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The criminal justice system, in the past two decades, has witnessed an increase in incarceration rates and prison overcrowding, and a resultant rise in prison privatization. The debate over prison privatization finds itself amid public administration discourse as arguments revolve around fiscal accountability, public safety, and administrative ethics. This study looks at race and ethnicity as possible factors in the privatization of prisons, the significance of which is evident when reviewing incarceration figures for Blacks and Hispanics. U.S. Census social and economic data, along with Department of Justice data on corrections are used. Multiple regression results indicate that a state’s average cost of living and the proportion of Hispanics in its population are significant and robust predictors of prison privatization. There is some evidence supportive of the proportion of Blacks in a state°Øs population positively predicting the private prison population although further research is needed to verify this. Key Words: Race and ethnicity, prison privatization, criminal justice



INRODUCTION The rise in prison privatization in the United States, combined with an ever-increasing number of incarcerations, has resulted in a new era of corrections. Specifically, in the past two decades, overcrowding in prisons has fostered a rise in prison privatization (Austin and Coventry 2001). Public administration discourse has taken on the debate over prison privatization with arguments revolving around fiscal accountability, public safety, and effectiveness. However, this study looks to focus on the factors that lead to decisions to privatize prisons. Recent studies have sought to identify such



factors (Price and Riccucci 2005) and found that it goes beyond economics, recognizing the importance of political ideologies. Building on this research, we sought to identify additional determinants. In particular, race and ethnicity are examined as possible factors. The significance of studying race and ethnicity is most evident when reviewing incarceration figures of Blacks and Hispanics. As of 2000, Blacks and Hispanics represented 62% of prison inmates (Bureau of Justice Statistics 2003). Just as significant, Blacks and Hispanics made up 64% of the private prison population, with Blacks at 42% and Hispanics at 22%. The disproportionate representation of these two groups, which form only
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25% of the U.S. population, is alarming. Given the continued rise in the number of private prisons, it is critical that the relationship between the numbers of incarcerated Blacks and Hispanics and the privatization of prisons be explored. Can the privatization of a prison be predicted by a state’s racial and ethnic demographics? Demographics and economics are two of the critical factors in prison overcrowding (Jacobs and Helms 1996; Jacobs and Kleban 2003), but the relationship of these factors to prison privatization requires further exploration. The concept of race and ethnicity affecting prison privatization is not foreign. States with large minority populations, especially those with large Black populations, have higher incarceration rates. As a result, overcrowding provides incentive for states to contract with private operators. The growth in prison populations and the increase in extended stays generates a need for new prisons to be constructed something states will be averse towards doing (Marquart et al. 1994).This aversion makes the privatization of current and new facilities an ideal option. The following study identifies critical factors of influence as noted in existing literature and explores the role of these factors in the privatization of prisons.
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by the state (Urban Institute 1989). Even amid the mixed findings of cost savings and effectiveness, the number of private prisons has continued to rise throughout the country. One of the most prominent factors to have fostered the continual privatization of prisons has been states’ fiscal difficulties. Even more significantly, the exploration of prisons as economic development tools has also risen among state practices. Financial challenges for states led many to either privatize state-run prisons or simply subsidize existing private prisons. The decision to subsidize private prisons cannot be solely attributed to “an ideological commitment to privatization or even a desire to help state and federal prisons systems deal with overcrowding in public facilities” (Mattera et al. 2001:7), but rather such actions reflect states’ utilization of prisons as an economic development tool. Mattera et al. (2001) highlight how private prisons, specifically those that have been state subsidized, can be found frequently in economically depressed communities. Although the study by Mattera et al. (2001) falls short of indicating the effectiveness of private prisons in terms of economic development, they do reemphasize the importance of economics as a determining factor in such decisions. Demographics and Social Impact



