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INTRODUCTION 


This information packet includes excerpts from selected Federa.i government, or Federally
sponsored publications thal contain infonnation on minorities and substance abuse. These data 
include arrests, usage patterns. adjudication, incarceration, and ueattnent admissions. 
Infonnation from the following publications is presented in dIis infonnation packet: 

Preliminary Resulrsjrom rhe 1997 Nado,,;ai Household Surv~ on Drug Abuse 
Estimates From the National Pregnancy and Health Survey 
Drug Abme Warning Network, Annual Emergency Department Data 1996 
Mid-Year 1997 Preliminary Emergency Depanment Datajrom rhe Drug Abuse Warning Network 
Drug Use among Racial/Ethnic Minorities 
Crime in the United Srares,.1996 
Cocaine and Federal Sentencing Policy 
1997 So.lIrcebook ofFederal Sentencing Statistics 
Sentencing in the Federal Couns: Does Race Maner? 
The Consequences ofMandatory Minimum Prison Terms: A Summary ofRecent Findings 
Felony Defendants in Large Urban Counties, 1994 
Felony Sentences in Stale Courts, 1994 
State Court Sentencing of Convicted Felons, 1994 
National Corrections Reporting Program, 1992 
Prisons and Prisoners in the Unired Stares 
Women in Prison 
Survey ofSrare Prison Inmares, 1991 
Comparing Federal and State Prison Inmates, 1991 
Characteristics ofAdulrs on Probation, 1995 
Substance Abuse and Treatment ofAdults on Probation, 1995 
Profile ofJail Inmates, 1996 
Slate Resources and Services Related to Alcohol and Other Drug Problems for Fiscal Year 
1995: An Analysis of State Alcohol and Drug Abuse Profile (SADAP) Data 
Race and Drugs: Perception and Reality, New Rules for Crack Versus Powder Cocaine 

Complo!te citations an'd ordering instructions for full copies of publications used in producing this 
information packet may be found on the last page. 

This information packet was prepared by Guy Schmidt at the While House Office of National 
Drug Control Policy. Drug Policy Information Clearinghouse. This Clearinghouse is funded by 
the Office of National Drug Comrol Policy to suppon drug control policy research and is a 
component of the National Criminal Justice Reference Service. For funher information 
concerning [he coments of this information packet or other drugs and crime issues, call 1-800
666-3332. write While House Drug Policy Clearinghouse, PO Box 6000, Rockville. MD 20849
6000 Or visit us on the World Wide Web at hlrpllwww.whitehousedrugpolicy.gov. 

http:hlrpllwww.whitehousedrugpolicy.gov
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National Clearinghouse for Alcohol and 
Drug Infonnation 

PO Box 2345 
Rockville, MD 20847·2345 
1·800·729-6686 or 
301-468·2600 in the metropolitan 
Washington, DC area 
http://www.heallh.org 

U.S. Department of Health and Human 
Services, Natiooallnstitute on Drug Abuse. 
Drug Use Among Racial/Ethnic Minorities, 
1995. 

U.S. Department of Health and Human 
Services. Substlmce Abuse and Mental 
Health Services Administration, Drug 
Abuse Warning Network. Annual Medical 
Examiner Data. 1996, July 1998. 

U.S. Department of Health and Human 
Services, Substance Abuse and Mental 
Health Services Administration, 
Preliminary Results from the 1997National 
Household Survey on Drug Abuse, August 
1998. 

U.S. Department of Health and Human 
Services, Substance Abuse and Mental 
Health Services Administration, Mid·Year 
1997 Preliminary Emergency Depanmenr 
Dara from the Drug Abuse Warning 
Network: Septemberl998. 

U.S. Department of Health and Human 
Services. National Institute on Drug Abuse, 
National Pregnancy and Health Survey, . 
Drug Use Among Women Delivering 
Uvebinhs: 1992, 1996. 

U.S. Government Printing Office 
Superintendent of Documents 
Mail Stop: SSOP 
Washington, DC 20402·9328 
202·512·8100 

U.S. Department of Justice, Federal Bureau 
of Investigation, Crime in the United 
Stales, 1996, Uniform Crime Repons, 
October 1997. 
http://www.fbi.gov/publish.htm 

U.S, Sentencing Commission 
One Columbus Circle, NW 
Washington, DC 20002·8002 
http://www.ussc.gov 

U.S. Sentencing Commission, Special 
Repon to Congress: Cocaine and Federal 
Sentencing Policy, February 1995. 
http://www.ussc.gov/cracklexec.htm 

U.S. Sentencing Commission. 1997 
Sourcebook on Federal SenIencing 
Staristics. August 1998. 
http://www.ussc.govlannrptll991!sbtoc97. 
htm 

National Association of State Alcohol and 
Drug Abuse Directors 

444 North Capitol Street, NW, Suite 642 
Washington, DC 20001 
202·783-6868 
http://www.nasadad.org/ 

Gustafson. John S.• et.al. State Resources 
and Services Related to Alcohol and Other 
Drug Problems jar Fiscal Year 1995, July 
1997. 
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FOR MORE INFORMATION 

Full copies of publications used to produce this infonnation packet may be obtained by 
contacting the agencies below: 

ONDCP Drug Policy InformatioD 
Clearinghouse 


PO Box 6000 

Rockville, MD 20849-6000 

1·800-666-3332 

bttp://www,whitehousedrugpolicy.gov 


Executive Office of the President. Office of 
National Drug Control Policy. Race and 
Drugs: Perception and Reality. New Rules 
for Crack versus Powder Cocaine. October 
1997. 

. U.S. Departnlenr of Justice, Bureau of 
Justice Statistics, Characteristics ofAdults 
on Probation, 1995. December 1997. 
Order # NCJ· 164267. 

U.S. Depamnent of Justice. Bureau of 

Justice Statistics. Comparing Federal and 

State Prison Inmates. 1991. September 

1994. Order # NCJ·145864. 


U.S. Department of Justice. Bureau of 

Justice Statistics. Felony Defendants in 

Large Urban Counties. 1994, January 

1998. Order # NCJ·164616. 


U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of 
Justice Statistics. Felony Sentences in State 
Courts. 1994. January 1997. Order # NCJ· 
163391. 

U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of 

Justice Statistics, National Corrections 

Reporting Program, 1992, October 1994. 

Order # NCJ-145862. 


U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of 
Justice Statistics, Profile oflaillnmates' 
1996. Apri11998. Order # NCJ 164620. 

U ,5. Depamnent of Justice. Bureau of 
Justice Statistics, Prisons and Prisoners in 
the United States. April 1992. Order # 
NCJ-137002. 

U.S. Department of Justice. Bureau of 
Justice Statistics, Sentencing in the Federal 
Courts: Does Race Matter? December 
1993. Order # NCJ-145332 . 

U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of 
Justice Statistics. Substance Abuse and 
Treatment ofAdults on Probation. 1995. 
March 1998. Order # NCJ 166611. 

U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of 
Justice Statistics. Survey of Stale Prison 
Inmates, 1991. May 1993. Order # NCJ
136949. 

u.s. Department of Justice. Bureau of 
Justice Statistics, Women in Prison. March 
1994. Order # NCJ·145321. 

http:bttp://www,whitehousedrugpolicy.gov


Race and Drugs: Perception and Reality Page 3 of3 . . 

fair and effective. 

The five hundred to five disparity in crack versus powder cocaine 
sentencing guidelines has been bad drug policy. has resulted in 
poor use of valuable Jaw eriforcement, and has created a public 
perception of gross jnjustice. With the bipartisan support of 
Congress, it's time we fixed the situation. Both crack and powder 
cocaine are pure evil and must be confronted through rational but 
tough-minded policy, which indudesstrong law enforcement, 
effecrive drug prevention targeted on children, and treatment for . 
the misery of the addicted. 

http://v;r.vw,whitehousedrngpolicy,gov/ 9/18i98 

http://v;r.vw,whitehousedrngpolicy,gov
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Commission's Rroposals regarding cocaine. In response, \l'e 
recommend that relative to federal mandatory sentences, the 
ratio for cocaine be changed to 25 grams for crack and 250 
grams for powder. In other words, crack should be treated as 
ten times WOrse tban powder - not Ii hundred times worse, as 
is currently the case. This difference would reflect ~~ without 
gross exaggeration ~~ the greater addictive potential of crack 
(which is smoked) compared to powder (when snorted) and the 
importance oftargeting mid and high~level traffickers as opposed 
to smaU~scale dealers. 

Our second rewmmendation is Ihat mandatory mIDlmums 
be abolished for simple crack possession. Among all controlled 
substances, crack is the only one with a federal mandatory 
minimum sentence for a first offense of simple possession. Crack 
use in America) including new initiates, has stabilized since 
1988. The estimated nwnber of chronic cocaine users is 2.1 
million. The intense psychotropic effect and addictive potential 
of crack are similar to powder cocaine when injected, and there is 
no mandatory minimum for powder, In keeping with a 
significant drop in national crime rates, violence has decreased 
from anonymous, open~air drug markets where crack is sold, 

Federal drug enforcement efforts sbould target drug 
distribution chains, particularly interstate and international 
traffickers. Federal agencies should also target mjd~level dealers 
when they can provide infonnation about drug distribution 
organizations. The current sentencing structure for cocaine 
undermines the proper division of responsibHity between state 
and federal law enforcement. LowerAleve' crack dealers should 
be prosecuted by state and local authorities. Imprisoning 
thousands of small-scale crack dealerS for Jong periods of time is 
a costly, counter-productive practice that will not solve our 
nation's drug problem. 

Our recommendations are based On the conclusion that we can't 
incarcerate our way out of the drug problem. Last year, our 
countl)"s prison population grew by 55,7% to a record 1,182.169 
inmates in the federal and state system. In the decade between 
1985 and 1995, the nwnber of prisoners with drug offenses as 
their most serious crime increased from 38.900 to 224,900 ~~ an 
upsurge of478 percent! The United States now incarcerates six 
to ten times the number ofpeople (reiative to total population) 
imprisoned by other Western nations. 

Tne proposed changes in federal sentencing policy reflect our 
continuing belief that incarceration is appropriate for drug 
traffickers, violent criminals, and repeal offenders. These 
recornxnendations also embody our conviction that the best thing 
to do with non~violent drug users is to get them off drugs so they 
can start productive lives. We need to be smart, not soft, on 
crime. To this end, we have asked Congress to budget more 
money for drug courts. Two hundred drog courts already offer 
effective alternatives to non~violent offenders who give up drugs, 
Changing federal sentencing penaining to cocaine is a major step 
towards a drug policy that is perceived by all Americans as both 

• 

9/18/98bttp;llwv.w, whitehousedrugpolicY.govl 
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This articie appeared in the Washington Times, Sunday. Ocrober 
5. 199; 

Race and Drugs: Perception and Reality 
New Rules for Crack Versus Powder Cocaine 

by Barry R. McCaffrey, Djrec~(}r 
Office or Nalio.,1 Drug Co.trol POlicy 

"Would you close your eyes for a second, envision a drug user. 
and describe that person to me?" This question appeared on a 
survey, the results of which were published in 1995 in the 
Journal ofAlcohol and Drug Education (Burston, Jones, and 
Robertson-Saunders, "Drug Use and African Americans: ~Iyth 
Versus Reality"). Ninety~five percen~ of respondents pictured a 
black drug user while only 5 percent imagined other racial 
groups, The truth is: most drug users in the United States are ' 
white. African Americans constitute only 15 percent of current 
U.S. drug users, Before falsely stigmatizing any minorities, we 
should bear in mind that more whites than blacks use both 
fOlms of cocaine (according to the 1995 National Household 
Survey on Drug Abuse), Cocaine is a problem that afflicts the 
entire country, 

The controversy over federal sentencing disparities for "crackn 

versus powder crn;:aine reflects and contributes to racial tension. 
At present. federal laws :pertaining to crack cocaine are a hundred 
times more severe than for powder cocaine. As a result of the 
1986 Anti-Drug Abuse Act, a five-year minimum prison 
sentence is required for anyone possessing five grams of crack 
or five hundred grams ofpowder cocaine. By comparison. 
simple possession (no distribution intended) of small quantities 
of powder cocaine -- on the part of first-time offenders ~~ is only 
a misdemeanor punishable by no more than a year in prison. 
Because crack cocaine is less expensive and 'more common in 
inner cities, harsher punishment for crack has been interpreted as 
discrimination against blacks, 

The current federal sentencing policy has produced 
disproportion ally severe punishment for African-Americans. 
According to the most recent figures, African Americans 
constitute 15 percent of cocaine users. However, 38 percent of 
those charged with powder cocaine violations, and 88 percent of 
those convicted ofcrack cocaine charges, are black. (Crack 
acCOll."its for about half of total U.S. cocaine conswnption.) For 
crimes involving SO to 150 grams ofcocaine. crack defendants 
received median sentences of 120 months in prison compared to 
I g months for powder. Since nearly all cocaine is smuggled into 
our country and transponed over state lines in powdered form 
(one gram of powder cocaine converts into .89 grams of crack}, 
the federal sentencing disparity has produced Jong incarceradon 
for low~level crack dealers rather than for international. 
interstate. and wholesale traffickers. 

Attorney General Janet Reno and I reviewed the U.S. Sentencing 

http://www.whitehousedrugpolicy,gov! 9/18/98 
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TAllLJi: 17 
Il'UHBER OF IllulG CLIEw.t 'l'REATMBNT ADMISSIONS BY RACE/ETHNICITY AND 

BY STATE FOR FISCAL YEAR 1995 
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inmates who were released and lhen 
readmitted on lhe same sentence, 

Among inmates sentellCed 10 serve 
1heir lime in jail, violent offenders 
expected 10 serve the iongest (half 
were to serve emonths or less on a 
median sentence 0112 monthS) and 
public..order offenders the shortest (4 
monlhs or less on a median sentence 
of 5 months) (table 11). Among those 
serving time for drug I)ffenses, half 
anticipated 5el\lil'l9 7 months or less 
on.it median sentence ot 12 months. 
Half ot lllOSe sentenced for properly 

offenses expected to serve 8 months 
or I~ (on a median sentence of 11 
months). 

Overall, b'ased on the mean sentence 
(22.9 months} and the mean time 
expected lei be saNea untit release 
(10.4 monthS}, offenders sentenced 
to jail were to serve on average 45% 
of their tolal maximum senlence, 

Reported drug use rose 
between 1989 and 1996 

A higher percentage of inmales in 
1996 than in 1989 repOtted use ot 
every type of drug except cocaine 

(table 12). The percentage 01 inmates 
ever using mariiuana lOse from 71 Of", to 
78%: stimulantS (amphetamine and 
methamphetamine) from 22% to 34%: 
M!luclnogens, InCluding LSD and PCP. 
from 24% to 32%: depressants. indud
:ng Quaalude. oarbiturates, and tran
quilizers without a doctor's prescription. 
kom 21% to 30%: and heroin or other 
opiates kom 19% to 24%. Half of 
Inmates in both years repOtted trying 
cocaine, Overai/. 62"1$ oj all fail 
inmates in 1996 said ihey had ever 
used an illegal drug. up from 78% 
in 1989. 

Only convicted offenders were asked 
if they had used drugs in the month 
before or at the lime of the offense that 
had broughl1hem to jail. Ouring,the 
month before their offense over half 
of convicted jail inmates reported they 
had used illegal drugs, up from 44% 
In 1969, Use of marijuana in tt'le 
month befOre the offense increased 
from 26% 10 37% and 01 stimolanls 
irom 5'0/* to 10'0/0. Reported cocaine 
or Cl'ack lISe was stable a1 about 24%. 

Thirty-six percent of convicted jail 
inmates said they were using drugs 
at 1he time Of tMir Offense in 1996, 
compared to 27*k in 1989. Almos! 2 
in 10 were uSing marijuana io 1996, 
and i in 10 In 1989. Approxrmalely 
6% in 1996 and ~/o-In 1969 were using 
amphetamine or oltier stimulanls. 
In both 1996 and 1989 about 15% 
were on cocaine or crack althe time 
of the offense. 

,-~ 18.8 '.B '.0 03 

: Table 12. Prior drug use of jali tnmates. by type of drug, 1996 end '989 
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--;2% in 1990" In Doth years an 
:timated 3% wetl! being held for 
hOrTIicide and 3% lor a sexual otfenS8" 

Jusl under a quarter of jail inmales 
were charged with a public-order 
oHense in 1996 and 1989, In botn 
years. 7% to g% of inmates were being 
held for driving while intoxicated (DWI) 
wlln alcohol 0" drugs or for driving 
under the influence (our). Two percent 
wete held tOt a weapOns vioiation in 
1989 and 1996. 

Unconvicled inmates were more 
likely than convicted inmates .0 

be in jail tor seriouB ottenses 


A substantially higher percentage 
of unCOnYICled (37°,~) 1han convicted 
(22%) inmates were being held 
for violent offenses. Among those 
awaiting trial or arraignment. 6% had 
been Charged with homicide, 15% 
wiln assault and 9% with robbery. 
Among COnyicled inmates, 1% had 
Deen convicUZld of homicide, 10% 
assault. and 6% robbery. 

Offsetting lhese differences were 
smaller percentages of public-order 
(17%) and proper.y.(26%) offenses 
among unconvictoo inmates lhan 
among convicted inmates (26% 
and 290ft;, respectively}. 

These diflerences can be attributed 
to the tOWer rates of pretrial release 

. among those offenders with the most 
serious offenses as well as their 
greater chances of going to prison 
upon convict10n. A quarter 01 
sentenced i!'lmales were 10 serve 
some portion oi their sentence 
in prison. 

Offenses vary among men and 
women; among blacks, whites, 
and Hispanics; and by age group 

Male inmates were nearly Iwice as 
likely as temale inmates to be In jail for 
a violent oliense {table 5): AbOU1 12% 
of t,e men, compared to 8% 011he 
women, were in jail for assault; 7"/0 
of the men and 3% 01 the women wete 
there lor robbery. OveraU, 28% of the 

me" were in jail for a violent oHense, 
compared to 15% of tne women. 

Women were more likely tnan men 
to be in jail for a drug offense. Among 
female inmates 27% wefe held for drug 
law violations; among male inmates. 
21%. Women (24%) were also more 
than twice as likely as men (11 %) to 
be In jail for fraud or theft. 

Proportionately more black and 
Hispanic inmates than whites were in 
jail for drug offenses. More than 1 in 4 
blacks and Hispanics compared to 1 in 
1 whites were in jad for a drug law viola~ 
tion. Regardless of race or Hispanic 
origin. about hatf of Ihe drug offenders 
were in jail for drug possession. 

Slack inmates (29%) were somewhat 
.more likely than while (24%) or 

HispaniC (25%) mmales 10 be ;n ,ail tor 
a violent offense. Much 01 this ditter
ence is the reSUlt of a nlgner percent
age of robbers (10%) among black. 
inmates than among whileS (3%) 
or HispaniCS (6QkJ 

Among white inmates the masl 
common offense was OWl or OUL 
An estimaled 13% ot white inmates. 
compared to 7% of Hispanics and 2~0 
of blac~, were in jail for OWl/OUt, 

The distribution of offense types 
except drug ottenses also varied 
by age. Violent offenses were the 
most frequent among younger inmat.es. 
Almost a third of those 24 or younger, 
but a lourth of lhose 25 or older, were 
ir'j jail for a violeN offense. About 10% 
of inmates 24 or younger. 6% ot lnose 
between ages 25 and 34, and 4% 

Table 5. Most serious o1fenseol Jail inmetes. by sex, 
rscclHispanic origin, end age, 1996 

HomiCiOe° 3.4 2.• 
Sexuai assault' 3.' " .1 4.7 2.3 2.4 4.3 
Robbery 6.' 3A 3.3 6.7 10.2 3.' 
AssauJl 11.9 .. 2 1l.1 H.7 11.2 11,4 
Otner ....Olenl 1.8 1.8 2.0 2.2 2.2 1.6 

Property oH.I1"1"$ 26.3% 31.7% 30.0'% 26.'% 22.3% 29.9% 27.1% 23.7%,.•6.1 37 '.1 7.' 9.7 '.1 '.1 
lareeny!ttleft 7.4 e.g 5.3· 
Motor vel'lide met! 2.7 1.4 2.1 2.' 3.3 4.1 21 L7 
FraJd 3.8 lU '.7 4.5 2.l 3.9 4.6 '.2 
SIOIen orooerty 2.3 .9 2.0 2.2 2.9 2.1 
O1l'1er orooenv 2.0 1.6 2.4 1.7 " 2.5 1.7 '" 

""...'" 1;>1 8.7 7.0 8.4 . ,.

2.0 1.8 

OrlJfI ottenses 21 4'10 27A~ 14.1',. 27 .6~,. 2V~~ 19.6% 23.6'l~ 22.3% 
Possession 11.3 13.3 7.3 "4'-9 13A 10.2 12.5 n.5 
TtalN:klng '1.4 5.6 10.9 13.4 '.6 9.6 9.2,.• 
Olhe'lunsoecilieq drug 1.2 2.7 1.2 1.8 9 .9 1.' Ui 

Publlc..or!ler oHen", 243% 24.7% 31 4~~ 16.9% 24.eo,. 18.0% 24.6% 30.2% 

Weapons 2.5 .7 U 3.1 2.4 3.7 1.4 2.0 

Qpstrucuon 01 jU511ce 4.7 '.0 5.9 4.6 '.9 5.0 4.• 

TraffiC violalloos 33 1.9 42 1.8 3.7 2.1 39 3.3 
" 
OIiWlgwlilie 

irnol(leated 76 5' 13.2 1.' 7.2 2A 7. 12.0 
DI1,mkenness/fnolsls 1.1 5A 1.9 2.0 2.2 1.1 2.2 2.1 
VIQIa:IOf! oj 

0810le!prOballOn 2.5 3.0 2.8 3.3 2.S 2.' 2.8 
cn<'!u puo_ie-Ofoer 2.0 2.6 2.0 1.'" 2.' 1.2 2.2 2.7 

Olher Offenses ."% 1.~;' .7% .4% .4,,:,~ 'hO~~ .'1% 1% 

N'Jmoer ot 1iI.~1 inmates ":'45.952 5.0.657 185.122202.625 91.6t\-1. 154. '129 165.131 157.350 

·NorH·tspanlc inmates only, 

'Ineluoes tnl,irqer "no nonnegl!\}l'!rn trulrIslaugr.uJf, 

<It\c'!.idl.!$ rape am:: olher $exlJ3l aU3u:t 


. 
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Hispanic: probationers reported the 
lowest ievels of prior drug use 

There were few differences be:tWeen 
men and women in the percentages 
01 reported drug use (table 6), Nearly 
eQual percenlages of men (70%.) and 
women {68%) had used drugs in the 
past as well as at the time of offense 
(14% and 12%. respective!y). How
ever,.men reported consistently higher 
percentages lor measures ot prior al~ 
cohOl abuse. Men were more likely 
rhan worrw;:m·to report alcohol influence 
at the lime of offense (44% compared 
to, 26%) and a prior bi:nge drinking ex
perience t4~k compared to 1611/Q), 

Prior drug use pattems varied little 
across racia! or ethnic groups, While 
Hispanics reponed !ower drug use on 
aU measures, non-Hispanic whites and 
b!acks reported higher leve~s of use, 
Roughly 7 in 10 whites and biackS said 
they had used drugs in trle past, ana 1 
in 7 of both groups said they nad used 
drugs at the lime of their offense. On 
the three measures 01 prior alcohol 
abuse, white adults on probation had 
higher percentages than black and 

Hispanic adults. Nearly half of whites 
reponed alcohol influence at the time 
01 offenSe, compared to a thi~ of His~ 
panics and a quaner of blacks. 

Prior drug use dropped dramatic:auy 
among probationerS age 45 Or older 

Adults on probation in the age catego
ries under 45 (87% of all probationers) 
reported simIlar levels of prior drug 
ab!JSe. and their incidence of drug use 
was conslStenliy higher 1han that of 
older probationers: Over 7Q11~ 01 pro
bationers under 45 reported some 
prior dr,Jg use, compared ~o 37% ot 
those 45 Or older. Thirty:tive percent 
of prObationers unoer 45 - but gllft, pf 
older prObationers - reporten drug 
use in the month betore their of1ense. 

Measures of prior alcohol ab!JSe dis
played little variaMn acrOSS age 
groups. For example, between 30% 
and 38%. ot all age groups reponed 
a binge drinking experience. About 
equal percentages 01 probationers un
der 45 (24°/11) and older probationel'S 
(27%) fit lhe CAGE profile of alcohol 
dependence or reported alcohol 

influence a: rhe time ot offense 13911"., 
and 46%. respectively). 

Over 80% of probationers with 
a GED reported past drug use 

Probationers with aGED ia General 
Equivalency Diploma, or tne equivalent 
to a high schoo! degree} consIstently 
reponed the highest levels 01 prior 
drug use when comoared to those with 
other educaiional attainments, Over 
80% ot the probationers wilh aGED 
said they had used drugs, and 58% 
reponed regular drug use in the past 
However. probationers with a GED re
ported levels of prior a~hoJ abuse 
similar to those oj olher probationers. 

For other categories of educational 
background, reponed drug use vaned 
between 26% and 34% jor the month 
belore the oHense and between 12% 
and 15% for the time of the offense. 
Probationers with an elementary etfu~ 
cation reporteo the lowest levels ot any 
past drug use (50%). Across the edu· 
calional categories, from 35<% to 44% 
of probationers commined their of
fense under the influence 01 a!cohol. 

Table 6, Levels of prior drug use, by selected chamcterialics of adult prObationers, 1995 

Percent 01 EfObationers 
Probauonat'S' lellel 01 prior drug use Probatlo~r$' pnor alconoi abU$e 

Under the Had Itlr" Of 

Number o:! Ever., USOd 
I" the 
monm prior AI me lime 

influence 01 " Evm nae a more po$itr/il 
alcollOl at time binge drinking CAGE 

CI'l(lracl(1t1$lJC efObanoner5 'lhe e!$1 regulartv' 10 otIense 01 offense of offense e!2!!:nence" re!l2:2nsu 

All "robatlotlllfs 2.065,895 69,4% 43,4% 31.6% 13.5'1-<. 39,9% 35.3% 24,0"'1..i, S	.. 
Maoe • ,636.017 69.9% 44.7"k 33.7% ,~.O% ~3.5% ~0,4% 25,5%, 
Female 42!'U79 67,7 38.4 24,6 11.~ 26.2 16.1 18.1 

,I RaCe/Hispanic origin 
White fIO"'· ... ISpanIC 1,264.990 7US'" 46.re. 33.1% 136'\.. 46.6'tD 43.3% 28:5% ,I 	 BlacK fI01"· ... ;spanic 509.919 68.1 43.8 34,7 14.7 26.2, 192 15.8 ' 
HUSP6ntC 228.399 56.4 32.3 2.3..3 1Q.7 3V V,7 1$,$ 
OUler 82,565 59,3 ' 2'" 14.5 13.8 4L5 ,,",,5 21,C 

lAo< 
; 	 2:4 Of younger 55£.160 69.9% 42.3% 38.3% 15,4% 26"'% 35.00.. 14.4%, 

25-'" 7'13,204 16,9 41.3 ""',9 14.5 	 35,1 24,0'''0 
35.... 523,553 75,4 $2,0 32,5 14.0 47.4 37.6 32,5 
4!H>4 191,382 22.4 U.6 5,3 41.6 33,1 32.3"''''55 or elder 80,967 21,4 6,8 3,8 U 55.5 31'" 14.2 

Education 
Bit! graoe Of IIl$$ 114.8113 .49.5% :12.1'% 25.5% 1S,~. 42.7~ 2$,2"'4. 2£.4% 
$emu high sel'lOCl 509,09J 11..5 4.3,2 3"'8 14.6 35,1 35,7 21,5 
GED 224.007 "lS 57,7 44,. 11.4 4.3,1 4"" .31.0 

, 	 High llC1'IOO1 graduale 595,115 65.0 40.0 30,5 12.4 38.8 :15. 22,1, Some c(liIege or !"!lore 586.2:3£ 1116 44A 27,3 11.7 43.S 330 25.6, 
,I 'Ragulill! U$e IS da1:neo illS once a mel<: or mole lot al leasl a montn. ----! ·BmgiJ OMklt'!9 IS a6i-MC as hillvlng Cotlllt;me\! iii finn clllQUOf in ill smgle aay. eQUIvalent to 20 dMkS• .3 oemes of wine. or 3 S!X.paek,.s 0: !:leer, 
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driving while intoxicated was the single 
most frequent offense (17%1. followed 
by assault {10%), drug possession 
(10%), and drug trafficKing (10%), 
Women most frequently were sen· 
tenced to probation lor property 01~ 
fenses (43%), partjcutany fraud (21 %) 
and !arcenyllhett (1 7% 

). Fourteen per· 
cent 01 women on probation were con
victed of driving while intoxicated, only 
slightly below the percentage for men, 

Among non-Hispanic probationers, 
blacks (31 %) were nearly twice as 
likely as whites (17%) to be under su' 
pervision tor a drug offense. Among 
Hispanic probationers nearly a quarter 

had been convicted of a drug offense. 

