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WHO PAYS FOR A LIFE OF CRIME? AN EMPIRICAL
ASSESSMENT OF THE ASSORTED VICTIMIZATION
COSTS POSED BY CAREER CRIMINALS

MATT DELISI* AND JEWEL M. GATLING

lowa State University

Little research has investigated the victimization costs posed by habitual offenders. The current study seeks to fill
this void using a cohort of 500 adult career criminals. The group amassed 29,882 arrests including 58 murders, 201
rapes, 55 kidnappings, 405 armed robberies, and 1101 aggravated assaults; 2801 felony convictions, and 1739 prison
sentences. Their collective criminal behavior generated $415804 000 in victim costs, $137 305000 in criminal
justice costs, and $14 736500 in lost earnings. The average career criminal created $831 608 in victim costs,
$274 610 in criminal justice system costs, and $29 473 in lost productivity, a total in excess of $1.14 million. Because
a relatively small group of 500 offenders produced in excess of $570 million in human, victimization, and attendant
costs, we conclude that, per capita, career criminals are among the most socially costly individuals in American
society.

Keywords: Career criminals; Chronic delinquent; Costs of crime; Habitual offender; Recidivism; Victimization

INTRODUCTION

As they are responsible for the lion’s share of crime, career criminals are a primary focus of
criminologists and policy makers. If career criminals could be reliably identified,
incapacitated, or even predicted, the nation could experience dramatic reductions in crime.
Motivated by such a possibility, the criminal career paradigm has developed into a dominant
area of scholarship within criminology and a multitude of theoretical and empirical (Wilson
and Herrnstein, 1985; Gottfredson and Hirschi, 1986; Walters, 1990; Moffitt, 1993),
methodological (Britt, 1996; Land et al., 1996; Bushway et al., 2001; DeLisi, 2001a), and
policy-based (von Hirsch, 1985; Greenwood and Turner, 1987; Haapanen, 1990) efforts deal
explicitly with career criminals. Consequently, much is known about the parameters of the
criminal career, the epidemiology of various types of offenders, and the ability of public
policy to effectively control high-rate offenders. Unfortunately, relatively little research has
investigated the various victimization and social costs denoted by the most active offenders.
This paper seeks to fill this void in the literature and answer these questions using a study
group of 500 adult habitual criminals selected from an urban jail in the western United
States.

*Iowa State University, 203A East Hall, Ames, lowa 50011-1070, USA; Tel: (515) 294 8008; Fax: (515) 294
2303; Email: delisi@iastate.edu

ISSN 1478-601X print; ISSN 1478-6028 online © 2003 Taylor & Francis Ltd
DOI: 10.1080/0888431032000183489



284 M. DELISI AND J. GATLING
LITERATURE REVIEW

The annual criminal justice and victimization costs of crime are substantial, varied, and
expansive. Local, state, and federal governments annually expend $146 billion on the police,
courts, and corrections. The costs of crime exceed the mere operational costs of the criminal
justice system, however. Crime victims miss an average of 3.4 days of work per offense. In
one year, this totals $876 million in lost workdays (Anderson, 1999). Each year more than
1.4 million patients are treated in hospital emergency rooms for nonfatal injuries sustained in
interpersonal violence (Rand, 1997). According to the National Crime Victimization Survey
(NCVS), more than 28 million crimes were reported in 1999 with a total monetary cost of
$15.6 billion (US Department of Justice, 2001). The NCVS underestimates the incidence of
victimization because only victims aged 12 or older are included in the survey. Miller et al.
(1996) conducted a more comprehensive investigation of criminal victimization by utilizing
the NCVS and additional extant sources of data. They found that approximately 49 million
victimizations and attempted victimizations occur annually an estimate that is 175 percent
higher than the NCVS. Furthermore, they estimated both direct (e.g., property loss and
damage, productivity losses, and outlays for medical expenses) and indirect costs (e.g., pain
and suffering, emotional trauma, disability, and risks of death) of victimization and found that
the costs of crime exceeded $450 billion annually. Per capita, this equated to a crime tax of
$1800.