LITERATURE Economics The economic impact of privatization has long been debated, particularly in the case of correctional facilities. As Moore (1998) points out, governments argue that the private sector is more efficient because it is driven by profit, allowing for innovative approaches to reducing costs. Various studies have highlighted how privatizing a prison has the potential for significant cost savings (Calabrese 1993; Gorham 1983; Hanke 1987; Morris 1999; Segal and Moore 2002). However, research has also argued that private correctional facilitates do not result in cost savings (National Institute of Corrections 1985; Perrone and Pratt 2003; Pratt and Maahs 1999; Sechrest and Shichor 1996). Similarly debated is the overall efficiency and effectiveness of private prisons when compared to publicly run prisons. Some studies have found the efficiency of private prisons to be promising (Montague 2001), while other research has argued that private prisons are at best equal to those run



In addition to the economic factors that may influence the decision to privatize a prison, social dynamics present themselves as possible determinants. Imprisonment has been argued to serve as a social control strategy (Sexton and Lee 2006). Private prisons reinforce social control strategies as they represent additional space to house minority populations, in particular. The relationship between the relative size of a minority population and the exercise of social control is not new (Myers 1990). Myers (1990) argues that as minority populations increase in relative size, social control efforts intensify based on perceived threats to public safety. The perception of threats manifests as tougher criminal laws and higher incarceration rates that directly affect minority populations. The following study utilizes state demographics, specifically analyzing states’ Black and Hispanic populations. Research on race and ethnicity and its relationship with correctional facilities is critical as current statistics indicate a discrepancy in the proportions of the races in the incarcerated population. As noted above, Blacks and Hispanics represent over 60% of the overall prison
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population, and an even higher percentage of the private prison population (Bureau of Justice Statistics 2003), although the two groups constitute only 25% of the U.S. population. The implications and ramifications of such overt discrepancies continue to be prominently discussed in current literature (Pettit and Western 2004). To build on this body of research, we examine the inverse relationship of race and ethnicity and prisons. Specifically, via the following hypotheses we predict the role that a state’s Black and Hispanic populations, diversity, and median age play in the privatization of prisons.



HYPOTHESES Hypothesis 1 It is expected that the greater the Hispanic 1 population in a state, the more likely the state will privatize its prisons. The disproportionate incarceration rate of Blacks is well documented in the literature. On the other hand, the proportion of Hispanics who are incarcerated has grown over the last decade, according to the Sentencing Project report “Uneven Justice: State Rates of Incarceration By Race and Ethnicity.” The 2000 Census revealed that Hispanics are now the largest minority in the United States. Hispanics mirror Blacks in terms of poverty, lack of education, and inadequate employment mobility all factors that increase a person’s risk of incarceration. Since prisons are often used as an economic development strategy, states with large Hispanic populations have been found to have a higher concentration of prisons. Hypothesis 2 It is expected that the larger the Hispanic and Black populations in a state, the more likely the state will privatize its prisons. According to the Bureau of Justice Statistics report “Prisoners and Jail Inmates at Midyear 2005,” Louisiana, Georgia, and Texas had the highest incarceration rates. The report further finds that “when total incarceration rates are estimated separately by age group, Black males in their twenties and thirties are found to have very high rates relative to other groups.” Additional findings of this report are that Black males regardless of age were five to seven times more likely to be incarcerated than white males in the same age groups.
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The Pew Report, February 28, 2008 (pp. 5-6), substantiates the above assertion by reporting that one in nine African American men between the ages of 18-34 are behind bars. Hypothesis 3 It is expected that the more diverse a state, the more likely the state will privatize its prisons. Given the two hypotheses above, the possibility that prison privatization is not a consequence of the high proportion of single race or ethnicity in a state’s population is explored by using a diversity index, developed by the U.S. Census Bureau, that comprises eight groups (Diversity Index 2001). States such as California and Texas are some of the most diverse states in the nation, but they also have large Hispanic populations. By hypothesizing that the more diverse a state is, the more likely it will privatize its prisons, we are recognizing the possibility that a combination of both Black and Hispanic populations, as well as other ethnic and racial groups influences states’ decisions to privatize prisons. Hypothesis 4 It is expected that the younger the median age of a state’s population, the more likely the state will privatize its prisons. In 1975, James Q. Wilson, in one of the most comprehensive books on crime, Thinking About Crime, contended that “a critical mass of younger persons ... creates an explosive increase in the amount of crime.” (Wilson 1975:15). Criminologists such as John DiIulio, Alan Fox, and former U.S. Attorney General Janet Reno also supported Wilson’s assertion. According to the Center on Juvenile and Criminal Justice (2007), “despite actual declines in youth crime over the past decade, the public’s perception of youth violence has reached all time heights. Media blitzes surrounding school shootings and other violent, but rare, incidents have succeeded in scaring the public and creating a climate that supports tougher juvenile laws like curfews and trying juveniles in adult courts.” (1). Hypothesis 5 It is expected that the lower the cost of living in a state, the more likely the state will privatize its prisons. The cost of living as a determinant of prison privatization is critical, since economic factors are at the
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core of privatizing. A state with a low cost of living index will be more likely to strain its fiscal resources. Fiscal challenges invite privatization efforts. Other fiscal indexes such as per capita income and state government per capita tax revenues do not necessarily account for regional differences, and result in significant variations when studied against the cost of living index (Berry, Fording, and Hanson 2000). Therefore, the cost of living index is used in this study to represent fiscal implications. Hypothesis 6 It is expected that states with higher corrections expenditures will be more likely to privatize prisons. In 1998, Greenwood argued that states are concerned about the increasing proportion of their budgets being appropriated for corrections. A 2002 report by U.S. Newswire contends that state spending on prisons grew at six times the rate of spending on higher education. The Pew Report again buttresses the claim that states are spending more on corrections than education, by reporting that “[o]ver the past 20 years, corrections spending took up a larger share of overall general fund expenditures in 42 states (Pew Report 2008:15).” As states continue to spend more money on corrections, opponents of prison privatization contend that this trend may create a need for additional prison beds, which bodes well for private prisons.



