If you have issues viewing or accessing this file, please contact us at NCJRS.gov.

Wl o

STATE OF NEW JERSEY
ADMINTSTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS
SENTENCING -GUIDELINES PROJECT

SEPTEMBER 4, 1979

REPORT OF THE SENTENCING GUIDELINES PROJECT
TO THE ADMINISTRATIVE DIRECTOR OF THE COURTS
ON THE
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN RACE AND SENTENCING

» § 4

4 | ‘ SUBMITTED BY:

| | \ Joun P, McCaRTHY, JR.
N PrRoJECT DIRECTOR

NE1L SHEFLIN

JoSEPH J. BARRACO
RESEARCH ASSISTANT

[Py




NCJRS

MAY 22 1980

SUMMARY

ACQUISITIONY

This report presents the results of a detailed study of the relatiohship
between race and sentencing in New Jersey, carried cut by the Administrative
Office of the Courts. It 1s an outgrowth aud extension of the AOC's Sentencing
Guildeline Project which investigated possible undue disparity in sentencing
and developed empilrical guidelines currently in advisory use in the state. The
degree to which such disparity in sentencing might reflect racial factors is

examined in this report.

The data base, developed during the Sentencing Guideline Project, contains
over 800 characteristics of the offender and the offense for each of more than
15,000 cases - wvirtually every case in which a sentence was imposed in New
Jersey between October 1976 and September 1977, the study year. The collection
of essentially all rather than a subset of cases and the extraordinary amount
of information available for each allowed the use of sensitive and controlled

statistical tests for racial effects in sentencing.

The statistical methodology employed allowed testing for racial differ——
ences in sentencing, after statistically accounting (controlling) for key
characteristics of the offender and the offense. The issue of concern is
whether racially different but otherwise simiiar offenders convicted of gimi~
lar offenses receive similar sentences, and thus it is necessary to analyze
sentences 1n the context of the whole case. To identify and quantify these
key characteristics, the various sentencing decisions =~ whether, where, and
for how long to incarcerate an offender were statistically medelled (or ex-
plained) for each of sixteen offense categories using linear probability model

(and probit) multiple regression techniques. We first examined racial
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differences in the values of these explanatory variables as well as in sentence
outcomes, providing insight into the bases of these differences. More formally,
we employed two statistical procedures - a dummy variable (t-test) and analysisg
of covariance (Chow test) - to test for possible racial differences in the
sentencing process after statistically accounting for these other key aspects of

the case.

This report concludes that racially different but otherwise similar offen-

ders convicted of similar offenses receive similar sentences. That is, when

statistically accounting for the effect of key factors relating to the nature

of the offender and offense, the data do not support the contention that

minority race offenders receive more severe sentsunces than similar white of-

fenders. While blacks, and to a leséer extent, hispanics receive on average
more and longer jail sentences than wﬁites, these groups also show equally
sharp differences in other factors whiéh enter into the sentencing decision.
Also, the very large racial differences seen in the aggregate figures reflect
to a great degree differing racial distributions of offenses, with minority
offenders concentrated in the more serious categories which yield more severe

sentences in general.

Notwithstanding the finding of a basic racial equality in sentencing,
there is a justifiable concern zbout the disproportionate involvement of minor-
ity offenders in the criminal justice process and correctional institutions,
and especially about the racial differences in the factors found to be influ-
ential in sentencing. This overrepresentaticn may reflect inequities else-
where, or past injustices, which were not examined in this study. Such an

imbalance should receive further consideration.
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FOREWOKD

In research of this nature and magnitude, accomplishment is a function
of the collective effort of a great many persons, especially considering the
efforts in the development of the earlierr sentencing guideline data base used
in this study. To those judges, law students, consultants, and friends, who

assisted us we again acknowledge thelr cooperation and express deep appreciation.

From the start Honmorable Arthur J. Simpson, Jr., J.A.D., Acting Adminis-
trative Director of the Courts, has set firm standards for the research and
has required a high level of competence and thoroughness. His full commitment
to a4 complete exposition of the relationship between race and sentencing,
regardless of result, and full support for the resource requirements of the

research are the cornerstones of this report.

Appreciation is also\given to Professor Hiroki Tsurumi of Rutgers
University for consultation on various statistical issues; Michael Garrahan,
Joseph Meoney, and Joseph Macaluso for assistance in preparing statistical
tables; Florence R. Peskoe and Alan Campi for valuable comments and insights
in editing; and certainly not least of all, Diane Grogan for typing (and

-

retyping) the narrative and tables.




1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 Little remains unsaid regarding the abhorrence of racism: a
source of incalculable human misery and the cause beshind some of man's
greatest recorded inhumanities against men. In his highly acclaimed
book on crime, Charles E. Silberman noted, "At its core, the urban
problem is a problem of race; so is the welfare problem, the migrant and
farm problem, the school busing problem -~ and, to a degree that few

have been willing to acknowledge openly, the crime problem".1

In the context of growing concerns over the sentencing process
generally,2 and undue sentence disparity specifically,3 the question then
arises whether the basis of our legal system - equality under the law -

has been undermined. Over 40 years ago, in a preface to his research

1
Charles E. Silberman, Criminal Violence, Criminal Justice, New York, Random
House, Inc., 1978, P. 118.

2See New York State Special Commisszsion on Attica, Atticé&: The Official Report
of the New York State Special Commission on Attica (New York: Bantam Books,
1972); Marvin E. Frankel, Criminal Sentences Law Without Order (New York:
Hill and Waug, 1972); Marjorie Fine Knowles, Lawlessness in Our Criminal Law:
Criminal Sentences and the Need for Appellate Review, Alabama Lawyer, 35:450;
William Jarvis Zumwalt, The Anarchy of Sentencing in the Federal Courts, 57
Judicature 96 (October 1973).

3See Twentieth Century Find Task Force on Criminal Sentencing, Fair and Certain
Punishment (1976); Sentence Disparity among Prison Committments (New Jersey,
Department of Institutions and Agencies, Division of Correction and Parole,
May 1974); Leslie T. Wilkins, Jack M. Kress, Don M. Gottfredsen, Joseph C.
Calpin and Arthur M. Gelman, Sentencing Guidelines: Structuring Judicial
Discretion, (Washington, DC: February 1978); John P. McCarthy, Jr., Wesley

R. LaBar, Neil Sheflin, Report of the New Jersey Statewide Sentencing Guide-
lines Project to the Administrative Director of the Courts, (New Jersey
Administrative Office of the Courts, October 1978).
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article discussed later, Thorsten Sellin stated that the longer sentsznces
given to blacks could "be largely attributed to the human equation in
judicial administration and as evidence that equality under the law is a
social fiction".a More recently, in a major report the New Jersey Correc—

tional Master Plan Policy Council, in a special section on racism, noted

that in comparison to the overall state populations, blacks were arrested

at a rate eleven times as high as that of whites and incarcerated at a rate
twenty-two times as high. The section concluded, “The implications of

the overwhelming overrepresentation of minority race offenders in correc-
tional institutions are profound and a long range correctional policy

cannot ignore or overlook the questions of morality and justice involved".5

This project responds to the above issues, although only insofar
as they may relate to the narrower relationship between race and judicial
sentencing, that is, specifically whether the race of the offender has any

impact on sentence after accounting for all other aspects of the case.

1.2 SENTENCING, DISPARITY, AND GUIDELINES

This study is an extension of a major pioject which developed
sentencing gufﬁelines for judges in the State of New Jersey. That project,
to investigate possible disparities in sentences given to similarly

situated offenders, examined over 15,000 individital cases involving over

aThorsten Sellin, 1935, Race Prejudice in the Administration of Justice,
American Journal of Socilology, volume XLI, p. 212 - 217, September 1935.

5
New Jersey Correctional Master Plan, Department of Corrections, P. 38
{March 1977).
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800 pieces of information in each case. The analyses resulted in empirical
guidelines reflecting the average of sentences given to offenders with similar
characteristics. The guidelines were implemented in New Jersey in October

1978.

Undue sentence disparity might be defined as that part of the
sentence decision which is not based on properly related, evenly weighted,
constitutionally approved information, i.e., the intrusion of irrelevance or
inconsistency into the process. The opportunity for such disparity arises
froir the sentencing discretion, which recognizes the need for flexibility
given the wide variation in levels of criminal harm and offender dangerous-
ness. The measurement of these "levels" in each case 1s left to the judge,
whose mental calculus, guided only by general and often highly ambiguous
legislative criteria, must then strike the difficult balance between the
conflicting policies of just desert and human mercy. With about 90 judges
sentencing offenders in New Jersey, the poten;ial for disparity, whether from

inconsistency or bias, is apparent.

1.3 To reiterate, the issue here is whether the race of otherwise
similar offenders leads to different sentences after statistically accounting
for those other aspects of a case which are relevant to the complex of de-

cisions a judge must make. ‘ ta

Following a brief review of prior research on the question in
section two, the third section presents some basic, if somewhat simplistic,
data which do indeed confirm that minorities are more likely to be incarcera-
ted and for longer terms than whites. This does not indicate, however, that

racism per se ig¢ an influence in the sentencing decision, for, as indicated
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above, racism 1s here defined as the significant influence of race over and
above other relevant factors in sentencing. Section four examines these other
factors, such as nature of the offense, prior record, and community background,
and notes similarly sharp differences between whites and minorities. Presented
also are the results of multivariate analysis which examines the race factor

in sentence decisions, accounting for these other aspects. In the conclusion,
while expressing concern for the overrepresentation of blacks and other minor-
ities in groupings ;f the most "dangerous" offenders, we find no evidence of

systematic racism in sentencing.




2. PREVIOUS RESFARCH ON THF RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN RACE AND SENTENCING

A review of the literature published on previous research into the
relationship between race and sentencing was undertaken, and abstracts of
each project, as well as of two articles which reviewed and evaluated many

of these efforts and others, are included in Appendix A.

As can be seen, the issue is one which has long been of interest to
researchers. Unfortunately, most studies involved limitations which seriously
undermine their value in understanding the present re%gtionship between race
and sentencing. Some studies included only a few types of crime (Bullock, 1961;
Green, 1964; Wolfgang, 1973; Willick, 1975; Clarke, 1975); other studies did
not control for effects of any other data, such as prior record (Sellin, 1935;
Perry, 1977); in some studies data from more than one year (time series) were
used, (Sellin, 1935; Wolfgang, 1973: Chiricos, 1975; Hail, 1975; Perry, 1977};
all studies developed dependent variables on parts but not all of the sentence
decision, usually confining analysis to either the in/out or the how long de-
éision, but not both; finally many studies were more than 5 - 10 years old

and therefore probably outdated considering changing racial attitudes.

Hindelang studied six prior empirical studies which disagreed in
their findings. In his article he explained the inconsisteucy by noting that
the four studies which found support for a racial proposition: (1) used pri-
marily Southern data; (2) used less care in controlling for relevant non-racial
variables; (3) were about 10 years older than the other studies; or (4) ex-
amined primarily homicides. John Hagan, in a major review of the research,
analyzed nearly 20 prior empirical works and noted that most did not use tests

of association in their analysis, Such tests would have greatly reduced all
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claimed statistical significances with only one study (Wolfgang, 1973) passing
the tests of association (Note that Wolfgang studied 3,000 rape convictions in

the south over a 20 year period.)

Criticism of the research in this area indicates that little has
been definitively learned about the relationship between race and sentencing.
It is 1likely that the problems noted above were compounded, if not directly
caused, by the poor data available from criminal justice agencies. There is
one rather consistent signal noted from the collective findings of these
studies, however: the studies have not found broad based or systematic racial
disparity in sentencing, and apparent racial inequities in sentences are elim-
inated when variables such as prior record are accounted for. In fact, in the
most recent study Aldan Vining concludes that minority defendants in California

received ghorter sentences than equivalent white defendants.




3. RACE AND SENTENCING: A PROFILE

In this section the observed differences in sentences imposed on
whites and minorities are presented. While the longer sentences received by
minorities are certainly of serious concern, no inferences should be drawn
until these differences have been analyzed in the context of the entire sen~

tence decision (see Section Four).
3.1 THE DATA

The data base for this study was developed in the course of the
sentence guidelines project and invoived one of the most comprehensive data
collection efforts ever in criminology. Project staff collected data from
15,130 sentences covering virtually every New Jersey case from October 1976
to September 1977. Over 800 items of information were extracted from the
comprehensive presentence report on each case, including such information
as details of the offense, prior record, family history, employment, community
background, education, military service, physical and mental health; plea
bargain, and recommendations. "... We should lean heavily upon the practical
experience and advice of probation officers who are the persons best qualified
to evaluate probable results and in whose expertise and unbiased interests in
obtaining a proper sentence for a defendant, there should exist complete confi-
dence."6 Detailed sentence information on each original and final charge was
also obtailned.

The race of the offender was also obtained from the presentence
reports which are prepared by the county probation departments. These data

were present in 13,898 cases, although a slightly lower number will appear

6See State v. Kunz, 55 N.J. 128, 149 (1969).
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in some of the tables in this report due to other missing information. Where
a pilece of information was missing, such as name of county, perhaps due to

venue changes and the like, the case was omitted.

Much effort was expended in insuring the reliability of data. Law
students did the coding. Other measures included double checking the coding
of all sentence decisions, searching for coder and keypunch errors, and test-

ing the consistency of coder responses.

The New Jersey Sentencing Guidelines sort all offenses into 16
categories of crime (see Appendix B) based mainly on two considerations:
similarities in the legislative definitions of these offenses and similarities
in the seriousness of the offenses as indicated both by statutory maximum
sentences allowed and a multivariate examination of sentences imposed. (See
report of the Sentencing Guidelines Project to the Administrative Director of
the Courts cited at page 1, footnote 3.) These categories were used in the
present research.

3.2 THE PROFILE

As seen below in Figure 1 (see also Appendix C, Table C-2), a
relatively equal number of whites (6,391 - 46.7%) and blacks (6,069 -~ 44.47%)
were convicted for crimes and sentenced during the year. The data also in-
cluded a significant number of other offenders (1,225 - 8.9%), the overwhelm-
ing majority of whom were Hispanic (1,187). The "other' category also includes
Orientals (34) and American Indians (4), who were not treated separately due to

their low numbers.
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PERCENTAGE
OF TOTAL 46.77% 44467
CONVICTIONS

8.9%
WHITE BLACK OTHER

FIGURE 1. RACTAL DISTRIBUTION OF CONVICTIONS

Yet of the approximately 6,000 blacks convicted of crimes during
the year, 47% were incarcerated, as compared with only 33% of whites7 (Figure 2).
With some exceptions, similar results were observed on a county basis (see

Appendix C, Chart C-3).

RATE OF
INCARCERATION 33.2% 47 .47 41.0%

WHITE BLACK OTHER

FIGURE 2. INCARCERATION RATES
~AS PERCENT OF CONVICTED OFFENDERS INCARCERATED

Crimes are classified into 16 categories (see Appendix B). There

18 a large variability in the respective rates of incarceration for each of

7 .
The rates of incarceration for each racial group are the percent of the total
number of convictions in that group which resulted in incarceration.
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RATES OF .
INCARCERATION | |73.0%}79.5%|82.2%

- 10 -

these categories varying from 15% for fraud to 867 for homicides (including
vehicular homicide). Crimes of violence, those which generally seem to evoke
the most fea}, clearly result in a much higher probability of incarceration

(see Appendix C, Table C-4).

Black and other minority groups have higher incarceration rates
than whites in fourteen and eight crime categories, respectively, as can be

seen from Figure 3 and Appendix C, Table C-S5.

43.1%156.5%142.1%
26.1%]130.0% |24.3%

16.1%115.12]8.27]

WHITE BLACK OTHER WHITE BLACK OTHER WHITE BLACK OTHER WHITE BLACK OTHER
ROBBERY WEAPONS BREAKING & ENTERING FRAUD

FIGURE 3. INCARCERATION RATES FOR SELECTED OFFENSES
AS PERCENT OF CONVICTED OFFENDERS INCARCERATED
WITHIN EACH RACE AND WITHIN EACH CRIME CATEGORY

As indicated in Figure 4, notwithstanding the similar numbers of
whites and blacks who are convicted, blacks receive almost 70% of robbery
convictions, which have an overall incarcerztion rate of nearly 80%Z, but they
receive only about 27% of the lewdness convictions, with an overall incar-

ceration rate of about 257 (see Appendix C, Table C-6).
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PERCENT OF 68.1% 64.5%
CONVICTIONS
48.97 | 42.2%
25.4% 26.8%
6.4% ' 8.97% I _ 8.8%
) WHITE BLACK OTHER WHITE BLACK OTHER WHITE BLACK OTHER
ROBBERY LARCENY ; LEWDNESS

FIGURE 4. RACIAL DISTRIBUTION OF CONVICTIONS FOR SELECTED OFFENSES
AS PERCENT OF CONVICTIONS WITHIN EACH CRIME CATEGORY

Turning to the place of incarceration, we again find differences
(Figure 5). 37.37% of blacks and 29.27% of other minorities, statewidé and over
all offense categories, are sentenced to state prison, as compared to 28.,0%
for whites. The order is reversed for county jail, with whites showing the

highest rate and blacks the lowest. Yardville sentencing rates are similar

for all races. (See also Appendix C, Table C-7.)

PERCENT TO
SITE OF
INCARCERATION 28.0%

23.0% | 49.0% 37.3%Z | 23.3% 39.4% | | 29.2Z | 25.4Z | 45.4%

STATE YRCC  COUNTY STATE YRCC COUNTY STATE  YRCC COUNTY

PRISON JAIL PRISON JAIL PRISON JAIL
WHITE BLACK OTHER

FIGURE 5. PLACE OF INCARCERATION
AS PERCENT OF INCARCERATED OFFENDERS WITHIN EACH RACE
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In average sentence lengths, blacks and other minorities serve
longer terms. Statewide and across all offense categories, whites average

5.6 years in state prison versus 7.6 for blacks and 6.7 for minorities (see

also Appendix C, Table C-8). 1Life sentences were excluded.

YEARS 5.6 7.6 6.7

WHITE BLACK OTHER

FIGURE 6. AVERAGE SENTENCE LENGTHS IN STATE PRISON
NOTE: Means were used, rather than medians, since there was a large number

of cases in the data base and in order to allow fully for the effect of

extreme sentences.

In county jails, blacks average 1.3 months longer than whites, as

shown in Figure 7 (see Appendix C, Table C-9).

MONTHS 5.5 6.8 6.3

WHITE BLACK OTHER

FIGURE 7. AVERAGE SENTENCE LENGTHS IN COUNTY JAIL
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As can be seen from this sketch of differences in sentences, biacks,
and to a lesser extent other minorities, receive more and longer incarcerations
than whites. While the magnitude of these differences is cause for concern on
the part of tliose involved with the criminal justice system and society as a
whole, 1t alone 1s not a basis for concluding that racism is a factor in senten-
cing. As was seen in Figure 3 and the accompanying discussion, controlling for
offense category alone substantially reduces differences in sentences between
racial groups. In the next section these differences are analyzed in the con-

text of the whole case, accounting for other aspects of the offender and offense.




4. RACE AND SENTENCING: AN ANALYSIS

The profile presented in the previous section confirms the existence
of racial differences in the incarceration rate and length aﬁd place of incar-
ceration in New Jersey. Yet it provides no explanation for these differences
and no indication of whether they reflect a racial bias in the sentencing
process, that 1s, whether the race of the offender affected the sentence after

accounting for other relevant information.

In order to address this issue of possible racial bias in sentencing,
we first statistically modelled or explained the sentencing process in terms of
variables which reflected the relevant aspecis of the offender and the offense.
We thenexamined the effects of race in three ways: by looking at racial dif-
ferences in the values of these explanatory variables; by testing for a
statistically significant additive impact of race on sentencing, controlling
for these other variables; and by testing for the existence of racial dif-
ferences in the weighting of all of these variables, that is, for the possi-
bility of wholly different sentencing processes for white and minority race

offenders.

The results are clear, The data provide no support for the con~
tention that systematic racial bias exists in the sentencing process. Rather,
the evidence suggests that the observed differences in sentences between races

only reflect differences in other offender and offense characteristics.

4.1  THE MODEL

Criminal sentencing is a complex process in which considerations
of desert, deterrence, retribution, and reformation must be weighed in light

of the facts of each case, with the balancing of these left to the individual

(Con't.)




- 15 -

judges as '"the legislature has not stated the aims to be achieved by punish-

8
ment".

The complex of decisions toc be made includes: whether the offender
should be incarcerated or a less severe alternative such as a fine or probation
is indicated; whether the incarceration should be to state prison, the refor-
mation-oriented Yardville Youth Correctional Complex, or a community based
county jail; and finally, the duration of imprisonment in years for a state
prison sentence or in months for a county jail sentence. (Note: Yardville
terms are indeterminate, women serve indeterminate terms at the Clinton Cor-

rectional Institute for Women.)

This study treated sentencing-as a two-=stage process in which the
incarceration decision 1s logically prior to, and may depend on different
factors from, the decisions on length and place of incarceration.9 This
results in four sentencing outcomes, dependent variables in statistical

terms, to be modelled.

85ee State v. Ivam, 33 N.J. 197, 200 (1960).

9This approach can be contrasted with one-stage processes in which the same
factors weighted identically determine both the incarceration and length of
sentence decisions. These different characterizations yield different
models and required different statistical treatments.

See Sherwood E. Zimmerman, '"Problem of Design in Sentencing Guideline
Instruments', paper presented to the Academy of Criminal Justice Sciences,
March 15, 1977, Cincinnati, Ohio.
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The first, and in some respects the most useful,10 is the incar-
ceration decision captured by a binary or dichotomous (e.g. takes on only
two values) in/out variable. This takes on the value 1 if the offender is
incarcerated, or will otherwise receive additional time by virtue of the
sentence; and 0 if a non-custodial sentence (e.g..probation, fine, or fully
concurrent sentence) was received. The placé of incarceration (given incar-
ceration) is captured in the where variable, treated as dichotomous, taking
on the value 1 if sentence is to state prison and 0 if to either county jail
or the Youth Correctional Complex. Two continuous variables reflect the
sentence length decisions (conditioned on incarceration and location),

county jail time in months, limited by statute to a 12 month maximum, and

. 1
state prison time in years.

There are a large number of considerations which enter into the

sentencing decision, as indicated by Justice Sullivan in 1975. '"In fixing

i

0The in/out decision is regarded as the most informative dependent variable,

and was used exclusively in the earlier guideline analysis. This is since
it (a) pertains to every sentence decision, (b) is clearly the first de-
cision a judge must make, {c) generally is found to be affected by those
factors affecting the other three decisions, plus others unique to itself,
(d) is binary, and therefore makes no assumption regarding the distance

of its values, as the two time decisions do, e.g., that the perceived
severity of each additional month or year of time 1s equal to any other
month or year. Note that judges sentence in variable quantum increases
(see Appendix C, Table C-12).

11

Notz that in these models the decisions examined do not consider the
following. (a) Five counties have penitentiary systems which allow for
local confinement up to 18 months, instead of the maximum of 12 allowable
in the other 16 counties. These were excluded. (b) Indeterminate terms

of years to the Yardville Youth Complex are nearly invariably for a five
year maximum (unless the statutory maximum is lower). These length decisions
are not examined. (c¢) First degree murder sentence lengths are mandatory
life terms and are likewlse excluded.
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a sentence a judge should consider the gravity of the crime and appropriate
punishment therefor, deterrence, protection of the public, rehabilitation,

and any other factors or circumstances relevant to the particular situation".12
Most recently, in the most comprehensive judicial exposition of sentence
criteria to date, Justice Pashman listed specific exacerbating and mitigating
details, such as prior record, voluntary plea of guilty, age of the offender,
outstanding personal record, family and community relationships, a stable
home environment, employment, health, and the potential effect of incarcera-

tion.13

These are captured iﬁ this study by dummy independent variables
reflecting characteristics of the offender and the offense. Most of these
were defined as dichotomous variables. As an example, to capture the dimen-
sion of redeeming social actions since arrest, a variable ACT 1 was develcped
which takes on a value of 1 if the offender pursued any one of a series of
voluntary positive actions since arrest (see ACT 1, Appendix D). Thus the
information from a larger number of member variables is combined in an in-
tuitively appealing and meaningful fashion.14 A list and definitions of

variables is Appendix D.

1ZSee State v. Jones, 66 N,J. 563, 568 (1975).

13See State v. Leggeadrini, 75 N.J. 150, 159 (1977).

14'I‘his approach is conceptually similar to factor analysis, which was employed
to some extent in the development of these variables in the primary guide-
lines study. The primary advantage of the dimensional approach lies in the
easy interpretation of the dimensions (or factors).
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The sentencing model then consists of the following four equations:

IN/OUT = a; +taX, +aX, + . a X +e (1
WHERE = b, + b,Z, + bsZy + .... b 2, + e, (2)
STATE PRISON TIME = c, + c W, + cjWy + .... ¢ W + e, (3)
COUNTY JAIL TIME = d; + d,V, + d Vy + ... 4V, + e, (4)

Where a, b, ¢ and d are sets of unknown coefficients or weights; X, Z, W and
V are the sets of dimensional variables relevant to each decision; and the
e's are random disturbance terms reflecting statistical variation. Thus the
model relates each of the dependent variables (decisions) to the relevant

independent or explanatory variables in a linear (additive) fashion.

4.2 STATISTICAL CONSIDERATIONS

The four-equation sentencing model shown above was exercised for
each of the 16 offense categories described in Section 3.1, resulting in 64
separate equations. The estimation of separate equations for the various
offense categories reflects the very different considerations involved in
each with respect to both the factors (variables) considered and their
welghting. While previous studies15 have often employed broader groupings
of offenses, the detailed and homogeneous breakdown employed here results in
more precise and meaningful results and allows sharper examination of the

impact of race.

15See Zimmerman, op ¢it. pp 13 - 14.
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Multiple regression was the primary statistical approach employed,
although some results from probit analysis are presented below as well,
Basically multiple regression 1s a technique in which a dependent variable
is "explained" by various independent variables, allewing tﬁe determination

N

of the im;act of each explanatory factor on the dependent variable;whiié
statistically accounting for the effects of the others. Thus, mul;iple
regression provides a means of estimating the values of the coefficients
shown in equations 1 through 4 above, and it is on the estimated magnitudes,
signs, and significances of these coefficients that we focus our interest.
While subject to statistical error, the resulting coefficient estimates de-
rived from fitting a least-squares surface to the data can be shown to have
several desirable statistical properties under certain assumptions about the

model and the data.16

The magnitudes of the coéfficients provide an estimate of the
impact of the corresponding independent variables on the dependent variable
statistically accounting (controlling) for other variables in the
equation. In the in/out and where equations (discussed further below)

the coefficients provide estimates of the impact of each factor

16The Gauss—Markov theorem states that the coefficient estimators will be

linear, unbiased and have smaller variance than alternative linear estima-
tors if the estimated equation is the true model, the expected value
(average) of the disturbance term is zero, the variance of the errcr term
1s constant and uncorrelated between observations, and the independent
variables are either non-stochastic or uncorrelated with the disturbance
terms. Assuming a normal distribution of the disturbances or relying on
asymptotic limit theorems allows the carrying out of hypothesis tests.

For detailed treatments of regression in an econometric context, see
Robert S. Pindyck and Daniel L. Rubinfeld, Econometric Models and Economic
Forecasts (New York: McGraw Hill Book Company, 1976); G.S. Maddala,
Econometrics '(New York: McGraw Hill Book Company, 1977); Henri Thell,
Principles of Econometrics (New York: John Wiley & Sons, Inec., 1971).
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on the probability of incarceration or placement in state prison, respectively,
while in the two time equations the coefficients estimate the average addi-
tional time to be received due to each factor. Negative coefficients indicate
merely that the presence of the characteristic lowers the dependent variable,

i.e., the existence of an inverse relationship.

The t-statistic, shown in the results below, provides a test of the
statistical significance of a coefficient, that is, whether its associated
variable truly has an impact upon the dependent variable. 1In large samples
"t's" greater than two (in absolute value) generally indicate statistical sig-

5
nificance (at 95% probability levél).l'

As in any statistical modelling effort, considerable exploration
of the data was involved in determining the set of independent variableg to
be employed. In this we were strongly guided by the legal considerations
discussed in Section %.l1. Cross-tabulations were often employed in developing
the categories of variables. Examination of the logical implications of the
signs of the estimated coefficients as well as their statistical significance

and their impact on the coefficients of other included variables and on the

R2 of the estimated equation were important factors in this process as well.

There are special considerations involved in the estimation of the
in/out and where equations. With a dichotomous dependent variable, as in the

in/out and where equations, the standard regression approach is referred to

17See Pindyck and Rubinfeld, op cit. Note that the '"t" can be used in place

of the partial correlation of the beta coefficilent as a measure of the
relative importance of variables. See Maddala, op cit. p 110.
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as the linear probability model,18 and can be interpreted as explaining the
probability of the occurrence of the event described by the dichotomous depen-~
dent variable. The estimated coefficients then provide a measure of the impact
of each variable on this probability, accounting for the other factors in the
equation. Although computationally straightforward and easy to interpret, the
linear probability model suffers from some potential statistical shortcomingslg
which have led to the development of alternative estimation procedures, most
notably probit analysis, which is quite complicated and computationally expen-
sive.20 The resulting coefficient signs and t-statistics have the same inter-
pretations as in the linear probability model although the coefficient magni-~
tudes do not. 1In fact the signs, t~statistics, and sometimes even the magni-
tudes of the estimated coefficients resulting from the linear probability

(regression) model are often quite similar to the probit (and logit) results.21

18See Pindyck and Rubinfeld, op cit. p. 237 ~ 244; and Marc Nerlove and S.

