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3. dverage Casty. Related o the points above, an
estimate that uscs an average cost per inmate
may well overestimate true future costs if the
state applies alternative housing methods or
changes sentencing or release laws and
practices, or if the projected population will
include a disproportionate number of lower-
cost inmates. There are sinificant differences
in the cost of housing minimum-, medium-
and maximum-custody prisoners, males and
females, healthy and sick, young and old, etc.
Unless these dilferences are accounted for, the
cstimated costs may be inaccurate,

Any cstimate of future costs should take into
account, or at least acknowledge, that the
future average cost per inmate may vary
based on these and other factors. and
therefore is difficult to estimate,

Under ideal arcumstances, another
comprehensive survey would be completed to
duplicate the detailed state-by-state census the
BIS conducted in 2001. Unforunately, a
study of this nature was beyond the resources
of this research effort. Also, the purposc of
this report was solely to estimate the possible
cost to the state and federal government for
corrections in 2011, It's simply not feasible to
claim that such costs certainly will occur,
because states could adopt a variety of yet-
unknown cost-saving strategies. However,
because it is clear that costs will increase by
some amount as a result of the larze projected
growth in the prison population, it is useful to
estimate what those costs could be,

Current Operational Costs
Rescarchers for this report contacted each
state to obtain its most current cost per
inmate. These cost rates included
administrative support, program services
(public and contracted), and facility
maintenance. Where a state contracts with a

private prison company, researchers made
cvery attempt to ensure those costs were
incorporated in the annual cost figure.

Each state’s cost-per-inmate rate was compared
with the BIS 2001 figure. If there was a
significant difference, researchers contacted the
state to discuss the matter and then made a
determination of the most accurate cost-per-
vear figure, If a state did not reply (o the
request, researchers used the 2001 figures and
then adjusted them [or inflaton, using the
estimates provided by the federal Bureau of
Labor Statstics.”” Nonetheless. there were
some major differences between the 2001 and
FY 200506 numbers that have not vet been
accounted for,

Using this approach, the current average
annual operational cost per prisoner for the
states was $23,876. For the federal Bureau of
Prisons (BOP) the cost was §23.429. Table 5
summarizes the trends in costs per state
prisoncr from 1984 o FY2005-06 based on
the BJS data and this report’s survey of the
50 states, controlling for nflation, Whether
one uses 1996 or 2005 inflation-adjusted
figures, the pattern is the same: a steady
increase from 1984 to 1996 followed by
relative stability throurh 2001 and then a
decline in FY 2005-06,

The decline in FY2005-06 operating cosis
could be the result of several factors, First, for
cach of the other years, cost dat were
obtained from BIS, and BIS data may be
AilTarent Frevmn the infrmarinmn reerarchars
received from the states for this report, Bui if
the decline is real, then it may be attributed to
other factors. For example, the largest
increases in the nation’s prison population
have occurred in the West and South, where
costs per prisoner tend to be lower, driving
down the overall average costs. There have



been efforts to make
COMmections more TABLE §
cificient through

procurcment reforms

i, Cost per 1984
and pnv:mmut:m of a inmate
variety of services. 1996 Dollars ~ $16,300
And there is the 2005 Dollars  $20.289
possibility that

crowding more
prisoners in existing facilitics has reduced the
AVErage cost per prisoncr.

Table A-7 in the appendix shows the 2001 and
FY 2005-06 costs per state, both with and
without adjustments for inflation. As with the
previous B]S reports, the 2005 data show
major differences among the states and the
regions. The Northeast continues to have the
highest costs per prisoner, led by Rhode Island
($44,860), Massachuseus ($43,026) and New
York ($42,202). The lowest rates are largely in
the South, led by Louisiana (513,009),
Alabama ($13,019), South Carolina ($13,170)
and Mississippi ($13,428).

‘The table also shows that some states have
significantly increased or lowered their costs
per prisoner, even when adjusted for inflation.
States that have lowered their costs incude
Oregon, Maine, Minnesota, Michigan, Ohio,
Lrnth Marmling and Howail Sratrs whene the

rates have increased significantly are

California, Alabama, Rhode Island, New York,

Alaska and Massachusetts,

In some of the stes—New York,
Massachusctts, Maryland and Rhode Island—
the cost-per-inmate rate has increased but
there has been an assodated dedline or
leveling off in the prison population. So their
prison populations have dropped or stabilized
but the “fixed costs™ of operating their prison
SYSICIS CONtinue o increase,

Costs Per State Prisoner, 1984-2005

19490 1996 2001
$18.400 20,100 520,065
£22.6049 £25.019 $23 941

Estimates of Future

Operational Costs

Researchers made o eetimates af fimee
operatonal costs, Under the first, rescarchers
multiplicd the current (FY2005-06) costs per
prisoner obtained from each state and the BOP
by the projected 2011 prisoner populations.
Through this method, they took into account
the significant variation in costs per prisoner by
state, However, this estimate does not control
for marginal costs, upping effects or innovative
methods for controlling costs in the face of
population increascs, This is the typical
method used by the states in making fiscal
impact statements on pending legislation or
administrative reforms. There typically is no
effort to account for marginal costs or to assess
what the actual cost increases have been in the
past for each inmate increase in the prison
population. One should assume that, as a
result, such estimates by the states are oo high.

Using this approach, the state and federal
opcrational budgets, which totaled just under
$35 billion in 2005, would increase by an
estimated $5 billion a vear to almost $40
billion annually by 2011 in constant dollars.
In cumulatve terms, this 14-percent increase
means the states and federal government
would spend a cumulative $15 billion in
operating costs over just the next five years
to accommodate the projected growth.

Under the sccond (and more conservative)
method for estimating future operating costs,
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researchers calculated the actual cost changes
between 2001 and FY2003-06 in relation to
the change in the prisoner population. This
method assumes no mechanical incremental
increase in the operational budgets for each
additional prisoner added to the daily
population. The BJS report and the state
survey conducted for this report show that
while the prisoner population increased from
1.345.217 in 2001 to 1,480,223 by the end of
2003, the total operating budgets for the states
only increased from $28.374.273 in 2001 to an
cstimated $30,802,574 in FY2005-06,

Assuming the BJS 2001 and the state-reported
FY2015-06 cost compansons are valid for
most states, the marginal annual cost for
housing each additional prisoner was $13.797
(not adjusted for inflation). This is 57
percent below the $23.876 fgure dted carlicr,
If one applies the $13,797 rate to the projected
142,000 increase in prisoners. the projected
additional costs to state prison budgets by
2011 would be $2.5 billon annually in
constant dollars, rather than the $5 billion
cited earlier That wenld acemnlarte tn an
additional $7.5 billion in prison operations
spending over the next five years,

Capital Costs

Estimating how much moncy the states and
the federal government are likely 1o spend on
prison construction over the next five years is
a tenuous undertaking, As deseribed above.,
some of the projected inmate growth may be
averted by changes in sentencing or release
policies. Even if growth is not averted, states
may choose to accommodate new inmates in
existing facilities by double- or triple-celling
inmates, CONverting program space into
dormitorics or other means, On the other
hand, in some states construction costs may
be related to the need to replace aging and
dvsfunctional facilities, not any projected

need for additional bed capacity. There also
arc many ways by which states fund prison
construction costs that may not fully surface
during the projection period. For example, if
prison construction is being funded through a
J0-vear bond. the “truc” cost of the new beds
will be far above the actual construction costs
because of debt service on the bond,

Nonetheless, it is important to make some
estimate of the number of new beds cach
state and the BOP would need to construct
based on their projections and the
eomstretion coete sceneiated weath thie e
demand. In general, the states reported
construction costs that ranged from $25.000
for a minimum-security bed to more than
$100,000 for a maximum-security cell,
Because there are no “average” estimates,
researchers believe the best approximation to
use is a midpoint of $65,000 in capital costs
ver bed. This firure reflects what most would
consider the costs of a “typical” medium-
security bed, which covers the largest custody
level of most prison systems.

