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SUMMARY: This data collection examines the effects of sentencing on offenders'
subsequent criminal behaviors. Special characteristics of this collection
include detailed information on the demographic and psychological background of
defendants, a description of the offenses and the victims, and criminal
recidivism information for adult defendants. More specifically, the file
contains data on the defendant's family, educational background, psychological
condition, social activities, financial status, employment history, substance
abuse, prior and follow-up criminal records, sentence and correctional
histories, and other disposition information. CLASS IV

UNIVERSE: All court cases heard in the New Jersey State Court from October 1976
to September 1977.

SAMPLING: Court cases involving robbery, burglary, or drug offenses that were
heard in the New Jersey State Court October 1976 to September 1977.

NOTE: Work is continuing on this collection by the principal investigators.
Researchers should note that estimates derived from these data may not be
reliable.

EXTENT OF COLLECTION: 1 data file + machine-readable documentation
DATA FORMAT: Card Image

FILE STRUCTURE: rectangular
CASES: 6,257

VARIABLES: 1,321

RECORD LENGTH: 80

RECORDS PER CASE: 32

RELATED PUBLICATION:
McCarthy, Jack. THE EFFECTS OF SENTENCES ON SUBSEQUENT CRIMINAL BEHAVIOR.
(Unpublished research proposal submitted to the National Institute of Justice.)
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ABSTRACT

Jack McCarthy, D. Randall Smith and William R. Smith
The Effects of Sentences on Subsequent Criminal Behavior
State of New Jersey Administrative Office of the Courts

85-13-CX-0005

Purpose of the Study

The purpose of the study is to examine the sentencing effects on offender’s subsequent criminal
behaviors.

Methodology

Sources of information:

The data base contains three sources: (1) the 1977 sentencing guidelines case file maintained by
the New Jersey Administrative Office of the Courts (AO data), (2) the Computerized Criminal
History file maintained by the New Jersey Department of Systems and Communication (SAC
data) and (3) the Offender Based Correctional Information System maintained by the Department
of Corrections (OBSCIS data).

Sample:

The sample population includes court cases that appeared before the New Jersey State Court for
charges of robbery, burglary or drug offenses during October 1976 to September 1977. Since the
unit is the court case, a defendant could have multiple cases if the individual appeared before court
more than once during the study period.

Dates of data collection:

1985-87



Summary of Contents

Srecial characteristics of the study:

The data set is thorough and it includes detailed information on the demographic and
psychological background of defendants, a description of the offenses and the victims, and criminal
recidivism information for adult defendants.

Description of Variables:

The file contains information on defendant’s characteristics on family, education, psychological
condition, social activities, financial status, employment history, substance use, prior and follow-up
criminal records, sentence and correctional histories, and on case characteristics regarding the
offenses, the victims, sertences and other dispositions.

Unit of observation:

Court case

Geographic Coverage
New Jersey
File Structure
Dat_aﬂﬁles: 3;
Unit: court cases
Variables: 1322
Cases: 6257
Reports and Publications

McCarthy, Jack. (1987). The Effects of Sentences on Subsequent Criminal Behavior. (unpublished
research proposal submitted to the National Institute of Justice).
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I. Overview.

Criminal careers may be viewed as a series of events. After the onset of
the career through the commission of an offense, an individual may be involved
in several crimes before detection by the criminal justice system. Some
interventions result in an arrest on an official record; some arrests result
in a court appearance. O0Of those cases taken to court, some lead to a
conviction and thus the imposition of a sentence. In general then, from the
perspective of the criminal justice system and official records, a criminal
career contains one or more cycles of events containing arrests, convictions,
and sanctions in the form of sentences.

In order to understand both the sentencing process and the effectiveness
of various types of sentences it is necessary to take into consideration many
components of a criminal career. The nature of the career up to the point of
the presenting offense (e.g., prior arrests, convictions, sanctions) is one
consideration used in determining the sentence imposed, as well as an
important factor in how likely the sentence will be effective (i.e., deter
future criminal involvement). Similarly, characteristics of the presenting
offense such as number of victims, number of offenders, victim injury and
loss, and the seriousness of the offense are central to "just desseris®
sentencing policy. Offender characteristics such as education, employment
history, drug use and family situation are often taken as indicators of the
potential for rehabilitation after sentencing. Finally, how the criminal
career proceeds after imposition of the sentence must be considered in the
evaluation of the effectiveness of the sentence. Subsequent involvement with
the criminal justice system through rearrests, reconvictions or
reincarcerations suggest less effective sentences, while the lack of these
forms of recidivism are indicative of effective sentences.

The State of New Jersey Administrative Office of the Courts (NJAOC)
Sentencing Effectiveness Study Data Set offers unique opportunities for
investigating these issues. Criminal careers for a sample of offenders were
taken from state-wide arrest records, thus providing the official, detected
criminal behavior from age 18 to the time of the study. Added to this are
incarceration histories from the state prison system. These records provide
the data necessary to determine when and for how long the career is
interrupted by the criminal justice system because the offender is "taken off
the streets" and thus not at risk to commit a crime. Finally, the 1976-77
NJAOC Sentencing Study data base provides detailed information surrounding one
of the offenses and sentences contained in the total career. Taken together,

these three sources of data yield the sequence of events comprising the

criminal career with an in-depth focus on one of the cycles contained in the
career.,

Data for the NJADC Sentencing Effectiveness Study are provided in two
rectangular files. he Event' File contains the data necessary to identify the
criminal careers of the sample. Each record in the file is an event in the
career such as an arrest, a court appearance, a jailing, an incarceration, or
a release from custody. This file, contains over 174,000 records, sorted

chronologically by offender. The Sentencing File contains data at the level

of the individual. This file has 1321 variables on 6257 cases that appeared
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before a Aew Jersey State Court for charges of robbery, burglary or drugs.

For 5669 cases in the Sentencing File, criminal career data exist in the Event
File. Cases in the Sentencing File are linked to the Event File through the
5-digit variable STUDYID.

The Sentencing File provides a focal point for the records in the Event
File. Of interest are the number and kinds of events that occurred prior to

the offense in the Sentencing File -- the criminal career leading up to the
point of entrance into the 1976-77 NJAOC Sentencing Study. Similarly, the
effectiveness of the sentence can be evaluated on the basis of information in
the Event File using events which occcurred after the focal point of the
Sentencing File. As such, many of the variables in the Sentencing File come
from information computed on the basis of records in the Event File.

The interconnections between variables in the Sentencing and Event files
means that users of either file must be aware of concerns pertinent to both
files. These issues are covered in the present documentation. Considerations
relevant to only one file are contained in the codebook for that file.

II. The Data Sources.

A. The 1976-77 NJAOC Sentence Guidelines Project: The data base which
serves as the core of the Sentencing File comes from the New Jersey
Administrative Office of the Courts Sentence Guidelines Project. Funded by
the National Institute of Justice, this study collected information on every
case appearing before a state court from Octcber 1976 to September 1977.

Comprehensive presentence investigation reports for each case were mailed
to AOC offices and coded by a team of law students. Data taken from these
reports include such information as details of the offense {including evidence
of drug habit), prior record, family history, employment, community
background, education, military service, physical and mental health, plea
bargaining and prosecutor recommendations. Judgment of Conviction sheets for
each case provided additional information on the original and final charge(s),
as well as the sentence imposed. The result of this study was a file
containing 826 variables providing detailed information about one cycle within

the career of the offender. This file is reproduced as the first part of the
Sentencing File with the position number of the variable in the file
corces:onding to the variable number on the coding form used for the original
project.

Two aspects of the design for the 1976-77 Sentence Guidelines Project are
important. First, only those cases which resulted in at least one conviction
for an indictable offense were included in that project. Thus cases in which
all charges were dismissed or acquitted, cases in which the only charge was
for a nonindictable offense, and cases in which the offender was charged for
an indictable offense, but convicted of a downgraded, nonindictable offense
are not included in either the NJAOC Sentence Guideline Project or the present
Sentencing Effectiveness Study.

Second, the sampling unit for the 1976-77 Sentence Guidelines Project was
"the case, not the individual offender. As a result, an offense committed by
multiple offenders could be represented more than once in the file. More
importantly, one individual could legitmately appear in the study multiple
times if s/he appearred before a state court for different crimes during the
one vear period in which the data were collected. Of the 6257 cases contained
in the Sentencing File, 444 (7.1%) are for offenders who made two, and in some
instances three, appearances for different crimes during the sampling period.

The existence of duplicate and triplicate appearances in the Sentencing
“aFile necessitated special treatment for there is only one arrest history and

(VM/5P) CVF
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one incarceration history for both (c+ all three) cases covered in the
Sentence Guidelines Project. Several computed variables allow for the
identification and maniplulation of duplicates and triplicates. DUPLICAT
(variable number 879 in the file) is a dummy variable indicating that the
individual appeared more than once during the sampling period. ORDER (880)
identifies whether this was the offender's first, second, or third appearance
during the sampling period. SECONDID, SECNDGRP, SECTYPEl, and SECTYPEZ?
(881-884) provide the study identification number given to the other case, the
general category of the conviction for the other case (i.e., robbery,
burglary, drugs or other), the Uniform Crime Reports (UCR) offense category
for the most serious conviction in the other case, and the UCR categorvy for
the second most serious conviction (if any) for the other case, respectively.
THIRDID, THIRDGRP, THRTYPE!- and THRTYPEZ (885-888) contain similar
information for triplicate appearances. No chronological ordering of
appearance is implied by either the study identification number or SECONDID
and THIRDID. Arrest and incarceration histories for duplicates and
triplicates have been reproduced in the Event File and given the study
identification number associated with the case in the Sentencing File.

B. The New Jersey State Police Systems and Communications File (SAC):
The Offender Based Transaction Statistics/Computerized Criminal History
collects data on offenders at each stage of the criminal process once
fingerprinting positively establishes identity. The SAC data system was
established in January 1972, with records backdated as available. For the
offenders in the Sentencing File; SAC has arrests as early as the late 1930s.

The system is dependent upon the reporting of arrests and court
appearances from New Jersey's counties and the state police. Unfortunately,
reporting from these sources is uneven. Arrests by state police officers and
other state agencies are most likely to be found in the SAL file. However,
arrests occurring in large, urban portions of the state are less likely to be
recorded in SAC, especiszlly if the charge is for a minor offense. As the case
works its way through the criminal justice system (court appearances and
possible custody), some additional deterioration due to lack of reporting is

possible. Furthermore, New Jersey enacted a 'speedy-trial' statute in 1981
which resulted in a small dip in reported arrests and court appearances for a
one vear period.

Within these limitations, efforts are made to ensure the quality of the
information in the SAC data base. All data entered are verified to check for
accuracy and periodic audits ef identification, arrest and conviction records
are made. OQOverall, the file provides a comprehensive record of arrests and
convictions with particularly accurate records dating from 1972 and is
comparable to the best of state arrest information.

