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Criminal justice systems have received extensive
attention from American scholars and politicians
over the last half-century, with prominent issues
emerging in adult criminality, juvenile
delinquency, and penology. While scholarly
literature now includes many studies focused on
different regions and cities, empirical reviews of
crime and delinquency in Nevada are limited. An
exception is the Social Health of Nevada report
issued in 2018 by University of Nevada, Las Vegas
(UNLYV) Center for Democratic Culture (CDC).

This report will update the 2012 study, provide an
overview of crime and delinquency in Nevada,
offer possible explanations for existing patterns,
stress the importance of sustained attention to
crime issues for policy makers at all levels of
government, list available community resources,
and highlight the need for conducting systematic
research in this area.

Historical Overview

Violent crime rates in Nevada peaked in 2007 and
declined through the rest of the decade only to
resume a steady climb in 2012. There was also a
slight decrease registered in 2016. Murder, non-negligent manslaughter, rape, aggravated
assault, and arson — all major categories of violent crime have remained somewhat stable
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within recent years. The dynamic drop in violent crime and aggravated assault in the
United States in the late 1990’s was followed by an increase into the early to late 2000’s.
However, robbery, forcible rape, and murder/non-negligent manslaughter have all
remained fairly constant since the late 1990’s.

Fig. 1 — Nevada and National Violent Crime Rates, 2000 - 2016
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Fig. 2 — Nevada and National Property Crime Rates, 2000 — 2016
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In 2016, Nevada was ranked 4t in the nation for highest violent crime rate with 678
violent crimes per 100,000 people, which was significantly higher than the national
average of 386 (FBI Uniform Crime Reports, 2016). During the same year, the property
crime rate in Nevada was 2,586 per 100,000 people. For property crime, the national rate
in 2016 was 2,450; thus, creating a comparable state with Nevada.

Fig. 3 — Nevada and National Violent and Property Crime Rates, 2016
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Violent Crimes

The violent crime category consists of four types of violent crimes: aggravated assault
(which is sometimes split into aggravated and simple), robbery, forcible rape, and murder
and non-negligent manslaughter. The data used in the following section was gathered
from the FBI Uniform Crime Reports, unless otherwise indicated.

As discussed above, the rates in Nevada for violent crime have both increased and
decreased over the past 50 years. Whereas, the National rate for violent crime has steadily
declined over the last 50 years. The following chart offers a snap shot of violent crime in
Nevada over the last half-century
(https://www.ucrdatatool.gov/Search/Crime/State/RunCrimeStatebyState.cfm).

Though the trends in crime in Nevada are consistent with the nation, Nevada has a
significantly higher rate for violent crime (678.1) than the national rate (386.3) in 2016,
ranking 4t in the country. In the category of murder and non-negligent manslaughter
Nevada’s rate was 7.6 per 100,000 people and the national rate was 5.3. In 2016, Nevada
ranked 8th in the nation for highest murder rates. In the category of forcible rape,
Nevada’s rate was 43.9 compared to the national rate of 29.6, ranking Nevada 6t in the
nation for forcible rape.

In 2016, the Nevada crime rate for robbery was 215.6 per 100,000 people. The national
crime rate for robbery during the same year was 102.8. In the United States, Nevada had
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the 2nd highest state ranking for robbery in 2016. During this same year, Nevada was
ranked 7th for aggravated assault, with a rate of 395.9, compared to the national rate of
248.5.

Fig. 4 — Trends in Nevada for Violent Crime Rates, 1965 - 2016
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Fig. 5 — National and Nevada Crime Rates for Murder and Forcible Rape, 2016
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Fig. 6 — National and Nevada Crime Rates for Robbery and Aggravated Assault, 2016
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Nevada has followed a similar pattern in the domain of property crime — burglary, larceny
theft, and auto theft. The overall property crime rate during 2016 for Nevada was 2,586.6
per 100,000 people, compared to the national rate of 2,450.7. For property crime Nevada
was ranked 25t in the nation during 2016. The following chart offers a glimpse of the

property crime rates in Nevada over the past 50 years.

