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This memorandum provides an analysis of all robbery cases
sentenced under the guidelines that had been received by the
Monitoring - staff as of approximately February 15, 1989. I will
first present summary statistics for key offender and offense
characteristics for the entire sample of 146 cases. Second, a more
detailed analysis of sentencing practices.is presented for a subset
of 94 cases that did not involve departures, career offenders, or
924(c) convictions. A Third, I provide a complete"listing of
departures, including information on District, judge code, and the
direction and magnitude of the departure. Finally, in response to
questions raised at the Commission meeting of March 15,I analyze
the. extent to which a two- level .reductionfor Acceptance of
Responsibility has been awarded in plea - bargain cases, where one
or more counts of indictment werejdropped.

I. Overview of Full Sample

The full set of 146 monitoring cases includes 13 dispositions
bytrial, 98"simp1e pleas whereno counts of indictment were
dropped, and 33 plea bargains with counts reduced. .There are 17
instances of clear Guideline sentencing departures, and 13 cases
where there was an unexplained discrepancy between the Guideline
range given in the Presentence Report and the sentence indicated

> in theJ&C. Thirteen offenders are classified as Career Offenders
in the Presentence Report. For three of these cases; the judge
disputed the accuracy of the classification and gave a straight
Guideline sentence. Seven of the remaining seven.cases were
,sentenced as career, offenders. The average Criminal History
Category for all 146 offenders is just below Category III.
Finally, the average Guidelinesentence for the entiresample is
69.8months.

Table I below provides information on sentencing and selected
offender and offense characteristics.



Table I
Summary Statistics for Selected Variables

Variable Mean Standard
Dev.

Median Range

Sentence 69 . 8

Dollar Loss $9440.0

Number of
Robberies ,
Indictment 1 . 6

Number of
Robberies,
Conviction 1 . 4

Offender Age 31. 8

68.0

16256.2

1.6

1.0

9.9

48.0

$3300.0

1.0

1.0

30.0

6

0

1

0

19

507

- $98, 141

- 11

7

- 65

II. Straight Sentencing

There are 94 cases in the sample that do not involve"career
Offenders, departures,or convictions under 924(c). For these
cases, thesentence ranges from 24 to 115 months, with a mean of
49 . 3 .

In order to determine wherejudges are sentencingin the
Guideline rangefor the relevant Offense Level and Criminal History
Category,,i calculated the midpoint of the indicated Guideline
range for each case and then computed the average value of this
midpointvariable. If judges, on average, have sentenced in the
middle of the > Guideline range,theoverall average sentence would
be closeto the average of the midpoints of the various Guideline
ranges. If judgeshave tended to sentence at the top or bottom of
the indicated range, theaverage sentence for the sample would be
correspondingly higher or lower.

The average figure for the midpoints of all Guideline
sentencing ranges inthe subsample of 94 cases is 49.03. Since the
average sentence for this subsample is 49.3, it appears that there
is no systematic tendency for judges to sentence toward the top or
bottom of the Guideline range. This can also be seen by examining

the percentage of times Judges"sentenced at thetop and bottom of
the*Guideline range. About 30 percent of the sentences areat the
top; Approximately 26percent are at the bottomofthe indicated



range.

Table II provides additional information on sentencing

patterns'for the 94 cases broken down by trials, plea bargains with

counts reduced,and simple pleas.

Table II
Sentencing by Type of Disposition*

Range
Disposition Number Mean

1 Sentence
Standard

Dev .

Median
Sentence

Trial 3 . 0 49 . 3

Pleas,counts
Reduced 2 1 . 0

Simple Pleas 7 0 . 0

48. - 8

48 . 4

20.3

15.1

21.3

46.0

48.0

40.5

24 - 115

30 - 87

24 - 115

*Sample does not include Career
convictions under Section 924(c).

Offenders, departures, or

III Departures

Table III provides detailed information on the 17 Guideline

departures in the full sample of 146 cases. Three of the downward

departures involvecareer offenders. In the last case listed, the

judge departed upward to 192 months, stating that the offender had

escaped Career Offender status due only to a fortuitous sentencing

consolidation of prior violent felonies.



Table III
"Guideline Departures

Sentence
Direction District Judge

Code
Indicated

Guideline Range

Downward
Downward
Downward
Downward
Downward
Downward
Downward
Downward
Downward
Downward
Downward
Downward
Downward
Upward
Upward
Upward
Upward

Mid Ca
N. Iowa
Nevada
Oregon
S . Georgia
S . Georgia
W . Ark
W . Ark
S . NY
Nevada
W . NY
W . KY
W . Texas
Mid Ill
Nevada
E . KY
Mid Fla

7319
6205
7810
7908
3j06
3j06
6105
6005
0862
7808
1708
4409

5311
7810
4305

30-37
24-30
30-37
30-37

262-327
262-327

70 - 87
135-168
262 - 327
24-30
33-41
33-41
30-37
30-37
30-37

1- 7
57 - 71

6
22
12
27

144
144

51
108

71
12

9
30
27
45
60
27
192

IV. Acceptance of Responsibility

As indicated inmy oral reportto the Commission on March 15,

a two- level reduction for Acceptance of Responsibility is granted

routinely even when a"plea bargain has*already resulted a reduction

of one or more counts of indictment. There are28 plea bargains

with 'counts reduced in the full sample.  VAcceptance of

Responsibility wasgranted in 24 of these cases; Inthree of the

four cases where Acceptancewas not granted, a 924(c) indictment

count had alreadybeen dropped inthe plea bargain. Table IV

provides a description of countsdroppedvfor each plea bargain,and

indicates whether Acceptance of Responsibility was granted.



Table IV

Application of Acceptance of Responsibility in
Monitoring Robbery Cases

ed Acce tance Granted?
escri tion of Counts Dm

n Plea A reement

1.
2.
3.

4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.

17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.

27.
28.

924(c)
371 (conspiracy)
2 confessed robberies
(not in counts of indictment)

371
37 1
924 (c)
lrobbery
1 attempted robbery

1 confessedrobbery
924(c)
3 7 1
1 confessed robbery

6 robberies
924(c)
371, 924 (c)
all robbery counts-- convicted
of Assault andBurglary
924(c)
2113 (d)
2 113 (d)
924(c)
1 confessed robbery
924(c)
2113 (d)
3 confessed robberies
924(c)
924(c)

371, arson of vehicle
Robbery reduced to Larceny

yes
yes
yE S

. Y 6 5
yes
yes
ye s
yes
ye s
yes
yes
yes
ye s
no
yes

no
yes
yes
yes
no
ye s
yes
yes
yes
no

yes, but judge departed
upward by 2 levels
complaining that
guidelines too low.
no

yes, but judge departed
upward.
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~ March 29, 1989

TO: All Commissioners

FROM: m Dennis Murphy/~~
.

Scott Lyden, Bank Robbery Working Group

SUBJECT = Time Served by Base Robbery Offenders under Old Law

This memorandum reports the results of the Bank, Robbery
Working Group's effort to determine average and median prison time
served by robbery offenders. under old law for .offenses' that
correspond to the Guideline Base Offense ofunarmed robbery of one
bank (Level 19, Criminal History Category I). This - research
supplements data for"base offenders included inthe statistical
analysis reported by David Scheffman in a companion memorandum.
The latter analysis relied only on the 1985 Augmented FPSSIS data
set. - The results discussed here use the full set of FPSSIS data
tapes covering the period mid- 1984 mid- 1987.

The criteria employed to select base offenders werevery
stringent. Our goal was to provide the Commission with casesthat
correspond as closely as possible to a pure base offense. Any,
offenses that would require mitigating or aggravating adjustments
if sentenced under the Guidelines have' "been excluded.
Specifically, the final sample was limited tocases of conviction
for unarmed robbery of$10,000 or less, involving no more than one
bank, where theoffender was not considered a minor participantor
a leader, and where no deaths, injuries, or abductions were
reported. All probation cases have alsobeen excluded.

No plea bargains are included in the sample other than those
specifically coded in FPSSIS as"no counts reduced". - Because of
this screen- and other consistency checks included in the selection
process, we are reasonably confident that the sample cases reflect
real offense conduct and that the data therefore are not
compromised by armed or multiple robberiesthat have been > pled down
toless serious offenses. Appendix 1 presents a more detailed
description of the FPSSIS variables that were used to select the
final sample of base offenses.

The second phase of this project utilized the Bureau of
Prisons "Sentry" data file to determine prison time served by
offenders in our sample. For approximately two - thirds of the



cases, time served is basedon actual release dates. Presumptive
parole release dates were available for almost all remaining
cases.l

- Fifty - six cases resolved by plea andfive trials survived the
screening process for base offense. Table I presents summary data
for time served for the entire sample.and for pleas andtrials
individually. In > order to facilitate comparisons betweentime
served under old law and Guideline sentences, values for time
served have been adjusted for good time allowances. That is,
values for time served reported by BoP's Sentry system have been
divided by .85, which means that actual time spent in prison can
be found by multiplying the Table I values for time served by.85.
For example,,an offender who served 85 months in prison would have
time - served- adjusted - for - good time of 100 months.

TABLE I
Time Served by Robbery Base Offenders

Sentenced1984-1987

Sample

Pleas and
Trials

Pleas

Trials

Number

61

56

5

Average Time Median Time
Served

(months)

31 . 2

28 . 39

67 . 75

Served
(months)

25. 1

24 . 39

75 . 29

Range

2.0 - 146.1

2.0 146.1

25.8 95.7

Table I indicates that baseoffenders who pled guilty with no
counts reduced servedan average of about 28 months inprison
(minus good time) underold law. This corresponds to a guideline
sentence toward the top of Offense Level 17, Criminal History

1 In order to assess the reliability of time served values
obtainedfrom Sentry, we also examined Parole Commission records
for alltrials - and a random sample of 10 plea cases. For the ten
pleas, release dates in the* Parole *Commission records were
virtually identical to release dates in Sentry. Four of the five
trialcases could be located in the Parole Commission data system.
As will be discussed in the text, two of these offenders waived
parole and are still in prison; there is thus a discrepancy between
the BOP presumptive release date and the parole eligibility date
indicated in the Parole Commission data. There were no*serious
discrepancies for the remaining two cases.



Categoryi (24 - 30 months). To the extent that suchoffenders
would be granted Acceptance ofResponsibility under the Guidelines,
they would receive a level 17 sentence (19 minus 2). If "

time servedis used as a reference, prison time under old law is
at the bottomof level 17.

Time served'for trials is much higher than for pleas. .The
average figure of almost 68 months corresponds to a Guideline
sentence near the middle ofLevel 26. There are, however, only
five offenders in our sample who were sentenced after trial.
Further, the five sentences vary widely (25.9 95.3 months).
Subsequent analysis of Sentry and Parole Commission files for these
cases indicates that three of the five offenders were assigned to
high - securitymental institutions. Two ofthese individuals waived
paroleand are still in confinement. Time served based on their
current expected release date is 83.5 and95.3 months (minus good
time). Average time served for the remaining three offenders is
53 months.

Given thearguablyaberrational nature of the trial sample,
we gradually removed limiting selection criteria to increase the
number of trial "cases while still preserving the core
characteristics of a base robbery offense. Table II reveals the
results of this process on sample size and mean and median time
served.

Table II
Trials: Time Served According to

Restrictiveness of Base Offense Definition

Selection Criteria
relaxed

N Mean Time
Served

Median Time Range
Served

None -- All Screens 5
Operative

Includes Losses 7
over $10,000

Includes Minor and 12
Major Roles

Includes Parole 14
Offense - severity
other than Level 5*

67.75

61.07

44.39.

40.22

75.29

58.08

39.09

34.51

25.8 - 95.7

25.8 - 95.7

4.2 - 95.7

4.2 - 95.7

involved in the offense (see Appendix I).

*This screenis a consistency check on the requirement that the
count of conviction wasrobbery and that no aggravatingconduct was



It is evident from Table II that very high values for time
served are confined to the most restrictive sample. As additional
trials are included, mean time served falls to a lowiof 40 months
(Guideline Level 21) for thefull sample of 14 trial cases. If
the two mental patients who waived parole are excluded from this
sample, mean time served is 32.2 months (Level 19). In any event,
we are reluctant to draw any conclusions from such a'small number
of observations, particularlyin view of the possibility that
cases settled by trial may by their very nature involve atypical
circumstances. Thus, the sample of 56 pleas may provide more
meaningful information onaverage time served by base offenders
under old law.



