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Prosecutor Caseloads   
 

Abstract. Most research examining sentencing outcomes focuses on a defendant’s racial and 
ethnic status, socioeconomic position and prior convictions.  Fewer scholars have sought to 
understand the extent to which environmental factors impact these sentencing 
decisions.  Absent from these examinations has been an understanding of the prosecutor 
caseloads impact on sentencing.  To what extent, if at all, does the sheer volume of cases that a 
prosecutor is responsible for in any given period impact how a case is disposed of? Particularly, 
how does the number of cases managed by an accepting prosecutor impact the defendants’ 
outcomes? Using logistical regression, we analyzed county-level data from a densely populated 
county in a south-western state. We interrogated the relationship between prosecutor caseloads 
and found that prosecutor case load was significantly correlated with dismissals, convictions, 
deferrals, and acquittals. We found that prosecutor caseloads are significantly related to a 
defendants’ case disposition. In particular we found that Black and Hispanic defendants were 
less likely than Whites to have their case dismissed and more likely to be convicted. These 
patterns suggest that racially marginalized groups, who are already more likely to be involved 
with the criminal justice system, could also be adversely impacted by structural and cultural 
dynamics.  
 
Keywords: Prosecutor Caseloads, Racial Disparities, Wealth Gap, Dispositions, Sentencing, 
Courtroom Communities, Focal Concerns Theory, Economic Threat Theory, Racial Threat 
Theory, Ethnic Threat Theory 
 
 
The dearth of research examining prosecutor- or county-level factors is due largely to a general 
lack of data that allow for such comparisons. Much of the prior research on prosecutorial 
outcomes is limited to a single jurisdiction or to a small sample of cases across a limited number 
of jurisdictions. As a result, most studies do not involve enough cases across unique 
prosecutors to examine prosecutor-level effects on outcomes or cannot account for the nested 
nature of case processing data across jurisdictions.  
 
According to research, excessive prosecutor caseloads have a harmful effect on defendants 
(Gershowitz & Killinger, 2011). Research also indicates that prosecutor caseloads are 
significantly correlated with variations in guilty plea outcomes (Stemen & Escobar, 2018). 
Meanwhile, the milieu that cultivates court room culture have been found to strongly influence 
prosecutorial decision making. Organizational and legal culture, socio-economic and political 
attributes, and judicial political leanings, and judicial constituency have all elements that have 
been found to inform prosecutors (Martin, 2012). Gershowitz and Killinger (2011) posit that 
prosecutors should handle no more than 150 felonies and 400 misdemeanors per year. 
However, for many district attorneys’ offices, this is an advisement to which few prosecutors 
adhere.  
 
The aforementioned realities are set against the historical backdrop of structural and systemic 
inequities that too often target black, indigenous, and other persons of color (BIPOC) as well 
poor individuals (Reiman & Leighton, 2020; Death Penalty Information Center, 2020; American 
Bar Association, 2011). The purpose of this present study is to contribute to the literature on the 
relationship between prosecutor caseloads and defendant dispositions. The current research 
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provides a quantitative approach to the examination of how defendants’ case dispositions are 
impacted by the volume of prosecutors’ cases. 
 
The current study expands prior research which examined data on 581,000 felony and 
misdemeanor cases disposed of by nearly 350 prosecutors in the third largest county level 
criminal justice system between 2014 and 2017. The study integrates theoretically important 
prosecutor- and community-level factors to examine the relationship more accurately among 
prosecutor, county, and case characteristics on several outcomes – case dismissal, a guilty plea 
to lesser charges, and a guilty plea involving a noncustodial sentence. 
 