(https://www.ucrdatatool.gov/Search/Crime/State/RunCrimeStatebyState.cfm).

Fig. 7— Trends in Nevada Property Crime Rates, 1965- 2016
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As seen in Figure 8, the crime rate in Nevada for burglary in 2016 was 641.1, compared to
the national rate of 468.9 — ranking Nevada 8t in the nation for highest burglary rates.
The larceny/theft in Nevada during 2016 was lower than the national rate, 1,497.1 as
compared to 1,745, ranking Nevada 36t in the nation. In 2016, Nevada had one of the
highest rates of motor vehicle theft in the Nation. Ranking 314, the motor vehicle theft rate
in Nevada was 448.3 compared to the national rate of 236.9.

Fig. 8 — National and Nevada Property Crime Rates, 2016
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Juvenile Delinquency

Since the year 2000, juvenile arrest rates fell in 2004, rose by 2008, and fell again by
2012. The rate of violent offenses committed by Nevada’s youth has decreased from 254
violent delinquent acts for every 100,000 juveniles in 2000 to 243 violent offenses per
100,000 youth in 2012 (Puzzanchera 2014). However, this decrease was punctuated by a
rise to 337 per 100,000 youth in 2008. Criminal acts against property committed by
juveniles declined markedly since 2000 from 2,409 property offenses per 100,000
juveniles in 1994 to 941 property offenses for every 100,000 youths in 2012 (Puzzanchera
2014), a decrease of over 60%. This trend was also interrupted by a small increase in 2008
as well.

Juvenile arrests for drug offenses have declined substantially from 777 per 100,000
(Snyder 2002) in 2000 to 405 per 100,000 in 2012 (Puzzanchera 2014). However, this
rate experienced a drop to 328 per 100,000 in 2004 and rise to 618 per 100,000 in 2008.
Arrests made to juveniles in Nevada for weapons have also decreased from 191 per
100,000 in 2000 (Snyder 2002) to 40 per 100,000 in 2012 (Puzzanchera 2014), a
decrease of over 400%. This rate also experienced a notable drop to 72 per 100,000 in
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2004 and rise to 159 per 100,000 in 2008. It is encouraging that the juvenile arrest rates
in Nevada for violent crime, property crime, drug offenses, and weapons have steadily
since 2000, despite increases in 2008.

Fig. 9 Nevada Juvenile Arrest Rates 2000-2012 by Offense Type'
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Fig. 10 - Nevada and U.S. Juvenile Arrest Rates by Offense Type, 2012
2012 Juvenile Arrest Rates in the U.S. and Nevada
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12010 data not available for property index and drug offenses due to methodological differences cited in the data
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The juvenile arrest rate during 2012 in Nevada was lower than the national rate in the
categories of weapons and drug offenses, but higher in the areas of violent and property
crime. As indicated in the chart below, the juvenile arrest rate for weapons in Nevada was
40, substantially lower that the national rate of 72. The juvenile arrest rate for drug
offenses was 405, which is slightly lower compared to the national rate of 417. For
property crime, the juvenile arrest rate is slightly higher than the national rate — 941 to
914 — a rate difference of 27 property crime arrests per 100,000 people. Finally, the
violent crime rate for juveniles in Nevada during 2012 was 243, which was substantially
higher than the national rate of 187 per 100,000 — a rate difference of 56 arrests per
100,000 people (Puzzanchera 2014).

Patterns of Criminal Conduct in Nevada

Nevada ranks among the most violent states in the nation. However, it is much closer to
the National average in terms of property crime rate. According to the 2016 statistics
compiled by the Federal Bureau of Investigation, (URL:
www.fbi.gov/ucr/cius2016/index.html/), Nevada had the fourth highest rank for violent

crime. The following chart shows the top ten states with highest violent crime rates in
2016.

