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SUMMARY 
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MAY '22 1980 

ACQUl$Jll0N~; 

This report presents the results of a detailed study of the relationship 

between race and sentencing in New Jersey, carried out by the Administrative 

Office of the Courts. It is an outgrowth aud extension of the AGC's Sentencing 

Guideline Project· which investigated poss:Lble undue. disparity in sentencing 

and developed empirical 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 virtually 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 allowe6. 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 simile.r offenders convicted of simi­

lar offenses receive similar sentences, and thus it is necessary to analyze 

sentences in 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 modelled (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 b~ses of these differences. More formally, 

we employed two statistical procedures a dummy variable (t-test) and analysis 

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 d~ta do not support the contention that 

minority race offenders receive mor:. severe sentences than similar white of­

fenders. While blacks, and to a les,~ler extent, hispanics receive on average 

more and longer jail sentences than whites, these groups also show equally 

sharp differences in other factors which 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 &bout 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 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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FOREWOHn 

In research of this nature and magnit.ude, accomplishment is a function 

of the collective effort of a great many persons, especially considering the 

efforts in the development of the earlier sentencing guideline data base used 

in this study. To those judges, law stu.dents, consultants, and friends, who 

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

From the start Honorable 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 a 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 Mooney, 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 behind 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".l 

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. OVler 40 years ago, in a preface to his research 

1 

2 

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

See New York State Special Commission on Attica, Attic&: The Official Report 
of the New York State Special Comm~~sion on Attica (New York: Bantam Books, 
1972); Marvin E. Frankel, Criminal Sentences Law Without Order (New York: 
Hill and Wang, 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 ~{. Gottfredson, Joseph C. 
Calpin and Arthur M. Gelman, Sentencing Guidelines: Structuring Judicial 
Discretion, (Washington, DC: February 1978); John P. McCarthy, Jr., Weqley 
R. LaBar, Neil Sheflin, Report of the~ New Jersey Statewide Sentencing Guide­
lines Project to the Administrative Director of the CouFts, (New Jersey 
Administrative Office of the Courts, October 1978). 
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article discussed later, Thorsten Sellin stated that the longer sent?nces 

given to blacks could "be largely attributed to the human equation in 

judicial administration and as evi.dence that equality under the law is a 

social fiction".4 More recently, in a major report the New Jersey Correc-

tional Master Plan Policy Council, :lna 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 whttes and incarcerated at a rate 

twenty-two times as high. The section concluded, "The implications of 

the overwhelming overrepresent at ion of minority race offenders in correc-

tional institutions are profound and a long range cor,rectional policy 

cannot ignore or overlook the questions \,f morality and' justice involved". 5 

This project responds to the abl)Ve issues, although only insofar 

as they may relate to the narrower relationship between race and judicial 

sentenc.ing, 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 GUIDELINE~ 

" 

This study is an extensi.on of a major project which developed 

sentencing guidelines 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 individl.llal cases involving over 

4 Thorsten Sellin, 1935, Race Prejudice in the Admi~istration of Justice, 
American Journal of Sociology, Volume XLI, p. 212 - 217, September 1935. 

5 
New Jersey Correctional Master Plan, Department of Corrections, P. 38 
(March 1977). 

(Con l t.) 
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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 ~ased on properly related, evenly weighted, 

constitutionally approved information, i.e., the intrusion of irrelevance or 

inconsistency into the process. The opportunity for such disparity a~ises 

frofu 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 is 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 potential 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. 

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 ~ is an influence in the sentencing decision, for, as indicated 

(Con't,) 
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above, racism is here defined as the significant influence of race over and 

above other relevant factors in sentencing. Section four examines these othe'r 

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 c,once,rn for the overrepresentation of blacks and other minor­

ities in groupings of the most "dangerous" offenders, we find no evidence of 

systematic racism in sentencing. 



2. PREVIOUS RESEARCH ON TH.E RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN RACE AND SE~!BQ. 

A review of the literature published on previous res,earch into the 

relationship between race and sentencing wes undertaken, and abstracts of 

each project, as well as of two articles which reviewed and evaluated many 

qf 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 wh:i,eh seriously 

undermine their valu.e in understanding the present relationship bet\\Teen race 
," 

and sentencing. Some studies included only a few types of crime (Bullock, 1961; 

Green, 1964; Wolfgang, 1973; Willick, 1975; Clarke, 1975); other3tudh~s 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. Chi.ricos, 1975; Hall, 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-

eision, but not both; finally many studies were more than 5 - 10 years old 

and therefore probably outdated considering changing racial attitudes. 

Hindelang studied stx prior empirical studies which disagreed in 

their findings. In his article he explained the inconsiste~cy by noting that 

the four stUtUes 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 

(Con't.) 
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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 likely 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 Aidan Vining concludes that minority defendants in California 

received shorter 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 involved 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 infol~ation on each original and final charge was 

also obtained. 

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). 

(Con't.) 
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in some of the tables in this report due to other missing information. Where 

a piece 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 mainiy 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 - 44.4%) 

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. 

(Con't.) 
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46.7% 44.11% 

I 8.9% I 
WHITE BLACK OTHER 

FIGURE 1. RACIAL 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% 47.4% 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 

is 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. 

(Con' t.) 
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these categories varying from 15% for fraud to 86% for homicides (including 

vehicular homicide). Crimes of violence, those which generally seem to evoke 
. 

the most fear, clearly result in a much higher probability of incarcer,ation 

(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-5. 

RATES OF 
INCARCERATION 73.0% 79.5% 82.2% 

43.1% 56.5% 42.1% 

, 

26.1% 30.0% 24.3% 

116.1%b5.1%18 2% I 
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 ~~ 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 incarcer~tion rate of nearly 80%, but they 

receive only about 27% of the lewdness convictions, with an overall incar-

ceration rate of about 25% (see Appendix C, Table C-6). 

(Con't.) 
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48.9% 42.2% 

8.9% I 
WHITE BLACK OTHER 

LARCENY 

64.5% 

26.8% 

8.8% I 
WHITE BLACK OTHER 

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). 37.3% of blacks and 29.2% of other minorities, statewide 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% 

STATE YRCC COUNTY 
PRISON JAIL 

WHITE 

37.3% 23.3% 

,. 
STATE YRCC 

PRISON 
BLACK 

FIGURE 5. PLACE OF INCARCERATION 

39.4% 

COUNTY 
JAIL 

29.2% 25.4% 

STATE YRCC 
PRISON 

OTHER 

AS PERCENT OF INCARCERATED OFFENDERS WITHIN EACH RACE 

(Con't.) 
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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-B). Life 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.B 6.3 

WHITE BLACK OTHER 

FIGURE 7. AVERAGE SENTENCE LENGTHS IN COUNTY JAIL 

(Con' t.) 
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As can be seen from this sketch of differences in sentences, blacks, 

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 those involved with the criminal justice system and society as a 

whole, it alone is 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 and place of inc,ar­

ceration in New Jersey. Yet it provides no explanation for these differencl=s 

and no indication of whether they reflect a racial bias in the sentencing 

process, that is, 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 aspects of the offender and the offense. 

We then examined the effects of race in three ways: by looking at: racial dif­

ferences in the values of these explanatory variables; by t€3ting 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 feformation must be weighed in light 

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

(Can't.) 
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judges as "the legislature has not stated the aims to be achieved by punish-

8 
ment". 

The complex of decisions to 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 is logically prior to, and may depend on different 

9 factors from, the decisions on length and place of incarceration. This 

results in four sentencing outcomes, dependent variables in statistical 

terms, to be modelled. 

8 

9 

See State v. Ivan, 33 N.J. 197, 200 (1960). 

This 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. 

(Con' t.) 
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10 The first, and in some respects the most useful, 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 place of incarceration (given incar-

ceration) is captured in the ~ 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 tim~ in months, limited by statute to a 12 month maximum, and 

11 
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 

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

11 

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 is equal to any other 
month or year. Note that judges sentence in variable quantum increases 
(see Appendix C, Table C-12). 

Note 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 likewise excluded. 

(Con It.) 
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a selntence 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-

13 tion. 

These are captured in 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 developed 

which takes on a value i7f 1 if the offender pursued anyone of a series of 

voluntary positive actions since arrest (see ACT I, Appendix D). Thus the 

information from a larger number of member variables is combined in an in-

14 tuitively appealing and meaningful fashion. A list and definitions of 

variables is Appendix D. 

12See Statev. Jones, 66 N.J. 563, 568 (InS). 

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

14This approach is conceptually Aimilar to factor analysis, which was employed 
to some extent in the development of these variables in the primary guide­
lines study. The primary advantfJ.ge of the dimensional approach lies in the 
easy interp1;"etat1.on of the dimensions (or factors). 

(Con't.) 



- 18 -

The sentencing model then consists of the following four equations: 

• IN/OUT a 1 + aZXZ + a3X3 + ak~ + e1 
(1) 

WHERE = b1 + bZZZ + b3Z3 + bkZk + eZ 
(2) 

STATE PRISON TIME = c1 + cZWZ + c3W3 + . ckWk + e3 
(3) 

COUNTY JAIL TIME d1 + dZVZ + d3V3 + ••.. dkVk + e4 
(4) 

Where a, b, c and d are sets of unknown coefficients or weights; X, Z, Wand 

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.Z 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 

weighting. 15 While previous studies 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 I.:>f race. 

15See Zinnnerman, op cit. pp 13 - 14. 

(Con' t,) 
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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 is a technique in which a dependent variable 

is "explained" by various independent variables, allowing the determination 

of the impact of each explanatory factor on the dependent variable while 
.~ 

i 

statistically accounting for the effects of the others. Thus, multiple 

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 c.oefficients 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 coefficients 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 linea~ estima­
tors if the estimated equation is the true model, the expected value 
(average) of the disturbance term is zero, the variance of the error term 
is 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 Hook Compiii;, 1976); G.S. Maddala, 
Econometrics' (New York: McGra.w Hill Book Company, 1977); Henri Theil, 
Principles of Econometrics (New York: John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 1971). 
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- 20 -

on the probability of incarceration or placement in state prison, respectively, 

while in the two time equations the coefficie~ts 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 coeff.icient, that is. whether its associated 

variable t"ruly has an impact upon the dependent variable. In large samples 

"t's" greater than two (in absolute v'alue) generally indicate statistical sig­

nificance (at 95% probability level).l7 

As in any statistical modelling effort, considerable exploration 

of the data was involved in determining the set of independent variables to 

be employed. In this we were strongly guided by the legal considerations 

discussed in Section 1.1. 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 

17 See Pindyck and Rubinfeld, op cit. Note that the "t" can be used in place 
of the partial correlation of the beta coefficient as a measure of the 
relative importance of variables. See Maddala, op cit. plIO. 
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18 as the linear probability model, 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 

19 
linear probability model suffers from some potential statistical shortcomings 

which have led to the development of alternative estimation procedures, most 

notably probit analysis, which is quite complicated and computationally expen-

20 sive. 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. In 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 Ner10ve and S. 

19 

20 

21 

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

Basically, 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 Ner1ove, op cit. 

Probit 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 10git analysis, 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. 

See Pindyck and Rubinfe1d, 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 Associates, Inc., 1978). 
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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 

23 
value of 1 for whites or 0 for minority offenders. The t-statistic of this 

race variable provides the basis for a formal test of the existence OJ 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 

23 

24 

The assignment 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. 

This 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. 

(ton' t. ) 
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of each racial group. This involves an analysis of covariance or general 

25 
linear hypothesis test, often (and hereafter) referred to as a Chow test. 

In essence, we estimated separate equations for white and minority race of-

fenders, calculated a statistic called the F-ratio (along with its degree oJE 

freedom), and if it was large enough larger than would generally occur by 

chance according to tabled va:"ues we rejected the hypothesis that the 

oeparate equations are essentially the same with some specified degree of 

f
. . 26 con 1C1ence. Whereas 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 al~ coefficients. 

4.4 RESULTS 

After estimating the parameters in the sentencing model for all 

offense categories, we examined racial differences in selected explflnatory 

variables and then performed the t-(dummy variable) and Chow tests for race 

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

25 

26 

See 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. 

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

from the separate equations (RSS
A 

and RSSB) to this latter sum adjusted for 

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

(RSS
A 

+ RSSB)/n-2k 

whet'e k is the number of variables including the constant and n is 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 their 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 t,he 

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 offense. 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 racial 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. In terms of other factors, 33.9% of blacks 

are convicted for an offense involving violence as compared to 22.3% 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 13.4% of those of whites do. 57.0% of whites 

are employed at time of conviction while only 38.1% of blacks are. 36.2% of 

blacks have a serious drug addiction while only 20.1% of whites do, and blacks 

are involved in drug offenses involving sale or possession of heroin or other 

opiates at over five times the rate of whites. 

(Can't.) 
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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 

27 (RHIST 4), whether the offender has performed certain good actions since ar-

rest (ACT 1), whether certain exacerbating factors are present (RNEG 14A), 

employment (EMPLOY), whether the offender is currently in jail, either detained 

or for a prior offense (IN JAIL), whether the probation department recommends 

incarcelration (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 is captured in the estimated incarceration equation for robbery 

as: 

(5) IN/OUT = .42 + 
(6.8) 

.08 RHIST4 
(5.0) 

.08 ACT1 
(-2.5) 

+ .11 RNEG14A + 
(4.8) 

.08 EMPLDY + 
(2.8) 

.22 NOROLE + 
(-3.3) 

.14 INJAIL + 
(5.5) 

.08 PROGNOS 
(3.6) 

.11 SEX2 
(1. 9) 

+ .07 MULTVIC 
(2.8) 

.07 PATT 
(-2.1) 

.09 LENPROS 
(-2.7) 

::: 

n = 

.20 

1239 

27 The nam2S 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-

28 ponding variables and the t-statistics are shown in parentheses below them. 

Following the linear prohability model discussion in Section 4.2, the equation 

implies that being in jail at the time of sentencing (a value of 1 for INJAIL), 

with all other factors the same, raises the probability of receiving a cus-

todial sentence by 14% on average (the .14 coefficient value shown). ~imilarly, 

an offender who had a minor or peripheral role in the offense (a value of 1 for 

NOROLE) would have on average a 22% 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 
(-.3) 

+ .02 TSIMCON + 
(1. 7) 

.04 TINC + 
(5.8) 

.09 DRADDIC + 
(3.3) 

.12 WEAPCON 
(3.8) 

.06 EMPLOY 
(1. 5) 

.30 AGE2 + 
(7.1) 

+ 

.22 NOROLE + 
(-2.0) 

.12 TRPLEA + 
(3.4) 

.11 INJAIL + 
(3.3) 

.17 DOTIME 

.03 CASH + 
(2.6) 

.10 PATT + 
(4.0) (-2.3) 

.11 GUN .12 MOVES 
(3.6) (-2.8) 

R2 = 

n = 
.30 

962 

28 2 Also shown is R the correlation coefficient squared (although there are 
problems with the R2 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 identical individual. Clearly, individuals over 30 have on 

average a 0.30 greater probability of facing state prison although playing a 

minor role in the robbery lowers this probability by 0.22, all other factors 

being the same. 

The length of state prison sentences for robbery is explained by: 

(7) STATE PRISON 
TIME = 4.18 

(6.0) 
+ .24 TSIMCON + 

(1. 8) 
1.18 WEAPCON + 
(2.1) 

.43 CASH + 
(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) 

R2 = .17 

n 425 

Newly introduced factolcs include whether the robbery was of 

mercial estahlishment (PLACE5), ,~hether the offender was the principal 

of a group (RINGLDR), whether thla 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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is sentenced on average to 1.2 more years in.state prison than an otherwise 

identical member of the group. 

Similarly, the length of county jail sentences is shown as: 

(8) COUN'l'Y JAIL 6.19 + .32 TCON + 1.700FFSTAT + .92 GUN + TIME (12.9) (4.0) (2.6) (1.5) 

2.31 OLDVIC 
(1. 9) 

R2 .21 

n = 132 

where TCON represents the number of prior convictions, OFF STAT 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 + 
(6.5) 

.08 RHIST4 
(5.0) 

.08 ACT1 
(-2.5) 

+ .10 RNEG14A + 
(4.2) 

.10 EMPLOY + 
(3.4) 

.21 NOROLE + 
(-3.3) 

.01 RACE 
(-.7) 

.14 INJAIL + 
(5.2) 

.09 PROGNOS 
(3.6) 

.12 SEX2 + 
(2.0) 

(Con't.) 

.08 MULTVIC 
(3.2) 

.07 PATT 
(-1.9) 

.08 LENPROS 
(-2.3) 

= 

n = 

.21 

1130 
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(10) vrnERE = -.01 + .02 TSIMCON + .04 TINC + .09 DRADDIC + 

(ll) 

(12) 

(-.2) (1.7) (6.0) (3.0) 

• 12 WEAPCON -
(3.6) 

.23 NOROLE + .10 INJAIL + .04 CASH + 
(-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) (-.1;3) 

R2 .30 

n 898 

STATE PRISON = 4.19 + .21 TSIMCON + 1.45 WEAPCON + .52 CASH + 
TIME (5.4) (1.5) (2.5) (2.2) 

COUNTY JAIL 
TIME 

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) 

R2 = .17 

n 396 

7.16 + .32 TCON + 1.42 OFFSTAT + .96 GUN + 
(14.2) (4.3) (2.3) (1.6) 

3.80 OLDVIC - 2.63 RACE 
(3.0) (-4.7) 

R2 = .37 

n = 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 

veriables are not statistically significant at the 5% level in any of the first 
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three equations (their t-statistics are less than two in absolute value) 

meaning that these coefficients are not significantly different from zero at 

the 95% confidence level. Thus, once the effects of the other factors have 

been accounted for, race has no impact on these decisions. Only in the county 

jail time equation do we see a significant impact, with the magnitude of the 

estimated coefficient implying that whites are senten~ed 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. 

29The probit results 

VARIABLE 

INTERCEPT 
RHIST4 
ACTI 
RNEG14A 
EMPLOY 
INJAIL 
PROGNOS 
PATT 
NOROLE 
SEX2 
MULTVIC 
LENPROS 
RACE 

Equation F (dfl, df2) 

In/out 1. 59 (13, 1104) 

Where 1.12 (16, 866) 

State Prison Time .79 (6, 111) 

County Jail Time .60 (11, 374) 

were: 

ESTIMATED COEFFICIENT T-STATISTIC 

-.37 
.27 

-.27 
.37 
.34 
.51 
.35 

-.25 
-.69 

.36 

.33 
-.30 
-.02 

-1.47 
4.69 

-2.15 
3.90 
2.98 
4.92 
3.39 

-1.95 
-2.86 

1.57 
2.96 

-2.04 
-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 statist.ically significant at the 5% level, 

indicating that the contention of racial differences is not supported by the 

data. 30 Again, a probit variant of this test for the ~n/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-l 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 jail time 

equations (the gambling where and the low volume stat~ prison time equations 

32 indicated positive impacts on blacks). Both of these equations implied 

that blacks face on average, about 2~ months more time in county jail than 

similar white offenders. 

30Differences between the dummy variable and Chow test are not surprising 
given the different hypotheses involved in each case. 

31 The 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-biased 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 con~iderations concerning those models in which signifi­

cant race coefficients are found. 34 

Several alternative issues 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 ~:i.th this change, the race variable having a 

value of one if black, and zero if non-black (note, this will change the sign 

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

33Based on examination of the coefficient of the race variable in the dummy 
variable equation. 

34A few significant results were found in models with a low number of cases 
and are thus less reliable. Also sornle equations depend on relatively few 
variables and thus are subject to statistical bias which could be reflected 
in the race v.ariable. Several signif:lcant results were observed 1n 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 8, and Appendix B). Note also that in 
four tests,the race coefficient was observed to be significant againstwhites. 
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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 

equations (see Appendix E, 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 state, were run 

with crime category dummy variables. In only one of the 84 decisions 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 raci~lly different but otherwise similar of-

fenders sentenced for similar offenses receive similar sentences in New 

Jer'sey. That is, 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 prevtous section, positive results were encountered 

in 5 of the 128 tests performed. ~et given the probabilistic nature of the 

testing procedures which would lead one to expect over six such findings by 

chance, the fact that these results were ,generally in the categories with , 
low numbers of offenses and thus are less statistically reliable, other 

special 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 ~~nclusion 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 st1;'ictly met. 

Notwithstanding the finding of a basic racial equality in sentencing, 

there is a justifiable concern about the disp1;'oportionate involvement of minor­

ity offenders in the criminal justice process a.nd correctional institutions, 

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. 

f!_ 
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ABSTRACTS OF SELECTED STUDIES 
ON RACE AND SEN'rENCING 

1935, Race Prejudice in the Administration of Justice, Ameri,:a.n 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. Native born whites received longer sentences for 
liquor law violations, 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 tpe 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 ip.~arcer­
ated for burglary, homicide, and rape in 1958. Dependent 
variable was a dichotomized dummy (short if less than ten 
years, long if greater than or equal to ten years) variable. 
Cross-tabulation of independent variables such as plea bargain, 
offense type, prior record, geography of sentenci~lg court, and 
urbanity of court were prepared. Tests of chi square and con­
tingency coefficient of association indicated that blacks 
received different sentenc8S from ,.,hites 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 ~18ence 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. 
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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 1l~ 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 da ta , 
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. 

