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Discrimination in Sequential Systems

Decision-makers often rely on information from earlier actors:
® Labor market: Interviewer — Hiring Manager
® Peer Review: Referee — Editor

® Criminal justice system: Police — Prosecutor

Hard inference problem: distinguishing truth from bias
® “What they see is all there is” (Kahneman, 2011; Enke, 2020)

e Qver time, may internalize these reports in their beliefs

What happens to downstream actors’ beliefs and choices when they can
monitor earlier actors?
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This Paper: Prosecutors and Police

©® Test how monitoring impacts downstream disparities
® Design: staggered adoption of police body worn cameras (BWCs)

® Test how exposure to BWC footage shapes prosecutors’ beliefs

® Conduct an original survey of &~ 200 prosecutors and link responses to
their half-million cases
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Preview of Results
BWoCs reduce racial disparities in arrests, by reducing low-level arrests

BW(Cs reduce racial disparities in incarceration rates

e QOaxaca-Blinder decomposition: > 80% explained by post-arrest decisions

Mechanisms?

» Shifting Beliefs. Those with more BWC exposure believe. . .

® Disparities are less driven by Black people's conduct and more by
biased perceptions of their conduct

® Police reports are less reliable

BOE suggests this can explain a quarter of BWCs’ incarceration effects

» Origins of Biased Beliefs. Suggestively come from prosecutors
accepting police reports as “all there is”
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Contributions
® Monitoring

® Focused on impacts on those being monitored

® On worker productivity and morale (e.g., Nagin et al., 2002; Gosnell et
al., 2020; Adhvaryu et al., 2024)

® On politician corruption (e.g., Olken, 2007; Bobonis et al., 2016)

® On police use of force, arrests, and complaints (e.g., Rivera and Ba,
2026; Barbosa et al., 2021; Braga et al., 2022; Kim, 2024).

® We highlight systemic impacts: Monitoring can change downstream
actors’ beliefs and decisions.

® Downstream Impacts of Bodyworn Cameras
® Only one other working paper (Bollman, 2021)

© Systemic Discrimination
® Focused on identifying source of bias in multi-phase systems (e.g., Cain,
1986; Neal and Johnson, 1996; Baron et al., 2024; Bohren et al., 2025)

® We model and measure causes of pass through.
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Data

® Court records, 1995—-2019
® Source: North Carolina Administrative Office of the Courts
® Key fields: Arrest charges & incarceration

® BWC adoption timing
® Sources: BJS LEMAS-BWC & our own surveys

© Survey of prosecutors in 2020

® 16 participating offices, total of 203 prosecutors who handled a
half-million cases
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Use of BWC Footage

Footage almost always exists in cases with police arrests
® 93% of cases in Chicago (Jordan et al., 2025)

Footage is almost always watched

® Either "nail down the person’s guilt” or is “disastrous to my case”
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Learning what happened in a specific case

Learning a seemingly objective account was subjective:
The cop said there was weaving, but then you see the video and
think, ‘Where's the weave?’ The person looks like he's just driving

around a turn, and you think, ‘I did that on the way to work this

morning.’ — NC judge

Learning the cop lacked probable cause or used excessive force:
An officer justified a search by claiming the suspect was “making

furtive movements”, but in the footage, “the guy was just sitting

there.” — NC prosecutor
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Learning about red flags in all of their cases

Prosecutors report more skepticism of stops & searches based on:
“furtive movements,” “weaving in the lane,” “seeming nervous,” “having
trouble finding ID,” or “not responding well to questions.”

Also learned about signals of police use — or misuse — of force:
You learn which language to be skeptical of. It's passive language
like ‘the defendant was assisted to the ground and placed in hand-

cuffs’ . . . anodyne stuff. . . language that’s functionally state
violence. It makes me think, ‘three officers brought him to the
ground.’ — NC prosecutor
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» Know timing for 77% of sample

» Similar baseline arrest & incarceration rates -
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counties but show robustness to other estimators.
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Estimating Effects of Bodyworn Cameras
Difference-in-differences:
Per Capita Arrest. , = 3 Adopted BWC_ ; + jic + 1t + Vet

where ¢ is county and t is year

We use a stacked DiD to limit the control group to not-yet-treated
counties but show robustness to other estimators.