Theoretical Background 
 
Focal Concerns Theory. Focal Concerns Theory’s ontological concepts are rooted in Miller’s 
(1958) theory which pathologized communities characterized by poverty. Miller’s theory 
postulates that individuals in low class communities prioritize six “focal concerns”: (1) trouble, 
(2) toughness, (3) smartness, (4) excitement, (5) fate, and (6) autonomy (p. 166). Moreover, 
Miller posited that “lower class culture” gave rise to delinquent, “street corner groups” (p. 163), 
whose core values predisposed them to frequent interactions with the criminal justice system 
(Miller, 1958). Forty years later, Steffensmeier, Ulmer, & Kramer’s refined this theory to 
explicate the relationship between case dispositions and the prosecutorial ecosystem 
(Steffensmeier, Ulmer, & Kramer 1998). Based on state level data, the researchers 
conceptualized a Focal Concerns Theory Model that interrogated the criminal justice landscape 
based on courtroom actors’ perceptions of the defendants’ culpability and dangerousness, as 
well courtroom actors’ prioritization of the consequences of their decisions on the prosecutors’ 
office (Steffensmeier, Ulmer, & Kramer,1998; Ulmer & Johnson, 2004; Stemen & Escobar, 
2018). The embedded moral hazard in this conceptualization is the role of structural and 
systemic racism in shaping the race-based implicit bias that influences who is perceived as a 
societal threat, and the corresponding actions needed to protect the community from their 
perceived dangerousness. 
 
Economic Threat Theory.  According to research, Economic Threat Theory posits that as the 
proportion of economically marginalized individuals increases relative to the overall population, 
so too will the perceived threat posed by these individuals (Myers, 1987; Wang & Mears, 2009; 
Eijk, 2016; Stemen & Escobar, 2018; Johnson, 2006). As in the case of Focal Concerns Theory, 
Economic Threat Theory reflects courtroom actors’ perceptions of marginalized communities 
and the level of blame to ascribed to these community members in order to preserve the 
comfort of the privileged (Kautt, 2002; Myers, 1987; Wang & Mears, 2009; Eijk, 2016; Stemen & 
Escobar, 2018; Johnson, 2006). 
 
Racial Threat Theory & Ethnic Threat Theory. Similar to Economic Threat, both Racial and 
Ethnic Threat Theories assert that certain demographic compositions pose a threat to the 
existing power structure and status quo. As such, efforts and resources are needed to ensure 
the comfort of the privileged, even if it results in the harm of the marginalized. Both Racial 
Threat Theory and Ethnic Threat Theory assert that the size of non-white communities and the 
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level of white comfort are inversely related. As such, as communities of color increase in relative 
size, they are perceived as a threat to white privilege and comfort (Kautt, 2002; Feldmeyer & 
Ulner, 2011; Feldmeyer, Warren, Siennick, & Neptune, 2015; Eitle, D’Alessio, & Stolzenberg, 
2002; Bobo & Hutchings, 1996; Kutateladze, Andiloro, Johnson 2016). 
 
Prosecutorial Ecosystem’s Impact on Defendants 
 
Guided by the tenants of the Focal Concerns and Economic Threat Theories, Stemen & 
Escobar’s (2018) study interrogated prosecutor and community level factors’ impact on 
defendant case outcomes. Analyzing felony and misdemeanor cases in Wisconsin, their study 
found that prosecutorial caseloads and partisanship impacted case dispositions. In particular, 
their analysis indicated that prosecutors with a higher proportion of felony or violent crimes are 
more likely to dismiss cases or accept a plea to a lower offense level for other cases. Defining 
county size by its proportion of its state’s overall caseload, the researchers also found that 
larger counties were less like to accept pleas to a lower offense level, as well as less likely to 
recommend a non-custodial sentence, compared to smaller counties within the state. Lastly, 
they found that jurisdictions with a Democratic chief prosecutor are more likely to dismiss cases. 
While their analysis did not yield evidence for support of the Economic Threat Theory, this is not 
conclusive that the theory is not applicable in the state. Given Wisconsin is over 80 percent 
white (University of Wisconsin Madison, 2014), any effect from Economic Threat Theory may be 
attenuated by the perception of sameness due to a lack of racial diversity. This is supported by 
Chen (2014) whose research in the state of California found that Three Strikes sentences were 
administered at higher rates in communities where unemployment was higher. This positive 
correlation indicates support of the Economic Threat Theory in a racially and ethnically diverse 
part of the country such as California (Chen, 2014). However, as was the case in Stemen & 
Escobar’s study (2018), Chen’s study also found prosecutorial partisanship to influence 
sentencing outcomes. According to her study, Chen found that prosecutorial offices with 
Republican chief prosecutors are more likely to charge and sentence under the Three Strikes 
laws and are less likely to employ any leniency during sentencing recommendations.  Finally, 
according to Chen, in communities where the Latin/x population is relatively high, there is 
support for Ethnic Threat Theory. This holds true up to a point where the Latin/x population is 
considered very high, and the Ethnic Threat Theory appears to no longer apply.  
 