White (21%) and Hispanic (17%,) pro

. bationers were also more than twice as 

likely as black probationers (8%) 10 be 
under supervision for OWL Nearly 
equal percentages of whites and 
blacks were on probation to! violent 
and property offenses. ' 

, ,,
Table 4. Prior sentences Of adults on 
probatjon. by In. raceIHisPllnic origin. 
and severity of current offense, 1995 

S:!lveril1l Qf £l,!rrenl gtliIDllt 
Prior Qtt...!ltlse TOlat 

Probation 
Non. 5e.~.. 
Pno' sentence" 41.7 

J,Jvenl!e ,.• 
Mull 36.8 

IncarQemUon 
Non. 69.1% 
PrtO; Mnten<::e' 3O.3 

"lMInde 3,7 
Adl,llt 27.2 

Probation or incarceration 
NOne 49.9% 
Prior ltentenee' 50.1 

J!,I1IQ'nile '.0 

Mult 45,1 


Number 01 
probatiOnl!trs 2,179.214 1,331.995 146,464 

Nole: ex:ciwll$ 441,346 ~tlQners (17% of aU aduttS 
on probation> WhO$&!)'IOr convictIOn stalIJS was not 
1'/lOWfn, $" ~y and <,ppendt/( table 3 tot 
dlsCUSSlQrl oj coverage 01 criminal history OQta. 
'Detail: may add 10 more lhan 10'1<11 because.some 
proballOnefs had pnor sameness <IS both an adutt 
and a juvenile. 	 . 

Characten·sticsof Adults on ProbatiOn. 1995 

OWl accounts for more than a 
quarter of probationers over 8ge 44 

Convictiol'!$ for driving while Intoxicated 
bore a strong relationship to age, 
increasing steadily from 7% of thOse 
under age 25 to 28% of those age 45 
or older. OWl was the single most fre
quent offense among probationerS in 
each age group 25 or older. Among 
those under age 25, larcenyltheft 
{14%), burglary (10%). anC! drug traf
ficking (10%) were the most common 
offenses. 

The relative frequency of other types of 
offenses also varied by age. Sexual 
assaul1 increased trom 2% of those 
under age 25 to 9% ot those age 45 
or older. Drug trafficking steadily 
declined with advancing age, from 
100k of probationers under age 25 
to 5% of those 45 or oider. 

Half of all probationers have 
B1 least one priQr sentence 

Half of all adults lormal~ sentenced to 
probation had a prior sentence to pm· 
bation Of incarceration. 45% as an 
adult and 9'Yo as a juvenile (table 4). 

Felgny Mipdpmeanor 

S7,6% GO,"" 
42.4 	 39.1 

'.0 4.0 


36.7 35.6 

..,."" 73.3% 
32.1 26,7 

4.7 1.7 
28.1 25,S 

49.2% 52.1% 
50.6 47.9 
10.3 5.' 
45.1 44,3 

,
Table 5. Most "/'ious current offense:. by prior aentenees , 
of adult. on probation, 1995 

....erior !i~n1!l11CBS 
Most seriQU$ Any Incar
current otten.n Tota' None !1pe Probation celallon,_

Total 

VloieM otfenM$ 
SexlJal a$5a\ft1 
AltsauH 
Other violet'll 

Proporty offenau 
BUrglary 
LefCtI'Ij'lIhefl. 
Fraud 

Drug ott&naaa 
PQ$$e,Slon 
Tratflcking 

Public-order ottensos 
Tratl"y; 

About 30010 of probationers had previ
ously been semenced to incarcers1:ion, 
while 42% had previously been 5enM 
tenced to probation, 

About a third of felons and a quarter 
of misderneanaOlS had a prior criminal 
history which included incarceration. 
The percentage ot felons having a 
juvenile record 01 incarceration was 
more th@!l double tnat of miSdemean_ 
ants (5°;0 compared to 2%). 

Violent offenders on probation the 
least likely to have a prior sentel'iCe 

Violent oftenders (45%) on probation 
were less likely than property (51 %) 
or public-order offenders (55%) to have 
had a prior sentence to probation or 
incarceration (table 5). Nearly half of 
aU drug offenders had a prior sentence, 
Arnong all probationers violent offend
ers had the lowest percentage (37%} 
with a poor sentence to probation, and 
putHic-oroat offenders, the higMst 
(45%). Led by those with traffic viela
tions, publiC-erder offenders also had 
the highest percentage of persons with 
a prier sentence Ie prison or jail (34%). 

,Dri~~ wt\ile inlDx:icatec 1." 48.7 51.3 40,6 3O,' , 
Nom: Exdudes an es1ima~ 458,704 probationers (18% 01 ail adultS 

! on probaoon):!er whOm ~ on CUttet'lt Oftel\Se Of poor 
: convietlon staiUl!l was not kIlown. 

, 

49.9% 50.1% 41.7% 30,3% 

1000. 55.3% 44.7% 36.8% 28.5% 
"lO ",,' 36.4 3',8 22.7 
HlO 52.9 41, , 40.3 28,4 
100 55.5 41.8 40,3...,,_ 

48JS% 5\2'1'.. 43,0%- 30,2% 
lOll 45,1 54.' 45,S 34,. 
100 53,5 46.5 38.1 ,.,. 
100 52,6 47,4 40,8 23.1 

100.. 51.3% 48.1% 40.6% 28.4% 
100 50.9 49.1 39.7 29.9 

,100 52,8 47.2 40.0 27.0 ,, , 
45,"". 54,9% 45,4% 34.1%,

100 33.5 66.5 54,2 45A 

I 
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Felons more than half of all adults 
on probation 

Of the 2.6 million adults formally 
sentenced to probation in 1995, an 
estimated 1.5 million had been con
victed of a felony (58%), 01 these, half 
had been convicted of a violent (20%) 
or drug (31 %) offense. Drug trafficking 
was the single mosl frequent offense 
among felons on probation (15%). 
This was closely followed by drug 
possession (13%), larcenylthett 
(11%), and burglary (10%). 

In contrast. 60% of the estimated 1 
million misdemeanants on probation 
had been convicted of a public-order 
offense - 35% tor driving while intoxi
cated, 10% for another traffic offense, 
and 5% for drunkenness or morals of
fenses. An estimated 14% of proba, 
tioners convicted of a misdemeanor 
had committed a violent offense (nearly 
all of whom were convicted 01 assault); 
18% a property offense; and 6% a drug 
offense. 

Women and non-Hispanic whites 
make up comparatively high 
percentages of adult probationers 

In 1995 women constituted 21% of the 
probalion population, or twice as large 
a share as among the jail and parole 
populations (10% each) and more than 
3 times the share of women in prison 
(6%) (table 2). 

Percent 
lemale. 
1995 

Probation 21% 
Jail 10 
Prison 6 

Unlike the Nation's jail and prison 
population, a. majority of probationers 
were non-Hispanic whites (58%). 

Percent 01 offenders 
Wll!llI: .e!ill Hispanic 

Probation, 1995 58% 28"1'. 11% 
Jeil' 37 41 18 
Stale prisoo' 35 46 17 
Federal prisoo' 38 30 28 

'Based on surveys 01 jaH inmates conducted 
in 1995·96 ana 01 State BOd Federal inmates 
conducted in 1991. 

Non,Hispanic whites accounted tor a 
larger share of misdemeanants than 
lelons (62% compared to 55%). Non
Hispanic btacks constituted 28% of all 
probationers (31% of felons and 25% 
of misdemeanants). Hispanics, who 
may be of any race, comprised 11% 
of both felons and misdemeanants. 

Slightly more than half of all probation
ers never married (51%), and 58% had 
compl~ted at least high school or a 
GED. Felons (54%) were somewhat 
less likely than misdemeanants (63%) 
to have completed high school or a 
GED. 

Types of offenses vary among men 
and women and blacks, whites, and 
Hispanics on probation 

Men were more likely than women 
to be sentenced for a violent offense 
(19% compared to 10%). but nearly 
as likely to have been sentenced for 
a drug offense (22% of men and 20% 
of women) (table 3). Among men, 

Table 3, Mast serious offense at adul18 an probation, by sex, race/H18panic origin, and age, 1995 

Ag!! 
Most serious ~g)( RacelHilllH!!li!< Qrigin 24 01 45 or 
curt ant otleose Male· Famale White Black HlspaOl!< YQunaer 25'34 35·4<1 OId!!f 

Vlolenl offenses 19.4% 9.5% 16.5"1'_ 17.1% 19.4% 16.5% 17.0% 17.4% 20.3"1'. 
Homicide .6 .9 1.0 .3 .3 .6 .9 1.1 
Sexual assault '.3 .6 '.9 1.2 2.4 I.' 3.0 3.' 9.1 
Robbery 2.0 I.' 1.0 3.1 2.4 3.1 1.3. 2.0 .7 
Assault 10.3 5.1 7.6 11.0 11.6 9.0 10.3 '.7 7.1 ,.•Other violent 2.2 1.5 2.0 1.6 2.7 2.2 2.0 2.3 

Property offenses 25.3% . 42.6°,4 29.9% 28.6% 23.8% 38.7% 27.0% 22.9% 24.7% 

Burglary 6.6 2.' 6.3 5.5 '.3 10' 5.2 3.5 2.2 

Larcenyfthef'l '.2 16.5 10.0 10.9 13.6 9.3 '.2 7.2 

Molor veoicle theft 1.5 1. I 1.0 2.7 2.5 I.. .7 .1 

Fraud 3.7 20.8 7.4 7.' 5.6 '.6 7.9 7.7 10.3 

SlOlen property 2.0 2.0 1.3 1.5 3.0 I.. 1.3 1.0 

Other property 3.2 .9 3.2 2.5 1.3 1.6 3.'
••• '.' 

Orug offen ... 21.7% 20.1% ·17.O'r. 30.9% 23.1% 19.7'% 23.9""- 23.2% 13.4% 
Possession 10.3 '.0 '.1 13.4 10.9 '.0 10.7 11.2 '.1 

I Trafticklng 9.7 9.7 7.' 14.2 9.7 10.2 10.8 9.' '.7
I Otharlunspec:itied 1.7 2.4 1. I 3.' 2.' 1.5 2.3 2.2 .6
I 

i Public-oraer offenses 32.3% 26.5% 35.6% 22.2% 30,4"1'. 22.1% 31.5% 35.7'% 40.7% 
Weapons 2.' .7 I.' 3.2 2.5 3.9 2.3 .9 I.' 
ObstNction ot justica 2.3 1.7 2.1 2.' 2.1 2.6 2.7 1.3 I.' 
Trattic '.7 '.7 '.7 5.0 '.7 '.2 5.S ••• 3.2 
Onving while intoxicated 17.4 14.2 21.2 7.7 17.3 7.1 16.4 22.7 27.7 
Orunkennesalmorals 2.0 2.5 2.0 2.3 1.6 1.5 2.0 2.7 2.3 
Other public·order 3.1 2.' 3.9 1.6 2.2' 2.7 2.6 3.S '.3 

Olher 1.3% 1.3% 1.0% 1.2% 3.2% 3.1"1'. .6"1'. .7% .8-,4 

Number 01 probaboners 2.057.405 538,094 1,521.161 717.389 295.243 700.261 957.412 641.015 296.811 

Note: Excludes an estimeted 25.061 probaboners (1 % 01 all adults 
on probation) lor whom Inlormatlon on type 01 of'lense was l\CIt reponed. 
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CUtT8m ofI6fJ5S$ of wtIItBs.. t1Iac:lc$. 
andHispll_ 

In bOth Federal and State pri$oni. btad> 
and HisQanlC inmates were more likely 
than Whites to be !erv1Mg a sentence lor 
131\19 Charges (table 4), Among Fedef&j 
Il.males about 80'0/0 01 the His;:lanics. 
55% 01 the blacks, and 46% Of the 
wnite$ were in pnson for a arug: offense. 
In S18~e onson$ drug ottenoers a.eeounf.. 
ed tor 33% of Mis~anic tnmatM. 25% of 
black Inmates. and 120/0 of white 
Inmates. 

Wl'1lte and black inmates were 
imDrisoned tot violent cnma more 
often than HiSpanics, 

.. Violent offenses: 
F«teral pnson Inmates 

19% of whrtes 
22 of b1aekS 

6 01 HlSparUcs 

State pnson inmates 
49% 01 whites 
47 of blaC;k$ 
39 01 Hispanics 

IT-. 4. CVnwl1 ol'ltl1tM of ~ Feowal ,1'Id SIaM #It1SOn tnmat.s.!by ftICI;e .Jt(I HlSp;Ude origin. 1111 
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CUlTSnt offenses 0/ cinzens 
and m:mcitJZens 

Associated witn me tejafl~IY large 
percentage of Hiscaruc Inmatu servJr.; 
a ""tenct tor orug otter'lSB$. esoeclally 
Federal offenses, nonclt:zens were more 
likely man dUtens in bot:' Feoera' and 
Sta1e pl't$Or\$ to be OflJg oftenoers !table 
5), In Feeleral PI'lSons es%- 01 nof\Cju:e~ 
inmates and 52% ot citizens were serv
ing a sentence for drug offenses; itt 
Stw prisons, 45% of nonCItIzens and 
20% oj citizens. By contrast, Moncit .. 
zoos were less !iktly Inan CItIZens 10 be 
in prison tor viOlen! oMenses: 

In Feder311a.ci!tlies 2% of non:::tttens 
and 21 % of citizens and 

In $_ pnsons 3So/c of noncitizens 
and 47% 01 dtizens, 

Ta. $, Ct.n'M1 ~ 01 ~ 
FMend _ S.. prt&On imn..... 

by~1p.111' 
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31% of Inmates committed their offense under the Influence 
of drugs, and 1]ok committed their offense to get money for drugs 

Drug ___on __ """,lng 

time for bur\IlII'Y, robbery, or drUg 0_. 
AtnotlO tnmat.. 80"'''\1 a ..ntancelGr IIJrgIary 0' 
_ry, atxM 6 In 10 ,nmateS had usao dNQ$ in !he 
momn _ .. 11'18 ,,"OS! lor tna currant offense, an~ 
abOut 4 in 10 were lJI"Ider the infIuenc:a at tria time of 
IIle oflonsa 

Overall, viOl8nt and PIiliic__1$ _siesS 
li",ly tnan property o~ers to _ usao orugs in !he 
montn _ .. tnat, 0_ and 11> _ commiIIsCI that, 
CUl'AInt offense undar 1ha inlllJenca of drugs. For 
violent offGMers using Orugs in !I1e mon1h _re the. 
offa.,.., only inmateS _&<I of .-ybad abOut 
too sama pe,,:ommg8 of drug use as praperty_ 
ers. AmonQ InmateS in prison fo, violent oflons8S
Oll'\8rtnan _ry, _ 8O_1or __n 
(20%), ~ (23%), or nomicide !2!1%) WOOl lass 
lik8ly tnan property offenders (3.5%) 11> haw ccmml!llld 
tooir offense undor1he inIIuonC8. ' 

Money !Dr drVlI" """_mora tIIan a qwI/I8I'
of the 1IIm_ lentlnced lor rPbety, burglary,
orl8rceny . '\ 

Twamy·S8\01In pen:enl 01 inmates In INCn!Dr _ry
and 30% of _ sarvIng tim. !Dr IIJrgIary raport&<l 
commi!li1lg that, offense to get money for drugs. 
AI:>out 25'4 Of JnmatlllS in INCn "" drUg ~atfiddng
'opcn&<l money \Ol' drugs as a moti\01l, 

Drug ....... wera mora IIktIy 

to have commtued Obi. 

thai could gat them money 

Currlm"".... cld...."".".. 
All inmate. 5C1'1io "N3'''' 

Vlotem ottenus ..... 21'11. '2%0H_ 
<3 28 5 

Sexual U$8II1t 3' 2J) 2 
RObbery 59 38 27 
As..., 42 23 $ 

PropenyoftenloO$ 35%..'" .. BU'91Brf 59 3ll 
I.an:Ony 54 38 3' 

Of\lgof'tQnIH 60% 37'11. 22% 
PO$S8$SIQft 386' 

,. 
Traf!Id<lng 59 36 :IS 


Pub!ic-orderattensl$ 35% ,eY. 5'11. 

F.M 

Inmates' dlUg """ v ...... d ....,."aln; 
to prtaone, _IIIc:torlSliCO 

en""",.-
AllntniUn 17% 

s•• 
50% 3'% ISO..M'"

Fema 54"" 36% 24% 

A_sparIiI:Origln 

w .... 49% 32% '5'~ 


49 29 17 

Hilpanic 34 20
.. 
-

Ago

17oryou.r 5'% 22% 9% 

'11-24 52 3' 1$ 

25-29 55 34 18 
30-34 56 37 2' 
3S-44 46 3. 17 
45-54 211 15 10 
55orolat 3•• • ,. .. 

Compared III men In pl'llOn, -...en bad _ 
dnoge and IIad ...__.. to buy dlUg. 
ralallYoly mora otten 

Fern"'" inmates wor. more 1",1y I!1an m"'" inmatlllS 
to _ usao drugs in 1he monlh betore tn& olf.""" 
(54% _ 50%) and to haVe boor> """'" tno 
inIluence at 1ha time of 11'\8 offanse (36".. YIlrsus 31%). 

Noany 1 in 4 women 'in prisOn reporl&<l committing 
their climlllS to obtain money for CfI'IJgS compared 
to about 1 in 6 man. 

By moat _ ...., HI8penJc fnIIIaIn_ higher 
1111..of dJUg """ tIIan non-lllllpanlc_ 

HispaniC inmateS wo'a mo'. likely tnan 01l'I0, inmates 
11> have usao drugs in 11'\8 monll'l prtor to 1ha otfOl'1$ll 
(54% ccmP8r&d 10 49%). While HisPaniC (34%) aM 
white (32%) inmatlllS WO'. almost equally lil<aly 10 ""YIl 
been under tne inIluence at 11'\8 time 01 tile offense, 
ClaCk inmatlllS were""'" IikIlIy (29%). 

Twenty percent of Hispanic inmates '1IPDI'Cad gotIing 
money for drugs as a reason 10, committing ttlOir 
crimes, COmpared 11> 15'11. of white inmateS and 11% 
cl black Inmmes, 



T118 cummtotlenae 01 whHe, black. and Hispanic Inmates 
waa mo",likoly to be a drug ottense in 1991 than In 1986 

MoslsenOU$ 
oftenslil'

V,,"""
PrapertY 
Orug 
Public-ordef 
NlJmbOt 248,705 177.181 

5 • 
321.217 202.872 

21 
33

•
117.632 56,505 

,.. 

Male inmates were more likely than ternate 
inmates to be in prison fat a violent ottense 

Percenl 01 
'nmine$ 

s~o------------------------

40% ~ 

0"/.. 
V!me~ Prooerty Drug PUblit>orde' 
of'enaers offenoell otiercers offenoell 

Male • Female 

"" 
• Women were aI>O!.II equally tikely 11> be in prison 
ler a \'iolent, a _GIl)', or a drug offense. 

• 12.600 women were serving a sentence for drug
• _. In 1991. a 432%-lrcreas&trnm abOut 2.4()O 
female inmates serving time tor drugs if"l 1986. 

• 137.700 male drug offend.'" in ,991 rO!l,_med 
a 281%-increas& tram m8 36,100 in prison In 1986. 

• In 1991 women in prison were more likely 

than men to be serving time for-
homicide (15% versus 12%) 

larcany (1 1% .."'us 5%) 

fraud (10% versus 2%)

drugs (33",10 ve"'us 21%). 


• Men were m01"e likely tharl women 

to be in prisorl tor
rotlbory (15% ..rsus 8%) 

assault (8% versus 6%) 

burglary (13% versus 5%). 


In 1991 blact end Hqpanlc Inmales wore 
mo,. Uk.ly than whtt& inmates to be aerving 
a Hfttenc& tor a drug off.nse 

• From 1986 to 1991, the number of black inmates 
S!Mng a sentence tor orugs Jncreasea 44~o, the 
number ot convieteo Hispa~ic orug offencers wen: 
up 324·.4. and the r.umoer of wnites in pl'llon 
tor drugs grew 115%. 

• tn 1991, among inmates serving tIme tor a 
(lrug Offense-

- 77"10 at wnnes, 75'% of Hispanics, ano as% o~ 
blacKS I'1ad been senter'!ced in tne past to prooa~lon 
Or incarceration 
- 16'% at wnites, 15%- 01 HiSpanics, and ~o Of 
bacKs !'\ad MTVtd time tor a prior violent offense, 

In 1986 and 1991 _ half the whtte Inmates 
were serving time for violent aime, 

• The percentage ot whfte jnmates serving 
a sentence to!
- sexual-assautt rOM, from 11% in 1986 
to 15% in 1991 
-- r.-ry declit\eO. lrom 15% to 10'", 
-- nomielde remained 14% 
- ass;wt remained 7%• 

T118 _mages 01 blact and HIII""ni. 
1nrnete8 In prison lor violent offen.... 
docllned -..en 1986 end 1991 

" The l)ef'C:ernage of b!ack inmates seMf"Ig 
a sentence fOr
-- hom,cll:lededined, Irom 15% to 12% 
-- r.-ry """lined, lrom 2~1o to '9%. 

• Tho percentage of HiSpanic Inmat.. seMng 
a sentence tor
- hOmici:l. dedine\1, from 15% to 11% 
- robbery deClined, Irom 19% to 13%. 

Soun:c:; u.s. Dqattnxat of JI.SII:Xr¢. ~u.r JId:tiI:c SbJ:imn, ~ t.1}'SIDJi! Pri.:uM JMwa.." 1991. May 1993. 5 
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Among inmates with Children, women were currert1 oHensa corn!)arfKt to 5Q114 of the 
more li!reiy ff'lan men to nave had COntaCt men. FemaHll inmates were also mOle 
witI'I tnerr children 's!nCe aoml$Su)n to liKely Ulan male Inmates to nave used 
prison, regardless of the Children's, ages drugs reguiarly r6S~ versus 62%), to have 
(table 101. NeiJrly 900/0 of women Vl'rt.tl used CIrUQ$ daiJy in the montn preceding 
children under age 18 had conUJe1 with their offense (410/0 VfJI'$US 3Rj, and TO 

ttleTr eniki'en. comoared to about SO% 01 ha'l/e tleen under the influence at ~he time 

men. An estimated 81% 01 women with of the offense (36% 'l/ersua 3'%}. Near1y 

onty adutt ettildren. compared to 7~ of 1 in" fema inmate$ rePOtted committing 
mer., hao contact: witt; ttiose ch'ldr'er. their ottense to get money to buy drugs. 
dlJring then- incarceratIOn. compared to 1 1M 6 males, ' 

Since entering prison. half 01 tne women Comoared to the women in pnson in 1986. 

had been Vlsned Dy theirehlldren, lour~ higher pereemages Of female Inmates in 
tiflhS: had COffl)$ponded Cy mail. ,and 19S1l'8QOned mat tnay nad used drugs 
tt'!teEKluarters !'lad talked wrth mem . in the month before thelr oflel'\5e (54% 
on the phone, compal't)d to 5(7%) (table 12). Among 

women U$ing a drug it'! the month before 
An estImated 46% of women with minor me Offense, the cercentage using cocaine 
cnllOren 5aJd mey tall(8cLwith thee or eract< ros~ from 23% in 1986 to 36% 
children ort the phone af IeUI once a in 1991. However, marijuana use during 
week: 45% had contaC'l Dy mell at least the urne period declined from 30% ot the 
onee a week; and 9% were visited Oy their women to 20%. The use ~ other 1:yi:)G$ of 

ehil(Sren, Female inmates with ChitCtren drugs arther deetined or mmained abou1 
younger man 1ewere more likely than the t.8me during lI'ILS period. 
those with only aduil cnitdreM to make 
jaity telephOne callS to their children About tM same percsntage 01 women 
;i 6% versus 11 %). in bath years said tney were UnQef the 

inftuence of drugs at the time of lneir 
::>rug use history oftente. At tne: time of tt'Ie!r offense, 230/0 

of femakt inmates were using coc::aine 01 

Nomen in prisen in 1991 u~ more dtuga cradc in 1991. UP lrom 1:2% in 19SEi. 
lMd USed those drugs more frequ&rnJy than Marijuana use dr'OQped from 8% 10 5%. 
men (table 11), About 54% of the women Use of heroin and other opmes remained 
nad used drugs in the month before ttterr about the tame, 

! flbl. 10. StatI: 9rtson rnmates' coMKt Wfth tMtt' ~ 
'I , .by qe of cnl1dN1l Iftd .... of Inmatt.. 1tt1 
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~tI'Iong inmates. women were more likely 
tn-an men to reoort haYing-used a needle 
to injtlCl illegal drugs: a th!td 01 female 
inmateS, eomoared to a Quaner of AWe 
inmates.. An estlfT1ated 18% of the women 
and 12% of tne men also saiO tf'lat mey 
had shared a needle 41 least once in the 
past 

E~' E,..... ..... 
.!!l!!!!!!!:! !-"'!!!! !!!!l!! 

,.".'-' <.. .. "" .,..... ". ",
- .... ".- "'.... " ... -'11'CU111:t ",-, (tK1fe~.~ h"OInl. 
AI:DIta ~ and ~ I1IC:'laII grO\,$'l. 

