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INTRODUCTION

Researchers often examine populations by analyzing key demographic and
socioeconomic characteristics to better understand such groups. Hopefully,
these data can then inform policy decisions. In recent years, the Utah Foun-
dation has sought to provide comprehensive data and analysis on popula-
tions that face significant challenges. This report aims to shed light on the
characteristics, circumstances, and challenges faced by incarcerated Utahns.

The metrics in this report highlight the barriers that incarcerated individuals
often encounter, such as a lack of education, employment, and housing. While
this report focuses specifically on the incarcerated population, it is important
to note that the challenges explored here are not universal to all individuals
who are or have been incarcerated. Individuals are often influenced by over-
lapping factors such as socioeconomic status and broader societal disparities.

By examining these metrics, this report aims to provide valuable insights for
policymakers, community organizations, and advocates who are working
to address the needs of this population. With these data, targeted interven-
tions can be implemented that can mitigate many of the challenges faced by
incarcerated individuals.

HIGHLIGHTS OF THIS REPORT o 2%

® Incarcerated Utahns were far less likely to have graduated high school than the general
Utah population — about 39% without a diploma compared to only 9%.

@ Atthe time of their arrest, incarcerated Utahns reported similar employment levels to those
of the general population.

@ Utah’s inmates, at the time of their arrest, had some of the highest drug usage rates of
inmates across the nation — about 47% compared to 40% nationally.

® Drug trafficking accounted for nearly one-third of the Utah inmates’ reasons for incarceration.

® Utah ranked low for the share of inmates who had experienced homelessness as youth —
about 7% compared to 12% nationally.

® Utah had a larger share than the nation for prisoners arrested while on probation or parole
(42% to 37%), and a much larger share of these prisoners were arrested for violating
probation or parole, not new crimes (32% to 15%).

® This report’s data limitations point to the need for continued, more-targeted data collection
to better understand the state’s current incarcerated population.
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CONTENTS METHODOLOGY

The Bureau of Justice Statistics most recently con-
Introduction 1 ducted its Survey of Prison Inmates in 2016. This
was a national survey of nearly 25,000 prisoners
aged 18 and older who were incarcerated in state
Methodology 2 and federal correctional facilities. The survey col-
lected data on various aspects of the incarcerated
population, including details about their offenses

Utah Inmate Profile 3 and sentences, incident specifics, criminal histo-
ry, demographics, socioeconomic status, family

Demographics 3 background, substance use and treatment, phys-
ical and mental health care, participation in facil-
ity programs, and facility rule violations. All the

Education 4 data detailed in this report are from the Survey of
Prison Inmates except as noted.

Employment 4 Please note that about 100 Utah inmates partici-

pated in the Survey of Prison Inmates. According-
ly, there are large margins of error when compar-
Income Sources 5 ing Utah’s inmates with those of other states. This
means that some caution should be used in de-
termining whether Utah is actually different from
Homelessness 7 another state or the national average. Apparent
differences could be statistical figments from a
relatively small sample size of Utah prisoners.
Drug Usage 8
Generally speaking, differences between states
with large populations and bigger differences are
Type of Crime 9 more likely to represent actual differences. Differ-
ences when comparing states with smaller pop-
ulations and smaller differences are less likely to
represent differences in reality and are therefore
a figment of small sample sizes.

Sentence Condition 10

Prior Incarceration 1 This report compares Utah with the nation and

with the Mountain States. Utah is one of the
Mountain States, as are Arizona, Colorado, Idaho,
Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, and Wyoming.
When Utah is compared to the Mountain States

Parolees and Probationers 12

Conclusion 13 average, that average includes Utah.
Please note that the appendix includes many data
Appendix 14 points that are not included in the body of the re-

port. See the appendix for additional data.
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UTAH INMATE PROFILE

Demographics

The inmates detailed in this report all specified that they lived in Utah at
their time of arrest. There were no additional questions asking if the in-
mates were born or raised in Utah. Figure 1 states some of the key demo-
graphic characteristics of the surveyed inmates.

Of the 50 states, Utah had the fifth-oldest average age at arrest, with the
average age at arrest being 36, compared to 33 nationally. Utahns were the
seventh oldest in the nation for the average age at first arrest, which was 23
years old in Utah compared to 21 nationally.

Utah ranked 10th in the nation for the average number of times inmates had
been previously incarcerated, with five prior arrests. The national average
was five prior arrests as well. In the Mountain States, inmates were, on av-
erage, previously incarcerated between three and seven times.

The average Utah, Mountain State, and U.S. inmate surveyed in the
2016 Survey of Prison Inmates can be described as the following.
Figure 1: Survey of Prison Inmates, 2016

Utah Mountain States us
Age at interview Y 40 39
Age at arrest 36 35 33
Age at first arrest 23 21 21
Number of times arrested 1 10 9
Number of prior incarcerations 6 5 5
White 50% 43% 37%
Non-citizen 23% 13% 7%
Male 66% 84% 89%

Please note that these data, and all the data in this report, do not describe the actual prison population, only
those who responded to the 2016 Survey of Prison Inmates.
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Nearly two-thirds of incarcerated Utahns had a high
school diploma or less.

Figure 2: Percentage of Incarcerated Utahns by Education Level, Utah,
2016

All Utahns  EIA 22% 200 48%

Incarcerated Utahns 39% 27% -‘4
0% 50% 100%
M Less than high school © High school l Unknown

M Some college College or higher

Source: The Bureau of Justice Statistics” Survey of Prison Inmates and Utah
System of Higher Education.

Incarcerated inmates saw slightly less employment
than did the rest of Utah.

Figure 3: Percentage of Incarcerated Utahns by Employment Status at the

Time of Arrest, Utah, 2016, and Percentage of Utahns by Employment Status,

2016

All Utahns - GRS ANSO7 NN
Incarcerated Utahns | NGSSGNING /NS 06N

0% 50%
Unemployed M Not in labor force

100%

M Employed Unknown

Note: Of the incarcerated Utahns, 1% reported “occasional” employment. These
individuals were grouped with the “employed” Utahns. Source: The Bureau of

Justice Statistics’ Survey of Prison Inmates and Utah System of Higher Education.

Education

In the Mountain States, inmates had, on
average, between 11 and 12 years of ed-
ucation. The Survey of Prison Inmates
showed that 39% of incarcerated Utahns
had not graduated from high school. In
2016, only 8.5% of Utahns did not gradu-
ate from high school.! By comparison, the
general population tended to have more
educational experience. See Figure 2.

Employment

Utah had a relatively high percentage
of inmates who reported working full-
time at the time of their arrest, at 56%
compared to 49% nationally. This land-
ed Utah at ninth in the nation. Utah also
had a relatively high “unemployed and
not seeking” population of inmates at
30%, which was eighth in the nation. See
Figure 3.

In 2016, 67% of all Utahns were em-
ployed.? This was just above the 2016
Survey of Prison Inmates, which report-
ed 63% of Utah inmates who were em-
ployed prior to their arrest. Additional-
ly, 6% of inmates were unemployed and
looking for work, compared to 3% of the
Utahns as a whole.?

1 Utah System of Higher Education, 2016, “Nearly 48% of Utahns have earned a college degree or
certificate,” https://ushe.edu/nearly-48-of-utahns-have-earned-a-college-degree-or-certificate/.
2 United States Census, 2016, “Employment,” https:/data.census.gov/profile/Utah?g=040XX00US49#employment.

3 Ibid.
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Income Sources More Utah inmates cited illegal activities as their

source of income than did the nation.

When looking at the reported source ~ _ o
Figure 4: Source of Income at the Time of Arrest, Utah and Nationwide, 2016

of income, over a third of Utahn in-
mates (37%) said that their income 64%
source was illegal activities, and 29% 5%

of inmates nationwide said the same. Utah
However, the U.S. inmates (18%) were

more likely than Utah inmates (5%) to 37%

be self-employed. The self-employed
question did not specify that this in-  pountain 13%

come did not include illegal activity. States _

Accordingly, this data point could add 329%

to the percentage of inmates whose in-

come is from illegal activity. See Figure

4 for a breakdown of income sources. 18%

c
wn

Of the Mountain States, Utah had the 28%
highest reported income from illegal
activities. See Figure 5. In fact, Utah
was the ninth highest in the nation for
this metric.

M Wages and salary Self employment
M lllegal gains All other sources

Note: Inmates could report multiple sources of income.

Utah top among Mountain States for inmates re-
porting illegal activity as their source of income.
Figure 5: lllegal Activities as the Source of Income at the Time of Arrest, Utah
and Mountain States, 2016
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Almost half of Utah Inmates who reported receiving
income from illegal activities made all of their in-
come from the illegal activities.

Figure 6: Amount of Income from lllegal Activities at the Time of Arrest, Utah
and Nationwide, 2016

utah XA 19% 25N

W stmies B 3% IS o
States 13/° 4% |
us. A 8% @ ] 3% 5%

0% 50% 100%
M A little M Most All I Unknown

49%

Some

The share of income earned from illicit gains in-
creased as inmates reported working less.

Figure 7. Share of lllicit Gains to Total Income at the Time of Arrest, Utah, 2016

Parttime [EZN 19% [NcOY 15% |

Occassional K 18% _ 18%
Unemployed, o o
seeking I7/°- 66% |
Unemployed, o o
not seeking lS- e I
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
M A little Some M Most All M Unknown

Of the inmates who reported earning
some portion of their income from ille-
gal activities, about half of Utahns (49%)
said that all of their income was from il-
legal activities, compared to 35% nation-
wide. See Figure 6. Notably, Utah was
the seventh highest in the nation for this
metric.