APPENDIX I
Selection Criteria for Base Offense Sample

FPSSIS cases wereconsidered base offenses only if they met
the following requirements. Numbers in parentheses indicate column
numbers in the FPSSIS data field for relevant screening variables.

.1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

The code of conviction must have been 1100 -- bank robbery
(337 - 340) .

The number of prior adultconvictions was 0 (132).

The.number of ongoing criminal acts was Single (91).

The value for Weapon (94 - 95) was either 00 (no weapon, no
threat) or 02 (threat, no"weapon).

Type of Firearm (96) must have been coded None. Thisis
a consistency check on the coding for Weapon.

Victim Injured (97) must have been coded 0.

Dollar Amount(99-107) must have been no more than
$10 , 000 .

Involvement Level (93) must not have been Less Culpable
or Leader.

Parole Offense Severity(159) must have been coded 5.
Thisis a consistency check on the code of conviction and
lack of aggravating circumstances., Parole Offense
Severity ratings of less than 5involve lesser offenses
than robbery. Higher ratings involve aggravators such as
victims injured or abducted.

Plea Bargain (92) must have been N (no*counts reduced).

Finally, no probation cases wereincluded in the sample.
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Draft BANK ROBBERY WORKING GROUP - FIELD SURVEY

C.D. CALIF.

Prosecutor (Z ):

Says L.A. has about 25% of all bank robberies in the
Qcountry. Concerned that armed bank robbery seems a bit low. Not
enough difference between armed and unarmed. He considers
unarmedbank robberies NOT very significant, but armed robberies
as very significant. Should be several more levels added to

enhancementfor weapon.

,(referred byi J): bank robbery guideline
is also a problemwhen no weapon is involved. Recommend that the
base offense level be raised to23. On top of that the
enhancement for aweapon should be increased from 3to 4. In
addition, she believes that multiple bank robberies are not
punished enough, and not at all after five.

However, she does feel that theicareer offender guideline is

a tad onerous on occasion. In addition, she does not feel that a

bank robbery without a weapon should count as a career offender
offense.

€)1Defender (

The guidelines are probably comparable to past practice for

persons with criminal records, and for those withno records who

didn't receive probation. In his view a first offender receiving

24 - 30 months is not atypical. However, he prefers that the
decision on probation versus jail be a separate decision prior to
application of the guidelines. In addition, he thinksthe
guidelines should allow room to give.some defendants supervision
without a substantial periodof custody. A good number of first
*offenders should have nonprison alternatives. He notes that
before the guidelines a significant minority of bank robbers
.received nonprison alternatives.

, is concernedthatsthe career offender provision hammers

bank robbers and others far beyondpast sentencing practice,
because of themechanical focus ontwo prior offenses. In his

view such a person is notas bad as the guy who has been in and

out of prison.hiswhole life. He also believes that a weapon

shouldbe requiredfor applicability ofcareer offender to bank

robberies. He hasan appeal*pending in which he contends that.
robbery.without a gun is nonviolent. He suggests.that we

considera two step analysis for career offender: 1) require two

priors, and 2) require a certain period of incarceration for each

prior.



Probation officer ( ):

Occasionally see a case where the bank robbery guideline
seems a little low, but the onlyhdiscrepancy between the
guidelines and the priorsystem is where the defendant pleads to
only some of the bank robberies charged.

For example,,under the U.S. Attorney's plea policy you can
usuallyplead to, say, two of*six robberies. The result is a

significantly lower sentence than past practice. Judges don't'
seem to depart upward in suchcases.

She cited the "case before Judge ( 2 - 2 1 -89 )

ihvwhich theldefendant entered aplea to the reduced charge of
bank larceny for a:range of 4 -8 months. The judgesentenced the
defendant to 8 months, declining to follow the P.O.'S advice for

*an upward departure (to 37Vmonths or so), saying that since the
agreement was to bank larceny, he would not impose a sentence
that would correspond to a plea to bank robbery. In her view,
under old law the case would likely have resulted in a sentence
of 1*1/2 years, with about a third served.

Regarding career offender, she is concerned that sometimes
two prior offenses are not horrendous enough (such as residential
burglaries when no oneis home) to make someone a career
offender. Possibly should requiredefendant be armed.

M. D. FLORIDA

Prosecutor( J

)

Surveyed several oftheir offices and found widespread
support for the view that thelbase offenselevel for bank robbery

is too low; he proposes and increase in the base to level 24. He

said thattwojudgesin Jacksonville ( i*)*and
several judges in Orlandohave criticized the offense level as

too low, even considering that real time sentences areinvolved.
Historically, judgeshavegiven 10 - 15 yearsfor unarmed bank
robbery.andzo or more for armedrobbery.

He suggests that the enhancement foruse ofa weapon be

increased to 6 levels from thevcurrent 3. He also saidthat the
distinction between "brandishing" and "using" a weapon needs to
be clarified. He also recommends that toy weapons should count
for the enhancement. 'A*number of prosecutors in his district
have been concernedthat multiple bank robberies sentenced on the
same day count asone;offense ("related" offenses), which
underrepresents their criminal history and makes more difficult
the application of the career offender rules. They had one case
where a defendant committed five armed hold - upsof convenience
stores but becausethey.werealso sentenced,on thesame day the

2



career offender provision did not apply. He would prefer that

the provision bechangedso that fewer upward departures are
necessitated.

Defender (

Bank robbery offense level is appropriate as currently

structured. Alot of bank robbers aren't that bad.

Robbery with a*weapon is traditionally viewed asa
significant crime. In.the past the average armed robbery

sentence would be about 20 - 25 years, reduced to 6 - 8 years by

parole and good time. *Sentencesin the past sounded worse than
nowbecause the public didn't understand what the sentences
*actually.meant.

Regarding the career offender provision, he believes that
prosecutors shouldbelobbying toliberalize the prior record
requirement to get more bad guys included.

Probation office; ( ):

Bank robbery guideline is extremely lenient to bank robbers,

especially those who do not usea gun, even taking intoaccount
the fact that guideline,sentences arenon - paroleable. Recommends
a base offense level of 23 (for a range of 41 - 51 months after
acceptance of responsibility).

In the past the average sentence was twelve years, with
parole infour - Unarmed now is about24 - 30 months for a first
offender. The guideline levels are ok for those*withguns and

prior records. The career offender provision is fine: "slow
learners need rehabilitation."

S . D. FLORIDA

Prosecutor (

"Base offense level forbank robbery too low. Should be 20.

In addition, if the person used a gun, the enhancement should add

anadditional 60 months (to.correspondto 924(c)), orabout 6

more levels than the current 3 level enhancement. Ifa weapon is

dischargedduring theoffense the enhancement should be 13 levels
to a level 37, instead of the current 5 level enhancement. In
her view, using a weapon during the offense makes it a far more

serious offense, notreflectedfin.the current enhancement.

Defender ( - ) :

Generally likes the bank robbery levels where they'are. - In

some cases they are real good from the defendant's standpoint,

3
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e.g..noweapon, first offender, small amount of money is
relatively low, and appropriately so. However, often bank
robbers have done prior crimes that jack,up their offense level.

The enhancements to the base offenselevelwork pretty well.
Not sure should increase the offense level - based on the money

stolen because luck is too big a factor in a typical bank
robbery.

Believescareer offender isokay regarding bank robbery

EXCEPT that for robberies to count should have to possess a

weapon.

Probationlofficer;( .

Notwithstanding the perception of many that bank robbery is,

toolow, he believes it is appropriate in terms of the real jail
time served and the significance of supervised release. He also
believes itis higher than the parole system in which a Category

V resulted in24 - 36 months.

Theiguidelines representa cultural shock because robbery is
associated with Bonnie andvclyde mythology; the reality is very
different.

Is not troubled by countingunarmed bank robberiesunder
career offender provision.

N.D. ILLINOIS

Prosecutor (1

Offense level seems a bitlow. Supports the proposed six
level increase in the base offenselevel. Hasn't focussed on the
enhancements because whena firearmis involved his office always
charges924(c). He is satisfied with the current application
career offenderto bank robberies.

Defender (' ;) :

His*office feels the bank robbery guideline is about right;
However, when career offenderis applied in bank robbery context,
it'stoo high - - particularly where there is a nonviolent,unarmed
bank robbery involved as the instant or a prioroffense.

Probationofficer (

While only a few cases to date, -doesn't see a need to raise
the offense levels for bank robbery at this time. Most cases
they see have injury and/or use of a firearm and prior record,
*which providereasonableand"appropriate enhancements.

4



D. KANSAS

,Prosecutor ( ):

Generally, the bank robbery offense level is a little too
low, compared to past practice. The problem is particularly
significant with respect to multiple bank robberies; multiple
robberies arenit.punished enough.

The criminalhistory undercounts prior robberies by counting
different robberies consolidated for sentencing as ONE offense.

Defender ( ) 0

Satisfied with the offense levels, but not surprised that
prosecutorshave problems with them. When take into account
possible enhancements, believes there is sufficient sentencing
flexibility. His judges are sentencing at the upper end of the
ranges, even on pleas.

Whilehe is a little surprised by the levelson armed
robbery, he thinks the increases are adequate. In addition, he
feels that there shouldbe some provision for diminishing the
impact when multiple enhancements are applicable(such as weapon
AND role). He agreeswith the Commission view that a toy gun
should NOT qualify for the weapon enhancement. He feels that a

toy gun does not pose the same threat as a real gun.

Probation officer( 1: =

Maybe a little low compared to prior sentences. Dismissed
robberies aren't counted under the guidelines but were under the
parole guidelines. Guidelines underpunish defendants for those.

Tsays the guideline doesn't fully give weight to the
distinction between a note joband an armed robbery. He
recommends that the.base offenselevel remainasit is but that
the 3 level enhancement for use of a gun be increased to at least
8 levels. He also recommendsthat a toyHguncount for purposes
of giving the enhancement.

D. T MARYLAND

Prosecutor ( ):

Bank robbery guidelines is vastly inappropriate; level 18 is
much too low. Recommends a 6 level increase to about 24 or 25.

Typical case he sees is a note job. Pre - guidelines would
haveroutinely gotten 15 years, to serve 6 or 7. Also concerned

5



thatcriminal,history calculation underrepresents seriousness of

record by counting multiple bank robberies consolidated for
sentencing as one offense.

Defender - (

Bank robbery is working out well, compared to drug offenses.

€3The guideline is a tad lighter than previous sentences, maybe one

or.two levels or solight. The proposed increase of six levels,
is way out of line.

Concerned that the Commission is taking a few areas and
upping the ante, based on complaints from prosecutors, and is
doing nothing'aboutlguidelinesthat representa significant
increasein pastpractice. The Commission is*starting to seem

like the "Step 'N Fetchit" of the Justice Department.

Regarding careeroffender, concerned that the Commission too
literally follows statute by clinging to "crime of violence"
rather than using judgment about what offensesshould qualify for
career offender treatment. He believes aweapon should be
required for an offense toqualify; He has a case where a person
became a career offender with two misdemeanor assault convictions
as his priors, because the potential state punishment was over a

year. That's too easy, in his view, to become a "career
offender."

Probation officer (*

Doesn'twsee a problem*with the - baseoffenselevel for bank
robbery. Is concerned that the weapon and injury enhancements
may be a little light compared to the parole guidelines.

D . MASSACHUSETTS

Prosecutor (

Problem withlbank robbery guideline is that theylost some

of the heftier"sentehces. Even accountingfor parole, the
guideline sentences are still a little less. Particular problem
at.the lower end for single count cases. They"mostly deal in'
multiple robberiesso it is not as much a practical as a

theoreticalproblem for them.

Believes weapon enhancement should be changed in INCLUDE

fake weapons, toy guns, and the like.

Defender (

Satisfied with current levels for bankrobbery. His office
gets few single case bank robberies with no prior record so it is

6

4



,difficult tocomment on that kind of case. Most of his
defendants have long records and are career offenders or commit
multiple bank robberies.