Applying the $65,000 cstimate of
construction costs to the projected need for
192,000 addivonal prison beds, the total
construction costs would be approximately
$12.5 billion in 2006 dollars, This estmate
may be conservative. as it excludes
renovation or conversion of existing prison
bed space and assumes no financing costs.
For example, California’s Governor
Schwarzencuger recently requested a total of
$10.9 billion in mostly bond financing 1o
construct a combination of 78,000 jail, prison.
and juvenile correctional beds—an average of
approximately $135.000 per bed, Similarly,
Colorado has announced that it will need w
build a number of 1.000-bed prisons at a cost
of $87,000 per bed.



The Relationship

Between Incarceration
and Crime Rates

iven the projected increase
int the prison population and

associated costs, it is useful to
review the potential impact of further
incarceration on public safety. There has been
much political and academic debate on the
relationship between the use of incarceration
and crime rates.” The common expectation is
that crime rates will decline as the number of
people in prison increases, and that crime will
increase if incarceration rates fall. The logic of
this argument is that the crime rate falls when
we incapacitate people who are committing
crimes and deter those who might otherwise
become involved in criminal activities absent
the threat of imprisonment. A different
contention 1s that other social and economic
factors, such as poverty rates and education
levels, have a greater

impact on crime than

Imprisonment rates, FIGURE 9

The general
CONSENSUS among
criminologists is that
crume rates are the
product of a complex
set of factors,
including but not

limited to

per 100,000 residents)
g 8. BlEBES

Incarceration Rate

imprisonment.

1o demonstrate that incarceration causes
crime to go up or down, onc must show (1)
that there was an increase or decrease in
incarceration before the erime rate changed
(temporal auwmption): (2) that a statistical
relationship existed between crime and
imprisonment rates after the change in
incarceration rate (empirical asodaton): and
(3} that there are no other factors that could
explain the change in the crime rate (non-
spurtous assemption). For example, crime rates
may have declined as & result of a decline in
the number of welfare recipients, the aging of
the baby boomers, more effective community
volicing, or many other factors,

Figure % shows that the increase in national
crime rates beginning in 1964 was not

National Crime and Imprisonment Trends, 1931-2005
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predated by a drop in the incarceration rate.
Whatever caused the crime rate to increase
from 1965 to 1974, therefore, was not a
chanee in imprisonment, which remained
stable until 1975 and then started increasing
alter crime rates had stabilized ™ Some
cxperts posit that while the increase in crime
rates that began in 1965 may have been
caused by other socio-economic and
demographic factors, the significant increase
in the use of imprisonment has helped lower
crime rates. Meanwhile, after 1975, policy
makers passed many laws that increased the
probability of being sentenced to prison
rather than to jail or probation, and
dramatically increased the length of those
prison sentences,

A decade ago, James Q, Wilson suggested
that the U.S. had reached a tpping point of
“diminishing returns” from our investment in
prisons.” According to Wilson, judzes have
always been tough on violemt offenders and
have incarcerated them for relatively long
sentences. However, as states expanded
incarceration, they dipped “deeper into the
bucket of persons cligible for prison,
dredging up offenders with shorter and
shorter criminal records™ Increasing the
proportion of convicted criminals sent to
prison, like lengthening time served beyond
some point, has produced diminishing
marginal returns in crime reductions. This
does not mean an absence of returns—just
that the benefit to public safety of cach
additional prisoner consistently decreases.

A recent review conducted by the Vera
Institute of Tustice of all the maior studies of
the relationship between incarceration and
crime shows disparate findines, with different
estimates of whether the relationship exists,
what the relationship mav be, and even
whether incarceration rates at some point
may actually increase crime.” The Vera
review found that “the most sophisticated
analyses gencrally agree that increased
mcarceration rates have some effect on
reducing enme.” accounting for perhaps 25
percent of the drop in crime during the
19905, But “analysts are nearly unanimous in
their conclusion that continued growth in
incarceration will prevent considerably fewer,
if any, crimes than past increases did and will
cost taxpayers substantially more to

achieve ™



Public Safety,

Public Spending:
The Challenge Ahead
for State Policy Makers

t's hard to place a value on the

I]N::lcc of mind and sensc of justice that a
victim, his or her loved ones, and socicty

as a whole, receive when an assailant is locked
away behind bars, This powerful and rightful
response, perhaps more than any other factor,
drives states to build more and more prisons.

But Amenicans expect the comections system
to do more than just punish.” They expect it
to protect public safery and reduce cime-ty
deterring would-be criminals, by scparating
the most dangerous people from sodety, and
by helping lower-risk offenders and inmates
returning to society become productive, crime-

free Mtirene

States pay a high price for these services.
Prisons are the fourth-largest state budiget item
behind health, education and transportation,
And the effect of corrections spending on
other state priorities is particularly strong as
almost all of it comes from the states’ own
coffers, with minimal reliance on federal aid.
By contrast, the majority of health care
funding in many states comes from the federal
government, primarily through Medicaid,

The high cost and high stakes of corrections
richtly puts a preminm on performance.
Taxpayers, victims of crime, prosecutors,
police, judeges-everyone wants the corrections

system (o produce the best possible outcomes
at the best price. This means less crime and
fewer victims, lower recidivism rates, and
more resources for investments like education,
health and economic development.

Driven by hard data, the projections in this
report clearly outline for state policy makers
the increases in their prison populations, and
worsening cost crises some arc facing. States
will imore these facts at their own peril. If
nothing changes, taxpayers will spend as much
as 5275 billion more on prisons over the next
five years, and the jury is still out as 1o
whether that investment will vield

T T e Tl e ""‘"IT‘ M Free I"n"lﬂl"'l:‘

This report does raise red flags, but it also can
be used to help diagmose problems rooted
within state corrections systems. Throughout
the report, and I accompanying state profiles,
Pew's Public Safety Performance Project
showcases states that are examining the
performance of their sentencing and
corrections systems and using that data o
determine the steps necessary to improve their
OLUCOmes.,

The profiles highlight states that have
broadened their approaches to ariminal justice,
making prisons one item on a larger menu of
options for dealing with the wide spectrum of

Public Safety Performance Project




criminal behaviar. They have cmployed new,
cost effective strateeies for managing their
prison populations, such as establishing
sentencinge ruidelines. improving parole release
practices, and holding probation and parole
violators aceountable with eraduated
sanctions. They have developed new
programs oroven effective at reducng
recidivism, such as drug courts, day reporting
centers and comprehensive re-entry programs,
And states have deployed new technologies,
such as instant-result drug tests and risk
assessments that help judges and corrections
vrofessionals match offenders with the right
levels and tvoes of supervision and services.

