
 

 

 

 

 

 

Death Row Days: Factors Affecting the Rate of Execution in the State of Texas 

Rebekah Samaniego-Kopsky  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
Rebekah Samaniego-Kopsky 
bekahkopsky@yahoo.com 
University of North Texas  
Gloria Cox, Dean, Honors College 
gcox@unt.edu 
Completed 160 hours 

 



Death Row Days   2 
 

 
Abstract 

 
The Supreme Court of the United States, in Furman v. Georgia (1972), invalidated death 

penalty statutes across the country because offenders, under existing laws, were vulnerable to 

capricious sentencing. Despite attempts by states to reduce arbitrariness in the three decades 

since Furman (1972), extra legal factors, particularly race, continue to influence every phase of 

capital punishment from the indictment to the sentence. The Court, in McCleskey v. Kemp 

(1987), refused to consider widespread racial bias as reason to overturn an individual’s death 

sentence, but directed statistical analysts towards state legislators to affect change. In this paper, 

I examine the effects of legal and extra legal factors to see if they continue to influence decision 

makers after the verdict. Specifically, I examine the relationship between race of the offenders 

and race of the victims to see if that relationship is correlated with the length of time between 

conviction and execution. I also consider the effects of the victim's cause of death, the reason the 

offender was eligible for the death penalty, and the nature of the relationship between the 

offender and the victim. Under empirical analysis, results do not support widespread racial bias 

either against minority offenders or in favor of white victims, but the model does support my 

theory that offenders who were strangers to their victims will spend more time on death row than 

offenders familiar with their victims.  Additionally, the model supports, in part, my hypothesis 

that Texas executes, at a faster rate, offenders with multiple victims.    
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Introduction 

Nearly three decades after Furman v. Georgia (1972), where the Supreme Court held 

existing capital statutes unconstitutional, states remain under scrutiny for administering death 

sentences in a capricious manner. Racial discrimination, in particular, continues to plague capital 

punishment at every step of the criminal process (Bowers1983; Ekland-Olson 1988; Paternoster 

1984; Radelet 1981).  

The death penalty, whether it is acting as a deterrent to capital crime or as the ultimate 

punishment, is reserved for society’s worst offenders (Hawkins 2006). Furman and Gregg v. 

Georgia  (1976) are the watershed cases in contemporary capital punishment jurisprudence. In 

both Furman and Gregg the Supreme Court focused on the random application of the death 

penalty, rather than the punishment, as being cruel and unusual punishment (Acker 1993).  

In McCleskey v. Kemp (1987), the Court refused to consider statistical evidence of 

widespread racial discrimination as a reason to invalidate a capital sentence, but the concern of 

the Court has consistently been the arbitrary application of the death penalty (Acker 1993). Race 

continues to be a factor in capital punishment sentencing almost four decades after Justice 

Douglas warned states that discriminatory practices resulted in unusual, and therefore 

unconstitutional, punishments (Furman 1972).   

In this study, I examine whether extra-legal factors influence the amount of time an 

offender spends on death row. Specifically, I measure the relationship between the race of 

offenders and that of their victims to see if racial biases exist during the final phase of the capital 

punishment process. Additionally, I examine the nature of the relationship between the offender 

and the victim and the weapon or method used by the offenders to see what, if any “fear factors” 

drive the rate of executions. Finally, I look at why the offenders were eligible for the death 
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penalty under the Texas statute to determine whether particular legal factors drive the amount of 

time offenders await execution. 

Literature Review 

 The Court recognized in Furman that existing statutes allowed for too much discretion 

and caprice to be equally applied to similarly situated individuals. While the Court warned 

against states administering capital punishment in a capricious manner, there remains continuing 

concern about the arbitrary nature of the death penalty (Acker 1993).  

  While some of the Furman Court Justices agreed that death sentences prior to 1970 were 

administered capriciously, they did not agree on what makes a sentence arbitrary. According to 

Justice Brennan, receiving a death sentence for a capital crime was like winning the lottery 

(Furman 1972). Similarly, Justice White said that states were sentencing offenders to death in a 

“wonton and freakish manner” (Furman 1972). Justice Douglas, on the other hand, found 

arbitrary to mean “discrimination against minorities, blacks, and disadvantaged persons” 

(Bowers 1983). Contemporary research on the death penalty focuses heavily on Justice Douglas’ 

view of arbitrariness in capital sentencing by examining racial discrimination in capital 

sentencing.  