Feels that the career offender provisiongives sentences
that are generally too high. Would prefer if career offender did
not apply to note jobs, and would like acceptance of
responsibility make applicable in a meaningful way to career
offenders.

Probation officer (1 li'

General feeling is that bank robbery is low, even accounting
forparole. Defenders,arehappy with it; it is relatively lower
than other guidelines. Recommends a base offense level of 22.

If don't raise the*base offense level, recommends raising
the enhancement forusing a weapon. Also, clarify meaning of
(2)(8) "otherwise use" regarding weaponuse.

E.D. MICHIGAN

Prosecutor (' ):

Recommends increase the baseoffense level to 20,and making
the enhancement for a weapon a 4 or 5 level increase, instead of
3 levels. Feels that brandishing a toy weapon'should result in
an increase in the offense level, but a smaller increase than a
real weapon. Iscomfortable withthe application ofcareer
offender to unarmed bank robberies.

Defender ( ) :

The bank robbery"guidelineyis about right, except that the
system needs some*flexiblity to give probation in the exceptional
case. Guidelines lack that personalized sentencing feature of
the.past.

Mustmake clearer to the*public that this is more real time
than the oldsystem. Sounds significantly less but when analyze
the real time served it is not significantly less.

*Believescareer offender is s problem. Doesn'tlike the
fact that the judge mustsentences near the top. Also, should
require a weapon use for career offender to apply. .AS currently
structured, career offender is like an octupus.

Probation officer ("

Robbery guideline is too low. Recommends an increase in the
base to level 27. Also feels that the enhancement for

7



brandishing a firearm should be increased from a 3 to a 5 level
enhancement.

E. D. NEW YORK

Prosecutor(T )

District does so few unarmed bank robberies that he has no
feel for'theapprbpriateness of the offense levelfor unarmed.
As for.armed he feels that a three level enhancement for
brandishing a weaponeisnot sufficient and should be increased by
anadditional level or two. He also feels that use of a toy
weapon should be an aggravatingfactor, though possibly not as
much as for a*real weapon.

In the past his judges have generally sentenced armed bank
robbers to around 12"years with about (a guess) 5- 6 years served.
His office hasgenerally not charged 924(c) counts because of
past DOJ policy on limited use and that sparing use has
continued, thoughhe feelsit maychange based on direction from
main DOJ.

Regarding career offender, he thinks that there should be a
distinction between armed and unarmed bank robbery so thatnote
jobs are not counted.

Defender ( ):.

Satisfied with offense levels'for bank robbery. Of the 10
cases they havepending in their office, the minimum guideline
sentenceis 22 years. He think that is enough. In 17 years he
has had only one defendantwith no prior and who committed a note
job. That defendant got a one year sentence because of the
special circumstances.

He believes that the ability of a judge to depart upward for
special circumstances gives sufficient upper end sentencing
flexibility that offense levels do not need,to be increased.,
Nothing will be accomplished byboosting the ante...Asit is he
says they now have trials rather than pleas in bank robbery cases
because there is not enough incentive to plead, particularly for
career offenders.

Probation officer (

Guideline for bank robbery is just fine. The base offense
level is appropriate and the add - ons are good. Career offender
as applied to bankfrobbery is a rare bird, but not too severe.M
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8.D. NEW YORK

Brosecutor ( ): [ Surveying his office, will
get back tous the week of April3 ]

Defender ( .) :

There are instances when the guideline for,bank robbery is

too low tosuit a prosecutor's tastes, but the level is about
right. Peopleare used to hearing long sentences, without
focussing on the parole guidelines. Punishment for.a note job

bank robbery of about 3 or moreyears under the guidelines is NOT

lenient. There needs to be more flexibility for less restrictive
punishment for some nonviolent firstoffenders.

The problem with the bank robbery guideline is that it
doesn't adequately distinguish between thepoor pathetic note job
bank robber and theguy who puts people indanger. The
enhancements for use ofa weapon don't"sufficiently reflect the
significance of the threat to people who walk in with guns., They

are sufficiently punished if the prosecutor charges 924(c) and

the defendantgets a consecutive five years. There needs to bea
greater differentialbetween pointing a gun and firing a gun than
3 versus 5 levels.

Probation officer (

No real objection toithe current level. There has been some

concern aboutrelevant conduct in evaluating*theimpact of the
pleaagreement whenbank robberies are dismissed. However, he

feels that eventhoughdismissed robberies do not count,thev
levels are high enough to fairly reflect pastpractice. He

concedes that the Northeast has been lenient on sentencing bank

robbers.

W. D . NO . CAROLINA

Prosecutor (

Generally views bank robbery particularly where there is

no criminal history as unusually low. Believes the base
offenselevel should be raised*toabout level 21 - 22. He cites a

case.inwhich a - defendant facesa 24- 30 month sentence, even
though he terroriied bank employees. Ashcraft is giving thought

to referring bank robberies for state prosecution because of the
lenity of the guidelines as applied to bank robberies.

A specific case attracted Ashcraft's concern about the
disparate impact in sentencing that can result because of the
,career offender provision; In the ' case (, ) I"

sentenced by Judge' onoctober 25, 1988, four robbers
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received sentences of 46 months, 30 months, 33 months and 120

months. The longer sentence forthe leader of the robbery who
carried a gun, represented a downward departure from the
applicable career offender provision, that called for 210 to 262

months. The government moved for a downward departure based on

substantial assistance because of the extreme disparity in
treatment of the four defendants.

He believes these defendants would have faced 10 -14 years
,before the guidelines,with thegunmen facing 15 - 19 years. In
"terms of time served, hebelieves they would have served 3 - 4

'years (36 - 48 months),5 -7 (60 - 84 months) if they carried a gun.

Defender: no federal defender in this district.

Probation officer ! .
):

Bank robbery guideline istoolow.

Without any enhancements there's very little punishment for

a bank robbery. And most bank robberies don't involve
enhancements: notejobs without a weapon, little money stolen,

no one touched or injured.

 citedthe case (# and # ; Judge
sentencing 7 - 25 - 88) to illustrate his concern about

sentences being lower under the guidelines. In that case the
plea agreementinvolved a plea to one count of bank robbery and

one count of bank larceny (reduced from two counts of bank
robbery). The guideline range was 27 - 33 months; the sentence
imposed was 31 = months as*recommended by the*P.O. because the
previous bank robbery of the defendant waseleven years earlier
and the judge is not high on departures (andthe P.o.Hlearned in
training that he*should shoot for the middle of the range as his
recommended sentence).

The pre - guidelinesentence would have been about 15 years
based on arecommendation by the*P,O; of a sentence of:10 - 15

years. The time served would have beenabout 6- 7 years (60 - 84

months). ,The P.O. was very surprisedby how lowthe rangewas
for this defendant under the guidelines. Recommends an

enhancment for prior SIMILAR offenses. He notes that it is
better to rob two banks than sell 1/2 kilo of cocaine.

D. OREGON

,Prosecutor ( ):

The guidelines are a litte low, a little lessthan before,

even accounting for parole.

1 0



Oregon is the*per capita bank robbery leader in the country.
Prior to the guidelinestheaverage bank robber received an
average of 13 years, a multiple offender, 13 - 18 years.
Accounting for parole that comes to about 40 - 60 months time
served. The guidelines only increase a couple of levels fora
series of bank robberies; it is not enoughof an increase.

Would like to see some enhancement for threats, or
pretending to havea gun, or using a toy gun.

Recommends that career offender parallel the career criminal
statutes that require THREE predicate offenses and the use of a

weapon.

Defender ( ):

Thinks the current offense level for an unarmed bank robbery
is tooharsh. But compared to the guidelines, generally, it is
the closest to fairly*representing the appropriate level for the
average bank robber. Would like to see the availability of
probation for all first time unarmed bank robbers.

Doesbelieve thatsome enhancement is appropriate for use of
a weapon, but won't commenton what precise level is appropriate.
Also believes that in a substantial number of casesitis
appropriatethata toy gun notqualify forthe weapon
enhancement. Regarding the applicability of career offender to
bank robbery does not believe it should applyto nonviolent
"violent offenses" such as unarmed bank robbery. Thinks the
career offender provision generally is "one of the most
outrageous provisions in the guidelines that will result in
trials in virtually every case.

Probation officer ( ):

Robbery guideline could be a little higher, but not by much.
It is prettyclose to our experiencebefore the guidelines

?Recommends an increase in the,base'offenselevelto 21. = In
addition, whilehe does not have a solution to propose,he feels
the incrementalpunishment for,additional bankrobberies is not
significantenough. He notes that his district had about 350
bank robberies last year.

Regardingthe careeroffender provision as applied to'bank
robberies, he feels bank robbery is appropriately considered a

A

violent offense. He notes that while there may be some occasions
when it is too strict, the judge.can usually find a basis for
departing downward if it is justified.
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E . DG' PENNSYLVANIA

Prosecutor (, . ) 3

Bank robbery hasnotposed problems to date. Have had
several casesand not disappointed by the results.

Defender (,

Level for armedvbank robberyis about right. Unarmed bank
robbery is much too high. -- for the pitiful was the robberies are
committed. The guidelines represent a Draconian increase in
penalty for unarmed, nonviolent bank robbers. Recommends a base
offense levelofl1 or12 before acceptance of,responsibility.

Under old law such an offender would have received 2 -3 years;
at most, with some getting probation and somereceiving 3 - 4

years. The averagetime served would havebeen about8 - 1o
months.

Probation officer (; .)

Recommends thatthe base offense level be raisedto 23. If
it is raised then the enhancement for brandishing a weapon is
fine; otherwise,it should be raised significantly. Most of the
bank robberies in her*district are*note jobsand usually involve
a stringof robberies. In the past defendants have received
about a ten year sentence, of which5 -6 years would be served.

Regarding careeroffender,she is concerned that including
unarmed banK*robberiesmay be too inclusive, given the often
Vpathetic nature of the note - job bank robber. "Notmany of these
people are John Dillinger."

SOUTH CAROLINA

Prosecutor (, 1): [surveying offices, awaiting his
response ]

 Defender (

Some ofthejudgesare pretty upset by the offense levels
for bank robbery. Expects that most cases willibe referred to
the state for prosecution because there isa mandatory minimum of
seven years for an armed bank robbery (parole after about 5

years).

Feels the offense level for unarmed'bank robberyis about
right because it isa very different offense than when someone
usesa weapon. In his district theyoften have persons rob banks

12



with notes that are basically street people who do not pose any
real danger. He would suggest an enhancement where the person
claims,to have a gun or bomb even though it is not visible. He
suggests a 3 level increase for such a threat, with Zladditiona1
levels*(total of 5) for displayinga weapon. Recommends that a

toy gun be treatedthe.same as a real one because of its effect
on the fear*of the victim and increased danger from someone
reacting to the apparent presence of a gun.

Regarding career offender, hedoesnot feel that an unarmed
bank robbery is a crime of violence, so it should not be counted
for careeroffender.

Probation officer ( 1) €

VBase offense level for bank robbery is too low. Recommends
a base of 25 with a 5 level enhancement for use of a weapon
(insteadiof"thecurrent3 levels). Believes careeroffender as
applied to bank robbery is appropriate.

M..D. TENNESSEE

£rosecutor( ):

Bank robbery is too low basedon past practice. Recommends
a range of 37 or more months AFTER aceptance of responsibility as
more appropriate than the current level; specifically, recommends
that the base offense level be increased to 23 or 24. Also
.recommendsthat for armed.bank robberytherangeshould be at
least 60months.part of the concern about some guideline
sentencesbeing too low is a perception problem; getting the
public educated to the fact that the guidelines call for real
time sentences.

=Has aconcern that punishment does not increase quickly
enoughfor recidivist.

- Defender ( J

Bank robbery guideline fairly accurately represents bank
robbery in the greater scheme of things. He thinks the inclusion
of dollar loss as an enhancement may be potentially"arbitrary
becauseof the significanceofluck.

Concerned about impact.of career offender on bank'robbery.
In the ,case pending before Judge<; ; a potential plea
bargain is in jeopardy because theapplicabilityof career
offender could raise the sentence from 63 to 263 or more months.
The case may go to trial when it would otherwise have been
"disposed of with a plea. If the case had been handled at the
state level the.defendant wouldhavefaced 20 - 40 years, but the
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career offender provision makes the sentence higher than the
state life sentence thatpermits parole after 20 years.