The SAC data file is organized by segments of arrest-court-custody for
each date of arrest in the career. 1In the file that was eriginally received
from SAC, there were over 800,000 individual card images. To lessen the size
of the final Event File, several of these records were dropped. The
identification segment began the arrest history for each individual. This
segment consisted of four MA"™ records containing demographic data, name and
aliases, if any, and identifying variables such as the state and FBI
identification numbers. Due to considerations of confidentiality, only the
first of these, the "A1" record, was retained and all variables that would
threaten the anonymity of the offender were deleted. (For a description of
variables retained from each of the SAC record segments, see the Event File
codebook.)

— Arrest segments in the original SAC file began with a "C1" record
=indicating the date of the arrest, county of arrest, and other, relatively
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sparse, data conecerning thg arrest. HWithin "C1" segments, one record existed
for each of the charges levied on that datz of arrest. For the purposes of
constructing the stream of events in the Event file, the "Cl" record was .
superfluous. Therefore, all "Cl" records were deleted after transferring the

county of arrest from a given "Ci'" record te all "C2" records associated with
that arrest segment.

Three groups of records in the initial SAC file pertained to court
appearances. The Municipal Court segment records (YE1"™ and "E2") and the
Prosecutor - Grand Jury ssgment records ("G1" and "G2") indicated court
appearances, but had no information on dispositions. These sets of records
were dropped from the Event File. Information on the final disposition of
each charge brought to court is contained in the Court Segment ("J1T to "J3')
records. It is from these records that data on convictions; acquittals and
dismissals are available. The "J2" recocrd proved to have little information
relevant to understanding the effects of sentences and was dropped in its
entirety. Information from each 7J1" record was consolidated onto the
corresponding YJ3" record; and then the "J1" record was dropped from the Event
File. In particular, the 22 category Uniform Crime Report Dffense code for
the charge, and the detail charge under New Jersey's statutes were transferred
to the "J3Y card.

The last form of record in the SAC data system is the Custoedy -
Supervision Segment ("L1") record. This record has the date of any custody
action such as incarcerations, jailings, transfers between penal institutions
and releases from custody. In addition;, dates of going onto and off of parole
and probation, as well as transfers of supervisory jurisdiction; are indicated
on the "L1%" records. All "L1" records from the SAC file were originally
gefained, though some were later deleted through the procedures described

elow.

All records retained from the SAC system are organized by the 5 digi<t
STUDYID identifier. Each record, with the exception of the ALY header
record, has associated with it the day, month, and vear that the arrest

generating the record occurred. Thus, for example, a "J3" record indicating a
conviction or a "L1" record indicating an incarceration, will have the date of
arrest leading to that action as part of the record. Also, each record has
the day, month, and vear that the event corresponding to the particular record
took place. For the "Al" identification record, the event date is the date of
birth. For the "C2Y arrest records, the event date is identical to the date
of arrest. For the "J3" court records, the event date is the date of the
court appearance. However, date information on the "J3" records is spotty.
When the date of the court appearance was missing, the date of the dispositon
of the case, found later in the 743" record, was inserted in the event date
field. Despite this, some ¥J3" records have missing data for the date of the
event and we have thus organized the Event File by date of arrest for "C2" anu
"J3% precords. For the "L1" custody records, all event dates are the date in
which the custodial action occurred. Finally, each record take. from the SAC
file has been assigned an 8-character alphanumeric variable indicating the
nature of the event captured by the record.

C. The State of New Jersey Department of Corrections Data {(DOC): The
State of New Jersey Department of Corrections has kept systematic computerized
records of incarcerations since 1976. As with the SAC file, these records
were backdated to the mid 1960s, when possible, at the time the system was
established.  The DOC system contains data on 2ll incarcerations, escapes,
transfers, releases, paroles and furloughs for all of the state's prisens and
=the largest youth cerrectional facility.
= The DOC file turned out to have much more information than was necessary
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to vield reliable estimates of time at risk. For example, transfers between
facilities were represented by several records, even though the end result was
no change in the custodial status of the prisoner. Similarly, a short release

for a court appearance results in several records, even though the time away
from the prison was less than 24 hours. Therefore, in order to maintain
parsimony, only those actions which resulted in a change in custodial or
supervisory status were retained from the DOC file.

Some additional custodial records were created on the basis of
information provided in the DOC file. If the offender was transferred into a
state facility from a county or local jail, a jail entrance date appeared on
the DOC intake record. This information was used to generate a record of
entrance into jail on the date indicated. While the majority of these jail
stays are short, they provide further data on the time at risk for this sample
of offenders. As all DOC "INJAILY event records are followed by a DOC
"INPRISY event record, it is assumed that the "INPRIS™ event indicates the
release from jail as well.

After the DOC file was purged of those records not indicating a change in
custodial or supervisory status, the format of the DOC records was changed to
correspond to that found in the SAC file. All event records taken or created
from the DOC file were given a record type of "01". The date of the event on
the DOC record was used as the event date in the Event File. Other variables
corresponding to those on the SAC "L1" records were used when available. For
the majority of variables found on the SAC "L1™ records, however, no
comparable information was available in the DOC file.

D. Summary: Information Obtained from Each Source: Taken as a set,
these three data sources provided detailed information on the nature and
timing of events in the criminal career. Through the triangulation of the
information in each of these files, an as complete as possible picture of
these careers, as seen by criminal justice agencies, may be constructed.
Figure One summarizes the information that is ultimately extracted from each

of the three files with an asterisk indicating which is the most detailed/best
source of that kind of information. It will be remembered that the NJAOC file
covers one particular cycle within the career of the individual, while the SAC
and DOC files cover all recorded events throughout the career.

Figure One.
Summary of Information Availabkle from Each Data Source

Source
Information NJAOC SAC hle]e
1. Arrests x x* X
2. Convictions X x¥ X
= 3. Imprisonment x x X%
4., Jailing X ¥ X
5 Parcle x x*
6 Probation X ‘ e X
e 7. Sentences x% x
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8. Offender x¥* X X
Characteristics

9. Offender X¥
Background

10. Offense *xX
Characteristics

I11. Identification of Cases Across Data Sources.

The merger of the files from the three sources was made difficult by the
fact that there is no single identification number that is consistently used
across the state agencies supplying the data. It was therefore necessary to
develeop a procedure to ensure an accurate match of individuals in the NJAOC
Sentence Guidelines file to their respective arrest and incarceration records
in the SAC and DOC files.

In general, the procedure used involved the offender's name, date of
birth and county of arrest as given in the Sentence Guidelines file. Not all
of the names assaciated with the cases of the 1976-77 NJAOC study were
available in 1985 when the Sentencing Effectiveness Study began. Lists of
arrests, by county within New Jersey, were provided from the SAC system.
Staff at the Administrative Office of the Courts visually scanned these lists,
looking for arrests matching those in the Sentencing File. If an arrest

" matched the date in the Sentencing File, the name of the offender was writlien
down as a potential match for the individual in the Sentencing File.  The
variables used at this stage of the identification phase were COUNTY (variable
number 3 in the Sentencing file), DOBMNTH, DOBDAY, and DOBYEAR (33-35) and
ARRMNTH, ARRDAY, and ARRYEAR (73-75).

Given the constructed list of names, dates of births, and Sentencing
Guidelines Project study identification number, an attempt was made to find
all individuals on the list in the SAC master file. Three computerized passes
were made through the SAC master list. The first pass identified exact
matches where the entire name (or alias) was identical, as was the date of
birth. In the second pass, a match was considered acceptable if the
name/alias differed by no more than six characters or one of the six digits in
the date of birth differed from that in the Sentenc1ng File. For those names
which had not been matched to the SAC master list in the first two passes, a
third pass was made in which the criteria for an acceptable match was relaxed
to a difference of up to 12 characters in the name/alias or 2 digits in the
date of birth. When some form of match was effected, the 7 character State
Bureau of Investigation (SBI) number was assigned to the name and STUDYID of
the Sentencing File.

The liberal definition of acceptable names/date of birth matches between
—the Sentencing File and the SAC file did not ensure a correct match.
"Furthermore, the existence of duplicate and triplicate appearances in the
Sentencing File meant that two different study identification numbers could
legitimately be paired to one SBI number.

A second source of arrest histories was available in data taken from the
presentence investigation ferms during the coding of the 1976-77 NJAOC study.
The "centerfold" of the coding sheet for the Sentencing Guidelines Project
allowed for the compilation of the vear of arrest, age category of arrest,
Place of arrest, severity of the offense, number of counts, similarity of
“earrest to the presenting PSI, the offense category, vear of disposition, and

.- R A ' Y g g \\" )
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disposition for up to eighteen prior arrests. (See YRARR1l to DISP18, variable
numbers 337 to 484 in the Sentencing File.) Because these variables were
coded off the information available on the PSI, as well as the fact that SAC
continually updates its files when additional arrests become known, a perfect
correspondence between the arrest histories in the SAC stream and the
histories of the centerfold is not to be expected. However, the centerfold
data was extremely useful in determining the accuracy of suspect matches of
NJAOC study identification numbers to the SAC SBI numbers.

For all cases where an exact name/date of birth match was not found, or
where more than one STUDYID was given the same SBI, the arrest histories in
SAC were manually compared to the data from the NJAOC centerfold. When the
date of arrest in the Sentencing File was identical to one of the arrest dates
in the SAC stream, the STUDYID-SBI pairing was deemed accurate. When dates of
arrests did not match perfectly, a match was considered acceptable if the
dates were within one week of each other and the charge in SAC (as defined by
the UCR 22 category code) matched the comparable charge variable in the

Sentencing File (CRMTYPEl and CRMTYPEZ2, variable numbers 876 and 877). If
such a correspondence between offenses could not be found; the numbers and
vears of arrests from the centerfold history were compared to those of the SAC
stream. If large discrepancies were observed (e.g., many arrests in one
source, few in another) the SBI-STUDYID pairing was dropped.

Further checks on the accuracy of matching individuals in the Sentence
file to the SAC file were made through comparisons of the exact spelling of
names and exact dates of birth. Obvious differences were considered bad
matches. In some instances, information on convictions from the SAC "J3"
records was compared to conviction data from the centerfold, as was custodial
information from the SAC ®L1" records. MWhen no evidence of comparable events
was found between the two sources, the SBI-STUDYID match was considered bad.

In general the procedures adopted erred toward dropping NJAGC-SAC
pairings rather than keeping questionable matches. Despite the conservative
definitions used, several matches were dropped later in the data processing
when discrepancies between the SAC event stream and the DOC incarceration
histories were found. Ultimately, 5669 of the 6257 cases (90.6%) in the
Sentencing File were identified in the SAC master list.