Local news & city council meetings show. . .
® Debate over when and how to finance, not whether, to adopt

® Funding often came from federal gov
® Avg lag of 2 years between initial discussion & roll-out
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Effects Concentrated in Low-Level Arrests
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Effects Extend Beyond Arrest to Incarceration  conmicion and sail
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Incarceration with Alternative Estimators

Black Incarceration Rate White Incarceration Rate
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Omit counties that never adopt = elect a new sheriff = use local funds = neighbor a treated cty =

Balance in cty & prosecutor traits = Broadly hold across 26 adopters = Worst-case trends (Roth, 2022) =



Oaxaca Blinder Decomposition of Incarceration

Arrest
16%

Post Arrest
84%

Prosecutors play a big role in mediating BWCs' effects on incarceration
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Prosecutor Survey

Surveyed 203 NC prosecutors in 2020 in 16 participating offices

- Participating Office Not Participating

Handled 505,787 cases between 1995 and 2019 Survey Representativeness =
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Raleigh adopts BWC
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Black defendants tend to have lower quality
representation. (0-100)
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Exposure to BWC & Taking Police at their Word

At the following stages in a case,
what percent of the time are you
uncertain about the true severity of
the defendant’s conduct?

e After reading the police report
(0-100)

e At the final disposition (0-100)
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Exposure to BWC & Taking Police at their Word
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Exposure to BWC & Taking Police at their Word

10-

At the following stages in a case,
what percent of the time are you
uncertain about the true severity of
the defendant’s conduct?

e After reading the police report
(0-100)
® At the final disposition (0-100)

Coef. on Years of BWC Exposure
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Exposure to BWC & Beliefs
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Prosecutors with one more year of
BWC exposure reduce incarceration
disparities by 0.3 pp or 4% of Black
defendants’ incarceration rate
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Back-of-the-Envelope Contribution to BWCs’ Effects

0.06
0.03
22
g8 0.00
2
2s
5 2 -0.03
g g
8 5 -0.06
“s —
eg
< -0.09
-0.12

5-4-3-2-10 1 2 3 4 5
Years from BWC Adoption



cbme ) Edgeneiilonkes ) BedienGige ) ProsewtorSuvey s
Roadmap

@ Prosecutor Survey

Origins of Biased Beliefs



seen 0 e ehve(eee ) Rroseautor Suvey. T RS
Taking reports at face value linked to higher disparities
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Increasingly so with tenure
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Conclusion

Staggered adoption of BWC introduces monitoring of earlier actors

® Reduces disparities in low-level arrests
® Reduces incarceration rates for Black people
® >80% of which can't be explained by extensive margin of arrest

Survey lets us unpack behavioral mechanisms
® Receiving objective information can change prosecutors’ minds
® Suggestively beliefs were biased by taking earlier reports at face value

Thank You!

emma.k.harrington4@gmail.com or hshaffer@law.harvard.edu
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Test of internalizing police reports -

Incarceration; =w Black; x Share Certain,;y x Tenure,y «(i)
+ & Black; x Tenurey;) +(i)
+  Share Certain,(;) x Tenure,j) ()
+ 7 Tenurep(iy.¢(i) + Hp(i),Black; + Hunie(i) + Xiv + Vi



e
More certain prosecutors increase disparities with tenure

—

Incarceration; = 0.64""" Black; x Share Certain,;) x Tenure, () +(j)
— 0.27"" Black; x Tenureyj) +(j)
— 0.07 Share Certain,(;y x Tenurep () «(i)
—0.06 Tenurey(j) «(i) + Hp(i),Black; T+ Hunit(i) + Xi ¥

Table with robustness to alternative specs =



More certain prosecutors increase disparities with tenure

Low Certainty in Police Medium Certainty High Certainty in Police

-0.017 0.017 0.275%
(0.063) (0.094) _ (0.116) P

/|

5

o
e
oy
R
N
—]
H

Black — White Incarceration | X

0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
Prosecutor Years of Tenure
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S . .
Summary Statistics n PreBWC Years (2010-13) = =

BWC Adoption Year

Early Middle Late Never
(2014-16) (2017-19) (2020-24) (—)
)] ) @3) (4)