States immediately began reforming their statutes to include measures to remove bias and 

caprice in capital sentences. Subsequently, in Gregg the Supreme Court found new statutes 

sufficient to ensure a more proportionate application of death sentences and capital punishment 

resumed across the country.  

Texas reformed its law with more stringent measures than most other states to avoid 

arbitrary application of death sentences (Ekland-Olson 1988). Texas implemented a bifurcated 

system for capital trials with a guilt/innocence phase and a penalty phase. If the jury finds the 
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defendant guilty, the jury then proceeds to the penalty phase where jurors have two questions:  

(1) Whether there is a probability that the defendant would commit criminal acts of 

violence that would constitute a continuing threat to society; and 

(2) In cases in which the jury charge at the guilt or innocence stage permitted the jury to 

find the defendant guilty as a party under Sections 7.01 and 7.02, Penal Code, whether 

the defendant actually caused the death of the deceased or did not actually cause the 

death of the deceased but intended to kill the deceased or another or anticipated that a 

human life would be taken (Texas Art. 37). 

If the jury finds unanimously in the affirmative on both questions then the court asks the 

jurors to consider all mitigating factors in the case. If they find any mitigating circumstances that 

would justify sparing the offender’s life, the judge sentences the offender to life without parole. 

Otherwise, the judge hands down a death sentence. 

According to Justice Rehnquist in Adams v. Texas (1980), the state crafted a unique and 

effective way of giving juries little discretion while also allowing them to maintain case 

individualization. Still, the Court was concerned about too much discretion by the jury, but did 

not find issue with the decision making of the prosecutor, believing instead that the reformed 

statutes would guide prosecutors in the same way they did juries (Acker 1993). However, 

prosecutorial discretion is where the arbitrariness begins in the capital punishment process. 

Research has consistently found that bias is present in prosecutors’ decisions to seek the death 

penalty (Bowers 1983). Ultimately, the decision to seek a death sentence lies solely with the 

prosecutor, without regulation. The Court guided prosecutors along contradictory paths when it 

held in Furman that states must apply the death penalty equally according to the details of the 
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crime, and then in Woodson v. North Carolina (1976), instructed states to consider cases on an 

individual basis (Johnson 2001).  

 Just as Ekland-Olson (1988) found in the decade after Furman, arbitrariness seems to be 

just as prevalent today as it was prior to the brief suspension in the 1970s. Particularly, race has 

undergone significant scrutiny as a major bias in capital punishment procedures (Ekland-Olson 

1988; Paternoster 1984). Bowers (1983), Ekland-Olson (1988), Paternoster (1984), and Radelet 

(1981) all found racial bias in the decision to seek the death penalty and impose a death sentence. 

Since the decision in Furman, racial bias shifted from the offender to the victim or to the 

relationship between the two (Ekland-Olson 1988), and white-victim crimes result in death 

sentences more often than black-victim crimes (Bowers 1983). According to Radelet (1981), 

prosecutors and grand juries route cases with white victims through a path that leads to a death 

sentence. He finds racial bias in the early phases of the process, and he sees that bias as the 

driving force behind what Bowers (1983) calls the white-victim effect. 

McAdams (1998) compares research that focuses on the race of the offender with studies 

focusing on the race of the victims, and he finds racial disproportion in the value of life for black 

victims. Foley and Powell (1982) did not show statistically significant race factors when they 

controlled for details in the case that indicated the gravity of the crime. 

 In this study, I look at executed offenders in Texas since the death penalty was reinstated 

in 1973. I examine whether the factors that consistently plague capital punishment during the 

phases leading up to sentencing carry through after the verdict. Do offenders still face the same 

discriminations on death row and does it have affect the amount of time they spend on death row 

prior to their execution? 



Death Row Days   7 
 

Capital Punishment in Texas 

  Previous studies examine offenders still on death row because the number of executions 

is so minimal that sample sizes are too small (McAdams 1998). Texas, which accounts for 37% 

of the nations executions since 1976, has an unparalleled rate of execution that removes the 

concern of sample size that most states face. Table 1 details the list of capital offenses in Texas, 

any one of which a prosecutor can choose to seek a death sentence from the jury. 