Various types of crime denote their own social burdens. The costliest crime from a
victimization perspective is homicide-rape with a monetized cost of more than $3 million
(Miller et al., 1996; Post er al.,, 2002). The implications of lethal violence extend far
beyond monetary value, of course. Armour (2002) recently reviewed studies of the
victimization experiences of covictims of homicide, the family and friends of homicide
victims, and found that they experienced a mélange of mental health problems including
posttraumatic stress disorder, nightmares, fear, anger, survivor guilt, hyper-vigilance, and
an assortment of other bereavement conditions that seriously jeopardize prosocial
development. Similarly, Max and Rice (1993) examined the assorted costs related to
firearm-related crimes and found that these resulted in $1.4 billion of direct health care
costs such as hospitalization, rehabilitation, medication, medical equipment and supplies,
and related physician and health care provider services. Victim injuries resulted in $1.6
billion in lost worker productivity and the estimated lost productivity caused by the
premature death of homicide victims totaled a staggering $17.4 billion. In sum, the yearly
losses from firearm-caused injuries and deaths exceeded $20 billion. Post er al. (2002)
replicated the methods developed by Miller er al. (1996) to examine tangible and
intangible costs of sexual assault in Michigan. They found that the victimization costs of
rape, sexual assault, and rape-homicides exceeded $24 billion annually. Per Michigan
resident, this equated to a rape tax of $700.

In terms of sheer monetary costs, nothing can compare to the devastation wrought by
white-collar crime. According to researchers from the National White Collar Crime Center,
the cumulative costs of crimes including employee theft, insurance fraud, corporate tax fraud,
counterfeiting, money laundering, savings and loan fraud, and arson for profit ranged from
$426 billion to §1.7 trillion (Helmkamp et al., 1997). Check fraud alone accounted for $10
billion in victimization costs and $24 million per day in victimization costs were generated
by on-line credit card fraud (National White Collar Crime Center, 2003).

Serious criminal victimization produces a series of immediate and longitudinal
consequences beyond the instant crime itself. These include a variety of direct, indirect,
tangible, and intangible costs, such as medical care, mental health treatment and counseling,
potentially higher insurance premiums, insurance deductible payments, property loss,



COST OF CAREER CRIMINALS 285

uncompensated employment loss, overall quality of life, emotional distress, and pain and
suffering. In his review of the empirical studies of the costs of crime, Anderson (1999, p. 614)
found that prior estimates of the annual total victimization costs of crime ranged from $100
to 728 billion. When additional costs of crime such as the opportunity costs of victims,
criminals, and prisoners; the fear of crime and being victimized; and the costs of private
security and self-defense are considered, Anderson (1999) estimated that the net annual cost
burden of crime exceeded $1 trillion!

A preponderance of the victimization costs are related to the treatment and therapy needed
to help recover from being a crime victim. In fact, Cohen and Miller (1998) estimated that
mental health care costs for crime victims ranged from $5 to 7 billion annually. Miller et al.
(1996) estimated that between 10 to 20 percent of mental health care expenditures were
directly attributable to crime. These aggregate estimates of victimization do not necessarily
convey the visceral implications of victimization, however. For example, Sheridan et al.
(2001) recently conducted a study of 95 stalking victims and found that victims experienced
an assortment of deleterious emotional outcomes. Victims reported feelings of being
terrorized and emotionally imprisoned, acute fear, powerlessness, reduced self-esteem, anger,
and outrage. Sizable percentages of victims reported radical life adjustments to avoid their
stalker, including moving to another country! In sum, victimization poses an assortment of
affective, behavioral, and cognitive consequences including anxiety, avoidant behavior,
depression, fear of crime, posttraumatic stress disorder, reduced self-esteem, substance abuse,
and suicide (Cohen, 1988; Cohen and Miller, 1998; Miller er al., 1996; Britt, 2001; Ruback
and Thompson, 2001; Thornberry et al., 2001; Doerner and Lab, 2002; Menard, 2002;
Shaffer and Ruback, 2002).

Finally, another critical byproduct of criminal victimization, particularly when sustained
early in life, is the resultant increased risk of offending for the victim. Several criminologists
have empirically examined the “cycle of violence” whereby today’s victim develops into
tomorrow’s victimizer. An array of studies have established links between serious child abuse
and maltreatment victimization and delinquency (Doemer, 1988), childhood victimization,
running away from home, and encountering the attendant risk factors (Kaufman and Widom,
1999), abuse history and subsequent psychopathology (Muller er al., 2001; Shaffer and
Ruback, 2002; Weeks and Widom, 1998; Weiler and Widom, 1996), victimization and a
multiplicity of problems such as substance abuse, alcoholism, crime, and school failure
(Perez and Widom, 1994; Widom & White, 1997; Thomberry et al., 2001), and being raised
by punitive, neglectful, unloving, or deviant parents and demonstrating later antisocial
behavior (Glueck and Glueck, 1950; Robins, 1966; Loeber and Stouthamer-Loeber, 1986;
McCord, 1983; Widom, 1989; Henry et al., 1993; Haapasalo and Pokela, 1999; Fagan, 2001;
Thomberry et al., 2001).

