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Note From the Director 

Presented in the Sentencing Dynamics Study: A Sourcebook of Felony Szntencing Practices in Urban 
Texas - 1991 is a descriptive profile of felons sentenced in urban Texas during calendar year 1991. For the 
fITst time in the state's history. in-depth data has been collected on over 100 items of sentencing information 
- including court processing, disposition, incident, sentence, and offender characteristics - for a sample of 
over 7,700 offenders. The Criminal Justice Policy Council obtained a representative sample of offenders 
sentenced in Bexar, Dallas, EIPaso, Harris, Nueces, Tarrant, and Travis counties. The findings of the sample 
were extrapolated to the entire universe of 58,266 offenders convicted in these counties. Early findings from 
this study have been used by the Texas Punishment Standards Commission to develop legislative 
recommendations for restructuring the Penal Code. 

The report is divided into five sections to facilitate the understanding of complex data. Section I is 
an introduction reviewing the scientific methodology of the study. Section IT is an overview comparing 
sentencing patterns of the counties in the study. Section ill examines the offense characteristics and 
sentencing dispositions of the 58,266 offenders represented in the study. Section IV examines the 
demographic characteristics and criminal history of the offenders within offense and sentence categories. 
Section V explores the characteristics of victims affected by the crimes committed by the offenders studied. 
Finally, for those interested in more detailed information, in-depth analyses are presented in tables in the 
Appendix. 

Highlights of some of the major findings in the study are discussed below. 

County Overvit;D: 

Harris County contributed the largest proportion of offenders in the seven counties.:. 

Harris County convicted more felons in 1991 than Bexar, EI Paso, Nueces, Tarrant 
and Travis Counties combined. Harris County convicted more offenders per 100,000 of the 
county's population than any county studied (1,222 vs. 985 for Dallas County, the second 
highest conviction rate per 100,000 population). 

Harris County contributed the largest proportion among the seven counties of offenders 
sentenced to prison with no prior felony convictions and with sentences of five years or Ie~s. 

Harris County sentenced more offenders to prison than Bexar, El Paso, Nueces, 
Tarrant and Travis County combined. Of all offenders with no prior felonies, a higher 
percentage were sentenced to prison in Harris County than in any other county (24% 
compared to 21 % overall). Harris county sentenced 3,560 offenders to prison with no prior 
felonies - almost three times more than Dallas County, the second largest contributor. 
Additionally, 11 % of the offenders sentenced to prison from Harris County received two year 
sentences (the largest percentage among the counties), and almost three-fourths of the 
offenders with no prior felonies received sentences of five years or less (also the highest 
proportion among the counties). Harris County contributed 56% of the 10,023 offenders 
sentenced to prison for five years or less from the seven largest counties. 
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The Offense 

Most offenders sentenced to prison were sentenced for offenses traditionally defined as non­
violent. 

In 1991, there were 58,266 felons convicted in the seven urban counties studied. 
Almost one-half of these offenders (49%) were sentenced to prison, one-quarter received 
deferred adjudication, and the remaining offenders received probation (23%) or jail (2%). 
Offenders convicted of homicide orrobbery were sentenced to prison at the highest rate (74% 
each); yet homicide and robbery offenders combined represented a small percentage of all 
the felons sentenced to prison (13%). Drug possession, burglary and theft offenders 
comprised the majority of offenders sentenced to prison (57%). 

Drug possession cases accounted for almost one-fourth of all felony convictions. 

Approximately 23% of offenders were convicted for drug possession - the most 
frequent offense of conviction. Possession of small quantities of powder or crack cocaine 
accounted for a majority of the possession violations - 55% of the offenders convicted of drug 
possession were convicted for 0.5 grams or less of cocaine, and 54% of these offenders were 
sentenced to prison. 

The Qffender 

African-Americans had a higher conviction rate per 100,000 Afdcan-American adults than 
either Anglos or Hispanics. 

The conviction rate per 100,000 adults in each racial/ethnic group was over six times 
higher for African-Americans than for Anglos, and four and one-half times higher than for 
Hispanics. Prison sentences per 100,000 adults in each racial/ethnic group were over eight 
and one-half times higher for African Americans than for Anglos, and five times higher than 
for Hispanics. 

IV[ore Anglos and Hispanics were convicted for property offenses than any other type of offense; 
whereas more African-Americans were convicted for drug offenses than any other offense. 

Forty-five percent of the Hispanic offenders and 44% of the Anglo offenders were 
convicted for property crimes. Forty-three percent of African-American offenders were 
convicted of drug offenses, compared with 28% of Anglo offenders and 27% of Hispanic 
offenders. 

More offenders with prior felony convictions were sentenced to prison than offenders with no 
prior felony convictions, regardless of offense type. 

Over 90% of the offenders with a prior prison sentence and 70% of the offenders 
whose most serious prior punishment was probation were sentenced to prison, compared to 
21 % of the offenders with no prior felony history. Offenders convicted forrobbm-y (a violent 
offense) had the highest percentage of prior violent offenses, followed by offenders convicted 
for sexual assault (14.5%). Overall, 10% of all offenders had a prior violent conviction and 
90% of these offenders were sentenced to prison. 

£G&i 
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Most offenders sentenced to prison had "recycled" through the correctional system. 

Of the offenders sentenced to prison, 63 % were under probation or parole supervision 
when they committed the offense for which they were convicted. Offenders convicted for 
property (76%) and drug offenses (59%) had the highest percentages of offenders under 
pro bation orparole supervision when they committed the offense that led to a prison sentence. 
Fifty-two percent of the felons sentenced to prison for a violent offense were under felony 
supervision when they committed their new offense. 

The Victim 

... 

A lalrge number of persons suffered injury, damage, or loss due to the criminal activities of the 
convicted felons 

A total of35,756 persons suffered injury, damage, or loss as a result of a criminal act 
committed by one of the 58,266 felons in the study. There were 10,396 persons physically 
injured and 1,040 persons killed. The most frequently occurring offense committed against 
an individual was burglary (28 %). Theft accounted for 21 % of the offenses against personal 
victims, robbery 14%, and assault 13%. The median value of the personal property lost or 
damaged was $600. . 

Tnroughout 1993, the Criminal Justice Policy Council will continue to develop in-depth analyses of 
different topics using the information from this study. These topical studies will provide comprehensive 
analyses of salient criminal justice issues facing Texas. 

Tony Fabelo, Ph.D. 
Executive Director 
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PURPOSE 

SENTENCING DYNAMICS STUDY: 
A SOURCEBOOK OF FELONY SENTENCING PRACTICES 

IN UIrn . .tlli TEXAS--1991 

'P' 

In House Bill 93, the 72nd Texas Legislature (2nd Called Session, Summer 1991) mandated the 
Criminal Justice Policy Council : 

... to prepare a study on ... statewide sentencing dynamics. The report must include a detailed 
profile offelons sentenced to the institutional division and felons placed on probation. The 
policy council shall design the study to provide the legislature with infonnation necessary 
to perform a properrevision of the Penal Code and statutes relating to sentencing in criminal 
cases. 

HB93 also created the Texas Punishment Standards Commission to review the Texas Penal Code and 
recommend revisions. T;) assist the Texas Punishment Standards Commission in fulfilling its mandate, 
the Criminal Justice Policy Council was authorized to submit early findings on sentencing dynamics 
to the Commission. 

In 1992, the Criminal Justice Policy Council presented the Texas Punishment Standards Commission 
with six reports analyzing current trends and critical areas of the Texas criminal justice system. The 
Criminal Justice Policy Council also provided on-going research support that assisted the Texas 
Punishment Standards Commission in their wurk. The information contained in this Sourcebook 
represents a comprehensive profile of offenders receiving felony deferred adjudication or a felony 
sentence in seven major metropolitan counties in Texas. The seven cou.nties (Bexar, Dallas, EI Paso, 
Harris, Nueces, Tarrant, and Travis) accounted for approximately 58% of the total population of 
felons convicted in Texas in 1991. 

PROCESS 

Sampling: To initiate the sampling procedure, the names and offenses of all felons convicted 
between January 1, 1991 and September 30, 1991 were obtained from each county. Convictions 
were grouped by offender and sentencing event. A sentencing event is the point at which the court 
defers adjudication or sentences all offenses disposed against the defendant. Each sentencing event 
may contain one or more offenses. The sample selected, as mandated by the legislature, represented 
the offenses committed and sentences received for each sentencing event an offender experienced. 
It is possible for an offender to have had more than one sentencing event during the sampling period. 
For example, an offender who was convicted and sentenced to ten years probation in January, 1991 
and was subsequently convicted and sentenced to prison for a new offense in June, 1991 had two 
sentencing events within the sampling period. This offender would be represented twice in the total 
universe, once for the January sentencing event, and once for the June sentencing event. A total of 
0.4% of offenders are represented twice in the sample. 

The next step in the sampling procedure was to determine the type of offenses to be sampled. Given 
that many offenses, such as kidnapping and arson, have very low conviction frequencies compared 
to other offenses (such as theft or burglary) ten offense categories were selected for the sample. 
Analysis of each universe showed that the most serious offense comitted by the majority of offenders 
fell into one of the ten categories listed below. The most serious offense was defined according to 
the nature of the crime, the punishment ranges specified in the Texas Penal Code, and the sentence 
given. 

CJPC Sentencing DYIUlmics Study 
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Table 1 

Offense Percentage of Universe 

Assault/Family Violence 
Burglary 
Drug 
DWI/DUI 
Fraud/Forgery 
Homicide 
Larceny/UUMV 
Robbery 
Indecency 
Sexual Assault 
Other (not sampled) 

5.7% 
16.7% 
32.5% 
4.8% 
6.3% 
1.9% 

15.7% 
5.9% 
1.3% 
2.5% 
6.7% 

The total number of offenders convicted for a felony in one of the ten categories were then randomly 
sampled within each offense category and each county. A total of 7,729 defendants were sampled 
for the study (13%). 

Table 2 

County . Total Defendants Receiving Defendants 
ConvictionslDeferred Sampled 
Adjudications in 19.91 

Bexar 4,610 937 
Dallas l3,785 1,983 
EIPaso 1,971 552 
Harris 25,697 2,365 
Nueces 1,564 381 
Tarrant 6,853 784 
Travis 3,786 Jl:L 
TOTAL 58,266 7,729 

Data Collection: During the initial stages of the study, the Criminal Justice Policy Council, with 
the assistance of the Texas District and County Attorneys' Association, established an advisory team 
composed of prosecutors from each of the seven counties. The advisory team consulted with the 
Criminal Justice Policy Council research team on: 

+ Data collection instrument design 
+ Most serious offense categorization 
+ Sample selection (offenses included in universe of cases) 
+ Data collection and data cleaning 

The Criminal Justice Policy Council then contracted with each county to collect the data necessary 
to complete the study. Approximately 125 prosecutors and administrative staff were employed in 
this process. All data was cleaned and analyzed using validity and consistency checks. The sample 
was weighted by a factor equivalent to the proportion each county and offense contributed to the total 
universe. The data analyzed for the study reflect the total universe of felony offenders sentenced for 
the seven counties in 1991 (58,266 offenders). 

CJPC Sentencing Dynamics Study 
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DEFINfnONS AND KEY CONCEPTS 

The Sentencing Dynamics Study is an offender-based study which provides a detailed profile 
of felons sentenced in urban Texas. Information on offense and incident characteristics, offender 
and victim characteristics and county comparisons is presented. Each section of the report represents 
an independent descriptive analysis of the variables affecting sentencing. Future studies will analyze 
how the interrelationships among different variables impact sentencing patterns. 

The following terms are used throughout the sourcebook. 

Conviction: A conviction is any deferred adjudication or sentence to probation, prison, or jail. A 
sentence does not include modification of probation or technical parole violations. 

Criminal History: The criminal history of the offender is categorized by the type of prior felony 
sentence received by the offender. Each criminal history category is defined below. 

No Prior Felony: Offenders in the no prior felony category have had no prior convictions or 
have been convicted of a misdemeanor offense only. 

Prior Probation Only: The prior felony convictions of offenders in the prior probation only 
category have led to probation sentences or deferred adjudications. Offenders in this 
category have no prior prison sentence. 

Prior Prison: The prior felony convictions of offenders in the prior prison category have led 
to at least one prison sentence. Offenders in this category may have a prior probation sentence 
in addition to a prior prison sentence. A prior prison sentence includes all sentences to prison 
which were served out in county jail. 

Most Serious Offense (Primary Offense): For defendants with multiple convictions in a single 
sentencing event, the most serious offense was determined by the nature of the crime, the punishment 
ranges specified in the Texas Penal Code and the sentence given. Offenders are classified according 
to the most serious offense for which they were convicted. 

Offense Type: All offenses are categorized into the five general offense types listed below. 
Violent: Homicide, Sexual Assault, Robbery, Assault/Family Violence 
Property: Burglary, Forgery/Fraud, Theft 
Drug: Possession, Delivery, Other 
Indecency: Indecency with a Child by Contact, Indecency with a Child by Exposure 
DWI: Felony Driving-While-Intoxicated, Felony Driving-Under-the-Influence 

Offense Categories: 
Homicide 
Sexual Assault 
Robbery 
Assault & Family Violence 
Burglary 
Forgery/Fraud 
Theft 
Drug Possession 
Drug Delivery 
Indecency with a Child 
Driving-While-Intoxicated 

CJPC Selllencing Dynamics Study 
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Prison: A sentence to the Texas Department of Criminal Justice (Institutional Division) is considered 
prison. Shock probation and shock incarceration sentences are not considered to be prison sentences. 

Non-Prison: Any deferred adjudication or sentence to probation, shock probation, shock incarcera­
tion, or jail is considered a non-prison sentence. 

Rate: A rate is the number of occurances in a county divided by the relevant popUlation in the county. 
Rates allow for comparison among counties with different population sizes. 

Sentencing Event: A sentencing event is the point at which the court sentences all offenses disposed 
against the defendant. Each sentencing event may contain one or more offenses. 

Symbols: Symbols preceed the explanatory text on each page of the report. These symbols indicate 
the type of information found in the bullet. The meaning of each symbol is listed below. 

• provides an explanation of information found on the related chart 

v provides additional clarification and detail to information found on the related chart 

o provides pertinent information not directly referenced in the chart 

Rounding: Since the study is offender-based and jnvolves a large number of people, categories are 
be rounded up or down to reflect a whole person. As a result, numbers and percentages within 
categories and tables may at times vary from the total by one or two offenders. 

Other Sources of Information: The sampling universe, adult criminal justice population totals and 
pressure, and population rates were calculated utilizing information from the following sources: 

County Clerks' Offices for all counties studied 
Texas Commission on Jail Standards 

Texas Department of Criminal Justice, Community Justice Assistance Division 
Texas Department of Criminal Justice, Institutional Division 

Texas Department of Criminal Justice, Pardons and Paroles Division 
Texas Department of Health, Bureau of State Health Data and Policy Analysis 

Texas Department of Public Safety, Crime Records Division 

CIPC Sentencing Dynamics Study 
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The County Overview compares the sentencing patterns of the seven counties selected for Sentencing 
Dynamics Study (Bexar, Dallas, EI Paso, Harris, Nueces, Tarrant, and Travis). Specific topics address the 
rate at which felons are convicted, the rate at which convicted felons are sentenced to prison, the type of 
offenses committed, the sentence received and the criminal history of offenders. All offense type data relates 
to the most serious offense for which the offender was convicted. 