James Press, Univariate and Multivariate Log-Linear and Logistic Modeis,
(Santa Monica: Rand Corporatiom, 1973).

19Basically, the coefficient estimates may not be as precise (efficient) as

is possible, the "t's'" may be biased upwards and the implied shape of the
fitted surface may be unappealing. See Pindyck and Rubinfeld, op cit. and
Press and Nerlove, op cit.

20Probit is a non-linear, maximum likelihood estimation procedure using a

transformation of the probabilities based on the cumulative normal distri-
bution. A closely related technique is logit analysils, based on the logistic
function. See Theil, op cit., Pindyck and Rubinfeld, op cit., and Nerlove
and Press, op cit., for detailed treatments of these procedures and for
further references.

21See Pindyck and Rubinfeld, op cit. p. 251; and Jay Magidson, "An Illustra-
tive Comparison of Goodman's Approach to Logit Analysis with Dummy Variable
Regression Analysis', in Analyzing Qualitative/Categorical Data, edited by
Jay Magidson, (Cambridge: Abt Assoclates, Inc., 1978).
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This, combined with the computational difficulty involved in probit estima-
tion and the problems of interpretation of the coefficients, resulted in our
reliance on the linear probability approach. Probit results are examined,
however, for the robbery estimation discussed in detail in the next section,
and, as suggested, are very similar in their implications to the regression

results.

The four-equation sentencing model reflecting the two-stage view
of the sentencing process is, then, estimated for each of the 16 offense
categories using the linear probability model for the in/out and where

equations and multiple regression for the time equations.22

4.3 EXAMINING THE EFFECTS OF RACE

After developing and estimating equations which statistically ex-~
plain the sentencing process in terms of relevant offender and offense
characteristics, we examined the additional impact of race on sentencing in

three ways.

First and most simply, we examlned raclal differences in the
values of the major explanatory variables. Such an examination provides
revealing insight into possible bases for the observed racial differences

in sentences, although it does not control for other factors.

22’I'he alternative, one-stage process view of sentencing would require Tobit

estimation of the time equations. For a discussion and comparison of these
alternative procedures, see Zimmerman, op cit.; Madalla, op cit., pp 162 -
170; and John G. Cragg, "Some Statistical Models for Limited Dependent
Variables with Application to the Demand for Durable Goods', Econometrica
39, September 1971.
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We next employed a more rigorous approach in which we statistically

allowed and tested for the existence of additive race effects in each of the

sentencing decisions, that is, a difference between races in the average prob
ability of incarceration, the average probability of a state prison sentence
or the average time served, after accounting or controlling for the other
characteristics found to explain sentencing. To test for such an effect, we
included in our sentencing equations a dummy race variable which takes on the
value of 1 for whites or O for minority offenders.23 The t-statistic of this
race variable provides the basis for a formal test of the existence of a sig-
nificant average difference in sentencing between similar white and minority
offenders, that is, a difference after statistically accounting for other of-
fender and offense characteristics.24 If statistically significant, the mag-
nitude of this race coefficient provides an estimate of the average difference
between races, with a negative value denoting more severe treatment of minority

race members (based on the definition of the race variable employed).

Finally, and most generally, we tested for the possibility that com-

pletely separate processes (equations) are required to explain the sentencing

23The agsignment of values to this dummy variable is completely arbitrary and
merely affects the interpretation of the results as indicated below. See
Pindyck and Rubinfeld, op cit. pp 77 - 83 for a discussion of dummy variables.

24This test assumes that the only difference in sentencing between races lies

in this different average effect, i.e., that the weighting of all other
factors is the same between races. This is equivalent to assuming that sep-
arate white and minority equations, if estimated, would differ only in the
values of their intercepts.
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of each racial group. This involves an analysis of covarlance or general
linear hypothesis test, often (and hereafter) referred to as a Chow test.25
In essence, we estimated separate equations for white and minority race of-
fenders, calculated a statistic called the F-ratio (along with its degree of
freedom), and if it was large enough - larger than would generally occur by
chance according to tabled vaiues - we rejected the hypothesis that the
separate equations are essentially the same with some specified degree of
confidence.26 wﬁereas the dummy variable approach discussed above assumes
that the only difference between races lies in the values of the y-intercept

of the fitted least squares lines; in the Chow test we allowed and tested for

differences in all coefficients.
4.4 RESULTS

After estimating the parameters in the sentencing model for all
offense categories, we examined racilal differences 1n selected explanatory
variables and then performed the t-(dummy variable) and Chow tests for race

effects. Here, after reviewing some differences in the values of independent

25See Maddala, op cit. pp 194 - 201 and Gregory C. Chow, "Tests of Equality

Between Sets of Coefficients in Two Linear Regressions', Econometrica 28,
July 1960 pp 591 - 605.

26More specifically, one runs separate regressions for each group as well as
a combined regression., The ratio of the difference between the residual
sum of squares (RSSN) from the combined regression and the sum of the RSS

from the separate equations (RSS, and RSSB) to this latter sum adjusted for

A
degrees of freedom, is under the null hypothesis, distributed as an F-
statistic. That is: F = (RSSN - (RSSA + RSSB))/k

(RSSA + RSSB)/n—Zk

where k is the number of variables including the constant and n 1s the num-
ber of observations (A + B). See Chow, op cit.
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variables between racial groups, we presented the estimation and testing re-
sults in some detail for the robbery category to illustrate thelr interpretation
and meaning. The robbery category was selected because it combines elements of
violent and property crimes and because it contains one of the very few equations
which exhibited a significant race effect. We then summarized and discussed the
results for the remaining categories (shown in Appendix E) and indicated some

additional issues that were addressed.

The sentence model identified the variables which captured relevant
aspects of the offender and the offensz. These include prior criminal record,
offender criminal justice status at time of offense, the violent nature of the
crime, use of weapons, community background, and others. Clear racilal differ-
ences in the values of these explanatory variables are seen in the summaries

in appendix tables C-10 and C-11.

Both the average and the distribution of prior convictions differ
between whites and blacks. The average number of prior convictions for whites
is 3.1 versus 4.2 for black offenders and the figures for average number of
prior incarcerations are 0.9 and 1.6 respectively. 30.5% of whites are first
offenders versus 22.2% of blacks. 1In terms of other factors, 33.9% of blacks
are convicted for an offense involving violence as compared to 22.37% for whites;
and blacks have twice the conviction rate of whites for crimes resulting in
injury requiring hospital confinement. 22.7% of black convictions include a
weapons conviction while only 13.47% of those of whites do., 57.0% of whites
are employed at time of conviction while only 38.17% of blacks are. 36.2% of
blacks have a serious drug addiction while only 20.17% of whites do, and blacks
are involved in drug offenses involving sale or possession of heroin or other

oplates at over five times the rate of whites.
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Thus, the sharp differences observed above in sentences between whites
and blacks are matched by equally sharp differences in the values of many of

the variables which enter into the sentencing decisions.

We turn now to the estimated sentencing model for robbery. Reflecting
the considerations discussed in Section 4.1, the incarceration decision was
found to depend on the following factors: the offender's prior criminal record
(RHIST 4),27 whether the coffender has performed certain good actions since ar-
rest (ACT 1), whether certain exacerbating factors are present (RNEG 144),
employment (EMPLOY), whether the offender is currently in jail, either detained
or for a prior offense (IN JAIL), whgther the probation department recommends
incarceration (PROGNOS), whether the offender is apparently remorseful or con-
trite about the offense (PATT), whether the offender had a minor or peripheral
role (NO ROLE), whether the offender is male (SEX 2), whether there were mul-
tiple victims (MULTVIC), and whether the prosecutor recommended a lenient

sentence (LENPROS).

This 1s captured in the estimated incarceration equation for robbery

as:
(5) IN/OUT = .42 + .08 RHIST4 - .08 ACT1 + .11 RNEGl4A +
(6.8) (5.0) (-2.3) (4.8)
.08 EMPLOY + .14 INJAIL + .08 PROGNOS -~ .07 PATT -
(2.8) (5.5) (3.6) (-2.1)
.22 NOROLE + .11 SEX2 + .07 MULTVIC -~ .09 LENPROS
(-=3.3) (1.9) (2.8) -2.7)
R2 = ,20
n = 1239

7The names in parentheses are labels for the variables. More precise and com-
plete definitions for all variables in the model are provided in Appendix D.
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where the estimated coefficients are shown next to (multiplying) their corres-
ponding variables and the t-statistics are shown in parentheses below them.28
Following the linear prohability model discussion in Section 4.2, the equation
implies that being in jaill at the time of sentencing (a vdalue of 1 for INJAIL),
with all other factors the same, raises the probability of recelving a cus-
todial sentence by 147 on average (the .14 coefficient value shown). Similarly,
an offender who had a minor or peripheral role in the offense (a value of 1 for
NOROLE) would have on average a 227 lower probability of incarceration than an
otherwise identical offender (the -.22 shown as the coefficient of NOROLE).
Note that these and all other coefficients are statistically significant at the
5% level (their t~statistics are greater than 1.96), and the signs (directions

of impact) of all coefficients are logically correct, given how the variables

were defined for analysis.

The estimated where equation for robbery (state prison or elsewhere)

shown as:
(6) WHERE = ~-.01 + .02 TSIMCON + .04 TINC -+ .09 DRADDIC +
(~.3) (L.7) (5.8) (3.3)
.12 WEAPCON - .22 NOROLE + .11 INJAIL + .03 CASH +
(3.8) (-2.0) (3.3) (2.6)
.06 EMPLOY -+ .12 TRPLEA + .17 DOTIME - .10 PATT +
(1.5) (3.4) (4.0) (-2.3)
.30 AGE2 + .11 GUN - .12 MOVES
(7.1) (3.6) (~2.8)
R? = ,30
n = 962
28

Also shown is R2 the correlation coefficient squared (although there are
problems with the R? in the linear probability model)., See Pindyck and
Rubinfeld, op cit. p. 255.
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relates the probability of being sentenced to state prison to variables re-
flecting prior convictions for similar offenses (TSIMCON), prior incarcerations
(TINC), drug dependency (DRADDIC), whether a weapons conviction was involved
(WEAPCON), the amount of money taken in the robbery (CASH), no plea (verdict by
trial) (TRPLEA), whether the offender is older than 30 (AGE2), whether a gun
was used (GUN), and whether the offender has engaged in constructive activities
since arrest (MOVES). Other variables were discussed for the in/out equation
and all are defined in Appendix D. Thus, an offender with one more prior in-
carceration has a 0.04 higher average probability of a state prison sentence
that an otherwise ldentical individual. Clearly, individuals over 30 have on
average a 0.30 greater probability of facing state prison although playing a
minor fole in the robbery lowers this probability by 0.22, all other factors

being the same.
The length of state prison sentences for robbery 1s explained by:

(7) STATE PRISON _

TIME 4,18 + .24 TSIMCON + 1.18 WEAPCON + .43 CASH +

(6.0) (1.8) (2.1) (1.9
1.78 PLACE5 + 1.37 INJAIL + 1.67 TRPLEA +
(3.4) (2.2) (3.0)
1.25 RINGLDR + 5.56 MOSEX + 2.26 ONEWOUND
(2.3) (2.8) (2.2)
Rz = 17

= 428

D

Newly introduced factors include whether the robbery was of a Coﬂg;“
mercial establishment (PLACE5), whether the offender was the principal leader
of a group (RINGLDR), whether the primary motive was sexual (MOSEX), and
whether there were serious wounds inflicted (ONEWOUND). The estimated coef-

ficient for RINGLDR implies that the principal leader of a group of offenders
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1s sentenced on average to 1.2 more years in state prison than an otherwise

identical member of the group.
Similarly, the length of county jall sentences 1s shown as:

(8) COUNTY JAIL

TIME 6.19 + .32 TCON + 1.70 OFFSTAT + .92 GUN +

(12.9)  (4.0) (2.6) (1.5)
2.31 OLDVIC
(1.9)
RZ = .21

= 132

where TCON represents the number of prior convictions, OFFSTAT indicates that
the offender was under criminal justice supervision (such as probation) at the
time of the offense and OLDVIC indicates that the victim was a senior citizen,

Other variables were defined earlier.

These equations, then, relate robbery sentences to the offender and
the offense. We now examine the results of testing for the existence of racial
effects in sentencing for robbery offenses, statistically accounting (control-

ling) for these other characteristics.

The results of re-estimating these equations including a "dummy"

variable for race in each are shown as equations 9 through 12,

(9) IN/OUT = .42 + .08 RHIST4 - ,08 ACTL + .10 RNEGl4A -+
(6.5) (5.0) (-2.5) (4.2)
.10 EMPLOY + .14 INJAIL + .09 PROGNOS -~ .07 PATT -~
(3.4) (5.2) (3.6) (-1.9)
.21 NOROLE + .12 SEX2 + .08 MULIVIC - .08 LENPROS -
(~3.3) (2.0) (3.2) (-2.3)
.0l RACE
-.7
R2 = .21
n = 1130
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(10) WHERE = -.01 + .02 TSIMCON + .04 TINC + .09 DRADDIC -+
(-.2)  (1.7) (6.0) (3.0)
.12 WEAPCON - .23 NOROLE + .10 INJAIL + .04 CASH +
(3.6) (-2.1) (2.9) (2.9)
.07 EMPLOY + .12 TRPLEA + .16 DOTIME - .11 PATT +
(1.6) (3.2) (3.7) (=2.2)
.29 AGE2 + .12 GUN - .12 MOVES - .005 RACE
(6.6) (3.6) (-2.3) (-.13)
R® = .30

= 898

(11)  STATE PRISON _ , g . 5] 7sIMcON + 1.45 WEAPCON + .52 GASH +

TIME (5.4)  (1.5) (2.5) (2.2)
1.78 PLACE5 + 1.40 INJAIL + 1.79 TRPLEA +
(3.2) (2.1) (3.1)
1.20 RINGLDR + 5.23 MOSEX + 3.06 ONEWOUND +
(2.1) (2.6) (2.8)
.19 RACE
(.3)
R = .17
= 396

(12) COUNTY JAIL _ . ye 35 7coN + 1.42 OFFSTAT + .96 GUN +

TIME (14.2)  (4.3) (2.3) (1.6)
3.80 OLDVIC - 2.63 RACE
(3.0) (=4.7)
RZ = .37

= 123

Recall that the coefficients of these dummy variables show the estimated impact
of race on each sentence after statistically accounting (controlling) for the
effects of the other variables in the equation. The coefficients of the race

variables are not statistically significant at the 5% level in any of the first
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three equations (thelr t-statistics are less than two in absolute value)
meaning that these coefficients are not significantly different from zero at
the 95% confidence ievel. Thus, once the effects of the other factors have
been accounted for, race has no impact on these decisions. Only in the county
jall time equation do we see a significant impact, with the magnitude of the
estimated coefficient implying that whites are sentenced for robbery to 2.6
months less time in county jail, on average than blacks (conversely, blacks
are sentenced to 2.6 months more), after controlling for other factors. The
results of probit estimation of the in/out equation, used to provide a check
on the least-squares results (see Section 4.2), were virtually identical and

also showed no race effect.29

The results of the Chow tests on the robbery equations are sum-

marized below.

Equation F (dfl, 4f2)

In/out 1.59 (13, 1104)

Where 1.12 (16, 866)

State Prison Time .79 (6, 111)

County Jail Time .60 (11, 374)

29
The probit results were:

VARIABLE ESTIMATED COEFFICIENT T-STATISTIC
INTERCEPT -.37 -1.47
RHIST4 .27 4,69
ACT1 -.27 -2.15
RNEGL4A .37 3.90
EMPLOY .34 2,98
INJAIL .51 4.92
PROGNOS .35 3.39
PATT -.25 -1.95
NOROLE -.69 -2.86
SEX2 .36 1.57
MULTVIC .33 2.96
LENPROS ~.30 ~2.04
RACE -.02 -0.21

The coefficient signs and "t's" are comparable to the least-squares results,
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None of these F values is statistically significant at the 57 level,
indicating that the contention of racial differences is not supported by the
data.BO Again, a probit variant of this test for the in/out equation was

employed and confirmed these results.31

The results for the remaining 15 categories, 60 equations in all,
are presented in Appendix E. Table E-1 summarizes the test results by showing
the coefficients and "t's" on the race variables and the F ratios from the
Chow tests. Tables E-2 through E~33 show the estimated sentencing equations,
with the race variables included (as discussed above, the equations were first

developed and then race included).

As can be seen in Table E-1, the race dummies were significant in
only four of the 64 equations, and only two of these implied a negative impact
on minority offenders - the robbery and the attempts county jall time
equations (the gambling where and the low volume state prison time equations
indicated positive impacts on blacks).32 Both of these equations implied
that blacks face on average, about 2% months more time in county jail than

similar white offenders.

3ODifferences between the dummy variable and Chow test are mot surprising

given the different hypotheses involved in each case.

31The in/out equation with all variables interacting with race was estimated

using probit. None of the interaction terms were significant.

32The gambling where and low volume state prison time equations imply that

blacks had a 16% lower probability of sentence to state prison for gambling
and received 2.3 years less state prison time when sentenced for low volume
offenses.
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The Chow test results in E-~1 show that in only five equations of
the 64 were significant racial differences in coefficients observed and that
in two of these, the larceny and low volume where equations, the implication

is that the difference favors minorities.33

Thus, in 123 of the 128 tests performed, there is no evidence of

. race-blased sentencing of minority offenders, and that significance appears

in five tests is not determinative. It is inherent in testing at the 5%
significance level that in five tests out of each hundred, on a random basis,
significance will appear to exist when it does not exist in fact; there are
also several special considerations concerning those models in which signifi-

cant race coefficients are found.34

Several alternative lssues were examined to address some concerns
which might arise from decisions made in the primary approach. One concern
was that the race dummy variable, which separated whites and minorities,
perhaps should have been defined to separate blacks and others, that is,
group the Hispanic and other race population with whites instead of blacks.
Therefore equations were rerun with this change, the race variable having a
value of one 1f black, and zero if non-black (note, this will change the sign

of the significant coefficients from negative to positive). The results

3

3Based on examination of the coefficient of the race variable in the dummy

variable equation.

34

A few significant results were found in models with a low number of cases

and are thus less reliable. Also some equations depend on relatively few
variables and thus are subject to statistical bias which could be reflected
in the race wariable. Several significant results were observed in the low
volume category which was included in the interest of having examined all
cases, but which is considered to be relatively heterogeneous, therefore
rendering the model weak (see Page &, and Appendix B). WNote also that in
four tests, the race coefficient was observed to be significant against whites.
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.
£

supported the primary findings, with again only three of 64 decisions, in-
volving about 200 of 13,000 cases resulting in a significant positive coef-

ficient. See Table E-34.

A third alternative for the race variable was also used, inserting
two dummy race variables, one with a value of one if black, and a second with
a value of one if Hispanic or other minorities. The equation was run in the
robbery category, and the coefficients for black offenders did not change by

more than .004.

A second concern was that by separating cases initially into the 16
crime categories, one effect may have been to lower the potential significance
of race coefficients by virtue of the lowered number of observations in each
category. While such separation is necessitated by the high interaction of
Independent variables, we nevertheless ran single equations for each of the
four decisions, inserting dummy variables for each crime category and county
(to control for possible imbalances caused by virtue of heavy urban black
population). The race variable was not significant in any of the four

12

equations (see Appendix %, Tables E-35 to E-38).

Finally, we were concerned that racially biased sentencing might be
prevalent in one or more counties but that its effect might be diluted below
significant levels when combined with cases from all other counties. The
number of cases in each county is too small to analyze within each category,
therefore single equations, as discussed above for the entire étate, were run
with crime category dummy variables. In only one of the 84 decislons was the

race coefficient significant (see Appendix E, Table E-39).
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5. CONCLUSION

This study has examined the issue of racial bias in sentencing in

New Jersey. It concludes that racially different but otherwise similar of-

fenders sentenced for similar offenses receive sgsimilar sentences in New

Jersey. That 1s, when statistically accounting (controlling for) for the

effects of key factors relating to the natures of the offender and the of-

fense, the data do not support the contention that minority race offenders

receive more severe sentences than similar white offenders. While blacks

and to a lesser extent, hispanics, receive on average more and longer jail
sentences than whites, these groups also show equally sharp differences in
factors which influence sentences. Moreover, some of the large racial dif-
ferences seen in the aggregate incarceration figures, reflect differing
racial distributions of offenses, with minority offenders concentrated in
the more serious offense categories which yield more severe sentences in

general.

As noted in the previous section, positive results were encountered
in 5 of thnlzs tests performed. Yet given the probabilistic nature of the
tesfing procedures which would lead oné to expect over six such findings by
chance, the fact that these results wereﬁgenerally in the categeries with
low numbers of offenses and thus are less statistically reliable, other
speclal factors mentioned earlier for several of these categories, and the
preponderance of the findings of non-significant race coefficients, we submit

that these results do not affect the tonclusion stated above.

Also, as in any statistical study, the results depend on various

assumptions underlying the methodology. The approach and techniques used
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here, while sophisticated, are generally quite robust. That is, they tend to

perform well even when the assumptions are not strictly met.

Notwithstanding the finding of a basic racial equality in sentencing,
there is a justifiable concern about the disproportionate involvement of minor-
ity offenders in the criminal justice process and correctional institutioms,
and especially about the racial differences in the factors found to be influ-
ential in sentencing. This overrepresentation may reflect inequities else-
where, or past injustices, which were not examined in this study. Such an

imbalance should receive further consideration.
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APPENDIX A

ABSTRACTS OF SELECTED STUDIES
ON RACE AND SENTENCING 5

Sellin, Thorsten
1935, Race Prejudice in the Administration of Justice, Amerisan Journal of
Sociology (cite omitted) '

. The study reviewed statistics from a report of the Bureau
of the Census, "Prisoners', 1931-1932, on all persons committed
to state and federal prisons and reformatories in the United
States in 1931. This study included some 70,000 cases and
measured the average length in months of definite sentences
across ten categories of crimes for native white males, foreign
born white males, and negro males. From observing these sample
averages, and without controlling for other variables, the
study concluded that the 'negro male was in the aggregate" given
substantially longer sentences than the native white, in three
out of ten offense groups, e.g. rape, other sex offenses, and
burglary. ©Natilve born whites received longer sentences for
liquor law vielations, homicide, robbery, assault, forgery, and
larceny. The author states that since the majority of definite
sentences were assessed in the South there may be "paternalistic
attitude'" in favor of negroes in the South. The author also
studied average length in months of indeterminate sentences,
and found that negroes received longer sentences in all cate-
gories. Since most of the indeterminate sentences were assessed
in the North, indicates that the negro in the North is a com-
petitor in industry and an outsider, and therefore received
longer sentences.

Bullock, Henry Allen
1961, Significance of the Racial Factor in the Length of Prison Sentences,
52 Journal of Criminal Law, Criminology, and Police Science 411

Author studied 3,644 Texas state prison inmates irncarcer-
ated for burglary, homicide, and rape in 1958. Dependent
variable was a dichotomized dummy (short if less than ten
years, long 1f greater than or equal to ten years) variable.
Cross—tabulation of independent variables such as plea bargain,
offenze type, prior record, geography of sentencing court, and
urbanity of court were prepared. Tests of chi square and con-
tingency coefficient of association indicated that blacks
received different sentences from whites when controlling for
the other independent variables notwithstanding that blacks
were also more exposed to those legally irrelevant factors
such as plea bargain, geography, etc. Author positive of
theory of indulgence that the policy of sentencing is to pro-
tect white order, and therefore black on black crimes received
lesser sentences than black on white crimes. Note that sen-
tencing was done by jury. i
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Green, Edward

1964, Inter- and Intra-Racial Crime Relative to Sentencing, 55 Journal of

Criminal Law, Criminology, and Police Science 348
Study of 413 Philadelphia burglaries and robberies disposed
of by conviction in a criminal court of Philadelphia in 1961.

Dependent variable was in three categories as follows:

1) Penitentiary - prison sentences with minima of
one year,

2) Prison - state prison sentences with minima of
3 to 11)% months,

3) Non-imprisonment ~ probation or bench parole.
Independent variables included:

1) whether armed,

2) multiple bills of indictment,

3) prior convictions,

4) race of offender and victim (four dyads).
Each independent variable was cross-—tabulated against the sen-
tence variable and the means were compared with 'theoretically
expected means' defined as the value that would occur if all
cases of equivalent gravity, irrespective of race, received the
same sentence. Author found variation in sentencing according
to the race of the offender and victim except as a function of

the other variables. Therefore, the author concluded that the
"indulgent'" patterns of racial sentencing do not exist.

Hindelang, Michael J.

1969, Equality Under the Law, 60 Journal of Criminal Law, Criminology and

Police Science 306

Author examined six prior empirical studies that addressed
themselves to the relationship between race and sentencing and
noted that four of the studies inferred racial sentencing while
two did not. Author attempted to explain the apparent incon-
sistencies on the following basis:

The four studies finding support for the racial hypothesis,

1) used primarily Southern data,

2) used less care in controlling for relevant non-racial
variables

3) were about ten years older on the other studies

4) examined primarily homicides.
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Wolfgang, Marvin E. and Riedel, Marc
1973, Race, Judicial Discretion, and the Death Penalty, 407 The Annals of
the American Academy of Political and Social Sciences 119

Study of 3,000 rape convictions in 12 southern states from
1945 to 1965. Dependent variable was death penalty or other
sentence. The findings that seven times as many blacks as whites
were executed (13% to 2%, 36% if black offender and white victim)
did not change on controlling for the large number of non-racial
varlables such as circumstances of the offense, circumstances of
the trial, offender characteristics, and various victim charac-
teristics. Cross-tabulations were used between each independent
variable and both the sentence and race variable. Chi square
tests of statistical significance were used to measure a null
hypothesis of no relationship between race and sentence.

Hagan, John
1974, Extra-Legal Attributes and Criminal Sentencing: An Assessment of a

Sociological Viewpoint, 8 Law and Society Review 357

Analyzed results of nearly 20 prior empirical studies which
indicate statistically significant relationships between extra-
legal characteristics in sentencing. Author noticed that most
prior studies did not use tests of association in their analyses
and tha” the use of tau~b reduced most significant relationships
to a very small size. Only the 1973 Wolfgang study passed his
tests to demonstrate a significant and substantial effect of race
on sentences. Author noted that one problem with dichotomization
of prior record is that blacks may have very long prior records
which dichotomization could not detect. Author noted that further
exploration into the interaction of variables is needed. Author
concluded that "while there may be evidence of differential sen-
tencing, knowledge of extra-legal offender characteristics con-
tributes relatively little to our ability to predict judicial
dispositions'.

Chiricos, Theodore G. and Waldo, Gordon P.
1975, Socio-Economic Status and Criminal Sentencing: An Empirical
Assessment of a Conflict Proposition, 40 American Sociological Review 73

Study, within a soclological perspective, tested a conflict
theory of criminology which posits that the less powerful a group,
the more likely will its behavior be designated as crime and its
members designated asg criminals, and more severely punished there-~
fore, Studied 10,488 felony cases from three southern states
between 1969 and 1973. All cases had custodial sentences and
dependent variable was defined as the sentence length in months.
Independent variables included socio-economic status (100 point
scale), as well as race, criminal record, and urbanity of court.
Product-moment correlations were calculated over 17 specific
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crimes between socilo-economic status and sentence length and
produced no relationships. Stepwise regressions were also used
which further indicated no relationship between soclo-economic
status and sentence. Study did find that race entered the
stepwise regression first in 2 of 13 crime categories and was
amongst the top 3 in 5 of the 13. Race generally entered the
equations in all 13 categories prior to socio-economic status.
Study concluded that the conflict theory i1s not justified by
the data.

Hall, Edwin L. and Simkus, Albert A.
1975, Inequality in the Types of Sentences Received by Native Americans
and Whites, 13 Criminology 199

Study of 1,574 whites and 221 indians sentenced in a
western state between 1966 and 1972 and an additional (second
research group) 342 persons sentenced in the one year period
between 1966 and 1967. Dependent variable is defined as (1)
deferred sentence, (2) suspended sentence, (3) split sentence;
independent variables included 11 test factors such as type
of offense, prior record, education, employment, marital
status, age, sex, occupation, etc. Zero Order on standardized
distribution of sentences imposed on each ethnic group were
presented. The association between ethnicity and the three
types of sentences, considered as an ordinal scale of the
severity of punishment was .15, as measured by Somer's d
(Gamma pupils both 33). Independent test factors were con-
trolled by a process known as test process standardization
(the weighted average of the percent distribution within
partial tables). Author concluded that '"native americans
among this first population studied were significantly less
likely to receilve those types of sentences which allowed them
the opportunity to escape stigmatization and/or incarceration,
and that this relationship was not removed upon controlling
for any of the 11 test factors'". Regression analysis i1s
applied to the one year cohort against a dichotomized depen-
dent variable (deferred or not deferred) and 15 independent
factors. The author concluded on the basls of unstandardized
regression co-efficients '"that the probability of a native
american offender having received a deferredwas 87 less than
the probability of a similar white offender having received
this type of sentence'. It appears that controlling for all
test factors reduced, but did not eliminate the differential.