CURRENT FOCUS

To date, the victimization literature contains aggregate information about the assorted costs
of crime and detailed information about the unique costs of specific criminal offenses. By and
large, prior researchers have not investigated the victimization costs posed by individual
offenders such as career criminals. An exception is the seminal study by Cohen (1998). Using
the monetized estimates that he and his collaborators have developed in previous research
(see Cohen, 1988; Cohen et al., 1994; Miller et al., 1996), Cohen quantified the various costs
that a young career criminal would prospectively inflict over his or her criminal career,
including the annual victim and criminal justice-related costs per Index crime. He found that
(1998, p. 17) “the total external costs of a life of crime are estimated to range from
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approximately $1.5 to $1.8 million. Of that amount, about 25% are tangible victim costs,
50% lost quality of life, 20% criminal justice costs, and 5% offense productivity losses.”
Again, these estimates forecast what a probable career criminal would cost society. The
current study seecks to examine this issue retrospectively using the observed offending
patterns of 500 adult habitual offenders. In this respect, the current study builds on the
important work by Cohen (1998) to arrive at an empirical understanding of the victimization
and social costs inflicted by the worst offenders.

METHODS
Sample and Data

By definition, the most severe offenders are also the most rare (Moffitt, 1993; DeLisi,
2001b), thus they rarely appear in general population samples and even cohort designs.
Consequently, an offender sample is needed to yield enough severe offenders (Cemkovich et
al., 1985; DeLisi, 2001b). From 1995 to 2000, the current author was employed as a pretrial
services officer or bond commissioner at a large urban jail located in the western United
States. Their function was to interview all criminal defendants brought to the jail and obtain
employment, residency, and criminal history for bond setting. Bond commissioners had the
authority to release eligible defendants on recognize bonds and were the primary mechanism
to control jail overcrowding. This work experience permitted constant access (the bond
commissioner unit was staffed around the clock) to all arrestees who were brought to the jail
during this period.

In this jurisdiction, any offender whose criminal record contained 30 or more arrest
charges was classified as a “frequent offender” by administrative order from the chief
district judge and district attorneys office. This selection criterion was selected because it
included only the highest-rate defendants who were also disproportionately involved in
violent felony offending. The commonly-used criminological measure for habitual
offending, five or more arrests, was rejected because it produced too many offenders, was
not cost-effective for sentencing reasons, and tended to include low-level offenders
engaged in benign criminal offending. The frequent offender classification was used to
identify and nominate offenders for community social service programs, declare eligibility
for habitual offender sentencing, and preclude consideration for personal recognizance
bonds. in th and was therefore not cost-effective. During the data collection period, 25 640
defendants were processed, 500 of whom (less than 2 percent) qualified for frequent/
habitual offender status.

Defendants self-reported their criminal history, including all police contacts, arrests, court
actions, and sentences. The self-report method was problematic with career criminals whom
had records that included potentially hundreds of arrests, convictions, and various
punishments. This career often spanned decades and chronicled events when defendants were
frequently intoxicated on alcohol and illicit substances. For these and other reasons, the
validity and internal consistency of self-reports from the worst offenders was often unreliable
(Simon, 1999; DeLisi, 2001b). Therefore, self-reported criminal histories were supplemented
with official rap sheets from the Interstate Identification Index (III) system. Under the II1
system, the FBI maintains an automated criminal record containing data for each state
holding criminal history information on an individual. The III records were accessed using
the National Crime Information Center (NCIC) telecommunications lines that retrieve
criminal records from repositories (US Department of Justice, 2000). The use of both self-
report and official records bolstered the concurrent validity of the criminal career information
herein (Geerken, 1994).
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Monetization Procedures and Measures

Cohen (Cohen et al., 1994; Miller et al., 1996; 1998, pp. 9-10) and his colleagues devised
a formula for monetizing a criminal career to determine the lifetime external costs:

Syl - By Ny (VG + CJ; + CI*T; + WT;] M

where A = mean number of offenses; V'C = victim costs of crime; CJ = costs of criminal
justice investigation, arrest, adjudication; CI = cost of incarceration in days; T = average
time served; B = discount rate; W = opportunity cost of offender’s time, / = crime 1
through crime /; j = year 1 through year J of crime.

