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Foreword

Original data collection is expensive and time consuming. Often, researchers can devote but a
limited amount of time to the analysis of data they have collected. Rarely can the original data
collectors explore all the policy questions their data permit. The archiving of data not only
permits original findings to be validated by independent investigators but alternative approaches
can be explored at a fraction of the original data collection costs and in considerably shorter time.

For these and other reasons, secondary data analysis is a vital aspect of contemporary public policy
research. The National Institute of Justice is unique among Federal agencies in its requirement
that data sets from the research it supports be delivered to us at the time the project is
completed. This policy has recently been cited as "remarkable" and a model for other research
funding agencies in a report by the National Academy of Sciences.

Reuse and re-examination of these data resources permits a relatively economical exploration of
important policy issues. It brings the analytical talents of a larger number of researchers to bear
on questions of concern to criminal justice practitioners. To the extent that secondary data
analysis confirms the findings of the original research, policy-makers can have greater confidence
in using research findings to inform policies.

This updated and revised resource directory of available data from NIJ supported research is being
widely disseminated to encourage the research community to contribute to and take advantage of
these resources. We consider the scientific endeavor necessary to generate a fully documented
data set on a par with the contribution of published research findings. The advances we have
made since the first edition of this directory was published in 1985 is testimony to the growing
appreciation at NIJ and in the research community for the value of these research products. We
hope that the research community will use this document and the data listed here to improve the
quality of criminal justice research. '
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Introduction

A substantial proportion of National Institute of Justice (NIJ) resources are expended for the
collection and coding of research data. Since 1976, NIJ policy has been to assure that all data
collected by its grantees and contractors are available for secondary analysis. NIJ perceives the
value of this policy to be threefold. First, public policy-making is improved by easy and open
access to the data upon which criminal justice policy issues are discussed and decided. Second,
scientific inquiry is advanced by the sharing of data permitting the verification, refinement, or
refutation of original findings; the examination of additional issues not considered by the original
investigators; and the combination of data from multiple studies. Third, the economical use of
scarce resources is promoted if the substantial costs of data collection and coding are recovered
by multiple research projects.

Secondary analysis of existing research data has long been a major component of the NIJ research
program. A survey in 1983 found that over half of the projects funded by NIJ in that year
involved secondary analysis of existing data. In 1984 NIJ instituted the Summer Research
Fellowship Program with the explicit purpose of encouraging researchers to use existing data to
investigate important policy questions. NIJ support for secondary data analysis is not limited to
this one program, as virtually all NIJ research programs encourage and support the use of existing
data resources. Although NIJ’s data resource policy was praised by the Committee on National
Statistics of the National Research Council, it was not until 1984 that N1J in cooperation with the
Institute of Criminal Justice and Criminology of the University of Maryland at College Park
established a formal Data Resources Program. The program centralized the responsibility and
established procedures for the delivery of data sets to NIJ. The machine-readable data,
codebooks, and other documentation are reviewed for accuracy, completeness, and clarity. The

data and documentation are edited (if necessary) and are then disseminated to public data
archives.

Abstracts

This resource directory provides the research community with a set of abstracts describing all
available NIJ data sets as of Jannary 1990. As in previous editions, each abstract follows a
common and consistent structure. Information on the basic purpose and methodology of the
original research, the unit of observation and the number of records, the number of variables, and
the geographic and temporal coverage of the research is included. Information about the file
structure and important publications derived from the data are also provided.

Data and Codebooks

Machine-readable copies of the NIJ-sponsored data can be obtained from the National Archive
of Criminal Justice Data (NACJD) maintained by the Inter-university Consortium for Political and
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Social Research (ICPSR) at the University of Michigan. The data are available in a variety of
formats including floppy disks and magnetic tapes. Each data file is accompanied by a printed
codebook, which provides detailed information about the nature of the data.

Copies of the codebooks alone can be obtained free of charge from NACID. Requests for data
and codebooks from individuals at ICPSR member institutions should be made through their
ICPSR official representative. All others should contact Dr. Victoria W. Schneider, Director of
NACID, at 1-800-999-0960, or write to her at ICPSR, P.O. Box 1248, Ann Arbor, MI 48106.

Further Information

A number of the data files listed in this resource directory have resulted in final reports published
by the National Institute of Justice. Limited free samples of these publications are available from
the National Criminal Justice Reference Service (NCIJRS). In addition, NCJRS may have other
research reports in its library that were produced from the data files cited in this directory. These
reports are available for minimal fees through interlibrary loan, microfiche, or copy reproduction
services. For further information, write or call:

National Institute of Justice/NCIRS

P.O. Box 6000

Rockville, MD 20850

Telephone 1-800-851-3420

(In the Washington, DC metropolitan area, 301-251-5500)

Revised editions of this resource directory will be produced as the data resources of NIJ expand.
As of this printing, responsibility for the directory passes from the University of Maryland to the
Sociometrics Corporation. Please address any corrections or comments to either:

James Peterson, Director or Pamela Lattimore, Manager
NIJ Data Resources Program NIJ Data Resources Program
Sociometrics Corp. National Institute of Justice
170 State Street, Suite 260 633 Indiana Avenue, N.W.
Los Altos, CA 94022 Washington, DC 20531
Telephone 415-949-3282 Telephone 202-307-0499




Using the Abstracts

The function of the abstract is to provide information for a researcher who may be interested in
using the data set. The intention is to provide sufficient detail so prespective users can decide
whether to request the data or examine the codebook and related documentation. The following
briefly describes the kinds of information that may be found in each abstract.

The project’s principal investigator

Descriptor assigned by the Data Resource Program (it may vary slightly from the ICPSR or NCJIRS
titles)

The institution that received the grant

The grant number assigned by NIJ

Purpose of the Study

The reason the research was conducted, the research hypotheses guiding the research, or the type
of evaluation done is described here.

Methodology
Sources of information:

Source of information indicates where or from whom the data were collected (questionnaires,
other survey instruments, or an existing source of information). When secondary sources were
used, the citation and relevant dates are noted. This includes the date(s) to which data refer as
well as the date of publication of source. For example: the data for 1979 taken from the
Statistical Abstract of the United States 1980.

Sample:

This section describes the population, how the sample was drawn and the sample size. If multiple
samples were selected, a description of each sample or subsample was included.
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Dates of data collection:

The date of data collection is the time period (interval) or periods when the data were actually
gathered. Note this does not include the time period covered specifically by the variables, but
when the researcher actually collected the data.

Summary of Conients
Special characteristics of the study:

These are the distinguishing characteristics of the study. The intent of this section is to describe
what it is that might make these data particularly useful for additional analysis. Exarzples of these
include such things as unique indicators used or special sampling plans employed like oversampling
rare populations, etc.

Description of variables:

This section details the kinds of variables or characteristics collected by the researchers on cases
or observations.

Unit of observation:

The units on which observations were made are defined here. Some studies used only a single
type of observational unit while others collected information on several types. For studies with
multiple units of observation, each unit is listed along with some discussion of how the data are
structured.

Geographic Coverage

This is the location to which the data refer.

File Structure

This section summarizes the physical characteristics of the data set including the number of data
files, unit(s) of observation, number of variables, and number of cases. Descriptions of files that
did not contain data, such as control card files, and machine-readable documentation, have been
omitted. If the data set consists of three or fewer data files, each file is briefly identified and
then listed separately under each of the subcategories by this identifier. Otherwise the data files
are not separately discussed in this section.
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Data Files: This is the number of data files and, where applicable, a brief identifier.

Unit: This is what a case represents. If there are more than one, all are listed.
Where there are three or fewer files, each identifier is listed
with its unit of observation.

Variables: This is either the range of variables or, when there are three or fewer files,
the number of variables in each file. In some cases only the total number of
variables is given.

Cases: Either the range of cases or, when there are three or fewer files, the number
of cases in each file is given.
Reports and Publications
The final report, articles, reports, and documentation generated from the research are listed.

This is not intended to be an exhaustive list of publications, but rather a selection to
direct the reader to sources where more information can be obtained.




Data Sets Available

Alexander Aikman, Mary Elsner Oram and Frederick Miller
The Use of Adjuncts to Supplement Judicial Resources
National Center for State Courts

83-1J-CX-0021

Purpose of the Study

Six judicial adjunct programs, designed to use lawyers as supplemental judicial resources were
evaluated by National Center for State Courts (NCSC) over a 30 months period. This study
evaluated the impacts of the program in six sites: Pima County (Tucson, Arizona), Multnomah
County (Portland, Oregon), Hennepin county (Minneapolis, Minnesota), King County (Seattle,
Washington), Phoenix and State of Connecticut.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data sources varied by site. In each site some data were collected from court case records. In
some of the sites there were mailed questionnaires returned by judges, adjunct attorneys and
litigating attorneys.

Sample:

Various sampling procedures and time frames were employed in the six jurisdictions.

In the Pima County Superior Court (Tucson, Arizona), all of the civil court-trial cases disposed
of by judicial adjuncts or regular judges between January 1984 and March 1985 were selected.
There is also a sample from the civil jury-trial list (civil cases requesting a jury trial). The first
50 cases disposed of each quarter from January 1984 through June 1985 were selected.

In the Multnomah County Circuit Court (Portland, Oregon), ten percent of the cases (252 cases)
with motions for summary judgments heard by judicial adjuncts and regular judges between
January 1983 and December 1985 were selected as the sample.

In the Fourth Judicial District Court in Hennepin County (Minneapolis, Minnesota), the sample
consisted of all of the 1181 civil cases referred to arbitration hearings conducted by adjunct

attorneys from September 1985 to June 1986.

6
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In the Superior Court of King County (Seattle, Washington), the sample included 27 panelists
(including regular judges and adjunct attorneys) and 44 litigating attorneys who responded to a
mailed questionnaire. '

In the Arizona Court of Appeals in Phoenix, the sample was the 1703 civil appeals (with and

without oral arguments), that were disposed of by adjunct attorneys and judges between 1983 and
198s5.

