handout. 
 If no, ask for an updated estimate for 12/31/<<CURRENT YEAR>> and note that the 


1/1/<<CURRENT YEAR>>  value will be entered as XXXX (whatever they entered for 
12/31/<<CURRENT YEAR>>). 








TO: «AH_EMAIL» 
 
SUBJECT: Message from «Chief Name», Chief, Corrections Statistics Unit, Bureau of Justice Statistics | 
«UID» 
 
BODY OF E-MAIL: 
 
Dear «AH_SAL» «AH_FN» «AH_LN», 
 
Data collection for the 20XX «Annual Probation Survey, Annual Parole Survey, Annual Surveys of 
Probation and Parole» will close on <<Weekday>>, April 30, <<YEAR>>, 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, 20XX. For your reference, the data your agency submitted for the <<Prior year>> «Annual Probation 
Survey, Annual Parole Survey, Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole » appear below. 
 
You can provide the data by calling our data collection agent, <<Contractor>>, at <<XXX-XXX-XXXX>> 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, 20XX 
• Entries between January 1, 20XX and December 31, 20XX  
• Exits between January 1, 20XX and December 31, 20XX 
• Whether these counts reflect individuals or cases 


 
If you have questions, please contact Barbara Oudekerk, the project officer at BJS, directly at (202) 616-
3904 or Barbara.A.Oudekerk@usdoj.gov. The Bureau of Justice Statistics appreciates the efforts of your 
agency to contribute to the «Annual Probation Survey, Annual Parole Survey, Annual Surveys of 
Probation and Parole». 
 
Sincerely, 
 
<<Chief Name>> 
Chief, Corrections Statistics Unit 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 
 
 
The data provided by your agency for <<Prior Year>> were: 
 


• Total population on January 1, 20XX: «Q1» 
• Entries between January 1, 20XX and December 31, 20XX: «Q2» 



http://www.bjs-aps.org/
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• Exits between January 1, 20XX and December 31, 20XX: «Q3» 
• Total population on December 31, 20XX: «Q4» 
• Individuals or Cases: «Q5» 








TO: <<AH_EMAIL>> 


SUBJECT: Message from Barbara Oudekerk, Probation and Parole Project Manager, Bureau of Justice 
Statistics | <<UID>> 


BODY OF E-MAIL: 


Dear <<AH_NAME>>, 


Data collection for the 20XX «Annual Probation Survey, Annual Parole Survey, Annual Surveys of 
Probation and Parole» will close on <<Weekday>>, April 30, <<YEAR>>. During our analysis, we noted 
that you provided data in the online survey system on <<DATE>>; however, you did not submit the form. 
For your convenience, I have included the items that you provided which are critical to describing level 
and change in the probation population: 


1. Total population on January 1, 20XX: <<Q1>> 
2. Entries between January 1, 20XX and December 31, 20XX: <<Q2>> 
3. Exits between January 1, 20XX and December 31, 20XX: <<Q3>> 
4. Total population on December 31, 20XX: <<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 <<Contractor Contact>> of <<Contractor>> at <<XXX-XXX-XXXX>> or <<Agency Support Team 
Email>> by April 30, <<YEAR>>.  


If you have questions, please feel free to contact me Barbara Oudekerk, the project officer at BJS, 
directly at (202) 616-3904 or Barbara.A.Oudekerk@usdoj.gov. The Bureau of Justice Statistics 
appreciates the efforts of your agency to contribute to the «Annual Probation Survey, Annual Parole 
Survey, Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole». 


Thank you, 


Barbara Oudekerk 


Corrections Statistics Unit 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 
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TO: «AH_EMAIL» 


SUBJECT: Message from «Chief Name», Chief, Corrections Statistics Unit, Bureau of Justice Statistics 


 


BODY OF E-MAIL: 


Dear «AH_SAL» «AH_FN» «AH_LN», 


Thank you for participating in the Bureau of Justice Statistics’ (BJS) «Annual Probation Survey, Annual Parole, Annual Surveys of 
Probation and Parole». We received your submission; however, some of the information is unclear or missing. Our data collection 
agent, <<Contractor>>, has been trying to reach you or your designee to clarify those items. We are closing out the 20XX collection. 
Please contact Barbara Oudekerk immediately at (202) 616-3904 or Barbara.A.Oudekerk@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 20XX 
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, parole» 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 20XX data 
collection cycle.  


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


Sincerely, 


<<Chief Name>> 


Chief, Corrections Statistics Unit 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 
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ASPP: Initial Data Retrieval E-mail Template 
Updated January 2020 


ASPP: First Data Retrieval E-mail Template 
Attach the completed PDF (saved from the SMS). 


Subject: Following Up on Data Quality Issues | <<USER ID>> 


Dear <<DP SALUTATION>> <<DP LAST NAME>>, 


I am contacting you today on behalf of the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) regarding <<AGENCY 
NAME>>’s 20XX Annual <<Probation/Parole>> Survey that was submitted on <<SURVEY STATUS 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 as a bulleted list. Some error messages have sub-bullets.>> 


I would be happy to take this information over the phone or via e-mail. I can be reached at <<XXX-XXX-
XXXX>> ext. <<extension>> or <<Agency Support Team Email>>.   


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


Sincerely, 


<<AST Member Name>> 


<<Contractor>> Agency Support Team 
Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole 
 
E-mail: <<Agency Support Team Email>>  
Phone: << XXX-XXX-XXXX>> 
Fax: << XXX-XXX-XXXX>>  
 
 








ASPP: Second Data Retrieval E-mail 
Template (DP) 
If the Agency Head is not the same as the Data Provider 
 
Forward the initial e-mail that you sent and include this additional information.  


DATE1 is the date you sent the original e-mail; DATE2 should be one week from the date you send this 
second e-mail 


Dear <<DP Salutation>> <<DP Last Name>>, 


I have been trying to reach you over the past couple of weeks to resolve the outstanding issues with 
<<Agency Name>>’s 20XX Annual <<Probation/Parole>> Survey. Complete and accurate data for each 
<<probation/parole>> agency is necessary for the reliability of the upcoming BJS bulletin Probation and 
Parole in the United States, <<YEAR>>. Would you be able to take a few moments to review the message 
I originally sent on <<DATE1>>, which is copied below? 


Our team hopes to resolve these issues by <<DATE2>>. I understand that your time is limited, so I can 
reach out to the head of your agency, <<AH Salutation>> <<AH Last Name>>, if I do not hear back from 
you or someone in your agency by that time.  


I would be happy to review these issues over the phone, if needed. I can be reached at <<XXX-XXX-
XXXX>> ext. <<extension>>.  


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


Sincerely, 


<<AST Member First Name>> <<AST Member Last Name>> 


<<Contractor>> Agency Support Team 
Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole 
 
E-mail: <<Agency Support Team Email>>  
Phone: << XXX-XXX-XXXX>> 
Fax: << XXX-XXX-XXXX>>  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







If the Agency Head is the same as the Data Provider 
 
Forward the initial e-mail that you sent and include this additional information.  


DATE1 is the date you sent the original e-mail; DATE2 should be one week from the date you send this 
second e-mail 


Dear <<DP Salutation>> <<DP Last Name>>, 


I have been trying to reach you over the past couple of weeks to resolve the outstanding issues with 
<<Agency Name>>’s 2019 Annual <<Probation/Parole>> Survey. Complete and accurate data for each 
<<probation/parole>> agency is necessary for the reliability of the upcoming BJS bulletin Probation and 
Parole in the United States, 2019. Would you be able to take a few moments to review the message I 
originally sent on <<DATE1>>, which is copied below? 


Our team hopes to resolve these issues by <<DATE2>>. I understand that your time is limited, and we 
appreciate your efforts in resolving these discrepancies.  Please let us know if you would like us to 
contact someone else at your agency to help clarify these issues. 


I would be happy to review these issues over the phone, if needed. I can be reached at (800) 334-8571 
ext. <<extension>>.  


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


Sincerely, 


<<AST Member First Name>> <<AST Member Last Name>> 


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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		If the Agency Head is not the same as the Data Provider

		If the Agency Head is the same as the Data Provider






ASPP: E-mail Noting Changes Template (DP) 
Only send this e-mail to DPs when you made changes to their submitted survey data.  


Attach their final survey to the e-mail. 


Subject: BJS 20XX Annual <<Probation/Parole>> Survey | <<User ID>> 


Dear <<DP Salutation>> <<DP Last Name>>, 


Thank you for communicating with me regarding the 20XX Annual <<Probation/Parole>> Survey for 
<<Agency Name>>. Per your instructions on <<date>>, I made some edits to your survey responses. 
Most notably, 


• <<List changes to survey (i.e., change a response from one non-zero number to another; change 
a response from DK to 0; change from BLANK to a non-zero number).>> 


 
I attached the updated survey for your agency where you can review all of your agency’s data. This e-
mail is for informational purposes only and does not require a response. If you disagree with <<this 
change, these changes>>, or if we can provide any additional information, please contact me by phone 
or e-mail. I can be reached at <<XXX-XXX-XXXX>> ext. <<extension>> or <<Agency Support Team 
Email>>. 


Sincerely, 


<<AST Member First Name>> <<AST Member Last Name>> 


<<Contractor>> Agency Support Team 
Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole 
 
E-mail: <<Agency Support Team Email>>  
Phone: << XXX-XXX-XXXX>> 
Fax: << XXX-XXX-XXXX>>  
 








«UID» 


 
«DATE» 
 
«AH_NAME»«AH_COMMA» «AH_TITLE» 
«ATTN_A_NAME» 
«AGENCY_NAME» 
«AH_ADD» 
«AH_ADD2» 
«AH_CITY», «AH_STATE» «AH_ZIP» 
 
Dear «AH_NAME»,   
 
On behalf of the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) and <<Contractor>>, I would like to thank you for your 
participation in the 20XX «Annual Probation Survey, Annual Parole Survey, Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole». 
I truly appreciate your support and «effort, the efforts of «DP_SAL» «DP_FN» «DP_LN»» in completing the «survey, 
surveys», as «it is, 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 «survey, surveys» and the data you provided are ready for 
inclusion in our analysis file. The data will be used in the bulletin, Probation and Parole in the United States, 
<<YEAR>>. For the most recent probation and parole data available, visit the BJS website at 
http://bjs.ojp.usdoj.gov/index.cfm?ty=tp&tid=15.  
 
 
We encourage you to explore the Data Dashboard feature at www.bjs-aps.org! The site, which can be accessed year-
round, provides historical data reported by your agency on the «Annual Probation Survey, Annual Parole Survey, 
Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole» including adults on «probation, parole, probation and parole» by sex, by 
race and ethnicity, and by most serious offense from 2010-20XX. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
<<Chief Name>> 
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 <<Contractor>> Agency Support Team at <<XXX-XXX-XXXX>> or <<Agency Support 
Team Email>>. 


• If you have any general comments, contact Barbara Oudekerk, BJS project manager, at 
(202) 616-3904 or Barbara.A.Oudekerk@usdoj.gov. 
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Screenshots from Study Questionnaire 


 


 


 







 


 








Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole


Respondents to the Annual Survey of Parole or Annual Survey of Probation now have access to their 
agency’s reported data via the APS dashboard







Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole


Responding agencies have access to a dashboard user guide, and links to other useful tools and reports







Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole


Users have the option to download their data in a .csv file to create their own reports and visualizations







Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole


Reported data are offered in graphic and tabular forms
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CJ-7 OMB No. 1121-0064: Approval Expires MM/DD/YYYY 


 
 


 
 


 


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. 


 
 


RETURN 
TO 


 
 
FILL CONTRACTOR ADDRESS HERE 
 


FORM CJ-7 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
BUREAU OF JUSTICE STATISTICS 


2020 ANNUAL PAROLE SURVEY 


PLEASE ENTER THE CONTACT INFORMATION FOR THE PERSON FILLING OUT THIS FORM 
Name Title 
 
Address 1 
 
Address 2 


City State Zip code 


Area code Number Extension    FAX 
NUMBER 


Area code Number 


EMAIL 
ADDRESS 


TELEPHONE 


AGENCY UID 


GENERAL INFORMATION 
• If you have any questions, contact  FILL CONTRACTOR CONTACT INFORMATION HERE.  
• Please complete the questionnaire before February 28, 2021 using the web-reporting option at www.bjs-aps.org, by mailing the 


complete questionnaire to CONTRACTOR at the address above, or by faxing all pages toll-free to 1-XXX-XXX-XXXX. 


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 . 



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





OMB No.1121-0064: Approval Expires MM/DD/YYYY FORM CJ-7 


Page 2 


 


 


 
Your agency’s adult parole 
population on December 31, 2019........... 


If this is incorrect, please update…......... 
1. On January 1, 2020, what was your  


agency’s adult parole population? 
Population on January 1, 2020 .............. 


2. Between January 1, 2020 and December 31, 2020, 
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 


 


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


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


3. Between January 1, 2020, and December 31, 2020 
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 
 


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, 2020, what was your agency’s 
adult parole population? (Should equal Question 
1 plus item 2g minus item 3h.) 
Population on December 31, 2020 ……. 


 


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. 


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. 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. 


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 2020. This total 
should equal the population on January 1, 2020, plus the 
total entering parole in 2020, minus the total discharged from 
parole in 2020. (See cover page for persons to INCLUDE 
and EXCLUDE.) 
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5. Does the total population of adult parolees 


on December 31, 2020 (reported in 
Question 4), represent a count of parolees 
or cases? (Please mark (X) in one box.) 


 
1 Parolees 
2 Cases — 


a. About how many parolees 
do these cases represent? .......  


 
 


6. On December 31, 2020, 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?..................... 1 Yes  2 No 


2 No 


7. Does the total parole population on 
December 31, 2020 (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, 2020, 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, 2020, how many adult 
parolees in your jurisdiction were — 


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


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


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


 
d.  Total (Sum of items 9a through 9c 


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


 


10. On December 31, 2020, 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 


 
 


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


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


 
11. On December 31, 2020, 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 


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


h. Total (Sum of items 11a through 11g 
should equal Question 4.)................. 
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12. On December 31, 2020, 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.) .................... 


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 


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


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


13. Does the total parole population on December 31, 
2020 (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?......................... 


2 No 


14. On December 31, 2020, 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. 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.)................. 
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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.) 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


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. 





		Who is not covered by this survey?

		Burden statement

		Your agency’s adult parole

		If this is incorrect, please update….........

		1. On January 1, 2020, what was your

		agency’s adult parole population?

		2. Between January 1, 2020 and December 31, 2020,

		3. Between January 1, 2020, and December 31, 2020 how many adult parolees were discharged from supervision for the following reasons —

		b. Returned to incarceration —

		2) With revocation, without

		d.  Transferred to another parole  agency………………………………..

		1) Other completions

		4. On December 31, 2020, what was your agency’s adult parole population? (Should equal Question 1 plus item 2g minus item 3h.)

		ITEMS AND DEFINITIONS

		5. Does the total population of adult parolees on December 31, 2020 (reported in Question 4), represent a count of parolees or cases? (Please mark (X) in one box.)

		6. On December 31, 2020, were any adult parolees legally your responsibility being supervised by another state through an interstate compact agreement?

		7. Does the total parole population on

		8. On December 31, 2020, how many adult parolees had a maximum sentence to incarceration of —

		9. On December 31, 2020, how many adult parolees in your jurisdiction were —

		b. Black or African American

		d. American Indian/Alaska

		f. Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander (not of

		11. On December 31, 2020, how many adult parolees (reported in Question 4), regardless of conviction status, had as their most serious offense —

		b. Other violent offense

		d. Drug offense

		12. On December 31, 2020, how many adult parolees supervised by your agency had a status of —

		b. Only have financial conditions remaining

		c. Inactive

		d. Absconder

		e. Supervised out of state

		13. Does the total parole population on December 31, 2020 (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 f...

		14.  On December 31, 2020, how many of the adult parolees in your jurisdiction were being supervised following —

		c. Special conditional release from prison



		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.

		c. Hispanic or Latino. A person of Cuban, Mexican, Puerto Rican, South or Central American, or other Spanish culture or origin, regardless of race.
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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 informal cases such as bench or paper cases. 
• 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. 


 
 


RETURN 
TO 


 
 
FILL CONTRACTOR ADDRESS HERE 


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


2020 ANNUAL PROBATION SURVEY 


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


Address 1 


Address 2 


City State Zip code 


TELEPHONE 
Area code Number Extension FAX 


NUMBER 
Area code Number 


EMAIL 
ADDRESS 


Title Name 


AGENCY UID 


GENERAL INFORMATION 
• If you have any questions, contact FILL CONTRACTOR CONTACT INFORMATION HERE. 
• Please complete the questionnaire before February 28, 2021 using the web-reporting option at www.bjs-aps.org, by mailing the 


complete questionnaire to CONTRACTOR at the address above, or by faxing all pages toll-free to 1-XXX-XXX-XXXX. 


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     . 
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Your agency’s adult probation 
population on December 31, 2019 .............. 


If this is incorrect, please update................  


1. On January 1, 2020, what was your agency’s 
adult probation population? 


Population on January 1, 2020................... 


2. Between January 1, 2020 and December 31, 2020, 
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, 2020 and December 31, 2020, 
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, 2020, what was your agency’s 
adult probation population? (Should equal 
Question 1 plus item 2e minus item 3i.) 


Population on December 31, 2020 ............. 


 
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 2020. This 


total should equal the population on January 1, 2020, 
plus the total entering probation in 2020, minus the 
total discharged from probation in 2020. (See cover 
page for persons to INCLUDE and EXCLUDE.) 
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5. Does the total population of adult probationers on 
December 31, 2020 (reported in Question 4), represent 
a count of probationers or cases? (Please mark (X) in 
one box.) 
1 Probationers 
2 Cases 


a. About how many probationers  
do these cases represent? .......... 


6. On December 31, 2020, 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, 2020, 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, 2020, 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. Does your agency have responsibility for supervising 
felons? 
1 Yes 
2 No 


10. On December 31, 2020 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.) ................... 
 


11. On December 31, 2020, 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 
 


12. Does the total probation population on December 31, 
2020 (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 
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13. Does the total probation population on 
December 31, 2020 (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, 2020 
(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, 2020, 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. In response to a call by various stakeholders (e.g., 
practitioners, policymakers), BJS is considering a change 
to the Annual Probation Survey. Currently, the survey 
collects information on the total number of probationers—
including both felons and misdemeanants—by type (e.g., 
gender, most serious offense).  
If the survey were revised so each question asked 
separately for the number of felons versus the 
number of misdemeanants by type, would your 
agency be able to report the numbers separately for 
felons and misdemeanants?  


1 Yes 
2 No 
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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.) 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


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. 





		Who is covered by this survey?

		Who is not covered by this survey?

		Burden statement

		Your agency’s adult probation

		1. On January 1, 2020, what was your agency’s adult probation population?

		2. Between January 1, 2020 and December 31, 2020,

		3. Between January 1, 2020 and December 31, 2020, how many adult probationers were discharged from supervision for the following reasons —

		b. Incarcerated —

		2) With revocation, without

		d. Discharged to a warrant or detainer..

		1) Other completions

		4. On December 31, 2020, what was your agency’s adult probation population? (Should equal Question 1 plus item 2e minus item 3i.)

		ITEMS AND DEFINITIONS

		5. Does the total population of adult probationers on December 31, 2020 (reported in Question 4), represent a count of probationers or cases? (Please mark (X) in one box.)

		6. On December 31, 2020, how many adult probationers in your jurisdiction were —

		b. Black or African American

		d. American Indian/Alaska Native

		g. Two or more races

		8. On December 31, 2020, how many adult probationers had as their most serious offense —

		9. Does your agency have responsibility for supervising felons?

		10.  On December 31, 2020 how many adult probationers (reported in Question 4) regardless of conviction status, had as their most serious offense —

		b. Sex offense

		c. Other violent offense

		e. Drug law violation

		f. Driving while intoxicated or under the influence of

		g. Other traffic offense

		11. On December 31, 2020, were any adult probationers legally your responsibility being supervised by another state through an interstate compact agreement?

		12. Does the total probation population on December 31, 2020 (reported in Question 4), include interstate compact cases supervised by your agency for another state that could not be excluded from the total?

		13. Does the total probation population on

		a. How many were also

		b. How many were in local jails?

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

		14. Of those on probation on December 31, 2020 (reported in Question 4), how many were placed on probation supervision through —

		b. Split sentence

		15.  On December 31, 2020, how many adult probationers supervised by your agency had a status of —

		d. Inactive

		e. Absconder

		f. Warrant status

		16. In response to a call by various stakeholders (e.g., practitioners, policymakers), BJS is considering a change to the Annual Probation Survey. Currently, the survey collects information on the total number of probationers—including both felons and...

		If the survey were revised so each question asked separately for the number of felons versus the number of misdemeanants by type, would your agency be able to report the numbers separately for felons and misdemeanants?



		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.

		c. Hispanic or Latino. A person of Cuban, Mexican, Puerto Rican, South or Central American, or other Spanish culture or origin, regardless of race.
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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 informal cases such as bench or paper cases. 
• 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. 