In a study conducted by Martin (2012), finding indicate support for Racial, Ethnic, and Economic 
Threat Theories. Martin’s study is informed by macro level theories of social control, which posit 
that courts’ organizational and legal culture, alongside communities’ socio-economic and 
political attributes influence sentencing outcomes (2012). The study builds upon findings that 
indicate the average probability of being sentenced to incarceration varies significantly across 
court jurisdictions and the type of cases courts process don’t explain this variation. Compared to 
whites, Blacks and Latinos were significantly more likely to receive a jail sentence than 
probation, and more likely to receive a prison sentence than probation. Having a prior criminal 
record was associated with higher odds of receiving a prison sentence versus jail or probation. 
The odds of prison in lieu of jail were 2.3 times more likely for individuals who were not able to 
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secure release before conviction. 
 
Prosecutorial Caseload’s Impact on Defendants 
 
Set against a backdrop of steadily increasing criminal case filings alongside stagnant or 
declining investments in district attorney’s offices due to economic downturns, Gershowitz & 
Killinger analyze prosecutorial caseload data provided by some of the largest prosecutor offices 
in the country to determine the distribution of cases within and between offices (2011). The 
authors found that several of the larger counties across the country were characterized by a 
small number of prosecutors being regularly assigned a disproportionately high number of 
cases. According to the authors, budget cuts in many jurisdictions have contributed to the 
reduction of personnel while caseloads continue a steady climb. What little research exists on 
this topic has concluded that excessive prosecutor caseloads are a harm to victims and a harm 
to the public at large (Joy & McMunigal, 2018; Gershowitz & Killinger, 2011). The authors 
discuss the fact that many counties across the country regularly manage prosecutorial 
caseloads that outweigh public defenders’ offices. The social justice implications of this burden 
on defendants are overly punitive sentencing of defendants with mitigating circumstances, while 
simultaneously yielding overly lenient sentences for other defendants, whose level of culpability 
merit more punitive sentences than they are awarded. Defendants without resources are most 
likely to pay cost that are disproportionate to their social offenses while more resourced 
defendant are never fully held accountable for their offenses (Joy & McMunigal, 2018; 
Gershowitz & Killinger, 2011).  
 
Methods 
 
Data. The current study is an analysis of secondary data provided from one of the largest 
counties in the Southern-Central United States. The data spanned three years (2015-2017) and 
was provided directly by the county prosecutor’s office.  
 
Sample. For our analysis, we extracted data from a comprehensive data set, comprised of 
581,000 prosecutor cases. We began with approximately 58% of the original data set, or 
338,757 cases. Those cases for which the prosecutors’ identity was not provided a (N= 47,753) 
were eliminated from the current study. Thus, our analysis includes 291,004 cases across all of 
the law enforcement agencies (N=114).  
 
Variables. The dependent variable used in this project was the likelihood of types of disposition 
outcomes. In particular, we focused on the odds of convictions, deferrals, acquittals, and 
dismissal in relationship to prosecutor caseloads.  
 