Hevis also concerned that the two priors were fairly old,
1979 and 1980 and that offenses that did not involve weapons are
to be included. He doesn not think "violent offenses" should be
read to*include burglaries and note job bank robberies..

Probation officer ( -
.

No complaints about bank robbery guideline.' Not'enough
experience yet.

B.D. TEXAS

Zrosecutor ( ):

Recommendsincreasing the base offense level to 26. .Bank
robberiesare a tremendous problem in*his district ("we have them
out the nose"). Also recommends increasing the enhancement for
use of a weapon to an 11 level increase, to more appropriate move
toward a sentence before the guidelines of 25 years to life time
served.

Recommends an enhancementfor use ofa toy weapon, and a
larger increase foruseofa real weapon. Does not believe
career offender should be applicable if there is no weapon, no
violence or express threat of violence.

Defender.(

Prior lawcases are stiffer than.underthe guidelines. The
guidelines let people out too soon. A base offense level 24

would be more appropriate.

Most bank robberies prosecuted federallyin his district are
.aggravatedrobberies (with a.firearm).in the pastthe first
aggravated robberyjwould mean a sentence of about 10 years,with
parole after 40monthsfor the exceptional case; 'Theguidelines
let everyone out tooearly.

£robation,off;cer

Says bank robbery

( );w

is a little low, although he concedes that
.part ofthe problem is that peopleare not getting used to the
significancevof a real time sentence. Recommends a couple of 1

levels increase in the base offense level. Ifthebase is
raised, then the enhancements for weapons will be adequate.
He believes that the weapon enhancement should apply toa toy - gun
if it is apparently real. Career offender is fine as is.
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E.D. VIRGINIA'

.£;osecutor ('

= says the guideline offense level is too light by acouple of levels. says he is alone in his office inbelievingthe guideline is not too light given that the guidelinesentences are virtually real time.
According to , before the guidelines a non - weapon bankrobbery would have received about 15 - 20 years, with about halfactually served (7 1/2 to 10 years); an aggravated robbery,about 20 years, with at least half and possibly as much as 2/3served. In*his view the guidelines call forsentencesconsiderablyless than that. In.addition, £15 concerned thateach additional robberyis only about a one level increase andthat after 5 or 6 robberies the guidelines don't provide foranincremental punishment (absent -departure).

.referred me to . who is currently dealingwithatwo district multi - robbery case. Defendant facessentencing by Judge 'inglate March on a plea to three offivevirginia robberies. The U.S. Attorney's office refused adefense request for a Rule 20 in connection with aguilty plea inMaryland to two of five charged robberies.. There, the defendantwassentenced to 30 months under the guidelines. WJusticewasconcerned that agreeing to the Rule 20 would have resulted in toolenient a sentence because ofthe multiple countpgrouping rulesand the slow increase in punishment for additional bankrobberies.
*Virginia sentence - shouldrun CONSECUTIVEtO the Marylandsentence

'fhas been instructed to argue thatthe .

~ -

even though the result of a Rule20*proceeding would havebeenmore lenient than that. ' wonders whether this decisionshould beup to prosecutors."

Prl bation officer (.

Offense level is waylow for bank robbery, particularlyincomparision to the penalty for drug*offenses. Hewould like.tosee the base;offense level increased to the 27-32 range.
He points out that in the past a first offender who commitsa note job would have received about an 18 year"sentence, andwouldhave served at least 6 years (60 months).
He mentioned the - - . case (mentioned above) asillustrative of the.problem. There the defendant committedrobberiesin Maryland and Virginia and the government refused topermit consolidation viaRule 20. He points out that even if theVirginia sentence is imposed consecutive to the one in Maryland,which he expects, the total sentence will only be about 60months. "Before the guidelines a similar defendantwould have
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received about 20 years and served (most likely) 9 years.
- Because of the multiple count rulesand the fact that the
prosecutors permitted several counts to be dismissed, the
guideline range was only 30 - 37 months.
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TO: All Commissioners ?

il X

FROM: David Schcffman (for the Bank Robbery Working Group)

SUBJECT: Analysis of Past Practice from FY 1985 Augmented FPSSIS

The purpose of this memorandum is toprcsent some data and analyses

of offenders convicted of bank robbery drawn from the FY I985 augmented

FPSSlS data. Wc have deliberately not drawn any specific conclusions from

our analysis. instead, we provide basic information about past practice in a

,form that will (hopefully) allow the Commission to determine the relationship

between past practice and thc Guidelines.

l. Introduction to the Data

The FY I985 augmented FPSSlS data were uscd in the original

("Rhodes") analysis of past practice. With the coopcration of the Bureau of

Prisons and the Parole Commission; we have updated that data. in order to

have a greater number of accurate estimates ofactual timc served. We usc

as our estimates of actual time scrvcd the presumptive rclcasc date as

determined by a Parole Commission hearing for the offender. or thc

*offcndcr's actual rclcnse date from prison (release. or release. to parole or

halfway house). Offenders in the augmented FPSSIS for whom wc could not

obtain presumptive or actual rclcasc dates arc not included in our sampler

In addition; wcdroppcd offenders identified as being convicted of

"conspiracy" or "accessory," or whose instant conviction involved non - bank -
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robbery counts (including 924c). Therefore, our sample consists of offenders

in the FY 1985 augmented FPSSIS who, as far as can be determined. were

convicted of only bank robbery(ies). l will call this data the Bank Robbery

Task Force, Version 0 (BRTF0) data set.

This memgrangum presents an analysis of this task force data (BRTF0).

Wc are currently working with the Parole Commission to see if we can

further refine our data to get a more complete or more accurate set of

release dates for the FY 1985 augmented FPSSIS sample. We expect to

report an analysis of any updated data to the Commission during the week

of April 3. However, I do not believe that the updated data will result in

major changes in the analyses that will be presented here.

II. lntrod tion t thc,Analyse

The purpose of the analyses presented here is to compare past practice.

as summarized by the BRTFO data set, with Guidelines sentences. In order

to facilitate comparisons with the Guidelines Sentencing Table, we have

inflated our time served estimates from past practice to correct for the 15%

good time provision in the Guidelines. For example, for an offender in the 

BRTFO data set who served 85 months or actualprison time,the time -

servcd -corrected - for =good - time would bc 100 months (reflecting the fact that

under the Guidelines, an offender sentenced to 100 months would actually

serve 85months if he received the standard good time credits). In what

follows,when we rcfcr to time served, we mean time served corrected for

goodfttime.

A. h Bnsi ffcn e Anal

We - have conducted two basic types of analyses.' The purpose of the

first is to identifytypes of basic offenses in BRTFO data set, and to
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compare past practiceto the Guidelines sentence for these basic offenses. I

will call this the Basic Offense Analysis. A basic offense involvesrobbery

of one bank, where the offender was unarmed, or if armed, did not us; gr

discharge the weapon ile., an armed basic offender onlypossessed, displayed,

or brandished a weapon), did not injure anyone, did not take a hostage or

physically restrain anyone, and was not aminor participant in the robbery.

An unarm d basic offense would, if the loss associated with the robbery was

not greater than $I0,000, have a Offense Level of 19 under the Guidelines, if

the offender received no credit for acceptance ofresponsibility; An armed

basic offense would, if the loss associated with the robbery was not greater

than $l0,000, have an Offense Level of 22 under the Guidelines, if the

offender - received no credit for acceptance of responsibility.

The purpose of concentrating first on basic offenses is to try to

compare past practice with the Guidelines without the complications of

significant aggravators or mitigators. other than the simplest weapon

category. The augmented FPSSlS datadoes not allow us to identify basic

offenders perfectly. For example, our criterion for one bank robbed was

that the "Events" variable in augmented FPSSIS was coded with a value of l,

which is not likely to be a perfect indicator that one and only one bank was

robbed. Nonetheless, we believe that the sample of basic offenses drawn

from thC*BRTFO data is a reasonable representation of basic offenders. We

will also present data on offenses that metal! our criteria for being classed

as basic offenses; except that more than one (real offensc)bank robbery

may have been involved. i.c, for offenses for which the Events variable took

on the values of 1 -9.

B. The All Qffense Analysis
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By construction. the basic offense analysis cannot get at theimportancc

of major aggravators (except for possession. display or brandishing a weapon)

or miti- gators (other than a plea) in past practice. or providea comparison

with how these aggravators or mitigators (complicated offenses) are treated

under the Guidelines. Unfortunately, we have too little data in order to

provide much precision in identifying how complicated offenses were treated

in past practice. Nonetheless, we will provide a comparison of time served

(with estimated Guidelines sentences for samples that include complicated

offenses. In addition, by the time of the Commission Meeting we hope to

have some simple statistical (regression) estimates that attempt to quantify

the importance of some of the major ,aggrava -tors and mitigators.

III. The Basic Qffengg Analysis

The basis of this analysis is a number of tables of data, attached to

the cover sheet titled BASIC OFFENSE DATA ANALYSIS. These tables

contain simple cross - tabulations from our basic offense data set. The first

sct of ,tables is taken from Data Set Cx, which is the data for all basie

single event offenses, including those offenders who were sentenced to

probation. There are 256 offenders in the Cx data set. In the first page of

tables based on the Cx data. theuppcr part of the page presents data on

basic unarmed offenses in which the loss was no more than $10,000. and the

offender was convicted at trial. The lower part of the page presents data

on similar offenses for which the charge was resolved by a plea. The MEAN

and MEDIAN are of time-served -corrected - for -good - time (that we will denote

bythe acronym FT). The entry.sT. DEV. is the standard deviation of FT,

andRAN'GE is the range of FT. Finally, N is the number of offenders in

each category. The entries EVNT.MN. and EVNT.RNG. variables relating to
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the number of events, which in the Cx data set are equal to 1, so those

rows are blank.

An offender was denoted as ARMED if the augmented FPSSIS data

indicated that the real offense involved possession, display, or brandishing a

weapon. The loss categories, LOSS £ $I0,000, and LOSS > $10,000, were

 taken from the augmented FPSSIS loss numbers.

The meaning of the headings of the columns in the tables is: ALL

representsthe summary of all offenders in the given category (e.g., unarmed, 

no more than $10,000, convicted at trial); the Roman numerals I -VI represent

 Guideline criminal history categories. Criminal history categories were

created from the augmented FPSSIS data using the Prison Impact Model.

Dennis Murphy willbe reporting on the accuracy of that method of

determining criminal history categories.

The next set of tables drawn from the Basic Offense Data is based on

the Dx data set. The Dxdata removes the offenders who were sentenced

to probation from the Cx data set. There arc I84 offenders in the Dx data

set (so, there were 72 offenders in the Cx data set who were sentenced to

probation).'

The APPENDIX TO THE BASIC OFFENSE DATA ANALYSIS has eight

more sets of tables. The C data set is for basic offenses that involved one

gr more events. As you can see, the variables EVNTMN, and EVNT.RNG.

now have data entries. EVNT.MN. is the mean number of events for each

,category. EVNT.RNG. is the range of the number of events in each

category.

Finally, the D data set removes offenders scntencedto probation from

the C data set.

< 5 >



ln principle. some of the cntriesin the tables for data sets Cx and Dx

can be easily compared with Guideline sentences. For example. of those

offenders convicted at trial. all those for which the loss was no more than

$10,000 would receive a Guidelines offenselevel of lg if they were unarmed

and 22 if they were armed. Offenders whose charges were settled by pleas

can also be compared, if some assumption is made about whether ornot

acceptance of responsibility would be given under the Guidelines.