METHODOLOGY States of the U.S. serve as the units of analysis. The dependent variable is the number of private prison inmates per state. Private inmate data are pooled for the years 2004?2006, and they were obtained from the Department of Justice’s Bureau of Justice Statistics. Pooled cross-sections were used to enhance measurement reliability. The dependent variable was regressed on the following independent variables: the number of Hispanics, the number of Blacks, state diversity index, median age, cost of living, and per capita corrections expenditures. The numbers of Hispanic and Black residents were obtained via Summary File 1 of the 2000 U.S. Decennial Census. The diversity index variable was published by the U.S. Census Bureau (Diversity Index 2001) for the year 2000. This index incorporates eight racial and ethnic groups: White, not Hispanic; Black or African
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American; American Indian and Alaska Native; Asian; Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander; Two or more races, not Hispanic; Some other race, not Hispanic; and Hispanic or Latino.2 It should be noted that the Hispanic, Black, and diversity variables are not strongly correlated, and thus multi-collinearity should not bias the regression coefficients. The strongest correlation is between the Black and diversity variables, which have a correlation of .57. Correlations below .70 generally do not present collinearity problems. Median age data were obtained via Summary File 1 of the 2000 U.S. Decennial Census. The cost of living variable is a composite measure that includes state per capita income, population, and housing values (Berry, Fording, and Hanson 2000).3 These data are for the year 2000, and they are available via the Inter-University Consortium for Political and Social Research (Cost of Living 2003). The variable corrections expenditures is the per capita amount each state spent on corrections for the year 2000 (Correctional Expenditures 2007). State population was not included as an independent variable given the strong correlations among population and the minority population variables.



RESULTS AND DISCUSSION We specified three multiple regression models. Model 1 regresses the number of private prison inmates per state on the following: the number of Hispanics, the number of Blacks, state diversity index, median age, cost of living, and per capita corrections expenditures. Model 1 indicates that the Hispanic and cost of living variables are significant and robust predictors of the number of private prison inmates. The positive Hispanic variable coefficient of .0006 (t = 6.34, p 
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level. The Black variable coefficient of .0008 (t = 3.36) implies that for every additional 10,000 Black residents, a state adds eight private prisoners. Second, removing the Hispanic variable decreases the R-square from .47 in Models 1 and 2 to .32 in Model 3. This underscores the predictive power of the Hispanic variable. The Hispanic variable alone predicts 15% of the variation of the dependent variable in Models 1 and 2. Three, the diversity and median age variables are statistically
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significant at the .10 level, as the diversity variable is positively associated with the number of private inmates, while age is negatively associated. That is, younger, more diverse states are perhaps more likely to have larger private prison populations. The diversity index and age results should be viewed cautiously given what we feel is a questionable significance level. Regression results are presented in Table 1 below.