‘The increases in prison populations and costs
vredicted in this report are worrisome. but
they are not inevitable. These projections and
the Public Safety Performance Project’s
profiles on innovatve states should serve as
tools for policy makers and others, who can
usc the data and lessons learned across the
country to boost the performance of the
corrections systems in their own states,

H Public Safety, Public Spending



Appendix

TABLE A-1 Key State Data
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TABLE A-2 State, Regional and National Residential Populations,

2005-2011
State/Region Estimated Projected  Projected Projected Projected Projected  Projected
End of End of End of End of End of End of End of % Change
FY 2005 Yoar 2006 Year 2007 Yoar 2008 Year 2009 Year 2010 Year 2011 2006-2011

US. total - 205859883 209,020242 301,714,686 304398677 307,071,996 309,740,694 312,417,989 45%
Moheast  SAGIIESS 65125206  S5I645]  S551708  SS697475 SB009257 56004857 1.7%
Connectiow 151027 3527756 3 542 908 IEET 405 IF0 M2 3,583 757 3,505,091 i T
Mune 1,321 505 1,360,601 1338420 1,346,036 1,353 460 130672 1,367 506 2E%
Mamackisetts 6,398 743 £,561,571 £ 588,248 B 613573 6,637 676 6,660 B27 6,623 355 1%
Mew Hampehia 1,308,540 133502 1,350,148 1,364,301 1378473 1,392,608 1,406,971 [
Hew Jetoey 8717925 B,832 766 B.658 297 8,041 652 B.992050 9,042,818 9,051 630 0%
Hew York 19,254 530 16,325 562 15,364 721 18,399,267 19429579 19,456 238 19 420 369 news
Pencyyvania 12420 616 12477239 12,500,376 12502 12559978 12508 434 12625803 12%
Fhode Jaland 1076, 183 1,096 344 1102511 1,108.389 1113852 1,110,208 1,124,188 25%
Vermont 621,050 37437 B1,745 B45,003 650,367 654,640 B58 868 14%
Midwest 6587191 GE4P0ET7 66721823 65,995,549 G000 7517883 67761205 20%
Minos 12 763,371 12769657 12814017 12 856 536 12697 157 12,036 928 12573810 16%
Lnehiang B.2711.973 6,294 276 6,323,155 6,351,281 6,378 543 6,405 8 6431257 22%
lows 2,956 71 2086 331 283 970 3,000 885 3,007 055 01237 2016907 10%
Karsx 2744 557 2760324 2779257 2782995 2 B0 356 2810442 2520 284 18%
Mechigan 10,120 860 10,277 845 10322002 10,366, 373 10,408 204 10448 077 0486219 0%
Minnesots 5132 799 524793 5,296 892 5,346 312 5,395,536 5445 509 b.455 282 17%
Misnoun 5,800,310 5,813,085 684,610 SHTGEM  5O00ATH 5,937 243 B.967 415 27%
Mebintla 1,768 187 1752320 1,757,362 1,762 181 1.766, 765 1771126 1,775,300 13%
Horth Dakota B36 677 635 036 636,323 636,532 B36,618 £:36 578 638442 0l%
Do 11464 42 11,510,978 11,531 425 11,550,331 11,567 842 11,583,777 11,588,234 A%
Stuth Dakota TR TIGE460 TR4TI THZ 351 785,077 THT 546 790,056 17%
Wisconsin B 536, 01 5 Bi07. 424 & G 306 5676735 5,710,628 5743 BG5 577640 a0
South IB9AS 108354091 (09700000 111099357  N2IWLE72 11379952 1505860 62%
Alabama 4. 557308 4,548 208 4,562 068 4575841 453 614 4 B {75 4616 554 15%
Arkansas 27115 2807018 2826 758 2645270 2865 500 2884 503 2,503 384 34%
Delswnre BliE24 B51 327 B 938 E70411 73,730 £39.682 Bg7 843 E6%
Faorda 17,789 864 18,016,259 18,350 934 BTIIE 18070435 18,437,214 19813082 100%
Gaomgia 0072576 9,126,400 5269 442 9,391 842 B.A23468 5654210 B.784,054 7%
Fesitucky 4,173,408 4,186,783 4,216431 4,336 461 4,255 690 4274242 4 22 249 23%
Louisan 4523628 4553 755 4 575 B34 4 B3], 168 4 05 558 4619402 4,632 550 16%
Maryland 5,600,359 b.652070 752927 5813750 5,874,573 £,935,371 5996219 53%
Mississipn: 2921089 2931 629 2.545,08 2556 583 2.066,363 2976.225 298560 18%
Meorth Carcting _Bea3 42 8,891,853 8022, 205 4,161,163 9,280 841 0411178 0B424E3 7%
Cilaharma 517 BH 1542716 3,556, 230 3ET0EI8 35641 1568415 361223 20%
South Crrclina 4.255 0A3 402677 4,344,308 4,385 559 4426424 4 455 747 4,505 628 4.7%
Tennesses 5 862 BA £,044 730 B.097 782 6. 160, %54 6.20M 210 6,257 537 6,311 407 4%
Tixan 22,550,068 21336429 P T 086241 244A1362 2 PMEITEGT 25218315 B1%
Vrpinis 7 567,465 70350 7,781,912 TH XN 7064561 8,065 BT 8,147,172 5%
West Virgica 1,816 855 1823813 1826218 1 BT Ea2 1,629,840 1829 120 1628 762 0%
Wast 65.291,122 050218 69966312  MSETI 717N JIENET 73627265 64%
Alatim Bid, 651 £70. 432 676,789 583524 630,537 (97,745 05,148 5%
Anizona 553929 5,091,570 6243549 B0 655753 £.719,039 6,551 382 120%
Cabioria 36,132 147 36,683 226 7,066 630 37 454007 37,856,419 38 268 509 30671 673 R
Celazado 4665 177 4 682 43 4,725,181 4767 7 4,810,307 4. B52 893 4 895 753 4 6%
Howay 1,275,154 1,297 844 1,311,168 132354 1335077 1,346,002 1356313 45%
Tdaha 1,429 006 1,439 585 14561 544 4R TR 1,506,077 1628 513 1,651,128 77%
tontana 535,670 849,862 551,064 958,172 055,145 71,931 B7R408 7%
Kevada 24487 245,537 2518053 258 209 2655610 2728 02 2797632 14.1%
N Waorioo 1829354 1,827,339 1,043 3857 18885 197313 1,985 937 2,000,105 IE%
Cregon 3,641 056 IEEIBAE 36023 372815 3770424 g1z 3 B4, 7E9 56%
Uah 2,44 B85 2470421 2,505 704 2511237 257703 1613198 2 649 851 73%
Washnguon 6,257,784 B2 318 BIEIE 64308 & 505 545 B.579,508 B 657,015 57%
Wyeming E06 204 511,432 514128 E16 6ag 518 27 520 E50 5 M43 2%
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TABLE A-3 State Prison Populations by Region, 2006-2011