(Con' t.) 



- 3 -

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) 
d~.d not change on controlling for the large number of non-racial 
variables 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 cc~aracteristics 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 int.o 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 Revie~-¥ 73 

Study, within a sociological 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 as cl~iminals, and more severely punished there­
fore. Studied 10,488 felony cases from ehree southern states 
between 1969 and 1973. All cases had custodial sentences and 
dependent variable was defined as the sentence length in montns. 
Independent variables included socia-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 socio-economic status and sentence length and 
produced no relationships. Stepwise regressions were also used 
which further indicated no relationship between socio-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 is 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 receive 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 is 
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 basjts of unstandardized 
regression co-efficients "that the probability of a native 
american offender having received a deferred was 8% 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 Federa~ 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. Coefficient 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 variable. A non-additive 
model was also implemented to measure individual interactions 
amongst pairs of independent variables. Such interaction was 
found between type of crime and prior record, type of crime and 
judge or jury conviction, prior 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, Daniel 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 variable 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 identified offense 
type, income, prio~ 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 ~mportance 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. 
Dependent variable was sentence length in months. Mean 
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sentencing 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 
~ategory, 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 Pr~perty Category 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 119:"1 
N.J.S.A. 2A: 119-2 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 139-3 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 139-1 

3 •. Assault Category 

N.J.S.A. 2A:90-1 
N.J.S.A. 2A:90-2 

N.J.S.A. 2A:90-3 
N.J.S.A. 2A:90-4 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 113-8 

4. Rape Category 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 138-1 
N.J.S.A. 2A: 114-2 

N.J.S.A. 2A:143~1 
N.J.S.A. 2A: 143-2 

5. Robbery Category 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 141-1 
N.J.S.A. 2A:90-2 
N.J.S.A. 2A:90-3 

6. Sale of CDS Categor~ 

N.J.S.A. 24-21-19 

7. Possession of CElS Categ0E1. 

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

Larceny from the person 
Stealing money, chattels, and other 
articles, property, and things 
Purchasing or receiving stolen motor 
vehicle 
Buying or receiving stolen property 

Atrocious Assault and Battery 
Assault with intent to kill, commit 
burglary, kidnapping, rape, robbery, 
sodomy, or carnal abuse 
Assault with a dangerous weapon 
Assault and Battery upon a law enforce­
ment officer in performance of duties 
Threatenirlg to take a life 

Rape and carnal abuse 
Incestuous conduct between parent and 
child 
Sodomy 
Sodomy of a child under 16 

Robbery 
Assault with intent to rob 
Assault with dangerous weapon with 
intent to rob 

Manufacturing, distributing or dispensing, 
or possessing with such intent Controlled 
Dangerous Substances 

Possession of Controlled Dangerous 
Substances 
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8. Lewdness Category 

N.J.S.A. 2A:11S-1 
N.J.S.A. 2A:96-3 

N.J.S.A. 2A:96-4 

9. Forgery Category 

N.J.S.A. 2A:I09-1 

10.· Fraud Category 

N.J.S.A. 2A:111-42 
N.J.S.A. 2A:111-43 
N.J.S.A. 2A:I02-5 
N.J.S.A. 2A:111-1 

N.J.S.A. 2..>\:111-2 

N.J.S.A. 2A:111-3 

N • J • S .A. 2A: 111-S 

11. Weapons Category 

N.J.S.A. 2A:1S1-41 

N.J.S.A. 2A:1S1-~6 
N.J.S.A. 2A:151-62 

N.J.S.A. 2A:151-8 
N.J.S.A. 2A:lS1-32 

12. Homicid~ Cate~or~ 

N.J.S.A. 2A:113-4 

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

Lewdness or indecency 
Debauching or i~pairing morals of child 
under 16 
Contributing to the delinquency 'of a 
child 

Forgery or uttering forged records, 
instruments, w~itings, etc. 

Credit card theft 
Intent of card holder to defraud 
Embezzlement: 
Obtaining money,·pr.operty~ etc., by 
false pretenses 
Obtaining money or property by falsely 
pretending to be poor or unemployed 
Obtaining medical treatment or financial 
assistance by false repr~sentations 
Obtaining execution 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), or Second 
Degree Hurder (upon jury verdict) 
Manslaughter 
Killir..g by driving vehicle: carelessly or 
heedlessly 
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13. Gambling Category 

N.J.S.A. ZA:11Z-3 

N.J.S.A. 2A:1Zl-3 

N.J.S.A. 2A:98-l 

14. Escape Category 

N.J.S.A. ZA:IO~-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 

15. Attempts, Conspiracies, and Aiding and Abetting Category 

N.J.S.A. 2A:8S-S 
N ',J.S .A. ZA: 98-1 
N.J.S.A. 2A:89-4 

N.J.S.A. ZA:85-14 
N.J.S.A. 24:21-24 

16. Low Volume Category 

N.J.S.A. 2A:85-l 
N.J.S.A. ZA:85-1 
N.J.S .A. 2A:85-l 
N.J.S.A. 2A:85-1 
N.J. S .A. 2A: 85':"1 

Attempt to commit offenses 
Conspiracy (non drug cases) 
Attempts to destroy buildings or 
contents thereof 
Aiding and abetting, principal 
Attempt, endeavor, or conspiracy to 
violate, the Controlled Dangerous Substances 
Act 

*False Imprisonment 
*l-tisconduct in Office 
*Obstruction of Justice 
*Resisting Arrest 
*Solicitation to Commit a Crime 

*NOTE: N.J.S.A. 2A:8S-·l Offenses Indictable at COlllDon Law and not 
Otherwise 

N.J.S.A. 2A:85-9 
N.J,S,A, 2A:S5-1Z 
N,J.S.,A., ZA,:86-Z 
N~J,S,A" Z.I\:89-1 

N,J,S • .I\, ZA:89-2 

'N,J,S,A" 2.1\:89-5 

N,JfS,A" 2.1\;89-6 

N,J,S,A, 2A: 91·-6 

Covered, Punishable a3 ~~sdemeanors 

" , 

Third Offense 
Habitual Criminals 
Abduction ~ ... ith Intent to Defile 
Arson of a Dwelling or Adjoin­
;!,ng Structure 
Burn~ng Ships or Buildings 
other than Houses 
Burning or Injuring Propeuty, 
Crops, Trees, Fences or Lumber 
Malicious Burning of Woods or 
Ct"anberry Bogs 
Bank and Trust C~ffipanies; False 
Statements, Encries or Reports 
to Deceive Examiners 
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Low Volume Categorv 

N.J.S.A. 2A:92-1 
N.J.S.A. 2A:93-6 

N.J.S.A. 2A:93-7 

N.J.S.A. 2A:93-10 

N.J.S.A. 2A:94-3 

N.J.S.A. 2A:97-2 
N.J.S.A. 2A:99B-1 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 100-1 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 100-2 
N.J.S.A. 2A: 102-1 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 102-2 
N.J.S.A. 2A: 102-3 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 102-4 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 102-10 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 104-7 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 104-13 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 104-17 

N.J.S.A. 2A:105-3 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 105-4 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 105-5 

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

N.J.S:A. 2A:I09-4 

N.J.S.A. 2A:111-9 

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 Officers 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 
Bailor 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 CQunter­
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 Cate~orl 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 111-15 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 111-~4 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 111-35 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 111-38 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 111-46 
{ 

N.J.S.A • U: 111-53 . '. 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 114-1 
N.J.S.A. 2A: 115-2 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 118-1 
N.J.S.A. 2A: 119-3 

N.J.S.A. 2A:1l9-8.1 

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 

N.J.S.A. 2A:127-2 

N.J.S.A. 2A:127-3 

N .J'.S .A. 2A: 127-4 

N.J.S.A. 2A:130-3 

Ove~drawing Credit or 
Checking Account 
Renting Motor Vehicle with 
Intent to Defraud 
Abandonment, Sale or Failure 
to Return Rented Motor Vehicle 
after Demand 
Failure to Return Rented or 
Leased Personal Property; 
Service of Demand: Defense 
Receiving Anything of Value 
Knowing or Believing it was 
Obtained in Violation of 
N.J.S.A. 2A:111-43 
Knowing Transfer of Sounds 
on Sound Recording without 
Consent of Owner with Intent 
to Sell or to Promote Sale of 
Article; Penalty 
Incest 
Uttering or Exposing Obscene 
Literature or Pictures 
Kidnapping 
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 I, 

Defacing, Destroying, or 
Damaging Buildings used for 
Religious, Charitable, or 
Educational Purposes 
Giving False Information as 
to Location or Existence of 
a Bomb 
Altering or Removing Serial 
Numbers on Motor Vehicle 
Possess1ng Motor Vehicle with 
Trade-Hark or Serial Numbers 
Altered; Reporting Alteration 
to Director of the Division of 
Motor Vehicles 
Installing Short ~~ave Radio in 
Automobiles without Permit; 
Police Excepted 
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. 2A:133-2 

I 

N.J.S.A. 2A:133-12 

N.J.S.A. 2A:13S-1 
N.J.S.A. 2A:13S-10 

N.J.S.A. 2A:137-1.E -

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

N.J.S.A. 2A:146-2 

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

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

N.J.S.A. 2A: ISI-4 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 1S1-14 
N.J.S.A. 2A: 151-15 

N.J.S.A. 2A: 151-41.1-

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:l~1-59 

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

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

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

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 Publi.c Officers 
or Employees 
Malicious Tampering with 
Railways 
Carnal Knowledge of Inmates 
of Homes or Institutions for 
Feeble-Minded or Mentally III 
Malicious Injury to Telegraph, 
Telephcne, Radio, or Television 
Lines; Obstructing Sending or 
Delivery of Messages 
Giving False Infot~ation to 
Law Enforcement Officer or 
Agency 
Disruption of Classe~ or 
Interfering w'ith 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 

(Can't,) 



•• I 

.. 

J. ;..:< 

.. l~ • 

Low Volume Category 
I. 

N.J.S.A. 4:~7-~4 

N J S A 9 ' .. 621 . . . . 
N.J.S.A. 9:6-3~' 

N.J.S.A. 24:21-18 

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

N.J.S.A. 24:21-26a 

N.J.S.A. 30:4-91.5 
N.J.S.A. 30:4D-17 

N.J.s.A. 33:1-50 

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

N.J.S.A. ~4:2-21.17 -
" 

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

N.J.S.A. 39:10-7 

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

N.J.S.A. 49:3-52c 

N.J.S.A. 45:19-10 

, . ~ 
N.J. S .A. 5lf: 40A':ZS 

N.J.S.A. 56:9-3 -' 

Fighting or Baiting Animals 
or Creatures and Related 
Offenses; Misdemeanor 
Cruelty or Negl€!:t of Child 

Possession of Controlled 
Dangerous Substance not in 
Original Container 
Prohibited Acts - Fraud or . 
Misrepresentation Penalties 
(CDS Fraud) 
Distributions to Persons 
Under Age 18 
Escape from Confinement 
Penalty: Obtaining Medical 
Assistance or Other Benefits 
by Means of a False Financial 
or other Statement 
Manufacture, Sale, Possession, 
etc. in Violation of Chapter; 
Misdemeanor 
Minors under IS, Hours of 
Labor 
Prohibited Employments for 
Minors under 16 <lind under 18; 
Inapplicable to ~'lork in Schools 
Making, Altering, or Counter­
feiting Registration Certifi­
cate or Drivers License; 
Exhibiting Such License 
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 
(Detectives) License to Conduct 
Business; Violatio'n of Section 
as Misdemeanor 
Selling Cigarettes not Bearing 
Required Revenue Stamps 
Contracts and Combinations in 
Restraint of Trade 

':1 L... ______________ ...i..:..... _______________ _ 
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APPENDIX C 
Table C-l 

RATES OF INCARCERATION BY COUNTY1 

Total Number Percent Number 2 Percent 2 
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 3/+.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 842 363 43.1 479 56.9 

Middlesex 718 233 32.5 485 67.6 

Monmouth 1,101 475 43.1 626 56.9 

Morris 287 148 51.6 139 48.4 

Ocean 665 190 28.6 475 71.4 

Passaic 826 403 48.8 423 51.2 

Salem 239 78 32.6 161 67.4 

Somerset 266 102 38.4 164 61.7 

Sussex 114 32 28.1 82 71.9 

Union 1,089 342 31./,. 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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912 
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259 
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2,734 

105 
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718 
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287 

665 

826 

239 

266 

114 
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APPENDIX C 
Table C-2 

CONVICTION RATES BY RACE1 

Whites Blacks 

1/ %3 1/ %3 

316 50 .. 6 261 41. 8 

528 63.4 232 27.,9 

599 65. 7' 290 31.8 

454 1~7 .1 403 41. 9 

192 74.1 62 23.9,' 

114 47.5 93 38.8 

499 18.3 1,993 72.9 

73 69.5. 25 23.8 

275 37.6 309 42.2. 

31 57.4 17 31. 5. 

294 34.9 490 58.2 

383 53.3 263 36.6, 

694 63.0 337 30.6, 

215 74.9 49 17. 1 

544 81.8 87 13. 1 

295 35.7. 345 41. 8 

134 56.1 94 39.3. 

171 64 .. 3 84 31. 6 

112 98 .. 3 2 1.8 

397 36.5 625 57 .. 4 

71 87. 7 8 9. 9 

Others2 

1/ %3 

48 

73 

23 

106 

5 

33 

242 

7 

148 

6 

58 

72 

70 

23 

34 

186 

11 

11 

o 

67 

2 

7. 7 

8.8 

2.5 

11.0 

1.9 

13.8 

8.9 

6. 7 

20.2 

11.1 

6. 9 

10.0 

6.4 

8.0 

5.1 

22.5 

4.6 

4.1 

o 

6.2 

2.5 

--------------- ~-----------------------------------------------------~------~-----------
STATEWIDE 13,685 6,391 46.7 6,069 44.4 1,225 9.0 

IThe 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. 

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

3 The figure in this column is the percentage of total offenders convicted in this county 
according to race. 

--- ------



WHITES 

APPENDIX C 
Table C-3 

RATES OF INCARCERATION BY RACE
1 

BLACKS OTHERS 
2 

Total Rate of Total Rate of Total Rate of 
Convictions Incarceration Convictions Incarceration Convictions Incarceration 

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 

Camden 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 

Passaic 295 37.6 345 58.0 186 49.5 

Salem 134 29.1 94 36.2 11 45.5 

Somerset ill 33.9 84 48.8 11 27.3 

Sussex 112 28.6 2 0.0 o 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. 

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



APPENDIX a 
Table C-4 

RATES OF INCARCERATION BY OFFENSE 1 

Total Number Percent .. Number 2 Percent 2 
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 

-------------------------------------------------------------------
STATEWIDE 13,734 5,521 40.2 8,213 59.8 

-----------------------------------------------------------.~-------

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.t+ 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. i' 1,189 82.3 

Fraud 1,060 159 15.0 901 85.0 

1The SEmtencing 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 beeause of this sentence. 
Also included in this category are cases where the sentence was conCUrrE!nt to a present 
term and the offender will do no additional time as a result. 



Homicide 

Robbery 

Rat:>e 

Escape 

Gambling 

Breaking & 
Entering 

Assault 

Attempts 

Larceny/ 
Stolen 
Property 

Forgery 

Sale of 
Drugs 

Low Volume 

Weapons 

Lewdness . 
Fraud 

Possession 
of Drugs 

.... ---------
STATEWIDE 
---_ .... _----

APPENDIX C 
Table C-5 

RATES OF INCARCERATION BY OFFENSE CATEGORY AND RACE 

WHITES BLACKS OTHERS 1 

Total Rate of 2 Total Rate of 2 Total Rate of 
Conv1ctions Incarceration Convictions Incarceration Convictions Incarceration 

72 75,0 133 91.0 18 100,0 

289 73.0. 774 79.5 73 82.Q 

65 61.5 102 81. 4 21 66. 7 

57 56.1 75 68.0 14 50,0 

211 55.0 198 55.0 81 51. 9 

1,072 43.1 897 56.5 183 42.1· 

364 41. 5 452 55.1 93 46.2 

227 34.8. 139 44.6 :n 29.0 

534 33.9 461 45.1 97 47.4 

200 32.0 179 37.4 11 18.2 

712 30.8 380 52.9 165 50.3 

798 27.3 439 34.6 109 29.1-

449 26.1 691 30.G 136 24.3 

147 25.2 61 32.8 20 5,0 

430 16.1 557 15.1 73 8.2: 

789 9.9 545 26.8 110 28.2 

----------------------------------~-----------------------------------------------
6,416 33.2 6,083 47.3 1,235 40.8 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------

2 

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

2Rates of Incarceration 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 OFFENSE 1 

Whites Blacks Others 2 
Total 

Convictions if %3 if %3 /I %3 

Homicide 223 72 32.3. 133 59.6 18 8.1 

Robbery 1,136 289 25.4 .; 774 68.1. 13 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 1,094 534 48.9 461 42.2 97 8.9 

Sale of Drugs 1,257 712 56.6 380 30.2. 165 13 .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 51. 3 179 45.9' 11 2.8 

Lewdner!ls 228 147 64.5 61 26.$' 20 8.8 

Gambling 490 211 43.1 198 40.4. 81 16.5 

Escape 146 57 39.0· 75 51.4 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 6,083 443 1,235 9.0 ----------_ ... --------,,------ ------------------~----------------.-----------------------------

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. 

2The racia.l group "Othere" includes the following races: Hispanic, Oriental, and American 
Indian. The vast maiority of offenders in this group are Hispanic. 

3The figure represented in this column is the per~centage of total offenders convicted of this 
crime by their respective race. 

--------.-~-------.--- ----.~.---



WHITES 

APPENDIX C 
Table C-7 

RACIAL DISTRIBUTION OF PERSONS 
INCARCERATED BY INSTITUTION 

BLACKS OTHERS l 

Percentage of the Group Percentage of the Group Percentage of the Group 
Incarcerated in: Incarcerated in: Inc.arcerated in: 

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

Atlantic 24.0 15.0 &1.0 24.0 IB.7 57.3 13.3 13.3 73.4 

Bergen 32.& 18.& 48.8 30.0 19.0 51.0 47.7 4.8 47.6 

Burlington 18.0 21.0 61.0 2&.5 14.9 58.& 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 Hay 34.0 1.8.0 48.0 44.2 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 

Essex 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 3j.3 

Middlesex 37.8 23.5 38.7 45.7 29.0 25.3 23.1 34.6 42.3 

Monmouth 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 

Paslialc 32.0 34.0 34.0 47.0 29.5 23.5 42.4 27.2 30.4 

Salem 2&.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 

Warl"en 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 45.6 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

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

lThe racial ~roup t'Others" includes the following rae ... : Hl.spanic, Oriental, and American Indian. The vast majority of 
offenders in this group are Hispanic. 
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APPENDIX C 
Table C-8 

AVERAGE LENGTH OF STATE PRISON TERMS BY RACE 

1 
All Offenders 

Mean Time 

78 5.5 yrs. 

86 6.4 yrs. 

65 6.7 yrs. 

120 6.3 yrs. 

32 7.5 yrs. 

29 5.3 yr5. 

396 7.6 yr5. 

7 3.0 yr5. 

81 7.1 yr5. 

5 20.4 yrs. 

112 6.8 yrs. 

87 6.7 yrs. 

160 8.4 yrs. 

49 6.4 yrs. 

36 5.8 yr5. 

167 5.4 yrs .. 

28 8.4 yr8. 

38 8.0 yrs. 

5 10.4 yr5. 

158 6.3 yrs. 

2 4.0 yr8. 

1,741 6.8 yrs. 

White Offenders 

Mean Time 

33 4.3 yr8. 

55 6.3 yrs. 

32 5.9 yrs. 

39 4.3 y1.'s. 

17 5.2 yrs. 

14 3.8 yrs. 

61 6.3 yrs. 

4 2.5 yrs. 

31 5.0 yr8. 

o 

21 4.9 yr8. 

35 5.2 yr8. 

63 

27 5.9 yr5. 

26 5.9 yrs. 

35 4.2 yr5. 

10 7.4 yr5. 

20 8.6 yrs. 

5 10.4 yr5. 

35 4.3 y1.'8. 

1 5.0 yr8. 

564 5.6 yr8. 

Black Offenders 

II Mean Time 

41 5. a yrs. 

21 5.2 yrs. 

32 6.9 yr8. 

60 8.1 yrs. 

15 10.0 y1.'s. 

13 6.1 yr8. 

315 8.0 yrs. 

2 4.0 yr8. 

39 8.1 yrs. 

5 20.4 yr8. 

85 7.3 yr5. 

47 8.3 yr8. 

89 9.1 yrs. 

13 8.5 yrs. 

10 5.6 yrs. 

93 6.1 yrs. 

16 8.5 yrs. 