Trial Procedure. State district courts hold capital murder trials about 12-15 months after 

an indictment. Capital trials in Texas are bifurcated with a verdict phase and a separate penalty 

phase. If the jury returns a guilty verdict in the first phase the trial moves to the penalty phase. 

The penalty phase consists of arguments for and against the death penalty and the defense 

attorney introduces any mitigating factors that might prompt leniency from the jury. The judge 

then asks the jury to consider and answer a series of questions to determine whether the 

defendant receives a sentence of death or a sentence of life without the possibility of parole.   
 

Table 1. Texas Capital Offenses 
Capital Crimes in Texas 
Murder of a public safety officer or firefighter 
Murder during the commission of kidnapping, burglary, robbery, aggravated sexual 

assault, arson, or obstruction or retaliation 
Murder for remuneration 
Murder during prison escape 
Murder of a correctional employee 
Murder by a state prison inmate who is serving a life sentence for any of five offenses 

(murder, capital murder, aggravated kidnapping, aggravated sexual assault, or 
aggravated robbery 

Multiple murders 
Murder of an individual under six years of age 

Source: http://www.tdcj.state.tx.us/stat/drowfacts.htm 
 

Appellate Procedure. Direct appeals that challenge the conviction constitute the first 

stage of the appeals process and take one to two years. Texas law requires an automatic appeal to 
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the Texas Court of Criminal Appeals (TCCA) for all death sentences. The defense attorneys 

often file a writ of certiorari to the Supreme Court of the United States in the weeks following 

the decision by the TCCA. The Court rarely grants these petitions on direct appeal, thus the 

direct appeals process ends for most cases at this point.  

The habeas corpus phase is the next step in the appeals process and is typically the 

longest process, often lasting several years. State courts, including the trial court and the TCCA, 

and federal courts, including federal district courts, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fifth 

Circuit, and the Supreme Court, hear habeas corpus appeals from Texas. In this phase, the court 

can review the verdict as well as the sentencing, and the defense can address issues that were not 

raised in the original trial. The defendant can receive a new trial if the appeals court finds errors 

from the original trial. Another guilty verdict results in the same death sentence and starts the 

appeals process over again. It is possible, although rare, for the sentence to be overturned 

completely and the offender released from all charges. When the defense exhausts the direct and 

habeas corpus appeals, the prosecutor asks a state district judge to set the date for the offender's 

execution.  

Once a date is set, Texas is required to execute the inmate on that date unless final 

appeals or temporary reprieves delay the process. Attorneys strategically file appeals under the 

pretense of new evidence to remove the execution date from the calendar.  One last appeal can be 

made to the U.S. Supreme Court. The Court's decision to either deny the petition or to issue a 

holding often happens within hours of the execution. The defense team can also petition the 

Texas Board of Pardons and Paroles for a temporary stay of execution, a reduced sentence, or a 

full pardon. This decision is typically made the day of the execution. The Governor of Texas has 

the authority to grant a one-time, thirty-day reprieve, but the occasion is rare in Texas.  
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The appeals process begins the moment the trial judge announces the sentence, and the 

culmination for most offenders is execution.  

Methods and Data 

 In order to measure legal and extra legal factors that affect the length of time an offender 

spends on death row, I coded characteristics from the case files of all of the executed offenders 

on death row in Texas from 1973-2010. The Texas Department of Criminal Justice (TDCJ) 

provides, on its website, case overviews of all executed offenders. The offender information 

includes his or her TDCJ number, age, education level, date of offense, date received on death 

row, date of execution, county of offense, race, gender, and prior prison record. The TDCJ files 

also provide basic details about the crime and the victims including the victim’s age, race, 

gender, relationship to the offender, and cause of death.   

 I created a victim-based model with each victim representing an observation rather than 

each offender because some offenders had multiple victims of different races, ages, and genders. 

My unit of analysis, therefore, is each dichotomous relationship between an executed offender 

and his or her victim. To remain consistent with my information source, I used the same terms 

for racial identity that the state uses to identify offenders and victims as black, Hispanic 

(although this term is used to identify ethnicity, Texas uses it to identify race), white, and other 

(all other races combined). The data set includes 631 observations, which represent 447 executed 

offenders. I cluster the data by TDCJ number so multiple-victim offenders’ characteristics do not 

artificially inflate the results. Missing data removes the offender only for the missing variable, 

but the offender is still represented in observations where the specific information is available. 