In the Superior Court of Connecticut a sample was selected from all of the civil cases referred
to the trial reference program in three superior courts (New Haven, Bridgeport and Waterbury)
from January 1984 through June 1985. There is also a sample of regular judges, trial adjunct
attorneys, litigating attorneys, and their clients who responded to mailed questionnaires.
Dates of data collection:

1983 - 1986

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

This multi-site study is one of the major attempts to evaluate the impacts of judicial adjuncts
program on court system at the county level and the state level. The data set is valuable in that
it provides information on case processing variables and collect opinions from different kinds of
program participants.

Description of variables:

The court data include information on type of case, date of trial, type of judge, type of
disposition, date of disposition, etc. For the questionnaire data, information includes experience
with the program, satisfaction, and ideas for changes.

Unit of observation:

There are three different units of observation in this study: (1) civil trial case (2) trial judge,
including regular judge and adjunct attorney and (3) litigating attorney.

Geographic Coverage:

Pima County (Tucson, Arizona), Multnomah County (Portland, Oregon), King County (Seattle,
Washington), Hennepin County (Minneapolis, Minnesota), Phoenix, and state of Connecticut



Apao , NIJ Data Resources
February 1990

File Structure

Data files: 10

Unit: civil trial case, trial judge and litigating attorney
- Variables: 17 - 68 per file
Cases: 16 - 1703 per file

Reports and Publications

Aikman, A. B., Oram, M. E., and Miller, F. G. (1987). Friends of the Court: Lawyers as
Supplemental Judicial Resources. Williamsburg, Virginia: National Center for State
Courts.

William K. Apao
Improving Prison Classification Procedures in Vermont: Applying An Interaction Model
Vermont State Department of Corrections

84-1J-CX-0027

Purpose of the Study

The objective of this project was to develop and test an interactive model for classifying prisoners.
The model includes person variables, environmental or situation variables and prison-environ-
mental interaction variables to predict offender behaviors such as risk of escape, misconduct, and
risk of violence. The purpose of the model was to enhance the predictive validity of the National
Institute of Corrections (NIC) classification system which was being used in Vermont prisons.

Methodology
Sources of information:
Data were drawn from records of the Vermont State Department of Corrections, including

inmate’s demographic and sentencing information, prison characteristics, scores from the NIC
custody classification and reclassification instruments, and scores from a needs assessment form.
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Sample:

Data were collected from 982 inmates incarcerated in Vermont state correctional facilities who
had at least 30 days to serve and who appeared on a facility "headcount" between March 1983 and
June 1985.

Headcounts were entered into the Department of Corrections computer quarterly in 1983 and
monthly thereafter which resulted in under-representation of short-term inmates (i.e., those with
sentences of less than 90 days) in 1983, but not in 1984 or 1985. The initial computer listing
generated approximately 1200 names. Elimination of duplicate names due to aliases, cases for
which no case file could be found, and cases with excessive missing data, resulted in a final
sample of 982 inmates. The median age of the sample was 25 with a range of 15 to 69. Males
comprised 97.5% of the sample and exhibited a median minimum sentence of one year and a
median maximum sentence of three years.

Dates of data collection:

January 1985 - August 1985

Summary of Contents
Special characteristics of the study:

The data set includes both person-specific and situational/environmental variables so that the
interaction between individuals and their environments can be examined. The data set also
includes a repeated measures design component: reclassification data were collected approximately
every 90 days on each inmate (up to a maximum of eight reclassifications after the initial one).
Outcomes were measured by incidents of inmate misconduct (up to six disciplinary reports per
inmate). Dates of events (classifications, assessments, disciplinary reports, and releases) were
recorded so that construction and validation subsamples could be divided by a "cut-off" date
method. This information also allows time-to-failure models to be constructed.

Description of variables:

The data file includes scores from the NIC custody classification and reclassification instruments,
scores from a needs assessment, sentencing information, and characteristics of the prison in which
the inmate was housed.

Person variables include a unique ID number, gender, date of birth, dates of the initial and eight
subsequent reclassifications. Scores from custody classification forms include items on institutional
violence history, severity of current offense, prior assaultive offense history, escape history,
alcohol/drug abuse, and prior felony convictions. Needs assessment information was collected in
the following areas: academic, vocational, employment, financial management, family relationships,
emotional stability, companions, alcohol, drugs, sexual behavior, mental ability, health, and use of
leisure time. Situational/environmental variables include sentencing data (minimum and maximum
sentences, scheduled release date, proportion of minimum sentence served as of classification -
date), information on the facility, inmate’s security level, freedom of movement, physical and social

9
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February 1990

density of the facility, and inmate/staff ratio. Outcome variables include dates of each disciplinary
report (up to a maximum of six reports), and seriousness of misconduct.

Unit of observation:

Inmate

Geographic Coverage

Vermont

File Structure

Data files: 1

Unit: _ Inmate
Variables:; 617
Cases: 982

Reports ahd Publications

Apao, W. K. (1987). Improving Prison Classification Procedures: Application of An Interaction
Model. (Unpublished final report submitted to the National Institute of Justice).

James Austin
~ llinois Forced Release Study
National Council on Crime and Delinquency

83-1J-CX-K026

Purpose of the Study
Between July 1980 and December 1983 in response to a prison crowding crisis, approximately two-

thirds of the inmates released by the Illinois Department of Correction (IDOC) were discharged
prior to'serving their expected sentence. This study was designed to evaluate the effects of this
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early release program on prisoners, prison populations, offense rates, local criminal justice systems
and the general public.

Methodology
Sources of information:

Data were drawn primarily from the inmate’s institutional "jacket" and the FBI arrest rap sheet
records routinely collected and maintained by local court, correctional, and law enforcement
agencies.

Sample:

The sample consists of inmates released one year prior to the start-up of the early release
program (June 1980) and for 30 months thereafter. A total of 1600 inmates were randomly
selected from the IDOC automatic information system’s records of inmates released between July
1979 and December 1982. Of these, inmate jackets were located for 1557 cases and arrest history
information was available for 1430 of the cases. Of the 1557 inmates included in the study, 355
were released prior to June 1, 1980. The remaining 1202 inmates were released during the
operation of the program. Not all of these were early releasees; some served their normal
expected sentence.

Dates of data collection:

Circa 1983

Summary of Contents
Special characteristics of the study:

The files contain extensive FBI arrest history information and other personal and social indicators
of inmates released from a state prison system. These data are available for three comparison
groups: a sample of prisoners who served their regular sentences prior to the "forced release"
program; a group that served regular sentences after the implementation of the program; and a
group of inmates who were released early under the program (i.e., before serving their full
sentences).

Description of variables:

The inmate jacket file contains 94 variables for each inmate on social and personal characteristics,
criminal history, risk scales, court decisions for each offense, institutional conduct, prior release
and return records, method of release, condition of supervision and parole violation records. The
arrest file includes 22 variables file which describes the type and number of charges at arrest, case
disposition of each charge, probation length, incarceration length, admission and release dates and

_release type.
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Austin & Krisberg, Differential Confinement NIJ Data Resources

Unit of observation:

February 1990

Inmates in the releasee file; arrests in the arrest-level file.

Geographic Coverage

Itlinois

File Structure

Data files:
Unit:

Variables:

Cases:

2; (1) Release.Raw, (2) Arrest.Raw
Release.Raw, individual inmate
Arrest.Raw, arrest

Release.Raw, 94

Arrest.Raw, 22

Release, 1557

Arrest, 17361

Reports and Publications

Austin, J., Krisberg B., and Litsky P. (1984). Using early releage"?;.go relieve prison crowding:
A dilemma in public policy. Crime and Delinquency, 32, 405-502.

James Austin and Barry Krisberg

Differential Use of Jail Confinement in Three Califomia Counties

National Council on Crime and Delinquency

81-1J-CX-0068

Purpose of the Study

This is study of a cohort of inmates in three California county jails: San Francisco, Los Angeles
and Yolo. Subsamples of (1) unsentenced inmates, (2) unsentenced izmates held more than 72
hours, and (3) sentenced inmates were followed from admission to final court disposition.
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Methodology
Sources of information:

The data were collected from jail, municipal and superior court records, California criminal history
files, U.S. Department of Justice public use data files, and FBI arrest rap sheets, and inmate
interviews in Los Angeles.

Sample:

Sampling procedures vary by group and location:

(1) Unsentenced inmates - Systematic sample drawn at the point of booking at jail. Sampling
fractions vary by jurisdiction.

(2) Unsentenced inmates held more than 72 hours - Systematic samples with sampling fractions
that vary by jurisdiction were drawn at the point of booking. Those who had not been taken
in the first sample and who met the 72 hour criterion were taken.

(3) Sentenced sample - Inmates in the sentenced group were sampled at the time of release from
jail. Sampling fractions varied by jurisdiction.

A total of about 700 inmates were selected at each site over a 12-month period. Each sampled

group contained between 200 and 300 inmates.

Dates of data collection:

1982 - 1983

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

For three groups of inmates, this study provides detailed information on inmates’ characteristics,
the length of time they stay in jail, their methods of release, the conditions of release, disciplinary
violations and types of program participation while in jail.

Description of variables:

The file contains 95 variables for each inmate including information about inmate’s demographic
characteristics, current offenses, prior records, confinement conditions, disciplinary problems, time
and method of release, and nature and time of disposition.

A table in the codebook provides general information for each site: population characteristics, jail
characteristics, and crime and arrest rates, type of residency, average daily jail population, annual
jail admission, proportion pretrial, FBI indexed crime rates and felony arrest rates.

Unit of observation:

In the inmate-based file, observations are individuals.
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Austin & Krisberg, Supervised Pre-Trial Release NIJ Data Resources
‘ February 1990

Geographic Coverage:

Three California counties: San Francisco, Los Angeles and Yolo.

File Structure

Data files: 1; Inmate.Raw
Unit: inmate
Variables: 95

Cases: 2103

Reports and Publications

Austin, J. and Krisberg B. (1984). Differential Use of Jail Confinement in California: Executive
Summary. San Francisco: National Council on Crime and Delinquency.