In this section, as well as throughout this report, a conviction is defined as any sentence 10D deferred 
adjudication, probation, prison or jail. A convicted felon is, therefore, an offender who received a deferred 
adjudication, probation, prison or jail sentence as a result of a felony disposition. 

Rates are used to provide information on the frequency with which offenders were convicted of a felony 
("convicted felon rate") and sentenced to prison ("felons sentenced to prison rate"). A rate allows for 
comparison among counties with different population sizes by measuring the occurrence of an event holding 
the population constant. The convicted felon rate shows the number of offenders convicted of a felony offense 
for every 100,000 adults in the county's population. The rate offdons sentenced to prison shows the number 
of offenders sentenced to prison for every 100,000 adults in the county's population. 

The offenses committed by offenders have been categorized into the following five offense types: 

Violent: 
Property: 
Drugs: 
Indecency: 
DWI: 

Homicide, Sexual Assault, Robbery, Assault 
Burglary, Forgery/Fraud, Theft 
Possession, Delivery, Other 
Indecency with a Child by Contact, Indecency with a Child by Exposure 
Felony Driving-While-Intoxici:1ted, Felony Driving Under the Influence 

Additional terms used in this section are defined below. 

Adult Population: 

Prison: 

Non- Prison: 

Race/Ethnicity: 

No Prior Felony: 

Prior Probation 
Only: 

Prior Prison: 

The adult population includes all residents seventeen years of age and 
older. 

A sentence to the Texas Department of Criminal Justice (Institutional 
Division) is considered a prison sentence. Prison does not include 
shock probation or shock incarceration sentences. 

A. sentence to deferred adjudication, probation, shock probation, 
shock incarceration, or jail is considered a non-prison sentence. 

Race/ethnicity is categorized according to the Texas Department of 
Health classifications of African-American, Anglo and Hispanic. Anglo 
includes all Asians, Native Americans and Pacific Islanders. 

Offenders in the no prior felony cate gory have had no prior convictions 
or have previously been convicted of a misdemeanor offense only. 

Offenders in the prior probation only category have had prior probation 
sentences only. Offenders in this category have no prior prison 
sentences. 

Offenders in the prior prison category have had atleast one prior prison 
sentence. Offenders in this category may have a prior probation 
sentence in addition to a prior prison sentence. A prior pris on sentence 
includes all sentences to prison which were served out in county jail. 

CJPC Sentencing Dynamics Study 
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Chart 1: Total State Populatioll 

REMAINING t/:I:ttl:l:l:ltt.lttW 
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Chart 2: Court Selltences ill Texas 

REMAINING Alii 
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Travis 3% 

Tarrant 7% 

1Jd,dd,d1 Nueces 2% 

Harris 17% 

El Paso 3% 

Dallas 11% 

Bexar 7% 

~==::tl Travis 3% 

Tarrant 7% 

Nueces 2% 

Harris 25% 

EI Paso 2% 

DaBas 14% 

Bexar 5% 

What is the percentage of the 
Texas population living in the 
seven counties studied? 

• The seven counties in the study ac­
counted for 50.1 % of the total adult 
population in Texas. 
V Harris County accounted for 17% 

of the total adult population of the 
state. 

o The Texas adult population in 1991 
was 12,624,989. The total adult 
population in 1991 of the seven co un­
ties studied was 6,320,341. 

(.'; The most populous county in the 
study was Harris County which con­
tributed 33% of the total adult popu­
lation of the seven counties. 

What percentage of the offend~ 
ers in Texas are disposed in the 
seven counties in the study? 

• The seven counties in the study ac­
counted for approximately 58.2% of 
the court sentences in Texas for cal­
endar year 1991. 

• Four of the state's 254 counties com­
prised a majority of felons sentenced 
(Hanis, Dallas, Tarrant, and Bexar 
Counties: 51%). 

CJPC Sentel/cillg Dynamics Study 
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How do the seven counties stud­
ied compare in the number of 
felony offenders convicted? 

• Harris County accounted for the high­
est percentage of felony offenders 
convicted from the seven counties 
(44%). 
V' Harris County convicted more of­

fenders than Bexar, EI Paso, 
Tarrant, Travis, and Nueces 
Counties combined. 

• Harris, Dallas, and Tarrant Counties 
combined accounted for 80% of the 
felony offenders from the seven coun­
ties. 

How do the seven counties stud­
ied compare in rate of convicted 
felons per 100,000 adults in the 
population? 

• Harris County convicted the highest 
proportion of their adult population, 
followed by Dallas, Travis, and 
Tarrant Counties. 
V' 'The convicted felon rate shows 

thenumber of adults convicted of 
afelonyoffenseperlOO,OOOadults 
in me population. 

V" For every 100,000 adults in Har­
ris County, 1,/.22 were convicted 
ofafelony. 

CJPC Sellfellcillg DYllamics Study 
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Chart 3: COllvicted Felolls/rom the Sevell Coullties 
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Chart 4: COllvicted FelollS per 100,000 Adult Populatioll 
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Chart 5: Convicted Felons Sentenced to Prison From Seven Counties 
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Chart 6: Convicted Felons Sentenced to Prison per 100,000 Adult Poplllation 
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How do the seven counties com­
pare in the number of felony of­
fenders sentenced to prison? 

• Harris County sentenced to prison 
the highest number of offenders from 
the seven counties. 

s Harris County, Dallas County, and 
Tarrant County accounted for 82% 
of the offenders sent to prison from 
the seven counties. 

How do the seven counties com­
pare in the rate of offenders sen­
tenced to prison per 100,000 adult 
population? 

• Harris County sentenced to prison 
the highest proportion of their adult 
population, followed by Dallas 
County, Tarrant County, and Travis 
County. 
¥' The sentenced to prison rate 

shows the number of adults sen­
tenced to prison per 100,000 
adults in the population. 

¥' For every 100,000 adults in Har­
ris County, 635 were sentenced to 
prison. 

CJPC Sentencing Dynamics Stlldy 
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How do the sentences given to 
felony offenders differ among the 
counties? 

e Tarrant and Harris Counties each 
sentenced over 50% of their felony 
offenders to prison . 

., Dallas County sentenced the highest 
percentage of offenders to deferred 
adjudication (35%) . 

• Travis County sentenced 36% of 
felony offenders to probation. the 
highest percentage of any county in 
the study . 

• Travis County sentenced 4% of its 
felony offenders to jail (the highest 
percentage of the seven counties). 
followed by Harris County (3%). 
Tarrant County (2%), and Nueces 
County (1 %). 

How does the length of prison 
sentences given to offenders dif­
fer among the counties? 

() Harris County had the largest per­
centage of offenders sentenced to 
prison for five years or less (42%). 
V' 11 % of all Harris County offend-

ers sentenced to prison received a 
sentence of two years. 

• EI Paso County had the highest per­
centage of offenders sentenced to 
prison with sentences longer than 
ten years (47%), followed by Bexar 
County (46%) and Nueces County 
(44%). 

CJPC Sentencing Dynamics Study 

Chart 7: Sentence by County 

Bexar 

DaHas 

EI Paso 

Harris 

Nueces 

Tarrant 

Travis 

B! DC! Deferred I<'@ 
~ Prison ~ Adudlcation ~ Probation g Jail 

Chart 8: Prison Sentence Length by County 
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How do offense types differ 
among the seven counties? 

• Tarrant County had the highest per­
centage of convictions for violent 
offenses (21 %). 

• El Paso County had the highest per­
centage of convictions for property 
offenses (54%). 

• Harris County had the highest p.\r­
centage of convictions for drug crimes 
(40%). 
V' On the whole, property offenders 

comprised i1le largest percentage 
of offenders for every county ex­
cept Harris County. 

• Travis County had the highest per­
centage of offenders convicted for 
driving-while-intoxicated (8%). 

e Travis County had the highest per­
centage of offenders convicted for 
indecency (3%). 

CJPC Sentencing Dynamics Study 
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Chart 10: Race by General Population, Populatioll of Convicted Felolls, alld Populatioll of 
COllvicted FelollS Sentellced to Prisoll 
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• African-American Kl Anglo !mlHispanic 

How does the racial mix in the general population, in the convicted population, 

• 1.n all the counties, African­
Americans were convicted in 
larger proportions than theirper­
centage of the population. 

CJPC Selltelleing Dynamics Study 

• Harris County had the highest 
percentage of African-American 
offenders convicted (55%) and 
sentenced to prison. (62%). 

• Although Anglos were a major­
ity of the adult population in 
Dallas County (67%), Harris 
County (62%), Tarrant County 
(79%), and Travis County 
(71 %), they did not constitute a 
majority of the offendel !illpula­
tion from these four "s'Jllties. 
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and in the population sentenced to prison differ among counties? 

• Tarrant County had the highest 
percentage of Anglo offenders 
convicted (47%) and the highest 
percentage sentenced to prison 
(40%). 

• Except for Dallas County and Har ~ 
ris County ,mspanicoffenders were 
convictt>,dinlargerproportions than 
their percentage in the population. 

It mspanics accounted for1.e majority 
of offenders in El Paso, Nueces, and 
Bexar Counties. 

CJPC Sentencing DYllOmics Study 
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How does criminal history of con­
victed felons diUer by county? 

o Among the seven counties, EI Paso 
County had thelUghostperccnlItgeof 
offenders with no pnor felony con­
victions (73%) . 

• Travis (47%), TamUlt (45%), and 
Dallas (45 %) Counties had the iarg­
est percentages of offenders with 
prior felony convictions. 

How does the criminal history of 
offenders sentenced to prison 
differ by county? 

• With the exceptionofElPaso County , 
the majority of offenders sentenced 
to prisonhada prior prison sentence. 
V 49% of the offenders sentenced to 

prison from El Paso had a prior 
prison sentence. 

• Of offenders sentenced to prison from 
El Paso County, 33% had no prior 
felony convictions, the largest per­
centage am~ng the counties. 

• Of offenders sentenced to prison from 
Travis County, 18% had no prior 
felony convictions, the smallest per­
centage among the counths. 

CJPC Selltellcing Dynamics Study 
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Chart 11: Criminal History of Call vic ted FelollS by COllllty 
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Chart 13: Prior FelollY COl/victiollS of Offellders 
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For all offenders with no prior 
felony convictions, how does the 
prison/non-prison decision dif­
fer among the counties? 
o Overall, 21 % of the 33,149 offenders 

with no prior felony convictions were 
sentenced to prison . 

• Harris County sentenced the largest 
percentage of offenders withno prior 
felony convictions to prison (24%). 
v Harris County sentenced 3,560 

offenders with no prior felony 
convictions to prison --almost 
three times more than Dallas 
County, the second largest con­
tributor . 

• Travis County sentenced the small­
est percentage of offenders with no 
prior felony convictions to prison 
(15%). 

Chart 14: Offellders with No Prior FelollY COllvictiollS by Coullty by Selltellce 
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What type of offenses are committed 
by offenders sentenced to prison with 
no prior felony convictions? 

• Of offenders sentenced to prison with no 
prior felony convictions from Travis 
County, 45% were violent offenders, the 
highest percentage among the counties. 

• Of offenders sentenced to prison with no 
prior felony convictions from Tarrant 
County, 54% were drug offenders, the 
highest percentage among the counties. 

9 Of offenders sentenced to prison with no 
prior felony convictions from Travis 
County, 39% were property offenders , the 
highest percentage among the counties. 

• Of offenders sentenced to prison with no 
prior felony convictions from Travis 
County, 4% were indecency offenders, 
the highest percentage among the coun­
ties. 

• Of offenders sentenced to prison with no 
prior felony convictions from Bexar 
County, 6% were driving-while-intoxi­
cated offenders, the highest percentage 
among the counties. 

What is the sentence length of of­
fenders sentenced to prison wit.h no 
prior felony convictions? 

• Of offenders sentenced to prison with no 
prior felony convictions from Harris 
COlmty, 73% received sentences of five 
years or less, the largest percentage among. 
the counties. 
v' 27% of offenders with no prior felony 

convictions sentenced to prison from 
RlllTis County received sentences of 
two years . 

• Of offenders sentenced to prison with no 
prior felony convictions from EI Paso 
County, 27% received sentences of more 
than ten years, the largest percentage 
among the counties. 

o Harris County comprised 56% of the 
10,023 offenders sentenced to prison for 
five years or less from the seven counties. 

CJPC Sentencing Dynamics Stlldy 

Chart 15: Offenders Sentenced to Prison with No Prior Felony Convictions by Offellse Type 
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Chart 16: Offenders Sentenced to Prison with No Prior Felony Convictions by Sentence Length 
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The Offense provides descriptive infonnation on the crime for which the offender was convicted. Specific 
questions address felony convictions by offense type, the frequency with which specific offenses were 
committe.d, the characteristics of the offense and the sentence received. All data relates to the most serious 
offense for which the offender was convicted. 

All comparisons in this section are based on the offense alone. No consideration has been given to the 
mitigating factors which may have affected the sentence an offender received. 

Offenses w,ere analyzed according to specific offense categories as well as by offense type. The five general 
offense types are: 

Violent: 
Property: 
Drug: 
Indecency: 
DWI: 

Homicide, Sexual Assault, Robbery, Assault/Family Violence 
Burglary, Forgery/Fraud, Theft 
Possession, Delivery, Other 
Indecency with a Child by Contact, Indecency with a Child by Expos; re 
Felony Driving-While-Intoxicated, Felony Driving-Under-the-Influence 

Specific offense groups include: 

Homicide: 

Sexual Assault: 

RobbelY: 
Assault: 
Burglary: 

Forgery/Fraud: 
Theft: 

Drug Possession: 

Drug Delivery: 

Other Drug: 

Indecency: 

DWI: 

Capital Murder, Murder, Voluntary Manslaughter, Involuntary Man­
slaughter, Attempted Murder 
Aggravated Sexual Assault, Aggravated Sexual Assault of a Child, 
Sexual Assault, Attempted Sexual Assault 
Aggravated Robbery, Robbery, Attempted Robbery 
Aggravated Assault, Injury to a Child, Injury to Elderly 
Burglary of a Residence, Burglary of a Building, Burglary of a Motor 
Vehicle, Attempted Burglary of Residence, Building or Motor Vehicle 
Forgery, Forgery by Passing, Fraud, Welfare Fraud, Credit Card Abuse 
Theft, Theft Repeat Offender, Theft $750 to $20,000, Theft over 
$20,000, Unauthorized Use of a Motor Vehicle 
Possession of a Controlled Substance, Conspiracy to Possess a Con­
trolled Substance 
Delivery of a Controlled Substance, Possession with Intent to Deliver 
a Controlled Substance~ Conspiracy to Deliver a Controlled Substance 
Manufacture of a Controlled Substance, megal Investment, Obtain 
Drugs by Fraudulent Prescription, and Tax Stamp Violation 
Indecency with a Child by Contact, Indecency with a Child by 
Exposure, Attempted Indecency with a Child, Incest 
Felony Driving-While-Intoxicated, Felony Driving Under the Influ­
ence 

Except in the analysis of drug specific offenses, the categories of drug delivery and other drug offense are 
combined. 

A clarification of terms used in this section is listed below. 

Multiple Offenses: The offender was convicted of two or more felony offenses. The 
offenses for which an offender was convicted mayor may not fall into 
the same offense type categories. 