 


RETURN 
TO 


 
 
FILL CONTRACTOR ADDRESS HERE 
 


FORM CJ-8A 


2020 ANNUAL PROBATION 
SURVEY (SHORT FORM) 


U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
BUREAU OF JUSTICE STATISTICS 


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


Address 1 


Address 2 


City State Zip code 


TELEPHONE 
Area code Number Extension FAX 


NUMBER 
Area code Number 


EMAIL 
ADDRESS 


Title Name 


AGENCY UID 


GENERAL INFORMATION 
• If you have any questions, contact FILL CONTRACTOR CONTACT INFORMATION HERE. 
• Please complete the questionnaire before February 28, 2021 using the web-reporting option at www.bjs-aps.org, by mailing the 


complete questionnaire to CONTRACTOR at the address above, or by faxing all pages toll-free to 1-XXX-XXX-XXXX. 


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     . 



http://www.bjs-aps.org/
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Your agency’s adult probation 
population on December 31, 2019 ............... 


If this is incorrect, please update..... ...........  
1. On January 1, 2020 what was your 


agency’s adult probation population? 


Population on January 1, 2020...................  


2. Between January 1, 2020 and December 31, 2020, 
how many adults entered probation? 


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


3. Between January 1, 2020, and December 31, 2020, 
how many adult probationers were discharged 
from supervision? 


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


4. On December 31, 2020, what was your agency’s adult 
probation population? 
(Should equal Question 1 plus Question 2 minus Question 3.) 


Population on December 31, 2020 ............ 


 
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 2020. This 
total should equal the population on January 1, 2020, 
plus the total entering probation in 2020, minus the total 
discharged from probation in 2020. (See cover page for 
persons to INCLUDE and EXCLUDE.)


5. On December 31, 2020, 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.) .................... 


6.  On December 31, 2020, 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.) .................... 


7. Does your agency have responsibility for supervising felons? 
1 Yes 
2 No 


8. If requested on this survey in future years, would your agency be able to provide information on the following characteristics 
of the probation population? 
a. Sex 


1 Yes 
2 No 


b. Race 
1 Yes 
2 No 


c. Most serious offense 
1 Yes 
2 No 


 







OMB No.1121-0064: Approval Expires MM/DD/YYYY FORM CJ-8A 


Page 3 


 


 


 


Notes and comments – (Please attach additional notes if necessary. Please explain changes in how data are reported compared 
with last year.) 





		Who is covered by this survey?

		Who is not covered by this survey?

		Burden statement

		Your agency’s adult probation

		1. On January 1, 2020 what was your agency’s adult probation population?

		2. Between January 1, 2020 and December 31, 2020, how many adults entered probation?

		3. Between January 1, 2020, and December 31, 2020, how many adult probationers were discharged from supervision?

		4. On December 31, 2020, what was your agency’s adult probation population?

		5. On December 31, 2020, how many adult probationers in    your jurisdiction were —

		6.  On December 31, 2020, how many adult probationers had as their most serious offense —

		7. Does your agency have responsibility for supervising felons?



		8. If requested on this survey in future years, would your agency be able to provide information on the following characteristics of the probation population?

		a. Sex

		b. Race

		c. Most serious offense
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Probation and Parole in the 
United States, 2017-2018
Danielle Kaeble, BJS Statistician 
Mariel Alper, Ph.D., former BJS Statistician


In the United States, the adult population on 
probation or parole declined from 4,508,900 
at the end of 2017 to 4,399,000 at the end 


of 2018, a decrease of 2.4% (figure 1).1 An 
estimated 1 in 58 adults in the U.S. were under 
community supervision at year-end 2018. Adults 
on probation accounted for about 80% of those 
under community supervision, while parolees 
made up the remaining 20%.


From the end of 2017 to the end of 2018, 
the adult probation population declined 
from 3,647,200 to 3,540,000 (figure 2). This 
2.9% decrease drove the entire decline in 
the population of adults under community 
supervision. The adult parole population 
remained relatively steady, increasing 0.3%, 
from 875,000 persons in 2017 to 878,000 in 2018 
(figure 3).


1The community-supervision population excludes  
parolees also on probation to avoid double-counting.  
See Methodology.


Figure 1
Adults on probation or parole, 2008-2018
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Note: Counts for 2016 and earlier may have been revised based 
on updated reporting and may differ from numbers in past 
reports. Counts are for December 31 of each year. See table 1 for 
counts from 2008 to 2018.
*Details may not sum to totals because the community-supervision 
counts were adjusted to exclude parolees who were also on 
probation. See table 3 for counts of parolees also on probation. 
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey 
and Annual Parole Survey, 2008-2018.


H I G H L I G H T S
�� The total number of adults on probation or parole 
decreased by an estimated 109,900 offenders 
(down 2%) from 2017 to 2018, and by 694,400 
(down 14%) from 2008 to 2018.


�� The total community-supervision population in 
2018 was at its lowest level since 1998.


�� The portion of adults on community supervision 
fell 1.5% from 2016 to 2017, 3% from 2017 to 
2018, and 22% from 2008 to 2018.


�� In 2018, the portion of adults on community 
supervision was at its lowest level since 1990. 


�� An estimated 1 in 58 adults in the U.S. were under 
community supervision at the end of 2018, down 
from 1 in 45 in 2008.


�� The adult probation population declined 3% from 
2017 to 2018 and 17% from 2008 to 2018, while 
the adult parole population increased 0.3% from 
2017 to 2018 and 6% from 2008 to 2018. 


�� The adult probation rate fell 25% from 2008 to 
2018, while the adult parole rate fell 4%.


�� In 2018, probation exits outpaced entries for the 
tenth consecutive year, while parole exits in 2017 
exceeded entries for the first time since 2009.
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The Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) collected the data 
in this report through the Annual Probation Survey, 
the Annual Parole Survey, and the Federal Justice 
Statistics Program. Data are collected on adults placed 
on supervision (entries) or removed from supervision 
(exits) during the reporting year and on population 
characteristics at year-end. These are the only national 
data collections that cover community corrections 
in all 50 states, the District of Columbia, and the 
U.S. federal system.


For this report, an adult is defined as 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 3 and 5 
through 7 present additional 2018 data by jurisdiction. 
Appendix tables 9 through 11 and 13 through 15 present 
additional 2017 data by jurisdiction.


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, probation 
may be a combined sentence involving incarceration 
followed by a period of community supervision.


Parole is a period of conditional supervised release 
in the community following a term in state or federal 
prison. Parolees include persons released through 
discretionary or mandatory supervised release 
from prison.


The definition of parole used in this report may differ 
from those in other statistical series published by the 
Bureau of Justice Statistics.


Figure 2
Annual percent change of adults on probation, 
2008-2018
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Note: Counts for 2016 and earlier may have been revised based on 
updated reporting and may differ from numbers in past reports. See 
table 1 for counts from 2008 to 2018. Annual percent change is the 
difference in population from January 1 to December 31 for 2016 and from 
December 31 to December 31 for all other years. See Probation and Parole 
in the United States, 2016 (NCJ 251148, BJS, April 2018).
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, 2008-2018.


Figure 3
Annual percent change of adults on parole, 2008-2018
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Note: Counts for 2016 and earlier may have been revised based on 
updated reporting and may differ from numbers in past reports. See 
table 1 for counts from 2008 to 2018. Annual percent change is the 
difference in population from December 31 to the previous December 
31 for each year. Annual percent change from 2007 to 2008 was less 
than 0.01%.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Parole Survey, 2008-2018.
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The decrease in probationers drove the overall 
decline in adults under community supervision


From the end of 2016 to the end of 2017, the total 
community-supervision population decreased 0.6%, 
from 4,537,100 to 4,508,900 (table 1). The adult 
probation population decreased by 25,900 (0.7%) over 
that time, while the adult parole population was relatively 
stable (increasing less than 0.05%). From 2017 to 2018, 
the community-supervision population declined from 
4,508,900 to 4,399,000, as the number of adults on 
probation decreased by 107,300 and the number on 
parole increased by 3,000. Collectively, from 2016 to 
2018, the total number of adults under community 
supervision declined 3.0%. During this 2-year span, 
persons on probation declined by 133,100 adults, while 
persons on parole increased by 3,200 adults. So the 
overall decline in the total number of adults under 
community supervision was due to the decline in the 
probation population.


In 2018, the community-supervision population was 
at its lowest level since 1998, when it was 4,122,400 
(not shown in tables). It decreased 14% from 2008 
to 2018. The community-supervision population has 
declined each year since 2007. The probation population 


has declined each year since 2007, when it peaked at 
5,115,500 (not shown in tables). In comparison, the 
parole population increased 6% from 2008 to 2018, and 
2018 marked its fifth consecutive year of growth.


Table 1
Adults under community supervision, 2008-2018
Year Total* Probation Parole
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
2016 4,537,100 3,673,100 874,800
2017 4,508,900 3,647,200 875,000
2018 4,399,000 3,540,000 878,000


Percent change, 
   December 31


2008-2018 -13.6% -17.1% 6.3%
2016-2018 -3.0 -3.6 0.4
2016-2017  -0.6 -0.7 <0.05
2017-2018 -2.4 -2.9 0.3


Note: Counts are rounded to the nearest 100. Details may not sum to totals 
due to rounding. Counts are for December 31 of each year. Percent change 
is the difference in populations on December 31. See Methodology.
*Details may not sum to totals because community-supervision 
counts were adjusted to exclude parolees who were also on probation. 
See Methodology.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey and Annual 
Parole Survey, 2008-2018.


The rate of adults supervised in the community fell 
to 1,726 per 100,000 U.S. adult residents in 2018


The rate of adults under community supervision 
declined 3% from the end of 2017 to the end of 2018, 
from 1,784 to 1,726 offenders per 100,000 U.S. adult 
residents (table 2). During that time, the rate of adults 
on probation declined 4% (from 1,443 to 1,389 per 
100,000), and the rate of adults on parole decreased 
0.6%, from 346 to 344 per 100,000. From 2016 to 2017, 
the rate of adults on community supervision fell 1.5%, 
as the probation rate fell 1.6% and the parole rate fell 
0.9%. In 2018, the community-supervision rate was at 
its lowest level since 1990, when it was 1,720 per 100,000 
(not shown in tables). It decreased 22% from 2008 to 
2018 and 1.9% from 1998 to 2018 (not shown in tables). 
The community-supervision and probation rates have 
decreased for 11 consecutive years since 2008, while the 
parole rate has decreased since 2015.


Table 2
Community-supervision rates of U.S. adult residents, 
2008-2018


Per 100,000 U.S. adult residents U.S. adult residents on—


Year
Community 
supervisiona,b Probation Parole


Community 
supervisiona,b Probation Parole


2008 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 1,872 1,526 350 1 in 53 1 in 66 1 in 285
2016 1,811 1,466 349 1 in 55 1 in 68 1 in 287
2017 1,784 1,443 346 1 in 56 1 in 69 1 in 289
2018 1,726 1,389 344 1 in 58 1 in 72 1 in 290
Note: Counts for 2016 and earlier may have been revised based on updated 
reporting and may differ from numbers in past reports. Rates are based on 
the total community-supervision, probation, and parole population counts as 
of December 31 of the reporting year and were calculated using U.S. Census 
Bureau estimates of the U.S. resident population of persons age 18 or older 
for January 1 of the following year.
aIncludes adults on probation or parole.
bDetails may not sum to totals because community-supervision counts were 
adjusted to exclude parolees who were also on probation. See Methodology.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey and Annual 
Parole Survey, 2008-2018; and U.S. Census Bureau, National Intercensal 
Estimates, 2009-2019.







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 ,  2017 - 2018 |  AU G U S T  2020	 4


Exits from probation outnumbered entries by more 
than 65,000 in 2018


Movements onto (entries) and off of (exits) probation 
decreased 8% from 2017 to 2018, from an estimated 
4,100,300 to an estimated 3,755,700 (figure 4). Entries 
and exits reflect the administrative caseloads of probation 
agencies. A person can enter or exit the probation 
system several times during a year or concurrently serve 
multiple sentences for separate crimes. Probation exits 
include successful completions of supervision; exits 
to serve a period of incarceration, including to receive 
treatment; and exits due to absconding, detainment, 
death, or other unsatisfactory reasons. (See appendix 
table 3.) 


Probation entries decreased almost 10% in 2018, from 
an estimated 2,039,500 at year-end 2017 to an estimated 
1,845,200 at year-end 2018. Probation exits decreased 
7%, from an estimated 2,060,800 in 2017 to an estimated 
1,910,500 in 2018. This was the first time since 1998 that 


entries to and exits from probation were each under 
2 million movements. In 2018, exits outpaced entries for 
the tenth consecutive year. The difference between the 
number of exits and entries grew from 21,300 in 2017 to 
65,300 in 2018. (See table 5 for counts.)


Figure 4
Estimated total probation movements, entries, and exits, 
2008-2018
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Note: Counts for 2016 and earlier may have been revised based on updated 
reporting and may differ from numbers in past reports. Counts are rounded 
to the nearest 100. Counts are based on movements from January 1 to 
December 31 each year. See table 5 for counts from 2008 to 2018. 
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, 2008-2018.


Parole entries increased for the first time since 2015


From 2017 to 2018, the number of offenders entering 
parole increased from an estimated 442,000 to 447,200 
(up 5,200), while exits grew from 445,700 to 453,900 
(up 8,200) (figure 5). This marked the first time that 
parole entries increased since 2015. Parole exits exceeded 
entries in 2017 and 2018, which had not occurred since 
2009. Total movements onto and off of parole increased 
from 887,700 in 2017 to 901,100 in 2018. (See table 6 
for counts.) From 2008 to 2018, total parole movements 
decreased 21%. While both entries to and exits from 
parole continued to decline, entries exceeded exits eight 
times since 2008.


Figure 5
Estimated total parole movements, entries, and exits, 
2008-2018
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Note: Counts for 2016 and earlier may have been revised based on updated 
reporting and may differ from numbers in past reports. Counts are rounded 
to the nearest 100. Counts are based on movements from January 1 to 
December 31 each year. See table 6 for counts from 2008 to 2018. 
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Parole Survey, 2008-2018.
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Methodology
The Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) began the Annual 
Probation Survey and Annual Parole Survey in 1980. 
The surveys collect 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.


Data collections


Starting in January of each calendar year, the two surveys 
collect data on the number of adults supervised in the 
community on both January 1 and December 31 of 
the previous calendar year, the number of entries to 
and exits from supervision during the reporting year, 
and the characteristics of the probation and parole 
populations at year-end. (See appendix tables.) Both 
surveys cover the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and 
the U.S. federal system. BJS depends on the voluntary 
participation of state central reporters and separate state, 
county, and court agencies for these data. Data for the 
U.S. federal system were provided through the Federal 
Justice Statistics Program (FJSP) at BJS. The FJSP provides 
community-supervision data collected from the Office of 
Probation and Pretrial Services, Administrative Office of 
the U.S. Courts.


The 2018 Annual Probation Survey was sent to 454 
agencies, one less than the 2017 survey due to the closure 
of one agency in Ohio. The 454 respondents included 
40 central state agencies and the District of Columbia; 
415 separate state, county, or court agencies; and the 
U.S. federal system. States with multiple state agencies 
included Alabama (3), Colorado (8), Florida (41), 
Georgia (2), Idaho (2), Kentucky (2), Michigan (129), 
Missouri (2), Montana (4), New Mexico (2), Ohio (182), 
Oklahoma (3), Pennsylvania (2), Tennessee (3), and 
Washington (32). Georgia and Pennsylvania are both 
included as central state agencies, but each provides data 
from two departments within the state government. Of 
the 454 agencies in the population frame, 4 in Florida, 
13 in Michigan, 1 in Montana, 1 in New Mexico, 13 in 
Ohio, and 4 in Washington provided no data for the 2018 
collection. The final response rate for the 2018 Annual 
Probation Survey was 92.1%. 


Of the 455 agencies in the population frame in 2017, 
1 in Alabama, 1 in Alaska, 9 in Florida, 1 in Kentucky, 
10 in Michigan, 1 in New Mexico, 20 in Ohio, and 4 in 
Washington provided no data for the 2017 collection. 


The final response rate for the 2017 Annual Probation 
Survey was 89.7%.


The 2017 and 2018 Annual Parole Survey was sent to 
52 agencies: 50 central state reporters, the District of 
Columbia, and the U.S. federal system. In this report, 
federal parole includes a term of supervised release from 
prison, mandatory release, parole, military parole, and 
special parole. At sentencing, a federal judge orders a term 
of supervised release, which is served after release from a 
federal prison sentence. In the case of Alaska, probationers 
and parolees were supervised under a common 
program, and the state’s data-provider was unable to 
report probation and parole counts separately. The state 
reported combined probationer and parolee counts 
through the probation questionnaire. January 1, 2018 
and December 31, 2018 parolee counts were imputed for 
Alaska (see Imputing the January 1 parole population and 
Imputing the December 31 parole population, below), and 
these figures were deducted from the combined reported 
totals for calculating the state’s January 1 and December 31 
probationer counts. The final response rate for the 2018 
Annual Parole Survey was 100%. 


Alaska did not report parole populations for the 2017 
collection year. (See Imputing the January 1 parole 
population.) The final response rate for the 2017 Annual 
Parole Survey was 98.1%.


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 offenders transferred under 
foreign treaties. (See http://www.uscourts.gov/
services-forms/overview-probation-supervised-
release-conditions.)


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 U.S. federal system. The term 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. For details about 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, November 2011).







The Sentencing Reform Act also required the adoption 
and use of sentencing guidelines, which took effect on 
the same day. 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, August 1998) 
and were updated in Federal Criminal Case Processing, 
2002: With Trends 1982-2002, Reconciled Data 
(NCJ 207447, BJS, January 2005).


Adjustment and changes in parole and population 
counts


Dual community-supervision status


Some persons on probation or parole may have had 
dual community-supervision statuses because they 
were serving separate probation and parole sentences 
at the same time. Beginning with 2007 data, BJS began 
collecting information on the number of parolees who 
were also on probation at year-end. To avoid double 
counting, the total community-supervision populations 
from 2008 through 2018 reported in figure 1 (and the 
2018 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 
2007 through 2018 do not sum to the community-
supervision population. All counts for parolees with dual 
community-supervision statuses reflect data reported 
by parole agencies that could provide the information 
for the reporting year. In 2018, 21 agencies provided 
data. The total number of parolees also on probation 
from 2007 to 2018 may be underestimated due to 
non-responding agencies. 


Changes in adults on probation and parole


In each collection year, respondents are asked to provide 
both the January 1 and December 31 population 
counts for the previous year. Therefore, while the 
December 31, 2017 count was collected in 2018, the 
January 1, 2018 count was not collected until 2019. At 
times, the January 1 count from a given year may differ 
from the December 31 count of the prior year, given 
the normal daily flow of entries and exits. Additionally, 
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 those with dual community-supervision 
statuses


�� including certain probation populations not previously 
reported (e.g., persons supervised for DUI or DWI, 
some probationers who had absconded, and some on 
an inactive status).


The difference between the probation counts for 
December 31, 2017 and January 1, 2018 resulted 
in a decrease of 45,010 probationers (table 4). The 


Table 3
Parolees on probation excluded from the January 1 and 
December 31 community-supervision populations, 
2007-2018
Year January 1*  December 31
2007 ... 3,562
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
2016 9,375 10,822
2017 10,822 13,302
2018 13,302 18,878
Note: Counts for 2016 and earlier may have been revised based on 
updated reporting and may differ from numbers in past reports. The 
community-supervision counts were adjusted to exclude parolees who 
were also on probation.
...Not available.
*For 2011 through 2018, 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, 2008-2018.


Table 4
One-day difference based on reporting changes for 
probation and parole, 2008-2018


Year 


Probation population 
difference from  
December 31 to January 1  
of the following year 


Parole population  
difference from  
December 31 to January 1  
of the following year


2008 -33,670 1,390
2009 -73,120 13,700
2010 -2,400 -80
2011 9,770 -2,830
2012 2,960 -23,640
2013 20,980 540
2014 9,750 170
2015 -64,150 130
2016 5,030 2,200
2017 -45,010 -1,240
Note: Counts are calculated as the difference between December 31 of the 
year displayed and January 1 of the following year and are rounded to the 
nearest 10.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey and Annual 
Parole Survey, 2008-2018.
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difference between the parole population counts for 
December 31, 2017 and January 1, 2018 resulted in a 
decrease of 1,240 parolees. The difference between the 
probation counts for December 31, 2016 and January 1, 
2017 resulted in an increase of 5,030 probationers. The 
difference between the parole population counts for 
December 31, 2016 and January 1, 2017 resulted in an 
increase of 2,200 parolees.


Estimating change in population counts


In theory, the change in probation and parole 
populations from the beginning to the end of the year 
should equal the difference between entries and exits 
during the year. In practice, 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 persons, 
while January 1 and year-end populations represent 
persons. Some persons are being supervised for more 
than one charge or case simultaneously. Additionally, all 
data on entries and exits may not have been logged into 
the respondents’ information systems, or the information 
systems may not have fully processed all data before 
submission to BJS.