This produced assorted cost estimates of specific criminal offenses. Victim costs included
tangible costs, intangible costs, and risk of death (where applicable). Criminal justice costs
were also produced and included the annualized costs of investigation, legal defense,
incarceration, parole, and probation. Lost earmings equaled the average yearly income lost
due to incarceration. For the present study, these estimates were adjusted for inflation using
the inflation calculator produced by the Consumer Price Index and expressed in 2002 dollars.
This yielded average victim costs for murder ( $3670412), rape ($115731), robbery
(317 528), aggravated assault ($45 731), kidnapping ($168 398), burglary ($1854), larceny
($494), motor vehicle theft ($5000), arson ($46 816), drunk driving ($22 472), simple assault
($11 735), and child abuse (374 906). Total annualized criminal justice costs were produced
for murder ($144 918), rape ($3193), robbery (§7693), aggravated assault ($5183), burglary
($2675), larceny ($1521), and motor vehicle theft ($3430). Annual lost earnings per sentence
of incarceration equaled $8474.

Prior research focused almost exclusively on Index offenses and thus ignored legally less
serious but more prevalent crimes such as Part I offenses included in the Uniform Crime
Reports. Fortunately, the National Institute on Drug Abuse (1998) has calculated the criminal
justice costs for four additional offenses, public intoxication/vagrancy/disorderly conduct
($103), prostitution ($521), drug violations ($38719), and possessing or receiving stolen
property ($4963). These estimates were similarly adjusted for inflation, expressed in 2002
dollars, and included herein.

Data analysis was straightforward. The incidence for each criminal offense was multiplied
by the respective monetized victim costs, monetized criminal justice costs, and lost earnings
costs. Table I provides univariate statistics of the criminal history of the offenders in the
sample. Table I provides the average victimization cost inflicted per offense and Table III
provides the average criminal justice system-related costs posed per offense.

RESULTS

As shown in Table I, these 500 offenders who constituted just 2 percent of all arrestees over
the data collection period inflicted a voluminous amount of victimization. On average, career
criminals were arrested approximately 60 times during their offending career, including an
assortment of crimes involving interpersonal violence and property damage and loss.
Defendants accrued more than five felony convictions and served more than three prison
sentences over their criminal career. This resulted in the loss of $29473 in lost income due
to incarceration. In the aggregate (multiplying the sample size and the various offense
means), the sample netted 29 882 arrests. The career criminals were extensively involved in
the most serious forms of crime or mala in se offenses. Their aggregate arrest count included
58 murders, 201 rapes, 55 kidnappings, 405-armed robberies, and 1101 aggravated assaults.
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TABLE I Univariate Statistics for Arrests, Convictions, and Incarcerations Per Career Criminal

Offense Mean Standard Deviation Range
Murder 0.12 0.39 0-3
Rape 0.40 1.74 0-31
Robbery 0.81 1.80 0-14
Aggravated assault 2.20 2.67 0-16
Kidnapping 0.1 0.45 0-4
Burglary 4.04 4.96 0-35
Larceny 7.44 9.78 0-84
Motor vehicle theft 1.62 2.81 0-~24
Arson 0.09 0.47 0-6
Drunk driving 234 2.94 0-17
Simple assault 4.06 4.26 0-27
Child abuse 1.36 2.65 0-16
Vagrancy/disord conduct 9.59 14.22 0-114
Prostitution 0.54 4.65 0-70
Drug violations 5.38 9.32 0-102
Stolen property 0.30 1.23 0-17
Total arrests 59.76 30.63 30-267
Felony convictions 5.60 5.06 0-33
Prison sentences 3.48 4.29 0-28
Lost wages ($) 29 473 36 395 0-237 272

They were convicted of 2801 felony offenses and sentenced to 1739 prison terms. Overall,
more than $14.7 million in lifetime income was lost because of their incarcerations.

As shown in Table II, the victim costs for the twelve crimes were substantial, particularly
for interpersonal violence such as murder, rape, aggravated and simple assault, and child
abuse. On average, career criminals posed $831608 in costs related to the victim’s lost
wages, medical care, mental health treatment, pain and suffering, risk of death, and related
expenses. Put another way, the average career criminal created victim costs that were 28
times his or her own lost income due to time spent in prison. Obviously, offenders who
committed crime above the average levels of offending created more victim costs. For
example, an offender who was arrested three times for murder generated more than $11
million in victim costs for the murder offense alone. The aggregate victim costs created by
the cohort ($831 608 500) was $415 804 000.