18 7.3 yrs. 

o 

119 6.8 yrs. 

1 3.0 yrs. 

1,034 7.6 yrs. 

2 
Other Offenders 

II Mean Time 

4 21.3 yrs. 

10 9.3 yrs. 

1 24.0 y1.'s. 

21 5.0 yrs. 

a 

2 11. 0 yr8 •• 

20 6.9 Y1.'8" 

1 3.0 y1.'8. 

11 9.4 y1.'s;. 

o 

6 5.8 yra. 

5 2.4 yl~S. 

8 7.5 yr8. 

9 5.1 yrs. 

o 

39 4.7 Y1.'8. 

2 12.0 Y1.'8. 

o 

o 

4 7.0 yr8 •. 

o 

143 6.7 yr8. 
------,-------- -------------~--------.. ------------------ ..... ----------------------------------------
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 in this group are Hispanic. 



APPENDIX C 
Table C-9 

AVERAGE LENGTH OF COUNTY JAIL TERMS BY RACE 
r----------------------------------------------------------------------------------

All Offenders 1 

Mean Time 

Atlantic 204 4.3 mos. 

Bergen 129 7.0 mos. 

Burlington 192 6.4 mos. 

Camden 81 8.2 mos. 

Cape May 43 6.1 mos. 

Cumberland 57 5.0 mos. 

Essex 482 7.2 mos. 

Gloucester 14 9.4 mos. 

Hudson 84 5.3 mos. 

Hunterdon 10 8.5 mos. 

Mercer 123 7.2 mos. 

Middlesex 60 6.5 mos. 

Monmouth 194 6.1 mos. 

Morris 73 4.1 mos. 

Ocean 107 4.4 mos. 

Passaic 112 5.1 mos. 

Salem 30 5.3 mos. 

Somerset 9 5.2 mos. 

Sussex 16 5.1 mos. 

Union 46 5.5 mos. 

Warren 27 4.4 mos. 

STATEWIDE 2,093 6.2 mos. 

White Offenders 

85 

85 

III 

30 

24 

28 

85 

6 

44 

7 

31 

29 

123 

65 

84 

37 

17 

4 

16 

11 

23 

957 

Mean Time 

4.6 mos. 

6.9 mos. 

6.1 mos. 

7.5 mos. 

6.4 mos. 

4.6 mos. 

5.7 mos. 

10 mos. 

4.5 mos. 

7.4 mos. 

1.4 mos. 

5.6 mos. 

5.7 mos. 

4.1 mos. 

4.3 mos. 

5.2 mos. 

4.7 mos. 

4.3 mos. 

5.1 mos. 

5.4 mos. 

4.2 mos. 

5.5 mos. 

Black Offenders 

98 

34 

71 

40 

17 

24 

339 

7 

29 

3 

80 

24 

61 

6 

18 

47 

11 

4 

o 

26 

3 

942 

Mean Time 

4.1 mos. 

6.7 mos. 

6.7 mos. 

8.7 mos. 

5.8 mos. 

5.6 mos. 

7.7 mos. 

9.9 mos. 

6.0 mos. 

11.0 mos. 

7.1 mos. 

6.8 mos. 

7.1 mos. 

4.2 mos. 

4.8 mos. 

6.0 mos. 

6.6 mos. 

6.0 mos. 

5.5 mos. 

3.0 mos. 

6.8 mos. 

Other Offenders2 

21 

10 

10 

11 

2 

5 

58 

1 

11 

o 

6 

7 

10 

2 

5 

28 

2 

1 

o 

3 

1 

194 

Mean Time 

4.1 mos. 

9.0 mos. 

7.3 mos. 

8.0 mos. 

5.0 mos. 

3.8 mos. 

6.7 mos. 

2.0 mos. 

6.6 mos. 

7.0 mos. 

9.4 mos. 

5.0 mos. 

4.0 mos. 

5.6 mos. 

5.8 mos. 

3.5 mos. 

6.0 mos. 

-----:' .. --

5.3 mos. 

12.0 mos. 

6.3 mos. 

NOTE: While county jail terms cannot exceE!d 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 "rere not included. 

~umber of offenders sentenced to terms in county jail, does not include suspended sentences. 

;he racial ~roup "Others" includes the following races: Hispanic, Oriental,and American Indian. 
The vast majority of offenders in this gr.,up are Hispanic. 



APPENDIX C 
Table C-I0 

PRIOR CONVICTIONS AND INCARCERATIONS HITHIN EACH RACIAL GROUp
l 

STATEWIDE 

ALL OFFENDERS WHITE OFFENDERS HLACK OFFENDERS OTHER OFFENDERS2 

% %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 14·9 13.G 16.6 16.2 

Between Two and Four 17.3 13.0 21.9 16.6 
Prior Incarcerations 

Five or More Prior 9.0 6.5 12.3 5.9 
Incarceration$ 

ALL 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 1.0 
Incarcerations 

I The 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 of the offender were present. 

2 

2The racial group 1I0t hers1l includes the following races: Hispanic, Oriental, and American Indian. 
The vast majority of offenders in this g'wup are Hispanic. 

3The figure in this column represents the percentage of the respective race with the indicated 
criminal history. 
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APPENDIX C 
Table C-11 

SUMMARY OF SELECTED OFFENDER CHARACTERISTICS BY RACE 

Job, military, school to go to 
after sentencing 

Dependent on addictive drugs 

Criminal justice supervision at 
time of offense 

Also convicted on weapons charge 

Pled guilty 

Made good moves since arrest 

At time of sentencing 

Privately retained counsel 

Probation officer disfavors 
probation or recommends incar­
ceration 

Offender attitude remorseful or 
contrite 

Male offender 

Prosecutor recommends leniency 

Multiple different charges 
(convictions only) 

Offender's age is over 50 

Victim injured by offender 

All violent eri-mes generally 

Opiates or: Heroin involved 

WHITES BLACKS 

57.0 38.1 

20.1 36.2 

23.3 30.1 

22.7 

90.4 87.4 

38.6 25.8 

16.3 34.6 

39.5 20.7 

17·8 23.7 

21.2 13.3 

90.1 85.4 

28.7 22.8 

53.7 45.6 

25.2 20.0 

3.8 7.4 

22.3 33.9 

2.2 10.9 

OTHERS 
1 

--
42.7 

29.3 

24.1 

19.7 

85.9 

26.5 

28.4 

25.6 

18.1 

15.8 

87.1 

21.5 

47.4 

22.0 

6.1 

27.3 

12.6 

1 The racial group "Others" includes the following races: Hispanic, Oriental, 

2 

and American Indian. The vast majority of offenders in this group ?-:t"e 
Hispanic. 

The percentage represented here is across all crime categories. 



Count.y Jail 

Time 

1 mo 191 

2 mos 113 

3 mos 268 

4 mos 113 

5 mas 44 

6 mas 489 

7 mas 21 

8 mos 27 

9 mos 125 

10 mos 20 

11 mos 20 

12 mos 572 

14 mas 1 

15 mos 30 

16 mos 1 

18 mos 340 

20 mas 2 

24 mos 3 

APPENDIX C 
Table C-12 

DISTRIBUTION OF SENTENCE TERMS 

Time 

1 yr 

2 yrs 

3 yrs 

5 yrs 

6 yrs 

7 yrs 

8 yrs 

9 yrs 

10 yrs 

12 yrs 

14 yrs 

15 yrs 

17 yrs 

20 yrs 

22 yrs 

25 yrs 

30 yrs 

2 Ind. 

1 

2 

46 

213 

8 

154 

9 

2 

96 

23 

4 

17 

3 

3 

1 

1 

8 

727 

1 Time 

1 yr 

2 yrs 

3 yrs 

4 yrs 

5 yrs 

6 yrs 

7 yrs 

8 yrs 

9 yrs 

10 yrs 

11 yrs 

12 yrs 

13 yrs 

14 yrs 

15 yrs 

16 yrs 

17 yrs 

18 yrs 

-

State Prison 

Time 

44 19 yrs 4 

212 20 yrs 37 

440 21 yrs 2 

101 22 yrs 5 

323 23 yrs 2 

65 24 yrs 7 

212 25 yrs 25 

30 28 yrs 2 

16 29 yrs 1 

118 30 yrs 20 

6 34 yrs 1 

58 35 yrs 1 

10 37 yrs 2 

11 40 yrs 2 

57 64 yrs 1 

4 67 yrs 1 

5 Life 42 

9 

It appears the most frequently used county institution terms are 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 9, 
12; arid 18. The. most frequently used indeterminate terms are 3, 5, 7, and 10, 
and the most frequently used 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 wbrds. Not'e that the fact that the general 
statutory maximum tor misdemeanors aria high misdemeanors are 3 and 7 respectively, 
likely contributes to the use of odd numbers fur terms of 7 yrs or less. 

1. Maximum Terms 
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 O. 

ACCID 

ACT 1 

AGE 

AGE 2 

AGE 3 

AID 

ALKY 

ALONE 

AMT 

ARGUE 

ATHOME 

BADWEP 

BEORGAN 

BHIST 6 

Whether offender's motive was accidental 

Whether offender entered a drug or alcohol treatment 
program or secured employment or made resitution 
or sought psychiatric he1p or entered school or 
sought skills or trade training or otherwise attempted 
to rectify past mistake and entered a guilty plea. 

Whether the victim was under 16 years of age 

Whether offender is over 30 years of age 

Whether offender is over 50 years of age 

Whether offender &dministered first aid to victim 
or prevented further injury or sought help for victim. 

Whether offender frequently drinks or is an alcoholic 

Whether offender lives alone 

Whether total cash value of frauds was $1000 or more 

Whether offender and victim had a longstanding or prior 
feud or hostility 

Whether victim(s) was apparently present in anyone of 
the multiple breaking and enterings (i.e. sometimes or 
at all times) 

Whether offender used a knife (small or large), machete, 
sword, multiple knives, revolver, automa·tic pistol or 
other handgun~rifle, shotgun, sawed-off shotgun, machine 
gun, or mUltiple firearms 

Whether there is any indication of an ongoing, organized 
operation 

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 incarcerations is equal to 1. 
2. Total adult convictions 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 

DOTlME 

DRADDIC 

DRUNK 

Whether evidence indicates offender 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 middlmnan 

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 $100 

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 6ffender~s par~nts !eceived welf~re 
during his or her youth, or offender was raised by relative~ 
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 
c_harge's at time, of sentencing 

/ 

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

1. Total adult convictions for any o£fense is 1, 2, Or 
3, or if total adult convictions or juvenile petitions 
sustained for crimes is I or 2, or if total adult in­
carcerations is i 
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 depend,ent 

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 :ts 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 direeted toward juveniles under 12 
yrs of age; (d) Offenders lewdness directed at other juveniles; 
(e) Victim suffered any physical injury at alL 

Whether the crime included two or more of the following: 
(a) Offender convicted also on a weapons charge; (b) Present-
'ence report indicates offender sold drugs on a more than 
"just occasional" basis; (c) heroin or opiates were involved 
in sale or possession by offender; (d) ther.e is information 
offender sella drugs to youths; (e) the total v&lue 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; Cd) Whether 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) 'ihether 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 

FAMCRlME 

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; (i) 
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 or paramour 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 petitions 
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 isgre~ter than 2, or if total adult 
incarcerations is .gt'eitter 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, o'r 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 is 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 

FUNS KILLED 

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 offender 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 pistol or 
, other handgun, rifle, shotgun, sawed-off shotgun, machine 

gun, or mUltiple firearms 

Whether the of~ense 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 convi~tioi1.s 
or juven:i.le petitions sustained for .'.::imes is equal to one, 
or total adult convictions or juvenile petitions susLained 
for violent offenses is equal to one, or total adult or 
juvenile incarcerations is equal to one 
2. Total adult CQnyictions or juvenile petition.s sustained 
for any offen.se 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, ,~Ffender is in. a New Jersey 
county jailor penitentiary, New Jersey state prison, New 
Jersey youth cor:cectional 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 ~tctim's role was contributory or instigative 

Whether offender1s intent was to kill 

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

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

Whether prosecutor agrees to recommend leniency, non­
custodial sentence, any of the following: suspension 
vf 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. 2A:98-l, Conspiracy to violate 
either of the above statutes, or whether the offender was 
merely a player or otherwise very minimally involved in the 
gamb:~ng operation 

----·-----·-__________ ...... .._ ... ·W'"" .... ·_ ... · ... r-____ · 



LIMIT 

LOCALNEE 

LOVER 

MAJlNJ 

MILlT 

MINOR 

~IT 2 

MITlG 

HODO 

MOSEX 

MOVES 

MULT 2 

~IULTlVIC 

NEEDREHA 

Whether offender's ability to obtain l~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 him 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 motives 

W11ether offender entered a drug or. alcohol rehabilitation 
program or secured employment or made l'estitution 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 
chaiges 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 occasionally, i.e.at odd jobs for past 5 years t or 
is an alcoholic or drinks frequently, or has not completed 
high school, or dependent on addictive drugs 



NEGENO 

NEG 2 

NEG 5 

NOFINGER 

NO GO PRO 

NOMIT 10 

NONEED 

NOROLE 

NUBACK 3 

NUBACK 4 

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

Whetherthe 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 it 
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, bj 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 role) 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, militar~ 
or school to go to after sentencing or whether the offender 
contrIbutes to the support of other persons 

Whether the offender was emplo)t:!djin military, or in school 
at the time of the uffense and has a job, military or school 
to go to after sentencing 



NUBACK 5 

NUMCHG 

NUMCNT 2 

NUHOPE 

NUMOFF 

NUTS 

OFFSTAT 

OLnVIC 

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 different charges for which 
the offender was convl.cted 

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 evaluate~ or the presentence report indicates 
offender is drug dependent 

Whether there was more than one offender 

Whet:her offender has neither an alcohol problem nor a psy­
chiatric problem 

Whether offender was under criminal justice superv~s~on 
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 show·ed 
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 

PROSTlME 

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 concurrent to prior sentence, 
probation, coud;f,t;i,Qna,l, 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 prosecu~or recommends place of imprisonment and 
does not recommend $uspension of custodial sentence 

Whether prosecutor recommends a specific term or no more 
th~n 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 Is more than 1, 
or total adult convictions or juvenile petitions susta.ined 
for similar offenses is I or more, or total adult or 
juvenile incarcerations isl or more 



RINGLDR 

RNEG l4a 

SELLS 

SELLS 2 

SENTIM 

SEVER 

SEVER 1 

SEVER 2 

Whether offender was "ringleader" or "principal" in the 
case of mUltiple offenders 

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 

Whether offender sells drugs for profit only 

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

Whether theft involved items af sentimental value only 

Whether the crime includes one or more of the following: 
a) Whether the uffender 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) 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 weapons cha~ge 

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 f0rced the victim to commit sodOmy 
·on him. or: another,. d) Whether :tfie offender. caused injury to the 
victim which required at least emergency treatment in the 
hospttal, e) Whether the offender was convicted also on 
a weapon charge~ f) Whether victim was under 16 years of age 

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 tinimal necessities or otherwise)J 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 

TeON 

TEENS 

TINe 

TOOLS 

A cumulative variable which increases with the presence 
of each additional variable:··whetber vice:imls liole was 
passive) whether offender was also S!onvj~cted on a weap ... 
charge, whether offender acted for money (for minimal 
necessities or otherwise), ~hether there were multiple 
different charges for which the offent:er was convicted 

Whether offender's sex is male 

Whether the offender hus 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 stre&value of the drugs involved is between 
one dollar ($1) and t1VO 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 juvenil~ petitions sustained 
for any offense including disorderly persons or J.I.N.S. 
but excluding traffic-related violations 

Whether offender's lewdness was directed toward juveniles 
over 12 yeRrs 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 

_____________________ ... ' ......... 0· ... '_ .. · ... '" ......... _ ........... _________ ~---------------



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 

Wllether 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), secobarbita1, pentobarbital, barbital, barbituric 
acid, 4-methoxyamphetamine, benzphetamine, phendimetrazine, 
diethylpropion, phentermine, amphetamine, cocaine and 
derivatives, opium, opiate, 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 to frighten 
victim 

vfuether 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 co~nitted fraud involving food stamps, 
aid for families with dependent children (AFDC), or 
general relief 



WHEN 

tWRKING 

WORKREL 

WOUND 2 

t~ether 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 und~r a sentence to any institution but 
merely escaped from law enforcement authorities e.g. under arrest 

If offender was employed or in military at time of 
offense 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 school, 
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* 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 -0.097 -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 

Robberx: In/Out -0.019 -0.714 No 1.59 (l3,1104) No 
Where -0.005 -0.l34 No 1.12 (16,866) No 
C.J. Time -2.634 -4.667 Yes 0.79 (6, Ill) 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 -1.892 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 

1
0

.
36 (4,64) No 

Assault In/Out -0.040 -1.381 No 0.84 (10,915) No 
Where -0.008 -0.198 No 0.6.2 (12,430) No 
C.J. Time -0.366 -0.704 No 0.57 (5,194) No 
S.P. Time -0.095 -0.169 No 0.27 (7,125) No 

WeaEons 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 (11,1039) 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) No 
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 H white and 0 if other minority. 
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Dr.. .5Ucl OF- SQUARE's r RAJ.lLJ. 
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18.818028 0.101719 

3 
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I-GMHI ST2 L 0.05783382 0.02bJ7093 2,,03849 0.0429 
TYPE ____ ~l 0 .• 13724.3-'£L. ___ . __ .Q!...Q.~.718Q.0..Q. ____ .. __ 50042.'H __ .. _. 0.0001 
PACE 1 -0.09681796 0.O~306~lb -1.82437 0.0697 

SlIIIRe!" fiE 

R EGR E S.s.LON .. 3 .. 
ERROR 14 
CURRECTED TeT 17 

SOURCE DE 

INT.ERCEPT 1 
DRUNK 1 
TYPE .... _---_._- ...... 1 
RACE 1 

CHOW TEST: 3.08 (4,181) 

DECISION: COUNTY JAIL TIME 

. ..illM t1£--S Q UAJ{.E.S /-iEAN $(.i.uARE 

128. 626JJ73 42. .. 8 i53~l:l 
10 2.485038 7.3':031J0 

. ____ 23_~_!'_U1U1 . .13.594771 

- .. - ..B'lALlJE STU DE" lA Tl u;~ 

__ 8.1214d2.80 1.36633509 
-2.39526574 1.3003S473 

3.57659669 1.08. 490177 
1.28628<152 1. 281.12359 

CHOW TEST: 2.20 (4,10) 

.F RAT 1(.1 

5.857 

T FOR dO:B=O 

5.94399 
-i.83349 

3 •. ,'29670 
i.O()403 

. PR L.B J_...J:F=--__ 

0.0083 

RS~LJA~E =.O!-55Q.~_. 

PROB > .. ITI 

0.0001 
0 .. 0801 

. p •. 0053 
0.3324 



'fable E-3 

C~TEGORY: HOijICIDE 

DECISION: WHERE 

SOURCE DF SUM OF SQUARES MEAN SQUARE F RATIO PROS > F 

REGRESSION 5 LO.243210 2.0486',2 14.612 0 .. 0001 
ERROR 155 21.731946 0.140206 
CDE..E.f:C.I.ED_ T CI .. 160 31.975155 0.1039845 RSQUARE = 0 .. 3203 

SOURCE DF S VALUE STO OEVIATlCN T FOR HO:8=0 PROS > I TI 

INTERCEPT 1 0.1.5916740 0.Ob46S276 1..87935 0.0621 
GFFSTAT 1 0.17702298 0.07286010 2.42963 0.0163 
RACE- .. 1 -0 • .05962279 Q.06198291 -0. 8770"J 0.~818 
1 rtJ Al L 1 0.23461094 0.06990741 3.35602 0.0010 
TYPE 1 0.18838623 0403943930 4.T1661 0.0001 
IIGE2 1 0.,20123205 O~Ob50"213 3.09387 0.00l3 

CHOW TEST: 1.12 (6,149) 

DECISION: STATE PRISON TIME 

SOURCE OF SUM OF SQUARES MEAN SQUARE F R4TH.i PROS > F 

REGRE SSION 6 4882.025060 813.670843 21.6~6 0.0001 
ERROR 108 4059.748853 31.590267 
C.GRFlECT ED. T GT 114 894l.773913 78.43bb13 RSQUARE = .0.546.0 

SOURCE OF 8 VALUE S TL) DEVIATlCN T FOR HQ:S=O PROS> I T I 

INTERCEPT 1 -0.27149.0.09 2.04622.022 -.0.13268 .0.8947 
TVPE 1 b.lb61C963 Q.8841U76 6.97427 .0 • .0.0.0 1 
A.lQ~ __ L -4.455789.0.0 1.9199.1.028 -2.32.061 Q.Q222 
wEA peeN 1 4.48541565 1.2392<;660 3.61932 .0 • .00.05 

l/1oJAIL L 5.14137174 1 ~42935j.o5 3.59699 .0 • .0.0.05 
MOSEX 1 5.69536283 2.4992'1352 2.27881 0 • .0246 
RACE 1 -Q~94994838 1.4550!>O38 -.0.65286 .0 .. 5152. 

