SAME OFFENCE. DIFFERENT OUTCOME?

Do sentencing outcomes differ by ethnicity when offence severity 1s held constant?

Testing judicial fairness when the facts are the same

Alcohol readings provide an The result?
objective measure of offence We analyse over 10,000 first-
severity. j time drink-driving convictions Even among closely matched offenders,
g | (2005 and 2019). Maori were around 1.7-1.8 times more likely to
receive a more serious sentence.
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The sentencing gap remains
All estimated odds ratios (OR) ave statistically significant at the 1% level (p < 0.01).

OR - 1 indicates no difference between Maori and NZ Eurvopean offenders. OR > 1 indicates Maori offenders are more likely to veceive community-based sentence.

Even when the facts are comparable, sentencing outcomes are not.
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