Tiffany, Lawrence P., Avichai, Yakov and Peters, Geoffrey W.
1975, A Statistical Analysis of Sentencing in Federal Courts: Defendants

Convicted after Trial, 1967 -~ 1968, The Journal of Legal Studies 369

A study of 1,248 federal cases which were tried either
be a judge or jury in 1967 - 1968. Dependent variable was an
artificial 50 point sentencing scale accommodating both probation
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and length of sentence, Independent variables were race, whether
convicted by judge or jury, prior record, age, type of counsel,
and type of crime. Coefficlent parameters were estimated by
least square, with an F-test of significance. An additive model
found type of crime, prior record, and judge or jury conviction
to significantly effect the sentencing wvariable. A non-additive
model was also implemented to measure individual interactions
amongst paltrs of independent variables. Such interaction was
found between type of crime and prior record, type of crime and
judge or jury conviction, pricr record and race, and judge or
jury conviction and type of counsel (race was significant for
first offender only). Also note the large effect of the dif-
ference between sentences rendered on conviction by judge than
those rendered on conviction by jury.

Willick, Danilel H., Gehlker, Gretchen and Watts, Anita McFarland
1975, Social Class as a Factor Affecting Judicial Disposition or
Defendants Charged with Criminal Homosexual Acts, 13 Criminology 57

Studied 490 persons convicted of certain sex offenses
in Los Angeles County Superior Court in the early 1960's.
Offenders divided into a five level socio-economic index
variable. Dependent variable divided as a five level variable
based on a combination of in or out and whether or not offender
must register in the future as a homosexual., All first order
relationships were eliminated when controlling for prior record.

Clarke, Stevens H. and Koch, Gary G.
1975, The Influence of Income and Other Factors on Whether Criminal
Defendants go to Prison, 11 Law and Society 57

Study of 798 burglary and larceny sentences in courts
in North Carolina in 1971. Dependent wvariable was in or out
(however out included those who were found not guilty or had
charges dismissed, about 54% of cases), No reasons given
on why so many cases were dismissed. The study used chi-square,
an approximation stepwise regression, and ildentified offense
type, income, prior record, and arrest promptness as signifi-
cant independent variables. Race, employment, and age were
not significant. While race had a large first order relation-
ship, it was eliminated in controlling for income.

Perry, Ronald W.
1977, The Justice System and Sentencing: The Importance of Race in the

Military, 15 Criminology 225

Author notes confusion in findings over the last 30
years in race/sentencing analysis, Studied all enlisted
grade prisoners serving a sentence in Naval and Marine Corps
confinement institutions during the last quarter of 1972.
Depernident variable was sentence leagth in months. Mean
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éentencing lengths were compared by race and general offense
class. Study found no significant differences in means be-
tween blacks and whites controlling for offense class.

Vining, Aidan
1978, Cite omitted

Studied 49,773 felony defendants in California in 1973.
Defendants were grouped into similar pools based on offense
category, prior record, criminal status at offense, and type
of counsel. Mean sentences within each pool using a simul-
taneous dependent variable with probation sentence set at
zero indicated no significant racial disparity against
blacks. Study also utilized regression analysis towards
similar findings. Final report has been sent for and will
be more extensively reviewed when received.
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APPENDIX B
OFFENSE CATEGORIES

1. Breaking and Entering or Entering Category

N.J.S.A. 2A:94~1

- Breaking and Entering or Entering

2. Larceny - Stolen Property Category
N.J.S.A. 2A:119-1 - Larceny from the person
N.J.S5.A. 2A:119-2 - Stealing money, chattels, and other
articles, property, and things .
N.J.S.A. 2A:139-3 - Purchasing or receiving stolen motor
vehicle
N.J.S.A. 2A:139-1 - Buying or receiving stolen property
3., Assault Catégorv
N.J.S.A. 24:90-1 - Atrocious Assault and Battery
N.J.S.A. 2A:90-2 - Assault with intent to kill, commit
burglary, kidnapping, rape, robbery,
sodomy, or carnal abuse
N.J.S.A. 2A:90~3 - Assault with a dangerous weapon
N.J.S.A. 2A:90-4 - Assault and Battery upon a law enforce-
. ment officer in performance of duties
N.J.S.A, 2A:113-8 - Threatening to take a life
4. Rape Category
N.J.S.A. 2A:138-1 - Rape and carnal abuse
N.J.S.A. 2A:114-2 - Incestuous conduct between parent and
) child
N.J.S.A. 2A:143-1 - Sodomy
N.J.S.A. 2A:143-2 - Sodomy of a child under 16
5. Robbery Category
N.J.S.A. 2A:141-1 - Robbery
N.J.S.A. 2A:90-2 - Assault with intent to rob
N.J.S.A. 2A:90-3 - Assault with dangerous weapon with
intent to rob
6. Sale of CDS Category
N.J.S.A. 24-21-19 - Manufacturing, distributing or dispensing,
or possessing with such intent Controlled
Dangerous Substances
7. Possession of CDS Category

N.J.S.A. 24-21-20

- Possession of Controlled Dangerous
Substances

(Con't.)



8. Lewdness Category

AL 2A:115-1
LA, 2A:96-3
A

N.J.S
N.J.S
N

nJaSo . 2A.:96"4

9. Forgery Category

N.J.S.A. 2A:109-1

10.. Fraud Category

J.S.A. 24:111-42
J.S5.A. 2A:111-43
.J.S5.A. 2A:102-5
J.S.A., 2A:111-1
N.J.S.A, 2A:111-2
N.J.S.A. 2A:111-3

N.J.S.A. 24:111-5

11. Weapcns Categzory

N.J.S.A. 2A:151-41

2=

.J.S.A. 2A:151-56
J.S.A, 2A:151-62

.J.5.
J

A. 2A:151-8
.S.A. 2

A:151-32

=z =

12. Homicide Catecory

N.J.S.A. 24:113-4

N.J.S.A. 2A:113-5
N.J.S.A. 2A:113-9

Lewdness or indecency

Debauching or impairing morals of child
under 16

Contributing to the delinquency of a
child

Forgery or uttering forged records,
instruments, writings, etc.

Credit card theft

Intent of card holder to defraud
Embezzlement

Obtaining meney, property, etc., by
false preteuses

Obtaining money or property by falsely
pretending to be poor or unemployed
Obtaining medical treatment or financial
assistance by false representations
Obtaining executicn of valuable security
or affixing name thereto by false pretense

Carrying weapons without permit or
identification card

Unlawful use of dangerous weapons

Knife with blade opening automatically
or by gravity; manufacture, disposition,
purchase, or possession prohibited
Certain persons not to have weapons
Purchaser must have permit, firearms
purchaser identification card

Murder (upon plea of Non Vult), cr Secoud
Degree Murder (upon jury verdict)
Manslaughter

¥illing by driving wvehicle carelessly or
heedlessly
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13.

14.

15.

16.

Gambling Category

N.J.S.A. 24:112-3

N.J.S.A. 2A:121-3

I3
i

N.J.S5.A. 2A:98-1

Escape Category

N.J.S.A. 2A:104-6 .

Bookmaking and pool selling, keeping
gambling resort

Permitting lottery on premises, possessing
lottery paraphernalia, working for lottery
business

Conspiracy (if to violate gambling laws)

{

- Prisoners escaping or attempting to
. escape '

Attempts, Conspiracies, and Aiding and Abetting Category

Low Volume Category

N.J.S5.A. 2A:85-1
N.J.S.A. 2A:85-1 |
N.J.5.A. 2A:85-1
N.J.S.A. 2A:85-1
N.J.S.A. 2A:85-1

*NOTE: N.J.S.A. 2A:

A. 2A:85-9
A, 2A:85-12
A, 2A:86-2
A, 2A:89-1

‘N,J,S.A, 2A:89-2

‘NFS:A, 2A:89-5

NleSlAn ZA;89"6

N.J.S.A, 2A:91-6

- Attempt to commit offenses

- Conspiracy (non drug cases)

- Attempts to destroy buildings or

contents thereof

Aiding and abetting, principal

Attempt, endeavor, or comnspiracy to
violate the Controlled Dangerous Substances
Act

*False Imprisonment

*Misconduct in Office
*Obstruction of Justice
“Resisting Arrest ,
*Solicitation to Commit a Crime

85-1 - Offenses Indictable at Common Law and not
Otherwise Covered, Punishable as Misdemeanors

—

P d

Third Offeunse

Habitual Criminals

Abduction with Intent to Defile
Atrson of a Dwelling or Adjoin-
ing Structure

Burning Ships or Buildings
other than Houses

Burning or Injuring Propevty,
Crops, Trees, Fences or Lumber
Malicious Burning of Woods or
Cranberry Bogs

Bank and Trust Companies; False
Statements, Entries or Reports
te Deceive Examiners
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Low Volume Categorv

N.J.S.A.
N.J.S.A.

N.J.S.A.

N.J.S.A.

N.J.S.A.
N.J.S.A.
N.J.S.A.
N.J.S.A.

N.J.s!a.

N.J.S.A.

2A:92-1
2A:93-6

. 2A:93-7

2A:93-10

2A:94-3

24:97-2

. 2A:99B-1

. 24:100-1

2A:100-2
24:102-1

24:102-2
24:102-3

2A:102-4
2A:102-10
2A:104-7

24:104~13

2A:104-17

2A:105-3
éA:lOS—A
2A:105-5
2A:109—2

2A:109-4

2A:111~9

i

Bigamy

Giving or Accepting Bribes

in Connection with Government
Work or Service

Bribery of a Labor Represen-—
tative

Giving or Promising Bribe to
Participant in Sporting
Contest

Manufacturing or Possessing
Burglar's Tools

Concealment of Crimes
Unlawful Disposition (of dead
bodies) Interference with
Officials ‘
Desertion and Neglect of
Family by Husband or Father
Desertion and Non Support
Embezzlement by Public
Officers and Employees
Embezzlement by Trustee, etc.
Conversion of Corporate
Property by Director or
Officer ’

Embezzlement by Qfficers or
Employees of Banks
Misappropriation of Funds for
Building Purposes by Contractor
Aiding or Assisting Prisoners
in Escape or Attempt to Escape
Failure of Person Admitted to
Bail or Released on Recognizance
to Appear .

Taking Prohibited Articles to
or from Prisoners or Inmates
Sending or Delivering Threat-

~ening Letters or Letters

Demanding Money

Threatening to Kill, Kidnap,
or Injure for Purposes of
Extortion

Loans, Payment, or Repayment;
Threatening to Kidnap, Kill or
Injure

Selling or Possessing Counter-—
feit Promissory Notes, Bank
Notes, or Clearing House
Certificates

Forging or Using Forged
Passenger Tickets

Destruction or Alteration of,
or False Entries in, Books or
Papers of Corporation, Partner-
ship or Association
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. Low Volume Category

N.J.S.A. 2A:111-15 -~ Overdrawing Credit or
’ Checking Account
N.J.S.A. 2A:111-34 ~  Renting Motor Vehicle with
Intent to Defraud

N.J.S.A. 2A:111-35 -~  Abandonment, Sale or Failure
‘ to Return Rented Motor Vehicle
after Demand
N.J.S.A. 2A:111-38 -  Failure to Return Rented or
’ : Leased Personal Property;
Service of Demand: Defense
N.J.S.A. 2A:111-46 -~  Receiving Anything of Value
¢ Knowing or Believing it was
Obtained in Violation of
N.J.S.A. 2A:111-43
N.J.S.A. 2A:111-53 -  Knowing Transfer of Sounds
on Sound Recording without
Consent of Owner with Intent
to Sell or to Promote Sale of
Article; Penalty

N.J.S.A. 2A:114~1 -~  Incest

N.J.S.A. 2A:115-2 - Uttering or Exposing Obscene
Literature or Pictures

N.J.S.A. 2A:118-1 -~ FRidnapping

N.J.S.A. 2A:119-3 . - Stealing or Obtaining by False

Statements, Bank Bills, Notes,
Securities, etc.

Stealing Narcotic Drugs;
Breaking or Entering with
Intent to Steal

Bringing Stolen Property into
State

Malicious Destruction of or
Damage to Property
Defacing, Destroying, or
Damaging Buildings used for
Religious, Charitable, or
Educational Purposes

Giving False Informatioun as
to Location or Existence of

N.J.S.A. 24:119-8.1

N.J.S.A. 2A:119-9

N.J.S.A. 2A:122-1

N.J.S.A. 2A:122-10

N.J.S.A. 2A:122-11

i

a Bomb
N.J.S.A. 2A:127-2 -~ Altering or Removing Serial
Numbers on Motcr Vehicle
N.J.S.A. 2A:127-3 -~  Possessing Motor Vehicle with

Trade-Mark or Serial Numbers
Altered; Reporting Alteration
to Director of the Division of
Motor Vehicles

N.J.S.A. 2A:127-4 -~ Installing Short Wave Radio in
Automobiles without Permit;
Police Excepted

N.J.S.A. 2A:130-3 -  Maintaining a Nuisance
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" Low Volume .Category

N.J.S.A. 2A:131-1
N.J.S.A. 2A:131-4
N.J.S.A.,%A:133-2
N.J.S.A. 2A:133-12
N.J.S.A. 2A:135-1
N.J.S.A. 2A:135-10
N.J.S.A. 2A:137-1.E

N.J.S.A. 24:138-2

N.J.5.A. 2A:146~2

I

N.J.S.A. 2A:148-22.1-

N.J.S.A. 2A:149A-2
N.J.S.A. 2A:151-4

J.S.A. 2A:151-14
J.S.A. 2A:151-15,
A

N.J.S.A. 2A:151-48

N.J.S.A. 2A:151-50

" N.J.S.A.  2A:151-58

N.J.S.A: 2A:151-59
N.J.S.A. 2A:151-60

N.J.S.A. 2A:151-61

N.J.S.A, 4:22-17

. 2A:151-41.1-

i

I

Perjury and Subornation

of Perjury

False Swearing

Soliciting for Prostitution,
Maintaining House of Prosti-
tution

Transporting Female for
Purposes of Prostitution;
Venue of Offense

Neglect of Official Duty
Personating Public Officers
or Emplovees -
Malicious Tampering with
Railways

Carnal Knowledge of Inmates
cf Homes or Imstitutions for
Feeble-Minded or Mentally I1l
Malicious Injury to Telegraph,
Telephcne, Radio, or Television
Lines; Obstructing Sending or
Delivery of Messages

Giving False Information to
Law Enforcement Officer or
Agency

Disruption of Classes or
Interfering with Peace
Unauthorized Sale, Gift, or
Transfer of Firearms; Penalty
Silencer's Forbidden
Altering Serial Numbers, etc.,
of Firearms, etc.

Possession {of firearm) on
School Premises; Penalty
False Representations in
Identification Card or Permit
Applications or in Purchases
Purchase or Possession of
Machine Guns; Penalty
Possession or Carrying of
Bombs

Possession of Bombs with Intent
to use Unlawfully; Molotov
Cocktail; Evidence of Intent;
Exceptions

Possession or Carrying of
Explosives with Intent to Use
Unlawfully

Causing Explosion with Intent
to Injure

Cruelty (to animals) in
General; Misdemeanor
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Low Volume Category

N.J.S.A. 4:32-24

Fighting or Baiting Animals

i or Creatures and Related
L Offenses; Misdemeanor
N.J.S.A. 9:6<1 - Cruelty or Neglect of Child
N.J.S.A. 9:6-3"
N.J.5.A. 24:21-18 - , Possession of Controlled

Dangerous Substance not in
Original Container
Prohibited Acts ~ Fraud or -
Misrepresentation Penalties
{CDS Fraud)

N.J.S.A, 24:21-22

N.J.S.A. 24:21-26a =~ Distributions to Persoms _
Under Age 18

N.J.S.A. 30:4-91.5 - Escape from Confinement

N.J.S.A. 30:4D~17 -~  Penalty: Obtaining Medical

Asslstance or Other Benefits
by Means of a False Financial
) or other Statement
N.J.S.A. 33:1-50 Manufacture, Sale, Possession,
. : . etc. in Violation of Chapter;
Misdemeanor
Minors under 18, Hours of
Labor
Prohibited Employments for
Minors under 16 gnd under 18;
Inapplicable to Work in Schools
Making, Altering, or Counter-
feiting Registration Certifi-
cate or Drivers License!
Exhibiting Such License
N.J.S.A. 39:10-7 ~ -~ Manufacturer's Numbers
Required on Motor Vehicles
Certificate of Origin of New
Motor Vehicle; Security
Interests
Sale and Purchase (of securi-
ties) Unlawful.to Engage in
any Act, Course of Business
: Operating as a Fraud or Deceit
- N.J.S.A. 45:19-10 -  (Detectives) lLicense to Conduct
v : Business; Viclation of Section
as Misdemeanor
Selling Cigarettes not Bearing
S Required Revenue Stamps
N.J.S.A. 56:9-3 — ' Contracts and Combinations in
Restraint of Trade

N.J.S.A. 34:2-21.3
] .

N.J.S.A. 34:2-21.17

N.J.S.A. 39:3-38.1

N.J.S.A. 39:10-8

N.J.S5.A. 49:3-52¢

I3 . 4

| .
N.J.S.A. 54:40A:38
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APPENDIX C

Table C-1
RATES OF INCARCERATION BY COUNTY1
Total Number Percent Number Percent
Convictions Incarcerated Incarcerated Non-Custodial™ Non~Custodial

Atlantic 625 348 55.7 277 44.3
Bergen 833 271 32.5 562 67.5
Burlington 912 318 34.9 594 65.1
Camden 963 321 | 33.3 642 66.7
Cape May 259 88 34.0 171 66.0
Cumberland 240 108 45.0 132 55.0
Essex 2,734 1,305 47.7 1,429 52.3
Gloucester 105 31 29.5 74 70.5
Hudson 732 291 39.8 441 60.3
Hunterdon 54 18 33.3 36 66.7
Mercer B42 363 43,1 479 56.9
Middlesex 718 233 32.5 A85 67.6
Monmouth 1,10t 475 43.1 626 56.9
Morris 287 148 51.6 139 48.4
Ocean 665 190 28.6 475 71.4
Pagsaic 826 403 48.8 423 51.2
Salem 239 78 32.6 161 67.4
S;merset 266 102 138.4 164 61.7
Sussex 114 32 28.1 82 71.9
Union 1,089 342 31.4 747 68.6
Warren 81 36 44.4 45 55.6
STATEWIDE 13,685 5,501 40,2 8,184 59.8

1The Sentencing Research Project included 15,130 persons sentenced in the twelve-month research

period. There were 13,685 cases where both the race of offender and county of offense were
present.

2

Non-Custodial means the offender will not do time in any institution because of this sentence.
Also included in this category are cases where the sentence issued was concurrent to a present
term and the offender will do no additional time as the result of the sentence.
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~ Table C-2

CONVICTION RATES BY RACE

Total Whites 5 Blacks 5 Othersz3
Convictions # % # % # %

Atlantic 625 316 50. 6 261 41. 8 48 7.7
Bergen 833 528 63. 4 232 27..9 73 8.8
Burlington 912 599 65. 7 290 31.8 23 2.5
Camden 963 454 47.1 403 41..9 106  11.0
Cape May 259 192 74.1 62 23.9’ 5 1.9
Cumberland 240 114 47.5 93 38.8 33 13. 8
Essex 2,734 499 18.3 1,993 72.9 242 8.9
Gloucester 105 73 69.5. 25 23.8 7 6.7
Hudson 732 275 37. 6 309 42,2 148 20.2
Hunterdon 54 31 57.4 17 31.5 6 11.1
Mercer 842 294 34.9 490 58,2 58 6.9
Middlesex 718 383 53.3 263 36.6. 72 10.0
Monmouth 1,101 694 63.0 337 30.6. 70 6.4
Morris 287 215 74.9 49 17. 1 23 8.0
Ocean 665 544 81.8 87 13.1 34 5.1
Pagsaic 826 295 35.7. 345 41.8 186 22.5
Salem 239 154 56.1 94 39.3. 11 4.6
Somerset 266 171 64..3 84 31.6 11 4.1
Sussex 114 i12 98..3 2 1.8 0 0
Union 1,089 397 36.5 625 57..4 67 6.2
Warren 81 71 87.7 8 9.9 2 2.5
STATEWIDE 13,685 6,391 46.7 6,069 44,4 1,225 —1;;;

lThe Sentencing Research Project included 15,130 persons sentenced in the twelve-month
There were 13,685 cases where both the race of offender and county of
offense were present.

research period.

2The racial group "Others" includes the following races:
The vast majority of offenders in this group are Hlspanic.

Indian.

Hispanic, Oriental, and American

3The figure in this column is the percentage of total offenders couvicted in this county
according to race. :
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APPENDIX C
Table C-3

1
RATES OF INCARCERATION BY RACE

WHITES BLACKS < OTHERS2
Total Rate of Total Rate of Total Rate of
Convictions Incarceration  Convictions Incarceration Convictions Incarceraztion
Atlantic 316 45.6 261 66.3 48 64.6
Bergen 528 34,1 232 29.7 73 30.1
Burlington 599 31.1 290 41.7 23 47.8
Ca;den 454 26.9 403 38.0 106 43.4
Cape May 192 26.6 62 54.8 5 60.0
Cumberland 114 44.7 93 50.5 33 30.3
Essex 499 40.1 1,993 49.7 242 45,9
Gloucester 73 21.9 25 52.0 7 28.6
Hudson 275 40.4 309 40.8 148 36.5
Hunterdon 31 25.8 17 58.8 6 0.0
Mercer 294 30.6 490 52.0 58 31.0
Middlesex 383 25.6 263 41.1 72 36,1
Monmouth 694 36.2 337 56.7 70 44.3
Morris 215 50.7 49 49.0 23 65.2
Ocean 544 27.2 87 41.4 34 17.7
Passalc 295 37.6 345 58.0 186 49.5
Salem 134 29.1 94 36.2 11 45.5
Somerset i71 33.9 84 48.8 11 27.3
Sussex 112 28.6 2 0.0 0 0.0
Union 397 21.4 625 39.0 67 19.4
Warren 71 43.7 8 50.0 2 50.0
STATEWIDE 6,391 33.2 6,069 47.4 1,225 41.0

1
Rates of Incarceration for each racial group are the percent of the total number convicted in
that group who were incarcerated,

The racial group "Others" includes the following races: Hispanic, Oriental, and American Indian.
The vast majority of offenders in this group are Hispanic.




RATES OF INCARCERATION BY OFFENSE

APPENDIX C
Table C-4

1

Total Number Percent Number Percent
Convictions . Incarcerated Incarcerated Non-Custodial Non-Custodial
Homicide 223 193 86 .5 30 13.5
Robbery 1,136 886 78.0 250 22.0.
Rape 188 137 72.9 51 27.1
Escape 146 90 61.6 56 38.4
Gambling 490 267 54.5 223 45.5.
Assault 909 443 48.7 466 51.3
Breaking and Entering 2,152 1,046 48.6 - 1,106 51.4
;;ATEWIDE 13,734 -_—;:521 40.;—— 8,213 ———__-;;ig-
Sale of Drugs 1,257 503 40.0 754 60.0
Larceny/Stolen Property 1,092 435 39.8 657 60.2
Attempts 397 150 ' 37.8 247 62.2
Forgery 390 133 34.1 257 65.9
Low Volume 1,346 409 30.4 937 69.6
Weapons 1,276 357 28.0 919 72.0
Lewdness 228 58 25.4 170 74.6
Possession of Drugs 1,444 255 17.7 1,189 82.3
Fraud 1,060 159 15,0 901 85.0

1The Sentencing Research Project included 15;130 persons sentenced in the twelve-month
research period. There were 13,734 cases where the category of offense and race of offender

were present.

2

Non~Custodial means the offender will not do time in any institution because of this sentence.
Also included in this category are cases where the sentence was concurrent to a present

term and the offender will do no additional time as a result.



APPENDIX C
Table C-5

RATES OF INCARCERATION BY OFFENSE CATEGORY AND RACE

WHITES BLACKS . OTHERSl
Total Rate of Total Rate of . Total Rate of
Convictions Incarceration Convictions 1Incarceration Convictlons Incarceration
Homicide 72 75,0 133 91.0 18 100 ,0
Robbery 289 73.0. 774 79.5 73 82.2
Rape 65 61.5 102 81.4 21 66.7
Escape 57 56.1 75 68.0 14 50,0
Gambling 211 55.0 198 55.0 81 51.9
Breaking & 1,072 43.1 897 56.5 183 42.1.
Entering
Assault 364 41.5 452 55.1 93 46.2
Attempts 227 34.8. 139 44,6 31 29.0
Larceny/ 534 33.9 461 45,1 97 47.4
Stolen
Property
Forgery 200 32.0 179 37.4 11 18.2
Sale of 712 30.8 380 52.9 165 50.3
Drugs
Low Volume 798 ‘ 27.3 439 34,6 109 29.1.
Weapons 449 26.1 691 30.6 136 24,3
Lewdness 147 25,2 61 32.8 20 5,0
Fraud 430 16.1 557 15.1 73 8.2
Pdssession 789 9.9 545 26.8 110 28.2
of Drugs
STATEWIDE 6,416 33.2 6,083 47.3 1,235 40.8

Ithe racial group "Others" includes the following races: Hispanic, Oriental, and American Indian.
The vast majority of offenders in this group are Hispanics.

2Rates of Incarxrceration for each racial group are the percent of the total number convicted in
that group who were incarcerated.




APPENDIX C

Table C-6
RACIAL DISTRIBUTION OF CONVICTIONS BY OFFENSE1
Total Whiteé Blacks Others2

Convictions # %3 # %3 # %3
Homicide 223 72 32.3. 133 59.6. 18 8.1
Robbery 1,136 289 25.4° 774 68.1 73 6.4
Rape : 188 65 34.6 102 54.3 21 11.2
Assault 909 364 40.0 452 49.7. 93 10.2
Weapons 1,276 449 35,2 691  54.2 136 10.7
Breaking and Entering 2,152 1,072 49.8 897 41.7 183 8.5
Larceny/Stolen Property 1,092 534  48.9 461 42,2 97 8.9
Sale of Drugs 1,257 712 56.6 380. 30.2. 165 i3.1
Possession of Drugs’ 1,444 789  54.6 545  37.7. 110 7.6
Fraud 1,060 430 40.6 557 52.6. 73 6.9
Forgery‘ 390 200 s51.3 179 45.9 11 2.8
Lewdness 228 147 64.5 61 26 .8 20 8.8
Gambling 490 211 43,1 198 40.4. g1 16.5
Escape 146 57  39.0 75 514 14 9.6
Attempts 397 227 57.2 139 35.0. 31 7.8
Low Volume 1,346 798 59,3 439 32.6 109 8.1
STATEWIDE 13,734 6,416 46.7 6,083 44 3 1,235 9.0

lThe Sentencing Research Project included 15,130 persouns sentenced in the twelve-month
research period. There were 13,734 cases where the category of offense and race of offender
were present.

2The racial group “"Others" includes the following races: Hispanic, Orilental, and American
Indian. The vast majority of offenders in this group are Hispanic.

3The figure represented in this column is the percentage of total offenders convicted of this

crime by their respective race,




WHITES

APPENDIX C
Table C-7

RACIAL DISTRIBUTION OF PERSONS
INCARCERATED BY INSTITUTION

Percentage of the Group

Incarcerated in:

BLACKS

Percentage of the Group
Incarcerated in:

OTHERS

1

Percentage of the Group
Incarcerated in:

State Prison YRCC County Jail State Prison YRCC  County Jail State Prison YRCC County Jail

Atlantic 24.0 15.0 61.0 24.0 18.7 57.3 13.3 13.3 73.4
Bergen 32.6 18.6 48.8 30.0 19.0 51.0 47.7 4.8 47.6
Burlington 18.0 21.0 61.0 26.5 14.9 58.6 9.1 0 90.9
Camden 34.7 39.7 25.6 40.1 33.6 26.3 45.7 30.4 23.9
Cape May 34.0 18.0 48.0 46.2 2.9 52.9 0 33.3 66,7
Cumberland 31.4 13.7 54.9 34.0 14.9 51.1 20.0 30.0 50.0
Essax 33.0 11.0 56.0 34.0 17.0 49.0 19.0 12.0 69.0
Gloucester 26.7 33.3 40.0 15.4 30.8 53.8 50.0 0 50.0
Hudson 30.0 24,0 46.0 31.7 37.3 31.0 20.5 46.3 33.3
Hunterdon 0 0 100.0 50.0 10.0 40,0 0 0 0

Mercer 25.6 24,4 50.0 33.9 25.2 40.9 33.3 33.3 33.3
Middlesex 37.8 23.5 38.7 45,7 29.0 25.3 23.1 34.6 42.3
Moumouth 27.0 22.0 51.0 49.0 17.0 34.0 25.8 38.7 35.5
Morris 24.7 13.8 61.5 54.2 20.8 25.0 60.0 20.0 20.0
Ocean 20.0 21.0 59.0 28.6 20.0 51.4 0 16.7 83.3
Passale 32.0 34.0 34.0 47.0 29.5 23.5 42,4 27.2 30.4
Salem 26.0 29.0 45,0 51,0 16.0 33.0 40.0 20.0 40.0
Somerset 36.2 56.9 6.9 43.9 46.3 9.8 0 66.7 33.3
Sussex 21.0 26.0 53.0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Union 41,7 38.1 20.2 48.8 40,2 11.0 30.8 46,2 23.0
Warren 4.0 21.0 75.0 25.0 0 75.0 0 0 100.0
STATEWIDE 28.0 23.0 49.0 37.3 23.3 39.4 29.2 25;4 45.%

NOTE: While county jail terms cannot exceed 12 months, five counties have county penitentiary systems which allow

sentenceg of up to 18 months. For purposes of comparison here, terms greater than 12 months were mot included.