Austin, J. and Krisberg B. (1984). Differential Use of Jail Confinement in California: Final
Report. San Francisco: National Council on Crime and Delinquency.

James Austin and Barry Krisberg
Evaluation of Supervised Pretrial Release Programs in Three Cities
National Council on Crime and Delinquency

80-17-CX-K014

Purpose of the Study

This experiment, conducted in Miami, Milwaukee and Portland, was designed to assess the effects
of different types of supervised pretrial release (SPR). Four major types of effects were
examined: (1) defendants’ behaviors while awaiting trial--failure to appear and arrests for new
offenses; (2) the costs of SPR to victims and the criminal justice system, (3) pretrial release
practices, and (4) jail populations .
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NIJ Data Resources Austin & Krisberg, Supervised Pre-Trial Release
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Methodology
The study produced four different data bases:

(1) Supervised Release Information System (SRIS)
(2) Arrest Data Base

(3) Retrospective Data Base

(4) Jail Population Data Base

Sources of information:

(1) Supervised Release Information System (SRIS) - Based on intake and release forms
completed by on-site evaluators trained by project staff.

(2) Arrest Data Base - Police reports.

(3) Retrospective Data Base - Intake and release forms.

(4) Jail Population Data Base - Infermation supplied by the three research sites.

Sample:

(1) Supervised Release Information System (SRIS) - 3232 felony defendants were selected from
the three sites between 1980 and 1982 and included those who were unable to gain pretrial
release due to the seriousness of their prior records, but were judged by the court to be
suitable for release with supervision. Of these, 1692 cases entered the experimental program.

(2) Arrest Data Base - 245 arrests involving 205 SPR defendants during the experimental period.

(3) Retrospective Data Base - Random sample of approximately 400 felony defendants drawn
from booking logs in each site for 1980 and again for 1981. The 1980 sample was drawn
from a list of 1258 defendants in the 12-month period prior to project start-up. The 1981
sample was selected from 1040 defendants in the 12-month period the SPR program was in
operation. This sample provides baseline data that can be compared with the SRIS database.

(4) Jail Population Data Base - Monthly observations for periods of time that vary by site.

Miami - January 1979 to October 1981
Milwaukee - December 1979 to August 1981
Portland - January 1980 to November 1981

Dates of data collecticit:

1980 - 1982

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

This study provides detailed information about criminal histories and arrest while awaiting trial for
a selected group of defendants who are awaiting trial. There are also data on services provided
between arrest and disposition.
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Austin & Krisberg, Supervised Pre-Trial Release NIJ Data Resources
February 1990

Description of variables:

(1) Supervised Release Information System (SRIS) - The intake data set contains information on
current arrest, criminal record, socio-economic status, ties with the community, contacts with
. mental health and substance abuse facilities, and pretrial release decisions. The release data
sheet contains information on services provided, intensity of supervision, termination from
program, personal characteristics at termination, criminal charges at disposition, new charges
resulting from arrests while under pre-trial status.
(2) Arrest Data Base - 115 variables including type and number of crimes committed by SRP
defendants, property costs to victims, personal injury costs, court disposition for each offense.
(3) Retrospective Data Base - 52 variables including charges filed and method of release personal
characteristics, length of pre-trial incarceration, bail, and whether the defendant was re-booked
during the pre-trial period, charge at disposition, sentence, total court appearances, and total
FTA’s.
(4) Jail Population Data Base - monthly counts of jail population and average daily population.

Unit of observation:

(1) Supervised Release Information System (SRIS) - defendants (2) Arrest Data Base - arrests
(3) Retrospective Data Base - defendants
(4) Jail Population Data Base - months

Geographic Coverage

Dade county (Miami), Florida; Milwaukee county, Wisconsin; Multnomah county (Portland),
Washington.

File Structure

Data files: 11 files are included in four data bases:
(1) defendant data base
(2) arrest data base
(3) retrospective data base
(4) jail population data base
Unit: Defendant, defendant
Arrest, single arrest
Retrospective, defendant

Jail, month
Variables: 10 to 141 per file
Cases: 20-3232 per file

The defendant data base consists of three data files: intake, release and merged files. The intake
file has 3232 cases with 6 records per case. The release file contains 1699 cases with 9 records
per case. The merged file combines intake and release files and has 1672 cases with 15 records
per case.

16



NIJ Data Resources . Austin & Krisberg, Superviséd Pre-Trial Release
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The arrest data base has only one data file which contains 2695 cases with 11 records per case.
Each case represents a single arrest so that number of cases determine the number of pretrial
arrests for a defendant.

The retrospective data base has two data files. The Retro.Raw file contains 2415 cases with five
records per case. The Redup.Raw includes 28 cases with 5 records per case.

The jail population data base consists of three data files. Each file has one record per case.
There are 34 cases in the Miami file , 20 cases in the Milwaukee file and 23 cases in the
Portland file. Each case has one record.

Note: Not all files listed above that were provided by the original investigators are completely
documented. Also, the number of records for some files is greater than the number of expected
records for unknown reasons.

Reports and Publications

Austin, J., Krisberg B. and Litsky P. (1984). Evaluation of the Field Test of Supervised Pretrial
Release: Final Report. San Francisco: National Council on Crime and Delinquency.

Austin, J., Krisberg B. and Litsky P. (1984). Supervised Pretrial Release Test Design
Evaluation: Executive Summary. San Francisco: National Council on Crime and
Delinquency.

Austin, J. and Litsky P. (1984). Evaluation of Pre-Trial Supervised Release Program: Final
Evaluation Design Report. San Francisco: National Council on Crime and Delinquency.
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Terry Baumer and Michael D. Carrington
Robbery of Financial Institutions

School of Public and Environmental Affairs, Indiana University at Indianapolis, Indianapolis,
Indiana : -

83-17-CX-0056

Purpose of the Study

The goals of this study were to provide information on robbery related security measures
employed by financial institutions, to-identify factors which contribute to their robbery and to study
the correlates of case disposition and sentence length of convicted robbers. :

Methodolegy
Sources of information:

This study contains two data bases: the office-based data and the incident-based data. Data for
financial offices were obtained through personal interviews with appropriate bank employees and
field observations of each banking institution in the sample. Incident data were collected from
personal interviews with appropriate bank employees of victim offices. Additional data on
offender and offense characteristics were gleaned from the FBI report associated with each
robbery incident. Data concerning the disposition of each case were collected in cooperation with
the FBI and local law enforcement agencies.

Sample:

The office-based file included both victim and nonvictim banking institutions. Victim institutions
included banks and savings and loans which were robbed in the state of Indiana between January
1, 1982 and June 30, 1984, which amounted to 223 robberies occurring in 163 offices. A
comparison group of 200 financial institutions were randomly selected from the remaining
nonvictim offices in Indiana. Five of the 200 nonvictim sample were not included in the file
because their data were not available. The resuiiing sample of 358 offices comprises 18% of the
total 1968 financial institutions in the state of Indiana. The incident- based file included a
population of all bank robberies occurred between January 1, 1982 and June 30, 1984 in the 163
offices.
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Dates of data collection:

Initial data collection on bank and offense characteristics were done between June and October
1984. The incident disposition data were collected between January and June of 1985.

Summary of Contents
Special characteristics of the study:

This study was designed to compare a group of banking institutions that had been robbed with
another group of bank offices which had not been victimized by robbery. Field observations were
conducted at each financial offices to gather observable information about the office site and
surrounding environment. In addition to the data on banking institutions, the study also contains
incident related data on offense and offender characteristics as well as information on case
disposition.

Description of variables:

The office-based file includes variables designed to measure general office characteristics, staff
preparation and training, security measures, characteristics of the area in which the banking
institution is located, and the robbery history of each institution. The incident-based file includes
merged data of victim offices from the office-based file, robbery incident data and case disposition
data. The merged office data contain the identical variables as those available in the office-based
file. The robbery incident data include variables such as the robber’s method of operation and
behavior, the employee’s reaction, the characteristics of the office at the time of the robbery and
the apprehension of the offender(s). Variables in the disposition data are status of investigation,
reasons involved in solving the robbery, reasons for cases not being solved, status of prosecution,
ultimate prosecution and sentence length in months.

Unit of observation:

Financial institutions and robbery incidents

Geographic Coverage
Indiana

File Structure
Data files: 2; office and incident
Unit: 1, bank office
2, robbery incident
Variables: office, 194;
incident, 364
Cases: office, 358;
incident, 223
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Reports and Publications

Baumer, T., Carrington, M. D. and Marshman, E. (1986). The Robbery of Financial
Institutions. Final report. Washington, DC: National Institute of Justice.

David H. Bayley
Effectiveness of Police Response: Denver, Colorado, 1982
The Police Foundation, Washington, DC

81-1J-CX-0082

Purpose of the Study

Data were collected to evaluate police behavior and response patterns in Denver, Colorado during
(1) domestic disputes, and (2) traffic disturbances.

Methodology
Sources of information:

Data on police behavior during domestic disputes and traffic disturbances were collected by field
observation.

Sample:
The data were collected from a sampling of officer patrol shifts, stratified by precinct and shift.
Dates of data collection:

June through September, 1982
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Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

This study is unique in that it is a systematic study of the effect of different police responses to
domestic and traffic disturbances.

Description of variables:

Variables in the domestic dispute file include: type of

disturbance, manner of investigation, designation of police response, and situational variables of
setting and participants (victims, bystanders, suspects). In the traffic disturbance file variables
include: incident description, police contact, demeanor of participants, and situation resolution.