In;eetin9 dnJgS was more widesQfead 
among Hispanic and White W'Omen than 
among blac;\( women. AbOut 46% of the 
Hispanic women. 4~ of the wnile women, 
and 24% Of the ti!aCk women used a 
needle to inject illegal drugs before 
admISSIOn to prison. About a fourtn 01 the 
HispaniC and whire women and about a 
tenth of tt\e black women N1d shared a 
needle lor e;ruga. 
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Aelatiwe to the general popuiation, femaje 
inmales wete nearty rwtoe as likely to have 
grDW!! uo in a single-paten! hOUS&nO!d. In 
1915- _ wnen most of tne "Inmates in '991 
were Dtmveen ages 10 and ; 8 - 8O'1b of 
the $6.1 million children in '!he Nation'$ 
householdS were IiWlg with bOth par81'll$•• 

The compositiOn of ttle ehilanood 
household diffeted among White, bIaeX, 
and H~nic wanen in pnson. MOI'e than 
hali 01 White women and less than a thfrd 
01 black women grew up wim bmh parentS: 
present Black. female itvnate, were me 
mosllikEriy to have grown up in a hOme 
wtCh only their momers (46%). Hispanic 
women were equally likely to have lived 
with both parents {40%) or trleir mothers 
only (41 %). 

Among temale inmates of all races, a.boUt 
17% had lived in a foster home. agency. 
Or other iMtltutJon at some time wtlIe they 
were growinQ up. White women were 
~AtIAaI::t ~"I.Il*d--' rm, u.s.. 
a..... (Jf" c.MI.4, __ &8, 

more ikety than other wcmen to have eYer 
lived in $uch an aI'lemative care facility 
When young. 

Women in prison were more likely 1nan tne 
men to ft$:ve had at least one member 01 
their mmediate family Who had been 
incarcerated: 47% of female inmates and 
37%c of male iQrna18S. About 35% of tne 
women had a brOther and 10% had a sister 
Who had serwd a jailor coson semence, 

Higher pet'C$ntages of Clack women than 
of White women had family members WhO 
nad been in jail or prison, Among women' 
42% 01 b1aek inmates, 36% of HiSpanic 
inmates: and 2S% of white inmates said 
a brOther had been incarcerated. WnrLe 
women (11%) were more likely than b~ 
women {5~} 10 nave had a father with Jail 
or prison time. 

A third Of the femaJe inmates and a QUarter 
01 the maJes said that a parent Of guardian 
had abused drugs or akxlhol wtUie tne 
inmate was gl"CMt!'lg up. Ateohol was more 

! '."". Famtty"nuC1Ut8. ;;;;:;;;;:01 flmlflI ~,_,..nal 
... of alcohOl or GNp twpOrl8(f br SIItII pmen tmnI1:aI. 1901 
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otten cn:ed than drUgS. ihiny~t'NO cereen: 
of tne women had a parent wne a:lUUC 
alcohOi. and 1% hac a oarer.l wno use; 
arugs. Of Wftrte women In OOSO:\, ~2~ 
reoorted parental aouse 01 drl,J!?$ or 
aICOl"IOl, comoared ~ 33% 01 HIspaniC 

women and 25% 01 0l3CW: women. 

Physical ana sexual abUse of tmsoners: 

In 1991 survey oartlt,::;ams resoonaeo 
to a series o! dl,Jestlcns aoou: any a.tIuse 
experienced and the.' aQe at me time 01 
abuSe. For the lirs! t.me In a SJS mmale 
survey, Inmates reOOrfed lneJr re;allonstHO 
to meiT abusers. an::: lemale mrr,<l:tes 
IndICated it seXual a::luse InvOlyeo rape. 

More man .4 in eve'y , 0 women 'eoor-eel 
that they had been a:;usee 4!: leas: once 
before their cvnen~ aor,..t$SIM to Prison 
ItaDle 8). An eslimaleO 34,,"0 of lemale 
inmates recorte\:l O£lI"IQ ony~ucally aoused. 
and 34% reported Del!'l9 sexualfy aOUS80. 
About 32% Sald the aDuse hac occurred 
before age 18. and 24% saltj lhey nad 
been abused IMce age 18. 

Tabtt a. Pttor ptty.let! or ",WIllI .Dl.lse 
of $.. pl'tMn 1n1'lUltaf. by HJ.. 1H1 
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Racial and ethnic composition of State prison population changing: 
percentage of blacks remains stable; Hispanics increase 

oOlOr 

o 	 '00.000 2QO,0Q0 300.000 .ao.OQO 
_ClIp......... 

"QI:tw naca& ind_~ricIn Incbnt. AluIutn 
Natt"'., Atians, end p~ lsIatrders 

• Over the lasl17 years. the racial and 
ethnic composition of Slate prison popula· 
tions has been Changinll- the percsnt· 
age of wIlite non-Hispanics has declined. 
the percemllge 01 blad<s as well as 
persons of Olller races (American Indians. 
Asians. Pacific Islanders. and Alaska 
Natives) has remained SIlIbIa. and the 
percentage of Hispanics has inc,~.>ed.. 

• In 1974. blacks _nteel for 47% of 
Slate prisoners. the same pen:emage as 
in 1990. In 1974. Hispanics acccunted 
for just over 6% of Slalllprisoners; in 
1990. Hispanics aa:cunted for more than 
12"4 of Slate prisoners. In f974. an esti
mated 45% of State prisoners were wIlile 
and not 01 Hispanic: elhnic:ity; in 1990. 
about 38'4 were wIlite. non· Hispanic. 

• The elisproporlionale presence of blacks . 
In Slate prisons. compared 10 their share 
of lIle U.S. reslelent populatiOn. has been 
an issue of continuinll inlerest. In 1990. 
blad<s accounted for 41% 01 Slale prison
ers and 12% 01 the population. Of adutt 
arrests for Ihosa ottenses accounting for 
60% of State prisoners. !he percentages 
of blacks were as follows: 

- 54% 01 arrests for murder 
- 43% 01 arrests for foJllibIs rape 
-61% of arreSlS IOrrobbery 
- 38%. for aggravated assautt 
-:- 40%. lor drug viOlations 
- 41 'Yo. for weapons viOlations. 



•• 

• 

Table 3-4, FirSt entnes to parole supetYIsion from State priSCn, 1992: 
Offense. by sex and rac:e 
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TIII>Ie ;-11. New eoun c:cm1111tn"8.1S 10 StIle priSOn, 19B2: Offanse, 
by sax and race 
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Tabla 1-10. Parole f9YQCaticn$ returned 10 State prison. 1992: 0fIan00. 
by sex. race, and Hispanic origin 
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Admissions to State prison 
, 

Slate prison MO$I of II1e 431.279 admiSsions to Slate 
admipjons ~sor: in '992 were members of a racial 

mlf1orrty. men, under age 30, and eme'" 
ing directly frOm court, AlmaSI' three--ouartel"$ of ttlem 
were entering tor a nonviolent offense. 

.92% male • 20% Hispanic of any race 
• 54%blad< and 45%wMe • 54% under age 30 

New court comMitments COtI'Iprisad about two--thtrd:s 
of priMM admiSslens ' 

Black. Asian. Natil/e American. and Hispan!c inmates 
made up 67% of alJ new court commitments. . 

F>tta:Irn D11'WJt11 court cotll'Mrl'IIIQ 
WltI'I • Mn'tI!IIIlCe ;teal*' !MtI • year 

!:lac! AU .....,_ ,_
An "X,,, 

~ 

"1M. 33 33 
a_ .1 S2'1 '" "m,,, , , ,,.19 21)"""""" 204,197 17,154Totaln~ 187.Q43, 

Nonviolent inmates comprised 71% ot new 
Offenses court admiSSIOns. while yiolent offenders 

made up 29%. Six offenses made up 65% 
of the admissions to prison following a court sentence. 
Two at the six were drug offenses. which were responsi~ 
ble tor almost a Quarter of the adm~jons. 

Pereem Of new court 

co"'"""'"""""""". ,.,.ONg tratr1dW';g 

av...." '·3 
'0 ,......... 
"- •,'-"lI"CettYl1t!8t: ,jl'\J9 t)at.SUSlOr: 

Two-thirdS C1 Idoltnt admlssicn$ _meted prison 
as new court cornrnttrnents-....... 
~...AlloftMse:s'~~~;::::::J• 

v..

D 
1 • 

Newcovr: 

~ vioIal;ons ( 

I , 

hn::ent OJ acn'IS3l(1nS 

PecelClQS relied only naw coun COlIIIMII.nts an<:! 
~ ana Cl'CICI8SIOI~ rewcatlMS. 

F"~ ,,, 

• Murderers comprised 2% of new cour; commitments. 

Olll9 traffiCking accounted lor 1f1e Iarges1 percentage 01 
bo1I1 men (18%) and women !24%) admilted to prison for 
the first time on their sentence ;n 1992. Wtmes were 
more likely to enter prison tor burglary. and blacks, for 
dlllg~_g, 

-
1ft, 

10 " 
Drug blUfeJulig-ACIbtIery 

,,.,. - z.:l'%; Dtug u:alb:aog 
.3 Rott:ety" O"'i ~Q,,"."-"'''''>9

9 l.aromy_ 11 8ur;IaIY 

Almost 94% 01 new court commitments en:'sentence 
tared prison with a maximum sentenceI.nglt! 
greater than 1 year bUt less than lite. Half 

of State prison admissions were serving a maJ:imum sen· 
tence of A years or less. 

• ViOlent offenders entering prison in 1992 had an ayer~ 
age sentence of 104 months. almost twtce the semence 
Of property and crug oftencers anc almost 2Y: ttmes tnat 
01 bUOlifX»'der oftenaers. 
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Table 3.9. Race of felons antanced to prObation Qt to In~tiQn 
withQut probelion in State courts, by offense, 1994 

Mosl moos Percent of sentences 10 probatJon Pe(~nt of untences to inearamtllon wwil1lout probatlon_Co 
eonv~ion otlensa All W.... S_ oo,,' All Blru:k """, 

All oPrertMS H,O% 100% 100% \00%'00'. ,"""" '00'.''''''''' 
Violent a-ffenses 14"" ..% 14% 11'<'" 23% 21% 25% 26~. 

MWlJer' 2 2 3•AaQe 2 2 \ 3 3 2 4, ,
Acmbery 3 4 2 5 9 

Aggravated a$Saul! 7 7 1 , , "
•
OtMer Vlotent" 2 3 '3" 2 '"• 

Prop.trty eft.nan 32% 3S% 21% ..% 32% - 26% 30% 

Burgiat)' 10 t2 , ,15 \. 
Larceny' \3 \4 ,lA \3 " \5 " 10 "\7, , ,F".... " 3 

Drug cttentas 3S% 29% ••% 150/.. 23% 31% 13'A."'" , ,.PossesSion 17 21 

Tl'$lIiCklng ,. " \. 25 " 4 21 15• 27 " 7 


Weepon8 ott."... ... .% ,% ... .% 2%"" '" 
Other offen...• "... ,,% ,... 11% '''' .... ,.""" 
Note: See nOle en tables 2.1 and 3.1. ae.ual esaault, and kidnaplng. 

Pemll may nel sum 10 total tt«.a1J.S8 of rounding. 'lnc1UiHs motor "eNd. tNft. 

··;.us than 0.5%. ~!ndu:dea forgery I!I'Id ~emenl 


'Includes nennegligem manslalJQht(tr. -ComPO$ed 01 nonvioItIn'I oIiens8s 5IJcti as 

~lnctude5 otI,nm such 8l.!'l!aligent mantl8uqhter receivmg 5101en proper't'j Md '1lUu:ialism. 
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Table 3.a. Offense 01 felons. sentenced to probation or to incarceration 
without probation in State CX)Urts, by race of ielons. 1994 

Pe.-cent oj sentences Percent oj "nferICe, (0 
Mosl serioos to prooonon incarceration wi!hou~ prgballon 
COI1viCtlOfl otlens~ A~ Black OTher All Black OVle"W"'. 

All offltnus 100".4. 56% 43":'\' 100% 520;;, l'i.'" "" 
VIOl&tlt offenses 100% 51'f~ ,..,. ~..,., 100% 44"'" 56'};, lQ,. 

Murder 100 34 OS 1 100 37 62

R."" 100 .a 31 1 100 52 

RODbety 100 34 56 1 100 "7Z 

Aggravated assaollt 100 40 100 50
,." " " OIl'l4:Ir vio!ent" 100 23 100 71 ,. 

Property offenses 100% 63% 36% 1% '00% .,.". 43% ••", 
BUI;!ary 100 ., 34 100 55 44.,Larceny' 100 36 100 57., ., .." Fraud' 100 3S 100 

Drug otflt~ses 100% 100%"% '5% '6% .,"'. 
PossesSion 100 48 51 100 ... 55.,Trallickmg 100 57 100 33" 

Weapons offenee5 100% ,,% 56% 1% 100% 32% 67% 1% 

other offen.es· 100% 72'% ,,% ",. 100% .,% ,.'"" •• 
~Te:' See nOTe on table! 2.1 and 3.1, sexual 8MS\lU and kidnapinG. 

Detail may nol sum TO 101011 because 01 roundmg. 'lnctudes,mo\Of "thlcle thelt 

-Less. Than 0.5%. "lnclU1:les torGery and embeutemant. 

'Includes nonnegli.gent manslaughtltr. ·Compo;se<:f oj nolNiolan! offenses $.UCh 

°lnclJdes ollanses such as neoligent m!ll'\Slaughler, as recQjving $'Io1en RfOPPrty end \landahsm. 


Stare Court Sentencing ()/ Convicted FekmS. 1994 37 

http:offen.es


• • 

• • 

• • 

Table 2.13. Mean length of Slate felony senlenees: to jail end: probation. 
by sex end raoe ollolons, 1994 

Mean sentence length (m months) 
or 1(I!9n$ '1'1'\0 W!fe 

Most serious Whilt Black 
SSQVlction oH!nse ...... Ftmalt "'ale FfW$ 

S4ntenutl to JIll 

All offen ••• 7me 5mo 7me 6"" 

Violent oft.naes .me 5me amo _me 

Murdet" 2 6 4R,,,,, "7 •RObbe..y 10 a 10 •
Aggra\laled assault 7 4 7 5 

Dmer viOlent" 


Property offe:MQ 'me Sme 7me 7..0 

Burglary 7 5 

7 7 


F.reud" 7 5
..."""'" •4 , • 
Drlol90flen... Smo 7mo ?me'mo 
P""IM&ion 4 4 , 
Trattlcklng , • • ,• 

Wupon. otten... 'me 4mo .mo , 
Other ott.n...• 7mo .me 7mo 4me 

Senteneed 10 ptolHUon 

AJlon.nHt ""me 34 me 3,mo 34mo 

Viohlnt othtnMe .,me ~mo 31mo 

Murder" 59 53R.,. 
..- .. 

ROlll>e~ 41 

Aggravated assault 38 42 32 36 


'" 33 
50 

45 

OIn&r VloI'It" 40 31 41 

Proptrty off........ ,.me 36m" 35mo 37 mo 

eUf9 lary 46 31 37 35 
La"""", 3S 36 33 34 
Fraud' 3S 3S 33 40 

Drug ofhtneu 34mo 37mo 29 me 31 me 

" .. 

PosllessiOn 31 34 .. 3' 
Trafficking ~ 39 30 31 

W••pona ofl.n!lllS 33m, 29mo 24 me 25mo 

Olh.r Off.n••,· 31 mo 23mo 2. me 2!1 m, 

tIIote: SMnoteontab/es '.1,1,2,and2.1. "Includes motor onhiCie thltft 
-Leu than 0.5%. ~nclud.s forgery and errtbeUlemenL 
'!nelUUes nonnegligem mammugnter. -composed 01 notMOl.m off9nse3 SUCh 
"Incil.Ide$ ottanses sw:n as ~ as receiving ~toIe:n p!'Qperty 'It:lntIallsm, 
maoslaygt'lf!t, se.val assault, and kidnaping 
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Table 2.12. MaIn length of State felony Ineareel1l1ton 
and prison untenCf:S, by sex end nsee 01 teiona, 1994 

Mean S60tence Iertg!h (In 1TV)!'l\tls) 
lor felons wtlp were 

Mo$tunous WhatL 	 SIae;; 

S,,,,,,Altcf'fanau 	 25ma 

Vlollm otten••a •• mo "mo 110mo 

Murdor' 2" 17. 29' 
R... 126 	 14'
Rob_ 103 '7 t •• 

Aggravated assault ~2 

O"l1er '#iolent" 
 ., '" 

,. 
"$4 

PropllTty otton ... 40mo 	 30 rna2. "" "ma 
aurgl8ry 50 33 59 30 

Larceny' 33 29 

Fraud" 34 
 ,."" " " Drug ott,n,., 27 mo 20mo 41 mo " mo 
Possession 20 3112 	 2' 
Trafficking :12 	 Z7 "" W.lpons aHen... 26mo 15mo 35 m. 15 mo 

Othet off.n...• 25m. 12ma 15 mo" m. 
Son-.ncad 10 
prleon 

Allohon••• .. m. 
" me 

17 m. 53"'" 

109 IT'IQ 'Smo 121 mo 88 rna 

Murda!'" 25' 189 30' 183"",. ,,. 	 1$4 
Rob_ ItO 	 118 
Aggravaled assault 12 	 ,. ., 
Ol!'!er 1Iio1ent" 	 ", 71 17.. " 	 " " 

Ptop-ny otton... 57 rna .. me 59mo 

.,Burglary 57 	 56 72 

30
•• 	 •• .,••La..."" Fmud' 62 	 5. 

Drug cttensn SOme .. "'" " 
52me .,Po£sesSlon 	 42 

Tratlicltlng 62 '0 
W••pons offen... ... ma .Sma 

Other often...• 37mo ." mo 
NolO; Sea nor. on lilbtu 1.i, 12, 11I"ItI2, i. 'Incl" fI101Or~. tl\ltf, 
-!..Us lhan 1),5%, 	 ·Ine!\ld•• lo~ and 8~8nt 
"ndudes tIOI'Inegltgal'!.t manslAUghter. ~8d O! 1\OfWi0l8t'lf off1:Mn 8UCh U 
clncluo.s ottenus suCh u nqhgwn ~ing $101,n ~ a.nd vandaklm. 
mat'1518.U;;tt1er, aezuli analll:, am; ltidnaplng, 
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Table 2.11, Percent Of convicted felon!; sentenced by State 
ceurts to jailor probation. by!lU. race, and offense, 1994 

Most serious 
Mile Feme!!!' Male Female 

Sentenced lCI Jell 

All ot'ttneu 2... "" 
20'% 38"k 13% 23% 

Murder" 2 9 , 

A,pe 1S 1 


13 
 2'•Aggrava«Id 8S.!Itlul1 2' 21 28 """'"''' 
Other vlohlln!" • 2. 23 " Property ofMnMS 2... 2'" ..% 

8urglary 23 ' 33 ,. 22 
Larelfl"ly" 27 37 30 
F",u<I' .. ',.•• ,."" 

Drug Off,nan ,... 45% 1B"k .."
P<ase.ssion 44 51 22 32 
Trnfficklflg 34 39 17 25 

W..pona of'ft:M.h 32% 4C'" ".."" 
0tNlr offltnsu" .... 23%."" 
Santaneed to probation 

AU orN,.,. Z7% 32% ,.% 
VIOt.nt offen... 2"% 19% 13" 26% 

Murder" , o , 13..... 12 
Aoboety • " 12 , ,,, '3 
Aggravate4 assault 23 25 34 " , ",.Other V!Ole~ 29 23 2. 

Property offfJI'IUS .,,%24% 


Burglary "" .. 24 23 

"""'ny' 32 31 .. " Fraud' 31 38 25 45 " 

Drug offens.. 30% 31%2." 3'" 
Possession 31 31.. 
Trafflcking 30 34 " " " 
W~apons affenSN Z7% 29')'0 33" 

01h~( of1enaes" 30% 32% 23% 

NOte: See nolo on tables 1 1, t.2. end 2, ~. 

--t.eu than 0.5%. 

~Ineh.des nOlll'legllgeT'll mef'l5~ugl'lleJ. 

tlrreludes offen$GS such as neghg8l'lct manslaughter,
sexya: assault and kidnap!OQ 

State Court Semencing of Convicted Felons, 1994 2: 



•• 

•• 
•• 

Tabfe 2,10. PereenI of con'lJc::* feions sentenced by State courts 
to Incare.ratlon or prison, tit( sex, race, and offense, 1994 

." 

kn"nc.d to 
Incarceration 

AII~. 13"" 	 7", .."" 
Vwl.nl offenses SO% .,,,-	 74"..., "'" .,MuroI$~ gg 	 g.
R."" •• 	 aa 

'0-", .. 	 .. .7 
Aggra'4ted assalJll 77 ,..•• .. .. 
Ottlervi$nf 11 77 	 74 

Property ott.Inus 11% 	 7.", GO%.." 
Burgla!"j 75 7. 77 71 
L.arceny"' sa e3 15 63 
Fraud" 02 15 55 

Dru Ii offllftUs 12'. 	 ......'" .. .. "'" 
POSSM8!Or'1 7' ..12 
Traffic~ng 72 70 " 

Wupons offenu. 13% 13""'" 	 "'" 
O1tJar off.n...• 70% 	 77%..'" 	 ..'" 
Sentence 10 prison 

All otlanl.$ 45% 	 58'" ,.'"""" Vlolenl offwn,.s .O'to 51'""''' "'" 
Mu>der" ,7 	 .,91 
Rape' 	 7' 
ROObe<y 74 .. " ., 
Aggravated assaua 53 22 61 3. 

Olner violent" 43 61 45
" PropertY onen"" 46% 32% 55% 3.% 

Burglary .,52 4, 61 .. 
Lan::er,y' 	 2 • 33 
Fraud' 	 3' .. " 50 3 • 

Drug -offenses 	 ..... ,. 5""..'" 	 .,'" 
Pot5eSsion 47 40 

Trafficking " 30 54 .,


" Waapons oftenus 4\% 	 30%3'''' 54% 

Otb.r -off./"I~~ 42% 28% 54% ,9" 
Note: See: note on tatl!es , .1. -: .2, and 2.1. "!nellfdas ottensl'l$ suCh as negligent man-
Ot,tad ffill:Y!'IOt sum '0 lOla! because 01 $\augh!er, $(tl:ual A$StI.ull, and iudnapmg. 
rounding. Some estma1e3: in 1m tat:-le 'IncluO/UI motor Y$liele thgft. 

. 	are based on as fftW 8$ 1 C&$(t aru:.I ere flncludes forgery and ambeulemenl. 
therefote unreliable. 'Composed 01 'lonviolent tilienses SUCh 
-Lessll'lan 0,5%. as rec&!WIg s101en Ql'OPtHtyitnd vandalism. 
"nclOO8$ nannegliQP!'!l rwlljiru?gnt$l". 
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Table 2..9. Sex and race of telons eenteneed to jall or probation 
by State COLl"a, by offenea j 1994 

Percent or conyjetions 
Mo$l $Gnous Sex Ra;e 
S2fl'''W" ~iill'l$ll! Iota' Male Female White SI8COS 

Jail 

All of'fena.. ,00% ,""",, '00'1'. 100°,,"""'" Viol.", ott.l'le.. 14% 15% '0% 14% "" 
MutOar" ,R... 1 2, , , ,RODDery , •,
Aggravateo lWaul!: • • • ,Qth"r v!()ltlOt' 2 2 2 3 

Ptop.rty otten... 32% 30% 35% 34% 30% 

Burglary 10 5 , 

LarcenY" 14 " 13 ,7 " 

Fral,ld" 13 "B "7 


Drug oH.n.., 36" 36% '2% 33% <f'" ,. ,.Poss&ssion 17 22 17 
Tral1lc.IUng 20 20 ,. 24" 

W••pone an.n,n 4% 3% .% 
011'16r oft."...• 14<;. 

'" ,,..'" ,.,. 11", 

,- "" 
Probetlon 

All aften.at ,.."" ~OO%,"":% "'''% 
VIolent oHI'II'I'.' 7% 11'*"'" "'" "" ;,Wrdet" 
R,PO , 1, , ,R.Q~iJel"f 3 3 

Aggrava1e" ,,"'Ull 7 5 7 

Othlilf viole':" 2 2 3 


Ptop.rty oN.I'I". 3Z% 46% 39"" 2~,,""''' 
8urglary '0 9• 
t.arceny< " " 
FraUd" "• "• " " " ,"
" 

Drug otten ••• 37% 34'" 33'" '7% 'B"" 
POUeUl0l" 15 12 
T rafficKln9 

,. 
'" '" " " 3'" 

W.apon. otten... .% .% 2% .%'" ,,,,,OUt.r ott.n...• 14% 13% 80/. ".. 
N01Jt' See nooo on tablo 1.1. j .2, end 2,1. mat'lSl&ughteL sexual ass81,111, and kidnapil'lg. 

Oetail may not wm to total becauss of 1'("JooI1'l9. tlnc:lides motor vehide ttleft. 

··;'os t:'lAO 0.5%. "jOC:uQes forgery and ambezzlernem. 

"InelUC&$ nonnllgligent ma~ughl:i:t, ~ of roonviolent oHenses suCh as 

~lnch.l(\es of'lln$S$ S\leh I, neQligaMl recailllng $lOIen oropeny and vandalism. 
, 
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Demographic characteristics 

Overall, 85% of fetony defendants in 
the 15 largest counties were: male (ta
ble 3), Men comprised the 'argesl per
centages among defendants charged 
with rape (97%}, weapons oHenses 
(95°/..). murder (94%), robbery (93%), 
driving-related offenses {93%), or bur
glary (91 0/0). Women accounted tor 
15% oj defendants, induding about a 
founh of :he defendanls charged with 
property offenses other than burglary. 