1 . ) .
The racial group figthere" includes the following races: Hispanic, Oriental,and American Indian. The vast majority of
offenders in this group are Hispanic.




APPENDIX C
Table C-8

AVERAGE LENGTH OF STATE PRISON TERMS BY RACE

All Offenders1 White Offenders Black Offenders Other Offenders2

#  Mean Time #  Mean Time # Mean Time # Mean Time
Atlantic 78 5.5 yrs. 33 4.3 yrs. 41 5.0 yrs. 4 21.3 yrs.
Bergen 86 6.4 yrs. 55 6.3 yrs. 21 5.2 yrs. 10 9.3 yrs.
Burlington 65 6.7 yrs. 32 5.9 yrs. 32 6.9 yrs. 1 24,0 yrs.
Camden 120 6.3 yrs. 39 4.3 yrs. 60 8.1 yrs, 21 5.0 yrs
Cape May 32 7.5 yrs. 17 5.2 yrs. 15 10.0 yrs. 0 e
Cumberland 29 5.3 yrs. 14 3.8 yrs. 13 6.1 yrs. 2 11.0 yrs
Essex 396 7.6 yrs., 61 6.3 yrs. 315 8.0 yrs. 20 6.9 yrs.
Gloucestfer 7 3.0 yrs, 4 2.5 yrs., 2 4.0 yrs. 1 3.0 yrs.
Hudson 81 7.1 yrs. 31 5.0 yrs. 39 8.1 yrs. 11 9.4 yrs.
Hunterdon 5 20.4 yrs. 0 —————— 5 20.4 yrs. 0 e
Mercer 112 6.8 yrs. 21 4.9 yrs. 85 7.3 yrs. 6 5.8 yré.
Middlesex 87 6.7 yrs. 35 5.2 yrs. 47 8.3 yrs 5 2.4 yfs.
Monmouth 160 8.4 yrs. 63 7.6 yrs., 89 9.1 yrs 8 7.5 yrs.
Morris 49 6.4 yrs. 27 5.9 yrs. 13 8.5 yrs 9 5.1 yrs.
Ocean 36 5.8 yrs. 26 5.9 yrs. 10 5.6 yrs. 0  ————e—
Passaic 167 5.4 yrs.. 35 4.2 yrs. 93 6.1 yrs. 39 4.7 yrs
Salem 28 8.4 yrs. 10 7.4 yrs. 16 8.5 yrs. 2 12.0 yrs.
Somerset 38 8.0 yrs. 20 8.6 yrs. 18 7.3 yrs. 0  ——mme-
Sussex 5 10.4 yrs. 5 10.4 yrs. 0  —=———— 0 e
Union 158 6.3 yrs. 35 4.3 yrs. 119 6.8 yrs. 4 7.0 yrs.
Warrea 2 4.0 yrs. 1 5.0 yrs. 1 3.0 yrs. 0 W mee———
STATEWIDE 1,741 6.8 yrs. 564 5.6 yrs. 1,034 7.6 yrs. 143 6.7 y;;j

1
Number of offenders sentenced to terms in State Prison, does not include suspended sentences.

2
The racial group "Others" includes the following races:

Hispanic, Oriental, and American Indian.
The vast majority of offenders ia this group are Hispanic.




APPENDIX C
Table C-9

AVERAGE LENGTH OF COUNTY JAIL TERMS BY RACE

All Offenders! White Offenders Black Offenders Other Offenders?

# Mean Time # Mean Time it Mean Time # Mean Time
Atlantic 204 4.3 mos. 85 4.6 mos., 98 4.1 mos. 21 4.1 mos.
Bergen 129 7.0 mos. 85 6.9 mos. 34 6.7 mos. 10 9.0 mos.
Burlington 192 6.4 mos. 111 6.1 mos. 71 6.7 mos. 10 7.3 mos.
Camden 81 8.2 mos. 30 7.5 mos. 40 8.7 mos. 11 8.0 mos.
Cape May 43 6.1 mos. 24 6.4 mos. 17 5.8 mos. 2 5.0 mos.
Cumberland 57 5.0 mos. 28 4.6 mos. 24 5.6 mos. ' 5 3.8 mos.
Essex 482 7.2 mos. 85 5.7 mos. 339 7.7 mos. 58 6.7 mos.
Gloucester 14 9.4 mos. 6 10 mos. 7 9.9 mos. - 1 2.0 mos.
Hudson ' 84 5.3 mos. 44 4.5 mos. 29 6.0 mos. 11 6.6 mos.
Hunterdon 10 8.5 mos. 7 7.4 mos. 3 11.0 mos. 0  ~mm——
Mercer 123 7.2 mos. 37 7.4 mos. 80 7.1 mos. 6 7.0 mos.
Middlesex 60 6.5 mos. 29 5.6 mos. 24 6.8 mos. r 7 9.4 mos.
Monmouth 194 6.1 mos. 123 5.7 mos. 61 7.1 mos. 10 5.0 mos.
Morris 73 4.1 mos. 65 4.1 mos. 6 4.2 mos. 2 4.0 mos.
Ocean 107 4.4 mos. 84 4.3 mos. 18 4.8 wmos. 5 5.6 mos.
Passaic 112 5.7 mos. 37 5.2 mos. 47 6.0 mos. 28 5.8 mos.
Salem 30 5.3 mos. 17 4.7 mos. 11 6.5 mos. 2 3.5 mos.
Somerset 9 5.2 mos. 4 4.3 mos. 4 6.0 mos. 1 6.0 mos.
Sussex 16 5.1 mos. 16 5.1 mos. 0 - 0 ——— -
Union 46 5.5 mos. 17 5.4 mos. 26 5.5 mos. 3 5.3 mos.
Warren 27 4.4 mos. 23 4.2 mos. 3 3.0 mos. 1 12.0 mos.
STATEWIDE 2,093 6.2 mos. 957 5.5 mos. 942 6.8 mos. 194 6.3 mos.

NOTE: While county jail terms cannot exceed 12 months, five counties have county penitentiary
systems which allow sentences of up to 18 months. For purposes of equal comparison
here, terms greater than 12 months were not included.

1Number of offenders sentenced to terms in county jail, does not include suspended sentences.

2The racial group "Others" includes the following races: Hispanic, Oriental, and American Indian.
The vast ma%ority of offenders in this group are Hispanic.




APPENDIX C

Table C-10
PRIOR CONVICTIONS AND INCARCERATIDNS WITHIN EACH RACIAL GROUP1
STATEWIDE
ALL OFFENDERS WHITE OFFENDERS BLACK QFFENDERS OTHER OFFENDERS2
7 %3 %3 %3
No Prior Convictions 27.2 30.5 22.2 34.5
One Prior Conviction 15.7 17.4 13.4 18.2
Between Two and Four 25.4 26.2 24.8 24,1
Prior Convictions
Five or More Prior 31.8 25.9 39.6. 23.2
Convictions
No Prior Incarcerations 58.8 67.4 49.3 61.4
One Prior Incarceration 14.90 13.6 16.¢6 16.2
Between Two and Four 17.3 13.0 21l.9 16.6
Prior Incarcerations
Five or More Prior 9.0 6.5 12.3 5.9
Incarcerations
2
ALI, OFFENDERS WHITE OFFENDERS BLACK OFFENDERS OTHER OFFENDERS
Average Prior 3.6 3.1 4.3 2.8
Convictions
Average Prior 1.2 .9 1.6 i.0
Incarcerations

lThe Sentencing Research Project included 15,130 persons sentenced in the twelve-month research
period. There were 13,898 cases where the race and prior record cf the offender were present.

2The racial group "Others" includes the following races: Hispanic, Oriental, and American Indian.
The vast majority of offenders in this group are Hispanic.

3 s .
The figure in this column represents the percentage of the respective race with the indicated

crimiral history.




APPENDIX C
Table C-11

SUMMARY OF SELECTED CFFENDER CHARACTERISTICS BY RACE

WHITES  BLACKS  OTHERS'

Employ: Job, military, school to go to 57.0 38.1 42.7
after sentencing

Draddic: Dependent on addictive drugs 20.1 36.2 29.3

Offstat: Criminal justice supervision at 23.3 30.1 24,1

time of offense

Weapcon: Also convicted on weapons charge 13.4 22.7 19.7
TIrplea: Pled guilty 90.4 87.4 85.9
Moves: Made good moves since arrest 38.6 25.8 26.5
Injail: At time of sentenciag 16.3 34.6 28.4
Privcoun: Privately retained counsel 39.5 20.7. 25.6
Prognos: Probation officer disfavors 17.8 23.7 18.1
probation or recommends incar-
ceration
Patt: Offender attitude remorseful or 21.2 13.3 15.8
contrite
Sex 2: Male offender 90.1 85.4 87.1
Lenpros: Prosecutor recommends leniency 28.7 22.8 21.5
Numchg: Multiple different charges ' 53.7 45.6 47 .4
(convictions only)
Age 3: Offender's age is over 50 25.2 20,0 22.0
Lgigglzz Victim injured by offender 3.8 7.4 6.1
Generic: All violent crimes generally 22.3 33.9 27.3
Typedope: Opiates or Heroin involved 2.2 10.9 12.6

lThe racial group "Others" includes the following races: Hispanic, Oriental,
and American Indian. The vast majority of dffenders in this group are
Hispanic. )

2 .
The percentage represented here is across all crime categories,




APPENDIX C
Table C-12

DISTRIBUTION OF SENTENCE TERMS

County Jail YRCC State Prison

Time # Time # Time! # Time #
1 mo 191 1 yr 1 1vyr 44 19 yrs 4
2 mos 113 2 yrs 2 2 yrs 212 20 yrs 37
3 mos 268 3 yrs 46 3 yrs 440 21 yrs 2
4 mos 113 5 yrs 213 4 yrs 101 22 yrs 5
5 mos 44 6 yrs 8 5 yrs 323 23 yrs 2
6 mos 489 7 yrs 154 6 yrs 65 24 yrs 7
7 mos 21 8 yrs 9 7 yrs 212 25 yrs 25
8 mos 27 9 yrs 2 8 yrs 30 28 yrs 2
9 nos 125 10 yrs 96 9 yrs 16 29 yrs 1
10 mos 20 12 yrs 23 10 yrs 118 30 yrs 20
11 mos 20 14 yrs 4 11 yrs 6 34 yrs 1
12 mos 572 15 yrs 17 12 yrs 58 35 yrs 1
14 mos 1 17 yrs 3 13 yrs 10 37 yrs 2
15 mos 30 20 yrs 3 14 yrs 11 40 yrs 2
16 mos 1 22 yrs 1 15 yrs 57 64 yrs 1
18 mos 340 25 yrs 1 16 yrs 4 67 yrs 1
20 mos 2 30 yrs 8 17 yrs 5 Life 42

2

24 mos 3 Ind. 727 18 yrs 9

It appears the most frequently used county institution terms are 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 9,
125 and 18. Thé most frequently used indeterminate terms are 3, 5, 7, and 10,

and the most frequently ugsed prison terms (maxima) are 2; 3, 4, 5, 7, 10, 12, 15,
20; 25; and 30. The reason for this may be that there is some sort of psy-
chological distant between these numbers, based on parole considerations, as

well as habit and the sounds of the words: Note that the fact that the general
statutory maximum ror misdemeanors arnd high misdemeanors are 3 and 7 respectively,
likely contributes to the use of odd Humbers for terms of 7 yrs or less.

1. Maximum Tetms v
2. Indeterminate = No maximum specified




APPENDIX D

DESCRIPTION OF VARIABLES




ALPHABETICAL LIST OF INDEPENDENT VARIABLE TRANSFORMATIONS

Most of the variables employed in the study are dichotomous or polytomous and
are formed from underlying variables in the data. Generally, affirmative answers
to the following were coded as 1, negative as 0.

ACCID Whether offender's motive was accidental

ACT 1 Whether offender entered a drug or alcohol treatment
program oy secured employment or made resitution
or sought psychiatric help or entered school or
sought skills or trade training or otherwise attempted
to rectify past mistake and entered a guillty plea.

AGE Whether the victim was under 16 years of age

AGE 2 Whether offender is over 30 years of age

AGE 3 Whether offender is over 50 years of age

AID Whether offender sdministered first aid to victim

or prevented further injury or sought help for victim.

ALKY : Whether offender frequently drinks or is an alcoholic
ALONE Whether offender lives alone

AMT Whether total cash value of frauds was $1000 or more
ARGUE Whether offender and victim had a longstanding or prior

feud or hostility

ATHOME Whether victim(s) was apparently present in any one of
the multiple breaking and enterings (i.e., sometimes or
at gll times)

BADWEP Whether offender used a knife (small or large), machete,
sword, multiple knives, revolver, automatic pistol or
other handgun,rifle, shotgun, sawed-off shotgun, machine
gun, or multiple firearms

BEORGAN Whether there is any indication of an ongoing, organized
operation
BHIST 6 1. Total adult convictions or juvenile petitions sustained
for any offense is 3, 4, 5, or 6, or if total adult con-
& victions or juvenile petitions sustained for crimes is

1, 2, or 3, or if total adult convictions or juvenile

petitions sustained for similar offenses is 1 or 2, or if total
adult or juvenile incarceratioms is equal to L.

2, Total adult convietions or juvenile petitions sustained

for any offense is greater than 6, or if total adult con-
victions or juvenile petitions sustained for crimes is

greater than 3, or if total adult convictions or juvenile
petitions sustained for similar offenses is greater than 2,

or if total adult or juvenile incarcerations is greater than 1.




BIGDADDY

BLOWN

CASH

CITIZEN

DAMAGE 3

DEPRIVED

DETAIN

DETAINED

DHIST 1

DOTIME

DRADDIC

DRUNK

Whether evidence indicates gffender is involved with

large scale or organized criminal conspiracy or offender's
ability to obtain drugs is apparently unlimited or the
level of offender's involvement is that of pusher,
middleman or area drug supplier to middleman

Whether at the time of the offense the offender was

using a large quantity of drugs or heavy drugs used but
quantity not stated or offender was using alcohol heavily,
or intoxicated or alcohol was used but amount not stated

Whether the total amount of cash involved in the robbery
was greater than $200

Whether offender was born in United Stated or a territory
or is naturalized

Whether property damage is estimated to be more than $300

Whether offender’'s family economic status was lower class,
or offender was either abused, neglected or abandoned as a
child; or offenderls parénts received welfare

during his or her youth, or offender was raised by relatives,
combination of parent, parents, relatives; or by guardian,
orphanage, any combination of foregoing, or otherwise
extremely erratic living conditions

Whether offender is detained on prior or subsequent
charges at time, of sentencing

e
Whether offender was incarcerated at time of sentencing
because bail was not posted or bail was revocked or denied

1. Total adult convictions for any offemse is 1, 2, or

3, or if total adult convyictions or juvenile petitions
sustained for crimes is 1 or 2, or if total adult in~
carcerations is 1

2. Total adult convictions for any offense is greater than
3, or if total adult convictions or juvenile petitions
sustained for crimes in greater than 2, or if total adult
incarcerations is greater than 1.

Whether offender is serving time on another sentence at the
time of present sentencing

Whether offender is drug dependent

Whether offender-use of alcohol at the time of offense was
heavy or alcohol consumed but amount not stated




DYAD
DYAD 2

EMPLOY

EMPLOFF 2

EMPSUP

EXAC 4

EXACD 20

EXACER 8

EXACER 12

Whether offender is black and victim is white
Whether offender is black and victim is not white

Whether offender has a job (or in military or school) at
time of sentencing. Note a negative value was assigned
resulting in a positive coefficient. The sign is there-
fore correct.

Whether offender was employed (or in military or school)
at the time of the offense

Whether offender provides any support for spouse or off-
spring on a regular basis or is primary source of support
for any other dependents or offender employed, in military
or in school at time of sentencing or contributes signifi-
cantly to support of others

Whether the crime(s) included two or more of the following:

(a) Offender convicted of multiple counts of same statute;

(b) Offender convicted of multiple different charges; (c)
Offender's lewdness was directed toward juveniles under 12

yrs of age; (d) Offenders lewdness directed at other juveniles;
(e) Vietim suffered any physical injury at all.

Whether the crime included two or more cf the following:

(a) Offender convicted also on a weapons charge; (b) Present-
‘ence report -~ indicates offender sold drugs on a more than
"{ust occasional' basis; (c) heroin or opiates were involved
in sale or possession by offender; (d) there is information
offender sells drugs to youths; (e) the total vslue of

the drugs involved was more than $200; (f) offender has a

high level of involvement with drug sale; OR the total

value of the sale was $2000 or more

Whether the crime included two or more of the following:
(a) Offender convicted also on a weapons offense; (b)
Whether the goods taken were of sentimental value only;
(c¢) Whether the offense included property damage over
$100; (d) wWhether the offender had no apparent need for
money, money was ''extra' or for fun only; (e) Whether
there were apparently any people in the structure entered
thus creating a risk of confrontation; (f) Offender
committed multiple counts of the same statute.

This is a cumulative variable which increases with the
presence of each additional variable: (a) Offender

convicted also on a weapons charge; (b) Whether the

offender had no apparent need for money, money was “extra"

or for fun; (c¢) Offender convicted on multiple counts of same
statute; (d) Offender convicted on multiple different charges;
(e) Person(s) were apparently present in the structure entered;




EXACER 12 (con't)

EXBAT 2

FAMCRIME

FAMILY

FAMILY 1

FAMILY 2

FHIST 4

FHIST 5

(f) Whether the offender was in possession of burglary
tools or such implements; (g) Whether the goods taken
were of sentimental value only; (h) Whether the value
of the theft exceeded $500 or offender convicted of
purchasing or receiving a stolen motor vehicle; (1)
Whether the offender was the ringleader or otherwise
central figure in a group, ring, or gang; (j) Whether
there is information that the offender is part of an
ongoing or organized operation.

Whether the crime included one or more of the following:
(a) Whether the offender caused serious injury to the
victim; (b) Whether there was any injury caused by a
weapon; (c) Whether there were multiple offenders involved
in the crime; (d) Whether the offender was convicted on
multiple counts of the same statute

Whether the offender's parents or siblings were ever involved
in criminal activity

Whether the offender and victims were relatives

Whether the offender lives with spouse orvparamour and
children

Whether the effect of the crime upon victim's family was
such as to cause severe emotional consequences or both
severe emotional and financial consequences

1. Total adult convictions for any offense is equal to 3,

or if total adult convictions or juvenile petitilons

sustained for crimes is 2, or if total adult incarcerations

is equal to 1

2, Total adult convictions for any offense is greater

than 3, or if total adult convictions or juvenile petitions
sustained for crimes is greater than 2, or if total adult
incarcerations is .greater than 1

1. Total adult convictions for any offense is 1, 2, 3

or 4, or if total adult convictions or juvenile petitions
sustained for crimes is 1, 2, or 3, or total adult con-
victions or juvenile petitions sustained for similar offenses
is 1, or total adult incarcerations is 1

2. Total adult convictions for any offense is greater than
4, or if total adult convictions or juvenile petitions
sustained for any crime 1s greater than 3, or if total

adult convictions or juvenile petitions sustained for similar
offenses is greater than 1, or if total adult incarcerations
is greater than 1.



FOREIGN

FR 16

FR 20

FROM

FUNSKILLED

GAMREC 4

GUN

HIATT

HIGH

HIST 5

Whether the offender was born outside the United States
or Puerto Rico

Whether obtaining money by false pretenses involved
victim's own greed

Whether offender is apparently engaged in a continuing
scheme or pattern of fraud, i.e. con-artist

Which custodial complex offendor escaped from

Whether offender's natural father, stepfather or guardian
is an unskilled blue collar worker

1. Total adult convictions or juvenile petitions sustained
for offenses is between one and four, or if the total

adult convictions or juvenile petitions sustained for any
similar offense is one or two, or if the offender has had
any number of prior similar arrests

2. Total adult convictions or juvenile petitions sustained
for any offense is greater than four, or if total adult
convictions or juvenile petitions sustained for any similar
offense is greater than two

Whether offender used a revolver, automatic pisteol or
other handgun, rifle, shotgun, sawed-off shotgun, machine
gun, or multiple firearms

Whether the offense committed is aiding and abetting
and is also a high misdemeanor

Whether at time of offense offender used a large quantity
of drugs, or heavy drugs, or drugs were used but the amount
was not stated

1. Total adult convictions or juvenile petitions sustained
for any offense is 1, 2, or 3, or total adult convictions
or juvenile petitions sustained for crimes is equal to 1
or 2, or total adult convictions or juvenile petitions
sustained for similar offenses is equal to 1 or 2

2. Total adult convictions or juvenile petitions sustained
for any offense is more than 3, or total adult convictions
or juvenile petitions sustained for crimes is more than 2,
or total adult convictions or juvenile petitions sustained
for similar offenses is more than 2, or total adult or
juvenile incarcerations is 1 or more




HOMHIST 2

INJ

INJAIL

INJURY

INSTIG 2
INTKILL

KiDs

KIDSX

LENPROS

LEVEL 2

LEVEL 3

1. Total adult convictions or juvenile petitions sustained
for any offense is one or two, or if total adult convictions
or juvenile petitions sustained for ¢rimes is equal to one,
or total adult convictions or juvenilé petitions sustained
for violent offenses is equal to one, or total adult or
]uvenlle incarcerations is equal to one

2. Total adult convictions or juvenile petitions sustained
for any offense is more than two, or total adult convictions
or juvenile petitions sustained for crimes is more than one,
or total adult convictions or juvenile petitions sustained
for violent offenses is more than one, or total adult or
juvenile incarcerations is more than one

Whether victim was injured and not treated, or treated and
released same day, hospitalized, in critical condition or
in I.C.U. or killed

Whether at time of sentencing, cffender is in a New Jersey
county jail or penitentiary, New Jersey state prison, New
Jersey youth correctional complex, in custody of another
jurisdiction or subject of diagnostic commitment

Whether victim was hospitalized, in critical condition or
I.C.U. or killed

Whether victim's role was contributory or instigative
Whether offender’s intent was to kill

Whether there is information indicating offender sells
(drugs) to juveniles

Whether offender's lewdness was directed to juveniles
under 12 years of age

Whether prosecutor agrees to recommend leniency, non-~
custodial sentence, any of the following: suspension
of custodial sentence, sentence be concurrent to prior
sentence, sentence be concurrent to prior sentence and
other courts presently sentenced, or probation

Whether offender's level in drug distribution chain is that
of pusher selling to users, that of middleman selling to
pushers, or distributor supplying drugs to the area

Whether case involves a conviction of N.J.S.A. 2A:112-3,
Bookmaking, or whether the case involves a conviction on
N.J.S.A. 2A:121-3, Lotteries, or whether the case involves
a conviction of N.J.S.A. 2A4:98-1, Conspiracy to violate
either of the above statutes, or whether the offender was
merely a player or otherwise very minimally involved in the
gambling operation




LIMIT

LOCALNEE

LOVER

MAJINJ

MILIT

MINOR

MIT 2

MITIG

MODO

MOSEX

MOVES

MULT 2

MULTIVIC

NEEDREHA

Whether offender's ability to obtain '“ugs is apparently
unlimited

Whether offender resides with children, spouse, paramour
or parents

Whether offender and victim were paramours, married or
related

Whether offender causes serious injury to the victim

Whether offender has no military history, or same is
not stated

Whether offender is under 21 years of age

Whether the offender has serious health problems, or
whether the offender is the sole guardian for minor
children, or whether offender is otherwise much--needed

to care for another who is an invalid. ""Serious health
problems" is defined as an illness sufficiently severe to
at least disable the offender or otherwise place nim in
severe discomfort. Hypertension, nerves, and nondisabling
arthritis are not considered serious for purposes of this
determination

Whether the offender has serious health problems (see
MIT 2) and is physically unable to work now or is over
60 years of age, or whether the offender is the sole
guardian for minor children

Whether offender acted for money (for minimal necessities
or otherwise)

Whether offender acted out of sexual notives

Whether offender entered a drug or alcohol rehabilitation
program or secured employment or made restitution or
sought psychiatric help or entered school or sought skills
or trade training or otherwise attempted to rectify past
mistakes

Whether offender was convicted of multiple different
charges or was convicted of multiple charges of identical
(same category) charges

Whether there was more than one victim

Whether offender is unskilled blue collar worker, or has
been unemployed for past 5 years, or has been employed
only occagionally, i.e.at odd jobs for past 5 years, or

is an alcoholic or drinks frequently, or has not completed
high school, or dependent on addictive drugs




NEGENO

NEG 2

NEG 5

NOFINGER

NOGOPRO

NOMIT 10

NONEED

NOROLE

NUBACK 3

NUBACE. 4

Whether atmosphere of offender's family environment was
negative, cold or stressful

Whether the crime included one or more of the following:
Whether offender was convicted of multiple different
charges or was convicted of multiple charges of same
category charges, or money obtained by false pretense
involved victim's own greed and offender was apparently
involved in a countinuing scheme of fraud

Whether the crime included one or more of the following:

and was not a welfare fraud: a) Whether offender was
convicted on multiple counts of one of the statutes in

the category, b) Whether offender was convicted on multiple
different charges, c¢) Whether it appears the offender is
engaged in a continuing scheme, i.e. con artist, and the vic~
tim's own greed did not contribute to the occurrence

of the fraud

Whether weapon was possessed by co-offender, victim, both
co-offender and victim, or no weapon was involved or i1t
was not stated who possessed the weapon

Whether offender's conduct during most recent probation
was unsatisfactory or most recent probation was continued
or revoked

Whether the crime included two or more of the following:

a) Whether there were multiple offenders involved in the
crime, b, Whether the weapon involved was a loaded firearm,
c) Whether the offense included multiple firearms, d)
Whether the weapon was used to injure, attempt to injure
or frighten the victim

Whether offender needed money for fun only

Whether offender was a mere accessory, (i.e. peripheral
or minor reole) in the case of multiple offenders

Whether the offender was employed, in military, or in
school at the time of the offense and has a job, military,
or school to go to after sentencing or whether the offender
contributes to the support of other persons

Whether the offender was employed in military, or in school
at the time of the vffense and has a job, military or school
to go to after sentencing




NUBACK 5

NUMCHG

NUMCNT 2

NUHOPE

NUMOFF

NUTS

OFFSTAT

OLDVIC

ONEWOUND

ORGAN

ORGCR

OUTES

OUTSTATE

PATT

PLACE

Whether the offender has a job, military or school to go
to after sentencing or whether the offender contributes
to the support of other persons

Whether there were multiple differeant charges for which
the offender was convicted

Whether offender was convicted on multiple counts of one
the statutes in this category

Whether offender was under criminal justice supervision
at time of the offense,or offender's prior probation was
negatively evaluated, or the presentence report indicates
offender is drugdependent

Whether there was more than one offender

Whether offender has neither an aicohol problem nor a psy-
chiatric problem

Whether offender was under criminal justice supervision
at the time of the offense. Supervision includes parole,
probation, incarceration, furlough, work release, bail,
ROR, arrest, PTI, Conditional Discharge Supervision, or
fugitive

Whether victim is over 60 years of age

Whether one or more wounds of a serious nature were inflicted

Whether offender has any connection with large scale
or organized criminal conspiracy

Whether offender has any connection with large scale
or organized criminal gambling conspiracy

Whether offender's present legal residence is anywhere
outside of New Jersey

Whether offender was born anywhere outside of New Jersey

Whether offender was remorseful, contrite, or showed
concern for the wrongfulness of his act

Whether prosecutor recommends a place of imprisonment
and does not recommend suspension of custodial sentence




PLACE 5

PLEAOUT

POOROOTS

PREMED

PRESENCE

PRIORESC

PRIVCOUN

PROGNOS

PROS

PROSTIME

PUBCOUNS

RACE

RACE 2

READY

RHIST 4

Whether robbery took place in a commercial establishment

Whether prosecutor agrees to recommend any of the following:
non-custodial sentence, suspension of custodial sentence,
that sentences be concurrent to each other and to prior
sentence, that sentence be conesurrent to prior sentence,
probation, conditional discharge, furlough, work release,

or other special conditions

Whether offender's family economic status was lower class
Whether offender's act was premeditated

Whether victim or anyone else was apparently present or
asleep during the breaking and entering

Whether offender has ever escaped from incarceration

Whether offender is represented by privately retained
counsel

Whether pre-sentence investigation writer seems to disfavor
probation, specifically rejects probation, or recommends
incarceration

Whether proseciitor recommends place of imprisonment and
does not recommend suspension of custodial sentence

Whether prosecutor recommends a specific term or mo more
than up to a stated term and does not recommend suspension
of custodial sentence

Whether offender is represented by the Public Defender or
court—appointed counsel

Whether offender is white
Whether offender is black
Whether there was loaded firearm involved in the offense

1. Total adult convictions or juvenile petitions sustained
for any offense is 1, 2, or 3, or total adult convictions
or juvenile petitions sustained for crimes is equal to 1

2. Total adult convictions or juvenile petitions sustained
for any offense is more than 3, or total adult convictions
or juvenile petitions sustained for crimes ls more than 1,
or total adult convictions or juvenile petitions sustalned
for similar offenses is 1 or more, or total adult or
juvenile incarceyations igl or more




RINGLDR Whether offender was "ringleader' or "principal in the
case of multiple offenders

RNEG 14a Whether crime involved two or more of the following:
offender also convicted of any weapons offense, offender
convicted of multiple counts of one of statutes in this
category, total amount of cash involved in robbery is greater
than $200, any forceful physical contact between offender
and victim, or the robbery took place in a street (public
passageway) or in a commercial establishment

SELLS Whether offender sells drugs for profit only

SELLS 2 Whether offender sells drugs to support habit, to support
habit and for profit, or sells for profit only

SENTIM Whether theft involved items ef sentimental value only

SEVER Whether the crime includes one or more of the following:

a) Whether the offender was convicted on multiple counts

of one of the statutes in the category, b) Whether the
offender was convicted on multiple different charges,

c) Whether the offender forced the victim to commit sodomy
on him or another, d) Whéther the offender caused injury
to the victim which required at least emergency treatment
in the hospital, e) Whether the offender was convicted also
on a weapons charge

SEVER 1 Whether the crime includes one or more of the following:
a) Whether the offender was convicted on multiple counts
of one of the statutes in the category, b) Whether the
offender was convicted on multiple different charges, c)
Whether the offender farced the victim to commit sodomy
-on him.or another,.d) Whether the offender, caused injury to the
victim which required at least emergency treatment in the
hospital, e) Whether the offender was convicted also on
a weapon charge, f) Whether victim was under 16 years of age.