Per Capita Outcomes

% Arrested 3.41 2.94 342 2.68
% Incarcerated 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.10
Black 0.28 0.32 0.29 0.31
White 0.05 0.06 0.08 0.06
County Characteristics
% Black 28.5 242 19.8 16.2
% Urban (2010 Census) 78.6 68.2 48.8 327
% County Voters Reg. Democrat 40.3 39.1 35.4 28.8
Prosecutor Demographics
% Black Prosecutor 9.8 9.5 8.4 6.1
% Registered Democrat 41.6 49.9 46.1 37.9
# Cases 1,055,078 1,093,464 593,515 207,457
# Counties 9 17 14 8



S . .
Summary Statistics n PreBWC Years (2010-13) = =

BWC Adoption Year

Early Middle Late Never
(2014-16) (2017-19) (2020-24) (—)
)] ) @3) (4)

Per Capita Outcomes

% Arrested 341 2.94 3.42 2.68
Black 6.60 6.59 6.78 6.20
White 2,14 1.94 271 2.07

% Incarcerated 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.10

County Characteristics

% Black 28.5 242 19.8 16.2
% Urban (2010 Census) 78.6 68.2 48.8 327
% County Voters Reg. Democrat 40.3 39.1 35.4 28.8
Prosecutor Demographics

% Black Prosecutor 9.8 9.5 8.4 6.1
% Registered Democrat 41.6 49.9 46.1 37.9
# Cases 1,055,078 1,093,464 593,515 207,457
# Counties 9 17 14 8



CAppendix
Summary Statistics Pre-BWC 2010-13 -

BWC Adoption Year
Full BWC Early Middle Late Never
Sample  Sample (2014-16) (2017-19) | (2020-24) (—)
)] )] (3) (4) (5) (6)
ita Qutcomes
% Arrested 4.23 4.23 4.58 3.85 4.52 3.69
Black 8.71 8.68 8.76 8.60 8.83 8.20
White 2.99 2.88 2.89 2.53 3.59 2.86
% Convicted 158 1.56 154 155 171 131
Black 3.54 3.49 3.27 3.74 3.52 321
White 1.06 0.99 0.86 0.97 131 0.98
% Incarcerated 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.11
Black 0.33 0.33 031 0.35 0.32 0.34
White 0.07 0.06 0.05 0.06 0.08 0.07
County Characteristics
% Black 233 24.4 28.5 24.2 19.2 16.8
% Urban (2010 Census) 59.1 66.9 79.3 68.9 49.5 31.6
% County Voters Reg. Democrat 37.4 38.4 40.3 39.3 35.2 29.6
Prosecutor Demographics
% Black Prosecutor 9.1 8.9 9.7 9.5 8.3 2.2
% Female Prosecutor 39.4 383 34.4 371 42.2 54.1
% Registered Democrat 41.7 45.9 42.4 50.5 51.1 29.0
Prosecutor Age (in Years) 41.0 403 40.0 393 421 40.0
Prosecutor Tenure (in Years) 3.6 3.6 37 3.4 3.6 3.4
# Cases 1,465,912 1,148,992 425,644 440,612 213,612 69,124
# Prosecutors 1,721 1,462 511 617 362 194
# Offices 39 33 8 14 12 7
# Counties 100 48 9 17 14 8




CAppendix
Evidence of internalizing police reports <

% Incarcerated >6mo
1) @) ®3) (4) (5) (6) @)

Prosecutor Tenure x Share Certain x Black 0.66"** 0.72%** 0.64*** 0.52** 0.50*** 0.51%** 0.56***
(0.10) (0.09) (0.14) (0.17) (0.16) (0.08) (0.10)

Tenure x Black 025" —0.30%%  —0.27%*  —0.30*  —0.28"F  —0.22°*  —0.25%**
(0.05) (0.05) (0.07) (0.09) (0.09) (0.07) (0.08)

Share Certain x Tenure 0.25 0.25 0.07 0.14 0.13 0.13 0.15
(0.26) (0.25) (0.12) (0.13) (0.12) (0.11) (0.11)

Tenure —0.11 —0.11 —0.06 —0.05 —0.04 —0.09 —0.03
(0.17) (0.16) (0.11) (0.11) (0.10) (0.10) (0.14)
Office Crime-Unit FE v v v v v v v
Black x Year x County FE v v v v v v
Prosecutor x Race FE v v v v v
Sentencing Guidelines v v v v
Charge FE v v v
Demographics v v v
Office Crime-Unit x Black FE v v
Prosecutor Certainty x Year x Black v