Without consideration of Hispanic orl· 
gin, which was poorly reported jn some 
jurisdictions (see Metnodofogy). 
56% Of defendants were black, and 
42% were white. Blacks comprised ihe 
largest percentages among defendants 
charged wnh robbery (14%), weapons 
offenses {i1%), murder (64%). and 
drug offenses (62%). Whites ac
counted for three-fourths of the defen· 
dants facing driving-related Charges 
and half of those chargee with theft or 
burglary (figure 3), 

RaCf of felonv dtfend<tnts in the 15latgeSt eounties. 
by m04t serious arresl charge. 1994 
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Otner publc-oro~tt 1,251 ,00 " 83 17 1,086 100 .. 52 3 

NOIE!; Data on $8)1. 01 deterdar")ts wele avl\ilable lor 99% of all cai~ and data on race 01 delenclants 
were avadabkl lor 86% 01 alJ eases. Wit!lou! consicleratOl'l 01 Hispanie OI"~ln. Bureau 01 me Census 
data tor 1994 mdlc:ate lI".allM raeal dlstntx,'!lOn of lhe pooulation of tha 7 largest CIluntiU was. 
75% wh!te, 17% blaCk. arld 7% omer rac{iS. Oetail may I'IOt edd to total beea\JU of rounding . 
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Convicted teton poputations:' 
Sex, race, and age 

In 1994 men comprised 48% of 
the adult U,S. population but 85% 

of persons camrictecl of a felony and 
92% of persons convicted of a VIOlent 
felony (table 5). WI... were 85% of 
the adult U.S. populatiOn but 51 % ot 
persons convicted of a fetony and 

48% of the persons convicted of a 
viOlent felOny, Corresponding figures 
for blackS were 11% of the aoutt U.S. 
popuLation bur 48% of convicted felons 
and $1% offeJons conviCled of a 

Alloftensu , .... '510-_. ,.... ... 5'"- .....,.. ,.. 
,.. "'" -,.... .... ".. '2'1> ... lOyl'S

29,,, '" '" 

: Tabie 5. Oefl'lOgraphic chltaCteriRc:$ of pe1SOftS conrictecl 
i of felonies by State courts, 19!W 
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Fetony convictions and sentences l"818tive to the number of arrests. 1994 

Using data from the NJR~ and the 
FBI's UnIfOrm Crime RepollS (UCR) 
on offenses and arrest5. the number 
of felony CCrMetion5 in 1994 was 
eompared with tile number at crimes 
reported to police for offenses likely 
to be feionJes and the nul'f't)er Of ar
rests ma<1e for these cnmes in 1994. 
These nl...ltnbers al"8 aggregates and 
Should not De interpreted as repre.
senting the disposition o( indiYQue! 
cases lracked aetOSS proc:essb'lg 

.....".".. %5,310 
618,820""""'Y 

Agg'nWaWd a$l$Wfl 1.1Hua5c 
f.llngllIY 2.712.200 
t.(ow ~ theft 1,539,100 
DfU9 11 1t'fide:1f1g 

18.387 
117.157 
462.309 
25.U11 
111.911 
318,501 

Note: Thi one,.••1&Cl'ed"aYe the ~ 0I:':Itfl0I. 
taCi.11fy at:rO$$ I'lfXlrung ermes In" 1m! wil;iefy orfmed aaass 
the $tIrte. lIS II!lI:::Ir\lQ. llIe oftt,.. C""'9I1atlOns lit C»rMC
'lIof'\$ ana Mntefi~ came from 1I'I!t I'I'IaSt _ncU$ ohn:se. 

stages of the criminal justice SyStem, 
In faa. a person atrested for a spe-. 
effie: offense may be convicted of a 
different crime. Nevertheless. the 
comparisons illustrate the approxj.. 
mate odds of conviction ana. a prison 
sentence. given an arrest for a felony. 

For _mpie. ttle FBI reports !hat 
in 1994 aDotst 18,387 adults were 
arrested (or mun:ier (including non
negligent manslaughter). NJRP data 

,""" ,,=

".025 ........
65."'" ""
98.\09 1'3,155 
21.049 15,m 

165,430 "6,m 
,..Dao mt......Ilat:lJe. 
"IndII:ies ~nltfC'lil'29ent manwugtoUr. 

show that 12.007 persons were 
corM:ted 01 muraer and 11,282 
mun:terers received a prison sen
tence, Together the data show that 
forewry 100 persons arrested tor' 
mun1er in the Unrted States in 1994, 
6S were convk:I:ed of murder. and 61 
were sentenced to prison fortnal 
offense. Corresponding figures for 
drug traftickers were 52 convictionS 
and 25 p'rison sentences. for every 
100 alTOSl$ ror drug 1nIffieIdng. 

11>112 
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31,562 
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39 30 ..,. .. 

11 
" 
21 
7 

,.
19 '" •62 37 :l!l 
SoUl'tl! 01 GiI:ta on cnme ano anuts: 
Cnme Iff II'Je [)nrted s:.tes. 1994 
(FBI. 1995), 
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VII. Mandatory MininlUms Have a Disparate 
Impact on Non-White Offenders . 
As shown in rigute5 Sa and 5b. studies by 
both the Sentencing Commission and the Fed
eral judicia! Center have fo:md that among 
offenders who enpged in conduct warrant
ing a mandatory minimum, white offenders 
were tess likely than blacks or Hispanics to 
receive the mandatory minimum term. In ad· 
dition, since the'mandatory minimums have 
been enacted, the gap between the average 
sentences of blacks and those or other grouptS 
has grown widerP These racial and ethnic: 
differences indicate that one or more featW"eS 
of the current sys~em have a proportionally 
greater impact on blacks and Hispanics than 
on whites. 

StatutSSc having a di5pam:e impact on blacks 
include those mal make offenses involving five 
or more grams of crack cocaine (a weekend's 
supply tOo a seriow abuser) subject to' the same 
mandatory minimum term of five years 'in 
prison as offemes involving 100 tIme$ that 

61, Meiemoefer, supra nO[1!! 5. Graph l6a. at 21. 
68, Whether this mses only from blacks' dis.

proportionate use of enlck as ~ with th~r 
un of powder COColine. or .....hether it refiecu seJec· 
tive prosecution practices. is the subject of current 
raea:rth and debate. Cctnpan Riclw'd Berk &I Alt'c 
Campbell, Pnliminaty Daul on RaC2 aM Crack 
ChMlf111I PracoCt's m Lcs ~Jes. 6 Fed, Sentenc
ing Rep. 36 (l993): with J05eph E, Finley. Crack 
ChatlJ111/{ '" /.JJs Angeles, Dc S,.<ISIi<$ TclJ m. Whole 
TrurhAboor "Se1ectJW'PrCS«:f,jrjon"? 6 fed. Semene· 
ing Rep. 113 (1993), 

69. Special Repon to the Congress, supra note 4: 
at 81. 

10, The stUdy did not control for ethnJ.dty, bur it 
did find a Significant relationship betwet:n sentence 
length and dti%enship-a faCtor not .considered by 
eitherof the otherstudie$.!tis not knOWfl whether 
the association between sentence length and 
ethnldty found In other '5tudia might. in faa:, be 
the result of the usociatiOn of ethn'dty and dtj. 

zenship, DOJ Repon. suptanote Z. Appendix C. at 
35. 

amount ofpowder cocaine. Ber;ause blacks are 
more likely to be prosecuted for crack offenses 
and whites for powder cocaine offenses.''\s the 
long senten<e lengths for smaller amounts of 
crack lead to longer sentences for blacks. 
. Two other facto~ ~ve the unintended con· 

sequence of reducing sentences for whites 
more than those for blacks: (l) the discoum 
afforded defendants who plead guilty, and (2j 
the discount for defendants who cooperate 
and provide substantial assistance to authori· 
ties. Whites tend to plead guUty and receive 
motions for reductions of sentence for coop
eration more frequently than blacks do.6i 

However. the Department of Justice found that 
there are no significant differences in sentence 
iengths for black defendants and white de· 
fendants who plead guilty and cooperate wi th 
authorities.10 

It Is conceivable: that plea opportunities are 
equal for the races and are simply rejected 
more often by minority offenders. or that 
white:; have a greater willingness or ability 
than minority defendants to provide substan
tial assistance. If so, then the disparate im· 
pact is simply an unintended consequence of 
polkies that are neutral on ~eir face and in 
their application. Even ifvue, questions. would 
retrlain about whether the purposes advanced 
by these policie$ outweigh their disparate 
lmpacl. or whether policies 'With less diSpar· 
ate impact could be found thal would be 
equally effective. Is cracl< Cocaine sufficiently 
more: dangerous: than powder ClX3Jne to JUS
tify the haJ'Sher treatment'? Should defendants 
who exercise their right to mal get longer sen
tences than those whQ plead guilty? Could 
ways be found to minimize the adverse im
pact of current polictes on cooperation-for 
example. by taking into account the wUling
ness of peripheral defendants to cooperate. 
even if they are too low-level to have any use· 
ful information to provide? 

The Consequtnces ofMandalO7'y Minimum Prison TeF'f'lfS 23 
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Figures 5a and 5b: Pen::enr,age S~nrem::ed to af Least the !vIandatory 
wunirnuru hy Rac,~ of the f)ffendf!t, 

Figure Sa: U.S. Sentendng Commis:i.lon Study 
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Figure 5b: Fndcral Judicial Center Sfudy 
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delcfntine if tbesediHercncc$accllunlcd rur the dissimtlarseotendng 
or wbiles, blacks, and llispanlc!!, we conducted multivariate statistical 
analyses nf!!entcncing flulc()rncs. Antnt,un wtJs limited In IwU aSflCcts 
IIr the scnlcoces: (1) a sentence to imrrisnnmcnl versus any otlier 
nulcnnu:; and, (2) if an implisnnmenl scntence was impo. ..ed. the 
Icnglb of Ihal imprisonmenl U:rm. Because m.any characteristics 
associated wilh sentencing outcumes were also cOfrela,c~ with Ihe 
ofrcndef's heing white, black. or t tispank, multivariate stalislical 
models were constructed (m cach typt of cfime, These models 
rrodueed elilimates or the eKlcnt to wbich variation in sentences 
imptJS.ed WDS a~!ll1cialed with the orrciutci hcing w~ilc. black. or 
lli!lfla nle, after holding consllln! otlu:r charactcristics fhat correlated 
wit h scnlene ing oulcome:-C, 

llrug'fr.m,·klng
'. 

Incan:eralinn'rales were high fur all Federal orfcnders conviclcd or 
drug trdrocking (95%), hut lbe ratcs fl)1 white ofrcnders wcre slightly 
lower than 1m blacks and Hispanics (92% for witiles, 96% for blacks, 
and 91% fH' llispanics), 11lcre ~as a much larger dirference in Ihe 
lenglh o( imrrisonment sentences impused. Whiles Icceived sentences 
averaging 10 munths, compared wilh % months for b1acks and 68 
monlhs for 1 fispanics. Ilowevcr, virfually all of these diss;miJarilic!f 
were accflunu:d for by differences among charged of(cn~s. ralher 
than by offendcB' facc or ethnidly, 

Black dlug tranickers were more likely than eilher whiles Of Hispau
ics 10 have a conviclion ofrense thai included cocaine Irafficking-a 
sevcrely punished o((enst. Approximately 7 t% or aU black dn.lg 
Ifaffickcrs prosecuted in Federal disttici coull in guideline caSeS 
d\lting tbis period wcre convicted oreucaine offcJ\.'ie5, comrarcd wtlh 
:'in%: or all while traffickers and 43% (!raU Jnspanic Itarrickers, 
MOrC('vcf, blacks cnnvicted or heroin I,arocking outnumbcred whites 
and fli!!:panics (although Ihe numbcrs or all these offenders were very 
'small.n cvmpa,ison In cocaine IramckefS). In cOAllasl, the most 

serious convicljon offense involved marijuana for only 3% or all btact 
traffickers, compared with 19% o( aU while traffickers, and 39% of 
aU Hispanic traffickers. 

Even though black cocaine 'Janickers received longer aven1ge sen
tences than eiUu!r whilcs Of Hispanics (102 months. versus 14 and 96 
months. respccUve.y). this fesultcd in part from (he fact that a large 
poror.ion of all black cocainc Iraffid.efS (21%) were fHoscculed for 
eraclt cucalne rafher than powdered oocaine hydrochloride, lhe rorm 

- mosl commonly sold in the United Siafes. Only small pmpnufons o( 
wbile and Ilispank cocaine traffiCkers were pfosecuted for cfack 
Iraffieldng: 4% and 3%1 fes('!Cctivcly. In anti-drug abuse legislation 
passcd in f9R6and 1988, Congress mandatcd that tranicking incmck 
be punished m.uch more severely than frameking in pow!.leledcocalne. 
The Scnteudng Commission and tbe: COlllls implemented this polley: 
the average prison sentcnce impuscd in ('edcra' guidelines cases on 
crack traHickers was 141 monlh.s, comparcd wilh 1«) months rOf tbose 
Cflilvictc!d of Irafficki ng in powdercd eucaine. 

111c hlgber prnrorlion ofbtack... charged wilh crack Iraflicking was 
Ihe sing1e most important diUerence thai contributcd tn lhcovcrall 
aggregate longersenlences ~mpnsed nn blscks, rdative 10 whiles and 
flispanif':s in guideline' cases. As cJiscussed above, 'he avefage 
jmrfisonmcnl sentence imroscd on sll black urfendcrs in guideline 
cases during this ('!Crimi was 41%-·(Jt twenly-tmC montlts-Ionger 
than whites' average sentence, If those ennviclcd of Ira Hiding in 
crack cocaine 8fe ign€ued, thc hlat:k/whilc difrcfcncc wss smallcr~ 
prison 5enlencc~ imfKl~d un all IIlher hlack!!: Bnd whilcs dirrered by 
260/", Of lJ mun1hs, 

Whal happened to hlat:ks unllel "IC guicJclincs, in other wlUtl1ti. was 
Iha. increasingly large nlllnhcrs nlllwtu wcrc being pm~ccuted and 
sentcnccd fm an utrcnlic tbal hall heen ~illglcd nul hy Congress rur 
espcdally ~ICfQ punislullclif ~-a change in law thai occuHed al ar
proximalely the same tirllc Ihal guidelines came iuJu effc!.:L 
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Tbe prcdl)m~nan,e or btaeks in ctaek .,a[ficldng cases docs nut ~elt 
lhe whulc story, however. Hvcn amt)ng tho!mcunvicted of trafficking 
in .his drug, Ihere were snme uciaflelhnie dirrerences in sentences 
imp:;lSed. lli~ran1cs received the longesl average sentenccs forcrack 
eoca,ne uafficking (162 monlhs), whites the shones. (130 months). 
compared wlch blacks' Ilvcfage of 140 monlhs. Jlowe-ver, while, 
black. and llispanic offended dirrercd in a number of ways that were 
8ssochued with these sentencing outcome.!. These 'neluded the 
amount of drug sold, the serioUsness of .he offenders' prior crlminal 
records, whcther or nol wCDrons were inyolved (and whetber «here 
were sccondaryoffens,CSof conviction for flteamls offenses). whelher 
orrenders pleaded 8uilly, thus aYoiding IriD., and whethet charges 
.were reduced in exchange for a guilly rlea. Our slalis'icallnalyses 
eslima,ed ,tlal these differences accounted ror IU of Iheobserved 
vanalion in red4.!ral imprisnnmenlscnlences wilhin the category of 
crack !ranicking. 

Amoni lhllseconvicted orlrarficking i!, powdered cocaine, llispanic 
ofrcndcfS feceived prisonsenlcnces avcfagingone-Ihirtllonger Ihan 
eUher black or white orfenc.lcrs (9~ monlM eomrared to 73 and 7J 
months. rcs,)CcUvety). A linear model thai takes into8ccount lhe 
quanlhy of drugs sold, the apptrcabilily of marul.tot)' senlences, and 
other facts fCported in lhe dala, cxplajns mosl of Ihis diffcrenee. The 
n:ladvcly stnall remalnlngdirrerence (\0%) may nm be meanIngful 
eyen Ihough t' is s.falistlca1ly significant Oeeause thesc parlicular 
estimale! arc based on more than ~.(M:J()observ8doM, even telatively 
small differences rna)' be re('lOl1cd as stalistleally signUieant. Furlher· 
mote, additionat refinements to the model or ehe data may reduce the 
Indicated residual effccts even (urlher. Any finding lhalls sensitive 10 
minor dlanges in model spetifications such as Ihese mUSI he inler
preted wilh caution. 

Dotb lypeS ofcocaine trafficking cmnbined accounled ror most or Ihe 
dissimilarifies in senlences imrosed on whiles and blacks. Among 
lhose eonvlcled for aU Dlher types or federal crimes, imprisunmenl 

sentences imposed on blacks Dveraged seven months--ar 16%
longer than sen1ences Imposcd on whites. This difference was nar
rower than Ibe 41% dlffcrcnce in length ofimrrisonmcnl tetms 
imposed on aU offenders. including Ihose conyicted ofcoeaine Irer
Oding. The rem.iningdifference was explained by Ihe dissimlll' 
sentences Jmrosed on whltcs and blacks convlcfed of bank robbery 
and Federal we.roftS crimcs. 

nank Robb",y 

Among black, while, an~ Htsranic bank robbers thete was no stgnm
cant diffetence in the odds of teceiving a rrison senlenCCj nearl), aU 
persons convicled of thls crime went to prison in guideline cases. 
Blacks. however, received longcrsentences on ayerage: 105 months 
in prison, comparcd with 90 months for whites and 92 months fot 
Hispanics, 

BIDcks conyicled of hank rnhbct)' tHffcred rrom whiles .entillispanlcs 
An a numhcr of ways thai were a~u;oci3Ied with receiving longer 
senlences, Tbey were. rm exampte, somewhat more like'y 10 haye 
been previously convicted or bank robbery, wcre more likely to haye 
used a weapon in the rOOhery, and were more likely to haye injulcd 
somebody. These differences accounted in IDrge pan for the slUfer 
sentences imp:;)5cd on blacks forlhis crime. Iinwever. among Ihe 
subset of bank rohhers who had one or Iwo prison sentences on thelr 
record, hlacks fared wOr$e than other IOhhers. Once the effecls of 
other measured dirrcrenccs wcre accounted (or, their sentences were 
an estimalcd '2% lunger, 

Weapuns( 'ffl"ns.es 

Upon cllnviclillU for I~Cttefal wcaptmJq I)ffc.n:'les, blacks and Ifisl1i1nics 

were hlllh scntenced hi prtsun more ftCi,uenlly than whhes and fur 

longer pef'ndili ~f time. Nincty-one perccnl nf aU blaeks wc:nl tn 

priSon, compareil to 84% of alii fi:r;panics and 7R% of fhe wll;IC:!I.. 
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address the question of radal and clhnic disparily. or examined only a 
few Federal jutisdictions, or because the analyses in them sunered 
(,urn mC1hodo'o8k~1 sh!l!lcomings. we chose IOdcvctop our own 
5ualcgy forcvstualing tile cffccls uf Ihe guidelines on the unifonnily 
ofsenlcncc!lgjven 10 Ihe three principal racial and ethnic categories of 
Federaloffenders: non-Ili!l.panic whites, non-flispanic Aflican
Amcri~ans. and I lis ranks of whatever rlcc. 

The study WlJS not an evaillaf;on ofjrtdicial complitmce wifh IItt: 
guideline.r. II attempted 10 explore the effects or the express contenl 
of the guidelines On racial and rlhnie disparity, withoullssuming that 
each faclor and weighting cho~en by eitherlhe Sentencing Olmmis· 
sion or Q,ngress is necessarily legitimate. 'fnestudy aimed to 
unden.and the causes or observcd tacial differences wilhout easllng 
vahle judgrnenls, and wilhout &Ccepling ur rejectinll any pall nr Ihe 
process, E,rlier studies Ihat evaluated judicial compliance with 
guidelin<.-'S in force at the mHmenl measured the variatiun orsenlences 
amund thc catcul.ted (or approximated) guideline range for each 
orfcnder. In genelat these studics ruund lillie, ifany, evideneeof 
systematic judiciaJ discrimination by raceor ethnichy. 

In thill' siudy, our rocus was specifically limited tosenlencing oul~ 
cnmes, There .re many othe, questimt$ we did not anemrt lo.nswer. 
We did not invesligate Ihe possibilily of mas in Icgal processes 
leading to a defendant's conviction. JI is possible that Ihere exis. 
biases in guilly plea negotiations or in Charging practices, but we did 
nnl analyu thcse decisions. For our purposes,lhe conviclion charges 
wetc considered as "givcns." Nor did wee_amine time actually 
served in prison following (he senicneingdeeision, Whilc Ihe sludy 
included neafly all of Ihe variables recognlzcd as appropriate for 
considcfalion In delennining senlcnees, plus many whusc Ul;e IS 
prohibitcd or disc()uraged, a few variables, such as Ihe defendanl's 
pretrial slatus, the competence on"s or tlcr anomey, and the strength 
uf the government's easc, were nnl eonsidclI::d. (lnfnrm2lliun about 
Ihe."Ie characlerislics was nol available in .he dala we analYled.) 

Moreover, we did nol undertake a fun analysis ofsentencing in non
gfl;delin~ cases to cslimalc the (lrevalence and exlenl ordisparities in 
Ihesedeeic;lolU. 

The Siudy summa.ned hete builds upon rcseareh by othef'S and alms 
10 remedy certain shortcomings in some or those studies. To permit 
generalization. we examined senlenee.c; passed on large numbers of 
offenders (!onvictcd in llu1delines (!uesaoo in prtguidelines cases. 
Our selection of urrendef'S and cases locomrare was also designed to 
yield strong inferenceS abOtlllhecJfecl ofguidelines, mini mizing 
biases Ihat may uisl in other comparison populations. R~~hel than 
rclyins on simple measures of dispersion that are affcclcd by the 
relhi(!tions in average prison scntences (an artifact of the convcrsion 
In "real time" scntendng under .he guk!clines), weempluyed models 
fOrCslimBllng the amount of variance associated wrlh illegitimate 
dJaraeleristies--especiaUy whether the offender was while, bl&ck, 0' 
IUs[lInic. Finally, we auempled to. discnlangle the cUce.s of-guide
linesantl mandatory minimufn sentencing lawson judicial sentencing 
decisions in guidcli nes cascs. 

Information Sour«S 

Thc period chosen fur study srI nncd four a nd a hal f years. from 
January t, 1986, In June 30, 19')0. All sentences imro~ed during 
1986 and all bUI a handful in 1987 were governed hy Ihe taw prevail. 
ing rrior to passage of Ihe Scnlencing Reform Acl or 1964. (These 
cases arc called jlnon~guidcline" hctc.) Because the senlencing 
guidelines 'mpictnenlcl' lin November J. 19K7. are applieablc only to 
convicted urrendcrs wfll) cOinmincd (Ilfenscs aftcr thai dare, many_ or 
Ihe offenders whn!>e ca~es renchttl tfiSpfl,;itinn in the )le.us fulluwing 
Nuvcmhcl 19M7 were mIl senknn:d under Ihe guidelines, Moreover, 
because S!IIUC jmlgc5 (IUCSliuncd the constilutinnaUly nf the guidelines, 
Iherc wa" IJlleveu l'ompliam;c w;11I Ihe new law unlil January IR, 
IIJR9. when Iht llS. Supremt Cuurl uphdd, in Mis,reu(1 v. U"ired 

Slates, fhe constitulionatily ur the Senlendng Reform Aci nf 19R4 and 
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Ihe e~'cn. to whlchjudgcs depart f'l,m Ihe guidelines. By examining 
"IC dafercnccs in Ihc actual scnlenccs given 10 these offenders. 
regardless or Ihe guidelinc ranges, we were able to identify potential 
disparities an senlencing rraclice. We then conskJered ifdifrerences in 
guideline ,anges accounl for whal may appea, Co be system.atic racial 
Of echnic dirrcrenccs In sentencing. 

In genera'. our af'lfifOaeh was 10 identiry racial and ethnic diffcrences 
in scnlences imflOsed on offcnderS convicted orsimilar types or 
orrcnses, amlin alternpllU aecounl ror these t.lirrerenees statislically 
by hulding eonstanllhe uther difrercnces among whites, bracks, and 
Ilispanies thai may explain the dirrcfcnec:s in senlences. 

The Scnlcncing Commission's own evalualion or vluialion before and 
arter implemenlation of the guhfcfincs concluded Ibal 'hc guidelines 
were rcducir:tg unwarranlell dlspa,ities (U,S. Sentencing Commission 
1991). OUI an evaluation by the General Accounling Office chal~ 
lengedsome{lrllie Commission's eom:lusions (GAO 1992). Neither 
or theseeva1uallons rfJ<;used on disparily ;u:-cofding to the dcfcnllant"s 
race or cihnicily. 

IIId AglrtgaleIlIrr..oncesIn Senf ••cosllosull rrnm La..,.. 
I-ntp,rllnns of macks Cflnvkled ofMore Severtly I'unlshed 
O"eMesln (.uidellne Cases? 

Part uribe difrerenee nelweensenlcnccs Imposed on whiles and 
blacks untter .he guidelines resulted from the larger pmpoflion or 
blacks efIPvietcd of Federal drug Iraffieking caimes under the gu!II{> 
lines j n the 1989-90 rcriod than were convicled in 1986·1988, In 
1986, 19% oraU blacks convieled in federal coun were convicted or 
drug trarricking, 8y the fint hair of 1990.lhat pcreenlagc had grown. 
1046%. The numbers or whites convictell or (Iaflicking had also 
increased hetween 1986 and 199U, but not as dramaHcally: rrmri 26% 
of all convicted whiles in 1986 to )~% in the filsl half or 1990. 
Recause drug IrarHd:ing was one (lr IIle most heavily penalized 

Federal offcnses in 1990. Ihis larger increase in hlacks so convicled 
resulled tn their receiving longer average sentences than whites. 

To measure more predsely ~he extent.o which Ihe increaSing dmer~ 
enecsln sentences imposed on while, black, and lIispanlc offenders In 
guideline cases stemmed hom changes in the mix orcrimes for which 
they wereco,nvicled, we analyzed whal the average senlenees would 
have been In 1990 if the numbcrs of offenders convicted or each typo 
or crime had not changell since 1986. This analysis showed Ihat the 
dlfrerences observed in 1990 would have been much narrower Irlhe 
mix of orrendcrs Icmaine~ exactly the same as in 1986: 8 monlhs, 
in5lcad of _he 25w mon.h difference actually observed in 19«">lJ. This 8w 
month lIifferenee was, however,larger than the 1.6-month difference 
that existed in 1986. 

Were Sentences Ulsslm llar lIecaltse Whiles, lUa~ks, and 1Uspankll 
mrrl'rtd In Ways Thltt Were ugUlma.ely Relt:Y8pt 1'0 Stn'en~-
1",1 . 

To undersland .he reaSl}MS whites, blacks, and Ilispanies received 
dirrerenl sentences in guideline cases, weconductell closeT analyses of 
sentences imposed ror six types oC crimes: drug ',arHd:.ing. bank 
robbery, weapons ()Tfcnses. fraud t cmber.zlerncnl, and larceny. Thtse 
six offense ealegf)rics acenunted for 73% or aU orrenders sentenced h, 
guideline cases In the Federal district coun, during f9H9 and Ihe fhst 
half or t990, and [or 77% or all sentences 10 prison. In comparing 
drug traUiekt::rs, we cnminoo separatciy the senlencing uf llef$ons 
cnnvicledor Irarriding in hcrtlin, fIOwdcred cocalne, crack cocaine, 
marijuana, and OIher conlrollcd suh~lanccs. 

Among Ihnsc cnnvit:lcd or lhesc siw. t.vres Ilf offenses. we (clund lhal 
black."i, whites, ami .lispanic "rrende,,, dirfCfCd in impothtnt ways tha1 
were Icgilimaldy c'Ipected It) arrccl a judge'sscntcndng decision. 
That is, Ihch crimes v'Hied in gravily, as did Iheir etiminallccurds. 
even among offellders cmlVir.:tcd or the same Iypcs or cliflles. To 
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• 	 Nearly aU of theaggrcgllie differcnces amtlngscnlenecs fur 
whites. hlack.<:. ami f lispanics dUJing this perind can be attributed 
lu cbaracteristics of offenses and uffenders thai cunenllaw and 
senlencing g\lidclincs estahlish as legilimatc cnnsidenuiiJnsln 
sentendngdecisions. 

Some characlcrislics: of offenscs, or offendelS Ihal Arc correlated• 
wilh race or clhnidty strongly inOucnce sentences undercurrenl 
ft.:tlerut law and scnlcnclngsuidelines. Modifications orspedfic 
laws and/or guidcHnc5.wouldessenlially r:liminate the racial! 
ethnic differences, as detaitcd below. 