Unit of observation:

Incidents of domestic disputes and traffic disturbances

Geographic Coverage

Denver, Colorado

File Structure

Data files: 2; (1) domestic (2) traffic
Unit: Domestic disputes and traffic disturbances
Variables: Domestic file, 404
Traffic file, 210
Cases: Domestic file, 93
Traffic file, 164

Reports and Publications

Bayley, D. H. (1983). The Tactical Choices of Patrol Policemen. Unpublished manﬁscript,
Washington, DC: Police Foundation.
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Raymond Bell, Elizabeth H. Conrad, Barbara Gazze, Scott C. Greenwood, J. Gary Lutz and
Robert J. Suppa

Leaming Deficiencies Among Adult Inmates, 1982: Louisiand, Pennsylvania, and Washington
Lehigh University, Bethlehem, Pennsylvania

81-1J-CX-0014

Purpose of the Study

This study examined the relationship between learning disability, educational and intellectual
achievement and criminal activity. '

Methodology
Sources of information:

Data were acquired from incarcerated adult prison inmates through personal interviews,
questionnaires, and achievement tests.

Sample:

Initially, one state (Pennsylvania) was chosen for site visits and tests. Three institutions (two male
and one female) were purposively selected on the basis of size, security status, and type of
offender. Random samples of inmates were drawn from a list of all who were expected to be
incarcerated through the end of 1982. Computer generated random numbers were used to select
the potential subjects. Participation was voluntary. Since the number of inmates who were
identified as having learning deficiencies constituted greater than 25% of those tested two
additional states were added to the study. Louisiana and Washington, were selected and the
whole process was repeated, resulting in a total of nine institutions in the three states. The
response rate ranged from a high of 73% in Pennsylvania to 23% in Washington. To ascertain
whether any sampling bias was introduced, information was gathered on a randomly selected group
of inmates who were in the original sample but who chose not to participate. These data were
gathered from the institutional records and comparisons were made with the participants in the

-study. It was found that it is likely that the report may underestimate the true numbers of
learning deficient inmates in the population.
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Dates of data collection:

January 1982 through January 1983

Summary of Contents
Special characteristics of the study:

This study contains a wealth of data on the intellectual and achievement ability of adult inmates
in three states. Psychological tests were used to measure academic achievement, and ability and
disability in learning.

Description of variables:

The data describe adult prison inmates in terms of their personal history (educational, family,
criminal) and performance on ability tests and tests designed to diagnose learning disabilities. The
following seven groups of variables were collected: (a) demographic variables (age, sex, race,
employment history); (b) criminal justice history variables (offenses committed, prior institutionali-
zations, juvenile commitments); (c) educational background variables (years of formal education,
academic and vocational programming while incarcerated, previous diagnoses of learning
disabilities and prior achievement test results); (d) family background variables (childhood home
situation, structure of childhood family, childhood problems); (€) academic achievement variables
(as measured by the Test of Basic Education); (f) Ability variables (as measured by the Wechsler
Adult Intelligence Scale); and, (g) Disability variables (as measured by the Mann-Suiter Disabilities
Screening Test).

Unit of observation:

Inmate

Geographic Coverage

Louisiana, Pennsylvania and Washington

File Structure

Data files: 1

Unit: Inmate
Variables: 111
Cases: 1065
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Reports and Publications

Bell, R., Conrad, E. H., Gazze, B., Greenwood, S. C., Lutz, J. G. and Suppa, R. J. (1983).
The Nature and Prevalence of Learning Deficiencies Among Adult Inmates. Washington,
DC: National Institute of Justice.

Richard A. Berk and Lawrence W. Sherman
Specific Deterrent Effects of Arrest: The Minneapolis Domestic Violence Experiment, 1981-1982
The Police Foundation, Washington, DC

80-1J-CX-0042

Purpose of the Study

The purpose of this field experiment was to examine the Speciﬁc deterrent effect of arrest for
domestic assault.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data for this field experiment mvolvmg police response to domestic disputes mclude interviews
with the participants jnvolved in the disputes and police arrest records.

Sample:

All calls between March 17, 1981 and August 1, 1982 to the police concerning misdemeanant
domestic violence incidents where both parties were present were randomly assigned to three
treatments: (a) separation; (b) mediation; and, (c) arrest. Cases with life threatening or severe
injury were excluded. The study focused on 330 domestic violence incidents occurring in
Minneapolis.

Dates of data collection:

March 1981 through September 1982
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Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

These data represent the results of a field experiment on the deterrent effects of different police
responses to domestic disturbances. The specific deterrent effect of arrest for domestic assault
was compared with two other police responses to domestic disturbances, advising the couple, or
sending the assaulter away from the scene for eight hours.

Description of variables:

There are nine data files included in the study: the initial police contact; initial interview with the
victim; follow-up interview (up to twelve follow-up interviews were done); suspect information;
repeat (initial interviews with victims of repeat incidents); CCNLog (more data from the police
reports); recaplog (summarizing the cases where an arrest was made); dispatch; and rapsheet.
Variables in the files include socio-economic and demographic characteristics of suspect and
victim, victim-offender relationship, nature of the domestic argument, presence or absence of
weapons, presence of violence, alcohol use, and the nature and extent of police response.

Unit of observation:

Domestic assault incident

Geographic Coverage

Minneapolis, Minnesota

File Structure

Data files: 9

Unit: Domestic assault incident
Variables: 15 - 347 per file
Cases: 330

Reports and Publications

Sherman, L. W. and Berk, R. A. (1984). The Specific Deterrent Effects of Arrest for
Domestic Assault. American Sociological Review, 49(2), 261-272.
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Michael K. Block and Frederick C. Nold
Deterrent Effect of Antitrust Enforcement: The Ready-Mix Concrete Industry, 1970-1980
Rhodes Associates, Palo Alto, California

80-11-CX-0105

Purpose of the Study

Data were collected to explore the relationship between profit levels in the concrete industry and
the U.S. Department of Justice’s antitrust enforcement activities in nineteen cities over an eleven-
year period. The project was undertaken to replicate a study of the deterrent effect of DOJ
enforcement activities on price-fixing in the bread industry (see Block, Nold, and Sidak, 1981).

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were compiled from published sources including the Engineering News Record; the Bureau
of Labor Statistics’ Industry Wage Survey, Employment and Eamings, Geographic Profiles of
Employment and Unemployment, and Consumer Energy Prices; the Oil and Gas Journal, the Bureau
of Census’ Housing Units Authorized by Building Permits and Public Contracts; and the Statistical
Abstract of the U.S. Information on the number of antitrust criminal actions was taken from
Clabault and Block (1981).

Sample:

The data collection is a pooled time-series of cross-sections: nineteen cities over a period of 11
years (i.e., 1970-1980, although data for 1969 is available for a limited number of variables).
Three files of varying units of time (months, quarter, and years) are available.

Dates of data collection:

1980-1981
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Summary of Contents
Special characteristics of the study:

Composed mainly of published aggregate data on costs and prices, profits and estimates of
collusive markups in an industry can be calculated and related to antitrust enforcement efforts
with this data set.

Description of the variables:

Variables include measures of wages and materials costs, prices of concrete products, number of
building permits issued, gasoline prices, the consumer price index, number of laborers employed,
unemployment rates, measures of change in the Department of Justice’s Antitrust Division budget,
change in the number of DOJ permanent enforcement personnel, and number of antitrust
criminal actions initiated by DOJ against ready-mix users, producers of related products, producers
of substitutes for ready-mix products, and ready-mix producers.

Unit of observation:

Year: repeated annual measures of cities (city-years)

Quarter: repeated quarterly measures of cities (city-quarters) Month: repeated monthly measures
of cities (city-months)

Geographic Coverage

Atlanta, GA, Baltimore, MD, Birmingham, AL, Boston, MA, Chicago, 1L, Cincinnati, OH,
Cleveland, OH, Dallas, TX, Denver, CO, Detroit, MI, Kansas City, MO, Los Angeles, CA,
Minneapolis, MN, New York, NY, Philadelphia, PA, Pittsburgh, PA, St. Louis, MO, San Francisco,
CA, and Seattle, WA.

File Structure

Data files: 3; Month, Quarter, Year.
Unit: Month, city-months
Quarter, city-quarters
Year, city-years
Variables: Month, 32
Quarter, 37
Year, 35
Cases: Month, 2736
Quarter, 836
Year, 228
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Reports and Publications

- Clabault, J. M. and Block, M. K. (1981). Sherman Act Indictments, 1955-1980. New York:
Federal Legal Publications.

Block, M. K., Nold, F. C,, and Sidak, J. G. (1981). The deterrent effect of antltrust
enforcement. Joumal of Political Economy, 89(3), 429-445.

[Note: These publications are listed for use as background sources of information, but
neither report analyses based on the Ready-Mix Concrete data.]

Alfred Blumstein and Jacqueline Cohen
Adult Criminal Careers, Michigan: 1974-1977
Carnegie-Mellon University

79-NI-AX-0121

Purpose of the Study

These data were collected to develop estimates of the extent and variation of criminal offense
patterns by individual offenders. The data summarize the arrest histories of Michigan adults for
the years 1974-1977.

Methodology

Sources of information:

The data are taken from computerized criminal history files of the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion.

'?ES‘ample:

The sample consists of the adult criminal records of all individuals 17 years of age or older
arrested in Michigan from 1974 to 1977. The primary criterion for inclusion in the sample was

at least one arrest in Michigan for murder, rape, robbery, aggravated assault, burglary, or auto
theft.
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Dates of data collection:

Not available

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

The organization of this data set by the individual allows the opportunity to conduct longitudinal
analyses of individual offending patterns. For each case included in the sample, the arrest history
was recorded, including data on all recorded arrests through 1977, regardless of offense type. The
full data set includes records for 41,191 individuals for a total of 200,007 arrests. The data are
organized by individual, including demographic data on the individual, followed by information
from the individual’s arrest record in chronological order.

Description of variables:

The data include descriptive information on all arrests through 1977 for each individual in the
sample. Variables include birth date, birth place, sex, and race. The arrest variables include the

date of the arrest, the offenses charged, the disposition (convicted, dismissed, or acquitted), and
the sentence.

Unit of observation:

Individual adult offenders

Geographic Coverage

Michigan

File Structure

Data files: 1

Unit: Individual adult offenders
Variables: 57

Cases: 41,191

Reports and Publications

Blumstein, A. and Cohen, J. (1987). Characterizing criminal careers. Science, 237(August),
985-991. '

Blumstein, A. and Cohen, J. (1982). Analysis of Criminal Careers from an Incapacitative
Perspective. (Unpublished working paper). Pittsburgh: Carnegie Mellon University.