Matching the cases in the combined NJAOC-SAC file to individuals in the
DOC incarceration file was facilitated by the fact that many individuals in
DOC had SBI numbers attached to their records. This advantage was offset by
two factors. First, the use of SBI numbers in addition to DOC identification
numbers was sporadic at best. It was therefore not possible to rely solely
upon SBI matches between the NJAOC-SAC file and the DOC master list. Second,
it is not to be expected that all individuals in the Sentencing File were
incarcerated at some point in their career. Thus, attempting to match all
individuals in the Sentencing File to the DOC master list would be certain to
vield a small proportion of matches.

It was therefore decided to attempt to match only those known STUDYID-SBI

~Pairs to the records of the DOC file. For the initial matching phase, cases
were matched by SBI across the two files. MWhen SBI numbers were not available
in the DOC file, & procedure identical to those described earlier was used.
However, whenever some form of name/date of birth match was effected, a check
was made to see if an SBI number was available in the DOC master list and if
so0, whether it was identical to that found in SAC. MWhen available SBI numbers
did not match, the match of the DOC identification number to the Sentencing
File was dropped.

- Further checks of the accuracy of the matching of DOC records to the
mcases in the Sentencing File was possible by comparing the incarceration and
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parole events from the DOC stream to those of the SAC records. When obvious
inconsistencies were observed (e.g., multiple arrests and jailings in SAC
while incarcerated according to DOC) the match was checked tc see if it was a
failure due to the Sentencing File - SAC pairing or the NJAOC - DOC pairing
and the appropriate mismatch was dropped. As described below, the vast
majority of incarceration records combined from SAC and DOC were individually
inspected and particular attention was paid to the possibility of a2 bad match
in one of the earlier steps.

In the final analysis, DOC incarceration histories are available for 2353
cases for whom SAC arrest histories were found (61.5%). These 2353 cases
represent 37.6% of the cases in the entire Sentencing File.

IV. Identifying the Sentencing Offense in the Event Stream.

After the common cases had been identified across the three sources, the
SAC records were broken up into an arrest file (YC2" records), a court file
("J3M" records) and a time record file (Y"AL"™ and "LiY records) to facilitate

the next step of data processing. At this stage checks were made to see if
the arrest(s) leading to the court appearance that defined inclusion in the
NJAOC Sentence Guidelines Project sample were present in the SAC arrest data.
This was an extremely important step, as it must be possible to pinpoint the
time frame covered by the Sentencing File exactly in the stream of events in
the Event File.

Three new variables were created -~ MTCHMNTH, MTCHDAY, and MTCHYEAR
(variables number 850-852) to represent the date on which the arrests
ajudicated in the Sentencing File occurred. The new date variables were
initialized as tha day of the arrest in the Sentencing File (ARRMNTH, ARRDAY,
and ARRYEAR, 72-74). MHWhen any of the arrest date variables had missing
values, the match date variables were set to the date of the offense (O0FFMNTH,
OFFDAY, and OFFYEAR, 84-86). If the match date variables were still missing,
date of bail was used when available (BAILMNTH, BAILDAY, and BAILYEAR, 70-72).

The new match date variables were then compared to all arrest dates for each
igdividual to determine if the Sentencing File arrvst was contained in the SAC
stream.

When dates matched, the charges were compared across files to guarantee
that the correct arrest had been found. Once again the general UCR 22
category offense cecdes were used in the comparison of zpecific charges. Here,
error in the definition of crimes across the Sentencing File and SAC became
apparent. Charges of robbery in the NJAOC study appeared as assault in S5AC
and vice versa. Charges of possession of small amounts of drugs were often
coded as "other™ in SAC. These minor discrepancies were allowed in
considering a date/charge match as acceptable.

When dates did not match exactly, or charges were vastly different (e.g,
burglary in the Sentencing File, fraud in SAC), the arrest records for the

individual were listed and inspected. For the vast majority of unmatched
dates, a change of a few days in MTCHDAY, or a month in MTCHMTH, identified
the correct date of arrest and corresponding charge in SAC. The values were
changed directly in the match date variables and not in the constituent
variables of ARRMNTH, OFFMNTH and so forth. In the event that the Sentencing
File arrest was not contained in the SAC records, SAC arrest records were
created as described in the next section.

A similar procedure was adopted to ensure that the Sentencing File
conviction appear in the SAC court records. The variables POSTMNTH, POSTDAY,
and POSTYEAR (853~855) were initialized to the values of date of sentence in
~the Sentencing File (SENTMNTH, SENTDAY, and SENTYEAR, 847-849). MWhen date of
wsentence was missing, the date that the plea was retracted (RETRMTNH, RETRDAY,
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RETRYEAR, 866-846) was used instead. If the post date variable was still
missing, date that the plea was entered was used (PLEAMNTH, PLEADAY, AND
PLEAYEAR, 861-843). Depending upon the absence of date information in the
sentencing file, the date any indictment was returned (RETMNTH, RETDAY, and
RETYEAR, 835-837), the date any indictment was presented (PRESMNTH, PRESDAY,
and PRESYEAR, 832-833), or the date of trial conviction (CONVMNTH, CONVDAY,
and CONVYEAR, 829-831) was used. That so many possible dates were used in the
initialization of the post date variables is indicative of the fact that not
all cases in the Sentencing File were convicted as the result of a plea, a
trial or an indictment (e.g. cases where the imposition of the sentence was
suspended).

Once the first approximation of the post date had been obtained, this
date was matched to the dates in the SAC court records for each case. Again
exact date matches were checked to ensure a correspondence in charges. Some
slippage was allowed if the charge in SAC matched the original charge in the

Sentencing File, though the actual conviction was for a downgraded offense.
As with the match date checks, some post date values had to be changed to
dates that matched those of the SAC stream. There were also instances in
which court records for the Sentencing File conviction were not to be found in
the SAC court segment records. As with the match dates, SAC records were
created when no corresponding court records were found.

The result of the creation of match and post date variables is that the
information in the Sentencing File can be pinpointed exactly in the entire
stream of the Event File. Any criminal activity before the match date
occurred prior to the arrest that lead to inclusion in the NJAOC Sentencing
Guidelines Project. Any activity found after the post date represents some
form of recidivism after sentencing. All cases for whom SAC arrest/convictisn
histories are available now have match and post dates that correspond exactly
to events in the Event File.

V. Creation of Records Missing in the SAC Data.

The dependence of the SAC data system on the reporting of events from the
counties and criminal justice agencies means, among other things, that the
information contained in this file is sometimes incomplete. Arrests not
reported from the counties will not appear in the SAC file. Convictions and
dismissals not reported by the courts will also not appear in SAC. To the
extent that county jails, state prisons, parole and probation agencies do not
report, records will be missing or incomplete in the SAC file. Incomplete and
missing information on prison stays and parole periods proved not to be a
problem for those cases identified in the DOC file, as the DOC system provided
more accurate and complete information on these events.

However, it was sometimes necessary to impose internal consistency within
the SAC records. For example, a record would indicate that an individual was
released from jail without a corresponding record showing the individual
received by a jail. Conversely, many records indicating entrance into a jail

wmlacked the record showing the date of release. Probation terms would
sometimes be missing part of the pair (either being placed on or off
probaticn). Internal consistency in the custody/supervision events of the SAC
records was achieved through the creation of event records as described below.

Similarly, it was necessary to have consistency across the Sentencing and
Event files. Minimally; this meant having records in the Event File that
corresponded to the arrests, convictions, and dismissals captured by the
Sentencing File. MWhen the events corresponding to the Sentencing File were
==not found in the SAC stream, additional SAC records were created through
.trlangulatlon with information in the Sentencing File.

Ch
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A. Header (Birth) Records: Not all arrest histories received from SAC
had the full compliment of four identification segment ("A") records. As a
result when all but the first "Al" record were dropped, some of the individual
histories in the Event File were left with no header record. MWhen this
occurred, header records were created. All variables on this record were
initialized to missing, either a series of 9's for numerical variables or
blanks for missing. Information from the Sentencing File was then used for
the following variables. OFFSEX (variable number 37) was recoded from the
numeric form to the alphanumeric form used on the “Al"™ records. Similarly,
OFFRACE (38) was recoded into an alphanumeric form for the race variable and
state of birth on the header record was taken from OFFPOB (40) after recoding
ggg numeric codes in the Sentencing File into the alphanumeric codes used by

The arrest date on the created header record was set to a month, day, and
vear of zero. The event date was computed using the birth date variables of
DOBMNTH, DOBDAY, and DOBYEAR (33-35) from the Sentencing File. The event on
the new record was set to "BIRTH."™ Finally, all created header records were
givenda record type of "AQ" to distinguish them from the normal SAC "Al"
record.

B. Arrest Records: Arrest records had to be created under two
circumstances. The first was when it was not possible to match the Sentencing
File arrest with any event in the Event File. (Offenders with short prior
records, or no prior record were most likely to have their Sentencing File
offense missing from the SAC stream.) As with the "AQO"™ records, any
information missing or unavailable in the Sentencing File was set to blank for
string variables, or to missing for numeric variables on the created records.
The created record used the match date in the Sentencing File (MTCHMNTH,
MTCHDAY, and MTCHYEAR, 850-852) for both the date of arrest and the date of
the event on the new record. The event on the created record was always set
to MARREST,®™ and the record type was set to "C3" to distinguish it from the
usual "C2" SAC arrest record.

To be consistent with the form of SAC arrest records, one arrest record
was constructed for each charge of a particular statute. The 3-digit Master
List Crime Number (MCRIMEA, MCRIMEB and MCRIMEC, variable numbers 856, 860 and
864 respectively) from the three Sentencing File charge cards were recoded
into the standard 22 categories of the UCR offense codes. UOne arrest record
was then made for each charge indicated for that card using the values in
CHARGESA (707), CHARGESB (748) and CHARGESC (789). (If there was no second
charge on card B or third charge on card C no arrest records were created for
that card.) For all YC3" records created to represent the Sentencing File

arrest, the UNIFOFF variable on the record is the 22 category value recoded to

the Uniform Crime Report 4-digit 'other' category for a particular offense

type. Thus, for example, if the Sentencing File information suggested that

the offender was arrested for 4 counts of burglary, four "C3" records with a

charge of burglary would be created. Each of the new records would have a
value of 09 for CHARGE (burglary) and a value of 2200 for UNIFOFF (burglary -

other).