SEVER 2 Whether the crime includes one of the following:
a) Whether victim's role was passive, b) Whether the offender
was convicted also on a weapons charge, c) Whether offender
acted for money (for 1inimal necessities or otherwiseh d)
Whether there were multiple different charges for which
the offender was convicted




SEVER 3

SEX 2

SEXSTAB 2

SOD

STPRIS

SUPPT 2

SURREN

SVALUE 1

SVALUE 2

SVALUE 3

TCON

TEENS

TINC

TOOLS

A cumulative variable which increases with the presence
of each additional variable: ~whether victims role was
passive, whether offender was also convicted on a weapru
charge, whether offender acted for money (for minimal
necessities or otherwise), whether there were multiple
different charges for which the offencer was convicted

Whether offender's sex is male

Whether the offender has a job, military or school to go

to after sentencings or whether the presentence report
indicates the offender has had emotional problems requiring
professional care (e.g. in~patient or out-patient psychiatric
treatment or care) which contributes to this offense

Whether the offender forced the victim to commit sodomy
on him or another

Whether offender is sentenced to state prison

Whether offender provides any support for spouse or off-
spring on a regular basis or is primary source of support
for any other dependents

Whether offender voluntarily surrendered subsequent
to the crime

Whether the streetvalue of the drugs involved is between
one dollar ($1) and two hundred dollars ($200) inclusive

Whether the stree value of the drugs involved is between
two hundred one dollars ($201) and two thousand dollars
($2,000) inclusive '

Whether the street value of the drugs involved is between
two thousand one dollars (2,001) and eight million dollars
($8,000,000)

Total adult convictions or juvenilﬁtpetitions sustained
for any offense including disorderiy persons or J.I.N.S,
but excluding traffic-related violations

Whether offender's lewdness was directed toward juveniles
over 12 years of age

Total adult or juvenile incarcerations

Whether there is any indication in presentence report that
offender possessed burglary tools or motor vehicle master
keys




TORT

TRPLEA

TSEV

TSEVCON

TSIMCON

TYPE

TYPEDOPE

USED 2

VICDRUNK

VICRACE

VICROLE

WEAPCON

WEAPRES

WELF

Whether there were single or multiple beatings or torture
of sex organs

Whether the case was tried or whether offender came to
terms with his guilt and pled guilty

Total adult convictions or juvenile petitions sustained
for crimes is more than one

Total adult convictions or juvenile petitions sustained
for crimes

Total adult convictions or juvenile petitions sustained
for similar offenses

Whether the homicide was murder or second degree murder
or whether the homicide was manslaughter or whether the
homicide was vehicular

Whether offender's drug offense involved one of the following
as the primary substance; phenobarbital, amobarbital
(tuinol), secobarbital, pentobarbital, barbital, barbituric
acid, 4-methoxyamphetamine, benzphetamine, phendimetrazine,
diethylpropion, phentermine, amphetamine, cocaine and
derivatives, opium, oplate, thebacon or heroin

Whether the weapon involved was; visible and used with
injury resulting, visible and used in attempt to injure
without injury resulting, or visible and used tov frighten
victim

Whether victim used alcohol heavily at the time of the
offense

Whether the victim is white

1. Whether victim's role was passive
2. Whether victim's role was as an Instigator

Whether offender was convicted also on a weapons charge

Whether offender was charged or convicted of use or posses-
sion of weapons, or weapon use/possession was mentioned
but not charged

Whether offender committed fraud involving food stamps,
aid for families with dependent children (AFDC), or
general relief




WHEN

WORKING

WORKREL

WOUND 2

Whether offender was within the grounds of the custodial

complex to which he was sentenced, including work camps

or whether offender was lawfully without said grounds,

such as on furlough, work release, or assigned to a medical
facility such as the Marlboro Psychiatric Hospital or if
offender not under a sentence to any institution but

merely escaped from law enforcement authorities &.g. under arrest

I1f offender was employed or in military at time of
offerise or if offender provides any support for spouse
or offspring on a regular basis or is primary source of
support for other dependents or offender has suhool
job or military to go to after sentencing

Whether offender provides any support for spouse or off-
spring on a regular basis, or is primary source of support
for any other dependents, or if offender is in school, in
military or has a job to go to at time of sentencing

Whether the number of wounds inflicted is more than one
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Table E-1

SUMMARY OF RESULTS ON RACE* VARTABLE BY OFFENSE CATEGORY
Estimated
Offense Race Race Significant Chow Test Significant
Category Equation Coefficient | T-Statistic at .05 level | F(dfl, df2) at .05 level
Homicide In/Out -0.097 ~1.824 No 3.08 (4,181) Yes
Where -0.060 -0.877 No 1.12 (6,149) No
C.J. Time 1.286 1.004 No 2.20 (4,10) No
S.P. Time -0.950 -0.653 No 0.57 (7,101) No
Robbery In/Out -0.019 -0.714 No 1.59 (13,1104) No
Where -0.005 -0.134 No 1.12 (16,866) No
C.J. Time ~2.634 ~4.,667 Yes 0.79 (6,111) No
S.P. Time 0.187 0.299 No 0.60 (11,374) No
Rape In/Out ~-0.088 -1.363 No 0.80 (5,178) No
Where -0.162 -1.862 No 1.38 (8,121) No
C.J. Time -1.411 -0.780 No 0.27 (5,9) No
S.P. Time -2.480 -1.050 No 0.36 (4,64) No
Assault In/Qut -0.040 -1.381 No 0.84 (10,915) No
Where -0.008 -0.198 No 0.62 (12,430) No
C.J. Time ~0.366 -0.704 Yo 0.57 (5,194) No
S.P. Time -0.095 -0.169 No 0.27 (7,125) No
Weapons In/Out 0.026 1.142 No 0.88 (14,1229) No
Where 0.035 0.797 No 0.75 (8,341) No
C.J. Time -0.191 -0.382 No 0.48 (6,170) No
S.P. Time -0.198 -0.358 No 0.12 (6,79) No
B & E In/Out -0.006 -0.347 No 1.04 (14,2148) No
Where 0.037 1.500 No 1.64 (11,103%9) No
C.J. Time -0.617 -1.705 No 1.36 (8,348) No
S.P. Time -0.260 -0.674 No 1.90 (5,305) No
Larceny/ In/Out 0.015 0.585 No 0.48 (10,1058) No
Stolen Where 0.047 1.349 No 3.56 (7,423) Yes
Property C.J. Time -0.741 -1.521 No 0.27 (5,212) No
S.P. Time 0.494 1.355 No 1.60 (6,70) No
Sale of In/Out -0.051 -1.760 No 0.29 (11,1245) No
CDS Where -0.056 -1.367 No 1.05 (10,490) No
C.J. Time -0.790 -1.281 No 0.53 (6,193) No
S.P. Time -0.568 ~-1.098 No 0.27 (4,137) No
Possession | In/Out -0.027 -1.447 No 0.89 (13,1405) No
of CDS Where -0.043 -0.777 No 0.97 (8,232) No
C.J. Time -0.885 -1.251 No 1.24 (5,114) No
S.P. Time ~-0.599 -0.533 No 0.74 (5,50) No
Gambling In/Out -0.001 -0.017 No 1.13 (7,517) No
Where 0.159 3.521 Yes 0.77 (7,269) No
C.J. Time -0.492 -1.606 No 1.02 (9,205) No
S.P. Time 0.466 1.558 No 0.01 (4,45) No
NOTE: Race is here defined as 1 if white and 0 if other minority.




Table E~1 (con't.)

SUMMARY OF RESULTS ON RACE* VARIABLE BY OFFENSE CATEGORY

Estimated
Offense Race Race Significant Chow Test Significant
Category Equation Coefficient | T-Statistic at .05 level | F(dfl, df2) at .05 level
Fraud In/Out ~0.004 -0.188 No 0.57 (11,1038) No
Where -0.011 ~0.168 No 0.68 (9,140) No
C.J. Time 0.581 0.939 No 0.97 (7,87) No
S.P. Time -0.003 -0.005 No 0.32 (6,24) No
Forgery In/Out -0.033 -0.790 No 0.27 (8,374) No
- Where -0.002 -0.031 No 0.77 (6,121) No
C.J. Time -1.379 -1.280 No 0.05 (5,38) No
S.P. Time -0.616 -0.846 No 0.18 (4,32) No
Lewdness In/Out 0.019 0.329 No 0.48 (9,208) No
Where -0.172 -1.785 No 1.90 (5,48) Ne
C.J. Time -1.694 -1.188 No 0.96 (4,13) No
S.P. Time Insufficient
cases
Escape In/Out -0.045 -0.613 No 0.22 (6,134) No
Where 0.041 0.716 No 0.11 (4,51) No
C.J. Time 1.980 1.475 No 0.72 (7,6) No
S.P. Time 0.017 0.050 No 0.00 (3,30) No
Low In/Out -0.059 -1.410 No 3.14 (12,1317) Yes
Volume Where 0.032 0.669 No 2,22 (10,379) Yes
C.J. Time 0.186 0.303 No 1.11 (7,149) No
S.P. Time 2,296 2.017 Yes 1.84 (8,114) No
Attempts In/Out ~0.079 -1.075 No 20.45 (7,645} Yes
Where 0.027 0.432 No 1.16 (7,247) No
C.J. Time -2.447 -3.083 Yes 0.49 (6,91) No
S.P. Time -0.703 -0.802 No 0.02 (4,101) No

NOTE: Race is here defined as 1 if white and O 1f other minority.




SOURCE .

Table E~2

CATEGORY ;.

DECTISTON:

HOMICIDE

IN /ouT

DE..  SuM OF. SQUARES MEAN SWUARE F RATIU ...  PROB > E
REGRESSICN . 3 5.033824 1.677941 164496, .0.0001 .
ERROR 185 18.818028 0.102719 ~
CGRRECTED TOT 188 23.851852 0. 126872 o RSQUARE = 02110
SOURCE . DF . _A VALUE.. STD DEVIATIGN . .I FOR H0:B=0 ..__ . PROB > IT)l______
INTERCEPT 1 060131710 . 0400235639 __ . __9.64323 __ 0.0001
FGMHIST2 { 0.05783382 0.02637093 2.03849 0.0429
TYPE 1 0. 13724321 ______ 0.02718006 5,04941 ~ 0.0001
RACE 1 20.09681796 0.05306916 Z1.82437 0.0697
CHOW TEST: 3.08 (4,181)
i
b
DECISION: COUNTY JAIL TIME

R
SQURCE . . . GF . _SUM UE_SQUARES MEAN SGUARE F RATIU _BRGB > E_ .
REGRESSION EY 128. 626073 42.815358 5.857 0.0083
ERROR 14 102. 485038 7.320360 :
CURRECTED TCT 17 231111111 13.594771 RSQUARE = 045506
SUURCE DE. .. B VALUE STU DEVIATIUN T FOR i10:B=0 PROB > .IT|
INTERCEPT 1 . 8.12148280 1.36633509 5.94399 0.0001
DRUNK 1 22.39526574 1.30035473 ~1.83349 0.0861
TYPE N 1 3.57659669 1.08490177 3.29670 0.0053 _
RACE 1 1.28628452 1.28112359 1.00403 0.3324

CHOW TEST:

2.20 (4,10)
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Table E-3

CATEGORY :

DECISION:

SUM OF SQUARES

10.243210
21.731946

31.975155

B VALUE

0.15916740
0.17702298
. =0.05962279
0.23461094
0. 18838623
020123205

CHOW TEST:

DECTISION:

SUM OF SQUARES

4882.025060
4059.748853
8941.773913

B VALUE

-0.27149009
te L6GLOGE3
~4.45578900
4248541565
5.14137174
5.69536283
~0. 94934838

HOMICIDE

WHERE

MEAN SQUARE

2. 048642
0.140206
0.159845

STD DEVIATICN

0.064659276
0.07286010
0.006758291
0.06990741
0.03943930
0.06£504213

1.12 (6,149)

STATE PRISON TIME

MEAN SQUARE

813.670843
37.550267
78.4300613

STU DEVIATICN

2.04622022
0.884122176
Le91L593028
1239256060
1.42535305
2.49527352
1.45505038

0 .

CHOW TEST: 0.57 (7,101)

F RATIC

l4.612

T FOR HO:8=0

1.87935
2442963
3.35602
4.77661
3,.,09387

F RATICG

2le 646

T FOR HO:8=0

-0.13268
6.97427
-2.32081
3.61932
3459699
2.27881
-0.65286

PROB > F

0.0001

RSQUARE = 0.3203

PROB > | T}

0.0621
0.0163
0.3818
0.0010
0.0001
G.0023

PROB > F
0.0001

RSQUARE = 0.5460

PROB > T}

0.8947
0.0001
0.0222
0.0005
0.0005
0.0246
0.5152
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Table E-4

CATEGORY: ROBBERY
DECISIO: IJd/0UT

SOURCE DE SUM._0OF SQUARES.. ... _.MEAN_SQUARE_ - . FRATIO . . . ... PROB D E

LON 12 . 41.669179 3.412432 25a16%5. i . .. Da0DOL
ERROR 1117 154,132591 0.137988
CORRECTED TOT 1129 195.801770 0. 173429 RSQUARE = 0.2128
SOURCE ~  DE ___ __ B .VALUE  STD DEVIATILN . . T EOR HO$B=0 _._ .. PROB.> |TL
INTERCEPT 1 0.41989819 0.06434405 6.52583 0.0001
RHIST4 1 0. 07758909 0.01548714 5.00990 0.0001
ACTL 1 -0.08262535 0.03307023 -2.49848 0.0126
ANEG14A 1 0.09716224 0.0232$539 4.17088 0.0001
EMPLOY 1 0.10443783 0.03046721 3.42188 0.0006
RACE 1 -0.0L874745 0.02626810 ~0.71370 0.4756
INJALL 1 0.14011568 0.02682294 . __Be22372_ __ . _ .. 0000}
PROGNOS 1 0.08652634 0.023917893 3.62520 0.0003
PATT 1 ~-0. 06564886 0.03400888 -1.93034 0.0538
NOROLE 1 -0.21407760 0.06492750 -3,29718 0.0010
SEX2 1 0.12280307 006192536 _1.98308 ....0«04T86
MULTVIC 1 0.08110444 0.02556838 3.17206 0.0016
LENPROS ) ~0.08209661 _ ____ 0.03647341 -2.25086 . 0e0246

CHOW TEST: 1.59 (13,1104)
DECISION: COUNTY JAIL TIME

SQURCE DF SUM _QOF SQUARES - MEAN SGUARE . F RATIO ... . ... PROB._>F
REGRESSION 5 ..-632.511916 . 1264503583 13.915 0.0001
ERROR 117 1063, 644686 9.050980
CORRECTED TOT 122 1696,162602 13.902972 .. _RSQUARE = 0.3729
SOURCE DE B_YALUE __. .STD DEVIATICON T FOR HQ:B=0 PROB .> UT}
INTERCEPT 1 7.15629687 0.50531923 .. 14.16193 . . e ___0.0001
TCON 1 0.32281609 0.07451491 4,33224 0.0001
OFFSTAT 1 1.42262935 0.61109012 2.32802 __.0.0216
RACE 1 —-2.63436172 0.56452129 ~4,66654% 0.0001
GUN 1 0,95333385 . 0460481610 . ... ... 1a53217 . 0.1139
OLDVIC 1 3. 79664633 1426264491 3.00690 0.0032

CHOW TEST: 0.79 (6,111)




Table E-5

CATEGORY :

ROBBERY

RECLILON: - WKKRK

SOURCE. DF  SUM OF SQUARES MEAN SQUARE . ... ... FRATIO . . ... PROBD F . .. ...
e - 44508475 25.135 ..Q.0001 . .
ERROR 882 1544516525 0.175189
CORRECTED TOT 897 222.143653 0.247652 RSQUARE = 0.3044
SOURCE 0F B YALUE _ __STD DEVIATION . .. . T. FOR HO:B=Q_ . _PRODAB > ITL . __
INTERCEPT_ 1 -0.00896105 0.04078162 _..=0.21973 . De8261
TSIMCON 1 0.01796254 0.01068184 1.68160 0.0930
TINC 1 0. 04234568 0.00710906 5.95714 0.0001
DRADDIC 1 0.09041009 0.02977444% 3.03650 D025
KEAPCON 1 _0.11665067  0.03242582 3459746 . __0.0003 o
NOROLE 1 -0.22787653 0.11035613 -2.06492 0.0392
RACE 1 ~0.00455734 0.03395913 ~Q0+13420 __ 0.8933
INJATL 1 0.10022633 0.03453385 2.86854 0.0042
CASH 1 0. 04070813 0.01393732 2492084 0.0036
ERPLOY 1 0.06816419 D.P4246551 1.60517 0.1088
TRPLEA ~ 1 0.11767777 0.03670352 3.20617 D.0014
DOTIME 1 0.15931030 0.04304971 3.70061 6.0002
PATT 1 ~0.105071 76 _ 0404735108 ~-2.21712 0.0269
AGE2 1 0.29260448 0.04421183 6.61824 0.0001
GUN 1 0.11582850 0.03211858 3.60628 0.0003
MOVES i -0.120841706 0.04281045 ~2.81889 TU.0049
CHGW TEST: 1.12 (16,866)
DECISION: STATIL PRISON TTME
SOVMRCL o SR OF SMMALS REAN SQUARE F RATIO PROS > ¢
REGRESSLIUN 10 Tobtel2Tive 188.812719 T.950 00601
ERROR 385 9143.509178 25.T493 74
CURRECTEU TUT 395 1l031.630304 27.928193 IR UARE = 0.1712 —
SUURCE oF T p ealuE STD DEVIATION T FUR RUSB=C PRCH > T4
INTERCEP T 1 Hoi9409280 CaTT265T10 S.42892 0.0001
TSIMCON i 024425700 0.14273006 _les8012 041397
WEAPCUN Y 1.45229182 0.58609976 257789 TTT0.0138
- T Ve51899200 0423478423 2.21051 0.0277
PLALES Jy Lo 77938363 0.54914532 3e 24028 0.0013
XY e T 139591045 0465314764 2413720 C.0332
TRPAEA 1 1.TBoo 296 0.57861141 3.08788 00022
RINGLOR L 1220200442 0.57850696 2.07796 0.0384
MUSER i 5 el3B453b3 202440817 2e58T57 T T T TTUTTGL0100
UNENUURD s 3400050851 1.10905869 2.75961 0.0061
Ralk i T 062399348 Ve29892 QeT052

TUeluesieio

CHOW TEST:

0.60 (11,374)




CATEGORY:

DECISION:

Table E-6

RAPE

IN/OUT

SWRC: Lt SUM UF SWUARES MEAN SOUARE + RATIO PROB > F
REGRESILR o« GebInToY 1708597 104310 Gatatl
ERKOR B L83 3Vedsulub LeltST73%

CURRELTEL TU 1817 37s Loabys Ce198743 o _ _KSWUARE = U.1839
sworee Lk b VaLuUk ST DEVIATIuN T FUR RUSE=0 PROB > i T

»
INTcRLEPT I UeTLSYeuby DeUSLT5956 13.83473 00001
weablunw 71 Cecls tbBuw Ueli9ia224) delotdT 00247
RALE 1 ~UeUlbaclyl Ve 06491230 -1e36308 0alT45S
EMPLUY i Ve lbboalYoxw 0 06530%5 ¢ LelldTH3 [IVEY Y
TRPLEA i Ue2elboiYe alblb2L4b 3.60042 Ge 0004
CHOW TEST: 0.80 (5,178)
DECISION: COUNTY JAIL TIME

SWKRCe urF SuM GF SuuARLsS . MEak SwuaRe F RATIQ PRUL > F
REGRESSIUN = 19140994 4.TB5T749 Ue431l Ue7841
EKKRUK 14 155.400504 11.106327

CURKECTzU TUT Le LT4a3L5TY 9. 701754 KSQUARE = UelU96
SuukLE Ut b ValLut ATL LEVIATIUN T FLK hosB=0 PRUB > 1T
INTckLeP T A YalUlliuulu 3.3326157) 2.70058 0172
SEVEKL L Ce QU4 Lu95Y 3.65902%03 Uad4 U9 UabOb4
TP L:A 1 1e36ULT3009 leti22506037 VeT4660 UalbT7
EMPLUY 1 Usabooclon T<TI505154 Uecbbzd -7 0. 1939
RALE i 1  —le4luYvbEvu 1.808060215 ~1.78014 Gab4 83

CHOW TEST: 0.27 (5.9)



CATEGORY :

DECISION:

Table E-7

RAPE

WHERE

SOLRLE 7 CDF SUm UF bwuUARLS MEAN SUUARE F RATIO PROE > F
REGRESSION 7 10. 639490 1519927 ba357 (e 0LO1
ERRUK 129 cBenolTUU UalblH8A

CORRELTED Tui 130 344402190 0250751 RSQUARE = 0e3120
SUUKRCE U B VALUE STO DEVIATION ¥ FOR nOss=0 PRuts > T}
INTEKLEP ) 1. . Vezislssly 0406940153 3.93562 G.0001
TINC i Ve 02T8 D000 002110285 132004 Oel92
RACE 1 -V el0lLY933Y Geu8565867 ~1e89232 0e0&07
TrPuEa 1 Vel 142U CUCT86DT7T1E EYP LD ¥ e 0021
MUvES R Y Ua.295756ic 0.13388335 2. 209006 Ve02&9
ALEZ 1 ) Ueddscsoad 0e (0934734 3.44T23 Ge00OE
PROGNUS 1 Ueluaauldil 007866434 223495 Ua0c03
WEAPCON T T T T Ve dUG0eYLT T T 009693771 2206389 00410

CHOW TEST: 1,38 (8,121)
DECISION: STATE PRISON TIME

SUURLE ] SUM UF SUUARLEY MEAN SQUARE F RATIC PRGB > F
REbGRESsTUN S 1UubTes03u244 ISZ0n0lT1 5.090u 0.0032
ERRUR oo LYAL LY PI-AY ) GY.286%50

CURKECILL TUT {1 S5761allidiai blecct912 RSQUAKE = Qa.lu34
SLukte ur t VALuk STL DEVEATION T FUR HOig=L PKUbB > ITH
INTehiebt L S BLUAYD a4 250649783 Ze24bLlO OeiZ219
SkEVeRe i 4o Suedauus 2.4885T04b ladluly U077
KACE 1 ~<eabLIYYYD Eead298705 ~1a 4900 Vel9T76
Iaale 1 S eJ0930053 Lo eL2EUTTY PN AV RN B PY TV 3]

CHOW TEST:

0.36 (4,64)




Table E-8

CATEGORY:

DECISION:

IN/OUT

ATROCTIOUS ASSAULT AND BATTERY

SOURCE =~~~ DF  SUM UF SQUARES ~ MEAM SQUARE 7 F RATIOC PRCS > F
REGRESSIUN 9 Téea43543 84271505 480406 0.,0001
ERRUR 95 159.2%6296 ‘Ta172158 c

CURRECTED TUT 934 233 .68%b4U 0,250203 RSQUARE = 0.3186
SQUKRCE o __QF_“__-¢h_qu? VALUE STD D?VIATIDN T FOR HQO:B=0 PROB > | TI
INTERCEPT 1 024259745 0.04173034 581346 0.0001
HISTS ' 17 7T UL 14084275 T T TOLUT76810% 796575 0.0001
ACT1 1 =0.09638425 0.03413378 -2.82372 0.0048
EXBATZ T U 0TY55553 U UTA53959 S &TZ23 0000
NUBACK> 1 =0.077T77059 002942877 ~2.64267 U.0084
RACE ™ "———" " 31~ =0L0395169¢ " B.0286T242 ~1.328118 01678
INJAIL 1 0e24242027 0.03517423 6.89216 0.0001
PRUGNUS ~ 77— 7~ 7 I TTTTT0LI3R950827 T T QI03264295, 4413415 0.000%
AGE3 1 =0 e14530501 0.05861346 - ~2.48006 D.0133
CENPRUS I =0 29T T4UL G035 T2040 =T+I5205 ~OS000T

CHOW TEST: 0,84 (10,915)
DECISION: COUNTY JAIL TIME

SQURCE DF  SUM DOF SQUARES . . . MEAN SQUARE F RATIO PROB > F
REGRESSION 4 . . ._311.593214 77.898303 5975 0.0001
ERROR 199 2594387179 13.037122

CORRECTED TOT __ 203 29505.980392 14315174 R RSQUARE = 041072
SOURCE _ DE .. ... B VALUE _ __ STD DEVIATION T FOR HO:8=0 pRO8 > 17|
INTERCEPT | S 6401322479 0.52315568 }1.49414 0.0001
TCON i 0.20054992 0.06913225 1290096 0.0041
WEAPCON 1 le 31049934 055543733 2035940 0.0193
RACE 1 ~0.36571571 0.51914469 -0.70446 0.4820
PRIVCOQUN 1 —-1436377592 0.59711753 ~2428393 0.0234

)
CHOW TEST: 0,57 (5,194) .