The next set of tables drawn from the Basic Offense Data inthe

Appendix provides a comparison of time served (corrected for good time)

(FT) and Guideline sentence (GT) for data sets C and D. This is done for

the purpose of comparing past practice andthe Guidelines under the

assumption that each Event is a ggnviggjgn ghgrge of bank robbery. The

categories in these tables are labeled. and appear in the same order as they

appeared in the earlier table. To understand the categories: U means

 unarmed, A means armed (weapon possessed, displayed, or brandished), L £

10K means loss was no greater than $l0,000, L > 10K means loss greater

than $10.000. T means that the offender was convicted at trial, and P means

thatthe case was resolved by plea. For example, the first category, U.L £

.10K/T is the category of unarmed offenders for which the loss was not

greaterthan $10.000. The Guideline sentences (GT) presented in these tables

were derived from the augmented FPSSIS data, using the Prison Impact

Model.. (Again, Dennis Murphy will discuss the accuracy of these Guideline

sentence calculations). For each offender, we took the midpointof the

Guideline range for his predicted Guideline sentence without l in h

Career Offender provision. Fgr gases resolved Qy plea, we applied g gwg

level (acceptance Of responsibility) discount.
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Our final examination of past practice involves the Career Offender

provision. Wc have identified probable carccr offenders in our data sets.

This involved applying the carccr offender provision to the relevant

augmented FPSSIS data. However wedid not ggunt g pas; ggnvigtign for

burglary as g relcvantrconviction; because we cannot distingui; h gommgrgigl

and residential burglgrics in gur dam. In our total sample (A) of 518

offendcrs,we identified 119 (23%) likely career offenders in this manner.

The last set of table in the Appendix compare FT and GT for data sets

CX*,D,,*,C*. and D', which are the same as data sets CX,DX,C, and D,

except that probable career offenders have been removed.

IV. The All Qffengg Analysis

A. Qomp arisgn of Time Served ang giuidelinc Scntcngg

The basis of this analysis is the tables attached to the cover sheet

ALL OFFENSE ANALYSIS - COMPARISON OF FT AND GT. The tables here

are similar to the last two sets of tables from the Appendix of the Basic

Offense Data that compare time served and Guideline sentence for data sets

C and D. (See description of those tables above).  Data A is our full set of

offenders, i.c.. it includes offenders for which significant aggravators leg.,

injury. or weapon used), or mitigators (c.g., minor participant) were present.

'Data B removes from data set Athosc offenders sentenced to probation.

Again, in computing Guidelines sentences for cases resolved by plea, a two

level reduction was taken, reflecting possible application of acceptance of

responsibility.

 ln the APPENDIX TO THE ALL OFFENSE ANALYSIS. as in the Basic

Offense Analysis, we removed probable career offenders (again, not counting

burglary) from data sets A and B,giving us data sets A' and B'. The set
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of tables it! the Appendix compares FT and GT for those two data sets.
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DATA KEY

A; Full Data Set (all offenses), N = 520

B: Full Data Set Without Offenders Sentenced to Probation, N=474

C; All "Basic Offenses," But Mp; Requiring Evcnts= l), N =426

D: Dataset C Without Offenders Sentenced to Probation,N = 393

Cy: Data Sct C, But Requiring Evcnts= l, N = 256

Dx:'Datasct D, But Requiring Evcnts= l. N =237

Data sets With a ' are the same as un -"cd data sets, except probable
career offenders have been removed. For example, Af is the A data set
with probable career offenders removed. The number of offenders in the
"ed data sets are: A': N = 399, B": N=365, C': N = 319, D': N = 293,

Cx': N = l99, Dx': N = l84.
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ACRONYM KEY

FT: Time served corrected for Good Time

CT: Guideline Sentence

N: Number of Offenders in given category

U: Unarmed

A: A rmed

T: Convicted at Trial

P: Case resolved by Plea

L £ 10K: Loss no greater than $l0.000

L ; 10K: Loss greater than $10,000

U,LElOK/T: Unarmed, Loss no greater than $I0,000, convicted at trial

U,LEIOK/P: -Unarmed, Loss no greater than $I0,000, case resolved by Plea

A,LElOK/T: Armed. Loss no greater than $10.000, convicted at trial

A,L£10K/P: Armed,Loss no greater than $l0;000, case resolved by Plea.

For data sets C,D.CX, and Dx. armed means a real offense
involving possession, display; or brandishing a weapon. For data sets A and
B, armed means a real offense involving possession, display, brandishing,
using, or discharging a weapon.
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BASIC OFFENSE DATA ANALYSIS



Cx DATA



 Unarmed = €10K/Trial
(U,YL<],Q£1) ALL

MEAN ~; 6
MEDIAN AZ2

ST . DEV. 35'
RANGE ~ - /<£)

EVNT . MN .

EVNT . RNG .

N JL

/Plea

(D..;LELO.LB) ALL

I

iL
- ZL
- 1 -

2-4 '

2

I

Bg K ROBBER! QATA

ATA: qi

I I I I I IV V

MEAN W4 2

I 2 0

MEDIAN M32D /0
ST. DEV. 5 ~ 2 0

RANGE 0'/ 42A
- ?IZ)

EVNT e mi .

EVNT.RNG .

N ..~.

4:£' FZ D 71 Ya'
AI' = 2 7 2 d*<>

3 3/2 .<- £
0- 2; 3/- 7v £ 54/- /

3 2 / 3

II III IV V

42 4 2 £ / 74
33 4A£ 73 7€#

.

-

.

!Y
~

0*/2 ; 0'72 *£'~ [ 20 -/7f

I£/ Bg / Z ~

VI

li
- <~L
- LZ.-
74 -74

2

VI

I 2/ I

7f

0 - //]

/ /



ANK OBBERY A A

peTA: c'<

Armed; $,10K/Trial
(;..- Ls.19.Lr) ALL

MEAN

MEDIAN Id 2

ST. DEV. / Z

RANGE ,EE
EVNT . MN .

EVNT . RNG .

N

/Plea
(A, ;,<;OEP) ALL V

MEAN

MEDIAN ~
ST. DEV. E 30
RANGE 2 ~+/ 0

EVNT . MN .

EVNT . RNG .

N Ul

I

O

I

40
32 I

il

5/

II

!

II

515

= 6

22+-/Z0

III

.72
7 Z

2

III

£5
£5
2 2

;$= ZZ

li

IV V VI

£ £ ile
~ £ / / o

I ~ I / /

IV V VI

;££ - £€£. ££
70 I

Z2 V

I 45 I

2 / € £0
0 =ZZ £2

- io £2 - /6€

/ o E

E Z J'



BANK ROBBER! DAZA

ATA : Cx

Unarmed. >10K/Trial
(0, Lp; 0 £1) ALL

MEAN

MEDIAN 3 2

ST. DEV. I V2 ~
V

RANGE 2-2 0

EVNT . MN .

EVNT . RNG .

N 3

/Plea

tu, ;,> ;gE 1>) ALL

MEAN 2 2
MEDIAN 2 2

st - . DEV. 2 ~
- RANGE 0-

2 0.

EVNT . MN .

EVN'I' . RNG .

N

I

-- L

I

42 -
/*2

1~ L

II

0

II

0

III

0

III

0

IV

5

2

50 -52

2

IV

20

/

V

6*0
81>

/

V

d

VI

O

VI

0



BANK ROBBERY QATA

QATA: €9*

Armed; >10K/Trial
@ , 1,>19 (1) ALL I

MEAN 8 =  6 2

MEDIAN

s'r. DEV. 9*9* 4 2

RANGE $ -/2 2 £- /2 <7

EVNT . MN .

EVNT . RNG .

N ~L R

/Plea
~ , L> ; 0 (3) ALL I

MEDIAN  5 Z

V

3 2

ST. DEV. ~ /
I

93,

RANGE Q- ~~ / - 7 6

EVNT . MN .

EVNT . RNG .

N 2 /6

II

O

II

5-

44

8

III

/

III

6 (

$" 6

.5 - 1
£2-..//~

4

IV

Ad'

/

IV

72-

/

V

//<4
//;£

/

V

72
"22

4tzf

1

 VI

O

VI

£56
/3-

2

.22 +/la



gANK ROBBERY 252A

QATA: Cx

All Trials

@LL ~ )

MEAN

MEDIAN

ST . DEV .

RANGE

EVNT . MN .

EVNT . RNG .

V

All Pleas

CALL
1>)

MEAN

MEDIAN

ST. DEV.

RANGE

EV'NT.MN.

EVNTJING

N

ALL

70

Z4
3 €

0 - /45

96

ALL

4 /
..32-

0 - /Af

AL

I

£4 ?

45
4 Q

£- /2- 0

- !

~

-

I

; -2.7.
22
2 6

~i?- /"

- .<16

II

45,

2- 22

II

£*0

42

0 - /zg

4*7+

III

72 I

- 19L
59/

1~] - / '

III

!
" ~ 2

2 --//

= 32

IV

,5- 2

j' 0

25'
ia - ]2

4

IV

€ 0

0-/2 2

ii

V

7<9
go
BS'

44/- /4

4

V

- 12-
li
4,2-

20-/ 4 5'

j 2
£

VI

iL

24'
-// €

3

VI

4/ 4

0 - /;/

2 Z



ANY ROBBERY

Unarmed/Trial
jILL'!)

MEAN

MEDIAN

ST . DEV .

RANGE

EVNT . MN .

EVN'I' . RNG .

N

Unarmed/plea

@1-2)

MEAN

MEDIAN

ST . DEV.

' RANGE

EVNT . MN .

EVN'I' . RNG;

N

ALL

6

=4

2-/5*5

ALL

52 A

2 - /45

//4

I

3i

- 5/-
22 -{A$'

2

I

- ~ -

47- -

Q- Z4

II

-~L

3

II

~
- 15.

0-£2 ;

/ /

III

£
> 2

52
3 /

3 - 74

2

III

4/ /
3. 2-

!

IV

2
2<5>

...L

IV

La

$
- /ZQ

£2

V

61
go
42

£ ~ 3

4

V

+Z~
la

$# -/45-

/@

VI

£4
- ~

/9
79 - 79

2

VI

 7£
7}

2 >//J

/ /



BANK ,ROBBERY DA~=

Anned/Trial
GMT) ALL

MEAN 83
MEDIAN

 E

F 2

ST. DEV. 26
I

RANGE - 2

EVNT . MN .

EVN'I' . RNG .

N l 2

Armed/plea
(=/2) ALL

MEAN 5* 2

MEDIAN  £ 2
ST . DEV .  ~~

"

RANGE Q ( J
- 4

EVNT . MN .

EVNT . RNG .

N // 2
/ .

I

AL
il
{ - /2 0

I

3d'

3 2
2)>

0 - /@2

II

QATA: -

C' X

III

-~
- -12-

20 - / =./

0

II

if

'2- ~

0 - cid

Ya*

3

III

1 ~
26

lj - --//s

/

IV

ii.
- AL

/

IV

3- 6

'
* 2 {

0 - 26

-ZL

~/- //5/

2

V

~L

~ 2.;-~ 0

. VI

//0

// cv

/

VI

/- 4/

/ /



BANK ROBBERY QATA

,MB, Cx

.Loss £-10K/Trial
@£19.-= )

MEAN

MEDIAN

ST . DEV .

RANGE

EVNT . MN .

EVNT . RNG .

N

/PIea 
(L< ;b(P)

MEAN

MEDIAN

ST . DEV .

RANGE

EVNT . MN .

EVNT.RNG

{Nb

ALL I

leg sa'

33 2
0 - /</5 £2-gi

/ NZJ
2

ALL I

 4 ~ 3 @

4/ 18

- 1L ;,L
0- /ED .2 - /0~

[ ~ 0 , 2

4;

3 7

II

IQ

4/
.IL.
-410-=

2$

III IV V

5,* Z2 /6
JO

1 42
££- 62 4/- /<*}

44 / 4

III IV V

42 1 22  Z 2 :

22 I 2 Z £ NZ

0 -*22

Zj' 7"2 M2£

VI

2.3
74
id'

MZ4 +//

3

VI

( 2
Z. 0

0 - /4

. / 2



ANK OBBERY

Loss >1OK/Trial
(Lam.l.'r) ALL

MEAN Z2
MEDIAN

ST. DEV. ~ 2€

RANGE £ 2

EVN'I' .MN .

EVNT . RNG .

N //

/Plea
@~ ~ ALL

MEAN

MEDIAN

ST . DEV . ~ 0

* RANGE Q-gi
EVNT . MN .

EVNT. RNG .

N - IL

I

4 -~
.Ut.
#: ~

I

l

> 3

; 2.,2;

2%

II

0

II

57

~~

3

III

- ~Z

III

£6
- 4L

32 - /4-

4

ii

>2
- (?