The other circumstance which necessitated the creation of arrest records
arose when the entire Event File was constituted through the merging of the
information from SAC and DOC. Approximately 10%X of the arrest histories had
an imprisonment in DOC as the second event of their criminal history. The
sequence »f events of "birth" to Yimprisonment® is a logical impossibility
suggesting the absence of arrest and conviction information. Further

—inspection of these histories revealed that the vast majority of these
willogical sedquences were due to incarcerations as juveniles into the New
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Jersey Youth Correctional Center at Yardville. As SAC provides records on
adult arrests only, the arrests and convictions leading to an incarceration as
a juvenile are not expected to appear in the SAC file.

Unfortunately it was not feasible to simply delete the "incarcerations as
a juvenile" that appeared in the DOC file. For many of these offenders, their
eighteenth birthday occurred while they were serving a sentence in the Youth
Correctional Center. To delete these particular DOC records would lead to
substantial over-estimatation of time at risk as an adult, giving the
appearance of lower rates of criminal activity than were actually the case.

The compromise solution was to create one arrest record for each DOC
imprisonment record that occurred before the first arrest found in the SAC
file. These records were also given the record type of "C3" and the event of

MARREST.® The date of arrest and the date of the event on the created record
was set to the date of intake on the DOC imprisonment record. The charge on
the new "C3" reccord was taken from the DOC offense code (see the Event File
Codebook), recoded in the general 22 categories of the UCR. All other values
on these created cards were set to missing, either as a series of 9s for
numeric variables or blanks for alphanumeric variables. Arrest records
created to represent the Sentencing File arrest can be distinguished from
those made from DOC imprisonments by the date on the record. "C3" records
with a date equal to the match date have been constructed using information
from the Sentencing File, "C3" records with a date prior te the match date
were made from data in the DOC file.

C. Conviction Records: The circumstances that necessitated the creation
of arrest records also led to the creation of court segment records. As with
arrest records, offenders with short or no prior histories were less likely to
have the Sentencing File conviction appear in the SAC stream of events. Added
to this is the fact that for a small proportion of sentences, the sentence is
effectively a probation term that legally appears as a ‘dismissal,' thus
making it less likely to be reported to the SAC system.

For those cases where the Sentencing File outcome could not be found in
the SAC stream, a record was created. Created court records are indicated by
a record type of "J4" in the Event file rather than the "J3"™ record type
normally used for SAC court records. For all "J4" records created on the
basis of data in the Sentencing File, the date of the arrest on the record is
the match date (MTCHMNTH, MTCHDAY, and MTCHYEAR) and the date of the event is
the post date (POSTMNTH, POSTDAY, and POSTYEAR). The COURTTYP variable on the
record has been set to '3Y! (superior court) and the variable for the final
plea (FINPLEA in the Event File) was taken from the orginal plea in the

Sentencing File (ORIGPLEA, 695) or the retraction of the plea (RETRACT, 697).
The charge on the "J4" record was determined using procedures identical to
those described for the creation of YC3%" records. All other variables on
these created records, with the exception of the event itself, have been set
to the appropriate missing values.

As was the case with the created "C3" records, one "J4"™ record was made
for each charge as indicated on the Sentencing File charge cards. However,
the event that appears on each card is dependent upon the dispostion of those
charges. The variables CONPLEAA, CONTRYA, DWNGRADA, DISMISSA, and ACQUITA
(720 to 726) indicate the dispostions of all charges in CHARGEA. For each
charge that was dismissed, a "J4" record was given the event of 'DISMISS' and
for each acquittal, a "J4" record was given the event of 'ACQUIT.' The
remainder of the "JG" records were given the event of 'CONVICT.' Thus, for
example, if the Sentencing File indicated 4 charges of burglary, two of which
resulted in convictions, one of which was dismissed and the other was
macquitted, the four created court records would have two events of 'CONVICT'

CM
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and one each of TACQUIT' and 'DISMISS.' Similar procedures were followed,

when appropriate, using the information in CONPLEAB, CONTRYB, DWNGRADSB,

DISMISSB, and ACQUITB (761 to 765) for the charges on card B and CONPLEAC, o
CONTRYC, DWNGRADC, DISMISSC, and ACQUITC (802 to 806) for the charges on the

third charge card.

One court record was also made to correspond to the arrest record that
had to be created because of imprisonment as a juvenile. These "J4" records
are identical to the created "C3" record with the exception of the record type
of "J4" and the event of TCONVICT." As with created "C3" records the kind of
®J4" record can be determined on the basis of date. Those "J4" records with
an event date equal to the post date were made using information in the

Sentencing File while records with an event date prior to the poc-* date were
constructed using data from the DOC file.

D. Jail, Prison, Parole and Probation Records: Many records had to be
created due to missing custody or supervision (™L1") records from the SAC
file. (See Table Two in the next section for a summary of the number and
types of records that are in the merged Event File.) The need to make records
is not surprising because, unlike the arrest and court segment records, SAC
custody - supervision records are not routinely audited. After the SAC file
had been broken into subfiles on the basis of record type, records that were
missing were easily identifiable as custody/supervision segment records must
be logically paired. Each record indicating going onto probation should have
a corresponding record showing the date the individual went off probation. A
record with the event of "INJAIL"Y should subsequently be followed by a record
with the event of "OUTJAIL." Offenders who go on parole should eventually go
off parole and those who are imprisoned should be either released (an event of
"OUTPRISY in the Event File) or go on parole at some later date. Whenever one
pair of these sequences was missing, a new ¢ustody/supervision segment record
had to be created.

Events could be paired on the basis of the arrest date appearing on each
" 1" record. For example, if the event on an "L1"™ record was defined as
"INJAIL," the remaining custody records were searched for an "OUTJAIL"™ event
with the same arrest date. If the record was found, the "INJAIL" event was
considered matched, if not, an "OUTJAILY record was created. All created
custody/supervision records were given the record type of "L2" to distinguish
them from the "L1" type used in the SAC file. "L2" records were necessary
only to complete information missing from the SAC file. No custody records .
had to be created due to incomplete iriformation in the DOC file. The manner

in which custody/supervision records were created depended upon the type of
record that was missing.

The creation of missing records and the analysis of the events in the
Event File are faclitated by conversion of dates into a metric of days. The
referent point of January 1, 1900 was used. (This date was selected because
all but two of the offenders in the Sentencing File were born after that
date.) A new variable (ARRTIME) was computed for all records supplied by SAC.

—.This variable indicates the days since January 1, 1900 until the arrest
producing the record occurred. A second new variable, (EVNTTIME), computes
the days since 1900 until the event (e.g., conviction, jailing, and so forth)
occurred.

The custody/supervision records (referred to here as "time"™ records) were
further subdivided into a file of probation records, a jail record file, and a
residual file of prison, parole and header records. Probation records were
first paired according to the arrest date on the record. The events of

= 'ONPROB" and the corresponding "OFFPROB" records were separated from those

arecords for which one half of the pair could not be identified. Additional
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TONPROBY records were then made for the remaining "L1% records indicating
being taken off probation. All variables (e.g., date of arrest and agency
responsihis~Ffor dhe supsreehsiend wo-tiur ey TL2T sre-probariisn veoovds were mat
to values -taken from the off~probation record to which it was being paired.
That is, the created record is iddentical to its counterpart with the exception
of three vardiables.

The event of the new record was set to "ONPROB™ and the custody status
variable (CUSTSTAT in the Event File) was set to a value of 419 (probation).
The date the offendsr was put zn Prabation wss determined through a search of
the court seument Tecords. When the offender's "J3M" record with the same

arrest date was found, the date on that record was used to determine the event
date for the created on-probation record. That is, the created on probation
records in the Event File assume that the individual was put on probation the
day s/he was convicted of that orimne and sentenced te probation.

The creation of "OFFPROB™ srecords for unpaired on—probation records
required a different strategy. Here, estimates of how long an offender staved
on probation were needed. The file of paired on-probation - off-probation
supervision records was used to generate such estimates.  For each of the UCR
22 offense types, the distributions of number of days on probation were
determined. The median number of days serving a sentence of probation was
then calculated for convictions on a particular UCR offense type. The charge
resulting in the sentence of probation was determined by searching the court
segments records for a conviction associated with the date of arrest on the
on-probation record for which an off-probation event was to be made. In the
event of multiple convictions associated with a given arrest date, only the
first "J3" record encountered was used to determine the crime for which the
individual was convicted and sentenced to probation.

The resulting estimates of davs on probation for each of the 22 UCR
offense groups are shown in the second column of Table One. Not all offense
groups had sufficient cases to vield reliable estimates of the probatieon term.
Therefore, oniy those crime types for which at least 50 pairs of on-off
probation events were available were subsequently used to compute the median
number of days on probation. For all other crime types, the estimate of the
grand median was substituted instead. In 3ii Twiumns of Table Owe, offense
groups with values equal to the grand median of that column had insufficient
cases to generate reliable estimates. It should be noted that while estimates

were computed for all UCR offense groups, it provad not necessary to use all
of these estimates. For example, no off-probation records were made for
probation sentences of arson.

Given the estimates of time served on a probation sentence, it was
possible to create off-prcbatieon records for the unpaired "ONPROB® records.
The created record was initialized to equal the on-probation record to which
it would be paired. Thus all variables (e.y., agency responsible for
supervision, arrest date, etec.) on the resulting off-probation record are
indentical to the counterpart on-probation record. The event on the new

record was set to "OFFPROB"” and th$~custody status code was given a wvalue of
able One.
Estimates Used in the Creation of Jail, Probation, Prison and Parole Records

Days Served in Days on Days Served in Days on
ODffense Group Jail Probation Prison Parole

1. Other 60 709 295 414

— 2. Homicide 108 759 1128 516
a 3. Kidnappino 108 704 860 462
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G Sexual Assault 108 739 300 %69
5 Robbery 214 760 420 %89
6 Assault 138 701 G146 619
7 Arson 108 812 4637 469
3 Extortion 108 712 300 469
9 Burglary 143 699 278 418
10. Larceny 99 597 281 475
11. Stolen Vehicle 93 625 298 179
12. Forgery 138 730 225 669
i3 Fraud 112 730 263 537
14 Embezzlement 108 732 217 469
15. Stolen Property 108 606 248 435
16. Damage Property 61 534 300 669
17 Drugs 146 695 309 573
18. Sex Offenses 59 767 708 469
19. Gambling 183 806 2491 415
20. Escape 108 736 300 G669
21. Bribery 108 704 300 G669
22. Weapons 133 686 323 475
23. Missing or 108 706 300 669
Unknown
Grand Median 108 706 300 G69
Source for Estimate SAC SAC DoC DOC

609 to indicate discharge from the c¢riminal justice system. (The 409 code is
the same as that found on "L1"™ off probation records.) The date the
individual was taken off probation (the event date for the new TOFFPROB™
record was determined by adding the estimated number of days on probation for
a particular crime type and then converting the time inte standard month, day,
and year format. For example, if the probation term was the result of a
sentence on weapons possession, 108 days was added to the EVNTDATE of the on
probation record and the resulting time was converted back into the estimated
month, day and yvear in which probation supervision was terminated.