State/Reglon Estimated  Projected Projfected Projected Projected  Projected % Change
End of End of End of End of End of End af 2006-2011
Year 2006 Year 2007 Year 2008 Year 2008 Year 2010 Year 2011
U5, total 1530454 1568822 1,614,808 1,654,668 1686495 1722477 13%
Fecloral! 192668 20696 2e5e 212,283 217385 211 BA2 15%
Btate 1,337,870 1,368,123 1,407 B2 1,442,385 1,468,110 1,500,695 12%
dogthogst 631% 1083 173,076 175,349 177585 180,154 7%
Connection 14.000 14,000 14,000 14,000 14,000 14,000 0%
Maing! 1978 2053 2131 2212 1% 23 21%
Mamoachuzetty! 1067 10780 10010 11,040 11,180 11310 6%
HMew Hampshize 2620 265 780 2863 2,543 Im7 6%
Hew Jogoery 739 28051 28360 704 23,100 29,586 8%
Nerw York 53000 63,000 £3,000 3, 0000 63,000 £3,000 s
Pominsylvanis 4,095 45,595 47,005 43 536 50,0565 51,686 1%
Hhode Island 2853 2501 2924 2960 2pa2 3082 %
Viermont 1,650 1758 1,868 1974 2082 2150 3%
Michwest 26613 XLO®  XTIH 274877 261,289 2762 1%
Mngle' 45 A7 45273 45,967 47708 44 519 49,497 B%
Iptiana 251 25249 26,179 27058 2815 20,728 18%
lowa' B.E57 9782 5659 989 o.M 10,284 16%
fansma 8924 9,185 933 Q505 g.g21 10,074 13%
Micthigan’ 49974 E0,743 51857 5304 B4 4 55,627 1%
Mingesota ge899 2116 8,385 .68 9701 10DE3  1a%
Mlseous 30,138 29 524 23512 31216 31,577 31,837 6%
Hebrazis 4705 4953 5052 5182 5243 5273 2%
Nesth Dabota L3 1,580 4%
Oy’ 47519 67223 s
South Daksta 3z 4241 3%
Wisonrsn! g i7.] 23 035 5%
South B03676 [l i1%
flabama e 1 30,451 7%
friarsag 13737 16,087 17%
Deavinte gn 3972 0%
Flenida B9.815 108,042 8%
Gporgia 53,685 B3, 449 %
Kentucky 21458 25209 2%
Louisians oM 39,491 4%
Maryland' 215 234 1%
Mimei pri 2812 24673 B%
Hoxth Carcling 3557 41,676 %
Oilahioera’ 0 B35 13%
South Carolina 24070 27815 5%
Tensespee 26,166 21582 5%
Texas 152671 155,_ 158,060 160 555 163,331 166,327 %
Virgisda 7,198 1w 33330 VI 40,353 41476 12%
Viost Viegnia 5240 5,370 E,579 5 632 5 B0A 6077 16%
= 3205 JN65 33608 HI075 3829 3 748 18%
Alasky 2051 3,130 331 157 37 3964 Hy
Arizona : 35,965 38,189 40,645 43514 45,392 48,381 B4
Caemia 173,100 177573 180979 183955 186 555 188,772 5%
Colomdy’ 22.624 Bz 25,357 2685 28,251 20,685 %
Hawal 4,108 4,241 4457 4633 481 4068 2%
idshy 7208 7569 8,141 862 9,125 ) M
Mostana' 2812 3017 323, J6 3Tz 3977 #1%
Hevada 1323 13732 lazes 1512 15662 16,764 %
Hirw Mimoco 7005 743 7755 504 8244 BAT7 21%
Oregon’ 13411 13,60 13,524 14,28 14719 15,110 13%
Uty 6552 E.548 7187 74RD 7818 8,171 5%
Washingion' 15.068 15,000 19,845 20,537 2187 Fafor)] =%
Wyoming' 2147 2,254 L35 245 2607 273 7%
S JEA Inptidats
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TABLE A-4 Prison Populations by Growth Rate, 2006-2011

State/Region Estimated Projocted Profected Projected Projected Projected % Change
End of End of End of End of End of End of 2006-2011
Yoar 2006 Yoar 2007 Yoar 2008 Year 2004 Year 2010 Yoar 2011
1.5 total 1,530,454 1,568,822 1,614,808 1,654,668 1,686,495 1722477 1%
Federal' 192684 200,554 206,982 21223 217,368 221 Baz 15%
Stace 1,337,670 136,126 1,407,826 1,442,385 1,469,110 1500555 2%
Montana® 2812 3017 1IN 3464 3712 3877 41%
Arlzona 35065 38,189 40,645 43614 46392 48391 5%
Alazks' 2851 3,130 3321 3,523 7w 39645 %
Iddahob - 7.206 7669 2141 625 B12 8 654 %
Vermont 1660 1.7E8 1866 1974 2082 2190 13%
Contady’ 26 e 357 26,854 28261 NS 1%
Wisshington' 18,028 15000 19.545 20837 21.578 23071 5%
Wyoming' 2147 2254 2358 2483 2E07 L7 TN
Hevada 1323 13732 14.289 15.129 15,862 16,764 I
Urair' 5552 fi. 243 7157 7480 TH18 8,171 25%
Scuth Dakota 3,442 3.5 1745 3804 4 069 4241 %
Eentucky 21450 21,650 23590 21625 2545 26209 2%
Harwnld 4.106 4,281 4457 4633 4 B9 4 885 21%
Toerws Menaoo 7,006 7431 1.7 H.O% B2 BAT7 2%
Flaine 14m 2053 213 2212 2,296 235 21%
O’ 47518 43211 51643 53,603 55,3058 E7.23 %
Fletida B3 A1E 2 513 95,668 100,482 103.158 108,042 16%
Pennsyhaniy 0% 45 656 7 D96 43606 50,056 51,505 17%
Adkarsas 135 14 204 14,790 15245 16,703 16,057 1%
[owa' B.E57 BIEZ & 658 0899 10,071 10251 15%
MNew Hampatiiro 2620 2639 2780 2B63 2540 07 16%
Voot Virgioia 5245 B30 5578 5682 5 BCH 6,077 16%
South Caroiina 24,070 24818 25,568 26117 27066 27815 6%
Indiana 26,061 25,249 26179 Z7.058 28,154 2.8 1%
Nerth Dakota 1.334 1420 1452 1499 1535 1.5B0 14%
Minnesoia BA 9,115 0,385 0,609 9.701 10,063 13%
Oilahoma’ 25,083 26,178 J1.a2 1261 2B {58 28355 13%
Fansas B8.824 9,185 033 B 505 9821 10074 13%
Cregon’ 13411 13,600 13524 14 254 14718 16,110 13%
Nebrasia 4706 4353 5,052 5182 5.243 5273 12%
Virgmia 37188 37686 38330 30,304 40.383 41478 12%
Mechigan’ 33974 E0.741 51657 530H BA441 55,647 1%
Geoigia B3 685 &5 061 55310 57463 EH. 500 53443 11%
Callarnia 173.100 17757 180879 183,955 186 555 168,772 %
Texas 162 671 154 766 155,090 160,E55 163,331 166,327 %
MNogth Caroling’ 8257 34 555 33334 40 058 40,860 41,676 %
[inols' 45 637 46.273 46 067 A7, 708 48539 45 437 B%
How Jetooy 27308 26,051 235 25,704 25,100 B .
Missexppl 2 R12 23 288 23748 24,005 24 3657 24673 %
Alabama 28430 28783 28,956 29290 %78 30,361 ™
Fiaoca Tsland 2853 2501 2824 2 860 2E82 e 7%
Msssschusotts 10670 10,780 10,510 11,040 11,180 11.310 6%
hliszous 3,135 20824 28512 31218 31677 31.937 6%
Tonnasnan 6,186 26,550 26,565 27773 27.388 7,582 5%
Wisconsin' 220025 2277 22429 22,651 284 23,035 &%
Lowtsiana 3305 38433 ol x] J8.551 39241 J149] 4%
Marpiand' 23,166 23.220 23T 2,320 1.3 242 1%
Connpctiout 14.000 14.000 14,000 14,000 14,000 14 (X 0%
Hew York £:3 (00 3,000 63,000 63,000 £3.000 fi3.000 0%
Delawarn 3972 1g7m2 ag 1972 3972 1§72 0%
Sogom JTA [neanse
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TABLE A-5 State Incarceration Rates by Region, 2006-2011