IV

7
7/

ZD -
ZL

2

V - VI

9 2
2 (6

2 -> -// 9

.2- 0

V VI

~ ,(- 2

! 2
- 7)* z: - //£

2- 3



Dx DATA



BANK ROBBERY DATA

. ATA; €9x

U =-med, £lOK/Trialrf, ;,<;,Q£1) ALL

MEAN 6?

MEDIAN 2 3

s-r. DEV. 3

RANGE lbLEL3
EVNT .MN .

EVNT . RNG .

N 1

/Plea
CU, 1,<; op) ALL

MEAN 5
-0

A MEDIAN  {£2

ST . DEV. 3 ~
'

RANGE

EVNT . MN .

EVNT . RNG .

!%*

/00

%
:

I

BE

2

I

93

70

iv

II

Q. If

Ad V

£4 - 2 2

2

II

2<)*

ii

/0

III

$2

£ 2

?( - ZQ

2

III

~
.

4Z
2 0

- /- ,2= -7

2 1

IV

77

7 2

I

IV

6= /

36
~ - /2- 2

/7

V

€*2

KO
5*/
<//- /5/

3

V

- ZL

39
$€ - /4 '

/9

VI

eft
IQ
/Q

7e - 74

2

VI

-~
-/3
2 ~*

£54 *//£

/0



BANK BOBBERY DATA

ATA: DX

Armed. -.5 10K/Trial
CA; L<;Q£1) ALL I

MEAN $6

MEDIAN 8 2

s -r. DEV. / Z

RANGE 2<> -/£ '

EVNT . MN .

EVNT . RNG .

N 9 6

/Plea
(3, ;<1A0£1>) ALL I

MEAN ss' He

MEDIAN €6 3 '

s'r. DEV. 2~ V 2

RANGE
D

5:+ £€ ' .1
'
-Z €2

EVNT . MN .

EVNT . RNG .

N 1; .2
-;

II

O

II

SC

~
~
2 2-£2 0

[ Sq
V

III

'7 7
- 21-

il

2

III

€3

.2 2

£1,2

IV

0

IV

L I

 Z 0

- 1.f+
£2- 76

9

V

6= /
2

/

V

(!

/6
£ ZfJO

7

//0
// '

I

VI

7L
66

IL -

2612*-



ANK ROBBERY

BA'rA = DX

Unarmed. >10K/Trial
@ > 0 ) ALL

MEAN 97
MEDIAN 92
ST . DEV . 2(5*

RANGE 22=~
EVNT . MN .

EVNT . RNG .

'N 3

/Plea
@, L> lg£g) ALL

MEAN
~

MEDIAN  5 2

ST. DEV. 9* 3

- A

RANGE

EVNT . MN .

EVNT . RNG .

N - 2.

I

O

I

32

I.;L

,6

II

.0

II

O

III

0

III

~

IV

3/

2
.2 2

- 32.

£2

IV

I 20

V

20
0%

~

V

O

VI

O

VI

E.2



BANK, ROBBERY DATA

pm, Dx

Armed. >10K/Trial
(A, 1,>;9£1) ALL

MEAN 9/

MEDIAN - .~-
ST . DEV.

RANGE - 2

BVNT . MN .

EVNT . RNG .

N ?

/Plea
('A, L> 1oEg) ALL

MEAN
ipo

I

LAf

- 12.
- 1,2.

~- rZp

.4-

I

39

MEDIAN ~ ~ ..
sT . DEV. ~ ~
RANGE .£t~l $.=~
EVN'I'.MN .

EVNT.RNG.

N 26 lb'

II

-9

II

77

.2

III

/ 2 7

I

III

Ac,
N £4

IV

. 4;;
£<5

/

IV

72
Z?.

I

/7
//94

.,L -

V

7 ?

2

VI

0

VI

/3;)

/5-

ZZ-lAP

If



gANK ROBBERY 252};

ATA: Dx

All Trials
(~ 1) ALL

MEAN 13 - .
MEDIAN  2~
ST . DEV . ~~
RANGE £' - / 92
EVNT . MN .

EVN'I' . RNG .

2

All Pleas

(,ALL 2) ALL

MEAN 5 2

MEDIAN 42
s'r. DEV. 3 2
RANGE I/- [£ 2

BVNT .MN .

EVNIURNG

N 2-/ *9

I

( 0

445

£'- /2 0

- 1-

I

- 151.

 ~ ~
~ £2.7

- 21

II

ai
$0*

£ -7-
22

2

II

42
~ 0

£:22

- 1,1

III

il.
.1 ~-

ii
2<J -/3 7

III

I - 2

4Z
2 2

>"-// '

IV

, ~2
S 0

32'Z 7

4-

IV

62
ZR2.

~1
~- /1 ~

V

7 0

 ~ 0

if
/M- /#

6

V

1 22
73
24>

VI

74
ii 

24- //<

3

VI

4 0

Be -/rf 24 - /Q

-,ZL io



ANK ROBBERY D A

QAZA: D K

Unarmed/Trial

GM) ALL I

Mm - 4;; ~.
MEDIAN 22 309

si - . DEV. 2 [ - 2
RANGE .7"{- (Q 3 22-

95
-

I-:VNT . MN .

EVNT . RNG .

N

Unarmed/plea
(22) ALL I

MEAN

MEDIAN : £[1 2 2
ST . DEV .

' RANGE - J.~ ,<' ./;Lgi

EVNT . MN .

EVNT . RNG .

N /0 2 2 2<

II

AI
4,f
5'

ile " 2

2

II

ii
~-(2)

/ 0

III

£2
5- L

£ /

! ~

2

III

2 0

2/- 72

2 2.

IV

Zd'

22-
77

3

IV

£2

35;
~- /2 !

/J'

V

£6
8 D

42.
££/- /9

4

V

- 143-

74
>
' 9/

VI

ii
24
/(£

2

VI

A72

342
-/U- £4+//;

/ £ / D



BANK ROBBERY DATA

QATA: ~ .

Anned/Trial
cm) ALL

MEAN - 411
MEDIAN 6*2

ST . DEV . 34
RANGE ~ 2

-;/2

EVNT . MN .

EVNT . RNG .

N

Armed/plea
cm) ALL

MEAN

MEDIAN ~ .!

ST . DEV . 5/
RANGE 5*- /(2.

EVNT ,MN .

EVNT . RNG .

N

£6/
..IL
iL
~+/2 0

- i

I

- IL

>5*

.2-22

4/

0

iL

> $

T~ lD

III

~ 2-

ii.
2 2

20- /2 7

3

I II

26
V ~-4/ £'

/ G

IV

- - bL
£6*

/

IV

15;

22
-76

/ 4

V

- 2,2

2-/*'

<5*/- //</

V

~L

/ 4
J2- /*>

VI

// 0

// O

/

VI

 22

5- 2.

25- /~

/ o



Loss £lOK/Trial
(1,<;;; 1) ALL

MEAN - ZL
MEDIAN 2 ~
st - . DEV. +2, ~
RANGE 2; - ( 2 £

EVNT .MN .

EVNT . RNG .

N /6

/Plea
(Bum) ALL

MEAN £7
MEDIAN £ 2
ST. DEV. 3 /
RANGE

- /4 0

BVNT . MN .

EVNT . RNG .

N

.- ~1-

5&

2

I

if;

- ~
 £-+-/0 2

' £(4

BANK ROBBERY QATA

DAQA: DX

II III

68 & £
4<)>

.2.

£6l- zz 3/- if

2 £ ,

II III

~2 Q" '

~ 2 ' ~2
3 0 2; /

£
= /2 } £

- £2

2f 3 (4

IV

~2

/

IV

£ /

3 0

~- /2 ?

1 6

 V VI

86 9 3
.

20
42 ,5=*

g£ --/ 7 3 7</- // o

4 3

V VI

- ~ lz.

2=> -£1J' 2( - /4 €

1 / / 2



ANK BBERY TA

'A1£: Dx, 

Loss >10K/Trial
( >;Q£1) ALL

MEAN 29;

MEDIAN  2 2
ST . DEV . £ ~
RANGE

" - /2
EVNT . MN;

EVNT . RNG .

N l/

/Plea
(~1-91-2)

MEAN

MEDIAN

ST . DEV .

' RANGE

EVNT . MN .

EVNT . RNG .

N

ALL

57
- 12-
- ZL
-3 - MJ'

3 3

I

AY

iL
~- !}0

~
*

I

37
52
1l

9=9

II

-O

II

77

3

(2

III

III

Ge

+<~
7'Z

-
//b£'

9

IV

93
- ~

2 2
2 Z

- K~

3

IV

7/

1

2

V

97

:*2 ~
~0- '//9

2

V

71
ZZ

4;
£2~

2

VI

O

VI

/10
/ .

3



APPENDIX TO BASIC OFFENSE DATA ANALYSIS



C DATA



ANK OBBER

QATA: C.

LL- ,L$1..0.LT ALL

MEAN 2-

MEDIAN ,li
s -r. DEV. lg -

RANGE

EVNTJCN.

EVNT.RNG.

6 - /539

2.

1
-

£2

N

;<;0 £2 ALL

MEAN ,22-

MEDIAN ~ .
ST. DEV. ,11,,

- RANGE 2*lSS

EVNT.RNG.
- 9

N

I II

- ie 4-*
- 3.L- - 21 -

37,. ~

!
-

££ l - l

I II

;EL
2. Vga

29.- if -

Q
- /05 (2 ag
2. 2-

jill 1 -9

III

£2

31 ( -

I
- !

2

III

to
4-;
2 /

2;

.12.-

!

/

V

if.
.12 -

.51/--
4- 1- (4-3

(

l
- (

£3
2
/0

7* i!
I

( - 2;-

ii.

IV V

£2 - li.

Q
- IZS , 30 -

1~
2 .1

V

[ +8 ( - (/

22 ?- 4*

VI

75-

42..

4.- ~
( - K

12



OBBER A

QAIA:  ,C

A , L<1Q£1 ALL

MEAN -1L.
MEDIAN ? 3

ST. DEV. [ ~

RANGE *76 -/ 0

EVNT . MN . L
EVN'I' . RNG . ' - ~
N

L ;,<';g££ ALL

MEAN ..bL
MEDIAN il -
s'r. DEV. i 1

' RANGE £1=212
Evm- .uN. ~
EVBT.m#G. ,LIT
Il [ 2-2

I

~ 2

I .

II

0

II

- 24- ll -
Q

; (MV
V

IS"IZQ
2-

~ ~ 1.=.L

III

-ZZ-

70 - Is

( - /

2

III

32

1
1
- 7
2/

IV

0

IV

.O;LE$.'

- (,V

V

- IL
8l

I

/

V

72.
34-

/ - 2.
0

/0
//0
/

/07 - /M
2

/ - 2-
2

VI

12.
72-

?7
0 -

#292-
2-.
ii



A.N'K OB ERY

D; IA: C

Q, ?L>1Q£1 ALL

MBDIAN -~+
sr. DEV. ~
RANGE lil
EVN'rI.Dm. 1.
BVN'LRNG. ( "

Q , ];,>],Q££ ALL

MEDIAN 21
ST . DEV . El

- RANGE l - ll7
EVN-1- .MN. ~-+
Evm'.BuG. ( ~
N ..2.2;

I

0

I

ll
T

30
Q/U ~

+
1

- 9

II

0

II

$3
74-

iL
5 # ~0

S"
2- 1;>

3

III

0

III

2 9

70

.- Q~

IV

ll -
- L
2,2- 32

!

.L;L
2

IV

iL
- 1L
120

- /04-

I -

2.

" ~ 0

. ~

I

/

ia'
sD

IS'

73 - jul
5*

4--0>

VI

8

VI

0

0

5*

/



BANK ROBBERY DATA

QA1; : ~

;,;, > ;Q£1 ALL

MEAN

MEDIAN

ST. DEV. .1~-

RANGE 5 41 2

MT o me 9 I

EVNT.RNG.