Table 1. Determinants of Private Prisoner Population, States of the U.S., 2004-2006 Model 1



Coefficient



t-value



Hispanic Population



.0006



6.34**



Black Population



.00016



0.66



Diversity Index



1394.5



1.05



Median Age



-71.94



-0.84



Cost of Living



-114.26



-5.40**



Corrections Expenditures



-2.20



-0.62



Coefficient



t-value



n = 150 R2 .47 Model 2 Hispanic Population



.0006



7.37**



Diversity Index



1744



1.50



Median Age



-61.31



-0.73



Cost of Living



-115.45



-5.49**



Corrections Expenditures



-2.31



-0.65



n = 150 R2 .47



. Model 3



Black Population Diversity Index



Coefficient .0008



t-value 3.36**



2453.61



1.71



Median Age



-176.0



-1.85



Cost of Living



-91.05



-3.88**



Corrections Expenditures



-1.10



-0.27



n = 150 R2 .32 *p 
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We hypothesized that the larger a state’s Hispanic population, the greater the number of private prisoners. The regression results confirm hypothesis 1, as the Hispanic variable is a statistically significant and robust predictor of the number of private inmates. We were reasonably justified in predicting that the Black variable would be associated with higher numbers of private prisoners. Based on the results, however, we feel it would be premature to confirm hypothesis 2 without further analysis. The Black variable was not statistically significant in our fully specified Model 1. Only after removing the Hispanic variable did the Black variable become statistically significant. At a minimum, however, this underscores a need to examine more closely the link between the proportion of Blacks in a state°Øs population and prison privatization. Regarding hypothesis 3, the diversity variable did not predict the number of private inmates, and consequently this hypothesis is rejected even though the diversity index was statistically significant at the .10 level in model 3. Hypothesis 4 is rejected, as there is no relationship at the .05 level between a lower median age and a greater number of private inmates. Model 3 does indicate statistical significance at the .067 level, but again, we feel this level of significance to be questionable. Hypothesis 5 was confirmed, as there is an inverse relationship between a state’s cost of living and its private prison population. The idea that fiscal implications help drive the decision to privatize has gained considerable traction in the literature and our hypothesis, which was upheld, supports the literature that poorer states are more likely to privatize their prisons. As noted earlier, the cost of living is a value constructed from state per capita income, population size, and housing value. Therefore, the cost of living factor highlights the prominence of fiscal implications in prison privatization. When decision makers are faced with fiscal realities and a limited tax base to address fiscal strain, privatization becomes more of a non-partisan decision than in the past. Future studies of prison privatization should continue to factor in fiscal implications. Finally, hypothesis 6 is rejected, as corrections expenditures were not positively related to the private prison population. This result is consistent with previous research (Price and Riccucci 2005). It appears that race and ethnicity are critical factors in the case of prison privatization. The Hispanic population variable is a robust predictor of the number of private inmates. There is some evidence supportive of the Black population positively predicting the private prison
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population although further research is needed to verify this relationship. Increasing incarceration rates, overcrowding in prisons, and the culmination of a rise in prison privatization all point to the need for further research on the topic. Privatization continues to be part of the public administration discourse, which revolves around fiscal accountability, public safety, and administrative ethics. And while Black and Hispanic populations are an integral part of incarceration research, their relationship to privatized prisons has been under-researched. This study has been foundational to this discussion, and most importantly, we have provided evidence that race and ethnicity are key factors in states’ decisions to privatize prisons.