When asked what percentage of their
income came from illicit gains, a rela-
tionship seemed to appear between the
amount of work the individual had and
the percentage of money they earned
from illicit gains. The more the individ-
ual worked, the less they reported earn-
ings from illicit gains, and vice versa.
See Figure 7.

Utah State Penitentiary in 1887
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Homelessness . .
The share of homeless inmates varied

In the year prior to their incarceration, widely among the Mountain States.

. . Figure 8: Percentage of Inmates Who Experienced Home-
17% of Utah inmates had experienced 9 9 P
. lessness the Year Before Arrest, Mountain States, 2016
homelessness. The national average was

13%. Utah ranked 10th in the nation for

the share of inmates who experienced

homelessness in the year prior to incar-

ceration. See Figure 8 for how Utah com-

pared to the Mountain States.

In the thirty days prior to their incarcer-

ation, Utah ranked fifth in the nation for

the share of inmates who had experi-

Interestingly, Utah ranked low for the h

enced homelessness — 13% compared to
share of inmates who had experienced
homelessness while growing up - 7%
as compared to 11% nationally. Utah
ranked 41st in the nation for this metric.

4%

3%

the national average of 8%.

Utah State Penitentiary around 1910. Original held in L. Tom Perry Special Collections, Harold B. Lee Library, Brigham Young University, Provo, UT 84602.
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Drug Usage

Utah inmates reported high drug usage; 93% reported ever using a drug.
This put Utah as the ninth highest in the nation. Another question asked
about drug usage in the 30 days prior to incarceration. About 76% of Utahn
inmates said they had, compared to 63% nationally. This was higher than
any of the Mountain States and the third highest in the nation. See Figures
9 and 10.

When asked whether they had been using drugs at the time of the offense,
47% of Utahn inmates said they had, compared to 38% nationally. This put
Utah as the ninth highest in the nation.

The majority of Mountain State Utah had the highest rate in the Mountain
inmates have used drugs. States of drug usage within 30 days of arrest.
Figure 9: Percentage of Inmates Who Report- Figure 10: Percentage of Inmates Who Used Drugs the Year Before
ed Ever Using Drugs, Mountain States, 2016 Arrest, Mountain States, 2016

44%

79% 64%
64%

64%
68%

96%

By

@ @
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Type of Crime

About 30% of the Utah inmates were incarcerated for drug trafficking. This
was about average in the Mountain States. See Figure 11.

Another 3% were in for drug possession. About 21% were in for violent
crimes, and 17% were in for property crimes. About 8% were incarcerated
for weapons offenses. “Other public order” accounted for 22% of inmates’
incarceration, which is a catch-all term for a lot of offenses, including ob-
struction of justice, perjury, prostitution, tax law violations, and more.* See
Figure 12 for a breakdown of Utah inmates” offenses.

4 Bureau of Justice Statistics, n.d., “Public Order Offenses,” https://bjs.ojp.gov/taxonomy/term/public-
order-offenses.

Share of drug trafficking of-
fenses varied among Mountain
States.

Figure 11: Mountain State Inmates Who Were
Incarcerated for Drug Trafficking, by Percent,
2016

b7 Drug trafficking accounted for one-third of the Utah

inmates’ reasons for being incarcerated.
Figure 12: Utah Inmates Type of Crime by Percent, Utah, 2016

Homicide Il 3%
Rape/sexual assault Il 2%
Robbery N 6%
Assault 1%
Other violent crime I 9%
Burglary I 6%
Other property crime N 11%
Drug trafficking I 30%
Drug possession Il 3%
Other drug crime 1 0%

10%

10% Weapons I 8%
Other public order I 22%
0% 10% 20% 30%
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Sentence Condition

In the Mountain States, inmates were court-ordered to perform community
service between 1% and 12% of the time. Idaho was at the top in the nation,
with 12% of inmates mandated to perform community service.

One-third of the Utah inmates had court-ordered drug testing, which
brought Utah to the eighth highest in the country. However, this was on par
with most of the Mountain States, except Nevada. Nevada’s smaller per-
centage brought the Mountain State’s average down to 26%. See Figure 13.

Utah also has a higher than national average psychiatric counseling re-
quirement, with 15% of the Utah inmates being court-ordered psychiatric
counseling as compared to 8% nationally. This puts Utah at the fourth high-
est in the country.

One-fourth of all the Mountain State inmates
had court-ordered drug testing.

Figure 13: Percentage of Inmates with Court-Ordered Drug Testing,
Mountain States, 2016

8%
PASY
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Prior Incarceration

In Utah, five in six prisoners had been previously incarcerated at least once,
and two of those six had been incarcerated more than five times before their
current incarceration. These data might seem to paint the recidivism rate as
relatively high. However, it does not capture all those who have been incar-
cerated once and never returned to prison —just those currently in prison.

Looking at recidivism through a different lens, two in five incarcerated
Utahns were in prison because they broke the terms of their parole or pro-
bation. Of those who broke the terms of their parole or probation, almost
60% of were also sentenced with an additional offense. (The remaining
cases were arrested for violating parole or probation but not breaking any
laws, while a handful were arrested and charged with additional crimes but
had not yet been sentenced.) Again, this did not count the individuals who
were not incarcerated at the time of the survey.

While these metrics do not provide a recidivism rate, they do highlight that
the majority of incarcerated individuals were repeat offenders. This is ex-
pected due to the likelihood that those who commit more crimes are more
likely to be caught and successfully prosecuted.

In Utah, five in six prisoners had been previously incarcerated at
least once.
Figure 14: Times Inmates Were Previously Incarcerated, 2016

utan IS 147 ISR o G
Mounta!) g 1o NZSHIN 0% iGN
us. MR e NSO o

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
[_J¢ 1 W24 5-9 W10+
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Parolees and Probationers

In Utah, 42% of prisoners were ar-
rested while on parole or probation,
which was higher than the national
average of 36%. This rate was also
significantly higher than the aver-
age for the Mountain States, which
stood at 33%.

When looking at those arrested while
on parole or probation, about one-
third of Utah prisoners had no new
offenses when they were arrested.
This likely means they were rearrest-
ed because they violated the terms
of their parole or probation — not
because they committed additional
crimes. Utah’s share of probationers
and parolees arrested without a new
offense was more than twice as large
as the national average. However, in
this case, the Mountain States were
similar to Utah.

When new charges were levied
against parole and probation viola-
tors, it was most often for a property
offense or drug offense. The Moun-
tain States and the nation saw a
smaller share charged with property
offenses and a greater share arrest-
ed for drug offenses or public order
offenses. Those rearrested for a vio-
lent offense seemed to be a relatively
small share of probationers and pa-
rolees in Utah and the US.

At least one-third of all the prisoners nationwide were
arrested while on parole or probation.
Figure 15: Sentence Condition When Incarcerated by Percentage of Inmates, 2016

Utah  [NESSNNN 150 24NN
Mountain |GG 107 NS5
Us NG 149 229N

0% 20%

40% 60% 80%

M Not on parle or probation when arrested

100%

Arrested when on parole
M Arrested when on probation

Utah’s share of probationers and parolees arrested without
a new offense was more than twice as large as the nation.
Figure 16: Percentage of Inmates Arrested while on Probation or Parole, 2016

Utah [INEESZSEEN 11 IS0
Mountain NSO SNCEN
Us [HiS%is s ra
0% 20% 40%

® No new offense

60% 80% 100%
New offense at arrest

E New sentenced offense

Property offenses were the most common offense for
parole and probation violators in Utah.
Figure 17: Type of Offense for Parole or Probation Violators, 2016

Utah S8l 34% el 7 I
Mountain BBl 26% IR 25+ 24
us 28 206% RN 22% A

0% 20%  40% 60%  80%  100%

m Violent offense Property offense

m Drug offense Public order offense
B Other offense

Note: Due to rounding, the total may not add up to 100%.
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CONCLUSION

The data presented in this report highlight the complexity of the lives of in-
carcerated Utahns. This underscores how their experiences differ in mean-
ingful ways from both the national population and the broader Mountain
States region. Utah’s incarcerated population tends to be older at arrest,
more likely to have fewer years of education, and more likely to rely on ille-
gal activities for income than inmates nationwide. Utah inmates also report
some of the highest levels of drug use in the nation, both at some time in
their lives and in the period immediately preceding their arrest.

While Utah prisoners exhibit employment levels similar to the general Utah
population prior to incarceration, they face significant socioeconomic insta-
bility in other areas, including relatively high rates of recent homelessness.
Moreover, Utah stands out for its large share of inmates arrested while on
probation or parole—many for technical violations rather than new offens-
es—highlighting the importance of supervision policies and support sys-
tems in shaping incarceration trends.

At the same time, Utah does not differ from the nation in every respect, and
the small sample of Utah inmates in the Survey of Prison Inmates means
that not all apparent differences necessarily reflect true underlying dispar-
ities. These limitations point to the need for continued, more-targeted data
collection to better understand the state’s current incarcerated population.