CHm~ 'fES'!': 0.57 (7,101) 

'"---------------------------------.--------....... ----~---. 



SOIlBCF 

REGRESSiON 
ERROR 
CORRECTED TOT 

DE 

12 
1117 
1129 

... S""-OU""'R""C .... E _____ .. .DF __ _ 

Table E-4 

CATEGORY: ROBBERY 

DI.:CISIO:l: H/OUT 

SlIM OF SQIIARES-_. ____ .MEAILSc.wA.RE-

__ JtL..6.6.9.l1.9 
154. B2591 
195.S01110 

..1.A:l2!t..12 
0.137988 
0.173429 

. F.JUI.LD_ MOB > . .£ 

25 .1.6 5 .. Jl ... ODO.1. 

RSQUARE z: 0.2128 

._.o.B_V .... A .... I...,lwJE:o..· __ -'SUI .1.IO..J,LO.<;..E .. V ....... U"-IL 1LW(IN. .. ___ L F.DlLJ:i!ll.B.=;ll __ ._ ... ----2&.OB > I II 

~l.!:!N'7T_'=Eo:-R.>!.C E""P'-T'--___ .~1----:0:-".c:::4'-::1~9:::8_=_98l9 0 • 0 64 3 44 0 5 __ H ____ 6. 525 8.L. .... __ ___ ~QQQ~ 
P.HIST4 1 0.07758909 0.01548714 5.00990 0.0001 
ACTl 1 -0.08262535 0.03307023 -2.49848 0.0126 
MNEG14A 1 0.09716224 0.02329539 4.17088 0.0001 

.JoE'-'=''''!LP.!o.l!.!.OJY ______ -J.1 __ ._-''Q'-''.'-'1'-''0~44:::_''''3-!;:7""S",J ___ ~3 0467 21 3.42788 0.0006 
it. ACE 1 -0.01814745 0.02626810 -o~ 71370 0.4756 
J1i,J)U_L_. ___ . ____ L_ 0.14011?A6 Q.026J!6,2 94 ______ ._ .. _5 !.gZ~7?_ ___ ._0.0001 
PROGNOS 1 0.08692834 0.02391893 3.62520 0.0003 
PATT 1 -0.06564886 0.03400888 -1.93034 0.0538 
NOROLE 1 -0.21407760 0.06492750 -3.29718 0.0010 

-"'S""E.!.!.X""Z ______ -=1 ___ --=0"" • ..=1=Z=:280397_.__ o. 9~U Z5_~1J _J_.98}08 _ O. O~L~ 
MULTVIC 1 0.08110444 0.02556838 3.17206 0.0016 

.!ooL .... E-"-NLPR'-'-O""'S"-_____ -"-1 ____ -->!.0!Q8~99_661 ~ ___ 0.03641341 -2.25086 0.02lt6 

CHOW TEST: 1.59 (13,1104) 

DECISJ:ON: COUNTY JAIL 'rIME 

.s.uuru:.e j)£ SUM OE SQUAR.E.S-_· ___ MUN. S~UARL . .F RA.LllL. ___ . .P.R.QL>. F 

BEGRESS[Ot4 5 .... _6.32 • ..5 U916. 126.503583 13.915 0.0001 
ERROR 117 1063,,644686 9.0110980 
CORRECTED TOT 122 1696.,,162602 13.902972 _._ .. ~ g.u!KE...::._O. 3729 

SDUBCE ..JJ.E...... B .-VALUE. __ ... S TD DEtlAUON T FOR HO:B=O PROB>.JTJ 
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CHOW TEST: 0.79 (6,111) 
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SOLJRCE DE 

IEGR E S S tnN 15 
ERROR 882 
CORRECTED TOT 897 

SOURCE OF 

Table E-S 

CATEGO~Y:. ROBBE~Y 

SllM OF S~UARES 
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Table E-6 

CATEGORY: RAPE 

DECISION: IN/OUT 

~Wfi.(.L. I.Jr ~U~ uF !lI.lUAIU:!) 1"If:-1It't S(JUA/{f t- RATIO PROt; > F 

Kl:bRI;:!:>~HJi" ... 0.1:>.:'1 .. 10'1 1.70bt>'17 H ... 310 0.(;.)\)1 
I:kKOk ... b') j-lJ.,:).J",L .. ~ (.,.16573~ 

(.URRl:::l.."lc u Tul 181 Z> 70 ,to"1-O 'J"t (. •• 19l:l743 k~i,lUAkl:: = U.l/;139 .. " -- -.----- .... - .... - . ---- -- - .-- ~ •• ~~. < ._. ,.-.. - • -;;- ~ •• -

SWIU.t: lil- b VALUe ~TlI UE: V lAThJ~ T Hlk h(H b=-O PRqb > ITI 

INTdU.l:.P r 1 l.J.ll~'h_ .. !;.v O.U5 D5956 13. b:.H13 :,-~ 0 .. 0001 
\II l:At't.Ult -1 -O.~U ... 'bblJj. u .l.<j(."t2241 ~.lo4!J1 0.0247 
RAl.c 1 -u.v~b".::..i..'1'J U.06491330 -1.3030tl 0.1745 
I:"PLU"f .. v.lb!:>.:>,t'l.;) ... o·.OoS;OWd '::.l:l:n~.:) 0.ou51 
TRPLt:A 1 O.2L.lbo<!~,:: (I. ubI b.::14b 3.6U042 0.0004 

CHOW TEST: 0.80 (5,178) 

DECISION: COUNTY JAIL TIME 

~WK('c Ur !)UM LF ~loIuAAL'::' Mf:Ah $lo/lIARi F RATIO PRUb > F-

R I:::GKt;~::' 1 tJl't '1- 19.)'''..:.''''''4 4.71:l'74~ V.431 0.7841 
I:kKu,", 14 

. -
{55.4bO~()4 1l.lOb3~1 

CORK tl. 1;:: I.J Tul 18 1.1 ... b.!1151'1 9.7017~4 K!>QUARt: ::: U.1U9b ---- ... --- --- • ....0..-. ..... -. ____ • 

~UUI<.(. i: iJ~ to VALue .!. TLJ lll:VIATlUN 1 I-Lk hO:fj=(J PI<Lu > I TI 

1 NT ckl.t:P T <J. VL.I..I.UvvV 3.33261571 2..700% 0.0J.72 
~t:Vl::kl 1 (,.'iu~l.;'1!l'l 3.I:>S4C,<:303 U.L'tfU9 U.bOtilt 
TKl'Lt:A 1 l.30lJ7.:W:l'i 1.(l22~()(j37 u.1406() u.4b17 
t:"PLuY ~ U • 't50b ,I v,", '1. 11 50J J,5 .... ·---· U.Lb6Z<t--- -- - - • -. _. O. 19::1 9 .. 
RAt!:: .1. -.I.. 't.1.iJ'I~c-,v 1.BOf()021,j -v.180).4- O.4'ttl3 

CHOW TEST: 0.27 (5,9) 



Table E-7 

CATEGORY: RAPE 

DECISION: WHERE 

S CJl)IU.1.:. uf ~l;r\ uF ::, ... uARL~ MEAN SUUARt F RATIO PROI:s > F 

Rl::bIU:~~HlN 7 10.o39""',H.I 1.:H9927 b.3!>7 0.0,,01 
'i: I(I,,~-'-- ' 1~'1 ,,j.~0~7\JlJ ,.,. O • .1.l:l1b81 
(;URRI::I..Tt.u 'r LJ i lJo 214 • .1.(;219" 0.250751 R~l.IlJARE: = a •. uzo ------
SUUktt.: lit" b VALUk: ~Ti.) lJl:. VI'" TIl.m T HJR H\J: b::.O PRuB > I!' 
I .. TI:I(f..I:.P I .1. u.,a,j,l.:'sti(..<J O.0694IJ153 3.93502 0.0001 
f J.NI.: ----- ._- '1 iJ. 0,-785661> o. Q2.H028!> 1.32004 O.Ui9Z 
KA(..t; .l -v • .lO~L'Jjj., O.(Ja~b5ijb1 -1.89232 10.0007 
TiWi:EA I u.2"t .... 22 .. u C.\.., HibO '1.: r.1451t1- Ij.o021 
"'u"t:.~ 1 U.2'1!)7~blL 0.J3388335 2.20900 (I.Ol/:!9 

, At..·~': 
,. - ---~ ~ r I) .3~L~,jb(d O.0934"bdd 3.44123 (II. Cooe 

~RO('Nu~ 1 lJ .lu"Hlu21.l O.07uob43b 1..349.:.5 U.Q,03 
ftil"i;;(ifil 

..... ~ ... __ 4·_ .• "-r-"'-- .. -' ·U·.~~·"UctY"T--- w-~ "(iff6Tr:n n ~ .. Ob3139 0.0410 

CHOW TEST! 1.38 (8,12l) 

DECISION: STATE PRISON TIME 

Sl.lM.U: Of- ~tm UF !;(JUAKi:!l I'It:AN SQUARt:- F- RATIC PROB > F 

K t:.bt(.i;.~.:.1 ul~ J lu!:J7.():.SIl::J!'t ";~Z.-'''l'17J. 5.0'lu 0.0032 
I=IUWk 00 't1i:J9.4 i ;'>;''''1 o4.Z!:;6,:<Sli 
~ llKKll .. 11. U llll H :'7b7.11UJ..i. ll1.4L.641 1 f{~I.!UAk.c = O.ltl34 .. _-- '----_., ... .,'.". 
~ i.JlJKl.l. Ut" tI " ... Lot. ::.TL. lH:V lA l"lul'4 r foul'. M(';: b::'O Pto.Ub > ITI 

I hTdu.d' 'I .I. ~ .. 1$0U,:) 'I!>.,..,. 2.. j vb4'J tiLl 2.~46Cb O.I.JZ1'l 
SI:Vl::k ... J. ,+ .. 5v-.).....,.uL 2."ttl8:i7u'tb 1..~luO'l u.I}7J;}1 
kACI: 1. -,.'tblJl<)'i'f!.> 0i'.jb2'i1b7b!:> -1.lI49bll O.2'J76 
1~A1L .I. !;. ':#0';13 Vb';)~ Z • .!w':SC799 , • 1l1r2"J'--' --~- .. u.4Iw85 

CHOW TEST: 0.36 (4,64) 



Table E-B 

CATEGORY: ATROCIOUS ASSAULT AND BATTERY 

DECISION: IN/OUT 

s~ce SUP! uP; SVlJAIH:S IllEAM SOUAI\E F RATIO ~oe > F 

R~~R~~~IUN y 7~.~~35~~ 
ElUmi\--------~----- .. - ·1:5cr. 2~g-6 

8.271505 
0.-172158 
O.t50Z03 

~8.04b 0.0001 

CURREC.TE:O lUT '134 233.689b4lJ RSQUARE = 0.318& 

PROS> ITI SfJUkCt:: 

INTERCt::PT 
HISIS 
ACTl 
EXbAI2 
NUBACK~ 
RACE -------.-

INJAIL. 

Of B VALUt:: STD DEVIATION T FOR HO:S=O 

1 0.24259145 0.04113034 5.81346 0.0001 
--,:- .---.- -u.l .. OS .. Z1S -0.01 76ffHT4 7~"w>!J75"" O.mrol 

1 -0.09638425 0.03413318 -2.82312 0.000\8 
I 
1 

O~0195645o 0.01453969 5.47223 ueOOOI 
-o~07711059 0.02942877 -2.64267 0.0084 

T -.;;.0.03951890 Q.OZE61Z42 -1.3S1H~ 0'.16"70 
1 0.24242~27 0.03511423 6.89216 0.0001 

PRUGNOS .-.---.. -. r--- --·--O.13~95US2·-- · .. ·O;03Z54 29l>, 4.13415' 0'.0001 
AGE3 1 -o.14~3o~Ol 0.058613~b -2.~G06 O.013~ 
'~E~NP~Rnu~S~----------~I--------o~7.Z~'~'~4~14~O~1r-------~o~.nO~3~5?17Z0~4~P~~------~-~7~.~1~572rrO~5---·-------~~ 

CHOW TEST: 0.B4 (10,915) 

DECISION: COUNTY JAIL TIME 

-"SO""'U"'RL>JCOLJE"- _________ -->oOO'-1..E ____ ... S .... UuM __ Q"'"E'-S...,Q ...... UAR.E.5 __ . _ ME..AN S Q UAR E F RATIO PP. DB > F 

REGRESSto~ __ 'L__ ___~U_.5932J4 77.898303 5.975 0.0001 
ERROR 199 259~.387179 13.037122 
C-:...;O::.;cR.;..:.R.;..:E:..;:C:..;T...::E:..=Oc.....c;.T...::O'-'-T __ -"'2;:;..O;:;..3 ___ ...:2::..;9:....;O:....;5:..;.:..;9:....;8:....;O;c=3....:9..=2 _______ 14. 3!~ 1_4 _______ . R S QUA~ E = _.9_~ 1072_ 

INTERCEPT 
leON 
WEAPCON 
RACE 
.~RI VCOUN 

1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

6.01322479 
0.20054992 
1.31049934 

-0.36571511 
-1.36377592 

STO DEV lATlGN 

0.52315568 
0."06913225 
0.555431.3.3 
0.51914469 
0.59711753 

CHOW TEST: 0,57 (5,194) 

T FOR HO:B-=O 
\ 

p.49414 
,2.90096 
2.35940 

-0.70446 
-2.28393, 

PROB > ITI 

0.0001 
0.0041 
0.0193 
0.4820 
0.0234 



Table E-9 

CATEGORY; ATROCIOUS ASSAULT AND BATTERY 

DEClf> rOll: WHl':RE 

SuU ... (.t. U~ ~Ul"t IJF ~IoIUAIi.t:~ !'ItA"! SQUAR!:. f RAllO PkUI3 > F 

K;:;bKt::.::.!:.l .... N .I..L l1.l.bJo.l:Jb 2.'H)"f't<:n 1~.755 \.I.OvOl ... ~ 
t:kM.I~ ..... ..: o'l • .::.I'iI.J~'+ 0.156140 
CLJr"KLl .. It: 1.1 lu 1 ~-:>.:> 'i6.~"t.::.7.:.J. .... 21lll9t', f{SI.lUA~E ::. 0.2.817 .- ... --. 
,::,UU,,(.t;.. 01- .u \I ItLl. It. SID [)~ V 1 A TiLlN 1 t-I.J~. HO:b=O PIWb > ITI 

1111 r.Kl.tP I .I. -u .l~L .. """,.d. ".~}4861'1L5 -~. 71),8'" v.OOll 
'. iN\. 

1 V,Ui':fLo1u.l O.lW9131bb ",.300.l.U 0.Glt01 
utr-.;.IAl 1 v.1.~"'1~7 .. t ().04lb"to;:·:' :::'.1l7'il 0.0002 
!oj t; M'C.Ji',r - --.- ---J.----. -- v. O'j 'i'jj,'/:J-j: . - O.&'3'ii!)v4li" , 2.U2jCi 'O.O"t37 
R ~l.&: .L. - ..... O'-b~59bf.,l O.~4.i12$U3 -u.J.'f79~ 0.b432 
.l.1 ..... UK~ 1 li .0::>',.,.1.'10..: O.u3t171t.)t> 1.41071 O.14Z1 
f!< ....... t:A 1 v. u.,-I 1:1 1.9::> ';I 0.0422313'1 .:..u1949 0.0381 
.H, .... .H, l. u.l.U-Hl't-ol'V O.O'+l~Sbbl. ,+.CJlCJl4 O.uGOl 
Al>I:.::. ! U .£.jl .. ,l .. ~'i U .043.:U41 Ii !),,341b1 0.0001 
lI'iTK.ILI. 

- "--_. _. ~-.. 
lJ ~ iT.t:.UbO .... J. O~Oe545Cot> i!.U1380 O .. 044b 1 

f'4L!H,X 1 lJ. :;uo ~"",j:'4 Q.(j9b:~b37l 3.114::.2 0.01.> 16 
NUN-HI" 1 ... l&..u.i:;b I ... O.1I3" .... 2~ 3.1~O~o llo""19 

CROW 'rEST: 0.62 (12,43Q) 

DEcrSION: STATE PR'LSON Tl:HE 

::'l,UM.t.:. 1)1' ,!)UI~ L.F ~ .. uAKI:.::' I'tf.:AN SI.iHAKL F KA110 PROd ) F 

kt.bl\a.:::',,1..JN .. ,!~".17.:'81b 3li .lot ;"to'1 ... ,,"v lJ. Lu 0 1 
LKr,UK .t.~L .I. "2b.·:HJ!)'t .... o -:.7<;,3'''''' 
"'UKKt:~. I..:: .... 1,,'1 .I..")b .l., StIoO .Io.5n,,1.;1 o,I.117.Jc'i k.~~UAIU:. = U • .lb21 

::.L..UI',\"t:. Ill" b VALI.h: :.-.TO 1.)I~V.lAlltlt-. 'I H!k HO:i)=O Pk.Ut) > ITt 

11-110:. ... "'1::1" I .I. .... l.::U.>CiLl-r·, ().o3177 ,;)38 3.5U7l.3 0.0006 
'1.)1;; \1\" .... 1·. .L "'. J. 'I 4H. 'I I 10 (J. ,)"!3b.:':H17 l.oolb::> o.uoLl 
\of ",A,'l.ul" .L L • ..i!lo1:H.lt ... O ... 9B31 ... ll <!.702'13 U.Uv6~ 
foI".,1N ... 1 \i. b 1 0.1.0." 1_, U.Z%Q.Uud 2.641U2 O.1II}93 
Ml~ .... f... J. .... ..ib~ '1 '" .1.(; 1 .ll'b~ !)'I93 .... 1 .. 00" (,-.\;,$'+1 
KA\.L 1 -\JoO U':#"Kl '+V.:..) u.:;t>190*.t:..2 -u.lol:l7o lI. bobt: 
l.'hJ ... IL L .l • O'J I'b ~_.~ U.52136380 ".0817,+ 0.03'13 

CROW TEST: 0,27 (7,125) 



Table E-lO 

CATEGORY: WEAPONS 

DECISION: IN/OUT 

MHN SQUARE. FRAUD 

R.t:!..~lillL. .l.:i 13.!l1't497 5.67l:l038 39.6~b 0.0001 
ekROR 1243 177.d~182!l 0.143075 
.... '-"'O"""R...,K ... t ... (, .... 1 .... I: ... U_T ... O ... ·l.L..-_1 .... t. ... 5".,b><--___ .... £ ... 5c.1 ........ b""5""0 ... -'...,L!?_ .. ___ . __ O..2O'Q2.~ _____ . __ . ___ .RSQUARf. __ "!_fl . .29.33 . 

. SOUKLL_._. STD OEVlAll0N T FOR HO:B=O .PROS::> tTl 

'. tNT!::8.Cl-PT 11.QQ(}~b. ___ .• _ .••. ..Qa1148.673Q6 .. 0. • .00845 O.~'1933 
··-"'T~t"C.UN 1 O.OZ!l914·40 0.0057;'~61 5.02450 0.0001 

R E:AUY 1 Q • 09 7!:i 70U, " . o. 0 UlU..3.L~---,-____ ~",,,,,,!4~7L,3,,,,O"-lOOL--___ . __ _ .Ji. QQ.Q.L •. __ 
USI:D2 1 0.07320134 0.02712208 2.69896 0.0070 
OEf~T" 1 0.1 0952797.. 0. 0 31717.0.1._. __ . 3...5085.9 0.0005. 
DRADOIL 1 O.15U519~3 0.03271953 4.60031 0.0001 
EttI?1.O.'l._ 1 o. Ob92/jg9.1J .. • ... o...o24056OQ.2.88032 0..D040 
BACl: 1 v.u2?94886 0.02213126 1.1415~ 0.2539 
IN,jAlL 1 U.L7911b41 _. ___ JL..Q.3.5:i<t.O.SL___ . .....1..aJi8.li3.1l __ ." ... ~O.L __ _ 
OOTl"1; 1 O.28492~~9 0.06880750 4.14095 0.0001 
.8 INulOIL .. ____ . _ --1.. __ .... O .. '09321Ull.3. _ 0 . ..0.355.2.52.7 2.62579 0.0088 
SEXZ 1 0.1~3215~O 0.04b2B539 3.09418 0.0020 
INlKIU~ ____ .--l. _____ ._o...30.D597Ui 0.09485000 3.23244 0.0013 
L~HPRO~ 1 -o.13~210~ 0.02410836 -5.55936 0.0001 

CHOW TEST; 0,88 (14 1 l,229) 

DECJ;SlON; COUNT:( :1AlL TlI1E 

F RAT.tCL .. _P-ROB '> f 

~t(.t:~!>lI)N 5 ___ ._._.6.35.32(~79!:1 127.ob4959 12.7'Jl 0.0001 
ERROR 170 174~.~'J4'Jb8 9.934002 
C ... tl .... R""R""t: .... t ..... I .... f: ..... O'--&T .... O".,T_-"'"'l .... !$ .... I ___ -'2~J ... 8'_"3<..J ...... 7 .... 1 ... 't'_'7 ... 8_"'V'__ __ ____1..3 .. 16.9723 . . RS.QUARE = _0.2.66.5. 