TABLE Il Average Victimization Costs Per Offense Posed Per Career Criminal (in 2002 Dollars)

Offense Mean (8) Standard Deviation Range
Murder 425768 1425546 0-11100 000
Rape 46524 201200 0-3587661
Robbery 14198 31494 0-245392
Aggravated assault 100 700 122021 0-731 696
Kidnapping 18 524 74989 0-673 592
Burglary 7486 9193 0-64 890
Larceny 3674 4831 0-41496
Motor vehicle theft 8110 14 063 0-120000
Arson 4307 21957 0-280896
Drunk driving 52674 66111 0-382024
Simple assault 47621 50023 0-316845
Child abuse 102022 198763 0-1198496

Total per career criminal 831608 1509175 494-11100 000
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TABLE Il Average Annual Criminal Justice Costs Per Offense Posed Per Career Criminal (in 2002 Dollars)

Offense Mean (8) Standard Deviation Range
Murder 16811 56285 0-434754
Rape 1284 5551 0-98983
Robbery 6231 13822 0-107 702
Aggravated assault 11413 13829 0-82928
Burglary 10802 13264 0-93625
Larceny 11313 14875 0-127764
Motor vehicle theft 5563 9647 0-82320
Vagrancy/disord conduct 1272 1620 0-13184
Prostitution 279 2423 0-36470
Drug violations 208153 360998 0-3949338
Possess stolen property 1489 6080 0-84371
Total per career criminal 274610 372942 721-4092 104

As indicated in Table 11, career criminals created an average of $274 610 in criminal
justice system-related costs for the included offenses. These costs were approximately one-
third of the total victim costs that they created. The aggregate criminal justice system costs
posed by the career criminals was $137 305000. Even among the high-rate offenders in this
sample, there is observable heterogeneity in their offending patterns and attendant criminal
justice system experiences. The highest rate offenders totaled 3 murder arrests, 31 rape
arrests, 14 robbery arrests, 16 aggravated assault arrests, 35 burglary arrests, 84 theft arrests,
24 motor vehicle theft arrests, and more than 100 arrests for nuisance-oriented crimes.
Overall, the costliest offender posed more than $4 million in criminal justice system related
costs.

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

Before discussing the implications of these findings, some admonitions about the limitations
of these data need to be addressed. First, estimates of the assorted monetized costs of crime
are, simply, estimates. Although we employed similar methodological procedures that others
have used in the literature (Cohen et al., 1994; Miller et al., 1996; Cohen, 1998; Post et al.,
2002), the costs of crime and its control can vary considerably across and within
jurisdictions. For example, judicial districts provide variable types of programs and services
for crime victims and are differentially vigilant in collecting monies from criminal offenders
to serve as restitution to crime victims, Similarly, incarceration costs vary widely across
criminal justice systems. These differences in judicial philosophy, political culture, victim
advocacy and resource mobilization, and cost of living can obviously influence the assorted
costs of crime. Second, 12 crimes were included in the current analysis based on
monetization estimates created by Cohen and his colleagues and NIDA. Unfortunately, this
excluded other costly criminal offenses, such as weapons possession, forgery, and fraud.
Furthermore, the habitual offenders used here had extensive histories of failing to appear in
court and failing to comply with the various conditions of sanctions such as bond, probation,
and parole. The exclusion of these offenses suggests that the current findings are conservative
underestimates of the actually victim and criminal justice system costs posed by high-rate
offenders. Third, although these offenders were arrested in multiple states M = 2.90, SD =
2.81, range = 1-25), they may not be generalizeable to offenders from other areas of the
country.
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Career criminals are disproportionately responsible for the majority of crime (Glueck &
Glueck, 1950; Wolfgang et al., 1972; Cemkovich et al., 1985; Wilson & Hermstein, 1985;
Greenwood & Turner, 1987; Haapanen, 1990; Moffitt, 1993; Robins, 1966; Tracy & Kempf-
Leonard, 1996; Cohen, 1998; DeLisi, 2001a, b). Curiously, prior research has generally
ignored the attendant victim and social costs that are a consequence of their large volume of
criminal offending. Using a cohort of serious offenders, we were able to quantify some of the
costs associated with their antisocial behavior. The aggregate victim costs, which included
tangible and intangible costs, equaled $415 804 000. The burden to pay off this criminal debt
fell directly onto the victim through hospital payments for physical and mental treatment, loss
of work related earnings, and emotional distress. An inordinate amount of resources, for this
cohort $137 305 000, was needed to arrest, prosecute, punish, and treat career criminals. Due
to time lost to incarceration, the chronic offenders here lost nearly $15 million in income. At
the individual-level, the average career criminal costs society more than $1.14 million a
finding comparable to Cohen’s (1998) estimate. The total costs exceeded $570 million.