Fig. 11— Top Ten US States with Highest Violent Crime Rates, 2016

10 US States with Highest Violent Crime Rates in 2016
1,400.0
1,200.0 -
© 1,000.0 -
[}
=
S 800.0 -
5
o 6000 -
5
a4
400.0 -
200.0 -
0.0 -
Q 2
N B Y zz, & &
& N P & Q,‘v R & be 60
» L & N & & g \Qr
& & + PN ¥ ¥ > NE
<O s
&
S
Q\

Source: FBI Uniform Crime Reports, 2016

Yet, the level of criminal activity in Nevada is comparable to that of other states in the
Southwest where we find the higher rates of criminal behavior. New Mexico is also ranked
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within the top ten most violent states. The following chart compares the National data for
total index crimes with Nevada and the western states (which consists of Arizona,
Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming).

Fig. 12 — Total Index Crime Rates for Nevada, Western States, and National, 2013 — 2016 °
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Cross-County and Regional Trends

Crime across Nevada varies greatly. For example, the index crime rate for Mineral County
in 2016 was 583.2, while the total index crime rate for Clark County was 3,578.5 (Nevada
Department of Public Safety). Table 1 lists the index crime rates for all 17 of Nevada’s
Counties.

Consider the limitations of using county-level law enforcement data. The data may not
be fully sufficient to provide a complete picture of crime in Nevada for two reasons: (a)
law enforcement agencies are not required to submit this information and tend to do so
irregularly; (b) since the locally compiled data focus on arrests, they may be a better
indicator of the residents’ reporting activity than actual crime in the area. In other words,
the data reflects only the delinquency known to the police.

A promising strategy designed to address these problems is outlined in a report provided
by the Nevada Department of Public Safety, http://dps.nv.gov/, which is currently
developing a program to ensure that data provided by law enforcement agencies in
Nevada is as uniform and accurate as possible.

2 Although arson data are included in the trend and clearance tables, sufficient data are not available to estimate totals for this offense.
Therefore, no arson data are published in this table.
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Table 1 — Total Index Crime Rates per 100,000 by Nevada County, 2016

Clark
Washoe
Storey
Lander
Nye
Eureka
Elko
Pershing
Carson

3578.5
3095.2

2990
2507.8
2363.7
2210.2
21279
2081.2
2025.5

Churchill
Douglas
Humboldt
Lyon
White Pine
Lincoln
Esmerelda
Mineral

1943.3
1804.5
1492.6
1405.2
971.4
812.2
714.3
583.2

Source: Nevada Department of Public Safety, 2016

Table 2 — Violent Offenses Known to Law Enforcement in Nevada Cities, 2016

City Population | Violent Murder and | Forcible | Robbery | Aggravated
Crime Non- Rape Assault
negligent
Manslaughter
Boulder City | 15,481 19 0 1 6 12
Carlin 2,364 19 0 0 0 19
Elko 20,817 102 2 38 8 54
Fallon 8,292 17 0 0 2 15
Henderson 282,554 617 10 94 235 278
Las Vegas 1,562,134 | 13,520 163 1,195 4,974 7,188
Lovelock 1,904 22 0 0 1 21
Mesquite 17,412 22 0 7 4 11
North Las 234,386 2,274 24 96 530 1,624
Vegas
Reno 239,721 1,716 8 139 393 1,176
Sparks 95,815 435 3 26 89 317
West 4,449 24 0 5 8 11
Wendover
Winnemucca | 8,144 22 0 4 2 16
Yerington? 3,026 2

Source: Nevada Department of Public Safety, 2016

3 Yerington did not report the violent crimes by type in 2016.
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Table 3 — Property Offenses Known to Law Enforcement in Nevada Cities, 2016

City Population | Property | Burglary Larceny- | Motor Arson*

Crime Theft Vehicle

Theft

Boulder City | 15,481 168 60 91 13 4
Carlin 2,364 25 16 6 3 0
Elko 20,817 596 144 395 57 0
Fallon 8,292 230 13 208 9 0
Henderson 282,554 5,503 1,237 3,617 630 19
Las Vegas 1,562,134 | 46,099 12,500 24,645 8,855 99
Lovelock 1,904 44 20 23 1 0
Mesquite 17,412 336 53 234 49 0
North Las 234,386 5,294 1,487 2,553 1,237 17
Vegas
Reno 239,721 7,943 1,208 5,381 1,344 10
Sparks 95,815 2,462 448 1,661 340 12
West 4,449 144 73 57 13 1
Wendover
Winnemucca | 8,144 139 30 99 10 0
Yerington 3,026 18 1 14 0

Source: Nevada Department of Public Safety, 2016

The following charts reflect the violent crime rates and property crime rates in Nevada Cities
during 2016.

