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Our Current System Punishes Taxpayers 

Over the last twenty years, New Jersey’s annual corrections budget has grown from $289 
million to more than $1 billion.  The state spends more than $300 million annually just to 
incarcerate individuals for nonviolent drug offenses.  Additionally, these costs do not take into 
account lost wages, lost lifetime earnings and lost child support, all of which result in indirect 
costs to the state and drive up the financial price tag of imprisonment. 
 
This out-of-control prison spending has not yielded a benefit for taxpayers equal to its cost.  
Instead, the current system punishes taxpayers by wasting money on ineffective policies that do 
little to accomplish their stated goals.  New Jersey should stop relying on expensive prison 
sentences for nonviolent offences, and instead focus on alternatives that save money as well as 
enhance public safety. 
  

Long Prison Sentences Do Not Reduce Recidivism—And May Worsen Outcomes  

A recent analysis of 117 studies found no difference in recidivism rates among individuals who 
were sentenced to prison and those sentenced to probation.i  In fact, imprisonment may actually 
worsen rates of recidivism, especially among drug offenders, when compared to probation and 
other alternative interventions.ii  A 2002 study in Jackson County, Missouri, found that offenders 
sentenced to prison had higher rates of recidivism than those placed on probation.  The 
researchers echoed previous studies in concluding that measures like incarceration “have a net 
destructive effect, in that they serve to primarily worsen rates of recidivism.”iii 
 

Lengthy Prison Sentences are Prohibitively Expensive and Do Not Lower Crime Rates 

There is no evidence that longer terms of incarceration result in safer communities. Studies, 
including a major one conducted by the Department of Justice (DOJ), show that there is little – if 
any – connection between fluctuations in crime and incarceration rates.iv  The DOJ study also 
concluded that modest changes in length of stay have no impact on recidivism or crime rates 
within a state.v   
 
Additionally, Bureau of Justice statistics show that between 1998 and 2007, states which 
increased their incarceration rates most substantially did not see a corresponding drop in crime, 
while states that decreased their levels of incarceration did experience lower levels of criminal 
activity.vi    Similarly, research by Todd Clear, Dean of the School of Criminal Justice at Rutgers 
University, shows that incarceration and crime rates are only weakly related over time.vii   
 

Conclusion 

Over the last decade, New Jersey has decreased its prison population, reduced recidivism and 
cut crime.  We must build on this success with further reforms including the Presumptive Parole 
Act.  The Act allows for the release of nonviolent offenders from prison at their first parole 
eligibility date based on good behavior and participation in rehabilitation programs.  This will 
facilitate rehabilitation, promote public safety and save money. 
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