 I use linear regression to determine which factors, if any, influence the number of days an 

offender spends on death row from the date received to the date executed. I consider four factors 
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Table 2. Summary Statistics     

Independent Variable 
Victims' 

Offenders Mean 
Standard    

Deviation Min. / Max. 

 Awaiting                                  
Execution  

(by victim)  
Race of Offender / Victim           
Black / Black 75 3397.107 1075.588 1242 / 5739 65 
Black  / Hispanic 28 3972.464 1005.108 2597 / 6333 17 
Black / White 90 4346.956 1547.793 931 / 9126 50 
Black / Other 9 2817.889 1029.671 1869 / 4647 9 
Hispanic / Hispanic 42 3622.976 1078.529 1769 / 6591 105 
Hispanic / Black 3 2979.000 974.042 1980 / 3926 1 
Hispanic / White 37 3439.757 1524.670 252 / 7529 33 
Hispanic / Other 2 3472.500 3365.121 1093 / 5852 3 
White / White  250 3978.732 1726.869 263 / 8982 107 
White / Black 4 4909.250 2471.500 1202 / 3145 6 
White / Hispanic 14 4101.857 2353.809 1392 / 11575 15 
White / Other 0 0.000 0.000 0 2 
Other / Other 3 3188.333 759.216 2750 / 4065 4 
Other / Black 0 0.000 0.000 0 0 
Other / Hispanic 0 0.000 0.000 0 0 
Other / White 0 0.000 0.000 0 1 
Cause of Death           
Gun  357 3872.994 1709.114 252 / 11575 290 
All Other Causes of Death 265 3901.230 1419.230 344 / 8569 165 
Reason Death Eligible           
Child Under Six 40 4711.075 2081.133 1555 / 8081 18 
Officer or Firefighter 34 4373.676 1845.037 1114 / 11575 29 
During Escape From Prison 7 5064.143 1198.832 2464 / 5837 4 
Felony Murder 445 3941.975 1525.063 252 / 9126 274 
For Hire 26 4427.808 1823.704 1875 / 8081 9 
While Serving a Life Term 2 2970.000 2231.629 1392 / 4548 3 
Multiple Murders  293 3799.553 1611.920 263 / 8982 237 
Nature of Relationship           
Child of Offender 15 3310.467 1509.763 518 / 6145 21 
Parent of Offender 11 3761.818 1043.342 2498 / 5508 6 
Intimate Partner 24 3218.833 1742.573 263 / 6291 19 
Other Family Member 22 2970.545 1217.683 263 / 5508 15 
Friend or Acquaintance 208 3856.202 1363.625 263 / 8569 88 
Officer Responding to Crime 28 4671.964 2127.818 1114 / 11575 26 
Stranger  315 3980.505 1678.793 252 / 9126 288 
Controls           
Major Counties 337 4081.855 1583.936 344 / 11575 298 
Offender-Female 6 5545.167 677.407 4795 / 6145 12 
Multiple Aggravating Factors  284 4044.845 1624.366 518 / 8982 138 
Number of Victims 329 3966.967 1580.252 252 / 11575 227 
Prior Violent Crimes 151 4004.682 1255.621 882 / 7563 97 
 Reference group       
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that may contribute to the length of time an offender spends on Texas death row: the victims’ 

cause of death, the aggravating factors that made the offense death eligible, the correlation 

between the race of the offenders and their victims, and the nature of the relationship between 

the offenders and their victims.  

Cause of Death. One way to measure the gravity of a crime is the method by which 

offenders murder their victims. There are several different ways to make such a determination, 

which ultimately rely on what average citizens serving on a jury would consider to be among the 

worst ways to end human life. Most offenders on Texas death row killed their victims in a 

shooting.  A gun can be more fearful for an unsuspecting victim, but for the offender the act of 

shooting is quick. Once the decision is made to pull the trigger, it is often too late to reconsider 

the action. Many choices to kill are made in haste, and the presence of the gun can speed up the 

decision. This is particularly true in armed robberies with unanticipated circumstances that create 

tension for the gunman.  