SUURCe ._ .. ____ ~ __ ._ B vAl Ilk; ___ . ST.O. DJ::I,lH TION T FOR Ho:B=O PROb> ITI 

.llllUBIte I 1 2 • !:I 0 b!ot215.l..L- _. __ . ..a.. 45952016 6 .. 3292.7 0.0001 
NUliOPt: 1 1.09090721$ 0.54533533 2..00054 0.0410 
~UtU.I 4Li >. 1.lJ!21.l1;!12 _. __ Q.30_19~9L . 2023b.Q.'L .. .Q.Q2b6 
Rp,(,\: . 1 -0.1'" 131554 0.50051840 -0.38235 0.7027 
I~I: Il( 1lI~ __ --D-.4l.':i ll3.LU 'i 0,,11268929 3.7l64b 0.0003 
I"'.IA1~ 1 2. it 7 LO'l"tO't 0.5t3't42508 4.23099 0.0001 

CHOW TEST: 0.48 (6,170) 



------------------------- ._- - ---

'rable E-ll 

CATEGORY: WEAPONS 

PECISION: WHERE 

Of $U,'1. Of. .$wUARc::, MI:AN SQUARe 

JS..l1lK~'::'::'Ll.1N ... 7 l.1.<t78l.L2 2.496887 
0.146977 
O.l9;31e.~ 

~KKUK 349 51.2~~897 
C,,-,' U",,' K"-'K-'-'t:=-'!."-'r'-"E .... I.l'--'J-"Q'--'-I_--"'3~S""() _____ .Q./;!.,,_11.~ 1.Q 9 

I NIt:S CI::P-L __ . ___ . 
r'::'l:v(,.()1\I 
I.Jif.L~\:"",A,,--__ _ 

INJAIL 
l!!lTIMt= 
Abt::.:'. 
ll!>t-02 

::'LJUR(.t: 

Rl:bKI:;!)SlUN 
i;..Rb,UR o· 

CUkRECH:u TOT 

~IJUt\Ct: 

lNl t:R(.t:P r 
B6\..t; 
r1CJVt:~ 

NUMl.HI> 
OuTt!> 
PAn 

.1.1.1-:. _ 

-L. __ .---U.. • .ru:wl3.~tI_ 
1 O.02u1051~ 
l v~~1.L 
! O.23~~79~1 

.• L __ ._CL..J3.12B.04/j 
1 0.03~3U901 

o·10"itHl.b4 
1 0.0352~lll 

HD DEVIATION 

Cl .. Q43"Z.112.3 
0.00828678 

._O .. ~ 15.Z1.82...... 
0,,04824480 
0.01330282 
O .. 0441~417 
O .. Cl4583539 
0.04426192 

CHOW TEST: 0.75 (B,34l,) 

PECISION: STATE PRISON TIME 

tH' !>UI'I UI- '::'I.IUAKt:.!I MI:AN '::'OUAKE 

!) 148.1V31~9 2<J.b38c:.32 
.~- . __ ---!t.~2_~ <taL ~ 9 '5.675556 

'10 o30.ol.!:>3(l::; 7.L06a38 

DI- I; YALUr- STD Dt:VIA1l0N 

1 3. ':I'>'1':1,,0\)9 O~46135648 
_L-. __ .. _-::.O.l 'iU"t-~9.,!:! O. S!)490322 

l -.l • 7'.) l.'1~O .. of O.6757637c:. 
.L .l.u!:>.i!i"()Ut> O.S4e49484 
1 -1.9~u(.;,+7ll8 0.81240009 
1 -1. 54'::b'i"I!>U O.iH13'09fJ 

CHOW TEST: 0,12 (6,79) 

F kAT ~o . _PROS>. E_ ... 

10.988 0.0001 

.• RSQ!JARE. ;; . .JL.25lt.L 

T FUR HO:S=O PROS> lIt 

Q.19.9.52 . u..S42O 
2.50582 0.0127 

_l.a.li3.8.~_. ______ --"'OI.A • .wOll.D ~4aiL..._ 

4.88922 0.0001 
4 ... 60U-9-_ .. _ o...oo.o.l-
0.73192 004647 
2...26.532 0..02 otU_. 
0.19133 0.4256 

F "A TID PROB > F 

5.222 0.0004 

tl.SQUARE = 0.2350 

T fuR hI): 8=0 PROS > ITI 

8.65207 0.0001 
-0. 357!:1'J 0.7215 
-2.!:!9401 0.0112 

1.92634 0.0514 
-2.'t493~ 0.0164 
-1088775 0.0025 



Table E-12 

CATEGORY: BREAKING AND ENTERING 

DECISION: IN/OUT 

Mf:A~ SQUARe F RATIO PRO!! > F 

K~bK~~~lJ~ ~3 173.~~lue8 13. 3<t()~, .. => 11'. tUB C.O"Ol 
I:::RRuM. .. lbL ;)10.jL9bL~ O.H1L9O 

G.25~ .... a3 R:)~UAkE = o.::n 89 ---- -(. L.JR~_t._C_lt:_" 1.._" ___ fU_! __ } 1,-7 ;:..:> ____ ::>:..4-'-'3. I ::>00 'I ~ 

1..11- :,TU CJtVIAHUN T fOR HO:b=O PRUb > ITI 

AhTt.Ki.'l:.P I -:!-- - - 1.1811 .l"l!l1'!t9 v • .}597123L ';'.8-/907 G.OO40 
8t1El~------- .I. o~ 11 ",0-,...,l0 0.013f><t37 .. 1l.l.L31t1 0 .. 0001 
Ut-I-~TAT 1 1.1.0;)917 ...... :. U.\,;19bb851 2..ul, ..... 0.0433 
A",h 1 u.oo;~uuoo;.,>, 0.01'1'(;'3b41 --- - ---':;;-.73615--' 0.0,,01-- --" 

1= J(_~~ t:_ kG __ 1. _ ~ • .0",") 1.37'11 O.tHLB4Bbl 3.uUQ72 0.0001 
HUbACI'J 1 "-\.1.0".;)011:> .. 7 O.U2073l: 19 -2.107l3 0.0352 
RA(.c .L -0. ulio .... U2()C) (;.01845532 -0.346"'4 0.1£87 
PIU v(.l>Ur4 .I. -0. U!)Ci;-.LS-U'-;- 0.02370030 -2.135l1 0.032'r---

I ..... "lL .l U .2.H.il'l.lbl O.u22S91Z2 1o.::.:no~ 0.0(101 
OUT Uk .I. v. 09:>:> -/ ... ':11.1 0.03397219 --i~6132ij' 0.00"9 
PROb~U::' i v.204bill~3 0.("2076272 9.8581b 0.0001 
.. "Art --- -----

1 -J. oc...:u.'1n--- -- -b.02'~9"'102 -i~ .. 9019 a.ulill 
~t.X" .I. O.090 .. 11LU 0.i.5bo4172 1.7u3'::9 0.G887 
LIi:HPR~- j, ~ • .i~9G- 0.0207259.2 -9.8&228 0.0001 

CHOW TEST: 1 t 04 0.4,2148) 

DEC:I;S;I;ON; COUNTY .JAlL TIME 

~UURI.t: ~ _____ ~~_ !'-,J'L~f_ ~'lUAIU:~ "'f:AN SQUARI: F RATIO PROEI > f 

rot 1:..t.IU':'~l ul~ 1 1.:.91:1.o/o;S"f'b 18!>.!J~;)19,j Ib.389 O.lJUOl 
f:Ii.K UK 3:'0 "f'v29.G:'ilL::I 1 •• 319807 
l..uRki:lolt:1J lui ~o.:.s ~..>L~.:>4-, .. 1"~ 1 .... b7'il.;9 K~I.IUAKt: = O ...... 31 

-~ .•.. -----
SuU,,-Lt: Ul- b Vi\Uj!::. ~lU lJLVJAThlN l' Hlil. t1~:b-\I PKUl) > 11' 
1 "T t:.k lot:.'" , 1 0015ou'::St>u 0.3571 '1556 1"1.23993 U.uuOl 
l.lkl. 1 u ... 9;,~ ... b1!l v.L l'hda7u b.~bbbb 0.OU01 
Ut-t-~'I A I i U.8L:> .... 'J.dj o. :n39'+bdo. 2.2U74U u.0£79 --vi{AOlJh. 1 1.!3A.1.::. .. 7.:>.: 0.::1/.1061063 j.'i247 .. 0.Ou01 
11."'1:. J. -v.b.l.-{ ~ .. 50" O.J6d U2'i& -·1..7041l9 (j .uIJ 91 
bLUWh .l -.l • l. .... LU.!b'1., u • .:'lIJ21b132 -l.'Jbbj4 o .UJ;SO 
"Uft~"I ... 1 .1..14.)000/0 CI.51bo-!;2'iu 2.Z13<J(J lI.OL75 
iI"'*t:P 1 L.711o,*b .. l.l51.i::Z:;S4 ..:.. ;S:;,S .. l 0.0190 

CHOW TEST: 1,36 (Z,348) 

L-~~ __ ~ ____ ~ ____ ~~ ____ ~~~~~~ ________ ~~=-=-'=---'--



. 

--------------------------------------~------

Table E-13 

CATEGORY: BREAKING AND ENTERING 

DECISION: WHERE 

SOOR('E Df- SUH Uf !>~UARt:.~ MEAra SQUARE: F RATIO PROB > f 

R£:GRI:;S..,J.ON 1(; 60.8051149 6.080545 
t:Rk~ lU5u 151.3blt;W~ 0:149871 

, _______ ~Q.o5 72 _______ -",,0 • .o09L __ _ 

CURRi:(.Tf:LJ TOT lO6U 2.18 .. 1b9b~1 0.205820 RSQUARE ~ 0.2787 

SOUR~t:. Of- ~ VALIjE S!lL.o.~V~!.tON PROb > I T f ~_. __ 

INTi;RCr::Pl 1 -0.029"1-1702 0.03041250 
TIN" 1 U.0543251 1 0 .. 00500731 
Ot-f'SlAl 1 O.Ob411J5231 0.0245310.5 
ORAuUU. 1 U .1.O-'bl~:J1IJ 0 .. 02521161 It.2687b 000u01 
RA'-i: 1 o .03703S ... !> 0.02469193 
(:tIIPLU1 1 O.Uo3lt-3d5C. -0.,02932029 

____ .-h~Q9_0? 0.1339 
2.1630" 0.03"07""""-'--

1 ttP 1...1:; A l. O.lbo035L~ 0.0420b654 
lNolA1L l o .O.5.U.lZl7 0.02691541 

3.94096 0.0001 
1.98110--- 0.0478 

AGito2 1 0.18801778 0.03100362 5.08Zb9 0.0001 
bUN 1 u .2.0}'3"'213 O.O55185!>1 3.6 .. 192 0.0003 
01..DV1(. 1 O.3375ltOlb 0.08579131 , ______ -=--___ -.!:~::..:..::....!.~~ ___ ~=~~= ______ _'3=.~~~lt __________ ~~OOOl"__ __ 

.,~ 

~, ......... 

i. 

f 
t 

I , 
~lIM U F ::'1./ UAK t:~ 

"..,-,,,.,-,,..,..,""",.........---...----911. 2 U4~6t{-­

SOURLt: lir MEANSQU.I\.KI:­

IS3 .. 440'f14 
10.611973 

'-----=F,...-R=...,-A=r""="I=O------::P=R-=O"""B:----=-)--=F-- ,.---' 

REbkk:~::.IdN 5 
ERROR 30., 
CORRFl.. TED lUi .:H't 

SOURCE Ot-

INrcKCl:t> r 1 

. 'o;oooi'---
.3297.b3'1!)1o 

l.:l.423071 RSOOARE - 0.2116 

j.880~3~bj 0.410628b1 9.~4998 0.0001 

J 
,I 

t 
i 

PtUVCLlUN .!. 
lNJlOll 1 
MtJ!.EX 1 

1.3987~090 0.54322898 2.57488 0.0105 
~~;=~--------~-------;U~.;9~59rrrlH;Ir.~~2;--------~O~.T.4Tti6~oi8r63TT7-------~2~.~3~O~5Z~,~--------~O~.~OZ~18~-·----I: 

12.36038575 1.48596165 8.31807 0.0001 __ .. 1 

Bk:UKbAN 1 
RAl,.c 1 

:,;...;:..,;:,;:::.:..,..,,-,--------::'-----~i~. 2"'~::-3 .. 3>'7ri5::o~~-- -~--0.; 142 2 e 8 8 '-2 .04051"---'- .. - 0 .04 Z 1 
-O.259d91.22 , __ O.....:o:c.:3~8536003:-____ -.....:0:..:.674,...:.4.;:..3 __ '. ___ 0.5005 .----, 

I 
> 

CHOW TEST: 1.90 (5,305) 



SuUR(.!: 

Rt.bRk;;!>~lUNi 

c.kRUK 
l.URKI:Clt:U lui 

INTl:iH.i::.P "\ 
bHl:'lo 
Ofr~TAl 
t:Kf'LOY 
RIIt.(.i::. 

IN.aAIL 
PI\(JbHU~ 

,')i;Xl 
1:.J(Ar.t:Rl~ 

Lt:NPj(U~ 

SOURCE 

uf 

:1._ 
1 
1 
1 
1 __ _ 

1 
J. 1--_· 
1 

Table E-14 

CATEGORY: LARCENY/STOLEN PROPERTY 

DEClSION: IN!OUT 

B IIALUt:: 

O.031'1::;<?!>~ 
u.O<Jc.u8b'J9 
v.u!>17b2-..7 
U.Oti4Ltidl.o 
O.Ol:;380"J!> 
·~~~it..!)i10 
u.loo!iB32!:l 

-C;:i3Z(.82J.b 
u.033).:>638 

MEAN SQUARE 
.. -"" . ..~-

8 .. 409551 
o. i7Q77Z-····_· 
(.1.239620 

~TD OEVIATlON 

O.Q6548500 
... ·0 .. Oi800885-

O .. \i291'B910 
O.0279t.933 
O .. 02bZ'1l1!1 
0.03161060 
0 .. 032616bo 
O'~O&G9%55 
0.011738b2 
O .. 02tS2797G 

CHOW TEST: 0.48 (10,1058) 

DECISION: COUNTY JAIL TIME 

R£GRESSION -4--- -~ .. -43.1~8n+ l07.93.'H94.· . 
ERRO~ 217 2645.800773 12.192630 

F RATIO 

T HJR HO:e=9 

O'.487b9 
!>.3355lt . 
1.137b3 
3.01360 
O.S8547 
9.1'1172 
5.11b50 
2.16715 
2.ttlltoS6 

-5.1U&4i 

PROS) F 

k~\;IUA~E = 0 .. l?.33 

PROt! > ITI 

O.b259 
0.00"01 
0.08260 
O.OO"b 
0.558. 
o.oooi 
0.0001 
O.0304~ 

O.OO<ltl~ 
i,).I)Ur.I 

.pROS > F 

~.as~ .0 .. 0001 

_-""C ..... O"'R.c:.E ..... E ..... C .... IL;.fu.Q_T.wO ..... TL--"'2~2;..J1L..-. __ ........;.L3 ..... 0 7.1..5A9.5..5J) __ . ___ .u~. 92.5..511.4 __ • ~ .. _. 

SOURCE OF 8 IJAl.-UE . S:rO OE..lIJ,A lION T FOR HO:S=o PROS > I T I 

_. -I1:>lTERCEPT . L_. __ , .. .4A9133330B 0.5B3360~2 8.52532 0.0001 
TSEVCON 1 0.37859402 0.09001528 4.20589 O.OOOl 
BACE I - O. I!t1.395 as O.4B.L4.0262 -1.5211o ___ 0.1291. 
~UBACK3 1 0.96486789 0.52574910 1.83522 0.0678 
.lNJAl.L. .. L ~. 4356ll.36 0.4944.632. 7 2.90339 0.OQ41 

CROW TEST: 0,27 (5,2l2) 



Table E-15 

CATEGORY: LARCENY/STOLEN PROPERTY 

DECISION: WHERE 

!)UfII UF !)WAKt:~ MEAN SQUARE F RATlO ~08 > F 
~ -~ _ .. - - - -

Rt"'Kt::~.J.h.l~ b 13.~lba.:).. 2.2.52806 
ckKuR---- ----~ "0-.:)\1 - 53·.v9oAt-.3i:l 0.123480 

is. 2 ... 4 0.00 01 

,"URkc,-lt;l1 HIT ... ~o 6b.613 .. !'i2 0.152183 RS~UARE : 0.2029 
--~--------~~~~~------~~~~----------------~~~~~~~ 

INTt:K,-t.:'" i 
fiN\. -
i>KA001(' 
R.A~I:. 
1 RPLt:A 
LJulJ.Kc. 
AGI:L 

b VALUI:. 

~ -~.O~~~o.:)~ 

~ u.O~~ .. j~L~ 
J. v.01~i:lll .. l 
..I. u.041~b~lu 
1 ~.3L'6U1~1 
~ O.le .. ~u~u~ 
1 U.1Lbl"'b~~ 

S1D Dt:VIA T WN 

0.03242315 
O.0010181!> 
0.03657703 
O. u3 50 3098 
O.C585~91b 

O.04090tHH:! 
0.04412935 

T FOR HO:S=O PROB > tTl 

-0.81418 
4.16038 
2.0HZO 
1.34933 
ti.!l089H 
3.9","119 
~.<J0392 

0.4160 
0.0001 
0.0387 
O.l1n 
0.0001 
0.0001 
0.0039 .. --.-.--------.--.--~---. ----. ---

CHOW TEST: 3,56 (7,423) 

DECISION: STATE PRISON TIME 

~UUK~t. Uf S~ OF SWAAI:~ F RATIO PAD!! > F 

Kt;:bli.t:!l.!>lu~ ::lI !I .... :.;...:7..:.u 4.3"'U O.QO 11 'lb"-- . "- ~-
I:KR UK 191."o9L.;)1 2.'51 ... 009 
~URKI.':.L.li:..u luI tH. L45.o~..I.9~.1. 3.032370 RS~U"RI: = O.Z22l -"--_---"'..:=-___ --='---=-...::...:.=..:....::....:=-_____ ..:....::.....::...:.;0...; ____ •. _ •• _______ .. __ .• __ _ 

~UUk\'1: Ut- e. VALUI: ~TO lH·VlATlllN T f-UR HO:Ii=u PRiolo > ITI .. -~.~ ....... --- -.-. 

lkTI:.Rl.cP I 1 .c .• .2") .... 1 "" ... 5 O.4.157.!91b 5.511~ .. b O.Ol,OI 
IlNL .1. U .1~ .... :1L1£.ti O.O5983~53 Z.(J3420 O.o-.!JIf. 
~t.~1J.'" 1 1.b()UoL4(.b (j. bOCrO 5Z 98 :;.00018 O.O03~ 

T"PL.I:A .l J..Ob4J....I.4..::.:) O.43517u 18 2.1ta781 0.0150 
R~(.I;; .i. ...... 9.:S'Ib ... v.; 0.36...:08336 1. 3~"'!;)b O.l.79b 
UiolT .I.1'\c.. 1 v.a ..... ~!)J~ O ... 031'HKtl 2.104!)~ O.~31k1 

CHOW TEST: 1,60 (6,70) 



Ta.b1e E-16 

CATEGORY: SALE OF CDS 

DECISION: IN/OUT 

SOURCE OF SUM OF SQUAI<ES MEAN SQUAI<E F RATIO P~C8 > t: 

REGRESSION 10 66.346134 6.8~461~ 36.471 C.OOOI 
ERROR 1256 235.371308 0.IB739E 
CORRECTED 10;;...T.:.-_l=..;2~6.;...6-,--___ 3~~.71.!~43 ________ Q._2~.9~Q~ _ .. ___________ R.SQUARE '" 0.22!5_C?_ 

SOURCE 

INTERCEPT 
DiifsTl . 
OFFSTAT 
EXACD20 
~~8~~K.~ 
RAce 
I.N .J_ A I L._ 
PROGNOS 
seX2 
AGE2 
LENPI<OS 

SOURCt:: 

OF 

1 
1 
1 

__ . ___ ._ L. __ _ 

B VALUE 

0.19~86e27 

0.06794688 
0.06107439 
0.0!565'U!65 

-0.0~2192J2 

-Oa 051 03269 
0.197]8205 

1 0.24212277 
1 0.10380145 
1 0.06725474 

.L ____ .:-0.21593240 

SlO OEVIATIC" 

0.0477639~ 

0.01811l31! 
a.03i099!'" 
0.0252791~ 

0.027:39 H c 
0.0289960': 
0.03686945 
0.03113935 
0.041"'7801 
0.03217a7~ 

0.03021936 

CHOW TEST: 0.29 (11.1245) 

DECISION; COUNTY JA~L TIME 

r FOR HO:e=O 

4.18450 
~.73e80 

1.90266 
2.31609 

-~.26999 

-1.75999 
!.36438 
7.77!545 

__ ~i-"-,. ~.O 25 7 
2.09004 

-7.14550 

F RAffo 

PRoe ::> ITI 

C.OOOl 
0.0002 
C.0573 __ 
(.0207 
0.0234 
0.0767 
0.0001 
C.OOOI 
0.0125 
C.0368 
O. OOOJ . 

fU;Gf<.t:~ ... lUN .- ---:;-- 77i.Utl6't1. 1~5.4-27728 12.2b2 0.0001 
EKROK 199 252L.4-71115 12.675734 
;--1.;-:UT:"k~"""t:"1.""1~c.""u:--"ll~tJ"'T"'---t!."'lJ'7':'+;:-----"".j"'2"''1C1''!9~.--::-tJ..,.v:7"9'"'1n:S'"'o-----TI7b-.Tl ... 774""'S"':;,"S- ---'-- ------ - - RSQUAIH;: 0.2355 

::'UURCc 

INT!::I\(.I:PI 
D111~ ll. 
RACE 
TYPEUUP!: 
Pk.(VClJLlN 
PROSTIl'lc 

Ut" 

1 

~ VALUI: 

4.!;-f3<!tJ5.jo 
O.9b5't894U 

~ ""\) • 78<;<;471 <; 
1 1.384309t!.4 
1. -1.lu935S9a 
1 -1.333b~9~7 ------- - -- - -

::.TD DeviAtiuN 

-. O.~13cili64 
0.36000237 
0.61074504 
0.33Q19185 
0.54843900 
0.59316089 

CHOW TESr: 0.53 (6,193) 

r-FOR HO:&:O 

.----.- 5.625Uii 
2.68329 

-1.28083 
4.08120 

------2.02275 
-2.24611 

PRUB> iTI 

-- - 'O~Oo or--
0.0079 
0.2011 
0.0001 
O"0441t 
0.0258 

• 



RE GRE§SIO~. ____ '! 
ERROR 500 
CORRECTED TOT 509 

INTERCEPT 
TlNC 
TYPEDOPE 
TRPLEA 

1 
1 

INJA ~ •. __ ._. __ L 
AGE2 

Table E-17 

CATEGOR~: SALE OF CDS 

DECISION: WHERE 

2~ .• 4 74 ~;J9 
7~. BfHiS37 

103.341176 

-O.010249S2 

"'EAN .SCU,.f;E 

2.9415e~ 

0.1537~4 

0.!'!O.302~ .. ___ .,. 