Overall, the findings suggest several areas where policy interventions could
meaningfully improve outcomes: strengthening education and workforce
pathways, expanding access to stable housing, addressing substance use
more effectively, and re-examining community supervision practices that
contribute to re-incarceration. By focusing on these challenges — and recog-
nizing the structural and socioeconomic contexts in which they arise — Utah
policymakers and community organizations can help create more effective
reentry pathways, reduce recidivism, and support long-term public safety
across the state.
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APPENDIX

Figure A: Incarcerated Individuals — Age at Key Points

Age atarrest Rank Age atinterview Rank Ageatfirstarrest ~ Rank Age atadmission Rank Age atrelease Rank

Alabama 315 34 40.4 10 197 31 333 28 433 20
Alaska 33 23 38.9 29 204 27 33 31 428 25
Arizona 345 12 40.8 6 215 10 361 11 45.2 8
Arkansas 309 41 399 15 19.3 39 322 40 44 4 14
California 314 37 40.0 14 20.5 20 328 35 445 12
Colorado 332 21 377 4?2 18.9 44 346 18 397 47
Connecticut 341 14 384 37 209 18 349 15 423 27
Delaware 321 28 370 45 191 4 330 32 410 47
District of Columbia 28.2 51 384 36 176 50 293 51 433 21
Florida 325 27 40.0 13 213 13 339 24 44 4 13
Georgia 30.2 45 36.5 48 204 25 318 43 40.0 46
Hawaii 35.6 6 39.6 21 19.4 37 372 5 45 35
Idaho 372 2 424 3 25.0 3 391 1 46.3 6
llinois 314 36 38.8 31 19.4 34 329 33 447 15
Indiana 331 22 39.2 25 19.3 38 342 22 436 17
lowa 297 47 35.6 49 176 51 31.0 48 38.2 50
Kansas 334 20 381 38 212 15 348 16 411 40
Kentucky 34.0 15 424 4 220 9 351 13 481

Louisiana 30.9 42 40.8 7 20.0 28 326 38 46.8

Maine 338 16 36.7 46 20.5 21 34.6 17 392 48
Maryland 301 46 378 40 187 46 313 47 425 26
Massachusetts 297 48 38.6 34 19.5 33 313 46 43 38
Michigan 315 35 378 41 18.6 48 324 39 42.0 30
Minnesota 32.7 26 397 17 26.8 1 335 26 42.8 24
Mississippi 304 44 375 43 214 12 318 42 416 33
Missouri 328 25 387 33 19.3 40 341 23 42 39
Montana 337 17 36.7 47 191 43 344 19 407 44
Nebraska 347 11 393 22 232 5 357 12 45 34
Nevada 349 8 407 8 20.5 22 36.2 8 432 22
New Hampshire 295 49 349 50 211 17 30.2 49 332 51
New Jersey 317 32 381 39 18.8 45 334 27 414 36
New Mexico 352 7 401 12 223 8 36.2 9 42.0 29
New York 316 33 389 28 204 24 32.8 36 413 37
North Carolina 32.0 29 397 18 20.5 23 332 29 434 19
North Dakota 373 1 a7 5 212 14 387 2 492 1
Ohio 312 39 373 44 19.5 32 321 a4 40.8 43
Oklahoma 36.7 4 435 2 214 11 379 3 457 7
Oregon 336 18 397 19 23.0 6 349 14 44 5 11
Pennsylvania 313 38 389 30 19.4 36 326 37 42.0 31
Rhode Island 343 13 39.0 27 19.9 29 314 45 a1 4
South Carolina 304 43 39.0 26 19.8 30 316 44 447 10
South Dakota 287 50 344 51 191 4?2 298 50 383 49
Tennessee 319 31 39.8 16 204 26 336 25 451 9
Texas 33.0 24 392 24 20.6 19 343 21 43.6 16
Utah 36.2 5 40.5 9 22.8 7 36.6 7 4.7 32
Vermont 371 3 38.6 35 23.6 4 373 4 40.4 45
Virginia 312 40 40.2 11 19.4 35 329 34 46.7 5
Washington 348 9 39.2 23 AW 16 361 10 422 28
West Virginia 348 10 437 1 26.2 2 36.8 6 477 3
Wisconsin 320 30 38.8 32 18.4 49 33 30 435 18
Wyoming 33.6 19 39.6 20 18.6 47 343 20 432 23
United States 32.2 39.2 20.5 335 432
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Figure B: Incarcerated Individuals — Demographics

Race as Race as Race as Race as Share Share Share

White Rank Black Rank Hispanic Rank Other Rank non-citizens Rank male Rank straight Rank
Alabama 28% 35 60% 3 4% 50 7% 46 1% 46 95% 10 96% 25
Alaska 39% 22 14% 39 10% 4 43% 3 3% 30 93% 22 97% 13
Arizona 32% 28 8% 42 42% 5 37% 19 12% 7 89% 39 93% 39
Arkansas 38% 23 42% 15 12% 47 1% 44 6% 19 89% 40 96% 20
California 18% 47 23% 28 47% 18 26% 39 13% 6 95% 9 96% 28
Colorado 40% 18 10% 41 34% 7 33% 17 5% 24 9% 2 94% 37
Connecticut 29% 34 28% 23 31% 11 30% 28 6% 22 9% 33 93% 40
Delaware 28% 37 48% 10 19% 39 15% 49 2% 35 65% 48 88% 46
DC 1% 51 76% 1 6% 41 14% 18 4% 27 98% 5 100% 3
Florida 28% 36 4% 17 20% 34 17% 40 8% 16 93% 19 96% 21
Georgia 25% 40 52% 8 11% 40 14% 38 5% 23 93% 20 97% 16
Hawaii 1% 50 1% 49 24% 1 84% 1 1% 48 90% 37 96% 23
|daho 49% 12 2% 46 21% 10 31% 4 7% 18 58% 51 76% 51
llinois 24% 43 47% 11 16% 31 7% 33 6% 21 94% 18 97% 17
Indiana 48% 14 26% 24 8% 32 17% 14 3% 31 90% 35 93% 42
lowa 53% 7 23% 27 9% 33 7% 25 4% 25 9% 31 98% 6
Kansas 36% 24 18% 34 23% 9 33% 6 1% 9 90% 36 97% 14
Kentucky 48% 13 20% 33 12% 22 22% 9 3% 32 85% 44 87% 49
Louisiana 19% 46 63% 2 5% 46 1% 36 1% 45 94% 17 94% 38
Maine 44% 15 11% 40 33% 36 16% 50 27% 1 871% 4 100% 1
Maryland 20% 45 55% / 1% 37 15% 32 4% 28 9%% 7 97% 1
Massachusetts — 29% 33 22% 29 33% 12 29% 22 9% 13 94% 13 97% 12
Michigan 31% 29 42% 16 8% 29 18% 12 2% 37 9%% 8 96% 30
Minnesota 33% 26 20% 31 25% 15 28% 7 14% 5 63% 50 89% 45
Mississippi 31% 31 57% 5 3% 49 9% 43 1% 41 94% 12 98% 8
Missouri 52% 8 28% 22 5% 38 15% 23 1% 47 92% 27 96% 29
Montana 66% 4 0% 50 20% 17 27% 20 26% 2 9% 32 99% 4
Nebraska 39% 21 26% 26 29% 48 10% 47 20% 4 65% 49 88% 48
Nevada 40% 17 21% 30 24% 25 21% 29 8% 15 9%5% M 95% 36
New Hampshire  33% 25 58% 4 9% 51 0% 51 0% 49 98% 3 100% I
New Jersey 13% 49 45% 13 28% 19 26% 31 6% 20 94% 15 97% 18
New Mexico 17% 48 3% 45 65% 3 45% 21 8% 14 86% 43 92% 43
New York 21% 44 35% 19 29% 16 28% 30 8% 17 9%% © 96% 22
North Carolina ~ 28% 38 46% 12 8% 27 19% 13 4% 26 9% 28 95% 31
North Dakota 2% 1 17% 35 3% 44 12% 42 0% 49 9% 29 91% 44
Ohio 41% 16 36% 18 6% 35 16% 16 1% 42 92% 26 95% 35
Oklahoma 53% 6 16% 36 9% 21 23% 8 1% 39 93% 23 95% 32
Oregon 54% 5 6% 44 21% 14 28% 10 10% 12 94% 14 95% 33
Pennsylvania 32% 27 34% 20 18% 23 22% 24 2% 36 94% 16 96% 24
Rhode Island 31% 30 20% 32 40% 6 36% 41 1% 8 98% 4 99% 5
South Carolina ~ 26% 39 55% 6 7% 43 12% 37 3% 29 85% 45 95% 34
South Dakota 30% 32 1% 47 17% 2 62% 2 1% 43 83% 46 93% 41
Tennessee 40% 20 42% 14 6% 45 12% 34 3% 33 93% 24 97% 15
Texas 25% 4 26% 25 41% 30 18% 45 10% 1 9% 30 96% 27
Utah 50% " 0% 50 38% 26 20% 48 23% 3 66% 47 85% 50
Vermont 67% 2 1% 48 4% 13 29% 5 1% 40 100% 1 98% 7
Virginia 24% 42 51% 9 7% 28 18% 11 3% 34 93% 2 96% 19
Washington 51% 10 14% 38 20% 20 24% 27 10% 10 92% 25 98% 9
West Virginia 67% 3 16% 37 5% 42 12% 35 1% 44 8% 42 88% 47
Wisconsin 40% 19 32% 21 11% 24 21% 15 1% 38 9% 34 96% 26
Wyoming 52% 9 8% 43 26% 8 33% 26 0% 49 89% 38 97% 10
United States 44% 4% 22% 20% 7% 93% 96%

PROFILES IN PRISON (15| UTAH FOUNDATION




Figure C: Incarcerated Individuals — Arrests, Incarcerations, Sentence, and Demographics

Times Rank Times incarcerated Rank Max sentence Rank Share Rank Sharg \.Nith Rank
arrested length veteran disability