'
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SsuunCt

1hteReeP
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WEAFCUN
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Ao iat
ALk
In¥TrIve ~
MeseX
NGt

NRVENW

REbrES s huN
ERRUR
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CATEGORY: ATROCIQUS ASSAULT AND BATTERY

Table E~9

DECLSION: - WHERE

Sum UF SUvARE:

2Telbibub
0Ye s TPUaé
- Th 2 TN

u VALLE
~Jeldivonu)

UasBaviuTul
VeldYTeTud

b e yr—

Ut

il

L3b

[ S e S ™

Ll ol e e e e

N YEEIYEYS

~ueliLbLb90 0
L 00975;1954
 UeUbTBL9SY
Val2U84 FU
Ueddlaiansy
Ve 1T 2080y
UadlbSadba
walaV33dbiv

CHOW TEST:

DECLSION:

SUM LF SwuAKedS

sL9elTe8loe
luilbaeYHouao
Leblasbocin

b VALUL

PPNV T Y
vedVuavilo
LadDT212b
CebToloula
wedbaYcoiay
"W e U 4UL I
LaUY T2t

CHOW TEST:

MEAM SQUARE

2 s 409 uln
GalBh6T40
well 2RO

STOU DEVIATIUN

Vet 4BOE9LS
GeuG9L31066
Ce0l288035

Uali4t 72503
Oali387T7T0L30
Gul422313Yy
0. 04155661
[INTRE XYY
0.08545C00
(0. 0965%6372
QalU3d4uiéd

0.62 (12,430)

STATE PRISON TIME

MEAN SUULAREL

3. 9540y
T e T9n AL
Vall?ote

STO DEVIATIUON

Ce 3777538
Jeu936:987
Oa4P133 14l
La 28602208
Lalubb5ov93
UaDOlYove2
De52756380

0,27 (7,125)

T0.TR9EGa2]T T T

F RATID

15,755

T Fuk HO:b=0

—ds TUllh
4e300Lu
5« ¥2791

2.0230%

e lY79%
1447071
2 eUT949
4o 92924
5.341061
2eUBL3EQ
317452
ETY EIET

F RATIO

el

T 0K HUSB=U

3.507423
JabblbY
2aT0293
2e04l02
wal4loG
~UelolTo
<aUB8174

PRUB > F

Uellull

 RSQUUARE = 042817

PROL > T

Ua007T)
Oa00L0L
00002
T0.0437
Ouab432
Gala2l
Ua038)
0.00012
0.000%
(639 X9/¥Y
(VP 3 L)

PROB > F

UebUOL

KOUWUARE = Uedti2l1

PRUY > T

0.0006
OGaliocd
Valivbb
VU093
Getlial
Ueboby
Ga()393



Table

CATEGORY :

DECISION:

E-10

WEAPONS

IN/OUT

CHOW TEST:

0.48 (6,170)

SLOURLE e A SUM UE SUMARES . L MEAN . SQUARE . F RATI1O .- PROB2.F.
RELKESSIUN. . . V- T T3.814497 56678038 29,686 0.0001
EKROR 1243 177.84182¢% 0e14307¢
LORRECTED TOT 156 2%1a6503¢5 . 0.200363 _ ___ _ _ _ _RSQUARE =_.2933  _ _
SOuReE LA B NabldE . STD O DEVIATION T FOR HO:B=Q _.. LPRQB » T

o WMEERCEPT 3 0.000410%6 . . 0.04BA7306 . . .0.00845 - e 0.-%933 .
TSEYCUN 1\ 0a02891440 0.005750661 5.02456 0.0001
REALY. 1 0409757004 002181313 4447300 . 0e0001 .
Ustne 1 007320134 0.02712208 269896 0.0070
QhthAl___________Lﬁ_______0410951191 . . 0.03123707. .. 3.50B59 B 0.0005 .
DRADDIC 0415051993 0.03271953 4460031 0.0001
EMPLOY _ Lﬁ (.06928899 .. - ... 0a02405600. . .2.88032 0.0040
RALE 1 VeD2594880 0.02273126 1.14155 0.2539

) . ..0e0353908) .. ... .. 788839 . _ . ._0a0001 __
DOTIME 1 0.28492859 0.06880756 414095 0.0001
RINGLOR, ... . 1. . -.-0a09328183 . . 0403552527 262579 0.0088
SEX2 1 Oel432155C 0«04628539 3.09418 0.0020 ,
INTEILL ) 0.30059718 . 0.09485000 3423244 0.0013 .
LENPROS 1 =0a1340270 0.02410836 =5,55936 0.0001
CHOW TEST: 0,88 (14,1229)
.
DECISION: COUNTY JAIL TIME

SUURCE . DE SUM OF SQUARES .. . MEAN SQUARE. F RATIO .PRQK. > F
REGRESSION.. . 5 . 635.32479% 127.064959 12.791 0.0001
ERROR 170 1T748.3949065 Fe 934062
CURRECTED YOY A8k 2383, 7197680 = 313.169723 . ._. . .. _RSQUARE = _.0.2665 .
SQURCE B VALUE . STD DEVMIATION T FOR HO:B=Q PRUB > | T
INTERLERPR 1 . 2.90842750 . .. Da45952016 632927 0.0001
NUHUPE 1 1.09096728 0.54532533 2+00054 0.0470
NumiIaQ X 1.135TA¥79 . . 0.50790391. - 2023609 . L0266
Ralk - 1 =-0+19137554 0.50051840 -(0.38235 0.7027
TSE VLI i (e4l90303Y 0.11268929 3.7184¢ 0.0003
INJALL 1 2ehTi09%04 0.58442508 4423099 0.0001




Table E-11

CATEGORY: WEAPONS

DECISION: WHERE

SUUKCE . . DF SUM. OF SWUARES MEAN SQUARE F RATIO. ..PROB > E— . ...
REGRESSIUN 7 Ll.478212 2.496887 16,988 0.0001
ERKUR 349 514294897 0146977

LUKRECTE] 356 o 6Ha1T3L09 . . 04193183 . . .RSQUARE =.0.2541
SOUKCLE. . Ok . ... B vALue STD DEVIATION T FUR HO:B=0 PROB > L1}
INTERCEPT . 1 uaG0u7344e 004377723 019952 . U.B420
TOEVLUN 1 0 02076514 0.00828678 2.50582 0.0127
IRPLEA 1 G 419165972 005752182 _2.83B49 0.0048
INJALL i 0623587941 0o 04624480 4.88922 0.0001
UOTIME . L. __ _U.337280%8 0017330282 4060119 . .0.0001.
AbEZ 1 003230961 0204414417 0.73192 04647
USEQZ ) 0,103u3164 0.014583539 2.26532 0.0241
RACE X 0.03529127 0.04426192 0.79733 0.4258

CHOW TEST: 0,75 (8,341)
DECISION: STATE PRISON TIME

SUURCE DF SUM UF SQUARES MEAN SQUARE F RATIO PROB > F
REGKESSION y 1484193159 29,6386032 5.222 0.0004
eRROR L5 _4B2e4d2220 5.675556

CORRECTED TOT 90 530eal5385 7.006838 RSQUARE = 042350
SUURCE Dk b VALUE STD DEVIATION T FUR HOSB=0 PROB > | TI
ANTERCEPT 1 3.9919%000Y 046135646 8.65267 0.0001
RabLE e _=Del9Uag9ab 055490322 ~0.35759 0.7215
MOVES 1 —l 2 T5294047 UbT576370 ~2.59401 040112
MUMULHL i LeUb2130V0 O e 246049484 1.92634 0.0574%
OUTES 1 ~1.99UG4708 0.81248009 ~2.44935 0.0164
PATT 1 ~1 54289750 0.81732098 ~1.88775 040625

CHOW TEST: 0.12 (6,79)




suusbe . DR
RzGRudShul k3
ERRUR «loc

CURRECTEL fUT 217>

CATEGORY :

DECISION:

. 5Un OF SJUAKES

LT3e~zTub8
2T0e3£98U5
243.7006Y%2

Table E-12

BREAKING AND ENTERING

IN/OUT

MEAN SQUARE

1343402495
OelFLLOU
Ge250.03

suurte R L o VALuE STU UEVIATION
InTERLEP) L  UelTLY5ivY Va35971232
Brlsis i UellUbY4%i U 0.,01364374
UrrsTaT 1 Ve U9 T T4 Vall9o685)
ATy 1 =0.095000%Y 0.01953641
e XALcko L ueleYTaTYL 0.U1834861
NUbACRS 1 - U430t bal 0.02073119
RaCE s ~UesGuo4ULBD G=01845532
PR1vCLuUN L ~Ue G5G0L8Us 0.023700636
INJALL i Ge23339)b1 0ai2259k22
DUTine % Ve UID5 1490 Ga0339:219
PROGNUS ok Ve 2Uab 8253  0.L2076272
PATT 1 —JeOLLLTTD 0a32494102
SeXz_ 4 UelYoelT2U 0. L56064172
LENPRULS i “$a Ouirun 90 D.02072592
CHOW TEST: 1,04 (14,2148)
DECISTON; COUNTY JAIL TIME
SUURLE | uF ___ SUM _UF SUUARES MEAN SQUARE
REGRESS LuN ) K} LL9Babt034b EBoaben19s
ERX UK 30 4U2Fe05Lied L .a319807
WURKELTEU 10T 3o Sa¢Besc10T5 14e679159
SuUKLE Uy b VALULE STO BLVIATIUN
InTekicr | 1 e lS0UcSoL O 35719555
T il L Ue4953u615 vel I19u3HTU
urrstal L Us BZoany 8 Qe 37394086
uRAuU 1L X TV ETY Y - 0.38661063
RaCk i —Ueblisuabow Tadel U298
B LUK Iy —1aslsulbya Ue 38220132
NumMiNl o 1 B Lel4ivol o UaSlboi2vu
o ADWE P 'y coTliovbby Lel5122054

CHOW T

FST: 1.36 {3,348)

F RATIO

17083

T FUR n0sb=U

LaB8T967
Beli3luw

~4.736i5

3440072
~2.10723
~0e34694
~241352}
1033108

TT2.813287

9.85816
~Z249019
1.70329
~9.86228

F RATIO

16.389

T FUR rusb=u

17623993
balbbb6
220740
30924T4

-1 aTO4HBY

—2a98834
2421398
La3n54)

RSUBARE = 043189

PROE > F

Galu01

PRUB > I TI

00001
Oe0433

i 0.0u01

0.0G0L
0.0352
0.7287

040329
~_0.0001

0.0049

0.0001
00128
0.0887
0.0001

PROB > F

0. U00)

KSWUAKE = Oec¢437

PROL > {1}

UaGUGL
0.GG0OL
Ue 0279
Va0u0L
00891
0.0330
U 0275
Ua0190



Table E-13

Ny e s = i e

H
?

CATEGORY: BREAKING AND ENTERING
§
DECISION: WHERE !
¥
SUURCE DF SUM _UF_ SYUARES MEAR SQUARE F_RATI1O PROB > F
REGRES LAON 10 60805449 62080545 400572 0.0001
ERRUK 1050 157364203 0.149871
CURRECTED TUT 106U 218.169651 0.205820 RSQUARE = 0.2787
SOURLE UE B valug ST DEVIATION T _FOR _HO3B=0 PROb > {T|
INTERCEPT X ~0e02941702 0.03041250 -0.96727 e . _De336
TING 1 UeU5432511 0.60500731 10.84916 G.0001
OrFSTal 1 0.06495237 0.02453105 264776 0.0082
DRADU IC 1 0e10762239 0.02521167 4.26876 0.0001
RALE 3 0403703845 002469193 1.50002 _ 01339
EMPLUY 1 UeU034385C 0.02932029 2.16364 040307
TRPLEA 1 Uel66035k4 0404206654 3094096 040001 _
ANJALL 1} U.05332217 0.0269154) 1.98110 0.0478
AGE2 1 0. 18807778 0.03700362 508269 0.0001
GUN 1 U.201312i3 0.05518551 3.64792 0.0003
OLDVIC 1 033754070 0.08579131 3.93444 . _.._Ga0001
CHOW TESY: 1,64 (11,1039)
i
!‘
3
3
DECTSTON; STATE FRISON TIME l
“ i
— Bt —“‘:
SOURLE or SUM UF SQUARES MEAN SQUARE F RATIO PROB > F -
i
REGRESSION 5 TIT.2046668 777 7 183.44007« T 777 17,1890 L0001 T T
ERROR 309 3297.6395T0 10.671973 . ;
CORRECTED TUi 314 4l [4.Baa444 I13.423071 RSQUARE = 0.2176 f
SOURCE DF B VALUE STO DEVIATION T FOR HOTBS6 " PROB STITI T T 4
Y
INTERCEPT I 3.580432563 0.%1062861 944998 G.0001 :
PR1VCOUN X 139875090 0.54322898 2457488 0.0105 :
ARJATIC 1 U959 [EI%Z U.41608537 730525 0.0218 .
MUSEX i 12436038575 ___1.48596765 8.31807 _ 0,0001 |
BEURGAN i 1.2533756% 0.61422888 204057 0.0421 .
RAL L 1 ~0.25989722 0.38536003 ~-0.67443 0.5005 _
VI
CHOW TEST: 1,90 (5,305)



Table E~14

CATEGORY: LARCENY/STOLEN PROPERTY

DECISION: IN/OUT

—SOURGE—— . PE—— . .. B VALUE- STD DEVIATION T FOR HO:B8=0

- —INTERCEPT. __. ol .. _4.97333308 0.58336012 8.52532

TSEVCON 1 0.37859402 0.09001528 4.20589

RACE 1 -0.743139585 Da4B1407162 e =1a 82110

MUBACK3 1 0.96486789 0452574910 1.83522

INJAIL .. _. L .1.43562136 0.49446327 2.90339
CHOW TEST: 0,27 (5,212)

SUURCE D SUM JF SUSARES  MEAN SQUARE F RATLO PROB > F
REGRESSLUN 9. T5.6859%6 _ __Be%0955L 49s264 00001
cRROK 1uvob 1824384545 0.170772
CURKECTED YuT Loy SBabT0501 « 239620 RSQWUARE = 02933
SUUKC oF B VALUE STD DEVIATEON T FOR HOB=0 PROB > | TI
INTERCEPT 1 0403193659 _ 0.06548500 G.48769 0.6259
brlSTo L ve090uBbLYY 0.G1800885 9.33554 Ve 0001
OFFSTAT 1 VaLH1TO24T 0.U29T8910 1a73T03 0.0826
emPLOY 19 Ue UB4LDELO 002796933 3.01360C 00026
RACE s _ 0.01538095 _ 0.0262TI15 0.5B547 0.5584
INJALL by Ge3LTUDLTG 003161660 9.TLLIT2 0.0001
PROLNUS i U.10688325 0403261660 5.11650 0.0001
>kX2 L Ual32UB21r0 008093055 2. 46775 00304
EXACLERLL b3 UeU331k5638 0.01173862 2282456 [VPRVIVE N §
LENPRUS IS -Uedoleldgus 002827T97TC ~5eTUBAD VeLUUL

CHOW TEST: 0,48 (10,1058)
DECISION: COUNTY JAIL TIME
— ~$BUREE— s BF— SUM-OF -SQUARES— -~ .~ MEAN SQUARE--- - E-RATIO . PROB > F
ESSION——— 4 .. 431,748772 - . 1074937194 B.853 00001
ERROR 217 2645, 800773 12. 192630
—— CORRECTED TOT 221 =~ 3077.549550 ..  ...13.925564 . . . . _. e eme. RSQUARE = _0D.1403

PROB .> ITI

0.0001
0.0001
0.1297

0.0678
0.0041

PO,



Table E~15

CATEGORY: LARCENY/STOLEN PROPERTY

DECISION: WHERE

SuurCe COF SUM UF SWUAKES MEAN SQUARE F RATLO PROB > F
RtGRESSUUN @ 13.5lo0834 2.252806 180244 0.0001
ERKUR 430 53.L%04 a8 Gal123480 ‘ '
CURKeLT v TOT 430 66.6132%2 0.152783 RSQUARE = 042029
SuuRLr  urR b VALuEe STD DEVIATION T FOR HO:B=0 PROB > | TI
INTERGER T i ~U e 003050 0.03242315 ~U.B1418 0.4160
TING i UeOcyastes 0.00707875 4416038 00001
DRADDIC L Ve 015831047 0.03657703 2.07320 0.0367
RaCL 1 Ny PTY PV 0. U3503098 1.34933 Oedl 79
iRPLEA L  Le3dzebulul 0«C5855916 5450898 0.0001
VUTaM: i UelE4%ubuY 004690884 3.94179 0.0L01
AGEZ L Uelzblabdb . 004412935 290392 0.0039

CHOW TEST: 3.56 (7,423)

DECISTION: STATE PRISON TIME
SuUKLE _UF Sum OF SWUARES MEAN SOUARE F RATIO PROB > F
mobRiedShuN L _.‘?‘ o - 2‘40 3:'(.71‘.0 ~ 1Ue91U54a be 34U Ge0C 17
ERR UK 7o 191069451 2.514069
CURKELIEL TUT ud 245.001921 3.032370 L RSWUARE = 02221
SuukLe R L 6 vALuE STO DEVIATIUN T FUR HO:B=U PRUb > T}
INTeKuoP ) 1 Ce29419245 0es157.2916 S5.51846 0.0L01
TINL 1 Ueld7elet 0.059€3553 203420 Oelub4
StNTAM 1 1 «8GUOLZ4LY U 60G05298 3.00078 0.0036
Ti\PLhA L LeOb4ad A 0.435?7\11& 2."8781 000150
RALE Iy Ve 4P IVB4UI U.364568330 14354506 De1790
UuTiRe )Y vebuunadnly Oe40314607 200455 Cel380

CHOW TEST: 1,60 (6,70)




Table E~16

CATEGORY: SALE OF CDS
DECISION: IN/OUT
SOURCE DF SUM COF SQUARES MEAN SCQUARE F RATIO PROB > F
RE GRESSION 10 €8.346134 6.824613 364471 C.0001
ERRGR 1256 235.371308 0.18739¢
CORRECTED 10T 1266 303.717443 . Oe2299€2 ___RSQUARE_=z_0.2250
SQURCE OF 8 VALUE STO DEVIATICA T FOR HO:B=0 PROB > }T]
INTERCEPT 1 0.19986E27 0.04776393 4.18450 Ce0001
DHIST1 1 0.06794688 0.0181031% 2.73680 000002
OFFSTAT 1 0.06107429 0.,03209954 1.90266 Ca 0573
EXACD20 1 0<05854£65 002527512 2.31609 Ce 0207
NUBACKA 1 ~0.06219232 0.027397€2 -2426999 0. 0234
RACE | ~0205103269 0.02889€03 ~1.,75999 00787
INJAIL S S 019778245 040368545 | £,36438 00001
PROGNOS 1 0.24212277 0.0311393¢ 7477545 Ce0001
SE X2 1 0410380145 004147801 2450257 0.0125
AGE2 1 0:.06725474 0e03217872 2.09004 Ce 0368
LENPFROS L =0e21893240 0.0302192€ ~7.145850 040001 _
CHOW TEST: 0,29 (11,1245)
DECISION; COUNTY JAIL TIME
SOURCE TTTDF SUA UF SWQUAKES MEAN TSOUUARE F RATIO PROB > F
REGRESLIUN 5 777.138641 1554427728 12.262 0.0001
ERRUK 199 2522.471115% 12.675734
CORRECTeD TJT 204 3299.6097156 T6.174558  —~ TTTTTTT Y " REBDUARE T 0.2355
SUURC e TTTTOR B VALUE STD DEVIATIUN T7FBR HO:B=0 PRUB > | TH
INTERCEP T T %4 .5732053¢0 O.r1301i64 ST 5 L,62509 TTTTg.0001
DhlsTe i 0.9659894u 0.36000237 2468329 0.0079
RACE T =0 T895571Y U516 75504 =1.75083 0.2017
TYPEUUPE 1 1.38430924 0433919185 4.08120 0.0001
PRIVCUOUN 1 ~1.1094%559% 0.54843900 =2.02275 0.04 44
PROSTIME 1 ~1.33364947 0459376089 ~2.24611 040258

CHOW TEST:

0.53 (6,193)




Table E-17

CATEGORY: SALE OF CDS
DECISION: WHERE
SQOURCE ...DF __ SUM CF SQUAKES _ MEAN SCUAFRE F RATIO . ..BRECB > F
REGRESSION 9 26.474239 2.94158z2 19.134 C.0001
ERROR 500 7€.866537 01537324
CORRECTED 10T 509 103.341176 0.20302€ e e___ RSQUARE = C.2562
SQURCE .. DF. B _VALUE _  STO DEVIATICA T FOR HO:B=0_ _ __. PROB > |T]
INTERCEPT 1 ~-0.010245€2 0.05390507_ -0a19015_ e CeB8493
TINC 1 0402238167 0.008€393S Z.56288 C.0107
TY PEDDPE 1 0.06372772 002228203 2486906 . C.0043
TRPLEA 1 Qe«13854€83 0+054455€7 2.54421 Ca0113
INJAIL 1 011919955 0.04415332 _ 2469967 ...GeQ072 _ .
AGE2 1 0.226266E2 0.0425422¢ £.31863 C.0001
GUN_ 024769303 0.07403831 3.34547 €.0009
NUMCHG Tl 0107331857 0.03701610 2489959 00039
RACE 1 -0+056023€5 0.04098684 = == ~1.36687 » . _Cei723
PROGNOS 1 0.10878610 04037123632 2484839 CGe 0046
CHOW TEST: 1.05 (10,450)
DECISION: STATE PRISON TIME

SOURCE OF SUM CF SQUARES MEAN SCUAFRE F RATIO PRCB > F
RE GRESSION 3 220.576624 73.52€541 7.982 C.0001
ERROR 141 1298.830272 9e2115¢62

CORRECTED 7TOT 144 1515.40€6E57 - 10.551427 RSQUARE = (Ca.16452
SQURCE DF B VALUE STD DEVIATICA T FOR HO:B=0 PRC8 > |T]
INTERCEPT ] 3.67975387 G.4355282¢€ 8.44128 €C.0001
WE APCON 1 3.20550019 1.1808035z2 2471537 C.0074
INJAIL 1 202533837 = 0.5070632% . 2.9942S C.C001
RACE 1 ~0.56826613 UeS51757886% ~1.09793 Ce2741

CHOW TEST:

0.27 (4,137)




Table E-18

CATEGORY :

DECTSION:

POSSESSION OF CDS

IN/QUT

L

SUURLE DF SUMGF SUUARES MEAN SQUARE F RAT10 PROB > #
RELRESSLUN. 12 60.3065507 5.047131 49.321 0.0601
ERRUK 141b 1454107369 0e102332 '
CURKELTED TUl  143c c05.0129%6  C.)243827 _ RSQUARE = 0.2945
sGukeE ok B VALLE STD DEVIATION T FUR n0:B=y PROB > | T)
INTEKLEP T 1 Uelidin254 0.02144025 5.27572 U.0001
TCUN 1 vell285483 Ge00411334 3.12515 0.0018
TIiNG 3 0ULUSHE0 179 00080163y 1.32064 01868
Urr>TAT I UeU554GB0 7 T TLUZZ3NE2E TZJ&T8%52 TTGL0I33
mMuves i O0+.050161306 C.01831679 3elbb1]1L 0.0022
TRPLEA 1 UelbUo95cc 003677304 4e9337T2 0.0001
BAGWALLY 4 U.US6TeBs5  0.02280124 2448973 0.0129
EMPLOY - s U 04309534 U0.01920517 224394 0.0250
RACE 1 —J e 0269400 0.01861620 —Lab4713 Os1481
INJAIL 1 Ueclliboolo T U.u309Zulo T B.81584 T 0001
PROGNUS 1 0.19475835 0.02836695 686568 040001
LENPRUS 1 =0 ellbsBr 94 001919769 -6« 00499 0.0001
NUMCHY 1 0.05778502 0.01760017 3.28324 0.0011
CHOW TEST: 0,89 (13,1405)
DECISION: COUNTY JATL TIME

SUURCE OF Sum OF SQUARES HEANVSQUARF F RATIO PROB > F
REGRESSION “ 390430065 ?7.607516 T.946 0.0001
ERRUR ™ i 119 1461, 703483 12.263727

COARECTED TUT 125 14524193548  15.058484  _RSQUARE = 0.2108
SQURCE Uk 3 VALUE STD DEVIATION T FGULR HO:B=C PROB > | T)
INTERCEPT 1 4.853056890 Ueb63H24313 7.60378 0.0001
HEAPRES i Se1TT94857 1.37885736 375525 0.0003
TYPEDUPE 1 1.0939112i 036977093 2495835 0.0037
ROES — i ~Ti23975430 0.68920473 1.79809 0.0747
RACE i —~(«B88531642 0.70773996 -1.25091 0.2134

CHOW TEST: 1,24 (5,114)



Table E~19

CATEGORY: ROSSESSION OF CDS

DECISION:

WHERE

SOURCE DFr SUM UF SQUARES MEAN SQUARE £ RATIO HNPROB > F
REGRESSTIUN T 9.490bU1 1.35578¢6 9.173 0.0001
ERROR eal 35.47320Y 0e147805

CORRECTeL TOT _ Py §4.9o37lo 0.182039 RSQUARE = 0a.2111
SUURCE  DOF 8 VALUE STD DEVIATION T FOR HO:B=0 PROB > | T}
INTERLEPT 1 001455425 0.05519054 0.26371 07922
TINC o 1 0.01987061 0.01063684 1.86809 0.0630
OFFSTATL 1 04162U0B769 005095932 3418073 0.0017
RaLte T =0 s UAZISTIL U U5SZ5625 =U. 777Ul 04379
EMPLOY 1 0el0T734493 005424824 L.97877 00490
TRPLEA 77777 1 7777 (W 17407608 0.07060532 2.46548 0.0144
NUMCHOG 1 O0ellizseilve 0.05031391 2.25309 0.0252
ASEZ T T 1 026287551 0.05659398 4464494 0.00G0%

CHOW TEST: 0,97 (8,232)
DECISION: STATE PRLSON TIME

SuUukCE  UF SUM OF SwuAhES MEAN SWUARt F RATIV PRUB > F
REGRESLLUN “ lTyevol030 1Y e0ala0Y 1.797 Uel428
EKRUK 55 bUleloSuy? L0.9:0ZES

CURRELTEU Tul by °79‘7555{?; {1.h20904 ksquRE = 0:11:0
SUUKCe ; vk b VaLue STD U+VIATIUR T FuR HUIB=U PRub > | T
InNTerkCEPT L £ e DULLDOGL veltt 8240733 3319 CaU37
T INC 1 Vs LY3996%0 0es5986479 le21351 02301
RACL 1 —U «bYoBE4UD lale3b4151 —UeH330L3 0i5962
PROGRGS I UeT&[oFias T U.91042292 1.03402 023057
LUT it L Lebivsilaa 1. vB8G a3y 1.49521 Delotio

CHOW TEST: 0,74 (5.50)




Table E-20

CATEGORY:

DECISION:

GAMBLING

IN/OUT

SOURCE. . - ._DF. ..SUM _OF SQUARES MEAN SQUARE
REGRESSION 6 25.628888 4.271481
ERROR 524 1064544370 0.203329
CORRECTED TCT 530 132.173258 0.249384
SOURCE ~  oF . .. B MYALUE . SID DEVIATION.
INTERCEPT 1 0. 44775448 G.043124061
GAMBR EC4 1 0.11643785 0.02885851
MITIG . . 1 . —0.25726336 0.06240922
RACE 1 -0. 00070357 0.04124469
QRGLR 1 0.09945009 — - 0.04014587
LENPROS 1 ~0e44414365 0.05508796
NUMCHG 1 Del1482671 0.03584102
CHOW TEST: 1.13 (7,517)
DECISION: COUNTY JAIL TIME

SQURCE =~ =~ OF  SUM UF SWUARES

REGRESSIUN 8 4632352542
ERROR 214 957.4u0821
COURRECTLY TOT 222 14204753303
SQURCL =~ Df B_YALUE
JANTERCEPT . L 196020639
GAMBRECS 1 1.35969963
LEY3 1 Ue53060534
MiT1G6 L ~lelo4b6Y56
RaCE 1 0249219249 .
PROGLANUS 1 1.92644719
AbE3 1 ~a79259249
SEX2 1 Ve95£3137Y
NUMCHG 1 097859103

CHOW TEST:

MEAN SQUARE

57.919068
44473836
64399790

.. STU DEVIATIOM

0e48794960
0.21329895
0.2929398¢4
0.63528253
0.30648799
0.77398337
0.30237178
G.40877100
029209345

1,02 (9,205)

T FOR HO:B8=0

4401723
637462
1.81131
~-1.83315
~1.60591
2.48900
=~2.62125
232970
3a.35027

F RATIU PROB >.E._ .
21.008 0.0001 *
RSQUARE = 0.1939
T FOR HO0:B=Q. .____ . PROB.>IT] .~ _
10.38281 0.0001
4.03473 0.0001
~4,12220 0.0001
-0.01706 0.9864
L _2.47722. _0.0136 _
28.06244 0.0001
2.88212 0.0041
A
F RATIO PROB > F.  * .
12. 946 0.0001

RSQUARE = 0.3261
PROB > ITI

0.0001
0.0001
0.0715
0.0682
. 01098
0.0136
0.0094
0.0208
0.0010



S0URCE DR SUM OF SGUARES  MEAN SQUARE

Table E~21

CATEGORY ¢

DECISION:

GAMBLIMG

WHERE

REGRESSLIUN 33 LU. 0634408 1.477241
ERRUR &1o 33 e0320067 0.121857
LORRELTED TOT F2- VA 43.090112 04154951
SUURCE DF B_MALUE ____ STD PEVIATIUN
ANTERCERPT. . 1 =0 al3Zd0ob o 0.05517280
GAMBRECAH 1 JelU0T2615 003005660
ALEVE X Val7450272 0.03924077
RACE 'y 015912915 0.04519204
QREGCR 1 005505183 ... .. Q.04407364%
INJALL 1 0+ 20010290 0.11000721}
AGEA . 1. ~0ald5to2l74 0.0451298%
CHOW TEST: 0,77 (7,269)
DECISION: STATE PRISON TIME
SQURCE = Ur  SUM UF SyUAKES . MEAN SQUARE
REGRESSLON 4 Seud5394 1.2%6348
ERKUR 3 30.T05921 0641373
CUKRELTEL TuX be 35.0811321 0.6880179
SUVRCE (Viu —. B VALUE. STD OEVIATION
ANTERCEPT 1 La33bb44 a5 0.38Y83438
TSIMCUN 1 Ce237265706 0.09524445
WX L Qal9Ulbeyd 0.18839837
KACE 1 Ueb05750611 029902267
INJALL 1 V495281077 036762714
CHOW TEST: 0,01 (4,45)

....F RATIO.

13.764

.-. PROQB > E

G.0001)

RSQUARE = 042303

T FOR_HO:B=0 PROB_> 171
~2439408 0.0173
3.55084 0.0005
4437052 0.0001
3452140 0.0005

126909 . .. _0.2127

2472803 0.0068

... FRALIQ .. ... _.PROB 2> F __
1.959 0.1159

T FOR HQ:8=0

3443362
249112
1.00947
1.55759
134180

RSQUARE = 044403

PROB > LTI

0.0012
0.0162
0.3178
0.1259
01860



Table

CATEGORY :

DECISION:

E-22

IN/OUT

MEAN SQUARE

3.177194
0.058549

0127620 .