Our analysis used prosecutor caseloads as the independent variable. We defined this as the 
number of unique cases a prosecutor was assigned during in the years 2015, 2016, and 2017. 
We controlled on its effects by including race, court appointed attorney status to proxy for 
economic status, and offense level in our model.  Case characteristics were classified into one 
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of four categories, which included: offense filing level, prosecutor and filing, defendant 
attributes, and disposition. Table 1 presents the variables, codes, and frequencies we selected 
for our analysis across each of these four categories.  

  

Table 1. Variables: Codes and Frequencies 
Variable Code N % 
Dependent    
Disposition Outcome    
Conviction 1=Yes 77,954 26.79 
 0=No 213,050 73.21 
Deferral 1=Yes 42,484 14.60 
 0=No 248,520 85.40 
Acquittal 1=Yes 412 0.14 
 0=No 290,592 99.86 
Dismissal 1=Yes 112,542 38.67 
 0=No 178,462 61.33 
Independent    
Prosecutors and Filings    
Prosecutor Cases Continuous 291,004  
Control    
Defendant Attributes    
Defendant Race    
  Black 1=Yes 133,269 45.80% 
 0=No 157,753 54.20% 
  Hispanic 1=Yes 79,718 27.39% 
 0=No 211,286 72.61% 
 White 1=Yes 70,269 24.15% 
 0=No 220,735 75.85% 
 Asian 1=Yes 4,476 1.54% 
 0=No 286,528 98.46% 
 Mixed 1=Yes 947 0.33% 
 0=No 290,057 99.67% 
 Indian 1=Yes 692 0.24% 
 0=No 290,312 99.76% 
 Pacific Islander 1=Yes 261 0.09% 
 0=No 290,743 99.91% 
Defense Attorney Type    
Court Appointed Council 1=Yes 11,973 4.11% 
 0=No 279,031 95.89% 
Offense Filing Level    
Misdemeanor 1=Yes 164,022   56.36% 
 0=No 126,982 43.64% 
Felony 1=Yes 126,982 43.64% 
 0=No 164,022   56.36% 
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Analysis. Conducting logistic regression analysis, we calculated the odds ratios for the number 
of cases assigned to prosecutors, and the likelihood of a case concluding in a conviction, 
deferral, acquittal, or a dismissal. Logistic regression is appropriate to help us determine the 
ratio between the probability of an event favorable to an outcome and the probability of an event 
against that same outcome (Sperandei, 2014). In the case of logistic regression modeling, we 
regress more than one explanatory variable (e.g., number of prosecutor cases, defendants’ 
race, defendants’ attorney type, offense filing level) to determine the dichotomous likelihood of a 
response variable (e.g., conviction vs. no conviction, deferral vs. no deferral, acquittal vs. no 
acquittal, dismissal vs. no dismissal).  Moreover, logistic regression reduces the likelihood of 
introducing bias into our analysis because it reduces the likelihood of inflating type 1 error 
(Sperandei, 2014). 
 
We used STATA 16.1 to model these relationships, and the corresponding likelihood of a 
particular disposition outcome. Odds ratio analysis is appropriate when outcome variables are 
dichotomous. Checks for multicollinearity indicated the predictor variables, both independent 
and control, were not highly correlated, therefore reducing the likelihood of inflated variance. In 
total, 910 prosecutors managed 291,004 cases. These cases were distributed across three and 
one-half years (2015, 2016, 2017, and the first two quarters of 2018). While the analytic data 
reflects each of these time periods, the tables reflect the statistics for 2015-2017.   
 
Prior to running logistic regressions, we conducted descriptive analysis determine the 
distribution of cases over a period spanning 2015, 2016, 2017, and the first two quarters of 
2018. First, we disaggregated the prosecutor caseloads by the quarter in which the initial charge 
was filed to determine the number of cases onboarded each quarter of a three- and one-half-
year period. The volume of cases, both across years and quarters, warrants acute 
consideration, particularly because few cases are disposed of within the same year the offense 
occurs (Church, Carlson, Lee, & Tan, 1978; Ostrom, Hanson, & Kleiman, 2018). 
 