F RAJLQ... 

19.134. 0.0001 

T F9B HO: 6==0 ._ _ PROe :> I T I 

... _._. __ O_~8~'!L. 
0.022141(i7 
0.06372772 

O.008E393'i ~.56288 0.0107 

O.138S4ES3 
______ 0.119.J995J'i. __ 

0.226266S2 

0.022212.2L. ______ ....!..e6~.::0-=6~ ___ ._~0043 ._ 
O.054455El 2.54421 0.0113 
0.0441533': ___ ._._ _ !l..!' . .Q.9.n _ . 
O.042542c 'i 

G~!!._ .. __ _ _-1 ____ -=-0.=. • .:o2~47693~_ 0.0~~0]63 ~ 
0.03701610 
0.040986S4 

2·.(i9967 
5.31863 
3.34547 
2.89959 

C.OOOI 
C.qoo~ 

0.0039 NUMCHG 
RACE 
PIIOQNOS 

SOURCE 

REGRESSION 
ERROR 
CORRECTED 

SOU~CE 

1"..!§RC£f:PT 
WE APCON 
IN JA IL 
RACE 

TOT 

1 0.10733157 
1 
I 

OF 

3 
141 
1"4 

OF 

1 

-0.056023e5 
•• 10S78610 ---·---·O.Oi113fl,j~- -

CHOW TEST: 1.05 (10,490) 

DECISION: STATE PRISON TIME 

SUM CF SOU,.f<ES MEAN SCUAf;E 

220.576624 73.525541 
1298.830272 9.21l5Ec 

_ .. _I ~ 19. 40~.~~7 10.5514~7 --_. 
B VALUE SlD DEI/lATIC" 

3.6797 ... 387 O.435S28~E 

3.20550019 1.1805039c 
~.02533!:31 0.507Q63:!~ 

-0~56826613" -O.517!:78e~ 

CHOW TEST: 0.27 (4,137) 

T 

- !.. 36.6.8 L. 
2.84,59 

F RATIO 

7.982 

FOR HO:B=O 

8.44128 
~.71537 

3.99425 
-1.09793 

, __ ~!.2:3. 
0.0046 

PRCS :> F 

C.OOOI 

RSQUARE = 0.1452 

PROS :> 1 TI 

C.OOOl 
C.0074 
C.OOOl 
C.27·H 



Tabl,e E-l,8 

CATEGORX:, ~OSSESS~ON OF CDS 

DECISION: IN/OUT 

t SOURU Df !>lJM ~uF :, ~1lJi AR t: ~ MEAN S,QUAR!: F RAno PROB > If 
IU:'b"l:::'~lul't 12 60.;lb~!)07 5.047131 49.321 0.0001 
ERRUk .I, "t.l. 0 145.1t.13b9 0.102332 
'-OKKI:\. H:L> lut 1430 ,,-05.012950 0.143827 R~IJUARc = .!l.~~_'!~ ---.~------.-~ . .-
£OUIU .. ~ Uj- b _~ __ T _ ~~ ____ • VAL\J~ !) T () lli:VIATION T FUR HO:B=u PRO~ > ITt 
rfen:t\.l.t.f'r l. u .1 .... .:) 1.l.254 O.O214402~ 5.27572 v.QOul-
rWN - I \J.v128::.4C13 O.UO"t1l334 3.12!H5 O.OOlb 
TIN'- 1 O.Olu!:>dD7'1 O.OOiiOlo.3lJ 1.32064- 0.1868 
OH;)iAI 1 u • U!> 5"tvtH) I u:; u~ZJ 5'5"'2 E - -Z;41if52' - -U.1JI33 
"'UVc~ 1 O.O':;o1b13b 0.01831619 3.Ut>bl.l 0.0022 
T~PU:A 1 u .100095.:;.:. O. (130 113b4 4.91.37L 0.0001 
bJ.\oIJ~IJLJY J. u.0507o~d5 0.02280124- 2.48913 0.0129 
EI1PLO'( 

._--_.- -----. --- --lie 043v'iS.>"4 - 0: 0192051 '1 2..24394 (f.02~O J. 
RAC!: 1 -0.0Lo9'tOub 0.018&1620 -1.44713 0.141;1 
IItJAlL J. 0 • .:12!>oolu - U. u309l01)() --------rs; 815 84 a.oOOI 
PRO\oNO~ 1 o .19-.15ci,;'5 0.0283b695 6.86;)08 0.0001 
Lt:NPKl.l!:> 1 -0 • .ll!:l£81~" O~019191b9 -6.(..0499 0.0001 
NUHCHb 1 0.0:; 77 l:!!:io2 0.01760017 3.28324 0.0011 ----~--.-- --- ------ - ---- --- -~ - -. 

CHOW TEST: 0,89 (13,l,405} 

DEC~S~ON: COUNT1 JA~L TlME 

SUURCE Of Su ... OF SQUARES MEAN SQUARf F RATIO PROB > F - ---+--
Rt::.bRI:!:>!:>I~ '+ J90."t~OOb!:> 97.601516 7.946 0.0001 
ERRUR - 119 14bla7034tl3 12 .. 283n7 
CCKRECTI:D Tur 1.2;' ld52.J.93:>"tti b.058lt8't RSQUARE = 0.2108 . - ._-, . ~ ... -
!) DUKe t: LJt- tl IIALuE: !:>ro DEVIATiON T rGR HO:B=(; PROb > , TI 

INTI:RI.I:.PT 1 4.85~U51:.i"'o O.63e24313 1.60378 0.0001 
'l'ft:A~K!:S 1 5.1.11<J4&51 1.37385736 ,j.15Sl5 0.0003 
TYf't:OUI'~ 1 1.09391121 0.36911093 2.95835 0.0037 
MUVES i --T;~2~4::'ij O.68920z;.n 1.79809 0.0741 
RAC.E: J. -0.88531642 0.70713990 -1.Z50n 0.2134 

CHOW TEST; 1,24 (5,114) 



Table E->l9 

CATEGOR~: ~OSSEss~ON or CDS 

DECISlON: WHERE 

SOURCE 01- !,U14 UF SI,IUARl::S "'EAN SQUARE F RATlO PROB > F 

RI:l>KI:~::.IU'" -, 9 .... 9U!>IH 1.355186 9.173 0.0001 
t:I(KOR ~4U 35.4"13lu<} 0 .. 14 n05 
CURKtC Tl::u raJ L4'/ 44.903711.J 0.182u39 RSQUARE = 0.2111 .---",-_ ... 
SUut<.Ct:: OF tl "VALUe ::'TD DE:VIA nON T FOR HO:B=O PROB > I TI 

INTE:Rl..t.PT 1 0 .. Ol't!> 54l.!> 0.05519054 0.26311 0.7922 
TTRt 1 0.01987061 0.01063684 1.86809 0.0630 
Of+!>l Al :1 0.lb2lJB769 0.05095<;32 3.18073 0.0017 
kAl..l:: I =0 .04295191 -u.055Zb625 '._- D. "'01 0 .. 4319 
EMPLOY 1 0.10734493 0.0542't824 1.97877 0.0490 
TRP"(l:A i 0.114070"08 0.07060532 2.46548 0.0144 
NUMCHG 1 O.1l.Bo19l 0.05031391 2.25309 0.0252 
~--- --.~.--- 1 0.2626755'1 0.05659398 4.64494 0.0001 

CHOW TEST: 0,97 (8,232) 

DEClSlON; STATE ~RlSON TlME 

!)UUk.(.l UF !)UM OF ::'l.IlJAh.i:~ MI:AN SIJUARt F RATIU PRUB > F -- -------_ .. ' 
fU::l>Kc::. ... d.UN .. lb.~o103o 1':1.041 4 04 1.1~7 u.1426 
I: AALlk 

=-=-
bo1.1o!>o'Y1 It).':I=ui:S? 

(.URkl::l..ll::u ruT ::>" o 7~. i .;kl~':).:.\ i 1 • .:.20',J4 f..~IJUARE: = 0.11 !>o 
"---'-- - .' .' 

:'UUK(. c:. lit- b "VALue STU 11"" lAT ILlN I-I.>R ti(;:b=() PRUb > ITI 

ItHI:Kl..t:. .... .I. L..OdL..::OO .... v.i·S.t.t>7J3 ... j ... 31<,l.:) C.OO37 

I fNl. .I. u.1 'JI':''1'1bYc> O.1!:l':l&6<t1'1 1.213!:l.l. O.2.'3ul 
~ACI:: 1 -V. !l'itl!)/j4L'o 1.1'3~'+lt!:>1 -v.!l33v3 0.5962 
P KO",I.lI $ 1 u.94U't.L24 u.n042292 1.c34u2 (f'."lOS7 

WUTll"lt: 1 1.!:l.lY.,Hl!..<t<t 1. L889-t~j9 1.39!>:!.1 O.lotlo 

CHOW TEST: 0,74 (5.50) 



SOIlB. E .. ___ _ 

REGRE.SSl.ON 
ERROR 
CORRECt.ED T CT 

Table E-20 

CATEGORY: GAMBLING 

DECISION: IN/OUT 

- --DE. - .. S!J1L..oF _.5 QU AR £S 1-1EAN SQuARE 

6 
52' ... 
530 

25.628888 
106.544370 
132.173258 

4.271481 
0.203329 
0.249384 

F R.ATILI 

21.008 

... S ..... O .... U.o.R .... C.L;.E _____ -'O.u::E _ .. ____ -B .'iALU E S.ID. _DE V lA T LON... T .FOR HO: B=Q. 

~NTER.G£PT 
GAM BR EC4 
l'I.lllG .. _ 
RACE 
ORGCR 
LENPROS 
KUMCSiG 

S!JURCc 

.R cloRE: !'oS 1l.lN 
ERROR 
C1J RRi:..C ll::JJ .1.0 T 

S!;,H.,!~!;I; 

...l.N.Tj;jU.~ T . 
GM1BRI:c.. ... 
.U:'13 .. 
HlTlb 
BaC.i;; 
PKOl.tIIU~ 
AbU 
~c)f.2 

NU.I1C.I1l> 

1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

DE 

8 
214 
2.22 

0.44175448 
0.11643785 

_-0.25726336 
-0.00070357 

0.09945009 
·'0.44414365 

0.11482671 

0.04312461 10.38281 
0.02885851 4.03473 
0.06240922 -4.12220 
0.04124469 -0.01706 

__ .Q~04QJ_4~(JL_. ___ ._.-L.!t 7722. 
0.05508796 -8.06244 
0.03~84102 2.88212 

CHOW TEST: 1.13 (7,517) 

DECISION: COUNTY JAIL TIME 

SUH UF ~!,/UAIU;~ ... MEAN SI.IUARE F RAIlO. 

'tb3.3!l25't2 57.919068 12.946 
957.4lJU!l21 4.473e36 
~ .. 20."533b3 6.399190 

Q~- --.t> . ...Y AL Vt STD j)EVIATIO~1 T HJR HO:B=O 

.l 1. •. 96U£Ob39 0.48794960 4.01723 
1 1.359699t.3 0.2132Q895 b.37462 
~ 0.5306U53 .. 0.29293981:1 1.81131 
1 -1.164!lb'll~b 0.63528253 -1.83315 

. -1-__ --=.lla.!t.9ll'l.2.!t'1 ._ 0.30648799 -1 .. 6.052.l 
J. 1.926 .. '1,7 19 0.77398337 2.48900 
1 -0. 192.!J'iZ't<J 0.30237118 -2.62125 
1 U .95L3131'1 0.40817100 2.32970 
1 U.911l!'I'JI03 0.2920';l3't5 3.35027 

CHOW TEST: 1,02 (9,205) 

PROB >.£ .. _ 

0.0001 

RSI,lUARE = 0.1939 

PM.B_ > III 
0.0001 
0.0001 
0.0001 
0.9864 

._ .. _____ Q. 0 136 

RSQUARE 

0.0001 
0.0041 

PR.08 > F . 

0.0001 

= 0.3261 

PROB > I TI 

0.0001 
0.0001 
0.0715 
0.0682 

. O • .l098 
0.0130 
0.0094 
0.020U 
0.0010 



Tabl,e &-.21 

CATEGORY: GAMBLIMG 

DECISION: WHERE 

~uuRC.c L>t ~~~Kf;::' . J1EA.N SQ.UARf; ... f RAJ'..lO . .PRQI1 > E 

llbR~~.lUN b lU.Ocdlt46 1.6772.41 13.1b4 0.0001. 
~KRUR ~10 33 .03£001 0.121tl57 

J....ClRR.E..l.] 1;:0 .TOl Lt1L 43.096U.'::' 0.154951 RSQUARE = 0.1.303 

~UUR!;I:: Ill- tLVAI..!.!I::_ .• __ . __ ,s.liLDEVJA Dull! .T .fOR._t10H~=O PROS ~ III 

..lltlf.R.t:..I:.PJ. 1. -o.1320dtlLO 0.05517280 -2.39408 0..0113 
GAMbRE:C4 1 1,).1U01,::015 0.C3005660 3.55084 0.0005 
If:V3 ~ .. L .. U.17 J..!> 02. II 0.0392'+017 4.37052. 0.0001 
RA'-E i 0.1591'::'915 0.04519204 3.52140 0.0005 
U~!.Z~B. .L ---'L..05 5 0:;'18:3 Q.04..It.01364 . .1...24909 Q.2121_ 
INJAlL 1. o .,~OO1.0290 0.11000721 2.72803 0.0068 

.AGB... ..... ___ ~ .-0 .1~(jb.2174 0.04512989 -3.33152 0.0010 

CHOW TEST: 0.77 (7,269) 

DEC~SION: STATE ~R~SON TIME 

SQURCt. VI"- SUM UE S.w.AKf;!! MEAI'l SQUAR\; F RA.UO. __ _ .. eROJi,:LE.._ 

ttl;g.R.I:.~..lUN 4 5.v253~'+ 1.2!:ib348 1.9!:19 0.1159 
EI{k.UR 4th 30.1059,,7 O.b41313 
G.l.J~Rf:.J ... T~lLI uI !).! 35.()1l3l1 0.&88619 RSQUARE = O.711t03 

~tlUB('1:: vI- • ,. __ b_.·(AI..~i;_ SJU DEVIATION T FOR HO:S:O PROS > lTl 

.I.l'iltAW::.PT 1. 1. 33b)44.:i!l 0.3848343e 3.433b2 0.0012 
T S lI'l(. UN 1 v.23126516 0.0952444!> 2.'+9112 0.0162 
J..J;.tl. . 1.. (J .1'tvlt).i:.'1.3 0.18839831 1.0094'1 0.3118 
kALf: 1 U.40515bll 0.29902267 1.55759 0.1259 
l~.tA~L J. ....u ... 49 ~ l.1ll11 0.36762714 1.34.,1.8Q O.lSbO 

CHo\~ TEST: 0,01 (4,45) 



Table E-22 

CATEGORY: FRAUD 

DECISION: IN/OUT 

SUURc.e OF SUM OF SQUARES MEAN SQLARE F RATIO PROS > F 

R-efoRE SS ICN 10 31.711942 3.111194 32.240 0.0001 
EflROR 1049 103.378058 0.0<;8549 
CDRRH..llD. mI. __ .105.9. .. ..135. 15.110 0 0 _0. 127b2Q . RSQUARE_ =.O,2.~5.1 . 
SOURCE OF 6 VALUE STD DEVIATlGN T FOR HO:B=O PROS> HI 

iN T .ERC.E P T 1 0.11402584 O.Olf58890 6.13408 0.0001 
FHlST5 1 0.04608222 0.01314645 3.50530 0.,0005 
AeII - .. _ ... -._. ._. 1 ___ .. __ . -::.a....a.!t.3.965.8.4. 0 .• Q2.141453 -. -2.04135 O .. O!t.o.9 .•. _ 
NEG5 1 0.05052629 0.0231<;362 2.11846 0.0296 
RACE 1 -0.00393910 0.02.0<;S189 -0018762 0.6512 
l~JAIL 1 0.26130250 0.05541711 4.71010 0.0001 
OCI1J!E 1 D .. 2279lb51 0 .. 0769<;345 2..96021 0 ... 0031 
~06AIl 1 0.24235639 0.08107092 2.78344 0.0055 
eRCGND.S... __ _ 1-. 0.197.5.3891 0.040<;5101 4.82308 .0..00.0.1. 
SEX2 1 -0.03581954 0.02271656 -1.51528 0.1155 
LENPROS 1 -0 ... D9983413 0.01961069 -5.03941 0.0001 

CHOW TEST: 0,57 (11,1038) 

DEClSlON: COUNTY JAIL TIME 

I 

S{)URCE OF· s.UH WF SQUARES ME AN SQUARE FRAT 10 PROS> F 

~GRESSION .6 ~40.386416 90.064403 11.17'1 0.0001 
ERROR 94 751.474<;70 6.058244 

. C.GRREG.IEQ._lOJ 100 ... _ .. 1297 ... 86.1.386 12. <;7601 i t RSQUARE = 0.4164 

SOURCE OF a VALUE HO DEli lAllLN T FuR Ho:e=o PRUB > IT I 

UHEReEPT 1 3.41912580 0.66046902 5.26166 0.000 1 
Off STAT 1 1.17819320 0.17478385 2.29508 0.0240 
JlB.AJlil.lL _. J_ __ " ___ .L..111't1.8S 1 0 .• .14 72.1090 2.31715 0.0221 
wELF i -1.84126918 0.61329323 -2.73412 0.0075 
FR20 1 2.59685789 0.6714<;412 2.97978 0.0037 

"UMOFF 1 1.91685139 0.11064003 2.69136 0.0083 
RACE 1 0.58015513 0.61861563 0.93680 0.3502 

CHOW TEST: 0,97 (7,87) 



SOURCE 

REGRESSION 
ERROR 
CCRRECTED .I.eT 

SOURCE 

l..lUEACEU 
T SEVCCN 
E.Mf.l.O.l 
FUBCOUNS 
UJ.AU. 
PROGNOS 
SEll 
AGE2 

OF SUM 

8 
149 
151.. 