Effects Extend Beyond Arrest to Conviction -«

Conviction Rate

0.50- -0.011
(0.031)
g 025 [-1.4%]
5 [ A
3 000N
i T
|
5
S -0.25-
¢
= ~0.50-
g ~0.271%%
2 -0.75- (0.086)
[~10.1%]
-1.00-

54321012 3 45
Years from BWC Adoption

© Black # White



S . .
Jail & Traffic Stops -
(a) Per Capita Traffic Stops

Overall Black White Disparity

Black x BWC —1313* —1223°  —1.045  —2.062**
(0.704) (0.713) (0.641) (0.666)

BWC —1.200% —2.165" —0.853" —0.853" —1051"* —0.763"* —1.030"*
(0.566)  (1.034)  (0.394)  (0.394) (0.380) (0.348) (0.348)

Baseline Dependent Mean 8.91 17.08 6.10 8.91 8.91 8.91 8.91
Baseline Disparity 10.97 10.97 10.97 10.97
Percentage Change -13.5% -12.7% -14.0% -12.0% -11.1% -9.52% -18.8%
(b) Per Capita Jail Time
Overall Black White Disparity
Black x BWC —0.169"**  —0.152"**  —0.165"**  —0.097**

(0.057) (0.056) (0.058) (0.039)

BWC 0,092  —0.182"* —0.013  —0.013 0.017 —0.008 0.012
(0.030) (0.067)  (0.020)  (0.020) (0.019) (0.019) (0.020)

Baseline Dependent Mean 0.77 1.67 0.462 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77
Baseline Disparity 1.20 1.20 1.20 1.20
Percentage Change -11.9% -10.9% -2.88% -14.0% -12.6% -13.7% -8.1%




CAppendix
Arrests with Alternative Estimators -

Black Arrest Rate White Arrest Rate

;i:; o IH #}h s "”m“ H# I# H ikﬂ wh R --nw *#ﬂ 4 HH HH w

3 -3
Years from BWC Adoption

- Stacked Estimator — Callaway & Sant'Anna (2021) -=- de Chaisemartin & D'Haultfoeuille (2020)
- TWFE -== Sun & Abraham (2020) Gardner (2021)

Om|t counties that never adopt = elect a new sheriff = use local funds = neighbor a treated cty =
Balance in cty & prosecutor traits = No pre-trends in police killings = Effects broadly hold across 26 adopters =~

Allow adoption-group specific pre-trends =- Worst-case scenario trends (Roth, 2022) =



_oate o .
Certainty Weakly Related to Prosecutor Traits <

Black+ }—;—°—|
Republican- |—°—|
Female- -
Age (Z-Score)- ' . . . .
oe ) H Widely varies within office =
Tenure (Z-Score)- |'H ..
| Case characteristics are
Supervisor+ = well-balanced =
Top 30 Law- i
Family/Friend Incarcerated- |
Oppose Affirmative Action | ;
in Hiring }_OT{

v D + T o
-0.50 -0.25 0.00 025 0.50
Relationship with Uncertainty in Police Report



By Arrest Charge Severity
025

0.00
_o.25|

-0.50-

Pooled Estimate

-0.75

-1.00-

Q\o /<§\° §\e (90\0

R4 < S
&

Incarceration Rate of Arrest Charge

—eo— Black —*— White




Change in Per Capita Incarceration =

Per Capita Incarceration Rates  Disparity in Incarceration Rates

0.061 0.001 0.06- o
(0.003) 6 011
5 0.03- [2%] 5 0.03- (0.011)
3 g I [-13.7%)
: 0.00
g 0.00 8 IR
c c
S -0.03- S -0.03
@ g
Z -0.06- Z —0.06-
£ -0.029* 2
8 -0.09- (0.012) 3?( -0.09-
< [-10.5%)
-0.12- -0.12-
_'5 _'4 _'3 _'2 _'1 (') i é :'3 4'1 é —'5 —'4 —'3 —'2 —'l 6 i éé 4'1 é
Years from BWC Adoption Years from BWC Adoption

© Black & White




Incarceration with Alternative Estimators -
Black Incar;ceration Rate White Incal;ceration Rate
g et
g-—o.lo- i | i