As a result, the January 1, 2018 population, plus entries, 
minus exits, is 3,040 fewer persons than the published 
December 31 population at the national level. For 
parolees, the calculated total is 10,900 fewer persons 
than the published December 31 population. (Estimates 
of annual change reported in appendix tables 1, 2, and 5 
were calculated as the difference between the January 1 
and December 31 populations within the reporting year.) 
The January 1, 2017 population, plus entries, minus exits, 
is 9,600 persons more than the published December 
31 population at the national level. For parolees, the 
calculated total is 1,700 fewer persons than the published 
December 31 population. (Estimates of annual change 
reported in appendix tables 9, 10, and 13 were calculated 
as the difference between the January 1 and December 
31 populations within the reporting year.) Tables 5 and 
6 include the counts behind figures 4 and 5 on page 4. 
Respondents report all entries and exits from January 1 
to December 31 each year.


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


In figures 1 through 3, change was calculated as the 
difference between December 31 populations for each 
year, with the exception of 2016. Change in 2016 was 
measured from January 1, 2016 to December 31, 2016. 
This was due to the large discrepancy from December 31, 
2015 to January 1, 2016 caused by reporting changes in 
multiple states. Annual change in reports prior to 2013 
was calculated as the difference between the January 1 
and December 31 populations within the reporting year.


Table 5
Estimated total probation movements, entries, and exits, 
2008-2018
Year Total movements Probation entries Probation exits
2008 4,663,500 2,346,600 2,316,900
2009 4,597,000 2,283,300 2,313,700
2010 4,442,300 2,185,500 2,256,800
2011 4,287,600 2,104,800 2,182,800
2012 4,122,900 2,042,900 2,080,000
2013 4,220,200 2,093,600 2,126,600
2014 4,194,900 2,065,800 2,129,100
2015 4,009,300 1,966,100 2,043,200
2016 4,083,600 2,012,200 2,071,400
2017 4,100,300 2,039,500 2,060,800
2018 3,755,700 1,845,200 1,910,500
Note: Counts for 2016 and earlier may have been revised based on 
updated reporting and may differ from numbers in past reports. Counts 
are rounded to the nearest 100. Counts are based on movements from 
January 1 to December 31 each year. 
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, 2008-2018.


Table 6
Estimated total parole movements, entries, and exits, 
2008-2018
Year Total movements Parole entries Parole exits
2008 1,141,900 575,500 566,400
2009 1,144,000 570,700 573,300
2010 1,128,300 565,500 562,800
2011 1,080,900 546,300 534,600
2012 997,700 500,900 496,800
2013 921,100 467,200 453,900
2014 913,900 461,100 452,800
2015 938,900 475,200 463,700
2016 913,100 457,100 456,000
2017 887,700 442,000 445,700
2018 901,100 447,200 453,900
Note: Counts for 2016 and earlier may have been revised based on 
updated reporting and may differ from numbers in past reports. Counts 
are rounded to the nearest 100. Counts are based on movements from 
January 1 to December 31 each year. 
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Parole Survey, 2008-2018.
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Imputing for non-reporting agencies


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


Imputing the January 1 probation population 


When the January 1 probation population was missing, 
the December 31 probation population from the last 
reported year going back to 2010 was carried forward.


This method was used to estimate the January 1, 2018 
probation population in 38 non-reporting counties 
and district agencies in Florida, Michigan, Montana, 
New Mexico, Ohio, and Washington. The January 1, 
2018 population was imputed for 0.8% of the total 
probation population. This method was used to estimate 
the January 1, 2017 probation population in 45 
non-reporting counties and district agencies in Alabama, 
Florida, Kentucky, Michigan, New Mexico, Ohio, 
and Washington. The January 1, 2017 population was 
imputed for 1.4% of the total probation population.


Imputing the December 31 probation population 


When counts were missing for the December 31 
probation population, the missing values were imputed 
by assuming no intra-year growth and setting the 
missing value to the January 1 population size.


This method was used to estimate the December 31, 
2018 probation population in 37 non-reporting counties 
and district agencies in Florida, Kentucky, Michigan, 
Montana, New Mexico, Ohio, and Washington. The 
December 31, 2018 population was imputed for 0.9% of 
the total probation population. This method was used to 
estimate the December 31, 2017 probation population 
in 48 non-reporting counties and district agencies in 
Alabama, Alaska, Florida, Kentucky, Michigan, New 
Mexico, Ohio, and Washington. The December 31, 
2017 population was imputed for 1.7% of the total 
probation population.


Imputing probation entries 


Based on the availability of data, BJS used four methods of 
ratio estimation to impute probation entries for agencies 
not reporting these data. Total entries to probation were 
imputed for 14.2% of the entry population in 2018 and 
21.9% of the entry population in 2017.


The first method was used for agencies that reported 
all four key items in at least one year since 2010 and for 
which the January 1 and December 31 populations of the 
reporting year were equal (likely due to the imputation 
of one or both of those variables). The entries and exits 
in the most recent of those years were divided by the 
beginning and year-end populations from the same year 
(stock overflow), and the resulting ratio was multiplied 
by the January 1 population. When this method was 
used, entries and exits were imputed with the same value.


This method was used to estimate probation entries in 46 
non-reporting counties and district agencies in Florida, 
Michigan, Missouri, Montana, New Mexico, Ohio, and 
Washington in 2018 and 47 non-reporting counties 
and district agencies in Alabama, Florida, Kentucky, 
Michigan, New Mexico, Ohio, and Washington in 2017.


The second method estimated probation entries for 
agencies that did not report all four core variables in any 
single year since 2010 or had different beginning and 
year-end populations. The ratio of prior-year entries to 
the January 1 population from the previous year was 
multiplied by the reporting-year January 1 population 
to derive the reporting-year entries. This method was 
used to estimate probation entries and exits for five 
non-reporting counties and district agencies in Florida, 
Michigan, Ohio, and Washington in 2018 and seven non-
reporting counties and district agencies in Michigan, 
Ohio, and Washington in 2017. 


The third method estimated entries in agencies 
with small populations. This method estimated the 
relationship between reporting-year entries and the 
January 1 population of the same year by calculating the 
ratio of the sums of these variables across similar-size 
agencies within the same state. This ratio was then 
multiplied by the January 1 value to obtain entries. To 
ensure the stability of the ratio estimator, this method 
was employed only in states with at least 30 reporting 
units and was used for six agencies in Florida and Ohio 
in 2018 and six agencies in Florida, Michigan, and Ohio 
in 2017.


The fourth method took the ratio of the prior-year 
imputed entries to the January 1 probation population 
of the prior year and applied that ratio to the agency’s 
January 1 population of the reporting year. This method 
was used to estimate probation entries and exits for 
four non-reporting agencies in Rhode Island, Vermont, 
Washington, and Wisconsin in both 2018 and 2017.
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Imputing the January 1 parole population 


When the January 1 parole population was missing, 
the December 31 probation population from the prior 
year was carried forward. This method was used to 
estimate the January 1 parole population in both 2018 
and 2017 for Alaska, which represented 0.2% of the total 
parole population. 


Imputing the December 31 parole population


When counts were missing for the December 31 parole 
population, the missing values were imputed by adding 
to (or subtracting from) the January 1 parole population 
to estimate population change based on what was 
observed in the prior year. The intra-year change in 
population from January 1 to December 31 of the prior 
year was multiplied by the January 1 reporting-year 
count to estimate the reporting-year population change. 
This method was used to estimate the December 31 
parole population for Alaska, which represented 0.2% of 
the total parole population in 2018 and 2017.


Imputing parole entries 


To estimate parole entries for agencies that did not report 
these data in the reporting year but did report in the 
prior year, BJS calculated the ratio of entries in the prior 
year to the agency’s parole population on January 1 of the 


prior year and applied that ratio to the agency’s January 1 
population of the reporting year. This method was 
used to estimate parole entries in Alaska, Vermont, and 
Wisconsin. Total entries were imputed for 1.7% of the 
entering parole population in 2018 and 1.9% in 2017.


Imputing probation and parole exits 


A single method was used to estimate exits from 
probation that were not imputed with the first method 
noted above and for all parole agencies. For both 
probation and parole, BJS added each agency’s estimated 
entries to that agency’s population on January 1 and 
subtracted that estimate from the population on 
December 31.


For probation, this method was used for 46 
non-reporting agencies in Colorado, Florida, Michigan, 
Ohio, Rhode Island, Vermont, Washington, and 
Wisconsin in 2018 and totaled 2.1% of the exiting 
probation population. In 2017, this method was used 
for 24 non-reporting agencies in Alaska, Colorado, 
Florida, Michigan, Ohio, Rhode Island, Vermont, 
Washington, and Wisconsin, totaling 2.3% of the exiting 
probation population.


For parole, this method was used in Alaska, Vermont, 
and Wisconsin. Total exits were imputed for 1.8% of the 
exiting parole population in 2018 and 2.0% in 2017.
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Probation: Explanatory notes  
for 2018
Probation agencies vary in their ability to provide counts 
each year consistent with Bureau of Justice Statistics 
(BJS) definitions. Some agencies report the number of 
cases, while others report the number of persons they 
supervise. Because a person can have multiple probation 
sentences, counting cases can artificially inflate probation 
totals. BJS requests that agencies report the number of 
persons under supervision, and each year some agencies 
make the conversion, resulting in what appears to be a 
large decrease from previous years’ data. BJS documents 
these and other reporting anomalies below.


Alaska—The state supervises probation and parole in a 
combined program. The state agency was unable to 
report probation and parole data separately, so both 
populations were reported in the probation survey. The 
January 1, 2018 and December 31, 2018 probation 
population counts were derived based on the difference 
between the reported probation and imputed parole 
count (imputed using the December 31, 2017 parole 
population count).*


Florida—Non-reporting agencies in 2018—four local 
agencies did not report data. The December 31, 2017 
population count was used to estimate January 1, 2018 
and December 31, 2018 counts for these agencies. Four 
other agencies did not report the number of entries to 
probation, and three did not report the number of exits 
from probation.* 


Georgia—Non-reporting agencies in 2018—one 
state agency did not report the number of entries 
to probation.*


Michigan—Reporting changes from 2017 to 2018—one 
agency reported that changes in state laws, specifically 
the legalization of marijuana and the reduction of 
a Minor in Possession violation from a criminal 
misdemeanor to a civil infraction for the first offense, 
have dramatically reduced the agency’s numbers. 
Non-reporting agencies in 2018—13 local agencies 
did not report data. For the non-reporting agencies, 
December 31, 2017 population counts were used 
to estimate January 1, 2018 and December 31, 2018 
populations. Other agencies did not report the number 
of entries to or exits from probation.*


Missouri—Non-reporting agencies in 2018—one local 
agency did not report the number of entries to or exits 
from probation.*


Montana—Non-reporting agencies in 2018—one 
local agency did not report data. December 31, 2017 
population counts were used to estimate January 1, 2018 
and December 31, 2018 populations.*


New Mexico—Non-reporting agencies in 2018—one 
local agency did not report data. For the non-reporting 
agency, December 31, 2017 population counts were 
used to estimate January 1, 2018 and December 31, 
2018 populations.*


Ohio—Non-reporting agencies in 2018—13 local 
agencies did not report data. For the non-reporting 
agencies, the December 31, 2017 population count was 
used to estimate January 1, 2018 and December 31, 
2018 populations. One agency did not report the 
January 1, 2018 population total. Other agencies did not 
report data on entries to or exits from probation.*


Rhode Island—Non-reporting agencies in 2018—the 
state agency did not report data on entries to or exits 
from probation.*


Vermont—Non-reporting agencies in 2018—the 
state agency did not report data on entries to or exits 
from probation.*


Washington—Non-reporting agencies in 2018—four 
local agencies did not report data. For the non-reporting 
agencies, December 31, 2017 population counts were 
used to estimate January 1, 2018 and December 31, 2018 
populations. Other agencies did not report the number 
of entries to or exits from probation.*


Wisconsin—The state probation agency, overseeing the 
entire state probation population, was able to report the 
number of probationers who died or absconded but not 
the total number of entries to or exits from probation 
during 2018. Total entries and exits were imputed 
for 2018.*


*See Imputing for non-reporting agencies.
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Parole: Explanatory notes  
for 2018
Each year, changes in legislation or offender management 
systems require states to alter previously submitted data 
or the data they can currently submit. The Bureau of 
Justice Statistics documents these changes as reported by 
the respondents.


Alaska—Alaska supervises probation and parole in 
a combined program. The state agency was unable 
to report probation and parole data separately, so 
both populations were reported in the probation 
survey. The January 1, 2018 and December 31, 2018 
parole population counts were imputed based on the 
December 31, 2017 parole population count.*


California—Parole data included Post-Release 
Community Supervision and Mandatory Supervision 
populations of 45,899 on January 1, 2018 and 55,216 
on December 31, 2018, with 28,324 entries to and 
31,699 exits from parole.


Connecticut—Reporting changes from 2017 to 2018—
the Board of Pardons & Paroles reported that while the 
supervised population increased because the incarcerated 
population decreased in 2018, data sources were also 
different from prior years, which would lead to minor 
differences in data reported.


Massachusetts—Reporting changes from 2017 to 2018—
the state reported only adult parolees committed to a 
Massachusetts institution and supervised in one of the 
nine regional parole offices or under the Warrant and 
Apprehension Unit of the Field Services Division. The 
caseload reported for the 2017 survey included interstate 
compact cases supervised by a Massachusetts jurisdiction 
for another state and adult parolees supervised by a 
Massachusetts jurisdiction but legally the responsibility 
of another jurisdiction.


Montana—Reporting changes from 2017 to 2018—
the state converted all offender location data from 
one system to another in November 2018. Therefore, 
the population reported in 2019 for January 1, 2018 
differed from the population reported in 2018 for 
December 31, 2017.


Ohio—The total parole population included a small, 
undetermined number of persons under concurrent 
parole and local probation supervision, temporary jail 
detention pending a revocation hearing, and temporary 
prison custody pending a revocation hearing.


Pennsylvania—The Pennsylvania Department of 
Corrections reported that 7 of the 65 participating 
county probation departments did not respond to 
the survey and that these counties’ populations were 
estimated based on the prior year’s caseload.


Vermont— Reporting changes from 2017 to 2018—the 
Vermont Department of Corrections improved its data 
analysis techniques to ensure a correct count of persons 
on parole. The state was unable to report the number of 
entries to or exits from parole.*


*See Imputing for non-reporting agencies.
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Probation: Explanatory notes  
for 2017
Probation agencies vary in their ability to provide counts 
each year consistent with Bureau of Justice Statistics 
(BJS) definitions. Some agencies report the number of 
cases, while others report the number of persons they 
supervise. Because a person can have multiple probation 
sentences, counting cases can artificially inflate probation 
totals. BJS requests that agencies report the number of 
persons under supervision, and each year some agencies 
make the conversion, resulting in what appears to be a 
large decrease from previous years’ data. BJS documents 
these and other reporting anomalies below.


Alabama—Non-reporting agencies in 2017—one local 
agency did not report data. For the non-reporting 
agency, December 31, 2016 population counts were 
used to estimate January 1, 2017 and December 31, 
2017 populations.**


Alaska—Non-reporting agencies in 2017—the state 
agency was able to report a probation population on 
January 1, 2017 and entries to probation in 2017, but 
did not provide any additional data. January 1, 2017 
was used to estimate the probation population on 
December 31, 2017 and exits from probation.**


Colorado—Non-reporting agencies in 2017—one local 
agency did not report data on exits from probation.**


Florida—Non-reporting agencies in 2017—nine local 
agencies did not report data. For the non-reporting 
agencies, the most recently available December 31 
population count was used to estimate January 1, 2017 
and December 31, 2017 counts.**


Georgia— Reporting changes from 2016 to 2017—a 
change in Georgia law, effective in 2017, allows the 
Department of Community Supervision to move a 
probationer to unsupervised status after 2 years and may 
be applied retroactively, provided that any restitution 
ordered be paid in full prior to allowing someone to 
be moved to unsupervised status. The other changes 
in status from prior years are due to a more accurate 
breakdown of cases not calculated in previous surveys. 
Non-reporting agencies in 2017—one state agency did 
not report the number of probation entries.**


Kentucky—Non-reporting agencies in 2017—one 
local agency did not report data. For the non-reporting 
agency, December 31, 2016 population counts were 
used to estimate January 1, 2017 and December 31, 
2017 populations.**


Michigan—Non-reporting agencies in 2017—10 local 
agencies did not report data. For the non-reporting 
agencies, December 31, 2016 population counts were 
used to estimate January 1, 2017 and December 31, 2017 
populations. One agency did not report the January 1, 
2017 population total. Other agencies did not report the 
number of entries to or exits from parole.**


Montana—Non-reporting agencies in 2017—one local 
agency did not report data on entries to probation.**


New Mexico—Non-reporting agencies in 2017—one 
local agency did not report data. For the non-reporting 
agency, December 31, 2016 population counts were 
used to estimate January 1, 2017 and December 31, 
2017 populations.**


North Dakota—Non-reporting agencies in 2017—
the state agency did not report data on entries 
to probation.**


Ohio— Reporting changes from 2016 to 2017—many 
agencies have been undergoing a change to their case 
management systems per statewide guidance. Agencies 
either struggled to report data in 2017 due to the change 
or reported that data were not comparable to previous 
years due to the change. Non-reporting agencies 
in 2017—20 local agencies did not report data. For the 
non-reporting agencies, the most recently available 
December 31 population count was used to estimate 
January 1, 2017 and December 31, 2017 populations. 
Other agencies did not report data on entries to or exits 
from probation.**


Oklahoma—Reporting changes from 2016 to 2017—a 
municipal court was able to obtain more accurate 
information from its system starting in 2017. This change 
resulted in an increase of 9,000 probationers in 2017. 


Rhode Island—Non-reporting agencies in 2017—the 
state agency did not report data on entries to or exits 
from probation.**


**See Imputing for non-reporting agencies.
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Vermont—Non-reporting agencies in 2017—the 
state agency did not report data on entries to or exits 
from probation.**


Washington—Non-reporting agencies in 2017—four 
local agencies did not report data. For the non-reporting 
agencies, December 31, 2016 population counts were 
used to estimate January 1, 2017 and December 31, 2017 
populations. Other agencies did not report the number 
of entries to or exits from probation.**


Wisconsin—The state probation agency, overseeing the 
entire state probation population, was able to report the 
number of probationers who died or absconded but not 
the total number of exits or entries to probation during 
2017. Total entries and exits were imputed for 2017.**


Parole: Explanatory notes  
for 2017
Each year, changes in legislation or offender management 
systems require states to alter previously submitted 
data or data they can currently submit. The Bureau of 
Justice Statistics documents these changes as reported by 
the respondents.


Alaska—Non-reporting agency in 2017—the state did 
not provide parole data for 2017. All 2017 populations 
were estimated.**


California—Parole data included Post-Release 
Community Supervision and Mandatory Supervision 
populations of 44,998 on January 1, 2017 and 45,899 
on December 31, 2017, with 26,418 entries to and 
25,517 exits from parole.


Georgia—Updates to state law allow the State Board of 
Pardons and Paroles to consider commuting sentences 
of parolees serving a split sentence for a non-violent 
property or drug offense after the satisfactory completion 
of parole supervision. 


Indiana—Reporting changes from 2016 to 2017—
the Indiana Department of Corrections experienced 
a significant change in its parole population due to 
changes in state law concerning who is eligible to come 
to state prison. The state completely rewrote its criminal 
code, which affects prisoners admitted since July 2014, 
provides different sentences for every offense, and adds 
new “theft levels” and jurisdictions. As a result, the 
state agency went from having 20,000 to 11,000 prison 
admissions in 2017. These changes shifted many persons 
from state to county jurisdiction, and the lowest level of 
felony was no longer eligible for state prison.