Alternatively, when an offender has a knife or any object to attack his victim, the process 

tends to be more calculated. Even if the offender did not originally intend to commit the murder, 

there can be more time to consider the situation. There is also more effort involved in stabbing 

and blunt force trauma than there is in a shooting. This is intensified when a victim is strangled 

because the offender must have contact with the victim for a longer period of time. These 

instances create a close range death that is more intimate than a typical shooting, therefore, 

arguably more heinous. 

H1: Offenders who use a gun against their victims will spend more days on death 

row than offenders who use any other mode of attack on their victims. 
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Reason Death Eligible. For the purposes of this study, I do not look at the proportionality 

review of similar crimes that did not result in a death sentence because the individuals observed 

have already been sentenced to death and executed. Since all executed offenders committed 

capital crimes, or those crimes that Texas has defined as the most heinous in the state, all reasons 

should be at equal, or at minimum similar, depravity. Murder is the one universal reason for 

states to classify a crime as capital, and it is now a requirement for capital punishment since the 

Court’s holding in Kennedy v. Louisiana (2008) that a victim’s injuries must result in death for 

an offender to receive a death sentence. If all capital crimes defined by the state are of the most 

heinous nature, then an offender with multiple victims with or without additional aggravating 

factors should be considered the worst offenders in the state.  

 H2: Offenders with multiple victims will spend fewer days on death row than 

offenders with a single victim. 

Racial Relationship. Prior research shows a white-victim effect (Bowers 1983) 

beginning at the indictment and accumulating through to the verdict (Radelet 1981). Even though 

Foley and Powell (1982) find the nature of the crime to be the driving force behind capital 

sentencing, the history of research finds overwhelming support for racial bias within the process. 

Therefore, I expect to find racial disparities in the length of time offenders spend on Texas death 

row based on the racial dyad of the offender and the victim.  

H3: White offenders whose victims were white will spend more days on death row 

than minority offenders, regardless of the race of their victims.   

Nature of Relationship. When the victim is related to or a friend with the offender, there 

tends not to be a fear for your life, which is precisely why a jury may find a murder of a friend or 

relative more heinous than a stranger. There is a level of trust with people you are familiar with, 
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but often an absence of trust or a presence of fear for the unknown.  

H4: Offenders whose victims were strangers will spend more days on death row 

than offenders who knew their victims.  

Controls. Counties in Texas have great discrepancies in the number of capital criminals 

sentenced to death row and the number of executions. Most counties in Texas have never 

sentenced any offender to death. At the opposite end of the spectrum is Harris County, which has 

sentenced more people to death row than all of the other major metropolitan areas in the state. I 

control for Bexar, Dallas, Harris, Lubbock, Tarrant and Travis Counties because they represent 

the majority of the observations in the model, they have different racial demographics than rural 

Texas, and they encompass the largest cities in the state. Due to the volume of capital cases and 

the complexity of capital criminal procedures in general, I predict that these major areas have a 

backlog of cases that slow down the process of scheduling the executions out of their counties, 

and therefore offenders from these counties will spend more time on death row awaiting 

execution. 

 Because each additional victim may progressively drive the speed of execution for any 

single offender, I control for the offender’s overall number of victims. I expect a decrease in days 

spent on death row for every increase in the number of victims.  

I also control for the offender’s age at the time of execution assuming that the state, 

wishing for the sentence to accomplish its retributive purpose, will push for the fulfillment of the 

sentence before the offender dies of natural causes. I expect, therefore, an increase in the rate of 

execution for each year an offender spends on death row.  

I control for the offenders’ prior violent crimes and whether or not their capital crime had 

more than one aggravating factor because the state, and the sentencing juries, may have the least 
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amount of leniency for these offenders who have a pattern of escalating aggression. I 

accumulated, in prior records, the number of violent crimes the offender had at the time of his 

arrest, including burglary since the offender may not have been aware if the space was occupied 

at the time of the intrusion. I expect offenders to spend less time on death row with each 

increasing prior record and with the addition of multiple aggravating factors present in their 

crimes.  

Finally, I control for the female offenders because they spend an average of 15 years, or 

five years longer than male offenders, on death row. I expect female offenders to spend more 

time on death row than male offenders. 

Results 

  Table 2 describes the summary statistics for the independent variables, including the 

reference group for each category. I included the number of offenders, for each variable, still 

awaiting execution to give a general idea of the representation of the remaining population on 

death row. Both the observations represented in the model and the number awaiting executions 

are based on the number of victims represented since the model is victim-based. 