OF 

1 
1 

'table E-23 

CATEGOlW : FR,AUD 

DEC1;Sl:ON: WHERE 

OF SQUARES MEAN SQUARE 

8.286986 1.035873 
18.959849 0.127247 
27.24.6835 0.173541 

S VALUE S TD OEV lATlL.N 

0.19241341 0.08395772 
0.01913644 0.0 H81228 

.~ __ -.O..o.lll5.8Jt62 .. 0.06516204 
1 -0.21914173 0.06844161 
1 0.15751486 0.076'1<;547 
1 0.13629380 0.07452534 
~- 0.13885881 0.06767932. 
1 0.08526153 0.05£57656 

UC£._. _____ . _ .. _L __ - 0.01063203_. 0.06.333998 

CHOW TEST: 0,68 (9,140) 

DEC~S~ONl STATE PRISON T~ME 

aOORt;.E -Of. SU/t4 OF SQUARES MEAN Sl./lJARE 

~GRESSlON 5 20.202158 4.040432 
ERROR 30 93.020064 3.100669 
kCRREClEO I.eJ. .35 113.222222 3.234921 

SOURCE OF S VALUE S Ti) OEVIATll"N 

INTERCEPT 1 2.23142096 0.65203072 
KACE 1 -0.00300213 0.59t;So71.3 
~CJU2 .1 __ . ._.0 .. 49972374 0.80H4!l5o 
DOT IME: 1 1.19504982 0.74725101 
I\CGGPI'.Cl 1 0042298661 0.78 aG733 
NUMCHG 1 0.478't9210 0.64131951 

CHOW TEST: 0.32 (6,24) 

FRAT 10 PR,()8 > F 

8.141 0.0001 

RSQUARE = 0.3041 

T FOR HO:S=O PROS> IT! 

2.29250 , 0.0233 
1.62005 0.1073 
1.14311 .. , O.083.!t._ . 

-4.08139 0.0001 
2.05914 O.OHl 
1.82882 0.,0694 
2.05172 o .O!t.l9.. 
1.45566 0.1416 

-0.ll.1litL . __ . . .Jl • .a6.ft9_ 

F RAllO PReS> F 

1.303 0.2890 

RSQUARE = 0.H84 

T F-JR HQ:B=O PROS > I T I 

3.42226 0.0018 
-0.00510 0.9960 

0.62346 0.5317 
1.59926 0.1202 
0.54083 0.5926 
0.74611 0.4614 



l'able E-24 

CATEGORY: FORGERY 

DECISION: IN/OUT 

Kd:i"I:~~.iUI'" 
t:kKUiI. 
CLKRt:Clt:.u III 1 

lo •• '" 11:1;;'0 
01.!l117.,; ... 
U 1. 0-..3!> 'fU 

lNT~k~~PI 1 ~.1";o¥b1~~ 

F"l~l... 1 u.l~~7j~oL 
A~T 1 u.l,'l~lUd 
E"P~U~ 1 -u.uo,99',~ 
fl.AC.i:"--"---'----.l-·--·--=u;O-:iZb6l'ib.·· 
P~bNU~ 1 U.l&8~U~U~ 
Lt:Ni'RO~, l: -v.l.ui .. 'l!>;.':' 
l~JAIL 1 u.29S96b15 

3.72 ... 551 
(J o1b1183 
O.22!>30~ 

!l.10 uE:VUllDN 

O.U5232386 
O.lJ'lt9"t::Juo 
0.04001'+79 
0.04 ... 22597 
o ~ OH.37 279 . 
0.()S0611203 
0.042221')1 
O.U51170l;:: 

CHOW TEST: 0,27 (8,374) 

DECIS:I:ON: COUN'l.'YJA:I:L TIME 

Uf 

~Lb~t:~~l~h ~ ~b~.~!>b!>bl 
~RkLi;;. .. - . - ... .i ::;)..1..u:>:''1.1'" 

~~R~~_l. (~':' _L~"'--_. __ "'!_._., ... _ .slth~l.,!>~\o. 

lhldH .. d" 
1 ",UN 
RilLe:. 
't:~:~Ur>--'o O' 

f'1-.I. vC.uuN 

b IIALul:. 

1 1.bu71!>" ... 
1 u.'S~l'~o' 
1 -l.319~U5!>¥ 
1 ·_-_.0 ·~.~;)-"liJb:"-~-
1 3.4~'bv50~ 

I'I!::AN ~(WARE 

91.j14145 
lJ..085U21 
111.64"'941 

~TO [lEI/IATION 

1.'+20IH2f>'i 
O.!b5~5!>27 

J.OTf5b:!>.l 
l..).02(S·H~ 

1.4(,9(, B6¥ 

CHOW TEST: 0.05 (5,38) 

T 

F U T W PlWe > ,. 

l~ • .lOtl 0.0001 

2.017b8 
.... 1193tt 
2.52bOt> 

-1.'t24~3 
·-~.18994t 

3.72&92 
-2 .. At03U5 

!>.llb31 

F ~ATlO 

7.o1S3 

fuR HG:tl=Q 

5.495l7 
1.!>268b 

-1.[1999 
-tt.Cl221J8 

,.4£¥Ol 

RSQUARE ::. 0.l915 • 

0 .. Ot..92 
0.0001 
0.0119 
0.1552 
0.4301 
0.0 ... 02 
0.0101 
0.0001 

.. ItOB > F 

0.0001 

RSt.lU"RE "- a.ttl~b 

PKUb > ITI 

O.OUOl 
O.U3b 
u.2074 
C.OV02 
O.Ol.Ytt 



Ta.ble E~5 

CA,TEGOr.;Y; ;FORGERY 

DECISIQN; WHERE 

SOURCE: OF SUM OF SUUARf:S IIIEAN SQUARE 

R~bRESSIUN ~ 1.9&!)&02 
'- ERROr( -------TI1--

9.828008 
18.!>~2tl94'-' 

28.360902 
. 0 .r45928--~'· 

CORRECTf:U rUT 132 0.214855 

SOUKCI: Of b VALli!: STD DEVIATION •• ___ • ____ ,'4 ____ • 

IHTfRCt:PT 1 -0.00434111 0.06000919 
TINe I ----O-;031HO 3 e 1 - ---.. - 0.01345805----
HYMeNi, 1 O .. 101'U3~ 0.07720478 

- AIitE:2 1 0.36380852 0.01483307 
• DOTIMi: 1 0.19777754 0.07995201 
~:~R~t; -----1,--- -O.OQ.:la19 . -- --- O;ob~3n"- . 

CHOW TEST: 0.77 (6,121) 

DEC~S~ON; STATE PR~SON TIME 

, ..... SOURCi: Of- SUPl OF SuuAltES "EAN SQUARf: 

kt.wR~~~lUfll 3, ::u ... on.. .. , 1l.134t-082 
-.-~--

i:AAUk 30 l5g.lY17~5 -A.-~i72 i6-0~'-

~IJRRE:"'l':u 1111 ~¥ lS3 •• ~uCi~u ~.70769L. 

S(JUt\(;.c: Of b Y ~.L,,\t: .!iTO .0J:ViA nON 

uaUiU.cPl .i .;, __ !tti u.l5 i5 O.740~2370 

RA(.a:: 1. -~. 61.5'1 1.5 7b -'--O;728i3~~f . 
Ti":;' l. U.l'!lbb"'l)o/tcHl 0.10813303 

~.: Ut'hTAl .l L.loo~~7'lG 0.t>U63C1.l4&l 

CHOW TEST: 0.18 (4,32) 

F RATIO ~08 ) F 

RSQUARE • 0.3465 

T FOR 1-10:8=0 PROS > I TI ..-- .------- ... -. - ,-_.-._- .•. 

-0.07234 O.lit4Zlt-
.. - "2-; 1J751f9 - . -~rlt7~· 

1.31095 0.1922 
-i-.8616'O O.croOI 
2 ... 1?J10 0.01';7 

-~-; rilll"9'- --'--o~9150 

F RA n.lL __ . __ .. PROS >-L....,. 
2.0&9 __ .. _ _ o..! 00.22_ 

RSQUARi:: = O.18.!!.-

T FOR ttO:6=O -PROb .. > IT.t ._ 

4.27130 Q.O~Ol 

-0. 84t-!J8S 0.1t032 
1 .. tl1855 0.0173 
1~6y(U.o 0.41'181 



SOUkCE:: 

Rt:GKt:.$ 5J. uN 
E:RRUk 
C~K~\-H:u TuT 

·!»(JUI<.L t: 

Uti c:R\.-cP i 
TlNI.. 
E .<AC~-- -- -- --_. 

RACt: 
U'-IA,[L 

lH" 

1 
1 
!. 
l. 
1 

""""'------

C,A,TEGOR1;. LEWPNESS 

:n:CIarou' Itl/OU',;.' 

12.,?::io7(1't­
::>0. 57t1lo0 
't-.;).l.t !lO"t"t 

lj.WoJ..o7o·~ 
O.O~31i!:>h3 
U.1.j'1otl~,,:,<1 
O.Ol':WU1.1'" 

-

-;J .LU5IL3·;~S _. 

1.~o/l)9tl 
0.140914 
0.191b2Z 

li.06J.143't-v 
o. 0 l!~8132.1 
li.051i't-1ov 
O .. C5P7bb4 
b.069:;7496 

1l.121 0.0001 

PRUb>T'f1 

.... l\. ... d3bO:: O.1167 
1.1571~ 0.0803 

...... - --- "t~ 12.505-' 0.0069' 
0.32898 0.7425 

PIWGNOS 1 O.'o ... 'Jj .... ~l:'! 0.08198872 
Nuh Jl U .1(11 .... v301. u.u549S7l'! 

2. 956~bO~003-5 
3.23135 0.0014 

Lrr~~------~-----~-'~~~~-----~~~~~~-----~3~.~3~O~On8~L"-------~O~.700~1'1~- --
AbE, 1 -0 .1£98 .... ~5>.z O.05329b38 -2.436~4 0.0150 

'" IiiIIPtU'~ .1 "---.. -w-;1: ... ~~its u .u!)jolti.iit "';;Z .73~!)!:J "'Q~iIu"" 

CHOW TEST; 0,48 (9,208) 

PECISION; COUNT1 ~,A,!L TIME 

.- ... _---

Kt:G~t~~luN ~ 
t: kK. UiII. 1 ( 
CUKRt~C~';1~t:-u~T~U~1~--~2~v 

. J. NT c:1<.\-c:~ i 
St:XS'IAb2 
.~A(.i::- -
llWAlL 

111.H't-/9;, 
1 .... 5.lb 1'::>bO 

b VALUe 

0 .... 1::>400 L .. 

3. 4::»7 ~lJ.C'1 
':'i.6~ ... 3iJbJ..!> 

L.oli>LW4b 

f- RAllu 'AU. '> F 

~ .. ~~tQb5""---- _ .. - - 4.551-·-- .... -·-v;;m5T 
8.516662 

. D. 14'761'1 RSi,iUARt: = 0.4454 

. r ."J. 24B7U'91i .-
1 • ..)296301'1 
1.42~1:: b9b 
1.3b544919 

FUf{ hLJ:b=O 

-4.gS159 
~. 000 19 

-1.Hlb20 
1.b8841 

PtWB > I 't I 

. -O~'UOOI 
O.u187 
0.2511 
(.1.0702 

CHOW TEST: 0.96 (4,13) 



Ta.ble E-27 

CATEGORY: LEWDNESS 

DECISION: WHERE 

SlAt'doOr. ur ~..". LJF S.,UA .... t:~ MEAN SQUARE 
-- ---

RI::I.loI\.c.;:'~J..Uj" ... 1.:lI;l'i793 u.3S'1'1"'B 
. EKKUIl 53 o.v ... 30::;!:) 0.114031 
",UkKl:l.tt:LJ C ... , 51 1.()I_~':>~b u.133394 

':'UUKI.c: Ol- D VALUl:: !)TLJ Dl::VIATIDN T 
--------- - -------

IN1 I:ti.l.c.~ , 1 U.142~bO.,'1 O.O907312~ 

TCUn 1 u.uI.7:. .... l.::.L 0.0149 ... 407 
AGI;, i 0.L.:>::;::;',:>::> 1<; 0.10002:;,65 
flK(J:;' 1 -U.220!)~tiLo li.llu71:l949 
RA4.-t: l. -v.ll J.:It.Ol1 0.09622568 

, --- .... 

CHOW TEST: 1,90 (5,48) 

DEC!SION: STATE P~ISON TIME 

SOUKL!:: 

Kl:bkc~~luN 3.0S2Ld3 
I:KkuK ----------------------~~~--~~--------2~.~LL2,2·-----

... lL • .c:vo.:U., 

.;5 t..ooouo7 
CUkKI:Lit:u lUT 2.6Yb429 I H).a l!:>UlJU 

.>I::)(~·a A;;.;. 

RACt. 

!JI-

i 
.1. 
.I. 

J.. 

1. 

---.----- . __ . -.-

b IJ ... LUt. 

~.UUUll ... uu", 
C. .3~.:>3~;Bj. 
1.3..13.j3.J33 
..::.vvuGuuuu ~-~-
1.oboo~ou1 

~Tu lH:VIAlILlN 

t.:.~t;1968~ ... 
T .<:; 4B;:"l:ib uu 
1.L~4021U''' 
..:.-;-[0ifu'i 51 ... 
)'.2~ ... oZl()':i 

t- ftATIO PitOS > f 
---------

3.420 0.0141 

R'swU.MU:: ;; 0.2051 ----------- ---

t'Uk tiO:b=U ~KUI;) > In 
-- --- -------- -

1. So'l25 0.1225 
i.b42'17 0;0 09 

-

2.35475 0.U223 
-1.'IOo'J1 a.cbia 
-1.18 ... 98 a.Utioa 

-------

f R .. TllJ PI{Ub "> F 

1.313 v.4136 

1.l.oJ.""u 
O.J.HOb 
1.00[1"t 

-0 • ..,..../J1>!:l 
1. • 3L.u 42. 

PRUb > I TI 

u.3293 
u.bl:>G 
(;.3059 
0 ..... 120 
0.2701 



Table E-28 

CATEGOR.Y; ESCAPE 

DECISION: IN/OUT 

SUURCt. F- RATIO '''0& > F • 

R d.Rt:~:>ll.Joi _____ :;l __ , _______ ~'!"''!tJ(jo'l 1.859218 
.:1.181789 
0.239632 

10.221! Q.0001 
~RRuK l~ 25.~5~~0 
C.u/UU=l:.li;u un l4!» 3 ... 7-.o~7!) _______ ~~S~UARE = 0.2015 

_____ -=o::.::~ ________ DJALUI: T FOR HUI8-=O 

UlTt:Rl.t.Pl 
cl'\Pl.uf 
lNolAlL. 
Lt:N"RU~ 
$UZ 
-aU 

1 
1 
1 

l>.!!_A2_1S'I~3_~_ _ ___ 0.16814169 ____ ___ 0.16441 
(;.14306143---0.09213469 -, 1.55925 
u.l3Z~~3' O.082803~0 2.H12Q3 

-U.~bbuUll~ 0.08222046 -'.41579 
g.~J28g 0.1 • .,...21 ~.U6"2 
-o.~,~ 0.OTZ.4Z~ .... l~Jl 

CHOW TEST: 0.22 (6,134) 

DECISION: COUNTY ~AIL TIME 

$QIIM.;::t: _______ =D..:.f_ F "ATIO 

R;;;&ktS~l~. _ •. _ 
t:.RRUk 
(,.uRRe'Ti:o lu1 

SWRl:.t. _.- - ' 

INH:k~t.P_l ___ ' 
Wnl;N 
"HZ 

_~ ____ . ___ 89 .. 1uJl! 9 
l~ 7l.v9bH~1 
19 ~ol.£OO~yV 

uf-_____ b VALiH: 

1 1. 7b4~9'./I2: 1 
J.. 1.06:>..uO.j~ 

1 -tJ .20~611L 

1.,..850520 
5.~5914 
B .48At211 

!a TO DE V II. Tl ON. 

2.076 

T foUR HOIB=O 

1.202.5), 
o. 737~5 

-0.17573 

O.~59 
0-.1212, 
0.0056 

"'os > F 

RSQUARE_--,,=, .O.5~~'!.. •. 

PRUb > ITI 

R AC.t: L l.9bU~"".:)3 

1.483"(.bL 
1 ........ At5051S 
1.11217951 
i.~42:9Gn2. 
O.b95C.,.O .. 7 
1.2.4171194 
1.21't013.5 

,------ i;4t7Itb 7----

0.250& 
0.4739 
O.ub3Z 
0.1& ... 1--

TSll'tCUN 1 
PkOGIIU:> 1 

' ..... L 1-

u.t17241buJ/J 
l.84!)571c.l 
1 •• ~J957 

CHOW TEST: 0.72 (7,6) 

1.Z5325 
1 • .,... .. 32 
1.~O". 

O .. 2JZ2. 
O.~lQ 

g.l~" 



Table E-29 

CATEGORY: ESCAPE 

DECISION: WHERE 

Of SUI'I Of ~~UARI:~ 

j 1l.',n9.,O .. 
~!> 2.-"1u15 
!)b 1.4.406",tiO 

uf b V~Luk: 

lHl~R~I:PI 1 -O.3b~529b 
fk(lt'\ ----·l---~···- - ~O'~b17~011~-' 

MEAN, SQUARE 

3.993235 
--0':-044129 

0.248393 

!) T!L. Df'VJA TI0,. 

O.Ob1143Bl 
-'O~04315206' 

_A.-f.:2 1. 0 .(J92~3ti.;)9 0.Ob732184 
~~ .. U.04.l.it05 .. 7 0.05779 .... 31 

CROW TEST: 0.11 (4,51) 

DEC~S~ON; STATE ~RtSON TtME 

- .~W~~t: Uf- SUfl Uf- ~IoIUAlU:~ . __ ~._'-'EAN ~9UI.RI: 

Ihltkt~!> 1."~ 2 ..... 12.~31 2.230269 
t~RUk 33 2s:5i.14b3 ll. 'ri3559 
&'LRRl:L h.U iul ~!:> 30.011UUUO 0.851143 

.<au.)RU: lit- ___ ll_Vl'Lli.t:_ . ~TD DEVIATlON 

U,TtJU.It.P r 1. -....---_ .. ,..-. .1.l'lU944£" 0.22112312 
.td:~ f v.7u.l.oJ060 O.30452.G41 
.AGk: 1 v..Q~b>~:a 0.33002141 

CHOW TEST: 0,00 (3,30) 

F ~"'~TlO_." .. ___ ~Ob ?_F .1 
I 

90.:~~1 0.0001 .r 

T. fOR "O~b=O 

-5.~195 
14.-11379 

h311bO 

F RATIO 

2.891 

T FOR H():B=O 

5.83926 
2.30471 
0.0501. 

RSQUARE a 08e31~ 

P~QIl > tTl 

__ 0.0001. 
O.auOl 
0.1158 

PROb > f 

0.0697 

RSIolUARE a:: 1).1491 

PR[J6 > \11 

0.0001 
0.0270 
0."03 



~ t: ,"1\ t: ~_ ~ . .1. Ul'ii 
i::kROk 
(.Ut("I:L.ll:u iUl 

Table E-30 

CATEGORY: LOW VOLUME OFFENSES 

DECJ;SJ;OH: :U/0U'l' 

!.ul.~9:>7U;:, 

-t>L9.317l.!lU 
13l..y731!l .... 