Vermont—Reporting changes from 2016 to 2017—the 
Vermont Department of Corrections improved its data 
analysis techniques to ensure a correct count of persons 
on parole. These updates accounted for the decrease in 
the number of parolees. Vermont was unable to report 
the number of entries to or exits from parole.**


**See Imputing for non-reporting agencies.
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appendix Table 1
Adults under community supervision, 2018


Jurisdiction


Community- 
supervision population, 
January 1, 2018a


Entries Exits
Community- 
supervision population, 
December 31, 2018a


Change, January 1, 2018- 
December 31, 2018


Number under community 
supervision per 100,000 U.S. adult 
residents, December 31, 2018cReported Estimatedb Reported Estimatedb Number Percent


U.S. total 4,462,600 2,022,200 2,292,400 2,299,400 2,364,400 4,399,000 -63,600 -1.4% 1,726
Federal 128,200 50,600 50,600 58,000 58,000 122,800 -5,400 -4.2% 48
State 4,334,400 1,971,500 2,241,700 2,241,500 2,306,400 4,276,200 -58,200 -1.3% 1,678


Alabama 61,000 18,500 18,500 18,500 18,500 60,900 -100 -0.2 1,599
Alaskad 4,100 900 1,400 1,300 2,100 3,400 -600 -15.6 618
Arizona 84,600 34,900 34,900 35,100 35,100 84,300 -300 -0.3 1,509
Arkansas 52,000 24,100 24,100 20,100 20,100 53,800 1,800 3.4 2,323
Californiad 328,200 168,000 168,000 186,800 186,800 312,400 -15,800 -4.8 1,018
Colorado 91,400 64,700 64,700 64,000 64,400 91,300 -100 -0.1 2,042
Connecticutd 43,900 25,200 25,200 25,100 25,100 43,100 -700 -1.7 1,518
Delaware 15,400 10,700 10,700 11,500 11,500 14,500 -900 -5.5 1,890
District of Columbia 9,000 5,400 5,400 5,800 5,800 8,600 -400 -4.7 1,483
Floridad 214,100 139,200 150,300 149,300 154,800 209,400 -4,800 -2.2 1,216
Georgiad 437,000 49,100 255,400 259,200 259,200 433,200 -3,800 -0.9 5,369
Hawaii 21,500 5,600 5,600 5,000 5,000 21,900 400 1.7 1,958
Idaho 38,100 18,400 18,400 16,800 16,800 39,700 1,600 4.1 2,996
Illinois 115,300 81,700 81,700 90,600 90,600 116,100 800 0.7 1,175
Indiana 118,200 93,000 93,000 92,800 92,800 118,400 200 0.1 2,303
Iowa 35,400 19,400 19,400 19,200 19,200 35,600 200 0.6 1,462
Kansas 22,200 25,600 25,600 25,900 25,900 21,900 -300 -1.3 991
Kentucky 60,800 29,500 29,500 27,500 27,500 62,800 2,000 3.3 1,812
Louisiana 70,900 29,800 29,800 36,500 36,500 62,300 -8,500 -12.1 1,749
Maine 6,700 3,300 3,300 3,000 3,000 6,800 <50 0.5 620
Maryland 81,700 36,000 36,000 37,100 37,100 80,600 -1,100 -1.4 1,710
Massachusettsd 58,700 63,500 63,500 68,500 68,500 53,700 -5,000 -8.5 966
Michigand 169,100 96,800 101,300 100,800 105,300 164,800 -4,300 -2.5 2,099
Minnesota 105,800 56,300 56,300 54,600 54,600 107,500 1,700 1.6 2,482
Mississippi 37,200 15,700 15,700 15,700 15,700 37,200 -100 -0.1 1,628
Missourid 60,100 40,300 40,400 37,600 37,600 63,100 3,000 4.9 1,326
Montanad 10,600 5,500 5,700 4,700 4,900 11,400 700 7.5 1,358
Nebraska 15,200 12,300 12,300 12,100 12,100 15,900 600 4.6 1,087
Nevada 18,700 9,900 9,900 8,800 8,800 19,800 1,100 5.9 832
New Hampshire 6,400 3,500 3,500 3,600 3,600 6,300 -100 -1.1 570
New Jersey 154,500 27,600 27,600 35,800 35,800 146,300 -8,200 -5.3 2,099
New Mexicod 15,100 8,000 8,000 8,100 8,100 13,700 -1,300 -8.7 850


Continued on next page
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appendix Table 1 (continued)
Adults under community supervision, 2018


Jurisdiction


Community- 
supervision population, 
January 1, 2018a


Entries Exits
Community- 
supervision population, 
December 31, 2018a


Change, January 1, 2018- 
December 31, 2018


Number under community 
supervision per 100,000 U.S. adult 
residents, December 31, 2018cReported Estimatedb Reported Estimatedb Number Percent


New York 143,300 44,500 44,500 48,000 48,000 139,700 -3,500 -2.5 903
North Carolina 96,000 62,900 62,900 64,600 64,600 94,100 -1,900 -2.0 1,155
North Dakota 7,200 5,000 5,000 5,200 5,200 7,000 -200 -2.8 1,201
Ohiod 254,300 138,500 147,700 140,000 147,100 253,900 -400 -0.2 2,785
Oklahoma 43,800 11,700 11,700 12,200 12,200 43,300 -500 -1.1 1,448
Oregon 63,500 32,200 32,200 35,800 35,800 59,900 -3,600 -5.6 1,794
Pennsylvaniad 292,100 138,200 138,200 142,300 142,300 288,000 -4,100 -1.4 2,831
Rhode Islandd 22,400 300 4,600 200 6,000 20,900 -1,400 -6.4 2,453
South Carolina 37,000 17,100 17,100 17,500 17,500 36,700 -300 -0.9 916
South Dakota 8,600 6,000 6,000 5,400 5,400 9,200 600 6.9 1,375
Tennessee 71,800 23,700 23,700 25,600 25,600 72,100 300 0.5 1,362
Texas 477,800 167,700 167,700 170,800 170,800 474,600 -3,200 -0.7 2,209
Utah 16,300 9,400 9,400 9,100 9,100 16,600 300 1.9 736
Vermontd 5,000 .. 2,800 .. 3,000 4,800 -200 -3.9 940
Virginia 64,200 32,400 32,400 31,600 31,600 65,000 800 1.3 973
Washington 88,000 48,500 51,500 41,500 50,300 88,900 900 1.0 1,501
West Virginia 9,900 8,000 8,000 7,000 7,000 10,900 1,000 10.1 756
Wisconsind,e 64,600 .. 28,400 300 29,100 63,900 -700 -1.1 1,404
Wyoming 6,000 3,400 3,400 3,100 3,100 6,300 300 5.3 1,426


Note: Counts are rounded to the nearest 100. Details may not sum to totals due to rounding. Data quality may vary across jurisdictions for counts of entries and exits. Therefore, the population on 
December 31, 2018 does not equal the population on January 1, 2018, plus entries, minus exits. Rates are based on the total community-supervision, probation, and parole population counts as of 
December 31 of the reporting year and were calculated using U.S. Census Bureau estimates of the U.S. resident population of persons age 18 or older for January 1 of the following year.
..Not known.
aThe January 1 population excludes 13,302 persons. The December 31 population excludes 18,878 parolees who were also on probation to avoid double counting. See Methodology.
bReported data will equal estimated data in cases where no imputation was required.
cRates were calculated using the estimated U.S. adult resident population in each jurisdiction on January 1, 2019.
dSee Probation: Explanatory notes for 2018 and Parole: Explanatory notes for 2018 for more details.
eThe only exits reported were deaths.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey and Annual Parole Survey, 2018; and U.S. Census Bureau, National Intercensal Estimates, 2019. 
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appendix Table 2
Adults on probation, 2018


Jurisdiction
Probation population, 
January 1, 2018


Entries Exits Probation population, 
December 31, 2018


Change, January 1, 2018- 
December 31, 2018


Number on probation per 
100,000 U.S. adult residents, 
December 31, 2018bReported Estimateda Reported Estimateda Number Percent


U.S. total 3,602,213 1,582,751 1,845,200 1,853,462 1,910,500 3,539,950 -62,263 -1.7% 1,389
Federal 16,314 7,111 7,111 8,363 8,363 14,943 -1,371 -8.4% 6
State 3,585,899 1,575,640 1,838,100 1,845,099 1,902,100 3,525,007 -60,892 -1.7% 1,383


Alabama 51,961 14,424 14,424 15,340 15,340 50,997 -964 -1.9 1,339
Alaskac 2,491 888 888 1,305 1,305 2,074 -417 -16.7 375
Arizona 77,129 23,118 23,118 23,403 23,403 76,844 -285 -0.4 1,375
Arkansas 33,622 13,250 13,250 10,216 10,216 36,719 3,097 9.2 1,584
California 233,046 119,639 119,639 136,629 136,629 209,765 -23,281 -10.0 684
Colorado 81,125 56,096 56,096 55,904 56,300 80,537 -588 -0.7 1,801
Connecticut 40,307 21,748 21,748 22,601 22,601 38,668 -1,639 -4.1 1,362
Delaware 15,010 10,528 10,528 11,362 11,362 14,176 -834 -5.6 1,844
District of Columbia 5,684 4,245 4,245 4,365 4,365 5,564 -120 -2.1 964
Floridac 209,714 132,944 144,000 142,984 148,500 205,033 -4,681 -2.2 1,191
Georgiac 419,993 38,881 245,200 248,384 248,384 416,771 -3,222 -0.8 5,166
Hawaii 19,830 4,443 4,443 4,077 4,077 20,196 366 1.8 1,808
Idaho 33,002 15,530 15,530 14,139 14,139 34,392 1,390 4.2 2,598
Illinois 86,538 59,813 59,813 67,136 67,136 88,927 2,389 2.8 900
Indiana 111,156 87,651 87,651 86,821 86,821 111,986 830 0.7 2,178
Iowa 29,152 15,332 15,332 15,347 15,347 29,137 -15 -0.1 1,198
Kansas 16,909 21,151 21,151 21,605 21,605 16,455 -454 -2.7 745
Kentucky 44,480 18,557 18,557 16,070 16,070 46,967 2,487 5.6 1,354
Louisiana 38,822 13,565 13,565 17,362 17,362 35,025 -3,797 -9.8 983
Maine 6,709 3,308 3,308 2,954 2,954 6,742 33 0.5 618
Maryland 71,352 31,931 31,931 33,035 33,035 70,248 -1,104 -1.5 1,490
Massachusetts 57,261 61,204 61,204 66,237 66,237 52,228 -5,033 -8.8 940
Michiganc 153,345 87,589 92,000 90,356 94,900 150,338 -3,007 -2.0 1,915
Minnesota 98,746 49,385 49,385 48,055 48,055 100,076 1,330 1.3 2,312
Mississippi 27,820 9,162 9,162 9,688 9,688 27,294 -526 -1.9 1,196
Missouric 42,526 25,266 25,300 24,083 24,100 43,871 1,345 3.2 921
Montanac 9,358 4,559 4,800 4,000 4,200 9,917 559 6.0 1,184
Nebraska 14,255 11,117 11,117 10,920 10,920 14,894 639 4.5 1,021
Nevada 13,625 4,518 4,518 4,883 4,883 13,260 -365 -2.7 559
New Hampshire 3,914 2,307 2,307 2,324 2,324 3,916 2 0.1 355
New Jersey 139,498 22,857 22,857 31,008 31,008 131,347 -8,151 -5.8 1,885
New Mexicoc 12,352 5,737 5,700 6,131 6,100 12,090 -262 -2.1 747
New York 98,685 23,987 23,987 28,130 28,130 94,542 -4,143 -4.2 611


Continued on next page
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appendix Table 2 (continued)
Adults on probation, 2018


Jurisdiction
Probation population, 
January 1, 2018


Entries Exits Probation population, 
December 31, 2018


Change, January 1, 2018- 
December 31, 2018


Number on probation per 
100,000 U.S. adult residents, 
December 31, 2018bReported Estimateda Reported Estimateda Number Percent


North Carolina 82,199 47,683 47,683 49,814 49,814 80,068 -2,131 -2.6 983
North Dakota 6,297 3,850 3,850 4,051 4,051 6,096 -201 -3.2 1,046
Ohioc 233,580 127,277 136,400 129,210 136,300 232,741 -839 -0.4 2,553
Oklahoma 42,052 11,349 11,349 11,839 11,839 41,562 -490 -1.2 1,388
Oregon 38,936 23,350 23,350 26,554 26,554 35,732 -3,204 -8.2 1,070
Pennsylvania 180,901 88,090 88,090 90,261 90,261 178,730 -2,171 -1.2 1,757
Rhode Islandc 21,927 .. 4,300 .. 5,800 20,402 -1,525 -7.0 2,390
South Carolina 32,697 14,069 14,069 14,791 14,791 31,975 -722 -2.2 797
South Dakota 5,631 3,653 3,653 3,295 3,295 5,989 358 6.4 896
Tennessee 60,622 20,670 20,670 21,999 21,999 61,253 631 1.0 1,157
Texas 371,361 132,070 132,070 135,264 135,264 368,167 -3,194 -0.9 1,714
Utah 12,514 6,508 6,508 6,330 6,330 12,692 178 1.4 563
Vermontc 4,138 .. 2,400 .. 2,600 3,936 -202 -4.9 770
Virginia 62,443 31,631 31,631 30,963 30,963 63,111 668 1.1 945
Washingtonc 76,349 42,334 45,300 36,036 44,800 76,672 323 0.4 1,295
West Virginia 6,196 5,605 5605 5,208 5,208 6,593 397 6.4 458
Wisconsinc,d 43,542 .. 21,600 145 22,300 42,909 -633 -1.5 943
Wyoming 5,097 2,771 2,771 2,485 2,485 5,383 286 5.6 1,215


Note: Data quality may vary across jurisdictions for counts of entries and exits. Therefore, the population on December 31, 2018 does not equal the population on January 1, 2018, plus entries, minus exits. 
Counts may not be actual as reporting agencies may provide estimates on some or all detailed data. Rates are based on the probation population counts as of December 31 of the reporting year and were 
calculated using U.S. Census Bureau estimates of the U.S. resident population of persons age 18 or older for January 1 of the following year.
..Not known.
aReported data will equal estimated data in cases where no imputation was required.
bRates were calculated using the estimated U.S. adult resident population in each jurisdiction on January 1, 2019. 
cSee Probation: Explanatory notes for 2018 for more details.
dThe only exits reported were deaths.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, 2018; and U.S. Census Bureau, National Intercensal Estimates, 2019. 
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Appendix Table 3
Adults exiting probation, by type of exit, 2018


Jurisdiction


Incarcerated


Total reported Completion
With new 
sentence


Under current 
sentence


To receive 
treatment


Other/
unknown Absconder


Discharged to 
warrant/detainer


Other 
unsatisfactorya Death Otherb


Unknown/ 
not reported


U.S. total 1,853,462 1,075,808 70,008 135,565 4,880 83,902 61,452 11,979 46,009 13,978 53,560 296,321
Federal 8,363 6,992 0 772 0 0 0 0 82 85 0 432
State 1,845,099 1,068,816 70,008 134,793 4,880 83,902 61,452 11,979 45,927 13,893 53,560 295,889


Alabamac 15,340 11,971 1,749 581 20 .. .. 9 .. 334 .. 676
Alaska 1,305 1,163 650 ~ ~ ~ 210 ~ ~ 7 24 -749
Arizonac 23,403 16,735 .. 5,608 ~ 567 .. .. ~ 342 151 0
Arkansasc 10,216 5,543 593 3,118 703 0 0 8 0 238 13 0
Californiac 136,629 71,868 0 46,479 0 18,282 0 0 0 0 0 0
Coloradoc 55,904 33,101 196 887 0 8,515 6,008 0 324 459 5,178 1,236
Connecticutc 22,601 18,891 .. .. 0 0 289 2,635 0 .. 786 0
Delaware 11,362 6,946 308 848 .. .. .. .. 1,469 126 1,665 0
District of Columbia 4,365 3,344 0 0 0 794 0 0 109 49 69 0
Floridac 142,984 80,725 14,033 21,559 24 1 243 4,923 2,698 1,101 2,083 15,594
Georgiac 248,384 240,099 2,845 1,377 .. .. 3,219 .. .. 844 .. 0
Hawaiic 4,077 2,866 184 638 .. 340 .. .. .. 43 6 0
Idahoc 14,139 2,947 1,883 .. 2,258 .. 2 .. .. 68 0 6,981
Illinoisc 67,136 39,113 ~ ~ ~ 517 6,373 ~ 6,729 ~ 14,404 0
Indianac 86,821 49,623 9,704 10,545 0 0 9,211 0 0 0 7,738 0
Iowa 15,347 10,072 1,448 395 0 0 0 0 3,297 117 18 0
Kansasc 21,605 13,092 .. 156 .. .. 2,623 .. 2,947 .. 2,787 0
Kentuckyc 16,070 8,536 1,317 3,571 0 0 2,237 0 8 321 80 0
Louisianac 17,362 11,951 1,461 2,474 ~ 1 ~ ~ 1,211 201 63 0
Mainec 2,954 2,709 .. .. .. 245 .. .. .. .. .. 0
Maryland 33,035 21,211 2,798 2,127 .. ~ .. .. 4,242 641 1,488 528
Massachusettsc 66,237 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 66,237
Michiganc 90,356 42,856 1,123 2,209 96 49 292 811 1,452 531 206 40,731
Minnesota 48,055 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 48,055
Mississippi 9,688 6,110 795 1,715 ~ 436 ~ ~ .. 57 542 33
Missouric 24,083 9,975 849 3,403 692 220 8,539 .. 0 405 .. 0
Montanac 4,000 1,708 351 583 3 33 10 0 0 85 33 1,194
Nebraskac 10,920 7,277 1,982 101 0 130 0 0 1,369 61 0 0
Nevada 4,883 2,625 .. .. .. ~ 28 .. 1,916 314 .. 0
New Hampshire 2,324 2,168 .. 137 ~ ~ .. .. ~ 19 .. 0
New Jersey 31,008 .. .. .. .. .. 7 .. .. 13 .. 30,988
New Mexico 6,131 3,081 .. .. .. 0 2,794 2 .. 73 3 178
New York 28,130 16,241 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 437 .. 11,452


Continued on next page







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 ,  2017 - 2018 |  AU G U S T  2020	 19


APPENDIX TABLE 3 (continued)
Adults exiting probation, by type of exit, 2018


Jurisdiction


Incarcerated


Total reported Completion
With new 
sentence


Under current 
sentence


To receive 
treatment


Other/
unknown Absconder


Discharged to 
warrant/detainer


Other 
unsatisfactorya Death Otherb


Unknown/ 
not reported


North Carolina 49,814 25,133 3,088 1,889 ~ ~ 7,772 ~ 9,359 779 ~ 1,794
North Dakota 4,051 2,046 517 519 .. 0 565 .. 59 42 303 0
Ohioc 129,210 52,767 4,219 8,174 934 2,699 8,623 2,196 4,850 1,139 1,855 41,754
Oklahomac 11,839 9,051 723 1,047 .. .. .. .. 89 138 .. 791
Oregon 26,554 6,791 561 3,692 ~ ~ 304 ~ 86 164 1,679 13,277
Pennsylvaniac 90,261 68,557 10,107 3,110 0 0 1,042 14 540 1,042 5,849 0
Rhode Island .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
South Carolina 14,791 12,349 413 1,753 0 0 0 0 0 276 0 0
South Dakotac 3,295 863 .. .. .. 761 .. .. .. .. .. 1,671
Tennesseec 21,999 14,549 2,605 3,885 0 0 423 0 9 500 15 13
Texasc 135,264 87,046 .. .. .. 42,951 .. .. ~ 1,743 3,524 0
Utah 6,330 2,382 547 473 0 0 38 0 1,645 106 1,139 0
Vermont .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Virginia 30,963 22,503 .. .. .. 7,206 .. .. .. 663 415 176
Washingtonc 36,036 17,017 935 582 21 155 2 1,381 1,398 178 1,088 13,279
West Virginia 5,208 1,767 1,876 611 129 ~ 319 ~ 79 71 356 0
Wisconsin 145 .. .. .. .. .. ~ .. .. 145 .. ..
Wyoming 2,485 1,448 148 547 0 0 279 0 42 21 0 0


Note: Based on reported data only. For imputed exits from probation, see appendix table 2. Counts may not be actual as reporting agencies may provide estimates on some or all detailed data.
..Not known.
~Not applicable.
aIncludes probationers discharged from supervision when they did not complete the conditions of probation or fulfill obligations. 
bIncludes 15,213 probationers who transferred to another jurisdiction and 38,347 probationers who exited supervision for other reasons.
cSome or all data were estimates.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, 2018.
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appendix Table 4
Characteristics of adults on probation, 2008 and 2018
Characteristic 2008 2018
Sex 100% 100%


Male 76 75
Female 24 25


Race/ethnicity 100% 100%
Whitea 56 55
Blacka 29 30
Hispanic 13 13
American Indian/Alaska Nativea 1 1
Asiana 1 1
Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islandera <1 <1
Two or more racesa 1 <1


Status of supervision 100% 100%
Active 71 68
Residential/other treatment program 1 1
Financial conditions remaining 2 3
Inactive 8 6
Absconder 8 9
Supervised out of jurisdiction 3 3
Warrant status 6 5
Other 2 5


Type of offense 100% 100%
Felony 50 62
Misdemeanor 48 36
Other infraction 2 2


Most serious offense 100% 100%
Violent 19 22


Domestic violence 4 4
Sex offense 3 4
Other violent offense 12 14


Property 25 25
Drug 28 26
Public order 17 14


DUI/DWI 14 12
Other traffic offense 4 2


Otherb 10 12
Note: Details may not sum to totals due to rounding. Estimates for 2008 
may have been revised based on updated reporting and may differ from 
numbers in past reports. Characteristics are based on probationers with a 
known status.
aExcludes persons of Hispanic origin (e.g., “white” refers to non-Hispanic 
whites and “black” refers to non-Hispanic blacks).
bIncludes other offenses, such as public intoxication, disorderly conduct, 
false statement, insufficient funds, and other miscellaneous charges.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, 2008 
and 2018.
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appendix Table 5
Adults on parole, 2018


Jurisdiction
Parole population, 
January 1, 2018


Entries Exits Parole population, 
December 31, 2018


Change, January 1, 2018- 
December 31, 2018


Number on parole per  
100,000 U.S. adult residents, 
December 31, 2018bReported Estimateda Reported Estimateda Number Percent


U.S. total 873,712 439,399 447,200 445,961 453,900 877,953 4,241 0.5% 344
Federal 111,883 43,537 43,537 49,606 49,606 107,872 -4,011 -3.6% 42
State 761,829 395,862 403,600 396,355 404,300 770,081 8,252 1.1% 302