Table 2 illustrates the distribution of cases across each quarter, from 2015 to 2018. 
 

Table 2. Prosecutor Cases, Per Quarter 
Quarters 2015 2016 2017 20181 Total 
1 21,687 21,684 22,639 15,813 81,823 
2 23,110 23,258 23,036 19,833 89,237 
3 24,001 21,623 17,927 0 63,551 
4 21,248 19,137 16,008 0 56,393 
Total 90,046 85,702 79,610 35,646  
Totals (N=291,004) 

 
 
 
 

 
1 Only the first two quarters of prosecutor caseload data were available for 2018 
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Next, we disaggregated caseloads by filing level. This helped us to determine what proportion of 
overall caseloads was divided between felonies and misdemeanors. Table 3 shows the 
distributions of cases by filing level, from 2015 to 2018. We were able to determine that while 
overall caseloads decreased each year, felony cases comprised an increasing proportion of 
overall cases every year.  In fact, while felonies were only 40% of overall caseloads in 2015, 
they comprised 41% of new cases in 2016 and nearly half (49.15%) of all newly onboarded 
cases in 2017. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Informed by the tenants of the Racial Threat Theory and the Ethnic Threat Theory, we first 
conducted logistical analysis to determine if there were any significant correlations between 
race of the defendant and offense filing level. Similarly, the tenants of the Economic Threat 
Theory led us to conduct logistical regression analysis to determine the relationship between a 
defendant’s economic resources and dispositions. For our purposes, we proxied for economic 
status by using court appointed council (public defender). According to Table 4, we can see the 
distribution of public defenders for each year. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
As illustrated in Table 5, when we consider prosecutor caseloads for which we have four 
quarters of data, the proportion of cases managed by the top 13% of prosecutors rises to three 
quarters of the total caseload. 

 
2 Only the first two quarters of prosecutor caseloads were available for 2018. 

Table 3.  Prosecutor Cases by Fling 
Level 
Year Felony Misdemeanor 
2015 36,380 53,666 
2016 35,493 50,209 
2017 39,129 40,481 
20181 15,980 19,666 

Table 4. Distribution of Cases tried by 
Court Appointed Attorneys 

Year Court Appointed 
Attorneys 

2015 3,170 
2016 3,423 
2017 3,540 

20182 1,840 
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Results. A total of 910 prosecutors managed 291,004 cases. In aggregate, approximately 13% 
of these prosecutors (n=118) were responsible for over two-thirds of these cases. Informed by 
the descriptive analysis, a series of logistic regressions were run. In this section, we discuss the 
results of each of the models. 
 
According to Table 6, Whites are 1.14 times more likely to be charged with a misdemeanor than 
are Blacks. Similarly, all other demographic groups have a higher chance of being charged with 
a misdemeanor than Blacks.  
 
 

Table 6. 
Odds of Misdemeanor Charge, by Race 

Misdemeanor 
  Odds  
Ratio   Std. Err.           z       P>|z|       [95% Conf. Interval] 

White 1.136307 0.0103725 14 0.000 1.116158 1.15682 

Hispanic 1.043052 0.0106154 4.14 0.000 1.022453 1.064067 

 

Table 5. Annual Prosecutor Caseloads by Filing Level  

Year Felonies (Prosecutors) Misdemeanors 
(Prosecutors) 

2015 36,380 (482) 53,666 (648) 

2016 35,493 (435) 50,209 (512) 

2017 39,129 (476) 40,481 (496) 

Table 5. Annual Prosecutor Caseloads by Filing Level  

Year Felonies (Prosecutors) Misdemeanors 
(Prosecutors) 

2015 36,380 (482) 53,666 (648) 