State/Region Piojected  Projected Projected  Projected Projected  Projected % Change
End of End of End of End of End of End of  2006.-2011
Yoar 2006 Year 2007 Year 2008 Yoar 2009 Yoar 2010 Year 2011
US. total - 511 521 5 65 553 562 10%
Federsl ig] 67 G3 fiq n 71 10%
Stare 437 AR% ARD AT 474 2R TE
Northoast 205 209 Ji3 & 220 224 6%
Connecticut ) ) 356 3% 394 3% 33 1%
Mans 149 184 18 166 171 177 9%
Massachusette: 163 161 166 167 1 171 5%
How Hampa®ite 1B 201 208 211 218 21 13%
Herw Jeracy _ 3 ay 318 7 R - 330 ™
Mow York 3= 326 1% 325 3 4 %
Perizisylvania 33 35 78 38 ] A 6%
Fode Iatand 2] 254 265 268 20 o] %
Vermant & a6 Fof 37 322 ] 3w
Alchwest 05 392 40 411 420 425 1%
ol 358 82 37 an 378 B 7
Lncsana 3 a0 414 427 443 451 13%
lovia 297 3w m 0 336 2 15%
Fansas J22 kxji ] 3! 352 J50 12%
Mchigan 466 - 52 513 58 538 0%
Minnesota 170 173 177 181 181 187 10%
Msgourt 518 612 05 54 _ .53 Mz 5%
Hebraskn 258 202 287 254 298 ] 11%
Hogth Dakoa - 218 m 29 6 241 28 15%
Chio ] 413 427 %7 44 479 435 e
Sourh Dakowa 443 462 480 E00 520 511 =
Wiscormn 33 395 334 400 402 A5 I%
Southy 557 g5 580 533 591 599 %
Alabama 625 632 635 £41 £50 665 B%
Atkansas (e 50 523 537 E52 E62 15%
Dl 457 4 461 458 4545 454 -I%
Floric ) 495 e I 542 b1 61 3%
Georga 53 5 609 616 £23 7%
Fontucky % B11 515 i BED B01 1T 2%
Lomsisiana £15 B43 B B0 B55 850 %
Maryland 407 06 A 4m %02 401 1%
Mississipmd T8 792 BOS Bl4 B24 =23 %
North Catolina 430 43 47 1 %6 452 5%
Didahoma T8 737 o] 916 TEG 782 12%
South Carolna i) 574 65 63 817 a1 13%
TEOanEG 433 433 42 446 445 6 3%
Texas I 867 &2 678 685 E%
Virginia 48 a7 493 ] 513 524 B%
Wt Virglrsa 288 25 305 m L v 16%
Wt 3 451 474 487 499 510 i L)
Asska B, . ., 43 518 5 s A%
Arizong BRD 61% 651 22N T 74T T
Calfornis 472 432 488 g3 458 01 E%
Calotada 41 B0 537 567 533 £2) 2%
Hawal 36 30 362 S I
idaho 501 ¥t BB7 21 ] 615 [ 1 2%
Meatnsa oz alg 340 363 3 414 2%
Nevada L = B&7 593 £13 &40 185
Hew Mexico £ 35 401 412 Azt B/
Oregon ¥ I I ) %5 43 0%
Uiah L — 255 2% 308 318 209
YWashington 287 30 313 I8 342 »7 4%

Bazme JEA ratit e
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TABLE A-6 State Incarceration Rates by Growth Rate, 2006-2011

State/Region Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected % Change
End of End of End of End of End of Endof  2006-2011
Year 2006 Year 2007 Year 2008 Yoar 2000 Year 2010 Year 2011
U5, total o N 511 521 53 545 553 562 10%
Pirlernl & &7 68 i) m i ik
State ) = 7 453 462 470 474 480 7%
Mantana =8 218 340 36l 7 414 %
Alagia #0 45 451 51 BT E77 3%
Vermant 5 =] 275 291 3 22 a3 3%
Hdaka 501 529 ) 58 EIE BB 2%
Colorado 483 E09 () 567 533 20 i R
Anzong 50 A1 651 650 76 s 1 7%
Wyoming 420 ) 4E0 42 505 529 5%
Washington 27 300 313 a7 342 357 F
South Dakoa 441 462 4ED £00 2 ) 2%
Kemtucky B i ] 51E &2 B0 B01 617 %
Utah 265 275 288 296 L] 39 2%
Okt —— 413 Az “i 61 479 B i
Madner 149 154 168 165 171 177 185%
Nerw Maxico ¥ 35 4l 412 421 43 19%
Harwnl 316 28 3 352 363 76 19%
Tievada 540 E63 Cr 613 B0 18%
Pennsybeania = 35 s 386 329 411 16%
Wt Virgiry 288 = ] ETL 318 m 16%
lowa Pl 10 i i 136 2 15%
Atkansas = 48 B 58 &% 52 B52 15%
Horth Dakoa : 218 ] 7] p] 241 E1T 14%
ndana = 400 Al az7 3 451 17%
Hamipshire 186 2 206 211 218 2] 17%
South Casoina 559 574 beg E03 617 =0 T
Flaica 453 509 626 Mz E51 561 1™
Oilahoma i) T B33 816 =] a2 1%
Kansan 3zz m 33 31 352 30 1%
Nebinska E - am _ =8 2 1
Minndsois 170 173 177 181 181 167 %
Mickhigan 356 433 _m B13 73 B36 0%
Oregen = 367 370 377 e 395 aa 10%
Virgicia A [ 433 52 513 624 %
[Lnoks 358 362 37 m Ie 84 T
Mosstsmpm . __m 79 BOG Bid M B3l 7%
Georgia bed o 2] 618 628 T4
New Joroey . 09 u7 alg 7] 5 0 7%
Alsbama 626 B32 =] &4 650 655 6%
Callornia i 472 482 43 48 458 i £%
flhede [cand 260 b %5 263 260 275 6%
Morth Caroling  am g a7 i 445 42 5%
Mamachusette 163 15 166 167 169 byal B%
Texny 654 58 BT iR 678 £85 %
Missour 518 512 505 533 537 512 5%
Tennesses 413 438 a2 5 #15 HE I%
Wisconsn 343 3% | 400 402 405 %
Lentgana . B35 B43 BT BS(} Bl B59 %
Nerw York r-] -] E= 326 3% 324 0%
Comnecticut o % 3% W m/ am
Maryland a7 A6 40 403 402 401 -1%
Dulawnin 467 e _ 451 453 456 A5 3%
Douroe JFA Eattate
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TABLE A-7 Annual Operating Costs per Inmate