Alabama 9,358 4,094 4,094 3,186 3,186 10,266 908 9.7 270
Alaskac 1,563 .. 500 .. 700 1,348 -215 -13.8 244
Arizona 7,537 11,732 11,732 11,733 11,733 7,536 -1 0.0 135
Arkansas 23,782 10,814 10,814 9,841 9,841 24,698 916 3.9 1,066
Californiac,d 95,148 48,327 48,327 50,162 50,162 102,586 7,438 7.8 334
Colorado 10,237 8,598 8,598 8,076 8,076 10,759 522 5.1 241
Connecticutc 3,548 3,446 3,446 2,542 2,542 4,452 904 25.5 157
Delaware 368 125 125 143 143 350 -18 -4.9 46
District of Columbia 3,476 1,141 1,141 1,453 1,453 3,164 -312 -9.0 548
Florida 4,419 6,257 6,257 6,331 6,331 4,345 -74 -1.7 25
Georgia 21,067 10,200 10,200 10,841 10,841 20,426 -641 -3.0 253
Hawaii 1,666 1,146 1,146 876 876 1,673 7 0.4 150
Idaho 5,102 2,826 2,826 2,661 2,661 5,267 165 3.2 398
Illinois 28,794 21,871 21,871 23,480 23,480 27,185 -1,609 -5.6 275
Indiana 7,073 5,333 5,333 6,007 6,007 6,399 -674 -9.5 124
Iowa 6,414 4,073 4,073 3,835 3,835 6,652 238 3.7 274
Kansas 5,282 4,492 4,492 4,336 4,336 5,438 156 3.0 246
Kentucky 16,338 10,944 10,944 11,401 11,401 15,881 -457 -2.8 458
Louisiana 32,196 16,240 16,240 19,115 19,115 29,321 -2,875 -8.9 823
Maine 20 1 1 1 1 20 0 0.0 2
Maryland 10,338 4,083 4,083 4,083 4,083 10,338 0 0.0 219
Massachusettsc 1,423 2,279 2,279 2,261 2,261 1,441 18 1.3 26
Michigan 15,722 9,209 9,209 10,452 10,452 14,479 -1,243 -7.9 184
Minnesota 7,048 6,875 6,875 6,542 6,542 7,381 333 4.7 171
Mississippi 9,392 6,515 6,515 6,041 6,041 9,866 474 5.0 432
Missouri 17,623 15,071 15,071 13,472 13,472 19,251 1,628 9.2 404
Montanac 1,276 916 916 731 731 1,461 185 14.5 174
Nebraska 985 1,152 1,152 1,179 1,179 958 -27 -2.7 66
Nevada 5,033 5,343 5,343 3,884 3,884 6,492 1,459 29.0 273
New Hampshire 2,436 1,218 1,218 1,284 1,284 2,367 -69 -2.8 215
New Jersey 15,005 4,756 4,756 4,794 4,794 14,967 -38 -0.3 215
New Mexico 2,708 2,246 2,246 1,951 1,951 2,805 97 3.6 173
New York 44,572 20,467 20,467 19,847 19,847 45,192 620 1.4 292


Continued on next page
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appendix Table 5 (continued)
Adults on parole, 2018


Jurisdiction
Parole population, 
January 1, 2018


Entries Exits Parole population, 
December 31, 2018


Change, January 1, 2018- 
December 31, 2018


Number on parole per  
100,000 U.S. adult residents, 
December 31, 2018bReported Estimateda Reported Estimateda Number Percent


North Carolina 13,802 15,185 15,185 14,772 14,772 14,215 413 3.0 175
North Dakota 904 1,153 1,153 1,151 1,151 906 2 0.2 155
Ohioc 20,703 11,214 11,214 10,804 10,804 21,113 410 2.0 232
Oklahoma 1,781 395 395 396 396 1,780 -1 -0.1 59
Oregon 24,539 8,851 8,851 9,207 9,207 24,183 -356 -1.5 724
Pennsylvaniac 111,185 50,096 50,096 52,034 52,034 109,247 -1,938 -1.7 1,074
Rhode Island 451 283 283 199 199 535 84 18.6 63
South Carolina 4,565 3,077 3,077 2,662 2,662 4,980 415 9.1 124
South Dakota 2,968 2,336 2,336 2,103 2,103 3,201 233 7.9 479
Tennessee 11,132 3,038 3,038 3,572 3,572 10,842 -290 -2.6 205
Texas 109,151 35,585 35,585 35,523 35,523 109,213 62 0.1 508
Utah 3,781 2,882 2,882 2,749 2,749 3,914 133 3.5 174
Vermontc 861 .. 400 .. 400 870 9 1.0 170
Virginia 1,709 742 742 591 591 1,860 151 8.8 28
Washington 11,663 6,162 6,162 5,485 5,485 12,222 559 4.8 206
West Virginia 3,690 2,422 2,422 1,825 1,825 4,287 597 16.2 298
Wisconsine 21,095 .. 6,800 124 6,900 21,015 -80 -0.4 462
Wyoming 900 651 651 617 617 934 34 3.8 211


Note: Data quality may vary across jurisdictions for counts of entries and exits. Therefore, the population on December 31, 2018 does not equal the population on January 1, 2018, plus entries, minus 
exits. Counts may not be actual as reporting agencies may provide estimates on some or all detailed data. Rates are based on the parole population counts as of December 31 of the reporting year and 
were calculated using U.S. Census Bureau estimates of the U.S. resident population of persons age 18 or older for January 1 of the following year.
..Not known.
aReported data will equal estimated data in cases where no imputation was required.
bRates were calculated using the estimated U.S. adult resident population in each jurisdiction on January 1, 2019. 
cSee Parole: Explanatory notes for 2018 for more details.
dIncludes Post-Release Community Supervision and Mandatory Supervision parolees: 45,899 on January 1, 2018 and 55,216 on December 31, 2018, with 28,324 parole entries and 31,699 parole exits.
eThe only exits reported were deaths.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Parole Survey, 2018; and U.S. Census Bureau, National Intercensal Estimates, 2019.
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appendix Table 6
Adults entering parole, by type of entry, 2018


Jurisdiction Total reported Discretionarya Mandatoryb Reinstatementc
Term of  
supervised released Other


Unknown/ 
not reported


U.S. total 439,399 192,296 89,915 15,634 85,899 5,965 49,690
Federal 43,537 281 0 0 43,256 0 0
State 395,862 192,015 89,915 15,634 42,643 5,965 49,690


Alabamae 4,094 2,594 255 1,245 ~ 0 0
Alaska .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Arizona 11,732 9,856 49 50 41 1,736 0
Arkansase 10,814 8,878 38 0 1,898 0 0
Californiae 48,327 .. .. .. .. .. 48,327
Coloradoe 8,598 3,649 3,588 1,235 0 126 0
Connecticute 3,446 1,210 .. 605 1,631 0 0
Delawaree 125 .. .. .. .. 0 125
District of Columbia 1,141 176 0 0 965 0 0
Florida 6,257 54 5,242 0 939 22 0
Georgiae 10,200 10,200 0 0 0 0 0
Hawaiie 1,146 852 0 294 ~ 0 0
Idahoe 2,826 1,907 .. 818 .. 6 95
Illinois 21,871 15 20,179 38 ~ 583 1,056
Indiana 5,333 0 5,333 0 0 0 0
Iowa 4,073 4,073 0 0 0 0 0
Kansas 4,492 0 2 198 4,292 0 0
Kentucky 10,944 6,058 4,549 0 337 0 0
Louisiana 16,240 808 14,927 439 47 19 0
Maine 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
Marylande 4,083 1,841 2,242 .. .. 0 0
Massachusetts 2,279 2,139 0 138 0 2 0
Michigane 9,209 8,412 490 307 0 0 0
Minnesota 6,875 0 19 0 6,340 516 0
Mississippie 6,515 4,668 ~ 1,053 ~ 794 0
Missourie 15,071 11,315 787 1,286 1,683 0 0
Montana 916 916 0 0 0 0 0
Nebraskae 1,152 909 ~ 243 ~ 0 0
Nevadae 5,343 4,717 564 62 ~ 0 0
New Hampshiree 1,218 641 0 490 ~ 87 0
New Jersey 4,756 2,690 2,066 ~ 0 0 0
New Mexicoe 2,246 .. .. 3 1,983 260 0
New York 20,467 6,587 5,365 ~ 7,603 912 0
North Carolinae 15,185 41 298 ~ 14,846 0 0
North Dakotae 1,153 1,153 ~ .. ~ 0 0
Ohio 11,214 127 8,653 2,434 ~ 0 0
Oklahomae 395 395 ~ ~ ~ 0 0
Oregone 8,851 2,540 6,240 6 6 59 0
Pennsylvaniae 50,096 46,713 0 3,383 0 0 0
Rhode Islande 283 283 ~ ~ ~ 0 0
South Carolina 3,077 1,474 1,603 0 0 0 0
South Dakotae 2,336 656 1,360 .. 32 288 0
Tennessee 3,038 2,949 4 83 0 2 0
Texas 35,585 34,283 281 525 ~ 409 87
Utah 2,882 2,694 0 44 0 144 0
Vermont .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Virginia 742 447 295 0 0 0 0
Washington 6,162 192 5,389 581 0 0 0


Continued on next page
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appendix Table 6 (continued)
Adults entering parole, by type of entry, 2018


Jurisdiction Total reported Discretionarya Mandatoryb Reinstatementc
Term of  
supervised released Other


Unknown/ 
not reported


West Virginia 2,422 2,325 97 0 0 0 0
Wisconsin .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Wyoming 651 578 0 73 0 0 0


Note: Based on reported data only. For imputed entries to parole, see appendix table 5. Counts may not be actual as reporting agencies may provide 
estimates on some or all detailed data.
..Not known.
~Not applicable.
aIncludes persons entering due to a parole board decision.
bIncludes persons whose release from prison was not decided by a parole board and persons entering due to determinate sentencing, good-time 
provisions, or emergency releases.
cIncludes persons returned to parole after serving time in 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, mandatory release, or a combination of both. May 
also include persons 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.
eSome or all data were estimates.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Parole Survey, 2018.
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appendix Table 7
Adults exiting parole, by type of exit, 2018


Jurisdiction


Returned to incarceration
Total 
reported Completion


With new 
sentence


With 
revocation


To receive 
treatment


Other/
unknown Absconder


Other 
unsatisfactorya Death Otherb


Other/not 
reported


U.S. total 445,961 240,542 31,029 70,224 2,026 8,372 8,927 5,168 6,712 13,880 59,081
Federal 49,606 29,108 1 12,069 0 0 0 293 814 0 7,321
State 396,355 211,434 31,028 58,155 2,026 8,372 8,927 4,875 5,898 13,880 51,760


Alabamac 3,186 2,226 717 120 ~ ~ ~ ~ 100 23 0
Alaska .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Arizona 11,733 8,166 19 2,535 0 0 39 865 59 50 0
Arkansasc 9,841 4,313 567 4,736 0 0 0 0 192 33 0
Californiac 50,162 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 50,162
Colorado 8,076 4,142 1,200 2,558 0 0 0 0 111 65 0
Connecticutc 2,542 1,591 .. .. .. 915 ~ 36 .. ~ 0
Delawarec 143 26 1 1 .. .. .. 0 3 112 0
District of Columbia 1,453 576 0 0 0 565 0 124 64 124 0
Florida 6,331 3,985 331 735 0 0 0 0 2 1,062 216
Georgiac 10,841 8,081 271 30 .. 2,282 0 ~ 127 0 50
Hawaiic 876 211 2 352 .. .. 176 0 10 125 0
Idahoc 2,661 834 392 682 6 .. 501 .. 49 197 0
Illinoisc 23,480 13,853 1,247 7,110 ~ ~ 67 9 330 864 0
Indiana 6,007 3,301 363 1,778 0 0 372 0 43 150 0
Iowa 3,835 1,920 715 998 0 0 1 159 42 0 0
Kansas 4,336 2,492 184 961 0 0 448 0 54 197 0
Kentucky 11,401 6,548 343 1,172 0 104 3,046 0 188 0 0
Louisianac 19,115 11,233 1,809 777 ~ 1,375 ~ 818 287 2,816 0
Maine 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
Maryland 4,083 2,505 413 240 .. ~ .. 606 161 71 87
Massachusetts 2,261 1,497 64 453 0 0 0 219 21 7 0
Michiganc 10,452 7,661 985 1,596 0 ~ 0 ~ 210 0 0
Minnesotac 6,542 3,526 381 2,591 0 0 0 0 44 0 0
Mississippi 6,041 3,784 709 1,208 ~ ~ ~ .. 53 69 218
Missouri 13,472 5,427 970 3,112 367 1,964 1,379 ~ 235 ~ 18
Montanac 731 404 29 3 0 243 0 0 18 0 34
Nebraska 1,179 764 ~ 393 ~ ~ ~ 0 5 17 0
Nevadac 3,884 2,726 356 356 ~ 325 40 ~ 81 ~ 0
New Hampshire 1,284 635 .. 649 ~ ~ .. ~ .. .. 0
New Jersey 4,794 2,899 105 1,492 ~ 0 ~ 0 129 169 0
New Mexicoc 1,951 586 41 1,160 .. 33 .. 94 32 5 0
New York 19,847 10,792 1,327 5,783 1,648 0 0 ~ 297 ~ 0
North Carolina 14,772 9,789 1,161 312 ~ ~ 2,035 501 149 ~ 825
North Dakotac 1,151 814 142 106 .. 0 57 ~ 13 19 0
Ohio 10,804 6,111 2,242 2,451 ~ 0 .. .. .. 0 0
Oklahomac 396 366 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 27 3 0
Oregonc 9,207 5,069 942 1,695 5 ~ 2 1,000 159 188 147
Pennsylvaniac 52,034 33,223 5,395 4,497 0 0 593 290 760 7,276 0
Rhode Island 199 143 15 36 0 0 0 0 5 0 0
South Carolina 2,662 2,375 24 159 0 0 0 39 65 0 0
South Dakotac 2,103 907 178 721 ~ 58 0 ~ 21 218 0
Tennessee 3,572 2,053 719 686 0 0 0 0 114 0 0
Texasc 35,523 27,321 5,149 1,216 ~ 508 ~ 0 1,326 3 0
Utah 2,749 617 500 1,464 0 0 0 108 45 15 0
Vermont .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Virginia 591 419 124 40 0 0 0 0 3 2 3
Washington 5,485 3,749 853 805 0 0 0 0 78 0 0


Continued on next page
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appendix Table 7 (continued)
Adults exiting parole, by type of exit, 2018


Jurisdiction


Returned to incarceration
Total 
reported Completion


With new 
sentence


With 
revocation


To receive 
treatment


Other/
unknown Absconder


Other 
unsatisfactorya Death Otherb


Other/not 
reported


West Virginia 1,825 1,384 13 232 0 0 140 0 56 0 0
Wisconsin 124 .. .. .. .. .. ~ .. 124 .. ~
Wyoming 617 390 30 154 0 0 31 7 5 0 0


Note: Based on reported data only. For imputed exits from parole, see appendix table 5. Counts may not be actual as reporting agencies may provide estimates 
on some or all detailed data.
..Not known.
~Not applicable.
aIncludes persons discharged because they were released to special sentence. Also includes closure due to deportation, pending parole institutional hearing, 
other revocations, other unsuccessful discharges, and early terminations. 
bIncludes 1,642 parolees who were transferred to another state and 12,238 parolees who exited for other reasons.
cSome or all data are estimates.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Parole Survey, 2018.
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appendix Table 8
Characteristics of adults on parole, 2008 and 2018
Characteristic 2008 2018
Sex 100% 100%


Male 88 87
Female 12 13


Race/ethnicity 100% 100%
Whitea 41 46
Blacka 38 37
Hispanic 19 15
American Indian/Alaska Nativea 1 1
Asiana 1 1
Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islandera <1 <1
Two or more racesa <1 <1


Status of supervision 100% 100%
Active 85 82
Inactive 3 5
Absconder 6 8
Supervised out of state 4 4
Financial conditions remaining <1 0
Other 2 2


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


Most serious offense 100% 100%
Violent 26 31


Sex offense ... 8
Other violent offense ... 23


Property 24 20
Drug 37 30
Weapons 3 5
Otherb 11 13


Note: Details may not sum to totals due to rounding. Estimates for 2008 
may have been revised based on updated reporting and may differ from 
numbers in past reports. Characteristics are based on parolees with a 
known status.
...Not available.
aExcludes persons of Hispanic origin (e.g., “white” refers to non-Hispanic 
whites and “black” refers to non-Hispanic blacks).
bIncludes public-order offenses.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Parole Survey, 2008 and 2018.
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appendix Table 9
Adults under community supervision, 2017


Jurisdiction


Community-
supervision population, 
January 1, 2017a


Entries Exits
Community-
supervision population, 
December 31, 2017a


Change, January 1, 2017- 
December 31, 2017


Number under community 
supervision per 100,000 U.S. adult 
residents, December 31, 2017cReported Estimatedb Reported Estimatedb Number Percent


U.S. total 4,544,300 2,007,600 2,481,600 2,394,600 2,506,500 4,508,900 -35,400 -0.8% 1,780
Federal 131,700 52,700 52,700 57,300 57,300 128,200 -3,400 -2.6% 51
State 4,412,600 1,954,900 2,428,900 2,337,300 2,449,200 4,380,700 -32,000 -0.7% 1,729


Alabamad 60,700 19,800 20,300 19,500 20,000 60,700 -100 -0.1 1,601
Alaskad 8,400 3,500 4,100 .. 4,400 8,200 -200 -3.0 1,475
Arizona 84,800 35,500 35,500 35,700 35,700 84,600 -200 -0.3 1,556
Arkansas 51,300 22,600 22,600 19,500 19,500 52,200 800 1.6 2,261
Californiad 329,400 157,400 183,800 152,400 177,900 328,200 -1,200 -0.4 1,072
Coloradod 90,800 63,700 63,700 62,100 62,500 91,300 500 0.6 2,083
Connecticut 45,400 22,500 22,500 23,800 23,800 43,900 -1,500 -3.3 1,540
Delaware 15,800 11,800 11,800 12,200 12,200 15,400 -400 -2.6 2,017
District of Columbia 9,600 5,700 5,700 6,200 6,200 9,000 -500 -5.3 1,578
Floridad 218,000 135,000 149,300 140,400 153,100 214,200 -3,900 -1.8 1,264
Georgiad 424,200 48,400 411,600 400,100 400,100 435,800 11,600 2.7 5,466
Hawaii 21,900 5,000 5,000 5,400 5,400 21,500 -400 -1.8 1,916
Idaho 37,500 15,900 15,900 15,300 15,300 38,100 600 1.7 2,955
Illinois 143,600 65,300 65,300 78,100 78,100 129,000 -14,600 -10.2 1,303
Indianad 118,500 92,400 92,400 92,400 92,400 118,500 <50 <0.1 2,318
Iowa 35,000 19,900 19,900 19,400 19,400 35,500 500 1.4 1,467
Kansas 21,500 26,100 26,100 25,400 25,400 22,200 700 3.3 1,006
Kentuckyd 66,100 30,100 35,000 28,900 33,800 67,400 1,200 1.8 1,950
Louisiana 71,000 30,800 30,800 30,900 30,900 70,800 -200 -0.2 1,978
Maine 6,900 3,000 3,000 3,200 3,200 6,800 -100 -1.4 625
Maryland 82,800 39,400 39,400 40,600 40,600 81,700 -1,100 -1.4 1,731
Massachusetts 63,600 63,900 63,900 68,300 68,300 59,100 -4,500 -7.1 1,073
Michigand 177,900 103,000 110,000 105,100 112,100 173,200 -4,700 -2.6 2,218
Minnesota 104,300 55,600 55,600 54,100 54,100 105,900 1,600 1.5 2,462
Mississippi 37,700 15,200 15,200 15,700 15,700 37,200 -500 -1.3 1,636
Missouri 61,400 38,700 38,700 39,600 39,600 60,500 -900 -1.5 1,274
Montanad 10,200 5,000 5,200 4,700 4,700 10,700 500 4.8 1,293
Nebraska 14,600 12,200 12,200 11,400 11,400 15,200 700 4.5 1,051
Nevada 19,000 8,700 8,700 9,100 9,100 18,700 -300 -1.7 798
New Hampshire 6,400 3,600 3,600 3,600 3,600 6,400 <50 -0.3 583
New Jersey 158,500 32,200 32,200 36,200 36,200 154,500 -4,000 -2.5 2,192
New Mexicod 15,400 8,400 8,400 8,600 8,600 15,200 -200 -1.3 948
New York 144,200 47,100 47,100 50,300 50,300 140,900 -3,200 -2.2 897
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appendix Table 9 (continued)
Adults under community supervision, 2017


Jurisdiction


Community-
supervision population, 
January 1, 2017a


Entries Exits
Community-
supervision population, 
December 31, 2017a


Change, January 1, 2017- 
December 31, 2017


Number under community 
supervision per 100,000 U.S. adult 
residents, December 31, 2017cReported Estimatedb Reported Estimatedb Number Percent