Alabama 6.9 43 39 35 24.2 yrs 8 9% 16 28% 483
Alaska 9.8 22 5.4 16 16.9 yrs 25 17% 2 40% 26
Arizona 81 35 5.0 17 22.2yrs 16 10% 13 45% 13
Arkansas 8.2 34 14.4 1 351yrs 3 11% 10 49% 8
California 71 41 5.4 15 17.9 yrs 22 6% 32 35% 38
Colorado 10.9 15 58 10 101 yrs 39 6% 31 33% Ly
Connecticut 97 23 43 27 14.4 yrs 29 4% 45 52% 4
Delaware 6.3 483 34 41 195 yrs 21 1% 51 40% 23
DC 6.8 45 25 49 179 yrs 23 9% 19 25% 49
Florida 77 38 37 37 14.0 yrs 30 6% 34 31% 46
Georgia 6.5 47 4.0 33 16.7 yrs 27 6% 38 32% 43
Hawaii 224 1 6.6 7 8.5yrs 42 7% 29 38% 30
ldaho 10.2 20 5.7 12 114 yrs 34 18% 1 51% 6
[llinois 121 8 41 31 29.7 yrs 5 6% 39 39% 27
Indiana 10.9 14 5.0 18 26.1yrs 7 10% 14 37% 31
lowa 13.6 3 6.7 6 23.4yrs 11 5% 41 31% 45
Kansas 84 30 4.0 34 54 yrs 48 6% 37 31% 44
Kentucky 95 24 48 2 20.5yrs 19 12% 9 51% 7
Louisiana 8.4 29 2.5 50 26.2 yrs 6 12% 8 41% 20
Maine 8.2 33 37 39 5.6yrs 47 10% 11 37% 32
Maryland 8.7 26 31 45 23.6 yrs 10 6% 36 39% 29
Massachusetts 117 11 2.8 47 1.0 yrs 35 5% 47 46% 10
Michigan 73 40 43 26 22.4 yrs 15 5% 40 4% 18
Minnesota 11.6 12 45 22 20.0yrs 20 4% 46 45% 11
Mississippi 6.8 44 2.8 46 23.7yrs 9 7% 27 32% 42
Missouri 141 2 338 36 16.3yrs 28 10% 15 45% 12
Montana 13.2 5 5.8 1 1.3 yrs 51 1% 50 17% 50
Nebraska 79 36 4.4 24 10.9 yrs 36 5% 44 36% 36
Nevada 12.9 6 6.6 8 10.3 yrs 38 14% 4 36% 35
New Hampshire 3.0 51 33 47 7.0 yrs 44 7% 30 16% 51
New Jersey 121 9 41 32 176 yrs 24 3% 47 30% 47
New Mexico 11.0 13 6.8 5 1.8 yrs 33 6% 33 44% 14
New York 85 28 37 38 12.8 yrs 31 5% 43 43% 16
North Carolina ~ 10.4 17 44 25 231yrs 13 9% 17 36% 34
North Dakota 87 27 5.6 13 46 yrs 49 14% 5 35% 37
Ohio 10.2 19 6.2 9 10.0 yrs 40 7% 28 35% 39
Oklahoma 11.9 10 31 44 324 yrs 4 13% 7 4% 17
Oregon 12.2 7 74 4 59yrs 45 10% 12 4% 19
Pennsylvania 14 39 45 23 12.6 yrs 32 8% 24 44% 15
Rhode Island 6.8 46 36 40 3.6yrs 50 2% 48 52% 5
South Carolina 7.8 37 32 43 231yrs 12 7% 26 34% 40
South Dakota 99 21 14 3 22.7yrs 14 2% 49 48% 9
Tennessee 8.3 31 41 30 213 yrs 18 8% 23 40% 24
Texas 9.0 25 49 19 16.8 yrs 26 8% 21 40% 22
Utah 10.8 16 5. 14 10.8 yrs 37 6% 35 37% 33
Vermont 83 32 43 28 9.7yrs 41 16% 3 57% 2
Virginia 70 4?2 42 29 38.2yrs 2 9% 18 39% 28
Washington 13.6 4 9.6 2 5.8yrs 46 8% 20 40% 21
West Virginia 43 50 1.6 51 479 yrs 1 13% 6 54% 3
Wisconsin 10.4 18 48 20 22.0yrs 17 8% 22 40% 25
Wyoming 47 49 26 48 7.8 yrs 43 8% 25 59% 1
United States 9.0 46 19.2 yrs 8% 38%
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Figure D: Incarcerated Individuals — Family Characteristics

Share Share never Parent of Count of Lived w/ Father ever
married Rank married Rank minor Rank minors Rank both parents Rank incarcerated Rank

Alabama 16% 17 56% 26 50% 27 11 29 36% 23 23% 4?2
Alaska 14% 23 59% 23 44% 43 12 13 4% 14 35% 5
Arizona 15% 20 51% 33 49% 31 1.0 32 44% 8 25% 37
Arkansas 14% 24 51% 34 40% 49 0.9 46 35% 29 26% 36
California 18% 10 56% 27 42% 47 0.8 47 38% 20 27% 32
Colorado 23% 4 50% 37 51% 22 11 20 38% 21 26% 35
Connecticut 12% 35 68% 9 45% 40 0.9 42 33% 34 29% 21
Delaware 3% 31 70% 6 42% 46 11 24 27% 47 31% 18
DC 10% 44 74% 3 40% 483 1.0 33 28% 45 27% 30
Florida 14% 26 62% 18 46% 37 1.0 37 35% 28 24% 38
Georgia 11% 41 65% 15 50% 26 11 22 31% 39 28% 23
Hawaii 14% 25 62% 19 53% 16 12 17 44% 9 29% 20
Idaho 24% 3 27% 51 58% 1 15 4 53% 3 22% 44
llinois 11% 42 67% 11 51% 21 11 27 31% 40 28% 26
Indiana 13% 28 51% 32 53% 15 11 25 38% 19 28% 22
lowa 16% 18 62% 20 56% 14 13 7 34% 30 33% 7
Kansas 19% 7 45% 42 58% 8 14 5 32% 35 28% 28
Kentucky 16% 19 39% 46 43% 45 0.9 44 37% 22 32% 14
Louisiana 12% 32 62% 17 44% 42 0.9 45 30% 4 24% 40
Maine 20% 6 36% 50 77% 2 12 12 47% 7 14% 50
Maryland 12% 40 67% 10 49% 28 11 28 25% 48 32% 13
Massachusetts 8% 46 75% 1 39% 50 0.8 49 36% 24 32% 12
Michigan 10% 45 67% 12 47% 35 1.0 36 31% 38 34% 6
Minnesota 17% 14 55% 28 63% 5 1.6 2 4% 13 18% 46
Mississippi 14% 21 61% 2 52% 18 11 18 32% 36 22% 45
Missouri 13% 30 54% 29 50% 25 1.0 30 36% 26 28% 27
Montana 21% 5 38% 49 33% 51 0.7 50 68% 1 18% 47
Nebraska 12% 34 54% 30 61% 6 14 6 1% 12 24% 39
Nevada 19% 8 48% 40 48% 34 11 19 42% 11 24% 41
New Hampshire 1% 51 74% 2 82% 1 1.6 3 14% 51 63% 1
New Jersey 12% 39 72% 5 57% 13 1.0 35 21% 50 28% 25
New Mexico 8% 1 45% 43 58% 9 13 10 49% 5 16% 49
New York 7% 13 63% 16 46% 38 0.9 4 32% 37 26% 33
North Carolina  14% 27 57% 24 47% 36 11 26 33% 33 27% 29
North Dakota 28% 1 40% 45 51% 20 0.7 51 65% 2 0% 51
Ohio 12% 38 66% 14 52% 17 12 16 36% 25 36% 4
Oklahoma 17% 15 40% 44 45% 41 1.0 39 43% 10 30% 19
Oregon 16% 16 51% 35 51% 19 11 23 39% 16 33% 8
Pennsylvania 12% 33 69% 7 49% 30 1.0 34 34% 32 33% 11
Rhode Island 4% 50 56% 25 70% 3 12 15 35% 27 17% 48
South Carolina ~ 12% 36 66% 13 58% 10 1.3 1 28% 44 31% 15
South Dakota 5% 49 73% 4 58% 12 13 8 34% 31 37% 3
Tennessee 14% 22 53% 31 50% 24 1.0 31 27% 46 28% 24
Texas 19% 9 51% 36 48% 33 11 21 39% 18 26% 34
Utah 1% 43 39% 48 59% 1.3 9 29% 43 31% 17
Vermont 25% 2 45% 4 63% 4 17 1 51% 4 27% 31
Virginia 13% 29 60% 22 45% 39 1.0 40 30% 42 33% 9
Washington 18% 12 49% 38 50% 23 12 14 39% 17 33% 10
West Virginia 12% 37 39% 47 49% 32 1.0 38 48% 6 23% 43
Wisconsin 6% 47 68% 8 44% 44 0.9 43 40% 15 31% 16
Wyoming 5% 48 48% 39 49% 29 0.8 48 21% 49 43% 2
United States 15% 58% 48% 1.0 35% 28%
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Figure E: Incarcerated Individuals — Additional Sentence Conditions

Court ‘ Victim Com.- Drug Drug Sex Coun- No .
costs Rank Fines Rank res‘tl— Rank mun.lty Rank testing Rank treat- Rank offender Rank seling Rank C.OI"IdI— Rank
tution service ment treatment tions