CJPC Sentencing Dynamics Study 
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Incident: 

Aggravated (36) 
Offense: 

Aggravated Drug 
Offense: 

Weapon Involved: 

l'ictim: 

CJPC Sentencing Dynamics Study 

CFT 

The incident pertains to the elements involved in the commission of the 
offense. These elements include weapon involvement, personal and 
business victimization, victim injury or death, commission of multiple 
offenses, value of property lost or damaged and the amount of drug for 
which the offender was convicted. 

An aggravated offense is defined under Section 30, Article 42.12 of 
the Code of Criminal Procedure. Aggravated offenses include capital 
murder, aggravated sexual assault, aggravated robbery, aggravated 
kidnapping and any felony offense for which the court enters an 
affirmative finding that a deadly weapon was used or exhibited during 
the commission of the offense. 

An offender commits an aggravated drug offense if the amount of the 
substance possessed or delivered is greater than or equal to: 

Twenty-eight (28) grams for penalty group I and IT substances; 
Two hundred (200) grams for penalty group III and IV substances; 
Fifty (50) pounds for marijuana. 

A weapon is involved in the commission of the offense if the offender 
possessed, exhibited, threatened or used one or more weapons during 
the offense. 

A victim is any individual or business entity that suffers damage, injury 
or loss as a direct result of a criminal act. 
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How many convicted felony of­
fenders are in the seven counties 
studied and what sentences do 
they receive? 

• In calendar year 1991, there were 
58,266 felons convicted in the seven 
counties studied. 
1/ 49% of all offenders convicted 

were sentenced to prison. 
• "Prison" in this study did not include 

probation sentences with a prison 
component (shock probation, boot 
camp). However, offenders sentenced 
to prison may actually have ser,'ed 
their time in county jail due to capac­
ity limitations in the state prison 
system. These offenders are classi­
fied in the "prison" category. 

• Deferred adjudication accounted for 
50.5% of the non-prison sentences 
and 26% of the total sentences given 
to convicted felons. 

• Probation sentences accounted for 
45.5% of non-prison sentences and 
23% of the total sentences given to 
convicted felons. 

e Jail sentences accounted for 4% of 
non-prison sentences and 2% of the 
total sentences given to convicted 
felons. 

e; 20% of all probation sentences 
required a jail stay as a condition 
of probation. 

CJPC Selltcncing Dynamics Study 
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What is the distribution of con­
victed felony offenders within 
offense types? 

• The majority of offenders were sen­
tencedforproperty (41.5%) and drug 
(35%) crimes. 

How are offender§ sentenced 
within offense types? 

• 1he majority of drug (51 %) and vio­
lent (57%) offenders were sentenced 
to prison. 

• Almost half (47%) of property of­
fenders were sentenced to prison. 

• The majority of indecency (69%) and 
driving-while-intoxicated (74%) of­
fenders were given non-prison sen­
tences. 
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How do sentences given to of­
fenders differ by offense cat­
egory? 

• 74% of offenders convicted of a ho­
micide or robbery were sentenced to 
prison. 

• Assault and indecency offenses were 
the only crimes overtly involving 
vil!tims where amajority of offenders 
were given deferred adjudication or 
sentenced to probation. 

• More offenders received deferred ad­
judication than probation for every 
offense category except drug offenses. 
o Deferred adjudication is not an 

option for driving-while-intoxi­
cated offenders. 

o Offenders sentenced to jail for of­
fenses other than driving-while-in­
toxicated were sentenced under ar­
ticle 12.44(a) of the Texas Penal 
Code which allows third degree fel­
ons to be punishedasmisdemeanants. 

• No offenders convicted of drug pos­
session or sexual assault received jail 
sentences. 

CJPC Sentencing Dynamics Study 
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'What are the most frequently 
occurring offenses of conviction? 

41 Drug Possession 
it' 23% of offenders were convicted 

for drug possession as their most 
serious offense. 

o 10,484 offenders (18%) were con­
victed for possession of powder/ 
crack cocaine less than twenty­
eight grams--the most frequent 
specific crime. 

• Burglary 
it' 18% of offenders were convicted 

for burglary as their most serious 
offense. 

o 6.6% were convicted for burglary 
of a habitation, 5.7 % for burglary 
of a building, and 5.7% for bur­
glary of a motor vehicle. 

• Theft 
it' 17% of offenders were f.onvicted 

for theft as their most serious of­
fense. 

o 4,495 offenders (8%) were con­
victed of theft $750-$20,000. 

(.) 2,509 offenders (4%) were con­
victed of unauthorized use of a 
motor vehicle. 

o 1,565 offenders (3%) were con­
victed of repeat theft (enhanced 
due to two prior misdemeanor theft 
convictions). 

• Drug Deliv~ 
V 12% of offenders were convicted 

for drug delivery or other drug 
crimes such as manufacturing as 
their most serious offense. 

CJPC Sentencing Dy/lamics Study 
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Chart 21: Most Frequent OffellSes for Offenders Sentenced to Prison 
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What are the most frequently 
occurring offenses of conviction 
for offen ders sentenced to prison? 

• Drug Possession 
t/ 22% of offenders sentenced to 

prison were convicted for drug 
possession as their most serious 
offense. 

o 5,124 offenders sentenced to 
prison (18%) were convicted for 
possession of powder/crack co­
caine less than twenty-eight 
grams--the most frequent specific 
crime for offenders sentenced to 
prison. 

• Burgld~ 
t/ 19.5% of offenders sentenced to 

prison were convicted for bur­
glary as their most serious of­
fense. 

o 8% of offenders were convicted 
for burglary of ahabitation, 6.5% 
for burglary of a building, and 5% 
for burglary of a motor vehicle. 

• Theft 
t/ 16% of offenders sentenced to 

prison wert! convicted for theft as 
their most serious offense. 

o 1,829 offenders sentenced to 
prison (6%) were convicted of 
theft $750-$20,000. 

o 1,144 offenders sentenced to 
prison (4%) were convicted of 
unauthorized use of a motor ve­
hicle. 

(.) 1,253 offenders sentenced to 
prison (4%) were convicted of 
repeat theft (enhanced due to prior 
misdemeanor theft convictions). 

• Drug Delivery 
V' 15% of offenders sentenced to 

prison were convicted for drug 
delivery or other drug crimes as 
their most serious offense. 

• Robbery 
V' 10% of offenders sentenced to 

prison were convicted for rob­
bery--the most frequent violent 
offense. 

(; 1,478 offenders sentenced to 
prison (5%) were convicted for 
aggravated (3G) robbery. 

CIPC Sentencing Dynamics Study 
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How many offenders are con­
victed of more than one felony in 
a sentencing event? 

o A total of 9,413 (16%) offenders 
were convicted of more than one 
felony offense in their sentencing 
event, accounting for 22,510 felony 
convictions. 
V' Offenders with multiple convic­

tions averaged 2.4 convictions 
per event. 

.... The highest number of convic­
tions in a sentencing event was 
18. 

o Multiple felony offenders were clas­
sified in two categories based on the 
~ of felonies committed. 
6/' Multiple Different--Offenders 

were convicted of two or more 
felonies with the additional con­
victions being different than the 
most serious offense. 

V Multiple Similar --Offenders were 
convicted of two or more felonies 
with at least one of the additional 
felonies being in the same offense 
type as the most serious offense. 

o Overall, 3% of offenders had mul­
tiplefelony convictions different than 
their most serious offense, and 13% 
of offenders had multiple felony con­
victions with at least one conviction 
being similar to their most serious 
offense. 

Does the number of offenders 
with multiple convictions vary 
by offense type? 

• Violent offenders had the highest 
proportion of offenders convicted of 
multiple offenses (22%). 
V 15.5% of the violent offenders 

were convicted of multiple vio­
lent offenses . 

• Indecency offenders had the second 
highest proportion of offenders con­
victed of multiple offenses (21 %). 
.... 19% of the indecency offenders 

were convicted of two or more 
indecency offenses, the largest 
proportion of multiple similar of­
fenders. 

CJPC Sentencing Dynamics Study 
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Chart23: Sentences Given to 3G Offenders 
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Chart 24: Weapon I nvo[vement in3G Offenses 
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How many aggravated offenders 
are sentenced as "3G" offendM 

ers? 
o Enumerated 3G offenses are Capital 

Murder, Aggravated Sexual Assault, 
AggravatedRobbery, and Aggravated 
Kidnapping. An offense for which 
the court enters an affmnative find­
ing that a deadly weapon was used or 
exhibited is also a 3G offense. An 
offense can be an enumerated 3G 
offense as well as have a positive 
weapon fmding . 

• A total of 4,420 offenders (8%) were 
sentenced as 3G offenders. 
o 3G offenders can only receive a 

probated sentence from a jury. 
o A total of922 (approximately 2%) of 

the offenders sentenced were con­
victed for more than one 3G offense. 
tI 85% of the offenders convicted 

for multiple 3G offenses received 
a prison sentence. 

o 2756 (62%) of 3G offenders were 
convicted of an enumerated offense. 

o 1664 (38%) of 3G offenders were 
convicted ('F a non-enumerated of­
fense but had an affmnative weapon 
finding entered by the court. 
tI 41% of 3G offenders with an 

affmnative weapon finding in­
jured their victims to the point 
that treatment was required. 

.... 29% of 3G offenders with an 
affmnative weaponfmding killed 
their victims. 

V' 54% of 3G offenders with an 
affmnative weapon fmding were 
convicted for an assaultive of­
fense, 40% for a homicide or 
attempted homicide. 

What type of weapons were in­
volved in aggravated offenses? 
• A weapon was involved in 80% of the 

3G offenses. 
.... 83% of the 3,550 offenders who 

had a weapon involved had a 
positive weapon rmding. 

• Handguns were involved in the ma­
jority of 3G offenses. 

CJPC Sentencing Dy/lamics Stildy 
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What are the incident character­
istics of violent offenses'! 

• 57% of all violent convictions re­
sulted in a prison sentence. 

(;.'; 34% of all violent offenders were 
convicted of a first degree offense, 
29% were convicted of a second de­
gree offense and 37% were convicted 
of a third degree offense. First degree 
offenders received a prison sentence 
in 77% of the events, while 63% of 
second degree and 33% of third de­
gree offenders were sentenced to 
prison. 

(;.'; The offense for whi.ch violent offend­
ers were charged was reduced at dis­
position in 14% of the events. 

• 22% of violent offenders were con­
victed of two or more felonies. These 
offenders were sentenced to prison 
72 % of the time. 

("; Multiple offenses were cOImnitted in 
a single criminal episode by 10% of 
violent offenders. 

• Violent offenders were convicted of 
an aggravated (3G) offense in 43% of 
all violent convictions. 
V" 9% were convicted of two or more 

aggravated offenses. 
• Weapons were involved in 65% of 

violent offenses. A weapon was used 
in 37% of all violent offenses. 

• All violent offenses involved the vic­
timization of one or more persons or 
businesses. 
V" 32% of the offenders convicted of 

a violent crime had multiple vic­
tims. 

V" Victim injury occurre" in 70% of 
the violent offenses and death oc­
curred in 10%. 

CJPC Sentencing DYIUlmics Study 
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Chart 26: Incident Characteristics and Sentence Receivedfor Property Offenders 
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What are the incident character­
istics of property offenses? 

• 47% of all property offenders re­
ceived a prison sentence. 

o 15% of property offenders were con­
victed of a first degree offense, 15% 
were convicted of a second degree 
offense, and 70% of all property of­
fenders were convicted of a third 
degree offense. First degree offend­
ers received a prison sentence in 60% 
of the events while 56% of second 
degree and 42% of third degree of­
fenders were sentenced to prison. 

o The offense for which property of­
fenders were charged was reduced at 
disposition in 5% of the events. 

• 16% of property offenders were con­
victedoftwo or more felony offenses; 
59% of these offenders were sen­
tenced to prison. 

• 19% of property offenders victim­
ized more than one individual or 
business. These offenders were sen­
tenced to prison in 48 % of the cases. 

• An individual experienced the loss 
or damage of personal property in 
59% of property offenses. The of­
fenders in 51 % of these events were 
sentenced to prison. 

• Burglary of a residence accounted 
for 16% of all property offenses. 
60% of the offenders convicted of a 
burglary of a residence were sen­
tenced to prison. 
\! 99% of all first degree property 

offenders were convicted for bur­
glary of a residence. 

\! 1O'X ',fallburglaryofaresidence 
offenders physically injured 
someone during the corrunissioll 
of the offense . 

.. 19% of property offenders were con­
victed of theft $750-$20,000. 41% 
of these offenders were sentenced to 
prison. 

o Less than 1 % of property offenders 
were convicted of an aggravated of­
fense; a weapon was involved in 2% 
of the property convictions. 

CJPC Selltencing Dynamics Study 

33 



34 

What are the incident charac­
teristics of indecency offenses? 

• 31 % of all indecency offense convic­
tions resulted in a prison sentence. 

o 70% of all indecency offenders were 
convicted of a second degree offense 
and 30% were convicted of a third 
degree offense. Second degree of­
fenders received a p~ison sentence in 
33% of the cases while 26% of the 
third degree offenders were sentenced 
to prison. 

o The offense for which indecency of­
fenders were charged was reduced at 
disposition in 18% of the cases. 49% 
of these offenders received a prison 
sentence. 

• 21 % of indecency offenders were con­
vic ted of two or more felonies. These 
offenders were sentenced to prison 
46% of the time. 

• An indecency offense "continued 
over time" if the same individual was 
victimized over a period of time 
greater than one day. 24% of inde­
cency offenders committed a con­
tinuing offense. 32% of these offend­
ers received prison sentences. 

• Inde .::ency offenders caused physical 
injury to their victims in 69% of all 
indecency offenses. 34% of these 
offenders went sentenced to prison. 
V 96% of the offenders convicted of 

indecency with a child by contact 
physically injured their victim(s). 

• Indecency offenders victimizedafam­
ily member in 45% of all indecency 
offenses. 35 % of these offenders were 
sentenced to prison. Indecency of­
fenders victimizing a stranger (18%) 
were sentenced to prison 27% of the 
time. 

o 100% of all indecency offenses were 
corrunitted against children younger 
than eighteen years of age. 

• 70% of the indecency offenders were 
convicled of indecency with a child 
by cont<"~t. 33% of these offenders 
were sentenced to prison. 

CJPC Sentencing Dynamics Study 
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Chart 28: Incident Characteristics and Sentence Receivedfor Drug Offenders 
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Whatare the incident character­
istics of drug offenses? 

It 51 % of the offenders convicted of a 
drug offense were sentenced to 
prison. 

o 31% of drug offenders were con­
victed of a fIrst degree offense, 62% 
were convicted of a second degree 
offense, and 7% of drug offenders 
were convicted of a third degree of­
fense. First degree offenders re­
ceived a prison sentence in 63% of 
the cases while 48% of the second 
degree and 34% of the third degree 
offenders were sentenced to prison. 

o 111e offenseforw hich drug offenders 
were charged wasreducedatdisposi­
tion in 7% of the events. 

• Drug offenders were convicted of 
two or more felonies in 15% of the 
cases. 72% of these offenders were 
sentenced to prison. 

• A weapon was involved in 6% of all 
drug convictions. A weapon was 
useq in less than one percent of drug 
convictions. 

It 51 % of all drug offenders were con­
victed for drug amounts of one gram 
or less. 53% of these offenders re­
ceived a prison sentence. 