Similar procedures were used for the creation of MINJAILY and "OUTJAIL"™
event records. The jail records were first paired by date of arrest and then
complete pairs were used to compute the estimates given in column one of Table
One. When a record had to be created to indicate intake into a jail for the
serving of a sentence, it was initialized to equal the YOUTJAIL™ record. The
custody status code given the record was 621 {(received) and the event on the
new record was set to "INJAIL."™ The date this action was taken was assumed to
be the date sentenced as determined by searching the "J3"™ record file for a
conviction associated with the date of arrest on the "L1"™ record being paired.

The majorlty of created records were those made to match unpaired
"MINJAILY events in the SAC file. As with the creation of off-probation
records, the charge leading to a sentence of jail time was determined through
a search of the "J3" court segment records to find a conviction with a date of
arrest that matched that of the "INJAILY™ record. The charge used for the
estimate of number of days spent in jail was taken from the first appropriate
"J3" record encountered. The date of release from jail was then computed by
adding the estimated time served (e.g., 99 days for a larceny conviction) to
~the EVNTDATE on the intake record and then converting this time into month,

= day and vear format. On all records used to estimate a jail stay, the event

e e o,
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of "OUTJAILY™ and the custody status code of 409 (discharged from the criminal
justice system) was used.

Though infrequent, it was necessary to create records indicating release
from prison and termination of parole. Days spent in prison and days on
parcle were estimated using the records in the DOC file as this is the more
accurate source. MWhen a record indicating either a release from prison or the
termination of parole was made, it was given a custody status code of 609, and
the date of the event was determined using the appropriate estimate from Table
One and converting the resulting time into month, day and vear format. The
events given these new records were "OUTPRISY™ or "OFFPAR.™ All other
variables on these new records were taken from the record to which it was
being paired.

E. Events for the Serving of the Guidelines Study Sentence. The
procedures outlined above were used to create time records for missing events
that were found at any point in the event histories for this sample of
offenders. Subsequent to the merger of all time records from the SAC and DOC
files and the adding of records created for missing events, checks were made
to ensure that appropriate custodial or supervisory records for the serving of
the sentence administered in 1976~77 were to be found in the merged file. For
example, if the individual were sentenced to a state prison, were there
records in the Event File indicating that s/he was in prison shortly after the
sentence was given? If the sentence from the Sentence Guidelines Project was
a probation term, did the Event File show that the offender was on probation
after the date sentenced? When the appropriate custodial/supervisory status
of tgedindividual was not found in the event stream, additional records were
created.

At this stage of the processing of the time records, dummy records
representing the 1976-77 sentence were added to the file. These records were
created using information from the Sentencing File and given the record type
of "L2Y used for all created time records. The date of the arrest on the
dummy sentence records is the match date (MTCHMNTH, MTCHDAY, and MTCHYEAR,
variables 850-852) and the date of the event is the post date (POSTMNTH,
POSTDAY, and POSTYEAR; 853-855). The event is taken Trom the SENTEVNT (948)
variable. The AGENCY1l variable on the sentence event record has been set to
YAOCSENT™ for all cases. All other variables on these records have been
initialized to missing values. Note that the records created to match
unpaired events are more complete in that more information was available to be
taken from the record to be paired.

Users of the Event File are warned that the dummy sentencing records do
not represent any form of actual custodial or supervisory action. Rather,
this record simply locates the date of the 1976-77 sentence and the general
type of sentence ("NOTHING™, "™ONPROB,"™ T"INJAIL," or "INPRIS") in the stream of
events in the Event File. Analyses of custod1a1 and supervisory events in
that file should be conducted by first dropping any record with a value of
"AQCSENT" on the AGENCY1 variable.

The dummy sentence records were used to ensure that any probation, jail
or prison sentences handed down in 1976-77 were reflected in the evenits of the
time records. This was done through a visual inspection of all time histories
in the process of cleaning the time records (see the next section).

Additional checks for time records corresponding to the 1976-77 sentence were
provided through computer programs which searched for the events on the dummy
records across custodial or supervisory records temporally near the time of
sentence.

— Records for the serving of the sentence were created, when necessary, in
=a manner similar to that used to make records for unpaired events in the SAC
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file. Supervisory (probation) records were made under the assumption thai the

probation began on the date sentenced. The variable OFFGROUP (878) determined

whether the probation sentence was for a crime of robberv, burglary or drugs. ‘
The PROBTERM variable (686) of the Sentencing File provided the length of the
probationary period in months and it was assumed that the individual served

the full term. After converting the months specified in PROBTERM into days,

the record of off-probation was dated the appropriate number of davs later.

These new records were given event labels of either "ONPROB™ or “OFFPROBY™ and

the cgstody status codes were either 419 or 6409, depending upon the type of

recora.

A small proportion of the imprisonment records also had to be cirzated to
reflect the 1976-77 sentence. (See Table Two in the next section for exact
counts of record and event types.) Again, OFFGROUP was used to identify the
crime type for which the individual was being sent te prison. It was assumed
that the offender was taken into custody the day of the sentence and released
after serving a %~~m estimated by the relevant values under column three of
Table One. Imprioonments were given the event code of "INPRIS"™ and a custody
status code of 421; releases an event of "OUTPRIS™ and a custody status code
of 409. Given the small volume of imprisonment records that had to be
created, it was decided not to create corresponding parole records for these
few cases.

Not surpisingly, the majority of the records that had to be created dealt
with sentences to jail or county penitentiaries. All records created to
indicate entrance into a jail were given the custody status code of 421 and an
event of "INJAIL." Companion records were given a CUSTSTAT code of 409 and an
event of "OQUTJAIL."”

The creation of these event records was more complex due to some
sentences of "time already served™ and split sentences requiring both jail
time and a probation term. Split sentences are identified by the SPLTEX
variable (929) that was computed from information on the three charge cards.
(See Appendix F of the Sentencing File codebook for details on the computation
of this and other variables.) Sentences of time already served in jail are
indicated by the Sentencing File variable SERVEX (928). That last variable
used in the creation of jail records to reflect the 1976-77 sentence is the
variable JAILCRED (700) =-- number of davs of jail credit at the date of
sentence. For the creation of all jail records using this variable, it was
assumed that credit was accrued consecutively and not by two or more shorter .
periods in jail.

When the jail sentence was one of time already served, the created
"INJAILY record was backdated according to the value of JAILCRED. The
estimate of intake into jail (sentencing date minus jail credit) was then
converted into month, day and vear format. Release from jail was assumed to
be on the day of the sentence and thus the date of the "OUTJAIL"™ record was
set to the post date.

When the sentence to jail required serving any time past the date of

.sentencing, the intake record was created by once again backdating the
entrance date according to the number of days of jail credit. Those with no
jail credit were thus assumed to enter jail on the day they were sentenced.

To determine the date of release, the sentence actually administered was used
to generate an estimate. The Sentencing File variable REALTIME (951) measures
the actual number of days sentenced to jail or priseon based on information
from the three charge cards. (See Appendix F of the codebook.) An additional
assumption was added concerning how much of the time sentenced was in fact

—. served. AOC provided the estimate that 85% of the time sentenced to jail was

aindeed served. REALTIME was accordingly multiplied by .85 and rounded down to
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an integer value. This value was then added to the EVNTITIME of the date of
sentence and the estimated date of release was determined in month, day and
yvear format.

To capture the supervisory aspect of split sentences, probation records’
were created when necessary. It is not the case that all split sentences
requiring the creation of jail records also needed probation records made.
Many times the probation records appeared in the original SAC file, without
the corresponding jail records for the split sentence. If a probation record
had to be made, the date the probation period began was assumed to be the date
of release from jail. As before, the date the probationary period was
terminated was calculated by multipling PROBTERM by 30 and adding the
resulting number of days onto the time at which probation started. (In one
instance, probation records were created for a split sentence to prison.)

To summarize, the nature of the custodial and supervisory records was
such that it was sometimes necessary to create records either to pair
unmatched records or to ensure that any custody or supervision resulting from
the 1976-77 sentence was reflected in the event stream for each individual.
In that these estimates are based upon either valid data from the SAC file or
known sentences from the Sentence Guidelines Project, these estimates are
reasonable and should not distort results pertaining to time at risk or time
under supervision that are derived from the Event File. It should be
emphasized that records made to reflect the focal event of the Sentencing
Effectiveness Study were not created 'vaphazardly. Before making any jail or
prison records, the steps taken when matching individuals in the Sentencing
File to those on the SAC and DOC master lists were rechecked. Some bad

matches were discovered and dropped at this point. Therefore, custodial
records were made only when it was evident that they were indeed missing from
the time records supplied by the two state agencies.

VI. Cleaning the Time Records.

In this section, aspects of the data processing geared toward making the
time records in the Event File more manageable and efficient are described.
As the various pieces of the time records were reconstituted and the SAC time
files were merged with the DOC jail and incarceration records, many redundant
records became apparent. Poor estimates of time served in jail were also
noticed. All redundant records were removed from the final file of time
records and all bad estimates were adjusted before merging all data into the
final version of the Event File.

The cyclical organization of the original form of the SAC file, while
appropriate for the concerns of the State Police, is not designed to yield a
chronological history of the events in a criminal career. If arrests on two
different dates result in one sentence on one date (i.e., the iwo convictions
are combined into one sentence), the custodial or supervisory records for the
serving of that sentence will appear twice in the SAC file, once for each
arrest-conviction~-custody cycle. Consequently, when the SAC time records were
sorted chronologically by the time of the event, duplicate events aruse. The
second occurence in the same event in the file was flagged for removal. Most
of the time the dropped event was for whichever arrest took place latzr in
time. Note that by removing one of the duplicate time records, there will be
only one arrest date associated with the retained record and any custodial
outcome for the other arrest date can be ascertained only with reference to
the sentence information on the "J3" conviction record associated with the
arrest date of the dropped time record.

A variant of duplicate records involved existing "L1" records and "L2"
“erecords that were created for the reasons described earlier. Here it was the

cv
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case that some of the charges for multiple offenses that were coded in the
Sentencing File were for arrests that took place on different dates. The SAC
reporting procedures had picked up the custody or supervision records Tor one
of the arrests, but had not associated those events with the other arrest.
Consequently, time records had been created and assigned the match date from
the Sentencing File, while the same events, associated with a different arrest
date, were already present in the event stream. When these circumstances
arose, the existing "L1" records were retained and assigned the arrest date
from the match dates in the Sentencing File. The created YL2Y records were
then dropped. HWhenever an "L2" record was within seven days {(either earlier
in time or later in time) of an "L1" record with the same event, the "L1¥W
;giord was ccnsidered more accurate and the "L2" record was removed from the
ile.