STD DEVIATICN

0.01£58890
0.01314645
0.,02147453
0.02316362
0.02055789
0.05547711
0.07695345
0.087CG7092

0.04055701 .

0.02277656
0.01961069

CHOW TEST: 0,57 (11,1038)

D¥CISION: COUNTY JAIL TIME

SUURCE DF  SUM OF SQUARES
REGRESSICN 10 31.771942
ERROR 1049 103.378058
CORRECIED JOT... 1059 ... ..135.150000
SOURCE- OF B VALUE
INTERCEPT 1 0.11402584
FHISTS 1 004608222

e e b =0a 04396584
NEGS 1 0.05052629
RACE L -0.00393970
INJAIL 1 0.26130250
DGTIME 1 - 0422791651
NOBAIL 1 0.24235639
PROGNOS . . .. .1 __0.19753891
SEX2 1 -0.03587954
LENPROS 1 -0.09983413

:

SOURGE DF.. . SUM OF SQUARES
REGRE SSION 6 5404386416
ERROR 94 7574474570
CORRECTED IOT 100 ... 12974861386
SOURCE oF B VALUE
INTERCEPT 1 3.47912580
QFFSTAT 1 1.77819320
DRADDIC . ... L. ... 1a73161897
WELF i -1.84126918
FR20 1 2.59685789
NUMOFF 1 191685139
RACE 1 0. 58075513

CHOW TEST:

MEAN SQUARE

90.064403
8.058244
12.5976014

STO DEVIATILN

0.66046902
0.77478385
074721690
0.67326323
0.87145412
0.71064003
0.b1861563

0,97 (7,87)

F RATIC

32.240

T FOR HO:B=0

6.13408
3.50530
-2.04735
2.17846
-0.18762
4.71010
2.96021
278344
4.82308
-1.57528
-£.03941

F RATIO

11.177

T FUR H0:8=0

5. 26766
2429508
2.31715
—2.73472
297978
2+69736
0,93880

PROB > F

0.0001

RSQUARE. = 04,2351

PROB > T}

0.0001
0.0005
. Q00409 .
0. 0296
0.8512
0.0001
00031
0.0055
0.,0001
C.1155
0.0001

PROB > F

0.0001

RSQUARE = 0e4l64

PRUB > |T|

0.0001
0.0240
0.0227
0.0075
0.0037
0.0083
0.3502



Table E-23

CATEGORY :

DECISION:

SOURCE DF SUM OF SQUARES
REGRESSION 8 8.286986
€ RROR 149 18.959849
CCRRECTED IOT  157. .. 27.246835
SUURCE OF B VALUE
INIERCERT 1 0.19247347
TSEVCCN 1 0.01913644
EMPLOY 1 0.11358862
FUBCOUNS 1 ~0.279747173
INJALL . 1 0.15751486
PROGNOS 1 0.13629380
SEX2 . 1 0.13885881
AGE2 1 0.08526753
BACE . . __ L. —0.01063203
CHOW TEST:
DECISTON:
SOURGE F SUM OF SQUARES
REGRESSIGN 5 20.202158
ERROR 30 93.020064
CCRRECTED IOT. 35 113.222222
SUURCE DF B VALUE
INTERCEPT 1 2.23142096
KACE 1 ~0.90306213
NUMCNT2 . e 2De499793 14
0aT IME 1 1.19504982
ACGGPRQ 1 0.42298661
NUMCHG 1 0.47849210
CHOW TEST:

FRAUD

WHERE

MEAN SQUARE

1.035873
0. 127247
0.173547

STO DEVIATIUN

0.08355772
0.0%181228
N+065106204
0.06844161
0+07€64S547
0.07452534
0.00767932
0.05€57656
0.06333998

0.68 (9,140)

STATE PRISON TIME

MEAN SGUARE

4.040432
3.100669
3.234921

STO DEVIATIUN

0.65203072
0.594556713
0.801¢455¢0
0.74725101
0.7821CG733
0.64131951

0.32 (6,24)

F RATIO

8.141

T FOR HO:8=0

2429250
1.62005
1.74317
~4.08739
2.05914
1.82882
2405172
1l.45566

-0.16786 __ .

¥ RATIO

1.303

T FJR HO:8=0

3.42226
-0.00510
0.62346
1.59926
0.54083
0.74611

PRGB > F

0.0001

RSQUARE = 043041

PROB > T

. 00233
0.1073

.. 00834 .
0.0001
0.0412
09694
0.0419
0.1476

im o .-0a8669

PRCB > F

0.2890

RSQUARE = 0.1784

PROB > T}

0.0018
09960
0.5377
0.1202
0.5926
0.4614



Table

CATEGORY :

DECISION:

E~24

SUURC E L SAN UF >uuMARES
RoORESSAUN 7 Zosvilldse
KRR Uk 3oe ©la5T1734
CUKRECTEW 1L 289 8Te093590
stuset 7 o 6 vALOUL
ANTEKLES ] L lte dILY0TULD
EFrddTe 4 veluveTIoOU
AnT L Ueli dT2its
EmPoup 1 “UsUocP9ccc
kalk i ~UeliibB1lY0
PrUNUS Y Ve ABEYHIUS
LENPRUS X ~JelUlalbhe
INJALL 1 Uvel95%6b15
CHOW TEST:
DECISION:
SUURCE DF SUM UF SUUARES
RUbRESLRUN o 36%e.s502b0)
ERRUK w3 SlleuddysYy
LURReLTew T 42 oT6eskebuc
SUUKLE Ut b YALUE
InTeRLeP | L TebLTToces
T.0m i veddslllnl
Rate o Tie3093U09
cMF SUP 1 ~—patdcTUO UM
PRLIVCUUN 1 JehcloubnY
CHOW TEST:

FORGERY

IN/QUT
MEAN SCUARE
3.T724551
Ual61183
04225305

STU UEVIATION

GeaU5232386
Ualida94300b
O.04p014TY

004422597

Celul37279
005066202
Gaus222757
0.0517701c

0,27 (8,374)

COUNTY JAIL TIME

MEAN SOUARE

91 « 314145
11.885021
18 . 644947

STD DEVIATION

l.42081206v
Cal6595527
1a07756751
1.,10209340
L1e4(903369

0.05 (5,38)

F RATLO

£3a3008

T FCR HGIB=0G

2.61768
4,11934
2452600
7;-42433

TTeUe 789 94

3.72892
~2+4030U%
5.71631

F RATIO

T.0683

T FUR HGsB=0

5.49527
leb288B0
~1.27999
*4.022“8
Co4lY01

PROB > F

00,0001

RSQUARE = 042975
TPros 3TITI

000092
0.000X
0.U119
01552
Oe4302
040002
0.0167
040001

PROB > F

0.0001

RSWUARE = 0.4i68

PruUb > | T

0,0001
0.1330
022074
C.0002
C.0194




<

Table E-25

CATEGORY

DECISIQON:

FORGERY

WHERE

SUURCE _DF  SUM OF SWQUARES MEAN SQUARE  F RATIO _PROB > F
REGRESSIUN 5 9.828008 1.965602 13.470 040001
*~ ERROK 127 18.532894 P rY-1- M1 T Trmm T
CORRECTED TUT 132 284360902 0.214855 RSQUARE = 043465

SOUKCE OF B VALUE STD DEVIATION T FOR HO:B=0 PROB > |T|
INTERCEPT 1 ~0400434117 0.06000919 -0.07234 0.9%24
TINC I U.0387038T =~ 7 0OI3R5R05 7 T 2.BT589 B Y AT
NUMCNT2 1 010121135 0.07720478 1.31095 0.1922
— AGER i ) 8 Ue303850854 O U7T283307 TB8618U V.Q0U1L
.. DOTIME i 0419777754 0407995201 2.47370 . 0.0147
T RAGE R U ¢ Y 2 ¥ ¥ T Y L 7T 05069735371 T =~0.03139 TOTTT0L97T50
CHOW TEST: 0,77 (6,121)
DECISION; STATE PRLSON TIME
~ SOURCE DF___ SUM OF SQUARES MEAN SQUARE F RATID PROB > F
REGRESSLUM 3 33.402245 11134082 _ 240669 L Be0b2Z
ERRUK 36 1504197755 4172160
CURRECTED Tui 3 183e0uU0UU 4. 707692 RSQUARE = 01819
SUUREE Of b_VALUE STD DEVIATION T FUR MO:B=0 __PROB > | T}
ANTERCEPT i 3.001015i5  0.T4042370 427730 0. GL0)
RACE i ~Le6L591576 G.72813462 ~0.84588 0.4032
L TN 1 o1 Pbb a4 ol 0.10813303 1.81855 0.0773
OresTAL i l.lobBat%0 O.08830348 1.69816 Ge0981
CHOW TEST: 0,18 (4,32)



SRR

Table E~26

CATEGORY; LEWDNESS

CHOW TEST: 0,96 (4,13)

DECISTON:  IN/OUY

SOURCE DF SURM OF SuUARES MEAN SWUARE —E KaTIO "~ =~ "PROB 5 F -
KREGKES S UN & 1Z.2330To% 120703 1la1l21 V.000Y
ERRUK 217 30570200 U« 140914 A

CORKECTEU TUuT 225 430kt D0an G.1910627 RSUUARE = G.2908
SOURLE TOF T T T e vaLue T T TSTD DEVIATION T T FuR HOIB=G PROUB > 1T i
INTCRTP 1 1 GeLiolaTo% GeUbLI4340 Rel3362 C2IE7
TING 1 Ue 03305723 _ G.0l881327 1.75715 .. 0.0803
EXACY i UeldY00329 Ge(5124T80U ) 212565 T 0.0069

RACE I Ue019UUT3«  0.05777064 0.32898 0.7425
IngAIL 1 e 205 ¢L3m2 T 0.06957496 T 295686 . 0U.0035
PROGNUS 1 0 o LoD 344 G.0U8198872 3023135 Ge00 14

NUT) I'S U'lul‘fUBO‘L ) Use U5‘+957L9 3-3008‘: \100011 -
AGEZ i ~0.12984258  0.05329638 ~2.43624 0.0156

4T F 'y Y 3 AGeD PO VeUS362b638 | =Z2eT3355 TO.lUes

CHOW TEST: 0,48 (9,208)
DECISION: COUNTY JAIL TIME

SOURC & DF SUR OF 3SQUARELS MEAM SQUARE F RATIU PRUB > F
REGRESSLUN > TT 714795 39.058265 o 4e551 T T TW0182T 77T
ERiKUs 1v La5.821b606 _ B.5TE6bLZ

CURReCTEL TUT 2. 26724952381 13414761y RSUUARE = Oe4454
STURLE " OF " "B value STU DevIATIUN T FUR RUSB=0 PRUB > | TI
" INTERCcPT I CealSaooinr TJZZAETEGE T4 .88T759 A  FEVITI o B
SEXSTAD2 i 3e45751009 1432963619 ie0001Y 00187

RaCe Ty =1 e 69430 LS 142587596 ~-l.1l8820 0e2511
INJALL i ) ot loeYan le38544%19 1.88841 UelT62



Table E-27

CATEGORY :

DECISION:

LEWDNESS

WHFRE

SWUKLE ur SUM UF SUUARES ~ MEAN SOQUARE . ¢+ RATIOC PRGB > F
REoredSiuN “ 13597493 G 389948 3420 Ce0l47
CERKRURK 53 Oe 43055 0e114031 i
CURRELTED ful 51 1.0L344b Ue133394 RSWUARE = 0e2051
S0UKCE bF b VALUE STU DEVIATION T FUK HO3B=U  PRUB > i T)
INTERCCP i Uela25b6Cay 0.09073122 156925 - 0.1225
TCuUi i VelidTS4ls2 Oa 1494407 leb42y? G.0 09
AGEc i Geis353019% 0e 10062565 2435475 . Geu223
PRUS i -Ue2209c0lG CelluTB949 -1 e o097 CeCo 20U
RALE L ~UelTiT6074 V09622568 ~i.78498 _ UeUB0OO
CHOW TEST; 1,90 (5,48)
?
i
DECISTION: STATE PRISON TIME
Sauwkee  uF SUM UF SuUAKLS MEAN SyuaktE  F RaTIU  PRUB > F
RELRESSIUN s leadUu3dn 3.0u2003 le373 Ve 4l 36
EKRUK 3 beboooT 2Zecidllded - e e o T
CUKReL iU TUT ’ "3§.57bquwwﬁ”'”h g,&90429 §§“UAﬁ?,FWQ3°“°E
SUURLE L b Valut ATU QEVIATIUN T FUR nGig=G CPRBB > 1T
InTonmeer i L e UUVLLULL LeSL19689L l.lbl%u L3293
Tokyv i Ced3333353 194840800 0al7rUb Danlnt
EXALs " Lo35333333 Le25452109 LaUolTy Gae3059
SEXSVAsE n —< Uubluuue T TEVLUYLIESL . . LT Oaul28




Table E-28

CATEGORY ;

DECISION:

ESCAPE

IN/OUT

SUURCE » or 5um UF SWUARES MEAN SQUARE F RATI1O _ PROB > F
ReBRESSIUN 2 B 9290089 1.859218 10,227 0.000L
ERRUK 140U 25.45usv0 Ue 281789

- CuRRECTEL 10T 145 3a.T40515 0« 239632 RSQUARE = Qa2075
SUURCE OF __ b ¥YALUE__ STD DEVIATION _ T FOR HU3B=0 _PROB_> ITI
INTeRLEPT i Lal20899390 =~ Q26874789 === ==~ 0O.7644l _ Oe4n 59
EMPLUY 1 Uel4306143 0.09213489 1.55925 0.12212
INJAIL 1 Ve232B4b32 0.08280350 2481203 0.0056
LENPROS 1 ~Ve3000U118 0.08222046 Te—ae 41579 0.0001
Sthd e ¢ 0.48005280 0.14TeA921 Je290T2 0001
RACE i =Q . 00453642 0.07284 2040 -9.01337 0.9400

CHOW TEST: 0.22 (6,134)
DECISTION: CQUNTY JAIL TIME
SGMAL L DF¥ SUR UF 3@UAREY MEAN SQUARE £ RATIO PROB > F
R-GRESSIUMN b . B9,1u3k19 1~.850520 2.678 Ve 0044
tRRUR is T2.u08b1 54545914
CURKELTED TuTl i9 16Le200uuy 8.48421)0 __RSQUARE = 045527
SUURC £ _ T b VALULE STO DEVIATION T FUR HO2B=0 PRUL > §TI
INTERCEPD 1 leTo4uU9921 La4B3bALB2 1.20253 0e2506
HRHEN i La 065400055 le4u450515 UaT3755% 024739
nitz 1 ~U s 2U6UEBTLL 1.17277951 L =0.17573_ . Qebb32
RaCt L Le9bUS4433 134290712 Laktabl 01641
“TSEIMCUN X  uelT266u3L 0eb69584047 1.25325 Gu2322
PROGROS 1 ieBas5TI1 124273194 148632 Oalald
I{ ¥V 1N by 1.80993957 1.21408385 149079 CadB9
CHOW TEST: 0.72 (7,6)



Table E-29

CATEGORY: ESCAPE

DECISION: WHERE

P

R g

SUURCE OF SUM GF SWUARES _MEAN SQUARE F RATIO PROS > F
NeRESSTUN 3 11979704 3993235 90.491 . 0e0001
ERRUR 55 2a4lT0T5 0.044129
CURRECTEU TuUl 5t L4« 4067180 0248393 RSQUARE = 0.8315
SUURCE uf b VALUE STD DEVIATION T FOR HOZB=0 __PROB > |\ T}
ANTeRLEP Y L —Ue3o445298  U.06714382 < =5.42795 __.56.0001
FROM 1 De 6LTS0TTY 0.04375208 14.11379 0.0v01

. AGE2 L 009233839 0.06732184 1.37160 0.1758

TRaLE 'Y Uel%iseb a7 0.05779437 071573 ‘ Caail72

CHOW TEST: 0.11 (4,51)
DECISION; STATE PRISON TIME

- SUURCE Ut SUR UF SWUARES  MEAN SQUARE F RATID _PROB > F
RiGRESSIUN 2 4enl2531 20236269 2.89L | 0.0697
EKRUR 33 25.54T403 V. TT3559
LUKRKECTEU TUT 35 30. B0ULLD 0.857143 RSWUARE = Uel491
SUURLE v _B_VALUE_ STD DEVIATION T FOR HG:B=0 PRUB > 1T}
INTERLEP Lo Cle29Lli%ac 0.22112312 5.83926 0.0001
whiN i Ve Tulbilbo Ue30452047 2.30471 Va02Tb
RALE 1 Ve VL5 049> 0+33002347 0.05019 09603

CHOW TEST: 0,00 (3,30)




Table E~30

.

CATEGORY: LOW VOLUME OFFENSES
DECISION: “H/oUT
SUURGE o >um UF SwuaRtS — MEAN SQUARE. ~ F RATIO PROB > F i
RELRESSIUN k4 102.2957u> 9.326882 19.695 0.0001
ERRUK 13¢% 629.371145u 0473572
CURKELTEL BUT 134w 731.973154 G . 546249 RSQUARE = 0.1402
SOUALE or ¥ VALUE _ STD DEVIATLUON T FOR HUB=Q PRUB > 1T
INTERLEPY 4  Ue2630UYel 0.04181849 ~ 5.28927 0.0001
EmPLLY i UaelUGLlale5 G. 0408584 2047863 0082
RaCr 1 ~u.Us803957 0.04358221 _ =1e41021 0.1587
Iy CT 1 UeU3U4LOUY GevllZBu33 Z.697206 Velu Tl
ThPFLEA L OelEolfBal 0.05684469 3.27398 0.0UL)
leaall 1 Ual9339T08 0.058 7091 3432404 0.0009
PRUGNUS i wve23uUlTT62  0.05479892 4420041 _0.0001
LeNPRUS 1 ~Lel9763545 G2042429%0 ~4 65792 Ua0GU01L
NURLHG i velullThie 0.0398534) 240691066 . 0ew0T2
ailax 1 Ueb4309473 0.21982461 3.63803 00001
TebNy L 00015849 0416493550 - 3.63874 0.0L03
BieuaLuY Y Ds32820544 0.065166l16 5403736 0.0001
CHOW TEST: 3.14 (12,1317)
DECISION; COUNTY JAIL TIME
SUURCE Dk S5UN UF SWUARLES . MEAN SQUARE _ F RAT1O PROB > F
Re@RESSIUN o 6052207627 100.867938 9.933 0.0L01
ERALR 156 1584154356 1G.1544835
CURKECTEU TUT Llos 216943061963 13.514580 _  __ RSWUARE_= 0.2764 .
SOUKLE D B VALUE ~ STD DEVIATION T FUR HO:B=0D PRUB > ) T)
ANTERLEP 1 3.69u4i9in _ 0a4264582u B.65365 G.0G001
ukADL 1L 1 Ze49757350 0. 80929744 3.08585 OaliU24
INdALL 1 1e7083b) 20 0.b4823925 2.6508% 0. 0089
PROLNOS 1 140362019 0.54933525 255404 0.0116
Ratk . Y UalB58)220 061387214 0.30269 0.7625
. V3 L Led3nbcac? 0.52623918 235031 0.0:00
TYPELUPE 1 2eIv6132cb 0.70207870 3.92653 0.0001
CHOW TEST: 1,11 (7,149)



Table E-31

CATEGORY: LOW VOLUME OFFENSES
DMECESION:  WHENR

SUURLCE bF _SUn _OF SGUAKRES MEAN_SQUARE F _RATIO. _..PROB > F |
ReGRESSIUN 9 21.515087 2390563 13.525  ___ 0.ob01 |
ERRUR 389 68.755640 0.176750 -
CURRECTEL TuT  39& 902706 (T C.226811 RSQUARE = 0.2383 :
SUURLE ur_ o vALUE _ STD DEVIATION T FUR HO:B=0 _ _ PROB > |Th___ 4
INTERLEPT L uUeUSL43389 Ba04T46T34 1.08356 . 0.2192
TSevLun i Va 0989604 V00834959 3458054 0. 0L0N
RACH i Ueb3£30230 0. U4B29854 0.66880 0.5040
"PRIVLUUN 1 Ue LWZUTUDY U.049594860 2+80463 [y
eMPLUY L ,.102a2725 0.04872950 2.09989 0.0364
ENJALL 1 Ue203230 14 0.05062765 4.01422 0.0001
Aok 1 Ual7¢92007_  0.04513997 3.63089 0.0001
AINJQURY L U 2G19L9T0 0.08997771 2024411 QeO25% !
URGAN 1 Uedé 329032 0.68915767 1.60716 0.1088
1YPLUUFE i U.i01531%9 0.04696903 2.07336 0.0300

CHOW TEST: 2,22 (10,379)

DECISION: STATE PRISON TIME
SUURCE D SUR UF SQUARES  MEAN SQUARE F RATID PROB > F )
KEGRESSAUN. T wuiZeowndey 574 0h9767 Lire 640 0.0001
ERRUR 12¢ wlb8.8714Tuo 39.253¢ 71 ;
LUKRECTEL TUT 1e¥ Bellew23077 88.30560> _ RSQUARE = 0.4565
suuRCE _  wF B VALUE STD DEVIATAUN T FUR HU:B=0 PROE > | T|

1]

INTERLEPT L ce5ebO3RBA 0.£7026509 2.90214 0.00 44 ;
WMEAPLUN i 123835170 1.6k97)x371 CP- VLY ) 00001
HudX i Ted9o830ud 1. T70340877 4e 45904 R L1 2 S
RANGLDR i 5. 26195454 T TTZLUGI61440 2.62885 0.0097
MAGING N 4e 0081073 1.13114028 3453874 0.0006
RACE L 2.29571587 1.13833133 201674 0.0459
Kius 1 19.91e7l4v0 b.61322022 3.01165 0.0032 ,
LYY TN 'y S5«.9c0Tmlic Lelllaba)b £a806%4 0.0058

CHOW TEST: 1.84 (8,114)

*




CATEGORY ;

Table E-32

ATTEMPTS; AIDINGS AND ABETTINGS; CONSPIRACIES

DECISION: IN/OUT
SOURCE . DF ..._SUM.DF SQUARES-.. ._.. MEAN SQUARE- F RATIC e --PROB.>_F
REGRESSION..- . ... 6 . 124.566684 20.761114 26.8177 . 0.0001
ERROR 652 544,137413 0.834567

CORRECTED TOT 658 . 668.704097 1.016268 RSQUARE = 0.1863
SOQURCE- —— -~ . BE ... B VALUE STD DEVIATIGN T FOR HO:B=0 —~—PROB.> )T
INTERCEPT. . _ .1 . 0.50316719 0.07039797 T.14747 —. D.0001
INJAIL 1 0.24562144 0.08576083 2.86403 0.0043
MOSEX 1 1.31427401 0.3079E934 4426121 N.0001
8I1GDADDY 1 0.21905925 0.08807816 2.48710 0.0131
MINOR . ..} .. ... . 2434186707 0.32358726 7.23720 0a0001
LENPROS 1 -0.39661221 0.07721387 -5.13654 0.0001
RACE 1 =0.07962793 . ..0.07390887 . -=1.07467 __ __ 0.2829

CHOW TEST: 20,45 (7,645)

DECISION: COUNTY JAIL TIME
SOURGE- — e - DF SUM .GF - SQUARES MEAN SQUARE F RATIL PROB > F
RECRESSION e 5. 370.669829 T4. 133966 5.845 0.0001

ERROR 97 12304320462 12.683716

CORRECTED TOT. 102 1600.990291 15+ 695983 RSQUARE .= 0.2315
SOURCE . — - DF— .. B VALUE STD DEVIATION 7 FOR HO:8=0 PROB > |T]
INTERCEPT . ... 1. 6.98181561 . . 0.64437902 10.83495 0.0001
SELLS 1 1.62395986 1.08237286 1.50037 0.1368
IYPEDQPE 1 1. 34066761 0.80299059 ... .. 1. 66959 0.0982
HIATT 1 1.61246740 0.94108989 1.71340 0.0898
FROS 1. .. . 2.51328176 0.84031696 2.99087 0.0035
RACE 1 ~2.44T24725 0.79373812 ~3,08319 0.0027

CHOW TEST: 0.49 (6,91)



Table E~33

CATEGORY :
DECTSION:
SOURGE DF SUM OF SQUARES
REGRESSION 6 12.406138
ERROR 254 51.386966
CORRECTED TCL... 260. . _ . 63.793103
SGURCE DF B VALUE
INTERCEPT 1 0.09029736
WEAPCON 1 0.19162738
RACE 1 _0.02744422
TRPLEA 1 0.14712278
TYPEDOPE . 1 0.17061894
INJAIL 1 0.27551422
AGE2 1 0.25069472
CROW TEST:
DECTSTON:
SGURGE v -~ o - DR «.——5UM--OF- SQUARES-
REGRESSION 3 122.852416
ERROR 105 1663.863180
CORRECTEN_IOT.....10B .. ... 1786.715595
SOURCE BF 8 VALUE
INTERCEPT. . 1 4.69975436
SELLS 1 0.77273975
IRPLEA 1 2384157102
RACE 1 ~0.70303494

CHOW TEST:

WHERE

MEAN SQUARE
2+ 067690
0.202311
0.245358

STD DEVIATION

0.06516466
0.08406315

— - Da06360151

0.07207739
0.04113%38
0.05951533
0.05900185

1,16 (7,247)

STATE FRISON TIME

MEAN SQUARE
40. 550605

15. 84£316
164543663

STU DEVIATILN

0.65200978
D.98939741

e 2 892816069

0.87653906

0,02 (4,101)

ATTEMPTS; AIDINGS AND ABETTINGS; CONSPTLRACIES

F RATIC

10.220

T FOR HO:8=0

1.38563
2427956

..0243150 .

2.04118
4. 14734
4.62930
4424893

F RATIO

2+584

T FUR HO:B=0

7.20810
0.78108
2.63678
-0.80206

——

P08 > F

0.0001

. RSQUARE = _0.1945 .

PROBR > [T -

D.1671
0.0235

0.0423
0.0001 .
£.0001

. Da.H665

040001 ..

PROB -> F

0.0562

RSQUARE = 0a0688.

oR08 > [T

0.0001
0.4365

0.0096 .. .

T0.4243



Table E-34

SUMMARY OF RESULTS ON RACE* VARIABLE BY OFFENSE CATEGORY .
Estimated
Offense Race Race Significant Chow Test Significant
Category Equation Coefficient |T-Statistic at .05 level | F(dfl, df2) at .05 level
Homicide In/Out 0.023 0.452 No 1.22 (4,181) No
Where 0.109 1.656 No 1.03 (7,147) - No
C.J. Time -1.158 -0.649 No Insufficie%gseq
S.P. Time ~-0.563 -0.430 No 1.61 (9,97) | No
Robbery In/Out 0.002 0.097 No 1.05 (12,1106) No
- Where 0.017 0.478 No 0.87 (16,866) No
C.J. Time 2.626 4.693 Yes 1.11 (6,111) No
S.P. Time -0.114 -0.201 No 1.42 (12,374) No
Rape In/Out 0.101 1.637 No 0.67 (5,178) No
Where 0.061 0.751 No 0.97 (8,121) No
C.J. Time 0.100 0.056 No Insufficienct‘:Elsec
S.P. Time 2.916 1.601 No 0.52 (4,64) ) No
Assault In/Out 0.034 1.227 No 0.68 (11,913) No
Where 0.002 0.047 No 0.74 (12,430) No
C.J. Time 0.258 0.498 No 1.63 (5,194) No
S.P. Time 0.002 0.004 No 1.68 (9,121) No
Weapons In/Out -0.011 -0.497 No 0.40 (14,1229) No
Where ~-0.002 -0.058 No 0.76 (8,341) No
C.J. Time 0.534 1.100 No 3.04 (6,170) Yes
S.P. Time 0.664 1.254 No 0.21 (6,79) No
B & E In/Out 0.023 1.226 No 0.95 (16,2144) No
Where -0.028 -1.126 No 2.34 (11,1039) Yes
C.J. Time 0.643 1.740 No 1.78 (8,348) No
S.P. Time 0.137 0.357 No 1.37 (5,305) No
Larceny/ In/Out -0.027 -1.034 No 0.84 (10,1058) No
Stolen Where -0.020 -0.582 No 3.35 (7,423) Yes
Property C.J. Time 0.591 1.202 No 0.77 (6,210) No
5.P. Time -0.293 -0.780 No 0.55 (6,70) No
Sale In/Out 0.051 1.751 No 0.13 (12,1243) No
of CDS Where 0.056 1.367 No 1.04 (10,490) No
C.J. Time 0.321 0.498 No 0.55 (7,191) No
S.P. Time 0.582 1.108 No 0.23 (6,133) No
Possession | In/Out 0.036 1.743 No 0.96 (12,1407) No
of CDS Where 0.059 1.160 No 1.38 (9,230) No
C.J. Time 0.353 0.504 No 0.19 (5,114) No
$.P. Time 0.997 0.963 No 0.74 (7,46) No
Gambling In/Out 0.023 0.548 No 1.56 (10,511) No
Where -0.100 -2.177 Yes 1.14 (7,269) No
C.J. Time 0.410 1.335 No 0.73 (9,205) No
$.P. Time ~0.338 -0.938 No 0.11 (5,43) No
NOTE: Race ig here defined as 1 if black and 0 if other.