NOTES 1. Hispanic, as the U.S. Census has outlined, is an ethnic category that is exclusive with the racial categories of black and white. We use the term “Hispanic” rather than “Latino” to follow the Bureau of Justice Statistics terminology. 2. People indicating Hispanic origin who also indicated Black, AIAN, Asian, or NHOPI were counted only in their race group (0.5 percent of the population). They were not included in the Hispanic group. 3. The 2000 data, obtained at http://www.icpsr.umich.edu/ cocoon/ICPSR/STUDY/01275.xml, provided cost of living data for the 48 continental states. The 48-state average serves as a proxy for Hawaii and Alaska.



REFERENCES Age 2000: Census 2000 Brief. 2001. U.S. Census Bureau, October. Retrieved on June 22, 2007 at http://www.census.gov/prod/2001pubs/c2kbr0112.pdf Austin, J. and G. Coventry. 2001. Emerging Issues on Privatized Prisons. Bureau of Justice Assistance. Washington, DC: US Department of Justice. Berry, W. D., R. C. Fording, and R. L. Hanson. 2000. An annual cost of living index for the American states, 1960-1995. Journal of Politics 62(2):550 - 567. Beck, A. J. and P. M. Harrison. 2001. Prisoners in 2000. Bureau of Justice Statistics Bulletin. U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Justice Programs.



January 2009



Byron E. Price & Tony J. Carrizales & Richard W. Schwester



Bureau of Justice Statistics. 2003. Census of State and Federal Correctional Facilities, 2000. U.S. Department of Justice. Calabrese, W.H. 1993. Low cost, high quality, good fit: Why not privatization? In G. W. Bowman, S. Hakim, and P. Seidenstat (Eds), Privatizing correctional institutions. New Brunswick, NJ: Transaction Publishers. Center on Juvenile and Criminal Justice. 2007. Myths and Facts about Youth and Crime. Retrieved September 23, 2007, from http://www.cjcj.org/jjic/ myths_facts.php Correctional Expenditures. 2007. Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statistics Online, Table 1.8. Retrieved September 26, 2007, from http://www. albany.edu/sourcebook/wk1/t18.wk1 Cost of Living. 2003. Cost of Living Index for the American States, 1960-2003. Retrieved on June 27, 2007 at http://www.icpsr.umich.edu/cocoon/ICPSR/ STUDY/01275.xml Diversity Index. 2001. Mapping Census 2000: The Geography of U.S. Diversity. U.S. Census Bureau. Retrieved on June 27, 2007 at http://www.census. gov/population/cen2000/atlas/divers.xls Gorham, W. 1983. Forward. In A review of private approaches for delivery of public services. Edited by H.P. Hatry. Washington, DC: Urban Institute. Greenwood, P. W. 1998. Investing in Prisons or Prevention: The State Policy Makers Dilemma. Crime & Delinquency 44(1):136-142. Hanke, S. H. (Ed). 1987. Prospects for privatization. New York, NY: Academy of Political Science Press. Harrison, P. M., and A. J. Beck. 2006. Prison and Jail Inmates at Midyear 2005 (No. NCJ 213133). Bureau of Justice Statistics Bulletin. U.S. Department of Justice Office of Justice Programs. Jacobs, D. and R. E. Helms. 1996. Toward a Political Model of Incarceration: A Time-Series Examination of Multiple Explanations for Prison Admission Rates. The American Journal of Sociology 102(2):323-357. Jacobs, D. and K. Richard. 2003. Political Institutions, Minorities, and Punishment: A Pooled Cross-