• An aggravated drug amount was in­
volved in 7% of drug offenses. 69% 
of offenders convicted for an aggra­
vated (lrug offenses were sentenced 
to prison. 

• Them.ajority of drug offenders (76%) 
were convicted for an offense involv­
ing cocaine. 

• DelivelY of a controlled substance 
accoullltC'l1 fbr 31 % of drug convic­
tions. 
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Does the prison/non-prison de­
cision vary by drug offense cat­
egory? 

• 51% of all drug offenders were 
sentenced to prison. 

e Possession of a controlled sub­
stance accounted for 60% of all 
drug offenders sentenced to prison. 
o Crack cocaine represented 58% 

of the total cocaine possession 
cases sentenced to prison. 

• 38% of the drug offenders sentenced 
to prison were sentenced for deliv­
ery, wher<:,lS 25% of the offenders 
given a non-prison sentence were 
convicted for delivery. 

o 83% of offenders convict.ed for pos­
session of a controlled substance 
possessed crack or powder cocaine. 

o 76% of offenders convicted for de­
livery of a controlled substance de­
livered crack or powder cocaine. 

CJPC Selltcncillg Dynamics Study 

Chart 29: Sentence Decision by Drug Category 
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Cllart 30: Cocaine Possession Offenders SentcllCed to Prison by Drug Amount 
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For offenders convicted of co­
caine (crack/powder) possession, 
does the sentence vary by amount 
of drug without accounting for 
criminal history? 
o 10,665 offenders were convicted of 

possession of cocaine (18% of the 
total offenders, 53 % of the total drug 
offenders). 

o 68% of the offenders convicted for 
cocaine possession were convicted 
for less than 0.5 grams. 

• 54% of the cocaine possession of­
fenders convicted for less than 0.5 
grams were sentenced to prison. 

• 37% of the cocaine possession of­
fenders convicted for 0.5 grams to 
less than 1 gram were sentenced to 
prison. 

• 43% of the cocaine possession of­
fenders convicted for 19ram to less 
than 28 grams were sentenced to 
prison . 

(.) 49% of the cocaine offenders con­
victed for aggravated amounts of co­
caine ~28 grams and above) were 
sentenced to prison. 

What is the most frequently oc­
curring cocaine amount? 
• 47% of lltt~ cocaine offenders were 

convicted for less than 0.25 grams. 
o The most frequently occurring 

amount of cocaine possessed by of­
fenders convicted of possession of 
powder cocaine was 0.25 grams. 

• 61% of the cocaine offenders were 
convicted for less than 0.50 grams. 

o The most frequently occurring 
amount of cocaine possessed by of­
fenders convicted of possession of 
crack was 0.30 grams. 

CJPC Selltellcing Dynamics Silidy 
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The O:/Jender provides descriptive information on the demographic and criminal history characteristics of 
felony offenders. Specific questions address the race/ethnicity, gender and age of offenders, the offenses 
committed, the sentence received and offender criminal history. Comparisons in this section are based on the 
characteristics of the offender alone. No consideration has been given to the mitigating factors which may 
have affected the conviction of offenders or the sentence they received. All offense type and offense category 
data relates to the most serious offense for which the offender was convicted. 

Rates are used to provide information on the frequency with which specific racial groups were convicted of 
a felony and sentenced to prison. The convicted felon rate and the rate of felons sentenced to prison are 
calculated separately for each race/ethnic group. The rates, therefore, show the number of African-American, 
Anglo or Hispanic persons convicted of a felony or sentenced to prison for every 100 ,000 Africall-American, 
Anglo or Hispanic adults in the population. 

Race/ethnicity is categorized according to the Texas Department of Heath classifications of African­
American, Anglo and Hispanic. Anglo includes all Asian, Native Americans and Pacific Islanders. 

Offender criminal history is categorized according to the type of prior felony sentence received by the offender 
as well as the most serious offense for which the offender was convicted. The two criminal history categories 
are defined below. 

Criminal History by type of prior felony sentence: 

No Prior Felony: 

Prior 
Probation Only: 

Prior Prison: 

Offenders in the no prior felony category have had no prior convictions or have 
been convicted of a misdemeanor offense only. 

The prior felony convictions of offenders in the prior probation only category 
have led to probation sentences only. Offenders in this category have no prior 
prison sentences. 

The prior felony convictions of offenders in the prior prison category have led 
to at least one prior prison sentence. Offenders in this category may have a 
prior probation sentence in addition to a prior prison sentence. A prior prison 
sentence includes all sentences to prison which were served out. in county jail. 

Criminal History by most serious prior offense: 

Prior Violent Felony: An offender in the prior violent felony category must have at least one prior 
conviction for a felony homicide, sexual assault, robbery or aggravated assault. 

Prior 
NOll-Violent Felo1lY: Offenders in the prior non-violent felony category have never been convicted. 

of a violent felony offense. 

CJPC Selltellcing Dynamics Study 
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Chart 32: Seven COUllty Total Population by RaciallEthnic Group 
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Chart 33: Conviction Rates per 100,000 Adult Population by RaciallEtlmic Group 
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How does the convicted felon rate 
per 100,000 adults vary among 
the racial/ethnic groups? 

• African-Americans had the highest 
convicted felonrate (3,064) and con­
victedfelontoplisonrate(1,742)per 
100,000 African-American adults. 

• The convicted felon rate for African­
American adults is over 6 times 
greater than the convicted felon rate 
for Anglo adults and over 4.5 times 
great~r than that of Hispanic adults. 

• The convicted felon to prisonrl!te for 
African-American adults is over 8.5 
times greater than theconvictedfelon 
to prison rate for Anglo adults and 5 
times greater than that of Hispanic 
adults. 

CJPC Sentencing Dynamics Study 
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What is the racial/ethnic break­
down of the convicted felons in 
the seven counties'? 

o African-American offenders ac­
counted for 46% of the offenders 
convicted, the highest percentage of 
any racial /ethnic group. 

Within each racial/ethnic cat­
egory, what percentage of con­
,kted felons were sentenced to 
prison? 

& Of the 26,904 African-American of­
fenders, 57% were sentenced to 
prison . 

• Of the 19,066 Anglo offenders, 40% 
were sentenced to prison . 

• Of the 12,297 Hispanic offenders, 
45% were sentenced to prison. 

CJPC Semel/dllg Dynamics Study 
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Chart 34: RacelEtlmicity of Total Convicted FelollY Offenders 
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Chart 36: Proportion of Racial! Ethnic Groups within Gender Categories 
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Chart 37: Gender by Offense Type 
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Do the percentages of convicted fel­
ons within racial/ethnic groups dif­
fer by gender of offenders convicted? 

It African-Americanmales and females rep­
resented the highest percentages of con­
victedfelons (45% and53%respectively). 

• Hispanic males and females represented 
the lowest percentages of convicted fel­
ons, with Hispanic females representing 
LlJ.e lowest overall percentage at 12%. 

Do racial/ethnic groups differ by 
gender of offenders sentenced to 
prison? 
o Overall, 90% of offenders sentenced to 

prison were male, 10% were female. 
• African-American females (62%) and 

males (52%) comprised amajority of those 
sentenced to prison within theirrespective 
gender categories. 

• The proportions of Anglo and Hispanic 
males sentenced to prison were lower than 
their proportions in the total population of 
male offenders. 

• The proportions of Anglo and Hispanic 
females sentenced to prison were lower 
than their proportions in the total popula­
tion of female offenders. 

Do gender groups differ by type of 
offense? 

• 18% of male offenders and 10% offemale 
offenders were convicted for violentcrimes. 

• 41 % of male offenders and 44% of female 
offenders were convicted for property 
crimes. 
tI' Further breakdown shows that 6% of 

male offenders and 13% of female of­
fenders were convicted for forgery/fraud. 

tI' 15% of male offenders and 27% of 
female offenders were convicted for 
theft. 

• 33% of male offenders and 45% offemale 
offenders were convicted for drug offenses. 

CJPC Sentencing Dynamics Study 

45 



46 
'2 

Do percentages of racial/ethnic 
grou ps vary within offense types? 

• The highest percentages of offenders 
convicted for violent offenses (48%) 
property offenses (42%), and drug 
offenses (57%) wereAfrican-Ameri­
can. 

• The highest percentages of offend­
ers convicted for indecency (51%) 
anddriving-while-intoxicated (54%) 
were Anglo. 

• Hispanic offenders contributed 33% 
of indecency and 33% of driving­
while-intoxicated convictions while 
contributing 21 % of the overall con­
victions. 

Do primary offense types vary 
within each racial ethnic group? 
o 43% of pJ:iican-Americanoffenders 

were convicted of drug offenses (the 
highest proportion of African-Ameri­
can offenders), compared with 28% 
of Anglo offenders and 27% of His­
panic offenders. 

o 45% aild 44%, respectively, of His­
panic and Anglo offenders were con­
victed for property crimes, the high­
est proportion within each group. 

~~ 9% of Anglo offenders, 8% of His­
panic offenders, and 1 % of African­
American offenders were convicted 
for driving -w hile-intoxicated. 

CJPC Sentencing Dynamics Study 
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Chart 38: RacelEtlmicity of Offenders withill Offellse Types 
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Chart 39: Age Distributioll of Convicted Offenders 
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What is the age distribution of 
felons convicted in the seven 
counties? 

• Most offenders convicted were 30 
years of age or younger (62%). 

Does the type of offense of con­
viction differ among age catego­
ries? 

f) The percentage of violent crime re­
mained fairly consistent within each 
age group. 

• Amajorityofoffender5...mdertwenty­
oneyearsoldwereconvictedofprop­
erty crimes. 

o Offenders between twenty-one and 
twenty-five years of age were con­
victed of drug offenses 11 % more 
often than those offenders under 
twenty-one. 

• Driving-while-intoxicated and m­
decency offenses were more promi­
nentamong the older offender groups. 

CJPC Semencing Dynamics Study 
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How many and what type of prior 
felony sentences do convicted of­
fenders have? 

• 57% of offenders convicted had no 
prior felony convictions. 

o Overall, 21 % of the felony offenders 
had one prior felony, 11.5% had two 
prior felonies, and 10% had three or 
more prior felonies. 

CJPC Sentencing Dynamics Study 
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Chart 41: Prior Sentence Type and Number of Prior Felonies 
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Chart 42: Criminal History by Sentence 
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Chart 43: Sentence by Criminal History 
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How does the prison/non. prison 
decision vary by differing criIni· 
nal histories? 

• Aminorityofoffenderswithnoprior 
felony convictions were sentenced to 
pnson (21 %) . 

• 'Illc majority of offenders with prior 
felony convictil JiiS were sentenced to 
prison. 
e/ 70% of offenders with a prior 

probation were sentenced to 
prison. 

V" 93% of offenders with a prior 
prison were sentenced to prison. 

How does the criminal history of 
offenders given non-prison sen­
tences vary from the criminal 
history of offenders sentenced to 
prison? 

.. Most offenders sentenced to prison 
were being "recycled" through the 
criminal justice system. 
..... 76% of offenders sentenced to 

prison had prior felony convic­
tions. 

v' 11% of offenders given non­
prison sentences had a prior 
felony. 

CJPC Sentencing Dynamics Study 
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Does criminal history differ by 
offense type? 

• Compared to the other offense types, 
more property offenders had a felony 
criminal history (46%). 

• Compared to the other offense types, 
fewer indecency offenders had a 
felony criminal history (27%). 

Does criminal history differ by 
offense type for those sentenced 
to prison? 

• Compared to the other offense types, 
more property offenders (86%) and 
drug offenders (72%) sentenced to 
prison had a felony criminal history. 

• Compared to the other offense types, 
fewer violent offenders sentenced to 
prison had a felony criminal history 
(65%). 

CJPC Sentencing Dynamics Study 
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Chart 44: Criminal History by Offense 
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Chart 45: Criminal History by Offense for Offenders Sentenced to Prisull 
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Chart 46: Offense by Legal Status 
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How many offenders sentenced 
to priso.n are under felony super­
vision when they commit an of­
fense? 

• Overall, 63% of all offenders sen­
tenced to prison were under some 
type of felony supervision when they 
committed their most serious offense. 
(.) 48.5% of all offenders sentenced 

to prison were on parole when 
they committed their most seri­
ous offense . 

o 11 % of all offenders sentenced to 
prison were on felony probation 
when they committed their most 
serious offense. 

(.) 4% of all offenders sentenced to 
prison were on deferred adjudica­
tion when they committed their 
most serious offense. 

• 76% of property offenders who were 
sentenced toprison wereunderfelony 
supervision when they committed 
their most serious offense. 

• 53% of all violent offenders who 
were sentenced to prison were under 
felony supervision when they com­
mitted their most serious offense. 

CJPC Sentencing Dynamics Study 
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How many offenders havea prior 
violent felony conviction? 
o Overall, 10% of all offenders had a 

prior violent conviction. 
i& Robbery (21%) and sexual assault 

(15%) offenders had the highest per­
centage of violent prior convictions . 

• Forgery (6%), driving-while-intoxi­
cated (6%), and drug possession 
(7%) offenders had tile lowest per­
centage of violent prior convictions. 

What type of sentence do offend­
ers with a prior violent felony 
receive? 
o Overall, 90% of all offenders with a 

prior violent felony received prison 
sentences for their new offenses. 

• 99% of homicide offenders with a 
prior violent felony received prison 
sentences, the largest percentage of 
any offense category. 

• 53% of driving-while-intoxicated of­
fenders with a prior violent felony 
received prison sentences, the smaII­
est percentage of any offense cat­
egory. 
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The Victim provides information on the victims offelony offenders. Specific questions addres~ the frequency 
with which offenders commit crimes against victims, the type of offenses committed, and the physical injury 
and property loss that result. 

Each offender may have committed one or more offenses against a victim. Offenders may have also victimized 
more thCL'l one person or business with one offense. The demographic infonnation presented in this section 
relates to the victim of the offender's most serious offense. 

Victimization occurs when damage, injury or loss is suffered or threatened as a direct result of a criminal act. 
Crimes against victims include violent, property and indecency offenses. The majority of drug and driving­
while-intoxicated offenses do not involve a victim. However, the possibility of injury or indirect hann exists 
for all offense types. 

The terms used to present victim information are defined below. 

Personal Victim: 

Business Victim: 

Victim Event: 

Victim 
Relationship: 

Victim 
Vulnerabilities: 

Weapon Involved: 

RacelEthnicity: 

A personal victim is any individual who suffers damage, injury or loss 
as a direct result of a criminal act. 

A business victim is any business, govemment or non-profit entity that 
suffers damage, injury or loss as a direct result of a criminal act. 

Victim events are those sentencing events in which one or more 
individuals and/or business entities are victimized. 

The categories of victim relationship are family, friend/acquaintance, 
employer/employee, stranger and police officer. These categories 
describe the relationship of the victim to the defendant. 

Children between the ages of newborn and 17, the elderly and persons 
with disabilities are classified as vulnerable victim groups. Individuals 
in these groups may be more susceptible to criminal acts. 

A weapon is involved in the commission of an offense if the offender 
possessed, exhibited, threatened or used one or more weapons during 
the offense. 

Race/ethnicity is categorized according to the Texas Department of 
Heath classifications of African-Am eric an, Anglo and Hispanic. Anglo 
includes all Asians, Native Americans and Pacific Islanders. 
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Chart 49: Victimization by Offenders 

Total Offenders", 58.266 
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How many offenders commit 
crimes against victims? 