Table E-34 (con't.)

SUMMARY OF RESULTS ON RACE* VARIABLE BY OFFENSE CATEGORY

Estimated
Offense Race Race Significant Chow Test Significant
Category Equation Coefficient | T-Statistic at .05 level| F(dfl, df2) at .05 level
Fraud In/Out 0.016 0.792 No 1.34 (13,1034) No
Where 0.038 0.614 No 0.87 (9,140) No
C.J. Time -0.313 -~0.493 No 1.58 (i0,81) No
S.P. Time -0.009 -0.014 No 0.45 (7,22) No
Forgery In/Out 0.043 0.965 No 0.46 (8,374) No
Where 0.025 0.351 No 0.58 (7,119) No
C.J. Time 1.379 1.280 No 0.05 (5,38) No
S.P. Time 0.518 0.690 No 0.45 (5,30) No
Lewdness In/Out 0.044 0.712 No 1.06 (12,202) No
, Where 0.190" 1.802 No 1.95 (6,46) No
C.J. Time 5.053 2,989 Yes Insufficient
S.P, Time | =-1.667 ~1.328 No Insufficiesi®ed
caseg
Escape In/Out 2.058 0.809 No 0.38 (11,124) No
Where ~-0.096 -1.758 No 0.00 (4,51) No
C.J. Time -2.331 -2.,005 Yes 0.52 (7,6) No
S.P. Time 0.090 0.259 No 0.65 (7,37) No
Low In/Out -0.064 ~1.537 No 2.52 (15,1311) Yes
Volume Where 0.023 0.476 No 2,07 (11,377) Yes
C.J. Time 0.210 0.327 No 1.14 (10,143) No
S.P. Time 1.982 1.665 No 2.08 (10,110) Yes
Attempts In/Cut 0.077 0.993 No 1.57 (7,645) No
- Where 0.047 0.787 No 1.42 (9,243) No
C.J. Time 2.193 2.585 . Yes 2.86 (7,89) Yes
S.P. Time 0.580 0.777 No 1.26 (4,101) No

NOTE: Race is here defined as 1 if black and 0 if other.




Table E-35

REGRESSION ON STATEWIDE IN/OUT DECISION CONTROLLING FOR INDIVIDUAL
YARIABLES, CRIME CATEGORIES, COUNTY AND RACE OF OFFENDER

MEAN >dLaRk

SUUKCE UF SUM OF SUUARES

REGRESSION 73 1225.766212 16.751318
ERROR 13477 2394,472147 0.117614
CORKEGIED TGT. 13550 . 3620.238359 0.2671706
SUURCE DF B VALUE STD DEVIATILN
INTERCEPT 1 -0.03314034 0.07786256
1C0: L 0.00766213 0600£15901
EMPLOY. 1. 0.05643015 G+00865038
RACE 1 -0.01044566 0.00853429
TSIMCCN 1 0.00491233 0.00301069
TSEVCLN 1 0.000680371 0.003G7787
TINC 1 0.00838474 0.002512 76
GFFSTAT 1 0.04163650 0.00541L29
DRADDIG. . oo 1 0.01653162 0.00586244
WEAPCCN 1 0.06129367 0.0L475417
TRPLEA 1 0.07203362 0.0121561%
RUVES 1 0.02064226 0.00E€3627
INJALL 1 0.22822927 0.01057217
PRIVCGUN 1 0.00817434 0.00876951
PROGNGS. . ) 0. 18774084 0.01027457
PATT 1 -0.04004920 0.01007931
CITIZEN 1 0.03273848 0.01867208
RINGLOR 1 0.03071009 0.01153418
SEX2 1 0.07265755 0.01255414
MODO 1 0.03979249 0400583130
MDSEX L _ . 0.07178688 0.0285415¢6
CNEWOUND 1 0.03213323 0.02167908
LENBROS 1 0417952361 0.00930943
NUMCHG 1 0404415445 0.00804024
ATHOME 1 0.0536 3895 Q.026 15852
AGE3 1 -0.01017759 0.00911742
BEQRGAN . 1 . .0,04704212 0.0213£909
NUTS . 1 0.01822273 0.00843009
K1DSX ! 0.15598292 0.05323799
TEENS 1 0.11492754 0404352269
INJURY 1 0.05307978 0.02252094
FR36 i 0.02258770 0.00£646425
FR20 1 0,07531016 0.030434867
LIMIT 1 0406335533 0.02824937
TYPEDUPE 1 0,02125999 0.00671B46
B1GDALDY 1 0.07640390 0.015C790¢2
READY 1 0.05177181 3.01625250
¢l 1 0.26292865 0400858335
.62 . X . =0.01099651 0.06£54396
c3 1 0.04696116 0.0uBZLLLS
C4 1 0.00292165 0.06621755
cs . 1. 0.07406966 0.07168846
cé 1 0.08577674 0407224041
61 1 0.04257495 0.06743LE8
cs 1 ~0.02071856 0.07€54107
9 1 -0.03271617 0.06674319
c10 1 ~0.08642844 0.06ET3793
IS SO 1 0.04L18356 0.0ud44516
€12 1 ~0.06967261 0.06667L67
¢13 1 0. 12277245 0.00803184
Cl4e 1 0.1055899L 2.07L46606
c1s 1 ~0.03954682 0.06687504
C16 1 0.08604071 5.0656C565
€17 1 0.06466741 04072¢1713
c18 L 0.04812618 0.07172053
€9 e o 0,00844707 . 0.07787db4
¢20 1 ~0.0123085Y 0.00804042
c21 1 0.13218201 0.,082041 10
GENERIC 1 0.02189644 0.0Ub6ELEY
MAT1 1 0.02010562 Je0cltz438
MATZ 1 0.14395720 0402152065
MAT3 . . - Lo =04 00555247 0.010616020
MAT4 1 ~0.03049922 J.0LLE3004
MATS 1 ~0.00LB8 4841 $.020504 08
MATG 1 -0.122501 74 2.01853253
MATT 1 -0.0391333Y 9.02015505
MATE 1 —-0.01634062 2.028%1u25
MAIY 21 -0a09177115 V.0221zi45
MATLO 1 0. 06938753 d.04llnltu
MATLL 1 -0. 17025758 J.03¢72230
MAT12 1 0.31040797 0.0247211%
MATL3 1 2422160875 J.03126734
MAT14 1 0,02001226 Je039€5067
HAT15 I\ -0.01325388 0.0237292

F KATIL
944508
T Ok A0:B=0

~0.42552
3.54891
6.72354
-1,22397
1.63163
2.21053
2.87862
4.42207
L.67622
4415433
5.92569
2.39019
21.58775
0.93213
18.27167
~3.97341
L.81155
2.57329
5.78754
4,04763
. 2.51517
1.46867
-19.28406
5.49169
2.05053
~1.11628
1.71880
2.15994
2.92992
2.64064
2.35586
3.48347
2.474417
250918
2.4 3850
4,0046)
3.18540
3.81148
~0.16043
0.68791

.0.04283 .

1.02034
1.18728
. D.63138
-0.26379
-0e417592
-0.97397
0.60170
~1.01458
1.80463
1.47748
~0.57418
1e25413
0.8354%0
0.567097
U. 10846
~0.13091
la01ll7
2.52674
0.92082
0.78219
-De34960
-1l.67302
~0.43398
~6.61009
-L.94t62
-0.56511
~ls 14739
2.074064
-4.55184
12.55332
Y.49404%0
D.67llb
=J455799

RSQUARE

PRGB > F
0.0001
= 03386

PROB > |TI

C-1 through C-21 are dummy variables representing the 21 different counties in alphabetical order.
Mat ! through Mat 15 are dummy variables representing the first 15 crime categories, excluding the
Other variables are defined in Appendix D.

low volume category.

0.6705
0.0004
0.0001
0.2210
D.1028
9e0271
0.0040
00001
D0937
0.0001
040001
0.0169
00001
0.3513
0.0001%
0.0001
g.0701
0.0101
Q0.0001
0.0001
0.0119
0.1419
0. 0001
0.0001
0.0403
0e2643
040857,
00308
00034
0.0083
c.01453
0.0003%
00134
0.0121
D.0148
0.0001
0.0014
0as0001
0,.872%
Cad913
0a.R09R
03029
0.2351
. 0.5278
0.7919
0.6341
0.3301
015474
0.3103

0.0712

0.1396
0s5659
0.2098
0.37006
045023
0.9138
D.8504
0.1072
0.0115
0e3572
0.,0001
C.7266
0.0943
Q643
0.0001
0.0522
045720
0.0001
0.0380
0.0001
0.0001
0.,0001
0.5021
0769



Table E-36

REGRESSION ON STATEWIDE WHERE (STPRIS) DECISION CONTROLLING

FOR INDIVIDUAL VARIABLES, CRIME CATEGORIES, COUNTY

Ul e

AND RACE OF OFFENDER

'

bk U uF 3WUARLS MEAN SQUARE F RATIU PROB > F
Reekeoblun oy 3o4.30T95¢ 6.178101 40+ 060 0.0U01
ERA U 350 625.9v8540 SelB4419
COMELTEY TLT  54ld L1%050090c 0.219853 RSQUARE = U.3082
UGy i b YALUE STL DEVIATION T FGR HOSB=0 PROB > } T}
IMderiERT L ueUa0T6777 0.04718E84 V99108 0.4217
TSEVLUN L Lalluo 737y 0.00297295% 3.59027 0.0003
1imk I Vaucd2o19n 000336480 B.09353 V0001
UFFSTAT T VeUboBLa T 0.0TZ2803%5 430617 0. 0001
UkaMLIC . ValoZoB820 3401287487 Lo 63749 04060}
weAPLEN L JaUBou104u 0.01911H17 4o 0ht5] 0.0001
LY Y 1 velUY4uh3a 0.0L1276176 0.73691 Oetb12
PRAVCULN iy MEEY (LY 0.014114507 2e38815% 0.0170
LASH 1 LeUlBe9ll3 Qe 008bEL1L 3,280)d 0.0010
EAPLUY T CeUaGTTIZT 0.0L02Z637 T3.EZOBT T 7T .
TRPLE A 1 Weluzo9091  J.01526646 7.38160 QeUQL
WNGALL T T T T Celulliddlu i 0.061374275 743222 0.0001
UOTIME 1 velcosloes 0.01765631 T.16552 0.000%
Ak ) T vae2uveulid Gac 13?5400 15.20997 0.0001
ol 1 UelD04bY 15 0e 01849247 543207 Us 0001
INTRILC T [ EPL R U CalBTZ02 3073922 U.0002
BEURGAN L L &a07y0u00b 0203448499 2229319 0.0219
ALRY L ~Leus797093 Ve01429435 =3.35630 0.0008
W} . 1 =Ue05965878 0.04630353 ~1.28843 0.1977
(W3 N T T T T el e oo T .l aT89LT3 -0.57680 0.504)
L> 1 ~Ua0BE2T947 OeDn661349 ~1.89815 0.0577
[ T “UebaYsolvo U 05oTITES =1.03915 0.209%%
%1 ) R  weULTo%24 0.05915726 0429911 0. 7049
(WY T ~Ualobbsadl 0.0559T475 ~1.19079 V2338
7 i 1 =LedenoT500 0404274951 =2493982 00033
[ 3 L ~velldo9llod Oec 196886 -1 67029 G 0900
c i -0all6806516 0.04736399 ~3,73417 0.0002
M) T VeUZIB530T Ge 1096533 Ved075L U.335¥
(S99 e ~velSubo950 Qe Un622T280 ~3.43151 0.0008
Cil2 L ~vell9a274l 0.06877016 =0a40245 Vool 74
Lid 1 =201 TB 2K U 34a89517 ~0, 52844 0.9773
Lia 1 ) ~uabUUa 430 005255472 «0.00923 Ca?®28
i3 Iy -Uel0072670 0.05015903 ~2e008L5 DeleaT
(=Y 3 T TeUZBOUGLE Telw 593562 TL5Z35 ; U.552%
wis L = se03053800 0.0569637y =0.00144 0.5213
[ 2 Y -Ua0220a458Y Qelt202644 -Ue 27608 07825
il 1 vellbeloud DaCubhud92 D¢34913 0. 7270
(@-3% T SU=<&5e9203 T-C 7759733 =Z 91109 0.TU36
INSMR Y L UsOYoUZ3Ua 020204122 3422347 0.0013
RadINd T MYEZITEY T-CI39T 791 115435 [P LT Y
WELE A 2 =Jell2ansTD 0.05948576 -1.89028 0.0588
MATL L UeDN0a0LTL 0.01291222 3439136 o.0uoT
URGAN T Lel9b0TTus 0.03737669 5430035 00001
Le¥ele L Ge052Ll4b4Yy 0.,0lv67630 2.65021 ) 0.008L:
T¥PculPe 1 Ce 0508100 0, 01324958~ B Y LY [ T 0.0010
nati L ~. 2UTL50840 Q. LE9TT46 ~Lo40183 0.0163
LYX T3 1 VaUdEUL Y 02750120 20iUn93 Oa0353
LYY S 1 ~voLs T TuT4? Ca02423072 —~1.96840 0a0491
AATS N ~veddi=UTob 0.0U821%)e -4 05667 0.0001
MATS L ~ueUbSYB21Y 037972047 I T CEX Je DOIN
Halo T VP PATEIVY FPY Tevaatedas ™ =3.0510% -
nal? . ~alm Y393 DeGul87390 . -1.00156 0.31066
nAYS L ~UeubbeuSon 0.04019922 -1 .t469 0,099
naTY 1 ~Lelo4UdTye 0.02309047 —4au5T780 Va 0G0l
LYY F) L ve23U28 4L C.CI987521 be365506 < UelLOL
MATLL 1 ~LL 2712538 0.0455E990 b R LR C .. Oslo5s
Na¥ld 1 LY PR W U3366R30 =1, 91187 C.(B%Y
MATLS I velol5000 ¢t Caltblialdy [PRLLTY 0.0001
MATA 1 UaOl0uguu /s Ve Usfal 724 A 1 ewnolt Us 1482
mATLS i veOliLll?e Uet 3637993 D.3028Y VaT621

LY

.

C-1 through C-21 are dummy variables representing the 21 different counties in alphabetical orxder,
Mat 1 through Mat 15 are dummy variables representing the firat 15 crime categories, excluding the

low volume category.

Other variables are defined in Appendix D.
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Table E-37

REGRESSION ON STATEWIDE HOW LONG COUNTY JAIL
TIME DECISION CONTROLLING FOR INDIVIDUAL VARIABLES,
CRIME CATEGORIES, COUNTY AND RACE OF QFFENDER

.

SOUACE DF SURM OF SQUARES - MEAN SOUARE P RATIO  PROB > E
ReWAESSIUN 52 9647.4B4188 185.528542 17.622 . 0.0001
ERADR 2016 T21225.016537 10.528282 T

CORRECTED TOT 2068 308724500725 14.928675 RSQUARE = 00,3128
SOUACE __bF B _VALUE STD_DEVIATION T _FOR HO:8=0  _ PROB > |Tj
INTERCERPT 1 3434409058 1439314611 2440039 0.,0168
Tton 1 0.08465279 0.03115125 Z.T1T48 . 0s0066
TInG 1 0.14075308 0.05262408 2067469 0.,007%
TFFSTAY T 0520368508 0. 17683813 T2e94263 . 0.003%
ORADDIC 1 054207453 . £.19108970 283675 040046
BADWEP Py 1.11227896 0.26555503 4.18851 04,0001
SER2 i 096377020 0426209608 Beblbas _.0.0008
INdAllL 1 1.15596092 0.18062877 6439965 0.0001
PRDENDS 1 V.55486343 0418915061 3.46213 0.000%
Kalk 1 =U.2b7986 =1e6 9 0,

(9% 1 __=0.96837196 1.3$812215 . _=0aT1302 044789
c2 i 0.91205440 1436811754 0.66709 0.5043
c3 1 _©.1»017885 1.35450232 0.11826 0.9059%
[20Y i 1.36644301 “1.38177094 0.98891 043228
cs 1 -0, 45638122 1.43035576 -0+31907 * 0797
[+ 30 1 =1.49232087 140191888 =i .

(%4 1 1419835774 1434455442 ) 0.89127 043729
(3 1 1.97344715 1459378739 "1.23884 0.2153
cY 1 =0.24595964 1.38494586 ~0.17760 0.8591
Cio 1 2.65903716 1.72307401 154319 0.1229
c11 1 0.49027319 1.36663919 0.35874 0.7198
[ ¥) Y U.12815816 1.39930480 0.09159 0

(3¢ B 0440321704 1.35359389 i 0629789 0.758
Cia Py =1.29280348 " 1.38776256 ~0.93157 0.3517
[P 1 =1438130531 1,37072954 ~1.00767 043137
is 1 0.T1224159 1.37455043 0.56181 68743
(3% 1 -0,03088868 1.46027493 ~0+02115 0.9831
[3} § 1 ~0.62354918 1.7630%982 035361 0.TZ3¢
(3%) 1 -o.zqg9;97@ 1.57531829 ~0+13040 0.0963
[¥1] 1 T =0.59967204 1.41880449 042266 0.472¢
€23 1 =1, 74351124 1.47615065 ~1.18112 0.2377
ALKY 1 =0.43171074 0.19384548 ~2422T09 0.0261
ANJURY i -0.39235511 0.42654411 -0.920287 0.3578
WELF T =1 31818462 U.00897433 =Z.325%52 .
FR20 1 1.50978592 0.70378555 2.14524 0.0321
TYPEOCUPE 1 0.835636307 T 01990862 T A IBRTE 0.0001
READY 1 0.71129214 0436043542 197342 0,086
TENERICT X 0.288987% 0.1682003T7 T.T1812 ° [N-11)
mnaTl 1 0.09885200 0.41790161 0.23654 08130
L)1 X L. 0L3T0506 \PYTS 3 . T
AAXD 1 l.l6165722 0431300764 _3.7m1127 1 08002
T4 1_ 031494780 0.34691079 0490786 D.3041
WY 1 0.5627ab76 0438016221 =1.48028 G.13%0
RATS 1 ~1.44822651% G k4450480 =-3.25807 0.0011
WarY 1 ~0.197471523 77T TTT0,52235280 0 T T R0.37805° 7 T 7 7 OIT05A
PATS 0e57T713409 0.55940301 103170 0.3023
NAT® 1 -1479342556 0.44481858 -4.03181 0.0001
matlo 1 3.29532265 0.81623099 4.03724 0.,0001
A 1 2.31942792 0476911000 3.01573 0.0026
natiz >~ 1 =0.70030061 0.39057084 -1.79302 0.0731
N TY %) 1 3245108050 0.91398335 T 77T 3.7758% 0.0002
AATLS - 1 -2, 72187453 0.69103886 -3.93882 0.0001
MATLS X ~0,039722%8 0.4511289% -0.08805 *

0.9298

C~1 through C-21 are dummy variables representing the 21 different counties ‘in alphabetical order.
Mat 1 through Mat 15 are dummy variables representing the first 15 crime categories, excluding the

low volume categozry.

Other variables are defined in Appendix D.
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Table E-38

REGRESSION ON STATEWIDE HOW LONG STATE PRISON
TIME DECISION CONTROLLING FOR INDIVINUAL VARIABLES,
CRIME CATFGORIES, COUNTY AND RACE OF OFFENDER

! 3.

. i .

" SOURCE oF SN _JE SUUARES MEAN SQUARE F RATIOC . rmas > F
ReORESSIUN 58 39¢30a195857 S86.727515 e 2T.238 Ce0001
CRAUR TTosU T So.vbelldhoe 214540590k i T ‘““““
CURRECTEL TUT 473¢ 70218.914319 40.402137 RSQUARE = Q.4846
‘HOURL = e B YALUE  STD DEVIATION T FOR nozb=0 _PROs > 17}
INVERLEPT i 3.15817876 _2.75069749 115177 Du 24 9e
Labn 1 Ue Ti996737 0.15800337 o we2dlu T T fe0ud)
~Il~$ 1 veQT6BUALL 0404307611 1.76298 0.0748

To Iy YRR IYA U 28349259 L6524 [Yvis)e)
WEAPLUN 1 2eTU62BLST 0433733724 Ba02248 0.0001
‘OmEwIUND i YTe0286F005 TaGuiléage N CItYE - Ceb288

1MIBE ) 1 Le93979225 0.6751707¢ 4435415 00002
%Y X 1eol5#00nYY ZaT6412673 © Vel 781 GosTal
el 1 106353351 276068621 0.38524 0,700}
3 T L ICITY L) 22T TST5046C U TIZ5% URT62
(1) 1 1o 44994463 2.7463%141 Ue52795 0.5%70
(%] 1 ZeBURLTIUT Z.83972611% TO.98Tee TTTTGLAZSS
e 1 2029620244 2485146391 0 80529 04208
Y 1 S TOL505TT 2.723238637 AR P 7 M Gete¥
8 1 ~3.23988086 3.25362017 ~0 0 79578 0.319%
(%} 3 L ICTIAES Z2.76292790 T.54362 T 588N
(31 1 11265901938 3.42577420 3.40332 0+00067
(VY 1 PS COEPR TS 2. 15081312 B YO 71 R T  § 1
Cid 1 2015113337 275975001 0. TT947 024358
’ Y PRCTY BT 2o T3 TOMGHE "R 2TERY Je2011}
(GA® 1 139163515 2. 79842850 0.49729 Oe@) 90y
{9 9 Iy =ueli735B5m 2 82163829 ~0.06286 TSy
1640 1 Ue64998730 2. 74005922 0.23722 VY
;sal 1 182814210 2.85420426 363910 IR TN +1 {

i 3413106081 2,81801087 1a31140 Oe2087

4 N weaTTZ3956 3.33056230 7 7130510 041920
czn 1 1618814097 2.73752838 Uab3402 Cotd I
i T X —Le®235 103l 4. 26ab T0&% ~0.33350 T 3%
Atk 2 1 =0.57006851 0.25439812 -~2.26680 040235
e TAINED Iy TTeAITALAZE T T T0.3ZTANe3Y 1.2808Y . Go 2004
ACCID 1 —30T2720L%e 1. 19965207 =3,10095% Ue0G 1P
YWILEA [y TOLWTREERZIRT T 02800193 T T 2483499 Ue O0e
IR I EOR 1 LePUT8490E 0e32432571 2.79919 0.0052
TLUVER T TP EY CIVEDYY U.56 2613% =Zo%R3I52T 00150
{IRTRILL 1 143377302 D+ 64898987 220924 0.0273
SATRIRE L e «LULFBERT T TTUJSEOR9S56 T 3.63058 7 T 0.0003
|0 EBMGAN 1 Le 49971474 Ua.08351430 2.19412 UsOz0e
! F ) Tha5a0u0 2ek T 0. 25831543 T RZ. 09957 “Ne 030N

ST i 2e00348308 I IBOPS 222 ieBX262 0a0TO2
. 'iﬁ&lli T 2 TIIaTE - - SALTeU T TTTRTIS
ale _ -0.Ae337783 __GaA3360367 =0.42753 0)6690

L 0 UNBT2P04 . 0.318R6065 .. 2003

i KADS 1. 4483995793 2. 10502851 ;.2:;?2" 3:8%?%

4 AERDY 1 e PuHLYLY Q. 40060T 770 2426088 0.0239
%l:'l Iy B T PR Y I3 UVeoZ216T530 ST Y PR ~U.0001
RAT2 1 ~0e 50435817 0.55175358 - =U.91410 03600
3nat; 1 ~2e583581881 T 0e00065T0TS ~5.1015a 00001
nals \ 1 ~3e577348051 068093040 ~5425362 £40001
L8 I ~2a056446331 0.59291363 SEYTTI T - 040003
i mato i ~ce321067Y3 0,.73397238 ~3,16234% Ve0O16
“RAYTY T “3.2L1uT037 C.8R3%1500 ~3.53453 Teuc03
IMATY i ~1a 70705650 0.86690677 ~1.96983 040490
TS 1 =5.30029199 0.693%1 032 Y AT ~ T6.0001
RAYLO i 233390052 Cet "0Bublo z.oo11o 0.00 TR
AaTLL 1 ~+e 82308951 T.75%82160 - DO I £ T Ge.0081
nATLc 1 ~2a5653018 e Oad0833599 -3 17356 0.0015
!AIIB i Twl910903« Ue 72013057 T lG.ol9TA J.U001
AAT 1w 1 ~we Q3889931 0.24793277 5. 824064 040001
RAT .S 1 =l « 90 39100 o “2.TFebbi - ' Fy

0.71028410

C-1 through C-21 are dummy variables representing the 21 different counties in alphabetical order,
Mat 1 through Mat 15 are dummy variables representing the first 15 crime categeries, excluding the

low volume categors.

Other variables are defined in Appendix D.
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Table E-39

Summary of Results of Regression

Analysis on Race Variable for Four Sentence
Decisions on Each County Controlling for Other
Relevant Sentencing Information and for
Individual Crime Category

County Sentence B Value T Significant
n Weight  Value yes/no

Atlantic In Out ~-0.0268 -0.700 No
Where 0.069 1.517 No
C.J. Time 0.695 1.425 No
S.P. Time 1.067 1.216 No

Bergen In Out 0.062 1.913 No
Where -0.000 ~0.008 No
C.J. Time 0.153. 0.164 No
S.P. Time 0.154 0.181 No

Burlington In Out -0.026 ~0.889 No
Where 0.016 0.380 No
C.J. Time =0.113 -0.220 No
S.P. Time ~1.742 -1.208 No

Camden In Out -0.010 -0.410 No
Where -0.007 -0.140 No
C.J. Time -0.277 -0.274 No
S.P. Time -1.046 -0.845 No

Cape May In Out ~-0.045 -0.757 No
Where -0.058 -0.478 No
C.J. Time 2.341 1.100 Yes
S.P. Time Insufficient data

Cumberland 1In Out 0.059 1.009 No
Where 0.054 0.753 No
c.J. Time -0.750 -0.759 No
S.P. Time Insufficient data

Essex In Out ~-0.017 -0.679 No
Where 0.059 1.821 No
C.J. Time =~0.771 -1.899 No
S.P. Time =0.451 ~-0.642 No



Table E-39 (con't.)

Summary of Results of Regression

Analysis on Race Variable for Four Sentence
Decisions on Each County Controlling for Other
Relevant Sentencing Information and for
Individual Crime Category

County Sentence B Value T Significant
Decision n Weight Value yes/no

Gloucester In Out -0.033 ~-0.344 No
Where Insufficient data
C.J. Time Insufficient data
S.P. Time Insufficient data

Hudson In Out 0.044 1.275 No
Where 0.113 2.086 Yes
C.J. Time ~-0.377 -0.535 No
S.P. Time 0.027 0.019 . No

Hunterdon In Out 0.183 0.793 No
Where .Ingufficient data
C.J. Time Ingsufficient data
S.P. Time Insufficient data

Mercer In Out -0.010 0.373 No
Where -0.056 -1.148 No
C.J. Time 0.1256 0.156 No
S.P. Tinme 1.806 1.532 No

Middlesex In Out -0.066 -1.630 No
Where 0.056 0.826 No
C.J. Time -1.184 -0.821 No
"S.P., Time -0.923 -0.660 No

Monmouth In Out -0.027 ~0.715 No
Where ~-0.096 -2.379 Yes
C.J. Time -0.495 ~-0.880 No
S.P. Time -0.229 -0.232 No

Morris In Out ~-0.006 -0.082 No
Where -0.143 -1.625 No
C.J. Time 0.777 0.577 No
S.P. Time =-1.410 -0.555 No

Ocean In Out -0.005 -0.115 No
Where 0.031 0.525 No
C.J. Time ~-0.261 -0.269 No
S.P. Tidme Insufficient data



Table E-39 (con't.)

Summary of Results of Regression
Analysis on Race Variable for Four Sentence
Decisions on Each County Controlling for Other

Relevant Sentencing Information and for

Individual Crime Category

County Sentence B Value T Significant

Decision n Weight Value yes/no

Passaic In Qut -0.052 -1.542 No
Where 0.000 0.009 No
C.J. Time ~-0.980 -1.386 No
S.P. Time ~0.108 -0.154 No

Salem In Out ~0.046 -0.812 No
Where 0.027 0.197 No
C.J. Time Insufficient data
S.P. Time Insufficient data

Somerset In Out 0.041 0.687 No
Where 0.078 0.786 No
C.J. Time TInsufficient data
S.P. Time Insufficient data

Sussex In Out 0.440 1.187 No
Where Insufficient data
C.J. Time Insufficient data
S.P. Time Insufficient data

Union In Out -0.015 -0.592 No
Where ~-0.063 -1.104 No
C.J. Time
S.P. Time -0.025 -0.031 , No

Warren In Out -0.088 -0.270 No
Where Insufficient data
C.J. Time Insufficient data

S.P. Time

Insufficient data