The findings have clear implications for two competing areas of social service and
criminal justice, prevention, and retributive justice. If career criminals will cost victims and
taxpayers more than $1 million each, it behooves policy makers to appropriate funds to
programs with proven track records of success in preventing serious and violent behavior.
Since career criminals tend to demonstrate severe antisocial behavior in early childhood
effective strategies need to begin as early as conception (Hawkins et al., 1995). The landmark
Prenatal and Infancy Home Visitation by Nurses study by Olds ef al. (1998a) is one of the
most impressive efforts aimed at the prevention of the conduct that will contribute to career
criminality. Using an experimental design, treatment groups of impoverished, at-risk
pregnant women were serviced by nurse home visitors who helped the women improve their
prenatal health, the care provided to infants and toddlers, and the overall human development
of both the mothers and children. A matched contro} group received none of these services.
A 15-year follow-up revealed dramatic reductions in criminal and analogous behaviors for
the treatment group. Compared to the control group, there were 79 percent fewer reports of
child abuse and neglect, 44 percent fewer maternal substance abuse problems, 69 percent
fewer maternal arrests, 60 percent lower incidence of running away, and 56 percent fewer
arrests on the part of the children. In other words, the program sharply reduced the very risk
factors that tend to characterize the home environments of habitual offenders. The cost of the
program was recovered by the child’s fourth birthday and the total cost per family was $3200
(Olds et al., 1998b).

Experimental design programs have furnished impressive reductions in aggressive
behavior among children who have already demonstrated antecedent behaviors of chronic
criminality. For example, Satterfield e al. (1987) studied two groups of hyperactive 5-year
old boys who were medicated to controi their aggressive behavior. The parents of the boys
in the treatment group received parenting training specifically dealing with behavior
management. The boys received individual-, group-, and educational-therapy aimed toward
at learning, modeling, and adopting appropriate behavior to replace their aggressive behavior.
A 9-year follow-up indicated that the experimental boys were three times less likely than the
control group to be institutionalized for criminal behavior and also experienced significantly
fewer arrests for violent crimes. Other studies also found that the nascent criminal careers of
seriously antisocial, aggressive, and violent youth could be effectively precluded by cost-
effective programs that serve the delinquent youth, their family, and other social peers (for
reviews, see Brewer et al., 1995; Mihalic et al., 2001).

Prevention is the ideal approach to addressing career criminals because it is exceedingly
less expensive than criminal justice interventions, represents a more humanistic and proactive
approach to social problems, and, most importantly, it demonstratively precludes crime and
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victimization, Unfortunately, there are thousands of career criminals, like those in the current
study group, who appear far beyond prevention and even rehabilitation as means to motlify
their criminal conduct. Clearly, these career offenders are and should be the primary foci of
retributive justice policies such as life imprisonment and, where applicable, capital
punishment. The current criminal offenders were convicted of more than five felonies and
served more than three stints in prison each. Thus, from the standpoint of “three strikes and
you’re out” policies, the study group, on average, had exceeded this recidivism benchmark
by two additional felony convictions. For the most high-rate offenders, a life of crime
included dozens, at times even hundreds of arrests; years of community supervision; and
scores of commitments to jail and prison. For them, a life of crime was a longitudinal series
of offending and punishment. However, a life of crime also produced burdensome victim,
criminal justice, and social costs. Habitual offenders usually do not pay these tabs instead
they are passed on to society in a variety of ways (Anderson, 1999).

Doermner and Lab (2002, p. 1) suggested that, “Something not very funny happened on the
way to a formal system of justice. The victim got left out.” Unfortunately, this has also been
the case in scholarly investigations of career criminals. Many have documented that career
recidivists repeatedly violate the law, but few have attended to the concomitant victimization,
The victimization wrought by the worst offenders carries a hefty price tag averaging $1.14
miltion. The many qualitative consequences of these criminal victimization are incalculable.
In this sense, career criminals stand as one of the costliest groups in American society.
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