29



Blumstein & Cohen, New York NIJ Data Resources
' February 1990

- Blumstein, A., Cohen, J. and Hsieh, P. (1982). The Duration of Adult Criminal Careers.
(Unpublished final report to the National Institute of Justice). Pittsburgh: Carnegie
Mellon University.

Alfred Blumstein and Jacqueline Cohen
Adult Career Criminals: New York, 1972-1983
School of Urban and Public Affairs, Camnegie-Mellon University

82-1]-CX-0062

Purpose of the Study

The objectives of the study were: (1) to develop prediction criteria for career criminals based
solely on offense related variables; and (2) evaluate the potential incapacitative effects of
sentencing.

Methodology

Sources of information:

The data were obtained from Computerized Criminal History file maintained by the New York
State Division of Criminal Justice Services.

Sample:

There are two samples that include adult offenders aged 16 or older who were arrested in New
York State between 1972 and 1976. The first includes all adults arrested for the offenses of
murder, rape, robbery, aggravated assault or burglary in the general areas of New York State
during the sample years (for selected high-density counties in the New York City metropolitan
area, the sampling fraction was .5). The second includes all adults arrested for larceny or auto
theft in Albany or Erie counties during the sample years. Data are available for both samples
through April 1983 when data collection was terminated.

Dates of data collection:

1983
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Summary of Contents
Special characteristics of the study:

The data set provides information on prior record and followup records for a large sample of
adults arrested in New York state.

Description of variables:

The files contain information on arrestees (person level) and descriptions of each arrest (arrest
level) through April 1983. At the person level, 14 variables are available on items such as sex,
race, age, and number of arrests. At the arrest level, 16 variables are available including date and
place of arrest, arrest charged, number of multiple counts, court disposition of charges, type and
length of sentence (if any).

Unit of observation:

The data can be analyzed at two different levels: person and arrest.

Geographic Coverage

New York

File Structure

Data files: 2;

Unit: person (level 1) and arrest (level 2)°
Variables: 30, each file
Cases: 129,010 and 12,555

“The data are organized hierarchically in two levels: (1) a person record, and (2) one or more
arrest records. Each of the two data files has a variable number of records per case. The
number of records is dependent on the number of arrests an arrestee had.

Reports and Publications

Not available

SV
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William J. Bowers, Jon Hirsch, Jack McDevitt, and Glenn L. Pierce
Effects of Foot Patrol Policing in Boston
Northeastern University, Boston, Massachusetts

84-1J-CX-K035

Purpose of the Study

The Boston Police Department implemented a new foot patrol plan in March, 1983. This study
attempted to evaluate its impact on incidents of crime and neighborhood disturbances.

Methodology
Sources of information:

Monthly data on "911" calls for police seivices were obtained from the records of the computer
aided dispatch (CAD) system maintained by the Boston Police Department.

Sample:

The sample consists of all calls for service and police activity data recorded in the Boston Police
Department’s CAD system for relatively small geographical reporting areas (GRAs) in the city of
Boston between January 1977 and July 1985.

The data are stored in four separate files according to type of data, time-period and set of
reporting areas. The first file contains monthly data on calls for service in 886 geographical
reporting areas (GRA) over the period from January 1977 to October 1984 (94 months x 886
areas = 83,284 cases). The second file contains police activity logs for 738 GRAs in a 25-month
period (March 1981 to March 1983) prior to the foot patrol intervention. The third file covers
police activity for a period following the foot patrol intervention (March 1983 through October
1984) for 388 GRAs. The fourth file includes police activity data in 94 areas across the period
from May 1978 to July 1985.

Dates of data collection:

1984 to 1985 (approximately)
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Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

Crime report data and police patrol activity data were collected on a large number of relatively
small geographic units both before and after a change in foot patrol staffing in Boston.

Description of the variables:

The first file includes information on service calls by types of criminal offenses, types of
community disturbances and response priority of the incidents. The second and third files contain
information on patrol time used in each of the three daily shifts during the pre and post
intervention periods. The fourth file contains similar information as those in the pre and post
intervention files, but its coverage period is longer than files 2 and 3. Variables in the patrol
activity files (files 2-4) are identical.

Unit of observation:

Geographical reporting area - month.

Geographic Coverage

Boston, Massachusetts

File Structure

Data files: 4

Unit: geographical reporting area by month
Variables: 10 - 25 per file
Cases: 8,178 - 83,284 per file

Reports and Publications

Bowers, W.J. and Hirsch, JH. (1987). The Impact of Foot Patrol Staffing on Crime and
Disorder in Boston. American Journal of Police, 6(1), 17-44.
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Richard Alfred Bradshaw
Cross Validation of Iowa Offender Risk Assessment Model
Michigan State University, East Lansing, Michigan

85-1J-CX-0035

FPurpose of the Study

This study attempted to cross-validate the 1984 and 1985 versions of the Iowa model for assessing
risk of offending while on parole by applying it to a Michigan sample of male parolees over a
follow-up period of two and half years.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data on parolees’ characteristics and criminal histories were obtained from criminal files
maintained by the Program Bureau of the Michigan Department of Corrections (DOC). When
DOC data on the criminal records were not available for parolees, they were collected from the
state police rap sheet records.

Sample:

A simple random sample of 676 male parolees. was selected from the populaiion of 4084 inmates
released on parole by the Michigan Parole Department during calendar year 1980.

Dates of data collection:

Circa 1985 to 1986

Summary of Contents
Special characteristics of the study:
These data allow for the actuarial prediction of felonious recidivism of male parolees over a two

and half year follow-up parole period. Different measures of predictors such as prior criminal
history, current offense, substance abuse history, age and recidivism on parole are available.
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Description of the variables:

The first file contains parolee’s information on demographics, drug use history, prior criminal
history, risk scores, parole history. The second file includes parolees’ detailed criminal histories
on the total number of violent and non-violent felony arrests and dates, charges and dispositions
of each arrest with a maximum of eight arrests.

Unit of observation:

Parolees

Geographic Coverage

State of Michigan

File Structure

Data files: 2; Parolee and Crimes

Unit: parolee

Variables: Parolee; 38
Crimes; 112

Cases: Parolee; 676
Crimes; 617

Reports and Publications
Bradshaw, R. A. (1986). Multivariate Actuarial Prediction of Felonious Recidivism of Male

Parolees: Comparative Cross-Validation. of Two Risk Assessment Models on a
Michigan Sample. Unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Michigan State University.
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George M. Camp and LeRoy Gould

Advancing General Deterrence Theory: The Influence of Sanctions and Opportunities on Rates of
Bank Robbery

Criminal Justice Institute, Inc., Springhill West, NY

79-NI-AX-0117

Purpose of the Study

This study was designed to explain variations in crime and to examine the deterrent effects of
sanctions combining the effects of economic and sociological independent variables. The study
concentrated primarily on bank robberies, but it also examined burglaries and other kinds of
robberies over the period 1970 -1975.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were collected from many sources: (1) FBI’s Uniform Crime Reports; (2) National Crime
Survey data; (3) FBI Bank Robbery Division - state statistics; (4) FBI Bank Robber Unit -
individual statistics; (5) US Census; (6) Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statistics; (7) FBI’s NCIC
CCH data file tape; (8) Federal Regulatory Agencies - FDIC and Federal Home Loan Bank
Board; (9) data collected by Thomas F. Pogue, Department of Economics, University of Iowa,
“An Econometric Analysis of the Deterrent Effects of Arrest and Imprisonment," supported by NIJ
grant #79-NI-AX-0015, (see page 196); and, (10) Statistical Abstract of the United States.

Sample:

The data collection is a pooled cross-sectional time-series of bank robberies in 50 states over a
period of 6 years (1970 - 1975), resulting in 300 observations.

Dates of data collection:

Not available
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Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

The research design combined variables from three different perspectives in order to examine the
effects of sanctions on robberies: (1) economic - certainty, severity, immediacy of criminal
sanctions; (2) sociological (anomie) - urbanization, population mobility, rigid class structure,
“economic means-ends discontinuities; and, (3) opportunity - exposure, guardianship and
attractiveness of object.

Description of the variables:

Variables include: (1) demographic information about population, including population changes
and growth, percent non-white, urbanization, income and unemployment; (2) characteristics about
banks, bank robberies, assets; and, (3) criminal justice information about crime clearance rates,
arrests and sentences.

Unit of observation:

State * Year (i.e., repeated annual measures of states)

Geographic Coverage

50 U.S. states

File Structure

Data files: 1

Unit: State * Year
Variables: 56
Cases: 300

Reports and Publications

Gould, L. C., Camp, G. M. and Peck, J. K. (1983). Economic and Sociological Theories of
Deterrence, Motivation and Criminal Opportunity: A Regression Analysis of Bank Robbery
and Other Property Crimes. Unpublished report, South Salem, NY: Criminal Justice
Institute, Inc.
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Ken Carlson
Survey of American Prisons and Jails, 1979
Abt Associates, Cambridge, MA

77-NI-AX-C018

Purpose of the Study

This study was mandated by the Crime Control Act of 1976. It includes counts of facilities by age
of facility and rated capacity; counts of the inmate population by confinement variables, security
class, age, sex, race and offense-type; and prison staff counts by age and gender.
Methodology

Sources of information:

A mail questionnaire was used to collect data from 539 state and federal adult correctional
facilities and 402 community-based pre-release facilities. Telephone queries were made to facilities

failing to complete the questionnaire.

Sample:

Included in the sample were all state and federal adult correctlonal facilities (539) and community
based pre-release facilities (402).

Dates of data collection:

1979

Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

This study included a survey of all state and federal correctional facilities and their staff. The
return rate from the surveys and telephone follow-ups was 100%. The data set includes details

on the facility, staff, and population characteristics of correctional institutions and pre-release
facilities.
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Description of variables:
Variables concerning the inmates include race, age and offense type. Facility characteristics were

measured by variables such as spatial density, hours confined to quarters, age of facility, and rated
capacity. Demographic variables such as race, age, and sex were also collected on the prison staff.