Before merger with the rest of the time records, attention was paid to
the nature of the subfile containing all the probation records. Many
chronological sequences of the ferm ONPROBa -> ONPROBb -> OFFPROBa -> ONPROBc
~> OFFPROBb -> OFFPROBc were discovered. Such sequences are extremely
problematic for the estimation of time on probation because computationally
the sequence gives the appearance of going on and off probation a number of
times when in reality this is not true. ‘Further investigation revealed that
these sequences were the result of the cyclical organization of the SAC file
and the fact that many sentences to probation were, in essence, "probation
continued.™

To retain a logical flow of probation events in the Event File, it was
decided to drop any intermediate probation records between the initial entry

onto probation supervision in the sequence and the final termination of
probation. For the example given, the sequence ONPROBa ~> OFFPROBc is what
ultimately appears in the Event File. (O0f course, sequences of the form
ONPROBa -> OFFPROBa —~> ONPROBb -> OFFPROBb were not touched.) Note that by
removing intermediate records from sentences of "probation continued™ it will
not be the case that all probation records in the Event File can be paired by
arrest date: H®hile all ONPROB records remain paired to an OFFPROB record, the
dates of arrests on the pairs of records could be substantially different.
Indeed, either one or both records in the remaining pair can be "L2% records
rather than the "L1" records that existed in the original SAC file.
Therefore, the percentage of created probation records that are found in the
Event File is actually higher than it should be due to the removal of many
probation records during this stage of the data processing.

When the components of the jail time records were merged, similar
problems arose. Here, however, the source of the problem was not sentencing
practices, but bad estimates of how long an offender was in jail serving a
sentence. Sequences of INJAILa -> INJAILb -> QUTJAILa ->0UTJAILb were
observed. In most instances, the OUTJAIlLa portion of the sequence had been
estimated from the values of Table One. Given that half of the offenders
must, by definition, serve less than the median time, it was reasonable to
assume that the estimate used was too stringent and the offender had, in fact,
been released before the event date associated with the INJAILb record.

All time records in which illogical jail sequences were identified were
listed and visually inspected. The decision rule adopted was to effect the
estimated release date half way between the time pariod defined by the two
jail entrance dates. The event date and EVNTTIME for the estimated out of
jail date was adjusted accordingly. As these changes were made after

duplicate jail records had been identified and deleted, the resulting
weCStimated time in jail was at least one month for all cases. Note that no
«INJAIL-OUTJAIL sequences involving two "L1" records were adjusted at any stage
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of the data processing.

After the cleaning of the jail and probation time records had been
completed, all time records from SAC, created time records and incarceration
and parole records from DOC were merged. Several automated procedures were
then used to delete additional redundant records and identify short sequences
of events that were acceptable.

The processed DOC file at this stage had records indicating the events of
UINJAIL,™ "INPRIS,™ "OUTPRIS, "ONPAR,™ and "OFFPAR."™ All of these types of
events were also covered by the SAC records and the created jail records and
thus duplicate records were to be expected. Given the completeness of the
Department of Corrections data, there were many more imprisonment and parole
records origininating in the DOC file than the SAC file, and thus not all DGC
records were duplicated in SAC. Furthermore, given the inevitable lag time in
the reporting of information to the State Police, it was not necessarily the
case that the dates of imprisonment or release would be identical between the
two sources.

Therefore, in the determination of duplicate records for the same event
across the SAC and DOC files, a period of up to 10 days was considered to be
allowable in determining the events to be the same. That is, if a DOC
Y"INPRIS" record was followed by a SAC "WINPRIS"™ record within a ten day period,
the two records were considered to be indicative of the same imprisonment.
Similary, releases from imprisonment, and going on to or off of parole, were
considered duplicated across the two sources if the identical event occurred
within ten days. 1In all instances. the SAC "L1" record was flagged for

deletion. The DOC records were always retained as these were deemed the more
accurate source of the date on which the event occurred. However, before
deleting the SAC records duplicated by the DOC file, any information not on
the DOC record was transferred from the SAC record. As a result, many of the
DOC "01" records in the final event file have arrest dates and times, custody
status codes and agency information taken from a corresponding SAC record and
sre more complete than those DOC records for which SAC duplicates could not be
found. Any DOC record with a nonblank code in the agency field indicates the
existence of a SAC record that has been dropped.

With the redundant time records within and between files removed, the
final cleaning stage of the file began. First, all short, logically consisent
sequezces were identified and placed in the initial file of "clean™ time
records.

The following kirds of sequences were considered allowable and the times
between the events were not considered:

BIRTH -> ONPROB -> OFFPROB

BIRTH -> INJAIL -> QUTJAIL

BIRTH -> ONPROB -> OFFPROB -~> ONPROB -> OFFPROB

BIRTH -> INJAIL => QUTJAIL -> ONPROB -> OFFPROB

and so forth. MWhile such time sequences covered a relatively large percentage

=0T offenders (short careers and "one-time" losers, these sequences constituted
a disappointly small proportion of records in the Event File. All remaining
event histories were listed and visually inspected to determine if the
sequence of events was logical or, if not, what steps had to be taken to clean
the streanm.

One tvype of inconsistency discovered had to do with created out-of-jail
records. Some of the SAC "L1" jail records were discovered to be identical to
DOC ¥INJAIL"™ records and thus were indicative of jail entrance pending

transfer to a prison. MWhile the duplicate SAC record had indeed been deleted
= from the file, the procedurses adopted had guaranteed that there would be an
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estimated jail release date occurring while the prison term was being served.
Simply deleting the estimated "L2" “QUTJAIL"™ record removed the inconsistency.

Several unexpected sequences of events were also observed. Mispunched .
dates when the data were originally entered into the two systems led to one
instance of an offender being sentenced to prison and then being born. (This
was corrected by estimating the date of entrance by triangulating information
from the "J3"™ court sentence date and backdating the release date with an
estimated time.) Some estimated off-probation records went past the point
when, according to SAC or DOC records, the individual had died. These "L2"7
records were deleted. Similarly, some records from the original SAC file,
when sorted chronologically, were found to have occurred after the offender
was deceased. These too were deleted after checking the arrest and court
subfiles to ensure that there were no further arrests or court appearances
after the date listed on the event record indicating the death.

Because SAC prison and parole records had not be cleaned before merger
with the DOC file, those offenders who had not been matched in the DOC file
had only "L1" imprisonment, release, on parole, and termination of parcle
records. Many of the inconsistencies left in the Event File at this point
were due to missing TOUTPRIS™ and “OFFPAR™ records. These were created, when
necessary, following the procedures described in the previous section.
Estimates of how long the offender staved in prison or was under parole
supervision were taken from Table One and used %o generate the appropriate
date of release or termination cf probation.

After looking at each time record stream individually and cleaning the
okserved inconsistencies, all clean time records were once again merged. One

final computerized check wss made to ensure that no inconsistencies remained.
This was achieved by looking at the transitions between the events of the
individual's history. For example, transitions of INPRIS => INJAIL are
logically impossible and suggest a missing release from prison or a bad date
on one of the records. All records containing an inappropriate transition
were reinspected and the necessary correction was made to the incorrect
recurd, either by changing the date on one of the records or by creating a
record for an event that was still missing from the streanm.

Given a clean, logically consistent sequence for the time records for
each of the individuals who had been matched in the SAC or SAC a2nd DOC files
it was then possible to constitute the complete Event File. As an indicator
of how many events of each type are contained in this file, Table Two gives a o
crosstabulation of the type of event by the type of record on which the event
is contained. Also evident in Table Two is the extent to which it was
necessary to create records in order to pair unmatched events in the SAC file,
stand for the 1976-77 sentence, or clean the time records. Note that few of
the created records pertain to events surrounding imprisonment and parole,
while a larger proportion of jail- and probation-related event records had to
be made. It will be remembered however, that many "L1" probation records were
dropped to vield logical probation sequences and a smaller Event File.

Once the final Event File had been constituted, an additional problem
arose concerning arrests while in custody. Approximately 11X of the criminal
histories in the file had at least one arrest while in custody. Arrests while
in jail or in prison are logically possible. However, if the arrest occurred
between two custody events, one of which had been estimated by the procedures
adopted during data processing and cleaning, it was likely that the estimation
procedure had yielded a poor estimate of the date of release.

Table Two.
Distribution of Events and Record Types in the Event File
(Percentages in Parentheses)
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21
(24.1)

2670
(45.4)

920
(12.2)

72
(35.8)
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Record Type
Event AQx Al c2 C3x J3 Jax
ACQUIT 1912 10
(99.5) (.5)
ARREST 79134 1311
(88.4) (1.8)
BAILFORF 54
{100)
BIRTH 146 5387
(2.6) (98.4)
CONVICT 35331 1669
(95.5) (4.5)
DEAD 22
(25.3)
DISCHRGE 2094 28
(98.73 (1.3
DISMISS 9370 615
(95.8) (4.2)
DISMPTL 10
(100)
INJAIL
INPRIS
LWRCOURT 119
(100)
OFFPAR
OFFPROB

¥ Created record

Table Two - continued.

1665
(32.1)

L2x 01
¢
(
46
(50.6)
839 2368
(14.3) €40.3)
33 2368
(.4) (87.3)
31 1798
(1.6) €94.6)
3523
(67.9)

{continued?

Distribution of Events and Record Types in the Event File
(Percentages in Parentheses)

University of Maryland -- Computer Science Center

Total

1922
(1.1)

80445
46.49)

54
.0

5533
(3.2)

37000
21.3)

87
.

2122
(1.2)

5877
(5.6)

10
.03

5887
(3.4)

5877
(4.3)

119
.1

1901
(1.1)

5188
(3.0)
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Record Type

Event AOX Al c2 C3x% J3 Jgx L1 L2x 01 Total
ONPAR : 676 32 5070 . 5776
(11.7) (.6) (87.8) (3.3

ONPROB G322 985 5307
(81.6) (18.6) (3.1

OUTJAIL 432 30648 3480
(12.4) (87.6) (2.0}

OQUTPRIS © 200 8 955 1203
(16.6) (.7) (82.7) .7

UNKNOWN 71 ' 71
(100) (0)

Tetal 146 5387 79134 1311 68983 2122 11009 8499 16837 173395
(.1) (3.1) (45.6) (.8) (28.2) (1.2) (6.3) (4.9) (9.7) (100)

¥ Created record

The entire career was listed for those individuals for whom at least one
arrest while in custody was found. Any arrest occurring between a DOC
"INJAILY record or during an imprisonment indicated by a DGC record was deemed
accurate. For the period after the middle of the 1980's, many of these
arrests while in custody are a function of "record catchup®™ on the part of the
SAC system. SAC recieves notification of an imprisonment from the DOC system
and discovers that no arrest corresponding to that imprisonment exists in the
SAC file and consequently creates an arrest record for the date cf
imprisonment. (In this respect; the steps taken in the present study to
create arrest records for imprisonment as a juvenile mirror those currently
used by SAC.) These Marrests while in custody" were subsequently discovered

because a DOC "INJAIL" record had been created to indicate custody prior to
intake at the prison and the arrest record created by SAC fell between the
jail entrance and prison intake dates.

