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Table 1: Event Strata for Obscenity Data

Strata Frequency of Events Percent
1 226 56.5
2 107 26.75
3 31 7.75
4 25 6.25
5 10 2.5
6 1 0.25
Total 400 100
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Table 2: Maximum Number of Events for Each State

State Number State Number
Alaska 3 Alabama 4
Arkansas 1 Arizona 4
California 5 Colorado 0
Connecticut 4 Delaware 2
Florida 3 Georgia 3
Hawaii 0 Iowa 0
Idaho 0 Illinois 4
Indiana 0 Kansas 0
Kentucky 0 Louisiana 1
Massachusetts 3 Maryland 5
Maine 2 Michigan 3
Minnesota 0 Missouri 0
Mississippi 1 Montana 2
North Carolina 1 North Dakota 1
Nebraska 0 New Hampshire 3
New Jersey 5 New Mexico 2
Nevada 2 New York 1
Ohio 3 Oklahoma 1
Oregon 1 Pennsylvania 2
Rhode Island 2 South Carolina 1
South Dakota 2 Tennessee 4
Texas 1 Utah 1
Virginia 4 Vermont 0
Washington 4 Wisconsin 3
West Virginia 0 Wyoming 0
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Table 3: Event Strata for Terrorism Data

Strata Frequency of Events Percent
1 578 22.44
2 357 13.86
3 268 10.4
4 182 7.07
5 158 6.13
6 115 4.46
7 93 3.61
8 88 3.42
9 86 3.34
10 77 2.99
11 574 22.28
Total 2,576 100
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Figure 1: Estimated Cumulative Hazards for Each Event Number for the Conditional Gap
Time Model of U.S. State Re(Adoption) of Obscenity Legislation.
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Figure 2: Estimated Cumulative Hazard for the Frailty Model of U.S. State Re(Adoption)
of Obscenity Legislation.
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Figure 3: Profile Likelihood of θ for the Frailty Model of U.S. State Re(Adoption) of Ob-
scenity Legislation.
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Figure 4: Profile Likelihood of θ for the Conditional Frailty Model of U.S. State Re(Adoption)
of Obscenity Legislation.
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Figure 5: Estimated Cumulative Hazards for Each Event Number for the Conditional Gap
Time Model of Re(Occurrence) of Terrorist Attacks.
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Figure 6: Estimated Cumulative Hazard for the Frailty Model of Re(Occurrence) of Terrorist
Attacks.
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Figure 7: Estimated Frailties for the Frailty Model of Re(Occurrence) of Terrorist Attacks.
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Figure 8: Profile Likelihood of θ for the Frailty Model of Re(Occurrence) of Terrorist Attacks.
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Figure 9: Profile Likelihood of θ for the Conditional Frailty Model of Re(Occurrence) of
Terrorist Attacks.
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