-3 0 3 -3 0 3
Years from BWC Adoption

—» Stacked Estimator — Callaway & Sant'‘Anna (2021) -=- de Chaisemartin & D'Haultfoeuille (2020)
— TWFE -= Sun & Abraham (2020) Gardner (2021)

Linear trends by adoption group = Omitting never-BWC counties = [Buttons for other

rnhunctnoccl



Balance Across Prosecutors with Different Disparate

Impacts =

9% Black % Female. Avg. Age
0.00 0.00 002
20 (0.00) 201 (0.01) 201 (0.02)
I 10 45
A 2ele
A3 Rae
0—= 0
{ -101 0 e
-20 -20- -20
0 25 50 75 0 10 20 30 40 50 25 30 35 40
Avg. Prior Record Points. (%f;;féfr;‘.‘:ﬁ;""a"‘zw Predicted % Incarcerated

-0.05 000 0 -0.01
(0.06) (0.01) (0.02)

Estimated Disparity (Black vs Non-Black % Incarcerated)

6 & 0 Jdo 40 6 0 10 20 30
Avg. Defendant Attribute in Prosecutor's Cases




e
Relationship Btw Certainty & Incarceration Disparities <«

% Incarcerated >6mo
1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 9)
Black x Share Certain After Reading Police Report ~ 1.36"  0.84" 0.7
(056)  (0.39)  (0.39)

No BWC x Black x Share Certain 1.52** 111 1.14%
(076)  (054)  (0.59)

BWC x Black x Share Certain 032 —020  -038
(0.38)  (0.41)  (0.37)

Police-Init. x No BWC x Black x Certain 2.38%* 1.91%* 2.25%
(091)  (055)  (0.80)

Police-Init. x BWC x Black x Certain 0.13 —0.27 —0.55
(056)  (042)  (0.36)

Other Arrest x No BWC x Black x Certain 091 0.61 047
(0.86)  (0.63)  (0.62)

Other Arrest x BWC x Black x Certain 0.40 —019 030
(053)  (0.59)  (0.56)

Office Crime-Unit FE v
Prosecutor FE v
Sentencing Guidelines

Charge FE

Demographics

Office Crime-lInit x Rlack FF

NN NN
N NN
<
NN NN
N NN
<
N NN
[NENENENENEN



e
Surveillance is a substitute for skepticism: Police-Initiated

=

Incarcerated; = kUncertain,;y - Black; + up(i) + X!+ Hunit(i) T €i

Without BWC With BWC

o
o

Black - White Incarceration | X
. 5 -
o >

o

0 06 038 04 X 038
Share Uncertain After Reading Police Report



Allowing for Different Linear Trends by Adoption Group
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Allowing for Different Linear Trends by Adoption Group
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e
= Per Capita Conviction Rate
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Per Capita Felony Conviction Rate

Per Capita Felony Conviction Rate

Adopter vs. Non-Adopter

ARSI P NP

0.012
(0.009)
8.3%]

T I \IL—‘ L} l 1

-0.036 | _—
(0.022)
[-5.8%]

3 02 4 8 i 3 5 4 5
Years from BWC Adoption

- Black -+ White




Per Capita Prison/Jail (>6mo) Rate
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Per Capita Prison + Jail Length (in days)
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Widespread Results Across Treated Counties <
Per Capita Incarceration ; = B¢ 1[c = f] - L[t > t7] + pic + ptr + Vet

0.6~

0.4-

Density

0.2-

0.0
0.0 0.1

-0.1
Coef. on BWC Adoption for
Per Capita Incarceration

Black Not Black

Each observation is a 3¢ for a different adopting county, f.



CAppendix
Alternative DiD Estimator <

Estimate each experiment separately and then weight by precision.
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Omitting Never-Adopters -
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CAppendix
Alternative DiD Estimator <

Estimate each experiment separately and then weight by precision.
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Omitting Never-Adopters -
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Per Capita Arrest Rate
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CAependix
Sum Stats: Survey RepreseitaliMEN@SS i ver ey
1) B | @ (5)

@ (6)

Prosecutor Demographics

% Black Prosecutor 9.1 10.2 8.8 9.8 111 10.4
% Female Prosecutor 37.0 36.0 38.9 46.0 46.6 46.4
% Registered Democrat 42.0 46.5 46.2 43.0 48.9 51.8
Prosecutor Age (in Years) 38.4 37.2 36.2 39.4 383 37.8
Prosecutor Tenure (in Years) 4.9 5.0 6.7 6.4 6.2 7.9
Jurisdiction Characteristics