Alabama 79% 18 52% 9 53% 4 2% 31 14% 33 24% 23 2% 44 4% 47 10% 30
Alaska 59% 35 28% 36 28% 27 0% 48 19% 17 29% 16 16% 6 5% 4 18% 21
Arizona 43% 48 32% 30 32% 19 1% 2 22% 15 13% 43 14% 9 11% 15 25% 14
Arkansas 49% 42 33% 29 16% 43 9% 6 22% 14 16% 35 9% 22 10% 18 32% 8
California % 25 49% 12 2% 1 2% 32 8% 49 8% 49 3% 43 4% 49 7% 39
Colorado 82% 14 58% 6 61% 2 6% 12 28% 10 24% 21 16% 7 10% 22 6% 42
Connecticut 28% 51 13% 50 13% 45 2% 26 14% 31 0% 27 13% 1 12% 11 33% 5
Delaware 79% 19 32% 31 52% 5 10% 5 12% 36 34% 9 1% 50 13% 9 14% 23
DC 64% 32 4% 16 34% 18 0% 47 19% 18 2% 28 3% 39 9% 25 21% 16
Florida 2% 23 34% 27 26% 30 4% 17 9% 45 11% 46 5% 32 6% 37 19% 20
Georgia 48% 45 35% 22 26% 29 % 7 19% 16 5% 36 9% 21 8% 28 32% 7
Hawaii 68% 29 43% 17 46% 9 5% 16 45% 2 62% 1 3% 36 8% 30 4% 45
Idaho 70% 26 49% N 49% 6 12% 1 23% 13 23% 26 7% 27 16% 2 10% 29
llinois 45% 47 29% 35 13% 44 1% 42 1% 40 4% 40 4% 33 6% 35 42% 3
Indiana 52% 39 29% 34 20% 37 3% 24 12% 38 19% 31 11% 15 7% 34 26% 12
lowa 88% 6 60% 5 42% 13 1% 40 15% 28 25% 19 6% 29 14% 6 6% 41
Kansas 67% 30 34% 25 20% 38 5% 13 10% 42 25% 20 19% 4 5% 44 8% 37
Kentucky 46% 46 16% 48 12% 47 2% 33 15% 25 24% 24 21% 2 11% 14 28% M
Louisiana 28% 50 5% 49 8% 50 2% 30 1% 39 2% 44 10% 17 5% 43 51% 1
Maine 84% M 29% 33 8% 51 0% 49 15% 26 46% 3 5% 30 10% 20 10% 28
Maryland 36% 49 8% 47 12% 46 2% 36 9% 47 11% 45 1% 49 6% 38 51% 2
Massachusetts  51% 40 8% 45 20% 35 3% 23 15% 29 4% 4 8% 23 10% 17 25% 13
Michigan 83% 12 49% 13 44% 11 1% 39 9% 44 23% 25 13% 12 14% 5 8% 35
Minnesota 8% 7 44% 15 23% 31 1% 8 33% 5 3% 7 8% 24 8% 26 2% 49
Mississippi 63% 33 37% 19 29% 24 3% 22 11% 41 19% 32 2% 46 5% 45 24% 15
Missouri 69% 27 24% 38 37% 16 1% 9 25% 12 3% 13 10% 16 9% 23 9% 33
Montana 85% 9 2% 42 20% 36 1% 4 31% 7 3% 1 3% 41 3% 51 0% 50
Nebraska 73% 20 20% 43 1% 49 2% 28 15% 27 29% 17 3% 37 7% 32 1% 25
Nevada 61% 34 35% 23 37% 17 1% 45 8% 48 6% 50 8% 25 6% 40 19% 17
New Hampshire  89% 4 1% 51 21% 33 0% 49 2% 51 2% 51 10% 18 4% 50 1% 27
New Jersey 83% 13 2% 2 56% 3 5% 14 18% 21 5% 37 2% 45 10% 19 5% 44
New Mexico 69% 28 36% 21 31% 21 1% 4 35% 4 33% 10 4% 34 10% 21 14% 24
New York 2% 24 34% 26 31% 23 2% 34 18% 22 36% 6 7% 26 14% 7 8% 34
North Carolina~ 50% 41 28% 37 28% 26 2% 29 14% 32 19% 30 3% 40 6% 39 30% 9
North Dakota 98% 2 24% 40 38% 15 0% 49 43% 3 3% 15 0% 51 15% 3 2% 483
Ohio 52% 38 33% 28 21% 34 3% 20 1% 50 9% 47 9% 19 5% 42 30% 10
Oklahoma 9% 3 61% 4 2% 32 0% 46 16% 24 24% 22 4% 35 6% 36 5% 43
Oregon 58% 36 36% 20 32% 20 2% 35 13% 34 18% 34 18% 5 8% 31 17% 22
Pennsylvania 9% 17 62% 3 47% 8 3% 21 18% 23 3% 14 13% 13 16% 1 9% 31
Rhode Island 84% 10 34% 24 18% 4 2% 27 55% 1 43% 5 2% 48 9% 24 3% 47
South Carolina  48% 44 2% 41 19% 40 3% 19 13% 35 13% 42 3% 38 5% 46 33% 6
South Dakota 86% 8 51% 10 48% 7 1% 38 18% 19 3% 8 9% 20 11% 13 8% 38
Tennessee 2% 2 31% 32 18% 42 4% 18 12% 37 4% 38 3% 42 8% 27 19% 19
Texas 49% 43 24% 39 1% 48 2% 25 9% 43 9% 48 5% 31 4% 48 39% 4
Utah 67% 31 47% 14 28% 25 6% " 30% 8 28% 18 2% 47 5% 4 1% 26
Vermont 2% 22 9% 44 28% 28 5% 15 26% 11 20% 29 15% 8 11% 16 8% 36
Virginia 82% 15 55% 8 31% 22 1% 37 14% 30 4% 39 6% 28 1% 33 9% 32
Washington 89% 5 56% 7 43% 12 11% 3 32% 6 3% 12 13% 10 8% 29 3% 46
West Virginia 56% 37 18% 46 19% 39 1% 44 9% 46 18% 33 33% 1 13% 10 19% 18
Wisconsin 82% 16 40% 18 46% 10 6% 10 18% 20 5% 2 12% 14 12% 12 6% 40
Wyoming 100% 1 83% 1 38% 14 1% 43 29% 9 43% 4 20% 3 14% 8 0% 50
United States 63% 37% 32% 3% 14% 18% 1% 8% 23%
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Figure F: Incarcerated Individuals — Education

Years qf ank Lgss than Rank High Rank Some Rank College or Rank
education high school school College more

Alabama 11 27 63% 15 23% 26 9% 45 5% 20
Alaska 1.5 9 49% 42 31% 8 18% 9 2% 50
Arizona 1.2 24 58% 30 18% 43 15% 14 7% 6
Arkansas 1.0 34 60% 25 24% 19 12% 26 2% 49
California 10.9 42 63% 14 22% 27 10% 37 4% 26
Colorado 1.5 8 53% 36 26% 17 18% 8 4% 31
Connecticut 1.0 35 59% 29 26% 16 12% 28 2% 48
Delaware 1.9 5 46% 46 24% 21 12% 27 10% 3
DC 10.6 50 2% 2 17% 44 8% 49 2% 51
Florida 11 31 61% 24 22% 31 1% 34 6% 14
Georgia 11.0 38 65% 12 20% 36 10% 39 4% 29
Hawali 1.5 13 51% 37 32% 5 1% 32 5% 19
|daho 1.4 14 47% 45 19% 42 25% 4 10% 4
lllinois 1.2 21 62% 20 22% 28 13% 21 3% 37
Indiana 11 28 61% 22 21% 34 14% 18 3% 38
lowa 11 32 62% 21 23% 25 13% 23 2% 47
Kansas 11 25 50% 39 31% 7 16% 1 3% 39
Kentucky 1.2 22 64% 13 15% 47 14% 16 6% 15
Louisiana 10.7 49 67% 5 20% 40 10% 38 4% 34
Maine 1.0 36 65% 9 19% 41 9% 46 6% 10
Maryland 10.9 45 67% 6 20% 39 10% 42 3% 44
Massachusetts — 10.8 47 66% 7 17% 45 8% 47 6% 8
Michigan 1.3 19 60% 26 24% 20 13% 22 3% 40
Minnesota 1.3 18 50% 40 17% 46 19% 7 6% 17
Mississippi 11.0 39 62% 16 22% 29 1% 30 4% 23
Missouri 1.2 23 62% 17 24% 24 10% 36 4% 30
Montana 1.5 10 24% 50 35% 3 29% 2 4% 27
Nebraska 11 33 55% 33 26% 15 13% 20 6% 16
Nevada 1.6 7 45% 47 30% 9 21% 6 3% 43
New Hampshire 114 15 70% 3 14% 49 1% 50 15% 1
New Jersey 10.9 43 56% 31 27% 14 12% 29 3% 41
New Mexico 11 26 56% 32 21% 33 16% 13 6% 7
New York 10.9 46 69% 4 15% 48 10% 35 3% 35
North Carolina ~ 11.0 4 62% 18 20% 37 12% 25 4% 28
North Dakota 124 1 22% 51 50% 1 24% 5 5% 21
Ohio 1.4 16 59% 28 24% 23 14% 19 4% 33
Oklahoma 11 30 61% 23 24% 22 1% 33 5% 22
Oregon 1.5 11 50% a4 28% 11 14% 17 6% 11
Pennsylvania 11 29 59% 27 28% 12 10% 40 3% 42
Rhode Island 8.5 51 90% 1 4% 51 0% 51 6% 12
South Carolina 109 44 65% 8 21% 32 9% 44 4% 32
South Dakota 13 20 54% 35 33% 4 8% 483 4% 25
Tennessee 11.0 37 62% 19 24% 18 10% 41 3% 45
Texas 10.7 48 65% 1l 20% 35 9% 43 4% 24
Utah 1.9 4 39% 48 27% 13 28% 3 5% 18
Vermont 122 3 30% 49 44% 2 15% 15 10% 2
Virginia 11.0 40 65% 10 20% 38 1% 31 3% 36
Washington 1.3 17 55% 34 22% 30 16% 12 6% 13
West Virginia n7 6 50% 38 30% 10 13% 24 7% 5
Wisconsin 1.5 12 43% 43 31% 6 16% 10 3% 46
Wyoming 12.3 2 48% 44 1% 50 35% 1 6% 9
United States 11.0 61% 22% 1% 4%
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Figure G: Incarcerated Individuals — Employment