N

B, £,> ;,912 ALL

MEDIAN ~
ST . DEV. ii -
RANGE 2;7t ~
Bvm- .MN . 3

EVNT . RUG . I"?
N ~

I

il -

ii -
~qze

( - (

I

- EL
-- 8-040

2

1
-9

II

2;

/

II

~ -

4-

I -9
- .L

III

III

-12-

Z3
as

2

:1 -5* *

7
~

I

IV

.29=.
9

!£.Z.;Z1

LA
( - 7/

2

IV

8
.12; -

2-3

55-
(11

.4=+
I- 7

&

V

/4-

I

/

V

//2
.1~
li.
~ 4-;;1

Z-

/-3

VI

/1
Il}

3

VI

[ 5 [

5"2-

72.4u
/

l - I

- .5-



DATA: C

ALL.'! ALL

Mm - 2-1.
MEDIAN - 1~
s -r. DEV. -3,LL
RANGE ~;/, ~
EVNT . MN .

EVN'r.RNG. ,IL

ALL 2 ALL

MEAN ; ~
MEDIAN ~~-

ST. DEV. 4-

RANGE ~~
l-:vN'r.m€. ~
EvmunnG.

M - 11L

I

#6

4-2
4- - £22

2
4= 4-;

I

35'
7

*

I

2 0

Z
( - 7

- ~1-

- .~
iL
4

I

( - 7/

;i -

II

.51
,ile.
.- 3.9-

km
2-

l*
£0

III

,BI.
}( - /27

l
( - I

I'

III

If
64-

0 "IS?
Z.

li

IV

- .4jL

Z ~

I'L
5-

IV

,IL

6- /,2 2

3
1; -

5? .

V

20
~ 0

4/ - /5*

l

l - l
$

V

6'3
'75"

0 - 23
2.

.l;Q -

2/

VI

.21;
(0 /,

/Z
74 - lz/

2
- 3

- 5 --

VI

IJ"

S' 9

0 - 2-19
2-

I - ?



ANK 0 R T

QAIA# C

ILL'!

MEAN

MEDIAN

ST. DEV.

RANGE

EVNTJIN .

ALL

~0 ,

7Z

0+/43
Z

BVNT.R.NG. l'I£
N

ILE

MEAN

MEDIAN

ST . DEV .

' RANGE

EVN-1' . MN .

EV'NT.RNG

N

ILL

ALL

4-;
- 33.
0 - /F$'

2-

. Il- 2
206

I

{£9

38

.1 -

4 - go
?

- 4+

I

15;
22-

.2-3-

0 - //9
Z-

6~

II

4,4-

29
0 -72

)

[
- I

.L

II

iL
30

0 - /4-9
Z-

I
- 9
2.2.

III

-. ~
FL

3-52.9;

( -!
2

III

42.
V

f Li
D - ([5

2;

/ -4/
fi

IV

-*~
~

2,

2. 

2.-E;1
I

7

IV

7 3

~ il 2,}

Z
- 8

!(

10.
-12..-
€/ - ££3

I

l -(

4*

V

if.!'
-~)-

32.
30 11~

2;

£3
8/
/0

'7£ - 94

( -2 V

3

VI

- ZL
74-

2-

3 =5;



ANK OBBER

C..*

ALT

MEAN

MEDIAN

ST . DEV .

RANGE

EVNT . MN .

EVNT . RNG .

N

ALE

MEAN

MEDIAN

ST . DEV .

* RANGE

Evm- . Dm .

EVNTJQNG.

N

ALL

BE

9427
(

6

ALL

lil
4> 8

Ai' -
= 0 -gi?

'Z-

I- 9

I

=

47
S- - /ZO

/

1*//

I

;

0 -MY
2

1
- q

II

: 9;

7-

II

cL

31
*2 -£20

2
1 -*7
28*

III

7 3

27
70 - /27

(

( - (

3

III

~!,

5 -/FO
2-

1
- 7

IV

75"

62 - 2/
2

( - 2--

2-

IV

-ZE
73

0 - /5'S'

3
I - 7
3

V

iL
?7
2- 2

I
I - /

1

V

bc

- =~ -

@~ 2!

JL

 VI

/43
//0

/0<7 - /2/
2

I
- !

- .3;

VI

/03
*72
iL

1
! - S'

6



ANK OBBERY T

12;'rA: C 

MEAN

MEDIAN

ST. DEV.

RANGE

Evm- . MN .

EV'NT.RNG.

N

L112L2

MEAN

MEDIAN

ST. DEV.

' RANGE

EVNTJ1N. 

EVNT.RNG.

N

ALL I

£2 40

34- 32
0 -/43 1 - 20

2. 7

ALL I

=6 32
6 24
4- 0 28

6 -zqg Q
- col

1, 2
ii .LI

3/0 '2 =>

II

£5 -

(-4-

£ZIA

'
.- .L

II

- 1,2.
75

-

3*?

O -/~
Z.

l
- 9
af

III

Af'

( -
!

III

if

" 2l
1; -#£0

2-

(?#Z

£/

IV

79

l

IV

3- 7

-450-

2.

IN
- 2

£2;

V

- ~
4-2

~ - Il£3

( - (

4/

- ZL

0 - /41
Z.

( €2

VI

iii
ii
lg

2~- £(0

I
/- 2-

~
74-

~

!
~

2
V

( - ar



ANK 0 B

LZLQLT ALL

MEAN

MEDIAN

ST. DEV. 40
RANGE SHE
Eva'LuN. I

EVN'r.RNG. !
-

3

N

mm

MEDIAN

ST. DEV.

' RANGE

EVNT.MN.

E'VNT.RNG.

N

ALL

4-4-

D -23I
3

£
- 4

iL

I

il.
4*7

7- (ZD

/
[ l

r

I

0 -1I2
3

II

+11
45-

2

/

II

'75'
35

-

0- VII Z

- ~~

2-

III

(

III

.22.

Z7
37- /£5

-

3
£
- 0=

IV

So

26=

29* 8(

I"2-
- i -

IV

.422.
7
'22-

ST- pr

I - 8

V

5'6-Ui
1

2.

V

/0 £ :

75-

SS'

/£2- 23)

£ - (€

-l

VI

( ZVE

3

VI

lei
il

iL
@ - /4> 2

2
/ - S'



D DATA



0 ERY

Q, L<1QZI ALL

MEAN

MEDIAN

ST. DEV.

RANGE

EVNT . M:N .

EVN'I' . RNG .

N

;,<;0£2

MEAN

MEDIAN

ST . DEV .

' RANGE

EVNT . MN .

EVNTJQNG.

N

Ac,

53
4 - /7}

2

/ - €

 £5

ALL

57
,ii.

2
/ - If
llc

I

4
-'0
32

£2

/ - 6

I

3l

£ -/ as

2
£- 6

€/2

II

68
62
~-

£4 -
£2

/
/ - /

II

5 2

£%/ 9 2
Z

S

III

5 1

IV

I 72
£- 2 /71
5/

5/- ~
/

/ - /
2

III

$2

28>

~- /~ 0

2

/' '
/

39

/

IV

6*/

.- 2,2-

2

£ - 6
QC

V VI

fl' 82
80 &

-'//- ~ 3 Z-£ -ZE
/ £

/ - / / - 2

3' 3

V VI

82 I €99

li ~
~ ~

! ~

6 o€
/ €/7 5+-/£

I£
- £ / - .9*

2 Y .20



ANK OBBE

ALL

MEAN 9
MEDIAN ,li.
$'1'. DEV. ,,,AL
BANGS ~J~'

EVN'I' .MN. -/
EVa'r.BNG. Li
Il 5

A , 1,<;,9 £2 ALL

MEAN AL

MEDIAN

ST. DEV. ii
RANGE ,5*2/95

EVNTJ01. 2;

EVNTJING.

Il Jo

I

O

I

.IL
 32

26

2-

36

II

O

II

- 5- 2
6 &

£2/
5=-/28

2

/ -6
/9

III

 I 7Z

20 - 22
/

* / /

2

III

6'5'

S
' £ ~ 0

2

2/

IV

O

IV

V ?£

/ - 6

2 3

V

?/
8/

/
/-

V

TJ*
27- V

ZZ-/2 '

/

/- 2

7

VI

/ 0
/ / 9

/
/ 0 2+// c

2

-?

VI

I /05
7(

- Z£-

2K-22 €

Z

.!3



BANK ROBBER! QA1A

U ATA : D

3; , L>10£1 ALL

MEDIAN iL
ST. DEV. gi
RANGE I 2~- ~0

Evmum.

EVN'r.B.NG. / /
N .- 3~

U £2 ALL

MEAN ~7
MEDIAN  SH
ST. DEV. ~ 2

- RANGE 3 'iis'

Em'r.BnG. ,~L
N li -

I

O

I

,3/

,1,1..

l;zz.€'

iO

II

0

II

5 3
- EL

S-" ~ 0

2 - 6

3

III

O

III

7o
7 0

&

I

IV

3/
3 /
2

22- 32

/.'/
2

IV

-~
24

20 104/

I /+-£
2

V

JO
30

/

/

V

EL
 ~ 0

71 -/@7
3'

-'/ - 6

VI

0

VI

!



ANK ROBBER AT

DAT; -
,R

9 - -

gi L> ;Q£2 ALL

MEDIAN ~ ~, 
si - . DEV.

RANGE £ -
£ > 2

EVNT.MN.

Eva'r.1mG. -~ ~
N , //

A, L >;g£2 ALL

MEAN 7 3

MEDIAN Z 2 R

ST. DEV. 5£0
RANGE ~- 2-£ £

EvN -1- .nm. 5
Evm- .RuG. [ *2

I

€9

€

I

53

££1
2.

23

II

KS'

II <

6l
- 17- -

42- //2

- 1/-
?

III

. [27

il/ 2 I

/

- .~

III

R2 3

32- £/$'
2

8

IV

75*

2

/" 2,

2

IV

Fl

2 2

£~- ///

(.

V

J//1
£/2

/

/

//2

£2- 2- 2/
2-

/ - 3

VI

/2= /

/ i

VI

?O

ir ~

Z2 -~~
/

"/
; 7 :



RO BER

QATA: **0

£-1..1

MEAN

MEDIAN

ST. DEV.

RANGE

EVNTJCN;

EVNT.RNG.

N

ALL

75'
- 1L

36/
4 - /€€3

/

/ - &
7 *1

ALL-- 2 ALL

MEAN (€2

MEDIAN .-~
ST . DEV . 32
RANGE ~ £124

EVN-LaN. 2-

EVN'r.nNG. / - 2
rr is 7

I

5(,
4g
4 Z

;~ - /20

?

I

9/
- ~.

2~
£

- //~
2

A/- AZ

.-LLL

II

- -22
22
/6

64- Zf

/ - 2

3

II

go
£-?
36

/4 7

2

ii

III

7 7
:!

- L-~
1/- /2 "

/

/ - /

5

III

.5~
3 0

2

7

IV

€ 2

£8
25'

.22-~ £

/
/ - 2

5*

IV

-23-

3 5
;; - /£9

2
 /? - J

5*7

V

90
20

 aj' 
4/-/45

/ - /
6

V

ET

.56 - 2{/
2

/ - 6

9%)

VI

7/>

/a/
- 48-

22- /2,
2

.bi.
6

VI

2f AV

- 1L

~
;-2~ ;

2-

/ - 0*

il



BANK ROBBER! ;DA1'A
I

D.AI -

LILI ALL

MEDIAN  2 ~ :

sr. DEV. ,- Z~
RANGE 4 - /5'

Evn'r.Bm. 2

EVN'r.RNG. / - 4

N

ELLE

MEAN

MEDIAN

ST. DEV.

* RANGE

EVNT . MN .

EVN'I'.RNG

N

ii'

ALL

57
- 51

. Jii
ii!

I

£ 2

£+/0

- 5;

I

3 /

/* -//£'
2-

/ -

5-2

II

F
I
-Z

!
/ - /
2

II

5
-
2

ii;

5*-;4 ?

- 3-

ii

III

 £.2
$- 2-

3/
32+- £4

/
/'&
1

III

5 2
-

. !!
2- 2

2
/ - 6

.4=;
{2

/
21=~

GA

- 53;
~--/2 ~

2

V

/4
~0

£2

/

/ -

V

KY'

~ 0

22-

211*/4/7
2.