• 	 The main reason flla1 blacks' scntences wcre longer 'han whileS' 
during thc peliod from hnu..ry 1989 to June 1?90 was Iha183% 
ofalf Federal offenders: CH~vic,cd of trafficking in crack cocaine 
in guidolinceases were bfad:1 and Ihe average sentence imposed 
for CfllCk uarricldng was twice as long as ror traffickJng In 
powdered cocaine. e)lcludingoffcndcfscunvicled ofHarricking 
in crllck cocaine, Ihc remaining dirrcrcnee in Icngth nr ine.rc<:ra
tinn scntcnces imposed on hlack.<: and whites was 13 monfhs. 

• 	 While, black, antlilisranic offenderS convicted oflraUicldns in 
crack cocaine dirre,cd in a numhcr or ways, Including the amounl 
of drugsotd.lhe serinusness of Ihe ofrenders" prior criminal 
rceortl.s. whelher or not weapons were involved (and whclhcr 
thcre were secondaryofrenses ofcnnvictlon fnr firearms or· 
fenses). whether offenders pleaded suitt)' f/Hher Ihan wenllo Irisl t 

aod whether charges were reduced in exchange fOf a guUty plea~ 
Wi"t;" tlte Cil/tgory ofcrack frafficldtfg our slatislical analyses 
estimated dlal these differences accounted for all uflheohservcd 
variation in imprisonment sentcnees. 

• 	 E)lclulling offendem convicled ur Ifafflcking in fl'nWdefcl' orerack 
c()caiuc hom the totality of nffendcm senlenced under IfIe guide~ 

lincs. the remaining differcnce in the length of Incarceration 
sentences imposed on blacic.s and wbiles fotaU other offcnses was 
7 monibs. This residual dirrerence is e.ll:plahmf hy characterlstlci 
of offcnders convicled for bank mbhery and federal weapons 
orfenses. 

• 	 Mandatory minimum senlences for trafficking in a given we:fSh.o( 
erack are the same a!l. minimum sentences ror trafficking in 100 
times fhe same weight or cocaine pnwder. If legislation and 
guidelines werccbangedso Ihar t'lack and rowdefcd cocaine 
IraJrtckers were sentenced identIcally for the same weighl fif 
cocaine, Ibis study's analysis suggcsls that the hlacklwhite 
difference in sentenceS for cocaine trafficking would nol only 
evarorate but would slighlly .everse. . 

• 	 If, as an alternative policy change, the mandatory minimum 
stntence.... fOf cocaine trafficking wele to remain unChanged, but 
Ihe guldcUnes were 10 be rcvised sn as Itl lequite nn more than the 
mandatory minimum specified by law, thenbscrved 30% lonser 
sentcoce for black cocaine traffickers would. according In Ibis 
study·s Inalysis, have been reduced 10 .1% longenentcnces. 

Udalts nf AggrtBafe l'aUt Ins 

From 1986 through 1988. just berore furl implementation of sentenc
ing guiddines authnriled hy IheSenfencing Rcform Act of 1984 
(errccltve for offc~ses commiucd hcg;nning Novcmber 1, 1987),53% 
PCICCn! of while as: wcll a!;. htad urrentlcr.; who were nut suhject to 
Ihe ACI's provision received pfistln senlcnccs, 11111se scntenccs wcre 
fOughly comparable in length: a mu)CimUln uf 5 J mon1hs, on average, 
fur whitcs, and ;'is mnnths for Mach. f lispanies. nn Illc uther haRtl, 
wcre more tikcly tn bc imprlsuned (69%), hut Iheir maximum impris
onment scntcncc~ werc identjeal lu dw"c imposed on whitC5 (51 
months, un avcfagc). 
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Gldd,ljrus, lYSIS-pO. SlUfUnaty. O«emhe. 199). 

Afler Ihe implemcntalion uf scnlcndng guidelines and new mandatory 
minimum sentences in the Fedcral district CHUrlS, differences in the 
3vcl3gesenlcnecs imposed 1m whites. blacks. and I liSflanics became ~ 
tnttle pronlmneed. Sen'ences fcceived hy black and Ilisl"anic Feueral 
uffenders in guitktine cases wele harsher, on avclage, than Ihuse 
hnpJSi:d on whiles. Seventy-eight IlCtccnl ofall black .. frenders and 
85% of fUspanic offendtrs who wcre eon\licl~ oC Federal crimes 
during this period and wcre subject to the Act's provisluns were 
sentenced to incarceration, while 72% of Ihe whites were so 5ed
tcncet!. Fur 1hnse senlcnced In prison, blaeb had the longest average 
prisun sentence: 71 munlhs as compared with 50 monlhs for whhes 
and 48 monlhs Cor llispaniel. 

On the surface. alleasl, Ihis pattern seems contrary to what one 
would expect Collowingimplemeruatinn ofsentencing guidelines. 

'. 
lIypolhe,..Tcsl.d In.he 5hldy 

100 nbscrved aarcgate difference in sentenccslmf'Osed on whhes, 
blacks, and Hispanics coulu niSi for several reasons, and do nol 
necessafUy indicate the presence of unwarranled disparities. One 
pussibility that we explored is wlu:llter tlte w;de'J;flg dilJeretices 
obserwd ill 1990 at IIIe aggregate iel'el-/ar all wltiles, all blacks. 
tlIId allllLfJUlnies combined-uflect c/,anging propartio;u ofMacb 
and lIispanics Ccm.,iCled ofogtJlJes IhOl are more sel'tr~/, ptlniJhed. 
If Ihls were lrue, the larger spread between average sentences Imposed 
on blacks, whiles, and Hispanics in 1989·1990, as compared to 198~ 
would have been caused by an increasing concentradun ofblaeb and 
llispanlcs eonvieied uCthese mure heavily runisbed urCenses rather 
Ihan by unwarranted disparities. 

Ano1her possibility ,hat we explured is wI,etlier lite guide/;/ltS failed 
10 have ,I.e desired ellee, ofproducing greater fmi!ormi'y. The 
guideline ranges: 1c.ve judgl'.$ some lalilooc, cSllCcial1y for loDger 

prison senlences. Judges may also depau horn the ranges but Ire 
required 10 juslify such depanures in wliling. Judges'scntendng 
decisions may Ihclcby be influenced by 8 variety ofconsidelalions nol 
deemed legitimate by Congress or Ihe Sentencing Commission, sucb 
as the offender's racial or ethnic background, If Ihls were Uue l 

whlte.s:. blacks, and Ilispanics could lecelve senlenceS below or above 
the prestribed guideline rangesatd.rrerenl rdative rrequcndes, 
Still a tbitd possibililY Ihat we uplored is whether fhe gfliihlillt'!.s 
IlJe11UeiveJ created racial or ell",ic differenCe! in Jenlt.U1cing. The 
Senten'elng Reform Act of 1984 mandated Ihalthe U.S. Senlencing 
Commlssion d(!sign asystcm of guiddines thai scale Ihe severity or 
tbe recommended sentence! to the gravlly of the erime ami tbe seri· 
oU!;ncss of Ihc offender's eliminal history. The resulting guldeUnes
a matri" fha' grades offense gravity duwn one side and seriousneBI of 
Ihe offenderls criminal hislory across Ibeolher-coukl partially 
disadvantage blacks or HispaniCS by giving greater leve,age to (hose 
.characteristics Ihal ihey score worse on. 

Finally, we examined whether ,lie differences were oUfgrowllu 01 
mandalory milJil'llflm sentellcing prowsions Ihat began tu he passed In 
1984, and wefe Clff'landed in 1986and 1988. This could happen if 
Ihese laws were applieu to black and Illspanit offenders mote often 
Ihan to whiles. 

RclaUonshlp oflloLs 51.dy t. IlIher Evaluations nfStnt.nclnl 
Huimllnl'.S 

Olhel studies ahout the effecls uf .he guideline!\: on Feder.1 senleneJng 
practices include t feaney (1991), Karle and Sager (1991). 
Katzenelson .nu MeDanal (191J1).lJ.S. Sentencing Commissinn 
(1991), anti General Accounling Oflice (1992). l11esc relied uf'On 
tJiffe~nt sources or data, used" variety nf analylic arrmaebe.'I, and 
reached varying conclusions. Uecau.'i~ a nUlnher uf Ihe~e studies 
either framed Iheir bwc.'iligalitlo:t in w:tys: wllich did nul dileclly 

.' ,-, t , .' ,(. ...... " 



Table 34 

RACE OF DRUG OFFENDERS FOR !lACII DRUG TYI'E' 

Fiscal Yp.ar 1997 


WIllTE BLACK HISPANlC OrnER 
DRUG TYPE TOTAL NLllnbl:r rt'~("I'1 NLiIObc:, I'Clfelli I'flboller I~.<;ml N~"" I'lffCenl 

TOTAl. 111.799 4,830 25.7 '6,192 32.9 7.412 39.4 365 I' 
Powder walne 1.758 %, 20,) 1,445 ]0..1 2,271 415) 71 1.l 

Cr-ack Cocaine 4.624 298 6.4 1,901 84A 19. R.l! 27 06 

lIeTuln 1,810 .90 10.5 191 21.9 1,145 63.1 7. 4.3 

Marijuana 5,141 1,164 34.3 321 6.2 2,986 58.0 76 1.5 

Mel ha ItIlltlctnll'lillC 1,933 1,286 66.5 26 1.3 ". 26.8 IOJ U 

Oilier m )27 62.0 102 19.4 •• 16.7 '0 1.9 

IIll)))))))) I 
'Ollbc 4S.MlI \\..\.~:~. 18,921 "<'ll'~"I111!l1l:td <l1lt.h USSfi 0",.,...., '["0, I'.." I' (\.Itugtl OfthC1C. 18,835 ,w,e WIILc~w.:I.~ nude. U21lt.1 (D,u& "Iullli<lj,'tl-I, 2UI-2 {I'mll"'ll .... Lut,'Li<~IS;, 2U1 , 

iC(lfliUl<MgCWflirud E',k'l"iloC1.1tl1 l!:jA.eM/M:maetl),"'8 E~I:lhlisl~"fflIl." ll)2,1 (Sil\l['tt "lwcuioo/ OJ ~l~ 18,$lS 'iI~~, )(,G\5C"i \V\.'fcexrhlllnitlutllounc ollhe Ibllmvi"~'C1I~UIl1i: l11is.sllOt 
lufW>lulkm m) OI1"tottie1'SlXC (14). ru rn.~sidfl fnjHtID3I.K>IlOO drUI!: ~rpc (n) I~jiplions ufl",i;abk"s 1.:K'd i.! ,11.) I..... tu~ pWI'kk<I jp Appcooi. A, 

S()l}IlCf:: U ~t .swwlltmt CUlrp,;",iw" 1!),)11~Mlk. US5CfY91, 



Source: tLS. Dept.rht'!enl of h •• lice, BIltUIlOr Jusli(:1: SI.tiities, Stttltttdn.lff th~ Fro/ttal C()ur4: Dtlu RdClt MQUtT_~ 'Tht TrQlUilloft to SlI1f,ftt:in, 

GOIliftlinn, 198iBfl. SUlftlltd./')'. O«:ember 1993. 

(herVRW Ur .'htdlngs 

This's Ihe summary or a study that cnmincd racial and ethnic 
disparities in sentcnces imposcLl tIn Feder..1orrenders berore and after 
implemcnlalion ur thc senlcnchlg gulLlclines authorb:.cd by the Scn~ 
lencing Rdnrm Acl tlr 1984 and Ihe mandatory minimum imrrison. 
ment provisions (lr Ihe AnU.Drug Abuse Ael or 1986. Panerns In 
SCnlCncc.s ror whiles. blacks, and lIispanics were analyzcd stalistlcally 
by accounting rm various characteristics of offcnders and their crimes 
Ihal may be correia led whh lace or cthnicity, and by simulallnglhe 

'scntcnl;CS Ihat would have been imposed underaltcniafive sentencing 
sc::hcml!s. 

111c sludy's major rimHngs arc 8S fullows: 

• 	 During 19R6-1988. before full implemenlalicm ofsentencing 
guidelines. while, black ami IUspanic: offenders received similar 
senlences, on average. in Federal dislric. CourtS. 

• 	 Among Federa' offenders sentenced under guidelines rrom J9nu~ 
Ofy 20, 1989, to June 30, 1990. there were subslanlja' aggregale 

'differences in sentences imposed 00 white, black, and Hispanic 
offenders. 

During lhis period. 85% or Ilispanie uHenders and 78% or 
black offendcrs were sen1enced to imprisonmenl, compared 
with 72% of while offenders. 

On average, blaek offendcB scntenced In prison during Ihi! 
rcriod had imposed sentences Ihal were 41% longer Ihan ror 
whites (21 months longer). For incareclaled Hispanics, 'he 
average imp>sed sentence did not dirfer significantly from Ihe 
Bveragesenlent"e for wbiles. 
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Cocainl! (Inti Federal Sentl!ncing Policr 

The IOO..to M 1 crack: cocaine to powder cocaine quantity ratio is a primary cause of the 
growing disparity between sentences for Black and W~ite federai defendants. 

E. IDENTIFYING TIlE MORE DANGEROUS DEFENDANTS 

I. Prior Record 

Resear~h has shown that the bes: way to identify offenders who are most likely to COmmlt 
new offenses is to focus on their prior criminal record. The sentencing guidelines increase a 
defendant's sentence based on' the seriousness ofhisfher criminal history to ensure that persons who 
are a continuing threat to the C()1'M\uruty are sufficently punished. The Commission's criminal 
history categories have been shown to be valid predictors ofrecidivism and dangerousness for drug 
offenders."" 

Table 14 presents data on the criminal history categories of federal drug trafficking 
defendants. In general, federal defendants do not have serious prior criminal records: 62.0 percent 
fall in Category 1.. that is, they have either no prior record. a single minor offense. or very old 
convictions, Examination by specific drug type. however. indicates that crack cocaine defendants 
as a group have more serious records of prior convictions than defendants convicted of ather drug 
offenses. Crack defendants are least likely to have the loweS! criminal history score (44.8%) and 
mOSt likely to score in the career offender range (6.3%). 

Table is shows that crack cocaine defendants also are more likely to have a recent criminal 
record~ with 33.7 percent under a pre-existing criminal justice stnIenCe at the time of their most 
recent federal offense. Additionally, crack cocaine defendants are most likely (4.2% compared to 
1.1% for powder cocaine defendants) to have committed the instant offense within two years of 
release from imprisonment ror a prior offense. Finally, J4.5 percent of crack cocaine defendants 
(compared.to 6.6% of the powder cocaine defendants) are hOlh under a pre-existing sentence when 
they commit their offense and commit the new offense within two years of a release for a prior 
sentence. 

1) Su U.S, Depnruneru of Ju.st1ce, An Analysis of Non- Violent Drug Offenders with Minimal Criminal Histones {Feb. 
1994).Table 26 pat'( I (reporting results offollCJ\l<l~up $ludy of a cohort of drug offenders with a range of erim.inlI! 
hlstones. Offenders widl lef'Q criminal tu$1OT)' points wen:: still sw.::cc:ssful thret; yean after release: 92% of tbe time. 
Thost: with over ten points succeeded only 23% of the time. Among Category 1offenders. half the: failures WC1I!: for drug 
sale or possession. 14% \4-'etC for I'fOpeny cri.rne.1. 12% were for driving wb.ile intoxicated. and 6% were for $lml'ie 
a.ssault The n:ma.indcr were for lec:b:tucal violations or oth~ otlc:nses.) . 
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Table 4 

RACE OF OFFENDERS IN EACH PRIMARY OFFENSE CATEGORY' 

Fiscal Year 1997 


8LACK HISPANIC OTHER 

PRIMARY OFFENSE TOTAl. 

TOTAl 41.$16 16.$Z" 34.7 iUM Z1.1 16.06S ,33.1 

M",l'(ltr 40 408 16 163 , II 8.2" ..,M~ltr 8 1$.1 "" " J(Jdhapp!ni''Hosuge.T,k.inS 32 ..2.1 11 IJ.7 IS 20,0 "" )S 16.0 8 3.7 9 4-1 '"s"""'_ '" ... 204 40,1 10$ 21.2 fiZ 12.2 !J5"""'" 
Robbflry ..- 834 41,1 169 IU: " A_ 17 1JJ 12 I!.ot 7"5 , " .,DNP- Tf'lff.dllng lUll 4,461 ;146 s.sS6 3;te U:!O 41.U 


Dl1Igl. COI!JIII'Wniatioa F.dliry ,.. liS 2V! U6 }94 II) 28.5 
"" , ,

.> 
. 


Drug" S;m~ ~tulan Z8,S 50.$ !5~ ~7.1 105 1!.1
'" .. " FiNarnu 2.3417 982 426 947 41.0 31J l:t6 l8 


BIlrg.lary/8&E .. 29 4'-5 <;1 14 S 5 $.2 29.s
" AUIO "Thtfi 6),0 IH 0.1If' ." 
t..~.., t."" 1,225 47.0 9)0 ),t1 III '96 7.' 

Fnud .m .:",60 54 .. 1,912 28,7 "" 11,5'" 
Embenlel!!lltftl ... 4i1J'> 57.0 :nO 211.1 7:" FolJ(rylOrum'TC"'ifl$ ." 289 437 223 J,U """ " BtllN!ry )SJ 551 68 24 4 II ; I 8 , '" .. " " Tu 158 76.9 99 10.0 17 7.' 

MOlley Uu~rlnl oa. 4::>8' J9J 139' 15.1 27) 30.9 
 " 
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Tabl. 13 

RACE OF DRUG 1'RAI'I1ICKING IlEFENDAN'rS' 
(Oclober I, 1991thrDIIgh September 30, (993) 

111rAL. WlirrE BUCK ItIsrAtuc.... (fl'JIER"· 

"u.",1., Puttnt.. NumlM', 
I'U(4lI'l'., "H,nt.. hrnM., "',"Ill' I'tfttftl ....... 

N-"" at Numbu at 
DRUG TYPE NUmWf r.-ot "-"" .." .... .... OBI RIIrl" 
1(tfAt. I~'l 100.0 lU - <I,UI ».. U/ 
I'_du CI)I',II\I 31.0 1,69" 32.0 I,~n "'.0 11.-4 Z.019 0.1 ]9,l 71 U.t U 

"'OJ ". ....' .." ". 
....' "" 

C'nck Coul", .s,lOf ". ... 2,1.4} 56.1 ...• ... 1.1 ~'" ••
.'.nln ,~.. .., I1l 

'" ,.• 11$ 
" 

10.1 ".. .,. '·M ". .. " 21.1'" '" 
M_rUlUU ~... 26,9 I,RH • 2.1 .ca.l ". ,.. ,.• ',m )'1.2 ." 21.6 Ll'" 
Mtttuuft,lu111m1,.. m iU~ au 10 u' U .., a.I n 16.1 I.d". ••• ,. 

or the: 41,101,lIlddil'lt (:Utt, It..41S /tIyolvtd d",p. Of dun I'M75 nS(I, !S,lIn (1m ""1I':1't ududed for tlft( 01 mere 01 the f~IOwinl tUIOfU: ill«:lmpleut II1'ddin( 'rrllfluin/l iM"fm;ol'm! (l.?ln... miuill'''...... 1)1"'t 
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'Por P~I'J1"lSf" of thlt f~POI1, "dudsnll ",,~e ~Ihnk hultrrowlld i. dulp.ltd .. Ililplnit.ue IhOl/<'1l U Ililp.fti( natfdku rtf radl' h.rklm"ftd. "he Olhu nltlt"'Y lnd!Jck, dc/rfldJnt\ Hf !'''-live AmniUfI, Allden 
'IUllt, and MIll!. 01 r.dlit' bltrulu orill!JI, 

!lUKe: U.S. Stlltt'ftc1ftl Commiuil1n, Cocoin# Mf4 F#d#u.d Sltlwtd". Paficy. FWnllry 19~5. 
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4. 	 The Effect oUbeIOG-t.,.1 Quantity Ratio on DilT"",nces in Average Sentences 
Imposed 00 Various Racial Groups 

FUldings in. recent Bureau ofJustice Statistics StUdy. conducted by Dciuglas McDonald and 
Kenneth Carlson, suggest that between 1986 and 1990 both the rate and the average length of 
imprisoMlOlll for federal offenders incr""",d for Blacks in comparison to Whites" The researchers 
concluded that this increase, based on legally relevant offense characteristics, was caused largely 
by the mandatoty minimum penalties for drug offenses and'more specifically by the 100-10-1 
quantity "'tio of powder coeaine to crnck cocaine. The study $lales that with the implementation 
of sentencing guidelines and mandatory minimum penalties, ' 

[tlhe nutin reason that Blacks' sentences were longer than Whites' during the period 
from lanuary 1989 to lune 1990 was that 83% of all Fedellll offenders convicted of 
trnfticking in crack cocalne in guideline cases were Black. and the average sentence 
imposed for crack trafficking was twice as long as for trafficking in powdered 
cOca.inc.29' 

McDonald and Carlson examined a number ofoffense- and offender-related characteristics 
and found that White. Black. and Hispanic crack cocaine traffickers differed in drug amounts, prior 
record, weapon involvemen~ trial ",t .., and charge reductions resulting from pleas. They conclud. 
that within the category of crack cecalne trafficking. "these differences accounted for all the 
observed variation in imprisolunent sentences.")O . 

Interpreting their findings, McDonald and Carlson suggest that "[mJodification of specific 
laws andlor guidelines would essentially eliminat. the racial/ethnic differences",':" More 
specifically, they single out the lOO-t.,.1 quantity ",tio and argue that 

[iJf legislation and guidelines were changed 50 that crack and powdered cocalne 
traffickers were sentenced identically for the same weight of cocaine, this study's 
analysis suggests that the BlacklWhite difference in sentences for cocaine trafficking 
would not only evaporate but would slightly reverse" 

:I' u.s, Department of Justice'. Office of Justice Programs, ButeAU of Justice Swistics, Sen1encmg in the federal 
CQuns' PM Race Malter':' (No\,. 1993). 

:'/(/3tl. 

)IJ Id. at :', 

n Id. at 1. 

l! /d, al 2. 
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United States Sentencing Commission 

D. DEMOGRAPmC PROFILE OF FEDERAL COCAINE OFFENDERS 

Who ate fedml cocaine offend ..... and how do powder lItId crad cocaine offenders compare 
with each other lItId with other drug offenders' In particular. are there important offender 
characteristics that distinguish crack offenders from powder offenders' 

1. Citimlship 

Table 9 shows the citizenship of federal drug defendants. Among CI'lIck cocaine cases. only 
8.1 percent were non ..U.S. citizens". This contrasts with the higher proponion of aliens for other 
drugs (powder cocaine 29"7%, heroin 63"0%, marijuana 31.8%" and methamphetamine 9"9%). 
Within a drug organization, alien status may be associated \\oith the role of mule or courier and the 
crossing of a U"S" border. As discussed in Chapter 4. crack cocaine cases very infrequently m~ojve 
crossing the U.S. border. 

1. Gender, Age, and Education 

Most federal drug defendlltlts are male (89.2% of traffickers. 81.4% of possessors), 
regardless of the type of drug involved (see Table 10). Most (75.2% of traffickers) are 26 years of 
age or older (see Table I I). However, cra<:k cocaine trafficking defendants are generally younger. 
with nearly half (46.9%) less than 26 years old. Crack cocaine defendlltlts are the only drug group 
with an average age less than 30 years. As Table 12 shows approximately half (47.9%) ofall drug 
detendlltlts have not graduated from high school The percentage of defendlltlts no! completing high 
school is highest among marijuana defendlltlis (53.0%). Crack cocaine traffic}cing defendants have 
the lo.west rateS ofcollege attendlltlce or graduation. 

3. Race and Etbnicity 

T.ble 13 presents the distribution of drug trafficking cases by defendlltl!'s race. In 1993. 
Whites account for 30.8 percent of all convicted federal drug offenders, BI.cks 33.9 percent. and 
Hispanics 33.8 percent. Sentencing panems for some drugs show high concentrations of. panicular 
racial or ethnic group. Most strikingly. cra<:k cocaine offenders are 88.3 percent Black. Conversely, 
methamphetamine offenders are 84,2 percent White, Powder cocaine cases invoive sizeable 
proponions of Whiles (32.0%), Blacks (27.4%), and Hispanics (39.3%). 

Among defendants convicted of SImple possession, 58 percent of powder defendlltlts were 
White, 26.7 percent were Black, and 15 percent were Hispanic. Among crack defendants, 10.3 
percent were White. 84.S percent were Black, and 5.2·percent were Hispanic . 
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1.289 ~.I)6 , ,-"",. .Ot 1'1'.7" "" ., .V~lrn1M' _"... _ .....~_._.. _ .... ~.."".... _'"_, 101.09111 jjJ3' 41.192 : 1.749 47.:'01.' ,.1

Ptapen~~mf' _.__._... _ ...*~.._ ....._ ..~,..,. '29.4491 nOJ.1t! , 139,.,..9 ' 1l.9I& \OQ-.O ". 
6l1..!W6 :! 11'"''') , 8..391 : 13.1.17 100.0 :: 66.& ' %9,1 lJ 

~ ~_la~_~........._._..'""__.. __.'"' nUll l06h" ! !!9·9061 1.942 I ,.... 
 6::,~ ; 3$,0: 
~ _,o..."ftkJl.iq ~~_...... _._.. _,_.,_. 6,!:!~ 1.2"::, 6J 1 

100.0 
.,,~, 100.0 7'U.· zo.oj

Ftwd ______,__~_..N., __·_...__.. __ ..._ IU6_ 9.9400: WI, ...~~ !~ ! " 100.0 1~.' ' 4;P 
~w__.~..·_,_.·_·__ ,,_._~,...... 399 " :\44j 100.0 6H: ]-$,', 

Sloitn ~r: ~Y"''' m«ffilll· • '" ~ i " 
~WlJ ,","w_••_·_, .. ••· ___..·_.. · ______..",· 3O.m 18..119 : I LlIl '06: '" ,..100.0 110.3 : 

VoUId.iJ,_ ._••._._ ...,, __""_,,_ ,~...~ ...... 10).2{I1 a:.ml la.ci~7 i !.27! 1.!i11 lOCH) 'Ui ~~~i J>,....,,,~: cu,y!SJ. pouoHVIIJ. CI.I:, .._ .." ..._""".. lU)1 1l.410! 0.. 100,0 Ul!, }U i I.., ". ,,.,. , ",I ,.,~nniol! u4~~0lIt4 _ '"~. '~""'__'" 1.11>4 lOO.fl u.'iI] l'.3 ! 'J ,iu 01'l~fl;<:'1 t~~ fCI!"ciWc ... IIIIoCI " " 
•• ,.,-prm.ilIllDOtlI _._."n"~~'"_,~..,,_.,,.,,_.. , ___ U.fIoW tAil' ).$19i Ill: I)' loo.fl 69.' ; 28,41

DNs ~ 'li.aIa.t:lCIU _.~._m.~.__,~,_._..__ UI,lot ~1.!!1 ; 1.(I9J: l.4Jl loo.fl ~~ ~ t 16" ' .1 •Cill!lbinl$ .... __.~.....__..""••" .._~...__..~, ~ :,'nJ "'" t,916 ; II 100,0 14.S; 'I J""I
OffeftMllpnm family lUll! d:t:tkln:o_.....___• ~,m ••'"J.U : 1..::5): 100.0"': 1H: n··1 '.0 
On""n, unl2lrdlf '1If11fC11t!:i .._.~.._._._._'_..M Il.11~ 1IMI; 12$; 2$1 : , '" , '4 IOQ-.O : 'lLZ, '.1 I "',.• i 

'J 
uquor 1."'1 _.__._'".............._~w•..4_~....._ .._~. Ill,191 10LM) : 6.1&4 : 
 I ,.•100.0 9O.iJ : 1.1 

..DNIIullJlC"u .....__ ........_."'''~..''M __4 .......~''_.. [1.0" I'.OM. 1.5~' ; ':1 '" ,.. 
 {OQ-,O &a.l : iJ.l, U .1 
Dnorderly ~~" ............... _""" ...... _.~,,_._ 139.114 tOl},9(1O 36,m! un {OQ-,O .,ol,) 1 J$,1.,... ""Iv.!lJ"MC:Y ....... , .............. , ••• "'•••• '" ..... " ..... ".~'_.m '1.323 : LOCO: 11 21 
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;~l ! .lSI»J)1~O" .... " .."......... .. ... ,."...... ""........,,, ... ,,, ... ..... I.~ 
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 :"'1 •Cllrf~."d I",,,,"n, I...... vi<:>bl.JttIU ... _ .... .. 141.1)~ 103.6001 . ~;1'56 LM5 ~ 1.0601 lOO. "ll.91 .., " b"_~yl ............. " ........... _ , ... " ..~ ..__.....__..... ,_ I.tLHO nO.no: :tl.{ilO U.t'l i 5.661 : 11·%1 '~1 ..:
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""' .....18g8 01 DAWN ~"""" drug _ 11'1_, by _..... 
_,_and~: t893 

11- F.m.... 
EpC••• cn..-..~ ...... ...... ..- HI_nIc 

DNg-"" 	 57..._- "'. 	 "'0 
'$,0 55.0 ...2 	 58.'.... .... 	 S1.8 .a. "1.1 ~-.._-	 ... ... ...• 'U'TtWaaJd aM /'IIIIfJIUIId 01$.0 	 SU 

M'nID8d 1:1; hOIipicaI .... 	 33.. eu ".0 ....<IQ.'U 3' ... 3.0 3.0 '.00".." 
SOURCE: 	Orug ACu$tt ~ Nnwork. ~ Abuse a.rd MInIai HItada'I:scrnc- Acwin.tlUlon. AJri 15$4 
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A ....""_ 01 the _oddly __for lOad 
DAWN ....ergency 1'00II\ _-_the1IICOI0001CIty_on 

tar leteeted ClNg tnemlOI\I: 1993 
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~. 	 11.7"". 	 31.' 
~ 	 42 .... 1ao 
PCPIPCP comJ:iononI .... .a• zu 
Cocaine .... !!6.0 i.' 
__ 	 •.0...."".2' 
~pI'\rIQI'J.~ 	 72. , 3.3 13." 