87



National Analysis of Imprisonment Rates. Social Forces. 82(2):725-755. Marquart, J. W., S. J. Cuvelier, V. S. Burton, Jr., K. Adams, J. Gerber, D. Longmire, T. J. Flanagan, K. Bennett and E. Fritsch. 1994. A Limited Capacity to Treat: Examining the Effects of Prison Population Control Strategies on Prison Education Programs. Crime & Delinquency 40(4):516-531. Mattera, P., M. Khan, G. LeRoy, and K. Davis. 2001. Jail breaks: Economic development subsidies given to privatize prisons. Good Jobs First October. Mauer, M., and R. S. King. 2007. Uneven Justice: State Rates of Incarecration by Race and Ethnicity. The Sentencing Project July. Montague, E. 2001. Private prisons: A sensible solution. Belleville, WA: Washington Policy Center. Moore, A. 1998. Private prisons: Quality corrections at a lower cost. Los Angeles: Reason Public Policy Institute. Morris, J.C. 1999. Government and market pathologies of privatization: The case of prison privatization. Mississippi State University, MS: Stennis Institute of Government. Myers, M. A. 1990. Black threat and incarceration in postbellum Georgia. Social Forces 69(2):373-393. National Institute of Corrections. 1985. Private sector operation of a correctional institution: A study of the Jack and Ruth Eckerd Youth Development Center, Okeechobee, FL. U.S. Department of Justice, National Institute of Corrections. Perrone, D., and T. C. Pratt. 2003. Comparing the quality of confinement and cost-effectiveness of public versus private prisons. The Prison Journal 83(3):301-322. Pettit, B., and B. Western. 2004. Mass Imprisonment and the Life Course: Race and Class Inequality in U.S. Incarceration. American Sociological Review. 69(2):151-169. Pratt, T. C., and J. Maahs. 1999. Are private prisons more cost-effective than public prisons? Ametaanalysis of evaluation research studies. Crime & Delinquency 45(3):358-372.



88



Race and Ethnicity as Determinants of Privatizing State Prisons



Price, B. and N. Riccucci. 2005. Exploring the Determinants of Decisions to Privatize State Prisons. The American Review of Public Administration 35(3):223-235. Sechrest, D. K., and D. Shichor. 1996. Comparing public and private correctional facilities in California: An exploratory study. In Privatization and the provision of correctional services: Context and consequences. Edited by G. L. Mays and T. Gray (133-151). Cincinnati, OH: Anderson. Segal, G.F., and A. T. Moore. 2002. Weighing the watchmen: Evaluating the costs and benefits of outsourcing correctional services. In Part II: Reviewing the literature on cost and quality comparisons (Policy Study 290). Los Angeles, CA: Reason Public Policy Institute. Sexton, J. and E. Lee. 2006. Figuring the prison: Prerequisites of torture at Abu Ghraib. Antipode 38(5):1005-1022. The Pew Center on the States. 2008. One in 100: Behind Bars in America 2008. U.S. Census Bureau. 2001. The Hispanic Population: Census 2000 Brief. Retrieved on June 22, 2007 at http://www.census.gov/prod/2001pubs/c2kbr013.pdf U.S. Census Bureau. 2001. The Black Population: Census 2000 Brief. Retrieved on June 22, 2007 at http://www.census.gov/prod/2001pubs/c2kbr015.pdf. U.S. Newswire. 2002. Prison Spending Grows Faster



Vol. 13, No. 3



Than Education. Retrieved September 23, 2007, 2007, from http://www.prnewswire.com/publicinterest/ Urban Institute. 1989. Comparison of privately and publicly operated corrections facilities in Kentucky and Massachusetts. Wilson, J.Q. 1975. Thinking About Crime. New York, NY: Random House.



Byron E. Price is Associate Professor of Political Science in the Barbara Jordan-Mickey Leland School of Public Affairs at Texas Southern University (TSU) in Houston, Texas. He also serves as the Interim Director of the Barbara Jordan Institute for Policy Research. Tony Carrizales is Assistant Professor of public administration at Marist College, School of Management and Editor-in-Chief of the Journal of Public Management and Social Policy. His research interests include diversity and public management and e-government. Richard Schwester is Assistant Professor of public administration at John Jay College of Criminal Justice (CUNY). His research interests include the use of technology in governance, inter-local shared services, and prison privatization.



Received: October 17, 2008 Accepted with one revision: January 8, 2009



























[image: Race and Ethnicity Comparison]
Race and Ethnicity Comparison












[image: Student Race & Ethnicity Reporting.pdf]
Student Race & Ethnicity Reporting.pdf












[image: Race and Ethnicity Data Form FY18.pdf]
Race and Ethnicity Data Form FY18.pdf












[image: Race and Ethnicity in Jeannie Barroga's Selected Plays.pdf  ...]
Race and Ethnicity in Jeannie Barroga's Selected Plays.pdf ...