Fig. 13 — Violent Crimes in Nevada Cities, 2016
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4 The FBI does not publish arson data unless it receives data from either the agency or the state for all 12 months of
the calendar year.
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Fig. 14 — Property Crimes in Nevada Cities, 2016
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Victimization®

While crime rates derived from official sources, such as the FBI’s uniform crime reports
and the Nevada Department of Public Safety, are important indicators of crime
incidents that have come to attention of law enforcement, victimization survey data

reflect the prevalence of criminal activity experienced by victims, much of which is not
reported to police.

The crime victimization survey data used for this report originate primarily from the
Bureau of Justice Statistics’ (BJS) Small Area Estimates (SAE), which is based on the
National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS). While the BJS only reports NCVS results
on a national-level — state and local crime victimization rates from the survey’s raw data
are not large or stable enough to have validity — states and some populous metropolitan
areas can be projected via the SAE methodology, which deploys “statistical methods to
generate model-based subnational estimates for all 50 states, DC and other large places”
by modeling NCVS national data with “auxiliary information” from the UCR at the state
or other subnational level (Fay and Diallo 2015: p. 4-7)

The NCVS is an annual survey conducted by the Bureau of Justice Statistics, which
conducts in-person interviews with a nationally representative, random sample of

> While crime rates from official sources (i.e., UCR police reports and arrests) are commonly reported per 100,000
population, victimization surveys yielded higher incident counts and are thus reported per 1,000 population.
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households across the U.S. — in 2012, the sample included 92,390 households with a total
of 162,940 persons age 12 or older.

This report compares NCVS-SAE victimization rates in Nevada with national rates for
2012, the most recent SAE year available, as well as 2011 and 2003 as reported by the
Bureau of Justice Statistics 2012 NCVS victimization report (Truman, Langton, and
Planty 2013).

Additionally, the Center for the Analysis of Crime Statistics (CACS) released a report titled
“Criminal Victimization in Nevada, 2011” (Hart & Culver 2012), summarizing the
victimization experienced by Nevadans by conducting the state’s first survey of crime
victims. The report found overall rates of victimization nearly three times higher than
either the NCVS national data or the SAE estimates, which the authors attribute to
methodological differences. Nonetheless, the figures are particularly useful for
examining categorical differences, such as gender, race, and percent of victimization
reported to police, that the SAE are unable to disaggregate.

Beginning with the NCVS national and NCVS-SAE victimization rates, consider the
Nevada to U.S. comparisons for violent and property crimes in Tables 4 and 5. Between
2003 and 2011, rates for all criminal victimizations dropped substantially, both across the
U.S. and in Nevada, while at the same time Nevada remained at higher victimization rates
than national estimates in all crime types except for larceny in 2012. Larceny experienced
a substantial and statistically significant increase nationally from 2011 to 2012, while
Nevada remained the same (Fay & Diallo 2015;Truman et al. 2013). Additionally, between
2011 and 2012, rates of criminal victimization in Nevada remained relatively steady
compared to the noticeable increases in the national rates.

Table 4. Violent Crime Victimization, Nevada and U.S., rates per 1,000 population

2003 2011 2012
Total Violent Eesv ada ‘3‘2213 332 3(6)%
Rape & Aggravated Assault (combined) Eesv ada 1;% 2(7) 2?
Robbery {\ijesv'ada ;8 3; ;?13
Simple Assault Eeg ada ;g } }22 ?gé
Intimate Partner Violence {\Ijeg ada Zg §§ 43‘?