North Carolina 95,200 63,700 63,700 62,900 62,900 96,000 800 0.8 1,195
North Dakotad 7,100 1,200 6,300 6,800 6,800 7,200 100 0.8 1,243
Ohiod 260,500 136,000 147,300 134,200 145,500 265,100 4,500 1.7 2,921
Oklahoma 42,400 12,800 12,800 11,400 11,400 43,800 1,400 3.4 1,472
Oregon 61,400 37,600 37,600 35,000 35,000 63,900 2,600 4.2 1,939
Pennsylvania 300,600 137,700 137,700 146,100 146,100 292,100 -8,500 -2.8 2,875
Rhode Islandd 23,200 300 4,700 200 5,500 22,400 -800 -3.3 2,625
South Carolina 36,300 17,300 17,300 16,100 16,100 37,500 1,200 3.3 950
South Dakota 9,100 5,400 5,400 5,800 5,800 8,700 -400 -4.5 1,322
Tennessee 75,600 24,000 24,000 26,600 26,600 72,800 -2,800 -3.8 1,389
Texas 482,200 172,600 172,600 176,300 176,300 478,500 -3,800 -0.8 2,265
Utah 15,900 9,500 9,500 9,100 9,100 16,300 400 2.4 740
Vermontd 5,400 .. 3,000 .. 3,200 5,200 -200 -3.2 1,027
Virginia 62,500 30,500 30,500 28,800 28,800 64,200 1,700 2.7 968
Washingtond 98,100 47,700 51,700 46,700 54,100 94,500 -3,600 -3.7 1,624
West Virginia 10,100 7,800 7,800 9,500 9,500 9,900 -200 -1.9 685
Wisconsind,e 65,200 .. 28,800 200 29,500 64,400 -800 -1.2 1,423
Wyoming 5,500 3,400 3,400 3,000 3,000 5,900 400 7.7 1,345


Note: Counts were rounded to the nearest 100. Details may not sum to totals due to rounding. Data quality may vary across jurisdictions for counts of entries and exits. Therefore, the population on 
December 31, 2017 does not equal the population on January 1, 2017, plus entries, minus exits. Rates are based on the total community-supervision, probation, and parole population counts as of December 31 
of the reporting year and were calculated using U.S. Census Bureau estimates of the U.S. resident population of persons age 18 or older for January 1 of the following year.
..Not known.
aThe January 1, 2017 population excludes 10,822 persons. The December 31, 2017 population excludes 13,302 parolees who were also on probation to avoid double counting. See Methodology.
bReported data will equal estimated data in cases where no imputation was required.
cRates were calculated using the estimated U.S. adult resident population in each jurisdiction on January 1, 2018.
dSee Probation: Explanatory notes for 2017 and Parole: Explanatory notes for 2017 for more details.
e The only exits reported were deaths.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey and Annual Parole Survey, 2017; and U.S. Census Bureau, National Intercensal Estimates, 2018.
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appendix Table 10
Adults on probation, 2017


Jurisdiction
Probation population, 
January 1, 2017


Entries Exits Probation population, 
December 31, 2017


Change, January 1, 2017- 
December 31, 2017


Number on probation per 
100,000 U.S. adult residents, 
December 31, 2017bReported Estimateda Reported Estimateda Number Percent


U.S. total 3,678,145 1,599,698 2,039,500 1,982,435 2,060,800 3,647,227 -30,918 -0.8% 1,440
Federal 17,282 7,715 7,715 8,519 8,519 16,316 -966 -5.6% 6
State 3,660,863 1,591,983 2,031,800 1,973,916 2,052,300 3,630,911 -29,952 -0.8% 1,433


Alabamac 52,220 15,715 16,200 16,707 17,200 51,228 -992 -1.9 1,352
Alaskac 6,621 3,527 3,527 .. 3,500 6,621 0 0.0 1,193
Arizona 77,373 23,522 23,522 23,766 23,766 77,129 -244 -0.3 1,418
Arkansas 30,822 12,616 12,616 9,806 9,806 33,731 2,909 9.4 1,462
California 236,691 137,412 137,412 133,943 133,943 233,046 -3,645 -1.5 761
Coloradoc 80,607 55,166 55,166 53,593 54,000 81,076 469 0.6 1,849
Connecticut 41,982 19,851 19,851 21,337 21,337 40,360 -1,622 -3.9 1,417
Delaware 15,395 11,699 11,699 12,084 12,084 15,010 -385 -2.5 1,969
District of Columbia 5,796 4,428 4,428 4,499 4,499 5,725 -71 -1.2 999
Floridac 213,452 128,872 143,200 134,076 146,800 209,741 -3,711 -1.7 1,238
Georgiac 405,924 38,440 401,700 388,805 388,805 418,790 12,866 3.2 5,253
Hawaii 20,516 3,871 3,871 4,557 4,557 19,830 -686 -3.3 1,767
Idaho 32,409 13,064 13,064 12,471 12,471 33,002 593 1.8 2,560
Illinois 114,183 41,957 41,957 54,193 54,193 100,239 -13,944 -12.2 1,012
Indiana 110,078 86,612 86,612 85,291 85,291 111,399 1,321 1.2 2,179
Iowa 29,198 15,787 15,787 15,756 15,756 29,229 31 0.1 1,207
Kansas 16,654 21,611 21,611 21,355 21,355 16,910 256 1.5 767
Kentuckyc 50,272 17,887 22,800 17,145 22,000 51,014 742 1.5 1,477
Louisiana 40,174 13,289 13,289 14,710 14,710 38,753 -1,421 -3.5 1,083
Maine 6,864 3,019 3,019 3,218 3,218 6,769 -95 -1.4 623
Maryland 72,529 34,855 34,855 36,032 36,032 71,352 -1,177 -1.6 1,512
Massachusetts 61,789 61,499 61,499 66,027 66,027 57,261 -4,528 -7.3 1,039
Michiganc 161,096 93,160 100,100 94,148 101,100 157,456 -3,640 -2.3 2,016
Minnesota 97,250 48,613 48,613 47,033 47,033 98,830 1,580 1.6 2,298
Mississippi 29,067 8,932 8,932 10,179 10,179 27,820 -1,247 -4.3 1,223
Missouri 43,586 25,341 25,341 26,109 26,109 42,808 -778 -1.8 902
Montanac 9,131 4,294 4,500 4,133 4,133 9,487 356 3.9 1,147
Nebraska 13,489 10,879 10,879 10,007 10,007 14,255 766 5.7 983
Nevada 13,724 5,263 5,263 5,362 5,362 13,625 -99 -0.7 582
New Hampshire 3,939 2,307 2,307 2,332 2,332 3,914 -25 -0.6 359
New Jersey 143,382 26,992 26,992 30,876 30,876 139,498 -3,884 -2.7 1,980
New Mexicoc 12,711 6,092 6,100 6,357 6,400 12,446 -265 -2.1 776
New York 99,730 26,941 26,941 30,320 30,320 96,351 -3,379 -3.4 613
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appendix Table 10 (continued)
Adults on probation, 2017


Jurisdiction
Probation population, 
January 1, 2017


Entries Exits Probation population, 
December 31, 2017


Change, January 1, 2017- 
December 31, 2017


Number on probation per 
100,000 U.S. adult residents, 
December 31, 2017bReported Estimateda Reported Estimateda Number Percent


North Carolina 82,466 49,381 49,381 49,648 49,648 82,199 -267 -0.3 1,024
North Dakotac 6,341 .. 5,200 5,201 5,201 6,297 -44 -0.7 1,087
Ohioc 240,906 127,665 139,000 126,992 138,200 244,384 3,478 1.4 2,693
Oklahoma 40,511 12,468 12,468 10,927 10,927 42,052 1,541 3.8 1,412
Oregon 36,658 28,098 28,098 25,820 25,820 38,936 2,278 6.2 1,181
Pennsylvania 186,785 87,495 87,495 93,379 93,379 180,901 -5,884 -3.2 1,781
Rhode Islandc 22,781 .. 4,400 .. 5,300 21,927 -854 -3.7 2,567
South Carolina 32,285 14,566 14,566 13,750 13,750 33,101 816 2.5 838
South Dakota 6,431 3,338 3,338 3,996 3,996 5,773 -658 -10.2 877
Tennessee 63,401 20,931 20,931 22,707 22,707 61,453 -1,948 -3.1 1,173
Texas 373,625 138,027 138,027 139,597 139,597 372,055 -1,570 -0.4 1,762
Utah 12,222 6,376 6,376 6,079 6,079 12,519 297 2.4 569
Vermontc 4,505 .. 2,600 .. 2,600 4,454 -51 -1.1 877
Virginia 60,821 29,805 29,805 28,183 28,183 62,443 1,622 2.7 942
Washingtonc 86,789 41,828 45,900 41,197 48,600 82,868 -3,921 -4.5 1,425
West Virginia 6,523 5,702 5,702 7,565 7,565 6,196 -327 -5.0 430
Wisconsinc,d 44,465 .. 22,100 215 23,000 43,597 -868 -2.0 963
Wyoming 4,694 2,790 2,790 2,433 2,433 5,051 357 7.6 1,145


Note: Data quality may vary across jurisdictions for counts of entries and exits. Therefore, the population on December 31, 2017 does not equal the population on January 1, 2017, plus entries, minus 
exits. Counts may not be actual as reporting agencies may provide estimates on some or all detailed data. Rates are based on the probation population counts as of December 31 of the reporting year 
and were calculated using U.S. Census Bureau estimates of the U.S. resident population of persons age 18 or older for January 1 of the following year.
..Not known.
aReported data will equal estimated data in cases where no imputation was required.
bRates were calculated using the estimated U.S. adult resident population in each jurisdiction on January 1, 2018.
cSee Probation: Explanatory notes for 2017 for more details.
dThe only exits reported were deaths.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, 2017; and U.S. Census Bureau, National Intercensal Estimates, 2018.
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appendix Table 11
Adults exiting probation, by type of exit, 2017


Incarcerated
Discharged to 
warrant/detainer


Unknown/ 
not reportedJurisdiction Total reported Completion With new sentence


Under current 
sentence


To receive 
treatment


Other/
unknown Absconder


Other 
unsatisfactory Death Othera


U.S. total 1,982,435 1,029,479 68,577 93,132 6,826 65,438 56,789 13,752 251,143 14,750 75,447 306,689
Federal 8,519 7,080 0 821 0 0 0 0 83 87 0 448
State 1,973,916 1,022,399 68,577 92,311 6,826 65,438 56,789 13,752 251,060 14,663 75,447 306,241


Alabamab 16,707 12,695 1,572 459 .. .. .. 1,635 .. 345 1 0
Alaska .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Arizonab 23,766 16,915 .. 5,272 ~ 757 .. .. ~ 318 504 0
Arkansasb 9,806 5,357 466 3,219 520 0 0 20 0 216 8 0
Californiab 133,943 57,496 .. .. .. .. .. .. 52,475 .. 23,972 0
Coloradob 53,593 32,324 232 995 0 7,658 5,464 0 387 417 4,964 1,152
Connecticutb 21,337 16,279 .. .. .. .. 469 4,589 .. .. .. 0
Delaware 12,084 7,121 347 915 .. .. .. .. 1,603 123 1,975 0
District of 


Columbia 4,499 3,391 0 0 0 877 0 0 117 48 66 0
Floridab 134,076 72,859 13,427 19,963 32 2 180 3,314 3,136 1,115 2,438 17,610
Georgiab 388,805 227,119 2,149 1,000 .. .. 5,279 .. 152,329 929 .. 0
Hawaiib 4,557 3,406 205 508 .. 382 .. .. .. 51 5 0
Idahob 12,471 2,798 1,103 .. .. .. 11 .. .. 76 8 8,475
Illinoisb 54,193 24,070 ~ ~ ~ 358 5,358 ~ 5,745 ~ 11,229 7,433
Indianab 85,291 49,644 9,519 10,727 .. .. 8,610 .. .. .. 6,791 0
Iowa 15,756 10,651 1,402 316 0 0 0 0 3,233 112 42 0
Kansasb 21,355 12,544 0 109 0 0 2,503 0 3,001 0 3,198 0
Kentuckyb 17,145 9,174 1,499 5,822 0 0 109 0 27 422 92 0
Louisianab 14,710 8,928 1,419 2,816 ~ 1 ~ ~ 1,254 256 36 0
Maineb 3,218 2,625 .. .. .. 593 .. .. .. .. .. 0
Maryland 36,032 23,204 2,946 2,820 .. ~ .. .. 4,754 679 1,038 591
Massachusettsb 66,027 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 66,027
Michiganb 94,148 42,172 1,182 2,391 109 0 1,753 735 1,316 560 90 43,840
Minnesota 47,033 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 47,033
Mississippi 10,179 6,401 848 1,895 ~ 476 0 0 0 55 486 18
Missourib 26,109 10,963 908 3,679 898 20 8,900 .. .. 417 .. 324
Montanab 4,133 1,776 361 717 0 0 16 1 0 70 20 1,172
Nebraskab 10,007 6,984 1,821 .. .. ~ ~ ~ 1,098 74 30 0
Nevada 5,362 2,703 .. .. .. 0 3 .. 2,299 357 0 0
New Hampshire 2,332 2,158 .. 157 ~ ~ .. .. ~ 17 .. 0
New Jersey 30,876 .. .. .. .. .. 10 .. .. 18 .. 30,848
New Mexico 6,357 3,051 .. .. .. .. 2,996 3 .. 59 .. 248


Continued on next page
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appendix Table 11 (continued)
Adults exiting probation, by type of exit, 2017


Incarcerated
Discharged to 
warrant/detainer


Unknown/ 
not reportedJurisdiction Total reported Completion With new sentence


Under current 
sentence


To receive 
treatment


Other/
unknown Absconder


Other 
unsatisfactory Death Othera


New York 30,320 17,614 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 502 .. 12,204
North Carolina 49,648 25,693 3,313 2,584 ~ ~ 7,445 ~ 9,099 783 ~ 731
North Dakota 5,201 2,478 .. .. .. .. 456 .. 94 68 2,072 33
Ohiob 126,992 48,439 4,031 8,866 5,022 1,408 4,372 1,130 5,286 1,422 3,634 43,382
Oklahomab 10,927 8,384 1,084 812 .. .. .. .. 90 144 .. 0
Oregon 25,820 6,514 558 3,930 0 0 148 0 87 170 1,503 12,910
Pennsylvaniab 93,379 70,906 10,435 3,271 0 0 1,077 20 542 1,080 6,048 0
Rhode Island .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
South Carolina 13,750 11,131 471 1,873 0 0 0 0 0 225 50 0
South Dakotab 3,996 1,196 .. .. .. 769 .. .. .. .. .. 2,031
Tennesseeb 22,707 15,091 2,779 3,702 0 0 476 0 94 498 67 0
Texasb 139,597 90,296 .. .. .. 44,612 .. .. .. 1,719 2,970 0
Utah 6,079 2,028 550 500 0 0 94 0 1,822 88 997 0
Vermont .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ~
Virginia 28,183 20,484 0 0 0 6,460 0 0 0 606 415 218
Washingtonb 41,197 23,896 961 1,739 23 1,065 65 2,305 955 286 29 9,873
West Virginia 7,565 2,120 2,850 732 222 0 694 ~ 94 96 669 88
Wisconsinc 215 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 215 .. ..
Wyoming 2,433 1,321 139 522 0 0 301 0 123 27 0 0


Note: Based on reported data only. For imputed exits from probation, see appendix table 10. Counts may not be actual as reporting agencies may provide estimates on some or all detailed data. 
..Not known.
~Not applicable.
aIncludes 14,210 probationers who transferred to another jurisdiction and 61,237 probationers who exited supervision for other reasons. 
bSome or all data were estimates.
cThe only exits reported were deaths.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, 2017.
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appendix Table 12
Characteristics of adults on probation, 2007 and 2017
Characteristic 2007 2017
Sex 100% 100%


Male 77 74
Female 23 26


Race/ethnicity 100% 100%
Whitea 55 55
Blacka 29 30
Hispanic 13 12
American Indian/Alaska Nativea 1 1
Asiana 1 1
Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islandera <1 <1
Two or more racesa <1 <1


Status of supervision 100% 100%
Active 70 69
Residential/other treatment program 1 1
Financial conditions remaining 2 3
Inactive 7 7
Absconder 9 8
Supervised out of jurisdiction 3 3
Warrant status 7 5
Other 2 5


Type of offense 100% 100%
Felony 47 62
Misdemeanor 51 36
Other infractions 2 2


Most serious offense 100% 100%
Violent 17 21


Domestic violence ... 4
Sex offense ... 4
Other violent offense ... 13


Property 24 26
Drug 27 26
Public order 18 15


DUI/DWI ... 12
Other traffic offense ... 2


Otherb 13 12
Note: Details may not sum to totals due to rounding. Estimates for 2007 
may have been revised based on updated reporting and may differ from 
numbers in past reports. Characteristics are based on probationers with a 
known status.
...Not available.
aExcludes persons of Hispanic origin (e.g., “white” refers to non-Hispanic 
whites and “black” refers to non-Hispanic blacks).
bIncludes other offenses, such as public intoxication, disorderly conduct, 
false statement, insufficient funds, and other miscellaneous charges.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, 2007 and 2017.
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appendix Table 13
Adults on parole, 2017


Parole population, 
January 1, 2017


Entries Exits Parole population, 
December 31, 2017


Change, January 1, 2017- 
December 31, 2017


Number on parole per  
100,000 U.S. adult residents, 
December 31, 2017bJurisdiction Reported Estimateda Reported Estimateda Number Percent


U.S. total 876,976 407,892 442,000 412,167 445,700 874,956 -2,020 -0.2% 345
Federal 114,375 44,989 44,989 48,775 48,775 111,900 -2,475 -2.2% 44
State 762,601 362,903 397,100 363,392 396,900 763,056 455 0.1% 301


Alabama 8,506 4,108 4,108 2,830 2,830 9,784 1,278 15.0 258
Alaska 1,812 .. 600 .. 900 1,563 -249 -13.7 282
Arizona 7,500 11,960 11,960 11,923 11,923 7,537 37 0.5 139
Arkansas 23,713 10,016 10,016 9,708 9,708 23,801 88 0.4 1,031
Californiac 92,723 20,003 46,400 18,463 44,000 95,148 2,425 2.6 311
Colorado 10,186 8,536 8,536 8,485 8,485 10,237 51 0.5 233
Connecticut 3,379 2,645 2,645 2,507 2,507 3,517 138 4.1 123
Delaware 387 136 136 155 155 368 -19 -4.9 48
District of Columbia 3,969 1,234 1,234 1,711 1,711 3,492 -477 -12.0 610
Florida 4,566 6,133 6,133 6,280 6,280 4,419 -147 -3.2 26
Georgia 22,400 9,925 9,925 11,260 11,260 21,065 -1,335 -6.0 264
Hawaii 1,367 1,096 1096 797 797 1,666 299 21.9 148
Idaho 5,054 2,842 2,842 2,794 2,794 5,102 48 0.9 396
Illinois 29,428 23,320 23,320 23,954 23,954 28,794 -634 -2.2 291
Indiana 8,381 5,798 5,798 7,106 7,106 7,073 -1,308 -15.6 138
Iowa 6,011 4,084 4,084 3,617 3,617 6,478 467 7.8 268
Kansas 4,830 4,538 4,538 4,086 4,086 5,282 452 9.4 239
Kentucky 15,872 12,253 12,253 11,786 11,786 16,339 467 2.9 473
Louisiana 30,907 17,466 17,466 16,177 16,177 32,196 1,289 4.2 900
Maine 20 1 1 0 0 20 0 0.0 2
Maryland 10,305 4,573 4,573 4,540 4,540 10,338 33 0.3 219
Massachusetts 1,836 2,364 2,364 2,322 2,322 1,878 42 2.3 34
Michigan 16,775 9,886 9,886 10,939 10,939 15,722 -1,053 -6.3 201
Minnesota 7,077 7,035 7,035 7,065 7,065 7,047 -30 -0.4 164
Mississippi 8,645 6,312 6,312 5,565 5,565 9,392 747 8.6 413
Missouri 17,779 13,343 13,343 13,472 13,472 17,650 -129 -0.7 372
Montana 1,074 685 685 556 556 1,203 129 12.0 145
Nebraska 1,088 1,294 1,294 1,399 1,399 983 -105 -9.7 68
Nevada 5,261 3,464 3,464 3,692 3,692 5,033 -228 -4.3 215
New Hampshire 2,430 1,294 1,294 1,288 1,288 2,436 6 0.2 224
New Jersey 15,128 5,185 5,185 5,308 5,308 15,005 -123 -0.8 213
New Mexico 2,714 2,283 2,283 2,224 2,224 2,773 59 2.2 173
New York 44,426 20,158 20,158 20,012 20,012 44,572 146 0.3 284


Continued on next page
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appendix Table 13 (continued)
Adults on parole, 2017


Parole population, 
January 1, 2017


Entries Exits Parole population, 
December 31, 2017


Change, January 1, 2017- 
December 31, 2017


Number on parole per  
100,000 U.S. adult residents, 
December 31, 2017bJurisdiction Reported Estimateda Reported Estimateda Number Percent