Other arrests while in custody were found to occur between two SAC YL1T
Jail records or two SAC "L17 prison records. As neither of these pairs had
been created during data cleaning and processing, these arrests were also

considered accurate.

However, when an arrest was found to occur between a pair of custody
records, either of which was an "L2%" created record, steps were taken to
adjust the estimated time on the custody record. Again the main source of
these problems was bad estimates of time served in jail, resulting from using
the median time estimated on the basis of all paired jail stays. Simply
taking the difference between the time of entrance into jail and the time of
the arrest proved to be an unacceptable solution for it would have led to

—exceedingly short jail stays in some cases and probable over-estimates of time
=3t risk in others.

\

(VM/S5P) CM:
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The decision rule adopted was based on the estimate, used earlier, that
85% of the time sentenced to jail is actually served. If this is true, then a
30 day sentence will take 25 days to serve {(rounding down to the nearest
integer value), a 90 day sentence will be served for 76 days, a 6 month
sentence will vield a jail term of 112 days and so forth. When adjusting
those estimated "OUTJAIL" records where the estimate had led to an arrest
while in custody, the date of release from jail was determined by figuring the
largest time interval that could be placed between the "L1% PINJAILY™ event and
the date of release (e.g., 25 days, 76 days, 112 days, etc.) without going
bevond the date of the arrest. Once the appropriate interval had been
determiTed, the date on the YL2" "OUTJAIL™ record was modified to reflect that
interva

If the arrest took place less than 25 days after entrance into jail, the jail
exit date was not altered. In essence then, the decision rule attempts to
estimate the length of the sentence that led to the jail term by using the
number of days between the intake into jail and the arrest that was
(originally) thought to have taken place while in custody. In very few cases
the same decision rule used to reconcile arrests while in custody due to bad
up2n "gUTPRIS™ records.

In a smaller number of cases, arrests while in custody were found to be
due to the backdating of Jail entrance dates used in the creation of jail
records for the serving of the 1976-77 sentences. In these circumstances,; the
estimated number.of days of jail credit (JAILCRED) was suspect, as was the
assumption that the jail credit had been accrued in one consecutive stay
rather than two or more shorter periods in jail. Some of these problems were
correctable in that the jail credit variable was off by 5 days or less and the
entrance into jail occurred in conjunction with the arrest that was originally
thought to have taken place while in custody. In these cases, the "L2"
TINJAILY record date and time was changed to be identical to the date and time
of the arrest.

No plausible adjustments were possible for the other arrests while in
custody due to backdated "L2%" YINJAIL™ records and these were left unchanged.
It should be noted, however, that all of these forms of arrests while in
custody toock place between the period defined by the match date and post date.

Consequently, their effects on the measures computed from the Event File
(described in the next section) will be minimal.

To summarize, every effort has been made to ensure tne quality of the
criminal career data in the Event File and guarantee that records representing
the 1976-77 sentence studied by the Sentencing Guidelines Project are

contained in the file. Furthermore, the version of the Event File as
presently constituted is known to contain only logical sequences of events
with every custodial and supervisory event paired to its logical counterpart.
The procedures and decision rules adopted have been chosen to vield as little
distortion as possible in estimates of time at risk. Taken as a whole, the
stages in the processing and cleaning of the time records will tend to

=Slightly underestimate time at risk, as median values were used in the

estimation procedure. HWhile the adjustments made to bad estimates of (mainly)
jail and prison terms tended to identify those terms that were less than the
median stay, no attempt could be made to find those estimates where, in
reality, the term was longer than the median time. However, the relatively
small proportion of created records in the Event File suggests that any
distortion will not be too severe.

VII. Counts, Windows ard Right Censoring Date.
Measures of criminal activity, court outcomes, custodial status and

(VM/SP)
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supervisory status are available in several forms in the Sentencing File. All
measures are anchored by the two events of the arrest that ultimately led to
the conviction in 1976-77 and the sentence itself. All events that occurred
before the Sentencing File arrest -- the match date -- are used %o compute
measures designated by variable names beginning with 'PRE.®* All events that
happened after the date of the sentence detailed in the Sentencing File =-- the
post date -- are used to compute measures designated by variable names
beginning with 'PST.'. Events occuring within the time interval defined by the
match date and the post date are used to compute measures designated by the
*DUR® prefix. By definition, the arrest(s) occurring on the match date and
the conviction(s) handed down on the post date fall into the 'DUR' interval.
Note that by using the match and post dates to define reference points
for the analysis of the records in the Event File, these measures are made
relative to each offender. That is, counts and windows are offender specific
and geared to a biological time frame determined by the age of the offender
when sentenced and not a chronological time common to all offenders.
(0ffender age when sentenced is measured as OFFAGE, variable number 36 in the
Sentencing File.) Note too that the width of the interval between the match
and post dates will vary by offender depending upon how long i1t took for the
courts to adjudicate the individual's case. Figure Two gives an overview of
the organization of counts and windows.

Simple counts of records in the Event File were taken to vield measures
of general criminal activity during pre-, post- and during-time intervals.
These include counts of arrests for each of the 22 general UCR offenses during
a time interval and a total count of arrests during that period. These
variables are PREARR! to PREARR22, PREARR (959 +o 980), DURARR1 to DURARR22Z,
DURARR (981 to 1005), PSTARRLI to PSTARRZ22, and PSTARR (1006 to 1030). <(For
count variables, the naming convention is such that the number refers to the

Figure Two.
Organization of Window and Count Variables

Offender Offender
Match Post
WINDOWS Da}e D?te
Pre9 Pre8 Pre2 Prel 1 I Pstl Pst2 Pst8 Pst9 .
I I
Timed—==——= ) I-/ /=—~=~— I--—=~- I-————-- % ------ I-——=—- I~/ /-==w=—- I-—==—- I
I
Pre I Dur I Pst
I I
COUNTS

"™ UCR offense category, see Table 1, while the lack of any number implies the
overall total.) It should be noted that PREARR does not necessarily equal the
sum of PREARR1 +to PREARR22 for any given offender because arrests for which
the offense category was missing or unknown are included in the total count.
Also computed were counts of convictions, in each time interval, for the 22
UCR offense groups, as well as a total for each time period. These variables
are designated as PRECON1 to PSTCON (1053 to 1125) in the Sentencing File.

o Measures of custodial and supervisory status during the pre-, post- and
«during intervals are provided in the metric of days. Available are days on
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probation (PREPROB, DURPROB and PSTPROB), days on parole (PREPAR, DURPAR, and
PSTPAR), days in jail (PREJAIL, DURJAIL, and PSTJAIL), and days in priseon
(PREPRIS, DURPRIS, and PSTPRIS). (See the variables starting at position 1154
in the Sentencing File.) The jail and prison counts in particular may be used
to adjust computed rates for time at risk during these three periods. For the
computation of both PSTJAIL and PSTPRIS, time spent in jail prior to an
ingarceration (i.e., a "INJAIL"™ event on a DOC record) was treated as time in
prison.

More specific measures of criminal activity were created in the form of
vearly windows geared to time points defined by the match and post dates.

Each window was defined to be 365 days wide. As Figure Two illustrates,
windows are conceptualized as going backward in time from the match date and
forward in time from the post date. Thus pre-window one contains events
occurring up te one vear prior to the match date, pre-window two measures
events between one and two years prior to the match date, post-window one
contains events occurring up to one vear after the date of sentence, and so
forth. In the computations, all windows were assumed open at the end furthest
from the referent point (match or post date) and closed at the end nearest to

the refarent point. Thus, for example, an arrest that took place exactly 730
days after sentencing was assumed to be part of post-window two.

Because the use of the 22 UCR offense categories yielded extremely low
counts, only total arrest and conviction counts are provided for each window.
The window arrest variables are lableled as PREARR1Y to PREARR9Y and PSTARRLY
to PSTARRY9Y and start at position 1035 in the Sentencing File. The window
conviction variables are comparably labeled (PRECON1Y and so forth) and start
at position 1130 of the Sentencing File. Custodial and supervisory status
variables are also available for each specific window. Computed from the
records in the event file were days on probation during the window, days on
parole during the window, days in jail during the window, and days in prison
during the window. The naming convention for these variables mirrors those
for the other windows. Thus PREPRIS1 is the number of days in prison up to
one year prior to the match date, PSTJAILS is the number of days in jail
between four and five vears after the 1976-77 sentence, and so forth. These
variables begin at position 1169 of the Sentencing File.

Note that being on probation is not mutually exclusive from the other
custodial events, nor is being on parole exclusive of some custodial events:
offerders can simultaneously be in jail and on parole, in prison and on
probation, etc. Therefore it is possible for the sum of the window-specific
custodial/supervisory events to be greater than 365 days. It is logically the
case, however, that the sum of days in jail and the days in prison during any
window must be less than or equal to 365. This has been checked and verified
for the window measures in the Sentencing Fils.

In the process of computing counts and windows Trom the Event File,
several additional measures of important events of th# career and recidivism
after sentencing were constructed. The timing of certain initial events of

w the career was measured in days since January 1, 1900. The events identified
were: 1) the time of the first arrest of the career (INITTIME), 2) the charge
at the +irst arrest of the career (INITARR), 3) the time of the first
conviction of the career (CONTIME), 4) the charge at the first conviction of
the career (INITCON), 5) the time of the first imprisonment of the career
(INITPRIS), 6) the time of the first jailing of the career (INITJAIL), 7) the
time at which the individual first went on probation in the career (INITPROB)
and, 8) the time at which the individual first went on parole in the career

w(INITPAR). In the case of multiple arrests or multiple convictions occurring

«the same date as the first event of the career, the first event listed in the
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Event File was used and no attempt was made to distinguish among the
seriousness of the multiple arrests or charges. These variables are located
near the corresponding count variables in the Sentencing File

Measures of any recidivism observed after the 1976-77 sentencing and
serving of any time component of that sentence were also computed. All
time-based measures were computed in days since the post date, and not days
since January 1, 1900 as was done for the inital events of the career. Among
these measures are: 1) the actual number of days until any recidivism *through
reimprisonment (RECIPRIS), 2) the actual number of days until any recidivism
through rejailing (RECIJAIL), 3) the number of days until any recidivism
through being put on probation (RECIPROB), 4) the number of days until any
recidivism through rearrest (RECIDTME), 5) the number of days until any
recidivism through reconviction (RCONTIME), 6) the charge at the first
rearrest after sentencing (RECIDARR) and, 7) the charge at the first
reconviction after sentencing {RECIDCON). Note that it is possible for an
event used in the computation of a recidivism measure to also be used in the
computation of the initial event of the career. The would happen if, for
example, the first jailing of the career happened after the post date.