• Victimization occurs when dam­
age, injury, or loss is suffered as 
a direct result of a criminal act. 

• 61 % of offenders conunited an 
offense against one or more vic­
tims. These offenders victim­
ized a total of 49,940 individual 
and business victims. 

What types of victims are in­
volved? 

" A victim may be a person, a 
business, a government entity or 
a non-profit organization. 
aI' A personal victim is any in­

dividual who has suffered as 
a direct result of a criminal 
offense. 

II Abusinessvictimisanybusi­
ness entity which has suf­
fered as a direct result of a 
criminal offense. 

• Offenders victimized one or more 
individuals in 67% of the events 
involving victims. 

It Offenders victimized one or more 
business entities in 22% of the 
events involvin£' victims. 

f) An offender can victimize both a 
personal and a business victim. 
In 11 % of the victim events, an 
offenders conunitted an offense 
which vlctimizedbotha personal 
and a business victim. 
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What types of offenses do offendm 

ers commit against their victims? 
• The victimization of one or more 

individuals was the result of a violent 
offense in 36% of the personal victim 
events, a property offense ill 61 % of 
the events, and an indecency offense 
in 3% of the events. 
o A violent event against a personal 

victim resulted in physical injury 
in 77% of the events . 

• Offenders victimizing both an indi­
vidual and a business entity commit­
ted a violent offense in 43% of the 
events and a property offense in the 
remaining 57%. 
(.) Physical iiljury occurred in 30% 

of the violent events against a 
personal and business victim. 

o Business entities were the victim 
of property offenses in 100% of 
the events. 

CJPC Sentencing Dynamics Study 
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Chart 51: Offenses Against Personal Victbr.s 

o An inrlividual or business may be 
the victim of a violent, property, 
or indecency offense. Events in­
volving victims were most often 
the result of property crime (69%). 
Violent crimes accountedfor28% 
and indecency crimes accounted 
for 2% of all the events involving 
victims. 

o Although property offenses ac­
counted for 69% of t>.'le offenses 
against victims, property loss or 
damage occurred in 80% of the 
events. 

Chart 52;: Offenses Against Personal alld Business Victims 

Property 
57% 

o Physical injury occurred in 21 % 
of the events involving vi(:tims; 
deathoccurredin3%oftheevmts. 

o A weapon was involved in20% of 
the total events against victims; a 
weapon was used in 11 % of the 
events. 
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Chart 53: Personal and Business Victim Demographics 

Personal Victims Business Victims 

Violent Property Indecency 
Relalfonshlp 

F~\lni~ 17% 4% 45% 0% 
FriemVAcquaintance 31% 12% 37% 1% 
EmployerlEmoloyee 1% 1% 0% 13.70% 
Stranger 44% 83% 18% 85% 
Police Officer 7% 0% 0% 0.30% 

Race 

African Armrican 29% 18% 17% · 
Anglo 48% 65% 50% · 
Hispanic 23% 17% 33% · 
Gender 

MalEi 61% 59% 16% · 
Felmle 39% 41% 84% · 
Vulnerabilities 

Yes 23% 6% 100% · 
No 77% 94% 0% • 

PhysIcal InJury 

None 30% 96.900k 31% • 
Injury, no treatment 26% 2% 62% • 
Injury, treatment 34% 1% 7% · 
Death 10% 0,10% 0% · 
Weapon Invqlved 

Yes 64% 3% 1% 22% 
No 36% 97% 99% 78% 

Property Loss 

Yes 40% 100% 0% 100% 
No 60% 0% 100% 0% 

• Data llilS not ccilocted on the demographics olbuSniJS'J Oll7Jets. 

What are the characteristics of 
victims? 

• With the exception of victims of an 
indecency offense, individuals and 
business entities were most often vic­
timized by a stranger. 
V 82% of the victims of an inde­

cency offense were victimized by 
a friend or family member. 

• Children under the age of 18, the 
elderl y, and persons with disabilities 
were considered vulnerable victim 
groups. 
tI' 100% of indecency offenses were 

committed against children, 38 % 
of whom werebetween the ages of 
o and 9 years old. 

V 80% of tIle vulnerable victims of 
violentcrimeswerechildren; 16% 
were elderly. 

• Physical injury occurred most fre­
quently during violent and indecency 
offenses. 

• A weapon was involved in 64% of 
violent events against victims. A 
weapon was involved in 22% of the 
events against business victims. 

e Personal property and business vic­
tims suffered the highest proportion 
of property damage. These same 
victims, however, suffered fewphysi­
cal injuries. 
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Does victimization differ among 
racial groups? 

o Victims we:remost often preyed upon 
by members of their same racial/eth­
nic group. 
¥' 86% of African-American victim 

events were the result of criminal 
acts committed by African-Ameri­
can offenders. 

V 48% of Anglo victim events were 
the result of offenses committed 
by Anglo offenders. 

V' 63% of Hispanic victim events 
were the result of criminal acts 
committed by Hispanic offenders. 

• Themajority(52%)ofAfrican-Ameri­
can victims suffered injury or loss as 
a result of a violent crime. Physical 
injury occurred in 36% of the events 
involving African-American victims, 
and death occurred in 7% of these 
events. A weapon was involved in 
40% of African-American victim 
events. 

• Anglo victimization was most often 
the result of a property offense com­
mitted by a stranger. Physical injury 
occurred in 24% of the Anglo victim 
events; death occurred in 2%. A 
weapon was involved in 22% of the 
Anglo victim events. 

• Hispanic victims suffered injury or 
loss as a result of a violent crime in 
47% of the Hispanic victim events. 
Property crimes also accounted for 
47 % of the offenses committed against 
Hispanics. Physical injury occurred 
in 34 % of the Hispanic victim events; 
death occurred in 6%. A weapon was 
involved in 33% of the Hispanic vic­
tim events. 
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Chart 54: Victim Demographics by Race 

African American Anglo Hispanic 

52% 33% 47% 
46% 64% 47% 
3% 3% 6% 

57% 74% 60% 
13% 13% 18% 
23% 11% 16% 
7% 2% 6% 

40% 22% 33% 
60% 78% 67% 

17% 8% 13% 
33% 17% 23% 
49% 72% 61% 

1% 3% 3% 

86% 33% 20% 
8% 48% 17% 
6% 19% 63% 
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Chart 55: Proportion of Personal Victims 
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How often is an individual in­
volved as a victim? 

• 78% of the victim offenses were 
committed against one or more per­
sonal victims. 
v' 11 % of personal victim events 

involved both a person and a 
business. 

o Offenders victimized a total of 
35,756 individuals. 

What types of offenses involve a 
personal victim? 

" Individuals were most often the vic~ 
tim of a property offense (60%). 
Burglary and theft accounted for 
the majority (82%) of these crimes. 

«' Violent crimes accomlted for 37% 
of the offenses committed against 
personal victims. 

• An indecency offense was commit­
ted against one or more individuals 
in 3% of the events involving per­
sonal victims. 
v' Indecency with a child by con­

tact accounted for 70% of these 
offenses. 

V' Other indecency offenses, which 
accounted for 1 % of the inde~ 
cency offenses against personal 
victims, included incest and 
sexual performance by a child. 

(.} The most frequently occurring of­
fense committed against an L'ldi­
vidual was burglary (28%). Theft 
accounted for 21 % of the offenses 
aga.mst personal victims, robbery 
14%, and assault 13%. 
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How often does personal injury 
occur during the commission of 
an offense? 

• Physical injury resulted in 30% of 
personal victim events. In 43% of 
these events the victim received no 
treatment for their injury. Medical 
treatment was required in 28 % of the 
physical injury events and hospital­
ization in 17%. One or more indi­
viduals died in 12% of the physical 
injury victim events. 

o Offenders injured 10,396 individuals 
and killed 1,040. 

o A victim was often threatened with 
physical hann even though no injury 
occurred. A weapon was involved in 
15% of the no injury personal events. 
Weapon involvement occurred in 45% 
of personal victim events resulting in 
physical injury and in. 87% of the 
events resulting in death. 

o An individual was pennanently im­
paired in 3 % of personal victim events. 

How often does personal prop­
erty loss occur during the com­
mission of an offense? 

• The loss or damage of an indi­
vidual's property occurred in 60% of 
the events involving a personal vic­
tim. 

• Property loss or damage was most 
often the result of burglary (44%), 
theft (30%), or forgery (9%). 

• The median value of the personal 
property lost or damaged was $600. 
22% of the property was valued at 
$100 or less and 52% was valued at 
$750 or less. 

e Property was recovered, at least par­
tially, in 81% of the events which. 
involved property loss. Restitution 
was assessed in 19%. f" 
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Chart 59: Business Victimization by Offense 
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How often does an offense in­
volve a business victim? 

.33 % of the victim offenses were com­
mitted against one or more business 
victims. 
II 11 % of business victim events 

involved both a business and a 
personal victim. 

II A government entity experienced 
loss or damage in 6% of the busi­
ness victim events, a non-profit 
organization in 1 %. 

o Offenders victimized a total of 
14,184 business entities. 

What types of offenses involve 
victimization of businesses? 

• Business entities weremostoften the 
victim of a theft (40%). Burglary 
accounted for 26% of the offenses 
against businesses, forgery/fraud ac­
counted for 20%, and robbery ac­
counted for 13%. 

o 1 % of the offenses committed against 
business victims were formally 
charged as non-property crimes even 
though property loss or damage was 
experienced. These offenses included 
homicide, aggravated assault, and 
driving while intoxicated. 

o Business entities were most often 
victimized by a stranger or non-em­
ployee (87%). Employees were in­
volved in 13% of the crimes against 
business victims. 

o The mean property loss experienced 
by business victims was $400. 27% 
of the property mvolved was valued 
at $100 or less a..'1d 57% was valued 
at $750 or less. 

o Stolen property was recovered, at 
least partially, in 64% of the of­
fenses against businesses. Restitu­
tion was assessed in approximately 
25% of the events. 
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Offense 

Total Number of Offenders and Percentage Sentenced to Prison: 
Offense Categories by Number of Prior Felonies 

17% 

',:',i.!::':3I~~~';::id'i\ 
1,158 

32% 

i',i';:;~~~§,~:'::!m;:i:, 
1,771 
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100% 
:</1;24:4';1.,:,:, 

244 
100% 

"i,!!i;ii f

i:,ii:7$P:;:'::: 
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:/:~~961,{:' 
1,230 

31% 
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# Prison 226 487 313 283 1,309 

% In 12% 82% lOO'h 90% 42% 

,(jt1!I':'::':;:::~(,':,;: ;':p3~M?i::;!~: ,<lM1~',:~i i:!i;/:~,~~&:r; ii"~ $~~~, ;;"i'<S8,26(). 
# Prison 6,821 9,949 6,156 5,626 28,565 

%In 21% 80% 92% 94% 49% 

-
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Median Sentence in Years & Estimate Time Served for Offenders Sentenced to Prison: 
Offense Categories by Number of Prior Felonies 

Offense 
1 A.~g.Homlclde 

Median Sentence 
Est. Time Served 

Homicide';' .. I' .i.' " .......•.. 

Median Sentence 
Est. Time Served 

Agg Sex Assault' ..... 

Median Selltence 
Est. Time Served 

Sc:icuali\$Suult .. ' ...... ....:, 

~gg.Robbery 

Robbery 

Median Sentence 
Est. Time Served 

Median Sentence 
Est. Time Served 

"', 

Median Sentence 
Est. Time Served 

Indecency , ,"." ...... . 

B\.f.rgla~y .~. Habitat 

DWI 

Median Sentence 
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.. :'",; ............. '::; 
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Est. Time Served 
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f"·'· 
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Est. Time Served 

• .....,"!:: '.' 
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~gg(3~G)6ssaUlt ' .. '.;',.;' "":.:. ,....... . ... : .. 
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,As$aultf(i'nmlly ..•.. ;,\' ;", '.1";'; ... :'"\': ' 
'" . ·">'.i::,:',;!::~;!\ ,::':;"" ':"::':" 
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Est. Time Served 

Median Sentence 
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Est. Time Served 

tJlJMV··., .';')"." •• < 
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ITotal 
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Total Number of Offenders and Percentage Sentenced to Prison: 
Offense Categories by County 

IOffense Bexar I Dallas I EI Paso I Harris I Nueccs I 

" "i<S~:'\:i;:'< .;')71.: . ·34',242. i :12 
II Prison 51 152 30 215 12 

% In 96% 89% 

Bomicide" '. ; ;':;!~i'::";;i)':'i J .?~ .'.',:.' : . 
/I Prison 44 119 

% In 71% 65% 

A~gs~x'4$Snult 'i::'" '.>;';,.;7:$:;"::'; :1 i;,','j.Z6{/:".,· 
/I Prison 55 167 

%In 72% 63% 

Se:X~iUAs~uft .', ii: "'.:qsi;:·;:;::l ~l':" 
/I Prison 39 63 

%!n 57% 48% 

Agg.R.obbi:l:i '.' .'. ":,, .. '. }$2':,:, .,: ::S(jl('., 
II Prison 143 431 

%In 
Rol.lbcrY,.i .. : ........ : 

II Prison 
%In 

94% 76% 

<i03.:: ,:' '. ~,/;A.~6.·", 
80 294 

78% 60% 

"'lOS"i "'.'164·· 
II Prison 50 40 

%In 46% 24% 

Burglqr.i~Habit8.f::.,::i;:i~35", .:1 :: :::1,046,'" 
/I Prison 221 584 

%/n 66% 56% 

D~g~ D~iy~&:":';<: . ··i :::"::~9ff,·,,:;::i.;::}lAg1.i',:' 
/I Prison 508 889 

%In 57% 63% 

D;.ug~·po$Sti~Q'it ..":; '.' ·$.6~!;>/i . ::::·~;SS ~.!: 
II Prison 353 935 

%In 41% 37% 

Ii m,:;;.,·",::'·· '. :i"'..'" .:;::. ;':i~ZQ"<·!:i!':i92t··i. 
It Prison 60 228 

%/n 27% 25% 

Agg(3-G}'A~~~1t:':' i'; i'!:,: 4,' i:, :.:: :<,iJ.8~i' 
II Prison 4 56 

88% 89% 100% 

'2S ' ... 

11 
·.1~2·;:." 

86 

S8 .. ~ 
17 

39% 53% 45% 

13gSi! Iii ';,:$4 
14 181 25 

67% 56% 74% 

16' :;'::~Q3;:'i:·1'8· 
7 135 2 

44% 51% 25% 

50 .' \ (',?2Q ,:i, ': '23 
30 577 17 

60% 80% 74% 

73 ,'i' •. . "fI3.',':: '..':::':>9.8 ' . 
24 530 45 

33% 74% 66% 

30 ·,";;28t.,(".,,;,,:30 , 
5 84 14 

17% 29% 47% 

'274... ··• .. :it97.S.':.i ij:!7Q1 .. 
116 730 107 
42% 68% 53% 

~09 •. ' ... :.:i~jt4$.:::":i i!;H~"~QZ . 
105 1,873 96 
SO% 60% 48% 

306;·,'il;lQ9.',j( ;;',3i9 '., 
92 3,854 121 

30% 54% 37% 

24, ·)l,~Q"'.iq)2 
6 307 22 

25% 24% 35% 

'33 ..:::i3~6':,)'::;;J'26 
9 170 26 

Tarrant I Travi~ I 
105. 17 

70 

74 
70% 

47 
67% 

17 
100% 

59% 

139 37. 
32 

86% 

77· 

186 

85 
6\% 

31 
40% 

l()O ' .. 