/ - £

2 7

VI

2/ .V

74- 99/

/
- 2
3

VI

€5'

.5-/;*/
2

V

V/ -0*

- iq



OBB

QAIA: D

AL'! ALL

MEDIAN

ST. DEV.

RANGE

EVNT . MN .

EVNT . RNG .

N

ALE

MEAN

MEDIAN

ST . DEV .

" RANGE

EVNT . MN .

- 611.
- 11..
5-- /2 Z

/
, / - j

ALL

48

- .21
40

926
2

Evu'r.1zNG. ,J;'L
N /72

I

iL

£- /2 o

/

R/ - [

I

$.0
58
2-

9+/02
2

.~ -

II7.

II

2"2
!

II

65
-

- 6- 7..
~ 0

~- £23

2

27

..11

il
FZ0

-/ ~
/- /

Gr?

32
,pu')

2

I - -

6 22

IV

7.F

7£
9

2-
/ - 2

2

IV

2/
[ 2-/~1*

3

iL
~

~( - // ~

/ - /
2

V

14- -

.4

£2- 22/
/

/ - .5

VI

//3
- ~1

ALL"- €

2

/ - 3

VI

ile
8/
7D

26 -27
2

- / -3'
LE



ANK gBB Y TA

121;'1
-;: ?

mu

MEAN

MEDIAN

ST. DEV. 5

RANGE £ - /2 3

Evu'1um. 2
EVN'T.1ZNG.< /'€
N

L-£194E

MEAN

MEDIAN

ST. DEV.

' RANGE

EVNTJIN.

EVNIHRNG

N

V ~0

ALL

4

~
£-224

2

I

~0

..~ .
(/ -#~2

3
/ - 6

.1/ -

I

; $2

I - LL2'"N

2
VI

EN

26'*

II

€44 -
22

/
/ - /

~ -

II

- IL
4 /

{La /47
2

NEE 2V

III

ii

.- ~-

ltd
/

/- /

III

ST.

5/
~ €/ ~ 9

2

/

/

NAZI

.- 2.2
- 3IL
S~LQ

2
I / -

V

?(,

AM
$£2

#/- /5~
£

/ - /

IL

V

76
5

11>;/<£7
2
- 6
33

VI

.~
74 - //9

/
/ - 2-

5

VI

2
/€ ~ I



ANK RO BER

Lll.Q.L'l - ALL

MEAN 7P
HEDIAN G'

ST. DEV. €£0
RANGE 5= £ 7- 2

Evmurm.

EVN'r.RNG. -

V
= /* - 2

*N

~ .0.~ ALL

MEAN

MEDIAN 2 2 9/

ST. DEV. 40
€ RANGE 3' 29

EVN'1' . MN . 3

EV'NT.R.NG. Z
" ~

II

I

(-,9

ii.
£- - /2 0

/ - /
5

I

.54..

.12+

5 - //5
-

~~-

/ -
~

II

KS'

~3+

2

/

II

3> //

4

//

III

/ >7
/ 2 2

/

I

III

il.
2 2

7 2
-//$'

- 3-
*7

IV

5"3

S" O

-22.
~ 2.

2 Z- £/ 20 -//4
/

/ - /

- 5;

IV

5= 3

22-

'££ - ///

8

V

iO
- ZL
€2
€2-).3/

/ - 6
7

VI

/2
/ 2/

3

- L.

VI

/30
/3-

ZZ - £6

/
/ - /
3



COMPARISON OF FT AND GT



C DATA (6/mls = /,2, - - -,9)



ANK OBBER

DATA:
(EM+£ =I),a,...,q)

ALL I II I II

FT GT FI' GT PT GT FT GT

IV

FT GT

V

FT GT

VI

FT GT

D,LS10K/'r <<> 2 £3. 4/<> ii if 12 52 ~ 1; 2; #~ Qi 93 £6
N /0 1-/ .1 2 ..2 -/ 3

U,L£1OK/P "LI ~ ~- L 4// ~~ 50 ~ 62 ~~ lg ~~
N QL - *"7 - /9..*/0 - 31..2</..2;, -

A,L£10K/'r 91 ~ -2 ; 17 57 - ; 8/ €97 //o @5<

E
/ i 9-0 0 :2 / 2

-~ 1(ELEI€£1 ~ I2€EIQ>.€€.1 ~.<£ZQZZEZZ2'7<
" /11 - 9/ - 19 2/ €**5 /0 1;

u,L >1o1</-r if * 121/* - .1 = ~ l 13/ £9/- BE
5 0 , U 2 /

N
0

U,L >;O1</P ~1 2L 51 €- 2 ~ ~ .~ €-2 Be .26 ~ ~
N 25 - /5 3 - / 2

W ~ % ~ W%E ~ ~ 1E ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
 /1 5 / / £ /

A,L> EM ~.& ~ €1*LZ ~~ Z323'.&LgI ~ ZZZ3£2'=f
N QZQ - 29 9 - ,9 ,6 1

- 1. - . il -

Nm- 7Q(@€5£ > £L59%£E-'.5£/£8.€£2€@ZZZ££23
"bg. 9 ,LI 4- Q

..21 /3/ €<> - 70 @ - 1
-1 - 22



AmS OBBERY

, 3ro - 90 - 3-8, - @/ - £,2 - 34 - 91'

£ > 1;</7 113 19 £> 8 5-9 E W /23 1 53 13 JE 9/ /2/ BS'

~ - -Iq ~ J - / £/

1, > 1o;</1= ii 59 21 */*5 £3 52 €3 51 93 =/9 ~ 18 22 13
N Bl - Lu- - @ - i - i?L - 1 -

M £0 is- £,9 Hi 4/5
- 37 £2 ~ £/7 Go Bc, £19- 83 %

N
iq 1 - -3- 2 3 -

/-/ - 3

~ ££12s13€/Q ~ ;;£;g(€£</S> BsCQ=> £5&= e

 @@ - 6*/... =5;../1 - ei - -:*1. - =B.
~ 881968159€&€/g3,€; > =/s- g;91€$£3££Q

N !(0 6 : - 3 - Q 9 - 3

1,;; @ Ml 9;) (,9 ~ (£9 56 79 ~ %0 ~ £35>-4,

N #95..12.. - ,;-=L £1L - 1 - /E /4,

Lslmw ~1 .~ 52 */9 if ~ iii 177 5.;) 99 ~) 99

N ~ ~QI Li / £ 9

M ~ ~ ~ % ~ W ~ ~~ H ~ WW ~ B

QAI! A : ~-

ALL I II III IV

Fl' GT FT GT FT GT FT GT FT GT

V VI

FT GT FT GT



D DATA



ANK OBBERY

ALL

FT GT

I

FT GT

DATA =
/ ~

II II I IV

FT GT FT GT FT GT

V

FT GT

VI

FT GT

mM;,Eeig£@£/s£BJ1;212l?. >;?£El8£2 ~ £9
ii £/ 2 - 2 / /3

U,1,£;ox/1= 51 ~.B 3/ 31 Z3L3 .~ .19. Qi ~ .~ .22 ~117-

N ~ - ~ 6 - 1>1 + ab ~ ~
A,L£10K/T fl ~: -77Q~* 4 3 bI 422 //0 ~

N - ~ 0 0 2 O / 2
(€:6 5

- 5 ~5 3,8 11 =/,3 if 1>17 19 19 if 32 le? if
, /20 - 3<-= - /9 fl 93 9 /.2

U,L>10K/T 3/- 7 ~~ - .r - .31 ~ .9-9929 -1 - '2

Ni / - U - - - - - - *
€) £3 12 / 0

WM ~ 1 ~ S ~ Bf ~ ~~~ ;;

w @ - S - / - £ - ; - Q

~M% ~~ E ~ W ~ Lr ~ MME ~
Nu € / - 1. - ./+2..+.l.

A,L> 10K/P,.,#BsB;,;s£,£,£;/z£/1; =';1.€£./;£Ee.£21s:i2€= .2-/
*N ~ 2~ -~ .B 9 1+ </ ,3. -

,M =1; ~ 1/, €5
- / 71 we 71; =1 58 pi 1/£ 22 18 23

N
sq € 3 F 4> ep G-

A1J.P ' - ,~ ~ --

-
~=

259 *//;Z5'9.(L259€ ~ ~ 60.~.$ -(91/Y~ Z-~
"BS7 - £L, - €/£,..6*7 ££ - 12 - -35



ANK OBBERY

~1A: ~

ALL I

PI' GT FT GT

II

FT GT

III

FT GT

IV V VI

FT GT FT GT FT GT

U/T

N

U/P

N

Aj'] '

~ -~,£Bg;es£;s = .<Qi/Z.6£.fi@ ~ ~'Zp
/8 - .1 - 2 3

;;££g;g12;z2;Q = =23B£4€1ze;f£ ~ QZ
/~ - €2 -lb Ho ££1 27- 9*0

g37(. -~ ES££(//,€;(.€27S+B3I72£!DU£ >

N
l(,I - 5 - .1, - 3>. - .; -L - 1.. - .;. -

L,££;£ > ££1(Es
- £/€,(££*;'5- s- 1<Z ~ .9££.1i£9.&z<

N ,3; - €=
1 - - £3 - 2i" - ei..L'i. - £s..

,<,,M1?£.l.SEeL$ES33£EI9£?.€.€'£€ =.E=..?.£ZZ
20 ;1I - I£/ ,/ */ €

££1:,</.> el 18;i ~ 55;1*.Z => =£3 ~ .>=8&22L222,7
£LS£€ - . ~ - .SI..@B 12 - 21 -- 2 - -

£>1;</-£ SQ 1.2 68 is 9.'22 ££1 ~ il ~ 13 £2 =.-?L £2 £-24/

N l'-( - -5; - *.L - J; -
" 2 - /

1. > 1~</P ~ ~ AL' (/~ if ~ ~ ~ is lg ~~ 1~0 W
7/ - 53, - L 9, - ~ - 1I - .I;3. - - .



X

Cxo DATA ( (/1364,6/0 CAlROY



ANK ROBBERY DATA

mn, gx # (P,,,b.ElE €.,€€; €4Cwb-; M -@€4)

ALL I II III IV V VI

FT GT FT GT FT GT FT GT FT GT FT - GT FT GT

u,L£;om 51 .4=2 58 ii if 2Z S'2 42 ~ 5
- 2- YU 64 - *

N 1 'Z- 3 1 l I 0

U,L£1o1</1:> ic7. ~ -~ ~ ~ ~ £.2 22 AL €SL Li El- .5-4: ~
N 80 Y

£ ~ 9 11. Li 7 2-

A,L£1OK/'r .10. ~7. 2L1 22
 N J -  ~ ~ .~0 O I 0

1
O O

A.. - ox/1= 51 -1 io. 3..<= Eh is 5; ie AA $~; ~ ~ 17. if -

N 70 -~ - IS' ~ - 6 - 3 4-

U , L > 10K/T ~. ~ 3l 64+

N L 0 . 0 0 2; -0 2)

U.L> 1O1</X= ~ iL il' 3;

N - $ Bi 0 - 0 0 0 0

A,L >1O}:/T
'~ (=5= -~ ~ 3 - * 2. M. ~ /04*- -

N 1 - 9 0 0 J-
0

A.L> 1OK/P €TL fi 31- ii 2L if' ~ 52 YA bal 2
N £2. lb 3 - 2. / C- 0

Am -r he .~ ./£2 fi fi 31 EE €1 ~ Qi 31 li' = =
N .EL 7 3 - 3 4- L - 0

AU 1> 4=1- 12. ~ 3.3. it 31 .51 31. .6; £1 ~ 5.2 if 2=

N Ea li 2=1 3; - ZO Le @



ANK RGBBERY DAT

U/T

N

U/P

 N

A/T

N

N

ZATA : C~ ~

ALL I I I II I IV V VI

FI' GT FT GT FT GT FT GT FT GT FT GT FT GT

~ ~ - 21 34- £5* 37 $- 2 42- ~Z 60 So ~ -

.LL 2 3 2+ .3. / 0

31 3.1 Pi ~ 3i Ai ~ 3; EL fL AZ. ~. it 2L
011 ii - 1 1i /3 1 - 2-
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