2016 35,493 (435) 50,209 (512) 

2017 39,129 (476) 40,481 (496) 
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Asian 1.65265 0.0526998 15.75 0.000 1.552522 1.759235 

Indian 1.2512 0.0941246 2.98 0.003 1.079675 1.449975 

Mixed 1.22775 0.0662493 3.8 0.000 1.104534 1.364711 

Pacific 1.462319 0.1846498 3.01 0.003 1.141719 1.872945 

 
 
 
According to Table 7, Blacks are 1.14 times more like to be charged with a felony than whites. 
All other demographic groups are less likely to be charged with a felony than whites. 
 
 

Table 7.  
Odds of Felony Charge, by Race 

Felony Odds Ratio Std. Err. z P>|z| [95%. Conf.  Interval] 

Black 1.137059 0.0103673 14.09 0.000 1.11692 1.157561 

Hispanic 0.9588241 0.0097432 -4.14 0.000 0.9399167 0.9781118 

Asian 0.6872819 0.0221791 -11.62 0.000 0.6451579 0.7321563 

Indian 0.9077925 0.0684068 -1.28 0.199 0.7831486 1.052274 

Mixed 0.9251044 0.049836 -1.45 0.148 0.8324074 1.028124 

Pacific 0.7767343 0.0981473 -2.00 0.046 0.6063391 0.9950143 
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According to Table 8, Blacks are nearly twice as likely to have an attorney appointed. 
While other demographic groups are also more likely to have an attorney appointed compared 
to whites (Indian, mixed race, and Pacific Islanders--although the relationship is not significant 
among Pacific Islanders). 
 
 

Table 9 shows us that convictions are significantly correlated with prosecutor caseloads, felony 
offense level, defense court appointed attorney, and being Black or Hispanic, at every alpha 
level. In addition, we see that prosecutor caseloads do indeed increase the odds of a conviction 
to those that are slightly above even chance (.0232%) for everyone unit increase in cases. 
Being Black increases a defendant’s odds of a conviction by over 24% (24.36%) compared to 
that of a white defendant. Similarly, a Hispanic defendant’s odds of conviction are nearly 31% 
(30.76) higher than a white defendant. A defendant having to rely on court appointed council 
yielded the most impact. Individuals utilizing a public defense were more than six times more 
likely to be convicted than individuals who hire their own defense.  
 

 
 
 
In Table 10, we see that deferrals are significantly correlated with prosecutor caseloads, as too 

Table 8. 
Odds of Appointed Council, by Race 
Appointed 
Council Odds  Ratio Std. Err. z P>|z| [95% Conf. Interval] 

Black 1.92369 0.0178692 70.43 0.000 1.888984 1.959034 

Hispanic 0.9758183 0.0098372 -2.43 0.015 0.956727 0.9952906 

Asian 0.3567291 0.0120835 -30.43 0.000 0.3338149 0.3812162 

Indian 1.2131 0.0905198 2.59 0.010 1.048048 1.404145 

Mixed 1.610731 0.0884367 8.68 0.000 1.446399 1.793734 

Pacific 1.135176 0.1389452 1.04 0.300 0.8930512 1.442946 
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are felony offense level, hiring one’s own defense attorney, being white, Hispanic, Asian, Mixed, 
or Pacific Islander. In particular, we see that prosecutor caseloads increase the odds of a 
deferral by .0274% for each one unit increase in cases. Felony cases are nearly three times 
more likely of being disposed by deferral compared to misdemeanor cases. Individuals who hire 
an attorney are more than two times more likely to have their cases end in deferral compared to 
those relying on public defense attorneys. White defendants are nearly 18% more likely to have 
their cases deferred than black defendants. Asians and individuals classified as racially mixed 
are nearly 35% more likely to have their cases deferred than are black defendants. While 
Hispanic defendants’ cases were found be less than 5% less likely than Blacks defendants’ 
cases to end in deferral, these odds were significant at the .1 and .05 alpha levels. Finally, 
compared to Black defendants’ cases, Pacific Islanders’ were nearly 48% more likely to have 
their cases end in deferral, a statistic found only to be significant at the .05 alpha level.  
 