% County Voters Reg. Democrat 371 40.6 41.7 36.5 39.9 41.1
% Urban (2010 Census) 57.7 66.1 67.7 56.5 64.5 63.3
Sentencing Outcomes

% Incarcerated (; 6mo) 6.4 6.5 6.0 3.0 2.8 4.4
% Conviction 44.8 431 41.4 31.8 28.8 33.6
% Trial 0.7 0.7 0.6 0.3 0.3 0.5
Defendant Demographics

% Black Defendant 453 532 55.7 43.5 51.4 52.8
% Female Defendant 275 26.5 26.5 30.0 28.9 27.4
Defendant Age (in Years) 313 311 30.9 32.7 323 322
# Cases 3,810,926 1,993,034 505,787 | 358,999 184,932 57,714
# Prosecutors 1,925 1,107 163 926 520 163
# Counties 100 39 52 100 40 40
# Counties with BWCs 26 13 13 26 13 13
# Offices 39 16 20 39 16 20
Participating Offices v '
Participating Prosecutors v ‘ v




Other Arrest Types <«
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_oate o .
Exposure Design Placebo Check -«

(a) Past Conduct (b) Prior Record Points (c) Current Conduct
©
S 5
5
o
3
o
o —_—
I3
8o . . .
s
3 I
<
3
il
2-5- 1
©
i
2 (d) Perception of Conduct (e) Legal Representation (f) % Uncertain about Police Report
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_oate o .
Exposure Design Placebo Check
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Placebo Check for Exposure Design <
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e
Prosecutor Selection: Change in Turnover -

‘ Ao Baseline Mean  Percent of

Baseline Mean

County Demographics

Log Population 0.01 12.75 0.07%
(0.01)

% Black 0.14 25.43 0.57%
(0.17)

County Economics

% Unemployed 0.03 6.90 0.36%
(0.11)

% Poverty 0.10 15.98 0.63%
(0:27)

Log Yearly Earnings (3) 0.00 8.20 0.02%
(0.01)

Black Log Yearly Earnings (5) | -0.01 .13 -0.09%
(0.01)

White Log Yearly Earnings (S) | 0.01 8.30 0.08%
(0.01)

County Politics

9% Democratic Votes -1.90% 54.64 -3.47%
(1.15)

Prosecutor Characteristics

% First-Year Hires -0.59 11.08 5.35%
(0.93)

9% Departures 0.00 170 0.06%
(051)

% Democrat 0.49 13.34 3.68%
(0.72)

% Black -0.03 418 -0.63%
(0.36)




Robust to Controls for Prosecutor Demographics -

(a) % Disparites Due to Past Conduct  (b) % Due to Prior Points

Years of BWC Exposure  —3.94°  —3.08" 298" 002 011  -038
(1.73) (1.34) (1.43) (1.36) (1.44) (1.47)

Prosecutor Black ~14.75% ~15.12°* —227 046
(6.02) (6.38) (7.03)  (6.42)

Prosecutor Democrat 210 ~10.15

(4.79) (8.32)

Dependent Mean 1371 1371 1371 2373 2373 2373
Observations 119 119 119 19 119 119

(c) % Due to Current Conduct _ (d) % Due to Perception of Conduct

Years of BWC Exposure  ~2.99"  ~2.09° ~180" 440" 335 317
(133) (1.09) (113)  (215)  (189) (1.89)

Prosecutor Black ~1553" 1625 18.06* 18.70°
(4.74) (4.89) (7.66) 773)

Prosecutor Democrat 4.06 -362
(4.66) (7.25)

Dependent Mean 735 7.35 735 1827 1827 18.27
Observations 119 119 119 119 119 119

(e) % Due to Legal Rep. (F) % Uncertain after Police Report

Years of BWC Exposure ~ 0.66  —1.05  —0.42  447° 395 4.27
(197)  (165)  (165)  (260) (253) (258)

Prosecutor Black 2938 27.06" 8.74 713
(934)  (922) (6.38) (6.81)

Prosecutor Democrat 13,02 5.84
(5.68) (6.53)

Dependent Mean 13.54 13.54 13.54 4254 4254 4254
Observations 119 119 119 138 138 138
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