Full-time Rank Part-time Rank Occasional Rank Unemp!oyed Rank Unemploye'd Rank
employment employment employment — seeking — not seeking

Alabama 55% 10 7% 40 2% 21 15% 17 17% 43
Alaska 50% 18 2% 6 5% 2 5% 23 17% 46
Arizona 46% 29 7% 36 3% 13 14% 25 27% 17
Arkansas 45% 35 9% 23 5% 4 13% 32 28% 13
California 47% 28 8% 32 2% 27 16% 16 26% 19
Colorado 58% 7 1% 37 2% 34 9% 44 21% 36
Connecticut 37% 49 12% 5 5% 3 19% 3 25% 26
Delaware 55% 11 14% 4 0% 46 7% 46 22% 35
DC 4% 45 9% 22 2% 29 19% 5 25% 22
Florida 50% 20 1% 8 2% 28 15% 18 21% 38
Georgia 52% 16 1% 7 2% 30 16% 12 17% 48
Hawaii 39% 48 8% 30 2% 18 18% 8 33% 3
|daho 42% 41 9% 24 1% 42 7% 45 41% 1
Illinois 42% 43 10% 18 3% 9 20% 1 24% 30
Indiana 50% 19 8% 29 4% 7 1% 39 25% 24
lowa 42% 42 5% 46 3% 10 13% 30 33% 6
Kansas 45% 34 14% 2 1% 45 12% 36 25% 23
Kentucky 46% 32 5% 45 4% 6 9% 43 35% 2
Louisiana 51% 17 9% 20 2% 20 1% 41 23% 33
Maine 53% 13 9% 25 0% 46 16% 11 7% 45
Maryland 42% 40 8% 35 2% 32 18% 7 28% 12
Massachusetts  39% 47 1% 11 1% 37 17% 9 31% 7
Michigan 46% 33 10% 15 3% 16 18% 6 22% 34
Minnesota 37% 50 6% 44 1% 44 14% 29 33% 5
Mississippi 57% 8 10% 16 1% 39 13% 35 19% 40
Missouri 52% 15 7% 39 1% 36 13% 31 25% 28
Montana 61% 4 6% 42 0% 46 1% 48 25% 27
Nebraska 46% 31 3% 50 2% 26 14% 28 26% 20
Nevada 48% 24 9% 27 3% 12 1% 40 24% 31
New Hampshire  92% 1 4% 49 0% 46 0% 49 4% 51
New Jersey 46% 30 9% 26 1% 38 15% 22 25% 29
New Mexico 40% 46 8% 33 2% 24 20% 2 26% 18
New York 4% 44 10% 14 2% 31 16% 15 29% 10
North Carolina ~ 50% 21 1% 10 3% 11 15% 24 21% 39
North Dakota 83% 2 0% 51 0% 46 0% 49 8% 50
Ohio 44% 38 1% 9 2% 25 13% 34 28% 14
Oklahoma 61% 3 4% 48 3% 14 15% 19 16% 49
Oregon 44% 36 10% 12 3% 15 14% 26 27% 15
Pennsylvania 44% 37 9% 21 2% 33 14% 27 27% 16
Rhode Island 26% 51 25% 1 16% 1 0% 49 33% 4
South Carolina ~ 47% 26 8% 34 2% 35 16% 13 25% 25
South Dakota 59% 5 7% 38 1% 40 13% 33 19% 41
Tennessee 48% 23 10% 13 2% 22 12% 37 25% 2
Texas 54% 12 8% 28 3% 17 10% 42 21% 37
Utah 56% 9 6% 43 1% 43 6% 47 30% 8
Vermont 59% 6 10% 17 1% 4 12% 38 17% 47
Virginia 47% 25 8% 31 2% 23 17% 10 23% 32
Washington 43% 39 7% 41 4% 8 16% 14 30% 9
West Virginia 49% 22 4% 47 4% 5 15% 21 28% i
Wisconsin 52% 14 9% 19 2% 19 5% 20 19% 42
Wyoming 47% 27 14% 3 0% 46 19% 4 17% 44
United States 43% 9% 2% 14% 24%
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Figure H: Incarcerated Individuals — Housing and Homelessness

House or Rank Groupliving Rank Homeless Rank Cor'r?ctional Rank Hom'eless vear Rank H0|.'ne|ess' Rank
apartment Facility Previous while a minor

Alabama 95% 14 2% 36 4% 38 3% 25 8% 47 7% 39
Alaska 90% 45 4% 17 12% 7 2% 4 19% 8 12% 2
Arizona 92% 38 5% 7 11% 1 4% 14 16% 13 15% 11
Arkansas 92% 34 3% 29 6% 26 5% 10 13% 23 9% 37
California 92% 40 3% 28 8% 18 2% 45 15% 17 11% 24
Colorado 87% 46 4% 12 11% 10 3% 31 25% 5 14% 14
Connecticut 92% 39 7% 5 11% 9 2% 38 23% 6 13% 16
Delaware 93% 28 0% 47 2% 47 3% 23 13% 26 6% 48
DC 94% 24 8% 4 5% 36 4% 17 9% 43 6% 47
Florida 95% 17 2% 35 7% 19 2% 40 13% 24 11% 26
Georgia 97% 9 2% 37 5% 35 3% 29 1% 33 10% 34
Hawali 84% 49 10% 1 29% 2 2% 44 43% 1 27% 1
Idaho 79% 51 3% 27 13% 6 1% 47 30% 3 14% 13
[llinois 94% 25 4% 16 6% 28 2% 35 13% 25 11% 25
Indiana 95% 20 1% 45 8% 16 4% 16 12% 29 12% 18
lowa 95% 16 5% 9 5% 34 8% 6 1% 35 17% 6
Kansas 93% 27 3% 26 9% 14 3% 24 16% 16 11% 27
Kentucky 97% 6 2% 32 4% 42 2% 46 8% 46 11% 29
Louisiana 85% 48 2% 39 2% 50 15% 3 9% 45 7% 40
Maine 98% 4 0% 47 37% 1 3% 28 37% 2 4% 50
Maryland 92% 41 2% 31 6% 23 3% 34 16% 15 17% 7
Massachusetts — 97% 7 4% 10 8% 17 2% 42 12% 28 19% 5
Michigan 94% 26 2% 41 5% 37 2% 39 12% 27 12% 20
Minnesota 95% 21 2% 34 4% 43 3% 27 12% 30 11% 23
Mississippi 98% 5 1% 46 2% 49 0% 48 8% 48 5% 49
Missouri 93% 31 4% 14 7% 21 3% 33 7% 11 10% 31
Montana 93% 33 0% 47 2% 51 7% 7 4% 49 0% 51
Nebraska 93% 30 3% 23 2% 48 9% 4 9% 47 7% 45
Nevada 93% 29 5% 8 6% 29 9% 5 13% 21 10% 32
New Hampshire  100% 1 0% 47 7% 20 0% 50 14% 19 7% 47
New Jersey 99% 2 5% 6 6% 31 6% 9 10% 40 9% 36
New Mexico 96% 13 2% 30 6% 24 5% 11 12% 31 12% 22
New York 92% 36 4% 13 6% 22 3% 30 14% 18 13% 15
North Carolina ~ 96% 12 1% 44 4% 44 2% 43 1% 36 9% 38
North Dakota 9% 47 8% 3 8% 15 25% 1 1% 34 20% 4
Ohio 95% 15 2% 38 5% 33 3% 19 1% 32 12% 19
Oklahoma 96% 10 3% 20 6% 27 2% 36 17% 12 10% 35
Oregon 93% 32 3% 19 15% 3 4% 15 28% 4 26% 3
Pennsylvania 91% 44 4% 1 4% 39 7% 8 10% 37 11% 28
Rhode Island 98% 3 0% 47 12% 8 0% 50 2% 51 26% 2
South Carolina 83% 50 1% 43 3% 45 16% 2 10% 39 10% 30
South Dakota 91% 43 9% 2 6% 25 4% 18 18% 9 15% 10
Tennessee 96% 11 1% 42 4% 40 3% 32 9% 41 6% 46
Texas 95% 22 2% 40 6% 30 4% 13 13% 22 10% 33
Utah 92% 35 3% 21 13% 5 5% 12 17% 10 7% 4
Vermont 95% 19 3% 22 9% 12 2% 37 16% 14 14% 12
Virginia 95% 23 2% 33 2% 46 3% 20 9% 44 13% 17
Washington 92% 37 3% 25 15% 4 3% 26 20% 7 16% 8
West Virginia 97% 8 3% 24 4% 41 0% 49 10% 38 7% 44
Wisconsin 95% 18 4% 15 6% 32 3% 22 13% 20 16% 9
Wyoming 87% 47 4% 18 9% 13 3% 21 3% 50 7% 43
United States 94% 3% 6% 4% 13% 11%
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Figure I: Incarcerated Individuals — Drug Use

Ever used Used.any Used any Ever misused Misusgd_ _ Misusgd_
drugs Rank drugin 30 Rank drug at Rank orescription Rank prescriptionin ~ Rank prescription  Rank
days offence 30 days at offence