50 
50% 

128 
168 
90% 100% 

3151· 152 ... 
212 100 
66% 66% 

115 91 .' 
28 35 

24% 38% 

473 473 
311 245 
66% 52% 

762 '282 
56i 136 
74% 48% 

1;'350 744' 
646 257 
48% 35% 

178 319 
89 72 

50% 23% 

220.. .' 39 .. 
57 36 

Total 
.' .634 

551 
87'" 

..575 .. 
343 
6Q9( 

"'89:4',., 
559 
63% 

663.~. ". 
327 
49% 

1,82.7 
1,494 

82% 

1,9N 
1,285 

67% 

825 
256 
31% 

3,880 
2,314 

601. 

6,999 
4,167 

609( 

",13;~$3 
6,258 

47% 

:':~,9~9' 

784 
26% 

% In 100% 31% 27% 49% 100% 26% 92% 

8~5 . 
358 
42% 

Msauit/flUililj :'...:i:)d49: .... .'i')!$~9.:!<· . 75' ,::.:1;a.89 ':'il . '·:50 ""293 172 .... 2,()93 
820 /I Prison 58 179 13 420 8 81 61 

% In 39% 32% 17% 30% .'""7'.,..-,.::14;:;%:r-__ 28:::::.:::%1-_-,,-:3::.5%!::.01-:-.,--.,.....:3:::;0%:::j1 

Dti.giaq?~~ilding.,;: :,;i:33S.:'/, ·::;':': •. :,~71.'.'; . '205 .,·':t'2'2Q,;/ .i::i! ;'lOt ..... 432 173 .... 3,346 
II Prison 145 564 63 765 47 257 109 1,950 

%In 43% 65% 

' .•.. '. ; ,>.347·:'';';J,83i',· 
II P rL,on 196 770 

% In 56% 42% 

""179 .. ""'556, . .' .. " .. ,', .... " 

/I Prison 73 240 
%/n 41 'To 43% 

31% 

65 

62% 

·','s;2a:{:·:'i. 
1,653 

47% 

'·T~7. 
45 

27% 51% 35% 

16 .~. iilA~3,\: ';"'105 
o 716 41 

0'To 50% 39% 

Forg~r.rl'.F;liud:. '>: ·".40Pi' .:::',1;068',' 120 ..::i~#6~':.:;', '., i, 76 .. 
II Prison 72 330 29 478 29 

%In 18% 31% 24% 

nurg.M~t:Vellide, •.. ·..i!24,4, ".:\,·'8Z0, i. 216 

Total •• ;:. 

II Prison 

%!n 

II Prison 

%In 

99 338 74 
41% 41% 34% 

'A;610Y J3,785 '1,971 
2,251 6,381 691 

49% 46% 35% 

33% 

." J,ZQ?!I:·· •. :67· 
568 
47% 

38% 

27 
40% 

25;697·, .1,564 
13,342 701 

52% 45% 

59% 

1,092 
546 
50% 

103 

525 

392 

30 
29% 

206 
39% 

149 
38% 

6,853 
3,578 

52% 

63% 58'1< 

439 7.311 
122 3,397 
28% 46% 

117... 2,509 
44 1,144 

38% 46% 

305 '3,962 
86 1,230 

28% 

164 
55 

34% 

3;786 
1,603 

42% 

31'1( 

,3.lO8. 
1,310 

42% 

·S8~66 
28,565 

49% 

CJPC Sentencing DYIUImics Study 
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Offenders With No Prior Felony Convictions by Number and Percentage 
Sentenced to Prison: Offense Categories by County 

IOffense I Bexar I Dallas I EI Paso I Harris I Nueces I Tarrant I Travis I Total 
Agg.HomiC!M:,;" ;,33101 ',,27 ····125, 2: 70 9 367 

/I Prison 31 87 23 100 2 39 9 291 
%111 94% 86% 85% 80% 100% 56% 100% 79% 

Homicide .' ',:.(:,',:.' "',40 108,'.,,'27, ',:':117,1':'23 ····.35·· . ,". 24", 374; 
/I Prison 24 49 9 47 8 20 11 168 

% In 60% 45% 33% 40% 35% 57% 46% 45% 
AggSe)(~\l!tr:. .' :61":.' ...... 160,; ·\.19 i ':,224 ,ii, "",. 20 ..... '.81\ ':21(' ",.586,. 

/I Prisoll 39 77 12 85 13 35 16 277 
% III 64% 48% 63% 38% 65% 43% 76% 47% 

SexualA~~u't'i"",:';, "'37 . 87 ·.···12", '" '>167 " > 7 ········.62 66 "438 '., 
Ii Prison 11 22 4 46 0 15 16 114 

% In 30% 25% 33% 28% 0% 24% 24% 26% 
Agg.Rol1bery::ii:i:.::i, ,':85,:: i ' 239 i". :", A3 i ,;;:'353.':,(,11< ·.··89., ....,. 52'.,1,,', 8n i 

/I Prison 76 116 22 217 6 71 52 560 
%1n 89% 49% 51% 61% 55% 80% 100% 64% 

Robber~':"':::).i,:'!:' >: :·'54'205'50/..,i,::360", 1 ,28, '133 '571',' i ,' .• '881: 
/I Prison 40 41 6 183 6 35 5 316 

%In 74% 20% 12% 51% 21% 26% 9% 36% 
fndece,~t;y"j;i::!i,"< ,.';'::72;122,'29,' ",',;',,220" I,i:, 18 ' .•. "86, '.' 56"'603 .• : 

IIPrisoll 21 14 3 30 4 6 11 89 
%111 29% 11% 10% 14% 22% 7% 20% 15% 

Du~hlJ:-Y~.gii'~';"':'':i:!',:114',513' 1',,'158,.,,';1:':415-,<''101 •........ '·176 '.'218' .' ' •••• 1,755.',;. 
/I Prison 30 103 5 127 7 14 18 304 

% In 26% 20% 3% 27% 7% 8% 8% 17% 
Drl,lg~Dc(ivc:ry",:,:', " .. ' 442"> . ,'.' 750 ,,;:'::142::':f: i'/li600.:;:< "'142: .' '445.,,104 .···.··..3,625> 

/I Prisoll 125 286 42 400 46 254 5 1,158 
% III 28% 38% 30% 25% 32% 57% 5% 32% 

Drug .l'()~'p, '.:: ".',.'456:, ....' 1.492;' 'i' 235:",//>4,509 )'1 •••• ,> 223. '·,1 I .. ·• .,794'):,' '453;. . ;'8,162 •. 
/I Prison 52 124 25 1,345 25 169 30 1,77e 

% In 11% 8% 11% 30% 11% 21% . 7% 22% 
DWJ;":";i, il'175 ······<511,.·' ····.',J8";;./;·,:(192'·I:,;'\35;:. " 107',,·150 ····:"};888 ": 

/I Prison 35 59 1 98 7 32 0 232 
%in 20% 10% 6% 12% 20% 30% 0% 12% 

3·G ~ssault'.: . 'i"".2 ......• 141· '.' .. ' 24" ,,:/210,< '4 :-:< ,i '17 C I" It ';563 1: 

/I Prison 2 19 0 30 4 24 7 86 
%In 100% 13% 0% 14% 100% 14% 64% 15% 

ASsa\ll\lF4~lIJ>."J14 <381.···· > 60' , /,':'939';:.,", 41<'i,', :,187· '".115, 1';.1;837 
/I Prison 27 52 5 100 4 8 18 214 

%/n 24% 14% 8% 11% 10% 4% 16% 12% 
lluJ"glary'~Bi~f': '·<,,198:',297 ,I;/13T;, ' ;;,:626:1,' ·'54' ',176;;,; 64 ';;,1;552;;: 

/I Prison 15 21 5 243 7 0 45 336 
%1n 8% 7% 4% 39% 13% 0% 70% 22% 

Theft: ",,. 'I 15T ;··960:J94',· :):1;580' .•. .73 '546" 234;' ':3,744<' 
/I Prison 34 51 40 165 5 44 11 350 

%/11 22% 5% 21% 10% 7% 8% 5% 9% 
WMV', 112. ·.··'303 .'16'.,",863 ';\.50",;::44:" ',61' 1,449, 

/I Prisoll 11 13 0 165 0 0 6 195 
%1n 10% 4% 0% 19% 0% 0% 10% 13% 

ForgerYlFrilufl',i ,',318, ·<581,,':89.;:, ;"'1941.:'1' /'i.A5 •• ;:.".'i3dt)< •..•.. , .• :187, i": '2,562 > 

/I Prison 7 43 5 49 3 9 16 132 
%1n 2% 6% 6% 5% 7% 3% 9% 5% 

Burg.¥I~V'e~ "1160482 "1.58,': '\"'6S4": ,40>\" 243 '118, ~.1.:~ 
II Prison 15 31 21 127 0 14 18 226 

%In 9% 6% 13% 19% 0% 6% 15% 12% 
Total"" '. . •• ··2;630 ,..7,633< ,'J,438.·;· 

228 
16% 

':14,185: "".917 ... ·..,·.3,746.~·· 2,000' """33,149.' 
/I Prison 595 1,208 3,557 147 789 294 6,820 

%/n 23% 16% 24% 16% 21% 15% 21% 

CJPC Sentencing Dynamics Study 
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/Offense 
Agg. Homicide 

Homicide' 

~obb~i-y; , , 

Indecency 

Offenders With One or More Prior Felony Convictions by Number and Percentage 
Sentenced to Prison: Offense Categories by County 

# Prison 
%In 

/I Prison 
%in 

# Prison 
%In 

" 

/I Prison 
'foln 

# Prison 
% ill 

V·,! 

# Prison 
%In 

# Prison 
%in 

Bexar Dallas / EI Paso I Harris I Nueccs I Tarrant I 
.~o·, 

20 
100% 

79 .... "7, '1~,7 10'35 
66 7 115 

:.,72 .•.. 

20 
75 

94% 

70 
91% 93% 

• '15 '." ,104 
15 90 

100% 

28 
90% 

,'67 

67 
100% 

'49' 
40 

82% 

. 3,? .... " 

29 

87% 

44': 
41 

93% 

, 328 
315 
96% 

'.280,'" 
253 
90% 

42 " . 

26 

100% 98% 

100% 87% 

.,."2 ,il 
2 96 

97% 100% 

.. ; ,.' '96 
4 89 

100% 93% 

7/,'" .:":'';Jo7, ,",:; 
7 360 

100% 98% 

'22.';t", 1\ .:~53!, 
19 346 

86% 98% 

2 
2 54 

15 

10 
100% 

8 
53'10 

: 13 ,.' 
12 

92'10 

2 

40. 

12 

2 
100% 

11 
100% 

40 
100'10 

10 

35 
100% 

27 
77'10 

50 
86'10 

'15' . '.' 
15 

100% 

·97" 
97 

100% 

'186 . 
177 
95% 

"'28 

Travis Total 

7 ""," .' 266 

7 260 
100% 989'< 

7 '" . ';:~O,t, '), 
7 173 

100% 86% 

16,.!:>,.,:. :307;,' I:: . 
16 281 

100% 

34:,:1(, I', 22$',j"" 
34 213 

100% 94% 

76:,,'«':;:" :,95~"; 
76 933 

100% 

95:(,-:: 

95 

98% 

'1,025":: 
970 

100% 95% 

35':1 r"',222' 
24 167 

83% 62% 100% 79% 83'10 79% 69% 75% 

llurgl,u;i ::,B~bltat' '.', ,.' . '221';/'1: '. 533 'Il(i";;";!: 603/' . '101 . '., · .•. '.···297 2S5:'i';. ':;.2;12.6': 
# Prison 

%In 
191 482 
86% 90% 

110 603 101 297 227 2,011 

iJrug .i DcUw,tJ. . ,: . . ,""" :,45~,:;,·I';".o57" 
95% 100% l00c:.:%+-_~!""DO%:.:.=t---:-_.,.",.::;89~%:.r-....,...,._~9::,.:5%::j1 

<;7~!}!,;~.~f!I' 61 ~!.::.'~!~~~: .. 18\~!.\1,~~! I 
Drug. p~icssron 

OWl ... 

ASSBullll!'lill1l1y 

/I Prison 383 603 
%In 84% 92% 

"" . "412.'; '1,059 
/I Prison 

%In 

II Prison 
%in 

302 812 
73% 77% 

(:1:$;" .' .. 316 .. ' 
25 169 

56% 

2 

53% 

.42,·' 
38 

71.. , 
67 

':"2,6.91 .. ' .. ': "106,561' 292'.'.':·:519,2<: . ' .•... , .. 1 ... 

2,509 96 477 226 4,489 
94% 93% 91% 85% 77% 86% 

. 6 ,,:i '.,: i:467}." I.·' '.' 27 . "71' 16~;:;\:~,i,:,,~~:lQt:i: 
4 209 15 57 72 551 

67% 45% ~% W% G% m 
'9",: ;,'. 140.' '. 23" '49 '29,/:::, ,j 29{:;' 

9 140 23 33 29 274 # Prison 
%in 100% 90% 100% 100% 100% 67% 100% 93% 

. \35 '179 ·1,5':;;', .. '450,·i 106 57.' ,:'::" ,;:',85.1,"': 
It Prison 31 127 7 320 73 43 605 

% In 89% 71% 47% 71% 27% 69% 75% 71% 

Burglary ~'B~lIdlng ....•. . 1.','1'37, <':',",574,,<68,.:.,:,: 603';':':' 47 •. :2.51 109!i'I;' ,';1 /'f~~.;, . 

Theft. . ','. 

UUMV 

It Prison 130 543 58 522 40 257 
% in 95% 95% 85% 87% 85% 100% 

II Prison 
%in 

',' 

/I Prison 
%In 

',' .'. 