State/Region Annual Operating Cost Annual 2001 Costs Annual Oporating Cost Change from Inflation
Per Inmate 2001 Adjusted to 2005 Dollars Per Inmate 2005 Adjusted 2001 Costs to
Actual 2005 Costa
Federal - — an = 24010 R T
Buato £22 6E) 1541 25 =65
Northoasy 33057 J5.048 3555 [ ]
Connectic.t £26 B56 28457 2527 1,060
bigine _ SH.IT 47042 e EEFE o -1z
hinssachusetts S37.718 39581 43026 3,015
New Hampsltre 52690 = 27505 8143 _ 637
Kew Jessay 527347 29968 28000 -G8
Nerws Yok ; 535,835 - 0I5 . q2m - 3,187
Pennsybvania 537 900 33814 a1.028 2785
Hhode [sland B 538,503 E 0813 Y] - 4047
Vermomn: 525,178 26.689 28,54 2167
Michvest £24779 26228 2329 292
fhnos E21.84 23,165 21,622 1533
Iivdiana T o 23151 21831 -6
Towa §22.097 24377 am g
Kansas - 82131 B 22654 2164 __ -1
Michioan §32 525 HAT AT -5.734
Minoesow 536 535 o= 19045 B 29,250 N -9,786
Mimour! 512857 13639 14163 B4
Nebasia S = 25,840 __gr 1761
YNarth Dakota 522425 2771 26,652 181
Chen _ 526,295 Z7E3 non ) -1B62
South Dakota 13851 14684 14,157 -h27
Wisernsin 328 627 0339 90 -1.4007
South Sia 479 18476 17.991 485
Abams 58128 . 8616 12019 - M0
Askansag $15610 16 5565 17,608 1.052
Delawue 22 602 = 24170 T <
Flazica 520180 214m 22 a
Gecrga i 519,560 __ 20s2 _ 17.017 I 1]
Kentuciy $17.818 18887 18.170 7
Lowtsiany . §l2gm 13728 13008 <7
Maryland 526,358 T e W24 2262
Mismssiop L B12s 13563 1347 : -135 il
Korth Catviina 526,951 28603 24588 3617
Clahoma 516,308 ) 17288 1696 302 —
Sauth Carokna 516,782 17,768 13,170 -4 538
Tennessen B 1] ] 13 298 ) 20,540 1642
Texas $13.808 14.636 1562 -14
Virgaes 3 522540 w318 21248 -3m
West Vapgins 54817 15706 168,576 1270
West 52521 26720 2008 2 58%
Alasin 536,700 38EM 42082 3.148
Asizona 822 476 = 2386 19,785 B -4.030
Califerria ' 25,083 26555 34150 TiM
Colorado 3 526,408 i 652 M4 _ -6
Hawnaid 21677 22938 18370 -4 555
ldaho ) 516318 o 17.258 16115 . -1.183
Montana 521.899 72212 %710 _ 248
Nevads __5175m2 E 18626 1747 <[5 -
New Mexioo 503 25,717 5971 2746
Oregon 236,060 z 3|2 RS B -13658
Utah 524574 2648 2,00 33
‘Washingten 510168 - 315TH -] = -2973
Wyeming §28,845 30 576 13,048 2412

Erwerma Wormmey ol b iwrin Srararios apcd T4 Tngritpes
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TABLE A-8 Sources of State Prison Population Projections

State Projections Source

Alabama Addressing the Crisis: Charting the Course for Reform, Alabama Sentencing Commission 2006, p. 62

ﬁi’sskﬂ E ____N.f_ﬁ - -

Arlzona JEA

Arkansas Arkansas Department of Comection, Sentencing Commission, and Department of Community Correction Ten
Year Adult Secure Population Prolection 2006-2016. oroduced for the Arkansas Sentencing Commission by JFA

- Associates. LLC. authors: Roger Ocker & Wendy Ware Julv 2006

California California Deparement of Corrections and Rehabilitation website
http/iwww.cyaca gov/RepartsResearch/CffenderInfoServices/Projections/FOSpubpdf) N

Colerado Coelorado Division of Criminal Justice December 2005 Prison Projections & Leaisiative Council Staff December
2005 Prison ngq;eiu_nn_hujectigng

Connecticut NiA

Delawara NfA

Florida Detailed Menthly Forecast: October 12, 2006, Florida Criminal Justice Estimating Conference

: (ttp:/fedr state fl us/conferences/criminaljustice/ES 10122006 pdf)

Gﬂqrgm G-Eﬂlma Department of ‘Carnections

Hawali 10-Year Cotrections Maste' Pian Update, pg 2-9, December 2003, Carter Goble Associates, Inc i

Idaho Idaho Offender Ponulation Forecast FY 2007 through 2010. August 30, 2006, State of Idaho Department of
Carrection fm.tpﬂww._cur:.atatﬂ.m.usHQCMnunﬂﬂv_mammﬂ?Fmacust.pdﬁ}

[linois Ilinois Departmeant of Certections

Indiara Indiana Department of Cortection B o

lowa lowa Prison Ponulation Ferecast, lowa Department of Human Riahts Division of Criminal and Juvenile Justice
Flanning November 2008

Kansas 2006 Conections Briefing Repart, Kansas Department of Comections
(httpi/fvrvevt de state ks us/brietrep/2006BriefRep pdf

Yentucky Kentucky Depantment of Conections

Leulsiana Loulslana Department of Public Safaty and Corrections

Maine NiA

Maryland Maryland Depanument of Public Safety and Carrectional Services =

Massachusetts  Massachusatis Depaniment of Comrection

Michigan Heport to the Legislature Pursuant to PA. 154 of 2005 Section 401, Prison Population Projection Report January
2006, MDOC Office of Research & Planning

Minnesgta Minnesota Prison Penulation Projections Fiscal Year 2006 Report, p 9. Minnesota Department of Corrections
(http:/fwrww.com state mn. uﬂfpub]lcaunnsﬁhcumuntsihﬂ‘ecunnsﬂepun FY06_000.pdf)

Mississinni Mississipni Depariment of Comections Ten Year Adult Secure Population Proiection: 2004- 2!1}15 oroduced for
the Mississippl Dopantment of Corrections by JFA Associates, LLC, authors: Gillian Thompsen & Wendy Ware,
Nramembor WNR

Missouri Missouri Department of Comections

Motitana Montana Department of Carrections webpage
(hitn:/iwww.cormt. unvﬂmumuﬂmnﬂ.aﬁmuhﬂun?macnst il

MNehraska Nebraska Devartment of Comrectional Services Ten Yoar Adult Secure Population Projection 2007-2017,

produced for the Nebraska Department of Comrectional Services by JFA Associates, LLC, authors: Roger Ocker
& Wendy Ware Julv 2006

continied next page
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TABLE A-8 Sources of State Prison Population Projections (continued)

State Projections Source

Nevada Nevada Department of Comections Ten Year Adult Secure Pooulation Projection. oroduced for the Nevada
Department of Administration, Budget Division by JFA Associates, LLC, authors: Gillian Thompson & Wendy
Wnrn anfmm ?mr

Hew Hampshite New Hnmpshj:e Department of Gantcunna

New Jorsay New Jersey Department of Conections, Office of Policy & Planming

New Mexico New Mexico Conections Department Ten Year Adult Secure Population Profection. Revision C, FY 2007-2016.
produced under contract for the New Mexico Cornections Department by JEA Associates, LLC, authors: Roger
Ocker & Wendv Ware. Junn 2006

MNew York NiA

North Carclina  North Carcling Sentencing & Policy Advisory Commission FY 2005-2015 Population Projections, prepared in
conmunction with Deparument of Correction’s Office of Research and Plannina January 2006

Maorth Dakota Study of the Facilities and Operations of the North Dakota Department of Comections, Vol 1T: Population
Projections and Capacity Needs Analysis, June 16, 2002, Security Respense Technologies, Inc.