 Looking at the breakdown of the racial dyads between offender and victim, it is clear that 

the majority of both executed offenders and offenders awaiting execution committed intra-racial 

capital crimes.  Of the interracial dyads, Texas has executed the offenders of 127 white victims, 

42 Hispanic victims, and seven black victims. Of particular interest in the interracial breakdown 

is that of black victims, where only seven black-victim offenders have been executed since 1973, 

and only seven remain on death row, awaiting execution, as compared to 48 Hispanic-victim 

offenders executed and 32 awaiting execution, and 127 white-victim offenders executed and 83 

awaiting execution.  
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 Gun related crimes makeup the majority of observations and victims whose offenders 

used a gun during their crimes spend less time, on average, than those offenders who use any 

other means of carrying out their crimes. 

 Felony murders constitute the largest category of death eligibility in both executed 

offenders and those awaiting execution. With the exception of the two victims whose offenders 

were serving a life sentence at the time of the crimes, offenders of multiple victims spend the 

least amount of time, on average, than any other reason for death eligibility.  

 Stranger makes up the largest group of those describing the relationship between the 

offender and the victim. In fact, when you combine all of the other relationships together for both 

executed offenders and those awaiting execution, stranger crimes account for more than half of 

the entire category.   

 Table 3 shows the results of the regression model, which accurately predicts about 30% 

of the outcomes and the model is statistically significant. While it is impossible to know if each 

individual offender would have personally chosen a speedy or delayed execution, for the purpose 

of this study, I view a faster execution as a greater punishment than a slower execution. If the 

death penalty is the ultimate punishment, then if follows logically that the completion of the 

sentence truly is the harshest punishment a state can carry out against a capital criminal. So, I 

view faster executions as justice for the victims in the sense that the offenders fulfilled their 

punishments.  

While the model does not support an association between most of the racial dyads, one 

highly significant result contradicts my hypothesis on race since a black offender whose victim 

was white remains on death row 20 months longer than a white offender whose victim was 

white. While this does not address Bowers’ (1983) white-victim effect since both categories have 
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white victims, it does show that not all minority offenders receive harsher punishment, at least at 

this phase, than do white offenders. The statistically significant black / other shows black 

offenders executed almost three years sooner than offenders in the white / white.  

Committing murder during a prison escape and during the commission of an 

accompanying felony are the two statistically significant aggravating factors that support my 

hypothesis that offenders with multiple victims spend less time on death row than offenders with 

a single victim. Offenders who commit murder during an escape spend two and a half years 

longer on death row than offenders who commit multiple murders. Offenders who commit felony 

murder constitute 53% of the model and spend a year and half longer on death row than 

multiple-murder offenders.  

The model supports strong correlations in the nature of the relationship between the 

offender and the victim. Most notably, and the only category inconsistent with my hypothesis, is 

that offenders whose victims were officers responding to a crime spend about three and a half 

years longer on death row than offenders of strangers. Consistent with my hypothesis, offenders 

whose victims were strangers spend more time on death row than offenders whose victims were 

their child by three and a half years, their parents by two and a half years, their intimate partners 

by more than two and a half years, and their friends or acquaintances by 15 months.   

Finally, the control variable for the seven major counties shows an expected average 

delay of 15 months for their death row inmates and female offenders spend six years longer on 

death row than the overall average. Interestingly, and opposite of what I predicted, offenders 

spend two and a half months longer on death row for every annual increase in age as they 

approach execution. 
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Table 3. Linear Regression    