Alabama 84% 483 65% 24 39% 30 35% 28 22% 12 14% 9
Alaska 90% 24 63% 34 38% 33 33% 32 16% 30 5% 43
Arizona 87% 4 60% 43 40% 28 32% 35 12% 39 5% 46
Arkansas 89% 32 65% 25 43% 16 37% 25 16% 27 8% 29
California 89% 34 64% 26 36% 41 20% 49 7% 48 3% 50
Colorado 92% 17 68% 17 46% 11 30% 37 10% 45 4% 48
Connecticut 92% 14 67% 19 40% 25 40% 2 19% 19 9% 26
Delaware 96% 2 63% 35 28% 50 1% 20 7% 24 12% 12
DC 83% 50 67% 18 42% 21 18% 50 8% 47 7% 37
Florida 84% 49 61% a4 37% 37 27% 43 15% 34 10% 23
Georgia 86% 43 63% 31 36% 40 27% 45 12% 40 6% 41
Hawaii 94% 6 77% 2 60% 2 39% 23 15% 33 6% 42
Idaho 79% 51 64% 28 37% 36 42% 16 18% 20 10% 22
lllinois 90% 27 68% 15 40% 24 27% 42 12% 43 5% 44
Indiana 92% 15 69% 13 47% 8 51% 3 29% 5 16% 7
lowa 90% 25 68% 14 45% 12 50% 6 21% 16 12% 14
Kansas 88% 38 66% 22 42% 22 35% 29 15% 31 6% 40
Kentucky 87% 40 58% 46 36% 39 42% 17 27% 6 16% 6
Louisiana 88% 39 62% 37 37% 38 28% 38 7% 26 8% 31
Maine 93% 10 61% 39 39% 29 53% 1 31% 2 21% 2
Maryland 93% 12 75% 4 45% 13 42% 14 25% 8 14% 10
Massachusetts ~ 89% 33 70% 10 42% 20 1% 18 18% 21 9% 25
Michigan 9N1% 23 63% 36 40% 26 33% 33 17% 23 1% 20
Minnesota 92% 16 70% 1l 42% 19 33% 34 3% 38 1% 18
Mississippi 85% 44 56% 49 31% 47 27% 44 12% 42 7% 35
Missouri 92% 18 70% 9 47% 10 42% 15 22% 15 12% 15
Montana 89% 30 44% 51 30% 483 36% 27 14% 37 7% 39
Nebraska 93% 13 60% 42 49% 5 27% 4 12% 4 7% 38
Nevada 89% 31 64% 29 42% 17 38% 24 16% 29 9% 27
New Hampshire  100% 1 73% 5 4% 51 9% 51 3% 50 0% 51
New Jersey 90% 28 57% 47 29% 49 25% 46 1% 44 4% 49
New Mexico 1% 19 58% 44 38% 34 34% 31 6% 49 4% 47
New York 84% 46 56% 50 32% 46 23% 483 9% 46 5% 45
North Carolina  88% 36 62% 38 38% 31 30% 36 7% 25 10% 21
North Dakota 95% 5 56% 483 34% 44 43% 1 26% 7 21% 1
Ohio 9% 21 72% 6 43% 15 43% 12 25% 9 15% 8
Oklahoma 94% 7 71% 7 48% 6 51% 2 22% 14 12% 17
Oregon N% 22 64% 27 44% 14 49% 7 8% 22 7% 34
Pennsylvania 90% 29 58% 45 35% 43 40% 22 20% 17 1% 19
Rhode Island 96% 3 86% 1 67% 1 51% 4 32% 1 12% 13
South Carolina ~ 86% 42 66% 2 42% 18 27% 40 16% 28 12% 16
South Dakota 84% 47 69% 12 53% 4 46% 10 30% 3 16% 5
Tennessee 88% 37 67% 20 38% 32 37% 26 24% 10 16% 4
Texas 89% 35 61% 40 35% 42 34% 30 15% 35 7% 33
Utah 93% 9 76% 3 47% 9 48% 9 20% 18 10% 24
Vermont 85% 45 66% 23 40% 27 49% 8 22% 13 8% 30
Virginia 9N1% 20 63% 33 34% 45 28% 39 15% 36 7% 36
Washington 94% 8 70% 8 48% 7 42% 13 15% 32 8% 32
West Virginia 90% 26 63% 32 38% 35 50% 5 30% 4 18% 3
Wisconsin 93% 1 68% 16 4% 23 4% 19 23% 1 3% 1
Wyoming 96% 4 64% 30 59% 3 25% 47 1% 51 9% 28
United States 89% 63% 38% 33% 16% 9%
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Figure J: Incarcerated Individuals — Health

Share Ever diag- Mental Severe psych Seen doctor

with Rank nosed w/ Rank health Rank distressin30  Rank whileincar-  Rank I;,(\)drlmal Rank

disability chronic illness diagnosis days cerated
Alabama 28% 48 44% 44 26% 51 12% 51 74% 45 31% 9
Alaska 40% 26 47% 39 40% 36 10% 36 80% 36 24% 25
Arizona 45% 13 57% 7 43% 25 12% 25 82% 31 32% 6
Arkansas 49% 8 50% 31 4% 30 16% 30 85% 19 25% 21
California 35% 38 49% 32 41% 32 12% 32 83% 27 20% 35
Colorado 33% 41 44% 43 54% 11 15% 11 74% 46 28% 11
Connecticut 52% 4 57% 6 53% 13 21% 13 85% 18 24% 24
Delaware 40% 23 50% 30 37% 38 8% 38 92% 5 36% 2
DC 25% 49 52% 21 28% 50 5% 50 86% 16 22% 30
Florida 31% 46 49% 35 33% 45 11% 45 79% 39 32%
Georgia 32% 43 46% 41 31% 47 12% 47 85% 20 34% 3
Hawaii 38% 30 45% 47 41% 31 15% 31 67% 49 23% 28
Idaho 51% 6 63% 3 75% 1 20% 1 91% 6 24% 26
[llinois 39% 27 54% 16 36% 47 14% 47 87% 13 21% 32
Indiana 37% 31 51% 26 45% 23 14% 23 83% 26 23% 27
lowa 31% 45 43% 45 60% 5 8% 5 82% 30 13% 49
Kansas 31% 44 46% 40 39% 37 10% 37 81% 34 28% 10
Kentucky 51% 7 56% 9 51% 15 21% 15 90% 9 17% 47
Louisiana 41% 20 56% 10 32% 46 12% 46 80% 35 27% 13
Maine 37% 32 48% 38 58% 8 2% 8 87% 14 7% 51
Maryland 39% 29 52% 23 40% 35 16% 35 91% 7 26% 19
Massachusetts — 46% 10 52% 22 47% 2 14% 21 90% 8 19% 37
Michigan 41% 18 52% 25 44% 24 14% 24 89% 11 27% 17
Minnesota 45% 11 53% 17 63% 4 15% 4 90% 10 20% 33
Mississippi 32% 47 36% 50 35% 43 14% 43 79% 47 34% 4
Missouri 45% 12 51% 29 49% 18 14% 18 85% 21 36% 1
Montana 7% 50 56% 8 47% 20 7% 20 100% 1 18% 40
Nebraska 36% 36 43% 46 46% 22 16% 22 81% 33 16% 45
Nevada 36% 35 49% 33 42% 27 16% 27 72% 47 17% 43
New Hampshire  16% 51 8% 51 30% 48 7% 48 42% 51 16% 44
New Jersey 30% 47 53% 18 29% 49 8% 49 84% 24 18% 41
New Mexico 44% 14 51% 28 55% 9 20% 9 80% 38 19% 39
New York 43% 16 54% 14 41% 34 14% 34 86% 17 27% 14
North Carolina  36% 34 53% 19 35% 44 11% 44 82% 32 23% 29
North Dakota 35% 37 63% 2 41% 29 5% 29 79% 41 11% 50
Ohio 35% 39 43% 37 43% 26 14% 26 84% 25 25% 22
Oklahoma 41% 17 54% 15 42% 28 11% 28 65% 50 26% 20
Oregon 4% 19 62% 4 59% 7 15% 7 89% 12 16% 46
Pennsylvania 44% 15 52% 24 50% 17 14% 17 86% 15 28% 12
Rhode Island 52% 5 67% 1 53% 12 22% 12 83% 28 14% 48
South Carolina  34% 40 55% 11 37% 39 15% 39 79% 40 31% 8
South Dakota 48% 9 42% 47 60% 6 17% 6 80% 37 27% 15
Tennessee 40% 24 51% 27 41% 33 14% 33 78% 44 27% 16
Texas 40% 22 49% 36 37% 41 15% 41 72% 48 20% 34
Utah 37% 33 40% 49 52% 14 10% 14 85% 23 19% 36
Vermont 57% 2 41% 48 70% 2 25% 2 79% 43 31% 7
Virginia 39% 28 55% 13 37% 40 14% 40 85% 22 25% 23
Washington 40% 21 53% 20 51% 16 17% 16 82% 29 26% 18
West Virginia 54% 3 55% 12 54% 10 19% 10 92% 4 15% 47
Wisconsin 40% 25 59% 5 48% 19 13% 19 93% 3 19% 38
Wyoming 59% 1 49% 34 64% 3 36% 3 97% 2 22% 31
United States 38% 50% 4% 13% 81% 25%
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Figure K: Incarcerated Individuals — Controlling Charge, Part 1