Chio Ohio Prison Population Profections and Intake Estimates, Bureau of Research, Office of Policy and Offender
- ___ Reenty, Ohlo Department of Rehabilitation and Correction, authot: Brian Martin, February 2005
Oklahoma Oklahoma Criminal Justice Resource Canter, April 2006 Oklahoma Prison F'uuulauun Profection
_ (http: Hr.-n-rw.nc1.'annT_Jpth!M’L_nmtqﬁupulat.nn.fﬂk_lahumaPﬂsacM_gla@_t_mﬁu]ecuqn,E_mﬁ:pdﬁ
Crneqon Oregan Conrections Ponulatien Forecast October 2006, Vol XI11 No. 2, Office of Economic Analvsis, Department
of Administrative Sarvices

Pennsylvania Pennsylvania Population Projection Committee Report lipdate. Septembar 20085

Rhode Island Rhoda Island Department of Corrections Adult Prison Population Forecast FY 2006, produced for the Rhode
lsland Department of Corrections by JFA Associates, .LLC. authots: Rooer Ocker & Wandy Ware

South Carcling  South Carclina Depmunem of Cunﬂcunns

South Dakota  South Dakota Department of Cotrections

Tennessen The Tunnasse-e Department of Correction Fiscal Year 2005-2006 Fumual Remtt Coordinated and Published by
the Pelicy, Planning. and Research Division, authors: Linda M. Nutt, Cynthia Taylor, Sara Conte
(htto:divwww statatn, us/conmection/pdl/0506antmt odf)

Texas Adult Incamemunn Projected Population, Texas Legislative Hudge; B-nard. January 2007
Utah HiA

Vermont Vermont Department of Comections

Virginia Virginia Sectetary of Public Safaty & Policy Advisory Commission

Washington Washingten State Department of Conections

West Visginin ‘West Virginio Correctional Population Forecast: 2004-2014: A Study of the State’s Prison Population, December
i 2006, Criminal Justice Statistical Analvsis Center. authots: Theresa K. Lester & Stephen M. Haas

Wisconsin NIA

Wyoming NfA

Snairewe TEA Trattirta
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TABLE A-9 Sources of State Inmate Costs

State Cost Source

Alabama htto/fwww docstateal, us/docs/AnnualRots/2005AnnualRevort o

Alaska hitp:/fwanw gov state ak us/omb/06 GMthLdmﬂDOCfdﬂptm pdf

Arizona huip:/fwww.azcomections. | gov/ade/reponts/CAG/CAGIunDS pdf

Arkansas Arkansas Department of Cotrections

Califormia hup.fﬁm.m.m.gﬂwmwsmpwdympﬂnptﬁnwmclﬂvef!aﬂjgwus&rdqmﬂﬁ.hmﬂ _

Colorado Colorado Devartment of Corrections Statistical Report Fiscal Year 2004, Office of Planning & Analvsis.
Kristi L. Rosten a

Connecticut http/hwww.ct gov/doc/owp/view asp?a=14928q=265472

Pelaware http:m-mw.Etgt&d&us!curmct)pdts{f_!udumhﬂma_unﬁ}:?ﬂﬁ.pdi & Delaware DOC

Flaorida Florida Department of Comections; ttp:/fwww.do state fl us/upw/annual/0405/budget html

Georgla hutp://www oot state ga us/pdl/FYOSAnnualReportPantzpdl

Hawall htto:/fwww hawnil aov/psd/documents/ieports/PSD Annualfecort 2004 pdf:
Btp://wwrve ofp.usdol govibis/pub/pdi/p0a pdf

Idaho htp:/fwww cor stateid ustactafact_sheats/CuickFactsJuly2006 pdi

llincis hupdiwww idoc state dl, us!subaecmnsimpuns«'depmtment dammepmununt%mnam%mzmﬁ pdf

Indiana hetpo/fweenw dn. gov/indcorrection/facts htm

lowa http:/fwww.docstate fa us/Documents/QuickFacts pdf

Kansas 2007 Comections Briefing Report’, Kansas Department of Conrections
(nutp//wew e stata ks us/briefrop/2006BriefRep pdf)

Kentucky Kentucky Department of Corrections

Louisiana Louisiana Department of Public Safety and Corrections

Maing Regional Average

Maryland _Maryland Department of Public Safety and Correctional Services

Massachusetts  hitp:/fwww mass gov

Michigan http//www michigan gov/documents/2004_Annual_Report_147718_7 pdf

Minnesaota hitpeffwwier doc statemn.us/aboutdoc/stats/documents/NotableStatistics7-06_000 pdf

Mississippi hitp:ifwww mdocstate ma, us/Research%20and% 205tatistics/OffenderCostPerday/
Cost%20Per%20Inmato%20Dav%20FY%202005ocdf ) )

Missourt hutp: Hvreew docmo, gov/pdff AR5 202006 pdf

Montana http:/fwww cormt gov/Facis/FAQ asp; http:/hwww.conmt gov/Rescurces/Reponts/PopulationFerecast. pdi

Mehraska http:ﬂw'.-m.conecuuns.sr.atar1&u.a.fadmlnlauatinelrsmtmﬂmmpmdum'nmuahermt.]xif

Nevada htmuf.fm'@-.'.r_lpcnv.guwamtafa.']nuau_ﬁri‘mﬁ.pdi —

MNew *’.ammmm httpu'h-.rww.nh.ga‘.rfnhdﬂcnﬂmmmwpuhhmnfmnauuwdmmenmmualzm&pdl

New Jarsey http:ﬂm.ammnj.uafcunacum&etmﬂynaked.html

New Mexico Regional Average

New Yotk New York Department of Correctional Services

Nerth Carolina httpdtwww.doc state nmus.fdupfcuﬁv

North Dakota http.m'nlrw.amte.nd_uafdm!dacrmiemualﬂepnnﬂa-Uﬁ.pdf

Ohio http:#'.-n-.'w.dmmm.uh.usrwehmﬂmmmeewulﬁm.pdj

Oklahoma hittp://www doc state.ok.us/newstoom/facts/06-01%20Facts% 20at% 20a% 20Glance pdf

Oregon hitp://vrww o1t gon, gov/DOC/PUBAFF /docs/pdf/quickiacts pdf

Ponngylvania _ http://www.cor state pa us/stata/Lib/stats/2006budgetpresentation, pdf

Rhode Island http:/fwww docn. gov/administration/Cost %20Par% 200 flander % 20-% 202006 pdf

enntinied next page




TABLE A-9 Sources of State Inmate Costs (continued)

State Cost Source
South Carclina  http/Awww.doc scoov/FAQS/FAQS html
South Dakota http/fwww state sd.usfcmmmmnsa_'mmcaltmmua_atam.hun

Tennesseo hitp:/fwew state tn us/correction/fag html

Texas Taxas Department of Criminal Justice

Utah hitpfeorrections. utah gov/fag html _

Varmont http/fwww doc statevt us/pagedli p/pagellip plpicturePbook=FF2006&s0qno=1196
Virginia httpofwarw vadoc stmava.usfabeutﬂucmﬁmn_nc;tmmmapmr_;gamm pudf