 

 
 
In Table 11, acquittals are shown to be significantly correlated with prosecutor caseloads. In 
addition, felony offense level, hiring one’s own defense attorney, and being Hispanic were also 
significantly correlated. According to the model, for each one unit increase in cases, the 
likelihood of an acquittal decreases by less than one percent decreases the likelihood of an 
acquittal by one-third of one percent (.32%). This was found to be significant and every alpha 
level. Felony cases were 19% less likely to end in acquittal than were misdemeanors. This was 
found to only be significant at the .05 alpha level. Individuals who hired their own attorneys were 
nearly three times more likely to have their cases acquitted than were defendants who relied on 
court appointed council. As with prosecutor caseloads, this relationship was found to be 
significant at every alpha level. Hispanic defendants were the only racial group for whom the 
odds of acquittal were found to be significant. Hispanics defendants’ cases were roughly 31% 
less likely than Black defendants to have their cases end with an acquittal. While white 
defendants’ cases were shown to be more 8% more likely than black defendants to end in 
acquittal, this relationship was not found to be significant. 
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Prosecutor caseloads were found to be significantly correlated with dismissals at every alpha 
level. In particular, Table 12 reveals that every additional case reduces the odds of a dismissal 
by nearly .03%.  In Table 12, we also see that with the exception of Hispanics, all races are 
more likely than Blacks to have their cases dismissed.  While defendants were nearly 25% more 
likely than were Black defendants to have their cases dismissed. In comparison, Asian 
defendants were more that 60% more likely to have their cases dismissed than were Black 
defendants. Defendants who hired their own council were nearly 70% more likely to have their 
cases dismissed than were defendants who relied on court appointed council. 
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Discussion. This study models an ecosystem wherein structural and systematic heuristics exacerbate social 
moral hazards that almost exclusively ensnares BIPOC and economically disenfranchised people. While 
courtroom cultures are contextually diverse, they may all be influenced by a common through line threaded by 
age-old social inequities.  While the study shows that prosecutor caseload sizes matter, the study also indicates 
that matters. Racial Threat Theory and Ethnic Threat Theory offer insight into these problematic outcomes. 
Equally problematic, is the connection between wealth and dispositions. Defendants with appointed council are 
overwhelmingly Black and Brown. Given the fact that one’s ability to hire their own attorney greatly increases the 
odds of being acquitted reinforces the belief that systemic inequities create a two-track system of justice. 
Moreover, the study’s findings indicate a need for practical policy reforms to address these gross inequities. The 
social structures which exacerbate both racial and economic inequities are present in the criminal justice system.  
 
 
Prosecutors’ caseloads appear to matter.  Prosecutor caseload size was significantly associated with convictions, 
deferrals, acquittals, and dismissals.  Moreover, as caseloads increase, the odds of conviction also increase. 
Such an association holds problematic implications if these conviction rates reflect insufficient resources to 
ensure that victims get the justice they deserve, while innocent individuals are deprived of justice altogether.  

 
Race Appears to matter. Blacks are more likely than Whites to be charged with felony offenses. While both 
Blacks and Hispanics are more likely than Whites to be convicted, Blacks odds exceed those of Hispanics by 
nearly 40% before controlling for defense attorney type. When controlling for defense attorney type, Blacks and 
Hispanics are both approximately 20% more likely to be convicted of a crime for which they have been brought to 
trial. T 

 
Wealth Matters. Defendants with appointed council are over 6x more likely to be convicted. Defendants who hire 
an attorney are nearly 3x times more likely to be acquitted. For too Many, race matters are wealth matters. 
Defendants with appointed council are overwhelmingly black and brown. 
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