North Carolina 12,726 14,317 14,317 13,241 13,241 13,802 1,076 8.5 172
North Dakota 804 1,165 1,165 1,625 1,625 904 100 12.4 156
Ohio 19,634 8,294 8,294 7,225 7,225 20,703 1,069 5.4 228
Oklahoma 1,895 366 366 480 480 1,781 -114 -6.0 60
Oregon 24,711 9,471 9,471 9,190 9,190 24,992 281 1.1 758
Pennsylvania 113,783 50,171 50,171 52,769 52,769 111,185 -2,598 -2.3 1,094
Rhode Island 405 296 296 204 204 497 92 22.7 58
South Carolina 4,274 2,759 2,759 2,394 2,394 4,639 365 8.5 117
South Dakota 2,687 2,097 2,097 1,853 1,853 2,931 244 9.1 445
Tennessee 12,224 3,031 3,031 3,930 3,930 11,325 -899 -7.4 216
Texas 111,287 34,568 34,568 36,704 36,704 109,151 -2,136 -1.9 517
Utah 3,675 3,094 3,094 3,003 3,003 3,766 91 2.5 171
Vermont 883 .. 400 .. 600 761 -122 -13.8 150
Virginia 1,650 709 709 650 650 1,709 59 3.6 26
Washington 11,322 5,833 5,833 5,551 5,551 11,604 282 2.5 200
West Virginia 3,550 2,107 2,107 1,967 1,967 3,690 140 3.9 256
Wisconsind 20,726 .. 6,700 .. 6,600 20,817 91 0.4 460
Wyoming 816 655 655 585 585 886 70 8.6 201


Note: Data quality may vary across jurisdictions for counts of entries and exits. Therefore, the population on December 31, 2017 does not equal the population on January 1, 2017, plus entries, minus 
exits. Counts may not be actual as reporting agencies may provide estimates on some or all detailed data. Rates are based on the parole population counts as of December 31 of the reporting year and 
were calculated using U.S. Census Bureau estimates of the U.S. resident population of persons age 18 or older for January 1 of the following year.
..Not known.
aReported data will equal estimated data in cases where no imputation was required.
bRates were calculated using the estimated U.S. adult resident population in each jurisdiction on January 1, 2018.
cIncludes Post-Release Community Supervision and Mandatory Supervision parolees: 44,998 on January 1, 2017 and 45,899 on December 31, 2017, with 26,418 parole entries and 25,517 parole exits.
dThe only exits reported were deaths.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Parole Survey, 2017; and U.S. Census Bureau Intercensal Estimates, 2018.
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appendix Table 14
Adults entering parole, by type of entry, 2017


Jurisdiction Total reported Discretionarya Mandatoryb Reinstatementc
Term of supervised 
released Other


Unknown/ 
not reported


U.S. total 407,892 187,322 120,045 15,116 78,012 7,056 341
Federal 44,989 398 0 0 44,591 0 0
State 362,903 186,924 120,045 15,116 33,421 7,056 341


Alabamae 4,108 4,049 59 .. 0 0 0
Alaska .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Arizona 11,960 10,115 36 133 63 1,613 0
Arkansase 10,016 8,274 42 0 1,700 0 0
Californiae 20,003 1,331 18,607 2 0 0 63
Colorado 8,536 3,125 3,546 1,696 0 169 0
Connecticut 2,645 1,156 0 0 1,489 0 0
Delawaree 136 .. .. .. .. 0 136
District of Columbia 1,234 175 0 0 1,059 0 0
Florida 6,133 39 5,206 0 874 14 0
Georgiae 9,925 9,925 0 0 0 0 0
Hawaiie 1,096 830 ~ 266 0 0 0
Idahoe 2,842 1,669 .. 1,165 .. 8 0
Illinois 23,320 15 22,641 85 ~ 558 21
Indiana 5,798 0 5,798 0 0 0 0
Iowa 4,084 4,084 0 0 0 0 0
Kansase 4,538 0 0 203 4,261 0 74
Kentuckye 12,253 4,402 4,243 3,264 344 0 0
Louisiana 17,466 532 16,555 331 23 25 0
Maine 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
Marylande 4,573 2,184 2,389 .. .. 0 0
Massachusetts 2,364 2,221 0 143 0 0 0
Michigan 9,886 9,043 545 298 0 0 0
Minnesota 7,035 2 6,554 0 0 479 0
Mississippi 6,312 5,074 0 525 0 713 0
Missourie 13,343 9,816 905 1,248 ~ 1,374 0
Montana 685 685 0 0 0 0 0
Nebraska 1,294 1,033 0 261 ~ 0 0
Nevada 3,464 2,582 726 156 ~ 0 0
New Hampshiree 1,294 687 0 474 ~ 133 0
New Jersey 5,185 3,011 2,174 ~ 0 0 0
New Mexicoe 2,283 .. .. .. 2,043 240 0
New York 20,158 5,589 6,163 0 7,538 868 0
North Carolinae 14,317 35 283 ~ 13,999 0 0
North Dakotae 1,165 1,165 ~ .. ~ 0 0
Ohioe 8,294 85 7,967 242 0 0 0
Oklahomae 366 366 ~ ~ ~ 0 0
Oregon 9,471 2,414 6,982 4 7 64 0
Pennsylvaniae 50,171 46,791 0 3,380 0 0 0
Rhode Islande 296 296 ~ ~ ~ 0 0
South Carolinae 2,759 1,167 1,592 0 0 0 0
South Dakotae 2,097 533 1,294 .. 21 249 0
Tennessee 3,031 2,971 3 56 0 1 0
Texas 34,568 33,556 203 343 ~ 419 47
Utah 3,094 2,715 0 250 0 129 0
Vermont .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Virginiae 709 314 395 0 0 0 0
Washington 5,833 257 5,064 512 0 0 0


Continued on next page
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appendix Table 14 (continued)
Adults entering parole, by type of entry, 2017


Jurisdiction Total reported Discretionarya Mandatoryb Reinstatementc
Term of supervised 
released Other


Unknown/ 
not reported


West Virginia 2,107 2,034 73 0 0 0 0
Wisconsin .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Wyoming 655 577 0 78 0 0 0


Note: Based on reported data only. For imputed entries to parole, see appendix table 13. Counts may not be actual as reporting agencies may provide 
estimates on some or all detailed data.
..Not known.
~Not applicable.
aIncludes persons entering due to a parole board decision.
bIncludes persons whose release from prison was not decided by a parole board and persons entering due to determinate sentencing, good-time 
provisions, or emergency releases.
cIncludes persons returned to parole after serving time in 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, mandatory release, or a combination of both. 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.
eSome or all data were estimates.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Parole Survey, 2017.
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appendix Table 15
Adults exiting parole, by type of exit, 2017


Returned to incarceration


Jurisdiction
Total 
reported Completion


With new 
sentence


With 
revocation


To receive 
treatment


Other/
unknown Absconder


Other 
unsatisfactory Death Othera


Other/not 
reported


U.S. total 412,167 250,380 36,621 72,947 2,624 8,288 6,577 5,067 7,089 13,609 8,965
Federal 48,775 28,596 0 12,094 0 0 0 263 838 0 6,984
State 363,392 221,784 36,621 60,853 2,624 8,288 6,577 4,804 6,251 13,609 1,981


Alabamab 2,830 2,052 589 75 0 0 0 ~ 99 15 0
Alaska .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Arizona 11,923 8,133 20 2,617 0 0 47 975 54 77 0
Arkansasb 9,708 3,800 441 5,214 0 0 0 0 225 28 0
Californiab 18,463 12,801 4,649 42 0 0 18 ~ 446 507 0
Colorado 8,485 4,781 984 2,554 0 1 0 0 108 57 0
Connecticut 2,507 1,488 0 0 0 854 165 0 0 0 0
Delawareb 155 35 4 3 .. .. .. 5 5 103 0
District of 


Columbia 1,711 699 0 0 0 629 0 163 84 136 0
Florida 6,280 4,018 352 738 0 0 0 0 3 857 312
Georgiab 11,260 8,588 261 24 .. 2,278 0 0 109 0 0
Hawaii 797 207 2 318 .. .. 146 0 7 117 0
Idahob 2,794 759 288 380 .. 8 188 .. 40 14 1,117
Illinoisb 23,954 14,635 1,445 6,616 ~ ~ 80 6 313 859 0
Indianab 7,106 3,388 454 2,067 0 0 869 0 50 278 0
Iowa 3,617 1,826 638 981 0 0 0 133 39 0 0
Kansas 4,086 2,320 171 853 0 0 456 0 39 247 0
Kentuckyb 11,786 5,810 332 5,460 ~ ~ ~ ~ 184 ~ 0
Louisianab 16,177 7,628 1,786 769 ~ 1,371 ~ 1,210 278 3,135 0
Maine 0 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Maryland 4,540 2,804 436 384 .. ~ .. 618 161 31 106
Massachusettsb 2,322 1,746 67 453 0 29 0 0 27 0 0
Michigan 10,939 8,012 1,028 1,692 0 0 0 0 207 0 0
Minnesotab 7,065 3,634 405 2,986 0 0 0 0 40 0 0
Mississippi 5,565 3,271 1,775 .. 0 76 0 0 40 403 0
Missouri 13,472 5,057 992 3,291 690 1,722 1,448 ~ 241 ~ 31
Montana 556 318 25 183 0 0 0 0 19 11 0
Nebraska 1,399 950 0 432 0 17 0 0 0 0 0
Nevada 3,692 2,566 312 333 ~ 401 30 0 50 0 0
New Hampshire 1,288 620 .. 668 ~ ~ .. ~ .. .. 0
New Jersey 5,308 3,516 75 1,586 ~ 0 0 0 131 0 0
New Mexico 2,224 612 61 1,087 .. 134 .. .. 52 .. 278
New York 20,012 10,592 1,318 5,866 1,929 0 0 ~ 307 ~ 0
North Carolinab 13,241 9,405 1,137 370 ~ ~ 1,974 195 160 ~ 0
North Dakotab 1,625 1,137 .. .. .. 427 48 .. 13 .. 0
Ohiob 7,225 4,699 1,579 152 0 0 333 0 290 172 0
Oklahomab 480 444 11 2 ~ ~ ~ ~ 23 ~ 0
Oregon 9,190 4,824 909 2,029 5 0 3 992 135 162 131
Pennsylvaniab 52,769 34,661 5,546 4,632 0 0 613 316 833 6,168 0
Rhode Island 204 161 4 33 0 0 0 0 6 0 0
South Carolinab 2,394 2,195 22 118 0 0 0 0 32 27 0
South Dakotab 1,853 898 144 561 ~ 52 0 ~ 29 169 0
Tennessee 3,930 2,279 749 794 0 0 0 0 108 0 0
Texas 36,704 27,741 6,145 1,479 ~ 289 ~ 0 1,039 11 0
Utah 3,003 526 463 1,782 0 0 0 166 42 24 0
Vermont .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Virginia 650 438 143 53 0 0 0 0 11 1 4
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appendix Table 15 (continued)
Adults exiting parole, by type of exit, 2017


Returned to incarceration


Jurisdiction
Total 
reported Completion


With new 
sentence


With 
revocation


To receive 
treatment


Other/
unknown Absconder


Other 
unsatisfactory Death Othera


Other/not 
reported


Washington 5,551 3,839 800 808 0 0 0 0 104 0 0
West Virginia 1,967 1,524 25 228 0 0 131 0 59 0 0
Wisconsin .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Wyoming 585 347 34 140 0 0 28 25 9 0 2


Note: Based on reported data only. For imputed exits from parole, see appendix table 13. Counts may not be actual as reporting agencies may provide 
estimates on some or all detailed data.
..Not known.
~Not applicable.
aIncludes 2,314 parolees who were transferred to another state and 11,295 parolees who exited for other reasons. 
bSome or all data were estimates.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Parole Survey, 2017.
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appendix Table 16
Characteristics of adults on parole, 2007 and 2017
Characteristic 2007 2017
Sex 100% 100%


Male 88 87
Female 12 13


Race/ethnicity 100% 100%
Whitea 41 44
Blacka 38 37
Hispanic 19 16
American Indian/Alaska Nativea 1 1
Asiana <1 1
Native Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islandera <1 <1
Two or more racesa 1 <1


Status of supervision 100% 100%
Active 85 82
Inactive 4 5
Absconder 6 8
Supervised out of state 4 4
Financial conditions remaining <1 0
Other 2 2


Maximum sentence to incarceration 100% 100%
Less than 1 year 5 7
1 year or more 95 93


Most serious offense 100% 100%
Violent 26 33


Sex offense ... 9
Other violent offense ... 24


Property 25 20
Drug 37 29
Weapons ... 4
Otherb ... 13


Note: Details may not sum to totals due to rounding. Estimates for 2007 may have 
been revised based on updated reporting and may differ from numbers in past reports. 
Characteristics are based on parolees with a known status.
...Not available.
aExcludes persons of Hispanic origin (e.g., “white” refers to non-Hispanic whites and 
“black” refers to non-Hispanic blacks).
bIncludes public-order offenses.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Parole Survey, 2007 and 2017.
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An estimated 6,613,500 persons were under 
the supervision of U.S. adult correctional 
systems on December 31, 2016 (figure 1). 


The adult correctional population consists of 
persons held in prisons and jails and persons 
on probation and parole. The correctional 
population decreased 0.9% from January 1, 2016, 
to December 31, 2016. From 2007 to 2016, the 
correctional population declined by an average 
of 1.2% annually, ranging from a decrease of 
0.4% in 2008 to 2.1% in 2010. At year-end 2016, 
about 1 in 38 persons in the United States were 
under correctional supervision.


This report summarizes data from several 
Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) collections on 
populations supervised by adult correctional 
systems in the United States. (See Methodology.) 


HIGHLIGHTS 
�� In 2016, the number of persons supervised by


U.S. adult correctional systems dropped for the
ninth consecutive year.


�� From 2007 to 2016, the portion of the adult
population under supervision of U.S. correctional
systems decreased by 18%, from 3,210 to 2,640
per 100,000 adult residents.


�� The percentage of adults supervised by the
U.S. correctional system was lower in 2016
than at any time since 1993.


�� The incarceration rate has declined since 2009
and is currently at its lowest rate since 1996.


�� On December 31, 2016, an estimated
6,613,500 persons were supervised by U.S. adult
correctional systems, about 62,700 fewer persons
than on January 1, 2016.


�� About 1 in 38 adults (or 2.6% of persons age 18 or
older in the United States) were under some form of 
correctional supervision at year-end 2016.


�� The correctional population declined 0.9% during
2016 due to decreases in both the community
supervision (down 1.1%) and incarcerated
(down 0.5%) populations.


�� The community supervision population fell from
4,586,900 on January 1, 2016, to 4,537,100 on
December 31, 2016. 


�� All of the decrease in the community supervision
population in 2016 was due to a decline in the
probation population (down 52,500).


�� The incarcerated population decreased slightly from
2,172,800 in 2015 to 2,162,400 in 2016.


�� All of the decrease in the incarcerated population
was due to a decline in the prison population
(down 21,200), while the jail population 
remained relatively stable. 


Figure 1
Total population under the supervision of 
U.S. adult correctional systems, 2006–2016


Note: Estimates may not be comparable to previously published 
BJS reports because of updated information or rounding. See 
Methodology for details.  
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, 
Annual Parole Survey, Annual Survey of Jails, and National 
Prisoner Statistics program, 2006–2016.
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Table 1
Number of persons supervised by U.S. adult correctional systems, by correctional status, 2000 and 2006–2016


Total 
correctional 
populationa


Community supervision Incarceratedb


Year Totala,c Probation Parole Totala Local jaild Prison
2000  6,467,800  4,564,900  3,839,400  725,500  1,945,400  621,100 **  1,394,200 
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  6,740,300  4,650,900  3,789,800  870,500  2,172,800  727,400  1,526,600 
2016*


January 1e  6,676,200 4,586,900 3,725,600 870,700  ~  ~  ~ 
December 31  6,613,500  4,537,100  3,673,100  874,800  2,162,400  740,700  1,505,400 


Average annual percent change,
2007–2016 -1.2% -1.3% -1.7% 0.6% -0.7% -0.6% -0.7%


Percent change, 
January 1, 2016–December 31, 
2016f -0.9% -1.1% -1.4% 0.5% -0.5% 1.8% -1.4%


Note: Estimates are 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, except where noted; 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 dual correctional statuses. See 
Methodology. See the Key Statistics page on the BJS website for correctional population statistics prior to 2000 or other years excluded in this table. 
*Comparison year.
**Difference with comparison year is significant at the 95% confidence level. 
~Not applicable.
aAdjusted to account for offenders with dual 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. 
dThe Annual Survey of Jails is a nationally representative sample of jails rather than a full census.
eThe total correctional population for January 1, 2016, is the sum of the total community supervision population for January 1, 2016, and the total 
incarcerated population for December 31, 2015, adjusted for the number of persons in 2015 on dual correctional statuses.
fWithin-year change for the prison population is calculated as the difference between December 31, 2015, and 2016, while change for the jail population is 
calculated as the difference between the last weekday of June 2015 and June 2016.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, Annual Parole Survey, Annual Survey of Jails, and National Prisoner Statistics program, 2000 
and 2006–2016.


For more information on the individual components 
included in the total correctional population, see 
Prisoners in 2016 (NCJ  251149, BJS web, January 
2018), Probation and Parole in the United States, 2016 
(NCJ 251148, BJS web, March 2018), and Jail Inmates 
in 2016 (NCJ 251210, BJS web, February 2018). These 
systems include persons living in the community while 
supervised by probation or parole agencies, and those 
incarcerated under the jurisdiction of state or federal 
prisons or in the custody of local jails. (See Terms 
and definitions.)


Community supervision and incarcerated 
populations continued a steady decline


The decline in the U.S. correctional population from 
January 1, 2016 (6,676,200 persons), to December 31, 
2016 (6,613,500), continued a downward trend that 
began in 2008 (table 1). Persons supervised in the 


community on either probation (3,673,100 persons) or 
parole (874,800) continued to account for the majority of 
the U.S. correctional population at year-end 2016. Nearly 
7 in 10 persons under correctional supervision were 
supervised in the community (4,537,100) on December 
31, 2016, and 3 in 10 (2,162,400) were incarcerated in 
state or federal prisons or local jails.1


The 0.9% decrease in the correctional population from 
January 1, 2016, to December 31, 2016, was due to a 
1.1% decline in the number of persons supervised in 
the community and a 0.5% decline in the incarcerated 
population. The decrease in the community supervision 
population during 2016 accounted for nearly 80% 
of the decline in the total correctional population. 
The number of persons under supervision in the 


1 The total correctional, community supervision, and incarcerated 
populations exclude offenders with dual correctional statuses to avoid 
double counting. See table 5 and Methodology.
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Table 2 
Number of persons supervised by U.S. adult correctional 
systems, by correctional status, 2007 and 2016


2007 2016


Correctional population Population


Percent 
of total 
population Population


Percent 
of total 
population


Totala  7,339,600 100% 6,613,500 100%
Probationb  4,293,000 58.5 3,673,100 55.5
Prisonb  1,596,800 21.8 1,505,400 22.8
Paroleb  826,100 11.3 874,800 13.2
Local jailc  780,200 10.6 740,700 11.2
Offenders with dual  
   correctional statusesd  156,400 :  180,500 :
Note: Counts are rounded to the nearest 100 and include estimates for 
nonresponding jurisdictions. Detail may not sum to total due to rounding 
and because offenders with dual correctional statuses were excluded from 
the total correctional population but included in individual populations. 
See Methodology. 
: Not calculated.
aTo avoid double counting, the total represents the combined probation, 
prison, parole, and jail counts minus those who have dual correctional 
statuses. 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. See table 5 and Methodology.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, Annual Parole 
Survey, Annual Survey of Jails, and National Prisoner Statistics program, 
2007 and 2016.


Table 3 
Change in the number of persons supervised by U.S. 
adult correctional systems, 2007–2016


2007–2016


Correctional population
Change in 
population


Percent of 
total change


Total changea -726,200 100%
Probationb -619,800 85.3
Prisonb -91,400 12.6
Local jailc -39,500 5.4
Paroleb 48,700 -6.7
Offenders with dual correctional statusesd 24,100 :
Note: Estimates are 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 dual correctional statuses 
from the total to avoid double counting. See table 5 and Methodology.
: Not calculated.
aTo avoid double counting, the total represents the combined probation, 
prison, parole, and jail counts minus those who have dual correctional 
statuses. See table 5 and 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 held in a jail on December 31. See table 5 and Methodology.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, Annual 
Parole Survey, Annual Survey of Jails, and National Prisoner Statistics 
program, 2007–2016.


community decreased by 49,800 from January 1, 2016, 
to December 31, 2016, to 4,537,100. During 2016, 
the probation population decreased by 1.4%, while 
the parole population increased by 0.5%, resulting 
in an overall decline in the community supervision 
population. From 2007 to 2016, the community 
supervision population decreased by an annual average 
of 1.3%. At year-end 2016, the number of persons under 
community supervision was the lowest observed since 
1999 (4,485,300) (not shown).


On December 31, 2016, an estimated 2,162,400 persons 
were either under the jurisdiction of state or federal 
prisons or in the custody of local jails—10,400 fewer 
persons than in 2015. By year-end 2016, 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).


During 2016, the prison population decreased 1.4%, 
while the jail population remained relatively stable. 
The U.S. prison population on December 31, 2016 


(1,505,400), was at its lowest level since 2004 (1,497,100) 
(not shown). The total incarcerated population in 2016 
was 0.5% lower than in 2015.