Source: NCVS national and SAE; Truman et al. 2013; Fay & Diallo 2015.

Despite Nevada remaining higher than the nation in violent crime victimization, the gap
narrowed somewhat between 2003 and 2012. The total violent victimization rate (Table
4) in Nevada was 45 percent higher than the U.S. ([46.8-32.1]/32.1), but by 2012 it was
only 15 percent higher.

Among property crime victimization, burglary and motor vehicle theft rates in Nevada
experienced similar convergence to national estimates between 2003 and 2012 (from 31
percent higher to 10 percent higher in burglary, and from 133 percent higher to 60 percent
higher in motor vehicle theft). Larceny victimization in Nevada not only narrowed the gap
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with U.S. rates, but dipped below the national estimate in 2012. However, note again that
Larceny experienced a substantial and statistically significant increase nationally from
2011 to 2012, while Nevada remained the same (Fay & Diallo 2015; Truman et al. 2013).

Table 5. Property Crime Victimization, Nevada and U.S., rates per 1,000 population

2003 2011 2012
. Nevada 249.0 148.0 149.0

Total Property Crime U.S. 173.4 138.7 155.8
Burela Nevada 42.0 33.0 33.0
urglary U.S. 32.0 29.4 29.9
Larcen Nevada 186.0 108.0 108.0
y U.S. 132.4 104.2 120.9

. Nevada 21.0 8.0 8.0

Motor Vehicle Theft US. 9.0 51 50

Source: NCVS national and SAE; Truman et al. 2013; Fay & Diallo 2015.

Finally, consider the CACS survey report (Hart and Culver 2012), which found 2011 total
violent and property crime rates in Nevada of 254 per 1,000 persons and 403 per 1,000
persons, respectively. These estimates are remarkably higher than the SAE estimates for
that year, 28.8 and 148.0. As noted earlier, the authors CACS authors attribute the
difference to methodology, stating that

The NCVS methodology involves interviewing members of
sampled households age 12 or older seven times: once every six
months for three years. Initial interviews are used to bound
incidents in subsequent interviews. This technique is used to avoid
a phenomenon in survey research known as telescoping (i.e.,
erroneously including event within a reference period).
Conversely, the CACS survey interviewed respondents 18 or older
one time and asked them to recall events that took place over a
twelve-month period. The inability to control against telescoping
in the CACS survey along with the use of a longer recall period
likely explain much of the differences between national
victimization estimates produced by the NCVS and the state
estimates produced by the CACS survey (p. 6)

Nonetheless, the report asserts that the CACS is useful for contextualizing state
victimization, and indeed the NCVS-SAE cannot partition its estimates for differences
such as gender, race, and percent of victimization reported to police. Thus, we use the
CACS for that purpose here.

Figure 15 shows the victimization rates by gender for violent crimes. Overall, rates are
slightly higher for women than for me, although the Hart and Culver (2012) indicate
that only for rape/sexual assault rape were the differences significant. These finding
markedly contrast with NCVS figures for 2011 (Truman & Planty 2012), which find
substantially higher total violent victimization rates among men (25.4 per 1,000) than
women (19.8 per 1,000).
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Fig. 15 — Victimization Rates in Nevada by Gender for Violent Crime, 2011
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Figure 16 shows gender differences in victimization for property crimes in Nevada from the CACS
study, indicating similar rates. The NCVS does not report gender differences in property crimes.

Fig. 16 — Victimization Rates in Nevada by Gender for Property Crimes, 2011

Victimization Rates in Nevada by Gender for Property
Crimes During 2011
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Source: The Center for the Analysis of Crime Statistics, 2011
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The race victimization percentages shown in Figure 17 imply similar rates for violent
victimization between black and white respondents, and substantially higher rates
among Hispanic respondents. In contrast, national violent victimization rates in the
2011 NCVS are highest among black respondents (26.4 of 1,000), then lower for
Hispanics (23.8) and lower still for whites (21.5) (Truman & Planty 2012). As with

gender, the national data do not provide property crime rates disaggregated by victim
race.