  Coefficient 
Robust Standard 

Error P > | t | 
Race of Offender / Victim       
Black / Black -80.373 203.170 0.693 
Black  / Hispanic 233.808 272.860 0.392 
Black / White 619.979 193.816 ***0.001 
Black / Other -1025.926 362.660 **0.005 
Hispanic / Hispanic 57.666 245.857 0.815 
Hispanic / Black -1335.866 723.525 0.066 
Hispanic / White -108.688 290.409 0.708 
Hispanic / Other -12.065 1449.951 0.993 
White / Black -839.818 1471.652 0.569 
White / Hispanic 80.370 470.304 0.864 
Other / Other 57.537 315.145 0.855 
Cause of Death       
All Causes Besides Gun 248.726 152.300 0.103 
Reason Death Eligible       
Child Under Six 987.091 557.819 0.077 
Officer or Firefighter -455.430 381.630 0.233 
During Escape From Prison 895.748 325.710 **0.006 
During the Commission of a 
Felony 576.897 240.251 **0.017 
For Hire 561.267 424.214 0.186 
While Serving a Life Term 571.765 1158.742 0.622 
Nature of Relationship       
Child of Offender -1253.802 474.676 **0.009 
Parent of Offender -876.510 375.676 *0.020 
Intimate Partner -1008.228 358.752 **0.005 
Other Family Member -1048.651 276.014 ***0.000 
Friend or Acquaintance -472.043 175.676 **0.007 
Officer Responding to Crime 1225.421 461.473 **0.008 
Controls       
Major Counties 480.656 152.045 **0.002 
Offender-Female 2258.463 927.454 *0.015 
Multiple Aggravating Factors -109.086 183.932 0.553 
Offender-Number of Victims 154.396 105.309 0.143 
Offender-Prior Violent Crimes -129.173 67.553 0.057 
Offender-Age at Execution 76.773 12.004 ***0.000 
Constant 34.004 532.793 0.949 
N = 626 (Victims) 442 (Clustered by Offender)   
Prob > F = 0.0000    
*p < .05. **p < .01. ***p < .001 (two-tailed)   
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Discussion 

 While this model does not show significance across enough of the race variables to 

establish a pattern of whether or not racial bias dictates decisions throughout this final phase of 

capital punishment, it does suggest possible bias, with respect to black victims, in earlier phases 

of the legal process. Two-thirds of all Texas death row inmates, both executed and awaiting 

execution, committed intra-racial murder, and that 55% of them are white suggests that race may 

not have a substantial effect on the death row in Texas, supporting Ekland-Olsen’s (1988) 

position that more stringent laws result in fewer arbitrary death sentences. However, it is 

necessary to conduct further research comparing the demographics of non-capital homicides, 

capital crimes resulting in a death sentence, and capital crimes resulting in any other sentence to 

determine if any particular offender or victim race is disproportionately represented on death 

row.  

 Since it is the only mandatory consideration in all state capital punishments statutes, it 

seems clear that states and the Court hold murder as the single most heinous crime. Offenders 

with multiple victims, then, should be considered the most atrocious offenders in the state, and 

this model supports this theory since these offenders spend the least time on death row. On 

average, Texas executes offenders with multiple victims 15 months faster than all other reasons 

why an offender is eligible for the death penalty.  

 This model shows the most support for a correlation between the number of days spent 

on death row and the nature of the relationship between the offender and the victim. All variables 

involving familiarity among the individuals result in swifter executions, suggesting that the 

murder of a friend or relative is less forgiving and more heinous than murder of a stranger. The 

only variable showing a longer sentence is that of an officer, but the relationship between an 
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offender and an officer is not necessarily one of familiarity, it simply lacks the random aspect of 

murdering a stranger. So, this finding does not undermine the previous assertion, but perhaps 

indicates the need for further analysis on this particular relationship its possible reclassification 

in the model.  

Conclusion and Future Research 

While this study did not find racial bias to be a dominant factor that determines an 

offender’s expected length of time on death row, it did raise more questions for future research. 

Particularly, I need to expand the model to incorporate capital crimes in Texas where the 

offender did not receive a death sentence to measure racial demographics and if the gravity of the 

offense influences prosecutors, juries, and judges more than the extra-legal factors measured in 

this model.   

Several variables account for the length of time an offender spends on death row that I 

did not measure in this model. Texas has mandatory appeals for every death sentence and 

opportunities for additional appeals that vary greatly from one offender to the next. Once all the 

appeals are exhausted, the trial judge sets the date for the execution, which is another factor not 

accounted for here. I need to assess the decision making of the judge and how quickly he or she 

chooses to schedule the execution on the calendar.  

 A limitation on this study is that I only measure the length of a death sentence for 

executed offenders, but do not account for offenders still on Texas death row. I need to 

incorporate those offenders awaiting execution in a survival analysis to measure whether or not 

executed offenders are an accurate representation that reflects the factors that drive the rate of 

execution in Texas.  
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