If any of the recidivism measures were not observed {(e.g., no rearrest
after sentencing) the values for that variable were set to zero. As with the
measures of initial events of the career, if mulitple arrests or convictions
occurred on the date of the recidivism, the charge used was taken from the
first record found in the Event File. The recidivism measures are to be found
near the comparable count variables in the Sentencing File.

The SAC data obtained from the New Jersey State Police were current up to
early July of 1986. Incarceration data cbtained from the Deparment of
Corrections had events occurring several months past that date. Because the
time frames in the two sources of event data did not correspond exactly, it
was necessary to determine a uniform right censoring date for all histories in
the Event File. Inspection of the monthly totals of arrests and convictions
between January, 1986 and July, 1986 revealed fairly constant levels of
arrests in all months except June which evidenced 2 small dip in the number of
arrests. Conviction levels were steady during the perioed from January to
April, with a small drop in May, and a noticable drop of approximately 50% in
June. The relatively steady levels of reported arrests led to the decision to
impose a right censoring date of July 1, 1686 on the Event File. Any events
occcurring after that date have been deleted. Users of the Event File and .
window variables in the Sentencing File should be aware, however, that due to
reporting lag, the conviction data for the last month is slightly lower than
it should be.

The imposition of the right censoring date has implications for the width
of the ninth post window for some offenders. Individuals who were sentenced
in the latter part of the 1976-77 NJAOC Sentencing Guidelines Project are
likely to have their ninth window continue past July 1, 1986. Therefore, the
variable WDTHPST9 (1247) was added to the Sentencing File.. This variable

measures the total number of davs in the last post window for each offender
and is less than 365 for those individuals whose ninth post window encompasses
the censoring date.

One final group of count variables is available, more for adjustment of
previously described measures taken from the Event File than for analytic
purposes. As was discussed earlier; some arrest records had to be created
indicating arrests that occurred prior to the individual turning age 18. In
addition, the original SAC file had a (very) small number of arrests that took
Place while the offender was under 18. The fact that SAC does not purport to
“mcontain juvenile arrests, coupled with the fact that DOC has records covering
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only one of New Jersey's youth correctional sites, led to the creation of
count variables covering arrests and convictions as juveniles.

Thesa computed variables take the same form as the arrest and conviction
counts of the pre-match date period. JUVARR1 to JUVARR22 and JUVARR are
¢ounts of juvenile arrest in the Event File for each of the UCR offense groups
and a total count respectively. JUVCON1 to JUVCONZ22 and JUVCON are comparable
measures for convictions. These variables start at position 1259 of the
sentencing file.

Because many of the offenders in the Sentencing File were under age 26 at
the match date, some of the pre-windows are likely to straddle the
individual's eighteenth birthday. Four variables were computed that allow for
the adjiustment and efficient use of the arrest and conviction counts in the
nine pre~match date windows. JUVWIND (1282) indicates the pre-window in which
the individual turned 18. All windows occuring prior to the value indicated
by JUVHIND contain only information about juvenile arrests and convictions and
are likely to have values of zero. JUVWIDTH (1283) indicates the number of
days in the JUVWIND window during which the offender was under age 18.

JARRWIND (1284) and JCONWIND (1310) measure the number of arrests and
convictions found in JUVWIND that took place while the offender was under age
18. The data from JARRWIND and JCONWIND can be used to adjust the window
flagged by JUVHWIND accordingly.

The incomplete nature of juvenile record information in the Event File
must be stressed. Fewer than 10X of all cases have nonzero values on any of
the juvenile counts variables., As such, these variables are best viewed as
containing adjustments that can be made to the pre-match date variables and
not variables that stand on their own merit. Researchers wishing to use these
variables should use them in conjuction with the juvenile arrest information
that can be taken from the centerfold arrest histories.

The final set of variables in the Sentencing File indicate the extent to
which a given offender is represented in the Event File. These variables are
counts of each record type. "C2" record counts are found in the variable
C2COUNT (1311), "L2" record counts in the L2COUNT (1318) and so forth. Of
particular interest in these variables is the operationalization of the total
arrests (C2COUNT + C3COUNT) and convictions (J3COUNT +JGCOUNT) in the criminal
careeré a? well as the extent to which records were created for any given
individual.
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SPSS-
The University of Maryland CSC SPERRY 1100/92 EXEC 8

X RELEASE 2.0A-UW1.,0 FOR SPERRY 1100

SPSS INC LICENSE NUMBER: 9355

NEW FEATURES IN SPSS~X RELEASE 2

For more details, use the command: INFO OVERVIEW FACILITIES.

PLOT -

HILOGLINEAR -

QUICK CLUSTER
IMPORT/ZEXPORT

END subcommand

1
2

SET WIDTH

0
0

CLUSTER -

PROBIT
XSAVE

FILE CALLED SYS

LABEL:

Scatter plots, overlay plots, contour plots on the printer.
Fast loglinear analysis for hierarchical models.

Hierarchical cluster analysis.

Fast cluster analysis for a fixed number of clusters.

Portable system files for transfer to other Kinds of computers.
Dichotomous probit and logistic regression analysis.

Width control for printed output.

Allows new flexibility in saving system files.

With DATA LIST, vou can detect end of file.

FILE HANDLE SYS/NAME="MCCAR%SYS32.®
GET FILE=SYS

.
:

FILE BUILT VIA IMPORT

CREATED 22 MAR 88 16:09:38 1322 VARIABLES

[ T O O Y el
ONOVMIDUNEFEOOUONOIIDNW

CSOODOOOOOLOOOOCOLODOODOCODOOOODLOODOOOO

FILE HANDLE OQOUTRAW/NAME=*MCCARXRAW1.'

WRITE OUTFILE=0UTRAW TABLE
/STUDYID TO SCHDYEAR
/ID2 TO INJURIES *
/ID3 TO FAMEFF X
/IDG TO CDSPILLZ X
+ID5 TO PROPVAL ¥
/ID6 TO CALCULAT x
/ID7 TO PRIOSIM x
sID8 TO PLACE18 3¢
/ID9 TO OFF18 ¥
s/ID10 TO DISP13 x
7/ID11 TO PARATT ¥
s/ID12 TO AANON x
sID13 TO BLANK3 *
/ID16 TO DROPZ ¥
sID15 TO CNTDAYSA
s/ID16 TO CNTDAYSB ¥
#ID17 TO CNTDAYSC %
s/ID18 TO MCRIMEC X
s/ID1% TO JUVDRUG *
/ID20 TO TIMESENT X
/1D21 TO DURARRS *
/1D22 TO PSTARR21 %
<ID23 TO PRECON9 x
#ID264 TO DURCONZZ X
/1D25 TD PRECON4GY x
sID26 TO DURPRIS
s1D27 TO PREJAIL7 ¥
/1D28 TO P3STPRISG *
/ID29 TO PSTPROB1 3




i

3¢ O 7ID30 TO RECIPROB %

35 0 sID31 TO JUVCON10O

36 0 /ID32 TO OLDTYPE x

THE TABLE FOR THE ABOVE WRITE COMMAND IS: e
VARIABLE REC START END FORMAT WIDTH
STUDYID 1 1 5 F 5
CARD1 1 6 7 F 2
CODER 1 8 9 F 2
COUNTY 1 10 11 F 2
OFFCAT 1 12 13 F 2
PSIFORM 1 14 14 F 1
FACEATT 1 15 15 F 1
PLEAATT 1 16 16 F i
INDCTATT 1 17 17 F 1
ACCUSATT 1 18 i8 F 1
WAIVEATT 1 19 19 F 1
COMPLATT 1 20 20 F 1
CONVATT 1 21 21 F 1
RAPATT 1 22 22 F 1
PROBATT 1 23 23 F 1
e < -

DEC

cooooocoodoooo0n
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. 10:23:49 The University of Marvland CSC SPERRY 1100/92 EXEC 8

POLICATT 1 24 26 F 1 G
INCIDATT 1 25 25 F 1 0
INVESATT 1 26 26 F 1 0
PROPATT 1 27 27 F 1 0
NARCATT 1 28 28 F 1 0
LABATT 1 29 29 F 1 0
ADDICATT 1 30 30 F 1 0
PSYREATT 1 31 31 F 1 0
PSYSUATT 1 32 32 F 1 0
IRSATT 1 33 33 F 1 0
FINANATT 1 34 34 F 1 0
PAYATT 1 35 35 F 1 0
STATEATT 1 36 36 F 1 g
OTHPSIAT 1 37 37 F 1 ]
OLDPSIAT 1 38 38 F 1 0
CDSATT 1 39 39 F 1 0
OTHATT 1 40 40 F 1 c
DOBMNTH 1 41 42 F 2 0
DOBDAY 1 43 14 F 2 0
DOBYEAR 1 45 66 F 2 0
OFFAGE 1 47 638 F 2 0
OFFSEX 1 49 49 F 1 0
OFFRACE 1 50 50 F 1 0
ALIAS 1 51 51 F 1 0
OFFPOB 1 52 53 F 2 0
OFFRESID 1 54 55 F 2 0
NORECOM 1 56 56 F 1 0
RECLEN 1 57 57 F 1 0
RECDISM 1 58 58 F 1 0
RECNOCUS 1 59 59 F 1 0
RECIMPRI 1 60 60 F 1 0
RECTERM 1 61 61 F 1 0
RECSUSP 1 62 62 F 1 0
RECONCU 1 63 63 F 1 Y
RECHOMOR 1 66 66 F 1 0
RECPLACE 1 65 65 F 1 0
RECPROB 1 66 66 F 1 0
RECRESID 1 67 67 F 1 0
RECCNDIT 1 68 68 F 1 0
RECFINE 1 69 69 F 1 0
RECFSUS 1 70 70 F 1 0
— RECRESTI 1 71 71 F 1 0
RECNOPRB 1 72 72 F 1 ¢
RECMAX 1 73 73 F 1 0
RECDISCH 1 74 74 F 1 0
SCHDMNTH 1 75 76 F 2 0
SCHDDAY 1 77 78 F 2 0
SCHDYEAR 1 79 80 F 2 0
ID2 2 1 5 F 5 0
- CARD2 2 6 7 F 2 0
- ATTORNEY 2 8 8 F 1 0
CUSTSTAT 2 9 9 F 1 G
INATSENT 2 10 10 F 1 0
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BAILAMT
BAILMNTH
BAILDAY
BAILYEAR
ARRMNTH
ARRDAY
A