Fig. 17 — Percent of Respondents Victimized in Nevada by Race, 2011

Percent of Respondents Victimized in Nevada by Race
During 2011
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Source: The Center for the Analysis of Crime Statistics, 2011

Figure 18 (next page) shows the percentage victimization reported to police for the
CACS survey, across crime types, in descending order of percentage. The highest
categories are burglary, simple assault, and motor vehicle theft, while the lowest
categories are robbery, larceny, and rape/sexual assault (Hart & Culver 2012). The 2011
NCVS, in contrast, had percentages reported to police as follows: total violent crime 49,
rape/sexual assault 277, robbery 66, Assault 48, aggravated assault 67, simple assault 43,

total property crime 37, burglary 52, motor vehicle theft 83, and larceny 30 (Truman &
Planty 2012).
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Fig. 18 — Percent of Crimes Reported to the Police, 2011
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Source: The Center for the Analysis of Crime Statistics, 2011

The Social Context of Criminal Behavior in Nevada ¢

Nevada crime indicators are generally higher than the nation as a whole, and these rates
are concentrated in the Las Vegas and Reno metropolitan areas. Since the crime
situation is typically the worst in the heavily urbanized areas, the present analysis will
focus on the factors contributing to crime in Nevada cities.

The factor most responsible for the crime increase in Nevada is the dramatic increase in
population and the range of issues traceable to rapid population growth. The population
of Nevada has increased greatly over the past three decades. This demographic pressure
is known to (a) strain to the criminal justice system, (b) sap social welfare resources, and
(c) decrease the efficiency of community response in urban neighborhoods.

An influx of new residents tends to strain relations among current residents in established
neighborhoods. A large body of research focused on crime in urban areas has shown a
deteriorated collective efficacy in the areas facing a surge in its population. Among the
negative consequences are a lack of mutual trust, unwillingness to supervise youth, and
the failure to organize the neighborhood efforts to maintain social order. When residential
stability is low, collective efficacy diminishes, as it becomes more difficult to form
interpersonal relationships, mobilize local communities, and maintain informal social
control over juveniles and defend neighbors’ property. In addition, residents of
transitional neighborhoods are less likely to involve themselves in community service and
join organizations fighting crime. Nevada’s high rates of property crime and juvenile
delinquency can be explained in part by the high population turnover in many urban
neighborhoods.

¢ Nevada demographic figures are from worldpopulationreview.com
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As the population numbers continue to increase, the available resources have to be
stretched thinner and thinner. The programs and facilities funded by the state are
operating under much stress, with crime prevention programs in all Nevada counties
struggling to stay in business and deliver services to local populations.

In 2018, the resident population of Nevada was 3,056,824, a 16 percent increase from
2009, when the population was 2,643,085 (which, in turn, was a 32.2 percent increase
since 2000). The national population in 2009 was 307,006,550, and had increased to
326,766,748 by the time of this report. In comparison to other states, Nevada had the 35t
highest population in 2009 and the 3214 highest in 2018.

Changes in residence and school are linked to delinquent behavior. When youth move to
new places and begin to adapt to new social and academic surroundings, they are less
likely to form positive attachments with their schools and often find it difficult to form
relationships with conventional peer groups. The strain and social isolation produced by
these changes increases chances that a young man or woman will be drawn to delinquent
peer groups. The effect of changes in residence is acutely felt in Nevada’s cities, where the
proportion of new residents is very high. The problem is further exacerbated by economic
pressures on Nevada residents.

Supervision of Criminal Offenders in Nevada

A number of sentencing options are available for individuals convicted of crime in
Nevada, including placement in a correctional facility and living in a community under
supervision.