NOTE: 	?~u do not sum to 100 due to UdU$ion CI Cl:aI3 tot poaients CI 0ltIet and uf'lktlown 
racaSlGtMic:itin. 

SOURCE: 	Otug Abu&. wamit'9 NcnwQrk. S~~ and ....mat Heaflh Se,.... AdminisU'ation. April 
1994 provi:sionai CIala file. 
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PeR::Mtage rapnllutation 01 ,. 'elltdCIty among CIlen:ta In ...'_ atl:IetaIK:8 abuse traatmam:n 

19110, 11182, 1887, 1890, 18111, _ 1. 

,... ,. ,.. ,. ,... -""- '110 ,--Wt*. ~PO:nW: 12.1 .... .... au 61.8 .,.. ...• ,.,. 2l>.$ 11.4 .... ".1 21.2 21.6 --- .... ,u ,... ,... ,... 14.1 14,6 -Mel cr P8d6t ISIandII' 0.' 0.< ... ••• ••• •• ... 
, ,.. ,.. ,..
Americ:an IndanlAaasU HaM ... 2.1 1.1 ... 

SOURCE: NaIonaI 0nIg and Akddim T..".,IUnit...." ~__ a"Id ~ tfNi'i't s.riars "'!Nllisnlioll. 



TABLE 28: ESTIMATED NUMBER OF EMERGENCY OEPARTMENT MARUUANAIHASHISH MENilONS, 
BY AGE, SEX, RACEJETHNlctTY. HOSPtTAL LOCAilON, ORUG USE Monve, AND REASON rclR 
EMERGENCY DEPARTMENT Vlsrr: 1989 v 1996 

CATEGORY; MAfWUANAfHASHISH 

I Itt , ! 1 I f "."AI.. 
t ltttAl.. I JOl'AL I lttw. I TOTAL I toTAL ! TOTAL I JOl'At. I lttTAL ! UIIIJ5,,-,-,-,,-,-,-,,-,-, 

I·················.·······~······v•.•..•••••••••..•......••.....•••....•••••_.....•........•........ 1
,-.0 , , 1 

IltITAl. U.4...• I 20.7031 ".71)11 ";"'1 23,t"l 21,ml ""',11.)j 4'.11'11 '3,7hl 0.028 .1 0.000 ... I 
, , , , 1 , 1 1 , 1 , 1 
IAU ••34 I 11, 031 1 t3,"41 13,2011 1t,2171 23,011 1 31,IWIOI 3!l,IIIOI "',:1111 0'.055 ., O.oo:t -! 
INa 12-17 I ~, 1511 2',1101 I, t301 :I, tOil 4,1471 iII,"'t! 7 ,t7"1 Il,nal 0.054 ., 0.000 .j 

I"'" 1•• 25 ! 1,21tl '.7121 ',0111 ',2MI 0,""1 n.MGI 141.1G31 ".751 O.<lGO .1 0.2" -I 
,Aat 20.:»4 I e,I111 1,1II1! ·,....1 7.'''''1 i,17l1f 11,4$11 12 , 417 1 15,041 O.OM _I c.ooa ·1 
IW35· I 2,10C1f :t,I801 2,101 4,""1, 5,A4f 8,2771 0.1I70j 12,HlI 0.010 .1 0.000 -I, , , , , 11 1 1 1 I 
1M\.! I '.,Sf51 lOo,lRI 11.~11 17, 1371 20,~11 2',0"'1 :ll.21tO! H,.Stl 0.04' .1 o.Oen .oj 
II'IIMU , 5....1 .,eMl .,1250 1 ',48S1,_a._I H,7&:1 13,2'101 1&,1001 00.020 ·1 1)'clOt .j 

.I , , , , , , , ,1 1 
IINIU: I to,o1'11 '1,a3St .,o;wl 10,464f t3,4&" l&,MaI ;0,&821 14,"51 O.oe. .1 0.006 .1 
,OWIt 1 0,_1 ',2071 !l,At, 1,':»41 10,10111 'S,O»I to,I101 n,GAI 0.318 .1 0.055 .1 
!"I""IC I , ,0l)Il;1 1 ,~1Sf 1,312 1 2',124r :I',fIIOl :1, 10111 3,7411 .,3001 0.1•• , 0.120 .1 
I OTlltlll IUtI I 1211 O.'fIO '1 C.423 .1"., '''1 ..,' ..., 

2,_1 "'" IIIIAtI Ulillt. I 2.aNl, 1,201lit 1,114'" 1 1,1"'1, '''" %,1.)11 3.3371 3 ....1 0 ...., .j C.2'18 .1 , , , , , ,1 1 1 1 

ICUTIII4L CITY , 1••01 1,-1 11,1001 ',t301 12,00Il1 U,""I 18,2421 ~,U11 0.000 .1 0.000 .r 

IOVTUoe CIII. UTYI '.:»401 3,_1 3,M41 S,$11) ••7301 10.21&1 11,2001 O.OSl .1 0.0!I2 .1
.,-1

IU'tlOML ,..utL I 1,4'l2j ',1171, ',.'11 1,55"11 O,~l 14,aeol 1',"4, 21.'.1 0.12l·1 0.0e2 .1, , , , , , ,1 1 1 1 
IUCUU'10UL 1.111 1 0,_1 4,4», .,nlj &,0411 7,ue! to,S151 12,2101 U,2$51 0.031 .1 0.001 .1 
loo"onci 1 I,ootl !l.OMI 7,0IlI041 .,001 to.78C1 ts,014j '., ' ..<II :&1,0211 0.:'" .1 0.000 .1 
IIUlctall I 1,a!Ulq 1,IlI4 1 1,101 2.'471 2,_71 2,03411 4,4;5! S,$l'11 G.'*' ., O.c. --I 
107"1II:/1IU .,Trrl I .,"'1, .,tnl 3, 4471 .,1'11 I.-I lC,11'l 10.*1 11,1191 o,or" .1 0·... ·1, , , , , , ,1 1 1 1 
I "",1 ....e110 aM1, t 1.24a! 4,4701 '1.~1 I.-I t1,~1 12,0111 14,'411 0.108 ., 0.048 .1.."'''' IOtEltDCU ! 3.HoSI 2.ml 2,S"1 4.Un 4,10111 7,O"! 1,7431 1l,H2j 0.051 .1 0.021 .1 
!~_%C e,nCTt f 2'.7441 ~:'OGI :1',0161 .,3:171 2,5!lj 4,14$1 .,447) 5,UG, 0.:1'" '1 O.OT& ·13._,IIWl1H PITOX, I 2.iilt, 3,*1 4,$4;:1 $,Mal &,HIS, 1,1"1 7,7." 0.111 .. , 0,31" ., 

IIJXT.OM....L I ",., "to U11 .,2'1 .,,' ...,0.0&! .1 0.719 .1 
10T••/1IM .... t "'" 3,$UI $,n'l ""' It.enl U,MOI 0.0fI:l .1 0.000 ·1.,3221 3,41$1 

.,' W:t"'11 .t tfOT -.;, If........., 0' Mlt,,:t_ 011 t. Uti TIl.. 10. 
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TABLE 28: eSTrMATEO NUMBER OF EMERGENCY DEPARTMENT METHAMPHETAMINEISPEED 
MENTIONS, BY AGE. SEX. RACEJETHNICrrv. HOSPITAL LOCAnON, DRUG USE MOTIVE, AND 
REASON FOR EMERGENCY DEPARTME:NT VISIT: 1&69 -1900 

CATEGORY: METHAMPHETAMINElSPEEO 

.....-.............................-.. ............. ........... .............. ....... ... --..... ~ ~ ~ "'~ ~ 

I I I I I I I I I P~Y4L I,··YAL 
I 1UTAI. I mAt. j 'fO'I'AI. l' 'fOfM. I 'rO'fAL I 1'0"~ I TOTAL I TOTAL I t":IO, I 111M, J 
1_1_1_1_1_1_1'~I_I~ 1'_ I 

; ••••• ~~ •••• ~ •••••+._••_••••~ •••_.+w •••••••••••••~.+..~ .. ,+~~. ___ .+~ •••••••• ~._.~" •••• _•••••___ •..• _I 
• IDOIMS_ ! ! I I I ; I I I I I 

jTOrl.L,I,I.$....• I 1,7221 S,2"1 ....11 e,!A31 ••ml 1'I,HlI 15,t3&j l',octIl 0.03(1 -I 0.018 -I 
! 1 I I I I ! 1 j I I 
JAU ••~ I 1,'''j 4,ltsl 3,THII 5.1111 1,1311 13,::)351 1'.70,; 7,1211 0.020 -I 0.01' 
1*12-11 I 0071 1161 "I! OIOj OUI 1,",! 1,4311 1,0211 O.lIO .! 0.093 
1* 10·25 1 2,M'j 1,131j I,MZI 1,7101 :I,U'! 5,'941 4,1101 J,728! o.o,,~ '1 0.025 
!AIn 2&.:)4 1 3,7211 ,.7UI 1,'72j z,7~1 3,4421 ',110! 5,.&82! 3,004! 0,021 -I 0.021 
1-'" 35_ 1 1,SO'1 ."1 ",$41 1.3101 :2,142! ',3141 .,UII 3,1851 0.27' -I 0.040 
I 1 I I I I ! 1 1 I I 
I_I.!: 1 ',SOIl 3,.... 1 3,0511 ',Utl 0,7"11 11,::1"1 10,3241 7,1201 0.015 -j O.OD 
InlM1.l: 1 2,92'1 1,THI 1.8101 2,0%21 ::1,0731 1,2101 5,4851 3,71110.007·1 0.007 

II! 1 ! I 1 I I I I 
IDITI 1 a, "'51 3,(IIIIOj 3....51 ",fl071 7,0701 12,3741 10,21501 15,77lt 0.0<48 "I 0.0:10 

IBU.CIC ! CUI ....1 3101 2Nl 3471 lIal lla71 eool 0.'," -I 0.<113 -I 
IfillP,ul¢' I 57TI 3", 4.'221 02'1 1,~1 2,flOOI 2,,,", 1,07.,0.13111-1 0.0$11 .! 
IOTMlIlIUoCI I 011 ~I '11 :WI 7TI 1141 40111 3111 0.885 ·1 0.152 <o-j 

IRIoCI vn:. I 11221 ~I Mill 7141 1,OMI l,5toj 1,'741 l,'28, 0.e12 -I O.S:'iD ., 

1 I I I I 1 I I I I 1 1 
ICUTIUo'" CITY I 2,4011 '.15171 1,'1201 1,.... 1 2,_1 3,0121 2,0101 2 ,:U14 1 0.000 -I 0.000 -I 
ICA.lTSIOI CI_, CITyl 1,M71 H.$l flU I 1,4021 1,71', 2,Mltl 2,1~1 ',0111j O.lto -I 0,0" -I 
IIU.TlObl. ,un 1 ',5U, a,3M, 2,3021 3,315j' ',aol 12,'.&81 10,toej 0,4001 O,O:'il .j 0.043 .! 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ' I I I 1 
11III~""TlOIU.L lUll. I 2,08', 1,'"1 1,.Utl 2,1031 1,'Ol! .,M:l! 3,'71j 3,1001[ 0.'''7 .1 0.1')' -j 
lD1'laoEIICI I 3, oatI I 1,"01 2,tU! 2,:U81 3,4oa! 7.'23! 7,:l47! .,Ma! 0.112 '1 0.042 <1 
IsvlCIOI I 7101 U11 .001 ... 1 M&! WI 1,*1 7fKt! 0,3UI -I a.au .; 
jOTHIII,UIK IIIOTJy~ I l,tle31 1,1&41 .a" ',e01! 2,0121 .,,1 ',t:tol a,:l31! 0.07'-1 ---I 
I 1 I I I ! ! I j ! 1 1 
IItIIUPlCTlD NACT.t a,S7al 1,8201 1."11 lI,3UI 3.... j «,::15'1 ',lOti 4,202! 0.139-1 0.02 -I 
JOYIIiDOSI I 1,tM31 1,2al 1,0171 I.OtS! 2,$040'1 .,.541 .,!lU! a,1751 0.0)<1 -I O.ON -j 
lCfllllOIIlC E"ICTS I 2,."1 "O! 1,0071 ....1 1,310j 2,351, 2,.191 1,9OIj O.lM ·1 O.no -j 
15£1ICIIG DETO_. I GOal 2001 37t~ 537j N.l 1,31$1 ',OUj SM! (LU2 -j o.n•. j 

IWITIIDRAWAL ... 1 ... j •• ,1 .,.1 1301 ·,,1 ",J 271! .. ·1 ... j 

10TIIEII/UIIIC RUJIOII 1,111! an! 10lj $Ull I,H•• 2,2021 I,.,t! 1,S40j 0 ••1. -I 0.0$:1 • j 

UTJMTI DOES IIOT _IT nAQ4RC O' 'REf:IUOII Of!: 18 u:n 'hIU 10• 


.. UTnu.TlS Fe. 1HIS n. nooo AU paUlllIiioUtV. FIlIAl. UTDAT.. WILL 4t "MOUeE!) u.nlt AKO MT &£ IUCKEA OA 


LOWIiIt 11(,u 'ULliIIUAV ISTDlIlTU 00£ TO ""01111 AbJ\IS"..T AlII) OTMIIII fACTOII$. 

"9 TOTAl. lllCl.vHO ,,,TUtU WflQi:I sb: p "" ..... UJlDOWJl, 

,u: 11(IIJ ccw., '+' "0 '.' DIllOn lUIIIMEtlIJitt tlIClfUIU, ..S,acUVELY• 

• 0Tl: T)lUr bTT_Tn AJIE &Asao ". A Rlmsa.TAUy.......u: Of 1I0.~f£OelW. '!lDIU ITAY MO.,.ITAt.$ 'IUTII 24-It(IUR I.AGlleT 


• ..,..VTS. 

tOV.cs: ........ CMlll DiltS .~JiIItC IltftOJlJJ:. Dec• .., PILle, 


Mid-v ea"1997 Preliminary eo OAWN Oat: 58 



TABLE 21: eSTIMATeD NUMBeR OF EMERGENCY DEPARTMENT COCAINE MENTIONS, BY AGE, SEX, RACElETHNICITY. 
HOSPITAL LOCATION. ORUG USE MOTIVE. ANt) REASON FOR EMERGENCY DEPARTMENT 
VISIT: 2"d HALF 1991 -1 11 HALF 1997 

CATEGORY: COCAINE 

I I I I 11,·rAl,I'·YAi.1 
loWl. ·DCiiC I.MI· .AI_,.II""·OlC'..... ..1.... !.wL -IIEC j ....•..i..lUl••'01 ••h.,. • .-!..IIIl·illEC I.lM -.HIII"""l" DEC , ....... ..1111 !112. "1 , ,1"' ,"1, • I 
I 01 I a I 82 I va 1 113 f" ! 1M I us I es I DO j DO 1 ff1 a ,_,"'" 19&,111. ( 

IDCMot,IN 
ITOTAL 11.8.'"" so,tU! 1l0,DHlI0.1U -10.12; 'IU, n91 80,0:1-11 02,U'2! $&."431 7",43:11 13,1e.31, I 

1 1 .1 1 1 1 ; 1 

IMll: 6.)4 ! 37,55&1 3a,l1J.3j 30,0001 3&,400j 37,"" .',eul 45,01.j 43.2~[ 
 3;,0821 43,08-8! 43.Qj8;0.1lQ ']0.211.0 +1 

1'" T:lol1 ! 1,0001 710j 51'1 "'I ',11101 0$41 1,ti1l t,.23', 1,3.51 2,178-10.004 fI0.024_1"'1
JAGI 111.25 I 11,l1li'1 11,·Uej 1I,M1) 11,11»1 1t,0501 1\.8:111 1),5111 n,."1 5,411, 10,2011 11,8!!1! 12,70!!IO.254 .10.018 .' 
I"" 2&.34 I 24,SlAI 2S.1I311 "", 2231 20, 1141 n,,*! 20,0111 i 31,43al'30.3O:l124,911 26.2..3! 3Q,..a.j U, HilltIO.Q32 -10.81. "I 
IAGE 3:1' 1 T&,71.'51 15,3"1 21,lnll! 22.25a1 2",3541 211,0711 :8,1421 2$,8:a[ 21,!I'~l 31, 91 1 31,1121 3.,.13!0.11J.8 ·to.010·~ 

1 1 1 1 1 , ! 1 1 1 1 1 I 1 I i 
!~I.£ 36.084! le ••43! "2, lUI 40,0.«1 .1,1431 !!O,5e31 40,3i11 .1,3081 .... 2801 54,ee.! n,11K1jO ••OO _jO.121t 'I"" • .sUI 
;'E..lf j 17,"711 11,!!70j 10,112"1 10,$,71 20,3301 22,41111 2~,101t! 23,,"711 20,703[ 2"',!!31( 2S,'$01 :118,$$210.34$ .10.202 +1 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 '1 I I 1 I I I , 
!'elITE I 1!!,e74, U.51(11 tI,l311 1$,1"1 18,8"1 19, U11 21,l1el 20.8101 10,208' 10,1261 22,08.1 24,6elI0.13$ ~10.1t1 'I 
IIUCK I 21,0711 33,121j 3!1, IKtlj 311,3321 ~,31"1 30,2"71 "0.1371 40,5031 ~,;141 311,OIk)I "0,81111 41,113jO••4l +10.241 'I 
l"lS'MID f .,aut 5,8021 1,0221 8,;111 8.$C21 1,OHI 8,lAiti 1,0051 :1,4$'1 1,altOI 11,1611 &,84110.00II '1°.02&.1 
10TkU llA::i ! l!.5O! 2221 21101 1501 :UIlII :\1511 :ti0l :$MIO.1I06 ·10,f;31 .,...,""I '''I8,1c=$, ''''IlACE IIU. I 3,5641 2,9M! 3,43, ••313 1 4,301j 5,2121 I,!!"'I .,1.71 5,2_1 1t,lIlt! !!,21010.1!!1 .jILIN 'I 

" 
, ,1 1 1 1 , 1 1 I I I I,Ittll'tAll cnV I 32,8511 ~,I12j lfI,II)111 :)e,2:1°1 38,-4081 38,'~1 40,642! .2,"'81 31,2011 4',"'001 43,1431 38,$3310,000 -IO.OM -I 

JDIITSIOl CK•• CITY, 0,&001 9,.21! 0-,2351 0,03"1 0,2001 10,:1101 1 1I,!!1$1 n"o'l $.3UI 10,Ull ",0111 10,24:110.10$ -/O.caa ,1 
lUnOUL 'ANIl\, I 12,0)1 j U,e241 13,·'1 U,401 1 tof,&!U1 2O:,OS1 ! 22,21.1 10,8W, 10,00'1 111,24&1 H,n1) 30,114310.131 -10.020-1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 I I I I
111Ite:lfi.tTI(1ML U$I I " 7,61'61 ., ,2201 1,1UI O,6S3j 1.403[ 1,0281 .,4Ht e,02'j ',3101 1,248 1 13,1$$1 ".9410.255 '1°,0%0 oj 
IDI'UKJlCf: t 34,10111 37,0401 35,0001 38,"501 l'1.4Q"1 43.0111 41,2Uj ....OUj 311.tIOOj 48,2~1 _.8101 .11,0010,,1140 +10.$115 'I 
jSlltC1DI I 3.M4j 3,8', ",0011 .,1101 ","1 ',5.so.1 0,11511 .,»11 5.13:11 $,a1'1 1,001 1 1,12510.01 +10.11111~! 
10T"I"/IJItK MOUVE 1,«01 9,2'»1 10,13:0 HI, t08 I 11,11601 n,2111 U,404111,aaol 0.,714) 10,ltll.l[ 11.'UI 12,2>11110.112 "10,436 ~I 
j I I 1 1 1 1 1 1 . 1 I 1 1 1 , 1 
jUIIU'EC'\'J1) ¥ACT,I 12,.031 13,onl 15. 1:)01 ''',OSAI 13.199! 10-,0021 17,1&01 1....04[ 11,532, , ... 31./ 11,101 1 11,2$.10.1$7 "'jO.OOl .; 
IOVEROOSI 6,312j 7,7·'1 t,U!ll 0,040/ 10,"'1 10,10'1 12, 0101 '1 ,111110,''''1 10,320 1 12,41<11 12:,.!!1jO,w' '10,1$\1 -I 
:e:"RD.1C 'HIeT' n,3,8! 12,0101 11,3fI'1 11 ,3781 11;5651 13,<1&11 1>1,M21 11,.~1 .13,4181 t.,l13! 13,I"! 12,"0210,0,3 ·10.1<10 .j 
ISllKllG DEl'OX. 12,6&lj 14,1l4-1 10,OMI 11,041 J '4,150/ It,alr.ll 11,10$[ 11,8171 1$,6&a1 18-,1"al U ••Uj 12,eUlo.lI~ +IO.!I3O +1 
I.UMOM .... 'l 1,0431 1,1'»1 1,1151 1,211! 1,6001 t,Oaar 1,.1'21 1,&321 1,11431 l,ltl4 1 1, 1001 1,&3210,,12 .ID.He! -I 
100IlEM/UIII( AiAIIOJI 8,M.! 0,0811 O,2UI 0,3"$1 10."101 '0.2931 to,MO! 10.4"1 It ,'30 1 10••UI 14,3.&01 13,31010,1111 ·!0.031 'I .... , ........ -... " .....................-...... -~.. ................... _............. " ........ "." ...... , ... "" .....--...........-...._..
~" 

. ,. U'tt..u: 00£8 1101 ItlIT IT.ulOUlO 0' ~1I£(llllQII Of!: U LEU fRUI TO• 

.. EtU..n:, I'OA nus TUE ,UIOJ> All 'ltf~tIlIU.«Y, n"L "tIllolTU "xu. at ,JlOI)I,I"O I.&U" 4110 IIY.V IE HIGIt£1I OR 

~OW'/l THAll I''''I.DillWl¥ &:1IT1..TES DIll TO IlOIIJI,"OUf m.w,l"T ARI) OTME" fMlTOM. 

'"... TOTAL JRCLLlDU 'ATUln wtiOI$E SEX OR .t.OE u.s UltOIO'fM • 

• I" 1!f1t COI.u.l, ,+, ,1,110 '.' O£JIOTI U'etlU$I$.l1fO IlICQMU, 1Il.,ICTJYElY, 

loIon, TloIltt UTI¥UU AJit uuo 0101 A II!,,",SUTAUVE .......U 0' I«IJI.fnt""l $lIOAf $fAY JlOSPlT.u.s 111101 2".HOIIR ItMfflGtIlC:¥ OEfAltTWi_T$ 
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TABLE 24; eSTIMATED NUMBER G¢ EMf~NCY DEPARTMENT HEROlNI'MORPHINE MENTIONS, BY AGE. SEX, 
RACElETtfNfCITY. HOSPrrAl LOCAnON, DRlJQ USE MonVE, AND REASON FOR EMERGENCY DEPARTMENT 
VlSfT: 1989 -1988 

CATEGORY: tfEROINlMORrtlHE 

I I i I I I I I I ".TAL I ".VAI. 