Probation and prison populations decreased, while 
parole population increased


After peaking in 2007, the total U.S. correctional 
population declined annually through 2016. The 
composition of the population remained generally 
unchanged despite the decreasing size of the probation 
population during that time. Probationers accounted for 
the majority of offenders under correctional supervision 
in 2007 (59%) and 2016 (56%) (table 2). Prisoners 
represented less than a quarter of the U.S. correctional 
population in 2007 (22%) and 2016 (23%). Parolees 
(11% in 2007 and 13% in 2016) and jail inmates (11% in 
both 2007 and 2016) remained the smallest percentage of 
the correctional population during the 9-year period.


From 2007 to 2016, decreases in the probation (down 
619,800 persons), prison (down 91,400), and jail 
(down 39,500) populations accounted for the overall 
decline in the U.S. correctional population (table 3). 
The decrease in the probation population accounted for 
85% of the total decline in the correctional population, 
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Table 4 
Rate of persons supervised by U.S. adult correctional systems, by correctional status, 2000 and 2006–2016


Year


Total correctional populationa
Community supervision population Incarcerated populationb


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 agesd


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
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  870 680
2016  2,640 1 in 38  2,040  1,810  1,400  860 670
Note: Rates are 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 excluded 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 in the 
custody of local jails.
bIncludes offenders under the jurisdiction of state or federal prisons or held in local jails.  
cRates are based on U.S. Census Bureau estimates of the U.S. resident population, age 18 or older, for January 1 of the following year.
dRates are based on U.S. Census Bureau estimates of the U.S. resident population, all ages, for January 1 of the following year.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, Annual Parole Survey, Annual Survey of Jails, and National Prisoner Statistics program, 2000 
and 2006–2016; and U.S. Census Bureau, postcensal resident populations for January of the following year 2001 and 2006–2016. 


as probationers represented the largest share of offenders 
under correctional supervision. The parole (up 48,700) 
population was the only population to increase during 
this time, slightly offsetting the overall decline. 


Correctional supervision rate decreased for the ninth 
consecutive year


After peaking at 3,210 offenders per 100,000 U.S. residents 
age 18 or older in 2007, the correctional supervision 
rate trended downward, falling to a low of 2,640 per 
100,000 by year-end 2016 (table 4). The percentage 
of adults supervised by U.S. correctional system was 
lower in 2016 than at any time since 1993 (2,550 
per 100,000) (not shown). Both the change in the 
correctional population and change in the U.S population 
had an impact on the rate. More than half (53%) of the 
decrease in the correctional supervision rate from 2007 
to 2016 was attributed to the decrease in the number of 
offenders under correctional supervision (not shown). 
The remaining 47% resulted from the increase in the 
U.S. resident population age 18 or older from 2007 to 2015, 
which is used to calculate the rates. By year-end 2016, the 


correctional supervision rate fell to the lowest rate since 
1993 (2,550 per 100,000), when almost 1.9 million fewer 
persons were supervised by U.S. adult correctional systems 
(not shown).


On December 31, 2016, 1,810 offenders per 100,000 
U.S. adult residents were on probation or parole. This 
was the same rate as in 1992 when the community 
supervision population was smaller by about 1.1 million 
offenders and the U.S. resident population was smaller 
by about 63 million people (not shown). The community 
corrections rate has declined for nine consecutive years 
since reaching a high in 2007 (2,240 per 100,000).


In 2016, 860 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 
declined since 2009 (980 per 100,000) after reaching a 
high of 1,000 per 100,000 U.S. adult residents from 2006 
to 2008. The incarceration rate had declined since 2009 
and is currently at its lowest rate since 1996 (830 per 
100,000) (not shown).
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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 prisoners 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 in the custody of local jails.


Correctional supervision rate—estimated number 
of persons supervised in the community on probation 
or parole, and inmates under the jurisdiction of state 
or federal prisons or in the custody of 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 one 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 2016 
(NCJ 251149, BJS web, January 2018).


Incarcerated population—estimated number of persons 
under the jurisdiction of state or federal prisons, and 
those in the custody of local jails.


Incarceration rate—estimated number of persons under 
the jurisdiction of state or federal prisons, and those in 
the custody of 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. 
(See Jails in Indian Country, 2016, NCJ 250981, BJS web, 
November 2017.)


Local jail population—estimated number of inmates 
held in confinement facilities operated under the 
authority of a sheriff, police chief, or city or county 
administrator. They are intended for adults but may 
hold juveniles before or after they are adjudicated. 
Facilities include jails, detention centers, city or county 
correctional centers, special jail facilities (such as 
medical or treatment centers and pre-release centers) 
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 one year or 
less. (See Jail Inmates in 2016, NCJ 251210, BJS web, 
February 2018.)


Military prison population—estimated number of 
service personnel incarcerated under the jurisdiction 
of U.S. military correctional authorities (see appendix 
table 2). 


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 state or federal correctional agency. Violations 
of the conditions of supervision during this period may 
result in a new sentence of 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 one 
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 public or private prisons, 
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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.


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, held in 
other jurisdictions, out to court, or in transit from 
one jurisdiction of legal authority to the custody 
of a confinement facility outside that jurisdiction. 
Prisoners based in private facilities are excluded 
from custody counts unless otherwise specified 
(see appendix table 3).


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 to remain in the community, generally in 
lieu of incarceration. In some cases, probation may 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) (see appendix table 2).
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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 the following data collections, see the 
Data Collections page on the BJS website.


Annual Probation Survey and Annual Parole Survey. 
BJS’s Annual Probation Survey and Annual Parole 
Survey (ASPP), which began in 1980, collect 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. 


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 year-end. See appendix table 1 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. They may also 
hold youth age 17 or younger before or after they are 
adjudicated. The 2016 ASJ was a stratified probability 
sample of 875 active jail jurisdictions nationwide. The 
ASJ data used in this report include inmates age 17 or 
younger who were held either before or after they were 
adjudicated (about 3,700 persons at year-end 2016).


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-level 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 the Deaths in Custody Reporting Program. 
The Deaths in Custody Reporting Program provides the 
population of jail inmates confined as of December 31.


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 form to act as the 
2013 Census of Jails. 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 (DOCs) or the approximately 2,900 local 
adult jail jurisdictions nationwide. In an attempt 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 in response to the Death 
in Custody Reporting Act of 2000 (P.L. 106-297) and 
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 facility admissions. All jails, 
including those with no deaths to report (about 80% of 
jails in any given year), are asked to complete the annual 
summary form.


In appendix table 1, BJS uses the local jail counts from 
the 2016 DCRP to generate jurisdiction-level estimates 
of the total incarcerated and correctional populations. 
Because of this, the total correctional and incarcerated 
populations in appendix table 1 do not match the totals 
reported in other tables and figures in this report.







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 ,  2016 |  A P R I L  2018	 8


National Prisoner Statistics Program. The National 
Prisoner Statistics (NPS) program began in 1926 under 
a mandate from Congress and is conducted annually. 
It collects data from the nation’s 50 state DOCs 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 physically hold that 
prisoner in one of its facilities. To have jurisdiction over 
a prisoner, the state or BOP must have legal authority 
over that prisoner, regardless of where the prisoner is 
incarcerated or supervised. Some states were unable to 
provide counts that distinguish between custody and 
jurisdiction.2


Except for appendix table 3, the NPS prisoner counts 
in all tables and figures of this report are consistent 
with the jurisdiction counts and findings reported in 
Prisoners in 2016 (NCJ 251149, BJS web, January 2018). 
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 3 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 2016), and those in the six states 
in which prisons and jails form an integrated system, 
including persons age 17 or younger who may have been 
held before or after adjudication.


Through the annual NPS collection, BJS has obtained 
year-end counts of prisoners in the custody of 
U.S. military authorities from the Department of Defense 
Corrections Council since 1994. 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 (see appendix table 2).  


2 See Jurisdiction notes in Prisoners in 2016 (NCJ 251149, BJS web, 
January 2018) to determine which states did not distinguish between 
custody and jurisdiction counts. 


Since 1995, through the annual NPS collection, BJS has 
collected year-end counts of prisoners from DOCs 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 represent 
all prisoners in the custody of prison facilities in the 
U.S. territories or commonwealths (see appendix 
table 2). See Prisoners in 2016 (NCJ 251149, BJS web, 
January 2018) 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, detention centers, jails, 
and other facilities operated by tribal authorities or 
the U.S. Department of the Interior’s Bureau of Indian 
Affairs (see appendix table 2). See Jails in Indian Country, 
2016 (NCJ 250981, BJS web, December 2017) for more 
statistics and information.


Counts adjusted for offenders with dual 
correctional statuses 


Offenders under correctional supervision may have dual 
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 dual 
correctional statuses and has since expanded on the 
information collected. In 1999, 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 in the NPS (table 5). Table 5 includes 
adjustments that were made to the total correctional 
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Table 5
Number of offenders with dual correctional statuses at year-end, by correctional status, 2000–2016


Probationers in— Parolees—


Year Total
Prisoners held  
in local jail Local jail


State or  
federal prison In local jail


In 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 
2016  180,500  83,700  24,400  24,000  24,500  13,000  10,800 
Note: Estimates are 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.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Probation Survey, Annual Parole Survey, and National Prisoner Statistics program, 2000–2016.


population, total community supervision population, 
and all total incarcerated population estimates presented 
in this report to exclude offenders with dual 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 on individuals with 
dual statuses each year, the numbers may underestimate 
the total number of offenders who had dual correctional 
statuses from 2000 to 2016. 


Due to these adjustments, the sum of correctional 
statuses in figure 1, tables 1 through 4, and appendix 
table 1 do not equal the total correctional population. 
In addition, the sum of the probation and parole 
populations for 2008 through 2016 do 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 2016 do not equal the total incarcerated 
population because prisoners held in local jails were 
excluded from the total.


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.
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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 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 Prisoners in 2016 (NCJ 251149, 
BJS web, January 2018) and Probation and Parole in the 
United States, 2016 (NCJ 251148, BJS web, March 2018). 
For more information on the nonresponse adjustments 
implemented to generate national counts of the jail 
population in the tables and figures of this report that 
include national estimates, see Jail Inmates in 2016 
(NCJ 251210, BJS web, February 2018). 


Jail population—jurisdiction-level estimates


Nonresponse in the 2015 and 2016 DCRP was minimal. 
The unit response rate to the 2015 DCRP was 98.5% and 
97.4% for the 2016 collection at the time of this report. 
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 2015 and 2016 DCRP is described using 2016 
as the example. 


Control totals for the 2016 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 2015 and 2016 DCRP 
was computed within the state.


�� Estimated 2016 values were calculated by multiplying 
the yearly change rate and the 2015 DCRP estimate of 
confined population for jails that did not respond to 
the 2016 DCRP.


�� The sum of reported, item-imputed, and 
DCRP-estimated values for the 2016 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 2016 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. 


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 
year-end. 


Also, some jurisdictions have experienced reporting 
changes for one correctional population collection or 
more over time. These changes may result due to making 
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 
may be found in the source reports for each of the four 
correctional populations, such as the Probation and 
Parole in the United States 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, 2016


Total correction population Community supervision Incarcerated


Jurisdiction


Total 
correctional 
population, 
12/31/2016a


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, 
12/31/2016c


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, 
12/31/2016d


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  6,582,100  2,630  2,030  4,537,100  1,810  1,400  2,131,000  850 660
Federalf  320,000  130  100  131,700  50  40  188,400  80 60
State  6,262,000  2,500  1,930  4,405,400  1,760  1,360  1,942,600  780 600


Alabama  99,800  2,640  2,050  60,700  1,610  1,250  40,900  1,080  840 
Alaska  12,900  2,320  1,730  8,400  1,520  1,140  4,400  800  600 
Arizona  137,500  2,570  1,970  84,800  1,590  1,220  55,000  1,030  790 
Arkansas  72,100  3,150  2,410  51,500  2,250  1,720  24,000  1,050  800 
California  536,100  1,770  1,360  333,300  1,100  850  202,700  670  510 
Colorado  121,900  2,820  2,180  90,900  2,110  1,630  32,100  740  580 
Connecticut  59,600  2,110  1,670  44,700  1,580  1,250  15,000  530  420 
Delaware  22,400  2,980  2,340  15,800  2,100  1,650  6,600  880  690 
District of 
Columbia  10,400  1,840  1,510  9,600  1,710  1,400  1,800  320  270 
Florida  366,000  2,200  1,760  218,600  1,320  1,050  149,800  900  720 
Georgiag  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  91,400  1,160  880 
Hawaii  27,500  2,450  1,920  21,900  1,950  1,530  5,600  500  390 
Idaho  48,800  3,880  2,870  37,500  2,980  2,210  11,300  900  670 
Illinois  204,200  2,070  1,600  143,400  1,450  1,120  60,800  620  480 
Indiana  159,900  3,150  2,400  116,700  2,300  1,760  43,200  850  650 
Iowa  46,700  1,940  1,490  35,100  1,460  1,120  13,400  560  430 
Kansas  38,500  1,750  1,320  21,500  980  740  17,200  780  590 
Kentucky  97,900  2,850  2,200  63,800  1,860  1,440  34,700  1,010  780 
Louisiana  111,000  3,110  2,370  71,000  1,980  1,510  45,400  1,270  970 
Maine  10,300  960  780  6,800  630  510  4,100  380  300 
Maryland  99,000  2,120  1,640  82,800  1,770  1,370  28,400  610  470 
Massachusetts  82,900  1,520  1,210  63,600  1,170  930  19,400  360  280 
Michigan  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  56,500  730  570 
Minnesota  119,500  2,810  2,160  103,900  2,450  1,880  16,300  380  290 
Mississippi  65,300  2,880  2,180  37,700  1,660  1,260  28,700  1,260  960 
Missouri  105,900  2,240  1,730  61,600  1,300  1,010  44,300  940  730 
Montana  15,200  1,860  1,460  10,200  1,250  970  5,700  700  550 
Nebraska  23,300  1,620  1,220  14,600  1,010  760  8,800  610  460 
Nevada  39,200  1,720  1,320  19,000  830  640  20,200  890  680 
New 
Hampshire  10,800  1,010  810  6,400  590  480  4,500  410  330 
New Jersey  186,300  2,670  2,080  155,700  2,230  1,740  32,000  460  360 
New Mexico  30,200  1,900  1,450  15,500  970  740  14,700  930  710 
New York  212,100  1,360  1,070  142,400  910  720  74,400  480  380 
North Carolina  149,300  1,890  1,460  95,200  1,210  930  54,100  680  530 
North Dakota  10,300  1,770  1,350  7,100  1,230  940  3,100  540  410 
Ohio  326,200  3,620  2,810  256,400  2,840  2,200  71,000  790  610 
Oklahomag  74,500  2,510  1,890  35,500  1,190  900  39,000  1,310  990 
Oregon  82,000  2,520  1,990  61,400  1,890  1,490  20,700  640  500 
Pennsylvania  368,100  3,640  2,880  291,600  2,880  2,280  82,400  810  640 
Rhode Island  24,300  2,850  2,290  23,200  2,730  2,200  3,100  370  290 
South Carolina  68,800  1,770  1,380  36,700  940  740  32,100  820  640 


Continued on next page
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APPENDIX TABLE 2
Number of persons incarcerated by other adult correctional systems, 2000, 2010, and 2015–2016


Number of persons 
Average annual  
change, 2000–
2015


Percent 
change,  
2015–2016Other adult correctional systems 2000 2010 2015 2016


Total  20,400  17,600  16,800  16,100 -1.5% -4.0%
Territorial prisonsa  16,200  13,800  12,900  12,300 -1.7 -5.0
Military faciltiesb  2,400  1,400  1,400  1,300 -3.7 -4.3
Jails in Indian countryc  1,800  2,400  2,510  2,540 2.2 1.2
Note: Estimates are 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 2015 and 2016 totals include population counts that were estimated for some territories due to nonresponse. See Prisoners in 2016 (NCJ 251149, 
BJS web, January 2018) for detailed statistics of this population. 
bSee Prisoners in 2016 (NCJ 251149, BJS web, January 2018) for detailed statistics of this population. 
cPopulation counts are for the last weekday in June of each year. See Jails in Indian Country, 2016 (NCJ 250981, BJS web, December 2017) for detailed 
statistics of this population.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Prisoner Statistics program and Survey of Jails in Indian Country, 2000, 2010, and 2015–2016.


South Dakota  15,000  2,290  1,720  9,300  1,420  1,070  5,800  880  670 
Tennessee  119,400  2,310  1,790  74,700  1,440  1,120  48,400  930  720 
Texas  681,900  3,290  2,430  482,900  2,330  1,720  218,500  1,050  780 
Utah  25,400  1,180  820  15,900  740  520  11,700  540  380 
Vermont  7,400  1,450  1,180  5,800  1,150  940  1,700  340  280 
Virginia  120,000  1,830  1,420  62,500  950  740  57,500  880  680 
Washington  127,000  2,230  1,730  100,600  1,760  1,370  30,400  530  410 
West Virginia  20,100  1,380  1,100  10,100  690  550  10,100  690  550 
Wisconsin  100,500  2,230  1,740  64,900  1,440  1,120  35,600  790  620 
Wyoming  9,400  2,100  1,600  5,500  1,230  940  3,900  870  660 


Note: Counts are rounded to the nearest 100, and rates are rounded to the nearest 10. Detail may not sum to total due to rounding and because offenders with 
dual correctional statuses are excluded from totals. Counts include estimates for nonresponding jurisdictions. See Methodology. 
..Not known.
aExcludes, by jurisdiction, an estimated 83,700 prisoners held in jail, 24,000 probationers in prison, 24,400 probationers in jail, 24,500 parolees in jail, 13,000 parolees 
in prison, and 10,800 parolees on probation. See table 5. 
bRates are computed using estimates of the U.S adult resident population of persons age 18 or older and persons of all ages on January 1, 2017, within jurisdiction.
cExcludes, by jurisdiction, an estimated 10,800 parolees on probation. See table 5. 
dExcludes, by jurisdiction, an estimated 83,700 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, 2016, to produce jurisdiction-level 
estimates. For this reason, estimates in this table differ from national estimates presented in other tables and figures in this report. See Methodology. 
fExcludes about 11,000 inmates who were not held in locally operated jails but rather facilities 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.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Surveys of Probation and Parole, Deaths in Custody Reporting Program, and National Prisoner Statistics program, 2016; 
and U.S. Census Bureau, unpublished U.S. resident population estimates within jurisdiction on January 1, 2017. 


APPENDIX TABLE 1 (continued)
Estimated number and rate of persons supervised by U.S. adult correctional systems, by jurisdiction and correctional 
status, 2016


Total correction population Community supervision Incarcerated


Jurisdiction


Total 
correctional 
population, 
12/31/2016a


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, 
12/31/2016c


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, 
12/31/2016d


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 3 
Persons held in custody in state or federal prisons or in local jails, 2000, 2010, and 2015–2016


Number Average 
annual change, 
2000–2015


Percent change, 
2015–2016Persons in custody 2000 2010 2015 2016


Total 1,938,500 1,517,800 2,166,600 2,157,800 0.7% -0.4%
Federal prisonersa 140,100 207,000 195,600 188,300 1.8% -3.7%


Prisons 133,900 198,300 186,500 179,100 1.8 -4.0
Federal facilities 124,500 173,100 160,700 154,200 1.3 -4.0
Privately operated facilities 9,400 25,200 25,800 24,900 6.1 -3.5


Community corrections centersb 6,100 8,600 9,200 9,200 2.6 0.0
State prisoners 1,177,200 1,310,800 1,243,500 1,228,800 0.3% -1.2%


State facilitiesc 1,101,200 1,216,700 1,152,200 1,134,700 0.2 -1.5
Privately operated facilities 76,100 94,100 91,300 94,200 1.3 3.2


Local jails 621,100** 748,700 727,400 740,700* 1.1% 1.8%
Incarceration rated 690 700 680 670 -0.2% -1.5%


Adult incarceration ratee 920 910 870 860 -0.4 -1.1
Note: Estimates may not be comparable to previously published BJS reports due to updated information. Counts are rounded to the nearest 100 and 
include estimates for nonresponding jurisdictions. See Methodology. Rates are rounded to the nearest 10. Detail may not to sum to total due to rounding. 
Prison counts are for December 31, and 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. Excludes persons held in U.S. territories (appendix table 2), military facilities (appendix table 2), U.S. Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement facilities, jails in Indian country (appendix table 2), or 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 and jurisdiction prison population reported 
in all other tables and figures of this report.
*Comparison year.
**Difference from comparison year is significant at the 95% confidence level.
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, 2015, and 2016 to avoid double counting.
dTotal 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. 
eTotal number in custody per 100,000 U.S. residents age 18 or older. 
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Survey of Jails and National Prisoner Statistics program, 2000, 2010, and 2015–2016; and U.S. Census Bureau, 
postcensal estimated resident populations for January 1 of the following year, 2001, 2011, 2016, and 2017. 


APPENDIX TABLE 4 
Standard errors for local jail inmates at midyear, 
2006–2016
Year Total Standard error*
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  727,400  7,190 
2016  740,700  5,940 
Note: Population estimates are rounded to the nearest 100. Standard errors 
are rounded to the nearest 10.
*Unless noted for a specific year, data are based on the number of inmates 
confined on the last weekday in June. 
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Annual Survey of Jails, 2006–2016. 
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