Unit of observation:

Correctional, community, or pre-release facility

Geographic Coverage

State and federal correctional institutions in the United States

File Structure

Data files: 2; (1) Survey of State and Federal Adult Correctional facilities (2) Survey of
Community Based and Pre-Release facilities.

Unit: Correctional, Community, or Pre-release facility
Variables: State and Federal, 291

Community and Pre-Release, 208
Cases: State and Federal, 558

Community and Pre-Release, 405

Reports and Publications

Abt Associates, Inc. (1983). Survey of American Prisons and Jails, 1979. Washington, DC:
Office of Federal Procurement Policy.

Blumstein, A., Cohen, J. and Gooding, W. (1983). The Influence of Capacity on Prison

Population: A Critical Review of Some Recent Evidence. Crime and Delinquency,
29(1), 1-51.

Carlson, K., Evans, P., and Flanagan, J. (1980). American Prisons and Jails, Vol. 2. Population
trends and Projections. U.S. Department of Justice, LEAA, Rockville, MD: NCJRS.

Dejong, W. (1980). American Prisons and Jails, Vol. 5. Supplemental Report - Adult Pre-Release
Facilities. 'U.S. Department of Justice, LEAA, Rockville, MD: NCJRS.

Ku, R. (1980). American Prisons and Jails, Vol. 4. Supplemental Report -Case Studies of New
Legislation Governing Sentencing and Release. U.S. Department of Justice, LEAA,
Rockville, MD: NCJRS. '
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Mullin, J. (1980). American Prisons and Jails, Vol. 3. Conditions and Costs of Confinement. U.S.
Department of Justice, LEAA, Rockville, MD: NCJRS.

Mullin, J., Carlson, K., and Smith, B. (1980). American Prisons and Jails, VoI. 1. Summary and
Policy Implications of a National Survey. U.S. Department of Justice, LEAA, Rockville,
MD: NCIRS.

Royer Cook, Barbara Smith, and Adele Harrell
Helping Crime Victims: Levels of Trauma and Effectiveness of Services
Institute for Social Analysis

82-1J-CX-K036

Purpose of the Study

This study, conducted in Tucson, Arizona, was designed to (1) estimate the impact of a victim
service program on the behavior and attitudes of victims and (2) evaluate the program, as assessed
by police and prosecutors.

Methodology
Source of information:

Four types of data files were generated by the study: (1) initial victim interview files, (2) follow-
up victim interview files, (3) police survey files, and (4) prosecutor survey files. Data in the first
two sets of files were obtained from personal interviews with victims; one month after the crime
and four to six months later. Data for the third and the fourth sets of files were obtained from
interviews with police and prosecutors.

Sample:

The sample of 323 victims of sexual assault, domestic assault, other assaslt, robbery, and burglary
consists of two major groups. First, 223 victims were selected {rom victim assistance program
records (109 had received immediate, i.e., on-the-scene, crisis intervention services and 114 had
received delayed, i.e., walk-in or call-in, services from the program). Second, a matched control
group of 100 victims who had received no program services. See the final report’s methodology
appendix for details regarding the matching procedure. The sample of 148 police officers was
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drawn randomly, stratified by "team" (the four teams were located in the four geographical
quadrants of the city). The survey of 36 deputy county attorneys represented a sample of all
prosecutors in the city with the exception of two prosecutors used for the pre-test and three who
did not return their questionnaires.

Dates of data collection:

Victim (Initial): 1983

Victim (Follow-up): 1983-1984
Police: 1983

Prosecutors: 1983

Summary of Contents
Special characteristics of the study:

Data were collected before and after victims were treated by the victim assistance program.
Impacts of the program can be assessed by examining the change in psychological, social and
financial conditions of the victims following the service intervention. Program impacts can also
be assessed by comparing three types of victim service conditions: crisis intervention service,
delayed assistance service and no service. Finally, impressions of criminal justice professionals
about such assistance programs can be gauged.

Description of variables:

The victim files contain information on the victim’s demographic characteristics, various kinds of
psychological indicators and stress symptoms following the incident; respondent’s assessments of
impacts of victimization on social activity; family; job and financial condition; reactions to the
victimization; attitudes toward the victim assistance service rendered; and opinions about the case
processing.

In the follow-up files there are items on further problems with the suspect of the incident,
satisfaction with the outcome of the case, emotional state and stress symptoms since last interview,
reactions to the victimization, financial conditions after last interview, opinions about the victim
assistance service.

The police files include respondent’s personal background, types and frequency of victim-witness
services used, opinions about the usefulness of the victim-witness service, satisfaction with the
assistance service, opinions about the victim-witness crisis unit.

The prosecutor files includes variables relating to personal background, types and frequency of
victim-witness services used, opinions about the usefulness of the victim-witness service and
satisfaction with the assistance service.

Unit of observation:

Individual
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Geographic Coverage:

Tucson, Arizona

File Structure:

Data files: 26

Unit: Individual
Variables: 8-32
Cases: 35 - 323

NOTE: Each of the 4 main file types (victim, followup, police, and prosecutor) is composed
of several individuai files. A total of 26 files are present and all these files contain
an ID number that can be used to merge different files into a single record for each
subject. ‘

Reports and Publications

Harrell, A., Cook, R. and Smith, B. (1986). The Social Psychological Effects of Victimization.
Final report to the National Institute of Justice, Washington, D.C.

Cook, R., Smith, B., and Harrell, A. (1987). Helping Crime Victims: Level of Trauma and
Effectiveness of Service. Executive Summary, National Institute of Justice, Washington,
D.C.

Smith, B., Cook, R., and Harrell, A. (1986). Evaluation of Viciim Service. Final report to
the National Institute of Justice, Washington, D.C.

Wirtz, P. and Harrell, A. (1987). Assaultive vs. non-assaultive victimization: A profile
analysis. Journal of Interpersonal Violence. 2(3). 264-277.

Wirtz, P., and Harrell, A. (1987). The effects of threatening vs. non-threatening previous life
events on fear levels in rape victims. Violence and Victims. 2(2): 89-97.

Wirtz, P. and Harrell, A. (1987). Victim and crime characteristics, coping response, and
short-and long-term recovery from victimization. Joumnal of Consulting and Clinical
Psychology. 55(6): 866-871.

Wirtz, P. and Harrell, A. (1987). Police and victims of physical assault. Journal of Criminal
Justice and Behavior.- 14(1): 81-92.

Wirtz, P. and Harrell, A. (1987). Effects of exposure to attack-similar stimuli on long term
recovery of victims. Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology. 55(1): 10-16

42




NI¥ Data Resources Chabotar & Stellwagon
February 1990 '

Kent J. Chabotar and Lindsey Stellwagon
Assessing Needs in the Criminal Justice System
Abt Associates, Cambridge, MA

80-11-CX-0001

Purpose of the Study

This study attempted to identify and prioritize the need for operational and management
improvements in the criminal justice system.

Methodology

Sources of information:

The data were collected from mail questionnaires and telephone interviews.

Sample:

Questionnaires were mailed to 2377 respondents from the 6 response groups(judges, trial court
administrators, correctional officials, public defenders, police, prosecutors, and probation and
parole officers) in both small and large criminal justice agencies nationwide. Each state
government’s coordinating board or planning agency for criminal justice also participated in the
survey. Within most respondent groups, sub-groups were identified and sampled. A census was
taken of all the respondents in the smaller sub-groups whereas random samples were drawn from
the larger sub-groups. A total of 1447 questionnaires were returned.

Dates of data collection:

Questionnaires were mailed out during March of 1983; in September of 1983 telephone contacts
were made.
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Summary of Contents
Special characteristics of the study:

This study summarizes the position of leading criminal justice administrators regarding problems
confronting criminal justice agencies and the plans and resources necessary to solve them.
Criminal justice officials (judges, trial court administrators, corrections officials, public defenders,
police, prosecutors, probation and parole officials) completed mail or telephone survey instru-
ments. The surveys addressed five main issues: (1) the adequacy of financial resources in criminal
justice departments and programs; (2) the most important problems confronting these departments
and programs; (3) the most important problems facing state criminal justice agencies; (4)
assessment of the needs for operational and management improvement; and, (5) the technical
assistance and research strategies needed to meet these needs. Each component ¢f the criminal
justice system received identical surveys.

Description of variables:

The variables describe the background of the respondent and their agency, financial resources
available to the agency, technical assistance available, research and initiative programs used, and
areas in need of improvement.

Unit of observation:

Criminal justice practitioners (court, public defenders,

corrections, police, probation and parole, and prosecutors)

Geographic Coverage

Continental United States

File Structure

Data files: 6; (1) courts, (2) public defenders, (3) correctional institutions (4) police, (5)
probation and parole (6) prosecutors ’

Unit: Criminal justice practitioners
Variables: 18 - 19 per file
Cases: 78 - 403 per file

Reports and Publications

Chabotar, K. (1984). Assessing Needs in the Criminal Justice System: Final Report. Washington,
DC: National Institute of Justice.
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" Marcia R. Chaiken
k Selecting Career Criminals for Priority Prosecution

National Institute for Sentencing Altematives, Brandeis University, Waltham, Massachusetts

84-11-CX-0055

Purpose of the Study

The purpose of the study conducted in Los Angeles County, California and Middlesex County,
Massachusetts was to develop offender classification criteria that can be used to select career
criminals for priority prosecution.

Methodology

Source of information:

Data sources are (1) official records from the Los Angeles County Superior Court and the Office
of the Middlesex County District Attorney, (2) interview data with prosecutors in Los Angeles, (3)
case review forms completed by priority prosecution attorneys in Middlesex County and (4) survey

data from defendants’ self-reports.

Sample:

Potential respondents were selected from (1) priority prosecuted defendants and (2} a random
subset of male defendants not prosecuted as career criminals but originally charged with the same
type of crime as priority prosecuted defendants such as homicide, robbery and burglary. These
potential respondents were asked to fill out the self-report questionnaires. The self-report surveys
resulted in a sample of 298 respondents in Los Angeles and 202 respondents in Middlesex County.