II Prison 
%In 

190, 1·,<871 • 48):.:1,653<' I .. 
162 720 24 1,488 41 502 

92% 85% 83% 

.67 .'., '>253 
62 227 

90% 93% 

·1':;82.····· 
66 

80% 

387 .. '. 
287 
74% 

50% 

o ',' 
o 

90% 

569,' 
551 

55 
75% 

. .59 

41 30 
0% 97% 75% 51% 

31' ". '" 527 "i; I 31 '. .;:'>~24 
24 430 26 198 

77% 82% 84% 88% 

Burg-Mlr: .Y~li\~lc ",',.'" ,i. ,.":$.4,::;,,;,, J':::i,;,~l~ 58 "i".. i, 522, .. ' 27, ,,' 
27 

100% 

149 .. 
135 
91% 

# Prison 

%In 

# Prison 

%in 

84 308 
100% 

1,970 
1,657 

84% 

91% 

6,152 
5,177 

84% 

53 440 
91% 

535 
462 
86% 

84% 

10,915 
9,784 

90% 

651 
558 
86% 

.3,091 
2,789 

90% 

64 1,614 
59% 90% 

20(5,:.::.\ ,]3,5$9 •. i· 
111 3,048 
54% 859< 

).-0.':':.'.,:: I: •... '1.,059" 
1',.1:::,:,' ... ! T, 

39 950 
70% 909'< 

lIt;.',;,; . ·::;'~13,S>Q"i': 
70 1,101 

60% 79% 

. 45 ,:L:,';i"",;.;li2,~,i{'! 
36 1,083 

80% 89% 

~)78§'·25,lp 
1,307 21,745 

73%, 87%'1 

CJPC Sentencing Dynamics SIII,]y 
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Median Sentence in Years for Offenders Sentenced to Prison: 
Offense Categories by County by Criminal History 

IOtlimse I Bexar I Dallas I El Paso I Harris I Nueces I Tarrant I Travis I Total I ~ 

,Agg~Hollllcldc I' 51 ,152 '1 30 215 , .12 74 17 551 
Selllence·O Prior 24y 20y 20y 20y :I< 20y * 20y 

Sentence·] +Prior 40y 30y 23y 25y 27y 15y 2Sy 2Sy 

Homicide'" .•. . .i.··44 11~ 
" 

'11 ,86 n 47 " 19 . 343 
Sentence·O Prior ISy lSy ISy lOy lOy lOy 4Sy lOy 

Sentence·} +Prior 20y 16y 9y 12y SOy 2Sy 20y 20y 

.AI;I;$/!X Msault '55 167 '., ,14 181 25 S5 
.i 32 559 " 

Selllcnce·O Prior 25y lOy 20y lSy 18y 15y 20y 15y 
Scntence·} +Prior 2Sy 16y 60y 26y 20y 12y 30y 20y 

ScxuJll Msaul~ 39 63 .7 . J3~ ,;2 .' . .1,31 50 327 
Selllellce·O Prior lOy lOy * lOy * 9y lOy lOy 

Selllence·} +Prior 12y lOy · 12y • 12y 12y 12y 

Agg. ~QPbl!ry 14$ 431 .... 30 , 577 17 .168 '. ~ 128 I· '.' 1;494 
Senlcnce·O Prior 12y lOy 7y lSy 5y lOy 15y lOy 

Sentence·} +Prior 20y ZOy 2Sy 2Sy 33y 22y 20y 2Sy 

R~bbcz:y . ':, ,,80 .. 294 .~,. 
':1 530 , . 45 212 ,100 

I' 1.285 
.'.t 

Sentence·O Prior 7y 8y 7y Sy lOy 4y 5y 5y 
Sentence·} +Prior 12y lOy lly lOy 20y lOy lOy lOy 

L1decency . i. 50 , 
40 .. ""'5 84 • i .14 28 35 2S6 

Sentence'O Prior lOy 4y * 4y l5y 9y 6y 7y 
Sentence·} +Prior lOy lOy • I lOy Sy Sy ISy lOy 

DurgInI)' ~lIablt,,~ ., , :. ,,;'221 584 116 ,. 730 ," 197 3,ll ~4,5 2.314 
Sentence·O Prior 9y Sy lly Sy Sy Sy 6y 6y 

Sentence·] +Prior ISy ISy 20y 18y 18y lOy lOy ISy 

Drull" Dei/Yery 508 889 105 I., . · •• :1,?7.3 .915 561 ' 136 4,167 
I. 'I. ' 

Sentence·O Prior lOy lOy 8y 6y Sy 6y 8y 8y 
Sentence·] +Prior lSy ISy ISy ISy lOy lOy lly ISy 

Drug ~ Posses.~lon 3S3 I':'., 935 . 92 3,8S4 1,21 646, 257 6,258 
Selllence·O Prior 6y 5y 7y 3y 5y 5y 4y 3y 

Senlence·] +Prior lOy 6y Sy 7y 7y 9y 6y 7y 

DWI : 60 228 ·:i.::,: (j 307 22 '89 ,72 ' 784 
Sentence·O Prior 3y 3y 3y 3y 3y 2y '" 3y 

Sentence·) +Prior 3y 3y • 3y 4y 3y 4y 3y 

Agg(3.G) Assault 4 56 
'." " 

9 170 2(1 57 36 3S8 
Sentence·O Prior * Sy * Sy '" 2y '" Sy 

Sentence·} +Prior • lOy 8y lOy lOy 8y Sy 9y 

,AssnulllFamlly 58 : 179 3..3 420. ~ ,81 Ql 82C 
Sentence·O Prior 7y 5y 7y 5y * 7y 4y Sy 

Sentence·] +Prior 7y 6r 14 Sy • 8y 7y 7y 

Durglll.Q'-Dulldlng. ' .. ' ... :145 564 , 63 765 47 257 ' :,' 10~ 1.9S0 
Sentence·O Prior lOy 4y 4y 2y 3y * 2y 3y 

Sentence·) +Prior 14y 9y lOy lly ISy lOy lIy lOy 

Tbeft:, . , .', 19~,: 770 65 . 1,653 :, 45 ~46 122 :?,397 .. 

Senrence·O Prior 6y 4y Sy 3y '" 3y Sy 4y 
Sentence-] +Prior 9y Sy lOy 6y 12y Sy lOy 7y 

UllMV , ·'73 240 0, , 716 41 30 44 1,144 
Sentence·O Prior 5y Sy '" 2y '" * 5y 3y 

Sentence·) +Prior ISy 8y • Sy Sy lly Sy 6y 

ForgerylFi'llud 72 330 29 ' .. 17S 29 206 85 1,23C 
Sentence·O Prior 7y 5y 9y 4y 4y 2y 4y 4y 

Sentence·} +Prior lOy Sy 12y 7y Sy 7y lOy 7y 

Durg~Mtr Vehicle .99 338 74 568 27 149 '.', .55
1 

l,SlC 
Sentence·O Prior Sy 2y 7y 3y * Sy 2y 3y 

Sentence·] +Prior lOy Sy 9y 6y 7y lOy 5y 8y 

Total 2251 6381 691 13342 701 3.596 1603 2~565 

* Insufficient nwnbcrs in cells. 

CJPC Sentencing DYflLlmics Study 



B,EXAR 
Total 

African-American 

Anglo 

Hispanic 

DALLAS 

EVPASO 
Total 

African-American 

Anglo 

XlARRlS 

1"lUECES 

TRAVIS 

TorAI.S 

Total 

African-American 

Anglo 

Hispanic 

- wwnrs 

Total Convictions and Conviction Rate: County by Race/Ethnicity 

POI'ULATION CONVICTIONS CONVICTION RATE 
Total Violent Index . l':0~~,~Y Inde~ Total Index Total Violent Index Prol"'rtyIndex Total Index 

,';, 

864,954 4,610 593 1,410 68.6 163.0 

60,37'3 892 119 211 197.1 349.5 

406,999 1,012 114 298 28.0 73.2 

90.5 226.6 

162.8 363.1 525.9 

565.3 1,005.5 1,570.8 

63.2 216.5 279.8 

213.7 317.6 

219.4 287.4 

169.3 319.8 

103.8 126.4 

6,320,341 58,266 9,076 19,800 28,876 921.9 143.6 313.3 456.9 

878,216 26,904 4,394 8,130 12,524 3,063.5 500.3 925.7 1,426.1 

3,868,386 19,065 2,676 6,911 9,587 492.8 69.2 178.7 247.8 
1,573,739 12,297 2,006 4,759 6,765 781.4 127.5 302.4 429.9 

C1PC Sentl?llcing Dynamics Study 
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lJEXAR. 

rOTALS 
Total 

African-American 

Anglo 

Hispanic 

CJPC Sentencing Dynamics Study 

"'1* 

Total Prison Sentences and PrIson Rate: County by Race/Ethnicity 

POPULATION 

6,320,341 28,565 

878,216 15,302 

3,868,386 7,677 

1,573,739 5,586 

PRISONS 

436 

98 

77 

5,299 

2,877 

1,314 

1,108 

711 

136 

109 

9,968 

4,880 

2,990 

2,098 

PRISON RATE 

15,267 452.0 83.8 157.7 

7,757 1,742.4 327.6 555.7 

4,304 198.5 34.0 77.3 

3,106 355.0 70.4 133.3 

132.6 

387.6 

45.7 

241.6 

883.3 

111.3 

203.7 
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.- rat -
Offense Groups by County by Prior Criminal History 

OFFENSE GROUP BEXAR DALLAS ELPASO HARRIS 

Nwnber % In Number % In Number % In Number %!?-,-
VIOLENT' )::: ,':':: ~";';:;' 66==7';:".':':""+-:-.' j':-:7:':'.1;':;:'!f-:· :-:1. ~2""'$-:#:-:,-:::: 1-:-:::-:::S7::-:%~;-::: :"b.-:, 3~2-=-9 -+-·:,4-,::2":::%...,..·· .,+....-:: 4:-:,1=':6-:-'1 -t---:56"",",% ' 

No Priors 426 59% 1,421 33% 262 31 % 2,494 32% 
Prior Probation Only 98 85% 314 83% 29 6% 382 79% 

Prior Prison Sentence 143 99% 808 91 % 38 9S% 1,284 94% 

PRO,r.ER1Y,.i;~::::,::·,::: •. ~ 
No Priors 

Prior Probation Only 
Prior Prison Sentence 

DRUGS 
No Priors 

Prior Probation Only 
Prior Prison Sentence 

INDECEN.C:Y,':,; 'J' 
NoPrion 

Prior Probation Only 
Prior Prison Sentence 

'1,lM-?,,:: 
1,067 

224 
558 

,1,767; 
898 
361 
508 

, 107": 
72 
19 
16 

44,%., ,<ii1n:\ 
10% 3.236 
69% 740 
96% 2,217 

,/i'!C1%L',,' 
8% 

71% 
92% 

. ;,1;073,.: "" ~2~.',: ):9,;6:4,6,: 
751 10% 5.169 

95 56% 1.099 
227 96% 3.378 

49%., 
20% 
57% 
94% 

3;?,s:8,:;':::'4§o/~:: "·:SI5~, '. ;.~8% :,10,344 
6,108 

964 
3,272 

41%., 
29% 
74% 
88% 

2,242 18% 37'1 18% 
611 62% 50 84% 

1,105 94% 88 100% 

J(;ft.:;;:i ', •• ::':~~y" 
122 11% 
23 39% 
19 89% 

30 
29 

2 
o 

.' <'.l7.%": 
12% 

100% 
nE 

\:;'28'7" 
220 

27 
41 

'$1%\·' 
17% 
74% 
95% 

55'!0", 
29% 
85% 
97% 

'29%" 
14% 
70% 
85% 

OWF "';;'!'':,;',',,':' :;:Z2{>"T'~27%, .92.7,'; .. ':;I\i2.S,'.!>.:\': 'j" .24 '25% "\~ ;25?" .~%\, 
No Priors 

Prior Probation Only 
PriOI' Prison Sentence 

175 20% 
15 0% 
30 83% 

1'01'4 "'.: :),~,'i. 04,610:' 
Priors 2,638 

Prior Probation Only 717 
Prior Prison Sentence 1,255 

49% 
23% 
64% 
95% 

OFFENSE GROUP NUECES 

Vl&L1~N.T ., .. > 
Priors 

Prior Probation Only 
Prior Prison Scntence 

Number 
·":,':u5S::':':. : 

137 
39 
89 

PROPERn::;,: "·' •. 6Tf'; ': 
. . No Priors 362 

Prior Probation Only 99 
Prior Prison Sentence 216 

DRUGS:' 'i',.'''''.:': ,,') 
No Priors 

Prior Probation Only 
Prior Prison Sentence; 

INDEGENCY ',;~, 
No Prior:; 

Prier Probation Only 
Prior Prison Scntence 

OWl ", 
No Priors 

Prior Probation Only 
Prior Prison Sentence 

:;;:531, 
364 

71 
96 

30. 
18 
9 
3 

',,62 ~~, 

35 
15 
12 

%In 
57%. 

31% 
69% 
92% 

,,44%,::, 
6% 

67% 
97% 

41%> 
20% 
79% 
95% 

47%; 
22% 
89% 

100% 

3$% .' 
20% 
47% 
58% 

611 10% 18 6% 792 12% 
169 48% 6 67% 209 33% 
147 60% 0 nn 258 55% 

13;785:J.::j':'Wfu, 
7,632 16% 
1,857 68% 
4,29~ 91% 

·.1;971,:,': 
1,437 

182 
353 

;35%.,:'" ,;:2$,697; 
16% 14,783 
66% 2,680 
97% 8,233 

"S?%> 
24% 
75% 
94% 

TARRANT TRAVIS TOTAL 
Number %In 
" lAJ3";'JIt:;~""t: 

827 30% 
186 65% 
400 98% 

Number 
'6150.' 

358 
92 

230 

%In 
.... 65%/" 

37% 
88% 
98% 

Number 
:'10,O~7,' 

5,925 
1,140 
2,992 

3,O~9::"'li;$,o.'ii!: ·'··:.~,67Q, ······40.9(,'.'·· :~;137 
12,952 
2,912 
8,273 

1.485 5% 882 13% 
435 77% 220 42% 

1,109 99% 568 80% 

'2iJ){\';i' ;:,::$7%,,( 
1,239 34% 

244 78% 
635 93% 

'US 
86 
19 
9 

178 < 

107 
25 
46 

F,z4%i, 
7% 

68% 
100% 

:50.%>'. 
30.% 
72% 
85% 

,:1.0261;' .:'~8%'::,iO,2S9 
553 6% 11,781 
171 47% 2,472 
30.2 92% 6,006 

,n 
56 
11 
24 

:H9, 
150 
72 
98 

38%.' 
20% 
36% 
83% 

'23% 
0% 

36% 
47% 

826' 
603 
110 
112 

'2,989. 
1,888 

511 
591 

%In 
·::s79'u .. ' 

34% 
78% 
94% 

47%;:';, 
12% 
70% 
94% 

"S!'%,:': 
25% 
72% 
95% 

}19p. 
15% 
63% 
88% 

26%, 
12% 
40% 
59% 

TOTAL 1,564 
916 
233 
416 

45% 6,853 .. ;52% 3.786" 
1,999 

566 
1,221 

42% .58.266 
15% 33,149 
50.% 7,143 
84% 17,975 

49%. 
21% 
70.% 
93% 

No Priors 
Prior Probation Only 

Prior Prison Sentence 

16% 3,745 21% 
70.% 908 75% 
94% 2,200 97% 

CJPC Sent(,ncing DY/UlIllics Sflldy 
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Number of Offenders and Percentage Sentence to Prison: 