Rape or Other Other
Homicide Rank sexual Rank Robbery Rank Assault Rank violent Rank Burglary Rank property Rank

assault crime crime
Alabama 21% 6 4% 41 17% 6 8% 31 1% 45 6% 21 14%
Alaska 12% 24 20% 6 5% 42 10% 19 3% 22 4% 39 12%
Arizona 9% 35 23% 4 8% 29 7% 36 5% 4 6% 22 10% 16
Arkansas 28% 4 14% 16 12% 17 6% 37 3% 18 4% 37 6% 32
California 21% 5 7% 35 13% 14 19% 2 4% 12 5% 31 5% 41
Colorado 5% 45 16% 12 4% 43 8% 27 4% 8 7% 15 17% 3
Connecticut 10% 29 8% 29 6% 40 15% 6 4% 9 5% 33 11% 13
Delaware 7% 41 1% 49 8% 32 8% 26 1% 44 19% 1 15% 4
DC 36% 1 3% 42 24% 1 8% 32 1% 39 2% 42 2% 48
Florida 1% 27 1% 34 14% 13 11% 14 2% 31 10% 5 1% 10
Georgia 15% 18 10% 26 18% 2 10% 18 3% 16 6% 26 8% 23
Hawaii 3% 48 2% 44 3% 45 7% 35 5% 5 6% 24 32% I
Idaho 4% 47 7% 9 9% 27 9% 23 6% 2 2% 43 1% 14
[llinois 19% 11 10% 25 8% 30 8% 28 2% 34 7% 13 6% 31
Indiana 10% 34 18% 7 8% 31 4% 43 2% 30 9% 8 6% 34
lowa 8% 37 5% 40 10% 25 15% 8 4% 1 6% 19 11% 11
Kansas 5% 46 23% 3 3% 46 5% 4 2% 23 6% 18 4% 44
Kentucky 7% 38 22% 5 12% 18 4% 44 2% 25 4% 35 5% 39
Louisiana 20% 8 18% 8 17% 3 8% 30 1% 38 6% 25 4% 45
Maine 0% 51 0% 50 4% 44 0% 49 0% 47 0% 47 1% 49
Maryland 13% 22 8% 31 15% 9 19% 3 3% 21 5% 32 4% 46
Massachusetts — 31% 3 8% 30 12% 19 14% 10 1% 36 4% 36 2% 47
Michigan 13% 2 16% 10 15% 8 11% 16 2% 28 7% 11 7% 30
Minnesota 8% 36 1% 46 1% 49 3% 45 0% 47 10% 6 9% 21
Mississippi 12% 25 16% 13 17% 5 9% 24 1% 42 6% 20 5% 38
Missouri 10% 30 9% 27 7% 33 1% 15 2% 26 6% 27 13% 7
Montana 1% 50 5% 39 1% 48 8% 33 2% 24 0% 47 4% 43
Nebraska 6% 44 2% 43 7% 34 2% 46 3% 19 1% 46 6% 35
Nevada 10% 33 12% 19 9% 26 18% 4 4% 10 9% / 9% 18
New Hampshire  13% 23 7% 37 15% 10 0% 49 0% 47 0% 47 0% 50
New Jersey 19% 10 1% 47 17% 4 5% 40 1% 35 3% 40 7% 29
New Mexico 7% 40 8% 32 6% 38 9% 22 6% 3 11% 2 9% 17
New York 16% 15 7% 36 14% 12 9% 21 1% 40 11% 3 6% 36
North Carolina  17% 13 13% 17 12% 20 5% 39 3% 15 7% 14 7% 28
North Dakota 14% 20 16% n 0% 50 17% 5 0% 47 0% 47 7% 27
Ohio 16% 17 1% 21 13% 15 12% 13 3% 17 10% 4 8% 25
Oklahoma 1% 28 6% 38 7% 35 5% 42 2% 33 1% 44 12% 8
Oregon 10% 32 28% 2 1% 21 14% 9 2% 32 9% 10 9% 19
Pennsylvania 18% 12 1% 23 1% 22 12% 12 1% 37 4% 34 9% 22
Rhode Island 6% 43 0% 50 5% 41 0% 49 0% 47 0% 47 0% 50
South Carolina ~ 20% 9 8% 33 12% 16 10% 20 5% 7 9% 9 6% 33
South Dakota 14% 19 12% 18 6% 37 12% 1 0% 46 5% 30 18% 2
Tennessee 20% 7 9% 28 15% i 8% 29 4% 13 5% 29 4% 42
Texas 10% 31 1% 20 1% 23 15% 7 2% 29 6% 23 8% 24
Utah 3% 49 2% 45 6% 39 1% 47 9% 1 6% 28 1% 15
Vermont 12% 26 14% 15 3% 47 30% 1 2% 27 2% 41 15% 5
Virginia 17% 14 10% 24 15% 7 10% 17 4% 14 7% 16 7% 26
Washington 1% 39 15% 14 6% 36 9% 25 1% 41 7% 12 1% 12
West Virginia 32% 2 35% I 8% 28 1% 48 3% 20 1% 45 6% 37
Wisconsin 16% 16 1% 22 1% 24 6% 38 5% 6 4% 38 9% 20
Wyoming 7% 42 1% 48 0% 50 7% 34 1% 43 7% 17 5% 40
United States 14% 1% 12% 1% 2% 6% 8%
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Figure L: Incarcerated Individuals — Controlling Charge, Part 2

Drug Drug Other drug Other public Firearm

trafficking Rank possession Rank crime Rank  Weapons Rank order Rank at offence Rank

Alabama 14% 34 7% 8 1% 26 5% 23 4% 43 31% 4
Alaska 7% 47 1% 38 2% 8 4% 31 21% 5 15% 36
Arizona 10% 44 5% 10 1% 16 4% 33 12% 16 19% 28
Arkansas 14% 35 5% 15 1% 9 3% 47 5% 44 28% 5
California 8% 45 1% 40 0% 42 6% 17 1% 21 26% 10
Colorado 1% Z 3% 21 0% 32 4% 32 18% 7 10% 44
Connecticut 14% 32 4% 17 0% 43 5% 28 17% 9 8% 47
Delaware 6% 49 0% 47 5% 3 15% 2 16% 11 9% 45
DC 13% 38 4% 20 2% 5 4% 34 3% 49 4% 1
Florida 7% 24 2% 29 1% 17 5% 24 8% 34 21% 19
Georgia 14% 33 4% 18 0% 28 4% 36 7% 37 25% 11
Hawaii 19% 19 5% 14 5% 2 1% 49 12% 20 3% 50
Idaho 17% 23 9% 3 2% 7 1% 48 12% 18 14% 39
[llinois 7% 25 4% 19 0% 30 6% 13 12% 17 20% 23
Indiana 26% 13 3% 22 1% 12 5% 26 9% 27 18% 30
lowa 18% 21 2% 34 1% 21 10% 6 10% 22 21% 21
Kansas 32% 9 3% 25 2% 6 5% 22 8% 36 5% 49
Kentucky 29% 11 1% 42 1% 11 3% 38 9% 31 19% 27
Louisiana 15% 29 3% 24 0% 41 3% 40 5% 46 27% 9
Maine 48% 4 1% 2 0% 43 12% 5 24% 2 19% 29
Maryland 18% 20 2% 35 1% 14 6% 14 6% 40 24% 14
Massachusetts — 15% 27 1% 41 1% 24 5% 21 6% 43 19% 26
Michigan 10% 43 2% 32 0% 38 7% 1 9% 28 24% 13
Minnesota 40% 6 6% 9 1% 20 3% 43 17% 10 15% 35
Mississippi 16% 26 5% 1 0% 40 3% 39 8% 32 21% 18
Missouri 15% 30 7% 5 1% 13 6% 16 13% 14 17% 31
Montana 57% 2 1% 45 6% 1 0% 51 15% 12 6% 48
Nebraska 42% 5 5% 12 3% 4 2% 46 22% 3 1% 472
Nevada 10% 47 5% 13 1% 10 3% 37 10% 24 20% 24
New Hampshire  59% 1 0% 47 0% 43 0% 50 6% i 0% 51
New Jersey 20% 15 1% 39 0% 43 14% 3 9% 29 28% 7
New Mexico 24% 14 3% 26 0% 43 5% 27 12% 19 15% 37
New York 13% 37 3% 27 1% 19 9% 7 10% 25 21% 22
North Carolina ~ 18% 22 1% 43 1% 27 6% 18 10% 23 21% 20
North Dakota 35% 7 0% 47 0% 43 8% 8 2% 50 8% 46
Ohio 1% 40 4% 16 0% 39 4% 35 7% 38 21% 17
Oklahoma 29% 12 7% 7 0% 34 2% 45 18% 8 16% 33
Oregon 7% 46 0% 46 0% 43 3% 44 8% 35 19% 25
Pennsylvania 15% 28 2% 33 0% 35 6% 12 9% 30 24% 15
Rhode Island 57% 3 0% 47 0% 43 28% 1 4% 47 36% 2
South Carolina ~ 19% 17 1% 37 1% 25 5% 25 5% 45 32% 3
South Dakota 4% 51 12% 1 1% 23 4% 29 9% 26 22% 16
Tennessee 20% 16 2% 30 1% 15 5% 20 6% 4?2 28% 8
Texas 12% 39 8% 4 1% 22 2% 47 14% 13 16% 34
Utah 30% 10 3% 23 0% 31 8% 9 22% 4 12% 4
Vermont 4% 50 2% 31 1% 18 8% 10 8% 33 17% 32
Virginia 15% 31 1% 36 0% 29 6% 15 7% 39 28% 6
Washington 19% 18 7% 6 0% 36 4% 30 13% 15 1% 43
West Virginia 7% 43 1% 44 0% 37 6% 19 1% 51 25% 12
Wisconsin 13% 36 2% 28 0% 33 3% 41 20% 6 14% 38
Wyoming 33% 8 0% 47 0% 43 12% 4 28% 1 12% 40
United States 15% 4% 1% 4% 1% 21%
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