[image: pdf-0974\immigration-and-opportuntity-race-ethnicity-and ...]
pdf-0974\immigration-and-opportuntity-race-ethnicity-and ...












[image: Race and Ethnicity in Jeannie Barroga's Selected Plays.pdf  ...]
Race and Ethnicity in Jeannie Barroga's Selected Plays.pdf ...












[image: pdf-1489\race-ethnicity-and-socioeconomic-status-a-theoretical ...]
pdf-1489\race-ethnicity-and-socioeconomic-status-a-theoretical ...












[image: Federal Guidelines for Reporting Ethnicity and Race Data for Fort ...]
Federal Guidelines for Reporting Ethnicity and Race Data for Fort ...















race and ethnicity as determinants of privatizing state ...






needed to verify this. Key Words: Race and ethnicity, prison privatization, criminal justice .... 2005,â€� Louisiana, Georgia, and Texas had the highest incarceration ... 






 Download PDF 



















 306KB Sizes
 0 Downloads
 222 Views








 Report























Recommend Documents







[image: alt]





Race and Ethnicity Comparison 

Rosetta Eun Ryong Lee. Identity Development. Adapted from Janet E. Helms, â€œToward a Methodology for Measuring and Assessing Racial as Distinguished from Ethnic. Identity,â€� in Multicultural Assessment in Counseling and Clinical Psychology, ed. G. 














[image: alt]





Student Race & Ethnicity Reporting.pdf 

Loadingâ€¦ Page 1. Whoops! There was a problem loading more pages. Retrying... Student Race & Ethnicity Reporting.pdf. Student Race & Ethnicity Reporting.pdf. Open. Extract. Open with. Sign In. Main menu. Displaying Student Race & Ethnicity Reporting














[image: alt]





Race and Ethnicity Data Form FY18.pdf 

Illinois State Board of Education, Division of Data Analysis and Progress Reporting December 2009. INSTRUCTIONS: This form is to be filled out by the student's ...














[image: alt]





Race and Ethnicity in Jeannie Barroga's Selected Plays.pdf ... 

Page 1 of 86. KURDISTAN REGIONAL GOVERNMENT- IRAQ. MINISTRY OF HIGHER EDUCATION AND. SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH. UNIVERSITY OF ...














[image: alt]





pdf-0974\immigration-and-opportuntity-race-ethnicity-and ... 

... Andrew W. Mellon. Foundation. Page 3 of 8. pdf-0974\immigration-and-opportuntity-race-ethnicity-a ... e-united-states-from-brand-russell-sage-foundation.pdf.














[image: alt]





Race and Ethnicity in Jeannie Barroga's Selected Plays.pdf ... 

To the bright memory of my father and mother. Page 3 of 86. Race and Ethnicity in Jeannie Barroga's Selected Plays.pdf. Race and Ethnicity in Jeannie ...














[image: alt]





pdf-1489\race-ethnicity-and-socioeconomic-status-a-theoretical ... 

... the apps below to open or edit this item. pdf-1489\race-ethnicity-and-socioeconomic-status-a-the ... eir-interrelationship-from-general-hall-bayside-ny.pdf.














[image: alt]





Federal Guidelines for Reporting Ethnicity and Race Data for Fort ... 

Overview. The U.S. Department of Education requires all states to collect information on the race and ethnicity of public school students and staff. The federal ...


























×
Report race and ethnicity as determinants of privatizing state ...





Your name




Email




Reason
-Select Reason-
Pornographic
Defamatory
Illegal/Unlawful
Spam
Other Terms Of Service Violation
File a copyright complaint





Description















Close
Save changes















×
Sign In






Email




Password







 Remember Password 
Forgot Password?




Sign In



















Information

	About Us
	Privacy Policy
	Terms and Service
	Copyright
	Contact Us





Follow us

	

 Facebook


	

 Twitter


	

 Google Plus







Newsletter























Copyright © 2024 P.PDFKUL.COM. All rights reserved.
