%in 

~~~pgp:~~ol~!i{i;;:!::!:[:;:;i:: 
% 

# Prison 

ijultlv!e'}?clopltki'::';'" 

Death 

%in 

% 
# Prison 

%in 

CIPC Selllencing Dynamics Study 

Incident Characteristics by Offense Type 

-
VIOLENT PROPERTY 

14.9% 
2,013 

63.4% 55.9% 

'" ':U', :3;6&~ ;,' ,;' ;"i',';: ,Vq(1~;791 
36.7% 69.6% 
1,230 7,090 
33.3% 

77.1% 

4,018 
47.0% 100.0% 
2,881 11,359 
71.7% 47.1% 

DRUG 

72.2% 

",:':'/3.10~ , 
15.3% 
2,243 

0.0% 
0 

0.0% 

INDECENCY 

0.0% 
o 

0.0% 

" ,,:;:'J:;I':;$74 
69.5% 

191 
33.3% 

';:t:k~~7. 
30.5% 

67 
26.6% 

,':h47 
17.8% 

73 
0.0% 

',,'::;12 
1.5% 

6 

100.0% 

",;!";17t 
20.7% 

79 

37.6% 

':565 
69.1% 

194 
34.3% 
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Percentage of Offenders within Offense Groups and Age Categories by Raee/Ethnicity 

OFFENSE TYPE 

Violent LT21 

African-Americall 

'.' '·.~&i~e~~if;i;~id~e/: .• ';,:' 
% Race. within Age 53 % 

Hispanic 

;:io.iiii.'lvitlli~i?~'c;;( ,'.;; 

OFFENSE TYPE 

Property 

24% 

LT21 

21-25 

21-25 

African-American 2,142 2,235 

26-30 

966 
;,'.,' .•. '~o.%. 

26-30 

2,259 
·'%>l.~~tlljtfdit·l?dil}', ";:"21%'<,', ',.2~%',}' 

• "'<"1, 

31% 42% 50% 

", ..•.... ,.:.:. 
.. ' %Ag~,witfzin.Ra~e" 

% Race. witltinAge 

r:l¥:~:~;Rai' . 
[TOTi\L 
II .' .' ,%Age(Toral) .. I·' , 

AGE CATEGORY 

31-35 I 36-40 41-50 

713 360 271 

AGE CATEGORY 

31-35 36-40 41-50 

3,303 
. "14%l 

51+ 

51+ 

4,770 
;;,,100,% 

3,018 
'100% 

2,254 
iiOO% 

% Race 

48% 

30% 

22% 

100% 

% Race 

42% 

8,471 35% 
10Q% 

75 5,470 23% 
:100% 

466 24,100 100% 
2%,·.·,'100% 

CJPC Selltencillf( Dynamics Study 
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n 

AGE CATEGORY OFFENSE TYPE 

Drug LT21 21-25 26-30 36-40 41-50 51+ I TOTAL %Race II 
African-American 2,123 2,360 2,238 2,346 1,268 869 236 11,440 

" ':%A~iA;;ll¥i,~dd~': i'! ;:;,,;"':@~~";i:;:::,:,,:':::~t~:;;'!;";!"~Q~:, ;i,U!ii,ii',!:~1,~{:""t:}'!',:i!j~:%" !ii::::)r~Q,O% 
% Race, within Age 71 % 56% 51 % 56% 58% 49% 

Anglo. 531 
':':'roAM;1+iWi:@~~,,':> 

% Race, within Age 

Hisp~nic 

,.·,:,':':;:';r.:0:~~~,1Mt;f)i~~4~);:'i';i:!!:'::';i'::'IQ%:: 
% Race, within Age 

OFFENSE or YI'E 

Indecency 

African-American 

'I:;:, :'/roIl~lfJ;';Jj;i',iR4~;I': 
% Race, within Age 

% Race, within Age 

Hispanic 

. '::':'.;"ia4g~,ldtJd~Rg~~,;",:' 

11% 
2,976 

:',,··.·;·:,:150//;" 

LT21 

4 

% Race, within Age 33% 

ITOTAL I 
...:.. ..••. ,..< ",o/aAg~(Tofalr,'! ","';8%' 

CJPC Selltcllczilg Dynamics Study 

AGE CATEGORY 

21-25 26-30 31-35 

63 78 

5,465 
:mO% 

3,303 
;:~,bp% 

527 20;208 
"";:';(,';3% .:\ ;"106% 

63 425 
.' ;., tQ%.: ,'"j~%" ,',(:"d~%,' :,' ·!i3}#/'".',;,;: ':"1'99% 

48% 54% 

52 26 271 

';":!:i!':;'<~O,% /)':i~Q9% 
34% 36% 27% 

145 143 143 96 826 
""ja%'!';:~,',:t7%' :':",:)17%', ;:;12%'\/'jO()% 

57% 

27% 

16% 

100% 

16% 

51% 

33% 

100% 

IT 



OFFENSE TYPE AGE CATEGORY 

DWI LT21 21-25 26-30 31-35 41-50 

African-American o 7 115 

',I, '·:i.;J$~;,Mi~;i1i(~~ ··:,,:t8~ ,.",:,":' B. O. % .. ".' . 
. '"'::"!,'I'! ... ' • 

% Race, within Age 0% 4% 10% 9% 11% 17% 

Anglo 14 92 345 338 270 
"" .... ,%A8~;~nli~Rqce,~ ,\:,',,~,:. 'g%' ,,' 'i:):i:~%. ":;::';';"'2/%" 'i"J:,,:,'!i:::!gt~; ',:,!,:;;:::H~,3~(,',:;:,:ii,!:'<;2~%I 
% Race, within Age 56% 58% 48% 57% 50% 59% 

206 59 305 215 11 Hispanic 

;:,,%1g~;)hq;~~;~~~i'::' ;",,::/;'::~o/d.! ):!'::"::>~ j'%.':i':'i:ii:,':'::/j~J:%i, :"",i;·)"',:;:g~%'.;,:./:"",!~%,' 
% Race, wit/dnA e 37% 42% 35% 39% 24% 

TOTAL 25 158 720 595 545 668 
/f;' %Ag~'(T~klj 24%/ :':::'':::i:'n:;QOIfc}:,:, )::::',,1::.1 8ifrc}:>I,,;:,:::,']~,::::~2%'r 

OI?FENSE TYPE AGE CATEGORY 

51+ 

379 
.:i::, ,tQQ% 

167 1,620 
. . :."jq,%;: :,!'I;!I;:toi}1% 

32 987 
,~%: ;:i:i.'i:'}~IQ'()% 

275 2,986 
: "9%i ::',::::,'(:ui'Od% 

% Race 

13% 

54% 

33% 

100% 

All Offenses LT21 21-25 26-30 31-35 36-40 41-50 51+ TOTAL % Race 

African-American 5,534 5~699 5,557 4~989 2,644 1,841 614 26,878 46% 
I!. ,:;"1f&4i?;~iti,i~#~~~':':!,::;!I::,:':}'i2l;if9:;;) " ,2J. %'. , ., 21 %, "!': I ,~'1~% .I,,;)::l;,!:,;!r~.i::'::':::'I;\~o/p:i:: ",,~%/ ,:',:::,:;,' "ilQPfk; 
% Race, within Age 45% 48% 47% 51% 45% 39% 37% 

Anglo 3,673 3,664 3,875 3,075 2,022 1,942 749 19,000 
,':;%ARe)~#~~d(;e::"::';i':,i,::",;::'ip,%,i',,,;;, . 'IJ~%:: ,",,':::~Oo/g(:'::."::::;i",;i,i4~/ 2,;'i:[:t!,~,n:%,r"/r,<j9%" ;;4%/ I,»:: ,~~QQ,% 

33% 

%Race,witmnAge 30% 31% 33% 31% 34% 41% 45% 

Hispanic 3,033 2,585 2,457 1,721 1,196 986 305 12,283 
;',:,'o/04gc::~i,i'~@e 'r':;i:,'.?':i::;~~,%,;' '!!";r:::i;21wt';:.,'::i,d%.:;;\,r·i,'~~~!:P"'.',i,'i::XQ%II ':'i~%/ I:: ..'2% 'if: 'qQQ% 

21% 

%Race,withillAge 25% 22% 21% 18% 20% 21% 18% 

ITOTAL I 12,240 11,948 11,889 9,785 5,862 4,769 1,668 58,161 
,., ' .. '.' .•.. '.'.' .... %Agecrot11)"" ::)''21'%, ';/',',2i#c{I' '.' " 20%'",';.<,.170/0 ",;<':iO% I "';..' " .• ,i1o/0 1>3%':'':''1:00% 

Note: Missing data on offender age resulted in a total number of offenders less than 58,266. 

CJPC Selltcllcing Dy/lamics Study 
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-

Offend' l)emographics (Racc/Etlmicity, Gender, and Age) by Offense Type and Sentence 

~ ______ r-~NooVa~=-~---J!~~~<jH"~~~ ~~~~~!~.-t~~~~-t __ ~I~h __ 1-~'~N~OP~rl~OC~'i-__ ~lh~-+~H~mba~'~+-~I~h~-+~'N~o~P~rl~~+-~I~hL-~ 
R.~¢WErfi . "'IQ.(\,~l,' j,74Q, ,$,~ <'2,02824.1:15 "'i;\jJ,?S9 i, 12,9Sl',,:L?4.2,i,tQ.?S9, . .10.42i;'.)t,7~21:' 2,929 

A{r./)J'n.:, ' --'4.17["":7· .3.OS2'·';,·,Z;lj:l3 ',,915 ". rO.1$9;,/;·;:;5.S~p . 4,4ll9' .' ":4$0 ';>',11.459 .'.'" (;,47$" \6'.02.5 1.s0~ 
Row % 65% 51% 38% 55% 43% JJ% 57% 53% .25% 

HJ,;p~ :.; ., 
Row % 

An&lo .': i"';' 
Row % 

48% 

... :.~~ :.1.4.96;,:535 
66% 36% 

22% 

, .. " ;:l,CH91.:'; •. : 1,432 : ":, ':'2,QI~ ,>";'.'578 
47% 67% 29% 

30% 

42% 

'5',470 :'''i,; ,2j98 
42% 

23% 

·S.507 i' i/,§,4$5:, 
41'J.: 

35% 

57% 

,3;400 "/A49 .' .3;3\0 .1,728 2,073 
62% 13% 52% 63% 

16% 

.5;143 ;:~1~ !) '5.490 ;2,2~ 3,684 
60% 12% 40% 67% 

27% 

;iQ.4Ui ,,', ".)1;782 

Mah,,;. i""!"" ':'.i';~.164 YCt.5;317 ,':"1:5,2(/'1' ',;,.'.,.l,86S '''20.17.7 :':',).O,2S1 .:,;,:;, 10;1fi? ');::'l,4Q1 "" :16.258 M59 ',' . 8,866 
Row % 59% 57% 35% 51% 50% 14% 

91% 

9% 

Under 21 2,364 
Row % 

24% 

:H·~'i;;'{ . '·"';i;i44 I.· 
Row % 

21% 

. 362 I:,;: ': ',:;:iiiio ,';,;. ',.,' ')63 
41% 74% .25% 

1,191 
50% 

1,821 
77% 

690 
38% 

i.213'::::i1;i7~ ' .. ;'" ,.'.463 
60% 60% 36% 

u:.~o"'i' :i;': i,,'<:i:970:',', ).1S~:: "':\~09i I ';i1S 
Row % 61% 53% 35% 

21% 

ji~3S'; ,,:?: i',r,':;''l.586i.c· ••.••. ' c··.·· 1,003 '".; 
Row % 64% 

:3G Md: 9i~~ • 
Row % 

16% 

,\,893 ' 

19% 

"'1.009 
53% 

CfPC Sentencing Dynamics SlIIdy 

".;mp .. "".:", :,223 
45% 31% 

');oj~ 
54% 

.27 
27% 

84% 

16% 

'':14Q 
5% 

6,810 1,807 5,235 459 
27% 77% 9% 

28% 

• '5.378 .:r';";'''i,~~11 . , 
48% 

22% 

19% 

3,30~ . 'i.,oa~ .•. 
63% 

14% 

4.053 ." "i,23$ 
55% 

17% 

~;922 . 
54% 

1,096 
33% 

'1.675 
41% 

, <,,:130 
11% 

'-":,:;,1931: 
18% 

':217 
13% 

80% 

4.002 

20% 

54% 

);$1\7 
39% 

55% 

'::,,: ,;;",2.916 

73% 

2,976 990 2,457 
83% 

15% 

,,4,184; • 

2/% 

22% 

4.155 

21% 

. ·rlA78 

22% 

33% 

2.o9i '.";'i,2,497 
50% 60% 

2,*;<: :.'''Z;532 ..... 
51% 57% 

'2,474 
60% 

c 'c.'. Z;21S 
53% 

2.6Q7 '.' ·~'t.045 
58% 46% 

64S 
31% 

776 
21% 

2,929 

2,'30 
26% 

(j2:/ 
21% 

2,928 

537 
22% 

54S 
22% 

GIS 
24% 

.703 
32% 

525 
26% 



INDECENCY DWI 

IIuOOa '11 , No Prior, .11 .11 'NoPrlou: 

RACElETH. ,90 .. ' 'i,989 , , " . .184 .' l.m 

Afr.Am.· .. ',· 
Row % 

:129 . ,'.' .'55 ',:: '?l :.,n 379 ' J14:;' ,180 
43% 55% 15% 30% 47% 

Anglo ". 

Row % 

GENDER' 
Male'. 

Ruw% 

('\:maJi' .. '. 
Ruw% 

16% 

;m 

33% 

425 

51% 

.. 
809 

98% 

.:J(j 

2% 

.. 

';]".' ,93; ,213 
34% 79% 

"JO? 
26% 

c' .',>253 
31% 

::,4 
25% 

' S90 
73% 

... ',141 ~. 
88% 

.4 
22% 

,32 
10% 

";,:;'88 

15% 

",~ 

14% 

A.a.if.::' ':,,: ':"" .. '.826." ." .. " .;'.':251. ,.' . "',":'" I,·'," ""I"ro, . ;.,.: ',;';IiO;I! ';.'.. : ".; "::(Y 

Unde(,21.' .. ', ,:64' ':'13 .' <541 ;, .":',,6 
Row % 

Ruw% 

Row % 

31.j$· 
Row % 

36anlOv~ 
Row % 

B% 

105 

13% 

1~ .... 

16% 

'. 145 

18% 

"·381 

46% 

20% 84% 11% 

··;· .• n 
39% 

.. ,36 

25% 

9,4 
72% 

'102 
70% 

,,':128. . ,; 27$ . 
34% 73% 

""':'.12 

/2% 

NOle: Overalllotal.s may vary, due to missing data in the age category. 

, .... 

lJ% 

981 

33% 

1,623 

54% 

2,989 

2,880 

96% 

lOS 

4% 

1% 

157 

5% 

720 

24% 

595 

20% 

1,488 

50% 

'.':" 

),24 
25% 

428 
26% 

~'784 
····,·174 

27% 

'/:/10 
9% 

,~1 

20% 

."138 
19% 

'. '::.'178 
30% 

<426 
29% 

.. 642 
65% 

1,06$ 
66% 

"1;791;: 
62% 

'lOp 
68% 

483' 
67% 

,~il '.: . 

63% 

,an 
60% 

'11 

2~~ 

2S 
14% 

19 
12% 

i2~ 

12% 

233 

. 233 
13% 

o 
0% 

233 

,11 
44% 

6 
6% 

'34 
7% 

6S 
18% 

114 
/3% 

roTAL 

26.904 " 15.302': ';13.093 

21% 

19.06<5 

33% 

85% 

.8977 .' 

/5% 

57% 49% 

5,587 
45% 

:7,824 
64% 

7.677 .,:C12,227 
40% 64% 

25514 "i,.··~ 

52% 54% 

j050,' ' .• , 6465 
34% 72% 

, l2.239 , 4,012" "'9.592 
33% 78% 

21% 

H,~I 5,999 I' 6,874 
.50% 58% 

21% 

11,891 6.$45 .:6,195 
.53% 52% 

20% 

9;784 5,78<1 :4,4!19 
59% 46% 

17% 

.12,298 Q,406 ':":, .:S,~U 
.52% 48% 

2/% 

"In 

2,939 
22% 

1,755 
22% 

2,128 
17% 

6,821 

5894 
22% 

927 
14% 

(j,820 

1~103 
18% 

1,360 
20% 

1,382 
22% 

1,199 
27% 

1,1.15 
20% 

C1PC .'leI/fencing Dynomics SlIIdy 
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