Adults

According to the Nevada Department of Corrections (NDOC; 2015), the state has 22
correctional facilities, including two transitional housing centers, nine correctional
facilities, and eleven conservation camps. The NDOC’s current statistical factsheet shows
the total inmate population at 12,956 as of June 30, 2015. Of those, 1,873 were housed in
camps or transitional centers. The inmate population was fairly stable from 2006 to 2015,
with small increases and decreases averaging an increase of 1.31% per year. From 2006
to 2015, Nevada’s inmate population increased by 1,609. However, the rate of
imprisonment relative to the overall population decreased from 488 per 100,000 in 2006
to 460 per 100,000 in 2014. This is lower than the U.S. rate of imprisonment in 2014,
which was 612 per 100,000 (Carson, 2015).

According the NDOC Annual Report for fiscal year 2015, just under half (46.1%) of all
inmates serving time in the state were violent offenders, followed by 18.2% who are sex
offenders, 16.3% property offenders, and 13.9% drug offenders. Although the vast
majority of the inmate population is male (91% in 2006 and 2015), most years since 2006
have showed higher growth for women than for men. National imprisonment also shows
a slight increase in the rates of female incarceration in contrast to slight decreases in male
incarceration (Carson, 2015). The average institutional cost per inmate averaged
$14,817.34 per year from 2006 to 2015. The 2015 institutional rate of $14,862 is over
twice the non-institutional rate of $5,982.84.
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In addition to housing offenders in secure facilities, the Nevada correctional authorities
place offenders under community supervision. The Bureau of Justice Statistics,
http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/bjs/, reports the number of offenders placed under
community supervision in Nevada in 2015 (Kaeble & Bonczar, 2017). As of December 31,
2015, Nevada had 19,200 adult offenders on community supervision for a rate of 858 per
100,000 residents. This rate is less than half the rate of the U.S., which held a rate of 1,868
per 100,000 residents in the same year. Of those on community supervision in Nevada,
13,724 were on probation, 5,927 were on parole. The probation rate in Nevada, 612 per
100,000, is again less than half compared to the national rate of 1,522 per 100,000.
Nevada’s parole rate per 100,000 was 246, also notably lower than the U.S. rate of 350.
Over the course of 2015, Nevada saw more community supervision entries than exits, with
a gain of 7.1% (1,500) from January to December.

Fig. 19 Nevada and U.S. Supervision of Offenders, 2014-2015
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Youth found to be responsible for criminal or delinquent behavior may be supervised in
a number of ways. Like their adult counterparts, young men and women may be placed
on probation for supervision in the community. Alternatively, they may be committed to
the Division of Child and Family Services (DCFS), http://www.dcfs.state.nv.us/, which
provides supervision and treatment programs, including correctional and parole services.
Although data on the number of youth under probation supervision in Nevada is not
available, DCFS (2018) reported the Nevada youth parole population at 366 (306 male,
60 female) at year end 2017. Three correctional centers held a youth population of 205 at
year end 2017, while three county youth camps held 146 youth for alternative placement.
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Treatment of Offenders in Nevada

We should not expect that simply incarcerating or putting under supervision criminal
offenders will reduce their propensity to re-offend. To change criminal behaviors we need
to take other practical steps. The State of Nevada offers a number of treatment services to
its criminal population, yet these services are allocated differently amongst its various
institutions.

Adults

According to the Nevada Department of Corrections (2018), mental health services, re-
entry programs, and substance abuse treatment programs are provided to adult offenders
in Nevada, as well as a parenting program in Clark County. Re-entry services include
Getting It Right: Contributing to the Community and Moral Reconation Therapy (MRT).
Getting It Right is an interactive journaling program and Moral Reconation Therapy is a
treatment strategy based on moral reasoning; both are featured in Substance Abuse and
Mental Health Services Administration's National Registry of Evidence-based Programs
and Practices (NREPP) in reference to recidivism outcomes (SAMHSA, 2018). Both
programs are offered at: Casa Grande Transitional Housing, Florence McClure Women’s
Correctional Center, High Desert State Prison, Northern Nevada Correctional Center, and
Southern Desert Correctional Center.