(Note: The original investigator analyzed fewer cases than the actual number in the files, because
unreliable cases were excluded based on the assessment of multiple indicators.)

Dates of data collection:

1984-1986
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Summary of Contents
Special characteristics of the study:

In addition to the crime records obtained from official sources and defendants’ self-reports,
information about prosecutors’ discretionary judgments on sampled cases were obtained from
interviews of prosecutors and case review forms completed by attorneys. In the self report
surveys of defendants, multiple indicators were included to assess reliability of responses. Data
on nonrespondents were also collected to examine possible response bias.

Descriptica of variables:

The official record file contains information on respondents’ and nonrespondents’ current and past
records of offenses committed, arrests, dispositions, sentences, parole and probation histories,
substance use records, juvenile court appearances, criminal justice practitioners’ assessment and
demographic characteristics.

The prosecutor interview file contains variables relating to their opinions about the seriousness
rating of the defendant, subjective criteria used to decide suitability for prosecution and case status
at intake stage.

In the file obtained from prosecutors’ case review forms, information include judgments of LA
and MA prosecutors on the MA anonymous cases, reasons for priority prosecution stated by
prosecutors, selection decisions for priority prosecution and defendants’ prior records and
situational variables related to current offense.

In the self-report file, information include inmates’ demographic characteristics, employment
history, substance use and criminal records, sentencing and confinement history, age of onset of
criminal activity, and frequencies of committing specific types of crimes such as burglary, robbery,
assault and thefts etc. :

Unit of observation:

defendant

Geographic Coverage:

Los Angeles County, California and Middlesex County, Michigan

File Structure

Data files: 9;

Unit: defendant
Variables: 377 to 416
Cases: 181 to 298
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Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

For this research, a questionnaire consisting of twelve hypothetical criminal cases was created to
explore the attitudes and opinions of court personnel and their perceptions of the best method
for processing cases in a properly functioning court. The questionnaire was completed by 242
judges, prosecutors, and defense attorneys and the data summarize each court’s "culture" of legal
processing.

Description of variables:

The variables include attitudinal information on judges, prosecutors and defense counsel in four
urban courts. Variables include respondents years in criminal justice system, preferred mode of
disposition of the hypothetical case, preferred sentence type, and assessment of probability of
conviction.

Unit of observation:

Court practitioners: judges, prosecutors, and defense counsel

Geographic Coverage

Bronx, New York; Detroit, Michigan; Miami, Florida; and Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania

File Structure

Data files: 1

Unit: Court practitioners
Variables: 114

Cases: 242

Reports and Publications

Church, T. W. Jr. (1982). Examining Local Legal Culture- Practitioner Attitudes in. Four
Criminal Courts. Washington, DC: National Institute of Justice.

Church, T. W. Jr. (1981). Who sets the Pace of Litigation in Urban Trial Courts. Judica- '
ture, 65, 76-85.
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Reports and Publications

Chaiken, M. R. and Chaiken, J. M. (1987). Selecting Career Criminals for Priority Prosecution.
(Unpublished final report submitted to the National Institute of Justice).

Thomas W. Church
Assessing Local Legal Culture: Practitioner Norms in Four Criminal Courts
National Center for State Courts, Williamsburg, VA

78-MU-AX-0023

Purpose of the Study

This study examined the attitude of court practitioners (judges and attorneys) to determine
whether and in what way they affected the handling of criminal cases.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Questionnaires were -administered to state court judges, prosecutors and defense attorneys.
Sample:

A purposive sample of the criminal courts in four cities was selected (Bronx, N. Y.; Detroit,
Michigan; Miami, Florida; and Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania). The primary selection criterion was that
previous research had indicated that the courts in these cities process their criminal cases in quite
different fashions (differences in speed, proportion of cases disposed with guilty pleas, and
sentencing practices). Within these courts, judges, prosecutors, and defense attorneys were
sampled. Sample size for each city and category of practitioner varied from 5 (Miami judges) to
42 (Miami prosecutors).

Dates of data collection:

Not available
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Stevens H. Clarke
Alaska Plea Bargaining Study: 1974-1976
Alaska Judicial Council, Anchorage, AK

76-N1-10-0001

Purpose of the Study

This study was desxgned to determine the effect of a state-wide ban on plea bargaining in Alaska
on case processing and sentencing.

Methodology
Sources of information:

Data sources include police booking sheets, public fingerprint files, and court dockets from August
1974 until 1976.

Sample:

Cases from the criminal courts of Anchorage, Juneau, and Fairbanks, Alaska were sampled over
the period August 1974 - August 1976.

Dates of data collection:

During the 1976-1977 calendar year

Summary of Contents
Special characteristics of the study:

This study is one of the first attempts to examine the effects of the abolition of plea bargaining
on the administration of felony justice.
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Description of variables:

Variables include demographic information of criminal offenders, social characteristics, criminal

history of the offender, nature of the offense for the current offense, evidence, victim characteris-

tics, and administrative factors concerning case outcome.

Unit of observation:

A single felony charge against a single defendant

Geographic Coverage

Anchorage, Juneau and Fairbanks, Alaska

File Structure

Data files: 1

Unit: Felony charge for a defendant
Variables: 192
Cases: 3586

Reports and Publications

1liff, C. H., Mock, M. A,, Rubenstein, M. L., Simpson, S. S., and White, T. J. (1977). Alaska
Judicial Council Interim Report on the Elimination of Plea Bargaining. Unpublished
report, Alaskan Judicial Sentencing Commission, Anchorage, AK.

Rubenstein, M. L., White, T. J. and Clarke, S. E. (1978). The Effect of the Official
Prohibition of Plea Bargaining on the Disposition of Felony Cases in the Alaska Criminal
Courts. Unpublished report, Alaskan Judicial Sentencing Commission, Anchorage, AK.

Rubenstein, M. L. and White, T. J, (1979). Alaska’s Ban On Plea Bargaining. Law and
Society Review, 13, 367-383.
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Stevens H. Clarke
Felony Prosecution and Sentencing in North Carolina: 1979, 1981
University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill

80-11-CX-0004

Purpose of the Study
This research was designed to assess the impact of a determinate sentencing law that became
effective July 1, 1981 in North Carolina. The primary objective of the study was to describe the

judicial decision-making process and the patterns of felony sentencing prior to and after the
statute became operational.

Methodology

Sources of information:

State-wide data were collected on felony cases from police departments, arrest reports, police
investigation reports, and District and Superior Court files from twelve North Carolina counties
during a three month period in 1979 and again in 1981.

Sample:

A purposive sample of twelve North Carolina counties were selected. These counties were
selected on the basis of three dimensions: (1) region; (2) urbanization; and, (3) workload of
court.

Dates of data collection:

Data were collected during a three month period in 1979 and again in 1981

Summary of Contents
Special characteristics of the study:

These data allow an analysis of the effect of a large-scale judicial reform, the introduction of
North Carolina’s determinate sentencing scheme. It describes in detail court activities in twelve
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representative counties. In this data set it is possible to trace individual defendants through the
criminal justice system from arrest through disposition.

Description of variables:

Variables include information from official court records about witness testimony and quality of
the evidence, information from prison staff and probation/parole officers, and social demographic
and criminal history data for defendants. Information is also provided on the defendant’s entry
point in the system, charge and charge reduction information, arraignment status, mode, and type
of disposition.

Unit of observation:

Individual defendant

Geographic Coverage

North Carolina

File Structure

Data files: 2
Unit: Individual defendant
Variables: 1979 file, 279

1981 file, 322
Cases: 1979 file, 1378

1981 file, 1280

Reports and Publications

Clarke, S. H., Kurtz, S., Rubinsky, K. and Schleicher, D. (1982). Felony Prosecution and
Sentencing in North Carolina: A Report to the Govemor’s Crime Commission and the
National Institute of Justice. Unpublished report, University of North Carolina at
Chapel Hill, Institute of Government.

Clarke, S. H,, Kurtz, S., Lang, G. F,, Parker, K. L., Rubinsky, E. W. and Schleicher, D. J.
(1983). North Carolina’s Determinate Sentencing Analysis: An Evaluation of the First
Year’s Experience. Unpublished report, University of NC at Chapel Hill, Institute of
Government, Chapel Hill, NC.

Clarke, S. H. (no date). North Carolina’s Fair Sentencing Act: What Have the Results Been?
Unpublished report, University of NC at Chapel Hill, Institute of Government, Chapel
Hill, NC.
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Clarke, S. H. and Kurtz, S. T. (1983). The Importance of Interim Decisions to Felony Trial
Court Dispositions. Unpublished report, University of NC at Chapel Hill, Institute of
Government, Chapel Hill, NC.

William H. Clements
Effectiveness of Client Specific Planning As An Altermative Sentence
University of Delaware

85-11-CX-0047

Purpose of the Study

This study is an evaluation of the Client Specific Planing (CSP) program of the National Center
on Institutions and Alternatives (NCIA). The CSP program offers non-incarcerative sentencing
options and alternatives prepared for judges and presented by an NCIA caseworker.

The study estimates the impact of the program on sentence length, sentence severity, the
effectiveness of the program at diverting serious felony offenders from incarceration, as well as
the rate, type, seriousness and timing of recidivism in a 24 month post-sentence risk period.
Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were gathered from court case files, pre-sentence investigation (PSI) reports and official
police records.

Sample:

Cases for CSP group (n=121) were selected from NCIA log entries between October 1, 1981 and
September 30, 1982 for adult felony cases in the four metropolitan jurisdictions: Washington, D.C,,
Fairfax County, Virginia, and Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties. In all cases there was
a request for CSP service prior to original sentencing.

The comparison group (n=137) selected from felony cases filed during the study year in each

jurisdiction was matched to the CSP group in terms of offense, criminal history, age, sex, and
race.
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Dates of data collection:

1985 - 1986

Summary of Contents
Special characteristics of the study:

The data set provides detailed information on criminal history, sentencing, and recidivism for the
two groups. It is one of the few data sets available for evaluating this type of program.