I TO'..... I 1ft... r wr... I mll. I 101.... I TV1", I lOTAL I T01A(. I '..:I, I 11M, I 

I-I-I-I-I-I-I-I-I~II-I 


I"·-*~·-······-···+'··---··-···-··+-------+--;····+··-···-.-··-·-·+···········-···~-··-···+······-·I 

1000n I I! I I I I I 

ITOTA~ u ••• ••• I .1,"" IJ...., 35....1 4I,~1 ~,;~I .. ,01~1 fO,tatl 1a,'-" 0,444 .1 0.014 .1 

I . I I i I t I I I I I I 

IMI 6-30' 121,11'1 11',"1'1 "."'"1 U.SG::II al._, aD,.'''1 '1,11141 a1, .... ' 0,"" +, O.see +\ 

IUI1a-17 I lMI 1.' 1at :lui 1101 '071 .,., "",0.2" +1 0.7M +j 

lAG. 1••15 r S,0t41 4.... 1 ••7~f '.teOl _.01'1 ',3701 ••150! ..... , 0,488 +1 0.430 +1 

IAAI at-a. I 17,21'1 1$.1111 11,"'1 1',"'1 21,aoJi 21,'111 22....1 23.".! 0,$1' .! 0.141 ·1 

IAGI »+ I 1I,.... j l',eol 11,:$10125,37$1 »,'13j :1:1,_1 H,'''I 41.1UI o"W +1 0.000·1 

1 I j j I 1 1 j j 1 I j 

I~LI I ae,3I1j U.W1! 22 t &lfl 34,7.'j 44,aTli ",0001 .','''1 4',0121 0.*20 +1 0.021 'I 

jn:MU j Ul,In 1 1~.W11 11,.'1 12,UZI ".1., 1.,$1$1 ao,n., n,4201 O.Ma .1 ~.020 +j 

I I I 1 j I I I I I I I 
IWMfff I 17....1 13,0111 13,Je7j 17,~1 22,0271 22,36#1 11,0711 25,ae.j 0.400 ~I 0.25' .j 
j~K I t3,33l! '2,3131 ",17'1 1a,1OO1 23.~11 26....1 21,1$)1 21,3171 O.525.J 0.1~ .j 
,"X.....SC 1 1,,J011 $,'.1 S,na, 0,'''' 11.V71 .,4521 _._1 H.la7j 0.117 ~I ~.16S +j 
loml IUlCI ,'''1 lGI 111' 2Mj "'1 2121 _I 4n, 0.445 .j 0.1M-., 
I"'" VII. , ','''I 2,_, 2.... ' 2,MS! ",1311 "._1 1,1101 7,&311 o.o(n ., 0.000·1 
I I II11IIII I I 
lClIITML ClT'i' j 20,"_' 1.,ae., t.Z,72tj H,1741 »,_1 H t ",' CO,a" 44,lW, 0~000I .j 0.000 "' 
IOUTlIOI CII. CITYj .,01301 '._1 I,".' 7,'131 10,110, .,t:;Q1 11,0111 11,0031 0.01J5 ·1 0.12;%.' 
IIIIol1'ZOIiAl 'AUI. I",*J _,'ltj 0,5021 10,t"l 11,''''1 ".4371 ,*.,,2! 11,0521 0.",,1 'j 0."12., 
j I' I I I , I I I I I 
jMtMA1'lOIIIolL ""'t I .,tut 3,0.11 4.~1 S,lW, 5,3571 4,lMI 1,1771 ',3M, O'.1:U.1 0.000.1 
101......."'( I al,110I H,0171 2.,_1 18,2711 41,'111 SO,_I $5,U11 57,2":, 11.018 .J P.", ., 

I"'lelDl ! 1,1111 1,1", 1,1"1 l,M31 2,l1S1 1,:at:2! 1:,5111 It,tS<Il, O.Ut .j O,09;3"l 
IO'TMIW/VIK MOTlYl I 4,t4Il 3,8411 3,71al 1,1&41 7,"" 7,0'711 1.CleI 7,3731 0." •• j 0.803 .1 
I I I I I ~ I I I I .j 1 
l_lI'ICTlO' JlPCT.J ..... , 3,lMI a,nH '.1111 .,.... , ',_1 I,U41 ',ltOI)j 0.4(18 .1 O'.so..1 

IM.DOtI ! 10,__1 1,_1 1,1101 tl,2Ml '.,S$11 13,1521 ,$....J lS,lUI O • .te;t -I 0,:21' +1 

lClfllllUC "'"11 I ...... , _.US! ",flt, la,:UOJ 14,2IOj ,a,~1 17.1041 n,71H1 o.tH +1 0.4O!i .t 

ISiUlM HTOI. ] ',ONj ...... 1 f._l ••204!" 14,HtI hl,alll 11.U41 1',1HI O.la +, 0'.050 +1 

JWlntMAut. I $.~'j 3.Mll 3o.1UI 3,""1 ',UI] I,~I ',_I f.aul o,GI ~I 0'.11" +1 

10000UlI.fUU:: IUA_ I 2,."" 3,a111 3,123! 4,SOCII S.Hll ..... , t.~'1 1'.*10.0,5.1 0'.000 ~I 


~~.~.~....~~.~ ....-.~ ....••........•. ..~.~........ "- ......................-.......-......~ ......-- .. . 


.•. IIUlir.1'I 0011 IIOf _IT 11'..... Of ","1810 OIl! 18 LUI TW 10 . 

.. ItT_Tl. All nu. 10. l'UlIot- AJII "Ul.l1IIlIAU. "ILlL IttSTU WI!..L II '1t01IOCU LUIII AIID MV. MImI'" /JIll 

lCIIIII TIt... 'AI"SKJ..aT IfTIIMW •• l1: ....I'OUI AWVa~11' .... OTIIO , ...'tOM• 
.... TIIT~ JaCl.IIOI. 'Au.n.....1 MX 011 .....u 1!tJCQP, 

• 11 TlUI COUl_, '.' ". '.' DI..n: IIJCK_U. &Q OICI\IMIt, fII"'C1'MLT. 

1IOf1: Tllt'l .'l'llMl'U AM ....... A lIII....anATIV, .-LI Of "'.flClMI. IIIII!:T nAf .g,,:oAI.I W.Jnt I,,·II.OU••~IGT 


OI'~'T'. 
'0"',,"1 "'81., IIII1G ........ WillI" ..TWIItIC, Die. .., nUt. 
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TASLE 19: ESTIMATEONUMSER OF EMERGENCY DEPARTMENT DRUG MEtmoNS. BY AGE, sex, RACEJETHNICf'ry, HOSPITAL 
LoeATlON. DRUG USE MOTIVE, AND REASON FOR EMERGENCY DEPARTMENT VIS!'t: 2~ HALF 1 ell1 _ 1': HALF 1 ~7 

CATEGORY: DRUG MENTIONS 

I I ! I t 1 f I I , j I I '·VAI.. I ,.v... I 
IJUL.D~CI~·~.I~~·OEC!~·~!JUL·DEel~~JVlIJVt·IECI~·~IJVL~OIeIJAl·JU.IJUl.t5CIJIA'~IIa ••l"I.l ••t._1 

I I fit I U I at I 83 I 93 I M I M I ., I fi!5 1 .. I .0 I 91" ,_.t71 ''','ITt , 
1···-··-··~···--····~·-···················+··-··~·+"-·~'·~.'.··.~'.""···+""_.'+"' ... ' •."_." •..4""._·· ••••••....••••...••.1 
]GO.Itltl I I I j I I I I I I I I I ! I 
,lOUt. 11,$••_* 13:1&,lOa 1313.32"1 )'1'&, 40113M.9051401,tS7,4U,a.tI[U', 91t,0471 ,OMI~.2731"'1!. fl32I404,UOI41f1, 174 [0.111 ~IO,020 .; 

I I I I ' j 1 I I I I I I I I I 
lAG' ,_34 1211,":12"40. lU 12311,3641148 ,0'1111 .... , 30$1211:, In\2I2,'''1262.1"j2SO,121 ;2S7, 0231211 ,321!27',«110. t31 +!0.031 .1 
IAGt 12_11 1 3:1,.1H1 30,11::Q 33,1011 40,7131 :I(I,42~1 4O,40.r .... 2':.01 SO,lIOSl 42,"11 ,0,1UI 48."4j '01,1_10.011 "10.»' _I 
I"" 18·2' ! 1&,0311 as,l!21 11,!211 83,~! 13,'811 13,03&1 vt,1331 82,stOi ",OOtl It,4311 e8,I4!I 1:1.0811°.131 .10.000 'I 
IAeI 21-:M 1110,181 t114,1J1;M!'20,t1II'22: ,SGI123,"1 pn,77tj Ut,xal tle,2~1121, 14011:15,12'1'30, 1311 ':11 _''''!O .418 '10,131 'I 
Ii4E 35. 11H•• 11' 11~ ,4851 '4',1141145, 3eQ115I,OI$I'" ,en 1111, 14t',...,ft3! 111 ,H411«,241 1110,4'41202,1'3\0.40:1 "10, G4l +I 

I I I I I I ' j I I 1 I I I I I I 
~ t4e, 60011IM,e", 1M, 1:10!'04,115120$, 4eO 1223 ,2111231, 18lj23'8 ,M5IU_,2U, 12111, 'fI83 I2<tl ,U1 1241,12310.<1&2 +10.00, .1 
11", Ull 1U,e"I17I,'1OI'.,4011'92,1"12U ,418,211,833122:1 ,2,&31210,4701217,15&1211 ,117I22l!1,2$110.0114 "10. III ., 

I 1 j I ' I I I 1 I 1 • I I I 
InlYE 11M,nu 1212, IG ,213, In 11~'.,11'1 H3,4"i 12.0,"151280,:" 1121O,U1 1243, IOn 1143,eIMI2J1.3, 1 UI2.I,OUjo. 11$ "'10.1'1:16 'I 
laucE I ",3801100,004\10:0,130 j100 ,201 I 10.!!,1'S1II I111 ,2861123, lMI'lil ,1111110,'&:11 112,410 1121 ,32$11110, SlOlo ,I'" "10.38:1 "I 
jMr"AJllC 1 '11,000! 303,4811 23,1111 :10,11)01 :n,",11 30,1311 40,0441 .0,4"7 [ :M,4031 +4,1281 48,14$l 45,WIO.157 'llL1".1 
10flln ~, I 3,"21 3,1101 4,218l 50,31111 .,3191 '.1331 4,7:I!1 4,0441 4,Q211 5,$4$\ :o,4Mj $,OHIO,5S1 '/O,S$O .j 
IlIACI Ulk. I 22,4491 22,18l1 20,$341 21,$101 1*,oetl 3O,:M11 32,aJ11 :sa,lS!1 :st,3a21 :st,5aGl $$,1)11 40,131Io.or" ·10,150 .j 
j I j I I I I , I ! I I f 1 I ~ 
lenTAlL eITT 1114,021,121,2131 f!4,8l:oIUO. '31j 131 ,"'1 U1,1571 14f ,"'1152. 1811138,.o«j',41,040, l<48,5ITI 142,0..,,,0,0" -10,204 ·1 
ICllftlot: CIPI. eITfl S1."fl 82,011111 13,2U, ",:1001 "',4131 ",to, I 11,0101 18,Ctl, _ •• ,1111 14,2441 11,8'SI f4,ICl2!O.14, "IO.MO ~l 
lAlf10*&L J.II" 11Ie.3841104,Otal'11.20SI'85,t04!'1",41"1230>0401231,22fla4J,1~4121".54l,a:tO,1"1243,0411212,&aD10.0H olO.ODS +1 
! j I 1 I I ! 1 I j I I I I 'I I 
jllleJIiATIOItI,ll. 11" I :t2.113! 2e,2~1 28,"1, 211,HOI 31,<1211 :l2,II2SI :H....2/ 31,8281 :sD.1J$1j :lI,21I[ 51,01414",5411°.122,10,000_1 
I"'£IIDI:ICI 1 114,5l!I0lll)'l' ,:lOsl114,1"j 111 ,IMI11It :lat!131.1nS! 143,4241 '41,1171'2', 2"1'39,02'II.5Q,20$/154, _lo.S3tI "'10.220 'I 
j $UleIOI 1151, 341j1l!14,100115f ,3851''',211! '61, 2otllU,0V'j1&1 ,231 j 192,170jttt ,0211111,1101171,11911111,217 10.007 +10. '2' "I 
10TII(III/\l1II: ImUYI I tIl,lSMj1S,n'j 11,3&111 oo,042:! «,t:l1jl!l1,1HIIII3,U31 fI2,'11, &3,1021 11,0041 es,"*! &3,'fIII'10.T" '10.1101-1 
j 1 j I I I j I I j 1 I J I 1 1 
IUII!XfleTtD AlAef,! 31,t02f 31.2l!1l!1l .'.~I 43,4111 45,48a1 5C,toIl 50,1031 51,1301 &3,2001 ..,9511 ~,11'1 eo,lOSjO.023 ~rO.OOD .1 
IOvtAOOII 1200,.~j2la.aIlO120'fl,OS.li'II.4OI1220,1I1112:sD,1I111250.S32I1Sa.assl231.a101230,18112lO,&131240,32910.tSl ~Io.ao' +1 
!ellflIOlliC Un:eTS ! 34,.ot1 .,21111 3',2021 :sD •.I421 31,2"1 4',57&1 .4,flO5I '3,1581 ~,2t"l 43,1601 42,""' 3!I,SNjO.oaa "jO,OQ2 ., 
ISli(IM~ DITOX. 3\,053131,5031 ".33'1 44,.$01 3&,&11) 44,'441 4T,3011 411,4&51 43,642! '2.1&31 SI,1.'1 '1,>4010.113 .ID.4&4 oJ 

IHTIfDlt4IU. 5,1"'1 11,1441 I,112! 1,nl1 ',.f41 10,nt! 10,1HI 11._1 0••281 10,HO, 11,1"" 11,004:110.400 -10.112 'I 
10TIIIIIIIJIIJ( ItUSOII 3'.2551.0,2211 31,49\ 43,52?1 4D,J301 $l,*l '2,33fl 52,"21 SO,21'1 51,OOSj er,111j' ea,3D319,~ "10.011 .; 

... EtTI*TE OOE. ICT II£lT IIT.IlCU!tO 0' 'IlEC%OIOM OR It uas 1W'.ut 10 . 

• £5T_Ttt 'DR TtlJS n. "111:1110 ",u .IIILfIllMItY _ ttlW. ESTlJI,I"" ,ILL .. ~O U1EII dO MY III IU;""A lOA 

lDl'IA 1lWI "lIllnu..'lf nnUln 011£ TO II~I'P'OQI 4I)JUIUIIIIT UO C1.", ,.t.e:lOQ, 

.... fOTAL I1eLWIl ".l1£11TI nOH IIX OA 4U WAS UIIOCP. 

• JII: flirt COLUIII, '.' 4lIO '.' ollon nlCAUUa dO Of;caA.SEt, IlEJPlCT1Yr;LY, 

.OTI: TII"I II111lU.11:$ .lItE """0 011 """'''IIIiEIIIIU,11Y£ UMl'U! Of IIOI·FtlOlUL IIIIO"'Y IITAY \JOUU,llS WIT" 24-MU. UllIII;III.CY II£PDnlIIITS, 

'(Nllef: ......"', OIIUG Qual lUllinG 1f11W01IIi(, OIC ••, nl.lt. 
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TABLE 20: ESTIMATED NUMBER OF E~ERGENCY DEPARTMENT DRUG MENTIONS, BY AGE, SEX. 
RACElETHNICrrv. HOSPITAL LOCATION, DRUG USE MOTlVE, AND REASON FOR EMERGENCY 
OEPARTMENT VISIT: 1180 ·1998 

CATEGORY: ORUG WENTlONS 

~ ow ••••••"•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••~ 4__,.~~ .... ..~.~.~.H ......._.. ___ ................... _ 


I I I I I I I I I ""AL I '· .....L 
I TOtAl. I tMAL I lOYAL I mAL j nlTAL I TaTAL I TOTAl. I TOtAL I Ito5, I 111M,,-,-,-,-,-,-,-,-"- ,..... 

loo.tJI 
ITOTAL U.5."''' 
I 
IAGE 6.)4 

IAGE 12;'" 


, I AGE II·n 
1A4l H·)ooI 
JAGI :1,5. 

I 

jMLS 

I~LS 

I 
!"'ITI 
!11,AC1C 
1;t"rAIXC 
IOT",8 KAt. 
I_CI VI". 
, 
IClI11W. cnt 

,I I 
,713,3021&35 ,UOI&'14,.1I1$',131 P'''.TA2IItOO.3111V41,2oel9Gl .M11 
,. I I I I ! I I. I 
, ••1,262142.8.1301"0,43'1 1.1e.a311.u,ualU5,2~!53Z>",15U,2"1 
I M,U'I 75,3TSI 12,54!!1 111:,"°1 11.12<11f 0,&$41 U,0411 ",flstl 
r'M ,OSOj 15J ,gt3-!,a3.20211Ga ,elOper, 2141 '.1 ,2111171,0511111 ,l«ll 
1221 .atl'. ,ta7In3,"'I23$.3D12.e.~ ~2", 12-41250,37512$$,",,1 
121", 1toI205,7. [232, $321273 ,0001302, 02'1340,011 [3Q, 087j3l0 ,1011 
I r 1 1 1 1 1· I I 
1341 , .... j:JG1 ...QI325,053j342,1.. I4tlG, 1'51"02,4571454, 180'14&2,5051 
136,,11·1320.~1342,1301aol.$7213e·.SS21420,1121437,7'31435.2731 

) 1 1 I 1 1 r 1 I 
14.27 ,U3j380,0D31:IM,1KM14H.7D:314<10.1841S01 ,22ej5G4,33014'0,ee.31 
! 15J,0511143,1Mll1'~ ,)41' Itw••OOI21:', NO 1240,4501240,4031233,1'"1 
159,11"1 41'.nll $l,W81 81,'*""1 1&,3UI 1G,~114,QClal '3,3141 
I ..,8321 0.0011 0,8011 G,aal! O,au7j 1,'581 1,9101 10,tell 
1 ea.SI2I ~.2"1 0,1201 43.12*1 !',$OOI ee,1t061 12,$0011 n.,HI 
1 1 I 1 1 1 1 , 1 
12G1,a« 11&3,"'1217>101131,U1!Ht.EI2t!.3401212.OC71201 .!011 

IOIJTUOI CIII. CITY! 131 ,on !11O',8()1 t114,Htllt!,21J71132,833I'4t,'111'4$,aHl'<M.NOI 
I U TlOllAL ".QL !37t,Sn 1340, 10113ot2,112 j3fl5,2t713'M.ft4Icu.161 14Oa.212'....., ••U! 
1 t I I 1 1 1 I I J 
IJlllCltUnaUL lid: 1 03,.71 47,U51 41,1:)0! 55,10<11 oa.:wI11 70,461174,7041 aO.3U1 
101"11101101 11t<1, 0181 '",4571'84, 10112t1.47a ,ns,01" f275,34t:!2n ,/nOI atIO, 1a11 
1"'~Clal 13315,"12 13'3,023131.5,030 1321,001133$,42$ t373, 1511373, 7.'1 ~5,4KI 
!OTKfJIII\JI. IIICIftvl 1120, 1151"f,t161121,50411ft,!" 1'04, 01(1 11151 ,344 !175,6181112, $011 I 
I 1 I I 1 I I I I I 
IWlI'''CT'l1l "'&cT. 1 10,2101 9,01.1 112._1 *2,0.1 ",""1107,7"1 04,03011()(),e33) 
IOVI"1I00 I04.SUI"OO, 1071.03,70114a4,U51.440.:H:ij4'7 ,503140, MSI4e1,6001 
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TABLE 17: ESTIMATED NUMBER OF EMERGENCY DEPARTMENT DRUG EPISODES. BY AGE. SEX. RACEiETHNICITY. HOSPITAl. 
LOCATION. DRUG USE MonVE, AND REASON FOR EMERGENCY DEPARTMENTV1SIT: ;tI<I HALF 1&91- 1'" HALF' 1997 
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TABLE 18: ESTIMATeO NUMBER OF EMERGENCY DEPARTMENT DRUG E~SOOES, BY AGE. sex. 
RACElETHNICITY. HOSPITAl.. LOCATION, DRUG OSE MOTIVE, ANO REASON FOR eMERGENCY 
DEPARTMENT VlSIT~ 1989 ~ 1996 

CATEGORY: DRUG EPISODES 
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• 	 Figure 5 illustrar.es that bernreen the first half-of 1988 and the first half of 1997, the use of heroin 
increased among all races. Heroin mentions increased 68 percent for whites, from 7,800 to 13.200. 96 
percent for Hispanics, from 2,200 to 4,300, and 105 percent for blacks, from 6.700 to 13,800. 

FIGURE 5 
Number of Heroin Mentions by RacelEthnicity 

January 1988 through June 1997 
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• 	 Among heroin-related episodes, dependence \\'3.$ the most commonly reported motive for drug use, 
accounting for 79 percent of heroin episodes in the fIrSt half of 1997. 

• 	 The most frequently recorded reasons for an ED visit involving heroin in the first half of 1997 were 
seeking detorificarion (27%), chronic effects (22%), and overdose (21 %). 
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FIOURE8 
Number of MarijuanaIHashish Mentions by RacetEthniCity 


January 1988 through June 1997 
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• Figure 8 illustrates that between the first half of 1988 and the first half of 1997, marijuanalhashish 
mentions increased among all mc:es and ethnic groups, but especially among whites and blacks, 
Marijuanalhashish mentions increased 210 percent for wh,ites. from 5,200 to 16,200,385 percent for 
Hispanics, from 700 to 3,500, and 201 percent for blacks, from 3,500 to 10.400. 

13Mid~Year 1997 Preliminary ED DAWN Data 
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• Figure 3 illustrates that between ~: first h~f~f 1996 and ~e first halfof 19.97. ~ change in number 
ofcocaJne mentions .....'as not statlsutalJy slgmfu:,ant for whItes, blacks, or Hisparucs. 

FIGURE 3 

Semi-Annuaf Number at Cocaine Mentions by RaceJEthniclty" 


Janua'Y 1988 through June 1997 
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o 

6~thPeriod 

• 	 Between the second half of 1990 and the first halfof 1997, cocaine mentions increased notably for 
blacks (72%) and whites (54%), 

• 	 During the first half of 1997, men and women accounted for 66 percent and 34 percent ofcocaine 
mentions, respectively. There were no statistically sjgnificant changes in the number ofcocaine 
mentions by gender bmveen the first half of 1996 and the fim half of 1997, 

• 	 Among roeaine~related episodes; dependence \\'as the most commonly reponed motive for drug use 
(61 %) in ilie first half of 1997. Recreational use and suicuie attempt or gesture were recorded as the 
motIves for 14 and mne percent ofthese epis~des> respectively. 

• 	 The most frequently recorded, reasons for an ED "isit involving cocaine in the first half of 1997 were 
seeking delOxijication (29%) and unexpected reaction (22%). 

. Mid·Year 1997 Preliminary ED DAWN Dala 8 



Table 4·8. Estimaled percentage and number lin thousands I ot women who llsed malijuana during pregnancy. by marital status, 
educa1~on. employment status, method of paymsn1, and race/ethnicity: United Slates 

R_e/ettmieit· 

whlla, tlllHdiil!lpantc Week. OOf1·Hicpmc Hispenic ioud I 

e.limele 95% C.t [.timet. 95"" C.1. hlimele 913% C.I, htimete 9S% C.1. 

C.mo r. hle chs'eUeri.,ic Pe~el'lte 

Meritei .telv. 
.,,''';~.-.-

M."i6d ." ••.. , ....... ,. ... ,,. ..........._... L6 0.' J.O ••0 : ,., U.9 . ';.0.4 0.1 2.8 ~.:·,J\5 ' D.S ...
. 
Not m..ried ............ , ......... , .......... ,8;3 J.' 18.7 ... 0.0 3.0. 1.0 9.3 ~;J3$;i:~
?::,~l~: 	 '"' ... " J.' '.7 

v.· ;:,.:..','
Methot'• .oo.:a,lof! 	 i~h';;-j;i":i 

,.'.~i·~ '1;' • , t~ri;~\
L... th.n 18 .,.-., ......... ''' .. , ....... La:,:~.~~. '.1 7. , 	 <';{~:J:'~:; u 1.3 11,;;1.'5. 0.' ,., ,;.'\,,3;5 2.3 5.5 


¢-T4~;-;C:-:' 
16 ye..e Of mote "" ..... , ... ,........... ~~:<0:2 . 0.0 '.1 	 ·;.; ..;1,~;~~ ••• ... ~'..::~f'O) inol iflOI ~t':~J 0.1 ..8 

""...,(, ' " fl~·~', "'-' · .. ·,'v" . 
'~"", .'.

EmplO'yment eUlll.le ~~.:n~'~)}:~ . :~;;, t;:;: 
Emph>YlIIO .,'" •• " •• "".' .. ,"""''', ..... ,. ,2,g 1.2 1.4 ... \i:':/(~.5 0.1 4.1 " 2.6 .., 5.1... .:~~,~:,1~::', 	 ..<:n'i·iNot omplov6d .......... ,........ " ... "., ... :3.1 1.1 5.' 	 ~~~tI.1J;'1 3.• 10,2 ·v.-." • 0.' '.0 3,4:, 2.1 S.J


:;:. I);:r:' :0,1-.-.,->->", 	 ~.,. ,
' ~ .

Mo.hod of Im_";to! p.ymenl .,:. ::'i(:::T"'!,ii §t>U'". 	 "'T.<.. 
Privete .OI..Jlt•• , ...... , ........ , .. t.9 0.0 4.0 	 ..~..~ 4,7.''': , ,0 U.S ?Z;:,r O,9~ 0.1 1.1 1~9 1,0 J.' 


:::-,; '; '8Public old .,." .. ,,,.,,,.,, ... ,"" '.0 2.4 14.2 	 d/~'~i{\" ... 7,S --, , . 0.0 5.1 ·4.~· 7,. 
n 
<- '. 	

". 
. thlmbo, (fh.r:l4IJ!MdTI 

M.,itol ,tOtUI 

Ma!ried ",.., .... " ,., ... , ...... " . .." ..... ,. 

Nor m.rriod 

Mothol', edue.tlon 
,

L••• than '8 v••r........................ 

16 veelt Of' mote ... " ..." ... "."..".,,' 

33.9 

43.5 

76.2 
'1.2 

18.4 

17.9 

41.1 
0.1 

62.1 
88.4 

US.l 
13.8 

, .", .. , 
. '·<6.3-.i'· 

~ 24.S>'· 
/' ; ':;';:~~ 

",';:".r.; 
;.U.6"" 

.... > < ::, 
-'.! •• 

1,0 

14.8 

IS,9 

20,8 

40.8 

45,. ... 

'::'.1:5" ,,' ."
."\,·7.7 
; >,'t ' 

'.' '., '.1 
1M) 

0.2 
,.4 

3.4 
(~, 

10.1 

23,4 

24,0 

{nnl 

41.7 , 
11.0 

.' . '" 
11S.2 

2.' 

2-4.3 

4S.3 

14.1 
0.5 

71.3 
t2S: S 

119.4 

i3.2 

fmplO'yment .t.WI 

EmploV·d .......................... ". 

Not etnploved .................... ,...., .... 

41.6 

:11.1 

lO,3 
16.50 

10•.6 
'53.6 

.. ~ <> " 
'10.0 
~" .... 

,20.8 , 
4.1 

12.2 

21.0 
au, 

1.5 

?6 

0.'... 11,4 

20.3 

...4 
5S.3 

30,3 

31.S 

119.0 

90,0 

Melhod of hollpilei payment 

p.ivete aourc-ll ............................. 

publir. aid ."" ...... « ..................... 

30.3 
4Lt 

11.3 
16.3 

75,4 

98,3 
'.1 

;24.7 
,,' 

15.1 

lS.a 
,",,0 

2.2 

••• 
O.J 

2.2 
HI .. 
21,4 

44.6 

74.1 

24.1 
42.4 

SO,1 
, '17,4 

1 '",elude. Olhe' ,eee/lllthnieitv: A.Stfm, Peeitie 1$11II1'Idlf, Eskimo, A.lellt, eM Arne,jeen lndilllln. 

KEY: ... " •• '" luw plecillinfl, nn ostimalll ''''pPTtol'ld. 
SOI1!1:C: I'll! lA, N(l,i",,,,II'rfK",m0'u/(c/ "l.'{Illil 5jjn~J', Omg USt AmOllg WmMIII)dilocrilll/. t.!veblrlllS~ /?f}] (~l 1110)·(111.11 Ne repnr'",d OU, C I, 11(11 c\»npul .. d. 