9.32081:12 
0 ... 73572 
G.546Z4'J 

~TD DEVlA nON 

F RATIO 

T ffiR HO:8=0 

l .. ltiU.t:P 1 J. U .2t>30Vio 1 O.0418lS·49 0,,28927 
t:,",PLi::If--- - -·--1-- ... lub.l-..o .. S 0.040(.;858,+ 2. b .. 7 I:! 3 
RACt t -v.U:>~c~9:>7 O.041~a221 -1.41021 
1 ih~ -------::;l=------:U7.:..,U:';-~"'"I.J-.. .:..,=:-b:--:;-u-:-.... ----G • .::, 11is .. 33 - .----_. -2. b91 ,b ---

1I<.PLk:A J. O.UlblOo,+.l O.05bB446<J 3.27398 
1~AIL 1 U.l9~3~7u8 O.05b17~91 3.3Z"b4 
Pj(U~u.? ___ .. l u.2~uJ.17b2 0.05479892 4.20041 
Lt:Ntoku::' ---. =.. -\;.191t.3Si5 0 .. 04242990 ~.b5192 
N~~Hb 1 v.lulL71~,+ O.C39ti5341 £.t>91bb 
II. ilJ;) X .1. U.b't.;io9 .. ·U O.ll~824&1 3.838u3 
It:t:'''~ i u.oO\)l~j.<j '0.lb493550 3.6381 .. 
~.1l.UAiA.ly ---=-1 -. ---·u~~~a20:» ... ~- ---- O.Ob~IObib 5.u:l730 

CHOW TEST: 3.14 Cl2,1317) 

DECJ;SlON; coW JA;r:L TIl1E 

F RAllO 

Kt.,"I\t:~~11JH ____ ~ ___b.05 • .l01b.i.1 lOO.tlt>7930 9.933 
t:RRUR l~o 1,84.1'4~~t> lO.154~35 

LURkk::CH:1J 1 UT _--".l.::.:b::.:"-=--___ =2.:.1.=.b.:.'l.;:;.=3.::o.=1:.;:9.:::b;.:"'--____ 1::.;.$=-:;. ~h58 0 

~UUK1.k: ----- ut.. _______ .. Il YALl!.t: STD UE:VIAT10"; T t-UR 110:B:c.Q 

1l'iTtoIU.LP I 1 3 .b9u'" J."jj,b O.4264582,u t:l.65365 
ukAuul", .L ;: ... 91313:'0 0.80929744- 3.Q8!lH5 
l,.. .. AlL .1. 1.71~.jb~,u O.b482392!;) l.b50b .. 
PKObNO~ 1 J. • -.Q3u.,(o I 'i 0.!>4933!)25 2.5540~~----

,,"'I: 1. U .lo5o,l~ZO 0.bl387Zl4 O.30Zb9 
bt:.~ l. 1.800":'0..:.1 0.52.62391& 2.35031 
TV f't:lJut>f: ..1 2.7!>b132ot> 0.702071:11t> 3.9.lb53 ---'---

CHOW TEST: 1,11 (7,149) 

PROS> ITl 

O.OuOI 
0.01.182 
0.1557 
iJ .c .... '11 
o.oun 
0.0009 
0.0001 
\).0001 
0.0072 
o.o~oi . 
0.01.103 
0.0001 

PROS> F 

O.Ol-Ol 

PRUb > I TI 

0.0001 
0.0\;2 ... 
O.OOB9 
O.Ol1b 
0.7625 
0.0,00 
O .. OuOl 



H."bkt:~!?J.UN_ ~~_-2... 
E:t\ll.~ ::Stl9 
~URRE~l~~ Tul 39b 

Table E-3l 

CATEGORY: LOW VOLUME OFFENSES 

2~~.?l.,::>Ob1 
btl.l!>5b.10 
90.L"n.lb iJ __ 

MEA.I!_ SQUARE: 

2.390503 
0.170750 
0.226811 

~UURLt: ut-. _________ .0 __ w ~LU t: 

13.525 

RSQUARE :; 0.2383 

T fUll. HO:6:::_0 . __ fBll!L?_lll ____ i- • 

1 Nn:.Rt..t:.P"I 1 u.uS14.i3jj'j U.04746734 1.ill335b 0.2792 
T~t:vl.LW 1 v.OLY8'JbU-..b.o0834959 3.5t10S.. - - -a.ouo .. ' 
R ... CI- J. U.U.:loL~UL~lI O.Li4t129t154 O.bbtl80 0.5040 
Pklwl.~u~O~N~---------'1--------~u~.-'1~~£'U~I~U=~T.~~------'O'.'v~4u9~5"'9n46~O~----------"2·.<B~b'4b~3'------------nO~.~OC··'~~-------
~~UU, 1 v.lu~27L5 0.04872980 2.09989 O.03b~ 
.IN.iA.u:-···--T~·-·\)·.l(j3dO i.. O:05O-blibtl 4.01422 ---0.000-1-----
AbcL 1 u.11L9£oL7 0.04513997 3.83089 0.0001 
.1N.iUKY - ". .I. O.lOl-Ji'jio .--- 0.089977;71 . 2.244'11 . ----0.025 .. 
OKG~ J. U.14jL~O~l 0.u89157b7 1.b071b 0.1088 
TVP~~~J~-----------71--------7U~.c~1~U~J.~~~~~1~~~Y~------~O~.~04~8~9~o~90~3r---- 2.073~ Q.QJI' 

S LJU~L_r., ____ • _JJ.f-

~t{,,~t:!.~llM I 
I:IUWK'--·-"· '''12.:: 
L.LKKi:l.lt:u lU1 1 .... '1 

~ uUliC.IO_._
H 

lit-

INTcRl..t:PI 1 
Wl;.AP-tUN""· .- "-
"u~l:J\. J. 
IUNbLUt- A 

"" .. .1N .. L 
KACt: .I. 
... .1U~ 1 _ .. "'-.~"'""'-

hllU"~ 1 

CHOW TEST: 2.22 (10,379) 

PECXSlON; STATE PRlSON Tl~m 

Sun UF S~UAR.t:~ "EMI SQUARE' .. 

'tUC!.2. :'>"'1)3b 'I ~14.0497b7 
~HHj.tll41,,1) 3~_253(,n 

ai: LI.. '9l30 77 68.30:'>bO;. 
..... ~----.. --... "-

I;) V ... LUl !> TO OEVIAilUN 

,.5.::~0.:)"'o'" 0.8702b509 
'j .. 3.:tl3!> 11 0 l.bl9H31l 
1.!>'J:'>d301l.~ 1.70340b17 
!> • b) ilj ;.;;-.; .... _. -·--Z':OO1bi440 
4. OU..:b10"'.:) 1.13U,*vltl 
.!..1.9::>1J.5til .1.13833133 

lc,l .. 910114'Jo 0.oD22622 ... - .. ~ -~~ .. . S'.-94 01_U,,, ol. u l"tb~l b 

CHOH TEST: 1.84 (8,114) 

F RATIO 

2.'J021~ 
... :>2 .. ..,.0 
......... !>904 
2.bl885 
~.!,d874 

2.01b14 
3.011b5 
~.800~ 

RSIoIU~id: =-._()~~~ __ 
PROb> ITI 

0.004'" 
0.01.>01 
0.vu01 
0.0091 
O.OOOb 
0.0459 
0.0032 
0.0051 



Table E-32 

CATEGOR~; ATTEMPTS; AIDINGS AND ABETTINGSj CONSPI~~CIES 

DECISION: IN/OUT 

R-E.C.R-eSSUlN·· -
ERROR 
CORRECTED TOT 

6. 
652 
658 

U4 .. 56b684 
544.137413 

.-bb.B.....1D_4.0.9l-. __ 

20..7611.14 
0..834567 

24.877 - 0..0001 

1 • 0 16L..2 61l.;8D-. __ _ RSOlJARE = 0.]863 

SOURCE -- -- -. .p~ S VALUE S TO DE V 1 A T1 LN T FOR- Ho.! 8:0. 

INTERCEPT _____ 1 o..5C.3l,6719 o...D.1o.39797 7.14747 
INJAlL 1 0..24562144 0.08576083 2.86403 
&lSEx J 1.31427401 0.3079E936 4.26127 
BIGDADDY 1 0.2190.5925 0.0.8807816 2.48710 
JUUOR-_ .__ _ _ 12...3418670.1 C.323.587Zb L2.312D 
LENPROS 1 -0.39661221 0..07721387 -5.13654 

..l'Ru.Au..C..J:E=---_____ ---' ___ ....;-::.Ja~.o...101.9.4.2.1S3... __ •• __ 0..0.73 90B.a'L ___ .. ____ ~.l. C:J.!t6 1 ____ _ 

CHOW TEST: 20.45 (7,645) 

DECISION: COUNTY JAIL TIME 

SOURCE -- ·Of SU,", ·aF· SQUAR~S MEAN SQUARE F eAT lu 

REGRESSION .-5- 370-..0098-29 74.133966 5.845 
97 1230..320462 12.683716 

o..allO.O.1. 
0.00.43 
a.OOOl 
0.0.131 

. ____ .. O..JlO.OJ.. 
0.00.01 
0..2829 

PROS > F 

0.0.001 

ERROR 
CORRECTED TOT 10.2 1 60. 0 • 99 0291 1~(l3_._._. __ . ___ . .B..S..QJ.!AB..E. = 0..2315 

SOURC.E .. . -DF- . a VALUE STO OEV lATlON T FOR HC:S=O PROS > I T I 

INTERcep..I-- .~. 1. 6.98181561 0.64437902 10.83495 0..0.0.0.1 

SEllS 1 1062395986 1.08237286 1.500.31 0..1368 

HeEOOI:!E 1 1. :HQ2f11flL Q.80299Q.2.'!. __ __ --lID {J9 5._9 __ ., Q.Q98, 

HIATT 1 1.61246740 0.94108989 1.71340. 0.0898 

.f.&oS L 2. 5132.8176 0. .. 840.31696 2.990.87 0..0035 

lutE 1 -2,,~~72~725 0.79313812 -3.U8319 0.0027 

CHOW TEST: 0.49 (6,91) 



!able E-.33 

CA!EGORY: ATTEMPTS; A~D~NGS AND ABET!~NGS~ CONSPTRACrES 

DEC~SION: WHERE 

SO~GE OF StJ.l1 Of SQUA.R ES MEAN SQUARE F R A TIC PROa ')F 
_ .... -

~GRESS-ION 6 12.406138 2.067690 10.220 0.000-1 
ERROR 254 51.386966 0.202311 
CllRREG.I.ED leL ... 26.0_ .63 .. ]931Q3 0.245358 RSQUAlli. .. -:. o. J 945 .. _._ 

SOURC-E DF B VALUE STD DEV lATl ON T FOR HO:S=O PROS> ITI . 
1 NTJ:.R CEPT 1 0.09029736 0.06516466 1.3856d 0.1671 
~EAPCON 1 0.19162738 0.08406315 2.27956 0.0235 
B ACE ) o. 02 7~.H.2.2 0.....0.6 360151 .0 ... 43.150 . . ----- 0.6665 
T RPLE A 1 0 .. 14712278 0.07207739 2.()4118 0.0423 
IYPED.DPE , 1 0.11061894 o .04113~38 4.14734 .o...OOQ.l. . 
INJ Al L 1 0 .. 27551422 0.05951533 4.62930 0 .. 0001 
AG.E2. 1 D..2.5069472 0 ... 05900185 4.24893 .Q""O'ClO..l_. 

CHOW TEST: 1.16 (7,247) 

DECISION: STA!E PRISON TIME 

smJ.RC-E .... -.- ~ * ·OF .. -.&\J,lo4 .• m:. SQIJ..R-ES· MEAN SQUARE f RATlO PRO£l . .) .f.' 

~e-GR-E-S S ION 3 122.a52416 40.95Q805 2.584 O.O56~ 
ERROR 105 1663.863180 15.84e316 
CDRRECTED :t.oL .• _..l..O.B.-__ ... __ . ..l.Ia6 ... 1155.96 16.543663 RSQUARE = Q.Q6.8.8. 

SOURCE OF B IIAlUE STU DElI LA Tl iJN T fuR HO!B=O IlIROB > ITI 

l-NTERCE·PT.· 1 4.69975436 0.65200978 7.20810 0.0001 
SELLS 1 0.772H975 O.9893974l 0.78108 0.4365 
!Bel EA I 2. 35!t I 5102 _, __ Q..89lS16u9 2..63.6 78 ~O.OO96 
R,ACE 1 -0.7030H9"t 0.87653906 -0.80206 0 .. 4243 

CHOW !EST~ 0.02 (4,101) 



Table E-34 

SUMMAR1 O~ RESULTS ON RACE* VARXABLE B1 O~~ENSE CATEGOR1 

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 Insufficient ~~ 
S.P. Time -0.563 -0.430 

case 
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 0.10.1 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 Insufficient 
S.P. Time 2.916 1.601 No 0.52 (4,64f

ase 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 

WeaEons 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 EI 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 

S.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 1.361 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 0.0591 1.160 No 1.3B (9,230) No 

C.J. Time 0.353 0.504 No 0.19 (5,114) No 
S.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 
S.P. Time -0.338 -0.938 No 0.11 (5,43) No 

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



Table E-34 (con't.) 

SUMMARX pF RESULTS ON RACE* VARIABLE BY OF~ENSE CATEGOR1 

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 (10,81) 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,ll9) 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 Insufficie~~S-~~ case 

Escaee In/Out v.058 0.809 No 0.38 (ll,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 (15,13ll) Yes 
Volume Where 0.023 0.476 No 2.07 (11,377) Yes 

C.J. Time 0.210 0.327 No 1.14 (10,11,.3) No 
S.P. Time 1.982 1.665 No 2.08 (10,llO) Yes 

Attempts In/Out 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. 

I 

L 



~ ........................... --

SUU"Cl: 

~e"RE SSlUN 
ERROR 

Table E-35 

REGRESSION ON STATID,IDE IN/OUT DECISION CONTROLLING FOR INDIVIDUAL 
VARIABLES. CRIME CATEGORIES. COUNTY AND RACE OF OFFENDER 

UF $UI~ OF- 5(JU,ARES f1f:Ai'I ~.,)LI\IU: F K All!. 

73 1.225.766212 16. 7~Ula 94.508 
13477 23'14.472147 0.U167l 

C~C.llO_J.Q.T ...... U'?'?.Q._, ;3620.2383!>9 O",,-£9.IL16 

PRGB > F 

0.0001 

RSI.lUARE = 0.3386 

SUURCl DF B VALUE STD UI:VIAllLr. T foor, rlO:B=O PROB > IT I 

INH:RCEPT 1 -0.03314034 0.077862!:i6 -0.425~2 

lCO,: t 0.00766213 0000<l!i901 3.!>4891 

.fJ1P.LC'I'. _ ,L 0.05tl430J,5. O.00SbSU3B b. "123.54 
IUCE. 1 -0.01044566 0.00!l53429 -t.22397 

lSlMCCN 1 0.00491233 0.00 30 10t~ 1.1.>3163 

T SEVCLN 1 0.J0680.171 O.OO3G1H7 2.21053 

TINC 1 0.00838474 J.00i'l1276 2.tl7862 

GFFSTAT 1 0.04163'150 o .00S41t,29 4.42207 

llRAO.UlL .1 0.016531.62 0.00'186244 1.1.17622 

IIEAPCGN 1 0.06129367 O.01'tl!:>417 4.15433 

TRPLE A 1 0.07203362 0.0121561;' 5.92569 

IlUVr:5 I 0.02064226 0.00E0627 2.39019 

lkJAlL 1 0.22822927 0.01057217 21.58175 
PRI veeUN 1 0.00b17434 0.00d769!:>1 0.93213 
.f~IiG.tiP_s.. __ .. 1 0.18774084 0.010~"'<;1 16. 2711:>1 

PATT 1 -0.0-4004920 O.01007'J31 -3. 'H341 

ClTIHrl 1 0.03<.73848 0.01607208 1.8U55 

RINGLDR 1 0.03071009 0.Ol1S3418 2.5732'1 

SEX2 1 0.0121:>5155 O.01lSS414 5.78754 

,'WOO 1 0.0397934'1 o .OJS 83130 4.04763 

.AilS..E1\ _1. ______ 9,07~7668B 0.0<:85'115u 2.51517 

(NEWOUNO 1 0.03213323 0.0216790& 1.41>867 

I.EN~ROS 1 -0.119523t>l 0.00'>30'143 -19.2640b 

NUI1CHG 1 0.04415445 0.00804024 5.4911>9 

UHOM£ 1 0.0531.1 3895 0.02t> 1!:>b!>2 2.0;'053 

AGE3 1 -().01017759 0.00911742 -1.11628 

.afDJ\QML_ ., ___ 1 Q,,04104212 O.OG 13M/09 1.71080 

"U15 1 0.01822273 o .001J43",,9 2.159'14 

KIDSX t 0.15!:>96292 0.05323799 2.929n 

TEENS 1 0.11492754 0.04352.21>9 2.64064 

INJU.,V 1 0.05307978 0.02253094 2.35580 

FR36 1 0.02258770 0.00c46425 3.48347 

FR20 1 ... ----- . 
0.07531016 0.03 0434b 'I 2.47441 

LIMIT 1 ·0~Ot.3355·33 0.02~24'>3'i 2.5091U 

TYPEDUPE 1 0.02,125999 0.006711l46 2.43850 

eiGOALlOY 1 0.07b40390 0.01~C790~ 4.0046J 

F..EADY 1 0.05177161 oJ.0102,250 3.1 tl54u 

C1 1 0.26292865 o .Oud'l8335 3.61148 

_'L--. __ =.o_~! 0\lY651 0.06 E54;l9b -0.16043 

e3 0.04696116 o .ousauu5 O. bB19i 

c. __ 0_. 00292165 0.0u621799 0.O,?8J_ 

CS ..1. 0.07406966 0.071SB1l46 1.03034 

C6 1 0.08577674 0.07.24(.)41 1.18728 

'L __ . 1 ~ill.ill5 0.0I.lj4jl~8 , 0.63138 

(;8 1 -0.C207185f:> 0.C7€54107 -0.26379 

C9 1 -0.03271617 0.06574319 -0.47592 

CIC 1 -0.0.6642844 O.0b(B1~~ -0..97397 

Ul . _ 1. 0.04118356 0.Oo~~4!:>lf:> 0.b0170 

e12 1 -O.06'l1:>72bl 0.066b1167 -1.0145!l 
UL_. ___ ._1 __ ....Q....L2~J1.?_'!5 O.0"tlo.JJ.84 1.80463 

C1~ 1 O. l0551l9'Jl 0.07146001.> 1.47748 

CL.5 1 -0.0.3954602 0.06&&7504 -0.57410 

C if:> 1 Q. 08604071 (J .Ob bCC;)6S 1.25413 

C17 1 o..064t.6741 J.07';:<1713 0.B')54t> 

C18 1 0.041)12610 0.07172053 0.67097 
.c.li.. _____ .. - _.....l.._ .• __ ._O&.064H07 .. 0.07787db4 0.1084(:. 

'20 1 -0.0123069<; o .Ob 004li4~ -0.ld091 

e21 1 o..13ll8Zo.1 0.Oul0411o 1.(.)1117 

GENERiC 1 0.02169644 O.Ollb6t;5b~ 2.52614 

MAll 1 0.02010562 O.0.dU4.:S8 0.92082 

/UT2 1 0.14;;'15720 O.oJd;,iOt5 ".78219 

MAD_ ... _. __ 1 .::0..005,5247 O.Olulol>lD -0':>4960. 

flAT't 1 -0.030.49'122 J.OLLdIl04 -1.b7302 

1'1 AT 5 1 -0.00Le~841 O.02050'lo.l! -0.'03398 

i'lAT6 1 -0.lU!i017't J.01!l53G!:>3 -6.6100.9 

MAT7 1 -0.0)91333'1 J.020l5!.>C5 -l.Q4162 

MATO 1 -0.01u34092 J .028~ lv25 -O.S6511 
!Ul9 __ ._ ,1 -0.09177115 O.Oi!lHI45 -41.147:19 

MAnD 1 o. 06~3d'153 J.OHbffO 2.o.74U4 

I'IATH 1 -0.1 7b2 57!>tl J .D.:St nZ30 -~.~51U4 

1'1 AT 12 1 0.3L0407'17 O.v~4·ldL~ 12.55332 

MAll.} 1 v.221oQB7:' J.a:;1i.t·(~" ; .'14b'tO 

"'AT 14 1 0.0.20,,1226 oJ.Jj~~50b7 O.o71lb 

1'~JJ.5 1 -0.0l32538!l O.J23bL9G -J.~57'.19 

C-l through C-2L are dummy variables representing the 21 different counties in alphabetical order, 
Mat 1 through Mat 15 are dummy variables representing the first 15 crime categorles, excluding the 
low volume category. Other variables are defined in Appendix D. 

0.6705 
0.0001t 
0.0001 
0.2210 
0.1028 
1\).0211 
0.00.0 
0.0001 
0'.0937 
0.0001 
0 .• 0001 
0.0169 
C.OOOl 
0.3513 
0.0001 
0.000 1 
0.010L 
0.0101 
o.aaOl 
O.OOOl 
0.OU9 
0.1~19 

0.0001 
0.0001 
o.OItO] \ 
0.261t3 
0.01157 
0.030S' 
0.0031t 
0.0083 
0.01115 
0.0005 
0.0 13~ 
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Table E-36 

REGRESSION ON STATEWIDE WHERE (STPRIS) DECISION CONTROLLING 
FOR INDIVIDUAL VARIABLES, CRIME CATEGORIES, COUNTY 

AilD RACE OF OFFENDER 
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C-l through C~21 are dummy variables representing the 21 di~ferent counties in alphabetica1 order. 
Mat 1 through Mat 15 are dummy variables representing the first 15 cri~e 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 OFFENDER 
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C-1 through c-21 are dummy variables repreoenting the 21 different counties 'in alphabetical order. 
Mat 1 thrau&h Mat 15 are dummy variables represent~f1g the first 15 crime categories, excluding the 
low volume category. 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 INDIVIIlUAL VAF.!A1ILES, 

CRIME CA'r!GORIES, COUNTY AND RACE OF OFFENDER 
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C-l throu~h C-21 Ar~ dummy variables representing the 21 different counties in alphabetical order. 
MAt 1 through Hat IS are dummy variables repre~enting the first 15 crime cate8crie~, e~cluding th~ 
low volume categor1. Other variables are defined in Appendi~ 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 1 

Relevant Sentencing Information and for 
Individual Crime 'Ca tegor~ 

County Sentence B Value T Sigtlificant 
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 0.15l~ 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 In 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 Categol:y. 

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 !:nsufficient data 
C . J . Time Insufficient data 
S. P. Time Insufficient data 

Mercer In Out -0.010 0.373 No 
Where -0.056 -1.148 No 
C • J . Time 0.126 0.156 No 
S . P . Time 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. Time 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 Out -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 da.ta 
S. P . Time Insufficient data 

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

Sussex In Out 0.440 1.187 No 
Where Insufficient data 
C.J. Tim€'. 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 
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