Description of variables:

The file contains 436 variables for each defendant on their demographic characteristics, criminal
history, prior counselling experiences, prior incarceration, charges and dispositions of the recidivist
arrests, types of sentencing alternatives recommended in CSP.

Unit of observation:

adult felony offenders

Geographic Coverage:

Washington, D.C.; Fairfax County, Virginia; and Montgomery and Prince George’s counties in
Maryland.

File Structure

Data files: 1; Defend.Raw

Unit: defendant
Variables: 436
Cases: 258

Reports and Publications

Clements, W. H. (1987). The Effectiveness of Client Specific Planning As An Altemative Sentence.
(Unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, University of Delaware).
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Marshall B. Clinard and Peter C. Yeager
Illegal Corporate Behavior, 1979
University of Wisconsin, Madison, WI

77-N1-99-0069 .

Purpose of the Study
This study examined corporate law violations of 582 of the largest publicly-owned corporations in
the U.S. The research focused on enforcement actions initiated or imposed by 24 federal

agencies, the nature of these activities, the internal structure of the corporations, and the
economic settings in which the illegal activities occurred.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Data were collected from the COMPUSTAT service of Investors Management Sciences; Inc.;
MOODY'’S series of manuals, corporations’ annual reports to the Securities and Exchange

Commission, and FORTUNE magazine.

Sample:

A purposive sample of 582 of the largest publicly-owned corporations in the United States was
selected. The sample includes 477 manufacturing, 18 wholesale, 66 retail, and 21 service
corporations, and covers enforcement actions and economic data during 1975 and 1976.

Dates of data collection:

1977 through 1978

Summary of Contents
Special characteristics of the study:

This study represents one of the few large-scale studies of white collar crime in America. The
dataset contains information on the law enforcement actions taken against these corporations by
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federal agencies. In order to determine the conditions conducive to corporate violations of la..,
economic data on the corporate and industry level were also gathered.

Description of variables:

Variables include information about economic data at the corporate and industry level for
manufacturing, whelesale, retail and service corporations. There is also information about the
operating and financial difficulties of the corporations. Data were also collected on industry-level
characteristics that may relate to commission of illegal corporate acts, violations, sanctions, and
other law enforcement activities directed at these corporations.

Unit of observation:

Large, publicly-owned American business corporations

Geographic Coverage

The continental United States

File Structure

Data files: 2; (1) economics (2) violations
Unit: Corporations
Variables: Economic file, 128
Violations file, 175
Cases: Economic file, 461

Violations file, 2230

Reports and Publications

Clinard, M. B. and Yeager, P. C. (1979). Final Report of the White Collar Crime Study.
Unpublished report, University of Wisconsin, Madison, WL

Clinard, M. B. and Yeager, P. C. (1979). Final Report of the White Collar Crime Study.
Washington, DC: National Institute of Justice.

Clinard, M. B. and Yeager, P. C. (no date). lllegal Corporate Behavior. Washington, DC:
Law Enforcement Administration.
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George F. Cole and Barry Mahoney
Practices and Attitudes of Trial Court Judges Regarding Fines as a Criminal Sanction
University of Connecticut

84-11-CX-0012

Purpose of the Study

Data were collected to determine the practices and views of state trial court judges with respect
to the use of fines as a criminal sanction.

Methodology

Sources of information:

A mailed questionnaire survey. -

Sample:

A national sample of full-time U.S. judges who handled felony or criminal misdemeanor cases in
the two years preceding the survey. The target population included state court judges of general
jurisdiction and judges of courts of limited (but not special) jurisdiction. The sample was stratified
by region and type of jurisdiction.

Dates of data collection:

Circa 1985

Summary of Contents
Special characteristics of the study:

In addition to questions concerning the judges’ use of fines and other sanctions, the questionnaire
presents the judges with hypothetical cases.
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Description of variables:

Respondents were asked about the composition of their caseloads; sentencing practices (including
the amounts of fines that would be imposed in a variety of circumstances); the availability of
information about the offender at the time of sentencing; enforcement and collection procedures
in their courts (including whether they believed system-related or offender-related factors to be
responsible for collection problems); attitudes toward the use of fines; and views concerning the
desirability and feasibility of a day-fine system.

Unit of observation:

Trial court judges.

Geographic Coverage

United States.

File Structure

Data files: 1; Judge.raw
Unit: individuals
Variables: 144

Cases: 1265

Reports and Publications

Cole, G. F., Mahoney, B.; Thornton, M., and Hanson, R. A. (1987). The Practices and
Attitudes of Trial Court Judges Regarding Fines as a Criminal Sanction. (Unpublished
Executive Summary prepared for the National Institute of Justice).

Cole, G. F,, Mahoney, B., Thornton, M., and Hanson, R. A. (1987). The Practices and

Attitudes of Trial Court Judges Regarding Fines as a Criminal Sanction. Williamsburg,
VA: National Center for State Courts.

58



NI1J Data Resources ‘ Collins et al.
February 1990

James J. Collins, Chbrles L. Usher and Jay R. Williams
Research on Alterative Probation Strategies in Maryland
Research Triangle Institute, Chapel Hill, NC

81-1J-CX-0005

Purpose of the Study

This research was designed to assess the cost effectiveness of three alternative probation
strategies: unsupervised probation, regular supervised probation, and a community-service work
order program.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Baseline data about probationers were collected from intake forms from the Maryland Division
of Parole and Probation. Criminal history data were gathered from the Maryland State Police
"rapsheets," and interviews with the probationers. In addition, each respondent completed a

survey instrument concerning economic, general demographic and job history information.

Sample:
In a field experiment 371 non-violent, less-serious offenders who normally would have been given

probation sentences of one year or less were offered randomly selected assignments to one of

three probation treatments over a five month period. All offenders came from Baltimore County,
Maryland.

Dates of data collection:

March 1981 through August 1983
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Summary of Contents
Special characteristics of the study:

Probationers were experimentally assigned to one of three treatment conditions, varying in the
amount of supervision exercised and type of activity required. At the half-way point of the
experiment, a recidivism assessment was conducted for each probationer. In addition to official
arrests, probationers were interviewed about their recent criminal activity and employment history.
Six months after the end of the probation period, each participant completed a survey that was
designed to discover any changes in socio-economic circumstances or involvement with criminal
justice agencies. Additional data on arrests and outstanding warrants were also obtained at this
time and at a follow-up conducted twelve months after the probation period. In addition, a
separate analysis of the general administrative procedures of each probation program was aiso
conducted to produce a cost-effectiveness assessment model.

Description of variables:

The data contain criminal history, sanctions and economic data on three groups of probationers
in an experimental probation program in Baltimore County, Maryland. Variables include age and
race of probationer, offense resulting in probation, type and length of probation supervision, living
conditions, employment situation, kinds of physical and mental problems, involvement with drugs
and alcohol, and attitude towards supervision.

Unit of observation:

Probationer

Geogr:.phic Coverage

Baltimore County, Maryland

File Structure

Data files: 8

Unit: Probationer
Variables: 887
Cases: 371

Reports and Publications

Collins, J. J., Usher, C. L. and Williams, J. R. (1984). Research on Altemative Probation
Strategies in Maryland. Washington, DC: National Institute of Justice.
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Judith Dahmann

Prosecutorial Response to Violent Gang Criminality: An Evaluation of Operation Hafdcore,
1976-1980

Mitre Corporation, McLean, VA

81-1J-CX-K004

Purpose of the Study

The purposes of this system performance study were: (1) to describe the problems of gang
violence in Los Angeles and the ways that incidents of gang violence have been handled by the
Los Angeles criminal justice system; (2) to document the activities of the special gang prosecution
unit (Operation Hardcore), and the criminal justice handling of the cases prosecuted by that unit;
and, (3) to evaluate the extent to which Operation Hardcore affected criminal justice handling of
gang violence.

Methodology

Sources of information:

Police records of gang homicides, prosecutorial case files, court records, and case processing
information from criminal court were the primary sources of information. Supplementary data
sources included the automated Prosecutor’s Management Information System (PROMIS)
maintained by the Los Angeles District Attorney’s Office, court records in the Superior Court of
California in Los Angeles, and the local felony court.

Sample:

Incidents involving gang-related murders were selected from a population of homicide cases in Los
Angeles that involved a known gang member as the victim or suspect. The cases were selected
for the sample based on the time the incidents occurred and were cross-referenced with police
records and records of the District Attorney’s office.

Dates of data collection:

January 1979 through December 1981
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Summary of Contents

Special characteristics of the study:

This study evaluates a special prosecutorial program, Operation Hardcore, that was developed and
implemented by the Los Angeles District Attorney’s Office to examine the effectiveness of law
enforcement and prosecutorial activities in dealing with the problems of gang violence. This study
provides data which can be used to evaluate the performance of criminal justice agencies and their
handling of incidents of gang-related violence.

Description of variables:

Variables include characteristics and demographic information about victims, suspects and
defendants, incident characteristics and information about court involvement, sentencing, and
charge descriptions.

Unit of observation:

The unit of observation in this study depends upon the particular data file. Observations include
incidents of gang-related homicides, court cases, victims, suspects, defendants, and charges.

Geogfaphic Coverage

Los Angeles County, California

File Structure

Data files: 6

Unit: See description above
Variables: 14 - 19 per file
Cases: 223 - 1016 per file

Reports and Publications

Dahmann, J. S. (1983). Final Report Evaluation of Operation Hardcore - A Prosecutorial
Response to Violent Gang Criminality. Washington, DC: National Institute of Justice.

Dahmann, J. S. (1983). Prosecutorial Response to Violent Gang Criminality - An Evaluation of
Operation Hardcore. Washington, DC; National Institute of Justice.
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Julius Debro
Research on Minorities: Toward A Relationship Between Race and Crime

Criminal Justice Institute, Atlanta University

80-NI-AX-0003

Purpose of the Study

This study was designed to investigate factors within the black family or community that may
contribute to (1) high crime rates; and, (2) high victi