0,0 9':C?~C?:q~~~!,llmel. <0.05••ounded to 0.0 ....i!h ..-:"id C.L 
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MEDICAL EXAMINER DATA' 

Table 2.01 • Distribution 01 dnlg.abuse deaths by demographic characteristics according 10 
gender: 1996 

~~"'~II>CI 
TOTAL> 

~umDet "' ,
lola" 

""'"'" 
Fornal. 

, "'~, 

GEI'U)[II 

M", ......
F"".,. ................. , 
\JrIIII'DIooM'I N""",II 

.................. 7,09' 
2,)41 
~ 

".
'" ., 

TOTAL .. .~ .000 

IlAcllEnUII1CfTY 

wt.,••.. 
BI.eII , 
M..p.~,c ....

""'or '" 
"""lI<'ICoIn ItId'.M.......n 101 ...... 
......nI~ ....~c 11""~1t " 

unk"""""tId .."""',..... 

TOTAL, 

'G. 

5.e12 
2.e'9 
,~". 
" " 
M 

..
,,,
".,,, 
" 
" " 
" 

,~. 

',1'9 
1,9J7 

M' 

" 
" " 
" 

7,09' 

~, 

'" '" 
" 
",.., 

,~. 

1."1 
~,,,. 
" 
" " 
" 

2.}<I' 

e',8 

'" " ,.. ,. ,.. 
••• 

.000 

SlollY'..... '" " " 
,. 

" " elOl1,... 
121017 ....... 

181O~Y'.... 

18", leY'.... 
20 '" 25 Y' .... 

281O}<IY'''' ••..••.• 

~.o20Y''' 
JO.o)4 Y'''' 

~Y'...tId_ .............................. , 

~.o",o.... 
.5taStY'.... ,
5.5 , ..no ana _ , ..... 

I 
u....._""raDOtIII, 

TOTAL •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• M ••••• _ 

•". 
", 
'"~ 

,.~ 

".
,.~ 

.,,, 
l.710 
1,927 

'" 
4 

'.

" .., 
" " ,,., 
"". 

87.5 

'" '".. .. 
,~. 

, 
~ 

~, 

'" ~. 

,... 
~. 

1,038 

·.nl 

2.775 
1.'SO., 
" U.' 

" 
" u 

" 
'" 
H 

",7 

." 
'",,..., .. 

100.0 

, 
" 
'" 
" '" ." 
,~ 

~. 

,~ 

'".., 
,~ 

..., 

U 

" •••., 
2'.3 

..,,., 
70.0 

'" '" .0,9 

.., 
,~. 

, 
Excludes dllLl on I'IomlcidH, duIha in ..-hId! AIOS waa re~ iII1d deathil in whid!"dn.Jg unkr!oown' _.,h. only oubSlanal 

me-nlO1ecl. , 
Include••pillOdH lot wh,d! ~ waa unia"ocN.T1 or nOl reported. 

SOURCE: othc. r;J Appl.a Stud"-" SAMHSA, OlUg AbuM Waming N~rk (No>'l!l'llber 1997 dew file). 
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Table 4,9. Estimated percentage and number Un thousands! of women who used cocaine (all forms) during pregnancy, by marital 
,. 

status, education, employment sta1us, method of payment. and tace/ethnicitv: United States 

R.ee/el~ryl""i'L________-'_______7 _____ 

Whito, non'Hlepanic Black, nOD.HI4penlc---r Hiapenic TOlai 1 

hlimMa 95% C.L £alimlne 95% c.t._.~£~!!.I!I__ttI 9~'" CJ. hllrr.ele 95% C,," 

Puconteg.DamOQrephic ch.r.,Ie,iulic 

Merltalat.w. 

; . '0.2
Mani.d .,,",. ,............... "." .............,'" ~:!' 0.0 0.1 0.3 1.0 I~I ,.., Inol 0,0 ... 


Not mlnled ,,, ....,. ................,,,,,...... 1.4 0.3 5.6 :;>~:l:~ U ... ·/1)"' 0" .,B l,l 2,1 ... 

"' ;", 'r 

MO'tha,'.adueetion ':-.j"/;:::"~::" ,:. ;,f.:) c~ .. .... J., , . , , , 
la.e than HI y.ti•. ., ...... " .........".:J·~:6:6·tJ 0.2 L4 ::~"i·4.3· 2.1 ... . ":0.7 0,2 U ~ .!;~ 0,' 1,'..... 
16 Y'.*fe p, mota " ....................... ,'f ;,lnt>ly (no~ (no) ." ... .: ·~triOf·J Il'IcJ fnol '·.0.• 0,' 1,' 

•~ ...';p.v,. 

"< ,0' " ~F·.~{".l~ ~~~l:~:~Employment e1.tue ", .. ; 'l";;, 

ErnpIov-d .. " ......................" .." .... ; ;:. o.;f: M ... '.... , 3.7,~; L8 7.2 ,'(~;W Inol Incl .,.. 0;6:· U
'0 ;, ..., ,.';. , ~'''' ' 
',0 ':~r{~·.~.,~ . ",: " 

'"Not employed .." .....,..:................. ' ::,,0:7 :" 0.2 3,0 9,3 ··fa " 0.3 5, , :',,:,1:8~ L1 3,0 

"""",. , J': 


Method <>f hoa",t. payment .<~i., .~. ~::,-/:;.;\: 

.'" \ ,

;.r~'t'>j.,·Privale emu"a .•. " .............." ......... , ::' 0:2 0.0 ..0 L4 10.7 11'101 ,~, "0,• 0,1 ... 

":.' . 

Public eld .......... "" .............. " .... ". ':o.s. 0.' U 
i!;~~ 

7.5 ·:~:;·ti ,'. 0.' U • ,2_2 ..4 U 
 " 

~ '" Numb., !thQl.I.1IandsJ 

Marilo' .I.lua 

MluIJ6ld .....,., ... " .. , •••.. , • .,., ....... ,..,' .' 1',9 0,' 1-4,0 iH)~;t 0,' 11.1 f4i/ti.c'J. ,.., 
, 

,.., .;4.2' U 15.5 

Hot mAlliad .,,'............................. ~.~·7.3' 1,8 26.8 r:-: 27.7 17.S. 043.3 :i,~·t~:~' ! l,l 17.1 ,.: ,,0,,:' 27,. 60,8 
,,~.,", ' '.1.')',[;; "&~)';':.~ " : },~. ~;~1!.; . 

, ''<",-. .Molhe,'. education "',' .', ~0r~;;t·i·'." , .> . """'" .'. ~i';': 
leu th.n 16 v.er........." ............. : ,i':2. ... 28.' f.'UB.!. '1.$ 42.8 ~{t:~;• .: 1,2 16.5 ,,:~~~:o ..:\ 21.e 63.2 


,(,~ ii',.., ... ...1 S y.er. o.r MOla ...,.,................... .' t~" (no.' ~"'·"fno. ~.1? . 0.1 13.e
.~> :' ',,/ . '00' .,,' 
Employment .taIU. , "" .',' .',, i ' ': ?h" ;·.c' 

~ 

ElflPIpyed ..... , .... , ........... ""........ , .. , 2.6 0,' 22:.3 ;",\1,1.9, ... 23.4 .eiiOs.., '~I {noi '104.5 7,2 .2!U
". 
NO.1 .rnploy.d ..............", ............ , 6.6 ... IS.1 "'1'.1' 10,2 31.8 4,4 1.1 17.3 .30.6 18.2 51.1 


Method of hoo'pilel pltVl'nant 
Plivete aOUIC......._., ... , " •.......", .... 3.~ 0,' 18.2 5.' L. 13.8 lnot 1M' ... U 23.3'M' 
Publio eid .... , ............................... $,' LB 18.6 2•.8 15.1 40. t U 1.0 le.3 36.5 23.3 58.9 


I 1t1(:lud.. Other faca/*(hnicily: Allilln, P.elllc Islander. E<$kirno, AIItUI. end Arntll'l;;an Inl1'II.,. 

[ 
.. 
kEY; 


••• •• '.' •• law pled!km. nP ,Ulimalll ,aportad. 

.1I\lUlu" NIflA. Nal'mwl Pn'1$IU1U",' al.,j Ik(J/rh .;:"""!!'.I" lkl/R {lse AIJt/U'II: Wf.lfHf".. /~/iI'el'iltg /,ivebi,t/II: ')I<J} 

InGI ~noH..oJ NO' repo.lod WiD. C,1. nol l;;ompulDd. 

O..~..9..().:O,O· filimala <0.05. ,muldad 10 0.0 with valid C.1. 
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80S29'(114B) PRELIMINARY DATA - AS OF JUNE 1998. ADJUSTED 1919-1993 ESTIMATES 

Table 12. Perccntages Reporting Past Month Use or Marijuana, by Age Group, R8ctlElhnltlly, and Su: 1919-1991 

Demographic 
Charaderisties 1979 i9S2 1985 1988 1991 1992 1993 !994 !995 1996 1997 

TOTAL IJ.2~ 11.5' 9.7' 6.2 S.I 4.7 4.6 4.8 . 4.1 4.7 S.I 

AGE GROUP 
12-11 14.2 9.9 10.2 5.4' 3.6" JAb 4.0· 6.0' 8.2 1.1" 9.4 
18·2S H.6b 27.2' 21.7' ID 12.9 10.9 11.1 12.1 12.0 13.2 1'2.8 
26·34 19.7" 19.0~ 19.0' 12.3" 7.7 9.3" 7.S 6.9 6.7 6.3 6.0 
?:.H 2.9 3.9 2.6 1.8 2.6 2.0 2.4 2.3 1.8 2.0 2.6 

RACElETHNICITV 
While 13.6" 1I.9~ 10.0' 6.3 S.2 S.I 4.9 4.8 4.7 _ 4.6 S.2 
Blaek 11.0' liS 9.9" 4.7 S.S 3.9" 4.2" S.9 S.9 6.6 6.1 
Uispanic 
Olher 

11.4' 
12.2" 

8.6 
• 

6.4 
7.6 

4.9 
• • 

3.6 
4.2 

3.0 
2.6 

3.9 
3.2 

4.1 
3.0 

3.9 
2.8 

3.7 
'3.7 

4.0 
4.6 

SEX .. 
Male IB.I" 16.4" 12.6" 8.4 6.8 6.4 6.4 6.7 6.2 6.S 7.0 
Female 8.7" 7.1" 7.1" 4.2 3.6 3.1 3.0 3.1 3.3 3.1 3.S 

·1.0.... prctision; no nlimalc: rc:pol1.cd. 
-- NOI luilable. 
NmE: Tbe population distributions fOI the 1993 through 1997 NIISDAJ Me: post-stratified to population projections oflolah based on the: 1990 decennial census. The 1979 NIISOA used population pmjections based 

on the 1970 census: NllSDAs rrom 19B2 throuBh 1992 used projections based on the 1910 census. The change fiom one census base to another has lillie crrect on estimated percentages refKH1ing drug usc, but 
may hlwe I significant errect on estimltes ornumber of drug uscn in some subpopulltion groupl. 

Nml:: Estimatcs ror 1919 through 199) may dirrer fiam nlimates for these Junrey yell1lhat were published in olhcr NIISOA repons. The estimal£S shown here fOI 1919 thlOugh 199) have heen adjusted to improwe 
their compllability with ~imatn based on the new ycuion oflhe NIISDA instnllllent that was fielded in 1994 and lubsequent NIiSOAs. For 1979 lind 1982, estimates arc not shown (as indicated by --) wh~re 
(a) the: n:ICYlnt dall wele not collected, or (b) the data for those drugs were based on measures that dirrered appreciably from those used in the otherlurvey yellS. Consequently, Idjustments to the 1979 and 1982 
dltl were made only fOI thole dlugs wbose mclSuru were compBflble 10 those in thc other survey yells. 

Because of the methodology used to adjust the 1979 tbrouBh 199) estimates, some logical inconsistency mlfy uilt between estimates for a given drug within the nme survcy ~CBr. 1'01 cnn'pl~. lume adju~tcd 
ellimate5 of past year usc may appeBf to be grnler then adjuJled liretime eS1imltts. These inconsistencies I.end to be sman, rile and not statistically significant 

'Uifference between estimate and 1997 estimate n IIltiltinlly significant at the .OS lewel. 
'Dirrerence between eSlimate and 1997 eSlimate ilstaliSlicllly signiliCllnt at the .01 I~wel. 

Source; SAMIISA, Offiee of Applied Studiel, Nitionailiouseboid Survey on Drug Abuse. 

http:rc:pol1.cd


80529 (117U) PRELIMINARY I>ATA. AS OF JUNE 1998, ADJUSTED 1979·1991 ESTIMATES 
Table I), Pernntagts Reporling Past Month Ust or Corline, by Age Group, RauJElhnltlly, and Sn~ 1919·1991 

Demographic 
Charactl"isUu 191'l 

1.6" 

1.5 
9." 
3.0· 
0.2 

2.4~· 

2.8 
4,8· 
1.5 

3.5" 
Ir 

1982 

2.4" 

1.9 
7.0' 
3 . .5" 
0.5 

2.5~ 

2,4 
1.5 
• 

3.4" 
IS. 

1985 

3.0' 

1.5 
~U' 
6.3if 

0.5 

3.0" 
3.4" 
2.5' 
• 

J." 
2.1

1988 
L6~ 

1.2 
4.r 
2.r 
0 .• 

1.4" 
2.2 
2.S
1.7 

2.2' 
1.0 

.991 

1.0 

0.04
l.r

I."0.5 

0.7I.. 
1.7· 
2.1 

1.4 
0.6 

1992 

0.7 

O.l" 
2.0 
IS 
0.2" 

0.6 
1.0 
1.3 
0.1 

1.0 
OA 

1993 

0.7 

0.4' 
1.6 
1.0 
0 .• 

0.5 
1.4 
1.2 
• 

1.0 
OA 

1••4 

0.7 

O.J" 
1.2 
1.3 
0 .• 

0.5 
1.3 
1.1 
• 

0.' 
0.4 

1.95 

07 

0.8 
1.3 
1.2 
0.4 

0.6 
1.1 
0,7 
0,3 

10 
0.4 

1996 

0.8 

0.6 
2.0' 
1.5' 
G.. 

0.8 
10 
1.1 
0.5 

1.1 
05 

1997 

0.1 

1.0 
1.2 
0.' 
0.5 

0.6 
14 
0.8 
0.5 

0.9 
0.5 

TOTAL 

AGE GROUP 
12·17 
13·25 
26·34 
2:JS 

RACFJETHNICITV 
White 
iliac\: 
Hispanic: 
Olher 

SEX 
M,Ie 
femal" 

-"ow precision: 1'10 nlimatc reported. 
.. Nor lutlable. 
NOTE: The popl.llaliM dlSlJibutionl for IhI! 1993 IhfOUgh 1991 NUSUAs lit PUSHllaJifltd 10 popi.llalion pmjections of loll!! hued en Ike 1m dctffll1ial tCn~WL The 1919 HIISo[),.. tned POlluwion projetliOM hmd 

OIIlhe 1970 tcrmn; NUSOAs nom 1982 duougb: 1992 wed projcelions bAlled 0lI the 1980 ceruul. The changt 60m one unws bue 10 IlnUlhn has hule dtcci em utinwcd pmenllllges I(poning dll.18 IN:. bUI 
may t11~e a 11,"ilieant en-ctl on cdirntkJ or MlmbeJ ofdru8 ulen in somc .lIbpopulalion grollp!. 

NOTF.: F.mnw:u rl'll 1919lhrough 1991 may difTh1 rrom ntinall:J for the$( IUNey yelfllhal Weft published in olhcr NIISO" reports, The ullmalc! shown hCIl: f," 19191hlough 199] hive been adju~lcd tu impl()~e 
their compnbiHIy .ithutunttu based ot'Iihc M'W vcn;icm oflbe NUSUA inwumml thlll WIS fielded in 1994 IfId $ub$(qlH:nl NHSUAs. For 1919 Dnd 19112, utim.lcJ ate nOI ~ho",n (as iudicalcd hy ••) where 
(a) fhe rclevanl dab: wHe noI a>J~cd. (If (b.1he 4aI4 rOlIh~ dnIv wen: baird on measurn that dilTe:rtd .pretilhly (u)m those In(d i" the olhel ,ur'f'CY yfatJ. Comcql.leflll),. Mju"mcnls 10 Ihe 1919 and 1982 
tlIl. wtt.«; made only t'orlhosc: dtuJl w!lou: mtli$\l11:S WC" comp&Iahlc 10 dlC2 in Ihe olhet '/.utYey yeatt. 

{kcIlISCoitht rn.ctbodoIoaY c:m! to tdjusl the I 9:19 lluoup 1993 eSlimlkS, ~ tca:itll inc:omistefKy mil, ui:lt between ullma!« fOi II given <1I\lg wllh~n the WIn WI''I[Y ),nf. Fm e.lIIllph:, rome ,wJllued 
«timllks o(put rev UK may ~ w be IfC!*' lhcn tdjllSltd lifelime mirP:aIe.t. lhe:ae: ilt!;OMimncies tend to be 1l"II11I. (IIC 4tId #01 slliisliulil' signifiUtil. 

1JitletcltU bchlllccn ",imltt &lid 19'i1 «lirrwe if "llis1ic.ily tipiftC&ftt at Ute -tJS h:vd. 
"Diffc~ betwcen cstimae and 1991 cstimllc is swi$tkally aiJniftcarn tlibt .01 lrNt'1. 

Sou:i:IX; SAMltSA, Office or AppHc4 Stud,", NII$onai UOUKbotd Survey on DflliJ "buM. 
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80j29(IA) 	 PRELIMINARY DATA· AS Of JUNE '998 

Table lA, 	 Eslimalt'd Numbers of .'us-ons (in Thousands) In (he U.S. Population Aged 11 Bnd Older. by Age Group and DemograpMc 
ChBractt'rb~ics:.~19!,9,!6".,-,n",d,-I,,9.,9,,7~_____________________~~ _____---.___ _ ._~~_ _, 

AGE GROUP (V.....) 


f--~~....12-17 18-25 

Uenlographlr 
Ch.uc:le'rillic I 19!96 1991 I 1m 1991 

TOT.\!. 21511 21.S41 11,'1% 21,691 

RAe&' 
ETlINrCIH' 

White 15,241 LSJ66 18,764 111,661 
OIac::k 1,288 J.227 1,1711 3.114 
Ili.p.tnic 2,9O'J JJlO7 un 1,Im 

SEX""'" um 1,147 1,)13 1,150 

....., 1I,5J8 11.'501 n.aH 0.981 
Ftmalt IO}H4 IU)41 n.91i 1l,1I0 

f'Of'IJIXlION 
DENS1T\" 

lilac MellO 9.liH 9,196 12,1$8 I Uti! 
Sm,lI MellO a.o84 1,&3-9 9,6(lS 10.1 16 
Nonmetlo 1.124 5,292 6,01] 6.l" 

• .Rf.GION 
Northemt l,B! 3,825 4,661 4,408 
North ('"lttllll.l """'.Wetl 

5,86J 
1,946 

'''''' 
'.154 
8.492 
Ul16 

6,740 
9.~46 
b,!49 

U09 
11,147 
5,126 

ADULT 
EOUCATlON' 

<UiJh School NIA NJA 5,81) H:m 
Uigh School GrId NtA NIA 9,'10& 9,914 
Some Collegt NtA "JA 8,H4 8.969 
College Ulidultc NtA NIA J,111 1.9]9 

C:tIRRf.NT 
ulPtonU:NI' 

full-I~me NIA N/A 13.179· n,ns 
I'an-tum: NIA NI/I. 6.411 6,293 
Unemplo~d

""",' 
NtA 
NlA 

NlA 
NJ/I. 

2,227 
5,913 

2JI6 
5}91
~~~---". 

NtA: Nul 'Wi~abl(, 

I rop1Jl81ion den!.!I,- il bucd 01'1 ImMSA d!Usil1<;lIliont andlhclJ 199DCensUSQft'opuh:liOt\ WUMs 

26-34 

1m 


)5,414 


24,948
4,282 

4,504 

1,140 


11,3:51 
l1J:H 

16,IIS 

11,550 


'1,109 


6,866 
8,)17 


12,u1 

8,149 


5.447 

IU18' 

B.O! 


10,261 


24.l08 

],10' 

1,1163 


__ ~,J2~___ _ 

3:5 and Older 

1991 19% 1991 19% 

]5,246 1211:,265 1l0J2! 214.041 

201,449 101,0I0} 102,R9] 160JS8 
4,J92 12,106 12.911 14.0B 
4.64] 9,SlB 10,120 20,BI) 
1.161 4,6)8 4,197 8,81) 

11,490 60.161 61,045 102,911 
11.155 611.,(1<)1 69,617 11I,1l0 

16.7'l) 14,912 BJ4S 9]J)4! 
1).116 4U24 016,491 1lOM 
6,611 29,410 JO,UI 41/~]6 

6,244 26,969 25,1601 42,234 
'591 )O,IB 28,299 ~1,lH 
1l.6~S 401,92) .48,938 74,!49 
7,154 2S,i41 21,621 U,~IO 

'uu 26,040 U.1S5 J1.J60 
11,429 44,6la 41.160 M,Mb 
9,266 26,BI 11.S:S5 4,1.402 
9,51'» ) 1,075 )J.592 4'.!l1I. 

24,448 6!.S96 63,260 99.083 
3,)46 11,93) 1I,J2B 22,075 
~,911 4,119 4J27 H.2MI 
5,]41 SO,"",)! 49,808 62,109 

Total 

1997 

lIb,1(}6 

161,169 
24.401> 
2!.S78 
9,OH 

''''''''UM,OI1 
112,1.&9.. 

9n595 
76,447 
49,H.4 

40,342 
4US6 
81.1) 1 
46.218 

)IU81 
6:U61 
45,8]0 
46,095 

IOJ,lJ91 
21,167 
!,5~4 

6Q,945 

I Oaln un dull wuc,1ioJ\ IJ\d t:ulTl:I'I1 cmpl0Yfm:II1 Ollt $howl'! R» prtS/lM 'lied 12.". F.~tim.I(~ ron bmh adult edIKl1ion IU'Id l:lIfltfd (mpluyoiC!J! lie til! ~iVl"~ attl)."'II. 
• Rc!;red, dinhkd, hOfl\¢IfIAkef, d\lrn:nl, or "othe/.- . 

Sou'c~' SAM! ISA, Qm~r or A"plied S\\ldic" N~lionall 'ous~hQld Suwey on Urut Ahul.C, 1996 and 1997. 
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80S29 (108B) 
Table II. 

PRELIMINAR Y OATA· AS OF JUNE. 1998, ,.,mUS'IT.D \<)l<)-I')'n E':n 1M 1',:1 "-';'0. 

Percentage!! Repol'"lIng Past Month Use of Any lIIidl Dng, by Age Group, Rac:e1Ethnicity. and Sex: 191').1')')1 " 

Demographic 
Characteristics 1979 1982 1985 1988 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 \991 

TOTAL 

AGE (;ROUP 
12-17 
18-25 
26·]4 
2:.35 

RACElETIINICITV 
While 
Black 
Hispanic 
Other 

SEX 
Male 
Female 

14.1b 

16.3 
J8.0~ 

20.8b 

2.8 

14.2' 
13.3' 
12.9' 
15.l b 

19.2' 
9.4' 

12.lb 

1].2 
2S.Jb 

2J.lb 
3.9 

12.3' 
12.7' 
8,9' 

10.7 

14.9b 

9.5' 

7.7 

8.1' 
17.9 

14.7b 

2.3 

7.7 
6.6 
6.9 

• 

9.4 
6.0 

6.6 

S.Sh 
15.4 
10.0 
J.4 

6.S 
8.1 
S.3 
6.0 

7.9 
S.4 

S.8 

S.Jb 

13.1 
IIA' 
2.S 

6.1 
S.6 
4.4 
3.9 

7.6 
4.2 

S.9 

S.7b 

13.6 
9.S 
3.0 

6.1 
s.s 
S.2 
4.3 

7.7 
4.3 

6.0 

8.2b 
I].] 

8.S 
3.2 

6.0 
7.3 
S.4 
3.1 

7.9 
4.3 

6.1 

10.9 
14.2 
8.3 
2.8 

6.0 
7.9 
S.I 
4.0 

7.8 
4.S 

6.1 

9.0b 

15.6 
8.4 
2.9 

6.1 
7.S 
S2 
4.8 

8.1 
4.2 

6.4 

11.4 
14.7 
7.4 
3.6 

6.4 
7.S 
S.9 
S.4 

8S 
4.5 

'I.ow pllcd,ion: nu cslimalc Icponcd . 
•• Nulavailablt 
NO I E: 	 Any lIIicil Drug inditaln LlSC III ICll'i1 once ormarijuaniVhashish, cocaine (including crack), inhalants, hallucinCIgens (including rcr and LSI»), hcwin, 01 any prescription.type p~ychutherRpeulic uscd 

nonmcdically. Any Illicit Drug Othel than Marijuana indicates usc al IClUt once of any of these listed drugs, reglldless of mllijuanNhMhi~h usc: mRrijuanNhMhi\h users ",ho also ha~e u<cdany of lire other li~ted 
drugs arc included. , 

NurE: 	lhe populariu", disrribuliun5 for rhe 199) Ihlough 1997 NllSDAs lie post·stlatified to population plojeelions of lotals blUed on Ihe 1990 decennial census, ·1 he 1979 NIISI)A used popularinn p",jc(lion5 ha~cd on 
Ihe 1970 census: NllSOAs (jom 1982 Ihrough 1992 used plujcelions based on the 1980 census. The change ('0m one census hll'ie to anolhel hll'i lillie elTeel nn estimated perccnlages Icpurling dlul', U<C, hUI nlay 
ha~e a significanl efTect on estimales of number uf dlug users in sume 5ubpopulation groups. . 

NOr!:: t:Slimales fOI 1979 Ihrough 199) may dilTel rrum eSlimat" (01 these SUf"cy yells that were published in ather NIISDA leflOm .., he estimates shu",n hele for 1979 thlough 199) have heell adjusted lu impro~e 
Iheir cI'IIllp2lJabilily ",ilh (stimares bll'ied un the ne'" venion of the NIISDA instrumcnllhat "'M fielded in 1994 and subsequent NIISI>As. Fur 1979 and 19H2. e~timatu lie nUl ~hown (M indicalcd by .. J where 
ta) rhe Iclevanl dala WCIt nOI colleeled, 01 (b) the dall for those dlugl ",ere based un measures thll differed appleciahly from thnse used in Ihe nlher survey years. Consequently, adju5tment~ tu Ihe 1979 and 1982 
dlla were made only (or those dlugs ",hose measures ",elc comparable to those in the uthel IUf"ey years. 

Decause of the nlClhodology u5ed to adjust Ihe 1979 rhrough 199) estimates, some logical inconsistency may e~ist bel",een estimales fOI a gi~en drug within Ihe umc SUf"ey ycal.· i"or uample, some adjusted 
estimllcs of plUt year ose may appear to be gremer Ihen adjusted lifetime estimates. lhese inconsistentics tend 10 he small. Ille and nol statislically s;gni(1C3111., 

'l)ilTelenee belween eSlimalC and 1997 utimate is slatislically significanl IIlhe .05Ic~eI. 
"UifTerence belween utimate and 1997 eSlimalC is 5111istically significant at the .01 lent 

Source: SAM liSA. Office of Applied Siudiel, Nitiolllillouschoid SOf"ey 011 Drug A~use. 
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