Washington http/hwrwrw doc wa.gov/BudgstAndResearch/ResearchData/DOCStatistical BrochureNovOs 282 pdf
West Virginia Vest Virginia Division of Comrections

Wisconain hitphwwwowi-doc comyindex_adult htm

Wyoming Regional Average
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U5, Denartment of hastace, Offuce of hestice Proerams. Proeen @ 2005, Sarne
o itior Sttty B, by Paige M. Harrivon and Alien ], Beck (Washingron,
D.G.: Novensber 2006}, NGJ 205092 and US. Departmen: of Justice, Office of
hastice Programs, i e Tl besto of Midesr 2005 Bornm of Fasir Statuscs
Brullsin, try Paige DL Harrison and Allen J. Beck (Washington, IC2: May
iy, MCT 213113,

US. Djartment of Justioe, Office of Justice Programa, ok o
# e U5 fipadavm, 15742001, by Thomas P, Bencear (Wishington, DG
Adsguse 2005), NG 197076

King's Collepr, London, Intermastiom] Centre for Prisos Soudie, Trism B
Mhghtit t Lonest Rater. Online. Available:
hierp P ewcw kil ac ke depeta'rel fopadworld briel. Acorused: 2006,

A comumon ervor i to Lump logreher the terms *jad” and *prison” In general,
iails are ooerated bee couney eovernment and ase reserved for persons who are
zw&gu;ﬂmhmhmhmmmmim-mmnﬂn;m“pm.
Prisona are operatod by state agencies and typacally hosse persoos with feory
senvtenaes of one year of more

LIS Departmens of Tustice, Offioe of Tusticr Programs. Posers & 2005, Burnen
o ustiar Saatiutics Faclicnsn, by Paigoe M. Hasrison and Allen |, Peck (Wishingron,
.G Newvemberr 20061, NOCT 215092

P

bretphemwconp oy prvtgydlnee i enptypiah him

The fommls schally requires ooe to soecfy the LOS in veass o produee an
ansaialised ATV 50 if the LOS i not in yean bt dys, ome mst divide the
sem by 365 davy 1o produee an LIOS 0 vears

The ameciunt of decretion corrotaomal asthorides have wo release prisoners
varies scoonding to each stase’s semencing strucnire. The majoricy of states
have mdeterminate semtrncing rysems, which offer the greatest amouns of dis
crvtion singe they allow parole boards i release inmates once they have served
theis mitimm sentence. States with determinate sentencing strustum provide
some level of disoretion 10 refease priscnens based on good tme and special
program credsts,

Austin, James, Jobn Clark, Patricia Hardymas, aod D. Alun Hensy, 199, *The
Trgact of “Three Serdhes and You're Ot} Pusssbment and Sociery, Wl 172
131162

For six of the eaght satra, the sverage anmual peromt change was calouared
fromn 2001 to 2005 and apobied each vear to fuire vears. The other rwo states,
Deelaware and New York, have been showing declines over this time Frame,
Researchers contacted bodh states s determine if the dowmreand tends might
contise, Based on these oontacts and a review of reeene erison pomelation
trened dlata, this repoct asmmes no evowth cver the next five vears, It should be
eruphasized that for these eight non reperting stases the estimates wsed i thia
et are noe offscial forecase,

U5, Department of Justice, Olfice of Justice Programs, Mo s 2005, Burra
of Pustier Shatiutes ol by Paier M. Harrison and Allen 1, Beck [Washingson,
G November 2006), NCJ 215092

US Depastmens of Justice, Bureau of Justoe Seatistics. Redsim of Piosen

Releasod 3 7954, (Washmpeon, 100 Bureau of Justice Seatintics, June 2007),
NCT 19427
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Dhata from Georgia Department of Corrections, Georgia Boand of Pasdons and
Parcles, and Geergia Criminal Justice Coondiraring Council

For a detaided presentaszon of the New ¥ork experienar, soe Machael Jaobson,
Doumarow Privns: Ho o Rodeor Crime amd Fod Maz fusrerration (Mew York: New
York University Pres, 2005), Chapeer 4.

Sernburn, Tamnes 1, (Tune 20001, Site Pricn Evtemdbiers 2001, Washineton, 1.0
US. Department of Justice, Burean of Juscice Seasistics.

The one excrntion to this rule n where 2 state i conIrRcting ot fo brivate
priscm of local pails and where the contract allows for the cost 10 the pevace or
bocal Excaditw b vary direatdy o the mumber of mmates it is branme, For
example, i Loumiana, lecal paila ball the state for each stare inmate it houses on
cach day uf o cout of $32 per day.

U.S. Department of Labor, Buresu of Labor Statistics, hepedata bl grevegd-
hinfomicale pl.

There were soame states where the ddlerences between 2001 and FY2005.06
were 50 laree that researchen decided o excisde thern based on face valafiry

oonoermd. Abo exchaded were states that showend significant dedines i thear
rrars bertmerwn M aeed FY WSO

B v mrwiomsr il ot ronintn ot wiriebims .t Bl by S Firs eabes
and crime rates, see the Rellowing reports: Michael Jamdaon, Do Pram:
o bo Rrdwor Crovee amnd Bl Mais Bassrorration (Mew York: New Yok University
Press, 2005}, Chanter 4. Michael Lynch, *Peating & Dead Horse: Is There Amv
Hasie Empirical Evadener of the Deterrent Flfect of Tnprisonment, Crive, Law
ol Socsal Chesmpr wol. 31, no 4 (1999 o, 361, Tomslay V. Kocandisie and
Lyntie AL Viersitin, “The Effect of Coumey Leved Irison Poputation Growth on
Crisne Rates,” Ormnaly ér Mebdc Py, vol, 5, no. 2 (May 2006, p. 234,
Raymond V. Leidka, et al, “The Crime-Control Effect of Incarceration: [hoes
Scale Matter 7 Crommalyy & Pubdic fdiey, vol. 5, o, 2 (May 2006), pp. 245276,
William Spelran, “The Limited Inportance of Privon Fxpansaon,” in The
Cariene: Divops i Aumseraca, . Alfred Blumstemn, Revised Fadition, [MNew York:
Cambwridge University ress, 2006), pp. 57124,

For 2l historical incarceration rates presenced in the i i this section, the
soneree s the Sourcebood of Criminal Justice Statistics. Olase,

hegaterww alany cdwsournbook ik LETT2000 whl. The LS. crime rate and
saie crine raies presended in this section are those compied and reported by
the Mational Deesser Censer, at

James O, Wiksem, “Clrine and Public Ioficy™ in James (. Wikson and joan
Petersifia, Crime JCS Press, Oukland, Califorsia 1295, p. 459507,

Ihad. o 501,

Don Seemen, *Reconsidering Incarceratam: New [Diseations for Reducmg
Crme” Vera Institune of fustsce, New York, New York, lamury 2007

e, p. i

See. for instarce, “The National Cener for State Courts Sentencing Attitudes
Survey,” July 2006, Finckinggs from a poll of 1,502 randessly sclected adults
mchaded that 76 pereent of Americans *would rather see their tax dollars

wpport programs that try to prevent arime by belpmg offonders find jobs and
prt treatment than be tsed to busld more prisom”