Juveniles

Information about specific programming offered to youth under the jurisdiction of the
Nevada Division of Child & Family Services is limited. Agencies under NDCFS include
Caliente Youth Center, Nevada Youth Training Center”, Summit View Youth Center, and
the Youth Parole Bureau (NDCFS, 2018). Caliente Youth Center, which houses both male
and female juvenile delinquents, provides services centered on the Forward Thinking
cognitive behavioral program model. Summit View Youth Center is a maximum security
center for male youth. The Youth Parole Bureau (NDCFS, 2018) offers numerous aftercare
services to youth upon discharge from the centers, including anger management, gender-
specific programming, drug court and other substance abuse programming, and family
counseling to name a few. The Bureau states that programming is intended to provide
intensive wrap-around services to youth under its supervision.

What We Can Do to Combat Crime in Nevada

Scholars in the fields of developmental criminology and psychology argue that minor
delinquency is common for most adolescents and that most youths will desist from
criminal activity as they become young adults. If this is indeed the case, the best way to
deal with minor property offenses is to provide effective supervision of youth during this
“crime-prone” time of life.

Violent youth may benefit from programs designed both to increase supervision and to
replace delinquency with pro-active behavior. Our primary focus should be on programs
targeting violent delinquent behavior. These programs are especially welcome in the large

" Information regarding the Nevada Youth Training Center was not available on the NDCFS website at the time of
the report.
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urban areas of Las Vegas, Reno, and Carson City, regions with the highest rates of violent
delinquency.

We can observe the results in other cities that have mounted concerted efforts to deal with
delinquency. As their experience suggests, the first step we need to take is to (a) study the
social characteristics and behaviors of the most delinquent youth; and (b) evaluate the
scope and effectiveness of existing social welfare policies aimed at controlling
delinquency. After interviewing youth and assessing existing programs, the cities with
successful juvenile delinquency programs were able to retool existing welfare
organizations to focus them on the most at-risk youth. The following policy changes have
proven to be most effective in containing and preventing juvenile crime:

o Increase police patrol of youth during after-school hours

o Support afterschool activities designed to increase students’ cognitive and social
skills

e Provide opportunities for community service

« Increase opportunities for legal money-making activities for youth

e Coordinate the work of local government and youth-serving
organizations/agencies

o Build coalitions of small youth serving organizations with similar efforts and
goals

No large scale study of delinquents and programs catering to their needs has been
conducted in Nevada to date. Yet, policy changes should not be implemented without a
detailed study of both juvenile offending patterns and current correctional practices in
Nevada ’s cities. Nevada should strive to implement the most successful policies
developed elsewhere in the country and aimed at helping young men and women at risk.

Prospects for the Future and Work Ahead

While Nevada offers a number of treatment services to its incarcerated population, the
quality of these programs bears closer scrutiny. The State of Nevada should review
systematically the designs and delivery of these programs to determine how consistent
they are with the best practices, with “what works” for reducing recidivism (Gendreau,
1996). Studies show that the most promising programs have the following features:

o Effective programs to combat recidivism vary the intensity and duration of
services based on risk. The highest risk offenders should receive the most
intensive services.

o Programs should target factors related to recidivism. Appropriate treatment
targets include antisocial attitudes, antisocial peer associations, substance abuse,
anger management, family functioning, and education/vocation.

o The most effective programs provide opportunities for participants to practice
new behaviors and skills and offer appropriate reinforcement on the use of those
skills.

While some of Nevada’s programs may provide services consistent with the literature on
effective interventions, it is also likely that those administering the programs may need
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assistance in providing such services. The State should consider conducting thorough
assessments of its programming and services in an effort to identify systematic
weaknesses in programming. It should then consider providing training and curricula
development in an effort to assist programs in reducing recidivism.

Conclusion

While Nevada’s crime rates have followed national trends, the Siler State ranks among
the states with the highest rates of nearly all types of crime. This situation needs to be
understood in the context of the population explosion that hit hard Nevada’s urban
areas and that is known to exacerbate social problems contributing to crime.

Nevada’s cities have lagged behind other urban areas in conducting research on juvenile
delinquency and related social welfare programs aimed at youth that is necessary to
construct policies to effectively control delinquent behavior.
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